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Abstract:  Secret protection is studied after introducing the quantifying permission idea in the view of access
control. Meta-Permission is derived from the view of ‘quality’ and ‘quantity’ in philosophy. Compared with
traditional cognition and permission used in access control, it comprehensively and deeply reflects the essence of
permission. Combining with the threshold idea and RBAC, a threshold access control scheme based on quantifying
permission is proposed. This scheme is applicable as widely as secret-sharing scheme, and shares the same function
in protecting secret. Furthermore, it has some distinct advantages such as no relation in knowledge between the
secret pieces hold by participants and the protective secret target, the ability for expressing the difference among
participants’ trustworthiness, and the low complexity in computing.
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1 [EERYERE

B2 (A 2 17 S 22 A AU (1 — > B 2 ) . Shamir T+ 1979 4E4 H AT 17 BR JEAEUIR S 47 Bk 285 JL 6 AU

ANER S 53 WS SRR S, MR FIAT R A ¢ AR S B i U E AR R B N BT S R SR, B & e
FE T B SEARR i AR iR AL T iR VR WA 7 VA M 3t T KB A3 45 Bl R TR R BE A Bl 3 L =20
S AT IR0 2 0 AR R 5 L R IGIE PRk S e DA R TR R O R Ak 5 Ty S AR KRy i 3 (v e A
J7 A Shamirt' M F- 1979 EIET-Hrks B H A 16 2 500 LK Asmuth 25 A7E 1980 4FF6 T o [6] 58] 4 s BE HH f) Bk
WAL=y % T Y4 7, Blundo®7E 1993 45, HM SunP®'T- 1997 4F, 43 5 M 118 1) A1 B Mgttt 7 R8s == 0y
F % F LA 7 v, Blakley 78 1979 #E3E 115 LT 5 VMG H T — AN IL T R 540 2 FH K9 & 2
{10 Bk 2 3 525 S8 1A S 3 Ji ,Chang ™7 2000 4E 2 H T W{aT 7 1Bk 23 23 & 5 K Vi, Fei e 2003 4R H 7 dnife 11
AR 2 5 3% 2 5K SR8 5T R 30 I Rk 2 5 I 10 i R 2 Cramer M 2000 4 3% T 1157 52 2t T4
Rk 2 3L 2 7 5T A T 1 5 A0 B 2 L 52 S Stinson!I7E 1999 4E 4 H ).

FROHE BT 3 AR

() B RESS5FHRE S A5 BRI AE 4 AR B BCR L, Shamir A IEFH7% B H WG £
IR (FRHL T V) My 3 (R B 8 0 2 07 R (A T R F(x) =@, X" + ..+ ax+a, € Z,[x] I, a, =5 RER

ST E GBI AR ¢ ANRREE 4 R #R R UGS ¢ AN JT R AT R GE T T BRI ¢ A Rk vk E T AR SR Rt 2
i, 70 R4 P IR E oy | (x,, v) SERIIIHEE a, =S ZIAMELEAE AR ERBCR.

(2) B 43 o0 ER AR A A FH AR (). SCIR[8 14 Hh, 76 FH 7 2 TR 38 3k A 70 35 1 AR B R ] S PR 1) 22 S AT5 AR
P B3 5 B A8 7 A e ZE L 7 B S R BEAEARAT T2 8] 43 20 TR 3 R A 10 10 2 S 8RB 22 R A A 1
B EREMNELERTE HREBENZ T LW (x,,p,) S50k G ERMNZ T ER T (x,, y,) X F
PR (R V2 )T & T Ak ) VR A [i) DR T 25 A s Bk 4 2 5 3 RO A X — 22001,

(3) FETAREOUE A T B UAR] 5 55 8 A7 E 3G 4 IR 5208 28 ) A% B 52 20 A v 1) ) L.

BR324 P R 43 5 AR (R 25 2 NN AEAEAT A SR IR R DL B3 o i i S 5
[R5 AR B8, M7 I 42 16 %) #0085 5K, e A% (R 477 ] A i 2 A T — i 1) JEL B2 O A 2 o A 25 A (B n SO i
IR PR R, AR AN Ay B B A I IR R 38 ARAE AN 2 5 25 105 AT R v S 1k Rl o3 ;i B RR B (RUCBR v B A sl
ST TURUBR”, AR R DR/ Sl T P (8] (R 3 Fol 22 53 ), 68 B4 23 S0 5 R BB R B o P 2 T 1) RS ARL AR 5 i 4%
il AT I8 21 GR35 1 AR AR SCHIF 0T — DR A7 B0 85 PR R 1% A A 2 T A A B JELAELRN A7 €8 U ) 4 #)
(role based access control, fij FX RBAC), 45 & [T B AR S L RR 3 (R 4.

2 WREIENEMS RBAC EEURIIM S

2.1 MWRFERAEINRR

ATAR] SR 49 6 J2: Bt (quality ) Rl & (quantity)” I 48 — 4, B PR A1 & 4 b A 5T b8 ANELEAG <50 (14 Ja 24, 17 i
A 271 JE P 255 ki

Bl 1 7 P AR R R IR I A e B IO R e S (L TR R R A ), M R E T K
TEN R DL F R 32l i — BOE I, 5 A AL
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B 278 BUA ZETEAIE 26 T R Sk 24, S8 VA IR I E AR 18 S A I RSB R b — 2
PLEMARS SRR T AH Y,

Bl 370 ZE F AU A ISR TE S T B E

1) 1 &K ZERP 4 LR ] LUK [ — 03 ot

2) 4 4 BB LUR S — B R .

M ATREEZ A RN LA AT DAL [F) 58 B — T 25 W 2 57 G D DR, 2 B0 552 A 348 v 110 %A A0k P A7 7F — 2827
5ol T 10 i) R, LA 2T O R TR A AR TG A % ) K A PR )<< (1 SR AR Al R U A PR AN R < S
P, IR R A < 5 (0 & AR T, 32 4 R 1, AT 31T A BRI 40T 1 5 00 Ja 1, 1T 240 17 AR Bk B A (2
) Jm .
2.2 RBACEEMIRAIM &

RBAC A TTHEAIER IR A P IR AR AR JERCR /B 45 08 > 10 A 2,88 5 P g M
K IRAG T T AR — BT &, — A A I3 1R BR 2 R R — AN 5 (AT 45 5 3 A O 1) X R, T LUAR HiR T 45
T BEO G BRI A0 £, LA D AR F P 22 TR S IR RR 11 43 B AN K 52 46070 2 RBAC S8 %) A1 B4 W C 5
R AR, 8BRS AR I U7 A BRARARE T —Fh R 09 B I 5 15, BRI AT A SR A3 31 7 ORI & BE . SCHk[9]
FFLTE T NIST AR¥E RBAC AL, 45— T A% RBAC HIIAISCHR[10,11140 509 i T RBAC #E AL Kk fig
TG RV L

RBAC ' AV (4 L A AR AR AR OC RN DA (TR GR AR OC R TR RO “IR A () IR A 3 — AN A 6
(TEGR 7R R R RN “rm g f (00 I, iy 4 A LA T AR A € 10 A A BRI R, 22 H BRSPS SR ¢ o A4
55 B, AT DL ANAIC 25 A 68 rP U AR H v R B, R v AR E N T IR RR B, AR G s AR 9 T s o I
JRUR T G R 48] R SR A R, R R T ) — AR Bk ZE 0 A ERSIR AR HH R I = 4 A
0SS gk T AR R T — AR B AR R RSB S S SR T A R T AR A B
Wi, B XA A R T 3 AR Fr B A T AL PR A (R G S0 3) i R S SR A T BRAE N 4 A
PR B NETT K0 3,084 4 A EAR ] DAL ) S e o, — N ZE RO PR AN EA Al mT LA [ 5 i R A 5 A 55
T XA T T LA R A Ak 7k % 2R R DL R R SE IR g P AE I IS B0 R 98 R N B
SRR N B 75 oK ) AR T AR 1 Pl Rk

3 ETEUREIRG EHZHRR G

T BRI RS ABUF) PS5 R 47 7 S AN ) 4 1 TR s 2 SR BIE TR 37 Bk % i 1) 55 AT 10 AR
J7i LA TT AN LA J5 A 3 (R 3E =ML AN R, 0 A 2 7 (R 2 2 P B AR (B 2 Tl e A R
FIIEC R . E SR 2 5 B W E AR LA S P MBS 2.1 1 A A IR A AR R g A7 R 3 ) 5 — oAk %

RICRUR I T Z A ML, i GO H 10 2 D Ok T2 55 35 2 B IR AR 5 22 52 8, o HL Ay €] LR I 4k K 1) 7
SR A BRI TEAL R, FFHE R A G P A& K B 52 F S P B0 A PR AR A 3 e SE P 4 1) (s s o B
(¥, R G0 K AE TR - A1 € 51 3R (MR)” RA KAy - TP BB 3R (RU) ™ 24 T BESRAE SE AT (A BR D7 1) Bk 3% 1)
IS Ak, 0 25035 AL 2 5 R0 1 N B LA B IR e 1 5 S b, T Ll BlA 85 A B 11 23 1) 55 43 R L, 24 S B AT
T H P BRI i, W IRt 1A PR o 2% A R A7 £, T LA R M ) A S R TR T P P AN T A
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meta-permission;
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= “‘Secret’
Threshold mediation
. server
Authorized Held by User
to n
— > Distribution meta-permission < ——» Threshold access control «——————————

Fig.1 Secret protecting achitecture based on quantifying permission and RBAC
K1 3T EBURARBACH Rl 235 2R 50 45 14
3.1 TP IR 45 %% (threshold mediation server)
JIT A LR (R R 5 8 LA SO PR 3 DR AR AE 17T PR DR 55 s b AN BA 85 0 B — AN SCAF i T4l JE BB )
FI P o2 A 9, DT T A BB R T R U IR A5 ) 7 T Rk K2 T K B 3 A E (identity
authentication). 1851k 7 b5 S I AS W] B e DL K2 o7 10 99 JE 1) S 4 ik ) R
B PKI HA M H 25 3R S 6 F0E 15 1 DCUE A 2 3V0E A e P 43 A 1T B o 1 U i) 42 )3k 43
b A T A AR E BN T (B T 3 AN B 5O #E 1) WAE LAY (certificate authority, [ #X CA) HIE T UEH] B
SO HIIE To (certificate identity), T AEAS P #0847 T DAREAT AR BASHL I 28 RABIRT (K, K'Y s R EE 0 A
Y P 5 (SysAdmin). %24 FR G (Security Admin) Al H 14 F (3 (AuditAdmin), =& ¥ 4 a5 1. o, 22 a4
PRG35 DT L AN A O R B L M B, e 4 B D3 S DT 4 A (T AL ) 2 AR F) TSR AR i €4 T ]
M 5 8 (), I AE S 5 F o A Ik BT B AR U 1) SR b oA BB 4 57 R vh 5 22 41 SR i A g
SR = RS R 0 A5 <t /N AU I A = 3 2 1) A L B AR 2.
3.1.2 JoRUBRL [ BOGA ER
A OBJ s 55 4 BT A B ARG AR &, OP 375 w] LUt I 8 % 7k E 1 1) 45 4 4R & I T BCBR 4R
MetaPerms = {(obj,op,i) | obj € OBJ ,op € OP,i € N} .JuH M (obj,op,i) & S AN BT 26 T4 F R 55 % 44 obj 13
— Vi) 77 X op FBUN ) FLAFLAT L, obj FHIE TCAL R 5T, 3T FK obj A op #SAH R i TG AL BR 24 [ 5T e A B i
e TC A PR AR [7] J5 e A PR PR 8482 AP AN ], AR R /N S e 7 AN [ P P PR A B A0 mT i 4 22 St s HUAT [ S Te AL BR A
ATLEE M R kAR . AN RRE 1 45t T B T AR A .
AL 1. CreateMetaPerm : OBJ x OP x N QI T A7 H M2 & 4K obj 17 1 773X op 11— JT0AURR.
CreateMetaPerm(obj : OBJ,op : OP,i: N) <
meta — perm = (obj,op,i);
if (meta — perm ¢ MetaPerms)
MetaPerms' = MetaPerms \J {meta — perm} >
TR — A TTA B ) R B f A OB AR & 5 4
3.1.3 MR TRUR T
R H B TR IR- M A5 R MR A5 RS A M B REGIE N Roles Ul MR = MetaPerms x Roles f&
TUBURAE & B (A5 1 22 00 22 WL 7 A (7 K TR, MR(p(Roles)) W7 f t0 445 p(Roles) 14
A C TN TR BR A1 R B A 4527 A (0 TCRUBR IR RE 2 R 4 2 PTss.
PREL 2. AuthorizeMetaPermtoRole : Roles x MetaPerms %5 £ (%, r W JCA SR meta-perm .
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AuthorizeMetaPermtoRole(r : Roles, meta — perm : MetaPerms) <
if (meta — perm € MetaPerms A meta — perm ¢ MR({r}))
MR({r}) = MR({r}) U {meta — perm}

7 T8 B A 10 R AT 2k % 2 TR T A A €1 TO AN B B 6 5 oA 4K 7K IG5 A 10 1) TR BR e 55 22 4 4 1 I
7 45 12 B 1) TO R R B R 2 AL TE £ £ (A7 TE 22 R 7R 01 DL T AR 68 4k 7 (¥ A B 2003 02 1 A B kR 1
AR S (1) TTASL IR 8 e KA SRR AR T A 7 20 R A €0 PR G 68 T 5 e, AT 7 (S 2 LA B e 5 3 TRy
A5 T E AR T EAK obyj LIV IR 5 3 op AR AR (1 TTAL R LA K 22 42 87 B 53 T 4% T 1R JO B B R 20 5 v 5
AT IGRE Y TOA PR B 6 2 224 B A i[RI O T4 oy 1K 97 1) J7 =X op I TCALIR.

ML 3. GetRolelnheritMetaPerm : Roles x OBJ x OP VI 5.4 52 fi1 €4 r MILAH S f 45 &5 Ancestor(r : Roles)
kRGN . OG T A obj I EE— BAA s iR 72X op (K85 R TCAL PR

GetRolelnheritMetaPerm(r : Roles,obj : OBJ,op : OP) <
AncestorMetaPermSet = &
AncestorSet = Ancestor(r)
AncestorMetaPermSet = {(obj,op,1) | (obj,op,i) € MR(AncestorSet)}
if (AncestorMetaPermSet == &), output = (obj,op,0)
else return output = (obj,op,i, .. ) >
A, (obj,0p, i, ) A& AncestorMetaPermSet 9 i /& W1 T 4 5 ) JEALFR :
(0bj,0p, i, ) € AncestorMetaPermSet A (¥ (0bj,op,i") € AncestorMetaPermSet = i' <i . ).

PREL 4. GetRoleAuthorizedMetaPerm : Roles x OBJ x OP i1 B0 r % &EH R T T . KT KK obj

(3 — EARY 17 7 20 op HYTTALRR::
GetRoleAuthorizedMetaPerm(r : Roles,obj : OBJ ,op : OP) <
if (3(obj,op,i) € MR({r}))
return (obj,op,i)
else return (obj,op,0) >

B 5. GetRoleMetaPerm : Roles x OBJ x OP & [nl #i 4. 5¢ T & 1K obj Vi 1) J5 X op M TGHLPR, 1% TG AL R (1) 44
ARG R AR 1 AR 22 4 B R T I:

GetRoleMetaPerm(role : Roles,obj : OBJ ,op : OP) <

(obj,op, sum) = GetRolelnheritMetaPerm(role,obj,op) + GetRoleAuthorizedMetaPerm(role,obj,op)
return output = (obj,op, sum) >
o SO R AR A 0 6 2502 [) J5T A, o 250840 LA R
SumMetaPerm((obj,,op,,i,) : MetaPerms,(obj,,op,,i,) : MetaPerms) <
if ((0bj, == obj,) A (op, == op,))
return output = ((0bj,op,i, +1i,) = (0bj,,0p,,i,) + (0bj,,0p,,i,)) >

PR 6. RevokeMetaPermFromRole : MetaPerms x Roles )\t r FTlA 17 JCAL R 45 & HR IR [B] 5+ & AK obj
155 18 77 3K op [ TCAL PR meta-perm .

RevokeMetaPermFromRole(r : Roles, meta — perm : MetaPerms) <
if (meta — perm € MR({r}))
MR({r}) = MR({r}) \ {meta — perm}

TEILES R G T %44 obj 10995 1) 75 2K op 1 TEALBR meta-perm [V ER KL 7.0 T AR F¢ RS0 —BUvk % T 904
ZICECBR K A 1, A8 M A CR AT TR TR BR 4R & b N 25

PREL 7. DeleteMetaPerm(meta — perm : MetaPerms) .
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DeleteMetaPerm(meta — perm : MetaPerms) <
if (meta — perm € MetaPerms)
Vr € Roles
if (meta — perm € MR({r}))
MR({r}) = MR({r}) \ {meta — perm}
MetaPerms' = MetaPerms \ {meta — perm} >
3.1.4 I HTTAUR T
RGP H WS A Users H KT %K obj He—5 vl J5 20 op TR W LLJE 2 AN f 64,20 T B ik i
P ICA R B K P e AN Y BB T F T i — AN A 1, 9 s SCHT P 1) ST AR 28 1% A £ 70 B BR 2
(RN i SR 7 A 1 (8 6 b B A B A BB IR, D3R [T (b, 0p,0) 7 1R TG A B 5t 2 7 ) 58
i) A2 77 A VR BRI A 3 3o P A B0 R 0 B A TSR, R G AN ST R 51 2R X AR B A AE T 42
S PO L L A SR Y ) o (A e T AT /AT I A €l v DA S IS BR £ 23 BE - [l AT S D BR U
K% 8. GetUserMetaPerm : Users x OBJ x OP IR 5| | 7 2% T 4K obj H=—1i 11 J5 3K op 1 TCHLRR.
GetUserMetaPerm(user : Users,obj : OBJ ,op : OP) <
role = RU (user,obj,op)
if (role = &) return (obj,op,0)
else return GetRoleMetaPerm(role,obj,op) >
HHr, RU < Roles x Users & NIt EA R H A Z 5 2 W, Rox H P BOR 7 1M 6, RU (user,obj,op) N
R user FITNAT (40 (8245 0 G THIHT B 4K obj He— 15 J5 3 op (R #A 148,
3.5 FARVT IR IR IR ) BR A
Xof 5 A U 1 o v L PRSP, A 5 5 17 R LA 0 DR A7 Bl 85 110 2542 o 8 L RO L RR R 477 G R A TR 1) 2% 4
FCTT PRARLAE AR (K5 U7 1) 2 A B BLBR T PRS2 LA T = {obj x op xm x d |obj € OBJ ,op e OP,m e N,d € N} ,['TfR IY
TG (obj,op,m,d) s —H I S B 44 obj AT AL Y7 10 J5 2K op I 0620038 BUBLER 5 m LS N K d 109 265K, JF i
e R AL 1D BRAEL e 17 R IR 55 i ok e k.
AR i o K
PR 9. bool IsSatisfied : Sessions x OBJ x OP x N x N F|Wi 2 5 Vi i) i) — 20 H J* G815 55 %A% obj AT4E 15 1)
75 3 op AEZALH 5k 2 AR IR U 1) R CRLRS S A U ) i 3R 3 5 A BT R B A ARAT U i) B A 2 i
(sessions)”.
bool IsSatisfied (s : Sessions,obj:OBJ,op :OP,m:N,d:N)<
ParticipantsSet = session — users(s)
Yu e ParticipantsSet
if (GetUserMetaPerm(u,obj,op) == (u,0bj,0))
/% 5 1) 175 3K A B o BB A R T AS R AR g /
return false
if (TotalMetaPerm(s,obj,op) < m) v (# ParticipantsSet < d)
PEATFG TR ) B * /
return false
else

return true >

o
(1) TR session-users(s : Sessions) &0 2 5231 s (W JTH H 7, # ParticipantsSet 752 55 I N 4L
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(2) FPREL TotalMetaPerm(s : Sessions,obj : OBJ ,op : OP) = Y GetUserPerm(u,obj,op) it 5.2 1523 i s 1]

uesession—users(s)
PTAT P SR %44 oby 1975 1) U5 2K op IOTCRLRAE Z A1
THLLU, B4k 0 g X fE e, KRR X IRAVEA, IC, o XIS e B B AR U 1)
BRI A L R R
Lo U, 1o YRR M 55 5 3R AT SR U 190 3 AR FR 9 L% A F bR e A S LU ) 7 o 48 H ) 37
RGN AT U, 7= A 10— A BEHL S (nonce) Ny, JFH U, H QAP I E 5 4416, 0F M 1 B ik 45

U, — SysAdmin request : [read object obj, ‘ request reason’,NU1 ]K;l1 +1Cy, .

2. RAGUE L GUE I B 0 UE 5 A UESE B 6, 22 4 B G AR ek 5 I <A - SR (RU) AL < TERLBR -
A B R (MR)™ A% S HABUBR, v 2 B3 A AR U1 4 3 47 B30 AL RS, 7 ANJEL oL, 3L 448

3. BL ARBTG5, 2 A B 0L B S AR — AN BN N SRS B R R e b Al - P AR A K
“TURLPR- 1 51 (MR)™, [ BT AT AT 7] S Se AR AR oAl — 1A P 88 5 U R0 R0 335 SR 30 8L JF T E S AL 9
T Ja Ak ik

SecAdmin — U, (2 <i<n) request:[U, request to read object obj,  request reason’, N, 1K_!

4. AR 22 A B G AR AR U BV TR 15 SR B DU 3R [ ir 3 3 6Ll S R R S 1 A
DASL B 3 e 2 B OURIE S AT BENLEL N, AR5 T B SRR N 5438 R s A 25
AT LF

U,(2 <i<n)— SecAdmin response:[ ‘yes/‘no’, N, ]K{,’1 +1Cy, .

5. ZAREMGOLRPITE n— 1AW R T 7 JeA R 2 R0 75 08 2 1T BRAR LS 7 89 N0 77
AERSE N HG R e A P E ISR AR U, s 58T SRS I BEALE v, T B SRS e 024 U, , U, 3
MU 5E 5 2R

SecAdmin — U, result:[ “ yes'/ “no’, Ny, 1K,

4 M5

4.1 RIERESRIPFSAILR

4.1.1  JOBURR 5 i A RR %t b

TOAL PR AT &% b5 FH s 1) A P A R G s S0 T (AL PR, FR MR 7T HE IRRE 2 2 DA i 7 il 2 ol o 1
A TRURI A RSB, e 4 T T R A b S ke 1 A4S R 338 — M 2 RO AS . I 1T A=<152 A ], Lb 265e JAR BR 15 25 3 ARBR 2 T 7
FILTyHe 7 T 1 220

o RIB I TOAL PR 19 R A T 2R (5 0, 13 AU )5 3 A AN PR 1) 3R T 30 (R 42, 130).

o FIXTNBE LR FIETHREM R HAE T @ AT LA BUE S et SR 2 5,@) AT LASE & 1 TRR 8
AR YRR T 1 5 B2 A5 U i) 25 A TR PR 1D LR . T T A PR A AR A2 i A BRI — R k% 5, 20 i B A S
LEEN
412 B MRS RY 7 531 B ARUR A T BR$5 i 77 = ) L

VA AL 2 R 5 Z (LA R ARATE) 45 R 45 T IR 43 1 5 ARG I R 35 2 T A il I &I 56 T 1
A A B B9 1T R4 10 7 ZE (LA N RR I ) P 09 T A BR S AR BB % 2 RV A ATAT AR IR, R IR S+ 2
IF1) 1 2 5

o SRS TR A R R AR E 4 I 5 3 4 R TR

o R S ERYAL A TEAR BB R AR AT A AR IR G WA

o BEAN G A SRR B B AR (04 4 7 A [ 10 )5 AR A e A PR ALK /S IR A 1) BT 19 4 P AR A T

o ST T K ERLE W TR oy BT AR WRR TR A 5 A IR A B A E A U )
B (RABRR, BRI T A 7 B SR 255
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o ANTEIRIN I D D 5 S TR 5 1) 7 405 1 A A oh D b B T T B IR U K S R T T R SR TR
B, AA LU 7V T 5 2 TR ol T2 U 0] DR AE 2544 1) U7 I A BR B8 2 5 N8 HAR B 1 5 iR L T
A ERIGE e
42 REIEEITIR

Lo BE TR A BCBR T R U5 ie0 4 1 7 ZE AR AAAT TS 43 R ) R 55 <] {5 50 UF 1) 0.

LE ST R OR3P 7 S BT A R P IR S O i 5 AR T R 2 A0 ST TR IBE R TR L A B 2
B [P R S TR AR B = U7 oK 0y OB IR A A IR B B FE S 4y B (dealer); 1 8 b 25 EE A4 1) 3ok R Hh AT B
B B BT 3  20 n) 56 0IE 2 (combiner) H 7 S BT AT 1R 35 i B, L R AL R B, ot T 0 TIF 2 A R L A
VAR 23 SR B B R 45 IR UIF X AT SCHR[ 14] TR Bk kT A5 4 K 1) B 01T {5 50 0F ) . BLAR SCHR[ 1S3 H T AN TR
BTG A =7 B B AR AR SRR R 2 g T R .

TEFE T E AL BRI T BR U7 In) 45 ) 7 28 vp G B 2% DASCHR I T AR AR T TR B R &5 38 Bl T v k42 5
I S AR R B AR IR 0 AR, T AN A DA AR S SR BB A e R IR B A, T R L 0 2
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