880

Blefpul XtS2t A2 I H45 A

M - A=8 - AlREE

]

=EA M 11 &, H 10 = 2005, 10

7l

Iz

AL

A Fault Detection and Isolation Method for
Ammunition Transport Automation System

ol & ¢,

(Seung-Youn Lee, Kil-Sun Kang,

.

= ="
T, T T
arl

d Joon Lyou)

Abstract : This paper presents a fault diagnosis(detection and isolation) approach for the Ammunition Transport Automation
system(ATAS). Due to limited time and information available during its cyclic operation, the on-line fault detection algonthm
consists of sequential test logics referring to the nommal states, which can be considered as a kind of expert system. If a
failure were detected, the off-line isolation algorithm finds the fault location through trained ART2 neural network. By the
results of simulations and some on-line field test, it has been shown that the presented approach is effective enough and

applicable to related automation systems.
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Fig. 1. Overall structure of the ATAS.

ATAS?] Aol YA, £EA o), EAA 9 & 37}
A7 o]FoJAT} o714 P & HIEES AAske gL
A2 Ao 3= A Ao &L aes 1gHE 2

25 TEe A Ak
2. 1% 7y

(=]
g BFAZNE oo AL QAT QduHow
HTUET LS QPR BRY 5 Uk o)F

e e 2l WY 5 gl Aswge

“

S
ulE, B mg2 Fo] M3 dE] olgd T, F,
g2}yl 59| o]do] WAty o|ZFEH KHEIA Al
g noz FePstA "k o] e ule} Jept
A% & g9 ve 2% To| AHEe v E44
o] HH o]Z B3l Zr|d 1S A & 4 Q) ATAS
o] A% zhe wiEEZo 2 Q13 54 9% vlE, o}
U 5 717 54 X0l mEoly o)Ed Yo w
Qlet 2} Bob, vy WA REFe] wim, AlA 91 &
A" T gstargo] BT 4 vk

m. 23 A& % 27 241a|

1T HE YL

Y

o
u
ro

=
=

eolel 4 RF dneFE oAl WANPANE FH
st 59 ARo] 719 Ph, s ol FusE 9
2 eake olgste] wAsE exfel m7), Az 91X B
o 54 Foho} WY ARE BSK: PPoz 7
Sgom, ANl ASE $8 F B4 A 712 A
Hlis) e FEHES skt

S1] 22l 1gAF Anelze] AR FolA AR
2 agednE BEsY] A% LUgS AgsE Pye
et Reh4l A AR FEa S g Aeld] @
e A, A= @A) oldhsh e 2AS
WSl 44E BEge dow el w4E oz
o128k},

A71M e A2Fl FEHI TIE gte] fAbela, ¢



882

i) 1

.j.‘:g 2 X L .J_X]'T']i‘_lj_

Fig. 2. x% error distribution.

AElo] 9d A7 BYHoE eqY F wl A
Atk APgs g 2y A oA A e )
o] e HE4E Jtk ukebd AR o= AnEE

N0, 08 WET IHEE A%g YoM 1 79
B ASOA () o78 T ol ) A
(degree of freedom)7} 121 x% (chi-square) EEZ w}2 7
Ak

L o efD o
M k)= i:kZL+1 52 = XL @)

W BEEA g RFolw, T
gl Aol WEE A4S W] B o), o
Z%

9 2RI AADANE BARES BT B A
we Aol 4402 FATON) 489 Sl9l sl
JUESL WS ol BY-ES Al2H 1Y
BFsa AsE FEH ARG Aeldl et Agoz
Qo THAES BYAFIA B3R Folrk whebd g
AEL AT FAG 5= AL OF HATPUE B
FEH 4L AASA Refe HEL FA0) Fol
oz Agslel itk

0] eses &

Aol Bsta o i = suals
HAEES {3 Zole Wike =z A4 HOF IR Al
go] A4 uf Hugrls B EE] FHEIAE 4T
3 e
k 2(5)

Pr(l: 2y g (72 >8) = 3)
B 53 & Ak VA xh EXEEHE ZEHIY 5%
Tt YA E HABES Hhslehs WS A
4 58 Tk Seieke

HA - =8 - AARZE =2X] H 11 &, H 10 & 2005. 10

SN2t € k1

1 3
HAME QT H A
>
Z,=e —— 2
Y L
¥
=R
R
A=
;:;4-1 o
SHEOES AT Chi-square £E gt Hl1
Z3 O 2A/ L A28
M =2l A 0, A<d
|
. 2
kb)) oz 81 =2l
AlAE
F{2AEN2 = n) iF2ENS < m)then ...

else if (m = 2EM+ < n) then
else if (ZEM= = n) then

if(ms%§7N¢<m)l FEENS < m)

dEANE HE

% 3 2Eel w7 AHE daels
Fig. 3. On-line fault detection algorithm.

o 9% WAE HEAA B AT AT S glo
B2 BAH PE AN TR SRS J1EeE AU
242 Jsl TGS Aas) 443 Past ek
A% wE eohel WARE TuHFEe 19 35 gon
% el thet A olee) vk

S 1 AARIOE AlFHE ANYR 9H AER
2 olgsle] 9423 A,

=3

e (k) =Pk — P,k 4)
P, 71E AR, P, 57 HAER,
ey XA}

T 2 0 3 LA pehSe BELS Solah) 2

B517] 918 A vlelolz A% A

= e - 3 e g

e 3 ¢ H9 g AF $BS Tol] A =g
Agalel o] rke] e o8 PehAS A,

k ~ &
AR = 2T ©)



Journal of Control, Automation and Systems Enginesring Wol.

L 9% 37
EHAl 4 Ak B E Rugie vndte 9AE
L7 as #dE

{0 TORE

IR @

& ARE LT FEFEOE 4 BEEIN 45
ez

CHAl & - RduErﬂ- ARl o] &3 A =
« BRI D 3o R AEE AEE AR o w5
HEARE % L uFo R AL
IF(m <N ,<{n) THEN save DT, and

8
IF(DT,  —DT,) THEN on—line fauit ©

N oA 48] BEE 295 225

DT k AAA E2EAE

g TSR TS N, 2] Fa- e

p: DHLE FHS N, o FHi AP
o BA 2 0 ASR( V)7L AFF e s YA o)

WENY wges Bn

IF(n =N} THEN on— line fault 9

DEI ERA 7IE FAANH RlwEt e
23} 3 agoE Ptk

o &R 3
RE AITHE

IF(h—end) and { | k—MT| > 4D
THEN on— line fault (10)
F2AT 71EE,
A BEAE 2 29 Sy A
2, 2melel pEFEE GRE
pEoRleMs 2ELM Te] AEH &L °
2 a3 Y BFo] BHLA, 71911, AlAgA] 27
e Pe pEsiEth cxaele 2aeld W Az
o Aeks WA @ 4‘4?] ARPR o2} %, HF F
o opbst ARE 4L 3oh 234 E EEH RE R
45 RIS(Reaursive Least Square) 719HS ¢]4-8te] =z mia}
U]E1~§— FA%, 4 EH sErHE Hrle R 53
T YHEEFE o] &3t Ie] s RSk
ART2 /“733}1: I8 42} e AAE HEn SAE 99
o tiEle whe-E do] o2 B AT AFim A
H HeEg fAMde] gle degle] 4899 A, AFg A
HAFZ 2E FYSE AHAF)A e AR 74
Het A1 °“§vﬂ+ £95E Al JAwNe R 74
HH, I =E52 g HE5Se] J9EE AR 9F
ol gtk FHz —4 Y elo] ART2 A0 AEHE &
HEolle A4E Yot glemzE 3 A Sz B
et GEHHES A WA FHEEY YHEEE Alely
FEEA] AASich ohgel o Higle] gEEw 3 A
Fafots] fAMEE FARIY e FEaz BRIy
g FY2E AGAF]A Hok

11, MNo. 10, Cotober 2005 883

a9 sl 4% £29 0xdd 23 PR YuAEe

AASg e RAER AE) 2ge o o o)
A 4 GUNED £9 = A9 Baom))E, M
8 goaot B IATA G4 44D 99 7
Fohm, AFSERS AENE AR MAe Hes A
Fo29 YEAEAolGT o) NS GHIBG
W EHesd U NALS ASAEE e xst
W,  E#EICE

ey =3 IO
MEE IejAs 4l

B Al sz S
A= B=Ge Ot ENE =
= Z2AM
Ase
¥ T
MINMET
J
2
s /

% 4 ART2 A1F R
Fig. 4. ART2 neural net.

7, =, BR2Y

o 03 HE S8l
#WI ES O3 R

Hl'l

I'JI

QISR =25

b

ALE 2IME 01280
DE L0 2

HAHDT Bo=E
ARTZ
if (BRTIH DY) then Wt FEI e og
albs if (EZTI = Dt then D12

(] G2 )

o 5 e EEke] gAEE g E
Fig. 3. Offline fault isolation al gorithm.




e 2 olS g e] 27)3) 3
Sl 3 1 RLS7IHS o83l 24 wuz 159 mH
shepelE 4
B 4 Azol FRW wE wewEsl 4w,
MINNET(MINimum NET)e] Qo6 7 Fejusoje] A
2% ofefsl Lol Axksled, At HaQl FYeEg A

Bajal o] =g FE=saa s g2 BA
d;=IIW—XI, j=1,2,,M (11)
A7) || -] 2 D29 FH(norm)
T 5 FE=E go) ARy} olelegl 2o AARIGE

A5 WEE FARIGFAANE B8t dANE 71, 1
2 Z3pd GA6) R o]F

BANGZA | W,— X[ <p (12)
o ZF 2] EREEE AAske 2k
CHAl 6 @ A=EF- ¥ k7 TheolA W, ofu 71EA=
W,=X (13)
S 7 - FRleE go F1EA e A2A
e — X + W[ class%”

[ class 7]+ 1 (14)

71 Wi e Wi = 4k paA)l &8 oA
A% A HE, [class ]+ 2L 4o &3 9
£ 7hgroltt

EHAl 8 ¢ BE9] agody dvs BY A £

&=
S
Iv. AlEdlo|dg S8t 45

A ATASO Har2|EsE A8% § S doTAY
A% g deolHE o8t 47 =Ed &2

Hybrid Al&do]de A 7] 7FRo)A FA07]¢) AR

| o]FojRRo] FA 7|9 AME A of7]

9] oAk ALA HHl(stateflow® )T} AR Ao]7]e} RE

a8 7179 A4 Al Bd(simulinkZ 7F¥)S command

o} event ATE FUREE FEIIAYE FEHE AJEH 0]
e AFE] 9

0e AEE) A8 E 191 g ol HY 5 %

alge)] ekl A4 BT wns AR 2 Ans
29 6o ANFReN] A AzH Aol vl G
gl

Mot - Xseh - AIAESS =2X H 11 2, M 10 = 2005. 10

E o Lgoels7] A % stepnlg,

Table 1. Axis parameters for ‘Charging right gunpowder tray’.

- oy e E & @
wE B4 Kg—Cm® | 0862
24 AT Nmfrad/s | 930e”°
A% ohm 5.10
PEEE mH 10.00
=H AT E3dT NmfArms | 075
EHEEE Vi/radls | 062
HatEa () N 375
FAEAC) 2m 1.89
BAR(EEHSF ) | Kg—On® | 17.00
vl AT - 05
7 EEE ekl ks mm 4425719
A& : 40
A8 E T AT T
/ Va \\ — Va o
o \
i /// \\ E; " // \
time{sec] : - = o ime{ser:} : :
(=] = ey |
; AN i/
£ - i

’
“
3
o
ot

a9 6. AAISF Al Ee o] v o] Bl
Fig. 6. Comparison of real and simulated waveforms.

Yo 3ol WAV A9
A

o}t ATASS] 7
o g 2l
) o)

oJg] 7hA] glo] s &

G+ 2E A FAT 200Kg?] HEE
g & A% 50~60Kgdw=o] FAZE T A7)
IEekR Qls BE7F o] He= A7t BTk ©f
WAEE7] SlE B Y el ARl AgS 443

=

oo g ZAEA| EIwE ATAZ| AL AAH 2.

B WA AT 4 24 A BT A,
XNE

—

0.15] o]z 9ls) wE o) Fo] A7 FY w} e

el oIF A4 uhe] W0 E olold £E ik

ol

e

AERE A FA EAZE BT w9 S 2
B2] PIDgEe] WToE et

2.2 7|17F 0 24

ATAS9| 7|50l ago] BAsh= 9= &4 T e
M 9oz &% A Y = FF 3k ALl o)
7b AR Zgeoltk Z1gte] HepetuE fzEs
Heo) oTe Wigtew A4S gt HzFe
g T4 7o deje AFENE Sk A ¥
s} BEls g0 2 o 71A] elo g el o4
717k 574 SRl A8 HEAAY A ZlEgs 23
k= Aol sigdich BxEe ke T HkE Sl
SR A eapt HE FEo] 1deR oEd



Journal of Control, Automation and Systems Engineering Vol.

719, ST vEd| sigET:

2.3 A1|A-|_‘?'_ J_I_KI- _,E_II:—II

ATASS] 4L AAjer dEs o] o]foldt) o8 &
ey 12*75«1 A9 9% ko] geko] Ay vz
~7z, A7) Q1A8aL, o] AEE Hrol ok o)E7| 7} TR

< ST oln] oW Yo s AXe] ¢}

1‘:%_@741% HAFA A ZE A A T2 A
Zre] AAeERt ofjet Al2wle] X AQ] ngow whHE
7Fs7de] & AlA e 48 AR oS TbedtERE o] A
& ANEARLR Aot HA J4F A BliE B8 A
+e HAETTH

3. =220l I'_Jéi HAZE Al=8olM

47 7TEE dadses 1 243 2R F A1Ed
ol oA AlzEle] s doA daHES AT
B ek 01%71 | =

& :q] x}_i 74 xg
Ll B 57}* e THe grolth wed
g AHEO)7F 10013 28R gl 05%1 Bl
25.188% 433t

" 7oA HE e 94%11 s AF gkl AA
1IAE 233}7] Hdl(1221%) $419) SA1X)(10.57%)9) <
8 7ol 2714 HE EPi\’Jr

a9 gollA B el T i) 2akY FARE
230 100msecE Z338hA] ghokom® y7fo] &
HA] skt AR Y AA08mlA 8 Gs &
Hgorz FeHFe] 28 o] o8| nge] HEEs
& ok
AgHold 3
£l #| Y ol£7 dY &
=2 AH B EI EA UaT Y
% 93 o olgr] A 229 0T E AAlE: FHE U
Inkia:)e] gaol Z1&7) 59 WE Hu 2z A,

—= Pusition ek
e Pasition feadback

— Vabtily exror

EworLiniSrin) (, [

Vetocity Ereormm|
3
——m—— E

T—

Pesitionjagter]

i -

i
timesec) nnefsec]

8 &
i
;J“

— wmmy mubark

1225
TheshaldQS,198) N

JL_LJL ok
jL\ I

14 2 O 6 ] EEEEEL
nmqset] none{ses ]

Veloots[mis]
Oacision Variabln

IS TN = Fesll]
08|
10! T
T8 12.21 - 6
i §
£ / L
o & 04
0 “ mm\
N H 4 6 6 w0 1 1 ] 2 i 6 § w12 1
timelsec] tmefses]

T8 7 e o] A AlEd el At
Fig. 7. Simulation results in case of a ramp type disturbance.

11, No. 10, October 2005 885

£l | Ao ojgr AY
I HH 4 EI 5 202 59
27 93 FoF ol&7 AY 5 gyd Jlo ogd MY
2% Ay 08m AA0l 21lms 59 B2 FH 2|Hs 4o
1
Erm]
Pnsmnn feedback 5
R K B Limaamm)
: ]
8os E
2
0

T 10
imisec] imesec]

= \

2

| Velaey vt

15[ o Valocity foedbsck |1 Bl estoldps 13, 7‘1\9‘
eeshold25

B 1y __!_]__ ] il

B [ [3 5
timo[sec] time[sec]

Velocityjris]

Baolean

L Ll Lol 02
Lo M | e | i,

(] 5 10 15 2 2 5 10 15 2
tirne{sec] trie{sec]

T 8 X e efshe] A AlEd ol At
Fig. 8. Simulation results in case of a pulse type disturbance.

4 curent(A]

ton et — el enr |
adback s
— T
3 £ e
£ £
z EX
0
g 1 [ g B ) 3 E
tinsec] tanefsec]
5 —\le\nmyﬁeuvatk 2 @ Theoshol 6025 1681
! 35
% o5 L in
3o £
Z 05 ER)
Bl 5 L
48
0 5 [0 18 E.
hmm[san] imefsect
— S ] cunen Uiy
0 08
L j 5 06
Z o & 04
02
2,956
e

0 0
timelsec] time{see]

9 9. BH a1 735-o] AlEdlel A 23t
Fig. 9. Simulation results in case of a motor failure.

a8 oox WE A A HE IAXNE WA @k
o 2219 FANE 2285608 g0 HEES
2956/ 4 itk
9 AEHIAS FEAM A 2xke] EEHES FIA
AEIA X B} 279 RS HAE & &= 9es Ry
@ gense BE (9% $3) 2oPee) w4 &
Ao BTk

T
_1_

3;

HHoe e & 5



i 270 SEDY

L\/ \ ~ y\\
b PN

.05, - D05, = 0.05,

13 10 A 750l thigk 2B Sete|E A ghovlaL
Fig. 10. Estimated motor parameters for three cases.

3 2 ART2 2% 85 Ak
Table2. ART2 learning results.

Test

Gl Pattern FPr= Decision | Cluster 1 Centroid | Cluster 2 Centroid
Velue(}

L | a8, 006ty . B new 00836, 0.0647 .
0.1204, 00085 cluster 0.1294, 0.0085)

, | e, oaer2 B o190 fal = | (00836 00647 (00105, 00072,
00831, 000861 ' new 0.1294, 0.0085) 0.0531, 0.0086)
(00958, 0.0768, . _ 0.0897, 06707 (00105, 00072,

| sz oo i oo e 01287, 0.0072) 0.0531, 5.0026)

o | e0en 0um } oo ©.0872, 0.0688 5,
0.1390 00189) - i . 01322, 00114)

o | ©oiss 0oos R ooms - (0057, 0 0558
00531 00089 0.1322, 0.0114)

o | (@0, 0078 . oL s (00305, 0071
01281, 0.0053) 01314, 00108)

4, 2Tzlol IE 25 AlgH0|M

—

O—Lﬂ—oloﬂ/\-]v‘} aFe] HEE FL UdoE TEHC

91%] leﬁrc,}ua AA %}t Aez Flaigit:
EiES Ntﬂg,{g WshE 1Y 103 2om gAdale 7]

FRIAY A9l stetelE gol wigs wEe ool
At A5 oI ARL) BY B AT 24
B5sh £ Aol} AeE & & Utk oF ART2 417

ol fEddos ARgste] 73 23E % 20 HEh
Ak 71 AARIS p= 012 AA FFal Euclidean
normE AHE-3FTh

A HA dhe A dEen olF ¢
Heolmg 1 &9 ==2 dYdHn F
B 3 digeln ¢ FAYLS @Rt fong Aj®
¢ == 4890 A AR dge 7R ugew
Al 58] ==7F 1Hes FAHY JXY] gl vl
ok ol 1A, oA fA, QA WAl 4z A, 2Ea
, 71argalel di|e wsks & Alelw AgdAlst 71
B dbAE W =22 BE 1g S8AE 28 =
A== %Eﬂ%l Hol sfEgke] ozt wiHol= FAHo=w

V. A2R 288 53 %125 US
47 2E2E GuEES AA ATASH A3l 289l
S FHS A 2tk ATASE 7ke] Anlelw A4
2 u3e doA B 5 e FE9 PD AF RS
st AF PE FFHA Koe 1Fe dow w4
1
1]
)

>d
9
24_
o
io
S
0z
o
10
T

SA A 11 A, ’M 10 & 2005. 10

Jang-Yak Right Tray (Up direction 1 time) Jang-Vsk Right Tray{Up direction 1 timej

25 e Threshol
(25.188)

e Trrstiai

Decision Variable

WWWW‘W | M

1
SERT. |
"~ R \

] 00 150 E) ] o0 ] E)
Time[msec| Time(msec|

I9 11 A 284 A 23t

Fig. 11. Test results in case of a normal operation.

Jang-Yak Right Tray {Up disction 1 i) Jang-Yi Right Tray(Up direction 1 time)

a0

/f \ WMMMM

L1 '1 s
[ ~ /

s 50 o0 jt) 20 o 50 100 180 00
Time[msec] Timelmsec]

£

o o
=

Position Emofmm]
B
ecision Variatle
B

% 12 273 A AlE A

Fig. 12. Test results in case of a failure generation.

4y
FoEe= o Hd-‘zl AR H}F*_i OxM zﬂmgk(65m)
o At =3 ddwge] FER 52
golE-g ol&dly AFE(M)=10 ol 2HR FE
0.5% <1 799 FEJZEel 251882 A3 ATASS] 7}
ol tisiA] HHE AlES AAEIEe 2 =idde Aof
Ego] 9 Fo tigk 25 A g

a9 112 A 84 2HZE Vel 4% o
Zo] 7}7} QAHAIA|, HHHFE ERATE

1% 12& PID °|5 24 39

o olaiA ol AEde & F Ut

VI. 28
ERAAE VRN AFE A2 o)A Yol
el fedg AL FAC NN e A

VE e 22990 2o

4 po 9 o
ROy i
l—§ r
>,
ol
ok,
2
o
o mY
i

i wo XN >

52 o
T o

A7 =2 eSS Z45sh7] Hdl ATASSF 5dsh
B8 AAsE AEHolA ZaaAe JEsidon o
79 1 9lge doxlow dug|Fe AL A3}
%M

29 Le1el duySg A4 ATASY F-g3st9t A
o E&* ’defell tHoHH gl A F3L 3
393 ZEE] PID o5 AL 53 1ol s a4




Journal of Control, Automation and Systems Engineering Vol.

(1]

(2l

131

[4]

151

(o]

(71

J. 1. Gertler, “Survey of model-based failure detection
and isolation in complex plants,” [EEE Contr. Syst.
Mag., vol. 8, pp. 3-11, 1988.
R. 1. Patton, Fault diagnosis
Prentice Hall, pp. 22-45, 1989.
R. Isermann, “Model based fault detection and diagnosis

in dynamic systems,

methods,” Proc. Acc, pp.1605-1609, 1995.
B. Freyermuth, “Knowledge based incipient fault
diagnosis of industrial robots,” [FAC Proc, Fault

Detection, Supervision and Safety for Technical Process,
Baden-Baden, Germany, pp. 369-375, 1991.

M. A. Kramer and J. A. Lenard, “Diagnosis using back
propagation neural networks-analysis and  criticism,”
Computers  Chem. Fngng, vol. 14, no. 12, pp.
1323-1338, 1990.

R. Doraiswami and J. Jiang, “Performance monitoring in
expert control systems,”
799-811, 1989.

C. H. Pagli, Artificial Neural Networks for Inteligent

Automatica, vol. 25, no 6, pp.

o0& o

1980 12 2794, 2003 Fdoist
3L 3RAE 82005 T ek MAL &
A A HDE G =gstdya
o Alz=dl wdly, 31

\:‘
T 5
= H =
T AE 9 BR, o5 ZE

19561 39 2244, 19783 A A
A3 4. 1984d I Er)E
A A7) B AXFEEAL 19843~F
7 XH-I:HCZ]—E_ X*EE*PQH I,
wadoks AR, A4, A
A5 A %.

R

11,

(8]

%1

[10]

(1]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

No. 10, October 2005

887

Manufacturing, Chapman and Hall, 1994.

J. Banks, et al. Discrete-Fvent System Simulaion,
Prentice-Hall, pp. 12, 2001.

P. J. Tavner and J. Penman, Condition monitoring of
electrical machines, Letchworth, UK: Research Studies
Press, 1987.

R. Isermann and B. Freyermuth, “Process fault diagnosis
based on process model knowledge-Part I: Principles for
diagnosis with parameter estimation,” J. Dynamic Syst.,

Measurement, Contr., vol. 113, pp. 620-626, 1991.

R. Isermann, “Fault diagnosis of machines via parameter
estimation and knowledge processing,” Automatica, vol.
29, no. 4, pp. 815-835, 1993

L. Ljung, System identification theory for the user,

Prentice Hall, 1987.

M. T. Hagan, Newral Network Design, PWS Publishing
company, 1996.

olle, A1BA, H7IE, “ART2 AA32gS o835
A% Al=dle] desngd” Alo] - AE8) - Al=E
3t =74, A3, A3S, pp. 244-251, 1997.

37 AR, AE A olg 2d JEk 2E 3
HE A=E L Ao - AEE) - A LH T =
A, A9, A11Z, pp. 874-882, 2003.

0% of

€3
=

z2d =

19779 69 1094, 2003 Sgidt
o dE 20059 diEhl AL

E9L Al AF. A A AT
& AAF BRRoks A% A% 9

g2,



