94

FHREA RIS B B
A EmEETCICHIPR U 7z Existence Property
(el 3 MR i T =

RS BRI ARE BRELT
Nobu-Yuki Suzuki

Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Shizuoka University

20245 H 10 H

B =

Existence property (EP) & disjunction property (DP) &, Ffag “HakiE” %
ISR I HEE e LTHIG N, BERHENRTH 5, I & vV OEELNEH
5. EP & DPI3BH#NH 5722 5 b R E N, FEIE, Fx OBRMIARTITEE
WKHHE L TW3 ZeAHIHENTWS, —J5, HENFEREICB N TR, sl
HWIHSZMHETH 5, 3R, BFICEBEFRE ZER20WDITHD, 2
Zimig e LT, DimH o Rt FOMEZHET 22 HA, ZDLIH
EP O§§WHifZ ZEHRH L TWwd, ZO—BRe LT, MERTEHLASWEP 2& 2
Thlz. A, HFROBRFREGRIRETH 5,

1 EL®IC

Existence property (EP) & disjunction property (DP) &, Fiag “E#ERNS AT
LM ZIRANCRIHEEL e LTLLH S TE D, BHEGmEZORIPIA,» &5
HICEZ FTHERMANRTH 52, 2040 0REoN5ED, Zhzh I vIC
M3 2MHETHZ, TITEP EDP L3R ZE o D eENTEI S, YATALS
WEP ZFo &, RPEHILDODZ e TH5:

T A(z) 95 S THIFATTHE = % v BMFLE LT A(v) A5 S TREFHATAE,

*A preliminary note on existence property for negated formulas in intermediate predicate logics 4%
W% JSPS B E JP20K03716, JP21H00694 DB %2172 D T3, ARE, EFOBEMETH
DT DEETF, This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP20K03716 and
JP21HO00694. This article is an extended abstract of the author’s work in progress.

"Wikipedia @70 % [21] TH. “hallmarks” LFAN XN TV, (cf Rathjen[16])

IR ERODPBEFTE L &, <1 Godel[7], Gentzen[6], Rasiowa[15], Kleene[8] &\ o 7z H 7
FEEENNESN, HIRIRGA T ® Kurahashi[10] 2 235 %, tEMNLBEMIERFZOEEDFITRZ DT,
MBS OBRIZIE U TR L TATIZL W,



SHDP ZForid, KBWHIIDZLTH5:
AV B S TilFHAIBE = A DS S TREFHRIRE F£ 7213 B %S TaEHMHE,

25I1EY. BAoic TR 2 RLT0WEEeEs Tk bz, 22T
FELTELVWORS, EP & DP I MM 2 RIRETH- T, NEBFEHRmME
TH2 ) ODREMNITIZIEZR > T, EHEE EB LRSI 2L <
15505 PRARFEREE D 7220 EP & DP Z2Hi0 b O EFES 2 Z e AR o h T
W53 (Ferrari-Miglioli[2], S.[17, 20]). ZODXRTIZ, EP & DP 3zhzh, &ILF 3
LA ST Vv O THEEME) ZRIRBEEeEZ NS,

FREITHIRZ N TV S EP R DP &, BlIRZR o TV A BLEPNRER D SALITD
SMRICHAF L TH LT ORR BRI 5, FlZIE. FrA(z) R AV B v 03 2l
BREWorm@nWhid 2, 29 LEEWEZITEL LT, 5300 EOHER
RiZ. BN 2b 2 & ZATIRREEICR 2 B503% &G ATV (Friedman|3],
Friedman-Shard[4], Kurahashi[10] 72 &), —7j, HEAFERE TR, TASEEWITH
STHBZeHHNATWS (Minari[11], Nakamura[12], S.[19]).  Z 23] & 2> DG
MO RZ 2, 2D T0olFAT 2 e ANFif) 2HEEST 5 Z & 2imkEic LT, pure 72
WEERBOFEE, W, FERLT 3) OFRICORA > TITL DL EZTHI%E %
DTV 5,

FEC THELRERFECIE, T e (EP & DP) RHEWIHIYI TH S| LBV,
DUREZMAZUDED TR TES, ZOMTFERTALD,

E& 1.1. (S[19]) XoH#eamMAlZ (ZR) & FEA:

AV (p(z) = p(y))
A
T IT, pld 1 ZROAFRZER, o &y 3HRZ 2ERZER T, Ehd ACHBE LRV
DH 5B, PHEAFEREL IZ. (ZR) IZOWTHALTWS & =, Z-1IEFR (Z-normal) TH
LRANESN

Z-IERMEZSINDP TH D, BRGHANICH BALHETH 2% ReRTIELW,

R 1.2 (S[19)). (1) HRELRFERES DP 2 FF TR, 24U Z IEHTH %,

(2) Kripke bases (i.e., partially ordered sets) D2 5 A2 K o TRHBT S 4L 2 HH
AEEREE. SARTZ-ERTH %,

(3) FEfi Heyting RELD 7 Z 212 K o TRHEN 1 S 1 2 hELAFERIRIE, §XT Z-
ERTH 5,

(ZR)

SHIZAT, NFRR M P - Va(A(z) V -A(z)) A -3z A(z) — JzA(z) ZEBEFRDERBLIINZ THES
N2 HPERRERIZ EP £ DP 282, ZOm Tk, 3 OMEXEBERRHO D DRI NT
W3 ESICHZZ, ZLTEITHIH EP BHFFLTW3,

BB A A, BIAREETER Y, Z-1EH TR OWHRBLAFERIE D FERFEFE T 2,
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Z-IEHMEZRET 3. EPIZDP 2EL, T4bb

el 1.3 (S[19]). HREAGERE LI Z-EHTH 2 T5, LB EPED UL DP %
o,

Zofm#ElE, EP 2§V DP 22 LT3 Z L DP I L T (nudge) 4UE. DP
EROEIICRDE, LEoT0W3EOCbRZ 5,

Tld. DPIFHVEP 232 T, FU LI RHARIEZ R VWIEL S0 ?
CDEIBBEDS, HOEP ZRONERT LI Blhdiz, £D S5 X T, DP(B
FOZOMHE) LHAEDEAT, EABRKNRDZHTNTITE WV, AREIFEDO—IR
& LT, &ERLSM =0 (negated formulas, AR CIIRICEEFmIER & MR Z
LICTR)CHIBLZEP 2#E X Thlz, EVWIGHEDHEIDE ZADWETH S, &
FWZ, DIFLWVEEDD 2 L IFEVEHIL, W, ToXDEATVWRVODIEER
LIATHD, BBEDZEHBEEINRETH S, £l PI5axX v b 2EIT %,

ATROBAICDOWT:

HhEREERRIE S & F 2 D Kripke EIKGRICEE 3 2 EARHIHIL, 5% OBEHIEIE ([23,
24)) THMLTED, ZhH 0 FEEry PTEHIAFTEZLDTERT 2, BHE
LTELWVWREDSTzD, HEARFERECHEH I N2 FiED. Wb 3 pure first-order
language (c¢f. Church[1]) T, BAEGLS b IEARERE S bFi7z 3. F5 R nI L5,
Ko T, HH (terms) [ HMAFREBDATH D, FSRNHH I, T, H (EAEZE) o~
ADBEARZR D TE%2) 2l 2 TRkt LT, alRgami e v BE&RD (B 7%
T 572DIE) BETH D T, AT, ERIZR2DZET 2 72D12, il
R THEEE 2, LUFTIERHCH SRR D, FhEREEmEL 2 B TERE & IS,

BT, TNETHALTH-50 EP & Z D RAAHEHIEICOW T IHNT
%, £ LT, AFTH S 55 EP(EEimEUCHIR X 717z EP, EPneg) 288 A3 %,
SHICBIEDDR > TS Z L 2R 2, HAHITIE, L SROMIEICHET TDa
X v RN B,

2 §g\L)Existence Properties

¥3. FRAFEREO EP &, $TIKEALTHS EP DIXDOD5HWHETH %
wEP & sEP DEBREZANLTEZ 5, TN DFHERMEHOKIC, AFRTHRDOIS (&
SO0, BEMRFTHEIDZX5IEDEATHRY) 550 EP 2EAT 5%,

EFE 2.1. (1) FH L 23 existence property (EP) ZHiDo X, L TaEARTEERERE D
JzA(z) XU T, »AERZEEGES w BFFAEL T, A(w) DL CitBHA[RETH 5 Z &
3%,

SN EEIRT 3 EFHEEZATBIREORDRTVTH A S,




(2) (¢f. Prawitz[14], Komori[9]) ¥ L 2% weak existence property (WwEP) ZHiD ¥
E. L CREFAATEERERE D Jz A(2) I LTy A(w) V A(vy, ) V- -+ V A(v;,) 23 L CakH
ARECH S22 T3, 22T wid IvA(z) HBHUBRWEERZET. {v,,...,v,}
(& 3z A(z) DHHZEBORRTDH 5,

(3) (S.[23, 18]) &H L A3 sentential existence property (SEP) ZHiD &, L Tkl
AJHEZREE D sentence JzA(x) 120 LT, JeA(z) ITHI U RWEIRZEE v SFETEL T,
A(v) L CREMAFTRETH B Z L & T 5%,

wEP % sEP % £ 07mH T Kripke frame TEFR T X 2122 TH Z 5 (S.[23))

i 2.2. (1) Kripke base 25##JEIEFHEE T H % Kripke frames THHH O 54 2 5w
Lin |3 wEP 24§D,

(2) Kripke base 232 = {0,1}. domain %3 D(0) = {0}, D(1) =w ={0,1,2,...} Tk
% % Kripke frame (2, D) THREO &M 25# LV 13 sEP 250,

EFBDPOLEHHTH AP, 9VEP DU DOTH 3 wEP ZIRETHE. DPIXEP #*
L6, EP. wEP. sEP O =FOMHHEEHEZIZ. 3 HIAIZ:

e EP ##TIZ wEP 2>
e wEP 2 TIEsEP o
ZEeROhDd, TREADHIZONTIE, RD X527 oTWd (S.[23], of. [18])o

faed 2.3. (1) fl 2.2(1) @ Lin & wEP 2Fb, EP 2Hilzla\v, $75bb, wEPX
EP ZEH 750,

(2) 1 2.2(2) DLV & sEP b, wEP R/l $72b5, sEPIX wEP % &)
A

7 < L CTEP, wEP, sEP O OMHEEHRIZ, XEOK 1 TREENS, X -V
. X oY NELNDE ZERT, ROKTRENS] ik, ZOKIKIE— %
FImzeshnz e Z2E-TWVW5,

TlE, AR TERLEZVWEP OFWHiEZEAL X5,

EE 2.4. i L 23 ezistence property for negated formulas (EPneg) %D & 13,
L CREAATREZRAEE D Fo—A(z) 1A LT, AR v 2FEL T, —A(v) 28 L Tkt
BHRJRETH B Z b T 5,

EPneg 3. EP 2 & EmMH N (- A(2)) WCHIR L72HEICRoT0a DT TH 5, SE
R IID D, BIZIE AN B VYA DFEOGHERICEZ TR EIZB 3 HE

CPawitz[14] 1XE B EZRARERELD DP & wEP 2R3 2 2BHL T, 20 EP 2/RLTW5,
Komori[9] TH. EERNLFIEEZM o T, [ UK TH 2 FHAFERIED EP Z/RLTW 5,
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EP
{
wEP

|
seEP

X 1: EP. wEP. sEP O HEH %

FEBETHILDBTEEN, ZRHITTRTEP LRMEICZ>TLE S DT, &EHR
MFUZHIBR 3 2 EPneg DAL IBAENTH 5, HHIOHEE LT, EPneg 2’ wEP
R SEP & 5 W BRIZIZ > TV A ZHRTzWV, T TIZHF> Tz wEP & sEP O
56 2 iE - T, EPneg M EP Offifi 5Eph 208 5 0%, ERPSHH) &
WBFROBRVWDTY, BRZET S, fliicbrrd e LT

R 2.5. @i LAY EPneg 280 2 13, ROMH () 2FoZ L L[AETH %,
(x) L CREFARIRERERE D zA(z) W LT, & 2EAEEER v BDEEEL T, ——A(v) 23
L CALFHATRET & %

¥7z. f12.2(1) @ Lin \& wEP 2455 EPneg Z R/ 2\ Z 223, and 2.3(1) &lFk
AL TR LD TE S, T4bDE. wEP X EPneg ZE 0720,

3 WMEFTIchhr-oTWBbE&oklLiEZL
COFIOHMZ, ROMEEZRTIETH 5,

8 3.1. wEP ¥ EPneg #3CHE . EP 2870 WiaHENHET %, 4205,
EPneg ¥ wEP Z3IZRE L TH EPIFE» IR,

9, HLME32 ZHET %, ZhzflioT, EPneg 2Hi0Z t D+ 2 5
25 (f#E34), ZhEFMALT, ME31 OMEEHKT %,

g 3.2, A(viy, ..., 05,) B iy, v, SONCBBRZERZ R 7220w T, 1R
HAGERPECRERIAAIREE 5%, Z & &, AR Z w = {0,1,2,... } ¥ T 25 1FEH
HGARERFR DI I DFEL Ty Ay, ..., 00 ) 13T TR 2, 22THE (j=1,...,n)
i, € wDHEETH D, Alin, ... in ) 1E Aviy, ..oy vp,) DIEERER v, .. 0, ITER
Ziy, ..., BRAL TR S5 sentence TH %,

TZOTHREV ! LW RES DI, HHSAKE,



AEAFE. 2B 1 B LR R O e M EH ORI 2 FEER TR TE 20T, 2
CTCIFFER S 2 BRI VTH A 5, (MHAZMR T 2 SiED pure TH S Z L ITHEE
THe. KO LRIV, )

XKz, ZOREFEITIZ S Kripke frame (M, w) ZE AT %,

E&E 3.3. M,w) &, w=1{0,1,2,...} ZEMERL L. RTEDZLIEFELEEM %
Kripke base £ 325D TH 5,
M=w=1{01,...}with<:i<jei=0o0ri=j . (TSR

0
X 2: M

WRE 3.4. MM L RO 5D DEM R T T %,

(1) L F VYz——p(z) = ~—Vap(z),

(2) L CaEPHRTRE B iE. (M, w) TEYTH 5 (ie., (M,w) THIZE),
ZDEE, LiX EPneg Z2Hio,

SEERS. B L 235 xiie 33 %, MEEBO 2% {vy,v1,09,...} T 5,
Vo, - - - Uy KOMTHHZERB R0 3o A(x, v, .. v,) BB R D EREOMEIK
Z¥ov; i=0,1,....,n,n+1,...) ITHNLT, =A(v;,v0,...,v,) 2 L TREARAIRET H
5 RE LT, Ja—A(z,vg,...,v,) DL TIEBARAIRETH 5 Z & 2R,

S &Y, Bi(i=0,1,...,n,n+1,.. ) LT —A(vs, vo, . . ., v,) DT BLARGE
B CREAARAIRET H 2%, 321k »> T, &5 (G =1,2,...) LT, wZfEK
I T 55 1 B S HUARER IR QMR [; DIFEL T, A — 1,0,...,n) B3 [; THT
HBHEIWXCTER, THHEMODj (j=1,2,...) KD 13T Kripke frame (M, w)
LR E T2, fEDADOHALIC, FEED i € wiZHLTO E —-A®G0,...,7)
TH%, £oT. 0} Jo-A(x,0,...,0) 725, & (2) I D, Fz—A(z,vg, ..., 0,) 1F
L CREFAARAIRET D %, O

T, FrEomiE (WEP & EPneg 2325, EP 2H72720) OMAICE T L & .

8 Z ORI B IcE < id. AREEHOMRADORD [1H%¢) &kt 2 TRREICR 205, ANEM
TRBRVOTIEDLLFIIEL, B1EO TAROEEIIOWT) 22HLTIEIW,

9Glivenko-Kuroda DEMIC & %, 1E¥ A ¥ Folklore TH %75, il 21X, sequent calculus LK O cut
HEEE R - TIT S idam B T D Glivenko OEHOFEHZ AAFEREICE XI5 2 2F 2. (1) D
NHEBIZANCE S Z e 2FF 8. Z20E M- TLE S, WO HEDPLLALA TV S,
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E& 3.5 (5.[23]). (1) (N, D) &/t 0y 2+ Kripke frame & L, V % D(0y) ®
ZETRVWEDREE T 5, HILWITOZHEL. 2z N ORI MTH LW/
T LTRIMLTELNZ HIEFESEZ 01 N &L, 200187 2fKERE V
LEDIURX, BRIZ0 N RIEREEISERTE0, 2k -5 T0 1 N % Kripke
base £ 3 % Kripke frame 23 TE %5, Z® Kripke frame % V 1 (N, D) £ &<, V
PHEBEEDOY &, V1 (N,D)iX. (N,D)»58RH 1+ TESNDLE .

(2) Kripke frames DA € %, EFK 3.3 TED (M,w) IZERME (La@lz &) O
BIRAY 1+ 21T > T 5415 Kripke frames D2KE 35, (M,w) X € DITLTH 5, )

(3) C Lo TR o zmME L T %,

Z D Ly Dl 3.4 DM RS Z L IZHL2TH S, Ko T L 1d EPneg 20,
F7z, S.[23, Wi 34 25, LiZwEP 2O 5 X%, HLIEL, BEP %
Feleh w2 e 2Bl K0, EEEP ORAI L 2 25X Z R L TH K0, ol
BOT(?) B1HOME 13 ZMEB 5, ZOLDIIIRDOME L REIE KW,

##78 3.6. (1) L X Z-EHTH 3,
(2) Ly 1% DP & 4572720,

FERR. (1): @mPEX A DL, CHERAARAIREC IRE T 5. 1 ZRARFEE R p b HE 2 2
TARZEE 2 &y T, ARHBRLZVWHDZE ST, AV (p(x) — p(y)) 3 L, TREAR
A[RETH 2 T ZmRT. Al v, ..., 0, LADOHHEBPHB LWL TRV, A%
Avg, ..., v,) £EFL (BBDAL & ylduv, ... v, EIFRRD, )

L X €W Lo TR 5 2205, € D Kripke frame (N, D) ¥ dy, ..., d,, € D(0y)
DPFEL T, Oy £ A(dy,...,d, ) TH2, TZTTONIEINDERNTTHS, 02D
Jhe; € D(Oy) ZEUD., DAL= F 2K fresh 8ot es THET %, FneNOD
% E(n) = D(n) U {ey} & LT, Kripke frame (N, F) Z{E%, (N,E)IZ% DtE
ABRLTEWV, (N, E) LORE RED XS5, AICHIT 2 m ZEBARGEER ¢ ot
LT, e & e HEWMIDar —2722 X511 = IXito Tk %:

nE= q(fi,....fm) & nkE=qlfl,....f) .
CZIZT fild fiD e DL Eide; THD, FhMNI f, BEETHS, ZL T, plkD
WTIERD X H12T 5
nEp(f) & n#Oyor f=e .

On P A(do,...,d, ) 2220y ¥ pler) — ples) THED 5, Oy = Aldy,...,d, )V
(p(e1) — plea)) THDOH, AV (p(z) — ply)) & Z D Kripke frame (N, E) T valid T
lf\o J:OT\ Ll -’GE[EHHZ:EJ“Q‘EXZ;:%O

WERRNZ 01 N £ domain E Z#H L & 5: E(0) =V, E(n) = D(n) (n € N).
UKripke frames 10 p-morphism % Zf2 U OFE 21X, (N, D) iX (N, E) ® p-morphic image T&
2h6) L EFIUIED 2133 TH 2. (of S.[19, §2.2])



(2): HER ZMEERK p, g ®W->T, (pV-p) = V(g— (pV-p) BECDED
Kripke frame T® valid TH2Z & &, (pV-p) = qgdbqg— (pV-p) b (M,w) T valid
TRWI e ZErDIUT LW, O

ZDREHDEIEY & LT, Ro3bd 5,
% 3.7. PREARGEREICBWT, Z-ERMEZIREL TS, EPnegld DP &7\,

BHEDPS>TVWEDIE, ZOADETTHS, WNERRTDERDE SR 5,
X /= YiE X220 Y 2EINRWIE2RT, BiHON1DEED X512 IXOK
TRLEENDE) 2O ZTAETIFEATORLY,

EP

It

EPneg + wEP

W

EPneg .| WwEP

sEP

3: EP. wEP., sEP. EPneg OMHHEEHEIfR (RITHK)

4 HbHDHIC

ARETIE. 59WEPHIFED—E Y LT EPneg ZE A L, FIZHEEW21E0 h DHFFEIC
OWTHRTESEEEN Lz, ZOME L EP. wEP. sEP OM HE ROV T,
K3Dr ZAFTIEbroTWED, ¥ ZITIEF->TW5, FEHOEDTH S, 4
HOMEE LTI, ROMEZE Z T2\,

FRE 4.1. EPnegld. wEP®» % \ME sEP %EL 07

BUOHHZHID Z2WEE S, 7477y M 2BRBHDN, BHIsEWLLEEk
VW, Zhpbriud, K3257%R LT IREENE] T8I eMNTE S,

2T, BELTRICRZHEVWLS ONENTE I 9,

1. BB 1HTHRNRNERLSTH S TEP 12550V DP 21 /23 ) IDP 255\ EP Z 1)
JET) ZFANRBZTHEICOT, wEP & sSEP BXXDP & Z-1EHMEIC b 2557122
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WX, Do TWbZeddHd, ROK4ATIE, FhERLTHD, TZOKTRL
XD RWMITHE > T WD, ZAUT EPneg ZMZ 72 W0WbIFTH 205, 4125 E
IR R I NTGE . EPneg, wEP, sEP IE—ERRITIXEA THWRWDT, o
CEHERIXNCI 27255, BB ALY S0, $TFTRICK S,

EP+DP
EP+Z-normal <-—» wEP+DP
WEP+Z-normal sEP+DP

\/\/\

sEP+Z-normal

\/\/

Z-normal

X 4: EP. wEP. sEP 8 XU DP. Z-1FHM%:

2. HREARFERE O SEEE pure TH 5 Z 212X, fwEEKOME, 2L TElLTZ2D
HLODONEEEZ S L TORKRIEHZES, LrL. RERGE S - MG SHH

SECHEZ D540, EP (Z DA term existence property) @ﬁlﬁé’?%%é%
WIeR2ZedTES, TRIBEREZ 2S5 L2SiETE X CEPICBHE L /2[4
ﬁ«%pkkohf\SDﬂT*ﬁmﬁﬁ%%bf%éo:B%%%ibﬁﬂfm&m
DEN, HEOBEFTIIHETTEL, MEDEBLKICI» S, TBR - Jikiz
Wz Ex70,

3. B 1HITHIBAN2, EP ¥ DP(D variants) 1%, B b 3 & 2 5 TlREIFAME
WRZBEKBE OGNS, FRIBGERETEZ > TOWRHREEMTEI o TV A HSR
. RERNRBAFAMZO2? 202 TI Db TV S EP & DP @ variants IZEEH
TR 2D HEIWVEWIED (B DRI TV L2 WS 22 RDMn?7?
BINZrboTELNA2EMRD ZEREZBITNIFEETH 5,

4. LIBLHIDPDT 4 Ay arZ2 LTV RRCEA (HILKRF) L DT, X
DEIBHEDPHHZSI L VIR 722D 5,

EZE 4.2 (Counter Example Property, CEP).
LE —VzA(z) 2513, 2 v FELTLE -A(v).



CEP %, 204 o@Eh TRENCET 32 EP] EWoTd IWVWHARLBRERLE A5, £
71::\ CﬁCiEPneg @XX}T#Z %E%méo ﬁ@ﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁof‘(t\%o

i 4.3 (K#%). PHBEREOERD & [HILAGERME D subsystem TH 5| &\
IFM B NTHRZLNTF b D%, BEBFEFRATE R L TSR, 34T

HEEB T RAER L Y CEP 2 F07 DRE+ 7RI L+ Jap(x) — ~—Vap(z)
VC\\ @ 6 o

Z OB &k D, FELRFEREE O HIF Tl CEP 240 b DIFEE LRV Z L 23R 5,
ZD &5 Bimid, contra-classical 2@ & 725, ZAUEX. EP OARHE, b - & FEMIY
WERLT IAVOREZEZ S5 AT, BENRZLF TV AJREEEZ R L TlEWi
W72 A 95 5?7 Omori-Wansing[13] THHAL TV % connexive logics Tld, EP % DP 2%#%
X AL TW3, Connexive logics I& contra-classical logics D—FT, 3T H Dfff
ROEAEROLNT VWS, SHROBERDEMAEIIIICZ > TToTUIEL L,

EEE

AEmEICER T 28 A%, KR C XA [5) TOHFRINIEE (fEH S
Ay ABRERI A, RITZETFIA, BIIERZIA) EORRART 4 A0 v > a il
ENT2ZEDRKREWV, Ty —BILE YRR MR EZRFEGE L 0¥4, BT
BALR2ERZERD) DT 4 AH v b EonTICHhoTz, ARIAEHLE T, (H
FELWEE AR VDIX, 76, EEEBSOEDICIFTHIDOTT,)

AR, HARZEMIRELS BEAFFE MBS JP20K03716, JP21H00694 DB % 521
T BEHE TR O D—E T3,
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