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Abstract

The Multilevel Mixture IRT Model (MMIRTM) combines IRT with latent category analysis and hie-
rarchical linear model, which can simultaneously classify and quantify the potential characteris-
tics of subjects nested in multiple levels. It is one of the research hotspots and key points of educa-
tional psychometrics in recent years. On the basis of sorting out the development origin, basic
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concepts and principles of the multilevel mixture IRT model, this paper elaborates the application
of the multilevel mixture IRT model in the field of Differential Item Functioning (DIF) detection
and other fields, and makes an review and outlook on the application and expansion of the current
multilevel mixture IRT model.
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1. 51§

T H RIS (IRT) B AR AR IR ARTE S AT H RSP EE RN R, SRFHEMMIZHE, G140
T B ) B8 70 7K ST B FE (10 BRASR UK DU I H (1 B 240 (Lord, 19805 W R, 2012). ¥E7ER
543 HT(LCA) (Lazarsfeld & Henry, 1968; L[k, 2008) &4l 38 HI e S E A B M &L &, I
TE IR 8 500 A8 B SR AR A1 S5 1 288 1) A 2[RI AR DR TR, A A S A 2 (] D 0% R0 VB FE 2R AR 2 X SkeAilial (5
W, FEEE, SKAE, 2010). MR LR MERIR(HLM) (Anthony & Stephen, 1992) U & F Sk fif v 22 /2 Yk B i
ZIKPHEAE G B R, B0 TR R WA RE T, B E TR Y U = )2
R A (AR A2, 2009) . DN 1 S BFHAG IR LR B N AR E AN FRE FERHIE SR H B 2 )2 i E 45
MRS, RAE IRT B 5 PIHESE N R BB O AN BRI 2 5L b 75 22, (Rt IRT 328 5 - BB gi i 7%,
W LCA. HLM MIZE A /IESHN IRT B, X CUBRETRCA IRT MR .

Wk IRT BRI HEIRILH S LCA K 2Kae UM A, IR RIRS IRT A (Mixture IRT Model,
MixIRTM) (Rost, 1990). MixIRTM M TR B A AH R H SRR a0, AN AE 2R 1 4
AL SRR, RV FIE A . MiXIRTM 31X — BRIl R AV R R AIA 0 22 5, {5 MiXIRTM
M NEHEERRZ, AR5 EdR 7R, 2R TRV 2 BOE MAEAE AR K L
SN HAN 2 JZ R, AREMRRAE — AN 27K (JZIR) S5 8 A LE IO G £ (Lee, Cho, & Sterba, 2018).
Rl # IRT BLAURESE HLM 2 K IRT #78 (Multilevel IRT Model)¥ 75 1M 4= (Kamata, 2001). £
AKP IRT R BRI v T H0 a2 in) i, (E2 VRS IRT @A A FERE, £2/K°F IRT B — A5 PR
PEAE, B TR AL B R T SR IR B AN, ABRIR LSS TR AR 15 B.(Cho & Cohen,
2010).

N R IRIEA IRT MZACE IRT BRI, FERINHA B # RIS, FAREIIT R0k 2K
SPRAURIR & IRT A AUAHSE &, BDZ /KRS IRT Bi%Y (Multilevel Mixture Item Response Theory Model,
MMIRTM) (Vermunt, 2007). %5 iE—H&H R T8 A B E, JEIE 7R e R, AEE
HOEFPRAE T EINARLEA RS S (Vermunt, 2007). 5 5 7845 Bk — 5% B (Cho & Cohen, 2010), MMIRTM
AMAT DASR el B SR ARSI P DASRASAS RIS AE SR M =4 E, MMIRTM A2 IRT
BAY. LCA Rl HLM = ivkiighi &, W2 IEasRkOm ., #0E WE N bR R R R T A8 18 7 1A .
FF 51518 MMIRTM IWF R BUIR SHEE, ZHZE MMIRTM K 2 T/E, % MMIRTM & & 5 8 15
BHEEZEZ L.
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2. ZIKERE IRT FRBIF A

LK FIRA IRT MR E TR IRA IRT BRI £ /KF IRT BRI M &2 FPAOH ., HE
HEEAEA, NRZ KRS IRT A S5 T RS IRT AR ZKF IRT A58, PLR S iX p fh AR 7
HEAT R L .

2.1. JBE IRT {58

Rost (Rost, 1990)7E s AP ERAITEIIEG H, o m i AU Sl 1l & vERe, 26 Rasch f7Y 5 LCA
HLEA, $H T VR4 Rasch % (Mixture Rasch Model, MRM) (¥ 1W11], F37 7, 2015). BI{EJR4A(K) Rasch
BRI 5N “Hik B8 a2 ¢, FRIZ Wt A RIS FE R Bl TR s ) 22 5, AR A Rl — 2
MNP FEIH TRRe I8 ZES . Bt 5, HAh IRT BEA WA FH4EE LCA M4 G, Hm&ILM
TIRE IRT BAMA R . XFREABRAA /G IRT B BAG TIEIN R ik, RE IRT FIERK
F&E T IRT MEBAR R, X LCA M RS, & M3 AR T IRT (L REAL & S 5 AT LCA
IR R BRI, O OB, o, BRS04 T B Ao i 44t T — ok i iR
FEAVE 1 i TRCEE, WESE, T, skioE, 1, 2014). JRA IRT B, DR LAY MRM
fE A B, 1990 4E Rost (Rost, 1990) & Y42 H i) MRM ik an T -

gjc;ﬂic’c)_Zc e [1+eXp(9jc_ﬂi )]

0; NWER jIRES, B RTUH MR, ¢ FRonpisl T AE SR (¢ =1,2,---,C), xR c K
MR, WRREEIRAD, 0<r, <1, p(xij =1 9jc,ﬂic,c)%%)§ziﬁj TEFTA I ¢ iwmi e i FIE
HIfEZF (0 1 Har i3 1 ) iR 2 A, il h e ik ) B A R 7 K

Mixture IRT T2 4% H R FER RN 3B 2 FhE Y 8RR AiE ,  FF N R AR B SO AR #2(Smit, Kelderman, &
Flier, 2003). #(HMIPF(Cho & Cohen, 2010). A&l % (Austin, Deary, & Egan, 2006)F1 X 45 R i & 7 25 14
WR(GCH, s, W7, 201250+,

2.2. BIKFE IRT =58

ZKF IRT AR IRT HREAE HLM H, MR E & 1) IRT BB HLM KIANE, Z27KF IRT K
J 2 FR I AL, Ti/NER, sk, REPLIR, 2012). HoAr, 1991 4F, Zwinderman (Zwinderman, 1991)
¥ Rasch #RURIZ TR I ERUAH 25 &, SEEL T IRT B8R HLM 125456 Adams 26 A (Adams, Wilson,
& Wu, 1997)# 7K IRT £, Kamata (Kamata, 2001)7E) £ PERERY U HESE % Rasch #7347 5
H, $-H T =/KF Rasch A, =/KFaRl il A . AMAKCERBEA KGO E5E, 2012). Fox Fl
Glas (Fox & Glas, 2003)K Filill Az &t 7€ SO IRT A KT AER PS4, iiHet 7 HLM 524~ IRT
BRI GEA I E 2 2 KF IRT B, 'S4 Fox (Fox, 2005)32 254k e iR 5 HLM AHES & 1 2 7K
IRT B8, R FEH T 2R TH . XL BFEHIL 2z, Y67, 2008)i—HEbT 1 2K IRT B4
H— IRT B S HZ R R, HVIPIRER T 2K IRT BRI B8,

HACREL, X127 IRT B HCAEDH, BRR 245 FAE BRI 46 45 (Chu & Kamata, 2000;
Chu & Kamata, 2005). Jii H g % 5% (differential item functioning, DIF) (Cheong, 2006)F1 - &% BE Tt (Fox,
2004)H . TERYEZ KF IRT BEAUARWIIF R I EIIS, BB IS 7 — 2 R 2 AN R 1 2
He 2 /KF IRT AR (0 245, 2012). Cheong A1 Raudenbush (Cheong & Raudenbush, 2000)# i JLEAT NiE
FAT AR BAME, 18 FH 2 4E 2 7K1 Rasch BEAUIN AT 7ok E 79 MR 2177 4 9~15 % LB AFH

P(X; =1

)
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DA 1) JAT R B4 4 50 . Raudenbush 2% (Raudenbush, Johnson, & Sampson, 2003)EWF 7ttt 2247 9. & FE
FVE S HIAHCHERT, HIgH T “Z7KF Rasch fi2Y” X —HAFENLEN I 28 S8, Fok N AN
JEAT I B AR A .

2.3. ZKKERE IRT HE

2007 4, Vermunt 7EE Frguit22 25 I /8BS AR FE U 2 /K7 IRT B2 /KA &
S EE, RIS Z KRR S IRT B (Vermunt, 2007). Vermunt (Vermunt, 2008471 31 )
ZKFIRA IRT #iRI R FT-402# 0% . De Jong £ Steenkamp (Jong & Steenkamp, 201044 £ /K- £ 4EIR &
IRT A5 7R N7 FH 385 SCABIE 7E » 70 M 7 A2 B ) S5 K (12 7255, 2014) . Cho AT Cohen T+ 2010 4(Cho & Cohen, 2010)
B2 KPS SN NR S IRT B8, JREZEALY ROV Z KRG IRT B8, BIffEd 7 MMIRTM HIHE
2L, R MMIRTMIR S 1 N (CEAE KR K P E R0, TR SO ALE DIF N H .
S, WRIEFEEH) IRT BARRAE, BE IRT SRR R 2 MEIIE, MRS Rasch B E 3| 2
YERA IRT. ZAKFRSE IRT. 24E2/KFRE IRT, MWAMNRAR &N = /0 A8 B0 e BIFR 4448 S F 2 it o
()R EAR R A (E 245, 2014). UbAh, ETERL T T FE S Les B HA B SR B2 1S R K H AR &
PR AR, BRI TIRA IRT HAAR, MMIRTM t2IEE IRT AWK R RR—F, BSH01
MMIRTM gt & £ 7K PR & Rasch £ %4 (Multilevel Mixture Rasch Model, MMRM), FrifE Rasch #7113
(2)F7~, MMRM J&44 Rasch BRI L0 40 4 A 2 KPR B 256, AMURT DA i 2 2 4004 1)
R, TR AT DASRAZAS [R5 78 2R 0 B TR U B RFAE (Cho & Cohen, 20105 23245, XII3H, X402, 2020),
£ Cho £ Cohen (Cho & Cohen, 2010)#/F 722 H (I B 4E MMRM 1, #7R7E 0~1 #+43 1ui H _EIER1E S
R REZE a0 A K (B) s :

_ 1
1+exp[—(¢9j —/ﬁ)]

P; 2

1
1+exp |:_(9jtgk — B )J

R H o, Jtul j B E, B ATH | FIMERESHL py IO j EDTH i B IERIES S %
KE)T, g=1--,G REHE—AFEAELNIEIE, k=1 K ZH KCFRAELNIEE, j=1---,] Rk
W, t=L- TRRFR, =L | BRWH, 0, Tt j 1E5E  MTEBIESIN 9. K AEETT, By
FoRIBEZER) g A K (IIH i MERE . MMRM AN KT R AR SR TR A S5 My 22 1 iR

P:(yijt :1|g’k'9jtgk): @)

Table 1. Mixed proportional structure of MMRM
2 1. MMRM KR &L fIgE

K=1 K=2 . K=K
G=1 i1 me 1K
G=2 112|1 mz L. I2|K
G=G TIG|1 nee MIGK

G G G
A Zg e 1 Zg:1”9\2 e Zg an 1
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L1, WPHNFRIRE ZACFEAES, BPIFRIREE — ARSI, AR — AT IR 2R I e
J5, AEMCEEA FREAT PR ER I, SR R K ROREAY Bk, AT MR 2 K
VR4 Rasch #7115 Rasch S [ % R, BIZ /KPR 4 Rasch 7 4E Rasch HE A1) 3EAE EInN T 24K
SFOKFEL >2), B ESAFAMN T HIEESRN S H, Rl 2425 (1 TE 4 26 [R) I 52 3 7K
iR DL L R AE SO IR o T P AKCE B, MMIRTM AT BATE 28 — /KSR S —/K-P T AR SR
AR B (W AE SN R SRS AR AR B (Re J0) I MT, 38— K IRTE 00 2 W 8 B TRl il VR 2 IR 2 [T 1)
KA, FARTPRREIN M EEIE T HAPES N Z R R (54, X3, x4z, 20205
Vermunt, 2003).

H AT ¥, MMIRTM S8 71 7728 O AR il 1+ (Maximum likelihood Estimation, MLE) (Finch &
Finch, 2013). UlM-# i i1-(Bayesian Estimation, BE), 1] LA WinBUGS 1.4 4’5 It B /R o] REE S FF
B (MCMC) & 3E1T 1t 11 (Spiegelhalter, Thomas, & Best, 2003). KZ¥fliit 7 i%#8i@E 1 MPLUS 28,
Al LUETE R H E EgRAERSEIN(E 25 0s, XITH, X402, 2020), LA #F7#E (Chung & Houts, 2020)FF
RHSEH T 248 IRT A flexMIRT AR, Er LAMCEE—4EfM 2 48 IRT AU =50 ZHFNRE I
H, WSR2 PRMEZEBASH, MOHBERN S, WSER =280 logistic B HFIEH .

3. LIKERE IRT HENELRE
31. ZKERE IRTIHEREPYZHMER

KM G —HEHE AT, BRE—SH AT 2 — 150, EE Rl S [F R 52
PR 2 AE B R R A IR, W tE AN, R R S B ANVY 2 B KR RS
TR R, 3852 BIPR M 2 WIE R RE e, bhdn. [RIGRERARRR ) B ERERE A
& iR T o TIXEERE V)32 Bt G Bt AL M S A AR B e, AN SURELE B m K P IEEA (L
. PR, ER)H(Lu, Zhang, & Tao, 2018), FERXAMELLT, EH IRT FrB A TR FE Ry ot i SR 4E 1 )
REA LR, DR S BE D H ZEOMMERE 1 Z 80k B 8998 7E R M (Ackerman, 1994; Reckase, 1985).
WAL, HHEE R 24, — B ) DIF &3 fE 7 vl et A2 A 20 (B an:  Mantel-Haenszel [MH]#:
5. logistic [ JAAGE . LR ELKY G (Steven & Howard, 2013)), PR AR 65 9 i e A 1502 i ik O Vs 7
JIRBYER), EPOE R IR B — N R — I ERHIE b FERXMEOL T, HEFEH 24 IRT £,
A e RERESE BLAERR 1 S 80l WERIRALSC TR A F4E R E 1 RE 115 B (Reckase, 2007). FEH| %
Yt IRT FERRALHIIE A, DA ESCR S MMRM 762 B8R DIF A5 7 L%, Finch £ A
(Finch & Finch, 2013)#fiA T BE e id FH 2 4E £ thae il H 2 K F 2l 10 2 4 2 /K IR & Rasch 1527
(Multidimensional and Multilevel Mixture Rasch Model, MMMixRM), %% 5 MMRM () F 77 2056 A A
[, AEE T R PG 2 A R4V AERFAE RO L. MMMIXRM AT LR
1

1+ eXpZ[_(Hjtgkm ~ B )J

AR PRSI SINARG), Frh O A EAERT g0 K HUBER | 76502 t 1 m 4200
TERHIE LI BHL, By B0 g FIK BT H iR 5 MMRM —FE, MMMIixRM 326 T 55—
KPR KT AR 38 () b T B OB A AR s K00 F R 3, 75 MMIMiXRM
KRBT 00 E X R T IE AR REHEAT 10, R — st BSh, {624 %K I Rasch
BRI, AT 7 23 M 0 5 6 o ALV 2 BV (A OO0 F s, Tt P £
AN R TG B0 .

P= (yijgt :1|g1 K, Ojigm ) = (4)
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P MR E PO RE R A 4 R O] A N 4 2 KRS IRT BRI 2 48 2 KPR G IRT BIAL. 78
MMIRTM 1, 4 i It H AR I & (5] — AN VE A2 AR o 24 B I DU 4k MMIRT M T I 5 AS [R]85 2 4 0 4
FERF U 2% 48 MMIRTM . AR 2411 I F 7232 K & (Jang, Kim, & Cohen, 2018), MMIRTM k£ Ik &
ZUEBETERET, 248 MMIRTM X3 T H N 2 4EANT0H [ 2 4, FT# 2 Fa 050 P9 i s N 0 H 2 2
P AERR L s J5 38 & PRI A0 23 BRSO LA -1 D056, A4S W00 56 A 38 14 T00 I 00 [ — Ao o 6 AR o (£ 3555
2010). Jang %5 A (Jang, Kim, & Cohen, 2018)iF BH4EFEXT MMIRTM H B 75000 I $E BUE 5 B 2520, AN[F]
(2 de i AR FE I T H O AE RS 2 (B AH SGHE B #8 2x REma S 2R b i 72 28 I PR U, MPT A Tl H
FI B BN R (RDI0UH () 2 e S5 R, JRA IRT BALSREL 7 78 2R (B /N T R e T H )& % > LA
YR (RIIE A 2 4ELS M) AR . AL, RIR BRSSO ARERIZREY, RS IRT AR
TE S 50 P B 0 2 B A 44 P8 2 TR (A D T (R B I T 9/ o 3 2 it A s 1) 2 A 5 4 02 O B 5 2 T 11
FHOHERL 55 BN SZI , R IRT BT 4R I 2 (I E 2R 51 - MMMIXRM [ 1S HI7E DIF Hr4k(Finch
& Finch, 2013), 7ERME, *EaBFAREFTN OIERAZARE Y R AL A I 85 SCA R S, AR HA SO TS 5%
ARSI ARAT] R BV (1 0 2l AN R ) SR, AN R BRAE AR K B T

3.2. ZKRERE IRT ERAKHAR

N TR E R TR, SRR MMIRTM i AR S ) S403E LS FH 7 S ) A ke e, 41
55 (Liu, Liu, & Li, 2018)4 1 2041 PISA 2012 Hi—/N 4% [ JU AR AT 55 R FE VR, X5 MMIRTM 4T
O, % IRT 1 “TiH” BESSCAMN AR BRI ZNE, S EFAREE L N34T vr 4, @il — RS
BIERARZR S A TE MRS AR P e AR SR IS AR AT L, 45 RSG5 1) MMIRTM AT DURE 47 b 4R
T A RO AR TR, DL S SR PR R A, X R I PT DA — P T B R
T-Hi. 2020 SE MBI, 2R3 08% (50055, 2020) X Ad F #2111 MMIRTM K43 #t PISA 2012 [1] 5l
R R 56 P — T AT I ), AR AN KCE s I RRACERIANMAOKSE . TR AR, SRR
RN FEPERO) S v, AN AN [F SRS EAT 40 98 EAMA/KT, 58 SCESE A B R AG T MA I RE

SER b, AESEH MMIRTM 2236 MMIRTM ()—FEEE], $6 8 MMIRTM 721 R 7K PRI 4 7K -
AR, AR — AP BRI R APRS R AT & P IR B AR, AR R 4 ar
MO BRI AR 5 AR AR 8 1 AR I = b5 554010 MMIRTM B[R] (45 55 15 45,
2020). fEGBIRIT, AMA KT IRITE AR B H 2R — KT (T H KT ) “ T &7 (UL I A% &) fili 545 3 (Lee, Cho,
& Sterba, 2018), i ¥ REARAL AT LhsE SCHE N E B TE “HERE 7 O FR KPR e AN 2 TH RE Al T
EHMFRFEEAG IRT BN E S, 3 00 A & il iR 2 35T &5 (Fox & Glas,
2003). MMIRTM B AN EE THANIEH R FEBAR R, 1 HRCHEM T IRT 5L N H 4 A1
EHVEHE. TEARE IR G B A S ARSI DL N iR 7

4. ZIKERE IRT HBHKEA

Tl H T % 5+ (Differential 1tem Functioning, DIF)/2 5K B /N R BEAE A8 717K TAH R 1) 52 003, 76—
H AR FIEMEE MR B 5 (Steven & Howard, 2013; ¥ 7577, &%, 1999). DIF HIRF5—#&
BRSNS, dnpi A A DA B REAE AR AT 0 T, i H AR RN S R AR 56 T £ A
FHFEIIRTSE T, PRAERE ERBERT A 25, XM R R TR Z 7RI, 12 s 550k
PRI 2 G (3% 7, TRIF4E, 2006). DIF (R 7GR 2, — Rt H 2 BRIk LR 2= 70 11 (CFA)
AIRT, WEARFEZETR IRT 7€ DIF N H. F7E 2005 £, CAEHAE KRS IRT #A N HTE DIF
o, GEREINRA IRT BALAE DIF th g B — % IRT i 22 5 /5(Cohen & Bolt, 2005); X141 =45 A\ (X141
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o, Y877, 2008) X H Z /K IRT ALK DIF BEAT 4047, S5 REW], Z/KF IRT A2 & 1R A 1
AT BRI, T LA 504t 2 AN A2 &1 DIF, 1 H ] A2 i s DIF (5 EJE R ;. MMIRTM BT BEf% IR b
i 22 7K Y- A 25 4 v B8 TR OB G R 5 1S 7 BE TN R R (Bacei & Gnaldi, 2015; Bennink,
Croon, Keuning, & Vermunt, 2014; Cho & Cohen, 2010; Cho, Cohen, & Bottge, 2013; Finch & Finch, 2013;
Jilke, Meuleman, & Walle, 2015; Liu et al., 2018; Tay, Diener, Drasgow, & Vermunt, 2011; Varriale & Ver-
munt, 2012). 2010 4, Cho A1 Cohen (Cho & Cohen, 2010)1E % MMIRTM K HI7ES2BR ¢ DIF SZ6 4614
H1, X5 MMIRTM [ PEREHEAT | BB SO SRR 78, UE B S Ehoh RO A, R VEAR TR T fey fe
F MMIRTM SRR 5l A R 15 72 B A2 () 4RFAIE « 96 A 752 (Bennink et al., 2014; Cho & Cohen, 2010; Finch &
Finch, 2013)#fiik 7 AFIZEALH) MMIRTM Al 50 H Dyge 2 = B8 A, Hr Finch 58 A (Finch & Finch,
2013)E At — 2B & T H T DIF £l MMIRTM, A& 2 AN 485 1 2 48 MMIRTM BT 58 5%
HOEANE SR = E AR R EREA T, g R, 2 YRR b s ) PR AR R SR it T e
KT DIF MBI S BRBIFHAE DIF Hak, i&A ADEEHE Y MMIRTM B E HARSUE,  EC A
7t (Bacci & Gnaldi, 2015; Vermunt, 2008)F] ] MMIRTM SR 4T 208 W &5, AR4E 244 A0 & /K,
FIFH MMIRTM ¥ K2R FE R 0 NF B 2E; Tay 28 A (Tay et al., 2011) 48 F MMIRTM 204k E 116 4~
F I 121740 3N B AR & TS, 25 R R T 4 DMAMESEIR 5 AN E I, FF e T MMIRTM
XTEE SO 22 KPR 2 (E A A B DL S 75 s Jilke %58 A (Jilke et al., 2015)% MMIRTM R 7E
AFATERFE A, DATT RO 23 3 R 55 1R 7 BEAIRE A S LA RE AR P AP 2 4500 91, 73 70l >R 2 4150
WEPEF 23 511 MMIRTM SR AS: 36 R 21 1 & AN S4B Pk

5. RS RE

MMIRTM AU TiRA IRT BERREME, 11 HIHE Z/KF IRT BRI REEE, ATLAGE A
ZIKPIRELEN, B&KTFRHEAREEERNENE, 2 IRT BRI X — R, R
X LA R RESE N e 3 AT LR/ LCM 1 —Fhdh B, IO Th N FHTE DIF. B SCAL R &
SEEAT, BA RN Bt — AT EENR, JLHREE MO EEE 51
RN BB, MEEBER RSP, MHAHI T 242K FHRE IRT BA(MMMIXIRTM)AE,
T BRI N FH TR RUASE 1) %5 SCAR AT 9 R 22 48 55 98 TR RFAE B0 160 4 b b o 7R3 HAROARE 7, MMIRTM At
AT ¥R RO, AR T ORI N FH 7 THD R e 3 Sk nim e, 0 ELAN T S LA SR Y 4 B, T TR I A2 A 1
A AU A R IR T B MO B E T, EERAMEK R ARSI T . B
#H MMIRTM 7% £ (1328 56 38 K R Ak AN Wi bh g, 75 BA R JLAN 7T, MMIRTM A Refidt— 25 4R

T %62 MMIRTM FIRAL SH506h 1 b Hemin [N &K R S5 M IRT (8 2 TAR R A S 5 A 11 0
BRI HT S B T A S FE 42 1R A MLE, BE 1 MCMC J532:, {HEIX S8 7k 1d 41, fhiHas
LA K H s m R 2 H Ane > HERE

H, MMIRTM FI3RE . IT4EKEEE A1 MMIRTM (385 8, 128 0 Sz pril 8 & i 75 5,
XIS ERE T AEBE AT T IR . SERRS S DL 2%, QAT B2 SERR 5 K3 MMIRTM (R e, i
¥ 2 MMIRTM Ak K e 5 0 FH B SR N A 22—

AL, CAEPHERB MMIRTM e PR AR HIZE T I H DhRe 2 H 480 2 MMIRTM fEiHE L&
TS 0 55 000 6 5 5 R D 5 AR PR R FH 7 1D H AT R B AR R R T

/i, MMIRTM 7 IRT. LCA fil HLM =F k1454, IWIHSHEM MMIRTM 15 %67 24 IRT.
LCA Hl HLM [EEARENR, XFE—RACOIE 7 AT MMIRTM RS, A — @ FE e E RS T
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ERISEERN S B, LR KRS MMIRTM, X #RA R 3R AIME— PR AN HOER
o

E&WE

ASONHHTAE B RHA IR “ %) LT DhEe 5 8077 ST R R MR I AR 22—, T
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