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Abstract

Based on China’s provincial panel data from 2007 to 2017, empirical research is conducted on the
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impact of public participation on the water pollution index and the impact of public participation
in different regions on the water pollution index. The study found that, in general, the public par-
ticipation index has a significant impact on the water pollution index, and the increase in public
participation can significantly inhibit the increase in the water pollution index. Among them, pub-
lic participation has a significant impact on the water pollution index in the eastern region, while
for the central and western regions, only the volume of public letters and visits has a significant
impact on the water pollution index. In addition, it can be seen that the laws and regulations
promulgated by the local government have no significant impact on the water pollution index,
while the regional education level and regional economic development level have a significant
impact on water pollution.
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1. 518

R /K5 e 1)l — B2 R E A B A B — A GO, EREA TR H SR, Kih
VAR IR R R ERA ) . E R, FEIUA KIS Geif BTSN 2 SR 2 DLBUR 9 3 S R B[], 78
KGR FL T BT 30, BB DIBURE I M EOR T RO, BV BURIEMN . #EATITBUE 155 2]
EHER, BEREARS SBORKERANIEE, 2 RESNIERAEZ A SIS 5, K5
FRBEPANRS SO EE R, EASMENGEREST, 1RA L Z A /KT Reh B
BEAT OB, TR —FioK s Geia B B R VR AR R3], ZEPRRVA B R [4], BUN T TG Gt B
2 ERRIHEZE QA on@s, MARS5KIGHE EICEE R 2 AT UK TS Gen BN S i) — AN 7
e MA, KRB EIAT NS HIERIKITR? AMRS SRR RNDUIRE B S8 3R A S
HRBAEKIG RGP AR 7 HEAER]?

HHE H ARG EA B P I A RS SERIFA IR, ARS 5 HEIRIERE B LR ANRS S5
IR R A LA, AERPKTIGREa B RE P AR € IR B R EVERS PR HECE i
FE AR RRAPICR S = AT I A A UK QR BT A RS SR A RO KIS G R E
ARELIRNHTFOKIG GAR B B A RS 5L 20T AR X 2 TR K TS B R B A G RR . IRl
AT DUt JE KI5 b B A kS SR, AR Tt PSR EDK IS e B EERE . PTBL, AR
FESEMANTTH A — R ARS SRR R TA R . R ANRS 5XKIG R
FETAAAE X T 5 o IR il R (R PR R A A T 3R 22 0 2 MAOKTS Bh PR HERE

2. XBRERR
2.1. BEEHR

JESTH . ZFIFE (2020) [SIAN A RS SHEH EBR B h A E MR EEREM, AN ARS S
AR AR I QAR T DA A BUR IE BRI — FA 28 4h 78 SR LA RS S X BRI TS Jedy
FERRREE IR, AER DO AR AR X PR S ReHEBCR LI BRIt E o A kS 5 BRI N EUR 2R
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B2 G A PABETS G BB B PR TS AeHE G AR R, I A R BU A B Lk AL
Ji T .

WS WIHRS5(2015) [61AN TR K I HESCR UL R AR S0 T A RS SR R & T T
bR SCA R A S B BT T 7K BRI G A AU P8 e vy T HLAd P s AEURF LR 77 1
AT I ORIEERE A RV “ P REH I GRS, BURFPELTS ein BEHH B AR
EHMRKR, WHIBUFHEAT A BORE D), WS G B — 2 f@hER], Reis g i &
B

R56(2019) [TRANA RS S5 ReW B /KING ., R IEF M VAL BB IR B R . ARS HX)
UM SRR BCR ] E EAFAESR AL, et 1 IR EBUFA SR E R A RS S5 EA S, RRIEAIR AR
FHEI]. BUR BTG T B b el BUR IR ISR B T, s IXATBUG T SR 7E— e R E b 7 1 [X 36
SRR, TBUMRE A E R R AP BCE B A FIMX A RS 50 BRI AR 5 76 B
BULIIFEMAAN ] o

EERN §2(2021) [BAN=FAMIAES 55 EIRF LV BkE @5 B SR EIS) X X k3t
BiR PREUCA & BERANRIRGEN . JE AR S 5XHETH XSG BT — 2 KBMRAER], A%
PRELE XS XIS B B ST B oK. AN, R 2 Ok B I 2 5 0 M BURT PR 54T EUR )
PRI ER B S, £S5 57 BUN P EGE BRI )2 ML, DAL SRSl 7 BUR PR BT G
JTTH A A AL -

ZFIAE, RIEAK(2020) [9AN A RS SRR L A BB R e LM BN Z R — 2 SME
M, ZRNRS GAGRT AL RAEHER, RS SHIE; —RNESIR,
FERIB N RS SHERI AR, BAREAER R, HEEEE IR R R
WERPANS S RIBEA YRR B2 IE OSSR A IS 5 (2300 47 B3
IS s 7 FEN EURI DA S O PR 284 B R R R, (BN A] SRR (= IR B80A 2 355
M o

2.2. XENFN S8

g bpmik, REZFHELEAEIRHBARS S 8 EERIER B0 . H TR 2 BSHEs 7t £ 24
HAEXT A RS 5 BT KRUT AR, FEARS SNBUFAT N, PR RS 5 A FELIX K5 546
BRACR MM L, A RARS SR FTE GG G e o e b . bR BRI A, AMRMEA
IRIE AT RPUKTS Gea BLIA A5 RBOR I, T KIS Qe Mia BA 5 IR ZI M ER, e (X KA 85
FEAE AR RAER, SEMEmIEA NS S MBRFER, T H T E P SCERE B WA AR A R
RAIABE TG QRS AN R T BUH B A BEE B 2 5 A R — AT 7. (BE NI SRS T A RS
5 KI5 G FERE AN FAR 734, TR A RS 55X KIS AR B R SE R Fe b . JE Tk, A
BUEIE CA SR OB BTt — 2 R, WARS SMENIK, BN RS 5XKTGRAR 5
MR 34T SR 2 TE P [ AR AR B U 28 AR S 5 1 /K5 B B3 T (KT ROR

3. TEIEMSHRBILE
3.1 FEIEBEGIHER

ASCEHRIEIGE By 2007~2017 4F, RAA &R, H56, RYE (RESHEE) Frkiug
PET S, R AR EAE MBI BIEAE 2007 254 A A0, B0 2007 44410057 W BOAME RS ST H
B, T BOASE R SCHAE N — AN EE AR R, X TASCHIB TR A EE R, IR 2007 4£2
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Jrv BB 2 AR il O T RSP E . HLOR, BROKHERUE R RO B AT A A 80 R A 2004~2017 4
Mk, L) LVERBERE ChESHHES)  PRASHERYE. (PEASEZEHEE) o CRER
BitE ) &2 AN RIE A CIE B W B X R KHRSUS &, 2018 4R Ja (IR AR AT A, Dl (1 i
T B A REAE 2017 4E 2 o ARIEHUE AT IRAHE . Ble AT LS 2 T k5508, O 7 Bl 103 & Pk
AT e R AR, RSO EE e B R BE R AT RE A a2 B ORYE L R 2007~2017 4

311 WRREE

KIS HARE . ARIEH SR 7T, K 2 BOKTS BeWt FOM SC STHRAR N 26 T JROK LS B (2 /e
R HE R A =07 T BB SN X RS R AT E . R BOR B (PR SHHEE) - (P
WEFERE) « (REMEEGTHFES) 2007~2017 521 30 M. AR IX . BRI BRKHIE . ot
EHCE . BEHBCESE (G A RTINS IE LX), AR (R DA A H 2R ks B
f4(water pollution), {3 F] =/ MEIRRERGRAKIGH:, BA —ERRAEM G, ik 7 AU #—
FRFRRAL KIS G BREE -

312 RBTE

RO R NAMS 5185 KISEES AR HEAEFEEMG, AMRERE R E0
SR BRI T KGR 2 oD T H SR, AT, TERESE. ANSS5HE0RE, —hm
ABRTFARBEESEKGYEE, 55— J7 HAA BT BURER A AT B KT G 0] 4R H R 2 AH B
MBS, DAL KIS YRR RE . (REBEKTG 4R . ST HRTIRE M, B A NS 5
B BN =G0 E, AXMETIE (publicl). 244 C A K HIFMRE Z 50 (public2). 244E ORI
PR RIR E A (public3) . [T, ARAEECE KAk, BEA RS 5K GG E M 7 AR E 3 BEaRE
MR RREE. b @ ARIRZE. BMEER. BiERIM SRR, 12369 7 G254 %57 2\[10]. AL
AR B IR YR IR 1) (P EPAERAE L) df) 2007~2017 fEEHRES . Hid, AQSUiEAE 2016 12017
FERIHARE B A DK IR 2% 7 AT B A RS SN BIRM R, ARG, 12369 FEFRE. HFECHH
PN KM CRIE R U O BB I R R ChEPREAFLE) 3 mr DS H .

3.13. HftiEhEE

1) BUFZ 5484, EKE3REY, BURNSS5HEAR T SAN, BUNFS SFEERR/MEE R Rk
FKTG YR ERR LRI/, 7RIS Gt BRI AR BE 0k R KT YRR FE R I 49 B8 ALScE A=, bl
X T K TS Geta B RN A BRI E o DRI B R AR & YRR 1 b 7 MR
T (law), &L T BUR AU R 7 1 5 IR SR, 7E— B FR R LR, AMUEIR S A A
(A AR TR VE RN B AT R, 7E 59— 5 T R R R A A R T IR R B 5 Ry, BRERiR
HERPHAE TAKG AR — 20, 28R TE CHEPRSFEE) PO B, £
B ) S AT S S, 58 LR VE RS e EAT OCBRR] “BREE” FNPRE 1A 30 M T I S sk
Tt PR SEAT UL 11 22 1 (case), FASRAT AL T SR A 048 1 /KI5 G i T AT BOAL § S84, X T oK e BAA —
FAHIVE o 2B RIE T 2007-2017 AR (R EIAEES) [11]. 2) WG HE/KINH A4 58 A% 5t (water
project), JAERIH /KA BT H AR S AR G140, VA B KT H B AN WG n,  RURE VA BEE
IKTUH AR 2, DU K S Jeia B AAERER, fE— @R LAmH] T K5 3. 3) HilX KgAK
(GRP), FI&HIX A== GMER IR o WRIEAHKSCHRIT AT, — ROk, b XA FE AP 88 v P L X 7K 5 G ek
FEE, X R ARSI (b X 7K 5 Y FE B AR . M7 W R 7 /2, ISR I K. 4) MBS
Uy B BT S (invest), ELFEIREE IR SEALAN O B . Do lyg QiR B Y . AR 8 A RIS YA I
H ORI 0 = A IRSET5 Y B BT A3 N, BRI BR TS Jin B RR BE NV, T MR85y 5 Y v 21
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BT KIS YIREE, R KIS G B — @ HIPE R . 5) b5 W BOASEARY S H (expend), 17 T
AR WE TS . — Bk, M7 WIS R4 5 T S R %, 3R Wb 7 BUR
INEEORAP ) FARAR ORI, XK R B — e MR ER, XKiG 9 — @ riEHE- . 6) Hh
X #E 7K F-(education), i &1 X &+ 5N H @S AR IIERAEBOR BN BB KT —Bekit, #HE
AP E WA R TR IEL, — ALK KGR S — ML IX AR R UK A —E R R, BE KPS
e R X 28 AN KIS Yl bk 2, BRI B 7KPAE— @ R X KIS e B — e issER . 7) &
X R85 Yeyb FRPL ¥ 5 GDP ) L 2 (proportion). 375 4L iA % 5 GDP ULLERZE, ARSI X
ANHLIX X ST GiR A B, RS YR B T KIS iR E, UL RS TE — e R EX kTS
G B A HIEH . 8) W ILZ (Urban Rate), F%Hh X FrI3 B0 bk DA S Hb X A2 A AN 8. — R
BEA SRR R e, KIS BRI BB 3 0. 9) TiT5 /K AL #E % (Sewage Rate), RIZE [HE A5 7K
BT AR I T VS K S K HE USRI T 2 e T V5 K AR R ) AR B R T T 1 R K HE R
&, R TS X KT AR, TEOKAC B R, KT YR A

LB BRI F SRR E CRPEREEL) © CPEXRESGHES) « (PESIHHES) 304
AT EIRX M 2007 4:~2017 005005 . @R FE MR EAE 1 R, AR BRSO R AR T
Fias, WAE 1:

Table 1. Descriptive statistics
= 1. TENERMEITER

VARIABLES mean sd min max
KT YAREL wpollution 0.364 0.103 0.182 0.823
WiTE KA B 2R SewageRate 81.270 13.918 32.070 97.800
ARAB V& publicl 8996.206 14,472.855 50.000 115,392.000
YNFNIHEEN PR/ 344 public2 208.470 169.471 8.000 1196.000
B I R EE S 4K public3 302.427 367.938 4.000 5567.000
H 7 PR R law 48.133 35.600 3.000 239.000
FRERATBOAL T 1 case 3560.511 5341.726 32.000 38,434.000
JEAKIE PRI E 58 A wproject 45,727.039 46,763.441 90.000 295,540.000
XA 7 SE GRP 17,892.594 15,725.707 720.100 91,648.700
PREETS G B B invest 233.179 197.564 10.600 1416.200
H T PR AR AP S expend 99.216 70.698 5.320 458.440
T BE KT education 2448.079 932.053 969.00 6750.00
RS GDP L proportion 1.396 0.697 0.300 4.240
W UrbanRate 54.070 13.497 28.249 91.560
15K AL HE R InSewageRate 4.380 0.200 3.468 4583
A5 Inpublicl 8.215 1.445 3.912 11.656
NRZ 5% 2 Inpublic2 4,934 1.025 2.079 7.087
AB 5153 Inpublic3 5.244 1.086 1.386 8.625
FRBE A Inlaw 3.638 0.705 1.099 5.476
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Continued

FEE AL Incase 7.452 1.251 3.466 10.557
TR KA IR H Inwproject 10.200 1.200 4,500 12.597
M5 &5 R KT INGRP 9.418 0.935 6.579 11.426
B nfE Ininvest 5.093 0.918 2.361 7.256
KRB % Inexpend 4,353 0.742 1.671 6.128
77 HH K Ineducation 7.743 0.338 6.876 8.817
H X IR AL KT InUrbanRate 3.961 0.237 3.341 4517

B 1 AT, WA AR KIS YR A S /IME (0.182) Rl KA (0.823) FH ZE 5K, 10 HH R [ AN [+ s [X
ZIIKIGRAFE RN TR . Hod, RO R = ARG SHEENHE. BRME. RAMEZ R Z
SEHARK, AL U] T 33 X 2 KT R A S SR 2B, AN HLX 2 AR K5 G i)
RIS EMNZ HIEE R B R0, HALR S MEtr M thfr e — L5 B 22 5. (R, fEut
HIFH 2 T LR AR, AN 7] 3 DXCHEAT 70 21 BRI SRR 78 2 USRS 5 HAR SRR

3.2. IRENGE

N TFARZS GRIKTG GAREREn, T DL EFRG, AR LT R ARSEXIKIG 45
BORAFEW(HL) . RIS, D97 ELFHIAT T A RS S IREON KIS QR B, B ST 1B ZS 54
B, X 2GR WEAKE. BEKPFERR. BT AR A I 2 R A5G
HA I ZES, BAFEE T BIRX R AR TR, R H MRS RPTEA RS 50 KGR
FREU IR 2 57 (H2) -

MRS HLARBL, AR g s DAY BEAT B st i s -

wpollutionl = g, + g, InSewageRate + £, Inlaw + S, In case + £, In wproject
+ B; InGRP + g Ininvest + g, Inexpend + S,proportion 1)
+ f, Ineducation + 5, In UrbanRate + ¢

wpollution2 = g, + S, In publicl+ S, InSewageRate + £; Inlaw + £, In case
+ S5 Inwproject + S, In GRP + £, Ininvest + S, In expend 2
+ fByproportion + f,; Ineducation + £, In UrbanRate + ¢

wpollution3 = £, + S publicl+ 5,public2 + £, In SewageRate + £, In law + 3 In case
+ B Inwproject + £, INGRP + S, Ininvest + £, In expend + g, proportion 3)
+ f,; Ineducation + £, In UrbanRate + ¢

wpollution4 = g, + g publicl+ g,public2 + g,public3+ S, In SewageRate + S, In law

+ B, Incase + S, Inwproject + S, In GRP + S, Ininvest + g,; Inexpend 4
+ B, proportion + S, Ineducation + 5, In UrbanRate + &

P QEA T b AR, EAR R R RRIRIMA RS 51850 DU A Uk BBk
M A RS 5 XK G BRI ROR o SR SEAIE 7 vk 2 o 2 MR R, el i R A FH ) A
Statal5.0.

—ROk Y, RE AR HE PUES =AM, Oy VAR H2, M = AN AN R 2 2k
PERNAREAY, AT SRS
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4. SEIERESE
4.1 HEXMHRE
N TR G PR A EE, 0 A AR AT T ARG S, L% 2.

Table 2. Correlation analysis

= 2. fHERMS
wpollu~n InSewa~e Inpubl~1 Inpubl~2 Inpubl~3 Inlaw Incase
wpollution 1
InSewageRate 0.266™" 1
Inpublicl 0.342"" 0.0660 1
Inpublic2 0377 0.389™" 0.426™" 1
Inpublic3 0.352"" 0.429™ 0.409™ 0.908™" 1
Inlaw 0.241™ 0.1917™ 0.353™ 0.256"" 0.262"" 1
Incase 0.436™" 0.322" 0.389™ 0.576™" 0.545™" 0.339™ 1
Inwproject 0.276™" 0.0730 0.469™" 0.394™ 0.414™ 0.271™ 0.436™"
INGRP 0.604™" 0.596™" 0.438"™ 0.729™ 0.686™" 0.437" 0.765™"
Ininvest 0.417™ 0.657"" 0.356™" 0.606™" 0.587"" 0.303™ 0.681"
Inexpend 0.460™" 0.607"™" 0.163™ 0.535"" 0.503™" 0.316™" 0.522™"
Ineducation 0.0460 0.356™" 0.144™ 0.0670 0.0420 0.302"™" 0.295™
InUrbanRate 01717 0.344™ 0.0520 0.0440 —0.00700 0.0850 0.285""
Inwpro~t INGRP Ininvest Inexpend Ineduc~n InUrba~e
Inwproject 1
INGRP 0.423™ 1
Ininvest 0.422"" 0.855™" 1
Inexpend 0.162"" 0.732" 0.728™ 1
Ineducation -0.118™ 0.405™" 0.406™" 0.197" 1
InUrbanRate -0.178™" 0.3717 0.390™ 0.202"" 0.797™ 1

VR 9T T @ SIAREAE 10%. 5% F1 1% R E KT T RE,

T2 NENAREZ B AR RS, ATUVE ZIRZATEAE 1% 8 MK T B35 . Xl T LU R i
G VR P I R T AR AT S A OGN, IR AR R KT AP AR B IR R B WA R, AT AREAT T —
A% JeL P E A 7 H .

4.2. BIAERE S

PL 2007~2017 =R [E 30 M. BIAX . BHFETRIKGRIEFCNIERAL &, UAKS5E K IHAME
B EONRAN E, X Bk 4 DMEREHAT R e T AR E BT, T AAS 5%
W 7K 75 G e B [ A 45 A R B, WL 3.
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Table 3. Regression analysis
52 3. EASIEER

1) &) 3 4)
wpollution wpollution wpollution wpollution
InSewageRate -0.0362 -0.0243 -0.0221 -0.0227
(-1.17) (-0.78) (-0.73) (-0.73)
Inlaw 0.00439 0.00169 —0.00196 -0.00198
(0.60) (0.23) (-0.28) (-0.28)
Incase —0.00645 -0.00626 -0.00533 -0.00536
(-1.17) (-1.15) (-1.01) (-1.01)
Inwproject 0.00307 0.000562 -0.00104 -0.00106
(0.62) (0.12) (-0.21) (-0.22)
INGRP 0.0772™" 0.0733™" 0.103™ 0.103™
(3.29) (3.14) (4.37) (4.36)
Ininvest —0.00949 -0.0138 -0.0169 -0.0168
(-0.39) (-0.57) (-0.72) (-0.72)
Inexpend 0.0136 0.0175" 0.0162" 0.0163"
(1.37) (1.75) (1.67) (1.67)
proportion —-0.0229 —0.0208 —-0.0182 —0.0182
(-1.40) (-1.28) (-1.15) (-1.15)
Ineducation -0.139™" -0.1417" -0.154"" -0.154™"
(-5.99) (-6.14) (-6.86) (-6.85)
InUrbanRate 0.146™ 0.150™" 0.129™ 0.130"™
(4.63) (4.80) (4.21) (4.18)
Inpublicl 0.00895™ 0.0118™ 0.0118™
(2.51) (3.36) (3.35)
Inpublic2 -0.0288"" -0.0295™"
(—4.55) (—2.86)
Inpublic3 0.000802
(0.09)
_cons 0.312 0.260 0.314 0.316
(1.51) (1.27) (1.57) (1.57)
N 330 330 330 330

. 9T T @ SIREALE 10%. 5% 1% E KT T RE,

K VIR TS HREAT B34, AT RUR YA Y P E# Dy 0, #dsd 1 VRS, T LBl
PUMBRAE —RE AR R LRI, RIS, BEREIE R | 2 LA VER S, VIF fH < 10,
FEIEH AR R R, W DA B XA S B X KPS (G DX K TS SR S 1 n S P 2
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PR, M7 T BOASSE G4 S H B IR /K TS Yo if3m, Bt LA 3 2 [AIABAE 10% 1) 2 & /K F R,
Hor, X EH KPR, BERE A B SRR IR, B E KPS 1, wamd
0.139 KT Y%, M 2R E I AR

X T NS5 KGR 8eR, TERRL 3 dhmf DUE BIFAR A KA S £ (Inpublic2) BE34 0 1, w2k
/> 0.0288 FI/KTG4Fe%: TEREAL 4 1, N KIEZRE(Inpublic2) B3 1, k29820 0.0295 17K 15 Y48 4L,
EAE 1%H R EKT TR, fEHA 3 ] LUE BIFMR A KSR ERA 2~4 1, FJLERIA (G
& (Inpublicl) 57Ky Gt B 2 IR 3 B IEA DG . 2 BT LS LR35 1) TEAH SG IR iR DR B A /K5 L™ B, A AR
BRI D R S 2 o (HR PR R 2 L (Inpublic3) 7E R ih R AN 25 . LB DO f [ 1
S5, AUV ARS STE— @R LR DSEmKIs Y, Bk, nTCEEL4 R HL, ARS 55
KT JAREUN ORI

UbAh, EFTLAE H, BURFDIAR BREHEERUN KI5 Jed8 B 52 @ AN B I, BB 7R K5 G it i,
AN B B B BURT 3 1) P T ELR KT G ya B, M7 S FIRER AR AT BUNEE, LR SLhRh Xt K5
PR ERUR B E . KIS YA, REEMNCLEBEIARSER TR B2, NEmEIELSRKE,
KERGF B RIFA R, XUHARS 5K RIEENSERIFARRL, S 5EEEA8, Wi
BEARZSE SRR T E IR — AN .

4.3. X [EYVISH

R 4 X 20055 R IRACT KIS YUREAES) . ARS SRENFE A RS, K 30 MY
E AR AR X L PERBIX L oIS EAT A AR, T LI A 2 KT G A S
TP R, SIS 45 R WL 4

Table 4. Regional regression analysis

F 4 HWXEVIASHER

HRABHLIX HH S AL X VG Hb X
wpollution wpollution wpollution
Inpublicl 0.0162™" 0.0141 0.00284
(2.81) (1.57) (0.50)
Inpublic2 -0.0202 0.00582 -0.0324™
(-0.75) (0.19) (-2.32)
Inpublic3 -0.0140 -0.0216 0.00188
(-0.49) (-0.95) (0.16)
InSewageRate —0.0307 —0.0780 —0.00174
(-0.38) (-1.06) (-0.04)
Inlaw 0.00349 -0.0127 —0.00986
(0.23) (-0.91) (-0.87)
Incase -0.00379 0.000191 -0.0294™
(-0.37) (0.02) (—2.21)
Inwproject —-0.00216 0.00150 0.00142
(-0.25) (0.12) (0.15)
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Continued
InGRP 0.0955" 0.0924 0.0824
(1.89) (1.40) (1.58)
Ininvest —0.00936 0.00210 0.0130
(-0.19) (0.03) (0.22)
Inexpend 0.0249 0.0382 0.0134
(1.30) (0.92) (0.42)
proportion —0.0448 —0.0365 -0.0233
(-1.12) (-0.84) (-0.69)
Ineducation -0.125" —0.0340 -0.104"
(-2.14) (-0.44) (-2.54)
InUrbanRate 0.0374 0.0267 0.109"
(0.45) (0.21) (1.71)
_cons 0.510 —0.148 0.225
(1.03) (-0.20) (0.53)
N 132 99 99

VR, «T7 T @ S RRETE 10%. 5%F1 1% 5K T B,

R, EEAMRX A, REXNA NS SRR BB SN, XEN T AKX HA NS
5% T KIS Y $ 1 B A X 30 5 s X R PG EAX 11, H ) T R X X 7K 35 S R B
BRI, I, FRATTAT LA HE KI5 Yt 3 B A 52 Hb X 20 57 R JR /KPR X 52 2508 /KT (0 B H e
%, T F A AR B K TS SRR ORI 4 B
5. Zit5R=

— 7T, BEEAL AR EHE “ FLIE+” BEAR, A OO i ) 5 S TT AR A 1 06 TR 75 e
KI5 T T 45 S TGRSR AR 2, A SR T M A SR SR (R R SR, A /K W B B
KI5 BTG B URITRE, A KS 5K YA EL BB ARTR T . A S 5K YA FLIEAE R IR
SKARE BEEF . A SCHE T4 G IR RS R LA 4007 T A B et K s e B B . 45 SR R
AR, A SR IR AR BB . Horh, IR 0 A A2 5 %K TS e 50
JEE, FIRX R X 2 55 R R KT A A RS2 B ACF IR, 5 BUREE A S S 10 R 5%
W7 KIS Y

NS GRS Y B B0 LEBOR AT . B s sy s k. AATTSI MR B0ty i
Ji Hh 3 AU TR B S AR SV T M 2 (R K5 YIRS, (B SHE RS R I AR A R . WA
207 EAE T E SR B AT R, A B AP AT KT YA TE . TR AE NS 5 1A TE K
FEYUATE R AEEN M, SEILA RIS S A FRA R

W5, HTIHEARSSHRRL TR —, AnS 5B REEH A S 2 R i 5
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HOKIS R L, ANB BHAEREIILX LR, SFREATENAILK, K5 mgiE. 4
BINLEILLE e, AT A NS SRERE. FiL, BB ANS SKISIIETIMA IR, AL
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