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Abstract: The Atmospheric Boundary Layer (ABL) links the free atmosphere and the earth surface (land and ocean), and plays a significant
role in the initiation and development of rainfall. The ABL height is a key parameter of ABL, and usually applied to parameterizations of the
ABL processes in numerical weather prediction and climate models. Obtaining accurate ABL height data can contribute to improving predic-
tion skills of numerical weather prediction and climate models. The present paper introduces main methods in evaluating the ABL heights
from a variety of profile data, such as conventional radiosonde data, satellite remote sensing data, aerosol backscattering intensity data, and
global navigation satellite system (GNSS) radio occultation (RO) sounding data. Additionally, some progresses are presented. Three rules are
suggested for dealing with the ABL with different ABL height estimates. Particular attention is paid to the application of the parameterization
schemes of the ABL processes in numerical weather (or climate) prediction models, such as Weather Research and Forecasting (WRF),
which includes application of ABL height data in solving the equation of turbulent eddy dispersion. And some prospects are presented finally.
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(Stull, 1988 ; XIS FI T 4% , 1992 ; Garratt, 1992 ; BG4
4,2013), WF5T ABL I REXS T i KR RS R 1 7
AR B 5K S TR A B 5 1), LA R B
S S, 19945 JE B K2 25 20005 5K 5 A BROME
2001; 514E%% , 2003 ; Medeiros et al.,2005), ok, A2
F B AT ABL Y, ABL X AT AR 77 | AR 3% 45 4% Fil
TGS B, A ABL 528 5 Ye YA 56 (1T R:
MAE,2021), ABL H i it iz sh x5 [l e B
P HORIR A VR (B e 28 S5 e 4 ABL X
FRAIRA ) ABL 2 BE D8 T V5 e 04 i R T e
25 RISV B, ABL 5 B B i, 75 e ] LA B A A 23 [
P HICRE B, AT AIR MR . TR L, ABL ¥ S5 3 it
A1 75 Y My i 52 4740 56 (Du et al., 2013), F 75 YL 3 72
FEAEPEBERAR A ABL 5 (Qu et al., 2017); [Rls, £ K
23 5 e ) 3 L3 R A T ABL AL AT S A
(Yu et al.,2002; Li et al.,2017); X T-#8 1 ABL K4, 5
PR AR Ak 2 it ABL RS E M, X 2 ik — 45 i
I ABL 9 51 B2, S BUBURE e 52 i0F— 25 18 il (Petaja et
al.,2016). FrLA, WF5E ABL i R T AR5 20858 DA R A
e A R O HAA E AR

ABL 5 BE/K U H SR K, 402 W) #2245 2% 1)
I FR . BFFERW, ABL H (9 PR 2, 4 ABL H (1
i PR KRB ABL A EE SN L) R b T
(A P A5 X 28 T 1 & A & JR A T 2L 19 52 1 (Benja-
min and Carlson, 1986; X1 | 2008 ; 46 % , 2014), H
F ABL i it iz g 1 REEAR/INE TR MAS RO iz
1), KB RSB 1 O LA B i A RUBE 7
B8 B E T EI TSR . R, ABL R
SRl — BB R AT A% 2 R B <A A U E
RV S ) R 2 — A 2 2 T ARLAIF 5 b 114 A s [ A
(BEZ T4, 2006; S RN AR K #E | 20105 ok 3 58 %%
2017; P4 45,2019), ABL /& ¥ (80 ) & ABL—4
FSEBR, A ERR Y ABL /& BB T80 R (3%
A A B . — 7T, ABL R R 2
ABL A B (W 28040 J5 ST s J0L 1) 5 o — 7 T, ‘2t 2t
B R AR(E A A  P PEa BR S E U T
B [T, ABL & BE AR Bt R 7S 05 e i X
O AN S8, HERRIO ABL 25 B S0 0 T 42 5 B R
TR FE A2 o3 RO B S B
Ut , B 5E ABL i BE7E R4 2  HA B LB =l
VEYENR , 1982; PR AE 45, 1998 ; 4% 3555, 20065 {h K
WA, 2006 ; 5K BESE, 20115 fLIH AR TRF-, 2014),

I KA 2 45548 M ABL 2y N AFaE ABL F4
7 ABL FlH P ABL. ANF2E ABL MUFR A Xt i ABL
(Garratt, 1992), 3 H BUTE b e 32 #4077 A X i k== 10

FRET AN XA T IE T, TR EAE 1 B 10
R0 ) Tt B2 P A2 5 5 B ABLA RS TEAR ] B, o
AR B A LA M 2 0 RS 38 I 2 (Garratt, 1992); H P
ABL D H B, Qi b 8] ABL H HYF A% JZ (Residual
Layer, RL)#tJ& T #: ABL (Stull, 1988). A Fa%E ABL
AT (CHL ey B2 D ABLL 53 J38) ] LUAR s — S8 Pt
FE ABL TOUELAT S 28 O B (A ill RIS Y SR T
R 5 T o, T RS ABL TOL %) B 22 1 E A G2 — A
e FESZBRN R, FEOE ABL T0 AT URRHE 75 2R AN
[] 8 5 2 S, s SRy DM 3 Sy R A 308 3 22 B4 T (See-
idel et al., 2010), BC# S i 5 5 ot 1 H 1T I 540 52 119
—/NEBAY HE A7 B (Stull, 1988), 85 2 ] Richard-
son B E X (Vogelezang and Holtslag, 1996), A & E
ABL 1755 BE B R B8 T KA SE i il TR ABL
HT YT 0, B e ABL IR E I 2 Al LA K
(Garratt, 1994),

i ABL R EEIBER TAERIRZ o K2 7%
(2020)%F ABL 5 Bl EVE TARGF IO BLES , S T
TSR ABL & BE BRI 9T AR, H— 2 1 2 )k
WIS B0 5 ABL g B, B e b B SOOI 530 (4
BWOGH A = A MR R A A ik XU TR
kI KGO B B SR T TR R R
FURTR A 21 1 48 B AR DR 10 I 5 2 ) it
7 A 2 WA s SR 5 R ABL S
HAE 2 R A Bl BT 313343 ABL =,
JRUE T RS2 A BT A5 235 JRORG A X A 22, ek
Z KA LWL 1) 3t DX 23 B84 vk A 8 v 1 g T
HirfE. 2T ABLE AR iZSCk RAES |5
TEGE TR e 1 AE R AT AN 25 TR PR AT
N B AT TAEN 2 . RSO IR A B
AT ABL = AR K N BT X ok W2k
RY LI BT}, A 45 H MRS DR | TR 18 SR %
BE O BRI TR M 2 Bk S TR R S8 GNSS
(Global Navigation Satellite System)# 5L E0 78k}, /41
15 ABL & 3 1 2807 1 S HE AR 00 5 3t e X AN []
Ti G R AT OB, 4t 7E W] BLAT 22 Ffoudil 55k}
R} A ik B ABL 75 B2 B9 =S JEAS I 5 s, DA H i
7z 0 A OB R SR 455 2 WRE (Weather Re-
search and Forecasting) A 1] , T 55 A 49 ABL /= & £
TERE R (B B R A R, US|
SEGHEE R (B UB) TR Y ABL 250k 7 %
P 45 S W

1 FMAEMRTEZRHEABLE E
AT E ABL U, ABL TR FEAERE 2 — 8%
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ZA Y AE W] AR R, At BE () R R
VA IR TR B R AR T i U R B R S A
1M, 7)Y 33k 2 0 T ) B PR 2 A = 1 Pk
ALAT LA ABL OB 76 A9 51 &2, B ABL R o LR
2SR — BB A A E ABL 5 B 1 T R
(Seibert et al.,2000; #4555, 2014 ; Dai et al., 2014), &
T B A B i o ABL =3 BE 1) vk R B FR A
T IR ORBB BEYE i 1 S Richardson $07L 55 DUAN, T
113 A T T 24 2
1.1 §RiE

Holzworth (1964) &1 T “SPuk” iy B AR,
N TAT (R AT i el B D)2 i R Y T 2 AR R 3%
Ak (B e 30T ) 4% 22 i B2 B 2 1) 52 s Ak 1) o B2 5E
ABL = B, BIFE XA BE b5 1 b v 5 AR ] A R o2
TAE o A HZ O 2 5E 1 ABL i BE L RR N “TR G 5
JE7 3w A A0S W TR DAEAR 7E ABL R
JECH 5 B B R o SR T FH K b 7 VA1 E A 4 2R ik
FUACHRS T b TR, 25 1 BEX I ABL THUIS AT 300 et ) 17
JE (Seibert et al.,2000). K1, Beljaars 1 Betts (1992)#2
H T e R A, I H B Wotawa 25 (1996) Fil Seibert
S5(2000) A W o ARBRIE R — R IEARY T 1%, FEE
FARE ABLIOTETE -
1.2 BRBBEE

ABL TOUTH: 75 1 B 5 300 1 0 (380 v BE 55 10 S T
Ve, 3 ) AL U e K BB B R ) € ABL i JE
(Stull, 1988 ; Garratt, 1992), 3X Fi (v I fe R HE H A FE )2
FORMRRATEE DX (L2 T ) B T B AR E
DXIRA L PE X o Ao 55(2012) 421 FH IR B a0 B 1) e
R B 2 (4 X0 (B B . ABL g B, ELAAR i it Bsf 5 22
TR i (B RS ) A ELRR S, H L %
PR A A M, fE SRR AR B B 2R
HESE RS ARRMIRZE , B RA S, L2
SRR . EEXTIXFPSLPRTE DL, A S TR A
JE Z i P X O A TR AT T AR B (A miridis et al.,
2007 ; 1 & #6545 , 2016) ; Zeng 55 (2004) 75 fie AP B 1k v
KT B, B TEEE BRSNS E ABL, JE MR
i B 3 BB P COR T 855 T 3 K-k (FR O B ()
FIAE 4 53 EE A 2 ABL 15 JZ 5 Dai 27(2014) A1) F (V7 i L
Tofs 85 4 A A 72 X 3 121 93¢ )22 (Convective Boundary Lay-
er, CBL)EY = % [0/ 5% )22 (Cloud-Topped Boundary Lay-
er, CTBL) & &« XJ F° CBL R, HETHU AR 308 i J2 AR X 4
55, FCUC B AR/ N LI B I (B A1 % ABL 3 2
(BRI E 03t 2 JUS A0 7 Ao 4 78 J5E) 5 T X CTBL
U, FLTOURR 3903tk B A, 5] A5 B8 AR X A R A o7
B B (R0 2 ABL (5 32, B0 BRI il o JEE Fie K

ELFTTE R R BE O ABL R 2 o O 17 /b N 35 22 %)
%WE E"J%ﬁ [l@ ) lZ_:.EI U\ %Fﬁé&{ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂi(c}leng et
al.,2003; Xiang et al.,2021),

TSR OB B vp R T B R 30 P, IS F A 1B 4 R
A B FE X 257 Al T ABL 5 B2 AN E
PE o S R VA RE o] T AR E ABL AW i) T ASE
ABL, {HI X5 T A2 AE ABL, SR KPR HEVA IV A ok o 2 %
(Dai et al., 2014), H AT, &5 KA EE LA SR 26 & ABL
TR E T T
1.3 fmiti&

ABL 5 A i RAZ 0] 59 2 O 7E T ABL B A7
i v i U RE A8 B ABL N7 A2 1R 54 2, X7 ABL
REAG IR 0 M F2 (538 o PRI, ABL AT SR im i Pt 2
JZ T ABL 15 B2 5t S i U T 2K 1) v B2, WL B A T A 25
it 9 B4 £ K 3 B (Dai et al., 2011) . #R10 ABL & FE Y
i L 77 125 2 A AN A (AR T RL ) LR (R
) LN T R, A 3] e XU B K, AR S R XU
JER A AT v T B (AN /N DR A ) L T BR AR O3
o 3 DX DK B (R, XU Jok 2 (L S 3 0/ A e R il
ABL /& J¥ . Wang % (1999), Dai %5 (2011) . Zhang %5
(2014) 34 F 1 it 1t 5 2 X6 A WL i 6 2 T ABL
.

it U 7 1A R R o ABL =3 B 1) S5 YA 1
2 TR AL R AR S (A Fa g h ) Al
P o B it B UL b i £ P A4 B o A0 B 5t
B LABR T FERM #9256 T B R LS, B E AR >
A X AR A8, X P 1 i ik J VA TER 8 ABL & B2 11
TAER R
1.4 Richardson #{i%

Richardson £ — A~ Jo i 4950, RO 7 J140 I 1Y
it 155 UV 7 H )i I 22 b, 2 i ™ A 5
IR QRIS WERTTR N (WAL WAk el % AT =
e FHRAG S ABL 5 &, X 524 & ABL = &£ 1 Rich-
ardson 2075,

Richardson £ BE 0] b FH F AN F2 e ABL, 0] [
T Ha 2 ABL (Georgoulias et al., 2009), FERE S T
O R AR X 2 ABL 5 B (Straume et al.
1998; Zilitinkevich and Baklanov, 2002; Jericevic and
Grisogono, 2006), [K > B (#5228 b 75 B AT H 3 ik
P, Richardson £ AT v FH T AR 25 BERHf 2 ABL
=2 Ji (Zeng et al., 2004; Balsley et al., 2006 ; Hennemuth
and Lammert, 2006; Sicard et al., 2006), 4l Guo %
(2019) ) FH H [ [X 38, 1976—2016 4F it To 2k HL 3R 25 ¥E
B, SRR Richardson 80586 E T ABL =, 0047
T ABL i B I 25 AR AL
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Richardson 07 8 3 7E X HE— DA R Z |,
RV >4 Richardson 5 12 52 A Ml S I 34 25 i it 25 2%
1k o XTI B — 1 B g 2 B e S A AN
SE M, I FHEE T A 0.15 2846 %2 0.5, 1 HL— H ik
DU XA FHUEXS T B 2884 1Y ABL (R 2 A
JE Y R (I 2 PR ) B AH R B9, SO RS 3 5 (]
B, Richardson 075k A8 K& F T R 2 809k 8l i1 25 5
J52 68 1 U R 2 (2L AR ) DRI Sk 0k 3R BB SR 2
(R B PER I £l 1~2 km, X FAE 11 ABL R, 3X
SR EHEE ) 2 BE% . O T 7RED Richardson 107
HIANIE , Zhang 55 (2014) ] F PUASM 7 0L 5256 1 K
X} Richardson £i7%: B I SHE#E T TEIE , L9440
S U Y 9 ABL 23 N 3R FEE ABL 5558 E ABL A
AFEE ABL =28, W4 — R e e L& A GE 15
2/ METT A% 314 H LY Richardson £ FHE .
XRE, XA )R 5 P (9 ABL SR A ] (49 1 LA ik v LA
153 20 5 A 9 ABL & FEAS B . Zhang 55 (2014) 1)
Richardson £l SHE R A2 K SR

2 FIAEMIEERARBEABLEE

I FH TR 8 IR BT R G ABL i1 BE (0 DL 3ATE T AT
153 Ho ] 23 AR Ak B A BR A IX G THHRAE , 77 2 F A
X TR T EA LA TS . Minnis 55(1992) .
Wood Fil Bretherton (2004) , Zuidema 2§ (2009) 4% 5 #1] F
R BT b 28 )2 25 FZ R 2 TOURR) il 88 0 vt 2 Uk 2
(sea surface temperature , SST)>Ati 11 ABL /&5 J& , H 5 B
AT - ABL N A B ER AR T2 PER AR AR I, O HLAE
R B b S AL AR R 22 5 = AR
(8, DRI AT LAfof VA TR SST 255 T4 R IR
ELRCRIG R ABL R . WA RS FAVE A %
JE L TN U T 58 8 25 B i) DI, 0] Tl s
FERAR = ISR I A It A A3 T %
FI I 2 o BE Ak Ot 7 12: , Wu 55 (2008) fi 45 ik
WOGER R AL T2 T0 5 BE K 1 2 ABL = &, 1 Karlsson
S5 (20100 FH 22 11 & GO G TEAR B T Al 12 T e B R
€ ABL B o (HoZ, LA B3k 2677 0 Il 45 [F) A A9
[, BEHOIR 5 A TIOF AN 02 5 ABLTI—2L

75 —SEARIFFE N O U B ) ] T e SR 9 ) ik
WS A A 1 E ABL S B o Fetzer 55 (2004) F1 IR <
ZEAMAINASC ATRS S T8 A B A B R A ORI A
T ABL TG 53t 37 B, DRTTAS 2 ABL W2 o 1207 41
A Z A EALRES H ABL & B AL A, R R
LR LA HER SR ARMR A VR B R 224 1 km, X1
JERULIZ 22 km) , A2 LAEHT ABL U AR G451

DALk, 1) P R T R SRR 2 ABL i B A

MO A BT RIS TAERIX B
3 Fi FISE AR A A E ABL B

WO T A 1Y F BRI S I 1] ER 01 £ 5
SRIE B S IE IAUKIRI S R . V2 52 DGR
AT IRk B T BRI (Al Eh R A0 33
ki), [ ABL T 5 AT 00l i (s T AR e J245),
PR T X S S R 1) b BT, PR Ok
T EEZSA T ABL N, 78 ABL AL (55 R =2 1]
SRR A — A 21N R, AEO LR 5
[ 55, AR i 1o S Rl B £ 5 9 B2 A ABL Tt
[A—1TEFWT K (Boers et al., 1984; Hooper and
Eloranta, 1986), iX — % ik A FH >k #f§ i€ ABL & /¥
Hooper I Eloranta (1986)#!] F #b &0 75 15 4% ABL
WA PRI T ABL PR (R ABL 5 FE) , 42 1 1 8172
ABL W ) J5 ] 5L 7 2215 (backscatter variance , HFR
RIRRUEZETE) . Steyn 25(1999)  Hageli %5(2000) . Eresmaa
Q0124 H 1 A G Jr ik, AR RO & ik
T EBCSH B B2 e A0 52 o 1) JS ] 30 U 0 5 >k
SE R A2 RS FN(8) Je 4 2 IR . Davis 55 (2000)
Brooks (2003)4& 1 1] /N Wb 7 25 48 4 )7 11 8 ABL
B, Sawyer Fl Li (2013) . Hicks 25 (2015) 3044 i 28 421
BTN B 5 28 28 07 R 25 5 R SR B E ABL
JE o REETTEAR T RS AR R T . I TEOLER
IR HA R N S O B RAS RoRs FE DL, RO &
ISR ABL S FE IR AR AZ 8 T T 12 B E A (Wang et al.
2012; F k%, 2012; Compton et al., 2013; A2 o] A
2015; Lewis et al., 2013; 1 & #€55% , 2016), ‘& BE AT LA
SRR it ABL 5 £ (McGrath—Spangler and Denning,
2012), t 1] DL SRR ABL 5 B (Palm , 2005) , i
AT RLERIN A BR ABL = 8, W B B0 G 75 15 (Zhang et al.
2016), T 5 AELE ABL AR AT LU , 2 —ANHTi Y
W71

4 FIF GNSSHEERMNALMEABLEE

i Sy — T Y 8 DR SR I T~ B, GNSS 2
PRI HAT SR s e B HER e akifEry o) 3
T A RN K AR e A N (Kursinski et al.,
1996; Kuo et al.,2004), 7EE br 52 82 A EHR. —
BB ZE IR ) AR A RN H | X SeI H 3R T
R B DRSO 8 )2 H 1 B B R, X S
P AERE R IR U e 23 ) R AF 58 AR S5 7
AR 7Tz o R 5 X 56 B
ST A A PRI I H G | HL 2 A A A L
% 4t (Constellation Observing System for Meteorology,
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Tonosphere and Climate, COSMIC, 2006-2011)" i A #%
SR S Y 55 B R Gt . 8 COSMIC il H 2
Ja , 32 FEANG 95 M IX SUHE T 44 4 FORMOSAT-7/
COSMIC-2 e S22 R H |, COSMIC-2 33T H A K
AEIR R 1L 4 000 2 2% = BT it JFT 4R

H1 T GNSS #E A 48 H AR AT R B 0 A 45501
TG TR, PGS D22 38 0] 4 B 00 Kok
77 R E ABL E E . von Engeln 25 (2005) F1) F 4%
S TE A AT R R A E ABL 1 JE 5 Sokolovskiy 45
(2006) 1) FH 2z 0] U1 J7 ¥ Ak T 47 5 25 58 46 10 2 L5
B, 8 5 T R T S A A 0 B KT R (W A, BRI
AN FE LR 55K 5 ABL 5 JE ; Sokolovskiy %5 (2007) X 2
HR R TS BR 2 ABL ey B, HOEUAEUZ 0 0 [ 1<
JE Y R (— B 300 m) N B 25 1 B R R BB, Guo 55
(201 1)K T £ 772 , R FH—4E (¥ COSMIC #E LRI T
S AR BRG] 1 R I T TRV 4 X ABL 1 B 1Y
IS g3 A, I HL2S 8] 23 AR k- W] Hh 4 % Ui o
.L> ECMWF (European Center for Medium—Range Weath-
er Forecasts) 4 BRI HT 7RG 25 5 — 250, (2 kit
BUE I EEHE R TR HER . AoSFQO1HEYT SR
AR T BB 3 1 foe/IMELUR VR ABL T, Hosg 2
JE SCH ABLIS B, JF B LA T AR e/ DB JE (B2 & 2
B0 ok FRAL BT ABL w5 B2 #Y Jit B8 AR, 25 R R W
COSMIC #4522 550408 f 22 1) ABL 25 Ji£ 19 V- #5916 5 EC-
MWF T3 7 %5 Bl (European Center for Medium-Range
Weather Forecasts reanalysis interim, ERA-Int) [ 4%
HATFAL B 2 0] 3 A1 2= AR AR  AER R LS
HELH 500 m, H COSMIC 4 B B 1) ABL 5 i (1 b
HEZEHL S T ERA-Int IOFHREEE R . Hofth— 282725 o itk
17 T 2L 69 T /E (Chan and Wood, 2013; Ho et al.,
2015; BRLAISE , 2015; X855, 2015), Basha 5£(2018)
/N Py 7 2228 405 1 B T R ER 2 R R
RIEARAF2) T Ak ABL & B SRS 3 A1, IX 280 Al
B8 T ABL S EHA YR Z= 1284k, Horh 2 iy
&L B KIRZ AR AR, R SCEE(2018) 1 COSMIC
3 B GORE, 8 i THE R AT 5 R e/ VB R R 5 T
o JLH X ABL i B, Ok M R 5 BEREXT 45 SR A T
T . M Yan %5 (2019), J8 4 Bl 4 (2020) . Xiang %5
(2021) A1 FHEAELIR G 7 k4 B Tl 3 b i) 1 DU A 55
WK AE S A AT 5 AR A i B B2 T8 € ABL
R 2T AR b T PV

HIFH GNSS i 2 TR TR 2 ABL = I A 22
G SR 07 11 b7 VA 8 vge B3 BT S N 0 s e A A )
ABL (JUHJZ A3 E ABL), #8 B I AR A K25 ) 480
FeAIny .

5 7 ABL B MR A L R b

AT T ABL SR & RO 2 3
BT . — S R TR Dy i B A () B3 1 5 SR
177 HAEF9E . U Seidel Z(2010)F F4FK 10 a 1Y 505
ANERZS 5 1 DNk (5 1 5 43 B0 = 2 BRI
JERER B , XL 1 (RO A7 1) R e TR
N =R OB TN TR 5 R7 N DA RS- A OB AN HER
JEEVE TS 3R S/ N T B 1 s IR R L
b TET A7 G A 3 L2 R BV RS UE ABL VR ABL 5 B F
157 X5 H 20 455 T ABL & B AU S B i 250
AN E MR IREE L RO AR | R P
R FIT A48 T 0 22 5) RS A AN H 8 M (8 B i
DRI 53 PR AN R 7 A ) 22 S ) A5 81 T — 2
AR XL B, AN ik s 2 R 22 ik 5
THUA K, ABL 5 B XA 23 B0 19 43 9 R B R A
THE 43 R B 1 45 T b o 43 W B 114 245 SR Al K 45
&5 GuZE(021)H 11 a i) COSMIC BRI Lk v i 2 %k
P (VNP P 7 22 A8 038 L JC 28 HL 4R 25 U (Integrated
Global Radiosonde Archive, IGRA) (34 {& Richardson %%
) LA SR O PR BT 50 ERA-Int () X 428K
ABL & JEHEF T T AR LU, 45 3R W] ERA-Int F IGRA
B A B 4Bk ABL & A2 A1 A A — 3K,
AR B4 5 Fi COSMIC 8 A2 500 Hi 1 A5 21 Y ABL 55
JE PR 25 M R0 T2 BT SR A B 25 R R et
A

B2, FHF R ABL = B2 45 R ECHE | 45 Fh ik
AT A A IE WM RGBS RS TR i AN [R5
P PTAS EI ABL &5 8 HA 22 ORI ) . Wi IE]
R R 22 I T B 3R AR T Z2 R UL B it
T LR IR R B AR R T
SR AT LA X Se BT RS 2 24> ABL S B
AL 1T HL— AT, 33 B At 3R A0 2 AN AR TR A
Lol b P ABL &5 B [l B AT ZAMETHE TR, & —
ANTE S o FH v b A5 R [l R, o] LA BRDLR
SN RN R A 3 ABL BB 2 MG E R F
S5 < (1) VERAE TSN o ORI B Ak ) oA e A R
(1) 2B 0] s 3 v B A N S A ABL 5 B2 1 e
YER A 1, A SR A T T o B PR UL Rk, D 32
2RI S O 5 ORI L S ABL R B 5 S, TUAE
128 JE5% 2 Y )RR X 3 R A TRV fe 1 B vy, DR AR
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