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Abstract: According to the real interest rate data, the regime switching model of interest rate with higher fitting
degree is established to accurately describe the interest rate risk. Based on the combination of the economic
capital measure model and the regime switching model of interest rate, the quantitative results of the economic
capital are obtained by applying the nested stochastic simulation method with endowment insurance as an
example. The sensitivity of the parameters associated with the regime switching model is analyzed. The results
show that the Markovian regime switching model fits the real interest rate data better than the traditional model.
The economic capital calculated under the traditional interest rate model is lower than the regime switching
version and the interest rate risk is underestimated. Insurance companies need more economic capital when
the interest rate rises slowly than when it falls rapidly and the parameters associated with the regime switching
have different sensitivities to economic capital. This paper provides a more accurate measurement of economic

capital of insurance companies using the regime switching model.
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Table 2 Parameters estimation of RS Vasicek model and Vasicek model

R al o2 M1 2 o1 02 Q

L #e W Vasicek M 1.65%  17.75%  4.35% 1.74%  0.14%  0.35%  [0.92 0.08; 0.38 0.62]
Vasicek 7 4.78% — 2.58% — 0.21% — —
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Table 3 Parameters estimation of RS CIR model and CIR model

it a1 a2 H1 H2 o1 o2 Q
HURIEHCIRBEY  1.14%  2281%  4.73%  1.85%  0.89%  2.39%  [0.920.08;0.39 0.61]
CIRFE Y 4.85% — 2.57% — 1.35% — —
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Fig. 1 The regime division of interest rates under the RS Vasicek model

B 1A AL R 2 5 B 2 W 5 R R AIE BB B AR T MR A8k, ZEALHI1, 20064F 2220074F A
P 22 e, AT b YA K 2% R 2R IR AR AE % 625 20094F 2201 14F, NS Bt fBUR A4k, Wi
Wt 4y 20134E ATUE W &, PR AR BT FHE; 20165 22019 4, NP5 SR, 12 AT i i E £
Pl T AL T A, AR Tt MIECE. 200655118 AN 77« 20074 AR PR IS 20184 2 FRAR I IR 24 g
AN SE B R R AEAE LA L A) B ZEHLA2, 20084E 252009 4E A ERERlEHL, 52 M BCE 24/ H G AR R B
FIE T 2T IR, 201 14E 22012 4F, s Bt MBCRIMEL, T~ H]ZE; 20154, [HIXT 255 T 1A b (5 AR 2 2%,
PR, T R G R N B T BRI A7 2R B v R 26 DL BRI A M R 55 BUAS; 2020 4 LUK TR 42 3R 3T 6 7% 17
FHAAT IR, NEMELT AT R, il N R ZR IR E K. ORI A R EEAT e T3S 1 L2 AEL
LIS A2, DRI 28 W E AL I 24 35 0 28 57 9% A 8 DA T 1 288 XU s TEATL 238 A R 2R ORI 2 = 24 fig
DI TR HINE L, BT LLE 29800 250 T A &, M gh i 5 0L #4120 57 08 AR A 30 2 2R 8 v AL 1 0 17
ZTF AR T HL 2 W B 1 48 55 B A 1 4 SR A — 2.

3 HHEBRHARARESFEEEN

31 HFFERBFARXEEFEAENER
ATFRAECTEIEARR —EHIBR(T)N, 1L E K EAS Ko T, RIS 5] WS E TR 451 2K 10 N A7 1
BAR AT K. AR 0 AR AR E LR B F122) F AR AN R 8 2255 05 FI XSSP S B4 I 22 (R HL
il % 4 A5 1 (Ang A Bekaert!>] 5 75 F1pf 160 5] 4 4 R HE [ 71y, AT G0 37 14 R A Fe L o 21 48 119 ) 230 XU
LT B, RIZE [R]BE (¢4, ¢o] B HR] 20 XU T ORES A R 25 B AN ] AR IR N
EC(t1,t2) =p(Z(t1,12)|®s,) — E[Z(t1,t2)[Py,]
=p(P(0,t1)R;, — P(0,t2) Ry, |®s,) — E[P(0,¢1) Ry, — P(0,t2) Ry, |Py,]
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L4, L5,
=p{ P(0,t)Eq| > s H: @ | = P(0,1:)Eq > 5@ | -
r=t;+1 t1 T=to+1 P2
T T
5, 5,
E{P(O tl)E@[ > 5HT|<I>t1] —P(O,tQ)EQ[ > 6HT|<I>t2]}, )
=t 41 01 r=to+1 2
Horpr 5, = e Jo medw g B 7, I BSR4 GRRKHIN, i 2
dr, = as, (us, — ) dt + 05, dW,,, (10)

PR MR I BE, B[] 26 705 B S AR 50 52 (R 39128, B [0 XU A MERE R I RIS, 0 < 4 <ty < T,
Dy, AN I ZIHE B, Z (6, to) WARKE 2 SRR R B[t o] BRI AR &, (RIS A R R AR R AR, =
A; — Ly, PO, 7)FR AMINTIE BARE = OB ZI 45,
R Varnell 3> Hp ) 117 37— SUME PRS2 0]
T
0r
Ry=Eq| > 5 Z(F, — G,)|®,], (11)

T=t+1

Hp MG NS A FE (7 —1, 7 AAN 37 =B A A I E R, F— G, = h (X, Su,u € (0,7])H4
ML 3% e 0 ) R XU R VR I, iC N H . 24ty = LI, AR S ML ) A% o ) ) 2 XSG 228 5 5 A Tl A 73

S, DA I FE p BAD4E UK 2855 B2 AR IR 5 M 173 B2 B2, S35 MRIRURN 283 ACB6), XS B A 2= 2V DL R 2R 0K
T Rt TR S 3T e X B 0 5 4D B, 285 SR FH A 6 B (VaR ) FH 5 A1 7 6 1. (T VaR ) 79 ot XU IS 0 /5 R 1 B £
BN T 2B B A, AR E I A VaR (X)) = inf {2; Fx(z) > 1 —a},a € (0,1), HfafE 4 E 1 B 1K
V-, Fx R0 R A8 5 X IR 5340 R, RIS 47 25 BEATL A% 5 (00 e — 236 Bk A 5 AURS /DN, 2% A7 s A 00 P2
HNTVaR,(X) = E[X|X >VaR,(X)],a € (0,1), BRI FH I 451 5% i 1A 5 78 S A 8350 23 10 43 2% T 3548 K
1 5 RS PR DR /DN, A I SR AR RS (1 R JRe 78 2% A S 2.
32 HEHG

AR By R AT FAL ) e AR FH T DR S 2 W] R 28 XU () 28 B B8 A 1 52 Bk B, AT =5 RS AN [R] R 35 0 42

GrR A . LA 4R A, 32 %28 Bl HUASTHRL 7 256 O B ) R 2R XU 428 F B AR A 7 . [ e d ot 42 |

ARG S PN S BB IEL, 3 B 85 Tl 2 BN DR I 2 v 20 5% B AR (1) 5 ).
32,1 AARBE

LR 20024 1 H 2220214F 1 7 19— ] E 653 1) 22 (O J5) Py s Bl A Dy ZE it B0 2647 J5 B i B BT,
ro = 0.024 1R GaTF . U R G BT 4FE: xo = 602, MER: B, FAFA A 047570, B
T4 A 1073 78, R AIBET- R 222016 127 18 H JE v 4R W4 R A 1 (b BN B AR 6k 20564
éﬁi%(2010—2013)>> H) (AEFR SR —(59)) i HdE.
3.2.2 WA

ﬂsimﬂxwéMﬂﬁﬂﬁ/ﬁr%ﬁﬂiﬂﬁ‘%%ﬁﬂx TE 3 B LA R & ) R 2R gt AT v R
g, HMERIG S AR O RE Y ¢ = ORI 21T I 2R 26, LAt = 09 R Bl — AN R N 2R KA AR IS 55t 31X
— P B T IS A B PR, DAtk iy B St A . N S AR R R A BT = 1HT?IJEI’J+3~/\%+M
5 AR = 180 = THINDPNEVE S X — B BE T R HR 2 BF AT, [R] It Y JRURS: A PR 1 5. 7R 2R
1 S RE I, K 0 A R AR B St AL Bt EllioteZ:B7RIE ] 1 15 JR AT R 56 e iR 7 2 Bl 72, 376
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A A B SR b KU P PR B E . BT, A A AR SR B I, SR B JK AT AL 46 T F) Vasicel AU X
RSz R S AT AL, BRS8N BUSEH TS SRR = 100), RS (N = 100).

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
I fi) 5[]

2 WU Vasicek FI 2 E SR EREHLR

Fig. 2 RS Vasicek interest rate scenario nested stochastic simulation

B3 VasicekFIZRE R EREHELL

Fig. 3 Vasicek interest rate scenario nested stochastic simulation

188 3 A5 FH AL 1) % 45 Vasicek A% 4 F Vasicek F] A AR 3E AT i B BEA UYL, 7T LAAS 2L e B2 A K13, A+
EU P 3 0 ) 230 AR A A X6 1 2%, P2 A L 1) 2 48 Vasicek A 28 o A5 I 28 SR T 4 () 4% O, T EL T 3 £1%) [R] B B 18] AN
H2 ] 58 [, 4956 R 20 BRIR S 3 B AT AR X PR 14 AR A, Uk BRATL ) % 46 Vasicek 15274 BE g 1 i) ) 2 S8 SR AR 1k (1)
T, XReAR I 1 52 I 4 1R 28 R AT B3 SEAB L.
T Ab, % BN R E AR T BAR R ) AR S A LA B, 15 3 A& SR S AT B & I BUE AR 5L gE it
=, 3.
F6 LHMSHRIERLGHBEBAL: FT)

Table 6  Statistics related to the present value of payment cash flows (Unit: ten thousands Yuan)

it & Mean Media Std Min Max

2.5%tile 5%tile 10%tile 90%tile 95%tile 97.5%tile
L 12.06 12.04 0.53 10.06 14.32 11.07 11.22 11.38 12.74 12.95 13.13
L2 12.01 11.99 0.52 10.24 14.24 11.03 11.17 11.34 12.69 12.89 13.08
L(m) 12.15 12.14 0.51 10.38 14.37 11.19 11.33 11.51 12.82 13.02 13.20
L(d) 0.27 0.27 0.03 0.36 0.23 0.32 0.31 0.30 0.23 0.22 0.21

S 8 AT — TR AR S AT I A I 4 B, 5 = AT L2 A — TS 45 S, DU AT L(m)Fors M
LSOV BT 165 P HIM, 55 TLATL(d) 2o SRRSOV A 45 SR (M bt 2.
3.2.3 A THH AR A M2 F T AT R AL 514 R A 6 b
0 T A A T R R R S AR 4, 328 ECR 2R (P AL ) A 8 Vasice kA58 L 0] LR B A 7 22 55 B AR AT L.
T ML) 2 450 A58 B %o 8 35 B8 AR (1) 52 L, {8 P Vaasicelk S B FIATL 1) % 48 Vasicek 5 B 34T ORI 24 =] 1 28 XU 22 35%
PEARERAL A R 5T, SR 90% 95%F197.5% M B AS/K-FAT S5 A &, 15 5137
F7 BT Vasicek R Vasicek B B I KR 255 A A BAL4E R(BAL: F7T)

Table 7 Quantitative results of economic capital of interest rate risk based on RS Vasicek model and Vasicek model (Unit: ten thousands Yuan)

it HL ) % 4 Vasicek ik 77 Vasicek 5 %Y
BEKT 90% 95% 97.5% 90% 95% 97.5%
VaR 12.74 12.95 13.13 12.91 13.1 13.24
t
TVaR 13.01 13.19 13.36 13.15 13.31 13.44
E(L) 12.06 12.06 12.06 12.29 12.29 12.29
ECvar 0.68 0.89 1.08 0.61 0.81 0.95
ECTvar 0.96 1.14 1.30 0.86 1.01 1.15

7E: VaRANTVaRAE SRR B F KR IR A (B AN AR R (8, BILZ R AR ST B I BUAE I I,

ECvar FIECTvar 78 £ VaRFITVaR 5 &8 F 45 %
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TRL TR LUK I, WL e 4 Vasicek B RN (22 57 BEATEAS A I BLAS ACT T #K 1% S i) Vasicek i
PR A, X R YIME G AR RURAG T ORI A 7 L5 A, X5 SR R A L — HL A R B
TEH R, I ICE B T T 25 PR BT A A 2 DRG] 4 SR B AR AN 2 P, T B SE I BE S B
SERBIANHRE 1, DRI E PR 2 ) RS B X 22 B B ASHR Y T B e R 20K

P HE— B FAEAS FINLEIE T N B R RS 2857 BAS, A A [FIFLAG R (14 2 B0M Vasicek B84 T 5EAH
B FAFF s A, 13 513K8.

#8 ARG THFRXELFEREUERENM: AT)

Table 8 Quantitative results of economic capital for interest rate risk under different regimes (Unit: ten thousands Yuan)

Bl Bl P2
BfEKT 90% 95% 97.5% 90% 95% 97.5%
VaR 10.92 11.18 11.41 14.42 14.52 14.60
TVaR 11.26 11.48 11.68 14.55 14.63 14.70
E(L) 10.09 10.09 10.09 14.07 14.07 14.07
ECvar 0.83 1.09 1.32 0.34 0.45 0.53
ECtvar 1.17 1.40 1.59 0.47 0.55 0.63

X HERTANERS, Al LUK B £ % BAS /KT, fENLHI 1S BT I VaR, TVaRFIE(L)#HS /)N T Vasicek i 24 I
BL 1] 4% it Vasicek B Y T 11505 B2 Fi A% H 2 AL #1215 OL K B VaR . TVaRFIE(L)#S K T-Vasicek i A1 A AL i
e Vasicek i 28 N FRI0T REFE AR, HEHE I3 52 2 50 FOHL | % 46 Vasicek 1% B 73 B ML 1R 287 35 7K 1 92.56 %,
BLA 200 ) 22123 7K 22,06 %, 3X 5 1 22 (AR S 30 o150 43 h 2R 2L 1 ) S54E S e 7K ~1-(4.35 %) R THL
H12 O EIE S B KT (1.74%) B N A — %

TENLHIL, T3 KPR, PRS2 w5 R 2K = A s R T 3 U, B BRI R 2, 75 /b
BE AR N TR 2. 28355 % AR S I S A0 O 0 B AL SR, 8 XU R 2 B R A K S O, L, AE X
SR R, BIEEEUREUN, RIS AR AR R S K, K5 A K. M, EALTI2, i
RN ZR KPR, PRS2 JRT I R 28 7K P A BRI T 37 T, 7= AR m B R 3, R B 2 AR
JREX FRA A 2. 7E AU B B — 2 I O T, BB RBOK, RIS A = AR T AR /N, BT B AR AR/,
DRI, 8 AL 1 28 5% BE AR T RTM AT BT A, M HLHI2I L5 5t AN T RIMA T oA, XRS5
B 1458 2 A8 5 1 O FEE.0.23 K T FE ML 2 1) 40 2R A8 5 (1) 4R B2.0.04 I Ge it 45 RARTT &, 5 ORI A 7] 7EAL
HUR AR A BE JIAS R T B2 I B S TEAH — B0 F Uk T DU H, EAS ] PR B R) 79 05, PRBS A ) N 12 AR
P VIR T FE AR AL T 75 B2 0% 55 A 2 MR UE AT R 77 78 /2, i 48 F U3 AR BRORS Ak P & T LA
PER RIS A 7 B AR BB T 8%, BERA 7R,
3.2.4 BB

R HE— R TR 2R RS 42 5% B2 A PR, AT THE T A5 B AR T — S H USRS, RJEIR T HLi
e 4 Vasicek B R 5 ML F AN RIS 8w, o, pias 2, 01, 02) KT ETEBIARMIFE . T T ROMIER, WL
B HOTVaRA % A 5 TVaR 457 % A FI 52 A7 E AU 24518

B, YWERI R ER, 257 AN, 58 [ 5 2258k, 2% B R 26 (0] 5 30 S5 (5 7K S R s ) ke, 7
— B WA Bk, R 262 Bl SR AE S ME 7K BT, A2 7= A4 BRIk, B AR bRz e, PRES A =] T I 1)
AR /N, G5 BEARRL /N, X — fi ] DUE I ROM BT R EE3ITE H, Yo B K, BT 5E AL /N, W4T
F2UTA LR H, Mo/, BT R ALK, AU, A4, 5. 64755 W] LIS B [F] 1 4518, i itk T LUK I,
2R IR (B S50 11 30 B 52 M 22 5% %

B BRI EUR, S5 BTN, 78 A SR AR A R RIS DL T, R 2K 5, RIS 2 = 1 17t
Uiy i 77K /)N, 2255 TR AR R /N, X — AT DL I RO B T FIEETAT B H, 8/, &5 BT AR K WA 14T
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HMTE W, p B K, ST TAAR /N, Jeelth, WEE2. 5. 84Tt v] LATS RAH [F] 1 4518, Bk mT DUE H, FIZm)
P S AT RIS, ORI 24 7] 75 B 2 22 57 BEA IR, R IR S e KT e i, ORG24 =] 7 ZE e
=, BEMESHOBOR, A AR, MBS S ORI, 2 BARSEINR AR B sh vk, iS5
ZRFRARNK. NFE T 19T RIS b, ATRAE oy K, L5 B4R K B AT A BB 1047 H X b o, /]
LA oo A8/, ZUFGEAAR /N, [FIREHD, ARAE 89, 18, 2747 55t T LAAS 2 [ R 4516 [RItk, 7ER 2k BN
I, 22X ORISE 24 W) Gt BEAS TR H B i R, FEREAT ORI 24 W 225 AT TUIN, N2 24 SQUE R A (R s k.
®9 FERREEFERXTISEIRBXSHNBUREERA: AT

Table 9  Sensitivity of economic capital of interest rate risk regarding parameters related to regime switching (Unit: ten thousands Yuan)

ECvar ECtvar
90% 95% 97.5% 90% 95% 97.5%

P a1(%) az(%) p1(%) p2(%) o1(%) o2(%)

1 1.65 17.75 4.35 1.74 0.14 0.35 0.68 0.89 1.08 0.96 1.14 1.30
2 1.65 1.65 4.35 1.74 0.14 0.35 1.10 1.48 1.82 1.60 1.92 221
3 17.75 17.75 4.35 1.74 0.14 0.35 0.12 0.16 0.19 0.17 0.20 0.22
4 1.65 17.75 4.35 4.35 0.14 0.35 0.51 0.67 0.80 0.71 0.85 0.97
5 1.65 1.65 4.35 4.35 0.14 0.35 1.03 1.38 1.69 1.49 1.79 2.06
6 17.75 17.75 4.35 4.35 0.14 0.35 0.11 0.14 0.17 0.15 0.18 0.20
7 1.65 17.75 1.74 1.74 0.14 0.35 0.82 1.07 1.29 1.15 1.37 1.57
8 1.65 1.65 1.74 1.74 0.14 0.35 1.64 2.21 275 2.39 2.88 3.32
9 17.75 17.75 1.74 1.74 0.14 0.35 0.19 0.24 0.30 0.26 0.31 0.35
10 1.65 17.75 4.35 1.74 0.14 0.14 0.58 0.75 0.89 0.80 0.94 1.08
11 1.65 1.65 4.35 1.74 0.14 0.14 0.90 1.19 1.44 1.27 1.52 1.75
12 17.75 17.75 4.35 1.74 0.14 0.14 0.10 0.12 0.15 0.13 0.16 0.18
13 1.65 17.75 4.35 4.35 0.14 0.14 0.43 0.57 0.67 0.60 0.71 0.81
14 1.65 1.65 4.35 4.35 0.14 0.14 0.84 1.11 1.35 1.19 1.43 1.64
15 17.75 17.75 4.35 4.35 0.14 0.14 0.09 0.12 0.14 0.12 0.14 0.16
16 1.65 17.75 1.74 1.74 0.14 0.14 0.69 0.90 1.06 0.96 1.14 1.30
17 1.65 1.65 1.74 1.74 0.14 0.14 1.31 1.73 2.13 1.88 2.25 2.59
18 17.75 17.75 1.74 1.74 0.14 0.14 0.15 0.20 0.24 0.21 0.25 0.28
19 1.65 17.75 4.35 1.74 0.35 0.35 1.30 1.72 2.08 1.85 2.23 2.57
20 1.65 1.65 4.35 1.74 0.35 0.35 2.08 291 3.66 3.20 3.93 4.62
21 17.75 17.75 4.35 1.74 0.35 0.35 0.22 0.29 0.34 0.30 0.36 0.41
22 1.65 17.75 4.35 4.35 0.35 0.35 0.97 1.27 1.54 1.38 1.65 1.90
23 1.65 1.65 4.35 4.35 0.35 0.35 1.94 2.73 3.40 2.98 3.66 4.29
24 17.75 17.75 4.35 4.35 0.35 0.35 0.20 0.26 0.31 0.28 0.33 0.38
25 1.65 17.75 1.74 1.74 0.35 0.35 1.56 2.08 2.53 2.25 2.70 3.12
26 1.65 1.65 1.74 1.74 0.35 0.35 3.12 4.35 5.44 4.81 593 6.99
27 17.75 17.75 1.74 1.74 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.45 0.54 0.48 0.57 0.65

3.2.5 fAfEHs R

1) #His

K H20064E10 A 2220214F11 H [8] (1) — & SHIBORF 2 H 4 (¥ BL R UH: wind), KR FE 2 7 F) 26 AU 28 5F
GEARHEAT B, 19 EIFR10. R AR ML B R U B AR Lh B G L N IR BF B AR, B A5 S8 i A
R SE G ST R ARG
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JT) FREBA: AT
Table 10  Quantitative results of economic capital for interest rate risk Table 11  Quantitative results of economic capital for interest rate risk
based on SHIBOR (one week) (Unit: ten thousands Yuan) based on RS CIR model and CIR model (Unit: ten thousands Yuan)
5 HLA % 6 Vasicek 15 7Y Vasicek## %! o] HLH %% B CIR AR FY CIRAEHY
BEAKFE 9% 95% 97.5% 90% 95% 97.5% BEAKFE 9% 95% 97.5% 90% 95% 97.5%
ECvar 047 0.62 0.75 0.38  0.49 0.58 ECvar 029 0.36 0.43 0.18 0.23 0.27
ECtvar 066  0.79 0.89 0.52 0.62 0.70 ECrvar 038 045 0.50 024  0.28 0.32

2) By

RSB FE T A [E R TR 0 8 5% 8 A 1) 5 . SR P CTRUASE TR0 AT o) 665 50 CTRABE 75 %o {3 Iy 2 ) R 26 XL I 28
DERAAT U, R R 11 @R 11 RKI: HLEE 5 CIREE A R 48 5 78 4K T CIRIE B N 4 5 3 A [F]
B, AF X 27 P A FH LA 4% i Vasicek A5EY ik T 28 5 B2 AR, A5 FH AL A 2% 6 CTRASE 2L ik T 0 28 5 0 AR 1 45 1
SN, X UL AL G R A AL R G5 AR S AR A I 45 10 HLAT B AL R g . ML AL e CIRBEAL T EL AL 5%
HrVasicek A T 4 GF AR /N, 1% 5 ML #4  CTRABE RS b R = =l 67 o RR 500 SC 7 IO 19 13 6 %, S 3XhE
HUBLELL = A= R R 25 i v, AT 51 AL 28 BF B AR PRk /I, TR U, PRI 2 1 7 AT 48 BF 98 AR A il e e 22 ) o
PRI FD 3 B DA ff 3 R BF R AR VA AR 1 )5 R

4 GRIE

Brea et H 2t B 2%, A RS RO 2 i DR IS A& m] AT BE D iR R R 2 —. e R ORI 2
H| 2GR A, 25 8 BRI FEHL A A 1R 1, A SO QUM R L B e SRR 5 N2 UF R ANEZE o, B T
WU P AR TR GRS 2 7] B T8 5 IS (0 28 5 B AR A 1) . T 0 A0 B ML 1) 2 J ) ) S5 A TR B A S O
FAGT Xt DL S PRI B B8ORS A% 4 (R R A R TR A AL A PR 6 24 = R 3R KRR 22 5 B AR FE A R 218 1
THAILH DI ORIS 2> 7] I 75 B HE R 2 2 5 DA, R A DU B UL 2) i ORIS: 24 =) 7 B HE S D I 22 5
BEAR; ANIR] B AR R 6 2 o 2 35 B A A A B S5

4 DR ES ML AL 0% e R B, BN b ok T R AR A B B Bk R, e TR N E TEEE— D, Ok
oM T I (18 R HESE 22 L Bl BTt 3 AR SCRIE I, ORIG: 24 7 78 XU B B (10 3 A2 2% F& 22 TR A s FL A A e
RIS, W] LAIZ FHRL ) e e T A3 A 40 P B XU 7 B R B, ORFRF 91 Vi DX A i i3 e 2 1) 41187, RO
UEORISE 24 ] 2255 A IO TE AR 1, SOANIE 22 (R 0 B2 A (RIS AT R R SR AT YA ST 8L A SRR v a2 AT
G, TFREINEAT SEI P A RO DL AT 3 ORI 2 7 S TR OB RO R AT B (0 2 B IR R, RIS 4w
JRRS 7 BE B AL B A TR, ATt PRI 2 =) s B R Jie 4P ORISHAT ML RS E .
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