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Abstract

This paper studies the factors affecting the development of tourism in Jinan. In this paper, we se-
lect the tourism index data of Jinan city from 2005 to 2019, and conclude by establishing a mul-
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tiple linear regression model. Above the study methods, least squares regression, ridge regression
and Lasso regression were compared. Finally, the Lasso regression is the most suitable model in
this paper. Finally, the research results show that the important factors affecting the development
of tourism in Jinan are the total retail sales of social consumer goods in Jinan city and the green
space area in Jinan city. Analysis and corresponding suggestions are put forward according to the
research results.

Keywords

Total Tourism Revenue in Jinan, Total Tourism Revenue Influencing Factors,
Tourism Development, Multiple Linear Regression Model, Least Squares Regression,
Ridge Regression, Lasso Regression, R Language

Copyright © 2022 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

Bl & TR E A2 AWK R AT AT/ N EEAE S Bk, N RAETE B2 DA ARG SEAR BOR i T, REA
RAENZ B FERR 25 0F N RIE R A VE I &, B IE SRR s SO IRATI R . Rk, kil i & e
JE A B R LR BAT I, TR R B — AT R - N E R R R EE ) . B
WAz, BT AR k. 7 X N RIS 2445tk Rl A & PR, o] IRl T 3%
U T A Spt o e B R H B 2

IWARB R R —, D1 R ZEIRE, AR ScoRE, A F5 B RiE St
ARG L. BrRafE NI ARE A 2, JIIEA, WEAZBMEE. FEEREKkRZ, #HF “t1+=
ZORT R DY =T, Il SR, R AIAR SRR, IEAER, BER AT
KB, FEREGEHEA S, W XA W sE, Kb a] 7 KA E N ANIEE Rk, S A T Aok
RUEML TN AW B 5y, 3T R kB G, e Ui L AR I B R R T R R I B AT, [ BRI S R
G FE TRV B R SR R 2R e B O E .

ASLEEGERRWR AT LASSO (R H i e S f ] /0 H I 22 B SR 20 PR AR e ih 2 iR i 7. 2 o
LRVERNAAEY, JRECGF R T 2005 4FE & 2019 LA MR AR IEHE, FEARTEAE 70 45 R 8 AR G 1L .

2. TEIBFRFEHEAYIEE
2.1. TEIRFFIEN
RERBTE x IR ERETE y

ASCFIA R B F ARG RIR, G 7 s i el & R I H ILFE AR, AL 2 n AR AL, AR SO E
R B Brm A= eMa(aon), EWEESRECT), el EEabi(ie), &EANB SRk
AT, HIPEREL, TR (A, FFri CPL. B AR AR & A% R ik SN (14 7T)

2.2. BUEAYIEEN

ASCHEI AR & 2005~2019 4F+ TU5 P MR A B 9t TR A N (12 78), BRSO vl
WA EME(LTT), EATEREECT), el il T E LB IT), B ARSI L), 2k
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B, WEMEA(AW), FEH CPl. BIHHISRIEN (Frmigir+F4% 2006~2020) ,

2006~20207

(hEg T EE

, (T E A F SRR AR 2005~2019) , 5 THBUM P UL 55 RS T SCAC IR R

B FRFRMAR I 1, 2005~2019 5% R R SN DLRCRH 5G 5 [R] 32 250808 0 22 2.
Table 1. Indicator system
= 1. $EiRE R
febr A A R B AR febr A A R B AR
X1 WA ({2 0) Xs 2Ipoe A
X W= R () X6 7R TR R (2 B
x3 o B i FH BA(1L) X7 GrE T CPI
X4 EXEP S LIE AW ONEW)

Table 2. Data on total tourism revenue and related influencing factors from 2005 to 2019

%= 2. 2005~2019 5 R HRiiF R YN LA R AE X &2 00 [ &= 3

— . o o i A = . ‘ ‘
R i T i L
Ww  dn 09 2 I ONG A L
2005 122.10 1876.50 1451.30 807.90 6385.00 96 7859.00 101.1
2006 146.40 2185.10 1707.60 939.30 7229.00 95 9384.00 100.9
2007 177.90 2554.30 1989.80 1103.10 8584.00 120 10151.00 103.9
2008 210.70 3017.40 2300.30 1356.70 9957.00 130 10275.00 105.7
2009 256.50 3351.40 2823.00 1617.90 10977.00 130 10967.00 100.3
2010 313.80 3910.80 3365.20 1725.50 12520.00 137 11667.00 102.1
2011 382.80 4406.29 3979.50 2023.10 14551.00 141 11956.00 105.4
2012 461.80 4812.68 4636.30 2323.60 16510.00 155 12349.00 102.4
2013 528.90 5230.20 5095.80 2633.90 18311.00 156 12858.00 102.8
2014 657.90 5770.60 5556.80 2964.40 20167.00 161 13337.00 102.2
2015 744.90 6100.23 6061.10 3410.30 21966.00 165 13755.00 101.9
2016 846.90 6536.10 6583.30 3764.80 23821.00 165 15942.00 102.7
2017 970.80 7201.96 7248.00 4146.10 25974.00 167 16697.00 102.0
2018 1129.60 7856.56 7967.80 4404.50 28228.00 196 19220.00 102.6
2019 1285.90 944337 9980.30 5162.20 30733.00 202 26367.00 103.3
3. RBEEN SR
3.1. skt myIHEE
BERWE(]
EH p-1ABAEMRZ oA R ) — B A
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Y=0+BX +BX,++ P X, +e €))
ASCIEELT 7T AN R RN R AR R, BIPARSCRE A M R AR
Y:ﬂo +ﬂ1Xl +ﬂ2X2 +ﬂ3X3 +ﬁ4X4 +ﬂ5X5 +ﬁ6X6 +ﬂ7X7 +e (2)

Hob Y AR AR B ——iklis AN (1ao0), By NEBAZR, BBy, By B Bss Bss By NI R KL X, A
R AR —— WA B H(L D), X N RE——E NIRRT, X AR E—— AR
B, X AR E—T A FRKHEE, X5 WERE—2E AW RN CT), X Nk
TE——AMEERER(AR), XX AR RE——H2H R FE LSBT, e NHAKR™ 4K
AFHERRZE

3.2. &/ FEEYE, W¥EYIF LASSO [EY3

3.2.1. B/ FET[1]
/N ARG T A A MR ZE P T R, A B SR A TR TR R AR ZE BN 6
Xof TR AR
y=Xp+e, E(e)=0, Cov(e)=0’1 3)

y R, pRAMHE, e BHLREES O(B)=|el =|v-X B[ =(y-XB) (v-XB) EEIT,
EHNGICES 98-V Nt J i

B=(x"x) X"y )

BN RS H AT R B, T R AN TR (ER A A N R B A R B AN A
—RHE BB RIANEE 2 B, R R 2t [ B %

1) ZHEILANE2]

ZHILENMRIE R B BB HRME, SRR MEESNER, MY 2 “wmEs” . £
BBV FEUN M. a) BAUAFRE, MRIEEEIEIRIEE R b) 2% FE KRB G THE R E 555~
AR, A2 S5PRARF. AEEE B AL M TV B I, IR EE R Lasso [H]H%%.

B A& H T REAR R BORREEE, T HBU) T RS A BT, #Hig b 2 HEIk
PE )T BRASES [R1 VSR Tasso [B1VH o 78 SERR i) @R AR B 2 b, BB AR S A BS AR DA A AR, A2
R EHRE, IR R ARG T BN R AR IR . 0 [N Lasso [ H 2 X LS AR AL 0
TETT AT A B

2) LRE[EAMRB

R ZE L F YA L [R5 2 B A, B4 e/ Il v (OLS) 15 2 H il T+ 2 B0 F A 1 LA R BRI,
R 2 R T S R B R AR B BRItz A8 G 75 IR A BE AL 1% 22 Tl A DE 25 23 A AR AR A & S5 BE T 1R 22 0 L AN A
RIRL -

3.2.2. l&E3
e [0 A1 2 e /I B 22 D R A6 3 TR 2R 58 BISRAR 3]

A7 — arg min{Z(}’i -5 _injﬂjj + lzﬂ/z} Q)

,
B, 220, FUNEBIMIGE TSR AY B = A|AL. BB L2 L.
j=1
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2
A b J 3
B =argminy_ (J’i —By =2 %P } “
i=1 =1

ZHFY B <5
X IR T SR LR, KRR BH A MR s 2 TS M RH R, M
VB i 2 AN R AE RS B TR, — AV R AR B I 23 BT RE MU 6 R A %
SO MG ARR . BT R R LM ANREOLI, AT LIRS R SR
A2 R T X
RSS(2)=(y=XPp) (v-XPB)+AB'p (7)
R AR

pre = (XX +41) X"y )

SN AT RAR L, I RAE XX B T XX+ AL o B X RSN, XX R
BAF ML T 0, WBASTFIES R EIT T 0 AR BT BGE . AT FT 05 R BT FE 1) 2 B SRRk
(R UL v B AR W] DAk 2 B ILZR MR/ D TSR B T, (AR WARER B AL, TR INER AL
BHHTIER, BIENSREESENZE.

3.2.3. Lasso [E]V3[3]
Lasso [FJHFN0& [BAARALL, (ERERET I mi 2 L1 =4k, Bp

B — argmin {i( y. - f3, —gxy B, Jz + z/i| ﬁj|} )
Lasso [l A BA U1 F &4 X
Bl =argmin§:[yi—ﬂ0—2xyﬂ/jz (10)
ZRT
jzp;|ﬂj| <t (11)

Lasso [FIHPI L R IMRAE y, FRIAELMER, HT20RIRN:, 15 « mo/ VS B KRR A
0, MM Lasso [BJAXT 2 g 3647 T ik $¢.

33. &%

3.3.1. FBIEIREN
PRI IR bR 2 18] (0 AL ELASAR R, BRI 13 BRAS (R A2 e 2 18] AR B2 AN [R) e R IO RE I, K
B AT ARAEAL, AREAL R BB I 3 TR
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Table 3. Standardized data

= 3. tEL R

Ay

2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019

it UL
Ay
(f2.71)

—1.13837
—1.07359
—0.98962
—0.90218
—0.78009
—0.62734
—0.4434
—0.2328
—0.05392
0.28997
0.5219
0.79381
1.1241
1.54743
1.9641

X1 ﬂ:jéEF
SMH
(fz75)

—1.38639
—1.2472
—1.08067
—0.87179
—-0.72115
—0.46883
—0.24534
—0.06204
0.12628
0.37002
0.5187
0.7153
1.01563
1.31089
2.02661

x, E A i
wHE
()

—1.28936
—1.18815
—1.07671
—0.9541
—0.74769
—0.53358
—-0.291
—0.03163
0.14982
0.33186
0.53101
0.73722
0.9997
1.28395
2.07866

X3 A2 PR
i R
(1z75)

—1.27928
—1.18328
—1.0636
—0.87832
—0.68749
—0.60888
—0.39145
—-0.1719
0.0548
0.29627
0.62205
0.88104
1.15962
1.34841
1.90199

X4 é )\
BImr32iie
A GT)

—1.35487
—1.24775
—1.07579
—0.90155
—0.7721
—0.57628
—0.31853
—0.06991
0.15865
0.3942
0.62251
0.85792
1.13116
1.41721

1.73512

xs HIp
Je
~1.66259
~1.69473
-0.89129
~0.56991
~0.56991
~0.34495
~0.21639
0.23353
0.26567
0.42636
0.55491
0.55491
0.61919
1.55118
1.74401

X6 ﬂ’j‘é}%ﬂﬁ
T AR
(b))

—1.22509
—0.895
—0.72899
—-0.70215
—0.55236
—0.40085
—0.3383
—0.25323
—0.14306
—0.03938
0.0511
0.52447
0.68789
1.23399
2.78096

x; GEE T
CPI
—1.01488
—1.14842
0.85464
2.05647
—1.54903
—0.3472
1.85616
—0.14689
0.12018
—0.28043
—0.48073
0.05341
—0.41396
—-0.01335
0.45403

3.3.2. s/ RERBM Z I EARE
ISR e REVEE LY EitlSh
¥ =—6.92x10"° —0.853x, —0.1762x, —0.006241x, +1.696x, —0.1182x, +0.4808x, —0.01967x, (12)

HIE R RPN 0.9965, G IHIE RZBCN 0.993, T Z 7 FE LA FE T

Coefficients:

(Intercept) -6.
-8.
-1.
-6.
1.
-1.
4,
-1.

x1
x2
x3
x4
x5
x6
x7

Signif. codes:

920e-16
530e-01
762e-01
241e-03
696e+00
182e-01
808e-01
967e-02

O Eedde?

NEHERENO NN

0

001 ‘xx

0.000 1.
-1.189 O
-0.280 O
-0.011 O

2.377 0
-0.875 0.

3.012 0
-0.700 O

0.

0.01 “*’

Residual standard error: 0.08366 on 7 degrees

Multiple R-squared:

0.9965,

F-statistic: 284.7 on 7 and 7 DF,

Figure 1. Least-squares estimation results

1. H/NZFRAEITER

Adjusted R-squared:

p-value: 4.

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>|t|)
.160e-02
.173e-01
.290e-01
.583e-01
.135e-01
.350e-01
.596e-01
.810e-02

0000

.2731
.7875
.9914
.0491 =

4105

.0196 *
.5065

05 ‘.7 0.1
of freedom

691e-08

[ 1

0.993

B F R PR/
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TEOAM 0.05, F A S0 10 ]1% LS @S0 [ml VA7 R B A4 2 1), BIAS AR AR — R AR o0 i e R
AR R 2 IR, R A D R — M RR AR ER A R EOR TN ER P E M 1) £
AN AR R B IE 505 5 SEPRTUEARE &0 2) 7 MERAS E AW ANMER T 85, B A mA a4
BRREN. ProBAIHE T & FEOX O E K R

a) AT I R SEBRs AS R & die s — 3t v i 75 2430 2 (1R

b) K h B AR Z AR ™ H A 2 FIL A

333. RIEREBFSEMEERE
1) B
H I 2 mrgnm] LR BT A ) S ESEEE AT, JFILTHEVEEEEXEN, XRAFEIESHEIE.

Q-Q plot

Studentized Residuals(Im)

t Quantiles

Figure 2. Least-squares estimation results

2. RANZIRMITER

2) ML
H1 3 Al p BN 0.24, GRS

lag Autocorrelation D-W Statistic p-value
1 -0.1668955 2.066812 0.24
Alternative hypothesis: rho !'= 0

Figure 3. Independence test results

B 3. M MR

3) Ltk

B 4 FTEn, ik ZE BT AR, SR MRS B T A ST Ha 1) R A @ 1

4) [FJ5 2k

H P 5 BT P HA 0.92486 KT 0.05, iR % 7 2 R IEER

DA BRI LB A BT & BT A R AR &, 3 T Rk A 30 & A7 5 2 B L 2k 1 .
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334 RRRBFAESEHREM

Component+Residuall Component+Residuall

Component+Residuall

Component + Residual Plots

©
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n T
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- 5]
i o
§
-15 00 15 O
x1
]
=
o
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Figure 4. Linear hypothesis results

B 4. SMRIRER

o
O_
o ]
o_
o
2
-1.0
o
o
-
o
o«
S -
1.5

0.5

x2

0.0

x5

2.0

1.5

Component+Residua

Component+Residualf

Non-constant Variance Score Test
vVariance formula:
Chisquare

~ fitted.values
0.008894311, pf = 1,

Figure 5. Results of the homoscedasticity test

5. RIAEMRIRER

1) MR AEOE R
MK 6 WA HAAHRRBIEEREE H, BARZ ML RBAARIE, KB R AREBOLE T 0.9

=]
5 o ©
SIS e
_;>¢%= e
o O
e o
< T 11
-1.0 05 15
x3
wn
i
. _
S -
-1 0 1 2
x6
p = 0.92486

FE 1,
\% x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7

y 1.00000000 0.98876681 0.99056041 0.99544717 0.99038764 0.9408606 0.9418441 0.03100015
x1 0.98876681 1.00000000 0.99878825 0.99441333 0.99414894 0.9687711 0.9443423 0.08135361
x2 0.99056041 0.99878825 1.00000000 0.99481034 0.99302800 0.9605236 0.9473685 0.05861086
x3 0.99544717 0.99441333 0.99481034 1.00000000 0.99682861 0.9520630 0.9316730 0.03957151
x4 0.99038764 0.99414894 0.99302800 0.99682861 1.00000000 0.9634133 0.9123246 0.05752646
x5 0.94086063 0.96877112 0.96052364 0.95206298 0.96341332 1.0000000 0.8946659 0.17546417
x6 0.94184411 0.94434235 0.94736854 0.93167298 0.91232459 0.8946659 1.0000000 0.11192469
x7 0.03100015 0.08135361 0.05861086 0.03957151 0.05752646 0.1754642 0.1119247 1.00000000
Figure 6. Correlation matrix
& 6. HHXARHIEE
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2) 77 ZEIKEF T (Vif)
LS HIM VAR M0<VIF<10, AMAEZEILENE; H10< VIF <100, fFIERGRE %2 EILL
P M VIF>100, 776 HE % HEILLM:.
x1 X2 x3 x4 x5 x6 X7
1029.126858 791.347891 623.382019 1018.124197 36.463802 50.977690 1.579587

Figure 7. VIF
E 7. FEBKETF(VIF)

H B 7 SRR R 1 B AR R AR R AR 0 2 IR

3.3.5. I&EV3F0 LASSO EIVIE1EF

BSOS IS LA, A SCATHIE A R BOE AR 2 (AP P (2 B AL, T A SO AR [
VAN asso 5] Y314 Bk 22 28 He 28 1 b 1 3 v 2 ST SR T 9 i

1) RS ZH g0 5] )A[4)

ARICEFT 0~150 IS4 A, mE 8 IR LIEH, Sk 0 eAFRE, REAREET 0, Rk
KR R SRERE . BT U TR S EEREA RIS AW 2 T, REAE 0 #n LA,

0
-

1.0

Cofficients
0.5

|

-0.5

0 50 100 150

lamdba

Figure 8. Ridge map
B 8. I4iEE

NI R 1 HSIERRI S HES B A

HE 9 Aran, AR FERIIESH0N 0.01442034, |13 10 FTRUEH, Sih e, 1010 R %L
HIIE D5 5 SRR FUPAR AT 15 LA B S (B A AR LG, B0 R H ) &35 vt s, (B IR A
FERZARZN B RL, ZERRR VIR E R BIRX T 2 EAANE (1 8T prescE, (HRER
N B TEIRAT AR EIE S, VRS A AR, SREEILLIRAAE, el NEA M Lasso
[B] AR SR AN XA R o
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Ridge parameter: 0.01442034, chosen automatically, computed using 2 PCs

Degrees of freedom: model 3.944 , variance 3.387 , residual 4.501

Figure 9. Ridge estimates results 2

9. IRfEITEER 2

Coefficients:

Estimate Scaled estimate Std. Error (scaled)

(Intercept) -1.270e-16 NA NA
x1 7.540e-02 2.821e-01 2.110e-01
x2 1.034e-01 3.869e-01 2.513e-01
x3 3.790e-01 1.418e+00 2.695e-01
x4 3.537e-01 1.323e+00 2.014e-01
x5 -7.496e-02 -2.805e-01 3.136e-01
X6 1.640e-01 6.137e-01 2.467e-01
x7 -2.143e-02 -8.020e-02 1.073e-01
t value (scaled) Pr(z|t])
(Intercept) NA NA
x1 1.337 0.1812
x2 1.539 0.1237
x3 5.261 1.43e-07 #*#*=
x4 6.570 5.03e-11 ***
x5 0.894 0.3712
x6 2.488 0.0128 *
x7 0.748 0.4547
Figure 10. Ridge estimates results 1
B 10. IEEHER 1
2) Lasso [A]1H
a) MKk &
call:
lars(x = x, y = y, type = "lar")
R-squared: 0.997
Sequence of LAR moves:
x3 x6 x7 x4 x5 x1 x2
var 36 7 4 5 1 2
Step 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Figure 11. Lasso regression selection
11. Lasso ElJAT = 1EHF
0 1 2 5 6
© — e
[7] o —
5 ¥
2
8
(@] [
o .
SN
° -
3 © o
s
()
(\II —
T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

|betal/max|betal|

Figure 12. Variable selection under the Lasso regression method
[ 12. Lasso BIAFZETHTEEEF
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12 FoRR R B B 0 R A, A B EERE R s R B AR &, A B Fomhn i 2
B BERRERAL R, WLRFREIMES]. dmE 11 FE 12 85580758, Lasso FIAMRKKEREFIAZ &N x3-
Xov X7 Xan Xsa X1 X2 FUE BB RPN 0.997, PLEFEEIER 1.
3) Cp 1E s/

13 RoRisE Cp fH, HAEMUNELS, |4 14 WTRAE . Cp (XS F/)

Cp (HRDHIZHL

y =Y,
cp
1495

.1690
.5131
.7752
.4356
.3876
.8671
.0000

type

> laa$cp[which.min(Taa$cp)]

LARS/LAR
call: Tars(x = x,
Df Rss
0 1 14.0000 1987.
1 2 0.7501 96
2 3 0.1086 6
3 4 0.1034 7
4 5 0.1010 9
5 6 0.0867 9
6 7 0.0551 6
7 8 0.0490 8
Figure 13. Cp price
E13.Ccp &
2
6.513141

B AL —

7E Sy —

ll'larrl)

Figure 14. Number of steps selected for the maximum Cp value
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4) 15 H LASSO [HI)FF FIA8 ik 3 UL [0 ) R %0
i 15 FE 16 1540, BEMGERGIRBFEHET x3 A xe HXTRAYEIERES 5N 0.8857454 Al
0.1012379, #HE A 14.80475, H1 AT 15 A SO 78 H £ 028 1 (Rl YA A 7Y .

# 6.5131, HI R1FH

y=14.80475+0.8857454x, +0.1012379x, (13)
y—— RSN, x3 AT TR BB LA, xo AT IR .
x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 X6 X7
0 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.000000000 0.00000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.000000000
1 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.784507438 0.00000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.000000000
2 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.885745368 0.00000000 0.0000000 0.1012379 0.000000000
3 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.885502245 0.00000000 0.0000000 0.1091803 -0.007729966
4 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.814969656 0.06244404 0.0000000 0.1239237 -0.015330017
5 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.489232696 0.44522466 -0.1092419 0.1777726 -0.013389985
6 -0.6198901 0.0000000 0.204468080 1.18067028 -0.1045698 0.3543528 -0.015387779
7 -0.8529935 -0.1761684 -0.006241343 1.69587187 -0.1181595 0.4808027 -0.019671829
attr(,"scaled:scale")
[1] 3.741657 3.741657 3.741657 3.741657 3.741657 3.741657 3.741657
> coef <-coef.lars(laa,mode="step",s=3)
> coef[coef!=0]
X3 X6
0.8857454 0.1012379
Figure 15. The regression coefficients corresponding to each step of the lasso regression
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> predict(laa,data.frame(x1=15,x2=15,x3=15,x4=15,x5=15,x6=15,x7=15),5=3)
$s
[1] 3

$fraction
[1] 0.2857143

$mode
[1] ”Step"

$fit
[1] 14.80475
Figure 16. Calculate the intercept
B 16. 1HEAUE
4. Ghig

it IO TE RIS S5, B R TR S AN 2 R B2 A 2 Bl i U T SR AR R R
AT AR SCAIF TR T T MR (3R DA L

RS T E S EEDT T AL S P T SR R, WA AR R AT M 7 i AR
S5 . AR AL IR R B K AIAE 2T SR B2 s I B A D &, i DU 5o 35 X 20 8 i O R 4R
AR EEN . AR, FrR T SCET RG] TR RIS, LA eE R B S ORI SR S X A T R
T 2 44 5 DXCAT 5 S35 e TR C i SR SRR 58, A3 52 S0 5 ol T RS (SR I ' S AN 20 & A IR S 1 45
RSN S B, RS EOMUT L, WRST T ORI I 2 W S B T AR SO . FE LR A
TERNL AR RARTESE, TATERER BITF L SIS S BRI EE &, B % e STAL 5 e S AL AR RIE 55
Drra b LSS, BAEFFE KM, RSN =, IV, X Oy RS
QIR LB T RS ISR . T et w4 (DL 35 2 R R STk, RFEAN A B8 2 i 72 1
7RSORGB UL S TS I BT R TR R T

FERIR T S AR, 3R IR AT I SR AR 1 — DR A SRAL AT AR T AR, 1K
S TS 2% TR 402 i T A A T B N o B2 v o i E 2R, R (S A T PRI A S5 T v )
FRER . — MRS 2R RS ARG, PR AR AL, ST KR R S 2
TR RIRIMIC . ILFRGF AT “ @ liRINFRSOKTE 17 ekt B, Sl skt A Bl 2
g, 23 REBCR AT S /NERE BRI 2, LUt e T T B e B A TE B S L F) SR AL R R R PO T <
FHEAA RINRIARET R Ak, Framacst @t g e miEe, =707 “ -3 £1
B RO X EURCRRRCR, MBS, BRI, N2k, EIEMERURIRACR
G R T AN i A SO A AT A B R AN B v, $R R RIS R IR, R TR
SRR, BBl TRULI R . BT LAAREE NS IR PR BT I 2, AT AR AR ¢ R AN,
RE R v 5 e T PRI T KB, R FR AT A 475 ol i ok i S AL

ZR PR, o RANGR B S B, HESIR T SR R B, A R HER TR I AR . B
TULEEW, BrRg e & E R S B, ARG S AT RN SR BB, SRR T B SIS R
tH2s, BT LUKt B 7 S NSRS X @ IR S . REFLLAN RO IR R BAE, JF S 2 b TR
oMb, AR R T R LA R 5 S SO TR 2 AT B 2 P9 A i T
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