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Abstract

This study utilizes the entropy method and the coupling coordination degree model to assess the cou-
pling coordination degree of the digital economy and rural revitalization across 30 provinces in China
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from 2012 to 2021. It employs the Dagum Gini coefficient decomposition method to examine the dis-
parities and inequalities in the coordinated development level of the digital economy and rural revi-
talization in China and its various regions. Furthermore, the spatial Durbin model is applied to explore
the impact of the level of economic development, human resources level, industrial structure coefficient,
and government guidance on the coupling coordination degree of the digital economy and rural re-
vitalization. The findings indicate that: 1) Both the development level of digital economy and rural re-
vitalization exhibit a fluctuating growth trend, with significant regional differences in their develop-
ment levels. 2) The coupling and coordinated development level of the digital economy and rural revi-
talization is on an upward trend. Spatially, it shows a pattern of “strong in the east, weak in the west”
and “similar aggregation”. In terms of time evolution, most provinces are at the medium level of cou-
pling and coordination, while relatively few areas are at the high-end and low-end levels. The differ-
ences in the coupling and coordinated development level between the digital economy and rural re-
vitalization mainly stem from regional disparities. 3) The four dimensions of human resource level,
economic development level, industrial structure hierarchy coefficient, and governmental spending
exert all have positive and significant direct and indirect impacts on the developmentlevel of coupling
coordination between digital economy and rural revitalization.
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SCHL REABORAEIE E AL, HESIRN AT S AT R R . Bt R N &P R R 1 51 3,
IEFERZ AR A 77 RS AREE T30, DG B, Bt Ao 2 MR R HE TR iR 12, ZERHFl
RXEEIRS, RiBEarkE, MhERNSF S R BRI, M, HilfiFzgks 28
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RN AR BRI FE SR, ZTREEN, AR FRFE 2 MIRMFEIRERE ], WREILNTENLHI
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it . JEEL S ANYEFERT 19 N KA brta i 2 FR IR A R, VEILE 1.
2.2. BIRKIRS AR

Table 1. Evaluation index system of coupling coordination between digital economy and rural revitalization
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Table 2. Coupling coordination degree interval and grade
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ip 4545 i[5 X ] BrIE K A1 %5 2% i[5 X ] HE AT
1 0~0.1 2 82 2K iy 6 0.5~0.6 S i
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4 0.3~0.4 R R A 9 0.8~0.9 R B A
5 0.4~0.5 Wil K 17 10 0.9~1 HLJsE i

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2025.152056 207 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2025.152056

5 A

2.3.3. Dagum E B RZH SR
Dagum %&£ J& RE0% AT LA 4 F 7 & X B 205 5 2 FHE S R R KT 1 2 5 AR
BARAR T

G= Zi:lzzﬂzzz;};]
20’y
Ho, kOB, B on 23 BUREE j HUXRT B MU BT & n N,y Ay WIEROR j HBIX AN B B X
ERA R EIREKT: Y RREE W ER BT 1.

Vi = Ve

©)

G=G, +G, +G, 10)
Gy = zi:lz’ﬂ_yf o (11)
2nyj

Gy = Z.ki:l G;p;s; (12)

nj y, .
Gjh _ Zi:lzr:_l yﬁ_ y], (13)

ity (yj TV )

G,,b = zl;:z Z: G_,'h (p_,-sh + DS )Djh 14)
¢ ZZI;ZZ ’/’:G’h (pfs”+phsj)(l_Djh) (15)

Hoh, G RTFRERRM, G, TRKHEAERTHAS, G, ForKBIAERTRGS, G RTEEHE,

2.3.4. ZBEFERE

Nk PR T AT S S MRS G TR R R, ARG — 5 5N BT R AT ]
A5 HT, AR B RGE U

Wl . Attt 5 2 MR AE G YR EE(D).

R R 29 R E/KF(enco), FI&E G GDP 5 30 MM GDP MAIRELERFR R, A JTE KT
(rur), FHRETJ3 N A8 i S BB R PR S A NBCR R s P45 K )2 I & 8 (indus), 138 b5 T
1t 2 DX 3 Mk 5 4 R A K P ﬁi‘fﬁ/&ﬁy\jindus:z;’:lz;:lq( J)» n FIRZHK AL, g() R
PNV B Z RS TS B, indus 8RR, 0 BH 2% X380 b 285 48 s A0 KT e s BUR 51 S (gov), H
RT3 H o 1 X A 7 B B EROR

BT LM K5 Wald £ 56 6 8 A58 A 7 A 23 (A B8 . LMERR 183 Y2 25 M AS 56 10 BH A7 7 2% ) 10 22
RS, LMLAG 185 o 2 VA 56 i W1 A7 76 7 [V 5 A8 . AR5 1S Wald #4536 SDM =2 5B 44 SAR B
SEM PHFAAY, Witk Wald ivh& 23, WEHEH SDM B G R . 48 SDM BRI .

D, = PZ;ZI szDn + pBx, +Z’;~:1 Wijxfz7+ﬂi +n,té, (16)

Hof, § RRAW, R, D RRNTRRS SRR SR, p R AR R,
WAL SRR,y R R AR AN, v, J9 145 i (enco, indus, rur, gov)BHRSERE, 1 A MAE
THBL, 5, A E AR, &, ABEHLIRET.

3. BRI
3.1. BFEFS 2 RN ERKEFMN
H T REANRAR AR, (ERIROR IR, () A g 0 S AR SR A R AR B, S8R 2 IR

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2025.152056 208 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2025.152056

A

Bl FIF AR (D~(6)TH 5 2012~2021 SEHTLHF S 2 MR KRR, 2 31E8 Ui il Use SCEL
B%E A 2% X B P 285 5 2 IR AR KT, IRTEIN AR, WAk 3.

3.1.1. MFEFERKFLNE S

S IXHCRE, R . PEE A M 2012 4F 0.106. 0.034. 0.030 EFFE 2021 4F 0.310. 0.142.
0.165, . i, UL P MBS BRI, ARBTAT KRIMEEAPENINE, BIH “R
SRVGSS” BIRE R . FCREETE T, AR FRH DR it e 3, G X X 26 7 5 AN BE AR R NG, s B
LU K. RN, ZREHL XA T H E G I ACE R R, 5 T KERM AL, K
BHFETAA PR AR, I R AR X A R E R BRI R %, 2R T X Rk
JRIIAT . SRR, 5K AL X B E R U PR R, R 3k 2R G 350 X S b R f - 460
HRTEG, $RHT CRBOGE” R AR X B A7 AR T T R A e B BTG S IX, DA A
PG X BRI A BT AR S DX (2508 rh v AT AR, R B HE S P L X R 28 58 R

3.1.2. SFHRAZRKTEME S

SIXHEORE, AR, TR TEHE 2012 4 2 MR K R4 7 A 0.355. 0.294, 0.196, 2021 535
4 0.460 0.100+ 0.326, RIHARE . 0. FIKICGERBIIE R, KEKPFRIEZERHE. FELETR
HOH DX AT L SRR, & B AR AR P RE R R A T, LT B ER XA AR A R R s R T A
#, REMAAHFFERAART, B2 NIRRT G P X R NS5 R g R IS E, Folkgs
B —, = ZTTALMARTES), BARRE 189, =R BAAE S, S AR IR S bR B N A
Ak, BRI TR AR e R . TEESH X LA R IR 2, RSB, AR A
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Table 3. Evaluation results of digital economy and rural revitalization development level

3. BFEFE 2 RN A RKFIFNER

Fy 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

" ARE 0.106 0.127 0.142 0.160 0.171 0.187 0.217 0.246 0.279 0.310
&

2% s 0.034 0.046 0.052 0.061 0.067 0.077 0.091 0.108 0.123 0.142
K P 0.030 0.041 0.047 0.056 0.057 0.070 0.097 0.122 0.143 0.165

K
4E  0.067 0076 0.08  0.099 0106 0.119 0141  0.163  0.185  0.208

SH AREB 0.335 0.340 0.341 0.351 0.359 0.366 0.386 0.431 0.446 0.460
VA s 0.294 0.309 0.288 0.302 0.309 0.312 0.327 0.352 0.376 0.400

7}?5 [ 0.196 0.211 0.206 0.218 0.225 0.236 0.257 0.283 0.301 0.326
K
4 |H 0.281 0.292 0.284 0.296 0.304 0.311 0.330 0.363 0.382 0.402

3.2. BFZFS 2 HIRBA ARSI

B 4 TR, 2012 S ERA TSN 0.342, TR B, 2016 44 0.406, FIUIE Nl
MY B, 2021 fEIX BB SN B K, 9 0.521, ik B sR EMERY B . X Ui 3R E R BT 2 A E R
37 B AT E S e SN RS TR e 2 2021 4R 4R, O 0.725, {UAE| B
K, FERMBURTA MR T WA . bl s, FEHETFEFES 2R E TR R RAEH RIF, (B4
BHRKW L2
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Table 4. Coupling coordination degree of digital economy and rural revitalization in all provinces of China

F 4. EEREREFEFS L HIRBENERE

Ay 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

kg 0.461  0.492 0.519 0.541 0.556 0.570 0.593 0.629 0.643 0.671
Jb3 0.526  0.541 0.551 0.566 0.577 0.589 0.613 0.667 0.693 0.703
R 0.403  0.424 0.447 0.462 0.481 0.483 0.494 0.548 0.571 0.585
IIES 0.459  0.488 0.504 0.518 0.528 0.544 0.562 0.578 0.612 0.644
I 0.480  0.505 0.518 0.536 0.549 0.572 0.626 0.661 0.696 0.725
i 0273  0.284 0.295 0.308 0.317 0.335 0.376 0.417 0.442 0.477
LI 0516  0.547 0.563 0.580 0.593 0.606 0.629 0.659 0.685 0.707
Ak 0343 0371 0.381 0.398 0.407 0.423 0.449 0.479 0.490 0.501
WL 0.488  0.493 0.509 0.537 0.549 0.569 0.596 0.641 0.670 0.680
biAE| 0.307  0.321 0.324 0.348 0.361 0.373 0.426 0.442 0.448 0.471
Bizyes 0387  0.409 0.422 0.441 0.448 0.458 0.484 0.504 0.519 0.529
iy 0363  0.389 0.396 0.410 0.412 0.422 0.428 0.450 0.464 0.486
WEH 0279 0.305 0.304 0.319 0.332 0.343 0.359 0.375 0.394 0.417
Ak 0294 0322 0.321 0.340 0.356 0.373 0.386 0.415 0.432 0.444
2 0347  0.368 0.378 0.400 0.412 0.426 0.452 0.480 0.506 0.539
1l 75 0275  0.300 0.313 0.326 0.329 0.337 0.361 0.380 0.400 0.415
AN 0.288  0.307 0.319 0.345 0.353 0.376 0.410 0.440 0.463 0.484
CINE| 0354  0.388 0.395 0.412 0.423 0.433 0.456 0.484 0.508 0.538
tiB| e 0356  0.394 0.389 0.412 0.426 0.438 0.464 0.489 0.509 0.534
b1 0.334  0.357 0.376 0.390 0.401 0.420 0.445 0.478 0.509 0.539
ML 0304 0.336 0.329 0.345 0.359 0.373 0.383 0.413 0.429 0.448
P 0242  0.268 0.280 0.300 0.310 0.331 0.364 0.387 0.409 0.428
p)i 0351 0372 0.385 0.403 0.412 0.428 0.456 0.485 0.508 0.524
THE 0236  0.264 0.280 0.296 0.305 0.330 0.359 0.385 0.402 0.417
W g 0291  0.326 0.319 0.337 0.341 0.345 0.371 0.396 0.423 0.458

Hl 0.220 0.244 0.251 0.276 0.281 0.300 0.335 0.371 0.388 0.415
M 0.229 0.253 0.267 0.292 0.299 0.324 0.363 0.397 0.418 0.445

HK 0.288 0.317 0.336 0.352 0.371 0.386 0.416 0.434 0.450 0.483
i} 0.318 0.340 0.350 0.369 0.382 0.393 0.426 0.454 0.476 0.494
Hif 0.236 0.258 0.270 0.291 0.298 0.326 0.362 0.391 0.413 0.434
ExEs| 0.342 0.366 0.376 0.395 0.406 0.421 0.448 0.478 0.499 0.521

33. 2ERBEWBXYFLRFES 2 HEXMRLZRKFHZEERERERE

HAR(9)~(15)TH AT 2012~2020 F4x [ J2 % H1[X Dagum & RECMREE R, DR EKE
LB WX B T25 5 2 MR O R AT A (8 22 57 R L2 i,k 5. 7% 6 s
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Table 5. Gini coefficient and contribution rate of coupling coordination degree

5. BARERRRBRITME

R R K Tk (%)
T MRER REEIOER MNMRRN MRRE  BEEE A
- A Gb AH Gt Gw Gb FUHRE Gt Gw
2012 0.142 0.101 0.009 0.032 T1.27% 6.07% 22.67%
2013 0.132 0.091 0.01 0.031 69.09% 7.60% 23.31%
2014 0.132 0.091 0.01 0.031 69.22% 7.59% 23.20%
2015 0.124 0.086 0.01 0.029 68.90% 7.79% 23.32%
2016 0.124 0.084 0.01 0.029 68.36% 8.08% 23.56%
2017 0.116 0.079 0.009 0.028 68.25% 7.97% 23.79%
2018 0.107 0.073 0.008 0.026 68.04% 7.82% 24.14%
2019 0.105 0.071 0.008 0.025 68.00% 7.88% 24.12%
2020 0.103 0.068 0.009 0.026 66.40% 8.82% 24.78%
2021 0.099 0.064 0.01 0.025 65.08% 9.74% 25.17%

BHE 6 AR, SRR 2 e R REARIM S, BRI 25 S IEEA/NES, 2012 45 0.142, 2021
5 0.099, FEIEHR 30.28%. HH1, 2012~2018 2 IHRE TR, 6 4 FFEIRERN 0.035. 2018~2021
BRI IRSE, 3 FNIEIEE )Y 0.008. B2 FRERE, FEWE], HE TR LB L T &S,
M 2012 FE[T T1.27%F50 2021 1) 65.08%. SR, HHNTTERE 2L EAES, A 2012 41
22.67% Tt 2021 FH) 25.17%. AR R F BB M X A X EBRER, ERRMTETE S
TR 4 W ) 2 Ji /K ST A A1 1) DXl o — e AR bip [R] K K i3 T3 2 5 5 2 AHIR W R R R /K 8 a 1X
S IR — e AN o SRRSO G AR AN A5 (1) DT R A A AR Y . 2012~2021 SRR % FEAE 6.07%~9.74%
218, SENTTIRRAB AL, B2 G EN. Kk, Xk 2R R a5 5 2 AR A
R F B A

e 7 mrAL, XN ZERIN S, RESHMXEEETTE 2 MR E R KT 2 5 S0 E) TR
%, B 2012 1 0.109 FREE 2021 F 1) 0.09, FEIER 17.43%. PHEHLX 2 % SO @S, HEFR
B, 2012 4F(1 0.088 TFFZE 2021 421 0.043, FEEA 51.14%. Ui B VG X 7205 5 £ MR M)
A AR 22 S B 4 /0, TP A JRIRTE T, BEE PO iR i@ . £ MRS RIS e, Ta. 5
TSR B 22 O X B BOR (3 Je 50 R 3 3t iy, 35070 16 028 00 38 A0 BB R 51 R S b X vy
FRAA, @@ iE — B F ST A S MRS B RVEIUH , W3 T A XIRAR g .
X 2 AR IR RN, /T 0.052~0.058 2 [0l SASKRE, ARHMHLX ARSI T AT S £ MRS O R R K
i, ARz R R, WHHRMANE M RREK T, 5HAE G ZRER.

BXRA P EFT S, “HR-F7 . “R-T07 . “F - 787 G R R IZH RS, U
BP0 X)) IR R R R oG RO R 25 . Horpr, “ZR - i fl 2012 4R 0.123 TR 2021 4R 0.100, P
BN, N 18.7%. “H - TE” HH 2012 4Ef1 0.087 A 2021 4E1# 0.055, FlE&HK, 7 36.78%. “Z - 74"
JEH, B 2012 4R 0.161 F& 2021 4E1¥) 0.107, FElEN 33.54%. Jyit— it X sk 8] () Her 25F 5 2 1
PR FE KK, EFKBLZANIH, AT IUEHB TS 2 FIRM MR BB SR . flan: R
P IX 25 RS . Kl R R B, AH L RTBRIR SR AR B 5K . PEIHLIX LRI REVR SR, (AR
sRAE D . ESGEE “RBPEE” TR, KRR EOE TR SR 2 B P S B RO, R
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AL HE DA, DUtk e EREHE AR BTRECE . RN, REREFMEORILH T DIRG9, 46/
AR B AN TG B2 AV A e Z2 B, et DI R A e o 22 BR BRI B AR 7 Ak T A% Gt M O B A e R
S T VU X (LT AN AR A . KR AR FL R s PRASEBIAR AR, IR XA ] 1
W, AL TR PR L X B 22 T S 2 AR B F) A RERT AOHE

Table 6. Gini coefficient difference decomposition results of coupling coordination degree

Fo. BEMBAEERRYERTMER

- LNSEOEES (¢ LR ORS¢
ARARMX PERMX PEERHLD ARERHLIX - AL ASERHAIC - UM rhERHLIX - PG X

2012 0.109 0.056 0.088 0.123 0.161 0.087
2013 0.105 0.056 0.081 0.116 0.149 0.083
2014 0.106 0.055 0.078 0.118 0.148 0.078
2015 0.102 0.054 0.069 0.114 0.140 0.072
2016 0.102 0.054 0.071 0.112 0.139 0.073
2017 0.099 0.052 0.06 0.109 0.131 0.065
2018 0.093 0.054 0.051 0.104 0.118 0.058
2019 0.092 0.054 0.046 0.104 0.115 0.056
2020 0.094 0.055 0.045 0.103 0.113 0.055
2021 0.09 0.058 0.043 0.100 0.107 0.055

3.4. FFEFE 2 AR BA RSB 54T

3.4.1. ZETERKE

2 (AT R IR (1 25 R 4N 7 iR, 76 LM AR5, LM_Error A1 LM_Lag I P {&34/MT 0.01, 1E
1%HKF 83, WP AT R K LM 12187, Robust LM_Error £ Robust LM-Lag ] P {H3/)s
T0.01, 7E 1% NRE, AR, 47 Wald K5, 2507 (AL =AY (SDM) 2 F iR 1k
R AR ZE AR (SEM) AN 25 [R] i J5 452 28 (SAR)

Table 7. Spatial econometric model test results

= 7. ZENTERANIEER

il et it & P 1A
Spatial error Moran’s 1 8.820 0.000

Spatial error Lagrange multiplier 70.450 0.000

Lm 55 Spatial error Robust Lagrange multiplier 17.657 0.000
Spatial lag Lagrange multiplier 79.214 0.000

Spatial lag Robust Lagrange multiplier 26.422 0.000

Spatial error test 11.94 0.018

Wald 556

Spatial lag testnl 41.99 0.000
Huasman £ % Hausman 7.29 0.2001
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A

7E Wald #5687, Test 19 P {E4 0.018, /NF 0.05, TE 5%MI/KF T3, Testnl () P {H/NF 0.01, 7E
1%07KF T35, 454675 (A FE AR AY (SDM)IB A R 2% (] 1 72 155 8 (SEM) B0 2 ) i J5 A5 28 (SAR) ) 5 AR %
DRI, AR S0 2 (A1 FL =AY (SDM) HEAT R 5

7t Huasman f%H, P {E 0.2001, AR, 8325 RBAE BV B R (RE)ZE &1, H%
JEH] 2012~2021 R 1E DA LB BUHE 7T BEXT % B A - 2 55 5 2 AR W R KR K I 5e e, AR Y
PRI IR 5] (3] 52 DA i) 3 8 e [ o 6 40 AR A8 S R R, D] A AR SR FH [ 3 205 B AR TR (time ) i AT
Ja ST
3.4.2. FEMRHEBERI

< 8 A T AT SDM #3311 enco~ hrl. indus PAJ gov X D 52 AR )25 . RPEFRPEER, AT
ISR DL N 8518

Table 8. Spatial Durbin model regression results

8. TEMERAEILR

SEL ain X irect ndirect ota
Bl Mai Y% Di Indi Total
enco 2.671%** —0.975%* 2.750%** 1.150% 3.900%***
(0.000) (0.021) (0.000) (0.098) (0.000)
hrl 4 8le—5%** 5.71e—5%** 5.96e—5%** 1.88e—4*** 2.48e—4***
(0.000) (0.001) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
indus 0.033%** 0.120%** 0.053%** 0.309%** 0.362%**
u (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
ov 0.281%** 0.470%** 0.368%** 1.3971%** 1.758%**
& (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

TE: kxR R RIEEOR 1%, 5%A1 10% A0 2 K.

1) &3 K&K (enco) W BUF U5 £ MR ARG VM 1) B8 5 SN 08T 1% 535 R 50,
[ R BT 10% 58 25 ARG SG, FLIRH R BN IE . L3R EAKCPRRE 1%, BEERIRTAFE S
PR GRS = 2.75%, [EHEIEREA0E B F AU S £ MRS A IR R 1.15%. L5 K Fi L
NECT B AR R B AR BT SR G B A5 ARG N IR, 2 A HBIX AR B A b N B
FETE. R, SFKFIR SRS 0 N R RS E R BAh, AT RDMEE 5K KPS 8] b
1E [ R0 JE 1 XIS M B = 4 50 5 2 FHRDGR S TR KR

2) NS BFEACT- () B 745 5 £ WIRMER S DRI B0 (A2 35000 5 A S 4t 1% 58
EVERES, BIHRBOYIEE, (AL T 0, BN B/K T FET S 2 BFIRM R R BT 15
MR/ ATREMIERIAE T AT HL X A G 450 AR Gk o, B @B AR P L S Al s . 7EIX
Pt L R, AR R8T E RS TGk, A B MM a5 . R, A b IX )
N DIBIRTR AN VAR AR, R AR = A AT Rl TR AT R, W R R Z 2R AN
R Z BRI sh 3, XS HIE T A RIEN AT R R . R, BUR T E AR A
515 N SR 1A B - A B AR

3) Pk R EUZ IR (indus) X B F 22055 2 MR RN G 10 B RN | TN 5 R BB 3508 3 1%
DEMWRY, FHRBINIER, Pk 22K 1%, BEERERTAFS 2 MR
G PRS2 0.053%, [HE(EEELT A T2t 5 2 MR G R TE S 0.309%. F BRI R T M4k 2%
Bio HJFERTET: &2 U w A bl A e B FBE RE 77, X Se R AN G AT LAY B2 Ak Fo
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5 A

ARG, HES AL B AV REAL AR R, RIS v J2 ™ M AR AT B A 0 i 0 TRt 808E, AT L
bR N EE S 2 Bl A O e B R, D E B RN L A5 RN i N R BN IE o 111
FEARA, B RN R, 320 bR i BT 06, Hr 48 A (e BE A AR B o X3 JA Bl 48 43 5K
Yo R R H RN B I 1, S B s AR . TR, 7k S A SR O A B R A2 A
HRE.

4) BUN 513 (gov) R T AT S 2 NIRRT R R EZAME T &, BN [MHERNS B2
eI 1% 8 F MRS, WA RBIONIEE. RYBUF TS SCRAEA ROt AR 54058 i r &5
52 RRM R R PRk, BURFRNIZS A B 8 XIBERE, LRSI 255 2 MR 1
PR AR o

GiEpTR, MFRTE 2GR B BIZ T, 7L G 2 IR RBORBUN 51 555 2 75 H
BESib- AP

4. it 58N
4.1. &ig

A IR EIEIE 7 BT 40 5 2 IR T RAMER G KRG E, 156 18 RIAR & PR LA 1Y
THETHRE 30 MM ARSI, JE—Pilid Dagum 58 RE ST T A E RS X B TETE
ZFHIRM P A AT B 22 57 AN TSRO S5 3R

1) BEEST 2 MRS RIHERE, B 2D KK 5 2 MRM KRR R B T ah g K 84, (=
T RIS B XA SRR, CHERR R BRI NIRESR, 2P “ARRPEE 7 IR .

2) EEBTALUE 2 ARXGEE R ERIUIZE LT AS, EXEERVIRUIE, HRH >
DEATIAE Tl S5 R B, AT M BUK T AR AL i o S IR 2 510 &, BEARBUNAIHLIX. > ik
DX > PRI, “HEAASEER” M () oA Ry o B AR ARAFAETTT 5, R B A & Il /KP4 T
SER IR, AL T e AN S KT 3t DA 32D o 83 Dagum 25 JE R BRI RKE, ZREE
KB XA ZE SR, H DR 22 5 A R0, i B DX sk ) AR 2R i B

3) A E RN, BRI AN S 2 RIRMR S YR R AT B B3 2 18] B AR SR A
AN RN . NEEBE R IR PSS Z R N7 B RIBUR 2 DY A5 TR TEx #0y 4
75 2 RIS RIS, R RN BEAKT . SRR IR LS 2 R BORBUR 3 YA
TS BTG5 5 2 RHIR AR U0 IR e KT AT I 170 ) LR O AT R B2 RO

4.2. B

1) SWvESEE KBOE, JE 2 MR R R R, B ERGGR R, P EETFEFS 2N
WM FEIR KT AR TS RIREE MRS, (A TEARACP IR G, B4k SE B K BER K,
FEIRE AT R F Bl b, RREIRA S (BT 2 M R BAT 31T 1(2022~2025)) o 77 ZE4k 2L I s ULE 3K
EH F AT 2 MR PR E, RO KR HEARN 2 M5 SUER, nossr B ahsitd v, —
TSNP« 0 T S5 R B B A Bt 1 B A e 2 ) — TR E LRI . BB Bl (5 A5 T AL B Atk
Jita P 5 1

2) BIMRHIE A, BT RS, ShEE XA R, S M X AR B B IR SRR R R AR B
HE R A LRI R SRR o [ db RS R AR A X NS A B R R B K, REATT KR, W
A R R XN R 5 B 1 RO EIOR B R T E AR, AR AR X R, (SR
X 2P R BN, RTINS FEKRE, NREFRE. FURHX N5 sLa 5 it fBE
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A

Mo DCRF LR BT AR, RIS A G S B it e, et S R b A X IR, S DO A PR RL, (it
VAR IX 5 AR B X AE 2 50 . Rl AA S5 TH A AESS T

3) APFRIAT NBEAKT PSSR IR R BUT S SX T 25 5 2 MR & V0l
PR T IR R, DR LB G HE S R 0 AT R KT NI BT TS KT I B A
T RAIER T BT BRSNSy BRI SS . HESh 2 MHRX KA e -

e HE

PO R R AU MR H o 4k — R E “HFAR5 5 2 MRS i C R R
(YCYB2024152).
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