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ERTEETCHLA VY FOENXZEY—IL

(.37 S S o2 2 IS T A ol w1

BWE: V—ZAa— R TEWC—FELITEBLIZA Y v REEBA Y v RE WD, mFHERRAFIEOm[
FEAMELT, HHA Yy FE 1 DIZENTHEEN L ATbIL D, FEIRA Y v FEICESPFEET
DA, FTOEMTHE L. F2T, AFETIE, EXEGREBRA Y v ROENEEE, E0EMEE
T DL ETCXETDFELZRET S, 7, MEFELHAARERE Eclipse D77 71 & L CHEE
L7z, FEBTIE, A—70Y—RY 7 =7 LOMEBAY v Ricx L CTIREFELEHA L. £ LT,
WHRMREZ S LICT 7 — MEITY, BRICERRENBEFPEENTWDH Z L 2R L.

A Tool Support to Merge Similer Methods
with Differences

AKIRA GoTo! NORIHIRO YOSHIDA? MASAKAZU IokA! KATSURO INOUE!

Abstract: A method that has identical or similar methods is called similar method. Merging similar meth-
ods into a single method is often performed to improve the maintainability of a program. However, it is
difficult for a developer to merge similar methods with differences. In this paper, we propose an approach
that supports to merge similar methods with differences by showing candidates of merging similar meth-
ods. The proposed approach has been implemented as a plugin of Eclipse. In the case study, we applied
the proposed approach to actual similar methods in open source projects. As a result, we confirmed useful

candidates in the output of the proposed approach by the questionnaire.

1. FAMNE

VTR 2T ORSTFEREEIC L TWAERE L Ta—F
ra—rREFonb. a—Rra—rkiE, Y—RAa—
R CHEWZ—HEIFEH LSy %2 b 2a— R0l
ETHD [11]. FriZ, AV y FRELOa— 7 n—r2H
AV RERW], FEAY v RERoTWND 2OD R
Vo ROMAEIRLLA Y v Rkf & RS,

Y — A a— RO HED LA B E LT, VU
Ty 72 TIZEDEUA Yy ROEKIN L ITb
502 HUAY Yy ROERKICENRY 7702V Tk
L T, Template Method DA ZE T HAL5. Template
Method ORI, HLBDOBLY 7 A2 FEDT T R
DHRA Y v REHEKNT D200V 777 X2 ) 7 THY
A Y vy FHROESZERNUHITE T2 7 A THREL,
M@ oy & Bl 7 ANHEAT S [2]. Template Method @

BN TN
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2 RBIUR SRR
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T, T2 7AA Yy RELTHET 22—
RERET DN, Zoa—RKFEAY vy RE LT AT§E
ThdI LR, HHBICEBA Y v RN ER—HT S
ZEREDAODOENEMIZTHLERS D 2HiIEE 2
B). LinL, U772 292 7 ORBMRA4>TRVBI%
FliTEoT, ZofMERHZTa— N 28T OXNEgET
bb.
FZTAMETIE, V7722 o TEEFENRIR LT
FRIA Yy Rt LT, RO 4 £ a3 2 — R
DEA (BN O—BE2BRTHIET, V77X
Vo 7R XBETATFEEZRETS (R 1). EFIET
X, MEEFENRIRUIZEBIA Y > Rxta AN E LT (K1
o 1), FEAY v FtOMBHEUR (AST) Z i 2
ZET, BOEMERINTS (K102, 3). Fiz, B
FN & > THRARENGERD DIEICHR T 272012, B
SNTERBEHOWOREZ 24T (K 1o 4), LR
—EEREEHE~LERT S (K10 5). #EFETIH,
V7722V TIZLoTT 7 TAMERSND A Y v
ROBEERE NS D%, BREIC L > THARE0mm
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Fig. 1 Overview of the Proposed Approach

EEBZ WO Z AT . BEEOFRNCE, Trr T A
ATGAAERWNTEEEA M) 7 ZAEER L. $ERTE
X, WABHRERE Eclipse D77 7 A & LTHEELT.
ERELT, =7 V=RV 7 b =7 EOHERE A
Vo NAHCRETFEAEA LZ. £, BAEREEZL L
T — NEITY, FEOFiZIT o7, FHiORER, #
RPFIEIZE o T EICR SN EREMIC, BREIC
Lo THMRENBEMNE TN TND Z ERNbnolz.

2. EMNEREORE

BETFETIE, $THEXONZHEUA Y v Rt My &
Mp X LT, 206 0ENEMEZRTT 5. £
FiE, AST ZHWEEB A Y v FEoOESHRE &, &
DEEH, Ay iR a— R OBRHO 2 2D
F v I TITbNS. UTIC, EFECBIa—FFO
ERE T
EE1 (O—FAF) AfETiE, =— Kz (Z7Av%

R TE DE S, PIITE S, DHMaHE, &7
7%, KTHE) LWv)H 5 HEMEETS.

2.1 WMREXKOEE

ANELTEZONTHBRIA Y v Rt My & Mp @ AST
PAEET D, IETIETIE Eclipse JDT &4 L CTIELEL A
Yy Rxf0D AST 2R LT 5. S AST 0%
/= FiEZ~VaRoTEY, 79I A 7 (Assginment
K> Expression 72 &) 7013l (BRRSLEH 2 L) 2K LT
W5,

ETFIETIE, AST &V —Ra—FHOXDOIEE L5
7oz, AST IR DK/ — NEERT D, Kk —
e, Y—Aa—FHD 120X ERLTCNDL /) —RT
Y, AL (ExpressionStatement) X° Y & — > 3 (Return-
Statement) 72 E DX A FEFFO ) — RREETDH. £ L
T, UBRORIDIZDIT, Fk/ — FIZe LT, R/ —F
D OIRESEERR CRIE L IEFICE S22, B 212
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Method
Declaration

2
IfStatement

1 3
VariableDeclaration
Statement ReturnStatement

X 2 AST 1Ok — N ~DF ST OH
Fig. 2 An Example of Indexing for Particular Nodes in AST

AST LR ) — R~DOFE AT of %2 Rd. K 2 D AST
1%, BADTEZDIINW 9D ) — FE2EME L CREELLZ
LDOTHD.

2.2 BEAYVY FEIOZESERH

ESOMHTIE, £ AST OB — R HIESEEE
RONEIZ /) — RO EFT, AST ECTRAR->TND / —
RERETD. 220/ —FK Ny & Ng OHEBIILLTOF
ECiThoi 5.

(1) SRILDLEE Ny, Np OT~LEILEL, #irb
AlE, Na, N % AST LoESETD. L WS
1%, Na, Np IZF/ — ROMFE LT IR A& T
L, FIETHIUTT / — Rl L CRIRIIIC IR 217 9
F ) — RO#EHIEL Ny, Ng DEATICL - TR
72%. Na, Ng ODFA TN Block #A 7 TRWEA
3BT/ — R U CRIRIICTEIR (1) 26 g 21T
9. Block % A 7 OBEIEFIA (2) DHELEIT S .

(2) Block 21 TDIZEDF/ — FDLE Block ¥4 7
DJ—=Rix7 a7 T 2ho RN £ iz XD F
WZxHEd 5/ — K Th Y, FFEIINOILOEIC L T
T — ROENENT D, D=8, Block ¥ A 7D
J = ROT 7 — Rz LT, BEE®SE A28
BT~y F o7 (1] #HNT, -/ — RHo—#
LTWoEag &= ERINT 5. ST~ v F
TEFEHTHZ T, HiilcT /) — RPEiRT 5 &
V2P THENTED.

LD OBIERITH> Z L1k > T, AST ET#ES
Lo TWS ) — RERET S, I, EoLkkoTnd
=R, #H/— FEilloTWE, RUNZEIET DR
J— NERET D, ZOBFEEZITH LT, EollhoT
Wb/ — KA, V—Ra— RRHEOEOIUZEHEEN TV D)
ERETES.

B3 IEZETOEETHRESNDZEZSDOBITHD.
AST @/ — Fottig L, #/ — Rl TRYNCEET S
Bk ) — RERODHZ LT, Y—RAa— RRTENE 2o
T D SLTKREG LI (K3 R Ofil# TR E 7 357)
ERETD. TZETOBETHROLND ESER->TND
WA, 2 THER — RERETHHSRTHS.
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Fig. 3 Detecting Statement-level Differences between Similar
Methods
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! i : : 2| Expression 3 Expression :

| I ! Statement Statement \
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lololok ° )
1
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3 Expression
Statement

() ##/— O EHLBoTLE/—F

TS LT BI—FRIZHIES BHA KT

4 ESOFHABRAE
Fig. 4 Merging Differences

WIZ, FEDRMZM =T N ERET D, BRI
HEhsESER>TWnba— RKFo%E, HElck-T
Dl FHZ LT, AV y Fiitialgg7e = — N oK
(23 HiZMR) O ERGIZTH LN TE D, ZHEk
BT HRIEFUTO2-oTHY, T bzEEAHTE DHERT
DR RDETITY. B 4 ZBBEOHZRL TS,
HEL (BELEEDOHE) EHlhoT0n2EF

DR/ — RIZR LT, £ — ROFT (i+1)
FUX (1 — 1) BOFER ) — RBFIEL T, ORIk
J—RHESERSTVDERIT 2 2OENEREL
T1o0DEGETA.

& 2 (Block ADESDIE) Block A 7D/ —F
IZOWT, ZOETDOLNESE RS> TVDEAIL,
Block # A 7D/ — FHEDITED 5.

U EDOBEICE > THEBIA Y v K3t My & Mg D5y
ElpoTnbHa— RROREEGERET L. ik, Zib
DFEFERO>TNDa— NFTOESE (As,Ap) £ T D
Sa4i EAQITAY v B My FDFESERS>TWVSa— R
T, AV Y R Mg FDESERS>TNDa— Ry dg; € A
EXHGRARIZH D

2.3 AVv MhHRERRG I — FROKREH

BT CTHE LT, ZhéoTnba—RF0ES
(A4, Ap) ZH LI, ZNEER, A Yy AR 2 —
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() #m/—k O ERLETOE/—F 71 #4540 TLHa—FBIHIES 5HAKT
5 a— RISk R E

Fig. 5 Expansion for Code Fragments

FRroOEEZHBET 5. LT, ZO/MREHLITLT
HRA Y v PROENEMEZRET 5. HUA Y v Mo

LR OERE LLTFIORT.
EE 2 (BLHAYVY FOEHIERH LAY v Kt My
L Mg DENERoTWVWHEa—FKFOES

Aa, Ap(|Aal = |Ap| =n) IZxt LT, LLFO&MEA
TTERAY y RO a— NFOES Ea, Eg(|Eal =
|Eg|l =m,1 <m <n) %, FERXY v FatOERRE
v,

EMH A EaEpHO2TOa—RFIEAY v Kl
HFEETH H*L.

&4 B Es,EpHo&Toa—KgaAY v RE
U CHItH L7zt BELA Y v RRfO b—2 L FHIR5ES
W=7 5.

EHC EEDaI—FA eanen; € Eali # j) O
N—=2 VHINEWVICER L TWRW (B IOV TH
[FIER).

EHD ENLoTOAEEDa— R 64 €Ay
WZRILT, Zhediea—NH eq; € Ea B2721O
fET % (Ap & Eg lZ oW T hIAER).

FT, EoLoTWnaEa—RF I LT, § 28
Fr, AV FHIHTTREZR BT O 2 — R OES include(d)
ZRD L. include(d) 1%, T— FA § X595 AST @
HOARINCHK LT, AST EToOIEKE A Y v Nl FIHE
MEIPOHER, BVIRLIT) ZLICEVRDD. JER
DEAFIZ, =—FA of OWHiEL § & L TULTFOFIET
fTod. B 5 IXIEROBIEDOH 2R L TnD.

R (RHE/ —FRETOIBK) =2— K of Zxtint s
AST DEGAFIORT, b REWVEIARDMR /) — F
(FFk /) — R) OB E% ez, H/DSWVEEE imin
EFT D (imae +1) FTNE (nin — 1) BEOFFER — R

LRI T, =2 — R AY v FHIATRETH 200 %, STk [5]
® Figure 2 (TR ENT M2 MWCTHEL TV
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MHEE ) — R bliE, 20/ — RERETIHEHHARIC
RIS Llea— KR % cf ICBMNT 5. ERBEDOa—F
Jroef B FTRETHAIUL,  include(d) 12 cf ZiBHN
T5. JERO%, 5B/ — FIZ ef IZ&EN TN
FEER ) — ROBFEETUE, Wi/ — RECTOIEKRE R
5. HIELRTHUE, J5K2 OEEITS .
K2 (R —F~ADHEK) =2— R cf kST % AST
DEDIARIIF O ) — Rk, #/— R&Eill-> T,
W%ﬁ“%%/*%if%\ﬁ%TﬁTé JLR% D
PARIZHIET D a— KR &EHR of &35, JEK
?ﬁ@j_ CHoef B ATRE T HNIT include(d) 1T
cf BMTS. HL, AV v RESEHEKT “Method
Declaration” # 4 7D/ — RIZEFE L6, JLRKOWL
HEKRTT S, 25 ThRTNE, ER1ICRED B
— FRIOIERZIT S .
FREOIROEAEE Ay, Ap TORETOEIITH L
TATW {include(8.41), include(5A2), <o include(dan)} &
{include(dp1),include(dpa), - - - ,include(dp,)} ZRD 5.
Z LT, %&include(d) NOEFEEZIHB LT, a—NF0%E
EBEED. Znb0a—RKFOEAD I B, LitOERPE
FOEREWHIZTLOERTIIHTH LT, FHUAY Y
Pﬂm f@%ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁ#é
, RSN EOEECSI LT E ) v Tk
179. 74/1/5' V72, MBRELTWDEBPRA Y v R
HOXXDORE, EBRGMHT O/ — RFOXOKO %
W, 74 NE Y T ORELLTICRT.
len(ea; len(ep;
len((]\/?A)) > threshold, P ((]\fB))
KLPD len(z) 1Tz OXDOFEEZRL TS, b L, £
AP c B OR &N 729 eq; € Ea 7213, ep; € Eg 2
1 D THIEETIVUE, FOENEMITL T M1 55R
D ZE, IBWHEIEE T2 T AT 5L, 20
M L7z A Y > RRFOHEBIA Y v Rl 570 ThD.

3. EMNEREOILETVEZ

B EINT-EfEETOE FRART D L, RN
ol GAIs, BARE ORAIRIIEEN N & 70 5. %:
T, REFIECTITEOBERMOWOE 2 21TV, BAFEEIC
THHE BN 2 EREM»OIRICRETRT 5. Template
Method DB AT 9 &, HEAIMEMTOF 2 — FHIZF2

WA Yy RELTHHEND. ##REFIETE, b
DOFTNAERSIND A Y v ROBEERE D ORRVE
MEM T D B, BB O — R OBEE G
WHDONDIEIZHRRT D £ 9IS O X 21T 5. BHERE &
WEE Y 2 — VINORERER DR E OFSREE BT 5 70O
FALTWABEETHY, —RNTEEEREH VA Y v KX

ARSI STFIEIC B L TV D (7).

BHEEOFNCE, TR 7T AT A RAE AW EREE

> threshold
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AN 7 REMH L (6], [8. BEFEDORA Y 7 AT, &
DEZERE LIZBAMERT A ZREANTNEN, 7E
FHETIE, BIEAERAL LEZRTMERT A A BT 5.
BREFIETIE, BEYVEBIRNAY v BT LTHEEED
HEAITOMENRD LD, ZOLIICEBEREELE.
ETFETEALTHDEA NI 7 ZAOERELTIIR
F. KRBT, M E2AY v R, len(M) % M OO
VEMIZ Té%lé&ka&@fﬁ@% , iz MIZBITS
SIBOES, V, & M IR 5REOESE, FSL, 2%
ﬁx%tﬁubkﬁW%X74x,Bﬂ@%%ﬁm%ﬁﬁ
WL AMERATA A, SLipy % V; FORZEHITHT S
AIM&ERATAREV, FORERIZHT HHAME AT A
ADFREEET 5.

FTightness(M) = len(M)

|FSL| Z|BSLI|

FCoverage(M) = |V| Z len(M

len(M

FOverlap(M) =

|SLGt| |SL“’Lt|
uq §:|FSLx (;:\BSLA

EARA O O 2 OFL T, FPEOBERM D OK
a—RREZAYy FEIHLIZ & LT, BEELZHET 5.
ZLC, T ORTOa— N OBEELFEL,
FIE DO VHE MM ORERE 55, 2 LT, %k
FEDEWIBICERGEMOW O 2 2170, BIRE ~ LR
T8, BEBFETIEI3I DDA NI 7 A EZ NS
ALT, 3507 % 724K T 5.

4. RE

REFIELHEFRERE Bcipse ETRIATES L 91
TITAELTEELE, e EEELZY— DRy
V—rvay b Thd. K6ITBWT, ENa a2
Vo RRBENENELAIZRTRIN TS, HEim EHfo 1
DDXTN 1 SOEMEMEERL TR, ¥ 75200 EZ
52 & CHOEHEMZRZ Z N TE 5. E0EMTO
Za— PRI, BRENROVTWVWILIESTHY, EHD A
Yy RCHERANE CH 0N IGERICH 5. £z, EiE
TEOREZ T, WORZIHEHT DA N 7 REETS
HZENWTED.

5. EAZEER

F—=F V=AY T v =T OB A Y v Rhast
LT, BEFEZEHALLZ., BUEUAY v Rt Ant &
ANTLR @ 2507l =7 b, 159 0@R L72*2.

*2 Ant : executeDrawOperation #x ~ v K (Arc,Ellipse 7 7 %)
ANTLR : genErrorHandler % Y » F (CppCodeGenera-
tor,JavaCodeGenerator 7 7 X)
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/** {@inheritDoc}. */
public Planarimage executeDrawOperation() {

Graphics2D graphics = (Graphics2D) bi.getGraphics();

if (!stroke.equals(“transparent”))

if (!fill.equals("transparent”)) {
graphics.setColor(ColorMapper.getColorByName, ...,
graphics.fill(new Arc2D.Double(stroke_width, stroke_width,
width, height, start, stop, type));
¥

B Finb i Bt o bmebeisbiaen mimafe fe o) T

e TnsIEZRR () FTightness ) FCoverage @ FOverlap

EHREORIRST (ES (LRI

 ERREROI—FR

WUBEZANIRDER oot o -

/** {@inheritDoc}. */
S wecuteDrawOperation() { |

Graphics2D graphics = (Graphics2D) bi.getGraphics();

if (!stroke.equals("transparent™))

m

If ('fill.equals(“transparent™)) {
araphics.setColor({ColorMapper.getColorByName(fill));
rics.fill(new Ellipse2D.Double(0, 0, width, height));

for (int i = 0; i < instructions.size(); i++) {
ImageOperation instr = ((ImageOperaticn) instructions.elementAt(i));
o)

kAP b

[ & ]

K6 EELLZY—LDODAZY—rayb
Fig. 6 A Screenshot of the Tool

Z LT, BEFECL > TIRRENEENEMOPIZ,
BARENBWENEMHEEX D2 LONREORESEN T
DPRET DO, T r— MBI EIT . T
UAa— RTIE, BREFEICL - TERENT 3 DOEE
DT X 7hhn, ZNENo A0 10 i L TR
FIHR LT, BOEESENEHZ 2 TRRL T b
o, TUr— NOWBREL, Y7 by 2T LRICHEELE
EERICHTB LTV D 15 ZORETH D.

5.1 FHMERE

T — MERE L LIZLT, 2290 REE AW CEHEE
fTo72. 1 DHBDORNETH D FHEMBIRE (ARSC) 1T,
T — N TR LI R TOBEMD 5 B, #HBRE RIS
NEEMOEEEZELTWD., ZORETIE, Y—ILiLk
PLIZHER LB O 5 b EN 2T O EIR ST
WEMNEFANS. 2 0BORETH S EEESE (AP) 13,
BT pEDT X FTEMEEND D% AL
ITRRT 5 2 LM TE TV B NEFET 2 RETH S [1].
I TIE, WA ICER SN ENERETMRE LT, ®#
RENTEOERD EALICI RSN T ER]RS. F
BBEREIUTOHENTREIND. HRBW\T, AEE
RS, P(A) X Ao i FHOEFENMIAMICE N
RTOBEREZTHD.

52 #HRLER

MEFHEEEA LIHER, 2F0E0EMOEE, Ant
T 23, ANTLR TIE 34 TH -7z, EHITT 4%
Vo T wRITo TR R, RERENFEMENL, Ant Tix 14
&, ANTLR TiX 6 &72o72. D=, ANTLR 122
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WL, 6 FOEMEMAEFERALCT v — M EiTo 7.
¥, TR T OBMEIZIEBRIC 0.5 ITRE LT,

R 1LICEROFMRELZ O CHE 2T - IR E R
. RPOMEIX, FNEFNOEBRFIZ OO TREBINZEH L
T2HbOEFHELIETHD.

FERERD &, EHEMRINEOM T 0.213 225 0.267
Lo TR, SWBRENEKRD 2 EIREOERNEHE
BIRLTWAEZ ERb05. FHEAGROMBELZ LD L,
Ant IZBWTIHED 0.5 L EEE L, WBRE RSN
ERERD EALIZIERLAT T STz Z E8bhd . Ant
& ANTLR QWG OT > r— MEROEMZHRT 5 &,
1 DUl EOHEFK R 28R LB E 1, B 3 D%
FEROFNEDR &b 1T 2IFENEMHZEIRL T e,
PLEDREREMNS, IBEFIEICL ST, BT ->THA
REREREZI R TETVWAZ ENbho Tz

LSEIOEBRERTIE, 3O0A MY 7 2T X BRI,
KEhERIR N o2, ZOMEICHONTE, &5
RDHEREITHSTZIAT, ARV TZAZESTHERERNRED
LT 20 HRT OILERDHD.

WIZ, EBFEROZ YT ONTEET S, SEOmEM
FEBR T, BEFETIEMAT Sz Aot LT
T U= MR D AT o 708, Y — Tk Rkl
ITo TR, ZD7, V—ILIZE 5 HEEDBINE

£ 1 7T b — MK DR R
Table 1 Result of the Questionnaire

A ES/AN ARNY TR ARSC AP
FTightness 0.253 0.533

Ant FCoverage 0.213 0.560
FOverlap 0.253 0.535
FTightness 0.267 0.438

ANTLR FCoverage 0.267 0.346
FOverlap 0.267 0.438
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To129 2T, VIZy 22 ) TEEDOTBIC, V—N
EORERENTHLINOFMEAT I LENHDH. BIED
V= VDAL, EREETe2 OOERIA Y v RTH DN,
KBV 77 7 2V TEEEEXD L, BB
BAY v RR3OLEDEEA Y v RIZONWTH#A T
DMENRGH L. Tz, BN SN ENEREE B D
JEIZHER L CWBR, a— RREEET 5 2 & THEOBER
BT HREREZBINT 5 2 & T, FIHE DERGA &1
TIEEEBRBTEXDLEZOND.

6. BEEMR

Box ORI N—TTIEZNETIE, EERAY v RO%E
Efi T 5 FE L, 2o OB 2 L 2
hU 27 A2 COB & HWTIENAHT 2 FEER_EL TN D
[9], [10]. ARMFFETIIHTZIC, TR T TLRTA AN
BRI A N Y 7 A &EH U TIBMAT 21T o 7. B 5k
LA N 7 ZAEHEH LTV DICHL 9] & ARBFEDORE R %
i35 &, AW TR LIERERM O T2, L £<
OHRBRENE#HZZATND Z ERbhoT.

Juillerat %1% Template Method D% HBEIIZAT H
FEEZRELTCND 4. ZOFETHE, #HURA Y v Koz%E
FICKLT, AV y RELUTHWAREE 225 K 5 IR
7RMEIEA4TVY, Template Method O Z A LT\ 5.
¥72, Hotta HiX, =— 7 a—rHEHY—1z AV,
EHRIRERDIERA Y v RERET 5 FEEIREZL T
% [3]. Hotta ©®F{ETIX, Template Method DEALAH
WA RTREZR LA Yy RE BB CTRE LT, $5&E L7
AV ROES EEHSZRBEE~LIRL TS,
NHDOFEERT, HEFETIE, 1 208X Y v R
*Hzxt LT, BEOENFEMEZRE LTS, BEFIET
IXERI G DRER, ERFERHOTINE W\ 9 BAFEE DIEE
DB D0, EEOENGEM ORI &, BEEA Y
I AEHNZT OB ZE21TH) 2 LT, BREECL-TE
RENDA Yy FOBEENEG 2D LI, BRBREOX
BEIT-oTCW5D.

7. FEOD

AHFIE T, R EIERT D 2 & TESEE TR
Ay ROENEXETH L2 BN E LI TFIEEZESR
Lz, F72, 7l I hATA RAERWEBEEA N 7
A& L CHEMBEHOT O 21T 2 Lok v, BRE
DA 2 BT DAEEDOSHR A AT o 7.

SBOFELE LT, YL OBEREIE & Y — VT S
R AT ZEREFOEND. Y L OMEEIEE L LT
X, BE—HLZEEA Y v R 32 EORELA Y v R
EASREE T 5 2 &%, ERBEMOBBRIREDOEM R &
DLE LD, FRIC—HLIZEBA Y v FIZon T
REBTIETIT > TV D ED ORFESCENEH OIRRELT
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ZERL, BREERTLIZLENTES. 3oL EOHEL
Ay RIZOWTIE, EHORELIIZHBWT, 320 1
D AST ZFRFFICHIEL T, 1 O THEAL> TS/ — )
HE, TOWMBEESELTHRETSIZ EICE-T, %t
JSHRE T D EEBEZ HND. ZD DRERRIEIEAR1T - 7214
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