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Summary of Token-based Source Code Clone Detection Techniques

LIU Chunling, QI Xuyan, TANG Yonghe,SUN Xuekai,.I Qinghao and ZHANG Yu

School of Network and Cybersecurity, Information Engineering University, Zhengzhou 450001, China

Abstract Code cloning refers to the generation of similar or identical code during software development due to the reuse,modifi-
cation,and refactoring of source code. Code cloning has a positive impact on improving software development efficiency and redu-
cing development costs,but it can also do harm to the development and maintenance of software system,including but not limited
to the decline of stability,and propagation of software defects. Clone detection techniques for source code have important research
and application value in plagiarism detection, vulnerability detection,copyright infringement,and other fields. Although some ex-
cellent detection tools and techniques have emerged, there are still challenges in detecting syntactic and semantic clones on a large
scale and in an effective manner. Among them., lexical-based clone detection technology can quickly detect type 1-3 clones and can
be extended to other programming languages and large-scale projects,therefore it is commonly used for clone detection in large-
scale databases. This paper reviews the research status of lexical-based clone detection technology in the past decade,analyzes and
summarizes 16 selected literature from 10 characteristics,and finally proposes possible research directions for lexical-based clone
detection technology in the future in light of new technological developments.

Keywords Software security,Source code clone detection,Code representation,Deep learning
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Fig. 2 Analysis of programming languages and clone types
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4 T n-gram FEA L BICH) TR

Table 4 Cloning based on n-gram basic comparison unit

HahE/ % AEE/%

o 1 T B o AT % 8k
' K% —fkEE  AxE 18 28 VST ST MT . R
CCFinderSW — — — — — — — — 2 F n-gram B = 0 # F % 5 —
. OCrlog |Al+1Bllog|Bl).,A,
-S ski 5 % oy 2k N
NIL 87 94.0 100 99.9 96.6 93.5 67.1 10.6 j;ﬂfg \,?:,;“l zzsymamk' FEH BHHELEALIAI<=|Bl,r
T R
# 5 T token-by-token FEAR HEE BT Y i [
Table 5 Cloning based on token-by-token basic comparison unit
) BUEE/ % .
oW TR E A L E Vs AL s Ea 'Y
14 2# VST ST3 MT
CCFinder — — — — — — JE B E A OGmn)
CP-Miner 92 — - — - -  AREFTFALEHEA o®)
CCLearner 93 100 98 98 89 28 REF3] BAF O
D cend B B B - B B MD5 #% # % 3 Smith Waterman
cerescendo R B A 5
F| | Data Parallel Prefix-Doubling nx (n—1)/2, % 4 o %
SAGA 9 100 100 95 0 10
SAG ! o0 (DPPD) # 3 & 4 # 4 PR
VCIPR 83 Cif 37 A ) — — — — —  MD5 %% OCnm)
F6 LTSI RTINS
Table 6 Cloning based on bag-of-words basic comparison unit
BEE/ %
G T B/ EE R/ & AL .
# /W W/ A 1# 2% VST3 ST3 MT3 RAKX ARE
I AR K %K
SourcererCC 91.0 100.0 98.0 93.0 61.0 5  EFEI.FREE,MELRE ()Jf]??/ T
n-
o R #} % b T Itk SN
CloneWorks 93.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 96.0 — . Fzﬂﬂ’}% AHFRERE LA
5%
I Y
Nishi 91,0 97.0 77.0 60.0 26.0 16  WAEEEAKXE# j)tm”?/ reer
n-
Golubey - 99.5 96.4 92.1 59.6 — @ REARBKENLHEE X -
SPT fhft#n x i k. e AR LR KoK T
MSCCD 92.0 100.0 98.0 93.0 63.0 7
Fo 3 W AR 4L % [ SourcererCC O?)
5 k-tokens #| 7 & 3| , 3 F| H £
CCStokener 90.2  100.0 99.0 98.0 92.0 53 i;%:};ém BERILAARL 0,0
F T OETATIA B IR SR
Table 7 Cloning based on row basic comparison units
F1/¢ gt 2 /0 EEYD)
b T 3L/ A RREIA I R T ey
K#ER AKF#E  KER —fxwmE 1A 2& VST3 ST3 MT3 WT
ReDeBug — — — — — — — — — - # 7 5 % |l A bloom it jE # O
CCAligner 86.5 — 85 80.0 100 99 97 70 10 — MurmurHash # # On)
LVMapper — 88 88.5 100 99 98 82 19 0.3 MurmurHash % # On)

4.2.1 BT n-gram KA R ER LT BN HE K
n-gram 8 — A5 B A B BUAF SR A o0 A E LR
#55 , CCFinderSW) Hl NILIfifi JH] 13 Ff 7 % .
CCFinderSW J& CCFinderX W3 & T B, FIfH =04l (¥
5 ,n-gram, hashcode Wy 7 fH) &7~ M — Y n-gram, R J5 & If
W AT 5, B AR Y S HE I 1 Zon AR 5y 8 (e A
5 A0 A U TE e 2, B R 0 LA A R Y A A (R — A
5 I UG ) n-gram 0 B n+ 1-gram B/ K 7E e, Z T HX
RN B AL, fe e P AR A B AR 15 5 249 H S8 O IR R
HAF 2 BRI S48 7 Y1535 . SR . HF CCFinderSW H X #F
A 7 4 T O I DR O I T A 0 38 g vk 25 SR 3 A T I
NIL 252 E Ay 25 09 7 47 e JF U 5 [ A6 ) T2 2L 79 4k

SN PN

B2 BORE IR T Hh A R B 5 Dy R A1 AN BT R Uk

ST AR T SR E R BT M, I n-gram (9 2 1] 43
A1 43 2R 51 R W /b R EIR) 1Y El B R B AR I AT AR
PURF (1 R 7 52 TG 158 45 2% 17 [ b, mT RE DR 41 2 1 32 e
TEKL I B B, R A LVMapper A [7] (9 &b 2 558 72, B 2 07 3
JEVIRAIE . NTL 76 K 05 22 50 B A 0 v A9 8 o R A0 3 ol R i T
LVMapper Fl CCAligner, X A~ i K 8 3 I8 F HOR 25 PR ok 3% 42
WA 18 A7) (AN #4) 35 R 0O RN i 22 if 3 A i AR A B im 51 AT SR 4R,
HHAAREE R IEZ DR E A TS R R, E—K 18—
3 AU BRI A, NIL A9 ME S B2 5 3 A S5 #F T B LVMapper,
CCAligner, SourcererCC Fl NiCad"'* 41 24 , I B 45 # B &5 T
LVMapper, CCAligner, FL7g & 7] § J& 1 (250 MLOC #1815
JE 4y 7Th4a0min) ¢
FF n-gram B LRI AR WML SWT,
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DR TG A 3R R 46 4 Do 3+ 53 1 A0S R
B n-gram HRAE , DT 42 5 R k0%

2) AT 4 R 3R <38 i PR R n-gram 19 K /N R AA L 5 R A
Ivi] Fr) o e ARG 0 75 3K, I FLRT LA 5 At o B G 0 B AR A 45 4
1 e A ARG T 1% R AN A

35 T S R R T AR R B -
gram FFAE , S8 J5 HEATHIRUEE Ho A, DR I 2 5 52 3R By
4.2.2 3 F token-by-token H A PbAx 35T #G £ AR M K

token-by-token $§ % 18] X LU A9 5503k, X T A FF L 88 A9
i, Fie BRAR TR] 9 97 2020 18 I M 2 token FEBI L ARG HFE BT
] ) token FIABLEE . & FH A4 3153 7 9 40 65 4 9% M BLJE | Jac-
card LB %, Hotp CCFinder 2 — A28 T H.

CCFinder ¥ 183k 43 B7 4% 7 A 04 18] 17 51 33F 47 50 00) 6 26k , Aax
T 55 7 AN TR EL B SCARRL A 32 e I 3o vk B A 48 7 25 M A =X 1y
AR BT e 8 43 I 45 2 24 B 5 . CCFinder A % & 19 A 7l
FLAEXT FreeBSD Ml Linux WK Fp Fb 3 F 47 (9 4G 90 45 R 2
R 23 96 1 5 B o L 76 A % A 41K, JF L — v L RE R D — F G
RIEE.

CP-Miner™) 7 37 [ 46 I o 1] Fi CloSpan 3 3 55 1% . f# F
TR AL SE 38 R AR A & A LS00 B ) B A% R 0 B T
H 4 (BRI He e /D41 5 30 IR e & 30 A iE A N A
A EAARIR A )E ] HashPJW e80T 3800 (80D . 2R J5 M1 i
BB ARG T )5 5 iR RF A 5 A0 5 | R 118 R 45 A D
DIV IR AR . FESH ST 5 1 R KA BE 2 W A R R IR
MR IHEEZRE R O(?), CP-Miner i T g #6 3 % 50 [
DA It BE A I 21 A9 52 AR D B CCFinder £ 17% ~52% . {H 2
2 52 DR I s o A A A B 2% 48 i, CP-Miner I AN i 46 )
I A SCHRkEE H CP-Miner (948 BHE 2 4 90 %650, 4 ik &5
AR R Ak B A T 7 s 3G e 1 1

CClLearner™) J& fz . ) F VR B 2% =7 11 5 18] VL 1 52 B A&
W53 o 5 143 S I 2 R A o B . R IR B B i
i ANTLR F1 Eclipse ASTParser X &5 Ff 7 5 4 (58 Bt Fi AR
i B HEAT ST L R IT A AR T 2 AR 8 2 O — S Re 1 2
RBRIRAF I R T B E R IR G R vk vhix 8 Zx
0 AR L 30 ok e Sy IR L B B B0 1) 3 A48 R 51 3, 4R
Je BT 8 Y n) i A % L S A ) R R O I R A
J70.5), Ml DeepLearning4j 504 £ I 25 H — 0 2K 4%,
ELMBR 6 47 LA 9 7 1 Sk D I M . 78 W0 3K B B, o B 42 6
A1 LA 9 T 7 A 5k B2 e R, T3 O A% 3 O e rh R K TR Y
AR AT RO 5 — ANy 3 475 L b A % 35 T I L 214 4 W S o g T
RePE R T4 0. 98 W I ) & H 2 5 BE ., CClLearner 7€ Big-
CloneBench S 4 F 5 3 Mg T BH (£ F CAH
NiCad .3 T i# L SourcererCC.3& F 44 A Deckard ) £ — Ik
AT T RGRI ST, L8645 R B R CCLlearner . SourcererCC
1 NiCad Kl 3 58 £ 19 2L 52 58 B, Jf HL L Deckard BEf2 A
S0 b e R v R

Yuki #2052 T A% JTAVA 38 F 097 SO 7 8 RS
B 3 A i MUK S 20032 J2 33 308 4G T 52 1 () T AL Decrescendo,
I MDS W 7 4 U 5 e o A 00 30 R 9 [ 2R 1 3k B AR 4
S, I A S B A M ARSI 45 S (DR TR A R At Y

AR T ELABOGS e 92 56, A8 T VA L DR ORGSR AR M e

SAGAPYIR N T i P AE BORLEE GRS B B3
G 00 IR HASE ARG 2 v ST L A AT 5 B A v B T L R
R BB A BRI GPU S g, & 9F 48 1 1Y
F2 B e BEAE SN 3 BY v B, BE TE bR BRI Bk BE b R0
1R —3 B 5B, HARA 3 AR D AT bk, oT LUTE
11min PRI 1 AZ AT AR v iy ARRS 5 B (A7 Tml 8 RDKG 5
e ) 7 ¥k M 4D, b CloneWorks Ht 10 £% UL |k, Ik
SourcererCC PR 70 A% LA I o 52 7F K A5 2 v DL BORL B2 A 5%
o 3 AU B vw B A ME— T H (11h & 10 AZATAAHD) 5 2) K
B3 5 L TR PRBORE B 1 0 RS o BB ok 99 26 7E J Bk B
3 7056 5 3) (fF AN MK 361 58 = J7 (9 30 ¥k 43 A 2% L AT TR 3 A
WE. CHRI31IEMA M S BT .3 BB 1 AR
2 BIRY G L JTAE 3 B 5o B e FRGE R o MRS I T A A /) o B
1 B2 43 0 A 9T 43 S R DU 5 — 4O TR o A T R AN /N T
ANTERER Y 1 TR 2 BIALA T ALY 3 B ke, O — SR D
TN e 1 AU 2 RUM AR Y 3 B SO R . % SCHRAS T X
o B W0 A G 4RI AT 4 T B S S e, B A TE Y e B
& AP ATl B 1 2B LAY switch-case 4544, If 3
— AT T ERBCRLEE Y 3 RS < 1) AR R A % SR
15/4] 32) switch-case 45 #J f{) case F /) Hp # &2 A [F] ) APT 74
30 AE R K I BA B A AT R FAF R .

VCIPRPVE — AT R 1 L 515 75 JC K1 R AS #b iR B
T T A DU AR . X B AR MDS5 W A {EL RS B D BRI BL T
VA5 15RO T, Ak FEGE 10 AZAT IRAR AR ALAE 2R T
12h35min, i ReDeBug 75 % 1d3h, SourcererCC 7 % 25d3h,
VUDDY #% % 14h17 min,

#F token-by-token 4 7 R I HE A 1955 55 40T

1)K JEE R < G A0t L 5 P A A B ) R AL BE o PRk
AT RIS s A S AR AL A AR R B

2) 5 TSI 52 I LG A TRT B, AR 22 I R 9 e B A T T EL R
FHIT BRI

3 RCRAR - T B XA 4T 4317 AU £ token 751 . A L
T 2% B L Ak TR A 1) R PR I S A O A 9
(] AT SRR T S B R R O .

4 AR AR 25 < AR A 2R PR b A A% 20N [ AT
FiE 2 52 ) A ) 25
4.2.3 ETAKRERILEE LY L LA K

AR SCAEAN 5 S A O 2 IR RN U |8 T G
I 0 2 5 23 R ) R B £ o e A Bk I 2 IR 4R
SourcererCCM J& 3 28 53 1k 1y ML AR

SourcererCC J& H M AETE B AL L AS I 250MLOC 1 3 1Y
e I 03 P S A B R . B SR BRI T T8 G I 43 4 A AT
TR v 4 AR A B AT 5 54k, SR 5 R AR A3 ) § 2 ST f5)
PR R A & MR Coverlap) T8 3L 223000 . 78 K6 D)
B B+ SourcererCC 3R I 1 e H 2 A1 {37 E b 9% 457 A i 2 {5 B
P AR ) B2 2 B . oh TR 48 vk 20w T AR AT 0 T A
AR R L REAG I 3 7 T, B E AT A4 A B TR B K
B RE PR FR R i A A AT A . D940, HH T SourcererCC
R BT/ 0 AR B NE T JF By 1 B R 5k
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VAT X IR R AT B Ak B s D TR A 2 A S R A R Y
T AR, HORE B 5K 3 91 %6, v T STk v ik By 224 R SE T
H., £ VUDDY %285t , SourcererCC A fE R Bl TF & b Fl A
& AMCRD 1 7= A A v A AR B T

Nishi®* ff) B AR Z T 9 R KM 3 #4 Fof % AR FIH B
BN YT SourcererCC [ RI 43d 8 Ja & B Wk, 78 SC kL
SR A 2-prefix 3 W #3780 R 1) 25 B0HE 45 4L L X B R
RLLTEAE o H R T ARG A8 2R, A BB M 406 ~
80 % At , SourcererCC (1) A] 4™ Ji M 78 e 4 5 B0 N, $UAT B 1)
DT 1106 AR RGN T 63 %,

Golubev 5 W T 3 38110 19 1) 4% 9 9 ol aF B A 1%
SCHR N AR S E AR B D 5 W A AR S T RE T 9T
FES BT AN TR L 4 A e AR AT B i /N 53 B S O TR
T EVAR, B e v 5 /)N ) Y BSORIR AL 1R 1 5 20 0 3K 1B A
SRS AE AR () S B0 v 7= A K ) AR 5 e 1) L E— 4B
P 0T U B I S O AR B 9 6 T A LR B AR R
B, 388 5 552 56 0 30 e /N RV B8O e KORE £, 1% B R X 1
T A G T B Y R SR B i, 7E SourcererCC Al CloneWorks H7
X1 R —3 R ERE R A R T 408 40,526 ~56. 6%,
FEMJRTE ST3 L R T R I h B .40 20%,

CloneWorks™* J&a] 22 i L PR3 | AT 97 J (19 K B0 e [ 4G
DT EL TR SCURAR 8 5% 4 LB Ak G T 288 78 5, S 4%
Java,C Fl C# 3X 3 i 5 AEACHDHL SR BOM SR 3 Aok B 1
AT SRR . % T B S Y Jaccard B BEAH L1, (6 A
WA RGN T Y iR & N E L JE 5B, Clone-
Works 7£ il iClones, NiCad, SourcererCC A4 X%} [t S 56 /b, 72 B
(RS [ T I Gl W = R 7 A

MSCCD™ (15 5 18 1k AR AT TE Je A6 0 28 ) 2 55 — A4~ 7l L)
5 S0 — R R 3 B s A I TR, B ARV R
A ANTLR 53 E X3, B e 1) PTURITRD Y15 L
5 B4R 3 AU ST e Y K 0 R O 92 0 0 G Ll A A Ak
PTG 4 i) 3ak 208 AR AR AG: T I 1] 422 % B8 L W] AAE 6h N 5
A 100MLOC #3 4F 45, MSCCD {i il #1 SourcererCC #E A
A T 1 A ABLRE 3 5 7 9k A0 5 B AG I v L {H ST3 Al MT3 I
B 43 13 5 F SourcererCC, SCHK[35 JIA A H R A & MSCCD
BT 2200 B 1 A ML, 76 AT 58 B A B, %o ] — A 5 B i
AT 22 L 4G D 482 755 7 4G DU

CCStokener™" 5 7 i & K B AL 5 FE v Xt 3 Y o B A9
RGeS FIF SR A AST BRI Z5HWE B AR A S MER W
W SCE B AR R A M, FRATT SR IR e 1 i DB
TEG R LA S2 0P 3 o e R 0 1 A

FE TR A% LU R A B TT 1 S I AR I B R O 25 3] VDI
e AL B R T 3 AR DL B 3 R S L {F Y T A 4% MO BR AR AT K
ZmF  AHALPE 25 2R B AP BE R A .

FE TR 4% 1 v B A I B R PR S N R

DAY R 7T LA 3RS 0 AR 2 L B Oy RO BT A
AT Fr Beby #l— AR 48 TR 75 ZE X A RS I R AT 43T

2B Rk AR (A% 3L R A R I N B I BLR
2 RARTIL Y , R % 38 Ry AR AT 25 TE 14 175 1

DR A R Z A FTEEHTET

ST R U ) B R SIS B, X T AL SIS B Y v R A R A T L 4k
HRE  HUR T REANE
4.2.4 R TATWE L L) LR H A

A ICZEAT (ine-by-line) T #5 AXAS 2 47 19 — 4k . # — 47 8¢
ZATVE Sy v B R I i) A BT, IR0l o AR AT M A 3k T
RRAEOE S Sanc AR T NEOF s R VRN ra N E B0 B e

ReDeBug ™ & 55 — N7 21 AT A0S 2 #6 A A5 b (o 1R 10
SR T, B R TR IR R A I B AR TR A
S e R R R A R T O R O ORG A DG 1 i A e A B
SEA SEILRY 5 18 0 00 M S B BAT AT R BT AL N BR &
PP SR R o i WANEE 3 Gt B I O FE (A 5y vl
5 3o R B DG P 4 e MRS B S B

ReDeBug HE 546 I 238 4 3 B 58 [ o {H JC 7% 46 I 25 5 7
17 45 SR 2 A T R ) 2 AU SR, I HLAE L Android 5 8
FHLE 1 (15 MLoC) I, 4 17. 6% (8 BHHE) . 1 2 ofi %
I ReDeBug BFZ L 0 I % {H /& i T 47 KL FZ Sk /D 48 0 |
TOCAE AT AR IR CH R 2 g B R 5 2 et AU
o S FE A L IF DL ETIR Y 5 32 2 ACRD B LA BT R
i 5 A8 F S . ReDeBug 2 B2 7D o (H 38 o 7 4 2 80mT U
FEARiR R %,

ReDeBug fE Debian, Ubuntu, Linux, SourceForge % OS
AT R AB A A ACRD s R RR L BN B B O 4 AT (P
3AT BT 30 R A O (ELE 4~7 4> token) B djb2, sd-
bm, I jenkins X 3 A ] (4 05 7y R %, 28 )5 A bloom 1 JE
A S 2 AR B B, S B 45 R R B, Deckard i ik (1
RS 72 £ b ReDeBug £ 6 1%

CCAligner™ " & R 22 57 7 [ iy A T2, R F W ah &8 1
W 6 ATVE R HEA A TT , VAN E YR EC L R R X FR A
RUH: A AR A I ZE B, A X 100 J3 AT AC RS A rpr, 1 Y — 3 7Y o
VR A R AP RS o R A0 A [l 3, JF By T 5% 4 A 5 7
HT Z 8T,

CCAligner 72 AW B, DA A TXL T EAZBUR AL
fith o g AR e, XA RS B i B — A7 A8 Ak I BE S R IE
AHE SR G R BE T Flex Az n 9 43 365 4303 1% 2 A AR 0 B, 58
ST HTE AL FER AL BT ARSI 1 B — 2 YR R 5 2) E B RE B9
SE OGS T, TP O 0% UG 2R, 2005 2 A U B
Y 3 Bk, HIan, W3t 0ok 6 47 iR e B(E R 1 17
B, B AN B 1 BYAT A — A 5 45 B9 0UF F 7 51 19 MurmurHash
WA i B RH 55 5 D00 IA Sk 33 RS B 1 DR S SR 5 AR A0 R X B A B0 P
BE 0. 7 0 7w R, B AN A0 He % DG B 7 11880/ 95 /R B
A DR R T T 0.7, WA B AR B AR L. 7E R
2% SRR I, CCAligner V- #5785 8 22 . 43 Il 1 F1 {8 4%
Bk 86% ,83% 84 % , #l . SourcererCC #J 88%,19%,31%
HR B, wmAHm 1 A3 B 5B H, CCAligner 5
SourcererCC,iClones, Deckard %5 T. B AH [, 4 B A H 4 ) 34
A7 B I) L B AT 9 A [l R RIORS B 22

LVMapper™* J& Wu %42 H R 22 e R R . %
B = AUF FI X Bk a & WAk CCAligner 5 =47 1%
LR RSV R L 4R J5 AL MurmurHash 55 4 4> 7 (19
Wy i (B, I 2 57 (W A B B DY R 51 Ll s 33 B S A B iy
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e R 7 BUS W BE R B T £ 00 48 v R, B A AR B i 3
ZERN TR LA R B Fh F SUBOR T4 T 0. 1, AR 4B AR AT 1Y
R e JE L AR I 5 /N AR B 1 K i ) 2 G B AL 1
8L e, £ 5 CCAligner AR RO B 4E F B0 IE T LV-
Mapper K 7 25 5 A I (1% $ 8 , LV Mapper £l £ 1Y) K 2 7
e [ H SourcererCC, CCAligner Fil Oreo W it 18 £, H dh GEAS
MENLE Oreo Z— &M RT7T 22 se e 75— it 1 A —3 Bl si B A
b, 5 e S 1Y s BRI T RAR 2

X I A XA AT [ 1948 AR B, Y XA AT #E AT &
A A O ] e A T A

B TATH s BRI B AR AR S .

DR %07 8 Rl B0 U5 B A7 L4, Pt i B
BN 3E A A R g AR P

2) W ARASATAE O RHUR < 2 X AR AT HE AT 52 A48 O T g
R TE
4.2.5 A TR MG LK m A e B2

TEHE TR Y o BEAS I B R rh s B AT 4 S L B 70 B 1
6] 52 2% B s AR, 29 9 O (), IF HLAT R RS I 30 AR BLRE B A% 1Y
WT 56 s n-gram FATREAG I 3 BY 7 [ A 3 ol 77 76 19 KOy 22
MRZFRBEMREELSE S B, B4 45T 48R
BRI R A A A, B4 BoR, 7E— Ry 1 B3 B g A
T, BE AT R S R A A2 5 I 1Y 1 R ORS o 26 i AR o 84,
2%, HoAloRL BEH R AE 9006 LA s 76 A 13 I, 0] 48 16 76 4% A
T RESE R B A IR b R (s 45 R AE 1 8 2 B VSTS Y
AR REE TEMNRI, JLTE 5 100% B ST3, MT3 4%
BT WT BRI ep, 73 I R e ik — B3R A R R IR IR A
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MT3% E % = » token-by-token
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Fig.4 Accuracy and recall of studied works
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R A B i i S A BRI I I A2 2 B2 gy A Rk o
AT 5B TT 14 3 R 2 X B R 43 P P A RO RORS A R
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B 5 TR T 2 2] BRI B G 1 0 A AR R P i i B iz
FA KT figt R PETR T A AN ER AT TR 2 ) 26 AR T I
T I AR YT A8 4T s A 1oy PR o R A T R R Y U
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R AE 1) MR AR 0L i 22 i g AR 495 ) AR R e A A I 1 7
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