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Spatial relationship among knowledge spillovers, geographical

proximity and regional heterogeneity
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Abstract: Two spatial econometrics models are established to estimate the relationships between knowledge
spillovers and geographical proximity based on the modified knowledge production function of Griliches-Jaffe.
One model takes regional heterogeneity into account while the other not. Furthermore, the global and local s-
patial correlation of knowledge output in 31 provinces are discussed by combining Global Moran’s I, Moran
scatter plots and LISA cluster maps. Moreover, applying ordinary least square, spatial error model and spatial
lag model, the paper also compares the effects of regional heterogeneity in the relationship between geo-
graphical proximity and knowledge spillovers. Finally, the different relationship among regional heterogeneity,

geographical proximity and knowledge spillovers are summarized.
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Table 1 Global Moran’s I of knowledge output

R Moran’s I ¥ FRUER 2 2 {8 p i

2000 0.298 8 —0.026 8 0.1104 29511 0.006
2001 0.3025 —0.036 6 0.106 4 3.1875 0.003
2002 0.3219 —0.034 1 0.104 3 3.4137 0.004
2003 0.361 8 —0.0313 0.1100 3.5723 0.001
2004 0.3333 —0.036 4 0.1125 3.2872 0.002
2005 0.350 4 —0.0359 0.108 2 3.5692 0.004
2006 0.3354 —0.0386 0.1120 3.3389 0.001
2007 0.3376 —0.0342 0.108 9 34165 0.002
2008 0.3499 —0.0330 0.1100 3.4819 0.003
2009 0.3835 —0.034 6 0.116 7 3.5832 0.003
2010 0.384 1 —0.0342 0.1114 37542 0.001
2011 0.408 3 —0.0326 0.1100 4.009 9 0.001
2012 0.4020 —0.0307 0.1104 39178 0.001
2013 0.388 9 —0.0299 0.1124 3.726 8 0.001
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FR(L-H) LA S % FURZS H, H& RBR B AR T4 0 A0 B 7 b6 o5 ) TR) P HERS P2 AR B T B I &, HBAREE R 47
i FEF AR LR 2.

MF 2 BT LUFE H, B B (R4S, 22 5098 0 AL T A e DR F T I 28R 1. 2000 4 2003 4
2008 AEAT 2013 AFAb 5 b B VLIR WL, AR (AR VTR WAk RS AR R BT AT
B 1RBH-B)REX; =8 9. Hilt 5. 75, . NE 5B E 00 T8I R RL-L) B4EX;
P T P8 SN =AM AT 3 RIRMH-LERX, BRI VU E 0L T 5V RIR(L-H) R EX;

SRS 3 B 3E ) 19 Rook A1 AUE (contiguity weight)Fl k i3t 41 (k-nearest neighbors)4¥ A1 4E [+ 5 T 3T 1 ~ 74, ks ~ ke ] Moran’s I ¥
IREER. SRR, FTF r1 18 Moran’s 123 8] H AH SCVEFR £, Z0i 1) 31 N4 00 F0 B T A0 25 1) B AH G I B 2.

B B GEHE S 5 A% A E ™ 45 REAT N BCAIE B, JEE5 S WAL 14 49 BRH1, M523 2003 4F 1423 Moran’s T £ 8(7E20084F 2 HT A
B RAEL, BRI A S8 I 4E 43 8ff 72 A 2000 4, 2003 4, 2008 £E AT 2013 4E.



188

4 TR %R

33 4%

A DB X R A T AL RASAFII 237, B R R B PRI S LA 117 A 2000 4 T AR 45 3R X BRIT 2155 1
FIRREX, (HEMRETE T — AN RIRRAEX. LISA SR B0 — 0 U DL 45, Wl 3 Bios.

Randomization

permutations: 999
pseudo p-value:0.009000 Run

1:0.2988 EI]:0.0333 mean: 0.0268 sd:0.1104 z-value: 2. %11

2000 £

Randomization

permutations: 999

D
pseudo p-value:0.009000 ore

103499 B[:0.08%3 mean:-0.0330 sd:0.1100 z-velue: 3.4819

2008 4F

Randomization

permutations: 999
pseudo p-value:0.009000

Done.

L0568 BO0: 008 w0313 shO.1I00 zvalue: 3.1
2003 £

Randomization

permutations: 999
pseudo p-value:0.009000

0.3 B[ 0.0333 pean 00299 0.1 z-value: 37268

2013 4F

1 HRE R R SRS R

Fig. 1 Monte Carlo simulation results of knowledge output
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Fig. 2 Moran scatter plots of knowledge output
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Table 2 Moran spatial distribution of knowledge output
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WG IR TR AR SEn LIV 2R 5
2003 dbmC OREE AL Bdg AR ZBOTR SR raE HOR
TLJ5 WL fa g %R T 5t il TE FieE MR Uy 5 111 SBR: R (v
TR AL IR TR W5 Bk
HER
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T Wi fa g IL7R Tl T B [ 5 100 GBR: (L7 56k 7
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Fig. 3 LISA clustering maps of knowledge output

1 3 mT N, FRIE KR 31 A48 4 FH ELAE T AU H BN SRR R

1) AR 7= H 52 I BH 5 1% R R 1) PG A 5 3 Rl LA, s e o DX Ay s R X3, L LR 2000 4 DA
TLF5 8 B AR N0, 2013 4R LA ZR VL0 B0 Wil Bifg . @O H-H 42X, Mvh
X HTE P AR, TERK T 2000 4 DOBEE . 598 0 2013 4E LT8R i ATH R A O L-L £ R X.

2) FNIEE I R RHE R, 5 2000 EHEER, 2013 AE LR WL HIAE H-H 82 R X, HoN B L-L £
BRIX, VEHIZMY B 25 Wvs s HoR it B 7 5 = H R () PR 4T, T — a5 7E Ak 2 [A) ) AH 26 A
EERLSIN

[A] b 350 T 4 R L5 T U A A U B PR ) 3 2 ) S A R A AN = 3 1) | A DG 1, G SR 2
[ AH DG, 2338 IR A 7815 SEBR G LI AT, B2 848 A 2 (B] v AR AN A 5 e AR 8 Ok RghAT
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it

4 EEEHBET

RIS 2R AIE 23 A, AR SCRAFR L 31 /S48 00 R0 LK 117 D 75 8] 57, A FH 2 18] T B AR AR o) e R i o 2
AT DX S 5 M PR 0% R AT AL B A A T
41 =TEHEREMGT

EH T 25 [B) AH OGP 2 2% 1) 280 R 1R ) () — A SR Ui, = 2 3% I 7 7% [ S 5T AH G (spatially substantive depen-
dence) 175 [A]$L 2 #H 2K (spatial nuisance dependence) /™ 75 T, Bl T 2% ) AH DG 14 2 L H Sk (19 25 1] 28082\ LA
2% B i A5 7 (spatial lag model, SLM) 143 i) % 4 7 (spatial error model, SEM)K & AiF A1 %1 57,

22 1) i S A R O P 2 () S8 B AH %, 32 i 9 B S AR A B AR AR b X AT 9 A A e A2 ) i i [X
LI (R A R A B AP AE I SRR T AR SRR 0

Y =pWY + XB+e, e ~N(0,6°1), (1)

HpPY = (Y,Ys,..., YT NBARREE R, X = (X, Xo, ..., Xp) NEBA R, p N2 0N R 5,
B = (b1, B2, -..,0k)" NS E, W NTAFERE, e NBEHLIRZE D &
2% ] 3R 22 RS TR 4 P 72 R R 3 A DGR 2 (R AR AR DG, 32 B2 R B AR e b [X O T DRI AR B 1) i3 2 i e i AR
b DU IR (0 sz e A B2 . AR RIE A
Y = X3 +e, (12)
e=\We+¢ &~ N(0,0°1), (13)

Forh XN A NRZ A S R B, € IR0 An I BELR 22 1) &

SLM. SEM [k $ — fi i@ it Moran’s T A5 56 « 9 4> $7 4% B H Fe £ (Lagrange multiplier)J&Z 3 LM(error)
F1 LM (lag)- Fa 1 (robust) ) R-LM(error) Al R-LM(lag)¢ i 47381

HH T 30 IR IR e I A 0 HE W 7 SLM Al SEM A5 2 & 753 47 7F 2% R AR M Pk, A 0 L) gt — o ) il 1
T, DAk AR o 2 [ A 7R B 45 5 25 W0 SR . Anselin(321 82 H 7 407 340 ) e D0 -y SR 7 2 i) 44 i e AR 36 v
B, LM(lag)%% 2. LM(error)7E 4t it L5 N2 2%, H R-LM(lag){® 2% ifi R-LM(error) A~ 2%, U AT LA & & & 1
P JE SLM #EAY; A =, W15 LM(error) EELM(lag)7E St i1 i iE 2, H R-LM(error) & 3% 1fi R-LM(lag) /4~ &
=, m] AW 2 SEM AR A5 2 s,

B T A R RLIR LAAR, H (AR 36 #E A E 4R 6 2Ll 4R R 2018 (Natural logarithm likelihood,
Ln L), 75BA5 B #E N (Akaike information criterion, AIC)- Jifi BL %% #f | (Schwartz criterion, SC), Ln L {8 8 K,
AIC H1 SC {E#E/), BEARILLE R BRGT.

42 BERERMTEIFEMITT

2 1A) A S PR 6 245 S UE B, 3R AR 7 W AR AR BRI 23 [RVRFAE. D 1 20 B 28 (AR AIE (B TR iR AL, ] %
FE X RS AR A A A (A) oH B TR IS A4S TF. O T BB, B 56k OpenGeoDa B4 5 45 70 (7) FTAR 4 (8) 3k
AT B /D ZAeVEAN R, 45 RNk 3 AR 4 Fk.

3 MR 4 43 RN AR T SN P IX 3k 57 T PR 7 150 A [R) 34T 3 X JR) 55 60 e % R ) OLS A it
SR R LR a5 R AT AL, OLS flith i Ry, 73 A E] 0.936 1 A1 0.958 2, RHIKM BA m il &L, [F
1 PEES7 e N e o n o P R = i et A N [ 2R B Vi R N o S R A V= i N T 5 T = 51 R 2 e s
6] EAH DA T4 R ORI, R 31 AN 00 A0 B 17 R0 ™= A7 5 45 B 5 1 2 T8) [ AH DG IR ARR A, BRI I3 75 3
— s AR A B AL AT AT, FEXTEERR 3 IR 4 AT 45 A #.

Ak, 3R 3 WK RE X 80 5T PN, Moran 5 305 35 (Moran’s I(error)) /i i& B H 362 (LM(lag) - LM
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(erron)) i 3 /K T 73 514 0.006 2, 0.014 8 F1 0.087 9; 3 4 =% [ X 2k 57 5 P}, Moran $8& $UK % (Moran’s
I(error))~ PN HiHE BA H e 2 (LM (lag) - LM(error)) ¥ 35 1 7K1 73 5l 4 0.004 6, 0.023 6 A1 0.072 7. 1X L4555
ANEE BB U R 22 1 75 18] 5 AH SG PR B 2, TR I 22000 2 [) B AH DG 1 ELRR ) OLS it A E— & I, ik 7 iz
F SLM 5 SEM A5 X A THG i+ IR AR T S X 3k 7 o3 M 22 TR PR o0 SR AT B

F 3 1RB(TH OLS IR F 4 RBIR)M OLS EitHER
Table 3 OLS estimates of the model (7) Table 4 OLS estimates of the model (8)

ZH 2 WRfERZE tE pfE ZH 2 WERZE Ot p A

a0 26583 38654 06877  0.4985 aro —2.5702 3.5466 —1.7247 04770

K, 03915 05029 21819 00572 In K, 04083 04580 0.8915 0.3832
In Ly 02877 05623 20117 0.054 4

InLg 02281 05809 17697  0.0900 _

b Ind:1Q, —0.0074 00228 —1.3265  0.0874

In dlga 00351 00229 15323  0.1390 >0, 01580 01709 1944 00663

Ind2Q, 04002  0.1902 21042 0.0465 Inds3Q, 00153 00240 26374 00311

IndsQ, —0.0121 0.0285 —3.0749 0.0109 IndsQ, —0.0319 00786 —24060  0.0489

IndsQ, —1.6926 08747 —1.9348  0.0653 IndsQ, —03748 02766 —1.3548  0.1906

IndsQ, —0.7502 03059 —24528  0.0222 InpP 09036 03361  2.6881 0.014 1
InE —0.6500 02287 —2.8419 00101

R2 0.9510 — — — InD 03858 02542 15179 0.144 7

R% 3 09361  — - - R2 09722 — — —

F 63.8318 — —  1.4629e—013 k2, 0958 2 _ - B

LnL —Hasir s — - - F 69.8363  — —  25280e-013

AIC 38.362 3 — — — InL —24332  — — —

e 49.834 2 — — — AIC 268664  — — —

Ne 426403  — — —
R EARMERS MIUDF 4t pfH
Moran’s Iferror) ~ 0.1883  3.0202  0.004 6

SR EAARMEARR MUDF 4t pfH

Moran’s I(error) 0.1017 29884 0.0062
LM(lag) 1 22089 0.0148

LM(lag) 1 20221 0.0236
R-LM(lag) 1 1.8406  0.0402 R—LM(lag) q L1751 0.069 1
LM(error) 1 1.2849 0.087 9 LM(error) 1 1.0157 0.0727
R-LM(error) 1 0.716 6  0.3972 R—LM(error) 1 0.2687  0.6042

XTF SLM B SEM A58 (i 5, m] 4R 48 0 0 W 47, R 3 LM(lag) M1 R-LM(lag)i# it 1 5% 7K1
(1) 42 25 PEA 56, LM(error)ifid 1 10 % 7K1 (1) 45 3 PE A 58, R-LM(error) R REIEIE 10 % 7K1 2 25 M A 46
F 4 F LM(lag) 831 7 5% /KT 1) 83 MG 56, R-LM(lag)fl LM(error)iB it T 10 % 7K F ) i 2 P A 56,
R-LM(error) A fEimid i 2 MR EG . PR, 4045 0T SLM 555& F T A SR 8. A 7 b AT R A A 145 St L, A<
SN R AL SRV (maximum likelihood, ML) AR 13147 SLM Al SEM i it, HZ4h F LK 5 Al & 6.
43 HBETHER O

1) A7 FE X 38 57 5 PR AR DAl T 45 SR #r

H 8 IX IS M A At TH 45 SRR 5 Frow. @I TR 5 SLM R 145 BT, B R 4 2Rk
AR ETE G ) 0 1E HOk B 5 % 1535 v, oot 208 0.519 0, R HT A B R & 2 3 N1
I 1 %, W22k 0.519 0% M E1R = 3G #F  N SBEN RS2 2 1E BLIS 3 5 % 1w 35 1, ot R4
40320 1, R TP FET RN AN 1%, W27k 0.320 1% B E1RF= H G, Btk 2 23N
o AR 2 H A T BR AR XA R N RBENER. 53R 3 ALK, OLS il tH MU R 28 9% 5 NS HTES HA R 1tk 2R
A 0.391 5, W R N SN RECR 0.228 1, A0 T3 5 W) SLM {145 51 5, OLS 2B 1 4%ik
Hh DX R P AEAIE R 28 AN S E RN S NG AR b DX R 8= s e, ELAS T 45 SRAGE I 10 % 1 2 35 A
55, BARBARIIfRRE R .
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£ 5 RB(7)H SLM F1 SEM fhitER
Table 5 SLM and SEM estimates of the model (7)

ZH SLM SEM

ES /s FRuE R % z 18 pfH E 0 FriER 2 z M8 p i

Qa0 1.728 5 3.148 8 054990 05830  2.6942 3.3489 0.8045 04211
In K, 0.5190 0.460 5 19412  0.0471 04835 0.4423 1.8887  0.0503
InL, 0.320 1 0.540 1 20922 00364 03386 05138 20216  0.0432

Ind;Q, 04379 0.019 2 19707  0.0488 04048 0.0199 17529  0.0796

Ind2Q, 03284 0.146 1 23160 00206 03075 0.181 1 22507  0.0244

IndzQ, —00159 00254  —0.6271 05306 —0.0019 0.0246 —0.0762  0.9392

IndsQ, —00529 00739  —07152 04745 —0.0649 0.0867 —0.7483 04543

IndsQ, —05407 02457  —26081 0.0091 —07595 02806  —2.7065 0.0068

o/ 1728 5 3.148 8 05490 05830  0.003 1 0.0335 0.0925 09263

ESRA 0L DF GilE p i DF it pfa

R? — 0.954 5 — — 0.951'1 —
LnL — —10.559 7 — — —11.176 8 —
LR 1 12428 0.264 9 1 14795 02238
AIC — 37.1195 — — 40.353 5 —
SC — 485914 — — 53259 4 —

[AJEF, @158 5 o SLM At TH 25 SR, AN R ER 21 X Ta] 9 0 i B AN ], (100, 300) F1(300, 600)
PR X 1B P A R B0 0.437 9 1 0.328 4, HLIEIT 5 % 190 35 MEAG 50, 3R B 2 1 [X 2 (A1) (1% b3 P 25 4k
T AKX [T, LB Hb X () TR B AR X TR S A IE; (600, 900)A1(900, 1 200) X [H] 4 &
o, KRB 5 % MR AR (1200, 1 500) X (0] 5304 RECH —0.540 7, @it 7 1 % S EMERLR, &
B 22 X 2 T g P 2 Ak 3k — X R B, JHE h IX ) R R A7 6 A B X R = S TR s e oy 7, R A7
TE MR IR 5 L DX 38 S 2050, AL ER 1 TR A0 i 280 B K, R T S 4% b X 6T VA7 0 6o A 3 X R = H 1)
som AR, 53 3 X, OLS i+ B9 A X H] #PE R AR5 5 SLM 45 A [F], {H 3B A7 76 5K X, 1
1, OLSAE 1 #1(100, 300) [X [l 31k R EUN K 0.035 1, K T SLM {7 0.437 9, 17 (300, 600) [X [H] 54 R
$04 0.400 2, =T 0.328 4. Ak, PR AT HE X A @Al F 25 RARA 1R OK 22 7

2) 25 & DX ek T 1 AR DAk T SR i

2 R8I M AR DG A TH 25 SR 6 B, @it 40 AT 3 6 o SLM [l T 285 SR mT i, BiF R 46 2 AT K
N GLBENKEE R = e oy iE IS 2T 5% B, iR & S N st RECH 0.442 1, R FT
PR AR IR R 8 SR N BRI 0 1 %, W 2575 5K 0.442 1% &= 38 n; #F & N BN 58PE 2408 0.270 1,
F TIPS AE I RN BB 1 %, W45k 0.270 1% MEniRr= Higin. 5% 4 MELE, OLS fliit 1)
WER N RENE 230N 0.287 7, (KT 6 1) SLM {45 B, At 208 7 /i PIEERT & A B H 50
W= H AL OLS Al v B R 28 SR 5 N6 R 7= tH A s v R B8R Ji o 2 3 A 50, DRI L 45 SRR B A

[F B, 2 6 H SLM KAl i1 45 5 7%, (100, 300)F1(300, 600) X 7] i &R H 5 2 %02 50 1.015 1
10560 1, Hilid 7 5 % B2 MR, 2607 5% — M3 [X 8] Py H e 1 X R A B0 T A i [X i H
SN IE; (600, 900)F1(900, 1 200) X [a] 13 RN IE, (HAR@EIT 5% BIEZEERL; (1 200, 1 500) X (7]
st RBON 7, BIE T 5% F0R 5 ARG IR, B2 X 2 TR f R B S VA A S IX TR A, e H X R AT
o Al X AR P ARSI D A B R e At 5 3% 4 6 IR R B, OLS it 45 15 SLM fifiit 45 B = 7K,
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(100, 300)F1(900, 1200) 5 4™ IX 5] {138 PE REUSF 5 HA— 2, Hoe X 85— 2, HEUEAFE BRI,
40, OLS i+ #1(300, 600) X [A] 314 22 F01X N 0.158 0, A% T SLM {4111 0.5601; [X [7](600, 900) F1(900,
1 200) /) 3 VE REAEOLSAL TH Al 7 5 % M2 & A 58, (1200, 1 500) 00 K J8 i 2 35 1k 30, IX 2e 2
5 SLM it #H 7.

= 6 1RAYQ)HI SLM F1 SEM fhitER
Table 6 SLM and SEM estimates of the model (8)

ZH SLM SEM

EY i FRAEIR 2 PEIE pfA EY FrRAEIR 2 PEIE pfi

apo —3.006 4 2.686 4 —1.1191 02631 —1.9524 2.6801 —0.7285  0.466 3
In K 0.442 1 0.3522 2.7670 0.0231 0.393 4 0. 4069 2.1816 0.037 4
In Ly 0.270 1 0.4309 2.026 0 0.044 8 0.297 6 03329 2.0316 0.044 4

Ind1Q, 1.0151 0.017 6 2.860 3 0.0196 1.0162 0.0172 29420 0.026 2
Ind2Q, 0.560 1 0.138 2 23219 0.049 8 0.4737 0.140 3 2.438 4 0.0356
Ind3Q, 0.022 2 0.018 4 1.2037 0.228 7 0.022 6 0.0177 1.276 5 0.201 8

In d4@b 1.108 8 0.064 5 1.3205 0.186 7 0.055 1 0.064 6 0.8524 0.3940
In d5@b —0.4553 0.2121 —2.1472 0.0318 —0.4239 0.214 6 —1.9757 0.0482
In P 1.108 8 0.273 3 4.056 3 0.000 0 0.9352 0.2515 3.7184 0.000 2
InE —0.745 1 0.178 4 —4.1759 0.0000 —0.708 3 0.177 6 —3.9872 0.000 1
In D 0.376 3 0.191 8 1.9619 0.049 8 0.406 1 0.1857 2.1874 0.028 7
p/A 0.052 0 0.0257 2.0190 0.043 5 0.3162 0.223 1 14176 0.156 3
Gitks  DF Gl pif DF  %ili  pf
R? — 0.975 4 — — 0.973 6 —
LnL — —0.498 8 — — —1.9535 —
LR 1 3.868 9 0.049 2 1 0.959 5 0.3273
AIC — 24.997 6 — — 25.907 0 —
SC — 42.205 4 — — 41.680 8 —

Ak, 22 6 o SLM Hflivhas R BoR, XIURHEE SCRPIBUR (L% R EON 1.108 8) A% K 7K~ (L Z: 4k
49 0.376 30 ENR = HEAG IR R AR, R 2 DXCIORHRE SR BUR R 5 R 42 F R e /K P lkmy, AR (2 2E AR
7 b, TR SR R B SR A A G RO —0.745 1), W] REAE T BT UR SR DX 4R T AR 4
T X = A2 MR BAONE, 2 W 51 22 AR B N A AN, 3 B50AS L X R H ks>

3) AT RN i DX I e S5 1 (R0 B 43

ISR LA #r 2R 5 AR 6 W) SLM At 45 S AT R B, £E R 7 RE DX S 5 PRI, /T AR R 42 B AR AN
RN G N HR 7 52 w5y 25 R DX el S o PR IS FR 2 i), B IR T REE T AR 3 R DXk S SR MR I, ATt
I AR 2 T DX Ik A DO R SRR L YR B 20 R R KA ZE Rl e AR I e B8R BT
DX 33 S JO 1 PR A7 A 17T 77 AR ) R AN T BE R 28 PR NN RN R B N B A v 285 SR, AT H A 11 )
i,

A, % 6 5% 5 H1(600, 900)H1(900, 1 200) X 8] (1) 5 4 F £ 38 A i &2 PR 56, DRt AN B il
X HUE X TR R R AT S — B (RO AR 22 e, 5 R8s DXt o M (1) S R B ARG R T R 25 S X3
S U () 5B R, DRI A DX 33BN [R5 A, 2 A0 Ak T H 95 40 A [ 1 3 5 6] Py DX 938 1) 7 2R v 80, B
2 R X IR SRR L BRI 2005 R KT 8 DX S S PRI, DX 3 S I 1 2 S 9 2 3 410 30 3 X (1] R
PR H ) E R 2R
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5 45RiE

b PRI T XA R H B A TR Z 2, (E 3R AN [R 3 XRR SR EOR L BRI R e 5 R R
KPR BAT 22 57, DA AR ATF 70 1 B Q0T 5 R R O AR I, NN DX S o PR AR By LR T M, RSO
P23 )T B B BEAG, X B 31 />4 43 M ELRE T 60 R Hh 1) 23 TR AH SR BEAT 20 M, 00 2R 2% 18 DX 4k 57 ot
PRI RS X 5 B PR 00 T AR 5 B AR Ok AR BEAT v, Al THaE R, FR H A YR A3 A
FASRIE, R B2 8] A7 AR SR IR, A 8] AR DL H IR ARy . RIS, X380 B VAR AN R 3 B8 X ) BAT A
[FIEF, BN S &I i DX AR H R B R 3 A, WP BN BIE RN B RN B SRR BUR RN 22 35
H KX FIR ™ B IR 1A 4 i, A B et i X 1) R R R Y, (H SR B IR A 52 i A 97

ASSCI IR FE 48 SR (e it DX 18] KR Y BAT — 5 13 L 5 —, S IX N BRI N A BT A e 2R BN
AR RN SIS, 3 B A 5 BT X A R AZR, T2 s DXIRR BT R 4, JHlEL RGNS KRG
(] FRIBIF R S AT 45 7 32X, AR DX 3 0 6 SRR 10 22 A 139400 88— R 3% XS 8 U R R /KT
TR B IR AL 1) R 22 5 A AR 3 DX R SCRPIBUER, AR AR 25 XIURR 7 L 6 70 22 S0 K R 5 Y il A 9 B 4R
P X N2 AR R Sl e o R X 2% 5 EAT RRY B e A8, 7870 R RSt X R v 7 4 X (1 R R
o6 T S P 5 r 8 0 X S DR SRR 6 2 AR P A SR, 32 T A 608 B8 IR G B GRS A AT
ROV 577 H AL S PR, R S AR B LB X R Hh RN RE e 35 1A e N JE .
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