IEHRMIPHSH/YEE T —42~N—Z Vol.b No.2 1-15 (Mar. 2013)

2 —HEIS T — 2 Oz 3ES <
FIR~ A4 = v 7 T oG L G-
REA HELa) i 4 g2 OBE dEs
ZftH 2012F9820H, #4§%H 2012FE11B7H

BE AKHLTE, [BLwoe ELW], [INLwe &Y, [orhr o Fl| v 3EHOAS %
HERIZ, HHELFEE ;L/uf_/\/m)ﬁ!zLéEﬂ%@aané%*ﬂﬁﬂﬁ RO D12DDFLEERFET L. HEOM S
(TbbHIZE) 2HMT57:20121F, BFEI SN SN A HEI T ORI NITT BT % Kt
L, FIg6EEl Y%ﬂfmz%#m EELIE, TR BWT, FNENOESEET HWTHE
MENLFEHOMNGEL ZOFHETFA AL VIR L DGO S & OxF IR T ERORYRGHTIC LY
FAMT 2 LT, HRMEABREICER T2 FEEREL T L, KT, $5612, ZhENoH
SAPVTIE R VEICEH L, AADELZHROM S LT RO TEZ W TEB ENS 3 DD
il & D3GR E BOYROMIC L DV ERILT A2 LT, ZRENOMGEL L) SRS LiE 4 Tk
RRET D, RANT — 71T 2 RETHORE L 5 FEREREICL VAN TARIE A, ThEho
FIGIC B A PR3 1~7 O 7 BEBEEFM A 7 — VI L C 0.60, 0.49, 0.52 T -7z, JLATHIZE TR
FL7-F 0PI 0.69, 049, 0.64 TH-72DT, [HNLWVO R | 1T LTRFILEELZHED
20, [MLwodLw] & [orh o Bl 1T 2RSS KIRICSESINTYWDL Z LG 0rd

=T — KON, B, SRERE TV, BEEE T

Design and Evaluation of a Method for Mining Impressions of Text
Based on Analysis of People’s Impression Data

TADAHIKO KUMAMOTOM® YUKIKO KAWAI? JIANWEI ZHANG?
Received: September 20, 2012, Accepted: November 7, 2012

Abstract: The authors investigate the impressions people gain from reading newspaper articles, and pro-
pose a method for quantifying the strength of these impressions. Our target impressions are limited to those
represented by three bipolar scales, “Happy — Sad,” “Glad — Angry,” and “Peaceful — Strained.” In order
to compute the strength of each impression as an “impression value,” that is, a real number between 1 and
7, it is generally required to quantify the power of features extracted from articles to influence on their im-
pressions and record it in an impression lexicon. An impression lexicon is usually constructed for each kind
of impression and is used only to compute an impression value for an impression. We have already proposed
a method for reducing the divergence between the values that were computed using each impression lexicon
and those judged by readers, and our experimental results showed that the average root-mean-square errors
(RMSEs) for unlearned data were 0.69, 0.49, and 0.64 for respective impressions. In this paper, we focus on
the fact that the impressions are not independent of one another and adopt a new approach that recalculates
each value with the values that were computed by the previous method. That is, we apply multiple regression
analysis for each impression, where the values computed from articles using the previous method are used
as one of the explanatory variables, and an average of the values that respondents used to rate each article
using the corresponding scale in questionnaire surveys is used as the objective variable. Consequently, we
obtain a multiple regression equation for each impression, which represents a correspondence relationship
between the variables. We also perform five-fold cross-validation using the data obtained in the surveys to
verify the effectiveness of the proposed method. The results show that the average RMSEs for unlearned
data are 0.60, 0.49, and 0.52 for respective impressions. This means that the average RMSEs were greatly
reduced in the “Happy — Sad” and “Peaceful — Strained” scales, while keeping the same average RMSE in
the “Glad — Angry” scale.
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SOOI T > F 2 7o I EDTRE L 72 5.
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NEF TR ENS 10 LFEXIMEICFHEATDL bW, ZLENho
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RO X EIRFE 42 FEX & 100 AX 9 7 v —7) 1ZxtL,
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GNT, 7T RS G EAT, SHIZFEORERHISLEER O
MREHOLPICLTWS., ZORIZIESWT, il
6 KOG RENKEEN TS, B, FIGREDBEY
Lo CHIRGE 425813, RAFOHIZEZERLISb DL L
THRERAL 23] 5 EITN TV 5,

LA L7255, St [22) T, koL HRIES SRS
NnNTns,

o [HE|ICHTANRIE, NMCLoTRELEL-TEH
D, o, TORL)ESTVTRORHEIIBNTY
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I 72DIIE, MEPDEABLALELEEZ HND.

o HIRREDMABHETIZHET 27 > 7 — MO R
5, [HHW O 2F 5w & [HEIN © HEK] &
W) 2ODMHIRREL, HAMOESE (72 ZITHA
HUER AR, BRI CICETAEH) S L TIEAR
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Z 2 CARMZETY, SCHk (18] L FEE, 20 3 ARDOHIZR
FEEROFEDbHENZ L, T4abb, KHTicBwT
WMEERAEHRIE, Lo ELW], [HINLw o &
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), (FHoHIS %) R LS (5H), bYEELS (6
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900 N & MR RO E IR D L9 9207 v—7 ()
50 N0, FH100 A5 b 7NV —"7) 120, %7
— T\ H T O 2002 MU [24] ISR S 17z 10
REERRLL., ZO10RFRI IV —TICLoTHRE -
THEY, EHTIREFEEL VL) ITEIEITN TS,
FHEFHIL, 707 LIRRENS 10 LFEOHRE T~
L7 IERE RN E NS 3THEBEOMRREE 2 FivC 7 R
L7 Thabh, Lo L], [HIhlwv &
wy ], [olr o Bl oFnFhcsL, sfed A
Gx LORERL 0% [(EMOMS%) &5 (15),
bOEELSL (28), RRELDL BH), (EE50HI%
b) LW 45), (GHoMEz) 2R L5 (55),
b LKL D (685), LD (7T1H)] O 7 BB CTHAm L
oo B, AHoT vy — MRS 2SI, B
SREOFRRT (3.1 HiZR) 2L -nEE L df L -
THEY, EBHELTVZR W,

D EDOREREO N7 — 7 DO Z i FORKAIRREICS
I AEMER RO 7. RRRCTIE, 2 OFIHEE s F Ak
DENGAE &L B L, EIREHET— % & LT .

B, FREH PR LCRFR, TORFOHE 1 %
DATHY, F2EREDHEIRRAL TRV, L, i@
HOMW L, %1 BEZZHOISNFOMEI DML LI
PN TV D HREE LIS FOHR VLD L FelED
5, WEIFIRVERIEFII2 L BHESEKT 5 0%
FZRLIMRTH L. 2720, BRMIZIZ 1 20RFHoH
TOMROHREBIFTEL L) IR~ A =0 72 FEB
L7zwekEZTWDS,

3.3 HgEELHV/IEENRECEH

KEITIX, FE S OFATIIZE 18] IZHD VT, HHELF
2SI S 2 KR & L CHLEE unigram 2 EFE L, 32D
FigfrE S3HEOHMRREIIID) 2HETLE L 12,
FNEFNOHBRREICBWT, HEHEZHWTEESh
LELFOMGE L HAE, 32 8T v — MREADK
RIZHEDSWTHI SN OIEEDOVIE (FIREHET— %)
T HWERE § 5 UGG 24T, WE ORIGRER Z 2§
el E 235,

3.3.1 BiEE unigram DR

IO, FrERFEH» O LFEHFEE & L THEE unigram
BT A TEICOWTHAT 5.

9, HAFRNHIZREZEEIT S AT L Té % Juman [25)]
VT, ANSNRHFHLRREOVNIGHT L. Lo
Laas, INLOEERE, MHOHMS e ey 53k
AFERE LTI T ES. 728 218, BEECHEREL,
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MOFRER EFEET HZ LT, BREREOHRIZEE T G2

LI ERBHLEEZEZLNLZ END, FELzbDE 1D
DEFHME L L T2 kv, 72, Bh o R
M4 28560550, 20X ) R £45

EL Tz insk v, HEAFLEE [§2] ofatd
X [~795] LvoEhE E%é: LTz & v, Dk
DE) HEZRT B0, AIFETIE, R1IDRT &

I 7, R ﬁi’??%iﬁﬁqﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ WERLHEGTH72ODN—
NRRE BT L2700 — VAR EE L, BB — )L
ELTEALTYS

= 1 Juman O IIFER AT 5 720 ORIV — v

Table 1 Rules for transforming Juman’s output.

1. JBga /i + etk R o L &, Z 0 2 #EE 8
% 1 REICEERT %

2. %l RERGE A GER) /B GERERE) +45
HamERE (M) 2%k<) oL &, 202 s EEs
Fi 1 RRICET B

3. Al ARoEFERE AR GER) /EhE EAEHTE) + 45
MWEGFHRE (L] 0L &, 202 3EE B 1 EICE
B )

4. IR T/ /B +8E GEAERE) orts, 02
FEER LG 1 FEICERT B

5. W (EAHEHTE) +RBRo L &, BhE GEALHE)
T RGN B

6. il /RERE AR R (T, , B,
i, WA, X, M, A EERC) 0)2:%, _@2?&%5&
EFEAE 1 REICET 2

7. JEESE /B EEAEERo L &, 20 25k
ICEHT D

8. WEKE/NYHAF)TIVT 7Ny R (SRR
W S PIEAEAE) +8@ [§56/T35] 0ok X,
2D 2B E)E 1 FRICART S

9. Bl +BhEhE (ol BA R R R [2v] Dt &,
CO 2 FERENE 1 FEICART S

10. %l <ﬁ2ﬁ%§ﬂtaﬂ§ﬂﬂ%%ﬂﬂ%(>/>FE%'§; /B (FE
M) /R RO L &, 202 ERBE 1 GE
[N

11, g /B S e+ A kR e R ([wv] 2Bk
) OEE, 2025 BA 1 iEICEIRT 5

12, %Gl REFeRE /B R R AR RO L &,
CO 2 BRI 1 AEIIEHT 5

13, BFAHEAATREERER (2w oL &, Zo 25
TEZT 1 REICERT 5

14.  EX&F /AN SR /WA HERO L &, 20 25
g 1 RRICERT %

15, Mg +HIEAR R ERER [hwv] oLk &, 025
HEE 1 REICART B

16. R (5505 Rl 7 T/ SAGH AT ) /hE (5 R
T) SRR (555 Sl 7)) +EbhE [2/d] o
L E, EUBﬁJﬂ%‘E’UF%@“é

17, BEUEE (Hﬂ , Bl 2B HIEROBEROLE, =

2% 158 mm

ZdlE] 1R
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AFPE, Juman OHIIFERIZHT L, £ 1ITRLZV—
W ETROIGENT 52 8T, BUEET). ZORE,
72& 20X, Juman 12X 0 HELE THIR], 85 (55,
R MREEEREE [ O3FEITITeNns 7L —X
(BB L 2] 1E, V= 8 Lv— )L 9 ZIFICEHA$ 5
XY, THIBRL 2] ) BhE 15EE LTilibis.
Rk, Wl [R—nF ] LHER (7] 025
ﬁﬁ%hé7b—ff$—A?>ﬁJu,w—n&o%@%
FThHZ LI IR =2a 7072 LR 1FEE L
THbh, %ﬂ%ﬁﬁfﬁjkﬁﬁ%ﬂf%&v//Jm
2FEICTOENE T L =X [HF YLy I ] &, V=17
AT ALY, PEAFLEL LTHbs. B
LD L) BRSSO I, ARG, FERFATED
Frva7zd OHYHEE unigram & L TR S 5.

3.3.2 HEifE unigram I > ) & T HHIRFZEDIBE

KIZ, BIEHO B P CAER S 72 HEE unigram % vy THI
SRR HEBET 5 IOV TIN5,

9, [HLHGEAT HHE unigram 13, FOHI%%
FKIMTLENREERH IR LR T, HOHG 2RI L
SEERE L IR LICCWV] EWIHIREZBEE, ZORED
bE, 5EGOFEHERET— 2 (2002 4 ~2006
W) 723 5 E R & NS T O HEE unigram U & FIGREZ &
CHESNA N EHISO 2 DOOHSRER L O GRHEN)
RO FTERAR, EHLOLOFEMRE L LRELRLTWV
PEBEILL72D D%, U OMLEEIRREIZBIT 5 EN51E
L THISRERICE ST 5. BARN 2 FIEEZ DTSR T.

I, RERREOEMOENS CELV, IRLw, O
&) BRTHGGEER I, EAROMR (ELw, &y, 8
H) *RTHGEER IR R 2 O L) ICEFRL, BHTHSR
R DM T = I POEREN I, HDH VT IR 15T
NAHENGGEL 1 ED LETRELMH T2 L & H 12, &l
FICEINLHREOREHLER L ICHR 5.

VI EoFER, ENREERE I BT 2 HIRFEO SRR
IR BT HHGFEOR L) L -/t FHOERE ST
(ReFHE Np) L L, SiZPhho it F0%e% S (L
H¥x Ng) £¥5.

K2, ENENOFLHFHES (S, b LLIE Sg) o7
NTOREFRZMB L, A Cl~7aFEz Hw CHEE

R 2 KGR HRT 5 RGERE
Table 2 Sets of impression words constituting each impression

scale.

EIEYNES FIGRERE (LB I, B Ig)
B Ly, Ly, LA, BLITE
SAHELW | L, ELE, BLAZ, BLTE
INLw INLWV, EIFLw, ER
=%:) B2, H5, WIS
D Ep DEMNTE, FRen?2, FAlbZ, L7
< i BSHT B, AR, A2, Bnb
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unigram KT S L E b I, FORBERELELT KX 5.
Dk X, HAHHFE unigram U OFLFESE S 1285
HMBIELSE I E NL(U), iLHEE Sr 0BT 5 MR %
Nep(U) &35 L, ZNENOEMA & LBIMESR PLU) &
PrU) IZRD L HI2FEN S,

PLU) = NfV(LU)
Pr(U) = N;f(}i])

2D PL(U) & Pr(U) %M\ C, Hik unigram U D14
HoU) # L FONXTEET 5.

PL(U)-Wg
(U) - Wr+Pr(U)-Wg
7272 L, WL b WR Li, %1#%(%72?%3%1;& <NL 3?)%)‘/‘
E Ng) EWVIFEREL DL EIICKFEN-EATD
D, LTFTOXTHET A,

v(U) = 7,

WL = loglo NL
Wgr =logo Nr

U EORHEICEVESNS, HEE unigram U OFIGEER
I A2 % 54 & MBI PL(U) L FDVREERE Ir (24
T 5 5T & MBS Pr(U) OEAF ENGH 0(U) %,
HiZh unigram U OFIGRE (I, © Ig] 2B 2EIG1fEE
L CHIGEE ICBHT 5.

BB, F2IRLHGEER T, & Ig i, 1) Zheh
DHIRREDHR = 2§ HiE (#F b L 3REAFH) Th
BT, i) PBROSHEIEICE VOISR E (25X L) #
TRWHEETHL L, L)y THRO LN T
Wp, F7z, &3, TNFNOHZRNEICBW LG
W7z L7233 (N, & Ng) ZRLTWA.

3.3.3 REHREOEHE 7EEFFMEI 75— ADBRE

FIgfrdE = v CIBlRCSE oM E 2 B4 5 FEiCo
W5,

9, 331 HIRLAHET, Aishiziddirs i
FE unigram ZAEKT A, RIZ, K S 72K HEE unigram
OHSME%E 3.3.2 THTRE L -AREELSIY B L,
GREZEIEHERENT 5. ZOFHEE ZORED
VHHGRBEICBILHGEE LTS . &b, ZOHZ
il (LLF, BHEEIER) 13, FREREDLEMOMS (5

£ 3 HHEREICBW L2 TiFo)
Table 3 Number of articles satisfying a specific condition in

each impression scale.

EIEINGS Ny, Ng
LW S ELW | 79596 6,272
INLWV & BY | 57,252 6,561
O L < B 8,109 46,803
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Lwvy, 9nLwv, L) Ene 1I5ED %, HHloH
(@B LV, By, o) PPEvE 03T L) I
FENTVEY, 328 TITo727 ¥ 7 — METIRHS
REOEBOENG 2@ E Z1d 112a0%, HEOMGH
W EEFTISEDCE V) BRI R > TWDT

B = (1 - ) x6+1

EVHREHOTHL A —VIZh b &9 HliE %
L7

3.4 MERKICE ZEEHNREDHIE
FNENOHRREICBWT, 32 M THELAZL 90T
H (01 BE) »oROSNLBEMEHHEY, 20
90 FiE (D 1 Bdk) \oxt LIREE T 72 7 BB S fiE
ONME (FIRFEM T — %) % HIEEE 3 5 )aai %
TV, W OXFIEEARR & R 3 iRl 2 R (ZRBEED L
CIFTLREE) %1572, HRE2R 4187, ZolERIC
WEEEARATAHIEICED, MEELAHIET LI EHNT
&% (U, fESNRBHEEMEHEEITS). &b, Z
DOREYFRSH T, BAZEIFETIV (EH, OVAT 1>
M, OREARL, =SRBIEL, DURBAEL, HORBIER &) AF
SN, ZoHD 5 d & B HEBIER e 25 [26)
272 ORI E L TEIIN TV A,

22T, KhEXOBHEBIEFARERRER 5 IR
L, SHEREIBT 20O REE 1 I2Fe D
5. F5IZINE, HHEBIEFAIERKE, wWiho
FIREZICBWTH 05 LD EL, BEosTEEY A
HEWEVWT EEZRLTWS, T/, 1 IGREM (B
) LMEEOFHME (BNEE) offmx L E %R
LTBY, ShaAr s FOEoOBOF v v 7 &5k

{11

4 0FTOT— oA S A (HEE unigram O &)
Table 4 Regression equations designed for impression data of

ninety articles (word unigram features).

EIEIN;S
Lo ELW

mE (z 0 HREfE)
—1.6355586x%  +
70.68575x + 88.5147
2.3847419392° — 46.87159982z* +
363.6602058z3 — 1391.589442z2 4+
2627.062612z — 1955.3058
—1.7138394z®  +  21.942197z2
90.79203z + 124.8218

18.97157022  —

INLW & &Y

D ED & H

%
5

x5 [HRAOOHHEL (HFE unigram O A)

Table 5 Accuracy of regression equations (word unigram fea-

tures).

EIEINES H A 3% A e i 5
BLw o ELn 0.62

INLWV & &Y 0.79

O L < Bl 0.63
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6.0
50
40

Averages

3.0

2.0
25 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0

Converted Values
(a) [FELWw © ELWV] OfFs
(a) In case of “Happy < Sad”

6.0
50
40

Averages

3.0

2.0
25 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0

Converted Values
b) [HhLv e’y ]| ops
(b) In case of “Glad & Angry”

6.0
50
40

Averages

2.0
25 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0

Converted Values
(c) [DEHh o Bl | O&
(c) In case of “Peaceful <& Strained”
1 R Hro#ER (EEE unigram O &)

Fig. 1 Results of regression analysis (word unigram features).

BHTVD T EDGHS.
4. BERRFRXICL ZEEMREOBE

AIETIE, TTWECTHHLZFEE 18] 2o ofikin e
L CHEE bigram OEAFRICE LT, KRIZE B
Wricde oW CRtHOMGE (FiEfE) *HEHBLET/2H0
FEERET S, ZOERMNFIHTIE, 3 2DMREREIC
BV TRPE O FE B (HEE unigram D&, HEE bigram
DA, HDHWITHGE unigram & HEE bigram O J5) % H
WSRO SN BRI = FHA R, 32807 v — Ml
BOREFIFED W CTEIL SN HEE OFIME (FISREETM
T—%) RHEMNERE T HEREON NGRS LT
W, ZNENOMIBERE BERFE L W IBTESRLT 5.

4.1 BiEE bigram D4R

AKECTIX, i ot T EE & L THER bigram
BB T AHFEICOWTHT S,
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& 6 Hiih bigram ESV— L
Table 6 Rules for generating word bigram features from results

of post-processing.

B b DR D TR N 5N FOL X

o WilCHHWE /AT HER. 2151, ZomEEsE
KI5 W) SCREIEAT 7 7 W IIAT /A AR/ 37k
SEERH ) 5 SIBASEART | 5 §I SRR & USSR R /
ZOMD IR/ Z DIDBETE DB D H

o WHIICH S5 (Bat4d & AEN L IR ) /REH#E/
W GES). 72751, Bk pIBAEE L ORI 1 DL
DB B - T b L

B & BB ELFT O L =

o ENIZH A EYE LA HER. 72720, £ OEHIE
KI5 T/ SCREEARTE ) 7 7 VI EARTE ) AR AR /SR8
BN T INEEAEIRIE ) & HISCREE ) 55 sk g R
Z DDA, | & DD BRI D5 D A

o WIS A By A g, 7272, T OWHIEAIEAR
R /SRR ) 7 TN AR ) & IR RE I/ 4751
R/ 2 OO HIE D& D &

o I BHE OBA4d L AIFMGH z b <) /REFaH /b
e (RRER) /R

Bk % HILRER DB /A D L &

o IS AW LA SHER. 7272, FOWEHIEAIEAR
M/ SCEE I ) & SV EEAR I ) & 5kt I/ 5751
SRR/ 2 OO HIE D6 D A

o I 245 Op\4d & RGNS & B <) /RESRRE/TE
7 (RRer) /80

Bk 7 BIREFR A EFA D & &

o WMHEIICH 2 /AT, 72721, TOWNMEIHEAR, 5
W/ SCRRIEARIG ) 77 VBN FEAI | FAEARIE / SCRE AR /
TRNRAGENT ) &5 SRR 5 5 ST /2 Ol o
FEARIE ) & DD AR D B 65 D A

HiGE bigram (&, 3.3.1 JHIZ/R L 72 B RAT & 120 %
o728, R6IRLAV—IVEZHEPTLILICL
D, LR ENDL. HEE bigram O & R HEREFIL, F 6
R L&), WilsaE, By h ), VR, BE, B
7wE, HEFATHY, TNEFNOFEHZIT L TV— I
BAETLIEENFE NS LIPEI e F v 7 L,
HIUL, 7L L CTHFE bigram # AEK T 5. ZOF = v
2%, B BIREEE & RIS TN L CTirb g
S, BhE AR SR A AR DSBS TH B )
bb. 72720, fomE (FIEEAFERRERE) »°
HNTOUFBY SN LWDT, ZORKE, 1200 E%5
CREF D LB O HEE bigram PV ER SN2 L0 H 5.

4.2 HBiFE bigram 2 I M & T IMMRFEDIEE

B3 bigram % it B IFEE & T A A OHIREEED HE)
HEEEIL, 3.3.2 THTHR7z, HEE unigram % FCsHiFm & ¢
BHEDTELFLT VT XL THbIL. Thbb,



RS 2R

RT WRFTOT—I AR SNz EER (HEiE bigram O &)
Table 7 Regression equations designed for impression data of

ninety articles (word bigram features).
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® 8 [ OOHTHEL (HAE bigram D A)

FIR R

M (2o REAE)

v o ELW

INLwv & &Y

_§¢Hﬂ
=

DED & B

0.00697781z% —  0.087062931z* +
0.236357677x% + 0.674432364x% —
2.743114097x + 5.343448159
0.0136477212° 0.190165208z* +
0.777479789z3 —  0.273660346x2 —
3.131896274x + 6.857487555
0.1637720132° — 4.019323402z* +
38.52678817z% —  180.0471523z2 +
410.67450462 — 363.673368

3.3.2 HOZNZ N DU BV THEE unigram U O )
\Z, HEE bigram B & HwiuidLwv,

4.3 HEFE bigram I(CL 3 EMREDOE L & 7 EREET
2 —IADRE

HiGE bigram % e B E & T AL AOFHHIZEOE
b, 3.3.3 HTH72, HEE unigram % s & 5
AWEDOFHRERMUET VI ALTITbID, Thbb,
AN ENT5EEE Juman * FIWTIEERICOML, £ 1
IR L7V =V % W TR 217 - 7218, 4.1 iR L
7o )i CHEE bigram AWK T 5. KIS, ERSN/-HEE
bigram DI % & O A U OREHE S T\ % ENG RS2
SED L, FIGREZ LICPHHELFRT 5. L Eofk
REBONTPEE 1~7 O 7 EREEHEA 7 — )V IZIRE L
7ebD%, ZTORAEDYFEIMGREIZBIT HEGMHE (JRE
i) L LTHHTA.

7B, HGEE unigram OLHL L HEE bigram OALEI A
A bN A DT, 1 DOH 5 Il % A Y % Bk
unigram & HEE bigram 2SAEK SN TS, Z-ENGIE IS
At Ens.

4.4 BEFEOEIFRIC L SHIE

HFE bigram % b MR & TASEORRROER D,
3.4 fiCik_7z, HEE unigram Z AR E L TA5LAD
FHEEFEMLETVT) ALTIibA., Tbb, ZhEh
DEGREEIZBNT, FIfilR L2 FET2 90 iHEr b8
SN A MEEZ AL, 32 Hio7 v — MREOHK
RIZED VTR S N2AEEOPIE (FIREHET— %)
T HIAKE § 5 RS 2TV, WHEOMICMERE LT
MR (FREE) 24 L7z, fERER 7 IRT. DT
T, ZomEYFEREHVCTHITE S 7258 O il & 1
R BB, ARORRGITY, HeZEREFV (HE,
Oy AT 4 v 7 M, REAEL, = KREIEL, TRBI%L, AR
MEny) 2, LTBY, ZohroikdEvHBEBIE
FHARERB G720 DRl M E LTRATHS.
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Table 8 Accuracy of regression equations (word bigram fea-
tures).
EIEIN; 3 H HEE B 1IR3 A g iR B
Lo ELW 0.53
INLWw & KY 0.69
DL & BHAE 0.56
7.0
6.0
3 50
)]
S 40
2
Z 3.0
20
10 1 1 1
1.0 20 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 70
Converted Values
(a) [FELw o ELWV] OB
(a) In case of “Happy < Sad”
7.0
60 |
n
g 50 |
©40
g
Z30 f
20
1.0 1 1 1 1

1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0
Converted Values

b) [HhLwv e B | Ops
(b) In case of “Glad < Angry”

Averages
=N W oo
O O O O O O o

1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0
Converted Values

(c) [oEHh © Bl DYif
(c) In case of “Peaceful & Strained”
2 [EGHTORR (B bigram D &4)

Fig. 2 Results of regression analysis (word bigram features).

22T, KXo HHEBIERARERRER 8 IR
L, SHERECBT 2 HEMTOMEREE 2 125D
B, £ 8ITEME, F 5 Lk, HHEBIEEAIERE
i, WFROHRREIZBWTL 05 L&, BRERD
HTEFNVEEPBVWIEEZ/RLTWAD, £ 5 OfEICHE
R, PLESEWC &b 05, T2, M2 I3RS
(AR L EEOFHE (HWER) oO#chi & bl
RARLTEDY, KEERAIHEME L FHEOMDF v v
TRPFDTND Z EDGH 5.
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4.5 ZFEEFEHNICET 57— 2 DEfH

KREFCTIE, BERFSITICET 57— % 3 FEMENMR T
4. $hbb, HiEunigram OA % it Tl EE & T 554,
HiEh bigram O & % fLFAFEE & T 5 ¥A, HiEE unigram
& HLEE bigram O /5 # s Fheim & § 2560 3T
H5.

9, BRSBTS HEKE, 32807 »7r—
N OFE R IED W TH SN2 MEEOFE M (F15
FHiT—%) THY, WTNOBEIIBW T RALT—%
BHWONL, —7, SHERL, 32807 7 — M
HECTHEEIIRLRE B LEEOR) »PHROLN
LRI E 7 525, F A LS sE oML L TR
FEpoTnb, $hbb, HEE unigram 25 & X
X 3.3 & 3.4 iR L-FHEL A\, HEE bigram % H
WhEEIFA3HE A4 FHIRLAETFEEZHVS, wih
DA S NG REE I L7z 3 MO FE A 3 B2 5 &
LTH6N A, HEE unigram & HEE bigram Ol 5 % v
5 E XL, TNENOREOMIEEEY T_XTHY, 6
DRFIEEAHILE K E LTRoN 5.

I, £ RFELSKD 6 HEOMIEM (6 MO
FHER) L BKERREICBT 2 HEEDOTHME (HZ
) L OMISEREMSREZ L ICEIL, i e v
BT 3(a) (FELW o ELW] OBE), K3h) (1)
nLw e Y| ofe), M3c) ([ohr o il o
Bie) \ORT. Mdorid, SRFEAEEEOMBIC L - TIX
BENTHEY, FXHTEIZEOESETT Y FENT
Wh, 272L, THy MYELRLLEAET [BLw o L
W Sk, [oEh o BH| 25T e, ENGRRENRL
WA I3 HEE bigram 25 F, HEE unigram 25T I27% 5.

4.6 EORFRSICE DI CERRBXDERK

B CHEfE L7z 3RO T — 7 2 W, HIRREZ L
WCEERGIT 2 o7, 20k &, BRGEIG:E L TEE
BN 26) # M T A LT, BHRMOMTIELZ LW
EEIEAETALEIEEOME L M L, SEFHOHMSE
iz KD B DI L 72 HA R 2 HUEEIR L 72, T DR
P, T 9 (HEE unigram DA% AW 7234), F& 10 (H
7% bigram O A E W 7-H4), & 11 (HEE unigram & H
i bigram O/ & WV 72856) (R EOEAAER S
nr:.

22T, £EMFEAOBHESIERARERK R 12
IR, R 122Xk, £ 5 RK 8 LM, BHEBIE
BWHAPERBUL, WITHOHMEREIZBNTS 0.5 L&
, BEFROHTEI N EENFENVWI LZ/RL TS,
51T, K12 RSN, £5RESITIRSNIH
FELS, HTRIEVAGHMELTVWE I L 505.
F72, £ 12 25, HEE bigram X V) HEE unigram O )75,
HEE unigram & V) HiGE unigram & HLGE bigram O )7 % H

© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

B Unigram
DEMSEE

@ Unigram
ShlveRy

@® Unigram
ZHLWeELL

< Bigram
ShLveRY

[1 Bigram
DEMSEE

O Bigram
Lo FELLY

7.0 A

6.0 A

5.0

4.0

3.0 A

Averages

2.0 A

1.0

1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0

Corrected Values
(a) LW o L] OGs
(a) In case of “Happy < Sad”

Averages

2.0 A

1.0 T T T T T 1
1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0

Corrected Values
M) [HHLwv o &Y | OB
(b) In case of “Glad < Angry”

7.0

Averages

1-0 T E T T T 1
1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0

Corrected Values
(c) [DEH © Bl O
(c) In case of “Peaceful <& Strained”
3 ENFESIICES LT — 5 OEAN
Fig. 3 Scatter diagrams for the data to which multiple regres-

sion analysis is applied.

WS TR E Y BEPRWI L0505,

4.7 BEEFXOFBAE
AETIE, AR S N-ERRXOFHAFELRT.
BARMIZIE, FIRRED [Oorh © FEl, Hwbid
FUF B ASHEE unigram & HEE bigram O O ¥4 % 4



RS 2R

£9 W0RHFHFOT—FhoARSNAENIFA (HEFE unigram

DH)

Table 9 Multiple regression equations designed for impression

data of ninety articles (word unigram features).

EIEIN; S AR Tl AR
LW Unigram L © EL W 0.313
< EL vy | Unigram 9L\ & &Y 0.723
(GEFIH) (=0.152)
INLwv Unigram 9 1t L\ & &) 1.000
o R (E¥H) (0.000)
D E, Unigram 9 L\ & &Y 0.655
=S Unigram O &7 & %58 0.383
(EHH) (—0.269)

F£ 10 90 iFHTOT—F 0 HER I N-ENFER (HEE bigram

D)

Table 10 Multiple regression equations designed for impres-

sion data of ninety articles (word bigram features).

FIR R A% I AR %L
L Bigram % L\ © EL W 0.327
& &L v | Bigram )t & &) 0.568
Bigram O &7 & Bl 0.328

(EHH) (—0.922)
INnLw Bigram ) iLtL\w © & D 0.874
=R Bigram O &7 & Bl 0.221

(EF) (—0.386)
DL Bigram )L L\ & &) 0.616
< %l Bigram O &7 & i 0.563

(EH) (—0.868)

£ 11 0 RLHFHFOT— ¥ oERSNAE TR (HiE unigram
& HEE bigram O J7)

Table 11 Multiple regression equations designed for impres-

sion data of ninety articles (word unigram and bi-

gram features).

EIEINS FUHEEL T 1) AR 24
LW Bigram %L\ © EL 0.216
& LV | Unigram 9L\ & &Y 0.515
Bigram 9 L L\w & & 0.248
Bigram O & < ¥l 0.175
(GEHIH) (—0.642)
LW Bigram % L\ © EL W —0.149
< &Y Unigram 9 1L L\ & &) 0.847
Bigram )L L\ & & 0.309
(EHH) (—0.026)
D LD Unigram 9 L\ & &) 0.465
< ¥l Bigram ) L L\ & & 0.277
Bigram O X7 © 58 0.394
(EHH) (—=0.705)

12, EEERXETWCEHONGEE RO 5 2 RT.
Thbt, HALFEOHMRRE [0 o Bl 12815
FISfE y (X, ZORHE» 58 M SN 5 HEZH [Unigram
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= 12 EPRROSRE

Table 12 Accuracy of multiple regression equations.

B A I35 A T e AR 2
FIZ R unigram  bigram  unigram-+bigram
Lo ELW 0.73 0.71 0.74
INLWv S R’Y 0.80 0.71 0.82
D EM & BH 0.75 0.74 0.77

INLW & &Y |, [Bigram ) ML\ < &1 |, [Bigram
DEp < Tl Off (FIEHE) 22NN oy, 20, a3 &
ThHE, RILIIRLAEEBD,

y = 046521 + 0.277z5 + 0.394a3 — 0.705
Ew)TROLNS.
5. EEERVE

RETIE, RETEOEE T -7 L RNT— 7120 T 5
WEEFIL, FORMEEMIET S & & 010, 87—
FNIXT BB 4T\, S TROBEICOWTELET 5,

5.1 ¥BTF— 2T BEEHE

9, WG & BRI 2 AT o 7B 7242 90 7
H(DF1EE) 2518, EFESENT D5 L
[ DSV 72 7 B RS SR 0 39 (FIREHE T — %)
Lo EIRACERRROEAIZ LY &) ZELT 50
RN WERER I3 ICELEOAL. L, £ 13128
W, [R=2F 4 1] BHSHEL HWTHEIE Sk
B ofEz, [R=2F5 4 ¥ 2] FRRATHIE S
IR & Of8E%E, [RFEFE] ZEYE & E0YE % pE
HLTROZHGEE OFAEEZ R LT A, T2, BED
72002, 3OOMPREIZBIT A HEM % FHHEE, mE
HOVYME (FNGEHGT— %) % HWEKE 32 E G505
Mratre, BEXE AR, BERREXOAOTFE 27 b
Whig L7z, [R—=2F 4 ¥ 3] ZZOERFOHRDTFH:
TRHESNHIRE L OBREERLTWD., BB, EEIC
1%, Root-Mean-Square Error (RMSE) ZHWTHEY, 4
90 FLF T 2 FIGRAE & M5 3 O TYMED 7253 F HFl % 5L
HE (=90) TEY, FHRELLILIZERDOOENS.
# 13 12X iE, RMSE 1, Hwv 2 it ia ofE
MR, R=AF4 1L )R=2F (2R 3DFN
INEWV, =, R=ZXF 42 2L3%HRTHDLE, [4
LWwodELW] & [obyr o Bl TIER—A513
DFFHRNE D, [HTNLWv S BY | TEN=ZAT A 2
DFH/NE, FZT, X—=ZXF 4 2%7213 3D RMSE
ARNEW ERETH:D RMSE % R Th7z. ZOHEE,
HEE unigram OADLGED [H M Lwv © &Y | 1T LT
IZ[A U RMSE (= 0.47) THo 7228, LA OMAERI
B L CIEIRET D RMSE Ol /N Eh o 7z,

RIZ, 2 LS OfEHIC L D IREFLEO RMSE

10
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%= 13 [EYENE ERUFROEAIZ L 5384 (RMSE) O#A
Table 13 Change of errors or RMSEs by using simple and/or

multiple regression equations.

(a) H.FE unigram O A

ELwv Hhlwy oLy
SELY or) o5
FIGF o A
Iﬁﬁjzﬁ4 | 0o 0.83 0.82
AR &
n(/"\’ﬁx iy | 067 0.47 0.63
Jiz o &
%Efi:?{ g | 0 0.58 0.61
R+ TR
Iﬁéz;t’ﬁ%;ﬂ i 0.57 0.47 0.52
E A ~
(b) HiFE bigram O &
LW AL oLh
SHELWw o R o FHE
EIESTS0FA
Tiﬁjx§4 o1 1.34 1.05 1.22
JFIND B
%1?x74 g | 07 0.59 0.68
Kt
E(Eji:»74 g | 06 0.61 0.60
I+ EnlfE R
ID!TZZ$_Z£;D] . 0.59 0.57 0.53
e
(c) Bk unigram & B3k bigram O /5
B ILw DL
SELY oY o B
G D A
(Efi!{ g | 064 0.56 0.57
ik + T
E;;;;ﬁl)ﬂ i 0.55 0.45 0.50
e (3

WENEDLLDPER 13 ICL DTN, ZOHEE, wih
DHIZREIZB VTS, HEE unigram & HEE bigram O
75 % H\ 72354 @ RMSE 29 b/ & £, HiE unigram O
HADYED RMSE 252 HHI/IN S 2o 7z,

PEoZ Ens, w87 — 7123 LTid, HiE unigram
& HLEE bigram O 7 % I\ 7235 & OIREFEH R O A5 E
2 < (RMSE 2V/h& <), HRTHAHZ Lhnnroie.

2T, ZEDZD|Z, HEE unigram & HEE bigram O
W5 % 7286 OREFEFESE T HEI4E L 100 AD
#2565 L 72 7 BB RPAlE 0 P44l & O 3 IS Btk %
4R, A DIRT ISR E, K1, K2, K312
RSN S B I IEAE & 153 O EE & ORI
BREZ RIERTHRD L, F— 7 O0mI A EIZLY
EONWTEY, FRESYEINTYS I EEHRMIZHIE
BTE5.

—J, BERYRSHTICH 72 B & K 3RO
RBERN, B1412FLDTAHALE, WTFNOHEE
12xF L Cd [Unigram ) ML LWESED | SRDBVWETD
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7.0
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8 50 | ° 00.3 e
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230 | e’
z 3
20
‘I.O L L L L L
1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0
Output Values
(a) [FELw o ELW] OBH
(a) In case of “Happy < Sad”
7.0
(J
6.0 | ° °
§) 50 ° .....ﬁ
S 40 f ortt e g3
o ° .-".
> |
z 3.0
20
10 L L L L L
1.0 20 3.0 40 5.0 6.0 7.0
Output Values
(b) [ Lwv & &Y ] s
(b) In case of “Glad < Angry”
7.0
w 6.0 . & °
o 50 | oty s!"
(@)} LY )
© 40 ©«e O3
o o0
Z 30 | ;-:" S
2.0
10 L L L L L

1.0 20 3.0 40 5.0 6.0 7.0
Output Values
() [0 & & Bil] Olpé
(¢) In case of “Peaceful & Strained”
4 RETEOHIIMEEL 100 AORIEEDT 72 7 BRI E O
SEfE & DX (HEE unigram & HEE bigram O )
Fig. 4 Scatter plots between output values computed by our
proposed method and averages of values rated by 100
respondents (both word unigram features and word bi-

gram features).

+= 14 AiEAE & M5B E O EO M BILR
Table 14 Coefficients of correlation between corrected values

and averages.

B (%E& 0 FEHE)

LW INLW DEHR

BUAEL (HlEAE) SELWY S RY < Bl
Unigram % LWL » 0.79 0.76 0.75
Bigram % L \WoEL W 0.75 0.67 0.71
Unigram 9 1L LW D 0.85 0.90 0.85
Bigram 9 1L L W& D 0.80 0.84 0.80
Unigram O &6 85H 0.73 0.73 0.80
Bigram O & E0H 0.69 0.63 0.76

11



IEIRNIBFLHTEE F—2~—2 Vol.6 No.2 1-15 (Mar. 2013)

BT ENGHE. BHONMGRELZRTLLEE, 2hE
NOHRREDENZ RIS E ) LS5 013, 1
KOG EE 20 &3 BEFH AT I IE vy, BEL W
METH Y, B TIIARREZ BT IR (KL
Vo BLW, SR, &Y, ok, BUH) ORERE -
FFRELR—ALKT LWV L E2fToTWA, EAWRS
MORER, WINOHMWZEFIZx LCTH [Unigram 9 L L
WS | AR D m BRI R RO L ko eb
7205, ZOFWERZTTIE T TRL, TRENOH
GRS L3l E B A Gbes 2T, L0E
WIS EH INTWDE Z D90 b. —J5, ERRGH
(k) 28RH L4 oREFETIE, BEDR
FICEHBT AASGEREZ HHEICHSTL, BiNd b2 &0 T
X5, Thbb, FNENONGREE 2RI+ 5 HISEY
—RICRET 2O W, WAWDS RENGEER &
LTALIENTELLV)DLATEOF LD 1L DE W
25,

5.2 FRHT— 2T B KEERTM

9§, FEF -5 EFHCT 5 GEREREZITV, KAl
T FNIAT BRI 2 4T o 7. BARB9IZIE, (1) 90 7
SOFET— 5% 540 L, 18 iR lIx§ A Bl & [l
BEDOTYED Ty v & 525875, (2) 2D5
DDF—=F+ty bDH) LD 4D (72 FFHSOHREAE & [0]%
HOYEE) & H v CRlYEaHT & GO AT, Eh
ZNOHG R LT 7 [ X & ERRA & AR
%, (3) Y OF—%+t vy b (18 FLHHOWHE L IEH
DIFIE) #RAT—% L L, ZOREMEZ BRI A
T5, (4) ZORKREES L MIEMHEZ B RERIICAL,
RETFLEICL 2L FOMRE L1155, (5) DL EOMI DK
RGN 5 18 FLHFT O /FNGAE & [0 Z3 O FH il &
D% (RMSE) 2k 5, v FIEE T RToOMEE
(538D ) 12X L TIT o7z, ZOFERA S 72 RMSE (5 [
53) OFHME CFHEE) 2R 15 1R T. £ 151280
T, [R=2F 4 2] IHIEMHE L MEEOTFIHE L O
MAERRLTBY, [TRFEFE] (ZENGHE & & H OIS
EDFFHREEERL TV D,

15 &0, R=AF A2 LIREFLEOFHBRLET
NTHALE, [N o &Y | (I3 LT UREE %
Lo, [FLwo L] L [0y o Bl 1Tk
DRENSRKELLELTVL I EDGN L. B, AT
FECIRE L 72 F14 (18] 13, HGE unigram D A % L&
ETBHEDONR=AT A V2 TFFELER—HOT, ZOTE
WAL TRE LI EN VR 5.

PDEDZ Ens, RMF—#IxLThH, BYFA & EN
RAZMAEDLEDLZET, JVERBERNE~ A=V
FEBMTEXLIEDVHER SN, B, 1613, £7—
¥ty MIBUT L EEEOPHEO IR & (P s
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R 15 5 DEIZEREIC & B SRR
Table 15 Estimation of overall accuracy based on 5-fold cross-

validation.

(a) HL.EE unigram @ A

LW INLVv D Ep
S ELW =2 ] & BSA
A D 5
L&I_&X S 0.69 0.49 0.64
R+ TR
Ei;;ﬁf? i 0.60 0.49 0.52
e
(b) H.5E bigram @ &
LW INLV D Ep
SELW oK) o B
o &
l_é,zf_:154 Ly | 07 0.61 0.70
At 4 AR
%;iﬁiiﬁl i 0.65 0.61 0.58
E ~
(c) HiFE unigram & HiEE bigram O i
EA INLV D ER
SELY S E) o BE
K+ B
Ei;i%ﬁiiﬂ i 0.62 0.50 0.55
e

R 16 #£7 =5ty MBI LEEEO MDA (CFY
fili & BEUE(R 72)
Table 16 Means and standard deviations of respondents’ av-

erages in each dataset.

=% E A INnLw D EM
Yy bID | LY o R) o8
afk 4.46 4.44 4.28
(1~5) 1.10 1.08 1.06
1 4.51 4.37 4.22
1.09 1.07 1.02
2 4.47 4.40 4.27
1.09 1.07 0.93
3 4.39 4.43 4.16
1.06 1.07 1.16
4 4.51 4.49 4.44
1.13 1.07 1.01
5 4.42 4.53 4.30
1.14 1.09 1.14

(EBSFS, TRISEERAZRT)

L) AR LTBY, FEHT- Y O5ENKL, £7—
Zty MIBERIRY Dol l bR L TVA,
RIZ, AR EOMBIC L VREFLEORE
(RMSE) #XENZELINEVIBENSE 15 /R TAD
L, WTNORZREIZBWTY, HiE unigram O A%
72360 RMSE %5 b /b & £, HGE unigram & HEE
bigram O )7 % F\ 7234 RMSE 252 HHI/h S WZ
EHG3Ir A . HEE bigram 13, #EREEDMR R, HEEE D
LOMAETEZBIZANL ZENTELI LRSS, &ZFO
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R R R e & BRI 2 B4 [5), [16] T2, 20
AR SN T Wiz, EBE, FET7— 510 LT, HEE
unigram & fMlAEDLE LI & T, HEOMLE (F 13 )
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LHREEPEALL T E, ZOEKE LTIE, FEHT7—%
VXS B YR B B\ ITE R GATC S A L 72T
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3 FBT—KICxT BREMRN

T, FHT-5 (90 5FHS) wxrgIc, i ([
BB KB T B REEHMAE O IME L FRFETF (R 9 ITRL
72 HEE unigram DA% W5 F) 12X D EH SIS
e DFEDHEE) DK E Do 2R FONEEZ R THI:

9, FEHT— 5 LG OVIE L FNGED DS +1
UETHo 7 HEHRREZ LChhit LR, [HRLw
SELV] T4RH, [HhLvweo BRY] ToRE, [0
Ehro #E| ThEFEhY, BITIRFENE. 2o
9HFEDK A DTHEIL, 4.80~6.02 DFFAIZSA L TH
D, BWETHEDOHNG FELv, 3H) 2@ THDH I L
A, DF N, REFHEL, ZO9IRFONREER X
DHEFEFMI LTV Z Il B, KEBEONELART
AHE, FOTRERELT, DTo2 HIZ&5M4<. 12
X, BOHROBVHFENH > T, Z9) ThVHENS
Wi, SRHOHIRDPFHOLNTLE) L) HTHY, &
i, EEFE» LI SN D RFE OISR E T AP L
TWAEICHERH L vz D, b9 12lE, faDHE
IZIEH T Y EDHFORN D DRV, BHEARE LT
BHRWHIRZE L DHERHLLE VI HTHY, Thid
RFEFLEDE 42 OHFEOHREO A 2 WHHSR L L, §HE
% EORFBZREREID ANTW R WEICHEDS D 5 &
W2 b B, [H2NLwv e R ] ICBLTIEEYT S
RFD LD o727, BIEEOFHEE NRHEDOEIKE
Moz AL 5 ReH (3213 0.64~0.88 DEIPH) % FNTH7:
KR, L&D Z@EmATEE S 7z

R, MOYE, ThbLREEOFIE L NG HEDE
B 1T ThHo/zitH AR LICHH L7z R,
LW ELWw] T3HH, [HNLweo B | T4
H [okyr o BE| TA4RFORI 11 RFLZEL. 20
11 FEFOK £ ONFHEIL, 3.74~4.36 (120 LTHB Y,
FETH D [(EBELDGD) LW (4 5) ] 12TVl
Lo TWwah, IhUE, REFESZO 1L LHONELE
OIS (FEBIZIE 5.04~5.56 DEFHIZOA) LML 72
CLEBEIRLTBY, HEHDOFYMELEGEDED +1
U EDGE LDy — 2o TWnh., 2T, &t
FOWNHEERITHLE, FOTRENE LT, 1202

(2]

© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

EILRAC. Thbh, AOHIROHENSENSE < HW
LNTWAEND, FBHONEN ST LRGN TIE LR VwE W)
ZETHDH. 72 zIE, FEOHRANOLEYE % ik L
72l F AR ORI SRS RS Lo L v I R, 4
AXE Y FOEL % BEOHIZORAA TV T AR
BRSOV TR SN L V) §h, BEBHRR IR
E o L CHRERE Z RO LFBDH o 72 & W EER &N
MHLELTBY, WITNOHIZREICBWTOREL &9 &
mTdH o7,

Dk, RECHRA L) ZREORIICEL, w{oh
DME 2SO T TU—F%EFE2 5. 3, #HiedilELK
DBAEWFT S, 728 21E, RFELSHIH SR B R
DESGES ED L HIZHMmM L TnhreRSHEE LT,
BAERCTOWEEHHEITMA, RRMERLEME, &5\
B UG MERE 3 UG L o fistm e b 2
LT, FLRENICBIT 24 E OIS 54 & EEICEY
AL Z ENIREE 2 ), EREEALICEIT 2 2 LIRS
N5, RIZ, BEMBHEM EOMAEEEEZ L. EBh
RWTTRE7ZHL WHEREZ(RR 5L FRC T OM 4 UIE
DHROHGE L AOHROHGEDPRA T HLHS Bz 5
NLZehs, RPEOHRERED T L L) %L (HoHWw
FFES) L2, 20X (HH0IER) 2RI
IR~ A =0 7 %fr) L) FiEbAERI» S Lhvaw, £
72, EOY A FIZE o TAA DKL AHERDTRL 7572
D, WICEEL o720 T2 EbHLDOT, BHOEESY
A TERPRET HHA L A GDE) 2T, HGEEHEH
TH7OOENFREFTESY A 7T EICHKETTHE VI T
FEbEZOND., DEDL )R L2 45HOBELE LTH
DALA TV E 0,

6. LTV

AL T, FHRFEFHATZAL DL LR O S
(FNGE) % BRI KD B 20 DG~ A =¥ 7 T2 4%
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[INhLlwvwe )] (oL, o Bl O3HETH
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A= (FIRRE) 2% ELTWwa. REFRIE, 2h
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BRI, 9, FHES OFATHIZE (18] TRL7=E 2 H
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