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Abstract

Against the background of urban air pollution control and environmental monitoring in China, it is
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urgent to scientifically quantify the relationship between pollutant concentration and meteorological
factors. Based on actual environmental monitoring data of PMzs, PM1o, O3 and meteorological factors
in Hohhot from 2014 to 2025, we establish a multiple linear regression model to study their quanti-
tative correlation. It turns out that temperature, relative humidity, wind speed, air pressure and other
meteorological factors have significant impacts on the concentration of pollutants such as PMz5, PM1o
and Os. There exists a stable linear correlation between different meteorological factors and pollu-
tants, and the influence intensity varies obviously with seasonal changes and spatial differences of
meteorological conditions. It can provide quantitative basis and methodological support for air qual-
ity prediction, monitoring data calibration and pollution prevention decision-making, and has practi-
cal significance for improving urban environmental management.
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1. 5|

PEBE A RARIRT,  PREE i) R 2 52 B 22 & SR OGTE . KUK (PM) X N g e 1) fa 5
Sl T FE I A DT[], Hod PML0 A PM2.5 S A 2R B A G 5 0N B35 (2] WF AT BH (3] 4Bk
95% A [ JEF 1) PM2.5 7K~Fiid WHO B3 B AR 10 pg/md. AR T —F AR, A5 R
Gt ARAEYSE BA BSOS R [4]-[6],  CRON I QA8 2 Ui B R 45 25 ) 2 SR 7]-[9] -
BRI, RAT5490(PM2.5. PML0 AR S M B2 1) e It Fe Ay 428 AR G L 2L

KGR SR E R0 AT e 2 et mRE RSB S R ) — AN EEN . B2 gk EE
TIPS AR, A R ENT R RE AT RTS R IR FE RIS AL, AT DA X S GO R G SR
HERER R, WAL 5 SR DX 3 Y I R R G i R AT | o) SRS 20 A0 1R e By 28 B SR A A
— AN EERRLRIE 2], A, AROLF, WELE[10]3E T 2015~2023 fEIA SIS 4 (PM2.5, PM10,
Os F) MR G M CREE . JBEE. X, SRS HHE, RS ZoouRABRE L, RERD
TREFKMN G5 RIIRERRE G R FBBERE, B E 1L A S AT A 2R S0 B AL T
TG YRE KRG, 1920 T 52 ma IR X 1) 32 RS54 )8 Osn PM10 HPM2.5 50 FETIR
YT 2017~2020 =25 5 mE R A , I A i 2 T 2R PE R A, BRER[12] R B PM2.5 Il Os X F 25X
JREFRH I TTRRE B35 & T A A, o TR RS e = A mpLl . VRS, i, EERSE
[131FH 2019~2023 458 /K 2 W7t 25 it & s W BRI R BERE AT 45 258 7K 2 W7 T By5 e E 20
PM10 #1 Os N F; MAHKMEEA TG H, SRZHMESARES SR S/MEIMHEE £ A%, 55,
PR R IEASG, SR 2 s S R EN EBER TR R AR S/MEHE AR KR, Tk
K&, ZEEME[14]2E T 2018~2019 AFIFAIIE4E T A Codik [X 25 B S W 2R 40 28 /<075 ek B e 5
A A R B AR 45 B PR R T LIk X S5 Q(PM2.5. PM10. Os fil NO2) 7 fifF il i 5
FINTHIR R FBE, HH, XPHIEZ[15]3E T 2020 F L2 A MAHE, 454 HYSPLIT B8 5 [ il 5
BRI TTER T, RGARNT T /R T PM10. PM2.5. O3 575 QeI 42 20 AR AE . R S8-S0
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] L X IAL AR A% o AR B [16] LAKHTH 2017~2021 45 ACH T 9 PRS2 1 S NI S AN KB AR Rk
1 B U E A R BL Al Sevh 2T PM2.5. O A G F IAEBR AT M =15 A8 35 S oG i, BRI R 25
Wi RFETH PM2.5. O3 ZRAL IR To VEIRSB[1714KFE 2022 4R AL IS T RE 32 AN Wl snk o5 18 A< W 0
W, 6w BESHE. SRBEMEXHI S XA, it T PM2.5. PM10 A1 Os (I 25 73 A ik &
HES G 1m R K F .

RS LARE AT FE T 2014~2025 4F = F5 4 PM10. PM2.5 F1 O3 W5 AR G IR 13t o emit, JET
Python FREE 5 BCECE TALBE . JF RIS Wik BE 5 SR F 1 2 Je R P B A 40 A A . a2 sieifn b,
BOIE 2 UM R A BUTE R [R5 N &, BT SRR 76 AN [ e ik FE IS IR, i X3
5 G B ) TR 5 5 s P R S IR IR S 5

2. BUERIFE X%
2.1, HIRFKIR

BIEFC BT ) 2014~2025 AERPAIRE S T 22 19 = FHi5 %8 PM10. PM2.5 Al O3 ¥R EETE HTH B2
i AR IE T AQICN SER 23 S i B & P AT ARl [ 18], G I Heli R+ 55 B e R AR i
% (C3S)ERAS &Rk Ko M ¥idie [19]. KAy L YLk, MBRR AL SMESFLAEE, #ifrsr
B8 (T S A e R

2.2. BuETALIE

IR Z TCE A A AT IR I, X R AR B R AT A B, F BB AL B R (E AL EE
HARFREA =TT . B40iF, PM10. PM2.5 Fll Os WK FERIFEA S B 73l 2 4444 2%, 2AEARSL 3 x 4444
= 13,332 ZMIMEHE, SREMREEELAREEIE 1. PM25 Fl PM10 UEFEA 5 58 A AR SR L
A, HREAREEZ 1.37%; 1 Os FEARBRKEON™E, BRAFEN 19.49%, GRAAHBENILELR, RIEE RS
BRI . FEARBRC A 896 4%, HEBEMAREAN 6.72%, 30 FHAEA ST 137 2%, HEBIAM 1.03%. Xt
F 6 NMIRAF(FKAGRGE . FKRE . PERAGHRRE . PR E . Hh <R S AL 2 = ) 15
#, REHFEMS TR, B84 25 4, Bkt 205 4, HREAME 0.19%; 30 L 562 4,
HREA S 1 0.51%. X T GRAAEAJALBR, 325K P A VA (1000 SR AR 2504t v B SR A IEAT 4D 78, 3 e ik
RABXFEVA S W 25 5 7= A F . I 3o SR VR 3 SR AR 200 o ) S i {8, 0 S (AT S S, R A B
SR T A, B R AR A B

Table 1. Table of missing values and outliers of three pollutants

= L3S RN BRAENRBERITR

AE A BRRAEAR R R (%) 30 S AL 30 FHH (%)
PM2.5 4428 16 0.36 47 1.06
PM10 4430 14 0.32 61 1.37

Os 3578 866 19.49 29 0.65

T =Fhs ik B 53R TR AALR [F (PM10. PM2.5 Fl O3 3K FEZ AR pg/md, SR Hhr
NC), NIEBRENFM, KA Z-score bRt I7i2% BT A R BAIEEATAREL AR BE,  FRifk Ak fE 15
TR SR AR [20] B TRAL B S8 S5, 133K & 2 Jo 2V [R1A 40 AT 2K 1 PM10. PM2.5 AT O3 %
P, I HAS BN R TRAL PR 2 . 1554 PM10. PM2.5 F Oz W B YA IN IA) B MIAE T - H EE ) K]
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Figure 1. Time series of monthly average PM10 concentration and annual-monthly heatmap from 2014 to 2025 in Hohhot
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Figure 2. Time series of monthly average PM2.5 concentration and annual-monthly heatmap from 2014 to 2025 in Hohhot
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Figure 3. Time series of monthly average Os concentration and annual-monthly heatmap from 2014 to 2025 in Hohhot
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3. ZLMEFRBEEMS SRS

AR IR RAN R AR SME, BOKRAIRIIE, FORAXHRESME, FoKE, MmAsdE, LRz
BEANTRIRFEN B R, 20 =Fi5 e PM10. PM2.5 F1 O i FE/E NIH AR &, %:F Python 3
BT R Gk B 53 RN T2 e Ve B 2047 HR3E Python HI0 4T 485 SRAS 31 1A 5 R 155 W R
T PM10 ¥R EEFIREMA R, JFET X MR 75 Gl 45 13
3.1. PM10 i RESSKEAFHE T L& ETTHT

L PML0 ¥R FEAE A R AE T (Y), SR HU KA KU IAE (xe), WK RIDME (x2), P KAR X I B 3 1
(Xa), BEKE(xs), HLIEISEIIMHE (), THE R (Xe) 7S N ARH FAE N AR & . BT FUALHE 5 A bR AL 2L

P&, ML ek tEmasa, FEARE W
Y, =1504.6963 - 3.5189x, —1.4154x, —0.0749x, —0.4973x, —1.5961x, —0.0024x, + &,
HEid Python BT 22 o4 MR H 40 M7, #KHE statsmodels JFE i ] OLS (3 £ /) —3fei%) J7 i i) At
B, ST ESE . BIARS. BEMESSSER, FRFH pandas FEXT 45 R AT RBL 0T, BAR
ek 2~4 Fiox.

Table 2. Regression analysis results of the impact of meteorological factors on PM10 concentration variation

= 2. SREAFI PMI0 KRETUHEYIFTLER

FbrEll R PR iR PRttt R 3L TiH BEM

(H &) 1504.6963 105.6880 14.2372 0.0000

10 K XU (m/s) -3.5189 0.6337 -0.0932 ~5.5534 0.0000
2 KAIR(C) —1.4154 0.0679 —0.4754 -20.8598 0.0000

2 KA E (%) -0.0749 0.0359 -0.0512 -2.0893 0.0368
R 7K & (mm) -0.4973 0.1270 -0.0715 -3.9161 0.0001
HuTH 5K (hPa) -1.5961 0.1179 -0.2992 -13.5349 0.0000
R -0.0024 0.0006 —0.0636 -4.1118 0.0000

Table 3. R-test fitting results of regression model of PM10 concentration affected by meteorological factors
% 3. PM10 REZSKEFHMEVIRE R @EMEER

AR R RJr BRI R TT PRAEA S R R
1 0.4041 0.1633 0.1621 28.0549

Table 4. F-test results of multiple linear regression model between PM10 and meteorological factors
# 4. PMI0 55K ETLTEMEITHERN F RBER

A I H H % 5 F T
1 EPE| 676,773.1 6 112795.5 1433098 0.000
% 3,416,690 4341 787.0745
N7 4,083,546 4347

3.2. PM10 #2058 B & V3B B IRIEFRE R 94T
K 4 5 PM10 K E £ o2k M B AR & SOR 55 S FRemisa E o ar i, HepA o PM10 WKE

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2026.167129 1290 N RI R Y


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2026.167129

B, MIELE

SR 55 A5 ARSI BN TR B1050E B, A7 D PEINARS P R P (A Rl BN B AR TN £8) , 7 T AR R B 2 7y
BT A S GR B TR RO 5 AR A

S+ Python (K7 Mt Ry WL, AEALE T 2 PR I6.(P < 0.05), Ha& RUFIIGRCR, Al Rl <
FPRFRIIEATE R T PM10 WREZAGRZ MR . ARAE R 13 ATAR R A 7% PM10 IR 2 AR, 200
IR WORBOKI, BUR Y HOEE R, REA BPERE U PML0 WREZ; R THR &35 KU 5
¥, ik PM10 59 R BORIR I RE A ANRUR IR SR SE UTRE, RIS i o AR B
KA PM10 A7 55 BRACR KRRl A] B PR ik R GUH R RE R R R, A4 T PM10 4
i W R, KA BTG R S RO, PM10 I g AL 7]

PM10 SE vs FM FROMNE BE B m B

— =

200

150 4

100 -

50

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 0 50 100 150 200
E=
HENT BEF #2058 R

600

10RRRINE (m/s)
500

HESEHE (hPa)
400
2KSIBHME (C)
300 4
PEKE (mm)
200
2RAEFHEESE (%)

100 4

BREEE

0-

-50 0 50 100 150 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5

Figure 4. Analysis of the fit of the PM10 concentration multiple linear regression model and the influence intensity of meteorological
factors (Unit: pg/m®)

Bl 4. PM10 R E Z L& MEABRBBSHRESKEFRAGRE S E(BAL: ng/md)

3.3. PM25 RE S8R AT &M B A5

IEHL PM2.5 W BEAE DR AR T (Ya), JEHU KA KU SAME (1), WK SIRIE (x2), PR AR X IR FE H4E
(x3), FBEIKE(xa), ML EIME (Xs), TR R (Xe) /NIRRT A A& . BT FUALFR S BORR AL
i, MR 2 o RN, AT

Y, = 2892.1486 — 3.2499, — 2.6856X, + 0.6429x, —0.9368X, —3.1416X, —0.0037X, + &,

B3t Python BT RE £ TR M mIA 4047, HFT statsmodels ZEif ] OLS J7 kA s psi Ay, gyt R AL 1)
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AWM. FIHRE. BEMERRESR, FRFIA pandas FEXTEE RAT BT, 4R WNE 5~7 Fis.

Table 5. Regression analysis results of the impact of meteorological factors on PM2.5 concentration variation

5. SREFI PM25 KETLHEYVISHER

REFUEL R EL FREES R FrRUEAL R EL T1{E EM

(¥ &) 2892.1486 130.4185 22.1759 0.0000

10 KRk (m/s) ~3.2499 0.7825 ~0.0519 ~4.1534 0.0000
2 KAUR(C) ~2.6856 0.0835 -0.6941 -32.1817 0.0000

2 KX (%) 0.6429 0.0438 0.2714 14.6825 0.0000
WK & (mm) ~0.9368 0.1608 ~0.0992 ~5.8262 0.0000
HOTE S K (hPa) -3.1416 0.1455 ~0.4401 ~21.5981 0.0000
VR ~0.0037 0.0007 -0.0773 -5.2593 0.0000

Table 6. R-test fitting results of regression model of PM2.5 concentration affected by meteorological factors
= 6. PM25 REZFSREFHMEIER R RIEIEER

AR R R7i HHEIER R J7 PRAERL S R
2 0.5117 0.2619 0.2608 34.1834

Table 7. F-test results of multiple linear regression model between PM2.5 and meteorological factors

F7.PM25 5ESRETFE LM EAERY F RIEER

LAY A H ¥175 F 1
2 [e] I 1,889,156 6 314,859.3 269.4547 0.000
B 5,072,483 4341 1168.506
Mt 6,871,963 4347

3.4. PM2.5 M58 RE & Bl R B K B IR GG R 4

K 5 9 PM2.5 IR FZ 2 ek B AR AU & 2 R 5 AR I T R2 s B i B, Horh /e 120 PM2.5 R
SN AR 55 A5 AR SN BN TR BU5KE BL, A D FEINAR JE B P(A Ekf O BEAR TN £8) 7 T AR A 22 7y
WEITE, H N AEARB AR R BOE SR AR .

F T Python A HT 45 R FT I, AL R 35 MR IG (P < 0.05), Aiar RUFIIILEROR, A Ul R<
ZPR TR AR T PM2.5 RIS RS 4~6 TR AR M TR A RS B AR K
G PM2.5 KRB ARG R, KR, 00 R HofE AT EE, PM2.5 IR BEARATBRA, iR
[FIFES PM2.5 ¥ BE 2 UG, AT 3 38RO, A M T R iy B S wike s 1R N5 PM2.5
WEERIEANSG, BRGNS, BRYIE S PARIEK, ORI, S PM25 REA T EJts B
PM2.5 A BRI BIEERAER], Bt = R RS, AURJT, AU s AR R, AT
59y HG TR S PM2.5 IR EZFIFE R ARG, WA Z R RS PM2.5 IR 2 UG, W ZE R
B, KRGS RV A AR, PM2.5 B AU A

35 O: RESSRETFHS EMEEVTSH
eI O3 W FEAE PRI AR £ (Y1) » 8 A SKARDR R S E (x0) » PR RIS (x2) » WK 2 P44 (xa) »
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Figure 5. Analysis of the fit of the PM2.5 concentration multiple linear regression model and the influence intensity of meteorological

factors (Unit: pg/m®)

E 5 PM25 REZ T&MEAMERMUAHRESSKEFHIDRESFE (LA ng/md)

FE7K B (xa), MU UEIAME (Xs), IR FE (Xe) /SN TR FAE N H AR B BT AL 2] S AR AL 203
M 2 a2t AR, FATE AR
Y, =175.5614 — 0.5417x, +1.0276x, —0.1883x, — 0.0538x, —0.1328x, —0.0019x, + &,

i#3d Python BRI J& £ Je 2R PERI A 38T, KHT statsmodels FE I FT OLS JivARY AL, i A L4
AU AR B ESSR, FINFH pandas 2} 45 AT BB Hr, BARUNEE 8~10 Fs.

Table 8. Regression analysis results of the impact of meteorological factors on Oz concentration variation

F 8. SRETFH O REENMEANHER

KA R AL PRUERS IriEf R TIH BEM
(H &) 175.5614 74.6104 2.3530 0.0187
10 KA (m/s) -0.5417 0.4353 -0.0001 -1.2443 0.2135
2 KSIR(C) 1.0276 0.0474 0.5313 21.6875 0.0000
2 KAHXHZE (%) -0.1883 0.0244 —0.1480 —7.7084 0.0000
B 7K B (mm) -0.0538 0.0942 -0.0126 -0.5710 0.5680
HuTH < £ (hPa) -0.1328 0.0832 -0.0392 ~1.5964 0.1105
LG R -0.0019 0.0004 -0.0719 —4.6775 0.0000
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Figure 6. Analysis of the fit of the Os concentration multiple linear regression model and the influence intensity of meteorological

Table 9. R-test fitting results of regression model of O3 concentration affected by meteorological factors
9. O3 REZSRAFHMEIIRE R LIS HER

R R RS VEEJE ) R J7 PRUEAG S H R

1 0.5314 0.2824 0.2812 17.0698

Table 10. F-test results of multiple linear regression model between O3 and meteorological factors
% 10. 0s 5K EFH LA MEIIREN F RIEHER

A R H 75 F wE
1 (EPE| 402445.9 6 67074.31 230.1962 0.000
W 1031190 3539 291.3788
Bk 1437073 3545

3.6. O; RMMIHFE K B VAR B B HHEFRG R O

Kl 6 09 O3 WK Z 2 LR EIRN AR RN & HOR 5 AR A T om0 A, Horr 22 B O iR SRl
L5 AR TN (B )5 5105%F B, A7 DN TS P B PI(AL E B SOV ER AR TN 2R), e R O R 22 00 A EL U5 P

03 S vs T TR B

100 -

80 4

40 4
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—
R 0
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s
RENH FF 520038 R

2RSBHE (O

10KRELE (m/s)

PRASREIE (0
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WREEE

k T T T T
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factors (Unit: pg/m?3)
& 6. 03 i KEZ T EVIRBINEHRESKEFHMEE S E (AL ug/m®)
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AN NE ARG T AR R B g FEAEAR

F T Python AT 4 R T I, AELE R 25 MR BG (P < 0.05), A RUFIIILAROR, A Uik <
R T XS RPRERE T O WREZAISE A B AR B TR RIS BEEAR, . EES REIREE
REIEASG, RTH RSP R, AR T RAR AR SRR RN R AR 25
Ky BB, SfE R DR RN, T SR R . T 5 E IR R R AR
FER AT, WHREM S, KRG By, REMAE S RE, WIEMANER. ME, FKE.
AUERT Oa R PBETE R LR E RO, E BN 2 PR 70 b 0« LI PR S A S BT i e Lt XUt
RAAFAEEANE T R —T7 W HOM B S (R, 53— J7 s 1A Tl HLsh 4 SLART R (I
RNL), PRPAE R IR, SR NEAHSAN D2 PERT AT IR U PRIR R S A B R, (EF 3 T d et
B RE, A HME A, B H P RKRBUE R, FRS RN BT e, RIIZEHR
FELAMERRZAUE, FWARE; SURAERBINR . EE IS8, BTEEASRE T, MRETH
Fe. FaE VENMEDRAD; AAE M AR R AA G B, A AR R 2R OGN ES , B A e
ENTE P

4, g5ig

FETIPAE R R 515 R AR, A0 2 etk B ES T T AR B4 PM10. PM2.5
H1 O3 = Ff g R 2 S5 Yep ik FE IS R . BEMRORE, = AMBRALAEE T F KK (P <0.05), WA R TS
TSRNIRE 2 ARSI R L FINRIE R R, BT 15 ik Rk 2 R, XRAF& XIBRSH
BB 5 G&A F G MR 5. IWRRERE JIRE , Oz B R2 {2 0.2824, MWE AR FFREfE
P4 28% M Oz IR EAR AL, fE=Fh LRI PM2.5 HAIK Y, R? M 0.2619; PM10 fAI 559, R2ALA
0.1633. MTHMIKEERE, Oz #HAIfK) RMSE A 17.07, m{%T PM10 f#) 28.05 Al PM2.5 ] 34.18, it HIx}
O VRSB 1 TR S HEAff o X b 22 S IR 72 AR 515 e i) B SRR DA OG . Os a5 e, HLAE il AR
A RN, X — I RS2 WSS R E I, TR KA TR s . PM2.5
SRR, AR5k B IR AR, AR BT IS8 B B AHBK AR T Os. PM10 NMITEZ R EH#28
G, R L. ERHAREINNIESIRIE R, FUI SR E T R R AR — /N

WG T 75 M0 RE T 10 KK, 2 KR 2 KARXHREE . BoKE . M UEML R E S
FE o BT ARG R IR T RIS A S 2 R R, KUE . BEOKE . T AR AL
Tz e BER =5 G BRI DG . KB IES BB, B oK S ad e e F s> Bk, 52
e REBR = 4O ALK, IR FE B SRBRAEG[9] 0 #E 72 S 5 THT, SR TR A7) 52 A7 A DG —— IR B v Y S 0 AL
TEEFRLY 8 (H4F Os RIEAHDE, FONmRSMEDEE N, H#3) Os E . FHXHREX PM2.5 2
TEARDG, WG N S EORR R I MBS ETE: X PM10 Rl Oz U 2 ARG, & FEIR FE Re f 47 2R A
B 9964 2 UR[9]. MEEI SR R, KU PMA0 IS0 2 B K (—3.52), i B JRGH 2 3% PM10 )
DT AdmX PM2.5 B0 R 50(—2.69) 5 T PM10 (—1.42), JE5M PM2.5 fSGHEIN 15 AR AR
Oz B BRI T, HIEAHC R %80(1.03) B3 Wt 7 Ak 27 S il 2 e v

AR 2 e Mk B AR G5 IR EE S SR PG R, 455 o8 PM10. PM2.5. Os 157 1 %2
R? 4+ 0.1633. 0.2619. 0.2824, S5 AGWF Tt —5[21]-[24]: FUE KEEZ S &5 PM10 SR 44
BT R2AV 0.17, YARRTL M R2AE 0.01 [21]; ZEJHIM AR X PM10 ZR 34 FE 1Y 0.08~0.21 [22];
2PN AR O3 AR L MEAA R4 0.14, PMI0 () R2 4 0.19 [23]; *h 7. X9, B0 PM2.5 £k
RZ2/-T 0.19~0.23, BAES—{V 0.15[24]. HH5L b, UK. @, X, ARSI RERWEN S
SRR PR TR KT PR AR AR BE 155 . IR g B B X IS e 5 R R TR A B AR
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RHE, RPERNARARAE ™ E R R TR, V5 R 2 AR MR, Py A s s 55
ZEAFRRHNEWS), Hi5HW 53RN TR S5 A SO, 508 /> e 2k M A7tk LA
WEEMEERR, JGEEA RASZETEIE B IIAL R b 38 2 S R — B3R A RS
5. SRFHIEEINL

BT FRWTFE IR T = M5 5 PM10.PM2.5 A1 O3 ¥R JE A B2 520 (1) S R K 7 M 560 7 1)  FE
AL G SRR SR R SRS DGR K HE . EFRAR AT, Al N T . S ARG, %
R AN s R A BRI T AT, RS RAR R AR B R, SR KT BOR A B PR
o PM10 A1 PM2.5 3R, bk, BRI ARMKINEER, A BSEE. e bEEEF
Bog /b ki) BRL. BB EEE R R AN, AL TS Yl s, SEMENLE) E IRAT S i, PR
TS RPIHEG RN VR s BE BT, 3R TS R BOS R . XSS LR A A, HREAE— e R
A R I T XA ) PML0 A PM2.5 WK EE o 7E iR I B, B E R U AR Tl VOCs (5 R A WAL &4)
LAY (NOX) I HE U 12, (R 2 B U B il A = i B, R TR Tl 55 33 P v PR ek ) BB P TS
PRI T RN R A, A Je g 1A 0 XU 38 5 SR B 1, IR Os S IL TR 9 . 72 M5 IR 15
WA, T3E RN TR A4 i, 40 Os ZE . [AI ZEHUE | AR FKEIA FIRF ML, 584L%F VOCs Al
NOX SR AP JI B o TEARIE RS, Wi nsmss T HER M, M5 e HEs, I
MRAG TV 51 BE 5T E S 32T Os HER BRI

e HE

W5l B A X RERHE L U5 H (YLXKZX-NGD-055) .
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