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Abstract

With the acceleration of urbanization, water pollution has become increasingly severe, necessitating
more efficient and intelligent methods for water environment monitoring and evaluation. Addressing
the needs of urban water quality management, this study constructs an online monitoring and evalu-
ation system based on artificial intelligence (AI) and big data. The system comprises four key modules:
data acquisition, edge processing, Al predictive analysis and visualization. It employs Random Forest
and Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) models to classify pollution levels and predict trends using
multi-source water quality data. The research incorporates field deployments in typical river sections
in Guangzhou, Shenzhen, and other cities, validating the system’s applicability and predictive perfor-
mance under varying water conditions. The results demonstrate that the system achieves higher ac-
curacy in short-term sequence forecasting and significantly outperforms traditional methods in re-
sponse efficiency. This study provides a technical pathway for intelligent urban water environment
governance, offering practical application value and theoretical support for the development of smart
environmental protection systems.
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1. 5|8

AR I 2 3 T A BE R T AR A M HE TS, S vl KPR 5 T W 7K A B SRR AR IR S5 7 IR k1%
PG I T BAF AR B e . B AR S VP T B S, AT R SEIN L Bhas . REHER R BERE R,
N TR RS KEBAREAR IR KA RE NI 5 REA PGSR O Tl ie, 2T 2 IMdR & 5 i A0
I3 HT ) 2R G RE BN K A R O F5 SR L a3 T A UG T, RS T /K SRR B L /K el e Al
AEBBEETTH AR R RTR . AT FUE S TR AL RN 51, @M S AL L SEUEF &
ARG, R ST KA A BRI EOR SR 5 R SR AR

2. EASMATRITR
2.1. ESME gEK R IETIFR i R

EAMIF AR AR B A - BTN - REEH” , HEAEWHEREE. EE EPA 1 NWIS R4
(https://waterdata.usgs.gov/nwis) ¥ A 2000+ WM 4k, (ARG BEY, Bz 8BS T BB A 1];
Wi WED AHICHT 7T (Vrebos et al., 2022) W8 k& T2 /KT, (HEEFT A 1~3 K, Joiki 2 semfvE[2];
Lee et al. (2021)H LSTM Tl & [E I COD, 12 h i#%+0.5 mg/L, {HALE&4r2457[3]; Zhang et al.
(2023)H] RF 7325 74 74 Eb i) 5 Y2 2, HERR 89%, 1B FHUNEE J1[4]: HA IEWMN RS5(45 1S
Wa 2[R 15 40%h, BTG R T T RE[S ]
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2.2. EREREKRIENMRER

] Py A ST AR L AGE L, (HAFAEDhRE B2 . 4 T A5 (2025) B £ A VAN TV KO, (EAR BN
TAUE, B EEMNTE6]; EiFEK(2025)H] PCA F#4E, {HX B RKARIARS AL 82%[7]; AHIEZE(2024)1)
WM RGN R, (BICREAIMS]; 5 xbQ024) B R ARG LR, FEAL9]; HEMRZL
RAERKIL, BRI, A BRYT = A I v 25 B VRT W (AT e e, Hh = “ R - T3 - F0E” A13A

23. KR tlFhA

—RZURBIERL G ZEA QIR R AR + B+ T+ Pis” 4R R, HIRIATTIER
B G MR BETHAE IS TS K R I U s R VR A B LA AT . “RF-LSTM” HEZESEL “%%
W RAER R 92.3%) - BH T3 h COD i£%+0.34 mg/L)” WA, fERIIEEEIZY, = 5N 5 &N
BT WERETIE] < S b CRE AME T 50%), 3 /N AT SRR AT L, S AL g N T I PR S

3. RGRngit

BT KA o A 2 I 5 VAl R SR RS th R R R LG ER . AT 2 A AL R
JERIR, ARG S e Bl ZYERE. BREAL” RUKBURE S PR B AR BT BlRE R S 2 MR
UK BiAE AR B, A48 pH. SR WA, 2 A COD ESHULER, 25 A, 1L
K K R AR TSR S A i 2 YR S AR B A A B R IR AR B A AT DR SR BN R
R, PRI A B R R RGN (6] AT Z3 AT R R AR BT 5 VR A R AR S, SR BE AL
RS SR AR AT 73 K 0, 45 G KRIHCAZ M2 (LSTM) RS I P A8 Ak i 3%, TR R 2k & g 45 5
RIS AR SETERE s PTAL R R SR I ah A s L a3 A B R, gl i KA IS A
PRI LB SR S SEN B RSS2 2 RYE =7 G gt BB S P RiafE, H& RiFrer
RMEM R G E TR 1),

4. RBE T 51I1%
4.1. RBIEHE

BT3P e S 00 ) s AR L BRI PR S RS ANRE s, AT ST 2 H B LR MR (Random
Forest, RF)FIH 55 110 124 4 M 4% (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM)Bc & 2H IR & PRAEAE TS, 4 7 A&
IS 3 S5 I PP A T A 55 - BEVLARMRE F T 2 4ERFAE T 175 eS8 AT, B REF I E i
FZALRE ST, LSTM TEHFHE P s Hdhs K R M AN R AR RSN A R 7 T R IR, 3 & TR0 Gedik
FEREIS [A] (Rt a s . FEBEALARAR 4, R Bl a8 S R IR EIR & AL I A i S, $R s AR AU AE
25 G S g A N U ME SRS EPE[10]. BRSO TR [ (KRS BT R HE) (GB 3838-2002)
-V KA EEL, Hi SR RS e BHE A . o 5t B R E R

-

Hrb, ) RREETM IR ER, TR | BRBSER AR x W, n BRI 2L
i, mode(-)FRNAELRREL, ot 7E AT T AL A AR A 1 0 R SR . Dl G AR R g [ R R AR ALE Sy
A, B NEFERIVIERE P(x,e) M7 R PEEA

P(x,e) = {x+5 | &~ N(O,ezl)}
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Figure 1. Overall system architecture block diagram

1. RGEEFIHINER

h =0, Otanh(c,), ¢ =f, Oc_ +i OF

Hor, b AT D M BECIRES o MHRITICIZIRES, ON Hadamard BRAGAE, fiino 23 WIS Hil
NIRRT S TT AR 45 2R, ¢, 9 AR IEAC LA - AT RE TS YA SR Bl e R v () I P A 2K,
N JiE B2 K A R T S oA A B A SCH -
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4.2. $FAEIEEY

TERIEE KA R AVTAS R (R R v, RRAE AR R IR P A M e LA Yee e . AHIT 78 e By
TEAS S AAE R B AR AR AR B AR, 165 FE L AE R FPRHE R e P . BURME DL R 575 P55 21
AEZME R R . R ORHEEFERARA(DO) 1% 7 H E(COD). A7 % & (BODs). 2 Z(NHs-N). &L
(TP). HLFZ(EC) X pH A LIS, 456 HPBKESKEREME A ALE, HTRBUKC
I FEX5 Yy BRI S . EIRSE0h, DO COD A1 NH;3-N # IA A2 liaR 4 17 Hh 2 7K 7K 52 45 2
ESET. BRI H B3 JisE N TR, B NG DL R T BUE M sh S AL 5 d, 48—
CL/INES 2] A ) ) SR 3E AT B SRR RN 55 o TERRAEA I R, BINR G AR G IS 1~3 B FIE (8] & D1 Geit
HG N TY L 3 NI AR R R A DU A R A AR PR RE 77 BT Spearman #H¢ RE(GIFR
I < 0.3 FURIBFFIE) R EAS BRI BRTU AR EE>0.8 FIRHE)RRAE T8 HEAT I, CRBs N4 AR R
S,

4.2.1. FHEEELER TN

B IURFAE (8] G B 00 R SR AT REAE O RE B, AR5 I3 Spearman AH ISP #4771 B (L] 2) A
BEHLARAR(REYRFE 2 20 HE e B O] 3) BRI B 45 31, BT e i3 T 2018~2023 4E M1 IR I
/INERF £ 7 5 B0 (B A 5 n = 43,800).

DO CcoD NHs-N 11X EC pH Rainfall Velocity

DO HH r=0.22 r=0.18 r=-0.21 r=0.15 r=0.28 r=0.23

B o= 06
Ccob r-045 r=042 r-=-027 r=-019 r=-0.25 r=-0.24

B sses <o)

HREEIFIE5: (0.32r<0.6)
NHs-N r=0.22 r=0.45 r=-0.23 r=-0.17 r=-0.25 r=-0.21
E3i85% (Jr|<0.3, 8IFR)
EC
pH
Rainfall
Velocity

i ET2018-20235RERT. RYESMT GSEEHE, BRI <0MEXRSERER, ATSIRETASESHT.
FE: 5T 2018~2023 4R MNERIT RIS/ 8t 52, BRI < 0.3 BURSGIRIHIE SR 4658, AT IUMRHIE LR 5
ERHT.

Figure 2. Spearman correlation heatmap of core features

2. ¥%ID4FAE Spearman FEXMIHRSIE
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(1) K EFHFRAAERZEXRE: COD 5 DO 25#fAHK(r = —-0.78), NH3-N 5 TP 2 F14¢ IEAH G
(r=0.62), VEEIRATKARTG YL “HHISY + FBEE IR hENE, W FID IS P 2R bR

(2) BN IERIRBAME S HE: Rainfall 5 DO 235 1EM K = 0.28) (MM MBS RV mER), 5
NH;-N 285 50 K (r = —0.25) (FBERIFRRERRL), A 7K SCRE 7K 1 5 0 LA

(3) T™EIURNFME: A FHER R KITUARE N EC 5 TDS (r=0.79, RIINKZ L), 17k J5 HF L
TURFEYI<0.6, BRI E .
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ETRAEE! (n=3002, SXFEd=10) RYISTESIETRE, é&fsaazms-zozg'ﬁe%gﬁg@bﬁé&ijﬂﬁﬁ (n=30660) , BEREEN S ESIDTKEERS 2L TR
VE: JET RF A (n =300 B0, I KIRE d=10)RFAEEE BTl , 20BN 2018~2023 457 SRR/ |
ZrEE(n = 30,660), FEPEAG Sk R R IZRFIE XS KR SR 4 S TR K

Figure 3. Ranking chart of feature importance for Random Forest (RF)
& 3. BEHLARMRREEFHEEZMLHEFE

P S e

KR F S R T HERE 2 : DO (0.21).COD (0.19).NH3-N (0.17) ) EEZ WS 00 57T =, &35 E 57%,
5 (M F KIS AR (GB 3838-2002)H “COD. NHi-N /K 73 % 0 38hn 7 IHE — 3, WiFss
TEIE PR &

HEWFFEAS AT 48 Rainfall (0.07)~ Velocity (0.05) B B EPEEMK, (HAT AR “BEWEHHSER” “R
NS Gy B S K BTSN, SR THE AN 5% TR R

pH (0.0 &M%, IR HLER K pH ZFESE 6~9 (FFH GB 3838-2002 [R{H), *ti5 4254043 251
X 73 BER 55, ABATSOR B DAZE o Ao B BT G 7 55 o

4.2.2. BHEEOSFEMBUEFEKTE

AW T (R 8 S 3 /NEE, S BOE N 3 B, BISIN (=1, 12 =3 /NI IRHIER 5 AE

(1) BFA)ES FOEERARHE (LA 3 /N )

I 18] B RO F R A5 B ik FE R R IR sl 5y, IR 75 T4 “ TRIKE B2 55 < Mot 8 v 7 Ff
%7, BARRIEIET 2018~2023 £ M TS < IRYIAE YA P 4 N 2%, n = 43,800), @R
M%& H(1hy 3he 6hy 12 )i LSTM AR T RE (L& 1):

(2) i AR BOEBARIE (L 3 B A )
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i W HOH TR AR TS QiR B (R B P AR, R T B A % R BU(ACF) 43 M 5 T BCHEY S B4R DU AL

ACF/PACF 73 #T: DA M 7553 COD /N 55 (2018~2023 ) N, 153 5 1~10 Bt ACF &
(L 4), s5RER: WE 1~3 B ACF {19>0.5 (p<0.05), 5 4 & ACF {H 4% 032 (p>0.05), ¥
T3 G B [ AR DG MEAE 3 /NI 3, I 3 B R AR IR S (2K . RS I R R ).

TTECHE S B ) PRI IR X T B WS 2 “ ZI8RHE” (4 7:00~8:00 7F- 12:00~13:00 B
19:00~20:00), r=UEAIRRZT 3~4 /NEF, IS 3 B n) 78 5 30— HEVS T 24 5T K0 A 5 e (A e HE S e g
J& 3 /NI, KB R B ).

BORIGAE: XLLATS 1~5 BY i) RE ZpRUERASR(LE 2), W5 3 B BEA v % i =1(92.3%), e
4~5 B AR RS T AL 0.5%, (HTHE RN 30%, SUEFEA S 3 B DOPR R 5 R0E

Table 1. Comparison table of predictive performance of LSTM model under different time windows

F 1. TEEFEE AT LSTM R BTN 14 e Xt b 3=

3N cOD i R R Y

e . S B s A 5 i

MSE

1 /NI 0.28 0.85 <3 o WIHE, 52 R s T, TEMERIRE 12%)
VG B3 T3 HE 5 98 30 8 I (R vb /s HEV S v 0TI G 3~4 /NI,

3 /N 0.34 1.52 S R 4.2%, 3 /NS TE W] SCHER RIS P
Wi S ) 2~3 78R

N B, TEEERE IR RS (i LR B R AL,
6 /N 0.61 2.63 <5 4r%h L 8.7%
12 /i 105 417 <5 vk R R, TMEZHE GB 3838-2002 IV 257K COD [R14

(30 mg/L)[¥) 10%, FosSEbr &8

ghit: 3 /PETE OTE “TUAEEMSE = 0.34)” 5 “HENB(ILERB M) Wi, BfFEEIRS 5.2 TSR
R /N COD FMRZEAL 0.6~1.4 mg/L), WU E Jiz Lol 18] B

Table 2. Comparison table of rf model performance under different lag orders

2. TEFEMET RF HEMREXEER
M RE KSR RMERR %)  BERIGRECN) MG REOIZ5E - WREERRE, %)

1 87.6 1.2 32
2 90.1 1.8 2.8
3 923 23 2.5
4 92.6 3.1 3.0
5 92.7 3.8 3.5

4.3. BE&E %

4.3.1. VIEBHERIR 5P

RETYIN L5 R FH B 7 s /K s AR AR (2018 4 1 A ~2023 4F 12 A N AR 5 0 H & 1E Hds
o, BARRIE. Baaial ORI O 3), FrafdEiydnt (KRR 2P #E) (GB 3838-2002)
B RVERLSG, ][RR 2 45— Ab FE R /NN 2

432 G ESSHRE
DI GRE A WS B S P BN I 0% fEAIZRAE, 1 5% TR, 15% 1 FIIBkaE. 1515t A
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H KA K A28 CRAEXT BEFLAR AR R BEAT IR, S HR E AW AUE n =300, HKWE d=10, M5
RIRAMEASOIRE N 5, VBT [8]. BEHLARAR IR Ik o0 g SR 1§11 I 58 SCJ95 R £

N C <
LRF - _Zzy” 10g(p,,)+l;||wk "1

i=1 j=1

Horh, NORNGREARE, C AEMNEL yy FrMEA | FESHRETES j 2K ERHRRAZ R, py AT

COD FFHIBMaxReEzL (ACF) S3th

ELEESYS
-1-1/

RS T

14
18
12

=99% )

0 T T T T T T
13 16 15 19 15 10

e LT 2018~2023 4 M FHIE T COD /N2 EdE (n = 43,800) 1 B AHG AT,  FTHi € RHAE AR R B 4L

Figure 4. ACF analysis plot of COD lag order
4. COD i 8 ACF 734 [E

Table 3. Details of historical training data sources

3. I RINGEBIERIREAA

HE i 74 i X 35k febrvalEl  HoERIEEE REOT U e
1. BEMATF T
https://www.cnemec.cn/jcbg/qedbsszyb/ ([ KR
Y TE T
PHERCTE DO, cob. kTN ey ek e min s
Ui, BUMLE).  NHs-N. TP, 5 o http:/106.37.208.244:10001/
BUTERLEMET  pH. ECOR L o T A AR R SRR AR
Wi BB 4 GB 3838- f;; i are PVEUE” ¢ B (httpssthil. gz gov.cn) ¥ U
LS 2002) F‘)ET T “ArkEhdE - MEAW” S E AW
e 3. BMAF TF#: https://opendata.sz.gov.cn/ (I
WTTBUF BT BCF &, 76 “HEENE” T8
HARR ORI HELE)
N T s
MRS BeR(H 3 LK S R AT EHE, w7 M EKIA R E
T 4 f (%50m. kE K, & BODs. éilﬂﬁﬁﬁz\ﬁi REETH RS : GZSW202308)” “IFIINi+E
,ﬁ% W) IRYIAE A BRI ;‘ TR B R HA A B S M0 H (45 . SZHJ202215)”
BB (R E R B MRS ‘h‘;ﬁﬁﬁﬁ* TN A ETMEREL: BB ARG R I R0
HEoa LB K (A 7 TR, B SEHEME>98%
faf v R IAICTE)
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B, 2 ONERMLRE [w ], FoR5 & BRI L1 050 T 5 A,
76 LSTM BURI e, (1] Adam HRALEE, 2SI HIH BN 0.001, FE7E 11 rh s 0 e UGG 6 7 35
SRR o 2K B ORI 0 15 2 (MISE) S5 ] P984 0 AR 45 4 PRBLS Sk BEFE I P i
BEVE R
1 T T

-5 Y- Pa)

T t=1 t=2

Horb, p FRoRESHE, P ONTNME, TNNEESHG w P18 REG FIT 3060 500 5 51 SR B )
FUeE . YIZRGh R B BENLARMRAE 15 QS GO 55 HERR 218 21 92.3%, LSTM fEARK 3 /M) COD il
IAES5 PR ZE 8 HI7E20.34 mg/L N« P 5 2H & 18 FH mT SEILBI 25 7K 0T TR0 5 SIZ A 25 45 40 5 1) W TR0 VP A1
IhEe, NG Sk RGeS T ] ) o (7 1 e e e SR SRR 11

5. SCUER S #h
5.1. KAB®

5.1.1. SEREENEERETHR

SHIEA(2024 4F 4 A 1 H~2024 426 A 30 H, 3t 60 R)FISERHE 75 4 J8 0015 RS EE . BIRER
B AR =2, RIERETE. B&ESE I RIFEWT:

(1) TR AL B B AT 1

K7 B IR YT AR FT B (db4h 22°32/157~22°33'08", %2 114°02'20"~114°03'12")4i ¥% 6 1575 HQ40d
2 S HOK UL AR (I S 9% 5 FTO1-FT06, [alF% 500 m); | M #iSTEE (JL4E 23°06'45"~23°07'22", ZR&
113°15'30"~113°16"18") i % 8 & [Fl L 5% &A% (Wadll S % 5 LWO1-LWOS, [H][% 300 m, 7 i 3k X FE7K
TV 50 m Ab). WEMIAEFR 5K pH (20.01). EC (1% FS). DO (20.01 mg/L). COD (2% FS, 1% 0~100
mg/L). NH3-N (£0.02 mg/L, FEFE 0~10 mg/L). 7Kif0.17C); BIEREMF AE/ N 1 K, it 4G/5G T.
MVARLH S AL BT H R T(IEIR<10 s), &IEEREH fiz 4k B I HECR FH B K bt 30 -

(2) MEBAZEAE

KH “Er g7 BE0m 25 HEE, i B ] 10:00~11:00)5 0 5-2 5 TR (10 m 2 [ 73 33,
TEIEEFTE] 14:00~15:00) 504, [IEM2E 3R a (Chla). BIFY(SS)IRZ Gl BN & & R RE). MNEFXR A
SHP0 “EBh PEHIERS TS (http://www.nsoas.org.cn/) B iE N6, BHRE NN L1A 2%, 4 ENVI5.6
BAFSE ARSI IE . RAAZIECR A FLAASH $3%), AR FIRYIR T R BRI = A KA L 8
SOEARORZE<15%) [12], EHEM N 1 KK,

(3) FK 4 Bh A

SE K ESRE T EA SR “ERSGE 8 %07 (http:/data.cma.cn/)) B E 5 AR S (0
5 59287) RIYIAE H EZHKIEARS R UG (TS 59493) HIZ /N WK S (RS FE£0.1 mm); KAKHE, RA
TRDIRioGrande %! 7 22 £ W Bl AL (ADCP, BFE 0~5m/s, ¥5/E+0.5%)7E4E H I FT03. #5757H LWo4 I
WA FIDRAE, &30 2050 1k, A TE IS RUd 8RR S 4.

5.1.2. SEIES R

S H BRI BT R AL KB K B PP FR GE7E SEBR B A /KA SR AT RO FH A o T A A e
R . AR BOy R NBO T E, RIEENE S TR A KA E B RN, EE AR, TS
T T MY 230 X HEK R 3, RIS AT R, 15 e A I B B[ 12]. SREGHATN 2024 45 4 H 52 2024 47 6
H, LFrE: 60 REE RESZFE A/ 1k, WIEFERER pH. HEEE(EC). BHA(DO). HhZEFHH

L

LSTM =
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H(COD). RA(NH3-N) 5K RELE L FERDGIE R IT, SHAEEHRAN Al it ir
5 Y AT 5 7K SRR A, TR A e AR 3 /NI SRR 6 /NI AN (R, IS T 45
22 N AR LRI E[13].

5.2. MmigE R

RIGAE R Gek A HEmRTE S e v, K ST SRR B AT X B, SR AN R R R iR
KIE IR 2, A8 I B 7 7 0 B 32 B AR AR 18 SZ IR 3 18] 7 Sl S48 . P00 48 DA R P33R 22 (0L
% 4.

Table 4. Statistical table of predictive errors for key water quality indicators during the monitoring period (Unit: mg/L)

= 4. WNEAREZKBIBRHUIRES TR (AL mg/l)

B izt S E TRMIHAE3 h) RZG ) TR (6 h) RZE(6 h)
e ] COD 36.2 35.6 0.6 347 15
FEHE NH3-N 438 422 0.16 4.08 0.3
e ] DO 3.92 4.04 0.12 4.16 0.24
VST COD 41.7 40.3 1.4 39.1 2.6
FHIE NH;3-N 5.11 5.06 0.05 4.87 0.24
FHIE DO 2.73 2.89 0.16 3.02 0.29

M ERATAS, RGUE N £ EOK R R B RO BUE LT RE 1, 7E 3 /NN & H A, COD
PR Z AN 1.4mg/L, HARDON 0.6 mg/L, AR 2 BARLERFAE 0.16 mg/L LAPY, TEMRESAIRZE
TRIFAE 0.12 2 0.16 mg/L [X 18], Ut BIRBRLLE IS PP B vh BoA BORRRE I S, 78 6 /N Tl iz
ZEWSH YK, COD TE 754 15 1 By 1 B KW Z2 18 3] 2.6 mg/L, {H AR AR 22 /K ST E /K R 85 78 B m 232 Y6 L Y o
B0 DO Al NH3-N Bl R BUCHAL R, R ZREIN [0 & D RIS BN 2218, R Y] LSTM {EAb B FLL
PRI 735 GLRAAE 5 T R A B AE 70, U A RO 3 i HE S S 4er e sl KPR 7K A
5.3. BREITE

N T AL REAESHEE KA FRIVERE, WE SAEAN TN R i, fEbrE s 8K
B MR RGP — B 5 N TR OB . R Gukin (07 G i 9 DA K K hr e 1-v 2K
X7y, 5 NTHGE S GEAT —— b, IR THS R AR . RN 5 V57E 60 RF I VPG —BUE S R A (L
%5
Table 5. Comparison table of water quality grade assessment between Al system and manual method
5. AL BRG5 AT RKRFRITEITER

] B ESUVEFIN —HERHE ZEN 1 S WMZE >2 ZgFEAR BRI ZEZE R
i FHVA] 1440 1346 91 3 -1V

FERER 1440 1298 127 15 -V

B ERAE, WHE 1440 AN HAERTE 1346 HE N TIMMESR T3, VG 3 AR
WL EmZE, w22 S K IIREAS AN VR 0 11 2888 R ple N IV 25, 215 A\ TE A+ CcoD W
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NI, s

HIEAT ISR . 7SI B — B R ARSE y 1298 4, (% 1 HUNAFEA G4 R 2 HL, 2 2 BLLL -
FEA DU AR G 15, 22 B R R R R 51 R HE S SISl i B, 3R R GRS S AT Semil BT A LAk
A, B LRGSR S N TR B, I 5 AF T e DU TS QS s, A 0
G BN TR i i 38 A B I 5 s R SRR D7 T AL R G0 T SEBLARE /N 20 S5 2058 7, i 2 ]
WA G5 Rty A= 72 5 7080 AN, e G N TITEMCREE . SER B 0 Hr-F- S FEIT £ 3 /N [13]. XFEE
RN, AL RGUETE N Ve A i B U T LA T B 5, SO o N P Tl e B AR AR I 8
MAESS

6. &g

AHEFEREE T A N R e S KB 2 B O3 T KA B R AR AR M S VR0 R A, A5 A 2 IR EUER
8. DG EAREE . AN S oI A R IR, SEEL TN AR KO FR AR EORS v TION S ROEAY . RGETE
SRR SCHENNR PR BARE, B R BRI AER I SRR, e RO KA 3 A I 5 KUK
TiEs o RAKG I — DIRTHE R R R R RIE N RE T, 0 R G T R AR 57 P I N T 77

SE
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