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Abstract

28 U.S.C. § 1782 (“Section 1782") allows parties to obtain discovery of documents or testimony in
the United States in aid of matters. Important information may be the decisive factor in deciding
the outcome of case, while such evidence is sometimes outside the reach of an arbitral proceeding.
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And section 1782 has been a powerful US discovery tool which is available to parties and tribunals
seeking evidence. However, for years, US federal circuits have been divided over whether a “foreign
or international tribunal” includes private adjudicative bodies (such as international arbitrate on
tribunals) or only governmental or intergovernmental bodies. On June 13, 2022, the U.S. Supreme
Court issued its highly anticipated decision on the issue of whether Section 1782 applies to interna-
tional arbitration tribunals. The Court held that neither commercial nor ad hoc investor-state arbi-
tration cases fall within the scope of Section 1782 because they do not qualify as a “foreign or interna-
tional tribunal”. While the Court’s decision provides certainty and consistency, it is a game-changer
for the gathering of evidence in international arbitration and will likely impact the way in evidentiary
strategies in international arbitrations which are structured with a US nexus.
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1. 5|15

(SR EVE A 28 I (RIVEA FIVAREF) 2 1782 25 KAE 1 3% R RIS DX VK Bt £ &1 B R [ ik Jeg Fy ik A
T i B EE R, AT IR TR R, WU Bl 2 5 E SR A Rk B 7 . [m SR
Atk e s A0 ) 56 EVE B de it 5 2 R U i B 7 0. Bk, 7Eid £ L HER, HH T L9515 1782
SN E 1) 3 [V Bt HH R AL T 38 [ IR

5 1782(a) 2% HL 1 H A A AE 7] 356 [F S H DX R B $R A A I 2 1782 S5 HEIN Z ik e & [ Tl &
J6, WERDAH “AAEFFERRION” F2ih; Hk, AR TF P F i AT BT s sl i 8 b 0 Z0E A
e E B VAR E R XN s B8 =, PrERIGUESE AT T “4ME ERE brikke ” 27 [1]

JUE S 1782 2% 1 N B W BE HIZ SR e 0K, 26 [l e vk e IR 37 36 [ RSB X VE e |32 1 |
AL CAREHE SR 4 SE IR PR T s iE SR . Sikrh, 25 1782 Sk MIE S BRI ME 51 R T o6 T IE VU F i K &
W Fln, FFRKRZANRTEE LR OTEIEBREFRSEN, EHAAUSMATEEZ, & 5555 E
FERERF AN . AE TSR A VR N BB 5 N2 BAT, SST58 1782 SFip R H iz —, 2 HaEH
0 B 75 I B R AP R, 2 A RAN R 2 EE BT MR AR AR AE AN FIAR RS )40 8, 5l RA DG

2022 4F 6 H 13 H, ZEE & dkimt ZF Automotive US, Inc. v. Luxshare, Ltd. ( “ZF Automotive %7 )
LK AlixPartners, LLP v. The Fund for Protection of Investors’ Rights in Foreign States ( “ AlixPartners & )
S AR, B AN R (] Ryt 25 1782 & N 41ME Bk [ friZ i ”(foreign or international tribunals)
Fe 1 L3 [ B pey S A B E DL A [ o 450 3 i b B 1 B 55085 P 20 B, DO A BURF BOBURT T] F B R A
FIRL “ AN E B E PRVERE 7, AR EE 1782 S5 W Bl [ B i g A SO B A B4 R IE HI S5 -

2. 88 1782 K SBIRET

2034 100 2 4R IR FRANEAS , 55 1782 2% L4 RON AR B 52 35 AAE 3G B AR A SGIE SR (1 — Ff i
M ITER T R[2]e HAE N AR )G, A E SR IE R 2 BRI SR AT
£ 1855 £, 3 [ [F 2 AR AT SIS IX VA BE by B Ah L B BGIESE . (HAE I, HH AT
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BEE i AP E BUR M T B3R A58 A Z5FE i (letter rogatory), 4k 1M #R75-FH B () =132 00 B o AR4E 1855 4F% %6,
A X 2 B AE NS B A D@ A AW IS T S BB E, WA Z BB RRR R, RA
B, BB X B4R 2 MRRUR 52 AT DASRAEAE N RE . PART, 7E 1863 SR LA 7 —WUEk A, “7EMR
KFERE BHISS 77 1 1855 4FiE R 152 V6, K Fod H Y6 I 4 BR 2] “ 18 A1 i 7= 1AM E VFvs ” H “4h
ERVFAYETRERIAERNB KR o BT RS, LB IR A NIz 511X —HE .
A WX e, LA R SRk 0E F G AR ke, BER R SZ mE B R A BURE A R VA 1 — 7 BOR 2
W AMEBURF[3] -

M 1948 5 1782 2 HIIEH &, A X VLB i Bh A1 V2 B2 A 136 BEIE AR WK . 7E 1948 4 F1
1949 4F, & E & @B IT KiEY K 7 R X LR nT DO AME YRIA TR HE R VA TR BIE R . BT
KT EERZEDBINIEHERE, BOE T /NELIUR AMNE R A S FE T ER, FRRZE KB BT AR
WANEFNERR T o AR PRI AR R IE 4 BR e 75 28 Sl 3 B TE Bl A .

F] 1952 4£ 9 H, WHFEEEEERHK James P. McGranery 755 — IR G hfa H, IR G 4R
P VAR b PR R O A4 5 EE R FR AN MR B 1 VA RAF RO . (ER LS b, A SRR SR b 2 [ 41
KIK, AR AHE AN E A SO EGE N, B A E A R I AT VA AR o X TR
TWEEF R, AREDATEE ST T, 38 EI7E m E A /M JF 1A 495 N SR =13 0B 75 TH i
FAEEA R . )5 1958 4, (EEPRR GG K s T, EEE W 7 EPRAER P NZE 512, Dot
4 H R A AR 73 5 A0 2 ) mE T B R IRAT %, RN R B B O S, DA RS N AT HS
b X 2 1] A R e e F VAN BR BERE T 5 . SR, G UE R UE A48 SREGIEAE 75 8 =1VE T B .

1963 45 H 28 H, HPralER TR Ao b 2L EE SR 7 — a1 5 1782 28
R, JRIZERIGAE 1964 4 ERIEIE . AT 1948 SEMIRRA, 1F 1964 ERIBTH, B, EEES
¥ 1782(a) 26 “ FEAMEATAT L Bt (court) < 8 (AT W VA FR P Hh 7 R B 40, 72 41 [ 5l [ B v 2 (tribunal)
WFEF R, JREE YRR RSN YRR i, JRikBusn “EPRT REE, KT A 1782
R DME A BIYE . LR, 3 ORI DX B i B SR BORIE SR (0 R, Fuvr BCH 1 X V2 B B By SO
Tl SEARTESE . Ak, 1964 FEAETT B KT HHE NRITE L, o Vi a4 S S R B Bk B mEN U SR
FVE Y. JEAE 1996 4, EEESHE—BEIT T 1782(a) %%, fF “HMNEBEFRERE” I CAHEE
IESB R AT R R ", X 3 EVER A A E R R AR S R VA B R A T g

gi b, B 1782 FHI D SEAR SN Sk AE H ad T RAE RNESUS & P, e AR 1782 2% 7EH Fr
B VR VAT ] o i 8k e 1% 51 )00 288 A, R o o

3. AIFASERR TR 1782 £ T “SNEREPREE" HIIEMR

IEWRTSCHTHE, 1782 25 HINEAE HARRZE: A EFRME R AR B iE RIS 4 E 1) 3 [E 52 it
HCUE A3 F S B [4] o 38 1782 2% SUVIHTAM 69208 25 LR IR 25 A 0 U7 78 36 B g AT S /M B s, HL3E
] S b X v e A 5K 1) 1 e RO AR 4 B PR ) FH T 6l B B M EH PR v . 28 1782 26T “4b
ol E PRk e 2SS E PR, BIE “VEEE(tribunal)” —ia] (& SCROBRME L, A [R]HBE 04 [X 32 e %ot
X —HE B ANE A EAN FIFR LI 2 B IERTSCATR, 1964 AR ol DL “ikpe” B “ipe” —iA,
DL BB w2 B B AN SR T 5 BVE BE IR IA 7 o BRI, 2K IR SCRIR H RS “VE” AT — 2D e
X, —ENEBTNN “AEANEBE PRIERE T — 1A B o XM S B0 LRk, S EER
H b DX Bl A A 2 2 75 AT AR 28 1782 25 HEATIE4E 7 1) Rt HE V22 AH L OF & F s v

TESCE T, T4 1782 2 2 il FH T AP 3 1 4 10 i 7 mT LB 1 31) 1999 4F . 7E 1999 4F, National

Broadcasting Co., Inc. v. Bear Stearns & Co., Inc. ( “NBC % ” )fll Kazakhstan v. Biedermann &1, 5 —F1%
'Act of Mar. 2, 1855, ch. 140, § 2, 10 Stat. 630.
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FIK [EERERE 28 1782 2% (103E VG I PR T “BURPERT” ik, B2 “AMEEE RIERE” F V" —
WAL B TR 2H R A1 [ A B

5 IRENEREAE NBC BNy, “VERE AT T oBERWN, A @SR RiHE
R FEEE” o 2 AR RS PR, 3B BB T 55 1782(a) 2% (3L ik it FE AR e v 46 R A F I “ kg™ —
WS, FFRREE ki RN, REESE 1964 FMANEE 1782 SKIACRARET, A S 5 BUM
BRBURT PP RE % Guidk e A At e [ SR B2 IR ML o DRIE, 28 1782 2640 FH T “ BURT BBURT ] 4
HEE” , AEFEFANRIN R HMERE, MR« HZERE DR EPRRE < 1ICCT YEHMFANR F
il ” AR 1782(a) sk = X L “HME L EBRERE IR 7 o T H 2 8 mE B AR # PR i R A
NP FEFEBRLE S 1782 2R AMBUGR IR N, Fi5 H 28 1782 %42 (it 1) 36 [ b4 7 il B S FA N A
) B AELE B, AR AP R 2GR AR AR RAR B e T H S AR R I A o, Rl 2 S (R
HRFVFRIMY SRAERNESE R B EA 2, JUPREERREESMERE, BEFAN B8R P
JiE , B S TR AR TR i DXV e A1 K 22 B0 B w) 2 DL ABE R UE 38 TF /s il B2, W56 1782 S5 Ml i “ 4 “4b
E e E bR AN EEURA R AT Wt 2 UESE R 7, WS GEEBIRMEIE) (“FAA” )N E fir
FAR TSt 00 BRE SR s i BEE A B b . 52 280, 5 Tk [y R 7E Kazakhstan v. Biedermann %8
A, IRPEEE 1782 %, RNfPEEARE “HMEBEPREERIRET ", WA UETE R HEE E 2 HR 2
1782 25 HIFE L9 i 2580 2 1) ) o i S Arh 40 3

7£ 2004 4, FE[E A mEBLAE Intel Corporation v. Advanced Micro Devices, Inc.ZE( “Intel &7 )ik A
BIRAIX — 4, FFREL T 558 RS TUK AR A R IASE o 3 Bl v e A2 3 ok v [R] Isf E 1 ID6H
X VAR AE P 5E A& T FEHEBL TS DE A FH AR 25 1782 2% HFE UL FF /R i 75 B2 R 1 DU H R R R &R
B N2 “IMEBEPRERE” WREFRS507. “OMEBUEPRER” YRS S5 E R T R e Ak
FEBUR « KB BTR35GB mlvE U B 2 FE FE . s A HIE G 2R 1782 K1 K2
i 1A A ] OGIE B ) 3o B B3 AR i A B L otk s 7 PR R SRR T A LB . B
IRZEAW KA, AR iR R YR AR PR U R LA B K B R e g i A
(Directorate-General of Competition for the Commission of the European Union), tA NEK ¥ 7% 4+ S = /E N B F
UEHRSCSEBR BE 1Y) ¥ =) VEM LA ” (quasi-judicial agenc [y1), 1A Ao 338 1RGN A SRR T RE,
LW B VR B AN BRI B (P B AR i “VRBET )R, A PR RO AR 1782 & FTHE “AMEE o
W ENEFEIN A, 1964 AF 36 E [E BT 1782 %0, RMMEUCN “EHEBEREREEF 7 i
e N HABAUAT BN (U Z98 1 BB 23 02 22) SR A m] vk I B W] REIE o R4S R S50 00, BemiERe
ENEIR |28 1782 Sk (MSmk sk, FRAESIF T 36 B [ bR m] R Fr g 525 51 23 A Hans Smit % (1) 3 30 =
R C[H 1782(a) 2] VEEET —iRELFETAVAE . ATECRTEEE . #ERNENIA, LRGSR
. EF FFRTBORE. 7 PR, AR T S80S Z BT X AR R L, 55 1782 AN T
PR RTTE AT IR AT ABAR RN J5 8256 H B n) 70 A 3 S Ak ik i B 43 bR 7 — & &G .

Intel Z2)5, &7 PUANEE 7SI R R 28 A 1RV B 2R T J LAEAS [F] 1R 2249 b SCHF Intel S0, TAE 2R 1782
2% T RS TF /s A 5 ) LA T 0 Bl 0 6 A0 6] o ) B R B R P o 4911 5 7S a8 [ B £ Abdul Latif Jameel
Transp. Co. v. FedEx Corp. & ( “ALI &7 ). FB/NKENERERIFEAAA “VEEE” 7578 11 SUAARIET, A
KA LR 12 3] ) A A 75 B TRI RS S AP 3, IR AE SR 1782(a) 25 15 ¢ P X B i s . Rtk V&R
R R (TR AR) - 7 O IR S8 N IR [ ERE R R, SRS s B E 2 YR 1782(a)
National Broadcasting Co.Inc.v. Bear Stearns & Co., Inc., 165 F.3d 184, 190 (2d Cir. 1999).
®Kazakhstan v. Biedermann,168 F.3d 880 (5th Cir. 1999).
“INTEL CORP. v. ADVANCED MICRO DEVICES, INC., 542 U.S. 241 (2004).

®See Hans Smit (1965) International Litigation under the United States Code, Vol. 65, No. 6, 1015-1046.
Abdul Latif Jameel Transp. Co. v. FedEx Corp. 939 F.3d 710 (6th Cir, 2019).
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SIS FHYVEFE, 10 HOR R 482 5248 S5 BREHE T 7= A E B P # 8CR I BUR R i, JFRoR, EE R mEE
5t B i R0 K S A DX v e o i o 2 1782(a) 2% Tl T (IEHE HFn A 78 43 1 B Bk A . 55 DU [ B 7
2020 4ff Servotronics, Inc. v. Boeing Co.ZFF I8 T iX— M, I\ A 1782 453&E H T 7E I E il FA A

[F, A [F] PR 5% FEPE G Hh XV e 28 1782 2% R 2 15 7] LA T 3R HCRA N ] B e 388 () 90 7= SR L
TAFEBIGE. L Intel S5 9 E P AR T R B RG] 5 1782 2472 £ B BUEM AN Z4 80, AN
B AE AN S 7 25 N S rp R IR T AR AH S A

£ 2020 4Ef¥) HRC-Hainan Holding Co., LLC, etalv. Yihan Hu, etal &1, ¥ k% 2019 4 [H [H R ir
Ao HZE 512 ( “CIETAC” ) 2B — i S1E S, S KIS 1782 J%1m) i b IX ¥ fe B X
WEe JEMMAEXIVERERN 1 5N ENERTE ALY SRR, M EEEE T4 1782 e “ s EEL
EpriERE” , HARVFBGERE AR TP EES AR5 1R, &A&T 2020 4 1 H 16 HiBr 32k 7 H1il
NHIBGIE S o fEkrf, IMAEXVEBEIEIN N, 25 1782(a) 2% Fo VR X VA B IR BUIEE R, FEANE
SRAME 5 E By B B S ZAE IR TR T R I ESE o a0 SRAEHE TT 7R 6 FE P 2R il 4R, VR nT HE 42 AE
o AEERINME AR B RN L, ok B R TR A TR RE /1 W2RER 1782(a) %%
BE D B P B ESRAT AR H B e T 7 B AR, A I 4R A AP I H . TS, A AR S L
el EyRkBesEe B, iSO KA E R K ZF Automotive 58 3R [ B vk e B B k.

M 7E Guo v. Deutsche Bank Sec. Inc.Z( “Inre Guo &7 ), [A#£# [ 2018 4= CIETAC 2R — i It
WMy, 5 NRIE S 1782 215 R AL 5 XL Pt 48 B AATIUE SR IP EERRIESR . ek, B2 /R M.
S5 S 2 W AN BEAR R RIAE N I 2 KA A SR EGIE. 78 2019 4F 2 H 25 H, A28 XL 3 e 245 A
BGIEHE, AN CIETAC fE NI M, FEAES 1782 & AHEH “AME sk EprikE” o 8 AL X ik
B ek ik 5] B T o [ A HERTZE (Asia Arbitration Handbook) 1M, AR CIETAC HEAREAE—
ANHEBUR AR IR R T AL, HRa A CoBi e A Ry — N EEBUR A S, BAERC B S 77 TR AR
[5]. #EUk, EWNREARZS R CIETAC th NBC ZH (1) ICC S T-48 1782(a) 2k [13&E FHVE H, {HA
B TFAZEHT R “ANESEPRERE” o JGAE 2020 £ 7 H 8 H, 5 i [l ik B 4 FF 41 29 7 X 5 B T vk
5E, AN NBC RAEH K ENERTIRRA LR T1. EBEIAH, Intel ZEA X NBC W EMK “ 7857
JREE” , W T RO, ANER YR A T NS 1782(a) 4 AT “ikpE” . ¥ Bk
[EVEBE AN Intel S8 H 5 m ik B AR B B AN ), T A RS TR S i m i — ARSI REGJE T
R “VRRE” o PR, BB K ERNEBLESE T NBC E I IARAE, R 5E4 B 2 3505 L 1 B BRAh 3 A
J& T 5 1782(a) = X I “HMEELEPRERE” o S ERPEEEE ., ERTHMEET . 0B i
AR ERERCERE . 95 AR R e PSS 2 IR R LR G %8, CIETAC fiikbEMig(Err
K5 S5RER AR MEEME, Kk, CIETAC {h#RE N e A B A% 57 i E Br i AL,
AER (EENEI) 5 1782 AL =1L Bl .

fTT 5 5 5 FEIBCHS 1 X 92 e 0o T [ o i < 0 75 FH 55 1782 SR A JIA7 A 4130, TGS s XV e o
55 1782 FAE T IE FH T 0 Ml AP 3 1 20 B B AS AT SO M, X A4S Sy LA 2R 1782 St R S TEAT:
[R5 8 A HIE A

4. ZF Automotive 25 AlixPartners £rhxt “/NERKERREE" HIBR

3935 [ A v A B ZF Automotive A1 AlixPartners Z#idt, KT 5 Intel EAHR B A, %

"In re Application of HRC-Hainan Holding Co., LLC, No. 20-15371 (9th Cir. 2020).

8In re Application of Hanwei Guo for an Order to Take Discovery for Use in a Foreign Proceeding Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1782, 2019 WL
917076 (S.D.N.Y., 2019).

°In re Application and Petition of Guo, 965 F.3d 96 (2nd Cir. 2020).
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SYPARNT T 2 1782 24 138 FHVE Bl 4 i o MR HEZ R, 55 1782 25 7E [ Bin 8 1) o2 FH K 52 1) SI2 o ek 1) PR

7£ ZF Automotive &1, — K FFHE/A F) Luxshare Ltd ( “Luxshare” ), K555 1782 2 (I E A — 5K &
HAL T35 1 25 BRI (1A 2 =) - 4 =) VR4 F i R ZF Automotive US, Inc. (“ZF Automotive”),
HIE R TIEYEIF 7R . Luxshare I\ A ZF Automotive 7EXUJ7 [ K S258 5 FRAFAE IR VE, [RII XU 258 A & &
LSS, T 40K B = 42 ik 53 AR 5 1 [ A B 2 (DIS) B A NI SR fift e« R T 1 4% %6 ZF Automotive
PR DIS fh#%, Luxshare M558 1782 4%k ZF Automotive M2 H: TA/E N SRS 0. IRAESEE F N
IR [ENERE T “AMEEE bRykhe ” & ], BT AR fEHE 1 Luxshare I HTE, FEAE T
IR R 4R 4. ZF Automotive 32 MBS HIE, UCAEEEMPEIh AR T58 1782 26 ME i) “AME B E
PRyLEE” o M Stk FVR 2 36 B i vk b

AlixPartners MW J 1 — F M B su BUMWOREE,  FFBRIR IR AR IR VEAT 9 T B AT A ™ 1Y) 7 g 9
7 AB Bank SNORAS ( “Snoras” ), M M% WitriP AP E R R H A S “HWE S ). JalZ ik
S ARYE N 50 5 R W 2 [ RGA R e, X L SRR T AR A [ [ B 51 5 A 2 (A R )
EEMIG M. MEEsE, EEA R POTHIX kR T 1782 & Wi, ZRBMTM A Snoras
Il B & 3 N B Simon Freakley A HAHAR B $AT B AL & A | AlixPartners LLP #2&fit S04,
AlixPartners Ji&#I# 7, AN AIRIATEEEA LSS 1782 2HE 1) “AHhE B [E bridE” , e — N Ak
WUk o BORHLIX VAR B B TOX — i i, JRHLHE T RS A A MR ER . 5 8 ENEFEERE R A, AR
P B A 1] 6] o B 2% DR o R DU 2 o 1) AP 3 BEE AE XA 1 % 2 20 SREURI AL, B mT LA E N “ A BR
EFRERE” o J5 AR 256 B i mi b .

TERCHE T EIRPIAS 4419495\ ZF Automotive LA AlixPartners [¥71i 45 4 (writ of certiorari) 11 )5 ,
FE R mvEp e G FHE MR, JRHAE 2022 45 6 H 13 HXT P RMEH .

FEtH Amy Coney Barrett iA B 5 Mkt , fEkBi & 75 1782 s iy “AhE el E bRk ” —
T 75 A5 R JA) G R R M LR ( “ private adjudicative bodies” ), 3B S AN AL BUR BREURF IR AL « % i b
ML RV E — 80N, 5 1782 Z e I A1 E BRE FRidk b AN AL BUR SBURT 1B] 8 A LAY, B “AT
i — e 2 E#E T RIBURBOIRNE” o KIEbadE, S EERET “HMEEEPRERE” .

AR A 75 1782 25T K “VRBE” M o B OTRE, AN 1782 AT LYK
FEREARAR “ATAT I SR IRNLIG ”  ARR B mv kB B B YRR — AR s 0, TN A
B bRy ” X —ia R — I d . memiiBifeth,  “XT VREE RIS AT EBUM AT
B, BN R RN BA BB B RN, ik AMEERE EH AR TRE T
AME VR RE, AN (] B A T A B E . B VR R T AME, IR A ZE R TR R, 7
Y BRI, DAL A SRS PR R U A R I, O A ERE SR G — 5, iRk
(3 BB /E — T PR T A R RN A . WERIS Lo, B S8 L 1 F E B T RERF & 58 1782 25T
RITBUR A%, BUONBURFIBUR EIHLR “ AT RERILZ FIE 7 o i DLERE (R B FLAR 1782 25 % Fue i ¥ 5%
L) REE RIS

UbAh, B AR R — D R T O A E R E PR RE I RV AT PR, b
I E AR 1782 SAHISIIEMIRE, INRE 1782 &0 “HUih H I SLm FoAALE(comity) . IEWIET SCATIA,
7E 1964 FEREITH, E4k “wEEFEF (judicial proceedings)” —ia & iy« A B bRk RE O FE
(proceeding in a foreign or international tribunals)” , BIEITiZ%46k B BN 79 K& % &R AL
(public)MLA IR AL, Ve ” B FR & AT EBUR BT RINIAE « oAk, B miE B\ o fo vr B b X3 Bt b
B Ak E R E BRBUR U A T SRR 2 0 “EEE” , (ExAMNEBUFRSEE, A7 EME “Rh

0ZF Automotive US, Inc. v. Luxshare, Ltd., 142 S. Ct. 2078 (U.S., 2022).
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SR RIIX — FH . [, SEiEBe IR 5 1782 2647 K BIAA N 8] (b B e thoke i ik 5
EEEE N FAA ZIRCR “TREERTK” , By FAA SHIEHE FFom i BERLUE S 9, FAA IR T
FRRBTUESE TR, R VP ZORAEETT 7R . MR, 55 1782 2% SUVFAMNERERE RIVRIA 2450 A (DL A HoAt
“RTERRN )N IEBERAFUE S 2 o AR ES 1782 (a) B RE A Fu VFBRHS b [X 32 e N A ] FRS )
bR SR SRS 35 P By, U090 FEL b e o R R 2 S 0K B L P9 AP K RIS 24 3 ARG B I IR IR 43
B, X5 FAA BUE M EH R

gi b, FENE S 1782 SR AME B BRidk i SOABUMN BUBUR RN 5, Bemikbid FRFIE T ik
AT BB A AT T BUBU -

f£ ZF Automotive 1, DIS /N RIEALE I BRI, fmikbiily, B “ShZBUFS 5
3L DIS fh#E s AR 7, “RVE A BONEUR " » 1R DIS U XA 1 i P EUE I A
JITAE (4 [ 5 () PR 2 e R A e R e i LY B AE AT e P 5 T A% 1 AR D BT BURF P (AL,
DIS A& T2 1782 26U T “ BUF BB RVERE” -

AlixPartners % S MR %, USRI Rl B A2 £ 53 A e 0T 3z . AlixPartners
FErf, RWROABT R LR T DA Frim il DRGETI, 42 W A0 S P 5 AT DA% IR A & 1 20k i
B E SRR Fm i BRI O A UOR IX T [ 2 15 4T SRR BURF U 5% T W8 2 2 BRST R e B 8
WEo TS 5k LV B AR g o i X — R 35 S e 1 e AN 7 fig 5 ) R BILEBE  3 i Fs AtAT D
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