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Abstract: RNMS (R-Net monitoring system), the monitoring infrastructure of R-Net virtual computing
environment, takes intrusiveness control as an important research objective. RNMS tries to control the intrusiveness
in many aspects. Of them, RNMS focuses on intrusiveness control in the procedure of monitoring data acquisition.
Based on the concept of autonomic element, autonomic host sensors intrusiveness control mechanism and main
control thought are introduced, and adaptive sensor control algorithm and policies are implemented. By practical
testing, the usage background of adaptive algorithm and policies are described. Then, the monitoring accuracy and
overhead are compared in different policies and configuration parameters by simulating. Comparing with the
non-control policy, on the precondition of ensuring the monitoring accuracy, the monitoring with the adaptive
policies can effectively reduce intrusiveness.
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Fig.2 Autonomic control mechanism model of host sensor intrusiveness
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Fig.3 Influence on the monitored system from the running monitoring system
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Fig.4 Monitoring system overhead and load of the monitored system under different sensor running intervals
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3 EHERSFERMMNBERITHELSRE

FHES 2 5 0] LA tH— Se B A A5 i 1 DAL I8 (3 AT 45 45 00 2R 400217 5K [ S 80RIAR Pt M LA sk B, — FROCR 1, AN
T 1) A TR 25 LA A [ A 2 0 AN ) 1) SRR A3 M 0 1) P05 S [0, 45 4 00 28 8 i S 1) SR 3R = Pt AN T
ZA MG IS R I IS AT ] GE4 77 A2 3 TR A% R ] LA 308 5 SE Bn MR FRAT T30 AE T 92 3 oA LA B3 32 4 1 38 R 428 71
) B 55 0] B B T S e A R, FRATTRT MU AL AR 5 w7 E LU R LA T T TF
o SKF T B A AN PR A DU A RV (18 M A T 1 SRR AT A N 12 1 R AR M
o NF T SR AR AT 00 S, T SRR P W 0 A RS ) T A AN, 1E B (R R AR AN TR 4 SRR A A T LA
AL UNIEN
o OF T LU L R (R A I A, T SRR R TR M 0 A S PR R R K B I () AR AR TS A SR A R AR
T 12 ] LB 5 45 00 S 1 592 B A8 A 15 0 T A eS8
o T B0 PR AR D0, P A 2 B T SR I R 5 AR T ) T 58 3 AR 00, 75 B R N SE e IR ML SR S B, B AT
A 1 3 A s P I R B SR R O A IR 0T SR S50 W] DARK 4l Bl e B 5 EORH 0% B 1R AR AT
RAEARA, 0 e U N I SR S A BTG, LASRAN R 5 22 4 ) o AR e e I SR A A3 Ty, AR A5 HE 1A 11
HUEEE S/
3.1 EHERERFRMNAEENEHEE
Mo} BEAN A JEC B 1T 5, 40 SR e BEAT 0 I 45 ) I8 R L Ay 2 s A B A g s A B A WA A4 U 1) o N e
Tk Sy 4 )t 45 ) 1 ] DU S2 45 AR IR A B B 1 0, 0 T L 5 A DG 11 G At A% S35 1D 00 {1
FL U ITE
X T RS Ty, BV e 9 LT T g I 200 (00300 S8,V o Ay T S P 00 2 (B8 T 1 20 B AT m=1 /ME (Gm A
E) IR X ().
AT AT o BT g B R RAF: 18] B ) 1) B0 AT =T a1 =T
AV A AT B MV AR A B AV, =V -V,
Rate VAL T o B T P KIS 40 3, RIVELAT IS ] P9 12844 5 Rate=| AV [ AT=|(V et = Vi)l AT.
1 Rate /£ 4 3EAT F 3& M A% HI AR, 1 RateMAX 272840 F BRI L, RateMIN 5224546 5 T BRI FH
o Y Rate>RateMAX i, 3R W AR L0 B e, W 12k /N AT;
e 4 Rate<RateMIN I3 B AR (05008, 1% 3 K AT;
! RateMAX>Rate>RateMIN i, % B (L5 £, AT fRFFAZE.
R, B TS [R] PR B 0 1) 5 SCAS [) A7 18 e ) 6, i vl F PN A R A8 75 & A TR A X &, i CPUZR R L,
T B8 P b v 7 B 4 ot AT Ak, BTV e AR TV R AR 45 4k 2 BT
Rate=|AV,|[/(VadT)=|(Voi Vo)l (VadT).
SRR R RS . 5 24 RateMAX RateMIN 4%
SEVEH H 52 AR A I TR SR A I TR [R) 5.
BiE 1 FHULEBR R B IE N EE
while (% FEAE 2% AT B & 45 Hl)
{
While (true)
{
QTR (R4S O 45 SR @ ACE )V RN B BT A L) LAV 5 1 AN
FRAFA YR 15t &5 SN TR AE Vo R T Bkt A 2 & PR continue;
all
RAFA YD 1 25 FEV o IS A BR T 5
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WHEAT=Tp1—Tn;
THEIAV=(Var-Vio)l;
1T 5 Rate=|AV,|/AT;
U Rate=RateMAX, A 4 A i AH I ) S W 9N AT
Gk Rate<RateMIN, JIB2 4 H AH Y (1) S 14 2K AT;
AT REFAAE.
}
}
3.2 RNMSfk BE25 Y B 5 M7 35 5l 5 B
P 3 A 928 1 SRV 1R S B IS AT B TT O I 448 ) SR S . 11 3 V4 ) B2 At e SR I T ) A 75 5 2 AR 1Y
I AL, I R 44 ) SR I AR R SR A TR 98 i 50 28 AR eS8 22 DRIy i R 3 9 o SR Mgk BT 1) Dt )i Aol A S 2 e ok
W TTAE AR B0 B AT 0 2 o S i vy, 0t 75 T 3 AT 3 S U X P T R R ER B L A R
WA A BT AS [ [ B, A [0 (1 55 SR AR 4045 75 22 2% L8 %) 0] 71 s AS ). I 0 2R 9 40 e P 8 A B 000 2 T 5 v
AL T % VI PR AT 85 07 R 5 U T e A B M DU R 06 1) R4 DA /N Dk B
FRARTG G I RS BE . TR N R AE SRR IR I il A2 PO L 1, S D e 25 1B AN SR 43 10 e s
T A A 0o AN TR 1) B SR Sk B B A TR %, R R R I B, B T AR P AR, B — e AR B B H
Hij,RNMS SR JH ) S L 4
Lo SRR D] I ] 2 AN Aot SR A D B B AT 1138 137 2 4 (] Noncontrol 5K 7r).
2. SRR TAT R BE AR A 3 (R DR /N T R AR AR A, AR AR AE 18] 58 S m-interval gep, 24 28 A0 A R /N 5 AR A % T0 00 AR AR
T BEL I interval Y/ meintervalgep; 52 2, 38 im-interval e (interval ey i A 1] 5 B2 (1 5 /s 25 B A, 552
B o SR T I mARL A 2,24 5 s ] fixed SR K 7R).
3. SRAY: H) o B AR A 28 1) R /INTRS AR AR AN, 2 AR A4 28 DT dge vy B {EL IS, SR A TB) B 93615 I 2 I £ (. Doubhalf >k
LR).
4. SRFF IR Bl AR Ak 6 18 K INTTG R AR AR A, AR AN 36 KT e v 18 BT, SR ) B9/ B ISR 1K Lin; J 2, 39 0
FIERE n A5 (SRR KT 5 B I n=Rate/RateMAX; 2425 4, 3/ T i A 19 {2 i} ,n=RateMIN/Rate;
24 Rate=0 If,4 n=10, H.5Z F5ff i L n+1 A4EF n)(J nmultiple K E7R).
5. SRAY: 1] e B A% A% 28 (1 R /INTHT K AR AR Ak, A8 A0 (B S A8 A 28 26 1k 1Y) R 40, BV >4 748 4 28 DK T de v LI interval
R/ n-intervalgep; 2 2 interval i iin-interval e, 25 X[ S5 4(FH Linearity K% K).
6. R FEH 5 SR, AR AN 8 KT ot s L B, SR A 1] R A8 e /NI 24 738 A 38 /I T e AR B L R, SRR i) I 358
— ™[] 5E {E intervalgep(H Accurateprecok 2 7i).
7. AR P BN SG FEWE 24 A8 B3R KT e v B LI, SR A T B ks — A [ fE intervalgeep; 24728 40 38 /N T SR A1
AR B, SR [F) 3 2% 1 5 R (O Intructr SR 2 7R).
8. WA KNG 1,297 2 K T f ey A IS, AT A FE D0 26 B 5 24748 A 28 /1N T g I o L I, AT SR s 5(H
Combacc K& R).
9. WRERNE 2,97 EE K T I i BUAE T AT SR 5524748 4k 2 /N T S A1 B B I, BAT TF A 428 SRR o Sk s (FH
Combintr JkZER).
3.3 EMIEHIREFISHAERE

3 I 45 1) SR s S AH B 2 B B AR P 1 LA T I T D R R AR L B AR Y - 2R
A28 MR A LA T SRR 0 2R 0 P42 PR 5 LA A I 400 P4 7 S0 28 6 R R0 R BV B 38 11 S s R 2 4L

P PR A

Lo MRS 524 A B A5 11 8 TR B I 110 42 i
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2. bt SRAEAT 3 T A PE ) 6k Ao i SR HEAT BN HE 7 1 52 7 SR 2 TR IR D S 2. B ol MR A2 55— Air
1035 2 DRAUE G B2 55— A7 19,

3. B i SR IR AR ZER, W PO ARG B P2 R AE AT A VT Y.

4. X M 2R G R P dpe 3B — BT TR T RS AT 5 D0 AT W D00 A0 7 W ) B AR PR ORS 2 15 45 4 4 5K, 2R
Fi s SR UENES 7 28,1 W BN —28,

5. MR SK < AT AR GOIR AN KA TR ZE R AR I 0 TR, 6 3 SR R S 4 4R it 1 0 A B

6. [T N4 A ST R 4 A 42 A () 2 P O, 1 S ] o o8 52 A Sl 1

7. GRFFULA AOBCE, 1847 — BUN 0 T, IEN S 4 28

H1 T AR e D PR I 2 5 K B AN AR 2R 0 T 5K« A8 ARG A F AR e LA AT 3 BT e DA A S5

o H X SRS A S RO AT SRR R (13 6 XA R FRATF — 2P WU A

4 BIENIEEIE SRR K

41 MiRFAESIRE

55 3.2 TR B 0 S 0 i LA S o B ERASE S ) B EAT DU AR, T SR 32 R L o RE LA SRS AT IR, T L 2
DRI 22 VO 2 AR EAT LG, BRI 0 76 SI2 B TR B 5 v e W 00 22 3 A5 AR A 1), DG 53 B, 3¢5 1 77 A [
7% N A [R]AE A5-4 (003X &5 SR AR M 10 AT L 55 00 a0 W, W AR S A8 PRSI0 g 3R L 5 2 5 (40 095 32 0 445
T LU FRATT I A S0 AR, DA A AL IS 10 A N 2 A [ £, Bt A I ) i N e 4 A8 P A [ ) 5 s R 2 350k
AT AT A5 B0 AN [R] F) i L8403 HL ) B0 AR AT BT, 3R A5 48 P SRS BAUA T I PR 5 2 R T A 45 0

ISR 0 4 N B 2 Hh Linux R 4 [l mpstateiy &SR 4E, W 2= ARy LIHz, MR AR (] (A1 B7 4 1 A5 Bl 4EDS;,
FE Ry N 22 T A [R] 5K s [ 2 ) Ak B S5 45 E10AH Y. 5 I 1 A 400 22 250408 4 SDS oyt SDSoue & DSin T 5. A [ 1)
SDSoutits ZEREAT S Eb R 43 B, LA SR AG AH . 428 1 55 % 645 J5 R0 5 45 7 THD 19 DX 030 e 45 1 PR i A A e P A
T 0] AN [] () SDSoue A RE ELHEHEAT X L2 (1) 75 B — D EH R AE I AN R B SDSoue [RIHEAT LU AR, (2)
SDSoue T 1K U 12 48 AAH [ (— MR A, L H0 8 /N T DSy 208 1) £ i, G S AH A5, SDSoue it FDSin 58 42— FF 1), %
AN TR PRI SDS e I AR IS Fi Ak B A5 L R 08 5 b vl B0 42 AT LU 2

S5 L A Tl U AR R 525 2 AT N B FE D Sin VE DA ARk 1) A v B 4, 7 0 At ASEAEL U B AR kAT
R 72 43 BT I AR g HER BN . T2 A SDSgued i N UM 42 11 42, JIT LA, SDS o 1 IRI B304 5 /2 HE 1 (11 (15 DS
AFE I o] T A5 P R AR [T, B A 00000 2 0 42 o A 0 P U A ol I 0 PR SR ARE R M A b S5 7 e 0 2 T A S N
B4 4R DS P AF L 10 ASE R0 122 K045 2 SD S g 1 A A7 T 1 TR 8 I 1] 0 3 % B 14D 00 2 T 5 T2 DA SDS g At 2 401
(R I S5 T, T DAL 3 2 A T R (R A e Y A 2 HE DS X 35 A SD S o B0 AT 2540 H 82 IX 8 1k 52 (¥ 1 1T A A2
AR ), B AT iR 2 SRR

X A ) AR U LA, 5 AN SDSouZ [ 5 A8 LA DSin A AR EREAT 2 5 5 B 7 LIS ) Bk R n ] 8
Fis.

DS | Certainpolicy | spSou
»{  processing
program

Data retrieve

\ 4

Input data set DSin
_ SDS

\ 4

DSin Data comparison
and error analysis

Fig.8 Procedure of simulating test
K8 R
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Ho3hs; T A AT HEAE DS A7 75 1T £E SDS oy AV I 18] s ANA7AE (K S L8 (LI 3 — 5 1 T B A2 oK XA i
55 DSin P REAT LU FRATE T 2 47 1 1) 7 22, A SDS o A %01 (4 1+ 1 2 15 T SD S 1 AT M. 42 1ok
Koy 3 5d, SDSH 1 B A~ $ 15 DS 1 (10 Bt S B 55, 1 25 it AT BLREAT Blodfa ot L AR 22 3 M 1A B AN IR
MR Bl R B AR T FE W B 9 BT,

mputosn L L[ [ 1 | | | |
01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Output SDSout | | | | |
0 1 3 7 9
Retrieve SDS | | ‘ | ‘ ‘ ‘ | ‘ |
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Comparison | | ‘ | ‘ ‘ ‘ | ‘ |
o1 2 Sweed® S5 6 7 8 9

Error analysis | | | | |
o= _1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Fig.9 Data transformation in the procedure of simulating test
9 MLALh PN R o i B AR Ak

9 AT 5 4K 9 A ALK L B, A R BORR Bt A8 4 T A0 BT A P IR, I b By 0~9 AR I
M) 55, b 0 155 2 B R A L IR 1) A B (IR AR K/ N 9 /] LA HY DS T OB (B 1 452k %)
25 3o BEAN SR W RN 20 25 50 AR B S IR SDS o (B 2 4528 BY), LR AT 0,1,3,7,9 I %45 $idhs, U3 b 5 A s AT R
SRl R AR 1,3,7,9 I % Hicdls, 3 o 2 R A 0 T VA B 2,4,5,6,8 I 2 ) Bl (K Al AR, T A
SDS(% 3 42k BY).SDS 5 DSin A7 b, BT+ 0,1,3,7,9 I Z1 J5U A A7 B, I HL55 DSy A NI 8] 50 b (0 B4 AH 45,
JITEAAS 23 e SR DR 22 (11 5 4 4% BB AT TR 2 7R, 10 HG A 28 o A (1D 3R A PR 000 2 5 222 TR RV (158 B A e Bt
A 2 3RR).

H e A b BB 2t mpstat SRARIRAF 9, SO CPU o5 HT P 73 LU, 45 55 1/ B0 X1 100,
B 1 B Y8 R A [0, 1] X ], ~F- 44 4 ) 45% 22 (mean absolute error, 7 Fk MAE) I8 76 s X ] LA P .

WD AEDS iy WIS 2 B B, SD A2 SDS 0 I 0 5 n B A b b i A 2,

3|, —SD [/n o SDS b 5 H 51 b 10 Py 4556F 5 7% MAE,
i=1

FRATIALE P RAE N A DA 487 5 0T A1 PR A, SR SR, YU T 45 O A T MAE A DA #5065 J5E (1R 36 b, MAE &

71N RS BE R 58 SORS BE-RFEHLL I T
ratio=(1/MAE):N=1/(MAExN).

JERG R -RAEH LG A A i B RAEARHT R i3 b, ratio (BB, AR [R] RAEHC IR OB sy A [RDRS B2 R RAE B (12 #10)
WAL,
42 MIKEER

X ] S 1) I ) SR 30 o 5 ] 5 SRACE: [ G R A B AUL I e Bl 4, 3R 1 il 1 2 Al ) B AR SRAE B (R AE
UL £ B4k T B 1) A H0) AR N 81 28 ) i 22 A T A SR A ) B ) SN G I R 2 8 RateMAX Al
RateMIN K 3R 75 AN [7] 2 50K (Rl 2ot 2 A2 sl [ 32 B2 80 RateMAX=10xRateMIN, AL, 75 )5 T 1)
KRS EASIH T RateMAX. 3 2 FIEE 3 SR T & H & WY SIS A 25501 KRB 2 48 0] 3 7 &1 10
7R W P o R T R I SRR R B R (P x5 2 1 10 SR TR R SRR (RS - R A
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L.
Table 1 Sampling number and MAE under non-control policy
L A I R R RO P8 122
Interval (s) 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Sampling number 2 479 1653 1240 992 827 709 620 551 496
MAE 0.004 61 0.00494 0.00561 0.00581 0.00629 0.00575 0.00636 0.006 32 0.006 34
Table 2 Sampling number under self-adaptive polices and parameters
R2 KM ATEN RIS SE R RFE L
RP Accurateprec Combacc Combintr Doubhalf Fixed Intructrl Linearity nmultiple
0.001 3228 2324 1857 3188 2910 1426 1962 2221
0.002 3170 1259 748 2683 2828 740 832 1229
0.003 3127 1259 637 2422 2758 641 637 1353
0.005 2940 1257 546 1954 2690 677 736 664
0.01 2823 1259 497 1050 2490 513 497 504
0.015 2823 1259 497 1050 2490 513 497 504
0.02 2 825 1259 497 1100 548 513 497 515
Table 3 MAE under self-adaptive polices and parameters
F 3 KM AIEN KNS RS HCR S LX) iR 2
R P Accurateprec Combacc Combintr Doubhalf Fixed Intructrl Linearity nmultiple
0.001 0.000 853 0.002 79 0.003 58 0.001 02 0.001 57 0.004 48 0.003 38 0.003 17
0.002 0.000 943 0.005 21 0.005 75 0.001 99 0.001 68 0.006 07 0.005 58 0.005 39
0.003 0.001 04 0.005 21 0.006 11 0.002 46 0.001 83 0.005 94 0.006 11 0.005 12
0.005 0.001 42 0.005 23 0.006 4 0.003 53 0.002 02 0.006 35 0.006 35 0.006 09
0.01 0.0017 0.005 21 0.006 41 0.005 27 0.002 67 0.005 95 0.006 41 0.006 36
0.015 0.0017 0.005 21 0.006 41 0.005 27 0.002 67 0.005 95 0.006 41 0.006 36
0.02 0.001 7 0.005 21 0.006 41 0.005 16 0.006 67 0.005 95 0.006 41 0.006 37
= ratioNoncontrol
= errNoncontrol e ratioAccuratepre
0.007 o errAccuratepre 4 ratioCombacc
pren 4 errCombacc 0.40- v ratioCombintr
0.006 r’?,; .-, v errCombintr « ratioDoubhalf
0.005 1 Wi, < errDoubhalf 0.35- » ratioFixed 4
: 3 = errFixed 0.30- g + - ratiolntructrl o
0.004 —e— errintructrl - «  ratioLinearity
P e o errLinearity o 0.254 « ratioNmultiple «
s 0.0031 « » o errNmultiple é 0.204 ‘. o
0.002 1 s, ' e o
ot 0.15- f v LA
0.001 A ] 0.104 - .
0 ' ' ' ' y y ' 0.05
500 1000 1500 2900 2500 3000 3500 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
Sampling number Sampling number
Fig.10 Sampling number and MAE Fig.11 Sampling number and accuracy-number
under self-adaptive polices ratio under self-adaptive polices
K10 & F 5 3G R g B RS Bl11 &P BOE R SRR N SRR
A S 2 A 0 5 R BE-RFE L

4.3 MiXERH R

X — O T 43 AT AN T B4 428 ) SR s S 2 B50nt W e 8 55 000 4 1) 2 . bl T AR L0 3K T8 ¥ I 2 SR 1
TR DR L TR AT T3 SR B0 A 4 TR A AR U T 0T Bl P S g 5 2 B S ) R Sk DA T IR T DL
T8 55 SR IR A] P PR R AR R B CRPR AT ) B B A K.

& 10 FE 11 7T LUE
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(1) X 738 B 5 I R U, RateMAX (RateMIN) 2 il [ 38 I 55725 1) B0 FE B2 7E 0.001~0.01 (1) AR Y [l Y, R
— S T RateMAX /]y 34 4 0 Y ) 1 738 A BB B2 6k v, SRAE: ) I 9 /1 (10 R 2 gl K, 52 s 1) SR i 500
% T ¥ 22 /N P A A T RateMIIND B /1N, SR ) 5 348 K (907 M8 2 5 /N 0F T 1 2 ST ARE: [V e S5 s Sk 3, B 1) 1)
B /I, ST B A0 R a5 B0 22 , 1 14 350 2 wl i /I~ G b gt A g

(2) IAl—3kms N 75 RateMAX HX 0.01,0.015 F1 0.02 {550 N KAEEANF- 35 3% 22 )L F— i (fixed KWK ES
A 0.02 15 BLERAL).

(3) 5 FEAI S SR WS X R FE S AE Rate AH [ A5 00 N f5c ok, HoRE RS i

(4) TRMEASIR], RAE SUEOH R B, T 3 4506058 22 AT BB 2 AN R), B 28 m] e AR 22 AR o I R I 45 SR 02 8 2 500
AN RRE SIS B0 R, A B IE RR AT SEmS 1 1)~ 25 e 35 22 L i B30, i ] 5 SR AR 1) R 1) 45 25 8 K i e i e
(15 22 1 AH [ S TR S5 /N (R N Bk 34 SR T B A SR B 1 0, 150 3 1 SR A S R 58 B s AT K [
S SRR TV o 1 W% T A SR 0 A D (R 1 0 1, 45 o SRS 9 352 28 AR I

(5) AN [F) SR W5 KT 77 A (18 SR A AR K 2 ) A SR 5 SR 7 AR ISR FF AT 5 S 50 T i 2 IR 4R
S MK 1B 5 /01 doublehalf 5% B 7= A2 ¥ R A 25 b G S B0 4 1930 [l K (fixed SERE (5S40 0.02 1915 1t
B A1) i AT B B SR s I, R DA 2 2% 3 O R e, 35 B Vo RG 8 ol G 00 2 SR, 75 B AR PRt b A= P s il A 2
W a0 S 3 HHE N, W T doublehalf HEHE

(6) A [ 2 KA (1) B SR 1, RS B - RAE S L B — B A2 T B, 10 B2 SRAE B /N T 7 FP i Ratio {5 # LE 3L
il 15 3 R SR ARG T8 B 24/ T 7 FD IS FEAH R 8 (1R ) 1, 0 SR W 1) 7 240 400 0] 132 7 i K G R e A1 T 78 1 366 I 3
W& T Ratio A S /MEL, P A 5 [ 5 SRAE ) K SR 05 AH LU, 1) 3 B SRS T DG T8 A8 AT 4 B AR 19 SR sl S B R 8 7y
K RS SR T

5 & g

WA 45 1) PR e e L B I 4% 0% 9 TR i 4 19 0% S 3058 A0 A 280 PR A7 B DRV 22 P il P 1 i) AL 0 R
WA 2 TSI S5 () R i 1t (L S A DA AN v JE G OGS B 2R Al R AR P SR AU SR B R-Net R I AR 4t
RNMS e 8 #2425 A 2 22— I T A Sl 0 500 PR SR B BE A T 18 3 0 SRR R 534
b A BT R MBS RNMS S T TR SR P 0 B 3 L, S0 2 1 38 N PR A SR AR DI o 5
122 DR FRY SRS 326 A0 2 B0 B LA o S B R A 21 17 M AR R i AT il R BV R P MR B R 3R L A
[7i e SR A AR DR P 110 2 S5 LA R A T 2 TRD FR) B ) PR K S8 R A A R 36 . 17 HEAT A% ol 19 38 R 2 11 1) 7
BNE Ly ek, PR T I AR 4 A SR P R T AR AT e A T R R AR, B ] T A TR S AN S
DURG BE RN (1 B A R AR — BT DT, 5 181 5 SRR T 5 SRS A L, 1 3 I S S 18 A F A LA
SR o 2 B BE A 7 SR — R TR FEE R T AN () SRS PR 0T B DA A S5 s o 5 B 328 4P SR RTG53 77 B4
WA, B AR BIHLE R A A8 A7 BEE 1 RA. 8 N 7 SO A S B B EHA R CA MR T &R
iy BSOS A R0 AL KA SRR D SCHE, ) I 7 25 R A Mok AL I L AT RV B AN
it SR H T AT AR S J U B =, 45 A SR 2 ) SO LA HEAT S B 6F L, DA R AR X ff 52 A8 P il Fof (L 006 42
SR AN S HORATIEFE . T 20 1 L BRI T AR W2 X P B R A BT I
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