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Effective and Efficient Approach for Graph De-Anonymization
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(Key Laboratory of High Confidence Software Technologies, Ministry of Education (Peking University), Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: Ever since social networks became the focus of a great number of researches, the privacy risks of published network data
have also raised considerable concerns. To evaluate users’ privacy risks, researchers have developed methods to de-anonymize graphs and
identify same person in different graphs, yet the existing algorithms either requires high-quality seed mappings, or have low accuracy and
high expense. In this paper, an effective and efficient seedless de-anonymization algorithm, “RoleMatch” is proposed. This algorithm is
based on the network topology and consists of (1) a new cross-graph node similarity measurement “RoleSim++” with fast computation
method, and (2) an effective node matching algorithm considering both similarities and feedbacks. In experiments, the algorithm is tested
with graphs anonymized in several popular anonymization ways, using the data from LiveJournal. In addition to the traditional symmetric

experiments, an asymmetric experiment setting is proposed to mimic closer to real-world application. The results from those experiment
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show that with the proposed algorithm the de-anonymization work achieves superior performance compared with existing
de-anonymization algorithms.

Key words: social network; de-anonymization; anonymization; privacy risk; node similarity
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A, Sim' (u,v)<<1.
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FER 2. RHE R AU (uv), & uv) R Sim¥(u,v)-Sim(uv), 8447 uv)<(1-p)*".
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TEE k kR 5, A
£*(u,v) = Sim*(u,v) - Sim(u,v)
= (1= AL V) + I (UV) = I3, (UV) + I (Uv) (A7 (U,v) + 47 (u,v)
< (1= A)(min{] N (u) || N5 () [} +min{] Ny (u) | N; (V) [0 = B /A7 (U, V) + 47 (U, v))
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(K 5 RO (5 4 A7), MR 2 i PR SOV SEE T IARURE B 5 4T 28 6 A7) e hE e 2 Ja SRR MR (26 8 17).3%
TR LS B 45 R

Bk L AR AL R

Input : G, = (V},E)).G, = (V,,E));

Output : Sim.

1Sim « MatrixAllOne;

2for i=1-—nRounds do

3 for (u,v)eV,xV, do
y(NJ (W), Ny (V) + 7(N; (U), N, (v))

AT (U,V) + 47 (U,V) ’

5 Sim'(u,v) < (1-8)-r+ p;

4 r<

6 end

7 Sim <« Sim’;

8end

9return Sim

LA AR (1 1R B AN, Ny ) 2 32 488 S ARV 8 3 b DG 3 R 1 X (i e R 1 S5 ) A XA I AR
U SE R NG AN R s A A LTI BT SR (AR ALBE AR S TR U N R RIS A X A1

T TR I &5 55 2 5K I 1), 2 B v B3 SR T ) 5 ¥ e IR RS el 47 3K 80 3R i 40 IR 9 3B 5 A 58 3 R AN
K IR0 AR S 396 488 2 b TR e DA 1) B () — o s R AL, B 17 o AR ST R
DL 1 A0, 25 re P Y A ), M B=0.15, 48 58 1 A0t A
sim@u,v) = (- 2252 4 p=0.72,8im(u,v) = (1- AL 4 g- 032,
0+3 2+3
KALLAE 3] Sim(uy,v3)=0.32,Sim(u;,v4)=0.1,5im(uy,vs)=0.43. 5 1) 5 W5 1 A Al ] T AHAR 45 i1
B uy 5 vy AU 35 15 b S AR 2k 5 AR RAR 2 S, r X 22 18] R A ABLBE 155 00 L 36 1.

Table 1 An example of similarities after 5 iterations

LML RR (S #)

vy v, V3 A Vs
u; 0.38 0.20 0.22 0.15 0.26
Uy 0.15 0.38 0.36 0.31 0.15
us 0.27 0.36 0.38 0.24 0.31
Uy 0.15 0.26 0.26 0.34 0.15

FESERRVE S B AR LA 2 Wt RS S B B AE SR P, 5 SE AN I ES Rt 2 L2 AR T
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213 I ARLEE V55
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TG V55T AR AT D (V| [Vad?), 36 b d T 32 13 R () 52 2% JEE AT 4R — AR/ 1 i, JE S 21 T
X R AT P 109 3% 16y I fg . B T S 14, K20 B S50 AN o B TR W AR 22 5 0] A 5 sl ASAR L. TRt 28 8 78 40 A
LR b e 85 R AR50 TS AT RE DL T 1R &5 mON BT R R Rt T AR T 8K U7V o-Rolesim -+,

FIN—ASHa T 01 Z A KA Bl vh 5, Oy AR W% 2. 2590 — AN 5 ueV, TH AU i i
TR 4 AT~35 14 A7), 30 B _E— R AR AU f5e o F0 0T B 263 top = max,,,, Sim(u,v) (35 5 47),48 5 B B {E 0=artop.V,
i, bR AR EEAMIS T O A AT AT B 5 u DEPC I 21X — S0 4R B SR 8 47+ 58 9 4T); b — R AL
& T O BALEATTRE S u UL RC A A0 — R A B AT ST 11 47).

% 2. ABACHR I SR A ABL LA

Input: G, = (V,,E)),G, =(V,,E));

Output : Sim.

1Sim « InitSim(G,, G, );

2for i=1-— nRounds do

3 for ueV, do

4 top « max{Sim(u,v)|veV,};

5 for veV, do

6 if Sim(u,v) =« -top then

YNy (W), Ny (V) + 7 (N (U),N, (V)|

7 r« ;
AT (U,V)+ 47 (u,v)

8 Sim'(u,v) < (1-8)-r+p;

9 else

10 Sim'(u,v) < Sim(u,v);

11 end

12 end

13 end

14 Sim <« Sim’;

15end

16 return Sim
SR a B ARAE I e Jy SANEURK FE 43 BT 4 70 S50 8 7 VR 4H R T
FHXRE B TE 807323, J5 6 1) 4 B — BTG A T7 SO B350, 75 ZEAR 0 RoleSim++55 1 3845 M IX — 45 1
T LLTE O(|V4 ||V, IR [R] 5 2% BE 9 o150, TR R B AN 7E X A B A 4 1
7N (U), NS (v)) = min{[ N;"(u) [, NS (V) [},
7(Ny (u), N5 (V) = min{| N, (W) [,| Ny (V) [}
F) H A0 1k, Tz T3 51 5 LR — AN E N S H o, 7T DU R AR Rk AT A — AN R B N )E
preii
22 HEE
AT VR AN ] 1) 355 V] 4l p DG T 00, I VA 5 — /N S0 I 52 2 B ML 1 P 1) S0 VR K A T 45
221 AMEH S RE BRI ULE
B b TG RURHACLRE (1 25 B 44 A, 2% 18 a0 P A B R TG T A FH KM B33 3 DR DR E T A7 I ) 52 24
FE Oy N
SR, o R UG etk 5 s 22 A2 2% B v, M AR R RS B o R A Fu 2 NIBBRAT T — Bl s i 7 vk 4R i T —
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Tobotet 4 5 DA UG FC 02 A, 5 52 F1 R 0 3 P £ 56 08 REAE O(nPLogn) IR W) 52 2% J38 Py 31 4.
222 AEAREAE AU A

FES 2,21 Y5 eh ST 00 TR SV P 8 T REBLEE 00K/ T P16 45 5 BB 22 M T 300 B A L EE 025
RN 2% B A AT A v T RS e e 5 M 1 A e, BRI 45 e A L) A 5 ) DT C SR AT 2 1 S S B AR T
X — 25, SR WU i fpe v A AR (0 45 50K AR 5 7 I S UL IC P 45 e TR 408 — AN B s (9 A S 4 AR D e 18, il 4 1
WA VCHE L Wit T PRl 83:——DfsMatch HI NeighborMatch, — 2 i 16 1] 52 2% & #5 2& O(n?).

DfsMatch 4% HIR B2 5 1RGP UG T 45 A 20, F AT doe e ARVBLRE 18— X &5 R 4 DG C 5 8K 5 5 24— X &5 ik
VBT, & AT 8 3 A7 40 Joe 0 B I N 31— A S5 A5 TG G (¥ BA 571 5L, S 48 AH LU 1) B 1 HE 210 0 4D 31 BB 48 4k T 1%,
DfsMatch & ILHIT 56 3¢, (H 42 X 199 48 Wt 5 1) 25 2 R AR 22, TR Oy — LA — S 5 UG T, T A7 1180 408 Joe o 48 o g 6 1,
SR 5 UL 2.

%} NeighborMatch 5, @18 it (1110 516 45 4 HR — AN X 2> — i (10 8 384, DA 17 38 00 3¢ P56 0 516 F IR A 1 B ol 2
o e R R AR WL 3, RE AT AR an F

(1) 126, WAL EAR LR RS Sim, 53— ANHE B4 rank_score #7471 46 4k 2 J5UR BOARALRE B (% UL of 5 F — 28
oh R & UL S R AN BE 42 B T R 2 R u 7 D R B R S e A R s AR BLRE 1 L2 A top(u);

(2) B KM topO Pkt t B AT f i ARALLEE (4 206k (u,v) JRUEC . BESR v A LS T, 24 i AR B VT AC i i vh
AR B Bz vy ) SE BT top(wy=v [ st w ] top 1B ;55 — 5 1L ZEHEFE rank_score ¢ 25 4% Jz o) (1) {5 #8 48 In
JEUAAHALFE AEL £ K /N, JF: S8 AR ) top 8.

EY PR FEQ), HR A 45 S TLAL.

Hi% 3. 45 L.

Input: G, = (V}, E)),G, = (V,,E,),score[n][n];

Output : node _match[n].

Irank _sim[n][n] <« score[n][n];

2for i=1—>n do

3 top[i] « top rank id

4end

5for i=1—>n do

6 u <« FindMax(top);

7 v <«top[ul;

8 node match[u] «v;

9 for Vneighbor pair(x,y) of (u,v) do

10 rank _score[x][y] <« rank _score[x][y]+ score[u][Vv];

11 end

12 update top[n]

13end

14 return node match

PILAE 1 RSB0 01,72 1 RAHARLBE &5 JRRRAl B 58 1 ORI % 5 ug A vy TGRS RN, KO (U, v2), (Ua, V),
(U3,V2),(U3,V3),(UsV2),(Ua,V3) 1) rank_score K53 745 0 0.38.285 4 YR VLIS 2 )5, REAK 6 1] v (1 s 3ok 8 1 A %o

3 RO

2 T I S DA AR BB R R & DT BC SR A M BRI A W AT Fu 25 U VR I R 4 LA,
FEHE P EE LU 3 A5 (1) S5 ROAABLEE R A D i ) 45 R A HERR E5(2) 2% B A A S AR O ME A
JEE5(3) ARVCLEE V55 10 I 1) T LA R 280 A0 HE 1 B2 22 () (R LA
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3.1 FHEKEKE

AR AT I VR TR T2 56 A FH 1 2 A A8 100 49 B4 4R, LA R o] A rh SR BT IR b 25 B 4 A RN
3.1 Hdadk

ARIEFE LiveJournal i 4E (Livelournal 54 KA 4E http://snap.stanford.edu/data/)Fl Enron %#f 4
(Enron $(¥54E K A 7E https://www.cs.cmu.edu/ ./enron/).

LiveJournal /11 4 847 571 AN&5 51 68 993 771 47 )i, v B —ANE 2378 — > Live Journal H
PRSI R R Wl BN P 2 I R R R CE ). T Z B I 2 BE 44 A0 ST 5 U L K AR SR AL
TEH A LR /N A 10 000 AN 201 B Lo 87, 91138 24 Go=(Vo,Eo).

M Go M EUAE Jle— X Gi=(VL,ENFT Go=(V o, E), AR UEAS B 28 A, LU ASTHDLIE i TC R (1 4 22 ) 4% FH AT 2 20
TERAT I 44 40 BUJS I L H A B 3 A5 A xlcivz X AT DL i B LU S R BV RAIE. 1 8, A S BEA O

1 2
I RIEH KA BB Go=(Vo,Eo), I BALF Vo= AV R G, BENLKE R R W s HAN G, BIHAN GuiEiXFEAE
R PR BN Gy TR R EE A S, S Gy AR R E AN,

Enron 45 42 /2 — > email 5% R K, 05 36 692 45 i GRS AT HUIE) M 367 662 4547 1134 (R 7= IS4 38 5
KRR ST E R, 4 B 4240 )5 5 D B 25 1 44 0 S 6
312 EANEL

TEIX BLH1 2875 S v H B ) BT A B 4440 5

o FhEEE &b (Naive): % 515 i St 4T BL 45 2 AR & (G5, R FF 45 1 A AR

o Mt (Sparsify): Mg A 77 1L BENLEL B plEISRIL, b, S 4 p # Ik AR

o PiF(Perturb): #h 3N J7 %56 5 G AL — FEBENLEE BR UL, 8 )5 34 DA £ 78 1 100, B B8 1 I HORT B 44 2
HU—AF A% 7T LU RO K 4R 28 T 45 38 A0 1 — PR 40l B0 2 T H I I EE 44 1L

o AU (switch): &8 He 7 I BEALIE BE PN 4 120 (U1, Uy), (v, Vo), 3 HANTELE I (U1,V0),(Ua, vy ) R S5 A8 3 P 45 10, o
ST (U, Uy), (v, V) B B3R, T 320Uy, V), (U, v ) B 28 03K R (1 ok 52 TR 52 plEJ/2 IR

h T BRAEECHE B A R AR e BE p=0.1.

3.13 ELEANEL

FESEI R IR T LUF 3 Fh i g 444 5100

o JLUESTIL(Baseline):Fu 25 AU Y 1) 22 B 44 4h S0k 2 B30k 20 B 0o J3E MO % 10 2 3o 0 0 M AL S,
SR 5 MR 4 AR ARLEE 90 D IE &5 X

° RoleMatch(RolesierJr):FH SV T SAACURE B Sk 3 3EAT 45 S VU IR A% SV AE AR R
FOGT R RRABLRE R 5 A P A ARLEE I 48 Ja 45 JEL DT TC 45 15

e RoleMatch(a-Rolesim++):7E RoleSim++[1 &t b FH &% 2 bR AU U1 5, 15 F 5008 3 34T 45 R L L.
SR AEATARLSE 3R 20 8 AN A AL AORE, 8% i A8 FE A AL I &0 45 L VE B 45 A

314 VEAhAER

TR 3 BREEAR — AN PR AL TE VR A 25 B A4 A R DA L I AR 3 AN SR AR,

o EHAEE B T VAL — AN Bt B g Ol 8 I 1 A UG R B A 3 T ST A DG G ) B
W=W'/|V V|, H 7 Wi TE i UG PE PR T 5. e 7 ) — 21 26 B 44 A SIEI PV NV — A 1 G R I, R
SCAE S B 48 S o DLTE A DT E P 0 350 W SR A R 3 B A S0k IR0 RS A B o 4K

o AN B4 Hh R T VT A Y B B o A AT AL R R B R AR R 5 mURT PR A ALL B sl FH s A B4R B 2 IE
1iff G C (1) 250 2k PPEAR AR AUZE B 20 A 3 2 150,42 S0 Gy R I AE 10 0 I B30, i ) I (1) LE A DE FC A 1A B A
ARABLEE d5¢ /3 1 R I8 4 s SCHEARLBE EL B S S=S"/|V 1 \Va|. 5 K5 10 43 BOHH [R), A SO S 3 5 S b DL SR AR
T g a4

o HATHSA):ln S — ANV ) A2 2% B AR v, B8 A i BV AN T e 4 N R RS I J N AN G AR
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SCH T SRR SE 0 b BV I AT I ).

3.1.5 SRR

SRR T — AT & i AMD Opteron Processor 4180(6 1%,12 £ #2,2.6GHz),48GB A7 L 3%, i T 1%
AU E B B ] DLE AT, SR T 8 AN AR T IS A C+SE 3.
32 3 fH

RICAEANF AL B R A AL VT T — R0, 30005 T 3 Al ARt R (R T 2 i 4
ST AR D). 7 S v A B e 4 T B 50%F0 100%. 7R 45— FiE UL R, 3 R HLAE B 10 X5 B,
FF 38 45 sk o3 .
32,1 SHEHE

o FEIRF T AR RoleSim!® 145 B, 1% £=0.15.

o IRAREREL3 FhAEIRAE ST AR T IR ARV S IE AR T B A UL B IR AR AR oy R R B kAR 4
HAR 2 1R T v, (L A 2 11 I ) 3 5 22 DR b 75 00 ok 0 6 6 2 12 AR 8 50 L K B T 11 -1l S 6 &
B 2 fron, 4 LiveJournal 2044 1 Aff FH A% 0 A4 B 42 40 5175 DL 2 RoleSim++ 22 18 44 4k 5130 (1 45 I 3£
BH, IE A A UC BC SR S %6 DUG it R A AR FE AN AR DR b AR SO S5 4l s 36 R IR A B s — Wk 5 48,

o IEFENSE e N 3 ] DLE G 2 oo/ I A R SR AR RO 2 R e R
8 K (M a=0 B RloeSim++5540). TAT 7 L2k & — A of L, 764 BEAF B OR KR (015 D0 BsF ) FF
AR/ R a b 0.95~0.50,25 K 0.05,7F 10 5t A LiveJournal %54 B ALHE L H) 4 1 B RoleSim++
SR a-Rolesim+503%, 25 R AN 3 B 24 o K I I ) 48 JL P A& 2 2 98D 1 1T 4F @ <<0.85 1
BE BETS BB AT B RE. IR DA S5 82 5286 P 3% 3 0=0.85.

Accuracy over number of iterations

T
P, P
= & = &5

0.96 - =

0.94 - =

Accuracy

Fiterations

Fig.2 Accuracy over number of iterations (Sparsify, RoleSim++)

K2 R e TR B 28 AL (Sparsify, RoleSim++)

__g Accuracy against o l Computational time against o

E 100 = T

2 " i

g 5 0.4 ;\E\

= i3

g ap s \B\ﬂ

# 2

= it 0.2 - \B\E\ -]
& 80 il o H\s\

g I [ E o | ki
= 0.5 0.55 06 065 0.7 075 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95 2 0.5 (.55 0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.2 0.85 0.9 0.95
§ =
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Fig.3 Accuracy and time over « (RoleSim++, a-RoleSim++)
K3 RGHSEANIN 7] 5K T aff) 221K (RoleSim++, a-RoleSim++)
3.2.2 X ULHCHRS LI EE A
ATTLIGR LT 3 Fh 2 e A A S KRS B AR SR 0] % A e 44 A S0 A i) AR LT 3 R SVEREAT 2
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BE 44, 40 v IE A DT BC TS 140 &2 7F LiveJournal £ 45 I, 73 4448 & 2 50%H1 100% 3L %, 7E Enron 4 45 I,
BEEAL B H N 100%, 3256 VLR &5 R an i 4 Fios.

V| = 36692, Overlap = 10T V| = 1000, Overlap = 1007 V| = 1000, Overlap = 507
1 I 1 1
| I § N
W L 3 — H - .
08 = 03 N SRR 0.8 g N N s
£ H I ) R I - H L u
5 - 91 o N R u M
2 m £ N E = = u
z | z z u = N
£ 04 - < 04 N S04 . . .
= O & N A O] N . ]
I - N u o u
(RS - - 4 [ 5 g e w2 - 1 '\
- - '\ —_ . —\ —_
& i uiN i NEH & NElH §
Nawve  Sparsify  Switch  Perturb Naive  Sparsify  Switch  Pertwrb Maive  Sparsify  Switch  Perturb
[ [ [ pr— (B8 sciier B notesiom s + BB a-botesin— | [ T T pr——
(a) Enron #(#i4E (b) Livejournal %4z £ (c) Livejournal i %

Fig.4 Accuracy over different anonymization algorithms

K4 ATl b 44 A SR T IRORS 7 B2 LL AR

FEIX A B LA 3 /N SEE6, 45 B L — B e i AN I 4 AR H AR I, FEHE ST (Baseline) fE 4L B K
50%F1 100%[1) B 350 5 LS 2 SCHE H (0 B2 40 21 02 DR A B 44 A S0 AN el A8 A8 8 350 4 1) PR 6 e 4 2
ARG T A RE . 2N (] 1) 25 B 44 A0 SRR A0 FH ) I 4, AR S HH ) RoleMatch SVE MG BE Iz iy T HEHE RV S
IR IAEAR R I AL 75 b 22 AR AT B 40 R 22, MR & H A 50% I, L REA LT 40%[1)
A & s .RoleMatch(Rolesim++) 572: fl RoleMatch(a-Rolesim++) 5L 75 & —F i 44 10 B35 T AR ORKF T % L 11 ik
Pk 7E LiveJournal His 4 (5256 v K20 BE IE H VLI 80% LA I 28 B £ 7F Enron B4 42 1 45 5L bt g IE A DT
fic—LL E.

323 Rk EAL

AL XT T 3 A BT AR 4 BRI 4 B NSRS ) 25 7 4 A 80R S5 b AT A LiveJournal
Pl rp T B — 5 K/ I AR B 44 B 9 I3 T 4 AR B0 T S [ P 45 21T 44 1L IXRE AR B 42 LB O B 42 1L 1 ) 3 7
P Tk B (2 B B N 15%~35%HEAT DL BiL 52 56, 22 YR DT G SR BT 3448 52 36 45 A B 5 o,

Accuracy against overlap ratio
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Fig.5 Accuracy against overlap ratio for the local deanonymization problem
K5 JR 2 B A4 A P AN TR) 22 & 3 RDRS 1 2 B AR
FEWE 5 o] U 3 b A2 & AR89 00,3 Al R O UL RO RS 22 Hh UG 1K A8 B AT 0.15 I3 ALY
Z2BE AR BE IR T 50%. 3K 2 5 4 2448 B AT 15% 0, [ 44 18] v FLAth et 22 ) 26 44 1o 3t s M 0 R 24 A8



WNER FATRNESZEGHELELILEE 783

% T 0.20 J5,Rolesim 592 M1 Rolesim++5H LS T 80% LA F 1) 22 & 42 40 K% 152,17 Baseline 53211 216 4
ARG BE 4R AR T 40%.
3.2.4  Xfrn)gh R % e

h VA ARBLRE ST A A BRI S8 X L T 3 B A I o 1) 5 RS B AR S v R BR T 1 B BUARTIAT
I A5 B IR REACL PR e ot 5 A B 44 A 10 TR, 56 -5 AR s i 1 TOU A8 2 2 1 DG T 1) . 3 1T S 4
T TR B 444 S A T s, TE B DG 5 A AT ADLRE A7 T/ 1%~10% 0 EL 3 L 45 B 45 SR n Pl 6 IR 7 BT,

Overlap = 100% Overlap = 50%
1 1
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& \ N N 5 z
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Fig.6 Intermediate results over different anonymization algorithms

6 ANIF B A4 A SR [ 1) £ 2R PR AR

V] = 10000, Overlap = 100%, Switch
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Fig.7 Accuracy of intermediate results (top m%)

K7 o ) 45 R (RS A L (1T m%)

Rolesim++5 7% il a-Rolesime+-+HIEAE A i (¥ 1 44 A6 5035 T Bk HE S AT B A (R R L, UL A2 & A
e PR IR 573 A, 24 A8 78 6 328 T A N Rollesim++ 572 1 - Roolesime++5502: 22 8] 1) 22 5l 8 W W) 2 55 ) 4 RHRT R
SE U PR G J3E 6 T LA R B 14 25 B A4 A G B8 i o ST A A 3t B A4 A0 AT B 22 PRORGS BE SR B, E PR AABLRE 4
Bt fe iz A4 BRI ZE (KT 1%).

FEIXAS S ARABL O PR ik b, mT DU S 18 5 DG e A AL i 1 0 BRA5 B v R0RG 6 B, DX D e T AR AR A SR
(KI5 2 IE AR IR DL X A2 A AR 2 S AU AR S 1 9 w0 R 45 i UL BB Be 2 i REWS B E A UL 5, T
I Ji 1R 25 B 4% A 4 SR B A 5 SR T
3.2.5 AT A

A S LA Rolesime++53E A a-Rolesim++532% 1R I [ 1 5. Baseline 32 (1 I 7] 52 2% S M S H 14 S5 s
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FENT 15 Rolesime—+ 57 47 595 X 5, IR 7R 15 2 HoBe X TR0 B 25 44 M B8 5 BUAE T o A0 M B V) 5
0T 47 d 390,

Bl 8 JEax T ST I [ 38 46 Rolesim++5535 (1 HAT IR 18] 58 2 a5 250 b5 320 1) 3 B2 1) 89 i St 255 386 o, v

a-Rolesim-++577% 5 L e S8 e Ty ELFE I (0 8 0 AH %5 22 12 . b b AR B T a-Rolesim++5 72 ¥ Rk

Execution time against d (|V| = 10000) Execution time against |V| (d = 10)
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Fig.8 Execution time over [V| and d
PR N
8 PRAT IR IH) 55 VA d R AR
+ AN
4 %

RSP T — BT O AR T 1) 25 B 4 AL RoleMatch, 73k 45 RUMBLEE VH 5B BRI &5 25 DT IC | B

Ferp, g5 B, EZ I Bk S5 (K RS 1 1 A A Bk AR ARABLRE 200 imi 17 AS () £ 1 o &5 A TR — B 0 B mT REVE S8 A 1Y
&5 1 IS BC R B[R] I 2% F8 1 45 R AHAULRE T UG 5 D 5 0, LA K 22 i UG I 45 SR P S 483X — B0 A 2 A 5 4 2% T
(K390 Fh S5 2,77 A AR U (0 25 B A A B R AT — PR T S ROA, BE 5 w2k 2 B %4 4K AE LiveJournal 31
SCHE AR L HEAT I S, S0 U5 A AR GO R 2 B A A I R Al R REAT 1 S S I P AR S AR R 7 2 e A4 A K
B, % TOU S50y F) 45 SRk WY T 2 B A A PR HE A R AP T SR AT TR R 2D 2 BB R 1 20 A S I
H A SR (5 B BRI 2 1015 BT LA k.
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