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Macro PEG: PEG with macro-like rules

KoTA MizusHIMA®-2)

Abstract: PEGs are analytic formal grammars invented by Ford in 2004. Despite of its simplicity, PEGs can
recognize wide-ranged grammars, including some context sensitive languages. Also, packrat parsing enables
linear time parsing for any language expressed by PEGs. Since PEGs don’t have ambiguity, they are well
suited for non-natural language parsing, especially programming language’s parsing.

Although PEGs are powerful, they have some problems. At first, rules of PEG have low reusability. And they
don’t have enable power to handle all pratical programming langauges. Considering so-called "modifiers” in
several programming languages: there is a sequence of modifiers and each modifier occurs only once in the
sequence. To recognize such modifier sequences, the size of the grammar may increase explosively. In this
presentation, I propose Macro PEG, inspired by Macro grammar. Macro PEGs can express ‘permutation
languages‘ concisely comparison with traditional PEGs. Also, I consider the relation between Macro PEGs
and parser combinators. Parser combinators are a technique that build parsers by composing smaller parsers.
At the last, I consider about Macro PEGs’ expressiveness.
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FIZxF LT, yacc[4](bison) % EDQ—MEINICEH I LT
B8 —=YAERRDER T %2 LALR(1) ST 7L a) X
KO —=FIESURA SOEZE L Tw 5720, fiE
Wrd 2 D0HEETH 5.

K70 r7 v EFEONIERIL ad hoe i FIEZHLS
CETIDORBICHIGEL TV 523, Z D7 dICSUEDFIR
DMEHEC 72D, SUEEHBRDO A VT F V ADHEEEIC RS L v
IMEDRH 5, HlZE, 7TarT v 7 EEE Ruby DAL
RAF =V ERFR L L Cyace ZHH LTV 2528, 2Dk
ERIITE S OTHMNTEZ & 0T 8000 T LIz X5
¥ 7z, Scala, Go, Kotlin I F&H & ORESURENTERZ #->C
W5,

[puts "1 + 2 = {1 + 23" # 3 DR ARSND

B 1 A»PHDIAENALLTFHNY 770 (Ruby)
Fig. 1 String literal in which an expression is embedded (Ruby)

[ printin(s"t + 2 = ${L + 21") // 3 DEmIS |

B2 KA»PHOAFNALXFFHNY 5 7L (Scala)

Fig. 2 String literal in which an expression is embedded (Scala)

[ printin("i + 2 = ${0 + 2" /7 3 HEmIILD |

3 ADBHORAFNLFHNY 7 71 (Kotlin)
Fig. 3 String literal in which an expression is embedded
(Kotlin)

Ruby (B 1), Scala (B 2). Kotlin (B 3) 3z o
IABTRE I XN T I N Z2FE> T 508, XFEH) 75
WG FAEE (b =2 ) Th D, R CEET
b5, OFD, FHEROPICHCEESHOAENS Z
LB, TD XD BRI X— R L LW
XIgEHT 7T or ) A LTI, FARITERICIREZ R 72T,
=0 & FHENTER DOIREEZ LT T 2% LD, ad hoc 7%
Fzlib e FIUST 2179 L3 TE LW,

C DR Z R T E e R SR 7 v 3 AL D—D
ELTPEG EWwIHBAXELE ZDFETH % packrat
parsing & V> ) BESCREIT 7L 3 XL DFET 5. Packrat
parsing 23HU D # 2 5 3 TH 5 PEG 13 LALR(1) & D 5
NTH 5 ki, FHENEHRZBHEELRCTLTY ALT
H 570, RTINS O SEE & R - 72 5 iEDOREURNT
Rz FEETIDICHENT RS,

72 20, REMOARTREL XTI T 7 Va2 Fo 7
Silld PEG TR 4D X I ICERET B LATE S, Hifl
b3 270, V7oV ELTHEEELFINDOAREZRD, #H
FELUNRE L OHEOAZTHT LI LTS, Fh)

FRNT & RESTIRIT Dy Dy T % 2 L e L LAz 7 L 3
RLTIE, ISR X H 12, EEHDORRIURIC L > T
Wizok b, XFHIFIANEEL L TAZH LI %
SHERHTEZEITEL .

4 D

Spacing <- " " / "\t" / "\r" / "\n"
Expression <- Primary (
"+" Spacing Primary
"-" Spacing Primary
) *
Primary <- "(" Spacing Expression ")" Spacing /
NumberLiteral Spacing /
Stringliteral Spacing
NumberLiteral <- "0" | [1-9][0-9]*
StringLiteral <- "\""
("#{" Expression "}" / I"\"" .)x*

ll\n "
- J

B4 ADBDIAENICFINY 7 7V E2EBLY % PEG
Fig. 4 A PEG that expresses String literal in which an expres-

sion is embedded

PEG I3 FH@TZ2 &N E E Lk id, ZokH)k
BEERMHT 20TV 3,

—77C, TOBNTHRIICEN TV S X912, PEG ORHI
T, Wb =27 VITHYT 2 XFIINHEET 3
7N, Spacing &) BHINHITL 5. Zo8%a, F—
7 vt Spacing 2 v F CTHAM L 72wD 7228, PEG 72
TR ZNIIREETD 5.

¥ 72, PEG THUO 9 T EDBESZ TR, HE0IEAR
FRETH 5 & ) BIOEVFET 5. 7oL 21F, M ERE
T 555EE PEG TID IS 2 LWEED 2 WIZATRET
b5, MICIIEIZ R T FHEZEBLT2 L LALS TR
v, 52 £ FEOH L LTE, XML Ogtke 7 s
7 IVIEHDT 7 AEMIT R EH B, ZD L) %5
R Z RIS 57012, PEG ZiK5R L THAID G $% B
1% X 912 L7 Macro PEG % EBiVICIEET 5. Macro
PEG TlX, XHEOHAAEOMELZ®RETE S, £k,
Macro PEG TRFMCRMEFI 2 RTSEEZRIUT LI LD
KHTH5.

KRFERDIRD OWELIFRD LI Ich>TwDS, £7,
2 fili¢lE, RFEROHIHR L % % parsing expression gram-
mar(PEG) IZ2OWTHMHT 5, ANy T4 7
AEBLWEBNF & 872325200 TEHHET 5, 3HiTii,
PEG OB % EHIC T 2 D DIR E L TAFERTHR
%9 % Macro PEG OMIZEZHH T 2. v { 2hDflziE
L T, Macro PEG 27D PEG ORI OREE % £ D
I IERT o2 Tw L, 4 HiTiE, Macro PEG &
N—=HFarer—8oxERFEZRd. 5HiTIE, Macro
PEG IZBWTHREVPHETH 5 L9 3kiciz Eo k
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A bDDH B E ARG, 6 HiTIEETEAFIEIC O W T
N5, BBIC, THICBLWTEEDZEIR).

2. Parsing Expression Grammar

Macro PEG [ parsing expresssion grammar (PEG) &
IEN B IR EE R—RIC L Tw b ko, PEG 2D
TEFHMEFS. PEC I G = Vi, Vi, R, ;) DPUH
wo%5, ZTNETNROERE R -
o Vy: JEHImEL S DHEA
o Vp: fUiEL T DEA
o R HHAIDES, re RIZBWVWT, ridA—eti?,
7%, AcVy THDH, eld parsing expression & FiE
na\ThH 5,

o ¢ BIRR. H2 PEG L XTFHND~ vy F v 7 %1TH
BICiE, e, DFHIiN S <y F v DR E 5.

parsing expression 3B 5 @ & ) REFE» SR I LT
%, parsing expression ¥ EBNF[5] ICHM L -5tk % A
WTXEZRBAL T2 E8b9 5,

""ore e
"o C XFHN T I
[] o XFEI TR
N o HERERL S
€1 €2 : gﬁ%
e1 / e BRI AT Z IR
ex o O Lokl
et : 1A ED#EDEL
e? : 0mlFE I 1 o B
&e : And-predicate
le :  Not-predicate
B 5 Parsing expression (1)
Fig. 5 Parsing expressions (1)
T, BNFO | L5, [ICTRIEFICER?ED 2

tuxa%i;&m;¢545¥b> b5, 2%, PEGIZEBWT
e1 [ ez & ey /e IFFEMTIEA L, & & NFEDITAETRA
%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ%b,e’VV%Taﬁéﬁbf,m%u
2y FBENT 2546 L,%%i?/%ﬁ%%?%%
v FTBHETTH LD, EDICANZHEL 2w,
}EGi%ﬁ%XWE$§%KMKT v { DD SR
WESHEEHR) 2 EWTEL, RO 61X, XRAHSE
TRV PEG THUO S 2 L TE 2 EHEOHITH 5.

S <- &(A '"b") "a"+ B !.
A <- "a" A? "b"
B <- "b" B? "c¢"

B 6 amb"c" 2EBT 5 PEG
Fig. 6 PEG describing a™b™c"
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PEG & packrat parsing & \» 9 Fikz FlWw CRRIZRRE©
fENTCE 2 2 EDMHISNT WS [6].

3. Macro PEG

Macro PEG &, PEG O&BIHIZMERE D5 %% il 2
kI LboThs, U, RABSEOBEIZH]
BEIN S X 9 I2H55R L 72 Macro Grammar[7) 1Z528% 52
J72bDTH %,

Macro PEG % PEG & [BEIC G = (Viv, Vi, R, e,) DV
O S %D, ZNENROERZRO

o Vy: Il s DS

o Vr: f&¥ial S DEA

o R HAIDES. re RIZBWT, rid A(P,...,P,) +e¢

£%% (n=07ThH3%50, PEG OB LR L EE).
¥7:, AcVy THDY, el parsing expression & TH
5, Pp,.., P, i 3HAlOREIETH D, Moro—ExR
WA TFDHO B THENT NS,

o ey B

FIEA EHANE Ney,...,en) DEIICL THERHS Z
EDTEL, R TIN5 Z2H8EL b DTH 5. Parsing
expression & L TIX58% th- 7R OWEOH L DIAHIIE
RENTOHEWI LD S

""ore 2 2B

"o & DR a2

[1] C XFEI TR

N o JERREL S

N(et,...,en) G150 o 7B DR OTHY L
(en 13 parsing expression)

el ez . it

e1/ e2 o BOREAT EER

ex 0B LoD L

e+ ¢ 1A ED#EDEL

e? : 0l FAIF 1 BB

&e : And-predicate

le : Not-predicate

7 Parsing expression (2)
Fig. 7 Parsing expressions (2)

HEIDEONH L N(eyq, ..., en) 1SAFIEOH U CRHl X 41
25DET 5, Thbb, WHOH LR TIEEIEITFET X

T, MOHLATIHEDOZRDH -7 & FITHDTHIEK
DRI NS, BIEEMEFEOH L CFHiiT 2 SiEbEZ S
nan, G20 EZIS ko7,

Macro PEG & PEG D X 912 G = (Vn,Vr,R,e5) D
WO TRIT 2 ENTESL, 172 L, r e RITEI
273 N(P,...,P,) < et Ww)Ezl%. %7, parsing
expression (XX 7 DI ZH 5.



2016-2-(1): BEHROUBZLTOJ IV IHES RERER 20016 £E8 B 10 H

3.1 Macro PEG OE

& % Macro PEG G 7% $ 2 532 L(G) £ 8. T
%L, LIG) IZXDOFEEIIH LT TWw3 L EZASNS,
D% D, MR, MBS, MEAICBEL T Tw 2,

o L(G1)UL(G2)
o L(G1)NL(G2)
e L(G)

DI EICBY AL, SCER (8] LU I %2 DTH
W9 5. £7, R [8] ICK1TF % PEG ICBAT 2MEH D% <
I& Macro PEG THbZDE £ T 5. &z, D
GIZRLT, L(G) =028 »DHEE, PEGHZHT
H5 L), AHICRERETH 5.

3.2 RESTXFINITFF7IERIRT S PEG OHE

Macro PEG Tl&, parsing expression % #HIZHEH T 5
Z & THi L\ parsing expression Z 22T 5 Z ETE S,
CORMEEMMAL T, K4DPEGZ2KELLDONE 8
ThH 5.

spacing <= non / ll\tll / u\rn / u\nu

Token(terminal) <- terminal Spacing

Expression <- Primary (
Token("+") Primary
Token("-") Primary
) *
Primary <-
Token(" (") Expression Token(")") /
Token (NumberLiteral) /
Token(StringLiteral)
NumberLiteral <- "0" | [1-9][0-9]x*
StringLiteral <- "\""
("#{" Expression "}" / !"\"" .)x
N

B 8 HXZMHIAATRELXTFINY 77 V2 #KBlT 5 Macro PEG
Fig. 8 A Macro PEG that expresses String literal in which an

expression is embedded

22T, 5% S HLH Token(terminal) ZEH L,
terminal IZfiE\> T Spacing 23 k) GHXz L5
EDVTETCNS, F7, Token EWIHLTTZDIF S I LIS
o THEEED I EL T3,

MOBIE LT, &5XFHN%REL L —F & U THECERED
#DIRL H o bis &9 % parsing expression & KB L 7
WET %, Macro PEG TIE Z D X %) % parsing expression
ZR9DEIICLTRETZZENTES, A EHH]
repsep 23% % separator TXY] 517z element D 1 [A[LA
FOREDIRLZREL T3,

ZD &)U, Macro PEG ZH\» 3% & X D ¥ parsing

repsep(separator, element) <-
element (separator element)*
"

Data <- repsep(",", StringLiteral)
StringLiteral <- n\nn (!ll\llu ')* n\nu

B9 H¥<XYboXFHY 77 Nnil%#RT Macro PEG
Fig. 9 A Macro PEG that expresses comma separated String

literals



2016-2-(1): FIRUBEZRTOT IV IMER HRER 2016 FF 8 A 10H

expression Z AN ETHZENTED L H IR D,

3.3 [EX%&XRHET S Macro PEG

S <-X 1!
X <= "a" X "a" / npn X np" / |uu

B 10 RIPMERTH2 L) 2B E2RIT 3 L2EX L7 PEG
Fig. 10 PEG intended to describe palindromes

CFG THEEWEEL D, PEG TABICEEHNTERVE
ROV EDICRIX S 5. EHEIVICIZE 10 O PEG <TH
XHREWEEZR X 9 IR Z 38, 21 PEG O#ERIEN
EERO-DI2) FLERE D ICEIEL 2w, BRI
13, 2D PEG 133 FF"abbaabba" #3ZH L s\ (29U
EIPHEBONSCTH 2 - 0BMED IcH IZZEINS
F3CHh B). MR LBIATEEZ: PEG DMA7ET % HREIE X
H B, BHED L Z AN ERET#EZ PEG IR I N
T2,

Macro PEG TR 11 DX H I L TR I MEETH %
BIXERHTZETES BHEAEZS £T3).

S <= P("") 1.
P(r) <- "a" P("a" 1) / "b" P("b" 1) / T

B 11 RIPEHCTH 2 LI 2B EERBT 5 Macro PEG
Fig. 11 Macro PEG describing palindromes

Z® Macro PEG I3 RD X H I LCEIET 2. 9, B
Al PIBIEr LT, ZHETIZey F LTSN 0
i< v F3 % Macro PEG K9 % LRKET 5. SD
HFCIEBRN P(r) 22230732 5180 LTS (£72
XFHNE D2y F v T RFFoTuRWYD), P(r) DT
%, a, b, c DVRTNHLDLTFHNK LTy T 7217
W, 2y F LEGEZ DI E r DHIIZ K 52 TR
i P EMEOHE T, WInoXFFlicd L Ttbey 5L
B GE, BYOXFINIINFE Ty F LIS
ZWNIZ L7z b DI 2DT, 518r LD~y F v 7 %2fT
j. TDEXHIZLT, Macro PEG TIZEIDMEHETH %
FI BRI ERITZ I LTE S,

FlIR 7 k912, FIXUE CFG CRAEFICKBTE S
25, PEG THELT 2 D3WHEZ (H 2V IFEHTE )
B TH Y, Macro PEG OF#E2 7 A TdH % Macro PEL
I3 Context Free Language(CFL) Z EIZE T AJHEMED D 5.
¥ 7, fKIZ Macro PEL 28 CFL ZEIZat D% 6 1F, T+
HD CFG 2N % 713 R L CHIZRER CRENT T
HODIIBED E ZAFEL RV £ 6, LED Macro
PEG TRII N2 FiE L MR TR T 29I c& R
WwEEZONDL, B, XHK[8] TlE, PEG 2PERHT

fEFcE 32 %25 C, CFG TERETE 223 PEG TF
HCELOWSHEPFEETLITHAI E V) T EE2ELLT
W3,

3.4 |EFIEEZRIT S Macro PEG

TIT7 7Ry MINLT, ZR2HRT 25E0HF
7213 1 BT 207D X 9 72 F55% Macro PEG THREL
THIEDTES, UL, RO PEG THRIT S C
EVRTELD, BTCDONRY =V ZINETZHERH 57D
PEG TEELT 2013 H £ D BIFEN TRV, HIISFEL, 7
v 77 2y 7 EE0BiT, XML9) DEMLR & DfifhTic
BOWULHAT I LB TE S,

Macro PEG IZ X » T, X5 ab,c 25 7% % 8% 555
B120Xk )L TEBIT2I LN TES

*\
M(A) <= 1(D)
( "a" M(A / "a")
/ "b" M(A / "b")
/ "c" M(A / "c")
YLl
)
o J

B 12 JEFIFFEERIT %5 Macro PEG
Fig. 12 Macro PEG describing permutations

3.5 RAMULEYVSRA%ZERET S Macro PEG

Java TlX, 77 AZFANTEIENTEDLD, 2O
IZ, static 72 7 7 ADWEBIZIZIE static 27 7 A &2 EHET
LZENTERVEWVIHIHIDD B, static 7 7 A1k
static %27 7 R LIRS % &, SMAlD 7 5 A D this # SR
TERVEWVIEVDD S,

e )

TopLevel <- ClassDeclaration(!"") *
ClassDeclaration(S) <-

('S ClassBody(!"")

/ "static" ClassBody("")

)
ClassBody(S) <-

( MemberDeclaration(S)

/ ClassDeclaration(S)

) *
J

B 13 #AFL%2 7 A%2£BT % Macro PEG
Fig. 13 Macro PEG describing nested classes

2D &) l#E, Macro PEG ZHWTE 13 D k9
ICELZEDVTES, 2B,

e TopLevel: by 7L~V DEF

e ClassDeclaration: 7 7 A
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e ClassBody: &fifi 1z R\ 727 7 g
e MemberDeclaration: 7 7 ALAD X v oN— (7 4 —
VR, XYy ) &%

THBHDET B, £, HIRSBBEDOIYyTXFAL
Mstatic e 7 7 ADEIERTHD LTS, JE static &
AV T XA P TORIEstatic BRA L LIy 7 A%EES D
EVTEDLRD, ISE777ELT, Jstatic k7 7 A%E
EOHHMAML TV 3,

ZD Xk 9HIZ, Macro PEG 2% 2 &£ T, PEG TiE#
BcEiw, H20IERELRSHELZREITS L3 TE S,

4. Macro PEG &/N—Y QY EXR—5 DR

Macro PEG 13/8—¥ 2 v B2 —% Z{fi> CTHRICEE
THIENTES, N—Farvexr—5LiE, flcxn -
YE2ME (A 7227 v H20IEE%) LazLT, =¥
Ht2HKT 22 L CHRMRSED -V 2 HET 2729
DEETH L. B 141370 s 5 v 75k Scalal3] & H
37z Macro PEG O 8= a vy B2 =%k 3FHHTH 5,
il % D8 —=F DFEEIZ OV TIEAED 5 13 TNEDT, [10]
I N0,

ZDa—FzRAWT, MXE2XRIT % Macro PEG 1%
B15DL)ICLTHRBT2ILBTES,

def \IBIEDER, WHE T/ ITEEEA 28N, 138,
"at. s EXFINY TN ERIL T3, B PICHRS T
L% P 251# L LT Parser[Any] Z &> TED, Ih
W& > THI Bz N HAIDER I N TV S,

IDNR=FarEr—F2RET BICH7 > TRICTKR
X LTz ndd, BHIC Parser [T] BOf% 514 LT
B 2ZE)ICT 2RI THATOHLEFA 2> T«
JADPEBIN TS, TOI L6, 8L L LR
D Parser [T] MOz 12 L 9 12 L72B3% %, Macro
PEG 2B} 25 8 EHAN L FARICAZT I ENTES
EWVWZ B,

5. Macro PEG TRIRI 32EHEEHLIGE

Macro PEG 12 & - T PEG OB OFF A% X
¥, REIOMEZEHETE 2%, Macro PEG Th#BL
T2IEDPEGTHREOGELIIET 5.

72 & 23 BEESDVHITIC R WHEA, ZDEB~DEE
ERESURITORBE BT X)L XEEEZE. DX
BXEIE C BFED typedef HEICA LGN HDTH %23,
Macro PEG T ffjIc IR & %4\, ¥/, Python %
Haskell ICfRFEI NS, A v T v F DHEMIC K > THRITH
ROED L EZRT 2005 FTH 5.

6. PBEEMARE

PEG X LT, BIENL 7077 I v gzl -
DDWIREAT> 7ML LTI, SCHR [11] 23D 5. TR [11]

4 )
object Parsers {
type Input = String
case class ~[+A, +B](_1: A, _2: B)
abstract sealed class ParseResult[+T] {
def drop: ParseResult[Any] = this match {
case ParseSuccess(_, next) =>
ParseSuccess(None, next)
case ParseFailure(_, next) =>
ParseFailure("", next)
}
}
final case class ParseSuccess[+T] (
result: T, next: Input
) extends ParseResult[T]
final case class ParseFailure(
val message: String, next: Input
) extends ParseResult[Nothing]
abstract sealed class Parser[+T] {self =>
def apply(input: Input): ParseResult[T]
def /[U >: T](b: Parser([U]): Parser[U] =
this | b
def ~[U](b: Parser[U]): Parser[T ~ U] =
Sequence (this, b)
def ? : Parser[Option[T]] = Option(this)
def * : Parser[List[T]] = Repeat(this)
def + : Parser[List[T]] =
(this ~ Repeat(this)) .map{
casea "~ b=>a::b
}
def unary_! : Parser[Any] = Not(this)
def and: Parser[Any] = !(!(this))
def map[U] (function: T => U): Parser[U] =
Mapping(this, function)
}
def any: AnyParser.type = AnyParser
def string(literal: String): StringParser =
StringParser(literal)
implicit class RichString(
val self: String
) extends AnyVal {
def s: StringParser = StringParser(self)
}
def rulel[T] (parser: => Parser[T]):
RuleParser[T] =
RuleParser(() => parser)
}
- J

B 14 S—¥arEx—4%IZk 3 Macro PEG D%

Fig. 14 A Macro PEG implementation by parser combinator
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object Palindrome {
def S: Parser[Any] = rule {
P("".s) 7 lany
}
def P(r: Parser[Any]): Parser[Any] = rule {
"a".s 7 (P("a".s " 1)) /
"b".s ~ (P("b".s ~ 1)) /
r
}
N\ y

B 15 WIX%RHT L —Farerx—%

Fig. 15 A parser combinator describing palindromes

T, FEIZ

o C D typedef D K 9 SR DRESL

e Python % Haskell D & 9 %4 ¥ 7 ¥ F RX— 2 DHEXL

o CHIZBIIZXRKAEFXF—7—F

ZRRELT, 20529 720D PEG IZNT 2455
ZREL TS, Sk [11) TiFIC, EBEo7m s v

PSRRI T O I BERE &\ ) BLET WL (D2 DR
RPEZINT 205, RFELTIE, RHIC PEG ORHANIC
S ZR g2 L WIHIRREZEZ, 2006 ED K9 BIE
D35 2 % ELE L TO B EIECDH 5, SCHk [11] T
HINTOBIRR EAKETRELIET, ZHIT 55
FRICED X ) BV D EIEAHTH S, /2, Macro
PEG 13, fIE6, BHEA, #EAICH L TR TWw 23X
Bk [11] OEEEZIEE Z L2 PEG ICNLTZ2D X9 MtH
WED NEODIEAHATH B, DO TIE, Macro PEG
TIEHLD DY L W SHED L DD DV TEGITHD
WMZBEH 12l o>TVB 728, Macro PEG DkEE L T,
INSDIRZBEMTZ I ENEZ SN,

¥ 7z, Packrat Parser ® X ELEEFEZFIH L T PEG I
WL TERROY R — b 2B U 28Ik [12) 238
2. XHR[12] I2BWTIE, PEG ~NOERHOY R — i
FoTEDLI B~ T4 7 ADELNDH 2012250 T
SEB, F7, SCR[13) Ik > T, A= INkwv
FEHIRDNRY = BH B EPRINT VS, 200D
STHR [12] IK & > TEFRD ) b EDRED S5 — v 934
= IN20EAHKETH %,

7. F¥EOH

A7 T, PEG Z2X—212, BADMEEMD T X %
2N 2 X 9 I2¥hiE L 72 Macro PEG % 2% L 7z. Macro
PEG 13, 5l#x 4HiEON M LU CiMHiid 5. ZDf5RELT,

o HIAIOFF A MM L 7

e PEG TIFRIIDHEE/Ar[ETH > 7 3EICD

ETEDEIHIThoT

ZEERRLT.

WTHE
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%72, Macro PEG &, B 9 ERIGT 28— ave

— Y ERERTHIENTES, ZHE—MRD =¥ ar
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