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Abstract: Low-Rate denial of service (LDoS) attack is a new category of denial of service attacks which may become a serious threat to
Internet. It has attracted many researchers’ interest and is becoming an important research topic in network security area. Since 2003,
researchers have revealed several kinds of low-rate denial of service attacks, such as the shrew attack, the reduction of quality (RoQ)
attack, the pulsing denial-of-service (PDoS) attack and the distributed low-rate denial of service attacks (DLDoS). They also proposed
some corresponding defense and detection methods. This paper thoroughly reviews the state-of-the-art of LDoS attack and prevention
research, and also analyzes the basic mechanism and attack methods of different LDoS attacks. Especially, it analyzes the security of TCP
congestion avoidance mechanism, and illustrates the cause of potential security issue of such mechanism. In addition, the paper also
reviews and evaluates the current LDoS attack prevention and detection approaches. Finally, the paper identifies some open research
issues and points out possible future research directions in LDoS attack research area.
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(deficit round robin, &% DRR) VA B A HF 56 24T 70 e, LLORS TCP Hdl vt i) 8 U 3 b Dy v mT LR i it Al
WA K K B AR 40 (19 35 T RTO 8¢ AIMD #LiI (1) LDoS Brili fH &, DTW J5 iEAS 50 IR R 2 A1 i, i L 75 268 1%
T S R — AN B G LN, HLH BRI DRR SR I B SEBILN LDoS Bt i i) i i A .

£ LDoS Hils B vt 6 st v 7 ik b 45 4iE , Kuzmanovic 76 SCHR[9]. Sarat A1 Terzis 7F 3C#R[13]. Lija Mohan
75 3CHR[38] A F2 T A AQM HLHEISK BT 1l LDoS Bt i) 77 v & H6 77 1% B M 0 A% A, Jal) 24 10 040 Vi o B W A7
et e HE T RTO WL Boaks . 4% 110, BLAT 14 H1 4% AQM LA (fu1 SREDSIA%) s 15 8l 45 KK I 1] f) v 3k 50 i 07 1)
R LT Ay B G ST 5 AQM AL A e AR I v 24 3 b B A L U] R BOK A TCP HdiE iR
— IR A AR R U — R

BRI B, Kwok 78 SCHR[39]H £& HE T — i (¥ % b 25 BA 271 457 2 07 v HAWK HLAE R 48 AQM B (1 2
fitlh B3I T —Fh Bt stk 0 59k, 2 2R H LDoS Brah i) Ik i B2 457 85 ] ) AR A 3% J) ST A AR AT, 4 o) ot 040
Ot L BT 5] ) 58 1A U {3 238 DA B A INF ) ) 0% 06 1 T8 26 16 5 1) B KL, Tann SRR 00 380 45 5 6 8 ) 50 A, ) G
LDoS %7, Z 7 M it 11 A s A Luo 76 SCRR[40]7h 237 T —ANFR A Vanguard (¥ & 48, nf LT T £
F18) TS AR A AR A A AR AT S T B RS B A AR U AN FL 4 LDoS it s T LA 4% 46 11 4E 4 ik 45 Bt

TEAIE LD0oS Bk 1) B A1 7 12 IF 4 K 22 B0 50 % s 70 % | 4 i —F0 AQM FL, IF 6T AQM S A0AH
RGO AT 2 3G Y. LDOS Bk 7 i 18 14 40 ZE AR 2. 224 8 R 2 70 W50 2 0o B30 U 1) I 40k 2 SR it 30 0 2, T 25 3
3)) 2% 70 BUeh Vi 0 A, B ARG B0 (8 0 SR X T A A I 2 977 A0 D7 2 R O R 25 2 S IR 6 45 T RTO Al AIMD ALl
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) LD0S J 5 #5184 (1 1977 A 230 s Tt e iR A 2 4 vy, HL 5 2 — 8 M7 25 D SR AT T AL T A IR A 5.
3.2 SERNREEEE
SIS N 5 A W A 1) 50 R A 3 o AR T TG T SR AR 0 B AT Ok AER S TR AN S B R R B T

Bk i L R s R RTSP Whisls VoIP S5Mb 45 Jir 77 AR I Bk s 5 i o 6. DRT UL, 4 il e bk 1) 8, A7 26
FOH R T SR K J7 13524 Do 1k WE 50 B /N 2R e A0 A 0T+ G40 BT AN AR SR ) A
FEAR )N ) T8 R DU Hp A A R

(1) /DRy AT

/NI 7 4 A () BN A B IR AR SR A5 5 B R LT B AT HAE 5 #8 RERR H M T A 5 S I Sk 1
SRR SR R 5B,

£ Luo $2HH [¥) PDOS el kil 7592w A T b 6 /AN e 40 M7 160 0 9 Bk 00 7 v 20 s i o P P A

4G, A8 T 2 B0/ A e (discrete: wavelet transform, fii#k DWT) 2> 41 % 1 4% vh 31 Sk (0 & 5 3% /) TCP
ACK i I AZ A0 DWT 8 2t R 55 g0y 1o (6) A1 /N BRI H50 w1 (8) ZEL 18 /D 904 R 50 ) S B 5 A0 P 4 O ) i 1 o 54 5 2
S (1 7 0 DD A AR, m ARG ) 38) S A kA2 04 7R A i B R R BT DA KSR DB Dk A VR B R R A S N
PR EL I &5 A T LUK I A% I TCP ACK Vi AR 4.4 T SRR Ze kil 4 FH T 38 8 o Vb AT 52 G AL HURE Xt
TR I n AN EUREE S oRBE R R A TS T A M

EA 2 Wy B AT BRI (cumulative SUM, R FR CUSUM)ELE M4 ACK Hiah 0,78 £k 1 S0 B I B2 1
A 1P RS B PIANME En(n)F1 EL(n) 5 e sBE LT 41:Z14(n)=En(n)—Bu; Zu(n)=B—EL(n). T, By BL En(n)/7
BT LI, BL = EL(N) = Pyjerance X [AEL(M)],AEL(N) 2 EL(n) 7B BOARE 2= EBURIS I F T A 00 A%, 1 B
R 25 KA MR G 5 H bs 0 B e AL RS R S840 . R I SE /N (1) UDP Bk B TCP [ 28 38 4 ik
it 3o A B BB A I 92 A B e 2 S I T R R % B B B AR AT RTO Bk AR A, % T HeAth 28 34
o (RS I 28 SR — k.

(2) Hik 3 #r

7t LDoS Tkt i f o, 16K ¥ TCP S A0 i (1 e b U 0 A i v 52 0L J8) 390 ke 1T 8 04 5 A0 AR L W45 5 6 A7
2830 5 AN ) PR AR 2 R okt T LA R PR 7 b e 7 A v A X 4 7 e

Chen [ BA 7 SCHR[15,25,447 1 FH I S8 R4 25 46 7 vk S TR 39 20 250 o Ao R ) 0 s 8 5 i 72 MOl 42t
AL 07 A 5 0 A I 7 % S T VR AT A (9 — AN T R A A 0 Bl v B AT e P o R R AN I A
TR B 2450 T ARG AS )L 7E SCHR[45] 1, Chen 55 A4 H T —A> FPGA(field programmable gate array)f#jH#i A
TS, E B K AT R 0 R RA R ) R 3 . B AR 0 T A s A B B B 5 T T AR LR B )
A XL Hi R 0 £ LD oS By X Fh 7 SR AN AT LUKt Shrew Zdi filAL 4i it iz 2 DoS By, ify Had ml LA
F A ARG FE T RTO 8k AIMD #L#I (¥ LDoS k.

(3) &l o

Gt oy AT R TSR AL — A GV, LG B AR AR S G S ) 8 T A R S BN () SIE 4 AT AH
AF G, DU S G W) 4D A e e AR s D AL A S o (1 D 44 e ) DA sy A 0 MR O A Ak B GS B  A
e ST AR MET 0 2 R,

Xie TE3CHR[46] T 5 T &% HTTP IR%- 1) LDoS Xeili, 3¢ b4 th 748 F s i Web iR 25 2% b AT LLSRAR (03¢
PRI B TR A DAy O JEE 1 B 3B 2 b G vE 0 A U % HTTP s LD oS Bk A A S R P
ST T R[], ST T B ST FEAE R T i Web W3 _E AT EUA — 5 RO P, TT DA g K A A5 5 TR e L)
ASASCASE Y SRS D3 JRE A DA 00 A 35 % 3 L 52 v 114 ) R, 1 3 SR A o B D 7R ] AR (1 7y 3, P S A ¢ S A
S BEFERE (A8 40 LB I AT HTTP #piLi) LDoS Buits 75 SCIR[53,54]H  # 2& 1did F TCP it it AL A4 A7 ot gk
TG o A AR LT /5 TCP i 5 (% B AR A4, AT 20 W7 2 75 70 Uk T A2 3 IS ) A0 v 0 3k e e L 4T
AR
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(4) 15 SR b

15 A8 (entropy) FHI T+ 40 W7 199 2% 28 43¢ 14 188 FBORIT JC 1 2 B2, SCHR [55-581] X JF 182 I £ 190 255 *2 43 A5k (1 A ) 2%k
RARHEAT T Y0 UE, HACT I S IS PR L AGr DR FEE .

Xiang % N POVRFH T SO A LR 128 7 43 18 B AR F AL Ge 10 B AR KL B S (1 J5UR B 1 T o i £
SR RO IR T 4 A X 208 TSl 3R AT AR R [0 3, A 0 R (045 R e A I S, T T I R S SR
ARG DR FEE, LA AL AN [) PRSI 2SR 55 b, S 48 1 1) [T 98] 53k AT LR B 80 0o 5 T 4 1) 1 I, 7 Bl ot O
I A AR L AZTT IR AP RO AT I R SE IR PR LS R R iR, B R T AR RE A B s 0 I, A

(5) /M TR I3 AT

SRR AME SR B 2 P TS SRR LDOS T K U 1 7 125 1% 7 19510 ol K B R HE
(AR SRR, 65 30s I TH] P9 (3 000 ANSRAY: i) 132 1) B0l G > BOHAT Ge vk, W3 3o Ak AL A SR B, mT oK g St A
I HH Y LDOS Ty i A JIE . AE NS-2 R f-) 477 B0 S 56 45 SRR WY, AR 73k B AT v R s ) .

FERS T 5 55 5 RS ) 77 35 A ARSI ) P 30 2 A A7 SR AT B 48 T 40 350 ) 2 W, DR L S 0 g 8 B v AEL 2 B
A 1SR VA AR LDoS Bl i, FUZ AR B3 £ L AR 00, N #R e A1 % FE 25 T RTO A1 AIMD #L
il AR A o 2 ) AR 22 531, DT A i SE A sy M X 2 T80 s 7 32k R A 3 P Aol AN [ £ Bt 7 X, 7 SR P R A A
(K) 77 AL Jm) B UEAT S8 22 1K) 20 M- — T T AE AR AR A BB 9y BE 2 SR AT 0 BT g 9 T A I ) B HEAT AR
AR A H A I T
3.3 E T £&um [ AR 55 25 A9 AR A0 B 40

Gabriel 2 A\ T T AR 4% #8319 LDoS Bkl 37 1 — S B2 i A I 50 18 o 1 1 5 4 0 4% v 3 1ok
TC 5 B 2 0 S BIORE AH D0 M e 1) PP 0 0 K P BB 45 S 5 7 L 4 AR B TR W B A T A 8 ) A L A e A
oA T B AR B DA BIEERR B T, Xu SN Y JE PR T — e et R IR 45 AR 2
46 Ik %% T (low-rate denial of service attacks against application servers, fii#k LORDAS) 2 A —AN 4> J& (1 W0 5
HEAT WL EEFIBIE ST, 58 T — b Bt b 2 1 A 0 B 2R 4 A0 A DAy — A SR (1 g R 3 o o8 A 3 s 0 0[] AN [ 2 i
SR B 1 3R R B0 A5 BUAT O B U SN A0 A, VR AL T B0 A 45 A [ 9 4 I e 1R 5 T R L O S 58 40 T TE
BT BT B 1 M R A B AT A

Chang 2 A4 H T —Fh & 50 i 4 WL o) SAP(shrew attack protection), FH 2K #E4H shrew Bt AR 75 24 &
PRERFN S 12 shrew BUilid SAP Jd il W Mo 11 &AL HEATHR A TCP 523 % RSBk B T2 % % LR S 4
Pt AL N H H BA B I B R TCP 1% ) LA Aty 58 3o 05 ELUE W7 shrew Bri ™, SAP 1] LAR7 11 TCP %1% 2% [,
HRHAE TCP S R — A @ A i SAP & — N3 T O B 2 MLk, R 75 /b v 208wl vl LR BB AE )
2 XAV SAP IRAS Z) 72 BLA 1) 5 b 2 L 170 T ity S5 B
3.4 BRI W 4 TS FN AR 55 MR

LDoS i ot 552 % Fl 15 38 WAL 11 099 286 B 153N IR 55 Bip S0 e e AT REAT 8 L TR ] A REAY) A6 2k i
5% LDoS il B T #15% TCP B st (143 H1, 1645 BGP B 7SV HTTP B iSO 43 7 (5 3= Bk J& 414 35T RTO
LA LDoS Bl e 5 th e AT ARk i 2 &%) Shrew Zai BEHLAL RTOwin 5 ¥ AE X A 5 VL p(T) R AR L

a+b

T2
i8R, TCP 1 A 3% 3 £ [a,b] V6 1B 9 BEHLAL L A 5 RTOmin. 2 T=b I, p(T) = T2 1 Telab)if, %

b
k=— T4,
= IES)

T+a KT +b
_ 1 T o (kDT -
R LD Uy bk 2

T Zh_a(i+)T b-a  (k+1T
2 T<a I, A LT AL HBIA
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aT_a+b
T 2 k=1
%T
p(M)= a
—T+a
a a. T kT +b
ST-aiT- ; T k+1)T -
T T 2 +Kl T A +b_kT( : =2
b-a T “~h-a(i+)T b-a (k+D)T ’

IR L BEHLAL RTOmin AR T RTO FY A YL R 3 A 49 e ali 2 JE ik v T TCP Sy — Uik Kt
(B T, 1 3 A 92 1 A 14 T 220 % 326 Tl 00006 97, DA T il 85 45 2 17 480 LD oS Btk Yang B 48t 1 AR ALty 3 2, JF
3 3o L) S 56 ot FEEAT T 3E— 25 B AT Efstathopoul ostSH it s — AN 52 i 2 45 (Linux) AR 53, 31 B 13 iR
RTO Bk 5 25 S AT 2 4 46 i 55 2 ol 40 ) A7 25

X7V AR AE — e R b B A 9 et 1 5 o A [ WS 25 3l R V22 [ ST 56 0, L A e LDoS Meihi
(RII 23 B AR TCP IR RE. 53 A0, IX P VR IR A TCVE I e A5 77 4 LDoS Hr ik SEMIBRA 112, Internet _E 2% 1
SR A 46 DR CRT IR 95 RS 22 i SE DN N 0T L HEAT A8 ORI S 48, 8 K LT B AT ik P R AR K
e, AL T VAN KT AT
3.5 LDoSH By A& M #0R5 1 77 7% LLAR

MRAEIL 10 G RIRT ST DUR A, LD0S Bk (A6 I A 75 480 75 925 A8\ 17T, o35 I AR DL, 73 5 e A 0 A0 17 A 1k A7
LI T = ot N 2 NN o 2 D2 TSIV VA7 NI 1 SN M 1 i N N B A R PR 1B N e ]
BR T BRI T IR 2 N0 225 3% 2 B T LRI B 5 3545 H RS 6 25 B B sl BEAT T R

Table 1 Comparison table of detecting methods
1 LDoS Brid il Jy i b

[l Eagis] R | REAIN B B 28 | B | RIRE | TR AT #5 B A

pluks R A A

proges DTW LDoS fi% = If By

FAE | o N %

Kol v AQM L5 LdoS, DoS fi% = b B 2%

EZLE0 HAWK LDoS fi& 1% I WL 2 iy

B Vanguard LdoS, DoS [} ik — K % HH 4

DWT (& . N “ % iy

/J\(&'E?g%) LdOS, DoS =] 'ﬂi ﬂf{L E%FH%%

o v s PEREK, =

ekt LDoS i 15 M mmmerr | s

B g ol gt ot LDoS 1% (LS i ?@S«QE
. b ) EZ-EIEN P W 2%

5 BB LdoS, DoS, DDoS = {iS Lt A B g

MES ot e 52 55 iy

Kyl 47 fD0% i fE & B 115

Table 2 Comparison table of defending methods
% 2 LDoS Y B g ik bk
BIRIRARES AR 57 10 5 s L AN

HOETCP X | MR B BLIE RTOmn A7 Shrew T pp

. p iy fEmBah AL MR 75 5 AR
AEAMIE | mww [ wwsm P ERR TR AT AR B R

5 e e | TS ' U p X A B X

800 57 S i R 45 s T g 26 5 SAP(Shrew Attack Protection) | 4 &R B A #EM Shrew Xl S
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4 MREE

LDoS Hiti 45| T 4> Bl W AMIIF 9038 I O3 A0 OC SCHR R 7E 1S 22 BT 5038 X B AR 0ok U B L 2 T ik
LU AR B TS, A8 SCIA A N ARSI DR LDoS By PR JUAS TR

(1) Btk

LDoS Jiti (4 LA B 2, B IR SOl it i e 92 I (R) A AR 4, 55 1R 2 56 T UDP 1 1E 5 I Qi A4 s 4% RTSP
L. VOIP S 45 Ji 7 HE (W W I 52 U i & A 2881 5 #h LD oS ek F) FH A2 1E 3G R AL A b ) 3 4 T 2 i 7,
Yriti oy R 55 2% 3 G il ta A T I Ik, 3 2 A8 15 P 28 K1 52 380 gl T 50 A 452 o TR ke B0 B0 N AR S WU AT o ¥ DA
M F] LDoS ¥

(2) ZHME

WA B vk AR A M R — SR AR T TCP i 45 WS (0 Bk BUeh 1) H b 2 4 02 1% £
P LA SRS MR 25 2%, Bk 10 ARl SR TS 2 B R B AR SE R b AT SR SRR AT AR A A IR AR
REA A 55 2 A BESR AL 1F 85 R 45 1) Uk T B AR S8 T LDoS Jaks 1) Y6 4, 49 BO ok 16 G ] DO IBE I =ML 6 PR 4 B
AP 2% B ) 22 AU T T LAELES TR B B B AL R AT Ae] Y 2 B R S

(3) 73k

I3 A5 3 Bk W5 £ 4ol T (60 AE SN AN W S8 G 00 R 7 T ) i EE WO, T O A B R HE TR, DLDoS
W HF A A SR I 45 22 A TR LK B, S — N EE BT L A, [T RE LdoS 1) s £ b7 0 7 AR B R 4 A 34k &R
SER) SRR R LG DoS Bii b, 162 4E LDoS B 1, 73 A1 X (19 T 15 A7 A2 55 1 2 TR HME, 01 7 S 40 I 468 3R 05
TR T A AR S S AR R I AT RS R B R A B B A A A X R
BT IZ S R L

SRR, YRR ZH0N LDoS Buils BT FUR 7R — i L R BRAR RS TR AT 19, T S B A2 ARV 2 A B Aff
) B AR 1 1) ) BT 5050 Ak S 28 i B T, 2 A 3 AN U T 20 BT 2 B AIT A7 TE (AN 2 I i R SR A 75 Bk
T Y )

(1) Bl R A S i R

SCHR[9-11] 55 %o Bl 26 A Jj B R B 5 vE AT T IR AN (HE 45K 2 B0 0% LDoS Muili i vEH AL £
P TCP Wi (41 e 22 AL 1. 252 Internet b 3 R DR 2 B AT 1 26 AL 1) £ 99 286 B DL IR 55 1 B3C R W] i
N ek Bt G O ATL T e I 9% 8 I 2% 22 S T Ath, 138 I LA A4 B USRI 45 P 10 Ji L, 3 SR AP 9 £ 9 FEL 2 4B,
Bri #5 ik B 5 OB ROR, 2 AR WG B A R B Bk Uy dUUE AR 9 98 T M S A B 2 KX R A R R
FRRI5 Hh s A0 O

(2) B 0 0 A B 4 7 15 T

F£45 DoS Bk AR I 1 977 38— B2 — AN M LUAR o (9 10) 8, T 5 4% 48 DoS Bt A LE IGE 28 DoS B i s il
RV ¥ 50 TR X A A 1 ATF U B Y TV 2 A TR R RS IR 7 95 2. Ll G AR 4% LDoS Bk 19 Fa JU3 44 R A I v
TRk 55 5 R AIE, SCAIR[9,11,13,14,38,39] 55 43 T4t T AN W) (R ARFAEAS I g 325, 38 o830l 1 e 25 11 AQM ik
Fo 3t 1 B B, A b B A T LDoS B oA T i it R B B R N M 28 2 R A W R B, SC iR
[18,19,26,27,52] 55 4 H T AN ) P S i RS2 WU 75 925 2 A, SCTR [41 43148 1 T 25 T 2% i S FH IR 45 4% (00 A 00 0 7 60 g
V5 AR AR 10 7 A 20 A R IR, E AR Y A S R A WU AR IS 80 7 9 T A i R ) M T AR SO R
SRR Sl TR LA 3 T 1] ) A

o FHALTEE I LG R AE Y

BT IR W 4 9 i, e i I 4% 2 AL 3 L 1 B A RN A 2 i 3 o 1 R AR . — N R B — 4L)R
PEME— A 1P Mk, BB 1P Hubk. W O . B A DL BCREL, RS REL. A A O% iR E
S PR RS 6 1 i TR I IR B AN e — A

W 28 30 H SR T S A I B AR SEREAIE SO K35 LDoS  BUhi IK1F o, W9 24 It e 45000 40 v 2 B SL v BRE
FIFLRFAEZE W Al B R Am . e Bk m gt . AR aAg hsERR S g Rtk o Rk
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o HNLAIE I R R I AR .

RERD B R B H A H B SRR, Rk 8 Gl 30 o T B A R S A A e AR R AR 3 W
ZAERN T VP2 W R H AR AR R S bR T B R G N L2 P B 10 45 P R IR B DG VR T4 TR Y 4% 22 4 A
A AN R IR oA AR b 3 T4 28 1) S R I B AR 3 T e U A0 T S R A AR R T R 2 e A
FiAREE.

S RS ) LA 00 D 24 9 e R R — AN IO LANRRAE [e) 8 T L PR AR AE 1) R R B R AE RS — — e B, R T
SR I I BE A T R T TR R ORI A LR 1 BU R AT by SIEEIORE RS 0 I B I 3 s B AR T
IZ 1] Internet ¢ 4 254 AR I & S 1 Ry 309000,

o Ji3H DLDoS Hit (A M 5%

JRUAE [ 55 A 2 5 AR K 27 3K K EETIRD Xiang714 A3 HY T — 4% DLDOS i ili Ak il ik iy vk (H I 38 328 38
AN 43 A7 2 246 B S 1% B B3 T ), DRk, B 7 3 2 A s RN o A X I 8 B A 0 12 Bk 8 i
D s e 1 O3 7 o e W B e L O i) 1 0D 5 I L S 5 e a5l N i SR S IS =TI
METIURE, DLDOS W5 BEA A K 194 4% 22 4 1 B K By

LA, T BRI 5 B Ve Ty v R LS I YRR A i R E A A ERNE S . EHE NI AR ER
S B 42 2 27 R [ K A 48 2 DR L, SR BB A RS I 1) LDoS By I A It iy 7. 13k — 25 o, i SR e Kt LDoS
T (R AS AR AT 50 4 A B AT N AR BTN 3R S P IR R TT LUK LDoS My, SCAT LIS ) I Ath 248 78 f 2
o, AT BT TR 5835 . B0 A R RS DU RN 7 v 5 .

(3) SR IIF 1)

HT A LG A B AR S B O S AR LT TR SE C s () 2850 SR RS 0 (1% % A A S A A AR UL P B 1T B
I 45 IRBE T 15 1 ) X P A 70 40 2 AT % I 6% T % Tl s B A 0 T A5 381 1R 3008 4 B 5 L ek Al NS IR 2
H ) e 7 G0 2 DR AR T JC VR4 B B0 E .

BRIt 7E R FH A7 0SB0 PR B0 LR #E VR R I AT ) 20 B0 AUE 1 2k L, B2 SR 381 SI I 6ok BRI 1 Y A
FUS A R R 48 SR BT PP 36 E 70 B UE 3R E 3D R A FR AR AR R AL AR A

5 & it

AICE A4 T LDoS Briki A e Py R MAN [R5 2 0T e (R 3 21 WL A, JF #1065 TCP I ZE S ML EAT T 22 42
PRI M Fe B T S22 A i I IO R B 7 SR IR T M ) B AR AN LA M ety 77 0 R A S B X T BUAT I
FFS AR LDOS alier I AR 87 58, 22 AN T HUBEAT 1 20 S G5 A 34 AR SC s Ja o 4 it 5 e el B i)
FRAN AR I OGP T T — S B R 1. LDOS Tty — i 2% i W 2 T il T B, o T AT W Bk ik«
RS R, 75 B IRATHE — DRI SR d T 1K) 19 2% Tl T K e 0 A AN 40 X SR ) BT A B A,
PRAE KSR A A D0 R e A A0 0 2 A1 e P P AR R, DT 52 H T P A 280 A s i R 937 4 B A B
e Fd— Ly K.

BB A K T 2 T I A S0 5 T N AR R A 2 S R R 4
Fy S S T 0,
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