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Abstract

In the current digital era, heritage tourism trends have led to the development of ancient architecture
tourism through the incorporation of digital intelligent technologies. This approach aims to promote
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ancient architecture culture and attract tourists to visit the site, while also achieving the goal of inherit-
ing ancient architecture culture and ensuring the sustainable development of the site. We invited 221
tourists to evaluate seven indicators to explore the path of digital technology’s influence on tourists’ sa-
tisfaction using the 7-point Likert scale. The results show that digital experience significantly and posi-
tively affects the mediating variable perceived value, which further influences tourist satisfaction and
then transforms into loyalty. Here, we emphasize that digital technology can be used as a powerful tool
for the sustainable development of ancient architectural scenic spots, enriching scenic tourism products
and services, enhancing tourist experience, and deepening the vitality of scenic spots.
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1. 5|15

5 A RROCTRIF S — 2, BRI Q2 O — R A2 Gl ke N[ @SR e E 5P s
ARSI WAL, AR B ZAR U il ISR . F 5 MR R, SR8 2 IR L &
RO IR R T 2 T B O A e S0k 1 1 AR BGA . &5F . STk St Aid a1t

PEN—RiE) BRI E 8 TR, @SR =4e6. BIUEIT. VR, AR 50K, #fg 7 Tie
BT HEDYE B S 1, W LG XS K56 [2] . Neuhofer 5544 K iy 5 H1 7 1456
25, DR Al A PR RE S5 A SRR (A I8 A N SE 4+ L34 (3]0 Zollo A N E 7 BB A RE SRR 853,
] RE 2 MR R HE R TR ) 5 S I 385 S LR SR 2 IO BE 0 [4] 0 5 DB N BT AR D OIR s R AL B S
BARR R E IR RNAEFR ARG, & HARR Y KIEE HAniefk. st b, & AR AR AR A%
(R e 2 P 5 ) B AT eV [5]e BTG, BN Jp B i 2 0 L R R D ARG v L

Gongalves AV AT BORA RE 7 IE L AMEAAE B AEIUARIHT 20 BUBT 7 20K 1 A it 5887 [6] - BRI S
il A& AL S A Tiins H A3 E 5 TR A BARNHI[7]. Vishwakarma A A i fUL LS il 175 5 6 i
Ty RO B BORAT S 2 RN T, TR e 1 LA, bR OR AT R, E TR A N kT
%[8]. [AIFE, Li A1 Chen &2 H VR A LU 3= 5 X H AU BT GORALAIRAT IO E[9] A SR 7T
R, By BORAT LGL %2 52 B fshrh, HX IR ANE . B4, FATHEH LT 1A

i

BT R85 T 25 T T P ) G e R 2

Qe ) P A B A vl 2 o P

AT, PR — B ML AR — A AT LR [10]. WE BRI RS, IR R
RARKBAK EESHREK, MREHRIRIER XSS MK RNEESERIR.
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GRS R RS R A R TN AR R, I R R ) LA . Fornell %5 A\ 7E SCSB
W R Bt AT 1 oSdb (L] 1a), EEA7 T S IR S AR B (ACSI B, ACSI AR TR LE T SCSB 15
FRUSE NN T N IR — VAR, I R R R I — AR e f o s U B s R N FE SRR — D B

F4k[11].
N+

(@) (b)

Figure 1. Original model; (a) Model proposed in Fornell; (b) Model proposed in Lu
1. [RERHERY; (a) Fornell IREBZERY; (b) Lu iRHBHERY

Lu S AN BLDG BB RN E 56N, PR BN WE% S SR ELK H AT GO0 2 396 R 2
[12]. HARFIRIBT L AU 1 B S Hfb R R 2 18 s ma5C R (LK 1b), (H72 Lu & AJFRFEE,
N A TR IRIE, R B RS R . IR B AR IR, UKL IR I i ) B
HEZE . FE FIRBERISEAL I, FRATRIEOE TN RAOAR, AR 7, e iy 2 305 X0 2 Ik
BRI 2):

H3Y

BRI

Figure 2. A proposed research model

B 2. RigiEE
A 12 FEEERBOR RS R ARAL R, FREARNR T 5RO 7 1A RS BB
Fo BEAGREIRE ACSI Z (AR R KRR, ALARPIRBIIRA.
2.2. EHBERRK

221 BEHE
Fornell I\ i3 191 52 5 B A6 7 9 A, AR AT A9 205656 7 s AR 55 2EAT (KA 25 FHI[13]. Miller
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VA BAEE 2 DU, o3 AT AN () 2R3 o 38 0 o s 2 P R s el A BN — BRI B PRI [ 14] o B A 28 5 3
2[R IE AR 5256 R A AE S Ms L R 53] 1 9iEiER, Ebinjedislk(Um; Barrett) [15] [16]. Bosque %5 A
MR AR, U i B 2 B R S [17]. DRI, FRATIHR H 38 — MR

HL: B2 S B2 I [ 5 0 i A58

[F, IEQ0 Fornell 28 AR TSR, BIACHARE L B0 B 45 5 JE MM EAH 2, 408388 i o 3t o B A Ay
BT R TR AR R B R 2 R P (1] T, FRATIA 0 B ik

H2:  JB 5 1 EE I [ 5 0] B R Jofd o

H3: B2 A B8 I [ S J 47 (.

222 BAIRE

Zeithaml AR JiT B2 — N R A PRI AT, 48TH 238 757 PR e I AR TRk 77 o e P 1 e G i
[18]. AXSEMH N 75 J ok SRR T 2 0T Bl e B R T G AL SRl AR AR Bt i 7 i Sk ) 2 VAR
[19]. fEIXH, FRATE R BRI E S AT & 2 T 2 75 I ST 2 7 i BRUIR 55 R A rpond o 22 1 k2
FHAKN[20]0 Z BT AT CAUESE TIRA & 5 E B Z RO R, [, Eid %A Zhou 558 A [21]
[22]. H Hui S5 ANRB, BT 5 A2 5 M0 I 2 i B2 (AT H2 [23] . Bigne S5 AWFFTR I, RS (1) B0 T i
R, R R, AT O R [24] . FRATTE IR S B ENANE 2 AR R R A . 25 A Bk
EE I, AT R LT Bk

HA: 8R035 1T ] 52 10 J 25 7 P

H5: B0 & IE ) S B i

H6: BN 5T 5 1T ] 52 0 J 2% R B2

2.2.3. BEhE

SR B FEAT 5 B AR 2 2 IR AT . Zeithaml A A B0 8 R 525 %o 354577 . IRSS 1) B
B 5T A A 2 8] B ZE A R 25 T R [18]. MRIEAFELE, MR IR E T 2, B RE A
TREE[25] 0 FERRIFAIE, JERENN 5 R B 2 1A IEAH GOk RABMEIR 2 3 FTiE K. Lee 28 AW T & I
SRR 22 S0 o 9 i P R I S i A M P2 [26] . T R BESE, FRATTER -

H7: SR AN B I [ 500 5 6 2 P

224, HEE

T AR P T B S BN R B 5 G R 2 SR [27], AT LAE SCN— A NAR{E SEFNE T e 8
e AR RN SZ AR BE[28] . I B BT TTRI, R it — B LA [29]. Yoon RUNHE S L
FEZ AMFAE TEAE R R R[30]o a2 =14, A FUR R 5 B RS R i) E ZE N Rz —, W
Baker %5 N\, Kozak % \[10] [31]. KUk, FATHEH:

H8: I 2y 7=k o5 1T [ 2 T AL Ui

225 Hci

18t 77 LS (Authenticity of Heritage), $¢fRiE = H S0 {5, /& H MacCannell 5] A2 7L,
B2 T e 2 76 st bk (iR AR B [32] o AT AR ST P~ @ A A AN AR Th g @i S o
A B RIG MRS E &, B E i RIS SO T R R AU, T H L G, RSk
WEP= o IX LG 3E H W A O LS EE N B S, Bk TR E Tl @S AT AEY . Boyd AN, K
SR RAZ O B, R I8 R U T 4R R 1A SR U [33] 0 AH S H T e L R e X ) R R AR AT W R
SRR IIIREN[34], WF2 IR X I T TR SR 0L, s BRI AL R R A B
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PLRC KT 2 o B A B, I 48 ) 2 | T 240 TR S ARG [35]. Hargrove A, 3877 i i A I
BV A R AR B0 R OB 2H T 43 [36] . LS VR B R T I8 P R U I O B [34], XN T A =
FE[37]. Ak, BAIMER:

HO: B SE I ) 52 1S3 R Joli &

H10: 5 S T[] 58 e JBT 25 i 52

2.2.6. WFHL

SCAIER S 5N B RO TR . B ERMRAE Z AR S = o o B S X AR R T
A, M 3D WA mrHERARR . AR SRS S R AR, $ L 1R B /9 [38]. Ak b,
2 SRS 32 B i R R I [12), A B T IUARA AR IAT . AR IIE T, B
SR FFUE T BRI 53R 2 R P IE R §2m, 4% Celik F1 Aypar; Kim Fl Ko % A [39] [40]-
Talukdar B 70 R BLYTIE X VR AT CAERE s A (e 5, NI $2 s R PL 2 i A s %, FF HAAAITIR R
VR & — NS IE IR, s R E Y s A [41]. MR DL B SCER, FRATTER S

H11: Hr ko iF ) g2 ma B4 B

H12:  H A I [ 520 o 2 i 7
3. BIEWES
3.1 BRIt

A SR X R E T R S A, BE S Z NSRS, HERIS% T 20 mse
S Y ) PR L FE A (Fornell %6 A\ [11]; Hellier 55 A\ [42]), #5& BARIEEE LSO ZE RG22 7R,
HTAR S Z /R EgE] TGN WS8R, 580N CRRE, B35
WY BB, FTEA U LA RN . B LA R I 20 ) vy AR DX Ui 2 R A
Bo MR4E Brown @ SEFF AR, RREREREGEE I/ T/NRERER, FUR 2 skt
BRIER, HWBK 7 NEEE T 30 MEI[43].

FATE X G AT IR, e T 53 I IIREE AT AT, AR 20 AT 45 SR 25 1A S AN s bR AN
DR 7 47 Ao S SEAR RO R, 2EL % 1 |l 27 AN IE Sl 45 o il 4 LA RIITURI SR L7 1

Table 1. Measurement question items and sources
= 1. MEBILK KR

B g 3 gD A SCHRRVR
TE1 St (E

i HEE TE2 HE RO ARHE Fornell [11]
TE3 AR IARHE
PQ1 ACIEE A

TR T PQ2 RN AR[20]
PQ3 R 55 o
AU1 R SURAE TR

Kot AU2 WS SRR Lu [12]
AU3 TR ZARNE
AU4 SN 4 R
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PV1 AN
REIME PV2 PR
PV3 TH B
TS1 LM b
W TS2 5 HAth T AR B Fornell [11]
TS3 SR R
TL1 I
IR TL2 I61) 55 ACHER L b
TL3 AT EEAE
DE1 AR (AR, VR, LR T
DE2 TR A 5
AR DE3 ARSI SME(ERES . JHR) Gongalves [6]; Nguyen [8]
DE4 HRIRAT IR
DES A
3.2. HmER

AR ARy, I R T R AR A R . 8T SRR SR P R, s AN T

AR W G BEAT T % [44] . 718 AU TFE 1 B2 5

BRI [ SR TRE, ARAEI, SE &R

B 2~3 47BN, TE 1 Bl W SE R IR 5 AR L rT DA A& TE RN « 8 i, IFR T 45 I BRI 4,
221ty T B HT .

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. iR MgEItR

by i Lk
% 106 47.96%
P
£/8 115 52.04%
18 % KLAF 5 2.26%
18~30 % 162 73.30%
R 31~45 % 42 19.00%
45~60 % 9 4.07%
60 £ LA I 3 1.36%
Wi RELE 4 1.81%
i 10 4.52%
HEE L2 30 13.57%
ES 143 64.71%
fifi+: % LA E 34 15.38%
HHEN 135 61.09%
FTAEA i
GOAE=P/) 86 38.91%
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Continued
2 H i 22 E 110 49.77%
AR b 46 20.81%
MK 12 5.43%
MEER gl A, A% AR E K BRAL TN G 32 14.48%
H I 12 5.43%
R PNA 2 0.90%
HoAth 7 3.17%
Table 3. Convergent validity test table
3. WS ER R
- - ©EMALTE MEGE ARE  WERE Cronbach’s alpha
UnStd S.E.  z-value P Std. SMC CR AVE
TE1  1.000 0.876 0.767
i TE2  1.002 0.068 14.819 *** 0827 0.684 0.886 0.722 0.885
TE3 0943 0061 15397 *** 0.846 0.716
DE1  1.000 0.769  0.591
DE2 1179 0.097 12186 *** 0.799 0.638
¥eiRle  DE3 1077 0.087 12356 *** 0.814 0.663 0.884 0.604 0.884
DE4 1.033 0091 11.390 *** 0773 0.598
DE5 1.043 0.094 11.080 *** 0.729 0.531
AUl  1.000 0.685  0.469
S AU2 1.245 0113 11.020 *** 0.827 0.684 0,869 0626 0,866
AU3 1321 0119 11.081 *** 0.864 0.746
AU4 1.090 0107 10213 *** 0778 0.605
PV1  1.000 0.683  0.466
A Pv2  1.281  0.124 10325 *** 0823 0.677 0.833 0.627 0.827
PV3 1323 0.126 10492 *** 0.859 0.738
PQ1  1.000 0.758 0.575
BARE PQ2  1.021  0.093 10954 *** 0814 0.663 0.838 0.633 0.837
PQ3 1.045 0.097 10.819 *** 0.813 0.661
TS1  1.000 0.750  0.563
W TS2 0969 0.085 11.375 *** (0.764 0.584 0.819 0.602 0.837
TS3 1.022 0.084 12231 *** 0813 0.661
TL1  1.000 0.817 0.667
B TL2 0960 0.071 13501 *** 0872 0.760 0.833 0.627 0.832
TL3 0.800 0077 10450 *** 0674 0.454
**xP < 0,001.
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Z 55BN 2210 AR 2), 2 H5EERLL18~30 ¥ EZ, (L 73.3%. B G 47.96%, it
[t 52.04%. ZEE L AR LU E, 5 80.09%, HAaheH&IZAN S i E N 49.77%.

3.3. [RME ST

DA RS B0 A1 75 2 ) 5 (A5 BE AR BT R 3 . — A, % CR>0.7, AVE>05, Wll&EA&
FRI 2 18] ) — S0 2 o] LB RZ [45]. R, FRAT13EE Amos26.0 iR P AMEFR I, &3 CR KT
0.7, AVE KT 0.5 (W42 3), 3 Uhd BF I & It N 30— SR e, 5 T LA 2 .

B EEAS 6 = WL AR BRI IX 23 R, X 43 2880 P F R T 70 i ) AR R D P R 3% 22 SR o AR Fornell
S5 N(198L)F2 H bR ifE, A — AN R 5 AR & B O¢ R VN TR B 035 75 ZZ I EE ST T RIS, UL
AR EX S R Wd 4 fR, RAE RO AR R 3 7 ZE B R, 2R AR T
HAER A HUE, Bk, %I ERER X 2 R A

Table 4. Distinct validity
F 4 XAYER

WSk X 73 R
AVE M WEE BRE REME AmSE B iR
B 0.627 0.792
R 0.602 0.688 0.776
AP 0.633 0.182 0.227 0.796
EENE 0.627 0.733 0.749 0.269 0.792
HSLE 0.626 0.473 0.704 0.192 0.614 0.791
IEZ N Ty 0.604 0.300 0.453 0.051 0.409 0.569 0.777
[t $1 LR 0.722 0.161 0.285 0.071 0.295 0.548 0.522 0.850

Vi AR ECT N AVE TR GHE, T = MR R R R 4.

K Herman SR ZASG:, K pirA 50 H I T 7 70 i ANBEAT e, i 253 [F) 77 244l 22 (CMV) [46]
FATHIT 5 MFERME R T L IR, HES— 73 R 30 35.157% (<50%), 1t W 3L R 77 v 0w 22 W] LA
%,

Table 5. Model fitting metrics
= 5. REMSIEHR

izt BEAY R hrA it ghit LN ST
CMID 460.214 /N R
DM 237 ANk
CMID/DF 1.942 <3iF5; <5 T A Ruf Hayduck
GFI 0.863 >0.8 A[#E%%; >0.9 LA R CIE:
AGFI 0.827 >0.8 A[4:%; >0.9 & RIF CIE24
CFI 0.927 >0.9 & R o
Bagozzi & Yi
TLI (NNFI) 0.915 >0.9 & R
RMSEA 0.065 <0.08 {75, <0.1 n[#:%% AR
SRMR 0.0677 <0.08 fi75, <0.1 A% & R
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34. REYSERW

FEAT R NG LIS, WU W 257 — SR e S5 U7 RE WUSOBUB 7 4 Y 333, 4n: Hayduck,
Bagozzi fl Yi <5 \[47] [48]. 4 5 43t 1 %A FUHR AR R (3R bR RANHERAEL, X6F b3 Ar T B I
FEAREAT G HERE AT, RIS AR (Bt A 28 (38 NP
3.5. GEHgRBIEIE

S MBS U 1 Am0s26.0 BT S AR R AU A R S R AR RR I 228 5 (R?), IR BRIE S SR 4
RUNR KL 3 PR .

TSR o
(R?=0.044)

i 91 22

0.25%%%

R L

0.11 N
o

(R2=0.694)

0.36%k%k

HSEE

0.70%%%

0.62%%3%

AN E
(R2=0.265)

R
(R2=0.508)

Figure 3. The Structural model (significant paths are realized, non-significant paths are dashed)
3. FHEB(EEREANLL, FEEREANEL)

Table 6. Results of model path analysis
6. BEREFESNGER

5854 Ustd S.E. CR. P Std.(8) R2
JEi 5 S B — SRR B -0.06 0.09 -0.664 0.507 -0.065 0004
TS — SRR 0.273 0.115 2.377 * 0.238
TR o — A E 0.234 0.07 3.327 ok 0.253
Joi 2% 2R — A B 0.092 0.073 1.251 0.211 0.107 0.265
I — A E 0.356 0.093 3.843 ok 0.357
Joi 2 Y SR — il R -0.155 0.068 —2.274 * -0.17
A E— T R 0.652 0.099 6.597 ok 0.615
RN T B — T R -0.015 0.063 -0.24 0.81 -0.015 0.694
BT E 0.527 0.107 4.944 ok 0.466
Her AR — T = 0.052 0.082 0.636 0.525 0.05
TR R 1.051 0.122 8.629 sk 0.705
JERR R B — RS 0.043 0.099 0.432 0.666 0.029 0.508

*P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001.
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%6 BRI T B TAE R, LA ACSI BRI 8 M, A 4 MERARISCE . Ak
N AR A R IE MR (8 = —0.17, P = 0.023 < 0.05), TR H1. Bz S nt a0 &8I
(B = —0.065, P = 0.507), H2 FARTGFHISCRE, [FIFERUA HASE X AN E I J0 W35 52 (8 = 107, P =
0.211), H3 RS HICRE. 1R B0 BN E A B3 IE M52 (8 = 0.253, P < 0.001), ¥ H5, {HX}H
RN R (B = —0.015, P = 0.81) AR 3+ T & 52M (6 = 0.029, P = 0.666), Ktk HA. H6 HfA15
BN HE . AR I R A 3 IE ISR (B = 0.615, P < 0.001), SZRF H7, Bz Bt R A
B IE ML (B = 0.705, P < 0.001), #F HS.

5RMEA R BB (HO-H10) 1, s ar: FUaeoxnd B ot & A 2 3 1E [F) &2 (8 = 0.238, P = 0.017
< 0.05), ESZMEXT AR T A B E LM (S = 0.466, P < 0.001), MAMEREIHIBERIS R . SEFALK
FHOGHIMBR B (H11~H12)H, FRAT 115 B A 30 o R AN A 2. 3% 1E M52 (B = 0.357, P < 0.001), SCHF H11,
AL B AR B Ko AT 75 7 5 R (B = 0.05, P = 0.525), H12 K435 FF.

3.6. PN

Table 7. The direct, indirect and total effects
FT7.EHEYMEL EEMBURSBR

A% IER 2N NE O PE¥
S RAR & 0.238 - 0.238
B BAE - 0.060 0.060

ST E 0.466 0.033 0.500
HSE P — R E - 0.359 0.359
g — KA E 0.357 - 0.357
BRI — T R 0.050 0.219 0.269
BRI — - 0.190 0.190

Table 8. Standardized Bootstrap mediated effects test (Bias-corrected 95%Cl)
%z 8. ¥rHE1LAY Bootstrap H 4+ 3R 46 5% (Bias-corrected 95%Cl)

g SE BRRLAE Lower Upper P
B TFARGS — BN — T R 0.101 0.219 0.081 0.408 ok
B AR — R AENANME — 35 50— 0.077 0.155 0.055 0.305 bk
BT B — W 0.07 0.329 0.222 0.453 bl
A E— T B E— W 0.088 0.434 0.292 0.58 ok

*P <0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001.

SEAHA R R A ML A W, TEXE, A% Preacher £ Hayes IA83%, Al AR/
PN IS, KA R EREER H/[49]; Zhao &5 NI E 4R 4 18] 22 3550 MR B 320N 1)
BEW, WAOIAFZERAMTEEM, TS R EHE50].

iz FH Bootstrap 2: KA 50 E 7RI 530 = B 2 R AN . % & Bootstrap Ff = & filFE XA 5000
W, AR 7. £ 8 Fion. HIFE 8 AIAL, Hr (AR ue 8 ik B 45 1 17 52 i 3 2 5 SRS
ZEEAR A SO B (BB XA RN FRIAE 0).
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4. FHieERR
4.1. TBIPEN

HL b, W R AR VPN IR IR LR 1) — RO A TR, X H SR 7R S AR S5 9 DL
HA U )RR A R . BRI IR 7T O UE B T i R SR I S e IR &[5, (2
AMIFUAE T AR 5 R 1 5t T b — B4R T A R

AN, BATINETE FAUESE 1 RN 5T & IE n) o 25 i BRI E [24], LA & Fornell S8 AN[11]/1 & 8: Jii
A IR M s R AN E . ESERTIAR i, CARARZ S E RN T 5 RIS 0 = B 2 A1 IE ) 52,
fu45 Celik F1 Aypar; Kim Fll Ko [39] [40], {HU27Ed MR XE R T, ARG HBEFHRSHEE
Z AR E R . FRATRIN, BCE R 5 BN B 2 AIAEAE 1E [ ) 2 2 e, A Ak a1 ) 2 e
A7 5 SRR 3 T S 0 il

LRI E AR TR A B X IR AR . R AERT A BRI TR B B AT T AT,
Eean Chen [1155 N 7T R B BCSEVERR i3y TR (T s BE, FRATTI FEUESE T Chen 58 NI, (HZ AT TT
{14 R I S 8 LR T 4 P SRS T DTk I T R IAE T R SR X R A S R T, S e SR
HIERFEM, HESPEHERAR R DT E R, X RS R ZEARME . SO 7 LR IR K
FEFE _ESomi 7ot il @SR IX AN . A 1B K FIIESE T Chhabra 25 A ff) & 1L, Chhabra 25 A\ A28
B3 ISt SCAR AR IR TR0 L SEVE R B R0, JF ELUERA T sk 35 3 1 38 P e 1) i [ 34]

42, BEHEN

Poria 55 N IA Y0 ST I F) Ve B2 U 2 O R AS BN, DR HOR ol i 0 XA AP BN DR, BRAR LS
PEXS T SUS IX B0 R e R B [52] o FLSMEAR I o 5 28 A SR DX B A O B o i 3
ey BEHUAMS LA R IR SR SIS, AT LS FOR G DL I SR R IR S TR, R ek
I FLACE T 2 R G, AR “H” [34]. UGG SO BE JhsE . EARIESM . S5 4245
Pl 53 m R EA, ) DA Bl 2 skl 5 il @ KO R ZIR &, T S iR e — /MK Lo i3t
TR RT3, AR ALE . A BAE EARRE T DURIGORT I il e ) B AT USRS . i
41, Chen SE NN, FEGESCAL™ it Wi v] AR Bl 2 1A IS AR . DRIRIE S vy siete, i
RS R, JESBUEE R EMME RS, R R I E SV [1].

PATHRIG EH 45, 27 A0 1 17 S 25 RO SR L, TR L 0 S 5 R i 2 T B . AR
T B ARG W S A A E AR ) N ESCE ERIR . BRI R, BB AR U
IUH I, BT RATHEEH 2, Bl IR KO t, & BT BRIl & 1A RIS,
0T DL A R 51N AR B3R (n D AN e Ae ) R et B TR AU VR N, DASE I A 2 vk Ak
[53], 0§ B AR . LEAh, B HoR A BETE A I 7 BE W 2 IR ) L4 7 1] 1 s (8], 451
SCAL ORI AE, IXARBE AT ORY A SRS, SO IR S XCHE T TR A e it X AT R A R . IR,
B N T IR TR, Rt SO AR 5 5 A A AT ek

4.3. iRER

BORAREA L LI AT A E 1, IRV A HNES, (H2UFER KNS 18 2 30 ¥ 2,
HBF RIS E N, V58 St b LU R IX B g, X ATy — AR g ansk, Bt
FORT LLELAE R A A AR ERIREA, DUOnas B ATAOA B H, BATMBERMUR IR TG HE, sh=
WO 205 B, AR i (T BN S REAAR S I, OO AT e 4500 8 B e, J SR iAERE— PR
X RETFRIE T .
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