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Abstract

ble solution to C language memory safety problems., but it introduces significant runtime overhead. Existing methods to reduce

Memory safety issues,such as buffer overflow,have long troubled C language developers. Runtime detection is a relia-

runtime overhead for memory safety detection may be incompatible with existing code,depend on manual annotations, introduce
false negatives and positives,or fail to ensure timing consistency between illegal memory access and error reporting. This paper
proposes a lightweight runtime detection method for stack memory regions, which combines static analysis to replace certain runt-
ime metadata lookups with compile-time metadata checks, and replaces most high-overhead detection function calls with inline
Boolean condition checks. The method also uses on-demand interprocedural alias analysis to extend detection to interprocedural
and whole-program analysis. A prototype tool, LISA(Lightweight Inline Safety Assertion) .was implemented with static analysis
and detection code instrumentation based on the C language abstract syntax tree. Experiments show that LISA reduces runtime
detection overhead by an average of 36 % , with only about 0. 5% additional space overhead. Furthermore, LISA addresses compat-
ibility with existing code,enhances runtime detection effectiveness,and ensures real-time memory safety,overcoming limitations
of previous methods.

Keywords Memory safety, Runtime verification, Static analysis.Source level instrumentation, Alias analysis
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Fig. 1 LISA general framework
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Fig. 2 Detection process of existing methods and LISA
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Table 1 Hazardous memory access ratios
e HFE R E XK fRTFEAS ABRITHFEER/X
Ibm 5007119212 0 0.0000
Xz 2858024214 33 0.0001
nab 925549123 1015 0.0001
x264 128898076911 3712628 0.0029
¥ fa 137688769460 3713676 0.0027
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void foo(double * arr);

/] -

int arrl NJ;

PRFaddr_stack_push(arr) ;

PRFlen_stack_push(N % sizeof(int) / sizeof(double)) ;

fooCarr) ;

double * alias=arr;

for(int i=0; i << N3 ++1
alias[ 0<< =1&. &.1<CN * sizeof (int) /sizeof (double)? i: PRFcheckarr, arr+
i,"')J:i;

Bl 3z il 22 A PRIk AT

Fig. 3 Sample code for spatial safety assurance
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void foo(int * arr);

/) e

int arrf[ NJ; int arr2[ M]; int * alias = arr;alias = arr2;
PRFaddr_stack_push(NULL); PRFlen_stack_push(0);
foo(alias) ;

for(inti = 0; 1 << M; +-+1

alias PRFcheck(alias,alias+1, X)] = i;
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Fig.4 Sample code for temporal safety assurance
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int* bar(int* arr, int n) {
void* PRFaddr_bar_0 = PRFaddr_stack_pop();
unsigned long PRFlen_bar_0 = PRFlen_stack_pop();
/...
}
void foo(int* arr, int n) {
void* PRFaddr_foo_0 = PRFaddr_stack_pop();
unsigned long PRFlen_foo_0 = PRFlen_stack_pop();
/...
PRFaddr_stack_push(PRFaddr_foo_0);
PRFlen_stack_push(PRFlen_foo_0);
bar(arr, n); //case (3)

}
int main() { @

int arr1[N], arr2[100]; main::arrl -> <N, int>
int* alias1 = arrl: main::arr2 -> <100, int>

int* alias2 = arr2;

[/ Malias
alias1 = arr2; main::arrl -> {main::arr1, main::alias1,

main::alias2}
main::ar2 -> {main::arr2, main::alias2}

PRFaddr_stack_push(NULL);
PRFlen_stack_push(0);
foo(alias1, N); //case (4) _l
PRFaddr_stack_push(arr1); Mref
PRFlen_stack_push(N);
foo(alias2, N); //case (2)
PRFaddr_stack_push(arr2);
PRFlen_stack_push(100); Midx
foo(arr2, 100); //case (1)
/...

main::alias1 -> {main::arrl, main::arr2}
main::alias2 -> {main::arrl}

{foo -> {0}, bar -> {0} }

5 SR A DG R AR A
Fig.5 Sample code for metadata algorithms
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10.  lvd=GetVarDecl(KPE(AO. lhs))
11.  rvd=GetVarDecl(KPE(AO. rhs))
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15. Mt [Ivd]=M.[Ivd]U { VD}

16. reachedFixPoint={false

17. end if

18. end for

19.  end for
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5. for CE in FD //i#& i FD N (% if F i F 3R ik X
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7. continue

8. end if

9. for arg in CE. args//i#JJi CE T 5 5

10. ifCarg 51 VD 7E Minei 3 Mot 1)

11. workQ. enque({GetFD(CE) ,arg. idx))
12. end if

13. end for

14.  end for

15. end for

16. while(! workQ. empty())

17.  (FD.idx) =workQ. deque()

18. i ((FD,idx)7E visited £ H)

19. continue

20.  visited=visited U { (FD.idx) }
/ /%t FD 45 idx A~ 5 807E ASTen it B2 647 51 4 43 1 » ot 7 P9 31
BT A5 B2 A Mot

21. IntraAnalysis for (FD,idx)

22. Mg, [FD]=M,[FDJU {idx}

23.  for CE in FD//i Jj FD F ¥y CE

24. forarg in CE. args//# JJi CE T Fi i 25

25. ifCarg I FHAY VD £ Munew « Mot I 3CH Migk N 525
26. workQ. enque({GetFD(CE) ,arg. idx))

27. end if

28. end for

29. end for

30. end while

AEHEAT b B 18] 590 44 43 07 09 2k B v, 2 6 ok B S 208 i
TN 53 [6) B S LA BH 98 1M R ML . 7E I 5 6 b, W)
TR ALY BB JE i 7 main PR BY BT A FR R 2, 2 1 R #)
fooCaliasl, N , 3 Jy KT A7 5 2, KIS — AL S alias]
TE M.t P9 NUPKE oo, 00 AT A AR BB 2E M, A T (foo— >
{0} s TEIEAC A Hr B B o AN T A BA B B HY (fo0,0) 5 LA foo 55
— NI SAE R BFRAE i, 75 foo RPN HEAT 3 8 9 531 44 43 47
FHE— IS M0 £ 3,38 DT foo MRELT BT A W H £k
K YA B barCarr,n) B, 3l I3 H T A 55, £ arr 24 M,
N FFRN 0 89250, DK Cbar, 0) LA TAEBA 3 L 76 Mg, N AITA
(bar—>>{0}), BE MRS EFTHE AR,

4.5 THEBEIEEGE

o R ™ =R N i 3 S N R 5 3 D I N i
TSR BB S R T XA D B SBR[ . 5 Y
AG A, foo BRELZ R A SE S A, WL, LISA 5] A% ¥
FRAL L 723247 B 4% 328 PR A7 DX A 4 3 Rt i, DA O IE 5 vk %
AR R BUAE Y AR BOR AR A AR T A AR 1 S,
Sy FAS SRR AE T XS 5 DR IIE % B A BR | S B 1 I 1 R
FM. AR TR R b R AR A T AL By R SO B
A R AR A AU 43 BT DR AIE S T B AT 5 R B00E Y
S 5 A0 52 T Bl A R 20 T DR IE 22 2 2R iR & ek 00 T
B BT 14 5 4 T o 450 P RB 3 a4 IR A B0 A 43 A Sk
5 1M 2 R S AL
4.5.1 BT RGN H

H T Movee & T C99 b 4 BE L 1M CO9 Hf IF B A ML
FEREAE ST H 49 45 B T Re AL S EOHSEIUT . X
B S BT EE Y I ARRIBUT o] A 5 Z #EHA i S5
HRIF AR 2. T il e e 178, 52 F He 4% 32 19 = B i
T A bR LISA 7K 25 i 5 58 0 W st bk 2 75 5 2 1 7 A7t
HE— B, 2ROR — B, WA R R 3k O R R A AL 4
Movec, Bl 23 38 J00 I i AR 4 . AR SCR T T 52 B b i i
VRN P N SR A RN ISR & 2 i G 7 =N 195 0

ST B B RS SO IR R i Rk
Vb 1 (] B — S A R R L R B R R Wi EXRR KL
S 451 1 B LU SRR A E AN R R R A R
FOAH N BRI AR HW, 501 55— A R Ah
J2 2R AT B A ) A2 ) S 5 #5505 e
o (0 B P A R 1RD ) 44 WUDKE 2 A2 7R R 4 BETE R 9 R N 5
A S5 AW ARk 09 AL Rk L 3 A s R AT
OHT . SR T A IR S BRI 81 2 L %5
RALRAE He— A A2 RIB KT I A LS iR E P R
KK B SBASNUT .

B, R foo PRI i A 2 BUE A 7T RE S A I 44 S5 5
foo(argl,foo (arg21, arg22, arg23), arg3) ., fE X HlT
LISA ¥ o b B i3 A1 e A1 (9 2 80 arg3 5 SRR BE X8 A S5
AE A VR, A A R 22 AL 3N 2 BB B arg23, arg22,
arg2l, i T A JZ pR EIOR [BHE A 9 41 2 o6 80 S 40 502 R B0
SASH arg2 ARSECR ST AL 0 A1 NULL;
JE AL I AR I e S argl . I AR foo PREE AR A
R A arg3,arg23,arg22,arg2l ,arg2,argl,

4.5.2 BF RN ESHN

FEVRACHD 5 o6 BO0R FH T AR 1 LT SO R AR T
TR A 2 AT B DR IR S T AR AT 0 R 0 B S
T SE 10 S B TT 7 B Y R B SR A 2 Rl g
W A T AR b SR O ) e R 2 R R S Y L BT
XoF AN [ S B R, PUAT AS 5] A A M SR 481 4, 3o T A0S A B
int mainO {return foo() ; } , 4l 52 17 P A5 AR 5 o5 21 90 FH 3k
T A %44 S TranslationUnitDecl — > FunctionDecl — >
CompoundStmt— >>ReturnStmt — > CallExpr, I & & i % ik
U R W S BT 5 R ReturnStmt, #% 18 ReturnStmt [ 5%
MEARALS Ak . 3R 3 JIN T & Fh B SCHE T sl T I B2 1 AR
BERL.SST A SS2 AR R 7 A A Ak 1 40 HLER 73 2 LISA 4
GIFIVEAR T
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Table 3 Example of shadow stack insertion point

LSS & 7 fil
{
§S1;882;
fooO);
}
if(SS1.SS2.foo()) {+++}
elseSS1,SS2,foo() ;
Expr || (8S1.882.fo0()) &.&.(SS1.,882,fo0())
for(8S1,S8S2,int i=foo() ;
$S1.8S2,i << foo() ;8S1,882.i + = foo())
return(SS1,S8S2,foo());
switch($S1,882, foo())

CompoundStmt

ConditionExpr
LogicOperator
ForStmt

ReturnStmt

SwitchStmt

case 0
CaseStmt SS1,882;
foo();
WhileStmt while(SS1,8S2, foo())

SS1,8S2 ., foo()?(SS1,8S2. foo()) : (SS1,882, foo
)

(881,882, foo())

ConditionalOperator

Others

W 3 I A 3 KIE AT DX TR 4 3 4
R B4 T8 AR DG B A B LR pR b — AT R BE L LU AR5 43 B
2O T A BB 43 3 45 A4 B T R A OC E Y AL A R G R Y A
[F] —AT 4L, LUE 543 B8 5 3) X T 08 19 i fE A s A Je 90
TR 518 EAT MR O, 78 5 SR — A7 BOE L  LLE 5 43
B s LAl ] — X 475 5, 2 4 A AR AR o R ] R 3R
4.5.3 BECT @At 35 AT R 69 AL

HF C 5 vl LL3E i pR BUHR 1 52 BLE 47 B 43 O , X T3
B 43 T eS8 ik KBRS R 09 R, LISA K5 ko 5%+ B i ik
DI O 1 AR BRVE RO XS R . R B0H % 23 8% DeclRefExpr 19
S5 CallExpr 9 5 38 % A — 4 DeclRelExpr H 4% T
R 4T R 2 DeclRefExpr 19 B #2424 5 A /& CallExpr
B 10 B o BRRT AR A A B T o ek R R . B
n, MY B e B0 3R R I B AR AR I E
—CallExpr ‘int’

*—DeclRefExpr ‘int ()7 Function ‘foo” ‘int ()’

M7 PR A5 B eRBCHR B B9 S5 A T
— BinaryOperator ‘int ( ¥ )()” ‘="
| —DeclRefExpr ‘int ( ¥ )()’ Var ‘fun_p’ ‘int (¥ )()’
*—DeclRefExpr ‘int ()7 Function ‘foo” ‘int ()’

CallExpr B H#F 19 £ 8 DeclRefExpr. # AN FF G I 45 14
W A 32 bR BORT e i R A 45 pRVBCHR S BRI R R G R AR
R . LISA H410 5% I 3% ol 0 T 0 B 58 o 2502 5 1) g
i R ECHE A T TE VA O AN AR B AR AR B R T 1% R AL
B PR R PR 5% AR Y AR B R L 1% 1R — Al x4
VA T o B0 2o 3 B3 BT L B0 AT R AR 4 S R T eR B O $E
B8 eR B B 23 e e AT 08 oK Bk, DL PRIESE + 1 A R
AR AE B BR M
4.5.4 TEEZNEYFARIGHE

R RR AR IR AL S B L a5 A )2 A I T Ak L AR 4 2
TR AT 43 A ALk A R BRI S B AR T 51 2 A 1) 4
PEI TCEUHE R Moer « 18 5198 1) 3R M. L B S BUT 5 R Mg s
VI — A48 B2 5 AT B B A 4 i3 B 20 s SO 5 8, 3 o 4
P 2 AR Ay 4 BRSO D FRIERE S 58051 FH W VarDecl 5 55
TE Zit I T B IS 3R M N B3 A M, "7 2R BOH: T $030E 15
BSOS 5051 W VarDecl 77 5 768 &1 48 M 2 Moo N,

HAREA ZA5 HX 4, B34 A R R 5SS B00N £ M, 3k
B ME— 51 44 19 VarDecl, AR4E 51 4 11 VarDecl 25 HCH T %
EEDWRE D HR M ARHNRESEN 4 (M A
% RS HON B RS FIS BT AR AR 4 R 404 S 880
TARE B AR 5 ik AR AR i VR Sy T B BN foo
(int * arr) B JCEHE K AR & 4 & PRFaddr_foo 0,1z 17 #i
HEA5 45 4 2 PRFlen_foo 0,4 3% W5 A~ 48 it 7 hy 5% T AR A% 3 1)
SHGOANE R L3 FiE AL, R 54 At sk Sy NULL,
ARRKEN 0,

T6 A SR R A o BSOS — /) AR AR AR L B R i, T U
ANZERI 4350 K void * Al unsigned long 78 & PRFaddr_func_
idx F1 PRFlen_func_idx, i FF#4if 5 F % 1% 3% 5% 19 P 77 M ik
MR E, B 5 RR T 5 F ARG R G, # A 5
Pro a5 R R T A SR T HAMER., W T case(D), 7E
Moo AR B arr2 19 70 B0HE 4 H T B0 16 S5 AR S BHi
BEs X3 F case(2) . IE M. # 4R alias2 5 % . & 9L H ME— 5 4
arrl, U ZE M 54K arrl JTECHEFEAT ARRIEAE ; X T case(3),
K arr K foo BREL N A5 R 0 AE M TE S, W2 4% M T foo bR
B RGBS RNASHTIRES. R TIRA 0 1IE
Z:] e B A B A ) 4 AR U5 e B0 R T bR 4 G 3R IR B
o R JCEUHE 43 5 iy PRFaddr_foo_0 F1 PRFlen_foo_0, ¥ H:AE
FH T RAG AR S0 3T case(4) , 78 M, H E 4R aliasl
B 44, & B H AT BE AT T AN ] 44 DR AT DR S AL A B R
NULL #l 0 43 A#k .

4.6 TRFEXHESHEHE

A7 7R 2% 14 M A 5 A A 4R AE B — AN B AR T R b A A

LISA WA /R L T EE X R B P hn KA K L2 B A VS

IR (S SR AL B
4.6.1 A REE XM

58 LISA &y WA X BT8R fF L, B P RO 7
I SCHE B WA AR A . AR5 LW TR R A E B R R S
WA IR TE RSB — B, 8 A — 30, AR IR 4.1 35 P iy J7 i 45
K. Rl R RN VIR T hR i BB LR
PRS0 - 1) A0 5 K 41 44 7 Gt 1R s O B0dE 6 M, N oA R
KEXWER N 0<=1& &i<<len, H ' len FyITLEIE T 1K
FEFEB 2 R A 44 R A alias MBI 4, HAi REBBRIE
LW alias==arr& &0<<=1i&. &.i<<len, H H arr 5 4148 &
£, BV N A IX 38 3 41k L aliasarr 51 4% # bk,
4.6.2 A AHMT A AK XM

AR T AR KA X TR A BIVE ] & 2 AR - H AT
—W., LISA i H—ANf it A2 A R A2 B E ME . R )5
At 3 A W B A S AT A7 JR 32 8 R R A A, A, LR AR
54 B AF 45 5 4« arr[ PRFindex_SFX=i-+ + ,0< = PRFindex_
SFX & & PRFindex SFX <len? PRFindex SFX: PRFcheck
Coo) 1L H LS 2 o LISA Jfidk A9 10 RS, LISA fii F — A4
Il i} 2% 7 PRFindex SFX R AfE i FRIEA RSB R i+ +EB85H
JEH SR, FHoh SFX 5 8 A & — > BE HL AL DL OR UE AR &= M
—H,
4.6.3 B EHAIEAE

X F 2 AR LISA 78 B AR 4 A 75 A 1 A K R ik 8
36 U1 b 2 7 I B 2 A A7 A B A R Ak 2 LB R OR & U
HRAT AW 4k B 04 P9 A7 S5 . A, LT ARORD B HL A A 45 SR o

241100060-6



Thw s % — PS5 T S M A AR N A A as AT I ASr I 7 i

arr[0 <= i & & i < len_i ? i:PRFcheck(--) ][0 <=1i & &
i<<len i && 0 <= j && j << len_j ? j:PRFcheck(:+)],
BN arr B € CRHIB M arr[2]017 109 Z 4R 404, 15 0] arr
(21016 J4b iy P9 FFIF . LISA B 7E — 2k fif 5| 1A — 4% fig 51 T 4k
B B B R — 4R A R RN OB, Ak R — 4EAL A
IRk 25 IR B, W44 2 1 51 B <5 7% A PRFcheck
PR AT R A B A IR R AN S A R .

5 LIS

Ak B MiBench, SPEC F1# & 12 3 AWK 4 1Y
27T MRIFAEN LI X B, TR IF BT CPU 2 Intel i5-13400,
YWHENTEN 64 GB, B E R4 N Ubuntu 22. 04, SERFE X L
LISA P 1F % 4 ia 47 A I T B Movec Y i [8] T 85 A1 25 [#] IF
B, PRSI LISA Hi Ak J5 %t 32 47 Bt 6 300 o 14 5% o, 2
WS LR 8. 1) LISA % Movec 1 5 J5 19 B2 )% 38 47 20 %
PEFHFR B DL R B ARSI 16 o8 A7 T A 0 AR L B ARE 1 PR i n
fif 7 2) LISA Xt Movec #fi i J5 & 13 % 4= P J& 5 A M A%, B4
2 1A v g 2
5.1 18k

FEWA TE S g 3 A U0 A0 0 LR L 4 B R bR R R
Movec ffi M5 Bt P L LISA SR AL I b5 Fe P PSR S0 . LI 4%
UK 4 i), error FIHHY TP 3 7% N A7 I ] 55458 . 451 B¢
G il 22 OB il 45 5 SP 3R N T 45 TR) A 5 L 1) 201 530 40tk
FEVE WX S ML R8N . T. R. &8 Movec Fl
LISA AR St A 4 A 2 5 19 I 1) F 45 4% 850 A LAY, ML R. SR
PIFE TR AR5 45, B 1) TF 5 455 98 1) LE 1) J2: LISA #H % F Movec
iy T. R. 8998 0 B, Bl (Movecer g, — LISAr k. )/Movecer g, »
23 1] F 5 408 0 L6 49 0 e SR L, B (Moveew r, — LISAwr )/

Movecy g, »

LISA 7F 27 AN R 77 b~ 349 B[] JF 485 4 o LE £97] 3k %)
36.45% HHANGI AT 0. 5256 (4 N A7 55 18] FF 4  #H F F K IR JEE
48 Wl 1) B VB T L 5 Y P9 A S ) O B R T A2 Y . A )
JF 85 77 T » typeset MR 7 th TN R £2, S8 k&E LI-
SA i IR & 1k 2K A AR B AT I R AL 5 A Movec K 25 HLH
SIAT E A B B A Ibm_r J&— NIRRT R R
JF 5B T AR T IR 262 07 L AR 3D R AT R 4 AL B
PR ] — A KRR 2l LBM_Grid 7766 4% F N 1 5088 . i T 1
A6 A A 18] F 85 U 1) e 2 B die PRt LISA R 68 1R 4
b iR 2 A A AL ) 6 95 A7 Bt A S 4 5 rijndael S — b
o I AR T CAES) FE35 , HAL 4G 308 21 B R AT A A L
FIRVE e PIm G AR TR L VT AE  LISA 7 H b H o )
FF 45 10 TR B 98 20 Movec Ko DU 32 698 R 5 ] B 9 2> 25 1) F 465
WL P P KR R Ui s R A, T
U LISA Xof 2 5 A4 R A SRR T L ke s sk 2 32 A7 et
oz D s ) 4
5.2 BN

F 41 error S JBIR T Movec F LISA 4k 19 451%,
ULAE LISA 33 3 AL 43 H7 A0 AR <7 A0 48 BE A B T LISA 78 £33k
> Movec i H I A5 R B0 5 28, AR S i B SEPROR R AE (1)
PIAEEE R, Bl LISA A& 5| AR MR . B LISA MR
fb— 28 & A 7 Movec A %2 48 Z i , i Movec WY & A 7
Vi AF Z 000 LISA AT DL AR UE 8% 78 U7 47 2 B0 & A= . 7T LA
HTHELR G, IR E N F % 4, LISA 3£ T Movec £
WAL 47 J 52 B, G 1R R B AU B LISA /Y 4 128 36 70
T FahEw AR, i LISA T EAEHIFC A R B K
WA E,

F4 FRER
Table 4 Experimental result
N Movec LISA Bt 18] T 4 = B T 4
pURE 3 U
error T.R. M. R. error T.R. M. R. %8, ) % %/ %
CRC32 7.49 2.15 5.84 2,17 22.00 —0.79
adpem 2.24 1.90 1.71 2.05 23.72 —17.88
bitcount 4. 80 2.17 3.37 2.30 29.79 —6.13
blowfish SP=16 16. 59 2.62 SP=16 15.63 2.64 5.80 —0.78
dijkstra 14.67 2.42 10.27 2.42 30. 00 0.00
ghostscript SP=140586 TP=3770 10. 61 4.25 SP=140586 TP=3770 9.25 4.34 12.83 —2.21
jpeg SP=96 11.65 1.59 SP=96 10. 50 1.59 9.87 0. 36
lame SP=1 ML=23 15.01 1.32 SP=1 ML=23 13.28 1.34 11.55 —1.47
patricia ML=61334 6.83 7.29 ML=61334 6.70 7.30 1.95 —0.07
rijndael SP=811899 34.39 2.50 SP=2811899 26.76 2.33 22.19 6.67
sha 11.67 1.19 5.00 1.19 57.14 0.00
typeset SP=514846 ML=16 65.17 5.32 SP=514846 ML=16 65.53 5.39 —0.55 —1.33
Ibm_r 35. 28 1.00 1.04 1.00 88. 54 0.09
x264_r SP=3712628 49.99 1. 10 SP=3712628 46. 28 1. 10 7.42 —0.07
nab_r ML=1015 16.43 1.74 ML=1015 16.43 1.74 0. 00 0.00
XZ_T SP=348 ML=48 29.57 1.00 SP=348 ML =148 26.90 1. 00 9.02 0.05
bellmanford 68. 00 1.00 7.57 1.00 88. 87 0.00
binarysearch 17.29 1. 00 7.43 1.00 57.02 0. 00
dft 3.01 1.11 1. 36 1.06 54.66 5.00
floyd 120.63 1.00 60.51 1.01 49. 84 —1.37
fordfulkerson 16. 11 1.01 3.57 0.99 77.83 2.70
kmp 29. 27 1.00 5.18 1.06 82.30 —5.56
matrixchain 69.08 1.71 7.15 1.74 89. 64 —1.39
mergesort 14.13 1.01 10.63 1.01 24.78 0.00
prim 3.50 1.00 2.00 1. 00 42. 86 0.00
quicksort 146. 25 1. 00 139. 00 1. 00 4.96 0.00
shellsort 13.08 1.02 2.58 1.02 80. 25 0.00
AVERAGE 36.45 —0.52
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BEWRIE AR T R B LN AR O A AT A
DA 3 70 20 33 I 248 47 DA A7 DX ST R 2 4k £ 8
Ao R E) AN A 4% 20 BT A A A A7 DX B 5 A R R T A
T 38 47 I % 4 P9 A DX 3k 0 B 80 (0 T 6 A ) A JR R 08 50
AR A Y IB T AN . A SCSEBE TR A TR LISA, 52
W25 SRR W] LISA BEA 280 M AR 12 7 I AG I T L f) 1 (1] T 45 ,
FL O T B A IS CA AURD 38 47 W AS 0 AT 2 PR L
T S BRI PN AT 2 4 1 1R AL

SR LISA ATY AR AE 3 44 43 BT AN W 05 10 45 )R PR A . ROk A
AR 2 i v 03 44 0 BT B BE AN AT S0P LA 4> LISA Aii IR 3R
R SRR YR — 2P 4 R A8 AT IR I A RO g Bk R
B AFAE RN AF S B 7 5 ik — 28 4R X AR TR A 40 i O 5
P A B
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