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1. Ha|g

PER# (decision theory) & = JBEH7L o#q JEER HEHH (non-quantitative
decision theory)# A BHE A HEM HREHE(quantitative decision theory) 0. 2
SEE F 4ok 474 99 LY R HHES RERRS vFE REERE AT 5
B9 Bitk(quantitatve techniques for decision-making)oletx & < o o] ke F=2
E¥, AE RE HE 2 BUNSTHY REERE 3o oF 208ERITE HEMED A
olt}, o9} AL FHEH REHEHKS oJFE I BHSECT iz EEME(management
science) ¥} O.R.(operations research)oln], %3 B o] Management Science,
Operations Research, Journal of Decision Sciences &% 722 #3it: o83 HREMERS % &
By B TEE 3t o) 5HY MPEEH.
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ATER WRERRS RES o & HRY FHoly Rilel = a4 FrAAz Y7 'ZT
o, 714 R Aot RLold 2 KR A3 HHS REAEE LI H, HE
o WRS RFRIRC HERIT TRER ) ot MERRS BEHES FolddE Ao
o} BEEE RIWTF (under certainty)e] ¥ A$lE #ER HREEH (deterministic
decision theory)e] FF=E = TRFEEI R T (under uncertainty)o] Q& 7 ol = #stey &
o REAH) RIEFREG (statistical or probabilistic decision theory)o] FE= o). FiET MEYK
v Hfh SBIEFR A (optimum seeking method) ¢ 2 4 of W REME T3 S B8
J5¥: (analytic approach) # ##EUEt&)(linear programming), 3E#RAVET#|(non-linear program-
ming), BiAYEt#I(dynamic programming) 5ol o] 3o WREEE T3 BN HELHE
(numerical approach)%-& &3}, ¥ HMtH REERISAA AEHA A ¥
25 #ll (stochastic programming), ZEEEFE R (inventory theory), #3{# (queueing theory) 2
A |25 (game theory) 5] =t

ARl A & #EtH REERVIEHAA B A BN REHERTS B FBe
5, AREEH giREE 2 A AN BHE A 49 B3, Fo2 §Ee e
B®H< mtgRRWFx #EAdd B € & A+ F /A #e BRslaA I

2. EEFEE

K MRBL A o RES dokshs A -Foll MEH RERHKC ALY o B,
EHFRS FAAE A 2 JhA S Bkl RS o oF .

A9 FEE o1 TR (event)o] TREEES MW o} (situations under uncertainty) ]
g FEolsh ERTAS] THKMES BEARNLE T3 2 FRe) HET HE 19
ohzte Aelw, B— 2Ao] loletdl 2 FREALL HEMES 7A€ s, =H=bA #
Bl WERM FEFEAAA Aot

HRE 40| FERL SRR FEZ(a prior probability) =& SfTHEA (prior probability) 2}
R A (posterior probability) 2 HE4M=)wol, MM MAS SHEMY =7y RTEK
¥ MIRKZ P& Aol H HRo) 2 WElT, LITHEES LB WES LT3
A2 BTG #iES 984 G oln ¢ & BEAIY HEEo)Y] BRE AR 4A
AZE BiTelt #feel o3t YA AL Ao 2A Hep:RER (conditonal probability) 7
[®] o) AF ek (Bayesian probability) %3} 3 5 o} A& A o] o},

T FRS BAMEL AV 0xdE 4 & g2 1€ BEE & € Aoz BE
BATEY HRES BEEL oz HEY FEL AR, —ER HA BREE molA
et o= qt gAEs] 276 (probability distribution) & HERMES A et TEBREES
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#i (discrete probabilily distribution) 9}  i#i8¥FE&s 4375 (continuous  probability distribution) 2
Yol e, BiEY Aoz el (Bernoull)fERs s, —IH(binomial)fedssy
i, %IH(multinomial) feZe 5377, (] (geometric) FEERS3 77, (T (hypergeometric) HEZE
76, (o) | (Pasca)fegs} 7, [Eol=](Poisson) s ol Aow, HhE SR
SHEL % (uniform) BEZELH, fEM(exponential) WeAFH, 7] (gamma) FEZRS
A, TeHEr] (beta) WEZSH7E, ¥ (norma)fgzkssisel ot

A9 B ZUBEK (utility function) s} FFEFES of ok Aolh. A (utility) - Fl
#(profity o] 1+ @A (costyel] MIBESI o] Qlom, o Flfelt AL A (price) st BRHHS o
oo FAL EKS EMEty 2 4 Jd. B, BT wR 79 BAE Uis 2
29 E@EE Qg 3 ol gL U=UWQ)NE FRHE MKRE 7M. B— RANY FE
o el S8 mFN HiEE #RE & e A e Fkes RAEMS FE
7R vrR A Ao RS Lol stz 2 KES A$E 003 3 @ AHE 2T
0=} 1410) 8 o HEE A& Aoz HiEste Hkg 22 U

BAEMS FES Bt & 71A o gobFool ¥ HIFLS MY HifF#E (expectation
of utility) & HAE%A (expected utility)o]c}. —iEAYO 2 Hif%Es MF= TTRY F %
€ o R\l = HiE/H #49 + e BES RotdA doiAA =t ER TS WA
fB% Ubslz 29 Bamse Pt abd 29 #8508 U, (3L E(U)E 383 2o
FrE o

0,=EUp=U;P;

282 j=1eA j=mo] A3 FEAEELS 72 & {7 action) s HEIFBA U & o4&
o e e

17=Evj=‘]‘,_=_a:Ui P;

=1

Ao BiRe BhEEREY 4EaFTAE(decision maker’s rational behaviors)olc}, =}
Al EakE REERET A FEMeE FHAtte Aold. 9714 FEE TR
A BAZ S ARG BEe: [THBE T3t Ao2A, p & HE o AWFHAC
2 om & HR O HREgHeld 3 pow A FAFERR e & B, pelmd AF
= AR S B, povmdd A5E T AR At EEHE ML F A HE REER
9 f7REol .

3. BNt REERR

(1) #E : BB Wk
REER BES FAY Bz B5E + deuh, 2 349 BEe £8Y F e
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—Ee] fAE (a set of alternatives) & BT Aoz, Fuial s 2 —E REKo
ERY Fojdl HAE 74 2 BT & AE HFY A& (the best or optimum alternative)
< W E Rl

ol e —i#Y] WEFRBREAA RAF XHY FHE 9ot D AR HRe P
7b vt WA~ REE TR (actions) e} F2 3 & FHEEL ay,a, 0 a, ol =t &k
b3t o] 17559 HEe Az TR, F, A={(a,a,,0). Gl o]HF FH/E 25
ofd BARAS BB I A £6) 015 BAE RS BHARRE(states of nature)ehz B2},
fiE & SBHEAY (KBEHERLZ M VoA B 7t Aoz 47 Yo,
15 T /7 S 2 d ¥7t o5 A dol Aol AL FAY BRREY H=
Aoltt, ol —Me EHARME e,0,- -, en TO2 FRSIn 19 KM Ez %
e B, E={e, e, 0.0 2L & {789 oo KifEd BARAEFIE MFE FRS
= %Al FESA Hed, —BEeE olF Usj et 3o oy 17/ i BRRRE /9
Aelgte dul & sAt. e HHEoR K idA BRARE 7 BES 7 It BES
Pi; 2t ER G,

KRS TR F22 oo s BARKES 98 £ BEs @Rz g 24
2 st et AA "ok BB REERS A Sl Rt —#kmhd F sbA EERL.
Hike #RIAA @k T A RERE(decision tree)ol gt Aoz A o Fo] B
A"

o,

(D & decision, N; & node : & %3
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=]
A

= 3] EFB AL TFEZE(normal tahle) = ®433 (payoff tableau)ely 3tE
ERsts Ao 24 g3 2ol ER=ld.

B & R R
A P R P
@ Py E P | ... .. I Pim
Uy | Ui, { im
2 Pa Poe 1 ... Pym
2 Un Unp Uzn
iR ‘
a P,y P | L., Prm
’ r1 U’Z U"”

BERE 5714319 A FIEY S EHARAKEAEREERTRE 7714 BEz £1
3t B7l2 .
<EHL>

o=l 17tA e Ak

o=@ 714 BBEES 3 A= Bk

e=4EAMAC vl7} 24 % HRAEE

e=45EH@AY w7t o= R

Py=Py=4HAMA ¥7 &X g mE

P=Pp=4RA@A u7 & g

Un=48RA@A ¥7F oA &g 4%, Fhol Uzt A9 HAGKEY REES

Up=359849 w7 & 3%, &4 W3tE =2 A
Up=3F 4o v7t oA & 4%, 93kl 24 49 A
Up=3F Qa9 ¥7t & A%, 933 & 49 BHA

<HRERE>
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( (31 ; ez
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(2) M—ERRES| AR
BB REERCY TR BRKRME 2 2o A0d s AL A=
A 7Hg BER 1TRE RESE BiReld. oL AA 787 ZE HEBAS HEs)
3, wEel 2 R A b b F 3hd b A et 29 7RE b BEZD A
L2 RSt Hikelth & 7/ HAHRAL o TR Miss & BARET 2= %
A H#EE KRG A& T A% Ao A U, % 78 i HtAcls sl= 0 & &
ER Hifi%h M (optimum expected utility) o) 2t 3}el, o} &¢ wH&3 o] Fmd et

17,-=E<m>=zfl,’m,~ P;;
. =
L"]*: m‘gxﬁ‘.

o) B ¥ BB WERRSES BRIt Bigel T @, o9} o] BBy
P

REHH A= ST (prior probability)e] &= A glohe FiR T *1 s = Aol e
(3) —EEme] REER
AL ¢A B Bie] REHER R ¢ A2 HEE MR Wl 2o} 7t
7He RES d2A e Hkolwh H T/ ¥4 BRMRMEC W gEHS mEe WE
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BhA gx oW BAREES RO #E BAT AASE ¥V %9 e #AE
HeoAETo o HRZLEH K HRARGY BARES HE ZUSES BEste A
olg}. olgA sl oA HE A2 S RS EEBAIFER % HFTHEA (posterior probaiblity)
olgtxm FEr.

FE L BB &2 (experimental outcomes)E fi, fs, - JeEom Vel ol9 HEM
& Fet 8ted F={f, fo,f} & 7ol ZAAeh o]l B WS HR7TEH 44 +
27t MHE EAo Y JdE ERE & A7 AR o F fi 3 AIE T
weba] PITRERCID BRSO BRI i 4 H BERRES ¢ & 8 AL wie AolH, o
& Pelf 2 EReA Dot o] %ITHEE Plelfot Molx]9l #Al(Bayes’ Law)o] 2ta
e gd Rl Ao FERH.

P(ejlfh):&%%(%_lﬁ)

9 RKelA Plede BRRIE J o SffE 2, P(Ale)E Fo1A BARM o 48 K
BEE £ 9 bk BRI, PUOE £ ol MiSRER (marginal probability) 2 4 HMHAR
4 A9E FIPe) PGi/eddd st A2, wapmel 395 | PPGile)dP o
o Hid o

“EBMEe) RERH AT WA WA RTHES Kool QolAA =z e
= ol Bod + A

UP%U’;‘P(GJUO

O*="r0,

—EBEe At HARES KRERS Wi SRHAC Rt W
A8 A4Z vreld & o AAE T 2} TEMA Felz, TAE ABR
B TS T RBAMRE EH ASoH, AAE 2 KR gz, WAE ¥ A
P S8 EE A Soloh. el Ml ol et FASE WMESH A A Wl

T RS A MRS ol WA R ok

@) WMEBHS REER

BB (multi-stages) o) HEEHS BB “HBEY REFHRIE HE HRl
“gle) mhach, ®E T it e BER G8E wESH2A e Koo fEs BET
AEE hEss J5d Bt 2A S ofd fEe) Eek(alternative experiments) /-4 H
e uE A 2 EEAD F Qe REY KRS iz e Aol K@ R
Kol 48 A P 45 9z, Fo EM KRE T AL A g A F AR

g



HRARC 2 = U

e d Ay BEBRARKS £ESEER (random experiments) o] 2}

%}l Rlz = ﬁﬁ:\"&]’tﬂ >
h=1,2,

, doltt. BAERER Ry ' S A9 HBRERS Yl e Jlez 33 o2 &5

o FERE fu k=1,2,, S22 FR@. =AA fYS HRe] FEE 9ot HEBERE
WEMELS obzfel] 2 Frt.

Usit

e Plent P(\(;’)fn}%mb_

Ples.

A7l A ofn] dmglefel FAY Fotulelol T AL (1D BHAMRME o HE Pl
U=1,2," 9, (@) BREER fu o BEEHHEE P(fule) =12, & k=1,2,-,8,(3)
fun o IRGFIFER P(fu)=§'lP(ej)P(fulej), @ fir o RITHEE Plej| i Tolet. HRATHER
P(e;|fa)= Bayes & :fljo] wet cheoll 3t EEd

Plej [ fin)= kg_(ﬁ%%{:)i]i

= PP (fules)
23P@)P(fule)

o5 RS WELY HAEKE A3 EMEES REfFRE o BES 99 23
4 cBZoENH UZ0E AWM BMES 22 ol AHE Aolth Aot MEIHE
QA N, oAY & 5 SRR sEadch B, FEEER R 259 fu o) KBRS
F A9e A% 789 BERRS 59 & BARE 22 Q& AEY 19 &
GRS FT dE TF AT gl 2ok MRz Um0 Plelhinel 27 F
WA 2E REBM D, A Fola EBRER fudds BEFEE ®EL T fud #
HEH U & ol Aozd AL Un=""Uwm o] "t AUAZ &H N oA &
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EREER R, o PRpAe Bl Hed, oL R 2E ERERIT 22 e B
Ao 29 BRMES £ AL 2T Astd T H,U,= éUhkP(tho] Heh 2
gz WA mkAT B RERE Deel A RES EERERS REde A2 2
AL Ux==rU, 2 %79 + drh © W7 BEs BlozA BEysd a3 2

U= 23 Uhss Peslfiw)
J:

Uie="P Ui

® ®

_ Sh
U,= );—;"1UM P(fun)
@ 17*: m:th

olet 7o RFEEERS WESHE BEL SACBRERME (preposterior strategy)ol 2 ¥ 23 S=
{Ri<ay,ap, - as >t 2 FRGTE 714 S& BEEL ovjstz, Rt HEREBRS T
B, as £ BEBERT fo 299 BETRE 234 BES RE RESE Aol 2
FAREBREREE QL A o] et
(5) BORMRIERN
B EEE (mixed strategy) o]zt 17658 HEe2 nAYy EHZ ot HEZ FRL
(fraction) & BESHE Ak shutolnt. webd $27 BRyste REEPS o= shitd
iz olReldE Aol otz A4y 77 BaAs 4 vzs FEHRIE A (mixed
product)ol o}, ol § EgE 7|4 TaE f7F (action)e o8# EF (facto) F2 B
Bi5rF(component) o] oju] % 7FA s Qe Aoz EEH O £ Aol
A BABBER RIS 98 BHE (payoff tableaw) & fERIIE . © FAA

€ 1 egrmeeegereney | @) HEE
a1 Ull Un... ves Uu‘ ...... Ull a1
@ | Up UpeUgyoroo Uss P
a:.’ U:n U.gU.,U.; q,
ar | Uiy Ugeorer U,joe e U., ar

P(e;) ,Pl Pyeeeer Pjoene P, ‘
P ) | Uy OyooTjoe s l
U; & fifs(d714E B B ¢ o BBis o] vebd BARMRAE j o BAEM 2, P&
— 9 —




EIURAR § o SEfTieEel, U, = BARE 7t 2% 0ot 29 o kY BA
flel Qe a9 FEE g o b e BHEZA M A e HWELT TIE Aol
o, webA g & w2 st Rz B BiEA Aol

o & WEN7] AT BEBKS F 49 442 el A & oy, dds &
HEPE 223 Qe Aol £ v 23¢ Fiel ¢ Y& Aol aiEY 2
e BRRE J 7 2 BitsgE U7 ged 2ol £RY . oA U;7ked 743 e

U;=Ungi+ Ungot -+ Ung, = Eleqn J=1,2,000

*e MES L, 22¢ Wakn dd4 %ﬁe&z REe AfolE o] W9 e BKiL
st ¢ 59 e s Folsh H, Ut Hdrt I Ae BAMAYE #EL 3x
Aolch. wetA o) HEgS BAMARAILEE (max-min utility strategy) e} ek, o] HEE
& S8l A& HUH#(linear programming)e] FlMe] vt stz aleh, T, W=7U;

olE HHEEE Z=Wz &R7Y + dJld o HaEgel WAGES EHFRE o 2
o =

|

Maximize Z=W

Subject to U11q1+ U21(I2+ e U,lq,~ WZO
Ussgy+ Upego+++-+ Uppg, — W20

..........................................

UlsQ1+ U2sq2+ st Ursqr_" WZO
QI+q2+"'+Qr:1

1,93, "'erZO

W0

SEITHER P& ¢z v %#Ed A% 7/ 7 e WA U des 2o
sl 2y oe MEisERe 2
U;=UngiP,+ UipqiPyt -+ + UngiP,s
__Z'U'Uql s = 12 ......
2 RiRs, o Qr & 159 HRAe =5 8% Aoz A, g/,
.Q—Ul+l72+ -+0,

uq: >

ok

Q7 /KRS e HA=E RES A Ak 3, o] Bagg Mo

Al II

i

Wi
A

Tr ~
r]r/_\/‘\

A4 ¢GE=12,-



£ 19 BEE#E (Bayes’ mixed strategy)o] 2} L&},
(6) FmeiTHES REAX

AT REFER Y BREC A & SEf7FEE (prior probability)e] ¢#A v Aoz FHifst
2 At zEl Y EEBE ol &ITREA, B o4 HAMMS BAFREEE AV A F
o}z & 3ol ofve, Aze] rEE A F & A7t wd.

¥l f7Re Bl BRIRARY RARE 42 29 SfHEES 4A 23 A fde o
A4 BET 7T REY T 71?7 BB REREd o —Kez FEIE
57kA 8 Aiks #BEA @t ’ ‘

A9 kg Meh=epx ] H#(Laplace criteria)o] 2 Rolv}. o)A 714 fHES K
HozA £&S HRREE 2§ A3 #EL 7IAE Aog Bfsls Ao B, #%
T HES JMAE Aold, SHEHY BARES BRI 4%a4 P(ej)=jlg—°] 4 7 9
22 BEY 7R oz dod Aol

max_l Y77
P U

THA Y G RMARALEM (nax-min criteria)o] vt o] AE & fTRAA A3
2 ge B Fokd Flol Z &Y E AL bR 2 ke A A FHop 2 @
of EHT TRE BEY Aoz WEshe HELEA 2d Zo) FRE 4 A

max min .
p e Uy

A RABARALESE (max-max criteria) o] 2k HEEoleh, oA & T/ BX
EBATAA 714 2 ghg Fol 2 74 2 Fol APsls TR EEF Ao REss
Jigkoleh. 5&3 o] FRY F v Ao+

m:\x m]@x Uli

Wyl A & SBIEHMIL (optimism index)s] Fkoloh. = A 74 iol YoldY BABAEE
Fol Ut e stz RARAL Ur 3 & oheol o3 2 MRte =ed.
U@ =aUt;+ (1—a) U
0<a<l
ol Rol A a' 03 14to]9 ofdd g 7HAE o2 HEHM (optimism index) 2} 2]
o, BERMILS HEL vz Ui@)9 ge BAZ H=E a9 e Fohle Aol
B— a=0old U,(0)=U7 5o BABARKILEMS Hikol Hx a=1od U.)=
Ut 7} 5o} BASARALERS Hiko HE Aok $ AL Ui@=Ur+a(Ur-Ur)
2 WY 5 Jo2E UioE a9 —%ERI Jof $BS b Ao 94 78
11—



7H B 2fEd Btele EEE 44 FRYE F Qo] BEl $olah) WAl B, 6 3
a9 f18% AR U@ =U +a(Ut—U)% Uy(a)= Uy +a(U - U)oz ol &g

a3 7ol FRE ;F(?i\;}.

0,

y

[
|
I
l
I
i
1
i
I
a®

e 2ol A BB U 3 BER U7 42 9vds Bo) af ojnz a9 Zko] a* mc}
2R IR o & ®otx, ¥ v}t a9 78 « < 24 Ao,

T2 gdA £ BAREEAS B4 (bl Hik(min-max regret or min-max opport-
unity loss)olc}, of 714 {4 (regret or opportunity loss)o}zh o) 176 i BRRE
I7t A A Usot 28 789 BRRE e 28 2 gl kEsis goz %
#Hod, MRo2 BTSN 47/H i BRRE 7 2 BEEE L 9o 2o

Lij=M;—U,;
M;="* Uy;

& ORAA 2 TR7 2 BERKTY 713 2 3¢ Fobd 5o, o] EgFAA 7}
e FE e oY A E 8E BET 202 Bifsl: Aod. 1A -3
2ol #RE 4 3+t

m;n max L‘j

4. REHERH AN FHETRY REBRS FALS EHER

HAERE 2 WK o] WRMED #itn REBHS RERR X 94 EK/R
Rz MAE FbE 2tz Ao, 2o KK THEES RERRNA o T4 o
Phia glemz g WEHHS HEHRS MEE Jd5ed 29 o 5454 B8
gtz 47t 2y 28 & LEEE THz fERR It nEERe
FAEsted e HAA oedfel FeiA glon, o B KLY WA= AT B
& 2 REBERT ZFT 909 B REHES 240l Fiists e w2 2

— 192 —



BE o+ f1& Aeloh v
AAZ Y= oS fEe] JuEelth. BRAMRRRY BITREES AT KRS, R
AR, BRERY B4 2 RAMEE 5 ol o0& Ml dstd FAAA dE A+
e 259 REEHET NS I fEE AHd shvtol o —#o 2 BfTHEERL BEY KR
olvt MUT ARl AT BERY FHEZEH FolAxe Aol nEoAxt His HRMOE
Ut BROCE HEAIE To. KITHEES REC A3 AR aiES A= fidl
A BT G4 A EERl A A3 A S BRIl MAT & el 9E Aol
FdAZ Figs s BN JAHERS REelt. MRS BEMAST ABE A
Brd ol FA Y REEE Aol = %ot FIE =9 HE, LK, AMMK T BRE, ®
BR 5 19 BB 33 olde ASolth. MERRY ME(E HENA RE
(nominal scale) 2.t} [EjEAYe) RE(interval scale)o] a4 3= Aol ulztd )2z X
AEE 944 MR REzA Jehies Bhy 2 Jder oz s
AdA Y MERS %2 MBER/ Hin REaRdA RAES 49 Aol vt
o FEel A ol RES ddedE AN £ ANY A8 BRHe zysojokdH, |5
ol MRS RIEE RESY] Sl Ax kg MWLl BORA BBUL obgy zmEsoler &
Aot WEMERA 9T F+ olF BREL 939 BE/ eF 2 F3lonz 8 H
REe mEE 3o L\ HFEo) LBtk Mathy REER A REER MB=]
t HERES RZAEKY gasodart. 2eu of HARK: =4 MEMNSE RRH
oA of 3tEz WMELIF YA AT BER, T MES HBULERE A RS A,
=3 o] HARKRE BrEet Mkt T RBEIoz BRIZE MHE MRS
7tAl BEE BASA D 474 oA ERE Fe A 420 EEG MRES
A MEIT o H2 BEE oA WFEH ok Stk st A EEiko] o3 BME
BRAE ol oL HMlel A HEE 3t} 3te ol $#REY EAE —Hoz BRI
(factor analysis)o|\} [EIfF4#T (regression analysis) 3} 7L HkE¢ FH} Y M & £
A&Aole. 2y FiES A< HERR MBEs RZRY FE MBE 20 o
2 RES etz & 4 e

5. H= ¥

Kol o] PRES KA ZE TRERLZ A3d BRY = BARRY THEES /M3
T e ZA SHe, webA Rl Ee lol Al @R @Etkol A& Aol
2RV RS REBE @ MGt REERS CHRSAERS A ofF Red B 3
o 2R & o] HEe #HIE W HEdE 2 —Fol dAAg, xe o 2 FEE TEH
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KRB HARRS SWES Wikl Aotz T 5 9.

Wty BEERS ARSI WRY o1 FES mEdna Bl el mET who}
2o mEREY o 43 WREBRES oH¢ 2 MBHEKe REsS WAL JH%
o3 EEES ol o159l Mk flolt ML HES KA oldE Holdh. AWEHM
ol3 WAL XMl A T2 BB o FEH REERE M ME) Aol ¥k
fifs) bl Sl ool il @AY Yool F A meAslelok ¥ MR
Aekz s,

2 AAE FRol o) FHEHEC H Zohe olth i@ TEsdel AA G FUZ B
Fol-H oM HAS BES RES —F BT EUSAS S s, oAL uE
EAMRARS) JATHEE S ARERESH BEA Ho M giEHY REERY EAE B
A% Aol

T2 obAlsE $ejbeel o) RIERS SEA M) AT EolS. oln ERE
uhoh o] MEEHEY MEERS AEM TAEXE T MEEAC 23 3o, $3 datst el
B o 2 FAEY AMMGY Exel date REERS e BT B HEIAE
2 pEERY FAdE Be #lwel 424 HE Aot

A MESCEE HARRY dd W HT MR HE KRN KR WRE

ox i BRI WA E AL BEE & A oW REABIA LEE F= K
Bb BF 2ol WEESAY WRSI ook F Aol MAs WRS FEZ AR HBM
Fo 2o SES FAA 2 Aotk olH T BBMm MY FAE HRE REY
o flES Ko FAE 25 2 Al

Zeu} olshe olel 7hAl o) MIEMS RtES HEfks B ¥ REEG A4 BE
o ¥ o Wik MesoA 12 Aoz 47 WESFTHT BEY Wwelt Kk #
53 HIREHA T R0t BEH T k& A e PG Ehm KEE +dT o
2 QA ATole. olAL feiviee Rl WAT HEH REBHRS WEMBA} T
BRE obed ToE Ao, $ee MANBEY XY BEATES ADA e Aol

# £ X MW
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