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Abstract

The cooperation between government and social capital is an innovative mode of public service
supply between government and market. Through descriptive statistics, this paper analyzes the
changes in the quantity and growth rate of the corresponding public service supply before and af-
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ter the implementation of the PPP policy in the medical and health industry, and makes an empir-
ical analysis of the relationship between the national public service supply and PPP policy, and
draws the research conclusions of this paper. It was found that the number of hospital beds in all
provinces showed an increasing trend in the past 10 years, but the growth rate of hospital beds
was not consistent, but fluctuated, and the growth rate of supply had a short increase after the im-
plementation of PPP policy. The effect of PPP policy on increasing the quantity of public goods is not
very significant. Therefore, this paper puts forward some policy suggestions, which have certain
practical significance for local governments to prevent PPP project risks and improve the quantity
and quality of public service supply.
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1. 51§

bEE TR AT AL AR, AR A LIRSS . XGBURN R TIHBUE ), AT R
R, RESINTBON S EARGE LR, A THASHRE, MR E AR D HERA
ARG 2 A LIRSS, XS PR AL A LRSS IR N R ATCIE RIS, HE 2 TCIEIRAMNRAS, 0T
BT, AR KR HBUM KRGS HE . UM 5 #1252 58 A5 1F (Public-Private Partnerships, LT & #R
“PPP” ), MIRBUNATEF I T kBt 22 B A, ARYE-TEEW R 10 S T 2 E Ao 12 B A T AE 4l
ASEAE, WAL . HAMUR AT 7, W FATBUARS . BRI  $5 Rl i) 55 07 T 1
ERISEARHE S : B AN X B8 U BRI HE I A LIRSS S e d b BEAR AR 72, BUR I LN “RIIZR”
AN “CHRAET .

BUM 5 ARZ B AVE R BRI E G XKL RS A LIRS A E R, BERT LAY
g, NREREE. ARRS SRS RERAFRREZE VMG, BT HESMEFKE,
i1 HA N RATERT B3 /DN R e S A B BRI S e 2T, ] I 7 STt i 7R 3
R RIS . BT B B EE, b2 EETN K, WE g, BRAERRONEZERRE.
AR PR Rt o, (ESEBRsLE, RENEAEANRRETA, H 8 PPP R, X Tk E K45t
SO, PO ERR, SRS SIG R T, WEIRLAE TR REH EORE L.

2. MEkERIR
2.1. PPP Wi ERiE

[ [ 2H UM 2 326 (6 54 PPP 3 B A A IEURF AL ) — Pk A6 2R . PPP A Sz i 7 8 [ e 45 A e
H 2013 LK, 5% PPP (BCK A B4 G . ELH 2014 42, MEGEE — MRS, 4 8 IkE 7 1 PPP.
SiE EZN T AL S BEARSEN AL, PPP BURKUE ML 7 N =" B 1995~2003 £, Jy PPP B %
Brigs 2004~2013 4, JEHEATHSHOR, BT “EMAM” BB 2014 £245, N PPP BURBE KM B(&
AR, 2020) [17.
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H 2015 FELCRIBE S AR FRTF T KERT PPP AT, &I FE+ T PPP BN R FEHT 5.
2 PPP BEULUM S W, AR, XA MG ES), BWEK. Wl “PPP” XA
BT 2 R RO . K H AN B & RoAR, A2 513 PPP J5 5 OCVE 1 ) f. FNUSUH—FF, PPP
MBS TE, EREAR. —HEEMELEEEN, MESWEH S ATFIMELHAF. k% PPP 7E
RIE I B, EE I T BUR A GRS . BEARKIARMEZIZERT), BN FEAEE N 2 R 68
JIRARTIR GG A L= A58, B BN G 1 B A R . BURF AU 3 8, 1B IE RX — %4 . PPP
B — 7 T B 7 B BURAE A 22 B AR 2 e ke, ORI RSk, 5 — T Tt S B8 AR A 1) B
Bt “BEEL” [2] (AR5, 2014). ‘S48, &0 PPP i H & B FE AH A2 4E 1 i) @ T 148 . PPP Bl H
& RAHEARZTIREZ . X PPP AR RANE, XF PPP (1 KN IRAS 23R E PPP K R F2 H A7 7E 1)
PN I HA Tl i 06 b 7 BURFAE PPP AU 1 U BEREAT 1 40 B (#8=F3E, 2015) [3]. IE4EK, X PPP )
W90 B R T BUF L] XA PPP I H (05 . RARFIER /N %19 7 RIEE K 158 % PPP A2
HfA R, ML ET#R T R PPP B AL, N PPP I H 40K B, 2R PPP Bzt A
A PR AL LK, PPP M RIFE1T, BEESAFBUM ISR 1%, s PPP
PIKAER R LS 5N ETERBEEVIMCERMER/NE, 2018) [4] E 5K 273 U ) F 8O0 £ i
F T M T BUR 51 5 T 3 3 Tt A SR A kL 2 TR AR AN RCR KI5, 15 H T AR B AR AN AR 52 21
EURWCES ke HEBERCR . BCRIREIESE 4518, Rt U BA 1 25 M /e AS [ b X P 3 o P (V14 DK 5
2020) [5]. 1B XA 5 PPP SCERIIAREE, & ILFR E 2% % T PPP Il H BB 51 K 2 804 =2 F AN H 14047,
FHORIIE AR 1) 20 A1 DA B i A B SR ORI AL 5%, T84 PPP Tl H 8RB AU L0

2.2. NHEREZHRLER

FF ARSI E L, ARSEETH AT, R THMNOW S . AERSA BE SN
Hefthk, BrsEbr bR —FI A S, EHARERBIIEER, RS R, RSy 3h5 s e
R R . AR IE S BUF S AL T, kiR KR AL TR, Ak RILFE M %I
S A RIS (5 R, 2011) [6]. FEHE(2003) [71AN, ASEARSHITEREE ) —t, AJLARSS
AR AERR A S S SN . ARG RETRAEZMRHE, BAEL R BETHLE R AR
SIFEATR, W THE. By, Ao, SR, SIS R, B seERAN K
PERNGERE M (BAICE, 2017) [8]e ANSCHE siAfF 5T A LIRSS LG HIsEMA R 22, AN A FEAR S5 1 3 A 2
X Gy, MiR&45 G PPP I H 784 [F LA S AT 0 3R O B A e A8 . [/ AT T A LR it s
MR RO A TR IR MR X, N R R EUR S AN MBS,
Pl PPP BURZCR OB IR R . TR B FE g 7 28 (0] [ A1 )3 5 2 (e b e Y, A8 1 b VB R
Hr T DX DR BB K R BT IRAGFR FE S5 I 3o T A SL IR S 4 i, 15 7 k4 [l i
5, DB AR IE R A JEAR S A KT B 4518, . 78 A8 X 5 S A ) (E BBORn 2 98, 2020)
[9]. BRI EAEQ2009) [10]0F58 T B BRI 56, o EEh & R i B AR 2 JEAR 45 4 41k i)
A, S NAMTERSE . N ZEBUBI AN ] BE B = AN R I I B B I S AR A S IR S5 k45
{0 A 1) 2 SRR AT IE 9, 7R FH TR AR AT SR 20 BT o MR SC (201 1) [11 ]38 3 5 4558 30 7 A FE AR5 IR
SIAT T TR B B I T A LRSS IR IR, RIS SRIBURF 2 T RS FAU A A E A AT, T E
T AR RS . B T AR I A SRS A B 2 R T, B %E PPP
H5RAFRAS ALK TER AR, I BT PPP 830N A LIRSS A 12 /D, A fe 45 (1 i ¥u PPP
T R $ H B8 G I BUR o A SO R SEUE A HTIBUR 54 & AR S EXT A LIRS 45 1o,
S H IR A JLAR SRS AR &, 04T PPP BRI AUR, A — @ BRI
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Figure 1. Number and investment of PPP projects by province
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Figure 2. Investment by industry
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CEPUAL PR A T e R A R R T B, R R RIEBUR BOR AR,
WOR BV 77, RT3 5] SECR A AREHLH]” o 2013 4E~2020 £ PPP BUR S K BB . 2021
FERIRE S VU AR TR, X —4, PPP KRN Bt 7EIX—F B PPP ¥ BN BUN R
BRE g W AN T HRZ —, PPP EERRESMERN—FEE B ER MG L.
3.2. AHEREHLETR
3.2.1. £EMBIKET HITRK

B IR TAATE T, BUR AT A2 L 5 7 Em AT W B o & At A NI TE, A
I B SR T B N e S KA A UK . ] 3 T 2010~2019 4F 10 4E A E I ECE H R O KOk, T E
T 10 R P E W B 5 8 BT, BRI E ROk, KRS NEM N 2011 4,
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Figure 3. National fiscal expenditure levels from 2010 to 2019
& 3.2010~2019 F £ EMHE S HKF

322, AHBEHRA{YESHEKR

N PABRST TAEATM AT, BT 10 AR EEST AEAT LA SE IR 55 45 B A K R AR 4L

RN AR 3C 3 B4 PPP BURIBURBUR , SR SCH% 8 PPP L H 19 2/ 41, 32504t PPP B & 8h
Z 1) 10 NI 10 R A RS IAHCE WA KR . WK 4 hRfEH, 10 N EERE IR EL
ZERER, AR PN RS ILARIEEBE IR A %, R EAT KK SHBURMBUKTE. AH
HREERREVIMEG, HILH T IRE A LIRS 5 BA MR . B 10 A8 5 A RS
YL Ea AR H 2010~2019 SEBAERE I, 1X 5 2010 £F 5 & HUBUR T A6 78 B OB A (1) RIR B N #4648 L
WERTE, HF T 5 EEE VAR A LIRSS I W5 Kk R B DIAR G

FHIT IR T PPP WUH I (R A—F, (HEEARLPT 2015 FHifa. 185 &IE 6 #i%: 17X 10 M
AR EBER A AUE K . B PR BOATEMTHE H: KR KR A . Hh s, Wit
(R 2 B R A7 Bt KR AE 2013 SRR, /g PO)IS Y0P, J0Rg. TR B IR A4 S B R o i
KAITE 2012 FH K, WL 2015 FheR. % 1 HHIH TiX 10 MG BEST AR PPP T H £ 51
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BEEmT ], SRR GBI, LA M E AR PPP I H R F R BIAE 2013 4F, WX —EHEBLR
S AL BRI R R, ] DIYE B WA PPP Tl H KHE T — e BIEH, fE— e bRt TR
7 LAEATWAE G A SEIR S5 b 45 o WIVLAA BT P AAT L PPP T H S B BELE 2015 4F, MWL & B R AL
BT A R 2015 4 FEAR A BR e IR A 5 45 B0 306 2 e KB 3 H BIAE %44 PPP I H 4% %
B EFM G, 28 Earal LAE H PPP Il B M BT — € PR HAR#E T AL RS ez g1,
AR T EA X PP & I 1), ToiEf R sl iK%, N ookis A E 21 NMEH 10 FRITHAREL
Pt — 25 73t PPP T H #5550 2 He IR 55 i 45 B 2 00
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Figure 4. Number of hospital beds in 10 provinces, 2010~2019
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Figure 5. Growth rate of the number of hospital beds in five provinces from 2011 to 2019
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Figure 6. Growth rate of the number of hospital beds in five provinces from 2011 to 2019
6.2011~2019 £ 5 NEMMERKR LB BB HEKE

Table 1. Years of investment in PPP projects in 10 provinces

5= 1. 10 NE 19 PPP I B FHAIE BRI EY
By S T %R 2 ITKS T T g Bl TR Py]
fi i) 2013 2015 2015 2012 2015 2015 2013 2013 2013 2013

4. STUESTHT
4.1. BEENSHEIGT
4.1.1. TEAVIEE

1) RREAREL: RREREN DA B SCmE =ML PPP I H B

2) MR A ASCHTALST B JOE . A0@IS = M7 LI PPP I H XAR LK A 38R 55 (145 1
R, SE RN IBT IS B G A e S ATRUR Y, SO G FRER B R AR /R
A R AR R R

3) Pl B 7R A RS, ARSCEHE [ IR A4 Y S A SSTR,
ASCIESE T LA RE RO A SRS I B R ) SRR, AR DR RSCIRER I, AR 2
JEMR S5 A8 KT AN M B 2SR S5 ALK BT P ASCH BT AR A Ml P T o P R i B ok
ORI —FabR. b) MBI, BUFMBUSONEE, WBURESS H S EGHIRR, A5 2 00 AR 7
K5 A AR R IR I A IS
4.1.2. BIEKIE

PPP B BOKIR T I BRSNSt 2 B A R O U H B E I, AR R AR B A A R IR T
BRGSO AL 75 B Eviews10 THEH .
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413, HREEEH
BT AL TR T R BUT 52 WA GVER 2 LIRS ftar 5, 1 PPP 1 H &k H AT/ 5L
REE BIR, FHEEEA SR AN I H HoaBb, #oARSC T ZEHT A2 E 21 A4 0 1) PPP I H 5800 2
FENR S5 28 B R o
A SCAUM G [ T AR
Y, =a+pppp, + b + B day + PsD0L+ ¢,

PPP,, N fif AR S R AH S PPP 0l H #8 BE A0 Xy Xai 3 0 PR A28 141722 1 RIS B AL SN AN BN - DO T
MBS RS, TR E UGS PPP BURR A —8, SRR 5 B0 i R i 045 &
MR 4 [E %48 PPP I H SEifi (Bl 21 AN BATEX 38 2010 4E~2019 4Ff9 T B A8 HE4T [511)9 43 7,
FERLATH R R IR E G AT AR S . BT AR KRR, . FER. V. TE. WA EULE BT
PPP T H R H b, ASCKHASH S AT T .

4.2. STUESTHR
42.1. B BETL

1) kgt

0 T REAR A TEG T TS R, BRI P RORME . BMERRRAEZ ., TT LA
B AL BRI BE B R AL AL e 1A] AU AR S AR A AT B B/ o

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of samples 1

2. HARRRMEST 1

R WE Hfr %k BAE B/ME b
Y 20.94138 18.52000 48.13000 6.700000 9.991799
PPP 87284.02 0.000000 1902323 0.000000 198930.6
Do1 0.561905 1.000000 1.000000 0.000000 0.497339
CZH 54.02055 53.60658 71.40005 33.80282 8.762655
GR 2889.210 2123.420 12654.53 500.5800 2213.079

2) (B AR I

FEXT TR B 3R AT (R0 VA 43 B 2 T, 8 S 20 2 AH LR ABE 2R o AR SORE T AR B 64T F A 38 A Hausman
o 5 ACHF 5 A 18] 5 RSB AL 2 BN AR AL . oA #E F A S0, SSE, =6182.413, SSE;=435.6933, N
=21, K=4, T=10, fRAANXIHEA F=122.0059093, EEIHLE 1% 5% 10%H) 2 KT, F
Ui EAMES R TG PG, SORA R, R E RN R . 2 J5IE 7 2% FE R A (AN 5 i
BB E MAH G, A Sk Hausman R385 , SRR S0 A5 28 A A 34087 BN 8] RN 5 A8 & 2 A TR A OG,
NI SR R 5 A TR 2 30 R 18 7 S s A B LN T 3R, e A S 250 TP A3 21 p fH59 0.0000, B
BT A 99% M B A5/ TR B, i MARN SRR B OC, B LATE B AL 80N A5 2 A [ 58 2L
JNEABEARY rh e A ] G AN AR A o EH T AR SO T AR EOR T NG o e Rk T AU O 2, R
TN FRVFAN R AT A E 7 7 22 I R

3) [EHA45 R

3 B PEAAE TSR, A T A 21 NEREFURA S PPP HBEA I KE AN Bl
ANIRFR, HARIL T BOR S AT 5 8. MR DUE T g REGET 0.992913 dEHHET 1, BRI
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W7 [0 75 R WL AR B R R ARG s S /KT AN OB N 73442 ] A B 28 0 % e PR v 250 ) (3t 2 4
BALE R NIRRT, R ACT R, BUFA BN S, At Ra B mai e, X5
LR BT & Z AT H I TT; I AR AR 5% BB VEACE T 83, U] T BORSERT S 2
et goa il 73, (IR PPP BT AIUN R B R A B B R e A B, Sk — B U T BRST
TAEATNRR PPP T H I BOA R Rt T ERBE RO B S A St it as, IR ZZ ARG W RE R AT AR
BUFBORSE AR 2 5K .

Table 3. Regression results of the model 1

3. REPEYILER 1

LA B3+ EJZPEES P1E
B S £ A AR PPP C0998138) 0.3195
I (6] B AR B DOl ?1'?;)83126199; 0.0490
it o
= CLON GR 2'205%2(@; 0.0000
R _cons 23?973322136) 0.0000
WRAH R? 0.992913

(. *%k, 5 *NRIFORTE 1% 5% 10% KK ERE, FE).

42.2. HEHTI

1) kgt

PR RL £ Fa bR A R & 2 BT PPP BURT A L S5 2 X G ME R4, AR SCES & 0E PPP 0 H M55
PUA R AFERL “CHEN - PR B RERL A R B BN B AR R E N T R A S R A R
MR, & 4 G T ASCEAMNARKIRES I BRI R, BAORESE. b, sl s
EAARUEZE . W] U H e IR R 0128 R AL P I Bh e /N . PPP 350 H $E3 8 shEK

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of the sample 2

® 4. BFARERMGT 2

ZE HE hr 2 BAE B/ME R
Y 424.1117 395.4300 1092.900 118.5700 223.6626
PPP 115053.7 0.000000 1523299 0.000000 226344.7
DO1 0.485714 0.000000 1.000000 0.000000 0.500990
CZH 54.02055 53.60658 71.40005 33.80282 8.762655
GR 2889.210 2123.420 12654.53 500.5800 2213.079

2) (B[RRI

A BT PAAT N —#E, A SOE N IR s 347 F A S8 A hausman A8 560 KA 52 AH S (B4R RS . Hor
7£ F #5674, SSEr=4495340, SSEf=160510.6, N=21, K=4, T=10, fAAARITHE F=249.810,
BRATFIE 1% 5% 10%1REKFET, Fait&MEYRTIRE, MOE4EE%, EFEIMARE e
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A

RONAEAY . 2 5 ] Hausman K56,  SRAG ISR A4 RIS B AT (] 2500 5 R AR 1 2 (R T A OG, AT SR 4R
ERIER, BASEY I AR p 5 0.0001, HEIULH] T 1E 99%0 B 15 /KF F R4 5, Mk
MR S AR AR B, BT AR A R . T A SORE R T MA RO T i e A%, i ik
PR IR T, R SRVEAS R AR TR A7 1E 52 05 Z IR

3) R

5 R R TSR, A T AR 21 ANE I FIER RS PPP BT AL KT
A BRI R, ORI T BOR S RT IS (03810 . R a] LUE H AT P R AT 0.989689 JEH B2L T
1, BRUEBH T [0 5 R A 1 40 SRR BEAR I+ IR PR OISO N P A4 1) A 2 35 0 B /N A E AR
SEBATAE R, XA AP R BRI & A= H BT B R E EAE 1% 1) 53 HKF
TR, VT BORIM AT G A LSS EE R A T AR, (HIFR PPP BB AT I N TR S A 1
BRI LE, kS M 7 EE TR PPP I H 3B R F M B B A S S ik, i el 22 5
RA A BEREVTRE . BUNBURS AR R 5.

Table 5. Regression results of the model 2

5. REPEYILR 2

LA ZE e )5 45 5% P g
BT A £ ek A A B B PPP (1276040 0.2033
I [6] B AR B DOl l(gfg;gg}) 0.0007
WK CZH 2345 iggi: 0.0000
= CL N GR 269;2;5?:; 0.0000
HpE _cons 58??2222) 0.0000

TIRAH R’ 0.989669

4.2.3. Z@ETHITI

1) HdHgit

F 6 BT ACERIREAN A G BRSO R, BRI, PO, RO, RMERM
PRAEZE o T DU H A 2L S A B B s S5 2 0 i BRI s e, I T R DA B R B /KT 8 3
/N,

Table 6. Descriptive statistics of the sample 3

? 6. FARMIRMSGT 3

ZE HE hr 2 BAE B/ME R
Y 467.6190 465.0000 950.0000 80.00000 144.4377
PPP 2059588 195348.2 31546921 0.000000 4638045
DO1 0.614286 1.000000 1.000000 0.000000 0.487927
CZH 54.02055 53.60658 71.40005 33.80282 8.762655
GR 2889.210 2123.420 12654.53 500.5800 2213.079
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2) AR

A EBRST PAATN S E AT —FE, A SO TSR AT F A58 A1 hausman 50 K e A,
tifE F K360, SSEr = 105.3883, SSEf = 53.4482, N =21,K =4, T =10, fC A AR 545 F = 8.989001013,
BRATAIE 1% 5% 10% 82 EMEAKE T, F R ErES R TIRAE, W6 4e i ik . #2355 H Hausman
HGEIE: » SRS B0 AT HRY AN AR 2081 BT [F) R0 5 AR AR Bt 2 (DR A %, B 4 52 0 2 AR 56 15 21 1 p {54 0.0000,
BB T 1E 99% I EBAS/K P PR, Wi MARN SRR EAHOE, BT UG RE b e AR
BT AR SCRE AR T MR KR T B 5 N4, OB B B B 7 30, R RV A R T AT E 57 7 2
LA .

3) [HHZ

7 RER RS TS R, A T A E 21 NME s A B B ECS PPP BERAN. S K TR
BURABIR R, HARIL T BOR ST 528k, MR LLE T R 405 T 0.936184 4% T 1, HP
VB T [ 5 RS A (OSSR B AR AT s B /K ST A A SO N 1 A2 i AR R ) e v ol 8 B EL R Y
TERFERIERW, RIEK- B S, BUF BN R, ALRS MRS HEMHRE, XTFEE
TF R AR 5 2 AT M S S5 0 2L IR B AR B AE 1% M 3 MK R 23, Uil T BOR ST
Ja ASE SRR R AR T A, BIRIN PPP BB AN i A i AR HGE I AN B, B TR
B2 AT PPP T H HE& A IR U A LA S i i ibsh, B IR 2 ARG AT e R A UF R & . BURBUR
LHABHE RGN

Table 7. Regression results of the model 3

7. REPEYALZER 3

RE AR g EJEP=ES P1H
B S AR A AR PPP C0'344908) 0.5865
o [A] iE A B DOl %2:3‘:23%1? 0.0029
REUAT czH 1(51*3738235) 0.0000
= CL N GR (zﬁgg(l)gj; 0.0000
B _cons Efgéégizg;*)* 0.0000
TIRAH R? 0.936184

5. HIRSBUREN
5.1. HR&GER

ASCE R P B RSR S T S e, RELAE 21 T A SRS A A R, BB
THHA—E, FEREES. 2EE 10 4R BOH A 2K @S, MK ERNAE, EEHBI
152011 4E, BEFERAIEGE 10 SR BRI A BEIZER N, MKEE ZWR RS SEAEET DAL
Al PPP 151 H #8585 5 I T 40 1 HE4A TEE G, (EXP KR — B RS T 2

KRB A E 21 NEG =AMTALR 2010~2019 FERIA LIRS LA SE S PPP BURIX R, JF
FINT f A AN (] AR &, KL PPP BUR SN ARG A R R RENIER KR, AL
ENA TR AR R R, SHARUEAEE, TN RS,
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5.2. BUREIN

Bk 2021 £ 4 A, WBGHEAFER PPP Wi H 4 H 10,020 4>, HHEEDH &HCH 154,517 1470, K
H O A RO SE PPP 55— KE, TEAHSKM— Bt al Ny, FRER) PPP il B R IR T 5 BRIt 5 RN
Bl A5 AL E R - PPP I H BT A7 E ISl e o] G4k, 382 R BAR S S 8 A FRIE %
ANE 4y PPP T H # SR 7E 2017 4, MECRRS % 10 L&, PPP I H fEIRE SN T S )7 5155 I
JIf SN, BRI T BUR i 55 TR 1 AR AN B Sk sh B 22 e K 7 s B = 4R, x4 “ s
SIS, PPP HAE TREM, PPP I H A & i1 BEME mi /8 T3kt S [ By Dyt 75 BURF AR AH 285
MR, HEREREALRSHES REMNRAETZ TR E.

MISCA A 72 R R 30 PPP BRI 3E A FE R 25 45 3G K2 BT, K WISRE PPP UGS 2 3L il 45 it
BRI A RE IR MRS PPP AU IIR N, K PPP J THIHBAE A —Fh 0 B T+ B 2% i BUR
55670, HibmH e REE. 55—, PPP X U HIBUM I BUE 7 BT SR vT B3 K AR R BUE 71 1) 48
B, RZBEEWMOG, HRMBUE ARG A v R FEBUN = AERE SR, RIS B BARTH 1R
UG A RSP bR UE R 7543 205 2, BT #ME F PPP. 55 =, PPP W N A FLTEL (M bRvEASTE M,
THEEBUN A RERE . 504, PPP R HUNETE W EIF RGBT . M5, X4 PPP
AR —Fh A B T BAESC B JZ T EAE R, A S SN BUE 1588 AN A BRI B Hi X 8] 55 Y5 i
BN G R AE BT T R . M7 BUR RN % Hh PPP I H , A PPP T H AT
S R A AR = A LR S5 45 BT S HCE R BURTER

st T3 H Al BT PPP A FA R AN LA PPP (1 XU B BRI R AS K A 1) 3, b 5 RS i 3k —
A pe v PPP AL XU KT, 75 FEJEAM R AR TR T RIIER, A IXFEA R fd FAR 3 A 3L R 5%
MIHELS o b7 BURF 75 2257 PPP AU A BRI, B - 7 BURT ¥ PPP XSS A BRER 5%, {4 1 7 BURT I
PPP VESHERIA R, SELH T BUR () PPP XSS BT BEALA, 524 77 BURT I AU i B 7K P
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