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Influencing factors analysis of willingness to pay for ecosystem services

evaluation of Hongze Lake

HUANG Lei,DUAN Bailing, YUAN Zengwei, TIAN Feng, BI Jun”
State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control & Resource Reuse, School of Environment, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China

Abstract: In order to protect the lake ecosystem services, and provide some useful advices on the security management,
advocacy and prevention recommendations, the relatively mature method—Contingent Valuation Method (CVM) was used
to be associated with a questionnaire survey to evaluate the valuation of the ecosystem services of Hongze lake. Using field
research methods and the questionnaire survey with the form of willingness to pay ( WTP), we evaluated the influencing
factors to pay for the lake ecosystem services combined with correlation analysis and regression analysis. As a case study,
520 payment card CVM questionnaires were surveyed and 498 as useful questionnaires were feed back. Distribution shape
and rule of willingness to pay were probed. Logit model was taken to analysis the main impacting factors in the process of
evaluation. At the same time, comparative analysis of WTP was made in the different groups of people for restoring the
function of the lake ecosystem services. Through multivariate statistical analysis in the case of Hongze Lake ecosystem
recovery,, some key factors were found to be quite important to WTP, such as the annual income of the family, trust to the
government and the attitude to the environmental protection. At last, based on the results of the logistic models, some
reasonable and useful suggestions were provided to the government, and some effective references were given to the policy-

makers for choosing the target groups of people about public communication and public education programs.
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A (1) MWTP 2 $x & (7 3 32 AT B8 (B

WP BfH) , Mean SR ACHEA  WIP >0 fipeAe |0 TR R R
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B XA RIBEEE R L S A W) ZFEE, 8 Fig. 1 The Payment Card (PC) of Willingness to Pay (WTP)
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SAHTE K SRR WTP /MR AR & RS AR RN B ZBE TR REFERA TR
BE MBURMEEESERN B ZR&HFITZITRIT 0, XTSRRI TS
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A YRR (0] 46 S BRI R 520 1y, HERR — 267 B B AR R I 124 (A ELAE BT P JE IRl ) |, B
BRI 498 4y, IRy 95.76% . MFEARFERERAGIHMEENE 1, FEHIETZAH(WTP >0) [ 4
HRIAI% 49. 40% , T X A3 REHABBF TR > o ASUBIEFE 288 WTP BEAR (498 ) 1P 330 R
H922.47 J0, W ZATER K 49. 40% , Hoi SR ARG H 32 V& WIE XT3 AR 2 15E 3 WTP 5
HABFFR SR AT WK 2. ARSI FEEBMGEITHHEA IR 3,76 498 (L2 15& H 53.21% K5
P,46.79% 4 1 540. 37% )52 V5 & TR A P 7E 18—30 % 2 [8];92. 77% WZ B HZ AP P U L F;
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Table 1 The basic statistical information of the questionnaire

TRl AR A% Effective questionnaire
Noneffective WTP =0 WTP >0
questionnaire (ABEEIAF unwilling to pay) (£ multiple choice) (B 3ZAY willing to pay)
[ R ) B A%, N - SRR A At
g le b NI N 5 =
87 11 115 76 15
2 (34.52) (4.36) (45.63) (30.16) (5.95) 246
252 246
2 (50.60) (49.40)
22 498
(4.23) (95.76)

T RAET AR REOE 155 BT T S E A (%)
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Table 2 Comparing between this research and other researches

WTE ¥iE %ﬁi&ﬁm%%kﬂﬁf{@ﬂﬂi)\/
B3, W1 S 2 1A L S ik
Country, River atter © Payment unit mean © diposable tneole o References

Y questionnaire Y /(CNY/ local citizen

(a*household) ) /(CNY/a)
H 4, Lake Biwa FZNmS oy ¥1860.44 [18]
%[, Platter River Bh =R H. P $ 252.00 [23]
vh E (3K , 2R PASIIE= AP RMB 182.38 RMB 7095 [12]
eh [ RN ), BT AR AR RMB 290. 40 RMB 14084 [21]
FE ), R BZhmS AHA RMB 528. 80 RMB 18645 [34]
o E (PR HLIX)
YLV SZmS H. A RMB 269. 64 RMB 7208 AL

1 :RMB269. 64 5535700 $ 39.46, HIG ¥3879.71 (3K 2 Hiifk® 54 2009 H 6 A 19 H v EARITIMNLIRYY) HrpsUE RIKA , ¥R A
2006 4EAE SRR

T T E R ETE R, S5 00 [ 5 5 7 & I 0 A R 58 4 R v IR TEAU R B 1 3R A o T T34
S SRR 1 B PR T BEAEAE A BRI, W TS R RS R R 3k 1, Frh U M
AR 2 FA B B A ASTREE G 45. 63% |, [RIR 34. 52% H% -\ 16 5 W16 AR 25 B 85 17 ph U
F, B A ST A AR Bt R B W 2 U S BB ST (30. 16% ) 9 £ BB 2 —, MR MR Vi A B
SO S R A X PRI 150 IR 560 B I R PR 22 5 T 6 W T e B o 3R A B A 2
TR R O S R S5 A ) B 0 DR, L e ) e S R B B —, Rk TR sox —
FREIT , T 3 56 75 s et B S A T B A Atk i 28 RSB L X 45 353 AT R, AT
B Vi S B R A B R R 2 — ; B4 T A 7 A R 9, 2 23 B KAy K S i
1, BT IS A R VT 2 T I BT th R AR Y B P S SR B S R 2 —

% 3 BE R0, 76 498 iy B RCEAT R G , B A3 AT BB R & 8 26. 57 Jo, £tk 18. 36 JT;
HAEIR BT AT L 18—19 3 (932 Vi AR 7 T 1 30 o 2 34 0 B Iy TR 2 B 78 L 4331k 77.78%
F163.76 I0 ;5811 % 3 0% TR A KV B9 T4 324 35 SR 780 h A, 3258 K 3H MBFST A
9 B39 30 B AR 1 40 ) 27. 58 TN 31. 88 T, XU R 4R BRI R IRV 305 7K S A 31 A 25 3
B S AT IR B o RS2 R R BE AR SR BE A 10 350 % B A5 1 25 JE % BURE 1 135 £ B 25 PR
FHR IR, SR B 10 301 B B B B2 B, ZEVHE TR 3 EL AT R A0 O AR R PR 5A

ot YR 25 5L ) 246 3 TE SOAHRIE AT T 8B, 18t S0 A SRR AR HOARL N 40 950 B A0 B2 A 4 A (I
2), [ 2 R B2 I AR A , BRI (98 10 7T, Fk 20 T6.50 TEAI 100 T, AT AR
BRI S5 75 HO4E FE 10 I5.20 5,50 TE.,100 TE4E 5 1 H3 H e o 3 0 B e 00 T 46, 3 5 A Ak L
A BB, B4 AARR £ AT B AR O 7 TR B 10 0%

SRR ) BRI A B 1,200 5L T B AR
ST A TR, 330U B B2 v ) T
RSB, SRR S D B AT AE 3 &
BTN A TR 0 TR HE T o R R R B
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S
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Fig 2 Distribution frequency of bid amount
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Table 3 The statistical description of main variables
oy /% Piﬁ‘ﬁlf»j%f“ﬂ% WIP S AH R
432 Sort Percent Payment ayment cistinction T Describing features
percent ¥l Mean A77EZS.D of the payment
P51 o 53.21 52.08 26.57 82.581 5.237* B I
ot 46.79 46.78 18.36 68.246 4.107**
SR (2) 18—19 9.04 77.78 63.76 162.526 2.386* AERS /N A TR A
20—29 31.33 47.44 46.39 112.633 3.951% K AMRIG
30—39 34.94 45.40 26.34 63.980 4.158**
40—49 16. 06 46.25 23.33 26.797 5.904 **
50—59 6.63 48.48 39.81 75.757 2.408
=60 1.81 66.67 20.71 20.902 2.622
RHEFER <3 2.61 46.15 7.54 14.128 1.924 AT R R K
(4F) 6 4.62 52.17 8.61 15.095 2.735* T iR
9 24.90 38.71 15.39 63.204 2.701 **
12 48.83 42.77 26.38 85.891 4.482**
16 23.69 53.39 27.58 82.462 3.634**
=19 1.61 50. 00 31.88 45.35 1.988
FREFWA <0.15 17.47 29.89 15.54 87.077 1. 665 A RS IR ABE A
(F78) 0.15—0.6 21.69 49.07 13.50 24.568 5.71** FRI B4 I 1
0.6—1.6 27.91 56. 83 23.03 60. 069 4.504**
1.6—3 20. 88 53.85 19.64 50.219 3.989 **
=3 12.25 57.38 53.89 149.699 2.811*
KENE(N) <2 1.41 57.14 13.57 18.419 1.949 FEENTVBAE 4 NEA
3 42.37 48.82 17.01 49.218 5.02* SR B B B0
4 21.89 46.79 30.12 90. 964 3.457*  INERFRAR, AR IERE
5 22.29 52.25 30. 84 112.662 2.884**
=6 12.05 50. 00 15.47 33.13 3.616**
B R iz 8.03 42.50 24.20 44,378 3.449*  AHUEEERKSA R,
S 1 7.43 45.95 41.53 121.983 2.099* HUORSME %
SR g 84.54 50. 59 20. 89 73.230 5.845**
PIRASE (LA SREU R X 34.14 54.12 19.25 47.694 5.248*  MWHERPER A S
HERR B R K SR Bt 22.69 53.10 34.94 100.449 3.69** SO A
%) EvA 19.08 48.42 28.52 113.435 2.45 %
B 17.47 43.68 13.78 37.916 3.39**
MEFV 6.83 32.35 6.12 12.864 2.773**
BUNARHERE (X SRFLIAIF] 9.64 56.25 27.49 52.334 3.601**  XYBUNFEAERRRE R A A
BUR B 2O 27.71 56.52 21.57 72.140 3.513* R IATEERE
RHEBIT) 2 RVA 15.66 53.85 33.63 129.867 2.287 x
BREE 38.55 44.27 19.73 58.752 4.654**
MFUIREE 8.63 34.88 14.81 42.940 2.262 *

*P<.05; * *P<.01

H% 3 BRI A DG AR RSO BRI RE 2SR, 7T LU I A4

=5
53

Wiy BRI 2R A KB Wi 7 1l

FRKFR . A2 EZRRIMERER, A T XA BEMX IS 208 REFRA ZHE
PR VRS MRS BUR B A BUR (B 4—E1 8) o B YLARAR Dy SO RSB BUE, B A A 2031 2
KEEFUWA ZHEFFR R ARIPREE BN EEENEIES D KME X TREN D M5
3N EBADIERAEE , BT ERERTAI
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A ZHEFR IMREEEF 5 MERIFHRRREUR
BIRW : ZUiE KRS WIP 2B IEMXRR, 3

R IEREE WA RSN B R A a3 (18 4) ; R i
2V ZBEKFS WIP 2B B IEMRKER, XA
BIEINRESZ 2R 7K B3 A 3 i (18 5) s %5
IS WIP B R B ARZ MR, XA BEE %
VIEFREEIA TGS (& 8) . HTHEXER
BUR B — Rl BB ST AR RIS R 2K
SV A I R S AT 52 e B, AR U B 1B L% B
WTP 55258 X 3RS B 0 BUR {5 1R85 B 4R
PRSI B (B 6.8 7), 9 T RERE B A 18 4% b

SN R 2R 1 R e AR B B A AT SR B RIATE A, T K
i Logit 73— 2P R
8 —
7 -
6 - s . . 3
a . . .
=R - - - $ - - s -
2 41 . s . . . s . $ .
= * . * *
= 3+ s * *
. . . . 3 . . . I3
it R S R S
0 - »> L - ! . - - |
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FIEEWNBNSFF)
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B4 WIP 5REBAXAHAE
Fig. 4 The relation between WTP and Income
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Fig. 6 The relation between WTP and Attitude to environmental

protection
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B7 WIP 5B EEREXRESR
Fig. 7 The relation between WTP and Confidence in

government

Hitt—H A5 CVM 5 &SRR AR R RYE L SCREIE A , 545 & B ik 74 B 25

RGHATRE

ERMZE R XATHE R, #L Logit [EIIHAL iR T2 -
LogitP =B, +B,edu + B,ine + B;juz + B,fam + B;gen + Bgage + B, tru + Bsatt +n

(2)

Hp.P=1/(B, +B, edu +pB, inc +fB;juz +B, fam +Bs gen +P3; age +f3,; tru +pPBsatt + n)
X, P AERSE RIEBESTHBR, BUETERDY 0—1, (1 - P) NERABESAT IR, Nrp £ EE X
W2 438, 7 H B B AT R AR B (i =1—8) ,n BEHLI
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XA EB(WIP) P IEESAE N LA BRI

.
B0 K IBE L MERE R PR P/(1L-P)R =7 .
HIRABE I (P/(1L-P)) BN P A Lognfiiies 25L P .
LogitP, A LogtP JRREAER, IR H IR RLWHE  § 10§ ! ! ' :
BASR YRR R, R Eh, U TR, £ 2% : : : : :
(DFBACER: REACR R s ()3kas =8 8 8 = ——
PR R R BE R (3) W E R AR ! S °
FEREREIR 5 (4) BREEIAAIE B « X RHE AR 1975 B X1 3F
SRR AR SGER 1] R e BRI (SRR H8 WIP 5EH%RHAR

SRR SV (F B AR Logit WS4 Fig. 8 The relation between WTP and Age

RIS 1E Logit TARILL R EH JehlbR T HKEN
AR PIA B2 R, HITESR S HAFERX 2 MER MR ERSR . X TEINFER FEEA

o]

®4 BETEEX

Table 4 The explanation of variables definition

W R AR SR
Explanatory variables Sign Variable definition and unit
ZHEHFR edu HESAR, ZHFFR(a)
R age HSAE R (S)

E3 INEE fam B AR, RIEAOK(N)

B, R 5 MEFR () WA 1 - _linel <0. 15; g A 2 - _Iinc2 (0. 15—0. 6) ; Yt A 3 - _Iinc3

HEEWA M (0.6—1.6) HCA —4_TincA (1.6—3) ;LA 5 —_TineS =3
PR gen HIFAS R, 40 0 2 NG Bk - lgenl ;40 - _Igen2
P I juz HRAR N 3 MNER WFF - Tjuzl SN - _Tjuz2 s AH % 4E - _Tjuz3
P o AP, SR S AL AGAT - Tl BT - T2 13 — o3 BEHRAE — rud
a SREUPREE — _ltruS
AR att HIFAER, 4y 0 5 ANFGREUT — _lattl 5 SO - _at2 5 #13r — _Tavt3 5 [ - _lattd ; 3REUF] L - _latis

RS HEZFERZTEX WIP ZIk) Logit MEIEAS LR

Table 5 Influence of the socioeconomic variables to WTP from Logit regression model

J5 2 A8 Variables of the equation J57#& 1Equation 1 7778 2Equation 2 J5 7% 3Equation 3 J5 7% 4Equation 4
_lincl -1.119*** -1.156*** -1.088 *** -1.137***
_linc2 -0.502 ** -0.455** -0.353** -0.409 **
_linc3 -0.09 ** -0.06** 0.036 ** -0.021**
_linc4 -0.142 -0.137 -0.053 -0.087
_Itrul 0.939 ** 0.951 ** 0.939 ** 0.954 **
T2 0.922** 0.941 ** 0.944 ** 0.957 **
_Itru3 0.839** 0.881 ** 0.869 ** 0. 884 **
_Ttrud 0.37 0.414 0.403 0.411
_lattl 0.875** 0.877 ** 0.872** 0.903 **
_lat2 0.867 ** 0.872** 0.834** 0.861 **
_latt3 0.69* 0.707 * 0.678 ** 0.677 **
_latt4 0.428 0.435 0.437 0.446

edu 0.032** 0.035** 0.028 **
_Tjuzl -4.406 * -0.519*
_Tjuz2 -4.065 -0.161
age -0.007
el -1.079 -1.408 -1.434 -1.087
KR 40.116 39.580 37.459 36.562
FHET = % 61.40 60.40 60. 60 60. 60

1 J7 8 1— 4 J2 SPSS SRR AR B R A IR A 7™ A i 23 S8 AE B, A SCH 4 AN Jr 75X SPPSS H Backward : Conditional s att 25 AF BRI
“ I FOREANALR IR KA R, BATVRRABT @S AL B RAGFN; + P <0.15 % % P<0.05; * * = P<0.01
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HEFMR ER ERX 5 A~ B2 BARKIR IR B AR B LURAE TR b M A W T 45 R B R TR S
3 itig

AR T EZ WM EFEEFIS 3 CVM R 2R 2 A RIAE H Z Ui E 0 SXAHH(50.60% ) T4
RTIESATHE(49.40% ) o 85 BEER K ZE 0 ST Z 15 A B8 ST 5 B 48 v T AN AR S U BB KR 3K
BT A A REAESBE N ZRBUN S, FRAREE 0 XMW EEFERZ —, JUERHTR
VI N BUR A MG E R SER B AR IES 5 BN A SRR E 2R A X2 24153 7 BUR 7E
PR AR J5 T 0 28 LG, AR A BIBR R & B S O B JE R T 2 A BB TRAE
WL BUN B B REE WV ERREE T, BUR IR 355 T2 A A S5 B R R 5 73 S0 22 Bt 56 38 BT Ak
HIFRACHLIX , 22357 & e BE AR K AR T o B K M3 X, B T AR KR, ARKRLET R FER)
R TR IR PIE , ATARIA N R B E GRS TR IR R 58 22 ] DAFRAR Y

R 2 TR E LA o FEEE TR RSO 5 T, BEEE I TS R U (7208 JT/a) A iR T PE AR
XA H A B KR R (7095 JT/a) , TR T L1 KM SEHA 3 7 . S8 3R 2 MBI WA
B2 U E AT BB RAIE T R RABIWA BRI ZEEE , 52 078 0 PR A 03 3 S AN B T Pa &h
DX AR R A9

TN, BEA G R T N ERE, WREEEWMZ U EXNEEBRHNZ D, BEBERT g —
(A —FIEAT) |, ik HoAth 7 15 0 AT B, AFES 47K H %% 1) [R] B 38 4 S 3 AT PR 20 T S A 1) 2%
AL BiE UZ 5B BUN AR MEIESETE SR BN IE ST  7SME R LG B CEE R IA SR 1T
FRREBAPAE LA EF B, B T F B R — T B S5 R Z V7 E M SO B B RN S T A R R R =
MIELL o TX — BT R BREE F] BB BN EIA A S M BTG AR  (H2 % BB AT & s IIE
HIIAAE S RGN E EE, DL Y S R AR S PR SR 9 R R AN e (R R, JF @ % 52 e (R R 1 7
B4 AR SCBOR B BOR BBV PR B0GE 1 B 3 AR, B AMIA A S E R AR S m B AR I 45
RAE R

LA BT TR R XSRS R I S T BUR M R E SR BRSEEREmEE RSN E
FE&, BRHA S Logit [BIFRERY 3 AHEF Fp B3 Wi Rl % WTP 153 e #2 B2 DA K s i JL A, EL A i (o]
IHARRIGE RIS T

i1 Logit HH2(2) BIH%EH B~ , B SPSS 4k {44z F Backward ; Conditional J5 i ;=4 i) 4 N R 45 AR R
i 4 A FRARAE IER AR RE WTP [AREEZE 60. 60% —61.40% 8], T M4AE R A0 & 1] B A8 B, HoAm g
EHaMER 50.6% . LG 4 fethfl , BEAMER XA T B AR, BRI B 28R M AL T B R Y T
ROR , TR B T 1) 1E A 282 HL R £ B Rl 7 B AT 3R

i T A AR b B B AR B BRI , AT R R A (BURMB R R B AR S 3 MERTE
LM R RE JFERIEREEE . FNEER TIENZHE KT JEEER FREEEN T RUE —E
) SRR, TR R E OB BN R A B (XN EEPREN O R sig=0.571, 1
51 sig =0. 502, K I}, 7E Backward Conditional 33 2L E 2 HRT) o

R 5 BAE AR R R w] F0, SR i b IR T S AR L, AR B RSO - B A
KRB I, HOr R R BRI S (B = - 1. 137 B = -0.087) ,HEEHE B N, AT S AT B E B2 BR
TERGR FEAR - B GR B —E Rk, SR B (A BRI 3 B 4 i, 15 5 402 s/t 3
(B=-0.021 | B=-0.087)), XFRYEREAHEME —EKPEIXNBESIFEE - ESHEENKS,
XU T8 R A I 2 W) i B R T I B ), T B e — EVE NS o [R]A B 20 45 SR AT e A
AR 9 AR A S IR B SRR , 17 L BROGHIEITE AR S IR IR 1 B AT SR 5 038 JA S T A K Rl A
SRR R .

Xof BURF il 5 B FR B BOR B HAAAT ) BE MR AR BE I A AR IR R AP S BE X NS B A 7 K7 &, ]
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HRABBENIE, BEE AR BT TAEGEREZRREER, HTRERABEFRES(B=0.954 28 =
0.411) o X A] B i1 T8 RXTBURAH R TR B L A AR B 1R A EE ARS S TERE
AFITIRBA A B S AT

Ty HNBEE S AR PR AR P BE BRI , HOT R R B EREAREH (B =0. 903 | B =0.446) . X HHLIE
LB —EL, B SC LIRS R N, SN BB B R TR RO BN . B3R S Bl ol H S A BB X #
BAFRIER, ARKEE ZH B /KFHF R E A BRI (8 =0.028) o XZF HH B R H
ARSI , PR E AR T R HURIR A

Ui B RAAFER XA R BRI BE KR EE T, BEMNEEERN ESREORE , A E
% AHE R RSN EXT WTP FIRNAIE (735109 B = -4. 406 1B = -4.065) , BIAE Z V5% i)
BRI FR AR RO AP R, T Tx S A A5 3R BB A B AR B JE R A URSR 5 U AR IR I R TR R EO
B = -0.007, B FHEE G I ISR BRI . XAl LU 6 & X S5 R AT R 5 4F R AR B3
REFTERRYESE S, UK S IR R B &3 B A K, B M AT T R I 3R50E 3E 2 IR , BT 2
2B g% F AF JLEIMRE IR EETR
4 HRREW

A G TR T AR R R [RIECR 12 BE X BUR BO{R AR BEAS R R xd BR5E R 37 R A A
SRR A ARKHETA A S SIR Z I ST R B B AR, AT T BUF T A R 2E R R A AR ISR 7 1Y
SEMEI TR, FINTIFEEREN, RS ARKATKF BT ARE T KT SEIMARS S B RE
PLss , FFRESLBUN -5 A 205 S 78 T 2R S Rt R 38 N B A 22 23 AR TG B AT 45 B2, 3 A IR B £
PE AR BRI B TR I A A BRI B IR RIS LA L4 R AR LR BRI

B, W AR SRR A RAIOA , B k3 ittt A 75 96 A Tolk (AL HUREE ) Aol (FpAd 57
SEAIEND ) D 3, T B AT TR BRIE BH8 T BB0 = ™ b (ke ol ) T 5 7, PR b 224 S BUR AT 6 R Pt 1 5
— PR B B i T R A R T A AR A R U, S SLAR PR BEAB P L T Bk B TR, SRR TE A T AR SR B R i
T WRIE T &V E KR .

FU, RN 52 ELHGE R A~ A BUR A RE J1 BN R RIBUR 3 R BE B SE BRI 15 0, PR I BRI
DA BURFFMATRI B SCRFBE , T UE 13 3 58 SRR T A AR ) S IR BGE B BE EPR SR R 28 AR
25 7 BESF R R S B 5 7E 0 55 BUR PEZE A BE 75 T , AT E i A 2 AR B A I AU 7 3K, A {5 Qe i B
RV 5 R 3 — et S 5 1 R R AL () AL TARRR Y , RTFIREE s T AME AL B A AR R B B LT
FTBC, SRR TP ROCR TR 7K BN A TF S TIPSR o R385 4 BN A SRR T T A 15 F7, AT LA
RE IR AR RE ST RS 7 , NTETH BURIT SN L B BE RICE M b fe s At & g, T IF B IR
18, e MB AL, L AN S8 S AR AR R AT AR B UR I BE , A [ B0 B , o 2 AR BT S R 1)
IWEIRAMBLSE , FHREE R ab 2

MR IE R EAL SRR, A SRR IR R A ERA R RE N T %o ZHBUN AT LY
IR EIT R T S TE30” S XA R Z AN, A A R R, T8 22 0 ol T R, @i I
JRREARE B R WA 7 B B SC R0 AR A% B R R B R R IR ST X, iR A ARTE IR SR P R 23R
REH ; WAl LIF AR G IX Sx @ /N2 R0 7ETT X 2095 3l i [R] i B BOm SR B A, 7E 52 R A 3t 1
R AL E R B IRASEHT B AR 2R L2 IMRE AL, IR IR . 2 BRI 8 H]
BEFIR NGO 72 /5. T HFIR5E H S BN RAFIR I BT AT B AL 3, LR L35 s N A R SIT R R
MR RES . i 2 RIMREAREAT LAEA AR T i 2305 I E B, bl 58 T A ARIREL R I BB BTN
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