g Elolo] JHE 1T Of~EE

1. 1T OIAHE F2

17 ol~REF ASTM D-89994 “olABE, A
£, A%E ¥ 123 94 Yrheel BA=2AN 1
Hyo] WA Ayel FPu2 A2 15%2 FYS0|
T 3T A} OfARE AUE SolH FFFHES

3] whgol o} gle A"eln FeIslof 2k,

He 3o o 2

o

2. 1% OfAHES| HAMH uliZ

17 olAgES] ke 1840d o] HF LFE ofx
gEd Hriste AP Ao=Ry ARAt. AFA 2
el Wz welojo] WA Fo| F7skA} HEle]o] TF-
£ olARE JJFA R AMHR-3EE CRM(crumb rubber
modifier) & ©]&-3 o}ATE side] 1950 e ¥
}9it}. 1964 Chales Mcdonald7} 7t2® CRME ¢}
£-3le] Sky Harbor 387 =29 “Band-aid” k= ©]
go2 3z 1T olABVEE HAl T AMRIAIL,
A= crack sealantZ A3l 1967371x] B, H
7tste] WS A0E 2Uoh

19680 Hx2 7|A ANF(LF o}ABEE AX3}
3 ZAE A¥I= A¥I|9 slurry seal7|Al AL
SAM(stress absorbing membrane) THY 7Lz <
3led AAepo] ZEhaiglen, SAMe| Hg4d EAHS
2 273 vkiviel ZAete] A2y RFoz IR} of
gal= @A (loose aggregate) & HA|F7]  #8hod
SAM $1=4] hot mix asphalt(HMA)E QA$= T4
91 SAMlI(stress absorbing membrane interlayer)&
ket 19723 o] & A &3t

19703 Z7x| 8] T olABEE uFA H ool A

PheonixAH= AR H ol AFAUE Al BHE NEst
T2 =#& s, 19759 ARC(asphalt rubber
concrete) 7} MEE ULt ol 7]&Ee] FH(Sahuaro
mix)& 7MAstd 80% olABEC 20%9 7R
CRM3 E§A]7]= 2Hoz o] 7L AKdd MM
5o} %4 vhie] Mcdonald 71&0] B34l th

T R BUe Ao dRRog R HY e
Aol §eA  wEsted, 1960dE  AdWA
“Rubit”o]gte AlEHS] T ofABEYL U AEH
OIAZRE FEBo FEM|T 3~4%9 HILF 2L T
Fate] 2o AMgslg o “PlusRide 71€”olgta £
g}, 33 Oregon FH)E Takallauge] &3l 1
Buarg olamEd E3Ehe Pele] 19864 HEH
t}(“Generic RUMAC” 7]&olg} dit}). 3§ of2i
EE HMAZ A& AHgE AL 19759 ofgzuF,
1981-1982'd¢] CRMz} o}~BEEZ E¥sp] A% 23
=7} 7iaElglch. ool 19883 EZalt} FojHE o
ZEJ HElelo] Fol RS EYINES 3 AUe 1
ZU "1y H7E @y ol #E AE TEAFEeH,
1991:d9] AEE XS o8] 7] 7led ERA AL
U 1994 do] o7 FA0] dRE thh FEH HAo

32 o du

dEZ
1978 Azt spehE et (A
1981  AAdsta kgt (AAD
1989  olzEdiEgw nEF eI}
(Ph.D)
1989~ AN w uEzFdE Ew
A &, AledTa
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Xt

Ao

3. OIAHE JHHol| AMEElE T

A LHEE ofARE X Hrlsle AgE o] % o

2t of2BE 23 A ol4EHT v =
2 ZZL OAEE NAAE YAl ofATE EIHE
Egel A& AT Budy ok oy =2
x3d AM-He 18R AAA Y] Fele 324 A F
F2 E7E 5 ded A, 5 25EA < Ve €71
24 Zgiad, B4, ¥4 ¥ Ee HE ¥, AA,
7)€t £dolt}.

31 8% ZSEHAY 7iE Hotid Rajag

o]7)e)] £3l= J|AAE F2 end blocko s AE,
mid block o2 B FEAE 7 FFIAR
FA =, SB, SBS, SIS, SEBS, ABS $o] ¢t} 22
FTFEAE SAAANY AR Hexe 73] 8
€}, =3 LDPE, EVA, EPDM3} & 97144 1
#AE P g0 TgE,

3.2 Y 1o MH 17

R4 R} A LPE HE TeANE 4554 2
£ 9% network g ¥A43l7] A stuA 7t Basta,
NR, SBR, poly(2-chloro-1,3-butadiene)o] 7§34} =4
Bol AFgEG.

3.3 7|e}(CRMz} M)

AdA vex e =34 geld, A,
antistripping agent o] ojd] &3t} HEPH oA
E(ol2TE-11F )¢} ElololE 4l Re Ad B8 F
¢t Fa HAZ Wol EHIYN, olATE-TTR H7}
HE EA 9 A 4L 7A on] AFE v
TEZ fEdASE €], dfc ol2BE uRine 3
FHoz A4s Ze& A el 259 Fod 53
2 FH29 gd AHFA FFEE v g FU)
Aol oF of~BE EFA Q) I E FHFIE Ao
o}

AHFe 0.0002~0.012me) =7] BYE 7 A
g2, Eed2b 2, Zejzadd, Zvd 22
ol= EE Eolu= Fo] Ut}

Antistripping agents® 1182} 7/ 2A) 9] tha dE o]
o, {529 antistripping agentsi= HQ TER}7} o}
Y A2z U= (dense-graded) o}SBE- EFA]
diA LukERl A2 AMgEHE, AlFdE @A) o}
A3 el & 571 Aok Egolwie Haiy
o EAFge] vt EREltidle #d2L P48 9
& EgAe FH sl £}, Antistripping agents&

IEA LS 7|2 A 8d 635 19974 129

H 1. Characteristics of Crumb Rubber

Bulk density 1.15

Sulfur content(%) 1.74
Polymer base(NR/SBR/BR) 60/20/20

Rubber 65.82

.. Carbon black 28.77

Composition( % )} Ash 5.41

Total 100.00

udoz ojaBE FAUE T 5% YePAE

-]
98} gk,

4. CRM(Crumb Rubber Modifier)

CRM(crumb rubber modifier)e]A crumb rubber
# Heolo 21 243l X 1R JREA
o] 24& E 19 vepd ule} o] AA 1F(NR)9}
¥4 LF(SBR, BR)olx 71 Edi HrA = 7
ojx Ut} SEUeteA] dojx|= crumb rubber= o
3 ejolo] buffingo 2 13} dolxm ol FF HY
aF2 FAgeiA 9ok, Crumb rubberz £43k=
Holl= A2 #¢ J2 24, &9 42 UHoxe
tl 42 e 50mmo]3tE B4 A st =
g Adr2A HEE 7 AEs 23 24351 2
sk Whgolt. W BHE 24719 Helelo 7he
opRde Zoluat dX FAE Whl2 AMEsld BaAl
HAshs vl EE AAAHT FAl R0l 2 (Ty)
ol3lllA EHEEE s, 4% =7] 0.3~0.15mmA
o} Fio] oA,

g A 24 o zA &9 2y HEle]o
& 32 gdojElz B3 H Al ARAA 433
Alzte] 38 H Ao} 1A ¢7elE o] 2% oE
ABE B £S48t $84 EGYE E] Al 9l
SN F FEE FUAT= Woltt

CRM#& 200 €9] of~BEd &E3slao} gl o|u)
CRM& o}~ZE NAAZ AN Ydlde 3% 7
FE FEHA olABES AFHE JIAEE dof T}
o] A%Ee thd 94 Algle fdo) glrh

7} o}~BE9} CRMe] A &4

v 23 7l

o H7H

ot 1Fe} opATES] 3A Folulh

CRM®] 54& ojrBESLe] HAY L 93l Fo
g @4, CRM9] =37, ¥|%F, 4, ¥93, 38
Z4, 295 & & F Utk

d==719] 4 & B9 A3 EUd4E Her) &8
7t A& F78HARE A e A3 gle ez ¢
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T 2. Characteristics of CRM Asphalt with Various - Particle
Size of Crumb Rubber

ol E ot IFEEYE

e 54 olrmE  10-20  -20 -80

[E] 80 - - -
) 158 - 550 2,400 1,500
Viii:ﬁ?‘:ﬁ,) 308 - 700 2,900 2,000
60% - 1,200 4,000 2,400
1208 - 1,700 4,400 2,900

A&, 25 C (cm) 100+ 14 26 45
Az () 42 61 62 56

24 QtH(E 2). CRM9 g% 71549 BAE 42
e 8 Bo| dedtm 9o A% Ao #
Zo] 473, B47t Bol e HEr} Fristn 4%
Ho] gaprtz AYwst Folvin FeiA gt Oile]
Ate AEE Y gl oy 1% ofaBES] 3
& 2xdXe ZEE 2AAUH.

5. 1% OlAHE Ef JiE

1T olame ¥ 7142 3A 2712 BRECH
WAl crumb rubber$} oF 200 €4l olAREES
A W=l 1 ohABE uilH e FAE EFBI ofx
gE THPEL AAE JEd  FA(wet)7led
crumb rubber® ZAe] ARHoz FHFH A AA
AZE A2 EFE Fo Lyt op2BES} U] EFE}
o olAWE EREL AAEE A (dry)7IgeltH(
g 1. $)edE nRELE ofAEE FYH|Z 15
~20% A7¥ 162~190 ‘Tl AT 3B
(Batch) Mcdonald 7€ vAlEL& ofATES] 5~
16% #A7lshs 454 BAY 7)€ doh. F471€d
N olAgE THE ZHEJ o5 Bad AXE 2t
23 T ofABEE ATt

Adume 1960d o] 29e] Skega ABS AB
Vaegfoerbaetring7t “Rubitol” 2} €&z AE ML=
N em 197834 “PlusRide”) 712 §38 #
E59ch. o] WL ofAmE Ed] oA Y= (gap-
graded) ZAd] LFEWL ZAe dH= Frislg I
2 olARE THEL Azshe delojth nFELL H|
2A F& TFYJA(10], 1.6~64mm)E FH| 3~
6%E e TREY £UL 25kgwdle] EEA
A2 22 ¥ FYEd.

w5 1986\d o#E FHohste] Takallourt 7HEd
Generic A471&0] ed 9=l QU= HMAAC
CRM& EAFE 71&8A4 AU 7lgwtes a3
g)= PlusRide®}:= “generic” aggregate gradationg

A 4 e Aol Ak

« McDonald
WET ° Continuous blending — > Modified Binder

« Ecoflex™ __--"7 (asphalt-rubber)
CRM - Flexochape™ T
. PlusRide™="— " Rubber
DRY . Generic(RUMAC)~—— Aggregate
- Chunk rubber (RUMAC)
Material Process —— Technology Product

%] 1. Basic hierarachy of the CRM technologies.

H 3. Proposed Specification for Rubber Asphalt Binder in
HMA

Clmate Usage
Hot Moderate  Cold

Test Parameter

ApparentViscocity(c)@175 C,
spindle #3, 12 ram
(ASTM D 2669)

min 1000 min 1000 min 1000
max 4000 max 4000 max 4000

Penetration, 25 C, min 25 min 50 min 75
100 g 5 sec, (ASTM D) max 75 max 100 max 150
Penetration, 4 C, 60 sec,

o 15 . 0 40
(ASTM D) min 1 min 25 min 4

Softening Point
(ASTM D 3407)
Resilience, 25 °C, %
(ASTM D 3407)
Ductility, 4 °C, lem/min
(ASTM D 113)
Thin-film residue
(ASTM D 1754) min 75 min 75 min 75
Penetration retention,
4 °C, % of original
Ductility retention, 4 C
% of original

min 130 min 120 min 110

mn20 mini0 mno0

min 5 min 10  min 15

min 50 min 50 min 50

Chunk 3% of~%E 7|&o] Aawgon /HEH

=4 Plus Rided #%& CRREL(Cold Regions
Research and Engineering Labratory)7} 71338 3%
o2 HMA®] &% crumb rubber®) A& )33
9 Aol

(=}

6. 15

[Fa-4

Im
]

o 718

T o}AWE BEHL YF ofARE AHE A FY
wel Bz, Ad HE, 43 F& AR
Schweyer rheometer, sliding plate viscometer, dy-
namic mechanical analysis ¢ 7|77} AFg€ ). o]
o 1T olABE HRIGE ARG o] 2t E 32
HMAGA 1% olAZE sRIH FAAE vebd Aol
o, T 4o Uyl opABEQ NF oJARE BEAE HIL
st Qalshar.
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E 4. Characteristics of Conventional Asphalt and Rubber As-
phalt

¥ 5. Changes of Properties of Rubber Asphalt

g214 4%

A 4=

Test Parameter AC-10 Rubber Asphalt
Penetration, 25°C (1/10 mm) 106 67
Viscosity, 607 (poise) 1.071 2.174
asphalt 8.6 10.8
Chemical resin 13.8 15.2
Composition( % ) cyclic 74.5 70.7
saturates 3.1 3.3

1 A= gyt of~RE Mt} 1008 A= 27}
Azpdel 15¢C F7t

3z L t1
SEEE stiffness |y 9 ¢ (601C) 100,0000p o] 27}

B3 E & Resilience7t 50% Z7}
A& stiffnessztA
e B.X
12 B4 4T A% 27}
=3} TFOT A} AYxH] 65~90% Z71

6.1 E3 (Swelling)

Crumb rubbert o}AZE A|HEY H7IA7IH EE
& o] dojdt}. HEZ AxE EH2E, vhEA
2k, okAZESCL crumb rubbere] £A42 Fo oJste]
2HT}, e} ol AWE £ EF nE 7] A28S 7]
I ol e fA7F G4 oJate niEA EE=2 R
Ao] Yoluny.

wepd 1R REE HEE 7lE, A
(interaction parameter)$} %2} 32 I}

FHE 854

ojABE DT W £ WA} A wE uA
g Bolt}. fHsty EAL A8 913l rheome-
ter& Alg-sled A e} 78] = Z&=(creep stiffness) &

ZF

L.
=
SE

G’ (loss modulus),

& 43, 58 A= 5H0=2A G
G” (storage modulus)$} tan & & FA 3t}
FYE F2, S(4),= vt ol Axtdch
pL?
S(t) = D) (1)

7|4 P o5 F4d
L: ® A=A Atele] 74A
b We] =
i {l A
() FH A Foto Wy

Jl)l o

Z=d AxE G* BF g8 A (complex modulus)
9} tan 8§ AMg-3h=dl SHRP2 kil §4& 73
7] 9l8led G*sin 0& H2ZEAF FHEAUL G*/sin
0& 973 (permanent deformation)® F#ER|e] A
9 3yt SHRP 749 ¢3td G*/sin & A4 1.0
KPaol4d oo} 313 3t§ol= 2.20 KPa o]idolojof
ghota sk

E3 G*sin §& 10rad/sece] Zuhg=olA] 5000 KPa
old=ejof dhotx FAS I A

6.3 25y

T O}ATES e olALE XA ] £EE ©
EFAY. =384 F2 uRkIE 7 =3 o ‘5‘1"3}5}]7‘]

IEXNET )& A 8W63F 1997d 129

3 FHEFAgo] <fslE|3 ofagES CRMo| A7t wizt
Fojgo] 471k WAl

=384 YT rolling thin film oven test
(RTFOT)¢} thin film oven test(’[‘FOT)E Al-g-3}o]
@17t SRS Phel Am A1 E3 W long-
term test)oll:= pressure aging vessel(PAV)H{o]
ek,

6.4 EtA=N

T ofABES] BAEXN LS ASTM D 5329¢] whit
A Al FAHoE HtE 4 9o CRME 3Hrisid

& olARENT} 40~50% 78k Aoz HrhE
\:}.

7. 17 ojl&AHE &7

=

DF olABEZ TAARE EQW olfE A3l o
Foot WEF Bl e £2o] GéV =T, 2
B aei] o) 2EAFH wisl 3o} A2 2
e A2 A3 AGHUTh IR A, WA
% yzegel $5e, TAE ARSE Lo T}
SAYAT, T So| F4W SEBA Yarsyol
AgAe gsiel dE AP BHAA T45H0] 2
olAm, HE7 Fo} JTHR B AL 27
A5, £ B4 SHoz wAFET 97d B4
ool % A7) RO TREE NS AT 2 o
f AFAR Pkl wWe pede) As 2 4,
w4y g49 Aok 2ede] FaEw olagEe) 3

SE M7t WolA exe] Wsel WE 12wy U
Ae BIE sEgel AAE FolsH, FAld 494
% ge4gel Ritd A9 FA4ESF A7} A, o%e
Fol ¥ WY} vdo] YWk B 5] T ofaB
E9 Beln 54 WaE gsgnh 1F ojamEe
sHozE:

A, W7ol ZUET 1T TSl e AR

& 4, 0 Askel ke, N

=5 Qo] KAl ez TS
Wol AL
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nF olAgES] Al e] 7
Z ojamENT} 10~15C Eol ndA FHalA
ggony, £ fedolexrt ¥ IR JEE T
o AedA FARYL A @7 dEd 4 AHA
AR Ee W3lE 2o &5 W) AH Fo &350

AR, 120 ©4, AR, BLAT At ol ~BES
=42 AU go) wige] A%, 7Y, U 4%
43l Holukeh.

YA, F5gol 478 ol W47l5o] 58k

oA, Rlng B2 2 oelE At wsiety g2
o] $58h.

ARA, e TRYR deololg ApgRd @
g @7 5 Aggo) o] B olizt AP HFeR ¥
Ao FAR AL 7s8A dct

AZA, 3 A7kl oi¢ AT Edelng, 97
8 27)dE B4e B4os didsk Frlde EA
o] EAoR ggilng & 50 FAL FIfEHE X
ol #4838 B opd} WEAEE $4ETh = Uvt
olARERTH 4 QAREE 7RI 2 A

B4, 724 Aol 1

8. 1% Ol~EE =3

IE olARE ¥R FFdE SAM, SAMI, ARC
2 UHoldh. SAME E2 Aelgos =2 FHd 1
2 olAgE HRICE A¥dn FAe 1 AdAREH o
2 olagE upltiel ZAE AA7e FE THE ol
23 9~19mme] FAZ T8k FHojrt. o] B
& 712 g4 B2 A5e dgAs] dEd 72 7
o] Be E2o AlFdhz Wolth

azu SAM9] e 2Fo] XLk E§ ol
9le}, SAMIgHo] /pdse) 1971 HH 2 Ald)A
A& A=HAT o] THLE 1R opATES IHE &
$ale] A Zsh= plant mixing FEoIH Fo] FAl= 6
~13mmAER L

ARC(asphalt rubber concrete)= HEW A
SAM3# SAMIY] $3lo] Z2HE ¥ =29 TF,
9] 37 5 AM B mat cds AHeE 5
A 2g uikitie] BaAd wel LA ofABE ©
oje] ILE BEoo] Hrld nF ol2BE HEPA U=
22d oet YYx(dense graded), HYZ=(gap
grade)s} /IY=(open grade) ILF O}ABEEZ &
2 oth YT IF ofABE EIIEE NYPENA
BAS] He 78 2 A g2lE A fild 1
T ol~BEE EFshe oy, BYE 1T ofxE
A9 TAAEE A4 UY=(dense grade) of=F
7} v]&8lA] Marshalle]ut Hveem A A7t 4849

e
ﬂ'

2 1R op

# 6, Gap-graded HMA aggregate requirements(International
Surfacing, Inc., 1992)

Gradation, Percent passing

Sieve size Max. size ; 3/8” Max. size : 1/2” Max. size : 3/4”
1in. 100 100 100
3/4 in. 100 100 90-100
1/2 in. 100 90-100 65-85
3/8 in. 78-92 70-90 50-70
No. 4 28-42 24-42 22-42
No. 8 15-25 15-25 15-25
No. 30 5-15 5-15 5-15
No. 200 3-7 3-7 3-7

E 7. Dense-graded HMA aggregate requirements(International
Surfacing, Inc., 1992)

Gradation, Percent passing

Sieve size Max. size : 3/8” Max. size : 1/2” Max. size : 3/4”
1in. 100 100 100
3/4 in. 100 100 90-100
1/2 in. 100 90-100 70-90
3/8 in. 90-1000 75-95 60-80
No. 4 60-80 50-70 40-60
No. 8 40-60 35-50 30-45
No. 30 18-30 15-18 12-22
No. 50 8-18 6-16 5-14
No. 200 2-8 2-8 2-6
o E 6 A= 8FAE 76316} Z B 79 24
=) okl WskETh AYE 2P claBE 2ad
o gy e B0l ol Solri, of
3 W o wAlF A (reflection crack) AtaHEH&-S #A]
= a2l ok LA ok B2 £ H9Ed
gol ;0| g TolFE AT} YoM SR o)
3 oy YA E g§Ed 2345 Yepdt
T8 olA"E ¥AL o}ATE, crumb rubber, 7}

A 5 A 7 ARTE ERE7] g2, T F53t
£ dHole 2 Age) £, 4 Age 2=, 7IEAA,
MY B neFA oW ddrh. nF o}ABESF
R ALg3l7] Hsled 718 kAT FuES AHEE
s olagE JhE W, EFPEQ BNY} 2k =
A3 mte] 7R 49 a T Bt FrtEez d
a3t}

9. JuljollM AlEEF Floll X|HE ctEel
x| 7lEHl EHFY Yy

9.1 XZ orgdide] 2l

Alzke] Agell ml nFEEF olABERO] FH
o} ZAjete] FAEEe] Ylo] B & en2 ALKH
Z ARLEE fAE ol gt o2 s 484171 o]}
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¥ 8. Economic View of Rubber Asphalt

CRM (%) ofx#

i=1
- by Uyt o}l AFE AAT AL
olAE Gl E9 26,000 57,000 61,300
okxE 28 cos 25558 212.9%
(1km EFA)) e ) e
olAZ A4d 11,0098 1456389 13,0501
(el %) (100) (131) (118)

(Z9) 3.6m 144 1km 71& )

Bo] P T HAIRAIE 143 C ooz stgsijel &
t}h AL SRS 918 AP-3 ®£E 1F71Fe A7/AE
Edstaio} v, A8l F gttt

9.2 AIZEH|

IR IATLEL vyt olABERT 257} 20 CRE
Fol TA17} gFolAl7] fEo)] duldoz 2= B
ooz exdwd 5EF UAE Mot dvt. aF I
o] 32 wAE 9 du) £ (premixing) 22 AlFAH
742 ¢ A2 DT ofABEE Suldle AL oY
3, AFAE QuaFd v 37193, o3 (FEhd
Q) T¢] Aoflaar) At

N2 AF A28e 9% 7552e] dasirh

9.3 Moo SHEA

#x)e] premixing typel.ZE ALY BIE3E
o}, gkt Edal &5 2-o] BV ol ot
TLE Efo] o] FoIxA gt

ol 9o = o}ABES] 7, rubber, A7, AMEAIZ
9 exol Wl wE 7]£3FH]] wloJE 7t Fo] o
QA gris g BAFer E & ) o tiF ul
Hoge AN 25 THo| 71Fd o]F4 plant7t
a8l F4E EFL A% HUA Alde] et E
& ¥3 AF)ee A vlevels #Ho| Bas}

th.

10. 17 olAHE ZMd HE

IR of2BEJ} YUY AV Gt o}ABE E
Arct 3wzt v FHARAG A BAH] giley ¥
Tl ML= A3t sHFe] gel i gt

F 82 Ut o}~F3 CRM o}AEE 1km XF3H
& 49 AEH S v AN BE v} Zo] 3
B olAmE A9 zte] A5y Adeadlel wAsht 2
Z FAY gkl ZAgd EAH], 5], A9, 3
Hloll Al 20~30% U7t o] aFrt B o 10%

Z9 solwol WAHE ¢ & AUk

nEXnEtn 71 A 8W@6 s 1997 124

ng o

1960ty #HEelolo)ZHE E& crumb rubberg ==
IR olABE A& AT ¥ FEE d7EH 2
hA 1% olAgEE R29 $FEE IdFHFL AL
o o8 FLEA HE Aol 21 AAHFAE 4
23 248 Aoz dAHAY. 25 BAA HAD B
AR BAE A1F7E AL Qut ol ABE ¥ A
g2e 71d 4 e A=A FIEHh Ay e
Hau A7 g8 usd & ojAuESd AYHS
AU ot E£3 £340] do] AT &% FA &
72 7b4L Bt ohdzl HARdel o4 FHoA Al
Aokn $AAC 2 Mg A X Fo &7t 7]
gk 2y, $evely 3¢ 17 ofABES] ol
7} BE aggeel J&EHe nng o8 71R] AlF
W Eeo] ojg]g o ofd A&3ER] G AFER
el st e GAolth wetd oz 2 "
7} dEelolo] Helate @734 ZQAdA AE At 49F
HE 07 olABES J|&EE ) 4 d4sEb] A%
AT A7) " gaw.

o)

R

o

ALY 2: H.AR) o] X% uiae} UALY] 784 73
2ol 71&AR AF BA=PYrh

g 1 8 ¢
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