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Exchange rate volatility prediction by
an extended self-organizing mixture model

NI He
(School of Finance, Zhejiang Gongshang University, Hangzhou Zhejiang 310018, China)

Abstract: Exchange rate volatility prediction has long been the issue that most financial market researchers are con-
cerned with. This article applies a self-organizing-map-based method to the self-organizing-mixture model(SOMAR) for
predicting the non-stationary volatility of daily exchange rate. This extended SOMAR(ESOMAR) model is free from
the constraint of stationarity which is required by most of the traditional regressive models; it also replaces the global
modeling by the local modeling by splitting a non-stationary time series into piece-wise stationary time series episodes.
Meanwhile, ESOMAR is a non-parametric neural network regressive model; it combines the simplicity of the traditional
regressive model and the flexibility of neural networks, making it adaptive to the heterogeneous data. The prediction re-
sults of exchange rate volatility show that the ESOMAR outperforms many traditional regressive models as well as other

neural-network-based approaches.
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A% BOBRUEZE.
e AR 2 B 11 SRR 5 121 3 T 2 5080 11 4
AT R B 5 0 BRPEATE 1 (leptokurtic). ) /5 R
[0y T R 50 A Bt R B S W TR S A A, IF Hoaz oy
AT B RN Ty 22 S I AR ) 23 RV i el 20 AR Ak 1 7l
s B2 BT AR ). W BB LA f X AR IR
Hells, A X WL T 2 ) B4 BT, 2 A1 73 A m] A
Xl Iy ~ N(pe, f(11)), (D

Horp: NRIRIER A, o —BX HAME, T f %
IR AT R R B R, T A M AG XA [E T R
HOR R AT ZR P BN P ) H 5. AE TR
PR eh, S5E 0 sl [ E D7 VA —GARCHM — ik
R )2 N 23 S PR 1) 77 . GARCHAR
TR B — % 9] U 5 ¥ (autoregressive moving aver-
age, ARMA)IA & RUECH (1) (013 23 B, 2 545 3%
22, BUR AT LML oA, B e i o B A
AHIRAE.

o} = E[(X; — ju)*|L], 2

Horp o, R R X PO S5 (8. B vE SERLPE RE M 3 =
FIVHHE TR A o R, #2864 5 — PR 24
VEAE RN TR0 7 12 e B AR T
HETSH0F AN T vk, #E I TH AR
W, IXEMA, 15 H 1€ SRR TS 5
A5 TE I B P AR A R IR AR e AR — N i
W, 0PN 2 B b i B, JC IR R 2 & s T
(1) 4 bl b Rt 2 PeAseHE LA 2 19, Ty B b [ 1)
g, gl Re A TR — AN BRI INE
A2, R 2 Ja) S AR — AN 4 Jay A 20 oK 43 il A
[B] U TR X G Ak A, AR AN AR 1) A K s,
AJ LAAR plc— 21 1 s 4R, T REAS - B0 A B i ) 2
PEA FEAN HAR R L VRS 2. AR SO 7k
e T Xk —A “divider-and-conquer” Py J5i U]
FH LA W9 25 19 JOAR, 216 JLRh Al 8 0 2 50

2 BE A T (Volatility estimation)

KT W AR Z P O, Horp L A g
A HAT WIRR &5 kg Ve, JF s I A (5 =2 DU
(¥1, F F 2 i85 4% MGARCHM! i ) 1 (GARCH
volati-lity); AN TG (5 B A v LU ¥, 322 H
DI T 3% 2 500 1 B ML 8l PE (stochastic volatility);
HoAth I A 2 11 3 8 P (integrated volatility); # $#5B-
SHARCE A 24 207 A 1 B 2 % 3)) P (implied volatil-
ity), 5545

ATCHE T b R B R M GARCH I B PE A vt 7
5, SR PN 6 H W B, HWCER v BLROR
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i kg SR 1 2 A~ B W 2 N — AN HE B I, i P 5y T
AJ LR TR R — AN bR e 25 R0 4 1R 3 2 1 e AR

Ty = Wy + 042, (3)
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TOE 1), T ev, B2 M f RARLAR A T (maximum like-
lihood estimation)¥] J7 ¥ 15 21| [). GARCHZ 1Y 7t i
T4 K R s R N R T, BT R,
R, 5

HRAR 2 (1) 5T 45 A3 BHGARCHA 21 71 4 il
H P e Ay 1 E A — e [B] EBE S P AN W) LG AL
s, AH AL RUR 5 538 AT — s M R BR . T
UWIGARCH, 1 56 B3R e 2 81 4546 LA SR 22 1K O3
ARG O, ARG A REA I 2 5048, T IE AR E 2401
S e T BB AR SR 50 0, A5 U L REAE T AL
JHM. X A 2 (parametric method )£ Y 3L [7] 1) J)
B, fift e (1 Ipi2 E HUGARCHIZ Wi 5 | N BIHES 507
#:(nonparametric method)!*?!. % 4+, GARCHZ —
A RS, SR T B K T A MR it
iy AR FRY I 80 2 SR T A ) e AR, A
B S RABATTEE T T Zh T HE R F
H i AL B AR RS A E s R AR A, vT BAAtE
AP RRE AR DRIk, BOA 7 B R, 285 REX
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3 ETHAZLMEMNE NI RAE M
4 (Extended mixture regressive model based
on SOM)

AKX TR T Ed Tk BR), T H
2H 2R P 25 W 4% (self-organizing neural network) ) —™
RAARRFr M ESmm EE Sk A8 mE M
2Ll AT F B ) RE I N DR 4,
e AL A AN 2 18] o R v A I 2R 5 WS 21— a2
ICHE « 2R 25 18], I DR 3 H 0 A0 o =0 TA) 1) 1 4 25
F. H T AR B 4T 4877 B (neighborhood function),
H ZH Z30R 22 00 28 [ )11 2k B3 w1 AT BEE R N R 8
S/ DU IR, B AR 2 W 2% 1K) &R )2,
Jorpr AN By SRR AR IN 8] PP A1) 1R RS A3 i L
U & B RFFR A I “27 I 8807, AMET]
DAAN 32 U B0~ RS P R 5 Wi, 328w DA ok AN-F-
TR Eidis 9 28 B LA P R i 18

I ZH 23 2 9 45 13X AN AT AP DL e Tt
VI A v 38 3 R K PT RE AN ST AR ) ) AN
7] 5 GARCH B F — AN T 72, A SCR H 77
P-HAZ AR, A BAT AL M 45
S LS IS ANEIEIVEY St il %icE o ah ST SN EIV/AY A
RS 7 5%,

w(t) = w(t — 1) 4 ne(t)x(t), (6)

Hrbe(t) = x(t) — o) w(t — 1) & TN R ZE, n&
P 2 SR B EOD K XA 3 T e R PRk
e/ — i (recursive least mean squares)#fE T H ok
(1), T AR A 20 i N (t) £ 2k 24 2] H [A] R AR AL
Hw. HAZ A ] 5847 A A NAS R R B
AR Baw,, ¢ = 1,--- , N, 7ERF— XA 21 4
NEAEIE, P NAS J s (A8 8 B S AR T
T,

w;(t) = w;(t — 1) + h(r,d)e;(H)x(t), (7)

ENGUYIENOIE SN B ENe R N g T E
(i) (Ferfir, i 77 140 B B B 2 0 B4Rk (6)
Hy b Ko, S5 ABBRER BOR 11 T (3 415000 22 B
fy27 SR, AR AR 1 4L SR R4 (B R
Bt 2, FEA SO S I 35 e 3 YL AR 1 e
5 5403 45 A 3 BRI [ 77 1 4, 38 9 P —
A 5 B 0 91 25 A R /. (o, ) B R
R AN R, LA S 6 B0 (O
AR (%, 6%, WA AR Fo 1 2 g 3
it (r, ) RSB 08 A 0 (e, ) 19 BEL B 7 47

h, “PRES K, XF R (r, 4) AERR/N, 245060 1 B
BN N h(r, o) B T2, WA T )53 B A A 7
AN LT ATEAT % 3. R i T IS 20 3
JiFR MR, AF AT 2 B — AR R R (1 2% ST PN —
AN /N, AR S i — 1,04+ 1, - - JE I A
35 FR 5 0, SN ZRBEA N a3 358 35/ 6 Ji 3 A5 24 [
S R ).

A FR I B ARG 0T LA 20, J5U0) e R AdEx
SRR I B8 =y O SR. dae i L T 20 3 o Bk
J2 re 0T R B, B DA A SLA S B AR oL T
JIT R ISLIE R (1 408 35 o 4
f(r, e
hy.i(t) = a(t) eXp(—2§2(t; ),
Hoha(t), o(t)2& P AN I 4 a2, Bl G B (9 4 72,
XA B A 2 SR B k. f (r, 0) A2 A 8 1 5
HTAL T aw, X I8 [ 4 28 7 31 B £ 38 40 48 6 (1 I 5.
WHAGOL T BJLEAEE B f(r,d) = |rf — )2
FEr; = v I EUASH I AT iR 5110 i AL, 053 o £ 11
BCRAE B 1 rp ] R, 1 () R s S84 R 000 AT A
PR T W 2 1 1) E A8 A [ 17 32 8 P 8 SR AN TR
I 1(b) 3R 78— A SR g ooy 10 48 35 o 25 1) 1B, JL kR
K0 i o5 R 5 3 A 28 B S ) 1 v ik 2>

®)

Bl 1(a) ABIEREAEAPZE TC I 2% B I AN ) 35O
Fig. 1(a) The various values of neighborhood function

due to the locations of different neurons
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Fig. 1(b) Illustration of a typical Gaussian

neighborhood function
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SOMM Recursive SOM!', Merge SOMI®!, 25:2%  ix
1K 2 A YT R PR AR I T 3 41) LT 17 s v
JT B T4 B A 7 BB A o B b 25 )
M5 22, BT 300 2 220, Jir DAAS Ui N £ A
BRI R IR A N B %A R, B DA SR
V) T g P AN Y 12 A BE AL IR 5 A% DRt A7 B ek |
WIS A P2 Tt (t — 1) LI e e g hLe
JA AR IR 1) B R T (). A3 TV AR
BrEe ()i, 254 (¢ — 1) E—> B H At R AL .
W f(r, ) REFANPETC B A IE A TT “BRE 7,

A~

fry i) ARV AR A, WA
f(r7i)t - (1 - 5)f(r7i)t—1 + ﬂf(rvi)tv (9)

Forb, pRe— AN FIAR T, F TR IBUE KK
/B, BRI, AHROIBGRCR; 248 = 1IN, A3 A7
B AN TE A AL 48 Rt il phaoc—FE. 2diX
FECRIE N, A AT o 13 3 1 22 T80 AR SK YN R 1052
Wi ) Bt 7 I ) 1 I8 /1, DR e 2 e Bt e Ay

“leaky integrate” [19].

KPS (ry0), — B DGR A 0] 48 2
i A /N IR R TR Ze(t) = 2(t) —

x(t) T w(t—1) R, BATAEAGH TS f (r, ).

A ISR SR HE B e () ) 248 0] {8 BB #1324 Bl (stochastic
gradient descend, SGD), 1 /A~ & B 18 33 Jak. TWAE T
B ST ALBE— IRAF 204 NI, A R] DL 30 o —
A2 f (r, 4) ME— AR A, DRIEE R 22 e (¢ ) el 11 e
7 (white noise, WN)IIRRFEAE N f (1, ) (25 F 080, H
PRI J7 V0 I AR A AH R R 2 e () 1) L AH K R 2K
14 28 %7 {1 1Y) #1(sum of the autocorrelation coefficients,
SAC), e /IR A S5 e T 1 e s, A gl 2 AH RS Y
[R)a*.

~ T r—k
f(r i)y = k;o Hm t:Zl(ei(t) — i) X
(ei(t + k) —pa)ll, (10)

o @ —AAHAB R Z AL, w0097 2B
e 22 ) B R AR E 22, ko2 SR B AH OC R B 1 4
IR BE. X FE TF B HE SR 1 5 /) B OGS B g 365 A Ao
290 (i) = min f(r,4). FXRER R 85777 LA
PN 20 R oo T — O N 4K B ME — 1 e A
&2 Jti*. a0 R R H ¥ 77 25 (mean-squared-error,
MSE) )77, WG4 2 ME—fif, HARR 3, X1
—AN DN, WA 05 2, SR Z A HH
H5E Y 1) 25 B506F IS JR) 38 g /M. AR B2 s T AR TR
—HUHNE, 2300 EHSAC T 1 R34 5 22 7 33K H 1)

$o 5 TE A28 G (B P d /ML IR i Xk L (1 A7 ).
o, EEIZRIR T HISACT/ LR E] T — A4 Jadm /b
L, B LR R HISACTT VAR 2 1) de 15

ML TT, X B 2 s e AR IS HOR W R
7°[0.2,—0.2]; N KN IMSER 5 S & 22 7C.
MSE$& 2 (/)52 A 2 1K) 5 i i /ML, S8 il 175
IE R4 Rl /M, BASCE R B R L IE f i@ A 42 .

8 -
£y 6
< 4
n
2
01 ........ _____\5
S os 000
a2 al

MSE

Bl 2 AERFEN L ERdE (HRH 250002, —0.2)™7E)
N T, FISACFHIMSEZ) il G- B B i i 48 76
Fig. 2 The best fit neurons picked by SAC and MSE with the
same artificial data (generated by a simple AR model

parameter [0.2, —0.2])

(i) B 3 2 2% L& FH T A [ U Y00 ) — &) A 7Y
J& 75 72 [F) K4 i) (homogenous), 5l A& 1 & AT 1 &5 44,
WA HORA S A A, AR AR
(R RIS, 7 7] 248 S T AT R 8 4 21 B s 1R Uk s 1) 1
BN, AN SR VI8 Sy SO I AT AT BEAN A2 [RI R4 1. AH
I b A R A [ RA) PR I A A R 2 M 4%, 25— 2
2% BAE F 2 AR s B A R BE L T AR &5 56 ) 2K
5 73 LR, B — SR AN Jm S 1Y oK Ak B,
B AN RSB N T 5 — SR W 2% TR B — AN
TG R AT NAS T, N TS — R R g
PN FHE TG, BF— A1 W A7 TAS & o ik, T
F W g ARG TR — R R TR () S5 4. 5
R WS IAE R S i B AR AR ) R e JE e
AW P BT (B B 1) — M G, R aont B
Tl A T ) R AR Y (R S K. R XA i, mT DLk
G R A2 A () KA ABCAS 1 o 1 B 8, T 4 A mT BE T
SERIHAE N 24 TR 2 — 2 2 v () B — S - Y
v BBEIR T SCHE B 2 2% ) 4 BT 2K
R, TR AL T A YE M g AR
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Fig. 3 Two layers’ network structure

H T RERE AT e 2E ), AR SR A4 (neural
gas, NG) VIR Sfe ] 55 — 2 W 2% rf 7 R il 28 e k4T
Yk, PSS —Fh R 22000 248 X 2% [A] i AP 42
DX 286 S5k AH LU A A 6T ] 5 X 2% 25 440 1r) ) 21 24 I
KU AT ToH BRI A AN 254 A
T 412 28 0 2% 1 A1 3k o 25, A 2 L AR 32 il ik
B IPIHE 15 21 1, 10 AN 2 42 BT A 25 5% B2 e 16 1Y
2R LER P 0. PR, A R M g T RN T T A
R J S A V= AR IR 20 1) SR pR A -

wm(t):wl,j(t—l)—i-g()\, kw)hm(t)el(t)a:(t), (11)
Hrp

g(A ki j) = n(t) exp(—ki ;i /A(t)), 12)

A(t) = Ao(Af/ g/t (13)

TR i SR 11 e R R e B, N, A A
SR A BRI ML 2. n(t)t— DR,
A A I T 5 v 9 2 . A SR T R
B AN RSB S HO w; 4 (1), iR B %
Jai PRI A 5 — 2 P 2% TR R AL, R AR R
JZ P 2% P KA L RS Brw, (1) T A AR 4K e
Hg(N, K j) AL, #8H R. AERE— O AN Bl K i
I, SRR R [l U Y e m] B A Gl I BICK
HEFOTE A IE K P A R B, IFARYESACTI s
FARBIE S — 2 P2 T i L el 28 7T, 4k i i 2 46
SRR Heh, ;. ARG HENT S TR MG, AERES T
AR Y S 8 T A 7R 18y A [ oA o8 g N R ) 4
2, IF M FISACTS 300 1% 1 M 1) JLAS Jay # [
AR HE P K, 5. foc e AR AR (1 DA BB AT 1 M
HR R — A JR BB B AR A ) S 4, Al sk 1 M
AE BRI T I ) do 5 3 g (8). RS )l R
iR e, AERE— AT W A PhE A R A m] A
M XA AR R 2 v, Bk 3600 B B 1E #E
5 (6) IR B 22 1 — AN 3R A e 368 e RS Rl i Ay

% WPAREE, B T 25 (1) 2 2 45 R A N A —
JAPNASREZ TG, 45 R NAS RS R AR, &
TR 20 T BE A AN — 8 1. N T Fo0l sk, 5t
H i A N AN Jay 38 [R5 28 v Bk ok e 5 3 Py AT [l
VAT Peae (1 77 m] LA 22 Fh, AR SCSIEE8 ) FH )
A AT VI ZREAE T8 27 2] BT A (R N A Jai 6 ] U A
b Phode B BRI ) S FH S 2R R g 2 T
4 PN A1 B 1 3 E e b A, k31 i A AT
(1) JRFA R A AT T — 25 Tt

gr bk, ik U5 vk 2 AE A 4 H I SOMARKR
RISy 3 e, 45 I 48 4 IR RS AL 5T
g It N TR AR A ) FdE 2 D) i A R N T A
SAE2E PR R . I ELRI ] P J2 4 28 1Y 465 1)
T3, e B — A JR R A P S DL R £, 58l T
Ji R P A7 e 08 W= A 28 00 23 A7 FH R () B 2, i
AN e AR Al i 1) A2 A AH B R 34T Bl 2 TR AR 1) JR) B
P 85027 3 1/ 3£ 3 (fine tuning, FT), i i 5 2 346
R B A 3 1 27 2] Y I ) I 4R I [R), 53 B SACHH
M ULIEEAGE . PO THESACH) 77 2, B[
PTG 2 — AN, A — N, —AAHLEH
BN ORI AL AN (RN R A F2 277 A ] g
S ZA RIS = A RS2 G DL T, 2R
FH X SRR 2 e — AN AN ) B 5 3 [ D ASE 2R e AN
OR824, DRI 2 ) R S0 3 12 2208 TS e g A .

4 X525 (Comparative experiment)

EXF LL S, FEOE I AL T A A MM
2 1A B = 777 32 A T00I V1 28 9 B % 77 1T, MIGARCH,
ARMA, MLP(BPSIL I 251 2 )22 B an4%), KL H
MM Mg Tk LR, 72 KRR Tt
SIS BT FH R 4 A2 1 B 2 20 LR B moR, 36
TG g B, 3 J0 0 Bk JT, 36 0 HE % AR A
A7(2500 3 2L AT Sy FDIF B 5 e o 4 28048 ok U
PACIFIC - Z ¥ FEsauder school of bussiness, UBC,
http: //fx.sauder.ubc.ca/). A [ [P0 2% 2 22 KoY
T8RS 53 TR IS [) 4408 72 1 58 JeHE B8 1, By DAFI L B
F B B ) B8 AN H W8 16 mT L.

S R 1] 220 TR, S N AREAN B o6 ) B
A J7 S s (R 56, 3 0 4 1R AR O0) B 22 R AT
i, e b 200 RS 6 TE BB, R JEBICHK B i
[l A FE AL 2. SR )5 A HHGARCH(p, o) 5 B i3k 47 %
YER AL TH UL P AR PE GARCH T A5 I 2 [1] U1 45
MR, i HE B R ZEZR T 2 H— DA K
J£ % 8)) % 1 (rolling window){t8 — 4k 1) 77 2 [ 51 #%
A il — 2 4 RS ) P A HE A 1) R 1R i A AR
SCHE 3L T 2 2 2 I % 1 (R U R AR
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Wk, I MIGARCHE: Y 15 £ 15 1 T (e, K&
FHARMA, MLP, [ 2230025 ) 2% 7 3 (Rl 4549 21 1) T
WA G AE LA SCHE HH ESOMARS 7Y A1 HoAth
FHENARER) A, o ARMARIMLP 2 % ] 42 R
A4, % FHHGARCHAE R (AR 7 7= A= R (PR ZE 1
ZEREAT DAL B %, 1 AL 2300 4 I 28 A G ]
DA F (R U458 28 Ak B B 1] e 271 B s, 6 FHGARCHAR
T (AR) A3 7= A R IR 22 10 7 22 K F SR 2k AT
(Y537, 338 1T A 280 FU00 38 5 .

L& Jo 0 S5 g o, FH 2000357 $ 4t 3847 2% >
W2, JE20030) 5 4 AT s a6, #5630 5L AN A AR
W aR, FHBICHE ) 4k H fe 4 [ A 7Y [ S AR= 4.
DA 56 B Atip, g 250, HIGARCH (p, )i H 235 %1
PR 2, TR 5 GARCHAR 2 5% 2 51 5 2 R )
Yeolt) K Re, ~ N(0,0,) LA S Kgftl, HH HiR%E
TR I PR B B 3 sh P G LA BT .

0.06
0.04
Ko 0.02
= 0
= -0.02

-0.04

0 400 800 1200 1600 2000
L aE|
Kl 4(a) FICHIEB AR I ARBIL IR T

Fig. 4(a) The AR modeling errors of USD to GBP return

0-02 T T T T T T T T T
= 0.015F .
Z oo} .
= 0.005F
O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 400 800 1200 1600 2000

5 H
K 4(b) R YR Z R 22 TS I A .
Fig. 4(b) The corresponding volatilities

X LGB, nT AR AR SO HA 1 [m] A4
RS2 8

Sy T 54 B AL ESOMARKE Y (1) Y5 I 45 5., 7
X1, 2, 390 BH T N A B 2 18] R ¥ 7 ZEMSE,
FTRIIAL (K] 77 22 (varia-nce) SN e k. i 7 Z 10 R
D] 3 S 1 L () TR A J LR A ST S 56 R R 3R
NI T ZE BN N A R P A . RHPNGR R4
4%, MSE{E M. x 103, Varfli . x 1076,

K1 EAAEH

Table 1 USD vs GBP

MSE  Var MSE  Var
ESOMAR 4.231 2.142 || SOMAR 4.342 2.201
ARMA 4.823 2.793 || MLP 4710 2.534
GARCH 4532 2.238 || NG 4.602 2.348

A2 EAUAKA
Table 2 USD vs EURO
MSE  Var MSE  Var
ESOMAR 3.223 2.013 || SOMAR 3.514 2.203
ARMA 4.037 2.672 || MLP 4.001 2.641
GARCH 3.871 2216 || NG 3.724 241

k3 EAULAD
Table 3 USD vs HKD
MSE  Var MSE  Var
ESOMAR 5.176 2.562 || SOMAR 5.310 2.612
ARMA 5.993 2982 || MLP 5.815 2.986
GARCH 5.551 2.863 || NG 5.761 2.699

S 6 45 L R JRESOMARMS 74 2 — A 1] 52 (1) 7]
VAR R AR R B P T AT R] LR A% 4
GARCH# Y FTH & — S8 F [m] 9 7Y () R B, &
DL FA = EERI ko E e AR etk AR Aa I BT R
UGN RE T, T AME R —FhAES 507, E ISR 2
e N 2R B, A AR AR A B e s 1), = AE I
SR AT BAR 2 IR 10 A 56 4n .

5 R45R4%E 8 (Summary and conclusion)

ARYUHE T — T B AP W g AR A
VAR (ESOMAR). ZAE T H] T H 2H 23 b 48 W 2%
(IR 2L, FIR T — AR B — A SR A 7Y
FRAE R S BRI SR B 1) 7 B AT 4 R RN S 40 )
H PR 2 R AR — BRI R R, iR R R
UE T AR 2 () R 22 DA AT R A it N R
/N, R — B ARG 18]y 214 0 Be k40 By
TAP AR ] 7 51, R AR (1) 52 24 A2k M A it 2 TR
A JR R TR () o3 i A FH T AR A AR 2 5, Bt A
LA TR AC AN 4 R R, AT B SR AN L
AR TR 1 BR . 24 SRESOMAR 7 2538 326 328 AN 4
— AN SESRM N PRI, P an i H A5 3 — AR
R AT TR 3 A %6 1% i DA 12 i B — B 11
— A I R AR IR S R TR B S A LA
AL 1) ey B TR Sl A ] BB 1) B 4 R

TR —Fhois AR T2 0 S A Al
(8] 3 41, AEL R B A 08 — R B AT R AR AR A
7% 5 BEAT TSRO0 (1) Bof 1R 2 47 3 3ok oV 2 35 )
P [ SI2 56 25 JL 2% 1], ESOMARAEE 8 56f b 3 | il &5
2% 1) 4 fill s 18] 1) B A% 48 7 20 5 A 3 381 1R S04
. ESOMAR, 4 CAFH R (148 4k, [R) R m] DA A 21 3L
B B G Rl ) R 0 F g A v 2, O 6 BT BN 4y
BT & KR TAESR LA 201 225 B
[F] AR UE T BT AR IR AR 28 I 4 SV AT e e 5
D7 THIP N, BAR WA T2 P I B, (R BE B AR R
45 2 2 ai .
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