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Abstract

According to the status of water resources, social economy and environmental ecology in the Han River
basin, a comprehensive evaluation index system consisting of 3 layers and 12 indicators is constructed.
Index weights are determined according to the principal component analysis and entropy weight me-
thods. The evaluation standards, fuzzy comprehensive evaluation and set-pair analysis evaluation mod-
els are used to comprehensively evaluate the water resources carrying capacity. The results show that
the general trend of water resources carrying capacity from 2010 to 2016 gradually decreased first and
reached the lowest value in 2013, and then gradually increased. The fuzzy comprehensive evaluation
shows that the score of water resources carrying capacity is between 0.55 and 0.58 in each year, and the
set-pair analysis shows that its carrying capacity has certain risks. Since the water resources carrying
capacity in Han River basin has reached a certain scale, the development and utilization of water re-
sources should be more reasonable and efficient. This study will provide technical support for the plan-
ning of Han River ecological and economic belt.
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1. ARE R

BEE R E AT A 2R AR A A KT B AR N RO, N RO AR PR 58 i R gk —
D, RBEK FORERIEEZRTE. A2 AR R R 718 2 KI5 RAUK A S ECEE R, “K
7 IR T AR, TR DU R E XRS5 T AT 4R — MR MR i KB . 7K SRR 3K
F352 A oK B X R 8 A P R v 2% B SR SRR R M B AL o), HARAE M NI 2R R I
7 R, XA E R X LR A R RS 2 R E BN . K BRI AR OB I 51 R A 2 R R R I K

W KRR BT R R RIS ERM s BIBGESE, (HIRST AP R R
ANHE PRI RN . Zadeh H%Z[3] 1965 FHE BRI A BB KIS, HIDIEHEYMRIATE M. BRIZRE1ENE
T I8 SR FUH R &R R DU B BRI Z RIS, B BOIE . € BAEAZ SR AL, 9RAh i
LN R AL, TR HAR B S BRIZRE O P FREE 4R 20 BIPFAMETEAR 1 5t A b DR B K
BIPIRDL, VRN S50 TR st R XK SR ARIRAE 1 S i b — Bt H AV SE(S1E0 DU )14 /K L B3 IRR B0, Mg T
TORAZR B PPN S A HL DO St K s 22 4k, AU )1 48 R 7K - SRR B/ MBS T o R 45 6] R R e 2
BEIPE AR S VPINIRHE T 2010 FEARIKBHEABR IR, FHZTK R A FFEM R FRA — 2 S HihE. K
FPEE(TIERT T 10 D EEREM R RN T, RTBRIZR S PRI 0 R b = A /K BRI I BRI IUT e
SERHIT, RKIZHDOK BT ACIRGL CazAH AU, (E/K B SRR AR . XSl 1989 FF2H 14X
SHTER[8], ZHEIRMEL . REAZE ATV AR . XIE ORI G Ml d 7 FocH R 5L
AL Y ) 1148 7K B ISR BT AT T ZhAS VP 4258 R 5[ 10] 5 fZRAR T /K BEURER R O R G54 73 H /K BE YRR X T30
IKGEIREEERT PP K BEIRANS DSRE 4 DT RIIBTTtiE, JIF e 1K BRIREER Wit ST AR R R i s

gi b, BB AR BRI A B T TATI SRAFAE T8 20 18, B ok A 0 1 PR 1 v R R AR HEFR E 3G, 1R
JTEARRETE 7075 FE A VPO PR AR AN E IR A o A S e PUL /K BRI AR 3R 0 I RO RIT I, R DL A
IKEPEARB ST, R DU IO BRI KR AR VAN 7R 2 9F 0 AT SAIE 0T, 3R 3R T DT IoK
BRSBTS
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2. WX BR FEESRIR
2.1. JGTRIBETIR

PUTRKITR RIS, RIETRIGHEE, TRRAKA. Bdtma, EAKT, FR4EK 1577 km, i
BRIEARL) 15.9 J7 km®e MUK RKE, CHRAZ, WAME. B, ER. T B, Hfi s AMTEIX . )
TLPAE T AR R B 22X, A2 RO KR A R S, B 252 G RSP P il 34y o PR Rg i, UM LA B
M2k UL Z A F KRN 904 mm, (KT KITHRBCFHME, HAMKEREN 1399512 m’. FEKE
NATCAARI S, R EZ R RKANG, KEF, RREASEAL, FEEFE S~10 H, FKEFEREK
) 55%~65%, =I5 A s fkaA b, B v e Rk .

DULHIR AR TR F B . KU R . AR, FERIA T2 I Rtk J5 v HL A 52 1 i o
AR PER « FHTOKE 2R E R KA & TR KR, A FILE ., K, JWrg. b EZ
MIHERAESS o FFRE DL IR K SRS I FL, A DU AE S A Bl M IR, AR THEBN DU ik & 5F
PRI S R KR -

2.2. BIERIR

AW FREE EERE PUN: DULREBUKBEIRS T AR &&(EFET . B1E X)) E%2010~2016). %4 (H
. AR X)KEEAIRR010~2016). FE(EFET . RS AHRQ2010~2016) K IBUN B 77 W5 A 7 1)
NEPSAE/

3. DGTKFIREAE N IEERER
3.1. FE¥RERGE

IK BRI 2R IR B A MR B R KV MRS IR K551 22 5 TH BRI . 3l ) 7K Bt
VAR T AR B AR A SN R 2R 0 AT, G A A RIRAR AR, T SR . AR AERAS MRS, MR T
WE3IANRGR, 12 MEERERIKRBFREA VAR, W& 1. fabstltEd,  1E R BRI BOIK SR
BB, g W AR AR B K B PR A 3 g5

Table 1. Evaluation index system of water resources carrying capacity in Han River

F 1. JUDKRERAB TN IBIRER

HbsZ 2 il Fatrer X Fabrtt
X1 7Pk AT RR R K R PR 1E[
) X2 ki AT TR R K & fA
KFEIET RS
X3 KB KRR R PR i 55 7K B B 1 B L]
X4 ANHKEHE KPR S X A DR EE 1E[
X5 A\¥J GDP i IX ] N A 7 B SR AN D HE 1E[
) X6 NEE PANLTRRR 3B RN D3 L]
IK GRS T o 9 L .
] } X7 SRR TR O S E AR D Ac|
HEATTRY B
X8 J375 GDP Fi/K & SH/KES S GDP fIME |
X9 N4 % K & BN TR AR 5 FH K i L]
X10 73 7 Tl f 7k & T A K S b8 e Y B Al fA
N X11 AEFHKR ASHKES B HKER AL 1E[
AT T RS o ) X
X12 BA THIRR R /K HE T SR HE LS B 5 1 X THTRR ) b A A
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3.2. 3EFRIER

FELREVEN T, BB E PP B3 X K BHEAR BT M AN 7] LR ST FE AR 2 [ ) & AN AR —, ]

R FE R I HTEAREBGE 1]

FER BB TP R EAE: O BdEtrEtl, @ FMFRMEMEER R AR R BOE R, © SRR
FHGERE R SN AR L AR, @ B ER NG BRI . R — BRI 3 R M vh S R AR E
KA RE TR IR AN o AHT TR 2R AR 8 45 R 515 2 B R N € R IBUE,  DURBGE T 580
TEPR B A R A 20 4E 12 DPTERIEARA T, N AR HKE . A KR S S T AR R K HET
BT RCEROR, HIEF0.09 DLk, 7570 GDP HIZKE AT 7o T i K EACE RN, 40T 0.07 AR

3.3. EIRTR

TEbR iR RIS VLS, T SN S BRI bR AT 20 AT, e B PR B L AN 73 SRR 12] 0 K 5T IX K BE U
AR 5 FRES, B BDHRbR ARSI 70 5 NER(N AR 2). Hh THRBRLF, RRAX KR
MIBEEOLLLBUR M 1T R I DU, XK BRI A 22 G O R e ey i Pk T G i L — M, 0om
A DOK BRI RGN AE T AP IR s IV FURTE DU , X K BRI Ak S 22 B R A J AT — 5 [ ORI
H/K BRI A AR OGRS K V JURTEOUR 2, Fos /K BRI ASIAE 2 S8 I BRI XU -

Table 2. Estimated evaluation index weights and classification standards of water resources carrying capacity

= 2. KFRABKRSITEN A EN S R

FEARCRAL)

X1 P=KAEH(JT m¥/km?)
X2 BKBEH(T m¥km?)
X3 7K BEEH R (%)
X4 NEIK B & (m/\)
X5 A GDP (Ji7i/\)
X6 N % FE (N /km?)
X7 WHZE(%)

X8 7376 GDP F /K& (m*/ /i 7t)
X9 N¥HE W /K & (L/d)
X10 7376 Tl i F 7K & (m?/ 73 76)
X11 A2 FKE(%)

X12 BAL TR K HE B (7 1 /km?)

U

0.0777
0.0788
0.0713
0.0775
0.0893
0.0959
0.0892
0.0660
0.0908
0.0681
0.1000

0.0954

AR

I II I v \%
>25 20~25 15~20 10~15 <10
<1 1~3 3~10 10~15 >15
<20 20~35 35~45 45~60 >60
>550 500~550 450~500 400~450 <400
>5 2.5~5 1~2.5 0.4~1 <0.4
<110 110~150 150~200 200~250 >250
<15 15~30 30~50 50~60 >60
<80 80~110 110~250 250~600 >600
<100 100~150 150~200 200~300 >300
<8 8~10 10~15 15~20 >20

>4 3~4 2~3 1~2 <1
<L5 1.5~2.0 2~2.5 2.5~3.0 >3.0

4. IKAFFEG TN ER ST
4.1. ERZEIEMN

B SR PN BOA R M SOP IR(8) R BN T . Q@I H TR 5PN 4 QEBMKRIEMER; O
BUCE [ & W R, @SB SR A B=W R .
SRR R BRSNS R N OB AR SRR R BRI i A AR PR SE PR E SRR, AT LR EEAN
AR FIRRBOCRI L. RBRBAFRAMRE, B LS ME LI, WA RS

DOI: 10.12677/jwrr.2020.93026

252

IK BRI T


https://doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2020.93026

DUTFOK RIA B LR G VR T

B “PEPEEIE AR ' X ik 12 ifebr R EE R SIPN IR NEROER, &Febaxt 1. 1L 1. IV. V
K BRI SRR R BN

1 u<a,
a,—u
_ 2
,ul(u) = a <u<a, )]
a4 —q
0 uza,
0 u<a,uza
u—a u<
—_ a <u<a
1 2
o (u) =1 & —a @)
a, —u
_— a, fu<a,
a;—a,
0 u<a,,u>a,
u-—a,
—_— a, <u<a
/13(14): a, —a, 3)
a,—u
a, fu<a,
a,—a,
0 u<ay,uza
u-—a,
—_— a,<u<a,
,u4(u)= a, —a, “)
as—u <
a, Su<a;
as—a,
0 u<a,
u—a
4
us(u)= a, Su<as %)
as —a,
1 u=as

e a N TR F G a S8, ag NIV BAV BG5S, a, 8T EMHEE, o 8 TTRFEIE,
NIV G A . X TR B Fe bR, S8 B R BT R A R, R ER()~G) T <. <=, >, #>. >
BONS. <BIAT. #fE T RSMIVENERE R AIBLESE w5, RIBZEAIPMIEE, ZZa NS R B=w - R 133
DULIIRAE A3 7K G U5 AR B ST BN 255 VPN 25 5 B1~Byo

N T B R K R AR B L, SRR I EOE S, SRR L 11, 10, 1V, VR e, = 0.95 ,
a,=0.75, &,=050, a,=025, a,=005. 81: A=T-o+-a, +1l-o; +IV-@, + V-, EfHMR, FrK
PR AR 19 TR, TS R0 3. 32 3 AT L, 2010~2016 EEITTIRS/K B IR & 8 148 & PEME 2 0 0.5727,
0.5732, 0.5605, 0.5551, 0.5677, 0.5685, 0.5761, 4bT rr&Emsl FoKF, FEFDTK BRI AP H S LY H
B, A —E IR DA SR & P R A e B 2R 5 VP X RS2 IR, 2010~2016 TR VPS54 4t R
SRR T T TR TR TR T 12, RDTHRIBK B R BRI /0 BT ¢ RAERE AT 4, 2014
AN GDP. KEJEIFAFIFHZR . Ji78 GDP FH/KEF AL ISR B e br s B T 55 11 2400 38 R,
TR RGO T SRR . IBUK R IRAR 45 A T B B B2 N RIS BT, AR SRR S T Sk
JBIE . IR HIAE 2016 4F, BRI HIAE 2013 4F, —FHAHZE 0.0211. 1E0 &5 (s @ s b,
BT M GRBREEYe BTG T, I GRBREEED NI, IV CRBIEEED BT, V 9GR8 BRSO
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Table 3. Fuzzy comprehensive evaluation results of water resources carrying capacity in Han River

= 3. NDKFRAHNEMEATTNER

Ay I 11 11 v A ZEEVPAME A
2010 0.367 0.068 0.264 0.134 0.168 0.5727
2011 0.331 0.145 0.211 0.145 0.168 0.5732
2012 0.277 0.203 0.196 0.157 0.168 0.5605
2013 0.256 0.225 0.189 0.162 0.168 0.5551
2014 0.264 0.265 0.136 0.167 0.168 0.5677
2015 0.284 0.242 0.129 0.177 0.168 0.5685
2016 0.319 0.219 0.107 0.187 0.168 0.5761

4.2. & oHIES
X T MR G R 1t A B IR Bk SR R G VEN B bR R R 8 SO TPINARAE, KPP RE AR FB AR x,
(1=1,2,3,--,m s m AVFNIBWREDE R —MES 4, TEAHNIEFIVPEMFRER A —MES B, (k=1,2,3,-,K ;s K
NV SEGED, W 4,5 B, v H (4,B,) « A TR, wlk B R AERRIR | SOPNFRuERE L
et WP NES 4, 1 ZOPIARHENES B, WY SPA JR3E, 84X H (4, B, ) i) K ST R R E SCA:
H=Hyp= iwﬂ"z Zwlal +ZW1b1111 +ZW1 PR +ZW1 1 k—2lk 2 +ZW101J (6)
=1

=1 =1
A w RS 1 HOBLE.
BEs Sy~ Sy~ Sy~ s RS RS ARIRAE S 1~V (BRI T8 INBAL TR R, SEREAME x, 53R 1 2
PN PR HERI R R L gy 9

1+04 +0i, +0i, +0j, x, <5
s +s,—2x, 2x, —2s, . . . . S, + S
L2 L L 2 400, + 06, + 0, s, <x, <2
Sy =8 Sy =8
s, +5, —2x 2x,—58, —§ s +s s, +S
0+22 L +——1 "2 +0i,+0j, -—2<x <22
S5 =, 85—, 2 2
u, = ™
oS t+s, —2x, . 2x,—S8,—5, . S, +s S, +S
0+0f +=2—*+——Lj +—L 2 3 4+0j, 2—<x <2
S, =8, S, =8, 2 2
2s, —2x 2x, —8,— S S, +s
0+0i, +0i, + ———Lj +—L 3 4 3 4 oy <y,
S, =8, S, =58, 2
0+0i +0i, +---+0i,_, +1j, x, >,

Refe s <5, <5 S5, o M RAHRARTERT, 5 20(7) & HEbR ML R T, 4% R% AR AR R 31 46 X [ B 7T 45
SRR E mo
THE 2% K 1) B 0k 34 R B T R B PR B R R, 8 SUNTBE R BT 223k BT 0 08 57 24 W 0128 2 L A
(YRR B 2 PR S AR TR 3 . S P Bt S AT A5 4 0T o TR B 98 S TR B MW7 O B (O R — 3 22
PR S O RERE b, AE B PRI b B $2 0 2 5 A IR e U T 0, T s
sp(u)=(a—c)(1+D) (8)
5 S R TS 5 T L U T 43 P8 15— B It <7 0, ok T L B 0 38 O WL i
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XY s, (u)=(a+b)—c B /AN g B0 3 (W IRVE X ) 5, (u)=a—(c+b) o T I IE 4R X %
s, (u)e[-1.0,1.0], HR4E “H5p 0" AERESE R S, (u) RIS 5 AN RS, (1) €[-1.0,-0.6), MR
%S, (u)e[-0.6,-0.2), ¥ S, (u)e[-0.2,0.2] , fmlFI% S, (u)e (0.2,0.6], [F% S, (u)€(0.6,1.0] o 4T ek
i S 5 B R bR A2 51 S DX 38K B R AR B 08 55 1) E 2L IR 3R, TR G ) B a2 Wi i iy X oK B VR A 3 0 R I S5 PR e A,
FE KGR AR T R I X R

1) PUTRIEK B8 A& % 1A

PR EAE, AT ACA R R T MG AR, FREET Fonl RBUE A o 22 7 2 0 A X TH], 15
BT PULIRIBIK G AR TR R AR X ], WAE 4. BRRFEEMK, KUK BHRAR B,

Table 4. Connection degree variation ranges of water resources carrying capacity in Han River

F 4. LRBKFFRARNKRELLXEE

e oh KR a2 AT
2010 [0.34, 0.65] [0.57, 0.75] [0.07, 0.45] [1.00, 1.00]
2011 [0.33,0.67] [0.51,0.74] [-0.04, 0.49] [1.00, 1.00]
2012 [0.29, 0.66] [0.34, 0.67] [0.02, 0.52] [1.00, 1.00]
2013 [0.27, 0.66] [0.28, 0.61] [-0.02, 0.55] [1.00, 1.00]
2014 [0.31, 0.69] [0.36, 0.69] [0.01, 0.56] [1.00, 1.00]
2015 [0.31, 0.68] [0.36, 0.69] [0.01, 0.55] [1.00, 1.00]
2016 [0.34, 0.68] [0.41,0.74] [0.03,0.52] [1.00, 1.00]
m 035 0.29 0.53 0.00

VE: R m AN BAE 2010~2016 £E ] AR EL I £ X 8] K A MH

Figh, WP TTERECRIA X, ARLRSS T N RGN E MR, FLIBCR FE XA (R A 2 ROk,
M 4 FTEURIL, 3 AT RG] AT E HEF (K EI/N 2 2355(0.53) > KBEIE0.29) > AEARIEE(0). 4
BHBRGH, A EHKRREN 0.92%, HIE 2016 4, %8s S EBUETE TE% V XIAIA,; AL
FRAPKHE R e o 1.41 J3i/km?, HELAE 2011 4F, %8R S ERUE I TE5% 1T XN, MEBBEREH b
B9 0, FUERAETIHE RGEAMENN 0. DULKBTIRAS 1B R AR S 7E 2010~2016 EHZET T T
FefEem it f2, HEM 2010 1 0.49 FFEE] 2013 ££(1 0.47, F ETHE 2016 £ 0.51, KEFEABAIRESAE
AT & o PUTK BIFEAF IR T 3 AT 2%, R S@ U Motk R, & 49.92%; KEHRITTRRIRZ,
N 30.53%; ABIERI TN 19.55%. +RETFRBCRELE 2010~2016 FAFFESEm, ERMERRE —H
TRFFTE BIOL, /K BEIRIE AR AL TS B 5 FHRAS, T8 R T DU /K BEIR 255 T 8 B T 1 BN ] Py S 30 9 3 A8 Ak

ST RAEBREHERIEREKT, fEE5FFRABREE 7 FEHAW LT, KREFRER
GRREL TMET, BAmARE. XML K B EERAIMZIE T, S THS25N
PR, (RASHEE—EmIEEEREN, NSHERMTENE, BTS00k R B AT %,
DAIE BB T4 T BRI RS R R R

IKBHEF RGFTA S 4 NMebrh, KR IEFT A 2K R 28 Fa b8, AR4E D7 s ZoRk el &0, 9
BAE T FIRI I T SR 5 BRI DL, RIS P KSR B T S B S B A L, DRI B T LB R B B Tk )
R, FEJCIEEEHI RARBE MM ATHE T, MU XK B & . Bl S B BRI, RIS LI K I, Xk
KGR T RA M RE R — 2 IER

2) BT AsK BRI AR ER 7 e e 3R XU

WG RBHR AT U FRE G B T PUL K R E ) TUe B R B E S A5 R, WL 5. Mk 5 1)
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B, PO IIEK B ARER 7 10 FLCBUIRIEE R BUE 2010~2016 4E[8], [ 778 2010 £ TR A, R 6 84T
B IX, UK, HAERBHIPFREISS . HAh TRk S &R 1R GAE 2010 FE52IHRAK, ST RIR%
RN 0.2292; 1 2013 A 7K T2 AR RS B3¢ 1 » X0 B ki BR 0 #4500 0.1044 - IR NS 0 #r B 1E2010~2016
SR PUTIRSRK SR A B 2 A FIHRE, BRIEES ARG R I T — e R E s, RS Ik
EXTAIE 0 LRI OL, ST KRR E ) RGEAF

Table 5. Results of connection number and set-pair subtractive situation in Han River

5. NLREBR AR RBEENBER

BLAR TLoCHE R EL
RPN Ay TR 3 BHIH
a b, b, bs c
2010 0.37 0.07 0.26 0.13 0.17 0.2292 i [7) 3%
2011 0.33 0.14 0.21 0.14 0.17 0.1897 3
2012 0.28 0.20 0.20 0.16 0.17 0.1291 3
IKBEIR AR Sy 2013 0.26 0.23 0.19 0.16 0.17 0.1044 3
2014 0.26 0.26 0.14 0.17 0.17 0.1141 3
2015 0.28 0.24 0.13 0.18 0.17 0.1375 k)
2016 0.32 0.22 0.11 0.19 0.17 0.1771 k)
2010 0.74 0.00 0.14 0.12 0.00 0.8057 EEZ]
2011 0.66 0.08 0.12 0.14 0.00 0.7382 EE=S
2012 0.51 0.14 0.22 0.14 0.00 0.5917 UEIGE:
KB T RS 2013 0.51 0.04 0.32 0.13 0.00 0.5917 iRk
2014 0.51 0.14 0.23 0.12 0.00 0.5917 EIGE:
2015 0.51 0.16 0.21 0.13 0.00 0.5917 IS
2016 0.51 0.21 0.17 0.11 0.00 0.5917 iRk
2010 0.09 0.14 0.45 0.19 0.14 -0.0592 34
2011 0.07 0.24 0.35 0.21 0.14 -0.0900 34
2012 0.05 0.32 0.26 0.23 0.14 -0.1060 3
HERTF RS 2013 0.01 0.43 0.18 0.25 0.14 -0.1621 3
2014 0.03 0.44 0.13 0.26 0.14 —0.1401 34
2015 0.07 0.39 0.13 0.28 0.14 —0.0871 3
2016 0.14 0.31 0.11 0.30 0.14 0.0016 34
2010 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 -0.0235 34
2011 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 -0.0235 3
2012 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 -0.0235 A
R T RS 2013 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 —0.0235 A
2014 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 -0.0235 3
2015 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 -0.0235 5k
2016 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.51 -0.0235 34
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FEKFIET R, DARECREAE 2010~2011 RN, 7 2012~2016 A R [EF, 38R B LI
RIERS, HREE TR HABOHRPN S Ny, AU, a FMETE 7S£ 0.74 TREH] 0.66, it
LRIERN 0.51, MiSET L SR by by (HEAMEBAA BT B, 3K BH/K B85 2R e I i) AR 3% A B i
I, XEEEEANBER . FIRERRY, KEERGRNEAAEG NGRS, (A TReE— €8
FE L3RRI S5 R

2B 5T R HIIE ST 5 M-0.0592 JE FEE-0.1621, FHZPREIFFE 0.0016, A 3 Ep K5
Fr, 20l 2 N3 GDP #7570 GDP 7K &, fEiX 7 4[E, A¥J GDP M 2010 FA70 T 1 544 2.23 Jiou/ N
FETF 4 2016 4EAL T 11254411 4.46 Ji 76/ N\, 7378 GDP FZK &M 2010 SE47 T 11 2% 1) 188.38 m’/ /3 7. P& 4 2016
SEQLT 11252109 90.89 m/ 5 7t T N 17135 B RISRAEL A 26 (1 AR T B2 78 LA % 3 76 Tl 38 Jin 8 FH 7K i O IT  BRAELTS
T AL G, TR T X P B A3

KR T RAPEFELRREBIIREEN AR, XS5 AEST RE R AR S IORA B2 A
Ko

gie ERXPUTRIBOK BEE AR DL 6, TR, KB RGERIEL, W R HXZit
SRGT ARG, (R 7RSI BRERABAESTRSR, £ 7 FPERRFEAE, JFHHLL™E,
Forp—Fe br B A7 T AR PR K HE R BELEFRTE 1 S GKY, T 50— e An i 5 AR S K R YERFTE V FS 50K,
BAR FIEARTHEAESRAMKE .

5. &g

MRAE DU LRI RIRM AT AL RIRIUIR, &5 &R ERE TaE 3 MNRSZE 12 Matr 2 R/K R &K
JIVI AR R o R 32 BG 3 WE IR RUE AR 45 G i 5 S TR bR, 0 PO 25 & FH AR 40 A B2 43 73 AU
TIBOK R AR E IR GUEAT BT, EELSR R

1) BOHIZEEPPHISE RIEIR 2010~2016 FFPLISK B IR ARSI 256 1P - [EIIRE & T 0.50, 40T R S5 R 1 i
FACE, BEMENER DB TR TH TH TH T H TR 1%, FPTHRISK & A BRI T

2) X AT EAR RIS R B, DUT/K B AR T R EETE 2010~2016 FHZ ] T4 F G m g s,
FF{EM 2010 £/ 0.49 FFEE] 2013 £/ 0.47, F_EFHZE 2016 £/ 0.51, KEPFABIRSEMAEHE . KA
ISR AR K BEIR A ) R SR AR A AT 4T, RIUKBR RGNS AFEE IR, RGIRE X 5
A H IR A B [ B BT RE

AW TR AR 3 A5 VP AN RN 3 T S5 06 0 M AR B 25 R T K BRI ) RSP AT E R &R, Bk
WK B IR AR B RS 2010~2016 4ERIERE G RI-aAW) &, AT AR S SERx 7 B 8 vl AT VR ik
FRPPAN 7285 /R PO K BRI R Ik — @ BB, (BT — @ P R8T, BRI ZE H es e, IR RET
AKARSETT L, INsE/K BRIREE G RR, IR A SR 1, B PUT AR AT s i E KR .
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