Statistics and Application 47122580, 2025, 14(9), 54-69 Hans X
Published Online September 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/sa
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.149256

ET 8 RIS 7 Z/ P E S h Bk R 574

R, BAEY, K W

WIPHH TR TR e, VL7 &
TP T KRR IR B, I M E

Weks H . 202548 H4aH: FHEM: 20254F8H24H: &ATHM: 20254F9H8H

R

AFET2017~2025FPEBEE . SNC. fidr. BT RERMBRTHRAEERE, T3S psiRbR
BERED, S8R EANERR SHiemstra-JonesIER MR BRFRX RN, HizHZEH
5 VARRKH ISR B GIRE . SIABIERAMSRL, 8 R52E K R EANRE SRR
LIRS QB BSRNEE. SHERIL: FEESMmTRKE S EREEIENREE, SNCHEA
B4, RERTAEFARTILRERUABEARTICRAR BENARSRKR; BESHET
G ERRNER. ERETHIRINC, f RGNS, KRR ERERERER 25X
BRE& T, SFmasNCmGEuR, ReEmaNAZESHHREWE.

X 5in

ETMHEE, BERAIME, REERK

Analysis of Interconnectedness in China’s
Financial Markets Based on the Complex
Network Approach

Caiyu Yang!, Xujun Cai?*, Fan Zhang?

1School of Software Engineering, Jiangxi University of Science and Technology, Nanchang Jiangxi
2Basic Course Teaching Department, Jiangxi University of Science and Technology, Nanchang Jiangxi

Received: Aug. 4™, 2025; accepted: Aug. 24, 2025; published: Sep. 8", 2025

Abstract
Based on high-frequency data from China’s stock, foreign exchange, bond, money, gold, and futures
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markets spanning 2017~2025, this paper designs a dynamically adjusted time window driven by
volatility identification. It constructs a causal relationship network by integrating the linear Granger
causality test and the Hiemstra-Jones nonlinear test, and employs kernel regression and the VAR
impulse response function to quantify contagion intensity. Additionally, the Graph Attention Network
(GAT) model is introduced, and dynamic topological modeling of risk contagion paths is achieved
through cosine annealing learning rate scheduling and a hybrid loss function. Empirical results re-
veal that risk transmission in China’s financial markets exhibits significant asymmetry: the foreign
exchange market acts as a core hub, with particularly prominent two-way interconnectedness be-
tween the USD/onshore RMB exchange rate and the USD/offshore RMB exchange rate. The stock and
futures markets demonstrate high self-explanatory power, yet the stock market remains suscepti-
ble to spillover shocks from the foreign exchange, bond, and futures markets. As a common influenc-
ing factor, the money market maintains extensive connections with various sub-markets; the bond
market is sensitive to foreign exchange shocks, while the gold market endures joint shocks from mul-
tiple markets.
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1. %t
11 fIRER

SRR 5 5 A TE RN E 1, 10 HL % B R OM ELAE HIR 10 #% < R Bk 5 M A%
TR, MR T R AR AW R A LHI[L]

LL 2015 i [H Rt i dsi u Bl 6 H BT RER T IEAE, BRI ORIE Bk FF 8 ., AR
X TTIE R MBI E[2]. 2020 SEHE RS il M 2 BUE) 2 37 8kE0: EIESHRE A 2 H 3 ST
Wik, PTIEAZ) 3081 RBCEREk . i ids 10 4F 11 FE Gt 0 — T BRI AR 2.8%. 784
THeE B W S IERISNC . Bl W5E 2 T P[3]. XLERTAIG Rl T2 11 B A B3 ISk &R
AR RPN, FTiiakr 8 SRR, 832 HAl5 1B .

<R T I KRB RN A 2R e KU T ) S SREA% AL 2 — o — R B R BT 7 (A T Rt 2 5 ) 1
AR B OO RS,  AR i R R[4, X KRS A Y RONE AT RE TR = e ok, 2T AT RE 51 R ek i
WSzo BRI, A RO RIS 8 R G SRR, AR SR —ANTTH, B2 T SR T A RS A
T 37 Al E LI [5] . 300 AR Gb o il XU U2 5 B Ve B A S B B (B AN B Se 3 ST it
AT AL TRB N VI R JEBURER  ANE sae . HITT. B2 R Bur Mgt Fot &, i+
VTR I 226 £ 185 T 37 < XS 7 AT HE SR, IR NTE TE < i 370 18] (R 3 28 SRIBRA AL TRUAES T 37 XU A% 3 B 42

1.2. fIREX

i AR PR S B AUEGE SR K B, B SRk ST R A6 2%, R S EBUR 4R B X &
AERE . PRI RS AT M B ZFB6]. ASCENZ D&/t T NI A R, 5 AR I B Gk
Dpits i S B ASBRBN RN, $as v [ g i 37 [0 P AR 20 P B0 LRV SRIBRARFAE O 2R Gt Mk < i XU ) 7L 391
SRS %,
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1.2.1. EIREX

MR P2 EROIE N T 2 IR IS R &R, ASCMREE T AN, Temilids. e
Y WISt Hip MG LT, SRTFRATE. gt MERIR . IR S THERIT AT
A] WL 2 2 AR B 5% R IF AT IR AT IL, DAl e I () 2R AN 2 M SC &R, HEAT R84k, RBIES T3 X
Bifl Tttt NERNEEPERES %,

122 EEEX

2024 4 5 F 27 Hrp ke R R o R AQHES) b S DO RUEES (K T BCRIE ) (Bivatk
figp <Rl XS 1) STRE (IRAT)) » FR I “Bivatb R, FRER Ze. KEeR. NRW™ %4, &
ST v S A PR A T R EE KSR I o (AL BRI AT S R T I 85 T A BBl 0 A, R B8 T 3 XU %
TERAR, ST M R OB A KU TN TR, 17 Y A R < R S, BT — S OIS X

2. XahsFd
2.1. HAREER

2.1.1. £F VECM KX AR

PSS N[AIABGZE . i, 24, Bfh. $RM. ANC AR MSE T N R %, F 1715 B B A 36 1)
T3 Ha HEIAT VECM BB 8211737 i K W 9% SRAFAE o 75 K I5C R o R L5025 T 3 A A 22 T 3 PR B AR K,
HEN 9 5T EE TR B FRIAEREAH VEC 3% 2 LI # DCC-EGARCH (1, 1)f#7A!
SKIFFE T I A AR M et . B SR &M Ik 0.9, i SREETIAZ 2. AR &R
WA R R, SARRRSE KGR e R, 5 HIE ST M S T34 1 1F ARG,
H AR EANER . BN MGENY, RIVRE Sl WEsh Ml — b sk, Bag Mg
(B ARY 5RAL DE T 37 I B R AE RGeS 35 B AR R — 3, (HAT& ARG MR KT S, R MY
T3 AT REINE] T SRk 2 SR XU .

2.1.2. EFEahiat MENERBNTR

BRI FIRERE[7ILATR Th. WA, KEERMACH . AN =R & iin M st %, HEHIESH
(T BN AS R TR ALK 8 31 2 7 51 43 i S 5] T 37 R 7 3R 30 R0 B0 26 1 7 R 0 1 e 3 22 1 4, el k!
M) 7 o 450 P14t T 37 ok e LT M B AN ST T AT AL . SRS BREEURE I M D B e i L AR S 4 e B
BUABRL, AT SCHNNRZE T 208, 13200 R4 15 0 3 E St XU I sl A et
AT FAKRYERE . TR A SR, B8M. WA, AR I8 6 3%/ 32 2 0 KR H
DRI b Y S VB 7B R Ny B 7R B R 0 AL/ v s 2 A 2287, ) | G S 1 DN o VN G E % S
ZERISRILL R 4518 2007~2009 MBI LS S35, 2015 XA, S A &g Moy Bas, Hiolm
M NANAL o

VA SCHR IR I R I, H5T VECM KA R, %= 1RH VECM 1 DCC-EGAGCH #5
RO EE T At T A R A M DG, B4 T34 (R I AE ¢ R B 2 ik 0.9. #1444t DCC-EGARCH #54Y
BNASHIREE I T 2B VAR, RITE — SR O T R LR ARG RIG R RE 1 R, 7R3 0 I HA R 7
T BRI AT BE 22 R 2. BRI DLANE B FE AR B J5 T, >R FH R P A A7 HORE, P RE & 30 70 S A
JEZNBE S, AEAFH 5 m UK SRR AE A T o T2 T Bl 4% (AR YL RN 7, 2B AT F Y N B I
TVP-VAR A 7R MM H G, M7 ESEZET TVP-VAR MZMETINRZS M, & i1H
KT 2257 R W 28 R G IASCA ) X 4%, DRI G e B i tH P 288 A S 2R PRIV, AETE R R RIFR 1%, 2% 1T
WA AR L AL e
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BT, ASCHRH — Rl S TR A BRI 5 R R T M2 Bl 28 RS AL e AT E SR . 1 SR H
R T B G RAR BN T, AT R B TS R R R, R R GRS AR DUR AR SR AR 2 A
AN RAT I AR A NI o ST SN B R ) W 8 AT R AR AR SR AT B & 22 5, HrpeR AR 5%
IR GRERE, FFE T 30K AR THRE R L RE

3. ARAZ*
3.1 BFEIME

AR R B = 1 4% (Graph Attention Network, GAT), GAT KB NIZE T, HAEWARYE
RS AR AT S BORAS ShASHED J5 38 X A 0 R SR S5 [8] . DRI A Bl A5 T R 1T 3 [A] R A A=Ak
DRz RN, AL ] GAT.

BB A N AN A, BT SIRERE N h e R, e BB SRHIE & I 4E AL

TSR NI AT R e, KRR M e WS 3 E -

7, =Wh )

HorhW AT SR AR R, %A A EE Dy 3k T K s T SRR
HAH S A28, I softmax X kAT 9 — 1k

g; = LeakyRe LU (aT [Whi "\Nhj J) )
LeakyReLU R ARZE MG R, a' [Whi "\Nhj J s MPHERRAE.
VY exp(gy) ®)

keN;
oy IR T j X i HISEIA 77
BERHIER A, 2 Syt = MU AT DARS e A () 2 STk AR, K S AT PR
h :||E10'[Z aiﬁwkhj] 4)

3.2. B=REARXH

AT 2SR RS 360 AE A T3 IR USC 28 S N 1] P 810 K040 A 75 68 B 1737 (1WA 2 4 I 190 P 370 K BAT
it e

321 EGREARERXR
H BT AN B 2 LR VE R SR G R, A 5 T RSS2 7 s Bl s, DR b B AR S PR AR AR,
FER N

p . p .
A=c+ Y dVA +Y 4B +a (5)

p Fi S EL, ¢ SRR REL

ST AN 6] 51 A R B, i DA RS 56 -

JFAB Hy: AR B IR LS ELF () ) = 0 XA 10 i 38k or)
HREBEH, . A B IR AR

i F RS p B, R p BT R BT, MHRARIERL,
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3.2.2. IEZRMR=REARKE
Hiemstra F1 Jones (1993)I\ N, 48 HIH% 22 AR 5ok R A5 (Granger causality test) 7587 e 4 45 14
B OE R 7T /2 TORLHI[9], 1994 FAEMERL I AR R R0 . H TR A T B tipz R4

RRRK KR, HEAN:
A" = (A AL Aupy) M=12,.t=1,2, (6)
AL = (AL A A ) L =120t =14 L, 24 Ly oo (7)
B, = (Bt B Ba ) by =12t =14 1, 24 Ly oo 8)
Cy(m+L, Lye)=Pr(|AT - AT | <e B, —BR, | <€) ©)
C, (Lo Lyoe) = Pr(|As, - A%, [ <e[B2, —BX, | <€) (10)

Ca(m+L,,e)=Pr(|ATe - AT

< e) (11)

Co(Loe)=Pr(

I:aLa - &I?La < e) (12)
Lo L0 A FIB MKIEHIR IR, Pr(|) 2o i, || mias.

. ((m+L,L.en) Cy(m+L,.en) . . - 5 R %
E{%Ex/_[ C,(L.Loen) c.(Len) JRAIEZS 23, T {B } A { A} B AR

3.3. Bk R o5 ¥
3.3.1. BT OV BN 57 oR 2
A AR AR AR kX R, e DR EZISNET G, BRI Bh AR
R B mi iz, R OA:
K(u)= exp(—;—zj (13)

4

&
Fm
i
=
H
H
iy
(&4
=
4l
&
ot
N
2
g

1
mean(||x Xt,am” )+5

(14)

& fEMRNIEG BB BRI 0 B
XU A B P By, BOREIR, B Sadk TR IH T SRR i R ) T 20 -

S
)

(15)

FCCH B A
IRF (k) = y, (1) ¥, (0) (16)

Hrpa=1REmERZ1, %&T 0 M.
IR LSS OLEIVE

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2025.149256 58 Gt 5 8


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.149256

MR 5

welghted

je IRF (k) dk an

AN09, FERIEITIHEM,

3.3.2. ETF VAR KRk R oK ¥

ik 1 B8 A2 HT AR VAR AR Hh A Py A= A e 1 et ) e A o8 AR AR R IR, T A SRt 8%
T A2 B JFh b o B R G sh AR, BT RS8P E R B A 9% REATARRE[10].

XHF RN A TS A (HARZE )1 B (P28 i), — i =t VAR BAIHE R N

p . p ;
B, =C,+ D 4B + 2 dW A+ (18)
i=1 i=1

1 Jexf 2 (5) M= (18) 14T Cholesky 7%, R4 IESALEA3E] B X A ik i v o
3.4. REH

745 2k 52 3 Monica Billio %(2010) [111AJSEUER I, S RNLIG IR K SCIRAEAE R E (177 1) V2 0
¥, XFHET LS @ e HBEAG R E BIARSGE IS HE P 2 R R AL = S W) e BCE ) —
Bk, AR X Fhah by SCIE . Fi 5 2 R ¥ 152 ) Daron Acemoglu 25 (2015) [12]8F 78 & % T xRl 4% « 5
PSS " FRIER R K o PR Gl PO TS 4 o ) BELE R b ats I LT XU 2, T 18 Ipk 2 30
— DR, WS RREPE AT R R A KU R B B AR . (RIS, BATES B 51N L1 IEI(X(22)),
B RETTURIESRE, B RS 5] B I X 48 25 10 78 O 81 00 B B AR B I [RIINF, i 2 SR e XU B 428 1)
BRPEEOR . I Eh 5 35 5 VR ZE A R BRSO TR S 0 R eR

L = aLrank + (1_ a) I‘value + ﬂ"\N " (19)
rank - (ZSOH ( pred) SOI"t ( init )j (20)
Lvalue = %(iwpred _WinitJ (21)

1.0
"\N ” = H§|Wpred (22)
Lparge = P82 20 J5 BOTABCE HE 5 % [0 VA Al o ) ERER G R HEFP— 20
Latge : ZIRBUA LN KANA I FER B AIAa Ml 8% GAT i FEH #2251 & e
W[ - FFE, EE AR & 15 < ST B, IR

4, SCiFffER
4.1. HIEIEEL

ASCIEH 2017 4 6 H 7 H A 2025 4 7 H 10 H b a8 (e sire A, 3L 1952 ASULE .
Horp B ZE T 1508 e B _EAIF 45 %k (Shanghai Securities Composite Index, SSEC). ¥'% 300 (China Securities
Index 300, CSI300) A1 1iE ik & (Shenzhen Securities Component Index, SZI), 45l s By T . B4R T 37 FiA
Wiigfr#a%y, #IEKIET baostock FE: AMI-TH %R FH 3 I 5t £ 7 N R M (USD/CNY) ML o B8 2 A R 1T
(USD/CNH)JCH K, KiE T yfinance P 0% i i e g ARAT 8] [F) M 47 5B 1) %2 (SHIBOR O/N) 1
NFEEMER RS, Rk H tushare FE: &AL 45 ETF (518880.SS) AR, Hidhi Kii T
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yfinance & ; TR 3738 B g 1% 22 ) B v 4: 1 T (Shanghai Futures Exchange AU, SHFE AU). A i
Wb A2 5 BT 8 1 £% (Zhengzhou Commodity Exchange SR, CZCE SR) A K& i i 22 5 T & H13 #% (Dalian
Commodity Exchange M, DCE M) /14 20504, K A akshare &, i = K5 FT; 5551135 K FH R 45
& W & $5 % (ChinaBond Composite Total Return Index, CBCTRI), #t#& KI5 T akshare .
4.2. iRt

HAEX I ANE. BE. WTE. e niiinht 87 20 8 e i o H Bl i 22, Rl EAT A Dk
TR A 2R A5 B2 22 43 DL L I WM 2K AR A o SR 5 B Ik 1) 3 471 [R] — 22 b B < Rk T 3 1 22 5
HE, BIBRAELFEAS 5 H . RIG o nld T sk tegeit, a8 ) W& 1.

i 8 AEH, ERMITTR R, BN, s em, oK H BRIRIE-15.17% g HAh 5, AR
Ui /i 55 1 v U PR AR ) R S M ey o P B 7 SR AE W S R AR SR AR, DR KT 3.
Table 1. Descriptive statistic of basic information
* 1 EREEER ST

HLAE SLIEs PR B/ME hhrg EROKE i £ e

CSI300 1952 0.008219  1.211994 —8.208803 0.009710 8.141981 —0.233045 5.275818
SZI 1952 0.006063  1.439303 —10.15796 —0.014851 10.13500 —0.243266  5.852435
SSEC 1952 0.008850  1.080595 —8.039192 0.030619 7.755061 —0.520731  7.433746
USD/CNY 1952 0.004462  0.330518 —-2.158495 0.001370 2.120210 -—0.164097  7.190077
USD/CNH 1952 0.001178  0.318144 -2.141398 0.006072 1.743598 —0.360655 4.179743
SHIBOR O/N 1952 0.000716  0.193612 —1.516000 0.002000 0.796000 —1.268625  8.775407
518880.SS 1952 0.047843  0.820231 —6.408397 0.049603 5.424073 —0.473638 7.051657
SHFE AU 1952 0.049369  0.817409 —5.836898 0.048377 5.398973 -0.327192 5.3733319
DCEM 1952 —0.004955 1.399797 -15.172360 0.035785 7.360036 —2.213385 25.059013
CZCE SR 1952 —0.003764 0.871144 —6.229149 0.017973 6.056220 —0.070794  4.865835
CBCTRI 1952 0.018958  0.067524 —0.488031 0.020125 0.676601 0.637257  15.236163

4.3. FRMEIE

Table 2. ADF test results
2 2. ADF RISHER

Index ADF Statistic P-value 1%Critical
CSI300 —-19.464126 0.000000e+00 —-3.433715
SZI —42.377596 0.000000e+00 —3.433706
SSEC —19.818988 0.000000e+00 —3.433715
USD/CNY —12.565680 0.000000e+00 —3.433724
USD/CNH —-14.963138 0.000000e+00 —-3.433717
SHIBOR O/N —15.491942 0.000000e+00 —-3.433737
518880.SS —-11.964209 0.000000e+00 —-3.433732
SHFE AU —20.350172 0.000000e+00 —-3.433715
DCE M —44.443009 0.000000e+00 —-3.433706
CZCE SR —45.262300 0.000000e+00 —-3.433706
CBCTRI —-15.974101 0.000000e+00 —-3.433713
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73 0f AL IS [R) P A s 64T ADF ~FAR AR . A3 Lk 2.
T A &) ADF Giit 8500/ T 1%Im 58, H P BN 0, RUIE 1% 2 FEHAKE R, Frfnh
Feo SR, BITA RN T RaAs &, W] LAEEAT I 8] 7 51 2 A5

4.4, E=ARERKLLE

4.4.1. REGHRERERRE

B ST Gk 2 2N R SRS 63 i B 3 UK 0.01, FFHRYE BIC #ENISE RIS G, BH VAR
R S R . AIIER TR R E M, IR VAR A A BRI AR IR, 5 5 A A (5550 10 4 ) 11 4
AR AL E, W VAR BERIERE, NAZEH &M 2 AR RS, BT JE LR PR 2 A R A5G
e W4 3,

Table 3. Traditional Granger causality test
= 3. RGE=ARE RGN

window source target P-value Result
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 USD/CNY USD/CNH 0.000003 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 518880.SS USD/CNH 0.001994 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 SHFE AU USD/CNH 0.005443 TRUE
2017-06-21 % 2017-11-01 USD/CNY USD/CNH 0.000000 TRUE
2017-06-21 % 2017-11-01 518880.SS USD/CNH 0.007500 TRUE
2017-08-03 % 2017-10-18 USD/CNH SSEC 0.005163 TRUE
2017-08-03 % 2017-10-18 USD/CNY USD/CNH 0.000000 TRUE

90°

— B{E

® HHEREIHK

180°
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— B[R
FHEREIH

Figure 1. Random eigenvalue plot

Bl 1. BEHUHERE

HRIEHETE B0 8 1R A 2B SC R LR AT R, KRBT, RITHAER AR MIEHR a1
TC S RN R TV E U 2 B R IR B Gias 2N SC R BRICDUAME L T3 iy IS A ie
37085 T 37 0. 35 5K K

JTA RS AEAR B B B XHE /N T 1, Ve e BB A, AT VAR BRRRE, WA 1.

4.4.2. ERMREAREREE

Table 4. Nonlinear Granger causality test

=4 FEEMARZARERGE

window source target P-value Result
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 DCE M SZ| 0.001774 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 SHIBOR O/N SSEC 0.000496 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 SZ| USD/CNY 0.000548 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 SHIBOR O/N USD/CNY 0.000000 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 SHFE AU USD/CNY 0.000313 TRUE
2017-06-07 £ 2017-08-16 SHIBOR O/N USD/CNH 0.000003 TRUE
2017-06-07 £ 2017-08-16 SSEC 518880.SS 0.002042 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 SZ| DCE M 0.000194 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 SZI CZCE SR 0.007693 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 SSEC CZCE SR 0.000037 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 518880.SS CZCE SR 0.002275 TRUE
2017-06-07 % 2017-08-16 SHFE AU CZCE SR 0.000957 TRUE
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FESEPRR T 2, K2 B el i 37 1 07 5 LR PR AR AR MERAAE, PR AR 22 28 T
AT A AR 17 70 18] F AR L PR PRER G 2R o A 06 0 2 35 17K P /N T 0.01 I, IR B35 IR R R &%,
I 2 FAZ BT A AR LR K i S BR . KR8 LR 4.

WRIEHETE B0 8 1R A 2R PR SC R AR TR, iR ek 2 2OAELER R, Bt
MR EE TR O T R, M2 AT AL R R, SNCTI 5 %2 i .

£ 2017 4E2) 2025 4F B MR AR, KA RO, SRy 200 L IERE, RER
1 34.3%I1 A 7T Z B AEAE A SRR 2RI K &R

4.5. EIER MBS SR T ARSI N

Ry AT 4 Rl T 7 R) BB BN AR S 5 i B AR A LR, 18 AT Hiemstra-Jones JEZRPEMS 22 A A
AT (P < 0.01)F R SR 5% R 4%, SR EE 23 B3 VAR Jik i 52 R0 AZ (] VA Fik yef o 7 68 B50Rf 52 s SR FH A
3T N B T L, AR VR 39 3h 2 1) 75% 1 95% 7 57 K50 B Kl 430U 3 « o i s R R o 38 3 = FoIR S
BEANRASRIR ZUET 7 LUk, DR, IR TIIRES I HLEIBT IS8R EM R, ﬁufa
J1HLH (Attention Mechanism)Fl 2 2B EIHL(MLP) & ROEYIERE, HRiT-aSHAL W BUELHR
R B2 SR ) B A 40 R BB AP G i i S BB R s 2R Al AdamW K483 4X 2000 IR, % 2]
HAEARTLIB K FIE 107 FEIHE 107° o NI IE AR TXIB K L2 5 BEHE M B AL (2 AL RE D FOHERf I, ST —
21 R S 56 (] 2 ST SRR AR %R K 31 R A

0.06

0.05

0.04

0.03

0.02

0.01

0
13 57 9 11131517 19 2123 2527 2931 33 353739 41 4345 4749 5153 5557 59 6163 6567 6971 7375

cosine_final loss fixed final loss

Figure 2. Loss curve comparison plot

& 2. ik xItEE

M 2 R 3 JATTAT LA B E 22 5 R AR T R5ZIB K2 ST R A il e 1 73 bL B Rl e
BAS AR, RIZIBKE I FRI Eef, SR 35%, BHIRGZIE KB T 3 AR B ROt R
TRAME, AR 61 AT IR, o] RS VERE T . B R, RSB KA, W
AR B R 2, KER 2y T S 2 2t
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