e B SIS S R
% 1L
{ I ﬁ hEI RO ET

XRiPIZiis bttp. //www.aed.org.cn

N

BHIRZIR TR S AL HEISH B EHABE
FREE, B —, flE

FIHIAL:

ZERAE, BT —, R . B R NI AR B G 0 AR P R A A S BB AR (], Al B8 5 AR 2441, 2025, 42(6): 1505-
1516.

TEZR R View online: https:/doi.org/10.13254/j.jare.2025.0413

L] RERGBR A HAN SO

Articles you may be interested in

HB BRI -5 Tobit B AL 7 - PG 1l DR E A 7 8038 K S R~ B v 9 L A8
TRAC, AT, B, A A B, 250%, 5K 64, S
AN S FREE AR 2020, 37(6): 818828  https://doi.org/10.13254/j.jare.2020.0482

BT K -BRIR AR AL SR AL BB AR

JEI & W, WEAE, REAE, TR, RRTF

VB IR SR 22 R 2020, 37(6): 875-881  https://doi.org/10.13254/j.jare.2019.0639
ML B b E RO 2 0 4 e

DR, BUERL ATEER, B, T

AV BEPR S EEA AR 2021, 38(5): 709-715  https://doi.org/10.13254/j.jare.2021.0377

rh 48 PRl A= SRR I S H G pE A 5 BT

JiKEN, /N e

ANV B SGEAR. 2021, 38(1): 135-142  hitps://doi.org/10.13254/j.jare.2020.0148
B X R FH A R SRR P il B OC R ST

LK, AerE, B, ikt 5y

LMV BRI A4 2017, 34(4): 319-327  https://doi.org/10.13254/j.jare.2017.0066



http://www.aed.org.cn/nyzyyhjxb/ch/index.aspx
http://www.aed.org.cn/nyzyyhjxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.13254/j.jare.2025.0413
http://www.aed.org.cn/nyzyyhjxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.13254/j.jare.2020.0482
http://www.aed.org.cn/nyzyyhjxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.13254/j.jare.2019.0639
http://www.aed.org.cn/nyzyyhjxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.13254/j.jare.2021.0377
http://www.aed.org.cn/nyzyyhjxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.13254/j.jare.2020.0148
http://www.aed.org.cn/nyzyyhjxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.13254/j.jare.2017.0066

wE RS IR EFH 2025, 42(6): 1505-1516 Journal of Agricultural Resources and Environment

1516.
LITX, LIAO Y Y, ZANG X Y. Dynamic evolution and transformation pathways of grain green production efficiency under carbon emission Feyp
constraints : a case study of Jiangsu Provincel[]]. Journal of Agricultural Resources and Environment, 2025, 42(6): 1505-1516. JFHCEI22 OSID

I AR MIARBERBAETARDET U SHERET
R, BiE—, REA

(LB RO KA E R BT B2 B, B AT 2100955 2. VTR ML 27 At S Rb 2 S 2 - aURO R R B ) 22 4 B BURER B S
K, MIAL 2100955 3. mUAO RS PUARSABE , B AT 210095)

T E N THRITUHER 2 R VLI B A 0 A PR I T E S S S B A R AR AR ST SR TR SRR B A 45 A T AR A A B
A RSB (SBM-ML) 255 1, WYL 13 B2 T 2000—2023 4F AR £ A= 72 45 (0 A 72 0 S 00 AT DN A58 520 e LIS 3 7 K 23 ]
5 e IR s OB [ RE SN B g — A A e BT TV SR T ORI IR B R K S5 IR R T s
B AR (GTFP) B ARF AR T), H1 2000 479 0.99 T 28 2023 4514 1.34 . H X I8 /B A7 AR SE A5 B AR — R4 A0 I S5 Y 485 44
Z 5 PRI, GTFP A 1.19; Fdb it 4 W28, i 1.02 F+ 5 1.34 (A% sl K TR BB R 58 2, $ AR UE (TC) B
Bk 162 (HACR T I A A, £ AR BCR (EC) BIMEAN 7 0.86, TERZ I 25, K By b fi 32 82 A0 IE [ 3R 8, A b JASE
ZENS GTFP 245 U R R AFFE S AL IX 0], B4R 7=l & J D) 8 3 k] GTRP ., B 5T # i FE R Ly R A 4 T B AR k% A
A RBE AL i TF 308 2 2 28 00 ) Gt 8l L 28 ik Al A ™ ol o W AR, S+ DR b skl 4 a0 2 SR Ak b ol B S R0l IR S5 R R L 7 S (e
TSR, LSRR £ e 4 A hk B AR P [R) & i

KRR ARHE I AR R A R KB R B IR L A R B R A R

HREEKE F327 SCERFRAERD : A SE S :2095-6819(2025)06-1505-12 doi: 10.13254/j.jare.2025.0413

Dynamic evolution and transformation pathways of grain green production efficiency under carbon emission
constraints: a case study of Jiangsu Province

LI Tianxiang"? LIAO Yuanyi’, ZANG Xingyue'"

(1.College of Economics and Management, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095 ,China; 2.The Philosophy and Social Science
Laboratories of Jiangsu Higher Education Institutions, Intelligent Laboratory for Food Security Governance and Policy, Nanjing Agricultural
University, Nanjing 210095, China; 3.MSU Institute, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: This study tracked the evolution of grain-sector green efficiency in Jiangsu Province (2000—2023) under carbon—emission
constraints. Using a super—efficiency SBM—ML model, it measured temporal trends and spatial disparities across 13 prefecture—level cities,
and applied a two—way fixed—effects model to identify key driving factors. The results showed that green total factor productivity (GTFP) in
Jiangsu rose steadily from 0.99 in 2000 to 1.34 in 2023. Central Jiangsu performed best with an average of 1.19. Northern Jiangsu improved
from 1.02 to 1.34 but showed high volatility. Southern Jiangsu, though achieving a peak technological progress of 1.62, remained
constrained by low efficiency, with an average technical efficiency of only 0.86. Grain yield acted as a significant positive driver, farm scale
had an inverted U-shaped effect, indicating an optimal moderate size, and non—agricultural expansion suppressed green efficiency. These
findings suggest that policy should focus on enhancing technical efficiency, defining optimal farm scale thresholds, facilitating urban—rural
factor mobility, restraining the siphoning effects of non—agricultural sectors, and implementing region—specific land and service policies to
achieve synergies between grain security and low—carbon goal.
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Table 1 Input—output indicator system of grain production efficiency under a GTFP framework

— R IEhn YRR U&=t EEED2 E YIRS HfH i
Primary indicator ~ Secondary indicator Tertiary indicator Unit Calculation method Mean SD
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e B i HEEY S i 10t — 270.09 165.13
AR HE A - B 10*t — 23.40 16.30

TE : A=HUEL PRI R BRI R AN TR s B=Al 2B 7™ S B AR bR B

Note: A = Grain crop sown area / Total crop sown area; B = Agricultural output value / Primary industry output value.
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Table 2 Selection of driving factor indicators for green grain production efficiency and descriptive statistical analysis
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WAk KSF- URBA ¢ UNEVISYNS| % 59.56 14.05

AT L ELE — 10° kWh 10.92 14.43

A HUA % i MACH MU AL BN R B VR A% Rl i AR kW +hm™ 0.58 0.17
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(2007—2015 4F) , iZ W B TC Hr 225 2 1.19~1.32 3F:
R £ SRS, W 5 GTFP R IR T 2 1.27 )5 [l 7% 5|
1.17, TC B R HE 5 GTFP 3 K p9 4% .03 f1 . (HEC K
SRYEFETE 0.88~0.98 [X[H] , I sk & 25, 388 JEE 45500 A %
W . A B BOA R T (2015—2023 4F ), TC
HE— 2R 0E 3 1.55, 5180 GTFP 2EF+ %8 1.34 1y Iy sl Ui
{8 XA BT 25 TULINE TELOMD B U i B S5
SN, AR AR SR A5 . {3 EC I mg
HEARIF LR 3, 2022—2023 4E [ % 0.87, Bos
PRSI B RCR L THI 2 2 1 1 29 GTFP
i — A L 1 11 A AN
22 IIHMBEBEFYENZ BREL ST
MHEL X 4 BE |, 2000—2023 4F , 75 Eg o5 L oidL
3 20002023 FIARBFZBEERETE(GTFP)
MR ESR
Table 3 GTFP index of grain production in Jiangsu and its
decomposition(2000—2023)

BELBEZETE . GEEAREETC
ﬁi’ﬁj\ GTFP éﬁ@&*xﬂli EC G

Green technical

Year Green total factor .. technological
productivity efficiency progress

2000—2001 0.99 1.01 0.98
2001—2002 1.03 1.02 1.01
2002—2003 0.83 0.88 0.94
2003—2004 1.02 0.95 1.07
2004—2005 0.89 0.90 0.99
2005—2006 0.95 0.86 1.10
2006—2007 0.95 0.84 1.12
2007—2008 1.13 0.95 1.19
2008—2009 1.20 0.96 1.24
2009—2010 1.20 0.96 1.26
2010—2011 1.27 0.93 1.37
2011—2012 1.26 0.98 1.29
2012—2013 1.15 0.88 1.30
2013—2014 1.15 0.88 1.30
2014—2015 1.17 0.89 1.32
2015—2016 1.07 0.92 1.16
2016—2017 1.15 0.95 1.20
2017—2018 1.13 0.92 1.23
2018—2019 1.18 0.95 1.24
2019—2020 1.24 0.96 1.29
2020—2021 1.27 0.96 1.32
2021—2022 1.31 0.91 1.43
2022—2023 1.34 0.87 1.55

M 1.12 0.93 1.20

TE : MLISECEAT IR AT INE , GTRP (EC \TC N #54F i B
Note: ML index exhibits circular additivity, and GTFP, EC, and TC

represent cumulative values for each year.

— 1510 —

SR GTFP ¥ S B T e JhIF S B B 2 &2
T BORBCRH R TS RRE B 2 5 NTERL
i 22 5 W (R 4) oI5 ML X GTFP i 0.97 Jh &
1.24, TC R K, 2022—2023 4734 1.62, H EC 23
th SR e AR B R A, S e R 2k X AR AR B Y
[F] Al 5% 5 80 R4S FRAL R R g R 2D 3R T
H T 75 B DX b B A R AR AL S R Al A
NRE ARG TR B LA EXELLY K, —E R
& EH 2T EARLA AR . TR b X GTFP
amE e oKL, 1 1.00 3 2 1.54, TC 1 0.99 7+ £ 1.62, i
A WIFRAT , EC A B S (H IR AR A, AR
FEZSIM 1542 46 e A FH R BEAAR B i AE JRR ,
HAELAL S HLIAAL , 76 2009 4 J5 GTFP 32 P& 42 2 4F
T L2 B8 . JRAEHIX GTFP M 1.02 T} 2 1.34,
TC 1 0.99 5 % 1.44  H ALK ghEOR  FARBEARMAT
AN B AR F SO ™ X, ZE SR B 2 R A
PUA RS A B A5 0 Bt sl T, B U5 AL
P ONEHLCRTE 99% L 1) |, 808 4 34505 4 1L
7. HIGER, 4245 283 /R To AR s
K LA RSB AROM 1) K Jie , S B T ARl ZE S UL 3
87% , #E— 4R TE T TC oTk . SR, X Il A 8 ke &
W K B 10 2 S AL T RCR e . BT, = RIX
Sl B SR AR B AR AR Bl R IR R AR S A
SRHARXS Y, TRAC Eh R BARE R B g
N N S
23 IIARBEBEFSNERHEENZIEERS
TEXT AR B 24T 81V 2 Jip, ABHE 5 R F 52t
it Breusch—Pagan ] LM S5 ARG 530, 25 5 B
73N [E6] 7 2880087 FH BB AL 800 AR AR I 280 IR 5 [ A A
1 1 & 1F ) Wald K56 . Wooldridge £ 56 #1 Breusch—
Pagan LM K3 55 , & BUFEAAEAE 0N A A OC 20 [8] 5+
J7 22V 20 [R] [ AR DG R8T, % T4 48 Hausman K
Lo o R N NS T I v T N P e N £
Hausman ¥ 56 F13E F 1 IR 5 A Wald 48 11 50 K6 56 25
SRR R [ OV T AR AL, I Ah ST AEAAAE
HRH S 53 5 22 S5 1) R, ASBIFSE SR T T 8L 1) ] < 5800
MR AT YT Ut/ 3Rk (FGLS ) #E AT Ak 1. Horpr,
X T AR IR R R0, R T e R B2 A
FEHAT FGLS ATy, i b i [A]Ea #4474
RSTEAR R T BRI F A 25 R, o 8 1
Ry AAE R S [R] R0 A X AT AT A FGLS Al TH45 2R 5 B
T2 RS T X ) [ 5 2800 ) AT A7 A FGLS JEA 7 i
(4
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R4 IHBHRMAFHEEREFT KRR H5HE(2000—2023)
Table 4 Average TFP of grain production and its decomposition in different regions of Jiangsu (2000—2023)

FE A FFRIHLIX Southern Jiangsu F X Central Jiangsu F5dbHLX Northern Jiangsu

Year GTFP EC TC GTFP EC TC GTFP EC TC
2000—2001 0.97 1.00 0.97 1.00 1.01 0.99 1.02 1.03 0.9
2001—2002 0.96 0.94 1.01 0.9 1.00 0.9 1.14 111 1.02
2002—2003 0.86 0.88 0.97 0.93 1.00 0.92 0.75 0.81 0.93
2003—2004 0.91 0.88 1.04 1.03 0.99 1.04 1.14 1.01 1.13
2004—2005 0.75 0.83 0.90 0.99 0.99 0.99 1.01 0.91 1.10
2005—2006 0.77 0.78 1.00 1.01 0.88 1.16 1.12 0.95 1.18
2006—2007 0.74 0.68 1.08 0.99 0.85 1.16 1.19 1.04 1.14
2007—2008 0.96 0.85 1.12 1.08 0.90 1.20 1.38 1.10 1.26
2008—2009 1.05 0.88 1.19 1.17 0.92 1.28 1.38 1.08 1.28
2009—2010 1.04 0.86 1.21 1.20 0.93 1.29 1.39 1.08 1.29
2010—2011 115 0.86 1.33 1.33 0.94 1.41 1.37 0.99 1.38
2011—2012 1.22 0.94 1.29 1.20 0.90 1.33 1.35 1.08 1.25
2012—2013 1.24 0.96 1.29 1.22 0.90 1.35 1.03 0.80 1.28
2013—2014 1.24 0.96 1.29 1.20 0.89 1.35 1.04 0.80 1.29
2014—2015 1.26 0.97 1.30 1.26 0.92 1.37 1.05 0.80 1.31
2015—2016 1.03 0.86 1.19 1.19 0.92 1.29 1.04 0.99 1.05
2016—2017 1.06 0.85 1.24 1.34 1.03 1.29 1.13 1.01 L12
2017—2018 1.06 0.85 1.25 1.23 0.92 1.34 1.15 1.01 1.14
2018—2019 1.08 0.83 130 1.34 1.05 1.28 1.20 1.03 117
2019—2020 115 0.85 1.35 1.41 1.04 136 1.23 1.04 118
2020—2021 1.17 0.83 1.41 1.44 1.03 1.40 1.27 1.06 1.19
2021—2022 1.18 0.77 1.53 1.51 1.02 1.48 1.32 1.01 1.31
2022—2023 1.24 0.77 1.62 1.54 0.95 1.62 1.34 0.93 1.44

i 1.03 0.86 1.20 1.19 0.95 1.24 1.16 0.98 1.19

IR R IR AC R X N #2417 Y GTFP \EC \TC B LT3,

Note: The averages for southern, central, and northern Jiangsu represent the geometric mean of GTFP, EC, and TC across the prefecture—level cities

within each region.

(DR EL O 2B R RIKEH R, P
21 FEAE R DL B, R B 7 B KX GTEP
A EIE W, RS — AL A R Y
2.784 /4~ BN Y S (0, A B AR 7R IR, SR A5 AR
TR R IR R . 25 R R HE sh g (A 7 AL RE D
s YL R HE R, B RE A I B BT R 4 B
IEEA . ETIRNIEA R 5T M = 2 il
SRR I EBEIT . BEAh, ARl 2 8 AT X
GTFP 1A {2 35 9 1 1) 520, [] A S 7 30 2R 500k
-0.001, L3k F] 1% & MK, R IR 28 K5
GTFP Z [ fF1E B & A U AR R . X R
HHOE R 5 AR — E AR b TR gk R R A A (i
BEAALAE R R TR T2 a4 7= K (H—
H AT o e U 5 A, SRR TTR A SRR T
Rk B i A P2 R S IR A . WBIUE L il
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LRI A2 W IRAE 1.9 07 hm®+ 7 A" 2245, 4RI IL 95
AIREAR T (E A 16.84, B AR 1 4b T BSR4 B350 Y
TR B ASRAT L R A (]

=7, AR L & AKX GTFP R P &
F s e AR —AN o R TR
GTFP [ 0.019 4~ B 33 Sz e 1 VT AR A A =l Al pe
W& X 57 8 S AR A P R A T — R T IR
RUNE o AN, DR 7 b T RR 2y A T b
WG 57 8 1R HE— A T Ak A PR RCR A
SR T RUL, FEAE S 25 H Bt R v
T B FE R AR A 7l 2 JR s She A W S5 g, 5 B
B AR R, PR Ak 55 8 T B RORR £ A 7 T R

() RAEER S . FE5 RSy 2570 P4 AR PR I S el
R T BRI 50 O TR AL, AR E S E T T
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RS IIHERARBEEREFERHEREALER
Table 5 Regression results of driving factors for GTFP of grain

production in Jiangsu Province

A5 Variable LT 1 Model 1 LT 2 Model 2
HE B KT 2.75 1% 278455
(22.55) (20.96)
Al AR 2 B K 0.036%#% 0.0387%
(7.44) (7.52)
M AR 2 E IR Jr 55 -0.001 % ~0.001 %
(-5.12) (-5.29)
e =l & Je 7k - -0.009% -0.019%5
(-1.71) (-3.19)
HRE AP S5 AL A R R 0.140 0.175
(1.32) (1.52)
LRI 0.013%* 0.016*
(2.08) (1.94)
Wi KT 0.001 0.002
(0.36) (0.54)
AT FH L —0.005%%* -0.006%
(-3.06) (-3.22)
Ay WU B —0.294 -0.151
(-2.86) (-1.49)
O -0.311 2.798
(-0.74) (0.18)
RURIIUE(ER 312 312
ST [ 2 A0 e 2
R ] ] 2 50 & I

Tz o R0y IR IRGETHEAE 1% 5% 10% 1 5. & MEKF T
FH AT NEA R 2,

Note: ### #% ‘and * indicate statistical significance at the 1%, 5%,
and 10% levels, respectively. The values in brackets are z values. The
same below.

DU AR ARG 6 - 1 21, by b G B AR B i) 25 o %ot 3 -
52, 5 BR 2000 4F 1 2023 4 P A i 14 13 2E
PN, 2 6 HBERY 3 45 H T S B3 ity st 41003 1) X1 52
RO FGLS A Z5 5 . HOWR W SR (EFF)/E N
GTFP R AR B iy AR 1 A 7= 3K, A
ROCRAEM , R 12 X AE AR A P R A
7 BT EIR S HRAT, BDRCRAE S GTFP Z A 47 7 i
FHIEAKE KR . R ORI 445 H T RARCRIEEAC
GTFP J5 ) FGLS [H A 25 5L o D3k A7 g Al 145
Rk F AEH IS T 22 IK 1% W T FEA X
[ AR SRR, 45 i A o ] U 5 R I AR — 3, R
HA R r AR ek

(3) ST R THIREAN BT HRE GTFP
FAY 5 ) ) b DX 22 57, 0 Sl 5 e A P L R i X A
AR FAATAT B FGLS $EA T 57 ok 1A 4347, 45 R an 3%
— 1512 —

Ro RIBMEKINLER

Table 6 Robustness test results

G B 3 Model 3 B4 Model 4
Variable GTFP EFF
HR AT B 7K 3.033 1.361%%*
(27.69) (15.30)
Al FA 28 K 0.046 77 0.013%%
(10.47) (4.18)
Al FAR 288 7K T 55 -0.000 623 -0.000 147+
(-7.32) (-2.44)
A" M & oKk —0.027 9 -0.023%#
(-5.28) (-6.93)
BRI -4.566 -15.314%
(-0.31) (-1.77)
] A BRIl BRI
BURIELER 286 312
I T T2 R 2 =
FF I [ 52 25001 2 2
7THRN

I T H T LU Y, 45 PR 2R AN [ 1 DX (1) 5% )
lia] 5 B AR [T 25 SRR BV (H A5 M 588 % i 25
KV FAFE RS . B BB KA =
KRN EINF GTFP 7= (i 3 1E 52, H 3 kA P
o A R R . X R IR IR e LA s BOR KO
FEFRAE I A b PR P Kk AR AR A R R T A
i ) R 44 5 OO 3 -, IR A5 1 5 i P i a8 ol 2%
FE PR IEAR B, B 4R B 5 e Ak R 4 (B 0R 1Y
BRTF 5 75k b DX A AR GEUR SE At 25 34 (FLIE AR f 3l 1
PUBAL 5 R AR R L B BRI, B B A2 H fi g
o R ARME A 28 %8 KT (ASL) ZEAS 7] DX Jf £ 2
RS B . Jr R 5 IRt L X A ASL X GTFP ¥
HA B EmER , RS Y RE B A BT
ThHE 7= R I L ERCR S AE ML K-, 2 1 38 5
Rt Er RE ) o SR, I HLIX () ASL A 2 9 i 35 10
MR, B8O IE R U TE S5 . fEBk b %
R A - V| S X A A PN A P 2 Y Y
A RE A TRG A0 A0S S GE VR 2, I — PR SR LA
Pk S AT A RS P bR A I SRR ITT AR A
MHI s sk sk, M2 T, 758 iR IX 4 ASL -5 1
i, s S BRG] “UT T e R, RIHE Y
KAE BT LR E R TR A RCR  (H2Y ASL T4y
2.9 75 hm?- 5 N i bRl s it BER R P X E
2 30T TSR T DI AL 3 A, I A S R ™ A i) $ A%
287 IhALHBIX 5 A 2 Ul R 5K A5 4k
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R RAGELEREFZRIRR MR BRI

Table 7 Regional heterogeneity analysis of driving factors for green total factor productivity of grain

AR IR HiL X T LI It X
Variable Southern Jiangsu Central Jiangsu Northern Jiangsu
HE L 7 K 1,517 2,288 2,247
(9.65) (25.28) (14.85)
Ay HAR 2 5 7K —0.045 %% 0.058 7% 0.028#7%
(-2.69) (10.86) (3.01)
A R 2 5 7K T 0.00277 ~0.001 % <~0.000 1
(3.42) (-7.49) (-1.42)
A=l & oKk —0.0627%% ~0.039% -0.007
(-4.30) (-9.21) (-1.06)
fig et -9.352 37.050%# ~177.087%%x
(-0.56) (2.71) (-6.85)
RURIUNIER 120 72 120
Pl A i R Ll 3l (R3]
T [ 5 2 2 P
HRF ] ] 850 2 = &

TRPSE 4 DX TA] 1 A ik e AR 2o K 8 5 R A 45 24
W dmJE AR R KA X = R X GTFP #5
Wi JRAFAE AR 5 22 57 o A5 R AR Pt X, A 2 4 )
TR R, B L TR AR B AR X R K )
T3 FE T DO ARl ER G AN TR R R
SRAIPLPNC Y WD R D I 8 R AR N s
XA D A7 TR EE R SR Bk . TIAE SR AL X, %
A BN T, (R K KR Sl A Y
AR R L LU B RO BEIR R, Lol AT Ak T
TR R, AR AN B T A T A
TR I B T R EAN 171 575 D) T e e A R
g A FEA EAHETE ) Z el i

3 #EREHKREBTR

3.1 &ig

(D) B PR E LR B AR BERAE7%
RS E TR E A 2000 4E 1) 0.99 $2 75 2023 41
1.34, BEAR U S H = 20K Bl 7, i B AR AR i 51k
(A3 EE SO A AN

(2) XI5 A A, = K DX 2 B 2 S5 A Vi 0 A
Jalo SR HLIX GTFP f5 i , £ AR HE D 55 R BRI
B 5 AU b DB TR B ABOR A5 25 T A0k S5 ko
5 HE b R S BOR W 8l (B AR A W sl i s e
M DX B AR UE A SR S H AR AR AR AL R 21k
FRZE,BCRETHAEXTZ J7 B m i SR 1)
GEFPETT I o
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(3) NIK B R = F MR B0 X GTFP HA
I 3 2 A DE 1) 52 5 Al IR 2875 5 GTFP 245 “U”
TR Z AR ™l A e & 3 GTFP, X 5 5 Joa 1k
A3 MR, S i XORURE 28 5 I I SCR B A X 1],
A5 5k s ], 1 25 B W05 4 15 o 3 4 249t ok 1y 3
R R3538 ak [r] A
32 BURB®

IR HTEE SRR AR E | sl AR ROR
VIS TSI DAY F5= F- SURLT S SAT SIUP S (SN
KILRE BB LM B O B Rk A - ] Rpal i
KB BE T EEAWTHR T EAR IR [RIB 42 408 F1oR
A DX I 2 R R T A R B A T R R 1) E B
Wi, BRI, SR ILIMR B e O 2R A %]
HEMNUF PUA ST

B BT B AR, R Bt
PRI A IR . BT VTR AR ORI | 1
HAR VLA ARG R A ISR, RORR T AR R
VM UK & 1 0 1 1) 4 sl B R E T 2N 8K
EPIK BRI R, BRI — R ek
it S Ab M 55k & | il ik & e X IAR 1 G b G2 Bl 2
WS- e R FCAE L, S TH /N P AR B
(LSRR B 5 R IR0 s R Ak Al Fe A 254
= T - T RS R AR MHEVRE TR | S €5 4 24 Uit 5
T AR SR AR (R K 1 BT A 0 AR T %) i Bl
Ry =R AT AR S A FREE SR T LA RS AR i
FRAE Nl HURR R e € A 7 B , BT A 288 F2 A X %
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TR AR PERE JT o I 1 3N 25 20l 28 B Y R
PRERRC S MR ], RGERTHIR 2R ok B
TR AR A BRSO, Ry S B (e 1 AR
J U H bR L IR S S 7

5 R W A I P 2 75 R DX [ i B3 R
BAER TR, EHEERE R B A28 A S
GTFP Z [H 2 ILEI“UTTE C R, HHT 44 w4k TR0
B R Y B AR ORI A . DRt 0l 1 25 1k
() - L RN 8 I BE , D b B HE B 2208 . 7
I rf b DX, IR AE R R B B X () e -
6 R AR AR S ORGSO B E TR 5
S A P AE 1.5 7 ~3.0 7 hm?« J3 A Y i 5k X TA]
TE AL Hb X, 0 8 DL B B A B e R LA 1
Fh+ - AT IR S SN B B A R A ML, $2 T4
T2 DX S R 20 A0 KT 5 T AE 55 Fi b DX DU iy o
R FBEER G+t A0 IR 557 1 /N IUASORG 240 AR X
el — B SR MU A 3 BB PR S RIRIR T, A
DREB I TNy AR S DX IR AIE 43S 1 R AR VB AP
Bt 54 AR L2575 B, oo AL SR R

5 = AR S R WM A P SN, AR R
A e, B BoRAER L A R R AR
PPEREAT — AR o WU RE A ER K
S R I G B AN TE TR I 2 R LI i BN 1 A
Jar, SEEIR & B VAR SR SRR, — T
AT, IO 56 8 A M FH 1 A7 5 ) P 4 v A5 i
ek B e AR @k H 5 R0k A SR
P o — O IR AR R R X A RS A
A SRR S| 7, 382t 5E 2 A AF SR AR TR
Fof SRR Bt K- S RRIR S Al S5 it , 3 5 Al R
I E R AREBE D) o FERAEST 8 1 )2, Tk
AV IO E FER I S8 SR TR 5 Bl Ak AR T
BAR M PR A B AT AN B AT R AL 12
SR Z B R AE A % 0 e T 3ok AR P ) R L B
ST,

S0, HESh 22 AL IX W ORI T IR B 4k
AR REARRLRE . B XTTL TR N A H X A G (B 2 B R
Az R T A ep S B A SR AL B AR A A LA
S RIOR AT Sy S Ath 11 22 54k DX B U IR R
E 75 B b DX, 7 fin PR R AR B AL PPAR LR, 1527
RELACRIE RN A )T e 0 % R ETE IR R i)
BT AL BRI T RE IR A SR H AR 1A by FH
B, RA R R G ISV 5 78 5
DX, o7 5k b B 5 P TR AR ) A ik, s S TR AL
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