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Ant-colony-genetic algorithm with adaptive parameters
based on grey prediction and normal cloud
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Abstract: Ant colony algorithm with positive feedback has a good capability of global convergence; while the genetic
algorithm(GA) is with a fast performance in global search. A hybrid algorithm with adaptive parameters is proposed to take
advantages of the above two optimization algorithm. Using the grey prediction, we obtain in the ant colony strategy the
estimates of the maximum (minimum) trail limits which are controlled for avoiding the immature convergence. Meanwhile,
we employ the cloud models to build a set of association rules which are used to adaptively adjust algorithm parameters by
information feedback during the iterative process, thus reducing the reliance on initial parameters. Simulation results for
job-shop scheduling problem(JSP) and traveling salesman problem(TSP) validate the algorithm.
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1 5|3 (Introduction)

SO ARy SRS A SR KIS ] SR A O
DA, e 5 PR 4 Ao AL 1R D7 AR DA S5, T A e
WSO AR T A5 L 3R AT AR JE AT 3 I T S I AH L B
VE S8 AR 55 AT AT B G S 10 S5 %
ML T “HRMEGIR 7 A= Ak A FE AR T 2 ST (7).
h T B YRR B T IR (R B 50 1)
] @, A E AT T A M O A . AR O SR T
1, Stiizle fTHoos2E N4 H 5 K /DI 2461671 i%
SRVE ZR G0 1 R A R 3R IR B 1) e R R /N PR,
WG 1 PR SR AR B R A b R B A AR A R
0 3 B (1) e B AR B H A5 B Rk s &, 1K
FRRE o 7 50 b N S 35 i i I 4. AH I ey 3
R R AR AT AL A o A, A5 B R IR ks AT

R H H: 2008 —07—12; s 2k H : 2009—09—13.
BEETH : [H K B AR A P I IH (60776824).

HH R RV T AR 3 A PR i SR (81U T 2 A o
5 IR R4 — pMlant-cycle R S mi 5l
SIGA L 1A 1R 3R 9B L QN7 T AR AR s MRS IB LI,
iz HIXLERN, AT SEBL S8 — pANQI B & N i
AR SR . AR R A SRR I 5E 1Y
AN KA SRR, B AR, SR SsA T A
AR AL R D BES OA, 5 —F R,
SALAF LIS A TR B T PR A L A
., — SR AT SO R R A 7 R ) T
P SRS BEAT TS, 01 SCHR (91 F AR BE 18 v )
B AR G VA E BRINASIE A b R E I L)
(RIR 5 AT 0 6 i ), el YRR 22 i, AR KRR
JE BRG] T 2 H sl sk I RCR. O T e iR A
AEZ L, SCHR (10138 1 — P A1 1 3 1 2 {EL AT
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ARG B AR K ORIOC R, A IEZ = MBI H L
PR SE BT i) PEARFAIE, 38 3 25 A A 4 7 P T L PR A
SCMAZ LA,

IR PEIT O b BN AR A B2 A7 0P 000 ) A0
FAT R MRCR, mn Sas A R b T S i i £ 6
P B AR BRI AL, PR A 483 LA A5
B RAE B~ AU B R R, BB
o R ) H A, Tk — 20 3kt G PR R
B R AR R R PR AR AR L. B
YU~ T8 5 (RS (K 8 PEE & 5 L2 R OR
B AN E PR e Y, EAE AR R e iR T
BRI BE 1R v S Jee 158 ol K0 S DA BB s
B P T RE PEALRIBCNAA L T “ X R G,
XA —FE ) HAT AN T AR AR AR ik Ao
WA THBRHE T 1 BEHL P S, A7 BB T TR
HRCT] 5 A bR A R R SRR Rl e, R IX —
DE R ST (0 2 DRI, R A S50 25 1049 30 2 1)
ERIVAY REEI € WS PN SR EL N2 it i L RPN
AR IR — S0 K P AS SR . kA A PP ISR SR o 1
PR P8 73050 D P B oo D)% 50 58 A o A 0 42
ZE MR, BCAR AL B AT B ) 4 R 1 R e 34T
D, 5 SO A R AT N B 7K R [R]I, BR
SRR P RO R A P B A B AR T I A A
STAIC, 32 1T 9/ INSURRE SROMS s A\ AR 30T i ) ] e L.

2 Hyk B (Algorithm)
2.1 HK /NG 3R B (Max-min ant colony strat-
egy)

2.1.1 W PR 4% R #4) 3 (Ant path construction)
TES RGP R b, B S i AR R 71 77 20k
FER A5 i) 15 R
j= { {arg max{[rs,] O]} 4 < o,
S, oAt

o qMqeds) R AE[0,1] 1 Ik A IS 59 43 A7 1) Bt L2,
SRR Q)BT £
. (73507 135

Bl = = O]
j€allowy,
Horr: allow, AT — 28 VPG R RS,
735 (6) Ay () 53 50 A S UAG BA o 15 s 5 22 TA) (R A
L F R E R IR B AR R B S B, ok R
Fg 2 T AR A e 207 R
2.1.2 {5 B ZE I 1 K #& (Pheromone update)

5 R R IR A R (R B 2 R R (R
SE) T SRR TR — P S 2 1 AL,
BRI IR Ui ] B A B R AL 2, T Kk

6]

, j € allowg. (2)

(48 22 % ), e S B N R et 4 R O 5
SVER I IE AL, e A4 R s A T 4 A L
P45 S = i, Al SE R NS i (5 BRI
SR S B RIR B A IR e e —
BRI R PN, e G b T A PAN A e R 2R L 1)
(e 8

1) MR X @) BEATAE B2 1 =35 58T

T B Rk s, Gn SR AR A A i A
P ANFR AR AL, WA

7ij(t) = [1 = p(t)]7i; (t) + p(t)70. 3)

AW, AT 5. Hohr 2 AR I B AR B R )
{H, h—5EMH.
2) HAE ()~ (6) BEAT 15 S 31 142 ) BB

Tt +1) = [L = p(@)]7i; (1) + p(t)ATi; (t), @)
SO AT (6 R AEARDGEA T, A5 AR Z 18 145 B
e HE

=1

S o A (84 7% 98 U A YO o
PR 2 T B R, AT

1
e L, ] L esty
ArE(#) = { loest” t.5) € I ©)
0,  Htk.
Ho: lpest N T AR EEAR A S, Lyesi N 1 5 AL
7.
3) M X (7)REATA5 B 2= BB ) 555
Tii(t+1) =
Tmax(t+ 1), Ti;(t+ 1) > Trax(t + 1), o
HAF 7 (E+ 1) K5 + VR BRI LS
DG TE, SEEARK € T AEAR 2.4 P igid

2.2 £k K I (Genetic strategy)
2.2.1 et 4K K #) 3 (Chromosome construction)
TESS R IR B o, RS G 0 A 4% BT 21 (1) e
MR T — AL A
le;(t) = 1lis -, J € allowy,. (8)

Do i

jeallow,
Horallow, fln,,; 1 & X5 WORE 55 8 ohoAH [R] 45 5 28
fBL.
2.2.2  ZRAZH#AE (Crossover operation)

TEAS XA, SR 2L T B R AR 5 A 24 A2
1%, BBENLE R —dH 24T, #E— NS R A X 414
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B LR TTan 2 5y — A SAH S N AL E L, R
I TCIFP N AR B & A5 4

R I A 8 At R 23R, WA

SLARA : 123456789 — [4RA : 162435879;

B : 462531978 —FXB : 423651987.
2.2.3 A7 H#4E(Mutate operation)

TEAR S8 oh, A SCR A AR S 64, B Bl
BLIEFEPIA TR, AH AT e IX AN Ar . E R BE A,
i

R P iz A8 e R 23R, AT

SCARA: 123456789 — KA : 183456729.

2.3 JLAN#HISH(Several control parameters)

FEIX ", K5 N — LB R I S 8O T o
IR IR TR T 2 S IR ).

2.3.1 &MY ek M B (Fitness-improvement mea-
sure)

S8 X238 B S FE O o () FH O (¢) i R
_ Fae () = i (1)

F 0) — F t
pot) ~ B0 Fa)

Horr: Fy,., (8) T Tt AR v A AQ I DL 08 % 42 11
SIIE N FEAE, Fa,.., (8)FIFG,,,. (8) A SRR T i
S D ISCARE 1% A48 PR 3 IS8 AR08 A Fof A (1~ 40 3
JEA, EATIH 3 Sl 5 LR

v (t) = min {FX(0)}, (11)
t—1
Z FAbest (Z)

n _i=1

Fai(t) = = (12)
> Fi(t)

Fa,.(t) == (13)

mag

o FR(6) A S0 AE 0 b 58 k0 sy 1) 1 2% 4%
(1035 N, FE AL, moa 9 WSCRERRASE. FE& () Ry S IR B h
SR G AR R Y BEAEL, g A B AL Pl RS

T8 N R R W R AT 2 D% B R T g A
A 2 QIR 2 AT = JOW B N 4R R
Oa () FNO (¢)FFAE A B HT - 4N
2.3.2 Wil 2% (Communion parameter)

TEFEC () A SUHE S W T 45 55 Ui At 2 5 e A AR
B IBAEFIE R B ZZ 0O () AR, O (6)SEBREH,
B HLAR VA ZE. C () R4 X (14) LY

o) = {gec;(t) x ma] + 1, ;?1(1;) 20

HA[0q(t) x ma]FRsK0 (1) x maBESL.
233 {5 B FE K Z K B(Range of pheromone ma-
trix measure function)
e GEIIMMAS Y, A5 B3R W T T M i A
AR LA e R 3 s A, FH DA BGE RE B R &R
RRUTT 325 13 PR 1E S Bt 3 (IR 5. A0 SR AT/,
T RE BB Z, 155 B AR H) 15 B Rk i 22
FEANK, Pt PASS 5E ) T M i LB AR, #2 5
Z, CAMAE R 5 WA T, DA S 5% B
N RSB 7 R R VG L 2 7 8 & Y 42 6
SRR U, 2 UE BRI ZE R Hn T
d(t) = Tmax(t) = Tin (t). (15)

FoA T (6) F i (8) 23 90 2 ZBEIK A 24 45

# BRI B E NI, d)k 5o Ak s 5, H

£d(0) = 0.

2.4 17 B F UK BE PR ST 2K €4 70 U 2 il (Grey pre-
diction control of pheromone limits)

201 Z280FAX, XS 2R Ju #d i 37 1 AR (L BB (AL
SCHRITLY). R 3Z W ] T HAT 2045 B A
FEAFFAE 1) 2R G0 G BEFN T, 38 5 A BRI 42 98 35
CAME B, BB M G ISt B H ). BT
OIS AE B =R M I AL 5 BT & K5 B
(AR AIE, DRI o0 HE Sl 7 A (0 A2 288 DL 00 R 45 A .
FURERR S, LA HEA P ) 1 B FL AT S A 1 3 W 1

o TAEWIE B R E R LU, 5 B R
TR T Tonax () A iin (£) Z 18], SIS H R
B SEOFTA A BT

EE 1 A ()F(t) 5 08 ARG A5 R
35 Jm 0 ST i AR BB N R A5 R R R 2 e A,
BHd(t) < d(t).

G (1) IR )T 15 B3 S
SRR RAE—TTER, 7(t) = 10 + AN K
AT 25 R0 308 5 N5 JEL 38 R o o0k Y T 3R 0 ME,
T Tonnase M T 237 900 K9 A5 JEL 38 R A A 1 224 17 e R (LA
BB o, AMURSBHRIG I Z A iZIc & 1 RN
B R(IER B oG ), A 1 A 700K 7R R 2
IS 3R ) 0 SE T IS I 3R R B 1R e R R o /) 1
&= R H

T'(t) = 1o+ [1 = p(t)]4,
I
7(t) — 7(t) = p(t) A.
IA0 < p(t) < 1, LM AL, < A < O, 549
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Tmin < 7(t) < 7'(2). AR T R S 1 i, WS TR 5 DAk
55 0 — B2 AR B R A R B p () A &I

MR Apax = 0, JTEL
T'(t) — Toax = [1 — p(t)]A — Apax <0,

ety

Tmin < 7—/ (t) < Tmax-

BRI A, M A > 0,
Tmin < Tl(t) < T(t> g Tmax-

g n B E W s A e LERAs) s, d(t) <
d()Sr. ke

SEFRIULEE T R B B4R 8 M B
FHEREREAT PR S )4 B ]

F R R AR RIEI R

Step 1 X 55t — LIRAGIA T 1045 B = FE MR EAT
HRER AR, RS [T (E)] ks

Step 2 A 7in () = min[7; ()] nxn, WA Foax (£)
= i (£) + d(2);

Step 3 A7), MHE B FHFEATE B H# R
S, Had A5 205 53R B FR U,

Tmax(t) - maX[Tij (t>]n><n7 (]6)
Tonin (1) = min[7;(t)]nxn- 17

Step 4 FIH K (15), 13 2 Z8 XA A5 B FE )
ZE RAEA(t), IR AR FI{d(t)}. RIS P
GG NT RS, T S 4+ LRGP R bR
HHd(t + 1).

15 BB 2 R B 52 DR 3R Ak 22, (HARIE JLIX
GNP ) 25 5% e D) 25 P RS A FH ok TR 2, MO AR 4
(PIAEG A A i BECR) e 50 d (6) } b B B d (6 — 3),
d(t —2),d(t — 1)Fd(t) e LB ADNAE B =L ZE R
B AT PRAL
2.5 ¥ HIE N #(Adaptive control of parame-

ters)

201 20904 AR, R AP i T T ~ B,
T RN B RS IE A A S — ok e A
oA E RS A AR R TR, W E,,
905 B, FEB A8 H X 34N B0 REAIE, BB AT R I AT
E A PUBOR P « BEALIE DA eAT 1 Z T I AH LR R
DRI, FH = B 70 P g 3 ) R IR G R AT R I IR 2R 1k
ARG HHIE T2 SRR U 1) S 500 1 7 .
2.5.1  SCEE SR W B 2 4% ] (Parameters control of

ACO strategy)

b1 2 (9)FT A1, 65 (£)1B K, 30 BH SR 3 s 75 S5 1K

G R v P 480 2 30 1) b e, DR 3K 26 B A2 5B

Tyt + 1)HER; [z, IR, R e o i
SES B p(8) Ry (t + 1) Bz B IR, A

RN 1 a0, ()8R, Hoa(t) > 0, M2p(t)
B, y(t + 1)K,

B 2 a0, (), Hoa(t) < 0, A2p(t)
BN, (4 1) B,

T L6 R ) Ry s B 7 3R RL - S0 R
T 56, O (6)1E AN, 38 12 R0 ) 2 CIE ) J 2R o =
BERICy(Exp, Eng, Hep), 74502 JEp(t). BEJS, ¥
()5 N BB JE A, 18 BC,(Exy,y Enpy Hep) M
C.(Exy, By, Hey ) 7301 2128 p(t) Fly (¢ 41) 1A
Hrh, B M E A A5 HL
2.5.2 JRALEES B2 Bl (Parameters control of

genetic strategy)

A (10) AT 01, O (¢) 8K, U W 12t A% i B vp 1)
DL R 7 Bl 2, DR b B Y 9 2 A8 (AT XAk
P (t) BN AR (38 7 ME 3 Py, (8) 8 /y), DA
LRI B [z, ISR AR b 5 1t st )t a7
SHP, () TP, (1) 1 2 R, A

B3 4RO (1)K, Hbg(t) >0, IBAP(t)
BN, Py, (t)8)N.

B 4 ROq ()i, Hog(t) <0, IEAP.(t)
HoK, P ()oK,

o, A8 SOME R 2 AR S i 2 2 4y i A Cp,
(Exp., Eup., Hop,)MCp,, (Exp,, , Enp,,, Hep,,). FLN
(19 S B ¥ U] 1R R 2 1 S8 5 28 AL,

3 HiEPE(Algorithm form)

Step 1 HIAAACIURE KA m o « 3B AE MR R MG
DL AR Z 4

Step 2 FH (@) BEAL ™ UL mg I 1544 4]

GRPRE, TSR AR~ 2818 N A Fa,, (0) , 2
I Lyest;

Step3 &t:=1;

Step 4 Kt FISIBEHLE Tn AN Ak,

Step 5 A HISIAARYE ()M QEEFE T
e (R 3A8 TT 4 R

Step 6  HR4 X (3) Jm i SE T 15 B 3R

Step 7 5 B W BCHS U 1) T BT A AN 0T
A U 5 S A P O A, i S A IR AR B
DAL A, (8), A5 FoAR T D7 52 d5 R f# Ly s, W
L Lpest = La,.. (t), 4@~ HEATHE B R
4 ey SEFT IR AT (5 5 3= B BR A 52 s 15 0,
i[]Step 5;



EN

PRUEAE: LT AT FIE A 2 (R 25019 38 RSO a8t A% 5372 705

Step 8 R ¥ :N(12)7H 5 IR 3L Are X A6 4 o

AR d5e A0 5 L % A T 1 35 3 B FEAB F L, (8), AR 4
O (10) T S Y S ik W B2 0 A (8) FHOG (¢) 1)
18, R4y TH FE W S H O (¢) E, IFIEFBUHE
W ELIE I C () A A 2 st AL B B Hh B 22 I O (0) A
fitt

Step 9 ¥z SRIBCHL I IR 2= QIR N2, H 3
A5 SISO SR S 4, 13 2 8o () My (¢ + 1) I1H;

Step 10  H 4 2= SCIR R NI3 AN 2= S I R4,
T A5 IS AL SN S A, 43 B0 P, (6) 1 Py (¢) A

Step 11 Bl ALk FEm CA[P.(t) x me)h 5%
B, FAmeg = [Pu(t) x mg], M4[P.(t) x mg| N7
B, fimeg = [Po(t) X mg| + DA G AR A7 28 A5
1E, BENLEFE [P (t) x ma] N EAR, BT F44F;

Step 12 THELIBAL TR 25 G (MR 1R 1 A,
WAL R R IF 5 P s R B R, AT
J3 S2 Se UARE, D0V 48 g sl e A . AR A 2 (13) v A ast
HeP e I1E N A F,,, (¢ + 1), RIRZ BRI, 25
Sl Wt g SR B A Lesys 75 W4t = t 41,
IR [F[Step 4.
4  H1k5rHr(Algorithm analysis)
4.1 W1E) &8 2% 43 BT (Time complexity analysis)

Ben ATSPHIFLEL, ma Ml 73 51 A WORE AR
I8t A% FhBE R BL, 9 AR B OAN,, e K E B IR E
N Nipax. TEnE 88 R IHE DL T, 200 I 8] 52 2% B2 4
R By, Sk v HAT K da S50 23 1) I )
L WARTR.

A1 Fke R AR
Table 1 Time complexity analysis of the algorithm
2R KB I 1) &2 % S
W SR PR A 3 O(Ne x n% x my)
RN R S O(Ne x n? x my)
(S LSRN S EE T O(Ne x n?)
AL AR IR 1A O(Ne x ma)

4.2 =ERIECFREE ¥ (Numerical character-

istics setting of cloud model)

SCRRLLSYRI I e vt J7 V620 At 1 2 W A0 5 1 Ak
DI TUER, R TR “C3EL I s
X5 T R E PEME A, A DO A 8 R T R A
X W [Ey—3E,, Ex+3E,] I, /799.7%. SCHR[16]15 T
TIEA LSRR AR 00, 45 B H AH
RIS K, 20 TR SR, 2 T 3R ) 25 e Ak, I3t th 9
WNIXH][E, —3H.,, By +3H IR 4199.7%. X5

Pirh 2 B BT REAE IR A0 ), 1) T 2 56 S )
FHR MRS B EAR, @5 v E 1) ECH)BR,
T4l A SCERISTRILL6] 1R AH DG 45 18, 1 i B A H I
1H.
5 414 B (Experiments)
AN, S FICHE 5 g 1%, T HL & se
) 76 3% 92.0 GHz[f)Intel Core2/4b H #5% Fl1 41 5 Ky
667 MHz[]1024 MB DDR2W 17 [fJWindow XP % 4t
WEENIZAT. MRAE4.275 04, HE I I S 4
iVEIER/ TS
Cy(0.0000, 0.1666, 0.0555),
C,(0.0150,0.0050,0.0016),
C,,(3.0000, 0.8333, 0.2777),
Cp.(0.6180,0.1273,0.0424),

Cp, (0.1000,0.0333,0.0111).

W A = n, BAEFEEREme = 1.5n, H
tFn Ay fi) PR RIS

2225 T MuthF1ThompsonfE 196344 H 16 x
6IRIISPHUHE, 18 FHAS SCHE tH VAT O LA 21—
AMAL il D23

% 2 Muth & Thompson 6 x 64 8] & =] 2
Table 2 Muth & Thompson 6 x 6 JSP

OO THLES 7>, o T[]y

T Tp2 13 LJpd4 LJp5 LJr6
1 3,1 (1,3) (2,6) 4,7 (6,3) (5,6)
2 (2,8) 3,5 (5,100 (6,100 (1,100 (44
3 (3.5) 4.4) (6,8) (1,9) 2,1 5.7
4 (2,5) (1,5) 3.5) (4,3) (5.8) (6,9)
5 (3,9 (2,3) (5.5) (6,4) (1,3) 4,1)
6 (2,3) (4,3) 6,9 (1,100 (54 3,1

%3 Muth & Thompson 6 x 64 8] /& [5) B LA AE
Table 3 Optimal solution to the Muth & Thompson

6 x 6 JSP
TP 5E R Z)
T — ] ) ) ) )
TH1 LTH2 LT3 LIR4 LFs5  LIF6
1 4 31 38 44 55
2 8 13 23 37 50 54
3 10 18 30 32 45
4 16 21 27 30 38 53
5 22 25 30 41 53 55
6 11 14 27 40 49 50

I SCHRI8 I H A 3 - 2 A 1 P i F) ACAE B0
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(CACO)FNA SCHE H 1 28 T A P00 A1 E 25 = 1 2 4K
H 3d W IR 5t 4% 515 (GCACGA), X3ANTSPIR) 43
MIBATS0IR, e RACHE10004%, F L2 B 45 5 W26 4.
CACOMS VA, WO R S5 T30 7 1 S Hn, HoR
SRV B [ SRS

AT SCHERI10TH 32 Y (K 2= 38 N 3t 1 513k
(CAGA)FIGCACGA, *3Muth & Thompson JSPI]
LY HIEATS0IR, e KAREL10004K, XF b J3-Hr 45 SR L
5. CAGASTILHh, T AR PR LA O A1l B Hin )
155, LR S K B R SCRRT10].

& 4 CACOFGCACGA 89 t# fit i
Table 4 Performance comparison of CACO and GCACGA

ALIE VA P28 B LI IV A X RZE /% S EIFE /s
TSP
CACO GCACGA CACO GCACGA CACO GCACGA CACO GcAcacA
Oliver30 424 424 433.3 430.1 2.19 1.44 4.1 4.6
Att48 33772 33587 34288.6 33890.2 1.53 0.90 54 6.9
Eil51 431 428 440.4 433.5 2.18 1.28 5.7 6.7
A5 CAGAFGCACGA#) Mg iz
Table 5 Performance comparison of CAGA and GCACGA
IR A 1 B DI N R A X RZE /%% FEIFEI /s
JSP
CAGA GCACGA CAGA GCACGA CAGA GCACGA CAGA GCACGA
6 x6 55 55 58.5 59.1 6.36 7.45 5.2 59
10 x 10 960 960 1044.8 1032.2 8.83 7.52 15.3 18.8
20 x5 1231 1178 1359.5 1281.2 10.43 8.76 15.6 18.5

Sefr b, B T Oliver30 A1 6 x 6 (ISP i, I
R EHR A R 2 H AT A 1k A s LR, H N
FAFNFS 1] LA H, 5 FEIS TS50 I 15 45
GCACGAFTHE 22 31| 1) o o AR AE 38 N JEBURN V- 35 B
DT N FEAE AR AL T FE R AN . X i B 4
YRR SRS 0 AN AR e M L 0 AR A R
A3 B E, 7E6 4] h, GCACGAY K A1 AH
V) 1) 2 B0 5 28, 3K U WA o0t 2% i i LA
BB IRIE NV BE ), T AT A8 et TS E A Y
JIT 328 1S 1) B304 2R T e BRI 11 ) .
6 458 (Conclusion)

ASCHEH IIGCACGARF I, FIH AP 5 K
S5 /IS WBUTRE SR 1170 455 J2 25 4 JR3 597 n DA s 1 4 o
A 0k G T BB R, s ] AR,
HENL T EVE S AU IS N DGR RN, ) A R )
& & FIE R R T I R B BT LS
H AT B R A IS N RCR, A sh i T8
VIO SR B A ARORURE B . SRR 8 43 B A 11
fiff 230 ¥ a8 A% PRS0 A 2 I A, L) e 2R A
T IEAR T AR B I PR R8I s ik
PR — ok B B AT T AR RIS Y B, 1T Y

AAC R AT AT AR A AR i, 0 Bl R 1) B
DA SCR] O S aSORPRE (1 PB4 3. SXAFRE
PN ST R A 8k — AN HE AR, B A T ORI
PR B - DU IE S BEHLEI T g PR i S e 7, 3

KRR T AR LI s 4 R U SloRe ), shA& 5K
LT PR RVE LA AR
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