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

Journal of Software,2019,30(1):110-126 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.005643] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [E Bk Bt B AT 50 BT OB A5 Tel: +86-10-62562563

ISR IR SRk
LA I A

YRR 5 BAREEAR %R, bRt 100871)
(B A AE B R AR 3 E A se s = (bRt K 2%), b5t 100871)
EWEE: 42, E-mail: zhijin@pku.edu.cn

W E ERERERNFIRTHREESN EREFL. %Y. EAFESTRAELTEZNERN ZFERA
BT EINAR F— AR ZARG LR S AP LR E B AL R R ERARGERALET
O WA L 4G B TR R B A SR AR A BTG RIS A LB R AT EH T A LAL . F 3 etk B
ik A AR 3 A B RAAL T B 4 S AT IR AT R T LA R A By 2 - BN Se it A2 . BEAR AR A
B AT S 09 B 31X 3 AT B, S5 bR AR 5 S IR R 00 R R ARG A R iR

KRR AR AR S M R EMR RSBSOS AT

FEESHES: TP31L

e s AR &2 0005, 2GR T BR BIR 5 R ok B E £ 41%,2019,30(1):110-126.  http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/5643.
htm

# 5l %20 Jin Z, Liu F, Li G. Program comprehension: Present and future. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2019,
30(1):110-126 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/5643.htm

Program Comprehension: Present and Future

JIN zhi*?,  LIU Fang™?, LI Ge'?

!(School of Electronics Engineering and Computer Science, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)
%(Key Laboratory of High Confidence Software Technologies, Ministry of Education (Peking University), Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: Program comprehension is a key activity in software engineering and plays an important role in software development,
software maintenance, and software reuse. Since the advent of software engineering, program comprehension has always been a hot
research hotspot issue in this field. With the increasing complexity and popularity of software, the needs for program comprehension have
been changed. The program self-understanding and self-awareness have gradually become new focuses. Therefore, it is highly desired to
re-examine the purposes, the tasks and the techniques of program comprehension. Firstly, this paper dicsusses the program comprehension
from the 3 perspectives, namely, the engineering, the learning cognition, as well as the techniques. Then, it shows the degree of research
attentions through literature analysis. Furthermore, it discusses the research progress from three aspects, i.e., the cognitive process, the
methods and techniques, and the software engineering tasks. Finally, it discusses the development trend and challengs.
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HZ WA TREFEMBR — 1968 £5 1 WK TRV &2 5 72 B RN TR iS85 30,
FEATIRAFE . 4d. 3ER . WA TR LU R IE R R 5 AT 55 I, 40 8t T 3 11 B 0. L,
W TAE@E I AT AR RGCR IR RE MR K HEHEXRR UERANESMEZER EHRR GAFEAER
PR ARG ML BT | Sl BURR 5 45 04 RO 4% 145 J2 DA B AT 505 i BNORD 38 e 5 8 5 3 A 2 S 1R 1 o) A2 ) 32 B2
SCILTF BT A G Bl B 58 O 300 ) TR, 2 A 0 1) TR PR 1 6 e 120 9 e 4 3 A 3 A v 451 a8
4:3& 7 (adaptive) . #1E 15 E (corrective). B (reuse) 5 55 12 T fif 1 2 L 1 V5 3, HoAb & Sh # R A 2
JER A 0 B A R AT (50 0 S RS RAT S R AR B E R R A SCER TR B & SRS . Wit
s, Bk, BB B SRR AR R R S P2 AP . R, B,
W5 TP U TE 1 5 AN W7 788 A R 0 A 52 2 M T A W v o P A — LT W 5 Bk %, B 0 9 ) A B v B
o R TR B AR 2 S B B AT 4 R AE Wikipedia H7,“3 fi# (comprehension B understanding)”
(https://en.wikipedia/wiki/Comprehension) & ¥& 5 #h S B EE N GUAR G IO B 2, b dn 3 — AN N — R 35 Bk
— BOIE, SR B LR 1) AR N X RS 0K B 2 (A6 R R I A E AR AR AR R X AN R (R
DI ERAE), I B8 68— SR & 1A 24 b %1 i 35X /S 6 % (https://en.wikipedia/wiki/Understanding). 7] LA 3
R R 5 ST R S IR G B, T T A ST A B AR () KT G T R R S 38 B AR D 3 A T A R AR Y (R ) S
NEE ST RN T £ B AT LAEAR 7 BEAR AN B SRR B SCABMREAT R AR S XA H BRIES KB
— P A e, T S RN R AR ARV T SR IR S AR R SR R ) R R B AR R AR T R T E SRR —
AR BRI TT DA S AR S B AR R R D NAR T 3RS X TR P T R B AR I 2. 5 B R TE S BAEHIE
W1 SCRVE TS5 BRI BOM LU AR 7 AR T 43 0 N B SOE BRI IR R BIGRR T A O EE 4k 08 (i
BRI FEHIR . 4 R AR ) PRI E SUE R AR 4 1 LA KN =5 72 7 3 38 U R AT N A B xR L T
& 7 B AR AR AN 25 B0 B N IR I 2 IR K 4y
NTT IR A 0 1 VR B CARR T 43 b D 2 At 38 AR 7 HEAT N LB E 3 2, LABRIE . B A B B
WAFVEBR R 4T 53 T T . dE3 RIS R B B AE FE R B B K IEAE I R AR 3k AT 20 #r, DA BRI . T A
HFF R H R R I AR AR R B B LA TE R B BB AT B RE R HEAT 4 b, DAV R B AR O R % R, AT
{8 R 68 B A BE 4 0 IR 55 76 S R B, ) 2 A R BRI R AT 40T, A R Lo B B R A IR R TR B
BIRR P o A I A 22 F K, T B A0 I B AR 0 AN ) AR L i R R 15 75 2L A7 R P, o] LUK R 7 40 i o
RSN REN & W B S VA T BB ATIE R, B0 R R ARG 24T 20, 3R BUM o645 L B4 3 2 23 e
S MR T 38 4T i R P 5 R 38 AT SR EURE 5 0 B N F 5 HE O R R R P BIR A A, LSS B % LR Y
PR
M TAR R I A G TR P B 32 B T 3R A T RO 2 i B O A8 A sl B JFC A8 P R0 3 B8 ) ¥i% 30 Bl
AT T R O A T2 W0 T R B T ) AR AN 2 B ) R B A ) o D o 2
GBI )R X B T PR A R R T R BT A U P AR B 2 BT A AR IE AR S
B AT IS 2 1 A VR RN AR B AR AT IX R PR TR 45 I, T A R R TR S R TR A
WA B8 7 B s Iy 3, S
CVA (1 AR S B A 5000 3 A R, 25 HE T R e B AR (0 AS ) 1) a0 — % TR g 3 vk Bl
o TE TR AR AR IR SO URAR Y 2 AR AR T A o R
o TRFTERR AT 55 R A E B 0 WA B ASE 2 2] . P AR ) ) A B 2 IR R Y E R SRR A
dEd . AR TR
o TRFTERAR R P FH AR R DA R VB T SR SR B AR A 1) A R A S B SR 2 A B
PRI (X 5 T Wy B AR R ) 5 A2,
o TRFT BRI I T B T Q0I5 AR R SR S5 ) SR B A R G P A TR, D A 4 AT S R
SR fE B
o RS EAR AL MRS PR RGBS A R G W T IE AT ) B,
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o REFFEEAA A5 R MR AR AT Dy G R R A R B R ARG, R I A P AR G e 5 R A B
7 E M,
T, 5 TS AL R AR AN TR B I T A 2 A R A HERR, A A O — A 2 R
A R T e A R TR 0 e A e TR G AL R 24 3 Sifaki 00 8 4R L () R G TR
[ 9R3E )R AR R AL RN (1) M/ RSB o SN W] A0 1 2R 4, 2K 20 A Ul AL 1K AR 485 (2) ™ #%
P50 () R G0 5 A PR BT A0 22 L, B W] T 0 B A5 AR A PR 585(3) AT IE A 80 S ek o A O 1 1 R T
A LA T R A AN T 3 SV A RE 0 0 R AR S A R R AT B L R A T AR 53— 7 T B B
S AR R A R A S5 T T A T A BB R R AR I8 AT IR S MZ AT A 85, DL DA D R B )38 AT I g S 3R 0

DTS, 9P (P2 ) SRR A 1) 2 P 1) 1 B AR R AR, R 3R 31 17 I P R A ) S B A 0 28 3 o 4L
BOPE B A R, BT AT BOR T B S5 R 48 R A R RRAR 2 L A 7 SR AT R B R R (K BOR Bk M A
B A S STHR 2 A R A DR B AR TS0 A B B T AT SR, T 2 ) AN 2 ST A R A
FE J7IRANER R S B UL A TR B R A BEIX 3 AN Il L 28 4 70 M 2 P LR E 9 1K) A o ok 2% AT 7 3k e,
B e AR I R G A R 35 R R P L R W 1 B AT R e %

1 EFERAREIESN

BTN 76 R BRI T 07 M R SR B A — AN R R R R SRR R AT “FE R ELAR T K
IR " S5 IR /E IEEE Xplore Digital Library & 2231 5 K &k 3R B9 SCHR.AE 2 7 2 4% (program
comprehension)VE Jy B A R B 2 124 R SCEE FH E4F B (software comprehension)fE Jy ¢ B 8] o 2 3|
2 115 FSCE X HA B A R 45 B 1R R 2 A I AR R 45 A (19 Sk ok &, 1985 4E 2 iR £ 13
T H 8D FLIRATA 1985 42 J5 KR I SCEAAF Ga Gt xhadt 4 139 MG R4 Rt AT N T ik, KR E A1
SCHR, e I N TR S S R AR AR S A G B R W B 5 AR AR I L AR AT 5% R SR R AR G ) SR 3
136 i W E AT SCHR R AR B 78 o AT LA 7 S AR A A S LN EFE AT T Gt A B L pr
TNy A 5 AT DU

(1) H 1985 4F kg, M f 7 HMA T AL G B — H AT TS E 1) FiR);

(2)  BRAHEY AT 5 FOFE PP B AR SME 5% BT 78 AR (5 AR KA 800 L R SCRY A0 B o B RN A B DA B3 1) T

R E 1(0)FiR);

(3)  WLAR 27 ST FIPR 2 S H AR AF ok K B E N P B Sk (n 11 1(c) )

(4)  SCERATIRIE AR 7L R R ML B T AR P LT AL 3 AN T (W 1()FTR).

a. W BIRIZIE . RRIEIREL. MLER S SRR B o) & R B R AR P B RO A pLEE
S\ RPAESREL. VRBE S ST RIAR T BLAR T E, R i 10 AE I, E F O TR #A R

b. SRR REE T 18 SCERARRRR T I S A AT N AT R T AR T B AR 00 A AR IR B R
S AR FPEE MR S AE 1995 4 )5 L AR 7R CHMAISATAT N0 19 T/EAE 2000 4E )5
LRI T R P B AR A VEVE S5 SCH 2 A 00 AR WHR N3 AR

C.  BCPRYEY. W AR, SORYEMRUAE R IR, AR B R R AR AL T R TR &
AT 5% 2P BUAR 0 3 2L 3% 5%, B 7 BRI AN 3 ) TARSN, B A — B T A

B b2 A AR SCIE AR B8 AR 5 LA AE D6 23 B0 B AR 18 SCH, R 7z AT I Wt 9 GV JE AR B v B TR T
£ ICSE(Int’l Conf. on Software Engineering)ix JL R &A™ £ R A SC 4 DL R 2 7 B AR < 1L ICPC(Int’
Conf. on Program Comprehension)ift 10 4k H L& # b & 2 7R T ICSE 2015~2018 &A™ 3 J 1) $2 58 15
BB T B A8 S0 HCHE 44 T 1 S RS DL (2015 AR AT 2017 4F oK B E SUUEFE TR IX AN 32 88,2017 4F R B E K
PETAR RN AL 2 20X AN 32080 o AR R b PR S 4E 9 . AR 5 R e R s
SEFEERFHMEVECAEAORFR), X)L F B SCEEH — B 54 H 0w HU R R0 4w 0,
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Fig.3 Number of accepted papers of ICPC in recent ten years
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T2 7 AR AR By gl & — AN 2 S A R0 1 3 R R 9 2 R 1D 4 A R P BE A A 48 M RE 7 v 22 )RR T 3Rk 1)
AT R 0 AR A 3R ST B G, 2 ST AN A ok A R T 1) B A R R O ) VA v e AR — 2
S] 92 25 ST B AR N SRR o B BEh R 5 T B R R A B R B BT R R 1 R A B TR A )
PR AR KR IR HT 2 ) & B8 B A0R T 5RZ K 2 ST R B Y.
TR 22 56 B2 7 AR I TR IF, A8 2 MA K A T R AT 10, e AT R B 2B T 10F SRR T A 10 2 o) I AR A
PR A AR R X ST R R, o] LA 79 o 2 A 0 R LA SR
o R 1A M 5 g T R S K R R AR R NIRRT A I R A AN R R R T U K
KRS A G RIRZHE R CE &R X B A0, — PR e D RIAE B8 X A 5 A IS
AN B UCAEVE R RVEFR P 0GR M B AR B 1R R SRR G S G R, 28 2 5 B 2 Frh R0 &R e
4863 7 P AT I, 55— ol I HE 22 [X 23 72 5 4 78 (program  model) Fil % 5458 78 (situation model): T2
AR S P 0 4 1) 0 00 47 b G 1 oA B U 3 T oG T B A SR T R S iR SRR T R T
) H A 2 U PL A G2 R T 2% 5 2T DURRR I B S5 I 1 i F I DR, B R AR A T IR SRR 1F)
R R A,
o EITH T A5 LA B S s o B B RE 1R 2 O HT AL SV F R A B O 955 TR 5 R AU A S
P, e S AX G B FR R AT b A B B, — S SR 0 R R A OG T AT R 1 (R 1 R R AR AR
CVA B A R IR AT 8 2 43 A, [ B 5 R YR 3 A7 B S B 6, WA T 28 37 A1 B AR AR B 2 T ) DR Bk
XA AR I T Y R 3 1 AR 7 B SR A B AR T FR T B AR LR R BRI RE 7 BB R 2 A
RT3 e TR ) 65 A T S 25 220 AR 10 45 A AN S
Wof 2 — SRR 5 AU R SR — ol SR R AN AT AT 09,3 R Al SRS R T B4 A R ok 3 A DR
FRAE T SR I SR
o B URE A AR A OO A p SRR B AR B R A A T R IR A T I (0 S, B A xR AR
AR, AT AR 00 R A 00t A7 T A, B s ST R AR N P R 2 T8 S Bk T X AN R R AR
1, D) 5 R R B TR 0] b ) S AR JZE 46 AT 8 R e R, AR AS AR P P 225K 1) 448k 2 . BE 4l ,von
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Mayrhauser %5 A4 Hi (1 58 il RS 7 B AR B AL K 4 AN oy

(1) BT T 5 AT RN R R 77 A A 1, A W At A Al 2, T 8148 % i O TG 3 3 2R 1 AR
Bk,

(2) P ERFR P AR AR R AR ik Pl L AR A2 1A

(3) MR B R A\ ORI R P B Y e, R AR U A5 Th R ¢

(@) B AT R CS RN CT A B AR B E S SN AR TR
A e

X B A 4 SR A SR 49 28 T RE R R A R R A Se B AT X e Sz G TR G H G A B AR B
] AR, 38 T 4K 3 B 0 5 B 7 O3 AR Y B B v B AR 0 O X S 5 T — MR F i A vk
(A 75 BYEVER) A7 RT3 2\ O B 2 1 D v B, SCRR [ 7] 70 A 75 SE 4V 1 S 36 B /R R e B 7 38 31 AR
BT AT BT, 1 7 R S AR A B (18 T I T ¥R ) T 24 38 AN B R (1 AT, T A A RS A HE BT (8 RS ALYk STk
(161 (A 75 JEL 2 2% S 06 AR IE SR 3 5370 B AR L e K ) 30 R G I RS I 4 4 T 22 AN AN [RD 1) S s, FH 38 22 Fol
R E B AR 1) 3o T v 20 TE S [) SRS R [ RS 2 (] D7) 48 (B il 2T V).

A7, 3 ST 56 ) A B e s Y L) B A R RS A2, 2 18] (¥ 96 2R SC R [18] (¥ 1c 12 0K 5 56 2 7R 4 mT AT o AR
HeFP (PR 0D, LG EL 3 5 AT B 2% 5 1042, SCRR[19] 7P 1A S 56 B4 48 50 AR A 3 T A4 & iy 42 157 091 338 A7 2 A
07, 24l B AS AR 1 iy 44 7 3UR tRUEE P — BRI Sk R G LU0 R W U TR A 2 10 B A B iR TR R
3 P 52 7 B AR ESY S bt sz ek PF 7 # 2 BH IRAS) F) T EEAR E ARD T AAZ M R I A S .

X SRR 7 T E AR (V) S IR I 7S A — AR B T R R A B B L n, KR 4 IDE SR
b a0, A& MR RN 0 FE . U E b 5 S [ 2 28 (15 ) S SR R VTR A2 DR T v R T R AR T T 5N
g A7 S b iy 2% e 200,

REE LS APL FIATUSRR & 18 (DSLs) 53 sk L R 7 BRI 72 [R) 20 B = 408 & 1 IR R J&
Sof AN 4 R I R B A 1 T B B AR AR T R R . R E A R RS TR R GRS

(B T B2 R T 22 4 (R o AR 00 S 30 TF 9, 1R 307 1 S8 4 R B o IR A ok R B 51 R T
ARG b 596 TR BRARAE N R AR A0 00 5 Bl 40 BT 78 & AR ) S BERE AL IR A% . ST AL AN itk ot
i L P 2 S T B, SRR T R AR 0 o R e i 5 X 3 YA B RCIR A S AN [ R S X S
G A 55 (1 X B 2 ] A % 121230,

22 FEFEMNTGE
TR e AR 7 2 00 R P AT A T LA T A0 T I g e N T 24 ST 1 D vk
o T MR LR T 7 BB AT B A, SCRT LAY R S A M VR AN Eh 2 44 05 kP4
> FRASTE AR R MR DR RS, R SRR S 45 B, T AN T B AT RE R T R
WIBAT ARG, T AT AT R G801 00 T AE R GUIT R B B TT LAJE 4, 23 BT 4 SR LA O T
A LATE 55 BT AT RE A HRAT B AR
> BNARE R AR AR B AT I R L e e AT R R N A O R B IR A
5 BRIV AR (K0 VR 05 0 25 D7 VR L, LR AR TR B AT R G R T B BRI N B N
FLARKE 3L 07 45 S5 R B s a5 TR S 5 SR T RS 0 2 o R i N T 5 160, S BB CRAIE 20 AT
28 B0t A A Nt DR R LA 3
o TSR BIR TSI AL B 2 S HRALE 2 AN BRSO A AR IR B R R AR EE . B IR HA
B A AT K 22 T 45 EUAR (0 B  AE 3E TRE UK, R T T YA RRD 1) K = L, K TR S
R 2T B BRI T 5 ST R BRI 45 R AR 4R 15 B0 Y 2 F U8 PR SR 4248  HLAs = SIS HAR
BEATFE 3 ER AR, OSBRI SRS rh 3R BUME B TR FE 2 S B MOk 22 1 37 P T 2 e B AR, B — Fh
HOHE IR 2y 1 ity 213ty 14 R Y B AR 57
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221 EETEESITRRT IR

PR #4550 H7 B MLE.Fagan T~ 1976 4E 3 H 250 5 038 i 43 07 75 57 VB AD LA S 0 6 o (14 4% . Fagan T+ 1976 4F
KM SCER[25R 2 A8 B S0 ER K ILT 30%~70% (132 48 A i i £5 3% J5 R T2 7 50 28 20 A BN 2 7 24
) B 27 i

i HE P 1) J2 U0 2 5 25 23 T ] 43 v e A RN S T R P BV T 4 BR A R 5 B VR AR VR
T FE 3 PSS 3 AT 43 B, BT DS 5 F8 JP AE B v LR B 146 e R B2 5w i X (Backus normal form, {8 %% BNF),
T R B E A i R P15 B B B S i 20— 8 T B 3OO0 96 S0 TR P B A i BRI = BELALHE SRR S
ST (BJRM ) EIENRES (BT F)F LR 700 (B A A B E)5, 75 R R AR 7 T AT
BRI TR FRAS A Al T LLE— 25 o i BT AR BB VA A, DA SE RRRE 7 B 0 A A AT &5 B AR FR Y v BE
R e 3 5 o B R F T VA 22 1] PR R A St A A i e L2,

BIFFASI S BAIE S IEES AL ERR T B A R4 MM HAZE KRR WIRE S, 278250 L
HARIE 5B VAW B 8 2/ Fr e BB T KM B B 2AE 5 BD A A7 2R B vk a8 =, AT AT DR #8 HL B F SOk L i
RS SERRF T B PAT A Be AR A E, & A 1B R R R P A BE M IE A 3T IR AR 7 4 PR B A R
BN A

A 2 G0 FH T SR MR 8 A0 0] 8, R 2R G (9008 SUAR TR 2 10 A ) R I R b R R e 4 A
PRAE 0 £ P 2R 0K 1) UK AR 78, & GG I 72 00 40 2 SR B AR B 20 3R DA R B B if-then-else 2544 (FFFN/EL
I3 SRR R AR T 8 O R G B T R AR 3 AN T A SRR T RA iR T RE, RI BRI R 4t
P8 11 B R IR 1) R A A S AR 38 5 AR T 4 AT I T B G R R R B A IR ) R, TT DL A
S )UK A I RE R A O AR P A SRR

IR —ANEUGRTE 7 W 08 ST R IR TR 5 BT B BT A (20,42 56 T F2 5 PAT P 5 (0 4 42 B i ik
R L 7 (F2 718 A)) I H N i HE 0% R B AR R R 3 () AT A0 IRk G0 U F BB 2 o0 T 3 R AE S 1) il 44K At
TomFEE PR S S FEE B A0E A 3 Flu— R B 1E Bl 2 F8 7 7 S b BT I A2 Sk 4
BT M8 S R IR RRIAE S E N TR (308 T2 7 50 B8 SR BT ZFE T (BUR 4 ) BT 15 21 I B 223501 1X
NI AR AR T LA BT B R IA B & I8 3 T R IR G A & SR B S (FR O FBFR) Sk Rk 1 5 01iE
S RN EE B AL TR B SRR TR A R T IR S B S LR RO K R T E RIS L.

T 2B SOR i b 2k 1 78 7 (1 AT I 2 BB AT 250 AR A T S8 SO S IR, B AT R — 2R H A BRI
A B W AR S BT M RS KRR AR T A A, — AR 28 SR BR R FE 7, AT ff 0 L g N\ 2>
SR %A B AT R 5 R R b ik SRS B 75 5 R 3R R0k 3 IR I 4 A 4 1F 40 32 (R AT e 4%
FIRB X LTS (L0 5R . 11 F 75 B 55 25 5 PP ] e B AT (0 B 42, 48 R S DK BE TR 7 MU 1) 5 K 248 Bl K.
2.2.2 BT ANE NIRRT AR

FRJT BN A Mt T 20 Wi 2 S5 18 A7 B PR 5, 20 B B 75 B R AEF2 7 12 AT I (5 Bl 3 20 71X 2818 4T I 5 2R 3k
RFE P IZAT I JB Y AR T B0 A A 0 R RS — 7 T B A B A AR A R A R SE R B 2 JE A R
SERE R IAFE T T B8, IX BB L T, 4% S AR RIS 4 BT FO R AS o I SR A5 I 45 R b T AT R sk o5 K sl A5 B
B P A% ST A 4 1 280, 9 — O T TG I ) 523 5 (LG Java) i) I X KAE S A B AAYE . 24,
2 FE SRR X R 1 A S 0 W O 45 SR 2 BB ).

3 T 47 25 P 7 95 A B 47 2 BT e o, DA SR hAT B A3 25 S £ 2 290 A 00D T DA 2 7 AR
i R B DA R S A R A A 2 AR R T g PR TR AT, e A8 7 MR WU kb Ty BN b R ARG 51 G0 5
W AE BAEA) . BN B REAEA) . gk A B R T A OO S g R AR A SR N I ARG, 4y R A dR 2 AN B A
E B S i L LU R = I S AV A o ] L 0 SN VA2 2 5 ) o i 2 0 e ) B R ) = 7
ZRTEAT R AR R AR O g PR B ARRY 3 AT B R, [FRE R AT 4 O AS B B B A A T T R 4R B LR AR T B
1T 2 AT B 2R B o O 4w 1R AR AT, ) A 4 2% 1 o (AR 1 B0 A B 25 7 1 R 4 285 DU PE A2 /7 a8 AT B AT

BT UL BT 1R U7 2 38 e A5 P 4 S R AL R AR ¥ 43 BT (profiling) A1 32 (debugging) L il SR 44T B 74 43
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AR 2 STAR D B AR D SRS B 45 e rb 2 25 10 S R BUL 3 e AT 9 3 1 38 P G5 1 2 ST RIS 2 SR e 4 R ki
AL 5 (AL, B AT A2 7 FR A
it in S AR A T2 SIS 1 B T N-gram P2 4 i o5 o )i IR AR O T I (BRBE R 55 N AN 1D
LR 500 N=1 AN AR, R T LA AT N=1 AN 2 A K F0 R — AN 1A LA % Hindle %5 A & 4K
N-gram Y12 515 5 @802 3 F T 48R0 42125 .Nguyen 25 A N-gram B8 4T 7 47 2 B3 78 4 s B 00 I 25 &
TARES A IE SO R Tu 25 N LEE SR BT & 3 M A G B4, DR AE N-gram B2 780 f) it 1= 438 00 7 2847 ML) oK
0 ARG 11 )55 045 1 AL I L0 % 48 ) — SR N AR, (S BB T 3dE 47 5 8 I SRS RO AR T 43 A
— 2% BB ) SR IR L SR AR BE LIS SR B TR AT R B A 3L R 45 14 B AL 3 (conditional
random field, i FR CRF) & — 3 ) 51 X I 17 4 2 1t 780 35 2 A W0 2 171 ) 0200 5 R O 5 0L — B e
TEFR 7 BLAR P A2 ] LS 22 A0 5 7E 25 78 W MEL 5 100 26 2 MR 3 0 A7 S AL ) J AR &5 4 A 2 ARG o e 2% [
BRI D% & L, SRR [36]F FH 4% A4 BE ML 37 3047 R e o0 2= 00 M TOU 00 L 55 T 2 o 42, A 2 R0y ol
JF 3R 7R 9 — AR5 45 (dependency  network), DL IA TR /57 H 25 76 2 (8] (1 96 2R 98 )i 1) 222 4% A BE AL 3 A5 B, AT %o
TR A a8 M AT T AR R TE TR O 72 Hh Be 9% 78 40 5 B AR T R 45 o0 3R IR AR O RANFR I 1 45 440, ]
2 5 T £ HE B 3 P SR R I T R 5 M 3R AT R SR 1 VR, SR [0 2 ) AR M SR AT 11 1) A A R e T el
FGABIER 2 ] GURE R T 0 R SR 1 0] B, T SCRFTE B A THEL B R SO IR R G 3R 1 T X L T AR
TEFT R R AR O R I B
AR R, NI UG IR R R FE 2 I AE A2 o BAR b 0 B . AR AR P B AR 70 5 2 ) A 3 3000 3R AT 23 7, 3R
T2 A B IR (S B, 28 5 AR A X 2 26 50 R N Dy i) 5 J3 e QRN 3 — 3ok R R AR I 6 0 IR P 2 ) 2 —
Tl B B B 1D v 3 sty 1) 7 %, R P 2 o0 R TR T B, B R A SR ARAE O R T A A S BHE, E Bl ) FR
JT B8 R 2 IR AE IR BB RN TR E SR OGS 2. B AT B TR = I MR T K2 iS00, B B B
T2 IR ACHD 582 o Ath e R 7R (A0 4 GO VAR B0 U B S5) HE A7 2% o) ARIE A R 3R R 07 58, mT Loy A n R LA
J5 T
o LT 1A 2K (token) [ A 1) B AR ik 30 2 400 (V) R AN AR R s R B, R B A 8 T 44 o ] T
FHEAT GASE, 5 2 1A 2 7 51 R L B4 IR IR, 2 4R i T 4y 1R 2R A B R AL AT DA N — AN B AT R
o B A 3R] 253 RE PR R R T T AR R R 4 A 55 v (3839 S A 22 5] i R A AT DA SRS AN FE R 5 8 1
AL 1) 2 7N IR Mt T D OB e A R 2R 0L, AR G R AR AT 45
o BT R HFE T CI(AP) T A BRI T AP 75 BFE 7 B AR CRFEF v B APL JF 5] LAFE—
SEFERE b MR H Sh RS 5 1, S FEF Th A& 1 APL R B s Gt A7 B, Bl K AP F3104E N
WM BN ST 4% IX A A AT ) ARG R A A, ARG R M AE 55
o BT RIRVEN (AST) B 4t RIGVEN Ron T 12 /5 HITE VE S5 04 R i 2R 3 ot 22 ) 448 o) 2 8 1R v 3
AT TR, T 25 ] B 5 P AR B0H0E 45 PO 2R 45 4 45 IR I AR T T e AR b 21 R B B
A AL AR T o A T CT AT 4 o
o BT BB AR A TT LA T R G5 R SR A8 47 A TR RD HE E ERAR R B B R R E N
H SRR S N A A A R i B A b Al AR T o A R ) B B I 0 AR OC R X R T T L R AR
FERAEIT, FER AR A T . 15 P AR 0 81 55 o
o HETRE T AT BN A HULE K B AR P 0 B A PAT AR A N B AT R Y R, W] LU IR AR R I8
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A7 B M 5, B U R 3 04T B8 (execution trace). iX S6 P AT L AR B AT DA B FR B AT IR PR A ) o 1)
S50 AT I AR R R TR RS B T R B R AL X AR A AR H AT BB e AR
e git BV B b SCRR[B21E 42 T 3 TR 5 ST OB A S R e 28 /s B 0 SR A5 R 1 1O R 1 1) i 26
7, K IR AE 1) B 3 FH S R R 4 R AT 4 2R
23 EFEMERHIEES
27 B 5 3 A TR (AR 24T 55 A0 250 A/ N1 3 ) LA SR AT 55 PR R P BB 5 B AT 2 I 1 5% 2 LA
T R R S g X A i) 8 ) S B
231 FRFHMES®4Ey
YA 2 8 R U 75 SR AR BB P PR 45 A Ak X B FH R 3 14D 30 4 B A 3 R AT 45 2. S i 3R W], 50%~80% ) 4K
PP FEAE X LA RG4S B 4 3 S 0 R T LANIE 305 08 BOE KA S I R B AR 8 B 4y
RIS 50 S it (0 368 A DA R A8 XA 3 20 ) AR A8 25U 2R 40 R 45 0 R 5450 v R B AR O R 0 T O
TEOH REM BRI R Wi TR 5 B FRACRG 1] 1 e o R %8 T DU B4 3m A\ LR OF R4
ARG, B 4, Snelting 25 A SR FH AR B 4 AR R 4T 25 5 12 112 R0 AR 51, DL B 3 N 3 B 88 S0 2R 4 1K) 45 g B8,
—LC R R TR R ) 0 8. BT EE . B W as T WTRR R PR B BB 4GOI IR T B,
S B B A SRR, (SRR 5 1R R % Y it IR 0 B LSO 5 S 20 AT R I8 R A B AR I R U SR U B . AR
T, HIEmER. WREH, B2 REWEE R X T AT LUOREW . v 25 07 2L 2R ARSI
FORR T 53 MATU R 1 AR [ 155 A8 H o
T 7 B B AR AN AN R 15 B2 IR P G 2R TR PRI G 2R 300 R SRR S A S A 1 23 M L 4, SRR [58] A AR AL 8 £k
T AR SR BT 2 3k A A I v A, A TG R v YRR T 1 T S AR 5 SR [S 91 R B T R AR TN AR T B A
B FRICH B R i =X, 0 3R S5 A0 B 75 B R rE Bl 3R A AU FE &
232 R HMES AR
A AR B8 7 S 25 A R R R AT B A, DLUR BURE R A R R R VA R s R T
3K, H B TR IR 2 5 /2 150 A2 75 5K B I8 T 45 SR 5 ST B 2 SR T) 140 BE 29 300 00 4 B0 A6 I SCRE 77, 0k e 4=
3 R S A R AT i A RS ) 50961°),
TE8 R A2 AR 7 325, 90 5% 0 75 T A AR G 6 T R A 1 R S I SR R (4 IR A 0 B AR Ty
RE U6 (AT B2 AL AR A 2 500 i U4 2., AR 5 AT Tl S AR A 4 R 6 T R B 40 sl ) 20 0 T R DR K B 4 THD
S WEFR T T RE R RR 7 B AR AR, T DA R b 2 T A2 AR ) 25k 0 0 A R
EFEMEARB S TR EERR. E B 3R A 2 2RI R I8 5145 40, 1EEE. #0441t
o v 2 SR o A 2 S 00 SR A 2 1 AT RO Cellier 25 A 3R HY Bl G IBC R U 5 8 T T8 M & 20 W7 FR A 5 B
FREAR, 35 B R AT 1 5 oy (02 30 1o MG o A, R 7 o S A5 60 O 4 R I 8 ) 00 58 ) A 25 SR, T S L
SE L. Ammons %5 A CKESE AL 5 3 R T TR S A 03 KR T AR, U A & A Sl S i 13, kT
AT AR RS IER L.
55 AT A0 3 G AR RE S5 50 7 32k, ] LUK AR R PN 358 ) B IR AR P RIS AT B ARRAE . 55 A % I Fo At s R o R
TR HCVR G (A RAT BAR . BERIIGAIEF AR . AT S35 I W AR 45, #0 BA 24 RTRIT 0 A A0
233 EFHEMESREER
A R AR O T OO B 00 25 0 B A PR TR BT L RT JR R T A TE S U R T R AT A
AL ) T R AT I S 1 R A R A R A A AT A T A I BT R Ay 4
PR I05], 3 B AL G 2K B IR S M A . AR R L IR IR TE 4G I A AR A, FR IR B R R 1) R R I
&G T E AR
TR B AE A [ 2 VR PR 60 A 2 ) oh B B8 R FE A G Arévalo. 25 AR FH B SOME & 43 K 3 R 2R 5 ) 1K 43
NUFIE R NIRRT RIS IE 2 & T 38 S 43 N\ BRI 2 R DL BB 2028 2 Ik R AR AE IR 3R
bk & (9. Snelting %5 A\ 42 H T 3 T B HE AT 282 U M 1) 0 k097 2 5ot Mg U 10282 VB i & BE.Bhattti 28\
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st it i 2 T 6 R AR R AT 40 AT IR R AR RS A P IR 2R VR RN 25 K 9 AT A8 Al-Ekram 25 A K&
O FEF U F BT MR 23 W 45 4 2 i it 47 T A 000 At 1 44 5 PO B R 0% 1 0 5 AL () A AR /D (v 5 DA S
B (ARG S A KI5 N R SR P TR 170 0 2 (R R A 2 A7 ik AT A e B A UTO) 3% VR B AR T A S S
AT TR IO A 55 A0, 18 T BB KR S R ) AR R 3 T O AR B () AR A

B I R T 0 AR A A AT PR A e T A T At 8 43 3 RS FE 5 ), T B T B A — BSR4y
AT P TR A s £ S U 4 Tonella H5 888 90 M1 5 20 Al D) 46 & R 4R — R 3 T 0 R U A B 46 10
T B A 779072 T 3 R P e ) S ) B A G T B M T
234 FFPHEMBSRMEEH

A5 2 e E AT O O S ) B S S SOR AR SR T 1 B A Rk R T R RN 4
FA T8 2 B AR B R SRR A ) ot ) B R R R O B R

T R A ) B R ) R ARG T e T S A AT B B 2Rk a0 Tonella 55 A i ik 2 7 2R AR AR
AR R A A 23 BT 48 SR RO AL HI 2 AN U8 1 0 M S ARG R 55 B SCRY AR R R 5 2 R I S E R
EARTG T B Vinz 25 NUSV3 AR o 1 B 4R35 5 5 R, BEAT SR S I D RE 20 BT Falleri 5 A U710 Hr 7 7 ARG
MASE AL a4 K% ERIE S AR IR HEDFL A S 10 2h B Nguyen 25 NV I8 4 37 78 748 & (R
A5 Y (o ] A ASE D ) e T AR 0 G i o B 0 X 1) e IUAE 2R ARSI e 3R AT HE T ; Shepherd 45 N\ K BLAR 7 AR )
BAE AT LA 318 R 44 18] 1 20 6 ok 227, DAL 8 H — 200 D0 0 325 MR 4 8 e AR D7 ¥ R 11 B OB TR 2B BT
SR L ARAE R 1 9 xRS oh g e ik e,

YR () PR AR AL 4% Robillard 25 A FERFAE 52 7 75 T (6 T A 0800 A 1745 HH 56 Wk A J&1 1) 7 vk, R MR 2 &
RN ARRE AN [R] B 43 18] 19 9 8, AT 8 3ok A R0 Hp 1 38 43 13 47 R AIE 72 o7
235 MFHMRS # KGR

TR ER R R IR ER R SR Ay A WA 18 AR S LB F SR RS ou 3k 2 ARG, e an fl A 7% sk . 4%
RN RG-S TEARTDAR R . WK 48 2 7] 1) D% R 4 A2 1 HAR 7E 75 oK 18 B3 HP B AR AR IO PE R A0 5 Ao 7 TH,
BRI EH S8BT T A A8 B0 SR i S 2R )2 09 4% e L, R 50 IR R A AL S B0 75 =R Hh 1 6 4 T i (R 3 JE Th g ) e
PEBY 11, Zhao 25 A4R HY T —FhJE T4 3 I A B (branch reserving call graph) i £ /5 2 g 75 12:182) SE FAS Bk 2 3
AR A7 k1A 5 AR Th Ak B e 2 (0] 3 5% 2R 4 S B3R R AN [F) T 8 5A G 1] (19 58 & Chen 26 A 36 T 4¢1iF €
BEFAR B B — P 3 T4l R R G 4 B (ASDG) ARG 6 5 77 11830 0 b el 4 J) 28 B4 D 0 B A1) 22 0 A 4 o
R A% R AE NI, R ASDG iR HIACHS K 2 B8 Poshyvanyk %5 A 51 N FE 0MES 23 A, A AL o R [ 3t 52 1) g i 8k
1T R 253 AR 4 R 285 G SL R &8 v, 8 3 2 WS A T 4R 1 5 48 B R AE S A O IR SR B vk, T A 4E B N R
BEATHHAE & iz 84,

T2 7 R A LE AR AR 2 I 0 75 =Kk 43 B 77 T 0 2 L6 Ivkovie 55 TR P RBE A bt SR 4 7 SR 2 IR I - A A
RTT R, B AR5 B B TE AR A A AR AE RO C 2R BT NTu 25 i i TR R 4 40 AT I TR 0 B A
sty 2 PR A R A A0 52 T 5 SR T R 2 L o e R R R 7 SR 6L,

23.6 FEFHES N TR

W] TR RS 0T AR 2R  E R RS R H AR O 2R 2 i R B A T R KA B AR R4
Muller £ A\ 35 i) TR, B AR 350 245 B R G030 ) T2 404k A BaE B . 5088 20 W A0 & 43 3 AN BB
B50H i TR FH 3E 24 ) il OHL A AN E A 2R G IR AT o R A TR s BHR s BCHE o W DA I A B R R B ) e
T S B2 A AR N e % UK B 43 A o R A 1) 3 AR i A 2 A R A R SR

2 7 B AL 00 () TR ) 5 ol ORI B0HE 2 v Bl R B R HEAE A A Harandi 46 A3 — Rl Rag e
HOHE IE T AR 55 38 2> LGN A 2 R G5 (SR R R B0 b e RO MO s . A A R IAE AR . BAFI. A
SR S50, i 2 O BV AR R KR B AR B S T S T A R A LG 3R RT RE S A T B AR S R ) M
Viljamaa % A\ 5675 5 AR AR 0P HE 48 v R BT 2 4 422 11 20 R S 9 Marcus 45 A 3Rt —Fh T
TEEAEE SR B (LS J7 LN SRR A i A 58 SRR R A 3R AT IR, R AR (10 5 B4 £ 1 ot AR B T i (1 2%
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7 AE SRR b3 57 00 T AR STA A B 2 51, LA B AE R AL 58 2 AE 55 v i 2 IS B T e Carey 48 AR HI 52
) LR N T 356 456 ) AR AR E R AT 43 28021 o AR Ko 43 28 S 0 1 A0 4 2 53 g ST AR 15 3R 0 T i 10 W 2 2831
Z A 1 S I His 45 AR H — bl 5 I DT FC B AR 1 AR T il 3R s R 53 0 982 3% 05 72 1 Sl s S AR % i
5% F AR T 4 1R Y T UG T 52 o S BILHR 78 D RE AR B

3 ETREFEMHEMES

AR, TR 2 ST TR SN (A AR Fr SRR 12 0 1) T B A S A 1 R e R AR AE BPE T R I A b ) 4
FH R T B A R e P ) 4 1 3 AR B AR T RE AT S IR AN U7 T A — S Rt

3.1 REEihe

A b 422 IDE, 140 Eclipse. IntelliJ Visual Studio %5 s YA % L f% s (1 2h AE ] A B2 56 T ¢ T
AR P9 335 60 0, T 24 7B R S 2R AR R, K 22 BT M M I R SR 2 1A token HOMER
S35 KA B #820AR RS (context) S TN 12 T Sk £ 7T E H B A4 token. 7l % 22 32 8, Hindle 25 AB2 ¢ ] 7 n-gram
V8 5 B TR token %I 58 ARG b 4. BE 35 R B 4 ) 1 R JB R FE A 48 I 4 4580 461 i1 RNINL. CNINL 252 R 45 7
P T AR e 4 AT 55 e 388 3o ) 7 0 3 o 28 I 2 A TR 2 S AT QR PR AR, 66 T 33X B R A 58 AR RS R 4 1 45, 1
¥ token 5. AST 2851 LA B 252 B 4l () b 42
3.2 REBERER

H 30 A4 B 2h e AR 7 B H ARE & R R B 7 B 1) — A L ZE N A 3% 5 B O T AR i R A I AL
— P S 2R U SR AR ) S L T B AR 5 HR OO YR B 22 ST KL B I JE T seq2seq HEZE (1
AT DA KA v AR v R A5 BRI E 0 B yer 25 AR T T seq2seq MR, I 51N 1 i B Sy LD, 52 BUAR 9 AR
T BEAE B SR E = R AR 25 Hu 25 NPAZE 3L T seq2seq IFR 5 i B Y (i 5k il b ot — b B2 i 7 A0 1 T i
FHI APL 751 % AP I R P 51 20 & 09 R0 4N 21 X 2B B wp | DI A By T8 1 A o, A A8 204 A e 1 3 7 e 0 B 0T
AR A B T e
3.3 REBHERAM ., T2 B4 Fn R FEAE

R A 00 OOV P T 3 47 4 450 A 00 B AR D o B AG M. Mo 45 N D861 o et T 36 T 45 A ) 4 e 28 )
% HFE AST HEAT AR, 2 SIREFFACRD (K 45 #0058, TR 5 20 2B AR RS A R A 5 White 25 APVRT Wei
2 N P35 5ot ¢ P8 ol £ IR 4% 2 1 AR B r B2 0 R AT M40 73 280 00 R A 1) 2 28 s R 0 B /AR B 2 75 8 T — 0 o
R, Bt 1 vl B AS I R R

) 5 5 A R A D A A e K AR B T T JF MR 3R A A IR AR B SR A v P RE 2R A, T IR R
AR I ARAD BE B A AN K PT B8 HE B, 1R AT RE S 45 R AR . — Se B 50 22 F X MR S 1 0 5 A 2 g A7 AR B
For . Wang 25 X P8 P I 15 15 4 R0 4% 2% 57 token 22 53 O ACRS R AE, FH T FI0 A QRS o ) s . Murali 25 A 19908 &4 7
R T RGP 4o 28 0 4 o AR R IR AP 3 B R AT A AR AR DD R A B AN F B APL 3, LA
ARHD A2 15 A B iR
34 RIENIZIEIE

B 7 RERRE S B S HEEL R A A RS 2 L R 7 0 — b 7 2 A9 G i 44 XA 55, JXURS 3 PR 4 KR
A7 R AR () AR OO AR B R (K T R AR AR R A L R B4 A I T (i 4 ) A B AR IS A 20 IE
S5 K8 AR — B P R P A 2 19X 4 49 B AR 0 AR5 A 17 8 3R s, AR i AR T 4 i) R SR R 5 RORUAR B IEAE 55
Allamanis 25 AP gt B2 1 o (0 S 4 T 4] LA R J2 VR 6 ) A S50 R e 3 53 R L 3 B 22 I 245, 5 )
T (935 — Rk, 9 P TR 5 0 4 1 T Allamanis - 25 A BLR P T 65 00 Sk 4R R BT % BT+ 1) 308 4 i O
FREAT AL, Y TR AL R i 44 AR B R P R A DU
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4 HBRBEERE

B ARG O O E B A S ISR 1, e T i F R 1 A 5 K b o B A B A2 A 1 B e 5l B R Gt
() 15 38 I IR 208 A0 BE 7, A8 KL BB K A A R AN T B A 2 T 2 R ST T K A L T BR 2 T B R
BT BR AR AN A P 2 58 B G WA S I A P 38 A At R SO R AR R 8 A A AT B R
(K9 AN T B 1 B Ak 1 AR

[ IR £ I T8I0 208 R I8 1,3 49 LI 0 0 4% 2 (VA B 1 N WL B 52 i AR ik 82 ) 47 35 ) 3 S A, 3R &R
GUERBAL . E AR BERI A TR BN W AR TH X 45 B1F 2R G B AT SR 1O K 5 SR ANRIE 78 kA7 4% 2 TR B
A IR 7 B BOR SRR AR R BT 2% G B AR 1) S B 75 SR, A T 5 3E — 20 RO 7 KL AN T LA SR ) 7 e R AT T 1)
FEMEAR AL TRER A BERT RN B, 20 A 18 R Fr R O HOR 75 5K, B R Ay B AT 3R AR SR B FL ik
R 5 1.

FERL X R 8 PRI R BOR BE 05 B 1 70 FORLEE AR B 5 1 7 ) Bk P B0 5 A N, DU
TCRENE R MO A 0 AR AAR SR IR 4 5 SC Iy 24 P2 32 57 2% P LA L 12 S ST AE P R
&t 56 B A i ) B B0 A AR PR, B4 MR 3R A B L i A A A S, B R X 1 ) 5 R B AR
B EURE 7 R R % 28 S RN B A G AR R, 7 R 2 MR Y R B T e LR B R Y AR GE A RE D B
fige 2 2 R P B AN A ) R A RS 2% 1A B A 1 i AN 1, BRATT R L RE S L (1) A RS PE IR
KRE (M BAT A A5 3(2),(2) 5 8 B 28 G0 0T 7 B S e 7 i) 8 R 0K 11 K4 24 7R 445 #) (A o 2R3 1)
RS (A1 ?);(3) R S8 B 22 G 1R SR gt el i A FH 5% 2R 019 )2 T (] SR g8 L 52 il AL 2). S R o 1 ) A
SRR IR ARSI R A Z G S A AR R G RO D T (B R A E . SRR (R REESE)
(¥) 3 Gt 0 B P e H LB J5 15, S K UL I (4 R R i 1) A

FE BRI HOR b3 2 70 A HOR A o G E B B 25 20 AR USCAR B ) B R B AT I B R AT
PR GEH 3 Bt E AT AR 7R B R G I B S6AT O, A T BE S S AR AR 8 A VR TR 1) SRR RS R T DA
EAZH AR R E BB AR AR, H 2R R RO PL B B B R K AR
R UL AE R GEia 4T B SCEUB AT 8 3 AN E PE RO 3R 5, R 8 10 30 2 B AR O Bl B 2L [R]I
FE KUY TN, IR B8 T 50 25 B (G W5 AT AT RE AN DA 2P R GEAS B PIRGS IO e e A A L
BRIR G o 1 R SCIBAZ AT 3 SRR X A 0 AT DARRHORTE e B STK 3 2 G B A

FEER 02 IR L AR FNR B B R 7 B B A 5 B AR 5 B SRR kMR A B AR 5 AR
(K9 J2= 0 T P L g8t T DR M T ¥ 2 W B3 SO0 B 1 203 T 0 A R — A RN IR B R H ARG
TR KB M AEFE P18 5 R0 b i SR KA B AR AL Ayt 1A% 1 1 o3 A B2 A
BAF ARG R TRE . 2 LSRR B I R A S ) 75 SRR T PP B 22 48 11 20 #r ) B 22
PR Z A R X A R R ATIN R S0 B 3 5 AR JR G AR R 4 23 BT, AT R B
P 2 GEAE 2 A0 DS N 37 5 A RS TE P, R S R S IS IV 3 50 P ) A 1 B B B
M S ARARIE DL T A R G0 1538 & 4k S Y (R 15 5 2L B AN AL ) 4,

AE B AR 1 R 3 DT TET 89 20 A o mT BAAE 2R e B A D5 3 AN B AR 4 R T T TR TR 2 AN TS
1. H AT R 2 A% 7 B A AR L B bs — T3 A 00 1 3R AR e D4 B AR 1 ) 200 SR I — L8 LA 72
PP A5 AL, il B R P 53 25 B R, 55— 77 T 2 SR HCH e 1 o 3K F) R, SR 1) TRR AN AR R R OR
BT RGBT R A LGN B AR B B IR 7, 1X B RO R GERB A R 2 R e
BBk, SR R G B AN EN BB BN FRE ). 28 T 1K 75 10 1) — MEAR %3 /Y ) 8L 5 38 47 1
BERUAH 50, B R GE R B BN AT LA 1R e RE S 4R IS AT IR B, O 1 £ 3R GR iz AT RS RIS AT I AR
L 7] 25
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5 ZXRiE

R B A A A AR B — A EELE B, RS R F . i 3ER8 . W0 TR AR R G R A AR
55 6] A M T R R R B A I R R RN R R AR b R R B — B A A B A A
A HERE (A W n R, B P BRI UK PR R AR AR R A TR I AR A TR e AR SO R e B AR AT T T
L.

ATCE et TR PR R AR E S, 20 N ST RN A BE - TR A R DA K 5 0 B A B R R B AR AT T A
R AR A L SRR ) A s 1A 0 AR B0 TR USSR b R P B ORI F0A SR 20 A £ SRR LR P LR AT
B TR TR BRI TE AR R, O HLBE A B AR AR e R B AR A T 000 Bt A i R AR AR A AR 3 A
I F I BRAE AR AL DL R R B ARX 3 AN T 25 6 1R 3 R e B AR BIF 70 A K Jee ik 48 AT 3t . 5,
X RE B 1) R SR B AT TR

VE BT TRESUSRBIE FE BIAZ 00 N 22— T PP SRR RO IE A8 B A6 THLJK 0 2% T B AR AR R JR AL T AN W 4k o,
FAT i B wt 5o il 5B T8 408 B8 26 30 TUAF SR N T8 REANR T 27 21 BOR IR Jie R Bk 22 1) 2 35 T 4R it 9L
73z IR FE 2 2] ) D5 6 S BURE i 0 BT D RE AL 5 B sh Ak, R 7 R B0 1 s ARS8 Ar
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