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Abstract Many problems in multi-agent coordination can be abstracted as distributed constraint
optimization problem (DCOP), such as planning, scheduling, distributed control, resource
allocation, etc. These problems focus on how to coordinate Agents’ co-decisions to achieve the aim
of global optimality decision, and DCOP algorithm is an effective way to solve these problems.
This paper surveys the DCOP, firstly, the basic concepts of DCOP are discussed and a classification
framework of DCOP algorithm is proposed. Secondly, according to this framework, the existing
various DCOP algorithms are introduced and compared. Thirdly, the related applications of
DCOP are introduced. Lastly, the future research trends of DCOP are reviewed.
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A TR 1 EAR, & AOBB 8 ik 19 43 #i =X il
A, dAOBB 1E dAO-Opt 34l B 2455 1 70 B A IR
B A b BT A3 2 AR AT DL B 60 S ] e SR 5
fRARS A BT R, —E R B S TR
RO, [F A . dAOBB Bk J2 [F P R E 1k

W1l A BRBE B 0 47 IR X% T dAOBB 533k 19 8%
AR, BmiEst THRZY5 dAOBB &
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PAH G By e i B A2 S AT R 4R e AL
Faltings % A" $2 ) A-DPOP 53, &2 — 1R H
T H & W minibucket % M A9 8 7% . A-DPOP & 72 6
ARG dAOBB 551 45 4 . 18 A4 IR 1% £ U7 T fig
FH B0 4 17 45 3L, [, Marinescu % AU 58
dAOBB 45 Cache L] %5 &, $#& 1 T dAOBB () 5%
P Ho i fRF& M J& Cache R/, 2R H Cache #LH
FE 6 R b I PR B0 12 1 SR i 3 32 AR OO

(3) HEDA

TG AR B XA 2 o 0 A 32 AR
ATl 4 M T — T o Ak N [l gk R AR Y SRk
HEDA. 722521, 54> Agent BT 57 28 5t ]
A1 USRS R R 249 o 4% B[] v K 2 B A 2H & A
AEAE P58 3 — 4 SR PR SR A 1 JE L O AE A 2L I
Tk B A SR A o AR 1) ] Bk ke DR IE Bk o8 k.
4.3 RORREE

BEXE ] D48 R b Agent T8 H SEAE K Y I
(] 55 17 HA Agent BYTH R . 5 BOCRBAR Y ) 82, ©F
FENTHR M T & F 55 8 KA %/ ADOPTY |
NCBB™#' | BnB-ADOPT™ | IDB-ADOPT™! | Opt-
APOP™ AFBP™ 4,
4.3.1 ADOPT

Modi £ AT 2005 44 4 T DCOP [ R 45
#: ADOPT (Asynchronous Distributed Optimization) ,
ADOPT & DCOP 43 b 55 1 45 & 5 4 B k.
ADOPT J&£7E DFS 2544 317 7 A0 8 KR40 IR
#5 DES 25894 73 Agent B /6 9 & & (DES Hr il
VR DR ot G | = R | NS ED = O - ¥ = R el
AL EBA 3 m (D RSB, B Agent
AR FI 2517 2 R0 09 15 5L 8 3 o 00 0 UM T R 4
JafE B HE AT 3k B (2) 3@ & [l 3 ] A (backtrack
threshold) >k % B2 Agent B MUE , X RE 8 A
R S B T AT R AT Z A R i U (3) SRk RE
{7 4% 3] S5 0 A IF B I 458 1k 55 3 i A AT T AN o B
BAM SRR 2 AL

ADOPT 73K fi# DCOP B 1R 2 (1 4 4, (B A
HitB i B Agent Z 8] B F b #1738 15 DA S 3
2 B BUEAR B B RCOE ORR T 2R R AR B4 AT
R RSB R R R Z I IR AR K,
[F] i i 75 22 DFS 58 B2 1) 48 50000 19 9 A7 23 [1].
4.3.2 BnB-ADOPT

RN K 2% 1 William 28 AP F 2008 4 78
AAMAS [ # T BnB-ADOPT % . BnB-ADOPT

12 ADOPT by 7 ek, 5 ADOPT 54k e K1
X 50 76 T B 48 2% 5K s N Best-First #7284 Depth-
First(GREEL ) 43 B AL IR A8 &R . 5 1% BnB-ADOPT
B AT H I A 3 DA R A S A 2 T ADOPT (4 4E
ZRSE LY. K 1 R R WS e 8 1) Depth-First 38 AR
R IE N Best-First 8 275 24 Wr 51 &2 14 3 70
O3k 3 2% 5 BUR K T 45 L R 9 AE A
1Ml Depth-First 73 FBR A 2 W A7 7E 53X A4 0] 8.
4.3.3 IDB-ADOPT

William 2 A7 F 2009 4F4% 1 9 IDB-ADOPT
(Tterative Decreasing Bound ADOPT) % b 2 7E
ADOPT %3 i ek, 5 BnB-ADOPT % 3 —
¥ IDB-ADOPT 8 3t J& 3£ F Depth-First 38 25
W& , KAl 2 b 78 F IDB-ADOPT % 3 #1 ) Bound &
BRI A AR A T AR R R
i & — 4 Bound (W1 (A TG 55 KO - B 2 5] —
A, HARH /N F Bound BYAE B, 58 112 H 1
A E 4 Bound 1 JFRAE . X A Bound (1) HUE 5
TEAIIE /N » B BN AAEAE— e o i 2 AN L 2 i
Bound i /Iy B o 01 B 1 i 000 2 o A6 A S5 56 3%
IDB-ADOPT %43 76 AL B AT DCOP [ {51 i 1) % %
i, ADOPT .
4.3.4 AFB

A B2 K 21 Gershman 4§ AW F 2006 4
76 ECAI R4 T AFB % ¥:. AFB 5 SBB & 3 —
B AR T AR R R T 9 AT R AN [ Z A AE
T AFB B2— 1 FP—FH "R AGH L. % SBB &
205 i BE (Look Ahead) 454 7E—it2 . 1fif SBB 44
F G K AP
4.3.5 OptAPO

Mailler % AP 48 W 1) fe 08 5 45 3 0 28 U
OptAPO (Optimal Asynchronous Partial Overlay)
F T FR R (Mediator) ) Agent. JE{5 3 178
FIEPAT R sl A 7 A, v] DI 43 A8 o B 2 AR
HE k. OptAPO Bk A 45 4 1 T BN 1 3% il
20 H, LA JR & M 4 o ] . OptAPO SR iF Agent
PR N 28 ST AT AE SR i 2ok B T A e SR b
TX.

A 4R A X 2 R B R & H O DCOP i)
B LU RCH W SR g Sk o T - T RREZ
] A X )L 3 1 X b T ARk R A — S A S R ok
LG 2R A A O 2 T B AL T SN A R T T
OEEE A OB
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Bk Search Strategy Synchronization Communication Topology
SBB Depth-first branch-and-bound synchronous Point-to-point with neighbors Constraint chain
ADOPT Best-first asynchronous Point-to-point with neighbors Constraint tree
NCBB Depth-first branch-and-bound synchronous Point-to-point with neighbors Constraint tree
AFB Depth-first branch-and-bound asynchronous broadcast Constraint chain
BnB-ADOPT Depth-first branch-and-bound asynchronous Point-to-point with neighbors Constraint tree
dAO-Opt Depth-first branch-and-bound synchronous Point-to-point with neighbors Constraint tree
dAOBB Depth-first branch-and-bound synchronous Point-to-point with neighbors Constraint tree
IDB-ADOPT Depth-first branch-and-bound asynchronous Point-to-point with neighbors Constraint tree

4.4 BEFHEHMNEZE

Zh A # K (Dynamic Programming) % — B 4k
AR R DAL A A 32 ) B A RO R 2 —. A
M5 SRR 8 o B — 17728 7 3 oo i A7 oK i
(49 T 70 o 8 v 32 BEAR 6 A R 22 R) 24 R Ok R
Dechter 58 A 42t 1 3l 25 B K 55 4 1 38 HIHE 42 BE
(Bucket Elimination) ,#E 3 i ¥ 4 /- 28 T BE (17
JUR A B I Kask 5 A4 738 FF 4 =L a)
B sh S RE 1 BTE(Bucket Tree Elimination) ,
BTE i if 7£ Bucket Tree Z5#4 E 1T 0K . U
TR TN A 28 4 A R Y 2 S HLR DCOP 883k 45
#% DPOP,H-DPOP . M-DPOP,O-DPOP 4.

4.4.1 DPOP

B % R M T B N LR RE S %=
Petcu 88 AW F 2005 4E7E TJCAT &3 2T
DPOP 5.3 . 81 1 5 T 3l &5 MR 56 i /£ DCOP ]
B R R . DPOP & — A~ 38 F 3l 5 B 4 /9 DCOP
S, JE 45 b ¢ Bucket Elimination & 0% i3
AT DFS 4544 19 3 A X R A, 1 T #5754 49
DPOP 5.3 iy A8,

DPOP 53k KEA] DL gy Ry 3 4B Be: DFS #4 i
BB UTIL 3 8444 L& VALUE 34 B A% 3% b B
HIERSBEELT 3 k.

(1) DFS ¥4 3& B B:. DPOP % 3t & 3% T DFS
5t i3 DES AR 2,3 1 e &1
N Gid T4 5% DFS 254 1 P 455

(2) UTIL ¥ SRR By B % B Boe B ik ) A%
&1 75 fUJT 46 W O B P i B 3 Ctree-
edge) TRt A% 4. UTIL 8 8 9% X k. UTIL
HEZ— DY, o fg— e AR — 1
Az, UTIL 38 B P 45 1 B A 72 & BOA [8) {5 I e
i ok B 2% R

(3) VALUE {H B A& 4& B B, iZ B e 5 UTIL 4
AL RE G BOM S, o B T M AL, 78 B —Bir Bese
B2 5 AR T &R, BT R A B Y
UTIL JH & o el 75 580 i 3k 3 e RIS B

B A 478 B A U Bk A

A3 AT A A B BUTE 3 25 1) — SeAF B — R
SRR M L S AS B Oy 6 TR A DCOP [
A AR KWL 51 75 TR R R B v 20 T B B
B2 A7 75 1Y In) 2 T B B R A2 A R EOR
Agent ZHIZHIH B &HE EHFZIURMEER,
DPOP 555 2 IF W AT 7% 18 0] A B 11 — 26 A 2 58
aAF.
4.4.2 H-DPOP

Kumar % APYEF%F DPOP 83k il 8 K 48
B R, F 2008 4578 AAAT 21 & B kg
T H-DPOP % ¥, H-DPOP th i i fif f§ CDD
(Constraint Decision Diagrams) ™ 43 A 3 5 i — 2&
AT B 1 A CRE 249 o 2% 0 AN 0 2 1 TR AEDD L 38 B T
45 UTIL .81 H 1.
4.4.3 O-DPOP

Petcu %8 A F 2006 4E 2 1 O-DPOP & 3,
O-DPOP 53k 32 5 J] T il Tk JT 3R 855 19 2 Agent
HE A m . Bk 5 DPOP Bk, 25T
Bl 75 B 5 W R AT SR A L AH I B R & Y (inere-
mental) , 35 £ T FF O A] AL
4.4.4 M-DPOP

Petcu 25 AT F 2006 4E 32 H 1) M-DPOP % 3k
FESR fifF DCOP [R] 88 10, [m] if 25 J& 1 4k 2% 1 5 [n) 2l
(Social Choice). 4 £ 23 & 5 [n] & £ £ i, DCOP [1]
JL 3ol FE U8l A 2 ML L B A A1 349 A7 45 4 R R I
JIE Agent B ] {1 (Faithful) , f# ot T £ Agent R4
T Agent [ [ FL S RFE 45 ] 0T R 1) JRR AT 5 [) B 3
AN SRR 3E 2 4 U T A ) A

R b 48 09 JUFR 5L T 3 S R B B4 e
AR 22 HAD AR 5C 1 B3 G ik K %% Greenstadt 5§
AT 2007 445 AAMAS F#2 i SSDPOP 44
. M T DPOP 83 . SSDPOP $2 fit 1 3 A £ 3
FAR X Agent RIEE A 4 HAtlh Agent f915 8 38
T AR LE B D B A B R IR Y R A
SR 25 R R SSDPOP #4 Fa FA Z R FEAR T 2926 ~
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88 /i fi. WAk &4 S-DPOPYY [ A-DPOP-* \PC- T [al 8 () 45 44y , B 15 [ 80 () REASE A OG. Gn 3k 2 i

DPOPM!  BB-M-DPOP- 42 k24 FATX Fo L DCOP 5y 5y 1 18] 1 53 [a) &2 2% o oE 47
4.5 EiExbkkH T E %R
ETFHENBEESETHSHUNE Lk EE MF 2 ] LAE 3T 3h 2SRRI Bk Y 45 ()

WX T RR I 2 AR, EEAImI A 20 SRR A T 18 5 1 50 3k e I 1R] 52 2% )% F 2
JE DA R (B 52 4 B o 1 2 25 000 ) S0k A ik g D X AT . A S B R e ) TR R Y AR A TR
7 () S 2% AR S 1) B B A 1 . SR 0 T A RIS L B X T I [ R s ) A R R Y R L %
IR AT A A AER o A0 I ) D Bk — S R A A RE AR AT AR I AR

%2 DCOPHZEEZMTLL

Algorithm Type Time complexity Space complexity
dAO-Opt Synch-search Exponential in the depth of DFS Linear
ADOPT Asyn-search Exponential 1?\;(1;15%:17\:;1?)31‘ of variables Polynomial i?\:,}(;is?}g:fce)r of variables
NCBB Synch-search Exponential in the depth of DFS Polynomial memory
DPOP Dynamic Programming Linear number of messages Exponential in the size of the largest bucket
BnB-ADOPT Asyn-search Exponential in the depth of DFS Polynomial memory
H-DPOP Dynamic Programming Linear number of messages Less memory than DPOP
IDB-ADOPT Asyn-search Exponential in the depth of DFS Polynomial memory

e 3 s, 4yt T DCOP Bk N 5T B ADOPT NCBB.,AFB 4, &5 & 2k 1 19, {2 & H A &
B e R P w.ocoexpon [URMZ BRI SE BOR AR 2 B8 By L T Sh A R R O i
JE 1) 48 $0 9% (constraint diagram width). F& 417 A] %01 %% DPOP,H-DPOP &, HiH 8 i 2 e v iy, (B 1
FHRWBELELIHEENNAZ /DG, I ZERHNFRK, 2REERN.

x3 DCOPHEHNESHEHEXLL

Number of Messages

Memory - - - -
linear polynomial Worst case exponential exponential
linear PC-DPOP(1), A-DPOP(1) LS-DPOP(1) ADOPT, NCBB, AFB, SynchBB MB-DPOP(1)
polynomial PC-DPOP (k) , A-DPOP (k) LS-DPOP (k) NCBB(k) , OptAPO MB-DPOP (k)
W. C. expon H-DPOP O-DPOP
exponential DPOP

minima R 2, X 52 b local-minima 2% 8 55 iy 55 1.
5 SHRARMUBBEERTEEZE - Bl 5 308 2o Jy 3035 T A 0 5.
DSA By, i A Agent 2 [A]1 B & V- 45 11, 78
5.1 Agent MFERRHE % Ab 3R AR e AT Z BB A B A XA AR IR R
Agent NP R 3L F B A DBAYY CALS. RIS WA AE K% B Z 5 SRR [
DisCOPY™ [ DSA™ & f5e /|y vh 5 [0 98 45 24 SR i S 5 RIS DSy I = NP PR R (SN AR 1 g = A
P I 1L 4 25K W A I 2 i SR i A R B A JR) It H SR SRR A

# /)N (local-minima) JR 2. local-minima R 25 3t & — 5.2 Agent HRFEZ®
SO 20 TRB AT I R DT B P g HE X S b R Y TE Agent 21 $e 58 B ik v, AT DLk — 20 40 Oy

B A R 1 2R e AR AT ] — A A8 B (E R b/ k-size Fp A B0 M t-distance M ETY BT
At , DBA B kil i DLF A5 ok S B 58— L R X 3 AR Tk B[R 4 i Agent 19 5 204 W],
ZARUE VAL (2 8 0 P 1, AH AR 1Y Agent XT AT fE k-size T LA PIEREALIEE £ A~ Agent #48— 141
e PR AT I8 AE . A BB 8 B K 4 v EAL IM7E t-distance F L IE T, Bl 5 — by Agent,
) Agent A XM B O A UE. W2 B4 Agent It 5% Agent Z W FE B /N T 8L5E T ¢ 1) Agent 1Y
ARAHER A8 4 e 10T fig B[R i 48 B 2 BUE 1S LA — A AR AR — R Bz gl
B 25— HR I Agent s& B FE A local-minima ) Agent ANBCN n, 004 PR 3. B — 4 R B
A B Agent £ I HE A5 40 T quasi-local- e, FATAN AT BB 38 o % /N T 8055 T n 4> Agent
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14 PR S A 235 R AR A5 B

k-size SR ATA R MR LA max-sum™? 7T
LK KOPTR % max-sum & pEB7278 B fh 3t
— & P43 45 3 2 £ (Generalised Distributive Law,
GDIDM 4 1 7E max-sum [ FE Ak -, SO H
P T Fast-Max-Sum (FMS) 7 488 vk \ FMS 4 [
T — A max-sum B9 FESR A I A T AR B9 B
BR T b B[] &2 2 Mt T /N, Macarthur 48 A7 LA
FMS B33k S SL il SCAR W #4213 7 BnB FMS 5,
ZRAE FMS 1 BR 6l 1y SOX g 09 5T o 48 4t —
PR AIE. SR, 3% 26 58 0 JF R X ir A Y & &B3E . B
J& k 1E— E WY HE N A R T KOPT 55 i ) 2
k-size T AU R — PR B — M AT X &
A B k-size FALTETE M H KOPT Sk X F14%
A ik $2 1 — E RO ARAIE.

Vinyals %5 NS 4= T —Fholr 19 k-size e il
2 DaC, % 535 1 4% 0 BUAR 2 40 1 5 B A B
Agentp E A 7] 1 20 SR8 05 8 5 S B 2 — 1
Ja #8303 e B ) AS () 2 22 TR) i 45 2R
1 — RE {8 Bl N -4 3] — A J5y &8 d5 A0 it

Yin 55 AU T - distance S5 fR IR AR
IEIL Al 42 T —Fh -distance H 3 DALO,
DALO J& — Fb 5 20 5 i, & xb o0 A 30 5 18 R
A EGHE. DALO Bk £ A5 LT 3 4Bk
55— Agent $ H Jmy #8005 B LA M 29 o 5i 5 0H Bk 1%
FIPER L ¢ BRI 50 SRS K BB A ik B e 41
BELAN A9 A L 5 R B B
BT A i leader 5 51153 R H S LA L AE T
BB R IZ A Z SN Agent i BUE R O/ 5 A8
AL = R A leader 5 iR B T AN A )R
PR 2 leader 5 BORE 3K BT 19 JRU(E & 3% 25 A1 BB 1Y
Agent. HEXFEAL Tl FECOR A E S
(4l Agent fE7E %€ . DALO 3 i £ Fi 43 #ii 2 1)
BATL i) > 52 K.

Bigdeli & A3 — PP 19 t-distance fe &
% DGOPT %53 3548 DALO fy3ah 42 T a3
A B D[R 24 Agent AL SR W AE — >
Agent 41 1, leader 7 5 AR 4§ i1 & 4 #ii (marginal
contribution) B HE & U I B H k20 [ 40 o Agent 73
=N 8

Vinyals % A48 T —FBE G538 H T k-size
A LA K -distance f fIt 96 Fh 28 7Y 4 83 1 3E FHAE
IO HAEZMER TN T R B B
DALO BER —F Y . B R AE k-size I LA K

t~distance W AR HE T FH T -4 R 8 S O i

KEBN k-size 52 HAE R 1-size f il
. MGM,DBA 4. HHET M H R R E LA k=3
IF o 5 5 A% B AR K o (A AR by ] T 552 B 1)
UK A, SR B Katagishi 88 AN 2 1) KOPT
B N Tk R — A R L AT DL AR
i osize LMY, HOEAN R size tHH &N B, »
AT RO n-size B AR HOE 2R &G H 2
KOPT B A7 16 LT JUAS (8] 26— B8 53 B 4
RWIR k-size F AUHY MR EH RO 5 180 % 48 FE
B L K B SR AR UE B T k-size ST TR
B (1 i Be A8 R AL — 22 19 T i DR IR, A 7E Y s B
n it A RAY = (k—1)/(2n—k—1)RCAHITT,
Hrp R(AY R ksize Bl sK A5 B f# 1 RCA™) 4
S X — A bsize MR T RR. ZEFIR
58 4T 1 R )R] 52 2% 8 AH X6 488 /0N [R) ER) SEOGF i 1
AR B PRAIE 15 8 Iz TR A sk
R (%) S B[R] Y

5 TG A — M R EGE B Ry ), &
T 1 9 B R R B A SR T A A5 i RS A [ A
Yin S5 ANV HR T 59 A — Bl R A Y B R 04 B o
t~distancedge O, B 38 i3 5 5 H] 09 BE B9 ok L Agent
M py bt . BAE c-distance SARPETT 42 T —FP
S R R R AL B T lock/ commit BRI,
HAEREAI X T KOPT 4 %K i 8l 3.

B35 F k-size Je LA S - distance L, FIFPA
(] DA A 0 4 B i Y o o A AR fE L T T HEAT T
FHC LA

TE k-size i, B —H P ) Agent 19D BUZ
[ 5E 1Y kA AH S L k-size (40 AN B0nT BE S AR
2. SR ¢-distance f L1 & — 24 Y Agent (14
R A T E 1 TR R R B AR, S R A Y
Agent$U AR S AR K H SR AL A EO2 A IR,
HA AL Agent 1971 %%.

FEXT SRR AR S5 L AT A T
k-size I {1 ¢-distance fi ft X} F i 09 o & 00 14
WETEBL. B SE. 16 k=1 1 =0 B}, k-size 5 DA K
t~distance F L1 B 145 KR —FER L B BT
H A Agent B RUE — DI AT IR, HAK,
t-distance I {75 2 A 1Y o0 S AEAE BEUF T k-size dix
s A t-distance ¢ IR D 9R & k-size T (k=
2t+ 1) WY TR B — A kesize PR ERE T
t~distance H1. K Z WA &, A7 78 KL 26 k-size S L)
fi#t , FAJE t-distance AL (t=(k—1)/2).
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6 HmINARMAL D) & rYHE KA
6.1 =itEHEEIREME R A
S AR 115 T A A28 FRATT AT 0 2 T AR R Y IR )
i ) 8 (CRAD S S 8 B i 2= 3158 o 1 — S 5 5
Jr ). AE RA )8k, S5 55 2245 21 5% 5 4 e 1 55
T ERt B RA [a] BB B DCOP 38 17 3K fiff & — Fil
AR T 7E RA o WK 245 [ 40015 0 il R #0066
3 B B 1) R DL 2% ( Virtual Network, VN)E
117 CP 443 1) 32 il 152 it ] LA A A5 Ay phy 42 LY o ok
Yy BB B % A B0 ) B ) 4% (Substrate Network,
SNOSHLHH b & 2K WK Mot 8] SN[, Horp
P75 2 SN A i Py BN AL R UL e S
F| SN gy s AR b IR i i WK 3y 0 Fn g
BRI 24 o, 5 S % CPU . memory 5% IHA
—E W LR B AT T L AR R AR R AT — A 2R
B4 25 0 T anfpfs RA ) g A8 it DCOP #E 47
SRR AN AC) TR . RA Hiy WK gk, B 4(b) .
(O (D45 34 CP #E ALY SN oy 1 A4S 2 3
JEEOK WK iy LY 8 1.2.3 43 5B 5 CP1
CP2 #1 CP3 v, 3 HLifk £ WK o sl #5115 550 F1 i 0
i I X R YR 2R

() CP2AAIE SN,

(b) CPLZAL[{ISN (d) CP342fiL¥ISN
B4 WEUR I )8 DCOP A7

FEE BB DCOP 5 72 vy HAH OC 1y 5
F:Agent 24 H{CP1,CP2,CP3} , B EL X K
RELHY s {1,2,3), 8 & X A8 & 09 (I D 73 51k
{A,B,C) . {D,E,F,Gyf{H,I,],K,L,M}. Bt
FXZAZ MU T :CP1>{1}.CP2—>{2} f1 CP3—{3}.
Ly AR R F o2 AR st WK A i A4, A4
N R AT gy WK 58 U5 B0t . — M 16 715 45

JIr A 1 CPU B RN B P& Fir 75 1447 98 ¢ 56
TER RA B DCOP [a] f 5, W] LR A6 4
WA AR AT R R O BT LIRS RA 1 B
PRER I 5530 15, R 2 | WK 3 SR AT 55 A R

2 A S I ) e W ) O A% B /N A SR IV 1
A3 . I DPOP 53k 4. 41 2R WK b i 725 5 48
SRR Wk I R AE O A8 B HL T
25 [H) 52 2% B DL S A /N, Tl B 25 L AR TR
CP Z 8] 15 BAAEAS A S A1 78 78 X R L
HHE M-DPOP SE 8 538, 2R % & CP 24k
SN 1] i H B 5 30 SN [ sh A A8 4k, W] iF— 25
B H RO B 25 DCOP JE A7 3R it . X AE T i 5 25
FHAaA.

BRIt Z Ah AR 238 A Ho A 548 Agent [a] 3 7] g
SR — B A ), b 2 i () 22 HED L o A X
FO e HEN R B R A e AR 0 AT DL A A A
DCOP [a] B K fif » I H AT LAAR 4 544 [5] 8 1) 4
TEEEAH N i DCOP k.
6.2 FHESHRARMULBBHFHR

Wi 5 366 I BT TR I 1 % JE L 1 22 () Y oL
WEE AR R A AR . T ZE R DCOP B3k RE 5
EEE @i 2 S T PO A N ES I Y R A IR
MR B = 3HE i RA A8, 2 55084 BL ) CP
BT RE B AR AL LA K CP P 38 14 355 fitlh 34% it %% U5 o
Al RESh AL CP 24k i B v ) 2% rh 3y i
HH B B B O T R RS S SRR IE R T
VERT, # 2 S 8OL 250 & B 0. e ah, B Pl ok
WK b, 7] i Bl %5 FH P 7 oK 09 A2 AT sl 24 & A el Az
BN, LA 2l 25 2 WO (] 98 B2 [0) & 0k 4] % F 85— 2
T2 LAY B D1 Ok U FLAT AR 22 HE VT e Rl R ] 2 2h 2
KA X RE BL T Z T 43 BC 5 %6 AE B0
1511 SR G i NV TR - N o S [ AL L
Fh A HEENE A S A DCOP B vk o 45 40 b fff e 3 2
[ SR, AR SCHR B 1 DCOP 83k 76 5K fift 21 &5
DCOP [a) R b A7 — & 1 Jay BR 1A » B 24 B DA K %)
SR ) 52 2% i e e 3k T FH 1 T SR

PH I 2 i 3 B A 1 1k s B sh A R
A — LM E T anytime F LR XK B L
R 8% (L JIE AT 222 1 [ 05 R 45 H ) A0 1 fie, (EL L 28 HE 1Y
AN 2 5] R Fe A A o T 2 3 AL e P 6 5 T A 2R Y
JEE LA — E MR L Z L. DCOP HE 5% & 5 ik
BB TE — 8 B B b A D3 il e J3E B 285 o) AL ) 75 5K

7 REHFARER
545 43 A1 SRR A4 ) B G B 5 99 44 )

ARG )™ 32 5G4 I P A0 o R R 114 BF 5 B 2 256
FET40 N LA 51
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(1) 3% DCOP & B i 5

B F 366 I BT TR L 1 % L 1 22 ] L1 oL
IRBE R T AE G AR 1, T R A 3h 25 AR 1. Gn gl
DAL AR Sy EL IR R, B AR 14 2138 7] fg S BEML Y AN AT
O 1 HH AR AL E R AT S S S . ot
HR R VR I ) A CRAD S P i SR At 2 B A AR
R 1 A SCA 0 13X e DCOP 8 32 7 fff U BR 55 3 74
WU 1 [R) R LA AE — 7 1 R B, AT 2l 2 29 3
Jrl i PN Z g i R 8 R [ R (E ¢
MIHEAS 1A J2  x 4 v 20 55 1 6 F 4 A S sh &
DCOP 53 [ BIF 58 38 AN 24

g DCOP FZ il LT #k ik ik L At fig %
A B 2R G0 AT R S I AR L s TR A R B R S
BC [a) s 2 P S fL P AR R s A AR Ak B
ZIEBAT 35 K 25K 1 o e 2h 25 Mk S AN AT B ) A P X
F BB 29 A Ak [n) B, 50k 1 i
PEZRAR 5 R BB 98 LU AT B8 /N 1 I [R) AR AN 1
LA E W AR SRR H AT DCOP 532 78 5K fift
XSS Ry RV 22 0] A AR B R OR E
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