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Collective BIEZ W=7 — & Y5707 T L DOMEEF A

H $f B Kkt
e B = AT

ARE FAT
B o g mft

Ty HFDT AT T AR, 7Ly FATORFHE MO T Ot o4 L OBED 2 BEOLE
LR ENS. £, 70k v HHEOEREIX 15 1 BETIE% ¢, broadcast % reduction O &
) 7% collective BIEIZ X WiTebh b, 4134 LB FISHEM L CHED collective BE DML S
BELTEZ. FMTI, Th5OD collective BTN HAMAEE F\V -7 — ¥ BF|7 07 5 L OHEE
FMICBLT, 20 GBI UCERBRFRE TS, AFHICL), YOV 54 LEFIHEREDOE
AUEEMICMBI LHTES, ‘

Performance Prediction of Data-Parallel Programs Using
Collective Communication Performance

YosHIO TANAKA ,t KAZUTO KUBOTA ,# MITSUHISA SATO *
and SATOSHI SEKIGUCHIt

Data-parallel programs are constructed by two parts: local computation and interprocessor
commaunication. The communications are not point-to-point communications but collective
communications such as broadcast and reduction. In our previous works, we measured the per-
formance of collective communications on various parallel systems. In this paper, we propose
the performance prediction method of data-parallel programs using collective communication
performance and report the experimental results.
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1. U &I

F=FWHOTOT 5 hE, Ok FHNITITLR
bW 2BEEEE, o7y HLD@EEICLD
BEshs, 7, 2oBFE 181 EBTIREL,
broadcast X reduction D X &7 0ty HH5EE
IZBMT % collective BIEIZ L W7 bh D, Col-
lective JBIE DMEREIZ I FISTER ST 27— %
52, GR707 5 00MEBIIREEEYS52 5,
HAES T TR o TE - UREENEY 0—BE L
T, WL 22 DOEFFHER L T collective WIS DMEEE
FRELAEYYD. ERODF—FEF— S R—X kL
TRESNARERTE Y, Y AT A0OWESE M,
ERFIATER L) ICh TS,

ARTE, TheoF—ynfHED1 2L LT,
T— S EFNT 0T T A DOVERERBITE TS D FIERRE
T5. TUTTAOMER FRICEB T2 EICL D,
Ay b T— s OMRNET RS T ALHIIHLTED L

T ORI B R
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IIHFESLTwELRY, 70X FALHFIL AT A
EDBEELBMICHAZ LN TED, FOEES
e HLWIXAFLADER, UADEOFEN LY

o TULyHEEEEL L EOEFHOTM (A7 —

SEYF 1)

o KhIVARy Z7DOER
BEFATAIENTE S,
RAZV—-2707 S0 %B L, BEMICTOY
TLADWRBN TR L%y —VvoBERLEEL
TWwa, $BF707 5 AEBRNE (&7 0%y HRA
RCTOBT2)FEL Oy FETITFA PR EBE
POEREND. BRI LBSOMREEIR T Ly D
HREICIKFE L TH Y, 81 RM%EL & LTidETY
AT NVEERTGEBREDPCFRAT LI LN TES,
BERSOEER, BEX/0ty VRGOS
T, 70ty HBReths 284755y b 7—20
TERERCMRE, AV 5 7o — A AL EENRE
52579, TOBNIIBHETH L. £ TRLLE
{ZEB5> D MERERAT I collective WIS DMERET — 7 N —
ARFIALTF =5 #5705 5 A OWEERIF 1772
IFEERETZ. F—sBHS OS5 ATHMICE
PRTERG L BERF ST TEF )V /T2 8
T&%. ABRIBEICET ) V7 %1T7% - THAHRNT



PHRIFEERREL, W 22rDEHZHVTED
RUMEIRT
RE TR LTHE L AT S.
3 ETIHBRBMOBARAL LT, THIORE, CG
FICL 2 E T 1 AFBROBEB L Uradix V—+ D
TOy S AL THREBTEIT 2, ERICETL
1R OB TR oERCBLTRETS. 4
ETIEERETRV, BREBIERERETRNS.
2. MEEET ) >V LHRETFR
FAZTFT—-FEF SO 7 L0FBERIITLALEN
collective BIETH A LIZEBL, 7—FX—ALC
E3 5N T3 collective BENERMUAET— 5% D
LT = yiRNTS O Y S A OB 1T ) ikt
BETS. F—y#Floroy 7 AILRAEELERE
BT B LB THY, T/ —Fou—
FANSVRABE—THH720, TOMERBITIIHM,
FETHFRI LA TESL, LI CCH®REAW
EV 1 RFREROBEORE, BRETE L LTIT5
LR YOFRE, N7 YORRKB IUNRY ¥ OMEN
Fhbh, BELLTRNY D complete exchange
B X U reduction DT b b, HAiZ7T—5HEFD
TSI LRI ELBERSLIATIENIE
FALER TRV, FOEFLERVTRIGRIEL#E
DFNFNI» L LEMEN4ICAKL Y, 7urs 7
LOWEEFH X472, EFMEB X UHRETROFE
ML T L Hic%k 5.
(1) 775 L0EFIUUL
VAT NN 5 ) - R L4 N
T5, BRMYRF—-sEROT TS T 2IUT
DE) BFEBEI-FIZIVERTES.
while ( condition ) {
LocalComputation();
Communication();

L}ocalComputation() RBEE21T% )5
<H Y, Communication() YERFEITZ I H
FTHb.

(2) REEFERIOBEORRLY
BEFEEHSOREE RED 5720121, Lo-
calComputation() \- 2 2FH = RE b T
Bu. ZOFEE LTREARERZ AR LD
FiEREz N LH, FRICEMDS 2700103 %
BHEDOR R F Yy Y aDy b [IRILE o
TAEYZBBIZPHILEMIEDL-TLERE
D, BAGZHER2 7 VT T52LERDHS. 50
BRI Ms ORBORES D IZBELTIEY
075 aa-F X DEME AL 50Tt
ERIC B EORBRS G i) T uS
SAREFTTAILICLIDEHAERRL LW
I FEERE L. BRI LocalComputa-

tion() DAN R BT TS FLAREFL, €0
B A E 5.

(3) BESSOBEORMRLY
Communication() \ZH» HBEHIX 7 — & X —
AIZE 2 bR TW5 collective 18 D EAEEE
F—FEAWTIT I LNTEE,

(4) 7TRT5LOEETFR
(2 BXU(3) TRLNF—-F LN TOr T
LADVREERTFRITA.

HADHFETLEOREERICFHTAIIENTES
PETRTEOICVL OB L TERICTFHZ
v, ElMEL ORBEFfFR o7, A27ZL, 22T
BEFSERS L EBRERSOO ) FTEFETH LY,
7z, RO & S IR, RSO S
LARBATLTRED 20 TId % ¢, ERICBRPEELR
BORENETATOTFTAEEITTIILIZEST
KDHDTWAD.

BH7Or T AOMEERTENCELTIE, 234N
BT TS T A OHE R L CHBETFRHZTRIH
EO R EIRESR TV, IRLDFRDNE (XS
U7 SADEERRITLTT NS S A% EHL (R
fpsis) pla—FIcglL, Zoa-F2RWTT
U7 5 A0ETII»2EMEFHTE LV AER
LoTWwah, COFERTUTTL2E(ETTEHE
R HERTFRTES L WIFIAADH L RE, &5
SOFRELS P ) BBERPICE->TLEIEV IR
HAH L. ki, Yo ETRBEREEO D
AT ERED B0 delay R use % ML OF
RL—YaryRAWT7uy 702 HRLLTVEDT
D kD B HETIE reduction X° complete exchange
R g7y FARBICEEICENT S L ) REE
DA ERELAH T LIETEELV.

3. & By

AEHTIE, ERICHAVETO7 5L RGICHEET
WoF%x BARRICHIATA. EERIZT 6 /—FD
ParagonV ¥ BV TiTh o7z, mENDERFVTRD
MEEBREPITR-LH)LOBRRETHS.

3.1 FHIOFER

TR OFEES shift ¥ HWTF— 7 HFNC L DAT%
5. fiHloY 4 X2 B3 2T, PEEFR2 BIV
64 BDBAICE L THEFHET2 o7, TH1AL
75 B F#nFEnfFAmEFIFEICFEIL, ABX
UB%iBHO7/ ULy iIELEE. Z0LIK
F—Fh KT Oy FICRF RIS, 1TFI0RE
DT T FADETERS OB T O & ) IZEET
x5,

PER 70ty 0aETHS. ComputeSubma-
trig() BT, H7 22y FIZESTREL T
2 AL BOIFFIORERITR ). RO Shift() lB W



while ( condition } {
ComputeSubmatriz(A;, B;);
Shift(B; );
UpdateMatriz(B; );

}
THETOLy FiEshift AL —T a2 E-THS
PREL TV BOFFIzB (EA0HFET LY 1 K&
2EFT) 07Oy FICED, SRS (BS0ES
LN IASEER) O ULy FhLEDT Tk v ¥
PREL TOATRI 2 RET 5. UpdateMatriz() T
BEEOBICHW—RlR/ Ny 77 h 67— 577K
Aoy 77 I2ZBATEZIE—T5. EFVLEBL
UHEEFRIOFIRZ LLTISRT.

(1) 7093 L0EFIVE

LocalComputation()

{
ComputeSubmatriz(A;, B;);
UpdateMatriz(B; ); .
}

Communication()

{
Shift(B; );

}

(2) RBFRETESSOBEORRDY
LocalComputation() DX X NE T L7075
LEEFTL, FORBEZEINTS.

(3) BEDHOREORBELY
BEL shift DATHHDT, ThERLDINA
MUK T B shift OVERER T — F N—R kD
RKd 2.

(4) 70T 5LOMETFE
@) BLUTQ@)THLNLT— 5 E2BRYELD
A% (PE &) f§ L T2 R Zh OB IZ 0 5 B
MERELY, ThoxmadILillsTs
0y 7 A0MEE TS,

FIBLUTER22HEREZTT. LP time T 1 @O

BETET B o /-5, CP time i shift \ZhD 5

RFf, pretime (X LP time & CP time 202728 D

Y PEBBELAbDTH), FPHISHhIEMEERT.

exetime IIEBIATFIORE T 07 F A% ET LI

%, error i pretime & exetime DENHE R L1

((exetime - pretime) / exetime) b D TH 5. 64 &

THINOF £ XA/ E VIS IL error DEATK X W ¢

o TWABY, FRUMND error i2 1%BIHETH D, »

T ERICTFREITE TS, PEABASVOICEE%

FTE Ay =T DY 4L XHEIPPNEVIEEIT collective

BEDEAMRELTIETLHBEICDFOBERIIILY

WHLENELN, 1 BEOFEEIC»»2BEMI—ETIE

BWEEZLND., AvE—TH AL XHINEVBEIC

FEETHEERICE T2 BEREOFE T2 ) KEN

7o, FOEBTRKELFIICeror ¥KEL T

LEreFZE2ONDE. EBICEKERFAXDT— ¥

WK L TCHBETRHEZITE2 ) LELONDZOTT -4

A ZHUNE VST error R E B DIIEETIX
TS, ZOTUTTATERT -4 XHFREVE
BHBERECBEIRS L2k ) E{k-TL
T, [EZTEFICHRTFRTEZ | Ly IfErTkE
CEhZzW.,
3.2 CG(B{T5) H—3 /L
SHOERTIMATFRTHACHE L TET ULy
WiCH gk, TS BBATHTH 2. fTH0Y A4 X
12 1400(double) TH Y, PEMA 32 &4 & 64 5D 2
BYDOBECHLTHETFN LT o7/, AFIAD
T ERFRELTET Oy FIEE, X757V
BRESUXy IR DL, CGEOTUS FLDFE
ERFOMIBIIUTOL SRR TE 2.
CopyVector(V, r);
CopyVector(V, p);
SetVector(0.0, z);
Dotpro(V, V);
while ( condition } {
Matvec(A;,V);
Dotpro(p, q);
AddVector(p, z);
AddVector(q, r);
Dotpro(r, r);
AddVector(r, p);
CollectVector(p);

}
CollectVector(z);
Matvec(A;, z));
AddVector(z, r);
Dotpro(z, z);
Dotpro(z, z);
Dotpro(r, r);

p, ¢, 7, 2iE—BICAVANY ¥ TH S, Matvec()
KEWTE, 70ty YIZEZIRIEL T 5175
ERY S DFEERITR . Dotpro() TIIRZ 5 DR
RO DD, FOBICET Oy FIREHELTVEN
7 Y DABERDTH L IZET T v BT reduction
%477 9. LocelSum() 3£ 70y ¥HMEREL T3
N7 Y ONEET% . CollectVector() IFT 1t
HHREL TWB XY 5% complete exchange 1T & o
TERHETHRT D, T TRBITIE 0 DHDOEE
BN YT 5 KB (Row Compressed Format)
EFHOWTWAY, ERICRRTIORELNI S0
Ftg4 > 7 v 7 A (int), BEH (int), BLUEED
T8 ThHob. EFMLBLUCEETHOFEEUT
2R
(1) 7RI 7LDOEFIVE

THIDRE L BRI, LocalComputation() &
Communication() X E&T 5.

(2) RBAEHERSOBEBORESLY
LocalComputation() DA MBS 5705 5
LEETL, FORMEEHITS.

(3) BEBLOHBEORELY
WE(EiZ Dotpro() TIT2 I3 reduction & Col-



1 Paragon (2B AT5I0RFOERETR (32 /)

Matrix size | LP time (msec) | CP time (msec) | pretime (msec) | exetime (msec) | error (%)
64 0.254 0.211 14.88 18.98 21.60

128 1.803 0.556 75.49 74.94 -0.73

384 48.46 2.561 1632.67 1613.43 -1.19

512 113.10 3.271 3723.87 3737.71 0.37

}2 Paragon KB 2THOFRHEOMRET R (64 &)

Matrix size | LP time (msec) | CP time (msec) | pretime (msec) | exetime {(msec) | error (%)
128 0.51 0.194 45.06 47.93 5.99

256 3.78 0.510 274.52 280.12 2.00

384 12.54 0.936 862.46 871.00 0.98

512 29.22 1.536 1968.38 1982.53 0.71

lect Vector() TAT7 b M % complete ezchange
THLDT, FNFROTF—FH 4 4§ 5
ENLDOBEOHREET —IN—AL kDS,
707 7 LOMEEFR
reduction [ DR % Trea, complete ez-
change |20 HBEH % T.., BPEEIIP 5
B % Troca £ T3 L, FRIS N AHEFM pretime
YR LOBEE NITCG L$5L
pretime = (2Tred + Tex) x NITCG
+4Tred + Tez + Tloca,l (1)
WEDRDBZENFTES,
PRI & ERNEFER 2R, PRSI NLRRHIX
ZBEICHPPLEBASDP D LIIRENTVE. B

(4)
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predicted
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L L 1 1 . L

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 (msec)
X1 Paragon i85 CG H—F VoM FH

FrEt B2 BRI R TEE IS, 2 DR EIA K &
LREEEEDLIENSTDL, 32BL 64 EDEEE
e+ L, BErEtE ICHH 2EERIZIE 64 DO HAT
WY, KEZEEZ 50 5BEICH 2 LEEMD 64
BOFIEEL o TLEY, BRELTZED
FHKEFOBETETTEL I LF S, 5.

3.3 radix Vv —k

radix V— MIBF— 5 & n#EHTEL, BT
DV—FEBRVEFTILEIZEDEEDOY - 2475
FHETHD, RO DIZn & LTIE2 DR H
WEDHF—EHTHE, F—FYOWMHBLEHE D5

P LD o TWABAITIIIEEICHIRK 2V — T
HY, BHHILT LI LHNTE, +9%7—-9%
BTy FRBICFLTAY — 9 7 vtk
FHETHIENTE S, DTFIZ47 0%y ¥ Tradix
4L LEZBEORTHNROV - 2FI, V=1
FIaEHBT 5.

(1) HPETH—INVIETNH0,123Th2

BFEHEEE X5 (local count).

(2) Q) OEROBST LY PEESOHSIVPE T
TOHFF %KD S (scan count).

Lot bEBEDOKEL PE T (2) THOLNL
scan count |2t L CEFDRE KD, ERx 4
PE IZEL % (global count).

% PE 3&ESH 1 KE%2 PECHLTHES®
scan count D{EZ* Y, (2) TH LN global
count £ FHFH 1 /H &% PE 5% Wo7z
scan count NEE TCIZEGET F L AR KD B
(transfer address). HABMBOEXT F L A

TRODLIE, FORMBELY 1S HEED
global count(FMEAT0 DJ/AIL0) 12, (4) T
% 5N T &7z scancount PEZFMZ AT LT L
DVRDBBEZENTES,

EF— 52 LOERTF LA LEXLTS
(transfer).

PE¥% 32 AL 645D 2B DHECH L TER
L7z, &7 — 5 ¥i3 65536 TH Y, & PEPRFFT
37— 5 T 32 AOBFAIEL 2048 B, 64 BDBH B
1024 @& L7z, &7 —Fid 11bit WINE 2 L5k
EL, radix 3208 FTirho/2/zd), 2HDY —
FETRZIZRWI LIRS,
radix V= b D707 S LADOEERFEIUTOL D
ICRERTE S,

LocalCount(data, count);

VectorScan(count);

GlobalCountAndBroadcast(count, sum);

Shift(count);

DetermineRank(count, sum, sendcount, senddata);

CompleteEzchange(sendcount, senddata);

(3)

(4)

(5)

data 3% PE D7 — 5 2% 2 285, count iK%



BT L DEFRE M T 58S, sum i global count
RIFT HEFI, sendcount B X UF senddata 137 —
FDERBIHAVBEBTH S, LocalCount() i2 B\
T, &7 0%y Fid0E (1) 297% 5. VecorScan()
¥ (2) @ scan count * KD DLMHEE1T% 9. Global-
CountAndBroadcast() Tixd oL b FEFDKE% PE

7% global count % R&, #&F% £ PE i< broadcast ¥

5. Shift() Tid (4) TH7% 5 [BH D scan count %

BOPEIIHED ] EVILEBEITE ). DetermineR-

ank() TEEFEDEHET F L A% RD, CompleteEz-

change() TERDEZ 21T ). TF MEB L UtkRE

THOFMEZ U TIRT.

(1) 7B97LDEFIVE
THIDFRE & FRIC, LocalComputation() &
Communication() x E# T 5.

(2) RBFEtESBIOBEORELY
LocalComputation() D& ¥ WMBT 2715 5
LEEFTL, TOREEETS.

(3) AREFPOHEOREDLY)

BE L VectorScan() TiTZ b % wvector
scan, GlobalCountAndBroadcast() Tz b
1% broadcast, Shift() TiThh b shift B &
" CompleteEzchange() TiThH N % complete
exchange ThHADT, TNEFNDINA FEIC
WTHEENLDBEOHREEZT— I —R LY
KD 5.

(4) 70OJ5LOMEFR
vector scan I A% T,,, LATREEEIC
broadcast iX Ty, shift {X Tsp, complete ez-
change i3 Teo, RFTETEII D5 2BEM % Tiocal
ET5L, FHISHLERM pretime (X

pretime = Tys+Toe+Ton+Ter ¥2+Ti0cai (2)

KLY RDBEIEWTES,
B 2iC FRIEEM & EREM 2R T. TS amEMIE
BRECIPIEMIETLLEIIRENTVS. 32
BLOABDOHERILETLE, BFEIEIE3R2E60H
HAEE L A 505, BEEMIZ 64 EOHVRBBL»
Y, BRELTOWTRUIFIZFAUBECEFTES
T ENGHD.

4. B &

EBRLY, 70T FLWIS YA XI0T— 51
LTI ) BELXEATVASHAICIIPE ABITKE
(B EBEFRELLBEVIEMFRLAE D
D, e LTIIFIME L EiME L B2 -t
VIBELBVHETTHTEL I LSS, D, &L
OURETFHOFEDRYUMHITR SN, RADFIER
TR T L BERIERS BERSEsBLTE
NENZh D BEEMEERLT -5 X—2 L HRDT
MRBENIBDTHEHE, SHOERTIIRFFE

Mo & BEFS L 0T Y FIFIFTITE Y, BEEHE
HAOBMOREDS 0 ICIEBICBSE RS0 ME
Ao/ ur I AREFTLTRD .
4.1 ZR5—SEUT 1B
SEOPITIIREEIEOREEILT - 5 A X0
TR E LTHEENE -0, REEIESSOREET
VNeF—5H A X7 A—%E LTEL, BEEtHE
1222 5 REEEZEHINFIC, TTIRBOLRTVET —
FEERETVEDRDBZELTRETHS. & 2
ETRNOREOBFRABOFERIIFHOF AN
DIFIHHATIZLEZFATIIE, 64 BDOBED
BB 2 A EERITERICSHIE T2 32 B0
EORALEIC P2 2HEMZ b LICKRO LI EDTE
5. 2KEL, CORETIFHEEN T -1 Xnk
DEIGEBLELTRENIPTHES PICTELEN
BB, T IFTAXENT A— L THHRBEETVE
BETERE, 7Oy TRELERZLEDAF—5
VT A 2B TAHILNTES,
4.2 R% 3 platform TOFH
BEBFTOBEMIZFT—FX—RA L hRDTWVET
W, B FETHOET AT L ETOESH LD S
BEFHTLIENTES. 2221, CGH—F1L
ET—=PAF—2arsIAYI ETEFLEBER
DL LHMESBONLILPEERL. F—IN—2
R ENTWE Y- RF—2a s I 5AY ETO
reduction 3 X U complete exchange DYWEEB L U
NoDEPHROIBEHEMN Toomx E 3IRT. B
fiLix msec TH 5. CG H—F I DBERM Toom id
pretime = (2T g+ Tez ) NITCGH+AT red+Tez (3)
ihkoohs.

£3 T-IRF—TarrIRyBiLBERE
PE & | Treq Teor Teom
32 | 9.82 | 63.47 | 2180.5

Paragon T 32 7 0t v Y OBE BB/ Y
327msec THho/zDIXL, T—F2AF—arvss
AF Ti2180msec b 245 Z L TFHENS. BT
FHEIC 22 B BEH I Paragon T#) 60msec BETH
BDT, T—0AF—avysI5AY CLBERGTD
HEEDS R VR v 7 &2 5T CG H— R VOEREIZ A
BOHETEIENTFRENS,

4.3 EEERRATY —

S%T TS T LEFESURAT U C BB I R 2
ThIV—NVERRETBHLET, W orDREEI
H5.

o RAEIEIC 224 FHEICEBL A0 L
W, 2k, F-EF vy v aillDoTnA
PWEWRIZL > TTF —F~DT 7w AT
TgicZb>TL 5.

o ZMEIEA FEIY R BEE L SIS OB O RE
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2 Paragon lZ3\) 5 radix ¥ — b OTERETF R

LA EEFLETHS.

o SENIMEIMZFT—FHFI7 ST L2ERIIH
Vwioas, JERBEE F1T% o TEEDRBEZ Ik
T2LIRNEBEIT o TnA7 OS5 ADNRE
FHRlI4EO L S CBEETERS L BERSOTF
PEZMAE 2D LV FETETEZ V.

o EFFHIZ A L= I Y A XHFBBIEDLL LI %
BEXFTEITOYTLOBEIZE, HL2UD
BEOERL AvE—VOREENLT—F -
AERETDEVIRBERITE ) I ENTER V.

HICBFET WA O T A ERIATRE ) Z L3R

LWwiEz bha, SEOFTEREICHT 2 BREH

A OB OEAIVN ST TREIRR SN, BE

OB OREL Y AHETHOMEICRE (ER

52 2LBhbNED, WTRICLTH IS DORE

FEB LA OHEERTY — VA ER T AULEND S

5. BASIURA

55 Tt collective BIENEARKRET — & 2 LI
BT R 4T ) v — VoA F e LT, BETFHO
FEEFREL, W 2rDRBNLEFIIOVT, B
Wrashdaiz. B4 RIHIFHERIIBIT S collective &
EOBWEIEZF— I R—2 L LTHRBEINTVEODT,
COHFEFRVOREHKA ZESEFER LTS S A
REFLBEOMRENEMAZ EHFTE L. 5
T A5 L0 collective BIEDWRER T — ¥ X=X & L
TELITWLZEILEY, NSOV ATFLLETOI
FI/ 0S5 L DMRER AT, AETHIEPUREL R
2. ARIET OS5 AOBER BN L CHEMICET
SHEES L BERS L CHEIL, ARORMES R B
LA 5 FNFNOETRER T FIl L Tekortitr
FRTD LD BT - VERRTLIFETH .

3 f23

AR L CHERICBMEE, £LDTFNAR
#TAX F L7 NPB 7 V—7 0¥ L EF- TR
RHFOREHRBRICERFH LT T, 28, LABED—
M T ¥R REREE LR (NA 87+ —T Y
AAY ¥ a—F 4T AT MEREEHBE 7 VORI ]
WZHEILDDTH S,
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