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H5FL IE, VI by TORBEFMTAREL LT 77 Y a YR A Y b (FP) OEELENE T -
TECTWA., FPICHEL TED L) ARSI NETICENTVEREZHL2ICT 5720, KL TIERHEN
LHkL ¥ 2 — (Systematic Literature Review) Z % L7z, V7 b7 = 7 LHFEICBI 5 B8 i LEERE
BREEICBWT, 1979 4E2005 2018 £ F CILHEREN- WD H b 95 KEFA L. £, FPICH#E L -7 —
<% 6 HHICGHL, TNENOT - IIOWTIHIRRIMEZ F Lo/, ZO8EE, Wlo 20 4TI, oS
PR & o Felig e TGRS ) S~ 0iE M, L 20 £ T FP HEFHIO 7T —< 2 FRTH L L dabhro iz
K2, FPIAMSEHE COFEMUNERSINDL 2 L2, FFZEBEO I T oM T REER B0 = —

REMFRLEDF vy TIZOWTHEL, 4HROBEIIOVWTE LD,
X—TJ—K T77rriaryEArb, REMXEILEL—, V7 by 27 LY, RED, IFPUG #:

1. 202

VI b2 THEDOREY OIC L % L HERED
REXLT, 7727 aryRA b (FP) BEET
52l FP IV 7 b7 =7 DEIREEOBMES 2812 Y
7 b 2T OREREENESTLZFETHY, 1—H
B CHREZ FHIIT 5, AT L 2 EOF 058
ENTVD, HAEICZBWTY, BUFHEHRY AT 4
DFET, FEH FP OREY & 2O LR Z &%
WIEE 75TV B [24].
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BB 2 EMUPEL SN HACTH 5720, W5t
JERDBIE~ O RENE 2 5 HIFEETH D, H
(2, AR, V7 M o 7 LA IS BV TR
BOZ—=ZLWEOBICE vy TDH 5 L) fafigns
ENTW5(11]. FPICBL THAFgE e Bl = —X
DR ETHAT 2 HIIIERICEETH 5.

D EoEE2S, AFZECIlEEE 40 FRISHERS
NTBFFERR S0 % W RAIRARI LR L © 2 — (System-
atic Literature Review) % 3 L7z, S0 CHL L
Ya—tid, MW THERED S 5 AT TH
% [5],(17],[19]. ABIICE L €2 —1 31, HrBir
g ORI & B & L 72BAFI 7 O TRy R BEAE OB 5%
RS 2G5 720K NS,

AL T, FO=2" Research Question % 7%
EL, V7T T T IC B 5 ER R IGEER
FEIFR AR IZ B W TGRS 2330 95 R 2w 1284
ML Eo—%FEEL 7.

(RQ1) FP WIEOBEIE ED L ) b D

(RQ2) WFFEHCR IS T O M A T g A

(RQ3) BZEHS D = — X LTI F vy TIIFAET
5

RLVE2—12koTINFETOFP WEE R
L, BB B 2 EMAECIY Lo X v
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TEWALPICT AL HIET. TofFRE, s
REBHIZE o C, BEIRMEDSZ IR LD
2, B OAHROMIED )$t 52 E 2 %5 ETOBEIC
55,

DB, 2. TIEIABIZE O RiH M 2D CTHHAIZH
B3 5. 3. TR L €2 — OTFIEIC DWW Tl
N, 4. TIERFECHEL ¥ o — 2 55 L THE S N7
WAPHLEZDOD RQANDEEEATH. 5. TIE FP gk
2B 5 ROFBEDEREZIT, 6. TIT L5,

2. # fiis

Z ZTIRARHIZED R BENITE 2 IS E L 5.

2.1 Ty 3>KRA2MNE

TryrvaryRA Y M (FP)ERIEV 7 Py T
DHBZEFNT 5 FFED—>TH L. FP #ElE, 21—
Yo W7z fem A 5T % T T, Albrecht 12 & 5
T 1979 fFIIRFE SN [2]. WMHERIRE, 774 V%
ExRMUBEHROAMITIEHL, 2o 2 HE
WE A BV, MR INEAR LA RRERE L LT
W5, ZhETIZ, IFPUG ¥ [13], MarkII i [25],
COSMIC ¥ [26] 3, ff% 7% FP I REINTE T
Wb,

DUFTlE, BFIAER L TW S IFPUG % A
5. IFPUG %13, Albrecht B BET-R0BEBK
GG ERRLIN=Y 3 ThHY, CIHRATT)
F=2a vV 7 by T EMRE L TRCKTIL
ENTW5,

IFPUG T, Y7 b7 27 Db DHiEE kD 5
T O RABEREE R I HHT 5 [13].

o PEEHELT 7 1 )V (ILF)

ST T = a AT T — YD SN
LB G AEE b o727 — 5 OES

o WA ¥ 7 2—A7 7 1) (EIF)

SHIE S DT T =3 a Y2k o TF— ¥ HIBR
ENDT =5 OELS (T—FEEH SNV

o HHESATI (EI)

R S D7 — 5 AT L 5 TILF OHH %
79 s

o HLEHITI (EO)

SRRSO T =y R GO S 5, W)
B2 S 20 LafE) & D

o SRS (EQ)

FHEERAANO T =y B2 ELRED S B, ILF
R EIF ONEZZOFFLNTHHOTHY), WIS

ILF Z 85 Lawvb o

ENETNOWRRIH L, ) Ty HHOK R &%
TLIEADTZAIT, ZOEFEY 7 MY =27 OR%
BUE (FP) & L THl) . BIZEBRET R BISE S RES ITIKAT
Y, 2= Fh5 Bz RN A 720, 21—l
HRTHDLRYRTVEV)IFENDH Y, DN
YELDOEER T Y 2 b OEEHIGS T OF
HATHERTHL LSO TS,

2.2 Systematic Literature Review

SAARMCHE L ¥ 2 — (Systematic Literature Re-
view, SLR) &1, #8500 CHIED S 5 LA T
#ETH 5 [5],[17],[19]. SLR TlxWit7s FIE% #A T
FAEEITH 20, LY a—0FBMEr s, £, F
NED e DS AT D L T ILX R ORE R & 15 5 5
HTE, LE2—fFROBELED SV EFSbN TS,
FRICERIE OWIFE5Er T, NS HIUE R BEAEAED] O Fi A
EAIBICECHCWON L FETHS, V7 72T
T8 Cld, SLR ®#F A K 4 ¥ Kitchenham
LICEDIREINTEY [17], WIETHE LA D
MRERBEAT I FE D ER 247 ) 7o DI ZFEM S D T &A%
£\ [18]. AL CHEid %5 SLR b Kitchenham 5
PHRE L 2T .

SLR @ BAKH 7 FMEIZ DV T 8. THEN 5,

2.3 Zelkowitz OFHME T IV

Zelkowitz DFFMIET N &1L, 2 ¥a—sH (T
¥ AGTBHIC BT B ORH A % 12 FFHIC M L
72D THA27). DTIIRT L)1, RopHELT
KD (1)~(3) @ 3 ffH, /Ife LT 12 D554
PHEIET 5.

(1) Observational Methods: fffFERLA % 3K
FhlkorTad oy MIEHT A2HTEOH AT
fifis 5.

® Project monitoring: H—® 71 Y 7 MIAF
ZECR B L, TOMBRERHGT 5.

e C(Case study: H—D 70 =7 MIFZEREE
AL, ERTFER EORRENBT 25 TEORM
% BT 5.

o Assertion: »AHBEUTOEKO 7O =7 b
IZHFRCR MM L, TERFETOMR LB T 55
T, MRV ERTH L0 E) hEFHNIT 5.

e Field study: D70y =7 MR %
WAL, fERTHL EORR & BT 25T, W78
RP—IRWZERNTD 2 D2t lid 5.

(2) Historical Methods: PEIZE T LTWA 7R Y =
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e Literature search: #% DL % JCIZ AL & 14
A. SLRAHUTIEE 5.

e Study of Legacy: KED#E7u0y =7 b &
ST HHTHREZMGS (FI1T, TESCHEBRED X
I AR e T — 8 BT ).

e Study of Lessons-learned: #72: 710z 7 M %
FAT L 2B S N BRI ~ND A v ¥ B o —
b, TuY ey PRI T S HH A E L,
FLwd.

e Static analysis: e L7270 =7 M DOREHR
MESMT2HRTHREMGS (EI, [LE#EPY -2
D= FD L) BRI & T B).

(3) Controlled Methods: HFFEECR D% 24 1%
%R9 72912, Observational Methods PL_ 12k 7
Bt g B T Wk

e Replicated Experiment: #H» 70« 7 b
IZHFZERCR & B0 7RO TTEEZ B L, €o%k%E
H 2 HCHIER O % &2 iFiliT 5.

e Synthetic Environment Experiments:# %t D
BB O P RETEE, b OBk TRE
WV, ZORREEIET 5% 8 L THIRER O %
ERFHIT 5.

e Dynamic analysis: 7127 7 ADMRER &%
BT LHT, MEREOFHN R E2FHIi§T 5.

e Simulation: ¥ I 2l — 3 X2k o THIZERK
ROH MM & EFHET 5.

AHFFE T Z OFFMIE TN Z VT, FP ORF5ER
ROHIEHY T oM REN: %2 FHE 3 5.

3. EfELRBIXEL E 21—

Eha L7 R EL 2 — D& 2T v FI2onT,
DU CHBIT 5.

3.1 Research qusetion DFXE

AR TIELLT O =2? Research question % i%%E
L7z,
(RQ1) FPHZOBHMIED L) &b 0h BN
FOWFEENAZ W SIS 2720, BEAAIRICIEED
LV B NEY I PFIET B0 L, IEAENE
DEHIZHRR L2020 5.
(RQ2) WIZER 3 C oM H 2T RED: WA
DRFEBY COMHATTREME 2 MRS 5720, BEAFIZE
DWIFERRS LD LI ICFHII SN TN B D E AT 5.
(RQ3) B O = — X EWRICF vy TIEGET
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B FPIZBIT 5 BB 0 = — X L0 Mo
Fry TERHFALL, SBRONFEOTELIRS.

3.2 MEBIXDINE

A G & 7 DIFTEAR L OWEZ TV, A S
LOBERET B, PUEDBRIZIE, & 55 ComERyE
PR T — I RX=A, RUMBIIHVSF—17 —
FEHRETH.

WEST UM FP 2RE SN TN S54HET (1979
F D 2018 4F) & L7z, MEFEHNRT -5 -1, v
7 bz T LGB W TEL R R ERR A
D LEIIREF S N T D e R S LT D
M5, IEEE xplore [12], ACM Digital library [1],
Science Direct [22], Scopus [23], Google Scholar [9]
DEDZFERL 72, MELCHVLIF-—T—-FEL
C “function point”, “function points”, “function-
point”, “function-points” % #H L 7-.

3.3 MEFRIXDEF!

BMFIR T — 5 N—= A0 5 U L 725 Ul o0
BTV, WAL % BRCE VT 5. B
DFNMi%E LUFITRT.

(1) KXoy A PVEMHZRL, EHEL TS0
AR A2 S HUY B <

(2) HBWXDOZA ML, NEFEH, F—7—-F%
flERAL, V7 Moo 7 TEGEICIE L& im0 % A
I B

(3) HaX oz L, CORE Rank-
ingsPortal [6] I2BWTT ¥ 725 AL ETH %5
AR E I EIE SRR O CE L O H index [10] 2580 LA
ETh B R L 72 IER RO IR ITRE SN T
W D LU & Bl A S HLY B <

(4) Fo 7otz Ao Rasc e LCEIRT 5.

ERGEFITFIEZ B 1 IR d. BERIORR, 95 KH
FA RO E L CRIRS W7z, AR RO
BESCHO (28]~ [122] 1HIET 5. HETCH OEFTE
EFR1ITRT.

3.4 (BRI

PG & L 2BIER SO AR & 1R L RQ D%
LB lEHRE L CRICUT oA Mt L7z,

(1) 4 b, (2) FESK, (3) s, (4) AR,
(5) Wrgeoisst, (6) PR HM, (7) Fik, (8) fHHE,
(9) K.

FIZ, (4)(5)(6)(7)(9) X RQL, (8) X RQ2, (9) &
RQ3 ORIED 7212 FNENH L 72,
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# 1 HBEOCH OERHR

Table 1 Source and number of papers.

Journal /Conference Number
Information and Software Technology 20
Journal of Systems and Software 14
International Symposium on Empirical Software Engineering and Measurement 10
IEEE Transactions on Software Engineering 10

International Conference on Software Engineering

International Symposium on Software Metrics

Expert Systems with Applications

Communications of the ACM

IEEE Computer

Euromicro Conference Software Engineering and Advanced Applications

Industrial Management and Data Systems

IEEE Software

Americas Conference on Information Systems

The Computer Journal

Evaluation and Assessment in Software Engineering

European Journal of Information Systems

International Conference on Advanced Information Systems Engineering

International Conference on Data Mining Workshops

International Conference on Engineering of Complex Computer Systems

International Conference on Information Systems

International Conference on Model Driven Engineering Languages and Systems

International Conference on Software and Systems Process

Information Sciences

Information Systems Journal

Journal of Computer Information Systems

Journal of Information Technology

Journal of Management Information Systems

Journal of Neuroscience Methods

Working Conference on Mining Software Repositories

IEEE Transactions on Engineering Management

el e et el Bl e e e e el e e e el e e B e A A SR R VIR S TR N6

Total

o
ot

IEEE Xplore |—> 4827 - EEEHIR 15754

us# FPISEAT BHXEER
o

[scoms |30k —— 11124

Google Scholar 5974

S2%A orH index 80
Pl E DR ERET

1
957 |

BT RSO & RO TR

Fig.1 Procedure of collecting and sorting papers.

3.5 RQANOEEZHZE

i U7 - H2 L 72 BT (RQL)~(RQ3)
LT, TROFEToEZIT.

(RQ1) 12X LTI, 95 KOG E ZDNENHHED

PO Ny 7 IG5 L BT, B340 EROWZEE 5
FTEHT, FREDAFEE Ny 720G, 5
WIPENE DR % T3 5. (RQ2) IR LTI, &0F
ZECHWOEN TV DLFHMIi % 2.3 TS L7 Zelkowitz
DFHME TV 2 HWTHHEL, ROV CowHT
BEVEIC oW T 5. (RQ3) IS L CIE, BI%H
B == AL EEIITTDNTOAIIEICF vy 7HHE
Y50 %MET 572012, JFPUG (AR 77> 2
arvRA Y b —FE) O FPIEHIEATHE LN
7o FP 3 2 5 EGO = — X% fIH L7z, JFPUG
W IFPUC (K772 a vy ®A 2 P12—=FR) D
HAEZEHTH Y, ORENIZBITS FP O L K,
ZOFMEOBE KO 7 b = TEHIORME & 3 7%
HwE LTwa, F72, FPIEHMIZERIZHLGIIBIT
% FPIGHOMEIS T 2 RISk e R L, w87 —
¥ EFIAT B4 RIGEOWEICOHITLZ L2 BIW
ELTWa, HBonz o= —X LBz iEs
LEDEDLZ LT, Fyvy TOHNELT).
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HRFHR S (RQ1)~(RQ3) NOHEIZ2 VT
4. T, ¥ROFEL|IZOWTIE 5. T, FRLZFNIHH

5.
4. LE1—#R
4.1 RQ1

4.1.1 WLy s

95 ROFHLER2D N w7 (T %%T@V%ﬁb
7o, BHEHESNTGRLE FORKERER 2 12 ZZT
1%, 95 RO%H i%%h%hwﬁh##O@bE/7

WAL TWA, SRXICEsTIET 2D My 7124
BLERLLH o728, TOHBEIINEERGHRL, —
DD MY 7ORTERZLFD Ny 7 %58 L
TR A 72D

(T1) FP OF SRR s OFH: FP OFHEEE R E
HEPE 2 SIS A F%E. WIZERCROFFIClE % <, BEIZ
HEL TV A FPEICDWTOFMEA T H LT A HF
RO Ny ZIZETNA.

(T2) ZHHEBY: FP RHlOFH 2 I 27-00H
FEHY — V% Eowige. FREPTFE T o Tz
FP #HH OB 247 ) A DO M E Y 7 I2& TN 5.
FP 228 L v & STV A BETOEHIIIZOWT

£2 HMEy 2 ICHEINIMmLERS
Table 2 Articles and number of articles included in
each topic.

EFENDa L ENR
(28], [30], [32], [33], [36], [37],
39]~ [42], [44], [45],

47), 48], [51], [54], [56], [63], | 28

66], [77], [81], [90], [92],

95], [101], [105], [108], [118]
5], [57], [65], [68] ~[70],

[
[
[

FEY

(T1) FP OF|%
RO

55]
73], [74], [78]~ [80], [82],
84]

(T2) FHUHD)

~

[

[

[

[

[

[

[84], [85], [93], [97], 25
[98], [100], [102], [109],
[111], [117], [119]~[121]
[

[

[

[

{

[

[

[

29], [46], [49], [50], [52], [53],

(T3) FHRERD | o 162, [87]. [94], [99]. [104], | 14

e 106}, [113]

— L — 31], [35], [38], [43], [60], [61],
(o) B =MD | 4] 72, (73], [76), [86] o], | 14
- 107, [114]

5 E i 3
(o) PR (), o), (o), (71 0L 1], |
D 110, [115], [116]
(T6) ZDfl 83], [88], [103], [112], [122] 5

(7F1) : FRC[118] X (T1) & (T6) IZHE L TWw/27%, HiEoTHm
# [IFPUG & COSMIC LD 2 AT\, £ OF i & R s EH
Tholztzh (T1) & LTHHEL .
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RO (T5) IC&F N5,

(T3) BHRS RO M: EIEHII &7z FP 2 lwT
Iﬁ@i?ﬁ%%ﬁ?éfb@ﬁ% FP Oz H
i) WERT 270D ERZD Ny 7126 F
ﬂé.

(T4) FHEV— VO ZEHE: FP ORHIDY — L O ES
L <372 B 5HIDY — LV OFRE IOV T OISR, FH
TERRLEADITOFER L L, BAORHIIL — Vol
FEFRELTCWLMIELIZO Ny ZI2&FN 5.

(T5) FH2SHEE L v & SNTWEHRE~DHEH: FP
DOWHAPEELVE SNLHABFERT ) r—a >
NOBAIZOVTONE. FP OBASHLWE Sh
TWABIEY + — & — 7 5 — VRIBISII 5 Rl 7 i
DI|-ERENZIO My Z7ICEHENL. BLIZEHI
DHE.EINTWD Y 4 —F — 7 & — VEIBIZEA~ D 1
EE (T & Eh, FHUOTM ORIz & OFH
WA EHTH B0F581F (T2) I2&IN5.

(T6) ZDfth: 7% % FP L TR S L7z FP DD
ZEHLRe FP AFZ8122 W T SLR % (T1)~(T5) 1224

TEHELSRVWIFERZDO Ny ZIZEENS.

4.1.2 BIRABTOHET

RIZ, FP IR BT 2 ENEOHERZIZ OV TH)
WE o7, SHO7-2012, 40 EEBOWIEE 5 ET L
W23, RS EORFEL N E Y 7 OEE D BT
WEOHRZGH L7z, Ny 2 ZTEmgiy Lz
AR & OFIAF SR E K 2 1R

WMPEBRWT, K20 MYy 7 ZADOBIFEIERkG I
ITHhbNTWDL ZENgnhb

HIF 20 47, HRIC wwﬁuh
IZOWTDRFEN S > Twh. THIL FP AHRE
SN72 1979 FELLFEIC FP 258 K L, ZOF S =0bH
HEELDET b eEZLND.

B 20 4RI BT 1999 4E20 5 2003 4EIC BT

BWT (T1) & (T3)

25

2 L]

m 5HAIHED
uEA

10 IL—IVER
= EA
uZDHh

~1983 ~1988 ~1993 ~1998 ~2003 ~2008 ~2013 ~2018

2 MRS N T & OFE GRS
Fig.2 Number of researched articles by publication
age.
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B EDAATVA, S 1989 445 1998
0 10 FH T FP OF AR IGH T EIZ O W T O
DEEATON, FRHIZOWTOMEAEmME Niz7-
DIZEEZONL, F72, 2004 FEDEICHITE AT
MLTHY, HZ (T2) 122V TOREN S > T
W5, (T2) O ML 728l e LTid, whw
LRI Y — WV OERDPHEATZZ L EZ LN,
PERARN = A THEREN TR EDP BT 74
WELTMRAELII1C%D, BESNRTHE T 74
TEERNTT S 2 EAERIC R o7z Bl 1E, UML
(Unified Modeling Language) [3] X%, 2003 4 (24
#F &7z XMI (XML Metadata Interchange) [20] %
VTRl S NEFRIR D HSWRE L o 72Hh 5
UML [ % T LT FP % BEjEHI 2058051 h
Tw5 [68],[73], [78], [82].

4.1.3 RQl1 ~O[H%

PEX Y, [(RQL) FP WO ED L ) b D
Az LT, R 20 FI2B W TR FP OF R
EH A EICET 209825, %4 20 128V TIE FP
DEHIHEENCEE 3 A WF7E25, EhENd.I rb T
Wzl BT 5.

4.2 RQ2

4.2.1 WrFRFFI D53

FP 22\ T O SE R A B Tl il nl g4 &9 2
AT A0, FMAETHY LN TV EHl%
Zelkowitz OFHME TV & H\WCTHEL, 04T L7,
GHELIAERAE 3 IRT. IREIMTONLDOATT
Oy MAO#EM % S X A5HI b Tn e n
XA EENTW/27-0, “No Experimentation” &
W S EBIL TS,

DABE, RO Z LSR5 iR B T @ H 1 RE

% 3 Zelkowitz OFFEME 7V
Table 3 Evaluation model of Zelkowitz.

KB M (3%
Project monitoring 4
Observational Methods Case study 5
Assertion 3
Field study 42
Literature search 3
Historical Methods Study of Legacy 18
Study of Lessons-learned 6
Static analysis 1
Replicated Experiment 0
Controlled Methods | Synthetic Environment Experiments 4
Dynamic analysis 0
Simulation 2
No Experimentation 7

PEIZDOWTIHRRB.

(1) Observational Methods

COSHEICET AR TIE, FICRETEYBET
0y MEICE LIERD FP o5 L by %
HTZOFMMEZEHL T 5. HERHITEOME
O, TEEHIS N FP & )ik 2 HTRET
EDERTHEONB L B0 %25 L, FHIL—LO
EHOBAIIEERESINV— )V TRHI S N7z FP
WD CRRY T8, #E3Ro FP IS0 AR T,
FETHAE BT 5 2 & CIREFESERFLELY B
EHBECH B &) R FEIIL TV 5,

e DR SG COMMTRELE 22 5 1T
[FFE RS ICFHMI STV B o | T EE R EHR
Thb. BIZIHRERPIHOTO T 27 8 TDH
B S T Wiz, EORMEIIENEEZHND,
Z I T, AGFOWE TEMICHWZ7ey =7 MY
RPN, ZETOT— OB RN T Oy 2 s
Mhrzhengk 4 HUF 5 1IRT. 54 K 46 K
OWIFESEFEO T 27 M Lo TEHics T 5
7o, FERRORSEBIG AN L 72 BB CRHMIZAT LT
WhEHIcHz 5.

=T, LILbTaAEoTar s MEHL
THHMA SN T WD EFRS v, BlzIE, 46 AR
17 RIZBOWTEHED 72D I HW SN2 7 ey 7 Mg
BEMDTCho7z, F/2, 70V 27 M H—Of
ENLBEOLNT D DO TH HAFIEAT 46 A 21 Rl2B\»
THIELTWE, BRI L TR VAT,
o 720070 = 7 NS R WIEAE, HET
AMli A FEhET 5 2 LI L. Fo, B—0®¥ED

# 4 Observational Methods (2B} 5 2Hli 7 — % O H L

Table 4 Source of verification data in Observational

Methods.
7= O | G
i3 46
R 5
ISBSG 3

#£5 FHEICHW/ARETOY s bo

Table 5 Number of corporate projects used for veri-

fication.
EEPEYAY Ik 35
~5 17
6~50 23
51~100 3
101~ 2
A 1
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)

F=F PSRN, LT LA MoSEICBY
THEY DO LIRS 2w,

WFZE R OIS COMMA e * % 2 5 1Tl
MR MR Ch 215077 A+ [21] I
ODWCHOIERAFEETHL., IvF7AMEE, 7H
Tl MIBITHRTRECHEBI, EHEEOR
ERTOIDOTHL. £ OWMRIZBVT, BIEHER
—EDAT I AN EbOTaY s b THEHAARE
ThbGENE . RSB B TR E
Ehicvudas NeFPTLaryT oA MR o7
TaY 7 bbb TWEgE, Fo7ay sk
~NOWFER RO REE IS W EEZONL,. L
BoT, MRERFEDL I BRIV T 7 A INDETH
DLODDEERNCEH I N TV B0 89 598, BIEHE
B SER R % A S 5 720 DA 7R IR & 72 5.

% 2T, Observational Methods (25748 & L7254
2B\, SR 7y 27 boary 57 A MH
FHREBRENT VL0 L) a2 A L7z, A llidmar
ATECE NGB AR (IPA) Ottt ¥ —
AEATL TV LT — % HF[16] IFER SN Tnw5 71
V7 bOTU T ANVT—YOHEHAE I T2 A b
TEHRE LTRIRL, 2R5I200WTOHBHD RIS
SN TWEDE) hriRT.

a7 AN LTbNAT—FHA % 6 IR
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