AuAG FHE AT 7 FAYF BF AT
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Al wiAe 7199 Ad7] A Y A&d] AR IS vABE AF R Aujse A
el ol HUlY] &S &Y F YEE wiAHoof sy, HHo du] wiALE Feve A
< wi$ o dolth. oy Hu] wjA FAle o|xYFEA(Quadratic Assignment
Problem : QAP)Z R3¢ & glon, o9 HAL 7 dvdez FI£9 dudFL A
AU HY 71 vl 90 e Rez ¢HAR v UM & ATFM e Ao A
A9 AL A8t fH dnFe MLE AEddgon, Ay dFEFH] v 4 A5

7I€ AFE HI 6 ¢+ AE AL F AU

. A 2

[

Av] WX gog AEgH Yol &8
59 7149 Adr]) A ¥ 2 ZE&
J3e WA F=¥ 4dd HXE AuE
ARt AL 714 &5 48 7A@
Fg PR o9 FHo] Tddd: A
dqr FLE 7IdgAEY F9 shietn
g 4 Ak o]XY M wjx A= A
Zd E Aulx el o] #E T8
EAojv HAe Myl wxtg FedE
AL wl$ ojzfE dojrt.

ojg]g du] wjx] EAE oJATFEA
(Quadratic Assignment Problem @ QAP)Z
2388 ¢ Joy oARAFEAE AP
71 % wye AHs GungEFH FI&
g gugFol o a2y ddFes £

. AYdsn AYus AYsy 15

« ASHEUS ASXSHY BF

W du)e] 7t 157] 0149 Bfde Adw|
WX ZAle] Aol FAHY =& o
(Suresh, 1995). W&lr Fel2q daF
Eo] o9 sMZAe s Aoz AgH
Red FE2g dnmFe 27MMASF
d (constructive) €122 F3 ¥HE(iterative)
dagFoes UE 4 JYtH(Hanan, 1972).
a8y ol Y Fel2¥ dunEFS
& ERYFE NAE & JE g @
b5 ol greedy G Fo 71%37] W&
o] #F )7t ¥ H 4 H(ocal optimization

point)el ¥  AHA  FHAH(global
optimization point)& A £3{}= F$7L
A 4+ A

FASE AQzd JFdd uwgE &

A4 7189 #3 gxelS(genetic algori-
thm)E d4F9 FI2¥Y AN L3IdF
(search algorithm)2. 24 ¢olA =3 I3



90 FEI|s A+

wHog B 5 on, ZHd 9o =F
3 2 3} % A (combinatorial optimization pro-
blem)¥] A ®ol HE&HT Yo} A
dnFE o83 Hu wix EAE 3
Astnz ¢ AFEL Tate & Smith(1995)
9] d79} Suresh & et al.(1995)2] |9
A28 ZE F Ao

a2y olg g 71Ee AFEL Av] )
2 A9 54& oA 13I}A FRkn
w3 28 Mdi(parent generation)d $%
3§34 54L& A9 Ad(child genera-
tion)2 Hujg AGsnz e A=st 2
g E 5 Atk dEgy 2 A7
A olad GHES AAFoE=N 5287
oz Ayl #x FAE ANFE = A= A
A fd ¢ndEFE AAE Bax o

1. 2|

I
MO

8 o7

1. HU|HiX| 22Xt HRHAE AAS

o2

AU EAE 9T FTZ0] A 40
Q59 Qg RS0 o) FHslolH ¢
g. olg@ Fue A7 FFE 2otaw
e 2.

(1) AAH =3} (Graphical systematic
techniques)
19603 276 A7H7] AFRE o] 7ye
AulEY] AANEEY FF A4S 23}
Atk old J1HEL travel charting, se-

quence analysis, systematic layout plan-

ning, straight line arrangement, 13
factor analysis &°l 7] &3ch ol
AWEL B3 Bod YT oE=sTn A
P2 W AHgay] WO wA skl

o @ 4ulY 47 Be FeolE HE 2

£ 9] A9 Brbsa,

(20 HZH3et F2H L3128 F(Optimi-
zing and heuristics algorithms)

1960 FRbE-E AFE7] AlFete A
g3 AFEHE wokd o HASWPLE wiA
FAE O|AFITEAQAPIZ EH3Y
% HH3 gaEFe Aue U g2
Aedde HHHE F3te Ao BrHE3E)
g Ry FuFEol MTHU
ol Felx¥g dxnFL EI)EiX
Xd(Lee & Moore, 1967, Seehof & Evans,
1967, Edwards, & et al.,, 1970, Hassan, &
1986)3% =S (Armour &
Buffa, 1963, 1964, Hiller, 1963, Hiller &
Connors, 1966, Nugent, & et al, 1968,
Picone & Wilhelm, 1984) ¢ig]&o s B
F& & Ao 23U o guelEse
HFu| XA 27Xt 3] ZA JE
<€ e 938 HAa U

et al,

(3) G4EF 3 Y (Multi-goal approach)

¥ Felsg dudFEL A F 71
A HawAe] Utk e FHQlel A

H Y] AAFHFu LS HA3)E = o
oji1, tt& 3l Muter(1973)7F A A3

i
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st 7N gme(Eol
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o+ 91

Au|uf x| ot
AH Q1N AuEY ZHEZ(closeness
rating)® AWIst= WHoltt. Rosenblatt

(19797} + 538 =¥
& AAG o2 A FARE o M=
& 2wl AAFHAHDutta & Sahu,
1982, Fortenberry & Cox, 1985, Urban,
1987, Harmonosky & Tothero, 1992, ¥ 3
=, 1995).

A B

(4) 2 =o] &4 2 (Graph theoretical
approach)
1980 FurRE A3yt AFE g

29 guFY

maximal planner subgraph® = WHE
o] oy TAF 3 dFvt Hun Y
(Foulds, 1983, Green & AI-Hakim, 1985,
Giffin & et al, 1986, Hassan & Hogg,
1987, Leung, 1992).

(5) Simulated annealing ¢118&

gyEe Fe2g dndFL greedy &
n2]EE AME3IUTh ol E wiEFH M
Hel @AdE FE}Y] dstd H{dFE
Z7HA7le dAER dolsoEHn TN
Haddl FEHE A& WAY F Use
simulated annealing(SA) €1E& Ayl
v A EA o] H83t 71&9) greedy ¢
Z3 vlwstd SAY ARrt v 530
= AL A A3 H(Jajodia, 1992,

L= K=

Kouvelis, 1992, Wilhelm & Ward, 1987, &
7, 1995).

(6) HR)o]EFH Y (Fuzzy set theory
approach)

e @4 BAE NAITGE AL

WEEol BRY BAS GesAA S
AT 5 A AES) BVF BAS VE
e 1 EAE s@sts ot 1y

rE
)

&3t BA M FAFH o2 FA B
AR} 494, A EJE EAE
A W Mt JRY &4 F
71 A8 YBHoz gol AHEdte o
FEE adiz A devt A3 o
Wio g A7yl JPHn oh(Karwowski
& Evans, 1986, Grobelny, 1987, 1988,
Raoot & Rakshit, 1993, 1994).

s\

2

(7) A &3e]E(Genetic Algorithms)
A AJ=H Jgel wiEE F
A QaeEE SA9 Zo] FElxdg Y

dugEozs FHHLHPA FHI}= EA
g 43yl A% st WwHeE HId
ujx] EA Ao Bol H&H ArH(Tate
& Simth, 1995, Suresh & et al, 1995).

tuz(Ee] Jqet
) 4 ¢xaEFY Al

A gugEe AATYY A =
(natural selection) /Aol wl=gE& & AN



2 HE7|s o+

dneFozA ulx vjAIZF At e John
Holland®} 19 A7del 2s)A 7Ad=
t} o] g Fe 7€ de FERHoW
A A Z2Y QA A K 0 P(information
exchange)® ZHzt A& A& AHT
Rojtt. ¢xFY Ay F YMHHEe EE
8] A S (population)?} = Yy¥tFo 2 v|E
H(bit string)E TFAEHY HE Adi9 ¥
HFES AFAAY FHAHAE F A9 84
g n@Fo 2N o]FAX e Adirt Y

242 HO o $& 5HL NMAEE =9
S Dok 42 LnAZe =Y FA9A
J A A ed oYy HA RE

A FRYHY R otyr HAY FRE
gty Btk o Adsol UolA=E M2
+ A4 94X & ZA "o

A ¢ngdEFe 4Ly & 5L L
AL 7] wEo] B Eorold AR
2 38" & AHGoldberg, 1989).

A, A dnYUFL 24 FHR) A
2400 o2 3tn =59 e
B FRE 8 FER ger)

A, 3 23a3dFL 2 AAE A
e Aol olYu 249 IY(coding of
parameter set)S ©|83ld oW, AL
HEE FEY 5 Y] WEC e B3
ol Fepol AGS BA geoh
A, 7129 1YL ste] ke iy
gAa3te oy fALnEEFS 3
< BA3le wYol2g FEFH HAAH
349 8tgo] FHojyr)

UA, 3853 13 (deterministic rules)o)

i o

ozt &3 o33 (probabilistic tran-
sition rule)& AHE-3 o}

2 #4 ¢xgFy 53 44

AukzEed fA g3;EFL IA EA
(reproduction), m Z}{crossover), 13 F
A o)(mutation)®] M 7+A] D3FAHopera-
tor)2 olFAth EAZ# JAY 2EHYE
o] 159 EAFS ghol mtA o A
2 BAH oA E AAE T A7 F
e ol9, 58 T uFAT A9
23S T, AEIFAEL o] FFE F
£ g4 (fitness function)2ti F-E0.

T dd Aidxe wAREA Ie3d =
e FE AddA FR9E F A9 AHE
3l o]E9 YRS ME AYFoEHN
o]FojZc}. o] WYL B GFd @A
Yyoln], o]9elx  partially matched
Cross- over(PMX), the
crossover(OX), cycle crossover(CX)s} %
< B x A (Gold- berg, 1989).

Al AR QA3 Eddole 9 HE
QM P9 5 PA Y& dolHE ¥
92 e Aotk BA nxE F3
o AFHHQA Auix]7t o] FolH} drigE
qui2 F8% FAFA FAHE e #
7} A7) dEo) EQAWlE FIHA olE F
B8 $71 de Reldh oY= fd &

&L oj&3lo FAE A3y HAsA
3 gugFed HE3}7]
3) F A(solution representation)

stofob B0}, w3 BAYSE e AL

order

|

wo mwe rfr kK
%‘
oft
Ha
2
i
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g£A9 312 EXE 3
S AAs|ojo} Bk

. Ad| gjx]|

1. gne|ge| HX}

A WA e
Jze ten ge
5 49el AgsE
3 2t

NP = &g =7]
MR = E¢@Ho] vl &
CR = 3z} ¥l-&

@A 1 [2718}]
NP/Re] %71 #lF<(initial population)
< 72392 YA,

@A 2 1 [31 HIt)
AT Y 7 e HrgY F, 349
A AEEg SHuE Z e F vEs
e ENgid=

9A 3:[HE ¢ Y]
Ao oA F v)Lo] FE FO
2 CR*NP/& 493 s yUnx] NP1
- CRI/l= AAZRY. o|EA FozxH &

2 A siEe] A MU= o
53 8 &Fo] EokxA Foh

G4 4 : [o]F]
@A 3914 Heg®E CR+«NPHAE M2

A% 2 979 92
wAE AX® 239
NEEe gl the

..
o

ez oFAzZITH

@A 5 [2A}H]
A 2014 Ae® CR+*NPAY & Foi
A BRE 20E HEdte nxE A4
@ 3

F A2e e 249 A2

g #7b1An. o ye MU-CR

3 wEFozn NPU - CRIAY HE
M 2g HPGE BED

@A 6 : [E9ol]
GA 49} DAl 504 wHE R A2 3
e NPAY & didoz MRY &
E2A EQWE AA%T

@A 7 ¢ [QHE]

2. slie] EAl &Y

(Solution Representation)

Liepins and Vosex 318 EA] wWie
3k A7 ZF#E AAALY FEA 7}
F AT ) g BA YHE FE A E
3k o) § o3 Yol (Suresh, 1995). &}
A fH AR (genetic operator)7]' |47
o] &% & JX AN NS Y F U=
g 3 ®A] Wjo] AAE oo gt

£ dFdAMs ZIEY HEDt) Y o
el destet duists 3 AF@gez
BABIAY &, 2 Ayl 8 XS 1%E A
A3 A5 d(string)E EAEH. 2E
g U AFEe g Qv I E 7he
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718zt Ao = Ayl st A 9
g dule AE s dE S,
Aule] A¢7E 6707 A$ el x| Qte]
T A9 g A AY 942 FAHA U
Ay g 2EH 6 4 1 3 2
5 [2% 117 22 wjxte vepdich

(23 1] wfxgte) d
3. M2 &h(Fitness Function)

Adu) wiAlo] lojAe] HF ERE 4 A4
H|Zke] F o]F ®l&S Haspste Rolth
F olF vigS vl T 3EFH 2 A
29 Fo2 Yed F 4. ol F4e
Z BE3Y 433 2o

Minimize C = z; ,21 fi*d;

Aq714, C: F ¥l&
fy o Adul i25E Ay A9 BEF
d, : vl iZ25¥ 4y j7tA e Ag

Angze Ad d,= A48 YuE 7
A Auige FAHH(centroid)® FHESQ
[(xi,9),(x;, )] ¥FE Fgeolth &
TN S 2 F7HA "9 A

n
A

wo

=4 e L

214 A g (rectilinear distance)
dy = xi—xf + ly,i— v}
H3dd A(euclidean distance)
dy = [(xi=2)*+ (3;— )1

4. FHMA ZZEHGenetic Operations)

(1) 271 AT ¥4

B dFaAMeg %7 siyae HFG
AN Adule] 71 kAL A 190 k7t
22l dulg Az 339 e Fx
e HET gL k-1749 FHIHYE HE
BT FrFdA shte] duiy AF oz
O] FAIAAN FAAT [28 2] Mt
570 73$-9 dojtt. aglm YR NP-k
AY FHIe FHHE slX A

O W N =
_ O W N
N = O s W
W N =

R W N = W,

(29 2] FR8) A

(2) @AM Crossover)
& Ao ANF uie} Zo] wAdE o
2 7FA] wo]l gley BE EAA i



HH[uix|et 2y E S R Ln2|E0| s AP %5
FEE P2 U g B AFoAeg 51 o] o]FHAh

e G2 (Goldberg, 1989)8 7%
7ht e oblel e F
Mol 22 A 2E” P, P} 3 o]
22g A4 Ay 2¥ 0, 0y} %=
oAt W YR AR VEHS F
2

IR o)A Ak 1283 0,9 P
LS P9 PRl aNE olFdA =Hx
AFEL P8 gFEo] 2R ) F3A
Aok oA oz R Ao 540
A AR ASAEA FAl Sty
(Goldberg, 1989)B.the oL thofdt Fe)o)
FH37 YA "t o] YL EASHW
(¥ 317 o
[28 3]oA & £ U=l 7EHE

Aoz 0,9 gFEL P9 FRE 124
7}

of

PL=124 365
P,=351 426
O1=124 426
0:=365 351
[29 3] =z} Uy

a2 #FAE02, 0,9 AFEL P
4 2

6 o] olF&dAL. T O,

add 2 Ade G 0 0,
& 49 BE 0,9 7% 203 49 Aur)
TEHANLH, 0,9 735 33} 5 Ay
FEE 48 Erls ot ol
B BAY fZ2S A3t F A9 )
o 2HE FRE vl dXHE s}
G MRE A=z FHE Myl £219
w2 Atk ME a@EE sty
1 #Ao] (29 4] Yeht ot

fo

of

R
r$~

o8

[¢]

0, = 1'/‘2%4 2 6
0, = 365351
(23 4] SEH dule @

O 0, &2 4749 Aul7t FE5( 0,9
A% 24423892 0,9 A% 35305)
ol Jomz PeXEH FEF Muly
9 NE 209 Hulg Az n@dd
o] 3L AN F N2 WXL [1
¥ 5l¢ 2o

»

0O, =135 426
0, = 264351
[238 5] 58 A Fo wix|<t
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(3) EQwol

2 A7dAe sddole FAHAR T
N9 248 whpe 71E9 By WA sty
o Aug 7Nz AP o] d¥% B
%ol 7H¢ B Adug JHI}A AAA
1=% Stk [2¥ 119 wWXdH <B
>3 22 HulEzte] 55%F ud dE
7HA 3 d9srig @0

<E 1> HuENS BEF

1 2 3 4 5 6
1 0 5 2 4 1 0
21 5 0 3 0 2 2
31 2 3 0 0 0 0
4 | 4 0 0 0 5 2
511 2 0 5 0 10
6 | 0 2 0 2 10 0

(Z¥ 1]e1A4 F29z 49 dujzh A
gAdd, 48 Adug} olFFo] M B
dule] BEFLS <E 1>A 54 Aduy}
fct. (23 11914 58 Adule 41 Aduls
o] Agrt 20|12 2(F, JHH YA ¥&
n2) 49 Aulg AP Je 19, 29, 2
Az 6 AuvlF9 et ngstA doh
ol Y = Ye ALY v A
Hoz o= Aulg} mEF RAZY FA
7t ¢AEA doh # AFANE ¢l 9
g n@ 7|FoZ 59 AMulE 19, 29, 1
gz 6 dulst g mBPE A F
Hl &g T o] F ugo] A HL 7
So Adulgl RFIIEE Yt

Iv. &8l Zu

2 dAFdqMe & 97 E(Suresh & et
al, 1995, Tate & Smith, 1995)3%}¢] H|w&
At FAY £E <FE 2> <FE 3>9A
E £ e AHF A6y F71 5/MeA 34
AZA 11749} A2 AAsEd £ 2
o ARE 7E A7 ®wdy] Yo
712 AFo)A AL43 NP = 1008 H&
Hog F whE A7t 20000 HAE HF
e AMgskth

a9e] %7)ge2 CR = 052 3%xn
MR< 05, 0.75, 282 1.09] 371AZ 39
o] 37tA A9l dia] Z 1034 wEF
o2M Z FAY ZAeuit 49 57 30
o] X2 34 & A7 ¢xnEFL C
QAojE o} L3l ZEagy HADL MUE
A F e (PENTIUM-75MHz)dl A =3 H Ao
o, 2 AP <FE 2>9 <H 3>} 29F
o] Ut

<¥ 2>¥ Suresh%(1995)¢] A+ vim
& Ro2A o5 AFE Ed¥ol W&
47VA % w2t v 107HR Y A& 2#3t
o F 40709} A$E 2dxn & 7
3y wrEale] & 4003 FoA 7t
2359 e 2 syt e Ao w
(number of generations)E 7153}t
<E >N B £ ARl B A7 AR
Z+ FAle] A9 347} Sureshd] A%
4003108 wis] B AFME 3032

b3 Hz gk dule] 7 5740 AR

A orr

[of



Aoy x| ot

b}
0x
njo
1
_9_]:
30
>
e
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il
et
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4
(o]
V

<E 2> 499 A (Suresh 59 A7} wim)

58 LR S
duls) A Suresh 52 Suresh FI[ Suresh 59 | _ =
az 2 a7 az A a7 2
5 Rectilinear 25 25 0 0 0.00039 | 0.0011
6 " 43 43 0 0 0.00040 | 0.0014
7 " 74 74 20 0 0.00058 | 0.00155
8 " 107 107 20 1 0.00048 | 0.0018
12 " 289 289 180 12 0.00077 | 0.0032
15 " 575 575 340 51 0.0011 0.00465
20 " 1285 1285 660 574 0.0018 0.0078
30 " 3084 3071 1840 1788 0.0038 0.01705
16 " 48 48 60 15 0.0012 0.00515
25 Euclidean 1625.1 15945 460 79 0.0078 0.01165
34 " 4234.99 42199 1800 1451 0.016 0.02385
« QU W2 RN 08 27 LS A,
* AJZHE RM = 10098] A$E rIFoz 4323

B 2070Q0 EA7ZER = Aol x|t F v
& FUFHR2Y o] gho] U A ukE
A+E Suresh T A7 Ao viE] w
2A U2 AL & F Uk = Aul9
7b 2570, 3070 183 3479 ASelE
H&3 A ¥E 4 2R JjHE A&
E + Ao 1 de 3 A9 Ay
Sureshd9 @-= HP-9000(800 series)ol
A FYEEJL B dFe NALAFH
(PENTIUM-75)91 A 8 =7] W& A
g Al AAE vnd FE oy 3
NS [29 6ldiM et Zo] agzz Yy
¥ 7ZA-¢ Suresh 59 A7 FLT #HH
£ Relg,

<E 3>& Tate & Snﬁfh(1995)94 a2

2=
%

Hxg Ro2AM o5& Edwolsg wx}
H & @& 37}A] A& 43 & 7
ol oHal 103 wEFozHN zp A6k
A8 A7t B d7e Zol 300 HEE
st b F& 3, MY HEag 1En
FFHANRAFE V18T Felh. vg 9
A ZE EA o] ¥ A7) Tate &
Smith®] |+ ZA#et FAAY 94
Ae AL B & At BT 3 94 FF
e g o)) JlojM e Aulzl 15709 2070
A AB¥Y M F2 B4 Sige Aul
1274 399 Bad g4 3FE A3tz
2E Ao do] E A7 94
AL E F Utk "M 3 g4 73
F2o] BFe M= AAHoz B o

oo feorr
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second

0.018
0.016 |
0.014 }
0.012

0.01
0.008
0.006 |
0.004
0.002

i

8

12

problem size

15 20

(23 6] 7R 3o 3 Az

B A3y} Tate & Smith®] Qo) Hl3)
£ Aot B 4 AqAG.

olgl e AF AHIF UYL AL
ZdolA] Adu wix] A9 5

FoME

L

tlo o

30

< 133 olE

obge %% ME 7IY FRY(CR=NP)TH
AAGeZN BY QAo ¢43 E4
2 A2 Hdig ol AlFlEE Ax

<E 3> A3 A} (Tate & Smith A7l Hlw)

s sigon

H] £ 3 =2A w3y 3
] 4= Best Mean Best Mean

T&SE I7 [T&SE AP T &SP A7 | T&S |2 A7
5 25 25 25 25 203 0 304 0
6 43 43 43 43 174 0 485.2 0
7 74 74 74 74 192 0 1106.8 0
8 107 107 107 107 214 5 3508.4 589.2
12 289 289 294.4 2945 | 2069 897 13105 16910.3
15 575 575 590.3 583.9 2082 2871 234957 | 18757.4
20 1299 1285 13258 | 13119 | 2099 | 3902 59479.3 | 46588.1
30 3092 3071 31648 | 31453 | 13211 | 10069 | 114220 105530.7
16 48 48 58.1 509 | 2068 1402 18038.3 2612.3
25 16246 | 15945 (17884 (16376 | 8147 { 4301 70696 32422.7
34 42715 142199 |44486 143420 [26093 | 21810 | 130551.7 |109368.5




Au|ui x| ot

<E 4> AW E Zgd me vg AL BlE Bln

74 vl &2 A H8(
A X N E T T R N E A= e
1 86.0 41.0 50 48.2 26.0
10 64.0 315 100 379 247
20 o576 28.0 500 25.7 24.8
30 549 21.2 1000 234 24.7
40 51.0 26.2 2000 21.8 24.7

» dH] g =30, Ed¥ol &F = 100(%) 71E

g ¢ ol AAIT <8 4> B 4
TolA e Sl WM A7t w5 d
of wa} wgo] AdEHE HEH FIAAE
F el duE v 9o Bl A
Ade HES Hag RAezAM Ad s
Z7lde & A7 4ol #gel A9
FHl o]de] EFHE AFI e RS
F Ao

=R
=

V.2 &

v HAE 7199 Fesl AN 58 2
Zgo) AFF FYL vz 2§ 7)
QoAEA Z9 sHutn g 5 doy
HHe Hul WxGe FETE AL W
ojg¢ doith ol#d Aul WX =9
HEL s 9wrH oz FE2q ¢ndF
ol go| AdAHn Yok FHHF AAE
B Adel uige T 24 7P 4 &
nYZe AFHA FA se) vl 9
o e Aoz AL A oM B
Ao dH wx BAY B A

o §3d ¢ndFy MEs AEden,
A3 AFEF vz B4 Z /& dF
Bl vl § 5% ME AT F U
ot

28y B AFdAe dBlE A" §
A9 Zr7b Fdditn 7R 2 A
7 ok B 4 en, gF R A7)
7t 48 A, gads s 39, 19
I AEl7d oF(multi-story)ol X8 B¢
o M= AF7F HojAer & otk
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APPENDIX
e ¥ 79 Az U HF W geln. V" ZA e vloldle 3¢E e

4] =5 Adnl = Al =7 A = 8
4 5V 1 2 3 4 V V 5 4 1 2
1 2 3 4 5 6 5 6 7 6 7 8 3

1 2 3
Ayl =12 d¥) =15 Adn) = 20

5 6 10 2 1 2 13 8 9 6 1 7 5 17
4 8 11 1 4 3 14 7 11 13 8 20 15 19
12 7 9 3 10 15 6 5 12 6 11 12 2 4

9 3 10 14 18
Ayl = 30 Aul = 16

12 6 25 13 28 4 3 2 1

24 26 10 9 21 8 7 6 b

1 22 19 29 20 12 11 10

17 18 16 3 14 16 15 14 13

15 23 11 30 27 4

AdH] = 25 Al = 34

2 3 4 5 6 17 3 1 6 11 271 26 25 24

1 9 7 18 15 18 8 10 13 12 20 23 21 22
10 12 13 8 16 2 4 5 7 14 28 19 32 V
11 19 14 17 25 vV 9 16 15 29 30 31 34 33
20 21 22 23 24



