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WE ASEDEE B William Rees 1992 442} \Mathis Wackernagel 1996 4£48 ) i F LASE , ZEAR S5 B 58 3 10 IR SE AN 438 HP ORI
RRR. . E. BEl, BENCEFSERXERANFA T HERRIR EARE TR SKIEN A — GBS . EXELR
RESREA b, AR 2 ~3 FMPIRIHR,BE T 10 kM HERRR BER T -BE T HEFE A THSE L2/
M ieR— ST ERENEESE, BRETERSE R VTE L WEEF =EE F .0 AR B R 5] JEL R 2
Rk S HMM SRR 6 S F EHT R R KR, I8 145 A S BRI E R R R E T E gk  nsE s
BEBERTGLEE S5TRERRBCRVA VIR  SIERER MR EAE 6 KPS 3517 AT AR % 5 T B
BEERR. XEHE BUENGREERTMMRE, BWETSI REANAS EDERATRNHTEE, 345 B BETR
B PTEMRR,
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Abstract: As a bio-physical quantitative assessment tool to estimate the sustainable utilization of natural resources, the
ecological footprint model was proposed in 1992 by William Rees and developed in 1996 by Mathis Wackernagel. Many
researchers put forward lots of suspicions and debates about its theoretic hypotheses, basic concepts, calculated methods,
et al. , which then help to improve and perfect the model itself. At present, many research about the ecological footprint
model have been carried out in China. In these research papers, there are many debates about its theoretic hypotheses,
equivalence factor, yield factor, calculated methods, over being static, lacking of prediction, and singularity of the results.
Also, there are many improvements such as its concepts, calculated methods, equivalence factor, yield factor, long time
series, integrating nonlinear scientific methods or other social and economic indices, et al. This paper focus on these
debates and improvements of the ecological footprint model during the last 10 years. At last, several prospects are given to
which the ecological footprint model will be applied, i. e. its calculated methods, and taking into account sustainble

development policies. We must improve the ecological footprint model’s calculated methods and increase the application of
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ecological footprint method in environmental, social and economic study fields in China.

Key Words: ecological footprint model ; study method; shortcoming; development and improvement

HIME KA ZF2% K Willam Rees 1992 4E™ 2 1y Mathis Wackernagel 2723 F 5= 2% i 4= 25 B i
(ecological footprint, EF) #EIEy—Fh i & B A FT IR AT FR 2L I R A= i € 1P TR, DI B W
A SRR E AR EE T RIEE. SEZE 2R I GTEE NS A S AR
PRZIA X BRI BURES T EBUR AR R AR B F 2 6™, 2007 466 A 25 HAE
Elsevier Science ¥ £ 4t ¥ Title . abstract ., keywords H % A “ ecological footprint” , 2L R F 112 =5 L E,
2007 425 A 11 H7E CNKI 1 E#A R & SCR LU A28 B XAk R 2 608 4513, B LA LR B A
et RTFADSEEENERERIR EARS GTE T SN . — SRR SR S AR E R
SCERY 7 A SCFE X B R BRI b, AR 2 ~3 A RN EABI R MR, BAK 10 RN EE
S R R RIS R, UG | R E XA 7S R IR BB B3 B 5, vEsh B Y AR 75 Rl AR BN i N
B R RN E BN ERR .

1 FE&i
1.1 X¥EEFH-ERE TS

WEHRENNRABHEEFEF-EE FHE&XE> R AP ENFENEFZXKBER S
K, FEAT BRI 3 E L, RSB —BOIRET, A 88 F2 B X R SE Ry , X X8 1 58 B AT $p4E r R R
BB SR s 4 R B TR RIS R A A e M T AR B AT R B, R
R R S WY 7= ot J ™ i Z AR PR AU, B —F B A Hartwick BEIU B9 55 7T R 22 1 P74, 5=
) L PSR TR SR BRI » A AR T RBFIF8 | R b8 i A YR v 2o e
BRBFELEBAT EYEF= TR P AN E RBIRAESE, R TR H S RS E L A DR SEE
LS T EMERE AR T8 TR RIRAE SR ML K Lhr TR, & BRI R L% 1
“HEREIBLIW” o Wackemagel™ 3 Hi A4 7= HHE & S FRARXMENE B4 8 3L, A0 22 72 1 8 SO SEFr Ak My B = BR
RIBTEAEYETR? E AR AR ERETIE N7 —F AR 88, £ Mg ? B8R
PR T EA MIE R BRI 2T F A F 7 A BUE TE B A 7 11284k 7
1.2 XEBREHSE

B A YN LW T RO &K LTI R — L RAL R, T D B SRR A — R
BERERT2ANE, SEASERRATESRMMIRKREIRE; KX CO, RILEEH ML 0, Zms Xk
FhOET B B A SE PR AL B CO, MR BE T, ¥ A IR B W B G . R 45 s 5 AR 78 Rl 4y
P& AR MERESEBMTHRE, HRESBABRRRE.

1.3 X s

FIBA ISR TA EAET R 25, B RERE— S B EE T, AR RARKAES L
R R E R, T EFEFEEAENEE S XA T8N, MENFEAREREIE L, EX - a3 2
ARIE ), BRI R g2 Rards AR ; B AL, A g a6 s S BIe] .

1.4 SHBEITERSL

A S R IERIR I B R E SRR RMTIR RN R F Y R Th BB A T2 2, ZREH T IR AUKRIR AR5
BN YR R EEBOR LA KRB E SR F RS, REE CO, MR BERESE, B HERIL
CO, HfERT, A E BRI E R B S EAAHFIR™ ™,

BEVRE IR A S R A P AR RS R I — S, R — BRI AR . R CO,
—FRESUE, PR IL CO, R KSR CO, I EZ —, W45 IR R R BRIk
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LEFRA B> CO, &8 CO, N T L TR R A MFE, B0 = ML PLEREGHE , Stglehner'™!
WHEGRRIR R I I 3 FhITE 7 BBl N BT B 1L A S R I BN 1) B %074y : R R s B E S e B A
YRR, MR AR WAL A BB E R ; B ARATFEETTE KA R A RRIR A 7 FH
BRI, TR CO, HIBE ST s BRI MU 1 BEVR TR M\ 5 B % AL B AR 9 BBl R AR IR VA A A ok 25
TR NSRRI EAERES . whYE AN A EEAES RE R BB, AR AL R A
W BRI, BEVR R T E AR 2/ A Y A P B R AR R IR R A (M R — B . WR VLA BRI AT
HEE DA HAmMERIE, REEREME T A RBHER,
1.5 XPESHE R T MSS ISR — RN SHiE

B TS BB B AR A R S, B S IR ER R B ), TTE AR B Rt S 25T R R
WA ESI S o RS EBEE— ERA R EARES U RS RERENLYE, B—FEEX
2R BASR AR A S A R USRS AR e Z Bl . A AR BRI R —, RN B &
WAOT—3K, T ERERE &R, 5= B Ea g™,
1.6 HESHE

PR feEE 5 R L TR P A M KRR Rk AT IS KRR, AT 45 1 R 4
W, SR BEE T EREARFNAR ., 48 A Y4 Bl X s oA A R 8, A AR E
REMHE LI, REEF LG YR EWCR B = 5 B R SR BAES BB MBS B ES
RepEdl, BB BF £ IR R RIVE T34 7 1, k3% 58 st 72 0 S AT R e, R
FEIFIIHR RS TIRETR R S AR S KL , R R BRI Bt , BOa X8 3 B R U P4, R B8 IE A
AR, E%,
2 RRMU#H
2.1 WMERRE

SR BB FEA SIRESA T L (B bR BRI KSR A RRIE M) E TS
SR AEYIRE S B KRFRBRFEAREA, 10 SR04 BIFEHES,

(1) Lhr bk

Wackemagel[s] JHaberl " $8 1 32F7 + #1158 5R (actual land demand ) ¥ 25, 86— E Rt 225875 B
R SERRER, HE R AET 'R FAEE A,

(2) TsREANE & T i TEL

Bicknell™! ZE4R A 7= Hi 434 o P+ 4 36 4 (land multiplier) 345 B 82 0 R 32 19 [ PO SR A0 01 2% A T R 2.
PebE TR T Feng! ™ AN j 351 MM P M AR R G T/ 300100 LR S I E B 2
an 7 B3R AR , ATt 25 - 31340 ( composition of land multiplier) #& . EAEA LHFLGTHERLERT
A% 7 BRI B C BA T i, AR 3T ME AR AR BRI M B = e L E A,

(3) Melie A 75 R 3T

Hunter'®) | Gossling"™’ 38 H i i A 25 M- A 76— E I 25 T L A, S e 145 7 5% 45 T TR B AT B
FEW R T W AR AR 7 T T AR, BRFE AR i 2 AR T B TE AR R & IR AR S AR AR 5 B
R EARILESMEHETRIR

(4) B BN = A 7S

BB E M A R X A T B R P A A ST . T AR TS R BRI M R AR B R A
WA= TRENAESE IR, PAS DR EANASERSES. £ EESEBE— T KEEF
MEBRGE T LAY B rFENAESE - EER,

(5) EBESEE

RTS8 (EF) 548 1 (BC) Z HuE XN 1#6%(T) Bl T=EF/BC,
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(6) =SB EFHIRBESEF RGEKIERES

frp RV R AR E B LRSS Shannon-Weaver AX I ( H - = Y [PInP,] ,H REZHHAE
B,P, =5 i R I REIE RAREBH RG] . EREMXKESLTRERKERT(C) THASER
(EF)FReLIES BB ZRMIEEARE,BP C = EF x (- Y, [PInP;]) ,

(7) A SF FRCE

HESFIARE(EE) R—ERXNEF R ERAERER (EF) RS REHE WL SE(GDP) , B
J5 76 GDP #:75 i (EE = EF/GDP) ™', B Ti 76 GDP iRk, IR B VR FR RS MK, I 2 1 FIAkas
Ho ETMBHBALRET REAERNEF - HNAETREERWES , THRZ AETF RGN LXMW E
BE” .

(8) ABABE R

FRE R R A BB (Lr ) WE AR L = e — |/ N €Cigrn = i |/ sy =i |,
St en~a PRI ¢ SEFN ¢ + n SR KIBAITHIR BRI, €100 ~0Ci0 T3 HIREE ¢ - 1 + n AEKIBAIEYRE T
2.2 HEFEUH
2.2.1 fREIHETER#

TASEBEATRE T E—S 8RR L, 28 REHT REN T BINE B L BEESITE
H,

RSy BB R Simmons 1 , Barrett, Wright ZHE47 TSt 528 ™% BB AMTROR & AT o
R, B EE YRR IR E BT E R SR A R, (S VA S R T Y R I 5E
S ER T el K RETEMAREREBBEST HELRESAE -, 7 Best
Forward Ltd 344 an ecological footprint analysis of different packaging system 1,3z FtE My BB (life cycle
assessment, LCA) HEUR [RIAE P4 A= 740 il sRIEFE UOBHRE 9 A2 5 R 8, 9 A R A 785 R il 38 7 TE B R A 4
THRR™,

Bicknell £ R FHF A BRI RAERBEATTEEZHERNAESER, v EHSEF A
B H Tﬁ%—iﬁm o Ferng[m B E 4 1 Hi3R% ( composition of land multiplier) B8 5, Lenzen! "
FABAT™ 058575 B A3 - s i R TH A, R P 51 47 7 A2 75 Rl 2R AL 5 A T B MU B X RE i
TEXIBHI R R, Hubacek ZET W RITBA T 2047 B s 3 5 i 3 &5 AR, B T2 R AR R, &5
RERTHRTMH/ATH A HA . R, Wackemagel 1+ H25 TRA HEHE™, Tumer™’ |
Wiedmann ™" & [ THESCOMTRA = kA B N E RS, BRSERR ga™ h™ X
EX Y ERHRA TSRS THE IHENFENESED, ARAEHTEITEESED
S R E L E BRI SR, SE AR A SRER™ .

Zhao Sheng % "™ B oK BRI G FI T A2 AR IT MR T 26T BBMALVA 09 A A5 b VBB, JF LU 7Y
& NGIFEAT T SRS, Chen Bin 25 Fll FAE A R G HH 7 M AR TR R 7 Bk HHE T 1 E 1981
~2001 4E A3 R AE YR ) , B IR A BRE L TH IR A 75 B i BB A ROPP AL R IR V3R 3 A\ 2675 3
FAERBR, 5N BT RESTHEE T T ILIHE 2003 4F4RLH RERHIF IR, 75 H e ER T
A 75 R S R EL S R B AR R TR . Neuyen!™ T BBEMIHE T HICHE | HAImF BTG,
MEX BAXEMBEE 7T TERXESATHERE(WNH) BRENEDAEEYRIRESEL,
Cuadra"* SRFTAE AR I8 25 B A 5 WS TR FI BB 44T 3 07 ak, PRAS B INBLK 6 R #4848 47 ( common
bean, tomato, cabbage, maize, pineapple, coffee) 2k FEHIB T ARSIt , BARL, T REEEITESE:
PAYLRT 20 A 2 A TR0 R o

TR T, RIS % 8 T IR HRAE (NS E ARG B M FGR L&) FFF 55
(K SO, Ff A 2 K R R ) K5 e B s AL, B R P R A A R H B R 5 a5

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn



6256 £ K5 % K 28 %

AAERIE 2 B, B R T B R B TR B AT Vauren 250 785 I 7 A R
S TR BRI A B L D g A A B E o K R AR 4 AR A CO, MBI MER R AT  T 184554
AR N T MR 5
2.2.2 BRI R E T BEEOE

Stoglehner ™ BT 27 BIBRAEAE R T e A S B4 97 B b 3%, % F Krotscheck 1) T #7452 10 7245 %%
( sustainable process index, SPI) , 42 tH Hif REIEUE b Jr vk , S 7 e W) FLAR BB VR S AL G AR IR B 2 2 IRl A 1L
B, BEBR LA™ Lenzen " SR ESAHE B THE BRE . T BE RRASTREBES
AT AW ESR, 3 E T CH, \N,0.CF, \C,F & HABR E SRB AR BB, BUBAR T HE B bt Sy i e
JFRBIR TR CO, HOMRHE , 220k T AR MR B i HE ML BB IR AN O BIMEGEHE ik ™ Yok n
SR AT B A R T I B AR A A, IR A SRR A R B IS B YK, EA ARATR
AR T ERMESSRBER,
2.3 HEE TR E TR

Lenzen""*’ 1%t 23R A R B 2 B K IR SLBR” B9 55 24, BB A &R B i3 X+ 3R A SR , 35 A
BT AT T B A AT AN, MR B B 136 x 136 457 x 136 4855 27 x 7 461, LME
BIE 5 R B BT L &b 1 2K B, Wackernagel™ | Haberl"' | F1“ S2BR 130k 7 M8, FHE X 80
EYE BB HRARTN ], SN ETFAAR h RV X B LSRR, B 5 R AR ES BAE
WA BT, X AR O vk BRI T IR A B3 B RO AR BRAERREY . Kk
B R BB SR B E TR AN SR E A &8N (WE—E BT HE, b 8 fdk
HEFZIEMEEE B THAK PR RE, B RESEDRENRIFHTE, B B ETRA 7 R0 EE k3
B!, Habeld FAIRAERBRT= 8 W ELMTE T8 3 My kit minf] 1926 ~ 1995 FHAERE
i, ERZERBK, FEH, Wiedmann ™ H5F T T AR S LIRARM B AE, &R % B R RER. B
KB EARKFRFEL R HEEET F=f(P,T,E) ,P.T.E £} JIig 0 R FREHE B M, 3R
ZABRT R E TR R,
2.4 RIRGUET K
2.4.1 FEEESEYERER

Gerbens-Leenes'* 15 T e 5 Fh & W04 BBt m A 2805, 38 “ R ARk , s Sk A
13- S8 BRI MR, BUREE B R AR T I SRR B AT, BRI A S BB EE R ; White'™
AW T EYEBSIERRN AR, XA AT SR EEH I BN R E S D
B, FEEMIULK . Lenzen" % BUSREEN 78 32 11 LR BEUCA S A 75 2 T R BT K, 5% BE AR R K A 7 JEL 76
B, KT R RAESEB AT ISR, EXTSMNER, Sanchez-Choliz ™ MR T A RFK 525 shiK 375
A
2.4.2 #HBO®EE

Andersson' ™ Y — R EE R B CHSH S, ABMARBTFERE DR, FETHCERNE
YIERBRS BT ORI, BT RBEPERWESTE, Makand™ N2RAESHEALAELE,
& Martinez-Alier 2354545 #E &, WAE S B 75 5 B ZAMER AN A EHWN T BB E R BB AR %% E R 5#
% I RR A L B ST BB . Li Hong™ %44 T o [ 1996 ~2004 4£ 3 HH 11 58 5 R 5 o B R A BRSO AR 25 R B
BN, 18 B 1997 ~ 1999 4E 40, HEAE M B I A BRI BImMARSE D, B HPRBRE S
ASBIMKERAA R AESEDYE F A, B AR ANMKEENERTARS, AP RAT K
THERNGHBRE” . XEEXP 5 1961 ~2001 40 E AR R 5 R BH/MF 0. 05ghm™® v = 4515 K I

O ehm’® FRERAH.
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T B T AR B R R A SR A Bk B E N, PR b AR F B R ERE A,
2.4.3 ISEEH SR

Federici'® 2 Fi] 3 FR [ BRIR AT B DISE T BAFIh AR Siena 2B 54k 308 R A I BE IR #E 5
R L) B X A 75 50 5 T e R R R , B DS E AR R 1 R SRk BRI BB T AR L A R B R AR 2
SETRE BREIFAN MR KRR . Holden " BIFT LA W A FIRREE A 30 1 9 3R A I B R R I AR A5 R 8, R TR
BRI 5% B H R, BB HE T 2002 FL 5T ARKE M B HEE NAKE
MARES B TRIES S, RRRREAESEBRARER 5. 67 1%, Ui R BT A 438
3 JE BRI R BRSO RS BRSBTS R R IR
2.4.4 Jigik

Gossling™) %} Seychelles 3 X Heiifpll 2 2% R B EH HH/5 H 28 %035 B9 R IR FE R IR 2 SR HEOR 3 ALY
MR B R E R, RLAE RS M AR B RO T LA ; Victoria ® BFS T BN B B T B LY
HE—AN/INFEE 1964 ~ 1994 4F B ficifpA: 25 535 , WWF-UK'® 3185 T # 4 % Majorca A1 Cyprus B fBHR IR 51 19
AR, EpREEm e T iRIEAES R R BT T 2002 E R ILTIH R M AT Bl B AR
RN R A S RES Y SR B SR, MR UL A B T 2 TRk A R B3
HAR R X E RASMLAREN A, el 595 T L i e SN & ik e 1 S 00 AE S R 18, R T4
W& BUCR FURAT IS BB 2 & %71 BUE SRS RAE A RIBH 5% o kel PRzl |
FRWET™ i Mk B B L Al A 2 R B KRR 6 N7 T HI T BeeAE A L I e Ak i T e 45 2 R o B
BETIRE,
2.4.5 FEFKFEL

Berg!™ ST T R ELAT 57K Pl i A 25 50 K 7= P BRI A 7 B R BT AR, I T R &
297 R 2 55 A A 2SR #E 5 Cyllenhammar "> FRFE S 073 2 M (16 24 O 30T FR VBB 3
X JF BRI 2 M0 X I AR YR I BRI 4 N R RSE T 58 Y K F A I R 3 B . Alden'™
LA 0 F B B/ B AR R, BT AR M MRS BB ST KRR Tll 5 25 80 8 48 Sk Tl 2 IR 6 R BRI
W, A 3 ) T AR P B SR A KRR Dk 19 2 ¥ A 250 Thomassen'”” Xt 3l 49 7] 5%, Ferng'™’ 3 78 %
Hornborg™ S A8 #E % 7=\ A= 2 B HEAT T 58
2.4.6 KER

Jenerette " BFSL T E A1 £ E FOMOK BRI 2R, BB DI BRI 24 3 /K HE U B 3o Ak R S S B Ko
E, EFE B SRET BRI , B HA R B SR E T B RS T B E &4 2000
4 NF7K S - PEALERAS 437K R IB B, BIRE A T AR BB 4E A K R /D, T YA K RSB R P A R IR,
] T MK R0 B K PR B TR A2 s B AR A0 T H TS 1989 ~2003 4R i K %5 IR 258 B HeAs 4k, 45
R RN ORI 2k P IR XK R RGeS0 B 35 M3 I B 4 i SR AT
WK RBRGRIE S, 1AL ™ 4R T RME R K R K = I RE T SR I B ¥ K 2 i K P2
RSB AR | 35E FI ARIMA #2780 i (6] B 51 00000 1~ M 737 SRl Ak A 2 R i A A3
2.4.7 HE

Krivisov BF5E T 3 EFIBH LB B0 75 [ OB SRR P 20 5 15 5 8 R BRR I RE 2 IRIRO D6 2R, 35 A
BEVRIN B A BE T S, FB R R R FE AL B £ S50 B , AR L BERIE S SINE & &4 . D B
WA IR FEIESE BRI, 58 S L SRR IR B b B i B T R E A G B i A
AR,
2.5 mHE RIS

T RE TS M B E T HEAT K A TR B 7S 2 HRTAES EDE BN ERHART — £ESEBHT
2 A0 B SR B B AE S SR R B ARE R, B E S BTST ARE R x B
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REAEDEBEZBHRR, REAZST R KRB A A SFER RO, O P58 B 55 42 55635 FE i A
BOAE (LA E R SE B SR 1 304, BRETEd A7 31 B0 92 Exb ™) Xt B LA 1926 ~ 2000 4E 3k 75a.
Haberl"" 5 BLHuF] 1926 ~ 1995 4E- 3% 70a [4= 75 JE 75 B B , Wackernagel 8t A: 75 JE 300 1] 3103 op B2 v
B REE T @R, Jorgenson'™ FiIF panel regression it E R LU KBAF H DBE HHE
FHEMERRS AT EBSKIXR, BNIEJUEL IR T REET AT R4 YR K a6 fF )
KBRS R E THIBIFE, 40 Yue Dong-Xia 25" i AL 3R R BY TJ 22 BIAN B4R /37 A2 7% JEL b A AR K
BB S HEe T RN G SRR BESMNE SR, EEE™ XA F T E 1949 ~ 1998 £ K
BEBREHTIHTIN, FEMAALHESEFRERBEHR WL N ERRERR ) 5L (BB
HRA) RN = Z XN URE, RRAFEMAEEHAAREBFEEL —TRET &
AR TR, i AR SR RAE YR E ) SR A SR ZHELFRHEHHERN AR, Bratts 25 F
B F X 7 R 5 A AR W) AR ) B ) Py 31 2R AL e
2.6 S5EAMERELTEMSEES

HEAESERMASERRERANIT BRRBFENA AL T RS, AT HFFREEALR, X
HAREREDHEHRERLBEN . EXEBARNERL BN ZBH HETH2RESERRSE RHEALLS
ST RBHAESTRERE T, B, BREMASERNEWEER, KB AEREBNEMER
HREE, AREBHEAZAD HR ., 1M R B EFEEAZHS EF XA ARREN, 2IE&
ARG, RRFLEA AT EBER S N R - BEENARE T, BRBUE MR ILEZEBAES
4% (empirical mode decomposition, EMD) /NS 3l )2 B G AR Lt ik DL T AR 25 R A 2L i TR
PSR IR S RS 5% A S R IR R TR M AT R T — s R
2.7 SHEHSGFRIFHEEES

Wilson'™ F it %5 JE i (EF) A= H17& 2R 5 B 2 1FEA (the surplus bioapacity measure, SB) ¥ 3% T £r 4248
%7 (the environmental sustainability index, ESI) | #8#35 % (the wellbeing index, WI) ,GDP 1 A X K BT84
(human development index, HDI)6 ~E]#F4248 4% , XHih 7 132 N E K 6 MR H R IGEIR #E4T2047 , &S8R
IR 9 38 A BE FARSEAMATT , VR HE 45 L B TR R JRARIE o van der Weerf ™ Al DIALECTE , EF 0\l 37 555
3 ( Environmental Management for Agriculture ) . FarmSmart F14= iy 8 BIPE4 ( Life Cycle Assessment)5 Fp 75 ¥4
AVFHY 3 RSB R G RRI N, Hanley™ DI 22 N4, 38 AR RO R A 4 a0
ENA BMEIERE G EBAE ) RESFRARE . REEE S, W E S T g 2R R
F8hH: ; Kratena ™ 4 25 BB 5 AR RARIRS DI AL AR, NERBIET RE SRENEABEHET
AR E RN S R AL H BA T H E A Haberd "V 4347 T A5 914 24 7 51 15 A (human
appropriation of net primary production, HANPP) fl4: 2 B 3 (EF ) B FF &5 S B AR S E B R AL EZ F L,
Er, %R %A AP EE PR ImPACT 23 f1 STIRPAT FEHLIENEHLRL, 4347 A O B 72 45
M BTSSR Fe IR SRR (R RE) KRR, BB 4 P IRTE 22 /% A IS B 30 358 82 Ml 5 T 19 1
o BRER" BT AR EBHEEMASE BT REWITMESR, HRENS R BRI RER
WREWHEST T 58 . BRRDEXFEHEETEH2R,
3 HIRRE

A R ATE 10 E SR PR BTEHE  A TR R, R R A S EBE N T ILFERGEER
BEE

(D) RREAZ BEHENASERMEYRB AR, WFEEYRERBZNANUFRITE,
T RE LAY FEAE IR IR FHAR B D R &) THE, T BE4FEREE AR il 8 28k 224k .

(2) A5 R HE B T R R —FMRIEH R E migts, RERI ETREKBRBRNA KR, i kE
D RDBFRGE RN T USATH W358 2 BEUR , BRAES BB ARTRME R 07 ], R A7 R BB
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R NERA, Wil RS RBEE, Bl R 2 BET WEM, R R B 8" £ E“CT 4L, EF
TRACHIBEERE o

(3) FR BB BRI PR A7 R, Wn3E i BARBES , IR K FH BB IR i 3 &, (R BEK B
U B, FEARAL A BRIR R JT R B 5 B BT SR SR B A AR M, 8 A S B Xk 7 BB IR B 4K

(4) BT 2 2 Rl 8 ndn CO, A B — R LT S tbia e, R A AR 128 i AR R R/ SR 3R
PR 5 2 ] T 3 [X A 25 RS0 B BRI, 42 (6 251 T M XOR BB R MR A S R 5
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