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The Interpretability of Rule-based Modeling Approach and Its Development

ZHOU Zhi-Jie' CAO You' HU Chang-Hua' TANG Shuai-Wen' ZHANG Chun-Chao' WANG Jie'

Abstract The model interpretability refers to the ability to express the real system behavior in an understandable
way. With the increasing of reliability requirements in engineering practice, establishing a reliable and interpretable
model to enhance human understanding of real systems has become one of the main objectives. Rule-based model-
ing approach can describe the system mechanism more intuitively. It can not only effectively integrate quantitative
information and qualitative knowledge, but can also deal with uncertain information flexibly. This paper combs re-
searches on the interpretability of rule-based modeling approach around the knowledge base, inference engine and
model optimization, and finally makes a brief review and prospect.
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REPE T RS A M =

BRI A] R v LA AR 1) HH W iR
P (Post-hoc A fREME), & 7RI BT DR 510
T 7V B R R R P ) A RS 2R T 5 A ] f e
59 0B R AT ffRE, ART BAR I J7 SR L AL
HlteL lhn, FEHLARM (Random forest, RF)™M, $&F}
# (Boosting tree, BT)!" DNN? ™10 LAl T2
ok, g5 E %, TAENURLE AR, J8 T —20]
FEREVE G ALY XX SR BIF ST N G4 H A
FE RO 200 AR Y 2 AR P B AR UK
P AT 2200 AR g 8 )L S0 AR T A N A —
RYNITVERS B NATTI AR B 5y 50 R AR AL A P 35 1)
SARNLEPS. 2) HET A R REE (Ante-hoc W] fifRE
PR, TRBIAUA G N B 1A iR, BTG RE R EUAA
1) B o] B AR AR 1) TAE ML, R BN T 5L
I Ante-hoc W] RN, I W IERLEE ., 5 T
fife ) 1 A AR A1 8 42k 1] U 90 D 2 DL B B0l
DRFER I, TR AT AL 02 5 S T 2R MY, w]
DL o A5 YR E AR AR AE 2 18] B AH DR 06 R, it
TR R 2V S FEAR T REE, A H I AR
R PR Sk R 6T AN 2R DU S A R e 4
TR 3 P AL 37 Y AT R T SR R A A —
26 AL BB U B AR il B o — 2 = 7
AR, TR Rl ] 8 ) 1) 4 B ok R B2, {E 2 AN
TR ) AR L5, 7E PR AR AR AR SR A
Z AN YRGB B SR DR T v, AT AR R A
B 2 FRARRET. FH T R0 0) 8 S 0 b 47 R o
ZROHLEE, DA S T80 ) @ A5 7 7% (Rule-based
modeling approach, RBM) 7E# i Jz W FH 15 2] T
SRz B AT 5 O,

N T RS 775 32 SRR G I8 32 ok
IR FEIN R AT N, BEIIRER R RS 5 ANY
H: 1) T BB HRE R, 2) 18 UM%, 3) BT
MEZL B HIR R IR 4) P A AR R IR, P2 AR R
Fon i P RIET £ EE = K Post 12 H 9 ket
HART (Post machine), ‘& #fiid (12 A 28 L4 ] by
ehR) — b [ e R AR oG &R, BV LK <R Rl -4
R RS DA “RTRR AR YL A
HERFIR A Z MmT DLE A AT 2, il an 2 42
B A= A R . FEIA P TR S TR Y
B TTVET ) RN HR B e A L AR
RN AN “IF-THEN” JE30, M Newell A1 Si-
mon 5 R ML TR ) =R SR G R, CagHT
A T B XK R G N LA BRI B 52 1)
FR R IR TR 2L e W) 7 A O i e 1S

BRAENEMK AR RES). 1965 4, Zadeh 1
Information and Control 22 E KK “Fuzzy sets”,
SEH T — MR BRI A & AR B i Bk R G
OB . Bz I iR AR RO U, 40 Mam-
dani-Larsen (ML) BT %1 & Takagi-Sugeno
(T'S) ZU AR O 407411 35 3ok 3 SR B AR oy 8 h R
GeAT AR IR T N 5 T AR RA R, B
BN E NI U0 7R 2 Sk, T
ORI RO U ) A2 7 32 RE e A R00M) D i A EAT 2 1
SR A BRSO AN 1 S 1. (H R ESEPR TRE R G,
BORIA 2 P (Fuzzy uncertainty) A 5E & (In-
completeness). #EZ A€ P (Probabilistic uncer-
tainty) S5 &AM E M2 ILAF, X E 2 TR
BRI R M RE ) I, Yang 46T 2006 4F
1E Dempster-Shafer {EHE PRS0 P o FRIS1S, A
(B 7l I Wt S vl <1~ i M ol
FEHEZE ST AL GE = A U, 3R HY 1 6 TR 4l B
SR ) ELAS U PEHERE 772 (Belief rule-base infer-
ence methodology using the evidential reasoning
approach, RIMER)!"** *. RIMER 77 % fI#% 02 —
R BEMNE (Belief rule base, BRB), ‘B £&%&4t
BRI ZE (Fuzzy rule base, FRB) f— itk A
PSR APSINAE AT )| AU 1 g
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PN B TR, B ] A S R R R I SRAT T AR
P, Gn ] DR AIE R B AR 033 B AT R, an el fE ALk
I FE A R AT AR . RBM (1) 0] fif e 32 B R
TV, BFESEI SR I E H L BORIEE TR
S0 Zhou S 45 G AT IR 7 SR S AR
FL Z TR FRBH AT R 1 20 AR AT R 1
(Low-level interpretability) 2% o i B4 (High-
level interpretability)!. SAT, Bf 6 B L 3% $6
JENEAFRN, m KK AT i B LA BRB R4t
F R AR A T T A7 AE — 5 W R PR AR 30 3
RBM MR AT REIR, AR R HEFAL AL
A58 A 5 53 B e 5 U SR v O T T AR A 1)
F, FAE LIRS B HORSR R R HEAT T IR, B1E
N RBM WK S R4 — @ S BRI A
SCHREARHESE I 1 P,
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Fig.1 The overall framework of the paper

R=(X,A D,F) (1)

H, X={Xpi=1,--- T} REMENES, BE
MEE T NEIRES A = {A1, Ay, -+, Ar} 3R
B (B i), Ay ={Aij;5=1,--,Ji=|A]} &
N X S EE (BE) ARES, XEss
B AT DA E M R AT U E I { X — A, X —
Ag, oo Xor — Ay} B XT — RANPIATHRZEAF, &
AR T BT 70 in) L) R AR S, Wi iZ 4R <57
WEZH B & D={D;;j=1,--- N} R
M2 RARMES, B D; UERR—AZigsk—
MNEME;, FRAA— DR, BT TR RS
S D 2R AR.

FEA UL B 1934 3R DK, R g =2
FEl e AN 7 11 R B A e 1L A% i i e A SR
W — R FH % 5 AR R . (E BEE AATTX
THE RGN I W INER, Bk 2 T AN N Ak
AN 2 MRS BRI RE 70 B S B A AT AR S A
WS A EE R . T, &g A4 U0
TR R R A ASOR R0 R A R 001 AR A
ANt YEAE B AL EERE 7] A FEXT RBM (1)K e b AT/
2. RIS AR R 0T e SRS I DL H7 ) % 5 — 2K
TR R R AR R AT A 28, DA B 3 B
S TH PR RBM KK JE.

11 BEFEGAEXANEEERGE

P = A T 8 7T LA pdn
IF X THEN Y (2a)

Horr, X Dy N RT3 (R, & — M
SEH I AR5 M R, RN AZ A B B SR Y
Fon—HlE W (Ja). 7 AN ) SO W SR A
$E X e, MATREI45R Y .
TN BA— 2R R AR W A TR E R e 1
XA 4 7 A R BEAT R
IF K A WM THEN 9% N B8 (2b)

Hrp R A RBE A ZIC R IZ AR
THAE R Ja k26 AF, A NEHERST, RonigE

5 LTS A L, AR
RS AR BB T L
P N B 56 M B, A A2
HERR A LA B0 {112 LI A 1 5 1
B CREE WA R, R AR R
PRI B R

1.2 EF FRB HWEERSX

BT FRB W@BTER 43 9wkl RIRS 5
R AR T (Precise fuzzy modeling, PFM) flif
SRR B 7 % (Linguistic fuzzy modeling,
LFM). TS ZUEOHHL 5 ML B8 0] 2 44 A%
FRB WA AR, Horh ) B3 TS A0 2 1)
BT IR PEM FIRETTEL —, HEEA R
PAFEA BIFFE LB AL R 7 iR A BRI AR
A E— A PE RS . T
ML BRI AR 72 LEM AR ik —,
FEH R HA R REIE I B, 7
FERU ep ) AR A S A4S D s SORTE ) 5
A B MO AR oKk e SO ks . [ 3, 5 PFM AH
Lo, TEAEERNLAIE B S MG b, LEM 5 5 [ TR
TIEHEFE TR 1 325 1 A0 T 25 SR AT Ak

TS BUFRIN e 26 ke S5 AR AT ik R 0 041
Ryt IF Xqis AY A Xois A5 A+ A Xy is Af,

THEN Y*(X) = cf + X1+ + cf, Xr,
k=1,---,L (3)

Hr L NS, A NERR, XongE <57,
GG Sbr R, WREREAF T LRI NP e
IV AP ROREE M NN S EH,
— O — A YR E Y H A BRI E; YR
RS R, ok N A RN SE. TS BB L
A7 S R ECVE SRR R ()i o & SR e R
LM ARG R RN — RINEIERR, HHAK
U EST YERE. TS BUADRA K D) 7 45 1] 44515 2
T R R P,

5 TS B AL, ML B4R ) 5 44 2 A 5
TR 87 ¥ LW ) 2R 08 5 20, ML 2R 0] 26 28 & 2% KD
il:ﬁi;'sy\j[l. 39]:
Ryt IF Xy is AV A Xois A5 Ao A Xy is AF

THEN D* n=1,--- N k=1,---,L (4)

Horr, DR NFRE U S 45 AL, 1 S A ) 0] R
WEEESHE, HHOEERH.

m= (3) 5 (4) ATLAE H, ML B4RUF1 TS A
FIN) B A R[5 14 45 R F1AS [R5 A58 4. ML
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AR SEPr R GE. TS BN 2 — A2 477 5 pR KL,
PRS0 5 SE PR R 4. A2 5L ML ?”%JL)”'JHT
HORBAE TR 2 1S BRIRFE Oy i SURIE
JR T S AR AR £, R SL TS AU MU, ﬁ?%
SEEAE T 53 ) R 00T S B R GEHEAT UL 5
BlsE R G, AR 2 RN E L. 2501k,
CHTRER TR R 0.87. “FRY —ii R Fke
RO 08, w7 A BRI EPE. “0.87 R IRATE
A5 B E B, AR A E V. ML RSO
YUV At 1 T A0 AL BRSO AN A R 1K, L A DA
UF AL B AFAE OB AN E R L EAEAE 2L
— PR SN E VR R ER AR VA A e
B B GRS W BEAT — AAL 3 .

ET BRB HIEIE %

BRB #H H— R Y EAG R R, e k4%
FI) 3k Ayl 91,
Ry - IF X1 is AY A Xy is A5 A

1.3

A Xy is A

Zﬂnk < 1

n=1
,L) and
7Tk)

THEN {(D1, f1x),- -+, (Dn, Bnk)}

with rule weight 0, (k=1,---

attribute weights 6; (i =1, --

HpAb (i =1, Ty) RoRH b KN 556 AHT
RIBEX; (i =1,--- ,Ty) WS HAE; T, Rk 5%
PN TS R I B, A R RR <575 0,
TR ke 2R T At R D0 F B L2 RO
WIALE; 6 (i=1,2,-
X (i=1,--,Ty) FER T oAl 1% i BB B Bk
JBYERE; 0<Buw <1, (n=1,2,--- ,N) BRFEk
SEFN pos 158 n ANEEIR D, BISCHEE, WRRXT D,
M EAS T, Ik BAS N A 58 BRI T LR J5
PR P IR B BAS A RATAETC AN, R R AFAEAR
SEAFHIER TR AR D, MBREE. U YN,
Biw = 1IN, 55 k SRS i 1) B4R 70 Al ANEAE
RITBCHIELS L, FIINJVEE ka2 52 31, &
W, 56 ke SRR AN TE R

TEJE S5, Chang S5 ik B 15 JUU A9 15
WHHT TR, /1 7EET <5 R BN
JRH L BSOS A BT, R RE— R T A
BT BRI A B 5C R P, Lin 5008 B
BB N H AR 5L 0 A RE BT o R R A e, T
Xt BEMM BT EET T ke, 2 T R ELE
FU R (Extended BRB model )P,

(5)

,Ty) R 550 A Al 52 e 1k

H bR a0 AN

7 A A it iR N SRR TR A B
FIVE, Bilhn, B ER o B IRZAS H B Ry v it i

R 2R P 2 R A S R TR AR
O3 A P g 3R 2 A A R 45 R T 7 A
AR IR . DA T A, V7 22 AR5 i 1
IR TT IR AT DU AR M e A Dy 7 A= 3R 51 2
PRI (PR SR B AR ) A0 DL J7 I 44 48 BT
XL T7 it n] DA ERR IR 0 7 A 5 U
V. DA DA R LR DL S k0 2 D9 1, xS
PRSI R e A 50 R AT /4.

1) e 5 7 A SR ) e £

OB e — M R RIS i 75 1%, EIE RS
bR (45 R ) S H A AR ) B i DR A D TSR A AR
FAF, R IZ ] R A A 5 A ) R R R R
FRIARS T S5 4 A A TR D R 5 5 SR 2 TR R AR K &R T
DA, it i iR o 7 A0S P AR SO B
PR RT3 A BT IR O AR AN,

P 2 B 1 SR mh i DL I AN SR A F
F 5 7 A ORI A Xk LA Al % 2 D R AR
“HIT R ZADFEARF RN RAENTFEE S =
KA, PN A A2 B2 B, <5
k(v 2t pase saws WIS

IF (X7 is Fault) A -+ A (X7 is Fault),

THEN {(DNormat;0) , (Draut, 1)}

7] 7]
a A
OJORONOJONO

(a) “57 17 “alr H

K2 Wby
Fig.2  Fault tree

B, R e “sl] R 2 AN FEA A

i, B —NFRE, TSR R A, X577

AR <TF B AR 2 B, “ERITTY R
LA e W W UPSR

IF (X3 is Fault) v

THEN {(DNormal; 0) 5 (DFaulta 1)}

2) DU 28 557 A SR 44

DU 37 ) 2% 2 — A3 T ) TE PR R R SR A i

PR G R MR AR, 3@, — R A DU

14

(6a)

V (X1 is Fault),
(6b)
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25 Al A N A TS0 & 3 BT i UL 4 190 4%
Bt BEAS DU 2% Fr BOB & — A 7739 )R T4

DU 90 220 501 15 15 5 2 AL R AT B AR A A
HEBRZE 18, JF I8 I MR R AT /5 749 Rl 18]

K3 DU A B

Bayesian network fragment

Fig.3

FEAN I 3 B o i DU 3 )9 25y B, AL
WEX TREAEENRE A, = {4, A, )
(i=1,---,T,j=1,---,J), THAD I fEH £
ANRE Dy, -+, Dy . B, 2 DU 3T 2% 1 B AT
Hogan B AR (BAERU):

IF X{is Ay A---ANXpis Ar,
THEN {(D1, 1), ,(Dn,Bn)}
with rule weight 6 and

attribute weights §; (i =1,---,T)

(7)
Hor By, By AR T T RIS R EAGE,
0 16 73 53 22735 B ASL B A e 1 AN B X S 2 4
AT DL I 73 A AR R AN R B0 R 2 .

2  RBM BT #RFE M

AR 2 RBM [ &G RRAED ) IA B 5T
F BN =ANT7 A H IR AR E (Know-
ledge base). ffE#EHL (Reasoning engine) FIAL ALt
1 (Model optimization). 4k, —ESCERH 1% 7
I Post-hoc AIEREMEREAT T T, AT R EAR
w4 Bk,

MR EE

7E RBM H, FIREE B — RGN 2 B T i
R ) SRR B 7 T L R O R A P10 S, SE A AT
— SN DA K B B SRR RS .
2.1.1  EMTEREEATIE X

1) 8 AT X 43

VB SCRT X 431 FH R B0 B N 143 2 1
FEVE. IF-THEN # %65 N\ 1) 2 2 5 ¢ UL FE X (7]
1% B A% T X A, BAZR S — AN B 43 S0 0500,

2) ULRCE bR A B M

VG HC FE I bR EAL$R 1IR3k U N & /D AP — AN
WS AN T RA S B E LR EST 1, BTG 2
ZAHRIUCHCRE ROZ AL T 0 2 1 2 [|], Bp0o- o4,

V1<ELST, FageUas(zg) =1

2.1

VI<ELST, ze€U,0<ae(z) <1

(8)
Hob, T RRARBESHENEE, v Ronitik
U WIIEADNEE. ag(o) RoanXT T4 ¢ MESHHK
VLACHE.

1) IR 3) HUIUPE g
7N i) W AT X 4) FR—Fik
" ) DURREE A — L S T AME  5) S5 % B0 i X
2) HLI P 52 %
J
N\
g 1) Al fRRpE 4) — Btk
; e bl 2) ARG SRk A ) 5) WA ATATIE
2 3) WA HEH 6) T4 I )
e
AJ ‘ ] A N
# 1) A BT 5L — B 55 A
i BB AL 2) W BRALIN HE P S T B
3) 45 AT AR P 5 RS P AL )
\
\__/ >< AR %) R LU

3) -

=
&
ok [).;\[_
=3
3>
=
o

K4 RBM A[#ERMEEENE

Fig.4

The main contents of RBM interpretability
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UG FC £ () L AMAESRTE B3 U P9 BT 32 ) 1 2% 1]
S AL BTG DL 2 RIS A2/ T a4 F 1, B

T
Vi<é<TandzeU, 0<ae(z) < 1,Za§(x0) <1
e=1

(9)
o, B YL ae(zo) = 1 RFUCHHINAE B R 5
1, AN NS B A Bk VURCEE bR et 5
HAMAEALE SEBR AR AT B T8 1 5 T BRI 1E X
IR
BRUE A 015 S, — MR Rl XA
1t € AH L AT 3R SR YL 25 S UL X 8], 53 —F
B FH 0 77 ¥k 2 J o A SR £ 2 T) R AR UM 0 ok
A HE AR B B2 DL OR AR mT X 23 M. FH IR AR A
PEIIE A Jaccard FHL R HL (Jaccard similarity
coefficient), Hit5H 77w T Fros®:
. ANB
A B) = 5T i
Horp A M1 B R I EHIAE, 0 Al je| 73 7 R s 2
G RIS EEFIEEL. Jaccard ML RELHITEHEA 0 2
1. YU EO AR E A EI I, Jaccard AHL R EHY
BN 1; B AU, Jaccard AL R EH)
B4 0. Zwick SRR A 22 [0) 1) VF 22 A0 ABL 1 00 2
HEAT T EEA I B,
AN, Mencar 25042 1 —Fp 3 F mr g pE I
FE R EATTVET N i Tkl B R A
FRBERVFAL AT X 4314, I BT LA R0 A LS
LE G AR R AR, Hog
II(A, B) = Sup (min (pa(z), ps(2)))

(10)

(11)

H AR B ERW MM, pa(z) BN z Xt
THROIEE A HIRJEJE. DA T 2B £ 7T 7 7%
PER 72K 2 R T4 N B, T3 A 1 A i H 2
PE S . Zhou Al Gan $#2H 7 —Fh =006,
T I RS R N S R AR SR R M R SR SRR £ ]
[X 73~ 1A F ] ),
2.1.2  MMERTTEME

FI F2E 1 56 £ 1 H8 X6 T AE Ao] — o] B A0 A\
(BEEEE) P e DILR—N2%E, IHHE
D LSS — AR B — N ] R () R 2R . 1%
FRGEMITE TR, HfhR .

VeeU, 31 <E<T, ag(z) >0 (12)

VeeU, J1<I<LO0<w <1 (13)

Hoob T FOR RSB MR, U £ « 54
AT, ac(x) B 558 € A BHEMTRAE. L

FRFNNEL. wy FoR G 1A PSR

Meesad NN 5T & M E EAFEW N EER:
NI 73 1) 56 28 P RIRSRE) AL 0] 25 440 1) S8 4, 990l
S th 7 AH R 58 % R FE Y. Espinosa S84 H 7 R
A8 F FE B IER B IR ORI SR B, AR DR
T P 1 SC5e HEE JE s MR R, RE A ARt b ADL &
B N L R T L A R 93 TR 2R (Fuzzy
subtraction clustering) T35t A0 (1) 5 £ 2R
RBONEEEL DL, B HAE N RIESHE, 207
ARG B8 R AT S T BeA RUORUE RN FE 1 52
AL Oy T RIES EAEAE A I AR hovt 23 18] 2y X
7B i A fRREE, De Oliveira £ EALIIFE R 5]
VAR, AE T ERBEFT, Zhou S5 15
T RS BN BEAE A& 7 1%, 10T VA RE
H i NS 1 8 A SIS 1 385 Jm A e 0, ORAIE
T J26 1) 55 12 A 5 4% 7.

2.1.3 AN ERELEM

U] P 1) 7 455 1 2 ORI G T A R 1t 1) S B Sk
2P AR Occam $120 ] i3 “The best model
is the simplest one fitting the system behaviors
well”, 7EORUEAS AY G A% B AL T 3 /K1 FR BT 32
N, U P AR ZIUR AT RE AN B 5 TR AR R 4t
ORI e ety O WIIPERE WL kYo S TR S IRy
PEMIZ 0 BRI R AR EBUG I, BIRU 45
2SR e G 4 S NG Wl et M YAt
I, AR B — 58 1) T BUORUE & 4 250 1) Al 2 Ja 1
MB 1.

FFAEEFER) H R R AR R R I R 2
()R B R AR P4 A, 72— AR s AR
TPz AR AERE B 0 B R AR 1T ) R AL 228 95
A ME (Filter) RRAEk #5005 5 A 4%
(Wrapper) FEIE R FIED ™. Filter FfEig FHE
P IR AE A FE RN RR I (9] A AH SR A ) X AR AE 2
1TVE5, W€ BB AT RAE T ke . 1207V 1] 5 A 3L,
HRHTERAEREAEXFILIENZS S, A RS
P FERFIE 745, Wrapper RRAEE R E TR BT
FHIL R H bR B3, JER)FH 27 21 SRR AR R ) R
flith, DL B AL T 4R, (H2 %5 ik E 2
R B RHIE B L BOR B IR, HACRARTR .

FION EE AR 254 2 2] 1) 32 22 H el ad 5 k=X
YT E G SRR R IE S A, T R
MR HE. B, Chang & E S H 2 44 Hi R
(Multiple dimensionality reduction techniques)
PEH T BRB 45845 5 J5vE . R B A i I R
FEAE P RIS HE— PR R T BRB 45ty 217,
Chang i@ M MM SEE 2] 5 Akaike 15 5 #E
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W (AIC) g5 &Mk H AR ek 2, A RPEA% 1B
IR, N TR KRB AT IR, A A5
() J2 R RS | A JE 0 ) i B T 2 i 1 ) Bl i ek
Hahn, AR T AR A A

64k, Chang L H T — AL KT BUR % T
i) BRB %! (Disjunctive BRB), J-7E4 BRyE A
Wit T H5&4 BRB B A AL G R — S,
FRF, g T — R EAE S T H) BRB 5891
SHARATTVE, FEK A R BT BRI T, AR
FIU] FERRAR it 1 Ay R R T
2.14 M —E M

R ) — B0tk R AT 24077 o A T O R % i
Srb B SC T TR R R T A L SR
FRI 2 A Re A7 1. 0 R FE 2 5 50 R 2 L
33, BN ) — BV 5 15 B ORAIE. 5 H ks SR 3N Y
FI U] B s R A A 2 DR Ay ety e 7 P 500 T 7 2 i R
FU. 7= B AN — S R0 I B 2 3 BOM N P R AR
b, FEAE 2 TEIEMRE. Jin S\ A 1) — ECrE AN
Sy PR TR 2 T, 3 R 1% 25 R AR 5 N 288 1R 2 T
) —EE, A TR — Bk e R
SRP (Ri,Ry) 1)2

Cons (R;, Ri) = exp { — <SRC (i, R)

1 2
(SRP (Rika)>
(14a)
Horh Ry, Ry AREEE i 6N 5 55 k 56, SRC (o)
FRA SR, € XN
SRC (R;,Ry,) = S (B', B¥) (14b)

S (o, @) A2 KL J5 £E A5 4 BT R BR 2 (8] () AH
WAk, fEEEMN A, HRR NGBS i
Z A B RAAA I B . SRP(e) 375 0 U Al 42 F AH A
P, XN

SRP (R, Ry,) = rjrﬁ?s (A1, A% (140)

SRP(e) FR7x AT 5Z AL, A%, A Ko
I AR AR 45

ke X, ER LA SRP A1 SRC BIE
ELBl B0, WA B SRP B, W —
FUHEFERE S TR, R R L, 244
FAMFE RS g B, sim &0 SRP Fl
SRC FH%E, M2 SRP 45T 0 B, — 8 fE
FEIE BB RAE 1. H 2 2 26 00 U LA A IR 1) AT 2
gE R, S HBULA, MR S
A, G SR R B A (R R 5 AR AN IR, 79 2% R
(o — ST A 0 B 1. 4o S 4 e R Bl

AMF (SRP ARHAR), Ho— SRR 5 AL T 3wk
L RXRF A RN — B, B A R
S AR AR H A g A — B e o,
215 HHERSHHPIEEX

A DB SCRY S5 R 32 EARILAE P 7 T R
G5 L RN PR ) 2. o TR Y 46 44, ML B
JUJA TS 7R A0 Ui 79 ot 2 P 5 oA | 322 PR R R U
T AR T R A5 M AN R A AR 2. ML
RURUN B 5 AR 8 o3 & — B &, TS BB 2
—ANERMEDT S R M ERECT TS RUMN, ML R
U] YRS R S A5 1 8 SR VR 5 T SEIN ELUE. LA R
FELE ML AU LAt b R ik x2S
ZEKE, 9 T TR MR 0% TR R G N A LA R Y
WK R, N E a3 TR IR AR, B
BBt A N T 0 A% 3 50 AR AN SR B b
IHERE T i, B2 IR AT 2 A 7 A S o i
UEHE" P10, Yang 551 Hodges 5544 2 ) Ik
il 5 5 e L A SR ) LA P AR JR R 0 e,
R — LI S 2P ) BT i ) JE R O AR 2,

RN ZE07m, LEERLONE, 2%
T B A JE VRS LB S B B B A
% K B YERUE 6 € [0, 1] R 140 52 I8 PR AR X
M At S LR RN 60 € [0, 1] TR %K
FOR DR 3k JF A R 0 ) LR A w € [0, 1]
E AN INA W B2 AN L I S A =Sk AN RS
JEVERCE 5 RMABCE LR g ; BAGE 6 € 0,1
AR EER SRR L. LIRS HEA —E 1 WA,
FAE R RN — Bl T K4k, Bk, Feng S5
AE BRB HEIAN T BIERTEEE » € [0, 1] F AROR
NG BT SERE L. R R RS AR DL TR R
M, B 5 R A SR, TARASTE UIAR K.

2.2 HEIEHL

VR B AT fR R MR ORAIE 1 G R DA mT BR A 1K 77 X
HE R IR bR R A TREE B, N T A
25, HEBEALN AN E 5 B AL B RE ) B0 B 2L
BRHNE UK 22 Walley %\ A AT NS ASFRAE
ST IAT AN 8 VEHERE 5 VR AT VRAN B8

e 1. AR (Interpretation). 8 HEEE Ty
AN E A7 B B AL BN 2 0 WA AR, T LA
M THa S0P, BRREE0, IR A AT 3 I FE A

P 2. AFEHI(E SR BE /) (Imprecision). $&
HEFR TR ASKE S SR RE 7, BB X575
B4 ER I TE R A R A B L7 JE A 2 L S AN
5E Pk A K T DAl

PRYE 3. JEEHE ) (Calculus). FRAERE 7N %
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AARGAE NS RK6E)), RIBW 451G
S E B, FHE e R AR AN 2 L
AAFH SR I k.

it 4. — M (Consistency). $RHEH T IEM
AN E P A P T R N A R B DR — B

PRAE 5. PEAL AT AT 1% (Assessment). FRHEH T
R S A A RIS B RE ), AR B
T HRANAEEYE, Flan “if A then probably
B [AliF tH BE A 58 M W 5 5 B ) AN E PR A B 4
Ak,

P 6. THE T4 (Computation). FE#EH
T Re g I A B i R T O R B R A 8

IR IS AN FRAE CER VS AR S O AN e PR HE R T
ERET TR, HAFRME 1 (Interpretation) A&Xf A
T PR T V2 A B AR, B AT SISO A,
PRUEREAY I — 30, [ R RE O848 T PPl A2

i FH R AN P HE 3R 7 v A4 DU 2
HEFE )77 (Bayesian probability reasoning). {5 1F
PR %Y (Belief function). AJ GEVEHESE 7775 (Possibil-
ity reasoning) LA ANSRHERE J77% (Likelihood reas-
oning). AICHKLEE IR SFFRAERT F IR A E 1
TIEBAT R .

1) DU R R HE R T V5

DL S B 2 05 VR 1 TG SRR P(A) B 2%
PHEHEZ P(A|B) XA E PEEAT R, BA B
17 fRERe ), AR A E RS I ERR/E
W ARIE T PR R A — B, U R AR R
MRS T A B MR R i, Mk DAAT RICREAD S B LA &
G ARAE TG EPE AR B SR, Gk
HEHREF P E S T K8 W 8
Zlss. 5],

3 —J7 T, RN B SREUA B e — 1O I
HMER AR, B DU S R e 5 VR AE PR AL AN T 5
(bRdE 5, 6) 77 T W AFERRAR, 3 BULAE S Fr N H H
AFAE T 20 R FLY A B Fead o fa 4k DU kg
AR, A AT B 22 4 P max /min U
AT BRI R B SRR SR, X R AE AN — B
MR i, A7 LU 70 2 T 500 A8 B 2 ) R AR 5K
FR B R W S AR B B ST A, R AR B TAT R 9K &R
A TEAL R IR T B — Se i A AL, 3] {5 2 PP 2%
SR 2% BAT [ TG 7 907081 AR R PR AR A AE T
A RRAD T VA RIS AR R, AEVE 2 S8 BR )
HX e AR .

SRR UL, DU SR AR B T VR AERRUE 1, 3, 4
FERARGFRIL, HRERME 2, 5 EARAIH.
XfFARE 6, DU ML HE B A5 T IAAE — B R

B EAT DL A TR R K

2) fEAE R E B

AR RIS X2 M 2R Y, 72 De-
mpster-Shafer (D-S) iE4EHEH 7 &S BLL, H
Dempster 7£ 20 #408 60 S8 H, 5 X Shafer
ANWT g e oA 02 (S AT R AR — N AR HESE
QT 45 ESHE R L, T AR W TG

P(A)= > m(B) (15)
BCA
Hrme) ZOBFHE EMMERERKE. AMB
S AEHRRMESE Q BT,

A Shafer IR, (S4TpREAT DUE I 2 7 B
SFFPRDRG BANE 3 0 B AR e, X P 2 AE L B — e 1
AT NARRENT . G AT R B0 )3 AR AR R B i
T Dempster FIZHG N, 75 EA ARV BT
it I T SC AR, DRI A SI2 B 2 FH BRF . B 22 M3 2 De-
mpster 204 FU FAH UIAE A 26 A4 DLk e 7= A B
BB, TS e AR P R PR A I R L A
1T R BFRARLE 7843 % & Dempster ZH -4 H0UN N H 4%
PRI T, AR — R AR R AR UE 1~4. 5
Ah ASAT BB T DL %5 SRR B R e 0 A RS R
B JEUE R BEAT A, (L2 X DU SO A 2R A
Wir g AR, M DAY A2 A e 5%, FE BT I, (BT BRI 2L
PR P R 26 0T & PR B m(e) FH SRR AN 2 MEAS
B, 75X Dempster 2H -G #0002 57 &= o8 20t
TR RIS R, TR R R B 2 B A R AE S
JER O T 2 FRFO 0, XA 15 AT R T I
1) “HARRNE” M. “HEBIE RSO B R
il TASAT R AR SE bR AR RN . (ST R %k
TE S IR AT T 0K, R 2 i 2 d i
JEACK ) 7 V2R B T 5 R 28 %, 9140 Voorbraak &
T ABAT R DU i ABL, %07 V5 BEAE 7 AN il
A 48 P AR S S e B TR N A D T R R
AL, X TARAE 6 T 5, 15T s B0 7R 2 — 20
g B HAD TR IRANAS R

3) AT REMEEEE 5 i

1965 4, Zadeh % HXIEH 7RI,
T T BRI R R A IR AN E 1, A ARE S
(RASOR) 22a AR LRI AR B DURSTADLTE: S AN ARG 1 12k
AR, A R0RAN TN T3 ge i 48 N A
AL TR 22 Fh AN P 7 T AR 5 RS 8

— PRI BE I B R eI BEAE AT R PR HE
PRO7 A Ao BB L — [ m) B M R AT RE
AR RE N, — R — BN B B R
TH R RE, T DABAF I AR 1, 4, 6. BRI LA
AL B SCr R ASORI 7 R R AN E 1, (H 3 BRI
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FE EATA REXS VF 22 1 LI AN 2 VSR Y AT A
B AR TEVEAAN, SR 5 o ARG B AL B[R] i
— T BE RN HE LA AR ARAE 2, 3, 5. AT AR
R AR R R R, (B ERER A B VE 2 ]
AL R—ATE Y, — M EHEAT BTN AR T,
NI, 75 E G RS AT RE VRN R B A I AL, R B
DN FE . o0 B I — RO N — B I (R
FREVEIN R ROy o, FLPT AR 1 B R AT LA
HA:

P(A)=m(A) =sup{rx(w):we A}  (16)

Hh A NEA U 15, DZEEIE TR A
BT LI
P(A)=1—-sup{rx(w) :we At =1—7(4°) (17)

Horr Ac RoR A WANE. v RE MR B 5 00 B2 I B
W2 P(A) < P(A). fEFTHE MR itk & L LK)
T T R R — BN R R T, R TR
T %o K A A i ) AN R A2k W AT AR (H
B 00 G — 0 2 R 2 45 2, IR R AR K A R AN O
fiti, Bl anont 5 PR A R U, B TR
9071000 B 0 B AR A 08 DR kb — B FE A
PrifE 2~5 EIIA R, (HIX 2 DR CHAERRHE 1, 5 &
A ARA 1.

4) ASRHEIR 72

5 B =MIO5EM L, RS T R A
e M F o5 B A B ARAE 5 bRk 3 A Ik A
WA 5 WL TR) B v SR A5 7 T SE I A — Ak,
TR ARAE 1~a1 100 RURHERE 7 b AR
EMFA MR 2l —Fh 3 289 R (Natural exten-
sion) HIECAR MBTAG Al v e i R, B B Y
AT NfERE, T DU SR IS UE ] 46 VP Al 1) — B0k, I
TRVPAL 5 2510 1 — SUER 102 76 5 9% [l i A R FH AL
IRMERE AT HEIR AN LRSI — O R 2 B R R, 1%
T3 AT AR AL D9 — A S At R R 1) 8. (HE 5 S —
A I FER AR SO ST M W 1) B AR YT A 07
B Yang SR 1 ER R AT UE il — Fhieik
(R ALLIR MR e A B 7 3510 9). Wang S8 7E LAl 4
FHIKK ER MM EIA ARSI
HA TR E P, AH RS AT 1 ) AT 28 N P&
ER %WJIJ_I\U[HM].

BT IR IR ITVER b, XTI A
Tt A7 AL — SRR BR ) 2, ABLSR HE B 7925 B HA ke
B AATRERFME, ERSITEBARAT
FIWrHEBE TR 55 FsL b, B SRR OT T A
W R, A B T V2B R E ) R AR AR AT AR
UMb . TARERR K.

2.3 REUK

TE TRESC B, — s P P - B S IS 2 (1)
AT AARE A 22 00 H— 0 8 0y 45 5 S BR RGNS
S5 LR R R T ARV BRI (H 2
TX P T IE M T %) S PR 22 40 A ERATLEE ) 56 4 A
AR T — TR E P ) TAE. K2 e R AR
() R NIRRT, PR FHAAL 27 ) D71 %F
WIUEA Y 1) G5 /AN S HO AT VR %, DLORUEASE AL v fi
BEVE ) AN 32 ey L i R N TREA KRR, 4
LRAe 58 4 H 4R LR KBNS BB, nRAZE
— M F B AR (HH T SEhr TR RS
GRS, TR T AR ERE G R,
FEXS T 5, A MR B & AR AR AR & 45 53k
300, DRt B8 bR B AR k. e AR
TR BRI, 455 T TR AR A RN R
LRGN FE A b 5 B850 R G0 % AH G
SEMNE S, XA FL S RGAT NI RERE )
AT E PRS2 1 1G5,
7£ RBM 1, [ [ kg B2 1 B 3& AR AL 5 2] 5%
W 2 AR JE B AN AT R R S S A,
EARIX T e A R T4 m A AR A I RS B2 B 257
SR B ASE 7V P A MR BE AT O] fR R ME . B ORG E
FAT BRIt 2 AH BRI 20 8 H Aw, BRAR BO1E DL FEAR
KALRE b3 R IX /b . Rk, BF 0 N B 0 o B
SHEE SR FARAL B2 AR A 1 75 SRAE W fg e 1 AN
TSR FE 2 ) A e R 1P 4. RSB AN B AR,
B RS B ] R R S AL B AR R, I
R E R = 2] SRR B B 2 B S5 AT
F e S s T (T e o O e S O E 3
ZHROHAT O, B ORI R B A S — B 58
e S SCEE R RN AT AL, SRS
B IE R BTY  Bf ORI SR M S AT
Jin SFEAE AR I 3G SR s o 7R gy
HEVE e MEAI — SR &, SR T —FhoR Ak ik
G N ELHE AR AT XA R ) — B R iR
FIRR AL (Distinguishable, complete, consist-
ent and compact fuzzy rule, DC? fuzzy rule) f77
i, T RR Y, BB B, R E R AR
R AT R 1A R T3 s L ZR S PERE ™. STk [104]
FEBCTHHEA SV, A0 AT R 1) S A A
LR L) RAE, R T — i TP R A )RR
BEIAR (Fuzzy CoCo), SEHL T X 5 J8 bR ZORIR U] 1)
PR STAR A BAZ R4 2RO R SCHR [105]) B
IS P ) B A R TR e e R R $R
77— R 5 () DX B 7 VR A o AR 2R G )
F Je 28, Bl NA i R HL R R s %5 . /£ BRB
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AR, I & R T AR UE AR Y T R
(IR I 7T B A8 246, Yang 254 kIR H T BRB
WM S B A 77, 5 & K FiR & BRB
Al AR AL, BRB BISH G FE %2 — Ak
TE FYIUE AW =30 #2007 Zhou £ 9 IR ER
T BRB S HTEL B 71k, JREE & SLPr RGN
WHEGEEESEEHERYSINT ER T, A%
RAUE T AL IS FE AT AR PE LY. A, Zhou S5k B
KHEH T BRB 45 MIFE 2658 B 500, A 808 1T H1
T 2 R RS T EIRAE 4T, Chang %51 Uk H
T BRB SHA G B A AT, TR
125 DRI ) J2E AR B 5 T SRtk 1),

H b5 %

EROFFEC) TR E ALK Ante-hoe AR
PE. B3 I, H Post-hoc A R 52 B 2 (1) 5%
T, W T7 R R B (R BURAE 73 A (Sensitiv-
ity analysis) 5 m &7 #r (Local approximate
analysis). BURME > Hri87E 4 € RO T & E AT 7T
AR B A SRR AR A g R PR AR Y R S
[ —FlAH 2 A HTHIAR. Feng SR BT R S8 T ¥
ANEAEEE BESE BRB 810K, LT X
BRB #8 S5 U M, 127515 RE M N TAESE
b B R R G YRR DR SRR BEE 32, Yang S5l
Xf BRB £ 4t (1 UL E S B0EAUE 55 2 03T 1
SR AT, 2B 5T ARE AN @ ME R R G AR
fIsZma, JEER T — Mo O BUE TR T R S
AT, 35 T BRB RGN AT iR,
R [110] F ) 7B S s KRB AT 248 5 1) 7€ 3L,
HRHe 7 T EOER AR P 45 1. SR [111]
BT R AR A 2 0 T RSO R 5 R AT T UK
PRI AT, SR BRI ALh 23 B — AR 0 M A R R S ) i
AR, SRS BT R A A R HE B AR AT A0 A
Chen %5%F BRB £ 4t ) # BT AU Sk 4T 1 21
W, s 4 RAE R 7 BRB &R G4 FE L] 4
AR KEILEGE, B BRB R4S — 2 A
fit45 ¥ (The unified multi-model decomposition
structure) B4 A7 [ R 73 A [7] ) Ja) B8 X 4R =
AT 3 A IE IR 1. Chen 25 FIBIF 78 A SE By A H
BRB # 4t 1)l AL SR it 1 #e Rk

3 RBM ] MRR A

FERLTTVE T ek B EE S A RS AT SE B A
{8, A B IR 38 A AR 0 B A RS AR AT
JERE— D BN S B, B RS W 2 A
ARERIERS . MAh, Wl R AT 2 T R BB AR,

2.4

SN 1957 [ELiN7E

STE Z, RBM AJ MR ) T2 2 SR AKRT]
DIAILE LR LA B FH Ak

1) 4 Bh o 5 ks, RBM ] fi Bt A F) 42
BN LA AT A SR R, $m i 5 e SR 45 L1
AI{E . fEREST AT, RBM — B N E 5% RS
B2 2B i IE A vk 5. 2002 4E, Yuan 53 T4
B AR AR TERBERIRE R RZa!.
2009 4F, Kong 54 1 1T B A5 B 11 R ok 3
X ¥ &4 (Clinical decision support systems,
CDSS), S T I AR EEIT I H M. Zhou S5k
P T R T2 Bk B R ISR SRR R
Z:1%). Hossain 55 £ 0 85 A AEFIREBR AN 2 1,
BT RN L R RGN T S e ik 2r & 1E B PPA
B ZAR AR AE S T AT 9T BLIE F T2 W s Ao .
7E TRk Ak, RBM 1] DA SRt A8 77 il f2 3 it 45
SAITM. 2012~2014 4E[8], Zalnezhad %53 T 1R
U SZEL T /LS MR AL7075-T6 &4 Ti-N iR)245
Ao T, [FR IR E# AL T ALT075-T6 & 44k
5 ) R TH REL RS P58 o BV PRV L B R S
M EFRA LZSE R RIBIRAL, S0 T iR
JERRE BB 55 75 (R TI0 , A 5 B g S P A 28
AR T LE, 2w T )ii M. Chen 45
FHRT —NEAIELEILSRA R T H S
(1) BRB &%t SEPL T #5008 XU (14 Bh pe s 1),

2) H 2 R G BT F. RBM AT AR 1k ARAIE
TSI RY B B T IE W, R R
HORH N AR S L EAT 20 AT, IXAE 2R R G i
R R B B E . Xie 555 T A0 ) 2
LT FRUEAL R RO R H R G, A AT DAY
SRR T AL RS B M 6 77, i FL AT DA = R
PR 12 W7 AR S () 2502 120, Tshibashi 2536 T KLU )
BER R4 (Genetic fuzzy rule- based system,
GFRBS) B & B8 7 — o F R S & 486
FE T 5 v, 1% 051k B A OB R It
RIS 5 R B AT R A 7R N A T
A2 TRML R B F 4 A FH 25 i TN LA 1 A 1)
R, 2015 4F, Zhou SR T —MH T E R RFAT
DT AR R AR Y i KR A AE T 0T LRI &
MR EFRER, F4 K25 B AR U,
2016 4F, Hu 542t 17—~ BRB Tl 15 54 K Tt
W28 22 AR BX — B & AT, DI B s 7
W 28 22 AR AL I FE1. Feng 2555 F BRB %
GuiggE T AT WD615 B 583 R sl e A PEVEAS 1)
TR RAG, @ U M VR B T R R B
ZAVER RN R, BT — PR R BN 4R O]
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FRIRME SR, Zhou S5 T RIMIBETT, TP A T 2 2%
A w VBN IIE R S, WK 5 s, %R
9SS R 2k RGBT B RE &
X220 DA SO K # i U 2, IR A ER HEEE
JIEE A R R, R AT DU eyt 45 R A3
TR S A B3 AT 70 B, T E R R Gt %
EiSLEEEY

@ T TR e LB

@ ERRaScERRTRTERAEZO 5 B8 S0 B0 e w6 G wE e

K5 Bk ARGZEIEEEERRIE RS
Fig.5 Complex system security demonstration and
verification system

3) MR K I (Knowledge discovery in data-

base, KDD), #&#& MEdfE -5 H A 280 st

EAEA HTR S ST B RO BC R 72 RBM 7E K
PR BRI 34 2O H B B i R REJF B 2 T H
JUBAR, AT BT H AR T AL B AR R LR
JS2 R L2 K HT RBM. M B i ) 5 5030 v S X
K WS I, 5 R PN DR 2 48 21 F) S A 2K
AL SR BLG F . TR A R R A B 5 i
SUALTE PR L TRORI RN (1 JR SR A2 T
AR B g o A VR

4) BT ). RBM BAT S2i PEAF, 0k
] B ELUH S BN AR A AR TR b v DA 40 5 %
] 28 8 A LA S ST G A S AR S i AL, 42 )
T2 A 5 a5 SR T JE AR R0 4 ] 73 925
N EOE (RN AZNZ R E B RN ST Y
EH ol P 35 TSR 3 5 R D4 o) ) v PR R
S, SR BA B SR I, skt TR
P, FERRERBOR 5ia i B T g5k, Xt
AT TE KU A 5 e A L FH A (.

UE4h, RBM it il H T B8 E 52 . A58
YO UE 5 {2 o B TR AR I UE AR b IR ZE R PP AL
ZACTERE, (52 BT 2800 A7 AE i 22 BRI 4R 5 )1
GRARF AT, IR T5ARAS AN AT SE. RBM (AT fif
BEVE AT AR D — b ] S B fcd RO A R BEAT 3 A A
Wk, DAV W R R v A 7 F B s S RO 2 A T

T, 57 e R R
4 RBM Mlima9e)# & AR AL R

RBM i1 FL AU 10 AT R 1 5 el ks L 4 3
TN ABAE TR SEE AT IR AR AE LA ]

1) WG T S 46 I W 8 A o A v ) R R
P FRIR AR S RIS AR 7 32k 1) T g R 2 )
FORYE, & REH B E B S50 SRR S K
N R RFVER S . AE S SR
IREBA k-5 AT RERE I, & SRR AR =) BR P TR A 2 1)
2P ERR R M RE. R, RBM %R — #5104
FAEHEAT 0, ABAE IR T N 78 73 25 B8 L KU
AU, T8t G 20 KR K Eh (1 LT R

2) AbE i 4EAE S RE TS BEE SCPr TRE R
G R AL, AR R O R (S S 0 A Bk
FOHE DATEE . RBM A A B i 45 {5 JE I T M ) S B
R “HERURAE”, R DA W T RERCRRE S LU
INRRU R, (B AT R BT FE A AN B 2
— A B Ry AR VR AT AR B A B OK R U AR
FFAE, (HZXFER A B RE 2 5 &2, R REM T
FITA T BT8R A2 8 BN . “AERCIRAE i R (1 ik
AR A - Qe R B RS 2 n el e 2 %
R ZE? RBM A7 PN LI 7 STRLR, A xeh i
W AT PEAR?

3) WY RAEIES. BB AT bR TR RS
WIRBIA BTN, B4 e (JE 1k 25l HU04E)
WP G A R P ] P o2 A s e oxo J A R
U2 F B 5. B E TS 2 4 D 5 1) 48 i i
17T WHIE, —ERERE AR T R e i 5 B,
(B2 A W 70 5 R 2 s P A\ BRI ). RBM
F 3 N7 AP )] R A ) T 2 S BN e % T R R R
Xof F P B AN H RBMH AT B 4 B AR .
b, f ey g 7R A R AR R S — AN
AR PR S ] AL

4) SR Z 48— KA R PR PRAL U5 7% RBM 7 fi#
RENEWEFC Uk = G5 — IRE 2 PP A R T TP
BEINERIIL S . DAV 2 W AR IR A JSA
TR S8 VE VAR 5925, e DA DRIE Vit 45 3 T SE 1k
BEAk, YT ER g B R R VAL U5 i, B
4i— RBM [TEREMT &, 14 9 HAE SER e A 10
BE— 20 B S A .

RBM LA T H AT T SO R 2%k
LB AT R E. W RBM B 515, RKH]
e R VYA [r] 0 e JE 73 0 #8K 0 B v L A i
HABKKe#EM. 5—J7, X RBM 1 &
B 5 HAR TR A S AN EE R ETTA.
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Zhou 55 FEMIR L 2 I UG T M W 28 1) TR B, 2
HH b e AR BE 2 S HE SRR R i AL AR M A
A (Deep random forest )™, %A1 H K & I S
L, R SR SR AT DAAILAE 35 45 Ik — 2 B U g
B B2 2R AR L, R SRS B — 20 LU EE 5
TeRE, HSER 5T RGE I R R, PR B
HUARAMAR AL DY LA RBM D2 fifidf — AR R AT e 1)
WIS ISR IR V4R S BRILZ A, 2RI
W26 5 5, A AT TE 2 R U R A B 22 45, I
—ERERE iR R RE I, B 0R T AR AL R
FERERERE Ju. AEARKRIWT LB, dnfey it — b &
RBM 5 HAth A5 75 35 R HE B H iR B R, 45 1H
R MR O E I TR L

5  Z5ip

IR R B IS 5 TRV A AR
SR, Q2N T A A BT T R
) 7, FE HES TR TR RBM ARy —F
] B R AR AR T3 9, A AT ORE R E ST AR 2
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