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Abstract

Using the method of Plyakha, Uppal and Vilkov (2012), we construct equal-weighted portfolios and
cap-weighted portfolios from the CSI 300 constituent stocks and it’s found that the equal-weighted
portfolio in China does exist excess returns. Finally, we divide total return into systematical return
and alpha return, finding that the excess of systematical return comes from high exposure to mar-
ket factor and size factor based on the Fama-French model and the excess alpha comes from the
rebalancing of the constituent stocks, which is actually a contrarian strategy.
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ACE S SEUES T, B A Plyakha. UppalfiVilkov (2012) 753, MIFIR300F8 5 B 45 Bk B R =44
BENEAAGETEMUAS, MH10EMARBEEHTUE, RNENENBTHSERERLARAE
BB ARG, 0K BERRE SN RGN Salphaiitzi, NXFAFHSHERSENEHAEGH
Bk IRIR . 12 FlFama-French=HF 37 B 45 R E R T XS H FARERE 75 B T RSN
BEHAWEBMAGEWDS; WO B2 I 18 B0 2R ) S 00 45 SRAE B SSAE A & 18 Blalphask B T4
% () Bh A TR BRI R AT R B SR

K §Eia
LNEHE, HEINNAHSE, Fama-French=H 7%

1. 53|

TR L 25— SO R E FR AL £ 2 2009 AF AT IR KA ETF, JLERERIZ FiF@ KA FE%L,
PRI EEAEAT 20 W, R HR MR E SN 5%, 1255477 b i HBUEAR 1 ) SR R Fe R0 4 i 1 2
H, FESI8 7 A SO R H0™ S AT KA . PTIE S RCE SRS, 2 ) T ST E IR B — P A
(FRE RS 7%, RARXRAR A G T T A O IR E N B e A, B e S O A I
BEATVRRE, CRUEREAS BT IREFT R A 55

FaEEE G KL= sk O, B2 50 4EAR, bR R FEEL A m 4 T bR dES /R 500 FEH, AHRR
AN, THTH FAF LT UAAREY /R 500 FRECNERESFR I e A0E 6. AIRLLE, T E B — B & 4R
Bepe s TH A ERERE. S8R SR, B 2014 )3 5 A LLFRHELE K 500 H 5k BR bR 1 1 ik
G i OIS 1 483570, DATTE IR EOA BRERFR 0 (18 e 75 2 3RVE Bl A 38 20K 21 T 6 J11L3E T
TAE IR B AR A0 M A2 0, L 32 B R ] s 25 S DR DU

1) WEIAUR — AT 2 RN E A g, OO AR I 5 3 2%

2) Bt shes, ARS8 3h 5 Al AN B (1) 43 Iid (rebalance) ,  Ft PASE i iX — SR IE AN AE IR
ARG SR, BRAEFTIARAT . WS I B R A3 IR DR R0 = B At 8 R A 2 AR R 2

3) MEINAUA &R T ER KA A TR E. BT EEERRSIEE I, TR
75 2T DL R ZH G IR G 20 B 6 0 B AE R B M a8 7 b, AT R B i o AR

4) TEFRIERIBEA L e AL, —/NME R 2 TG (B, W &) BahEm T 2
PRI i A (RD,  ¥9ME - 7 ZH0R R A Al)

IR 1)~3) F& R BT A i T R IR e B A A5 A2 BNE ST AT, TR AT AT AT . (H SR DY
S R B3R T 2 BRI SR R A R TERR IR 1 2% 40 T B8 BAL (bL Anie 2 2 IR IEZS 23 A7)  FEB S tHE 57
W ZIELR AT AN BRI R R, R T E AR B 75 2 S 4 A I e — AN AR AL

Haugen il Baker (1991) [1] I 7T IUE B T ELINA$E 0% 2H A RIS & 76 A 2 3 b e e e 414 - Arnott,
Hsu A1 Moore (2005) [2]4 tH7E T 0 s AEAE MR S AR OL T, TR IR ZH & 23 0 B FE 2 ) B8 e AE MM RS e v
FEHIEEE |, TS S R S AR B EE . Hsu (2006) [3]58 3 HHIE B & I T A6 A 2o, T
EIMRAERRRRAE, /AR RIER, Wi mEFRERE, (ot 2, mEE i Emar



P, TR

i) 72 A IX PR

X TR IR ZH A 1) et & ISR RCEE 5% 58 240 A T 461 - Block A Dan (2000) [4]3@ 5t SIiEsfF 7o & B, 41
AR Gl 7 R RS CA A AR . MATEREE T R E A E R R F RS, RE4ER
SR SRR 2 A U I 51 22 2 2 T T ELIIA 4L & « Mequarrie (2008) [5]7% 31 5 B EE 4% 5% (1) L S
T HE AL A . Amenc. Goltz 1 Sourd (2009) [6]PAfE ¢ (AR #EY /R 500 FE%. ZEALE ARvE Y /K 500
Fa BRI B IR HES R 500 FRECHIE FLRRIN, BRER 7 M 1998 4E & 2006 4Filr 9 fEMI R, R K
PR R S o, I E AR B Sk, AESERTE IR EU R A % . DeMiguel s
Garlappi 1 Uppal (2009) [7]A&ILAEAEF8HMREA SN s B R 22 0 T BN BUE 2, IF B A T He
— RHIAR AL I ¥ P e B AL . Jacobs. Muller A1 Weber (2014) [81#4iX — KBy & F 1 H e i Bds £ A0
B4 & . Plyakha. Uppal Al Vilkov (2012) [9]4& ¥4 H 15— e o3 I A A L 45 5 B I AL 20 & AR
o, HHASEU AR . VUK alpha FIE I LA W28 T 538 . ARG MATTIA A P 2 WAL & 22 S 6 R A AR«
SR R O R G RS B v 1 R i RN O SE AL A RO B I SRR TR AR R T R A
alpha.

JUE [ A3 SR E R A S L LR B, (E [ P 3 T T (R S AR b . BEEE G XK I
HABT(2014) [10144 % 1 JUANFR E 17 34 G037 DU HRE0T 70 0 5 4% Ge it i AE AR O AT Lo, 25 k90,
A T RIG0H TSR EIN R I A S e R T AR, 45 5EAMIBE ARG RA TN G . B0
(2014) [11]WF78 T3t A i3 M\ 2000 43 2012 43T 12 FF YR i 2 s, F FAWCRR - XURS: AR RGBS
B R BRI LN B SRR T W, i fe R ISR A A Ml 45 2 W 3 b i T I A A

ARSCHEFUR) 2 H BLE T8 I SR A M, SRR ST S B Fa B AR e R AR [ IR SR T 3 2 0
H, A AR M SR A 58 B A A CER 18, JETESEE P 5 R E QI EE AR E S, S
GRS A e SR E A A ST E AU AT L, SRJ51E8H Fama-French = A7 557
SR X} B ATIAL 2 7= A 1D DR R R AT AR RS, R 3R HR A DG

2. tAERISIUESTHR

T B B A AL A AT AR IR 5 AU 2t /RS R B BEAT SAERS LE 73 i, 0 = AR e 704
PRSI AT+ RURS T HEUL 23 0

2.1. \RFTESEIT

A SZAE A 32 B2 Plyakha. Uppal #1 Vilkov (2012)f7775, MIFTE 300 $i& %5 i s 7 i b BE AL
ik 100 R SRS AL i A E A A ST E AU A, DAEE H 2005 455 H 1 HZ 2016 46 H 30 HI
H U R T TR B (PR 300 T8k A H U4 2005 4E 4 H 8 H, Kbk B & A J5 13— AN H oA
G H)e N TIRIES BT 45 R A ST B AR R R ZE 2, AEF 5047 1 100 IRE L HhFE, SCuFZs R H
TR SRR R 100 ChRESS B 1 BCT 1
2.2. REESRIEHRATE X

A8 — R 50 RS R 18 ARt LL A & S AN &, XISt & F AR n] LAy MR
=%,
Li&Ei=L7n
1) HECPER SR RIS R s 2 e, SRJ5 B DU 2
2) RGP RE . FT B R T 57 (Sharpe (1964) [12]. Lintner (1965) [13]#1 Mossin (1966) [14])F1=[X]
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FH Y (Fama-French (1993) [15]) 5 Hi v Hi XGRS PR - g A 1 0 30 43 WAL 2 o
3) alpha W25 o FE T~ B PR A6 0 A = Rl TR R -5 HH iR AR R Gtk U 25
4) BEWETR . DUESE 12 A AR, TR R 2 A 0 B ICE = T T EIA 2L A R (] A

R R

5) FrfEz. MTHTEIE RIS,

6) fWSE. FHTGeitieas 2 Al 1 fim i s ) AR

7) WeRZ. MRS AT .

8) M A[HH(MDD). M THiEAEES: 12 A NIRRT A o 2 o [WAEME V R IRA
[ERL

_LTA \ (Tl) —1tx
MDD = T-13 l_zl;tlmnaz(fzq{oyv (TZ) l} 2

RS 25 H AR

9) BELLFE., FRBBEHEGRAZ RO, 272 /D AR .

10) AL LA . 5 5 I LA KA, (HAETHRB BN 2 & PR AN R ARt 22, T A2 FATHREZE (DR)
11) FFERiG R . O 2 G R B R G XU B SR 15 B A A

2.3. HAERMxTEE
AT 3o 6T S IR 2R Fa AR B R4, AT M B = AN T A R 34T 5 B

2.3.1. WaRtE ot

A WG RO SRR A 5 AU & AR RIS SO0, B TEbs F AR JA
W, TR TR RGN AT o K38 ST =R PR R G o I e DL BGRB8
B . BT G2 NYPER 300 R A B HEAT R A 22 1) N=100 55 RCE 2H & ST E IR & . B
FEIX A 2005 4£ 5 1 H % 2016 46 H 30 H, Lit 134 M.

BN A AV O, BRI SRCEREN SN 100 R B B AL E 4E5F
FERSEIIKST, BT B AR Bk 2 51 R (AR 5, @ISO T8 A B R — R T E U & A
BSR4 T I AE T E 2 b, — MO0 T R TR sh e G B mr, fEFRE R T 5 e R AT R0 i 52
Va2 4b, R A T8H0F o B DR il B A R DR R A AR B B A AR R . AR A R R S
B TR BIBRIT, AR SCH TR B o B R BE AL 3% ) — R R B e .

VR 300 I IR AR A — IR, FRBUR S IR B A AL B A 42k B wind #idiE . EXCEL
HBEAT BEALAMAEAE A 100 A N = 100 IR ZE 751, SRJG 4% M8 b ST BT ik oy Sl b s S5 AU 20 & TE AU &
SRR AH B U R AR AT DU LS T LAFS ) 100 MR EUE, FIX 100 MERUEARFEE AR A S
FLER, W L. HE H spss ECATFEAR T k4o k30 uE pi A 205 U7 045 Hh IS Fa b e AR AE B3
ZES, 2 LIS A IEUE R R p fE.

I 1 g, FRATAT MR B = AN

1) ZRUE M A WA RGBS T IS . oISk G, TR IR & H 4 B T 1
Wi R 17.51%, 1MSEACEH & 14 P as Rk 34.94%, HRTE 2t TRIE—R, HIEESHM p
BN 0, FREREME T EEm T HEMAAES . SBESRIIERE, 1F 68.8%M1H I T
R A Pt R B i T T E AU S . RUAENRR T G A, Bk AR AR A K
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Table 1. Profitability analysis of weighted combination and weighted market value
%= 1. ENELHESHENEAENEE ST

MR 5 A HT MR GRS fE
I TRAT (FF)
TEIRAE EREAE TEMRAEE SENEAE
0.1751 0.3494 0.1739 0.3388
el
(0.0000) (0.0000)
0.2170 0.2257 0.2170 0.2257
REGMHEEEGEET)

(0.0742) (0.0740)
—0.0419 0.1237 —0.0431 0.1131

KT alpha
(0.0000) (0.0000)
0.1658 0.2198 0.1658 0.2198

REHEEEET)

(0.0070) (0.0070)
0.0093 0.1296 0.0081 0.1190

=HF alpha
(0.0000) (0.0000)
0.6880 - 0.6782

BERIIE
(0.0000) (0.0000)

e L BT EREA S S WS B8 SR BN F], B HSE 5 A AN TR, A SO /KT 4ERFFE 0.5%0H0 EFR, b A<z
Sy BH, SERHIAE 5 A RIAE 1.5%0 /5 i o 2. FEREAT SLRL TR AL [0l VRIS B WM E AR TE SR S AT 70 2k 24Kk B Resset <@l .
HrJe XA A< H 2005 4 5 7 1 H A 2006 4 10 A 7 A=A A Hh R ARAT 2 022 1A % 2006 4F 10 A 8 H LAE M Eif#AT1E 3 1A
EDNVARBOR . TR A A BT 3 8 SR U T E B a5

2) KT alpha Y a1 25 56t b B e 2 . TAE AN ZH & (9 B DR alpha J2& Ui, 1 S5 AN R 40 & 1 L
+ alpha 153 | 12.37%, T {EMAH &8 = H T 1656 M3k s, = [F+ alpha W&k B b A A I 1)
gEOL, SERUE LA ) =K T alpha Was LTINS & s T 1203 Mk s alpha 2 itk B 2 1) 22 S
72 J5 SRR (1 R

3) SAUE A A RGPS B T AL

PHEER. HHEE PR, SNEAGHIRGHIEE N 22.57%, i i EINBA A A 21.7%, BEK
TENEAE. HE =R FERARAG M KRGS, SREH S RS A (21.98%) L T AL
HE T RGN 25(16.58%)  H! T 540 M5

gi b, SREAA T EIAUE A RS A G R R I, FH B R A R R 22 DR A N S i 25 2 i
NARG R WA alpha U a J5, FRATTR 0SB0 20 A 10X 0 40 WA 2 24 o T T A IR 5 i %o A AL 2
TR 2 (12 S5 A E 40 A T 11 alphas

2.3.2. RBEsHr

ARHR 73 A R X T AR A A 45 5 S B 4 5 B RS 2 AT BB Ao B FE AR AT G R DU A e
(RDFRAEZE) WERZ. P UL K d K Iml 4o

AR INE 2 fi. kT NRIBEERME, HitHIER L

N HEATEER 2 2 PR R EEAT —— XS H.

1) Bk KE, SREHAEWERERSZEN 1.2011, THEIAE G5 s %N 1.1623,
PUEAL A 2% 388 Nl Hop ERFH. B, SRS ISR Em T i, 525 AT
BB BT LRI ANTE
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Table 2. Risk analysis of weighted combination and market value weighted combination
2. ENEHESHEMNAEHNRE S

HIRRAT & RASHT HIRRAL & A5
RSP AR ()
RIS ENELE RIS ENELE
1.1623 1.2011 1.1623 1.2011
WHE
(0.0000) (0.0000)
0.5667 0.3557 0.5667 0.3557
W PEE
(0.0000) (0.0000)
~0.0964 -0.0712 ~0.0964 -0.0712
g
(0.1260) (0.1260)
0.6861 0.6546 0.6908 0.6590
=P NCIE
(0.0208) (0.0208)

2) FERCEAL G IIESRED 0.3557, THEINEUAL & Uy 0.5667, (KT EIES, HpfHE#, &
VLI SEBCE AL G AU R SR AT SN B, KU AR B

3) SERCEZ A AR T I E I B & (ERHE T /D), P AL B R 28 2 2 i Al BB Y
MURAEEE S /N REERAZ, AR p ERT 0.05, HHPIHKMZERIFARZE.

4) KPR KSR A E B ESHMMETER L — . PR ALE KRR B T i E AL,
HpaEF. &2 hryHc R BIHU AR 2008 B AL, BT i RIS A RCE 1 KB AR SRl
b ARG RN 2 T RE RA ST, TAFAE AL A XA B B RO E AR A, B T
RIBAE AL e 5 I BRI e RO 2/ T i AL A 5

A B, SRCEH A RS AR Al A T I E A A, W AN G L (LB BN, AR L
TR RS T E IR G

2.3.3. MR 2

FEXT KBS A a7 ASEZ TS SHUR G, ARHR 70 A TR WU 5 sk Bk R Aok, 25 i AU 1
BIGMU. BATHE QN =ANMabs: B, RIGIEILENRFREHILER . X =AM8ia a2t T4
AR K . AT IR DL S R Gt XU o 15 H I 45 R e 3 oo

I 3 B, WA HW T =AM

1) SMEAANE SR m T ENE A . W ERATR, WTENAE A ME SR 0.1206,
ENEAEGME LR N 02618, miAIE —fF2, H p EIEECAY 0o XU EERE A A 5078 XU Bt
A WY LT T E I A

2) MRRIELLRRE, WEIAH G —fEPrEUE R 0.1904, SRCEHAN L HESH T 1.4 i,
ViU 5 R AT R, SR E A A I S KBS SR AR R 5] 7.

3) T VA L Fe AT B 12 B R G AR R AN B, XTI FE AR HEAT T bE R I AEA EE AH A (1 R B T
e, HAFEH R R T EIMAA &1 2.2 £,

AR LA B =N EAR AT L2 SR, SR 2 A XU T B 38 2 0 T AU A o RIS AT —
ANEEVER R, SR E LA ER R B A R

3. XHBH AR
B H AN, A EU S AL 5T AL A AT TR PR XU B 2 = Ay T

()
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Borr, BRkU, SNEASSTENRAESHILEE M RBNS . Ba, SREASHZMIS
IR T HONT AR AR e ? it A SO/ RIS 7 9 R Gt EE 5 alpha Yiat, B AIX
P A5 T R A H S AN L 2 R A B A R

3.1. BERG MW

ARy, FAT5I NE 3 Fama-French =K1 R AR 8 R G MW S IR U . Fama A1 French (1993)
WATEE SRV I Z AR S, BT RS B 4h, MU DR FORIK I 178 b PR 3R e T k7l 24 )
TERFIBE ) RS RFAE A 2B A, i = R PR T

R(t)-RF (t)=a+ B[ Rm(t)-RF (t)]+sSMB(t)+hHML(t)+e(t)

Horpe R(t) Erdlam A%, RF () LR FIZE; Rm(t) ZoamizliaiZ: Rm(t)-RF (t) ATl
YA R R s SMB R R R IR ;. HML 2RIk I i A LL R 1. HA M AR Zk B TR N =
100 [IZH G YR 28 RN, T4 IR o T D1 - S K] 00 K T 717 4 LU B51 7 7T A\ Reesset <6 R84 P b EL
AR, AR EA A ST EMAA SRR AT RS, SR8 RnE 4 s,

B 4 ER, e DU I = R AR A RS AR AR R AR A, X TR 4L A
AT JE ) R2 4 0.9828, Z5RUE A R2 v 0.9736, M =K AR a] DU R4 U 3 7 K 2 5
(R NS

N TR RV, FRATTR—— X LS A E S5 T E IR A 5 = AN R R 7 1) S 35 B 5
S,

1) T ANA LR &0t T 37 UK R 1) R FR AR N 1.0118, SR E 20 A (0t T 37 KU R - 1 2 FR AL
1.0478, REm T EINAS

>4

Table 3. Risk return analysis of weighted combination and weighted market value
7 3. FNEAESHEMNEAE NN 54

HIRRAT & RASHT MR35 A5
NS €L
A E SENELAE TEIAHE SNEHE
0.1206 0.2618 0.1198 0.2539
H¥h®x

(0.0000) (0.0000)
0.1904 0.4571 0.1890 0.4432

RIEFILER
(0.0000) (0.0000)
0.1415 0.3174 0.1405 0.3078

WEHILE
(0.0000) (0.0000)

Table 4. Regression results of Fama-French three factor model
< 4. Fama-French = EFHRE EYFLER

He alpha MKT SMB HML R2
R 0.0093 1.0118 ~0.3760 0.0375 0.9828
TEmRAE (1.0000) (1.0000) (1.0000) (1.0000)
R 0.1296 1.0478 ~0.0519 ~0.1067 0.9736
sRmas (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

)
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2) THABIIRCEH & 6f FUASE R 7 (1) 2 5% A% P —0.3760, 11T S5 A0 3 2H A %o BUASE PR -7 ) 2 5 742 i °-0.0519,
19 5 25 R SRR AT e R DN B SR R 300 48 B Ry 1B, AUKEE I N 3, BT BN B A ROB AN B I
{ERE S B 2 5 R TR F) % R A B B By T (A AL 5, WIS RE A S E T2 B At
LA BN RS b

3) THAE IR & R 7 ¥ 2% B AR D 0.0375, T SRS 2H & IR i FR b Ui, X 10 I S5 EE 41
ERH EC T B ANAS AL A S A ) T e B K T T 8 U RO BRI SR, 2 R S A 2 A R B A s v
R

SRR, S G S WAL A AR LEXS T KU B -« RS - 2 B s R R R A, X
Y EL IR 1A 2 SR R L TEARG, T 37 XU, B MU ] A B AR S A 2 5 (1 R A AR S VWA

3.2. 8% alpha Wz

M1 AR, =R AR RS E A BB AL A 75%K B T alpha IANE], TR A 25%:k
H B ARG MERR . Rk, A0 FA R B AT alpha I 34T 18RE . 1E& VN alpha U 26 K B
THARESR RSB ENEAGZHT “RERIE” , UHERER MR BT, HAEHE
HRCE B, 4R SRR S MR AT R Bk, AMRIEH S T BCE TR,
TS A S oA S A S S SEAA AN E A RS X P CSEARSZ SR SR A A
A T HE =1 alpha.

N T BAEFRATIRE AR, ASCHET T W0 N AR M SR E A A RS R A — kB R 3 N H
PR — R4 6 M H B, RIEWELH S alpha & S FIE AR N, 13 45 R 5 fis.

ZRR A R LS AT — 5, BV IR R A — IR RS IR R T B S kw7 A T B s 1)
alpha Wgai. FREIR, MR IR /NE] 3 NMH —k, SHEHA S =KT alpha i 12.96% %
F) 8.67%; AR/ E 6 ~H 1IKA, =[XT alpha B#% K% 5.93%.

Table 5. Regression results of Fama-French three factor model
%% 5. Fama-French = & FHERI[E Y345 R

TR
B TEAT (4F) 14H 3MA 6 A
TERAE ENEHE SEWEAE ENEHE
0.1751 0.3494 0.3404 0.3460
PR
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.2100)
0.2170 0.2257 0.2303 0.2207
REGMHEEEET)
(0.0742) (0.0690) (0.0740)
—0.0419 0.1237 0.1101 0.1252
KT alpha
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.2540)
0.1658 0.2198 0.2537 0.2867
REHEEEET)
(0.0070) (0.0000) (0.0070)
0.0093 0.1296 0.0867 0.0593
=HF alpha
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
0.6880 0.6710 0.6930
BERIIE
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
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MAZSEER AT H 1 — N E B 1R, SRR AL & A alpha oKk B T3 I A8 2 AR R A AT O
Feskms, BN Sk AR o B R TR, SRR A R TR, XM 5 — M IE SR 1 S 8% 5K
WS LE A BT b A R

4. EREEW

AR SC M SEE 3 BT N T A A A5 AR A 2 A i3k 4T ELASERIF 9T o

1%, ACIEH Plyakha. Uppal 1 Vilkov (2012)f) 7772, MIREE . XU 5 XU 8 B0 3a = AN 4 F it
ITRTEE A HT o S5 RIS DR TR AR 22 (R I AN SR o R R e MU R R alpha R G, SR
LA BRI T 3 2 YA 2 280 v T TR EEL A, T B A 25 DT R 22 1) A S AN 2 & (1B AT alphas SEANEE
A WL A ) A I 0 23 ey, LU B T {5 (48 %o L) BB /DN, E AR i 175 100 T P 2 B2 W A1 T (IR ZH 4
DI IR, RGO, SRR GHRRE, SR A 1 XU 7Y 26 5 25 0 T T e & . IRk
XA — NV B, SR A HOK e B A e

FR, RSO B R Rac PRI S alpha Was, MIXPEAN 75 T 43 AR 2R S5 A B 4 A 5 TR AL
HAF L HBH R kIR . 18 Fama-French =[R7#E47[E1A, 45 58 R 37 XU R 1 AR IR -1
AT R SRR LA AT R GRS s T el 1 S R B A ) ST 45 SR B S5 AN R 4H G ) ER
alpha K B T 85 5 ) 30 25 T 2 3ok R P A T 1) S 7 SRS

gi b, ASCEXEAE M G S5 GTEIAA W SR R B, SR H5 H A [ P Sad
BATN N StEgiiEmB G, KBRS A =, H Fama-French =[] )94 %ﬂT
SR EMAEAAER B R RN R N, SRR R R RIS T T HEZ RE AR,
IEFEGnl, AT VRN P2 H R SR E TR 5 i, I 2 — 2o 5 A R A e 8 i, X
— R T AT 3 TR AT DR A 5 3 R U SR R PR R SR W] S R
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