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Analysis of Correspondence of Identifier between
Code Clones to Support Refactoring

Ryosuke Kupo, ! HiRoNor1 DATE, ! Takasur Isniof!
and KATsuro INOUE !

It is said that the existence of code clones is a factor of increasing maintenance
cost. As one of the ways to remove code clones, refactoring is a well-known
approach. However it is unclear how many clones this way can be applied to.
This research aims to make it clear by focusing the difference of identifies among
clone sets.
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EDWEETH O, FREOHBICKBIEELRD D, BREOKRERAHELEES> TV,
ZFOR®, AREALIEI—R7u—rE2RETEENEENS.
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&, 95 %WRER—HHZ2VEI—FHOMT 15 1 OXISEGREZIS C EDHSMNITE >
feo XoT, VI 7020 YTFRECBWNT, @il FOMSERZHIHE L LIl fmeE
DEANFRHFTE 5.
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I—FRI/u—re—5TE2Th, I—FRI/o—2ZBRHET %Y —)IUIc X DERRITEED
H5. BFEIWNRETZaI— R 70— 2V2AMICT 5201, AETEET, J—KY
O— e ZONEHAL, RS, I—R70—2EROERLDIITbNZ ) 7772
VT DOFE T S.
2.1 d—Fyo—>
d—Rra—reid, $3707 I LBV THWCHENLZa— RFOHBZWida—
R OEEDT ETHSD. a—Rrn—iF, £LOEE, BHRENY —Aa— RE2EKN
ICHEBUCHAIAT 2 LItk >TELBY. LHL, a—Rra—rEk->T0waa—R
FlRLE, BNCEeE—HT2LEE5T, MohORREZZLT ENHS. Bellon i,
COXEBEOMBEICHEBELTI—RIa—yEUTD 3 D0XA FICHEL TS,
BAT 1 ZEEARBRITHREDA—T 4 VT ARAINDENWERRE, I —HTEHa—FR
Ja—

AT 20 ZEL, WY, AV R EDHBITHR, MAHKERRT BOFREED
HHEIZZaA—RI7O—>

BAT 3 ZAT2WKAT, —BICXDHARHIGNMTbN/za—RFrmn—>

HBTaTILN, A—R7a—2VEEZEHEATHRELTE, ZThHAEKN T O T T LD
FTICERER L1253 DITREV. LhL, TadsLhoa—R7o—2roimmng,
V—Za— RO, ZEAGHCEEEZE2 5. HlaiE, EHELEI— RcNIHhE
ENTVE T EHHLNICES TGS, BREIha—FIr/un—rbikoslza— REdR T
WY BEZETHAELNS D, EEAGEMERDNRTFEME TS 5. 20720, FHcE
WIS 23D H 5V T b 2 7ICBWT, I— R7ua—rZalREREDED RE -
VWS ERDDH B.

BeAka—Rra— Yy —Lo5 b, EHNEAEOE LTE, =7 VB Ta—F
70— T % CCFinder % %. CCFinder IC &Ko THRHENS 7a—iE, V—
A d— RHNCBSG T 2#8A74) 79 )7% (185 A—2{t] §32 L TZDENERINL
7227 a—> (Parameterized Clone) TH D, XA T 1 NGEAT 2D 7a— N
WY 5.

FI¥EE, Hica—Rryn—Yiy—VEAWTa— Ry n—roMEzitEd %720
T, HihEnfza— R r7ua—VIc DWW TEEIC M zITy, & LERBNE /7 u—

Vol.2011-SE-173 No.8
2011/7/21

EHDTLVD
a—FE O

ya—>

Béolean s =false;
for(int i=0,i<10,i++){

i).c'JoIean s =false;
for(int i=0,i<10,i++){

if(getN(i) < n) if(getN(i) < num)
s = true; s = true;

} }

if(s)k++; if(s)km++;

void hoge(){
boolean s = false;
for(int i=0,i<10,i++){
if(getN(i) < n)

HBEERETLHT
AYyRELTIRIL
7

HAFRDENE
51Tl

s = true;

}
if(s)k++;
}

b3
=1

void hoge(int n,int k){
boolean s = false;
for(int i=0,i<10,i++){

if(getN(i) < n)
s = true;

}

if(s)k++;

}

Hbge(n,k); ‘ H;Jge(num,m);

ya—tiotza—KR%E
AYYRFHLICE

1 a—Frua—rEEETZV T 7720 VI

Fig.1 Example of refactoring for code clones

RO BRL T2 DIEREZEFIET B T LIk 5.

2.2 UZ7982005

V770200578 17055 LoNTE»S BI-EEEE XTI — A a— KON
WEBHSTZC | THBD. VIry 2RIV, TalS LAkOMERZEZ % EDT
a0, O—FRORMELUE X UTFRNRBIEOERICHA BbNE X 5IcT b ez
THHWE L TWS.

2.2.1 d—FyO—roUI7794829005

O— RO —VOFERY 7 U 2 7 DIRSF2REHC T 5728, J— R7ua— 2 2fEEe
BEOOFEMIEENTNBY.

CTTTIE, HNCZa—rekk->TW0Waa—REZAY y RELTHIHT 22 &ic kD,
I—R7u—VZEEET 2V 77 02 072 Nd5. BR1DOXk5ic, a—Fru—v
ERET B0V 77 72V VT, RO 3DDATY T Trbhs.
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boolean s = false; HUHLTLVS

Bt'mlean s = false; B Fat o
for(int i=0,i<10,i++) | *¥/VFAANEIIA—

for(int i=0,i<10,i++){

if(getN(i) < n) if(getValue(i) < n)
s = true; s = true;

} }

if(s)k++; if(s)k++;

2 AV FEBRLBHE
Fig.2 Case that methods’ names are different

(1) SEEDEFTR—DDAY y RELTHTEE 3.

(2) FIEZERETSEELTTO—VHOHBNFHOENERINT .

(3) Zu—rkE-oTWaa—F%E, AVw REGHUICERT 3.

LT, COXIBATYTREATITIH>V I 702 V% Ta—Roo—2oiE] &

e

2.2.2 EWNIBHEHE#EI—-—Fro—>
21 HICHANRI=& S, a—RZ7O—VIE3DDRATICHHTED. ZAT 1IcoEE

NZIA—FI7O—VIEAWVICFHEEIC—B/L TSN, 24T 292147 3IChHEN5da—

Kra—2icid, ISP OERMHAEL TS &Icks. EREAFI—-Rr/o—>

DERIZITS TedITIE, ZEOWHIDBIE, BREZMGT 2 0ENHZ DY, ee—HD

O—Fou—YOEKNELET 2 L 2RZ2ZLI—Fo/u—OENIENEEE 75 5.

DR a— R a—2YOEKRAREERGE O ZRY.

JO0—VETHREUHLTWS AV Y FALHRLESHE
K2 TRT LIS, 7a—VETHRCHLTWS XYy ROFAFHERZZ5E, J—
Fru— 2 OFEMIEHRETH 5.

I O0—VETEAHELZBE
JA—rEEoTWVW3I— RHMTHATNTWS T— 2N RZ 2154, @, J—R
Iu—VOEKIINEETH S D, KA (Generic Type) DA, MABIRICK S
U5 ABOM—IC K> TEMDAIREGRIGGEH 5. T AR 3 Oa— FTiE, 28K
ORI S5 A HE—ARETH 5.
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OyaldKo®
RA—IN=DFR

Ko obj = new Ko(

6ya obj = new Oya(); o .
/Ko #t & LT-Oyad AR

//0yad * vk

EHOEE
void foo(Oya obj){ | FYSROyaTHfi—

//Oya® AR fEFA
}

%;)'o(new Oya()); ‘ %Bo(new Ko()); ‘

3 BUNRIZBHG
Fig.3 Case that types’ names are different

3. BENE

AW TR, FHNZI— 70— Ry —)VTH% CCFinder »51§5N2%3— R
O—2IZDWNWT, aI—R7a—rTH5%a— FRICET 260 FOERZMHETS. Ch
C&o T, A—RF7ua—rD55U 7772 YIRS EIO— Y OlHRzZHREL, d—
RFru— g2V 77 72 7 FiEOBEA T REAHEEZH 5T 5.

3.1 AEXR

Apache Commons 3 XU SourceForge.net M SUEE L7z, Java TrtibE Nz 2,142
DA—=T2V =AYV T b 2 T7IEDNT, a— R 00— OBl rHEmzEHRE L.

BT I270 Java V—RA T 7AIV6iE, V—ilick-> THBERES N 2a—F %
HANCE O RV, 2, BEERS N Za— FOAFEETBIEI NS 2 dEL, %
7z, BEERSNza—RRILEHVAEWICIZO—EE LTINS Z A2 0D TH S.

RSN a—2 o b, EgRoEVWa— R a—20OkRE#E{T>T0%. CCFinder
&, MiiL7za—RFor7u— LT, ZOHcEENS F—27 2D T#DRL] OREZ
TV, Bole b—0 V8RS, TOflE, 7z& AXHMZ if XOMDIRUDEHEF O
WD, 2B b—7 2 OEMRFINDEREDRENTVWRIGHITNE KD, TOMEAVNE
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RaO—RFru—2iF, BEHEICLSTEMOSZ I—Fr/u—rTiEnT ehznc e
BEBICHh>TWa e, I—Rra—rEeixoTn3 a— RED 50%L EA CCFinder
KX TRDIEL E LTRREBENTV RIS, RENSRD LRI L.

3.2 O—F/O—VIERICET 3aiREH

AfFETld, CCFinder W19 % 70— %d{i7E9 %. CCFinder B4 % 7 a—
BEAT1ELBEAT2070—=2THBH, EL5DXA TS THAIMIHEEIN T
7%, DURIC CCFinder 5B 5N B EHRIC DWW T ORIHESE#/RT. CCFinder h¥iH
TREOLMAEDIO—, ThbbAAT 1 BXUEAAT 20 70—V ERIBT S Y —
WTHY, D, FilDNHEE iz LN TEZY—ILTHNUL, FFEORENRE
TH5.

o I—Fru—EliE, 78—>€ Y b (Clone Set) EMHINBZHADHTRENS.
Kra—rvyw ME, HWIKEEILTWS & CCFinder HWHIE Lz 3— R DOHEST
H%5.

o JU—tyw MCEENDFKI—FRFIEY—RAI—FLETHETHD. FI3—FHI,
T 7 AV, BRITES, BWEHIIE, & TTEE, BUHMMEOHICK > TIRES
ns.

o JO—2EbEo>TNAI— RIE, ST X—21t) LS IERLREZEHT 5 &, [H
—DEID =7k Tx%. TTTONRTA=2{LZ, Java BEDTOTFTIV

P EREDSGEICBNT, @Al BXUTVTIIN, TabD, FHENEHBICERT ST
EMTEBERGONL, HOHBICH LT, ThEa2TXTELD b—7 VicEHT
HDEEEENT B, LA, 2DO0RAX i=i+1;kz=x+y;MRN525
NizET2E, TNBHENRTA—ZELIRESRIE, F—0X$p = $p + $p ; L5,
DED, INE2DO0RAXE, 2472070 —THB VA 5.

3.3 O—FRODEZRE

CCFinder DMl g 50— F 70—, #@lFBKTY TI)L2/ 85 A—2{b UiikRE
THRE—HIT BXTITHBHNE, il F2 MO FICERTZ LT, HBa— i
5, HENCO—F7u—2TH5 K55 MOa—FRICEHTET ENTES.

BE &, IO AN ARE S A NEEEKT 5. HE5I—FF ¢ B5
AbNkLE, c KEENZHEATERIZVTIIN 4 OITXRTOHBEZ ip ICEEH
Z BN E Ry i,(c) LEERT B, 2L ZiE, ¢ = { x = Math.max(x, y); } £T 3
&, Resz(c) = {z = Math.max(z, y);} &£7%4&%. HEOEHRIFARICGHEAINSED
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4 R
Fig.4 Exact match

5 14 1S
Fig.5 1 to 1 mapping

6 N i N i
Fig.6 N to N mapping

EFEZB. T2, Ry yoe(c) = {y = Math.max(y, x);} TH3. yu—rtvh
C=A{ci,co, e} MENKITEGZ->TWEMNE, ThH5Da— FRZHWICERT ST
DICRHEIZEFOBIC K > TERT ST LN TES.
S
sa—yty b C IR EENBEEDT— FOM ¢, c; HNEHE L TRE—KT 5 L
X, ora—rty MEENS I-FRRZEE—HTHS. el 4I1TRd
< 1% 1340
sa—rEy b CICEFENBTEREDOI—RFHFDH ci,c; IDWT, Ri(e) = ¢,
Ra(cj) = ¢ L7EBEM Ry, Ry ZIERTHILNARETHDLE, Ju—rty
MCEENZ2I—FRE, FHFD T 161 THSdT 2] REglch 2. B 5 IRl
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T, AfOI—FIZ x - y LWV BEEEHTHIGMOI— R 285 LA TE,
Fiz, GHIOI—FIZy —» x &V 1L 1 @z T S Efloa—REF5 e
MTE%.

« N X N xS
sa—rby h CIKLEENEZDVELLEE 1DDIA—RE ¢ & ¢ IKEETREHD
14 1 TOEMAVERTEAVEE, ThEE INKNTHIET 2] 70—2Th%.
B 6 ichlzmd. coa— kT, EHloa— MCHETZZEH x IHLT, 120
Wz yic, 1 DOHEZ 2z ICEBLIEVIRD, ZhE2D08M y L z IKHRT S
TLIFTERY. &, KFETE, TOXIIC1x1 TOBEBEMTS A TER
WEDIZDWTIE, 18N EWSHEHRICZ> TS EDTHH>TEH, INTN R
N L AT

WRFHTER—E, HHVE L THSLTHhIUE, Ao sk zEyzy 7 7 7

2V VT E > TRINT EBARENED D 5. T2 2K, ZHATHNE 1 DOF [BAAITH—

T35, MHTHENIRHZHNS, IR EORENAIRETH S. N & N OMLEHROSHE

&, ZBUL EOMDERD L B ATREIEDY S <, 2R S5 E DT H 5 ARl K.

3.4 BRIFORE

HAF L BEFEED LR ERT HT LD TESRAGERDOT L THS. AT

TuyS IV TR Java O3GEES LT, WHITFOREELTOX S WKL,

o ZH.

o XV R4,

o AV FHOMUHLAT Y2y MEET (LI—/N) . TIITIEHY, THIEE this,
super, [LED I I ALMNEY L R (“.7) TRYIGNTHET 3. AWFETIE, BV
F R CHEfEE N2 1 DOMIT & AT

o

e UT Il

o ZOMODFEHIT. enum HES, 7./ T—a %, import X, Ny —IHMNTICE
Ehs.

4. Y —IbDRE

d— R 70— VORI FIERES S =D Oy — IV EVERR LTz, ZONEIC DV TE
Y %.
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CCFinder =) I

7
Clone Info

Comparison
Tool

)

Identifier Mapping
among Clones

Java Source Code
=

Identifier List

7 YV — VOB R

Fig.7 An overview of our tool

4.1 V—IVEE
K703, WREEDZYV—AT 7 AV EHAFOY A k& a— K ro— 5%
B0, Thzttigd s &Tra— RO ERZHI1d 5. MNREFEE Java ICBRE
LCW5H, SEOEERER, #9702 MEREE TasS 3 27 SiEEA QLI
ZLUBZZCLT, BHITZZLMWAETHS.
4.2 #AIFY X FDIERK
ATV A S ZEKT B 72DV — AT 7 A )NV ORESUREN 21T 5 0 ELH 5. Thiclk
ANTLR ZFIHT 2 L & Uiz, ANTLR O3ET 7 A VT Java DRESU#NT 21T 9 & DN
BHCEARENTWVABY DT, TONET 7 AIVICEIF O, MIRGE, ~—7oB85%
T7ACEENT XS Radid ez E Al
4.3 HBIFOLEE
CCFinder I Xo>THH TNz a—2ty MRS 28A+V A REERO L, HHE
Itz 75 2 & T, 7 u— VMO TOMCHEGREHET 5. SHEEOFIEE, KOWO
Th5.
(1) a—Fr7u—VERhrs 7ua—2OMEICHINT 27 7 V4, (785, HiliEZH
B9 5.
(2) FMT7ANVOBHFIRA DS, Za—VIk>TWbIa— RAUBICFEN S
THEREHT.
(3) REH U317, S DIEIC T 2.
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T, COERBTEIa—2 2y MM TOHFEZIT>TWA Y, 3D Eoa—FRk
ISR B MM TDONE T ENH S, TDOHE, [TXTOIa—RFicBWTHEAIGE] O
HBaods =851 & UTHRY, Tooa TA—80 LTS, e, 4D0a—
FEDSR270—2%y T, HANMEDFAIT DAY a,a,a,b &/x> TWEES, T
DFAFIE =280 LLThAY Y b9 5.

fle LT, RD2{7OICDONT, 1{7FDZZNENI/A—2rDa— Ry Rz &D
Loz R g,

JI—FA 1 D for (int i=0; i<10; ++i) sum = calculater.get(base, alil);
J— K2 @ for (int idx=0; idx<20; ++idx) m = Math.max(m, s[idx]);

9, INSORTHS, #WHlTFOUX NHNT 5. CORRERLIORT. Fohk
105, WHITFOMCEGRZEET 5. COUEIE, DIFD 2 DD — M k->T, #HlF
ZIIN—TT B THRLENS.

o [ UAIEICH B EMAITIE, A—FIV—TTH5.
o 1 DDOI— FRHICHBEIT ZFEAOMAIFE, F—IN—TThH%.

CDV—)V&kK 1 OFAFITEAT 2L, R2MMMEEND. TOETIE, FIV—T0Of
BRI EZLIIC, R1DITZANER, i, R—7V—T&>TATHOE
B O BRSTETRLUT WA, TOMAITOMGEGRZ, $XTOI7u—2ty ML T
Y 5.

&1 WHATYA ORI
Table 1 Example of Identifier List

O— R 1O  a— R 2057 RRET- O

int int e
idx el
0 0 Dar2i%
i idx el
10 20 UTFI)v
i idx 2R
sum m R
calculater Math L=
get max Ay K4,
base m Py e
a s el
i idx 2R
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#ou—ty NN U CRITFOMGEEAGIR SN L AT, Ja—rty Mok
THREEET S, CTTOREER, 28, AV R4, W4, Ly—N, UFI)b
D S5FFICDNT, FER—HTHEVEINTOMD 1 DU EH-727% 518, ZO#EHFEr—
HTHBEEZD. S5HHEOARBHOERCEDE, 25 =32 HO I —TICHET 5.

5. AERKR

Apache Commons & U SourceForge.net H SUEEL 7z 2,142 DA —T >V —R YV
ThT 7L, DY —IVEERITL, TOMREE L.

5.1 BIFOMICERICED O

XA F-OFRERRIC OV T DOFERRZR 3 ITRT. TORE, BEH, AVvy R4, 8l
I DNT, yu—rty MNTRE B UTRAIT- 0%, 15 1 OXISHEM 7558 7D

® 2 W TOMISBIROF R R
Table 2 Result of Calculating Mapping of Identifier

I— Ry 1 ORI I— R 200y B TORE ok

int int e JER—E
i idx e 141
i idx A el
i idx poeed
i idx e
0 0 V7V FeE—
10 20 VTV 11
sum m ZH N xf N
base m A el
calculater Math Ly—n 11
get max AV R4 1x61

a s Py e 141

xR 3 BT ORICER
Table 3 Mapping of Identifier

o FER—E 151 N & N it
P el 558,914 251,615 42,744 853,273
XV k% 661,002 248,929 79,587 989,518
e 625,483 134,951 36,172 796,606
& 1,845,399 635,495 158,503 | 2,639,397
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O, Nt N OXEHDENTZ# A T OO A LFl=60ThH%. e zid, K4
WEG La—REOMTIE, 28 x,a, b, c, v 2D 5 DOBEMNEFNETNZE T
HRL TR b, BRELOEE—ROHEAI 5 M masons. £z, K6 Da—F
FrofTid, £Oa—RO x ST 3 y, z OBEEEDLET1IHENZ, NXNIC1
ZINES 5. CTOHEFHERNS, NI NITHISNT 230 Fid, 28055 5%, Mpe A
Vo FHAZEDETE 6%ICT V. DD, @Al D 1A Licxicd s ez, V77
IRV VTFECBOTRET 2 EMNFRETHS. DT i, 2 Da—FFIEBV
T, RS [ BUs ETHMICBIRTE 213D, BIIOEAD X S HEEZITHRT VT
ERRLTNA.

5.2 BRIFODEICES A

&4, R5IC, /70—ty FONKEEREZRT. LHOSITH 0801, LISROE
WKHWEIN)VTHB. B, AV y B, B, Ly—n, UTFI)LORSNIE, 7u—
VY ORI TH S, 282X, X DEIMTOVBITIR, ZTIKEENDZTRNTD
su—rty MCBWT, I— RRFOBRYBEENRGZ>TW el bzprd. e xid, X

£4 ruo—rty bOSHE (1/2)
Table 4 Classification of Clone Sets(1/2)

oy Ed ZHEL AV R% By Ly—nN UTFIL | ra—rE Lo
EXACT 156,284 22.5%
\% X 27,634 4.0%
X 24,944 3.6%

x 14,769 2.1%

R X 11,184 1.6%
L b'e 40,544 5.8%
x x 20,815 3.0%

x x 10,348 1.5%

x x 20,743 3.0%

VL X X 36,826 5.3%
X 9257  1.3%

x 9,864  1.4%

x 37,022 5.3%

x 1,973 0.2%

x X 7,157 1.0%

RL X X 6,198 0.9%
X 11,751 1.7%

x X X 24,216 3.5%
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JV VR DITIE, BB LY —NBENZENDELEL 1 DIREE->TWE XS R 0—
vy FOEETHS.

TOERTE, AV FABIUHBIZEENND> T a—vy ML TOH
FRVELHD Y TTWS. 22— (EXACT) BXUEEADHR (V) DEHISHYT S 7
O—>ty hE 183,918 ATH D, EDHK 26.5 BITHYT S, chbDa—Rro—r
&, VI7 02V TNESRIO—2THB T EDMRFENS. £z, AV vy FH A
DEBERFFIRN 70—ty FOEAE 305,291 HTH O, 2RDHK 43.9 BITHHLT S
L=V 7 F)VOEEICDONTIE, BT LEEENRR LIRS NT LEH 5D, A
Vo R 77 7 20 U JICBOTE, 58I XS H@E (LR RERHITI TH 5. TR DR
56.1 %lk, AV v RZAICHT 2ENHRMEORERA®, BHROMHALE, EMEFIEZEA
RUVT7 020 TRRETHD, HROWEMIINETHZ LEZONSD.

53 & 2

AREODIHIE, Java DA—T VUV —=AV T "I =27 ERNRLELIZEDTHS. #HEL
feom—2ty FOEBN 70T 27 M TEDRER > TV AL ZIENS=0IC, Kiiic 7
Oy bEZ7a0—rty FOZWVIEICHR, #liczoyay 7 vETorsa—rty

&5 r/n—rty bOnH (2/2)
Table 5 Classification of Clone Sets(2/2)

W ARG AV Fh Wh Lv—n Vo | sn-vBHF
x X X 26,166  3.8%

X x 9,711 1.4%

x x X 9,454  1.4%

VRL b'q b'e 26,621 3.8%
x 3,038 0.4%

X X 7,052 1.0%

'S X 14,639 2.1%

x x 1,246 0.2%

X x X 26,592  3.8%

x X 9,228 1.3%

X X X 40,622  5.8%

X x X X 9,598 1.4%

x x X X 3,045 0.4%

x X x X X 25,672  3.7%

Zof 11,271 1.6%
Er 695,484 1.00
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FOEFHEEFTRE L IEERER 8 1IR”T. BN 100 070y = 7 ST D 355,265
Horu—>ty b eR->THED, Efi2rn2fhko7ay 7 N T 75 %, 600 4T 90 %%z
HFH5, CTNIHENR IO 27 FOBXKZ 30 % THD, AWIZKEOHFAX, b BN
DOTUY Y FOREER KM LIZED LR TN 5.

AWFETIE, M40 1 Da—Rro—r e —REZEERAO 135 1B TH D,
BN ENEa—Fo/n—2Th5 LV ERVHIED, HKcEnSD I/ n—2ty
MCH LT T 7 7RI VT ZFETRENE I NI ERIDEEICKRS. BZITOIT LI
Ko THEADTHRICE 2K EWICa— ROHEIH L G->TLESr—RAEEZ BN,
TRV T 772 TOERINT 5. AATER LY = bi(ons, U777
RV THEGTHBD, BATEODEWIERICH LT, BREDV 77727
NED, TRETHEVD, &0 HIMERZ T 2 0805 5.

6. ¥ & &
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TFEOERARGMIC OV TCRE 2T 2. BARWEHETIEE UTk, #2288
AV RZEEOREINC K> THEHL, EOBOMAITHINEEI N, WS BlEh
ba—Rrua—rESHELE.

FEORER, MiEhizrn—2vy bDSBU T 7 72 ) U IWEBREDIZ 450D
1 eV TF—=aBME5NTE. Eiz, ZEAREOHEANITIE, 95 %2R bs\ida—
REORIT 18 1 OMSBREIRZ C EMTES T EDHLNES 2.

SBOBEE ULTE, KR TER LY —VCE>TEBNB Y T 77 2 VU IDAES
TH3h, BATERODNEVIEICHLT, FREDY T 7720 U 7TRED, TANE
TRV, LWV HINFERZ LT 2 C eMWBTF NS, Fiz, B ENISERERD
TEERNHRE LY 77 72 YT OHEEENIEF NS,

HiEE AMZHIIRIE (23650015) DBIREZIIEDTH 5.
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