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Abstract

This paper constructs the model of labor allocation effect between two sectors, and uses the anal-
ysis methods of provincial static panel, provincial dynamic panel and provincial panel threshold
effect to test the theoretical model. The results show that there is an inverted U-shaped relation-
ship between the effect of labor force allocation between industries in the agricultural sector and
non-agricultural sector on economic growth, and that the effect of labor force allocation between
industries from the agricultural sector to the non-agricultural sector has a positive effect on eco-
nomic growth in all the samples of central and western provinces. The inter-industry labor alloca-
tion effect of the transfer of labor force from agricultural sector to non-agricultural sector in east-
ern provinces inhibits economic growth. The negative impact of labor force frictions on economic
growth is 37.5% of the total effect of inter-industry labor force allocation, and the negative impact
of the eastern provinces is -32.8% larger than that of the whole sample and the central and west-
ern provinces. This shows that the eastern provinces have institutional obstacles to the inclusive
employment of migrant workers. Obstacles have severely inhibited economic growth. Therefore,
when the economy enters a new normal, reducing labor friction promotes the effect of in-
ter-industry labor allocation, and provides a new way of thinking for the choice of economic
growth path.
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N K B E S5, HEs RIS C =B D7 B ERZm, myshh, ik
ERAEHLAMBER R EN e ER, WSS K R SR AR .. PLAFRE A O Rl
AT IEE AR M EENR A P AMERER” JREE, B ER HRE S AT BB Y
KR, 2R T S5 E AR A R BN . 1 B RN ARE FLAE R 5 | R K —
ANFHSZ, Lin (2011) [1]+ Lin Fi Rosenblatt (2012) [21$218 “Highi b " H 230K 45 iR i # e 9\
W ATRESE R, AR R TR [ AT AT AR L S R S, DL B B SR SR AR A A S — A
EEHOKBRBGER. Bk, #7076 578 78 B AR 25 KRR ER, ¥l i HriE
B AR A .

ARATT— A B K AN 57 S S B AN E G oG AR =M B SN A S B R RS
MO 531055 2 A F= 22 MR A AL 2 LI L] DA G A 3L (K57 30 DR . s AR A
B Ut BH = M 8] 55 30 ) BC B B8 K g, (R 43 T A5 BRI AR X8R = L i) 55 30 71 3 Be, AR 5
RIATT )T IARAE = 2 7=V T T s B vy A 7= 28 AR 1T ) 7= M [ 55 3 e B AR, B AR IS BN
Eb AR 22 355 186 K 1 st 2 v oy R G

PV )57 B 7 () B R BEX 42 B 1K (K2, Massell (1961) [3] 8 IREESE TN 2 811564 T 958 11
PNV IANAC BN AR, I 1950~1956 436 [H 55 B B AR AFE 34 0.12%, BEAHC B R 38 0.75%.
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Denison (1962) [4] (1979) [5]b /51t 25 2 71 B 2 1= Hafbe . JB1 12 18] 177 B AN =l 8] 55 31 71 A
. b B 7 M 18] 55 30 3 (LB RN o AR T RN AR AR R 1 o Sd et B 57 B USSR A A L
5 Mol A 53 B =R E RN H 57 3l 3 405 450 1] 18] A AN B BGEAT IR [6] [ 7] Syrquin (1984) [8]11]
K PV B TS5 R 4 BTttt 255 3 71 7= M [ L B 8 . Dowrick Al Gemmel (1991) [ AL IR: £5FH
e Pl ) 55 31 ) T B AR AE o v 5 B R I 20 R e i R o ik e ik DU 4 2 — o Young (2003) [1015%F 7R
W22 55 16K A3 108 () SIUE R FE R B, 57 3 27 M IR BC B AROR A2 AR “PU/IN IR SRR 4 el 4G K 1) 3 2
JRIH . Aldrighi & Colistete (2013) [11 13 {25 — M VA0 7RI,  1995~2009 4 E2L G (177 M 45 1) 1 % %ot
SRS B AR P 2R G K TT R A 70.3%, B R E L AIAC B AR, Juti & Varblance (2014) [12]7E HL#E
HEE AR YD JE N0 57 s AR P e 22 i, SR [RIRE AW 78 VEAE 58 Pl b R B Mk 4 4R ) o e B e gk 1
PRI . BRGVEAZER BXT 101 DNEZK 1950~1970 SRS F0RHBUIE B T 55 5h 7780 B 2N %
LUK R B TTER[13] [14].

5] P 2238 6 P 8] 57 2 IR B AN, BRIy . TR EVR(1997) K ZR(1998) & SCI(1999). %%
W5(1999). #RBLAEZE(2001) [15] [16] [17] [18] [191%) FR [E AR B MR S 26 BH, 7= [ 55 3 7 e B %k 3k
E G R R TR IHESIE -

PV IR S 3 77 T B 22 57 K PR 2 ) B R AR, R4 SCR S AR M 4 AR AT S e T el
(655 2 I EC B AO8[20] [21], 10 BT E & A 0 A5 R BAS T4, LB M 2 A YIS0 DAy — AR
UF R FE TR A o ARSI A R 9 30 117 Ml (B) 55 3 T e B AN AR R, SR 4 PR S AR . ShAS TR LA &
A PR T TR RN &5 7925, o AR BRI HEAT T AR 56
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5 H1>P>0).
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3.1. RGBS RIERIR

1) $EbxiE ]

ZGDP H LA R GDP 4K . ACHTFHAGHIX GDP K EETHANE . T, AR XA XN
WA B A

ZK F RS ORI KR . AR S SR Y A 5228 (2008) [22]00 5075, K ERAEAF
BT, A ARNK, =K, (1-0)+1,, KRB K A ¢ WHRBEAGEE, 0 IrIHRGER AL E
Kiops (IR ZEARMMTT T, BB IHE 10.96%): 1, N 44T R AR B

ZL VAR R 7 3K R . i 48 T A X AOAE R Ak N BSOS T 2 L T S48 8 AL 55 3 7 3K
o AT EAERN T VR 57 2 R B LA kR, B IER bt b E 5780 R & bl
BeAR AR 35 3l Ty R K S AT ML AS . AFAEDT 3 0 BB AL 1155 3 ) AR AR AR T TR B & B MA
kR, WIS P AE S AR ST B K AT ST A

PR SR AU . A SCREL oS LR AL T SR N TR B LA R A N FR U i A
TCA L REUR IR £ A ML O RR, oo L RO, BRI ZE RN, R R 2
BT N ) W B ST AT = ey A ot a3 A PR et e s it Qb i Y 798 Bk
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HBEAT AR o

2) BdEkE

ASCHER AR RVE T2 T B X GRS 5 E A S KR SRR A, SR 7 2000 H£~2015 4
[ 30 M EE X ECE, BT BRI R vE R B v XFEA G, S5 ML A R SR T IR X A
—HERM MM ZETE, AN RAEFTES T & b 25 7 ol NSRS AL N T LG e . —oext Lk
RE HBHEMASIRE A E MR EL S 57 B0 JT I 7 L A e SR IR T S A ) (R E RIS
BIRE) o EEGUHERT R | s,

Table 1. Statistical description of variables

F* 1. TENFIHER

Rl WA SO | /ME bRz WEE
ZGDP 0.1143583 0.2383 0.03 0.0260873 480
ZL 7.52678 8.788334 5.614587 0.8174319 480
ZK 0.1503779 0.370473 0.039724 0.0459427 480
LA 0.0184514 1.7281 -0.9057138 0.1277565 480
MA ~8.57e—06 3.419568 ~1.152639 0.1670054 480
ER 0.2931418 0.744927 0.0093105 0.123526 430
CP 102.3798 110.09 96.7 2.16666 480
Sp 102.0169 129.4 85.5 5.924817 480

3.2. HEREE

ASCHT (LA R M R 55 2)) 7 e B ARSI G
ZGDP =a+aZL+0,ZK + ayLA+ o, MA+a, X + A, +u, + &, (15)

A5 APIERT T8 57 5 S Bl B AN FEHEREY, o, A1 ar, 73590378 L5 30 J) 3K R AN BEAIE K
GG R KB o, R o, TR P17 L )35 3 AR B e K TR oy FEs 1
AR BN GRS A, A 0, 73 IR AE 3 [ 5 SO SL AT [ [ 52 R 5 &, FORBEMLILZN I, BIE
AR FFEN BN KSR 79 78 1) 1 55 50 3 T L 0t DA R s ) 2 2 b it S PR 30 22
PRI IR

N T RN AR R, ASCIE T (14) U @S A R R R

ZGDP, =a+ pZGDP, |+ B, ZL+y,ZK + ¢, LA+ @, MA+v, X +u, +¢, (16)

HE— B AR 137 B AL T TR R AU KR B TR R, AT (1) R T
BT TN, BT
ZGDPtt = ui +IBIZKit +ﬁZZLit +a1LAit I(LAtt S 7/1)+ a2L14“it I(LA7t > 7/1)

(17)
+V1MAit ](LAvt S7/1)4_‘/21\/11411 I(LAzt > 71)+2’Xit +é&,

3.3. SCIEERSHT

1) HF:AERH
R PIRRAL RN G E, BRI RS R A 2. S5 1800 [ E BOM A T 45
IR, FFEN KM A K RIE 1% 827K EIERE 5K, 5580 ) WAL T 1 e R8 B AL AR T
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377 b ) 57 3 7 TC B A0S0t 22 5 S K IOVE T R B0 IE B 5% 58 2 VAP R IG: s A77E 55 30 1 BEHR IR AR L
A1 55 8 J T AR AL S T TR BIAE 1% 232 KT A 25, IR 1 EIS B HES . Oy 7 RIREE R
R, 22 S HIRIE KA BN SRR, RIS RIF IR KA, A MA R R
RAEAAGEAIIR AL 10% 2 FEACERE, SRR AHE S IS5 . & 2 BRI FE6H] 14 03 [ 2
RSO FTERF 1] [ 5 24, LA K% 575 DU A7) P 42 ) OB ] 7 02 BT 32 N RN 1 Pl S i, Bl 45 R OR 57 B
TIINAMY TR A2 BAR AL T MRt 5P K, A7 A8 55 30 1 R AR M8 1 55 30 77 T AR AR ML AR T T 3 410
HIZETFIE . Tk, ToiR AR i [ R IR XA 5 A AR I A% fl] A% B [m] U= 35 SR A2 42 ) A 1] 2 B2
XOUEEL (3] 5 TR A N A2 H) AR B P [ VA 5 2R Ao PR A B ) 2R U A A A A I 1) 1A 50 HLd o J 25 K
TR, ZUHL, NZFEh KRS AR R R REST KRN EFt, RRITHFA%R
RN MR LB, FEAFAE ST 3 1 BRI IR UL T 55 30 0 WAR MR IR I AR 38 ) 3] T &e35¢
B, SRR 7P R 55 B e B RS A

Table 2. Benchmark regression results

2. HEREVFER

A % fif B A2 5 (ZGDP)
. 0.665™" 0.056™" 0.054™" 0.053"™"
(7.62) (6.29) (5.80) (5.75)
7K 0.360" 0.316™ 0.205" 0.206™
(15.96) (15.57) (11.20) (11.17)
LA 0.018™ 0.012" 0.008" 0.004™
(2.48) 1.91) 1.77) 1.91)
MA -0.015™" —0.008" -0.009"" -0.008""
(-2.80) (-1.87) (-2.62) (-2.36)
0.040™" 0.005
ER (2.58) 037)
0.002"™" 0.0004
cp (3.76) 0.61)
P 0.001™ 0.0003"
(7.23) (1.67)
By [l 52 YES YES YES YES
it 1] [ 7 NO NO YES YES
R%within 0.41 0.55 0.74 0.74
F (p-value) 78.57 71.72 64.57 55.93
p (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

W RS NERR CEB 2 Gk, oo ORTE 1%HIKCE TR, HRORTE SR R R, FRRAE 10%KF F R, TRA.

T2 5 APIMEASR, R D7 Eh 3 R AL E T T L5 A B C BN 0.4%.
FE57 8) 3 BEHESAT T PIER 1] 55 80 7 BE B 22 5 HE A RN 9—0.8%., 5t B B 57 3 0 MR ML ER 1T 1
BRERTERST S BB SN R T IR, GRS 3 ATsh e 2 =Bk T 2. —suxtb R
FORK BN 2 sy BIRSSE, SHERM T s 2E/b, TR EMNEKR, THERZE
W BT

2) WAEMESRRMEED BT

N FERASTSCI) A T AN R AR AR S, A SO0 BN TR HEAT [ 8 RN . R GE) ST
FeZE4y ) SUBRAG TS AU BG . 56132 3 (¥ Sargan A1 Wald #5645 UL W £ 0 T AR B &AT200: A
M ARQ)F A T HAR R AEFA w AR, WHIRG SGEMTFMZED T SGERS T IEA . AT
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PHE N AV BT 4 58 2 555 1 FIHTHEL, ERMAIEHARENTTR T, SRR 3K
VR 1A B FE RO AL I TC B N SR K I DTERON 1.8% Hal it 5% 5 AP, fFESy
BN BRI DL R P IE 57 S TR B AR 1% 58 /K F RIS 5K AR RS SR TR, 57
IR AR ML R T A S5 B0 FTEE B RN A 1.3%, B 55730 7 BERE = AR (A B —1.1% HLE i 1%5
BRSSPl IR) 55 31 e 8086t 28 55 K R I A7 AE — B I AR R, M3 I & 5F 3 KoK 32 31
i E A PRI, XN 3 58 2 FI LODARAR T LAE e — I S 5K M A i i K
774 0.703, HAE 1%5.EKF L.

Table 3. Endogenous and robust discussions on measurement results

3. REMSREMEITHSITESR

5 1 fift B2 A2 5 (ZGDP)
=
FE SYS-GMM FE SYS-GMM Diff-GMM Diff-GMM
7L 0.665™" 0.013™ 0.056™" 0.007™ 0.093™ 0.038"™
(7.62) (7.34) (6.29) (3.80) (20.53) (3.75)
7K 0.360"" 0.152™ 0.316™" 0.158™ 0.209™" 0.231™
(15.96) (14.58) (15.57) (7.94) (20.01) (14.97)
LA 0.018™ 0.013™ 0.012" 0.010™" 0.011" 0.010™"
(2.48) (11.32) (1.99) (5.40) (11.61) (5.22)
MA -0.015™" -0.011"™" -0.008" -0.006™" —-0.004™" -0.003™"
(—2.80) (-5.52) (-1.87) (-2.93) (-3.80) (-3.03)
ER 0.040™" 0.043™ 0.143™
(2.58) (3.64) (6.59)
CP 0.002™" 0.003™" 0.0003
(3.76) (7.08) (0.90)
p 0.001" 0.002"" 0.001™
(7.23) (10.54) (7.35)
R2-within 0.41 0.55
78.57 77.72
F (P-value) (0.000) (0.000)
L) 0.703"™" 0.559™" 0.652"™" 0.460™"
(32.78) (14.98) (43.10) (14.53)
AR(D) -3.776"™" —4.087"" -3.763™" -3.908"™"
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
-2.322 -1.835 -2.293 -2.053
AR(2) (0.120) (0.166) 0.122) (0.140)
Sargan (P-value) 29.83 27.573 28.860 27.488
g (1.000) (1.000) (1.000) (1.000)
Wald Chi2 14656.99 2762.01 3532.14 18786.92
(P-value) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Observations 480 450 480 450 420 420

FE R IIN T 1) A2 B R ] 5 RONEAN ) SCRE Al THREAT ELB M, 6 3 38 3 S 55 8l i B AR L R 17
ARIECE RN A 1.2% HIlId 5% FMACTH AR, A7 1555 30 sl B 42 (7 i 6] 55 1) ) e B 2051 1 K
FEAERRROSIAE 10% 52 3 KT ER—0.8%. 45 3 55 4 B =K1 55 ) e B X 22 i K 2 e E TR 0.01,
W55 3 JIBER A, 55 30 JT I BN 22 BTG K B 3808 —0.6% HARAE 1% 2 /K7 L. flith R R,
RERAEAE — € B A AN R, A SOl s I N 32 1) A2 8 DA R il R AR i e 301, kIR ok ol Tt S &
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SRR SR P AR . EIINIEH AR B, ZGDP i S BB K R S AR RO 0.559
Wz 3 58 4 FIFR, ANFARIMSEHIAZ E1 1) 0.703.

ZE LT, AEMRRN AR R R G SR TR R I, IR 25 3h )T B K S RN 0.016,
KF57 50 Sy K S B K R BN, 0.007, T BAAE A DV ZLRITH R B B R MOk 35 30 77 38 n e
RIEFFIKMPA R UTHLTF N R, MixdwET55s) A= E B R E. [, 1E5573)
FUSBEB RN, 55 50 7 BE = AR 7ol ) e B X 48 55 A K 4 8 5 2 37.5%, B BRI F 3 T ah
REERS R A 7= M IR 57 3 T e B 3 S P R B

ARSCE I G N A i DA AN R S 7 VE R A AL O R AR ) AR i . 32 3 58 5 B 55 6 41
MSEIELE R, M7 3 38K A L TR IE K RN AR 2 TE RN, B3 A (1 19 K 28 0 48 5 B K 1 Tk
HIEZNIE, R T57 8 R B HEAR ML 1172 A 57 ) S e R Be BN N IE, 4745 57 30 1 BEE )
952 P R BN AR 2 . DR, RS A A — e AR M. A, IR S A A W
WARFTEINEMERKI, o e R % T T A Fa O A P2 3 AR PR H0) R B A A TE I — 3K
PE, UE B 2 AR BT A DR e (1 2 SRt B A e

3) HbX ZE S A B

A b 23 B4t 0 A SR AR AT PR T A B v A G, AR TR E S AT A e K AR AR X ) 4
GrEUR, 20t KRR P AR AR R R BIR , 0SR20 7= b H) 55 3 77 T B 0T 28 5% 38 P 2880 7= A St ol
PRSI Rk, ASCHE— BT EREAREAT 0 M X 18, 3R BRI M 18 55 3l 7 e B AR 6 AR R b X
ZE S VER I

Table 4. Test results of regional differences

4. WXEFMRIER

- W BEAL #:(ZGDP)
A
SYS-GMM (25 4) SYS-GMM (A4 {3) SYS-GMM (1. FEifi# 1)
7L 0.007™" 0.082" 0.034"
(3.80) (1.80) 1.72)
7K 0.158"™ 0.491 0.260™"
(7.94) (1.10) (3.17)
LA 0.010™ -0.050" 0.014™
(5.40) (-1.67) (2.35)
-0.006™" -0.328" -0.012"
MA (-2.93) (-1.82) (-2.15)
- 0.043" 1.051" 0.135™
(3.64) (2.28) (2.96)
cp 0.003"™ 0.004 0.007°
(7.08) (0.90) 0.61)
Sp 0.002" 0.003 0.001°
(10.54) (0.32) (5.02)
L) 0.559" —0.642 0.479"
(14.98) (-1.01) (5.37)
—4.087"" 0.128 -3.208™"
AR(T) (0.000) (0.898) (0.001)
-1.835 0.154 -0.804
AR@) (0.166) (0.878) (0.422)
Sargan (P-value) 27.573 4.072 16.574
gan (F-vatue (1.000) (1.000) (1.000)
Wald Chi2 2762.01 360.36 1527.74
P-value . . .
| 0.000 0.000 0.000
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T B SR GGG = AR AR, AFLE S5 50 1 BEHE (R P I8 57 3 77 T B A0S0 22 5% 36 K 7= A 4k A
F o AR BRI ARV 1155 3 3 8 B ARAME R T = M 7] 55 3 ) e B AR R 48 B = A e A, el
FRAWHX TR, RS TR AT, RO R B CA 5 R B A SR RS B, A
AR X A8 47 AR L 55 B J 3 3648 B AR AR MY B T 1A B 5 57 B0 A 7 38 ST FRAIR T 55 3l 0 A4 77 24kl 7 22005%
K,

4) 1 IR N A

AR M X 22 5 20 AT, AR R4 1 B ARV R ) 57 50 0 36 A A MY 1177 A= 1 7 b [) 55 ) 7 TE B 28087 40
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U E SR JEIRRGN, R BAFAE —Fh &GS R ? ARMVER 11595 3 1) e R 0t 2 5F G K e 15 BAT SR 2t A
3 ARSCER AR T35 B 1A AR T VA, #HAT T TR A 5%, IR T A TR ik .

FTE 5 TN RGO S5 R, FATIHE P AN 0.0467, XU THE P B A 0.34, W B T REE o K6 56 1
BV AT o ARME BT 55 30 77 ) AR TV # AR 0 7= b [R) 55 3 77 i B80S % 28 5 3 K 1 s e
A TR o

Table 5. Threshold effect test results
% 5. I THRIR IR

Threshold RSS MSE Fstat Prob Crit10 Crit5 Critl
Single 0.1220 0.0003 10.81 0.0467 9.3323 10.6355 13.8343
Double 0.1188 0.0003 12.56 0.3400 20.1439 22.2933 28.9995

WRIEL 6 [THERONZ PSS RARIL, 25— P EIHEE R LA 280 [ THE 0.1418 Ja, X2 5™ A 4
15 I 9-0.021 HIBIE 1% 25 AT RS - 57 30 0 WAL BRI TS BIUARA O B 1T 7 M 6 55 51 7 e B 2%
I 2 PRI B — B, RIFEST 3 R IR B BRE I, PR A i . SR, M
F7 N I EEE AR, ARG [T AEL ™ b (8] 57 30 B BN O IR, B R BN . Rl TR
A, WFEBHE KA Ou0, U HIBR 55 3 ) B0 ML R sl 28 DR 3 K AR 24 A s 1 T o AR 4R
%6 HBIME=FRIL, ALZT B RGN R AR AR T, SR A R R, o
PR O 22 GG AR AR 4.2% ) DTk .

4. &g

ARG T A A 17 b 8] 5 ) e BRI, SR 2000 FE~2015 4548 R 1B AU 2EAT T AR .
B, I A TR A A 0 ] R A AR ] [ S R5OE 7 A 7 b B 57 3 0 E B 2R R B s s vt
AT A PEANRRAE L ) A 18, SR [ RN AR . R GE) SUE Ml T AR 200 T SCREAS T T i, &
X AEL TR P A% O R A BT BB AT, I R P ZE P MR B8 TR A R A AR M, SRS RIGAIE T
PR IR 55 B F e BAR R A AE R PO BRI AT s [X 22 S VAL A6, PR M B 57 3 T BE B 2R DR Y K
WA S B d i, AR X 2 S ARG 4 5 SR ARV T] 55 B0 0 e A% B AR AR T A 8] 5 Bl TS
BT T IR RN A6, VeI Ml 5] 57 3l e B 28 B A R 2 ik

ST RN RS SOEM T, AW 1573 J1 R BIHEAOL AR T A 1 57 3 77 e B AN X 48
PR ENILE] 0.010, K558 7 M NBOE K F X2 5F KA I STk E 0.007. 7L 8] (155 50 /1L
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Table 6. Threshold regression results
= 6. IHEEIYILER

BE Wl B8 §L(ZGDP)
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7K e 54y
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MA 2 ?6&556) 362332) 36?9873)

BN O RNE T KK R R, LGt B SHHEILT, ANDR R st srgik, m
JSEAZ B Pl 2 R 57 3 e B R B . SR, R X ZE e b, AR ER AR AL 1] 55 B)
Ty R B AR ARV R T TR 7 M 5] 57 3 o e BSOS 1 e BF A, 0 K A Ml [ 55 51 5 e B kS0 22 5%
AR RAAE R U B R N TIRIERME U B R, ASCEH AR 157 3h 7 AR AL AR T 1 #6748 1Y)
bR 55 5l e B ASEAT T T I RONAG 6, WF FE 45 R AT 55 3 0 AR MU B T T 7 R AL B T T 07l
1) 575 5 7 BC B SE T SEAEAE [ TR e AR [ TR, 7[R 55 3y BE BN (e it 1 e ik, it
[IMRAELIN, 7 b 857 3h e BN 1 e BF e, B8k 7 AR AR 55 3h 1 8 A B ARAOL S T T Ik R]
57 50 I B RN 2 BRI (s AR5 U B &

FEF N 18155 50 0 TE BN o M e, 1T 55 30 0 T 3 BE A SR 57 3 0 RO B 7 A BR s 28 B 38 K 4 )
F7 AN ST BB RN, PR ] 57 sh A B B A B 57 3 BB RN 37.5%, Ui B ] 5T
2y ) TC B RN B A2 B 55 B ) I BER IR . RS X b, BSE 57 B ) W3 55 3 i sh RS
T KA P 57 B I BN, DA HEL B A I AT Fpsk . fEHBIX Z it g b, AREX i T 5530
JIBEREIA L 8] 55 50 77 e BN 22 TG KN N -0.328, KT AR S pa Al X, Wil ZR A A
MAE IR ST TN GBI o AR 7 BN ST BEAN AR B END,  % AJ BEt b AN 277 A 5%
SRS, A FERASH T I TR, At AR AL HE T BAMERNE S 3 @R, (2t T 25K, B
PN A I BE =il - RS B = R WA s ki b ez ER 10 & T A L el A L = S VA i 2
CIEEE=a RS RE ZE

EHEWH

AREZ: 1) 2018 FEHE WA AR 7ML STE “FET < —H—8 1 EHiE 4 BRI E P
AL RGURHAF” (18XTAGIWO001); 2) BRFAAEFERIFE S “— i —8” 5T B H)d b BRI E X 2%
BT FT(2017D020);  3) 2018 4FFFRR A 4L R A B KPS SIS H B 7RI H “Beit s ‘—a— [
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