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Influence of agricultural machinery socialization service on the

farmland scale of farmer households:
Empirical evidence from CLDS

XUE Xinyang, HAN Yijun® , GAO Ying
(College of Economics and Management/Center for Agricultural Market Studies. China Agricultural University. Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract In order to explore the impact of agricultural machinery socialization service on the farmland scale of farmers’
households, the arable land area, transferred area and abandoned farmland area of farmer households were put into the
same analysis framework for theoretical mechanism analysis, and the CLDS2018 data were used for empirical tests.
The results are as follows: First, agricultural machinery socialization service has a significant negative impact on the
arable land area and abandoned farmland area of farmer households, but has no significant impact on the transferred
area. Second, the analysis of scale heterogeneity shows that the agricultural machinery socialization service has a
significant positive impact on the arable land area and transferred area of large-scale farmers, and has a significant
negative impact on the abandoned farmland area of small-scale farmers and large-scale farmers. Third, the analysis of
regional heterogeneity shows that the agricultural machinery socialization service has a significant negative impact on
the arable land area and abandoned farmland area of farmer households in the eastern and central and western regions,

and has a positive impact on the transferred area of farmer households in the central and western regions, but it is not
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obvious for the eastern region. In conclusion, it is proposed to improve the supply of agricultural machinery socialization

services and accelerate the reform of the household registration system.

Keywords agricultural machinery operation service; farmland area; land transfer; instrumental variables method
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Fig. 1 Influence mechanism of agricultural machinery socialization service

on the scale of farm land management of peasant household
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Table 1 Basic characteristics of sample farmers

BURY ZH Bt HE/ %
Variable Type Number  Proportion
Fr 5 1242 95. 10
Gender of householder kg 64 4. 90
<50 % 299 22.89
I E AR
) =>50~60 % 459 35.15
Age of householder
>60 % 548 41. 96
SCH RN 577 44,18
P EZHEF K ,
By 578 44, 26
Education level of the householder
e &L 151 11.56
AU 2 46 55 1 ! 1107 8476
Agricultural machinery socialization service use 0 199 15. 24
<2 hm? 1158 88. 67
e 9
>2~3.33 hm’ 93 7.12
Arable land area
>>3.33 hm* 55 4.21
<10 J* 5 19.6
R P
>10~50 7 34 73.9
Number of sample households in villages
>50 F 7 6.5
D) WA B AR 1t . WA R A0 1 A R P R o B Ml T i, hm” .
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Table 2 Agricultural machinery socialization service use and cultivated land management of

farmers in different scales and regions

FEALA4Y2H 3. 33 hm® (50 H)

Scale grouping

X358 43 41
Regional grouping

MBS 2 hm” (30 HD)
Scale grouping

7

HiE

Lk Mt 2 Btz o
Variable Mean M e p NP s A < .
B =¥ el Central and
Smallholder Smallholder Eastern
Large-scale Large-scale ) western
farmers farmers region
farmers farmers regions
Al At 2 A0 IR 55 18 0.85 0. 86 0.41 0.87 0.56 0. 94 0.83
Agricultural machinery
socialization service use
Bt b i A 1.02 0. 60 11.33 0.52 5.10 0.54 1.02
Arable land area
o A Y 0. 26 0.21 9.54 0.18 3.50 0.10 0.67
Transferred area
Fi B b T R 0.010 0.011 0.010 0.012 0. 007 0. 009 0.011

Abandoned arable area
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Table 3 Variable meaning and descriptive statistics
SR B A v = v
e o A i A U ¥y (i 1 2
Variable meaning Standard
Type Variable Mean
and description deviation
Hr i FL Arable land area SCR 28 85 B Ao AR, A S RROR LR 1.02 2.06
Explained A\ M AR Transferred area FRE i ABF 1 AL, hm? 0. 26 1.08
variable 75 P R R 95 BB B AL b’ 0.01  0.06
Abandoned farmland area
fife BE AR 1 fe Bt 2 A ik 55 1 A I=fHEE - RN H TR 0.85 0. 36
Explaining Agricultural machinery socialization MLtk 240 Ik 55, 0 = R fiff 4 ML+t
variable service use 24k Ik 5%
T HAS & e A MLAE 2340 B 55 15 FH 7K 7 Bk A< P A A A Al A Pl AL 0.85 0.23
Instrumental Village agricultural machinery A IR 45 1) B 7 B B AR A AR
variables socialization service usage level o HoAt 7 B0 N
L Age FEARRE % 56.64  10.34
Z ¥ E /KF Education level 1=XH.2=/NE,3=WF . 4= 2.57 0. 84
hLo=REKRME
JUERE 22 R Health condition 1={@ ), 2=—f, 3=l J# 1.58 0.76
Householder L ‘
o A £ 5 Planting experience F AN A A 7 B[] 4 32.45 13. 44
characteristic
variable RAA NS T4 1=3,0="1 0.16 0.37
Have any migrant work experience
B A 47 ROl B e BRI 1=, 0=% 0.05 0.22
Have received vocational training
FME ST 8 1 B FBE T3 ) 1 B A 2.15 0.83
FPEFFAEAE B Number of household labor
Household Jll AN 4 4
) H ST AR .
characteristic G HE AR A A b 4D 4 5, T 925.1 3 458
Amount of agricultural subsidies
variable
FBE M A Total household income FREL A B TG 37 112 43 429
) L SR AN BE R IE B X BN R EE Y, 22,84 18
Distance to the county seat km
AR Traffic conditions AFE RS 1=, 0= 0.93 0. 26
FFEERS (72 B )
Vil - VAT ST IE ) AR RS HAAEL M 1=, 0.18 0.38
i
ase Whether labor outings is organized 0=
characteristic
variable R AL B ARTE AR AL LN B AR TR 0.73 0.44
Whether agricultural technical training 1=&,0=7%
is organized
HWIEAFIE Terrain features 1=FF,.2=HFEK,.3=10KX 1.54 0.76
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Table 4 Estimation results of the impact of agricultural machinery socialization
service on the scale of household arable land operation
G AT A T b T AR 5 Ak b 1T AR
A Arable land area Transferred area Abandoned farmland area
Variable
OLS 1V-2SLS OLS IV-2SLS OLS 1V-2SLS
X o X
ZAWU f%lﬂ&%ﬁﬁﬁ —0.4027°  —0.426"  —0.036 0.131 —0.110  —0.258"
grientirel machmeny (0. 069) 0.099)  (0.170) 0.293)  (0.120) (0.129)
socialization service use
A —0.401"™  —0.399™  —0.022"  —0.022™" 0.163 0.171
Age (0.123) (0.114) (0.008) (0.008) (0.114) (0.150)
ZHE KT 0. 064" 0.064"" 0.0371 0. 0443 0.021 0. 020
Education level (0.023) (0.024) (0.07) (0.07) (0.024) (0.032)
B R L —0.038 —0.038 —0.011 —0.003 0.113* 0.114"
Health condition (0.026) (0.026) (0.085) (0.082) (0.045) (0.035)
oA 25 3 0.070" 0.070" —0.010" —0.011" —0.008 —0.006
Planting experience (0.038) (0.034) (0.006) (0.006) (0.041D) (0.045)
EEHIN S LA —0.201""  —0.202" —0.232 —0.233 0. 005 0. 001
Have any migrant work experience (0.054) (0.057) (0.153) (0.167) (0.078) (0.074)
75 Bz 7 ROl 2 g B 0.102 0. 099 0.011 0. 040 0. 081 0. 064
Have received vocational training (0.105) (0.092) (0. 282) (0.276) (0.172) (0.120)
FKRE T3 ) J1 K 0. 056" 0.056" 0.038 0.041 0.083" 0.081"
Number of household labor (0.026) (0.024) (0.074) (0.072) (0.035) (0.032)
Al b G 4 5 0. 604" 0.603 " 0.570"" 0.582" —0.025 —0.030
Amount of agricultural subsidies (0.023) (0.018) (0.044) (0.051) (0.0289) (0.024)
FREBWA 0.081"" 0.081" 0.162" 0.163"" —0.075™"  —0.074""
Total household income (0.026) (0.019) (0.087) (0.054) (0.022) (0.025)
EIR=34 N 0.122"" 0.121" —0.119 —0.118 0. 052 0. 047
distance to the county seat (0.028) (0.027) (0. 085) (0.077) (0.036) (0.035)
BN /N 0. 007 0. 006 0.340™" 0.371 —0.219 —0.225"
Traffic conditions (0.073) (0.080) (0.162) (0.249) (0.17D) (0.105)
BB 1A 0. 006 0. 006 0.459" 0.457" —0.138 * —0.141*
Whether labor outings is organized (0.058) (0.054) (0.173) (0.160) (0.075) (0.071)
BEHALRNFAEI 0.016 0.015 —0.166 —0.181 0.124 0.122
Whether agricultural technical (0.043) (0.047) (0.156) (0.161) (0.041) (0.061)
training is organized
B FRAE —0.018 —0.020 —0.127 —0.098 0.135" 0.119"
Terrain features (0.030) (0.031D) (0.093) (0.099) (0.063) (0.041D)
i H —1.338"  —1.312~ —1.851 —2.160" —0.087 0.073
Constant (0.639) (0.548) (1. 144 (1.028) (0. 425) (0.719)
11X Region il 3l 2 4l k| 5 1l 2 1l
WM E N 1 306 1 306 286 286 1 306 1 306
Hoeox o xex SPRIRIRTE 10%0 .5 %A 1% SR KOF b 83 555 P bR . TR,

Note: * , *x and *xx respectively represent in 10%, 5% and 1% significance level. The same below.
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P 22755 A Bt T AR 3 R A R 22 8 R P i s B
WG N SK 25 B R T g i gy U R R
SeAE B AH 6 B R b T O 0 Ak e e B
B R /INAR I R AR AR P R A P R e
0 A, F2 B TR TR BILAL 2 4k e 55 1l ARl 2R 7
& T YA R 8 U A T IR AN RE A AR R Al
TEH S A 7 15 S B A e 6. Bkt B 3
B Al P B L PR 2 8 R T AR D . 25

K5 MESRRESW(L3.33 hm* (50 FH)AR)

Table 5 Analysis of scale heterogeneity (taking 3. 33 hm® as the dividing line)
Ak H T AR LN TR A SR 1 AR
Arable land area Transferred area Abandoned farmland area
A . "
L ABE 25 . L 22 FIAL 22
Variable INAR ok INAR e INgR P e
Smallholder Smallholder Smallholder
Large scale Large scale Large scale
farmers farmers farmers

farmers farmers farmers
RAAE 2 AR 55 16 —0.321" 1,742 0.368 0.857" —0.261" 3.176
Agricultural machinery (0.100) (0.694) (0.283) (0.377) (0.136) (2.516)
socialization service use
JI AR AR 2 41 41 11 41 5 2 41
Householder characteristic
variable
FBE R AF A 41 4 11 441 5 11 2 41
Household characteristic
variable
A HERFAE AR 1 s 4l ¥ 3 s 4l 41 T 1 s 4l
Village characteristic variable
HiLIX R 1A i 1l 2 1 2 1l 41 i il 2 1l

Regional dummy variable
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Table 6 Analysis of scale heterogeneity (taking 2 hm” as the dividing line)

Bt b T AR

Arable land area

e A Hi THT R

Transferred area

FiHF Ho TH AR

Abandoned farmland area

st - " "
LA 28 UL 22 M4
Variable e #%; e #k; N P %ﬂ;
Smallholder o Smallholder a Smallholder
Large scale Large scale Large scale
farmers farmers farmers
farmers farmers farmers
PRAMLAT 22 40 IR 5518 —0.278"" 0.615" 0.333 1.110" —0.312" 0.431
Agricultural machinery (0.105) (0. 336) (0.225) (0.510) (0. 147 (0.269)
socialization service use
R RRE AR 2 4l 3l 2 1l k| s 4l 2 4l
Householder characteristic
variable
I BE AR 7R 2 1l 2 1 1l 41 i 1 |
Household characteristic
variable
A HERFAE 7S 1 s 4l i 4 s 1l 41 T 1l s 4l
Village characteristic variable
Hb DX A0 AR A 2 4l 2 3l 2 1l 4l a1l 2 4l

Regional dummy variable

GRE BELRER MG AN RS T AR
F P B S B 258 Bk b TE R B 2 B b R R 7E
ANAR P 5B 28 R P 22 TR) A B R Y T 4 T
R,

A B 5T 2 503G AR LAL S A IR 55 XA P R B
Bl 28 FUAE LA B 35 1 ) 5 TS Rl 5 Y
TN BTk Hb RSN D T B8 11 e 3440 OF &, 2019 458
=W E E R A EE S 1 R A2 0. 09
hm®, H AT 1996 4 F B 0. 02 hm* . ARWFFEHY
SE BT R B R HLAL 2 Ak R 55 X R 25 8 e
et N\, T FRURI 52 s 22 765 9 i, T R %9 X A E VR
BT AR T AN P P B R b e A, A
A PRI AR L 228 AR 98 %0 LA b, /R P Bl
A B A MOl A B 90 % /N4 P 2538 Bk i 1o AR
7 R TE R A 70 %67 CNAR P Bk b BB B T B X
T A PR AR bR AR AR Ak B e 1 A, DRI A 4

FEAKR R AR 2 10 Ik 55 4 SR A Y BF 3t 2278 H
AT AE R RO IA R S B ARG

M 5 @ ] LA L AR AL 2 AR 55 X T /A
F R BE SR T AR AR 10 260 1Y B 3 KSR BAT B
[ L) o T 6 UASE 28 55 A P W e A S 2 . IR 4
X5 FE T EAEAAG TG A AR B 2 AR IR 55 % Tk
PR E R 3t T AR A Y 1) B R R 4598 R R T
We? AL PSRBT G BT O R REAR 1Y
FhTEEE R (R 4O T LUFE Y % 5262 57 Bk 4 1o AR 10 £
TR ECE /N T 52 BE B 2 1o AR A A T 2R R B
HLAE 2 P IR 55 490 ) 2 62 Bk b 55 B0 4 AR A JH 28/ 1
B R TR M Xk A S B M T AR D DR A
A 2 A FREE I/ 1 S T ARGE AN 2 LA
e ZE L bn 2278 TR AR R 5 T Bk BB 38 P ke L A fAOR
B AN AR 55 0 T4 P 52 B B 3t T ALY TH R
A1 I R R

O 4E 8% L Ea A 28 FARA /N P http: / www. gov. en/xinwen/2019-03/01/content_5369755. htm
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3.2.2 REAMHE

W 4 [ 43 SRy 2R 0 A v P S R 3 s B A T DX
PRAAL 25 e 55 X5 4% 71 52 JE B b 28 78 RS 1Y S
W 7 8 TV Al H g5 R a] A R B A 25 4k Rk 55 % R
P8 R e PG S b DX P A b TR AR A3 S AE 10 D0 R 1 6 1Y
T/ O N = W S 1 B A G S S B R S 3
AHBAE 10 % () 35 P KF - B IE m e, 5%
AT R R AL 25 40 ik 55 %8 v 75 38 b X R
L e N\ Hb T FRAE 5 060 1 Bk 2 MK T B BT TE ) R
M), XF 7R ER L DX P & e e . 5 B NP s
B b T AEUOR A v P R X R AR AR X, G2
TEM IR 53 b AWF 508 AR AL =4 0] 2 3] 7 pg g

Mo DX T R SRR T T T A XA R B T AR
XA R P XA 2 A R B Ak
X B M B A g A SR DR X e A M T RR AT
FAETSE M A HE 22 L X A Ml DX A P SRE e A
Mo T AR R U A SR (RS R R LA 2 Ak
e 55 %ot 2 38 b DX A 1 52 B B 1 A Al T AR R
KT PG B0 X, w] RE B 5L IR 7R T 7R AR M X 28 5F
Fhor K oK AR AR ML B 2, /N A X B
i AR XoF ARG o DAL I A B v B B L 4
R SR BE B M T BRCR R TR DA S M T AR
B AR 22 A0 Iz 55 X P XA 7 A 4 O 4 AT
ETE AR R (I

x7 XERRESN

Table 7 Analysis of region heterogeneity
R b i A e N Hb TG AR SR 1 AR
Arable land area Transferred area Abandoned farmland area
it - L - o7 3 i o 7 3
Variable o Central and s Central and o Central and
Eastern Eastern Eastern
. western . western . western
region ] region ] region )
regions regions regions
R 2 A0 IR 55 15 —0.645"  —0.445"" 0. 887 0.555" —0.540" —0.310"
Agricultural machinery (0. 355) (0.108) (3.464) (0.251) (0. 283) (0.172)
socialization service use
J R i 1l 2 1 2 1l 41 i 1l 2
Householder characteristic
variable
FBE PR AR 2 1l | 4 il 1 Eatl|
Household characteristic
variable
P PEARIEAS fiE 2 1l 2 3l 2 1l k| a1l 2 1l

Village characteristic

variable

3.3 RENen
3.3.1 IHALF

A o [ 5 rp DR R R G AR RORR R T S B 22
RO M R B M | S b AR M BT AT S B
208 WA i AR e A B 2 T A 5 E R 1 M
T AR b e A T AR DR 25 S B b T AR O B A

E2I I N e o S K TS A g DR SR S |
S B bR A D AR S PR A SR B L SR A
M. N 8 I, Joig R L R B A T R
BOd e R E T A DR S B SEIE S SR 5
Bemin k315 T — 2ok W R E [T 45 R B AR
f bk
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Table 8 Estimated results on the impact of agricultural machinery operation services on

farmers’ family land configuration meaning and descriptive statistics

. Bk M i AR LN AT A 37k M 1 AR
e Arable land area Transferred area Abandoned farmland area
Variables
OLS 1V-2SLS OLS I1V-2SLS OLS 1V-2SLS
A WLAL 2310 B 55 1
—0.382"" —0. 449" —0.196 —0.483 —0.091 —0.263"
Agricultural machinery
(0.072) (0.102) (0.143) (0.296) (0.118) (0.127)

socialization service use
J R RRAE AR B 2 46l 2 3hl 2 1l 41 2 1l 2 1l
Householder characteristic
variable

AR 2 41 4 2 1l 41 5 1 2 4l
Household characteristic
variable
A PEARIEAS i = 1l ki s 4l il s 1l il
Village characteristic
variable
i X R 40 AR B 2 4l 36l 2 4l 24l 1l 2 4l
Regional dummy variable
WM AE N 1 306 1 306 281 281 1 306 1 306

3.3.2 BHFIEFE
S ORI ST S5 08 Y R A Ve TR IS T e T
FLAR B T AR 0 A AR PR AS TR 1 [R) 88E, {1 A5 4 DT
e 7 i (PSMD #E 47 Bk Al 31 . 1 56 DA 3 (] =2 43 3k
K o] LLE (B 2) 6 TR P RERF LS 3
Filig 0, A LA 23 Ak IR 55 52 50 21 5 %) HE 20 R AR Y
101

55 % K density
o

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 )
03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0
B [45343 Pscore
— SCIGAH Treal  ----- X E2H Control
(a) PEFECT Before matching

lia) 743 7 X ] A B AT AR K A9 B B i ], R WD R 2 500

SXAE A SE [R] BOCELYE [N o 2 A7 M6 1 45 20 DE IS A 2% 45
R REA S[R3 I PR A 2 L

U A PG 30 A 7 552 6 L R X R 2 AR

B Az O R b 22 AN oMl i R AR BN B R

GEVERN . W 9 P, O R? VR 3% /T 0. 025

10

8

58 K density
N

2
0.4 0.6 0.8 10
{14543 Pscore
R\ T — X IEZH Control

(b) ICHit 5 After maiching

B2 HEXESKE

Fig. 2 Common support domain testing
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Table 9 Test results of balance before and after matching the samples
A th R* LR {4 P WE¥ME  BHE/% R1{H
Sample Ps R* LR chi® P value Mean bias B value R value
VCEE 7 Unmatched 0. 069 117.13 0. 000 23.0 67.6" 0.72
Ve 5 Matched 0. 002 8. 64 0.373 2.9 10.7 1.15

LREM 117. 13 T RE#] 8. 64, #H X N 9 P {H K
0.373, BF RKF 0. 1; ILES M BAE R 10. 7%, &
E/NT 25 s RAEFHVCECHTAY 0. 72 ¥4 hn%) 1. 15,78
JnfE L0, 5,2 T X [a] 5 VCC J5 A9 3 18 I 22 A 23 K
Fes] 2.9, L T W T RE, R AR I N AETE
ZE5t . RAKE VLG W 3 AR T SE 4 5 % e
22 [ DG E A% o 11 22 57 e KRR b A AR T FE A BE 5

fin 2 3d TP R

B s 23 R I AZ DB JC G0 <08 T J6E 0 22 442 DT g F
FTVCHE , 75 1 45 2R B (3R 100, Al LA
3 FRUERECTT 3L T o XA 5 Bt i AR S Bt i AR R
ATT ¥A7 2= /A 50009 2 35 PR KCF %4 P Bk i &%
A B B R R W TR AR 4k TR A5 R B B
U RRAEEE

R0 AEEETERMGITSER

Table 10 Estimated results of different matching methods

. s 1 22
A VE L 7 % S5 4] X} HE £ T1&
ATT Standard
Variables Matching method Treated  Controls o T stat
deviation
FuN 2.00 2.51 —0.50 0.06 —7.92""
1}
PR iR VTS (HF 58 0. 06) 2.01 2. 64 —0.63 0.08 — 747"
Arable land
FTARIC L (k=4) 2.01 2.62 —0.61 0.10 —6.29""
area
AR UTEL (LR 0.01) 2.01 2.57 —0.56 0.09 —6.03""
DL fig 1.97 2. 20 —0.23 0.14 —1.68
/= n|
AR o e (95 0. 06) 1.97 2.10 —0.12 0.17 —0.70
Transferred
ITARIC e (k=4) 1.97 2.07 —0.09 0.19 —0.49
area
AR PERE (FEFE 0. 01) 1.97 2.13 —0.16 0.19 —0.83
L fig 0.14 0.33 —0.19 0.07 —2.64"
. 3n)
BRI #% VE L (47 95 0. 06) 0. 14 0. 49 —0.35 0.13 —2.60"
Abandoned
JEABVCHL (k=4) 0.14 0.46 —0. 32 0.16 —1.99*
farmland area
AR PTTL (FEFE 0. 01) 0.14 0. 47 —0.33 0.15 —2.18"

3.4 #H—HWL

A5 25 T2 B AR LA 25 1k IR 55 18 6 /AR
FARRIAR 28 8 4 P 0 B b T AR 43 S0l EL A I £ )
TE ] 5200 3 5 Y i H [ A P B b 2 R T A )
R K R Fa S AR W 5100 . A P B b 5 S T
A B, — 5 R [ B IR B b AR AR P
() 97 5 o R A H ZINA P ) R 8 R P XA A

AR BEA M R 228 ) B 1) . B AR 3 O
e R B O RS 5 F I e A R SRR E TR 36 0 /8
A HON T 2258 BB DT 23 1 B4 52 e H 8 3 D55
TR ARK PN D REBOR . R PR E
PR by AP 2t T AR AN A P R R DR S B R T
b A B KR T FE TR B M B R ELTE AR A B
PRI BE T A 2019 AF [ S0 i LS AR 25 7
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12,67 42 hm* (19 /2 E) . 5 ZAHX R, B4 2021 4F
FUEE N TR AL 3K 46, 7% . 5 64. 72% [ AR A
FU AR AR UK IH AR AE AR R 2200 . A P EE AT
FAe P RO, 0 LR AR P N 11 U2 B
V0 T B L ) T R R P M LR LA
ELHESE W, MEA AR P SR b LR A SR R ) 2P 4 T
FUEEN OO S A RR AR D M AT R b 3 R R 42
B WEEEA SRS SRR L AL S R
55 Xof TV b XA P B b T AR A ) £ R T AR
Tl XA P, 2 55 2 S XA L P S e XA
B b 20 75 A R A 1% e 350 1 S Rt o 9
R ) R A e A v A O L PR b S R R AT B
il 52 AL

4 HERB®

AT X AR AL AT 23 A0 A 55 5% e e 1 5 e B b 22
BB e ML AT T WA, i
CLDS2018 Fda X #ff 5¢ fi ihd i 47 1 52 30E 43 Ar . 45
WF 58— AL 23 AR 55 X6 4 7 52 e A b 1 AR A
FAk Hb vE R A 2 O ) 5 X A M T AR A
WE LW, B R S B o A R Y R AR 2 ik
IR 55 % T~ HRABE 28 35 A P (0 B b T AR A A b T R
SRR A E A IO WY SREIE S TR AE = T e il
] AR BLAE 2 Ak IR 45 0T DA Bl RRE 28 Ak
FETE 22 () B b, DA T B 1 S0 RS 28 5 L L b A
A B3R 180T /N AR P Bk b k25 L & 0
BT NAR P LA RS REAR AR P G JE A b TR )
Ao A R BLAE 2 AR 55 X T /NAR P 3 b T
HHAG R R Mg, 5=, KSR &,
AeHUAt 23 A0 IR 55 X6 2R o 7 3 il IX A P 58 J2E B b 1T
FEURN Z3 40 by TG FRS4) Atk 3 670 1] 52 ), X e 7 5 [XC
AR PR BE A T R SR 3 I 5 X AR R
RIAYIE . AH LR 5 . o 70 b X0 R 22
e PR 2, A 2B B TR DRt R R T
A PR N ML AR T, e Ah 6T AR g
A b XA P 5K S B Ml TR RR I AT 0 3 R s e, AR
fEME R IR A5 45 AL 2 5 3L ab M9 R 3F T — 3, &
A [l 09 45 5 B Rk

FEF M ARBEIEHE LR BOR AN - — R A
MLt SR S5 BE 4 . DAAHLAE S A0 IR 55 S AR 3R 1 iR
55 B 22 T8 DRy A b RASE 2875 1Y o S b 78, 3 [m] 4
HEA Y 3 R 258, v A AT A b
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