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Two-phases Hybrid Approaches and Partitioning Strategy to Solve Dynamic Commercial
Fleet Management Problem Using Real-time Information
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AR AL PR AL Ee] R Axd Sl BAoR BoloE, & ulY ¢ & gt £49)

el Wate] F2Ho2 A9 AFed ARE $YIT o2 ABe Fud v ASH o2 AN £ U
YueFE ALALT. 0lDI@ B Axd) HelA 259 44€ TLruckload) 2 FHaHom 2t 3
2& F04), maA aelm wbe] U Aol Foldleh SAARAE olaldt el i gug vl
A ®at) deldlolt At F9 A o8] 22 Bolok FA $EEARE SHL FolT

Ho
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A2 E HA9] Ao B3t 2z AFel g HA o] LFAYE FHE. oJAF AF LEAYL A
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37 AE AR 2 solugs gueEe A ditne] AR 0E F e TEE A
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£ sRdAe gdge] &R g 44 - A
BRI AN A EAAgA HEHARA = Al
28] oA nlE] deiA|A] e, HAIZteR EooE,
At AL A EEEE ug HAstE
Wguiak A8 S SEstn AR AR (EFAE F)
e} FZHH 02 g3l WP ES AAletnA gt

olgd EAle EE 5L WY ¥EA e
A oo EAZAE FEgHoZ l§ 7] o
#& NP-Hard ZAl°lt}. £ EAl= Dynamic multi-
vehicle routing and scheduling problems with
time-windows®] & #ejo]®. Dynamic VRP &
ol vy d Fddn & 4 U

B = RdAME o Al tid qPezA HH3

NE o] 83 UHER vimAR DS FeAgHEH
W2 AL AU 29A +2F JRE dholn

= YL AN g AFEE OE T e
partitioning 7IHEE& MEste] AEHAA 48 &
3l Jied gduEEe 848 A5

2. ¢ WY Y JI=2H D&

—

Az} AAH (Electronic commerce)9] ZLA<Q
7ke} IEE B3 JAHE Horle FEARE
E &5 Alzdd oM Bo nwstEn g
AIZE AgAEE a7sn . v=9 A AR
AdGE S5 A 19993 48710 AA Lo
ol 0.7%% 54.89 & FRAA 2002d<= AA
Zrjdel 1.6% ¢ 143.3 9% 72z AFsH.
g=o] A% HsdleiA] 20029 AAEA F
AzAbe] w2 vzt A4 AAY FEE
177283100992 Addl] H|8] 49.4%7F ¢}

T3, IT 71e9 2 mg GPSY #=ES o
43l Automatic Vehicle Location(AVL) systems
o} o] ARt g e $3] FFo] shsdiA H
An HA=F] Fse AR HAIRE JrihE

oo o
wx ok oy

oz
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£ vmd Auger 7ssA o] At AR
2ol 7ute Agstan Yok a2y o E rled
HAdE B7stn ol HAIRF FEE E&sle
G Ee o7 Hlokst Aot

@A AN ol Feo] AANZ AFH
EAE 27 9% dEAQ] MR F 7RI} Al
A=x 9t AA dueFe] FHALTH 2EAX
g =gl A& (adopting of static algorithm vs.
stochastic models)®lt}.

o} I B4 (uncertainty) S ¥ <t
HAH g TolgaA o|gst WY ECY. B
Ao soxy AH 2L AR TF, =29 &
=, Holelg dlel Zo] o oF BHdA T
g}, o2 g W Ed tEAY BAL Powell %
AR =RE0] gV sAT, BFANE =
3 qlilq FEsle WHEe 238 AUA 57
A sl A9 AFE AdTEHLEE
J& 434 & st gt

shdd), A WA WHER AF dngFe 4
Ao 23}t golatn rlEe A (static) €1
YEL o8 F Utk o WHEL ] F2 A
¥ (insertion method)& o8& 71H3 WY& Fast
local algorithm™ 2Ro} Fwd FA Y A&
g WHHE ‘sophisticated static problem-solving
algorithm’ ¥ 7H4 7HE|nal2 78 & 4 gk A
Wa W EL Hr}h A4t Azt Fa% 847 A
e A g &, g3adAe] Bol viAlEof
BA7F Az webd FAsH dake ARdAN F
20l 2AEE AFse FHE BAY. 2
Z1E9 W wiz AYE 7wo g swapping ©lt
reordering %9 71'4E |83t oAl HAZH(re-
optimization)@& ¢ Y& 71E o|&sA REdl=
@0l 9t} Regan® 2S¢ o2gd WHes
gslo} AAZE AFFE o] thgg EAl A&
et

% W5 7l a8, ‘sophisticated static problem-
solving algorithm’ & 7}&9] wig HlAt AFS oAl
HAA sl PPES Retn Aok Yang, Jaillet,
and Mahmassani®t A8 719g 7¥tea e

1) Powell(1987), Powell & Frantzeskakis(1994). Powell, W. B.(1996).

2) Regan et al.(1995, 19962 1996b, 1998).
3) Yang, Jaillet, Mahmassani(1999, 2004).
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1. 2H|e] Aol

© egol ) Bk Sl
Azate AEs

2olA BlEA| o]
= 89 #27F TL(Trucklaod),
& A% HO]OVi Ao Brledle] AT ES
222 (origin) oAl A3 Folle= E&=|(destination)
o =i A E g S 4 5 gle A
2glolt}, g, Zb B diste gt aete
Hj 4] Zhol] Th 3t Xﬂ?ﬂol time-windows #hs HEZ
A EATT. & 2FelE § 24 AZE Wel Aol
2 gEe FdAe] mFate] Az (loading)atedof

b Aol ARG ol g MH| 2] Hste] 3}
Fv 5 A g W 2t Ad8E 54
Heor FrlE ddn. o3 JHE e &
SAH 2ol et AR A 2F Al dig 9
A gAY ARE AAte R dofd o glon F

7K AR & stodof itk A WA AL 253
3t g Ro|t}(acceptance/rejection decision).
| 2R S @Al =] 9la obF Afujavt ¢
AeR) & &) g3 159 A Ak 1174
Aol A9A Wiz 24 5& mstelof dvh *
g o] AL viwd WATE Yol o] Fojx &F 9
Ao A Aol o E #8512 X & A5 9
HApF 2 dijkE: #& 4 URE ool gt o
T AR dlet Mol ol fxl A%
o] AIZE e ©HE& g

T O shite] A% ARRE oW Aol ojwgh
3E-g oA, o ¢MZ FFSRIok dhertd g
27 (assignment/routing scheduling decision)®]
ot o] 2L A WAL FEAF AANE €Y o
@ A9 AR #AE § v & Ade 3E0]
bete Atk ot EFEIIE @@ﬂ?i‘jr shri 2}
T, b3Ee] AIZMA AGo] &8k PelA B Ee
Cage g Zﬂﬁﬂﬂ H (reassignment) & ATh
2AgeE AAA ol&e] Fulstelr}.
&L o] et kel 2478 (haul-length)
o vj#sted A FH v]Ee 3 A Hest

[

)

oy
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9l $EAVE ZAE 4 vtk é Hj A 2] o
d(queue)dl & FESQ w7l 7lEeith
2 =

a8 g AZEA Algte] wlg- Fulete] R
= 3Eo] 493 He FA /M HdAR e
Akl 3&E a7y, SEEE lpj«] Al 2}
(reassignment)°] W& o|5& 71 &

o] Al Al EAZAE NP-Hard 'rlﬂ M’ =

ol gt EFel EAld tdtelE ®AHE polynomial
time <ol & F& £ A& dmaEo] EAEHA
orow BAle FR(AS] A weA HE Tt

0

T

d

2y

71 93 AarAzte] 7
Ania= e R =R K
ARAANAE 588 A
RN At e o] FE7E 100t
Awo gty AP SE2E3Ae A
Lol o]F 3 dme|Ee o] Basitt

]_

O

(exponentially) <
2 A A Zke] QAL
ol g 2

Ho r{n
ﬁwﬁ—%
fi% o4

NEH

1

2. ENIel 85 Ho|

THNHE 73915}7] A ZIIHEE Feldhd,
Azt p=00A, BE Ko g FxEA A7
A ATt e A&EHoR AAY A
A (0, T)Y #8% A7Hfinite horizon) &<k &
A 299 ez oL Y] Az

7+
(A}, o r=1As i=1,, A) (D
9 718 wadh o7M A= 7 98 9] =3
e omet A (0, TIY HFA dd#l2x 2
= & s oudn
N=max ¢ (2)
AT

7} 24018 ;o st A AL EA time
~window?F A=l 1 AlzF o] EAA ] wAe)
ojo} dhc} 2490 ;o WE FERE ZAx U



AR (o) =FA A (4;) 22z FAAHI
W& time-window AIZPEAIEA (77, 7)) A=)
e Zo] el WEHEA B8 4 Ut 97
A BB (7, )9 AZPESLI ko] HA]F o)
of 3 omgth. ol thAl dAFAIZE Yol 3Eo]
EA 2o wiFEojol & oujgit)

AG)=(o;, d;, 7,7}) (3)

1_4

3 FAE F 0,9 d; Aol Ade 2
Ryl

olg% shel EFoFsl =AW o AoM A
WaRFel F 7 AL dAEH A} sledolg
o olH g d#e dirAy A A ARES
g AGA ¥gEd RAVe] iF WYPES
FEAR o2 AF432 (policy) Sa A3}

ol HE AR tolMe el AE(AA
FateldA SEE idEn JeA, FERA A
AA, e HAE BEHog 3E LA sl
EUR) 2 AXH B 2 2] & A (routing
schedule)& HEd 23284 A (policy)d Zalgl
o a2EE o| & A z7l HEHE AP
Kool et o dRe o83 o] 7] 9
T Atk 9 Az telA 4 AFE ke A 9K
(ok,(t)) e (sk,(t)FRE 7AW ol& rfe
#2719

EF A48 34 zol g ¢F(HE AR
2AEE 5 d7igel jHA EAshe J8E AT

(O ={at" (D, (1), a (1)) (4)

A (1) HEEA gr|gete] dHe 3}
E AN9e . adez Koo e
W3t Z AA el AL UeT o] ¥
€}

Q =1{g""(¢), k=1, K} 5
o]} Z-& H7] (notation)E o) &3t 7 2}k

e AN FH 77 HALEUE W AFE
oA qi@d 83 BA) T QFEA 7bssith

Joumal of Korean Society of Transportation Vol.22 No.2, April, 2004

2 =89 EXe 4% JAEFA s F
3} st AFED B 18 2 Aot
of EAlolN folgd Algre Aotd AFeg A
ul2fe] o}z dojulx] ge Al g3 g83
ARE o|&3= "WHE(stochastic approach)
WA gdthe Zelt, olgd #AAY oA FHo
E'_/‘}% ERdeE o 2

A, FEFo) i FER 2HL ULy 2

o 1
L

lo ¢S

o] #7]gt.
Di= {1 if demand i is accepted 6)
: 0 if demand i is rejected

FHAAR o] 22X 597 i P 22483 &
718t} ole 54 & Au2sly] A4 3
FAAGAE Aulgn. sferM 593 () 7t
AAE XA (pick-up)& 718 o7t o7 AF
99 EE5Ag] ozt A A F AR AF
of 24 #Adso] U AL A&He=
A, ABetER ofd] tig BEF FEo] Fasitt

ad AFeEA 7t A4E A5 "L
e Zo] 3718 £ Sl

ALT

=3 DNR=KoT+1) 7

1

g AMAA RE S8 i8 £5A9 (1)9] ¥
Ao gl He 2502 Pelgh

ALT
V'=max 25 DI(R,—BK(of+1) (8)

aell ?

aYBz 2AYSE 34 AFLeAY £ B
Ao ol 4(8)% o] AT & Ytk

E N
min 2, ledgixka

N
+ E(Plx[ﬁ-, K+z+ 2 duxK+z K+)) (9)

-,K+N (10)



et &85 x| M2H 28, 20044 48

K+N
Z.‘lx,u=1 Vu=1,K+N (11)

Xw=0,1 Vuy=1,,K+N (12)

— B (At P Irge + 520 Y i=1,,N (13)

Uit di)x g v i—Ma gy iy
—8,+8/2‘M+ll+d,] vl,]—_-l,,N (13)

T <8<t Vi=1,-,N (14)

. sf
1.

2 AollXe AN FEd Juk & 54 24
7191 S AN A AEEA

(Mixed Integer Programming) %.3< #|gte}
olsb A ol &H: FErga
23 olF g Fe 29 WEE
TR AFEE UFE BAE ] 9% e
24 7heE divide and conquer W& 7)utet
thekg PS(Partitioning Strategy) 3 Aetich,

2. 3% N3 Y

2 ouRdd AZlE BA9 54 eagnge
82 & gt ve EbIE paRduE de

ol

X%J.Oﬂ*i Z1sstaAt s
MIP 42 EE} %_!HJZ—*,?, T XA oA
ERTTAN &40Fd g ﬂT7]FE s
Atk giER MIP 42 shleE wE] g%
5HE A2 B =RoA Agtshe A AR T
o4 ol g8,

£ oA 71esla e MIP 282 Yang, Jaillet
and MahmassaniZ} |+t 51_&10]] 71k sle] A
g Rold? 2 ngode e A&y s14
s, o] 2RE] Ay A7He FEA o] sttt

of BN tFnA e BANAE LPAS
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o BF K(1,, K) te] Ao EA3te dFAL
toll 2% NS 59371 EAg0k. N& o &
Fo] #uH ¥ nHA & grolth,

o B2 ATA|%¥(time-window constraint)3t
9o AFe4AE ZE(routing and scheduling
problem) < 7|13 MIP 239 |33t =25
Fe HaHEE JHEA BE == (1, K K+,

S K+N)E X8t Al|EES AEE 43te
Aotk 714 == k(k=1,...K)& A% kZ 97
3w K+ili=1, -, N)E 2498 & %73
o gAEA WHEEAN xe=1(uv=1, - K+N)&
ot (u, v)7} AtelZe FAELAREAN A=A

ouah 1% xeed k=1, K, i=1, -, N)& &
k7F 98 & MM & RAJE @@OH‘Z— LU=
T, xwei gy k=1, K, 1 - N)% g j
7F i Aol Aful 2w =4 EH Hpoln} g

A xgq gie(k=1, -, K) & %’5—431 i7h AR-HAS
& Yrs x =18 2 k7F ARZEe 2L S
ojojgtt, wlx|Eto g AL¥z0] 6,5 =595 9
A (pickup time)& UehlE W40}
olgjgt 71RAQ Mg fEol e Ee] )

o}k ol ALEA AF to] 7123 RE R
7lekgict, xbeke] Adefol] wrebrd g kb dAle &
3¢ X1 At He AEE 2 38 e
ddlo|EE (At e Bl by ¥5ste)
YA 2HE] EelE AR AE T
=& o, of 2A AAANAES dF time-windows)]

w

&
A3 24 V0. o] T AldAleld] od
B2 AAEolop Bt B =FdMe dd, A
ZHloading/unloading time)2 FAJ3la 24y
T&A o =3 FAlo] sl o]fo] ztta s}
Ba. dye 38 9 EAXZEE 3E jo] 28X
A AE vehH (24 38 o F5AYE
#7iec}, mix)gte 2 M2 & k(big value) & 714
= BAEA xkiky=0 4 AS, & &85 | dg j
7b MUl zA G AE Zﬂ°“—](l4)4 TE gt
ggglo] & HEHEE T

5 i F8AFE FAEHY ek W
g A, & wd ey 1 7F ARHE

BF Gira=1), B SFAY vl et

4) Yang, Jaillet, Mahmassani(1999, 2002).
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(23 1> 22| sl chst a4 oAl

(oxI)Fko] 37480}, B4 EAlo] o] YL AHLA|
2 A%, olnl +48 £5930 Wk 23] A
Bae AL uldEER gang old 49 x|
37} g8k xgixe AR Y BHEBS A9 )
29| 512 25| Uale] mle] 09 ge 2= A
2 FE 2E A5E odtel ARG, AR (13)F
A(1)2 dst] MIP 2389l e A% shtel
A =g gastn el B tae) At
)2 AN d9Q) ASE EPH Ao|2EA
ARG £5982 AP}, o xpki=10F E
T Afoj2e oW Aol oW HEL oW =
NE $48 AZ BAIY. dE So] (2P 1A
9} Zol 1, K+1, K+3, 2, K+2, K+4,1 & o}&
o} ApolZo] Yok ol A 10] FE 1 B 3¢
SAYE S5t A% 27 3B 2 9 45 £53
T AYL BRI E£F AFwE 3027 o] o)
A JE Alol2e AT 30] TAZ EAFL ous
o hite] SEE o]FolA Uk (K+5)& & 57}
ARHYYSS onjge).

ERF5o] ARz TR o] YA FolA 8,8
Ak doly el ge HaA "By azlmz
AFA oz el ¢RALL FAE wole £5A
Ho] &3t d= UoX, F feasible 39 44
Fell M, EheAd wek AH we Aztez 5,3
A gk,

3. 2B slolEz|s S5 AE2SHY

kol 2AdA dHE MIP 28-L 58 Exsie o
Z At ARlE HE £=5 44 "Xﬂ(local snapshot
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problem)el ©igt sG-S AAlsE gtk o|zHH
2L A 24l AHg uig Zo] AFES
FEALE AAB ol Aol FHEAS FELH,
24221 248(global optimal solution, hindsight,
after the fact)® ®AsHA %ok ohet, o AIE
el AA3)(local optimal)S AFE 4 k. o]
EAol g =2+ Powell, Towns, Marar(2000)
A AT thHEa Slvk SEoF]9) AZkA ko] o f
7t 9l A% &, 359 540l F7] time-window
of vlale] 21 FE5AEE 7AE Asde giFe
2 7} xjekoll sl shute] SETHE WiBd 4 Ut
of A& AFol A g E A 5 gl
o 2gE 58] dujd wiAve s AFEPAF ol
7bsdttholgd @M i oAl 2R AlFeA
21924 A8 (local optimal) & WEaE AFFE-80]
AAgEo] don Hdxz 94 FHHE wEA ¢
© AFEEAG vl Hm 98 AAA R
Ste A7 2o s B =RolA tRaA &
FAlE AlRMA ool vmA o f7t SlojA xpEko]
77 d71gE ARdta N2 FE9 d¥d wt
ol AM & F de Afolnz o) JgrAEH &3
vttt A HAHE 2 PHES g2, g

I ol AlEHeld AFdA HeH, A, HE
YA HAHE e 2 AFrE dE
73S dAle AFE AdsEeRE UE F e A
ol zzald]l @A Ytk oy teEda dHE
partitioning strategy®] 7|'¢ F<lofch.

AAY AR 22 AEeg B4 g9 R
g e xl;(—lx_—}o] X_—}_Q_o]] A2 AL3}E= 1A 83
4% AT, AR AE Ao F59F
o tid FeoRE Fe AL ¢tol A AAA
stajopgt g}, six|wk, dv =48 93 gty
€ olE A OE A vidste 2% (reassign-
ment decision)& 1 3&e] AZtA|e] ¥l
& AAZAG THestth. olE @ T JkA oAb €]
EgE o]8g Aol 2vA slolHx= el o
© Mahmassani, Kim & Jaillet(1999)l4 o5
I gk

solHe = P A g FEAFE F
AR HES B8l A sn os 5937

H

rlr_O,Lr

of

5)Regan, Mahmassani and Jaillet(1996a).
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2t n&Eatsx| M2 H2F, 20044 4%

20127 AR AZEE o] &3l 239 YL A
&3 HAZ 7PUE o83t V1E £9AYE )
Aste A2 712ez ddh o714 oj4H: Fax
g4 gHEde 2 Egd Yol 7)1 o] gol
Se FEd N2 EF92E X g2 H
A9 WNEE BRE 399 F2 @A 7an
ol el g tirldde 3189 17Hﬂ°*°lb}
TELF Nlee] weh AT gy B¢ Hol
57} olate] shEmte] EAlsing 7on}5}. % 5A

32 dig 548 RE A9 FE 51=120
7Holth, Ty GAlCM RE el diste] Q2
5o 2 QI3 F71 v]&(additional cost)S M]3}
o HAAagS Bole A A2 328 wAgt

olfg 2vt Ao A FoluEl= SWw MR
= Wl HAHHE F3l= 24 ol (Reassignment
decision process) FAEA A7 Loy o533
HZ NP-hard Aol o} w3t A& =
ANzl A9 8oL Azt whet FskFed e

E gojua AR o EAe dAe AFH
H2A g 7 ¢ o 97y, 9L 8] 9
A FEA 2 A3 weg solHa 3
télu}oi}; -5}7;“7]_ 011;1.

I8 BER B =RdME divide & conquer 7
o] PS(Partitioning Strategy)< 7HEHslith,

4. Partitioning Strategy: PS

PSE Z %5999 wa} Falay 7S ol 43
194 A& 3 204 28 A3 383 e
2 2484 Add BEE H4sle dil AArksA
of & AFEH o9 urdEd EAEE FBE
< A9ste A3 23g A4stE Aot} oy
Tl FHAwe 1 e3he AA Ao W FAE
Al e HAAsle AFsta Eshg dirie 2S5
HEE AR (T 25937 E0197]) Aol
FHAao] 77 (close-to-optimal) +EAEE AT
gt A FAE AEX $59E 5ol wuig
Aol Fejet YEghEol Mgl ahAt, ulE ol
A A BAY 2L 24950 e g Al
2% Al BA *E‘?ﬂ]“ M2 EFolge o Az
7&7%}01 of Muj2rt ¢ ﬁ}s g Erto] oldolm

$59871 vz} 1% % inter arrival time
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N IS
AN
/ a
(22l 2) GPSe] aAl
o e A% A%l AAE a0 2 Wk ek,
Jelee old Ay Ade £8AS ARl

W7 e g AAsal o)E o] &3l PsY AEE
FHgt

e 25087 Bojewl 194 B& & 294
A A2 ZFAS I Wi A (o] AFRie] 1
DA SEAE ] WSyt dth I TR AgE
o] A GH 74741% o]-&3k= o] GPS(Geographic
Partitioning Strategy)°ltt.

T e A1, 2)% 3E A, B, C, DI dig
FEAZ ] (1Y 2)9F Zo] FFHH U sy E
Zp o7 Ade g FEANEH =3A A E
el HAde AR ol e WA
9]“]?ﬂ‘jr

0173¢ 3% B CE Ao A (swapping:
reassignment) T2 HAAY FAAZHNE U
F 9tk oelg FAA Y] Fae Pk 3E CY
DE(CY L9t DY =27} 7igieh) dAgo =
P o R A= R =R - S g B B2
Fo 71 EAsle SHEEN JPhE SEES
73 e AHES proximity 7b ¥ 2o
i gogt, MEE SFAZ b wigE A g
‘proximity’® E& wAld de} 2gAle] Hz23 A
43 9% AEE Mgt o] FAA A ‘“ﬂ«l
%a% nate] Adsks A#e t4E
gE AT olge g U= 5}%%:% s
oz 24 RRL A &I}

BA|NE o2 GPSE A#e] o7 o] 3=
< 7Ha de 2AEE AYake HIE /R o
e s DH71°d°ﬂ 7k 2%kl 2% ‘proximity
7 w2 AW Holy| Wiolth ole ul7|ge] A
AFs 2 Aggozy FuA ste FAEA
2E 79 Adg Aol WA oR HHHE A

r_V.‘iml

-y
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FE 7RA & A= A5 AL g7
Jez o AYYS RAsr] Hdsld HGPS
(Hybrid Geographic Partitioning Strategy)®
A3t ol 4% FH a4 ©E e
‘proximity’d] 71&d Agstn e gro
Age ez Agsle 7geln).

V. AlZ23jojM Zint

B AdAe I Atd WEEe A58
A3t HAFE AEYR RPE FEen QYA
€ 7le@th. o] AlEHolAd dig e ved
Zth 10099 EXNFE /1 5947 TLSS
ME|2E & 100kmx100kme] AHAMZ}8 moko)
A4 HYg 4FPY. o] Aol B ZukA 9}
E3A 71 4As delA o g (randomly) FdATIn
7Hst B £4AE o 52 kmo| ) 2E
AFE 50km/hrel F&og gt o3 374
sl AF AT HF 908 st £40FE
Folg ®BEF<F(Poisson Distribution)dl] 314
e & 10009 AFE 7B 5341 usld
H 54znith s el 24987 Bojert g
22 1 949 15AM8 AFES 98te o] AL
€ e AFe HF 10 A=Y FEL 5154
Aelgch 2t 328 4 247 E Hol 441209 2
7 499 (randomly distributed) A|ZHA|FS 7FATH
S, AFE ol ARMA %A FE 3B Zu
Ao £33l0] &S AAdlojol Ft}. o] 2AQ
A &$AE 141.4kmelB2 Hote] AS(yzA
< olFE EAHY IE Lo A3} 3B x|
7t EAste A9) 389 FuAd g2a] e
of 3A17te] FAATHE 8.7eT

GPSSt HGPS 2834 #H8d woE 2¢4
Az 78 Hg A 1000 F 15409 2FL Ay
g}, ol ABHoHE Bl dolF AYPA FHA

(# 1) 2 NS 5N
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#olth. &, Add AMgE AFEH ¥ 1502
¥4 (partitioning) & EA 7} FHEA S
A&EE 59F Alole] Folzl ARE <] A
F Sl HdAolt, =& HGPSY A&A 1569
Algez Y FAEA TN AFAY A 50%
o} AL proximityE ol&ste] A=Hdln veAE
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