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1 FLCHIC

BTN 3Y XA, 5z o Rkicisv TR/IME (RKE) 2L Z2MEBRTHDOTATY X
LATHD. ~RICBKRBIET AT XAOREERETHZ LIIRETH I, AFRTIRUTICRT 2o
DRIZEBTA.

o MR RETARICH O TRRBERERYT Z L. MBS OMBEICRV TR LT 5 ITi3MR
MREETHD.

o BB BAOBIROS KM TE OIS M A 525 5 EEIC BV T, HEBIMROFMER LRSI =
CIHERCEETHS. Fliid, ROV Ial—va il TEMMEERE X b3 BEIIT
TELMRYFHERIB LD 2 THLERD .

R L DRIEICEN AT A TY XA L LT, BEMR FECESSTATY XARERSH TS, K
MR TS I3, BROROESICIVERLERL, SELLBOAIHEICE:X, KAOEERICHL
THREKFTLWEEARL, FILWVERRITHWIZEVHREBRTE LV FETHS.

RERRE TiEORE L LT, Differential Evolution (DE) & Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) 233
5. DE TiX, E&ICLVREALHERL, SEENORRXEERERIZLIVFLVVEKELERL, HFLVWE
EARITHIZEVVEAL BT 5 (1, 2, 3,4]. PSO Ti, MICHET A BOBREF > =—V = FiC
FVEHAEZHEL, Fx—V=zr MOBREMBET— V= FORRIIRLEROBBABIC X D H LWV
BEAERL, TOMEBEABRMEL Y RITHIZEVREANTE:BRT5(56,7,8,9,10,11]. ZhbDk
i3, SHAOEABERIBRTHECL Y EHICRELShD Y, RARSHIIEEORCETT I L1
<, BBEOERVERRITONS. £, FERBFLVMEERTIRCEROHBEFATE S0,
TODRICE DR THEL BT S L RAMICKH D IZWHROBRVEBRRITOhS.

T, RBCRIESKRBEL, BOBEKOFMa R FABEALTETHS, 20k 5 2MEOR L L
Tid, WEBRRREIL (structural design optimization) RREA 3 5. BHHFfK % (computational fluid
dynamics, CFD) ¥ I a L'— 3 ¥ BT 52 A Ri#l{t (aerodynamic design optimization) Ti%, CFD
YIab—=varoHill BOHEICK 10 M2 58805 5. Zofk, HEBEKOFMER L M
25K, SHRHENLBHELTNTY XLAOBBRHH STV S [12, 13, 14).

FIFRTIE, REAOETEOHELXSLICALEESDIC, LBEEELRET S, HBHEETIL,
EPETFNVICLIVMORSEHEL, ERENEHLVEATVEIVRV EHEShABACOREL
WRRZIHET S, EORR, HLOMAEVRI Y RFISERT S LItk Yy, BRYMKONMER: M
ABZLEBEET.

ML T, BEETFAVE LTRTF VU MZESSEF AR BV EBHEE (UKo hE, BF Lo
NVELEWRS) &, REAMRETEO—D>THS DE okt L THARL, BF v v VEERBISAA R FELRE
RODE EEBTHZLITRY), MSGHEESAHIMTE, DHRESMET S & 2 KEERIZL Y T

ARXIIEDL S TR ENTWS. 2. CRELMELZERL, SRR TEL FOKRACOVTR
MTD. 3. TRT7V VP NVERRRTS. 4. TEF L V¥ A% DE ICHMAIAAY potential DE #:% i
RT5. 5. TEBREREETT. 6.3 LHTHA.
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2 BM/CRIEE S MENETE
2.1 BE{CRE

R BOBCRIRE (P) 13, FEAMIK, FXGHK, ETREMHEAL TEY, UTOLIIERTES.

(P) minimize f(x) (1)
subject to g;(®) <0,j=1,...,q
hj(z)=0,j=¢q¢+1,....m
li<zi<u,i=1,...,n
ZIZT = (21, ,2n) 0 REREEEZ b, f(z) BB, g;(z) <0 i g BOFRSRMHK,
hi(x) =0 X m — g BOSXKMTHY, f, g;, h IS IV IFRBORKEBRTHS. I, u; it
EhEh, n HOREER «; O TIRME, LRETHS.
BB L IR RS L b ICREOBE SR EME, £OMhOBESHEREHEMETHS. &
MRTIE, FEXFOB I OCSXHOO 2V IEREHEMBEL R L T5.

2.2 REAMERETE

7, DERPSO YD L 5 ICMREAIC L 2 BEBLOBRICRTELAR L eR#LETH I EHMMRT
BIZOWTHAT 5. REAORTHEIZ--BRIZUTOXIICRBRTE 5.
1. M1t REBICRT2MET LV AIRAETS
2. {fi: £TOMELEMT S
3. MTHIE: RTRELZWRBTHIZKRT TS
4. HEMZHLT,
(a) £Ep: BMEEAOHBRICESEHLVEEERT S
(b) BEfMh: F LV AEEIEST 2
(c) BH: HFLVMEREHEVREEIY BiThiE, VW EEFLVWETERT S

5. 3. ~R?%

2.3 HER#E®

AL T, BISFFEERLZHBT 2 FHELREBT 50, TEORVAANRFELTILDIC, HAR
BHTHY, TRBPROTATY XAOKBEENTZLZEBRBLE. 20k, Hiffli (4b) BL (4c) D
BaOHZEEEL, UTO LI, HLVEEFEST SN, ELEFVICESE, HVEIY RO LHE
ENTMETEFET DL OICEETS.

1. if HLVERHWVEBIYRWEHEINT then

(b) BEAE: LV \WeZ FAET 5
() EF: HLOMATVEL D RiFNE, HVMER LV R TRRT S

2. endif
Thbb, HBHEETIT,

o IEPIEFNIZESE, FILVMBLHVWBORE2ZHETS. Z0LE, ORI IIENBEKME R
FTIZRDBZLERD S,

o FHLOMARRWEHEINNITHME - EFHEZITV, £ TRiFE, FLVMITEMETAZ - & 2<E
5+5.

EWVWH iz B,
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3 RTUIUYILERV-EBEEER(RTFUIvILiE)
3.1 RFri v

TV VIINFE— L, HEEHLMBICHFET S L THRICS DA OGN AAET XL ¥ —
ThHD. I, ROLS5Rb08H5. HEm OREIFETIE, TORYICIEART L ¥ U,
BREL, TOMEILEM r B -HEm' OMKLOMICBHESIAF, REL 3.

mm/’
r2

Uy=-GT, F,=G @)

ZIT, GRFABABKTHS.
FRRTIE, I BHEETDHILIZLY, TOMHL r BRAIIC, BHRT L 2+ U, (potential
for objective) & IR¥MEARN T > I ¥ /L U (potential for congestion) BFAET 3 L{RETS.
s _f@ 1

o= e’ c—;;,‘ (3)

TITIE, MHORYD, HAREE 1L L. £, EROSIERp> 0 IIEXETHVER 1 HDW
12,95, MEEX ={x),22, -, zn} BEEL, BXME f(x:),i=1,2,--- N NELTHB L%, &
DRYEBIBIRT 2%, UTOLSICERETS.

; 1
U =L g Lw=5 d@:, y)? ?

L, diz,y) i3kz LAy MOERTH 3.
IOLE, U, kb 3RS SBREOKE SOBEAETRLTED, U LB 2 OREMD ASEE
LBEELTWENERLTVD. Ky KB 5MKOHRER f(y) i, ZhbolTELAbND.

fy) = Uw)/Ucy) (5)

AR TETH, MRESENORES X TOEVR e, POH LV, 24£KT5. —0Lx, £
NERORIZBITIHEMT, UTOL I CHVVEERVEMESILLAIRF LY L TRHOBZENT
x5.

V@) = L&) =L ) =t e 6)
; d(z;, 2! )P ; d(z;, )P

4 potential DE

Differential Evolution {ZART ¥ VEZBA LT AT Y XA THS potential DE 2RET 5.

4.1 Differential Evolution

Differential evolution (DE) ixi{L.AI¥RNE (evolution strategy) P —->T& Y, Storn and Price[l, 2] iZ
Lo TRRSh/. DE IR0 2EERRETH Y, MEFAL AV ESEEELITH. DE 33895 RIE,
WOTFIRZME, JENME, SRR Y ORe REECRIEIGER SN TETRY, “hbOMEI
X LUTHETHERBRTNTY XA THBLLARERTETVS.

DE OEERFGHE LT, BILNBRKTIIN Y RBREBOAT v FBLHET 2 LENH S, DE T
BIDEI REHEAREL 2 HMABENRELAVTWBZLR#TOhS. —MIZ, T RERE
RIZBIT2BBORAT v 7HIL, BETHIVEERTRBIERY, FEELORBIZE-THLRRBE
B, MENPDHETAT v 7TREBCHCHETIVERDHS. ZhicktL, DE BV YR BREEORD
DIZ, ZEERAZ L (base vector) & #E5y~2 kL (difference vectors) & DEHfH E* L ZRER & LTH
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HLTW3, BELLRRENT 1 BEREERARY by, SHMG T U F AMIRBIRENRES O£
MBEHRT " LTed, HREBD IR, MEMBBRRERP T LZVIERLAADTRZLITLY,
Ey~Ry MBEEL, ZEHRI MM ELTEIALNIERTICBITBZRAT v 7B BBAICHEEINL D
DTHD.

DE 23 0» OB XBREI N TE Y, DE/best/1/bin R DE/rand/l/exp 2 EB L HBR T
%. Zhbix, DE/base/num/cross &\ I RRETRBEIND. “base” ITHAERY M ERDBDOER
FHEEBETS. #lxiE, DE/rand/num/cross iXERRT bAOREOOBRERENL 7 ¥ ATBIRL,
DE/best /num/cross iXBH OB BREELERT 5. “num” IIEERY MEERIRIODDOEHSI bV
OEBERET D, “cross” I TEERT DDIERTIRXGELEET 5. #ilxiE, DE/base/num/bin
II—EDOHE TRIGF 2 RHT 5K X (binomial crossover) % AV, DE/base/num/exp X, FEEMEEKAIZ
BT AR CRIE T 2T 53X (exponential crossover) & fiV 5.

DE Ti%, ERZEMPIZF > ¥ AicMEEL AR L, MHMEFREMERT 5. SREKIRESS et
L, n BOREEHZREF & LTHS. £HRIZBVWT, 2ToRAGEZH L UTRIRT S, £8ICHLT,
RO LD RAENTLIWD. BBREROIDHIC, BRENEEEZRBEENOEVICRRS 1+ 2 num
BOEELBRT S, ROOBESREARRS M L2y, BYOBERBEZRZ bV RSB, BHNY
k ViX F(scaling factor) XRHENEER7 PAMABND. TORRBOLNENT P LEBREXL,
CR(crossover factor) IZ X W HHESN-HRETROBREF 27 M OBRTRERTIZ LICLY, Fox
7 bV (trial vector) BER I D, BKIC, £FEEBRIRL LT, FHARIVVRITIWT, BeFTERRTS.

AR TIE, EXX7 bA¥ % 1 (num =1) & L DE/rand/1/exp Z V5.

4.2 potential DE OF7)LT1) XL
potential DE/rand/1/exp 7N Y XA TO X S IR TE 3 3, 4)].

Step0 #FI#i{t. N EOMMEE =, ZMHMBERK L LTERL, MRRE {2;,i=1,2,--.,N} 2T
5. ETORKEFETS.

Stepl R THE. KTHELZBRTIT, 7TATVXLIKRTTS. RTREL LTI, BRXOBRIIEL
ERCBEBAEEIK & BV D Z & BB,

Step2 BAER. BBK o, ITX LT, 3MBE o1, 2p, zps £ 2 BLICEVWRERLRNL ST ¥
MCBRRT S, LAY Mo $EERY ML 2, BEGESSI bV 2y — 3 BEUTOL
ITERKRT B.

' =xp + F(zp2 — Tp3) )
ZIT, FigRyr—Y o IRGA—-FTHB.

Step3 ZX. 7 b g B x; LBXL, T2 b g™ 2ERT S, RER j EE2TORR [1,n]
DL UHAIBIRT S, TR Mz O jREDERY o' O jEAOBRRMNORMEKTS. £
NUBOKRTTIL, BRXNRTA—F CRIZL > THEBEMIHIOTIRET, o' OER» KT
5 RBRYOESL, B »ORKTS. EBROLHETIX, Step2 & Step3 IF— £ L ¥V DUHETHE
Bihs.

Stepd RF T ¥ V. b L, FX7 PABESRZ P LY RV EHE ShNIE, Steps il £5
TRThiE, Step6 iIZiEts.

Steps AFHBIR. F7 bAEFHETS. FX27 b zi™ BRI FA LY L RITHTFARS bR
EFEELRY, BETI PATRRTS.

Step6 Stepl IZES.



UTICH =2 — F&RT.
potential DE/rand/i/exp() gnew

{ o
P=Generate N individuals {x;} randomly; ';:&7+ D%n;
Evaluate x;, i1=1,2,---,N; '
for(t=1; RTHREBRILINRV; t++) {

for(i=1; i < N; i++) {

(P1,p2, p3)=select randomly from [1, N]\{i}
s.t.p; #pk(jak=1=2»3aj#k); }
z}*V=x; € P;

Jj=select randomly from [1,n]; )

k=1; }

do {

Evaluate z™V;

}

=$P1,1+F(ZP2,J' — Tps ,J');

if (.f(:z:;lew) < f(m,)) T;=xt;
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} while(k <n && u(0,1) < CR);
if (Betterpotential (2™¥,

ZIZT, u(0,1) XXM [0,1) D—HRELB LRI, Betterporential(,7) 1¥, RT V¥ VEBIZESE, B
DREZUBRTIEETHS. ZOBMBMENEIZH2GIE, T7hbb, Betterpotential(-)=1 261, iz

BB DOFMAITOI D Z Lz b7, EH D DE/rand/1/exp & —&T 5.

5 HER
5.1 TR MAE

ARRTIE, EHEMEFYE, BN, BIXUOKSRELETIMELAV3 [14]). EEMEFED

MORIEE LT, BREL AT SN AVS. BRY—AHOH LML LT, BETHOEEKIZEY

RAT—NBRRRLMEER S, KERELIE, BENCRNIRFTME R2ERDNERBBEFETD

2, ERBICANEKRE RSB —DSEITEEL,
NEOHRBMHITHS.

UTIZ, BIEZOPMMEEREFT. 28, n RREMERLTVS.
o fi: Sphere Bi¥k

f@)=> =7, —512< z; < 5.12
i=1

Bkt OBAXK T, & (0,0,---,0) CR/AMEO R L 3.
e f2: Rosenbrock Bi%k

f(z) = Zn:{mo(xl —22)? 4+ (z; - 1)}, —2.048 < z; < 2.048

=2
Rt oRMEL AT 5% T, A(Q,1,---,1) TRAMEO R & 3.
o f3: ill-scaled Rosenbrock B8¥k
f(z) = 2{100(1-, — (iz:)®)? + (iz; — 1)%}, —2.048/i < z; < 2.048/i

=2

Bt oG A 50% T, K (1,4, L) CRAMEO R L 3.
[ ] f42 Ra.strigin m&

n
f(@) =10n + Y {z? — 10cos(2mz;)}, —5.12 < < 5.12

i=1

SO KRB MELHT588%T, K(0,0,---,0) TRAMEOE & 5.

FOENRBKBER L 72> T HBETH Y, Rastrigin BI¥K

(8)

&)

(10)

(11)
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o38888E
o .
,§§S,38§§

m 1: mﬁfl’f2’f3 ®y§7

21 7R FREOHN % 2: DE CRUOME RO 58

B EEMEFH By —1iE KAmE Func  eval succ fail  rate (%)
fi 2L 2L 2L S 76,887.4 10,739.1 66,098.2 13.98
fa G U 2L 2L fa  408,749.4 17,505.7 391,193.8 4.24
I3 |y »Y 2L fs  400,122.5 17,292.8 382,779.8 4.32
J4 20 2L »HY fo 275,101.8 14,177.8 260,874.1 5.15

R1iZn=20LEDORE S, fo, A PTTF 75T, £, F1ITEBPROKEER L.

5.2 PFMER

DE/rand/1/exp Z AV, WM n =30 ICBREL, fL~f OBKER#ILT 5. DE OREIX, BEK
N=50,F=07CR=0.95 &L, #BEITO\T20 EHDORITEITV, BRELERTS. Lok, RIFHTL
1Y RMFiX, 3ORR [14] L BRC, (1) FFEMAS 1.0 x 1077 LATFICELY, (2) BRITHEY WEEXA £ B
X132 2n x10%, faid 5n x 105, fi i 3nx10° LT, OVWThI1ORGLERTIHSLLE

DL E, BKOFMEIKE eval IZ, T2 MABBRRZ FA LY BWRE 23R L7 BXRFMOE
P& succ iz, KM LIEHKZ fail 12, RBDOMERE rate & LTE2ITRL. B2 MgEOBK TS
%, BRIZLSTIVRVERRONDSMERIT 13.98% THY, TG IV EL 2. £, Ly EE
REETIE, BOMBROOHLSHRIIST BEICRE 2. 20X 5 2NN S K OBIREVEIIH
THELDERSTWA., Lo T, bLEVWRTHSZ L2HRICHCEhE, BMEFMESREL K&
A2 Z L AAREL RABZ L BHIFHTES. LL, —RIZZOUKIZHRETHY, WEOEV LT
&, DPEOBRIDUIRBIHTIFHMEEEMT I LRy, BElifERoiTohi RAEBHEREL 2
5. HEIDIILTEERDD D, BELZZRMLTHKEZTOLBENDZ LEELONS.

5.3 potential DE OKE

potential DE OEZBMFMIX, THMERORR L FREE L. B33 Betterposential IZHEEMELERL T, MU
TOESTHIBEORBEEZDZ LITLE.
f@Q-f@d<

f@:)]  ~
2L, 6> 0 3BEDRBEWRDBZINNT A—FTHY, HEMERDZ-DOMME X i3, Rk
TAREA P & L.

SBODHFEEIE, HEMMICEILELKRLERY, BEOXZ M EESETR D, RORZ MABLESLT
LEIMEMENRES 25, §2KRESTHE, HEMEBDLBVRY PABLRITANRDED, BOWRZ kL
BESTHAMMBMIIEL 2588, HiZ, EETIERBMP TS, LEXNoT, SIHHEYRKRETSIZLEME
BHB. KERTIE, §=0.001,0.0050.01D3@FEDIZOVTHRS.

BetterPotentia.l(m:'., 2;) Aid (12)
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£ 3 EBER

Func. | params | eval suce fail rate(%) [obj-succ  obj-fail obj-rate(%)
fi 10.001 33,537.45 9,852.5 23,634.95 29.38 55,491.85 4,061.5 93.18
0.005 00,058.7 10,600.2  39,408.5 21.18 30,754.25 974 96.93
0.01 61,135.75 10,642.35 50,443.4 17.41 16,364.4 222.25 98.66
f2 [0.001 |[352,745 40,388.9 312,306.2 11.45 [298,408.2 8,029.1 97.38
0.005 |338,964.4 27,303.35 311,611 8.05 172,743.9 2,040.3 98.83
0.01 362,287.8 23,994.9 338,242.9 6.62 125,034.1 990.35 99.21
fs |0.001 [339,911.7 38,727.6 301,134 11.39 [295,146.6 7,885.05 97.40
0.005 |344,141.3 27,711 316,380.3 8.05 170,904.4 1,979.35 98.86
0.01 363,576.5 24,233.75 339,292.7 6.67 123,862.9 1,009.65 99.19
f+ [0.001 |139,045.2 13,270 125,725.2 9.54 168,580.9 5,006.85 97.12
0.005 |[228,197.7 14,236.05 213,911.6 6.24 82,484.15 1,028.45 98.77
0.01 234,902.3 14,103.3 220,749 7.38 40,538.3 278.05 99.32

£ 4: FHEEE OB

Algorithm Parameters fi fa f3 fa
DE potential 0.001 | 3.35x10* 3.53x10° 3.40x10° 1.39x10%
(0.43) (0.86) (0.85) (0.51)
DE original 7.69x10*  4.09x10°  4.00x10°  2.75x10°

EDI, REBOAT—NDEIHIGT D7D, FHARICBVWTERAICHEET AMOKRTHOWE, T72
OHLRRBEER/IMEOEIC LY ERLU-ERLHATS,

B (z; —y;)?
d(z,y) = \, EJ: (max; a:;- - nJlin,' zij)? (13)

2P, ERONFRET, BRLHRBEDR LEp=2BRELE.

54 RERER

ERFERER T, ZRCWKEFHMELZEKE eval, £D 5 HLFX7 MAKRRI - LEKE succ,
Bhr-o 1B % fail, BIHE % rate IZR L7, obj-succ iX, EHENLERZ PABENY ALY LB,
7-EI¥, obj-fail ix, HEEZNERZ MAREDPSEK, objrate IZRTF ¥ VEORIIE, T2bb,
EHELERZ M BERICEN > T-REREL R

DE & B LU THRIIERERESH D WIIFEU EIcHm EL, MEFEEREELLZOVBILTEY, hHh.fs+ T
B¥EFUTRP LTVE. BT o v VIEORBIEIZ%LETHY, /K1 (6) 2 XELTHIZONTH
MT 5, BEORNBITHBYTIEARHS. ERTIE, {586 =0.001 DFSHLEIE K
RElote,

#& 4 IZ potential DE & DE & OFEENOL&EZ R, SIMAIXDE %21 & Lt XOLETHS.

potential DE % DE & b3 5 &, BAKMWMERR fo, fo T 15%BIME N, fi, f1 TIH 50%818
ERTWVS. LA >T, potential DE IXMRBEL IR S Z L 2K, BEPBL KB LEEEZ LI
BRI LT, BICHBUEOBNNTALITY XLTHS.

DE 8 & T potential DE(§ = 0.001) 23 23722, 2 SO FEICZHO>WTHMBIZRIT 3BRKBEOE
LB LVRIBOELE B 2~5 O LM, FTRICENFIR L. BB BIBCRME, KokhipaaiEis &
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UHRIETH 5. potential DE Tix, K7 v ¥ ¥ VEORIIE L potential success rate {7 L. 228,
777320 BIOEROEHEEZRLTWA1D, 77 7 DBEKMETIIRREZ T L 2RITREL A2y,
T —ZEBHBL U EBEICENABH TN 5.

£ TOREIZEV T potential DE 23 DE £ ¥ $ HIZEEICEBELZBL SETRY, RIRIZHOVTY,
potential DE O FBEIZEWMEEZ R L TWA. i, BT VI VEORBIBIZOVTHIFEALEDHES
IC%EBLTEY, PRVBEXNE NI EBD25.

5.5 MR

BT e VIZBABHEZ R O NGEEIT 5720, B2 B¥ICHT 2TEREIIR< 258, AMCE
63 3 BEICx T R PUBEIE T 5. ERCAVEK f, 3RLIBOMRBETHY, BN f, bAX
RHEL LTI LR ®, MOHESETIZITbh, FHERE AKX HMTELLBZ LIS,

ZHRIZHLT, fo BEID f3 I3RRLEHEL oD, BEISERR+HIz ot ELLN S, ER
RERPD, fo(fs) I2BIT 5 DE ORI 17,505.7(17,292.8), potential DE DREHHAS 40,388.9(38,727.6)
L2y, BEMERDOIIDETIEULORDEBHELRSTWVA. Zhid, RF V¥ v AVERREMEIC
ESKTEDIZERTHYEARZITANDIREMEEAE L2, BBRIES OBEBN-ORFERTH
BLEZLND. IDLEICEZXDL, RBEKREL LBV, LERBRHBOBED L TWBE LS8R
LRAT AL RTE S,

UL, BEEMERMET LCBECHIIRBEREL TR CRILELBRDEIIE T 508, FMEEK
DOHIBIZIZSRBLRNENI ZELERMLHALHATHSD. bHAA, ALMELZR LG5 DHMHO
RS EEBRBTIZEbMREDO—D2THS. LML, RF LI ABEITRBWT, BEEUSENMET L2#
AREELRMEAEF LR2VWLIRFELERT S Z L IXMHENRS 2 L B3,

6 BhVYIc

AHETIE, REANRTHEICEWT, BEGHEEXEZHR L SSEEZRETE B LT, RFrvyn
EEREB L. BF U ve iR, BEEOEEDEDIZBRORT i AV, EEHEICESXMEL
KL, FTUERMOFEEZ TEIBYITbARVESIZTAZ LT, BEHERELERTS. RFrven
EEZDEICHAL, #RDODE LT A LiZL Y, potential DE A38E3K D DE & Lk L THRE DB
WEETHBEZ EERLE.

L%, BT v xS PSO REOHMOERMB TE~ERTAZ L, ARG VW TLERLEL
BEMUAT DL, HEMEICE S LLBRIZ Simulated Annealing @ & 5 2RERMRLBEEL R AhB &
EFELTWS.

Wi

ZOHRO—HRIZ, BAFEWERRSHEMERMES BB (c) (No. 16500083,17510139) DRBID
b & TITbh-.

: £ P4
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