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& U D EN 2175 72 DICE M NS, AR TIE, Va2 —%217512472>TH
5 DT B Research Question Z# 3 D E L7z, 1 2H (RQ1) &, EBWURVHE—-ThH5
T EDREFLET SH, THAS. 22H (RQ2) 1, WHFBRRDOHNNZLYMEIZ D WTHE
AT COWRWAZEIZ E DRREGFET 20, THS. 32H (RQ3) &, AHZLMEDKR
AR HE UZEBRIE EDRETDONT WS D, THhb. FEEBRSFHEDCE L R
PRICERER S N2 89 AE I RICHRML L a—2 LML 72. RQLADEIEFE LT, FEht
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BoNFERIZIE—RED W S b,. ZD7-8, FFFERERIZIEE WM Y M H3K
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2.3 ZR#MEWL E 21— (systematic review)

R L € a— (systematic review) &1, HWENTHEEDO D 2 XHGHEFETH S
[9-11]. RFMAL Ea—TIXHMERFIEZEATHEZITO 720, LE a2 —BHEOHEBME
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H O FRICET S R/MWL B o — [14] PHEHERMEDS 0 FIRICET 5 R/H L € a— [15] 2
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R L E 2 —DEARNRFIEIZOWTIE, 4B THEMABEEZITS.
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JBFX (replication study) &%, WSRO —MME 2R T 5720, FERDEE % 55 HY
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7 MU 7 TEMRGEE 19 NTH U, EEROZEYMEICE T 2 EESRE AT o T WA,
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DWFFEHE 1L 79 N 69 AFAET B FHVHIHIL 72

F7, V7 MU T LEMRICET SRS THR S NI U THERIZ, WK
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BHOFER, 43 KOFHIXDN, 9 ADFHSHHFLIR D Z LI DN T DM 21T > TWARW
EWVD HAHBHL 7=,

B3R U 72 B AZIISEDAE RN S, V7 b = 7 LRSI #Eh B 555 O —5I%, AR
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NTVWD RS D DMZEREICDWT, SR Z Y MEIZE T 5 R/ L B a— %17
W, SEFEOHE, DX 0, RED D EICEED 25 E ISR DALY M & DR
B L TWa 2z ML LD EEZT-.
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'm FENRE L GEL TOABVRNERNT S

v/ Bl BEOTHEESDICET 3%
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\'x Research Question N DA & ICHBRIER %
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s fEsmoE
I’EE HhH L 7= 1E#R % EIZResearch Question A\ M
EI&FZ1T5

1: V¥ a—FE
4 LEa1—F%

AETIE, RNV E 2 —DFMRIZDOWTHMIZHHZITS.

A#ZE T, Kitchenham 5 DBMEE L 72 FIRITHEVWRMUL L a—%475. L a—FF
X 1IZRT.

AWEFETIT S R L ¥ 2 —1d, Research question DFEE, WZEim X DINE, W5Ein L

S =

DR, EHROML, fEROELD 5 DDFMEN SHDH. LA, SFMEIZDOWTHZT.



4.1 Research question DF&E

ZDOFIETIE, R a—%21T7512H72>THS DI L ZWRIW%E Research question
(RQ) L UTHRETS. AW TIE, HEBEEDOIIZ LGN LD LS ITEHINT VDD
NEHLTT B7201Z, AR 3 DD Research question % #%5E U 7z.

e RQL : EFNRVE—ThH DML EDREFIET 50
o RQ2 : AFZEIRDAMYZ B VT DWW TG 217 > TWRWISIL & DRREFAET 5 A
e RQ3: AAZLMDOMHGEEEZ HI & U7EiIZ E DREfTbN T WS D

4118 TRQLIZDOWVWTDEIAZ, 4.1.2HTRQLIZDOWTOHA%Z, 4.1.3HITRQL 2
DWTOFHHEITD.
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FEHN RV —DIZE L 1L, EBROZDIZHW T =Xty "1 EEOATH HW5%%
B9, AL OISR TIRYE, Fi-hlAlE 0 FEEFLE LGS, TOWEEFHET 572
O, EBROREFKOT —R2ZNEL-T -2ty NMIFEE2EHATS. FRZEOFHILAZT
BEEBROTHOAEPNIWVZE, BEFEVWEMEE D FETHL L ER5E. FIEOINZ
WMMEEEDB7-DIIE, FEE2EROT -2y MIEHAT2Z e NLEEND. AWIETIE,
TR R —T b DI & AMAZ SVERGEDO RMID D B SE L e L, D& S Riges
COREFIET A0 2HET 5.
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SRR DA ZE L PEIZ DWW T DR & 1, EBIRIZOWTORHTP, REFIEDOHIN
U VEMGED B EVEIZES T 550k 2483, 2 D Research Question (2 & D, LR D S
ZMMEEERL TORWIISEE DN E DRREFET 200N E 1 5.

4.1.3 RQ3

ANIZZ Y PEDMEEZ B & U728 & 1E, BEFSEOEREREE — AR L, EBROHH
BIToT-i5E %89, Z D Research Question (2 & 0, HWFZERER DAY Z LM DRREED & D
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BRNRT —AR—ZA L RBIZHWNSF—7 — RIZDOWTEHZTTS.
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MBERNRL UIzT —ZR=Z LU TFD 5 DDEFT —EXARXR—ATH 5.
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X DAL 2R L, X DEDFAMZ1T 5.
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TO5 M, IR WEEIENo L LTORENMNITS., ZokScLTHITonmies
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FHEMZE D XL B E 1T > TV B ER XD %K 6 12R7. EFH T TNIZIRTRS
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o HiHlDOMEZEIT> TWVWBIWX
HETORER, BHZTo>TWVWEIWXIE 2K, FiHlOMEEZIT-o TWEERXIL8T K TH - 7=,
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FIX 8O AR 2K (2%) &7 5.
5.5 RELYMRICHITDZHANZYEADG
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5.5.1 ZHRET—9tv NOFEA

FEEREITOBICIE, WRERIRY 2T — 22y b2HWARETHS. RQLIZHL, E
BN R —TH HMEIT 10 WS RENF SN 104 3HIZDOVWTIE, REFE
PHEAMRER R AL UDREINT VWS (Web 7 7V r—>avoE ayzs M) 72
b, HHOT Xy NEHBUTCERZITSDIXR#ETCHL LTINS, L, &Y
THIZDWTIE R A A UARHIZBRES N T WAL, RS D OMELSEFIZEWTIE, Ehd
L UTHHICRATRET — Xty b [25] D30 Y X —% v b ECABEATWS. F7-,
BFRITHBT =Xty b [260) BIFHAES 5. LT —X &y b2 AWTHRERE D k5T —
Ry MIFEEREHAL, FIEONIZLEE2EDEIRETH L. EHRHRIERDO T —X
Y PEHVTVWAMIIZOWTHRKTDH 5.

7z, VI MU o7 LHEOMENFIZB VT, EBRNROLEMEZ 6T 2 FEMREX
NTW3 27, ZOFEZFHATEI LT, ERUROEHM 2R L, RETFEE
HHT 27 —22y MEKRDZ Z DN TE S0, &AW A N THEREDIMNAZ Y
MEEDEIENARRIZRDEEFEZONS.

5.5.2 HABIZUMEICDOWTDFMALER

FHEOHNMIZ LI DOV T OHEMRIT L W FEMICITORETH S, RQ2ITxL, LR
DIMIZEEMEIZDWT, FEaRET > TWRWVERSCE 26 AMFEEL, X O imilsics v
TOARERLTVWDHMXITE 3L AFET S LW EERE SN2, HCh ORI DA
BWTEKLTVWE@MXOFIZIE, [FHhbd 7=ty bAOEABBKEIIZRS ] L7215
L, FERHIRIZOWTORNRREFENFEHATER R AL VIOV TORBET> T
ROVERSCDMEAET B IR DA LM 2 DO W T DI I3 OMEEIERE2TS L
TOMITIZRB7-0, FHMIHERTAINETHDHLEHEZD.

5.5.3 EEMLBRDER

WFZE R D AMNAZ L MERGE % B & U 72 8 BHBIZ T O RETH 5. WEDOHRE [16]
o, V7 MY T TSI EED 25 E L, BROBEEEEZFRL TTWs 00, B
REHORULAETH LI EMHHL TV, 2k, BRZT> TWBHXAT 89 A 2K
UDFIEL W E WS, RQ3DEIZENSHHSNTH L. EiAIEEARITHEIAN - Frllm
IRAEREE LWz, BRI DWW T O SCEER E B AR ORI X iz <
WEWIEZMEZEDRTHRANTE Y, TOEXD, MEENERZBRET 5 Xl E e
RoTW5b., £z, EBREROFEMI G XHIZRHBINT VR o720, EBRTHW SN
V= RF =Rty hPAFHETH 24 EDIET, BREEMT E-DIIBEL w50
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ZRMENZ EBEEHL LTETSNS. UL, BRETVIIEREEERT2 LT,
Z OWRBEDBRORETIE AN LS 2 LA TE S, D% 0, WIEHREDOINRZY
M @5 2 EATHETH 5728, L D ORI BWTH, BRIEIH I EIEARHIE
HThHhdEEZ5.
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6 B
ARETIE, BROFEMIZOWTOIHZITS.

6.1 WRETDHHMA

BEADXRR L UG [28) DX A M, FHE4, Hd, FEBNE, (A SHETR
A ICBIT B E SRR 2R, BEO/NITHIEOBE, RERTIHE, EEBRERIIOWT
i EAT .

6.1.1 #HE

Myrtveit & 1%, FEEH 0 FIEOKEE % 53 2 FEEOE M 2 AT 5 7201 HEBRZ2 17>
7. JAEXR L UZiHiifefEiZ MRE [30], MER [31], BRE [32], IBRE [32] TH» 5. &:F
MR DRI D W TITINEI TR 217 5. EBROMER, il OIS E MRV T
EE, BEMGWFEIDBENT VS LHEIT 25808 FE L. TOREERN S Myrtveit
5%, EEOFMEEEE HWT RS O FIEOKE O %217 5 OIXZ Y Tk & iEamat
FTWwab.

Myrtveit & DML EBRONRE U-HHIZ20H 5. 1 DHIK, EBURHIE DT —
Rey NTHY, WIREEIHZ L VERGEO KD D 5 Ll L7272 TH B, Myrtveit
SIFFERBRNG L LT COCOMOSL T—&+y b [29] (6370 Yx2 ) DAEHNT W7
D, WFERFIINZ Y EBGEDO R D B W U7z, 2 DHI, FEERFPIEDGFEMAH S
MTHY, 9D, BERIZHBERY —IVDOAFWEZRZOTHS. 20, BRllzr»”sa
A DN E WL Myttveit © O EBRFIHIE Foss 6 DEITHZE [33] (2fiioTH D, Foss
S OFSUTIEFEBRFPIEA G IR T T w5,

F 2: BIRADOXG L Ui X
24 ML Validity and reliability of evaluation procedures in
comparative studies of effort prediction models

Ingunn Myrtveit

A Erik Stensrud
L4, Empirical Software Engineering

Vol.17, No. 1-2, pp.23-33, 2012
FER S COCOMO81 7—& v b [29]
ek A IZBIT2ES | [73]
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6.1.2 FLMEE

NP DOEREIX THOFHNGF L LT 0y 7 bEBICBEE - THEEL, ¥
AEIZ RS D FRIC X > TFHIE N THEOME LT, FMEREOMEI NV, DX D,
FEPFUU 72 THEEBEO THOEINI WIFE, ZOFERITHEEIE.

MRE (Magnitude of Relative Error)

MRE (Magnitude of Relative Error) 1&RFE O FHEOKEE % 3-Hi ¢ 2 BT HE — MK
WZHWSLNTWAFHEITFETH 5 [30]. MREIZMUFOATRDHNS.

| SR — I
MRE = =g (1)

Foss 6 DAf5E [33] 12 & 0, MRE I3#/NAAEE D 2975 Fik, 20, FEHMEL D B/
WP HIMEE 1T 2 FIEOKE % & < FHIiS @A 5 L HBHL TWA. FlZIE, KT
D2 EOMHEFREE LTHATEFEA &, ETHO L Oz FRAMEE LTl 2 F
EB 2V 20D TFENEFEAT S ERET 5. BRI, THEADORME WEEIZTEB
DRESVEELI VAV, FHINZTHOMEEHNT e Y 7 NMIBREREH %2R
BbrZea2FET5L, FEBORMEOVKEERFEAORBEE VEELDHENZL
FHITHS. ULaL, &£Fik% MRE TaHiiL 7254, Tk A O MRE OfflX 1.0, Fik
B ® MRE Ofi1£0.95 &7 0, FEADORMEOKEL D HFEB ORED W EE EW
CHIEEIND. TDXKSIZ, MRE IZ#/NERES D 247 5 FIEDKEE % & < FHlli 3 2 M H3
H5.

MER (Magnitude of Error Relative to the estimate)

MER (Magnitude of Error Relative to the estimate) I Kitchenham & 2322 U 7z RFH
H D KEEFAMIEIECh S [31]. MERIZBATFORTRD SN S.
| SEHIME — I |

MER = —= 7 @)

MER (X HIME & T ED L D8R % R T

BRE (Balanced Relative Error)

BRE (Balanced Relative Error) & Miyazaki © 238 U 7z R E 0 HE M55 C H

% [32]. BRE IZEATOATRD SN S.
(T 04— T i SIS _ S
BRE eI FHME — FERE > 0

| Tl - SE A | S
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FHHENERE L D KEWGE NS WIEATROZANELR S, FHREAEHME X b K
EVWEEIE MRE %3k 2 R & G725, FHRMEDSHAME X 0 /NS WA IXERIE & FHlE
DD E FHEETHRT 5. ROBEHITITLY, MRE &0 H3&/NAEE » Fik2E
HEZFIicE 52 3 hb.

IBRE (Inverted Balanced Relative Error)
IBRE (Inverted Balanced Relative Error) % Miyazaki 5 2342Z U 72 AR H 0 K ST
fBiETH 5 [32]. IBREIFBAFORTRD SN 5.

| FRE—ERE | < e
IBRE = EIT FHME — ERE < 0

(T A — S ) ; .
WG FHlfE — SEHME >0
IBRE [3MEAY0 725 1 OHIPHIZINE 5720, FHZIBERITHANE, D0, KiEIZFE->
T PHMEOMEEZZ T IZ W IN5,

6.1.3 =EERFIE

Myrtveit & 237> 72 FEEBRDOFNEIL, Foss o DIEATHISE [33] IZffio T\ 5.

73, COCOMOS1 F—&t v MIERINZ 63T —RXDOTEEY 7 bV =7 OFED
fEIZx L, JEE AR LR L TR BEET S, RIZ, THU: WNEER L 7% HHE
B, BB 2 AL 7 2 R A e UTRRAI 217 5. ERSHFEIXR/N FET
H5. TDHK, HFSFIZE > THESIERICH UEREREZT, TROTFHIET L 245
5. PHIET VI RO LS ke 5.

TH = e (BAE)° (3)

Myrtveit 5%, PAEDORZ EMLRREE D 2175 ET NV BEFEGVWET V) LEHL.
W, EELOETIVICHBOMEZ 305 2, THOMEE 30N LIS, TDk, Hh
SNz IO UELEZ A OnEs U < IEEE) U, 30 Eo TH L REOMEOM %
ERR T 5. 2@ 30 HOMZEHELINIZ, 30 7BV 22 MO T =X E2FORET—XE Y b
LAY Myrtveit 51, AT 2ELEELE L TRKOFERZEDERL, ET—2tvy
N % 1000 fEPERL L7z, 2T — X £ MiZ COCOMOSL ¥— Xt v b & U7 R%
D, TRty MEREHEOFEBRNR L ETIHET — Xy M EERLZHEEIE, 1000 &
ILRDT =Ry b EFEBRNEELTHILT, BONIMERBEOEENEZ2EDL72HT
Hb. ZITMyrtveit 51k, RB)HDa & bDEEEEL, 4DDEFNEERLEZ. A
RINIZIE, aDfiz/NE <L, KIEZRENZES D275 ETIVE, bOfiz/NE< L, #&
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EENERED V2T ETIVE, adfiZz KE L, K@ KA 2T75ETIVE,
bDfEiEREL L, BELRBRKEME D 2175 ET IV EERL .

Myrtveit 5ZLAED A DDETIVE, HozRAEE D 2T5ET IV BEMEVNETIL)
EUTEHE L. D, KRIFEZE/NZES D 2T ETIVERDET IV, BN R
LOEITIETNEBEDET IV, BELBAREEDZITSETVEZ#HDET IV, KiE
TBARRBEL D EITOETLVEZBEOETINA LRI T 5.

Z D, T =21y FHFEEO THROMZEHME, ETHEMICZ > 2 BEOM%2 &€
TG ZE I Nz FHMEE U, kU7 4 DO 2 HWT, EMRETIVE
HREOVETNVOEELZHKL, YLE00EENESVWET L THE02HTTS. 30MHDT—
ZIZDWTENTNFHEEIEDEZE KD, TN 5 D% & o I EPMEN T DE T IV EKEE
PEWET IV EART. HEIX1000HDOT—XEy b ZT&IZ{7V, EhEDT—XEY
FCHENEWEHEINZET VE, ZOFHEEEIC > THEPEVWEHESINZET
Vg5,

6.1.4 EHERER

EHERETIVERDET IV 1LIZDOWT, &Mtz W T L5 5 OREN &V & HE
U2 £ 312, FEERETIVERDET N 2IZDO0VWT, KiMlifEz HWTEE S DR
JERE WP EHE UMERE2R 4, FHERETILVEEDETILIIZONWT, &AiHMiifHEz
HAWTES S DRENE WA ZHE LR ELS I, EMRETVEBRYETINLITON
T, FaMiifafz HWTEE o OENE WA ZHE LA RE2 £ 6 ITRT.

£ 3 EOETI] & DK F A4 EOETIV2 & DK
FEAMFERE | EfEZRETIL b ETILIL FEAMFERE | IEREZRETIL D ETIL2
MRE O MRE O
MER O MER O
BRE O BRE O
IBRE O IBRE O

F 5 1O ETI 3 & DKEE F6: O ETI AL DI IR
FMfERE | EfERETIL BEOETIL3 FMEE | ERERETIL HEOETIA
MRE O MRE O
MER O MER O
BRE O BRE O
IBRE O IBRE O

23



Ko O 1%, FHAfEELS, ZOETIVOMENMLA LD EVEHELZZ 2 E2RT. &
349, MRE ZIEMZETILVIVDEHEDETIVIL, DX 0, KIELENZES L ZITS5ET
VOREENENEHET B e BNbhrb. £/, £4 X0, MRE, BRE, IBRE IZ1Ef7%
ETNVEDERDETIVL, DF D, BELENAIED D 2175 T VORENE W & HIE
TEHEZeWbrb, —ATERFEERE6LD, MERIZEEMARET VLD EERDET I3 LiH
DETIL D%0, BREABDDZITIETVORENSWEHET B LR bnb.

PA EDFER D & Myrtveit & 1%, EEd 4 D ORI Z AW T RS 0 FIEOKEE O
2175 DIFZY TRV R T WS,

6.2 fHRHTZT—%

ARTIE, BIRIHNEF— 22y MIOWTOBRIET .

6.2.1 ISBSG 5F—¥%+tv bt

ISBSG 7—& v bk [26] 1%, ISBSG (The International Software Benchmarking Stan-
dards Group) WMHEFE 24 EITFET 2 - REPSERFEOT — X ZNEL, BEHL
TRy b THD. HRETEXY 7 YT ORI, HESHEEDT —XH15,052 71
YVl MplEEEInNT WA, ZOT =Xy MIERI T — X OFER &7V, EiIZH
WBT— ROt R T o7z, T— X OERFEHEE R TITRT.

@D Data Rating 1%, T — &ty MRS N7 — X OEEMEZRT. ISBSG 7—
Xy MZBWT, &7 —XOEFEMNELS AB,CD O 4TIl s, A LFHEX N7
T =2 IRBEFENE K, D LiHiiS iz T — ZIXEBEEEMEV. BED 0 oS
BIZBEWTIRISBSG T—X 2 RH S 28, 7 — XOFEMEN A £7213 B LiHliE 7z 7 —
RERFHTHERETHD LI NS [34,35].

#H D UFP Rating 1%, 7— Xty MZEkI N7 —XFD, V7 Y =7 OFEEZ R
TR TH L RHE T 72 a VKA Vb (Unadjusted Function Point) [12] DIED/F
A RT. BMEOEEENMEIX ABCD O 4B CiHiEng. A LFMis AT —XidE
HEHEMEAE L, D LiHliE iz T — X IZEBEBEEIMEN. ISBSG 7— X HORFHE 7 7

# 7. ISBSG 7 — X ORI
Data Rating (77— X OfSHENE) AHLLIEB

UFP Rating (V 7 b7 = 7 EI DM ) AHLLIEB
Function Size Metric Used (GRFEEHHEITIE) IFPUG3 & L < X IFPUG4
Resource Level (T2 &I 43553 1 (BEFBERIZBEL LT
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YV aviRA v bOMEEFIAT A8, EEENA FLEB MM NZT X E2RMAT
LERETHDHEIND [34,35].

FH1 D Function Size Metric Used (&, KT 7> 27 ¥ avRA v h il 2 Fikzer
T. 777 avRA Y OFHIGEITIXIFPUG %, COSMIC s EWFEET 5. Bl T
1%, Myrtveit S ANEIRUZEBRG LD T 7 v 7Y a vRA v bEHAITE L FERkIZ, IFPUG
7% (Version 3 % U < 1% Version 4) Tl N7 —XZ2HWN5.

KD Resource Level 1%, TEZGFHAT BTN RE U72EEX 3% /RT. Resource Level
1 (BT REE U2TE), 2 (B mER EERIIAEE U2TH), 3 (FX, &
H LUE2E, RAFIEZEICAZEE L2180, 4 (B, WEM EIEZE, R, a—Yo
BEIIBBELUETH) WS 4 D0XSHWFHET S, BIRTIEX, Myrtveit & AER L 72
FEEOF RO THEHI GG 2 & [FREIZ, Resource Level 231 £ %22 F—X &2 HW5.

DA EDGERFEHEIZHEN T — X O#ER| 21T\, BHAONRE T EHENPH VT — X IEH
(THEY 7 b T 27 ORI BREBLUTOWARWT — X2 U728, BRI AW RE 74
T—RE1LT2399 Fuyzy TP SN,

6.2.2 IPA/SECT—#%tv b

IPA/SEC 7— &t v b [36] &%, HNZATBIENE HAIRHE ARG DS 0 ARITAFAE S 2 408 -
BENPSERBEDOT —XZINEL, BHELZT—XEy b THD. FARIHECY 7 b0 zT
DML, BIREEEDOT—ZN 3541 7BV 7 by (2014-2015 i) IEFRI TV 5.
F— X DIEHEMIC & B #F 2 FRE, ISBSG F— & & v b & FEBEDE 217 - 7285 H8, Bl
WRHAERER T —&2 & LT 99 7udcy b TF—R BRI .

6.2.3 Eur—4tvhk

HHTF—x2y bk, @EERETHWSY 7 Y =7 ORFEEIT S Fibh S iRk % %
3727 =Xty NTHD. BFKTEPY 7 by =7 ORI, FAXKSESEDOT —X53113 70
Vg MR EI T WS, T— X DEEMEIC & 53EH 2R E, ISBSG T—X &y b &Rk
DR 217 72858, BRICHHATRER T -2 L T4 7uyc s b F—2 ¥ i anr:.
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6.3 EBEHDOER

ZO/NEITIE, BT Xty M UT, Bl U7z FIEICREWVERZITWE S Nz iE R
DWTCEiH T 5.

6.3.1 ISBSG F—¥%+tv b

EMRETIVERDETIVLIZDOWT, KiHlifEEEZ HWTE S 5 DREE E WD & HE
Uk 2K QIZ, FMHRETVEEDETIV2IZOWVWT, RIHMiifEEEZHWTEL S5Ok
JERE WP EHE LR AR I, FHERETIVEEDETILIIZONT, &iHiifEEz
AWTESL S DOENES VI ZHE LA RER 1012, EMRETIVERDETILLICD
W, BiHiifeflz AW TES S OMENE WP ZHE L 2FERE2R 11 1ITRT.

KTPOBTIE, TOETINVORENI M L 0 @ & FHliFZEAIHE L7z F8 2 RS, &8
&b, MRE RIEMZETLVEIDEHEDETIVL, D%, KERBENEREE Y ZT5ET
VOKENEWEHET B bbb, £72, £9 &0, MRE, BRE, IBRE IXEH#:
ETNVEDERVETIV, DF D, BELENAIED D 2175 T VORENE W & HIE
TEHZ bbb, —ATERIOEERIL LD, MERIZEMAETIVEDEHEDETILI &
MOETIN4L DFD, BRKABEEVZITIETIVORBENGVWEHIET S Z b 5.
DF D, ISBSG T —&t v ;% HWT Myrtveit 5 DWIFEDEREIT -7z Z A, Myrtveit
5 DS & A REDFE R BG5S -,

8 HEYETI L OISR 9 Y ETI2 L DKL
LA | EfERETIL EOETFIVIL LS | EfERETIL ROETFIL2
MRE 0 1,000 MRE 0 1,000
MER 998 2 MER 959 41
BRE 110 890 BRE 8 992
IBRE 222 778 IBRE 133 867
£ 10: D ET IV 3 & DREE L F 11: B ET IV 4 & DREE L
SEifEE | ERERETIL FHDETILS SRS | ERERETIL MODETINA4
MRE 1,000 0 MRE 1,000 0
MER 235 765 MER 115 885
BRE 1,000 0 BRE 999 1
IBRE 983 17 IBRE 939 61
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6.3.2 IPA/SECT7—%tv bk

EMERETIVERDET IV 1LIZDOWT, EiHlifEEEZ W T LS 5 DRERE WD & HIE
U7k 2K 1212, EMRETIVERDETIV2IZDOVWT, ZiHiifEEZ2HAVWTEL 5D
FEEDEm W EHE LA 2R 1312, EHERETIVEEDET IV IICDOWT, AiHiifs
BEHAWTE L SDBENE WP EZHELUZMERER 1412, FHRETIVEEDET VA
IZDOWT, &iHiifEREZHWTES S DRENRE W& HE U iR 2K 15 1TRT.

KT OBTIX, TOETIVOREEMMES & 0 &\ & FHlifEEAE U 72 B 8E R 7. £ 12
£#13 £, MRE, BRE, IBRE IZFMHAET VIV EEVET LI EHEDET IV, D
T, WNREE D 2T ETIVORENEVWEHET S Z eNbhd,. — Tk 14 &%
15 &0, MER I IZIEEMRET VLD B ETIVI LD ET V4, DFD, BAAKED
EIDETNVORBENEWEHET S e hbns. 20, IPA/SECT—2ty b%2H
WT Myrtveit 5 DWFEDERZIT 5728 25, Myrtveit 5 DAL L IFIFFRBRDFE R S
N7z (Myrtveit © ORFFEAER & Bz 5 1%, IPA/SEC 7—X & v b &7z k% RK> 7 —
Xty MZBEWT, BRE & IBRE A KIEZRE/NAFEE D 2175 T VOEEN W & HIE
TEHHTHD).

£ 12: B ETIV 1 & OREE R £ 13: B BTV 2 & OREEE R
SRS | EfERETILV EDETIVL SRS | EfERETIL FHDETIL2
MRE 0 1,000 MRE 0 1,000
MER 1,000 0 MER 992 8
BRE 53 947 BRE 11 989
IBRE 184 816 IBRE 124 876
F 14: 10 ETI 3 & DFEE R F15: BOETI 4 L DRSE LR
FEAMifERE | EfERETIL ROETFILS FEAMifEAE | EfERETIL EOETILA4
MRE 1,000 0 MRE 1,000 0
MER 96 904 MER 44 956
BRE 1,000 0 BRE 1,000 0
IBRE 975 25 IBRE 917 83
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6.3.3 EH5r—4tvhr

EMERETIVERDET IV 1LIZDOWT, EiHlifEEEZ W T LS 5 DRERE WD & HIE
U7k 2K 16 12, EMRETIVERDETIV2IZDOVWT, ZiHiifEEZ2HAVWTEL S0
FENE W EHE UAERE2R1TIZ, FEHELETIVEEDET IV IICDOWT, &ilfifs
BEHWTELoDENPGWRZHE L ZMR 2R 1812, EHMRETIVEHVET IV A
IZ2WT, iR ZHWTES S DRENE W& HE U iR 2K 19 1TRT.

KPOETIX, TOETIVOREELMS & 0 @ & FHlFEANE U 7z m8E R 9. £ 17
&b, MRE, BRE, IBRE [ZIEfERET VLIV EMDET IV, DF D, BELENLIEDS
DEITIOETIVOREENEWEHET DI hbh s, ZOREIE Myrtveit & ORFSEHEHE
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