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1. [T U &I

EAZREMT (NER) 3, XEPTSEINLFEE - RN L CEKY 7 22057
259 A0 ChD, WAEFEMEIE, BMICEUTo L) SEey F o /B E LTIET
ZZEMTES,

(1) #HELZVWERKs 7 20FEEK - EZORBDOY A+ (gazetteer) ZHET 5.

(2) YATLAIEZ NI SCEZAEHED SERL, LHPORAMTERICHE TN LIS

#liF, FEERBLE ALY,

ZO77a—Fi—RT23E EFL LIRS, W OLDRANLEEL A
Tw3, $—ig, EE - MEoEHY 2 ML, HRETEERZ 7 ABT2ITRTOERE
T 2HEBH 5. L Liads, BEEREMHINRLET2E% Y 7 21k, A\
ks, Gin, BIETH, ¥V R0BEA, WABESBICORD, ZNEFNDOFTIZE T
Ha Bt En sz, HENZRE LIS AR\, B, e Th s
ZEMDH 2856, XEPFTHO LN TV R REOERY, FrEOR%A 7Y LT3
D, FARZFIEE SR, DF D, SGEhOERRZ DD D TIINRERY 7 2ADORH,E
AWERETZZENTET, WBOXIRESZEL TE®Y 7 ADMNET 2035 5.

D& hfEEey F YTk 2 FENRZ 2MEEZ TIRT 20102, WETIFYR—t
X7 Fv=eyy (SVM) 54 EMEHRY (CRF) & &, BWAE7LVY X L%2HwT
B RBI S 2 R T 2 EBATH 2, B E IO (A RBEMETR), 52
BNLEBD, NREH®S 7 AEETN20E»ZHET 2 0HMNEE LTERLEN 2,
D& BHEETNVEEND D FAHTERT 200 BINTHD, ZOLDITIIAFTE
k7 7225 LT — 5 iz iz 2. JT — & O, NRF XL O3ED
BNRER 7 5 ADOREZHEYNC BT 2 2 LB TEZHEMKD, BEETTLRTIUD
Fn7zo, BAPREBOM TS KGR F2hns, LicdisT, BEEBMmEDZDD
AT — 2 BFREEDER 7 T A« FAAL VY TLPEBINTEST, 207 —FELESN
TWLDDBURTH 5.

KRETIE, KB RERET - R—2 ¢, REDETFALa—R"2A%ZMMATEILT
WA RENL D7 » OFIET— & 2 ABINICER T 2 Pk IRET 5. AR B NA
g, UTo#hThs,

(1) Hflifrd~y F v 7 cilfisT—2 2 AEESR L T, JET—2 0B, mik
BEREAERBhNR 2R TE LY,
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(2) BERT—IX—RIEENZTEERZM ) 2 & T, T — 2 2@Ea® - K
HBRICT 2 2 Lp3TE, BAERBUITHASOMERED KIFIcLEE s i,
(3) (2) TS NEAIT — 5 OFBIRE BT 2 728, SRS & sclf-training %
BALEZS, I BEERBMH SO GE S Nk,
(4) BAENCHBERS L2237 — 513, AFTERS LT — 51, BHRBD
F1 22 77T 5.23 RiF7dpo 7, ANFIEEICHZ B E &I T — 5 2T %
Z LR,

2. BRRFE

PREFHRL, HRT— VY R—ALETXF AL a— ARV, T —% % A8
BT 3FETHE, AL, FETF - X—2 L LT Entrez Gene*' 2> %, Entrez
Gene 1HEIRT- £ ¥ VRV EDT—F R=ZATH D, 680 fifkfoL a—FznLiuc, IE
4R, Hl4, EYfs, SEHSHSE RS I N TW S, 1 |3 Entrez Gene DL a—F
Hlchz, REFETIE, ZnsnLa—FiD, IEX4FR, Hl4%24E0, Entrez Gene N
IR SN TV 2R COEBFEI VAN IEDPO L EEEEHEL ., £/, ETF AL
a—,82 & LTI, 2009 R MEDLINE*? 0 £k %#FIH 93 % Z & &£ L7, MEDLINE /&
EYELTB ORI D T — 7 X—2TH D, #11,000 HHOHCIPERT F A b HUER S
nTws, INsOFEEFERE MG, AR CTIIEYEETEOXED» S BIBET4, V8
B4R T 5,

AT — % 2> & EAA LB 2T 2 PEIZ, DTFO@E) THh 5. 13U DS, GENIA
tagger > 2T 2 2 LT, T —5%, A=, "4 7 (), av= (), VX
F (), ®3avr (), avr () TRUSNALTFH (b—=27 v EWER) 25EL, &
@ (POS) #7%Fvr 097255, EWARBHDOE I AV %27V TERET 57
%, TOBES itiE? Z#H L 7.

A EEMEE, G20 CHD =27 T EICERY 9 AD IOBES 7NV %252
LMV ERE L BT 2 2 L3 TE S, SlE, WEA—FLD SVM O _{l53 8%,
one-vs-the-rest JEIC X D SESFICIRE L 72 b D&\ 7L T AL E LTHW T, K
HTHOWIZSVM I, XOtFEHDO =0V oy 35206070 E, DTOXIITTR g

{

*1 http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/gene
*2 http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/MEDLINE
*3 http://www-tsujii.is.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp/GENIA/tagger/
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CD177 CD177 molecule [ Homo sapiens ] .
Gon 067125, pdeted on -en 011 Gene or Protein name
~ Summary DI
Official Symbol  CD177 froviced by HGNC .
e o1 mtoats st Official name
Primary source HGNC:30072

Locus tag UNQS95/PRO1181
See related HPRD:01222; MIM:162860
Gene type protein coding
RefSeq status VALIDATED
Organism Homo sapiens
Lineage ~ Eukaryota; Metazoa; Chordata; Craniata; Vertebrata; Euteleostomi-Mammalia; Eutheria:
Euarchontoglires; Primates; Haplorthini; CatashintrHominidae; Homo
Alsoknownas NB1;PRV1; HNA2A; CD177:
Summary NB1,a glycosy (GPIMinked cell
described in a case of neonatal alloimmune neutropenia (Lalezari etal., 1971 [PubMed
55652408]) supplied by OMIM]

Related articles in PubMed
expression. Abdgawad M, et al.
d by the endothelial S536N

unol, 2010 Apr 1. PMID 20194726,
vera and essential

4. Mol hat A134T, G156A and G1333A SNPs in the CD177 gene are associated with a
I antigen-2. Moritz E, et al. Vox Sang, 2010 Feb. PMID 19695014,

d its receptors: relevance for the f Wegener's HuN,
ev, 2009 May. PMID 19185066.

ical

1 Entrez Gene ® L a— Ffi
Fig.1 Entrez Gene record sample.

2T 5,

y¢ = argmax score(y|T¢, Ye—1)
y

ERi2BWT, score(y|xe, yi—1) E b= v 2, 3TV y THBH A7 (FHURDOEAD
M 287, gy OTFHIZBOTy IO =27 vDFHIIL) 2H\w2Z ET, CRF
BT DI - NA 75 DEMERFLNCEA L, X3z 56 op ETDO =2 Vi
5%%EE, XDEHE (y1) OXOKRRE (yr) K2 T, EXD I VFRZIHIT).
AT, SVM D%E%E L LT liblinear** & il > 7z,

£ 113 SVM TOEBRICHOEED Y A+ THE, Zhzho =2y (£1 Tk
“Human” 2HIc L72) 1ZxfL, ROX I RHEMERER L ¢ b —27 2 XFF (w), /X
FLZe b =2 XA (wh), W& (pos), Fx> 7% 7 (chk), +—7 v DLFER
% — (shape), TS =V oRE—OXTHE 25 Z L2bD (shaped) , XTFHE

*4 http://www.csie.ntu.edu.tw/~cjlin/liblinear/

(© 2011 Information Processing Society of Japan



TR TS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

R 1 BEWEEICE W T2 H G

Table 1 Example of features used in machine learning process.

Ei i i
w A & Human
wl INCFALL 72 b =2 75 human
pos fitanl NNP
chk FYr 57 B-NP
shape b =2 v OFRRY — v ULLLL
shaped F—=27 v OXFESY—v 2 UL
type XFHEY A 7 InitCap
pn(n =1...4) b — 7 v OEEER (H,Hu,Hum,Huma)

sn(n =1...4) =7 v OB (n,an,man,uman)

g4 7 (type), ~—7voBE# (p,), t—7vOERERH (s,). b—27vOXFHA
% — (shape) &l&, b—7vyFOXFERKLF (U), MXF (L), HF (D) IKHHRL
7bDTHS, LFHNY =V SHE—DOXFHMZRLI E LbD (shaped) 1T
% — (shape) ICBIT\V %A%, HifEd 2 H—XEM%EZ —~XFIMHO TS, #l2iF, £1
D & I “ULLLL” (shape) 7 51 “UL” (shaped) &7 %, XFMY 1 7 (type) L1,
ZDOL—=0 v TRXFETHES ), "TRTCALFETH S, TR TEFTH L, THiE%E
Gy LD, FEDFEMEENTHE ) pEERT. BRI, REMED F—27 vick
LG, g2 b= vihicEEhsE o=y 0, RONL 754 (HU wl, pn, Sn
1R <) R OCTRIS R B L 72,

2.1 FHEBR—BMLEEYYFUIICLBIET—5 DEEES

TR L LT, 2009 4k MEDLINE 24123 LT, Entrez Gene & DL /& &
DHiffieey Fr 7RI ZEICKD, MIEL—7 v OJIBT—5 2 HEES L 2. &
BLEIBT -2 22 THOWTEET S 2 L3, ERFEROBBTAAETH 72D T
A% 440 Ji =27 Y OIHT — & I VT, BEERBUIERZEEL 2. CoEG
KB OMERE®, BioNLP 2011 Shared Task™ EPI 22— 82 % flVCEHi L 72, EPI
a— XA, FIFH T =2 LHFEA T =8 BBEARINTL 3208, FHEICIZIh s %2 &0
etz v, EPI a— 12128 WT, 53N TWEEKY7 7 21X GGP (Gene or
Gene Product, BT F BB TFERY) TH 5.

R2IC, HEERLALIBT—22H0CEE L, L ZBEE RS OMERE LR

*1 https://sites.google.com/site/bionlpst/
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R 2 TlfFEHER
Table 2 Results of preliminary experiment.
Fik A P R F1
FHISCE IS § 2 EEd e v F v IS K i 92.09 39.03 42.69  40.78
ABEARIIMT — & oo L 2 A RBMINS  85.76  10.18  23.83  14.27

(a) It is clear that in culture media of AM,
cystatin C and cathepsin B are present as
proteinase-antiproteinase complexes.

(b) Temperature in puerperium is higher in AM,
lower in PM.

2 FEEvy F Y IC k2K 7 ANEH] (BHEDRBUCER Y 7 25 S Tw2)

Fig.2 Dictionary-based gene name tagging example (tagged words are shown in italic typeface).

L, R22o6905 5918, TOFETESL LT -2 Tlx, ¥8%2 L TR
ZEEREMEREMECTE L (F1 A3 7 14.27) . 210 E 5D, Entrez Gene X D
MEEE L 7-fEr 2 V¢, Bl I EE S~ v F v J 2R L7208, ROiiRE B -o7%
(F1 227 40.78) . ¥ DX ) IHEFIWIRNTHR OO EZHS T 5720, HEpHE
BLEABET — 2 I ED X IR 7 AP EINT 0 pHRT,

X 2 I3ERINZIIHT—Fo—F<Ths. #i (a) KBTS AM L) iERER, BEET
LTHLDTIELVER Y 7 AMEGTHL., LoL, #l (b) KBIFS AM 1%, EET4T
Y URIELTH RS, THiZERT ante meridiem DWEEEZR O THEEHE (false positive)
TH5B., TDXHIT, FHCHEEEPHETIEICHR LT, Biiairtiey FU Ik 3 EKY 9 2
51, whatEse 5 2 2RSS v E v BRI 2, HEER L 2287 — 21213,
FRE RS 1B Y 7 ANEGDIEFICL S RAI N, T — 2 BB w E, Lo
BRIED R Z R C & R L EA RIS SRS, a2 T2 2 L3 TcE R
W, FEF—YOHOMER, EWREEOM» S BT 2 03I ICHEETH 20T, K
BT T — Y OUERET LR EZ D,

2.2 SEXBMERERWLIIBT—5 DEES

HENES T 27— OAEZLET 57-%, Entrez Gene DL a2 — FANEE L
TV 3SEXEERZAAL 7. K3 3SEREROHITH D, Entrez Gene ICHE I
32 AM L WHBEBEFOL a— FOSEEEHREZ T L T3, SE R E L, 20
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Entrez Gene Records

[ Gene: AM )

MEDLINE Abstracts

Reference

PMID 1984484:

It is clear that in culture media of AM,
cystatin C and cathepsin B are present as
proteinase-antiproteinase complexes.

PMID 23456:
Temperature in puerperium is higher in AM,
lower in PM.

3 MEDLINE i XX #P 8k~ DS SRR G
Fig.3 Reference to MEDLINE abstract example.

L a—FOFlR T 2BETRY v 7 EFIR I N T WSk E LT, MEDLINE o 3k
ID (PMID) 2R T3HDTH%. 2.1HilcBIF2M™->7-HK 7 5 2151, Entrez Gene I
AM LW BIETHZDOL a— FBEET 570, 2TD AM & \» ) REZBET L#HHEL
TLESRILETHZIRIINADTHS, ZEEREZHZ L, TOAM DL a—F
I3 MEDLINE #1984484 D EH L »&MH L Twi\», Z 2T, Entrez Gene DL a—F
5B E N TV % MEDLINE O SICE W TOR, HHEvyF Itk sHE 7/
T=aviriTHIZEIRL, BRI FADORBEMRSCT /) T— T 575 —A%2@HT 52
LlZl7., 29952 &T, MEDLINE #23456 O3GHT AM ~NEEBETFOBW Y 7 A% )
L% 7%h, K26l (b) OfEbGIEZEETE 5.

LB NG E 7z, AT — 5 0 HEERIER D X 5 12479

(1) Entrez Gene & W IEXAFF, 4, SERER=ZHED, RED Y R+ £ SE G

WA s R R R T 2
(2) MEDLINE X#EH2MFIIHN L, #E~y Fr 7 2#HAT %,
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2011/5/17

(3) =vFLARBEOSEXERD, %247 % MEDLINE OifiX#bitz 2L Tw 2
BHDOHR, BW 7 A%MNET 3,

Zo7mx A% MEDLINE £FIEH L7225, 4,800 /1 b —27 v DIl — % 23sHE
HRTE, 9B 3000 =7 VICEKY I ABMNE I N

2.3 T —F R

2.2 fiiClE, SEEERZ O CGEEGROIIM T — & 28R 2 5ikedR~%, L
L35, ZOFEEHGAIETESTEZIIMT—51%, BEEOS Y (KHEEL)
bDEE-oTLEY. M4 Tk citdsnHmx, 2@ClET4Ths. Zohc, T
FEDH N - RIS L T, Entrez Gene IR T A3HEEF X L) Rovro7-La—FiC
BT, %7 % MEDLINE OfX#@nslshtnizizo, 2.2 fiioFETEIET4
DEWRT I ABEZ2 67, LaL, TENSI2NT0RWERBICEIL T, Entrez Gene
IR 2REETHO22500, 2Ol a—FicBwT, #2472 MEDLINE DX
PEBSHI N TR D, 22 HiOFETIHEEBETROEERY 7 225 TE ko k
DX, BHATRREEL 0RBUL, HWRZ 59 ABMEINEREEBPMETETVRARVD
D (Bt LhoTLEw, ¥FOHIFER->TLEY. ZDLHIRIT ENLI DI,
Entrez Gene @ L 2 — FIZE N5 2% RERICHBEIRIES N TRV dTH 5,
WEKEZHR L - THRAR2WET 2720, AP TIREMEEICERLE. Thb
L, 22fiOFHETTY /7 — b SN EFEMOBRICH 2 451E, RURKZ 7 2108
T2 EEZ, Kb5IC, SAEERITICE B Y 7 AMGOIET LT Y XL ERL
7o, TOTNTY RLTIE, 22 HiOFETEKY 7 ADMME S NE£EHD & FhifhE 2
s (¢, «r, “and” %) 2RCELETE 2EBDS, Entrez Gene 205 (BE kDl
HRIHELT) JHEIETRO» A, B%Y 7224573,

2.4 self-training

2.3 fiDFEF, HFUMHEICHE I OTIBET — 5 OHRELZKET 2 FETH L0, B
B ORMEL TR CRRER 2 DI Tlddk v, 22T, BELIMT -2 ICHEET 2 k&
W2 HEINICEIET 5 %2012, AHFZE Tl self-training #EAT 25 Z iz L, I
self-training & X, PEDIELSEW®R Y 7 A0MNE 3 N7 —% (= FEMEEIN3) &,
BRZ 9 2G5O INTOHRVKEBDETF A Fa— 22w, RICETEMERZED IR
L b3 o AT — & 2 15§ 2%,

(1) = FXODEETVENEL, ZOETLVEETFA - RIGEHT 3.
(2) WHLLER BEERETHL LM LIEBRSINALRRICERY 722 ME5T 3,

(© 2011 Information Processing Society of Japan
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e ... in the fOHOWiI’lg order: tna7 gltC, Input: Sequence of sentence tokens S, Set of
symbols and conjunctions C, Dictionary with-
out reference D, Set of annotated tokens A

Output: Set of Annotated tokens A

gltS, pyrFE; gltR is located near ...
e The three genes concerned (desig-

nated entA, entB and entC) ... ‘:egi“ o8] a
or i =1 to o

if S[i] € A then
je—i—2
while 1 < j < |S| A S[j] € DA S[j] ¢
ANS[j+1] € C do
A — An{S[5]}

e Within the hypoglossal nucleus
large amounts of acetylcholinesterase
(ACRE) activity are ...

e e o IE] je—3J—2
4 fkEtEopl end while
Fig.4 False negative examples. je—i+2

while 1 < j < |S| A S[j] € DA S[j] ¢
ANS[j—1] € C do
A — An{S[5]}
je—J+2
end while
end if
end for
Output A
end

5 SEAZAGEAT IS < IR Y 7 AN G- OHRR T L 2
PDIZPA
Fig.5 Coordination analysis algorithm.

(3) #FMLLAEWKY 72053072, >—FIZA 3.
INsD7TaXe A%, EDONRERBOTHEYIET L, £TF R F2MIWY) 2 £ ThlS,
KEDHET — & 2157 2.

AR TIE, KEDHIBT — 5 2RISR L T\ b7, self-training ORIFEZE & 13
Wiz, 23 HiOTHETHESLZIT -2 O#EARIZECEELSNEDT, TTIKT/
T—>a YINLEHETNIEEL, 27/ 77— arInTukuEFTcEERI1H %0
9, BEL7w, K613, self-training 7V 3 ALICREEMEL, HEEoTTaEr:)s
HLEB~NOEKRY 7AMEGZRTI bDTHS, £, 23 HicEAELLIHT—5 (D)
Z, ¥=F7=% (Ty) LEHDT—% (D\To) 1270 %. 208, 0<i<niioWwT
DT o#E20iRT,

(1) ¥=F7=% () XvaEeT L (M) 2REET 2,

(2) HYoF—yo—iHElH T U).
(3) TNV (M) ZHOWL7T—5 (U) I#HT 5.
(4) WHLEHR, BEAEERBHTH S BRI NARBUCTER Y 7 22 5.5 5.
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Input: Labeled training data D, Machine learning algorithm A, It-
eration times n, Threshold 6
Output: Trained model M,

begin
Current labeled training data Ty < initial size data from D
Construct base model My with Ty by means of A
10
D «— D\Ty
while ¢ # n do
U < some amount of size data from D
L «— Annotated U with model M;
S « Selected new labeled data over 6 form L
Unpew — Apply S labels to U
Tiv1 — Ti UUpew
M; 11 < Construct new model with T; 1
D — D\U, 1— i+ 1
end while
Output M,
end

6 self-training 7L 3 XA
Fig.6 Self-training algorithm.

(5) HLANEGEISNRED) L, HEEIHEE () 2@A2bDL, 23 HOTIET

7T PEINERBERE LT =S (Unew) %, ¥—F7—=% (T}) ITMZ 3.
AWHETIE, W —F7F—8% A4 X2 68 71 b —7 v, FRETERD OFIMT—2 X DI
DT T— YA X% 22 Fb—2 e L7,

LB 7 22 M5F 280, #AENNGEML T TR T —2 OEMET T 5
BZWBH B0, 7/ 57— a v OREICHIZE (Confidence)® 27, b—2 vz
DIRUDSVMIC LD y ETFHSN, ZORa7 (FEEOEADH) 2% score(z,y) &
AHRINBEE, =7V 2 IINT 3 FHOMMSE (Confidence(x)) 1, ROXTHELZ
ns,

Confidence(z) = score(x, y) — max(V,=,score(z, z))
DFENEEE LI, PHILAREMOI VDR aATE, RIZEPSLTFHTIRVLD A2
TEDE (v=YV) Th5. WEEE HLrDOb—27 D7 UFHICK L TR
N250THZDT, FML7T7NUHH—D b —7 v OEHHKE (IOBES flkicE T
S) ThHoBAR, ZOMBEIBIE (0) 2L, BAEXBEOT / 7—>arilT

(© 2011 Information Processing Society of Japan
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RETS, bL, PULZTRUPER L —2 6% 2BHEXRR (IOBES kit »T
BEAIXT $7I3E) OBAE, 4D —2 v~ F < LFMOMREE% T L7 fih5H
fili (0) ZHEAZLBHEI, Z2ORIDT /) T—vaviRET S, Thbb, @HI—I v
o5 BEERE 1y .o a; T BHEEIEE, KDk ICHEENS,

1

Confidence(xs, ..., x;) = |

J
Z Confidence(zy)
k=i

6 D self-training 7L Y AL X 2 HOBRICSH, 2 HIEEHTHHL 2% 2 AT
%, LaL, KWHEIZEIT S self-training ICIHFFT 2 2 & 1%, BIEERRTH 2 DIcE®R Y
FAPBMNEIN TRV ERLNEZRBUH LT, BRI 7225352 LTH5, L
Th3oT, BWRZ IADBMEINBVEVINL—LE, ZREND b —7 v DFEED S EH
LCLE) 2B, 22T, ABZED self-training 7L 3V X LI & %7 DR
IE, BEMED b =27 It L, 227750 =27 XA (w) O (BAENED
P27 vHY) 2RELSHIRTSIEICL, KM —27 Ok NREHO L DFEA)
ZEALTEETS L)L,

3. RERCHER

AREITIE, REFRICLVER LIS — 2w, FEaEIMHBSEZMBEL, &
2T 5. $2ETH:% MEDLINE &IGER L7 25, 4,800 H F—27 V65
A7 — s /o s, SROERTIE, FAEREROGND»S, &FD 10%D7—% %
AT —2 E LTHwE I it L, FHiiXEE LT, 2.1 8iEFU <, BioNLP 2011
Shared Task EPI 2 — 82 % w7z, FEMREE LT, FBE (A), #EX (P), HH
F (R), F1 2a7 (F1) ®420REZHWE, 2RZFNOEERIAOFRIIEL Vi
E90E, BHEREOY 7 X v FERPEA I RICIRD, gL T3,

3.1 REFEFMmM

2B T, T —2 2 HEES T 2BV 2 3 DD TERREL L, Z2hZFho
FILEOBHBREIC BT 237 — 4 T, EELIMhNSRZMEL, 2 HEL 2 bDek
3 IC#E 7.

# 3 OMPEIT TR~y F o 70 1, FHISCEICN U CHMiA R e v 5 2 7R T o
RTohb, 21 HiOFIFEREZFBLZLDTHS, ZITOFL A7 40.78 25, FHiiic
BU R E 22, £3OTHFEAUKE, TXTERL 2B — 5 2 Ay Ol
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Table 3 Results of evaluation.
Tk A P R F1
EBL EEEvvFVS 92.09  39.03  42.69  40.78
k7 — & ABER (S5 CiE®R B L) 85.76 10.18  23.83 14.27
B +23 SCHR I 93.74 69.25 39.12  50.00
+ SR ART 93.97  66.79  47.44 55.47
+ self-training 93.98 63.72 51.18 56.77

Z L, EERBMEERZMEEL 29 2T, FHliXE~O#EH L 2HRE2R LT 5, Tl
F— & HEES (S5 SER 2 L)) 13, 218 Cfro7:, HliniEey 5 7ickoT
HENER L 2367 — 2 2 A [EERBEMHSROBERTH 2. 2 Ih 6, SEERE
AT 2 2 LT, RELERRBEMBEOMES A ELZ (T+25ER) . #EERIE
i (69.25%) =R L, TFHRIFEY (39.12%) b0, H¥EHEZ M2 F1 2237
50.00 £ %o 7z, E 61, HhEEMNTE LT — 2 2R 3% 2 LT (TS0
Bt1), WELEOETIRMZ DD (-2.46%) , HEEIRE(KEL (+8.32%), F1 227
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