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Review of Deep Reinforcement Learning Model Research on Vehicle Routing Problems
YANG Xiaoxiao, KE Lin, CHEN Zhibin
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Abstract: Vehicle routing problem (VRP) is a classic NP-hard problem, which is widely used in transportation, logistics
and other fields. With the scale of problem and dynamic factor increasing, the traditional method of solving the VRP is
challenged in computational speed and intelligence. In recent years, with the rapid development of artificial intelligence
technology, in particular, the successful application of reinforcement learning in AlphaGo provides a new idea for solving
routing problems. In view of this, this paper mainly summarizes the recent literature using deep reinforcement learning to
solve VRP and its variants. Firstly, it reviews the relevant principles of DRL to solve VRP and sort out the key steps of
DRL-based to solve VRP. Then it systematically classifies and summarizes the pointer network, graph neural network,
Transformer and hybrid models four types of solving methods, meanwhile this paper also compares and analyzes the
current DRL-based model performance in solving VRP and its variants. Finally, this paper sums up the challenge of
DRL-based to solve VRP and future research directions.
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of traditional algorithm classification
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Fig.2 Brief model of reinforcement learning
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Fig.3 Machine learning algorithm classification
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1 22 QUL AR , T H A ) i 2 43 ) 5 245 s AL
BEARHE R RN , B R 6 2045 5 5D AR AH 0L R A
B AR TR T A 25 ) i R I D RV B 4 05 (cyclic po-
sitional encoding, CPE) , Y151 F& o fd H iR 22 2] R4
B A SR A R, L B BB g S A B N T
7%, PEEDRAR VRP 124k ERE . B A DACT sRfig TSP A
CVRP 250, DACT th T B 10 4RI 2R A s
It HBA BRIz AL ERE -

3.2.2 MRS

PLSEAE T VRP ) [ K B 25 & i) 8] 1 11 5%
290, BARIE AR O AP R T RLERDR I Ak ia & 5\
Bt i e SR 1) VRP ) 8, (HAR 25 84 AR 200
Ja & B B A1 R D RE A SRR VRP [a) @) 5¢
HEZH BB 4y, Ma %5 PR % BUSE R 3% 52 0] B3 (pickup
and delivery problem,PDP)[n)8ii5 13T It DACT®!
B 25 AR IRAE 2 7 1 N2S, N2S K% DACT-Attention B i
A1 34 B Synth-Attention, 2B FEAS ) B T iE AL
B R TRR D TT ZE M) B FPRRAE , Il s R AN B € S
2% A 35 2 BT BB RN BT s % i A B A EE 4
N, LSRR e R 2R . BB R 7E B 2 24 WY PDP A%
P bt 7 N T LKH3 SR AR
3.3 LT GNNBUIRKR R VRP
3.3 SRREY

AR WEIE N SRt TR T AR E R ) A 2
4825 K GNN, HoAZ O B AR 2417 S 54515 B
R AbR) AT A Z ) B 58 R (ki Z e i #E
25, THREAR BN RARRE I &, AREE T SRR k)
BHEAT T R T GATI AT S . GNN 5N 2]
AHIR, RN 5 7R I O 5 B B30 M R AT NS
BB I S R k4 in) &, DT RL L3 T
AbFE  Scarselli 25 A\ "F F GNNFLEIALPRIE EAOBHE £
TR, SEBLT BREL o(Gon) € R™ K5 B v B4 s b s 31
ZAERR LB s 8], 6 T DU T s B N

GNN i i fIRAE Y 1] Be5 R FAE R 1975 s 303 h
S50 AR SR R BT S B . Nowak 5 AL
SL 1977 2%k GNN , H 440 th— AN BRIFVE R SRR
SE O R R O WA TR IR T 2 . % OT IR
B Z )G, structure2vec(S2V) ™ GCN™  [E & S1 I 4%
(graph attention network, GAT) ™S R AU A 4k w2 H
H T VRP,

FEVEZ S AR LIS AR ) 803 5 (R A ALY 1)
RREER BB AN, 3X A5 ) o & AL 1 3201,
Khalil 8 A8 H 3R R 2% 2444 AN REA U B TSP (1)
ZER ISR T — ol RL 5 BN 2 R 26 AH 25 5 1
HEZE, LI & J7 sUH) it TSP A1 A VRP ) B fif bt T
2, 5INFETF S2V B EHRN LS, LU R g ok 7 20024
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PRSI E B 2548 , 2R )5 1 F Q-learning 2R ) 125K
W5, 1% SR M e 2 WA TO0 a4 N 38 43000 WA L T SR A
FBI Y TSP ) {31,

GPN¥" & TSR PN I T — 2 RN , X FhdE
e SHLT XF R R ) R A B B4 . Kool 28 AU
GNN Fl PN #1745 & 5K i CVRP, I MHA DL B
B ILE, AM BEA RO IR Z T S E R R AM it
HAE—SR T SRR, LA RDEM 7 E W 1
1S3 5 s, HASRLEE BEHE S HUR R TIES B RN
B Z24 VRP )@ i) RGN . 2R 2 R e & 05
TEARYL ) Z 09 VRP o) a4t K

Joshi ¢ \PUEETF Kool 55 N S5 1% &, 76 PN 2%
B E BB Z 4% (graph convolutional networks,
GCN) 4 ti% 4% Transformer ZR ¥ 45 , 454 SL A RL Il
25 100719 4510 TSP, 3T+ TR HERR 2, FIH SLJIl
2 GNN, LTI 1 30 TSP v Bk 28, i o I w2
He AT AT [l . A TSP20/50/100 YIZREE T | 1l VH )
GAT #5235 PEAE I TSP20 F) TSP500 Ay 52451, 38 it RE-
INFORCE I1%5 RL SRS ST Sy e Hh 2 2, D KPR
JEE by SR B — 5 B T AN B £ B b

GCONPVF 228 % GNN R R FE A, FoAz .0 AR
F 2 2] — AN PR A S R L R AT
AR AR SR AR 1T s TR R . Groshev %5
NF Joshi 25 N\ 5d i SLillZk GCN g TSP, Joshi
S5 NPUE TSP20/50/100 A4 Fif 585 SR 33 T Kool 55
AN, 8 LKH3 . Concorde 23 3K iR #5458 3 1Y) ¢
Hofie, 1H 1% 77 3 SR i i 18) 18 F LKH3 . Concorde £¢
ik, EZARE N BiZ O iR WA ) Kool % N ") 7
%, Groshev % N"di H 233 5 1) GON kI8 S B %
KB R R 7 2, B X Lefif b 7 Ve bn s B8
Y25 KA TSP ) GCN, i —% , Prates 55 A" {ili 1 SL
SRSk GNN , H5- i GAS T A R BEAS SE A4S AL , AR5y
R T 5 SRR B w25 0T LN 2%

PLE TAERRZFI N TR RE A IZ AL RE J1 R 21
JE 0] A B AR AT 52 B3 TR | TR 3 3 Y 245
SEHIHEE RN L, James 28 A\ SR H —Fh 3T
DRL ) NCO %1% , K AE 26 VRP o) 53k ZE 4050 Yo A
A a) B, IR — P O\ 3K PN 4 ) k% RO kU
Y, BT NN TSR SL B B i e, R
FH BT 6 W 7Bl B 9 2% 1 DRL AL SR N 2R R 280,
[ BT 2 R 2R, DLE— S S A T B
3.3.2 PARLEES

GNN FI GCN F 3k $2 B & B4R AE IF 350 & iC 2 1 0%
NN Fll RNN 1% 32 JIii J55 15 B, , GAT A& — Fp 3 T 55 8] )
GCN %% . GAT f=id it AM A&3% 5 S5 8., *HER $h
HAMRAKFEREES . K, Gao % N “E GAT 24l |
et 12 Y EGATE #i %Y (element-wise GAT with edge-

embedding, EGATE) , B 5 ) i i 2% 22 1517 A R N A1
RN BB GAT, LUK —A 55T GRU [ figfid s , 5
AUl AC 1%k, SE0 45 R AT , 18 vh S BRI 230 42
b EBEIME TAR G R A& E LM NCO #5Y, RERE AL B
RIBEARSE . T VRP ) 8 &2 2t LY R
HR %523 n) RIS BB . R, S84 R H
TR 7 1R R A VRP S HAS AR [ 8

3.4 RATVERLRE VRP

3.4.1 RLEZN LS KM VRP

TR fif CVRP [n) @i, LKH3 %5 28 U R SR AR AL R
I MELLY™ fe B B A )@, BE T DRL Y 7 2 5R ARk
R B2 DRL M1 it 8 5 1% 58 28 0 05 1 SR AR fide 1) ot
BANETEA Y R Z2E , I Lu 58 A\ tH—Fh7E /%
e G IR AR & AN W b 5O A, BN R A
L SRAMERHELE . BB R & X E 5 ot
P H A, B2 € — AN ) B SE ], Sk Se AR e — AT
17h ORGP SO SR B sh B R A B e, 72—
SERBUIN B R 5 AL AERT A Ui 1) B fig e J7 28 i
PRI UF—1

ZMEERR TR MERCRAS G L R VRP 0] @UL
I AR A A3 (B IR o) R, W) 4 e 1 250 Pt o ) RETRALAE FY)
RANBIGEFIE K, 15 e KB VRP B 15T
Cappart 55 A " 42 ) — Fh 5 T DRL #1233 (con-
straint programming, CP){R S AAIK fig TSPTW , #ARIAZ
O TSPTW i i 2h 25841 (dynamic programing, DP)
TR RIS 53 Sl = AN S ST B SRR BOFI 2
—Fow, H i R REIR I B VR 5 I FSR AN B B,
5 2By B 8 i RL I 2k o) L SE 451, SR fg i Be 1 CP
VEAR (o) S5 o 38 SRR R H |, %A R ) PERE U T
SLHY RL A CP AR T5 58, 555K il OR-Tools URH Y

Ry S ERIZALRE JT, Fu S AP —A
FE [ R /N [ B TN 250 B0 2%, 3 ek - [ 3 AT R
R, ARS8 2R LUAR D B R UL o) @, ZE I L A
b, Xin % N5 HUK DL 54%40 08 & X LKH AHZ5 & 1)
B3k NeuroLKH it TSP, BRI T — Mg 1)
2% (sparse graph network,SGN) , 4> #lliEid SL 175 W
2 NGRiN G o8 T BT, DU W LKH AR RE
FF SGN My, NeuroLKH B g i1 G ik i S I F-44 0 10
ZeEH B LGS LKH B3 RS /8 . SCHR[60]52 50 25 2R )
7R , NeuroLKH i 1t T LKH , F H AR R AT LUAR 47 3th ofi
J"E|CVRP .PDP,

DRL J5 {5 D FEff s ) N R RS . Ao
MRUL b Il 8, 545 N5 T R R SRR L
% (deep intelligent ant colony optimization, DIACO),
& H DRL J5 2 4 B la) @UREAIE | T iR B B4 455 iF
R | WSO S R TR IIE R P R AT 15 2 OR i, WU BV
B MINFE 5 T DRL #5844 % PERE , 9]0 DRL 427 1
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WORERLIR B T AR
) TSP,

—EK figt VRP B AR 1] UL i Q-learning 1R 47 b
Y, HANRE @ T Sarsa 4, FRAR T HZIA MERE . AL,
Zheng %5 N33 H—FhETF RL A J8 & X EE VSR-LKH,
ZE D ERT T E A0 LKH Bk, B4 Q-learning |
Sarsa fll MCT =FpHEASE &, BUR LKH 0938 Dl 54
JE— ] AR S ] AR SR ) SEL AR R S T AR AT e
B R %, B X — QIERAER o {8, T 45 A 3T iE
Al o AR SR T 3ok T AR BEAIHE R L 5 HLd % g
Fd R AR T 1T AR5 S B I R AR Q R, Lt
— it e R AR PERE .

3.4.2  RL YHhze g RI4s A i 4 pos

BT RL 2% 2] 7 i K £ 485 >0 i 31) v 04 figg e 7
%5, LLJ VRP [l I i 42 A e LU HLAZ B RL B
RIS EHBR ], A TaiRk R )8, Wang 25 Nt T —
AN RUZHE B R figg s, b )25 I HEQLR AR B (9 4, %
I MHERER s E ) T2 & R ERE A A
SRR X AERSUZ MG T AL T X R G ) U 2 2 9F
H TR R 25 i oK .

AT X} B A2 Al 3 R L i 5 D) R, Z8 L) DRL
RS A BB AR DRI AR Z (b 3k
R R RS T, TRMRERE T 2)2mb
% 2] (hierarchical reinforcement learning, HRL) #< %Y |
HRL 7E D6 5 48 3 1) U AN 25 R B P OO K — A8
A% W 1) BT 53 i Ay 7 B0 - D) L, DA T ST it e A RIS Fg
TSP, Ma%E N"fii H RL 1545 2 GPN, TEL R &AE T
2220 4y 2 RNE TR AR AR /NE B TSP 1125 H.
1A E AE ] TSP L B A B i G0 B A a5

1M %5 F 4] f TSP-D, Bogyrbayeva 28 A\ P32 H 7 —
i AM-LSTM IR SRS, H T2 8 4R TE AL 8] 32
HAEH A R4 iR ) — N T AM RO 4migas
—NFET LSTM [ RS 2R 2H i, AM X} sy B8 12 3 1) [& T
HEATGRES , LSTM TERERTA 24000 i s B4 . BU(Bi4h
iR, X R A SRR MR 7 2 B A R R 7 T R
PETHET AM PGB RERY | DL R AR RS 12 A0 310 e /-3
RZ5 8 20 VR A 0 5 A5 ) R ) ST B0 IR S T YR A AR RS L
T HEBASRIEE ST 2 0 il e B4R )8,

Rk ATFEML , 2 MH) DP BIEIE T AL,
HFifi 25 () BURIASE ) 4 KA IZ A PRI 220 Atk Kool %
N5 VR SR g 3 5% (deep policy dynamic pro-
gramming, DPDP) W% e & X 345 DP Hik iyt
L5 A . DPDP i FH oK H DNN H 3RS X DP IR ZS %5 11)
BEATAR e HE e B ) , DL A H GNN G654 fig 647
TRAl , X DP A SE T Mg " . SEIRAE SRR, s
WA bR S T DP RR A PERE 6T B A TSP100,
%7V FE A 5 EE A LKH 3K iR A 300 i 25 51

%7 TR REE A ORI [ LS

TETSPTW100 |, DPDP fsR A B2 . 2T LKH.

i % CVRP, Fi3%% A3 B3 25K Transformer
(dynamic graph transformer model, DGTM)jR& 1%,
i B AL E A HAR TR g% 3h 50751, 15
T RARPRAE BN FR I 2 PR A B P, K GNN Y
APV ALY H F Transformer RIS 4844 1, 5 J5 i@
T B 415 i) REINFORECE %1% 114 DGTM, A % 4
WA g B R AR B 1k 8. DGTM
TEAL B CVRP )3 EARAL 25 45 3 B2 5 i H R AR
IFAYIZ AL TERE .
3.4.3 BORLLES

ZHG R TR R i i AR Y T R AR R AE H M)
R AH Y 5AETE B R T IESE Gt T8N
A HR A i RVEAG LAY, S BRI T AR & . i
Kool & A4 H BB R A~ S5 7T 20 NN 27—k
VAR, RLHAT DL BEA T B R E I 4 %

4 DRL Kf# VRP It 53 Bt
4.1 SR IE R FPE

FIFH RL >R A VRP 75 A VA58 2500, ol adk SR ms 1)
o ENGRd R X o & M BRI RS E T2 hRE 12
B P RRARR A S L, B SR B 2 P RE 1
W o FTE 43 56 B F PN L JE T GNN L FE T Transformer
FNR A ALK AR VRP B AH AR T SR PR 1 44T o

LT PN SRS JR)BR 14 40 07 - PN 4544 15 58, o ik A 3
AL s LR AR T 78 43 SR B ) 8RR AR
B MG B B B R A S AT EE 1T 8
5 BB 2 IR T A P A RS I AR A

FETF Transformer 57 JR) BR 1 4347 : IS 250 % (45
WE % RIS H A 2 HA SN

KT GNN FERY &) B 2 07 < A RS T £ Bh SR e S
PSR TR RIVERE ; NGRS AN R EA T M DL e 3
AU INLS , HS SIS 5 42 BORIRET BRI SR
e BA RIS ; 3T ME BT & 2 B E R B R 25 1)
FEAY 2 FR R R ARG, i PR SRR Z A e ARG

TR AR AR VRP J5y B4 - i A G R
F BN K, Do b PR RETC I PRIUE , o] BE H B
TS R L

PRI TG 8 e S T IR 25 A R 2 58 T DRL 45 &
FEG B R BRR i VRP, #H — € 1 R BR 1 , 3 3 X5k
fift VRP B 2 SASRIIEAT IR PR A 4047 o
4.2 RL Rfit VRP [n] 8 ¥ {3 B 52 36 % e

VRP H R AR K AT 2 N &, R ES 7
R g ) B R, HEASHA R KR, RLE
T4 HE R 45 AR R 45 R T Rl AL S B0 25
L B4 Alipour %5 X 25 24 W 45 HE 1Y) AR ) R, il



WER, % RERLE D RKBERRZREHFR SR

2023,59(5) 9

483 DRL KA VRP (AR )y BILPE 55 BF
Table 3 Model limitation analysis for DRL solving VRPs

AR =4 R S R
Bello #E A\ PR TR A 100445 5500 TSP BERNZ AL RE J1 22
Joshi % AP YIZERR T 100415 s ER A PR T 500 A7 A0 B A
FT PNAEA i . e s e
Li%E A0 T AAE B, R TR A 300 47 s CSP
Nazari £ A\ PR TR fE /N R ) TSP .VRP .CVRP
Kool 55 A" ISR L | IIZRET T
. Deudon %5 A WRNZAWAE J12% , vl REFE N Sl it fit
F&F Transformer f5 7Y " _ N, . e
Cappart 55 A\ 3% CP PRl A5 Z AL RE J1 72 , FR T 2R i 100 17 4% TSPTW
Bo % A el RIS
Ma %5\ FER YIS ) 55
" Bresson % A" PR TSR fige /N TSP iZ PR 22
LT GNN AR . . - "
Khalil 25 A X RFEE TSP, AN S HERE
Delarue 5 A PR T3 i 78 /N 17 #iA9 VRP .CVRP
BogyrbayevaZE AU JIZIF T, BT /NE R 7 M8 TSP-D
S Oren % A\ PR TSR A NE BB CVRP, H B I35
R Xin %A@ ZACE K TSPlib HEREREE
Costa %5 N\ RTINS, SRAg o B2

P RL G0 32 i ) S50 R 00 o 4 T e 1) o AR 1
VRP SR E AR 2 8Ll TSP AT, A AR Ak
GER) ARG R AE ) R R 2 A R AR A gt B
WS, W VRP AR E AR, St R 2 R R R
AT, R, sl Al g B R AT

TETH X AT 2 AN LIS ARG Tl B, 65 N6 S B
HLAY BhASH), HAT— S Rl RE A% T — R A
R, —SEG A LU EREY LRSI SN &, 5 80
HUZARRE F159 , RRETESAE R b i H Bk 35 15 B 0 it
EARZE . W NN B RN J7 30T LUAR 38 n) 281 A0 155 40 1k
FRASHRAFIBN RN , T ORIE T SR 45 1) B AY B S
Li % N4 th DRL J5 1% 3R fi 78 36 ik 47 73 1) /8L ( covering
salesman problem, CSP) , fFIEE T PN NI BN HR AR
AL AN AT B, TS B A% 40 s & Pl 20 £i% .
FIH RL KA VRP 5&5 77 AL, RLA PR R BLA
ZALRE ST, M Eh SN BT LU A B st 545 8, T
JZRA ML AR FIRBUR 2R S E B

MR, RL SRR VRP AH L AE G BRI R
(1)SRABFERED . DNN R ) U AT 475 ) 72
7R, B/ T S 1) 98 3R ST R RIR B 5 B AR I CPU B
P HBRA GPU 7E ML AT {5 2 20, {#i45% VRP
o) RBAE S5 S0 T+ B i) PN A5 381 il 2 P A AR 4R —
HYIZR5eN%, LL O() B % B s i . (2)1ZAkBE 1Y
e AL B, R SEGE T
T ) A a8t o A 7 1 SRS bR 5, SR R Hh A S O A UK
IS BAR RS O MR, 148 R R PR ),
it DRL % H R SRms A 7y B b N it R
W AT EERTE . ) e T LS4 S, A
S22 P ) 1, O] LU AR ] i N 5 2045 A AML i) /8L
iR B EAN P24 B R R A 56 2R, I v R

HIfE. DRL A BRENERAR—Lus Je 24544 T B NP ¥
)

2R3 v 3 v ) DRL 7 364 T4 A28, Rk
FrSCIHAE O Ir A SEE Y EE T Pytorch-1.9.0 R &
2% 2] &, 7F Windows11 #:4E R G IR 5 T fili H 5k
Nvidia RTX 3050 GPU #1i5-11300H CPU iz 47 VRP
FEFY X B TR ST DRL B 7 i A S % s UE
TR LI 4 SR | 3% 4 LB CVRPLib i 82 5549 I
HARFEEREBORACFERA R SER 2SR R,
DACT A b P fE &8 T H i 2% T DRL (YRR AN
ol R ARES o

5 EREERAR I i )

lt , VP2 W N BRIl 7 56T RL SR VRP, &5
ZEREAT 5 H B SR L AR SOHRIT K e il 28k gk
TTHEFRIHT : Mazyavkina 25 NS 45 T — 205 HINZE T
SREME AL T EL A s P 2] B AT LR AR Y ) i 24
BE , A HAEXT E s Kotary 28 N7 ML 22 2] J5 #6475
25, O EE F o B o ) 2 )R, BR A B T GNN;
Cappart 25 \"™%F GNN ZE & P AT 55 0 B FHEAT T
T R R AT SR 2 ST TE CO i B v iy Bk AN
#2; Bengio Z8 A%} COP i) ML BT , 9 ML W
FH3) COP 1R AEFR IS FERE , (H AN ML >R fi COP B i@t AFT
RHTENNZ

DRL ¥ VRP [ i 5 DNN 25 &2 3K , % VRP B455k
PEAI DRL B P 3 ah Skt e, sl 7 B bl AL S LTk
SRAERCRAS AR S PR E |, 2 H A VRP J HAR R
BRATI I VE . A SO RL (9 4H 6503 DL J% DRL R
B SRR T TN, IR T SRR A B
HRIR & Z A, S50 BT 7 DRL BRI ) 2 254
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*4  ZULBSRIAE CVRPLb Bodis #9000 b vk L4

Table 4 Performance comparison of solutions for CVRPIib on instances

S5 il OR Tools AM Wu et al. NLNS POMO  DACT
X-n101-k25 27 591 29 405 37702 29716 29 845 28 595 27996
X-n106-k14 26362 27 343 28 473 27 642 27 688 26850 26855
X-n110-k13 14791 16 149 15 443 15927 15247 15 094 14 810
X-n115-k10 12 747 13 320 13 745 14 445 14 256 13 191 12 961
X-n120-k6 13 332 14242 13 937 15 486 13 986 13615 13 649
X-n125-k30 55539 58 665 75 067 60 423 57 896 59 504 58 560
X-n129-k18 28 940 31361 30176 32126 31045 29221 29 678
X-n134-k13 10916 13275 13619 12 669 12 430 11377 11203
X-n139-k10 13 590 15223 14251 15 627 14 652 13 900 13 873
X-n143-k7 15 700 17 470 17 397 18 872 18 689 16 166 16 257
X-n148-k46 43 448 46 836 79514 50 563 49 692 52085 44 413
X-n153-k22 21220 22919 37938 26 088 27103 23800 22606
X-n157-k13 16 876 17 309 21330 19771 19 862 17 347 17 403
X-n162-k11 14138 15030 15085 16 847 15 426 14 812 14 508
X-n167-k10 20 557 22 477 22285 24 365 22359 21390 21270
X-n172-k51 45 607 50 505 87 809 51108 52968 55636 47162
X-n176-k26 47812 52111 58178 57131 58 023 52722 50647
X-n181-k23 25 569 26321 27520 27173 27179 26 101 26201
X-n186-k15 24145 26017 25757 28 422 26 896 24664 25345
X-n190-k8 16 980 18 088 36 383 20 145 20356 18 551 18 123
X-n195-k51 44225 50311 79276 51763 48562 48307 46153
X-n200-k36 58 578 61009 76 477 64 200 62 495 61513 62011
X RIFR % 0 8.06 31.62 14.27 11.67 6.10 3.41

FARGEE . VRP R ZASIRZ4E N, H IS dE 5%
YRS 5, B RE B B 56 2 ISR AR
I eI B 22 SR E L, X SRR ) AN R T LUE 3,
Slefdi F DRL fif#e VRP B HAS (R ) ST 7 e Pk e
(1) BUA 3 T2 200 J5 R AN 25 22 1Y 86 42 )
FBL, WHRERE B AR ) R YO LA Tz AR i . RS BT LA
ﬁ§$fun§?jaﬁiﬂ@ﬂﬁfnﬁ%m%ﬂﬁritfiz AR AEA R SE

B EBEATIZALSK AR , 2198 RERYTHEBT IR, 5 Sy
BRI R E— B RATERANF S BN TR R

ST, VRP [a) AR 2 Ta) 1) P58 2 H BRI B 50 R 2
ASRAEARE T ) R

(2) A RL ALK it VRP & F s 1) i 16 77 1%, 3R
figt i R T A DA, B = AH R B CRIE . SRR
TAEH, F-3k—Ppil H a9k R 454, A 2 f-IE DRL K
fRJTIEM AT 0 BB — P PR E AR5 . ROk T
YER BT L% JENS DRL K H M 2upi) it e 2 iz E v E
o, DG aroR i i ol G2 . IR SE TR AR SK DRL
) R A ok R RT3 i AR 0 ] R R R RSB AR FT 1Y
i)

(3) R ZHIN AT F 345050 A 88 REAL A e Sk
YIRS P25 , NS iF A AR BT LLIZ A 21 A [R] #) i) R
b AR AR S IR B S NG R A R A

VIR E AT AN REAE R AR 0 A0, e AR — A2
FE AR AR KRBk . anfn] A VRP S JFLAS Ak ] 144

ISR R I R R AR R TAE R B SRBEMF S A . R
K2 I 5E I IR R R U7 1 S T+ DRLASZIAE A IR Kb
STz AL RE

(4)RL EH KRBT LTI SE, AR 250
FEXR A PERE ALK . B 8 SO SR 4 R
f 52, 25 HERE A 2 RL 20 AR 5 I BRI 2R
W B Bl TR > BRI R R A TR S ) 4 o
AR —ANE AR TT 18]
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