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The influence of endogenous driving factors on the heterogeneity of landsense

willingness: from the patch-corridor-matrix landscape of urban parks
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Abstract: Urban green space is closely related to people’s health. In the new stage of development in China, people have
put forward higher requirements for the construction of urban green space to meet the growing needs for a better life. It is one
of the missions of landsense ecology research to optimize urban green space and maintain, improve and increase urban
ecosystem services. However, previous studies rarely discuss the influence of endogenous driving factors in landscape
perception and landscape evaluation from the perspective of people’s own personality atiributes. Here, landsense willingness
was formed as an index to measure landscape perception and demand, and the influence of endogenous driving factors on

people’s landscape perception and behavioral preferences were explored. The proposed hypothesis is that the difference of
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endogenous drivers affects people feeling in the diverse landscape type, bringing about differences in feelings, and that such
differences affect individual behavioral preferences. The “ patch-corridor-matrix” landscapes in five urban parks were
explored in Hangzhou urban main area. Taking the personality type obtained from MBTI as the endogenous driving factors,
orderly regression analysis was conducted between the endogenous driving factors and the choice of landscape and behavioral
preference, to explore the factors affecting the landsense willingness. The results showed that the respondents preferred to do
activities in the matrix space significantly, and patch landscape and corridor space had weak impacts. In the patch
landscape, the ESFP ( Extraversion-Sensing-Feeling-Perception) , ENFP ( Extraversion-Intuition-Feeling-Perception) , ESF]J
( Extraversion-Sensing-Feeling-Judgment ) and INFP ( Introversion-Intuition-Feeling-Perception ) of personality type have
significant correlation with behavior preference. In the corridor space, 14 personality types have significant correlation with
behavior preference. In the matrix space, 9 personality types have significant correlation with behavior preference. Besides,
on the degree of willingness of behavior types, respondents are strongly agree to engage in leisure behaviors and
entertainment behaviors within patch landscape, sports behaviors and entertainment behaviors engaged in corridor
landscape, and playing, leisure and entertainment behaviors engaged in matrix landscape. Respondents however are strongly
disagreeing to engage in playing, education and leisure behaviors in corridor landscape. There is insignificant difference in
the choice of sports and playing in patch and matrix landscape. This study proves that people’s endogenous driving factors
impact on landsense willingness. In the urban landscape ecological evaluation, planning and landsense creation, as well as
ecosystem services, not only external ecological environment factors and human’s sociality, but also human endogenous
driving factors should be considered. The suggestion is that the landsense willingness and endogenous driving factors should

be considered in process of ecological planning.

Key Words: landscape type; landsense willingness; landsenses ecology; urban park; green space
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Fig.1 Research area map of 5 urban parks

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



224 PR A N AR RSN A O] S SR 2 S ) R MR ——— MR T | RE - g - S LA 9405

J& TUFE s IS AT T E3RIX, b Mt A 78.4 5 m?, J& stk AN el 5 YT — A Fel v TV IX, i A 3.92 J7
m’, J& TR

2 WMRAE

2.1 MBTI AR

MBTI( Myers-Briggs Type Indicator) & Hi Isabel Briggs Myers #1 Katharine Cook Briggs 7F 7@ % .0 B 25 74
TR A T 2 — R RS R BRI AT N 25 R — N R O R A T AT
SRR Pl B 00 B A, SRR OB T 9R 22 S R Y L R A 06 MBTI ST C B 36 20 R
Gy 0 BRIG PR S 2 55 AR e MBTI 220 F7E 207 008, 5 0 2 A A Il e PR et - 80 R A it
FOMGEIRA BLAMRCA M 5 Suilwell S5 AHE MBTI 52 AF g i 5k R 2 A % M B A ARIE T I 4Rk MBTI
Z I 1T B ARG B 1)

PANARZE RIS (N A SRS R 53R 16 F2RB (3R 1), Hoh AT 4 PR 7~ B 8 DMERZI 7, A
[ B S N AR IR B R T AR (E) 5 A 1) B (1) 2 AT 9 ARG Ah BB 9 7 X, A i) 2808 /1 B 4 4R i
5, BB N K 3R H R REE RO, O HL98 825 B Al A — B oA m], 23 23 bl 79 25 [A) 2R B e v
XN E RS 5 Ml N FEAb i 0 S as ] 100 5 ) EL AT AT R )45 B 1) 2 8] m] L Sk LB B B s i 4 22
JIT 5 A i) R0 S0 A 523 45 RN B HOBRRSSS | AT HEMPE , SR T A iR % | 2 )RR e S it 22 15 3l
I HAY A B C nT AR FUE S A AL SELs 6], B/ )y (2l 1 i EL£57 B TR Dt 38 ) S WL 2 1) ] BB 2 1 3k 26
NSRS . BE B (S) S B R (N) S MAZRHOMTAE B 77 30 BRI A T 75 ToJRnT 12 fik i = ) A1
R, JCTE B S TR MM R N AR S e300 ¢ €02 (i) o B 3 A S5 WY ok 1) B ERZ , Ry i TR IR
AERY TR W RE R 23 B SCTE 5 T Y SR M AE Ak 07840, IR A T B U A3 S FE AN Rl e i v 2>
B BRI, Qg b i XA R T b 0 BN 2 25 WL 0 U S A g, BEERL(T) 5
JEPETY (F) 2 AR BRAE B S T7 5, PRPERDEH RROC R | RS 5E, W58 A AL PR 2 WLAS |, 5 W

®1 AERHE LB
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Fig.2 Characteristics of landscape types of five parks in Hangzhou
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AR B Z RO VPRI 1 FOWAE HEAT 2R 2647 9. INFP (INTJ [ INTP (ISFP F1 ISTJ 2RI FIPR PRI 24T Ay 1) 52 I
LR A A DG (P<0.05) , R ITIX 5 8 A 2870 2 JON e B8 A6 R 3 5o 00 Hh #EA TR 2R 4T 2, Tl ESFP
FRIRZEAT M i I S JBE 5L W 38 TF 13 AH 56 ( P<0.05) , ENFP | ESFJ \ESFP H1 ESTP 28R I SCER 24T My 1) S Jak
R A W IR 10 AH G (P<0.05) , RT3 4 Ffr 8 750 (i - JEX A8 70 JBR T S50 i E A T SR IEAT

£3 BUAR S E LR SRR

Table 3 Willingness score of space type and activity type
BEY W Patch landscape

HEE B3Rk bk HE%X VNGES I
Willingness Sports behavior Playing behavior Educational behavior Leisure behavior Amusement behavior
M e A A M0 b M0 Sve AR 5 H/ %
AAFFE Inexistence 235 14.10 87 5.20 240 14.40 227 13.60 243 14.60
JEH RIS Strongly disagree 305 18.30 134 8.00 322 19.30 287 17.20 330 19.80
RNIEE Disagree 320 19.20 202 12.10 339 20.30 284 17.00 309 18.50
eI Don’t mind 307 18.40 311 18.60 341 20.40 289 17.30 301 18.00
JEE Agree 253 15.10 405 24.30 228 13.70 281 16.80 233 14.00
AFH JE 3 Strongly agree 250 15.00 531 31.80 200 12.00 302 18.10 254 15.20
JERE 5 Corridor landscape
HEE Za% iEeN HE%X VNGES I
Willingness Sports behavior Playing behavior Educational behavior Leisure behavior Amusement behavior
M e AR Nl M0 e MO A M 5 H/ %
AFAE Inexistence 36 2.20 59 3.50 263 15.70 318 19.00 284 17.00
JEH RIS Strongly disagree 93 5.60 117 7.00 355 21.30 394 23.60 358 21.40
RNIEE Disagree 135 8.10 220 13.20 352 21.10 347 20.80 322 19.30
JE#7 i Don’t mind 271 16.20 367 22.00 350 21.00 271 16.20 330 19.80
JER Agree 461 27.60 411 24.60 195 11.70 164 9.80 196 11.70
JEH I Strongly agree 674 40.40 496 29.70 155 9.30 176 10.50 180 10.80
FEF M Matrix landscape
B B3% iETeS HE%X VNGES I
Willingness Sports behavior Playing behavior Educational behavior Leisure behavior Amusement behavior
M e AR Nl MO e MO A M 5 H %
AAFE Inexistence 171 10.20 62 3.70 209 12.50 152 9.10 204 12.20
JEH AL Strongly disagree 260 15.60 131 7.80 307 18.40 222 13.30 271 16.60
RNIEE Disagree 302 18.10 212 12.70 322 19.30 239 14.30 276 16.50
e Don’t mind 366 21.90 343 20.50 355 21.30 251 15.00 332 19.90
JEE Agree 258 15.40 406 24.30 250 15.00 303 18.10 284 17.00
JH JEE Strongly agree 313 18.70 516 30.90 227 13.60 503 30.10 297 17.80
x4 HREVSBEREESHEENEZHEXEDH
Table 4 Correlation analysis between intrinsic drivers factors and Patch landscape activity types
i3 Sy S BEPLi et BEY R 5 7 NGRS BEH SRS
ZA! TR EE R I TR EE R
Type Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of
sports behavior playing behavior educational behavior leisure behavior amusement behavior
ENF] 0.073 -0.143 0.078 0.022 0.163
ENFP 0.422 0.363 0.264 0.536 " 0.529
ENTJ -0.113 0.340 0.113 0.296 0.314
ENTP 0.116 0.338 -0.113 0.254 0.303
ESFJ 0.308 0.302 0.222 0.637* 0.580 "
ESFP 0.204 0.709 * -0.137 0.719 " 0.605
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sk
Bz a5t P B 5t BERBR 5 BEHURIR R BEHR SRS
Type Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of
sports behavior playing behavior educational behavior leisure behavior amusement behavior
ESTJ -0.183 -0.020 -0.327 0.070 -0.391
ESTP 0.246 0.102 0.094 0.253 0.500
INFJ 0.231 0.095 0.029 -0.133 -0.310
INFP -0.120 0.142 -0.704 " -0.490 " —-0.454"
INTJ 0.006 0.091 -0.134 -0.174 -0.216
INTP -0.260 -0.386 -0.200 -0.082 -0.216
ISFJ 0.230 0.301 -0.473 -0.265 -0.330
ISFP -0.317 0.219 -0.341 -0.204 -0.422
ISTJ -0.324 -0.034 -0.393 -0.329 -0.281
ISTP 0 0 0 0 0
ISTP {52 %4 IR, BB HBTUAY A N %5+ 3L P {H<0.05, + = BFJE P {H<0.01
®5 MESVSBEEESNERNERNEXESH
Table 5 Correlation analysis between intrinsic drivers factors and Corridor landscape activity types
[STERERmIE S SN S TS SHEZGSESS o SR NETESS s JRRE SCHR S5
ey IR R R R B R
Type Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of
sports behavior playing behavior educational behavior leisure behavior amusement behavior
ENFJ 0.097 -0.191 -0.008 -0.089 0.278
ENFP 0.784"* 0.556 " 0.113 0.359 0.598 *
ENTJ 0.544 0.193 -0.634" -0.070 -0.014
ENTP 1.067 ** 0.433 -0.100 -0.377 0.083
ESFJ -0.005 -0.061 -0.006 0.286 0.592 "
ESFP 0.774"* 1.183 " 0.072 0.698 " 0.941 "
ESTJ -0.442 -0.501 -0.680 " -0.349 -0.240
ESTP 0.659 " 0.404 0.363 0.433 0.959 **
INFJ 0.640 " 0.033 -0.132 -0.213 -0.215
INFP 0.365 0.146 -0.955"" -0.716"" -0.394
INTJ 0.516 " 0.242 -0.209 -0.694 " -0.167
INTP -0.104 -0.260 -0.821"" -0.854"" -0.436
ISFJ 0.947 " 0.569 * -0.491" -0.312 -0.204
ISFP 0.414 0.162 -0.609 ** -0.653"" -0.382
ISTJ 0.361 -0.280 -0.691" -0.561" -0.293
ISTP 0 0 0 0 0
ISTP RS B4, B ROk BN + BHTE P H<0.05, =+ BHFE P {H<0.01

3.5 LR SRR IR 5 N AE RS I E X R

16 Fft A A 2% FLAE BRSO P 1% sh 2R A R B B e i e AT 45 2R L3R 6., 78 Lt 5ol ENFP ENTJ
ENTP (ESFJ \ESFP ISFJ il ISFP SR FIF B AT o0 1Y 50 /8%0s BE B 4 W 35 IR [ AHOC (P<0.05) , R WX 7 28 A M
KA R RIS  P A TIEBCRAT N . ESFI KGR A E JAT M 1) S B JE 8 5t B 3 IR [ A G (P<
0.05) , Ui ESFJ EAITE L BT 5oL rh B T B F 25478 . ESFP \ENTJ [ENTP (ESFJ ESFP Fll ESTP A#%257
AR R4 T 0 1) 5 B B 2 B 35 IE M) A (P<0.05) |, FRHHIX 6 21 7Y 118 44 Jo 7 7 36 o s O A A 7R PR
JA7H ., ENFP ENTP ESFJ ESFP il ESTP JE BRI SCHRIEA T 1) s Jl B S B 2 ) 38 1E ] A DG ( P<0.05) , R W]
X5 Fl S FEBU R 3 B AR ST S P A TR SCIR AT

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



224 PR A N AR RSN A O] S SR 2 S ) R MR ——— MR T | RE - g - S LA 9411

x6 ERSUSBEEESNERINERNEXESHF

Table 6 Correlation analysis between intrinsic drivers factors and Matrix landscape activity types

SETESK R RIS BRHFRSR AR KSR ST
Types Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of Willingness of
sports behavior playing behavior educational behavior leisure behavior amusement behavior

ENFJ 0.052 0.014 0.175 0.475" 0.291
ENFP 0.227 0.653"* 0.436 0.982"" 0.504
ENTJ 0.260 0.684" 0.089 0.621" 0.386
ENTP -0.169 0.743 " 0.211 0.749 " 0.581"
ESFJ -0.027 0.655" 0.574 0.692 " 0.534"
ESFP 0.460 1.211** 0.298 1.091 " 0.957 "
ESTJ -0.219 -0.048 -0.176 0.159 -0.129
ESTP 0.092 0.455 0.431 0.658 " 0.640"
INFJ 0.022 0.109 0.120 0.248 -0.082
INFP -0.416 0.248 -0.549 0.077 -0.375
INTJ -0.072 0.403 -0.043 0.276 0.049
INTP -0.369 -0.154 -0.163 -0.047 -0.050
ISKJ 0.280 0.683"* -0.017 0.438 -0.013
ISFP -0.197 0.616"" -0.106 0.377 -0.205
IST) -0.328 0.081 -0.220 0.272 -0.221
ISTP 0 0 0 0 0

ISTP {52 %4 IRZH, BB HRTUAY , HAEL N %5+ RFETE P {H<0.05, ++ RHE P {H<0.01

LR LT | 32 U5 AR R B L T A T 25 2R s i R e, LU BEB SO, ) W BRI, AEAT N
KRR, 3205 AR YW EA TR R SR SCIR AT T AR 5ol R 7128 Sh 2 M SCRRAT
TEFE BSOS T B2E IR RS RISCIREA T, AN S AR R o0l b e Tl e de R RRMRIRZRAT o, 7
BEBCFIEE P W Bz 326 s bR e rh | 2 U5 BOAT MR L B 25

4 e

4.1  NATR R UK s ek B I A 22

SR & B[R] A A 7 A 0 B A RN FE S WA T R B BB T 22 5% (| 4) , BEHeso
BA YRS ER, 7ErA SONE R b i A s 5| 77, (B2 i T 28 [0S, AT DL T AT s s 2R A8
BRL, XF T 22 R 823 [A] 138 Sh 2R A B A T A ok BB AA SR R . A& i ESFP (ENFP A1 EST) ZERIAR {1 17
AT B 0 s R BB IR R A R . IR AN 1 AR B SRR PR | X 2 A R AVER AT S ) E R, P
& LUEIG IR, AP, 36 TR A O, B0 EA 38 M R B AR PR 26 2 A L3 30 ) 1) SCI 20 2l [R) Ao Jg
B S A BRHE ST OCHE B i f s, 1 Y T HUBIT L (5 L, BRSSO 50 0 AR T DA >k R 4f
AR

JER B SOULTE BT AT WAL v () T ) P Rk, AT TFE BRGSO N A T8 S 2R RSO s o h B IR R sy . 7
JER T S5 WL R R JRR T ] i B A KR B R S SO R B R A SR I R A S I AT AT
W IR BOSAT R, AR S AN B 15 R AR FE A T4 L 38 16 sh b 25 18], B LA S22 D5 & e BEAR IR 284 T A Y
BEEEERAR, 2250 N A= 3K 2 RE A 7E R 18 500 Y 0E 2R RUR R 2847 b 2 B 1) e g, b A R INFP
INTP . INTJ . ISFP Al ISTJ 2880 44 {7 [a) s deF- 45 5 (6 5) . ENFP ESFP _ENTP _ENTJ  ESTP INTJ Fil ISFJ 28 %1 3
212 812478, ENFP 1 ESFP PPN 4 (0 5000 AT BN AR BE AL, Ay 5 R ARG SR A0 HAT 3P T A+
(#£5), ESFP ENFP 1 ISFJ @8 3- 177 53847 2, ESFP (ESFJ (ESTP 1 ENFP ()28 B S #0047 SCIR 2K AT R
(P 4) ik 2o Py A 3R 3 R R AR R AR LA ) E RUSHE F A (38 1), HA M iE Tk fse F H 3R A 3L 47

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



9412 R % IR 43 %
1Em
Itk ESFP ISFJ ESFJ ESFP ESTP | ENFP
ENFP ISFP ENFP ENTJ | ENTP
ENTJ ESFJ ENTP | ESFJ
R ESFP
ESTP
ENFP INTJ |ESFP ISFJ ESFP ESFP
. ESFP ISFJ | ENFP ESFJ
B
i ENTP ESTP
ENTJ ENFP
ESTP
ESFP ESFP ESFP
. ENFP ENFP
HER ESFJ ESFJ
{UNGES TTHER
INFP INFP INFP
Bt
ENTJ INFP |INFP ISFP
. ESTJ INTP |INTP ISTJ
Jig ISFJ | INTJ
ISFP
ISTJ
INFP
B3
B R

B4 ANAERNEZEESVRTFMTARFPHORRS
Fig.4 Distribution of Inside Driven Factors of the Relationship between Landscape Preference and Behavior Willingness

OB VEFRRTFAE R R I SRR, 20O NAR B MR AR R IR T 55 5

SR JE PR RRAE {01 17 0k G T L A S SR S LG R IR S

S SO A AR B RE A L A B 45 B RS, S AR AR AR X BB 5 UL ARG T8 50U B — |, 7 5%
WA I A5 R, 25 oS L2 o R i R ) B S A B B ] DIOR 45 289 T R BRI IR 8 A 25 1], ESFP ENFP  ENTJ
ISFJ 11 ISFP 3 HEFA T B AT R (B 4) ,3X 5 MG ZHLA M F HF, S E R AR
SR P LA A RS IR A (E A= . ESFP ENFP (ESFJ ESTP ENTJ Al ENTP #E17R A28 Fl SCIR 247
R EEER R (E 4) X 6 KAMEEA SN E HT, 5SS 5138 M ARNG 3, JL o nT DAL R a5 1)
Vi,
4.2 ZYEPN ALK R X SO T R I R

FEANTR] OSBRI T R 28T rh G 1) i 4 A E B8 4R 78 BRESR S50 04 R PR S RN SCIR 2847y BRI 5o Ay i
BIZSFNSCIRAT A, R TS W AT Be e AR PR AN SCIR ATy 1 1) Al 55 S BB R 25 78U R ESFP, e R
JR e P oA ) B RURE SR 4) B i 4 10 36 6 48 P 78 B T S 00 A9 I B2 20 8 MR IN 2R 478,
T 1) 45 A BURKR S INFP | S5 R BBURR A 4 B DR - 1l T RIS AR N T ) ) ES AL A IN TR B T — 41 AH
SRR BE R T A8 ARG ST 548 1 45 1 A8 1) 56 28 R0 ARG 28 5 7 2 250 TR0 T 52 2802 A i 4 O TR R 9 0T 5%
H 20 ) RSP T P 1) TR PR AR T B R I L ) AT A B AT A A i i AR
N P FEE S X T B A 25 S 0ROl , R R S 4 B8 D 2 Rl il (T o B 2 IR 4 . X — &5 2R
FAS SCEE R — 30, Mt E 4R RT3 TN 208 5 7 g (o 25 ) i e B4k 58 AT S 2R R 2y, B Wk I
XA B RS I, B R S PR B e E S SRR BT DR 11 LB S8z TR 2 3 TR -l A A S B A P AR U 3 1 15
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BRI Z

PRYET N5 B 2 Mgk £z 228470, IX 88 N B AE B8 220 2% R e PR A DR, R JE 20 L5 DA R S50
HUNHEATIZSNAT N PR AS 28w AE 25 AN A IRV RE T S R EST R B T 4 B2 S 0 Jof o e L
Y, B TR F 4R BT SR R RE T R F 2B T 2 M AT A 5 25 ) e PR U DU
SCIRIAT g, X L8 N RS AR A B A IL RE 7, IR R 2% (525 8] A S8 2 22z 1 A O AYIIERT:, iR 2
BEFRIE, FEVE R — BT R I BAT BN FARE N 10 27 A B 2 2 e PR I ARl AR TR R 552 B Y 0L, T
PRV T 4R D 2R TR TR
4.3 PAEIRKEN PR AR R AR A b R

TE N AE IR B PR Z IR S 5 WA T 0 i 4 9 2 M b, R B FAS A B RS SR 547 D D A7 A 0
EHRKR (B 4) o BRI S U1 23 52 A F2 W0 5ULR A7 A9 % A= W) Z2 A P RN R 10 2 D AP AE
TR, ABS TR A SR G (50, W AR W) 2 R AE — e R b mT DA R A T 1 i 0 1 2
FH RN AR 25 0 N B SR 2024 IR S R B 3 0 A 25 R G0 SCAR MR 55 (M I A e 22 5 e R I 2
PR AIF S I 31 2 S R T 2 Bl 22 A A TR I S B, A [ B 43 AN [R] 1 0 0] 17 A 25 2R e A R 1) AN ]
X SR FR RS TP 1 2 A A RIAFAE G AT T R T MBI A 0 A% (1 G , ] A Dy g 45 2
A BENHIR AT, S S AR A A AR O B 2 AR AR R . kil e s (el i e rh, 202 AT )
REIX T Ja DX I ) i 3t A AR 25 SR 3 J] 0 Je B A N R TR PR LS oK St 23 () A A LR 7 2% 18
P AR BN H ZR R A Y SR R S 22 5

WESEEE R SRR T N AEIR SN N R S (0,25 ] SRR TR P p s, SEULAE 2T s ] S5 UL 2 LR,
72208 1 AA By ARSI N 207 AR B 28 el . MIAE S LS ST BR T 5 B N B0y (P50 ARk S5t 22 s
PEZ RO SR R AN IS A I AR R A R EUERSZ 5 R IR AR L & AR WS IE ] T 5
R X — B AR PR A S PR AT T AT, ol P ) SR A AT 5T
4.4 BRSSP AR LA AR R A SR A

S AR N A SRS R R A Y, B FRBE R IR RO BT B T SRR i
NP A T M N B B 4 AR SRR B rh 1022 s R AR AR AR B AR AR R TT T AR S SR
ST ST , AR NPT RS SOBE 4R E TAE 52 AR M %) ABIF ST 4Bt 1 AR IR Bl R R SR
FIAT ol e 08 ST, TR 1 A Ay S WL B | 2 SRR [R) 5 SR R, AT 2 BAT AN TR A T P
ERRT L, ZWRTFCH R T AR 125 R 25 A LTC R 2o NRAT 3 i | R 29 i 52, 7 A AN R Y
FORACR Y L A RGNS I E G A R R A T A STORURE M T () 3 (ELRS R R T
FERY TR, BRATE T PR, — s AN T m e (B PR 255 A S R G S5 A7 AE S A S b, o — i
AT A SRS PR 2R S 22 AR AL A RRAE , PR S 94 22 S5 R e AT TR S5 Sl O ) R R B AN HA B — 1 R

SOULAR AR BT AN SRS 1 P R OGN R I 2 AT TR T ar S R 2 FPERIE 5 o AR A A
ZFIEIE ., B A AT T a2 ) A S LRI BT 4t i

(1) AT B ARSI 2 ISR o eI 2 (2 18] P B 1 3R AR 8 1) 8 S22 ] A
25T AL AL 8 1) 225 TE i AN [R5 o AT 28 P A 2 (5 2 [ A3 SRy mp 8 A o 35 00 2 1 0 B e 3
WUFIHE R ARERIE R AR AT MR FE B, AR S R G SR S5 DFE TP R % IS WLARA ) AR 2SR B R Oh,
BT BN A A BBl N 3R 7 AR A SRS 5

(2) T+ BRI T 4R 023 (W] D RE AU TA T, AR BBl DR 384D 22 5 5 B R = A Sl T 6 (2 2 [ S5t SR
ZE5E Tk (023 AN BE [ i 2 AT AR oK 0 8 B AR 5 W A A LR I 75 ZEA TR B 2 (028 ) AR S R
GEMR 55 I E 22 5 , K AR P AR 3RSl PR 27 A 10 S22 S AR AR A A SRR G e v
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