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Abstract

Digital inclusive finance can accurately address the problems of insufficient rural financial supply
and structural imbalance. By optimizing service efficiency and reducing service costs, it provides
differentiated empowerment for rural revitalization in Hebei Province. Drawing on the five dimen-
sions of the general requirements for rural revitalization, this paper constructs a rural revitaliza-
tion evaluation index system to quantitatively assess the development level of rural revitalization
in Hebei Province. Meanwhile, based on the Peking University Digital Inclusive Finance Index, it ex-
plores the current development status of digital inclusive finance in Hebei Province and its prefec-
ture-level cities. From the dual perspectives of direct and indirect impacts, the study establishes a
basic fixed-effect model and a fixed-effect model incorporating mediating variables respectively. It
verifies the mechanism of action of digital inclusive finance on rural revitalization through empiri-
cal analysis, and then puts forward targeted countermeasures and suggestions for digital inclusive
finance to empower rural revitalization in Hebei Province.
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R L) BENRHAL T 2 MR EEI SR H AR, 2022 4F 30 B~ Ri i it — D w0 1 4xiinHERE 2 A 4R
MALSES, smIRESEIL 2 Ak, A4 3ot ESMAL IR . FALE AR RE[L], Bk
Wi 37 | X A3, )52 T G A SEBR I 2 AR SR, TRl SRR N 2 MRS OSSO, R BAK
K I ARAT X SRR AL . GEMRMT. “RRBIXME” “RRBIETT SERMIE, 2 SRR R Y
MIBUR™ EH L) T 2 FHR R .

FEREE B P R SRR, U S E SRR A IRMEA T TR, 2B R RAEE A S
RO S5 R W% DALY, BB SRb R ST s g 1R A . W i s 1 el S5 iR &R . M0y
BRGEESRRER S, (807 Rl AE B 0] R AR TR S /Ml i ok, X
REIE L BT VE N AR B A AL B ARAT B R L 2% S SR It TH 0. 2 BP st X 2 RHIR A AhEs
I E HE -

B A WIE T A TRy e Al 2 MRS I AR AR, B SEE EE . T, SRR
gk ERFELYEE, A MAREG - WEAATPMARE; T, 2RI E R B R 2 A
IRMIBEREEW, BAL T 2T PTG P R IR E s =, BExhi b X
FHIER LI AL, AU TS T3 77 S .

T, ASCUARAEE 10 NG MR SR A TR, SRS AR “ — 57 BEREEA
30 N ZHRRRIPPOMA R, 12 FIRALEN 2 MRS AR AT AL s RIHRIEAE SR A 5
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2. XEkimiR

2.1. ZFHRMIEIRAREXER

2017 4 10 F 18 HJia PR -Hidre e )T Iu IR ig th S RHRDSEREE, N T iR dly “ =&” 1A
B, 1E 2018 4 2 AR 4RI LI (2018~2022 4)) Hhfi H AT TR AMIVE S £ MR MR B RIG . 2 FHR Y
T2 T A VPG 2 FHR St SUR AR 1E, A KB RIS AR H T 2 FHRSGEM TR bR A R I
JE[2], ERRS 507 TRS 2 BIRMEVEM R AR 2 A 7070 B 0 e s Ak Rl & e BT AR =X
[3]s XUZEAEAE AL SCH BT 2 AR VPO FR AR R ISR TR R ARG PN [4], - T-09)1]
BARMEAE, XHEEFETRBGEIE A 2 FHREN A R[5]. X LERF 58 R R AN Ok 2 FHR
MABPRBIRANTR T, ARSI AL 11 MR T 2 MRS AR A R R SR 52 e 5 .

22. HrEBERMEXLRE

2016 “F[H PrHGUTIRE IR &) 2 SR B i A i, o R 807 B e R e e BRI A LB, G20
B2y, i H GRS e NP, AR RenI 7T 7 i A Bl A A i R sz [6],  REnE
N E SRS FUE . RRACTEPROT . BRI . A S IR . TR E R SN
R TR SRR E R T TT FI[7], R NIRRT JR G T8 e R PR A 70 W R Jee o ) SR A B X
B Rk R 2 B4 IR E e SRR ROZ A TR [8],  FNEIRSE AR th AR e 31 A
B IIZE ST, AR A E AT AR SR A BILIR R P A 00 5 A R < A T W P ) REUR R R 1)
KIE[9], MRAEE A AF T T, By B RhAE 25 s b E A e, By i B e i A B A A
Rtk

23. HrEBEERMRE s FHRMIRGRE

oyl R RE S e B RN . Pkl e, SRR RN, I I R 2 MHRX A 2
J7 A BEAE T, RIARR S5 IR A LA 7 B e Rl T A BT RN 73 (R 25 [10]; BANT-45 5 B i
AR B A U AT Ak S %, SORT DL B 22 5 K ISR RN AR BEA A M X 2 B (GG [11], oKk JA i qE
R B R 5 A% e B R A P Rl 5 B DU HEAT X L, 15 B0 R e R AR 7 M il (R i
VR SR 5 BRI B S0 fo 4 v i v i e R T, B i e an T HEsh Wk b & TR id, Jf
SEHRBUOR MW [12]; MRS NG & 7 ML R Je S5 45 H 30 T S Rl ox (2 kAR R < i 8 e A s il
[13]. Hry i B e Rboxt 2 R B A BRSO [ B2, (B2 2 50t 7038 #000 BT 7 A o 2 4
PRI ELHRE,  DRAR SR 70 A 807 2 AR e Al 2 MR X K B B RIS S 2 W 0y R e fioxt 2
FHIR% (1] 32520 o

2.4, RER

B SCRR I R GBI, [ A DA S 2 AR R TT 7 28R, JF
AT —RITF R . ABTFAIAEREA B TR IEAE L, 2 — DR AT o AR R0 B 28 e
ERIRER, KZRETHEITMAE U SERMIARIT LSRR £ 2 RGN AW T,
FHEANMET T H E 2 MRS IME RIS T, LR O BAR VI, A T AR ISR R bk &
FITIE T EALME .
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(1) ZMIRMINBREE HZ T, HETEF ARG — TR AT TOR 25 5 DU SRR R PR
STEbREE AT SR, ARIEREAVE RN, GRIEXT 2 MRS BA OB AR R

(2) DA KT HCTE BRI 2 MM, 2808 R T BN, X R 42 AT
XA ALk, AWFFCAEMEMT 3 IR, R R 40N EL S MR- T8] 42 5 M) (0 X8 P 50

(3) T U R S 2 MHRM I B LI, BUA BT 2 00 5 BN 5 5, X TRl Rk
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3. MFHEERLS S RN E R
31 WA FERERARIVA K B

SIVETES 2 BIPR (SR Rt E L O R RUE Rk LSRR AR C S SV A
VAT R M R e A 1 L

Table 1. Provincial-level digital inclusive finance index (2013~2022) (Selected data for analysis)

5% 1. 2013~2022 FE R Y FE B S MIBHGHEL—IR 9 HITHH) [14]

A 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
ki 21562 23536  276.38  286.37  329.94 36854  399.00 417.88  445.44 452.83
ik 14498 160.76  199.53 21436  258.17  282.77  305.06 322,70  352.44 360.65
RKum 17526 200.16 23753 24584  284.03  316.88  344.11 361.46  395.73 407.30

BRI AR 2R T e R AL

Table 2. Digital inclusive finance index of prefecture-level cities in Hebei Province (2013~2022)

< 2. 2013~2022 FA L A MBI H F L HERMIEH
Hh gy i 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
AZFE 14076 15043  181.16 20408 23514 246.43 26046 27053 298.65  304.97
JE L 13393 14630 170.82  193.31  219.29 22887 240.44 25142 27723  279.88
ZEN 13552 149.98  177.04  199.42 22523 232.67 24241 25283 27848 27852

HISER 116.10  130.39  156.09 185.70 211.06  217.72  229.90 24412 276.64  282.16
g 11550  113.78  152.21 178.10 205.90 21477 230.23 24359 271.08  274.08
e 12445 13490  162.46 184.76 21485 226.67 238.61 24854  276.57 279.48
kxRN 120.03 13430  161.88 187.13 212.76  220.22 233.70 24497 27447  275.13
g 121.40  130.33  159.50 185.26 21091 21531 22497 239.72 267.13  270.92
N 120.23  131.10  156.15 180.10 205.65 215.63 227.36 24045 267.07  269.60
R 146.05  155.96  183.02 205.89 23525 249.06 262.07 273.63 297.31  299.51
K 11532 118.04 15430 179.08 204.79  218.05 231.85 24527 27131  273.89
BRI AR 2R T e R AL
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MRPELE LA 2 (K05, AN SCAS T AR A8 e 3 28 g il 5 TR A 6 LA [

(1) Wb B S R AR ARG N, E 5 Ik M X A b s S5 AT H B < AR A
BURIIE DL 5

(2) WAL AL T P28 45 2 IR BOR 1 22 57t S 0 b4 0 2 < A AN ) 1 X B 22 ™
FRTR L, AN BE 4 T My 55 52 0 2L < Ry SR P M 2 AT Ak 5

(3) LA 2 RHARMN N e 55 35 R AR TG ik L A0S P e R A 55 S BUR X it B 17 4Kk,
TR BB v il R R
3.2. AL E 2 FHRAIEHAIGE S E

B S MRS R, SRR RUBBGEIEAT I, ARHEI L 25 3R 3 2 T 2 FHIR M K Rt
DT M

HET WA IURMIBIR I “ =57 J7EHA (2 AR>S IS AR (2018~2022)) , AR#EIX TN 5 1
2 MIRMHRIRE R, S8 2R KRGS, 70 1 30 D ZiRbr. W& 3.

Table 3. Rural revitalization evaluation system

3. ZRIRMOFNER

— 2R dahy /& i1 7 iR
FENb e AL AU =B 3 (T L) x1
WELRE A58 1 (JI ) X2
BN 57N AETF=FR (TTIN) x3
PR CA_E A= 5o Ak 3B Mk S5 N (12.7T) x4
CEN=0 A BT R 5 (%) X5
BAEESGEFAE%) x6
b T 4 1 3R (%) X7
ot A BESRGHAT AL FR AT EORS o B (%) x8
TRATERALH (%) x9
R At FH &= (5 ) x10
LAY 2 (%) x11
St AR R TG KR AT KB AT EURT (5 EE (%) x12
Ed] SRS R () x13
RN B RBUE ST AR S 15 L (%) x14
R B B2 H0E R IR (F) x15
3 LI 9 55 7 Ml 55 RO AT BORT LE 2. (%) x16
B LR AN 75 5%(%) x17
BN G5B R LA BN AFL LA _E 27 7 HL A (%) x18
REA CL G A HE R AT BOR 5 EE (%) x19
FFEAE i B— AFEAT A1 (%) x20
I AT B AT BUR 5 EE (%) x21
NITEHTARCFJ7K) x22
BT NA AEBARN AH(N) x23
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A AN BT R R HE 2 (%) x24
RN IE K2 (%) x25

B E PRI () x26

RAT LI K A2 (%) x27

A R RIBAE IR R E(%) x28

W2 5 RN EE (%) x29

BN RIS G5 THARCE J52K) x30

WA R TR AR AOAE S0, AR T AR IR B RE BT 28 8 BE AR O R R SR R FR AR HO AL
AL E BT ACE N 2 FHRM A EAKT, IS D= Aabr AT, 42079 30 MEs, AL
AL 11 0T 2 FHR AR EAINE -

3.2.1. THfriEfR B AR AR — AL

BT S AN AR AP R PRMEARF, BRI 11 AN, YRR 30 AN, BSLIT I R AR A
Ry KR ZA BN U AR TEAR BEAT MR AR AL AL B, G N SR AGHR PRt AT e AL ] )5 1O B
FRAE 2P AR AR Rl 23 TE [ Fabm A A F AR (He ) 1&#}@5"5&%

X, —min X;
ERER: Gy =—— 101 @)
max X;; —min X,
_ max X; — X;;
fafEls: G = ! L +0.1 (2

max X;; —min X;;
e min X ATTARE 11 AT j AN RabR b A EME,  max X ATTAEE 11 AN j A fabe i
EONIP

3.22. itENE
THEE | NN PR RIS S

i (110)Zf., In(,). S fi,-=Gi,-[§Gijj A AR | PR RIOLLTE, TR
Q=(t- Pu){Z(l— P )} ©)

3.2.3. FIRBBCEITE 2 F R4 L RIER

Xt 2 MRMIKEIRARA RIAT LR G VRN S 5 db 4 11 M7 2 RS R e B 4, 185 4.

PLEEE R EmE (R ERMGTHESE) DL S T A TS A TR H
Table 4. Rural revitalization index
F 4. ZHIRMIEH

RILTE AT WEET ZELT OMEm wEOW R N RMET #KT T

2013 0.137718 0.643965 0.126982 0.137086 0.117443 0.053304 0.085715 0.164899 0.10045 0.153854 0.065053
2014 0.09403 0.672523 0.172374 0.147841 0.146923 0.080114 0.135923 0.154967 0.176546 0.189431 0.132424
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2015 0.16629 0.614418 0.13039 0.20446 0.169287 0.211064 0.145758 0.120826 0.135772 0.161711 0.137597
2016 0.164224 0.697372 0.238996 0.180642 0.180584 0.142324 0.124619 0.16662 0.15947 0.178475 0.214355
2017 0.168958 0.7799 0.237723 0.222912 0.203124 0.197115 0.22694 0.153702 0.193129 0.151083 0.239863
2018 0.264025 0.742527 0.208934 0.285046 0.244939 0.216609 0.225165 0.158775 0.24562 0.225548 0.225844
2019 0.262628 0.777207 0.242461 0.281372 0.223454 0.180423 0.264196 0.310746 0.257647 0.278739 0.250214

2020 0.288871 0.884543 0.248017 0.232777 0.277893 0.25317 0.270828 0.297541 0.313611 0.225975 0.259623
2021 0.2831 0.861293 0.299321 0.229729 0.335965 0.286033 0.219702 0.243603 0.20075 0.302262 0.295945
2022 0.348751 0.95122 0.334373 0.223479 0.252783 0.366524 0.351637 0.253772 0.359921 0.239318 0.347893

MR LR -

(1) M 2013 £EFI 2022 £, L4 % 7 2 MR FEHCEDUREAR BT, XRWEE L+ rhiit
BAEAERE 2 AR AP T T AR

(2) AL S W2 AR X 5, A X 2 FHR GRS, RS 2 MR IR, X
REVL I 2 IR AE B S LU R IR, BUR SCREFIFE Al el YOAH 5%

(3) £ 2018 )5 4 17 2 MR AR BI i 18 KOk FE e, 2% T T BURF SRS, R A KT 46 el ik
B 2 FHRM AR B ey sl TR A AR ] o

3.3. BFLEERENN 2 FHREAIER YL

By B e RS SRR R T BOR ISR Tl R o5 (e i e RT3, e R E RS TR
R AR NTE . WERTHORE, B ekt A St TR, R SR A
2R RE, B 2 RHRX M Z e R AR, A BT RIS A R G 7oK, $ETH R e RE
MIEFETT T, ITEERANS D TLIR R (8 e, BLRCRA A5 A SEARAE (S 1D S (0 i N7 S 8 i, A0 /b
TF AN SR O R il AR RRAS IR RA3  JE < i A Fe Y AT R T S

3.4. BFEEESRMIMN 2 FHRMASTIESH

ASHIEFER A R [ 72 RN, A6 06 45 28 NS 2 MR M B EL R UM RN, S B e
XS RHRMIIE I SC R, I 45 & S BB T S

3.4.1. HATERENMEREE
KFEAREATIENL, 154% 5.

Table 5. Sample selection

5. HEARIER

AR A5 AR AR X

WA Rural SRR AR

ffREAR DIF o AR
breadth Bl
depth AR
digit B AR
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ik

AR & Cultural BURF A ST HE S B

URB A D R

Edu_year LN JE RSP 2 E R

/AR Ed ANHBA 7= Al

Indus B SRy 745 | =V a4 1K

BRI
RURAL, = a + B,DIF, + yControl, +8, + s +&, )

DT (4) A FERDO R [ 2 ROV AR L, RURAL, Atk iR &, DIF, 2 AR K RIEEL iR
B, AT E RIS, R R T R A T YRR 2 MR MBS, Control, Jy a2 &
HAABREBUT S S EE, BN DS H, Bk T b S i gt R4 . b it %,
8 AR VI E RN, g AR ]t FIFE RGN, & RRZEET. MR | KRB, t RN

3.4.2. BUEBHHR
(1) HEd b

Table 6. Descriptive statistics table

6. RN DGR

count mean sd min max
Rural 110 0.262 0.175 0.053 0.951
DIF 110 210.633 53.618 113.780 304.970
breadth 110 204.460 58.535 96.670 331.724
depth 110 198.855 51.694 84.310 279.588
digit 110 252.428 52.468 141.910 326.259
URB 110 0.540 0.088 0.276 0.714
Cultural 110 694084.173 621214.443 37737.000 2489270.000
Edu_year 110 2.878879 0.6403716 1.999 5.403937
Ed 110 58092.315 23406.911 28707.051 132783.000
Indus 110 0.423 0.098 0.258 0.648

MRPEE 6 Al %1, S AHRMIRHR KME N 0.816, f/IME A 0.330, “F¥ME N 0.443, WEBIMILE 2 Ak
MR RAFAEORZE R, K AR KMl Ny 304.97, H/ME N 113.78, FHI &M T 2 1A B B4
AR B HA — 2 25 R [15]; H HA S B e = AR AR ES, R T EEEMILE
11 AN T 2 R A — e 2 AR S

TEfEHIAR R, BURSCHSCH G HG. RN DTG SZ8E ERMALE S X BG8RER, W
IR S HLIX 0 22 7 5B K IR RBEE A L.

ER AR T, GRS HIHAE—EES, WA KK EKFSXEES
Ky PNV AP AELEIX 7 57

(2) MM

S
=
=
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FEARRAEA e, WTRUREL, ey e mRdodid 1 0.01 BEMARL, WIS A e R e
AT DRt 2 MHRX AR, Th R TP AU R RAKCT X 2 MR A IR, (HRRIRCR /N,
WEERITEENS 2 FHR M BA RN, AP RIEKTX 2 MR AT BCRA Y &, & ZdtE— P, I
®7,

Table 7. Correlation analysis table

? 7. ARMSIR

Rural DIF URB Cultural Edu_year Indus Ed
Rural 1
DIF 0.453*** 1
URB 0.513*** 0.789*** 1
Cultural 0.535%** 0.758*** 0.645%** 1
Edu_year 0.979*** 0.417%** 0.491%** 0.487*** 1
Indus —0.432%** —0.555*** —0.404*** —0.304*** —0.0284 1
Ed —0.00403 —0.0489 0.0409 —0.0583 —0.405*** 0.272%** 1

FE: *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.

(3) ZEILLMERR

Table 8. Multicollinearity test table
8. ZEHLEMRIR

Variable VIF 1VIF
DIF 4.690 0.213
URB 2.740 0.366

Cultural 2.530 0.395
Indus 1.680 0.596

Edu year 1.620 0.619

Ed 1.130 0.886
Mean VIF 2.550

fE# 8 1, ZAFE VIF & T 5, UVIF #B7E 0~1 2 (8], WFBIASCEE AR B AN fE7E 8 & B dh 4k
LG

(4) HEAT [BIAZE R0

2 8B 2 RHR S FEESZ B A TR A X A som, AR S B ) [ 52 R AR R HEAT 43T

Table 9. Basic two-way fixed-effects model
F2 9. EAibW = E E M AEE

(1) Rural (2) Rural
DIF 0.254*** (11.48) 0.173*** (3.49)
Cultural 0.112*** (3.32)
URB 0.010 (0.22)
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Edu_year 0.141*** (9.39)
_cons 0.104%** (9.22) 0.109*** (6.93)
N 110 110
R2 0.722 0.754
adj. R2 0.720 0.747

7E: *p<0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.

FEC 9, RIMASERIZZ BB (L), B EEmaieEem 1ML, 2 MIRXIEECT 25Tt
0.254 MEfL. 5, B G RRIL TGRS GRIE “ HUBEPRE]” A1 “TTREEAL” .

FEIMNAZ HIA B (AR (), A% fif P & DIF 1Y R0 0.173 HABTE 1%/K-F R B35 v 1E, R
FEHESR HAR PR 2R T, BOr I R 2 AR I IR 1 K 1 AR SR AR i o

BB BB =AY, & 10 BAR My B i =7 4E X 2 MR KR mfE .

Table 10. Benchmark regression analysis of three sub-dimensions of digital inclusive finance on rural revitalization
10 FFEBSRM=NTHEX 2 IRMHEERI5H

(3) Rural (4) Rural
breadth 0.275*** (6.82) 0.191%** (3.29)
depth 0.044 (1.27) 0.042 (1.20)
digit ~0.023 (-0.53) ~0.030 (-0.53)
URB 0.029 (0.53)
Cultural 0.097** (2.46)
Edu_year 0.123*** (3.98)
_cons 0.094*** (8.56) 0.083*** (5.64)
N 110 110
R2 0.739 0.807
adj. R2 0.731 0.791

7E: tstatistics in parentheses; *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.

o BRI B 5 S IR EERIX 2 MR R RAEAE IR M IRB N Horh s st 1%
ARG RE AL, IER BN [ RRE R 2OEER, (HEE R R R ST
FRREERER. X —BRECS RS & M R R AP RIRAE O, 5 2R RN A B
R FE i — BTG B RRIR AT TE= R4, ) FEX 2 MMM AERCR o % .
wERET SRS S R R, XREMEN LG KU E e E o R, K
FEREAL SRR S5 Bt A e, OO XIRA AAT B AR T VIS mT K& iR 55 SCFe, EAE SRR ibR
R ] DAE 52 30 b i 55 [ 16]

(6) HEATH AR5 HT

TE A S A0 [F] 58 2SR A ) S ity b4 s 20 0% A SR AP R = M 25 W) T A Ay v A 738 B 12 T
RFATHE— ST

RURAL, = a + S, DIF, + yControl, + 6, + 14, + &, )
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Ed, =a, +a,DIF, +a,Control, +¢, (6)
RURAL, = b, +b DIF, +b,Ed, +b,Control +&, ©)
Indus;, = c, +¢,DIF, +c,Control, + ¢, 8)
RURAL, =¢, +¢,DIF, +¢,Indus, +e,Control + &, 9)

(4) (8)7 M BT BRI A BF R AT L PRV EERITHRIFEN, (7) (8)F s AEH T R
HIBE NABERTRACT L PRI 2 MR AR . (5) 8T RS 2 AR IR .

Table 11. Impact of economic development level as an economic variable on rural revitalization

11 ERARKFHEAZFEEN 2 HRHAIFM

(1) Rural (2) Ed (3) Rural
DIF 0.173*** (4.75) 0.161*(1.70) 0.170%**(4.60)
Cultural 0.112*** (3.50) —0.373%**(—4.47) 0.118***(3.33)
URB 0.010(0.21) —0.014(-0.12) 0.010(0.22)
Edu_year 0.146*** (0.125) ~0.3642(-0.64) 0.147%**(0.126)
Ed 0.015(0.37)
_cons 0.109*** (6.12) 0.309***(6.69) 0.104***(4.82)
N 110 110 110
R2 0.907 0.220 0.909
adj. R2 0.893 0.105 0.894

7E: tstatistics in parentheses; *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.

SE57% 11 IREAREUE AT LIS Y B R KT AE R 7 e R RE 2 M IR I R rh A 5 2 o
IR IR S5REIRE, QBT R SEACTRENS T R M X il iR 55 2wV Tl Bl A0y B R ) R
FH&IE, BET R B R 2 AR e AL RE, AN SR THR U AL, BRI 2N
PRI IR

Table 12. Impact of industrial structure level as an economic variable on rural revitalization
= 12. AR AERZFEEN £ AR HIENT

(1) Rural (4) Indus (5) Rural
DIF 0.173*** (4.75) —0.439%** (-3.72) 0.162*** (4.16)
Cultural 0.112%** (3.50) —0.092 (—0.88) 0.110%** (3.41)
URB 0.010 (0.21) 0.089 (0.59) 0.012 (0.26)
Edu_year 0.146*** (0.125) ~0.006 (-0.22) 0.145%** (0.1246)
Indus —0.024 (—0.76)
_cons 0.109*** (6.12) 0.616*** (10.63) 0.124*** (4.69)
N 110 110 110
R2 0.907 0.473 0.908
adj. R2 0.893 0.395 0.893

7E: tstatistics in parentheses; *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.
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4. WFEBERIXHTILE & FHRA S MR 57 4

AL e NE T B R B 71 2 RS BB HLI BT TR T B R 2 2 ARG R SRR, AR
S TG R T  HE G 4B B0 i 5 L AR U ][] 7 255 R ASE B AE e - 4 i Bl 7 2 R4 RE e 45
HUL R 458

(1) T T DUERE 2 MR K R

(2) AL B KX 2 MR K B RA B3 IR e ER, AKX 2 AR R R AR #E7E - A
B [17];

(3) T EER) =ATHEFENT S MRS K e B — @ R ER, Hh @ ik, @
GG E TR, SR 2 MINAETKT, (R 2 MR

(4) B E e mn LB R A KR PR £ MR .

5. WFEBSREN LS £ RHRMABIEREIN

(1) GUBrECT Sl

S BRI TT R EINAT & 2 AL X G R™ f, ANBUETE, AR R AT, e 2 b
XHAR G S R AR 55 K 755K

(2) IR RRH BRI

IORRS AT X R FERIL P 26 52 B, $2 1 2 AT X 2538 e B2, D5 T < i A e 2 (R A 2 ) o 24
BORSCRE, R SERE SR AN DX HAARE BT i, 3R AR N DIl S 3, SRTHARAT A
FE FH K

(3) Kz ufeemtiksg

K 2 TURIAR KT S SRR 55 AR AR b DX PR g E T R A AN 3t DR R ) IR 55 AR A e i X
AR -

EHEWHE

2024 AEJA] A6 AR e K 2 AR BB RPN ZR Tl 0 ) Tl A6 28 B0 B A i3k 2 AR AL 5 AR
T (0 H 9% 5 202411420046).
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