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Abstract

Based on MSWEP satellite retrieval precipitation data, the extended APHRODITE precipitation data se-
ries are used to estimate the PMP/PMF at the S1 Hydropower Plantdam site in the Mekong River based
on the improved statistical method and SCS model, and compared with the flood frequency analysis re-
sults. It is shown that the 10,000-year check flood of the S1 dam-site is 91,700 m3/s, and the estimated
PMF is 112,950 m3/s. The PMF is about 1.232 times of the 10,000-year check flood, which is consistent
with upper cascade reservoir designed values and the conclusion is basically reasonable.
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1. ik

JE AT - VBT K B2 W i BB s ST, RV TR B A B A2 5, 75 5 42 e
L, BAHER. K. ~i; HPEBERIEAN, e, 2af. RBE. Rl B, %EEgmRiT.
S R T BT AE R B SO, (EEREF N R AN, ICNESIE . T A 4350 km, JRIEKIEIAR 79.5 5
km?, ERETLE 4750 12 m®. YA - BRI S AT BAbA R, BT, Wil NI AR MBS
EWHAEE RENES.

S1 7K HL A JA 23 4 R FF) 22 R 75 B DA R Y A VRIS P K58 10 Zekil b, RATARBE %% (Don Sahong) /K HL
i, FERATE(Sambor) K B, TREFFRATSLARHE NE . AT AIER, B35 IER &K% A28, M 49.0
m #) 55.0 m; H e EH B /KA 55.0 m X RS 7.190 12 m3. HLuE T HIICE HLZR B 1400 MW, AN £ 4EF
Y HLR 58.44 12 KW h, 4EF| /N BCA 4174 he

A E (BytPrdE) (GB50201-2014) K (/K HEAX 41 T FE 540 %l 4 Je e it 22 4 hvfE) (DL5108-2003) Hi5E »
S1/KHLNE TAEA—E K | BUTAE, R 1 RN, IREERY% 3 HEF . A TR
PR SEE LI PRI b5 9 35 Jo U T KRR AZ /K EE I, 435119 1000 4 — &A1 10,000 i
RS2 o ce v Y S 5 5] it w1 T 7 %1723 7S bt 3 i A 2/ NI 7 N2 7= N 111 863 K/ NI £ S i S P2 B 24
Bo WITAKZ) 7100 m, fHORIE 71 mo kel A0 BT A Ay, k4 962 m, ST FE 59.0 m,  AR$E
JKCT b TS0 A M 4 1 g K D 37 m (B Ak R ), HA SRR 26 m, Lk 58 FLITF IR
Mk, FLEORS N 13mx 18 m (58 x &), EWEAE 37.0 m, RHASPEGEIEM . 15 Rk 60 m K AR
by, PIHERE 3m, P E S E TR 37.00 m AHE, DL 2% IR R R -

PR B U TR R 59.8 m, IR IRES T A 61 m, e R 17 me A AR K 2400 m, A
R A 2032 m. EIUNTNGE 8 m,  BIEHIYE 1:2.75, R 1:2.0, AR AR e CHE K R R UKCOF
HAE e 55 3 RFECR A, N R 8.

YR E PR TARESR, FEIFE S1 K PMP/PMF 550 7E[1].

2. EEXRHEN

S1KHS TR TG ZIX, 5 A% 9 AJKZkAHE LS Em, Mig2m, 5 210 AN
R 11 HZRAE 3 sz sk BRI AR ALK Ggm, /bR, 11 H BIKE 4 AR TRETEXEA
Z(11 A B 3 A)HA T390, B R & AR EAREARIL 5°C, e 55 R 2=
AR BFERMOAM—HR 3 A4 H, TEREEHB A 1 H. ST AREEIIHREEE 59%~81%, %4V
HIB% N 1903.7 mm.

2.1. REHEN

S1 /K HEE BT K 73 B AR AR i e T /KOSl A K SCt . BT KOG AL Tk 2 BT BT T, A

12021~2030 Basin Development Strategy and MRC Strategic Plan 2021~2025.
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JE AT ST /K HL G PMP/PMF it EAIF 7T

NP A, AT ST /KA 3IhE R IEZ) 10 km fRIYE AT S04 LR, 3 617 635,000 km?.
ETHEE 1910 A, B EMIKAL, AR KR E, A 1910~2021 4% H KA s TR . /K,
T2 h G EFEAR BT, NI AR RSS2 S1 K HESEIEE 2 170 km, #6178 545,000
km?. ELESE T 1923 4, 45 1923~2021 4Ei% HK R 7ok . AR URYCHE R 1T /K S0k 1910~2021 4. L
KL 1923~2021 R HimE Bkl & 1 AR TREAR I K SO s A = i

, : Laos 3
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Figure 1. Spatial distribution of adjacent hydrological stations of the project
1. RIRMEKHE RSB REE

2.2. iR DEMKBIRITHTLE

1) APHRODITE [k $dE4

DL PN B3 7K = o 2 9% 2 00 0 £ 08 4 aoxt B P4k 1) 7K B3 U5 P 7K 7= i (Assian - Precipitation-Highly-Resolved Ob-
servational Data Integration Towards Evaluation, APHRODITE){E >y PMP fiti 5 {1 2 % [ K $¥s . 2803 45 i H A 45
A HU BRI AT 5T A A G TR BT IRASL, FLIE T T 2% R R At A S 0 e Bt B % R R R
DL 0.25° [ 2% 1) 43 HE3 AE B 1951~2015 4E 4 (132 H M4 B K, S REAE Rl M A E M 2 AN E R 83 T
fily, TRV VL - Y8 23 T00 300 35 O 4 E BH 0] B B A Dy B ) A R M XSl 5B K B ) B AR . i R T
5000~12,000 N3 s (B K HRFEBORL, TR AR LN RIS RAEMLR I 2.3~4.5 £, %77 i KREGE TR
B 5 TR L b 2R 1 X X3RRI A IR K AR A %7 R TE VPR KR VR . 158 TR UK k. PR 4
TRKA BRI I8IE 5 3 1% 3R A AU, DA K S0t B /K TR ST At D ik . AR FEIE 4 1 TR N ZR R, R R ARG
KEALEB I APHRO_V1101 4 £E[2].

2) MSWEP V2 T B4Rk HiEsE

2013 4F, AR A2: & A6 T Multi-Source Weighted-Ensemble Precipitation Version 2 (MSWEP_V2) &7k %t
e, ZHARIR AR A 0.0 A HF R 3 h RUZFKEHRIRE, HARE . AT Z i3, Epk i
KK AU G 2 Ao SR TR (255 WorldClim, GHCND, GSOD, GPCC FlHAhEdEIR). T2 BE IR (4%
CMORPH, GridSat, GSMaP #1 TMPA 3B42RT) M1 73 #r 4 Y5 (ERA-Interim F1 JRA-55), T 5ext P /K Hdis kAT
BRI R I, BRI 4 Ek 13,762 AU (10 SE K J /K OE B R Bl P K AT W 22 A OE, 2 B AT
B 5 2 6 B v B B K B IR 2 —, FEXH I . KB AR . AU RGBT R R R E TR T
SEATIRAF BT N, A ] P o e b D B AIE T %R R TSR . AR H R EL T MSWEP_V2
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R4 1979~2021 FRETL - Y AT IR H K EHE -

3) #EEMEK APHRODITE MK $04E &%)

BT X 2B TR FKBIRER S5t e, KL MSWEP [ /K St 76 A [H] i [a) A4 1] R _E s 2
B, %8R APHRODITE Bk ZORHFII (] 7 51 A BEF 8 2015 4, J9ItR A MSWEP 7 fi#% APHRODITE %
BERVNGEK S 2021 4EJE, &5e, {4 [F11(1983~2015) K] APHRODITE %4 %} MSWEP #JE AT M Z R IE, 2R
JE R IE R 732 F 3] 2016~2021 4E RIS BE N, SeHl% APHRODITE $R I E K, LA U8 AW 8, PMP. ffi
(P AL E 570 T AR S5 3 0E J5 1% 12 B TR I i P /K (B 43 B Al 5 ) R b TED R0 2 %1 £
W ZEA RN BAA — 8, & JesE T & Bt A& A O AR ER 7, BB ZE TR T F— B0k
RYVBIWBIRE . 255G THAE B RCRET, EFRT 2 N T TR R K™ A RS AR SO SRk
RV H Ay, S TSR R R F T 5% H 3 (0 I 22 EL 2R (R K), SREBAHRIAR IER T Ja, RIETR
B KRS

N . .
P = P x[z P/ Pg,m] ®

e RSO R P 43 )Xo 82T 43 AR IE J5 B A AR cdts , N A m il s SO0 B i v H K R 51
N5

3. HKIMENIE
3.1. MRS

VB TR IAR R B R, BEZTARAL, R TRIIARE A 2 T itX 5 A 2 10 A VM2,
HIARIFLE M ZE LE R = — 2N, lE =T 6 H. REWFBEE 10 Atk 7, HRERZHXIE,
TSR 11 A o AR A K ST A T P11, 6 A 2 11 A ITHAIA 12 A 214 5 A5

%,

JEATFEAARETERM, 6 H~11 AR EL SERRK 86% A4, Hr, 7 H~10 A& 44 M
73%, 8 . 9 AWM AP ERK, 25 5FE SRR ER 22%~23%. £5%F, R/MREKEE2 H~4 7, X
EANA AR EL S AFR 5%, 3 A 4 APPSR E RN, XHA A RERES R H2F 08N 2%. A
TAHENDBCREZS, Ji AT S AL BRI AR AR AN . B EK SRR R Z /R ECh 0.16,
1923~2021 4 R 51 Hp fe K AR Al /INEAR T B 1Y) LUABLASOR 2 35

3.2. REEHKFFE

JB A TIHEHOK EE RN M. ERENIRRTRS, UPIEER K, #OilE. B e <
AT ANZRARZRRESGAE R, BFe RN, HEKERTAS] 150~300 mm. # /£ E A6
Yy, BERREE L. oty NIRZEEE, MEROR. RMESYERNAL, HEERIAT A~10 A, 11 7
VAR L, HRER D, BRWEZHOHH. E ISR E B IR0, JE AR K A
MR NI ATRARNLIY, BOKZHIT 8. 9 Ay, HAEMEAE 85% L 1, 10 A3id o thI A Eostom
BORHK . B ARSI K 2 NESHE iR, BORMOK R EANELL R WIE R, HBRREREZ PRl ERR
OERE, BEEZ PO, RS FRETR — BOVERA, HUIRRERYE, g &L EA K,

3.3. Witk R

1) Gumbel ST EE
I UK AH (General Extreme Value, GEV) 2315 B& Ak [3] I8 ik i T -
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F(x)= exp{—{u k (X;—é]}w} 0)

b ke Efa HIATEIR. MEMRESH. 24 K=0 [N Gumbel /345, HEerRiEXunTF:
F(x)= exp{—exp(—ﬂﬂ ©))
o

Gumbel 73 A 7E AR w0 B K AF 2 V2 R, GRE SR IV S8 FEE LR Bk [4].

2) WK E

AT b K SCab i AR 545,000 km?, 7 1923~2021 4E3t 99 4Esziilizk H P& 241, Fig kT
KGRI AR 635,000 km?, 4 1910 ££~2021 4E 3t 112 4ESZINE H 08B R 40, P92 J6 P 46 i K Ig &
it %Rk, HYE Fuller 1914 4ERF 55 A M A 1

Qs =Q; *(1+ 2.66 % A’°'33) )

A Qu AR E m¥s: Q A HFE m¥s: A NRIKIHA km’.

ZUHEAEE, BRSO RRBIER SRR 1 HEEXRYNQ, =Q,*1.05, HEE. T /KIH%L
WEEkl, guitk a1 HPnE, HaiK 1.05 4 5 i Rt R & 251,

2 1B BT R E K S KRR AT RS B, ST K FR IR AL T B K SO R BT K SCH XA, K
FAPR K SO Bt /K SR A AR Y 4 T H R AT

Table 1. Calculation results of flood frequency analysis at each station

F 1. ZIhEHRERS I ERR
St SR B (M¥s)
TR 5, P A (Km?)
¥IME i 0.01% 0.10% 1% 2% 5% 10%
e 54,500 39,005 6602 86,300 73,700 61,100 57,300 52,200 48,200
T 63,500 55201 10,673 131,200 111,000 90,700 84,600 76,400 70,000
S1 3k 55,900 / / 91,738 78,217 64,685 60,606 55131 50,840

4, AIEERARMPMP)EE

IS G HLZ(WMO)HEFE ) PMP 555750 R R[1], —REGIHLE, B—RRBKLRRERE. KX
KRB FEIEYUH RN BOE . W E . ML EEZE . BTV A T WSl WS, S0 PR SR R A5
fH, RIASCR AL PMP [5].
TEOAIRE PMP Gt ik h B4R

1) GivHEEIEREA

1961 4F Hershfield $& H ge ik, HARMMESTE A SRR S, T2 N TSR PMP, 1HE A
R

X, =X
Km — m n-1 (5)
O-n—l
PMP=X, +K o, (6)
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A X, RFKFEFIEAME: X, f X, 8B X, ZRTRZ G BRFSIRME: o, Mo, NS X, 2
A2 S5 IR HE 2 o
ARGV FEKBER R FN MG TR EHER O L, IFARI BT . MO s T e geiti& 6] [7],
S AW & AP K R TR T RANFAIESR N, Ht A
N, =T2+2 ()

T, = X0 % @®)

On

$2 H8 A 3 (5) TH LA MG BOREUBCR A 7 K, 5 RIS X AT iR IR 2 A OE -

X! :[1+3CT:an 9)

X n ATEBKFIIKE, C, AHEZERE. #BA(6)7 5% T LK1 APHRODITE /K HHE v 5
6 R AN (1) PMP.

2) WATFFIR PMP fiH LR

FIFH 253 1 IESE K [ APHRODITE [ /K$# (1951~2021, FRAIKSE 71 4F), K Sosk G iEAG S8 A
ik 1d. 3d. 7d. 15d F130d 1] PMP. JEAHIN LA 0.25 0 HER 1M H% 829 4, Hdtfs 708 Mz Tl
BRWE, 121 NSRBI /K k-1 K sk X E], LA 15 /4> 0.25° 7 HER A, HAF1 6
AL FIL RN, 9 AN SIIL RAAL . ZLi15, APHRODITE B /K FE 51K FEE AR T2 2 (8) B K,
4 86 4, AIREF M PMP fli 45 R AEME . #E— B A G) i H PMP KA, T APHRODITE #i#is it
LI A TR IEBOR T4 0 9 3.38 (1) 2.48 (3d). 2.96 (7.d). 3.24 (15 d)#1 2.10 (30 d). # 2 FIHi 1 I A
i APHRODITE Ff7K 1d. 3d. 7d. 15d A1 30 d JXJE PMP fliih45 5, 43714 49, 89, 159. 261 1 383 mm,
T B K U 25 A AL 0 23531 4y 340, 628 724, 1109 A1 1594 mm.

Table 2. PMP results based on the APHRODITE precipitation data in the Mekong River basin
52 2. JBARIE APHRODITE P&k #3RH) PMP fiit45

AR BIEINES PMP (mm)

1d 49
3d 89

PTG 7d 159
15d 261

30d 383

1d 340

3d 628

BRI Al 7d 724

15d 1109

30d 1594

2 2 T A, APHRODITE B&/K™=fE 1d. 3d. 7d. 15d #1130 d XK PMP (25164347
APHRODITE %5 8L 2 /R{B AWk PMP S{E £ B AR IR M AR R IL X, HFEKPOXE 1d~3d 1)
PMP 7£ 500~600 mm 2 [f], i H e X U A 200~300 mm & [ 9251k .
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Figure 2. Spatial distribution of PMP results based on APHRODITE precipitation data on different time scales in the Mekong River
basin

2. IBANATRIE APHRODITE F&7k 18 % RE PMP =8 9%

3) Bt - WHEX E PMP fiE 4R

K FRER 7 2 S Rt - VB X () & i PMP, S 3 K B s ot AGE S, 20l St — i
HEIX (7] 30 d PMP 173 AT 72, &3 30 d 1) PMP I FEAFAE— 58 sty A8 FH T AR AT S5 Ve SR A I 1) P o AR (5
k- Wi 369,120 km?). W 3 R, Fek 1d FROSCEE I E R EHEMm A, &30 d StERfb, 14 1502.6
fzm®, KTIA TR R 1011.7 km®. R & Al 0 JE K2 B AR ERIR K, Al R KR W fE A AT
R [F] 5] 78 55 A iadg, DRI m DA AR AR A B R 4, 845 30 d 1) PMF Sk & S5 380K sk S0 Tk U R
JUE R 5 kR B AR K, 1H 30 d A B S HE R, N 1277.2 42 m® ($NAR D).

Table 3. PMP calculation results in the Jinghong-Ponointerval basin
Fz 3. |t - WAL X BRI PMP fEITEER

R ) RUBE 1d 3d 7d 15d 30d

PMP (mm) 64 109 186 281 407

TR R % 0.35 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.85

WHE S5  PMP (mm) 22 60 121 211 346
[X. i eI A Sk B (12 m) 82.8 221.1 445.6 778.8 1277.2
Wit TR E (L m®) 55.6 164.9 365.8 684.8 1055.2

5. ATRERAFHK(PMF)fEE

AP M VE BT KR ] SCS BAhr 2R HESK . % B Syt-S1 [X (Al sk i Ay 379,800 km?, ik iA-S1 ik
X 6] A T AR Ay 10,680 km?, §Hit-S1 3UhE X Ja] 5 5t - Sl ik (X 1a] e e o AR AR 2 2.8% . AR5 KH] SCS
BN ERIFAS B St - SRk X (8] PMF ik RELR, PR i AR bR HE 57 5t 1t -S1 ITHE[X 8] PMF /K FE 28,
B nF K B ITHE PMF S KGEFE T34 31 ST /K FLss ik PMF,
5.1. FFRITE

SCS A 3 [H £l /K - £ < (Soil Conservation Service, fiifk SCS)T- 1954 SEACHT I A K SCREAY, |
12 BTSN E R sk TR K R KBt 38T 7K ST T8 T RHAT IR ¥ 7K ST ) AT 78]

SCS ML T RAAR, @] DU FAEE— IR BN RN BRI AR . SRR R FE iR A& AN BR
) R AR P R AR AN 1) R AR R, AHATAS B AR IRARI, st AN B4R o
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5.2. SLRITHE

S SR BT R A T 4 B 2R ATV R SR [O] o 8 s P72 vk DR o R D BT T i o2 et -
S DX IR A 2, R HE S BT b A R 2R

LEARTA PMP I FRER, SRIGSut - B k(X (5] PMF LI & N 64,269 m¥fs, H A L 5tdt-S1 Bk
[X [d] PMF i3 &84 75,150 m/s, 28 sttt PMF i 72, H545 S1 /K HEBEIE PMF g7 & A 112,950
m¥s, VEILZ 4.

X B3 TR B . Sk KL PMF KIS REZR a1 3 Bl e ACIR S1 HLuGHIHE PMF 3k 7Kish A2 28 AF GH 3 1 L i
15y, DRI () 55 3 v rE S S AR — B, LUt e S, AN IR R AR L A B

Table 4. Comparison of dam-site PMF estimations in the Jinghong, Pono, and S1 hydropower plants
4. |t YA, S1BILIMLE PMF fA{EEL RS

I H Qm (M?fs) Wyq (12 m?) Waq (12 m?) Waq (12 m?) Wisq (12, m°) Waoq (12 m°)
syt 39,900 34.3 101.9 227.1 437.7 634.8
ik 94,237 80.9 240.2 539.1 1026.0 1545.7
S1 112,950 97.3 288.6 641.0 1208.2 1890.4
120000
— Wi
— ik
100000 T
80000
£ 60000
i)
=
40000
20000
0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
RE(H)

Figure 3. Comparison of PMF process of the main cascade hydro-
power plants in Lancang-Mekong River
3. REIL - BN EEZH RN PMF FI2LRTLLE

53. WItHREEIE S

1) FERtgRl

AR IRBER 7K SC BB E L YA A TS B S 012 B 7 e SEAR B, %5 AR Bk TR AT 2R R 227K S0 T
AT VG, B TORIRE FERLLF, KOk s ST TR R AR, BRI AR AT S1 K HLsiHE PMF 2.

2) PR

APHRODITE [#/K 8R4 2 1 HARZE S M BRI EE0T 78 B Al H A G T 58 T (R i I X I e /K a4, 3G
F T 5 B AL 1 S B /K B B 0 H E % I SRk TR AR BRI 2 [R] 0 2R 0.25° A AL B AK =i, $R4E T
1951~2015 4EfUZ H Ehs ok oL, HE M OS2 AN E RSB .. BRAR TR RS R, &
A S R ORI D R P K A B T R ER A Rl P (R B KB 2 A AR L, R B /K B B A T U

DOI: 10.12677/jwrr.2023.124040 365 TK BRI 5T


https://doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2023.124040

JEA] S1 7K # % PMP/PMF Al 5A7F 58

ANFRIEGEEIER . ¥ APHRODITE /KB4 5 2 00 P~ kT i, &I MSWEP 7= 5 APHRODITE
Bk 2 i — S f s, AHOC R %L CC ik 0.93, ff FAHXRS FE % =i i) MSWEP 7= % APHRODITE #EK %2 2021 4
J&E, FFIHATALIE, kR AIERI[10].

3) WAL THE T

T 5ot - BiEUhE X (R 4E /K RN S S vE-S1 Uk X (R E /K I RRUAH 224 2.8%, AR UK Seit - B [X |
PMF J 5 42 [ I AR B 37 S 7 20 S e iik-S1 kil X ] PMF SR 2 A& K. 2% 1ImIE Ban Koum 7K Hi s a] 477k
WEFC AR A 55 3%, @it iH 4 Chiang Saen-Pakse [X [A] PMF %58, &0 _E i 5tk B3k PMF /5459 %) Ban Koum
Wikl PMF R AR VCR Sk Bl PMF & st idt-S1 Uk X [A) PMF R (9 77502 A 1

4) THEBER T

AU PMP 1HE PMF PAICE BER A SCS /K SCBARY L, RIS AR R IS B B 5 R4 Z4(FAO)
T 5 - SR P R, R SR P ) B 22 KA 1 km R I s, 1) S TR R AR e s
W, BORHERAYER 212 AT .

5) BKSMELRTHE

27 T W 2 SE 1L 5 O AR KB KM A A, THE ST LR AR KSR . iRt A =
300~3,000,000 km?:

Q, =1830A%* 9)

S1 7K HL B I 5 1) 7 5 T ARl 555,900 km?,  H X (9) T4 75 B T R K ik K o 119,638 m¥fs,  HHAMULL T R
THEA R CR U KA 119,638 m¥/s, AR PMF 58 112,950 m¥s, 54 R AR 214 5.6%, A K
TR ARG B

6) ERRAMZEZRL(ICOLD)HEHEARE

1984 4, Rodier 1 Roche i xf 4t 5 K2 1200 MR AEIERIAT 7, P H FRAEHIER E 1) K B
A R[12]:

1-K/10
A j (10)

6
Q, =10 (F
A Qu BRI R (M) A NIRIBEIBUkm?) o 7EXCHEARARAR b, TR 100 km? 1 45 i [H AR 1
T KRR Mo — B 2k
MR (10)H Kk IR RME 6 I, HIRLH BRI B 125,313 mfs. AKX PMF HHELSCR N 112,950 ms,
PIFE CR A ZE 10.95%, AR IR ORIEA & 7L
7) 5_Edrevh PMP BRX HL 4T

Table 5. Comparison of PMF with 10,000-year check flood results at the S1 and upstream hydropower plants
% 5. S1 X Eiffi il PMF 5 E—@&RAZHK BRI

7K FEL S35 A5 /KR (km?) JI4E—38(m’%s) PMF (m%/s) PMF/J34E—i8
st 149,100 37,200 39,900 1.07

Ban Koum 418,578 74,697 92,997 1.245

Phou Ngoy 545,220 75,721 94,237 1.245

S1 7K H ¥ 555,900 91,700 112,950 1.232

S 55 ST WL U BT LU, HEFE R ST Uk T BE s KK BURFEAR S 3], 2974 10,000 4 —i ik
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JHA] S1 7K Ha 3 PMP/PMF {5 LH0F 58

KR 1.232 £%; 10 Ban Koum 7K HEL3E PMF/10,000 4E—iB %)k 1.245 5, ## 45t ok RILIL (W 5),
BEIA T S ORFEA S B AT 47

6. LEiLFEIN

AR LHEE R PMP/PMF 52 7K HEL TREIIE R T (A% ) HEK, AR 7K 28 I g 15 A B 5 3 5
W P B ARG o YA TR IR ST R B, IR B R R AN, SR RN A . ARSCR A Guih il AR TE A
IR PMP, SR A SCS A RLHEAT =I5 PMF, 3 H (1 = B L5 R AR F -

1) PEERMFKEIEEAMNE PMP 18 A& FANE, RO T M ORI A5 G A ke,
NERGORHE X () PMP/PMF fli 2 AE T — 28 i 12 .

2) S1 /K HLIhE T AE—IB B KN 91,700 m¥s, PMF {545 5 112,950 m¥s, b= [ 2 i N2 i 4
HMIREIR AN 10% /4, AREEAGHE. S1 Mk AT AR REK R PMF 200y 54— 81 T K R 1 1.232
% L Ban Koum 7K i3 PMF/10,000 538249 1.245 £, Pig A5 Lo R BT, S UEA KT SRR & BT S5k

EE U H
r ] g A A A 2R B A 7 e A PR A 7] (11SD210003A-01-2022) BHiff I H -
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