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Abstract

Based on the panel data from 1995 to 2012, this paper analyzes the mathematical relation be-
tween economic, technical progress, demographic factors and Beijing, Tianjin and Shanghai’s
trend of carbon emission. According to the results, GDP and population size are positively corre-
lated to the carbon emission; whereas, the youth dependency ratio is negatively correlated to the
carbon emission. And improving the percentage of first and tertiary industry will reduce carbon
emissions.
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WA I BURT 18] U AR A 17122 51 22 (IPCC) LN EiHE 2.7, 1906 4 22 2005 4F 1) — | 4 (Al e B3
BFE T 0.74°C, BIAM LR AIRTI R SIEE T REZ 1.8°C~4°C, TiiE MiX —i& 3 F R H = A
AT REVR F T FEATIE il = SR HE . TFRAMRH, & AR L H AT AN, &
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PP A L AT N T B EE R ek D AN B I PR R FR 45 IR IE M B IR . MRBRA R TARKII R 77: A
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) A T 7 0R PR P

HvmEry, Jbat. Rk BN RERSLX K = KEEY, AEERartas b s
W FCE FER A, 7E 5101 20 4 [ 22 B (1 VT R e 5 3 B IR gk — 2B IR AL R TR, A 80k D B HE s s
B OIPEEAR R RAR EE RN TeRE ST . R, AR BUEY = TIE AR R AR S AT
DA b, RS = B BON A, RT DMICER R R A HE e B I B AT 5 Tk, W ERE
FIRREE R R X ORI EW E ARSI B oy EE RIS R S BRI E

2. ERSMBXIAZFICIRERA

BE S ARSI, NS 256 it R A BRAR IR 1) 32 PR 38 —— B HE i ) B R R A, 2R
TR 1A ) S E AR AN W g

E /2= Tt 7t, FEREFESTFTRE. N, 2. HoRMEE DI 1104
JiTh . Birdsall [1] (1992)iAy— A THIE Z AN D2 SEEZMRIET K, MHEZMREHT XS TES
iR = SRR S — 5T, N FRUR R Sk SO AR BURER, T T R A O U5, X
SeHR I B BRHFBCE RIIE N Knapp [2] (1996)iE1T 143k — A A E S5 2B F 2 R R 2R 56 &R A
¥, SERERCHEAFERKIDELR, ELERA DL SRBHES K EE: Karl [3] (1990) K6
FORIL, SRR IRM A S AN O Z A B AEZ 1 5C 2R Chung [4] (2004) A 78 JU1IE SE3R T 40
AL 2 FEUER E 50 24K PSRRI S R 25 F ;s Dalton [5] (2007) I 745 KB, HARAEZ)1)
B AE A A F R INRRHE TN D 2 WA R s PR, BAE—@ T, A2
U X B HE TBORT A A2 A (R 52 0 LR AR B A B8 D 3%

WAk, NS E MM T G5 LRI S5 A 0T 8 — A i T80 A B A=A 732 e P A DG 49k
HEAT T T2 BB AL AT 55 [6] (2005) (RIF 7t 22 B, 388 A D] 2 06k m T T~ 350 Al 1 s L AT Y2 3 5
KENFE[T] (2020) 73 5 S B JE BRVH 97 /K 5 N D1 85 AR ARt BiHE TS 1 520 7 2 v TN VSR 4K, 1)
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SN 77 AR SC8] (2010) N 1 Ak S e Rk B S & SR HEU E Z DR R, R AL E
F4) A8 A DU 2 J v ) ) LA B S B ) 3 3L R ARER[9] (2010) A SIZAIE 43 M S s 57 B4R A 1 o5 N 1R B
EOAI R R, — SR A e H T PO 383 B T 23 T2 s A 55 [10] (2011) AR 5T % B, 1995 4 %% 2007 4],
RN, B R R 28 sl A 0 LS A [ B HE A DE TRl s, T N R 5N
FEERAL 20 D BRAREG. £ 95 56 [11] (2011) W A H I S5 Ra 1 R 3 S A R A JE R I ) G &

RSKE, ZHRFEANFEZRITRE. BRIEEFELRRIRG . NORBL ARl &=
ROH o BRSPS RS A HESCE R BB AR, RIS 1 b E PRt i D £ 43 7] i
R A RS B B 0 o LS DM B i e ik 3R B K e, ISR N A W S iR I A 5
TR HETBC B B o0 R A N FENL I . DRI, E50 DR ST SOk A3 5 S 5 1 kAt B, A SCi iz G
S AR HUHP T ARG R A Pk NERUE. N RS R PR 3R DL AR T B B
LA T A A HEUR 2 (B R RTG53 IR AN R IR AR U I B A 1)
H5I7E,  DAHNBUR P52 ] 8 AH S BUR S L IR KT
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AT (b [F 8 0 &= AT B gl 49 ) e (2006 4F IPCC [ S & UASE F48 1) 7K
FRSHEAT T AR REE S Ll = AN B 1 P 4 0 — S A HR T I 5

HUP BT

1) WHEA R AP AT P R WIDEER CRIEREIRSTTH ) AT 2] T 1995 4% 2011 4
MR REITT IR E), AN ENE R E = KimiElE + ITRREAHE + $UKE;

2) KRR 1 A B0 00 % BE U AR (1 S B RO R L TP A S R SR (v
L) = BUBHE PR x SR (BB AL RVE),  FERA 2 fALT IIRA A s

3) WHA RIS AR, AR WBRETRE = PORHE S B ERIAL) < SRR R
(AR BT 2R 25 T )

4) WEASREIR AR [ R B, BN BEREIH AR TR BB S B, TP A S [BRE = [
dh R x BT AR < [ RR

5) T AL B R BRHEBCR PR AR BB . THR A it = LR S -
e e

6) THELA BEUE A SEBR A BR R . TS AR, SEPRIRHIE: = P BaCR x R b
FEH BB A, PR RICHR R 3fe LARK 5 — SRR 23 7 Fe 4 R A, AT 20 5% BRI it P ) S s — 584K
HECE

Horr, BRI S A A BRBHEE AR BEIR G AT R b, B E ORI LA, T B0k
BOA BRI B CA s ZAEHRRCR A TS0 7 BAAIRR s WS AR R 18 45 P A MR E AR L 2 P S A
BRILEER, RACKRRLEIRBE e 0 PE . @ BEUWI2, BIRCR RS PN, Crp A R = s
GriTERI) B (2006 4 IPCC [ SIS VAT SRR PRI BUACHAE, BAZEIANSE v Hdhi ot
ARAEEHENACRT KA L ) 25 REPR [R5, DRI o AEAS PR TN 5 A S
CUDNSIE S SR PN

CO, =(ExHxC)xOx(44/12) @)

Horpr CO N M, E NERENE MM HIZmTH 2 &, H v MM AT IE, C A% Rl
SRR, O NRREIRMA I EILER, (44/12) 8 CO, 5 C 7> TEHLAR . BRIt oy — .
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MRAE (P EBEIRGE L) AT & i Al BEVRAR LA v e (b B 48 i =8 <RI il 48 R )
(2006 4 IPCC [ 5 & UIAH AR R ) A0 3 E & EZREEN SR AR, % EXN 9
WITHEREAT TS, 19 B BIE % 3 Z AR AR TR B (WL R 1), FFARIEN(1) 45 & = T4 X B IR #E
ey vH A5 2 = B HE R S B (LK 2).

Table 1. Carbon emission factors for major energy sources

* 1 BEEERMMRHRRY

[ BRHER R (T E) BB YR S Bl HE RS (T )
FE(TIm) 1.975 WA ST ) 3.101
FER TN 2.86 )R ) 3.008
FAtE = (M) 0.816 KIRAMESLTTK) 2.162
JER 3 (73 ) 3.02 P (2L TTK) 0.816
PR (3 ) 2.925 M I (12T FL ) 1.246
Seih () 3.096 FAd A ] (5 ) 3.005
PRk (3 ) 3.17 oAl FE = 5 (5 ) 2.404

Hih (3 ) 3.033

BV AR (h S PR S RS R mfE R ) & (2006 4F IPCC [H KR = UAE RiE M) T HdE BT RS 5.

Table 2. Total carbon dioxide emissions in Beijing-Tianjin-Shanghai calendar year (unit: 10,000 tons)

2. UEPFHEZSUBRHERE BRI FIRg)

i 1) e Bt R i Al = Bt R

1995 13348.09 20367.78 9854.20 2004 15862.02 32454.33 16155.50
1996 13587.87 21085.77 9597.54 2005 16210.18 35038.42 17231.69
1997 13588.60 21674.44 10247.68 2006 16375.43 35393.38 18408.99
1998 13349.27 21939.98 10034.47 2007 17427.67 36330.67 19465.97
1999 13810.91 23343.86 10517.79 2008 18171.17 38096.98 19219.40
2000 14392.58 25597.43 11476.93 2009 18171.17 38096.98 20466.75
2001 14196.94 26457.87 12460.59 2010 18630.31 38147.50 27240.11
2002 14592.99 26777.95 13588.19 2011 17574.50 37960.28 29928.41
2003 14991.48 30119.03 14076.07 2012 16966.84 38538.76 27968.53

BRI AR TR P A A BRI AR R LA 1 P A RE IR BRI R BT B

4. BRRIRR IR KR
4.1. BHEHIR

Esedba. Rk b = 1995~2012 BRIEIE TSEE A GE R B A (PEBRIESGTHES)
KA RS AomiE o i R E DN TR N B e N B A R IR e 2 o DAA T 4
IFEIRE = M AU &

FHP =W RIRRIRTE S n . iR B E R AR MDA RVE . X A AR =k
W= EAEANDRE. ERACOH. NOZEE., R&HE%. FRMETCHEEIE kA gt
R 2013) . CREGIMES 2013) « ( RiBSIHER 2013) 5 K EMESRE ER (FEAN
Hitlk gt E%) 8 (FEAOSIHES) 5 JER AN D EHEF 2005 4£45 2012 4k H (PEADS
FOGTHERE) 1994 £ 2004 FRYAL RS REBEEEE h I FEAER N O BRUVEEN DR R],  FigEdRE
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AN D EA RN D G B AE N DB EE R, =Wz x50 )L 0 HEEE A,
1995-2011 FHIEAR & & % PR S5 AN O ZERPN O S 552], 2012 G503 Nk 5 %-4h 2013 4
FiHES.

4.2. BURTEIR

MRS B R E (W 1 FR), Bl —E e THAMMT, REMBHEE 2004 Gt
e B —HEmE AR . FEPITE 2012 SR 2011 SR BT R RE, 10 _EEUAE 2011 ERSAE RBEL H
2012 FFHBRHABOUE— B . WIKIEERE, REMRASOE KRR, FHHK 6.64%, HikE L
MR A 3.89%, LU =i g, 15 1.47%, HEWE—EHL T TREH.

ORI X A RE YR E o B KR AR HEE N K EE 2, FIIK RS A E] 4.29%.
7.26%- 5.69%. M LLECRE, RiBIEAF MR R 25, 1 500 T 13 18 A B kg (i 1] 2 fir
) HMWEERE, FRIREIREFERZ, 2012 FiA%) 11362.2 JiMibrAERE; JbR A, 2012 FREH
TSR TA77.7 JIMRRIESE: 2012 AR R AL IR 9 S &y 8208.01 3 BRI .
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Figure 1. Carbon emissions in 1995-2012 (ten thousand tons)
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Figure 2. Energy consumption in 1995-2012 (10,000 tons of
standard coal)

2.1995~2012 FEERIE B2 (7 MARELE)

LT 7t GDP [V REFEMT AR AR, pUEP =M MR 2B DI m S E 3 BiR), Hf
e I RE AR m R B =i, /3G GDP REFEH 1995 £ER (1) 2.34 Wiysk/> 2] 2012 4[] 0.436 Wi, 2012 SR 1)
REVE {1 2% R & 1995 4E (1) 5.38 i, FEIRERIR R 9.23%; K. L1773 7C GDP REFEELIE /D7) Bk
7.78%. 6.44%, 5 1995 fEAHLL, K L 2012 SRR B T 4 5. 3.14 15,

4. E 53 HHR TAbR . Kig, =T H 1995 £ 5 2012 ML F KGN . 2012 FE)
=TI GDP S84 N 16967 1276 27969 1270 38539 1Z7E N, EXIHKF /35N 15.7%. 16.85%-
13.15%, =& Hr S EMNKEES S T2 E GDP [ibi#, 2012 4 =1 A% GDP it 8.5 F AR
Mi(& 1.37 JigEot), Abnt NI IX A= 7= Sl o UGl i (85373 Jt)iA % 87454 Ju, RENIZE 2011 4E5k

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2019.97085 580 b k=


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2019.97085

£57

T YT, 2012 4R GDP A F) 93173 T, AEHIEE EA 14.3%, AL 12.08% 5 K
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Figure 3. Energy consumption per 10,000 yuan of GDP in
1995-2012 (ton of standard coal)
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Figure 4. 1995-2012 GDP (100 million yuan)
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Figure 5. Per capita GDP (yuan/person) from 1995 to 2012
5.1995~2012 & A% GDP (7t/A)

MANESEERE, dbat. REE. Rl#EGRERO, Jbat. Bl N DR #E 2 T3, 2012 4
AR AR UL AAF] 2069 J5 A 2380 S5 N, RidEA P EAHXT AN, 2012 R HHA 1413.2
FINEInE 6 fn). (AN DI KRS, =il KRHK, 5ED 20008 3.03%. 2.43%. 3.11%.

B 7 s, BTN A R T AR KRBT, 2012 4 BT AT 7 A BN H 295 3754
N, R RUEERTI 3 M5/, (Abai 1261 N, RiFH 1186 N). NHE R &, W B R ABIR 1) % 5
THFE S BARCR R POERG G, X AT R LI RE YR S R SR B T A T ) S R R

FHEP =R N D RS TR E AT E 8 fiw), 2012 fEi =1 IR A O ELE 4 HliA F)
86.2%. 81.6%-. 89.8%, it T AEFI/KF. AMLERE, Jbut. K. REMIREAR—BELT
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Figure 6. Population size 1995-2012 (10,000 people)
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Figure 7. population density in 1995-2012 (persons per square
kilometer)
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Figure 8. Urbanization rate in 1995-2012 (%)
8. 1995~2012 S AL E (%)

M EE R RE (W 9. 1B 10 FizR), mUEF =T A — kb GDP LEE RN, 2012 4EB b5
R, BERE—PHEE 5 0.84%. 1.33%. 0.63%. [FIN, =M% /7 b el ib %58
A, o 2012 EAERT. RIS e R E AU 22.7%. 38.92%, 1M EE =k A IRGE, 4y
Wik F 76.46%-. 60.45%.

REGFIP A AR, REERE kb e & . 2012 44 51.68%, 25 =I5 5 — =k
bb B 4200 L 1K B 46.99%, SR KRS ek & 2009 4E LUK IS R %, {H R BRI R AUN 4 0.41%,
MR = b B SR . SO 1.32%. 1K) GDP K2 M TRl with . 33l sk
16.85%, it B K (2 5 8 KA B A T 58 — =k, 28 @ ATk, B 5 ki L
AR TP AR B D, TR, R R R R A
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Figure 9. The proportion of the second industry in 1995-2012
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Figure 10. The proportion of the tertiary industry in 1995-2012
10. 1995~2012 ==tk E

5. BN
5.1. EaER

STIRPAT #E2 FH T N IS . A &« HAR K5 I35 5400 2 [R] G 2 (1 = L 481 52 i e AL ASE
A, ZARALRAE “IPAT” BALIERE BRIk,  “IPAT” BALZH Ehrlich B4R E, TR
X EE I T )2 (Ehrlich, 1999), (HIZAE RS TEIE AR He % PR AN R LG AR Ak, DL B AT & 22 500 7 1 1]
. STIRPAT HEAYTAE 13X — PRI, (Rl AREE T S8 b sy aliby, 52 7 AN SBFFIHEARE N
MM = A F R R

BART AT

| =aP’ AT u )

b1 BB, fEASC R R AR R, P AANHIREER, A NABUTE, T REARKE. 8.
5+ AHNSERRERARE, o NEEHI, u NS
2R SN I N 105 R R HE IS B 2, AR SOKE STIRPAT B8 Pt — 28 4 i B4 N VRIS DL &%
N R SR DSRERON 1 B BN SR AR AL R SR BAE W IR N IR, FFx &2 R 0 0%
o PARRAREE AT REAFAE RO 05 Z2 MR, T BRAR R e sy, AR 23R R 5. 2 ifa
(K] STIRPAT LAY Al {1 3k«
Inl, =, + B, InP(age,urban)+ &, In A + 4, InT, +u, 3
Horbage A AR S5, EHES7 B4R AT LL(RD 15~64 5 N U8 AN LB Lugl) . 14 8 UL >

FENDEH. 65 KL EZR NDHE; urban NIEA NIDELE, BSOS NDORHE; Tk
t =1995,1996, - --, 2012 fX R FE AT H]
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5.2. BEEFLER

BARI S, AR

1) ZEAABRHEBCE() . ARYE LSO B TR EAF B (A JTE) .

2) NS THEETFERFEEND, MUBFEEEATPENAND, RN EAR T E T 6
AMNHUERAEARTT P EEAN D BIEAES RN O CRA: TTN).

3) ABIWEA). BIAY) GDP: LLM44E GDP SA4% LS HAE N DR BB (B AL IT0).

4) FARIKF(T). BIREIRIE TR AE 2% LAREIRTH #E S &Rk DL GDP 3 2 #.47 GDP [MRRIFTHFER . fE
TR FE AR DARHES AT E AL, SRS — I RE bR dE . TR ERUE T sobr AR I #E > 7000 T %
AR S A [E B B AR IR % B A R B R I B R T S AVE Y 7000 TR IARAERRE (AL T bR itE
1)

5) =Rk i GDP LU HE s DADIAEGuit 4 4 rp = = b =B Bk DA A [X A= 7= 28 e B A9 31 (A = %)

6) IER NI E: DISEEE AN DBERUUS N OSSR (AN %),

7) AJLANAHE: 0~14 % A O HE N E 2 AL %),

8) WLV TR FRE AT FLALAE — & I T T B AR S5 1 A i i 2 B S, o AR LA
NIRRT SCHRURS A AR VG 1 75 25, AR B 22 5 A R A S SR IR 45 OS2 s ANELFE SRR E
AALAEAR [E AL A RV B S o B2 B 4 R PR AU 9% . BUR S MRS H R (AL A2
JE)e

FAARNIIEARGHE B 3 B,

Table 3. Data statistics report for each variable

3 BEXENHERIHERS

iR A BUNITE FEE sd fe/ME O]
T HIE U 2 (7 i) 54 20863.12 8774.74 9597.54 38538.76
GDP (fZ.Jt) 54 6914.69 5300.69 931.97 20181.72
A#J GDP (Jt) 54 42454.61 24369.83 9769 93173
RV 2l e i (T bR AL ) 54 5657.16 2421.96 2452.34 11362.15
REEAS I 03 (A2 GDP fEFE) 54 1.171 0.51 0.44 2.72
TR (BB RERE AR 54 3.76 0.61 2.36 4.65
HAL GDP BicHESUE 54 4.43 2.30 0.95 10.57
i 5 GDP LG (%) 54 2.2715 0.0154 0.0063 0.0652
=== E 5 GDP HHE (%) 54 43.1376 0.1067 0.2270 0.5679
=== {E & GDP HH (%) 54 54.5910 0.1141 0.3784 0.7646
GDP K% (%) 54 8.5254 0.8394 6.8373 9.9125
N (A N) 54 1494.79 410.13 941.83 2380.43
RN M EEEE (%) 54 0.7824 0.0684 0.62 0.90
LW N D L (%) 54 0.1085 0.0221 0.08 0.16
A LN EEEE (%) 54 0.1263 0.0398 0.08 0.22
RAE (1L T) 54 2393.94 2050.21 337.71 8721.25

FHERIE: 4.1 3 BRI
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5.3. B354

HRAE BSOS BB S AR R PR, A SCR A AR A AT TR SCUE A, TR Rl
BT I ) A AT RO AR R B0 S R S I = M 2 TR £ S o P (RIS ) 7R 4 [ ) S I 8
36t G 2o TR P AR i o BRATTAR e XA ARG S 28OS (AN [RMBRE, 73 ) P T g 20 A 7R % I AL 280 I A Y
X AL TR IEAT [RIH, 454 Hausman K36 25 A X P FRE AL o b AT e 9%

SIAIE [0 U1 F PR A R A Dy = i B R TS (RO ) » P A e B4 20 BORT A N T RS . 325 GDP
A7 GDP fEFE. HZH %, DLLRRIBOG RN SR — Je 55 =7k (5 7 GDP L E . st oAb J LA F L

A 4 R ENASE R SR BT LS AR R BE A AR, R AR 70 R A DO AR A5 R &
FIRBRHE R BT S M. B 1 LA AT GDPL N FTHUEE . #7 GDP REAEIX = MRIEA )
e B 2 AR 1 A B L S AR R, Bk B =l GDP R ELEE N B A
Ak BT, LT LSS T Rt = IR AR R 3 AR 2 f SR bt M
BULRARRR, K50 RTAN) = 17 AL ERE S BREECRI 2 s A7 4 DUIAERERY 3 B JEmtl E RPN
HI SR, B 14 8 R UL N A N ETEEE,  DURIG N R S5 PR R R R BRFE U i . Ak
FISCUERE LA R A4 6 P

Table 4. Regression results

4. EEALER
THERL ] 5 R3S BEATL KRS A
A1) GDP 0.7654314%** 0.2998117
N FI A 0.2781719 1.174203***
i GDP fig ke 0.4142674** 0.4021422%**
R AH o -0.1593272 -0.1012233
kMl GDP HL T 6.029538 —4.564704
oA GDP LhE 1.343219%** 2.16494%**
JERANOE 1.227206** 1.050738**
A JLADHE -1.657772 —2.067545%*
WA -0.4281316 —2.444452
R-sq: within= 0.9536 0.9467
Between= 0.5101 1.0000
Overall= 0.6582 0.9776

W xy e N RIRORG T RBE 10%. 5%, 1%KF EEA T EK.

[HEE R ER, A GDP. NEIHUEL, Hhr GDP BEFE LS BAL Z 15 5 U = i B HE O B35
AR, 55—k GDP HLELAHELRE, 55— R =l o P ke A Bl T = i B HE R (kb o

MIER RIS B R TERE , W BRHBCEE R i K AR A I G, 2 AR AN D
HLEL, FUGZ AL GDP BERE, df il KA A MR Bl vh i/, W RTE) =Hi ast i KO e A i
e I PR AR AR T SR AT, T RN (977 5K BB AR N 11 B B PR R i/ U A e HIE TS B 8 o ) 2 220K
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Table 5. 4 model regression results

5. 4 MIEAIEJALER

TiHER AL 1 R 2 A3 A 4
A1 GDP 1.297354%** 0.4605495*** 0.2776891%** 0.2357124**
N 1.040528*** 1.10737%** 0.9975499%** 1.039697***

Bf7 GDP fEF 1.766287*** 0.6100301*** 0.4404455%** 0.4361609%**
ol it —9.981893*** —10.74856%** —7.392021%**
HErk it —1.968433*** —2.231646%** —2.209873***
e ANA L E 1.184018*** 0.9292614**
W YINELA: —2.040163**

e el —11.41126%** -1.753784 0.2064302 0.7087559

R-sq: within= 0.8758 0.9314 0.9421 0.9466
Between= 0.8419 0.9999 0.9999 1.0000
Overall= 0.8326 0.9710 0.9755 0.9775
Prob > chi2= 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

T * wr RN TE REE 10%. 5%, 1%k ERAEEE,

PRI, S T AR LG, S KR = B R 3 KA SRR, A R RLAE L A
T T — IR B, LLg DB

BEAR, A JUN LG S A1 -t e % WY S sl D BT R e il =TT OB HEBCR G . H AT =172
CRBOT “ A7 BOR. eV REXU A — 5 AT LT EE S AT ATRAILIX — BUR )
SEERE A AT = A ELRE T 0B — S AR A HE TR R

LR R, BAMESE AT h G2 2l . B PR, 2l DR
WA, (BRI RGN, PSR R DU ER,  O0OR B AR A2 B BAT S ) 1) 3%
A

6. /&5

TR AE R R B A ERETTE 1995 £ 2012 A 14 2 WA YRR S R, FRATTAR R
(hEE goR =S RS R gl fER ) & (2006 4F IPCC [H 5K & MAIE BAGTE ) 100715 AR RSBl AT
T =R AR R, SRR T = R AR CR AR DL R . N AR
WAZ B R S, IR TR PR SR 2 T FoRBED . N DR S 5P = Wik
REIHFE KA.

[ 25 R RN, 250 B RS N DAY Sk B HEBUS & A 5 W B A (2 R4 L, RIS #42 GDP
REAE S AR D FLE B SRR HE IR &2 1IEARSG . M LN DL SR 2 oG & AN, 5258
TPAREE B RS =M R R BT A = > AR AR TR

e HE

2018 S 4 [H AL (T U BE) R G E A ARHEE ARSI 57 30 ) 7 R 5 M IR s2ma L] 234D
2019 4F 5 Hp A R T 22 T A ot B R R 5 R R T B A BRI s i 5T ) (TIDXKY1903) .
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