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DEEP LEARNING METHOD FOR DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION
THROUGH IMAGE-BASED CHARACTER EMBEDDING

1PN
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Languages such as Chinese and Japanese have a significantly large number of characters as compared to

other languages, and each of their sentences consists of several concatenated words with wide varieties of

inflected forms; thus appropriate word segmentation is quite difficult. In this study, we propose a new and

efficient document classification technique for such languages. The proposed method is characterized into a

new “image-based character embedding” method and character-level convolutional neural networks method

with “wildcard training.” The first method encodes each character based on its visual structures and preserves

them. Further, the second method treats some of the input characters as wildcards to prevent over-fitting of the

classifier. We confirmed that our method showed superior performance to conventional ones for Japanese

document classification tasks without data pre-processing.

Key Words : document classification, deep learning, convolutional neural network, Japanese character

=
1. 5=

T XA MR OFRMRNT, MRS LR ENE T
% HIRSFEALEE (natural language processing; NLP)i, web
DEJz & SNS (social network)72 EDT 7V r— 3 D
PR o THERP BHITH KT DS IZBNT, &Y
EEMEZFOHITTHS. TOXIREFEND, LEHN
bZEDEWERE T T 2R B3 KL < AThbhTW\5.
KR, T OFFEFEMRE D M _EXC big data & MEIEAL 5D KB
LT — 2 OIS, RO 205 L7 AFZEns
AR E LWARE BIFTlY, CESES NLP O E%
WEHO—2>TH 5.

LEAFTIE, RIS, R & E VD TR
RTINS, FEEIE T, X TERE R TR
INDOEAL (< DA THEES LIBREER) JL v
LIZZEN D OMABE D E AW TXEL FE-OT 2 8H
KHEZPIFT 2. SCEOR I FIE L LT, thidf
(term  frequency-inverse frequency)[1] < ,
word2vec[2] 72 & TV IZ GloVe (global vectors for word
representation)[3[IC X5 T 5 BEEO 43 HiZBL, LSI (latent
semantic indexing)[4]<°> LDA (latent Dirichlet allocation)[5] ™
Lo My 7T ARHWLN, BifetEiEnHiE s
NTWD., HEBERCREWTE, vy AT 4 v ZEER
2= TINXy U=, BR- IR F =
(support vector machines; SVM)72 Sk % 22 /0B 2% 2 B 9

document

HITLENTE, ZNOLDOFENLEDBITH L THHT
HDHZEWPRENTWAIE. F£7-, TETIE, BERY
(deep learning) &L FEIIN DB L= —F Ly N U—2
% O TR & 0 F8 % RN IS 528 3 2 7R MR R &
LTV D[7]. NLP (28T 2 RE = E O T, #iF
WBiEEFF>==2—7 /L%y hU—7 (recurrent neural
networks; RNN)7S 5&3CE 3 JHBE TR O ERE 2 7R LT
5817, BEWRINEDFERICHENGFIET HZ &0, &t
FOWHUENFE LD E W o - REN ST LG CESH
WCEYIRFE LTS AR, F2T, BEEEHRORT
BEINTEBRLRAR =2 —TFT VR Y NU =7
(convolutional neural networks; CNN)[9]Z SCZE45 %5 (2 T

SEHALNBR SN TVA[L0]. CNNIE, RNN L0 &
MR ICBENL 7= RPI O BMRIENFEE ATRETH Y, FHED
WML LIRS T D12, CESFHLUI O S5E
A A7 IH IR WA I TVWA[LL).

AR AR CESFOHIERTE, ARELHERED
$ O RHEESERZ MR IR VWRIEE LD EEICBW
T, HESENHEAEITOLERETSH. L, BifERE
REIN TNV D HGES B TFECTIEFET — X IR D50
REL, FEBvlss, SUEMIZIE L < W ST H
5 web EOTF R M, LEOFIEH BN 58K
PART DS %4 5 B A I3 2 HEE o B R A B o
RRWATREME DN OM12]. % 9 LIz BEEHAL O S FELE o



MEA RS 5 ~<, CFHRAOCER AL, 4
HAEAT 5 BFFEA e STV B [13,14]. SUTFHA O TR,
B GRESCHREE & WV o T HEE L D M VRLE OF R %2 £
BCXx 50T, Fgolsgiokt LCHEftic@hiE
T2HEVIFREFFD.

—FT, XFHENMTORKRSELEICIE, THEELE
BURZFFOT (BURAEHATRESCT) | = T )
D EWERONRINTELIT 5305 (HREEBRATHE
F) L ATOWTEHTNIR D 1o D DR LETH L.
BB ATRESC &1, Bl 2RI 7 7 & ONTHEE
FOEAPEAFO LI IZLFRERT D b OIEFE—T
BV RBEERILTa—RFRYTOEATNDEIXTOZ
ETHD. TR REARE, 5 HEEOEINCEN
TLREDOTREPMETH DN, EXTHRE~DHEL
EETLHRETHD. HWROEBBATRETIE, ~M 7
(-) R®Fvva (=), BF (—) vorzzhEnn
IHTRAETHRENELRD OO, XRIC L > TARAR
FHICE R AR CE D FEET. ZOHA TR
5, FOXFTEEM L bONEHB L TETIET A /43
Wb, ZNHOILFITH L CIEREEMICHIZE LT ET
WMHEINDZ ENZVN, Xy 7 © Xy FA
FUT] EMEEN A LVWERESUEN IR A EAENTE
DZEDXDBRENMENT D LIIRETHS.

AL TIEET, 25 L-BRSHELUHE L THEETS
NREBLNLFORTEEICER T Z SICFH L
AT RE 4 CERFBIZE AT S image-based
character embedding (ICE)% #2423 %. ICE IX5EICik~7-
MBEE R L 5 5720 T, ARESCHEREOLIIC
SCFITHERME R B T DA, EROBERA 72 SR B
[15]1&: ¥ BRIRENTLF A RBLTE D AIREMEDN D 5.

BEWNT, ICE ZAWINAMNZR TESEFIELZRET
5. BETLIHEFERL, CFHRALOLFO/RTHME
BEMM L TXESEEITO 0L, SiBICET 2 Fa0
H#BARETHY, STEORMOLT, Priomsm s
WHEEER FIETH D, ARTIE, BEo B ARESCGESTE
MBEAREL, R CENBEFEL R L TRETF
EPRSCESETIEL LT REATERL TN D Z 2R
7.

2. Ak

(1) REFZDOL2HK

BEFIEL, TFA MO LT EEGRIFICERL
TZ OB TR R % f 9 %5 image-based character
embedding (ICE) &, SUFHAL TEEEAVFHE A AL L7223
b X EF AT O character-level document classification
(CDC) O oD N LGRS N D . REFILEOMEL
Fig.1 12" d. AMFIETIE, WA E HITERBLAE 1235 <
WSR2 FFORE P 2N — R L FELEN
T5Z L EMBET DN, ICE 726 XTFOMRTAIME & 4
129 5 F%E, CDC 72 b TR CESFAITH 2 &N

TELDFETHIUTRV. KRELIET, #ABEOFEMIC
DOWTHATS.

Hh
(hz73JU)

Character-level Document
Classification (CDC)

Fig.1 SERFIEOEKEG

Image-based
Character Embedding (ICE)

(2) Image-based Character Embedding (ICE)

ICE X, ANTShD7 xR b&EgLL, ZnZho
LF SRR R AT D . B B Tk 4
PR FIEMRE SN TV DAY, ICE ITHW 5 R
i FE S L, FERICHEEMMEEEE L TS X
FACOWTIER UR A L, B0 X 5 22305
WTIEEDOMRMEEZRIL 5 D FEREEL Y. £2T
AW TIE, BRI L TEWEREBRR AP RE S
TW % stacked convolutional autoencoder (CAE)[16]% ICE
DA ER & LTHW 5.

a) Stacked Convolutional Autoencoder (CAE)D#& Rk

Fig.2 [CAAFZE TRV % CAE DR %<7, CAE 1,
H5 7 5 et 247 5 encoder f(,6;) &, encoder A3H!
D13 DR b LG A8 C 3 % decoder g (-, 6,) 7> DA
MEND. ENEN, FEHARRNATIA—ZE2HOBE
BERICERII=2—J 1y FU—7THY, FET
1L & A& A (convolution) & fx KiE 7 — VU > 7 (max
pooling), & L <Lz —Y > 7 (unpooling)Z1T\>, Z2MH
HIBSIRME 2 R s LT ZIRTTORE~ v 72455

AR Encoder Decoder
32%32 f16.16 32x3232%3
pixel 8x8 16x16
m@ﬁﬂl ] EB @
@ 64 64 ©4 | 64 ca 1
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conv. and pooling conv. and unpooling

Fig.2 CAE Dk

BB JBIZRBIT D EIIAFIX, BiJEDOKED A TR~ >
TR, .. 0, K (1 e ROy 2 U, BUBOLEOE:
IR I TT—F v T wh,w?, L, whLowh (W € ROwXnwxK)y
72 BN BIRIAI T — R AZKIET BN, T AH % bt
LEZRTHIE, EQl IR T I RH LWV~ » 7
h',h?, .k, . h-EEDUETHS.



K
hiy = relu(z Z Wik Bviye +bY) (1)
i=1i7ep

Z ZTCOIFEAALOHPFAER L, BAIART—F LD
HLEREZ(0,0) & Lz b X, n, ODREZKTFELTZA
FIOAELTHD. HlAE, n,=3ELRL X,
¢ ={(-1,-1),00,-1),.., (1,1} & 72 5. EMALBI $Krelu(:)
1 rectified linear unit (ReLU)Z &R L, EQ.2 ({29 BT
5.

relu(x) = max(0, x) 2

RRET =V 703, Fi~y T es, 78T LI
KRESny xn, D7 =Y ZHHBICHEIL, BB TORK
KEZHSTDUBTHD. ML —D 7L, &
v BV E K& Sny X n, 20 2 BRI R R 3 5 LB
Thb.

b) Stacked Convolutional Autoencoder (CAE)® 43k H

CAE THHHhH 21T 9 B2 1Z, encoder D H /1D 7% T
W5, F£72, EMEEE ReLU TIZHAEIC EIRASTELE
L7aWi=, #%EB D CLCNN O AN E LCHRIAT DT
R#EGITH L. CAE BHITT DHEA 2 bV O 2 il
FR9-2 7212, encoder D5 #& g OIEMELBISIE tanh % H
W5,
¢) Stacked Convolutional Autoencoder (CAE) D&

CAE I, 5 F121X encoder & decoder Dt 5 & VN 5.
FENT Eq3 (R RAEMBE & /AIMET D KD 1T,
CAE D/3F A—40;,0, (BISAHT —F VI EOAL T
A D) E R ARRE TIEIC K> Tk 2.

Ecas = |x - g(f(x,60),6,)||; @3)

CAE D& /RT A —X % it 2 e ARLE kI
%, BB b ENT-AROMFHELZHEE S 2 Z & Tl e
NG A—ZFEHRARD D Adam IE[171%2 FV 5. L0
BWT, AEOFEOHEREZMO®, AEO B OHEE &
2O, WHTEHRT A= %00 L Lzt X, Adam 75
TONRTA—FFHFRILEQL DL IZEITB.

m®

Jo0 +e @

P = g(t-1) _ o

Eqd IZBIT2aB L WelINA/R—=R"TRA—=ZThHD.
Adam 71T, TR ORI ABLRE FEIZ AR O—RE IR
DE—A L b EAWTEIGR PR EEEEA L
FETHD LRSS,

(3) Character-level Document Classification (CDC)

CDC T, ik ICE Thit &7z CFHALOHEHY

RPN E ATV, ZOFEOHT IV EHNT 5.

ARG TIL, CFHRAIZE RS E R N AT v FITHE
LN baEEITH5 FliE LT, character-level
convolutional neural networks (CLCNN)% H 5.
a) Character-level Convolutional Neural Networks (CLCNN)
DK
Fig.3 IZAMFFE CTH 5D CLCNN O#Rk % 759", CLCNN
1%, CAE L RIFRICEZIAL L RKIET— Y v 7 &g
ATV, BAENZANT I A OO T IV 2HET 5.

conv.
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% p:{;‘”dng and ~ D—RILHZ:3

S ]

64 512
i ehar 512 512 512

Fig.3 CLCNN D##% X

BIIAF, KBS =V 7 L HITT A NOERY]
T DIHHEEZTT 5. CLCNN D EIZH 1T 5 B A A
1%, KEOAFEEE~7 vz, . 05, T (I8 € R™),
L# D& HA BB — % Ew,w? ... wh,..whwe
ROXKY L2695 L, EQ5ITRT &L 5 ZRQuBic 5.

K
h=retu(). > wh lf; + Y )

k=1icp

F 72, CLCNN O #&Jg THED 7 TV 2 M+ 5729
12, softmax BIE A TEME LB E LTHWS. 5/ —F
DHTTuAZHk3 5 softmax BA%k o H ip %, ¥ —
R (D7 TV Z2CE LIZFE, Eq6 DX HicETD.

_ exp(uy)
Pe = S exp(y) ©)

softmax BE5cD H Np 3, ANTFA MR E2 bz L
EWZAT TV IR D EERMEREMINTE S,
b) Character-level Convolutional Neural Networks (CLCNN)

DFEE

CLCNN O%EE, Eq.7 (T 22 B E o enn & B/ME
T2 &9, CLCNN D /3T A — & 2 fifg RLH) AR THEIC
Lo THREILT 5. Eq7 ITBWTC, EERNARES (Efif
HTIAY) idd,E LTEREIND.

c
Ecreny = — Z dcInp, @)

c=1

EQ.7 TRENDAEEMEIL, —MRICRKEZEZ frt—
R LI A, MBI W T SRR =R
E 0 b RFEBEL, PAbMERERM ET 5 2 LM
nTna[18].



AHFFETiX, CLCNN (Zxf LC, CAE & [FIERICHEZER)
NECEE T Adam EE VD
(4) Wildcard Training (WT)

CLCNN #Z 58 & F D58 FiE 2 AW TenE i o
FEICE, 2okt En LI Dm0l EE T — 4
DEFRMER RO HALD. —fRITIE, dataaugmentation & I
s, T—X &ML L TREMICT — % 028 % &
DLHEREBND. BRSHELIEOIRTIE, vV —
T 2A%FMA L CTHELZFAZRTICER T 5 FEL, AILE
BRZE 72T RIUCS W Z 5 FIERTDRLA. Lo, K
IO KO ICHEES BN RERFIETIE, 20X 2T
EITEA L., £ 2 TR TIE, HIESEIRER
L\ data augmentation L1252 5.

#2424+ % data augmentation Fi%(%, CDC ~D AN T *%
A NOEHELFEMRYZ LN ->TT A A, ULV R
H— FLFWCEBRTDHIHOTHD. AL T, Zhz
wildcard training (WT) & FESS. HARZESCTO WT DjiE 1
DONWTIE, THEBROFERLY, VANV NI— FXF%
TrRs M EERL, y=02RETD.

3. FHMEEER

ARFFETIE, BEFED ICE B WT O 8E% Tk
B B7olz, ZHEOT—4tEy b AE L THOERM
AEFRE L. #2881k L LT, CAE & CLCNN, WT %
ENENRAG DR TZFIE, & L THERD lookup-table (2
X B CFEBTIE(LUT)[15]1Z CLCNN & WT 2 #AA b
W7o PIEERA . ETIEIZIE, (A) LUT 12 CLCNN %
FAE DR REEFE TV, (B) (5 3-gram
BN S tHdfEZHE L P 2T 4 v 7 [EIFIC L > Th
M9 27 L (3-gram + tf-idf), (C) HFENENEIZ L > TH
B ENDHBEP O -dfEEZHE L VAT 1 v 7 BRI
& o THET B EF L (word + tf-idf), T L T(D) B v
ETFNER VAT 4 v EREMSEDEEET VEH
W BEFED ICE ICHWS CAE I, 758, 25,
OB, A2 A7, BF QIS H /KA, F_KkHE) %
&l 6,631 XTEFEH SE-. (B) 3-gram + tf-idf & (C)
word + tf-idf I DWW TiE, kb R HBLT S Efin b—2
VERAMALE. £/, (D) FE Y ZEFTILIELSI & LDA
OZHEEFIAL, ThENHFEOHE Y kL (bag of
words; BoW)& A iz & v, —&RsLEA (Bhad, BhEhE, 32
7)) ODRERBIVCAT IS GERBOEBLORE) %17
7z,

I T, XFHAOXESBFEITREFELA), (B)
T, HFEHAOXESFFIEZIC)ED)THS

72¥, CAE X° LUT ORI~ Y A OWRTEL, ME Y
JETIND NEy 8RB, BEONRT A —F ERAT
Lo bibEPELOEREMA L.

(1) IDERXC - WX DEEBHTE

AAGE/NGRSC - faai L 0EE 104 CGRIGEZ I, K58
1R, PRHERER, ZGuisE, EARBMA, ERER, &%

4, HBWA, HESRGE, BIREER) OfELLD 4 10
FREREE3°OFT 104 f (MASC5°4K 2,632,225 30F) 7 H, A
KON EEEHET HEBREToTZ. &T—2DD
B, 81D/ « fgi L E2TTILOFEICHY, &Y
D 23 R EPEREREMIC V-, SRR FIELWEETIEL O
FHEEIERE D LE#E & Tablel 12739,

Tablel /N 3C « Ffan 3L HHEE MERE D ik

methods accuracy [%]
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN + WT 82.61
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN 52.17
(proposed) LUT + CLCNN + WT 78.26
(A) LUT + CLCNN 65.22
(B) 3-gram + tf-idf (n=50,000) 56.52
(C) word + tf-idf (h=50,000) 47.83
(D) LSI (# topics=60) 73.90
(D) LDA (# topics=30) 52.10

Tablel LV, kb L EFEFTEHE CTEFIEITHEN
XFRBE WT 2HALZRETIE T2, kDL
FRAFEZAVESATH, WTEHEATHZ LT, BE
O R v 7 ET NI EOFTEERE L EEB RN
BNDZ ERHERTED.

(2) REOHFETHE

A, A, ER FocoSHEttoBs, Rk, E
BhT VIR T HREND, 200 LT EHDREELE
¥ 5,610 {972F 22,440 1 (RR3CF-4K 69,124,142 3CF)
B L, sRBEA bt E e T 2 ERE TR -7,
eTF—2DHH, 17,952 HEETAOFEFHIHY, &Y
D 4,488 1 2 PERESAGIZ AV 2. $RRFIE L ESRFEL D
Bt HEE PERE O i % Table2 (27",

Table2 7L BRI AHEEVERE O bk

methods accuracy [%]
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN + WT 87.81
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN 80.95
(proposed) LUT + CLCNN + WT 76.42
(A) LUT + CLCNN 73.13
(B) 3-gram + tf-idf (n=300,000) 84.27
(C) word + tf-idf (n=49,684) 67.22
(D) LSI (# topics=2,000) 84.00
(D) LDA (# topics=70) 56.10

Table2 £V, MHREHISIFRI L WT 28 ALRETF
ERRS BWHREA R LIZ. £72, Z0OX R 7 TIIHGE
BAO7 7r—F L0 L LFHRAOT 7 7 —F RN Ri
WCRMFRMVEREE R L CWND 2 L bnb.



(3) EXSNSERXD LE Y Vi#E

ST SNS 1 b [Twitter) ([ZEE 2MFE L7z 14 FEHO
My Z W CBI LT, 2016 4 8 H 7 H B IREI4E 10
A6 HETOMIZERMEINTZbDOD—H (FBRXTF4
2,167,984 XCF) ZHH L, FOME v ZIZoWTORE
THLIMPET DEREIT R -T2, T2 HIFE MYy
72> % 5,000 {4, # 70,000 hTHY, BREFPIZIE Y
JHEDHLDNEENDLIHEITITHIR L. 2T —20
2%, 56,000 % €T NOFFITH, Y D 14,000 {4
EYEREEMIC AW, BEFELIERF LD MY Yy s
HEEPERE D [l % Table3 12777

Table3 SNS #F5 D ~ v° v 7 HEEPERED Erilg

methods accuracy [%]
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN + WT 68.46
(proposed) LUT + CLCNN + WT 59.14
(B) 3-gram + tf-idf (n=50,000) 64.46
(C) word + tf-idf (n=50,000) 49.28

Table3 LV, FIRHCTFRILE WT 2B ALIIRET
ERR S BWHREA R L. 20X A7 T, UFHL
DT Ta—FRERDRBWHRER R LTz, FRlZ, Z0¥
AT I LEOSTTHD e 140 SUFEHIR SN TR,
SEFATE DERB DAV H DL LT, WTIZk 2
T BRI TFOBEMZ BT > TH BIFefE R 2R
L.

(4) ICEIZHITHZRERTH & HREDE KR

AR U7 EBRFE R 6, RBFJECIRET 5 CAEIC L D
ICE OFEZIED, FHZ WT EHAEDEEEAICBWT
RENTZ. L LARRS, ICEITIEEMSHE (principal
component analysis; PCA)72 &l DR 0784 8 H 3
LI EMBLZLND. MAT, XF&EDEROITIEKRITZE
MCTHEBT D LW BT, unicode D X 572 Fa—
FEZ0FEFEFATHI L bRFITESH. £ TRET
I, CLCNN IZX L TED L S e FRAEL AL Z & n
LN E D NEHLNITS.

KERTIE, REOHBEHTEERLE DT —4 &
v NEFAT 5. FEBRCHET 5 FEIE, CTFERIIH
FHIWEE ZFH4 5 b D(ICE)E LT CAE & PCA, #iH
FIEE R L2 b o & LT LUT & unicode o PUFE
¥ ToHD. unicode (2L HILFRIUNL, 251 NEHE 16
WIEDOR7 bvE LTH-T-. ZofoTE£BT, 8
DD 256 RIT FE TOEMO BRI eHATIT L.

Fig.d |2, XFRIL T ORI H T 2 /5 FEMERE
OBRE/RT. EOXFRADOHERICONTYH, WT 2
AL72 CLCNN THHELIZERTH 5.

Figd L v, SIRMEEZ AW XTFRIANELLLE
WIEREZ R L7, FCH CAE & XUTFRIUCH WA
DIEH N, MNREIKTLCHETEY @V EREE R L, CAE

INSCESTHNEY DSR2 LT RITH D Z L35y
mh. —HT, HROEEZFA L2 ITFRATH -

T, HEROENFETFEL LR SREOMERZZEMR L
7.
0.90
i —e— CAE
085 - —e— PCA
080 —e— LUT
*— unicode

accuracy

o
@
a

0.60
055

816 32 64 128 256
dimensionality

Fig4 CF#&RIL L € ORBWTTEN A4 5 0 HrERE

4. B

AETIE, AIETRLEERICONT, thFEICLD
PERE & D7 CAE, CLCNN =N FN3E Uiz fridE:
WCOWTHRHT T 5 2 & TEET 5.

(1) BREMEICESITAREFELDOHEREZICONT
AN L7z K 91T, /NS - imai sSLo FEHEE, THEO
SRR E, SNS #efaod vy 7 HEE D4 AR I %
LT, ICE & WT 8 A L7-IRETIEN KD B
s

LaL, =%ty ML ->Tidk WT ORRICERR
LD . EHEFEWETIL CAE, LUT O XFRIIIONT
B WT 2 X BPERER EAKRE WD, FifHETIXED
b HVERER B3 7. i, T4ty PoRICE
W45 LEZOND. BiC, BEHERNOT—2% vy b
I, Bt HEE AT — 2 2y b LTINS .
Mo T, WTIZT—# &y bOSERMEZ ED, SEIRON
{bgeZ A EEEBZend, F—=ZHBEN/NEVIEE
PERNDHDEEZDLND. ZOZ LT, WT DAL -
THEHEORZEDOHRE DL L LN TH S . WT OF I
X 2 ERAE LSRR ZE O % Fig.5 1R T

10’

—— -WT (train)
—— -WT (test)
— +WT (train)

+WT (test)

0 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 50,000 60,000
FEEK

Fig.5s WT OF |2 L 5805 L FlRE = O HER

Fig.5 &0, WT Z3 A LTV CLCNN ((WT) Tl
HRBEPEAT DI N TIMBRRZED EH- L TR, ¥



BF—HBEICHEA L TWS—FT, WT 25 AL
CLCNN (+WT) TIFFHMIRRZED AR IR b TnD. =
OO &G, WT 1T FE 123 1T 2 IERMKICFY &
D ERINTED.

(2) ICEIZ&IT5 CAE DEXM

ETOERE A7 IZBWT, ICE ([ZXA2HEMMENRE
iz, ZORRIE, XFORTHMEE ZFH L7z ICE 23,
B RN AT RE SRR B B B AT RE ST R A NS S %)
ReE, WFORBESHEAMEAEZ D Z BRI &
WEabolEEZOND. T ZTAMTIE, ICE (B
T BN E U TR MVIRITZ 64kt & L T8 &
72 CAE ITDWT, UFRBIZEM B TOFE WA T
OERIE (vony X VM) #3HHE L. £, =&
o) XTI LT, XFREEMLETO~ Ny
& HRBEASIEE 1T D o 7o XTI % Tabled (2779, Tabled
k0, £72 U CFITONTHHEBEANTEPL L7 30508
XFRBAZEM LICBOTH LHL LEERH L 2> T
B OHRT, BEANERD P OTRERE A E TR
LENRENVELEA R LTWA. E->T, ICE 22D
R XTFREORED S, BRAE R RE TR
BEHATRECF 2RI L TN D,

Tabled CFFEBZEM T~ Ny Z HRBEDS TV

LR O
gy | ERE B3 [~ ooy # U BERE
- InAT7Y) 6.07
— (Er) | (TrH——) 7.01
~ (FH) 7.06
a (BF) 6.40
7 (7)) A () 8.74
a (n)) 9.94
( (&fahy =) 0.00
( CEAD Y ) I () 7.98
[ (XD =) 8.50

F 7z, AWFIETIL CAE BNEF2 EIZ R b D%
TR LTV D DHEERT D72, Bl L 7= e o e
DOEPL LT 2512 L, X FEMTROE(EOKRE
Do T SUFERBIZEH EothE T Lz, ZO/RE, 2
FEIE O WS EE T O E 18R < BIFR L2 IRR S 2 R B
T5HZ AR ENT. Fig6 2, TE) &\ 5 5% CAE
D FFRIFZERM L CEEO s T D ED L B ik
WCEL S CEBEZEIT LIz R Z7R7. Fige D5,
FATINENE I 64 IRITTOLTFRIZER ik 5 36 &
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