Operations Research and Fuzziology iz& 5142, 2023, 13(4), 3672-3686 Hans iXJ
Published Online August 2023 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/orf
https://doi.org/10.12677/0rf.2023.134370

dl BUFTRE 1 K EL RN E 3=
— EFRUSHEN

it

hEFE#H, X2 #F
M TRHEAR KSR, FiE

Weks HiA: 20234F6 H22H; FHHEM: 20234F8A7H; KA HM: 20234F8H14H

HE

AR, BABIFHEREEARRE, QT AMME— ALK R, ER—IMEXEFRBRHNEENE.
XEETHEPRAR BT AR 2017~20214F 3 1K MK FEERSIR AT AT, BREEESEET
HANVRIF MR F T H O HMENEMER. FIARLERRY: SV M R AL TBIRKHEES)
LI, HAEASAF ARG TREMY; ESMWERTE, =RES TR X ISE 5t
KRBT 5339 M BB AR R A R A 2 5 05 T HE B AV BT . %S5 AP BLR Tl B AR BT
R T B, FAX IR E R EABIHKFRA T HRIER.

XK ia

VAT, BROSEE, SEME, MBRME, MEHE

Research on Enterprise Innovation Ability
and Its Influencing Factors

—Empirical Analysis Based on R

Xueying Chen, Qing Wu

School of Management, Shanghai University of Engineering Science, Shanghai

Received: Jun. 22"d, 2023; accepted: Aug. 7th, 2023; published: Aug. 14”’, 2023

Abstract

In recent years, the importance of technological innovation has become increasingly prominent.
Innovation is not only the soul of an enterprise, but also an important force in the economic de-
velopment of a country. Based on the balanced panel data of 31 A-share listed companies from
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2017 to 2021, this paper uses the data envelopment model to calculate the innovation efficiency of
enterprises and analyze its division rules as well as influencing factor. The results show that the
overall innovation efficiency of enterprises is at a low level but fluctuates. Moreover, the innova-
tion efficiency of state-owned enterprises is higher than that of private enterprises. In terms of
external influencing factors, high level of external audit quality and regional economic develop-
ment promote enterprise innovation efficiency from pure technical efficiency and scale efficiency
respectively. This conclusion provides ideas for improving the technological innovation efficiency
of enterprises as well as the overall innovation level of our country at this stage.
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1. SIS FXEEE

MASMFL, BRI AR R R, WS R IR G RTIRE, R R AR R A
IR i, 36 [ [ SRS R 2R DR A9 R OR 20 SERURBIHNE N E R A S IR A R SRR 5.
R JEAZEEAEXNS G Ut ARRFEZ AT IZTIRZIIS W, BCNE 5 RS R R () 52
JI&.

H AT E N ARG R R0 FEES, BB, (FRBABERMICL], BERM BAE LB
VEFE B TUAR[2]. AR AE BHR SR 250 R KT G0t I Rl B RN SR PR B 56 J AR AE R 22 57
SEEFEAF[3].

TEAN AT RE AT IS 7 1H, A SCRR 2 A BT AR BN BCE LRI T, R E R AR
KB EZAFE TN TUR, KRERTERBEA TR MRS Z LRI R BR, R R — R
BCE IR VA T A IR R BIHTRE 77, DRI S A 4 T 40(2020) [4]F0RER2:(2019) [5]5F A
P, SR B A 2 A BT R AR G RCRAE R BT RE I B AR B . BRI SR 8 3 R R IR
PR G 2 I b e, n] DL Ja] i) AR AR R A 7 T IR Al B R BT R 77, Afi S Ak 6
B M AR bR ) e B AN

TEME BT ISR 2= 7T, H AT 702 WAL S ATk SR ST QT 32 s Al B g e . T
w, HHEe[6] (2018)X m AR AL AT S T ARE I AT, R IR 4 B X B i B AR Ak A7 AE A R
V1), SR 7 72065 7 A 7= L A8 2 5[ 7] (2015) % Tk Al (45 AR B 37 R A T 4B AT, R AR %K
SRR 3 T KA B AR R T B DA Tk A B 5 2 57 % i AN RGN )

I, AMRERZ RS B KBRS 2 A R =452 . Abigail Allen (2021) [8]i&
R E B AF], R A e A iy A R BE BE e AR I E R s FERASE N(2020) [9]
BT 2011 4F & 2017 SFEIPERPITT A B BT A RIEERE, ORI GRS R BETAAAE “ SRt
ORI R o SCEEADL A M B 115 [X 28 5 R 7K T 7 1 7 T SR 50 478 ] 2 6T il 01 397 25 R R 52 o
FR AR N (2022) [10TIA Ay K B 1 = XU 55 18 3k % A A5 S A o AR R B AT A b i 8 240 SR W 5 4 T 77 Al
BIE R mAEIH[11] (2021) LA 2009~2019 FEFE A B LT AT ENE RN R, KB TTI5E TR
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e, TR, TR, L BUETRE R MG 2R3EE2(2022) [12]00F R E A I
UHT AR B ILR 2 A AN RN, DXOTTBURY X B A e K- 5 XN 0 SRR x4k 81 A
T SR

PRIk, SCEGEAARRBIN M LSRR B RCRAE b BB e I B AQAE &, X 2017~2021 4
WEPE A B 31 K EM AT A, 12 A A AR A T S A BFT R AT R, IF
BE— 2532 1 [ 73 W BIF 5 o 5T AN X AR B A R AT A DR 20 b BT BRI, DLON 3R T4
M BT RCR S BT AT (L

2. AR ARBIFHENER

N T T ARIAE W TE AR R N B U AR A, 1 S0 F B R B R sk i A AN BT RE ). A
B AN BT RS AR AT H A R R AR R, R EARBIFE SN BNT % . Bar,
W2 H5OIHBERMK NI, SR a2 5T (DEA)ZH THEARGIH SR IFME I /%2 —. DEA &—Fhkk
T Charnes 1 Banker #42 FIAUF#RURI A AE S BT AL, 2R 2N 24 KRG AT RABCENE
T H, W B U N B R BT RIS T AR P R R T A S B HOR AR &% . SO R &4
Ji% BBC BLAY, Sl NHIRAR B I HE, RAHZ AL P2 HARban L3 AR G R gt AT 8 . R0
H7E 0 B 1 28], HUEMEIR 1, BN AR . B kI8 T 1E 22 %2 CSMAR Hf & 6l
BEE R S T A R S5k, 38 H kAt DEAP2.1 AT Frontierd. 1 X4 b AT Ab

2.1 WHEFKIR

SCELL 2017~2021 FFHEYR A B BT AR AN R, HIFR T ST *ST. PT SERRAFE A%,
AR T RO B R TGRSR, RAMSH T 31 KAk i PAarms s, —3t 155 SUiE.
AR5 RIE T 1E 28 2 CSMAR Ui B A1 A =)0 554 i o« B0 AL B 5 43 #r 8 H Rstudio 1 Excel 58 )%. 31
FAN I EAARE B3 1 fiw, HA i 20 ZL 50 11 REF &, KA 9 MR, Efi11
M AL G A [ A, B R AP X 5 BERIAR R

Table 1. Basic information of sample enterprises

F 1 HEABWEKXER

B SR IR AN 5 i@y i g ATk
Bz ] 1 LA} il gl
Bl ez ] JextT ka2
IR > PNEIE ka2
e LA RKE AT ka2
AL R A ] BT R N4
S A7y RE FeEil ka2
R 55 RE N T ka2
R ] 11 UM i ka2
[EpAY:E0) RE T ka2
R s RKE i ka2
CRYraly RKE M T ka2
e RKE JextT ka2
JRICEY RE HR T il 3l
PAREE RE g 5 R ARG R RS
il RE T IKA S FRBEAI A 3Lt B
RGN RE BT il gl
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2.2. BARBIFHREEIHIRATERN

2.2.1. BNRIERR

FERTH SRR, IR BN AR FEB BT R BL IT A B B RERS TH AN Z 4l
Arf, BAETH AT AR RUSAS BN DL AR A LS A A T BRI LA B & S N . LESH
SRR N R ATV & I A L VO N T S VN AN (=1 T A e 3 R VO NUAE R N = o i
NZ5HERIESD, AHARBIFTHEAR RS BN G Al R TS ANEI LA . PR BB & EL 2R Al
PR QIR S S A8 A 38 & 5 A sE BN BB, BB B AAE F I R RS . IR N B3 0 37 B2 A A
AR AT A5 P 80 (L A8 80 2 A S5 45
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Figure 1. The proportion of R&D personnel of sample enterprises
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Figure 2. The proportion of R&D funds of sample enterprises
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AR LR I B FAt A B KRB b — I {E, G vHin ) DU (iR 3. #=AE
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Figure 3. Patents increased in sample enterprises
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Figure 4. Increase in intangible assets of sample enterprises
4. BEARL TR P10

2.3. DEA ME REER

A LS BCC BT AR AR, W3k 2 s o WSRO B MREAS A A B AR B3 AR B2 AT
THE, BdEd 2, FIAGIR T 2017~2021 SR AR AL AR A 1 .

DEA BRI SRR A 1 B SR A R SRR R AR o Z58 RCR Al BOR R AL
R, L5%ET BRI, TR RITE ERIRCR . AIEOR AR REAR AL BT AR S A
UM, IR AR VU R R M A R0 . e 3 AT, REARARVIE 5 R 4E S
MERE R, PMEAE 0.3 /Ay LR uesh, w1 o E A= G ae A f Tt HARE L&, 2017
A 2021 FH], FEARMERE MR AEARMEEMPBRR B T, BOREHRE A Pt . W
KE, AHRQUH BT IR, YOHIAR BT Al AURE, AR il ) G158 2% 2 B A B A ) JE PRI A
T 32 Al H 5 ORI AR 2055 DR 22 ) 52 i3 Bl 1 445 AR BE T3

Table 2. The average innovation efficiency of sample companies over the years

2. HALRRIHF LN RAE

fif ] LREAE SUEAR R SV ES
2017 4 0.27 0.371 0.773
2018 4 0.252 0.345 0.719
2019 4 0.25 0.27 0.871
2020 4 0.359 0.441 0.842
2021 4 0.323 0.386 0.87

2.4. pERABIFTEE IFEDHT

NTHE— PR LRI G BE S, FRATUL 2017 SEMREREHE NE], BT i E B %S
BOR . AR ARSCRAMESCR, ¥ LRI TR, REER T =35, & 3 MK 5 47338 m 2017 4
b BT R B R BUE A R R
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Table 3. The innovation efficiency of sample enterprises in 2017

52 3. ARSI 2017 FEQIFIER B A HE
EERIH AR A AR R MR RRER

J6Hr R A 1 1 1
R E bR 1 1 1
[Eepg Rt 0.866 1 0.866 HF—K
T RE R, 1 1 1
Hh A i 1 1 1
BRETN gy 0.142 0.429 0.331
i Ry 0.373 0.721 0.518
[52 38 32k 33 0.446 1 0.446 e S
Al B2 J 3 0.289 0.616 0.469
TR 0.188 1 0.188
e 2 0.286 0.289 0.992
et 0.266 0.349 0.762
F5e A 0.142 0.21 0.674
1 i A 0.047 0.055 0.856
TR % 0.019 0.019 0.973
e S 0.049 0.051 0.966
EL 0.083 0.093 0.891
RAGHA 0.039 0.048 0.825
LINY E vy 0.14 0.144 0.975
M 0.02 0.021 0.962
RN 0.097 0.11 0.883 —
PAHEE 0.012 0.012 0.984
HEIRF 0.073 0.133 0.552
SR 0.089 0.101 0.877
&R 0.068 0.08 0.853
By 0.044 0.085 0.515
(EE SISV 0.021 0.025 0.851
Ll 40l 0.127 0.251 0.507
BT 0.121 0.141 0.856
B XA 0.063 0.077 0.818
(LLEZRIS 0.244 0.438 0.557
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Figure 5. Clustering results based on the innovation ability of
sample enterprises in 2017
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BT, HARHERE R T R Ay SR SR T R T S AR AR R =T, BN AR R T
MBRE, MIBCERAR T Sa8E, BT RENS. ditk, WOTATLURIL, EA SRR EIHT XL
REEETHEM, WAL R RACT 2@ m oV AR AR ER & R, A FAT L2 (8]
Al BT R I B R = SR

TSR, AT flb I 55 KU A28 KU S, BURRAMNUTE 2, DRI Z, DILAEI 55 IR0 R 4T
I, HA R RS RINEA B IR s RIS S & TR EA kAR LR 5 B 3 30 Rl 7
R I R A 2 A R S R YR R R IR 2 o PITCE ST 22 5 A /K P 22 A AR R 2 R K M 5
TR S AASERBEENE L, RENESZ, SRR, @R D
i el BT R 5 AR

2018~2021 4 Ak BT RE IR IO JESR T 2B 2R, X EAE Bk,

3. ek BIFTRE N IME R4
Al fE R EER QIR 108, JLOUHRE S AR % — B AR R A E AR AR A S A
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31 EROHSMRRER

3.1.1. SRR REX Al B FTRE H AN

EATINT, mRET S T SE B REMEHE, XHEHZEREE SR %S0 35—
SERIBHER, RERE IR AV A EERE 77, AT N A3 0 618 H5 N AN = BB AR At T R ) %
FR[13]; (RIS o v 0 554 i, 555 B B sy, A BAR, X BB A GG SR
FIPY R B Z (A E EARTER, S INBE 08 R 5 A S O, AT A AL A HTH N7 K 2 1) i
% [14].

T, CER IR 1 AN T TR R AR S L EOR BE R .

3.1.2. FREWH AR & RoKFxf il 815 5EH BT

W U R KT 2 AR AR R R B, —ZRIRTT B 6. AA B2, KEN
22 LB IR, S S M AR AR 2D R Ak B £ A AR [15] o R ORI T A M A 2
PR Alb 2 8] SE 4 R [R5 3 1 GBI I5E, AT B vy DX S A il B K -F

T, CERHE 2. BRI 45 SR A RENE (R 3k A L BT %

3.2 SCIFHRBIRTEEN
3.2.1. SMNBEIRER{RHIER
TR L, AR RE S SO RCEZ R, W SZiE i

Eff_value, = o, + ajaudit, + > o;Controls + & (1)

Horr, Eff_value FR I RBIHZEA R, @it DEA BARIIHEAFE]: audit RomdH THi R, HIs 9%
FIEOR #3145 ; Controls Dyl A2 &, SCRAEE AW IT, H 8% | F AR B 23 (EPS) B 7 4 fi 3 (LEV) -
izt #(Cash). 1 AH(SBS). M LG (1d)55 3 & M (% 1), T

3.2.2. ShEREIHREM(RHEIER

BT 2, AR AL B RS A AR Z SR R, M SR BT R A

Eff_value, = o, + ¢,GDP, + > o;Controls + &, 2

Hrf, Eff value #n MR GIF L E%R, @it DEA BRI AGS]; GDP Fom @i it [X A4 7 i
{8, FRERHLIX 457 & FEFEE s Controls Sy il A8 &, SCEEAS % O B 5T, 25 RE 45 i S AR R I 25 (EPS)
BEPE R (LEV) . B4t (Cash). W5 A$(SBS). Ji#E L4l (1d) S48 & s (2 1), R .
323 TEENX

EEstt RIRBERY, SCEE AR EAR R K E LK 4.

Table 4. Variable definition table
T4 TEENE

R 55 44 7 RS L
A WAROIEAE  Eff value A CE, 1 DEA B335
L R audit H L AR
HAE i @ R T GDP GDP i
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Figure 6. Facebook of sample data in 2017
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5. EIEAS R
5.1. HitREX S ARG FELF G

PEHEA AR (1), £ 5 MEEARIEE Ry RN R REAE 1%KF EIEMSE, ST
ANV BT RCRAFAEIE T B2 o [R5 FR P REOKN 0.4901, F{EN 22.14, UGBS, J7A% AT LUME
HRERE T HUE T, ANV ZRME T B A A Z R ACER AL, (RN R IR IR B MR AR
af, Mt 7 Ak EIETRE STRIERTE, SRS 1 IR 2.

P AR R, B TR S Ak B R R IR IR, Ul WAk BT A B g A AR DT IR A o
T, B8 SRR M AL AR AR, MR KRR AR EA A, WERE SN TR
P R, B AR RS2 A8 gs, B S A e e Ul B AL R BT RE T, X Bt R T AT LR
BIFSIBA T A REA I SHAT KEREE RN, T mers ™. i, HHEaisid 5l
WA EIEZE LMK REET, AFBARMEN T e MR ENRK, BHREMEAR
FRLEEEE AR T AR BHERSUEKR, HATARESEMER, AR T2 76 G5
SRR 7 i) PR [16] o

Table 5. Regression analysis of audit quality and enterprise innovation comprehensive efficiency
5. HItRESHWAFHEEEERNEFSH

Call:

Im(formula = ZZ& ME~H IHRE+E = AGHE + IR +
BRI + AFER + AR + HE L)

Residuals:

Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
—0.4957 -0.1369 -0.0403 0.0884 0.6707
Coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>Jt|)
(Intercept) -2.0081 0.2813 ~7.1390 0.0000™"
GRaniit 0.1393 0.0224 6.2070 0.0000™"
i AR 0.7069 0.1194 5.9210 0.0000""
W é 0.0477 0.0264 1.8080 0.0727
B ¥ N3 -0.0560 0.0283 -1.9830 0.0493"
b AR 0.0055 0.0047 1.1830 0.2386
e PN 0.0471 0.0151 3.1210 0.0022"
M L 5] -0.7735 0.2899 —2.6680 0.0085™

Signif. codes: 0, <™ 0.001, ™ 0.01, < 0.05, .” 0.1, * * 1; Residual standard error: 0.2285 on 147 degrees of freedom; Mul-
tiple R-squared: 0.5133, Adjusted R-squared: 0.4901; F-statistic: 22.14 on 7 and 147 DF, p-value < 2.2e-16.

5.2. XFHEITRENH—S I

TR 1, & ih 5 S I 22 A B ) GURN [m) 3% 8% 3 A5 A TR R (B 5 R IR b B AR B8 3%
T, BIEGEET AN AE R E A AR . T2 3R AT a3 AR R R A B A B A A (1) P 2 &
B, BUGHATEIA, 48R3 6 Frn. IMEFEARRIGLE RN Hit FE B H R EAE 1%/KF EIEHER,
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PRee i, Rif

B o U 5 R I R BE AR AR R R HE B A ML £ B R IR T (R VA 5 R vk 5E 2 KN 0.4676, F {9 20.33,
WA RORELT, TR DMEM. AR, 517 GG A N B R IAR Ak B Rk IR 1 s iE A, 5
K5 450 —H.

Table 6. Regression analysis of audit quality and pure technical efficiency of enterprise innovation

6. Wit RE Sl AR AR RN E A5

Call:

Im(formula = ZiERME~FiHRE + K- A6ER + WEHR +
REARFRUE + AFER + B3 AR+ JE )

Residuals:
Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
—0.4997 -0.1772 -0.0566 0.1646 0.6763
Coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>It))
(Intercept) —-2.1217 0.3197 —6.6360 0.0000™"
& 0.1410 0.0255 5.5290 0.0000™"
B AR 0.8101 0.1357 5.9700 0.0000™"
Bla bR 0.0542 0.0300 1.8070 0.0728
E ¥ NSl —0.0355 0.0321 -1.1060 0.2705
b AR 0.0118 0.0053 2.2360 0.0269"
PAE YN 0.0486 0.0171 2.8340 0.0053"™
M L -0.8460 0.3296 —2.5670 0.0113"

Signif. codes: 0, <" 0.001, ™ 0.01, < 0.05, .” 0.1, * * 1; Residual standard error: 0.2597 on 147 degrees of freedom; Mul-
tiple R-squared: 0.4918, Adjusted R-squared: 0.4676; F-statistic: 20.33 on 7 and 147 DF, p-value < 2.2e-16.

5.3. XML& RIEEX O FAIR MR

PEEEA PR (2), £ 7 MEIEAKILE R . Pk GDP ) [RH REAE 5%KF EIEAHK, Ui
BB R AEE R M R, 5% 2 M4n—8. EHIRET, T 0 EE i N SRR A
MBI SR A BCR R IEMHERMER, 5 X8R —8. RIETFERE RZE0N 0.3757, FAE N 14.24, AR
KRBT, JIRERT LB
Table 7. Regression analysis of regional economic development level and innovation comprehensive efficiency
= 7. RiEF A& RKESELAIFEZEEMEMET S

Call:

Im(formula = ZEA R ~FTRINT GDP + H=fMfiR + Hléathx
+ BRI + SIER + AL + JEE)

Residuals:
Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
-0.5082 -0.1636 -0.0473 0.0994 0.7667
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PRee i, Rif

Continued
Coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>It))
(Intercept) -0.9671 0.2607 -3.7100 0.0003™"
Hr i@kt GDP 0.0452 0.0212 2.1290 0.0349"
B AR 0.7651 0.1369 5.5880 0.0000™"

i/l gE 0.0340 0.0292 1.1660 0.2454

B ¥ N3 g -0.0231 0.0311 -0.7440 0.4582
A b AR % 0.0130 0.0050 2.6190 0.0097"
W\ % 0.0829 0.0153 5.4380 0.0000™"

JEE Le A -0.2307 0.3034 -0.7600 0.4482

Signif. codes: 0, " 0.001, < 0.01, < 0.05, *.” 0.1, * * 1; Residual standard error: 0.2528 on 147 degrees of freedom; Mul-
tiple R-squared: 0.4041, Adjusted R-squared: 0.3757; F-statistic: 14.24 on 7 and 147 DF, p-value: 4.83¢—14.

54. RTXEEHF&REENHK—SSH

1% 8 IR AR ACE ZEA [ IR (2) (0 23 5 28, TR, R DL @3k TT GDP i [81)9 & %x
£ 1%KF B IEASR, U XS B e kP il (e gk A R R R 3k — B IR TH SR 5 e . Rth 5 2.4
RED BRI L8 —

Table 8. Regression analysis of regional economic development level and enterprise innovation scale efficiency
= 8. X & RKFES e SIFT MR EMEYT 24

Call:

Im(formula = ZEEARMEE~Fr@Il T GDP + B~ ffiid + Plaths +
BRI + AR + MK + S )

Residuals:
Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
—0.7048 —0.0664 0.0611 0.1213 0.2453
Coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>[t])

(Intercept) 0.2482 0.1973 1.2580 0.2105
@3 GDP 0.0477 0.0161 2.9700 0.00348™

B AR 0.0818 0.1037 0.7890 0.4315

B4t 0.0075 0.0221 0.3400 0.7340

FEARAE U 25 0.0032 0.0235 0.1340 0.8935

b AR -0.0011 0.0038 -0.2810 0.7795

W= A% 0.0111 0.0115 0.9620 0.3374

M EE LE A1 0.1398 0.2297 0.6090 0.5438

Signif. codes: 0, <" 0.001, < 0.01, < 0.05, *.” 0.1, * * 1; Residual standard error: 0.1914 on 147 degrees of freedom; Mul-
tiple R-squared: 0.07293, Adjusted R-squared: 0.02878; F-statistic: 13.42 on 7 and 147 DF, p-value: 3.21e-11.
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6. FHiL5EWN
6.1. FELD

ASCRF BT AR 2017~2021 SEFEASEU, d2 I AE B AR, T S BOR BT ISR SRR
AROR PR AR, JFR e RAAT IR, RO E LB GR ReR iz B, HEA
RoE L B R &, M TR B R KT R B AL B R BB AR e B3, Sl SRR 2 A
BIAIE 1 Ah el e T st B AT A 3t GDP Xt Al BT AR SR o R, S 35 il G R (i & i
PRIEATRE— 00T, RBLANEREE T BRI R T A ML AT BOR R R AV BB BE T, T IX IR B R R K
S AR T AL RS B L BB RE ), B SR SEIE S R AT E

6.2. BEREIYL

BTV REE, SCERIAMI R AL A N E G SR B A AT ALK . H AT R
TR B AR R 2 T TN 24 B ST A o 1A T AORT 7 i BB T I 55 1) S 1B R LR RE 51 A ik 22
B RSN AR O B bR AT RT DAHE I 0 A U E S T BB S S I BB, @R s N T
PR B ARV AT s BRAh, L BT 3k T 2 S o il BT AR R AR B 1 ] ol £ ol K ) i
FE A 5 52 B IX I B R SR I RE R, B AR ORI W A e, 45 T 78 70 BRI IR 5 4l 25 R
FIKHIX, B G RAFHIBIFIAET, M0 3 DR EUET E AR KT Soa, B SN AZ AN R G e 0B s 4
W EARERE, JCHAZ N R A I S AN OB R T G AR L S5 R s KR, R e RE
FRREANICIH RS, IXEEATT A REA SR AT BT RN SR, DL E S B AR QR KT S B
THED TN S

6.3. RERE

RIS, CEBAAE AL B, WEIFHRASIZR ™ 55 BB, BA# . B3R
MBS R T R BOR QAR A BN R BUR, A R QUHT ™ R AT LRI R £
ANMIZER, EEARQEF MR EAE 2R, HR, EREAREFTIM, T DEA BRI BIN ™ H 4k
RN A, SCREOUERE T 31 KAV P AR SR AT T IE, JERIAE 2. BRI, AW
BT 170 A 2 S B L 0 i 42k LA % 8 R e ) A ) e v AR ) P B D 1T ) Kt
X Aelb B Hr (K 7 AR AR A2 I LA BEAT I AR GE . Axt (50
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