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Intelligent Index Tuning Approach for Relational Databases

QIU Tao', WANG Bin', SHU Zhao-Wei*, ZHAO Zhi-Bo!, SONG Zi-Wen', ZHONG Yan-Hui?

Y(School of Computer Science and Engineering, Northeastern University, Shenyang 110169, China)
%(Chengdu Research Institute, Huawei Technology Co. Ltd., Chengdu 610000, China)

Abstract: Indexing is one of the most effective techniques for relational databases to achieve fast queryprocessing. The intelligent index
tuning technique can effectively adjust the index of the database instance to obtain efficient query performance. Most of the existing
methods utilize the query log to generate candidate indices, and then use the artificially designed models to select indices, thereby the
indices are adjusted. However, the candidate indices generated from the query log may not exist in the database instance, so they cannot
precisely estimate the effects of such indices on the query processing. This study first designs and implements an intelligent index tuning
system for the relational database. Secondly, it proposes a learning-based method to model the effects of indices for query processing,
accordingly, the query optimization effect of an index can be accurately estimated when selecting optimized indices. Then, an efficient
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optimal index selection algorithm is designed to select a set of indices with the maximal utility from candidate indices, which satisfy the
space threshold. Finally, experiments are conducted to test the performance of the proposed system in different settings. The experimental
results show that the proposed technique can effectively adjust the index and achieve a significant improvement in query performance for
a relational database.

Key words: index tuning; machine learning; database index; optimization model; relational database
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Fig.1 Framework of the intelligent index tuning system
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Fig.2 Functions ofdifferent modules in the intelligent index tuning system
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Fig.3 An example of computing field collections from the parsing tree of a SQL query
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o YA AR G0 T A B E R SE ORI A BT U R ORI R T B AS BRI A SRR B 1) b )

SRR 1 0 0 R B2 g — b 2 [A] BRI O /N T IR R AR, DAL b 4 S5 BBOAR O R B TRD O A A8 a2 R
B=1GB(ZF[H A/MRiJE Ny IMB). EiEZ 5140 H 4 1 000 I, 714517 0] 4 H 4 1024x1000;

o BRI E B 0] K 4 8 e 24 I e A G OK.

BRI, A SRV T 1 00 i) A B ) ) VA RV AR e A b S e B DR AR DR 1) 1 ) A 3
T AR EE T B TG OC T il U v R TR I, 2% 8 B0 B AR SR A AU T T LA S B T ) R A
(GREFEEE =R ) W 5 N E W W A pe 2 W= R - i A L1 7 = A N 7 T O [ | VA0S % N R ST S K=
EPETE W E S T i) )



IRE FFE ek A SRR AR AR T AT & 641

42 BARTFERERMSERAEZE

5 39 VAV B b S il A ) R A BB Sy o 3 U o R o S 1) i) S R A A A L R i
ST I ) LT, 20 00 o 7 3 I T 2% o S A 4 SR AL B W 75 R v A A e e SR ) T e A

BEASE WA 1R S S A A R (2) 2 — B IR RN — RIE R T E A X HHIR N
By, B o X R AR AL y BT 1 I s B S5 A Y A R B AR A 2 Ly S 0 T 24 i ot 0 Ak 3 ) ik ik R
FUEA G AR MR A PR E R EGH O &7 58

15 X AR B R e i) X 5y MG RIS A5 hGZAE TR PR 17 il /), 8 5 4 v 75 %
H( 4> JR ARt v 2 75 A7 AF Xt I 1) 45 SR Gt A7, 10 BH Y 7 1) R 0 v B ) 8 [y 5 36 o A7 A 11 45
(R LR 247 ~55 44T W SR H R A AE 24001 I 850000 485 S U3t — 0 3o VA b v S 87 ) L B X 33 T
— ARG HEETRIITEOLCGE 7 4755 9 47). 45, FRBUIX P ST 1) 8T B AT 0 S FAE KON, 9F ALAES
A3 H P S IR 45 A A 1T R B 45 R GE 11 47~58 14 7).

H 5L 1 ) G A5 0 T EE A1 1) R v, S o e R AT R O IR R 2 o Xy RS, R
F A5 UG VA R B R I BAT B ME 2 BE R O(L), IR UL AT Y 1 (Wi R) 42 4% FE 2 O(X-y).

% 1 mIRETEFE D (OptIDXSelect).

HNARIERSIES X, R A M EME y;

iy GRS SE T Unax JE B IR 51 HE D Cran)s

1. If |X|#0 then

2 h«ComputeHash(X,y): IS (YY) e A (8

3 If H[h]=NULL then IS A R h R R AETE 4
4, Return H[h]; 117 ) i 3

5. Else

6 l«<~X.pop(-);

7 {Umax1,Cmax1)<—OptIDXSelect(X,y);

8 If y=1.size then 1PV BRT 24 2 ) R /N6 T 1 R 45K
9. (Umax2:Cmax2y<—OptIDXSelect(X,y—I.size);

10. Unmaxzt=l.utility; Cpaxo.push(l);

11. If Unax1 = Unmaxe then

12. H[h]«—(Umax1,Crmax1); Return (Upaa,Craxa)s

13. Else

14. H["]«—(Unmax2,Crmax2); RetUrn (Upax2,Crmax2);

15. Else

16. Return (0,9);

FIH LIRS B gt R 466 C S5 P4 e BME B 1 BV S He NGvE 1R a] 1 5015 ) B AT Foksk
FE R RTIES S AR T 52 B i 2 36 9038 AT DA D56 AR ARL IR 1) LR X AH A Ly AHIE), H A5 2 1
F 1) R TR A (R 5 | 26 ) 468 K 22 0 A 08 2 — A 1491 4,y 1 =991 M B, y,=992M B, X T~ 48 [F] (1 i ik R 514 & X,
LKy 35 Oy 230 P S AN R R A8 328 U1 B 75 T S50 7 1) 8 (O Y H S DGy TSR R I e IR R S 4R & —FE . 2 BT
DL B B0 %2, 2 TR Dy /b s 1) 22 () SR /S BRI TR AR A5 T SR e AR R 5 | 416 2 S8 I,

FeF FIRWLEE AR SCHE— 20 P T R KR 51K /ANRL RS Sk B A B0k 7 i) U e D s vk R 5K
ANKLEE S gran(BRIA K IMB), 7E507 1 AR SL(OGY) G A (I (B8 2 47), % y BREL gran SR3&TH7 [l 8 52 H 14 B
77,10 ComputeHash(X y/gran). i it i% 72 ALK 1 i (I X A ) FL yhgran A ) b1 59 45 54 my LUBEAT 210,
5 4m, 7 gran B 10MB I ,{X,991MB} 55 {X,992MB}3X P > - I 1 £ 1] ¥ s 75 {1 1 —#F 19, {X,991MBY} F Iy ¢ At
RO A8 58 5, {X,992MBY ] LU 38 I {X,991IMB} 1) 11 5 45 H 3% )7 ik BRAE /MR B 0L T & S 38Uk
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(K2R 51 445 AN BAT e K S R IR 2R 51 4 5 AHIL AT DA TR 5 A AR S (K I A 1 g, e HAE i 2251 2 HLR
G172 B B BRI AES 5 9 A ORI I S 58 1 — 20 RHZ 5 i I BOR 34T [ iA

5 X Iy

51 KWigE

ACAE MySQL 8.0 s FE R4 EibAT T S8 I, v B ik TR AL ST 2 A TPCCMySQL 5
OLTPBench. il st [ Hi 47 14 S 51 4 K743 53 1GB 5 200MB R B TPC-C %54 i 525 (TPC-C $ir 4/ 14 Sz 51 5%
TR SR 3 — A KB RAtR A /) JELE T 9 AN R T LR 5 BARIMAR 5 F55). 0 TR
H &, B 5K MySQL £df Fi (1 1 &l sk D Re i I 4T 1,28 )5 23 0 R H TPCCMySQL 5 OLTPBench 773l i S 41
LHEAT T MEREINAR, IX KR4 145 ) TPCCMySQL 5 OLTPBench 77 25 H &5 BE IR B BRI REAE ] T
TPCCMySQL 5 OLTPBench, i 2 5% & 44 c:4 r:60 1:600(EI FH /- 3k 4, FiHns & 60s, izt N K 600s). 75 52
B ARQ) TS E a5 ANEES M 0.6 5 0.4, F RN RGBT NF RS G, & RN 2% RN R
SRR I A WA R 5 R 5 R A AR S T2 I & 51 A 8UR.

EERIN S5 R, TPCCMySQL L5 OLTPBench SR #i5 TPC-C sz 45l {5 Bk AL i 7 v, 5 H. 2B /i 7 360 110 7 90 4 1
HTR A BN R EERRI(EBA R EHN T Z T A~ R R Cak s T i
PR WAL AR R, O TR R S L R AR SO 56 4y e 3 A EEERGIRE T 15, A1
DUAR TR A e i B ol Ja S S, — R 51— D R T B 8.5 2 Fiosch TPC-C B RSkl 11 3 B
FmERRTRE.

Table 2 Different settings for primary keys in the DB instance
F 2 BRI ARIM E R E

WE A B ]
Item: i_id
New_orders: no_w_id, no_d_id, no_o_id
PrimarySettingl | Order_line: ol_w_id, ol_d_id, ol_o_id, ol_number
Stock: s_w_id, s_i_id
Warehouse: w_id
Customer: c_w_id, c_d_id, c_id
District: d_w_id, d_id
PrimarySetting2 New_orders: no_w_id, no_d_id, no_o_id
Orders: o_w_id, o_d_id, o_id
Stock: s_w_id, s_i_id
Customer: ¢_w_id, ¢c_d_id, c_id
Order_line: ol_w_id, ol_d_id, ol_o_id, ol_number
Stock:s_w_id, s_i_id
Warehouse: w_id

TPCCMySQL T H=EfE ) HE S T 7 763 4% A iffic s, A AN [F) 25 50 1 2 )y Lk 4351 4 :Select
61.67%,Delete 1.23%,Update 21.01%,Insert 16.09%(iZ Lt 1 TPCCMySQL 15 i 7 1) 2 45 LL 5] BT vl 52). B 41,
i) H 35 41,98.5% 0 B L A i),1.5% 4 £ £ A ). OLTPBench T . W) ] 38 i 48 A%, 5 45 (1 B A3 sk = A2 AN ) 25 v 2K
il T E A ) H R (FEAIE B AR 5.2 KA 3 NS I0) AR T L8 34 Fl TPCCMySQL 15 4 4 B IR T
LT BRI T b A B B R 1 i B (TPS, B $UT 11 2545 50).

FH UK 10 B4 R SE 58 & 4 — & ThinkServer AR %5#% (B & A Intel Xeon E3-1226 3.30GHz 4b# 4%,
16GB M 77,500GB SSD), % 5|l & 45l 5 4c— & Dell PC L (Bt & 4 IntelCore i7-8700 3.2GHz b7 #%,8GB
17,256GB SSD), i 1)t Z 4l i iz i 14 3 450 e s 9 SR ) s ) 1 B 5 R 51 M1 R 5L R &0 C++iE S
'S 5 S Ak VLAY E T Py Torch AE SRR g 15, 045 VI S5 13 3 10 A58 B0 A7 fids 1) A B, 75 e DR DR P 30470 .

52 XWHERES
(1) ARIZ TR 72 m L fe X L

PrimarySetting3
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H01 ANSEEOH L TR B R B T VA RO PR RE T L BT 2 Baseline S R I E AR 5| BRI
LT B R 5 RO T3 10 b D3 40 E A 25 10 O A6 4 SR ST 28 5 [ VB A Al b, Bk B I AE MySQL.
Y1 R 55 b R, A SO AVAE T T JT U5 B9 SQL ik %% SOAR(SQL optimizer and rewriter. Xiao Mi. https:/github.
com/xiaomi/soar) fE 4 5 Bt 7 ik, HL OO0 75 A £ AR AL 2% 58 R B1RAR, I BLX 7 A 2 B R 5 1 K/ R 41 U BR
fh.Smartindex b A< SC BT 4R 7V (BRA S AL T, Smartindex 45 F DNIN Sk I 2528 51 2 #1040 280 L 10 A - B 30 AR
[F) LIS 2R P 0] L 5 S — AN SEIR T ).

6(a) 7~ kU PESEBI R /N g 1GB I, AN [ J7 23 1 6] b 45 . Smartindex 43 531 IR T 2 51 2% 8] 130/ &
5 100MB,300MB 15 500MB I {3 {1t 8 S 3 ok S 46 45 5 T LUK L AL T Baseline 777%,SOAR &5 Smartindex
TFEAE R G R # A T W4 0 & M g, JF . Smartindex (1R 51 A8 2R AL T SOAR. 1 0, 4
PrimarySettingl ~, RZ7EF H SOAR J5 i ARG I &k s 4271 2] 7 1 200.4H8% 2 F, 40 Smartindex(% 51K
/NEE B EE S S00MB)AAL G, & B AR TFE T 5 993,75 K/ K 200MB 1 Hi## 14 Sz 5] b Al 453 T AH{BL i 52
4 48 1 40 B 6(b) T .45 4, E PrimarySetting3 43 SmartIndex (1 {5 B=500MB) 1t i, Bt [ & 48 1) 4 1
M 190 $&F 2 T 12 778. 11T 1 6(b) [ SE 50 BT T B 12 S48 B T [ 6(a) S b ) S0, B P 6 () SE 5 T
PAF A F T B a TR 6@ M sEg 45 . 5 — Jy T, i L% PrimarySettingl,PrimarySetting2 5
PrimarySetting3 T 75256 45 4 v] BLR I, Smartindex 78 AN 7] (1) 8 R 51 ¥ & T AR B A 1R I AR RER.

B4, B 6 FToR SEEE IR T AN AR 51K/ B 6T 1AL K5 . 5256 45 5 2 7R :Smartindex 728K
MRS /NBIME T, 0] LU T (0 2wk %50, 42 B 6(a)HR ¥ PrimarySettingl ~,4B{f B H{E M 100MB
B nF| 500MB I, R AL 4 820 BNF| T 5 993.1X K N MI{H B KIS R, RE T LIV ELZH
SR 51N 2 1 2 vl BUR 2R 51 R TH & v gg.

1000 OBa.se line BS0AR OSmartIndex (100MB) OSmartIndes: (300MB) O SmartIndex (500MB)

1000

F At (TP

PrimarySettingl PrimarySetting? PrimarySetting?
TREEESIRE

(@) TPC-C 545l K/ 1GB I [l 45

BRaseline BSOAR BSmart Index (FOMB) ©SmartIndex (100MB) BSmart Index (200MB)

15000
7712000
E 9000
;:_j 5000 % % %
i
3002 N % B % B %
PrimarySettingl PrimarySettingd PrimarySettingd

TREEEIIRE
(b) TPC-C 5K/ 200MB I (1) ik 45
Fig.6 Comparison on the tuning performance of different index tuning methods
Bl 6 AR RO Ge Xt b
(2) FHIACAE R AL TR A
55 2 AN IE IR T AN Rl VBRI R0 T 2R 5 LR R 52 i A S8 o EE BRI 250770 LR,
GDBT 5 DNN(#14 3.2 45 Frik). 6 T LR 73, Sc¥Ad F 7 11 1749 4iF 7 4% (forward feature selection)27 (i 5 vk
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TEPRRRAE JE M, M 73 LR YIZR G RA 21 T S v (W MER R .DNN Sy T 2 )2 Baui )2, 9F AL Adam &
A AL 88 o T BEAT B0 R4, SE I R TPCCMySQL 7225 7 2 000 419 &) H 4 &, JF HAE TPC-C ik
FESA) Eg s T 80 MA M RGN T — AW g 5R5 1,8 T AT 2 Profit(g,1), 525 70 MITEA B AR &R
SIMEIER S OCES | IR 200K T 7 eI A8 )5 SR B AR B0 IR AT 2 100 ) (8 e 46 SR 3 R A
331 160 000 4% B A7 H 52 H b e 8, 1K o 42 1R 7:3 1 B Sl 43 el 25 s 5 DAt
BT 2 0% 72 (1 85 8 g A A0 A 0l 5030 5% 222 5 Wi 3 AR 2 (1 1 3, DAy 77 2 O ASE 28 (v o i 4k A S A
T ICHERI19]H 7E SCIR P X AH o 4 52 28 A O BE s b, 2 2 () BT 7 A ~1- B0 AR ik 8 1) o 5077 =X
| Profit(q, 1) e — Profit(a, 1)
| Stest | (0,725 Profit(d, I cua
156, LI AE MR LR 3 R ik N2 R B AT T T I, SE g 25 R LR 3 A 1 AT EE
7. DNN IR SRS T Bl A MG A5 3R AR 32.69%; LR R R4 5t 3R B i 15 1) T 53.1%. 5296 30— 25 Lh i
T AR T2 5 R0 I 28 3 0 B FH 5 122 52491 K/ 1GB,Smartindex ¥ & HI &R 51 K/NME B 4
300MB. 5L 46 45 S SR -7 DNN (1455 288 A S5 e (1 TR0 AL 7 22, BRL b A T A B EAT R 5 ARG 3R A% T ek
BB AL, BAR LR 5 GDBT 52 [ 4 1% 2 2L 0 1 % T DNIN [T 15 28 H R AR AL I A TPS 22 )
BN 88 40, 4E PrimarySettingl R, LR 55 DNN ) 570045 TPS e K2 Mt ANAT 24.5%. HILiZ I 4 1)
SRR 2 AN [ ) A5 4 5 22 5 LR T ) — T A 2 5 15 30 1 b A # Ss A7 AE — 8 1R 28 AN AR 5 1l o 13 30 1 sE
BT PR AFIRT 56 28 A1 1E 4 (). DRt R P AR SC B4 R 5 R ik (AR 4 W) hRe it Bl AR R 51414

Table 3 Comparison for the models trained by different learning algorithms
F 3 AN FEVEUIZRAT B TUIERY I M B EL AL

Relative _error = estimate | 3)

VEI AR LR GDBT DNN
Relative_error (%) 53.1 455 32.6
TPS(PrimarySettingl) 4060 4231 5377
TPS(PrimarySetting2) 4679 4933 6 058
TPS(PrimarySetting3) 4221 4344 5671

(3) ANIRIZE T Ay iy oy b xof TR B 52 i

T 5 209 (35 I 50 AT 2 5 B0R 51 SR, BRI [ 1) £ 1w S A T R 51 1 A AR A RUR S A2 AR R .
X T WEAARFERES X TSHARI w28 3 ASSEU kA OLTPBench L B k™ A2 i) 0 & I Bk AT 1A
WA (OLTPBench R LA i 3 15 5 45 LL A oK ™ AR AN [R) 28 50 ) 2 140). 3% 4 Tz OLTPBench 7721 3 ZHAN [ 1)
AW H &3 Al H &P a5 1 Select A5 HZM 4 85.12%,62.64% 55 49.80%, Ho/ AU K T 3% AL Al
W, RAERBEN S EHEEREN.

Table 4 Three different query work load generated by OLTPBench
4 OLTPBench /7L 3 HAF & H &

A HEFE R 51T A A AR L
Query Worload1 4870 SEL: 85.12%, INS: 6.33%, UPD: 8.06%, DEL: 0.49%
Query Worload2 11037 SEL: 62.64%, INS: 16.48%, UPD: 19.53%, DEL: 1.35%
Query Worload3 15 863 SEL: 49.80%, INS: 18.50%, UPD: 28.91%, DEL: 2.79%

& 7 Btz o A Smartindex J5 23647 2 5115 (Baseline 24 PrimarySettingd),if i OLTPBench #E47 P &
TR 2 110 52 565 205 SR (1 BB 3% 10 2 30 28 30 B A 5 A e e v T R v 1 2 v 28000 B gl — 30). B 5 5 2 v B 49 1)
0, a8 R G AL B s AR S 1) I BR A 1R 490 4, Smartindex(B=300MB) 7% query workloadl 5 query
workload3 1L B2 R G M50 1 585 5 518, BLIX AL % 1 J5R DR 2 38 2 10 B A5l & 8 R 511
T AE DA, T PR T A 1) e e B A S G 5 RO W RS AV LU N S R R 5 B T e iR
T80 2 76 T4 8 A2 BTG 1132 TRk 6 55 2 A0 LB g ) Ik B A AoV N o 2 I R 5 AR T R 5 B 43 AR AN 16
34 m,Smartindex A8 JEv2: i # HOB 09 2 AT BRI SR R 5.



A FE ek R RIE R R AR G R T & 645

2000 B Smar t Index (100ME) B Smart Index (300MB) DSmar t Index (S00MB)

B it (TPs)

500 N 77
A,

: %
Query Workleadl Query Workleoad2 Query Worklcadd

REIEAES

Fig.7 Impact of different query workloads for the effect of index tuning
7 IR ST A U AR T IR A 1 R R S R

(4) RoIEFEE X

ARG — N EGMIR T 4 TR RTERELAR LK/ 1GB 1) TPC-C i skl 1A
TPCCMySQL 1 BEM T B A5 B T 200 9 Greedy (8 56 1% 6 B v 52 A & 19 & 51, B Lutility/l.size). )
SMKIE I DP 5 ASCHE H 1 OptIDXSelect 532, [A] B 3840 Lk T OptIDXSelect SEFER 51 K /MRLEE gran 5% &
23 10MB 5 100MB " {12 3.

8 5Kl 9 s oy il N AN A R 5 B S AR B0 2R 5 LR AR ZOR S5 HE#E R 5 | I 75 1 s ).

BGreedy BDP O0ptID¥Select B0ptIDXSelect(10ME) DOptID¥Select(100ME)
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Fig.8 Comparison on the effect of index tuning for different index selection algorithms
K8 ARG FESE IR 5 B FE RNt
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Fig.9 Comparison on the time of computing optimized indices for different index selection algorithms

K9 ARG IEFEHIE S MR 5T (I () %) L

JE 1] 8 s 4 S AT LA B, DP 15 OptIDXSelect JiT 16 £ 2 51 ARAL B R ZEAL T Greedy J5VEFTIE I & 5.
%140, 48 PrimarySettingl ~,Greedy,DP 5 OptIDXSelect % £ )% 5115 3| 1) & k4 4 3l o4 4 113,5 377 5 5 377.
7] IN 75 75 % 2):DP 55 OptIDXSelect Jj % T #R 2 b — 4 AT B RS HME MR 51 F e 1145 20 Ak o —
F[¥).OptIDXSelect FHVE7E 1 B R 51 K/NRLEE gran &, Tk B R SR k2 4  F eI O R4 E gran
(9 E R PR 22 51 (136 B, HL [ B AS BB ORAIE & B 1 22 5 | 075 0 K S T

9 — P R T R VEFEIE TR G| ERIN R AR, BT Greedy {1 T Do sk g, ik FE R 51 1L o
14 BT ] 2 4z 2D 1. LL 452 DP &5 OptIDX Select 1% 5 A~ W] LLEUAS 55 A0 A 1 7 723, OptI DX Select [ i 1] 3% 2 22 8 AL T
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DP.OptIDXSelect(gran=10MB)#H Lt T- OptIDXSelect 375 [ 77 i o AH Z2 4R /N (2 HR H R 5 3 R M1 8T v
T OptIDXSelect J7%. %121, 4£ PrimarySettingl | ,Greedy,DP,OptIDXSelect,OptIDXSelect(gran=10MB) it
OptIDXSelect (gran=100MB)H T &£ R 5148 5% WS [ 73551 24 221ms,43792ms,3388ms,774ms 5 367ms. E 4R 2
I SE 36 WA [R) S0 72 B de R AN 2 4357 1ms, (HAE 5 B 4 ¥l i A i H ARk AT R 5 4E O A H &4
B R 7 ) 1 B8, 3G B R K I VAR TR IR 5 | I B AT Al

6 SESRKMIME

BT B AR G S L R A W R RE 1 T 3 R R M) Btk R S B ) e O R T R 51 AN RE 8 PRAE
e R8P A VL R I R AT AN B e A R U P A 92 N ) A PR N AR SO 9 T 1T 1) G 2R K a1 R
G WAL 08 A ST IF S B T AN 1) O R B R I R BE R G R e AR R SR, O T A
ARG T B AW BRI L $E IEF I R 51, AR Bevh 17— R L8 22 20 7 3ok R 5 AL
WRCR B 75 0 T e KR SRR AR SR P etk 7 — Bl A e R 5 | A1 B s #5005 R4
T AL BARIR TR 51 AR 5 Bevk 17— RSV S 2R 5P A& A IR HEAT 1 30K, 45 1R W
ARV ARG AT AAEAN R (3% 5 A7 20 6 28 5 | EAT R DL, A $2 7+ $cdfs P 2 4 i A i P .

AR e BRI A Bt 122 28 51 R AT AR K IIBIE T2 18], AR K A AR W BL T 3 A5 T I 15 28 AR R AT
TR BERRE R 51 2 DAL R PRl v B s L2 ol T 18] — g el e _E AN [ I R B R T A AR
L2 REAN R R G ] (AR EL 52, 2 PSR TH R 5 IE PRI I e Ja 33— 2B BB L [PV 55 5 20 SRAT 55 % 1
R RAG T 105 .
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