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Abstract

In recent years, China’s economy has advocated high-quality development, but there have been
obvious regional differences in the level of economic development of various provinces in China
for a long time, which is not conducive to the balanced development of the country. This paper
first analyzes the factors that affect the level of GDP in China through multiple regression model,
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and then evaluates the comprehensive competitiveness of the economic development of 31 re-
gions in China through principal component analysis and factor model, and discusses the charac-
teristics of the economic development of each province and city. In view of the unbalanced devel-
opment of domestic economic regions, this paper finds out the reasons and tries to put forward
reasonable suggestions by using the knowledge learned.
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1. 3]

i E VR N A BT R R 7, SCEFRY T 2R R R, I RAE BT i P S
AR, (AREEMEFKENEGHENATPERNS, ZIRZIREBUN L R AR S EEN. Wf
B TE B A [ 5 X 220 2 A T, SR A R O E A AT R AP BRI, (R
E sk, & H AR m in .

FEl 4 A= 7 i (Gross Domestic Product, GDP)2& 48— 5K (Bt X)) Fir A i B FRALAE — 58 I P A 72
AT B2 77 i 57 S5 T A 1], — S WE e R, WON TR RE SK-F. 3 DS 5 S, Ah
B AN A S SEER R RS e B R [2] A NSO 20 GDP ) E 2R E .

— R E R NMXETAE TS, FHEE XA T AR HRSCH . RS LU
AKX ELTR 2R H B 2 X (W AT R R R NS 6 5e 5 1o AR AW i 5, R L 4E
(AR, K 25 K A R AR R R K RN 2N B R A ABER D IR G R,
R AR ERNARAN, MHRAMERNEE R T ARHAN, CLEIEGEE S KT RMAHERR, &
P LE A TR BE BB KM S B E VP ASLP 7R U H 2 DUARHIEE R T 1 8RR DT 22 0Tk
FRT 10% b, FIRIRER KIS MGG B Ba, DWARFE0 5 & BT 75 2 sTek 2= A7 BRI,
oy, RWIZE M LRGSR, BARTURE: 30 R 0 5e S SR ES,  T E R
B2, JERIERE BRI ZZEF BRI AT R RIRGL IS TUE bR, A B RN % Hb X R H i) B
1) 38 A L PR PR M S R A — LR AR

2. BiEKIFES A

ARSI ARIET CHESETHEE) 12012 B 2021 FFAE 31 M 6704 F R HAREEE . RIEEEE
TERRAG L, L B ERAH G SCHR, 25 #0K0(2018) [3]#7 8 XIRZ UF e br i, Skl 7 W4 1 19 2021
KR LU R G DU S s f 3 4565 i XA SUE . BEATE BT, s RO 28 S . BURF
SO FOL KL AERACF T8 ERIE RIS MR ENE . RS SRR
Joi BRAH SRR R 1 B B AR TR B LU B i B SR SR AR AE AR R AR R, B 2 ek ml A
TREBY[ATREAT SEUE S BT, BRI SEMT GDP B9 FZER K, JFx e & 45 kAT R 56
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Table 1. Data indicators of economic development of each province in 2021

3 1.2021 FEEEFARIFABIEERR

X e ETE s ar BT R FI TR B Ve R

H % ;ﬂ%%% AT Eﬁézxtg/%) Eﬁzﬁ?giﬁﬁ }ﬂfﬁ i ?;F %)
B i 40269.6 28014.9 43640 7205.12 1187.5 90603
PNEAI 15695 18549.2 33188 3150.44 226.5 59862
ol Y 40391.3 34016.3 19954 8854.51 1414 44942
i 22590.2 15528.4 17191 5048.07 693.3 42905
NEE =R 20514.2 16096.2 22658 5240.14 619.5 47566
UL 27584.1 23409.2 23831 5901.3 1037.8 46011
HRA 13235.5 149445 19605 3696.72 817.7 42119
By Ak 14879.2 15902.7 20636 5104.49 539.7 38685
g 43214.9 30633 48879 8430.86 1556.4 80134
MW 116364.2 85869.8 31451 14585.96 3526 63830
AR 73515.8 51768.3 36668 11016.87 2778.8 60521
G 42959.2 27018 21911 7592.14 1571.1 52582
pigeey 48810.4 32182.1 28440 5210.93 1678.4 58631
LPEA 29619.7 20006.3 20290 6778.48 1097 48864
&R E 83095.9 72634.2 22821 11709.11 3755.2 55542
MENEaEY 58887.4 44552.8 18391 10419.86 1882.7 46733
by 50012.9 35478.1 23846 7937.28 1910.9 48295
WA 46063.1 33902.7 22798 8364.84 1049.5 51157
JUHRE 124369.7 89705.2 31589 18222.73 5068.5 67302
JRiib W Y= M 24740.9 18523.3 18088 5810.2 1030 45238
WA 6475.2 4462.5 22242 1982.84 242 51388
R 27894 19424.7 24598 4835.11 1375.8 55678
UPIES 53850.8 36980.2 21518 11215.56 1329.2 53338
A 19586.4 13540.8 17957 5590.15 825.4 47381
PR 27146.8 16376.3 18851 6634.4 919.4 45897
[EE A= 2080.2 1310.9 15343 2028.68 94.7 60360
CYiES 29801 21898.8 19347 6069.43 1033 47724
Hils 10243.3 7459.9 17456 4025.89 515.8 43771
HiH 3346.6 2624.8 19020 1871.97 123.1 46309
T H mEEBIX 45223 3443.6 20024 1428.29 146.2 49928
gL /R HBIX 15983.6 10882 18961 5309.19 4795 52590

3. HESFEMHMHERERKFESKIEMR
3.1. BITEVIERZHT

T e ] 31 AN O R X AR P S AR Je R A, M X A e R A AN X R R TS )
WEZER, HEmERAZ, GBSO, REERI T XA SME Y EN AR E, %
AT RS AT X1, R R X2, BURFH 2 X3 mlk A B X4, RVE AP T XS, SRR
MkTaE X6, MM EENH X7, JHIR AR SR X8 & IRIH A P 4axd £ X9, [l e B~ %
FEAREL X10 DL HL 3 9 & X1 AE NI B Z eI Y = By + Bi Xy + oXo + B5X5 +...+ €,
I 2 e gtk A R AR I, R H X GDP K B A B R AR R R B R R bR, DACRAR 2 A
FEIREAT T 73 BT [5] -

F—RSHU T, AL Stata A NG TR, ¥ LR BEE RS R goit i R EdE S
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B, IR R ST, AR TARP RIAS R . WK 2 Fos, SRAEYID EESE R,
i SSEREEIE S MENELEicy TiF

Y =0.86X1+0.35X2 +1.07X3 + 13.6X4 + 0.12X5 — 456.2X6 + 910.68X7 + 0.09X8 — 0.48X9 + 257.52X10 +
0.03X11 —81524.2

Table 2. Multiple regression model analysis results

2. BEIRBISHTES

y Coefficient Std. err. t P>t [95% conf. interval]
X1 0.8557583 0.0533284 16.05 0.000 0.7507954 0.9607212
X2 0.3456988 0.1690009 2.05 0.042 0.0130654 0.6783323
X3 1.066944 0.1959295 5.45 0.000 0.6813087 1.45258
X4 13.59124 1.330108 10.22 0.000 10.97328 16.20921
X5 0.1198201 0.0362813 3.30 0.001 0.04841 0.1912301
X6 —456.2245 348.2864 -1.31 0.191 —1141.734 229.285
X7 910.6836 191.9454 4.74 0.000 532.8899 1288.477
X8 0.0941065 0.1236719 0.76 0.447 —0.149309 0.3375219
X9 —0.4840945 0.1223338 -3.96 0.000 —0.7248762 —0.243312
X10 257.5266 94.90654 2.71 0.007 70.72824 444325
X11 0.0347727 0.3375372 0.10 0.918 —0.6295798 0.6991252
_cons —81524.15 32882.96 —2.48 0.014 —146245.6 —16802.75
Number 300
F(11,288) 1111.67
Prob > F 0.0000
AdjR-squared 0.9770
MSE 3446.6

W% 2 ZItHERATUIE H, R*=0.977, )G M 25 adjR® = 0.976, 1t iZ A AR X6 FE
ARG AR IR S & fEET F ARG, B e IR I: Br=B=Bs=Ba=Bs=Bs=Pr1=Ps=Po=P1o=0,
R TR ZE KT a=0.05, F(11,288)=1111.67, XN P {EiZ/NT 0.05, A LREZIE 48 JFAR &,
HEE R R A AR 0, FIAFFRIER BE. IBATERUSE X1, J&RIH % X2 BURTH 3 H
X3 il A X4, FVE AT TR XS5, RRIE RN X6 M EEME X7, J5 R AR R
PN X8+ Ji BRTH PRSP At 0 X9 [ B2 P~ B BT A% 184 X 10 LS HL 98 9 B X1 Sof il X AR 7= S ff 1
INEERTES AR
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Figure 1. Residual diagram
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FObRRITEMR, WE 1 BREEN DA M mECOEY, AW R R T 2.
W HFAT R SS,  JERI HO BRIV FER T 2. I3 3 R4 B R, P =0.00 <0.05, #Hifh[H
Tr Z W EAR S, NIRRT 2, XA IR IR SE 1 AR HE Ak 22 R B it R Ok . DRI R e 5 T
ZREFRHERIEE, NESMGIT R RRE. W% 4 REERRERER, WHRLTERELE,
[ =1 77 A B RS

Table 3. White test
= 3. IR

Source chi2 df p
Heteroskedasticity 225.40 77 0.0000
Skewness 42.06 11 0.0000
Kurtosis 3.44 1 0.0638
Total 270.89 89 0.0000

Table 4. Robust standard error test

4. TRERERIG

Robust
y Coefficient std. err. t P>t [95% conf. interval]
X1 0.8557583 0.0733838 11.66 0.000 0.7113218 1.000195
X2 0.3456988 0.1523313 2.27 0.024 0.0458749 0.66455227
X3 1.066944 0.2059027 5.18 0.000 0.6616791 1.472209
X4 13.59124 1.737712 7.82 0.000 10.17102 17.01147
X5 0.1198201 0.0363908 3.29 0.001 0.0481944 0.191458
X6 —456.2245 334.6993 —1.36 0.174 —1141.991 202.5424
X7 910.6836 150.8698 6.04 0.000 613.7364 1207.631
X8 0.0941065 0.1231493 0.76 0.445 —0.1482803 0.3364392
X9 —0.4840945 0.1686942 —2.87 0.004 —0.8161244 —0.1520647
X10 257.5266 100.2119 2.57 0.011 60.28602 454.7673
X11 0.0347727 0.3433651 0.10 0.919 —0.6410507 0.710596
_cons —81524.15 30212.58 -2.70 0.007 —140989.6 —22058.68
Number 300
F(11,288) 993.34
Prob >F 0.0000
AdjR-squared 0.9770
MSE 3446.6
Table 5. Variance inflation factor
%= 5. REBKET
Variable VIF 1/VIF
X8 54.48 0.018355
X2 39.51 0.025311
X9 29.01 0.034466
X1 18.85 0.053057
X3 8.59 0.116349
X4 7.01 0.142748
X11 6.72 0.148726
X5 4.79 0.208617
X10 1.76 0.569623
X7 1.75 0.571120
X6 1.64 0.611111
Mean VIF 15.83
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B R L EILRMAL, R EWIKE T VIF SRk % mdLer, Wk 5 fRgkss, VIF
HIME x8 = 54.48, x2=39.51, x9=29.01, x1=18.85 Wi KT 10, I NEAEDEILLM, Ba#sT
Z HEILMAZIE, BRIMIEASE A Tl A EA PR X, R RIE T 3 syt F R AR R i Bk %2
LA,

3.2. RS SHMETFIER

SRR IR T E AR T, “KMO ATES RIS 7 5 R4 B 2 s A R T
3, Ho KMO (R 1 FZomliE & M0 #r[6], W4 6 Fiam, KMO it &M 0.756, KT 0.5,
Vb WA A F G A8 LU BOE A R 7200, R RIS I AR 8 0, /T R KF(0.05), [RIE 4R
Bk, BRI BT A iR B 2 (MAEAEA OGO &R, A ARG NS & (R T 0. N “ABF 27 RE
K&, WAk 7 Fow, R BIRERR TR E B SR TR BN E R SR PR B L [F N 0.376
F10.505, HAZBERILFEELRT 0.75, RonHAb R AT R AL F PR MR- T 0.75, RIFHEL
A FER T Res ML E IR & 75% 0 ERME S, BB A F IR R JE S, R airmd R eEd
R

Table 6. KMO and Bartlett test results
< 6. KMO FEHFFIFHEIeEE R

KMOF 4G IR I8
KMORUFEIE V) M 2 5k 0.756
LR TT 531.698
EURE R REBRIE B 16 56 H 66
BEE 0.000
Table 7. Common degree test of original variable
= 1. RIgTEHEERE
ARFHE

EaLG] Eraind

Hb X AR = S E 1.000 0.982
YT B B0 1.000 0.976

JE RN s 1.000 0.950
BRIV BT S 1.000 0.933
RN 1.000 0.963

AE AT T 1.000 0.833

J& R TR A FE 2L 1.000 0.505
i BN TR 2L 1.000 0.781

JE BRI SRR 1.000 0.968
JE BRTH B KT 4 v 4 1.000 0.948
[i] 5 = H AN AR FE B 1.000 0.376
CIWANCE 5 1.000 0.915

FITTIE: ERI TS

TR T M, SR T Oy 2 TR, 7 2 TR e AR T A SR A R 3 4R
TURLRE, EARRERE 7. T 7 2 SRR FE AR 10 A B T U I (5 . o,
JEME A AVIARSE R, R I35 AR I L B T45 5, AR L TR T4 R, S <44
VO TROREE, T TR TR S ST AN E A, R TR R E
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oybee BT R AILHEF 5 br A 2 M A O R A, #farB Ul B A L F 7 5 hn B 2 [ 18 R
Y] BRI TR R FARE(E R T 1 B A 4hE, Fr AR R E, AR
KT 1HHT =D E,  WAER 8 Frn Al 1 7 ZETTEREE 20 1l 50.416%. 24.549%. 9.457%, R
THE T ZTTHRRIE R T 84.422%, ULHIAT =ANK T AR B R RE AR w i . Rk, AT DASREET = AN
TAERERFXAE 31 METTEFEA KRR TN .

Table 8. Total variance interpretation results

=8 BHEMBRAER

BT ERRRE
W “it WIS AEAE PR 7

JIEH 2it% it JIZEH I Rit% &t
1 6.050 50.416 50.416 6.050 50.416 50.416 4.894
2 2.946 24.549 74.964 2.946 24.549 74.964 3.747
3 1.135 9.457 84.422 1.135 9.457 84.422 1.490
4 0.925 7.708 92.130
5 0.577 4.807 96.936
6 0.143 1.191 98.127
7 0.084 0.700 98.827
8 0.061 0.512 99.339
9 0.050 0.414 99.753
10 0.016 0.134 99.887
11 0.008 0.069 99.956
12 0.005 0.044 100.000

RHOTE: EW ik

JLPE 2 SRHA 7 RO AT P P 7 B 6 40 BB A A W foe S DR N, 30 0 AR A ol e e B 3 ke o
M A ER T, MAEFERFR ERB 2R R AR % b WEERRE, RAHT =BT
BESE L, AEEDUAS A 7T 40 2B R AR5 1 82, DRIk B RT =N N 8 e i T A 45 R 3 E AR

R =7 BEAT JE B2

B E

Figure 2. Factor lithotripsy diagram
B 2. eBETFEAE
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RATERERA WA, — AT, — R a . W 9 P et il i 7 #amdEFE . A
T il (A R SR A TT LA 2R 2 0 7 iR B P A B T 3R (B EEERUOFAS AR, A
PR 0 DR T A AR, LK B B E S ARG AT IR T e, AR SR Kaiser ARiEAL Y
LA et PR b AT e, LA 10 Foss A2 T I (4 R 7 REL I T B ¥ 2 B UL S A AR el

Table 9. Component matrix before rotation

9. IEEERIRIRL T FERE

Ry ERE
%
1 2 3
Hh X AR S 0.895 0.422
BEATE WA 0.890 0.428
ol A % 0.859 0.474
BRI BT 3 0.840 0.468
T E 0.773 0.546
S ROV KP4 % 4 0.763 —0.604
fE RS B S 0.758 -0.603
NS AN 0.752 -0.631
RN AT %t 0.707 -0.542
[i5] 52 B P 4R BN RS HR 2L 0.463 -0.398
i i F BN Ta 0.349 0.790
JE RTH s ks Fa 0.396 -0.514
M T R TS
a. I T3NS
Table 10. The component matrix after rotation
2 10. HEREEMIRR 7 RERE
WEsE J5 W Ry SR
D%
1 2 3
ol A% 0.970
T 0 0.967
Hb XA P R E 0.966
BURF I BT 3 0.951
BT E 0.945
EENZE A CON 0.921
JER AW H 0.920
S ROV KP4 % 4 0.901
FE AT T % 0.876
li] 78 B = BN AR 4R 4L -0.514
i B E A B -0.876
J& B TR R HR 4 0.645
PO R TS,
Wik PUMIE SR KT 2k,
a. WEEEAESUER T TS,
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Table 11. Component transformation matrix

=11, SRR

B BERE
By 1 2 3
1 0.792 0.572 0.213
2 0.610 -0.744 -0.271
3 0.003 0.345 —0.939

W7 R T
e Trik: JUUE SR KTT 2%

PR RRER T4, TERME RN = RIER 0 F8AmRE * SR, Wk 11 R,
MEHE R T LLE S, B AN B ELER T 1 R EE R, RRIUAN BB ER T 2 sh e K,
MG PR B LR 3 A e LUK, AR & 5 FO R R A G AR B e i o 1T DU BI5E M &4
MR BAFIIR R R LA N =2, BF—FOR U A BEARTERUSAT. B X A= Sl U I
TSRS H R FEL 9 9 X e i AR R 11 S B HE 548 T I8 B s i, AT R 2 495914 0.970,.0.967
0.966. 0.951. 0.945, flifi1 5Lk 8ERXREVI N iy @ AT 1 5882 s R AR I
NS SRR RS R R AP 4 B RVE B34 T8 AR R I SR W H 548 T e B 0 o
AKF, BT 43508 0,921, 0.9204 0.901. 0.876, AJ LAy N E R %A 75 56 =2 UM EEN
I HORN & RH PR PR HON AR I IR B &8 T N K, BRI 8Ae 3 7l 0.876. 0.645, I LAfin44
T RS R

Table 12. Component score matrix

= 12. S0

BI85y RYGERE
D%
1 2 3
Hh X AR P E 0.205 -0.004 -0.056
T 0 0.205 -0.019 -0.022
JE R A -0.025 0.256 -0.006
BURF I BT 3 0.207 -0.011 -0.090
RPN 0.211 -0.041 -0.008
LB B T8 -0.019 0.264 -0.088
JE R A R4 -0.010 -0.045 0.466
B E MR 0.050 0.134 -0.692
NS EI A TN -0.032 0.249 0.034
J BV B KP4t 2 -0.025 0.238 0.047
i 78 B = B B A AR 4L 0.088 —0.243 0.284
CEWANEE G5 0.214 -0.108 0.094

RWOT: ERS k.
TR T YURUES iR KT 2%
LR

WA 12 Bz, ROYFASFERESE T 3 R 7 A SC ARG 7T DA R AR50 R BB A H 45 [R i 4 5K
F1=0.205Zx1+0.205Zx2 —0.025Zx3+0.207Zx4 +0.211Zx5 - 0.019Zx6 — 0.010Zx7
+0.050Zx8 —0.032Zx9 — 0.025Zx 10 + 0.088Zx 11+ 0.214Zx12
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F2=-0.004Zx1-0.019Zx2+0.256Zx3 -0.011Zx4 — 0.041Zx5 + 0.264Zx6
—0.045Zx7+0.134Zx8 + 0.249Zx9 + 0.238Zx10—-0.243Zx11-0.108Zx12

F3=-0.056Zx1-0.022Zx2 —0.006Zx3 — 0.090Zx4 — 0.008Zx5 — 0.088Zx6
+0.466Zx7—0.6927Zx8+0.034Zx9 + 0.047Zx10 + 0.284Zx11+0.094Zx12

DIAES 145 IR 15 50 GRA7 AR BIEI, B AT AFERR SR & BTG 7 =228 FACL. FAC2
A FAC3, WA 13 PrsRORIH M2 S =R 7 & RIS T i H 7570, BT m Ll
BRI B R e R KR AR B A, BERENS 5 I ST A r ik s A AT, LRI AT . SR
BT ELRREAT R 4550 (7] IR 7450 T LA — 2D i SR 5 459
Score = 40.781/84.442*FAC1_1+31221/84.442*FAC2 _1+12.42/84.442*FAC3_1
TGN T 23 519 20 B P HE1 T LIS 2R R P (045 48 T 405t R PR AT DLHE 44

Table 13. Provincial economic development comprehensive factor score ranking

F13. BEEFARBAGEEFSNHE

H4 HiIX RFEBERT B REFRETF IR T HFLE8/87
1 KRB 3.05574 —-0.24966 0.9703 1.53
2 TG 2.14474 1.01354 —-0.16711 1.39
3 T -0.36972 3.05942 0.58935 1.04
4 WiLE 1.05566 0.94788 0.86127 0.99
5 JemTi -0.51096 2.94253 0.52237 0.92
6 TR 1.99562 -0.27712 -0.19731 0.83
7 WHEA —0.04204 0.66117 -0.33306 0.18
8 EEE S 0.78966 -1.06516 0.86554 0.11
9 KA -1.05122 1.23641 0.87581 0.08
10 g 1148 0.56162 0.22988 —2.57346 -0.02
11 MoB ) 0.48166 —0.89233 0.43663 —0.03
12 e 0.14753 —-0.24341 -0.25014 -0.06
13 bl 0.56442 -0.48241 -1.05224 -0.06
14 boleeEy 0.02957 0.01177 -0.57436 -0.07
15 ST -0.18106 -0.42276 1.01053 -0.1
16 WEHHEKX -0.45147 -0.22221 1.11154 -0.14
17 S -0.18757 -0.46696 0.24084 -0.23
18 MNIES -0.20692 -0.34206 -0.1712 -0.25
19 R -0.20815 0.07876 —1.22253 -0.25
20 IR E R X -0.27077 -0.6557 0.13463 -0.35
21 7G4 -0.2534 -1.27834 1.46682 -0.38
22 PNE) —0.16864 -0.29353 -1.91736 -0.47
23 TEEEHBX —1.12888 -0.58968 1.88787 -0.49
24 BIIA —-0.76974 —-0.04928 -0.81776 -0.51
25 HAA —-0.71541 —-0.77828 0.73712 -0.52
26 el -0.42573 -0.44997 -1.0611 -0.53
27 HikA -0.71925 -0.81442 0.32941 0.6
28 EaRaE) —0.98902 —0.19927 —-0.43395 —0.62
29 HEH -1.06136 —-0.13211 -0.6633 -0.66
30 (A= RES —-1.11492 -0.2767 -0.60515 —-0.73
31 Hramge /R BiR X —0.78674 —0.64968 ~0.81776 —0.84
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3.3. BFBaath

NEGERERTRE, LT =2RE 02T R LT, WERERE T RE, e =Kn
we b AERURE, MR ETRE, =02 TE. WiESHEE. M=1THTREeE
DHERRT =R AR 05 B, SRS RGRAKE 0 BA Bk Wi L&, 4a
IR 5RO AR TR, R, B P2 R ZEEE, fi+4Ha 8 A5
EARFRATEE, AT, ARHTEH X R R E AT K MRS X . SE TE LR 3 AN AR T,
XIS B A S RME RIS, TR NG e BEIE 2 Ja IRV 9 K1-45 % 7 TH 3 A L #3838 4
SeHAE 8] TR TLIMERT =44, BT RATEIRYO AT ROE A A AU By, X 3 SR
NIEHUE 12 DR 7, A7 8 NAZE 5 N DU ECRIARA G, Mok et B iR FUMTTH B #S AR X 3,
RFERIPF 4 RN R S

3.4. MR R SHT

AL BRI 74, AT R A HEA S — 1) AR AT R ORI S HAb b XA 1R K=
A, EERIUE GDP. Ja KM 90 S5 LKA FHR bz = T H A X, X5 R E N BE N5
— KA, XTI HEEERINEL TR, S S MAEN, K5 F RS2+
WG RIS, LF PRI T) 2R, AT R=_Masrl, ©RA RN BT R A
MEE R TSy, k4 T RE QTR E: HIUAAWNT, PRSI0 SR 4% 57 sh s e A
7o R A SRR, JF HIL SRS 88 T M BOR Rk e, ZUFHEN T KB =410
EHEAE AR S, AN E S DA G M BUA AL L, BMAL BIE T AL, (H N N AR
xR, FroAE R E B AR T S8 BATBUR L. IO 42 [ %48 03 i 28 51 R R AR B B 7 20 W 25
RERE L BB A 5 XA TF R R DUIRW & BB R, B ELBRT S RN H B, AT AT FH SR R 5 48
8 H M BB RSP, AT S A [ S T e BT PR R R, SCHR LG [ e it B R E K
ATEACT IR

4. ZRE5EW

AR 2 e AR A, MBS AT DA RATE R A X1, R R S X2, BURE 9
SCHE X3 A ANKL X4 FAE AP TE X5 s B E A X7 R R KT AR B X9 [ E B
B FEH X10 S5 DA P BE I F R R .l R SR o, JATATLLE S, RE
B LT RN Z ARV R AR, NATFRRSE, TR LI WHLad &8RRI
FAh Ay, LRI b T R &S RME R E . TP AT R 5 RIEER M, Lk
BOR AR FORURT S AN R B 458, (AR e B R RIEIE S, T H R Ffe. PUssss v s X 4 =
Ja, T EGEALANCE B AN PR AT R R A, PRI E SR TS P i KBUGE, 124 KT
G ARSI BEE A AR BTG AA S BOR, AR ARSI IX L RS, 3B 0K G M X [ E B
PR NIRRT WHTR SIS, Pt XA E T, 3202 b X & A A AN S A
HAR M P aE, R 28 R R B0, KI8T sl N &
ROATSCHCRN KT, 3B [ 2R M X e e

ERERTIE, ESCBURHPTHIXOR RN RS, %8 00 at2E b4 E 5 B Ak 467 B DL AT AE 1 ] 7L,
52 A E AR AR, IR A R E, SEEBIRIL S R EAN, (R AR & X IR (]
MIE BN, Fen RIEIX RIS, SEELAE fr 2 8] 9 X3 R A e, KRR A REFRTH A IO B A
AP, TSR TH R E (453 A 2 5F S 7T
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