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— 5T, BROZHIZHENTIE, NI X 2EMRIZROFEL T &0 & AT Em
Do iIcEbns., ReL T, ERHIBIC L > THENBEICKITTRETR R - T
WDHDEAHI M. BigoTnd e Lieh, ZRIET —FPFEFOENICEIDL O TIEAR
WDTEAI . BUREEZX D92 ThH, MR EDEROERNMTMZ L > THebIhT
BY, BERAZIATL LS LT 2 HUIBORIUICB W TEOHRITENL DWW nEmD =
EINEEIZR D, EDTZOITHELIRD DN, HE I NI FEGE 25 U CREHlid % L
Ea—ETh 5. KT, BRDBEFFIEOMREZHRE L, E%%:ﬂﬁ?é%%%VB
— (systematic review) ZSAEEL 7%, AFETIE, FHEAHEN BRI RIET I
W, BEFRFEORE R % A X BRAFTIC L > Tl B a—35. A X[ERSHITETTH 2 & T,
Hedth SR OE N (RS T R) BEDLIRERICE>TH7ZH SN TV DE0HRH
BICTHAND ZENTED. RICHBRD XD RFHENL A X BYRSHTITNT D Z LN TE
L BEAFFIEITIRE SN TR D 72, R L COfENZRF N & 1372053, ZofMEA &Y
59 A TO—=DODRAPTBE 2NN, HEROMRY TIE, /Lt s OBRIZOVWT, &
D L5 72 TO A L BRI & A T fliE 7R\ Y,

KRGO, WROBY Th2D. KEIT, i L L OBRIZ OV TONIOBEFIT
Jea Bl o, 3 HiT, IENITTEREIC T TRBICOWTAZEIROTZERT 5. 4
flizEzLdLTs.

2. NM7E L REDBREZ KD NSO ST

FRONHE L HEDOWSI FRZZMEIZE > C) WEETH D Z LIZOWTIE, WA TH
RS BRI TEBY, TOEREBICOWTHRIENTTOITHREZ Bz X, KEIC
DOWTCEIENH#H Ot 3R & 8142 L 7= Stone & Short ,1990 X2, A ¥ U A2 DWW THEEEDT
SIS M & Rl L 72 Barmby & Charles ,1992 %) . {iE A 722 A O D & LI HE WY,
2000 FEARIC A - THIREOE RN EICHEA TN D LD ICb RZIT b 5.

ERNZIE, RKEDOT —ZIZ X 545387 (Ettner, 1995, Ettner, 1996, Johnson & Lo Sasso, 2006,
Van Houtven et al., 2013, Wolf & Soldo, 1994, Johnson & LoSasso, 2006 %5) MAt, BRM <% D
DOEOT — X IZHESWTZRFED £\ . il 21X, Carmichael & Charles (1998, 2003),
Heitmueller & Michaud (2006), Heitmueller (2007), Carmichael et al. (2008), Michaud et al. (2010),
Drinkwater (2013)i%1 % U A (22T, Casado-Mariinet et al. (2011)IZ A ~<A {ZDOWNTC,

2 AHE & RO TUTZ LA S, TS Ot BRI\ LK STk 2 R CHE R L
7=b?d & LTCLllyetal 2007)3% 5. 7223, £ ZTliX, KR TITY L9 RHRAAL T 2D
BHETE L EOTZAZGIPRHALN TS DT TiEenwe Bbhs.
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Dautzenberg et al. (2000), Moscarola (2010)IZ4 7 > #1252\ T, Fevang et al. (2008), Kotsadam
(2012)i% / /v = —IZ-D VT, Hassink & V&en Berg (2011), Meng (2013)i% K1 > 2D\ T,
Leigh (2010)i%A4—A R T U 7IZOWTHHT&ITo T\ b, F7o, BMMNEEICELLL 5T —
NSNS b 8 5 (Spiess & Schneider, 2003, Crespo, 2006, Crespo & Mira, 2010,
Kotsadam, 2011, Ciani, 2012). F£7z, OBEICET298& LT, A& (2001), A - &
& (2004), VEAS (2006), H+: - #&27#% (2007), Shimizutani et al.(2008), Kt - Bft (2012),
Kt (2013), Fukahori et al.(2014) & W o 7o 9E03 8 5. AFR DS B CERE 4 X n % &
I, TNOEPBH SN TV DOHEEDSE b, FFFRNENEDOD, BEFEND NHE,
ML BT DIe> TS, £, BARDOSITITE, IERBEEADROA I
DEFS TS HONRL (S - £, 2007, Shimizutani et al., 2008, Tamiya et al., 2011,
Fukahori et al., 2014, Sugawara & Nakamura, 2014, H.H, 2014) 2.

HEFPDOIEA L L TiE, R, THEL TWLE S < [97ERFH] Lo 7ok
A, TH#EL TV E I D) LI BERICEIRT 26D TH 508, HE DR
FEREN ORI 2T NREBEEOMERREZHEL TWLET L EHF LTINS
Db a5 (Stone etal., 1990, Ettner, 1995, {#3: - 2%, 2007, Sugawara & Nakamura, 2014 %) .

RN R E WO BRI, T OEROEWNEEL 2D, —ELMIC—ERF
L EDONEEAT ST HAE I L DfEE & 557 I —ERENTELEE L T 258032008 (Wolf
& Soldo, 1994, Heitmueller, 2007, Leigh, 2010 %5), B/ #EREEOFEEEFEL TWHDHENE D
NENHEEL LT HHEE L H D (Michaud et al., 2010, Fukahori etal., 2014 %) 4. 7=, 4t
ST B AR A T B o TH DN E I hENH#ERE LTV 256055 (Leigh,
2010). &OA ZEYRSHTOBRIIE, T 6 DOM#ELKZ W< SN L, ¥4
WkoTarhe—n325ZLIC75.

SRR EERDERICTINZ, B TIE, Il 72 L9 MR ONAEMEIC D
HR R < I B STk Tz, RIRFHEE CEAEARIC K> TR L 729 (Wolf & Soldo,
1994, Ettner, 1995, Ettner, 1996, Heitmueller, 2010 %), /%)L « 7= XIS W HEE 21T
-72v (Leigh, 2010, Michaud et al., 2010, Kotsadam, 2011, Kotsadam, 2012, Meng, 2013 %),
ZOWFELZHFETHN TV DL bDHH 2 (Ciani, 2012 %) . £ b OHEGFHERZ RS &,
HiffiZe i/ N Z51E (OLS) IC K 2HEFTORER LV b, MO EMGIRIR AL/ NS <L T
WHAIRAEZT 5.

DX, L E L OBHRIZOWTONI O EFESHT XN AN 2 B JE L 7-4F5En

S ENSONWTE, MHEEBEAODRICE L THT LRI REL R L TRy,
CREREBAL WD — AL B 5.



T L 72> TRTWDD, HARLEHN TIEIHR SHIEDRORE SHTEVERL>THD
%, P LB Lkt vy, RETE, A ZEUESITE21T5 2 & T, BLFir
FREROZERNED LD BRBERICE > THEH SN TV DG HIES 5.

3. A ZEYFSHTIC & D FHl
3-1. HERHHE

ABGHTENL, TH— DT =<2\ T T R OB IEiE B St 7 7 ik % AV C
HaTHZE) (UHE - HE, 2012) THY, ZFHEHLE2—FEO—2THL. LETLY
IR ATOI TR EFEICN X, 4 TIRLEEY:, HE%E Vo8 THBEFOH%E
HE2ERERMICTHET 5 FELE LTHNWLND LI ITR-sTRTWVD. BRETFITBW T,
AEBWLIRIFE A EDOEE, AR OMRICERE b b ER & 25 BT & >
TR % A Z[AlRE43HT (meta regression analysis; MRA) @ = & 25378, BFFESETH,
AR, Bk 727 — <2 DWW T A Z a7 s L 91278 > T % (Stanley & Doucouliagos,
2012) °.

BEAAIFFCRE 2 RAR I CHEBE L, B9 2 BR121E, THIRRASA 7 A ) BMFET D AlRet ot
L CHEEA LI/ D, THASA T AL LI, BEOHAICABEICBE SN DR EDIX
IMIUTEINCTNE NI FFE (b LUIER) I2LoT, ARIN TV DHHEFHRER N E
BEOML Y bRk (b LT/ THHZE2ET. AmoBMCAIL TS X, [hi#
DEREZIHI L TV OTIIZRW N L0 ) BEERO T, FEMTHhiILTWaHELE, T
ITBEAME L T2 LW FERB I SA, ARITITES VD Ly, GF
2, PEERCIIMEITBEZ ML TRy &) T EZFEHL LD v @i S5
DTN E, ThEPSRELZIH L T0D ) EVWIRERDHEOAREEZ S0 LI
) AZERSHT AT ) Z LT, HEHERDIZESDENED LI RERIZL->THH
SNTVLONEHTET D ENTELOLRERIC, HDOFEDHMRAA T RTHILT 2 2
EMTED.

AT, FHEENETDLEND DG HEBRENIE S D008 5 0 L7-BE
FGeE A 2 BRGNS 5. Thbb, KRTEA VT vy - ~v—V o ~OEBOH%

> Roberts & Stanley (2005)<° Stanley & Doucouliagos (2012) T3, HAKE & DR~ E=0
BROGE~DEE, TEHE OEPEE~DEZE, KOMASHIME, value of statistical life
(VSL) & W o7z 2 72 N By 7 IZOWT A Z it LT F BRI ST b, A FZ[ElR
SRTICIE, BEFEAFEREORE RICEREZ L - 6T RMM R ER 2 FEICH LML, B
FREUEEZEI D HT 2 N TE LW FIERH DD, A X W ORIG & 720 15 5 BEAFIFE
BRI 720 OB, R—OFATHR SN TWD Z ERFME D,
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I ORG L+ 55 FIRN D RIETRBEE 0 LIZBEFIE D% < 2, @< 28
IR E D BERIHDIEIRZ ] 5 1 C, o2 THBREA~DOEBEDOHIERTHDIE, 1)
I EEDWNLZ FRRICT DMK A HZ 25 9 2 TlE, ki, FEER LA 72 S
WL EIC K > T EDORE D @R OFHERIT O TN ENE VW) JBREHEETH D,
2) TS HPDLT, TR 2 ORI OV TIH YRR RN H TR
WEWDS ZEITMZ, 3) ERAEB AR L LTeBIBERE T TRWER Y, RS A
TAETELEBR LA ZEIRSTD TE R0 EW ) Fif EOFHEIZL D

AFETIE, BARMICUToOREHHT L2525
b =B+ BZi+BSe +.6,5eK,; +¢, (1)
ZIT, bt i FHOHEFHCBWTHE SN TV AEHIEE LTS, £ ITEOMEOKE S

(27 =7 kA R) B2RT. Zyld, HEFRRICERZ GO T XD p#EG 2L 0B
ERIMSEHTHY, 77— 2 OFERCHEEFiE, 72 OXMEBEL W 2FRRE EN

BT, FFEOETIE, RRENCHIRNIKALND L) R EBRbE, T

SEEEOMREL (B) DA ERMEEZ RTZ LI D. FTo, Seild i & H OHEF OLREE O YE
MAEZRT. b LA T ABFIEL, FFEDH ORI H R HRE SN DHEMICH D
78 IR BB I AR AERR R BT 5 Z E 3 TRRE NS, (1) NTIE, #WF5EICi THESE

FEDMBRBUE BT DRENROEE (Ki) ICE-oTHERY S22 AELTND.
Mo T, B+Ig BHHMIZABRTHNIE, AL T AREDND Z LI1ThD

(Funnel-asymmetry testing; FAT). =D 5 2T, Lo tI&N0ME I NEREL, EORhE
DIFEOH A e D 5 (Precision-effect testing; PET) .

272, BHERIOV T A DT RRY, SEAE-NERE SRS, —ITIT
S NIZ LU FORDMER S D (WLS-MRA).

._—_ﬁ1+25K to +Zﬁk—+u )

AFaTh, FEARIC 2) XEHEFHT 20, BIELIARVGXITEOBEAONREEZE L
T, cluster-robust €7 /L, BENRET N, BEDRET M LD HEEF L FRIFCITY . £72,

© ZOBHND, FENEOGBIHFEA~OEELE R THTH, BELTOARVWELEALLY
VT NAZFESNT Tobit HEE 21T > TV D504 (Bl %1%, Shimizutani et al., 2008 <°KHE + £
ﬁ 2012) DOFEFITABEID A Z[EFSHT ORISR E LT,

T REOHEEHT BT 5B, FE1T Roberts & Stanley (2005)=° Stanley et al. (2008), Stanley &
Doucouliagos (2012)%: % 2 &(1Z LT\ 5.
8 1%%(@0)?%)5!3?5629: LTI, SEICHON TR BREWRMEFHEOLZ T Tz b
FERL—ODWRICE T 2 EBOHEFHE A L L TH o I T2 5 HELEZ LN DN,
WO HGEBHEG Z L ICR R DB A FREL LTS EDL Z &N TER.
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SR —DEEL LTE, RAUTRENDIETANLIVERETHD EENTEBY, 0
HEE ©17 5  (precision-effect estimate with standard error; PEESE) .

7
ti=/3’18Ei+Z§1.KjiSEi+%+ZﬂkS—g+ui. 3

3-2. F—%

A A ZBURSHHICHAWZGRSER 2 IRENDEY THDH. AN AR HERHIK
STERER, 13 RDFHUIT OV T D 100 HOHEFH R Z Y T35, ETOMmICAEER
FAESICHBE E N b DO TH .

PRSI, FEEOBE BRI 27 =7 b - A X GE GBI 2 F R
I OB EIRE LI BEOREIRERE) &35, IR I3 < A @R CHE
ELTNDbDITHONTIE, HEARRICTREIE & BEEREIZ 30 00 7 28T 72

TT7x ) b A RCREE G2 9 DA E LTE, afroxRE CRE BN,
ZOMDE), T2 ORE (FuRAvrvay T —F XK T —F), T—HDOHM
AFEHEEI (80 FEARLART, 90 AEARLARE) , KIRE MR (B itk BcEt), HedHFik
(OLS, /B2 HE /"I NAHETE /= OMOHEETIE), Wit AR FExtddiE, i
BiH), NMEEROER FRONH#EE LT05/ B#ESE LFRE LTS #ERE) °,
ZOMOBAER O (TEHEEET) 2BHAT 2.

F72, HEAA T AEZRET 5720, FEROEEREOMROMIC, EEREIcEEs
H 2 28RN HMEFHRER ORI EL 5 2 2HK) & LTHFFEOBFMEZRHA L. £
BOBEARFHBITR IITREN D@ THHY.

S oD, BARDERICEIOINELLEEANTVEEALH>TWD. TOHRA, [
UIMEEHDERTH > CTHRRIZONE TR Z LICHEERMLETHD. NMi#EEZ LT
WHMNME I INE VNI ER L, BERNHEE LR LTS LS BHRFRICMSI S E LT
A TWBHE, BEDOELOREL, M#EIXIL TWARWAENM#ELFEEL WD L
WL DME~DEBLREND Z L2k 5.

Vg s UC, HEHCRIA LT —% - &y Faiid 5.
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Spiess & Schneider (2003) H()Eﬁggﬁsl?l:f; ?]ET;?;HP) BN 127> panel 1994, 1996 oLS A HZAEDT=DNE DD
. Surwey of Health, Ageing and = ) . P
Bolin et al. (2008) Retirement in Europe (SHARE) BRPHN1023E ~ cross-section 2004 2SLS I AR
_ Household, Income and Labour NHELCTUNBIE D,
Leigh (2010) Dynamics in Australia survey ZEN panel 2001-2007 INHENAHERE METUEZEL TOD0ED
(HILDA) A
Kotsadam (2011) Hfﬁ;gﬁ;&”&?}g“z;g;yp) KM 1475 panel 1994-2001  <SoLHERE L CUNDAE D7
Kotsadam (2012) Life Cgi':gér(s(i'ggg;m’ and /L7 —  cross-section 2008 oLS WL TNBHEIN
Socio-Economic Panel . ISFNVHETE s
Meng (2013) (SOEP) KA panel 2001-2007 (GMM) AR
Van Houtven et al. (2013) Health and ?Hegrs‘;me”t Study K[ panel 19352%';0)08 SEAMEE IV L TODES
] B AR 1 FL AR A canti switching - N e
Sugawara and Nakamura (2014) (5 A ) H A cross-section 2004, 2010 regression [6] JE B 7 v i O A
. R B A 1997-2 ISIIAEIE, IV ;
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#*3 A&

BLRNE S S YRS R/ME N}
Yij 100 -2.8071 9.3660 -27.8500 52.2686
FEAERR S 100 5.1436 9.1318 0.0030 41.5543
t il 100 -15238  1.6995  -7.2500 2.3972
pae-dEs| R 100 0.3000  0.4606 0 1
FOMoOE (B A Te) 100 0.3100  0.4648 0 1
5 — 25D IR T — 100 0.5400  0.5009 0 1
7 — XA 80K 100 0.3000  0.4606 0 1
PERI Bk 100 0.3000  0.4606 0 1
2k 100 0.5500  0.5000 0 1
HeztE 1 IVHER 100 0.2400  0.4292 0 1
DRFVHETE 100 0.3900  0.4902 0 1
F DD FE 100 0.0800  0.2727 0 1
WA B 28 SR PO 100 0.2000 0.4020 0 1
IR E TR TS LA E 100 0.3000 0.4606 0 1
AR 100 0.1200  0.3266 0 1
T DMOFRHE RO 100 16.2000 7.5291 6 31

HIR A 7 A2 D A HEM: % (i B RERR 3 5 729, funnel plot (Rl ; S4R%E, Heflh ; &14%
BAEOFEHERRZE O M) Z RV FER AKX 2 TH D, AR R EIE O AL D 1= 0, #
A HBUIE T 2560 QAT BIREHI Tl <) AR Chb 5354, £7-, il
EHEPNHERERTHLHAE, (o7 ry MZBELTUL) o 7Aanbluthat

U HtsT, M2lo7ay hana o7, £3IOEAFKIHRELITRSLSTNDZ LT

HEE SN,



2 RED BRI AF T B B9 5 funnel plot
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T T T T T
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) A ZED BT H D HECA Y0 BRI TH 256, IR TriEREH )

ThAGESIIT L IADNLBRNTING.

AR INIHFHELNREISE TN T RITIUEL, BEO= 727 F - A4 XZFnb L
TEAMHICEOIL> TWDIET7Z. 7205, Wk (funnel) %3 S L72TRIRD 4345 A3
BRENDITTHS. 28, K2 2-RLT, EERENNS S ANIZREETEr
PIAFIZH DX > TV DD, FEHERRERN R & W\ ELRHUE L~ A T ADF IR S Z L A RT
Lnd. 1T, HRAA T ADFEREEDND.

Tzl b YA R ZEEMNT LTSREREZ R TAHA LS. (2) REHEFL7RRIE, &4
WCREND. T, £4 D ) FInbix, BELEESZOMOET VAW HEGCIX
HRASA T ANRRKRES HDEMDBH D Z Enbnd. —F, BEERZEOVEORE (f) 1X
7T ACHBREER LTS, OS5 BEREMEEE, KELY b, BHPE o
DFEIZBWNTRE W, F7z, #HFHTHO O TR LMEICIRE SNV TV D E5ED
1E 92, MEOSBRFRHMHEI AT R E V. OLS LIS OEFT AR SNz HALE Ol
DIAEBOENR LT L, MEOTERHmE RIS <Btish T

IR & L VEE L (i) ZITiE, fRIEKENC () FlEEbbahotz.

10



#4 I

DS TR 5- R DR

(Z B9 D AX [ S T Dl A

WAL S L WLS WLS-PEESE Cluster-Robust RE FE
(M (i) iii) (iv) (v)
(Heterogeneity)
TEAERRZE DT (Bo) 0.3672 * 0.2983 0.3672 ** 0.3672 * 0.2190
- e (0.1973) (0.2228) (0.1573) (0.1973) (0.4424)
PSE=3ES| PR -0.6327 *** -0.6710 ** -0.6327 *** -0.6327 *** -0.2863
(== KE) (0.2246) (0.2765) (0.1581) (0.2246) (0.5202)
Z D o[E -1.1465 *** -1.4187 *** -1.1465 *** -1.1465 *** -0.1552
(AAET) (0.3700) (0.4456) (0.3528) (0.3700) (0.7578)
Var it Vil IRFIV T —H -1.9291 *** -0.9081 -1.9291 ** -1.9291 *** -1.3529 *
(R—R: JRREI A Z D) (0.4863) (0.7604) (0.7690) (0.4863) (0.7306)
T — XA 8O LRI -0.5949 -1.0726 ** -0.5949 -0.5949 -2.3768 **
(N—=co0EfRpAp®) (0.4717) (0.5377) (0.4315) (0.4717) (1.0905)
1) Fk -0.0438 -0.0727 ** -0.0438 -0.0438 0.0229
(== B (0.0306) (0.0334) (0.0286) (0.0306) (0.0396)
pgi -0.0605 * -0.0794 ** -0.0605 ** -0.0605 * 0.0195
(0.0322) (0.0361) (0.0260) (0.0322) (0.0425)
B iHeErE L IVHEE 0.2858 ** 0.0255 0.2858 *** 0.2858 ** 0.4145
f\ff (~—=: OLS) (0.1268) (0.0511) (0.0108) (0.1268) (0.3538)
ISR NHETE 2.4329 *** 1.6391 ** 2.4329 *** 2.4329 *** 1.2789 *
_________________________________________ (0.4272) (0.6575) (0.6705) (0.4272) (0.7215)
Z DM FE 2.6364 *** 0.8630 ** 2.6364 *** 2.6364 *** 1.3148 *
(0.4531) (0.3779) (0.7403) (0.4531) (0.7543)
WA S HoE R PIp~'e 0.8794 ** 1.2741 *** 0.8794 * 0.8794 ** -0.0467
(Gt b1 L N (0.3399) (0.3509) (0.4227) (0.3399) (0.5198)
I EHOERS B LR 0.2946 0.8017 0.2946 0.2946 1.5214
(R—=Z:AFHELTND) (0.5233) (0.5262) (0.6124) (0.5233) (1.0009)
I REH 0.5509 ** 0.8127 *** 0.5509 * 0.5509 ** -0.0436
_____________________________________________________________________________________________ (0.2243) (0.2333) (0.2766) (0.2243) (0.3407)
Z DO ZEE D% -0.0566 ** -0.0828 *** -0.0566 * -0.0566 ** 0.0073
(0.0225) (0.0236) (0.0277) (0.0225) (0.0343)
(Publication selection)
EHE (B -0.0208 0.0160 -0.0208 -0.0208 -1.4788 **
(0.3942) (0.0334) (0.2799) (0.3942) (0.6710)
HetET 1 IVHEE -1.0889 ** -0.0728 * -1.0889 *** -1.0889 ** -0.3468
(~_—x:0L8) B (0.4376) (0.0392) (0.2507) (0.4376) (0.7055)
ﬁ IR NHEE -0.2612 -0.0038 -0.2612 -0.2612 0.9389
;4 (0.4786) (0.0392) (0.4416) (0.4786) (0.7107)
DO FE -3.9825 *** -0.0480 -3.9825 ** -3.9825 *** 0.6597
(0.9731) (0.1177) (1.5332) (0.9731) (1.9488)
ek 100 100 100 100 100
WF5Ek 13 13 13 13 13

1) ***<0.01, **<0.05, *<0.1. T EFEINPNITFRYERAE.

x4 o (i) Y0n (v) FNST T,

W5,

MSCEA O R EBE LR ORISR ST
(iv) FIDOEBNFET NV OHEFHZI T, Breusch-Pagan LM BRI ERIE A 0 L

T O IR A TR, FERE LT, () FIOHEHEREE L AoTS. —FT, [
EHREFAOHRHER AT ) FITHE, F REDRE, FEIER0 &3 2885
REHS TP, £, NTARUVREOREREHENREETF AL TS, (V) FIT
b, AIE~A T RACHERMEER &0, WA TABRHRSND. £, T—Z IR -
F—aThotm Y, AR 80U Ch o720 T35 &, AHo T BRI
KEHESNDBEAND 5. HeETFIEIN SR AMEERZ OMONEE T IETH > 1256,
NEOFBFRIHIZIEIL (OLS THEESNZHA XV H) hEHEESND. —F T,
Mgz X 20T, BEDRET A TIERALNRL 2oTWND. £z, HRHICLDEND
TASY ARANAY
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4. £¢9

ZOEWERTIE, XMRETDHT U NI LARTEHRH THLGEICRELZLDOTIEH D
0, AZBURGHTZATV, OB EMBIRIRIBI T DM 21T o 72, T OREER, BLFE
FEREICIE, HOFEOHRAA T ANRBDHNDL Z Lol £z, OLS LSOHEEF
HEaERWIZSEE, o ERRmb R NS <HESLDHENIZH D Z & bFRHNIC
O LNTe., ZOXITHRAA T AZRELTZS 2T, NEICNIET D2NENELZZE
L723E, S o7 @il 2 Bl 3 2 S BRI R BRI/ NS W R H 2 5. FIEN O/ i#
S AORANKIET BT 2 EAATBNEE I ->ob oW, 4% b ARMNRLE
2—FEICL- T, NHEAHENIHEL T U M ACRIETEORE L R TIT < BN
H5D.

fRL, LAEORERE, (GrBREH~D L Ric) fied CIRE S 7B oimC L HEFHI &
DN b DIZWmE . FREOHEF BT I —ZEHIC L > TRELTWA A, ZOF
—EREAERT DBRICITRENC RO S22 2 Ml b H 5. FlxiX, [MRESCT—4
DR, HEFFIEL VS EFHEOGE S, AR THIULS - LM< 5T DLERH D H
H L, o, NMEEKOERICLTYH, —EL LONHERERZ LTV H5EEIC T
H#E LTINS ELTWDIERZ WD, £ [—EL EON#ERR] 1IFRICE>TH
EFHLELTHY, TNHICOVWTHARTHILTEIIDETOILERH L. LrL, L
(AT Y, A Z YR OMEE L, SRR~ DO a R S5 % 2 18757
HAIZED, BTN A APRESNTCLEST2. fERE LT, MDRSEIITHIC
KL ol WOHEERH L. RROHE T, BHINTNL Yy —FT D7 7 REM
b 2 b r— L TETWRY. AKRROSHTIEH < £ THEMRKR LB Sz,

B

AFE, PIHHORICE T, TR M (RNe— - 7' —~—) R o5EEE
DIE B & R OREE O RIBLIHITE ] (BFFEARE 5 FATSEm) OBk EZ T T o.
ARROVERIC DT - T, &AW, @REAN, HRITET Gk, —BRFEEE - A3k
RKRFRE) OFRICEROREEICH HTAN . LU TRE#H L I 5.
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