ISSN 1004-9037, CODEN SCYCE4 http:// sjcj. nuaa. edu. cn
Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 40,No. 2,Mar. 2025, pp. 417—430 E-mail:sjcj@nuaa. edu. cn
DOI:10. 16337/j. 1004-9037. 2025. 02. 011 Tel/Fax: +86-025-84892742

HT B 43 B A0 = 771 B #8228 W 48 B9 32 18 T
mAm', # E', HERE'"

(1. 7 5 IS B R A3 15 5 5 B R 2 B L A 5t 2100235 2. 7 a7 R H R = #144 Be L i &0 210023)

W OE: AT A RATIR I R A GBI P 6 B DR K B B S B A R A AR 8 — AR A TR
EHFElse XEP M, KRBT A TS BREE N EAEML(Time series decomposmon
and attention graph neural network, TDAGNN) #9 3l T £ 4 . R A R4 3ot 5 o i A RAY 2 W &
(Dual time-series decomposition convolutional neural network, DTDCNN) A 5 Z% 49 3B 2 48 & 42 36 B
[ AR Bi42 B R A % Sk X E 2 & A M % (Multi-head interactive attention, MIA) Xd‘}%" 4 3B 4 AE A= By 2R
WBRFRATRET D, ARNCRZLBHBGFREERHESREFINBEADET RBHER
% (Self-scaling dynamic diffusion graph neural network, SDDGNN) £ 3% I 5 i 4 ¥ = Rl 4R #1412 & 49 F
BY L e B A2 M &6 RE K E P ;K3 869 TDAGNN & A T £ $ i # % PEMS04 . PEMS08 .,
METR-LA #= PEMS-BAY # X i@ uml FWP, FRERKN,REMA G P MAE RMSE 4
MAPE ¥ 34 2 g Fok 5 KT o #1428 3 14.64.23.68 F2 9.41 %0 , A o i B 2o A7 4% 35 09 30 @8 TR 4% 5 o
KRR SAB TN AT 5o B AT 2 W LR E ) AU By B 5k ) 4%

HESES: TP391;TP183 XERIR RS : A

Time-Series Decomposition and Attention Graph Neural Network Based Traffic

Forecasting
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Abstract: In order to address challenges on how to accurately capture the spatial-temporal dependency,
dynamic information and spatial heterogeneity information in traffic forecasting, we propose a time-series
decomposition and attention graph neural network (TDAGNN) based traffic forecasting. Specifically, the
model first adopts the dual time-series decomposition convolutional neural network (DTDCNN) to extract
temporal dependency from traffic data. Secondly, the multi-head interactive attention (MIA) network is
introduced to capture spatial heterogeneity and dynamicity from traffic data via the interactivity between the
original features and the local augmentation features. Thirdly, the self-scaling dynamic diffusion graph neural
network (SDDGNN) is introduced for capturing the spatial dependence and dynamicity from the traffic data.
Finally, extensive experiments are carried out for some datasets. Experimental results demonstrate that the
average MAE, RMSE and MAPE of the proposed model can be improved up to 14.64, 23.68 and 9.41%

respectively, compared to other classic algorithms, proving its high prediction accuracy.
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2238 B A R LR 4, Hod PEMS04 . PEMSO08 24 22 3 i PEMS04 307 16992 340

BARE4E METR-LA fl PEMS-BAY Jy 3¢ i 3 i $c 48 4 . 52 PEMSO08 170 17856 295
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SRV E KB B I 62 2: 2 LU 43 I SRR IR AR AN G AR L S R T 25 1 h Y A8 E K
T oK Ok 15,30 1 60 min (9 52 3 B4 , %8 A € 5 PF O 98 A5 O 7 2 46 % % 22 (Mean absolute error,
MAE) . ¥ 77 #8 % 22 (Root mean squared error, RMSE) #1334 4 %} [ 43 H 1% 25 (Mean absolute percent-
age error, MAPE) . 53 4b, 3 i K 5 5256 8 32 H A9 TDAGNN J7 35 25 B4 38 (088 90 2 B0 32 R 40
Fr s BB S B BUE LN « 23k A8 B I M i1 a=0.2, Epoch=100, Batch size=64, H 4§ i
B Y HLE B2 2 R p=1, AU RS 50=0.000 1, 8] 4R 2% > 3£ =0.001, ¥ BB 8 K=2, ik
55 RFAE B H=64.

3.2 XWERSHM

B AN ] B4 4 ﬁﬂ'J%FTIHf{iXT 15,30 1 60 min [ 52 38 T P4 BE$6 b , DA i Ak F BE S ik 1

TDAGNN 4 3tk , 5 VPO TR bR A9 SE 50 45 R B O BT 10 YR SE I O S A A5 SR Sk 2 R .

%2 TDAGNN 5 H i X9 bk 42 BY 75 A [5) 5048 £ = A9 35 38 T i 14 &6 X bk

Table2 Comparison of traffic forecasting performance of TDAGNN and other contrast models on different datasets

15 min 30 min 60 min S {E
PGS WIRES MAPE/ MAPE/ MAPE/ MAPE/
MAE RMSE y MAE RMSE y MAE RMSE y MAE RMSE y
0 0 0 0

ARIMA  21.98 35.21 16.52 25.38 39.21 21.03 26.67 40.74 22.43 24.68 38.39 19.99
SVR 22.56 35.43 14.81 27.56 42.32 18.43 37.68 55.71 27.02 29.27 44.49 20.09
LSTM  21.32 33.47 15.23 23.65 36.78 18.32 26.81 40.46 21.04 23.93 36.90 18.20
DCRNN  20.34 31.94 13.65 23.21 36.15 15.70 24.65 38.12 17.05 22.73 35.40 15.47
STSGCN 19.80 31.58 13.41 21.30 33.84 14.27 24.47 38.46 16.27 21.86 34.63 14.65
GW 18.15 29.52 12.40 19.12 30.62 13.38 19.96 32.72 14.11 19.08 30.95 13.30
ASTGCN 20.16 31.53 14.13 22.29 34.27 15.65 26.23 40.12 19.19 22.89 35.31 16.32
Informer 17.89 28.75 12.54 18.81 30.24 14.00 20.23 32.30 14.02 18.98 30.43 13.52
FEDformer 17.79 28.71 12.24 18.73 30.23 13.81 20.18 32.34 13.88 18.90 30.43 13.31
DGCRN  18.27 28.97 12.47 19.39 30.86 13.42 21.09 33.59 14.94 19.58 31.14 13.61
D2STGNN 18.43 29.42 12.89 19.63 31.19 13.79 21.64 33.87 15.30 19.90 31.49 13.99
TDAGNN 17.76 28.61 12.25 18.69 30.12 13.21 19.48 31.32 13.73 18.64 30.02 13.06
ARIMA 19.56 29.78 12.45 22.35 33.43 14.43 26.27 38.86 17.38 22.73 34.02 14.75
SVR 17.97 27.96 11.25 22.63 34.32 13.79 32.18 47.23 21.09 24.26 36.50 15.38
LSTM  17.58 26.78 12.36 21.52 32.27 16.32 30.86 43.76 24.27 23.32 34.27 17.65
DCRNN 16.62 25.48 10.04 17.88 27.63 11.38 22.51 34.21 14.17 19.00 29.11 11.86
STSGCN 16.65 25.40 10.90 17.82 27.31 11.60 19.77 29.30 12.80 18.08 27.34 11.77
GW 14.22 22,96  9.45 1594 24.72 9.77 17.27 26.77 11.26 15.81 24.82 10.16
ASTGCN 16.45 25.18 11.13 18.76 28.57 12.33 22.53 33.69 15.34 19.25 29.15 12.93
Informer 14.51 22.46 9.44 15.34 24.01 9.98 16.59 26.38 10.73 15.48 24.28 10.05
FEDformer 14.43 22.39 9.22 15.20 23.86 9.70 16.40 26.16 10.37 15.34 24.14 9.76
DGCRN 13.89 22.07 9.19 14.92 23.99 9.85 16.73 26.88 10.84 15.18 24.31  9.96
D2STGNN 14.29 22.43 990 1542 2440 10.61 17.37 27.33 11.81 15.69 24.72 10.77
TDAGNN 13.78 22.01 8.75 14.48 23.44 945 15.66 25.61 10.02 14.64 23.68 9.41

PEMS04

PEMSO08
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15 min 30 min 60 min S {E
PigiE S WIRES MAPE/ MAPE/ MAPE/ MAPE/
MAE RMSE y MAE RMSE % MAE RMSE y MAE RMSE y
0 0 0 0

ARIMA 3.99 821 9.60 5.15 1045 12.70 6.90 13.23 17.40 5.35 10.63 13.23

SVR 3.39 845 9.30  5.05 10.87 12.10 6.72 13.76 16.70 5.05 11.03 12.70

LSTM 344 6.30 9.60 3.77 7.23 10.90 4.37 8.69 13.20 3.86 7.41 11.23

DCRNN 2.77 538 730 315 6.45 880 3.60 7.60 10.50 3.17 6.48 8.87
STSGCN 331 7.62 8.06 413 9.77 10.29 5.06 11.66 1291 4.17 9.68 10.42

METR- GW 2.69 5.15 690 3.07 6.22 837 3.53 7.37 10.01 3.10 6.25 8.43
LA ASTGCN 4.86 9.27 9.21 5.43 10.61 10.13 6.51 12.52 11.64 5.60 10.80 10.33
Informer  2.73 5.24 7.16 3.14 6.32 854 3.63 7.44 10.14 3.17 6.33 8.61
FEDformer 2.72 5.23 7.07 3.12 6.23 849 3.61 7.43 1005 3.15 6.30 8.54
DGCRN 2.69 5.08 6.71 299 6.09 811 344 7.35 978 3.04 6.17 8.20
D2STGNN 2.70 5.10 6.73 3.02 6.07 814 346 7.21 983 3.06 6.13 8.23
TDAGNN 2.63 5.02 6.64 298 597 8.01 343 7.10 9.67 3.01 6.03 811

ARIMA 1.62 3.30 3.50 2.33 476 540 338 6.50 830 244 4385 573

SVR 1.85 3.59 3.80 248 518 550 3.28 7.08 8.00 254 528 5.77

LSTM 2.05 419 480 2.20 4.55 520 2.37 496 570 221 457 5123

DCRNN 1.38 295 2.90 1.74 397 390 2.07 474 490 1.73 3.89 3.90
STSGCN 1.44 3.01 3.04 1.83 4.18 417 2.26 521 540 1.84 4.13 4.20

PEMS- GW 1.30 2.74 273 1.63 3.70 3.67 1.95 4.52 463 163 3.65 3.68
BAY ASTGCN 1.52 3.13 3.22 2.01 4.27 448 2.61 542 6.00 2.05 4.27 457
Informer 1.32 278 2.77 1.65 3.75 3.73 1.97 456 4.67 164 3.70 3.72
FEDformer 1.31 2.77 2.76 1.64 3.72 3.71 1.95 449 4.65 1.63 3.66 3.71
DGCRN 1.30 2.69 2.68 1.59 3.63 3.55 1.89 4.42 443 1.59 3.58  3.55
D2STGNN 1.31 2.76  2.75 1.62 3.68 3.68 1.90 4.39 4.50 1.61 3.61 3.64
TDAGNN 1.29 2.68 2.67 1.56 3.49 342 1.86 4.30 4.40 1.57 3.49 3.50

MR 200 F i, 5 1 B9 TDAGNN X 42 38 it it 4540 42 PEM S04 Al PEMS08 7E 22 3 Yt & J7 I8 4 Tt il
AR Ll HL At 28 B4 X AR R G & X PEMS04 28 3 3t 1 19 60 min 71 , TDAGNN # 5 f§ MAE .RMSE
FIMAPE 43518 19.48 .31.32 F1 13.73 % , bt HAth X Ho AR 7Y 450 K 20 0 2 185 18.2.24.39 A1 13.29% , Fe /N4
B 0.48.,0.98 F10.15% . [A I}, &1 %} PEMSO04 22 38 ¥ 5 (1 37 2 U0 3F 4 35 F5 , TDAGNN # #l fiy
MAE .RMSE #1 MAPE 43 %] )y 18.64 .30.02 1 13.06 % , bt il %oF 1o A5 8 5 Kk 43 1) 442 785 10.63 . 14.47 A0
7.03% /N4y RS 0.26.0.41 F10.24 % . %% PEMS08 28 3 i 1 A0 #4819 60 min #i I , TDAGNN #
) MAE . RMSE FI MAPE 435Il /7 15.66 .25.61 F1 10.02 % , F H Al %o b 80 5 k43 148 /5 16.52.21.62
1 14.25% , foe /43 il 4 785 0.74.0.55 F10.35% o [Al B, & X PEMS08 38 3l It 2t 11 - 35 0 0 9F 4 45 %
TDAGNN ) MAE . RMSE #l MAPE 43 51l 2 14.64 . 23.68 F1 9.41% , [t Al % 1o 45 0 55 K 4 1) 42 &
9.62.12.82F118.24 % , fe /N3 Sl # 155 0.54 .0.46 F10.35% o

YA X A2 3 R AR 2 METR-LA #l PEMS-BAY 16 22 38 ¥ Ji J7 i /9 70 , 42 9 TDAGNN
A, Ll At 28 B % e AR I GL £F % 60 min B9 METR-LA 3238 3 i 59 #l , TDAGNN ) MAE .RMSE
HMAPE 439024 3.43.7.10 1 9.67 %, Lt FAth %) FLASE 28 B K43 S5 45 55 3.47 .6.66 F1 7.73 %4, /N4y il 42
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0.01.0.11F10.11% o [FIBF, £ XF METR-LA 3¢ 38 # & %48 42 , TDAGNN (19 °F- 3 il MAE .RMSE #il
MAPE 435125 3.01.6.03 1 8.11 % , b Al Xof b A% 8 fi K43 51142 55 2.59 .5 1 5.12% , fie /43 5l #2155 0.03
0.10 F1 0.09 % ; £ %} 60 min i PEMS-BAY 22 3 # B () 7l , TDAGNN £ 5 1§ MAE \RMSE #1 MAPE
535 R 1.86 .4.30 F1 4.40 %6 , b Ho A Xof A€ Y fe K43 il 4 5 1.52.2.78 F1 3.9 %% , /N4 il #2785 0.03,0.09
F10.03% o [RIEE, &F X PEMS-BAY 58 i 1 B 5504 42 1) °F- 35 300 37 4 46 #5 , TDAGNN () MAE .RMSE
A MAPE 4351k 1.57 .3.49 F1 3.5% , bb H At X G AR AL B3 43 542 85 0.97 . 1.79 1 2.27 90, 5o /N4y i 42 v
0.02.0.09 #10.05% »

25 PR, S ey B A e L 3R B9 TDAGNN S A2 18 I 0 A2 i 5 32 44 B AT J5e s A 3900 1 i
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(a) The visual result of traffic forecasting for node 50 (b) The visual result of traffic forecasting for node 50
of PEMS04 via TDAGNN of PEMS04 via GW
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(c) The visual result of traffic forecasting for node 50 (d) The visual result of traffic forecasting for node 30
of PEMS04 via D2STGNN of PEMS08 via TDAGNN
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(e) The visual result of traffic forecasting for node 30 (f) The visual result of traffic forecasting for node 30
of PEMS08 via GW of PEMS08 via D2STGNN
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Fig.5 Comparison of visualiziation results of three traffic prediction models for different nodes in two different traffic

datasets
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A & 5Ca~c) TT & 32 1 A9 TDAGNN AR G T b JH At 79 b R 20 g 80 20 | 4R, D 2 B v A 41
6 55 8 HEHE ke 19 38 43 o Bl A, AL 5 Ca~c) v B 22 M TR REHE 9 3 e vl B L 5 GW A
D2STGNN F 85 5 B AH e, TDAGNN B R R 1) 9 5% #h 26 00 22 85 fe /o 53 A6, NIEL 5(d~1) v fie 22
B R HEAE H ()35 20 AT &, 5 GW AT D2STGNN YRR AR e, TDAGNN AR R XTI (1) 9 4% il 28 3 A
AL M GW A D2STGNN P /> 22 1 19 0455 760 1) 350 0 BH 88 0

g5 LTI  WARSE F BE F — 25 563 1 A SCHE H 9 TDAGNN 58 38 i 0 455 7 14 4 51 o
3.3 HRLXIE

R UEHE A TDAGNN A A BB A AT 2001k, Wk 3 FTR , LA PEMSO04 . PEMS08 %045 45 /Y 52 18 i
T AR A 6], DA 9 A T T X EE A R N S, LR AR AR

TDANGNN: 245 TDAGNN 1 SDDGNN £ DL iE SDDGNN K B i1 4 %k o

TDAGCN 2R ] GCN ##: SDDGNN FEHL 1 () DGNN A B, DLEGIE DGNN A H 945 55t .

TDACGCN: 2k il Chebyshev P # 25 [ 2% 5 e SDDGNN £ e f1 i DGNN B, DL 56 UE DGNN #5
P A 2k .

TDAGNN _NDA : 245 SDDGNN A5 5 v (1) 21y 45 48 H2 50 B AR B, LI UE 8l 24 405 52 48 B 1) A 20 o

TDAGNN _NS: A# SDDGNN B H i [ 455 2 fE , LA E F 46 5 2 RE 19 A 2880k

TDAGNN _NMAT: 245 TDAGNN R 1 1) MIA A58, DU UE MIA A5 43 250 .

TDAGNN _OMAT R R IR 19 £ 3k H i & WL #: TDAGNN 1) MIA B3, DLk — 25 50 F
MIA 5 194 500

TDAGNN _NIMAT : ¥ TDAGNN (1) MIA &8 2k F 4E 22 B ALY 3 13 2 3 U, DLSS iE MIA
B () A R

TCNAGNN : A BEAT I P40, 3% A T CON X 28 3 B3 78 1 [ 4 F pE A7 40 38, LI5S DTDCNN
WA 5 o

MK 3HFEH, Y TDAGNN # A1 i 2 45 SDDGNN B, 41 %F PEM S04 %% 3 4 #0119 MAE .RMSE
FIMAPE 2r 9 F R 1 9.21.12.37 1 7.72% , &1 %F PEMSO08 % 4t 4 il il B MAE .RMSE #l MAPE 43 I F
e T 4.13.4.49 M1 2.76 % , FE 2 N N I A 38 4 2 A S8 6 5 | 40 150 D) R A 101 il 28 I 2% 1) SD-
DGNN f 32 £3 A58 70 AS R 6% A 50 Hb 42 B s E) A0 £ 8. 28 181 30 2545 B DA SRS RE AT 40503l i 1 28 I 2% o
AEAE U F2 05 1y 18] B35 24 45 51 5% F GCN Il Chebyshev [ 4 28 [ 2% 25 4 SDDGNN #E e i () DGNN 4 B
i, & % PEM S04 048 42 # (19 MAE .\RMSE 1 MAPE 73 5 F % 7 8.25.10.75#17.14% LA % 7.13.9.47
1 5.33% , &F XF PEMS08 %k 2 42 5l i MAE . RMSE Hil MAPE 4> % T F& T 3.69.4.24 f1 2.13% LA K
3.42.3.87 1 2.44% , FE K GCN HI Chebyshev [ #1285 [ 24 A G [7] I % 18 A5 8 78 ST 5 18] B9 /i IS
] 1 3, S BB 4 2 2] BE 7 FEAK 5 25 M SDDGNN Hh 25 451 5 25 410 22 4 BB B i &1 % PEM S04 505 46
T ) MAE . RMSE il MAPE 43 5 F B T 5.96.8.09 F1 3.56 % , 41 %F PEMS08 % #i& 45 i I () MAE |
RMSE F1 MAPE 43 5| T B T 2.36.2.35 1 1.38 %, 2 2L J2 PR o4y Bl 2 290 285 40 22 4 B 11 S 43, M AR BB A8 of
i 42 4 58 38 50 v i) 2l A S, DT 8 A F - RE FEAIG ;24 A SDDGNN 24t [ 48 i T BB, 1 XoF
PEMSO04 %45 4 Wil 19 MAE .RMSE #il MAPE 435 T K& T 0.80.,0.92 1 0.32% , £ % PEMS08 % ¥ 45
UM A MAE . RMSE HI MAPE 43 5 F & 7 1.14.1.05 F10.89 % , = B2 Al [ 45 5% ) e ik % A3 R0 4
Pl b 22 I 44 v A7 A 1 RUBE 25 2 ) R, AT 398 i 4S80 ) {5 B R AR B 0 5 X4 AR 1 1) TDAGNN A2 rpr s i
MIA 5 DL K R FH I B 10 22 3k T 8 AL 4 TDAGNN i MIA 5 i, 41 %) PEM S04 %5 4 45 7
W MAE .RMSE #l MAPE 43 %] FF& T 3.42.3.44 F12.23% L b 1.47 .1.74 F10.9% , 4t % PEMS08 %%
P S T ) MAE \RMSE I MAPE 435 FF& 1 3.4.3.49F13.01% LA &% 1.13.1.48 F11.70% , EE K K
MIA 55 BB 85 M5 UG 7 AF 1T g 308 8 56k A58 1E R A4 A 32 58 B AR IBCESCH () 1) 12 3 0 2 00, DT 8 3 422 4 28 il
B i Bh A R4 SR S PR AR R, 0 e A AR (04 A R 5 2R ) TDAGNN H () MIA BB
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%3 PEMS0471 PEMSO08 £ #5 &£ 194 M St ib
Table 3 Ablation studies for PEM S04 and PEMS08 datasets

15 min 30 min 60 min
PGS Tk MAPE/ MAPE/ MAPE/
MAE RMSE MAE RMSE MAE RMSE
% % %
TDAGNN 17.76  28.61 12.35 18.69 30.12 13.21 19.48 31.32 13.73
TDANGNN 19.61 31.33 13.76 23.62  36.00 16.17 28.69 43.69 21.45
TDAGCN 19.52  30.76 13.15  23.01 35.69 15.95 27.73  42.07 20.87
TDACGCN 19.24  30.40 13.16 21.46 33.53 14.90 26.61 40.78 19.06

TDAGNN _NDA  18.48 28.97 12.70  20.60  32.40 13.96 2544 39.41 17.29
TDAGNN_NS 17.77  28.62 12.37 19.52 31.21 13.51  20.28 32.24 14.05
TDAGNN_NMAT 19.36 31.06 14.39  21.54 33.89 14.93 2290 34.76 15.96
TDAGNN_OMAT 18.15 29.08 13.04 19.97 31.76 13.98  20.95 33.06 14.63
TDAGNN _NIMAT 18.22 29.15 12.69 19.68 31.38 13.79  20.80 32.85 14.94

PEMSO04

TCNAGNN 18.51 29.31 13.76  20.57 32.42 14.96  21.06 33.17 15.14
TDAGNN 13.78 22.01 8.75 14.48  23.44 9.45 15.66  25.61 10.02
TDANGNN 15.25  24.20 9.95 17.15  26.68 11.03  19.79  30.10 12.78
TDAGCN 14.96  23.34 9.40 16.79  26.16 10.35  19.35 29.85 12.15
TDACGCN 14.74  23.06 9.33 16.28  25.58 10.39  19.08 29.48 12.46

TDAGNN_NDA 1445 22.61 9.31 15.88  24.90 10.04  18.02 27.96 11.4
TDAGNN_NS 13.88  21.92 8.94 14.99  23.89 9.85 16.80  26.66 10.91
TDAGNN_NMAT 14.81 23.02 10.45 16.33 25.34 11.54 19.06  29.10 13.03
TDAGNN_OMAT 1391 22.02 9.68 15.11  24.27 10.18  16.79  27.09 11.72
TDAGNN _NIMAT 14.11 22.26 9.12 15.47  24.62 9.62 16.92  27.44 11.07
TCNAGNN 14.58  22.65 11.47 1576  24.76 11.31  18.03 27.99 12.06

PEMSO08

AR AE U T 2 I AL B X PEM S04 £ 4 5 #0 #9 MAE .RMSE Al MAPE 435I N R T 1.32.
1.53 F11.21% , £ X%F PEMSO08 % 4 4 il il /) MAE .RMSE #1 MAPE 43 %] F [ 7 1.26 .1.83 1 1.05% , i%
HH N 22 ff1 B 2 ) [ 1 8 0 R BRE 08 14 0 10 5 T WL 0 1 B B R L A LR IR AT I o, BB R
TCN X 32 38 K4l 78 I 16 4 b k47 40 B0, 41 % PEM S04 % 48 4 #i i i) MAE .RMSE F1 MAPE 43 %] T F%
T 1.58.1.85 M1 1.41%, £ X PEMSO08 %4 #f& 48 ¥l U i) MAE \RMSE #l MAPE %3 % T B T 2.37.2.38 Fl
2.04 %0 , Ui B 52 A 0% S 18] 43 it oAy 22 A i [ A Bk Ak L1 B 3 4 ik AL A — A 4550190 5 3 990 0 Acb

BLH .
2 bR WA SR B T TDAGNN £/ B (19 45 25 1
4 ZERIE

B X ] oty DA S K AR T A I S RO R L B A A B A S A R B R 4R T —
T IRF R o3 i R R T P el 2 IR % ) S T A T R R SR U S i s B 28 I 2% 58 O 4%
31, 52 30 500 B A TR A S, SR HH 22 Sk 52 0T 0 0 W 405 A 4 T sl A B I o 2 IR 45 T 0 472 4 52 i AR
R U R R = SN RO S N 2 il SN T & i a8 R B 2 S - )
TDAGNN XA 7] 25 5 52 38 K4 19 B8R & el o AH R A SO i) TARAT SR A i — 20 s i T
BOR R T AR R B S X 22 3k 52 0T 56 0 190 2% A B v <l T 0 44 A A9 [R) Ikt 5 7 A v A 0 5
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