23 ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

Journal of Software,2016,27(4):955-968 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.005024] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [ b2 I8 ARAF T ST RSP A Tel: +86-10-62562563

£
BRI EAREGRARE. REETHR
REE EER OB AL EREA! BAAY T O a4k

(R R SRR SER BT Mt 211106)
AR WEHRERE AR, AL 100871)
BAE1E#: UL 4, E-mail: ghshen@nuaa.edu.cn

B B MR T IR R T A G ot F A, B, ST IR R TR R T AR P e RBP4k
TR 2 X T2 R TR ENAEILA A7 B LR 69 R & 53R o L A B 2005 3L
R T TEIREE R R AR, BAFRLIE MAEXERGEERL AL T SRETEH., T2
FEHESFEMR T HTERBEWNHAGRERENFEL L XA M EBRAFE. EFROER (L
REEBAAAR | GEEAR . 2 BIEEVARBMF T LI HEF BEE T R TE - I F LR 57 X
7T ARBAR K . AR KA AR 4L B AR TS I AE QIR T — R B AR R TR T FF T Akt AT
STAZTAE AL E B R M. TR GRS 5 &R P e 5k,

KEEIR: SIS TR RS M R R e A R A

HREZESES: TP31I

TS G A S s  E E HERE R, U K, R R A BT, R KR B A W AR VR A T SR bR AE L B TR
#%,2016,27(4):955-968. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/5024.htm
G 35| FH#%30: Shen GH, Huang ZQ, Xie B, Zhu YQ, Liao LL, Wang F, Liu YL. Survey on software trustworthiness evaluation:

Standards, models and tools. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2016,27(4):955-968 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/
1000-9825/5024.htm

Survey on Software Trustworthiness Evaluation: Standards, Models and Tools

SHEN Guo-Hua', HUANG Zhi-Qiu', XIE Bing®>, ZHU Yi-Quan', LIAO Li-Li', WANG Fei',
LIU Yin-Ling'

'(College of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Nanjing 211106, China)
*(Department of Computer Science and Technology, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: The failure of safety-critical software could result in death, injury and damage to people or loss of equipment or property.
Therefore, it is important to evaluate whether software trustworthiness fulfills the user needs (i.e., trustworthiness evaluation). This paper
first compares the definition of software trustworthiness and its evaluation. Then, it surveys the software trustworthiness evaluation from
three different aspects: Standards, models, and CASE tools. This work studies these aspects from the view of domain-independent as well
as domain-dependent. In summary, there is great progress being made for software trustworthiness evaluation theoretically and practically
while its universality and scalability are still need to be improved.
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LT O Is TR . st . ST AR RE AR L A R O AR B 1) DR A R T e
TARK IR, ARG = T ARG WK« SR8 PR PR s Y. A 7. AR 25 8 0 L 383 — b B R (R ik N
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L (B, ZEHL F-22 K ML RN R GG w3k 300 J5 4T, F-35 HLARIHb T i A R G ARAS w1k 1 500 J54TH).

TEFFIC B BFREE b AT CRE RN KA )AT A9 (AN A 2 P AR AN A0 s e A0 A5 45 B 1 s w455 2 i) A
FR) R Bk ] T 2 MO U P, H T & Pl B B R 1R R A BRI A I B VR AR 5 . N O B,
B0 AT R A, T D) 2 R A R R ), L R B R 7 9 2 RN B A T R 3 S R A A B Ay 2
A R A (safety-critical software).
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THE VBT % 0 A v R 1 e 8 L R, 5 26 3 B ONL A R L B ST a3 7 dx 6 WO A 1 R T
PRI 3 A R ROt B 2 0 o e B 0 P 0 6 O A 5 38 55 PR 3 ke ), L 1 28 38 B A0 P s
WO 45 UK T e S5 ) B I {3 o 249 SR AR PR AT b Al AN 2 AN T 40232 (00 I R 4 e A AT P,y
T R RE AR )

WA RTZAARE . BeT M INISAT I 45 - SR A F003 10 IR 2% 1 g AATY 88 g 5o 1) Tl 8L, B 26044 v A5 1t
(software trustworthiness) i) /. 5¢ T8 0] A5 [ 52 S A U5 BT 18 L LT e — RV 22 41K, & [ 1) 27
B WEFTALGUT AL T AN [ T 78 AU, AN [7) A H e 2 Y T A ol A o SO R A ST 4128 . R
FE I SO, WA DT AR i M A 5 T SE ) LA AT TR LG, LR 1

Table 1 Definition of software trustworthiness
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14598(software engineering-software product evaluation).ISO/IEC 9126:2001 43 Ji% 4 /N4> :ISO/IEC 9126-1.
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I__________________I
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Fig.2 International standards for software quality and evaluation
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fti B AR), HIF A A B2 Evaluator(EF Al A ) SR 48 AH 5 1) AT {5 UE 4% Evidence(VF Al 4 445 ), N2 HI W 45 43 2 M ¥
Classification(PPAilti v ) FA FT A5 M REAT I 045 20 B PP S5 R Result(PEAS &5 ) RO RL L, an &l 3 o, e
oh 5 R R VEAN LB OCTBR 10 70 38 2R 10 30 7R 2 AR ST 2 B 43 A K A 2 (BT PP il e ORI Al AKX PN T3 5 T 3
i, TS E 40 J T A 4. B AT A5 PR AL AT R 7R i

Result=eval(Target,Evaluator,QualityModel,Evidence,Classification).

B AT A VPATR AR IR A R N A A R R X

IR A A 7 R 5 S R 6 A I A e e v 3 e PR AR A1 I 9% R 5 oA R 5 A1 B 050 ) T A RS AT VT
fiti A7 A T A BIF A T e v v A ) 0 R D AT A M SR YR TR el R L 7 o BB IR S B AR L T A S AR
(AR, T R AT AR B RRAT TR0 e S AT I BIDRAT T SERR 1T A, A7 W] Rkt R B SO i g
SR AR AT i BRI DAl 45 AR wT DLER AL SR 2 7 AR D 3 1 M B 7 il w5 M AT e

TR A I PR 5 SR S B0 T A R TR U AT 8 SR AT R T O Bt 0 A P 3 22 5 WO A 1) A o o BE
Internet 7 AW J, P W] LA A IR BRIk 5% 55 DEURIEAT 5 H SR A e e i LA T R4 s A A
AR AT B AN T SRR AT R AN [ S5 ) 1 5 SR B AT AR TR AT DA IR 45 R TR

FEEAESIN  httpe// www. jos. org. cn




KB F BT REFR R ARE, BA LT 959

PRI AR PP AL T 4.

Evaluator

Classification

Spec. of
Qual. Req.
Qual. Req.
(ISO/IEC

25030)
Eval.
Target (ISO/IEC Evall,t
JL 25040) IR
Evidence
Model/Artifact
\/\ /resource
_________________________ _1I ( ) Process
|
Qual. model Qual. measurement |
(ISO/IEC 25010) (ISO/IEC 25020) ! ==> Data flow
I ——  Association

Fig.3 Definition of software trustworthiness evaluation
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(effectiveness). 7= # (productivity). % 4=V (safety). i & J& (satisfaction) 2 5 M >k KI5, W B 5(b) Frow.
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A HIT-CET; Ci#k[29-311T & T i&E H T- BPMS #4175 PRAL 1945 BT HL 3% 28 10 BLAR A1 SRR 58 1) A B
TEAS AT H 5 AN 5] B FH PR 558 10 200 o) o 1) SR B 3 i .

(3) BN AR T A 5 35000 3 Y42k o 4 ) - 355 2.2 745 T IA8, B7 1K) COTS AR 55 S Sk A T A A5 4% G VA 75
S A LG FH 537 0 R A VP A DL COTS PRAG 1 A A0 0 491, AN ) AR 390 H 38 A 2 1) (R 1/R2) A b 75
BAE B (70 ) A5 2 1438 P P A B A AT E S B ) R D (R3/RA) A 25 P B B (R7) 43 KT I8 VP Ay A5 2
PR A S B ARV BE T A I VPAS (RO) A T b 75 22 5] N — S8 8T AT R (WA 1F 5 e 45 14T b 43 25155, %k
I P 4 2R PR SC ) A, K] b 4 i AT 01 5 S Bk (1), B AT DA 045 LT A ke e 5 1K) B R LR (R 5) U)K
AN I RS e, T VA 25 B PR (2), BRI A F ) RS LR AR vk

BRI, T S 3 8 A RT A5 VA (0 DA 2 (468 o A 2R | IR AR 2R R 0] A o S 55) 5 TR SRR U Tk
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3 BRHAEITFEMERESTA

3.1 AR MR ERE 5IEREEE

T —— SR T2 A 75 2 4 BB 4
"‘ R PR 5% B AT L 46 I S0 ) 2 T £ 6,

{ Il BV AR A T A5 1 g O DR 3 A G, DB 6 £y 85 Sk R
‘ Characteristic || Chancteristic | B AT AF T UE AR YOG T S S B R

v ! i1 FEM BRI RIS I8 2 T o BT F

‘ Subcharz‘icteristic ‘ ‘ Subcharacteristic ‘ ‘ Subcharacteristic ‘ ) AT A ) i B AR

i v v v SV ER AR B BLEL 5 ) AN )2 IR R TG
[ Auribute | [ Auribute | [ Auribute | gy F1 g R TSO/TEC 2501n 2 X T i G b 70l 4%
Fig.6 Structure used for the quality model K (structure used for the quality model) L Az 4 )5t
(quality meta-model) T M T (software quality model). Ji 2 45 70 45 K By
Mo WA BURETIRIPIEICIAD g s 76 UM, 08 06 45 IR REBER 502 25 T4

: (characteristics), 5 V£ 0] #8F— 25 4l 4k g 7435 7k (sub-characteristics) Fl i & J& 'k (attributes), 45 P 5 7~ 45 2 A2 s
BRI 5 i 6 s,

CRAF AT 23 0D VSRR H il JL A B A0 55 AR (U1 ISO/IEC 2501n,McCall #1AY), 5 LA AT {5
JEE AR P AR R IE A . A AT RARR IR SS AR D0 AR DY REPE . AT EEME . 2 PRSI A R
FRFE I BAE e WA SIS P S AR AR . E I R D, Y IR T {F S 1 R] LA AR ISO/IEC
2501n Jor i A A vh KRR L AR R R e, R I T A R I TN R AR A 3 S TR — R LA R X P e A
BIAELR B T 1SO Jot s B2 45 K ¥ A Jo & ST HLTE ff B0 R 36, 2 T &

B TR 2R ST R 8 ) (RIS TR ) (1 — N S0, G ISO i ST — N TR Y (software
product quality model)F1— A4 F 5 &4 4 (model for quality in use), 7 5l W1 B 5(a) A& 5(b)FT 7 54472 i o &
RTS8 25 T ANRE I, AT — 20 R0 TR SR G4 FH P i B B TN 46 A TR M R T — P R TR .

SCRR[32]4 T — P %o e Ak 2R 55 40 1) W A5 D8 P A 28, i A 28 ) Y i K5 Jt B (POMEE) MK 4 ¥ 356 Uy ik
(GDMM)X 14 5 &5 My EAT AT A5 PRAL SCHR[331 45 & 5 1 T SIEAE S0« Re D0 F0AT D 55 07 TH IR wT A5 J@ 1tk 3t 7 —
/> Internet FRYE T HAF ) 0] 15 ME & #57 (concept model for trustworthiness) M R {5 B HiE 4€ (trustworthiness
assurance framework),i% B2 [ 0] {5 R A5 28 BT Ok W] 45 DAY (W) ST s 28 SCHR[ 7145 7 — i 1) T 16 ) g L 01 40
FA ¥ (internet-based virtual computing environment, {&ij % iVCE) ) EL 5 M F A4 ] {5 BE&S AR N B AT (5 . Re o]
5 FAAT AT AR X 3 AN J7 TSR AR Bt Y 408 S R ] A P SCHR[34 120 W T 13 ANAS [ I AT A5 455 28 (trust model, B 24 AT
EIPA R AR D) SR LSO = E RS TR BEN. TSR ERBRRAE, IS H K
AP T A M A Y () AN AR 3 . SRR [2 7 1048 B AR WIS 2 GO, 8 T PR Ak oA B L rp B i v 2k TR 43
il G 2R RE M AR IR VE AL H A 2 ) {5 8 Pk A2, B A

(2) FIAF UL AR

A A D A R B L BEFh T A i M O B . SO s LA A S PR A S AT A e 4 S A 5 0
B NAT AR AR A R, OV T 20 0 R A T8 1, B A /D 4 B U s A8 B8 T R4S P Al DN T A P o T
ROEFE A T R IR O, DR O A A FE 4

AN T WS UE Y AR A DLIERh &5 b AT AL ZUG  B0R 8 T A R A i A 2 I 0 1 AL 2R 45 TR 4y
AR AN [RI T 22 S AR DR A9 B A VT 5 0 R BN A A4 i Jod S0 P A 5 ] (5 e 4 R 20 24 BUR 3 ANJ7 T O
S B BEUEHE « $R A B B 3 AN B BEUE S AN BERE AT HE— 2D A0 0 R — RS A I T LU
P UEHE 10 SRV A7 78 0 7 AT IR 1K 20 2R SCHR 27 R H 1A P 5 4 e, 40 38 S 4, e T WS FE 4R
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JUARE RS, b A0 HEAIE S 28 EH PR R B A 0 35 U SR T AR K 4 b T UE I 2 e SR 4 S T A S TR T A A
FERY R 22 2 ORPIR G5 8 R 45 28 H b R 74 5, IR R o A s UE A o P 09 5 AN R 1 4 T T A LR U
LT B8 A It TP Ay S5 B 2 5K S ol P A5 UE A A 2, R R

SCHR[20]53 A T A% S8 6 AT A5 UE BB 55 2 2K 5 VR AN JE 32 T — 3 30 IF 1) A A5 IF 40 A5 28R ] 5 DA
J7 985 ATt N AN [R] A7 B 568 A E AT 25 T8 1, I B T A 3R A DA TR I AR N B2, 5 A% S iR HE 15 R AH LG, i
PR 22 YEVTAL A RT3 AT 45 Ak SCRR[35145 & 25 18 T R PR I5E L A A 4430 R0 A 7= ok 2 ) mT (5 B2 5%,
MBS RZHAME . HFLEEAIE X 3 AN T A] {5 U4 EAT 5 20, 0 45t T RS 1) B 7 9. SCR [36 0 ot xef
FHEA:X SoureForge H I H #EAT 43 H, A BRI H A7 € R0 5 5 301 P45 1 A 70 55 8 1R D 16 40 b4 e 77 e it
H A £ TC R0 A 3R AT A 4 ) A
3.2 AIEEEB S RIE

TXFR 3 B IR W] AF (R 23 G 3 G RS2 T A PIA ) UL 0, 65 PSS 20 0 P s SCREAS 23 20 I i A T
AR LS T AT O RN AT DG B AN 5 TREAT 43 1.

(1) UG I I AT A5 PEAL 2 e

TE T AR VAL 23 G b 75 2 58 SUBRAE T A5 20 (B W ANE O ~2F 5 ORI RIME 2 e bk &R T 45 4
TG HRAR F R A5 ARG B TL A5 b5 18 B0 0 S 4, e AIE 30 o S04 T4 20 0 1 S 3 0 AR 2 ' Se k(151 T %
R R v PR I R T AR M IR O R R DR B AR AT AL A T T A B A B HE 42 TPMF(trustworthy process
management framework); SCHR[2]45 I8 T —Ff % F B AF 7 GASE R0 304 1R T 4 ek BEAT VA 1 25, 28 T — ik
P RTAE 23 AT O A WA PG LA (0 g AL BRI T — R ER R 7 2 SCR 16148 8 T — AN SCRF R R YR AT A
PG BHESE, IR 45 H T 12 ME S8 7R A 50 R 27 A 0 R v vk RSB 585 SCHR 35142 T F sk Tl £ sl &
1) AT A W 8 458 78 (trusted measurement model, & #x TMM), 5 7] 15 11 5 41 Z3(TCG) K H 19 58 280 5 5 AL A1
b, TMM R 3G 23 e, WA S2 e N 077 R SCHER(1 718 56 /A5 WAL PO F R b sh stk . 24, TRk
TR A2 UL A ) A B T T AR ROE R B 0P AL U K VR SR B A M @ PR A R AR, — B R L
TV RENAS . 2T,

SCHR[2718€ H T — e A 00 P45 VP Ay O AR 2 % o S 20 | I s A58 20 R PP A i b A 28 G v P4 HR A A4 R
ST T VRAL 23 G BT T (0 2 AR AR AR RIEAT T 40 8 S0 DL T PRl T I S0 AR AR AR R 8 SO FR AR
(indicators) ) 2 &, M #8 Ar il i 2 X 43 A1 4% 7Y (analysis model) FIHR FE (scale) R ffi ik, o o, 2 W 455 70 S AL 45 24 5
(formula) FI Y S F5 #E (decision criteria). 18 i 5 B oK Jir ASAE X A 37 f Jag A ABE 28 0T s A5 284 G BBk ke W 45 1R Al 76
TR SZRFARHE AN R A0 AN ) A 8 A [0 110 0 St ABE AR | 91 B 7R R g b A 28, AT 9 A2 T A0 A5 VA 75 SR B
2N T B SCER[3TIH T — VP Fa bR B8, I HLAS F DR 235 6 VP Al S BN B A WIS T PR R AT VP AL

R AT BE AR I 43 B 28 15 % 8, SR (3814 Hh T — PR 28 s T A B e e SO & T R S P R
B T= 31,02, V), R B AL B PE L HEKCPE  BUBPERI AR X 4 Bl 3. A 5 T S 1tk 2 b B 5 Ak
KBS, H 43 50l W 1 A T SC R (3917 S A it b 156 e /N B et A I S B 1 Ja M ) s ey R A 77 oot A L B 1%
G SEBR G DL SCHR[401 U 3G N T 55 5 Pl BT A2 0 Mk, A0 A5 4S8 1) 40 280 R AT P 4 v X 2R AF 0 e R ik T i H
) HH R P R k(v B A2 Je e B i 1) o AR T, I S A FE Y TR 24 10,107, 5% Ja8 e A B AT W Aff ) 4 5 i

(2) 'R R U A ) AT AE PP 2 SO

T8 S B AR o S 1R RO A5 VAL A A 5 T S A 5 A0, 80 3o 43 BT A Ko R A P R ) RIS R SR T
AT VAL SRR T A — B B AT 55 B AR AL I N A BE R IIMLA]. e sAnifE S,

1 4, T m) b 45 9 FE 4 PR 48 (business  process management system, fif /8 BPMS) ] 4 14 BT {5 PFAf : ST ik
[29,30]45 1 T BPMS B4 1A T {5 e b 7 A0 20 R0, 38 7. 7 VAN I FR B AR vk . SEIL T T BB A iy T
1 PPAR A7 B2 T L SCHR[41100E T 20 DN ZhRE PR FRAEFD 10 MBEEPEAL FRHE, 0K BPM 7= & %I 4 4 3 HF BPM.,
BPM 5%, i 2 BPM 7l E L% BPM N HIX 4 A5G0 SCHR[420 W o kA D HSCRFIX 3 ANk sk
T —/~ BPM 5 BEANVTAL HELL SCHR[3 1] HE & BEFI Y SR EE X RS 75 ) B BPM #RPF B i A2 v b b AT PE A,
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SH T BRI ST T ARG T A CoCoFlow.

107 B dnh COTS M8 SCHR[43 188 HE T — Pk T 7 il S0UIBl )R] B IO 7 vk e — MEL R I R &
O BAR 4l SRR B 1% 07 1k L AR Gt ) L ek XU R T A L SCIR (44148 T — B AR A D R AR SR DK B R UF Al A
EHE COTS MIFRI 5 vE, 1 Se4s D Be 75 SRk 40 i B4 — A BEH T 5E 109 — S BEHeR i Hh A 308 1) ) 42 AR 8 45 52 1)
VA BIBON K PR T F 0 S S PP REAT VAN B0 KAL) 145 T8 BRAS 20T ISR 445 SCBR (1542 L — Fh e T
72 5 43 AT IR DA vk A I 23 BT 4 1 5 5 SR AR T Re kb 2 S Bk R A A

St F UL B VA A 25 T B P B LR 7 75, W OSMMI)(open source maturity model). QSOSH!
(qualification and selection of open source software). OpenBRR!M’J(open business readiness rating)4% . iX S5 17 fiti 4
TRV A S B LU AR, 1 o o SO & e P A R (0 5 2 D /7 Jeg e ), L R WA R Jir s oAk 030 T 3R A5
RIS — A TR SBIRL (S ALK AN ) R R R v S R X B BL OpenBRR 4 49 4 — 43 W] :OpenBRR  J2 H
Carnegie Mellon Silicon Valley Center 5 Intel 552 w] B & AT, K T 12 AN TFIRE A1 )& T 43 25 (categories),
mrhhe. Fis. PEA. SCRPRE. ALK, SRS B SR A RIVE A I B R U BRSO AT 4 K T
BUSR IS B d5 24 1) BRR 40 9SS A b T S0 PP A A5 8 R 07 32 e At 7 b ) 440 R0 P 905 A0 A PR 3 4R Rl (n S E S 4
) AH B T AR i Pk, LT SREASE TR A X a7 5, B B 22 SR B K 23 2 (0 1~5 20) A XS T- oAb O B 4
R BACAP R 40438 3 HH P AT T AN AL

SCHR[A8TA T vy 5 GiF 34 (10 1 2S5 T B ] 35 D P 1100 W A2 1, R 0 A B 0 ) (5 B 1 R 5 B T
ZAEJEYEXS CPS R GEHEAT @A VAl SCHR[4910F 7T T /E M0 FL R e i Wl A5 1k, 45 A S b g 57 1 — Bl {5 1k
PPN FEAR R R T % B 1 F 55 9. SCER[SOTHE 256 4 B L R R HIRE RURIT RIS /5 SR G N R A 2
SRR L w A PR R AT E UE WX 4 AN TR T R g AR I R GEHEAT T RIS R[S 115 SR T
WU AT 55 35 RE VA5 1) 8,38 T A RO W7 5. SCRR[S21F 9T Web RS (0T (5 2k 1) @0, A AT FHPE . T SE M fn 22
A EIX 3 AT TN Web [ 45 1 AT S PEREAT VPAl, 45 L1 T FLAR PP Al AR v S5 SCHR[53 151 % T IR A 24 A A5 1 AT
T VPAS . SCHR[SA1E 23 A1 20 e R il 25 2% 2 4t DDSS(distributed database server system) ' 5] A B & #1512
37 2 5 A AT 45 R, O A B s 2 N R e P v A A B DOENLHI SRR, — e R B4R T DDSS &
GEIK AT A 1 SCHR[SS 4R H T 38 F T 0 Ze AL S 445 (1 n] (5 PR A BT SCR[56145 1 T PR Ak L AE VR B84 ™ i vl {5
PR ICBEFR bR SCRR[S 775 1 NAH OGS IR 2 e VP Ak T 17 JIR 25 (%) LA G 14 P e SCRR[S 8182 Hh T A B Ak 46 ik
A REG R I 7 22 4 i M, AR vy B 7 W& SRR R ] A

AT IR R AU TR VAl S I B 2 R T AR AR DA I T AR S Ak P AR, SR AN T T B
MRS (2 TG BRA ARG ITBAE.
33 AIEITEIE

A AT AE PRl DR TR AE DA 1 S0 2R OC B AR M0, FR T RS VA T G 1 R SR AR 22, GV 1K) BT )
PEOEE SR, VA (1A HE AR A, UE 3 I 5 TR A 4 A 49 T B IR SE LR A — & I AL

SCHR[401BETE IR SEBL T —ME T Java FOEPE AT {5 PPAG L H SPATRUME, K I #10T SCHR[38] 50t 1 Jas 1 1
{E VTSRS ELAG I P, T B (R A 2 A TR T Z UE 4 A5 B DA B P R (i 5 R IR DGR DG R AL A S AR
RAF B IESEIL T T {5 B 45 ) B AR () B A0 25 B VR Al S S TR P01 AT L e 3 (R B o e (FE AR S
S G5 ) D) 23 AT A5 B R T i DA ST 4 B AT A VP A B 0 B AR RN SR TE VAN AL K TR R T B A
ATEF SR R G M. MRS REAT RoAG . AR IFE LTS UE R, 59 A B HE AT A5 43 S (W 3k DA R R AR ] 45 07
Al DY BE. AT T A5 PPAl L R A 45 S A1 2 SR R UE 445 8,28 H % SN LTS8 WIS G0 PR B U5 7 R 4 v AR D
FE T AE PRAl L AH A SR AR TR AL e 1 Th e, L% KPP BAT @ I W % ) {5 43 40 55 R4 ) (14 DGR OC R R IE T
S R R R RS R KA BT RSB T R R A VPG B TP TR T AT DA e A
PRI 2 U0 T O 14, P 2 A4t 5 8 1) D A6t o o B 90, I W AR A I 11 g A A TR I 4 B TR AR 4 23 A R
B2 A AL 25 R DA E LRSI T 5Ab R PR R R ISR, T ARG P srlEE . uEE A
PR AT 4. bk TR 32 B8 T30 e s N 3 s, B AT A 38 R, DR — AR R R A e
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F e sk it e ).

SCHR[28]4F 32 A A5 B 2 PP Al ol R R AL A SR b W S B T AN O BRS04 SE A DA
HIT-CET.3CHR[29-3 1144041 5 b 45 i P2 5 T AR 4 (BPMIS), S B 17 490k vl £ A5 1) 78 38 T 5L v SCR[2914% 1 T
AN 58 B R AR A P A VA AR AR IR AR BB Al E SI T SR T A A R SR I R SCBR[30]4R T W AR
FEPR AR VPG R A R BEVERE A i v S T T BPMS BRF T A5 VA 1A P B SCR[3 18R T —
e 5 B U B B B i R v vF 0 G R VP AN B k4R T (08 e s k. B ad TR A P R s (R AT s
e, LA 1R R o 1k

4 HERIE

LA MR BT BT AR A 5 T 2 A 22 A AN 7 O 4, DR LM A2 R P T35 DA 22 0% 7 2 AP A DR Al A T
RN B0 P A 5 TS 5 0 AR o P A 7 R P A 2 T 22 (1 05 SC AR S e SR A A5 VAl 1) 7 B, 2%
BT XFELT AT RS VA B SUBUIR, AR SRR . VAL A KA (L9 i i s PR IR AT
M5 ) LA TR SRR TT 23R T A RIS PRAS 9T T AE.

BE LA A S VAR IR T ORISR, A B (B A Z) B2y PSR R IT AR 1 R R AT
P AT TE G AR/ ORI, 55 2 J2 AR A — 2 (R RE A o0l 3 PSS /e S R A T R ) sS4, A A2 A [R] 40
B AR A RE IR ) 52 bR S AR BT B8 1 SR T At AH R 0 TR T Bl 552 s 1) A )
& PPAt L R B, D B R PR AR R B AN S

R A2 BT 1K) e JEE T3 1) B 355 A K T A DAt o S e A (K 00 L SR (K I ) 25 A B, O 3 T AN [l
PRI 2 ANANR] Y38 47 0 85 ] 2 7 I E 4l /) £ Je8 EAE B0 TRE R 25 B Be (N7 SR B e vk by Mk 4
P2 I8 IR R R FR, LA KCE AT TR T TS AR HE R A

B AR FRAT IR A S T ARG T SRR 5 D I [ AT 3R s B T RO E [ K 863 TR« T fF
B TR R A L AT B A AR K B RO AT LR A BOR RO R e SRR B . Z B K
THEEHURE 2 B 22 BE I8 SR 0%+ 52 8% W 085 gt g s e LR R 2 E SR 2 B B B R e . XU 55
PR S Sk [ AR R AR VAL TR I AT 55 0. 53 A3 B A M B 5 B AR G IR W] AR FE A
AT AT T VAL TR B TR 2 S S R
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