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A Feature Configurations Derivation Method Based on
Approximate Feature Model Analysis
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Abstract: Feature configurations derivation from feature model is an important activity in product-lines
development. As the computational complexity of the derivation is NP-complete, derivations from large
feature models or repetition of derivations are expensive. By analyzing feature model, we could repeat the
derivation efficiently or derive smaller size of feature configuration. However, the analysis of feature model
is also expensive. In this paper, we propose a feature configuration derivation method in which we analyze
feature model approximately at lower cost. We evaluate the method in terms of simulation and the result
shows the effectiveness of the method.
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Fig. 1 An example of FM.
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£ 1 FM & CSP Ofilfystik oxfis
Table 1 Mapping between FM and CSP description.

FM DOEE#H CSP DOHlFIFLIR (Sugar [24] DIFE)
roA3v=h (eqr 1)

m X p OXZE | (imp (eqp 0) (eq m 0))

DFT4-F (imp (eq p 1) (eqm 1))

o IXp OIEE | (imp (eqp 0) (eq 0 0))

DFT4-F (imp (eqp 1) (or (eqo 1) 1)

p % gl.gn % | (imp (eqp 0) (and ((eq g/ 0) ... (eq gn 0))))
ERASE 31153 (imp (eqp 1) (or ((eq g/ 1) ... (eq gn 1))))

<m-n> O7{=Fx | (imp (eq p 1) (weightedsum ((1 g7) .. (1 gn))
7 =7 ge m))

(imp (eq p 1) (weightedsum ((1 g/) .. (1 gn))
le 1))

(imp (eq /7 1) (eq /2 1))

(not (and (eq f7 1) (eq /2 1)))

f1 require 2
f1 exclude f2

2 EREN) D71 —F vHEK

Table 2 Derivable feature configurations.
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Fig. 2 Feature configurations’ structure.
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BEX &5 a7 &S

3 FM ©2 725 5E O
Fig. 3 An example of FM clustering.

input: 7 4 —F v ET /)N FM
output: H£H 7 T RAXIZEEND T 4 —F ¥ DEE: FCOM
7T AL DEART 4 —F v DEA: FTOP
algorithm:
let FCOM:= {root}; FTOP = {} ; FCHK = {root} ;
while (FCHK = empty) do {
FCHK T1ipb 7 4 —F v f WY HT;
forall 7  —F ¥ cfoffdo {
if (cf WUAT 4 —Fv) {
FCOM := {c¢f } UFCOM; FCHK := {cf} U FCHK ;
)
else {

FTOP :={ ¢f } UFTOP;

X4 @525 0OHEN

Fig. 4 Identification of common cluster.

V= rT7 4 —F ¥ oHBTERE-E5720
TA—F¥KENLETLHEON)THA.
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FGAY, BLWICFDr FAF L CTC TEH SN THA

BB TAY AT I TAYE L, TN EE
Ry I AY LRI A, B CTC D) LIKEITAT, HE
MR (B2 \VIEAUHE) THDHA, MmiEs dMmEEe L
THoTwab, TNIECTCHONE EFZEOHFEIILT L
b—H LW (FhhrbosTHELEOZ L 4
WZEbHY D) 2o, BEMIZELT (CFRANC»2h
LIRELHL) ALV NYT) #BNT57-0TH5.
TNVITYALH TR FTAYDEE T 4 —F v DEFV
L, CTCIZX %7 7 A% OEREROES E 12X o THEK
ENB777G=(V,E) &1L, 74 —F vi#ERFICE
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input: 7 4 —F v ETIVEM, 7 4 —F ¥R FC
Wi s T AZIZEEND T 4 —F v DHEAR: FCOM
7T AL DERT 4 —F ¥ DHEE: FTOP
output: =7 7 T AL DA T 4 —F ¥ DA FTOPcore
BAZT7 T AZDIEKRT 4 —F ¥ ODEA: FTOPortho
algorithm:
let FTOPcore:={}, FTOPortho:={}; FTOPchoice:={};CCTC:= {};
forall 7 4 —F % fin FC do
[InBBEIN S TREES D FTOP O of 2 7ol 5
FTOPchoice = {tf } U FTOPchoice;
}
forall CTC ctc in FM do {
SO &Sl % cte DEYED T 4 —F ¥ &TD;
if(f0 b L<IX f1 7 FCOMZE F41%) continue ;
JOMBE WS CEIFEST D FTOP T o) % o5,
Sl BB ZE WS CEIFEST D FTOP T ofl 5205,
CCTC = {(t0, tf)} UCCTC;
}
G=(V,E) % V=FTOP,E=CCTC TH 57 77 LT %;
FTOPcore := FTOPchoice ; FCHK := FTOPchoice ;
while FCHK 7325 C72\ do {
TA4—=TFx fERD T
forall $#5¢R94% rin CCTC do {
if(r D—FDOWD T 4 —F % IR f hro
t 9 —Ji DS FTOPcore |28 E72 1) {
FTOPcore :=={% 9 —Ji DD 7 4 —F v} U
FTOPcore ;
FCHK := {t 5 — DD 7 4 —F % } UFCHK ;

}
FTOPortho := FTOP \ FTOPcore ;

5 a7 7T AYEERT T AY DN

Fig. 5 Identification of core and orthogonal clusters.

INLE T4 —F¥2ELT T AYDOTHLEES FTOPchoice
AEEE LT, ERoTy Y (FhER) Thihsd Vk
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75 Ay BALCHIM T 572037 7 9 A 7133 T &
DREDIZEINSN, BRI AT IEENLINEDTER
oL /SO SNS.

T4 —F Y BROBP % 72 L H0ELE O(N?) TH Y, CTC
DHUE O(N?) D TZDOMHDBE 72 £ HFHEEIF O(N?)
Thb. 797GDOV (7 7A5DH) LO(N), E (7
TAY HFERCTC O¥) 1 O(N?) DT, a7 7T A%
DIHIELG RO DEHERED O(N?) TH 5.

M3 TlEarszsIx7e LT EAT4T?, “G17, “F
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input: 7 4 —F ¥ ET NV FM, 7 4 —F ¥ &R FC
HWT TARICEEND T 4 —TF ¥ DHEL FCOM
output: V7 AKDELT 4+ —F v DS FOSUB
algorithm:
let FOSUB := {};
let FCHK = {} ; I/l %z T D7 4 —F v & HM
FCHK = FC ;
forall CTC ctc in FM do {
foreach ctc \ZZMNT %7 4 —F % fdo {
FCHK = {f} U FCHK;

}
forall 7 .t —F ¥ fin FCHK do {
flev—279%;
while (f 387 + —F % p ZFFD) do {
if (p 73 FCOM (2 £ % orp \Z~— 72 3% %) break;
flew—29%;
S=p;

}
forall (L&~ 4+ —F v ofin FM do {
if (of 73~ —2 &I TU\2\Y) FOSUB := {of} UFOSUB

6 iy 7 AkRo#s
Fig. 6 Identification of optional sub trees.
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U7 A, R T A L LT SGPS?, “WiFi?, “G07, “h
HEY, RER e s ns.
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PO T 4 —F v ITREERIZE LWL E T
5. HEERIZS VIS, FNEAMAINT 7R TSR,
4.3.2 Y TARDHA

TE74—FyEELEEL, ZRUTOED 7 4 —F %
L7 4 —F ¥ EIRIEINTELT, FMoEs s CTC
IR THREIE N C W U, ZOH55 2 7K &l
T5 6T NVITY) RALRRT.

CTC OO %72 EH MR EFNTEY, fHHE
(3 4.2.3 HEFERIZ O(N3) TH 5.

[ 3 TlE “GPS” & “+¥” MRS 7RE % 5.
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input: 7 4 —F ¥ ET IV FM, 7 4 —F vi&R FC
iy TAXZEEND T 4 —FT ¥ DEL: FCOM
a7y AZDERT 4 —F v DES: FTOPcore
BT 7 AZDIERT 4 —F ¥ DS FTOPortho
output: 7 —F ¥ CONF
procedure:
1. a7V TAZNLDT 4 —F ¥ HEEE
FTOPortho 107 4 —F ¥ Z R E LT FC ITMAD;
FM & FC 57 4 —F v ipk CONFO %3817 %,
2. BRI T AZINSD T 4 —F ¥ HERE H
FTOPcore 1 D7 4 —F ¥ BRI E Lic7 4 —F v
IR A FCcore LT %;
FM & FCcore 1067 4 —F X Ak CONFI %38+ %;
3. Zo0ME LY 7 4 —F v CONF #7155,
CONF = CONF0 U CONF1

7 DT 4 —F v R
Fig. 7 Derivation based on FM division.

4.4 T4 —FvIBEROEY
4.41 EHTEDT 1 —F vIBREH

AT GAYEHE T TAY FNENDE T 14 —F v
KD, TNOOMERERDDL I ETEEDT 1 —
F YRS, TICFEEZRT. TOB, 72& 2 13|
Ky ITAYDEE T 4 —F v 2 IpBIRET L TaAT s
FAI DRSO T A —F v RGN TEL. b
FikCTHhH D, BB74—FYERENTIE, £7F7A5I12
3t LCF 1 TR LA InBEAR CHIFIELR % 1E ) Hil% v N
THE 2 BT 5.

M 3OWaE, a7 7 ITATPEIdE 2T [HETHER,
HEG, Bith, A7T4 7, AT, T, WK} A, BERY
TAYDHE T & AL {HENTERS, EE, mith, KE=}
FRENEB SR, %L 52T RN, @i, &
b, KERE, 2747, W47, 779, B} BELNS.

T4 —F v REBCER AR ) BT, LoD T
A DREWLEYEL, D7 T AFIE1ERDT
T4 —F ¥R EZOF M T LT, RN LR LA
T&5h., ZOB, 1BEERINLT 4 —F vz 6GE L
THIFNCINZ B 2 L TRRED 7 4 —F Y EETE 5.
4.4.2 NEBEHYALAXDT 4 —F viERREH

FM 254 7K &2 B4 L T7 4 — F v iR & & i
FTHEIET, NEBRTA—F vz HLrIEDTED.
X 8 ICFIEZ R .

I 7RIZEENS 7 1 —F ¥ L “GPS” & “FE” T
HDHDH, TNOIFIERIRE 5. £ 2 TIEH41, #3, #4
YT E2DT, BHEINLT 4 —F ¥ HEROY 1 XL 8
HLIZ9ERD. 4210, 11 DT 4 —F v RERITEL
SN\, BEOENHEL VRSB A XDT 1 —
FrBEEIEONE. SITRAER 74 —F v L 134
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input: 7 4 —F vETIVEM, 7 4 —TF ¥R FC
I 7 RKOTER T 4 —F ¥ DA FOSUB
output: 7 1 —F ¥ Hip CONF
procedure:
FOSUBH D7 4 —F v ZIFEIRNE LT FCIIMA D
FM & FCB 7 4 —F ¥ il CONF 284 5%

X 8 /N&E7T 4 —TF v OEN

Fig. 8 Derivation of smaller feature configuration.

St TAREFBIRL 2w E W) BIETH Y, /i A
X (ZOBEES) DT 4 —F X fkoE #IRET 5 b
DTIEZR .
HBAAIEHOWS T DT 4 —F v EEGEHIZB VT
% My 7RKEZIFRIRE ST L EICE-T, 25A85 T
NS RTFAXDT 4 —F YR ESEDLZENTES,

5. &

AETHE, REFEOFHMIZOVTHRRS,

5.1 B
REFEICELT, DTAHMWE LT, FFlizir-o 7.
o RTFHETHINTELIELY T AY MY 7ADS, FM

I EDBREFIET 2 OD % ERT S, BRI TR
LAY TR L 2T T 1 —F v REBCEH 2
FEHT 2L TERV, Fi4 % FM K L TRFE
WAL THEKZ 7 A5 M 7RO % #4,
RS NIZIEAR Y T A R TAROY A X%
5.

o RFET, 74 —F v EBEEHERIATDOND H
EVMEMERT H. @B SN EHAR 7 7 A Y LA
TREFHT A2 LT, BHOBRLL, NSy A
ADT A4 —F v HEBGEH I EDRRERRELTD L D0 %
72 %

52 BEXY7I7AZEMMY TRDES
5.2.1 FHliAE

FHEY I 2l —Ya ik o TTo 7. RIREFHEC
HDET 4 —F Y HEEMRT B L 7 4 —F v EBGE % 47
)T T T LB L, REFEEZHVTER Y A5 %
I 7RO Z AT\, B 7 T AY LM 7RO
AX (74 —=Fx8%) %X, FM 31 XIk$ 5% %
KD 7.

AE LS IE FM A2y — b BeTTy [22] 124 D T v 5 40
fESN7ZFM &, FM LRY Y SPLOT [17], [23] 1254k
ENTWALEKEFEE-/2FM &0 2 flifH % FIH L 7.

e BeTTy I3fEEN/285 X =% (Ti2d NF % Rcte

HE) IEDWT, FUYFAICFM 2T AL DT
H5. BeTTy 2 HWZFHIITIE, WL D0DI/XT X —

It

{
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Y EEBHERET, FHERIPEDIIIZENT IO E W
9 FM Ok LR e OBREE A2 2 HE L
72, 5.2.23H (1), (2) SIIUTHILT B, EHRICH-
TIE, T8 A—% 2488 L7-.

— NF:FM# 1 X

— Rete : FMHOE7 4 —F ¥ 2359 % CTC DD
HE (728 ZIEFM 4 X 10 T, Rete 75 10%7% 5,
120 CTC HEREND)

e SPLOT &, FEKRIZHRALPOXNREFIE L FM D
ARV M) D20, BeTTy @ FM 2T X 0 HEW
HFM Tdb. —JiNT A—=FWHDE BeTTy ®

WA 288 — VIS EENTW A DITTIE R,
SPLOT @ FM % i\ 723Fffi T, BFEMZ FM 1K
LTE) W) HERDE %hé#%%u?é LR HB
L7z, 5221H (3) ST NITHYT 5.

ﬁD%fszMf%mé#ww%@%%ﬁmw%@&

EEKTH D, BIIRTER, 7 I AYHEMATa TSR

BRI DR 24T > TV B DS, G PNOTr 7 A%

DEDBEDLY, WRICHEEERIZTLEEZONS., £2T

V=P ETOH (74 —F%) o (LT NB L IR)

(REVS-7 - TaA

T4 —F ¥ ERIE, FM Y14 X (FM o @aEss = &
T4 —F ) T EERT L7 4 —F vy KOEA
(LLF, 714 —F ¥ BINEHE R LIER) ZREL, TV %

AR L7z, %8B Ric 3BRIISERLZZ7 1 —F v &
DUETHY, FNERELLI EICL > THEMISEE
NB7T4—=FxOBIET .

5.2.2 R

SMEEZTHER Y T AY LM 7RO LFEEZ R~
(1) BeTTy:NF ¥ NB & DOR%

BeTTy CTFM %A X9 FM &4 L7z (NF : 10~
100). 1 2O NF 23 LT 100D FM ZER L7, %6
Rete 13 10%, Rfcld 10% & L7z, Rfc 2810%7% ®T FM 4
AZXDPNECGEIFIRESNS 7 4 —F v LD R0,
32%1£th;7 BB T 4 —F v HEROE F AT

2, HEBETRILBO T —F N RES NS

_a%%étb DRETITME L7z, b, Lh k&%

Rfc 12B8 L Tl (2) THHAMi L 7z.

ZFM I LT10 [\ 7 4 —F v #IR & LR L CTHZE Y
FAYwHINL, FOFA XL FM P A RXEDILRE KD
72, B9 ICZDEREFFOTHTORT. T TEHICHED
FHEEZRT. NFIZhPDLTHERZ 7 AY BHELR
WEFM S EBAEEL T 5

$$&i771&$hfﬁ%%ﬁofwét mm

@ﬁ\#h#%<%§®(%éwik®mé#&w)
DFD, 7T AIHE ) B OWREED i%&%x
LML, MODF—%%, VL— FETFTOKO¥K (NB) T
GHLTHELZDODE 10 TH L. NB2V/hS Wi
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HE 090

0.20
0.10 L l
0.00 NF
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
| T | 0.22| 0.l5| 0.08] 0.06 0.04] 0.04| 0.03| 0.03| 0.03| 0.03|
9 HEXR7TAYDFE (BeTTy, NF10-100)
Fig. 9 Orthogonal cluster ratio (BeTTy, NF10-100).

e 090
0.80
0.70
0.60
0.50
0.40
0.30
0.20
0.10
R | - NB
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
i) 004 005 006|009 o,wl 0.11| 0,12| o.ml

10 BRI A%DNB Tt (BeTTy, NF10-100)
Fig. 10 Orthogonal cluster ratio by NB (BeTTy, NF10-100).

HH#E 060
050

0.40

=)
N
S

0.00 NF
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

|:Fi‘—7| 0.16| 0.l7| 0.17| 0.18| 0.18| 0.19| 0.18| 0.18| 0.19| 0.l9|

11 fHmyr 7Koo lE (BeTTy, NF = 10-100)
Fig. 11 Optional sub-tree ratio (BeT Ty, NF10-100).

BIZIIER 7 T A9 BEFRE LRV FM 254 WHS, NB 274
PDETRE 5% EDO FM THIELTE D, ThHIZBWT
X FM Y A ZN2x$ 5 EOFHIL 10%-ETH 5.

11 (E EFL & M U4t Cakhl L 72y 7 Ro s
HY, K12 1FZN% NBHEAIZERILZDDTH D,
I 7RIENB bS5 FIEEA LD FM ICHFEL, F
YEIX 20%55CTH B 2 LR SN,

(2) Bamy'RacvR&tmﬁ%

CTCIZEBMT A7 4 —F XY HPWZ 5 EHlFHrnEoL
&DE@?7X7%NW%7*@@E’%@?%t%i%
ns.

B 13 12, (1) &[A LSBT, Rete & 10%2°5 60% % T
ZALS R TGED, ER7 T A7 7 6 I 7RO M
% /RT. Rete fJ‘ F212oN, FHETAHFMAPNEY,
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HtE# 060

0.20 I .

0.00 NB
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

| ik | 0.18| 0.17| 0.18| 0.18| 0.17| O.18| 0.18| 0.18|

12 N4 7AkD NB T D (BeTTy, NF10-100)
Fig. 12 Optional subtree ratio by NB (BeTTy, NF10-100).

HE 30

0.25

- l l l
0.00 . Retc

10 20 30 40 50 60

|:Fﬁ]| 0‘03| 0.02| 0.01| 0.01| 0,01| 0.0l|

e 4

0.30

Rctc
10 20 30 40 50 60

[#9 ] o1 o1d o01d oo o0l ood

13 CTC D% (BeTTy, NF =100, Rctc10-60)
Fig. 13 Effect of CTC (BeTTy, NF=100, Rctc10-60).

A ZDOHFESFILTNDS

T4 —F v ERIC aih%74 F Y b FRICE L
Bokzzons, M14 12, (1) LA LEMAT, Ric %
m%#%m%if%%é%t HED, BRI TAZ LWV
WA 7RO E 2 /R4, CTC & MO A HERE T
&5.

(3) SPLOT JRY b+

FEEREE 15 C SPLOT (28 S LT 72 FM 44 X 70 LL
FEDOFM §XTE, NF =10~60 RifED b O % 5% |k

BRI, &FH80 @ FM % 3l cFJH L7-. NF 1Z 10
15366 FTTTHAH. NS EIIRIZ Rfc = 10% TEER
i1 7.

B2 T A8 OWEHE, Nt 7RkoFEE ZNZENE 15
EE 16 1IZRT. WiNLd NB TERPL 7.
NB = 1,4 DHFCIE 75% L LD FM TEAL 7 5 A 7 HF
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0.15
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0.00

il

10 20 30

[##9 | ood o00d ool ool ool oof

HE 040

0.35

0.30

0.25

0.00

Rfc

10 20 30 40 50 60

[#% | o1d o1d o01d o013 o1 oo

14 74 —F v ®EIROEHE (BeTTy, NF = 100, Rfc = 10-60)
Fig. 14 Effect of feature choice (BeTTy, NF = 100, Rfc =

10-60).

T

0.00

10

|2Fﬁj | 0.0Q 0.18| 0.27| 0.16| 0.19| 0.20| 0.19| 0.22| 0.21| 0.30|

15 NB CHFHL #2277 A% O# (SPLOT)
Fig. 15 Orthogonal cluster ratio by NB (SPLOT).

0.00

4‘3.4 |

6 7 8 9 10

|:Fﬁ" | 0.l5| 0.33| 0.12| 0.0& 0.04| 0.14| 0.15| 0.14| 0.17| 0.19|

16 NB THEFL 72y 7Aoo s (SPLOT)
Fig. 16 Optional subtree ratio by NB (SPLOT).

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

3 #WHOYAMT v T (F:BeTTy, F:SPLOT)
Table 3 Configuration list up (Upper: BeTTy, Lower:

SPLOT).
E-RE NF
10 20 30 40 50
OK-OK 1.00 1.00 0.76 0.05 0
NG-OK 0 0 0.24 0.7 0.47
NG-NG 0 0 0 0.25 0.53
kAR E NF
10 | 20 | 30 | 40 | 50 | 60 | 70-366
OK-OK | 1.00 | 0.93 | 0.72 | 034 | 029 | © 0.12
NG-OK 0 | 007 |022]061 044|072 034
NG-NG 0 0 | 006|004 | 027|028 | 054

FEL, NB = 1,4,5 DAL CIIf st 7R SfFEFE L7z, $72
E27 T A5 O FM T 2 FE HEIE BeTTy D4 £
DHKREL 20%E - 7. SPLOT I3 EMK % - 72 FM
THY, BERENT LIV — 7L THEI R TV S
LR EING.

5.3 BRI EDT 4 —F viEREH

WL TA—F Y MEERE T 228074 —F v
ORI ICER LA R &Y, /229 LA
T ALEICE, 2ROV ANT v T2 T AT
DANT y T CEBLTr—ADHZ 52 LR TEL2 L
IR L72 (31 H). 22T, FHERFERICFM IEA
TLILT, EOREVANT v FTELr—ADHR 5
DN EFMM L7z, 120 FM K L THEkTE (FM £k
% 2.2 B CHM L7 HETHIFRBICER LTI 4 —F v
Rz sk B4 &, 441 THTRLULEREFEZH WV,
TRCOT 4 —F v ZE L7z, 7272 LEE o R
% 1,000 &L, TNE TR LT EDLENE D D x il
N7z (REFETIE 2 20852 5 OEE KOO FREAS
1,000).
RIIHEREZRT. OK-OK IR EH5D0FTHETH T
THAZEFT&7-2 8%, NG-OK I3ftkT:cidfiz k
T TE Lo PREFETETE/LI L%, NG-NG
BEBLHLDFETIRZ LTV TER P72 L RRT.
BEXIVIE, FOFA XD FM B TELT L FM AN
JH oDl EZIRT . ROBTOEK Z EMEIZH
T4, 74 —=FvHNF2n (n=10,20,30,---) ®FM
DHES%Z FM(n), FM(n) &b FM OHT, OK-OK
TdH o7 FM DA% FMok.ok(n), NG-OK THh - 72
FM D44 % FMyg-ok(n), NG-NG TH 72 FM DA
% FMnang(n) £ 35, 204, NF =n O OK-OK,
NG-OK, NG-NG D%+ I21d #FMoxk-ok (n)/#FM(n),
#FMng-ox (n)/#FM(n), #FMyg.nG (n)/#FM(n) 297K &
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NTWVo, ZBETFM OEEGOEZREEELIHE DT
TEHLTWA, 722 21EBeTTy @ NF = 30 Tld, 2%
FHETIRTRTEM Oz LIPS TE 7205, HERFHET
1% 24%D FM T A2 LT CTE o722 %R T. 2
?D & 912 BeTTy Tix NF 2530 LLE, SPLOT Tl 20 L
FETRETHHDPTED T 4 —F Y HEFEHTY AT v
TTCEDLT—ADZ TW5H I EPMER SN, BeTTy T
& NF = 50, SPLOT T NF %% 70-366 T % OK-OK &
NG-OK #H b TPLGEOFM S AT v I TE 5
r=AtkoTWnAh,

54 NEHEYAIDT ¢ —F viEREE

BEFE 4421 2HVEI LT, EORENS Y
AZXDT 4 —F v ERPEHTEL00%FFM L7, 5.3
Wi 1 2O FMIZxF LT, HERTHERETEEN
v, BT EL 74 —F v T RTEE L, 4 X0
PEMEO . (GERTET T 2 RETFHEDOY A XD/
) RPN,

X 17 39 1 XDfE/NE% NF TEIRLZZODTH
5. FiZBeTTy ® FM, T3 SPLOT ® FM T 5.
FTNOEEYL, NEBHA XD 7 4 —F vz ELT 5
R DSHEZE T § S OREAINERIE 10% 05 40%TH - 7.

fE/hE 120

1.00
AT
0.60
0.40
0.20

0.00 NF
10 20 30 40 50

T 0.90] 0.90] 0.86] 0.80 0.79

1.00
0.80
0.60
0.40

10 20 50 60 70-366

LTS

|:Fﬁ]| 0.87| 0<87| O.Q 0A64| 0.72| 0,74| 0.60|

B 17 B A Aok (B BeTTy, F :SPLOT)

Fig. 17 Size reduction ratio (Upper: BeTTy, Lower: SPLOT).
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%3 BeTTy TIE, NF %°60 LD FM 0% TTXTOD
T4 = F v HEROBHAHED L Rdp 072720, T—F ER
LTwZ v, SPLOT TILEMTREZR FM 2 iz 5 Z L 9°
T&E, §RTERLZ.

5.5 &

PLEXY, PUFAHERR T & 72,

o % DFM THZY FAYDPIAEL, FTDEANDF
¥ # I BeTTy C 10%425, SPLOT Tl 20%F2 1
THotz. MY 7TRIZONWTH% D FM THLAE
L, BeTTy T 20%#2f, SPLOT Tid 10~20%F£fE T
Hoto.

o MV TAY DY T AFHATIF>TW5HT
0, 7?z&ﬁ*&thELQwFA ML b,
CTCIZZMT B 74 —F xR, 74 —F v EPUE
in%74—%vmﬁ®m¥#%mtf%ﬂﬁﬁéo
SRV L OWBANE L 5.

O%ﬁfk®74—%¥%ﬁ%ﬁﬁT%:tKiof
VANT v T TEDLTr— ANV 5 2 LS
7z. 72X 21X SPLOT T NF = 70 Ll E ¥4, A%L
BWE DRBLPYANT v T TERWD, 5ET 52
ETEGEHKIANT v FTE TR ERT 4 —
FXBHROERIZ L > T, NEHR T 4 —F v HE
HENnbZEDHMERTE.

6. &

6.1 A % B4R

ARIFFECIEImE S, I 7, ERES EHND 720
WEBICIl sy S A8, AT 7Ry, BRI TAY &
FHLTWAE, a7 7 FAFIZY T A EMTHESNS
TN ENE, 2FV AT I FAIFDOT 4 —F %
FEOHPIIZERIIEESE 5 d 5 W SEE s cEEn s
DOWHAAL)Y B, Sy 528 LERZ Y T A 7135k
CRIENL, 2L, 74 —F v EROERZIEL
{ATHZENTE S,

6.2 REFEOEMM

PREFEE FM OffE EOFEIIE D W TT 2179 72
0, FM@%&’;of%@ﬁ%ﬁwbé B2y 2%
WL WIGE T T E 2E 5 AVNE 5. £72CTC
_;OT%<®77z&ﬁ§ﬁéﬂtb %L Dy TAY
DT A —F BT 4 —F ¥ BRI aiht@tf%ﬁ%
TELIGH/NSL D, L L2 b iHliER S
§<@i*TEXﬁ?Z&%HWﬁT*ﬁﬁEL,E&%
MRWNATZ A Z DR S L7z,

6.3 L£V)RBRLENR

AFETIEFM 2 @55 1E T oY 7RKISHEIL, 71—
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F X BIRICE D LY 7RE CTC THEREIN TV RWT T
REBELZSELTHINLTWS, 29352 ETaTH
GEERER E BB TELNLTH L. L Lad
5 CTC THEHREIN TV TOERTARRbDHD I 5. &
) L7 CTC CHEESN TV AES %, EHINHERKIC
RELLZWEIIWZIELL AT 27201213, AFEDOLH
12 FM O E T VEROERER? S 7217 THE§ 5 O Tl
i, BT B Ao 2 L ) B IR S TEE B B
EZIEFMDATA L Y 7 EHWALZ T, CTC T
SN TVTH 20DFFICIEL BT 5 Z LATREL
Bh., TNIL-oTaATHSELDVINSLTE DR HITTE
KTEAUETHTREDSDH A, L Lo, RETH
TR TERWVWELHSZEAL, aT7iot L )/hS
T2 EMEM B HFEIHEN TV,

F o RIRTIE TN TR EESE Y, e 2T
FMORATA4 Y 7IENP HEECTH L. b HHAFEED
RS E Vo TORICEMA 22T Tldk {, B%E
BT TEZ 2546055, L LadroiETik
L5 72 3B & AT o TV B 7200 %5E L Cmak IZALER Y] g
ThHY), PO—EDOHMEEIHERI NSO, 1 DO
fRLEZA.

ZD LN, EREICTL b Ao B R AR L
TRETEAUET LRI L L EZONLDS, Z0O
BARN) % 734 RO RETH 5.

6.4 FZLHMEANDER

A S26R Tlx BeTTy & SPLOT @ FM % FIH L 72
BeTTy CHBENSE FMIET v ¥FLICHER I NS -0
BILEoTEHFERLFMPERSINLEZE DL, —F
SPLOT I3 EMOH 5 FM TH 5755, BIEN 7 FM b %<
GINTVE, S58B4 70 FM TOHG b2
INns.

120 FM Ik LTHEER 7 4 — F v i@ ROEIIE KIS
H5. AT T4 —F v BIRE T VT LIER LTS, £
DELBESEMFTH L. EBEIATTONL 7 1 —F v R
DEWMR EERFTHI LT, 714 —FvBROFELZY
ETHILIEZOLND.

T4 —F ¥ HECEH O T, £ DHDVIFTRT
DT A —F YR E BT L2720, FHiicE LD
W 2Sh 7o 72, SPLOT Tld FM # A X 300 #2 5 ¥ T&F
fifiz L7275, HlihE2dE L CL ) KELT A XD FM
AP L CEFi A 2 & D LTEEE R B,

7. FEEMZE

FM & SPL Bi% 7% ECIL{ flibhTB Y, 71 —F v
I, B [9] e E ORI E L s EELEE
THb. 74 —F v HEBEEHICIE SAT 2 CSP 12X % ik
PRESIN TV D 4], [17], [18], [25]. F 7=k <
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FM OfEFTICEIT 218 b % [3]. LA L&AS FM %k
DO DOFHERITRICE L [21], AT —F T NVERER )
201 %, Ml T4 —FvMEOY AT v THE([10]
BEDWEDNDH L. £ Lz, ARETEIFM o a7
GRREATR, BHAHVIGERL LTI WT 1 —F v
AT A LT, 74— F X EECEHIER T A Tk
eFEL7.

FM 238550125845 L) Blarbld, FMOEY 2 —
WALICEIT 2138538 % [2], [12]. FM 237 L Cikz %
EV 2 NVICGEITEDL R LA BIBELPES D L
P E NS, ARIOFMT SPLOT Ol DSER Y 5 A Y
DA XPEh o2 L, BERNZ: 7V — 717 E59T
PRNTVENLEEHEEINSL., ARALEY 22— LIZH
LTI, SHIIHEPRLELERS.

KIFFelE, FM EFZBETEY 2 — L2247 D Tld %
<, BHFEICLERIMSEZHNTLbDTHL., TH L7
WA L TIEFM D AT 4 ¥ > 7 (1], [15] DT % %
A, FORMARIEIEHWI EPMEN TV D, KFHITHE
ICATA AERDLOTIE %R L, KEHERETEMWIZER
B EE2RODLFEEREL, LLORNTT 4 —F ¥
HERCEH AR TE 52 £ %] L7, Garlan 13V
7MY T IOz FEE LT, NMErSDH DL
RN TIEBEORE S L) ZNk ) IFH 2 ME % ko
B EDERBEEIR L 72AT [11), A7 4 —F v 1
WEHIZBWT, EOLAVIGEEL0DTHD.

BeBEAsE 8] 137 1 — F v B E ZEMIAT VAR ATD
R R 2 KO L T ThH L. AFELZIBHLERY
FAY RN TARE AT L5 H LT, REHSE
L LTROEBETORRE 24§56 L) el
BETHB. %3 Chen 51, TELLIFREBIELITD
CETHEBAT Y T7EROLTEV)FOREE LTV
A5, TNET 4 —F X I T B ER - IFEROTE R 1
DFOMIRMETELTBY, AROMEL IZRL 5.

8. BBHIWIC

ARETIE, FM O 2D & 7 1 —F v 1L
BT L PHEICOWTIREL, YIalb—Tvavilsos
TEDORR AR L7, FEBEO 7 4 —F v REKES, 5
WIEFENE R L 723 7 &S T R R X 4 R 0
ETH D,
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