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1 [FLC®IC

BRI & BB LRTEIR G- 2 S 0 Hlf O N THNBES 2 RiEL s 2METH 2. ZOhTHRICHIRIMN
S IERP ol LU T S TS EB C tB - 2 A B T H 5. GRS & HEfIP ol 1k [ oD i
BE UTE, BIR2KGHEE, $HEE, — BN BLIE: & ORISR FIEBEES 5. UL, ZThod
TR H B D4y ATREVE X BRI S D Ve ERIREIZ T L TR O P DR REL TS, Leddo
T, INSDHEEZRL LRI B T MBI HEHAT 2 Z L XNHETH 5.

IR LT, HIBEEDMEZ T 2R U THIR O 2 WIERIE SOl LR & i3 2 HEPREINT
W5, ZOHEIFEPEEERIE (direct search method) & FEEH, B4 RETEICEHAT 5 Z LR TE 58, il
FIRS & FERME ol AR & E R 2 13T ER. RIFFE T, EHERREE HIRAT & JERY hol R
BUCHEAT 5 HIEICOWTERT 5.

TR & oAb RS 2 ERHERTRIC & - TR BRIZIE, BWBERZ T Tidmd, —BIEBO Y S o
63 208 H 5. HHRIMNEREMDDITIE, BRSO RE(L & HIF Ol e v S 2 FsE O KEAl
DEEND =D, 2 DDEREDNT v AZFEYNTIS Z BB 5. HIZHS Fik, W5
L2 HWOBIZEDE, IFO XS TE 3.

(1) BB D A% mdifh § 5 fik

Rz S5~ DA LOBREEZMIAR L UTHEML, fizhe T 23HBRDAZFZEL T L
2k Y, HORELE BT 5515TH Y, death penalty 3£ & HIEIEND. HEROEFE TR S N7z 5D
Mz LsnWEaicl, BiicEgInsg s, filiWEiEed s L5 EINS. fl2IE, EERTLT
) X 4 (Genetic Algorithm, GA) IZH5WT, Hilf&WiE U 7z BR i 2 2L THIR 2L U2 WERR R 2 &
ET2HEMREINTWS (1, 2,3]. £72, =T 1 7))V A+ — L/t (Particle Swarm Optimization,
PSO)[4, 5, 6] IZHBWT, HilfZE LR WEER M2 AL, BEEIOHIH) % 5 3 2 BB Al & s 5 51k
LREINTVS [7]. Th o DL EIFHIEEAS IRNIE GG IZIEESTHS. L, EBITIZHIN
DEELWHES % <, FrIZERGREZ GORMETIE, PR ZER L 72 W EREEBIET 5 2 LI RAEEIC
.

(2) HBI% & HIRIEMLE (constraint violation) DFFEM % KiEL T 5 Ak
BRONRZME 2 MAGOE THREBEZEHRL, BRI L GIRGRBE OfTER % R, FOMEF
O—HNEEALME e LT HIETH 5. RIRGGIZIZENBRBIZNT 2 XFIVT 1 2 EZAS5ND 7D,
Z O FEE IR F VT 1 B (penalty function method) & WEIEA, H KBS & B8 MRS O 17 E5 AT
13HE5E H #YBIZL (extended objective function) & FHENT WS, RF LT ¢ BIBGETIE, HIRGERBIRE QTR X
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&R D72 O D ETH 5 R FIVT 1 25 (penalty coefficient) & EYIZEINT 2 Z L BREETH 5 & W
SHIBRAH D, RFNT A RBEDPKREVE, HfEHLET 23T 5N2505, HIWBIRORELS R4
2720, BOEWRESES AR A D,. WZRFILTF A BEDNS VWE, BRI NS
2, HIR OB AT 0, EITREMRES2 Z L BREEIC 5. NPT 1 R E BT 5
HikeH 503, WY R IRIIMEI KT T 5720, WA LE2ERT203KNETH L 2 W
SN D 5.

(3) HRIBIR & IR RIE & B ALl & 0 mdifb 5 Ak

H BRI & IR IR % 4B L TR, RRAE 21800 9 2 Rl LRI & 0 —HIPML L TR L TH
5. BlIZIE, GAIZHEWTREERIEZ TS 2 HLiE BB RIS 2 I REI N TV S [8]. Thld,
IR % i e U 2SR s O HIRER H BRI %, SR ORI & fi 97 2 BEER AU B 1) 2 BeE o B WEIEUE &
HIRIGEIE & OFE UCTH A2 HETH 5. EMIRIK (Evolutionary Strategy) 128 \WT, HUZHlHIGALE
EERTLOTIINRL, B DMERTHIFRBIE % WG U BB D AT AT S WO RS N BEE N
ERESIZ & 0 Bli{b 24T 5 HIEAMRE XN T WS [9]. ZHUT &Y, HIGMEDPHERIIZER S, BOEWE
AR O ND ZEWRENT WS, k0~ fike LT, EERRELKICTLT, NG
KRS 2 Z &N TEDEHERIRTH 5 o VAIVHIRE T 5 o filfViL [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18]
B &V e LR E T 5 e Hilf0iE [19, 20] PERI N T WS, o HlfIES KO e filf0EE, EREREICE
B HBEE A% o LARIVIIRB K e UAOVEBRIZE T 2 Z 212k 0, HlO 20N 5 o
BTV TV XL %GR E OB TV TV ALICEET 5 HE, TRbLETNVITY ALEMETHD. o
BT e flRTEE, FREEZRNT L2100, FREEED & 5 RERVERLEOR L WBIZ S LT
HHEHATHIENTES.

(4) AWBEE & BHIFI D% I & LT < ik

H B & — I @B O HIR B E £ BBl L & U TR < 5k TH 5 [21, 22]. HIRIHHZME 2 &
IZHEITH S LI N5 AY, % HNEGHE B~ BN L i d 2 LI I NatETh by, —HK
IZE L DEMEREZLEE T B L WS MERDDH 5.

ABIFETIE, AN TV TY X070 L OREMICED KRBT BNT, EE»SEYRAT LT 1 FE
BRETH7-HDNEHE LT, Fii*F LT 1 REUE (Equivalent Penalty Coefficient Value, EPC) % 243
5LlHIz, EPCEZHWTARIINT « (REZ BRI T 2 HIE 2 IRE T 5. AFike TEHGRIEIZHE
ER IR NN RO S Evi L

ARG DRERITIRDIE Y TH 5. 2. THIFINT S BB LIE & XTIV T ¢ BRI O W THIBIZHS 5.
3. THEMMRF VT « (25UE (EPC) B L P OFABEEZRET 5. 4. TREFEIIOVTIHHL, v F
S BRICET 2 ERKRERT. 5. 3ELDTHS.

2  H#ETEHEE(CEE
2.1 EE

AR TIE, WD &5 ARERERY, FREG, L RERE 2R OREGEE (P) 252 5. HWBIEK
B L OHIRIZAED & BITHIP D5 A HHIZETERTE, £ OMOEESIEMEIEETH 5.

(P) minimize f(x) (1)
subject to g;(x) <0, j=1,...,q
hj(x)=0, j=q+1,....,m
<z <u,i=1,...,n



TIZT, @ = (21, ) W0 WORREEBANZ M, fz) 13 BB, g;(z) <0 1F ¢ MO RERE
#, hj(z) =0 1Fm—qHOFXGITHY, [ g h 38D 2N OEBUERBTH 5. [, u 1
TnEN, nlOWRELE ; O FRE, LERMETHS. 512, UNTRETORMEZIE T 5 HEEFE
FTFIBERHIR (feasible region), L NERHIFY % fi i 9 5 #ld & BERHIS (search space) LIFERZ £(2F 5.

2.2 RFILT 1 BEECE

BIRIA = Bl T, HIBIR O BlL 2 B BGlIL 2\ > 2 SO R E ARG > BERD 5. <
FT 4 BEGET I, HRB f(x) CERBEBUE ¢(z) (> 0) £RFLF 1 L LTMEBZ2IzkY,
SN & Bl A A O & 5 297 U Bo LRI s 5.

F@) = [f(z)+ pd(x) 2)

ZIT, FIIHEEHEMEEE, p3_FLT BB (p>0)Thbd. XFTAVT R E%EZp 00 T2L, F(z)
ZE/MET DITIEHIFEIE I ¢(2) — 0 L7220, FATAREMMAFD Z L TE 5.
HIRNEBLE ¢(x) DEFEL LTI, A NOHIRD 5.

d@) = max{max{0,g;(@)} max|h (@)} 3)

o(z) = ZHmaw{oygj(w)}\l”+Z||hj(<v)\|p (4)

ZITp REKTHS.

3 KEMBETERICEITBFEMRTILT 1 REIE
3.1 HEMETE

DE ® PSO %X ® & S IZftENIT & 2 Bd b OB ITBE Nk % I U 72 5ol iE T H & LB 1~k
(population-based descent method) IZ D WT#HIHT 5. LRI NEZ—BICATO XS ICididTE 5.

1. WA A 5 Y X TER VEM P = {x;,i=1,2,--- , N}(N (ZMOR) 2HEkT 5.
2. B 4T OfE% T 5.

3. RETHIRE: T RMENET NIRRT $5.

4. BRZHLT,

(a) A & @, ¥ P OWBIZHES S5 LW o) % ERT 5.
B 27 L\ ST 5.
() B LA VIR E 0 BT NIE, VRS LT ERT 3.

—
=3
=

5. 3. ~NRS
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3.2 HMRFILT 1 REUE

IR FIETE, S0 e, H LW o) ZHEEL, FUWEAT WL D BT EE W #EE R LW
R CEHT D, RFINT o« EEEEAMEAT 256, IREENBIRUEIZ & 28RS R IE LT 1 REOMHEIZ
Lo T RITIFEZ .

x; OFBUE & HFEBZEOWE N z; & VBN TWBEEEE, IV T 1 REOMEICEERIC o XIEE
HIBEEMER R WMEE 725, $Thbb, [FED pli2WT F(a') < F(x) BR T 5. o & o OGN
DEEBHFEKTH 5. F7z, FEEUE L FIREBIELFE UGEIE, TED plZDWT F(x) = F(a') B
5. L7205 7T, BANDERMENE O SLOGEITIE T IV T « (F8E PTET 5 BEDHE.

f(@) < f(z) and ¢(a') < d(x) or  f(z) < f(2') and ¢(x) < ¢(') ()

NP DGE, BIFUEMEN T 2 DRIRBIE DS - T 2 & BIEUED S - T 2 DSHIFRRELE A
BENTWDIEPAAES 5. BIED o BBz, LIET 2L, fla) < f(2), d(zi) > ¢p(x)) THB. ZD
2 D DIRDHLEREBAE D —E T 2 R F IV T+ FREUE % Sl ~< TV T« FREUE (equivalent penalty coefficient
value, EPC) EIERZ £12F 5. EPC % p; THEIT 2 L Ll FOBIRARLT 3.

f(®:) + pid(z;) I(@®)) + pig(a;) (6)
fx)) — f(x:)

G e "’
ZDLE, RFLUTAHFBp BEPC KD KREW, ThbE p>p, RO, F(x) > Fal) L7570,
FIRRBEREN T WD o) BEWRE 25, WIZRFIVT 4 FEEEPC KO/, $42b5 p < p;,
Lo, F(z;) < F(z)) 725720, HHNBEBEIENTVWS ¢; PRWVRE 5.

X (5) &7z T IRNE 2y, ) 12695 EPC p; ZFMEHIZY — b L7V A& H = {pi|por < pr+1,k =
1,2,---} &9 5. BRIV T 1 BZEEGET 272012, 70TV XLN8T A—R 2 UTHIKELR
(constraint priority rate)R., #EA T 2. ZDEE, H D R, |H| FEHDEFZEDMEEXFIVT 1 HE p T
HET H7-2D1Z, PAND XS ITIBHREZRMHT 5.

Rey|Hlpr, if [Re|H|| <1
P = RCpP\H\? if ch >1 (8)
PLReplH|| + (RepH| = [Rep| H| ) (1R 1] = PLRop|HI)),  Otherwise

2L, |H W& H OEHH, o] 1o N FOBRKOER, [a] ¥ a A EORNDBRTHS.
Rp=00rEiEp=0&7Y, HNBEBIEOADRELEITS 221285, Ry > 10 X p> iy
LD, 2 OOMO I THEGRBEA B S N Z LIk B i, BIKREEDADRMLETS 2 &iC
BB, ThbL, RFLT A FEHE oo ITHIME &2 0 L FH LIRS 5.

ID7%D, Ry 2NSWEPS 1 2BA7ME, FIZE 11 ETHNSES 220k, EFTMRERS S
ZEMTEDB. KBTI, R 2EELZBEIIDOWTERT S,

D& DIV T 1 AREAEE, SRR RO & 512, EURE LR — RS % S
BTSN B Z LW TE .

4 REFE

AAFSETIZEMMNEE NEE LT, Z2E L (Differential Evolution, DE) Z#¢fH L, DE (Z EPC (25D
SHEISHIRFIVT 1 % E AL 72 DEEPC(DE using Equivalent Penalty Coefficient value for constrained
optimization) % %7 %,



4.1 =0E&ft

7oAl (DE) 1% Storn and Price[23, 24] (2 & > TIRES N EL TV TV XLTH 5. DE (IR M2
EEGRETH Y, MERZ W% 83 2 %2175. DEIZIZEODOEADMELINTE Y, DE/best/1/bin
X DE/rand/1/exp R ENR LA SNT WS, TN 51, DE/base/num/cross £\ DA TRE I NS,
“base” IFFARNRY ML &2 B BIOBR LA RET 5. HIZIEX, DE/rand/num/cross 1&&EARRZ ML D72
HOBAELEMMNS T ¥ X LITEIRL, DE/best/num/cross I3EM OB BIAZE EINT 5. “num” 1FFANR
I INVEERIELRODEFNT PVOEBEIEET 5. “cross” IETF2ERT S7DITMHHT 52X
EERIEET 5. HlZIE, DE/base/num/bin ld—E DR THEAZT % X T 52X X (binomial crossover) %
W, DE/base/num/exp (&, FEEEEIMITIRA T 2 HEH TR T % 259 5 2 X (exponential crossover)
ERHWS. AFETIE, ZHNZ MVEE 1 (num =1) & U7z DE/rand/1/exp 2V 5.

4.2 REFFOT7ILIYIL

REFEDEEPC DTV TV ALITA ROEY TH 5.

Step0 #H#Afk. N {EOWEMEAR x;, % EBEEBPANCAEKR L, YIHER P={z;, |i=1,2,--- ,N} 2k
T 5. 2TOKE T 5.

Stepl M THIE. MTEMEEZHETNE, 7TV ALK T TS, BTEME LTI, RARBEEERMR
BEHNS.

Step2 DE #fF (FEADLR) . £ TOfEkx; (i=1,2,---,N) ZH~R27 bLbe UTERL, DLNO#E
PEZNBIZATS. 3K 21, o, 2ps %, o BEUTHWIEELAEWESIZT VX LITERT S, &
HARY MVmy; =2 + F(@p —@e3) 2EHT S, 22T, FERAT—YVIRITIA-XRTHS. &
BARZ MV m; LEER 2, 2ZX L, FEK P 2 ER L, FHET 5.

Step3 NI T 1 FEROUWE. EPC (p;) 2RO ESIZLTRDZ. R (5) i 3 2MEAD EPC % oo &
T 5. ZOMODEKD EPC 2R (7) TRDB. VA {p} ZAIEIZY — T 5. co DEREEHIFRL
H%uaXDd. NE@)IEIERF LT« FBANRTET 5.

Step4 EAFH B (AZA) . BHUEK & T OFalkZ IR S 5 72012, #RHER & FltkofkikH
BERUE & kD 5. SR HIBERE & LI U, T o BSBER @; & 0 3 R rEk»E
fFELmY, BleyCEIRT 5.

Step5 Stepl IZR5.

4.3 ERERFEH

AWFETIE, DEIZBET 585 A —=&1%, AR N=20, 27— > 785 X=X F=0.8, & XK CR=0.95
U, BEFHEDNST A —RHRIEERE R,=0.9 & U7z, BRSO BATHEEL FEypax % 2,500 [,
5,000 [2], 10,000 [E1D 338 Y DEEITDONWTERET > 2. LRBIZDOWT 30 EHNAZERIT 2170, &
B 2 REMERD HWBIRUE A kD7, 72720, mBEIAKEIE, HFRRDUESSNOEERTH Y, iR
R ANE U A 1% HEBE S BN DR TH 5.
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4.4 Himmerblau DERE
Himmerblau QI FD L S iz ns.

Minimize f(x)=>5.357854722 + 0.8356891x x5 + 37.293239z, — 40792.141
Subject to g1 (x) =85.334407 + 0.0056858z5x5 + 0.00026x1x4 — 0.0022053x 325,
g2(x) =80.51249 + 0.0071317x225 + 0.0029955x1 2 + 0.0021813x§,
g3(x) =9.300961 + 0.0047026x325 + 0.001254721 25 + 0.00190852514,
0<g1() < 92,90 < go(x) < 110,20 < gs(z) < 25,

78§.271 < 102733 < T < 457 27 < T3,T4,2T5 < 45.

FVIZERRERERT. REFEISNOFEFI, SR [25] 12D HDTH D, MGA IFZHMN GA LED
BRI EZ 7L TY) XL, Gen (ZEMEMT LTV ZALEZFHALZT7 L TY XL, GRG 1% Generalized
Reduced Gradient %, Death I% death penalty i%, Z DRI T 1 IZHEDL TNV TY ZALTHY, ~F
VT 1 R [EE T 5 static penalty, BEERAT v 7THUZ K D RF VT 1 (780% £ X ¥ % dynamic penalty,
simulated annealing ® & S IZTIREIZ X O RV T 1 (FEEZ /LS 5 annealing penalty, HEEDER D
IREBIZ X 0 RFIVT 1 (7B E E T 5 adaptive penalty, fROENIE 2 DRI IV T 1 VRO D DHE
VT HE/ X 5 Coevolutionary penalty 5 TdH 5.

BETNTV AL 2T HOREME, FHE, BCEES X OBERAEEZR Uz, RORERLEZT IV
29 A1k DEEPC, MGA, Co-evolutionary T# 5. DEEPC ZBIBGEHi[E %A% 2,500 [BOFF N TH 2T
DOEHTHOT7 NIV ZALEVENTNWS., L7zh > T, DEEPC IR IS BERETZADLELRZT IV
TYVALTHDLEVRS.

# 1: Result of Himmerblau’s problem

Algorithm FEs Best Average Worst S.D.
DEEPC 2500 |-31025.1166 -31021.3957 -31012.1760 3.2432
5000 |-31025.5554 -31025.5189 -31025.3960 0.0379
10000 [-31025.5602 -31025.5602 -31025.5602 0.0000
MGA 5,000 | -31005.7966 -30862.8735 -30721.0418 73.240
Gen -30183.576 N/A N/A N/A
GRG -30373.949 N/A N/A N/A
Co-evolutionary | 900,000 | -31020.859 -30984.2407  -30792.4077 73.6335
Static 5,000 -30790.2716  -30446.4618  -29834.3847 226.3428
Dynamic 5,000 | -30903.877  -30539.9156 -30106.2498 200.035
Annealing 5,000 -30829.201 -30442.126 -29773.085  244.619
Adaptive 5,000 | -30903.877  -30448.007 -29926.1544 249.485
Death 5,000 | -30790.271 -30429.371 -29834.385  234.555

4.5 AMOBREDRE

A OFEIG (1), M (sigma), B DPEEME (P.), AM OO DA (5) 4 X DFIFD NTa
A NN IR B AMOEEEZGT . M1 DL, 4 DOWEER h(x1), 1(z2), t(zs), blry) IT&
UE I IR
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ZOMBEIFLAFD XS icEMbEI NS,

Minimize f(x)= 1.10471.@%562 + 0.04811z524(14 + x2)
(@) = Tmaz < 0, g2(x) = 0(T) — Omaz <0, g3(x) =21 — 24 <O,
0.104712% + 0.04811z324(14 + x2) — 5 < 0, gs(x) = 0.125 — 2 <0,

(z)
Subject to g1 ()
(z)

galx

g6(x)=0(x) — dpaw <0, g7(x) =P — P(x) <0, 0.1 <z1,24 <2,0.1 < 29,25 <10,
where
T P MR o
T=y[TR42r T =472 = ——— 7 =— M=P (L+ —) ,
\/ 2R V2r12s J 2
2 2 2 2
x5 4 (21 + x3) x3 | (z1+w3)
S R T Gl W ) iy W) T2 )T
R 1 5 J \/_xl.Ig 12 + 4 5
o(z) = 6PL 5(a) = 4PL? Pe() = 4.013E+/x325/36 1_ %8 | E
T rga3’ " Bajxy’ - L2 2LV 4G |’

P=60000b, L = 14in, 6,45 = 0.25in, E = 30 x 10%psi, G = 12 x 10°psi,
Tmaz = 1360001, 0par = 30000psi.

1: Welded beam design

£ 2ICEEHEEEZRT. BWKEE2RUAEZT7LV TV X401 DEEPC, MGA, Co-evolutionary T 5.
DEEPC | BIGTAM 15K 28 2,500 [0 OB sl THGEME B L ¥R 2 UAOEE ThOLTO 7LV ITY X4 &
DENTEY, EEICEEDSVWREME RO TWa. 2, FMEREIEL 5,000 B DR A T2 TOEE T
DETOTNVIT)ALEVENTWS., Lzdi>T, DEEPCIERIE LK BEETFZDET VIV ALTHD
MARY N

3 2: Result of welded beam problem

Algorithm FEs Best  Average Worst  S.D.
DEEPC 2500 |1.7279 1.7431 1.7906 0.0142
5000 |[1.7249 1.7253 1.7273 0.0005
10000 [1.7249 1.7249 1.7249 0.0000

MGA 5,000 |1.8245 1.9190 1.9950 0.05377
Co-evolutionary [ 900,000 [ 1.7483 1.7720 1.7858 0.01122
Static 5,000 |2.0469 2.9728 4.5741 0.6196
Dynamic 5,000 |2.1062 3.1556  5.0359 0.7006
Annealing 5,000 |2.0713 2.9533 4.1261 0.4902
Adaptive 5,000 |1.9589 2.9898  4.84036 0.6515

Death 5,000 |2.0821 3.1158 4.5138 0.6625
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4.6 HENBEDHRE
PERRD F vy THMIH AN T W B FIEPROFECBEWNT, Mk, B, WHICRERI R N & R/ME
THMETHD. H2ITRT LI, T (Y VDER), Th(F vy 7OREHAR), RNE), LIIEROEY)
DALBEIT S, 2055, T, & Ty, I AATREZRRIIROE A5, 0.0625 1 > FORBIETH 2.
ZORMEIFL RO S icERhEInsd.
Minimize f(x)=0.6224z1x324 + 1.7781x022 + 3.16612224 + 19.8422 23
Subject to g1(x) =—=x1 + 0.0193z35 <0, g2(x) = —z2 + 0.00954z3 < 0,
g3(x) = —maxy — 4m /35 + 1296000 < 0, gs(x) = 24 — 240 <0,
21,29 =0.06254,i € {1,2,---,99},10 < 23,24 < 200.

4 2: Pressure Vessel design

£ 3 ITHEBKE R %R T, Deb I¥ Genetic Adaptive Search, Kannan I&#5% Lagrangian Multiplier %,
Sandgen (F Branch and Bound {EIZ £ 25D TH 5.

BUWHERZR U773V X401k DEEPC, MGA, Co-evolutionary Td 4. DEEPC I B[ %A
2,500 [H] DI 5 CHEIMERZ DA OEHE THO 7L TV AL X0 BN TH Y, ERICEEZOEWREMRE 7D
FTWa. &8, 5000 mHORSTETCOEEHTHOT LIV XLALVENTWS. Lz > T, DEEPC
IR I LKBRETADTNVITVALTHE L VRS

#& 3: Result of Pressure Vessel problem

Algorithm FEs Best Average Worst S.D.
DEEPC 2500 [6065.4514 6106.0972 6238.1967 44.0454
5000 [6059.7152 6059.8638 6061.5215 0.3324
10000 [6059.7143 6059.7143 6059.7143 0.0000
MGA 50,000 | 6069.3267 6263.7925 6403.4500 97.9445
Deb 6410.3811  N/A N/A N/A
Kannan 7198.0428  N/A N/A N/A
Sandgen 8129.1036  N/A N/A N/A
Co-evolutinary| 900,000 | 6288.7445 6293.8432 6308.1497  7.4133
Static 2,500,000 6110.8117 6656.2616 7242.2035 320.8196
Dynamic 2,500,000| 6213.6923 6691.5606 7445.6923 322.7647
Annealing 2,500,000| 6127.4143 6660.8631 7380.4810 330.7516
Adaptive 2,500,000| 6110.8117 6689.6049 7411.2532 330.4483
Death 2,500,000| 6127.4143 6616.9333 7572.6591 358.8497




5 HEMNE

HIRIAT & Bl LT 2 H50 72 U OREIZ 28 5 RV T« BEBGEITN LT, SMi~<3 L7 1 (25l EPC
EREL, ENNBENEIBWT EPCIZHED ERFIVT 1 REEBWICHIET 2 HEE2RE L. AR
TlE, REFEELZMEMITHEA L DEEPC 2#ik L7z, DEEPC (2 & D %D 2 OMREH L HIFIAT & 5
WAL A R 2212 &Y, DEEPC OE®MEZ 5L 7=,

SlE, TVITVZALNTRA=RTHSB Ry, DHIHIZOWTERET 5L L 31T, RFEEEM L LTIV
YALZHEAL, TOMEEZHARLZLEFELTNS.

BIEE ARFZEIE, JSPS BIFZE 26350443, 17K00311 D B& % 313 Tirbn 7z,
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