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Comparative Analysis of Performance of Established Pitch Estimation Methods in
Sustained Vowel of Benign Vocal Fold Lesions

B A .7 & oWt A Srer.up o mrers L g F AREer L 9 o] 24
Seung-Jin Jang - Hyo-Min Kim - Seong-Hee Choi - Young—-Cheol Park
Hong-Shik Chot - Young—-Ro Yoon

ABSTRACT

In voice pathology, various measurements calculated from pitch values are proposed to
show voice quality. However, those measurements frequently seem to be inaccurate and
unreliable because they are based on some wrong pitch values determined from pathological
voice data. In order to solve the problem, we compared several pitch estimation methods to
propose a better one in pathological voices. From the database of 99 pathological voice and 30
normal voice data, errors derived from pitch estimation were analyzed and compared between
pathological and normal voice data or among the vowels produced by patients with benign
vocal fold lesions.

Results showed that gross pitch errors were observed in the cases of pathological voice
data. From the types of pathological voices classified by the degree of aperiodicity in the
speech signals, we found that pitch errors were closely related to the number of aperiodic
segments. Also, the autocorrelation approach was found to be the most robust pitch estimation
in the pathological voice data. It is desirable to conduct further research on the more severely
pathological voice data in order to reduce pitch estimation errors.

Keyword: pitch estimation, pathological voice, pitch error, benign vocal fold lesions
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i s %dﬂﬂ N g FAse A4 dAESE, AR 999 43 2@
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AMEEE HE 9A g $Ae 2 120 Hz, 949 A$ 200 Hz, ob59] 2§ 330 Hzol™, &
M Aol W] hF WX WE EL L ¥Fo Fddcy RuHT Yo £, GE 4
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3.1.1 Autocorrelation (AC)
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3.1.2 Average Magnitude Difference Function (AMDF)
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2 FAE AC WA, AR)F o) gA + M- G = + (AN E EE The)te s
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31.2 YIN
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9ge Frz 438 nselch g
- 1 jom
c(m) = Fry(1og|Frpy ((m)))) = = [ tog|S(@)e™"dw )
S(w) = i x(m)e " 94 1,..,N-1 (8)

3.2.1 Simplified Inverse Filtering Techniques (SIFT)

) LPF _{Preemphasis | Hamming LPC
x(m < 1200Hz nu =0.975 Window P=17
. Search Auto- )
pitch +— Maf)(ég]l(“m N Threshold correlation werse Filte
1 16
14
@ Real Pitch

K]

Amplitude
L ey
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=
Amplitude
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05 L N ‘ L L L 0 re I T »
[] 100 200 300 400 50 600 0 ] 10 200 30 40 500 600 70D
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a¥ 6. SIFT AA| ¢18F sE5(EY) B 4 A8d 4945 3)9 SIFT A 5
3 g WA e

SIFT %z 4 Wi H¥ dZ(Linear Prediction: LP) €328 && 7|¥e g do|HE £4
e g Feld, £ 8= 9 ZE(Engin, 2004)E ] 4354 "éE—J g¥x $HS FEHF A
A HA Fol Qe AL F7/5QA R 47]dFola, o] gAH AFF AC HHE o831 o

£ d7dAae 9wz SIF’I‘°‘]*1 AEEE feErEE 9P F339

Aeol FAHEZ 2As) WA, AY 57 FHE 1200 Hz ©]32
243 FA BX H2E FoF 9E A FHF dFez 23eH, LP
£ d BAEE 4435 HA RasHE AR 982 9 B3] A%
o] Preemphasis®] v=09752 A4 ¥ EAF3d sty &% =8 F3xn LP #4& &3
o AFE FIAAT PR ALEHE p=49 BT p=17 AMEFATE o] AF (p=17) ¥
54 HoHE dAeg A4E ZAAE7] 9% MDL(Minimum Description Length) £4-&
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B3tel o] W Ajolrh oA F FEE Y dolHE FAHY NS E 2 f4S 3
S+ 9AE AL AR A7) WEG oA AF AC BEE Tk F719) FAANE detd
F <Y 6>9] dlsh Zol x| A Pl dhstel b A gho] Z AR AP FArE

A& 712 FIg @S A2 T 5 o

3.3 WigHy 91X A Wiy

AIZy, F3te EuRle] obd ©E B4 whgog dolERE o]8% HA FH WH(WAV)
(Mallat, 1989: Yisong, 2000)3 A7} delayE o] 23t nx}e] A8 &7k Ag 2 £4 (Phase Space:
PS)(David, 1999: Dmitry, 2002) 9% 57 W& A=go)

3.3.1 Wavelet (WAV)

_ Amplitude

Arnplitude

Sarples

Ampliu!lg )

Y Smm)les R - San;ol\ples =
19 8 A AEE SA4NZ(HZ) FLWT 9sia dAldes Rald &4 A%
5F il

o H21 AE WHHESF)
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o] 83 Wae uAAH e (Non-Stationary) HolE & T3 H#stn Foo] A" J%
£ A-F34 BAd §o08 BA EFo|h. Bt ol dndFY A Fl QMR 4T
Aol 74587 fEol AN GunFAE HE hestte FAel ok 2L ©]F(Dyadic)
dlol83lel 3¢ M8 (Linearity)s} Wo] E¥A(Shift Invariance)] SF02 & WMol #Holn
AZo] rashes Al HHE MYAA 2P FASA 2238 $4 A58 A F2 2%
g Hole ¥4 whyolth # AFoJAE o4t go] &3 W H(Discrete Wavelet Transform: DWT)
FAN gnF ANFe) destn WE u& AZY Yoj2R W (Fast Lifting Wavelet
Transform: FLWT) ©]-8% 51X 3% ¢235¢ 7a3gch <29 7>3 2°] DWT B9 Harr
dlol B3 g AHg3HE FLWTS 9 4138 ZAKApproximation) 8 ¥% A ¥-(Detail) 4222 £
gt} o|AL Ao AU B3 e o YEFE A} 24 AEF 1 T &
Bt e AEYL AEdE AR JRos g AEE PasA g0 FLWTE Hd 447X £
P& o|F <1 8>3 Zo| 24z HuigH AL RS Y I3 JEL AE¥ F 4 TAES
zve] Agl Ao W BIFFLR AT T HA 73E HASA dq.

3.3.2 Phase Space (PS)
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02 Global Max
e £
018 Real pitch
o1e

§m '; 4

En ’

?m

“ons

ulgnm:mmm:mmmln
Samples

]

29 9 24d 44 (B2)%} PS] YN wAHCE BAY 4 N &

% 9% 37
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UYL SANT Y F71HQ Ate]EE Bk HEsA wt=s Ao #F o & ARA] FAE
B&ste ol 7]RH QA PS WY BA WAL Qoo Azt to] sFste A HE I3

o o ¥4 A F/HA AXNE AEsA A4 WY
A o BA =l glol Fd g3 71erE #E A
ol MEHE Ao]Z8 AEdH "o 9 & Eo] n A¢Y W¥H AY(Embedding Dimension) 22

FHNEE A EEZ o, ABE n-1 1Y EF59 go2 AFHEA drh. <2Y 9> 2o 9
A A 2EE F7149 A5 H2ead BNS B P PE 24 Tl £YA o8
o A3 gE FAM AA Fol AL A2 AR ANE WA F712 ARG B AFNA
B EA $4 A3 A A 2F 59e TN At oY e 7, Az AEe 19

oMl FANE X 24 BE A8 ASHE ¢4 A dolgullx &) ¢ 7 BNA &
Wy 49e s 8 gl

FEAEGE B SAA st 2003 AR 2007 @ Ateldl A&E 99
AT FRET ZET A5 H SAY vaE A AT 0 B A4S W= 943
TEE st SRS FF6 A WY o] WA IAFTF ABL(EF, BF,
2 AALEA ole @ ol YAFT AEo] EsHA EHHE T d= 2E
HPg oz Qg HFIHgeln wAAA §4 AIE AF AEdE 40
71 Mol deact. Ao dagle] FAFTF AT vo] X E 18~71 Aeln, BT o]
T 437 Aolx, BT 7S Uo] BEE 21~68 AlolH, B ol 484 Aol &4 data:
ZEol ge B FAAA HAFH 39 SA5S A S(Kay Elemetrics CSL) ©] &3t &4
2139t EGG A& $A9 489tk EGG A3 e A% A7HAADR 7E A HES
o HEHAZAY 28 SN E 9} EGG data: 22 k2 AEY HO A 16bit BATE 2L o
W, 4% Z2EZ 8 Hi 2-3 2 KAHE BV, fe/, A, o/, W) BEES TF
Ao 2 3 BYANAAN EAsYh AE AL PCY|uke] Matlab 7.18 o] &3te] 2} 1) x
duHFES FEI F HrsrAch

42 /1% X 3t A4A 2 A%

421 71% HX g AA

A8 A% #4 &7HGlottal Closure Instance: GCD(Ananthapadmanabha, 1979 £4 A%
o) WX 279 BEE EGG A 22 ASE 4 Aok A5/ B3 dee AEE B YA

=
s

M
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2= EGG AEe F o destg Aoz 459 F7)18 wdsA do. a2z A F7)
7b dA% &4 A9 #HE EGGAEE ulE S (Differentiated) DEGGAIEE 7jwtoz 7|&
(reference) X E HE3t5ch

a2k 4o 933
717 @A3A Fe AY
g Hestyd olzd A
AE AR QoA DFo] 7MY &

&
=
[*3

| gAs 7
F3el 712 9
48 725

A4 &40 HEte] SAARA $49L A5 A R F717F ZolEr] fiel o] & dAH
L2 Fiste] BA & av) itk Titze(19%)9] 24 A% 7 71€d Jtd 4 dze o
#o] Type-l, 2, 322 74 & olvh 2429 Type #Fol e HE 4HRH, Type-19]
A 7oA S2H A Wt A9 glo] FU14 A E v dn Type-29] &4
Fae] dUuAd FAste HMzE FHF B ABFHFE ZE A5 A8 24
b BAEHE 2152 Aodd nxTo g Type-343E Ad F713 A5E & 5
E =¥ (Chaotic) A3 &2 Agr) o) d Ao} o8] Titze(1995)<) A
+AANEY Agod FeAM AR BE ] FEA UE £ Ad3n FFEA
# ATNAE Titze(1995)9) Typed] W& L5 7ol 12 2t2ke] S48 Type-l,
2, 32 FEIIgen, FEVIES ¥AY B9 7)‘?}—4 Lyapunov Exponents(Kumar, 1996)& ©]
&3t A5t 1 o8 B4 Type-3%, obd F$ Type-122 FESY 2F F, oAl <2y
10>3% o] 2AERIYG o] &3t 277} "a"‘él?'& SANZ ] A4E Type22 otd ZF4
Type-122 EHFsAth 283te, £ A¥JAE Lyapunov Exponents$t 2HEZ I3 £4& F
3te] Type-32 #HH &EF4(Chaotic)e] A& &4 AN3+= Adstn 4¥& 3k
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43 92 34 oF 27 Wy
A #4 FuFel 4% BHE AT WA 24 oY 33 PR ok 2ol 774 By
o2 Fosyrt

- FAE HX 2904 ol¥ (Voiced/Unvoiced: V/U): AA FA LA fAFo2 25 Q14
ko)

B Y Agoln, ot ZE FHo2 FHE F U+

3% A 992 B A 73 AA A

VAR ) =y wgg sao aaza 0%
- 442 93 2204 o2l Unvoiced/Voiced: UNV): A7l #4818 $4E2 22 94
& A% WAD Aelold, oA B F4eE KA 2 F ek
8L 3 ol A 24 27k AA &
U vene () = S8 8 AN e B8 B T AA SA g0 o)

dA 785 7R Zhﬂ <A

- 9 w7} o (Pitch Doubling Error: X2): 33 33 <xz|&o o3le Atd X F4
ol 71& HX F4 FET 20% %A 54 @ A A E oo, okl & F2o
2 2¥E 4 ok

- 92 % wol e ANE gt 21F 94 A% &

AEI7E= - .

BEENE AEERICERT ~ 02
X23E ANz el AT U A 24

X2 () E a8 A % x10002)

w4 gaelFel st ALY WA 273 @
THE ool st g FHo2

- ¥ ¥zt o ?—1 (Pitch Halving Error: /2):
o] 71& WA FA FEO 20% WA FHP 7
24E # o

_E
R
"

o T3 ol E W] o8 AR - AE A S R
2AENNE= I EEEKER" =02
225 2] AFere AT A AR S5t

B 79 A A

/29121 (%) : % 100(%)

- ¥4 ] o) (Pitch Gross Emror: G): $lolA dF35 315 w7} oi2is} 91 izt o8&
T oA 71FE HA FF gEy A" 53 —’}“73 ghol AR 20% o] o]zt A
g A$E 9t}

GoAgd (%)= x2M8(%)+/2 & (%)
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- 31X v]A Y (Pitch Fine Error: F): oA 348 Hx ogSo] HEE A4S B4
T E A" FAS Fl et AN "X 3 g 7)FE X 3 g Al
g Ao 3L JF HR FA ol g AR L E ANG FE] HFoE Hd,

A A5 ol A AME g@-71F AA 45 F
Fold (%)= e
€ Gold B 277 wAY AL BA 77

%100 (%)

w1z 24 dl# (Pitch Standard Deviation Error: S) F ol&lell o3 B® A F73 A4t
delo] g FE WA ;S v s

H
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SoA (%)= st
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5. 3448 2 AU i A 3 43 27
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19 12. BVFLT € 3oz @ A= arld e 33 #d o F adx

2t 93 3 EELS A Tl wel HAE FAHI] Wi FEHeE HHsd v
A& AeE Bole ¥4 #2 2718 7] Bue 47e B4 F7hy A6 we b A FA
5ol BolAl gt 237 B2 AALI BVFLT S e g HH9 45& Bol: 945% A7)
(BA7 278 Y 29 <29 11, 12>9 28 FAH4E 25390 43 =5 27 23R4
932 Ad o2zt AHEE ol fE o] T dest M)A FH g LF P 2 S HA 7] fEol]
o AFE 2N B o AAFAA HFH dE$ A7)= AC22), AMDF(68), YIN(20), CEP(34),
SIFT(46), WAV(70), PS(23)0] 2, BVFLZ A& AC(21), AMDF(20), YIN(24), CEP(31), SIFT(30),
WAV(59), PS(25)Hth. 9% 7|9 @9l msolth 23302 BVFLEAME 2 dagjEe] &
=937 Ad g a8 B A3 Y47 v 9 1, AMDF, SIFTS WAVE AQJ3tie F 189
HA 9= 37]9 Aol A EES & F Ik So1F vt A FdTel vla BVFLT Y
2] Hof 27t MR o2 FobAvhe RS & 4 URen, AMDF, CEP 314 374 Wi 450
V=S 271 wi$ N AFHE BJ. o) F 7 g2 FY AAIE 45S Hludr] o8 &
A 33 Wyl W3 Zze HH 4= $ AVE Az HH F4 #FE 45 & B8

52 #X ol ¥4

521 ¥4 FF A&} AL &4 @

<E 1>& BVFLZ# A7 44
74 9A 23 d g JtA 1 FAXL
lel, i/, fof, i/ 5 7HA A& BE FolA Type-3 4 A5 E A9 g A3 (NNormal=150)3 BVFLZ
(NBVFL=447) ol & 2} 95X 34 W9 45& 7t stdch <E 1> AHEHE 79 &E, pE
9%6%2) f-o FFL ZE Welch t-2 3 AH$ste] F473 BVFL 29 37$ vnd 2% o)t
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a3 <E 1>AA €9 Held REL 7 QoA 71 Aol $& ¢nEF S vehdg. VU
Z} 9)R) 2HUEENA $Y98 FA 7R 7)(Silence Detector) & 28313 7] W] vlxd A Ftol
AEHAT Ot A% 2ol ARHAY Bue T BREGA AA TS TG #48E 7L
Z Q3] B HAEE i ol BAFE ¢ F AT wrAe) UVl V/U oo ulste
A g & 5 YA 538 Fo4 2o 7w 91 33 dn8F CEP £ SIFTAA
AoAdez A 2L ¢ 4§ AU ZE 29 9] ofF 4o gl AT 445
H]sla] BVFLTY S48 dig 51 o7 Atgoes 713ty §AH22 {5 Aot
B 4§ gRen, o]2 v]Fo] Bol A A4 HlE) I FF F@AY S4AA FEE
HAE AEdE R 0 odge AL ¢ F AN AN &5 B o AC ¥l JA A
ole] o 9] ug oA FL A5 S BFT, WAV 5hie 51X w7} ol e} 93] o4 o
2 X B4 ool FEg By W 5X o de]M = AMDFe WAVZE £ &L
%S BT, 99X A e YIN $e] £x 4L A7 HAth vl WAV 958 A
o)A ol & BolAT ¥ WA I o2 g A& B Aoz AC dnFo] HA A
el 2 x wA oo thale] ¢AAoln BAY X F4 WYez & 4 gtk

¥ 1. A4Z% BVFLE A&SESS ddez 3 31X 33 PHEEd 4% v 2%

PE Methods AC AMDF YIN CEP SIFT WAV PS
Emror

Type Normal BVFL Normal BVFL Normal BVFL Normal BVFL Normal BVFL Normat BVFL Normal BVFL

Mean 0.05 0.02 005 0.03 0.00 0.00 007 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.01 008 0.01 0.02

v S$D. 003 o0 0.04 o0 0.00 0.00 0.02 on 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.01
P .002 007 0.997 0.045 0.294 0.007 0.068

Mean 0.15 032 047 0.54 035 042 4.95 593 127 L50 007 0.18 016 093

uv SD. 0.08 0.13 0.12 034 029 0.36 291 348 072 0.58 0.04 0.13 052 0.66
P <001 149 118 114 201 044 159

Mean 107 3 Zﬂ 169 266 143 412 197 598 244 sn 439 627 168 469

G S.D. 131 599 10.72 12.38 159 6.97 3.67 9.08 273 9.42 210 1.91 184 7.46
P <.001 008 <001 <.001 <001 015 <001

Mean 0.13 041 0.15 1.06 0.53 0.66 130 248 0.66 097 001 0.01 0.63 127

X2 SD. 045 227 0.81 6.14 0.82 202 358 6.98 2.06 34 0.07 0.09 1.50 464
P 009 005 085 o7 181 26 031

Mean 094 280 755 7.60 0.90 346 167 351 178 4.5 488 6.25 LOS 342

n S.D. 10.22 545 10.77 1185 137 6.29 1.83 4.5t 198 8.10 210 191 140 547
P <.001 017 <.001 <001 <.001 012 <001

Mean 131 2.4 6.35 153 1401 14.75 349 5.56 4.83 644 039 0.83 190 393

F S.D. 0.82 369 7.63 9.06 0.54 3.52 5.56 11.839 240 8.69 0.76 140 10.88 657
P <001 002 <00 005 <001 <001 <001

Mean 261 448 117 1135 263 4.56 7.9 1073 6.34 8.87 X0 0.58 545 8.15

s SD. 391 7.22 10.58 10.16 232 588 10.93 1317 9.07 11.85 0.82 097 6.27 873
P <001 668 <.001 o1 071 <001 002
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ol A= AT I BVFLE Aaglel 244059 nF71A4 Az g 92 F73 o2
pe-1 (NType-1=419) 3 Type-2 (Ntye2=178) 4 23 &
Hgoer A¥E FHAG ¢4 B]Zrﬂ‘é"ﬂ g FRe o ?‘.afli uke} o] Lyapunov
Exponents A7} 10}3} o]x ~RE2 a3 4o £717F BAIR A$ole Type 22 obd ¢+
Type—l 4 A55 BFsto] AAdt &, o] 242 93 HH7} T vgte] WIS HEHE
A Azl tigt 2 wx 4 dhg e A4 (Robustness) S HI2EF Y] H3te] FAIHT <&
23>9] A A HEo] FX wf oeje] A$ FRAte] HEHA &L Ao U B% 7o
2 ZH= Welch t-2%4 23 AMDFE A9 2E 131 3 4 Eo| Type-291A4 ¢f L& g
& "‘l%%}ﬁi"‘ﬂ 53] 9] gk g2 Qs ol g Aozt BAEHTh whHe H 2] vl o 29
CEP, WAV, PS& A3 Uiz g% 4 W5 Type-17% Type-29] TAHcE 5%
A Zelrt ¥ Fsiek o) 3 A 0 B4l YA E v AFE 2o HA F
EH ] oA B o BVFLEH AT vl AP vpanxz AC g Fol 717 43
WA, AMDF7L 2 %8 A58 2tk 34 vl oe] =3 WAV gl 7hd 2

ox

& 59l =3 =
4%& Bl ubE, YIN 9Hilo] £ 38 H%S el o2 mjFo] Bol AC ¢ J—ﬂz‘ﬂ LIRS
718& 2 &4 A3 BENAMNE 7HE Adeo) £ 93 34 Wz 1FE F Uth

E 2 Type-l 2 ASESS t4oR ¥ 94 34 PEse 4% vin Az

PE Methods AC AMDF YIN CEP SIFT WAV PS
Error

Type Type-1 Type-2 Type-1 Type-2 Type-1 Type-2 Type-1 Type-2 Type-1 Type-2 Type-1 Type-2 Type-1 Type-2

Mean 0.04 0.02 0.05 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.06 091 0.01

viu SD. 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.01 0.01
P 042 034 998 0.077 0.702 0.172 0.838

Mean 0.24 0.27 0.39 044 0.33 045 495 493 0.97 174 0.09 0.16 0.56 1.23

uv SD. 0.11 0.10 022 034 027 0.30 10.9 234 125 0.71 0.05 0.11 0.42 097
P 354 620 094 914 032 039 009

Mean 112 2.16 820 863 L4 2.58 256 3.80 237 3.53 499 6.26 158 3.06

G S.D. 134 398 10.98 1238 161 429 248 4.46 27m 379 208 1.80 155 407
p <001 706 <001 <001 <001 <001 <001

Mean 0.11 021 0.09 0.73 049 0.35 0.80 LI5S 0.60 0.58 0.00 0.01 047 0.55

X2 S.D. 0.40 127 0.63 563 0.7% 0.78 2.14 2.57 2.09 162 0.05 0.08 0.94 0.99
p 168 029 074 124 913 440 402

Mean 1.01 1.9 R AN 7.9 0.95 223 1.76 266 1.77 2.95 4.98 625 111 251

2 SD. 124 an 11.00 11.45 140 426 185 339 2.00 344 2.08 1.80 1.44 4.02
P <.001 847 <.001 <.001 <001 <001 <.001

Mean 132 1.55 6.68 742 14.01 14.10 273 333 4.75 1.66 041 0.73 170 2.59

F SD. 081 234 779 8.61 0.55 207 3in 4.95 225 275 079 1.29 155 imn
P 099 351 470 1o 702 001 <001

Mean 2.56 334 11.54 1129 2.60 338 6.51 199 557 6.39 0.4 0.57 5.01 6.59

s sSD. 391 5.57 10.41 10.22 237. 363 8.93 10.66 787 712 0.85 0.9 573 7.04
P 075 804 005 AR 284 147 010
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B =R A0 Fof] 2AL 3o YRe A FAMYE Fohr] Hste, 71E9)
2 oz ¥x =3 "9 E(Autocorrelation, AMDF, YIN, Cepstrum, SIFT, Wavlet ¥ Phase
Space)ol) H% A HE

g vz B AAAMn=3003 FAFEF ABA0=-99)Y A&

8L Ja/, e/, i/, o/, /IWE FeE sl Fx] T, wkzk 7}, oA, BAF o] o HtE

SR AT L FHEF BT 2504 1A P o elol dlsiA = Autocorrelation ¥

o] $48 A%< RA £ WX vl4 i) WAME Wavelet ¥l +5E H5& Bl
2 90X

U, 28802 91 Fq ojst vA oS nad w, Autocorrelation g ol & 93 F3
o2 AZUE § gtk ¥ Titzed &4 EF 7IFo A vFrd AR ge $4 A%
o 93 FAH A% 24 dF 4 459 uFAe) FESFE 93X s Y FEe &
F AT o] AF AFIME AC HHge]l B Hx A Wyoz JAHAUR.

92 FRL &40 VR FH5E AEFozM $HY 4 diE AxE dsed 78
3t T3 BgrleEL Az it S5 931 34 udelg® B sbA shAor & 540 3l
e, $4457 WF7)Heln vARHAARE Hx| g oejrt wolol 1, 43 HEHY
T2 vl Al o2} =& ojol drt 53], 92 F4 Wde] A5 A A o] o F A oY

7134 & (trade-off) o] BAE ZETHIZL 5, & & oS 2FHW G2 F o2zt wopd: 4
& 27 Mol 4% B AT 4G TAel WA o B A7ANE IR A o2
FAo® A 34 A9 45 BHHYAD, FF AFANE of F 74 o2 BF 2
@ Z8H A F3 PEe Fret 2
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