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HEF = B8t F 12 e F# Differential Evolution IC 3T %
BEREDS >V 7IEROFFEICHET 5 —E%

LB BERFHER MRt HiF (Setsuko Sakai)
Faculty of Commercial Sciences, Hiroshima Shudo University
[REHIARERERT BRI EMER  ®iE 1T (Tetsuyuki Takahama)

Graduate School of Information Sciences, Hiroshima City University

1 1EC&IC

£ 1t (Differential Evolution, DE) & 1995 ££IC Storn & Price [1, 2) i< & > THRE E N7 RBEERIC
BIFsEEAET NI XLTHD, EILAT VTV XL (Evolutionary Algorithm, EA) D—DT4%H%. DE
IRIEEREE, MORATRE RO, JEMANRE, SREHRIEL CRAABRBECRIEICERENTETEY, C
hoOREICN L TEETERE7NVIY AL THBT EAIRENTETVS [3]. /2, DE ISELAIE
BICHT2EBLENIUNRT 4 ¥ a VICBOWTESEREEZD TS (4, 5, 6].

DE I3 BARICIZEINE LEEEFETSHSD, BNEREFFEREZ L TREILT 5 RHIHK
MR s B L D BET ARERBRFET3) ¢ fIEICE D FIRT ERBEILEE eDE HMHERE
NTWB. ¢, 5a LEEEFERHON ERBILFENERT Z7 VT X LERETREN
RETHD, DE DIt GA, PSOISE L1z eGA, ePSO BMEREN TV 3 M, eDE 3R EEDDE
BTHOERMEFBNTIVI) ALTHETLARENTNS.

EE(LEIEIC i d 3 DE OFAMEML T TVATAERL LT, BlAERERICESOTVAR
DERICEET BT L, HEISTA—ENRY—) 5T 77 &Z—F, XXLCR, EAFAAND3D
LHMITSH BT EABTFENS. LHL, IS A—RIcDWTIE, RIEICEK > TENE/SS A—XERE
BRED, /185 A—ZREIC X > T DE OUBECKE L ENH 720, IEECERLRFRELZ>TVS.

ARETIE, EREDSV7IEREMATALICELY, FRUCRIEHTZHLVEENZ/IST A—
BREERRET B, {ERDITA—ZREETIR, EFLEICRAT/AT A—F2FRAL TV, FHE
T, (IURE L EFROSEEERICET A ERICEDE, SYUBRENRAL TEERAEBITNS A—
REZRET 5.

APETRET 25V I/ERICETE/35 A—2{ERFET % eDE(e constrained Rank-based DE, eRDE)
%, eDE X EBBOMFE LTS Lic kD, eRDE OFHEETT.

KTF, 2. TEEMEEEREL, ¢ RS OVWTHIAT 3. 3. Tefilii% DE ICHMAAT DE %
FEL, SUIEEERAVNATA—XREEERET S, 4. TTONRFTA—FREEZEA LN cRDE
IZDWVWTEHIAT 5. 5. TF A MHBICH T2 EBRERZRL, 6.3 LHTHS.

2 BRI ERE(LE < FIKE
2.1 FRNMHERECRE
— BRI & BE(LRIE (P) &, UTOX3ICERTES,

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

TTT, &= (21, -,0n) & n RITREEHNY ML, f(z) ZENBE, g;() <0 & g HORFAMI,
hi(z) =01 m — g MOEREKITHY, f, g5, h; BEH B VIRIHFLORMMERKTHS. L, vk
ZRTN, nBORELK 2 OTREME, ERETSHZ. Toic, UTTERTERRZ F, L TR
DHEHR Y M RREL S LS LT 5.
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2.2 HISRERE

e HRIETIE, K% &DOREEDH L TV 2 ERET B HHEHE ¢(x) ZEBAT 5. FHBEHE ¢(z)
X, UTZimES 5EHTH5.

#(x) =0 (x € F) @)
¢(z) >0 (z ¢ F)
FIFEREREEIE, NPT 2 BEEICBI ZRFIVT ¢ LARICUTOX S HEBMNARETH 5.
¢(z) = max{mfx{o,gj(m)},mjaxlhj(w)l} (3)
d(@) = > max{0,g;@)}*+ > |h@)P, 7EL, pREKTHS. (4)
J J

2.3 & LN)VEHE

BIEUE & KRR E DM (f, ¢) DESE LICBWT, HIRBEBHEOR/NEFHEBET 2HENEF ¢ LNV
HREERT S.

Ry, 2 KB BBEBEE fi, f2, FHEEBREL 01,02 LT 5L, BEELHIKEFEDE (f;,¢:) B
DRNBEFRTH S e LNIVHE <., <. (e € [0,00)) GUTDKSIcx5.

fi< fo, if ¢1,02 <€ fi<fa, fd1,92<¢
(f1,01) <e (f2,82) © { fr < fa, f 1 = ¢ (f1,901) Ze (f2,02) & { L < fo, if 1 = ¢ (5)

¢1 < ¢2, otherwise ¢1 < ¢a, otherwise

BB, <o, <o FHHNEHEZBLTHHEAHLER L KL, <o, < TENBEBEDOADLLE L —5T 3.

2.4 cHEEONE

e HRIER, FIRMT ERBLRBEZ ERTRE TR B, BEOHRBRDONDYIC e LNVHERZRAVS
AETH 5. BEONNNBZ ¢ LNVERICBE R RELRIE (Pc,), T%0DB, cHillEICE SR
BRI TOXSICERTES. BL, minimizec, & <. DERTORIMLTH S.

(P<.) minimizec, f(x) (6)

TZ T, M (P) OfilfIZHE%E ¢(z) < e ICEBMLIMGE (P°) ZLUTDE S IKEERT S. &B, (P) XM
B(P) LEMTHS.

(P?) minimize f(x)
subject to ¢(x) < e

(7)
F9RE (P°) LRE (P<,), BXURIE (P) L TUTOEESEDIID [7].

EE 1 ME (P) cRBENEET 5451, & (P<,) DRERIIFTE (P) ORERTH 5.

EE 2 8 (P) IKBRERNEET %013, M8 (Pe,) DREMIZ, ME (P) ORERTHS.

EE 3 {e,} Z, BMOEKRTHERABDL, 0ICIERT BR51LT 3. f(z), o(z) ZEREEREL L, HE (P)
ICRIBAE > DFETEL, DD, HED e, ICNT B8 (P<,, ) DRERE &, DFEET HLRETS. TDE
&, Rl {%,} DHEBOEHERIIME (P°) DREETHS.
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3 ¢ #I# Rank-based Differential Evolution(¢RDE)

3.1 Differential Evolution

DE TlE, BFRZEM S PIcT V¥ MNCHBEE ¢ = (21,---,2,) ZERL, VLR P = {z*,..., 2"}
EERT 5. BEEEIRERY MUSHIGL, nBOREEHRZEBETFLLTHRD. BHRKBVT, 2T
DEGESL LTEIRT . SRICHLT, XL S RUEATbNhS. ERERDDIC, BIRENH
EBRBERBENDEWVICERS 1+ 2 num BOEGEEREIRT 5. RAODOEHENEERXRY k)b (base vecor)
Lizn, BDOEERD num BOEHNY MLEiks. EHRY RV F(scaling factor) "EE T hEE
N7 Mz s klickd, ZREAY bL (mutant vector) BMEREND. BEEANY MLVEBRPRXL,
CR(crossover rate) I & DIEESNIHRTROBLCTFEERNI MOBRTERT S LICEYD, F
(trial vector) BMERE NS, BRI, £EEBRLLT, FHRIVERINE, BREZFTERT 5.

DE ICREDOHDERSH D, DE/base/num/cross LWV 3 LETRHIENS. “base” IZEANT M
Ll B EEOBIRAERIEETS. HlZXIE, DE/rand/num/cross IZBEARNT MV DT DEEZERD
55 V& LIEIRL, DE/best/num/cross ZEMRDRBMBEEREIRT . “num” ZEHT MIVOMER
EEETS. “cross’ RFEERT BIOIERAT IR AERIEET 5. HIXIE, DE/base/num/bin i&
—EOHRETEIETEREY 5 ZIHZX (binomial crossover) ZFiVY, DE/base/num/exp I, fEEXBIEAY
KBV T BHERTEIEFETHT 21883 X (exponential crossover) Z AV 5. AMETIE, EHFT b
VE# 1 (num = 1) £ L7z DE/rand/1/exp Zf\ 5.

3.2 SV/FRERAV:DEDYR

—BICBEBRRECBVTERDRRZA LR R DICiE, IERE L SREDEDNS AR B HHE
b3, IERELSREICOVTEZS.

o UM BSOS HLVARRESERC 2ickD, IGRMIRAETS. DEICBWTIER, &
ERY MV EBBEKICRET % DE/best Hilgk & 251k, F2/NELTHHENRENTHB,
WITNOAELRATRICHR DRIV EVSHERNH 5.

o SN KERBHETHLVLAEREIER LICKD, ZRERZALTS. DEICBWTIE, EAN
5 M VSV ELICEBET B DE/rand iM% L 35, FZRELSTIHENRENTH SN, I
HEMETFLTLES LWSHELD 5.

EMETIE, SUIEREFALTLEDAERZEAADES L TIRE L SHEMEDNS VA ZES
TELERERTB.

o WERMEDM L BARY VA BHEEKTHBIFEIC, FRANELTETLICKD, BRFEEEKD
ELICERAY MV ERE TSRS, b, FOEFEEZHEL L, FIERNY MUGELES &
32, CRZRELT 3.

o ZEMOMLE: BANRY MUBBHFTHRVESR, FRERESTAHILICLD, REXEHTERNS
FVERESES. S5, BOEFEEAEL U, 2FGIGREET 57DIC, CRZNELTS.

KHETIE, TOTAFT7RERTSIC, DE/rand BREEZREAL, SV I IKEIIBENEF &
CROBTEEXRBRTS. B o', BARI bk b, BRI MDY I% R LTBE, o i
BARAY—V T T 7 2 B—F, LXXELCR BUTOLSCEETES. &H, BREAEDOS V71T
53%.

Ry —1 Ry —1
—NTl-, CR',, = CRmax et (CRmax - CRmin)ﬁ (8)
772U, Fuin, Fnax & F ODB/ME, BKERIEET 5/35 A—2%, CRuin, CRmax & CR DB/ME, &
KEREET B85 A—2THB. Thickb, ERAY MULBRREERDIZER F A8/ CR BEKIC

zh, REBEDBEAIR FPRAKCRYVBRNEED, LREOTATT7ZRETSHILNTES.

Fi=Fmin+(Fmax“Fmin)
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3.3 eRDEODO7IVIUXL

Differential Evolution D/35 A— A EBEICEREDT V7 EREZFHATHT7NIVXLTHS ¢ FlH
Rank-based DE (¢éRDE) %2259 5. eRDE/rand/1/exp 7NV XLIZUTDE S ICFBRTE 5.

(0) #IH#Alk. N EOYIIAMEEK ¢ ZAHERS L UTERL, FHER P = {z,i=1,2,--.,N} 2#E®K
L, £TOfEEZFEST 5.

(1) BETHE. MBS BAH I FEne B8R L2, EAERTT .
(2) SVFVY. Bk THLTSYY R, (o € {1,2,---,N}) {453 3.
(3) AZRLRN. 2TOMK 2 ISH LT, FTROERER L IBERITS.

(8a) EREH. RMEEK 2 ICHLT, 3K 2P, 2P2, 2P % o' BXUHEWCEE LAWK SICS VA LI
BIRTSZ. BRI VDS T R, ik, NQB)ICEDERTF— VYT T 78— F, ZRET
. BENT M o ZEANY MV aPr BEUETNY bV 2Pz —2Ps DOLUTO X SICERT 5.

x' = pPr + Fi(mpz — mps) (9)

(3b) RX. BEANY MVDF V7 Ry kb, K B)ICEDERNRKRCR, ZIRET 5. BEXI ML &
R o LRXRL, FANT ML zhid BERTE. TRE §ELTORIT [1,n] H5 TV FLISER
T3, FRT ML gt ) j BEHOERY ¢’ O j BHOEENOMETS. ThLIEORKTIE, X
X# CR; I &> TIHREERMNICEAD T 2HET, o OERLMLMETS. RODOESE, Ha b
SRET 5. EEEOMETIE, (3a) & (3b) I—F L XD OB TERENS.

(4) EEFEFER. FXY FVEIMET 3. AT ML gohild L8NS MU ot B e LANJVEEERIC & D HRER L,
FART MVOANRRITINE, $hbb

(f (@), g(i)) <e (f(27), $(*)) (10)

O, PR MUK GEELRD, BETFARI MUVTE#RTS. T2 TR, ETORICDWTERE
ZiTo1-RICER P 22 BT 2HEHRET VTR AL, LOPRFEVEINTVEEREFIC
EHEESHZ 5 ERMRETVERNS 5, 8.

B) 1) R3%.

4 HERER

TTTRE, NPT 1 BEEERTATHS OFETEIN TV B HFIT X RBELZED £IT 5.

4.1 REBRZH

KEREZMHIRDED THB. eRDE DFREIZ, EHAEEN = 20, Fnin = CRmin = 0.7, Fnax = CRmax = 1.0
&L, BERNEEOERTRIEE FEpa.x D 2,500 B, 5000 E, 10,000 ED 3i&DH DFEICDOWNTERZIT-
7=, AT, SEEICOWT 30 BHEICERITRITo 7-.
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4.2 Himmerblau Problem

Himmerblau RIEEIZILATO &L S ICERILENS.

Minimize f(x) = 5.3578547z2 + 0.8356891z, x5 + 37.293239z; — 40792.141
subject to
g1(x) =85.334407 + 0.0056858z2x5 + 0.00026x;z4 — 0.0022053z37s,
g2(z) =80.51249 + 0.0071317z225 + 0.0029955z; 2 + 0.0021813x3,
g3(x) =9.300961 + 0.0047026z3z5 + 0.00125472;1 3 + 0.0019085z3z4,
0<g1(x) €92,90 < go(x) < 110,20 < gs(x) < 25,
78<1x; <102,33 < 75 < 45,27 < z3,24,75 < 45.

£ 1 ICEBRBREZTY. AL TR, Himmerblau FEICDWT, 13BHOFEHLOLHR%ZITo . €DE,
ePSO, eGA &, BR7)VJY XLiTH% DE, PSO, GA It L T e Hliik & @S Lz FiETH 5. «¢RDE
RUZNEDFEUNDOERIE, ST [9] ICET 8D TH%. MGA IZZEMN GA LROBHEIRICLS
7)Y XL, Genld GA ZRIAL7)V) X1, GRG i3 Generalized Reduced Gradient ¥, Death
Id death penalty ¥, ZFOMIIRFNVT A IKEDLTNVIYXLTHD, RFPIVT 1 HEREET 5 static
penalty, R AT v THIC &K D RF)IVT 1 FEZZE({LE ¥ 5 dynamic penalty, simulated annealing D& 5
ICIEEICE D RFIVT 4 FEEZ{LE R 5 annealing penalty, HEDIFERSADIREEIC X b RFIVT 1 FRE
ZHRET % adaptive penalty, FEOEME 2 BEORF VT 4 VERBOEHOEAERAWTHE(EZES
Coevolutionary penalty £ T%%. &7 NVIVXLICKZFHITICBII 2R EME, FHE BREEBIUERE

# 1: Result of Himmerblau’s problem

Algorithm Best Average Worst S.D.
eRDE (2,500) [-31025.4405 -31023.3898 -31017.0982 1.9417e+00
¢RDE (5,000) |-31025.5601 -31025.5563 -31025.5311 5.1273e-03
eDE (2500) -31011.7391 -30979.33  -30925.707 20.4843
eDE (5000) -31025.0348 -31023.8356 -31018.9192 1.2120
ePSO (5000) -31011.999  -30947.3262  -30762.889 55.8631
eGA (5000) -30987.1366  -30945.5421  -30904.1387 19.9409
MGA -31005.7966 -30862.8735 -30721.0418 73.240
Co-evolutionary | -31020.859  -30984.2407 -30792.4077 73.6335
Gen -30183.576 N/A N/A N/A
GRG -30373.949 N/A N/A N/A
Static -30790.2716  -30446.4618 -29834.3847 226.3428
Dynamic -30903.877  -30539.9156 -30106.2498 200.035
Annealing -30829.201  -30442.126  -29773.085 244.619
Adaptive -30903.877  -30448.007  -29926.1544 249.485
Death -30790.271  -30429.371  -29834.385 234.555

REZRL. %8, eRDE BXU eDE I DWW TIZBIKFHEREEAY 2,500 F & 5,000 EIDFER, ePSO, eGA
BLU MGA I2DW\WT i 5,000 EDHERZRL TV, Co-evolutionary &R < Z DA DUNTiE 50,000 =
DIERTH Y, Co-evolutionary IZ DUV T 900,000 BIDERTH . BWERERLETIVIV AL €
#4955 % i 7= eERDE, eDE, ePSO, eGA TH Y, RIC DEICH LT e fil#E%#A L7z eRDE & eDE A
RENCBWVERZTRLTWVWS. BEHFMEEEAD 5,000 ED eRDE LIDITANTOFEEZLET S L, £
THEET ¢RDE OAHNBENT VS, iz, FHEEED 2,500 @D eRDE LD TR TOFERLELT
L2 TDEB T eRDE HAEH 3 WVIIENHEEEZTRLTWVS. LA >T, ¢RDE BRI SERET
ZABEELETZIVIVIALTHB LWNZ 5.
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4.3 Welded Beam Design

ZOEMWISH (1), HIFEHT (0), BOERRE (P.), BO%WmDIzb#H (6) % EDFIDO T TEANRND
CRBROBEERITTS. M10XkS 12, 4 DDREEH h(iL‘l), l(a)z), t(.’l)3), b(.’L’4) WX DERETT 5.
COMBIIL T X S icERbE NS,

Minimize f(z) = 1.10471z%z; + 0.04811z324(14 + z3)

subject to (11)
91(®) = 7(Z) = Tmaz <0, g2(x) = 0(T) ~ Omaz <0, g3(z) =21 — 24 <O,
ga(x) = 0.1047122 + 0.04811z374(14 + z2) — 5 < 0, gs(z) = 0.125 — 1 < 0,
96(x) = 6(x) — Omaz <0, g7(x) =P — P.(xz) <0, 0.1 <z1,24 <2, 0.1 <1z2,73 < 10,

where
T3 P MR T2
- 12 4 Ottt 22 7n2 U {ininbd M=P(L _)’
T \/T + 27T 2R+T , T \/§$1$2,T 7 ( +2
2 P) 2 2 3
_xd+ (zy +z3) _ x5 (21 +x3) __6PL __ 4PL
R= - J = 2V2z2; (ﬁ t—) o(x) = Pt §(z) = Ealzs’
Pe(z) = L0138 ¥ fsx‘*/ 36 (1 - ;—z\/%) , P =6000lb, L = 14in, 6max = 0.25in,

E =30 x 10%psi, G = 12 x 10%psi, Tmax = 13600psi, Tmax = 30000ps:.

7% 2: Result of welded beam problem

Algorithm Best Average Worst S.D.

eRDE (2500) |1.7261 1.7297 1.7469 0.0041
¢RDE (5000) 1.7249 1.7249 1.7249 0.0000
eDE (2500) 1.7267 1.7339 1.7423 0.0039

eDE (5000) 1.7249 1.7249 1.725 0.0000
ePSO (5000) 1.7258 1.8073 2.1427 0.1200
eGA (5000) 1.7852 1.8236 1.9422 0.0329

MGA 1.8245 1.9190 1.9950 0.05377
Co-evolutionary [1.7483 1.7720 1.7858 0.01122
Static 2.0469 29728 4.5741 0.6196
Dynamic 2.1062 3.1556 5.0359 0.7006
Annealing 2.0713 2.9533 4.1261 0.4902
Adaptive 1.9589 2.9898 4.84036 0.6515
K 1: Welded beam design Death 2.0821 3.1158 4.5138 0.6625

R2ICERERERT. BLERERLUZT7IVTY XLIZ eRDE, eDE, ePSO TH%. BHFLMEIEAD
5,000 E1D eRDE & ZDOMDiEREHENT 2 L, £ TDEET ¢cRDE OFBNENTED, FFICEEDE
WRB#BERDIITWVWS. /-, FHMEED 2,500 ED eRDE & FDMOERZHET 3 L, FHBEEED
5,000 EID eDE ZER TRTOFFHICH L TENTWVS. LIzh->T, eRDE SRS EREITZBT
WAV ALTHBENZ .

4.4 Pressure Vessel

EERRDF vy THERICA VTV 2 HEROBEBICBNT, MR, KR, BRCXELRIR M ERME
THHUETHS. H2IcmTLIIE, T (V2 VDEHR, 1), Th(F vy TOEHR, z3), R(NE, z3), L(H
BEROEE, z4) DAEBEFRETS. D3B8, T, & T, ZFIHATELZERERDOEANS, 0.0625 1~
FOBKETHS. TOREIUTOLS ICEREENS.

= 3 ICERERZRY. Deb IX Genetic Adaptive Search, Kannan I3#£3R Lagrange 4%, Sandgen
WORIREEIC L 28D THS. 43, eRDE DWW TIIEEEEHMEELAS 2,500 [E & 5,000 ED#ER, eDE
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subject to

M '|h-;

g1(x) = —z1 + 0.0193z3 < 0,
g2(x) = —zo + 0.0095423 < 0,

40

Minimize f(z) = 0.6224z; 34 + 1.7781z223
+3.166122z4 + 19.84z373

(12)

g3(x) = —mz3zy — 47/3z3 + 1296000 < 0,

ga{x) = x4 —240 <0,

2: Pressure Vessel design

1,22 = 0.0625,i € {1,2,---,99},

10 < z3,z4 < 200.

12D T 5,000 fH, 10,000 FDER, ePSO, eGA BXT MGA I DWW T 50,000 BIOHERZRLTV 5.
Co-evolutionary #Z R { # Dt DUV T 250,000 BIDFERTH D, Co-evolutionary I DU Tid 900,000 [

DHRTHB.

BUWERETLETILTY XL eRDE, eDE T 5. BEEEHEREA 5,000 ED eRDE & ZOMODF
BrRHETz e, IXRTHEBTRDE DANBENTED, BEKBEZEMRDOITNS. £z, 7
HEEA 2,500 ED eRDE I DWT h, FHMiEEA' 5,000 ER U 10,000 ED eDE &IZIEFAFEDERIES
ATHD, FHEEHSL 50,000 EL EDOMFES DI RTOEET 2,500 D eRDE AHEN TS, LT
A>T, eRDE IMREIEREFTABTIVIVALTHBLVZSB.

2% 3: Result of Pressure Vessel problem

Algorithm

Best Average Worst S.D.

¢RDE (2500) |6060.073 6074.403 6104.089 14.1990

¢RDE (5000)
eDE (5000)
eDE (10000)
eGA (50000)
ePSO (50000)
MGA

Deb

Kannan
Sandgen
Co-evolutinary
Static
Dynamic
Annealing
Adaptive
Death

6059.714 6062.796 6090.526 9.2434
6059.7144 6065.878 6090.5266 12.3242
6059.7143 6065.8767 6090.5262 12.3248
6074.6305 6172.9887 6335.7302 72.0513
6059.7143 6154.4386 6410.0868 132.6205
6069.3267 6263.7925 6403.4500 97.9445
6410.3811 N/A N/A N/A

7198.0428 N/A N/A N/A

8129.1036 N/A N/A N/A

6288.7445 6293.8432 6308.1497 7.4133
6110.8117 6656.2616 7242.2035 320.8196
6213.6923 6691.5606 7445.6923 322.7647
6127.4143 6660.8631 7380.4810 330.7516
6110.8117 6689.6049 7411.2532 330.4483

6127.4143 6616.9333 7572.6591 358.8497

5 8bilc

DE i251#7x LEELRBIC T 3 B taEh DB A REL7 VTV ALTHB I LHHSHATY
3. —74, DEIcRLT7NI) XLEHETH S ¢ Hli0iE%EMA U7z eDE X, FFT ESRBLREEICH
T RMRMH OEENEEBILT NIV XLELTHSENT WS, KBIFETIE, DEICBITSHIEINT A—
RTCHBAT—V) YT T7 R F LRRIXLCRICOVT, EMLEKICRICEZFERAT3DTIRAL, EXR
RY MIVOS U IERICEDS R, BRBICERZEENICRET ZH 035 A2 EREEZRERELE. C
DEEFER eDE I L7 eRDE #12E L, ¢ Fli0iE% 8 L7z eDE, ePSO, eGA ZELMIFE & Y
3 kickb, eRDE OF#EERLT.
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4113, eRDE ICBI 28172/ 85 A— 2 EREEEZREAT 5 L L i, RELEBOHMRADNBVE
BWRIEANDBERICDOWTHET 2 FETHS.

Bt CoOMEO—HIX, BAZMRESK ZMEEHE EBME (c) (No. 22510166, 20500138) &
UILEMTIIKZREWMRE (—KAR OBz
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