Journal of Low Carbon Economy fi&BXZ5t, 2024, 13(4), 285-295 Hans X
Published Online November 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/jlce
https://doi.org/10.12677/jlce.2024.134028

o | Al RS SR VA 34

MA®, WK, BEH
IR G WA G, T N

ks H . 20244F9H24H; FHHM: 2024/F10H24H; KATHM: 2024411 H27H

R

B FEARMLBRIC BN = R FI T2 BB R E, IR—ERILEHKTE. BARAERE
¥ RBENET FE29ME (1 X)2004~2022F K ALK&, FkE T DEA-BCCA R MalmquistiEA!,
SRR AT TR SRR N EN S SEEL B . GRRA: FERLBTCHEESERK, M
ERERGASGERERANFERNR; AF-EREEWES LA, ERBEBNIEATERFES LS
e T AFERRRNRRE . WA PRI AR BB EUREKRANE AKX > EHFRX > R
AKX > RIEKRK . BV FHRRVBICHEBEEK TR # LS EES; A% RERE,
Hh B B R BRIC AR

eI 4L
HALBICRR, EREY R, DEA-BCCHER, MalmquistiEE

Evaluation and Analysis of the Efficiency of
Forestry Carbon Sinks in China

Kerong Jian, Ziwei Chen*, Zhigao Liao

School of Economics and Management, Guangxi University of Science and Technology, Liuzhou Guangxi

Received: Sep. 24", 2024; accepted: Oct. 24", 2024; published: Nov. 27", 2024

Abstract

Studying the input-output efficiency of forestry carbon sinks is conducive to realizing the optimal
allocation of forestry carbon sink resources and improving the output level of carbon sinks. Firstly,
the forestry carbon sinks of 29 provinces (cities and districts) in China from 2004 to 2023 were
measured by the accumulation expansion method, and secondly, based on the DEA-BCC model and
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Malmquist model, the forestry carbon sink efficiency was analyzed in terms of the static efficiency
measurement and the dynamic evolution process. The results show that: China’s forestry carbon
sink efficiency is generally low, and scale efficiency is the main factor restricting the improvement
of comprehensive efficiency; the index of production factors fluctuates and rises, and the index of
technical efficiency change and the index of technological progress jointly promote the improve-
ment of the index of production factors. The efficiency of forestry carbon sinks in the four major
forest regions is, in descending order, Southern Forestry Region > Northern Forestry Region >
Southwestern Forestry Region > Northeastern Forestry Region. It is recommended to transform
the crude growth mode of forestry carbon sinks; promote the large-scale operation mode; and
integrate the development strategy to improve the efficiency of carbon sinks according to local
conditions.
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IR R R, SCMERRUREHE. B8RRI 2o E BR a2 (8 SR o, BB A S KRG ok
(B EE[2], 72 Bk BT A SRR E FH 3] MBI, RE i@l AR AE S RGBSR B 772 Th BE, I
b AR B I R, AR — R R BIL T Bz —, fEERR B2 ETZ A . O TTE 2030 AR SEI
Wiokig, spERE Ok KA, KA aRE CBILRE ARG, XTI R EREES
ARG RE ST o v E Rt R B KRR i, 31 2030 4, Tk 1 AR bR 55 2000 SR LR 1R T,
IEEIKL) 25% MK F, TR, FRRFSSEBEBERDIGK, G 8EES] 190 1427 KA 4]. Mol bk
ICEA EREE IFANE, (HIESPrEE e, RN @A A E 2R, Wl T2 3R W ms s
EHACERZ, MOBRICBCRAAEIIX ZE 5% . 407, RECHE— RVISCFEMOLBIC BRI,
FERMABRICIH - F MBI ik m 55, DR F MO BRI &5 3 a

A AR B R 7 3 B FRE AR BT R PO RO BT S PR B[S AR BRI R0 [6] B o 6
O3S MM RRI 2 2 SR SR = AR IS AR 7], B A2 ST IR TR A AR AR i B AR AR [8]. X T
MBI SIS, 2B AN E[9]. KRR TREX[10]% 45 2 1H R TT . 12 F 0777 32 A RE v . 3 sk
A2 A RUARALN: o FE BB INE e IR AR B VA [ R E R B R 12]. 1R A (2024 R A &=
TR IR SR BOERT B ETTA 1999~2018 AF (R AR MR BR it B AT MR [5]: 5K A(2024) K FH AR & AR Bk
SR E 1973~2018 4F A FRAK BT B A &, 30 AR ARV /0 B [13]0 IWAT SCHRAE 30 R FH 2 T
ZAL AR L% 53 BT J715(DEA) [14] [151 AT 2800 BENL TR A7 B[ 16 ROl 2 5F R0 171 Rk
SRR 18] MO AEZS R [19] Molk B B SCZR [20] 5 HEATHRDT o #5 SOl BT R i T g b,
HH K Z RH# A DEA #2118 5h 2 DEA-Malmquist [22]4 775, 8 —. 344SR E o E MOV
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EENLEDS H E 8 AN 3 AR MBI R EAT VA, IO AR AN A BRI e o A e FA) 2R
BE[24]0 MRAVBRICRCHRAFAE I A% R 2200 o TR TR = [ BOR AR s G245 70 W B R MLk i I 2 ik
17 TIRNRYS, HE ORI, ML B IR B 2 [ BT 9]

LR, FERCROIFROUR, FEEAINRE SR RIE T AT AR MAESRCR b, JEXE
MEAPTHER, W2 T M ERBRIL R R EMIL B S 200w, (M r=iEs),
AL BRI BN H 2 B A B TR T N, ASORAT DML BRI S ™ iR bs,  LLO73h 0.
PRb [ 5 BB AT G AR TR BE BTG RO BATEARE DEA R0 4 [ Ml i 28 g A7 0
I, LI SRR AR, R MBI IR 2 B, BURSE S i A H L ) 58 38 5L ER
B A -

2. ¥I_RS 5%
2.1. HIERIFESHEELE

T EKT . P E A X G SR, SR, AU E KR 29 AN (T )0t 7ex
G PEHEEEABRICEREREY REEH, HRWEINEERET CPESFEE) (P EMI
GUIHEL) .

N T RIS AR B T 3R, KEEL T 2004, 2008, 2013, 2018 4F 4 KIEEHIE AT T
F T ] i A A A BT (2022 A1) ARbR B A A d, OB R R TR R AT PR S S B, M 2019 ARl
IRETRI 7V R & TR B B A 2L 3] 2022 4, HARF NI bR B I B8 P 26 M A E V23 AT b 72

H OB RAENAB AR 577 AR bR eI 4R BA — 20, 20 BIERO R G MOl A SRR 4% % 58
FRARAE 4 URARARGTRIGE A BT IME, 4% 4 NETB AEALL T TV, A Sl aRIC 8%
2004~2022 SIS [E 0 AT, S8 Zhang etal. (2013)Z 24 & 1M, K 29 M8 (T [X) 2004~2022 4
MBI A AT 40 X B S [1.00, 0.901 BRI ALZF AKX, [0.90, 0.801 AHRILALZF I =44 X, [0.80,
0.50 AR BZ ALK, [0.50,0.001 95k SRR [25] . f a2 1 ETE R P 2% %2 DX 3R] (1) 3% 22
S, % Wei and Shen (2022)Ifii%, &4 1070 NARIEARIX . BETARIX . PERIARIX K AL 7 PR IX[26].

2.2. NFEHIgFRIEEA

WRIEE RS AL BNERBIETT . BB, BARSE R .

BB TF BN BN FE ML AE B P OB A AR 2, AR AR BENERAR SR 2 A
o M CHRALGETHESE) rhafe B X ARAL 2R 4 24 4R R Al N R T8 57 343N .

AN AR SCE T 1 DCRE AR BEMON [ 52 1558 58 AUV E N BEA BN B AR BT B i ds . Ml i e
Pt se AR a1 MO 2B A2 T B A [ B IR SRR B TR T B AL
SRR TR T ML A4 R B AT B S MROL BB 8 R AR S A A B B AR A AT
IEHORR G, A B T3 MO BRIC R -

TR R AR BR 32 EEARYE IPCC OGF “ LRI - Hh R AR ROl D7 A R,
AR G AR AR T A — 5 32710 ARIEILAT AT ARAT 2, A DUREIE MR ISR X 70 T, Wi
BOSEMTRAEA GRS FHER” fahr.

BRBEN: A DAEMAL BRI RCR IR TR, KE AT T I BEN . AN
NAZE[28][29], RTMTBEHE BHLI AR, BHRZEESOVMOL A 2R, TR R H & o HE R E 0
AR, MBI P AR RF S G HE AR, SR pROR BUE BT RAFE BRI IR S

ot
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Table 1. Forestry carbon sink efficiency evaluation index system
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etz Fabrar2E CINEEir7s AL
FEIFN B X MOl 2R G AE R Mol A B A
B BARFEN MRl [ 5 e 5 e Jigt
BANFEIR
S LEL N IEARTEAR AW
FARBN % R ER VAR %
MBI 2 H I
e ek (=7
Mol s =18 JiTt

2.3. IHBIEE

23.1. HRAEREY RIA
BREY RIEREERNER AN E, BREAY RSB RN RECR I E, Jf HRein
MR N RS AR b L [ B AT 7T . ST PR, IR HER YRR R . RIE, ASCRE
BUEY FEX R E 29 N DORMLBRICEET I . SIEKIBEEIMMEE, A5 Ama
K(DPI7R:
C=C+C+C=V*a*p*y+a(V*a*p*y)+p(V*a*p*y) )

L CRARBMREMERE; CRBIHRAKRIRICE; C RN TITEYIIL&E; G Rl &E; Vi
INARMEB R a ROREBY KREG p BRBREE: » FORETE; o R FHEMRE AR5 pR
IR FE B R B % RECEH IPCC BRAMEED av py pv av f3HIEL 1.9, 0.5, 0.5, 0.195. 1.244.,

2.3.2. MRALBSCHEITN S E

X Fl DEA-BCC #57 F1 DEA-Malmquist A5 74 S Mol B Y R0 3 AT B 245 250 26 ) 8 A s 25 J b i FE 40 o
BARAKM T

DEA-BCC %!

HHET CCR LAY, DEA-BCC 558 R4S I 5 22 b BO FE 0 o 41 L A b % U0 P RS P 4y 24 Ak
TENEAZZ A, R FARE P42 (VRS) ) BCC BAUKRIEAT 7T 5 1FAh, 58 B I D) b S BB S 155 VO 1
ToRke B, AFASEBAESE N3]0, %8 BCC AL, #%4$f BCC A, BCC AU
AR A T AR IRAS, BARBERL T

max(uTyi _:uo)
a)ij —uTyj >0
o'x; =1 2)
0=20,u20
j=1,2,,n
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Zyj:l

J=1

A,20,j=12,n

#60=1, W DMU 5 BCC 2, #HFMNHLs" =0, s~ =0, WDMU, N BCC H; #6<1
W DMU ,, 5 BCC T3

DEA-Malmquist %!

Malmquist FREH T4 Y] DMU (147 AR B 5000 AT 70, PP SR A = AR B i
o JE I AR ] REAE AN IR B BB A T I R R AR R, AT H R Z M Malmquist FRER .
MR FAE450 ) BCC fl CCR 1%, DEA-Malmquist 7772 5] N7 Malmquist #5850, X —F& 50151 NH151%
T3 R X A [R] I 8] A AR R /KT AT LA, AT B e M B 3 I AR L i 3 DA R AR i R . S Rk T
FELEN[321/f45%, #J% DEA-Malmquist B8, a5 LL ¢ H1AZ%, Malmquist 2E 77 R BRI R0 F

t+1 +1
M, :(XHI’YM,Xt’Yt):[DIB)f)((X[’i:))] (4)
0 5

Dy (XY FoR S BIEAR IS t+ 1 AR A%, D (XL Y') RSB ZN AN
TR MAURAET t+ 1 ISR, Malmquist 47 25 5O0UFR 0 F -
Dt+l XHI,YHI
MOZ(XHI,YHI,Xt,Yt): 0 ( ) )
D:)H(Xt,Yt)
Dy (XL YY) FORB ¢+ 1 RIEOR I AR DY (X YY) RS o IR
HOSE ¢ A TR AR

W PUR B 2 5 LR A BRI, PR E St 315 ¢ + 1 IR Malmquist $5 502 300

1
t t+1 t+1 t+1 t+1 t+1) |2
Moz(XH-l’YtH’Xl,Yt): DO(X Y ) DO (X Y )2 (6)
Dy (X', Y") Dy (X, YY)

RRZRG A 7= AR O AR EUN T UM . 2o ¢ 330 ¢ + 1 A= S0 . Malmquist F5 40K
T 1, BRBERAERE LI BT 1, R AR K.
¥ Malmquist F8E0H—0 0, AR

t+1 t+1 t+1
EFFCH = M (7
Dy (X', Y")
1
TECHCH = D} (X, ¥ Il DG (X, Y) (8)
D(t) (XM,YM) D5+1 (Xt’Yt)
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ZEA H R B E BFFCH 7] UL 7 i 8 4l 5 R 3% (PECH) AT L A5 %
EFFCH = SECH*PECH , KMt 4ERA =R KR N:

Z(SECH), =% X% &N

TEPCH = TECHCH*SECH*PECH )
3. ZRE5 5
3.1. ESHERITM
Table 2. Static value of forestry carbon sink efficiency by region in 2004~2022
7z 2. 2004~2022 FE XAl BT3RS E
- i AFARYHE R % LEERR
I I 11 v I I il v I I il v
Jbx 1 0645 07 0569 003 0.091 0.152 0.094 0.03 0.059 0.106 0.053
R 1 1 1 1 0.059 0.094 0.127 0.175 0.059 0.094 0.127 0.175
b 1 0487 0581 0537 0.1 0222 0205 0329 0.1 0108 0.119 0.177
i 1 0673 0705 0591 0.096 0.15 0.169 0234 0.096 0.101 0.119 0.138
7R 1 0463 0542 0579 0.031 0203 021 0.151 0.031 0.094 0.114 0.087
Je77RIX MINE] 1 0.507 0.619 0.593 0.108 0.307 0.346 0.327 0.108 0.156 0.214 0.194
Bt 1 0712 0708 0.735 0.528 0.513 0463 0.524 0.528 0365 0.328 0.385
it 1 0651 0804 0691 0.177 0397 0.258 0242 0.177 0258 0.208 0.167
Hig 1 0873 092 0888 0.142 0.137 0.088 0.127 0.142 0.119 0.081 0.112
TE 1 1 1 1 0018 0021 0.022 003 0018 0.021 0.022 0.03
R 1 0686 0763 0806 0497 0.619 0.537 0576 0.497 0425 041 0464
WL 1 1 1 1 0879 1 1 1 0879 1 1 1
iy 1 0576 0657 1 0271 0572 0517 054 0271 033 034 0.54
RAEMX o
R 1 1 0943 0915 1 1 0962 0893 1 1 0908 0.818
R 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
g 1 1 1 1 0.01 0.068 0.175 0.115 0.01 0.068 0.175 0.115
L5 1 0599 0648 0.708 0.038 0205 0345 0224 0.038 0.123 0224 0.159
i 1 0955 1 1 0.837 0917 0998 0.881 0.837 0.875 0.998 0.881
T 1 0637 065 059 0208 0.694 0437 0538 0.208 0442 0.284 0.321
A8 g 1 1 0925 089 1 1 0988 0.9 1 1 0914 0.805
178 10759 0.783 0.68 0.562 0.649 0.594 0.486 0.562 0.492 0.465 0.331
TR X -
oAl 1 0679 0.695 0576 0.177 0583 0.5 0573 0.177 0396 0.348 0.33
AL 10657 071 0662 0.174 0579 0413 0531 0.174 038 0.293 0.352
i) 1 0726 0.68 1 0237 046 0352 0464 0237 0334 0242 0.464
[ 1 1 1 0906 1 0778 0444 0506 1 0778 0.444 0.458
i 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0776 1 1 1 0.776
NEaE] 1 1 1 1 0409 0895 1 0543 0409 0.895 1  0.543
| 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
PHRFAR X .
pN] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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BT FIRFRRR, I 2004~2022 4[] b E A MO BRI = G 38 Deap 2.1 A5 DEA-BCC
BRY, MR WE 2 fos. 29 ME ROMOLBRIC R RO R AP, o, ZRIGRX AT
FAARIX PR RO BT A% 2 3 A0 T Y A 6y . PERE AR AR DU )1 = ROl B R (E #0h
1, AFRRICBCR E X, X S EFUEE[ 101 TR 2518 — 5. MROECR AT I B 1T R AE 55 38R A
—E A AL T A2 IRE . WA = R A I & 1 AR SRR AT 3 77 58 DAHE S MRV BRI 1) % Je < il
PN MO A E R R B R T KPR ERICATA A Y , mmME R T O TR T RS 4 E 1
FRFEW) o VI EEEAERARIT A S MO BRI o DY 148 78 22 17 45 b e i I s80MR 50 #ME
ANFl, K DIREARMOT R, O TR OK A . 2 R D AR AR RS A A I, MO
TH FF R T HER S WRILRXE, HiEE. TSR RMCRRIX, b, SR%80E
MRAME RSN PEEAR e Jbat R WAL PR RIEHIX KR, 2 N TG, R34 E 8 K
Bl AR, BONIRRIX . B TARIX T, 2004~2008 “EAFREE. R USSR LGEENEME A 1, i85
Ao BRITAERIARX AN BRI 1. BB iR X AE AT B AR TR 572 AR 2 17
RRRAT R G BRI ik K.

N TRV BRIC R KA — A B IA R, 6 TOAN B B BT RO BB AP35 40 8, sk 3
Frm. ZB1. I T IVETE, 29 NME(T . RO)MIZEA R TFIME 2 5108 0.434, 0.480. 0.465. 0.444, 1
BRI RCE A AL TARRCIRAS, A . DN AFERIR BN, 2R 5 L858 1 FBE AR
REIEH 1, BEAATT 5 S0 HRRCIRGS . BE—2B 01 R BL, X VYA B A R 28R AP R Tl R R
AR, 1X R BRSO IR R BN T 255 RORSE T G R 2, BRI T SRR 1k — 25 Ak

Table 3. Average forestry carbon sink efficiency in 2004~2022
F 3.2004~2022 FI RS HEFIE

THH HhgR

HH HUBAR R S VES CRETILR B SRR R A
I 1.000 0.434 0.434 0 22 7
1 0.803 0.557 0.480 0 22 7
11 0.829 0.528 0.465 1 22 6
1\ 0.825 0.510 0.444 0 25 4

MEEHIRRERART, 4 A B 29 ME (T ROMMLBRIC AR M ABRBERYERFE 0.8 oAy, AT 2K
AR, BT EHES MR SRTEMAL BRI WHBERCR 47, HEN I B A ARl ARV
BRACRTHME 0.507, BAMWAL. 2B DEA GRUNA NI mrMBRIL, HAEBA LA T E
Cikmi. 5—BrEs BRI WL mF. WSS 1 BN =B, DI = Ak
A BB, PRI ZF s BIRTTRBRCROY 1, XX AT i IR I B, AL
FHM KL DXAR AR BT S, AR EIAR) fal ELAR T AR 05, in b 3 B2 05 S50k A =F
BOiEN A1, T T MBI TR RCR . RSB B, TR Abats il AR BT A R R i JE
filo XA T AL A IR ARME R R, FR AR A R BN, B i dEs, N
S BRI W 5 T Hh RN AR TR g

3.2. FESHEIT N D HT
T ML BRIC AR BN A A8 Ak %4, R Malmquist 75 506 % B B & X I8 B B AR 3EAT 52
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ZERINE 4 Fin . MISTRIFPFIRE, EMERIC I AEER AR E “U” 8, BRI EFHE AR
TR B TR AR P AL A . 75— 2 B, RESERAEFRRT 1, HERED
FRE(TDEET 1, SHFER, HRZER(TE) LKA AR YR PTE) MBI 1. X—HEERY,
FEUL B, BRBEDIRE I S 2R A E R AR — P RAM R ER R, £ =28, B
REEIPIRB S HAREPIREIIRT 1|, WHEILFEER, (RS RA R EZRA . mE AR IREON
5, XEAEN 2004~2013 F (PEMLGTHES) B, RIIES RSB, Mk Tk E AR A G
M 2004 1 27,044 N EFEE] 2013 41 46,478 N, MROEARBE KB NWIEE EF-, AT AT BeAEEMOL L
FUR AR A R, I MO B IEE R 83 BT B, S BRI P AR ER G 1 2 5 A 77 2
WK, B 2013 FH4E, WA (PR NRIEMELRE AR L) R R ERL A BT &4 B k)
(ERMX SRS RN S5MR R MBS M & M5EE, MoEARHE 7k /152014,
S BRI B AR T R A = R K

Table 4. Changes in Malmquist production index for forestry carbon sinks in 2004~2022
2 4.2004~2022 SR ERSC Malmquist 4 774531

B Effch HiARZA  Techch H AR  Pech 2iFRHF  Sech MR Tfpch AR A5
(EC) (TC) (PEC) (SEC) (TFP)
I-11 1.592 0.900 0.940 1.733 1.393
TI-1T1 1.084 1.072 1.047 1.038 1.162
-1V 1.032 1.404 0.999 1.032 1.359

TR0 XA P AR SR B R R B b, S5 RN, fERZHONIX, SERA R
KB TRT 1. BARTE, B URE. WiE. TRESEE M, R BRI K
To WA, ERRMFZATEETTH, A 22 MEMINZIRSEE AT 1, RUR L XA BOR R KR T
ST AR BORREETE R A T DAL BT I R AR T R BT R MO BRI R 2
BUAE sk, N S R R R, (10 3 A v B s AR S T RE AR T AR 4%

MAERAE PSRRI (K 5), PURAREX AL B 2803 o m BURAR OV R T AR IX > JETTRIX > PR
MRIX > ZRACMRIX o R 05 bR DX PEAR IR BRIR I A AR 26 AF « R % 1097 3 IR 78 R M BEARTRN K St (K9
REPIEBAR, MR PRE A A = AR G03E 1 UUBIA S, AL BRI AR KT b bR X BT
i SV AP, AE AR AT I B A (R SRR P S AN TR T R B KT, BRIV AR R e o PR AR IX
MBI . AN A SR REBHA MR RSFR R, BILERR TR . mARIEARIX,
S IEVR BRI TARIA T TR G S RT BE AN AL R DR M, LRI 28R AE DU KR DX A AR X 3
RIS, $RT AR XA R T A B, SBATT BN . IR BEASCHRE DA BB B 15 3 78 70 A
FE AR AT

Table 5. Changes in the efficiency of forestry carbon sinks in 2004~2022
3 5.2004~2022 FHRA LR TR 1F I

X 42k BARB HoR it AR R P & LBEAFE
eI X 1.201 1.123 0.978 1.254 1.291
RAGMRIX 1.065 1.094 1.037 1.035 1.172
IR X 1.366 1.117 0.997 1.402 1.370
PHRIAR X 1.000 1.251 1.000 1.000 1.251
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4. ERREIN
4.1. &ip

A KH DEA-BCC AU Malmquist #8000 H E 29 ME G (FRER . P 51M)2004~2022 4F AR
WAL R FEAT 7 5 XA, WA T

1) WNESTTEE, TE 29 MEG MR A4S R BAG, BHEACERTH 2 K. Mol sl
RO YA S BN 0434, 0.480. 0.465 A1 0.444. SEBAERALEL, 4 EMLBRICATE AR B K T 2
AL BEAME — E ROV BRICIRN T, B EORZEE T AR -5 e A A Be 1 (1 L A a8 3
I, X RS S AL BRI SR E ) — RAE MR FRIEARRI A KR 15 2 R . SR HAR IR
I 32 B2 e AU AR AR BT, 3B MO BT PR S 80 2 i 20 Mol Bl R B i B B R &K

2) MBI TG, Malmquist AF=4850R W8 EIHRE S, BORIEDIREFIH AR BRI i HdL R
fRE T A P RO AR EU I . U RARIX IO BRI R Hh s BUIRAK R B 5 ARIX > JE 7 pRIX > PR Ak
X > HRILHIX, FREFRE.

4.2. B

) SRR, ool B KTy 3, U RIRICE . M BCC R 1, K151 94t
ZRAZYE, W2 I RS MBI SEB RO R . UIRHL BRI T 1, IR SR (B AN HE
1o, FFRERREE, 51RO BRI, S E MBI R K . AL R G
N 552 Wl i - TP oW b o i1 1 /AN R 1 AN v A TR 0 @A Bl G ey R S W B BN 9
BALEARN G B BRmPH LR i B ARG A, R, @S, seBlsi4 . B
A B RAEGERR . R m QU A A FEMAL A A LEE, SR mmoll B4 % K

2) B E R, IR E . SO SO . AR A R A A
BRE g S, sSeBMOEBIC I H R4 . SR s . g — MR St —ArifE. SR, RIS
AR B A, R m BRI IR, (EHE R A A . SIANBURML A BEOR, amks HEARll.
BREMIINSE, REAMEE T IR ghie ik, hEeRa &8, RERAREREAEK, e
A BB B

3) G R, RIS AR THRIC AR . LRI SRR & B A R4, REXE
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