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WZ S 2B TED, TO-RUIBWTHRRWPRDHEE JCIIld>TE 7Y 73 NRVE D R AK
fid/3% 27 BIRECSD core allocation & & .5,
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(2-3) WHHE A OB AHBE u(z,y) = min{z,y} TRINTEY . B OBID u(z,y) = vy TRIND & T, Zihir( S

L — b BolZs IR IRE %2 R HhifR) 12X DL D RE DITRD 2,
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