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Method of Extracting Maximal-length Evaluation Phrase and Appraisal Expression
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(Department of Computer Science and Technology, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing, 100081, China)

Abstract: An algorithm based on statistics and rules is proposed to automatically identify maximal-length
evaluation phrase. The identification of evaluation phrase is taken as sequence tagging problem. Then
conditional random field model is used to recognize evaluation phrase with simple structure. Therefore,
rule database is established and maximal-length evaluation phrase with complex structure is identified au-
tomatically. F-measure value reaches 72. 38 %. Based on the above work, rule base is constructed for ex-
tracting opinon target and appraisal expression. Rule-based extracting appraisal expression is proposed to
automatically extract opinion target and maximal-length evaluation phrase. Experiments were conducted
at netease car portal and got a higher precision.

Key words: sentiment analysis; opinion mining; evaluation phrase; conditional random fields
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Fig.1 Architecture of MEP identification



MAR F . RRKIPENEEALERFNHERDR G X 299

S FAEA] T R AN R TR A AN . Horb, T ER RS L o AR SC P RS 5 AR B 6 S N A S 9T DO
TR UL RN PEAN A T B 46 5 9 25 0] LRI Rl B A D — A PF 0 B0 L I FLIZVF M 1 B B3 48 1 L i T
CRIPFE S 20D (P X5 52 AT LA by 2 — 7 3 11 P8 X6 37 Xk 5 e 08 1 1 T 1 e A DA S 1

AT AL PRI A el 2 e — Rl B B A B A A DB T AR R E . AR E
2000 4EHE H 3R E B R REHLHI 26 551 N F TS, R BUA F OB 4 100 A 15,1 A A
AL R A T L B R — A A O T AL B A i s A i AL B B B A — s R
281t IR SR F AV S AR E S 8 IAE B 3R] IS TRV S kb IR B A T D E T . AR SO T X s
A T8 2o DG JC R 1y ok R A AL B, B BRI T

Ca) X 4> 43 ) o 1 A 3] 1 R DU 20 2 DA 43 0] 19 A ol F R 0 o (b A4 /) A i A o 48 % 0 2R R
BRAR) M A 1 A A TR A TR W 9 D B A 0 N AR AT 4 B« VBRI L 2 X — R A AE A A R
WL, SO0 EL A K ik 2RI A I DL R AT EOH IR AR TR (BR 3 R MEP) s 25 AR A B R 3R 5. (o 4k
L e R EE BRI, B R B 5 m) Y B A i

AT ) A i A 22 43T B B B FE T 5 BT A7 7E A 1) 4 B i 28 B 40 A RO T A TR 4 B (f A0 )
“Fe/p B /rrp /s B /n b/p AN /n EE /@) WAZ N /INRLEE B A TR A BT LR R . A e A e X
BT 2 A 12 R ARH ] L e p R A I e F R ARSI L ST R AL R, “n” R 4 4 . Ca”
FRTE A, M7 Fon e K PR 4808 R “AlA” v FRoR sl “ R Oy A ia) o 540 B0 3 A

MW 1 pt+nta . XFAGEA 0N E— 5480 A7 27T LR — &8 A1 48D 45 18 M 38 1 (5%
W 2 A RO 25 1) il ) 0 CE R 5 0 G o W O G I A 1 e A O [8] — 43 4] 1) B A5 3] 3 o 35 8T b
Wiy MEPCI:“8 J)/n b/T 4% /d /v 5/p G /nz 8 % /n /a2 o /Wi,

BN 2 ptotM o X F A MR — 53] 08 B A1) 18 A T 3O — 8 A AR ) 44 1) #4: 0] 1 (B
B LA AR AR 1D S MEP 138 18 (il i5 4160 Wl BT 6 9 A 38 Ko J0 A M [l — 434 04 T A 1)1
THARE I E I MEPCII: “ B 3k /nz ¥t /vn tb/p 3K/ nz B E/MEP . /wi”),

ST RN EE ) 12 F B AR HUNAT LAF LA B

Ca) 000 HF 4 42 1) 1 1) 3 BT AR 3 B A AR 1) 1 R0 UK SR BT . (W) AT RLE S 40 R i 2 7E A
S 45 21 A ) 21 B i v A4S X0 00 2 ) B e RO« (D 4% ) P T 06T AN ] 1 AR ] S MEEP 11 3] 1 B
Y25 i ) P ) o 5 (TD 3 ) P 3 15 117 8 S 0 @0 3] M 3R . Co) BN i 44 ] 1 ) 3 A A D (i)
FRiC A wn) FIF 518 1) GRME AR I R co) AH 7 19 951 44 18 41 & 16 0 . (D 0 00 v g A ] Gl 4 A i
) V] AR LR L A SRR LR A TRDE B AR SR AT

(EOFREIE: SRS WL B e g v el S B 2o 1 I B W | R e e W37 Ay (D ) B N A S
SR AN HEAT 6 U RN B 11— 23] X T 28— 1 B O s ) A AR

A S F B 5 LA R R 5 Sk 09 R 8] 21 1) 21 M 0 R 18] 45 1) 2 AR ) b A0 O RN O R OO R A
HeJ 1R I e e Sl 11 % BRI 35 40 R DN 48 3 4 s

MW 1 dtn o dn AR A R AR 4% e O R O 9T B R B A A 44 1R P IR B T bR
CEE S MEPCIN: “38 3K /b % /n 1 /udel 4P /n %3t/v £ /ude3 fR/d [ /ns . /wi™).

MW 2 dtv oo XTI A — 43 B A AN RS 20 B O — 28 A AR Bl i) P 1 5 L 0 4 B
FE A I i) e H AT R — 4340 0 J9r A5 303, BT AR aC 1 P S MEP XN 78 /p (T /n T /n 38 /d 5 F5/
viIEE /v . /Wi,

6T FE A ) 2L R0 0] 26 e (R ) Tk S R ) A R R
1.2.2 AT eE a2k

TEHE TS 1T sMEP U 45 R Hefili b X5 © 28 28 50 A T 19 SCAS HEAT K00 DG J5c b 3 L B 435 45 B0 00 7y —
RO 2 E R0 Ry MEP 3 8B A5 AR . 3 TR MEP 5 835 i fE il 2 fFs .



300 HERE LS L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 2, 2016

T4

| saEPEMRIRENE |
v

A UL

S 2
v

B 223U (07

@I )

THFESHN, &S A,
N A AR YMEP
|

ﬁMEﬁEMﬁm
(kR4 )
N L i -, LA i L5
N
N TCRR )
N
) Y
SRR,
S AT 3 AR A MEP
Y
e A B2 77 T
(R )
LB Y - ICEREASS
N
N
N TG AR )
Y
IR,
EHAMESRE IMEP

l MEP B 3R I

K 2 MEP U5
Fig. 2 Flowchart of MEP identification



MAR F . RRKIPENEEALERFNHERDR G X 301

2 AWM BE B S MEE R

LA ([R5 (IS GBS 005 FE S A AT S 2 W A TR O ) o AR SCRE TR A RGP i BT
FHIBCTE 23 8] 2 00 B AT S RIVEE O E 5 F0 AL B — > 23 ) AR Y 3 3 65 R, % 0 ) AR AR MEP, UK Y Ak
Feik 26 MEP, % 44> MEP 13 Fi AR 5 U RE A7 T8 AH X 1z 9 A0 45 T
2.1 HUE

D) J2E g A G DAy A S DT o R 6 R U A R T ik SO ST BT e RO L TR Sy B 4
A 2 35 T 25 (R BE AL 3 A0 R0 003 s 1 MEEP, Jir DA JE T 8 7 #4) #2740 30 14 10 0] )2
2.1.1 R A R AN A

et R ) 2 A7 155 JRRPE A B e il BB T R 2 X B b S A bR Al MEP (3R TE 45 . MEP
YERPEA ) LA MEP Sy ooty o b £ 2005 78 19 P X 4 .

ESSURT TN g7y s o8 W N G PR TR DS NS 24 € [ R0l N o S st [ e SR ) S S S Ui ]
VeI . BT LATE MEP Fr 7 B 43 18] 26 Fi 1] A 9 A 5[] 48 28 BE e HG fi T 119 34 25 44 1) 1 3 1 21
G H L E S A A R RS IC N & (o AR (o) CE A AR (0 VRTZR (h) RS 2R (x0 45 5 2
MR TR G . A 24 1 IR A 1A 00 L JF A 14 44 1) B AR R AR IC O S Cwn) 19 455 A PR AR IC S IF 81 % 1)
Cee) ) 18 AH % 45  TE AL BT O X G i, 5 38 21 b 3 7 5 00, 5 S8 30— 20 PN W AR 7 5 1) 1R — >3 2
KR JE T 2 PR A 8 T WAk 25 4 AN T s b i
2.1.2 RN E LB E

MEP & — & 15 [ A RE % 32 1% 175 18 (0 %2 19 e A A A1 AR SO MEEP 3 S 15 G A B 0T 19 9F 37
6 FH PP 0 1) g sl 0 0 P 32 DX B o A A 0 A R P X 4R

(1) MEP # 1i B AR X 4 . 5 i% MEP 272 U MEP i i H 1 455 8l , BliZ MEP 2 i 45 5 45
B P2 AR il BGZ #4515 75 00 L il BGZ MEP FHZ PEA % 52 09 35 BE A 9 5 A 0T .

(2)MEP 7 i B ARV X 52 o A5 VRN A 2 76 10 %A MEP, W B 4% 5l UZ MEP F1ZPE A0 4 52 1 35
BCAE J 1 AN BTG . 5T X R 22 TR A MEP, ) £ 3 3F 4y % 42 #1242 1 19 MEP £ Jy fit K 3F Ay
XA A MEP — & il B R AF 0 5 BAF AN B0 . 5 X B A MEP B30 b R 09 2 0 4578 9 51 1% 1)
NG T i 4 19 44 ) M AR 1 (L 3 SR AR Y MEP) , D 4k 25 (] /il 35k 26 48] 35 7 O Jie 2 19 PF M X 4 F i
MEP — & il Bt R AF R 1 G AN B0 . RO R nF -

MW 1 Noun+ MEP

MW 2 MEP+ Noun+ MEP

#FMW 3 MEP-+ Noun+ cc+ MEP+ Noun+ MEP

(3)MEP Ze I AFTEVEAN X G AR A AR o PEAN X R FNVEAN 1) 35 Z 18] . 4 BEUTR i #1000 32 47 DG fic
AU U PO BT . FR o MU R A

#FMW 1 Noun+v+MEP

MU 2 MEP+Noun+ MEP

#;MM 3 MEP+ Noun—+ cc+MEP+ Noun+ MEP

CA) fet TP 3] A 2 10 U 2 32 ) v AN A A TS TE 1 37 B X i R AT B X FE T A b R . o il
PEO X G Ry 278 TR P B T IR BT I8 T A X R B0 4% R PR R A A S ORI ST . RS TS
FIL 5 G 4545 43 F 0 4] F op PR X AR AT RE S B Ak . i B BEAE PR F 5 40 M) I 55 1 A 44 1) (44 1)



302 HERE LS L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 2, 2016

LA WA AT BRI B BT VE A (X G o 78 T AL 3 1 o b B A B R R e, 95 D0 g AR B B 1Y
SRy 1A GO T A5 A D A S R T A B SN X R . T LA B e T B %) G 9 80 A
¥

(a) 2§ MEP el 3 A AT A7 ] CBI MEP £ F 2341 19 5 76 %) 1) I A6 B 56 08 P i o oF A0 0 42 5 1%
MEP #4745 HE - ¥ U1 B 30T

(b)Y MEP Z A H HA 3 i vk 1 i 1 445 CELAG 51 i 1) 1 12 22 A 3l i PR 1 3 19 4 00 - MEP 4R
A7 AT RE R 3 2 S ) 1 3 A AR B 8 A A T R AL B SRR b XA LR B T 9400, BT DL il Bk
i P i T B 415 5 1% MEP BEAT 35 C . 4 1S G BT .

(o) oAt B0 F » FLH G T s 37 X R 5 3% MEP #4735 BT - 44 U BT 0T
2.2 E-THNEITEMNEE B )b

TEHE T e AL i) MEP $RU 25 3R B il b, % 2 48 48 3 A5 1 (BA MEP FR 3D B SCA, RUARIE
MEP 4 1) 15 Sy vt o G058 535 A 0 S i) AR PP A1 3 o) e m g ) o DU DG 3 7 D 0 DU Ak B 37 HE A
RV 08 2 & B T8 VT X G A B I A S P B AL 5 o 1R BT 2L & R A 8T 3 o

3 LPEE

SEEG SR F VR T Rl ) P PR AR B S 2 B0 B 4 . DA 235 1€ € B R A A G o S
TR ity FAURI B 5D 18 R DG SCAR Ay A BT R, X6 32 I 288 SCAS R AT e A PP 4 1 B 3l U A S8 AN B T i
WAL HE . AnlEl 4 iR RGE5r O 3 A DI RERE P TiAL BB B (e T E AN AR 455 1 MEP B gy R e il
R0 £ 15 T A B Tl OB B

HR SR I 2 A 02 v SO AR B A e B L S SO T IR LA E 2 AR Z M HRZ 8L
A 0 R Ay AR ARAR v b op [ B 22 BE 9 ICTCLAS Chttp: //ictelas. nlpir. org/) J& i FE B 75 /9
HOSCAM R R GG . AR SCHY 4 3R R B R S5 AT 45 38 B ICTCLAS 3235 58 5, I H - T 40 il 13 42 45 380 % ol
TR R AL A 2 327 AN 4, R E N T ICTCLAS 43 3] 1 30 485 L A4 SC32 30 1 4% BT 414 10 31 &
S8

A FGE A% 0 SE AR ) T B B AT R R A5 R O IS S A DR 1] 3 A 55 B R L B
PAAS 8 G 1Y fie 2 235 3 (1) SR R PP A 0 5 S0 & — E I R 1 B0 PR IR . I ARG T
HOWNET (http://www. keenage. com/html/c_index. htmD) BT $i& £t %) 15 8% ia] F1 3 4 18] a] B0 AE Sk ) 504K
. Xt sSMEP.MEP DL A JEF A 570 5l A 3740 435 B8 SR T IE 8 3% (Precision) \ # [8] % (RecalD #1 F {H
(F-measure) , 47 M BEITH » W0 F s

# system_correct
# system_ proposed

Precision =
# system_correct
# person_correct

2 X Precision X Recall
Precision + Recall

K H . # system_correct i R G IEH R 5 H BI%LH 5 # system_proposed i &R 48 A shiR B R ECRE S
T RN AN S R # person_correct i B N TAREMSERECH .

Recall =

F-measure =



MAR F . RRKIPENEEALERFNHERDR G X 303

[ MEPEZ)HIZR |
)
e 7 LT
RIS P2
%m“§§ﬁmw2”

BB T 17
()R A N

A

— RS

T SAEEP
Zef, AEAFEAR

R LHEGR
RSB BT

A

IR -V R N R IR AP b

Fig. 3 Flowchart of extracting appraisal expression



304 HERE LS L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 2, 2016

MEP

e L ] SR Al gramgr] | 5

A

K4 REHERE

Fig.4 Architecture of the system

4 XBEREHHN

SMEP, MEP F 7 M8 5F 1 9670 1 5 o 5 5 W14 3 7 7 o ELYA H5 BP9 0 C 0 0 55 S0k L9 15 2 3
A B UL A9 R B A0 €7 T %0 1 RS N 5
SRLOTMIE E TR BB RAATERERE. g

e ) ) T ) 4l R T3k S S it R A 078 | 8 TR
IS AT 5% L9 96 0y 46 S R i 070 | o R
P ISP SCHRL O] 00 5 3 o T 220 W 340 26 A TR 6 U JE5E 060 |

WAk RE I 8 R . A HAT BRI A (0 | |_I4
AT U EL A TR B A SCHT M 0 sMEP LB MER .60 |
SAE TR LB X R T sMEP R ke 7 ' K
He T B AR X L T MEP A0 S 6 L5 400

PERE S5 bR IR B0 T R MORUR e A v A gy M0 PO ROCARS ROLIZ IR AR SERERE AT 1
PR A SRR B M B R REREAE T L 5 iy |0 Comparison between appraisal expression
P8 0 04200 2 96 24 A 10 - 49 73 161 3¢ 80 %% 1 F- 4 o
560 BHE 7 AP 5 BT DR LA SCR B0 4 0 R DI AR 3 o AT o Y% RS B L R
e M T 26 A R

IR ES FEfEIpS

extracting and opinion mining system

R3 TBRERKR

Tab.3 Comparison of experiment results %
LS ERES 4 [ % FAH
sMEP 89.53 95.73 92.52
MEP 76.01 69.09 72.38
5 M B0 74.26 67.27 70.59
HEIPRE W2 R & R Ak 56.08 74.07 63.83
KETEELEZEASRY 60. 00 80. 00 68.57

4.1 sMEP BzhiR 332 s H B A E IR
S i B AR SO sMEP B3R S5 R AT 13— 28 20 b7 R B sMEP B9 RE 1R £ 2K .
(D8sr sMEP RLghial JF 3k - R 5 5t sMEP Z Hii4 3l i » i 1 0 1 A 2 1915 D0 » 78 2% F 87 b i i ol
AEH BUAR AT IR . (2 F( 7> sMEP 2 44 3l 1) i G Tl i 445D » X Al sMEP £ 0 #h i i BUAE 4 1
T T CalR) i 25 ) 114 Ji T I s 3 844 TR A O 1)1 O 8 25 T Ge Tt Bn T I T BB BUAR T AR IR . (3D SUAE
TR AR T PR R 0 35 U R DR AR AT S U R M R L A AR DL A B 3k R T
o (4)sMEP fg by UL 2O LSS H Bl i 197 245 8 10 11 O 7 T 9 3+ (ELJR: oy 7 D038 1 0 1) 28 085 P



MAR F . RRKIPENEEALERFNHERDR G X 305

S BRI I LA s R A S B A R LB R sSMEEP,
4.2 MEP B#hiR5d 2P HIAHEIR

o FRASE Al A0 R0 36 47 445 4 A 4 2 2% MEP (9 8031) 3k i 2 5 1 1E 0 A9 3 3 RO B DA 2 SR S A i
BUBR ASAF 5 i AN 24 B 1) 15 A8 W SR AN G IE BB I B i) AR 5 s R 45 R B R . i

CAAL/d T/ Ry /v SpAR/b BE /e e /d SCBE/a B /udel S /vshi B/rr 1 /udel 17% /nz
LI 2 7R Bt /0 BT /usuo $24E /v (1 /udel {58 /n dEF /d ZHEAL/vi IEH /e B/d S /a . /w7,

PRI b8 A0 B 22 18 % A B A S CUNGE 5 43 B o fHUJ S B o O AT 43 B B A g T8
XA 53 AR AR — A 434 HEA T Ak B AT BE 4 UG B @ i) 2 HOE AR B 0 B — A MEP. 1 5 MEP 5 51 45
",

4.3 BERTEMBETEINRNTEFHAHPER

3 3o X 15 SR PE AN B T I S R B SR T o BT o A SC R B PR A B T O Y SR R . (D i T A
FEIEF O Z WA AN X G2 43 AL T P A 200 24 s 5 BOZE 28 A0 VF e % 5 00 B e, 23 35t U T MEEP 4b 7
AR AT TEAN X 2 SRR A LS RS 4 i . (20 i T i) M AR T B0 A5 15 S BO7E B AN U] R R 3 51
SRR B A% 0 S VPO S R B B R . Hrp g R OR A S I 4 3 ) 1) A T ] e
B B PR A A R S T AR R L

5 HFRiE

FEF B0 B BRAT 15 B A U 1 e R D A A 3 O A LR AN B L k22 U 75 B 7 A
G, AR SCHRE H — A e o R0 D0 AH 25 B 19 B A PE A 08 B DT 5 TR il AR R e TN OO R
T AR DU Ak T RO A A R TR B s T El A 2 T B b o€ . RS 1 e A
B S5 K D U T 1 A LT 55 B R R 9 bR AT 55 R R G 0 O 1 R AT AR B 5 SR 0 s A ]
IR At B 235 4 A Xk 52 2% 9 Joe R VAN 0 o 7 50 B I DT 0 26 0 il JBCAT: 55 1) iy b, B2 o8 —Fh Ok R
WU )15 ST PR IT I R B . AR SO R I TAEEE S S LA 3 A5 1 - (D) e K PE A 6 E B s )
) AT 45 0 8 3h PRI R R A v 5 () S BB AR 1O B Sh bR T AR L 4R R G RE AL K
- e HA g (3) X sMEP, MEP LK1 B VE #5000 U000 o A8 b 25 50 8 B0 B AR TR AN o #r it — 28 58 3%
AR

5% 30k

[1] Riloff E, Wiebe J. Learning extraction patterns for subjective expressions[ C]//Proceedings of the 2003 Conference on Em-
pirical Methods in Natural Language Processing. Sapporo, Japan: ACL, 2003:105-112.

(2] BYHPF, Z5C, 078,58, 56T I AR 0 0 OV 0 B oC U [T ). 3RF 44, 2011,22(5) :887-898.
Zhao Yanyan, Qin Bing, Che Wanxiang, et al. Appraisal expression recognition based on syntactic path[J]. Journal of Soft-
ware, 2011,22(5) .:887-898.

[3] Whitelaw C, Garg N, Argamon S. Using appraisal groups for sentiment analysis[ C] // Proceedings of the 14th ACM Interna-
tional Conference on Information and Knowledge Management. Bremen, Germany: ACM, 2005.:625-631.

[4] Wilson T, Wiebe J, Hoffmann P. Recognizing contextual polarity in phrase-level sentiment analysis[ C] // Proceedings of the
Conference on Human Language Technology and Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing. Vancouver, BC, Cana-
da: ACL, 2005.:347-354.

[5] Bloom K, Garg N, Argamon S. Extracting appraisal expressions[ C]// HLT-NAACL 2007. Rochester, NY, USA. ACL,
2007.:308-315.

[6] Wilson T, Wiebe J. Annotating attributions and private states[ C] // Proceedings of the Workshop on Frontiers in Corpus An-
notations II: Pie in the Sky. Ann Arbor, USA. ACL, 2005.:53-60.



306 HERE LS L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 2, 2016

(7]

(8]

9]

Hu M, Liu B. Mining and summarizing customer reviews[ C] // Proceedings of the Tenth ACM SIGKDD International Con-
ference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining. Seattle, WA, USA: ACM, 2004.:168-177.

Kim S M, Hovy E. Determining the sentiment of opinions[ C]//Proceedings of the 20th International Conference on Compu-
tational Linguistics. Stroudsburg, PA, USA. ACL, 2004:1367-1373.

WKW, S, A5 — DT IOERETFIR MR A2 R GELC/ 30 BAL AT BE e ——p [ v SO fF % &
SRR AR S BEEICE. R W L, 2006:260-281.

Yao Tianfang. Nie Qingyang, Li Jianchao, et al. An opinion mining system for Chinese automobile reviews[ C]// The Ad-
vanced Progress in Chinese Information Processing—Proceedings of the Twenty-five Annual Conference of Chinese Informa-

tion Processing Society. Beijing: Tsinghua University Press, 2006:260-281.

[10] Bloom K, Argamon S. Automated learning of appraisal extraction patterns[J]. Language and Computers, 2009,71(1) :249-

260.

[11] Popescu A M, Etzioni O. Natural language processing and text mining[ M]. London: Springer, 2007.
[12] Abney S P. Parsing by chunks[ M]. Netherlands: Springer, 1992:257-278.
[13] Z=%a, XU, DUBAIEAE XHRILC]/EFITRS R T NN IR —2 FEII 5 E 5 F A AR S 308 CE.

Jent: WA RAE AL 2003:110-115.
Li Sujian, Liu Qun. Research on definition and acquisition of Chunk[ C]// Language Computing and Content-based Text Pro-
cessing—Proceedings of the National Conference on Computational Linguistics. Beijing: Tsinghua University Press, 2003:

110-115.

[14] TR, EEMR. DUBENHEEMN AT P 30F B4 ,2005,19(4) :17-23.

Gan Junwei, Huang Degen. Automatic identification of Chinese prepositional phrase[]J]. Journal of Chinese Information Pro-

cessing, 2005,19(4):17-23.

EE®IT:

X4 A8 (1982-) B, 4
gEAE B T ) A T B
ML #R % 2, E-mail.: li-

uquanchao@bit. edu. cn,

I (1963-), . H 7,
WFFE 7 1]« [ 8815 & Ab BRI
GIRATCEN

F A6 (1989-), B, 1 1 Af
g8 FSE DT ) HLER 2

B (1977, B, B #F 5T

BT D5 BRI E A
- L EAIPLES B



MAR F . RRKIPENEEALERFNHERDR G X 307



