Operations Research and Fuzziology 1Z& 512, 2024, 14(1), 226-234 Hans iXJ
Published Online February 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/orf
https://doi.org/10.12677/0rf.2024.141022

KA = B ESB U R HEREIE S

—H&TASH R EREE

SN RZEATFERE, St SHEH

WekE H . 20234F11H26H; SR HEM: 20234F12A15H; KA H: 20244F2H21H

R

FEZH#HERES T HEHTIRRELR, SHTAST R B8 &30 KRR R RN AN SR 4
IR BEAT 04T, BRI ET LA BERFRENE, AERRTE2ERBKE, £mRILAER
SEBHRAZFERNZ.75M, EPHHMKRIER18.61%. FE20124E~20204F, ASTHRIF=ILEH
HA D AL B E AR ATRR R BB, BT & R E SRR, MOLATENENEKIEE K, B 5 i,

POl =LY & ORI, fE20134FE~20204F, FHENHTIRESR S, KICIMEILI66.42%, Bolk
#715.61%, MILI8.57%, BINLKI5.8%, HMLHI3.59%. VI KFTEEDBHAKR, HEE20204F
523 & S M OB e A TV B 2 SR TR

X 5in
BWAFBE, MRS, RPN, HXRE, SHRETRE

Analysis of Structural Changes and
Contribution Rates in Gross Output

Value of Agriculture
—Based on the Agricultural Panel Data of AS City

Zhenghan Zhang

School of Economics, Guizhou University, Guiyang Guizhou

Received: Nov. 26th, 2023; accepted: Dec. 15”’, 2023; published: Feb. let, 2024

Abstract

Using descriptive statistics and structural contribution rate theory, this study analyzed the change
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path of the agricultural production value in AS city and the contribution rate to each structural
component. The research found that the total agricultural production value in the city maintained a
high growth rate, significantly higher than the national level during the same period. The total agri-
cultural production value in the city has increased by 3.75 times from the initial level, with an aver-
age annual growth rate of 18.61%. From 2012 to 2020, the dominance of the planting industry in the
agricultural industry structure of AS city became more prominent, with its proportion increasing.
The forestry and sideline industries also saw significant growth but still accounted for a smaller
proportion. The proportion of the animal husbandry industry decreased year by year. From 2013 to
2020, the contribution rate of the planting industry was the highest, accounting for 66.42%, followed
by animal husbandry at 15.61%, forestry at 8.57%, sideline industry at 5.8%, and fishing at 3.59%.
The growth contribution rate of the fishing industry did not change much, and due to the impact of
the fishing ban and boat reduction in 2020, it showed a negative contribution to the overall city.
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1. 518

Bl B ST ORI AT R, FRER SR ERIE BT AN, BT REE, £ FREEA
RAFRKS E, BEEE IR T FOVARMAE 2 FHRIC AR SRS P CEIER, POl 2 /2%, Pl
HEN £ ATHE . TE 102 M 3T SR AN 2 A 4R 0% PR RIS IR G ML AL A, 3B T 2 IR G e A B (1
KR JE, PV NEFEAT 2 RO TR, 12 T A M DX S B B P o2 k. AS T dthAd 511 44
i, AT ER AR ER AN X 2 — 1 CEBEAREAX” 2], FEXE XX X, PB X, PD
B ZN B GL &, zy B R AW E, HpkR XX XAMNSH ERBIREZ R, EEEH E 5055
RANRIES SRR ik, 1E 2020 4 9 A A X BBl 3T ming, AS ikl A 7= s
A 2012 £E11) 82.97 {2 TCERTF A 2020 £/ 307.59 1270, 7 KEF KA 3.75 %, MR B KR m
i 18.61%. M ELELRFEE N BRI FHESh AS it — D R g, b R A P R AE S5 4 1)
A DA S AN SE R A B K DTRRZE 00 B, F8 0 B R R I 2 P JE AP JE 1) A2 IR DT T A R
Hhrh KR, 3 AS WA R SRR e, SR H RTIUA 1 SCRERRT T ROl 45 7 AR Ak DTk
R FARN D, FIRE, AS TR NE G — T BR g iz —, SR SRR S & 451
A HEARTTRR, T A A X — e RIERE , Bk,  AS SO H LSS A AR Ak DT R R
JTIER AS TiT 2012 :~2020 AP A 7 BB S5 AT 0 AT
1.1, RikEEHE X

AR SRR g M AR Y 38K 1) B T2 R S M TR 3 L S TR TE AR A 22 40 AR R Rt b AR e AR M
BRI AR R R A E B O R [2] . BRSEA B AETE R IR S B ST IZ N A, AMUEREA TR
W R A LB R BTl e g5, T AR R A P E R A SR M. WG
FEARN T TN AFAT M AS[EAE P23 45 2 8 (0 P o6 &Rt LB FEAS P ASFEMLIX . ASFp 2
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[A] BB LU R R o AR ESHBIE T AL A THREZ A DA BT, RZEZFRANE A,
AR SR WAL S5 248 5 B T AR A BRSSO R 23, BIAR (R SCRURMELL B AR) . AR H, i
TR, AR T3S AR G A AN R, A A K i BRI R I

12. G TTREEIR S H

AT B4 b sT R A RN S 73k, — Mo B IE I GE T DL B8 45 25> 0 BT HE SR T R 3
KAH, BN IREG D BERGEAT S5 ST A SE[3] [4] [5] [6]: 3 —Fh I SE F RIS R AB I 5
LR, PRI RS S TTIRER[7]. SLbr BRI KX — A R 77 AN A [ AR
LR DR AR BEAR HEAT 225 O3 A A SR IO FU D, e i) 2 S SR 5 R o da P A R e B o
YUk, HEECAAAAGERMER (hEZPF R E SR KR ST T ) (EHit: B =R
JitEREs 2000) 3L, AEE s SR TR K 3 7 AL Tlk SR S0 A a6 i S FL A
Ay SR AR R GO S HARAT L 6 ANERTT R SR AR 2 B DTk AEAR ML U, A SRR
RO R b, A3 AR PR L0 Ik 28 5 18 K R DT R G R AR T BAERRRAE ;. 2000), 17 (3R A A
JE RSN SE R AR A S SRR /34T ) (MRt 38, 22 3E°F 2022)— SO0 3R eS8 8R4 R RIS S5 #9748
MBI TR AE A J 2 TN TR 2 T 20 3 BEAT 0T 9. S5 R A2 A Tk 3w LA fe] By PR O 25 45 4
MR LB LG T S A AR AR B R R I s AR R A S A B I o S AR R
Bt A 45 # 22 AL TRk [8]

FERARME S, AR BRI AR Aol 4ol . @k, FANE5, 2 AL By
C. D. ER&Emm, 7R Y k&ow, M-

Y=A+B+C+D+E @)
D JFCAH S R A AR 7 RE S 5 B 00 A 77 B AR AR B
AY = AA+AB +AC + AD + AE 2
AY, AA AB AC AD AE
Ll ——— (3)

Yt -1 At—l Bt—l Ct—l Dt -1 Et -1

LS FIRILE, G HRRMKE, tFRIH, CFRRTkE, WE:
S .G
C, =2 " i=AB,C,D,E 4)

R~ (8),  BIARMY AR 7 B 25 #4221 D Rk = 5 I SUT 0T I g 748 7 1) B B R 2% B R 2 ST R 11
G B RO AR S B K AR T AR

1.3. BRI

AR SC AT I SRR T 2012 4F~2020 47 AS T A GE 47 % 4 HE R 28 48 ok T Eb A A% B S 45 21 1R bR
o e T kAR S .

2. AS R\ AE = RESME U R E TR R S
2.1. AS Rl & F= B {E Tk 547

e 1R 2 fis, 2012 4R E] 2020 #ia], AS AT AR AR SE A 819,659 Ji it K F 3,075,929
Fiot, KRBT JEKM 3.75 £, FEESNXEMGEEE 3 50 E, SRR XX X 3.27 £, fm i)
JE ZN B 5.24 £, XX XFEEHAGE R, Fbd KOSEEEEAL, BT XX X4, PBIXFzZY &
M KA RALT AS HAARIY K4, FHERAREBARSEKR, ZY BH2—HLURE £
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AS AV ARIRE LR 3 X . T ZN B AS 35 1 5 RUIRIF B STAL BRI, N2 AA RO R . R
KRG, H R AR sy T BT ZN B4h, PD BN GL M Hct 709 K2 5K 3.76 51
3.96 fif, #BiET AS MK MT KA

Table 1. Changes in agricultural production value in AS City in 2012 and 2020

= 1. ASTH 2012, 2020 &4 = B AT LIER

X ol A 7= BE () el A 7= BE AU KR
2012 2020 551 FP KR

AS T 819,659 3,075,929 3.75 18.61%

XX [X 232,981 762,351 3.27 16.55%

PB X 115,635 415,715 3.60 18.36%

PD & 122,069 459,010 3.76 18.61%

ZN & 90,170 472,805 5.24 24.29%

GL & 120,981 478,649 3.96 19.33%

Yy & 137,823 487,399 3.54 17.91%

Table 2. Agricultural production value growth in AS City from 2012 to 2020
= 2. AS T 2012~2020 FER A = BEIEKER
AS Tl 2012~2020 kA 7= S (JTIT)
I [h) AS Tl XX X PB X PD & ZN & GL & zZYy &
2012 819,659 232,981 115,635 122,069 90,170 120,981 137,823
2013 938,588 266,711 132,055 139,650 103,548 138,061 158,563
2014 1,315,503 358,265 173,819 193,963 167,508 197,291 224,657
2015 1,844,406 481,482 270,936 266,539 248,456 267,882 309,111
2016 2,080,097 522,663 311,916 296,163 275,266 302,100 371,989
2017 2,279,388 624,884 321,383 300,147 308,912 351,907 372,155
2018 2,520,757 673,016 339,615 336,719 387,111 387,410 396,886
2019 2,679,184 667,641 368,687 392,888 418,795 413,875 417,298
2020 3,075,929 762,351 415,715 459,010 472,805 478,649 487,399
AS Tl 2012~2020 VAR = B K2
2013 14.51% 14.48% 14.20% 14.40% 14.84% 14.12% 15.05%
2014 40.16% 34.33% 31.63% 38.89% 61.77% 42.90% 41.68%
2015 40.21% 34.39% 55.87% 37.42% 48.32% 35.78% 37.59%
2016 12.78% 8.55% 15.13% 11.11% 10.79% 12.77% 20.34%
2017 9.58% 19.56% 3.04% 1.35% 12.22% 16.49% 0.04%
2018 10.59% 7.70% 5.67% 12.18% 25.31% 10.09% 6.65%
2019 6.28% —0.80% 8.56% 16.68% 8.18% 6.83% 5.14%
2020 14.81% 14.19% 12.76% 16.83% 12.90% 15.65% 16.80%
15 18.61% 16.55% 18.36% 18.61% 24.29% 19.33% 17.91%
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FERK R I, AT AR A P BMEAE 2012 4E~2020 4F 3[R 457 24 K R IA F1] 18.61%, iz i T4 [
2008 F:~2018 AP K H 4.12% [9]. H AR IRMN ZN &, 8B XX X5 2y & [EEE
HISE, AS &N X EAE 2014 F-F1 2015 A4 B R g, TI7E 2017 4. 2018 4. 2019 FH K
SRITFRE, BRI K. X5EFBORE S EAHRN, MR —L2 SUBORRR ES (s A,

FAEAY), 2014 FEFN 2015 SFE+ AR R EUR R

32 L

HA

AR E) B, XA AR g A JE . Ttk

J 55 M 5 Fe 3 Sk th OB . B 7 2017 4ELLE, — REMETT B IR N, T B ST A e T Bt EE Al )
TAPTARRCR b N T DRI T 20 U 5 e iR R s ARy e B -5 A 25 1 A R AR 5
CoUTEE T, RBRIE MO 28 i R K S A A O T 1 X B (8] (e ik i S . (HIL R ZN
BB R R, 52 RO AR RAE 0 B AR I A (s Zh A

2.2. AS TR = B E ST S

Table 3. Changes in agricultural production value structure in AS City from 2012 to 2020
= 3. AS T 2012 F~2020 R & = BEEHTHIER

AS i XX X PB X PD & ZN & GL & Yy &
2012 407,242 121,703 65,044 57,084 49,873 68,015 45,523
2020 1,905,948 503,356 260,756 282,839 290,363 299,971 268,663
Tl
i 4.68 4.14 4.01 4.95 5.82 441 5.90
1 22.92% 20.92% 19.93% 24.52% 26.47% 21.16% 30.40%
2012 21,926 2131 1981 1362 2862 5082 8508
2020 215,300 31,548 32,911 24,877 39,803 33,869 52,292
Pl i 9.82 14.80 16.61 18.27 13.91 6.66 6.15
b 39.47% 67.51% 72.02% 74.44% 42.20% 30.05% 26.88%
2012 368,158 104,344 44,588 59,301 33,538 46,439 79,948
2020 720,400 172,041 85,910 116,266 103,755 110,996 131,432
ol I 1.96 1.65 1.93 1.96 3.09 2.39 1.64
H 9.23% 7.34% 9.70% 9.66% 15.83% 11.81% 7.31%
2012 16,946 3850 3273 3403 3504 1219 1697
) 2020 98,000 21,832 16,863 14,699 22,307 12,747 9552
el i 5.78 5.67 5.15 4.32 6.37 10.46 5.63
b 28.54% 26.65% 27.12% 23.61% 31.46% 42.27% 28.01%
2012 5387 953 749 919 393 226 2147
. 2020 136,282 33,574 19,275 20,330 16,577 21,066 25,460
bl I 25.30 35.23 25.73 22.12 42.18 93.21 11.86
gL 66.45% 86.71% 72.20% 60.85% 96.29% 113.64% 45.21%

AS TSN X EAE 2012 :~2020 EFRE AL S MOl A R A0 AE P R il A S E
AP A P SE R R B . B, F RN 3 P, Wil KEME R 2 Kb

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2024.141022

230

B 5B


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2024.141022

TR

b, k%] 1,498,706 Ji7G, AL AS TR SEREME Y, FEBERR, RIBEERECAA; WA
SME S A AR BB o A2l AS T AR B BEE/IN, AN AT AR I 5 /D BB R A0 — 5043 DU 3 i
W AEF=, N2 GE it B AR RN KT i Ak 04T 5, 2017 4 5 AS T UR24, 2020 4 K Bl E AR,
RN E A AR SR, Ol 3G K A T BR A A Ho At = K D

FESE R AT B KAR T T, A TH & P 2 #5 E IEE m  Bmy  A Re e AR AR AR = S
A TR AR A T RO I B T, R LR R R MO RTEINE . BNELE 2012 45~2020 4
AR, AN SMEY O ESR R 25.3 i, FT K ERIA S 66.45%, GL HEDLY A fEHE 2
iRk 93.21 %, MK AR 113.64%, EINML AR RE A H T AR BN P L P& B AR A L X,
B P e, “ES TR L SSBURBFER DA T EF RN TR IR LR,
—UREIFE . B SRER AT “Hi” o EML T, i 5, AS 17 2012 4:~2020 4,
AS T AT MR P2 S AE N 21,926 J3ocHEnE] 215,300 Jiut, §TKEERM 9.82 £, TGk F
39.47%, HH XX X, PB [X. PD EHKHEA R, XX X KZEJEKN 14.80 £, FPIHKEEE
67.51%; PB XMl A== S EY KA JFE KK 16.61 £, P KEIAH] 72.02%; PD B MMk~ afE
TN R 18.27 £, FETHBKRIE 74.44%, X =ANMBIX AL L3 K K8 T 55 —BRA, X715
W T EFBHIEARFN . XX X, PBIX. PD HJZ& AS i E P22 RHIX, 7 52 T & B 5 X,
KM R JEXT SR A — 2 B2, PR =N IX RO 4 B B ™ B A AL RLIX 2 —, TR IR AR AR
BURKIRZW T, =/MHLIXTE 2014, 2015 PIAF [ R RHAT E R EGR, BIF KL Z EIRIBRBHEK, e
14~15 4E—4F, =ML > ER0E 70U BL L. 78 AS HBIX, Aok b i Ko 7 e B E A R AR S i
EHERAMAESHAERNBE, SMAEATREX = MX KE kR, FriggKE e e bR,
2012~2020 4, AS A A= S S G530 o vh R BB R B0l AS T DURFUR KRB, Aol
RIE—RPIE I, R AR, — BRI R E S

2.3. AS iRl A = B E R ERER I HEX R Y S

Table 4. Partial correlation coefficients of agricultural production value structure in AS City for 2012 and 2020
F 4. AS T 2012, 2020 R A = REERIBSHEX R

2012 2020
bid R e i Vi3 R e iff

N 0.8983 P 0.978

M 0.9872 0.9331 M 0.9976 0.9859

i 0.9788 0.8758 0.9677 # 0.9907 0.9744 0.9852

&l 0.9107 0.9554 0.9606 0.9124 = 0.9972 0.9848 0.999 0.9824

=

A2 4 Fror bt AS T AR GG /I8 7 B D¢ R EUR L, 2012 4241 2020 4 AS T &Aool 25 1)
73 PR RE DGR P 25 i o LA S A DG, A MOl AN | vk AH 5¢ R B X EUIS, 737342 0.8983 F11.8758,
AR AR R XM AT LA, RAEGORBHOMR . SR (1 B B AR S AN ] 2 6 Fefe b g
PR EAE R, AHEARRE, LKA IRV R 2T — A, HE IR, ARR 2 BN R AR 1
MRV 8 22355 o Bt 2 (] 532 0 b R b A Je AT II R AN i A7 A, A ORI I 1) A Je — e R FE Re iy sk
Moo . @I R, RZIRR . IXEESRIAIE Z F A, S MRE, O RFESAN L
SERFR oy EARAR BEIVEF -
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2.4. AS TR =l £E B B4k 4347

Table 5. Changes in agricultural industry structure ratios in AS City for 2012 and 2020
5. AS T 2012 G 2020 F Rl =l EEAAEL I T L TR

Tl k. Holk sl fil] b

2012 2020 f 2012 2020 f¥ 2012 2020 f¥ 2012 2020 f% 2012 2020 fEEC
AS Tfi 49.68% 61.96% 1.25 2.68% 7.00% 2.62 44.92% 23.42% 0.52 2.07% 3.19% 1.54 0.66% 4.43% 6.74
XX [X 52.24% 66.03% 1.26 0.91% 4.14% 4.52 44.79% 22.57% 0.50 1.65% 2.86% 1.73 0.41% 4.40% 10.77
PB [X 56.25% 62.72% 1.12 1.71% 7.92% 4.62 38.56% 20.67% 0.54 2.83% 4.06% 1.43 0.65% 4.64% 7.16
PD B 46.76% 61.62% 1.32 1.12% 5.42% 4.86 48.58% 25.33% 0.52 2.79% 3.20% 1.15 0.75% 4.43% 5.88
ZN B 5531% 61.41% 1.11 3.17% 8.42% 2.65 37.19% 21.94% 0.59 3.89% 4.72% 1.21 0.44% 3.51% 8.04
GL & 56.22% 62.67% 1.11 4.20% 7.08% 1.68 38.39% 23.19% 0.60 1.01% 2.66% 2.64 0.19% 4.40% 23.56
ZY £ 33.03% 55.12% 1.67 6.17% 10.73% 1.74 58.01% 26.97% 0.46 1.23% 1.96% 1.59 1.56% 5.22% 3.35

M 2012 FEF) 2020 4, AS TN X E AP b 25 14 LA AR Ak i 5

INTZRAMEE H, AS TR R A E kT, Mol bl g A, mhlk 5 F 586, 44
b LA KT BT SR 2 B Rl A0 (0 28 Kl ol T o5 L AR A8 /. AL 2012 4E 3] 2020 4,
2T O [ Y AR B AN 49.68% FFH 2 61.96%, § KNSRI 1.25 i, Hrb ZY B EA&Z, M 33.03%
L TH3 55.12%, 9 K9 JE R ) 1.67 £ o 14 1 Y8 [ AR M o EL ) S5 BORME B2 BT, SR 2.68%
T RE 7%, ¥ KAFKK 2.62 £5, HiRUIERHN XX X, PB X, PD &, " KEHIILE 4 50 L,
PD ELF 21k 4.86 15, 705 XX [X 0.91%T+ % 4.14%, PB [X 1.71%J+%E 7.92%, PD E M\ 1.12%T+ &
5.42%. {HARAE S AR BN Z5 1 b7 EEIE @ ik BOWAE AS T AP AE 7= B S5 54 B o5 (1 L A5 A K
FERIEAD, BOlAE AS TR B — B IR E, 14 DU ORAR T HAR DY R Jd 2 A Je, A
fl AL T — AN I K PIRES, BRI EL G — BLAE T R WA RIMEERE, M 2012 1) 44.92%%i
/NEE 2020 A1) 23.42, HAR4R/NME B BRI A2 ZY B, M 2012 4E 1) 58.01%45 /)N 2 2020 4F (1) 26.97%, ZY
BN F P WBO A Aol . fEHE T T, HLAE AS HIX 5 E— B LLEDN, o5 R m 2 PB
[XF1ZN E. PB [X M 2012 4] 2.83%% K2 4.06%, F A NIEHKM 1.43 %, 1M ZN EMJE KK 3.89%4™
KZE 4.72%, S BIR U IE AR EL N, B o B BB . BIDIAE AS T 14N 77 b 45 4 A8 4 Je K (A
o ), HAR FRINTEEE. AS dia mEbl g g 0.66%5 KE| 4.43%, 3K AJEKK
6.74 fi5; XX XM 0.41%4 KZEJFKM 4.4%, INEJFEHKM 10.77 £5; PB XM 0.65%F K% 4.64%,
TNZE R 7.16 %5 PD E M 0.75%%H KA 4.43%, HINEJEK K 5.88 fir; ZN H M 2012 41 0.44%F K
% 3.51%, HINZEFERIN 8.04 f%; ZY B MJF KK 1.56%18 N 5.22%, K NJE KK 3.35 f%; ifi GL &
gL B B K, M 2012 4511 0.19% 9 K ZE 4.4%, K NJERI 23.56 £, ML,
B GL B ARME LR B =K, T AR FIE HAR YA X R, @bk 1 I He ]k
VoE L DN

2.5. AS i R L5 TTRR R 4

I 6 KPL: 2013 FEF] 2020 4 AS mi A4 T A K g5 R T ER B s, N 66.42%, 4T
B X EL A MY A MY MY R A R TR R AL T 62.85%%)] 72.1%2 7], HfPB X, ZN E. GL &. zY
BUR TV 1415(66.42%), FAE ML 45/ sik R im0/ XX X, 1A% 72.1%, FHuFREDLST AS il
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AL ghtTamk 2 Bk 2 B, Al B R R R SRR S T A . 4 T e el P R M 1) 45 A4 DT ek
N 48%IE N E] 59.6%, FRFHIEE & KR ZY B, M 31.13%$E %1 48.03%.

Table 6. Industrial structure contribution rates in AS City for 2013 and 2020
2 6. AS T 2013 £F, 2020 I EHI TR

AS Tl XX [X PB [X PD & ZN & GL & zy &

2013 48.00%  50.57% 59.47% 43.06% 51.17% 54.98% 31.13%

Rl 2020 59.60%  58.47% 67.21% 53.70% 66.59% 68.84% 48.03%
2013~2020 66.42%  72.10% 65.22% 67.00% 62.85% 64.85% 63.83%

2013 1.60% 0.55% 0.45% 0.64% 3.94% 1.42% 3.65%

ol 2020 9.76% 3.71% 11.35% 9.25% 15.82% 8.15% 14.57%
2013~2020 8.57% 5.56% 10.31% 6.98% 9.65% 8.05% 12.52%

2013 46.72%  45.91% 36.99% 51.25% 37.90% 40.47% 62.73%

Holk 2020 29.00%  37.43% 19.58% 36.75% 16.71% 21.03% 35.32%
2013~2020 1561%  12.79% 13.77% 16.91% 18.35% 18.05% 14.73%

2013 3.28% 2.59% 2.97% 4.39% 6.73% 3.07% 1.65%
il 2020 -0.82%  —0.93% -0.79% -0.91% —0.85% -0.93% -0.47%
2013~2020 3.59% 3.40% 4.53% 3.35% 4.91% 3.22% 2.25%

2013 0.41% 0.38% 0.12% 0.66% 0.26% 0.06% 0.83%

il 2020 3.57% 3.33% 3.64% 3.37% 3.46% 3.85% 3.81%
2013~2020 5.80% 6.16% 6.17% 5.76% 4.23% 5.83% 6.67%

42T 2013 4E~2020 45 4 1] Bl 25 K £ Tk 26y 8.57%, 1M 7 2013 44 1.60%, 2020 4F |- 151 9.76%
AT EA X E ML M TTIR R w2 ZY &, B3] 12.52%. HARKZ XX X, N 5.56%. Britz 4,
AT IARME = L 5 TR R I BOKIR B 3 s, 1T DUE HARETE AS T 1A= Ml 45 04 I FH B Rk
B, ok 2,

£ 2013 4£~2020 FHAME], 417 O ME 25/ TTHR N 15.61%, KFA Y™ b i) T R 2838 3t A7 5K R
FEMIFRAR, AT M 2013 4E11 46.72% R F42] 29%, TREIRESKIIE ZY &, M 62.73% B3] 35.32%,
£ 2013 4E~2020 £E I TTRRRABUA 14.73%, ZY B MOl 2 b R i i ok A . 5 R b i Rl 42
THHIR, ZY Bl il B JE R S A kP b ol 828 7 AL . e A X BB, XX XA PB X
WHALTFME, M PD B, ZN &, GL E#E THMH. BARBOL 3 AS ARVl 45 0 5T ik %%
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