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Review of Dimensional Emotion Recognition From Speech

LI Hai-Feng'?, CHEN Jing', MA Lin"?, BO Hong-Jian?, XU Cong', LI Hong-Wei'

'(School of Computer Science and Technology, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China)
*(Shenzhen Academy of Acrospace Technology, Shenzhen 518057, China)

Abstract: Emotion recognition is an interdisciplinary research field which relates to cognitive science, psychology, signal processing,
pattern recognition, artificial intelligence and so on, aiming at helping computer understand human emotion state to realize natural
human-computer interaction. In this survey, the psychological theory of emotion is firstly introduced as the theoretical basis for the
emotion model used in emotion recognition, including appraisal theory, dimensional models of emotion, brain mechanisms and computing
models. Then, the advanced technologies of dimensional emotion recognition from the artificial intelligence perspective, such as the
speech emotion corpora, feature extraction, classification, are presented in detail. Finally, the challenges of dimensional emotion
recognition are discussed and the workable solutions and future research directions are proposed.

Key words: dimensional emotion model; cognitive theory of speech emotions; affective computing model; emotion-related feature

extraction from speech ; speech emotion recognition algorithms
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1 ARE=

TR NS Re i) B LA R 4 A T LA 15 I BN — VR0 SR 1 SR AT 2 — A i 75 A e 14 17
A Picard #& H5 BTHE BORE S TFRE 7 oH EONLRE A BT S0 B AT BGR A BRI 5T S AR TP AR TR S IR
T NG AR OB BAR A BT B BRI A5 R AN RS R BN R AR AT
Rz =M NRAF A 2SS W E B (S B R A ERIAZT RN TR EFEANR T H#EEHA
BB X NE S RERES A &S, AMUKE T8 UE B B &5 RHEBRHEXHEZEE 0E
B MR, B H PR S R R RS LR S B R AR B AR BRSO B AR
051 5 31 NG (0 175 BRI AR ELL1E 515 5 B I P P R R 10 B SOME RS SO T, 3 AT Dd i e
2 & M O R AT D B LS R O B, 3K 1R TR AT R K R AR AN A S M 7E
AL M5 158 18 28 7 T AT T MG 68K R S, I FH 0>

THE AR BTIE O 30 R P s G|t FEHE A B SR, AT E A S SR E MIT 2
PR SZEG = P Picard #3717 40 A 15 I S0 70 4 (https://affect. media. mit.edu/), B 78 77 ) .16 2 445 5 245, it
BB S 2R A L2 5 3T, AALAE RN BT 46 Picard 1) { Affective Computing) FF8 T iHEALEL S0
N TR 22 R8T 00 3 -“ 1B I E 50 7 [ B A% 17 48 K 2% Bjorn Schuller H A K HAE T N T RE L S8R 71
THETEEL . HLER 52 = 1A ¢ SBVE AN 70 45k, FE R 1) OpenSMILE 13 & RRAE SR BL L B A 2 A s K
Microsoft Wf 72 Be it 7T 52 A1 Ff CNN, RNN,LSTM 25 25 Fft i J5 25 > J5 A 8 25 A5 5 IO I IS 2 s min g oK
%) Jonathan Gratch {#Z 1A 5T J5 1) F TAL 38 ME UL 28 N DL R A e Th B AL, DL J A 50 0\ 60 5 158 IRk g %
% ,SAIL(Signal Analysis and Interpretation Laboratory) 236 = iff 7t LA N R I A0 115 5 A5 BACFR AR,
AT A SAE. BRI E. ZESESLAE. WEZEEEEE. 1HEIBERAE, RN EERERXERAN
ZZ H A 5% (https://hcii.cmu.edu/research/audio-emotion-recognition), ¥ £ H 11 ¥ B Bt 43 )2 15 &5 f5 BGR 31 77 7%
(two-stage hierarchical classification approach) Fi T o KU & 1A )7 B gr b 2 WU 3 B B AR B, 2 ik AT
A 4 Hk; Virginia Affective Neuroscience Laboratory fff 7 % i1 15 BRI L RBF A HLRIWE 7 AT NS 15
AR R 7L, B 1R 9 N T T SR i A ) B T 5T, U H EEG i H B 23 4T EMIRT AR B AR 58 N\ 28 K Jii e
iR A B LA, S HE S AR BRI T B AR 0 R R AR A O I R S HE K AR B o A B 0 (Swiiss Center
for Affective Sciences)f& — M5 2 BHIF 7L H O 0F 51 EE i N8 R EIG BORL 22 080 I B M S R 22, OB, B
T IR AU BRI 2 A, ARG RE e s AR EBOR R B R BN R R AE L N SR
HOIN B OB E R S BE . B/R =AM = — B . SRR R R R AR EIALE R N KW e KA
5 [ 78 50 5 107 M R 5 25 [ B Ak 22 B AR B A 350 77 T 158 RS i A DG A3 1) F 7.

A R R 2 B B BRI NAZ ST R A A, G R R B B S A BT 5T B 32 B S U A = 4 AT R 3R
i, GG R HRR S HERY 2 FENFIESE 53 5 TR IT R I “ DR SOE R4 Sonic” 1E
AT BERE., ARIEE M ERE A EER; R RKFANFIEEE SO, BERE R 5
FAEDOBIESE B BFRFE . FO MAERBEA ., FEiRAE., B E 5P EREEAEEF NG T —%f
AR TR RERZIEE SR MG, SR, SIH8EMA. BB SS90 0T 708 R
PR TS AL R RV T R AR TE S A AR A BRI A SN U AT IR AT AT 55 WL K% SRR D
O LA B R B G B IT o0 AN LR RE R T B R A A A S U AR AR B R TR A R
B NTHEBRS Aliwood, FT AR AR AT IC & 5K 22 32 15 AR B B st 2 A AL ST HE R 22 . R FRMER 2%, K
B TR, AT RY. REBAHARRY . WWARKSE FIAER%S . m R RS KR I TR 2554
TE 15 B 17 RS VR 50l B 2 B 15 R Rl 4904 At B TR,

T JUAF SR, B8 35 1 90 38 68 N T4 R A0 1) DG R B 22 1) 2 WS Se FR L E— 2P S T 1B BRI AT AL
K AR IR ST 2 INTERSPEECH M1 ICASSP B4 #1515 R 1 11 EL,2016 28 70 1 557N i 5 /41
1% I K FE(the Audio/Visual Emotion Challenge and Workshop ,AVEC 2016)%,2017 £ 155 — i [H pr A B it
H 55 BRI K22 (1% Int. Workshop on Affective Computing and Emotion Recognition, ACER 2-17),4 B3 i
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U BB T A L2018 4 ACM 2B AC B EFR2 1 (ACM International Conference on Multimodal
Interaction ,ICMI)F [¥] Emotion Recognition in the Wild(EmotiW) 3% FE/7 4% 35 W0 45 175 BGR ) T4E 55 | it A
TF T Z WU AE 56 22 18,2016 4% 4 [ 20 TR ) 2% R 2 SRR R B0 BRI DN 28 — i 2 B 25 1 GR35 38 (MEC
2016)™, 1% 5% F& AL 15 55 ATV IR M . RN R A R A () 4 IR ) = AN FAE 55,18 ] CHEAVD(CASIA
Chinese Emotional Audio-Visual Database)fF A %H &, E P 73 43 ANBINS 0, 5% & 2 AR R fe 4Ll o i % &
ST IRAE 8 288 U IR AT 55 R TS o s R 26 44.22%, 2 BUEF WS BB RN g . 15 B0 5 v I
FREFF IR N8, R 33E T S AN 1) R 2. 2017 4ETF B T 58— Jm 2 B 1 IR 51 55 28 (MEC2017)P) H bR 2 12
FUSEIREE T 17 AR e, B0 R CHEAVD 19 AR 2.0, {3 T I0IE 2 L2515 AR ) (R F 72,2018 4F 5
HE G IS EHE AR U(ACIT Asia 2018)7E H R G B 3L B B I, Floets it 5 5 8 G858 Hgh AT #R 17«
FEEGOAED, BEGRA 54 K. BB ERAMES RS BIERE . BENERS. BRSNS, £
A REEERHG R E T ks

2018 AE T E B K AT T 12 AU 60 AT KRR 1] U T RE B A HE B H b5 BRHE AU < NS5 HL3s
FE R H A g, CTRBEAREEE CRCONARZ B A E R A P HLEE N 1B i BA R
WEFREE IR AN T RS LA NS S BT A R L HETRE  HAR, MmE. PEEH SR 1 IE RS
N FRUHE A, T R 0017 T S LA R A8 LI B — 2

B BRI R 005 S 2 SR Bl 2R . O WAIRFE . THENURNE S S RS 2
VB 1 BRI 0 JE A, N 2R 1 A L R 2 O B R A 7 AR A 2 17 IR SRR A 284 U T i B T
BB AR BRI BB E P A — i B BB B B B LR R AE B AR E Rh «
AR N ) FEE A8 TR 2 L2 A2 A58 TR R R T 3 (] 155 JB56 140 386 38 6 10 5 B 1 e o T M 388 3R ) O 175 AR 5 — vl
S Y P A SRR S R VR IR I I P A S T (17 T LA S 8 4 ) — UL AR %A
R F 7 AR B G R T P I R TR R ) A PR SRR A (1 e A UL RSO gl MR SRR 0 B
SR FUER A R T, A0 484 B VT Al B0 5 4 B BT s FEAT I R RO N A B ST R T T K R IR B R R
15 BRI K A BRI A% R SRS B DA R JE R AR SRR RV s TR S 5 0 T 0 T W A AN R S 4
1B B BB GG & B AUE 5 TRAL B 7 v AR ER By 25 DA B IR R TN 92, 15 8 15 SRR AR R S L 5
LI AT 1 A AE L 1) ), I 4R H S 5 B A 1 S0 B i) .
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Fig.1 The survey framework of Speech Dimensional Emotion Recognition
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2.1 EAIFRIEL

B ARG R R A 1 RCE A R Y X, R A AE BOPh e AR B R % B R A R A O i AR 1 R
(basic/primary/fundamental emotions)FlX 2% 1% /& (non-basic/secondary emotions). & A< 1 8% [l AL 78 N R 5 3
RGP BN B B — MU T 1R 2 B, B8 DURE B 1) 5 20 3 ) At N R SR AR s 8, i
FEE L TSR B AR A R I TR MR A 17 R 0 R e A 1, el A A TR R A T . 3K A R ) 2R ik
7N EA S 2 R HRE 7 st 2 S R B i zard IR B K 9 3 28 BB —IR H 2~3 FlIL AT
BRAH R B MR ERERS NI RRE: MO EREE SIS,

FEANE B 5 SCHE AR T 1 BT AL 12 I BOR R LU N R SR S AN R R K, R NS
BRI O0 R, AT 4% IR — % A Sk B BUUR A, X & bR ok Y 5OUE £ A8 & (6 W0 likelihood, desirability,
unexpectedness, controllability, urgency, future expectancy). o 7% 5 8l FA 4EFE .

1)Scherer Jf 47 &b FR AR Y

1984 4E, H Y BL I 3t - 175 BORHEBIF 70 H 0 (K10 B 22 2042 Scherer $ HY 175 188 B 43 A0 2 A3 8 1) (component
process model), & 175 /8% & SN = A2 N F19E Bl (Cognitive component). 1% i #2(Peripheral efference component).
1T N B Hl (Motivational component). 1T 43K ik (Motor expression component) UL K A~ A 15 IR 25 (Subjective
feeling component)E@ﬁﬁ,'fﬁﬁzﬁiﬁ%'rﬁ@ﬁﬁEl"]ﬁi%?@iﬁ,@ﬁﬁm%%iﬁﬁﬁfmjﬁ‘.Scherer[w]EE?iﬁﬁﬁ‘43,
e I ANBEMBFM G, 2= A R R 3ILIE 1,70 & Pl (implication appraisal )& 56 5 44 11 42
[R5 AT Ry SR B2 . RN PP Al (coping appraisal) & 56 H O HlZ A I RE 1A 2 20, B2 MRk e A
2/ R B ) 25 [A) R0 BR 4 S5 3% FE $FA (normative significance appraisal) il iR AbFE 45 R 5 B 38 7280 V8 br v 8K
A2 T AV R v 8] () — B )R Z B L J1 AT VA S TR

2)OCC 1% AT

VTG B L o iR A B2 7 (0 1990 4E Ortony. Clore 1 Collins #2 i/ OCC # AP 0CC 5 iEp Al 2
BT N S5 IR 9T H 1 B e B I S O A B AR Y 2 — R B — N AT LSS BN B 1R SR A SR 1
B OCC HEBLE LT 22 ARG AN I B HN LA & = AN 2R (CF A events. AR Agents. HF5 object),
8 DA TN B BRI BRI A 1 40 R BN P AEMEAT AR BB R G 1) M FEAE. AT ASB RT3 2)
BAZ B S B RR A 3) B AR RS AR BRIAH AR A 4) FHE EORES WL BB E R IA
5) WEBCRA BT RIA.

3)Roseman A/ H 1L

1996 4, [ B % 7 K 0B S H0% Roseman® B2 H T BRI 4 DPA IR 3 AT V1 5 IO HE 2R 45 4y 38
TR AR ELAE F RAE W & RIS RPN D 3 oy RS BhHL. TEBE . FTRETE. IR FEA TR R R K
i) AR S R HG b B AL 4 ) R A PP I R ) e EE AN IR R 0 2 A B S AR ) BRSNS — B R R
BB AR S B JE AR X E AR R R A 17 PR & R RS G — B BREAE . &%,
R B, B EREREREAR. B BR. B, BE. RE ST, B AKX, ZEML R
BUNAREE U P AR A 5] R R e s FRAR AR IR B AR 1% 2% Roseman T4t [0 28 T S5 4R PR (10 17 IR AR 2L,
TERL T — AN e BB &,

AT 5878 AT 5 A A7 I 10 R T R, KR 40 I A S A . RMIRL, w6 1
B A1 25, Ortony A1 Turner K4 3X 6 s 8 2 4 26 1012,

FEAAE IR 1 B R T Ak A5 2 DUAS [] A 7 A 1 R e 7 A DA R AR R+ 20 B 2R B ST 3 R A
T ol BV AR AT T Xk S 1 S AL ] LA B 1 4 S P A AR 3 B T SRR AR5 S i, T SCRR P R
OCC #EAY £ 17 8K, FLYE ML 28 A\ AT 70 32 L, Bk AR TR Ak 4 15 L 2 124200 Pty 455 78 ik 1 8 019 JoK
R, T R IA (175 S A PR, LA L 15 T ) I MR AL, DA 2 IR AR M i 2 K 2 175 R 7,

Il

p=icy
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Table 1 Basic emotion theories!'?!

R 1 HFFHE A HEA S R i)

BRAE EAHR

Arnold Anger(*ER), aversion(}K %), courage( 5 BX), dejection(VH %), desire(& ),
rno despair(4i2), fear(RL 1), hate(i] JK), hope(#i B), love(%Z), sadness(i517)
Ekman,

isgust( ), fear, joy(#3% A:03), surprise(fiti
Friesen, &Ellsworth anger, disgust(JK¥%), fear, joy(/51>%), sadness(354%), surprise(1514)

Fridja desire, happiness(JT(»), interest(®=%%), surprise, wonder({i &), sorrow(1& )
Gray Rage(1i%%) and terror(ZLifi), anxiety(££ E), joy
zard anger, contempt($:41), disgust, distress(:lEJi), fear, guilt(IN JX), interest, joy,

shame(Z5 Hlt), surprise
acceptance(% Z.), anger, anticipation(}f1#2), disgust, joy, fear, sadness,

Plutchik .
surprise
Oatley & Johnson-Laird anger, disgust, anxiety, happiness, sadness
Panksepp expectancy(H# ), fear, rage, panic(2fi)
Tomkins anger, interest, contempt, disgust, distress, fear, joy, shame, surprise

2.2 #E ERIR A (Dimensional emotion model)

AR AT 1 B R AR I TR 3 — J M SRR P B 0T DU A ) PR L, 17 JRR 4 3l A o) 17 B o P 1) B i 4 R
A AR AR R BT R RIS EOIR S A RS AFAE 1, 2 A 4R BE R A 1 N AR I ) AS [R5 (] S S g oo i
), ) 44 55 25 ] o ) P T DASR R AN R IR ) 22 B S AL e S R b IF AR B IR MRy ik 2 fh 2
FE, F/ﬁﬁéﬁ PR AV VP 0 6 A 24 K1) 3 g VR TR U R P o R B

~ Wundt B 1% 2% = BE UL

Wundt £ 1863 4F 4% 15 B 1 4k FF 38 10 128 Ay 175 B | M B (pleasure)- AN 161 1% (displeasure) « 4 5
(excitement)-~F-#(inhibition) F1'E 5K (tension)-FA il (relaxation) = A~ 4k & 2H i, 5 — Pl g BRI B A2 X = AN 4 % DA
AR T 3B R 20 G AE — AN B 1] AR A T SR B B B R AR 2 O B A A (total feeling), & A2 [ B)
AETE AN TRV 0T 1) 38 B B8 S2 1R i I, B ATV 45 6 /SR T e — A 2L i 5 P 0 3 5 ) RS AR A1 1) 2L 5 IR s
WK RRE BN AT LUE VR 2 B W & 7% ) — Pl 72, 2 — I 200 ) 1% A = 4 IR s A TR R R —
BT o, 255 B SR R ORI 17 IR AT DA 7R B — 2R 2, — IR L T, B0 PR RS 4 R e AL T SR e (T
Kl 2 ).

¥ (Excitement)

A (relaxation)

i (pleasure) At Cunpleasure)

f3

(tension)

3 (inhibition)

Fig2 The three principal axes of emotion space!*®

Bl 2 Wundt Bt o (1 i gz
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2. Schlosberg {5 [5 #f = 4 175 /g 4% ]

Schlosberg!*/(1954)%F Wundt FHif b {98zl - 7 # 4 FEEAT 10— 2B W50 SR HH 1 38008 BE L & Rl i
T P8 175 (175 JE 0 SR T 4R A 0 e D BE S VE R S G KT = A G A ol ) £ ST [ B T A7 T AR [
D) T A A AR 1 U M o P AR A T el AR IR TR A v T R AR A, 3 T IR T PR e R s Y R R AR
(T 3 7). Schlosberg 2 15 15 175 A EL, AN fai 100 PO 1 L AT 3 v (R0 B0 2.

WIEAE

Fig3 Schlosberg’s three dimensional emotion model!*”!
B3 Schlosberg & H 14 81 [ #E = 4 175 Jak 2 i) 4o 74 12°)

3. PAD 1 B2 )i 7Y

Russell & Mehrablanm]? 1977 S=F) F B3 4341 () 75 9220 7 154 4% (anger) A1 £5 FE (anxiety ) 175 /8%, & IRLIDE A& AN
H2 R B B 1 O R AR A B S A 38 B (dominance) W B A [F], 150785 JHL A5 42 ol {6 i, 42 R L5 IR A5
). &5 A e AT IR FE A AT T3 T PAD 4 A3 A AZ A5 20 1 vt ELAR X 5€ 3,338 SAM(self assessment manikin) & 3%

AT DA 0 52 AN 17 TR S R N T4 R Ak V2 WA TT.PAD B B =N 4 B 2H

1)P AR 3R B ) i 150 B 4 & (Pleasure-Displeasure): T AF 18 &5 IR 7S (19 1F 57 M, I I il A8 0k 570 3E SE 7 1t
P

2)A X3R5 TR A o i FEE /18503 BE 4 P (Arousal-Nonarousal): 26 7 1 25 A2 BRSBTS 7K 7 R o

3)D ARG IR (1AL 25 BE 4 2 (Dominance-Submissiveness): 1% 4 £ & B AR )AL LA 38 7 1 46 5 A
NFIAFER 5 B 428 i) 77 R e 7.

4. Plutchik #1474 175 /% 2% (] B Y

Robert Plutchik T 1984 fE##H 8 PhsbA ) “WtL” 5. mx—E: DUE—B1R, KE—EE: 15
A — AR A0 T = o 2k s )R P R . RE AU AT A ﬁ;/\éﬁﬁ*‘ﬂ%ﬁﬁ 1B 2T B A IR AT LR
TE RS TR () 5, JE A A 2 A0 ELVR A v Ak B IR 15 18 Plutchik SR BIHEAOSR I IAME & = A EEZ MR -
IR 8 Fh I A 45 2 R 1 A AR PR AT (0 1] 4 BT ), AR AR A B A1 28 AR AL 0 AR A B A 2 0 S HE AR B R T - ER
1% 26 5 S EH 55 B 5 A2 AR R 1R AR RLE T T S e 1 @, K 1 g AR UL 5 3 S M AR T Gt 3R 1k Plutchik )
1R S5 K B8 5 Schlosberg (1417 I8 A8 B AR ABL, A4 W00 P 5 0 €0 5 BE 3R AT T LE L {HL Schlosberg $i& H ()4 7 1 1
V) A 2 L e A 55 I, T A AN B R Bt = AN
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Fig.4 Plutchik’s three-dimensional structural model of emotions?*"

B4 Plutchik $2 H (#1458 = 4k 45 fg s R B

5. Russell [ FE Al 5im B 34 045 51 132)
Russell i[5 201 5K B Schlosberg T H 133 55 45 4 R0E /52 R AE X 2 10 T 2T 1980 #—35
WFFE T B BRI IOARBE S 3R T 4 B A A . 0 B R SR
—_
ik
e ¥ Lz

Fig5 Russell’s circumplex model of core affect
K5 Russell $2 H ) 45 15 B 54 B2

6 TH B e 4 S (R BB

BT E B WY ERAE R, T ZE R AR T mqe s M RE 1974 4F
KrenchP VR 58 BE . 5K/ 52 25 B AR A B 0 i 578 R 0P 5 A AR BT Ak A1 TBOIR A5 s 1991 48 Tzard PY$RE H
BV 4 B oy T A I R L AR L S B AN AS B IR g il T 1 Bk 4 B 2= R (DRS . DES) B BRI (1 VR E E
R Frijda WARYE B O BB FCEE S 4RI IR A 20 n R i B2 . WS B . N EE . WAL BME. Hae
P
23 BHERBMRARESHEFRERERNNXR

S IR R B 5 A R S (A1 4 B R AS TR 09 77 ¥ i IR 17 I (E R T 3 2 (] 97 A2 %o 57 1D, T A2 T
DA B A 46 1) 24 R 390 R P R R 2 ] 47 3 A7 J, A o il P AS [R] UM 20 & 3 7R — PR 8 ) JBOIR 725 (R B A 1 Ik
AT LL3E i — 52 U7 2 S B 1 K A 1] i Mehrabian!®* R B AN 7 (personality) £ 3 K 1 (¥ 15 &, R B JF ikt
(openness). 37 1 (conscientiousness)~ 71 % (extraversion). 3 fl14: (agreeableness) Fl15 4 £z 5& P4 (neuroticism)
FRFFF R AE A T HAREFE PAD AR N 7ER R 3EH TR AR Wl PAD {E77
%% F Mehrabian [ ¥ i&,Gebhard K OCC i b ) = A 1% B W 56 3 = 4 PAD 154 A AL, 0%
2.Becker-Asanol* 7R 415 175 /& ) 3 A FEAL, 32 H T KF SE A B F) PAD A58 7R S 1) v
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2% 1 00 3 SO S X A SRR 5 ok L Y TR S R AR I o R A SR S A () AR
R TR AR R B AR T v 5L 2 1 A R 8 ) 17 SRR SR TR L 155 IR A ik B 0 7t ARCOK ) R P 4 PR A B AR A
MR T 3K — e R, R D 4 52 )t A 155 U, Dl /I A7 JEODR 25 A RBOM 1, B A I PR ) A7 B BE 0, TE AR T
A 17 JES AR A IR, 3 0K 52 B ORI 2 ) SR

Tabel2 Mapping of OCC emotions into PAD space
# 2 OCC AN KL PAD 4 i 7 i) [ e i 6]

[36]

& p A D e
7% %= (Admiration) 0.5 0.3 -0.2
e 04 ol s tPAD RHOmendan)
7 B (Hope) 0.2 0.2 -0.1
£ < (Anger) -0.51 0.59 0.25
AN E XK (Disliking) -0.4 0.2 0.1 -P+A+D F{ 7 K] (Hostile)
IR % (Hate) -0.6 0.6 0.3
5 B (Disappointment) -0.3 0.1 -0.4
RL1H (Fear) -0.64 0.6 -0.43 X )
[A] % (Remorse) -0.3 0.1 -0.6 -P+A-D £EJE(Anxious)
7% 1 (Shame) -0.3 0.1 -0.6
AEJf (Distress) -04 -0.2 -0.5
B (Pit -0.4 -0.2 -0.5
FearsCo(nﬁryn)led -0.5 -0.3 -0.7 -P-A-D EHI(Bored)
721K (Resentment) -0.2 -0.3 -0.2
% & (Gratification) 0.6 0.5 0.4
f=1 2% (Happy For) 0.4 0.2 0.2
% (Joy) 0.4 0.2 0.1 +P+A+D 2% K ZU(Exuberant)
# % (Love) 0.3 0.1 0.2
Fl 2 (Pride) 0.4 0.3 0.3
ZIH (Relief) 0.2 -0.3 0.4 .
5 [ (Satisfaction) 0.3 0.2 0.4 +P-ASD Jih2 1 (Relaxed)
It /% (Reproach) -0.3 -0.1 0.4 -P-A+D # R (Disdainful)
L% = AL (Gloating) 0.3 -0.3 -0.1 +P-A-D #&JEI(Docile)

3 BERRAFHERERRER

1 EREFREALE

L T S0 IR R 2y TR e 0 58 N ETB W -t B 2SS 1 e N 2R o R R NI D e o EP S Ry
) 55 T JEL AR SRD R} 2 S5O0 2 SRR R PR I T DL ) 21 ot A ) 0 R A s 32 S BB SC M LS a0 A
(Hobbes). & 5t (Locke)s K JL(Descartes)S5 iy A MEY) T L EE R E =HZ A MG B4E. "R, 45 5w
Z5MMTE SN R T AEK. 1872 ., iA /R X (Darwin)fE { AFISIYIRIRE Y — BRI IR 1154 M A4 2= 50, 0%
W T EEAT NIAE R TE AT 18 26 AR B O B AE AR T LS (0 A A8 T (James) 32 HE T 5 018 46 AR B — 0
AT ORI I MR AR T — 2% Fi 22 % James-Lang B¢ (1885 4F), B 5 45 41 B BEAE, s 15 48 1 77 4=
DM E RGTES I H).1912 8 Mills 1 IREE T 1% BRI KA BRAR U, 4 I 2 vk g 7 N0 25 ] ek
g B, & REEZAM. 1931 4, Cannon 2 H 15 &5 1 o i = 156, A b o 4o 1 &5 R Tk 25 BE AR LB
J& ,Papez $2 i | Papez PR IR0, NN M2 1 46 08 0, 10 4 R G0 R G 2 R IR A AL AH 2 B X — [B1 % I
2 B RF2 AT FUE ST Maclean T+ 1952 4F 32 4% 28 i ME &, R 00 T 5 hoks 41 (0 17 48 AH 6 I X I 245,15 87T 7038 1



Fig 6 MacLean’s limbic system theory of functional neuroanatomy of emotion!*”!
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Table 3 Low-level descriptors and functionals
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5 if (speech rate),Mel {54 i % £ (Mel frequency (means), br#E 2 (standard deviation), 77 %
cepstral coefficients ,MFCCs), 3 7 I 3R 1% (formant (variance), % (kurtosis),

amplitude), LR V& 717 92 (formant bandwidth), JEHRIESIZE  (skewness), T 7%l (percentiles), F 43 LL i
(formant frequency), 2k 4 TR {818 R $0(Linear Predictor  (percentile ranges), V4417 #((quartiles),
Cepstral Coefficients, LPCC),2k itk %t Z ¥ (Line Spectrum  :»(centroids), i & & (offset), &% (slope),

Pair, LSP), %%} & (spectral tilt), PRI Lt (normalized Y77 ¥ Z (mean squared error), B
amplitude quotient) (time/durations)

412 EBEEESHMIBXNER

BB S AR 3 S SUE B T BRI — 8 BOAE FL A L0 58 (3R]0 AT DLSR AR B 1 1 245 A Lee
C MUMHZRg i SR AE | AL, 1B RS RIS & H T BORAL B A R (5 B R R RILE S E w1
JEA 2 X EELTE IR 45 o0 B (10 S 6 45 T 3% W R A R I T DA B 1R B I 3R Schuller R HE — o 1
T PR SRR SR SUE B RA AT AR . B e, SR B E AR 4 2R 2R AT IR, AR S R LA 4 AR
P8 SR SCREAT U, 35 5 R Neural Net# 99 U0 5l 45 J3E 47 o sk il A Wul 155 (20 1 1)K 8 SRR R 25
RS 75 A BRI R TR R B ORI 4 S B SUPRES Sk E A1 BUE SR (Chinese knowledge base
HowNet) [ T A sh#2 HUIE B 5< B U (Emotion Association Rules ,EARSs).
42 EEHEIRRIUNR

15 BOR B SR AR BAE B IR BRI B IR S AR 5 N 2 1) AR 28 TR 7 AR 1 I IR A AL 1)
AN [E), V5 B 1 AR R G0 R (AR ) BELVE TR AS [R]. 24 P AT 8 e SR ) ) R T A A A [ A N i R IR P [ U P
S5 A 4% 28 M 5] U9 (Linear Regression)s k-NN. ANN. PLS. SVR, 4§ #i % MR A M4 WILSTM. RNN
&,

i dpe /N 3k (PLS)!M MBIGE & 7 3 B sy 43 M PC AN B 8 K 56 23 M CC AR JBARL 38 T T4 i S 55 K3 HL 77
1F 2 F L 2B M 1) T S i . Mencattinil® 72 7288 B8 IR RS 3] o A7 1 s 1) il R AR AR (U B - ) R
K A B /s Z 36k [B1H (PLS R B 76 B B 15 5 2038 FEEMOV O X BB Pk . Lok R & i k) iR AT 17 B T~ 35 4
RFRH5Y 5 50.89F10.72.

SVRZ 7 35 1) B 48 68 H (0] VA A% ) 37 F D112 ML Grimm 225 28 VAM SR BRI FISVRAE U BE .
JEE R ) P = A R b AT AR B, PR RE UL T R-NNL 2 TR (19322 48 7> 25 48 (Rule-based Fuzzy Logic
Classifier).Giannakopoulos! 45 ] FH &/ Fi — 0t J3F 1) — o4 475 e 2 [ ik 195 JBOIR A IR ) K 3248 550725 (k-NIN)
it EL B BT 4T A1) 1 1 AL R A AT A 15 Kanluan!" 245 78 VAM B 122 _E3E 47 22 A2 155 B URUA 308 B e 2
IE VERFAIE A5 P52 KRR DAS T 24 B AR 540 i 1) THT 308 P81 R AAE, R FH S VR 3 30l 1 AT 45 & 155 8% VR 31 1 T 30 1
TR, T3 R F Ve SR G b A 5 10 R R RS T 45 SR AT R e M R, T 45 SR AT 3 1 BRI R 1 12.3%.

LSTM ™) 45 A5 5k 1) 0 22 S0 78 A ] 8] 5 Bl N A i A% 3645 5,08 & T A S AR F30I) BeF 1] 3 71 w4 ) [ S 3R
IS 5, Rl I 12 X 248 T DA 12 156 I B s ) P A8 A0 A5 S, R R B e AZ 90 B I 245 (LS TM-RININD R AT 4 14 175 IRk iR
ELAS T EeAL G5 7 5 1 1 2K SR Martin Wollmer!' 215% F AVEC2011 (Audio/ Visual Emotion Challenge 2011)'2%!
175 B35 SR P I 5 SRR AR 45 6 T 55428 B R IE, 7E SEM AINE 1 BB HE i it AT 5 W A0 17 B8 4 B 1R o)) s i 4 IR R
B, 5 Hofts 2 38 3 PR AL (0 45 BRI B 2R R EE, FE T LS TMIRN 2% (1) °F 23R 79 %4 R f 3 Ringeval 54 LSTM-RNN
FHT &0 BUAI. A2 BRAE 5 1) 25 A2 4 P A R 1) 12 X 4 ] DA 2 25 Hb o) A i 18] 1) 1R SC(E S IR B i e RNN
VR 2 PSP B2 VR 2K ) R S0 R BRI T A [ K0T B A 1 TR 5 SR s ), DA BCRRAE G Rl -6 5 W SR Rl O
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FRIAR 280 SR T e 5 SR B 04 B ) TRl B I R T K 1) K R SR R AR T A b R R A
RECOLAKHE i b 17 A5 R 7E W LA R0 B2 b f)— B0 56 R 8093 31 7T 34 110,804 110,528 .Chao! 27145 71 F I 8]
R N RFAE BEAT IS (8] A8, 9T 51 N e A BURRI 2K oF Hi 80 LSTM-RINNAR B A8 H 0 v e 75 B AT T 4 (1) B 4
P, B FERECOL AR FE b X8 28047 B AR M i8R b AT 47 IRl R A T B8 4 M 8 SR (R FE e U BE B AE AE i 40
GMA.

FE] P L Ak 22 2 2 R T 0 3 4 P A7 SRR 1, o i R LSV R I MIFC CHRFAE 485 4 V8 1% P v L
I 8] BT FURRAE - AL BLAE AR PR AE 43 0 F 748 3 1 SR 0, K 1R i 45 2R 5 PAD (Pleasure-
Arousal. Dominance) #5347 HH 2V 73 1 153 BIHRRE AL E REL AL & 53R 315 BOE & & PAD {H.%
T U T 2912 300 1o g S T 5 JRRE R 5 U P Dim-SER 2R 45, 3 1 RT3 0 e 1) o 42 IO 4 B9, S 36 4 SR 3R Y, 1%
P 28 P BE 0 i FH )Rl @0 B E AN S e ) i (R A SRVEAH LR T 4R 7

H AT b 3 T B — Hdi 0048 & R Ve R D2 U TR K 4R AR T 1R 2 52 br B A S 5 T R S
IR TEE . MR AME . FREEE R T B 11 B0 8 WK AR AR LR P A R R . SO
NHE X 15 B 1 L B AT — 350 AR B AR AL LAl B 2% /R K 52 41 42 22 5K Adam Anderson ) — TR 75 22 B A IR K G 2 4
FA b v FR AR, Rt TR £ 175 B 5 180 NI i 2 o AR 8 B ARG o i 09K 1y BB, 72 A — R Bk 1)
AR, RS AR — A AN R AR XM R B, — M A TOTE — A7 MRS [F) T R AR AR 28, At 5 ) ) ARt
55 R T VA R 4 . AR AFTE — B VR AR BE LA (ER SO T/MEIES L T8 B BEARE S MR NE &
TR AL 51X e 72 S 52 e O RS SO IR IA | RN B A R0 3 I 9T AR B U4 T SR T M A
e ) FE T 5 R 7 5 2k 2 AN 2 R TR A R DR A 1 S A B R i 0% Elfenbein A1
Ambady! V& IR X B LA L — S50 17 TR SR AR ) 3, 1 R ) 2 T RS e — . 1A
o B A RN ST 622 B MR T i (X (04 A4t e 220 348 XA B 1 R R AR AR AR AU (B R SO 5t 1B
B MR ZE R SR RN R ZE L RS BN AL R AT SO PR S 1 BRI T R A
fih Peng U3948 Hy — R iE #% 2% 1t 1 25 18] 2% =] (transfor linear subspace learning, TLSL) M 25 HE 28 3k 47 5 5 15 5 15 2%
AL AE 2% 2 RS T 25 1) R SR US4 (0 8 R R AE SR AL, LR BB R R T MRl R 2 BT B 2 3 R B T34k &
] B IS IR AE () B 3 5 485 4 S0 UF WA TLSLH -F 185 2 18 35 15 BRI A5 2800 Hesam! 15 R I 31 1 3
TS R AR Y TT DAAE = 2 0 B I R M R R MR S (G B RIB R DU ISR E L
AT W0V - 155 188 o B AE R BT S e T b b AT 0 288, S 4 SR I, R A8 1 o 1 TR 31 B 22 () AR T 75 2R AR (E
HAE T 2445 B ] DR A& 2 S0 TS SAR S 10 A FAS B8 I 1R 001 & 1038 5 VB R 20 50 R0 1 28 T it i 4 5
AR T DA 7 1R R B R 8 P RS Kayal POV R F LG T AR ME SR N — b BERIE— 1k HRAEmREIE— 1k
1R ] ID6 T — A 5 3k LAY 2 15 2 DA R AS [ 309 N 22 S iy SR 1) 8 i, 3R FH A% PR %% =J 1(Extreme Learning
Machines, ELM)7E 515 £ B9 TURE =55 B0 B IR 00 — 46 75 ¥E B9 2tk Silvia 5 Bjorn Schullert
201 5AE 1B B TH 5 B Bra A CTLE X 515 5 75 A 15 B B T 450 2 i 5t e 2.

5 HEIEZHRORAMREXEIR

51 IBEHEBERBEE

75 TR 1 3 R R 1 Sl e A R R B I R 5 A 3 B AR B R 1 IR R R T A R
26 L B 7 2 S (0 ] S8 . R R AT DA B O I AN 2R S 22,10 Belfast 15834 E . EMO-DB £
TEE A E . FAU AIBO JL B A5 OB 22 . CASIA WAB S BAERHE . ACCorpus T iE 15 R B R 2 4
JEAS AR R F it — 5 T R S0 Je o G R B T R B 0 ST SRR VR ARG A R AR R M (4
75 I A P
511 1ERREEBENEN

PRI VB R B 155 8% 4R R R A0 R TR 1 BT 35 0 22 1 e T v R B =l

OEES R
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M S AR 3% HR R A FLSE A [ ARAERL, 3 — 5@ N T 0 i 5 AR A 7 10 3R A AT A RO SR IR R A
B R E SR AT DA A S B S A B R o R 5 A AT 20 bR, T 4 B AR HE R
Gi—, I AT S I N2 B B ok DLDX 43, DRk R B R LA — s SR BR .

(2) 0L 175 K1 Ak

FH 5 b BR 3% F 2 7R 1 IR A N R AT 1 BB 0 S R R IR A R SR AR R I EGE R A TR IX
O3V AR R R 15 B AR P R R T S i TRV R 0, A AR 6 1 A DT S i A AL L S ) 7

(3) 1 T 15 K E AL

I 1% SR B A v 1 7 2B I A N 1 B85 SRR DT 5 5 SR i 7 AR AR A RS R R %
D3RG HE R B S R ER TR E 5 R R AR VP, 5 B T R 1 1 R TR R A
5.1.2 1BREEEENFRE

B 5175 A 128 bR e — A TR S (E SR Ay 2 ) T, B AR A o R X 3 T S R R A A
B R S S ILEBC R A AT B B VR BB AN & T8 S (transcription) « VEfi# (annotation) . AR
 (labelling)!" ™. % 5 5% 5 J&bg 355 00 P (1038 5545 B LS I 8 308 5 b i BB S F LN 307 TR R ER S
Befh BHEB MR RAEE EE F AR ERNE SRR AR R XHE AT RS AR D B AT
5 SR Q4 — S BN A T A E, 0 Anvil, EX-MARaLDA. Partitur Editor. Praat 53X $2 8 {F
A3 A RV (labelling) T 2L AT LA J7 (6 b S B 6HT 55 175 18K A0 38 492 1 28 1 0 R B (U =4 DA 4 B8 R IR R b v
2R E).Cowie UV NFF R T SIZA IR R0 B -1 FEE 35— 4475 S A v T L Feeltrace, ] FH T 3 A8 2% (Mds i 55 9
T A v 2 AR A 1 B R 1) 75 SR ST B 1 R R R 46 30 1 e b 31 6 3 o7 B B AT SE AR I . Emocards & R AR 2
Russell (¥ IR IS, FHFORAT R 16 5K 8 R B 304 175 8% 10 0 100 7 RV 7 P PR AN 4 B 15 Uk
140 Bradley!" 1% NAKHE PAD /828 (AR RS 1 SAM B3R, L BEITEAL 1 07 s AT I8 58 o e R 5 ARG 35 1 o 55
FIRIEAT 9 GOV AL FE BHIZHTR I /NN B R R .SAM 8 3% O & IE 52 AT LA 20 07 2 B S 0 15 8%
5042 Broekens!" 19 & T 76 £ 155 B & T, B AffectButton, (¥ £ & — AN He4, #5210 2 — 3K B A48 40 1 = 38 i
HRE A, BURR IR (x, y ) A bR B Bt 1) PAD = 4 4% (] 458 B o 2475 1 A o A 10 % 30 17 240 2% . A ffectButton L SAM F Ji
TG, fafl,— ANl DU I = 4845 5 ANNEMO! 4V 5 /0 T (1 35 045 4 F5E 155 b v 1 L ) [/ A J 7 3
VLA 5 bR vE ST, T 3EA4T 6 18] 2 42 (kR T Tkannotate! SV T Bof Eik = J5 Al &, /T LS DUEE 5 L EMR . ARiE. BA
BRI A 52

Py i AT — € IO U S AR (0 — Bk . JE BT . FRvERE S 10 5 40 1 (8 R INHE 75 AR 1 — 4% R
& SR VERRE B s P R 2 S MR AR AR B SR R AR B e T — KB R . B . RS E AN E R
AR T8 S 1) P B AR RS R
513 BBRFRMMNYEEBREIRE

T A SR S 2 9F A X 4 R BRI AR 1) S, — S A TF A AR AR TR 0 10 4 R 1 B I i
B A R e B E S IR JE R RS S L VAR R (EL R4 VR OB I bR AR A
S B B ) B P 17 TR DR B R T A B R AT DR A 1R TR P A 3 I BT SR T R
i H.

VAM #(47 i (Vera am Mittag Database) B3 3¢ il 1 12 AN/ O 6838 AR 65 F D00 835 P 28 35 0
ARPRE] . TofE 451 T Al B ARSI, R R — AN IR . 1B R R I 2 A O 2 WA
(VAM-Video) L3 104 MUETHE A 1421 AR, 1E 5 FE 5 3245 R 2 MAZ AR o 2 B9 3k 15, FL R 1B & B XU i
PR3, — B0 AR H B S R R IR LG 19 SR TR TR N (1 499 ANE A, 1 17 ASWE# 7E Valence Activation.
Dominance —AM4EFE R SAM BEAT g, AT FH 4 FE 15 & 15 BOR B9 55— 40 604G 28 AL viid A1 519 4
4], B 6 RT3 BEATARVE RN PE AL 20 AL ) 1867 IRFAE I s M. AR, . B, B,
PRV IR 7S S5 1B DL B Hp 15 IR T FH T 3R 1 1R A E 9.

Semaine HHE A A& — A A IBACHE 122 U AT BN S T R P S M A S 1 DO AN WL B AR €8 1 A AR
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18 = BN S, —Fh 2 Solid SAL(Sensitive Artificial Listener), %1% 1 T #/EZ 3 T SAL MM, 5% T
HIP 5 6 95 BOSSHL,190 MR T B 3 MU F 3)) SAL(Semi-Automatic SAL),i% 1% 3t it 2 ##/F & vk %
— R HH S, A5 ) C IR AT 20 DU S SR M A UL 1 75 & s, B DA SR 28 B 7 sUR I 4 H 7 8
FEH T 1410 208l 7 5 HLES A O RUIECHR . 58 = P2 1 3 SAL(Automatic SAL), 1% 1558 T M AR )
FAEFERIE 4 H SEMAINE R4t H 314 8, 1% 5 Gt 5 I A A 7 (0158 BRI 3R Sk il s R ok P
ez it 1266 48 XHiEH 2 N2 55 B bRE T H Feeltrace f£ Activation, Valence, Power,
Anticipation/Expectation F1 Intensity 1% T A5 BYE B 34T bRyt 2 5048 B 0038 4 2085 3 FHAE AVEC2012 (1)
eI L.

Recola 4% 27 & — A 2 RSB 1 IR 22U 0 3 000 A0, A B8R (ECG A EDA). % HUHE P 5%
#79.5 NN WS R RICR T 46 22 5% HARSZIR.6 AEE @ ANNEMO ARt TRE
Arousal, Valence 4E /¥ P THRIE, & 34 L5 5 & H B ILZHIE B K0 7 M, Hp B3 27 25 5%
5.5 /NI FA 2R AR

USC IEMOCAP(Interactive Emotional Dyadic Motion Capture)$i el — AN 3018 55 B &, /9% 10
M TE NS5 B A E AR B 12 /N 35 A BE AT 73 H1 B 10039 Beil A BE AR A 15 B A
M1 BRE P AFE MG R R LG R B MEAH 3 L0 H T BB e, £ BE. F
PR RIMORR T 1% B PR VR 38t AT AR B AR ARV D F M B I 28 00,2 B ARTE#TE Arousal. Valence. Dominance
SN PR AT 2 P A AL bR, R SR AR VS 9 (1,51 AR RV B% 09 0.5, R T 2 it 24 2 155 B TRU a1
52 BEEEBFERNIAR

HEr&fa AT B TR 2 N TE &G SRR bryd . BUG . RPAESR ISR 5] i
PRAAT(http://www.fon.hum.uva.nl/praat) o] SLIL KT 5 F1E S HRE . o0 briE. &8 RiF VTS Thag;
OpenSMILE (http://audeering.com/research/opensmile/) 8 {45 T~ A4k 27 1) REAE 52 O — SR ARA 2 TR &2 —
T LA iy 447 T 2B A7 10 T A A2 PR S T 48 1 B0, 30 I TiE B config SO X 5 S AT RFAE B L s
pyAudioAnalysis(An Open-Source Python Library for Audio Signal Analysis

https:/github.com/tyiannak/pyAudioAnalysis/wiki/2.-General) & Python | i — /N & # Ak B T B A, /] F T3 $0i4s

fEFEEL; Librosa(https://librosa.github.io/)t /& 3 T pythonf T E A, A L2 EU S FhiE & KR 4E , window 1 Linux 1%

Al'; HTK Speech Recognition Toolkit(http://htk.eng.cam.ac.uk/) & %: T Ci& 5 MRHESE I T B A A0 s da e, |

i 3 FFGPU,windows F Linux R 5 ) A ;. Kaldi ASR(http:/kaldi-asr.org/)#& — 15 & 14 Al L B AL JF & 0%

&, Linux 8 F 77 (.

53 RAFEATR

FEUR (3R B 2 2] 40 22 ) 2% TE A2 N 0, B TR VF 22 HE 2 5L 2% D 15 & 1 IRl B2 Ik o0 gk ) L 48 2% =T 1) e

73451 41, TensorFlow(https://www.tensorflow.org/ )& 7 8 R A TR L H ZwfEH: 2 FF Python F1 CH++, i H]
TER = FE 5 9 2= H I8 4T . TensorFlow  SCHFARLEE (1 W 46 )2, 11 B 50 ¥F FH 7 76 70 75 ARG 5 eI B 5 00
THEFHNERNZEER, FERATHRERATG TR EERNERE LS T AR R E 004
R .Caffe(http://caffe.berkeleyvision.org/ )& H 2013 IR LIRSS — 3K ER M T gRE ¥ > TREG AHFRS
15 AR AR 2 T FALAL 38 S i AT 10 T B AL 2 — .CNTK (https://github.com/Microsoft/CNTK/wiki )2 T X
HITH 5 R A A AEZE, 32 FF RNN AT CNN 2 B 28 BB N T 78 AL 22 MG . T 5 A R i 3 15U i) A
b, B R AR T (3% B MXNet(http://mxnet.io/ )& — N4 ThAE . AT AR AT J& HIR B 57 SIHE 28, B SCRRIR 2
SHRHE I AR 22 I 2% (CNN) 78 3 4 22 190 28 (RNIN)AHC A 35 (R A JE I TRIHCAZ I 2% (LTSM), M IEIHR . F-5 3
FRE B AR BT DL R B AR E AR HEER AL T 68 1) T A PyTorch(http:/pytorch.org/ )& —#f Python i
M EEEIER a2l ERE. RET MR ZMWIERE2®IMHE
! Theano(http://deeplearning.net/software/theano/ ) F Al T ¥ 5 5 & FH T4 2 W 4% R A2 (1 & 3 HER = 7377 20
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7 R P B A, S PR — P AT R
6 BREFEMBEERRELRSGE

6.1 HEEART MY, DESELHARRRNES

HLA 1 5 R BT o BEMURY A7 2 R AL 2 100 B0 47 V1 25 50 LA R A 3
R 2 0 BRSSO 6 A LA A0 52 A 0P L A 0, B o2
IR 5 S 45 5, 5 4 T S MR R RO A 2 1) 2 75 3666, 9 01 Ekmaan S50 505 £ 16 2
S 2 B0 S 5, 55 R 2 5 4 BB 95 06 0% T AL 182/ Davidsonl' U % 52 F
G150 5 % T B bR S Bansell S Ak B A o TARL IR 4 O 1 7 ST b LA O X
1R 2 03 25 5 B, 5 25 5 0 A 3

e b2 41, 1B A A S 2 XK ) 2 28 B T PR R 13 5, 5 A R0 S 2 132 7L 5 B
b B U\ VRS2 0 RO P R SRR 5 1 T A0 N KT 2 7 155 AR LA 635 e S 5 L5 2
SRS 4 A6 B TS AT R B 9 BT, S BT fO N T
62 BT IBBHIBIREER

7 5 K B 7 W S bR A I R, S B0 R T M AU e R R B N Z A b F
SR B T B A 0 B, A DR AT BRR F S R R B 9 S
A 5 A 9 B AR 2, T L 92 A LB 25 26 WAV F 9 2 R 7R 0 0 4 e 746
590, S SR 45 e DT EL VA PR T 5 ot 0 5 2 11 3R (selforeport) 7 7, AIS AMUR 264 B e %
A 4 R P R 6 LB DA B A B Bk MR 7 0 (8B MARRRVE 26 ) «  0 2
D S 2 IRBR T (3 LB 0 R 8 5 A B
6.3 IBRAHE SE S E R B

5 B TR K00 A 28 FE A 1 B T SR B, e 7 U U S 4 e 6. K
5 MO L TV 25 10 75 2 R T 75 A il 7597 0 2 A T 308 7 S 200 4 R P SR 7 2
1 9575 T 0 0, 4 0 PR B 90 75 25 A 5 2 D 75 1 7 4 B 75 200 X 23 R, S 93 4 PO A
/I TR FRO R B B s OV R b SO A ) LA 6 B P 75 0B 0 43 0 R 3R
e

SR L A 5 K 2 T A 6 28 B L X 3 3B R G R 38 L
527 0. TR 322 N R0 R 0 LA, 2 2 Lo B2 . A0 9 AR, T 90 48 25 1 % TG
TV R R R A B SRR DR E L R, B A IR .
6.4 FITFHEBRORRIMN Y S RBEBIES

ST 0 B R 18 T T 22 0 0 S A RS SR VR A28 I 4 0 I 55 91
AR ATV B o D25 4 MR 8 L R T K
WAL A 5 B AR GO YRR S, AP R 0 D 4 Y 7 T A B
305 B 1R N AL E L), 6 0B S5 P S 3 AR LT B 52 3175 9 38— 35 e S i R
P25 9 2 SR DA T ST N T Bl L A S 5 IR R BT S RS

7 HERIB

T ORI A AR AHLAC B 0 5 25 1, AN OO HEZ 5 5 A0 B TR Rl A TERE. AML
AEH P RN SE SRR R R B R ST H R R AT E A 2 B B AR SIS
LA A FEAE R 5 A L WP v 2 2 A S5 I T 166 TR K 24 52 2 1] i A5 R A A 3¢ 1) 28 S0 TR 2R T LA
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ERE ify b 3 155 JRK, D/ A7 R 26 PR ABORA 128, B A I R 01 17 SRt R B 7 6 1 4 P2 17 TR TR 1) 9 35 15 TR ) R ¢

th H 2 32 BRI 2 1) S A AT TN B 7R T B 1 I i%%é&g‘%u%&ﬁﬁ 175 IR SR ) 1 5 AR 2
W DL AR S D7 TR A R R 3E 0 AR SOt 32 BT XX DY AN J7 T VR4 A 41 1 5 T4 R A IR R A Y 1
T R 3 FR SFRN T H AT 5 4 B R 0 SR 0 25 B TR I 3 M T B 2 A7 T e ) — AR B Bk e, g —
AR TUN RS 1 8 1 A R 388t SRR A7 0 38 5 R, ) P A0 7 DA AL i 41 3 TR0 SR 1 50 4
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