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Influence of Sci-Tech input on the output performance of
aquaculture Sci-Tech park

ZHEN Sining' , ZHAQ Jiahao', LIU Qiang?"
(1. School of Public Administration, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China;
2. School of Economics and Management, Zhejiang A & F University, Hangzhou 311300, China)

Abstract Taking Zhejiang Aquaculture Sci-Tech Park as an example, the stochastic frontier analysis (SFA) and
ordinary least squares (OLS) are used in this study to investigate the impact of Sci-Tech input on the output
performance of different aquaculture organizations in the core area of the aquaculture Sci-Tech park and the impact of
Sci-Tech input in the core area on the output performance of the entire park. The results show that: 1) From the
perspective of the aquaculture organizations in core area. the output elasticity of core areas in aquaculture park is
0. 785 7 and shows the characteristics of decreasing returns to scale. 2) From the perspective of different aquaculture
organizations, the scale returns of farms are increasing, and the scale returns coefficient is 1.020 7. The scale returns
of cooperatives and companies are decreasing, and the scale returns coefficient is 0.870 8 and 0.459 5, respectively;
3) The Sci-Tech function of the core body plays better role in promoting the output performance of aquaculture Sci-Tech
park. Among those core bodies, cooperative plays the best role in Sci-Tech driving, followed by farm, while company
does the poorest.

Keywords aquaculture; Sci-Tech park; sci-tech input; output performance; driving effect

20 fh2g 80 AFARLISK . th T AN ARZ . KRR RGN K R . 2015 4F 3 [ 7K )™ dh 6™ i
BEURA PR L FR S 1 LLFR Sy 327 Il R RN 793942 ¢ A ER AR 39. 7500, JE A ALA

Wk B8 2019-03-31

HATH. BFEARR2ESTHE(71703023) s HE HRFI 234 FHRE b X)) A VE SR H (71361140369) ; 48 # 4 41 &
Al FL R H (FJ2017C020) 5 #1148 BHE T 80824 391 B (2018C35045) 52016 4 E R A E MR AR B HF A A B &
T3 B (2016023 45 5 4@ FRE AR MR 2= 208t 3 AR BHIE A A TR0 5% B 391 H (xjq201515)

W R T B EHR, EE AT BOR 5RO L AR 5 AR B AT BEE5T L E-mail : sereneman(@126. com

WIRAERE . XI5R PR, 4, =8GO BURTSE - E-mail: niumeng1 19 @zju. edu. cn



200 O A K R it

2020 4F 55 25 %

— U T TR S K S ) R R S [, 2015
AR K i B o S ik 281, 8 AL TT , A B A 41
B AL T B AR 0 T A T FR UM A
20 tH 22 90 A= ACTT fh oK Iy #E 3 Al B H el XY 2
B AR SE T A0l A B X4 0F 5% AR X 4 A0, JLF
T RNIGIIR BB ERRS  BhZ BRIy
BT s R L3 5 TR el X7 H i 380 BHE A SR
BRI A B ST B R TE . Beah . 21 2 Lok,
PN T K 7= R 5 7= H SR ak A 7 SR A i 5T
G BN E N O BE PL AT WY AR 7R R AR
(Stochastic Frontier Analysis, SEFA)M Y 18048 40,
#/45 HF (Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA)M (1
Tk o AH B Z XN [A] 2858 F2 A DL K Il B e X
ARG HON T

T I A AN SFA 1 7 2 R385 #5 /h
ek (Ordinary least square, OLS) 43 ] % 25 B} £
XS 7K 7 F5 B R el XA U XA ] 447 H 4k
(R 52 0] DL KOk A el X7 H 41 30 1 520

1 #FREIGR

IR 3R B b R AR R A R S R R Y
b X AR K K R ) BRI AR L
I 77 SRR A2 B R BB S R R, AR A
0 o 4R T e s o 0 T AR o L 4R v Bt £ R B
R U R 58 W 0 5 0 LA B 5 | B Rl AT
[0 T VR G R S U R S @A BE R BIRELE S
W AE A 2R AR B OL T S A — 4
fELI o AR 248 A% B R 2 S B0 R 1 AR
FEW 28 EARM T A e AR 4 A b 25 5 IR e A
V7 F) RS 2 T 78 At 23 77 7 S B P . e A L o 0
SE R R TN U U JE R R AR A
JRURS: & PR AN 25 8 S 2 BB A O B A B
BrishJr . BT Bl S i LU Bk .

H, BRI FR 58 2208 £ R ™ Hh 515K
A 3 B9 IE 16 50

H, 758 bel X A% 0 32 A 5 B 00 A5 41 1M 3t Dk 1)

Hi B R AR AR IR 58 Al 7™ H S 8% B9 1 18]
fle FEAVE el 2%

BT B A R AR SR L — /N4 A
T AR T A PR ORI Ny P s AR BRI
TR s BRI RS T R B A RS
X 485G 5 BT R 3 BRI T B i ok 1 A B E A

o H TR Z AR G5k 28 55 T (19 A B0E B — & 1
GG o B (i 25 ph 3 28 AR ST HEE R — 20, X
BE S A R AR S ATl A R A 388 5 5 4 77 R
BT BA L DT AT B 8 ATl 5 R B A5 B DL
Wreg S ad B K SRR AR B X 2 O 2 i
SRR B AT RUAT 258 I A% O 3 1 B A XY
“OUM e o) AR BT BRI AT L R DR B

Hy A0 X255 AR BB 5 AR B A B} 47 el
DX H SR 35 i e HEAE T

2 E MR XS

K™ IR FE P Bl DX AE BRI SCHF T i o
A% U DX RIS DX, AR AN

DR IX B0 X Hi GRE D 78 55K a9 A 3
fIE A (— =10 4F) , F AR AL % R = 66. 67 hm”,
FHIX>666. 67 hm” , & 5t % it X K I 5 7] 3 24 R AR
PadE. DX H 1 REAG Mk NFEREEE
A BER AR RSB UEU)_E R 3k F) 500 J5 ot b E A
A AL FE B AL IR 58 FR B AR I (TR FR“ %5 357 i
b %l VR A CRaT R 5 1 A1) il B ASE AL £l
CTRIFR“ 277D

2)FR G IX o S X TR 4 i RV VA 7K 380
>>66. 67 hm®, 1% 4t ¥ X F1 55 05 7] DL AR 95 M 28 45 17
WM. ZE EWR UGG SR P O SR P

3 MIRAEESHARESIT

3.1 ARAERTEEE
3011 AEBANKZRFAARLERZS K> G
45 309 % oh

BEBLTT Y 53 A7 5 5 02 — Rl s F 0 0% I 3 05
B %Ok R i Aigner™™ fl Meeusen™  # H , J5
%t Battese ™) | Greene 251 By KN Wt & & . Bt AL AT U
SRR C S U TR A P A E )T
f N FH o R FH B AL AT W 32 3R 3 AT vl AR 7 AL
R E LT BB H R 2R R T —
K7 it o 2 UL A o i 2D X6 K R B R 4 X
H ST .

AW AE S F R 5T 0 FE Al L, 8 B B ML AT
WA 72 R B M 7 15 (SFA) L 20 B B 8 AR K 2
FEFE R HE B DX SRR S . 5 P R TE
(DEA) AR LY, FEAIL AT W 2E 7 oR 8053 BT 7 15 1 — KA
AL T 0] D[R] IS 0 A5 45 S 1) 7 o AR A 7 Rk



5 6 39

KRR T A PR B AT K ™ I8 SR B DX S S50 Y 3 201

2R LA B S (R 04 R A T AR A EE T 4y
Mr B A B R 2 F AR 48 ERBA T LS. bl
BRI 2B 7= pR B A — B T

Y, = f(Xi3Pexplu, — pi) (1
K AKX, i=1,2,,Nst HIER . 1=1,2,+,
T X A AW Y, A= ma g o frfl B8
BEDL T AR e = vi — pea 12 A ALK vl — fBE B
BLIR ZE T, g AL AR TCRECRIN s 0 5 v 4 B AR ST L B
cov(uy s v ) =0,

FE SCUE AR A 2 op L, AR BF 98 2% O Donnell ™
(R BIE 5T 5 K 52 Wi 25056 1) B B 4 AR O 52 A 7 T
AT 149 7% i, 548 A8 e — [ il B0 AR R R AR . SR
W C-D A 7= ok 0% 20 82 r 75 A58, 76 B A B
PR3 i R 7/ F e ol LK VNN G VAN )
PEA 3 AAA L DL 4 DR A B I
X 25, AR 4 ABHERAAE R .

1) o b o f R T R . 7K = SR 0 £0 5 1) B o AL
el B A 0 F B A AR AR R X TR T
KRR A 7 AR B AT AR Y AR BRI LA
o b o 1 3 T B R S B £ 3 A bR AR AR .
o, AR A B 45 4 DB33/45— 2006 K 7= 35 B IR
IKHERC B R ) R

2) 5 it b 3% 5 1AL I it A s 3 R
A TS R, A7 WF 5% 38 I Bt 1k oK B i B 8 3R
B B A PR AR XK PR R B T S I
P A A5k O (s LR BB R B K R
S I TE TS R

3 IRBE W A5 o AR L AT K R
4 ) R 2 56 1 DL B BURT A9 A U S TR B, R
P 57 5 1 it A A ) 2K T SE A iR T
BEREDY L S, FRPE K R B ) AR R B R K 7
Jo (R T A S L DT R ) 1) 3% B 488 3 R 0 )
T8 . AR FE LA ER 5T W 0 34 A R B e 3 il 3 B 1 B
HEEA.

ISF YN TR N BAI e (- B LY LN T N
S E K 7= FR A A SR 1 S, rp K R 22 DA
e PR _ A 5 4 He 3, VA RR 45 IS 348 J2 38 o Bl R B
BRI . 3 A 7 Rk R R R B,
B K B R R R £, LT S AT H 2K O
TR o A LT R AR AR B K S IR E 7 K
st i A R AU B AT s b TSR L AR 5T AR A R
B AR G RO e R E AR A .

it T A 7 e BOR OE 2L SEAR R AT

InYy, = ay +ait+ Zﬁmlnxmn +vi — g (2
m—1

AP Yo, oK IR BE R B XA O AR R 5 X,
K 7R B R B XA O X B AR B A 4 57 5 T
SR S8 TR B HR AL & E &
o £ I AR L i 1k 77 A T AR L PR I ik
BRI R S RO HR | B A b X
o o B RHTEESE Hob p oy B A B
P, XFRZI e, H coviey» InX,;, ) = cov (g,
InY,,) =0,
3.1.2 A RAAEBEAN W S

R TR KRR AR Al SR F  OLS
BRI AT NG . 75 2248 0 = AR BF ST A R
Wit BT T A TR0 B A 0 KR B 4% A R B AR
BEGPRAE T 5 5 X RS R O XA R
49 o SR FH B AL iy 94 S 28 00 50 552 s 7™ 1 60 i 9 7 A
Pt B AEAE 5 A AR XS S . OLS A2 AL B AR JE
{WF -

InYo = a0 +art+ 2B InX, +ei (D
m=1

K.Y, oK™ FE 5 BB R XS R E G XA
T8 4 5 DR o HE Al A% o 7 S TR
3.2 HIEXRIE

E N A R T S R AR (TR R
2010—2016 4EXt 448 11 1 49 A H 325 A~3AL
S AT A A I S 0 B = v X SV R A1
el DX R ASE 5 20 i (A% o0 DX TRT L L A% 0 DX | el [X R
gD M B4 55 8 ) DA KR A (R HE AR R
BT RS L | 2 R G OB B R B & E IR (R
Y AR A FD S,

o 2 U0 TR BRI 37 56 T X 48 148 bR 1
Ry WA A L BRIV a4 g BRAT b B X6 A 24 4 Y
B WA 2010—2016 44 325 A~ BAR ol el X
38 3 B A B T AR SO BT R RE A SR R L R TR A
MR ECE . 325 A BEAR I 3R B B DX b, 3R A
FAk 81 A A EM F K 85 AL A FE AR 159 4, 4y
S B 2526 .26 20 F1 49 %6,

BHE AL T A T B A S AR S I R K R
AR el DX B 7 {H 5 A A S (B AR 1 R VL
AL TGO RS 18 BCHE AT T 08, LA 2010 AE S R
BEAR S FE A3 AT L A s e Ml IX £ 28 0% ke 25 53 6 UK
77 BE B B X S A R A AR ISR R A A T
by DX 400 AR



202 LR

2020 4 55 25 &

3.3 #iRMST

AT K 7= 35 B B L IXOR Rl 428 =
NIRRT 7= X (e W /AT /Ol s =8 = B X ¥
T XA BT AT A R R 1,

DK 7= 25 BB I X 25 5. Wi VLA K
FEIE BB I X% O X #4994 R R 595. 80 J UG,
RIA) 278 3 A 35 58 v R T A7 7R 88 K 25 5 B 1R 4t
R B = . A 739. 51 J7 oG, Hk b A BRI 3R A
Y, 473k 547. 83 Ji Ju A1 539. 17 J7 oG, MEEA
bl XA 7= & SR R 1089, 62 J7 G . DL IR A
Y on B i A e . o 1 171,60 J7 ot HOR R
SVEFFAF L 439 R 1209, 00 T3 JGHl 984, 04
J17G.

2) K P IR R A D XA 2B 5. BRI K
IR B R I X A% L XX 1R B 74, 63 hm”, %
SR 884. 71 Ji ot X 35 3h 18R 273.5 A
AR ZE ERE LA ESBRA ST A L

FAEREZES, SFE L AR K. N 124, 72
hm? s A | B G HRAR K, i 1 137,36 J1o0; G E+t
FEN AR K. N 308 N, AR - HI A T 57
NBAE=REE FERPHHRKR, 5E5EH-AR
SEMA I TP E L S5 AR SR A, AR R
—FE X BB AL 20, B 5L A 43 R A0 i 5L RN A
KB TEGEIT A VEAT AR B A0 i B N T
B g E N B R BN + M A AR S5 3 A
MK .

DL XEHE A BRE K, WA K%
B Rk A% s X A o £0 30 1 RR 7 LR 45, 1496,
FRIE Y B . oA 50. 81 %0 5 Wit Ak 3% A 1 AR N L oA
48.99% AN EIEL T R 73,15 Yo 5 PR W U 14 4 Kk
y126.6 & (B FRIGHom . 301,94 & (B 58T
R R ER B R 2. 35 ML AEM RS . R
2.88 /. ANRIAE FIRTIER AN K HEAM
B A EIEAE R E R

£1 MUFBLE

Table 1 Variables required by models
5 kit 5 R A TG e & e
Variable Variable description Modern Cooperative Fishery Average
family farm company
Y, B XA /05 o8 539.17 739.51 547. 83 595. 80
Y, Bl DX (A% 0 X A 3 DO BRI /J5 o6 1 171,60 1 209. 00 984. 04 1 089. 62
X, et X A/ hm® 47.43 124.72 61.72 74.63
X, AN YN & AP 570. 42 711.58 1137. 36 884. 71
Xy Bl KR T8/ A 280. 77 308. 09 251. 31 273.50
X, A% 00 X 1 s 1 £ 8 TR o L/ % 50. 81 44.71 42. 48 45.14
X; H% U DX 152 il A 35 4 T R oy b/ 26 7.23 43.61 73.15 48.99
X ot DX B3 WS A Bt/ & 301. 94 83.56 60. 28 126. 60
X; A% 0 DRI b B AR T 8 /A 2.44 2.88 2.02 2.35

4 HBREHW

Wi 1k 2 E LA (] AT BEXH AL T A 2
2 gy T HE A SSIERATY (1 25 A8 R A OG R K. TR 4%
A Z AR IR BB AN L o] DU R

3 ORI SRR AR o AR 1 Sy
FEAAR 250 A 2.3.4 S B 358 A VEAL AN

O EARTTES R . BAORE  BORAG T A R A
B1.2.3.4 19K J7{E (Wald chi®) 4> 5|2 224, 33,
226.56.,100. 26 Fl 73. 75, ¥ 7E 1 %K F | B &,
SR AE A W) 45. 43,55, 60,74, 14 F1 53. 09, i &
KF1H¥E IR LB, RS L™
PRIESA T AR LG, BEDLET AT A 7 R B T2 R T AL 3R
B Bl DX S B 7 5 I AR R S



KRS T4 - BHEAE A X K™ IR GE R b DX 7™ ) S50 1K 52 ) 203

x2 TEEXARBER

Table 2 Correlation matrix of variables

AR B

V;ile InY, InY, InX, InX, InX, InX, InX; InX, InX;
InY, 1
InY, 0.211 1
InX, 0.302  0.142 1
InX, 0. 255 0. 026 0. 469 1
InX, 0.302  0.089  0.355 0. 268 1
InX, 0. 079 0.240  0.001 0.059  —0.059 1
InX, 0.101 0.076 —0.138  0.126 —0.058  0.121 1
InX, 0.215 0.230  0.162  0.279 0.258  0.277  0.246 1
InX, 0.111 0. 089 0. 099 0.148  0.124  0.145 0.002  0.138 1
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Table 3 Estimation result of SFA of the performance of governance

structures in the core of Sci-Tech parks

AR i P 1 HERY 2 HRAY 3 TR 4
Variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
X 0.315 0™ 0.293 6 0.377 4 0.167 2*
n
‘ (0. 004 2) 0,016 7) (0.131 3) (0,029 4)
X 0.374 17 0. 444 47 0.493 4° 0.292 3
nxXxo,
’ (0.031 4) 0.121 7 (0. 266 6) (0. 066 1)
X 0.096 6 0.282 7" 0.024 0 0.105 7
NnA:
’ (0.010 4) (0.031 8) (0.039 2) (0.083 8)
0.014 1° 0.092 8 0.058 7 —0.039 8*
InX,
(0.007 3) (0.034 5) 0.073 7 0.017 5)
X 0.053 2 0.033 5 0.110 5 0.003 2
nAs
(0.011 4) (0. 038 6) 0. 020 2) (0.028 7)
X 0.014 6 0.042 27 —0.026 6 0.001 0
NAg
0.012 1) (0. 006 0) (0. 068 3) 0.029 5)
—0.058 2" —0.165 0" 0.157 0 0.066 0
InX;
(0.013 6) (0.039 6) (0.269 1) 0.072 8)
0.011 1™ 0.214 8" 0.270 5 0.044 7
t
(0. 000 1) (0. 000 6) (0. 000 8) (0.000 1)
Hb X FL AR gl ¥4l ¥ 4l oyl
Regional dummies
H E I 2.360 6™ 0.406 6 1.419 8™ 2.159 97
Constant 0.276 7) (0.250 1) 0.257 1D 0.241 6)
u 28. 32 20.73 27. 62 32.41
v 0. 62 0.37 0.59 0.61
hi i K AE 45.43 55. 60 47.14 53.09
Lambda
NI —417. 80 —72.99 —104. 49 —212.55
Loglikelihood
Wald & 1{H 244. 33 226. 56 100. 26 73.75
Wald chi®

TE R 1O AR AR T 5 B8 2.3 4 S35 O FRAE I G AR AL AN R A5 R 15 S N B

HFRTRARHEDR s 0 AR TRy g — R REPLIR Z T, * |

MR ERE. R4,

xx | oxxx AP RIFER 10%.5% 1%

Note: Model 1 is the estimation result of the all samples; Models 2, 3 and 4 are the estimation

results of modern family farms,

fish farmer cooperatives and fishery companies,

respectively; 4 is the term of technical inefficiency, v is the general random error. » , #x

and *%* respectively indicate the significant levels at 10%, 5% and 1%. Table 4 is the

same as Table 3.
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G DX G AR R IE R (R Bk
0.774 9) , FKW], FRFH 7 1) B¢ 4 B BB A% 4 3l B A el
X 25 I 42 T

AT B 5 BB AR 7K ™ 35 FE B el X 1
AKCPA S M T TEG 5 o b o 3 TR B (X)L W b
FEPE AR 7 HE (X5 5 A BB O IX 3R 858 W 4% 4 (X))
XA~ Bl X ) 3 S G 3 OE s R B4 0 R
0.021 6.0.104 5 F1 0. 132 8) . 1] U, , £ 5 3% i 47 1
AR 77 LB AR A= 7 X e S DGR B R AR L A B T
Pt v A Al X 7 AR (A0 DR A R BT R R
Sl EECE (X B S2 AN 1 3, 3 2 5 PR AT R 2 SR i
FRAE ) SCAC R TR 6 38 R L AR B T e
Weie AR .
4.2.2 AHAHEBEANSKEZREAAZLER

Y R T R

AR 7 ([l 9 25 52 0T LLE . A VR A AR
A 5 ARG X SUECR B3 R IE [ 52
Wi, o EER BT T A 1 (X)) R X
SRR 3 IE 1) 52 CGRECK 0.585 00, KM, A 1E
FETE b F A b B A T X ) 7 i F s s VE
G VEA IR IR P IR G R , M A A 7R TS AR

IAZ A X AR 45 AR K 7= 35 58 B 4 B (X
HH G5 I R O T TR 7R b v £ 3 TR o B (X)L 3
Jits A 35 58 AR 7 B (X PREE I A RO (X))
B Al BT AR B 2R R (X ) X A XA A i
5 IE [ CGRES R 0,291 0,0, 170 4,0, 111 1
0,614 4), 1 WL A AVEH AR 3% A A B) T2
A DX 7 R S8 R A A T DX Y 3l RN R A
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R BT DX FRGE PR T A VE AT R R Y 1
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Table 4 Estimation result of OLS of the driving effect of aquaculture Sci-Tech park
A hE P 5 FI 6 BRI 7 FLAY 8
Variable Model 5 Model 6 Model 7 Model 8
InX 0.351 1" 0.457 8 0.585 0" 0.297 7
n
1 (0.128 4 (0.465 7) (0.325 5) (0.205 6)
0.292 0" 0.774 97 0.114 7 0.027 1
InX,
(0.154 4) (0. 450 6) (0.432 8) (0.282 5)
InX 0.046 2 0.020 1 —0.177 7 0.034 3
nA:
' (0.109 4 (0.299 1) (0.221 4 (0. 180 2)
InX 0.196 6™ 0.021 6" 0.291 0" 0.3250"
n
“ (0.071 8) (0.012 1 (0.172 0 (0.123 9
0.145 8" 0.104 5° 0.170 4° 0.039 7
InX;
(0.082 1) (0.055 4) (0.091 9) (0. 145 4)
InX 0.132 8™ 0.087 2 0.111 1% 0.147 9
nAg
( (0.064 1) (0.165 0) (0.068 1) (0.126 0)
0.228 1 —0.329 3 0.614 4° —0.119 5
InX;
(0.169 8) (0.439 9) (0.312 3) (0.318 3)
0.017 8 0.010 5 —0.049 2 —0.134 6
t
(0.102 9) (0.262 9) (0.235 4) (0.191 D
i X 014 41 2 1l 2 1l 5 1
Regional dummies
R —32.995 4 —15.323 3 102.981 1 272.543 8
Constant (206. 767 3) (528.554 6) (473.257 5) (383.768 4)
R 0.217 2 0.438 6 0.642 9 0.329 2

TE B 5 S ARG E R B 6.7.8 733 FR 5 3% B AR AL R B B A T4 2R

Note: Model 5 is the estimation result of the all samples; Models 6, 7 and 8 are the estimation

results of modern family farms, fish farmer cooperatives and fishery companies, respectively.

4.2.3 NAMBBEAMKEFAABZRBR = &4
G A

MBEHY 8 f [l U5 45 5 0T LE L %0 X N 2 )
b 25 7= e A R AU TR A o o 3 T R (X)X L
A7 g o [l X7 Y AL S A IE R B R B
0.3250, HAMEMY AR EH., XEZEHFAA
AL T EAC R I L R E L
30 SR A A AR X 22 A K R Y R B 3L
N EEZE . N E)EIAE 35 B AR I A A g . IS 7R AR
PR

5 ZREBEREW

FEE®
D) M FRFE Pl XA 0 21K 56 FR B A% 0 EAR Y
PR BE 2Z R R 0. 785 7, 5t B RS ik T 28 0 1) R
fik . ] SR A R A 38 K2 B B80™ s/, mT L
TR 2B RE B v A AR . v e v £ T AR
PO (X Bt A % 98 1 AR EE (X 50 K ™ 7 4 el [XC
7 I SO B B9 IE [0 52 0 (R & D 0. 014 1
110,053 2) 5 AT WL o b v A6 F1 30 It A E £ v 37 B Y
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(7 0 35 I Ak W Rg R 5, ek KB A
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2) WA TR 28 32 4K ff B2 25 5%, 57 5l 3 1) FL B 4
P 336 35 RS4RI 2R 880k 1. 020 ) SR AT A R Y
FRASE 4 P 28 s (LA 4 T 3R %k 43 il B 0. 870 8 Al
0.459 5), FI ML EEMREEE EAMEE
RE 6 T 4 b 4 552 58 H R ] Tl 2B 7 . SRR
TEH LI FOLF I A 5 B B 1) 5 2 ik
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SET AR 9 48 B 2L BB K P FE B R
NS =N NP U S AP = N B gV A
AR,

3) IAZ U DX 80 A K A Bl X7 HY 5 250 Y 5% )
B A% DX A Ml B PR AEA B Ak DL S R B PR
Ak 34 i B A Bl XY 7 S SRR BB B AR
. Horh SRR S Ve R b7, TR 5 5
WZ L MIARINE 2, FEENAET G Ed IR0
PR A AR, oA 7= 908 2R S DX SR P R Oh 4
T B AR AT SRV e . S Rl EEST T AR
i oMl B YRR A A B 5 3 R A Y AR R
25 IR HORJE Al sh RO 3 2% .
5.2 BIREW

D) G BRI ) 2B 7= AR HE ) R R L 5]
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158 2 2 RIS T 3t 14 . B B A b o 57 B B R
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or s AR THEE AN K™ IR B (97 HE B2

) K5 A7 BT B 1 B W FE LA 51 BB el X
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