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HE A ELERRATRIR S EFTRIRE T R f R § B4, KT A 2R A eE &
PSRBT E T, KRS B I F S EH(MK-SVM) A IR Z R e E S £ &,
RBHEFELRBF R F T Fo Lévy ©ATHF £ Rk Bk o0 BGE R RARAC T 3 (IGWO) , AT 12
ATRAR A IGWO-MK-SVM BEA | Z RT3, 3 35k /K S sh A 72 R AR 45 R A9 . IGWO-MK-SVM #
MABRATMIRE RO AT E ZHK ¥ H iR ZE Kling-Gupta 2L & 2 & 5 7 A 0.8942,
16.9099 m’/s #= 0. 8639; 5 /% SVM AR A8k IGWO-MK-SVM R £ 2 AR P AE R BRA
PR At AR T KA BT L M B A fe 54 £ 5 A @345 5 F 348 IGWO-MK-SVM £ A 48 &
IFHTRIR A 120700 A = T Ag

KEEIR R A TRIR ; LA R ATRAR B T 5 A4 F 30 3L H &) B HL; B RORAAL Bk 5 BT AL,
FE %S .P338 ERAR SRS A XEHS 1004 - 6933(2024)06 - 0148 - 07

Monthly runoff prediction model based on MK-SVM and time series feature analysis//LEI Qingwen'>", YAN
Lei"?, WU Chenyu'*, LUO Yun*, XIE Xiaotian'"*( 1. College of Water Conservancy and Hydropower, Hebei University of
Engineering , Handan 056038, China; 2. Hebei Key Laboratory of Intelligent Water Conservancy, Handan 056038, China;
3. Yunhe (Henan) Information Technology Co. , Lid. , Zhengzhou 450003, China; 4. Institute of International Rivers and
Eco-security, Yunnan University, Kunming 650091, China)

Abstract: To address the problem of uncertainty of prediction factors and model complexity of traditional runoff prediction
methods, prediction factors were selected based on feature importance analysis of monthly runoff time series, and the
nonlinear relationship between runoff time series was captured by the mixed kernel function-support vector machine ( MK-
SVM) model. An improved grey wolf optimizer (IGWO) that integrated multiple strategies, such as dynamic lens imaging
reverse learning and Lévy flying strategies, was proposed to enhance the stability of the global parameter optimization of the
MK-SVM model, and an IGWO-MK-SVM model for runoff prediction was constructed. The results of monthly runoff
prediction at Yingluoxia Hydrological Station in the Heihe River Basin show that the Nash-Sutcliffe efficiency coefficient,
root mean squared error, and Kling-Gupta efficiency coefficient of prediction results of the IGWO-MK-SVM model were
0.8942, 16.9099 m’/s, and 0. 8639, respectively. Compared with the traditional SVM model, the IGWO-MK-SVM
model has high adaptability in runoff prediction, and compared with the long short-term memory network model and the
seasonal autoregressive integrated moving average model, the IGWO-MK-SVM model can better predict the real change
process of monthly runoff.

Key words: runoff prediction; random forest; runoff prediction factors; mixed kernel function-support vector machine;

improved grey wolf optimizer algorithm; Heihe River Basin

AKGEIRAE PR R B PCAGIC B AR KBRS SEAT RO S AR B BLAR 2 o B R K SO R
PR B T AR ) Y T B ROk — B AR ME AL EET T — RSB R TR AR AL T
WA T SR, 2 A BRI AL RIAZE B IR LA ~) BRI TCAUR I A i L AL i
SRR AR PP R REALPE AR PR R . WA XA — R L v e T AR GE K SO Y
F AR IR E G SRR BT, KRR AR BLER A AR U R AR L 4y R R 2

ELTR . HEKARBEFEESIH (51909053 ) 5 /KSR HRE K 22 4 {5 5050 2= P9t 3 470 H (TWHR-KLWS-202305)
PEE BN FRL(1994—) , B Wi+, FEINFE ZRFIRUK IR R G5, E-mail : 15738519012@ 163. com
BEMEE D& (1990—) , 5B ml# 8z, 1 F2NFKR SO BN . E-mail ; yanl@ whu. edu. cn

- 148 -



SIFIRPE S IR, I AR, AR 22 T IR A 22 19 28 A
SRR I A R A Bl 1 R BBE 2 > A2 U TR AR Y 1Y
K, REARAET B R A S 2 A2 ) 45 (Tong
short-term memory, LSTM ) X 4% i H & I AE 43455 2%
SRR S0 AT TN, PR 8 A I 2
SRR B, A5 BN T A e A TN 25 5 | ST AR X
P2 22 RUBE AR 5 (1 52 A AR VAR Y 95 R A AR A 1Y
RO 5 Xu A5 TR SO AR EIE = 5 T A2
FBE R B AE A A ) 8 42 2 T Transformer
IR 2 > HESR e 2o i P RS = A A B M
T HR A A ke bR i K, AR A S AR
AL TRZ 2 I BRI R PS5 RE D T (HLAF
TERE TR AR BRI S5 M 52 J S RO e PR |
A Gy A Tl

TEREASEG D i ARAEAT BR B B0 T
BT BRI AL T O TR J2 2 T AU T A S A Y
PRI, Sharifi %1 ZEXT Amameh i35
I A 5 v, A 305 4 1) & AL (support vector
machine, SVM ) fBHEUAHAS T N T AL R2%  JRiil 4 1
1 | A 2O 4 2 R e R4, SVM A
TARRZ A PERERE PR BT A% pR &, D v IR o —
PR AN 2 | R 27 55 SR TR A A% R R S A 1
HL(mixed kernel function-support vector machine , MK-
SVM ) AEE R 11 T e Y00 ) 1t ) 1) A8 dk A 7 T
T 2 R AL T B — A ek R SVML BCAY, BE T
e PERER B AL BT X SVM B S B0 1 J2: $2
PR TUINRS B (1 93 — & 4% , Samantaray 25" 243804
PR A L 55 (salp swarm algorithm, SSA) T
SVM BRI SR, 210 T SSA-SVM #iA1  24%
i TABSE SVM BB S, (A8 BAT S 4 1Y
RTINS RE . H 2 12 2% S B i A RRIEAS
BB BRI S 5 A 2 ORI g A

< L[ 14
Ar gt

AR FHBEAL AR AR ( random forest, RF) A7 43
BT LI 7 AR IR Y B M, AR AR E PR
e MK-SVM BB 4 A S 42, 48 H 3 B Bl 1R
Bty 2 Fl Levy ~RATAF 22 5 W il 10 kot R AR AR
AR5 (improved grey wolf optimizer, IGWO) X} MK-
SVM BRI ZHHATILAL , T T AR FR Y IGWO-
MK-SVM LR, SR FH RG] I o v e /K St S A
VAR EA T IAIE , LU A A2 AL PR T 4R R i A A
PEAR It AR A A B (A %) S i

1 MRFAE

1.1 FWREFERF
TR R - 19 0 1382 32 e 50 R s AR AR AR B o

RN R Z — (B H T3 8 A IR R e 27k
AT b 2 R 552895 AR ELAR Bk i A AH G e
# ( partial autocorrelation function, PACF) #4500 4%
T, 33K 677 V30 5 J0 Al R 1 PR 70 B 4 45 2R 5
M) P SR B O MG, A SCOR R IR R o A
(feature importance analysis, FIA) 7538 K+,
FIA 56T RF SR04 e IR A2 AT 200, TR
PR ¥R ik R S A, DA v e Bl A5 AR o i 4R e
GFBRRAEAE AR

1.2 MK-SVM 8!

SVM RS — Fofr ] A7 250 ik ke 22 70 ik AR 2 4 (1]
VAR R A AL 2 > AR | 32 5 0ok A% v 50K i AR
et I B = AR AR A3 (], AR S TE WA B R fiE 25 )
HEATER IR, S [R)RZ BRI SVML BB g 2
PEALE RCRSZ AR, SRR A% R B 27 ST R T3
Rz AL RE I AT 55 , 42 Ja P A2 R A UMA 4 5 22 AH
2o ARICFET Mercer #ZHE , 456 4/ 2 Wi A% pR
SSORN g 8 vy A2 1) B A% R ICHA) i MK-SVML Y, 1
e R AR A It TR P Y 3 N R

Kyg = Ak, + (1 = A)k, (1)
oy WIREG I BREG A R — R IR G %
PRI EE A e [0,1] 3K, K, 5k Z2 IR A% bR
BRI o S0 A [ A PRI
1.3 ZREBEMAGH ICWO &%

PRARATE 5 ( grey wolf optimizer, GWO ) 4K &
FEASF IR IRAE > o« R B IR .6 IR w MR, If18
BRI B R T A BRI 4 AL R AN S
X H AR sREUE R GWO Bk R At B (A
REDLAL T2 TR AR EA B FETEZ B A
SRR WSS 18 AR RS AR )3, PR
ARILH| A Tent-Logistic-Cosine i Jifi Bk 5 477 4 16 1R
e, IF I I Sh BB UG S 1] 7 T il Levy RATAFZ
RBE R 1 IGWO B35, LB v X AL 2 2 42 Uik 13
AR SHN I fE

a. Tent-Logistic-Cosine JRIEWLST, k5o il BE L
A USRS B 4 A R 22 R 22 19 ) /8T, AR S Tent |
Logistic 1 Cosine M 5} 4% %, 1A% Tent-Logistic-
Cosine JRTI Z G, AI A REIRARAE RGERYA 2, AH L
EAE RS, A A, S

b. ZhASIE GRS A ) g B TR
REFIL LAY MK-SVM L3 A3 25 5 i ARy 0 e
Hefit . it AR SCR I Sh 38 B AR B 1) 27 2] 5
ST B AR T A ek B I AT BB DR A XS 32
TR PR X IR AR, DT A2 2 5 125 0k Y SRy ¥ e G
fift o B IR 1] 2 ] W AR SRR Sy . T AT
X Ca IROIE ) SAAAE S ZARXS N S i X, 45
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i X, AR 3E N BEOL Tl A7 M X, DUIEROS o i X,
N SRR B B LA, TR SR o IR, A
SCHET A B AR I, 2R I Sh A AR s (X (2))
TR R~ i A ((3)) .

/D, + 1/D, = 1/(1f...) (2)
0.5(B, +B,) -D, X, >X,

X, = (3)
0.5(B, +B,) +D, X, <X,

KD, AR, KR ATATiE X, 2035 5 E IR
B SCHEBF R A m R R E X, E R
KL, r e (0,1] 51, ARG ES H7E 2951 X [H] 11
KA D, BRI B, (B, 435 8 R 25 [H] 1Y
AT,

c. Lévy RATHREE, 203 5 MUE 2 10 2% > fig
TE—E R L ICWO Bk Bk R B i L g o ik
77, HITCAT RO SR A AR R B Bt BT & B B
(I, ASGEIEGIA Levy KATHRME 454 K
PRE TR B A0 B 2, T A ST M PR R A &
IR,

1.4 IGWO-MK-SVM #&%4

MK-SVM BEAR AT B — A% s AU SVM A5
HEE M5 2% ARG e ) 0 (XA 24K
AR L 2 T R SRR e, SR IGWO 553 X% MK-
SVM AL 5 SES B ( Z AR S L y, &
WA 1) BAZ pRABLSEL y, L — I BRI TR 5 1 R L
R A BT T C OARBUR RS ) T 1K,

I T AR TR 1 IGWO-MK-SVM #5571 4480 37 7
wE 1 s,

2 LHIIEE

S RAE AF R H A IGWO-MK-SVM 5 AU 7R Sk A
AR A TR e o7 PR B5SR , WACBE T SA T  4 e 7K
X 1960—2017 4E4E 696 H Sz 42 i A4 347 43
BT 2 PRI K St (37 T S AT 3 3 Ui, 2 o 4 K T
10018 km?, Hi e 7K = BRI F 48 7% 1L X 1 vk T
AL AN KA K JE 00 2 b R AR AR, HRHR 43
KFEWAEFEME LD, K5 I kK Sk
1960—2007 4 H 42 it B 45 1F S I 25 4, 2008—
2017 4F A AR B VR Rk e
2.1 EWEGANTEEN

BT P43 BT 0 T Fi A 7 2 3 3 3 57 4 i
TR S AL 5 (B2 (8] B AH 56 56 3R, FE R R L aF
FrAMfE , TS B 42 37 R ok & S A a1l
WAL FIA A3 T4 58 PACF B AEA2 0 AR K 15
PP R S 2 R FH FIA B2 H1 PACF ¥ A5 6
T x 17=1,2, - L} R p 4 A7 &, H
o, SHHT T BRI, L iR R B, e
FIE «, MR A AR 35 08 L=12 A
L=24 AWFETIE , I LA IsHE JE 9 pE X A 428 0 1
RS & B

FIA PB4 I AR X 7 A, R FH 3 T 7 A

Hhite NS AR 51 IGWOR A ML
52
e J | 5 LR BLURN 95 5 ] 1 |
v 45 0 U AR R 4 |
A l [ Tent-Logistic-CosinelHLBAT I LR BE |
!

ot SEFREBULE(RAER IS | | SRR [ ke pROR |
FIA l i l
ik .- w — =
L, AR E LS 3 455 i D e |
£ A AR 1 et - I
T ¥
A ] TR

= oy NiREf [ HHran ﬂ*uC%ﬁ{EE
TR [ memmmmare ] | &[] L

l %
i | MK-SVMHUE ] | asmmRgRmEI ol |
71I]“ll::
o 41t MK-SVMBET ) 5 £ 5 2
bl ] T R4
;}i | IGWO-MK-SVME ! ‘ i
it |
ol I e U | EHaRE |
1 IGWO-MK-SVM # 2t H 778

Fig.1 Calculation process of IGWO-MK-SVM model
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) B 74 BC ' ( sequential model-based algorithm
configuration, SMAC) X} RF #8 gE47R4 > | &
S JE2TTIANGS N AER IR el V6 SN E R B
UEMERf R s i) — R AR G PACE MEEFRAR IR
TR PRI RO AR DG 28 808 i A5 K F o 95%
Ho 50 1) A L A AU A S RS FIA R A
PACF 15 3| iR B g A ZZ 3R 1 s, Horr,
FIA 5 T A5 B g A\ A2 R IR 45 TR 7 I T P 7
JEHES
*1 BRBANTE
Table 1 Model input variables

Bk T kR T4
PLEEWIRrS L=12 A L=24 J]

FIA % X12 ¥ \Xg WX X g Xy K12 3P4 X X8 Y9 WYz X6 g
PACF % X1 ~Xg X0~ X2 X1~ %8 \Yi0 ~ X1 N5 X3 WAy

2.2 HEESHMKML

MK-SVM AERUAHT T B — 1% BRI SVM AL,
F 38 IV g B (0 R S B e B B A U AN [
BB A SRR SR G R A R A XX
SE[a] R AR SCR AT IGWO R4 MK-SVM A58 2
Bl ik, AiE—50UF 1I6WO0 Bk i 4Rtk
PERE, 0 ) %6 FHORL - #F £0 16 5 15 ( particle swarm
optimization, PSO) . SSA . GWO 5 IGWO 5 vk pE17
XFH .

RN RS Y 25 5k S A S BRI ek
PRSP RE AR YR S TR AT, ikt e AL
PEZ S BHIEPE 0 8 PE , £ 50E ST 3817 50 Ik,
XF MK-SVM #5581 S B R H T H Y. C e
(2792 1y, e[27°,2"] y,e[27°,2"] g0,
1] Ael0,1], RTBAFIFEJL R 45 55 1 3407 1
1222 (root mean squared error, RMSE) {E A ii I &

{5, G M4 BEE 1T 50 TS RMSE W B (E B
B FHE AnifE2 | AT R AR I8
5t RMSE i 22 5 K 19 00 Je 3 dme AL A,
B AY AE IR 2 AE Bk Bk R A G A Y RE
(%£2),

M 2 ATLLE . DFIA AR TAE 581 PACF
L P AR R Ry A B AR A A AR 2R G
FPUREE BRI, HRT AT RO B U AR A8 S X B R () T
e, R, T FIA 2k 3 B0 A0 R AR Bt A 5 o &2
TRIAEZRME G &R | W T B A A RE A AL
A BRI HARSCR . @IGWO kX MK-SVM 44
RIS S A, BB 5 A RIS B2 i 48 2% 1) (L S A5 A2
BOR AR B SEL, IF H Rl G 2 Fhkak SR | A A%
1 BB B s SR A A A A2 1 4 R B AR (s R
TR AT B A RS . DI KR IHTBY$iCh 24 H
B, T 38 H %) DR T - M sz AR R A S B AR Ak
AL, BT AR EA R ] AR R i T 5
THAT BT, 875 oK FH 205 1 22 43 O U4 Bt L e 1k
SRR E] P8, @ LA 97 22 5% FH e 0 A 1) A%
PR re, VE R SVM BT R A% pR AR | T AR SC T 19 8
AR A =0. 93, B Z I A bR B «, S E
PRI, T ULTR A5 A% RSO A 1 B — A sR B A P 3
e E— 20 F W] IGWO-MK-SVM #4558 A1 4% T4 4t
SVM B EA 7% H 3 Pk
2.3 ERE54H

AT BGIEA SCHE H A IGWO-MK-SVM #4 RU %42
TR A RCE, L1 H UL 2 =24 H 1Y
P T IR FIA 500 B8 00 Tl 3 - 42 16 R
B A AR B JEXF H T ZE M 250 H R RS 3o

¥J(seasonal autoregressive integrated moving average,

R2 HBEEI MK-SVM EEFERITEN

Table 2 Evaluation of optimization effects of various algorithms on MK-SVM model

BN T EHEITE LA N RS B/ (m’/s) BB/ (m/s)  FEHE/ (m'/s)  BRiEZE/ (m’/s) iR AL A

PSO 17.9012 18.8542 18.2985 0.1611 3

SSA 18.1677 18.6238 18.3537 0.1113 0

12 GWO 18.0575 18.8471 18.3062 0.1672 4

N IGWO 17.9012 18.8468 18.2450 0.1187 1
FIA % PSO 16.9100 17.4413 16.9614 0.1470 5
SSA 16.9127 17.4409 16.9937 0.1270 3

4 GWO 16.9383 17.3984 16.966 5 0.1070 3

IGWO 16.9099 16.9112 16.9102 0.0002 0

PSO 19.1355 19.424 1 19.2022 0.1074 5

SSA 19.1357 19.4016 19.2101 0.0959 5

12 GWO 19.1356 19.3871 19.1915 0.0816 3

PACF 3 IGWO 19.1355 19. 1422 19.1382 0.0028 0
PSO 17.6693 18.3219 17.6947 0.0929 1

SSA 17.6701 17.9978 17.7024 0.0684 2

4 GWO 17.7115 17.9158 17.7166 0.0288 1

IGWO 17.6693 17.6704 17.6701 0.0003 0
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SARIMA ) £ #1172 LSTM 5 #11) RF AFA1N SSA-
SVM A1) SV AL 7E 50 E 9 (1 H A2 I TR K
(K 3). R WA BFE R B ( Nash-Sutcliffe
efficiency coefficient, NSE) [RMSE I Kling-Gupta %
R Z B (Kling-Gupta efficiency coefficient, KGE) 1f
AR AR 0l SR AR
®3 WIFHAREEBFRTIHBRTEE

Table 3 Comparison of runoff prediction effect of different

models in verification period

s NSE  RMSE/(m’/s) KGE
SARIMA 0.8803 17.9923 0.7720
RF 0.8857 17.5764 0.8402
LSTM 0.8565 19. 6960 0.8538
SVM 0.5646 34.3075 0.0120
SSA-SVM 0.8863 17.5297 0.8291
IGWO-MK-SVM 0.8942 16.9099 0.8639

H1 2% 3 B W, IGWO-MK-SVM £ 55 4% i il ) 45
RETSE bR, IGWO-MK-SVM £ %I 5 SARIMA
TR B A 7 25 L, SARIMA #5550 5 3 22 43K
SRR TT IR AL 5, AR 3 51 R) % J A 1 AE G
PEHE ST GE 3T AL 1 IGWO-MK-SVM A5 584 U] 5 5
FIA V5 X Ui R 0 6 | ) FHATL 25 = 20 A5 78 gt Ny ik
FHFR, NG EEF, IGWO-MK-SVM A5 IR AL /]
DIR AL G0 G v R 1R X A% 30 3 51 PR vk A 225K i
H BB 25 R AR I AR AL AH R 2R 2
BRI R AE L PRI A R T, IR ZHLAR 2 S B ALS
EAETEA R (HTEREA B /D Fi s A e W1 Y 5
HLR , IGWO-MK-SVM #1717 45 F LSTM L% A L)
RAF AT ROR

MEHEB AR S B IS ROR (B 2) KA, K
ZLPRPLIY SVM BEHY SRIN A 22 AN REFli $ie 2428 Ik A
AR P JE 3 1 AR AL R A T SSA-SVM 55 B Fil IGWO-
MK-SVM Sk K S RN A 42 37 B P4 e 712
AR E MRS, U RS E R L Pl >
BEARIARMEAE S B o FH R A A ROR . PRI 3R
BA B2 R Re i B se UL S5 X B T AL AR

— SARIMARHES  — LSTMAHAY SSA-SVMIHY
— RFFLAY SVM#R  — IGWO-MK-SVM 7
210 — SEE
z 140
i \
ey ‘
@ 70

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
A )/

2 WIFHZEREEMSHR

Fig. 2 Fitting effects of runoff process in verification period
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U5 S0P 174 256 P s A e, {FL 0 0 {1 A Al /)~
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Fig.3 Scatter diagram of runoff prediction results of

different models in verification period
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Fig.4 Taylor diagram of runoff prediction results of

different models in verification period



T AN SR ] Y 22 50 MIED 4 AT LA HY SSA-
SVM HERIFI IGWO-MK-SVM 5 5 () 42 7 741 1) 2% 51
BT S . IGWO-MK-SVM A EIFH# T SSA-
SVM A SR FH 8 2538 55 UG S 1) 2] Fl Lévy " ®AT
FZHRMERLA 1Y IGWO FyL I3 T X MK-SVM £
RIBH 2R REE ST, Fab e TR R e85, 15
R 38 W AR ) A A R g e A 2L T

TRBE 24 )RR LA AT 02 2T Re o, v T4k
PR 7% B AR AR [, (H A 2 PR AR o T 2% 8
YIZRESCHE 0 40 i M 7 0y — R AR i st $
[m) L, AR 7 AL R ANEE . LA oW 25 SR ok
F B TIRBE S 1Y LSTM #E#1 Je T R Reti ALy
SVM il RF AU T 47| i — D Ui 25 5 e f
FRIIRJZ 2 BB — 8 55 T, T DGR BITR B 27
STREAI AR
2.4 it g

AR SCER AR A AR R R e LA R
REMCHE  SVM 55 7Y [ 35 B R 1 32 T 3 U i T R F
I8 MNAAR Y [ T R SR ok A, IGWO-MK-SVM 45
RO FHRORG B B SR AT — g 4 5, ARk K T 5 1 73
IS5 RAE PR B AROUH F AR 1 TP 5 A T 404,
Tk e BRI R 48 2 i) () RUBE i A8 fE LA |
ARG AE LA AR HER I E S K
ST ST A B RO N AR e B A3 i RN AT R AT
P e A PR B TP S E AL A 3l
A DA S T (4 WO SR 2T sk B R 51 43
it 0 SO ) H RS SR AR B BT R
FEARRHETE R IT KT A 38 D AR T E 50 1) 50 g 5
X, 45 A FIA IRESEHUR A 7 3R B R i A8
NV fE 18 IGWO-MK-SVM A5 7 0145 15 7 56 32, B AE
—RERRPE I R AR T TR A v

X PRYAT G 0 P e A AR T, MR T HA
it ) SARIMA #5i8Y TREE - 2] i) LSTM A |
BRIZ S B RF H1 SSA-SVM 546 7Y | 7% SC 42 4 iy
IGWO-MK-SVM # R BA — e i, (H i T3 fK ik
AR R, RS BRSO 2 5 A
F . HIL, W55 IGWO-MK-SVM #5121 55 £
TR AR TR, DA 36 HAE AR K SCRAF T Y
P AR

3 & it

a. X LR FIA 3281 PACF 45 3 42 1 T
iR H -, IGWO-MK-SVM #52 BUFit i 25 S K B ) FIA ¥
Xof 74 f () ARG PR G ZR AU B = R0, i AR d i />
AT SO R TOA AR S AR ) T4

b. B REOLILIA 1 ) P BB B AL 28 o > 1

BRIz AR A ASCHR I T 3T 3h BB 5 g
2= > Fl Levy RATSF Z KBS fl& 19 IGWO Bk,
AT MK-SVM A (4 (AL RCR R B, IGWO 53
P a UL PR RE A XT 24, IGWO-MK-SVM 45
FLAT R 35 R M 64 T4 I T HRORS R B AT
BLRE

. NIRRT 23 B T AT A 750 o) JE Y 97 ds
T AR T TN 25 SR R RSB BRI AL SVM A
R 22, w45 R 19 NSE U H 0.5646;
IGWO-MK-SVM #5781 354 S A7 A8 R B 1) et | i
W25 i NSE #2712 0. 8942 M A T4 i FHig il
TR 2% > S5 728 3 T AR AR HY (1K B, IGWO-MK-SVM
B B — 2 L3
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