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Abstract: In order to strengthen the heritage and the exploitation of the non-genetic information, we propose the non-
Darwin effect multi-objective immune algorithm (NDIA). Firstly, the range memory mutation matrix is used to store the
information of the successful mutation range and then to guide subsequent evolution operations, which strengthens the
ability of local search. Secondly, the algorithm uses Pareto order to choose non-inferior solutions. When the number of
non-inferior solutions is bigger than the preseted value, the order constructed based on the crowded distance is applied to
choose the relatively sparse antibody. Finally, the algorithm defines a homogeneous degree enhancement operator to reduce
the final non-inferior solutions, and the homogeneous degree in the target space is increased after the repeated deletion of
the most crowded antibodies. Based on the results of the simulation tests on several multi-objective optimization problems
and the comparison with many classical methods, the resulting set of solutions provided by the proposed method is greatly

improved in the spread ability, convergence, diversity, and can converge to global Pareto optimal front quickly.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)

TS A SR Ak In) B0 A 2 B PRI, — R
X2 AN AR IR L. R, Toig e B2 oTin &
TRENH 71, 2 B AR 0] 8 (multi-objective opti-
mization problems, MOPs)#[ e | F i B (R 57 RS

N TEARGETR M 2 H bR SRS LRRE T LI 43
3N SR 2 H PR AL S R s 2 R F 3
TPareto M AMARIEFE 7 1AL T Y B AL 2 LA
(PRI AR RSN, aneE2, 2 SRst% 5% (nondo-

Wik H: 2012—10—14; W& H Y 2013—06—09.
Ti{51E# . E-mail: min@csu.edu.cn.

minated sorting genetic algorithm, NSGA)?!, Z52/C 54
15 DK 9 08 B O R AE: 1999 4F, Zitzler 55 4 ) 50 J&
Pareto if b 57 7Ji(strength pareto evolutionary algori-
thm, SPEA)P), 3472 J&, 342t Bk it AXSPEA2!;
[7] 4, Deb 7E NSGA [¥] & fitli I 43 $2 H ode 3 hie A
NSGA2B!, th 577 5 SPEA2) 2 I FH -T-MOPI %t tr
SEIG . S 3ARAEE 0 T SRR R A BT LA
H A ) 51N, WMezura Montes S5 & Hi 44
LT BN AT AT A LA — 8 RIS n] AR/ AO), 3

FEA T H 5% AR R 5L 4 W B I H (60874042); 3 55 44 ¥ JT REA0F 98 T4 % BY I H (13A010) 91 85 24 20F T RH#WE90TT 45 %8 Bh 91 H
(12B021); G4 M FR e 7 B0 H (2013051 1); s a2 BH T RHS HH-RIE B35 H (2013FJ3079, 201 1FJ3047).
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FITI AHLHAE 4 s B AL T I AT 3 5
-y EEMAEH. 2005 4, Cai Al Wang 32 H! ) CW
(Cai Wang) B3R H —FhAS ol 4T il A- A4 R 40 B,
B AE S| S HEPRPGH 1) T AT E ). 20074, Alfredo
FlCoello Coello®% #& HiPareto H i& . 7 ALB). LiuAfll
Yang % ik — 0 ol SE T ARG 2 H AR AL T 70100
BT — N EET e N TR R%. K
PE )5 EAT Gong FllJiao %5 N JE T fo s L tHAE S
KR35 G % (nondominated neighbor-based selection
immune algorithm, NNIA)MY & [ % H & > %
9HIDTLZ I 7 I, 475 6 2 B Bk & Nl = i 1
fe. ST AR, N T e R I B 7 1
P, W REA A i S B S B TSR DA A o
FE T 2131201 14F, MR 5288 0 T B4 N T
FFR PSS W TR RE ST, 5INEE R R 4
T R 2 H AR LA 3 Y S = g2 o AU
20124F, WiZRAE . FE 4= il S H B IE i v B 29 AL
SIS, W h T AME IEEI M H bR 5l
HATIEIE, FEAEREAL A0 = S B rT AT Af RN 24 oA 54
INIASTTA TR T R .

AN EE R AR IR 27 IR TR S ot
UISPEA 55 SPEA2R I AR G Ok B AE S5 i LA i B
TEAEARCSIE B, CW AR AN AT AR R B EATAY
DA F B A ok AN my A7 D37 2 45 0) S 3 de
Paretofiff 13 17 1 12 I B 4T 2% = 48 % LA sk /> 2 4
RO Rk SR ARG T2 2 (0 i p P
I 5 |07 JLACIZ A AT 2 AR A5 S, Je X Bk
LTS S RE B gt Ja M2 615 B gi LR SR,
e S LI AL AZ TS TS FE DR B 25 0
DAL, FEARIEAL A R GRS MR IR, R4 D IR
IR IRSCBON, (AR R )X AMAREA ) HES A

AR RSN TR AR AL T BAT (2 TR
B B AR RS, B SHEReR T 8%
R EOUH RN SMBE 5. el T
BIRAT N SN, F LRI =SSP NSt
S S R ARAEAE BT N 2R S5 8 B
BB /NS B HL B RS S A5
TEHRE. R, X — RN AE N AL 15 2 5 2 A,
S RE T ) F AR RIS IR SN2 PR R AT TG R
TR B 1, BOE SENGE G R WL AN
A RO EIVE . T IX LRI AAN A f v A FE A
AL I3 b, FERR X5 L anitak i e ric iz &
XEAREI T 5REE.

T hnamEE A R A R RS AR B A2 AN
R, A SCAE AR AR 2285 | N BB IR SO, $2
HARIE IR SCRON. 2 H A5 H 9% 572 (non-darwin effect

multi-objective immune algorithm, NDIA).

2 % Hps A B & i $f & (Description of

MOPs)

Z HFs A o) AL 35 H br ek £, o 388 B ADE
S, e — 45 M min f(X) = (f1(X),---,
fi(X)’ - ,fm(X)), X = (Xh . ;Xj, - ’Xn),

Kjmin € Xj € Xjmax, 7 =1,2,---,m, (1)
i X e R A n AN SRAR S 0 5, B T
Y=l ijin$DijaXy‘7/H\:J:?§%|zE; f(X) eR™
At A m A B AR R &, e T H bR

— kb, 2 AR E A E R

1) Pareto>Z fi: fif X Pareto~ it Xo(X; < X2)H4
HACH A AL

filX1) < fi(X2), Vi=1,2,--- ,m; (2)
fi(X) < fi(Xo), Hi=1,2,--- ,n}.  (3)

2) Paretodiefll: #7 X f&Paretotse LK) 24 HA Y

~3X:: X, < X. @)

3) Paretofix PL4E: T A3 Paretodi i fif #4) i 1) 5% 2
H£hH5

Ps = {X|-3X, < X}. (®)]

4) ParetoRij Vi Ps AR N H A 7 5 20 B

6 Pr:
Pr = {f(X) = (fl(X)»f2(X)a"‘ )
fm(X))|X € Bs}. (6)

3 X i id 2 & & K W& (Range memory
mutation strategy)

FETARIA RSN, weut T X [d 28 e 1. 2%
WO A 27 S S5 G, ek Rk SCit e 2t B, 2%
& LA G 2 2] UL S 28 36 15t A% DA R AT 1) I8 JR STRON,
CIEEPRME BOAE A SR . 350200 A8 e NS %
AR ANRI G A DX D), FE T A ZE s S i) A
S RBEPT B IX 0], AR5, BB ICAZ PRI 2 X A {5 5
BHTEZ, Lhs 3 e g, SEGMCEEAL, X
[FJACAZ AR e SR ] DAAEAR RREE b gl 7 A2 48 2 A
HHMER, FEm BRI Sk Ge.

TEA SR fif 2 18], 555 1A% e R X [A] field 3% X(7)
T

field = floor((—1) x log{s™) + 1, 7)

FHorp: floor bR R 7R BN T BS54 08 1) J K284,
vrule g A A8 S5 R 45, AR S RS T T X ]
(0.1, 1), WX [a) b5 K15 A48 7 R J& T X 8] (0.01,
0.1], MK A4S H2, - - -

DX TP iy, DA S FROBEBR /N, AR S B /N )
AU A A Az, FORERE B, TR, s XA e
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FITPE m SR AE L, AIChR 5 DX AR S AR BOR Y T N 4
R, AR Tk R LA
B2 E X RS AZKE BE Array 6 A CHEEA R ol Bh A% S+
7 BT X [Ad4Z, DR a1 gE b rgdE—2at
1k..
Array = {A,}, p=1,2,--- ,¢; ¢q=1,2,--- ],
(3
K@®)T A, Fn A HipdE E NS A XA b kD)
ARSI BRYE B Array WIIEL), BEANCRIFE
A1/, RANHIUGI, FEREAN X A AT 7 (PR
S
BEIA—AR, S0 R Array AT H—{L AL PE, ik
HAENYEE B IC 3 2 F L. AEX] I AR S Ak
IS, HEFEan @) .
Apg = Apg + kX ;, &)
KO)H, EIAE[0.5, 2], KEUE R, WSSt 10 i 2
I R shos e, BRI, SRRk s R
M8 B I HTARREAT X 24278 S i, 78 Rl Lk
PAR e o, Fo5 ] TR fede g 1 5 =X
M Array WO HERE AR R] bR R B =2
ARSI DX 0], AR S5 1R 1% X ) B AR 1) =y b DX 1] B
BLA BSOBT 1748 S ROBE. A8 B, 1 B0 % p ({3 [
[0, 0.3))7E Frhn-5 X (A AE B, A A48 5 ST ) 58 el
FER R, IRt JR s SIOdE e
W TR, A AR IR )AL e, ks - (7)
AT BOIAL T A B X R bR, Bz 2R o)xid iz
JiE AREAT VH SR E, B REE R Array. oy — 7 I, X
T RS R R, Svkas LR R 5] ok kT
LRGN AR S R, LERENLAE Bad R i AT S,
AT DAYE— e R s H R, $em RS e,

[%‘EERE]
BRI

1 X [ajidiz 2 5

Fig. 1 Range memory mutation

4  ¥45) B H#8 5 5K B (Uniformity enhancement
strategy)
NDIA 275 3 4 2 AR o SR 41 45 20 2 7 ok
“EBY ARSI, HIBRVEE R, T —IX
HEP AR T IR BB MA. E23R0R—A2 B brix
KAEAR ), p5 24K Pareto FEAE TS, J2 SACEAE
BAE. BB AR R 10, 75 2R3 AN TEHA

P, S — B R S T S A, B, C3ANMAM
I, g5 R WER20) . MG K25 H, 6%
FRER IS FE BRI

h T AR AE T BRI 3 5) i, ZENDIA S 3k
A G 2 IR R P genf, gen < gmax/N), 5
NS JER T e AT 2 HE 5 a1 R,
IR 2 P o ims AN, S ST AT BE 25 (1) o
55 M ek, BBk B TR, 5 SR anE2(0) iR, H
K2y L, AEREEAE H bn 2 (R) L 1340750 5 B i 14
.

F, E
_.o; ..... + ......... F i A
F,C
%,
4D
&
0 i
(@) MRS Re
F, E
TR ..
HY +++ .....
<D
4
0 Fl

(c) Ze¥5yS) M i T e R AR S A
K 2 ARl F ARSI S0 A1

Fig. 2 Non-inferior solutions in the objective space

5 FEERIRICHBMN % £ H bx A AL (Non-
darwin effect multi-objective immune algo-
rithm)

ARIE IR ST IEAAR A T IR Ja R IR 2=,
B EUAL A, XL 5 R R T RIBHE LA,
AABERM RGN, MR K I E L 2
PEFIATIEE, KX — WL IR 2 H bR,
XPHEAR I 2 FEVE S A IR B e AT 2R AR I HESh R
H.
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AP G B e N AR 2 REPE DRI AR L DT
PRIEE AT 02 N IR AR IR PRk, NDIA S
IEFEDEA AR AR MR A T IO, & HAmE R
JPEAT A e o, R S S BT AR R4 T AR e, BAN iR
XT Y Hi Pareto §if v IR ARG X I 48 2R
5.1 IEFEIKME(Selecting strategy)

TEPE RS - B B AR HE P A BT BE B AR 72
T AR AE R AR I FEHAT IS HE LUk #E RS
AR, LEAR AR RS BRI L BT 30 AN AR A FH A
FriE EHY.

% HE s 45 X st Paretodw £, BRI AESS Piik, 24 H
Y

-3X,: X, < X. (10)

PFFEE 2 SCRCHUARPIE D BN AMAR TR A BT R
EE ST
m \(d,D)
)‘(d7 D) - z:zl fimax _ fimin’
KA D, frafi foingr5ilFa i H s ed £ ol
5E/ME, \i(d, D)BUEWTF:
00, fi(d) = min{f;(d")|d" € D},
00, fi(d) = max{f;(d")|d" € D},
min{ fi(d) — fi(d")|d,d" € D,
Fi(d") < £(d) < £(d)}, other,
(12)
X (12): others st L 5 d', d” € D, 3t H.f,(d”)
< fild) < fi(d).
5.2 JE—FA H (Non-consistency mutation)
NDIAR LK 73 B BUAL e 5w, et Ad 00, it
IR AT AL, R X [A1E A28 S IR AN
£, B AR AE— B0 AR S, vl DU PRI SIOE
FEREA R JE I, SE SN [REAZ AR 5, v A ROR)
B IR I AE K, Inssfe ik ge. o, JE—
AR e ) FAR R IA U R
Ws = (v1,v9,+ ,v,) 08— D ARPUE, 5 Fop
Bk rh AT AR e, Hoe X (A [ag,, by], WIAR R 5 1)

j’\:’s/:(vhv%... ’U,k7“' avn)-

, {vk + A(it, by — vy), rand(2) = 0,

Y

\i(d, D)=

v, = (13)
v + A(it, by — vy), rand(2) = 1,

30(13): rand(2)F 7 K BEAL ™ 2E ) 1E B E 2 7 15
IEE R it AT EAREG A, y) ina(14):

Ait,y) = y(1 — 77, (14)
LA rR[0, 1) I BEHLEL T A 5 3k AR 5L,
BT G s M V3 S B 4 R X ek ) — A2 4, LU
—fh2 ~ 5, NDIAZ U R 2.

5.3  LLHI5EE (Proportion cloning)
XEFAM Ay, Hese ORI F AR
AA; A) as)

IAI ’7

S A4y, 4)

A5 N(Ay, A) Bk A, 5 86 25, N oA ve B
Je BRI AR AR, M BT IR R B O, W e
B EIORR 22 T2 SR (R B 25 4 TR 95K, fE Bk Ad
VLI, 12 100 SR R B 8 A AR 10 A I e KA
FRER RS R4

5.4 S EHA (Algorithm description)

Step 1 ¥iAfk. WERAIARELG ax, TEEHEE
RN, e I A BE N, X () A% S5 i 12
Array, BEHUERFUSR N WG HUARFPOP,;

Step 2 X HUIARIFPOP AT AE S HEIF, 13 2E X
ReHUARLE (AES U144 ) BPOP,;

Step 3 4BPOP, 1) FILBL ik NV INF, 415 40 5% i 25
X HAT PR NMR B 733 BPOP;

Step4 WK T 1, 5BPOP,_ BEAT LA, %)
HAHATX [ Zeit: X5BPOP, BB Lk k4748 7
DX i) (O ZE i, I 5 FT A B Array, FLAA S B e W53
SR

Ci:‘NCX

Step 5 HEAHHFEE 0L £ TN A NI B HUAR R
APOP;;

Step 6  Fic 4 1% PE B B AT LA v 73 2 APOP,
SR S AR N

Step7 Ut < (0.2 X Guax), BEATIE—FPEAS
S, Bk 7 AU L5275 45 ), 4 B Array %] APOP,
AT ERAIZ 85N 12 7245 2IMPOP,, B AT AW
%3

Step 8 75 JMPOP, FIBPOP, 4l [ POP;, t =t +
1 R 8) &) P 14 9 2% A1 750 A2, T SR A2, 5 Step 9,
WERA, #Step 2;

Step 9 5 LR SR AL T, HARSENE W45, H)
W B2 S R TR AL, WIRAR, HStep 2, WIALE,
CARAT S
55 HLE M 5 Hr(Computational complexity

of the proposed algorithm)

WA SRR REAT VB S 2 B Ml (Mo
SRARE ) FR) H BRER):

Step 21, NDIAS i 38 it 445 HE 7 WMPOP,(HH
a2, 53 ) A B KA A N TRIBPOP, _y AR A
NHIMPOP, _ ) 1% £ HH AE SCRCHU AR, JLI R 5 2% A
AO(M(2N)?);

Step 355 Step 51, Syl i I FF I B AT LR,
HBFRIR A A O(M (2N)102(2N ) Gmax);
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Step 41, St LT X T G vt JL N [a] 52
Z=ENO(N);
Step 655 Step 7H7, FAEREAT LA w0 B L JE— B
AR Sl X ) AR S PR IN TR S 2 B2 1 O (N )
Step 985 BERESRIT 1, K] T 2 U R 29 4k
FE, JUNTR SR O(N M (2N)log(2N)). HI K
@%’Tﬁ%&j‘jgmax/]\];
T A, SR (RIS TR) S 2R
O(M (2N )?gumax) + O(M (2N )10g(2N ) gmax) +
O((N)gmax) + O((IN) gmax) + O((IV) gmax) +
O(NM (2N )10g(2N)(gmax/N)),

HIO(M (2N )2 guna) + O(M (2N)log(2N)giar)- %
JE BT SO a2 SR, 5k B i) I R) 5 R A
O(MN? - Gunax)-

NSGA-TI 2 1 R 52 2% 22 O(MN? - grnax )
SPEA 5k SPEA2 4 O(MN? - gax); JE—
M 5 ¥(non-consistancy evolutionary algorithm,
NCEA). 7 HO(MN? - grax). B I, 5 7NDIA,
NSGA-ININCEA [ I [i] 52 2% 5 AH 24, SPEA2STVA T
IS T) S 2 AT S MRS
6 i EiA% (Experimental study)

h 7 MEANDIASBE R PERE, R A bRAENA R Eok
BEAT A/ FLSE B (ZDT1, ZDT2, ZDT3, DTLZ1, DTLZ2,
DTLZ3, DTLZ4, DTLZ6L8/™ ifi %0). 1X 48 2 H b5l
) OB 22 H BRI VE 2 50T R . ZDT )it
(0 H AR A B 2, F | X | 23 0] B € R X ZDTH,
ZDT2, ZDT3, | X| = 30. DTLZ )8 A] LA BT 4
sk R (R A H bR i), ASCDTLZ ) kAT X |
BOEWR: PraADTLZIAE, k = 3; % DTLZI, | X} |
= 7, Xt DTLZ2, DTLZ3, DTLZ4, |X,| = 12, %t
DTLZ6, | X, = 22.

h T RN R EE PR REZE 7, SR R 3R RE
fabr: a5 PEFRFRC . 2340 1 i b S PRV SK 1 8 A
Cy. BARUIT Fhos:

C(A, B) = {b € B:3a € A, a>b}|
|B|

R C R IR TS B /D A — Al SRS A
WA S BhAME Bz . 1C (A, ByKTC(B,
AN, R ALEAE ST ARSI TS B.

1 o
P= d — d;)?

(16)

(17)
. M ) . _ 1 n
di= min (Y |fi—fil)d==>"d..
k=1 ni=1

j:1,2,---,n —

TP AR bR S PR AR S AR AE H AR 8] L 1 A v

Fil. d, 267 AE bR 0] b5 0 2 B A P 35 PR AR PR E
{8, SPAHBNERAE ARSI 5. SPRIFS AR
fE°M0.

14|
Cu(4) = (2, di)/14];

i 5

(18)

WS FEFR O, FnAE S A S B A 2 1H)
(R 25, A8 p; R RFRIR I ARAR 7 H A5 18] 1)
L, mBREmA B AR, ZFRbslk/ Ny, 5512 B
k.

U 5 BES S U AR S IR D SRS AT DG (AR ST
BT R BS.100). BRSO AR AR, TR b ks
FoE e . (S A ] e At

X L EENSGA2, SPEA2R FH R — ik 178 X
Z AR S, FOEERUBCAR A 100, SPEA2 K ZMERIER
I K HE AR 100, 4 1 5 B R 6 B BV I M R,
NDIA R RERURE A 100, 35S0 FRERURE 4520, T8l 5
(PIFPE R A 100. 5 Fh 572 10 28 14008 4 B BI04
UHGE F150000, X 45 AN K o8 25, BN FVLBEALIZ
A7300%. A T X6 b AR S5 S m s SLyk s ma, ek 17—
AR AE— SR S ek e Sk, fiARJE— 8ok 5
% (non-consistancy evolutionary algorithm, NCEA).

%I ZDT2, DTLZ1, DTLZ3, DTLZ6 iX 4 MR 3K,
NDIABIELE a5 5 U R TR G AR R R
W, KX [AC A e AR — S A R G, BRI A
WAL T e AT — AR — B A . X R 2R AR
577 AL R S A OBk S R s L B, sk
R R e
6.1 CFa¥r(C metric)

L 15| HNDIA S AR EE K THRARC 1 B
g R, Horp: TR RNDIAFT 315 (P filt, N % 7RNSGA2
[ fiE, SZNSPEA2IMIfif, B4 7nNCEAIfift. 2% 1& 3
TR AR, R PIE G2 MIBR30K A
WIS — e Ja I CHabr FE.

£ 1IC(I, BE)MC(E, I)# "NDIA 5 NCEA2F
BVE I B SRR (V) A L7 56 . (E8/ N BRUE R TR )
Ee 4 FAR G T, BRDTLZ14b, HARTANREIC(TL E)
W% T-C (B, I), 3 WINDIA fift 82 55 o5 Mk W SAk
TNCEA. LADTLZ2 8% %0 1) 5 4 {8 4 %, NCEAT) 5
LAREE(100HTK) T 17 86% (R 864N P AA) B NDIA )
ARG PR BT SCIE, TITNDIA [ B 24 i 5 10 B
BRI NCEA ) 1 2R A5 T S .

NDIA 5NSGA2% T-CHa b [ x] Lb £ 4 22 B, B
DTLZ35DTLZ14k, S k64 s C (1, N)W &
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TCO(N,I). X} TDTLZ3eK %, NSGA2{E e I {5
Bl AL T NDIA, %} FDTLZ1 86 %, NSGA27E -1
{H FARTNDIA. £56 8/ AT 25 534, NDIATFIfi#
L SR TNSGA2.

KIMC(I, S)MC(S, I)FE/~NDIA 5 SPEA2IX 2!
SR I A ARAR A B8 5 % M AR M )7 1)

ik, 84N ¥ ZDT3, DTLZ1, DTLZ2, DTZL3
FIDTLZAXSAN B BIC(T, S) =T CO(S, I), NDIARE
. R84 bR $ 24 F5 b b, H 10N $ (.
C(I, )& T-C(S,T), A8 $ HC(I, Sk T-C(S,
I), e B M %5, 56 07, LT REE S,
NDIAHW&{L T SPEA2.

%1 NDIAGNCEA, NSGA2, SPEA2 % FF47C 915 A4 %
Table 1 Table results of the metric C' obtained by NDIA, NCEA, NSGA2 and SPEA2

C({I,E) C(E,I) C(,N) C(N,I) CUI,S) ¢C(S,1I)

U 0.11 0.04 0.15 0.03 0 0.02

ZDT1 A 0.03 0 0.03 0 0 0
FEME 0.059 0.014 0.074 0.011 0 0.02

I iE 1 0.04 0.12 0.02 0 0.06

ZDT2  EE 0.01 0 0.02 0 0 0
SEVE 0147 0.012 0.063 0.015 0 0.016

I iH 0.12 0.03 0.15 0 0.03 0.03

ZDT3  ##E{E 0.02 0 0.04 0 0 0
TE 0.071 0.005 0.102 0 0.011 0.010

I UHE 0.09 0.99 1 0.87 0.2 0.99

DTLZ1 #Z{i 0 0 0 0 0 0
SEEME S 0.046 0.024 0.039 0.131 0.059 0.015

I UHH 0.86 0 0.13 0 0.13 0
DTLZ2 #ZA 0.47 0 0.04 0 0.02 0
SME S 0762 0 0.075 0 0.071 0

I UHE 1 0.99 1 0.95 1 1
DTLZ3 #H&Z{d 0 0 0 0 0 0
SEEME 0.975 0.005 0.329 0.433 0.58 0.1

IR UHE 0.09 0.02 0.12 0.01 1 0.03
DTLZ4 #HZ1E 0.04 0 0 0 0.02 0
SEHME S 0.071 0.002 0.07 0 0.051 0.001

U 0.13 0.11 0.13 0.11 0.05 0.13
DTLZ6 iz 0.04 0 0.02 0 0 0
SEME S 0.093 0.040 0.078 0.045 0.012 0.071

6.2 S PHEFR(S P metric)

EI3HEAR T X F oAtk fabr S PRI BRI, AT &
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