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v DR pi (#) 1S ST 2 I O R T b H 2 &
E, FHIROL.
22T, RAD 25 A0) ZELFIC 2L, X
DBIRADPILT 2 2 005 ¢
Py () i) < afp) () - pi)}, (12)
RT(py (¢'); ") = RT(py(t); 7°)
where a =1+ 7 ,
po (#) — po'(t)

2 CahorBal GEIH) &, WARZ pl(h) —
pal () ~OZALISR S 2, REE 17, OIRITIRERIO MO
%79, FIFO J5HI, MORSHENE/ INTw5 L &,
RMIATRF DMK ILT -1 U hE%2, ko<
a>0ThHhs7d, ROBRRIELT S ¢

alpl ) -pr®)  0<a

Y — p"(F) < (13)
p () —pi () 0 0= a

for all o such that R(o, d) # 0.

ZOBRAL S, ROBIRIEZEL 218 TE2: (1)
a > 0 DA, KR TORERZORK/NERIE AT
LI SND, e, pl(t) < pi () = pit) < pir ().
(2) a =006, JIUIREr, OIRITIFMOHOER
M-1TH b, WL pne), pr () D L & DI A -
FHEIjTH - ThH, FRLNZEET S Z E2EHEL T
5., ZDOEEINSDORZDORNERIGERICTRD 2
SEMTEY, MERRD) LML pin) <pY () =
pr(t) <p () OBIRMEE ERT E I LAITE S,
PLEX, ERIZBTE2RT VY v LORKNBERD S,
BEEDERT V¥ v VDO RNER%Z “backward”iC (ie., i
EIRDOIRANETHIZ) DD IENTELELER
W9, Xoig, BATORT VY ¥ LD KRNERD
5.2 o i 86y, FIFO &&ff, MOREHED 5, T

LEBLPREVT—ATH-TYH, 2O L) LilabbEic &
BRTVT X VERERT DI ENTES,

% 58 B AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

DRT VT X IVDRNERERD X 91T “forward” 127k
HDBENTES

po) < py () = P <pi ), (14)
for all d such that R(o, d) # 0.
20D, ~EHHHEN 0o TORT VT ¥ LD
5z 5 b &, 29 LN - #&EB o backward +
forward DERIEZFIHT 2 2 ik D, &THORMSIC
BWTXROBARADIRILT 5 Z &350 5
PR <pM () = ph) <pr (), o €N, (15)
ZLTC, /=P RTUyy e VOERDPS, RO
T5:
03,0, P (1) < (0, py" (t')), Yo € N,

= min{u; (o, py'(H)} < minfu, (0, p}’ (')}

e P <pr ). (16)
Yo, MEOMGRMKT 2 LAVRENS. O

COMIEIZX, HIEETET VT v LD KRNBEGRD
oz 5 & E, 2 OBRED Mo, KON —Fick
WTHHEL L ZWZ E2BRT 2. 20D, ZoOHiE
EHVWSZZEICED, 2 kEDDRT VT 2 L DA
BOEVPFEETLLEE, Fy b= EOETD /) —
FIicBWT, fliofladbe L h X7 vy v Lk E
72w, HEHAEDLE mDBFIET D B0 5,

TlE, ZOMIEZ M3 2 & TR H) O fF
TEAEHZE TR 9 -

F¥E 1. % 5 unidirectional network 125V T, P(r) # 0
ERDE)BEER 7 FPLre RBGEZA6NTWS L
T%, ZOLE, Dl EbBORPARADHED
HIES 5%,

AEEE. R TORBIHIISOWT, py(t), Ve Pr) &
2% & ITHIERA £y, ROV —F - BT v LDl
bt mj BHLD, ie., FARRSTHI O HFEIRFZN
BT HRT e VEFRET S, X(©O) 956, RO
T2 H5MAEDE m BEET S b5
prit) < pa(t), YneN. (17)

CnzHva Z EI2kD, pi(t) =s; THBRZNTRA
0; & MFET 2 RBLTHN | DFIRERE 7, B/ — FH
BRENZOWT, XPWALT D 3005 ¢

w01, 8:) = pp < p () < (0, 5)), (18)

Vne N#)NN;,VjeP@)\ i)
T, KRBT i I XRAREE T 2FHT A2 LI
X0, B LoeTo /) — FicfioARE 2 H L bz
CBCFETLIENTELILRZERT S, LoT,
FBC S 3 R REL A I & 7 B O



2B, BIETHHLZ X9, RFARESHlOF
EPRIAES UL, 20 %y bV — 7 CRIEFIS 7
L3 A LT K D ordered Nash equilibrium % &3 2%
ZEWNTESL, 2D, ZOELLDRDRDIL
TELIEBTNS,
% 1. Unidirectional network IZ¥1} % DUE 7 — AL % %
25, ZOFy b7 —7TlE, PR 7L XA
X O YifRE2ER T 52 LS TE B, ie., ordered Nash
equilibrium 23FET %,

4. Weakly acyclic games & ¥EfE DFERZZ
TE M

AREClE, unidirectional network (2 ¥} % B
HIBOMERINLENE DN 24T . BARMIZIZ £ T,
unidirectional network "¢ DUE %7 — A 23 weakly acyclic
games EMEEN D7 —L DT 7 AICHEEINDL L%
AT, 2RI, weakly acyclic game THEBE I N TE Y
R OFERE BT 2 BEm 215§ 5 2 & T, BN
MAFEE O, MOLEEZRT., 3612, @
BT & NI RS BIE DRI O W TSI T % & & b g,
Ty b7 — 7 WA HEROBLED 6 HE L IR L
LSS DDTIRICOWTEET 3,

%8, YBETIE DUE 7 — A TR I N5 within-day D
ML Y — A, Z DRGEH Y — >~ D day-to-
day ¥4 F 27 R%% 2% (¥4 F 37 A0 EMEMNZ
WEIZHBTRT), 22T, day ZRTHEBIN A Z 8 ©
(=1,2,...) 288 AT %, Day 1 COHE i € P DFEH
EIRZ 17, ZORBZERZ LI K 2RI 2
gi(ri; ") THRY.

(1) Weakly acyclic games
Weakly acyclic games DEFEDFIHICHELE, KD
“better response path” % E#& T % :

TE# 6. (Better response path!)29) & 2 K] DI
o 72HIE~ 27 L L DSl (path) 0, 1),..., P 2E %25,
% day T € [1,k] TlE, BiD day & 13547 % %% 2 IR T
LM i€ PHFELTREbDEL (e, rft £7]),
IN% dayt IZE T 23®MEH LS, H 5 path LB
T, & day T DEBED - ADARTHY, oMbiE i
DRADIFIZIEML T3 (i.e., better response L T \>
%) LE, Thbb,
T, st gi(rhrn) < gi(rfh Y,
r]?’l =17, VjeP\({i.
DAL T % & F, D path % better response path & P55,

19)

Weakly acyclic games 1%, Z O better response path %z
MATRD &) IERESNS ¢

% 58 B AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

EFE 7. (Weakly acyclic games'>29) HilgEESA % R &R
§. Nash FHEIRETIE 2R WA TOMIENZ Flre R
122\, Nash¥B#iTH 30T NLDEIER Y L r
D better response path 3fF{ET % L &, ZD7 — ALl
weakly acyclic game T 5,

Weakly acyclic games 1%, #7258 & DB
HTECAISNT WS, RTvyv Ly —a0—#il
Wachs, BAEWIZIE, EFryv 7 —2oi (0
DAY PV 6 H) Nash WHICERET 52 THIR
? | better response path® % 2 ; —J7C, weakly acyclic
games Tl3, Nash ¥IHIZF[#§ % better response path 23
ARTH2 LIBRS v, KT vy v L7 —L47TIE, &
TLA Y —DMRLEN L7 — L 2RO (K7 v
W) ZALE DSEAIHHTT S Tw B, b, better
response 12 & % & A DHAGHINIC L D 7 — L2k
DRT VT v )VEHTHMT %+ 2 LT, fFEHR7 L
WEMHTD day DD DITHIR D §25 Z Lk, Z2D7%
&, T—LDHIRTH % L E, Z D better response path
AT HIRYIE % %, ie., HROD better response D A
7 v 7°C Nash H#ICENET 5, —J5T, weakly acyclic
games 11342 7L A ¥ — DORIRZAL & #HS T & e R
T YT VIEFEL IR\, ZD 7%, Nash HffIcHE
% better response path (3P % & A TV 5 AIREMEDS
b, GIRIITH S EIZRS 2w,

(2) DUE 7'—/A & weakly acyclic games
“ClX, unidirectional network [:® DUE %7 — & %%
weakly acyclic game TH 5 Z & ZFEHIL X 9 ¢

I 2. Unidirectional network | ® DUE 7 — A I%
weakly acyclic games D7 7 A TH 5.

SEER. fEROYIREEGEIRR 7 P L r e R 25, JHY)
LEF CHORBEERZ2WET A 2 £I12 X D Nash &
HiEEHT 27NV AL EZMETS T abb, &
TOHIFEHER 7 b LIZE VT, Nash B~ & ELET
% better response path DE{EZ AT T & CTHELIYIZAE
HHd 3.
£9, HllZRDO “ODESICKITT S 1 (1) Fg
M 72 IR FERRIS 20BN L T\ 3 2 L DSHERE L T\ B EHL
H£EHPa MO (2) FRINRRFFERRZZERL 05
D>E ) DI 6 R OHIEES P £, oD
BB T 2HMDOIEERY bLZZNZEF N ra, 13 LR
T, &8, r= (4,13 TH 5,
DLEDMEEDOT, ROT7NVIV AL%EEZD :
0. WIHERE :m =0 & L, HlEES, %7 Frico
WTTRD &) ISWIBEGE 2179 L (P, Py) = (0,P),
" = (), rf) = (0,1).

5 PR (finite improvement path, FIP) & $IEIZN 3,




L PR HEMOPRR g Z 5L Lz BT, H
MR Py ISR T 2 Hilih 5 E R ICHED FRFA
Bloy Bl 2 RE 9 5. RRARBTE 2 i &R T,
7z, Hlj i ORFIREEE 7, B2 FIT 5
CEiCk P AEIERAZ g7 LR

2. FEHEAZ L OVOBET ¢ ] § OB OESEERIC X
% GRS gi(rl e & g ZHKL, KDY
BT R 2 A HIE S

(a) & < &i(r";x™) DYy Bl i % better response
HP LT, BRI A T N EEESE D,
e, =7 ¥, fhoHTOZERFER I
EEL&w,mwT%=¢VﬁPQHA

(b) & = &™) DG T £, RDZOD5
frZ 7 §HRE Py IR T 2 Hl OREHHIER
N7 P BEET B D EDEHDD S
(1) 1 75 rj, ~O better response path 737
fEL, (2) ry T\ CTH § DR EIERZ]
L %55, de., gi(r!"; 1) < i(rl;r’ ) where
v = (1), 1p).

v, BET 5 L& (2-(b)-() KT, PrICRE
2 Bl ORI 2 KD K 9 ICHHTT 5 ¢
=17 r?”“ =71, Vje Py,

, BEEL R\ EE (2-(b)-(Gi) £ F£T), Hi
DIEHAIEFH L 7o\ r}”“ = r;ﬂ, VjePy.

3. HIMERA DR, JCOULHCHE @ P = P U i),
Pl PU (i) LT B, P 20 B SIE, mo=
m+1ELTRATY T 1IKRS, %9 Thwiga,
" RBERE LT T LY AL EKTT S,

HAT Y T THHLAD5, Zo7)LaY) X4

IZ & D &% better response X 82> Nash ¥ % &

HMT&E22 L% T. A7 71 Tl&, better response

I EICK ) ERNAREREZBIIE L e

TEBHM (Le., RFPRMIHEN) ZHEL T2, A

RIICIE, & 2 ERPARBCHM i € v HSRFRER 7 ~

& better response T 7274 518, Z DFEHEIZES 1) I

JE$ % Hili D FEPRFEHU FRATIRF A SRS S L7 R

ThH 55 2D, MITHRPARRITHN] 2 RAREH N &

better response % Z & IC K D, SHMHIHBKN iR

FERE 2B L COBRVLEHEBLIT 2 2 LN TE S,

AT v 72T, RPRRLDHM § 23EERIC better
response 2 & ) FRINGRFEGHEZESI LV TES
CELRRTHDTHD, £ 2-(a) 1%, BRI TOER
IS X 2 MR B ISAD Afesg 7 2RI L7 & &
X DEWGETH S ZD7-8, Bl i 1% better response
WKEDFANEEHETLIEDTES, $722-(b) 13, Bl
R R DR RIEIE R LI DStk 7 2RI L7 & & &
CHaTh D, Hilj i o better response TlE 77
DIEHATIZTE R\, 7271, 2-(b)-() DL FiZ, 1

% 58 B AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

IZIES % i DI Hil DR 2 better response (12 &
Dy, NEEHE UL, BT | OFRREFIERRNIE 7%
%78, 7; & better response §5 Z L IT K D ATHT 5
CLETED LTS,

—J T 2-(b)-(i1) D & F X, H i DK AFIERFID
FEC 705 &) ffEIRR 7 PVDMEEEL pniew,
i i 1% better response I K D 7 ~NFRBRAEE T2 Z L
TE\W, UL, JHUIH i O FEIERZNIEEC
AME (e, g7 = gi(r; ™) SNTED, DX DK
MEERZNZ o ()8 S % B O better response 12 & %
REEATEIC L DV WEIN AL LERFKL TV 3, e,
REHE 1 13 FRIN R IR TH 5. ZDRODAT v 7
2ZMBLT, rff IWRY 2 M OREFEIICHD 5 7w
PRI 70 IR RIREE A~ &, Bl | DRI 2 AH I E S L
BTES,

FR & LT, PR HEOFEDPRIES N TW» %
LE, ZO7NTY XLITHERDHED R LIEE P T
ifEz H3EH T %, 2 L C, unidirectional network |
?D DUE 7= L Tl3, e FARELS HUl D FAAE I3 AL S 4
T3, Thbb, (EEOWIMREEERNZ FlreR
D25, WY NEAFE CHIN OFEIEIR 2 85§ 5 Z LI
£ D Nash 2 EH % 2 L23C& %, X 5T, Nash
Yyt~ & B3# T % better response path DFEEDR S 41
7z, i

3) BNFAEHEOPERMYE, ROREME

AffiClx, BARW7Z day-to-day ¥4 I 7 A %EEZ,
ZDYAF 7 RHT HBROIEE, K OLE
PEIZDWTEHR S,

a) IR

F9, KD “better response dynamics” %% 2z, % DIL
FMZRT :Fdayr (> 0) ITBWT, —DODHljic P
MBIy LICHhilEh, BEELETIEEVE5 25
N5, i FBURORERE 1T X DR CRAICEIRN T %
RERG 1T 2 FERLT 5 C LT EIUL, 2 DR 2T
WCERT 25D LT3, e, gi(rTr") < gi(r5r"). &
B, IR IKRAICEET 28z R A TER0EA,
FEPRITZETE L 720,

Nash ¥#RRAEIZHH & 22 2 D& A F 2 7 ZADWRILIR
ETH Y, —E Nash EPREEICENET 2 & Z DRFED
SILDIRFEICHERS T2 2 Lidw, e, H27 =008
weakly acyclic game TH % & Z, Lk BT b
VD> 5 b Nash H#712 53§ 2 better response path 23
9%, T4bb, H5%7 — L5 weakly acyclic games
TdH % & E, better response dynamics 1% Nash ¥~ D
INHRMEZROZ D002 Y, ZOOTEE2 DL,
unidirectional network 1231} % DUE 77 — & O ¥J#RIRFE
DYHEIZDWT, ROMEDEILT 5 ¢



fnR8 1. Unidirectional network |\2¥ 1} % DUE %7 — A %
EZ %, HiljORKEIRD day-to-day ¥4 F 3 7 A &
L T better response dynamics # 5 2 7- L &, DA
F 272K D BT 2FEHA~ Y bV rd, Nash B
NEIFEAETHRIZIRT 5.

Day-to-day ' 4 7 3 7 Z DIt E, ERbL >
AT L DOREN L IREZ LB 2 DI iiz v 5
LI L CTHEN MBI 2T 5. L Lads,
FEIRZE BN ATV R LI 2 i KAL T 2 R~ D22
HIREWwo TwsE (BFE) ) 2R WHEERNZ
A F 7 ADOWEML, HEROLEEZ R T+
it idhokv, g, BEDIMbHL I LX)
BpIREED 6 D LN 7 IREEN LB L 72 L &, JLD
TR &R 5 I Al OfTERER M Th N 5
LRSI TH S, 2D, RO LENE
NG 7o OITIE, MR B LN e 28 &
AR EDH 5
b) MHEENREM

R ORI 22258 2 #5125 72 D, Young! &
MR L ENE) OMREEAL 7. MERWEEED S
ek, BE#ZzE854F 7 A0 T TOREHED
BN 2R 28 »2, HEREREOEFIME L TIRA
5. ZLTC, BEAEL MR E NI L E
DEFEIAMDWHLAN L ZEE) 06, EDIREIFEELL 2
FTUh (e, TOEMICHOEVBIIL 72 £ &2, EDIR
BOBIMBHEI L % 50) ZOWT 5, ZoEHE)I
KU CRIAMICTER 2 RREDMER IV E IRETH 5.

WERM LB, 7 4 == VITIERD & ) ITERS
N5 : 57, Hb2BHZEEHVIA T ITRAICL DK
HljOH % OfEEE ZHR~ Va2 788 e LTET
WAtd % (Z41% “unperturbed Markov chain” & FE53) .
D)V a 7 HEHDREAEFIIFEEERN 7 P L oE
BEARTHD, ERMHERITIZ POICLDERT. £
7o, REE (BEEERZ B V) r 26 ¥ ~DEBHERZ P,
Tk h&RT.

RIZIDITAF I TRACBOTC, HB8TRXA—=F el
X VRO S N HERCEEINEE 2 (e.g., ZIHIC
BbH o3 7 vy hICiigE2ES) ¥4 F 7 A %252
25 2 LTCRERERBRIC, Z05AF 37 ATk BREE
N7 MVOBEBEAR LV 7HEHE L TETLT
% (“regular perturbed Markov chain” & BE.5Y) | Regular
perturbed Markov chain DEMERITIIZ PE 12 & H &
T, 722U ZOEBRMERITINE, T XA —F e ¥
1272 > 72 & &, unperturbed Markov chain DESHEZRIT
e —HT2bDET B, ie., limeo P = PO,

€>0TdH 5L Z, perturbed Markov chain |3FE 1,
DOPKITH B, ie, 2D 7 HEHIZ LT — R
Th3b, Thbb, Zovia 7 EBEIENE DT

% 58 B AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

i p ZFEE, Z4UE pfPe = puf 2 3. ZOEED
fild, REIRICHDEHIL 72 & Z D&RE OB
ekt boThs, HIZ, ZOEHEFMIINT A —
Z e llii-o< T & T, unperturbed Markov chain
DEFEDIAD I L —DONEWRT 2 2 ARSI T W
529 207, BEAEMERS TGN okt
EOEHI pe 06, BEZEEHRVIAF I AT
DWHEN 7258 (Le., EDOREBRAICEFE AU S
) ZiNDZENTEL, D LOMEROT, fifR
MILEMEIIRD & ) ICERI NS ¢

E# 8. (Stochastic stability) » 2Rk r € R ¥H %
regular perturbed Markov chain 12 % U CHEFIVZE T H
5, limeops >0 2HALT 5.

BE MRS FO/NS ol & Z20RMNEIR
205 L, HERNZETH HIRMEIX, 29 Th
WIRAE & i U CHHBICBIINI S 1% (e, 0 KD RE W
MR cHMING) RELLE. Thbb, HRNEL
ETH LMRDEET 5 2 L EZFEHTENUE, 20D
B BEH 2854 F I 7 AD T TOREERICE
WTHBHEICBN SN, FEEL ) 2006 Lwigh
flel LTI 2 2 L3 TE 5.

“ClX, unidirectional network IZ¥1} % DUE % — AT
DIEIG ORI L ENEZTAREL 9. AWFE TR, E
B D EEHERDHIG (FRFERZD) LM ST
BOYALFIIRE, Mo TRE YL FI 7R
DFEFEEZEY B, Z OWERNLZERZHNS, A
R, B L L Cid, Hififi ¢/ L 72 better response
dynamics ® 2 A% &4 4 F I 7 A (stochastic better
response dynamics) ZH( D LiF % 5 KIHEHE & LT, logit-
response dynamics?®29-30 2 H LI 3.

%9, stochastic better response dynamics 122 \> T
HT 2, ZD¥AF 37 AT, £ better response
dynamics & [[{fkIC, & day T ICBWVWTHLH{ € P
W7 VY MSGRRNRBAEORENEZ 605, L
2L, B3R e TRIKABICIAZEITHD
£9 %, ie., BUEDOZIHDUT OfEE 2 G LR~ & 7
YELIERTSL, IDYAF I RICKDHHINE
r=(r, 1) 5 v = (r, 1) ~DEBMER P, 1&, RD
folckasng .

1( 1
PS,=(1-¢)P%, + —{e—1"}, 20

1 1 v, H3HE § O better response
I & BRSSO D &
= )

where PY, = nID;(o)
0 otherwise

2D

T2 TIDi)1E, BEERZ PARrTHLLED, (2



A% & ¥ 78\») better response dynamics 12 K % Hijilj { D
TR A ORI TH 5. 4k, EBMERTH P,
Fe—- 012k DBISHRICT PY, (better response dynamics
ICB T B EBMERITI]) ~NENHT 5, Z2D7d,
@ stochastic better response dynamics (& better response
dynamics @ regular perturbation dynamics Td % Z & 23
b5,

Z LT Lo#EfiD T, stochastic better response dy-
namics O [ TO Y DRERIYLE ML R DEBIC X
hRENs :

TEH 3. Unidirectional network |-"C? DUE 7' — & %%
Z 5. S ADH S better response dynamics D [ T
KINLERREIL, Nash BEREOESGICEETNS, ¢
bbb, WERNLENREEPHFET 5.

ALEA. GEIS M ERAER I 2 2.

K1z, logit-response dynamics (Z2\WTHLD EiF%,
CDYAF AT, REEHOKRHEZ 60
Bl 3 K D B CRRREICEE TE 218882 X D @R
THEES, BRINICIX, H 5 day T I2BIT BBEGEIRR Y
FAD T THEZLNTWVWALEE, dayT+1ICEWTH
T i DSEERE 1y N LG BHER pI (T ) 1, KD K
IcEZoNnD
e Bgirirl)

22T B0 <B <o) dBHIT X —F e DIHUAHY
T5HDTHDY, logit-response D unperturbed dynamics
Td % “best response dynamics”2> & E7Z N DIEE) %
T TOLD0ERNTEATH S, Best response dy-
namics Tl&, & % Hlj i 3 RFERZ 2 K/IMET 5,
RDFEFFEINIEE S Bi(x_y) 226 7 v & LITFEIK % 33
ER

Bi(r,i) = {1’: € R; s.t. gi(ri/ I',i) = Irgglgi(ri, l‘j)} . (23)

i

prt(r;n) = (22)

B — o0 D& E, logit-response dynamics (% best response
dynamics & [Fl—& 7% %,

Best response dynamics Tl¥, "3 Nash ¥f235" 4
T ADWIPIRIEE 0%, ZHUL, TDFAF IR
TIEFA— DR REE R 2 K OFRERICEH T 5 2 &8
HEETHL7-DTHS, ZOFHEICHDE, Alos-Ferrer
and Netzer’? (%, logit-response dynamics C D ¥ {fifiE D
HESRINZEMEIC DV T, ROEHZR L T2 : Weakly
acyclic game ClZ, logit-response dynamics "CDHEZ Y
ZEIRREIIEE Nash T OEEICEETND, 2D
&, ¥ L unidirectional network T DUE 7 — A 233
Nash ¥ 2 £ TE, BB OMERNLEEZ RS I L
MWTELI LY S,

10

8 58 M ASELHRREES - BEE
L NS
@ sme . RS
N S
4 l 3 /'l
s — |0
]
\ [ B S BB
i - SEREFICBT
uyvy2 k) 0 Time
Jupl - - - UYDIERIRULE S QBRI
o o mim \ L e U 2ERIRL I £ & DTG
1R o EIHE o
vaEmi Q)N

K-2 FHITFOFIEIC LD, KuEFEREE RAML T 2 &%
PEBEET L ED 2y 7=

L#2>L, DUE 7 — & T3 Nash i lx, Z D
TE% —fMRINICREE T 2 2 LI TE 2w, 2, B
BAGE TORELITHIOMWEIC L D, KEFERX %
/MUY DREEEDIEBAAEL 9 5720 TH . Bz,
K2R T Ry P77 —0%EBEZTHELI), ZDFy L
=7l R Yy b7 =2 Th D, oDk
BOHFET 5, 22T, Rzl TR FEE L
TWw3bDET S VY7 3IFELITIIRHFELTE
D, HHHEM I ZED DR EZFH L THRELITHID
KREIGEWDT S, 2T, Hilji X HEORENE R
ZHFET 2 E I, Hilji ZBVET (e, )7 31
IDRELCMATE) ZEeNTERL, ZDLE, Hifji
FEL S OREEEZFAL TH, MR (b 77108
RiZl) 1ISHOSICEIBE T 22 bbb, Thbb, R
() B TEBORERIOEFEET 5 2 L2k, §
RIVITPEE Nash 9 SFAE L e K e 5. C OB, B)
WRI #5312 BT, logit-response dynamics C
VIHERINLEE 22 M DS — I IZFE L e\ 2 & 2R
T2bDTHS. TDLkHI%, HLEDOYAFITA
TR BTV DEED RO AL ENZ I L v
7FEE, FHTAOMEREVRETH L LW L),

4) BEROHEIREE EEERMEZEMEICDWVNT

— VRO ZEMEDR I N7 61F, BTN 72
BHLME T 9 L I L@ NI OfENT, Thbb, ZE
B e BT A LD 6 Lz a— - 8% — o Ok
DIFANER S, iUk, YWHIEHTOARD BN, &
FRANROBEEETILOTICEBINER Y F2—7
E R DERIREED S, 2y P =0« VAT LADKREM
BREBOMRNTZIT) 2L ICH D720 TH S 3D (eg.,
LEMERIET 3 70— - Y —F, BEL s
T X =% (e.g, BEEAER, FRuy—) OZMLIEHLE
D& ) nEEE R 500). Lo L, Hifiiicm L 70
RN E R iR 2 it 3 2854, Z ONTIEEREIC
WL HDTIERL, WOLDMEZELTWS, ML



T, 2o OfEEZ T %, ZoMEERkT
57 0DEREZIT .

fRNTIC & 72 > TOREDE—1%, Ellison® 72 £ X
DS D k9T, WMESRINLE 25 9 %2 BUER TR 7%
kDO RDZIEFHLVWEVIZLETHD, I
V&, WERIZENE & IAREMC HoRHIch 5, HR
[0|® day-to-day %' 4 F 3 7 ZD#E D K L DfERICHS
FELINDOTH S, HIZIE, H % day-to-day ¥
AF I AL, GROBOIKEL S EHEIMZ
Kotz ET 25 2 L ThHEIREPHEICBHIS 1
259 Tholt LTh, ZOREBEMRNEZETDH
2 ERRe 7w, RS IX, ZOHMROEEDIRL X
TED ) HERLERBEANPOR T 2 123 B D T
BWrbLngwidThHs, DFh, ORI
WS L7 T IS TER VLB IR BB L POR§ 28R IC E
W, HARABBICHRI L 7DD TH % L\ ) AlagED
H5. MREOBEDIRL &) DIFBEFEICIIAAEET
HHDT, MR E L THERINGE 298 % BAEGHE 2
kD2 (W 2) Z EIXHL W,

WEAIIRSEIC R, WA 2 R 2 DTl 7 TERINE
ERERZEERD 2 713 AL ZRELT05H0D
%% (Bl Z1F, Foster and Young!?, Young', Ellison?).
LoL, 29 LAa7nay X LI Y28 % SRk 5
%. DUE 7 — L DIRAE (FEHE 27 V) 240 R IZIEH
WCREL, BIBRDOFIZEITFENCATRETH 5720,
E D ZDFLLTEEL W,

B ORI, MERNLETH 2HHD -y 7 —
7 W MR D & OFROEE L S TH 5. MR OMESR
M2EE 12 H X 1% day-to-day A F 2 7 A ICHKAE
LT 570, MERNLE R HHRIBICIR T 2 388
WRE =V PEDK) BIIRY =V THDDDE, ¥
AFIVATEIENT S, 20D, KA T
A EFN L EEOBEKPERK ZFIE L 72, WHERNL
ETHh LR OBRIRO S NG, LarL, ¥4
SRR ESTE, 2y P E LTARAR
REHETILDOLHFEL TS, FlZIXRIEI TR L
7= perturbed better response dynamics T, #HHEc X %
EHGEIROZFIIAG (BAFIERZ) LB S
NTEHT, Hilild 7 v ¥ AICREZERT 250 L
LCw3, Sandholm®¥ & &l X DfEfI T2 k9
2, 29 LAZBRERNLEENI Ry F 7 — 7 g
e L CEAARLR LD TH S, 2010, HERNE
ERREDR R ED K ) RBHEIcI s 3N L I
BB I N DD TH D00, FREHL ER
BIZHEI D & D X ) RTHOMRTH 2 Dp, Lo
TfEIRZLTH) 2 DL 22 5,

DEol#EzERT 2 L, 208 ST %7
O— Ny —) OREZRITT 2 L0 AT v 71
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BT, RO EZGELT 27210 T% <, %
DR DOFFEE FF>TwB 2 EEE L v (1)
RKIFETE, FET2IENARTHE L, KU (2)
Fv b — 7B AR RBREZITAB LT
Hb, BOMLZNUL, RIEATRE 2 B 2 fERI L E
fbtcE2 L9 %, MoroEmMng (LarLHARR) &
HEEATZIERDEND,

29 LIS 2 —D DfifkTFiklL, ordered Nash
equilibrium % MERNZENT L2 L TH S, HiBL 7
X 912, ordered Nash equilibrium (ZMEFHLST 70 3 X
LEBEMT I IckhEsn s i TchH s, A
R, EYI 22T 2 6 R & 1 2 i SFREL Y
Hilj %z, DP J5H % i 72 9 iR AR E IRl LT
< ZRUT XD, BH D S il S L HiljH 538
WIS L, RN A R AR 2 IR L T 5 REE
(fERig) 2ERI NS, Thbb, ZOBEFIIE
ET DI ENHRETH D, D OFHED DP B % i
L 723 & I RIS 2 PRER L 72 A5 LT84 2 A dIRAE &
VI, v b7 — 7B EERIIC BRI E2 TS 2
EIXTE 5,

Ordered Nash equilibrium % RN ZET 5 7201
1, ZO¥EEPEM IS5 4 F 2 7 AD unperturbed
dynamics IZE W TR THIUT R, TD7DHITIE,
RO ZOH T SN TOIUER 5 (1) DPJEHAIC X
0 EH S 4B I PR 7y B O S R RE RS S HE — 12
D, o (2) {KIZ DP JEELA i 72 8% & [Fl—D#% R
FIEIRZ 2 R ORI T 5 & &, DP B 2072 ¢
RS2 B L OEIRT 2 L vy B e kLg% 41 >
SOAMZS, (1) MilInsdoicly, Ho5W
%/ — FRICE VT, HERITRR23E U238 5
FAEL 7\ &0 ) 5N 7 SN TWLIUER W, $72,
(2) ZWife§7zoicid, +o/h S hEDHZ DP
i 7o §REOFIFICINZ 2 2 L2k D, DPJEIZ
Wit 7 TR OMRZ W) b, o hEmd LT
PIUTR W,

FERELT, (1) 22Ty P —=27I2BWT,
(2) CTHRAR7GEM 2RI ENEE 51 F 2 7 A
BAT %I EI2LD, logit-response dynamics % & 72
e 244 7 2 7 AI2B T, ordered Nash equilibrium
ZMERNLENT LI LN TELLEZLND, KA
Tk, BUHIFEERZE L T2 DiEam a2 MEET 5.

5. #iE%=ER

ARFETIE, T I % TTiftam L 72 unidirectional network
L CoOBERFIHIFISBEOUCRYE, M OMERAVLENEZ, #
filEgehsz @ L CaR %, BYRRIICIZ, £ 7 better response
dynamics DIRMEZ TN 25, T ORMEERTIE, 775



@ Route 4 Route 3 Route 2 Route
for both for both for both  for d;
/ / /

Route 1 for d>

K-3 £ : A Y L FND Dupuis +v V=7 FHK AR
THROHS vt —2

F£-1 Y7 -85 X —% (FFIT: AT, BN: & FL
Fov 7 E&, SF: SIRIZOETR)

Link FFTT BN SF Link FFTT BN SF
[sec] [veh/sec] [veh/sec] [sec] [veh/sec] [veh/sec]

(01,a) 14 2 2 (f,h)y 12 1.5 1.5
(0p,a) 18 2 2 (g 18 0.17 0.5

(a,b) 6 2 2 (&) 6 0.2 0.5

(b,e) 6 2 2 (h, i) 9 0.67 83

(b,e) 18 1.5 1.5 @i,k 12 0.27 0.67

(¢ f) 26 1.5 1.5 ()] 6 0.2 0.5

(c,g) 10 1.5 1.5 (j. k) 6 0.67 1

(e, f) 20 1.5 1.5 (k,d1) 6 0.67 1

(e, ) 42 0.27 0.5 (1,dy) 6 0.67 1

AN DIEMH LD X 5 (UGB I8 %2 RUZ§ 0%

2 72812, physical queue E 7 )L & point queue E T
Wz o7 BEEEE 21TV, Z OYCRICET % [z
e 5. XiC, Wik Dikam D2 Y1k Z2 MR T %
72®IZ, TADH S day-to-day ¥4 F I 7 AZAKGEL
7o & EDEFFAITOVT, DP FI 27 3% % (5
BT B eI EHERHAAARL L ZLHART RV E
EDLDEHLELET 5.

Q) xYyhT—7U - FBEXRE

312, ARFETHLY #% 9 unidirectional network % 7~
. ZD*% vy 7 —713 Nguyen Dupuis 2 X— R I,
unidirectional &% Ff2 X J TG ZBIEL 72 b DT
Hb, LEH)—FOEEIIN, ={01,0) THH, KiE
J—FOEEIEIN; ={d,d)} THB, Fv FI—7 LD
BV 2L, VY 7D R P LRy ZEER LRy
7 UADXED SRR I T D, BFELD Fundamental
Diagram Z2ff> T\ 5%, KV 7D/ 7 XA —% (eg., H
HRATIRRE, AL ey VRE) 2R 1ICFEDE, &
B, v b7 =7 LOFKEED 6 &K RITIE, A0
FEIRDSFEAE L T B (ie., A HLI OFEFZEIRIEE A 130T
DD LRI ND)., INSREKIFHITR Lz E
BHICHESMHITITH 3,

v b7 =7 LOKELADP LI, FNEFN 100 BD
HlSHFET 2, KM 12— O HIERME &2 S
v P —ZIZmAL T3 (FEHAHRE O BARM 2 fiF

1
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BRRITRT), £/, SRR Hli o HERIE—x%t
—EREL TS,

ARTIE, Leclercq and Becarie® 12 X W 2R S 17
mesoscopic LWR €7V K D, KHl]OZEH) 2 515§
%, COEMEFERTIE, BHEIIREOE (e.g., / —
F) Z#i 2% CTdH 5 “event time” % R 5, RIT event
time D9 b, RNDIKLE TOHEMZED) (e, £V > 7
O %, W 5B R SOBIE T OVICHE
Wk L, ZLTC, ZDeventtime DFlE, MONZ D
N & CORMFBF OB HT 2, R TOHEEA Y v
TREZDETHEDIES. &8, AFTIEEINZRZEE
JET IV E LT Newell DIEHEET LV ZERTL T 5,

(2) BERBRRER
a) PREE

9, [FHTVIDOEMDE D K 5 ICUHGEREE 12 522
#5200 BT 5, HARMIZIZ, physical queue
& point queue (2 ¥ 1} % better respones dynamics TDY
AN DOINHICE T 5 day DHED K #1T9. 2D
BT, R SWAT 5 Hil o HHIHERE 12D
TROZFEAD /NS — v %% Z 5 5 2.5[sec/veh] (low /8
% —), 2.0[sec/veh] (medium 8% —>), 1.5[sec/veh]
(high 8% —>), Z L THERHEY — 12D, better
response dynamics (C & 2 RN DINHEHFLZ 50 [AIf7
W, PRICET 2 FTOHBDPIEZ KT 5. &
B, WIIAREGEIR N7 VIR O R & E T
%. 7, better response 127> T, HiF CTifkam L
7z DP P % i 72 RERE 2 0T 2 L v ) BN 2
R AT %, EARIWICIX, DP B % jii 72 3 FEIC
DWLTUE, HEIT T % B Lo RS R %2
0.001[sec] 721 A< LT3 6,

412, physical * point queue € 7LD ZNZENUTE
W, FHWEAY =Y 2 L7 b DDOIWHHBEDHGR
CDWTORT, BROBEFEAAY —v 2R L TE
D, PR OMEZ R LT 5, BUEEHEAIR
RO ORENTE D, MR H D
fizm LT3, 2O 6, HIEME?E %5
2L RASSETERDEIZE), BEIREEADIRIC
B 2R3 % 5 2 EXRTHALS, FFIC high
DFHEIRY — 128\ T point queue & physical queue
2T 5 &, BEFEDSTHRIRICE T 2 DA 7% <
BoTWwR I e, ZORENLGIE, RELTS
DIEAR DR E 2 D7 LT0 b T ERRRI NS,

DI LERIEDPD D OIC, HEHREICE T 218
PN — v &7, X512, physical queue, KUY
point queue ZJEH L 7z & T DHEHRAEIC B 1T 5 S
Z RS 2 diili 0 AR (R Rz 2z £9) %

6 HERORRPRIATI], ROMABIERLIZ I ETT VAR,




Physical
4
29 x10
2
S 27 ‘ =
© | \
ko) 1.8+ | ‘
28 16
8o |
& g 1.4+ ‘ I T
(0]
£08 42
—
@ 1+
Qo
:E> 0.8 |
2 ° -
0.6 :
Low Medium High
X|-4-a Physical queue
Point
4
25 x10
2
S 2 = —
& | |
o} 1.8 \ [
- Q
o O |
-1
5 16r |
g8 |
& g 1.4+ ‘ ‘
o \
< 8 121 | [
5L L \
@ 1F + ——
Qo
IS
=] 0.8+
pd
0.6 :
Low Medium High

X-4-b Point queue

-4 Nash Y¥JHRIRFEIZE T 2 #TO PR H D4,

AT, ¥IK5-a% k5 &, physical queue 23 X 41
Tw3EEF, XhFRCRZNCE TR 2 2 FH§
LZHMBEFEL 2L RoT0E I E3b2 %, T,
V7 (j,g) EOREBATINNY ¥ 7 (c,9) WCIEMfT 25 2
STk D, ZORBDIATIREDIEM L 72720 Tdh 5.
DI LI, HERENOICRIRREZE 2 72 & &, better
response |Z & % FHl] DR T DehiD> & #8i% 2 3
BASINPTC DI LEZERL TV, ie, #EK1 &
3 DEITOD better response 217 ) HF1IZH 5. —I7TK
5-bZ k% &, point queue PN I N T W 5 & ZIFFFD
FIANDIEARHAE L Tz oic, g2 2HH3 25
Mild &k DEOHARLCE W TOFEEL TS I LD
bh b, Tihbb, FEH 2 13 better response DA & L
THEOBLI T 2 ERRRENS. HRELT, 20
BAEFEERIC B\ TE, FFHITHI DM better response
2 & 2 RN BRSO LR Z HO TV 5
ED¥bD 5, TDIdIZ, physical queue TlE & H A7
DR THEREN EPORL TW 5 2 b,
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[}
=]

—Route1

<]
=]

'S
o

N
o

o

Cum # of users choosing each route
w
o

o
N

25 49 73

Time

97 121 145

[¥-5-a Physical queue

—Route1

—Route2
40 —Route3
—Route4

Cum # of users choosing each route
w
o

1 25

49

73
Time

97 121 145

X-5-b Point queue

-5 HIRIETO, Hildy (D) SO RBTRA G L

0.8

[ =0.003 | |
[ ¢=0.0005
[1¢=0.0001

0.7 1

0.6

051

0.4r

Probability [%]

03

021

0.1r

0

052 054 056 0.58 0.6 0.62 0.64 0.66

Distance from the initial flow pattern [user/sec]

X-6 Perturbed better response dynamics % 3#H L 72 & & DEH
534 (RED AT HHHRTE, FIALIE ordered Nash equilibrium
KB 70— Y= EET)

b) Perturbed dynamics D& ¥ 2%

RIZ, perturbed dynamics DEFH DM Z KD 5, B
B, W X 417z perturbed dynamics IZfEV>, G
BB & DFREHORINN 7 L oHERE 2 200,000 [AHE b 3K
T, ZLTC, BEERRT P SEHEIN DR 7
0— N7 =0, PIHNHRED & o e H A 2 sk
BEL L CTERL L LT, &BRED BRI B DML
DAEEFDHE L TR, 208, OHREHERAN



7 POVIEHTET &R U C BREER A ORERE EBRET 5. £
7o, R SIRAT 2 HEME L high ¥ —v DA%
E25.

KREITIX, ROZMEDOYA F 7 AZ2HBHL, %
DFERICOWTHEE L 2 ; @ H D perturbed bet-
ter response dynamics, DP Ji5 B 2 jiiii 72 9 #% & 55§
% &) BN 2 HiHE 2 5 A L 72 perturbed better re-
sponse dynamics, U logit-response dynamics, %%
AT 7 ACEEFNZEHORZ Y BEITOWTIE,
RD =Y —v %% 2 5 ; perturbed better response T
I, € =0.003,0.0005,0.0001 ; logit-response Tl¥, =
300, 500, 700.

HRED BRI RGBT E2 BT 5, £, &
day T D& r O (—HE D) VFEZEERE (1) XK
DAIHEVRD B -

r [P (D)
fo== 24)

last(T) - T}irst(T).
22T, |P(7)| I ZREEE r 2B L T 2 R TH
5., %7 T}irst, T 3 rnzxnz otz AL 7k
¥l & BOHEMOFE (Fv b7 —7) MAKRLTH
%, LT, Wk 70— - Ry — v DTS %,
ROMEH 70— - Ry —vEDL—7 v FEEEEE L
TRD:

1/2
2(1) = [Z (f'(0) - f’(0>)zl -

reR
AfTld, CoizsG@EREE L TERT 5.

612, @ D perturbed better response dynamics @
EHWOM AR T, Wl A SGHRE (e, PR 7
0— - RNy —=rpoD2—7Y v FiE#), Ml sse
R D IERL S B (R Bz # D 3R LR
200,000 THI-72 b D) 2K, MHICE L THAOT
LNTWSIREEIR, ZNNEERETHL I L2ERL
TWw5, FRHZHAZ, ordered Nash equilibrium T& %
ZERELTVS,

Z DR 5 1, EIRE, KOZ UG 57—
R —UDPEHIFBL T3 2 Ed3br s, 36l 8
BoOARAEAZERIGED T T o>Th, H5 Nash ¥
iR D~ EEF AR (B 2 YRR D ER LA
B2 1.015E9K) 2017 Tldkw L3R TN
%8s, RRAGVENT S I LITKD, Kb B
FEDEIREEIZZ L L Tw 3 2 b5, BRI
RTwl s, €% 0.00372°5 0.0005 NI E
&, 054, KU 0.57 (LD SGEIRE D IEBULHE DS E
(o TwBIEdbrs, TOILEP6IE, I0s
DIREDHERIN L EIRETH 5 2 L BWIFFI NS 5 2
LG, BiCe 2 RICIEDNT T & & CHIEIEHEICH
Chpl emPfiansg, LaL, HEEEIZe 2 0.0001

(25)
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0.8
07k [ €=0.003 | |
. [ €=0.0005
=0.0001
0.6 [ ]
g 0.5F
=2
T 04r
©
Qo
© 03¢t
o
0.2+
0.1+
o Al e
052 054 056 0.58 0.6 0.62 0.64 0.66
Distance from the initial flow pattern [user/sec]
[X|-7-a Perturbed better response dynamics
0.8 .
07l [ =300 | |
. [ =500
[ p=700
0.6 [ ]
£ osf
2
T 04r
©
Qo
© 03t
o
0.2+
0.1+ m
0
052 054 056 0.58 0.6 0.62 0.64 0.66

Distance from the initial flow pattern [user/sec]

X-7-b Logit dynamics

-7 Perturbed better response dynamics %8 H L 7z & & DE
WA (DP RPLZ a3 % S 28 00)

A SRS L, 2o DGERBDOML XL 1T
DV TWBEIEBbHSE. ZLT, €=0.0005D¢L
I DI TR D > T SR E D BE N %o
T3, Iho0BEFEI»SIF, Hifficilam L7 & I (g,
HIRDHED R U TIAEE D I AAE L Th,
ZNDEIHERNEETH 2 D0 HW§ 2 2 LN TE
BV EDBDRP S,

RIZ, DP J B2 i 72§ FEHE 2 B 9 2 38N 7 J
WrHALLLEOERIMZHRAL L. M7,
perturbed better response dynamics, X U¥ logit-response
dynamics DEHTMZRY, hzelld tbhr s L)
I, B A EER G AL 7244 F 2 7 AT, HE)
DARAEZ L TIEDT % Z 12X D, ordred Nash
equilibrium (ZX)E 9 2 ZHBRAED IERY AL < % -
T4, Z#3 perturbed better response dynamics (2 f}
57, MERNLENEZREET 5 72 13RO St
D72 ST B 03D H - 72 logit-response dynamics
THRKTH 7. T4bb, BMNAEELZEAT S

ThnE, Z0O%v b7 —2735E Tl ordered Nash equilibrium (35
B2 LTIz,




Z L2 XD, ordered Nash equilibrium % fif 3 (192 E AL
TE5 I LEDMERTE S,

6. bl

AfETlE, weakly acyclic games & DBIfRIEZ @ L T,
unidirectional network _t-"C® DUE 7 — A OHERINEIE
PE%FIX7, %7, unidirectional network =T DUE
7= B, RPREC A ET 5 & 2R L 7,
Z #UZ, unidirectional network T, ¥R %2 EmR T % 72
O DYV LM 1) 2 B HIAT) S e TEH I L%
RAET 5. XIZ Z DRI AIREMED> S, unidirectional
network |:"C® DUE 7 — 4 %% weakly acyclic games D
JIATHBHIERR L, Z2LT, 7F—LHEwDT
WoEMINARZIEH LT, BVFHEE#E D IX
W, ROMERINLEE 2R U, efglc, Bz
LT, AT O8O Nk 224 M 2 TERR L 72,

ARG, physical queue & point queue % JEH L 7-
L EDIIGHEEICOWT, HfEF2E %258 L CHilE %
Z2{7o, Z2LC, ZOEMEER TR LITHI DTS
DGR DYHICET 28 DR LK Z D% T 5
ZENboR, ZORBIZEEE KT 2 EIRE S
DTHAH., LoL, FFLITDIEMIRRIEIC S 2
2T, ZDEMOBBEICHOIKET S EHEZ 6N,
e.g., "IEER) ~DULMD, Tk TETREK DT
. ZD®, Fv 7 — 7GR TH DML
HHZ2EZ 06, kORI LEAETEEZ 8 L TRy
HATHN DGR IENC 5.2 5B 2 N0 D 5

¥ AT, DPJEPEZ 72 TR AR 2 L C
BT 2, Lo HHERENT 5 2 LT, HFPRLD 7
LAY RLIZ X DB X425 ordered Nash equilibrium
DHERINEZ BRI B 2 L2 LTz, 2B A
FHAEEZ 2y b =T TREHRALRDIDTH S EEZ
LN, AR, T &) BN RHEHELEAY
TEH, ¥4 F I 7 AZDH DN OREEENITE
% Nash i~ LUK - eI 2 3 TEH T L
NEFLwEEZOGNS, 20k, BWHHESE
WREWLENT D L) RIAF I A% —LHGHD
T CHRIEL TERMEMA» SR, Fhiiznz
SEIC L VOB LTS ZEREETHS Y.

HEE . KWL ISPS BHFE JP18712493 DB % 3%
J7bDTH 5,

BT 3 DI
Z DEEIE, Young! ORDEHZIEH L T35 ¢

TEIE 4. (Young'>, Theorem 4) & % unperturbed Markov
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chain 2E 2 5. 7, HE 7 A—F e ffOI DY
A+ & 7 A D regular perturbed Markov chain %% 2, %
DM~ DER A% pe ERYT. ZDEZe—> 01Tk
D, pe & unperturbed Markov chain DEH73HD ) b,
W —DIIURT 5, 518, 20 L EERNE
%E 72 RBEIZ, unperturbed Markov chain O Pt [F] e 4
DEBICEENS,

Unidirectional network @ DUE %" — A 13 weakly
acyclic games Td % 7z 8, better response dynamics |
Nash ¥ 2 WA & L TR @ £ 72, BURIE Nash
ficdh 5. T, better response dynamics 12 K % Hij
D H % DfE#E 2 %2 € 7 VAL L 72 unperturbed Markov
chain O FHFINFIMESREDS, Nash ¥ & —xf—xiSd 2 2
ERFEWRLCWw, RO LD, MERNZERIR
EIZFHRNEMEEOESICE TN S 0, HERNLE
R EIREEDESICE TN D, X > THEA. m
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