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Abstract: Software safety is a key property that determines whether software is vulnerable to malicious attacks. Nowadays, Internet

attacks are ubiquitous, thus it is important to evaluate the number and category of defects in the software. Users need not only evaluate the
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safety of software that is unreleased or released recently, but also evaluate the software that is already published for a while. For example,
when users want to evaluate the safety of several competitive software systems before they decide their purchase, they need a low cost,
objective evaluation approach. In this paper, a natural language data driven approach is proposed for evaluating the safety of software that
is released already. This approach crawls natural language data adaptively, and applies a dual training to evaluate the software safety. As
the self-adaptive Web crawler adjusts feature words from the feedback and acquires heterogeneous data from search engines, software
safety evaluation utilizes extensive data sources automatically. Furthermore, by customizing a machine translation model, it is quite
efficient to convert natural language to its semantic encoding. Hence, a machine learning model is built for intelligently evaluating
software safety based on semantic characteristics of natural language. Experiments are conducted on the Common Vulnerabilities and
Exposures (CVE) and the National Vulnerability Database (NVD). The results show that the presented approach is able to make safety
evaluations precisely on the amount, impact and category of defects in software.

Key words: software safety evaluation; natural language processing; machine learning; Web crawler
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Fig.2 RNN encoder-decoder model for machine translation
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Fig.3 A one-to-many encoder-decoder pattern for training the semantic model of the safety evaluation
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o3 I FEAE T 2 P softmax bR 50 W 24 50, it o] DS ASE 20— FE AN PO R ) i B BRATT 25 T 2 FAS A (9 4L
A8 2 2R IR I B O 2RI v 1 R 58 i 4 1) T A MR VA

BATTH T INZRMLA% 2 > BT (K b v B SR IR T2 A TR W B0 12, 051 vt 561 o 38 D s VI 48 5 250408 )22 (CVE) RT3
I ] 5% 3 3 A0 J2E (N VD). T 3% S 540 122 v A 5 0 3R AT et 00T, AT T AT LA B KA 44 8K« RRAS 5 RSP AS $ A%
2Z VB PRI R DG ZR 3 6 56 R B T BATTU S5 DP A 55 75 (10 i 7. AT A A4 48 o 0 A5 i N 81 T e A e
VB SCHR RS SRAT N I 8 SR A ) 2 SC 2 J5, BATHG M B 1 S gm i 1] 5 SC ANVl H5 bk 2 7] 56 R 0% 2R X
— X NI FRAG R VAN i b AR IR 2 S U R e bR A B R 2R I S R AT e N A4 T 5E i 2
AP VEAG AT 45

3 WETE

T VEI A AR A R B0 0 A R 2 A DR A VR AT Ak, RN E T E P O R B R RHE
(CVE)FH % [ [ 5 U B0 EE (N VD) K 55 8 2 S5 105 (9 VP Ay S 360, 008 3o 5 28 SCI8 I K 43 A7 A% 3 7 ¥k A ME
JEE A SO S 2 B R LN IS )

o BRGUIAR 1: LAWR— P AL 38 2% 2 STVLA HE VAl Fi bn 2E AR 28 B DL A i 5 1 e A MR VAR AT 452

o TRGUIAIR 2: 75 KF AR AL ) T DA g A VAL SR AR S A HERA 1Y 1 AR TE 2

o WFFII R 3: LAAN [ (R 98 2R 5 | S o A I e 2 36 V- Ak G P A 4 5 2
31 FAXUSXNKRE

PATIFET Java 1.8 1 Scala 2.11.8 SEHL T A SC U7 v 0 T L S 20 S0 R P v SCBRARAE g — N7 AR R T
TensorFlow 3.2.1 JT /%, T TensorFlow 75 %Ll Python {E N JT K& &, #IMIREE X FLAMIHUZ4T4E Python
3.5.2 & PR s A2 i He 2 i Scala 1 FH Weka 3.8 SRHMJ K. 528618 4T7F — & #i/R Precision Tower 3620
) TAF ¥ B, CPU S5 DU Intel Core i7-6700 4GHz, N 174 16GB DDR4-2133. 3522 S I 4k T 55 N,
T ARG &5 S & NVIDIA Quadro K620, 8774 2GB, IFAEIX AL AL E R HEAT T 128 AN/ I IR B 2 > Il 25
Sfe g gt T A 22 A MR VA 0V SO AR

T8 S 30 v FRATT LA 22 4> B0 P v B 5 TR A A U T B TR IS 8 A R 7 R R AR O e A R VR A R
o T H s I 00 8 D e A IO POt 2 P 1 R0 R Y A AR R VA AR TR 2R R T s
¥} CWE(common weakness enumeration)Z& A5 1,51 41 CWE-310 J3 7 (1) I 1A 38 7= A5 VA% 4214 v o 8 55092 140 o
PO S AN A AR TR RURG T CWEB-824 28 A8 i 5 VT il S v A7 i B 1R AR 22 4 0 I 6k U VI 17 7™ T
B, B AT LI F IR T VT 43 2 48 (common vulnerability scoring system) ()3 1 U7 43 3K A 4 PFAb A 4.

AN 2 eHR WS T M 1999 4E 2 H 21 H~2017 4 2 H 20 H i EdE, 354 82 606 AN i 4F Ay 52
565 0 o i A 6T A5 U IR 50 5 IR R T R VT 0 S U B 11 2 A VA AR bR, B 14 B A 2R (@) TR LB IR A
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X% % (corrected relative error, fij FX CRE), 1 LA b K ) W AT T4 77 35 FO vEERf R 2
A
L+1

FOr AT PR AR A 2 22, L AR EAEL O T B LEARVEAE D O] 01 5 B B AE 22 2 s e b A T Tl 4R 32,
TR bR TE A 4% SEABIEAT T — 18 1E.BR UL Z A0 R B TEAIAS 12 22 CRE 19 53— AN H 2 J R R M bR LA
/NI R R 8 22 AR B A AR DR S DA MRS s P Al 16 T A R B2 B T A R 0% 22 R D2 A X — B4 ool it )
E 45 SRATUBR Y R 10 AR S A, AT ASE e AT06T 00000 280 2R 1) D1 J4) 5 DA G 2248 T AR 5 22 AR 1K) 52 o 25 S0 TN
ABLR Z2 E AR VE AR T R BUAG, 8 2 80/ JU) 222 4 P PP A £ 45 OB HETR, 132 22 (i B /b 0

T TG I 2 B KA P 5 SR PP AR 15 A AR SCRPPAL 7 VR R 2 4 SRR VAL B0 v 8 28 B ) H 0 A
M B A A AR A A TR HE AT TS DAk P s D 2 1) 3 I S R A TN R e f) R A4 22 R
At AR S5 105 W TR R A9 A OG0 e e ) 585 — S A0 A5 VA B o S o R B e 22 OO TR D B R 44 2200 0;
DR AE PP A B b S Bt D8 22 TR T S 2 e LA FOU U e P v 0 0 — 0, U HR AL 220 1 DA e e 28— s
MHEs 20 2, RS UL O HEA 2200 344 22 DL T TN S TR A M e 4a b 1 ik 22 1, 44 22 0N U s i)
R VAR A VA 5 B 2 A SR RS R R 5 2 — A R A ZE RN A 0.
3.2 IBWLATAERERE X LR

ARG T VPG © A FFAE LR _EARER T3 L VPO AR R G0 0 T ANE CVE AT NVD 4l
J2E B R SR AT FRATT L B S G 2 A PPN LR Z X DAl 45 SR IR B0 ) v AL, AT R A 58 SR A
T3 A LEBAN R (4 22 AV VP A b A2 18 R0, R A0 30 s 1 800 2 7™ A PR b v 0 4R 23 B 10 473, B DR it G
9 AR BRI SR VP A i b 1 2B OB 2R O PR 1) 1 4 il EAT K, B 20K 10 DX IR 2R v - 24 4.

FRAT 2 A T AN [ B 8 27 5 SR AR AT B 10 22 4 VR Ak 5 b, 08 3 Js ) 008 0 s 0™ R 2 A1 1 230X
SR RPN AR bR, AT T 4 FlAN R B HLES 27 >0 [PV SR AT VA, JEE R AR 1100 T I 23 X A
(1 B OV AL TR, AT 2R T 3 BlAS IR AU HL s 27 20 70 RSO AT PRAN LG R LR 2.t T BEHLAR MRV BE mT
DA D4 [0 VA A6 258 SCRT DA Ay 4 R ABE AR g AT 0] 50 28 U i i b R0 2 BB DA R A 3 T 20T VR EAT T 203

Table 1 Training time and prediction error of regression models for numeric measurements

R 1O THAEBVEA SRR, R HIAS ] 5] R 28 () Y1 g i) 55 P00 25¢ 2

CRE =

x100% ®)

FRAR A K b= N S =S ] YRR SR ] R 7 R VT R 7 AR VT 1Y
EEKEAFS FL I R [ (s) THIAR X 15 2 (%) THUI ) Y G5 1] (s) TR T AR R 5 2 (%)
B eIENE 2.72 86.78 5.86 20.03

EE ik 83.93 44.66 271.69 12.98

M5 B 0.19 25.71 0.19 7.42

Fifi L AR ARV 0.22 24.18 0.38 1.74

Table 2 Training time and prediction error of classification models for the defect category prediction

2 0TI SR T, R A7) 23 AR R DI 5 I 18] 5 F00 3 22

T o KAk YIZ I 17 (s) o™ T R I 2 R TV 4 2. (%) TR 7 1) 3 HE 2 22
Logistic % 7) 35 %% 1.91 68.81 0.63
PSR 0.28 70.25 0.55
Fifl L AR bR 1% 0.67 82.53 0.43

M T Bl 45 R T A H AN 3G AL 2% >0 S0 TR TR P00 55 2 A Pk VP Al J L9502 JE R 1K) AE [F] YA
TRy e A ] 0 2 V2 e i 0 s ] 50 U (1) %8 2 AR K e A e P[RRV R S PR T AR 5 TR o L4
H RV A 45 R OIF AR O M OG AR Ze VER AN BE 15 B SR LI B ARVE 5 SCET M R I R 2R R R 22
1o 78 70 i 27 0 5 U e P R RV TR the AN RE AR 3R 1 AR 5 IO SR 22 A PR VP AN AT 55 . 2 2 I ol AN LTI 3¢
ZERR,IF HN IS TR A LA DAy 25 J2 S R 8 A2 — b on) e s 8 A0 I R IR ) SR A2 v 1) 0. H i, ol 1
IR 5 T TR B s S I R I SR A REKE 22 T2 I R R ) 56 A R H R M5 AR R B L AR P i
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SR A B VA SR, REAS BIARAF B DR BOR X TR M5 R RS AN B L AR MRS A 5T AR AR B T 28480 T ok
SRS RT3 LT 3K — 1l T2 B AR 4 b K 35 SUAF JEL A S 20 [0l U= 4 L 1) R 08 B, 7t — 28 1) [l 3 0 A U
ik G5 ST N RSB N S 56 45 BUOK R BE LR RV L MS TR 75 RS 22 1 DI B T AL VP A1 R R B

F92 B 7E CVE FI NVD S50 8 rb AN R R 10 552 B s 1) 250 B 22 AR R A S8 Bk H R AU R B T LA
AT 53— S B 4307 A I 1P 0 WA S 7 0000 2 oy 2 6o I T 8 SR 10— 20 5, FRAVY e SR U IR T ) A
o 17 2 AN A U I FR) 48 0f 450 e 2 TRV A7 A 5 TR RO G 2R - 24 Jhe VIR 246 % 50 45 ) /0, ROV B30t e b e 8 1) s VTR 2>
P, 9T I0 A %o 15 22 2 A K 1 224 s 1] 00 0 5 R, 8030 e b 45 8 100 9 ¥ 26 22 I T AL X 13 22 2 1) 1A ML IR AR
X 1 72 B 2 M S T At 280R A9 G, 2 B A SEBR XA AR 1 NI I, G SR PO 4 A7 3 AN IR, SEBR 7548 =2
R HER I FIUIN A RH X R ZE 1 200%, 76 742 2k 17 72 AR IR 224 552 o 0042 11 s V] 248 0 00 AR DK ISF, T AH X % 22
REAE 45 4y S s Hi R BEPTfil 35

® 2 Moy RE R 5 S RIS BENUBRR ST T B 1 43 FEROR X LI TR 22 4 PR VP A X — BAK I in)
B SR, BB VAL F bR -5 B VA s b B AT B ARARLIR) B Rk DR ke B A ) S LB WU AR VE R A 28
25 STy, AR I HAth PR 36T B PPl 5 R S
3.3 RIG2: A EIHFAE R R ITAL LA

TEASIZ 36 FRAT 43 B LB A IR AR AE 381 mT ABK B0 AR SC IR L 3J 459 50 A ) T3 4 22 4 PR VE A5 1R P A1E 1] X 4
RFAIE ] 2% [V BR AT A4 PR FIRRCAS 5 — ke e N Wb i 45 22 75 18, DA ITD S 7 B AH 5C 19 981 54 JE 10 o oy A A 8 A7 3%
SERFAIE A5 B TE AR A W] RE X TR I B 55 22 2 VETE oG I H AR 5 45 5, TR PPl 45 3 T4 B e &
T (PR AR TR0 T A 2 1 22 A M v R L L

HH T 22 A B P oh OG- AN T 11 B AR 5 Rl 2 5 2 A TR VAN T AR O I B A B FRAT W i e v
e 5 P At S A SR PR P 3] T AR IS S 6 #9046 ik 32 e A ) FRATT A 38 £ G R R ] 42 3 AU
FIMCHES, H N 2B T ] SR o 10 R 1) 46 S5 SCAS A 168 1 1), G 9] A5 v (D T 8 A #1172 JL A1 S 28 7E 36 3
PRI P 2. 2 AT LA 4 iy B0 B 4] Ok O B0y A 1) 22 A PR PPAG N S Al 8O R WL 3. ATl o 6 25 HR A 1) 22 2 PR U7
A R AT 4T 53 SRR AL AT ABCEE AR PR LT 230 0T A - 2 FEAN 8 b 14 ST 3 00 AR G 2 ZE B35 I 1%, W40 1 435
TR B 7 1R~ Y HE 2 22 RRAH 25 1 22, 4T 50 233X RE 3 e 41 20 U I SR BRI 78 T, 2 R 44 7205 31 2 44 FF M,
FATTIA R 31— I IR S B HE A4 1 TI000 2 2 A1) LAY 43 100 2398k 25 3 Ui b 1) ~F- 30 00048 B A 24 1 PEAG R
M 44355

Table 3 Evaluation effectiveness with the single keyword
F 3 HURRIEI PPN ROR

Kl e IR B 1T 1 Tl 7 R SV 23 1) TR A (1

ek T = SSE A 2 et
WiEA BB BORRREC)  TRIBORAREC) R4 VARRUCRAEY
Crafted 14 989 24.97 2.86 0.62 80.39
Cross 11 624 27.19 2.66 0.78 77.05
Vulnerability 37 262 28.98 3.55 0.85 74.99
Attacker 61 106 25.70 4.72 1.02 72.86
Cve 30436 28.17 4.57 1.03 71.92
Unspecified 18 482 30.66 4.00 1.00 71.78
Arbitrary 41 913 39.30 4.39 1.08 67.44
Denial 18 235 39.26 4.63 1.13 66.54

R3S gy TN AR AL A AL R KD 2 A PR VAL A TR R 22 D T A A, B AT DA ROR
43 R BN R HE P2 R g b 363 4t 17 A P AN RS AR B R U3l () 22 A PE PR AN OR, 3R 4 43 i
1[I R P AN AL B SR UK 48 R 5 BT A MR PP AN I ROR, 2R 5 4ty 1] 3 R AL 2L 15 SR VP Al B 2 4
PERIBOR.AFR 3~3% 5 (K PPAl B ol LA HH A8 P PS5 AR 100 DR B Bl 22 4 P P A, 3L A8 AR OR BT B AN A 1]
A3 ANFFAE ] X 5 PR R 5B (R AR 5. O UL, 24 H 7 A 38 3R 51 SRR AT AT A A B I, S B 1 HO RIS o oy
AT RS AR SRR 2 A VP A D7 VR LR AP AR5 AU 1o B ) I (45 5 5 1 S DG BR  £4 Oy 4 AN e A X — R ) 2
FI A TE s Ay 5 e AR SR A A AT R 3% 4 Bl vl &0, 4 BT 41L& A cross,crafted X P /N3 AL Ba] IR P £k 2%
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ARG X PSR TE A 2 38 3 T DA A fi ey B0 P AR AGE 1) o s T DL 2 A P A6 A R R AL 3] 75 4R T LA
IRAFE T I VPl O R A 5 B2 5 38 b AT L cross,crafted 5 A REAE1A] >k K15 H AR T8 & £l
Table 4 Evaluation effectiveness with double keywords
F 4 BURFIEIR )PPl RO
HENTEVe iR 3] TR T AR VT4 1) ERlEEARtE s B i)

Heks 4T 3= A S 7 ZEL I\
MU AL BUHIA 80 PRRMMARLREC) PR RIEHRRA
Cross, crafted 23.06 1.07 0.33 86.46
Cross, denial 24.42 1.23 0.34 85.78
Cross, vulnerability 24.74 1.13 0.37 85.21
Cve, cross 24.96 1.93 0.41 84.20
Vulnerability, denial 24.93 2.87 0.43 83.57
Cve, vulnerability 24.77 2.07 0.47 83.22
Cve, denial 25.15 2.70 0.46 83.05
Cve, crafted 25.41 2.66 0.50 82.31
Table 5 Evaluation effectiveness with triple keywords
F5 AR R PEAL RO
e A VoM ERAG IR ] b= BP0 o g ] b M ~RitkE 5 At A 5 LA/
ATIEIALS BUHIA S0 FERMARHRECY) PSR % PHRRCR R
Cross, crafted, denial 27.46 2.07 0.34 84.49
Cross, crafted, vulnerability 27.74 2.07 0.37 83.90
Cve, cross, vulnerability 26.91 1.89 0.40 83.73
Cross, denial, vulnerability 27.80 2.31 0.37 83.80
Cve, cross, crafted 26.76 1.88 0.42 83.45
Cve, cross, denial 27.33 2.00 0.41 83.39
Cve, crafted, vulnerability 27.22 2.50 0.45 82.59
Cve, crafted, denial 26.72 2.68 0.47 82.37

FRATAE R € 5 R AH SRR AR ] 2 € HR i B SR AT ) B IR R 4T T N B ER B BR 4 2R s R L cross.
crafted 1 A AL U] F 2l N ELIR R L SRAT 0 B AR 5 208 1, 70% LA E ARy BEF RV T 08 B (1 Bug YA IR
T 18 2 B X BT AT VP A R 7 o DL BRATT I 3 3 S Bl Y0 T PP Al &5 SR de A B A 2K
34 HWIHESIEMNITHLEROZM

AT 2R A R R 5 | SR SRATA S5 P 5 1K A 281 5 Bl PSP ROR 38 6 s T e
JEa TR 3 AN RGBT RO AR 6 R A, AS R R TR DAl S AL R S AN KX B R 43 4
RGP 2 A PEVP Al AR A B0 BE 0 2 SRR ARG R, 77 B 48 R AE B 22 A ME DAl FRORS P2 s AR T HE R
i 7.

Table 6 Prediction precision of models with various search engine
6 AT A A Y 25 I R ) T RS R
TR BT Ui I 7 R V43 1 R (EENEItES B i

Ik S AE 2l EEL
AR o TR %) TR 42 WARRURES
B Y 25.44 1.96 0.43 83.70
RIS R 25.43 227 0.46 83.10
TR 2591 2.40 0.61 80.40

3.5 /g

f LA B 3 2 S Ee ORI, BT AT AA Y DU G518 6 TS i) 1, BE AT AR PR SRV A g PR L% 27 ) AR T DL
AT 2 50 B2 4 T PTG A 5%, DR PR SRR 3 28 05 5 ) [ U 389 1 B0 B R AR A b g 3 SUAE R I 38 30 [l U
HH R R0 R, SR T A R A () st 43 B D [l D A 200 5 A [l . 2, 3R ATT I, 2 PR A VR 45 SRR L R R AR
AT LASRAR B A R AR E S O, DR A X R S A 2R 5 | W S B 3 P TR A 3, AT R LA
[ 48 28 5 | 0T PP Ak 25 SR 1R 53 T AN S AR DR, 3 U BH DR 30 23 48 2% 5 | S 3R 22 4 P VP Al AT 5615 JE IR B8 1 2 2RABL I A
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S S5 R TS0 AS ST R AN OB T BB TR Rt AN O A R R AT B AT B AT b AT A R P AN
ARAF U A, T 42 2 ) R e 2 i VR 35 1) AT P ) AT — B AR R 22 4 VAl e 2 AR LR 3RS e 2%
22 A PP 4 R BRSO i B W A9

4 MEXIME

AR SO B R AR E T O IR BN 1 A RE AR e A VAN U VR S LR AT B IR T P AR AT 2 2 A
PEVEAG . O AH G AR HE R W B 303X — 15 8 7 3K, 1M K 28 2 T 1) A R AT Bt 7 R A R A SR AT 22 4 P VP Ak, R
I A S A 6 3K — P 37 SR T RO A O 10 AT T RS RUAS SO 2 A R VP A BB DA SR B, T A S
Fo AN ) 22 A FR AR M B DA FE T WL 3 27 >0 R SRR I R AR A5 R O A2, 1 T 538 2 T AR [ 3
PR IR AR S5 B I AN el 5 T ARG PR R 3 BE GV iR SR AR PR AT kR A0E 5 TR L4 25 53 122 T DR 1 P A A A
e, B SR 5 5 hy B2 2 AR A 2 A PEAT DAy T[] ISR L8 2% 33 46 5 T AR (A DG A BT TAR
Pt L Tk, — R T AR ML 2 ST T A S B AR .

o TR K AE 2 A FRAR AT

BEFARBG K BRA 22 A 4R A 43 BT 430 A T 3 6 A A 5 — 8 8 AT 4 AT R, 23 T 2 R 1 222 4 U T LA
SN [ 22 A VEVPAS 8 AR Lund 2524 5 42 H T CORAS Jy 1%, 0 3ok K Bl A5 B Sk 345 ¢ A VP A% T 75 (1 VT i Fig b A
AR 5 il i) UML-profile K2R 877 WG 22 AT S 22 4% W R 22 A it w7 28, 01 1R B8 2 A I AH K
Tk D % 22 4 U T 284 T B ) R 1R B I 20 W S 2 0 22 4> 1 1) Goseva-Popstojanova 2827 % #2110 T —Fh T UML
R (22 4 RS VEAS H8 B, 1% 07 725 1 2 20 T A 28 45 0 v R P 5 A 0 8 1 XUy BT -7, O 66 T S 1 T e R DA
TX B PR 1) 7 E AR S, T R AT SR SR SR I 5 XU DR, O g 2% DL S5 A A SR VA 451 R
AR 22 A T Yacoub %5 2 5 10— AT BRAR AR 3R 45 M R T AP ) AR R 4 88 1 i R 2 KU PR, 9
AR SRR 7R 3 50T AR A SR A A R (078 B2, B IR 3R & S0 T A B 5 R R HEAT B
153 A G 1 AR KU B 1. Cho 48522 45 Y T — Al AR TR B BOR (0 22 4 VR4l s, B T-9E4% Android
P I I AR 4 A 1 U 1K 5 Nostro 5525 5 $2 H T 2 T0UR b, LUK 22 4> Tt 1) B 90 18 i 1047 A\ T
PRAGUO Tang %5 23 BRIF T B8 0K 5 42 K4 (model driven architecture, ffii Fx MDA) [ %2 4= VF ] 851, - Xt 455 700 5 2y 4
FIHEAT T 47 A8 H ST AR 28 1) 22 4 VR AL 1 B2 U Wang 2527 % A 48 T 178 W 48 348 S 1k rhobs 22 2 ThRE VR 5
TR VP A AR 45 A (0 S B VR LK B YA 2 B A T 5 2 2 [ AP A ) R, DAty 5 SRR X MRS (5 AT A
o T e 1) 77 1%, T G Bl K N T AR 3K A R A A (R P T AN B A L 1, PR o AN 3 T O R A
P 16 2 A VP4

Schmeelk 255 # 5T T WA FE T B AFE P 0T AR B 3 & 100 B BT AT K011 Rashidi 45 2% 4 %t
Android V- ] e A7 6 10 22 A% U S SC B 97 J7 500 AT T A T A 43 H1 5 PP Neuner 2522 # 05 T 36 T-3h A&
IROMIT 10 22 A VP4l 7 VR I X RS B G LG T AT I B T 1 & BB 48 G Ul RIS # 00T T 902K
AR e R RA T 5 ) R, L T 2% ) AR HE T T AR ) e A VP A 7 VAL ) Shabtai 22 3 0 45 A ¢ A HLEE
7T N TV, AR T 5 BRI 2 AP A IR A5 U7 Liu 25252 2 0 O 10 2 AN 22 8 R AT — R ge it o ir, 9
CEARIEE T — AN IR VR AS B0 R VRSS! % A X 7E 0 12 R H R O 0 AR R TR AT T AT 4
VA —4E 5, Liv 253 3 — 20 o0l 7% B0 6 e A AT 35 J2 W53 W7 07 248 3 A 2 4 U T (R0 b ARG 26 SR A
ARG Bagheri A543 4 H T I T FH A T BN 3 22 AN N R 68 8 95 U5 il AR P D) AR FLSE VR E 2 Ak
25 PR R ASE TR 56 0 5 A 3 W T8 3o 22 A 17 P B [0 i) o 52 0 58 PR AN 22 A AT g PO T e 35 1 AR s £ T3 A 0
52 bR o BT 2 DG 2 AR (R AT A R 5 5 B X R T 1 22 A P el A B X LA 3 S 2 VR A
Fa bR 53 T I 90 1 3R AF VRSS T 43 s i, 5 AR R B 22 A 30 b 23 A AT — 5 (1 B R . 55 X 8 TAE AN,
ARSI PR Web ISR S A AF VRS E AT KBS R, BB A S A DG N A, X B N A T LU T
PEACH (1 43 BT RV R 1 485 SRt mT D P R A AR R F 2206 B o T B e At P A A 43 BT R
&5 L 22 1) 7 T DRI R AR R B A THT (4 DAl 45 R DR b, AR SO R G B A R AT SR AR VBT P B A A
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LA VEVEAL.

o BT HLAR S I U5 A R AR AR

BT WU 2% 20 07 0 A 20 B BOARE W 3 WO 5% R R e 45 ) B T R PP AT D A DR AIE, VF 22 5 i
o LKE TACRS (0 B 22 AR b 20 M D R Al 1) SE 0 — 20 b, AT 3 T3 S i, i 0 R My AL R AR i
Jr AL 27 S SRS S W AT 0 RIE AT 84T 3 AU . Gascon 5527 F BIFT T & FIHLER 2% I h K 43 K55
20T R B0 B BEAT 20 A, AT T UK 2 38 AT I 221 B4 B 50 P B0 AT DA R AR 1 2 ) R AR E 2 T TR )
BEAT M 77 R Afonso 522 4R TR N T T APT J5 3% 1 UCHORI IR FH 22 46 07 125 1A KA Dl U310 2 1
(FVRFAE, R 3 28 S0 AR 30 T /R K 08 B0 5 3 P HEAT IX 9322 Yang 452 0 f il R 4 2 B0 AT h
(0 bR SO B 22 A BURRAT by R A DA VR 2 A I R AL, 7R P SCARE ) B AL, B T O R A R A
AT g 3 — 7 ) BT A S A T R AT DR DA B A IE AT A DT 63 22 2 Y 43 2. Gorla. 44
ST P R A, 12 T8 g I 2 DA AN [] B 7 88 i o s 3 [) — 1 O 12 PR X 22 e UK APT Y
REATGE Uk J5 5 R F Al B 10 208 SR B WL U3 ) — vl )l 22 4 AT S P RSO AR R, H A se 2k
WU 27 2D 1K) 5 S BEOQUE A P AL 2% > KR s o I 0P (038 AT DA T I AR 3RAT 24 4 PPAS R AL

FAR T 5 AL BB B 5T BEGHAER I R, DO B A SR T 5 40 0 1) SORS AN S AR S AT 20 AT Lu
SEep B A AARTE S A BLECARXT App AR SCRGIEAT 204, LA TR S D e 1 30 1 7 P9 [ AT B 855,
B e UM BERA S L AT O vk A %20 Que 45 2% 8 1 ARV 5 AR L L 19 S BREUECP 0 7 D 1 2 A
B A P I AT TG 22 A BRSO Naan 45 225 61 19 AR 5 A0 #K Andriod App A J5 SO o i SC B S0 A
BEAT BRI, LA B )5 23 RS il it S AUk A SR I PP N R T 43 T 27 Huang %622 3% 91 T # 30 N H] UL H 3)
ST H B UL B AR i N BRARSE 15 3 EAT BRAR 36t vl fig 3 BUT P BaRA T 38 1 S i e 3 PY. ik Ak,
AR 5 A PR AR A B 0 G2 B0 Bl 1 B 1) S A S T B ATT A A v A PR PR B R 2 4 EL A R
¥ 9 AR5 5 .

5 %RiE

BT 22 A P R A R B A IR SR Tl PO T A 2 LI A B R R R MG A AN, AT B
DT A o 2P mb AT RE 5 AT () e I i B SRR, RIS B AT 2 A VP Al AR A5 20 B T R A PR AG 45 R
JRT CATRGIN A o A A B9 AL 22 4, DB T K 2 Rl S e SR I U W, LA JRE S sl 2> DR DA AP 2 4 ]
T 38 BSABY 2R A S o o P AN B0 R AT S s ST B AW IR R St 22 A R VP4l X AT Rt Ay —
SE [0 22 4 VAl 7 SR 0, 24 PP o BT 39 1 T 58 40 1K) 20 AP v A LR R 0, it 4 A B B2 1 B AR A
BN B UL R I S A REAT 3 =5 VRl 5 UL ©A ) 2 PRV AR A G TR — 1Rl R

o EE AR DA BK LR DAL HOPE R U ACRD B A TS 1 0k At 2 el A VR (1 AR K P

BT A I 7 T BRI B DT 0 R VP Al 45 s

o JLUCKEA PRSI K 55 T REIZ 88 T 25 B % FE 1 o0 A L AR R I8 AT A Bl 2 3

AL T Bl iy B AR A K (1 BE AL BRI 22 A VPl U i % i 1 O N TR HC A A
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