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Abstract: In this paper, the existing intrusion tolerance and self-destruction technology are integrated into
autonomic computing in order to construct an autonomic dependability model based on SM-PEPA (semi-Markov
performance evaluation process algebra) which is capable of formal analysis and verification. It can hierarchically
anticipate Threats to dependability (TtD) at different levels in a self-management manner to satisfy the special
requirements for dependability of mission-critical systems. Based on this model, a quantification approach is
proposed on the view of steady-state probability to evaluate autonomic dependability. Finally, this paper analyzes
the impacts of parameters of the model on autonomic dependability in a case study, and the experimental results
demonstrate that improving the detection rate of TtD as well as the successful rate of self-healing will greatly
increase the autonomic dependability.
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Bl (threats to dependability, R TtD), 5 BUBCHE A (RS A, o1 I A7, L 26 BV HLAF B G2 iR 59,7
5P 2 70 T S 1Y T e 03 A ol BRI P 57 3 R 40 41 20 3R 45 Gl

WA RR R SCBEAT 55 28 48 1 W 1 P A W I 7 B AT T W L PR A R B 2 A 3 2 T 3
(K9 2% k8% o A iy W 7 1 T 3 A A5 A P e O e Dy RS J A AR, E TR IR 9 DR R A 2 R B

REMELE . EHL, P28 130k Rk, 2 28 PEAS 5 CL4 Bk — T K (R Bk ik, A i 5 5304 4 160 4 52 2% 45 W
o S B T A5 1) 4 2 37 A TR A2 0T 1 7 RS2 AR LA R GEI0 R R, 2001 4F IBMERH T AT BIR
(autonomic computing)t™, H AT [ AT, B RS0, AEE . BWRE . EARAGRT B R4 R P DL R A B
AR (RRFAE A 75 76 B 28 G085 AR %k 1) [ I sl BT A vk ke o T . — D T, 8 R O 8 1) 450 D 2805 T A
P, G ) 8 AR R 1 BEL 1 R B R B N AR B L B RN 18 K AT R A R e M Rk 52, AT
TRH5 R 5 R G T A5 Pk 8 55— D7 T, S R T A% 0 T S AR AR M e a3 3o DL AR B R A A
ARG FE LR RE T A6 1 F P B R 45 10 ) B i R J2 1A A 2 A A g A — ol B AR e T 455 T A A 2%
AR

H 06T BT AR G F 0 A T 25 B B, S R AR T PIalHE B 1518 A 7 AR (1 i3 vk
XLk BAR L . S E . BT R 2R fff 18 S AN BRI A B A3 P15 P T 1 A 0 31F 75 2K, TR 1k
D) 7 B ST R AR 1 R AR AN T AR R A K ) 3 A JE S I ) T 6 AR AN — e o A i AN
AR B AR A SR OB AR E 5 2K R W] L fE VR4 E 7248 B (semi-Markov  performance evaluation
process algebra, {& #K SM-PEPA) AL T — i 9 AL iJ 5 PR AR Y A2 A8 SR A A A B« B B AR ZR G AN
12 2% 2R [ S5 AR AR T P AR [ R AT 40 20 A T, £ 9 2> 1 T N O~ T 1D ) B Sz 0 5% BB AT 45 R e vl
A5 M IO (R S 004 1 e b A SC A 37 (R SM-PEPABSE U S il |-, 52350 M R A AR 23 1) 1 JSE 42 11 — B 9 8 v £ 1 0 1
A T7VE N RGN B AW PEEAT 44T, LA E 52 W OCBAT 45 R 48 B VT PRI OGN 518 S A F TS PR
[E RS

AW S B AR TS B T sUAL IR VE S SM-PEPA, 4R J5 F) | SM-PEPA 4y # Je BT 45 R 40 i) [ ]
o PRI e 5 00 3 SR AR S 7R 6] 7 P 2 T /K TT G ik i (semi-Markov process, fij k. SMP) ¥ vt Fi [ 4 A £ 1 4
5 0 A LR S A 5 B 43 BT A R S B AR 6 1 A T4 e P

1 #ERNERXLEM—FSM-PEPAES

P EVE A 15 FEAC KL (PEPA) /& — Fof i 700 0y 3 8 A K, L 36 A 4 il e 25 A 45 2 1R A 36 3 1. 1 1 PEPAE B 7]
. 5 T80, i HOR N T — AN B I S /R AT R BE, i 1 XSG IE Y fig LA B A e 40 BT W R ) IR e )32
N T &P A R I SR B o 55 T B PEPARE A% B8 i b At 31 2 [ MR A 1) 0, 06 2 ek v 2
e 11 K 2 A1 SCOCBAT 55 R G0 5, 1T LS Ay R RIURE Aff b S BT 2040 B 5 Ak 23 AT

B2 PEPAR) B)) F 1E 15 W ] 77 4 3845 F5 £l 2 A, 75 S B 1 g B 72 v B A — e I BRI 1k, VF 2 i 9 3 R 2%
0T G et DL A 4R 823 A 1645 . Bradley BI7E 5 %5 i 4k 7K 4l PEPA J5U AT ¥ SURLIU (1 LAk |, % PEPATE
BT MY 78 LSRR S04 G AR I A AR — B 43 A PR 15 O, £ 37 T SM-PEPA.

SM-PEPA 35 4 fin 1

P:::(a[”],D).P|P+P|P>L<1P|P/L|A 1)
D::=4S 2)
S::=T|w:L(S) 3)

o, & RIE W& X r:

(1) 14 @™,D).P. 44: @™, D).PHAT %2 (al, D)5 ¥4 28 e 20 1 P. 3 v e & v& B T B4 (R 25 8k )
YEalfI it 26 2 DS 43R I 1) 28, SRR by B B4 I 1) (sojourn time) 23k AN 7] T+ 4% 42 I bR VI PEPA, 4T 3R 2 3 DR 7]
DLAR 230 5 1) 48 2000 A 9B 1R S 40, AT DR 3R — 43 A 18 38 40 A Y DI ZE 3R 2 50 M — % 43 7 B n 3 2%
AIERFHEPEPARI /) A1 23, AeR*U{nTIne Q,n>03, 2L v, T /& 4 5 8 41 4T 38 2 3, 24 D=2}, SM-PEPA R B 1k g 5
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11 PEPA.Z BN 1E a 1) I 13 1 [) JIR A\ — 5 23 A, ) oF JECAME 28 225 8 ok JJ0E AT o 35 7 9 A8 48 L(s), I T BUE o FH T 42
AR IS ) i A — M 53 AT S AE IR AR ERAE).

(2) EFEHAEP +P,. P1+P3R R RGUEFR I M HAT P EP,, H R BEHIT — 82—,

(3) AfEERAE P>L<1Q. P>L<1Q4'Ei'%éﬂ1ﬁlﬁ P S544F Q JATHAT IFE L AMESES L #ATRZ N THEE L
MENER B F, EAIMAL . IE R MR AE H SR R — AN AR A A b 2 45 3 1, T HE 3l 9 4838 2 400
T, AV TS 20 ) I [A) B 38 2 4055 T o5 — AN LA Th Bl 4 BRI (R B 38 2 4030 0 Y L=gi] 1t S /E 3454 PIIQ.

(4) R ERAE PIL. LARKRAEAAE P rh ol AN PSS B RAE SR I 48, 5 A L P I VERR O B 3 15, 1X A
MRS I 206 5 B AR TGS IRE s ik T — Ml fe.

(5) Wi E LA, XN ARG S S AT e AR

SM-PEPAY Ji& T bR UEPEPAIIE X, Kk T ELAT 4l PEPA KI5 A1 15 SC LA 320 0% ful 1] 1 B [R5 A0 B ) 891,

Competitive choice:
p_o) ,pr

Cooperation:
p (", w:L(s) p’

if QM) where m>n;

ifagS and QﬂL) where m>n;

.
P><1Q (@™, :L(s)) P'l><1Q
S S

(@ w:L(s)) ’ (G ;o
B PQ Q' ifaes
] .
P><1Q (a", L (s)) P’I><IQ’
s s

(" L ' ] N ’
Pt p QLN 5 Q" it 4 s where w=f(,¢) and R(s)=g(@,p,L(s).N(S))
P><Q (", w'R(s)) P'b<Q’
S S

are user-definable synchronization
Equivalence:
P+Q=Q+P
P>S<1QEQ|>S<1P
Fig.1 Special operational semantics for SM-PEPA
K1 SM-PEPA H54 #AF1E X

BT — M o3 A (WAL, (13 SM-PEPAZ 11 4L 12 B [v] AS P 38418 157 2. 1) 28 I, JE R (M 02 i F o — /2 B R
TR I R 5 A I M 2, 50 T 1) A — B 31 1 3V LA o 08 6 i T IL A s 1B A SOl I e o 2.0
P=(actiond,2).P1+(action2[?,1:L(s)).P2,action2 &} 1 () L& 3 I il i A — B 40 A, A0 06 9% o 2, DA ok o AT
(action2? 1:L(s)).P2.

UE A, 55 Bl i) o B R T G R AR B, R I SM-PEPATE 5 £ 55 B AT 1 2 A0 sl — 7 [, SM-PEPARE B i 74 fif
i ST BSER TAES Bis, MAHRSE .. B Pai& TS R G5 — 5 L 75 R IE A8 i R,
SM-PEPAL M . fif i, & LIk i 4k, SM-PEPAFT 1 B4k () 3K i T Hipcl®, uf LU 1L S SM-PEPARE 14 Jy 1L F 2
¥ T H.DNAmaca/HydrasC 35 1035 5, S 0B 2 2 S R vy SR R 0 B s A0 20 B J8 B T AL . Dok I A 7Y
KA, ST 2R B

2 ET SM-PEPA HYXBIEZRFBEFMEMEERE

21 HEBMSEREY

] {5 T 2 4R R GUAE N A AR T A P P B A (W Ak b =S R R B S LA 10 R0 A B S R R R 4
KRG 50— RE ) OB AT 5 RGN T T (5 PR IR R 75 ZE U8 T 6 0 0 RENE 7 4 I 5% AT A5 1k J e AR A1
S (0 R SR AN [0 () N8 0, B Wi 2 24 IR ST R0 IR X SN T A, B 4 A 0 B R SRR AZ
Kot s 5k B AL A5 FA RS P (privacy) M) & 1L (safety) 76 Y 7T 47 J 1 OO0 DR b, S SR A 25 2R 48 1 AR T A
PR IR 42 /402 [ 25 2 (self-tolerance) . [ 1k & (self-healing) #1 [ &% (selfdestruction)ix 3 /& k. B A IE— 4 A
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7 B A 1 40 A e B £

RS L(EE). E1A R TE E AR UL 8B 0 12 0 4 855 SR 2 R B M 7
ST ST AR 5 2 BAE O 3R L I — AL, 4 R IR S T (2 BRI, 140 B 58 B 2 s
PR PR SR E SHURIR BRI R S0 1T 124, I R 45 0 17 IR BRI,

A 1 HR VB ST W, G RN L SCRRANCTT 5 SRS Y AR B (2 B 4T,
AR I S TR O T b A B F A ST S 1, R TR R AT B 4 A
35 AL, M 0 3 TR 5 O R A B 4 S BB 5 0, S AU F A PR H A 4 4
T8 7 S0 S5 7402 RO SRS ol A 4O T £ T B XSS 0, ) B 77
R AL o 5 00 5 3 9 T R Sl AT 0 I R0 0057 B8 5 MRS T f R RO R A
Ke AL 4 A T £ 00 PSR T — A 1 R R H (S AT P R R T AT

X 2BER). FE R ARSI SRS MR 1 B 0 4 R e R
SR A ML L AR 1L 2 OB B T AR SR S A0 KRG L R G BLE
IR AR {2 B4

RN 3(EWRE). AV IR RYEAE (B S R RO . AR s 5 D S H R U2
44T {2 A AR5 S OB B AT A 1 R 1 28 KA .

RN MBS, R R GO T A S MO, K B T S S W = L 2 1
DR R 053 0 8 4 4 B R 50— 0 L0, 2 A 5K B 25 3R T f R i
TH.

L T B 3 FF SR 85 065 95 B 5 5 B £ 95 2856 P 3 EBLROMEIN 1 BR AL 109025
Sl self-f R . A U TP T fo P MR, 1 48 MDA 5 0 e 95 8 60 W T
{3 UM, LA R G5 T (5 U] 2 T A Lo, 124 05 AR5 1 4 5 L/ 1 2
3 R AT SEW PEHERTH 5, LR K ) o S e

THREATS
& Self- 2
Healing
E’I ,-'/\\ o ?“
& /Extended "y "‘"Et . 3\ )
{ attributes / P/ =atchbol=nl A
A { attributes/  §
~ AN / o}
— E
=/
w
T
2
High
Low

Fig.2 Attributes of autonomic dependability
K2 AfEE R s

2.2 HEMR R LR

RBEAT 55 FLAE TS VRS 03 3 AT R T 4 = A B A B RT A5 R Jgl M, LA e 3 2 1) T BT e /N I, B i
B AR G AT A R T SM-PEPA T8 2XAk (K 43 AT LU A ) A5 1 ASE 2R LA G 6 14 T SCRIHE P56 U8 1) fiE
TR e 0 LA S A BB 20 BT, A Tk 52 5 R0 SC BT 55 2R 46 11 T A P A0 DR 3 R A 0 A5 Bk B e (LSl el T
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AU PRI T OCHAT 55 2R G0 RN T AG g I OR B T A5 PE 1K — b g D, DRI A S 2 TR OCHRAT 5 RS 2
A B (3 A SRR AT 220 A T B T M U S R GRS BRI B R T PR,

AT U 1) 22 BE R RS s M 5 BOCEEAT 45 2R G2 8l 1 LB 1) 1) (M 28 4 A1 42 2= Ak L 450K, fL F5 DARPA
1 P IR 22 92 36 7F 5 26 W10, 2R 5 I R 280 45 (AN T 43R 2 ) W B2 IR, 30 40 S 308 B 1) £ 90 A1 AS R T4 4 E A8 4 14
FREH AT, T A% ST — oA R AR 2 8 T 1R A0 BE R, R 48 B Pk 20 A N 1208 B T~ — A~ SMIPLAR Tl , SMIP 4
PR R A % B SO RS 0K AN i LW M 3R 7R A8 L DR AR SC 2% 3R AR 4 SM-PEP A W+ — AN B - Ty /- ) Sk ik
FE 42, R = 4008 AGTE 5 SM-PEPA S 1B UL 315 LI A N DG BT 45 R 48 A T 5 PSR e A,
B AT AR oAt Hi 2 BE 38  AC SMP S SMP-PEPABEAT 23 M7 A8 T J5 545 70 SR it F et
221 AAE TN B A

EE ORI AE PR B 2 AT A N BRI B R N OCEAT S R M SIS R T B ORGSR AT 5
RGO E MR AL S0 A 1) DG EE L35 PR T B R T S A IR BE o OB AT 45 2 S0 I s mI A 1k gl 1 B i
R R T H T 0T 33K 26 W] A5 1 o 9 98 A7 98— 11 43 20 A S B SRR [L3] 7 1 43 248 g vk, 308 M e T Wi 0 45 4 Jk
TP SR TR A i e 41 3 Dy 3 S R et W O R i

search 18 2 ¥ AL 1) 2 48 T 2 MG 55 o535 2 I s V), I AT B0 HE £ 34 start_attack, AR e BUils @& 12 507 1%,
iy Ja B B AR attack MOHE A AR IR AN AL B0t 4 AR B E T B B DA bk DR R AR A A AR AR
T 2R Ge B ML R T L 2 o 7 A0 BB R A B B Failure TR PESEmIEY B Failure0. 34,55 1 (BN AR 2
Wy B it 7 A, T 5 2 B BRI MR G ] (5 MR BRI B AT 3 TR A R S AR v LA 5 W AP B T
RAMBE Accident FIR {5 PERZ MR Bt Accident0.LL I 3 Ff g i AT LI K $0AT AR E 2 [ Ak ST I b S 384T 55 2R
ST I 1 AT 45 1 B AT LU SM-PEPA iR i B 3 Fio.

Intruder:=(search,h).Attack;
Attack:=(start_attack,p).(attack,k).Attack+(start_attack,qg).Intruder;
Failure:=(start_fail,i).Failure0;

Failure0:=(failing,q1).Failure;

Accident:=(operate,j).Accident0;

Accident0:=(error,q2).Accident;

Fig.3 SM-PEPA model of TtD
K3 mIfE BN SM-PEPA £

2.2.2 ZAGENR AT A R P R R Ak

KHAT S R G0 BB 0] {5 PERE R (A% O i R G0 AF M 32 nl {5 1k B Bl ok H B A B s R B A Z. B
A SR HIL A R B 28 40 T A T 1 R X DG AT 25 2 0 Nk vl {55 1k bl 10l R B AT 5, 2 5 2 TE R 1)
RASFGEE,TE R A4 S={G,V,D,UC,ST,SH,SD,DG,UD}, I v &R ks 75 SR L2 1) (A LG R i 4 Jioi.

B 15 22 G5 AN AT {5 DR 2 1 52 380 1 3 2% 10 DR 2 3 A S8 3R B 1) B AN — B 93 A1 Fgena SR SE 0N 2, FLRE SR 25 185
BRI B2 e vy 20T i S Sy delta, T A 2 45 3 4 1 S8 3 I i) 40 JIR AN F8 B0 A AR 56 0 L AR IR A PE R IR R 4
K HISM-PEPAXS [ I A 28 40 N Al A5 M Jd bl 4 Ak B R R 4T 658, 4n 181 5 s

AN RGAEYIGE 20 T 1% & General Jb 2 48 5E 0T {5 (1. 24 18 52 3 0145 Pk 5P i, 3R 40 7T B IR 7= 2
KL F 3G 9] B 55 5 T AR A G55, 9 NGS5 A Vulnerable. fy 173X — i 7 i 28 45 4k T ok 50 1Ao7, D)ot T 4 4 g
attack/failing/error LR SHON T M ANMEFI A )G, W A5 VEFF 4G B, R I W B1E: start_dependability_drop, i1
RT3 3 B A mask 4 ik, 00 5 G TR S B IE A General; it S I 5555 5w R D0 A 1 2 4k
SRR RGN AR S X e AR I probe BAE, ML 3E A A Detection.

Y 4bF Detection BRAS I, F 2 15 H 1 S X 5 15 A ISCEE 145 B AT R, 6 3 24 start_detect. 1 3R [ 44 554k
TR 3 T A M D) e N R IR S Uncover, KIS AT {5 P AS 1T a0 5 5 1 48 AEERAG 00 281 v £ 2 B, DU SR BR
O3 G %o [ S T A AR I SR T AR S A T A% o WL e 5 K A i s A ol T 7 2 4 B A2 3
TORPE 358, W 3 /E enmergencyl B A B fil &7 SelfDestruction; 75 W), ) W7 o2& 75 155 & 25 245 1, 10 45
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B KA M 1 B 4E tolerance #5 A\ 2% 20 fih & 4 SelfTolerance; #5 ANFF & L 444, WIiE i 2 4% healing #EA A
A i &4 SelfHealing.

Emergency

Self-Healing

Reconfiguration
Not meet the
conditions for
self-tolerance

Masked

Degrgdation
Triggering

Recovery after the destruction

G: General V: Vulnerable D: Detection
UC: Uncover ST: Self-Tolerence SH: Selfhealing
SD: Selfdestruction DG: Degradation UD: Undependability

Fig.4 State transition diagram for system’s response to TtD
Kl 4 RGN A5t B L R RS R

General:=(attack, T).Vulnerable+(failing, T).Vulnerable+(error, T).Vulnerable;

Vulnerable:=(start_dependability_drop,L1).(probe,wl).Detection+(start_dependability_drop,L2).(mask,w2).General;
Detection:=(start_detect,L3).Uncover+(start_detect,L4).(enmergency1,p1).SelfDestruction+
(start_detect,L5).(tolerance,t1).SelfTolerance+(start_detect,L6).(healing,h1).SelfHealing;
Uncover:=(drop,d1).Undependability;
SelfTolerance:=(sart_tolerance,L8).(degrade,d2).Degradation+(sart_tolerance,L9).(fail_tolerate,h2).SelfHealing;
Degradation:=(degradation,L10).(reconfiguring,r1).General;
SelfHealing:=(start_heal,L11).(selfhealing,s1).General+(start_heal,L12).Undependability+
(start_heal,L13).(enmergency2,p2).SelfDestruction;
SelfDestruction:=(start_destroy,L14).(destroy,s2).(backup,b).General+(start_destroy,L15).Undependability;
Undependability:=(dependability_drop,L16).(recovery'? 1:delta).General+
(dependability_drop,L17).(fail,f).Undependability;

Fig.5 SM-PEPA model of system’s response to TtD
K5 RGN AT 5 B L RE ) SM-PEPA #55 7Y

HEN SelfTolerance AR5, & L IATB1E sart_tolerance, i 7 BR 26 B0k 175 U 1 X 25 MLt ) {5 1 g i i3k
ATEL ), sl A degrade #hAF 6 AN IR S5 [%20A5 Degradation; #7 2 I, )6} AT 45 M b 3 58 it T2, R geil i
fail_tolerate IfEHEAN APKE fill & A SelfHealing. 244t T Degradation 2%, 1 2o AT Rk 45 B4 2 24 degradation,
SR JE I L E reconfigure [ B IE# 7S General. 24 4b T SelfHealing 55, & JC $UAT B Wk S HEA #4F start_heal,
AT B EEh1E selfhealing B3, U [B BRI LHIRZS General; 25 25 W, T 1 46 ) A2 75 444 1 B0 4% 25 0, U3
i enmergency2 AEH N A Bl & a5 W E B AT{E 4 Undependability. 244t T+ SelfDestruction ARZS I,
B AT H B & B4 start_destroy,#5 B Sk MO E N Undependability 25, 75 W 322 [ mT {5 PE g 1 2 52 1t
ARG B 8 5 destroy s 4E. 40 5 B SRy, W R AR T RBEAT 55 R G AZ DL BB 1R T A e U 7P 10 5,
SR T RS T AR AE M AR SCIA R e 2 AR T A . A SelfDestruction R A W] LA T backup B 1E SEELA 8K
B ) D) B S MR E R 4, TR SR B IE 2 General. 24 RE0AL T-9F BTG PR I, vl A5 P4k 22 [, R I
FifE dependability_drop, M, REA B H H: B MK E, 75 B4 8 K B R il 1R 2 152 General 9 Wik 4 A
SR A TP R G SRS B W B B 5T UG TR s S B A il U4k 20k B A AR B TR TR A

FEAZAR Y o Sof A L3R B 1) B AHR 2009 A1 (R B4 9 BAT AN sl B A LU B 0T BRI AT &5 SR, A 0T 45
SR A (0] B P (likelihood) 2 14
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Likelihood = Z/;ﬁ L i=12,.. %)
Herb 200 &5 S H LI B 4 (7 48 1R B 1) 2 250490 2, 24 b 1 Detection R 25 1), start_detects)) /5 ZE 12 B 8] Ak A\ $5 %4 5>
A A 4 Bl BEfR 4 L 5 B UncovertR 2 11 ] BV 4y L3/(L4A+L5+L6+L3).

WA RGN m b RS on BloMORE RO L T g, s O R S T Bl A
threats={Intruder[m],Failure[n],Accident[1]}, L 7, Intruder[m],Failure[n],Accident[1] /> SV R & m Wk . RL K
s 2 2B o S 3 P T AR P U (4 )55 3. 5 ke {m,n, 1}, k=0, ) 26 7= G rp R 2 1R T4 1 B 971 S A7 TRt
RHBAT 55 R 40 AR A5 PR A a] AR IR

General >< (Intruder[m] >< Failure[n] < Accident[l]).

{attark, failing error}

3 HEKMEENSH

SM-PEPA &AL B [f s 37 g F A AT (5 PR 2 A0 /0 A 3R 0L T 4420, N IHPCEE X SM-PEPA. 510 SR fift (17 Ji 348
L FEREAT A48, 1R SR AR 45 42 B —Fb BT (5 PR i sk 7 .
3.1 REIEKER

SM-PEPARE Y i 3K fif 15 20 PEPAZSALL, ) LA 12 43 B of I3 1 2 T K ] S ek Rt she s BB, by 7 i x| el
fa M AL 31 T ZSMPAS IR A AR S M 26, TR b, AR SCCKS X SM-PEP AR I X} . SMP A5 IR 25 I AR A8 MR R B AT 3R
it

% T SM-PEPA Hf f{AT s AL Pt p—@e) 5 Gol) s pr JFR Py P IGYRZAE,P IR A (4 1430 R
AR dS(P). % AN YR 2R 2 1) 38 i 0 B 1k 47 5% B 8 T R 2R B R 2R B R — AN AR S 18 2 Bl (multigraph) e
SM-PEPAR I %of B IR A= B 7 1) 415 ri (local derivation) i 430 4 R A& 25 1) X g 9 1, 24 A SC B thm=n=1=1 I,
vxeXs, B 4 Generall >« (Intruder’ < Failure’ >< Accident’) [ J& 3, 2 b ,General’,Intruder’,Failure’,

{attark, fail ,erro}
Accident’ 43 5l 41 fF-General, Intruder, Failure Fl Accident ¥ JR 2.
2R 2B P 1R S Atk _E K S SM-PEPAS W 1) - 1 R A %3 2 {X T={X,, To,n=0,1,2,... }, Ho 1, v, Bl L 22 &
XneXs, The[0,+00],0=To<T;<T,<... Ly e el

P{Xn+1:len+1_TnSt|xO:i0 YYYY Xn:in;TO:tO YYYY Tn:tn}:P{xn+1:jYTn+1_TnSt|Xn:in} (5)
% T R RIS FE R Q). il 2

Q) =P{X,,; = J.T,., - T, <t| X, =i}= p;H; ®)
L, py = P = 1 X, = ACIEIRAS § 1 2 BB, H, = PET, . —T, <t| X, = }, X, = HCZEIRE i 5
§ R B AT (¥ 5 B I 18] 2 A <.
SRV PSR NP 5B N W
”‘:zvjiijrErir]r,.]’ ije X, .
e ViR 22 T JR BT K R B AN T K T K (embedded Markov chain, ] K EMC) &Ik & 1) £ 2 b
5 ETTIA AR T 4 o ke Aok A5G 705 B e )
o Ty IR ] L Rt R HTEMC ly X={X,n=0,1,2,... 3,42 — AVIR A 42 6]l Xg 6 T W S I P=(py) R 55 2 S
PSRN
Py :tlirILQij ®) ®)
BORA ] 2 BB R AR G K IR I — 2D e A% Wl Bk 1) S 45, 10 MRS B4R S ki T 47 3))
e 16 85 Y9 ACT (C i) 8 A% Sk A8 T80 240 55— 0 52 (KR 25, 2 ACT (C o) 0 1 10 2 32 1 589 R
SEHO AT IR A5 BRS04 B M2 p, =ra,/zraj,ﬁq:,rajygzmﬁi@ﬁ;ﬁACT(Caj)qﬂﬁEﬁﬁﬁ
]
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1) 2 $h — A3 A 1) Zh A recovery I, HH T-recovery {26 44 T 3 4 3045 38 5T (recovery™  delta:L(s)) i 5 3 ik
HERPIRES g R p,, = lim Fy, () =1, B H AR E B E N 0.

S R R A 2
V=vP
2=t ©
S,V A K B B K T 4 SR 7)1,
S R AL R AT A5 1 I ELT 1 2

E[T]= Z Pij E[Tij] (10)
j=1

o B[y AR AR ASTRIAR AR 10 Tk 2 v 110~ 357 BF 1) 4B 32, o] LT Jo My %ot I 1) 3 A R B8R A5
2k 53 B A (R 48 3R 1N ) JIR M FE 5045 A I, ik SM-PEPA KRR £k 4y 4l PEPA B B I PEPA X b — AN i
SR ) Ty R 0] s B, W] DA I 43 07 6] B Ty JK 0] 4 (continuous-time Markov chain, f#% CTMC)ke % 45 50 sk it
TRBALAS IR AT () 4,
7Q=0

iﬂi =1
i=1

(11)

Hh ={m, m,..., mPEFSASHEZE ) &2

25 L HP A SRk 13 SM-PEPA 5 856t 8 [ 21 T /R o] R R R RS MR R R T B AR 3 SRt it it 1) 52 2% 2k A S0
S5 243 H7 v R FIAS S0 B T K2R T R W PEPA TR ipe BEAT AN SR AR, DL A6 S Fipe Bk 5 0,
SCHR[9,17].
32 BEFEHMELST

A HARE ) B L B E H REAE LN T IR I8 ST MR R R REM B hFam T At
BREVE ARG B MEVEAN TF B LUE T T B IS 0 B B A SR 5 AR E M RA R AE ) b
JivE NESAS A A BEXT B AR TG PEIEAT & A0, H RRTE LT TG O R AR 5 18 AT MR R RAE G AT 55
R QA AE 1, Hd b B E R A

55 NAR ZRAR T 5 A8 T rivedi &5 A AROTIT 5% e SR D18 290 30 1 T {5 E SM-PEP A A FRp R 25 4% ) X 43 Bl 9 A
LA AT RS EX T EHE BT RS X X A — A4V & (local derivation) £ 5 A A AT {5 PR AR
AT H E BORAS, B IR 878 R Xo={x|x=Undependability >< ... B{ Uncover >« ...}. [7] 7, Fa 25 W 6 £ &
a={m, mys. .., UL AT BLAY B R 43 % X B F 312 R Co, 73 — F 4R 18 A Cup.

EX S(BBWERY). ®mm,... 50008 & B E RS RSN, W8 205 8802 8 Do,
Tape(0,1),355 2 :

o= z I, (12)

7€Cp
RERGEAL T B AR S MRS HEAR .

NS B AN GRS DapBEAT 25451 B WA T 1 5 ) 7 1, B 0 S O Bl AT 55 R 00 L 1) 1 A A M AR R o
m=n=I=1, a] {55 1 P 20 1 1 4 35 1) 18] 389 JIie AN 5050 A1, O 2 B SCR[8] 5 Wk 52 5y 1 recovery ) 8 38 i M A 35 43 A
gamma(2,2),SM-PEPA Y I 4> 2 4 i B (E L3R 1.

HOEAE 1 IS ECE NS AT S PE SM-PEPA BRI Hh AR S5 MR AR 2 3C(5) M S I (1 2 T R A R R,
135 276 AR BUE A A R (9)FAFI S SMP I #-RA I TR AR WL 3 2.

84 2 P RIRRAS IR N A (12), i BLSRAF SEBI 1 AR (5 4820 0.996 112.
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Table 1 Parameters of SM-PEPA model
Fz 1 SM-PEPA #7411 2 B

Parameters Values Parameters Values Parameters Values Parameters Values
h 0.001 8 L2 1-L1 L8 0.7 p2 0.1
p 0.6 w2 1.0 d2 0.75 L14 0.95
k 0.3 o 0.999 5 L9 1-L8 s2 0.3
g 0.4 L3 1-o h2 1.0 b 0.2
i 0.3 L4 0.000 1 L10 1.0 L15 1-L14
ql 0.2 pl 0.1 rl 1.0 L16 0.9
j 0.9 L5 0.7xo L11 0.995 hi 0.5
q2 0.3 t1 0.5 sl 0.95 L17 1-L16
L1 0.75 L6 o-L4-L5 L13 0.000 1 f 0.05

wl 1.0 dl 0.01 L12 1-L11-L13

Table 2 Steady-State probability of SM-PEPA model
2 SM-PEPA ##I [ e &l %

No. State Steady-State probability 7z
1 {General,Intruder,Failure,Accident} 2.698842923978399E-4
2 {General,Attack,Failure,Accident} 5.320305273151165E-7
3 {General,Intruder,Failure0,Accident} 0.004 142 361 688 472 932
4 {General,Intruder,Failure,Accident0} 0.017 473 375 636 472 086
5 {General,(attack,0.3).Attack,Failure,Accident} 7.2678632970561935E-6
6 {General Attack,Failure0,Accident} 8.539402898307569E—-6
7 {General,Attack,Failure,Accident0} 3.71630841735485E-5
8 {Vulnerable,Intruder,Failure,Accident} 0.002 758 191 146 901 304 6
9 {General,Intruder,Failure0,Accident0} 0.195 533 161 146 041 44

274 {(reconfiguring,1.0).General,Attack,Failure0,Accident0} 6.791031194137566E-5

275 {Degradation,(attack,0.3).Attack,Failure0,Accident0} 0.002 320 195 467 861 16

276 {(reconfiguring,1.0).General,(attack,0.3).Attack,Failure0,Accident0} 0.002 386 548 477 079 751

4 BESHN SR

KRBT S5 R G R IS MERL R & VF 2 5 4000 25 2 H00 LB S A () B2 PR BV A7 236 — e 5%
W AT DL RS SR EOh HR bR 6 Al A5 PR AL s TR R i DA R A e A 0 3 A S ) IR
AT P 1 5 R AT 0T 3 BT, I SR R B W B ) A AR R b, A 5 B R 1 A T R OB PR R
’tz%

(1) WA ) P F 1 T A5 A 5

A P R 1 A A S R R AE T A R R R B Bk ) S AL OGS R M M Yo T e
WA Z5 e IS o — 5 1 P e, S e T T4 e e e A R R 1 A A T A 1 AR A R B
KA K E).

Ay Al ) SR g A, 7 56 I B T A PR UM 51 threats H FRD 4R o AT 425 1 M FD 228 308 1) IR MK I £ 93 A4,
Fithreats' b FRBGE AR I HE KT — 2K, U] vthreats' cthreats, V threats, threats, <threats’,
threats, = threats; .t 5 2, threats' 2 & 1 ) 70 22 A& M) AR 5 8 ek 25028 1 A T £ A 2R v 2 %em, n, LD B AR,
RIS 3 75 e (¥ R A 7 vE A 313k 3.

I3 3 AT LA B A PO T gl ) 0 1 50, 1R A A 3 A 2 v 7K, EL AR N, U B T el P A
BT SR R G 1) L HE TR P RS, R G A R IR E T

(2) BT JE P 18 A R A P R

FAE 2 R 1 S8 45 J e O BT 45 AR 40 A 13 M R O (RS . TR o 28R e i AR L B
SR 1 S ) A I I i) 2 8001 50k A A R A .

{E—ANGl PEPA FERL rh S35 S 18 I (1) FROAEL 5 A ) F S IR I 1) S 3R BIKL 1/ 4. ol -1 A SCRTAY R ik kAN
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A 1A recovry SEIRIN )R A —FBeop A1, 10 AR AL B B AR G 3B I ) 35 JI DA 053 A, TR G AR
i SM-PEPA [{45 13X 3 Fralift ALy recovry I A hAT, HAP SRR I (] 5 1AL 1 17 LBl A 3R I [6) 3 22 i,
LA )5 i HOh PR A i, oL 502 - 24 AR I ) L AT S (Q0) M A X (12) 70 A A A 2 AR 58s)
(ES NI G SRS EERIREEER (AR

Table 3 Impact of the composition of TtD on autonomic dependability
3 A PL T AL RO B AR A A RS

m n | Number of states in state space Autonomic dependability index
1 — — 69 0.999 986
— 1 — 46 0.995 246
— — 1 46 0.995 246
10 — — 1386 0.998 950
— 10 — 253 0.995 246
— - 10 253 0.995 246
1 1 1 276 0.996 112
3 3 3 3680 0.995 082
5 1 1 1392 0.995 475
1 5 5 2484 0.994 988
5 5 5 17 388 0.994 673

Kl 6(a)~&l 6(c)m il T A AR AW A SBes 1 IR A8 I 1) 5 ] 595 2o 2w LU 6(b) 2 4
BEA P S S 3 IR ] PR 384 O, 151 AR P M A S S SR I (s T 0.5 I, F A T M T AR DR R AE
0.996 /A7 L A= B2 J5 DR R Bt 1116 52 11 380 S 3R RF I] L/ AR 38 0K, 72 [0, ] 1RF 1) Y 1 2 AR ST %6 1-e "0/, R
AT AT REATANE) S S, B ) A5 P B AT R T, 2 R S SE SR I JR) K s BN oy T 5 RE e 1 B K R TR it
A A PR DR R AL — i RS L TR 18 6(a) AL 6(c) 11 2 2RI 1 SBEAE 3B IR ] %o w35 44 5 i ity ke 2, 4 300
e B S E T PR a3

3 1.001 3 1.001 3 1001
., £ 1.000 ., £ 1.000 L £ 1.000
‘E 2 0.999 ‘€ 2 0.999 ‘E 2 0.999
23 0.998 25 0.998 235 0.998
B . S © S ®
55 0997, 5 S 0.997 52 0997
<8 0996 T 4 20996 < g 099%™
@ 0.995 S (0,995 L tesssaseas 3 0.995
© 0 05 1 15 2 © 0 05 1 15 2 & 0 05 1 15 2
Sojourn time Sojourn time Sojourn time
(a) Self-Tolerance (b) Self-Healing (c) Self-Destruction
() AR (b) A& () A%

Fig.6 Impact of the sojourn time of self-tolerance, self-healing and self-destruction on 7yp
K6 AAED. BHWEM A BDEGEIR I 0] Mo 50

Rk, LA B IR S Tl 2 0 81 43 A 1K SO R BRE 1A T A A 1D e AR 4R R MBSt T B R HE S B R
start_heal IRMFRE A0 PN L ERAE 3 Pl ae#aT &5 0, 2 2N (4)15 8] B I S Th % vi1=L11/(L11+
L12+L13),4 A% 1 T E0E nT 43 vil=L11 & 7 (Wil o B 0 52 58 B s ) G0l 8 B AR TS 4R 4,4 4k it 2643 i
IR T BIRE Y20 0.5,0.75,0.9 1 0.995 6 B AL AT P 2 . w] W, 78 B P S B i T AR R 0 4440 1, A
W I 2k v, FR 40 B R R R M AE T 0.995 I, B AT AR MR T 1K R W, B T 2 3G K 3R
T RGN RS BRI TR0 R G000 QAR (542 A E MK e R R 2 —.

(3) ATAF T B A WU X 18 R AE 1 R

AT SRS AT 0 23 2 T A5 P O B S e S T R, e e e R R W LR A A A BIRE N A Bk b B
FRGETHO 4 T A5 1 ol

R4 28 2 (4), A I 31 0] 45 P 18 (B %% % B uncover 4%) B ME 2R Jy Likelihood ,=L3/(L4+L5+L6+L3), A8 4 ]
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{5 PE B A A 2 1-Likelihoody,, F A3 1 153 7T %0, 1-Likelihood.= o [Al I, LA 8 A SiE 3R 1) 8] A A3 41, A
E ] S TR EOC P E 1B 3 202 o R B A3 240 1] 8 T (K 45 5.

1.005 1.0

——v11=0.5 ——v11=0.9 0.9
% 1.000 - v11=0.75  ——v11=0.995 % o8
£ 0995 ] o £ 07 1
=5 £ 2 o
EE 0990 | EZ 06 R
=5 58 0.5 &
SE 098 1 SE€ 04 o
<& o980 ] g o3
S 0975 ! 8 02
: 0.1
o970L— o+~ 0 T T
0 04 0.8 12 16 2.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0
Sojourn time o

Fig.7 Impact of the successful rate of self-healing on 7p Fig.8 Impact of detection rate of TtD on 7pp
K7 AR R AXT Do R 52 W0 P8l B ) 20 M PRI S W

T 8 T LA HY, 4 ml A 4 Jg A B R ARG I, 2R G2 18 B A WA i AR /N IR e T A A RS ARSI H )
R PR, S BORGER A AT VESURR BB R A AR A RO, AR M (1 > 0), PRI R
MR ARG T 1, AR E R REE T 1% T R RN &) A5 R R BRI S C e AL B, T
FUARGE 1A AR MRS . 45 b Tl A ) {5 R I A 2 0) 11 A T A5 R S I K A A A AT A R O B
z—.
(4) B VG I 8] AR 5 2 b 4K
BT CE I I (1] (first passage time) g 5 R AJ K Bl Dy /R B IR A vh— AN IR 280, 5 58 B I i) 55 2 4
XM G R HRE AT AE P B R B0 E AR G AN T RS VR S0 O T I ) A R T e £ (probability
density function,faij#k PDF)FIFR 2 43417 s $(cumulative distribution function,faj#k CDF)BEAT sk fif, LLor BT REEHY
A

XF T AT BRAS T g ff (2 Dy R ] R R, e BT N ASRES{1,2,....N}, 2 Z()E 7R t I Z1(t>0)4: /R )
SRt T AL PR 2 N AR SR %0 5% 26 IR A e B M IR BIA A48 FLARSE T 10 5 Y Jod B 1 it A 20

B (t) =inf{u>0:Z(t+u) e J ,N(t+u)>N(t),Z(t)=i} (13)
B Py (1) MR R LR R (1) X (1) BEAT Laplace 284 f43 Ly (s)
Li(8)= Xy O (8) + X, e (s), 1<i <N (14)

o kO R | — 5 BIE IR S, v () = [ e SdRG,K O, RG, j,0) = P(Z,y = T, =T, <t1Z, =), ¥n 20.
A5 ARSI S T A 0720,
FOEDIRCABIC) (15)
o o AU N ZPRESKI P S 3,
ak:{”k/zjei_;zj, ifkel 6)
0, HoAth
b, X RN 2 R B R BE I RS S R ) £
X Ly () EAT 437 % o Jradh 22 45 B mT A5 1) £ (8) AR 22 5 (13), 2R 1 oP A5l mT LA AT 4 m=n=I=1 I} ,SM-
PEPA #5284 M AT {5 M gl H 0 31 38 48 AN TS IRV L 1) 18 IGE I 7] PDF AT CDF, a8l 9 Fros. (i &l 9 T
LA 7T 50 AN (8] 547 4 ,PDF Al CDF #AL /N, 3X B W AR SR I RUAE — e R b2 BRAR R GEE AT
REHIATRENE.
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x107° m=1, n=1, I=1 m=1, n=1, I=1
1.2 T T T 4 . :
1.0
3 x’f ]
0.8 X
ey
& 0.6 a2 s
E ’ O X‘KX)X{
0.4 2
1 o
0.2r . X
0 L L L L 0 MM”“%XX% L L L
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Time Time
(a) PDF (b) CDF

Fig.9 PDF and CDF for the time taken from the appearances of TtD to
the first recovery from undependability state
K19 AT 1 B H 33 2 G AN AR ARAS VR 2 (087 il el v 1) PDF #11 CDF

5 HEXIESHR

Autonomic— i & LR UE T A4k B i 4 & Grautonomic nerve system, 352 8 7E 0 & IR N R4 B
AF B e BB R — AR IBMAR 1 7 F AR A3 G H RR R B i Re s A 3B AT BhAE N R SR
(9 H 5 2 e, HATAT O IC WE YRR — 25 T R (0 B8 7, 76 1 FH P SR AR 000 5 6 45 1 T B B L B 5 190 53 2% k.
AT A R BN [ Sk 13 AT R e O P R U AR K M BRI T IR S5 T, B N T R s s P2 g
P e e 28 Ok A iR 22 At 2 Pl A, 75 [E P9 autonomic computing— il b1 T3 7 V2 AN AT 1 S ] SRR
JEFVEL DS RS BYE M ERE RSN, B 5 BE TN BT 9 SCautonomous — 1] L B
MUARTSARTE XA ES G HEEBIBMEMR, A 5 Ba i E B RS B3 33U AT,
AZHANF TIPS B, B R P R R X ).

BT AT AR B S TR I KR A, MurchiA e BUAR S O H 1 AT A
(trustworthy computing) Jt 1. 4% JC Ik, 11 /2 — % AT AR 4 2 28 P A S 1 2 5 S b o 34 R T 1 A Sk
AT SR AT 45 ZR SR T I 140 7] {33 T v R 6 1 v £ k.

H A AT AR S R E A 25 T 508 b T 120 B B AH & B 52 213 2 0 S MR R 2% 38 1 DG
2003 45, Sterritt 7 YA H AT A AT S S B0 AT AR 4541, 30 BT T el R P A TR SR AR Y B Rt R i
ot T I8 21 0] 45 1) H 1R H AR G PR RHBE 27 25 (R Kunili /5 SCHR [25] D7 7524 2 T 8 T AR 56 ] 545 B R 48
(7 FH 5 1800 5 /D A8 (B AR R S I B A B 08 B WTAE 1 B . RO IR AR - A P AR
WEFE b AR IR AT 45 B A3 v A5 PR R WA 8 S, MR TE LR G M B 1A &

BRI 2 A, VF 22 2 300 A S AT {5 A 45 S B EAT T #R8°%2.2003 4, Tohmas A3 H 4t B A5 4 AR N
TR RGO AT AU R 4B TSR T o % B 5 (notiification of abnormity). 4 8 IG B R A5 5
S R 26, AR AT LUK AR S B v 5 22 AL, Baldlini 46 A\ T 3 ¥ 0 1 P SR A PESR v R G IR T £ v B T A
JHAF AR AL 2% 5 40 R 5 (00 AT £ 1 A o A R B AL 3 1 K B 8 2 2 45 A2 SCHR[B] b 78 40 i & R b 7 AT
FFPR B A S S I AT{ (3& AR, O LS TR IR B (K 5 iR T — AT 1 A R G, LU R
5 10 ] S PR R e A AR T A 2D ot LA S U WA T 45 4 ik R P B AR AR A N T S R T A
(K 6, Py B I K2 ¥ Dumitras e A2 YT —Ff A% B A% EME 20 1260 300 g g /A% A% BT IR 45 14 B B v AR
SR AE PR AR BT B R A R 12 W 5 R NASATE & T —Fh LLSEIR R 5 TR V504 H I B 44 21
TR0 e P 858 4% P 502 RV 358 26 75 SR A S i TR 2 05 1 AT AR B A0 T 65 M S b 7 Bk — s i A
e N 5 00 1) OB 25 R . 45 LI I IR AT B 2R 17 3l A7 7 T RS A
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(1) EZERHA BARE T SO B E by BT B e 2 R 1 10 1 SCRIHE B2 43 BT R ), AS BRIl 2 R Gond AR FT AR
P A IR IE 1 75 22
(2) WIS IR L BUAT AT AR B AT 10 B SR G, B BEOCTE T AT S 5 i A (K R AR R,
B R 78 20 U < AF AR A B AR 1) 3 50 304 B
(3) K2 Al A5 P ¥ 5 — D5 i HLSE BT BEAp— ol AR BEAS 7] A5 P52 (10 v £ 8 Jg i, J 32 Ak DA 2 G B
AT 55 FR GRS AL R AN B3 £ PR AR IR AT A 1 ) 75 5K
BEAb x5 B AR AE PE A 5 PR AORIE T 1 A DL 78 41 i
55 DLAE ¥ AR AR LU AR SCHE 6 45 IRAT IF TR I BE At b, 1 S48 T — Fh B T SM-PEPA [ CBEAE 55 R 4 A
HERTAF MR A, 55 Baldini A1 Tohma fRERUAT LE I 57 T 4% SE )3 T HE B 5 (3 2835 5 AR 77 30 R HTE ULt &
BEATF A, BAT S A% i S, H SR AR Y (R B 5 9 UE, L9k #E B 7 Baldini Al Tohma w1 £ P ORI 5 V5 (1 i
FEN TINS5 P P ) 20 G 0 5 T, A B T 3 A2 1 OB A 95 28 G0 mIAR P R R 7 K
FROA SRR AR B 3RS B g 77 T b B AT BEAEAT P Sk, 5 AT B IV B R SIS [R], B 4 T st 1
A GEA RS AN AR BT A A oK 1T A5 PR AR A, HL BT TR R s A (K A AN R R R 7 B il 11 JR S R
5 S i B T AR S R 2R M A K FE R LI B RIS M SM-PEPA U, MBS A SESR T T — OB
155 R4 QAR PR AL TV, D0 Ja 2 A A5 TR AL S PP 30 T S5 5K 3.

6 HZRET—HIIE

RGUE PR Z M BB, T B0l G2 AR S By SOk LA 11T AR SE AT oK. el T B T SEAVEE S R
7 H AT DS BRSO ARG AL, 0N 2 — B ke mTA fil ALF) 1947 RO& AR A SCHE XS [ AT T BLIR 23
Hr it Ak Bt R BLAT B A AT A PR Rk = HfE B G UE BE ) ISR T — Bl T SM-PEPAK SR HEAT 55 R4t B
HERTAE PR, LA A2 B A TR PR AIE O T8 2 R B 3 BT (K 75 22 bl TSR T 18 e S st 42 1 4 4 i A 2
HAT— 21 BB BLRE ), so R 18 B3 e M vl 5 PR Se By s il 29 R i, A A0 2. AR . SR = A A
AT LA G008 AN [ R P T A5 R iy 396 2 T S BREATE 55 2R o0 T T8 SR %86 P R B35 16 P 25 A ok vl 5 1 75 5K A
SRR b RS ASBEAR A BE St T — b A w0 A5 Pk B A O vk, 2R B A 4R B D T R GER A A 1
BEAT BERE o i BAR S, Bh Dap A R HR 20 A7 1 38 20 BT S 500 BT 55 R 48 11 A A R A0 S0 20 #7465
WM R O 55 22 28 W) AR A1 S 00 AR 25 R 19 A B2 S ) 2 e A R KV L P 9 i A 4 1 AR T AR R R AR S
(K0 Ay Jim 82 B A AT AR PR 0 e ST A AL PR S 4t T A 2K

ARSCR BRI T AR 0 S A e 7 SE B 1 L AT A A5 P R OB 55 AR G RACER 1 B 5 3, O B AT
PE R 2P W TR SRR AR 6 KR A 2K 0 DG B 55 AR BT 5, o T () I 220 T o O T A 2k
Jip, 3 B0 RS S SMP AR A3 [0 K, PEPA T AL ipe 3K ik A i FLIRY 1] 49 00K, 7 B B0 380 43 20 F 3 Ak
fift T

BUSE ARl FRAT IR A SO T A 25 7 SRRV DU 2 A2 PP L 5K AN AE NASAC 2009 3 i E3R H 55t E
SR L 0 B B R R I
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