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Abstract:Answer set programming (ASP), that computes answer sets from extended logic programs

including “negation as failure”, has been a focus not only in the field of logic programming but also

in application areas. The basic algorithm to compute answer sets based on model generation theorem

proving has been proposed by Inoue, et al. The implementation of the basic algorithm, however, gener-

ates enormous combination of hypotheses inefficiently. In this paper, we propose a new implementation

method based on a minimal model generator, MM-MGTP, including some techniques to prune redundant

branches. Some experimental results are shown for comparison with the naive implementation and other

systems.
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BINTWEHEKDERFZODPT, BEAERZHZD
ICREOBE2LEBINTEY, HEFHRAHFZOT
B TERGHEIT b T3, F 573, BEAR
WICEDS EEERRE LT, —REREEZNRE
LR PAT y 7ROERITHS X7 AMGTP (Model
Generation Theorem Prover) F THOKREkiC L 2 TBED
WMYFHEEZRALPICLA, JITIE, KBICE2E
EREBUH I, BV -5 2ET—EO—BRES
BEICERIN, BREARV -2 2RFE LT LTRSS
itk ), MGTPOIEMIFHE2EET L L% <, #
BADFESTHETH S, 7277L, MGTP LToHH%
EHIE, REOMARTIZL 2BEBREBOBRRMESLST
BEVWEFLZRBIERLTLE) L EOMBE»H Y,
JORENBE» L, 2T LIMENLIDNTII LI
72, —%, B/ 512, MGTP LTHBR/NEFIVER %
179 2200 ERALFEMM-MGTP) 2L L T 57,
9 LB E P VEROMMEIIE, MEAFEICBANT
LA LHR TN & 2 8BIET 5. AT, MM-MGTP
BR—ZICLBEAFEONM L £ ORI T LR
T, 3/, EEINLVRATLARLIGERBERZ2ELT,
K770 —FDFEMEERT.

EX 1446 A 14 HZAT
* HIEEY R T LSRRI L RARE, (k) ZERATRN B
BT 7R
*k  HIBEY R T LA

2. MGTP LtofE/J & FNEH%

2.1 MGTP

MGTP (3, —HREREENRE LRI AT v 70D
EFBAMRTH S, MGTP DAH 70 7 4ld, LTD
YN —NDOEADP LB, L—NVIZEE LRI S,

Ala)A'n_"ClyvCﬂ’L(nZOymZO) (1)

A1,...,An,C1,...,Cr IIRFERRFTEZHTERINL
EZEREZEBYVTFILT, n(20) 5l oBRFELSp L H
t, .. te 12D, plt1,...,tn) EEEN S, HIT, BE
RBLEEK, ZHoUPIREBRICIVEBRINS. BK
PEITLVWEHEREBERIWY, REHEHD AL LB
Sh2HezHREH L. T2 A1, An IZHTHE
(antecedent) , Ci;...;Chn %1445 (consequent) & FE
N3, HifEHORCIZEETHY), V- ArEAI R
ZERMEERT. 2/ HRETOWLITRETH), V-
PEAINTHFORELRT. RIS, n=0D58%21E
i, m=0NPLAEFEE LML, 72, MGTP O — v
3, ESBRESRME, Tabb, REMICHET HEEEK
3, FEIGHICHERET S L) REFHLIN LT
W bw, Tz, BIfErETsH 2 &) eEmiR
EN—i, BETZTNITZ 6%,

2.2 MGTP DERFER &
MGTP D#FHFER &3, EHL»HHHT, TEFNEL
ZBERMEBRINLT7TICAER LTS BRTH 5,
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1. init : M = {0}, result := unsat.
2. do while M # 0 :
for M € M :
e if there exists a clause Aj,...,An — . in P, and a substitution o s.t., Ajo,...,Anc € M, then :
M = M — {M} (model rejection),
continue while-loop.
e else if there exists a clause A1,...,4n — C1;...;Cm. (m > 0) in P, and a substitution o s.t.,

continue while-loop.

3. if M =0 : return result.

Ayo,...,Ano € M,Ch0,...,Cmo &€ M, then :
M= (M- {MPHU{{MU{Cjo}}|j=1,...,m} (model extension),

e else : output M as a model. result := sat, M := M — {M}, continue while-loop.

Fig.1  The algorithm of the MGTP procedure

MGTP DO#F# & 2 Fig. 1 1o,

ZIT, MEEFMVEREAS LT, ENEREZET
NMER LIRS, BTG, UFILVOEATHY,
LT, M rERLTS., EFNVEROILRTIE, V1D
RSl REREINTVWAETAVER M L DER
BN, o, BESFTFAEE M CEE3I LW
E, FORMEEE M IBNT 5, RESIRSETHIS
AiE, T—RGEETL ) &) wESITebNS,
B, BRTLZE X result & sat THLE, 526
7S AIRRTERTH Y, unsat THNIE, 7o
T LEBRETRETH B,

2.3 MGTP Lo#E/NEFILER

BHLEFN MIZBEWT, M CM%5EF)\V M'»E
ELTWEE EFAMEIBNTHLEEVS, MGTP I
INEB R INLEFLERE, FLoWTur540
FTRTOWMPEFAVEELI LREEI N LD, p
H, BE280707 7480wl 7To—ES
Davis-Putnum % & FI#RICAE LI/ E TV HERS
NaaREED H 5, Bl Vi3, SuEMHE SERE
LIRSS T BAT S LT, ERANETFAPELER
THMND EN5E L) LRILEET-7, L) ITES
N7-MGTP % LLEMM-MGTP & & 3:, MM-MGTPic
Wi, BHREINZEFLEBNEFANTH S I EHR
E3IN5,

3. MGTP LOBESER

3.1 HWRMIEI OS5 LLBESERR

(1) PEHEROIEEL LT, UTDL I THi» 6% 5k
BB OIS LRELD,

Ai,...,Apn, not By,...,not B;
—Ci;...;Cn (n>0,m>0,1>0) (2)

ZIT, Bild, A C Rtk EEREBEDYTINLE
bobd, 72, not BERKICLZEECLT, NAF L8
BT EHLbL, BENTEL IIME XSG,

NAFZ2 B UHRRA 7 0 77 20BN LT EWEKF L L
T, #et o115 1k 259 % Well Founded Semantics > 2% %
B, EHHRE L CRENLIGH V2 EE L L &,
WA MR TNTOREBERT I EFEE LD,
LBECIIMEARKRREHRETLIIE LTS,

MEABKRRBEILUTOLICERINS, WEREY
u’7APRRRLT, PRREREMLAZODEP: ¥ 5,
Po icxtLT, VFI3NEA S IZHT 2B# (reduction)
L, Po CHLTUTFORBIZLI-THELNLZLDTH
D, red(PS)THET.

e beSTHB L) L notb 2HIBHICEL LI &

=V EEE,

o BoleV—NWEADPLTXTHO NAFFE Y F I

ZiHE,

22T, SHPOREATHELIE, SHredPS) D
HEBAATHLIILE W), WRRBT 077 AE—K
CEEOMESEFED.

3.2 AMICELBIBEN MGTP #i~NE#H]

HIEi TR LB RE 7 0 75 Ald, NAF 2&% %0
Tar5 A, TibEMGTP DAHT BT T A~DER
PAEETH BT, NAFREDAL—L (21, UTFo k)i
A~V —2 K2HwWw MGTP fi~E#In 3,

A, ..., An —
-KBi,...,—KB;,Cy; ... ;
-KBy,...,mKB;,Cn; KBi;...;KB. (3)

11 O Tld “BEEFL” EMHINTW A, BEEZEGUHBAR,
GREA” LI TRAMENS I LA E v, RRXTIE, “BE
A B3, ‘
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LUTFKoffwuzy) 7302 KEE:, KL IZEBRMIZ
LRI DECHIREERTVTFINMTHS, KR
BUTD &) —EHERK 2R,

-KL,L — . (4)
-KL,KL — . (5)
KL,-L —. (6)
KL,K-L — )
-KL,-K-L — . (8)

3.3 MGTP (o4& 3fR%E4/NR

FRERICIORDLNT BT 418, K 2REE
BrEZ, MGTP 2L D EFNERDE Z EHFRETH
5, —fxiz, K2—onmRiELS L EL TEFIELY
Aiit, BESITMZ, BREALUADET NV HERIN
5. MGTP DEFNVM e M 5, KEHEZERY RV D
DE bJ(MYETBE, M HFT200F&G2MET S L
X, obj(M)35-2 67270l 60REALLD.

L. M AIMETHD. bbb, MCM%5

M’ € MBBAE L%, 12
2. UFIN LI LT, KLeEM % bid L € MbK
DAL (T-Zff).

EFNES MOBRNMED A ZE) HT#EIEE min &
L, T4 2WET2ETFTVNAZR) B THRIESR
tcond&§ 5 L, tecond(min(M))it, 52 obh7z7 v s
ShH POTNTOMEAL KT 2,

3.4 RAEM

3.2, 3.3TmRL7aF 4 —7hKK, BESOKRMELH
RBLEWREATIRZW)ET LV ERRICERT 5,
B . 3 AR .
3EMEI, gb D3 BERNT, 2y b7 LD/ —F 2B
BT5/—FERTEWCE LS L) Ictan T3 28T, BES
HBICBIFARyF2—2 L LTHLNTVWS Y, /—F#K2
DPENT 07 LZUTOEY) TH S,

— node(1), node(2), edge(1, 2). (9)
node(X) — color(X,r), ~Kcolor(X,b), ~Keolor(X, g);
Keolor(X, b); Keolor(X, g). (10)
node(X) — color(X, g), ~Keolor(X, r), -Kcolor(X, b);
Keolor(X,r); Keolor(X, b). (11)
node(X) — color(X,b), ~Kcolor(X, g), ~Kcolor(X, r);
Keolor(X, g); Keolor (X, ). (12)
edge(X,Y), color(X,C) — —color(Y, C). (13)
edge(X,Y), color(Y,C) — —color(X,C). (14)

J— FH 1004 — 2T, MGTP ic—BHHI# (4)~

12 LT OrIaNESEE T LA, BIMEOKE
HAETH2 ),

8) D& EEMLIZ/N—D a3y (LUIF, +A4 -7 EE)
TRIFLIEZS, BROTHEL4B6MHIIHLT,
309020  DEAER & L7z (5 bR AT 118496, fRE
ATIEZVET DL 190038). KR KBICAER S L
HERIE, KEICET IHN ) +aicithebhTn
WeHTHDB, 72, EATRLVWETANERSN
STILRMICEL T, UTFnL ) 2BERE» H 5.
o BILMEALLDN, REMIFrRLLLHIZ, BED
EFNELTHERSINTLE) 2 &, 2E 2T,
My = {Keolor(1,r), color(1,r),color(2,9)}, M-
{Kcolor(2, g), color(1,7), color(2, g)} 13 obj(Mi)
obj(Mz) = {color(1,7),color(2,9)} THBIZLMb
LY, BubETNELTERINTLEY.
o TRHBZMAEL L WRHENA» L L D E
FAFPKEBRCERSIATL £ 95 2 & #:
{Kcolor(1, ), Keolor(2,7)}).

Il

4. MM-MGTP & 2BESEIH & 2hEL
REATTEICBWTIL, BMELUARARETHL L,
F72, MGTP & N B INEETFTNIMNTHET &
PRIEE N T, T-ZGFosEHETLIIFLI L
b, BEAZPRDLIZHIZ-T, MM-MGTP % ~—
T B LIImHTHRKRTH 5.

41 MM-MGTP 70455 L~DEi
MM-MGTP 25T, EmAEFLEZHENND T2
72z, BAMICHET 2RI CEWT, AL DA
KCHRTA2EROBEL HRE L LTEEFNICED &
JIREEINTWE, Dk, (3) TRLAZMGTP 7
075 ANDERIE, LT LS ICHIELT 52 & A7
BETH 5.

Ai,....An—Ch; ... :Cm:KBi;... ;KB (15)
Bl: FvrsAh {nota—b—-c; dc—dc—a}ll
B LT MM-MGTP DK T FEHAIZ, Fig. 2049
2725, 22T, [ 3aBIREEERT. £/, [] 3ok
WEE R, Fig. 2T, SEKETH S [-Ka] »* b L)
BORICBWTENIN T WDT, FkiHE [-b] *
Ka DIRICEBMT 52 2 TE 5. MM-MGTP TE7)L
ELTEMENENDIZ, MANETHE M,Ms THY,
BEDMGTP iZBWTERENS My, Ms (ZEHR S L
W, Mo, My BT T-REZMETELNDIEI MDA
THD, EBE, My B LERET 075 00M—DHEATH
5 (BEHED MGTP i2BWTHENEI NS My 38NTH D
7 T-HRi37z 3 %, —F Ms BIRIE T-&RtF 2T
2, My C Mz THbdH, BEALIIL LYW,
MM-MGTP % v 23481213, M, Ms 13368/ E
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FLELTHBRHRBRNY X E3NTwE, Tk,
Mo, My ST 5 T-RUEDBREOARITLITR W,
—#%i2, NAF o> £, RAPKBITERIND &
IRy =T, REDARLL DLy —AFEIFEHL,
A FIRRDFERAZ 4 D K3 TR » 5, MM-MGTP
R BEBRNEFTLOENNICEY, RI—DRELAZ2 S
BERTEE) Ly —R2HRWTHILHTES,

b/T\

[~Ka) ﬂﬁk

/7  \ v/
d d

[~d] C g :
v !
d a
: V

: : d
x ® x o)
M My M3 My

Fig.2 Answer set computation using MM-MGTP pro-
cedure

4.2 BB & EBWMHOILE

MGTP 2B\ T3, EFIVFERNICHEE) 73 VH7E
T BEAICHEICENT MR, L oFICETL
BRBICTEET 2B TNV EHCT, EFAEER
WELTHRBLTWAEEE 2T 218 (Fig. 3%
B, 22T, MIZEFNVER, DIIETVIEEEREREZ »
LbT)PHEARATNTEY, FIER) TINVES
T2 HIFTRMEETIER & ZHN ) SRR EN T
%2,

—%, KIEHICELTIE, @~@)icmlzs) n ¥
PRBELTHO—HERKESH 225, b0l
BMErH-TREMWELUTOL I CET S S
LTED, Thbb, BEC=1L1;...;L;;...;L, €D
x L THhBLeMPBPEAELT, LL #HKH
W~@®ouwFnrziMitdses, 85Ck,
C'=1Ly;...;Li—1;Lit1;...; L, CBEEHRZ B EHT
&3,

LeEM -LeM LEM -LiCeD

L c

Fig.3 Unit refutation and disjunction simplification

4.3 BRECHTIMRIMRE
EBEC=Ly;...;L;...;L,e DIZRLTL;ieMT
HHrLE, LiIREC2AETIL, MOERIC

F-oTaFEEINLESE, DrLUIKRENS, DL
LABRER, TR ERTIREZERCET N
WRFEF D, CBRAT 2 LI BRICBWT, BHOTEE
T2,

KIEICBLTY, ZheRERS e Eaind, £14
RO BERES T bl Y, MAT, BREANESR
EDE, UTnE) CHET AL TE3. T4b
b, Lie M »>C=0L1;...;KL;...; L, e DTH b L
&, Cl3, LiicaEEN3b0E LT, EFLIRERS
POBRAT ALY TE S, MBI NABREFRE
AFBECHELEZ LI LML TH D, ERR, #
BEABRROEREIINE, L 2 80READIEERS
ICBWTIE, not Ly 2BIHHICEL L) —n, T4
bbb, REGMOBEERLLTKL 280L5%r—n
IZBARNEZDT, T5 LARECIN Yy —2 782147
)T LIEMLPICTETH S, IWREEREZAVS
TEIZED, METHHILPHLITH DDA,
FRIC, KEDTIRGHEAEZHBT 52 LRV H 5.

4.4 WREERE .
Bl : 34Dz BT, (10)(11)(12) 25, UITFH L5 %
RELINTBELETNILRBEHES L LTHEFLT
Witk T 5,

C1 = color(1, g); Keolor(1, b); Keolor(1,r
Cz = color(1,b); Keolor(1,r); Keolor(1, g
Cs = color(2,7); Keolor(2, g); Keolor(2, b
Cs = color(2, g); Keolor(2, b); Keolor(2, r
Cs = color(2,b); Keolor(2,r); Keolor (2, g)

~_ — N

CHDELE, HI2ITU T TNV eolor(l,r) 7 E T RIS
MR 6B ET S, 43TRLICIRAEREIC LU,
C,C BEAFREICLVMIBRS I LA TE D, F72,
= (13) 12L& Y, —color(2,7) HWERENENDT, 4.2
TRLAEEMMHICLY), BEOBX) 247% 5 2 & A
T&5%, 3T, 22T, EFAVERMIINILNEDD
color(l,r) Tiz% <, Kcolor(L,r) THB LT B, ZDL
&, C1,C BEARICEAFREICLVMIBRS I LN TE
545, V=) (13) ¥ BEATELWNDT, C3,04,C5 ITD
TR T 2 ETEL W, BRELT, TEL
BEPERLTLES., Tok) 2NEEIL, BRI
Keolor(l,r) R INTBFHE T, L—)b (13) &

edge(X,Y), Keolor(X, C) — K-color(Y,C).
ERRL T, Kocolor(2,7) 2HERT 52 L2k V) EE

THEIENTEDL, —KICLLTOI DY) Lo,
EFNMER M KL, HER—VE Ar,...,Ap = C
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HHoT, TXTHi(1<i<n) THLT, KA;eM
FRFAEMPENILOPEE, M=M+{KC} &
THRIELZMBEERA LTS, A4, 257 urs3y
LAPIZxL, MM-MGTP it & D AEKRI L ET L
ERAEMEL, HEESRA % L MM-MGTP
LV ERINIETFTVEAEM LT3,
tcond(M) = tcond(M') HE Y L (GERARE),

WEEERARYAVLII EITLY), KEFBIRE N
BATYH, BET IHMEBCEE FERICTI 2T
&5,

4.5 K BCRE T 3 E ki
BEAZERLZ VL) ZREDADEAADEHTT
BICERSNBHELT, UTOo7T0r568E2T
A5,

— ¢, d; Ka; Kb. ' (16)
— a, b; Kc; Kd. a7

DT TT LTI, 2ODEEETNIIMIT, REHD
MAEELTADDILE Y E TV {Ka,Kc}, {Ka,Kd},
{Kb,Kc} {Kb,Kd} »HEREN 2, 44THL2E S %edi
EHEERATRITE, KERZHORMGHICHERTLI L
3%wonT, EERACRMLEBEEL LY, 2Dk
B, BEOKE»r L L 3RE 3TN FNTEI L ILE
I3EL, MBS Ny 77 LTRRFLAS S A S
2EEREZ LS, FIZIE, (16) I2BWT, Ka, Kb %
FNEFNEILEINTIIH L, KasKb 2RE/ Ny 77
IZEML, ENOEFNMERHZEOEI FHA LK EZN
BRIZ12ERT 3. Cofa, BNy 77 LTS,
EFNVIREM & RIS, WHREET X b, BARER
Pirbha, EOBIOGEAARNIIFig. 40 k) itk b,
[ Juggry7r et

EFANMBERMICLYEENELE, BE Ny 771
EFINHKLE2EUEREIZ, AFETAMILIHREN
5, LekoT, EFVMBERIN/LE, BE Ny
TrHETEWETHE, BENNYy 77IC&EN 5 KL
LT, LEM ThaH, Tbb, TEFNVMIEIT-%
HEWE LA\, ShEY, T-RENHER, EFAH
EREINTBEETESENNy 770 ETHAIPENPICEE
WZBIEHMTES,

5. B & R

4 TRARIREAFTEORM AL, java TEEINL
MM-MGTP #X—ZXCBHREINT w5, 7275, 45T
BRIy — 23 E0OHGIE, KEEHWCESBEAIRES
LAWZ ERRIRELTWS, Znz®, E2OD/—
VarvHFBERINTEY, INs % ASPL, ASP2 &

T
]
/ \T

c,d
[Ka, ~Kb]
~ \
a,b T
i
® ® ®
M7 Mo M3

Fig.4  Suppression of case splitting on K literals

5. ASP1 i3, 4.1,42,43, 442 FEXE L LD TH 5B,
F72, ASP2 (34.1,4.2,4.3,452FEE LD TH 5.

UTooEBRBEERIZ v T 1L L Intel Pentium
I11(266MHz) I ¢ Vine Linux 2.1CR I2 B W T EIT &
RHRTH D (java D VM L LT J2RE 1.3.1 2 ).
Table—1T (3 #EE(QG) WIRE L PRI 4L 5 A IR BRI (B
NDEERB(F—7)e LT8LIITEIT), /2, Table-2
TII3EMEICH T 2 ASP1 %4 & NI ASP2 DETHE,
Ze b NI LBRIRET D 728, F A — T EE(FE T D naive)
Ldlv YR FADEFTERERLZ, divD iz, NAF R
BEOEE, BERHRI) S LHTE, MEAHEIIBY
Ti@mEsnERPL LtmenTw aRENL LR T
LATHB, &P, AS BEEAOH, MD IBEFLVE
EhbbT. £, EIFEMEAE msec T Y
TimeOut (33008LI LB L2 D %2R T,

Table 1 Results for QG problems using NAF

| | order | Failed | AS | MD | RunTime
ASP1 8 9 1 1 635
ASP2 8 9 1 1 569
naive 8 23 1 1 813
dlv 8 - 1 - 4500
ASP1 11 112 5 5 8669
ASP2 11 112 5 5 5895
naive 11 > 18000 - - TimeOut
dlv 11 - - - TimeOut

Table-1i2 R 545 L 9 i2, ASP1, ASP2& & iz[EIFk
DN ) R ZFHEH, naive RTHR LN B & ) LIRS
EEINTWEI LD bD L, ZOMRIE, F—F% L
FRBICLVEHEETH S, FriC, F—F11IcBWTE,
naive J=° dlv TI3300RLIA THRIER I N -72D
X L, ASPLASP2L b ICEPMRBETHENMNETLT
W3,

13 dlv i3 CH++TEEINTW 3,
t4 dlv OEFTHERIL, time 3= FITL 5,
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Table 2 Results for 3 colors problems using NAF

| | Failed | As [ MD RunTime |
ASP1 o | 86 540 2885
ASP2 0 486 486 1773
naive 118496 486 190524 99902
dlv - 486 - 80

3 RE(Table-2)ic oW T L RIBOHERHFR LN B
2, div DEEN R N7 s —2 vy A ERL TV S, 36
BITHERMB I LT, b B RHEDEITEEIC
B, Ei, BN RS OFKERCE L BETIE
TN ehsh, HRLLTRERAKD X7+ —2 R
P MEN LD EBbIS,

70k, BEHME, 3GMHERE, WTRINAFZAWTIC
BEDOE RO BFEHREE LTk T2 2 LT
Thd, BETTICHEFEO MGTP 2L ) FiiiE:
BREEHOTEIT SR %2 Table-3127”7, ASP1,
ASP2IZ & 4000 #h#13, BEERICHT 5MGTPIC
BTN L £ FE—TdH Y, EFFEMOZER, K
HIZET AUBNF —/N—~y FTH D LEESI NS,

Table 3 Results using disjunction representation

Problem Order Failed MD | RunTime
i

QG 8 9 1 408
QG 11 112 5 1425
3colors 10 0 | 486 596

6. ¥ & 5]

RFETIE, BADAETNELEN— X L RRE T
075 ADBREAFTHAOMMA, T bR FEI
DWTRL, RyFe—7FXMEBELT, fERREEL
LU TRELEN ) RPERTE L EFHERLL,

#2274 8 LT, divY, smodels? »%1F b
5, dlv T, REBRFRICEOISHFEEZ~R—RITLT
WBEDT, WHEEPERTES L) RBEICHLTIE
BRhZH, —F, HERMEO L) T BIE SRR
AAD L) HMBEIRBW T, FIKREEROEN
Iy 7% B, 72, smodels TlHIZUDICHEEM:D B
DIRBEARERL, RicocEkYE, EFLERE
7. RV 2T ATE, RENERE T FIVERZ HE
27> T b LIANKELHETHY), EFNVIEHD
BHERBEADBEHREEVICHBHEHES T, BN %
THIZeHTES,

37:, MGTP#~R—XicL72bnTld, BRY ik
AT-RBCELTHEETRA M 2HWRT T o—F25
%, 2°L, BRODOT7u—F11, —RHBE S 0rF
LERMRELIZDDOT, BEMNEIND LI LikHRE

TarsaicBnTi, BEETXMSIABNN L
DEFNOBAIEPRIEEINLLS L->TLEF. AT
u—Fi3, BELACLERET 0 0EBWTLE
MRS NEHENOBHMTH 5.
BRICABROBELHHEICE LH S, dlv, smodels i
BWTHWLRTW L) 2 IREBOKGERBRBITIIM
B> TIFEFIARTH S, MGTP I2BWTH I
LB ETE e BwTax 22T TICHET S
TENTELZVR, RETILEFH S, T/, 3GHE
TEIND &) LHBEIE, Ak NAF 2HWTERT S
I LHABEE L LTERHEL, BEICHT 3 HMEMHK
ELTERLT2H5ARTHY, ORI LRHEEE
KLALTOFELOT, $RITH S, NAF ZHEPK
HBEL LTERT 2005, TobbLERERD
BRI L MEAHITEONBREML» T A2 L 24
DHRBELT 5,

2 % X B
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