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Improving the Performance of Defect Prediction Based on Evolution Data
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Abstract: It is an undisputed fact that software continues to evolve. Software evolution is caused by requirement changes which often
result in injection of defects. Existing defect prediction techniques mainly focus on utilizing the attributes of software work products, such
as documents, source codes and test cases, to predict defects. Consider an evolving software as a species and its development process as a
natural species’ evolutionary process, the injection of defects may have the characters of a species and will be impacted by its evolution. A
great many of researchers have studied the process of software evolution and proposed some evolution related metrics. In this study, a set
of new metrics is first proposed based on evolutionary history to characterize software evolution process, and then a case study on
building defect prediction models is presented. Experiments on six well-known open source projects achieved good performance,
demonstrating the effectiveness of the proposed metrics.
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Fig.1 An improved evolution matrix based on defect information
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Table 2 Metrics used in our study
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Table 3 Datasets used in our study
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T BB 3 A 10 2-8 I, — RBEe B TUI el 2 o 2 B R BRIT o PRI B 20% A A X i 1 AR 3 1 4
A5 £ 5 W df 56 O A 2R FR) FRUIN Y R, Dy Bk AR S i, £ B AT A R I i S I R B AT HOR R AL L

()M e 26 T, A ST B AfT T WEKA T H S N A8 AT RSl RE A 3. e A S A TN I 24 D, b By A B b
HH R MARGRREECE R N ARSI R SR A T80 B BT A A Sk e IR 5 i A RO [ i 1Y)
FEEHRAL (), B N=M.
(2) BTl
kg 38 G A [R) B St TG RE IR T 91 P11 22 S o o000 A5 28 3 8 2 i, S 56 b B0 £ A REAIE A RV AL B [0, 1] X
[A] AR s S AN B HR 4L D, 2L A (I AFANRRAE R ML T 58, V8 MG U ) B ZME min(M) R i KAE max (M) 88 )5 %0 T D
HHBESFED] LU RS S 0 M, E R
, !, —min(M,)
' tnax(M,)— min(M,)

“4)

(3) i Atk
SO SR 10-55 5004 6 7 0 14 2 R e R AT O B O AR R AN B SR D, RN REAE Y
M S AGPTA FEE M, I EBUE T HEF SR 5 TS 4 FE 1, (9 B AL M BUE R
I'; =10x index(1 )/ size(D) %)
b index(L)RRFEAS L IS R, </ HRAE Ay 1) N HE B  A1
3.3 A E
SEuG KT T 4 FleE A 2 R TI0 AT R 2% DL (NB)POLL 548w (J48)PT Bl HLAR MR(RF)PHR
TG ] U (BLR). A 3T S5 56 565 T A% 70 f 36 98 38 1 4 1 #4 la:
(1)  AEASCZ BRI HPL W T 2005 4E~2012 4F ) (¥ B b PR A, 2 BUAR 25 DU (NB) J48 v ife
B (J48). B HLARFR(RE)F = TG 45 7] 5 (BLR) & TR 5 H f5fe B e e dz i FH 116y 2 A8 7 3
(2) Menzies 1 Lessmann 55 A i 0BG S 06 5 B b 2% D1t 0 455 200 R0 Bt AT AR A ASE 280 7 s 245 A D 88 2 0
L RBL R, U B T S ) LA AT A A 040,
(3) B4 AT USRI RN 25 D0 - ST AE 2R S e o I AR ST 9 08 T eI R R T L U ) 148 e
B 7 VR AR AR 22 WF 5 R IR A5 BUAR L AR 0 L4
ANTRN () 57 VA0 AN [l B0H B A A [A) PR 2R IR 78 LA B0d 42 BRI 1 7 VEFE A SO B s SR e A —
U AR SO FE A R 00T i B T 2 R 1 A0t B B YOI T v R T R S AR TR SR 56 UE AN () R e G ) P R 4R
B0 AN [R] TR0 T 92 AR AR 1) B w7, BT AE AN [R) () T 7 92T 00 e S T 8 e 1 8 e . DRI e AR SR B T DL
W I HAE RE AL 19 4 Fhoii o v,
3.4 EELTHR
3.4.1 VENITE
AR o B T BRI A DT S 1 B R B AR R T AR R AL R B T SRS I G TR R T
F )RR, N AN BRI A W v, T P AN 52 AN 7 B 3% i S8 A0 SR B3 1 AR 40 5 B0RCPE B B e 1E R R (- 5k
B4 1) A= B0 At 70 AN T 150 4% Ekanayake 25 A S8 T I 18] 45 30T 1) S5 461 5 Ik 180 AH BE A0 52 1) S 491 4 BE B B 46 1)
TR 8. R T B0 UIE ST A [ B8 R A B A5 8 w5 e A TUN 2 fi, S LA TR) AR AT 11 S48 A2 A5 A 5 4 S5 Tl 1
RS R FH P ol i i AR 6 0 7 9 (B 7 e — 0 RS 1 0 S s L 1) sl e T AR TR 5 e 12 0 1 i S A 3
AT T,
(1) ALL.ZZEEAE A BT A 1 75 50 AR () B 50 S T R — AN AR AR ISR B (V1 Vo Vit S Vs
(2)  PRE.ZZEAEAS AT — AN KA 1 0 B E5 0 Sl T R — AN R I B B 1,1V,
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342 iFHriebs
A SCAS A B (precision, & B} P). 7 [0l % (recall, fai #% R). F-{H(F)F1 ROC 4T AR (AUC)K PP Hl R
OO S P P F6 . 3 A e P T i) R e B 40 T ) (2 i BRI B ), A DGR S b B B SR
TEJEFEA (positive), ¥ Al 2y i BEAR by 51 FE A (negative), S B TN &5 SR 3L 43 4 28, W& 5.
Table 5 Confusion matrix
#=5 RIEHEM
FHONEL
Uk Bk

Uikt TP(true positive) ~ FN(false nagative)

A 45 | FP(false positive) — TN(true nagative)

(1) H5Hfi % (precision)
5 % 0 FR S0 IE 48 (True positive rate), 21 T AR YL 6 11 28 BE AR rlv 115 P LG 2 K5 0 0 S b2 1
T
P
TP + FP

(6)

precision =

(2) A FlZ (recall)
A 1] 2 R K2l % (probability of detection, i Bk PD) &k R BT (sensitivity ), F AE TS L 0] 1E 2 HE A ) 151
R JSE, A [P R b M AT 1 S
TP

recall = PD = -
TP + PN
(3) F {H(F-measure)
F-measure j& % Recall I Precision 455
2 ..
F-measure = (1+ B°) xrecall x precision ©

S x recall x precision
Hop BHF R E, B/ Recall (LT /N2 84 1 I, Recall F1 Precision (1 Lt 24 [7]. i b T000 7 7 o 3 3
BRI BIUE A 1. F-measure (R ey, 2 W FIUDIASE 204 ) 1 B
(4) ROC i £ T i 4%
ROC 12k 75—l LA AN 43 SR AT W] A0 T & AN 52 B = 280 4 53 A1 P9 5 W, 76 B o Tt ol F
Iz AT ROC M 2B G2 0T /e b A B G 2 W T 255 SR 1) 13 [ 3 vy AR OE R A A 7 AR Y P e ) Bl A%
SCIERE T AUC S PP AGASE Y (10 7 A 28 T AFBR 23T 0.5, 5% IV 14 A5 28 vHE A 24 B ATK, 1T 56 4 VR Aff b B 284 ) TR AR A 1.

4 KWEERGT

AT T T S BRI TR AR 2R Sy T 56 E AR I A B G 2 T B 8 B i R B RO 1 R, A SC v E A
AR J3E o G T 1A Sl B RO AR 7Y g SRR JRAE 6 AN A FFAHR A 150 F 1 45 A B i e I A b
4.1 EETHASH

56 T E B FE Al 1 63 AN i T6(20 A A FE o 0+3 ¥ Ak AH G H J0+40 AR5 A% B 8 0)3E4T Pearson
FASENE 53 B, 45 R W, FE TG 2 M AFAE M SS90 rfe 55 wme A AR R 10 15 M 5%, 38 v A0 56 R 500 : ANT(0.896),
CAMEL(0.885),JEDIT(0.866),POI(0.859), XALAN(0.862),XERCES(0.904). 24 T 2= [ 8 Tt 70 7 AH ¢ 1 %o f5k b T 0
PEREI S, A SCE$E T WEKAPY 1) CFS(CfsSubsetEval)l® V@ i £ 51158 BestFirstDH 8 2% Jy i 242 - $ %)
8 T e T ) FE i e, S

o CFS &M IR S 4 6 25 i oo — & Mk 1) TOUDNARL R a8 vk 19 1) 2 50 B8 AR 4R I ik 1 4 w4 — N RR i 1 T

A8 0 DL AT I (0 5% B P R AT VA7 4R 5 Bk 32k 5 48 L5 e g 7 s DG DAL AH T 22 IV DG IR R B8 0 45 A1
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(1 J Ak AR A U, CFS i MR F VA RE 5 18 T s PRI PRAR S, 3% 18 T Jis Y 5 sl B 2 TRD PR AT DG A T
SRS BT HO 5< 0

o BestFirst #2752 MW K DAL R AL CFS Jm MRk £ 77 6 T A Biodla, 146 6 10 2 B ool Wt 8 0
LA 0k 0.4 SCR FH W R i85 AR B0 UE, 3% 22 41 S 56, J M ik e 45 SR LK 6.

Table 6 Results of metrics selection

Fo6 jmiEkesi R

I H JEES Wk AR JE PR PR 8 T
Vi V2 ce,moa,cloc,cmfa
V2 V3 rfe,ce,lcom3,cbm,cdam,cmoa,awmc,amax_cc
ANT V1,v2 V3 rfc,ce,moa,ic,cdam,awmc,anoc,arfc,aloc,acam,amax_cc
V3 V4 wme,rfe,loc,moa,cam,clcom,cloc,cavg cc,age
V1,V2,V3 V4 wme,rfe,ce,lcom3loc,moa,crfe,clcom,clcom3,cdam,amax_cc,age
Vi V2 noc,rfc,lcom,loc,dam,amc,crfc,cmfa,anpm,alcom3 duration
XALAN V2 V3 noc,rfe,lcom3,loc,cam,amc,crfc,ccam,duration,pcd
V1,V2 V3 rfc,lcom3,loc,amc,crfc,duration
noc,cho,dam,cbm,amc,max_cc,avg cc,cwmc,cnoc,clcom,cca,
Vi V2 .
CAMEL cnpm,camc,ace,anpm,adam,duration,pcd
V2 V3 npm,clcom3,duration,pcd
V1,V2 V3 noc,npm,max_cc,cdit,cca,cloc,anpm,duration,pcd
\2! V2 dit,rfc,crfe,cce,cmoa,cmax_cc,awmce,anpm,aamc,duration,pcd
V2 V3 rfe,npm,ccbo,cnpm,adam,duration,pcd
JEDIT V1,V2 V3 rfe,ce,cchbo,cmax_cc,arfc,amoa,duration,pcd
V3 V4 ce,npm,lcom3,max_cc,clcom,cmoa,cmax_cc,arfc,duration,pcd
V1,V2,V3 V4 rfe,npm,lcom3,moa,max_cc,cnpm,cmax_cc,arfc,duration,pcd
Vi V2 dit,lcom,avg cc,cnpm,alcom3,aloc,amoa,amax_cc
POI V2 V3 dit,lcom3,dam,cbm,ccam,duration
V1,V2 V3 lcom3,pcd
\"2! V2 cam,cnoc,cmoa,cmfa,ccbm,duration,pcd
XERCES V2 V3 ca,ce,lcom3,dam,moa,ic,cbm,avg cc,ccbo,ccam,camc,age
V1,V2 V3 ca,ce,lcom3,ic,cbm,avg cc,cwmce,cnoc,cdam,cmoa,acam,duration,pcd

MR8 S ocoE 22 A S b I X ECEATHEA L HT 10 MR EZEWEEICN Duration(score=14),PCD
(score=12),rfc(score=11),lcom3(score=10),ce(score=8),moa(score=6),npm(score=5),loc(score=5),cbm(score=5),Crfc
(score=5)F1 Cmoa(score=5). 555 & T LU H :36% 1 Tk B 1 08 T P R AL B ot ——2 AN 8 T3
B R L5 78,2 A& TAURS AR 5 B & e, Horh 2 AN OC B B O HRAEHT 2. B e Ah, 5 BE. RS b
PN SR AL AN AE AR 50 1 R T B AE T 10 P B

0T 32 H S AR 10 A i T 0 P2 e, B M T B2 B 0 5 SR P IR) Y Spearman A PE 2 #4521 Wi, 1% 10
AR T AN R AT BB AR EAS FECRIN R 0.01 I AH G i 25 (¥ b Duration,lcom3 F1— /N 5 A7
BB SR 5 R, FLAR S AT SR .

42 FEERTHANIEEESH
IR CL A SRR I, AN SR H T P BRI 2 e S0 V5 A 2 B O M B A SCHE 6 AN Tl
7 ity b ST B TR A A ——ANT,CAMEL,XALAN,JEDIT,XERCES HI POLJf HAfi fl A4 [ml 5, K5, F-{H A0
AUC KPP P B A ST AL AR 2 5 o 1) e gy TOIASE R A4 A o) LU A 7R 38 7 4 by T AU A PO ACRS B2 2 0
(CM)\ A A ¢ 5 5 To(EP) MRS AR B8 B 5 7T (delta,churn) (1 il BE TR AR 2 (¥ 12 e AN 7 Hhovy DLW 5):
(1) ANE L RET S KT 38 S A BOR T A T8 A A8 3R 5% 7 ml DA 280 2 v 0 1) 74
N F-{E;

(2) BB R R ITTAR T P M AUC 5 A R T 22 M A KGR IL P b SRR G
U A BN HIARUEZE (Stdev), 1 AU ARAT AL R B T UARAS B S AERE L P SRR E AL AUC
b, BURASA FE B0 R b v 2 AN /N R L 5 AR A R T K bR v 2 1) 22 AN K, OF HL AR
JEE A TR N PR AR S S FE R T AE AUC EERRE
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(3) AT AR T S B ST I TINE BEAEARS S P EAHZEAR R EAE A 1% R, F EM AUC _E 2L TS
J5£ 5 TORIE AR CAH O B T8 BR 2 A0 75 Gt v 2% b AT A B8 5 e 6 1) TN 4 B A A [ml %< 0 F Al b
8 AR T A UM 5K 2 e,
g LR, 5 AR AN AR AR 5T 85 5 0 AH LU VA A8 X B2 B 70 A7 45 AR X A 1) Tl 1 .
Table 7 Performance of models built by CM, EP, Delta and Churn
£ 7 {DUEH CM,EP Rl {Delta,Churn}; ({1 5 b TR 14 1E g

ik CM EP {Delta,Churn}
5 P R F AUC P R F AUC B R F AUC
NB | 053 0.55 046 0.69 | 050 0.64 0.53 0.65 | 0.54 040 033 0.64
R BLR | 048 054 043 0.65 | 0.50 0.67 053 0.65 | 049 049 035 0.63
- J48 | 053 053 046 0.65 | 048 0.65 051 064 | 052 046 035 0.61
RF | 049 054 045 0.65 | 050 058 0.50 0.65 | 0.50 048 035 0.63
NB | 031 024 021 022 | 025 020 021 0.14 | 027 029 0.19 0.14
e BLR | 030 022 0.19 0.18 | 0.25 0.21 021 0.15 | 026 030 0.19 0.11
P~ J48 | 029 023 020 019 | 026 0.21 022 0.14 [ 030 029 0.20 0.09
RF | 029 021 019 019 025 023 022 0.5 | 027 031 0.19 0.11
NB | 048 0.56 046 0.78 | 0.51 0.63 0.54 0.68 | 0.54 037 035 0.64
i B BLR | 0.41 054 041 0.70 | 0.51 0.68 0.57 0.68 | 052 049 037 0.61
J48 | 0.48 045 048 0.69 | 046 0.64 049 065 | 0.54 050 034 0.61
RF | 048 055 044 0.74 | 0.55 0.54 0.50 0.66 | 0.53 0.48 0.36 0.61

T RUEZH L B R T I TN B S LT AU B R T AR g T RS (CM) L A BE(EP) . AR AR
[ JG(Delta, Churn) K SL 4L A5 B & o6, 48 7 41,E0,3 Bl R ICIHEFI AL (Cy + CF + C3) X 88 8 5 e 1 00 2 i
Wk 3 proR.7 AR T LI A T

(1) M1: CM, M2: EP, M3: {Delta,Churn};

(2) M4: CM+EP, M5: CM+{Delta,Churn}, M6: EP+{Delta,Churn};,

(3) M7: CM+EP+{Delta,Churn}.

3G T ANE R TT A A AN DT PR RERS L.

0.6 0.8
mML 07 |
w2 061 mmz
IE +§{:- 0> s
—_— RE[E[ 0.4 1 ma
s 0.3 1 mhs
HME 0.2 7 mME
M7 0.1 1 m
0 -
0.8
mrL 07 m1
iz 06 1 w2z
|3 o 03 7 M3
g 2 04 7 3
s 0.3 s
G 02 1 WM
- 0.1 7
0 .
MAB RIR 148 RF MR RIR 148 RF

Fig.3 Performance of models built by various metrics combinations
B3 A AN R B2 o4l & AR A e
MR LUE Hh
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(1) TRt P b7 AR B e S TEAN W 1) J5 R P B -0 A RD, 1 R 1] 10 22 BE AN S22 35 2 FH AR 35 DL
Wi (NB) B ,M7(CM+EP+{Delta,Churn}) 5 75 S i If) TR 28 8 ;24 4 1] — 7038 48 [l VA B, M2(EP) 5 4 B
T BT R e AT T48 YRSE B IS, M1(CM) 25 B 1o 1 00 P B 5 >4 48 FH BE AL AR AR (RF) I, M4 (CM+
EPYH A f5 I (R 0000 4 B
() FERFE R L AEAZ M. IR J48 Yedib Bk L M2(EP)HRAT 3 B I (1 000 1 A
TEREMLARMR G 9% L AR M7 (CM+EP+{Delta,Churn}) 5 5 5 i FIMERE (H M2 5 M7 BIZEHE B A K B
TS A G I 5 T AE AN TR R @A 5 vk #0  RUE (  R 2R
(3) AE F-{H b AELEAT 2T b, M2(EP)ERAT A A XoF S i 1) T 00 28 e B 3 A 85 2R % [0 B2 2 s A5 AN [
PR SRR 7 V2T A A e U 1) P11
(4) 15 AUC L ANEALEAT A T5 1 L, MA(CM+EP)#RAT A6 84 IR FiLiu 14 g B AQ T - JT AN AL B = T
[ A A B e ) 3 [l 28 HAUAIG AR IE 28
(5) BRItz AN AR AR B BT (M3)E A BIR Ry FAEHM AUC _E TSN B b At J3 B8 70 AH ) 5 2.
4.3 EAL [ 5L P EE 5 0% 1 X TN 1 8 Y B2 0 43 4
ARSCIERE DT S RRAREOR T 1 17 W R 56 UE AL T 5 — A WA (PRE) 14 00 A% R 2 45 LA ) i AR AR 3
P (ALL) ) TR0 280 R 2 47, I HE B AR AR DG BE B e AR IS S5 A S A A FE R ek . R 8 A T
SRR X L.

Table 8 Comparison of performance of models built on ALL/PREVIOUS data
=8 AL A AIET— AN A s f) e B PRS2 0 1 BE S EE

. - ALL PRE
B et Jrik P R F __AUC | P R F___AUC
NB | 0617 0598 0.505 0.787 | 0.625 0.593 0.515 0.790

- o BLR | 0.558 0.603 0.473 0.738 | 0.541 0518 0.422 0.668
J48 | 0.589 0.583 0.500 0.731 | 0.564 0.633 0.480 0.736

RF | 0559 0581 0.476 0.724 | 0.565 0.591 0.460 0.722

NB | 0542 0602 0515 0678 | 0510 0.733 0.557 0.684

" P BLR | 0.537 0.654 0.521 0.687 | 0.502 0.798 0.568 0.693
J48 | 0.498 0.620 0486 0.657 | 0477 0.812 0.543 0.651

RF | 0538 0502 0471 0.673 | 0512 0.718 0.556 0.684

NB | 0510 0448 0333 0.649 | 0.546 0.497 0.400 0.681

BLR | 0.519 0508 0.379 0.664 | 0.520 0.472 0.392 0.599

M3 {Delta,Churn} J48 | 0.523  0.484 0382 0.638 | 0.529 0469 0.391 0.604
RF | 0513 0488 0369 0.646 | 0.537 0.410 0360 0.641

NB | 0616 0601 0516 0.783 | 0.635 0.616 0.543 0.813

BLR | 0.546 0.600 0.495 0.736 | 0.562 0.625 0.483 0.714

M4 CM+EP J48 | 0.545 0.666 0.520 0.717 | 0.517 0.660 0.471  0.744
RFE | 0577 0.616 0499 0.755 | 0.582 0.645 0.511 0.750

NB | 0.606 0560 0470 0779 | 0.601 0576 0.487 0.789

BLR | 0.541 0515 0418 0.662 | 0.515 0.527 0.418 0.646

M3 CM+{Delta,Churn} J48 | 0559 0.533  0.443  0.706 | 0.555 0.553 0.466 0.706
RFE | 0569 0587 0462 0.730 | 0.557 0.608 0.468 0.713

NB | 0534 0549 0.453 0703 | 0.557 0.623 0514 0.757

BLR | 0.514 0.648 0.501 0.661 | 0.507 0.667 0.522 0.676

M6 EP+{Delta,Churn} J48 | 0517 0.674 0523 0.659 | 0464 0.778 0.518  0.664
RF | 0514 0581 0464 0.687 | 0.527 0.609 0.510 0.707

NB | 0611 0572 0.493 0777 | 0.626 0597 0.524 0.815

BLR | 0497 0545 0.437 0687 | 0.532 0.623 0.486 0.705

M7 | CMAEPH{Delta,Churn} | ue” | (527 0.634  0.494 0693 | 0.546 0.640 0483  0.746
RF | 0552 0.632 0.507 0.735 | 0.578 0.650 0.507 0.767

MR T R LU F:
(1) R T ARI BB TC(CM) R A, IR 8] 408 3T FR 38814 17 S0 T P B PR 5 e AN ] A 5
(2) A TR AR 5C L T, I A 4RI R AL D SE R T 0.025 247 (RORS I P AR Bt vy 1 A Imle . F-
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A AUC _E(RF00 4 e 3L b, A [T B i 0 1 0.216,F-{E i i i 1 0.085,AUC (R4 T A K;
(3) AR AR B R £ e, I 0] 41 3T (A3 Ak 1 S B T T TN (ARG 0 AN PR B YRR T A IR AT AUC;
(4) 0 FARHE N5 4k AR 5% BE o B 4 &, B T) AR 3T (R 38 A b sl o) 000 7 A e 0 A/ PR, 3 el ) 5 Tl R

EEICIE S
(5) AR R4 AR 58 i 1 0 I 21 &, e 0] 41 30 (K938 40 g sk m DA v T () 4 [l S0 oA, 3 HLAE RS
FEF AUC _EZ25IARK;

(6) ST AR AR AR ¢ 1) BE 8 0 FR A QA AR T B 5 G (W 21 A IS TR) 40300 (1 ¥ 1 77 S oG A 58 A/ 10 T
AeA b E L O K BE 7 0.104 A H15%6, 0.061 1) F-{H A1 0.054 ¥ AUC;
(7) 0T 3 R G IC AL A IR AL AR T R A I e RS B R . A IRIZR . F-EFI AUC #56 SodhE L B
Bt T 0.035 PKERIEE . 0.078 FIA I 0.049 [f] F-E A1 0.053 [f] AUC.
g5 LTIk, SR B TR I : R AR B A e A, B A AR e A 37 (R A 2R L 4 7 s e A T R A LA R A
)T B 32K T8 H A8 S 0 A0 H B T (100 38 A 00 38 S5 7 1 5 10 B K 3K R A 1 AR R Ak 1 R i AR
T2 288 55 B TOARAE 7 T (R0 A SRR i B T %) 532 i AN K

5 #RiE

ARSCHE T P T A 7 S (R BB T 5 %, 125 110 E R T A Java 2RO 5 A7 AE B LA SC
R A 1 T8 A R R — AN R 1 A R e e P AR AR B AL Tava RN AT BE AR SR — A
Java 282 A7 AE AR T S 0 Java 28 73 S8 8 R CL A7 28, 30, O A 2899 1 5 3810 B0 1 B 189 2R 8 A7 AR S
ST X AT ZE AT BB TN . ELAT S8 HR AE DT S RRAS R R AR AR I 1 Tava 28, ATIAT A 1A G AL T s B T X6
TR IR R A SR HE P 2 AR i A 3 o e oK 3 e AT S IR0 A, e A1 0 ) WKL J3 RN 0 KL 1 93 7 B s A
LR v AR G FIARAD ) b A S P IR AR S B SR B T 6 A3 A IR AR T R 4 Bl FH B0 1 Gk B
U A 7 v e ST Gt B TSR, ST 50 5 JEI IR T AR AN B e T A
FEASR I b K 18k — 25 IF FE LR LA J7 T ¥ TAE.
(1) 7 JREC J5 A S0k B S 48 S PROMISE $0d 7 P A SR T 4 B Java T H , HA —E K= R
PEAE 2 AN R AL S 000 H 50 UE IS Ak B T A R R B AR I A

(2)  SEE A B G AR AR SCHR A FH P 2 5 AR AR DG 10 5 R G — SR RS ) s A i L ) —
ST B ARHS 72 5 A DG 1) 2 S 70 A SR TR T Jek SR ON 43 BT A S8 A TR R T S Bt 5 22 T, AT 96
S INAT AL % TR

(3)  FRUNS BB SA OCI B 0 A ST AT T R A CAT SR, N — A RN A AT E T 2 R
B R M) 5 T 184 2 PR A, DTG R v T 9 S e s T 4

(4) N HAESERRIH T AR S E A IAIE T Ak T I AT R, N 2 Rk S a6 5 S T S B 1 35 E
R A A R G B R ok T B H e P A e 5 B R N 5 S A A I R R ok P kB
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