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Survey on Interpretability of Deep Models for Image Classification

YANG Peng-Bo'?, SANG Ji-Tao'?, ZHANG Biao'?, FENG Yao-Gong'?, YU Jian"’

'(School of Computer and Information Technology, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing 100044, China)
*(Institute of Artificial Intelligence, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing 100044, China)

Abstract: Deep learning has made great achievements in various fields such as computer vision, natural language processing, speech
recognition, and other fields. Compared with traditional machine learning algorithms, deep models have higher accuracy on many tasks.
Because deep learning is an end-to-end, highly non-linear, and complex model, the interpretability of deep models is not as good as
traditional machine learning algorithms, which brings certain obstacles to the application of deep learning in real life. It is of great
significance and necessary to study the interpretability of depth model, and in recent years many scholars have proposed different
algorithms on this issue. For image classification tasks, this study divides the interpretability algorithms into global interpretability and
local interpretability algorithms. From the perspective of interpretation granularity, global interpretability algorithms are further divided into
model-level and neuron-level interpretability algorithms, and local interpretability algorithms are divided into pixel-level features, concept-
level features, and image-level feature interpretability algorithms. Based on the above framework, this study mainly summarizes the
common deep model interpretability research algorithms and related evaluation indicators, and discusses the current challenges and future

research directions for deep model interpretability research. It is believed that conducting research on the interpretability and theoretical
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foundation of deep model is a necessary way to open the black box of the deep model, and interpretability algorithms have huge potential
to provide help for solving other problems of deep models, such as fairness and generalization.

Key words: deep learning; interpretability; image classification; feature
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(1) BB REAETE MG A, — T3 100 k2 1 T e ST 0 T F e o s SRR D 47 1550, AT 2 T A e &5 SR PRI 28, 53— Tl
TR LEI R A T U BT 27 ) B T — L TR G R AR A 2

(2) BEEEMIRIIR G, B T30 bR BN A 7E S R BUR AL 3R 1 A2 P R EIER B0 0 HUESR, MATT 228 st PSR e )
HEFE AR B T

(3) BRBEMMEEEEMER T2, X TR/l AR (R ARURE AR, 0 52 (10 Aif e 45 R ] e 2 tH 22 S B K I 4.

T T S SR AA R AR L OB, Smilkov 25 N R T SRR 8% (SmoothGrad) S B 5 4646 15
TR P A JRE) x; = x+ N(O, 02, AP IXEERE AR (B A T35 R - B R o 136 v HH LA e 1 B, SmoothGrrad 57
AT AR 22 5580 P MR G 0 T AL SV EAR 45 2, In2S8a% 1] (class activation mapping)’”14%.,
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MRk 5 & &) B K 4 IR EARAL ST MR A 5 4R 237

T FETER BT RRAL R, BRI AL (DeconvNet visualization) 5732 P81 S [ & [ 444 (guided back-
propagation) 32 X 8 110 S 1) A R el R TA8 e, AtbAT DK 1 2 s £ 508 e 1) A FR AL A1 3 )22 A 326 B g N 4
i), 7 N 25 ) F A L R 2 e 4 G T B 2 R AT SR B . S B BT Ak PR R B Rk . R
ReLU. A5 3 AMGAELL AL, S IERIBEFE & 0 A& FE L R, Mt — ANl 5 2 2800 ReLU B (48 4. dn SR wi
Vi) 9 Jo 2 v b 28 T R IR, ) I R S B i A 3RS AR rh B S 2R I i R T AR R 0. RAEF AL BETE )R
Wl AL AR IF, AN ST v A6 6 1ok 78 rh o 42 70 R I0TE A% O, 0] I 1) 4% 326 [P SR P45 5 ) Re LU bR ZCHEAT W0 Ak 2.
GBP S35 0 SR B AN G AR T A ST I 45 &, B BEAE I R AR 3 405k Re LU I, AN % B8 7 0 A4 (1038505 175
I B 25 8 R A A BB TR 155 100

FHEL T B A A R, SCBFA PTG AT GBP S 706 58 S 1) AL 6 A5 vh RS AT et 0% B IE IR LA IR, SR H ot
ALK o3 2k A AR A F IR AL, BB 4% T U b R R X 4 24 3T B HOREAE. Wl 4 Bios, W F—iki A g, 25t
AN ) A AR L FRAT B AR A 25 2. AT LUR IR G AR PT AL AN GBP RV ] A4k 45 SR 22 LU e of 15 R A,
BT RS S A b 220 6 B A B AR R R I A AR AT A SR R 2 A A £ TG RRAE HEAT 43 #T, BT LA ZE 2
L 0 248 2 ) VR IR S AR A A 2 B IR R B 0 T BT € . AR SR E AR, B A 2B iz 4 2 2] 5|
SR BLIIRAE o) F04R i FE 28 2 2 X GUREAIE.

a) Input E (b) VanillaGrad (c) DeconvNet (d) GBP
K4 0T — DGR A — kg N\ B, R HAS [ PR B2 5 B AR

RO A3 BT SV AR BE TR B BE % A FH P 41638 B 103 U5 ., AR — 28 TR R ILIX S SV A7 AR BB Nie
2 NTUS26 %6 B GBP S92 R DeconvNet HJ A4SV 9 2% () TE SR AN, BT D5 2% 19 2% 2 Bt 45 LT AN
A5, AT ANER i E R T I AN S AE G N RE AR AT 43 A4 Ghorbani 25 A VPRI Dombrowski 25 A P H T
B R T M 3 7 VA R Bk B, AEMNAREA BV RS 75 SO i v T () 45 50 T 3 B0 AR [ 1) Al % 4
T XSGR PN O] iR R I A E IS T TR
4.1.2 HFEHE

VA BRI S0 04 X 85 T TR0 43 f (o) LIS 328 % B il A 1 BN (AN HEJE B, B N IR AN 8 4 i — AN STk
Ry VAR BL AT e 451, B4 7393 R LU AL ph i A\ 1A 4846 B2 1) D ik o R

N
f@~ ) Ry )

=1

AR R IR 1 BE B, W R FRATTER B — A2 5 AR f (o) = O, TR TRATT W] LAKE P99 5% A LH oo — B il oy
AT

f)= (%)T(X—XO) ®)

B IEAAE e R B T A AFEA NS e S EZES. W f(x) = 0 H. f(x) > 0, IBATA

AT LA B x AR AEAE xo FRANTELE IR AT A 23 B AEE 0, I3l A2 7 R A 3 A A ek B S TR A T A 1y A .

H%A# ] Input® Gradients®, Bl g—i: Ox, fE— 5 FEE RS LR MRBE Y B 1) 8. Kim 25 A R ] GBP 511k

SR, R0 JRE AR o S i) A A 1K) o R o R R (L e D R/ (R B T, i 2% A P L PR FEE AR A A PR AS ()32 70 3% e AR
VR MRREGE JE. D T wR JL e o6 S vl LA A6 LA i A, SR [67] 3t T AR X BB (integrated gradients) 5%,
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FEUMURESE 5 2 AR EIE x 2 D0 FA R B0 AT #4280 9. 1G (integrated gradients) AR 45 Bl A= (9)
RGE

1
IG(x):(x_j)xfwda )

ox
0
o, S (x) & MERTE H ARSI BRI gE R, x £S5 % i — g S R EHR. 23K (9) AR TUE AT RS G 4
FAE [0, 1] REE BT 2 IR 4078 ARGV SOREACKA B 138 4E, ML IG(x) 72 Inputo Gradients I —FRFERTE 2.
W BIN S AU ZAFEASR T B, 76— EFR S L B0 AR YU 5 TR SR VRN (1) i) 8. (R, @i ax /s
S5 N BB DG HE, TRk 3% FEEASE 2R pAy 0 X 2 R 4 78 P45 1) A B T e AEAEAR R B 22 e, SR ABATT T BB 2 4 P9 8%
YU A [A]— 28 1.

I IERIRAEALHE (layer-wise relevance propagation) 532 2K 0 2% (11 11590 £ (o) 1 R M S PEA 2038 )2 I 1f)
FE, B2 f(x) A BCRMAAEA x I8 ANYERE L, I e SUREAMG 22 S 1 DTiR R A AR SR U IR I T 22, I
I R R 5 S RIS F P, DM R R Y Y SR (AR A . (R L R AR A T TSGR 1 21, O ! IR — 2

zh S MRS 4 R, LRP FEAL 3 i 7 o A2 56 £ PR AR 5 A 42 S0 % 2 TR A DG M4 70 2 R &8, B 2
A3 (10) & AF.

fo)=..= Zdelﬂ Rgl - delRI - Z Ry (19
SRR IR, 1+ 125 k MR TCOM RO 125 i MR TGRSR 50 RV 3R, B2 R 4
TR R RAZ ARG LA A:

R’]' = Zkelﬂ R’('gzl) an
BT UL R4 RN, Bach 26 N IR T — AN S BRIAR CMEALA% U7 ¢
Rl _ il R (12)
i—k ZJ

9 T 3G Iz, 1 SRS Y JE TR B, WY LB S N TIE SCIRASE 8 & KT IR S 18 (& -LRP):

i—k
Z,’j
Sae B 520
RGHD _ J (13)
i—k Z::
2 I+1
—-Rj , z;<0
Zi—&
J

A5 R, LRP A JE T 28 R FF 10— FhRF R I0) S AR T X 7 S M 6k (135, Bach 25 A M B0K
PR TCIOG 2, WE— 25 R 53 S AR (1 R0 A RS 3 Sl BB AT S [l 4% 4. LRP S AR FEAR L, R AT LUOREAS
A PRI R A T AR A0TSR AE B AR 2. DU IT . BT I8 W Ak LA )32 1 B B 3 .

Shrikumar 25 A 32111 T DeepLIFT (deep learning important features) 553 [F) 1 2 45 W0 2% (6 000 45 5040 12 5%
NIREAYERE b, AN[F 52 DeepLIFT A ME TGS z 5HSHRE 2 AT LR, JERE 22 6 = 2 4
TCITTRAT 3 A g R — 2 A TT, 4508 5% sl XK I0E N 4% o Il s R 4 h AN 4 Tl 2 25 Rz,
DeepLIFT HIAMIAL RN A X (14) Fros U

R=Y 0720 % R’.“ (14)
2N VTS e

BT LRP 3%, DeepLIFT SiE R ] LA S 7 25 RS RARR 1) BTk AN 714 A% 1) 5 1R >Rl S A OGPk dt s . AR % 7 =X
ok, LRP 5702 DeepLIFT SIL K — AR, BI % fE 2% 2% = 0. DeepLIFT 57k @IS p A £ AR
AR ANAR, H A I 2 AN A 92 2% 1 5 DeepLIFT #3743, Ancona 28 A Y%7 Integrated Gradients. LRP.
DeepLIFT %i— T 3k, ATE X RN o B E —30W, AR A SRR KREUT X EAATEZER, K245 T
TR SLRTVFIA LA DL EATIAE MINIST s i FAL R
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22 BT IR U PR S A I Lt O

MNISTHEA I PR &5 28
ReLU tanh Sigmoid Softplus

Input © Gradients PRAYC)) @ { ? » @I @
"oox : e b
ad, 7 v
&% 0
)E:)Ha(x—fc)da !'-.-J P A \K.‘EJJ." bt
; Voawk PN
&-LPR LESdw) _fG) (é WE) @ @ (O.
" Tom 08T 2 < : \) \J)

DeepLIFT (o). B8 [@-1C) W @
Xi—Xj ox; > & o ﬁ} v e, /o e

22 )5 MR — B R DR AR RE AR G B, AR S5 A FE SR BIA R AR TE SR 0 T 3RS )

Jrik: VAR R; (x)

Integrated Gradients _ L as.(%
xi-x)- [ =
a=0 6x,~

19 DRy s ANAE ARHR A JR) 38 (0 A Rk, AR 170 - FRAR 5 — A R AR R R, T HLFEAS R BT (AR AR RE A 6 3 0]
I (R4 5. Montavon 25 A T2VHE T 28 8 20 R0 3 FE AR B A 3 10 T VR ¥ B ¥4 iR 55.3% DTD (deep Taylor
decomposition) i ##1 25 R 48 HEAT i FE. DTD 5 iR 5 0 4% 2% 3] 1 5 2% o BUPE 45 0 Loy i ol — 4L R B Fn, 1R
IZ AR T 7EA RGO T o] S FRAR mU B AR A 7.
42 WREIFERT R EE

M SRR AIE v AR I BV TR A T SOME S A, JEIE Il 5 23 W SR A i A A M R AE R A TR e 5 o
JE. R A5 35 2 BB T LK G 43 0 AN ] (968 45 25 DX 3k, a6 )3 vy DURIES SORSE 6] v ok, T8 il Ay i
PG R B M R AE A AR 2 Ay b P D AR R R AR Y [ R S AT A RS . LIME SR RIS A 0% 17 & CAV
(concept activation vectors) [ A iR R 3 15 V4T AR AT A BTl ) 3 PS8 B0 f) e S 470 AT AORE 110,
ARICH 3.2.2 A GIIFET network dissection HEZSE ¥ Ky g ML S th i R ZURRAIE ) MR M S0,
42.1 LIME $ik

LIME S0 Ul A2 28 AR (10 Rl A A TR SR o YR8 FEE AR ) o s e St 2 2R3 A 70 AL, 338 v 45 A T v LA B gt
JEREIY () SR 3P SRAT by Ik, R MR AL TE ORI R, B TR 2 B, 1 SVM B4 I 45, % i
AR LU LA, LIME Sk B AP IR X T — AN EHG x T3 KRGS £, 5 5en0] x AT B RS HIE R d
A UG P 5; 2R 5 51X d ARG 3R DX T BEA LR AL, A2 B x JR A8 M 1K n MREAS (23 ier e, FoP 2 € {0,139 1)
B B ARG A A AR 2 1560 1500 B 1B A 28 T DRl e A i IR RE A N BB TS f 88 B f(z0), 4 fz) 1ER
WS BNGE—A AT BRI g(z,) 5 S Ja B IS Se A S5 AN T AR B 0B A 38 X AT il & 20 el ik B A 1 — A
R T DX Sk LIME 550325 1) DG B2 R A DU AF AR 149 J0 350 X 358 Py AP i R SR GBS 2R (AT — B, LR R IE i R
BT AT T E A, RS B b

&(x) = argelginef(f,g,ﬂx)+9(8) (15)

e, o RERATEREA 2, F x Z (AR ABFESE, Qo) 72 MITEMERE RS ¢ M IRVEI LR, B4 X5 T iR M Qo)
AT DU VR L, TR T2 MR Q(g) T LU AR AT 4R, LIME SA L Fh i 55 B AF (S0, SR th 155
TEAGAFAER L AT E 2R, WORAEIBENLE . SR RE A5 0 ORE AL ADURE 2 F i 5t 5 ), S AN s A —
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TR 55 i R AR AR ) 2 TR, JHL U R B8 A ALt AR M (R AE A R B TR R B A AE AT A B84 — 8 4 T eidk LIME
S B BB THRRR (O AERA I, VR 65 8 T AR TP 7 25T if-then AU Anchors 5732 VO IR B8 114 )i s
A7 0, Af45 P o] U 78 4 4 AR SR A Y (K47 A
422 BET RO 1) B2 00 A AR Y

LT M T T 2 P T AR P S T V0 SEABUIE 8 3 R MO A KT oA 4 B S £ R SR AR A R 1)
TR S5 R AZ AR L T B — M AR & LK S A MRS A DS I IE SRR AR AR &, RIS 5 2245 S A
SXoF I 147 R U8R 1) it A% T R S RS TR DB ) o I MR ity 1) St L P 7 T s P58, T3 7 ) T KR B e
MY T U A AR TR 1 P AR Gk

Kim 25 N\ I R S 1) AR M B, B e TR B AN I B A C (Bl 4520), [l Ryt
NESAH I IEREARSE Pe (19140, 580 G EE) FSUREARER N (9140, BEBLIV MR EEE); AR5 B RRR 1 16 190 2% v i)
B, SRR E SRR R IR R LR () x € P RI{fi(x) : x € N}, ZJE AL — /3 2K 28R X 40 {fi(x) : x € Pc)
F{fi(x) : x € NY, 158 S 1035 1] 5 T Ay s MR 20 P MR YR 1 v . BRI AR x (9 2, B 5 IR, A e g 5% 1
BN 2 R ECA by, WIERS C (580 SRR A T 1) 35 LR R vl LAdd b 1 =0k i

hi(fi(x) + SVIC) = hy i (fi(x)

&
b, hy ARG TR b LR A, S cri() PT LR BRBES C O6F DU AR Tl i) B2 1. O 7 4 — AN Aok
AR EERLLE, Kim 5 NWHEH T T7CAV BRI WA (17):

l{x € X, : S cxu(x) > O}
TCAVy,,, = d |;le[ a7

B, 0T B R4 k I EME, S8 T 5 5 W8 C A DG IR AR o A RMR B 1 LG 9] 3R S BIORSE -8 AN S 700 1) AH 6
PE. T 97 b B SR RS A AR A OGPk, SCHR [43] 48 R IR TCAV BEAT SR R 36, i B 0 6
R R A U S SRR A S ML AR DG B 4R P, IXFEA REORAIE 7 2145 R ML & 0 ) 128, -1k
EIG x, BB TCAV 43 B s L& HEA T P, T LAAS SR BRI U 4% rh iy O3 () 3 X3,

DT N T A SRR B B R R ZE, SCIR [44,45] B H R TG 3 0 SRR BOME A& AR A i
R BB, HH T 2 A 2 0 IR RS2 Y R AN (AT F, DRL AT ) o A5 AN FH P58 2 st i 15 22 40 1 AT B A
[ 2 IRE . A T 2B S B &, TRATTARZERT o3 81 A6 1 ) MR AT 282, ARG 0T 2R I8 I UG SR AT MR hvt.
T G RS 43 A O S SO RN B RS R AR, 70 SR ST AT 75 0T B4 SR AT TAL BR 50 B S 5 (L
HEEERA.

N SRR AT W) AR P B0 R M g PR 5 v PR SRR U AR SR80 I >, A A 30 T S ) R SR 1 i L
P, AR, MRS GURFAE AT AR P SRR I I T8 SR AR, X AE— B TR LSRN AR [ R IE e ).

43 EGEAFERREREMEEE

PG R i W] AR P R0 5 A i N 225 ) 34 5 DA S L A AR ALVRRAE R RE AR, AT o I B A2 (1 e AT
N HEAT AR X4 S8 ORI 2451 1) T gt vk TS VA L PG SR A o FAR A B DX 4% I Tk o e 46
TGRS R AE AT B, AT - 4 LA RIS 28R (A S M A DL J A 28 0 IR AR A T . i 2 T
S P AT iR AR I Al 1o 7 Y 5 vh TR B AR R IR A SR IR A A T i g
4.3.1 W%

W44 235 (network inversion)™ 7 st 41 28 0 PR AR AT TE M, DA BE W AREAN AR G 2 3T B AE . 1
4% I A T A FE T I AR (R S VRIS T SO R 4 O S0 7, SRR ) 5 R,

FEF 1E UK 1) 0 8% sz 3 B9k PO AR A s 0 S R R A x, 3 ok S R 4 4 3 LA B R B A gtk 2
AFHETCHIRHIEBOE I A(x) 5 SRJG, H—ABENLIE FS xo 15 D HTA6 40 i N J5UA6 ) 45, 38 3 BRI s e 22 T R0 AL
3 A(xo) FIEL AN PGB AR 2 A (o) AH R R B RG AR 2 TC I RFAE, HAGAE B AR A 2 (18):

= Vi(fi(x) - ve (16)

Scxi(x) = ling

<y
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K % 8 BRI T R SR 44 241
X" = argmin L (A(x),A(xg)) — Ar(x) (18)

Herh, £ WK AT LU T R Z20URAE, r(0) IOAE I 200 T ORIEE BB 0 R, E2OB0H L, ENfe . 272
Gy 85 PR A IE AL,

IS[CLI ‘ IS[PL ‘ ‘4thL ‘SmCLm
%o I A (xo)
Loss
4t CL 5t CL
»> = 2

Inversion with
regularizer

Original
CNN

Upconvnet

Inversion with
upconvNet
&

:
-]
s O
= O
=]
. =
: Z
-0

CRR S e

T R A B A TR T, T EHG RN D, D I AL IR P 04 BT b
SRREIE LM ZE VAT TR, I SRAL R KK 2% D:
W = argmin )" [lx; = D(Ax), W) (19)
W

o, w it RERING D S I GR5e BUG, K e A4 e R BGSRRE B A(x) 15 D (R38N SR X 28 0 1R 30T
HEAT .

W) 6% J ¥ B ] LAy A R R A AR IS SURFE, 85 bG5S TR) R E AR J A4 103 SR MG mT DUR IR 2
S AIE ) B T AT b A i N TR, B T 28 S ) T S A B 1) B ) 45 RO BASER), (L2 754K e 8 O B S A
RRFAIE. 3 18 B A 22 0 48 FEARF AE SR BOE FE rpog i 25 25 3 bl — S8 OIS (R RPAE, 1T £ B 00 426 o 2 ) R AT A ) P 1
TIE. 19 4% Js 35 B9 (A B A T 6 AN )2 R TE ARr E T5 ZEUNZA TR R AR SRk X 3 S A R I 48 R T AR AE T4 L
W, WREEARE A ZE G B AL TSR PE VA
432 FHET ST AR

BE TS50 0 v AR v SR I VN ZRRE A b AR B A AR R R AR SR MR B AR AT AR PR B, B MR
BT RE AR I RE AT B (ORABIE, DRIk 190 268 2 205 R I F ) 5 53 10, ey 3 3 LA A3 Pk 1 s 4
WEISEE R OG5, — SO ARl BT PN R AR R DAL I SRR Hh BN Ao TR A (10 56 1 g SR R B R AT A

J5UR (prototypes) 3 F 4 A A S BE AR ] o HAT AR R IO 10, SR Kim %5 A SO U R IE AR fig 5
AR PRI SRR, A T S A MBS () G SRR RE ), BRI 5 AR T R Rl 3R I P 2. STk [48]
H TS 1 Jo 0 S B AR I A 2 O B S PR A AT (eriticisms), JE DRI PTHE R 1 RE A 45 7] o (0 20 SRR ). Kim 4%
NI BE T MMD-critic (19 VPR E MUINZRE ik £ BAT AR (K BRI VY. 8 K3 2% 5 (MMID) & H A
G At 2 TRV 2 S 1A T e, FHPR S 0 AE R s i) 12 S 10 L et Kiim 25 N S 6 B % /NGBS 43 A1
JR AL 53 A 2 18] MMD JE 25 (R 5005 s b TR AR 3, T HE VP T R 3 e KA MMID B 25 AR A . 48 B IR sk b
TR n MREARX = (w0 € [n]), [nIREBHES{1,2,....n), NXHFIH—DTHEX = (x,VieS) H s c[n],
U — AMZBRELKC, ) SR RREAR TR AL, Kim 25 A PR XOR X 2 71 MMD 255 52 SCT 1 R4 2 55 J5(S):
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I < 2 1
I(S) = = > ki, x) = MMDY(F X, Xs) = = > k(xioy) = = > k(i X)) (20)
n niS| ie[n],jes IS i,jes
I R Ty (S ) A X HIERE m AR, R A A5 (21):
max J,(S) 21

Se2ln |S|<m,
Ptk 2 (21) — B BRAE R DRk T3 1A R A TR K, R Kim 25 A U993 T AN Sk S ik sk 2
FHRIFREL . O THREGVEREA RS Xo, B R RS R RAR S AC R IAEAS, Kim 25 A SIE T WA sl B0 T
F— UK R

ij=1

LO)=, }l D ki, x) n% Dk, x) (22)

leC | ien] Jjes

Rl FE A IR (22) & RIHUR ROk F-38 Xe . 9256 RN T MMD-critic - 4% 21 i R RE A — Rt
5 B A e A R DR A £, WAL A AR A5 HUHE o3 A0 o B 40 AT O ) — S8 S R AR AN AL

WS BR IR A T 1 — AN YNGR S, RS2 1 S ORI 25 R 25 52 BIBK IR 2, T4 B TR R I S A
S ) R S U G AE— AN S T AT R ) d B AR A S VI R R R AR S TR I 2R R, AR T
TN IR FE AL T SR 1 A AR AN L SIZ (1, SCHR [49] 85 A H 5% M7 % 4 (influence functions) AT & 51245 U o 53 M AR 2 ) 2
FOANTI, AT S 7 SRR (R i T2 IR U e o ) — AN B xS URAE R s (D REMRE I A 20 (23) THAL:

(x, Xiest) = — VoL Xiest, 0) "Hy ' Vo L(x, 6) (23)
Hrh, 0 2GS S, H R EEL X M4 S500 B T8 A3 (23) Hasi s BE R v R FE I 1,
SCHR [49] £ e s LRt B R B LA THE R e A 20 (23) I THE ) L Ribeiro 45 A\ i S48 A HLEL KA TR]
BT IR AN, A R B (0 A5 2R AR 40 52 e o 504 1 X LA R M ) B SR T REANTRD; R S AR Geb L 2 ) SA L,
25 0 288 5 e TAE S L B AL i s .

Yeh 26 N\ VS T AL A RAA A 25 ) b () 25 7 5E PR (representer theorem) o ¥ 85 K 20 () 0 364 T A%, AT
UERR T RE AR TN 7] LA A3 ik I 2R R IR R R I B P 20 4, FF IR e M40 & (M BCE I ZRER TR B B i
AR FIRE AR AR R DR BE A (K e 5. Yeh S5 A T A USDKE R B 43 SBER0 Jhy W8 43: it 2 (logits) AR
1EFRRE (logits B2 AIAITA ), JeARHER R Z A f = ©2(x, ©,) , T ZH H N ©(x;,0) = 0, f;, I %%
W25 IR R 97 = softmax(D(x;, ©)) . AR F 7 8 21, WA A 1 Y 2% TR0 A 7T DAY A8 4 IR AR AR SRR IE R f, 1)
IBEEALE, BT 00, 0) = D k()= ) aiffy, AU oy M x it x, (0FRAEL SCHK (78] HH1E . 51858
AR I PRI ZRRE A A3 30 52 Sk A REAFIAIRIRE AR, 5 5% 00 o 20 VROV L, I S ARG 7 2 FLIE 4 1
THIREASTT DU R 7 1 5 (1 B

BE TS IR R Wk TR R B AR T A AR M A S 4, T DA B NAT T B 52 2 B A, R B T
PV R A T LR 27 S B,

4.4 EHiFHEIREMEE

Wi 13 T A 5 ) s ) AR M SV b, SR AR 2 LA 0 R AR T S, W e A T
B AT R 2 PO R AU R AR SR PR ARk PV 5 - 0 M1 T AR vk 505 o I N
5 A7 HH S IR e SR BT A SR 10 0 DX SRR ol A TR () e SR A T MR, T B TR T S 3ok P AR Y e 1 i P
R SFe Jo) SR I AR BE RSB (KA T
4.4.1 REOHEFL

KIE I CAM (class activation mapping) 5532 U0V 1ok 78 A P45 7 5 A7 L1 5 90 8% Y S5 96 111X 438 Sk gt B )
LSRR 2016 4F Zhou 25 N4 H SSBIT FUELTE UL B T 100 AT 45 G AU 28 X 4 LA JE LR /47 i
73, TR IR T 0488 0 2 A 28 0 T SR R AIE . CAML S0V 75 R 5 B N 486 o (0 43 12 2 L 4 Je P38t e 2 94K
B, EEVERESE 6 iR, w5k B e — AN BUZ IS R AE AT FORAEAS B R N B O/ INAH TR R AR
Jelx,y) , BETRITEY fu(x,y) IENELAL & 152 0 14
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Mo(xy) = ), wifi(xy) (24)
Forb, we A ¢ TR BRI, AFE] 6 T LA 5 CAM Sk il LAY B 2 R 3% I AE I X 8.

<Z00O
<Z00

[<Zaals,
<Z046

Class activation mappmg

Class
activation
+W,* Sadal/As map
i Australian
E 1 terrier)

[ 6 28I P v M 2 R AT A A 2 R )

T K CAM SRR FH B — B W 45 7, 2k [25] #8247 Guided Grad-CAM 5K GBP Sk F1 CAM 5k
AREEA, T LA — E A o e N IR RRAEEAT e 47, SR mFEun il 7 Ji7R. Guided Grad-CAM AN /4%
AT AR PR ), G0 3k SR 75t 215 0 X B — 2 T AT P R, AR T e e B ATl ey LS 34, mT LA 3
ZJZRRE B 2 MR A R AL, I A G B AR A2 T s R A I IR 2 PR 20 A 15 2010, AN F) 2 Ak e 5 B0 AL A SR I &5
HAFH ReLU R HGHEAT RHHEIUE m* B

= - Z Z g:;] LGrad—CAM =ReLU (Zk WZAk) (25)

Horr, z g —A i A, ARSI B h R R R H .

Guided backpropagation

. ) Rectified conv FC layer
Guided backpropagation feature maps activations

Tiger cat

[]

Grad-CAM 1

v
Bl 7 Guided Grad-CAM 5LVEHE S WAL 25 1 )
CAM [P VEAE 55 bR M4 52 A7 77 T AN AT R J7 TR LA B M98 g, kT AAE S Mt AT 0 280 Bt
ZNH. BT CAM BiEAE v E IR Al TR S B, RS 4.1.1 R IRATR SRR A BN A L%,

AT SO 55 1) I B 35l [ 25 A 45 CAM. S R 1 11 FE B AR B AR 1A oF, T3 BORAS A IR I R M 48 . O,
CAM S04 5 2 Bt i), Subramanya 25 A P96 T %) Grad-CAM f#Be P 45 5 i Mool 5092, oAl 14 4 5 WY By
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SR IR MR AT P, AN RE % BB AR (i HH 45 SR, (I AT AR D 3 i LA 1 AR 45 SR s P 31X 3.

75 CAM Sk IIMELE L fY b )5 430847 Vi 22 ok 10 509, 35 01 Grad-CAM++53: %7, SmoothGrad-CAM++"",
RISE 517: 8. SS-CAM #17:™, Score-CAM 511125 Grad-CAM-++5132: A S 4 S5 10 5 7 g g, %583 0]
CATE A H G ] — 2R 00 08 B A 0t 5 DX 3, AT A9 3R S AR [ TRO B2 (A T 5 (R A AR P 5 SR E 58 40101 T R IRAT 148
| SmoothGrad % A AT LA A i th o 75 9 B it SS-CAM 55.3: ™1 SmoothGrad H AR £ CAM $.3%: ok
fiBE LR FRE A7 AE (IR 75 ) 0. Oy T VIS vl CAML SRV vl PR o0 JSE BBl ) AT, Score-CAM 03 POl 7 17 38 1o 6 P SR A
TR AE P S R A, e R PR SR R PR A S R DU RE AR SE A TP 50, 3 o A 1 8¢ i HE AR K 3 O R A A
JERA T AN E P ) 5 B, RISEP SRV 2 B8 70 JE S () 503 v LA AT Ao SRA SV b TR, i VR S8 4T
WERPE A R A HERD R BE A AT PR BN, H5-HR B0 5 (R A S N 0 4 rp R Al - HERD () T 00k, 5 T 1 1) 2%
P41 A AR MR REAS (R P X . S SR, FE T CAM ] g M S vk -4 7 B T L B v A 200 Je it ) £ o
BN R T (RRFAE
442 FETIRBNIORHE B ST

FEF PR BN (R T B 4 M 10 A A A B 507 3  JARUR 6P N % x HEAT 22 kR B, W e B i
e 10 A A X 24 L 1 25 S5 R A S L R A0 X D 8¢ i 1 P B SRR RE, B0 1) 7 5 40 Ay e 501 e 01
A BT X BT AT LA TR B I VA G — BIR MR TR RE R, K sh 5 i R AN xo , TS A #4085y
R f AT LA AL (26) #EATAG T

a T
FO) - flxo) ~ (a—;;) (r—x0) 6)

53T I AR AT EL, 2T I I EE AR TE R IS, e AT IAN T ZE U7 AT A 1 S 4

MERE I3k WA — b B8 U5 3K, Zeiler 55 A P — A 1 7 et PEUGIEAT ¥ ) 2 PR, g T2 e
7 1 PR B N P 226 o, K 20 SIS 5% i 1A SR BB 4 A DA 45 3 22 o7 5 11 e R AT W R, 30 3o S 5 0T B E A
H I R RO B SR B M R 3R A WA 8 B, UG BB IR IEM 0 RO TSGR, & 8(b)
JER TR U0 BB AEAN ) 7 B AT A4 ) LE R SR it (3 P, AT LA R A 20 60 D sl P A b A 45 I TE A 6
TP LA AR AN K, 2060 10 SRR o DA T3 24 I DG 2 AT 5 I L A A S B 2 U .

‘ _
.
e— H i

(a) Input image (b) Classifier, probability of correct class
8 (a) A T4 e HIMAEEAR, A5 FH A (8 )7 Bl B M AN [ X 3,
(b) K P2 i B 15 4\ 190 486 45 380 (0 TE A 28 S g =R B
Zhou %5 N\ AR TAE SO p SR T 45 2% M 0k R34 £ S AF 5 3 FSE R 0 o S KL i ) . 4 52— AN X 4% TE A 40
A%, SCHk [80] PR faifk 45 (simplifying images) [ Mg, 1% ACHHIBR 5 A 4% 25 DX 4L AT g 2D b £ B A1
AR, RV ORAE AT SR 68 TE A AT 458 o TRV FUIU 4 2, K e 2545 2R i Ak B i i 2 0 B DB ROR, BRI R
S 2 Sk BRRAE. a9 BT, 84 A8 Ak B E BAE BT, e/ USRS R I . [RIRE Y,
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Zhou % A PO T HA CIep [ e, TR T R TR TR R 2SI DI, I AR 1
DITRE TEI I BF AR K, ML BT A1 12 B L B s 2 B S MR
e A

Bl TR AR B0 B 1) i 1 P 4 e s

SCHR [81,82] HUKE P31 DL S kR Ak V1 AH 45 A R DR P B HE X 0 56, AT 25 206 4 A TR
(A5 X 35 6T BBl (K A b s — RIS S A R T S 1, B AT rT LA BB A R (R B RN, (L Bt P 2 A
TR RSO (38 0, ST R A S AR 1S
443 JRTBIEAIER

JA AL AT AR A Y 3 L JEACUI A o 10 P P, P PSR (10 A7 Sy 8 D 15 20 PR AR e e PR R0 A T A,
LIME %31 OpenBox 523k PR BL LK. OpenBox 3% E B4 LA B ER S (2 MaxOut P2, ReLU
DAK ReLU fhj—SeAp i 3951y 4 Sk Ik R BRI A28 2%, 125025 1T LUK SN ZE W28 5400 Sh — BRI ) 43 BEZR MR 5

DA ReLU A Jy S R R 1A 28 0 238 02 2 BRZR PE T I 2% (PLNIN)Y®Y, B 1 OpenBox 57922 P4 3 752 JRARLAg 2 ol
25 48 T P2 1) oA KA T 03 BeRR k. - N B 0 448 (1) B RE AR, BT AT AR TG R e IR T 0 R 1 AT 20, W)
PATF BT W48 JIT A A0 402 A 0 1K 0 1 P41, 1205 B FR Ay i N A TR BTG T . AR A A I T T ) Lot
FIFE WREA AT R 5Y, ¥ B A0 RS e & R AFEARAE D — RS P, A P IIA S — /M 2Tk, Bk, &
Tl 564 PRI A EA A ] O B0 T 7 R0 2 P s R 5. SI2Br b, PLINING D 2656 i A 25 TR EA T X 38 43 9
FEAFAN DX P 0B B R bR 25 2 1) 1R 9 3R, DRI 368 40 T 70 ke X3l ) 80 0 A o — A ) 4% 75 e R A i
J3(¥3$E 5. OpenBox SA B Xt 43 B e 9 208 At — S0 AR, 00 Je 418 A A X 1 8 S o 5 PO B LA R X
Sakida S (RRFAE R LAk R PR AR R (1 g SR LA B I I o 1 R PR A, 7 S LR 6 PLNN 4%, JLk— 4N
LI I BB LA IR 2R AL A3 2 K VS TR) L (R T FE.

SRS ALUASS 2R T 3od A5 P P8 2 A 1 TR BPABS ZR SR R PEEASS AR [ A A AT Jo S B, 4R T X RV vk AR A Y
DA P SRR 028, S U o A T DA TR R A A TR v SR BN AT DA P — S50t 2 A AT T N 501,

5 WRRMEAMREITER DL

51 AR EUERIM R

TG TR EER I (K it e PR A ORI, AN A R AR AR SR ) 2R B PR R B AN AT ], IR 2504
TR AR SR I IR, PPAS AR SR B FAT S (Kb, DR BRATTANI A MR LR TIE S A AR R
), PEERMITCEAR SRR B B R MESAEAT 98— VFAS. DRI, —Se PR RV S FEAE A R
A ET SRR S IEAT LA, 6 T VIR b GO 1, SR e v B — S b A v P

o A AR P SRV A AU P D A P I S A5 AR Py 3 5 L 2 s 8 . 5 AR AR K Y A R B
i BT VAT B K, S BAT T2 ) B LA R SR AE AN I 268 S 0 P IOARRE G5 RN A% AT 22 5. IR, — JBER
VAR E A HOBT Ha e 28, 02 B AR 2 (AR At Y 1% 2 T BN R IO ARREPE 25 2R
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Adebayo %5 N\ PR TR Z AL IR ECHE b 26 B AL P R 50 AR P S0 () U AT 43T, (]I R
F— SRR T b A A AN ) S8 4 1 AR 45 R AR UL, 1 Spearman AHOG R4, S5 M ARBLIE SR £ (SSIM)
A SCHR [65] T S R IR, ) I 1 A R VR ORI 3 1) Grad-CAM $¥: P 190 2% 2 ORI B0 b 28 AN BIURK.

o TR A SR S ST A P S G R R T AR P A B ) B SRR A, X M TR S R, T
TR BCIE OB R AL, PP Fbs 32 SR 3 T sl i R AR St A . #3870 A RE MR AR o P A A N AR A —
B, B R B RIS OB AR B AL R TR JRA TR A T P (A B RS, 4 HE A
NG LB B W B RS R AR R IR 3R, TR sl i i) R o B AN R 2% R v SR T R B TR 45 2R f(x) .

TRAFOL T, AR SRR R B R RO BN TN o (o) . T T A e AT AR AR Al R RS DX
SRR (AUC) T LA RS & ol it o 1 S0 1) . LR AUC 23 B30 W Tl iy s o 50 SO e, WD gt R
PRSP A B S AE A SR WO E N S AE 55 HHOR AR AIE. SR M0, XA — A BRAR AR, PO (AT FR (R 3%
BB GG RS TEAER G IO, XA AT R T 20 i Az k.

o TR P SV IR R e/ — Btk PSR AL REA AT AR L AR R 4 L. X TN PR x I S
(¥ P x ELASE R AT A A [ R FU 45 2R, A2 R AR P ST 2 e (K A R 45 2R ROx) M RO N 1%t R AT
LS. PRI, 22 SCIT R

IR(x) — Ry
o lx=xl

IXANFERRR AT B AN AR ALK A ZE AR P ) 5 TR L 2 S R, S SRR P ) 2 S OIS A R M S0 1
B (BRI ARE ) B, W AT B BG SRIR N PRI TN B AT A T AR 4 R U, X AR
F PR SRR SR AR T S

AT AT R SR U, 4 AR RRE PR SR IO PR BEVE AL T T D, iy FLAS 3 PP e bn t A7 45— 5 (RB,
ASCPER VAN SR b s 2B A BR, IER 15 50)5 IORE A RN SRR AR 1) 73 A2 AN — 2, 12 S UL LR PP
FAAE S MR, VPAL MR SI ) AR St e Al 6 B 1), AT IR TRA A BEAT B R PR b o) AR PR A0 DA R
FERERS AT At TR, vk B A AR PRSI VP R b 52 24 AT 18— Bl ) e
52 WERMERRE

AR SRUR L 27 > IR AT AR R DT FUBCRIB | AR SN 4 J 01w 348 (K3 ML A7 1 0T TR 45 20 SRS () ) A8 Y SRk AT At
B e PAAERERL R AR G (1 P R PR SE AT 13— 2D IR RS &, AR — /DA TRABA 41 T ARSI J BE
HUI LR AGATT R DLt 30 L AR 20 T A8 P S0 BRAT T T A SRAS B PRy AR SRR A, Tl 8 TR 2 ) vl gt A
WFFTRT L YR BN 00T I AR T SCHRR AL, 38 3o 3 ] AR RSk TR ATT T AT 48 b T fiff A58 R4 A v SRk
R I MO AL, S AR UG, WIARREPEBIT TR 17 P OB 2 ] (RO ATR 2, A TP YRON T AR 2R A 0 0 e TR R 3
BRI SR TE T R R R . L, T AR P St T LA I P S8 AN ] 9 S5 s 1 2 Al B A ke A BT AE 55, ns
ARSI VAN €7e /UK a1 NIy £ o N TR 3

TAPREASLITR K TR R A LU PE BUR G5 R 3 0, AR A2 Jay/ Sy By AR L SEE LU B 7R A
KITER MRS TR AT ST RIS, JFAE S 5.0 5 s e 2R KPR O bt A R AR e 1k S0 A LR AR L i
TRV S TR 1) 2 AR A R 2 5 08 190 248 2 ORI S50 o B8 e R SIS/ 1 3 222 o IS 7 81 0 S BRI A 75
AR BT AR PR 15 AU A/ — SSCE AL PR A AR S Y A AR N 2 15 LA AR AL AP R 4 R, e M 2 X P A
PRSI 5 52 B Bk T S EURREVE S R0 e IR, R BERA R (1 mT il REAIT 9 A AL TR0 B, %07 145
A VF 2 BRA ) B BB RN AT

6 HHERSRE

SRRSO BB 53 FAE 55 (KT R PEBIE TS0 AT TR, (R AN ) A5 1y mT AR A AT ST RAT 2 (A {BL
P, T 2 Bn] AR 1k SV A R BER A B 120 50 LA RS R o SRES5E 5 T 0 R 20 A DA HEAT B, AR MR R 5T
VR BEVE AT DU AT AT AT R AL A R R P AL AT R A 1O,
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3 ARSI A TR
WOYIE /YR N7 BRI (Y)Y RWN) Ut SO St tE A v/ — 2ok
Activation Maximization®” Y [ | PAQAs -
HRE I 2 Network compression!™***) Y - PAg -
e gﬁiﬁ P Knowledge distillation®**” Y — bAS -
. s Activation Maximization!'**"*] Y [ | PARAS m
Network Dissection™ ®! Y — PAGAS -
Saliency Map"”! Y I Ve —
SmoothGrad™®” Y | PAAS -
DeconvNet Visualization”* Y | PAQ¢ -—
GBP™™ Y | Yoo -
R BAFE Input © Gradients'®”’ Y | PAQAe -
Integrated Gradients (IG) " Y | PAGAS -_
LRP™Y Y | Yo -
DeepLIFTI™ Y [ | Yeve [ |
O TIRRETE o syt e ) ! o -
Hik CAV % Y | PAQAe -
Network Inversion™*'” Y | DAY -
MMD-critic™*” Y PASAL -
R SR Influence Functions™” Y : PAQAe -
Based on the Representation Theorem 7! Y | PAGNS m
cAM™ Y | Yoo -
25
. | Gr‘ad‘—CA‘M . Y | Yede -
Simplifying images N | PAGA -
OpenBox™" Y [ | PAQASAe ||

e —AREA 1 | W R AR LR SHR R B I BUR PR 2, — B, R Yo, o fo R o de 3 s ml fl R vk 5
VEARRE 4 RHERAYE D — B, RLAF, YEOG; e, o, IS ACRAR R AL SO I — SR 2, — R, WLAF

BT R PERIE T 20 M 2 22 ROWT SUIEA, AR 112 004 R A7 AR AR 22 1 ) A B e, G P el e vk — AN 38
SRR L HERS T FE TR YRR, DR AT BETE S R AT AR R S DA TR A 2 i o ) 7 A Pk
i, HOK, TR PRSI RR T AT DU R R R HEAT i R A, e the T AAE DA Al ) RGP R RS AT I A it X 5
ARREERA BRI A 75 A TRANSZ . B4, BRI 7T A sk Z AL S BOUR R R 24k
A5 T, DRV A R 1 PRV LRI 5t A o ). T H ORI R B 2% S B R TR B A, A ST A ek
TRBZ2E S (K AT RIS aT U EA R LA AT

(1) R PBEREIRY [ n] AR PESTIRRI S vl R AT 5 (0 M s A IR BRI [ 2 B 1) K, LR [ R AIE 22 [R)
FEAEALE RN AN LA IR G. DR e R S0 R Ik, B DRV AR (R AR HE S, SR BRI il 2 18] £
O ) B S U SCRFAL AT AR . > R A0 10 W] AR P S v R S TR A B, 05 P AR R 40 2R ERIR
FEREIY B SEAT DR FF— 2, 3 MR 45 RO B T s FRK, — AN TEE IR E S N B ReUE P, i
PRI RRE ML S0 5 S ML ), 3K 2 S BURBENE SAAEAN DU A AREA_E BAT AN R e 4 2. LAk, i (Kl fig
TR TR 22 f5% B A IR0 10 2 T L, 45 R PSS TR PR e i 8 7 2 1) A3 380 55 A SRR A ) 5 (10 ¥ 3L )R AT At
B, I RG4S Sl (TR P A ST R R [ JE AR A B R e 4 iB WAL, LM AR 3
TR PSRRI (Y3 B T R A 5 s AR R L A5 AR A DR 1) — NIT S ) R 2 S0 0 — R vt BRI 2, AR
JEERERRINDR SR 27 2 AR 5 5 AR R S0 P2 2 > W] A RE I ) — ol SNt T LR o PR 2 > SR AZ 4 el P A B 5
M HETHRERL RAFEREE.

(2) AR SR PPAS SRR T B Al R S i PR RE VAL T T LA i =, 1 S DR A oA T IR P A 1
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(KIAFIAFAE SR IR AR, IR AR T 5%, FRATTANS AR AR A P B T RS A, DR i b 10 e i 2
B S FLK, VR VPR AR B S N TSm0 A i WL, AN SRR R FE R0 F YR AR Uy 12, AR 2 A4
HSLET] e S BB I SEAT N K505 D3 b, BUAE KPR SR AR AR MR A5 2R A B AR AN AR RS SR OB R X 23 T oK, i —
HHEPEN R AR, FA VL MG NGB GESEFAS . A AP RSP A5 AR AR, X
ANFATI A BB L SR I R 4 R AT — B A 5 K. PRI, JATUONAETT R PG TR RIS, 2278 70 5 FE AR
Bt < ARREE ST DL R NSRRI T8 2 5 T ) DR 35 VA AR AR 10 e R0 B, RE S AR RS M I A S
— BUE DL AN R S 1 2

(3) M FH PR P SR R A A VR A A (10 T B v RO P 590 1A T 2 g R o VR PEE A TR EA T g, 4
B AR PRSI e B BHERE R EE S BT Bl S . ml AR P 0 th ) RO I 208 T 4 (R A AR AT
AT AN 24 1 V7S L B M 10 4 U1 2 A A OO, B ez A, AT AT LA P T A A 0 I A AR A 7 i
. 0 T R P R T AR S R R MR ASE 5 g 0 A7 7 0 o AL, 2 P L B O L P2 R B G
M BRI S — T, A AR PRV 2 T R PR A AE A 1 I U, AT T LSRR RV 1 8 e AR AT g
HE. i, Li 2 A PRI AT CAM 4R R A I ZRod A2, 5 AN DL AT LA S IARE i ) 43 S P il LA S 59 M 1 150
), i LR PR 51 1 2 X o 3 X sl DA T 3 S S PR 00 R ABAT SR P ARF AL 1A, R P T g A SR ok et A5
A SL A g 3 HAT SRR (K R B RSBk i — AN 5 1 P17,

(4) IREERE AU PR FERR BT T AR BRATTAT LI IR B AR rp Aol 2 70 (380 1 DUt A7 T R M ) e 4
JE R R, {EURE S IE PR R PRI T AT 10 75 A BRAE Ty T R IT . — > B 5 22 PR A 2 I 0% ] LA LU RO JEE
EIAERGELE R A AR L TR 4%, R LS B SRRk R D RS K R T SRR £ 4 B AT

2 N AR T B 90 S RS TSR, 20 19 % 1145 5K bR BURAT R TZ AP PR /ML A TR B8 H B B2 A
ZEMIR M AR, NI BRI AR 6 I 5 10 190 2% S BEMSCSR 30 47 OB /M A 843 Scak U e i e — s
R A A T IR AR 10 Jmy A IMEL BT T 4 e e /IMEL, SCRIR [118—120] S50 A B IE W IR FER R (K32 Ak fig 0 R
PSR B for MBI IV E AT 9%, Y3 PR Je) M /B AT B TR R RAT I Rz A . A8 Il 26 (R I Rl i ]
LA R AN BB 0 AR 4, DALk vl LG I 53k 7 5 R R B A ol 2 90 2%, (i) It v ) PR o 2 I 20 R SR A Bl 7 U
it 1228, X i A USSR R R A AR T 2 I 4 (R I A P, O I A 2 I 4 A U P e P e
UL el AR 28 R IR AR DG 2R, Bt I 5 K 2 A 0 29 2 400 15 A3 PP IR s 3 2. DL ReLU AR 4 B R
K 28 W 2% 73 BEAAE (1, RN ZE T AT A0 i AN 723 1) AT 2 5, DR o vy LIRS g A\ 22 18] B il 2 (191X 1K)
B AR by i 2 I 4 53 2 E R 5 a8 (4970 — 6 TR ) T LA ) 3 2 501 G R 9 IR T 9 44— A e 0
TR, T e i T A R PR S IR (AR PR 12625 SR 11291320 TR (K0A0 Ff R BRAA IR P AR 1027 T, I St
A B Ve I 1 A AR PR SR AR kA R R A AE PRI 48 1m0 AL (R, BRI SRS VR L 2% S (A
Ry, 3Kt S S (R AR A1 2 % At i) .

7 HERIE
TR PR (VAT R R 0 IR 2 AR AT RO, REFEATAR 2 IF5 IOAR G AR AE T SEHL AU T 2 2 1

AU AR AR SN 4 R R P S0 A Joy B AR M S0k ) A0 BE T i P R Ak 0204 T ISR R &5, JF A
AT AR SLE VRN HR bR K TR TE 0 PR ARSR IR U7 15 e RIS, SR B2 2% >0 1R mT A RE LI 58 A4 Wi
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