LRGN ISSN 1003-3254, CODEN CSAOBN E-mail: csa@iscas.ac.cn
Computer Systems & Applications,2022,31(8):212—222 [doi: 10.15888/j.cnki.csa.008653] http://www.c-s-a.org.cn
O E RGBT TR . Tel: +86-10-62661041

_— 8 Y X2 N — A *:l. > 1= -
ETHSERNEZERN AN ETEIRGEESH G TODE
AIFAF, BT, e CIh
(BN K2 THEHURL A SRR B B8 R RE B SR8 00 AT 5 RS HE V2 I H 2 536 =5, 2 BH 550025)
WE/EH: FEKF, E-mail: ai.cxy@qq.com

B E: RRAAMETIZE AVIM) BEEIR G —FhBe 88 RAE AW H N K 79 B LAl A, &5
IVIM S35 fili tH 773552 B EG 8 75 152, S 8UGTHRCRANEE. 9 T #ER ‘ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%iﬂéﬂ@iﬁﬂ‘ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ@?f%ﬁ
S, RXFRNHREKR A TARRGES ZE P LTSS B b T IVIM S50 TTgkFERE, 2 ML T ah &6
BB — YEG R 4% (dynamic convolutional neural network, DCNN) fiti ¥} IVIM Z%4. ££ B A7 AN R e 7K1 )
T AR AT SRR RE B, 5EGEN IVIM S8l et T T SERas KR W], ASCHEH ) DCNN J5
R RS IVIM S 80048 7 R i 22 AR S5 07 i a2, 3808 T S 80— S & B e |, 75 B B il
IVIM Z- 5008 i &
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Estimation of Intravoxel Incoherent Motion Imaging Parameters Based on Dynamic Convolution
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Technology, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract: Intravoxel incoherent motion (IVIM) magnetic resonance imaging is a non-invasive tgchnique, which can
characterize the diffusion and perfusion of water molecules in biological tissues. Traditional IVIM parameters estimation
methods are highly affected by the noise, and the parameter estimation is not effective. In order to accurately and quickly
determine the diffusion and perfusion parameters in tissue regions, this'study proposesd a one-dimensional dynamic
convolutional neural network (DCNN) based on the dynamic convoiutional module to estimate IVIM parameters. It takes
into account the contextual information between the voxel signals and the contribution of b-values, to estimate IVIM
parameters. The DCNN is compared with the traditional estimation method on the test simulation data and real acquisition
images underwith different noise levéls.k The experimental results show that the proposed DCNN method can reduce the
coefficient of variation, biaé, and relative root mean square error of the IVIM parameters and, improve the parameter
consistency and robustness, and have good visual quality at the same time.
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i H AR SN A

P HUBUR R 1, b AH) SR X 7K 5373 S 31 1 U
P, TN AE H 3 ek iR L AR A5 5. 308 0 FH B i 2300
RISk A B 3 G IRAE 5, A i R R
(apparent diffusion coefficient, ADC), i i 5] 42 H sz Bk
ZH T R (O 5 A,

RE AN A Ti23) 1% (intravoxel incoherent motion
imaging, IVIM) & —F# FH 1% b { DW-MRI £ R,
B 7 RERE SR A AR 2R BT K 2 s s T HUE B
Z b, I e AR AL IR T A PR P s R
IVIM FE8R H BE AAEAR b 18 2 T 3G 5 P is 22 ik
X, @ R T b E 5 IRAE T R £
RURIF B B RE 3, fliTh HRET AR AR 2L (fraction
of prefusion, f,). BEVESIN I B R £ (perfusion or
pseudo-diffusion coefficient, D,) A4} 5 % (diffusion
coefficient, D,). I & 221 947 HOAHE - (58, TVIM
CLAAEAFIER ., B A ‘?LH;?ES]\ ST LR Sk 350
L FETEE R R RO A s L TR RT A, 7R85
SURBLARJE VP b 4 B T .

JAE TVIM BB AR AE I R SE B b A 1 8 oKk
J&, (A I RTF ) DW A5 5 o PR v iff b ik o HH v o &2
(R FEVE A B 8 S HUTI IR 2 B ARk i) i) . B
SREFL EFE 20 b {HA R T 1T IVIM S8k 1T 1)
R, fH2 X o B 2> (015 GRS I [ i G, At 22
I b H 2 T2 EE 115 L (signal to noise ratio,
SNR) FEAIK. PR phoax Be ik pf G BT 5 n )iz s
FH IVIM. Zhang S&482 H T — PP /MG IR Z 46 575 K+ 1
At b AERFER) 7, B m T iEd IR SR
FEIRAT B BE TVIM S50 2, PEIK T 2270 20%-30%

MG TT R 22, JF S B e T AT R AR i D,

Huang $#& 1 7 —Fh 3 T 1% 1 5 iR B EUE B ey v, 5
R AT S HTEIAT X (BT BN T 12% (00
FERNAR 5 Z AU TVIM S 800 Lin S0 F v B S 4G
I3 ) FLAE (deep image prior, DIP) 42 Hi T —F0 I Wi B 1
FLER B 2%, R B B 2 X 2% (convolutional
neural network, CNN), ¥ Z 4 7E b 1 T4 IVIM #4E
YERHN, it 5 RG5O b (8 AR 172502 1 B 1R,
fem T DW HUR S LL, B3 IVIM S8 KT+
gt Huang S0 G A2 REZ EZE NSRRI
Z FRACAE, JE s [ LA 2R SR W A 20 R G e o 3
o R EUR 2 B, AR T I IVIM 238
AR 2. Ll Tr ik, B W Ak R
EETREE . PRACAEFERE R . BURE o PR A F M ER

HYRTAL 7V TVIM SR B35 7 2k, (5
R SR IR T R T30 & T

H AT, IVIM 55 FH 8 E 2 e e v i/ — 3k
% (nonlinear least squares method, NLLS), B[l i@ i % /)
MR (LA 15 B 5 R AR B 1A R 22 K A B8,
Hodrew FI L LM (Levenberg Marquardt) 184k 35,
R B T K TR B A M b ) B
J9T 428 NLLS L& iR v, — MRt e 4 it e
AR LA A A8 B, N SNSRI RO, 45
E A 7E 2 85020 S0 L P9 HEA TN, S i P £ R
) 7 52T AR, IR 5T R A A 2030 NLLS
DA B TVIM B 50 e A HOA A HE,
S 2 R B . B AR AL R £ S
PRI A, 8 H K H 4y B X NLLS 57 (segmented
NLLS, Seg-NLLS) KI5l it g ", Seg-
NLLS 465 J 76/ b {5 F, A3 2 15Tk A O,
o A SR T MR MO, XY B R 5 D, HEAT
i B R0 A TR (09 SR B D, 5L 4
$f, FEEE R D, SATTT NLLS Jy 75 %2 1 75 B i 7 5,
R ETE R D, 17 HE R MBI A, o Tk 7 1 S
s S BT EE BT L, Hyoft 12 4 fi i R
25 1 PP AU R B SR 04T 7 7T 25 M AR, S 48
F LR T B TG B D, 17 AL A0,
T R b R, I A 2 R R 1 S AR R T
£l IVIM 2%, Rl U137 % % 246 (Bayesian approach,
Bayes). Bayes it +Fit BIHE% /5.5 8 R0 /b — 719 TVIM
BHR 7, EE I B IS S TVIM 2
KM TS T RE 2R KA IVIMBE ), i — 2 TAE L
BT 4% IVIM it J7 i MO PE RS, S2iess 541 Bayes 77
EIRZAL T NLLS!™ 2L 871, FAR Bayes il e
(IS HOE TR BB, (B R %7 VIR 5 2 B L7 R
VERIRAI, 3 ELGE TR B SR ZUR T e T e, J0L &
. A, BT LB EON AL H AT, RS R e S
B2 2 A B 2 A/ LA J20 01 200,y T i 45
IVIM 2500 & 7 Y (08I, 055 2 2 R PN T30 22
#% (artificial neural network, ANN) X} IVIM S #3715
P22 ANN B R B R R R R, AR
RS S 2 A G A A 2 e S, S 4 LK
ANN 722 [f) TVIM 2 ¥4 LR B 47 (00 5 A0 R A 7
ff—BObE. SATT, ANN FE38A % R 3R 5 2 A i L
TCh B, R ANN 825 5 190 A £ F 3k TVIM
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SROTEIIARRE, AR — 5 B4 (DCNN),
FREMES Z I LR E B b EX IVIM 251 57
BRFEE, SEOL IVIM S50l A5 . 05 5 L SR 4R
PR ECHE 2 (0 5236 £ W], DCNN 4 171 IVIM Z3{
fity T4 RE AN E G (A T

1 AHSREOR 50T 5%
11 AEATHETEHRE
N T PR LA S TTVE R IVIM S8 k1, A8
JHI17 M 7 ) X A R RN 5 7K 73 A8 N AR RN ZH 24
T B BAREEAS B, 128K DW-MRI (5
SRR ROCT b E Y HUBUKE (diffusion sensitivity,
b-value) FIRREL. TE45 2 b E T, IVIM 2304020 (1):
S (bn) = S (bo) - Lfype ™ + (1= fp)e™ P ) + &0 (1)

Hoob, n R b AL S(b,)Fr RSN A b 5 T
WO 2, S(bg) 2754 bi= 0 s/mm” B {74415 9%
FE. D, Jo9 B D, AL RAL, £, FMEEE A8,
e TG A (MR
1.2 E&MHNZFE

NLLS i /MO & 55 5 R4 (5 2 1)
2 I RSRAR AL 28, R (2) B

N
min " [$ (b~ § )] @)
n=0

e, S (b) BRSS9 T ##% NLLS {0
ErbRtE, RIS 5 R8BI Ak T — MK XA Y,
# IVIM ZH G5 N: 0</,<1, 0.003<D,<0.1,

0<D,<0.003 mm?/s. ¥ IVIM # B ] fr 5 S 500E — 4>

RERE P R A T, XA OTIE AR Y 4 B/ 3R (full

least squares, Full-NLLS). Seg-NLSS X T Z S &
(#1751, FEAR B b fH (b > 200 s/mm?) IELL T, D,
XHE S I TTERAE EEAR ). 7R 20 D, BTSN, A& b
5 5@ 0 & A O Bk E D, iERE = (3)
B
S(bn) = S(bo)- (1= fy)- &P = Sip-e™Pr (3)
o, S AERAE S b 1H N B OB . R R 5L
1, i (4) Prosit s
S(bo) = Sint
fr= TSty “4)
TR, FEEBEMAE SD, A f, 5, Pl — ik
B%/inﬁM§ﬁ D,. 17T Seg-NLLS 4 3 Hfw & % %,
LEAHE 7 o648 Full-NLLS F RS Rl S 5004 501,
HARER RO R TVIM 2 808 0 406 30 A s, fEAE
Seg-NLLS X iZAR & sl AT {1t
1.3 DIMHME A
Bayes s il i 5 K TVIM 2 501 Jim 56 48 5 255
SRHCKAL T, I SR BHERBES AR P )7 (Markov
chain Monte Carlo, MCMC) SEFIEY. 22 S0 m B4R
R En X (3) Fos:

p(S (bn)lDt,Dp,fp,S(b()),O'é) = (2710'§

N
oot Sls s+ (1- 1))

S n=1
)
SL, D, A D, RFR B EA I 6%, 7, R beta
A0, oA BT 7 2. 9 T HRIE TVIM 25
H— Sk TR 55 NLLS J5 ik — Sl &3a . 2 (5)
TS H S(by) Mo KB IE — A5 5310 p(S (bo), 072)
Ky b, Jese A =X (6) & X HR:

)7N/2'

I (25 p(S ). 3) p(S Bu)IDr. Dy £3.8 (bo). 03)dS (bo) ) dor3 =p (S (bo)Dr. Dy f;) (6)

2 MPRLFITIE
2.1 HURENBIELIE

S ISR W PR B B R B T WG RV i R
BB, it 5 252, A LR BG I RAE T R
il 3TMRI F4#1X (Philips MR 53.0, 3.0 Tesla MRI
scanner), K57 51| 9T [ A8 1 e [219% )7 %1 (EPI SE).
HREES N T 3% (matrix size) A 128x128. HE
SRAERFH] (TR) A 3000 ms. [A13# A 1] (TE) SA 70.28 ms.
I F B JE (slice thickness) 24 2.5 mm. ¥ Bt BUKE b
54 (0, 3, 5, 10, 25, 50, 75, 100, 200, 400, 600,
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800 s/mm’). 7= 3 E 55 F Fl MRIcron %514 %ot J5 % £ K4
HEATH X e He, 4 Local PCA BEX B A
HEAT R, B A SyN Sk & Bl B e 2 b, K
& EPY 5 R T X R AN [ BN B X kAT 4,
F FSL T E 6 32 4R 3 Kb AT 25 3k A #8048 A
SPMS8 X AKJi~ H MEHEAT 1750
22 EREFREEEAE

7T IIGRFNT AR L8 2% ) J75 . ANN BLK
DCNN J5{%%F T IVIM 250 Hil i) vk g, JA12E T 52
Fr R P Bl (Monte-Carlo simulation) /572, 4G & T
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i EN RSN

I ZRBEAUAE 5 A1 07 =800 . I G 5 REER
SR TVIM 2 %0l PR 22 A R 5 S FBL B, 249 50 B MLk
B IVIM 2R3 D™ . Dsim - fsim I (1)
A5 B SO SR AR R 0 BUBURR S b 5T 51, 19 A5
PS5 i xsim . 3L A 2 Bt B i S L A
(0.5, 310 mm?/s), B I S H DS BB Y B by
(0.003, 0.1 mm®/s), BEHELARAL 3 H 5™ (0, 1). B
J&, B AEAEAE T I SERI: S (Rician noise)
B 5 B SO A ) 4 A B B R G AR 5 s |
AN R 7= (7) B

xfrialmn = \/(xts;lllré +GN1 )2 +GN22 (7
ot G RGN, I 0. 7791 /S NRIO AR

KM R T B ISR A, S el

155 52 4 VA1 BEAE, SR 7E(10, 120) BT B

T IVIM i 6 = 800 SAn e, S8
T VAN B8 B M\ B S H0HE TR o , (R AT DB TSR
AU W77 B SR PR A TVIM S50 T 0 At 12k
N TAF RIS IVIM S bR 28K VP4l & 7 i I VERE,
TATHE — 15 L S EHE 1 K T, R A SPM8 3 A 43 #1145
BT IEH NRALM | ANIKF (gray matter, GM).
2 A (white matter, GM) F1 1 M5 (cerebrospinal
fluid, CSF) 3&it 4 4~ [X 5.

WA X T &8 I H S S48, W R R ((DSm
mm?/s, D™ [mm?/s], f5m), ijz,ﬁ{(o. 2,0.07, 0.4), A5
X $ 1 (0.001, t\oz‘,ﬁ._%), FR X8 2 (0.001, 0.03,
0.08), Bﬁ%\;ﬁﬁ\o.o’oz,om, 0.4), TR E LSUK S 5

o AELRTRAEA s SCHR AT 7T r R (1 R AR Y R D

HHHEK TVIM S 508 5 an 1 &7 BIFTR, R
HZ(7) WS 5 a7, S LG (20, 30, 40, 50,

HUAH. o ’ 60).
0.0030 0 0.10 0 1.0
0.002 5
2 2 0.08 5 0.8
0.002 0
o 0.06 0.6
40 40 40
. 0.001 5
0.04 04
0.001 0 60 60
0.000 5 0.02 02
80 80
0 0 0
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 '50\60 - 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
(a) D} 4B L B4 (b) D™ (i 5 (©) /7" HEVE AR 007 T
< - - ‘
LN LB WROHsNE

23 MBS

AR, FIH ‘)‘QI%EF 22 %% (artificial neural network,
ANN) X IVIM #5247 70 Hr L ikIE. JR1, X Fh
THEFEEEEHERE IVIM 405 b A2 RIMK R, 1
WA ZEAG S LT U5 BT IVIM S350 520 £
g A, RS IVIM #ERAE 5 R S, RIS
FUAEER (dynamic convolution module, DCM) Fl%% 7
% (residual network) FHZ5 & 11177 20, LA IVIM %
AR TR AR R R A PR R B R

AL G B, A& To I S AN B R N
y=o(wx+b), Hrf, o REXEBRIX, o ZBIEREL, b 2

Mo E. SIS ER Kol — R IFAT BRI
wAAH S FR A A F g 5 55 THD K, " RE 6 1 AN I8 T ) 25
REERITE DU, i 22 2] 3l i 2 PEA oy, t a2
RAE IVIM {5 5 5k, BE MR SRS, 14
NG ML RILRE ). I BRI R &1
=X (8) Ps:

N
O =nwi+mnwr+- -+ Niw; = thwi

i=1
y (8)
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Hr, N RRERNEAE M IAT BRI w AL 313
ERVEL & B FARER (weight prediction module, WPM)
&R A B (convolution aggregation module,
CAM). WPM Z B I AR B th 42 Jaj~F 25 tAL 2 (global
average pooling, GAP). 41422 WUH A Softmax
L. IVIM 8 & Jeali a2 )= P ik, 3895 7 i T
b A FEUE SRR EAAAE B, PRI 2242 2 A Softmax
33 R PR E ;. Softmax 18 F B89 (R IE 28 M AL E
i 230 (8) HI & AF.

BEI A5 2 2 A E y,, 8 B AR S B 5 X6 B
347 B R w BT AR A ISR SE B, 402 (8) Fros
REd e, shax B ntE Bkl 2 fros.

N '!..QQO__‘.... ~~~]V()uf~ i
o oo | W, W O WOyy Wy,
- Y -~ — A~ ~
be\%', & - L ¥ S L7

8 & ,_Nom

© Q& A ’ - T Oy

71 5 ~i = y

‘4"\ 2 |

o Q1 amr D

ok B ey k=

o Ay LM .
) & & i

y & & £ N
: B, BT | v 4 k W1 !
RERBS T N B A
R BRRAE & ARIMERAE

K2 shF e IGRfEE

EIR G RUME PR Y, A B A 2 B S 1

CRRBRNHE G, R HEMAS T b X

T IVIM 2 v kAR FE R IA B8 77, RIS H — 46
FREE I 2% B 27 = BIAHARAE 5 R L F S (E8. ik,
AT T — AT AR — e 5 B2
% (dynamic convolutional neural network, DCNN) KA
i IVIM 24, #4454 an & 3 Bizs. DCNN H 6 24
— DGR IA R, F &2 N % E IR 2
OB T SR IR ) R, o 3 Al oy A TR ZE N L TR
Z P& T LUK N EIE A TVIM 15 5 2 UE BAL i3 3]
@ TE, 1SR 2 W 2 [ S R R TR A )RR
7, W BB,

£ DCNN W21, R UGS 5 S(by) X IVIM 3
BOIAUE 5 S(b,) AT A —HAETS 2 S(b,)/S(bg), LA
N (B, N, L) AR M 5N, Hh, B 2

216 FHfHARH % Software TechniquesAlgorithm

batch_size, N /& b [N, L RIERANE. /15 LH
i, WM 0K T KRN R 3 I — 435 B
1B —4E5 G RE N IVIM S50 & 48, K IH—
WG HIE S S(b,)/S(by) FINEIZ KN R 3 I —4E5ha
GRS, B RAAMA R G S LT XUER, 2R
JaFI N B KN 1 B — 4w G, DU i
HEMPLERES). G, Fdi@Ed — AN f Sigmoid ¥
RSB S 2, BN 3, firh
WIEHCN 3. B a, Fix 3 M [ ¥ 3 kK14,
73 BARE T 3 A IVIM 25 AR, 2 e
ZHAAR (9) BT IH— 1L, BUF (R {5111 TVIM S8
aEEEb, |

[ Bi= P+ (pP = i) x Sigmoid(v;)

{ st. pieDy Dy, f,)

S, pmes il pmin 43 5 (X2 Y11 25 07 A B A 4
A TVIM S50 E R T, 1235AF Al % 240 o T 1 v 96
5 BB 1 YE B — B0, FE AR I AR R I 2 I
SUEFE.

ENZAS B RUNZ % (DCNN) $4 38 3 /ML TS
BRI ELSE (A — S B x 2 1A [ 35 7 2 3R 2 5T I 24
28, Wk (10) Aik:

E X .
W00 = argming g |

\
Sk, 0, b IR B 18 9 g R SI0RG B SR, (122
MSE 1 2 B $oc 46 5M0 15 518, EAAN% T
S(b,)/S(bo)s &AL FLME IVIM 20 p;, FEEIL R (1)
S E) DT ATIIEREXICE

g=f,-eDr (1= f). el (11)

)

I%— x5 (10)

3 SEEe et
3.1 RIIME RIS

AR SIS R F R A5, B0 TIAL 38 20 AR B R
A NVIDIA-GTX 1050ti, & /73t 4 GB, CPU A Intel(R)
Core(TM) i7-8700, W73k 36 GB M E ML I, 1 /4
PyCharm E A SIS I H & 3 T H. 3R FE % ) 248 48
4 32 GB ) NVIDIA Tesla V100 GPU 45 2% b, i
F Python 3.6 i& = . PyTorch 1.5 T. .44 % Cuda 10.1
9K ) S [ 5P (R A A 58 R AT I I 25, A S P
15 AL 3508 % S 3R 1107 ) Adam 1 Rk
b 2%, Hrb batch_size A 40, 3531125 2000 4> Epoch.
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i H AR SN A

TR E, PZEINZME R T FAFHLE (early stopping),
LS 15 N IINGREHAR T B 1R IIZR. A T AR

|

x: NS LSRR

MSE Loss

AL B R R A AR e e, 3 AR TR RGN 2R
{1 BT T 10 RIS,

p: TS 4

Tl
| -/ e |
b
b L | DCNN (k=1) || DCNN (k=3) i
L ELU ELU

DCNN (k=1)| | DCNN (k=3) DCNN (k=1) -
ELU H ELU HNormul signmid}_~ 5 ‘{ IVIM
X3
Dy D, 1)
L ¥

B3 ST AR VIV S %

3.2 TENIERR

N T VR AS R S Hh o T3 5% IVIM 250 fi 11 1
VERE, KR P (Mean)s WhrifE% (standard devia-
tion, Std). AIX}i%ZE (relative bias, RB). %3 R ¥
(coefficient of variation, COV) F1¥5 /5% % (root mean
square error, RMSE) 1E N Ebrie. Hrb, B+ HSL K
AR BEAT LSkt W B IR LA AR 28, A T F ST 35 (A e 22
(Mean+Std) F1 COV % 5 RECR VP E FLEE IVIM 2
0T B EG T S, FAT A BRI RB AR
WHRZEE . COV 5t ZHUF RMSE ¥ 77 iR %

PLP, ARELAE SR s ANME Wt b T A F 3 80fli 31 5 2
Xt IVIM ZHUA SR ¢ MG 3 Bt BLRL & 18, BLPesk
INER ¢ AMEE TR RS, S R AR st (12)-
= (14):

1 S 4
1 [5 (Zszl PS”) _P;me]
RB==3 e (12)
teL p . t
. 1 (o
cov = Z T (13)

L5 D P
S N
RMSE = J ZtEL Zs=1 (Ps‘t_p;rue>

SxT
H, o REEAFEELL T HSHEN T2, S &
TNk 75 EEG A XA B, T ARG BB IX IR 1A 2 A
AN o, COv 8 7 RAURE IR BMEAH R 2500 T 12
B LIFERE, BAR) COV N 0. i COV MR RNA =l
SR, MR R A

(14)

4 SEIREE R Ko

NT VA AR ST A R R AR e i, A
NLLS. Bayes. ANN —FfiAS /] 75 v 575 H AR £ 45
SR EL S HRERAR AT T IVIM S5l sege )
P B g R R
4.1 HEMREKE

4 TIRT 4R IVIM At 75 2 1 B AR
SNR 4 20, 30, 40, 50, 60 IS E LR, RIFE, &
TAEBRWITERKEE S T 34> IVIM ZHE I E
B . A, 54ESEHLEE % 2 757 (NLLS. Bayes)
FHLEL, DCNN S 24 i) 1 Mk 75 R AR, JC e E A
KZHHE (D, f,) L, ﬁEi%H%ﬁEﬁJéﬁzi?é{%,%, RN SS ]
PRAF D, I?B\,ﬁfi’a’z DX B P S RS ik
N{JVIM?)HUW)?E?%&@EKE SNR T HIPF Fa bR
L. & 5 T A1, DCNN £ D, Z8E i -4
[T NLLS. Bayes 1 ANN, 1t B 1% J7 V= LE AL okt &
PR AN Y B & B, X T D, # £, T &, RMSE
L COV A RMEEER T, ViR — 43 S BRI
W28 75 2 FE bR UM B Bk R AE SR I RE 7, 1 15
PR ER SRR p 2 ()G 5 5 1 R D% 1 R B 5 K (1 i e 7
At 7. DCNN ] RB KIid ™ %, Ui B 2h & B AL RE %
ERERAT b AR TTERBCE (S 2, {15 A F4% NLLS
FRFE il HEVE RBCHUA. BR T NLLS 24k, & 70 T
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