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B o) IRt b BT e R ) R B S S R R, A AR T —FhE A
T2 EEFHIEM R EHN 2 RERERA M4 DRWAF-Net (Doppler Radar Wavelet
Attention Fuse Network) , it /INg AR 5935 = IHLHI P EA AL, SEER T &2 2
RN TRAT . WA EF R FRI LR 0 . W FT 78 F A 238 85k sh Ak
KEREESHEEMRE T, BEAUE T Trjeqansdit s RDRD HHEM
OB, BT T R HUT K I R 2 B TR A S AR . se G 4 SRR T,
DMMWN&HZ%M%ﬁEAQWMBﬁﬂﬁ$ﬂGMmﬂﬁ@LE,ﬁ@%i
(96.77%) . F5Hi% (96.90%) . HIFIZF (96.77%) Fl F1 734 (96.77%) {E
MAREE FIE BB AT JHRALSLIRIGIE, 458 ZMNERIIT1E (MIAG) ML
f\) DRWAF-Net % UE R TR THAE A 1.87%-3.13%. AMFRdEdREL TS
SERTHEERAR A, SIS R PRI U R 2 M AR AR TSR BT REI IR T % .
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1 3|5
EIRAAEARA IR S NZIEShF R, JeA i A B IS5 R b i
E 4% (Rickenmann, 1999; Jakob and Lambert, 2009) . iX %52 iy A KA.

MR PR BRSSO R, AT MESR B IE R T R A SRR AR
TR, 2014; /& iHafmE s, 2023) . 2014 4F “8 « 37 S fm B HUff
617 NFET:, LTI 4.6026 1270, BV 2 BB S BARCHR BA U HE/E Rz i
AT, AR CREMEER, 2014; BUFRIFIRRT, 2014; %
B, 20200 . 2019 )1 “8 « 207 R Kiiitie i 4 100% 2 8, 3 90%
PhEBEARSZ R, A 16 NFET:, HEATHRL) 36 1470, KEBHEBUM B
BN 1 %5 7 Z36B)5 R Rk i E O e A, G RO TE B T A 4
N2t (EJFEE, 2019; ZEWIEA%E, 2021; PR, 2021) o XeeiFEH RN E
TN 5 T L A SN AR S ) T ) B

TE 58 R T 7 26 I i) IS H PRI A 1) 5 S5 288 A1) L B T RIGER ek
HRJEE (La et al., 2022) . &G0 5 F Wil T B S i 5 kG 1 5 T
FAEREARNL. PEEEHEA (40 Landsat. Sentinel-2 F1 Sentinel-1 %) &K #fi &
U7 A SRERT (8] 7 A6 A SAR UK, B IR 4 HE % )\ Radarsat %8 2
WorldView B 1 RAGE, ML R K FSNE: HII SAR HA
(GBSAR) EF[SLHL 2 73 iz KAl REE, (EXHREZSN s (#EE>1.8
m/h) IR AR MR IS I R G2 IR T B A v . PREE T4 A
WX, MDA R SSI RS AETE R ok CEEMSSE, 2000; X&) FEHK, 2022;
Casagli et al., 2023) . FHEAEGTB, ZEHH L@ M2 Bz
1IE, AT SZA SRR EAR F I (>1 mis) | R B 4% e 280 (Michelini et al, 2020),
DRI O E ISR TR B B AR . RS 1 0 SR L5 2 SRR N 56
ilE: HYDRA-G ArcSAR ik R4 M % L #1515 R4 RockSpot 45 B U i Il 1]
Poggio Baldi 1 # % 8 iz shid #2 A 2 vk A Fi (Romeo etal., 2021) , JH
BEREE T R HYE A (Michelini etal., 2020) LUK Bl R B X 40K &5
g A (Viviani et al., 20200 . #R1M, ERFRMERZETRT, WA



FBOARAAE LA EI e T S 7Y (1 S vRE A TR 0, 3K — IR i SRS 1) 4 5 % T L
Ml 7 28 E 2 T R O 6

2 FT A H AR RBIBOR B = AT R, (& B AR R R IR,
T HCHE P BOASAR UL 5T 77 vk 38 T ey 2 v R PSR P2 S 3 H AR BT, 78 B0 H AR PR 58
B B B R AR B (Huether etal., 2001 EHEMSSE, 2014 iKAR%E, 2014;
SRS T4, 2022) o (HAZJERAAAE = AU R R MERE SRR B B IR ARG,
THR R 2% P2 B R PE AU R B A s R EASEA 1) 72 1) 23 7% 30 5 A PR 78 i T oK
TR TR SEBL AT s TN AR MR PE 1) R F AR R, RGK e R I BE
(Zhou et al., 2019) . H:TGito I 40k A DU BT HESSAL S 70 BT, RFE S
B R R SR HE B, 7R SR8 /0 A R I R 47 (Chiang etal., 2000; JL#F
B4k, 2020; ZT55E, 2024) o AHFCNERESZE TR R T ARKEA T SCHE I HER A%
PR L, DL — R E R R M0 A, MELLIZ 4k (Dubey etal., 2021) .
WRIE S I BORBI SN RZE IR T 1 I8 H AR R & B Az AL RE T, TR T 1% 4t
TIFEMAIN TR HRHAE R R IR il R L 5 S 73 0 Transformer 2244
(Vaswani etal., 2017) FlI&RZ M4 (Convolutional Neural Network, CNN)
(Rawat and Wang, 2017; Ajitetal., 2020; Lietal., 2022) : ®i# 4 matine
JISRETFE IR S SHER, MDA R IR R SRR, T CNN AR
R Z I A S HOE R, AR IR SR RO T R R RS Gala i,
2024) .

SETRIAE SRR, R T BRI HTSS S CNN B s S5
25 (2024) f#FH CNN 45 &K mEId 2 M4 (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM)
) CNN-LSTM VB & 15 Y il Ty 3 B ik A AT (Radar Cross section, RCS)
S5 B A ]I FRARRAE, T TR A A R 2 b PR AR B kBRI f) . Wang et
al. (2019) F4 ) T 1A Tk 22 W Re AiE =2 [A] WL H Bk 73 2845288 | Roldan et al. (2020)
$2 i DopplerNet Bi% | Liu etal. (2025) %5 5 245100 S PR 59 J6 A7 i A 1% 22 A
RUSE, IR RO R i 2 SRR Al i | 32 5 S FARRRAE, RE R T B AR RE .
SR, A TNEVAFEXCER Y : — 5T, BR8N B 82 PR ISR B &
RN, SESHPE S T EFER 2838 (Boonpook et al., 2021) ;
F—Jii, FET 2 WA RS T RS AR (AE 400ms/iiD



(Roldan et al., 2020) , DopplerNet #7145 31| £ £ 45 5 75 B VR N N\ 75 k¢
i) 800ms, 7 5 T W T 5 I RUEUR S FOME LA 2 SERF IR R K . BRIk, andfl e )
FrE o FAG EE I [EI , SCBUBEAY R E A voTh 5 ST HERR AR 7, BN 290 5
SIAE T Ik H AR Rl SRR B IS ) S ) e

BEOXS_EAR SCHE ), AT FUHE Y 1 — Mk 22 B TR A A SRR 5 Kk R
5% DRWAF-Net (Doppler Radar Wavelet Attention Fuse Network) . %751 iH

o PO PR R 0T TR R S0t /N i S AR DA i A2 T R 22 RO R E R DY 8%, %o
B RS S HEAT m ORI, B RS O E I DU R AR A AN S CHE L TR
<16 ms/MD) o FERCEEAL b, BT R SIS IR S T 1AL B A R,
I A P THD 1) R R b 5T Ok T N S N B4 4E, 85 Vggl6. ResNet50 .
MobileNet-v3. ConvNeXt LA DopplerNet £ %1 (5t b ikae:, 4ifiiPAl 1A
RIPEREAR

2 HRRAMRREN DA BIES

DN BT T IR R MR e T R e B I 1) 2 B R R R AR, AR S
TIHE T FRRAREIELE (Livetal, 2025) 5 RDRD #i#i4E (Roldan et al.,
2020) WKL, 78 o 1 5] B SR B AZ O 75 R ) 7 7 S8Rl G B gk . iz 8 2k
RERF I @B O bR Je A iR SR SR AL K E ARG A 9 H GRATR
AT K=K, & 3000 FEASD R I G FIVR I ELIR B RIR: MG TP

(3000 MFEA) T35 SRR B A 5 N RIS RE, ) R F B AR R
#24 RDRD i 8 (R 2 Rk (R T AMLAS 3000 FEA) S5 A 5

(3000 FEA) NISZHE b AR RER A 5 N B2 e trba. 255, BaskItn
w7 2K 21000 MEA, RGO FH BB REN . B IUNE] L BaRSIE AN
T2 R ORFESE R IR
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Fig. 1. Construction of an emergency-response-oriented dataset for sudden geological

(b) 3x3000

hazard: (a) Pre-processing of the debris-flow dataset under environmental
disturbances; (b) Pre-processing of the RDRD dataset
NIE, AL BRI T 0T A A i a4 W B e 8 e,
TP R - 2 A R B AR R S B bnJE 48—, A Python i T A £9
Pillow X 4% i 4a PR BEAT B BERBY, SEmA RUE R b L. tbAh, KBy e rg &
BG—RHEARERANTT (KT 224 85D, LAIE N I 5 1552 (1 e f R
(Bl 1(a)) -

A RDRD #u#fadk (A% Hdls e F] T AHT ST ) 2 2 R Ik I 2 Y, A
Fi Python [ T 242 Pandas 1 Matplotlib 4 £ 3R 4& SCAH- 2 1] D FE B8 - 22 I i i 2 i
Ko R SIS0 Ve im B 5 Cbr g — 8 “jet” , X EEANEEE-
% WM BT B /- KA — 1k (Min-Max Normalization) , f##3)H—fL/5 1
e AT Bt 7 BRI Nt bm o AR5, RS B - 22 M B I O 0 A L 2 1
HIENAR R, A dlbrE ROF e e -2 E 8k s (& 1)) .

Horr, f/h-E RIH—0 A B & AR R EE TR A 3O

Xi — Xnin

f_
;=

(1)

’
Xmax - Xmin



N
N,’

A (D X R R EIEEIE X, 2 AT E B - 22 AR R b (1 B/ ME

(2)

aspect =

X & IR -2 AR R v (0 B K AR, X R I — A Ja B 2R (), aspect

NBEENGERWL, NOHEE-Z EWERERSIE, N OYIEE-2 38 e AT 2.
AR 3 MR ER L2 ] Kt 5 ] DA R0 Gt SRR BE 2 2, D8 T GE—H
JE RS AT A8 (Resize) FT s H A TE QI XA P foedls <084 (L 55 3ol (EL AR P
ERAE R EK.

3 EHTZEMEEHIMKZIRE

3.1 EENINEENE T HAFIER & L%

H T 28 B DL ERERIE R FRER, AMERETOHRA EPE,
B RO E (A AL IR € BT TR R KT TR EL DA ROBARZE o AL, R
R 2 1 B B0 IR 2  FOERRAE, FRATER T — B sl 42 B 9 2 REHT
fIE R I % —— 3 T 22 5 80 o VR R 0 145 B /)N U AR R I i ) %

(Doppler Radar Wavelet Attention Fuse Network, DRWAF-Net) . A mi il vk
W, KT BUMSES 71 (Feature Pyramid Networks, FPN) . Inception 1
Huslew 22 N EEHSAE$2 B 7 (Szegedy etal., 2015; Yu and Koltun, 2016; Cai
etal., 2016; Linetal., 2017; ) . DRWAF-Net 4% 0 i1 B &1L T )2 SRR HE RS
Wi 5 e RS B, FoE T 28 8 B — RO BT 08 S R SRFERME
BB E: (DownScalingWTAGConv2dBlock) I HE S 1 i .
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Fig. 2. Framework of DRWAF-Net: (a) Architecture of the lightweight object

identification network; (b) Structure of the down-sampling feature-extraction module;
(c) Structure of the prediction head

i 2R, BRE-ZE ARG E JRGEEER A MAMSE, k5
2 17 5 J= 2% B¢ ) DownScalingWTAGConv2dBlock $2 B AIE 338 9 1 47 25 1R 4E
DA e 0 25 1 7 SO 3G S RFAE 2 A1) M - R 2% DownScalingWTAGConv2dBlock
a4 T Ja i N TSk (Predict Head) , 4RyiBiE % 128 45, M A Softmax
BRECEAT 7398 (B 2(c)) o IXAEAF TR KA R I 5 B 5 T B0 1 [ I gt
%o Vi S, I BRI HST T M2, w8 AN R S5 S0 Sk A {8 T BT
FHRIAT S5 o
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3.2 TRAEFFEIRERIR

& 2(b) iz, DownScalingWTAGConv2dBlock [11#% 0 G187 2 Ab#E T H 153
BRI 1B BRI (WTAGConv2dBlock) o A58 78 45l F /s



AR IR () 22 R AN HTRE J7, RHRAAFBEAT RS VSR, X AEOSAIR B A [E R R
HIoCEE R, AN Ze R AL 3R (50 O 5 MR IE R R . FESR SRR |
WTAGConv2dBlock 3 Py % 1 2 H N VE = 1T 14 AL (Multi-Input - Attention
Gate, MIAG) #— P RIE T REIEM, TRWIKIERHER EEEMAE, B
&SR B 2NN RHE AT LG S aRAl, (AR OCHRRIEAS DAL 2[RI 4
) ANAH SR B RFE AR B, HEMERTT T RMEFR A I F PR R, 2% 1
PERESRTHBLE 1 RS .

FE e R ESR IS WP AL B 5, O T BARARE B S 1A) 0 9, IR B By
F R E N, DownScalingWTAGConv2dBlock S 1 A iifl, (MaxPool2d)
HAEREAT KA . MaxPool2d 181 7E 5 7 1 & H DX Y e B KAl AMXUCA &k
D TRHEERIBRS), PR T IH SRR, B OREA T R B XA B 2 3 R AE
HE5R T ASERUNAFAE BB EE I AZ AL BE 0, (56 M 2% BEAS 8 N o%iE T A HEE B
FRAEEE Ty, B3R TR R AR R

W, R A A RN R R R AR E E 2 ) A B OO &R
DownScalingWTAGConv2dBlock 5| A T = Gl E = /) (Efficient Channel
Attention Block, ECABIlock) o 1458k DA% F 2 1) 7 TN & (7] (1) 5 R AT @A
M I 7 S A B A S A B, AR S8 T AT BRI v, (45 9 4% e 0% T N
FKETREEERE . MMESFSE NSRBI ILIEE, Wil 7Rk, #t—»0
PETE T 2% ) 1 BRI R

3.3 EENIMERNEERIER

R AR NSRBI, Bl WTAGConv2dBlock GIHPEHLELS MIAG
SN AR (WTConv2d) [fR%%: WTConvad #5056 i) &k 32 B
(Finder etal., 2024) , FASEFBELRIFESRIL FPN. Inception #EHL AL 252
B, BENSA R BRI RARE: MIAG &SRl & WTConv2d i55 (%
RUEAS B, B0 T BN SRR IE I SR AR B8 ) SRR & 1 & S B2
i AG fiidl (Attention Gate) 1% T JRA WTConv2d AR RS 5, H 3
7R EEIURE R .
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Fig. 3. Attention-enhanced wavelet transform convolution module: (a) Architecture of
WTAGConv2dBlock; (b) Processing pipeline of WTAGConv2dBlock for input
feature maps
WTAGConv2dBlock & #2 H H b5 R Ik (¥ i 3= 2 R, AT A 91
MIAG HJ WTConv2d M &, HAEmBIHERGE (&3) BT &40
% RIZERUE IR R S B A AR T 55 2% B U T FL AT W2 e 3% (A Inception
V3 ik 24.36M, 1l DRWAF-Net Z45{X 2.38M) , [FIIN BEfs S w2 H i
T FE I BURFIE IR B S (R 2)
3.3.1 ZWMNAEBNINE
NP JEAESE Attention Gate HIZHALLELRE ), AHFFZ Transformer
Query-Key-Value ZEHIJE K&, B IREE 7T ERE NG ZNEET)
IHENLH] (MIAG) o IZAR FoVF B AR 2 0 B AR AR AL, AR AR ROR
(Queries) MV KIE (Keys) XWE fth, WL L&A NMNEHMERLE, 1T



B A IS M TEE SITTRE (Attention) , TR T & NFFAE (Value) DAYEE S
#H, SRR NRERS (K 4@) -
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Fig. 4. Multi-Input Attention Gate module: (a) Architecture of MIAG; (b) Processing
pipeline of MIAG for feature inputs
MR TR 14548 Attention Gate fSZFRSUA IR T, Q. K. V iR H [
—HN, SEHL T AN S HHIRIEE R, BhaS AR B S TR RCE R 2 T A
H, fRE T Attention Gate HJA%-Co AR, HEERBLEN W T

Output; = V; - O'(Conv (Concat ({QJ}IN:{K:’}T))) ®

i

X (3) 1, ViInput RE IR B Q) S{K ) S RERFA A



[f1QuerieskFEE A 5 KeysRfiESE & Concat F T HATIBIE4E B HHEARAE, K FT
AR QueriesFiLE G SKeysRHILAE A WYETE EHHESE —HE; ConvIEE )
PR TIERURTS, TR 4(0)H [IQueries ) MK eys ;) R 1 — e — BB
P55 RelLU B0OF R B G40 FE; of2 Sigmoid BOF R, & YA R RITE
BEBATIALEGE: Output, & Input; 5 EIERJEZ TR MR, TF
LT MIAG FEHRAEH 4 45 2R .
3.3.2 NRZHEER
He T /NB AR AR (/N — BB AR (WTConvad) #2151 TR B UK
P, J9 CNN $RHEEE RS, JFHgom 7 MLk & HE (Finderetal., 2024) .
L5 RE BN BR B RN R 8 K 15 5 A MR HEAT IR o it & R8I eE 1 i
Ay (LL)  KCFARST 745 (LHD « FE B 51 (HL) AU 4075 54 (HH)
[y 4 PR RIS R R s (B 3(b)) o 1Pl 2 JUBE A WT 7 VA A5 5 I RE1E
AT LU AN R BT 7347, AT S 25 5 UG 5 o IR SRR AR A R AR 56 % R
KEERHIE
LL(j, k) = Zm nf(m, n)-d(2’m—k)-¢p(2'n—k)
LH(j, k) = Zn:nf(m, n) - ¢(27m—k)-p(2/n—k)
HL(j, k) = Zm’nf(m, n)-yp(2'm—k)-p(2/n—k)
HH(j, k) = Zm’nf(m, n)-Y(2'm—k)-y(2'n—k)

(4

AN D), LLREALTAY, LHAAKFAT 74, HLZFEEA T 74, HHZ
XA T, fnn) AR “4EHUE S, o RUZREL Y/ MR L
JREDRERINE (RERED kot TS

AHEFE, FORFFM TR 5 TR SEI I, S EREGIRE Y 1, N
Hop i B RTHE R R ERAK, &G 2 H 1% Y Haar /N, Hk =



1
1, 0<x <E
= 1 5
f(x) 1, gs=x<l (5)
0, others

L (5 1, f(x)FRR Haar NRREL R ANME . @A, AT ARk Am
NEHERYERE, R EiR B B IR . ] Haar /NBEAT — 4k B HK
NIRRT I RURE PR R AH/N B R K (1 A M T

NS
¢__ [;ﬁﬁi ©)
v=ls5

RIEAR (4) 5na 6) , ATHFHLI Haar /N 4G, 24 H
DL DUZH JE 3 a3 LB IR N 2 HEATIR E &AL (Finder etal., 2024) -

1 1 _
fu = EH 1 ) fun = 2 E _1 @
f’“':%[—l1 —11] fun :%[—11 _11]

B (7 KBfirs fias S M fan N EEETUS, 2% DA EIE R
e, ANEE EBASMYERE D b a NG PR — 2, XM
CNLL. LH. HLFMHH (& 3(b)) « HPLLZMANEUR A&, MLH. HL.
HH SN EUE K 1 B A A 2 i) &

BTG R, h/NE 4 PR AT /N A B IILL . LH
HLAHH GEW% 2 (50 4TI AR RBE T B e A0 T R AE AR B, s Y
REUEIRTT HH m e (R 3)

NH MIAG 4c#ELL. LH HLAHHFHEE], 5 EIW,, Wy Wy MW,y (B

3(b)) BEATHRFIEEAMEDCAL, W UASR RS RUSE BN SO RIRE T A ANF H
FREIAS R RUEEAS S REWS B 3 AR IR, 10 HJE18 H bs RO W 2etl, 848 —14



REERHME#E G 55, @it WTConvad $#24E 12 RERHME, il MIAG S RE
FREIE RS, IXPPEERIREG T NI R G2 RN AL FRANEZ AL, 2=
FM AT S5 1A R .

4 RS

4.1 55 FHMZIEE TN

REGUE VA R, ASHIF 7R A SR I 24 R MERE A Vgg16 (Simonyan and
Zisserman, 2014) #1 ResNet50 (Heetal., 2016; Litjensetal., 2017; Guetal.,
2018; Khanetal, 2020) . # &2 5T MobileNet-V3-large (Howard et al., 2019) .
RFER) SOTA (State Of The Arts) % ConvNeXt-Tiny (Liu et al., 2022) .
%2 TRk %1 DopplerNet (Roldan etal., 2020) DL A4 848 52 R AL
Al & 52 7 DRWAF-Net 3E47 %} ELS2i6

BRI T7 V252 B e BB T8 42 5, T [m) 9% R 1ot 9 55 B e [ 4
P EE AR T IR 2:1 B EL] (Liu et al., 2025) BEALEIZ A UIZRERIIIALE .
SN A 3R 58 R B P AR B S YN SR B EAT Rk 2 =, R BT AL i)
SREEMAETE 10 RN AE TR, W 1EUIZR. Y%k 100 $e it fEr, REELmis
FRRIAE I UAR R AEDR 32, 7258 BI4E 1€ I ZR%E R B 1 2 F S AL I 2 R AR A
gk, BEANIIRE P & OR B A AR R I8 b R R i vmn IR A LR LE

AHEFAE U AEEF- 4 9 13th Gen Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-13900K 4bFR2S, Ff:
fil ] NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 S RAME I Z. ERAFFRZAEHI ¥ Python A S
N 3.12, CUDA WA 54 12.6, Pytorch itA 54 2.6.0.

4.1.1 TN IEFR

W — NREZE BRI S, FAHNAN TR dEmE
(Accuracy, A) .« ¥ #fi 3 (Precision, P) . A [F13% (Recall, R) I F1 434 (F1-score,
Fo , HaXanr:



TP +TN

A —
CoUracY = Tp Y TN + FP + FN
TP

TP + FP
TP

TP + FN
2 X Precision X Recall

Precision =

Recall =

F1_score =
- Precision + Recall

Hrr, TP (True Positive) . FP (False Positive) . TN (True Negative) FIFN (False
Negative) 73 7l & s FLRAPE L ABRBA P  FE I DL AR, - Accuracy EHERIZ (AD,
TR IEW T R B G REAR BB LLE] . Precision@FEWi% (P) , HTH&E
T 9 BH 1 I RE A S RH A AR B L] . Recalli2 HIRIZE (R) , H TN E A

IR TR IE B BAPEREAR (I LB F1 scorefS3 F1 03 (F1) , ZEHET
R (P) MARZE (R, FoREMTRRAFSE, B R e P8
U, XPIUANPENFERR (A, P, R, Fu) RIBUEYEEYI A0, 1].

B4, JRIEMFE (Confusion Matrix) I LA LA A 43 24 Mk RE 1 PR 45 B
(Heydarian et al., 2022) . JRIEFEFEEY, MATHRRE TIZEM L RFEA%L,
BRI LT TN T2 B REAS B B, X 28 00 2 I R IE W IO A B A B 7
RREAS TR AR, FROE T A 2 2 R 40 A0 S W R BY (R P RGBT, e VR VB AR R

Pt AR 5y FHAE AR L ) T AR 0 28R LE H b7 (Liuetal., 2025) .

4.1.2 t=8LRE

R LRLK 224 4ELE 58 224 4EFE . 3 IE AR HE ROT 5K A, JFARE A 2R

R 5T R F N S N AR A R B e 4Ry T O, R RS R

(Params) . VF s KL (FLOPs) . AR/ (Size) LU R BRI AR S

Fr (Model Resource Efficiency Index, MRED , FF¥PAGxt g% & sttt H
F1, MREI A 40T

MREI = i/Params x FLOPs X Size (9)

Hrb, Params2LAH T (M) NRA TS H &, FLOPs2Ll1+12 (G) N

(®)



PR T T S, R — MR BRI B A B s Sizefg LK
FA (MB) NEAL AR /N e MREN SRR 1 B AR SR F 7 TR R0%,
{EHUINERE EDOAR B RY “ e - im0

1 XS HORR 5 3 B S A e s Atk o iy
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