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Explaining the Similarity Between Distributed Text Representations and the
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Abstract: Recent studies have shown that distributed text representations are brain-like at various degrees. In this paper, we
investigated the explainable linguistic factors behind this phenomenon. We chose four types of text representations, i.e.,
Word2Vec, GloVe, MacBERT, and GPT2, and computed their accuracies in predicting explainable semantic and syntactic
features, as well as brain activation. Then, we analyzed the relationship between the prediction performance of linguistic
features and brain activation. Results show that the ability to encode both syntax and semantics significantly correlates with the
prediction performance of brain activation, and syntax has a higher correlation than semantics. This finding outlines the
importance of choosing text representation models when explaining the neural basis of language, especially syntax in the brain.
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1.1 FHAXERTHOATBEY

TR SRR R, EFERIRE
TAERER T HAE R 0 A0 AR IR & B i T
— MR IR TR B R AE S 1571926281 G R T AR ] PA 3
NP, — I HHIE I PREMT S5 (probing tasks)
RWFF AT R B 7 LR E. 40
Tennry29156 N4 130 4R %F (edge probing) 77
W, I ZAE Sy AT S5 53 M el ) B b S gAY
Tl PSR AVEAS BN IR RS TE B B AATTY
SEEG R L BT SCRH O Rl [ B AH BT TR OG5 A
) & () 5e t F ERIMAEFEAES b, E1EESHS
FRFHEUN . St Ay B SR R AN
[ 248 JE ()R s SR AT TR0 & R AE SOAR R TR 4
ZUE 27280, B Hennigen27 14542 HY T P S R T
(intrinsic probing) [ 77 i%, @it FHR AL AL
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oA NER gAY, Seiegh KR BERT 7 24
Z Y FE R ST & ANEE R, MRS AELE
fastText H 1 g A W BN R, SErhAE D EAENE .

bR 1 IR XS T SOR R R RS R AR A T 2 4L

— ST AR TR B F AL A [F] 2 B e B () E
AEBEAT T 08T B G0, Jawahar Z5EUSLEEIE &5 RFAE 4
KR JE (surface) RFAE. FJ7E (syntactic) FRAEF!
W X (semantic) FFE, @i A FIHFFAE & SCAH R
FIHREHT 5%, Sk4#Ht BERT BN Z 40 053] T
R LERFAE o AhATT A S BG 45 SRR B, BERT WIMIKE
B 7 RZBRHE, HIAESR] 7 ANERHE, TR
R TEXAE R

X TAE BAR ORI A AR IR Y
7 FEEMAEMEXER, HE, EREA LT
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K53, PRIGAE PR b o0 A 0 45 SR o 38 S 0 5T 4
A7 ROCA R IR RS 5 RAE W FRAE .
1.2 @HANERTEXRKIES RIEAHEPIE

T2 XU RS 7E B ANE 5 A BAESS E
EAS I vERE 2D, — SUpf 58 7 4R 5% yE H 5 K 15
T AR W ARARL 14 A g 2 B — SR A AL 2
fEENSCAR R IR, I 4 G L R 48 A 11 7 2R
RARZE KN S 5 BRMRALE o 1 0, Zhang SFUUH

& gm AR A, 3a ik 3] [ 2 > Tl o A Ak 2 1
IR, R MRS e K B 2 .
Wang S5 U2U1 FH 43 B (035 S & A1) ) =, i
It 3% AE AH ALl 4> #7 ( representational similarity
analysis, RSA)D SRHF T A)75HTE SCAE K 3£
fiE 7730 Caucheteux SFU4IE L X GPT2 AN A 21
RKoRHATER A S5 FNIE A, 8
P22 G R ARE Y 4 A7 18 SORN AV ALE K IR SR AIE
X LRI FL T AR i — AN F AT R I A A B SO
RAEF gt 7 BAnE S 5 Bl H 0 SCARRAE B
Aot H bR S, B0 s SRS B R 1SS,
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[F) PR A 3R 7 2 i - 0 5 SRR AE B e 1A IR, IR
KRR FSLCARRB R L R 2H %R,
(A A 2 PR AR S5 10 I ] S

HAlA — L TAEXN T Re s AR RS K
06 ¥ 20 AH AR 1R R 3R R AT T 43 pr 113:29:300, fgil Ay
Pasquiou SV SCA R IR R K R B 4E T . B A
g5M) (fl4n LSTM 8% Transformer). $51 2K BRI 4L
W EETT I, XM SRR R 5iKiE 5 &
TEAHRME R R R 34T T REK 0 fr, KIDUAR
NI R 55 A AN K080 25 o) 485 RAT R B 52
1M H, AR T — 6] ) 2 L5 0 K7 3
R I B A B R A G ME . JRTT,  IX 28 TAREAY
ST A T A R (1) 25 46 AN I 20 RE 56 7 T AT T
oy, SR TE E R AR AT R o AT

ZR b, ARSCR AR OB 2R R 2 R 2
B 1) R B EE T ORI T e Kl 23 1) — AH R O SURR
fIE, DA R4 O o Ak 5 ) 35 5 ) ¥ B2 A s 1) — 4L
FERNAERHIE SR 3 A R SCAR 27 o J G B 1)
AR ) LA K 5 SC AR 7 5 R I AH AL )78 &
FHIE
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NT R ERILHIE S5 NI RNIES
RAE, ATRE 7TET BHRE SR IGEME
AR - 75 B ARE 5 IOE B 7 T, FRATTE (A
RHMWIEIEY LT 60 Nk, FAMFH M
B S B A, BKZ 5 R, SN
EHE. BESE2ATE . 5B A XN
AR, REBCHUE I SO R AT TN TR
1B, FFFRYE T MO RN 1A RN 4 AR s ]
PUE T A1 fMRI B4 2175 5% . &40, 60 Mg
I 52269 M|, W ERIE G, SCARRERIIL
A5 9153 ANl .
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VP 4R YHIEE | £AEE YHEE | TR Al
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| | VW o BB NN — Zi VP = VV NP
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BE Bl NP = NN 2 NP — NN 4 NN - 8 2
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RFEE AW depdist
root dobj B> |0
advmod an AE |0
HE |0
Bl AE OHE |l | Z:l |1

B 2 kESEaETERDG

WAMASE T 12 AL PUERHEFE#GR, FrA sl
FAEREBITE 20-30 & 2 [0), HIBNER R
FATRAE T AL WAL T BB DUE R I K
Wi iZ G PR Bif%  (functional Magnetic Resonance
Imaging, fMRI) %#f. fMRI £85I 4 6 IRIFEAT K
&, BB ER LB FIT 10 M. FrRER
fMRI 4 2 18] 7> B Ry 2 2K, HEN
(Repetition Time, TR) 4 0.71 . [ 45 24 K 4
WS, FA1# B HCP pipelinel®' 0} fMRI %4
PEHEAT 1 PAL B, IR B EAT ORI, 45
REW T MRI Bl R BN RE. KT
fMRT £ffs 5 1) 58 2 401 ) L2 2518 3C[32]
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1A B AT R s SR RJEERRE, AL
PR T T KM T Re R4 B S FRAE SCRFAE, 20 0l
HNEE Caction). #4E (vision). %¥[E] (space)
S [E] (time). #£4 (social). 5% (emotion), LA
Ko 5 Tl EH AT 245 #e RV AE &5 70 19 21 10 A VR RRAE
43 A R REAE SRR FE (depth), 403 H Tk
(bototm-up,nc_bu). H L & (top-down, nc_td)-
i ff (left- corner, nc_lc) 5 y2 A4 2 46 15 45 R4 B B
BEANAI R )R M1 250 (node count), FIKAF IR
% (dependency distance, depdist), IX¥&H]yE4FAE
73 AR ZE Ko Ak B[] ) 72 465 ) B PR 3 3

X T8 SCREE, ATIERE T 60 i 118 %
R LA A DhRe RS2 AN 7513 ANiA, ARiE

1 RIBEAEFHEH B R G

TR Bk 6 ANE SCYERE ERIESr . Horh,
185 28 24 L V43 N[-6,6], 6 RoNIER], -6 Rt
[f], 0 Kx i HR FUME PR ETE AN 1 3
7, 7T aRAEERE, | oRRIERK. BAIHESE
T 30 ZPUERRE BT IE bR, R 30 A
M45 38, AR NN B B 408 P . R 1
IR TIX 6 PP SCRFAE B FR v S48 o

YT ANERRE, W RN HN AR
VE T RES MM, FHE A Stanford Core NLP H4 i
T G5 AR R 3 8t SO L AR A G R o AR 18 ST T A
I 5 MaERHIER 4 Fick B T RE S0 A%,
43 9 7& depth, nc lc, nc bu, nc td; FHAb—Fhk
HAKAEF)7%, A depdist.

® 1 BXFEARE R

i W SUREE
e | M | & | WE | A | %
Ho | 177 | 1.83 | 1.07 | 1.03 | 1.53 | 3.1
#Z | 187 | 1.7 1.13 | 1.17 | 1.93 | 3.5
HE | 26 | 217 | 153 | 1.93 | 557 | 1.47
Hi | 133 | 227 | 127 | 1.13 | 427 | 1.03

2.3 SR ERRFER
AR T 4 MOCARFIREEAL: GloVel®),
Word2Vecl*, MacBERT), GPT2B¢), A 3
(R
e Word2Vec: 300 4k, JIZiE R HT et Hr
i, WEECRANE 12G EA
e GloVe: 300 4k, #AIZ55S Word2Vec #H
[ ;
* MacBERT: 122, [RE4EZ ) 768, FAIRK
H https://huggingface.co/hfl/chinese-macbert-

base;
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3 FE
3.1 E{FiESE
A EEARMELS, B 3 Fias, 3L N

9 WT R —FARRR, 1) Afg—MiE 4]
ERHEN G — 08 [l VAR, AR 6] [ 5 9900 Ay
fiEE s 20 IZRAR SR, T R IEs) . &
i, TATH A A SCAR R R AE LS 5 R R AR
WG B B AR AR OGE, DAAI S BRI
KN 1 5 AR AR B 22 3 1) R A

H wy s B3], o RN 1% BRI 1A [F) & g
R ZHAERE j EARVEAE, W T00E &
AIE (%) [ A A5 2 ] DL Rl

yij = Wjx;
Horb w; g lRl AL AL .

A 2% Y A A Y () N A N P 4 s BT
fMRI [PJREYE, 18] ) &0k B MRT £,
(A9 fMRI 48 1 18] 73 28 LU, & — > TR
) fMRI 4 # AT ge XS N+ AN b4k, fMRI
AR BN EMZTTHES), M2 &TiEs)
B 5l & B I % K P 4K B (blood oxygen level
dependent, BOLD) {55 . BOLD 155 K122 fb AR}
P TOIE B BN R, Lﬁ%ﬁﬁwf—lmﬁi%Z}:
6 MAtIEEEME, MmiEEEREIIK. BN gs—
A FH I3 30 77 21 52 5% 21 (hemodynamic response
function, HRF) F&7~. KL, KRR mID 7 E 50K

il A & 5 HRF &G, JF R RAES] IMRI R
FEAA, SIS fMRI %55 285 oK &
MR IGR— A EEBAY, M4 X 55 )5 1 SO
KoRTUMILTES) . H [wy, wy, ..., w;] R 5L 751,
X =[x, Xy, ..., x;] RN R 1] 7] B 741, R =
[y, 72, ., 1] TR PTRE ) MR 2040, 044 2 S
T AT AT LLR IR

R =W X downsample(conv(HRF, X))

] r) AR TE R AE A ORI BB B4 2
H AT ToUI 45 SR S PR R B2 2K AH Ok R 4
(Pearson correlation) R K 7R o fE15 BT H AR
AR (PR 5 AR AR TR A5 2 AR K I 3 3l TR0 45 45
J& . FRATE T A SCAR R IR RAE R — S S R
EMERSEE AR, JFiHERS KRS
Oy Z BAH DG . S 24y, R SCARR
AN G Y I — 3 RHAIE 1) B 7 2 52 R 5 Kk
%ﬁﬁU@%Iyl% TR 2 SCA R 7 A AL Tt
X 18 5 RHIE 145 53 1% 5 T K 3 20 145 4
AL, BIFEX —18 & R E BA5 70 i S
AR TRAE TG B A5 7 b N iz s . i
A7 JATAT A i S BOCA R R 5 RN E
B RALAIALE 2 5 18 5 R
3.2 XREE

AR SELG/E Word2Vee. GloVe. MacBERT
A GPT2 B4 12 JREN 3L 26 FoCA KR it
17, RIGTE 5 REAE F00I0 45 23 0 10 5 3 35000 45 7 25
No1x26 HEM A E .. AR IR E RS X UER 7
ERIIZRIE [ R, kB A ISR AL W =1
W, HA N R E IR I ZREE 53 NI 251 2R N 38 ik
T, ERRIES, SRR AN R Eit
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nc_bu nc td nc Ic

123456789101112 1234567809101112 123456 78 9101112
Layer of model Layer of model Layer of model

depdist depth

——- glove

% ----- word2vec

—+— macbert
—— gpt2

Layer of model

5 BXFMAPEFHENIAEETNGER, AHATNESERENHEXRY, BiAREEYK

Layer of model Layer of model

SRR R TN 45 SR S S 45 2R 2 1) ) B2 2R b A 5% 2
B, IR ANRIEA R IR R AT, RN
] [/ B AR X — AL B R TN AS 2

YIRiE 5 AL A m] AL AR Py 2 A 2 778 24
Y929 10 728 SRAIE o 74 2 G A5 1 70 th Ak Y R B 58
X uEm Iy il . xE— MR, JATTHE S
JZ YRR 3 IS ARSI 45 R 5 I e [
() B2 R AR DR AR HL R BT AT 3 B R R BT 24
NZH RN RES . BT RS AR
=, WATR A AR A5 1, VRN R & i ik
BN IS 75 -

1.0

~ - 0.00058 0.00037 0.14 4.7e-06 2.1e-07

~ - 0.0014 0.07 0.56 0.0038 le-05

m - 0.0049 0.00049 0.033 1l.1e-05 le-05 0.8
< - 0.0031 0.0016 0.16 0.0002 1.5e-05

n - 0039 0.027 0.042 0.089 0.001 0.6
o - 013 0.018 0.0064  0.00013 0.0095

r~ - 0.0033 0.0096 0.00032 0.00061 0.00035 0.0034

o - 0.032 0.0082 0.00011 0.014 0.00099 7.9e-05 - 04
o 0.082 9.3e-05 0.0013 0.00012

2 - 011 0.092 3.5e-05 0.15 0.0078 0.00023 0.2
:' - 0.046 0.031 0.0022 0.24 0.012 0.001

ﬁ - 0032 0.27 0.0027 0.06 0.045 0.00085 .

so<l:ial vision actlion spéce emdtion tinlwe
6 GPT2 5 MacBERT HHEIEFSERHEZEY
KWIER (pE)

4 SR

4.1 ARFRRIANTE A ESHE

ANTR] SCAR 7 A TR ) SCRFAIE TN 45 73 A1)
FARHE BT 2 a0 & 5 prs,  Herp Rl AR SOk
RBARIAF)Z, RSB TS 75

Layer of model Layer of model

AR ek m S BT m w2 0,
RSO R B AN [ )2 2 TR R R 2 R R AT o
B

MBI PLA 1, MacBERT il GPT2, JiH
AR, gmigiE L AAEE B EE BT
Word2Vec 1 GloVe, iX 15 8] - F SCAHH 5 7] & 2% 3
THEZMAE CMA)RE R . SRR RN ek
{43 7] 2, Word2Vec 75— FiE & FR1E L1549
#EE =T GloVe (p<107). 4RI, X Wy Ffi 4 7Y
Z LA S5 bR SO SRR 2 T 1) 2 S R A
FMFE . 1E18 HFAE ., Word2Vec )3 IAX BEAK T
B SCAR SR [, T GloVe B2 BT AR T3
fih =Fh Y, FEAJVERE L, Word2Vec 1 GloVe
Z R ZE BN, &5 E NSO & 2%
R . XVt BH Word2Vec HHEL GloVe BE S I 1)
HiSIE S E, H AR LR SCH AR R AT
MR o 1IX— RIS Tenney 252011 R ILAEAL, BP
R SO AL AE A EAT S AR EL AR R SO R P
WK, MEE TS EAUE RN S . A
Hh BT & BLE Word2Vec il GloVe Ff) 2 5 | R B,
S HOX — PR R R AT AE S AR A I 27 2K
Word2Vec. MacBERT #1 GPT2 il )7 AR &
B KA Zh e b e s bR SO R I S AR, T
GloVe & Ji ik 1] SL AR B i (1) 77 R S A5 21 o
T BN 25 77 20H BL J5 3 T R L ASE R o 47 (1) 2 3
EXER. METaE, 18 U IEERRK ETF
SCH R R FRE ), TR VR AR AE U v B AR R
3, X ARE SR R SR A VRN B T
wif T HE BN BRI R I . /£ MacBERT #l
GPT2 X PRI 2 (8], HH R 2 2 8] (38 SCREE
B ERB/AN. B 6 BR T A [F JZ 2 (8]
EXESERMEEME. TUEH, BT
(time) X —1f X4F1E, MacBERT Al GPT2 7£ H:
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sub 01 sub 02 sub 03

sub 04 sub 05 sub 06

Corrs

sub 07 sub 08 sub 09

sub 10 sub 12

Corrs

123456789101112 123456789101112 123456789101112 123456 789101112 123456789101112 123 456 78 9101112

Layer of madel Layer of model Layer of model

Layer of model Layer of model Layer of medel

7 FTBWRNMEHNTINE S, NHATNESKRMENEXRYK, BHRAREERY

10

0.8

0.6

0.68 0.68 0.55 0.67 0,49 0.8 1

0.82 0.84 0.73 0.8 0.68 0.91 0.86 1 04

0.83 0.79 0.73 0.85 0.69 0.9

0.78 0.75 0.65 0.79/0.58 0.9 4 -0.2

0.75 0.77 0.67 0.73 0.64 0.84

-0.0

social
vision
action
space
emotio
depdist
depth
brain &

10

0.8

semantics

0.6

syntax

- 0.4

-02

brain

- 0.0

semantics

syntax brain

8 BERHIERTSRENSIHEXRY

fiby (R SCRFAE B, AHTRZE Z 18] 1) 22 7 K250 B
M. Bl nEE K (emotion) X —%5fE Lk,

MacBERT 1 GPT2 Wi 5 EM &G ™ EFFEA
BEMZER (p>0.01), mHHLRE =R ZE, —
HILTF A ZR . HIEHER, MacBERT fil GPT2
X AR R 2 FE T transformer 45 #4) (AR U £F Z L 45
X B RE =R, MEARFT L, BT
THEMIE 12 BEMIIRE (depth) X —4F1E L
MESRANEEZ A, HARKZE MacBERT 137 #1
BZEET GPT2 (p<0.001). X AJ fE 55 P Fh A5 7Y ()
W RAFEA K. GPT2 {EN—F [ EHiE S
PR, HAI Rl BN M B B I 2k, 8
SR R S, 1 MacBERT BN H 4mhEiE =
B, ISR i B2 v e] DRI 21 B R SCRIE R
X RE R SEM AR B E SN EERRZ —,
B, #R4E SO LLFUIN R SCIiE X, Ak E R
W) 5 B W SE A R SO BRI T A E . SR

XM A T B 2 A [ EAE F AR R E Y
V8 5 A E AT IR UE . b, RSO
GPT2 #E AR R FIAL Y, 1 MacBERT 7E3)I|
il R H 2] T n-gram mask, 1X X T 30E X R P

WCAE Sy f /N el A2 AR B &, TR
SRR ) A)EAS BB T — E R .

fE MacBERT Fl GPT2 84 N, — 2 [1A
AR —58, 1B XR s EE N E BN =
REEEN)E, MAER T RENERZ RNELE
HEENZ. AL EMX— RIS Z A —5% T
VEZS W EL B — S8, SR AE TS SURFIE |, AL
(45 RS 217 ) TAEAEAE 2 7% . Jawahar F5US1E
I By 1] / 44 ] Bl AL e BURFRE FE Csensitivity to
random replacement of a noun/verb, SOMO) 4§
BHE E B BMES, K BERT B & ZHH HARE
Ae U g A iE (B B . X5 AR KB IE LA
%o (B2 E1FHE B2, Jawahar S5 [P HF 55 & il
ot 4 R ELE SUE B BRSSOk R 422 0 A UA R IR
RS gAY 7B E R, AR R B E X
BTG CE S . T H AT R L 18 S B R EA)
TR, A ST G B 1E XUE B = 7 1 )=
[l X A] e SRR .

gr b, ARSI 2 P SO R R AR Y Pt o i
R SCRIAERFEEAT X 2 #ir, R B SCAH
RAERAEAE SR A EAT S ERI R LR T £ T
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XK M E; FFEENLET CHER &R
MacBERT #4afdif X5 BHIRE 1S GPT2 %A i

&S, M gm RS )45 B Re 0 W) &2 LT GPT2;

MacBERT 1 GPT2 [ = JZF1 5 VU |2 4w b i X
SRR, MH-BEMS I\ ZE S aEE
RIRE 1By, Ul B TAN [R] )2 76 4 A A (5] 4R iE
ffe 1 BT 04k .
4.2 MARRTRABERD

Bl 7 7 T AT A SCAR R s A T i 7% 2l _E A5
I ZESR . REEAFYR I RIAFAEZE 57
H 2 5 5 MR 06 45 3 BH , Word2 Ve FI i ik 2 T
MAE4r B3 5T GloVe (p<0.001), MacBERT Al
GPT2 1] 3-12 2187 &£ 3% = T Word2Vec 1 GloVe
(p<0.001). TMi7E MacBERT #1 GPT2 Wk, =2
(155 & % = T2, MacBERT W5 9 ZEAIH
10 ZM1585 fems, GPT2 W 7 Z 3% 10 ZH15
NEESTHMEZE. X—2&RE52 5 TERK
RILAHFF A2, RIS R (1) v (8] J2 5 i 3 30 e AH AL
BN —45 R FRE, SUARR IR il 7)1
AiE 1 RE 775 T A 30 1R B8 T 5 I H B AR IR
M, Bl giga)ykfE RRENE, WisshiE o
R 757

N T E AN T SRR IR Y D A R G
SRR RE ) S B RGE BIRE S 2 MR &R, A
SO BT A A K i v B TN A 4, VBT R
A SRR R TNE 5 RFAE (1) 453 23 F0 K 5 30 °F- 1
135y Z A A G, a5 RNl 8 () Bz Al LA
B, FNEREAE O A 23 5 v 3 0 AR 4 (A
KM g v — L, AE BT REAE PR D B )
T PR PR AIE AR 2 A VE R AE S 43 o B TR B
(depth), H BT FAVESHPE (nc_td), HiK
FANERFIE E N _EANES B R (ne_bu) AIE
SCRFERLEYE (vision). HAVERMZ, ik

B () =T )R RFAE AR B 73 B3 1 HE 1 S5 R

M7 AR AF AR S B AR A B (depdist) X —
A AR SRAE AR o AR SCIF AN A I It B K ) )
FAL BN DR A BT, RENE A e
2 IR WIS BRI FI BRI Cn AR 2D iIRR
AR v R B 2R, A7 R B B /M A N
H A EERAERT, Fr b, AR TR
R AR AT BB TR AT 73 LEAAIR, DR AT e A
] 1) SO R B B R G i 0K — R R 3 B
57> 5WEsh G 0 M SR RUR. BUAh, A2 A) ik
AT EC (ne_led 550 5 RINAG 7 BAR It B
BAK. EE 4 FRT LAE H A AT R AT Y ik —
JEAE IR —RFAE B 145 7 #R EL R T HL BB
YLK B SOR TR R 22 2 13X Ak, D

BRI — AL AN 2 3 BOCA KR 5 I 20 M UUE 22
5t HE R A

Aty 8 T SR AL 50 45 23 A 3 2 30 45
3 BVAH SR B AR AT BLAIR BRS¢ R A AR AE 0.4
PA b 1 B SO R v 2 ) 1 1 SCHRFAE 2 52
H 5 s s R AL A NE . R, ASOR i i
SCRFAE 1945 73722, 5 BT 3 A3 R IR 1945 0 1 220
VIRV SOMVR)VERFAE - 24 4570 A 7% 3015 70 1) A
Rk, SiRWE 8 C4) Fiom. WLLE W, Bk
B SRR PG AR R AL 5 L i
B ABLRE L 1) 2R

5 2%

Wt 73 A1 2SO R IR AR KN 8 5 LA F 7
MIRNAE S 1 5200 7 A 2SO R MUK i v
FARIEANE PR R AR IO EZ . Bk, A
B T VYR S SO R ORI, R T NN
B LI RE R AT AR REE SCRVERVERF AL a4, JE I
I3 M R I SCAS 7 G B AR IR AIE 1) fE 0 2 5 i
5K RALAANE A 2 ZE R . X — kB
WA FH SCAR R BE T8 KB 149385 35 ML I R 122 4R
HR B SOR LR, JEHAEWE RN VR AL B
AL IR 52206 356 2 A FVE AL AL R SCAR RO,
VI RT f £ M 25 10 A HE R 1

AR SRIAFAE R RRYE. B, A3
45 1R JE T A SCRT IR 361 6 Fhili SURFAEAN 5 Ff6y
IRRFEAR Y, HoPil SCRRIE B8 AObiE, R
BT TR RER 7y, HIRAREIR 5
S AR SCRFE, VAR th DR T M i )k
ZERBOMERE, DR A VR RE A B B 2 A1 SCR
FPEFHE LAl SRR Hk, A
SIS AR AN KT EREAT I AT, T K A AR
AR DI RE 7 X, R R AR AT A2 il (X ) b 3t
it Boa, ASCERERHIEF N
DLk, AN 5 R A7 AR UL 2R 475 75 243t
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