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BT m AWM S 08 FEE RERIZE
kKT, 7 OB, IRE, KEE

(B R ZE MR KRBT BHLR 2 S HOR 2B, 5T, 211106)

B O E: RS RASATOHNESH BB MAERKE, A THRE A EE R F(Autism
spectrum disorder, ASD) #95% F E AL . BH M, de T A LA B 5 P S 248, 3 & sF ASD 5 07 49 o 5 1%
ZETHRRMAZHXE, Rf , AEWKIFSHLLET 57 SHEHF AKX BRI
HHOAR), X TRABREAL S TS ME LSRRI B GRME, AT HREX A RE R
T BE Ao A Ak 4% #r (Joint distribution optimal transport, JDOT) #9 AR 3% B i€ AL A KX 5] ASD, k45—
NSRS B AR, LRGP AR R BIEEA R KSR AFEE B A 8 F R &k
H, A REEH T RS EREE oy LR, SR AW, ES PO H LSRR LR AL
(resting state functional magnetic resonance imaging, rs-IMRI) £k 4% £ , 3% A R 4k 45 & 2032 & 57 ASD % 51
0 E A

KEEW: AMEE ARSI A AR AER; $ s kKA

mESES: TP391 N ERIRERD A

Multi-center Autism Spectrum Disorder Diagnosis Based on Optimal Transport

ZHANG Junyi, WAN Peng, WANG Mingliang, ZHANG Daogiang
(College of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing Universsity of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Nanjing, 211106, China)

Abstract: Effective fusion of medical data from multiple autism research centers contributes to the
diagnosis of autism spectrum disorder (ASD), as large multi-site datasets increase the sample size, which
facilitates the investigation of the pathological process of ASD. However, the existing methods generally
ignore the heterogeneity (i.e., caused by subject populations and different scanning parameters) among
diverse data sites, which degrades the effectiveness of model in ASD diagnosis based on multi-site
datasets. To address this issue, we propose a novel domain adaptation method for ASD diagnosis based on
joint distribution optimal transport (JDOT). Specifically, we alternately treat one site as target domain,
and the rest are sources. Afterwards, we perform alignment in source-target domain by seeking a
probabilistic coupling between joint feature and label distributions using optimal transport, which is
optimized by an alternative minimization approach. Experimental results demonstrate the effectiveness of
our method in ASD diagnosis based on multi-site resting-state functional magnetic resonance imaging (rs-
fMRI) datasets.

Key words: autism spectrum disorder; joint distribution; domain adaptation; multi-site; optimal transport
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51

[l

FI A E 33 2 B A5 (A utism spectrum disorder, ASD)J& — £ 81 & 2% (14 Pl 28 & Ji& B B 5 i , 32 e Ik
KU AL T ER F R ST R EREL R REEE 2178 2 201548, 23k A
6 220 J3 ] ASD 5 5111, {H J& ASD (1% 955 B A= S22 AL 6 R W82 H R AT ASD (1992 Wt 3 SR EE Ik IR 4y
fiE, HERH 2 W ASD T5AR & — i B 22 Pk ik

1 B2 ) BB 4 3L UR % (Resting state functional magnetic resonance imaging, rs-IMRI)BE % # 7~ K figi
W A H & S R D RE % B X LA G ) 28 A MRRAE , 2 2 W T ASD 2 W, 4ok, ok
A 2 0 1 rs-IMRIEUE 5 B 25 354, Wfo] A 20 R F 2 vhoo B0, 48 5 X5 ASD 12 W i) ko v 32 31 1
R 2 (1 26T . A W 7 RS i 43 S 2% A S 18 b0 M BHE L sl B 24 b Bl R
1Y 16T 41512 W ASD . H U, X 2807 BRI 2% 1B 3 B 2 vl 09 8O 77 78 S B M, X 23 B 5 e 4
Z D PR 12 W Y TR 1

A5 [ 18 R (Domain adaptation, DA )i# 1 4 U5 3 1T #2821 [W] 44 09 B Ar 3, D s 2 96 A 35 2 )
Y BCHE o3 A 22 S 1 3R i RS TR B AR AR A B a9k RE o BUA A ST B A N kAT DL A o o B
B4 451 3K H i&E N7 (Semi-supervised domain adaptation, SSDA)FIJG Wi B i) 40 3k § & M (Unsupervised do-
main adaptation, UDA). > W iy 405k 7 3 N7 M B R Bl bR 25 0% 8 T 45, JF 55 /0 & 1Y B Ar 8lUbs 215
SRS I 2 MR  J0 B 9 Uk B 3 0 5 H AR B AT AT b A A S, AR S bR N I K,
R 3RS T 0 R T 2 A9 X . Fernando 25UV I 32 5 43 43 Ht (Principal component analysis, PCA)4: i
P85 H bR B 25 6]l R /A A 25 8] 1Y Bregman HEE S5 B 28 [H] X 5% . Sun 8NN o A
U 5 2 R R AL T IR SR A SRS T H bR S b Oy 28 6 L Em R A 67, RS B AR s Z B ge
T 0/ B R) A3 A 25 S o AR R, T M B Y SR Y EE N O 28 B R ) g P B 2 el IR A O 9 0 A3
Mr o Wachinger 2 MFI] FH R I0AR 09 U5 380 b 10 4% B 36 B8 8 AR (Magnetic resonance imaging , MRT)ZH , I
Y38 T AR 4R 1Y 43 255 2R 12 8T BT JR 2% 1 BRUE (Allzheimer s disease, AD), Chambon 55" ] e A%
Ty 7 v 58 WA TR H o fis L T (Electroencephalograthy , EEG)EX s B9 45 iF 25 6] % 5%, 52 B0 %5 Bk IS % 15 19
W, (IR, 1R Ty vk 0 B B i e TR RO 1) A e ok R b AN O AR A AE R . (HR L B W Y 3
H SCHFIZAR BT o

e T 1A 5 0 B M A% fi Joint distribution optimal transport, JDOT)R JG W 8% 4035, B 1& 1 [F] B % &
TUR SR B BRI 0 G o A 5 AR A A U IR R A B K S A A =2 TR AR AR Gk e, R S AR
A8 5 5 1 38 B AR AR AL S B RN A3 S A o 3l A R AR R S 0 D k) 25 S, R A S A E B AR S Tk RE .
R, AT LA TDOT 820 22 vt B 00 S B v, 42 0 2 28 A8 7 H AR b0 X5 ASD S0 i viE o M o #E
RUREIR WL 1, BAKR UL, & XS rs-IMRTEHR A7 B BE, SK 5 4% — A rhoo ARS8 HARBUX,, Ry
O AE g X B AR AR A A8 A A5 R R RO A A B 2 A R T R R A 25 3R AR
Gy RAR SRIWI IR S50, T A 0 bR SRR A B W) IR AR 2 o B 4 5 A S A B B I A% f (Optimal trans-
port, OT )R fif 2% 9 ACAN bR B, SR UM% B REL B o (] IS 25 7 A Bl 22 ] 9 AR A B B b 28 22 5 DA X% f
1953 24005, Ak 2% 58 D0 Ak A% i 2 B o A3 26 2% /o Courty MR B T 3% A0 Ak 0] B 45 A0 T e /M k
Oy IEASAE HAR B R 22 30 . R AR B B SE BRI B S H AR U AR AR A A SO TR BORT H AR
B RE AT 5, MR IR AR 2 ME B AL Bl H AR, BJE KRR 2888 /T H AR AR 4
P57
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Hirdd,  rs-IMRIQ)

K1 JDOT %
Fig.1 Overview of JDOT model

1 EREWEERAE

1.1 BIEmAE

P E 0 5% 4% 5008 35 52 7his (Aatism brain image data exchange, ABIDE )& —> KI ) Z i [ HAE
Bl I & T 174k BRI oo 87140 i rs- IMRIEHE o th T804 o0 i i i e 96 75
A2 B L 50 B9 Pl L4 Leuven, NYU, UCLA, UM Fl USM, 3£ 468 {7 rs-IMRI %4 . Hrir,
ASD /3 250 4], 1E# X% 35 (Normal controls, NCs)218 i, 3 H. , 4% H 0 119 5 2 F11E X BESE EL A AH 24

it 12} Preprocessed Connectomes Project (http://preprocessed-connectomes-project.org) 3 W i i 1%
12 4 4y 7 #2 7 ( Configurable pipeline for the analysis of connectome , C-PAC) #i4k B fY rs-IMRI £ 5 . 4N
&2 it 7, % rs-IMIRT BTG ) T804k B 0o A 60 935 1) 18] J2 A0 Sk 2l B 1E Fl25 [) AR A, JF 38 2 1 4 [l H 2%
B H 41 4 A3 22 0 32 a3 P O I S 5 1R 1 4E S S L AR R R 116 D TIE SO HR X (Re-
gions of interest, ROIs)AY fif @l 2% A 2h bx TLE(Antomlcal automatic labeling, AAL)E 3% XF 557 3| & 4~ K 1%
b B ECEEAS ROT P A4 ~F- 24 e 13 B (8] 75 81 o e i 38 3k 1H 538 ROT 22 (8] 9 B2 JR b A G & BOIR 15 1) fig 3% 4%
FE B, A 2% i 9 ALMEAR R P ROT Z[H] EI/J*HEQVI" M T B B A X AR B E =M 5 T =M
BB 43 18 UM A R i X A 4R AL R R B ROTS A S AHOCHE . S T MR Bk I, 3% BT g i
FAE B 5 BRI B = AR ), JF R R i ) AR AR AR IE . R, X A 2 il AR R —
6 670 4k {9 ik 1] &

KHZIE —
[t —

FHEA
___________________ %ﬁnl@%fﬁl@
K2 rs-IMRIE {4 7 4b 3

Fig.2 The preprocessing of rs-IMRI
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1.2 ETEEHhERERNIIBBIERGE

o Dt A i ) L RS P 9 B K 52 H (Monge) T 17 140 SO4E MR . & X Q ER K — 4~ d 4
M AZS B, C Rl 2B, P(R2) AT Q LM AMEHEERBNES, uveP(2)ERQ2
R G . Monge [n] 858 i B NMEAE R B w(x ) N 2 G5B T () B ARHY , 3R 45 55 O e 5
T SCHE(L), Hr, THe = v R8BI T2 ORI BE 0, BV 00 BE 56 %5 A ) (R T7 — AN W] i

T — argglin JD(J?,T(I))du(I) s.t. THu=wv (1)

Kantorovitch [a] 1] L4 4 & Monge [a] 85 (9 ™ #5 5t 150, 3K i 2 (8] 2 X Q2 1 i A i1 2040 R 5% ) 43 5]
Fow, v RS BERG 2 X h

y = argmin J D(x,x%) dy (2, 27) )

y€(u,v) )

st u,v)={yeP(R2X2)VX,X,CQ,P(X,X2)=u,P(2XX,)=0v}
BBAE e — AR 25 BT ABUE X, ={x)) 2 € QMBS EER N Y. =y},
v € C;—AARZAE BRMBIEUE X, = {21} 1, 2L € 2, 43 e AE R B FRBR . A 20 A6 fe 1 4% i 7]
B 25 SR A S0 S oy A M & AF 3 A . PO(XLY ), P (X, Y )EP(R X C)43 il Fm IR H R0 B
B RHIE A5 % 25 RE 2R 23 A, 38 5 DR Ak 3K (3), 78 DR AP AS B A B0 5 R AR A 48 225 1) MR 23 8 B R 28 1) 1 190
T ARAHL S AR Foe /N A BE B A A% I 1D
y" = argmin D (2%, y% 2", y)dy(2°,y% 2, y") (3)

yen(r.r)
st. I(P,P)={yEP(R2XCIPINX X Y TR X C,y((X.X Y)X (2 X C))=
P, 7((Q><C) (X, XY))=P}
A :D(2’ysa,y)=ad(2’,x)+AL(y, y )RR S SR&E RGN E S, d RARF IR
FE B, o FTA 3 )2 P A R AR 25 ) RIS 28 22 S 9 IE A 2 8. W2 0, S IR A 5 H AR R A A i B
(g S L e AW A

S ASD fR 5 52— 2 W 1 6 W 40T 1138 O 149 43 5 ) Bt ST RS LR AT L 2R
R N AREAR I ES X, =) AR AR LR R Y, ={y) 0. 4 X E R H bR X =
(e =) AR R Y =y N =) L A LA TR X Y= 2{@ MR
SR Y. = 2 () 2 BB E AR A AR B Y, =y} R AR, % IE S A
F B 22 3 — AN FH T E AR 000 45 26 8 £, T LR/ (o) B AR 4%aﬁtnmwwmwﬁaw7@
PUX (X)) yuo — MBI P AP LKL P, AP AN P, :K6xi,y,»,P{ 251 J(a

W2,y AT BN AP 5 0 A Z ) B AE b & o e X y Ak B3 72 vp 4% B0 F00 (5 5 B bR AR AR 1S e
{14 5 Sml A A s 25 f AH T Y 20 26 8, Courty Z5RIE B T3 A Ak 1) 88025 4 T fie /B 20 26 B8 76 H b 38 1 1 22
R BERRECE SN

ry ennlun ED(I:’.}’:;%,](-(I;'))}'U )

S A) ELAE OB T 72 H AR s 2 > 19 70 2
I3 FEARAE PRI A, X B FR 9 35

r)

R AL A 2SR TE H AR W R, T e S BB
17U Damodaran 2R AR, AT 4 A 2 (4) B i — 301
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TE PRI 73 FE AR K Uuﬁ‘ﬁ'ﬂl.ﬁ“ o R0 Hbr s BUE SN
oyt e N, 21 yif(x +E alle; — xF + AL (y5,f (2) s (5)

2 (5) A 2 T 21 R I A 1 28 B - A% i AR B o R AR S AR TUJKJEH)L%HQ INE I T3 ¥R AR ) 7
27w s i %GR SR g SRR BB D, = alle; — 20 |F AL (y) L f " () ) B AR o S5 00 1% B [ A
My B E X SR P S AR GE AL AR A > ) j?T@JDOTEﬁfiﬂﬁAAiﬂﬁE%EE%,Q%UM
P33R H A 388 BE LA R /N A m B mini-bateh, B A0 A TR REE SCR 3X(6), E S AR SR H A 350 8 B Al 3
Y mini-batchs A9 HZ2 M, BV A

m/inE[ ZL yiof (x et PHP)Z(OKHI —xlF + AL (i f (x))) u‘] (6)

PONERIN N AR EN(DIBS i FoR S 1

(1) [ 52 50 2545 1 19 2 B0 B — A BE AL U mini-batch, T AL B yo A8 5 BE y AS (0K R 5
AR SR A X 5, K PRI b 2 5 B AL B B F bR . 226 £ e I 5 AL ) 4 2 80 TR
BUREA YNGRk, RIA

,gg};,np)z alle; — ZF + AL (3 f ()Y, )
(2) 52 b —A IR A SR AT AL B A 1 ", %3 (8)E LY mini-batchs | A 2k Ak /3 2% £, o
B 10250, ) A U SR BRI 2550 26 35 1, B A

1o :
2L nf ) el — 2P+ ALy f (1)) (8)

2 XBOSWMELER

2.1 EHESH

X Ay AT AT M AR VAN B 38 R 2 AR R bR A 1 S R A S TN (R 5 VR A R R RS, B TR VA
L e T DAAR 25 B Ml FH R 0 AU 3R 4 A PR A S 8008 IR VBHERE W3R 1. BT ABIDE $dis 5 vh 24~
Hol 1Y rsoIMRIEHE PEAL JDOT A BY X ASD FlIE # A 2 iy M 6E L DL 8T P (Accuracy, ACC).
J&PE (Sensitivity, SEN) FE57 P (Specificity, SPE)3 MR ifEVE N IEAE S5,

x®1 RBBEEE

Table 1 Confusion matrix

e Tt BH 1 T Hit
SR BH ELPHYE(TP) B4 (FN) TP+ FN
S BRI & BE P (FP) HHPE(TN) FP+ TN
&3t TP+ FP FN -+ TN TP+ FN+ FP+ TN

ACC Al 5 ik, 2 fie ELUL A0 1R BB VA 2 8, 58 SO W0 IE 3 B RE AR o A RE AR 19 FL 31, L =X
(9)e HEBGPEPEAL 1758 8 X 70 BE 1, AFURAE SE PR B A 4 ) A8 B T AP A B A o0 R, HUOGHE
N IE B B 45 3R AT RE 2 7 A — R L AR Sk o I, 5 2 E A AR B PTG S RO D kb FE , LA A B
BRI SR 2R B .

TP+ TN

ACC= b T EN T FP+ TN ©)
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SENZE Xy PR R REAS b S8 bR BHAE AR A 5 L 49, DL a(10). 78 B8 27 R, SO SR R oy B
PR B2 W R U AL TR TR B B S RE T o BRURRE R L TS OB G

TP
SEN= S5 E N (10)

SPE & A FLBHPE A REAS o BN FH PR AR A LE ], DL (110 A6 PR 2 40U, 4 S M SR o LB 1
R I S bR R SO (R 22 2 TE W) L2 W o D A AL PP Al T BB X R BB B SE I RE 0 o R e
i, PR 12 B AR

.. TP
SPE= TP+ FP (D)

2.2 IWIGESHH

FESCI P B AR S RS L AR 3 REEM LA Z . WA Z R
6 670;3 B & 2 M2 B2 43 51 24 10,5, 5, 3005 pR A ReL Ui Hh 23 (9 48 2 O 2, 400G oR 41CH softmax. 4t
R BRI R P A UL, 1 T BB AT A B2 T B AR AR SRk AR T 280, SR B 8 1A b A S H AR, 3
ARBHOAE IR . IDOT B L, L, B35 28 SR8 ¢ pR A7, Sy ke UL, DTS 3R H A 35 B AL
FhHUAY mini-batch (A K /NE BN m = N,o AR AGE S8 o, A B9 BUE YE B 4338 « = {0.001, 0.01, 0.1,
0.5, 1},A={0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 0.5, 1}, HWZ% a, A BIHAE X TDOT LR L RE 59 52 00 WL 1K 3. 76 BUH IE
FI, 2 o IO THE, IDOT #EAIAE 54~ H AR ot Xt ASD I NC 4325 14 57 359 1 1 1 A0 A 52 1
KB T B, B2 AR EUE Sy L BERL M e A AR .

0.68r ——0=0.01 +-0=0.50
—#-0=0.10 <a=1.00

S &
S 0.66 %E: 4 063
< n

0.65

0.73 x\x___,/

S
m \
& 0.70
= 0=0.01 ~+0=0.50

~—=0.10 > a=1.00,

0.64L_ . . ) 0.61 . . 0.67
001 010 050 1.00 0.01 010 050 1.00 001 010 050 1.00
A A A
(a) FBS X VRERF BE O 28 (b) S XHBURIERIR (c) S X RAE R R
(a) Influence of hyperparameters (b) Influence of hyperparameters (c) Influence of hyperparameters
on accuary on sensitivity on specificity

3 2 O AL PE R Y 52 TR

Fig.3 Influence of hyperparameters on model performance

WAL Leuven, NYU, UCLA, UM F1 USM & 4% 14> 0 A5 o H AR, oA 9 oo AR D . 1
P& 3l T 00 W B 45U 1 3 I AR R R TDOT AR A8 VR A8 1) FL %52, 43 391 2 36 F 1 2% 6] % 5% (Subspace align-
ment, SA)VY L [ & N T B ST i A S [ 35 1 (Correlation alignment, CORAL )M J&F e
A5 %y 1% 45 388, ) 3% IV (Optimal transport domain adaptation, OTDA)!?, Hirf | SA [y 125 8] 4 B 18 5 fe /)
Ak F 25 (8] Z 6] B9 Bregman #0823 5 o BEALYE 54 B A A0 09 5 200 M L SIORR P AER S v 4y 1
Bl 4—6, PERE TP S EMEEN £ 2, M2 T, IDOT AL B IS T & m 09 2 A M (68.11%0). 6 X
Leuven, NYU, UM, USM 44> st S5 5] ASD B, JDOT #5858 35 B A5 1 $5 s 14 o 8 P (43 1 )2 70.18 %,
67.07% ,68.14% ,71.67%);7E Leuven, NYU F1 USM 3 4~ Fp.0, A58 8 25 BR A5 7 & i 0 i s v (40 31l 2
68.00%,67.61% ,60.53%); 7/£ UM, USM M /> vt , B B4 85 HOAS T 05y 9 48 S 1k (43 ) /& 69.23%,
90.91% ). 4 il b , 76 XF USM Hrol % 5] ASD B, BER AR T 71.67 % By HERA M L 60.53 %6 Ay SRR A
90.91 % M4 S 1k , 4 v T HO A 40U 1 35 0 T vk o ZR A R SEIRAE IR, T LA I [ I 5 SR EK A R AR bR A
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Table 2 Performance evaluation values for each model on target domains %
H s 42§ Leuven NYU UCLA UM USM Sl
SA 68.42 64.02 60.81 62.83 58.33 62.88
o CORAL 57.89 64.63 62.16 64.60 65.00 62.86
ER )
OTDA 70.18 65.85 67.57 65.49 60.00 65.82
IDOT(A %) 70.18 67.07 63.51 68.14 71.67 68.11
SA 40.00 61.97 52.78 70.83 50.00 55.11
) CORAL 44.00 28.17 47.22 70.83 55.26 49.10
U
OTDA 64.00 64.79 69.44 70.83 55.26 64.86
IDOT(AR T k) 68.00 67.61 61.11 66.67 60.53 64.78
SA 90.63 65.59 68.42 56.92 72.73 70.86
. CORAL 68.75 92.47 76.32 60.00 81.82 75.87
T OTDA 75.00 66.67 65.79 61.53 68.18 67.43
JIDOT (A %) 71.88 66.67 65.79 69.23 90.91 72.90

23 [v] A AE 238 A1, R P e D0 A% i D7 12, 52 BRI SR H AR Sl 2 8] 1) Sl Ze Pk e S, B A 7E — o AR B b il 2 ok
B) 22 57, 3 A AU G Z2 vy ASD SR A &bl . BEAh, OTDA BRI T (K T JDOT A5 A [ 57 34 i
TP (65.82 %0 ) il it i85 ) 1 35 SRR (64.86 %0 ), 76 X UCTLA w0 55 51 ASD i, 455 80 AR T f5 e A4 o 10
(67.57%0);4E UCLA 1 UM PIA> iy, BRSS9 MRS T i g 1) BURRAE (43001 J2: 69.44 %6 ,70.83%0)0 X TE—E
FRBEE b U BT T S5 0 A% i 7 i R 0/ R Sl R A A A 2 S B e B R i P A AL o

PEPE 3P T ASD %001 18 fi S 3E AR B A TDOT 45 B VR 1] Ho A, 43 ) 2 3k T 80 4 1 ¢ Fl 4 Jmy it
S R 2 FU 2% (sGCN-1, sGCN-2)B 3 F LOO
7328 4% 1Y T BB 72 38 P4 JCHK 70 BT (Functional connec-
tivity association analysis with leave-one-out classi-

fier, FCA)™ . LA K HE T P B 3 9 5 5 1 25 16 2

R3  ASD R 14 RE LL BT
Table 3 Performance comparison of models for

ASD identification %

- e P WEPE  BURPE RS
i %% (Denoising autoencoder, DAE)PL DI Leu- SGCN-1 60.50 — —
ven, UCLA, UM Fl USM 44~ d.ea A g Y538, 4 sGCN-2 63.50 — —
AR 3R ik H AR T NYU #E47 ASD %91, FCA 63.00 72.00 58.00
P E R PEAEE UL 3. M Z T, IJDOT A5 A HUAS DAE 66.00 66.00 65.00
T A MR P (67.07 %0 )RR S (66.67 %), W] JODTURSU ) 67.07 67.61 66.67
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UL, 53 SV P A5 AN 82 A8 b O RUHE , 0 B 22 A v Bl B A T R AL 2 BT ASD, 23 B R IR
Z L PIRIZ W R ET PR . T TDOT B 2175 8 3] [ 24 b (9 Bl A7 76 19 5 B, R R R DA% i o ik
SE LA A G Z (8] B AR LR R, B A — A R el ] 2 S R A R X 22 Pl ASD B YA
Rk .

3 HRIE

AR SCHR i I TR G 40 A e U A% i 1 DI R R 1 3 AR AR R 2 v a2 00 ASD . BLiR
SR, R T I 2o vt B Y R BPE L B R A3 S AR AE H AR 0 i ASD M 1 ERf M T 5B AE TR BRI 2R
UG 3 254 AR 1 E AR SURE A 9 O B 285 5 SR I R e O A% i i LA T A a2 i) 1 R A L 8 R AR 4 22 S Ry
LAVEA I NS o o 1S A e TR 7o o2 R ol =V W s e e N -8 LN S R 7 A = o N I S
P DRI AR 2 A5 B AL B B H ARBL . Ry 1 3 S UM PR 35 B R AR AR IR B v R AR AL, TE A A 26 2
B [ B 2 e JEL 7 DR R B Ja 0 o B o B RS 1Y A A RE U A AR R AE 2 Pl rsIMRT AKX
P %5 ASD 1y i ff P

SE WK
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