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Bank International v. Alice Corporation | ( CLS v. Alice) 3{INE » B
L 3RiEm% (Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit » CAFC) 131-F & B $k 8%
% &kl » Bilski £'e935 8% 0 B3R B HRRE - BAFR -

4 (2013) 45 B » CAFC fE i #3k » ¥ € Alice &y EA R 6 £ B
%ﬂ%ﬁlmw?ﬁ%@%ﬁzﬁi’@ﬂ%%¢ﬁ$75%%Hn%%
M AERA > YR aRTEREANEERL F 45 (Manual of
Patent Examining Procedure * MPEP ) R — % - 2 B % 4| % 42 &
(USPTO) E#$ % % 21537 MPEP > B 4tHIEHET — S SFAH
e

%A a 110247 A 268

O ERABREREERAERHENNEET
EERAGEITEMEREHGEEET

! Bilski v. Kappos, 130 S. Ct. 3218 (2010)

* http://www.patentlyo.com/patent/2012/07/cls-bank-v-alice-corp.html

3 35 USC 101: "Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture,
or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title."

"USPTO Considering New Guidance After CLS v Alice", 17 MAY 2013 Managing IP,
http://www.managingip.com/Article/3207287/Managing-Patents-Archive/USPTO-considering-
new-guidance-after-CLS-v-Alice.html
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Bléex « AR EH ~ k8% - CLS ~ #];& ~ CAFC ~ USPTO ~ MPEP ~ £ &
B EHERM S BRI R

A~ CLSv. Alice%

Alice »38) ¥4 CLS 4847 (CLS Bank International & CLS Services
Ltd. » 4% CLS Bank) 2 £ & 4 # 2B £4] (5970,479 ~ 6,912,510 ~
7,149,720 ~ 7,725,375) » F4tb B B ML RIRH] Alice E4] &2k o Alice

F¥ss 0 CAFC #2012 7 B > A2 b | th3 B R EAH % 0 {2k
TNERBRTHS FHR 0 RH4HERZAEF 101 o FRRAMTF
EIRFM) (B 2010 S5 5% Bk Bilski £ a9 # R AR ) h Lk & o

#% & CLS 35 K25 % €% (petition for rehearing en banc ) » Bp# &
NAFAW EFREBTHLBEARAEZEE (—REF A3 w E3RET
MREIFE ) N 2013 FE5 810 BAEH H-z -

AEFEAEFBRARKMOFRALT
1. US5970479 Claim33 » %7 :

—HEF KRN G T =Tl — XM — 12
44K — 1 Wi dh o 315 e R A #f D 5 % T
R EH) » FFAE G T I

(a) Z4r—# 3 5 BB — 187 F15 ] 28 R — & F# B heskh

° CLS Bank Int'l v. Alice Corp., 685 F.3d 1341 (Fed. Cir. 2012)
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(b) #4— X BBRIBRIFHE —F T 15 LHRF T T s
R B4 F a9 43R 7

(c) Blar—ERUXBEHNGZ G * HE FHRBEHEE T 97
15/ 2 hf K F 14 B ledf - HIEITHFEFRAZ T Fe¥
BRYFHE Tt BN RFF 5Lt /K5 L&A
BIROFRIEFREL T R

(d) E#REEZIF  FEEHRBIS TG XM IRIFL
LRI B2 RBEG LR G LesF
HAIZ RGBS BRI T TR ~ FEEIFR &

59849 -
2.US7725375B2 Claim39 » ‘ER§-TH g3y Kog -

—REEEAER  HEG— BT HEXGY —EHT
BRI T, F—FHREF —FHE - F L H#

B8 ATHBEAZELES

BB ARG T —F LB E—FRE—X
B HOHRRE—FRE— T EHEXHRZS R

BAEG U EEAF—EEREI BTG LS
2raB e B 0 FREIEG LR S

(1) ##FZF— 560 F — K FH » BB E— X BT
BIFGIFE IR T U RBHFFE =09 F = IRFEF N AW
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(2) HRBGE—FR) KGR =G RE GG F—IRFER &
FPEWRFEZ R ZBETFFRAEGLE —IRHERAF =
IR » UFEGE — GBI FE = R L X 5 5% a) X
#HEH R

(3) B4 —#52485F —XRBBER/ LG F—RHBHHE A
RIFFGF —IRFER /K5 F = IRy BB+ E % # =)k
FR) XZF IR BV HH S — AT TR ~ Tl
HFEJB# e o4 » ERGE X BRBRIHER ) KT F =X
HerE o

3.US7149720B2 Claim1 » % %3 K °
—REMBIEZ 4 5 THRUEBREH  FAKEE

BEHMETFET  FE W — 2 89— % F15 LR F
HRLHZ G BB I— K RBEAEITETF 6915 ] L H R

— Bh  BERE T TFE

H«\
&
&
I

(1) #Kk—X5

(2) ZBEFFRBEAFF15HLHR/ X HAFHFH L
UBEZX GG HEH » RAF T FeEREGH
F1E B L o9 F T ek 09K G R

(3) #—RIFEJ R IFE & — 25 4RGN PHERFH
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FHFIEHEHR ) KNG TR esfng e FHEH
LR ) KG ek P AT TRY
FIEF R X 59649+ BRI M -

— ~ EAE CAFC % 2012 % 7 B 2 % &k 3] 2°

RS FHRIBAN  THILDFEE T ARV A ALY
( patent-eligible subject matter ) » i R £ B F475 % 101 /&893, > Alice
AL L3R o

CAFC X% %R Z (majority > ZREF Peddf) REALE %
WA, L RABTCEALNNHE  EHEERAERERLRAREE -

FRERETRA  HFRAABFR T AAA EHUFMFT R AE
R RZEAEHMEMFNFRA " AABELBMEESHRE
Al -

LA T Ri&Z (NothingMore Than) | 4" - £ 2 &R E
BAAERRMBHEME > BREEBHATT —EHRA > B EBMET
A FAGFIEEIK (SFRBEARLE&I ZBMOWPIERERS) -

FZERTHE—SRALALA " HBROER  HEFRBENRT
EA G ZMS > SCFERBARERAARE 101 ey @R > RIE
HREBW TRBRAARRE  RELFTRANBRL BHRBEFLRAE
FIRB S MM BN ETRA | AU ZFE RBAEEREK 2B

6 CLS Bank Int'l v. Alice Corp., 685 F.3d 1341 (Fed. Cir. 2012)
7 Jason Rantanen, "CLS Bank v. Alice: The "Nothing More Than" Limitation on Abstract
Ideas," http://www.patentlyo.com/patent/2012/07/cls-bank-v-alice-corp.html
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gy e

FERAZRAETHARMZZAFEAFTREZS I FKE
LRF B —EIETHERNNGER  EAA—BENRBBEFTRH -

M=k T P VB I——Prost BB T THUARER
Z (dissent) : X2 FRERMRSFRG—RMEHETE > mE T TEA
AR AR B ok AT BMM R CAIR T —EAM e BB AT EIRE
TwEd 101 EeEA @B T2 EREAARMES LR
N RARFIA RERHRCEHRE o

Prost sk B A KB ZEA " 284S (inventive concept) | > M
AFEFRERLAARAEGTHTANBEIMERZOHEE > B R AEK
HAAZ -

AENEZFHRA  XEZERAARELHNTH 101 they "5
B HRAMBALERARGRE - TZZARAE TH9A, BYLdH R
BHRE > BRAFREER T EBANF KBRS MR E M RILRE
B BEEEARARE > SAZFERRAFNY > ARAEALARRF
KRBEEZMHYERE  SInREMmEmmE T gmAeTE? (So

where is the invention? ) |

FEIERGARIBEELZERF LR RREFHYER L > ™ Prost %
BHAREE R PR SERTESH T EFIZE YA -

S ARIER R AR A 0 R EEBAKE A EAAS -

102.09 BEREERT| VOL177

11



XREHE
f CLS v Alice REXABKH AR BRESLEL L BIOIT

= ~CAFC #2013 -5 B 10 B &4 & ¥ #| 3%’

CAFC # 2013 &£ 5 B 10 BB AR REFRALS T X~ T

WM R ARERA - H k- HBEFRA 0 LB FHE 7 4R
BRGEEAZEENE 2% FRANZ SIS - BEET (842) R
BARAEN X - HBFRBAAZAFRBAIRIE - ARUAERFT XK
ER - FIRZLEFRKAHRFEREAEF 101 2 HRE -

FIAEFAEET B RS ERA

(—) Gottschalk v. Benson %15 411 % 3% BCD % Binary 84 7 i& (=&

M BEEG) BERATHEIIT  RERARARTEA ERGRA

( meaningful limitation) > b EF]4F T2 & & (wholly preempt) gt
,f—i/L};kd °

(=) Parker v. Flook % » #x &k xdG & 3 2R 3% 45 07 S & IR H14E A 48 3%

(field of use) > &R & "R2kE ) HELAKX > 2HELEF LK

AR THEREARAS NV EERTAES THEAMSE

(inventive concept ) |

(=) Diamond v. Diehr > & %R EFA R AFRBAERELZ AKX -
THARARBMEMRAERLRF A EEME - 8 RER B
SNRP ORI L ey TRA | A0 BT R AR #

(W) Bilski v. Kappo » &k &5k &% Flook £e&y% HREEEES
TR b S S — 1 A AR BK (field of use) 3w REEAE AR
Z 4%t 7t (token post-solution components ) | i 45 4 & 4| i

? CLS Bank Int’l v. Alice Corp. Pty. Ltd. (Fed. Cir. 2013) (en banc)
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M CLS v. Alice REX B BIGMIEARNET LA B ZBH M

1]‘:;!:_ o

(&) Mayo v. Prometheus » & RV AR T B RER ARG Lo a9 %R 9
BB R AZABRE M T RO > HREL B RZAERE
HEFEFE

#2d AT &R A > CAFC Fanth &8 547 101 A R HIIAESR ¢

B REZHAENREAF R E (preempt) R E AT H -
BETAELERFANLN  MAEKRETABE - FRERZDE A
RER - BRAL - EMES - HABHERNAEANF KBELT LSRR
% % (significantly more) R AR Ry IRF] » HMILBAF KRB Y FHRA
& & 694 (meaningful limitations) » LA %, #8235 KRR B T A AT
AEEIER -

HR o EAM — B REBED XL RGBAMERR > RS

FHEFAEF - B UG EAXKXILE T (highly stylized language ) ~ %R

915 A 48 3% (field-of-use ) R4 2k KM A%k 7 £ 4 (post-solution ) &
B 1E R AREE 101 56935 KA » R AREARSE IR -

AR B RIAERS R AR R~ ZIR AR GBI R KK
BRABFEG TR > ABEFR I HATE R o HARRRA RFE
HHAT  EABEF T RALEFER -

T L3 BBl 2 4 » CAFC B k3% " 2 884 & (inventive
concept) | B9 E B - RAARIHNFERZNOEBABEER - ARTHR
Hey T2 | — AR EMARFLERE > mA4 4R B Bk 101
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XREHE
M CLS v Alice RE XA BIG BB AR NET LA B EBH N

MR "M As | LBAE T ABEBEIMAEY -

A A TR R AR At R L& RO N b - % AK
ECLUFEE T PR PR GRS § ST T
R SR T S DAL -

= ~USPTO & I&

FEHEER=R% > EFREAHAZE (USPTO) At sk K%
&@ﬁw’ﬁ¢a%ﬁﬂaw%$ﬂﬁ% BAEME S I Rk % m8AE
MPEP 2106 #4548 %5,

BEBSHRPRIZFN AT RS > CAFC BT HAAE —BWA
oA A =18 E ZeRAA

(=) 44— B B AP R R A AR M R 4R 88 8A 69 803X 0 Ml JBME
AAEBHG T EREDL  fEHRBEERE -

(=) HEZETHERIEEEINREE ) ER T4 Z 5B
AREZLHBHERIERA™ H RBIE -

(=) —fRAFE BAFAEMFREAR  LASHHABFREARXT A
BEBEE NI EMARE RIER GEEINRE] > 3 ER > Bp LTI
ha TR &R RE -

Bt USPTO A EAF R FIANE » 2 8 AT F EE L FHR
#9848 &y MPEP -

' http://www.uspto.gov/patents/law/exam/clsbank_20130513.pdf
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1 CLS v Alice REXREHGEEHBPBELE L SEBBON

%~ £REAHZEMPEPZ 4 ¥ di b &

£ B MPEP g N & BFEAR €& BRAIRHF A AL LR
%o R —RFAEAE (2012) £ 8 AW H 8 IRHE 9 K537 (E8r9) !>
AR B EASPER I AT T — R RS T2 R4 E LA TSR
W E kG MK 0 % Bilski 69 CAFCURFZ &k #lk 5
¥ > 3 %4 Ultramercial° ~ Cybersource'® ~ DealerTrack'” ~ Mayo '* % #|

5] o

ARGITHN I EZA L BRI AWERK > @ CAFC &
Mpe2s | 3% 23k | 83X (Machine or Transformation) * Av_ kb & &R 8Y
"R AR BT hRL—f&imAs ) $REFFIE

AT s CLS £89# A E R LR MPEP > o Ar 4 £ 483 -
— ~ FRMEAHRIRE

LA — 2 USPTO pricspy=fa &2 » £ —1E A " BMH | a8 R
%o HE /A E89 F > MPEP ©L4&4k A THEE BA BHRHF X -

ATEATRE KRS - Hie - BAERAREE  AYXE 5@ T
F oo Blho B sRbE R — ARl - BRBFORT R - RELERRT 25

http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/mpep/index.html

2 ey sk e & (MPEP2106) » ATRAE3T &4 2007 £ 9 A 4 ESr6 -

Y In re Bilski, 545 F.3d 943 (Fed. Cir. 2009).

' Bilski v. Kappos, 561 U.S. __, 130 S. Ct. 3218 (2010).

' Ultramercial, LLC v. Hulu, LLC, 657 F.3d 1323 (Fed. Cir. 2011).

1 Cybersource v. Retail Decisions, 654 F.3d 1366 (Fed. Cir. 2011).

17 DealerTrack v. Huber, 674 F.3d 1315, (Fed. Cir. 2012)

Mayo Collaborative Services v. Prometheus Laboratories, Inc., 566 U.S. , 132 S.Ct.
1289 (2012).

102.09 BEREERT| VOL177
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M CLS v Alice REXRBIKR MR BES LA BREBDHIT

(extrasolution ) 2 /%1% & 1% A 4E 3k (field-of-use) %% o s ey M B

T ARBEARE BE TRTF, ReBER TAHM, R TRA, 9%
ot ReRAXBER FRABZACHESERERRFERLNE > MLA
V474 3

BRAR R HE  BEEABRAR G RANMERR )RR AZ > MLiA
ERRAFTHYED  BREAIRTRLTEA -

M ZERR2E BLAEZHEIT " AL —&MA ) A BT - BP{E)E

Fla@@ar =@ AR 0 REmA % & (Preemption) &9 U4 » RAR A
Byl o BT 8 2010 Feyfse P A R E > USPTO 423 ¥ 2B

MR TARHE M-or-T BIZESPIER Z40 4 8 T 54 M-or-T RIZREE &
HEMA ) BT R TEBECRET AR EMEA Y TG RR
%o SBpfEf E8r9 ¥ S AT THRA AR b ThAE—#&
WA BRRAFIIEY  REEAETANE BB PR B R A
BT A T HAT

B4 > MPEP 38425 USPTO 4B B ABA/EH T RBHLT 4
WAGAZE | R AT ) B BRE LMW EE (Flho RBEZ - F X
B HHATE) BEABSEHLERNEREE .

"Interim Guidance for Determining Subject Matter Eligibility for Process Claims in View

of Bilski v. Kappos,"

http://www.uspto.gov/patents/law/exam/bilski_guidance 27jul2010.pdf

A% MPEP £ FoIA T ARHA TEBMEA | A7 > 24 B89 4513 A
% % kR ¥ Bilski £e945 % -

RE T b AR A MPEP gy @ b AR 0 RE 3 A A A G RIFR
HR

2 MPEP 2106, TI.B.2: Making the Determination of Eligibility.
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B CLS v. Alice REXH BN EMHEARPEEELECEFTEBE DN

BT 1340 > AR F A K F 0 USPTO € K 1834 Al ik ey 8 44 o
=~ 5B M % 3L eh A MR

4 MPEP % 8 R % 6~8 k1537 (E8r6~E88) F » frite47 101 &8
B BRI AT 0 B RAMBMBRG AT ERED - WA KT — RE3T
(E8t9) + » fifk st skt » L BRIEARMATERHE (Lo L5
PRk ) s s R ATAR AR & E B A MR H B AT AT R E 0 2
AR — b AT Z b e S > B AN - FBAM ) A ERER -

g EAH A (EPO) RAHNATHARARE (RENERHR
st ) ARI T ERRE 0 iR BRI F R AL B R
Bk o 12 2000 4 PBS FM2 4 - ARUERWFIE T SRR ABKE
K2 o R B BRI B MR R S M PR IE o (R B R A R
2o RBBLHAE -

f2 BPO % SHEHAAELZNIIE  ZARALMEAMRESHOF
Bl IR SRS E B AR - BPO W% B B ASHHT
TR REREE BHMBET —RBRETORIKR SR —
I SARBYFPAAGLEER - |7

5]

> MPEP (E8r8) 2106, III: Conduct a thorough search of the prior art,

http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/mpep/old/E8R8 2100.pdf

T 931/95: Pension Benefit System Partnership

Case Law of the Boards of Appeal of the European Patent Office, Sixth Edition, July 2010,

ILA.1.2: Separate and independent patentability requirements, [.A.1.4.1: Examination

independent of the contribution of the invention °

O RHHATIEA A BB ChHT R e BT AT R A R TR~ SR oh A R )
HE O EEEMARRES M eR AL -

Daniel Closa et al., "Patent Law for Computer Scientists," 2010.

N

4

3

5]
=3
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MR TIERT LA R 69589 » USPTO {448 B L4208
WA MR EE 0 BEARVEIRRET S 0 B S MBS B A 102~ 103 ~ 112
fReR T AL B - AR 0 B MPEP A kA #% EPO 15 B8
A3 {22 EPO {7 f — 38k -

|

EREZZM B ERMERIAN S MG R BEARA L E G
B F|IERAM G R RIE > mMEBEHMPIES > THE I #H— 5 EPO
thE B -

=~ A ERGRA

HATH) MPEP > EZeh A HBTER Y - SRE %A " HEA
BMRA] o 2 FE KA LALAHBRFE —BEERER > FREBL
Tk RAmA - MM kKB > MPEP 3] A Bilski & Flook % °
3% 34 A Aa 8k (field-of-use ) R Mz F £ 4 (extrasolution ) &R 4| » 3
JEA B RERA] o FRIb2 g 425] A DealerTrack % > 3RALEAA " H A
TRIRIE ) RHIT > AT LBEA RN MIEE B 0T
BTEIT WLBAERTERURTARH EEZ ELZAE > MIFEERL—
BT 5 ReyRFIhAe - SRS ERARAFE R (B EA A TR

Vo
8
) °

Bt 40 > &£ CAFC %32 i #6537 - USPTO €4 T A E R’
# ) NBEERILZT -

W~ R EAR R A5 H

USPTO 3t kF5dHHhPay—BE%RZR I 28T (8 1) AEA
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BHE-WRRAGKIBHRIB—EK -

BEARTREAE R ST AL > 2fak#L USPTO wh% £45 % R F > MPEP
PHN T R TFHE | B RAVEEREREEEZRR  EdERR

FH R - MPEP (57 > itz RS TRBEME o A% K
BPHBF BT BEEA—EHFERER  ATUEEHAEF S04
Mo AaATRACEAMAHERF D —ETEERT -

f2 EPO » shfi P HRW B ¥ k4B A AESR T ik 0BT H4
QR MEFERNEVUREENE Y meABFLERAREY
(BRACEES - HHRAE LT EAMEN 0 Bikis PR s
o BRIk~ EMAMEE BB B R MR BRI R E) - B
AR EPO tAABALRNM FrAEREALFRE  2—0E "TEHE®
WMEFE, HEN BB EANRES RO ELRIRES » BA EPO R
CEEBAEMa THEMAE > METRTR LY THMTMAE
K1k R E B R P PR R T B A M el

KRR T EEH BEBRXBEH L EPO LEEX —MEEEHFK
Bt AR BRI BAEAT A S BT A ARUAE M E R E RS
R MAMEE BN S ETROANELE  MZFRGEEERLH
EVEH B SWMER BEFERALURAGF X R fgik

* MPEP 2106, T .A: Practical Application of Machines, Manufactures, and Compositions of

Matter (Products).

Art. 52(2)(c) EPC 1973: "schemes, rules and methods for performing mental acts, playing

games or doing business, and programs for computers."

Case Law of the Boards of Appeal of the European Patent Office, Sixth Edition, July

2010 > 1.A.2.5.1: Methods for doing business.

3! Guidelines for Examination in the European Patent Office (20 June 2012), G. VIL. 5. 2:
Formulation of the objective technical problem.

32 T38/86 (0J 1990, 384).

29

30
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Aa¥7 EPO > B R4 E (JPO) RIR B it » Bt T
0% T, JPO BRE—MEFERIEAA B KER 0 LR E A
WA RBRABETR BRI EAT > BLBERF G
AR R BEZRHAN AROBRERSVERSBAR
FTRM® Moy mn FEFRAYRE SR BY 2 HRAYEE
FEBRAEMRREHER BEREZOHGRELZERAR wBREE
AEIHRAAELRT  FIBRERFEGBEARRT > A A shi
B> e

ﬁ@ﬁé(lsﬁﬁﬂéi FRE Y AT LB EE RERMR A
S RXBETRIBE G AL 101 158985 - REFRAGEK
%ﬁ’ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%\ﬁ HBRARTHEEMEMANBRE? RS
AT TR¥#, ABEGRA 2R REREEBRSR S EMAEBR
A A0 45 5P KRB0

SEULRE  AF CAFC sy Z 804 " HERGRH L RRRA
KM — B E T4, m T A o MBS — 80 H TR
2 e

28R

Wi FE R R F R R MPEP 8915 3TRE » A QBN T HL ey
AR GFERIBRMRE S BEUE S JEsE R EMT C A (dH

3 http://www.jpo.go.jp/toiawase/faq/biz_kanren_a.htm > Fui 2~ 3~m 50
R ARMHRE ERRMAMBAEEAE S 2214

P OBAMHE ERREAMBAEEAE S F223 Eﬁ ﬁi (3) % -

® FREHII~34E

37 MPEP 2111.05: Functional and Nonfunctional Descriptive Material
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1 CLS v Alice REXREHGEEHBPBELE L SEBBON

M) FE > URFEM K AL BICAE - BE - FAN - A
RHEFRM -

BRM B B A N MR R st — i oG 0 GRRIARTAH R ER C B2
B EMAME B EFGH  BEI L EHRAEL BB TEEHRG
BRHRET  HXAR2HA MRILAZEEHRFEMY "Ry
(as such) | AA&HEHE” » NAFHMEEAN TET AT LEHR T A
G REFTEGEAFHFAT L REABEDER  MEHRTHER
B EIRFIE  wRI AR HEN S EZM -] - G — A E - &
BACE AR EEGHD TR, 2P ERBAEHLAERATA
P ERIR > EAR R A RN E B a i A ER > HEBBRAA

5 CERE O RBFEEIFZHEEEA -

~

Jé
e

A B A A EGFPERERKT » B dERAGIRERE - fliof
Bilski % % &5 69 #12 Z ¥ 8% 3] 3 Diamond v. Chakrabarty &% > 3%
A 101 fhay Tany | —39 0 RORAET iR AR AT AU EAERM S
T VAP # & e9/E4T KB JE T 89 £ % (anything under the sun that is made
by man) - #:¥% 4R AT BHErkdR B ROKR] - I B K Rk R
B AMAMBERELMERRAE L BB EMe) EAHEALT E4

¥ Art. 52(2) EPC 1973: "The following in particular shall not be regarded as inventions

within the meaning of paragraph 1:

(a)discoveries, scientific theories and mathematical methods;

(b)aesthetic creations;

(c)schemes, rules and methods for performing mental acts, playing games or doing
business, and programs for computers;

(d)presentations of information."

39" Art. 52(3) EPC 1973: "Paragraph 2 shall exclude the patentability of the subject-matter or
activities referred to therein only to the extent to which a European patent application or
European patent relates to such subject-matter or activities as such."

* Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. 303 (1980)

102.09 BEREERT| VOL177
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B0 b Bk AT E R B2 &Y FeEs USPTO EkMRL/EA
WX AREAER > BT B F 101 fRegAa B A BIE B R ﬁiﬂ%é@%lﬁfr
%%T’ﬁﬁ#am%ﬁma@%#y FHTHRFEA 6§ 3F

GHRATR LB - &%%ﬁ&%ﬁﬁ%$%$W%ﬁ%
&ﬁﬁﬁﬁé’ﬁ EITAEEMAMERGBRE S RoaFEA LAY
"EMAEMAS S THERMA ) (e TR 1 T
FEMAK ) REFERNEREERELZERK 0 RAEZRFEIT -

BAEMBUBESAEF LG AL T LR > BMAA KR EAREY
WmAe (EENELER N RETHIL) BSBRALASEES N RE
AAAYEAETESRAGY Y me LB ARG HBNE S bk
TREBAZFLERE -

A(BRBATAM BB FRANE  RAXFCZEHFDY - KA BT
TREBESLARE (97 FiR) TIAIF M T | A M FIK
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