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Abstract

Against the backdrop of digital economy driving industrial transformation, the informatization of
e-commerce enterprises has become the core path to break through efficiency bottlenecks and re-
construct competitive advantages. This article is based on panel data of A-share e-commerce listed
companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen from 2014 to 2023. Using the mediation effect model and
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heterogeneity analysis method, it systematically explores the impact mechanism of informatization
on labor productivity. Research has found that informatization significantly improves labor produc-
tivity in enterprises, and e-commerce enterprise informatization promotes the growth of labor out-
put benefits and enhances labor productivity by improving employee quality and strengthening hu-
man resource quality. At the same time, the impact of enterprise informatization on labor produc-
tivity varies among enterprises in different regions and industries. The research conclusion of this
article enriches the theoretical research on the correlation mechanism between enterprise in-
formatization and labor productivity, and provides guidance for e-commerce enterprises to break
through efficiency bottlenecks and build competitive advantages in the digital economy era. At the
same time, it also provides empirical evidence for government departments to support the devel-
opment of enterprise informatization.
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Al 57 3 AR 7 SR TR IR RCR I O i bs, ERIRTIRERE AR RARIEAZ TR RE KK
BESCHE[L] . JUHAE AT W, BRI 738 S S5 B3 SR I PRGBS AR, L4557 30 A2 2 oA Al R ]
AL TEA . SEBLREAE 2. U T A A% T 2T, R R Al 3 e A A v 5 AR 14 B i
PR [ /g, TR AT WA AR W b LA R s, T T AR BRI 2 (IR O, iR T
MEARGE O SRR . AR RT, SbE ST R R R A, IR TR
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PR RIPCASR Bt 1 BOR T 1] 5 SE B AR . DRI, HL R kAT S A T2 57 S A A A i R 2R
HOBEMR T A TR PSRRI, IERZI SO kA5 B 557 37 1R 2 18 i N EBR R

R ST, ASON R RS b 5 AL 55 3 A2 SAH ST FC I sk v] fe(E T LR JLAN I i : 26—,
U SCHR 2 AR G2 B R, e A L 57 ah 2B 7 SR i B i, (B T 15 SR R X — A%
AN TF BN AR R BT TR AL O AR AL A, R T kAR B REVEA 4EE . S, H
A AT 828 SO Ak A5 2 AL e A AT TR IE,  (EG X T Al A A K R E I A F e RKHR 70 =)
BRAEANV G [2] . b E 315507, S N S B S 573 A R &, AR TEEMAS
TN R RIS, Al ST B A AR I RKIR IR S . ORI IR T AR Ak, R
VAR N TR S AR LR L G I SRR, RFE T BoREM T gim i, A5 BN
AMLEERBE iz & 8eR, FRZHE T S B RNt 8=, B BE M= madsE,
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R[4]o A7 BN AL BT AR R (A% Ol B, REW IS BORWEA BB LA A2 7 iRE . 5 AL ot 4K
R, NAFRERMEE L RBORSCRE, WS ol 35 s 4 = 2 7= AL AL kR FH[5]. LA FF R, &
R TRUCREIE . AN TR RESIESE, R MR, AL e B, e ML E 37
K, WINAAFHER NI, Gt A P B A AR, B PR IUR S8 8 AR, HiGRTH AL
55 BN TRV AR o R TR R A &, (5 B Vi ok % 7 BT B . T AR EE A S ik RGEAERTR,
BE AR HEI 1 98 B, PR PERE #, RN PO SE BT AL, NI A X
PGP LIRS EE . SR ANE &, SAHEs b7 s A R i3I seoh, B b e gt
—Rl, FEEUACGRBARTRIR AN, HRXHNRIMREZEE, Hisid g mA 257> 6
HEB) olk = S AU 22 56 52 ) B s AR A, A SR A A I FR R 55 H, SR 54
HIpFE RS, AT SR AL G A A AR T 5o Ak, $RHH B R

H1: R AL AR S AT Aol 55 3 A 7 2 B B AR

BBt A, R AA VR RR A S HEOR R AR, o P IR B R Al x B HoR (1
WAL RE T 5 BIH™ R, IOV AR BN 5 557 SR REIR T I S Aty . AR 1 AR S5[6]
MIBEIL, BEA FELIRE SR A R GE I 2 M, ARBEAE ALK B R ST 2hIZ D AR AN, R AL
Pt SRS B R B AL T RGN, el AT xR RE o8 TR AR i 4r[7], AT HESD 55
BN IECREA R FF BT G BT, R AL 5N e G il 2R 8 OB SR Bl D S TR, 7 AOBUE %4
ot SIROUACRE I m s I B L, IESREOR S SRR B ALY BT 7 TR R . (5 Bk
LB RIS UIT & . AR B R G5 LR T BN TR 5 2 1) R PR, S8 53 T R A% B IR SR IR R ) R
ke, It THRAEERCYE, B TRE . XA RIS, AR Ik BE A8 A BOR PRI AL
Ferh, [P SEEL THRREMIZhATE R SEH, B AREOAR QR 5 AN IR aedR T RAE 5l flhn,
/REENIE ERP RGBS R BROENIGE, Il DG il T AR T I T 37 M 7, 3R — e RO o B RE B 0 R 4t
WHRIE S, B TR R ESORVE A OB EI[6]. tHubml 43, flkAs B AL e %A Bl X
TRERBAA TR, B AT R, bt dbsoR . FREEAL, HEsh4ll 55 2™ 1 AR R
Tho BT, 3R BT RBEG

H2: HL b A5 B A I 5 e 03 TR et Al 55 sh 28 7 4= T

3. st
31 HAMENBERE

AT 2014~2023 HY R A B BT A E R R R AV AR ORI SRS, B H R Al S e AR
[RIENG A HL 7 25 M AR R R R SR AR BEAT e 4% IR AR, ASCAIBR ATl ST AN PT 4l A
LRSI AN, X T 0 B SRRAEA R I EHMEVE AN T, JEXT T ESE AT R BT 1% 99%HH) 45 Ak
Bo ASCrp b 55 Sl 3 2Ok B E R 2B R, LA R SR

32 BEIERRRE

321 WEBTE

Al 35 B A P 5 (Labor) . % T Ak 57 s A = R T 5 3K, BUA B 7 2 s [8] (O]t by 2 b
X\ AT B MY E e 5 MO N BRI LU S RIEAT I, 2kl AT BB 5578 1A
BRI . (H X — NG 5522 2 (100 T S 5 LA PR gt Al 57 Bl A 72 28 B SRR T 57 3 3 SEBR i 18
B . HR BT, 5584 PR R AR R 55 B s A AE PR VORI A A AR AR B, R E TR DA
BT 55 B I SRR B B O R AR . AT RIR N AR = In 1+ (BUURE + B
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322 MBRTE

VS BAL(IT) . AMEAE BALK T, &% EFENIL]. F2B[121/00E A, 3G B n
o M T A RIS RS BHE R R G R A 5 “IHENL. TR BdRRE . AaRg. B
B” M=, DO S A0 AR AR REAE NG BHARBE AR T M b 1li 2 =) W 454 o B o R
FHEERITIE AL “BME. BRE. BRTA. RY. BdE. B, B RSTET MR, X
U BRI AR R E S BEARERE . B 75 SRR, (5 BHE AR08 15 BHARIEH,
DRN B — 1A R AR A B T B3 R [13], BRI, A SRS BB AR BE 3 S 5% 2 FE
BEARREE, 5 EHARR G 1M 7R S BRI 5 5 e 5P R %P E R R A LA .

323 FNEE

ALTEI(SQ)s ALBINRTHRIFNENZOHFRN LR, WREMmERAA S, Bd7En
TR AL I FEAE R LA B2 5 5 TN A TR B A, AR PR BRI T 5 2 IR A E B 455 3 77 o
FORE T RS, 00 TRT S i T il N T B A R 2

3.24. ITHITE

oML S5 B AE PR R RN E 2, N EE S BAKT . BT RRS M= R MK R,
MR AR BT, 4G HETTAERIA SR, A SCERRUT B P (Growth) . 28— KM AR i LL A5l
(Topl). {eMkHiAH (Size)s F=RUIE)H (State). BIHRA—(Dual). F37 % & E(Ind). %577 i (Lev). %=
[l % (ROA) kA FH AL At J1(CSBC). mh¥t ZR(KZ)E Atshl A g, S HAw X 1.

Table 1. Table of main variables
#z1 FETEXR

A & X 3= WIRrS
Labor b 57 By R A In[1+ (BHCEAN + B ANE + HRTH e A/ 5 TR
IT MNIZENSY A FRERI B S E B TC I B R R R A LB
SQ RTHEMR F 5T AR B DL 22 7 0 TN 08 TS B0t A
Growth B KL FEE I 2 5 ARFEENIIN I LA
Topl 5 — RIB AR R i L ol S — R AR R AR 5 SR LB
Size Al A AR T B AR X 5
State PR i 0: EEAMN, 1. EHEAM
Dual PERE— HABSEFKENHE, BNL BHNO
Ind GV e A= M7 S NS e N LA
Lev B A iR TR A B A L
ROA BE ER R A S5 AR S B (W EE
CSBC TV AS FH Rl B R D ALl AT 5 4 B RN IR EE AR
KZ Al 2 TR CSMAR H4#8 B 1 I b % 290 KZ 3
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3.3. REWE
NIGAUERZ RS H, A SR ] g SRR, o M s R Al A5 B A 5 55 8l A P R SR AR . L
FEHAT I SR, RANE BN S 573 AR R R K &
Labor,, = &, + S,IT,, + 7, 2_ Controls; , + Industry; + Date; + ¢, 1
NV RLIAR H2, AT AR (2), FIN 7 TR B E AR R A &, Bl E R
NG 5 TR BN AERER.
SQ.; = + BT+, Controls; , + Industry; + Date; +¢,, (2
DR B R A ML B A RO IR AT, AR SR S 85 4 7 R AR (3) ARG 36 B2 T3 R T P % 3
H AR B R R A A B AR b 57 B AL P AR A AL, R ST IR AL ¥ S Ak 57 B
A IR AR
Labor,, = &, + B,IT;, + 3,5Q;, +7, >, Controls; , + Industry; + Date; +¢, (3)
Hor, i AT, N, Industry, AT ML E RN, Date; JEEA7 [ E RN .
4. SEUESTHR
4.1 RS

e 2 ATk AR AR B 97 B AR 77 R (Labor) BME N 11,5, ARdEZEN 1.004, HdE oA Hxt &, HAHE
AV A AEAE — 52 25 5, R A o B R B B AL B T TR . O R AR E AL AE Bk
(IT)$3E y 0.049, Fr#EZEN 0.117, f/MEN 0, Fhor A E BN, ZE ARG B AKCFERIR, X
AN BN S, AR 3 BAT I AR E . /AR B L TR R (SQ)IAME A 0.022, FrifiZE 0.027,
H/MEN 0, B KME R 0.2330 BRI H oA, RP\ZHESIIT @SR BRAAWESEAL, Hk
A IE I N A SR SEEL T R TR R SR . Fofth s AR SRR S BE A SCHERAEAL, AT SIS
Mo LR e s 1 .

Table 2. Table of descriptive statistics

=2 fRMgItR

A SRS WA Pt i 22 B/ME S ONI
Labor 4402 115 1.004 8.164 14.294
IT 4402 0.049 0.117 0 0.893
SQ 4402 0.022 0.027 0 0.233
Topl 4402 35.392 147 8.06 81.17
Lev 4402 0.404 0.16 0.054 0.886
Growth 4402 0.108 0.205 -0.35 1.97
ROA 4402 0.043 0.062 -0.451 0.294
Size 4402 22.347 0.986 20.02 25.96
State 4402 0.269 0.444 0 1
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Bk
Dual 4402 0.345 0.476 0 1
Ind 4402 0.38 0.056 0.3 0.6
CSBC 4402 0.267 0.25 0.005 0.702
KZ 4402 0.522 2.347 -7.177 6.658
4.2. XS

N T AT B A7 R %0 AR 2 (B YTV R, e Serh A RN R B R it ak mil, A SO AR
BEAT TARSRME M . W0 3 Fraw, Al As BAL(IT) 555 3 427 2% (Labor) &t 3 IEAHOG, AR R HEAE 1%097K
VR FENIE, YIPRAE T BB b A 7= AR T o FLAt A2 8 A O¢ R B A AE A B X (]
Z W, AR AT R

Table 3. Table of correlation analysis

3. EXMIR

Variables (1) @ ® 4 ®) G ™ ®) 9) (10) (1) 12
(1) Labor 1

@17 0.040™" 1

(3) Growth  0.091™  0.02 1

(4)Topl 0107 -0.047"" -0.001 1

(5) Kz —-0.296™" 0.060™" -0.203"" —0.182"" 1

(6) Size 0.197"" -0.061"" 0.068™" 0.069"" 0.037" 1

(7)CsSBC  —-0.018 -0.061"" -0.024" 0.028" -0.012 -0.131"" 1

(8) State 0.028" -0.073"™ -0.106™ 0.097™" 0.124™ 0.212™" 0.081™" 1

(9) Dual -0.038™ 0.021 0.060™" 0.001 -0.071"" -0.099™" -0.058"" -0.297"" 1

(10) Ind 0009 -0.012 -0.003 0.097"" -0.023 -0.078™" -0.024 -0.028" 0.117"" 1

(11) Lev  —-0.150"" -0.025" 0.016 —0.052"" 0.444™ 0.363™" -0.053"" 0.140™" -0.112"" -0.050"" 1
(12)ROA  0.350™ -0.068™ 0.251"" 0.160™" -0.509"" 0.059™ -0.013 -0.072"" 0.017 -0.012 -0.218"™ 1

M T TR R RTE 1%, 5% 10%7K S B .

4.3. B354

HH 4 ZIQ) I EAZE R BoR,  AE BAL(IT) XS 55 80 4 7™ # (Labor) (IAH K R ¥ 0.639 HAE 1%7K-
R XSS RIGE T R L AE B AL RERS AL B AL 57 B AR PR R A ORI . B ()RR (S B AR R T
FI(SQ)HIFEm, 45 R EIR RECN 0.044 FHTE 1%/KF FEZE . X—4RFEER T, MEE g
TR N R B R TR R (R A B AR IE A T, $ Ak 57 B AR . BIE)K 1T 5 SQ
FIRFINEE, 25 BRI R, R 3 Bor, ®BEeE BB R RAA TR, =
RTHER, SRS A2,

4.4. REMKEE

441 BHWEERTE
R RAERRICA BT, KEHFEMH R T AW HEES AT R, K E R 1656
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ASCAE RV ) “ 57 57 7 R BT R L7 i A 4, Bk E N 5 3 TR B e . i
5501 (2) QEA i, MR TR E R RVRIE AR, MkE e
XAk B A AR A ELERNAR L R A S R ECE R, kT L, =3 ISR R ATV AR AT RS T

Table 4. Mediation effects test table

F= 4 PAYREIER

()

@ @)
VARIABLES Labor SQ Labor
IT 0.639™" 0.044™ 0.281™
(4.78) (7.11) (2.21)
Topl 0.001 -0.000 0.001
(1.44) (-0.01) (1.52)
Lev -0.779"™" -0.014™" -0.667""
(-7.30) (-4.19) (-6.46)
Growth 0.107 0.004™ 0.074
(1.51) (2.20) (1.08)
ROA 4,037 0.011 3.946™"
(10.64) (1.32) (10.60)
Size 0.230™" 0.001™ 0.221™"
(14.72) (2.29) (14.54)
State 0.107™ 0.002™ 0.090™"
(3.03) (2.37) (2.61)
Dual -0.093™" —-0.002™" -0.078™"
(-3.14) (-2.17) (-2.69)
Ind 15.090" —0.165 16.441"
(1.85) (-1.17) (1.98)
CSBC —0.049 —-0.005"" —0.004
(-0.90) (-3.36) (-0.07)
Kz -0.059"" 0.001"* -0.066™"
(-7.98) (3.45) (-9.27)
SQ 8.191"
(15.64)
Constant 1.175 0.029 0.941
(0.48) (0.65) (0.38)
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17k ] il il
Fr Etil ekl ekl
Observations 4402 4402 4402
R-squared 0.235 0.074 0.279

VE: L TR IR IRAE 1%, 5%F1 10%/K T E B

4.4.2. FHIEXEL

15 BRSNS N FT AT R AR F 75 4 D3 3G il S B 5 vl 78 40 B, (RIS
RONL, AT SN G — IR AT RS . A, KRR R (TS — I, AR A e A
A E(SQ), MMTHERR “ 43153 T &R 4 0I0E BAL” M AR AR . k(s BALBEN TR & AR
E. AGUERS R, AR R IA BT A T A S — A0 AR AR B (1) S5k 35 1 1 0 ol
BAR R (SQ), AIHHEMIE BAL A e, BT RFURTHE G, SRR M.

M7 5 3(4)SEiEgs R, WE — M5 BALTEEO0 57 30 77 ARCR A 6 R ECh 0.725, HAE 1%%5it
KT L RERNIE, W A BT A 7 SR RIS LA Rl RBURRIE, S R R
WIS B R4, FI(B)R M, WEIUE BTSSR TR A IRRE 1% 5 E VI IE m oS, 51(6)
FHMN PN B 5 OB A B B R R AT, TP N DTk R S S MEA R (R — 5, EDE T R
A A A B R B e A A R TR 5 s A P AR T X — A S R AR e M. BkAh, PR Ry
FIEAR R AE M, RIS R NIIE T E RN MRt Sy lE (5 B AR R e Ak
K, MR GE S IR T B R A LI

Table 5. Table of robustness tests

5. REMHRER

@) ) @) 4) (®) (6)
B iR A i Je 88
VARIABLES Labor SQ Labor Labor SQ Labor
IT 0.643™" 0.044™* 0.315" 0.725™" 0.043™ 0.393™"
(3.40) (7.11) (1.67) (5.11) (6.39) (2.89)
Topl -0.001 -0.000 -0.001 0.001 0.000 0.001
(-0.71) (-0.01) (-0.73) (1.02) (0.27) (1.00)
Lev 0.649™" -0.014™ 0.752"" -0.716™" -0.015™" -0.600™"
(6.03) (-4.19) (7.19) (-5.88) (—4.00) (-5.08)
Growth 0.130" 0.004™ 0.100 0.060 0.006™" 0.016
(1.69) (2.20) (1.34) (0.81) (2.63) (0.22)
ROA 1.379™ 0.011 1.296™" 3.758™" 0.014 3.652""
(5.04) (1.32) (4.90) (9.43) (1.43) (9.38)

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.1482524 326 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.1482524

i

Size 0.212"* 0.001* 0.204"* 0.228"" 0.001* 0.218""
(13.94) (2.29) (13.53) (13.71) (2.27) (13.50)
State 0.217**" 0.002* 0.201* 0.100*" 0.002* 0.084™
(6.13) (2.37) (5.83) (2.65) (2.17) (2.28)
Dual —0.044 -0.002" -0.030 -0.101™ -0.002" -0.088™"
(-1.57) (-2.17) (-1.09) (-3.10) (-1.72) (-2.77)
Ind 9.185" -0.165 10.423" 14.750" -0.147 15.892"
(1.74) (-1.17) (1.94) (1.70) (-0.96) (1.80)
CSBC —0.536™" —0.005"*" —0.495"" —0.066 —0.006""" —0.019
(-10.12) (-3.36) (-9.45) (-1.10) (-3.20) (-0.33)
Kz 0.033** 0.001"** 0.027" -0.064™" 0.001"** -0.072™
(4.52) (3.45) (3.76) (-7.66) (3.51) (-8.94)
SQ 7.504™* 7.780""
(10.45) (14.04)
Constant 5.173"" 0.029 4.958"" 2.491 0.041 2.175
(3.17) (0.65) (3.00) (0.95) (0.86) (0.82)
G4 Etil il Pl P Pl Pt
oy P il | Pt il Pt
Observations 4402 4402 4402 3745 3745 3745
R-squared 0.176 0.074 0.217 0.226 0.072 0.267

E: UL TR BIERIRTE 1% 5%F1 10%7KF R

4.4.3. Bootstrap /T RIS

DR NEGAIE 53 L3 DA HL T AR B A Y 5 20 7 3R R T 2 ] R A% LR, ASHIE 78K F Bootstrap 2
BEAT A RN AT SR o 2T 1000 (XE BRI GE T o Hr 4 SR AN 6 R, AV AR B R XS 55 B AL A
A0 A5 X ) 58 AR AR, BN B X IR 0, Ui A A ROSE e Sr. oA 58 4 /e &R . 1%
S5 RAE 95% B G N EAGHREE, R R TR THE S B BN 1) A2 77 R A 1) B A 3%
12, NHTSCERHESR SR A 1 AR A SHIE SO

Table 6. Table of Bootstrap mediation effect test
%% 6. Bootstrap AR AT R

BEIEXH(95%)

RS z P>(Z|
TRR LR
g3 e 2.81 0.005 0.0498917 0.279689
BN 0.35 0.726 -0.2264837 0.324945
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45. RERMYDH

451 EFHXHFRERE

FH X FE DT RIBFEE - Bzt & A5 B A KPS 7 AP /R B X2 5, X PR AN P4y ]
e T BT B AGFE T 57 s AL 7= SR R A L) 2002 () S v . BRI S, 2RSSV X 5 PR Py
i 1 DX FLID DO A B 7 2 . B R OR BV I SR 5 T 1 25 R, R REXT DX I 5 B AR P R e A e
WAER . BRI, RSO FEA A BT AE H DX K 43 S 2 38 1l DR Hh G S X, 3R 4T b X S 1A 56

B4 7 FU(1) (2)%5F I 19 A5 fs X A5 B AL A [ET UH R E0Ch 0.650 HL7E 1% /KPR X — 4 R &4
P DX IR B e 3 . FR B A B SEARE . AR X BT A R TR AR, AT e B e
B S, wEndERE M. FE MO RIES, ARG B RG mAUEAT RN, EER
M F AT ARG KERFHARAA SOV ER, B ol [FHER AR R A4 E, ©
5 B P S5 S e m e, AL BHRACE . $RTHEE 2R, R R sh A e e T, e
PEHSHLIX (1) REON 0.400, il AWEE. —J7 T, a3 o X A S B i i A FS 4% 7 o
SO HE R AR, RENEEARFEIE . R CR, m SRR ER s S
Jith, BFEFHRANA G, G BB R AR L . NAERE T, MR RIS
AN 55 B A P R IR ke, S EUE BAGR AR RO R T B

Table 7. Table of heterogeneity test
7. RERMEER

1 &) 3) 4)
Labor Labor
VARIABLES HR G A X FRIBHLIX e B ARBER PEREEER
IT 0.400 0.650™" 0.894™ 0.142
(1.27) (4.44) (4.95) (0.75)
Topl 0.001 0.001 0.002" 0.000
(0.36) (0.91) (2.13) (0.08)
Lev -1.020™" —0.660™" -0.511™ —0.660™"
(-5.24) (-5.11) (-3.63) (-3.69)
Growth -0.107 0.167" 0.147 -0.038
(-0.75) (2.01) (1.65) (-0.33)
ROA 4.672" 3.945™ 4.994™ 3.314™
(6.22) (8.97) (8.87) (6.14)
Size 0.170™ 0.246™" 0.222" 0.218™"
(5.86) (13.09) (11.76) (7.95)
State 0.052 0.166™" 0.107" 0.080
(0.92) (3.58) (2.44) (1.31)

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.1482524 328 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.1482524

i

B3k
Dual —0.163™" -0.066" —0.032 -0.164™"
(-2.73) (~1.90) (-0.93) (-2.87)
Ind 29.116™ 7.834 3.334 27.467
(2.41) (0.74) (0.35) (2.36)
CSBC —-0.129 0.048 —0.228™" —0.004
(-1.41) (0.68) (-3.35) (-0.04)
Kz —0.065™" —0.059"" —0.052"" -0.086™"
(~4.25) (-6.91) (-5.62) (-6.38)
Constant —0.895 2.876 4.664 -3.123
(-0.24) (0.90) (1.62) (-0.79)
(4 il £t il il
Fr il il £t il
Observations 1314 3088 2972 1430
R-squared 0.289 0.229 0.278 0.225
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MEAE BALI [ENE 240 0.894 1 HAE 1%HI/KF LIEREE . R ZE P TRRERS . 2 THliES5E
B, BB EENE, WERET IR RIAE. &/ isE SUENEEEEma, 58 kAR eI
FeH R SR Blln, J@ i KERE o b o PO Y Sk s, AR RIS S S A, Wb
NSET AN 2 0k . BEA7 R R ST MR, $ETHRAL AP e, A R ik 55 B A 7 R 4
K, #imfE BRAENUR B E . WABER M RECH 0142, GiAREE, T REH LA & B K E 3h
W%, WRMBLGE . YT, WA ifE R 4 BA E G, 15 B BoE FiEmE KR~ bR 5E
AR, WG AR B A SRR R . [N, BEEPEE T, Ao AR T i R
FRERL TS, (5 RIS B A P AR T 4 SRR 22 01120, UG BT 57 30 A 2 5 1R Rg 1R F
KA wI.

5. MRGEIRLSEN
5.1. Wtghig

AWFFE LA 2014~2023 SE IR A BT BT VOAREAR, RGBS 7 E BN 55 3 A4 5
BUI S A AT BR A . SRUESSSRRHT, AR A AR BALK T 3T B 3 (et 1 05 s F I8, [, (5 24k
TP BRSNS 3 52 v 55 3 A B ML, ARSI SR 1 AL BRI B RE ) 5 T NOE R, R
il A5 B A I 1 N R b R AR SR A AL S SIS B AR P R BRAT ) B R B )
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BB R R, R TR A B 57 s AR R i A it AR . WEACRY, AR
AV AE B S AR R % B = 2 IR R R A HAE IR S F B, BRI TR TN
WA RS QU HE S, MNP AT FRCERSE . 1X— KR T xSRI EE A N 77 5 I
REHEA P R AL IO S8, I BRI R AR HORZARE I B A, D lk il e (5 B A
f, RTE ST B AR A T BRI

AR FL TR B AL LUR T3 BARJRI, AU 1 0y G it A R ik 55 3 A 7=
THOBOWEAR, Rk ARG A R P BRI R 5 NS R FIR AL . ESEERZ 10, Oy i Aol it
TR RS ORI FEE R DR BRI DR T 557 3™ AR e 7RSS, RN OV EGK
H5E B B E R T ATSRHE R RS B 5 NA KSR IR At T 250

5.2. BFFEEIY

St EIRWETORIL, AR AR BN 55 B A R R T RNAR B T e B, Ho TR AL
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S ARSI [N, bR 5E BRI AR LRSI AN DB ATT AR &, il E
AT B AR REIESE I SR T 0% TR 5%, st diia B S N4 915, IRl R Ao 1 #1807
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