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Abstract

On the basis of literature review and Delphi technique, this paper selects 5 first-class indicators
and 17 second-class indicators as the evaluation index of international convention & exhibition
related tourism site selection. Using the method of questionnaires for experts, the author makes a
consistency check of the above indicators and establishes the evaluation index of international
convention & exhibition related tourism site selection. Then an empirical investigation is con-
ducted and the weight of each indicator is calculated by using the method of AHP. Finally, the pa-
per constructs the evaluation system of international convention & exhibition related tourism site
selection.
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1. 5|8

52 AR I R B2 A E R TR B2 1252 5 3 DL % & Y & T I F R U 28,
B RIS I . FREE: PRk, BRI k. Pl SRR KA AE, 2 )%
FURFIOMOR AL, FERH . Jb35. TEMIE RUET L, Ty — I TEER ., 2008 4 BIZ 2 (1 M)
BRI 2010 4F _FUEHHE 20 B AT, ATRE SRR RS T 5 LIS, SHBUTERS 5 E S
SEARIE, W T RS RE, SREGANSgMAEFSRAL, HR T LE. 1t
B TSR T AL 0 1 R rh O, B SR IR A RS UG 1]«

TEFRE 2R P S R IR M IR, i AR X 2 AR EAT T 2 7 T RFTE,  7E AR 22T it R
T, 2002 4 5 HATFH “ohEQ2002) 2 BRI R BT &7, #5555 S Rl S FE G
HEH . 2 LR 48 & 5 R 2 4 7 AR SRR R R TR S WM AR R . & R el
(27 ST . SRR T B RUAIR I . 2 AR Sh M U T 2 Rl R R 34 I 1)
SRV HEAT TR NRIRFC2]. (B R 2 R AR OO PE . YA 5 B 36 bR IO M6 B SE T
HARZ W, SRTEAFEE, BB 5 B X 8, 55575 (Crouch)H t I FR £ 260 T A
SBIEABI, X FA SN S RIEN R MR R Yo U . SR AT
SIRH3]. SRASH LS IE B AT NIRRT 2, 2R S R B, X Aok
VIR 2 Al L2 b 2 7 T 10 DRI 35 0 SR e e e o 7 T I DRI 35 . E 2 SR MR AL 0 e s e
JRNRWE B 2 BT, W — el . A 2 R M S B eh B TR 2, 2 R
P BB AN 7 A 2 R SO BT P 28 S AR X R, A e e £ B v 3 4 1 SO AR 35
20 R B M U W AN 42 R LA (10 % SR 47 T R SR AS 2 FE AR 28 AL 4] 3 7T ST.(McCleary) BF 52
HERP:  “BRIEAMANESRALE L EEEZ Y, BN EHEAEAaERE. ~ SRASY
M 4 26 1 R BRI 11T 108 R TS R I ME R 6~8 o MIETFFUREA . MFFUA 5 H 153k i B 5 2010 5 2
SN 3.9 4E[5]. FESBALIH T, EE . KEULRIE bR, 2Rk %4 H 25
FUNA R, FAETE [ bR R T 3R SR R, W 2 bR R S SR E I, i
bR AL B ik BN A RTINS

[ I JEE R D (0 S P IR 2 AR A 2, % R BR 2 R E I OB BRSE, B AT 2 A2 R
NG BEFF R0, 3670 2 3 R [ bR R iz I b SRk, VR 25 B2 R IR Bt T H 11
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HoJE VR R, SR AL E PR ek B Rk e I EE A 0, B0 R JT(Go,
Zhang, 1997) [6], BRI, S5 E Bro R AIAHH 12 T LTS RTENE . (LGRSO S — A
R 2k 5, EAKRREYERA —E BRI S A ENE, S TE A SR, B, AHETT
AR AHP 3%, 76 15 br 2 ARG IE PPN VR S i At b, BN [ P2 R A BV AT SIE R & 5 70 A,
SRR U SR AR AR AL, 3R] % 2 3 iy T 32 e /e [ B 2 R T 3 RS2 48 3R 35 (1 1)

Table 1. Global exhibition market ranking for 2017
12017 FEEHKRTIAHR

4 X HE He4 Al HE
1 U.S.A. 472 1 Vienna 154
2 Germany 431 2 Berlin 123
3 Spain 321 3 Singapore 120
4 United Kingdom 291 4 Paris 115
5 France 255 5 Barcelona 106
6 Italy 250 6 Budapest 90
7 Japan 215 7 Lisbon 90
8 Brazil 209 8 Beijing 87
9 Austria 204 9 Amsterdam 82
10 Canada 197 10 Madrid 77
11 Netherlands 195 11 Copenhagen 76
China-P.R. 195 12 Prague 72
13 Australia 194 13 Hong Kong 72
14 Switzerland 175 14 Seoul 70

BERRIE:  http://www.iccaworld.com/npps/story.cfm?ID=1577 .

2. kBl

[l Br 2= FE R 25 70 AT 28 I T R A T 5 o TR I R4 2, DR 2 el s 9k BRIt iy 2 g 28 Ao R o
HEW 3. HETE NI G2 Rt SO VPG BT STERA 2 W, AT 225 [E AMeE X R e kT
S ISR T, A 9Tt o e b h 675 18 TR R AR ARG

B 1 2 i A5 358 B 1) B 2 2 /& Fortin and Ritchie (1976), /& LM sk 3% 43[R 2% 1) 56 200 55 P 2k
TECITEC A RRAE, 240, haBUR . FREDMSC. Hd 10 A 32 2520 23 2 Hhbik de 45 1 PR 38 60 35 060h T
%, WM. BhEBESME, SRGIERE, IR, WTTRAGER, BUIRS Mg, %4, 5
HuRp™ S FRAL B[ 7] McCleary (1978)HF 7 K I 2 R MR A e %O IS e 2 R I A &L il
R4 N HI R S RS A 22 @ 2644 I 5 {8 5] Oppermann (1996)%1 %7 32 [E Professional Convention
Management Association (PCMA) 600 %t Al <z & & Jp N AT Hoxb 636 30 N RIRmwEpr i &, &I
SO o R SRR 15 MR SR, PUSIRSS TR BUS G EECE. Hars ). w2 &
WAERNE . A& BB, TR R . A, BT RESE. RIS, AUk, BRR5%, JF
AN I FER MR R RS A BR. A, &R, RERER, SRR RALN
F, fEER A R 2 5 [8]. Go and Zhang (1997)% %4 g % I3 1 £t 5TV 9 b Fe 3k i it
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5 T 1 1) B L S S BRI R A T, e R R L 22 T, B R ASIE R RO BN LI RL
B PUSBENRAME. SRIERMEES WE KSR 5] 7). HERALE WG] 71 (R IR,
A, CUHERAGESE., MHERIEF . BURSHRE. GBI, GENS R
K55 BORRERENE . SRR G ERER . TXZEERS . WHER. SUSHRE.
BRSNS R EGRTIRRE . ERTEGNR 6 ANTTTH, BN B KRR, AR Hb s
5173 SR RIS SRS T, T N GIRCE, H 22 4 R 45 6], Hinkin et al. (1998)
SR RN A 22 K 2 i 58 73 1R AT 8 i R (Focus group) i3, 7E IR A3 43— H: 41 HE 200 Z2A4N5200
2R HE MR R TR RS TAR G, 58 50 MR, nTR9 9 ANJTTH, SRS 5
NS 224 B RGN SR, J7 M, BRI, b L4y i 2 AL
#[9]. Jaekyoon and McCleary (1999)%F X} 3E [E 1] 180 S <= @ HRIN G4, A F2 0T 5 AR Ay (6 Brr 2 Ji b £
PIVEHA], —IF 15 MERRREER: RS KL EANEENE, M el gt ZEmA. 5% 2L MEE
B AR RIEDIRE TR . SCH TR E] . MR BURMEL, JUIEER . IRSMARE. RG]
P TS BAARNMES A FaE BIEE . FRRH MU EH TG R R 7 o R 51 77 AR . B8R
12 B2 [10]. Seyhms and Curtis (2003)LL Las Vegas JA{51# I Importance-Performance Analysis 777557
Las Vegas NI 22 RITTHI IR, 20 fir oz R LRI B RTINZE RILH 28 H 21 Tisgm KR, Hrh3irh
HRMRE AR ERENE. SRERARE. UEEFSE. JUSHERL. Hhr2se
PEV HUS R REANE. B ERRE. BUTRIANE. WMlTEESAE IhiL e do RS
B, UHSSEMER M, S ETRE. RTEE. R 200G . BT GRS BT
Mzt WY Z R SRR IR [11]. Woo Gon et al. (2003)LA 75 17 [F 412> e Mk # Nt 7t
PR, BT HRTBUAE N E bR 2 e ) B2 R 3R, SR 28 22 T @, Hrp i B B LI oA 2 R

YOOt O IR AR MM REE . SR O ARG, TIUREEY) . S Stk
Wenl Jys Ay A MO )R Rl = gy, WHFCIR o b SR R SR R R R,
RASRSIE . W& 53k MRl D 5BR, sl A BAR[12].

3. M EfREEN S HaE
3.1. FMiERR G REROTE

3.1.1. TEMrERRERE AR

N T AP R ARAR 2R BE NS HER Sk [ PR 2> ik i 4 4i% 4% H AR 1R &R, R STV R R R
BN SR

B, SRRSO SR . s R B I HE R R R & 2 TN, JEEER AR TR
AT A BRAVEA T b LS — b, BEUECEN R, A RS gt 4.

B, RN BURVERA ST . SEARR REZ W, RIHOE, FR bR BT o i R
MU H bR, RO AR R BN ERIEARZ R Fh T A BB R R A — R AR bR
LRI, AR AT

=, TSR T R FR A R AT R O N A E 1 HL S TR

SEVY, FRFR AR R AN SN o L VPN A R B REAE S AR I X B B R 2 JE iR A 25 AT AT
SRl S FE I A SR A B AL U R S [13]

3.1.2. FhiEfRERERENTE
WAL LA E R G, E SCHRIE FC RO 3E Rl 08 51 2 i Al A0 LR i B2 Fg e i H BSR4 Fe b, OF
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T I S A RN U R P T AAE SR 2 R L 2N 03 (R i Wk AT R e R BG b, RS € 1 o R AL ZUE RN 4R A A
Ro BASREIRFTEDLIR A REFE S TI—HA8h5, 17 T Fqbr(L3E 2).

1) REGES S

ZRIE SIS £ B I RITRA BB &4, KRB STERERZ D, FENGEIK, 2400
A B X2 g B B D) B T B EE R, AT UL RIGIE SRS T A & 2RI S IREEH
2 R 5O WOt 15 A 1 B I AR A AR A PR R

2) A

YERBIEENEAS 2R, HARWLAE BN —= LG, FERIES & R i Lt b e oK PRRE H
PR RRA, RENRRENEHZENEERNE, AR UEEHE. WUEH . BN, i)
PP = A PPl R AR o

3) WA

W o e R E N 2 S A, T R R R IR R AR AN N S R E NS S5 E T E
FEIRZ SRS, 2 H R 51 ) ) = B RS 53, D038 R TIT IR 5 0 i e o e T e i DA 4R 28 A e ) Bl
R P R e I BREN 7)o AR SO BRI R I 1) 583 IR T I T R AR T T SAE N TR R AR

4) PAVBUERAE K

BURFAE R 5 WS BN 1) A8, X2 MV ISR . R RN I8 1 B LA BRI R 7K P R i)
FEMV B R AR o 23 el i J 7K T 72 o) o b X o I A A 22 e Ml B AR S D i A T v, RO 7 — AN L IX
W E SR T IHIAL S FEFRIL . M HBUR XS 2 MV 1A FE -5 77k A 100 A1 72 52 0] 2 Jig i m e 4% (1)
HERE, ACCABUN SR NifE. N IRGERRESE 3 R FEAE TR fabr.

5) WOEW 5171

FE BRI R H B A ] R E S R R, HEE iR DL ] IR A R R
J&, R 2 Rl i A R Xt 2 b i Ui o\ R R IR A ST, R ARHI R LA . AR5 N ST Ve 52 U
M E SR E. RRIEH%S =R NN TERRCE 2).

AR RS /RIEELEN Fabs, B RE TS T KB s R, NEHE RS ITE
iz A% o BRI sy, b EEME ATy, USRI SE eSS . &
FEbrfaie “AEEY | CROANEELY | RS | “BONEZE . “HEWEZE” 44T 1. 3. 5.
7. 9 A, HEIERITR A ENEARTFIERF R TR ERETE, FATPHEES, SR
(RVAERT B RO SR AR T A3 o I A REORE R B FX MR WAL, 22 m KA, UL
EILHE AR RN, PR RO S, — SR . A SO S B bR R M VEN PR AR R R M S AT T
it Hh —Z 480 My (Fon T X B AR B LA V; GRoR B IR W B I 3 s, &
FRWEPER S, —%38hnE QIR0 M BIRT 7, R rikiEbr ) =2 G RN TR EL
B RER, V38N T 025, BHRBEIWEN—H. XE5ERIERSGE SRR G HE VI R(ILE 3).
4. EFSRAAPEF B
4.1. 158 AHP 753400

EHIZZE S K A.L. Saaty T AL 70 AR H )2 K 5 BT (Analytical Hierarchy Process, fij#% AHP
TE), —MEM S e B ERRE T TE . R — MG SR B2k RGPk B4k B A A
HEMAPIRE. BHXM I, REE ISR % 0 B S TR RS TR, &R R T
A AP EE ORI 55, AT DAAS AN R 7 SRR, Dl fE )7 R IR B AR o (H AR AEASKE 1 A J= 2
%, BB, HSR e R A AR R, TR U R B I v PN PR AR A E 58S . HLI
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Table 2. Evaluation index system of international exhibition site selection

% 2. EfRs RIENNTNIEIRE R

B bR 2> R i bk VAN FE bR i &R

b X — R X
ARG AR U % 5 A
HIFRIRI R (B2) SRS, TUERIR R
KRAWSYUSAD - ReRAFGUS — LRI BV, W B, BRI, T
i BB (B3) S
RKREBY)  SRARUEREORK. R R
SHBFBS)  SEEERIORENEE G, AR
L BUERNBE) RO
B h(A2) k] -
S BOMEBT) SRR
SHIBS) e TR A P
EREBY) A AR
SR ATFF(AS) REAIRTD mteae0)  ALERENES, W G KT
AHAEBL) A% AR EREAOE R
BONKHE®BI) MBS AL T
e e
PRI PSR e RBI3)  BA RIS A A S
NJIRF(B14) RN ZL AT

B ASCRIEFHIRB1S) bR B RA MR HARPR L, Wik, ARG
W51 5w

MW 5] F1(AS) e A% (B16) LM RIS R AF . AR
PRIR(BLT) ZH5WEIRR WBR, TiFk TR R % 3 (1 8 )

Table 3. Concentration degree M;and variation coefficient V; of the first-level indicators

3. —RIEHETRE MFIERRER Y,

I RAR L AN S

— i dahR M \Y
LIRSS WUEAL 8.73 0.202269
WA H(A2) 8.02 0.198390
IHTHEI(A3) 7.55 0.227742
P BURAUK JEIKF(A4) 8.10 0.188463
M 5] F1(AS) 7.18 0.200486

KB & T — Al L, TSR B YE SCRA A ENE, Kk, ¥ AHP Wiy S8 RIBMIPA 5
AR AT RO 1 ) R 3 AT A R T, SRAN AHP 73 Wik JC I3 oRASORA 12 170 P ik o

4.2. 8 AHP 53E093+E

1) HSJRG A
LA AHP 23 ik 92, MRS A [ PR o R PPN SR AR LR A A, R i 45 BT PR 2R 8] P
Wt B, MR RS N ISR, 2R N FESEEE, MMEE, PUVEE, WOVEE, AXEE,
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PR T 1,3,5,7,9 AME, AT PIAHARE SRR, 30T 2, 4, 6, 8 4, LAIRAS L 506 1 R & [A)AH
ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ&%%&,ULi&ﬁwﬁﬁﬁo
2) LR I B W R
G FIWTHFE A = [0, 08— IERIHERE, SNBORIRE S 7R 1 SO0 19 7 D8] 3% o B A2 FE BV OO 1k, DA
AR A = [ RBEAE ST RKE N, QAT SO E 2 R A
A:hLA:ﬁWEﬂﬁ@
8y :(lij mu“u)
3) BHiAdES
KA JUT-FECREE G TR BN, BEAXWT
( *a 2% )l/n

%:ﬁ%Eﬁﬁ%*%iﬂﬁjﬁ%:%ﬁﬁﬁ

a;N: TR N X i DVPARERIR PR AR P L EE

4) TR E

BRI E [F] Satty JT 4 FRFAE 7] 2 (Eigenvector),  ASHIFFEX ORI R 75577 12K 81 1) &2 LA ~F
PRERHEAT o SR LI B mT A5 B 15 SRR M AOBOBIR R A, S R B AL H

= (éil kA, ke, )l/n

e ARSI LT
wiz B IE B RE R h A — 21 RO A AH
5) BRIt
RIS BTG SR AR IR, L AUAT AL, ABFFCRA = MBI A, RS TR
HIEBIAN RN R T o
DF; =(a+b+c)/3

as bs c: SR =SABIECP R R IREG) s TAEmy) A1 ERR (uy)

6) 1IE)H1k

AWBAREEZEM S SR R, I8 RIS E AT IE L.
=D@/ZD@

7) JEGHB

ZHARRL R, ARG RAHR TR ZE i D EENEOBE N, 258 i D EERR TR
APEARETERABUE Ny, WER BRI HAR 26— 258 ) AV TR bR iR R, WA AUHEAT 25 R K
NW, = NW, * NW,

4.3. ERRNENTRE

AHIF TR 0] 8 2 1 7 IR R A E e 515 B, 80 B bR & R A B e & BN A A
FXG, Wi B-mail B KIERE WEREEXSS5HE, AR EZEERSE 40 4, FEUCER0R
21, BICH RN 52.5% (£ 4).
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Table 4. Questionnaire basic situation

= 4. BIEERER

FITLE AL FEAHL Bl Bl Es
[EBrsx et 22 (ICCA) 5 3 60%

[ prgs g O Hp 22 (ATPC) 3 2 66.7%
brex ek A2 (MPI) 4 2 50%
Bl £ B (UTA) 4 3 75%

K e 4% g 2 (APECC) 3 1 33.3%
WK E B2 (VMA) 4 3 75%
br2x i il JRi b2 (TACVB) 4 2 50%
TEHH 22 e )R Hr 23 (AACVB) 5 2 40%
S i Wk T4 (AUMA) 3 1 33.3%
B Ji S Ik B3 (UFT) 5 2 40%

4.3.1. ZEEERNEES R

1) — AR E 5 HT

3 5 ATRUZHITAL G4 — AR RIS, AL SHET S, BT 7 3 i S
F1E(0.332) 237 KUK (0.324) £8P\ & FE(0.137) WG 51 7(0.120) 1 S ASTE 27(0.087) . 73445 B 5
Al RS S A B o E B 2 RGBT A, GRS U, —HRCEE A THE ] 0.656, #tHE bras
JEFRAE, BR T 54 AR IR A B A% s T T2 2 e AN, N BRI S SH N A, D
FEZH AU R BA RS S S # BEMRE . ML O BATE S 5> S DU LA E A, AR
JE R Ay 2 e 2L 2R3 5 A SR AT A — S oz R RS [ 45 0, TR, 7EAR 2 A i A 3% 22 /0 I MR AR ATk
Fiab, A T RS RN AT FE I B A By B A e I kiR, R 2 F (38 o A 5 2 g 26 Ipids
JEE A o

Table 5. Weights of first-level indicators in site selection and evaluation of international convention and exhibition tourism

= 5. Efrs RiFEUNTN —RISFFVE

— R RIT E Eldaz CI{H CR 18
3 R ARUE 0.324 2
FRAAE T 0.087 5

AR 0.332 1 0.019 0.022
SRR 0.137 3
M 51 71 0.120 4

2) “RARAALE AT

MFZ 6 AT R AR AR A FIHE S, X AT A Bl R A ATE AT M R R U, RO EE L 4R bR
BN KIS, B, S RIERAR T, 5& Rl &G E L 0.468, Fon T 5T MIN 2
JE VIt B A (NSRRI 22 50 WA BT = B0 X S 0 2 R I T g e K, RBEAG /NI 224 A 2
FERERR A2 BB ,  DR OIS VR A AR B A R0t 1 45 PRI 7 A AR A BT A, TR A O B 20U T 2
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il
i
=

Sp KA RE AP B Tt 8L 46 1A i A

FESRATE TR T, AW 5 RN 0.426, BONEEFTEM, EEPRRES, KEDH5SSH B
WEENT S B Al TR, MAMETRS 5ok, Bk, s stovira 9 miH e 2 B 5 A
HEBIIE , #5000, SOBIBR RS E oy AR S & R T S A E B R, 1A
TOHET [ P R 2SI 18] 5 2 e TR W REAE 23t 3, RIG B e i BT 3R, (BT SL G5 RO, 2
W BT ALY 0.062 Nk, HENREANS S HNEZRREZS 528K, WA REANE
LI P i v IR LT A

SERHBIALE Y 0.398, NI i EERIR, 20 KRB ERR R, F— RN Rt b T
MINEE, DI IR RE R, 2 b 0 S At 5t A RO 75 BE 70 7 AL 5K, T e it st it A st 14 76 5 B
A BT A S et s R SE S 05 TR ST T RN AT E N X 2 i Pt ) 32 40t e 31 B s 1 ]

SRR RS2 T AR 55 H RERLUEE 0.466, 23RS N AR B, 8 5 AORITFE o — B2 M2 B Y
TiH, fEREEIPIE, DI IRSS N G BN, BUIRSS R R, B AR 55 (M 82 73
AR, AIBNE, SONPE. R RORMMEE AR, MR IR TS, BRGNS R S5
H5ZRHHMBNE, TREEENRSHRE, NSRS SRS N RRIRS R, skf %8S
REFORZHIIRST, AR IR 55 BRI SR A 3

FERDEW S 1, AR ROR, fEX RN, 52 AT REREA 10 Ao B AT ZHHE Jhdt 1T 0
RN, SRR K FERIRUNIREGREHNEE, BELRESHERTSES
RIS B, SR AR AT R AERIRREFEHNIIAFEE.

Table 6. Weights of secondary indicators in site selection and evaluation of international convention and exhibition tourism (1)

7 6. EFFRRIRHELITMN ZRIBFFNEQ)

— i dahR Y dRbR REEME Hr CL1E CR {8
A &= (B1) 0.209 2

235 U HEAFILG) o1 ‘ 0.032 0.035
Wit 5% (B3) 0.468 1
BT = (B4) 0.179 3
A2 %% H (BS) 0.426 1

FATE 2 PP E) 032 ? 0.051 0.056
FRINHE(BT) 0.180 3
M (BS) 0.062 4
FAli B (BY) 0.398 1

BTN W R (B10) 0.300 3 0.020 0.034
Al PEBLD 0.302 2
BUNSZHR(B12) 0.327 2

SRR R AR5 N A K= (B13) 0.207 3 0.052 0.089
k%5 R (B14) 0.466 1
HAR. NSRBI (B15) 0.321 1

MG 51 B (B16) 0.547 2 0.042 0.072
IRR(B17) 0.132 3
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Table 7. Weights of secondary indicators in site selection and evaluation of international convention and exhibition tourism (2)

= 7. EfFRRIRHHELTMN ZRIBFFNE(Q2)

TR ARIT RHIEME Eldaz TRIRKR FFIEAE Elda g
Wit % (B3) 0.15163 1 BUNZ1%(B12) 0.04480 10
BRI (BY) 0.13216 2 B AR JEBLS) 0.03852 11
AHEAHEBLL) 0.10006 3 228 % F(BS) 0.03706 12
YR 5(B10) 0.09960 4 45 N 3R (B13) 0.02836 13
25 [ R E(B1) 0.06772 5 U A (B6) 0.02801 14

S fE(B16) 0.06564 6 BIR(BLT) 0.01584 15
K42 (B14) 0.06384 7 BN (BT) 0.01566 16
BT E(BS) 0.05780 8 L (BS) 0.00540 17

EHFEIE(B2) 0.04665 9 CR 1A 0.0409

7 5. £ 6 M%7 LEL, HFK C. R/ANT 0.1, HRYE Satty (IHF7, C. RAE/NT 0.1 K, 2%
DR FF A — SRR IO TR, ] A 1R 240 Ui o 1) AR — B A T DA 2 I
5. 4518

HCL ATl WL, 2 AL R0 [ B 2 R Ak 0k H ML EAT VPO . L3RI, Sem IR R 2 051
(), (EEZMAFEEEA —:

1) —FAabrik R, IRATHE AN 2 R SO X B2 Jie 2 Ip e ik S min s ok, AL EIAE 0.3 LA
L PE IR A 0.656, T, AR AR E PR Ry, 75 E R aR i e, G R AT
YR T RAN O I S RO B, T B S R RS A A LB, RGPS AU, AR AE T &
JEr v B IE S v as AR AIE

2) TR AEARIRRT, BB AR, FTHEAVE. SRS B RSE AR SRR R ET 5
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