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Abstract

This paper focuses on the consumption structure of urban residents in Yunnan province, and ana-
lyzes the influencing factors of the consumption structure of urban residents by combining qualit-
ative and quantitative methods. In the quantitative analysis, the expanded LA/AIDS model is used,
and the grey system GM(1,1) model and ARIMA model are used to predict the consumption struc-
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ture of urban residents respectively. The research shows that income, population structure, finan-
cial expenditure and urbanization all have a significant impact on the consumption structure of
residents, and the consumption structure of urban residents is changing to a high-level and en-
joyment-oriented model.
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1. 5|8

AR, HOE NTIAFESCHAE S SCH PR S EE, T s LA B sk [ R 22 35 H i R 2
WU B $EBERIE AL . AR R AN RE SR OB T 58,  Best S Ja IR 2 P 75 RO 785 i
URARJE RO P BEANIR, AT R ECE B A B ek R 2. B, AR L TENE S MHRER
T B AR ER] 3R W 08 EL BRI P UK B2 T S G AR AR I o) REURRE R, O S P IR SR B —
SO R R, e A M RIAAL T SR BN HES R B R SR AT

B T3 B SR O RIE ST T A4 « S0 A 3R 70 MRk FE R T G0 TR 7 o T30 2 5 RS2 M D 3R ORIt 7
SR A TR AT A BT T, H AT BT 77 50 . ELES. AIDS Al PanelData 578, DR (5%
BRIHTIESE . BRMROIENT AIDS BRSO M JE A o RO S0 45, A9 BUSE M b, Al S, X =
W O e B P A OCE L 1] LhHk. WMol A O BRArE B TR, S DM A WSR3
EPEAESE RN 1, X LA/AIDS B4 i, AT B 8 A1 FZ SR 20T 17 9 2 i BRI 2 a5 R AR sh ) S AL 2] o
SR S EHER St J5 1 LA/AIDS B o3 Ay 3 [l AR BRVH 2R 45 kAR 5l S %y, Iz ah A itk
GMM JEBEMRANE. NG BT i ALt FE S5 o s e RO SR S O R &R (3] %28
IRETIRTT 0 W T R FE AT J B AR B S5 K LA S B 1 00 T 2EAT 1 MR S 9 2287 T (R Ftd (4]

TR PR AT W 7E L, BN A (I R P50 04 . IR R GTEE 2RIk, ffath. it
YHIEHL CPI IR P2 EcdE, R (B R M7 i, k3% ARIMA BERSHEAT @ BETIN, 15 Hh 45 100 1t
JZRKIEAN[S]. Xiang iz AT, A7 RSN KT M SR0H 2 S BTN AL, RPN KT A %2
THPSCHEAT I, BT AR RARIRE B SN KTR R AL S (6] -

GOTHMTITT, ASCEERON. NS0, WBCCH . WEE A mEE, SES 3 HhAlH
SER T NI LANTT T 34T, IFESE 4 TR LA/AIDS BT BI04, IXFE AT LA
ELES FRUAEAE (1 A ARk 8o 2R RV 9 S HH A SR 6 DRV AR A A R OB Fia A AT B AR T B
o 55 ARG RAT ARIMA A58 75 51500 i B B A5 A BEAT TN, 4545 2020 SR )L SEAEBEAT
BAIE, IR A RBEAT 70 o A CL TN AR AT DA R P KB A& ARTEEREME, H
P A BN, TN . ARIMA BERE —FH WP Tk, R AR A2 i 8] 7 21 e e o P4
IFTELFP B0, O i 4 DR A B (SO B PR3 i B A S AT 4 22 RO DA AT = ELREAT (B AT s S R, & T
AT IS 18] P 31 B
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2. BIEFKFESRBINTRA
2.1. #IEKIE

ARSCIERL T 2004 ~2020 4542 FE M 22 5 8 AU ROH 908, (2« by i LIRSS ks 16407 R
BESRIE] . X ELA “ R i S R SRR B A . AR A P AR VA (AT St . St
KT (HEFRHELE) © (SHRIHELE) ULAZHRITREER AN .

2.2. LA/AIDS &8
AIDS (JUTFFARTE SR RG0OEAL, @i S EihTH AT DL EDWARI HY AN 28 B0 B4R 2 S5 S . Ak
aw

Y
w, :ai+Zyijlnpj+ﬁiln;
J

T iR PRI T A2, AT AP =Y winp,
F T2 2 DA A4

k k
ZIB; :0327[] :057;,‘ =7
i=1 j=1

KH PR PJa, #FRH LA/AIDS BiH,
2.3. GM1,)iE&[7]

TR VAT RO KRR AR ARSI SR, BT EE R RS, AU T
T, B2 RR B, D GML DN H %, HEARIE A N:

)2<‘>(k+1)=£x(°)(1)—gje&k Lok=onnot,
a a

2.4. ARIMA &8
ARIMA #7812 —Ffogg DLTI 7y, & T A SCHI R T8 P2 80, SRR IA R R -

®(B)V'x, =0(B)e,

E(g)=0,Var(e)=0.,E(g¢e,)=0,5s#t
E(xxgt):(), Vs <t

v = QB et e,
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3. ZEENEERERGHIEM S

1R, 2009 FEE] 2019 4, A IREETH 4R R AEBORAR AN, SR EEARIILAE T SR R A U T
EIRGE N6 Wl O LU EE SR e K, fH AN 2009 4R 43.7% &K F] 2019 £ 27.1%, 2009 5K EE N
SR TS G EEHESE 4 £, H 2014 FIFUEZTUHE P S H ELE I I, 2019 FEAE )\ R T HESE 2 47,
M 9.3%IEINF 22.2%. AKFHEHH T LA TR, 2009 4F 10.8%HE5 3 7, 2019 EEF] 6.0%HEEE 6 i, XK
BEVE RS BRIT ORAEIS & b LR ST U IR S W3 BT, A8 i@ s 2 & LB B AR
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Table 1. The consumption proportion of eight categories of urban residents in Yunnan Province

1. ZEEWEER/\XKHEESL

Fy
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019

ELEES

wy
43.7%
41.5%
43.4%
39.4%
37.9%
30.7%
30.2%
29.7%
29.0%
27.0%
27.1%

KHE

Wy
10.8%
10.5%
14.3%
12.7%
9.0%
6.6%
6.4%
6.4%
5.8%
6.4%
6.0%

JEAE

w3
9.3%
7.5%
7.5%
7.0%
9.1%
21.3%
20.4%
20.5%
20.0%
22.2%
22.2%

FIEVC R RIT IR

FH ditowy ws
3.9% 6.9%
4.6% 5.8%
5.1% 7.4%
4.6% 6.8%
6.5% 7.2%
5.6% 6.9%
6.0% 7.6%
6.1% 8.2%
5.9% 9.1%
6.0% 8.7%
6.0% 8.7%

D o

BB IBELf
We

15.6%
18.4%
17.2%
16.3%
14.5%
16.0%
15.1%
15.0%
15.9%
14.9%
15.0%

=

SCHIR AR
E&% wy

7.8%

9.2%

12.2%
10.3%
13.5%
11.2%
11.8%
11.9%
12.1%
12.3%
12.4%

3.4%
3.0%
2.4%
1.8%
2.4%
2.2%
2.1%
2.4%
2.5%
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Figure 1. Trend of consumption expenditure and income in Yunnan Province
and nationwide, 2009~2019
B 1.2009~2019 FAFEE U R 2 EiHZE S H BB E W HESES
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WIS T B 7 PR ABE AR 2% 5 SR I, 2 WA s sl AE DG T 2 A3 K, 7™ JE NP 5% o o oA
THPSISC Y, H0 R BT B2 B8 A7 ik LARIO ARSI AR OGS o I JUARAE E KB SO iR =
IR X R AR I SR G . HE 7 2 WK, 2009 4EAE 100 D= FEE 5 SR N DAl 648 31 AL,
12 M2FN, 32019 Frl AR LEAH D 5 44, ZFEAEIEN2 4.

Table 2. Trend of population structure change in Yunnan Province from 2009 to 2019

3% 2. TEAHE 2009 £ F 2019 £ A OLEHTLiEE

FA LR SR GSISYNSL (PN
2009 30.8 123 4571
2010 28.85 11.45 4602
2011 26.9 10.6 4631
2012 26.9 10.7 4659
2013 27.8 11.1 4686.6
2014 26.2 12.1 4713.9
2015 26.4 11.6 4741.8
2016 27.1 11.6 4770.5
2017 26.1 11.6 4801
2018 25 13 4829.5
2019 25 13.7 4858.3

33. MBXHEE
BUF L R BUF BATERE T SC BT 2 A& it T — N E RIS shJa . Hsmgn
THEIFHEN A ARSI E, SIS EEAT R A, WEBUF 2 S5 e 75 RAR L),
TR NN R B 45 K 2 B T 2009 4E 2 2019 4F 2= B9 4 IR EE N 35078 Bl AN B = AR Ak Ea 35
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Figure 2. Trend of urban per capita consumption and fiscal expenditure in Yun-
nan Province from 2009 to 2019
B 2. 2009 £ £ 2019 FREBEWBEAHEMVE S LT
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34. WHELER

WAL N TR ) B B By B AL R A . B SR SR 0, 39y N Ve I, 573)
TIHIE NS B i NIIURN o T 2 I 385 B 14 S B 2 RAUATT A FA) 23085 SIABERIH 3% ST 48, s —
il LN, AT A3 fo ROV 2R 46 . 4 3 &R 17 2009 4 2 2019 I R AR B NHL

Table 3. Urbanization rate and year-end population from 2009 to 2019
% 3.2009 ZE 2019 FIHBELRMFR DAY

FEh AL R FRBANOECTN)
2009 34.00% 4571
2010 34.81% 4602
2011 36.80% 4631
2012 39.31% 4659
2013 40.48% 4686.6
2014 41.73% 4713.9
2015 43.33% 4741.8
2016 45.03% 4770.5
2017 46.69% 4801
2018 47.81% 4829.5
2019 48.91% 4858.3

4. zEABNAERERGHNER S

MR b E R AT AT R, WA SSRGS A5 R A i, ATl L 46 e 1) LA/AIDS
BT E BT . T &M M AE LRI, X LA/AIDS BT — [ 2255, MtAT 80 A s
2

Aw, = Z;/ij Inpr,, + 5, [AlnY—Zwu lnprj’,j+AI+AOR+ACR
FXAHE, HAIY = w, Inpr,, AB. {6, AT R KT B 8 HAE A R
B, SBUERNMEIEEL LB ETRE . NN SI7 W B S S B R AL
REX R SO B S AN R BT SRR ETNH, WK 4.

Table 4. Symbol definition

F4 FEEX
5 X FLA
wy B SO AT P S %
W, R B RS EE %
w3 JEAESTH S S B %
Wy FRER i RS SO R S %
ws BRIT ARSI 5 B RS H %
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We ACEANIEAE S G S L E %
wy HE AR RIRS SO A 2 S b %
wg AT AR S5 S S 2 S B %
pr, J R RAE SRR =1,--.8) -
Vi A& KM T M H(i=1-,8) IG
Y WAEE AT 25 JC
I I B AT SRR JG
OR ZAETTRLE -
CR BESRFRE )
F 25T A8 5 B — A TR S {27t
UR WAENEGREA D5y 8N D) %

FET T AT A5 0E, PT453) LD/AIDS AR R /%, AT #R B IR/ EE, 5B TR
MRS, IXHEF LLC. IPS #56, PP A%, 645 FIT:

Table 5. Unit root test of LA/AIDS model
= 5. LA/AIDS 128§ B IR G TR

- LLC 5% LPS 4% PP £
wH K giil & P {H K giil & P {H gl & P {H
Aw, —4.65422 0.0000 -3.04724 0.0012 15.6233 0.0036
Aw, —3.54570 0.0002 -1.99251 0.0232 9.80388 0.0439
Aw, —4.64676 0.0000 ~2.99642 0.0014 15.3606 0.0040
Aw, —8.08888 0.0000 —6.94920 0.0000 34.0400 0.0000
Aws 0.49524 0.6898 —0.05475 0.4782 24.7907 0.0001
Awg -4.84123 0.0000 -3.07064 0.0011 17.0022 0.0019
Aw, —6.25275 0.0000 —5.82558 0.0000 28.3913 0.0000
Awg —4.13416 0.0000 -2.53772 0.0056 16.0877 0.0029
In pr. 1.71991 0.9573 0.41044 0.8444 16.8656 0.0021
In pr, 1.15264 0.8755 0.85175 0.8028 6.78968 0.1474
In pr, -1.33903 0.0903 -0.06996 0.4721 6.31478 0.1768
In pr, —0.76255 0.2229 —2.87262 0.0020 13.4517 0.0093
In pr, -1.94128 0.0261 —2.49079 0.0064 12.8774 0.0119
In pr, —3.24869 0.0006 —2.68870 0.0036 13.5569 0.0089
In pr, -1.23418 0.1086 ~1.35894 0.0871 7.2920 0.1212
In pr, -3.78377 0.0001 -2.19726 0.0140 11.5205 0.0213
B —6.27546 0.0000 -4.33025 0.0000 27.6686 0.0000
Al -2.57019 0.0051 -0.93425 0.1751 6.0474 0.1956
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Continued
ACR —8.74415 0.0000 —7.43089 0.0000 36.8414 0.0000
AOR —2.67030 0.0038 —1.52016 0.0642 7.86572 0.0966
AF —1.42838 0.0766 —1.28177 0.1000 7.33646 0.0091
AUR —4.37434 0.0000 —2.97923 0.0014 9.39697 0.0519

RYEE S KR gs R, K LA/AIDS SR T EL &4 &, #E 4 )5 R AAERARP E <0.1), ]
PUAA B e et #2, o] DLk — B AT 8l A th . LA/AIDS B3 T2 TH S BEEROR, BifE
B (A HARA R, /N ZIRIEAG TS E0E Sl 2 nT i, AEAE NG IR FIRERR M 1 20 R 2%
PR, R R BRI SE SUR fititt, F stata BAHE T4 R UTF(GE 6):

Table 6. SUR coefficient estimation results

% 6. SUR ZHfHITER

B w KEH w, A ws FREVAR R wy
In pr; 0.1151762 0.0029314 0.3785058(***) —0.2431619(***)
In pr, 0.0029314 0.1866877(*) 0.47189(***) —0.5830594(***)
In pr, 0.3785058(***) 0.47189(***) —0.6619607(**) —0.050765
In pr, —0.2431619(***) —0.5830594(***) -0.0507565 1.257122(%**)
In pr; 0.0876556(*) 0.3765533(***) —0.2261594(**) —0.355055(**)
In pr; —0.2354315(**%) —0.5233118(***) —0.068917 —0.0351407
In pr, —0.1477441(**%) 0.2112441(**) 0.5467214(**¥) —0.0791996
In pr, 0.0420686 —0.1429354(*) —0.3893236(***) 0.0189695
B 0.0001982 0.005286 —0.0139494(**) 0.0033481(*)
AI 0.0000237(**) 0.0000121 —0.0000406(***) 0.0000148(***)
ACR —0.0096082 0.0015784 0.0286836(***) —0.0146454(***)
AOR 0.0057025(*) —0.0056716(**) —0.0102432(**¥) 0.0002315
AF —0.0000364 —0.0000333 —0.00002 ~7.02¢—07
AUR —0.8170536 1.970072(**) 2.118241(¥) —2.002868(***)
BEIT ARAZE ws ATHIEHE we SRR S wy FABZE we
In pr; 0.0876556(*) —0.2354315(**%) —0.1477441(**¥) 0.0420686
In pr, 0.3765533(***) —0.5233118(***) 0.2112441(**) —0.1429354(*)
In pr, —0.2261594(**) —0.068917 0.5467214(**¥) —0.3893236(***)
In pr, —0.355055(**) 0.0351407 —0.0791996 0.0189695
In pr, 0.2752157(**) 0.2280908(*) —0.2999016(***) —0.0863993
In pr, 0.2280908(*) —0.4534101(**) 0.7389334(***) 0.2789056(**)
In pr, —0.2999016(***) 0.7389334(***) —1.255984(***) 0.285931(***)
In pr, —0.0863993 0.2789056(**) 0.285931(***) —0.0072164
B 0.0029986 0.0022055 0.0017402 —0.0018274
DOI: 10.12677/5a.2022.115110 1079 giil 5N H


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2022.115110

SCHE A

Continued
Al —9.34e—06 —9.96e—06 0.000021(***) —6.01e—06
ACR —0.0027404 —0.0006674 —0.0163354(***) —0.0065886(*)
AOR 0.0045954(***) —0.0082259(***) 0.0105235(**%*) —0.0018959
AF 0.000023(*) 0.0000505(**) 0.0000376(**) —1.45¢-06
AUR 0.2402754 —0.2373816 —3.348674(***) —0.4002779

FE: P<0.1(%), P<0.05(**), P<0.01(***).

PR RS R LG SO SR TUH IR, AR, g RRSEER SO RS 1%, %0
R E WS, LSRR LT R  5Cbr s A SRRy, RS TR dh A% 22230 1%,
I P LR A ARE), IR R BT R RS

ETES (LR SUIYECE IV R

1) AR AN IS AL, ws M owg X BEE KPR SO, wiv woy wys wss we M w, ZBEE
SR S HE AT i T 48

2) y M T BRI R AL A, W RS R R, B, R SRR AR S
wiv wys wa A1 ws BRI A SRR A AT AR G, wa dB s wis wo 9 RN, A SR R T
i, TR R LK, S g, R AT AR S ARG B DASE (SR A%
X PR AR, Wi BTG AT BN E 2 107 S B AR R b, 0 e (2R AT SR kb

3) WCNIEIRS wiv wo was we wy ERA(EEAEHT, TR0 HARUE B B AE ) A PR PR PR 5 A AR

4) LT . X wy B w, 5 B R EAE R, T wy A B2 R IERIER . X R BN ERRN 77
EJEAE ST SRR RGN, X H H SR A S IO B A5 SR 0T H OAE 2 2 B 5 S I 3 K T A1

5) DIURFREERT wos was we B RFZRIREMEM, T wiy wse w B RZEREM, XRE K
JEE N TSRt B it (0 B 800, HLIn A Pedr — S LR R 75 2 PR B 2 SCHUBR AR I I 9
AT ORI 2%, GIAnAGEL FEML LG22 255 . T L 2% i il 2> 5 o5 HAt . 75— 251
I A

6) WEGLHXT wsy wes wy FIRZCIILLALR 2, HAER LN, XS5EAZHTE. WESHHRZ
B AR L, AR . HE . BUFBEIN TR = SC R R PR IR R
TR, NIRRT 5% 454 o

7) AN 5 RE e A AN SRR SRR B o (B35, 3B RN, & BN R B (il St &
FEIN, SCHOR ARSI 2 B LU i AR AR K7 9% thAT B0 25 ) IR [ 520

5. zEEEEERIHEERESHTN

AN 2 LR TG 2004~2019 5 (1995 2 45 A 508 43 i) 3 S K T GM(1,1) B AT ARIMA A%
A,
5.1. R GMA,1)ERY T3

TR IRAR A RS A RE, S BT UER A IG . 31X HUE A TN B S 50 221 C BT HIK: C
fH <0.35 MIBEARE A 20T, CE < 0.5 WIBEALKE 588, CE < 0.65 NIBLALKE FEHEAEH, C{H > 0.65
SR A5 4% o
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Table 7. Grey prediction posterior difference

*7. REFNRREE

3

i 2 V3 Y4 Vs Ye Y7 Vs
JEIZEH 0.107 0.5495 0.1236 0.0361 0.0683 0.021 0.0453 0.1237
FhEEER It BEAREH It I 53 53 I 53

8 MR R I ZE (UL 7 Pow), #OERE CAI, Ul W T A R, R SR IR
(1) i X (1+1)=509842.3511e""* ") _506946.3511 ;

(2) KEH: X(t+1

(3) FE1EE

X (e

4 %Eu%

(6) =Zi@iE

T TH

X
(5) BT PRME: X
% X

(7) SCHWR: X (¢
(8) At X (r+1
ERUWIT R 8):

(SRR

) 534245. 097660.0082@72004)
1) =719949. 1533¢-0206(-2004)
(1+1) = 117787.126¢" 02
1) = 65135.60734¢" 54200
1) =129609.5532¢" ) _128727.5532 ;
+1) = 266877.0746¢" 2%

) = 65723 838546601220

t+

(¢

+
(t+
1

Table 8. Grey prediction result
= 8. mEBTMER

—533593.0976 ;
—719356.1553 ;

—117485.126 ;

—64512.60734 ;

—266152.0746 ;
—65559.83854

B ]

Y1 Y2 V3 Y4 Vs Ye Y7 Vs
2020 6621.286  1488.686  5250.108  1509.068  2068.019  3777.77  3016.549  570.227
2021 6866.997  1530.009  5684.415  1617.128 2216271  4021.918  3220.628  603.665
2022 7117361  1571.673  6127.767 1727876  2369.863 4274237  3429.412 637.75
2023 7372.465 1613.68 6580.35 1841.38 2528987 4534999  3643.009  672.495
2024 7632398 1656.035 7042358  1957.708  2693.843  4804.488  3861.53 707.912
2025 7897.253  1698.738  7513.987  2076.931  2864.636  5082.994  4085.088  744.015
5.2. ARIMA &5
AR R
1) &3 ARMA(0,1,0)
x(1)=230.733
2) KEF: AR(Q2)
x(1)=1134.208 +1.133x(¢—1)—-0.452x(¢ - 2)
3) JE{EJS: ARMA(0,1,0)
x(1)=307.267
4) FREEWH%IS: ARMA(0,1,0)
x(r)=74333
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5) EERITIRES: ARMA(3,2,0)
x(¢)=15.202-0.838x(¢—1)-0.646x(r —2)~0.728x (¢ -3)

6) i IAZ: ARMA(1,1,0)
x(t)=176.010-0.468x(¢ 1)

7) SCEERRZE: ARMA(0,1,0)
x(t) =146.200

8) HAh2E: ARMA(0,1,0)

x(t) =27.667
RENMER Q Giit &, A Qs PAE >0.1, PLE)\AEEBIRFRZES N MRS, BRI 2k, il
MEER WG 9):
Table 9. ARIMA forecast results
5% 9. ARIMA Fi;&E
I [ Y1 Y2 V3 Va Vs Ve 7 Vg
2020 6587.722 1336.822 5509.267 1491.333 2247.805 3640.653 3064.2 606.667
2021 6818.467 1236.266 5816.533 1565.667 2544.34 3841.638 32104 634.333
2022 7049.2 1158.168 6123.8 1640 2729.476 4005.957 3356.6 662
2023 7279.933 1115.183 6431.067 1714.333 2974.748 4187.439 3502.8 689.667
2024 7510.667 1101.816 6738.333 1788.667 3219.975 4360.887 3649 717.333
2025 7741.4 1106.118 7045.6 1863 3556.346 4538.095 3795.2 745

5.3. FMZEREEE:

R 2020 G2 A B S230E 5 W AR T A5 21 B TR 3R 4T LR iR (L6 10), MHEEE N KRBTSR E R
SEAHRZBN, FHKOTNRCRE . N7 FE i 50 R R = A WA R BV o 4 i R kA ke 3,
Sof TR &35 5 0 2% TS S AR i B, I 2020 FE~2025 G5 2R 4 R TRIIME R .

Table 10. Comparison between the real value of consumption structure in 2020 and the predicted value of different models

= 10. 2020 FiHBEMELESTERETUMER LR

i KE JEE FRERE T RE  OEER SCEBRS HAth

HSE 6852 1434 5310 1487 2318 4092 2531 545
IR AT 6621286  1488.686  5250.108  1509.068  2068.019  3777.77  3016.549  570.227
ARIMA Tl 6587.722  1336.822  5509.267  1491.333  2247.805  3640.653  3064.2 606.667

FRAE ] 3 AT DL HE M 2020 4F 3 2025 B2 KRB KA 2 & HUAE IR AERRAR, & 2R 2020 4F 11
27.25%% 3] T 24.71%, (HARIRLER TN 9% 5 Heh HRAL 56—, R RM 2020 1 6.13%F£3 T 5.31%, &
A28 5 LRGN, IF WO R R A P i — K&y, REZMA BN ISKAR, wiRiER
FEAE I AR IE SR AL 2B S IR BT, BRy7 AR A8 250 77 & EL A 2020 41 8.51%I4 K2 T 8.96%, K T 0.45%,
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Figure 3. Residential consumption structure forecast bar chart

3. BRIHEBREAHUNFME

6. &it

R A A AT R W, HEREART 2 E PP, EERZEERIGE 10 T &£
Yo AW KA o ARFERTSCAT AL, WK NS5 WG SRR 20 2 454 AR R,
BT B AR [RDAE Hh 2 X4 2l S ¥ ™ A RE L SARUE BRI B W) L 0 3 v 2 L 2 32 T O o AR
PRBUAE AR5 77 100 (7 9% BU B IEAEAR IS BRAG, 170 18 B B MG SRR B e AT i AR DA 23 HT
N T A BE 7 R A AR BV B A RE SE L SE AR SE LA, AT DA DU 1) IR SR SRR i
TR SS, ISR O ) 1 AN PR IR VR B 4, Iz R e A e SE A AR T I IR AR A 0
FEo2) RIEN FIE R 218 B R, N TE RN = IRBOR I Bk o0 N D gk At — B iy b i
BET SRR 8 P SRR SR, Bl A 5 FR8 0. FaEE NS . 3) BURERE AL
R S5 BRI, 38 R N BE DAL S S5 MR BRI o BL AR AATTXE T B SR BN ORI /oK. i 2 T
SEH EIROR, BURE S AP IO FHE RS, (R DR LRI K
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