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Internet use, subjective class identity and Forest farmers' family happiness

Abstract: [Objective] With the implementation of China's rural revitalization strategy, information technology has penetrated
into all aspects of rural residents. In the policy field of rapid development of digital economy, it is of theoretical and practical
significance to understand how to improve the happiness of forest farmers' families through Internet use, so as to promote the process
of rural revitalization and common prosperity. [Method] Based on this, using the survey data of forest farmers in ecologically fragile
ethnic areas, a five-dimensional evaluation index system of forest farmers' family well-being was constructed, and the score of forest
farmers' family well-being was calculated by CRITIC-TOPSIS model. On this basis, Tobit model and mediating effect model are used
to test and analyze the influencing factors and mechanism of Internet use on forest farmers' family well-being. [Result] 1) Theuse
of the Internet is conducive to improving the happiness of forest farmers' families. The happiness score of forest farmers' families using
the Internet is 0.0309 units higher, and the education level, social perception and policy perception have a positive impact on the
happiness of forest farmers' families. 2) The mechanism of action shows that Internet use significantly improves forest farmers' family
happiness through subjective class identity, in which the mediating effects of subjective poverty and economic development perception
account for 9.02 % and 12.93 % of the total utility respectively.3) Further through heterogeneity analysis, it is found that Internet use
has a promoting effect on the happiness of forest farmers in the male group, the low human capital group and the family with ecological
forest rangers. [ Conclusion)] Therefore, we should strengthen the construction of digital rural infrastructure and develop new models
such as digital forestry ; cultivate and introduce rural professional digital talents to improve the digital literacy of forest farmers ; help
forest farmers to establish a correct concept of class identity and social values, and improve the happiness of farmers' families.
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] Py 25 385 3 s oy o B T e RN S AR IR TR R &, SUETS M AR AR — B R R IR ARG, IF
H B R S W 52 277 AR R O 2548, 2011) o it — B4R ST URON Z2 B 0] SEAR IR U SE WLk, A 27
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A, B AN AR X L s AR A B W Y, (B 5855, 2018). Bl FRE R A& R A TE K
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JASCEE, 2023). AFHME (BHIEL, 2021). FHETHE B, 2021). HESHEE (W, 2
023) ZEELE U R 20 SEAR RIS s RIS, A SCHRIB I 1R IEAS B AR s (R gt S B N S57H 3 (RS,
20200, RN Nk (Guven, 2012) 5575 A B s I Z5 1 o BEAT SCHR Bl S8 sz 4k 7 SEA IR IR 43 BT
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FE4Y o
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TEM 2% O 4 A IE B RN BT AT 52T, LI A8 O s AR A i IR AR B n] Bk (1 (R 3 (2 B A%,
2022). A FEF NN FLIE 1) A2 = PR A 5 PR T DUBR AR A B IR AR (BRI 5%, 20200, Z4F
NP 25 U0 S A T 7 P EL I X e 2 R A 31 T BB R (2T 4R, 2019), [RIAS FL IR At o R Al
AR T Hi bl S GGk e, 2021).
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BRI S R A% Y) (Han, 201400 BLAA AR B3 WP Z N R 3 B T 2417 2 5RO A K i,
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Evaluation dimension Evaluation definition Mean
me eviation
. IR A 75 TR 1 0.9847 0.1231
KEEF B
. e it 4.1534 0.8776
Home environment
TSR HL AR R P /K 424 ORI D 0.9755 0.155
B SRV A B B E R R RESE T 3.5798 0.8511
Lo AR
PR U S I 3 25 T 25 e R R 3.6135 0.8932
Economic situation N
TR HH R WO & T3 2.9264 1.1398
ot U R 2 LSRR S K B AT 3.5061 0.8866
I B A N
IR BESERRIR FEESK GRS BRI 0.7853 0.4402
Education conditions
Forest farm KB PR TSI S 0.7117 0.4537
ers' family happ b SO  BIR AT, RS IR S5 SO G B IR S 3.2822 1.0554
iness NSRS SRR T RE THALS (B THLE) 33313 1,008
Public services BANAFERLETE EWRE, B2EE, WEDRD
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= mA IRk
I AR R R TS T e 0.6748 0.7991
RIEFE ARRPEERFRIER O M AEF=40 55 T
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BB FIRTBE TR R 2K 3.7301 1.0351
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G PUIEUR R R ) R b

224 #EHEE ARG EEDE (2015, THEFEE (2021) FIRFTE, I 45O R 4L o S 55
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2.3.1 CRITIC &  CRITIC VEAEA—FZ VLM TR bR A ()77, HEARD IR B EAM S
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MRS B AR BKCOT sy, R AR AR ACT AR

341



ST TS T E AL R AR S S14 ML & 559 4237

2. 4 HBNGTE

2.4.1 Tobit HA T HRFEEEAKES LT 0 F 1 20, BFAUTER, AT =R T
obit HUELHEAT 4107, FLUKHUE R 2 0 F

Happiness, = a, +a,net, +a, x, +&,,& ~ (0,6 ) (7)
X (7 W Happiness, £7-WRFKBEFEREG 7 net, FnMRKEE D EH LECNIIED: x H&EHK

PR, a, WERUR, ofla NWERZN, & MHNILSIL HLESS.

242 FABORAEA SRIEEBEE (2014) KR RNAS I TT %, IR TT LI R AR S RE S AR
AN, AHT TORE A BOSAER BE U -

Medium, = b, + bnet, + b, x, + &, (8)
Happiness, = ¢, + c,net, + c,Medium, +c, x, + &, 9)
X 8. (9 1, Medium, . net,. Happiness, 7> 53 LU E N LI AL AR 5 g 5

W x BRAIIHIER, by o WEEI, b b, . ¢\ ) WEREHEL £, & NN

i,

2.5 RS

H2 2 AT, MR SR RE B RIS KM 0.5146, 28 WA A X 355 0 A0l 1 285 6T 50 S 2 378 TR P s 7 ¢
U, SRR R . A AR DX A BG4 U5 A RE EEBA R T 94.79%, B BARAS BB A S e
FRE S MIRE P2 b B E S 3] 77.91%, & T oEREA, FEARMAACEIER A 51 %, FY
ZHEREN 2.5276, T /NFRYIF 28, HAL 13%0% 058 NEST MG . KERIET T, KEH
BXHIBEN 1.7791; FKETFBESMEN 1.8922, RWPARZHFEFEREES 2 ML B 41.1%
FRENMANB G A HLRGIET o AL R IETT I, U780 T2 2 . BRI 2R FN 38 E AR AL T 4 4Bt
WL, FEWAPE VT 6T 24 1 0 A 2 F RN USRSt LA e e AR R AT

*2 TERERWMAMST

R4 K . FRlE2
AR AR A E X BIME

Variable cla Standard
Variable name Variable definition Mean

ssification deviation

WA -
MR RS ‘
Variable being FH MR SR SEAR PR AR AR RN 0.5146 0.0759

Forest farmers' family happiness
explained

Bt MR

R 6550 R T OB B A S I
Core explanat 0.9479 0.2227
Internet use =1, 15=0
ory variables
AMREFAE T
B=1, &=0 0.7791 0.4155
Individual cha Gende
racteristics Fi Wi F A () 51.1503 8.2473
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Age
RSP Ty xR B R AL I AR LRk s,
26.8416 8.4570
Age squared M- 77/100
B O=HRIEFINAFER: 1=3CEH
ZHERE
FH: 2=/NF 3= 4=mh 2.5276 0.6731

Education degree

b %, s=RELKAUE

BT HRRA
7=1, %=0 0.7301 0.4446
Ecological forest ranger
%E%% 2 N, o2 N
FREWNG 2 72, B 2.8405 1.7539
Household balances
FKBE NS ANV FEE NS Nz #,
1.3084 0.7342
Household per capita agricultural land BN %
FBEP AT 0 76=0; 1-5000 yG=1: 5001-100
Level of household educational expend 00 Jt=2; 10001-15000 jt=3; 15001- 1.7791 1.4656
FBERFILE iture 20000 JG=4; 20000 JGLA 1-=5
Family char FRENNE T H
acteristics Household per capita expenditure on f KENAL S, B 6.2182 2.1415
avors
Tl
FEET LHE (N 1.8988 1.1996
Children quantity
B SRR ISR S5 P 4
PR
1E: 0.4110 0.4928
Production organization
F_1 T
/t_lv =

e R 24k 4. BUA &5
FIEEEAY: B 1~5 i, 2 Hok 3.9908 0.6861
PN BN
P S D7 3 K 224 LIS S s St 155 1
BN
Social chara PR HI1~5 P TRAE, S EoERR ) 4.0767 0.6542
Policy perception
cteristic BURIN T B sy
Bl Uiy ke 2 W T I S SR K B
R MV : B 1~5 2, 3.8620 0.8053
3 H0BR K I 25 2 ke
RIE— PR FOMRAR G A EL BRI 5 SEAR R ) [ DG B, AR 9038 3 0 A 7 A FH ELIG ) 5 R SR e 52
HRIRAT B IE 22 5 0 (DLER 3). &5 SRR AR A8 A ELIEG X AR AR AR 5% It 7 S 43 A A5 T A EL TG I ) AR
A TR JE SEAR IBAF MK 0.036 AN FRAL o H AT AT A JA) W7 B T s P X6 M A 5 oA B LA S B s AR

LN

Social perception

JBE ST

Poverty alleviation perception

*3 RREAERMEMRRE=EREENEER ST

AR EREJERER ST 5 P LR HEZES
Variable name Not using the Internet Internet use Mean difference
AR IRt AR R
0.481 0.517 -0.036"

Forest farmers' family happiness

VE: *RIRTE 10%MGET KT L3 . Note: * is significant at a statistical level of 10 %.
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3 SRS R 50T

3.1 R BEEXME R MR R EFEERAIFE

2 4 T, ELIPE DA FH SRR SR B AR IR IR 24 LA 35 1 IF T S, 3 B MR A FH B X 0 2 %
TR K BEM AR, BF SO HT fHE. o, B (1) 5 58 B A FH 5 0 R 5K g 24 gk 2 1)
FASEE IR [ Q) ) T AN KL « S RERFAE AL S5 4E = J7 THI 0 T BE 52 M MO 5% B2 SE AR IR I AR 1
[F1UH (3D FEENE (20 FySEal baE— Dl T XA . HIEIE (3D wr %, 0 FLE AR A b AR A
EIR AR R 5 B 2 40 R 0.0309 AN AL, AN NHRFAETT T, I SRR FIAERE 107 O A S8 i 35 AR 5
WRe TREARMA 2 Nh 46, 0T HEPI R A RS ) EZERAK, NMEREEARE, ZHE
R 5% IR EACERL, HREONIE, RURKZHEREE SR ERERE: ESP R EE
15 5% Mgt BB, HRECNIE, RUHHATAESS PRG R B A 0L TR, SEIMARA KON,
TEHEARA R B AR BRI . KEERFE T, i Bl B AL, nT REIR R TR A Z N AT
P WNESCHZEEA R, AR IAIFEESS REFERCN, EA%0 EARE: FEA St B ROk, BHE
HhERARRE, ToviAE R E R, HARAMAR E B NACR AL, INNBS A P H A R P R, AR
FRENIIAO F MR Az P2 H AU AN B 3 s REAMCRTTREE T2 WIS, HAERTE 50 5 UL B 6
0%, XT#EMAE L HED, RERAIZERAK: FLBEARZETRREF RS KZ Z2REF
oM, AR AR . AR SRFETT T, AR BRI BUR B BB 10%F0 1% 5 3 KRS,
HAREONIE, W0 AR X T4k 2 1] FEE R ESCSR SI it AR VPA R v, MR SRR A SRR I /K vy s T G 2 R R
IR AT, T REE RITE T REARMAIE I Z NI /N AR, 6T ST O R R = N, A
=1

bl
BEARE.

* 4 BEEMERXHRREREERBRMAEER IR

OLS %7 Tobit A5 7Y
AR AR
OLS model Tobit model
Variable name
[@D) (2) (3
R e 0.0359* 0.0261%** 0.0309%**
Internet use (1.9080) (2.7302) (3.9398)
P 0.0029 -0.0055
Gender (0.1612) (-0.3102)
R 0.0026 0.0036
Age (0.6835) (1.1268)
FWeTIT -0.0029 -0.0036
Age squared (-0.7627) (-1.1478)
ZHAERE 0.0096* 0.0129**
Education degree (-1.3439) (-1.0122)
AR 0.0116* 0.0098**
Ecological forest ranger (1.9154) (2.0415)
FIELE R 0.0032 0.0023
Household balances (1.5535) (1.1004)
FIENLIA I H -0.0119%* -0.0004
Household per capita agricultural land (-2.1815) (-0.0634)
HH K -0.0046 -0.0040
Level of household educational expenditure (-1.3439) (-1.0122)
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e INCIN B -0.0005 0.0018
Household per capita expenditure on favors (-0.1770) (1.1709)
TR -0.0017 -0.0013
Children quantity (-0.5990) (-0.5777)
AP 0.0070 -0.0011
Production organization (0.8111) (-0.1772)
A 0.0197** 0.0173*
Social perception (2.3227) (1.8017)
BOREA 0.0193%** 0.0213%*
Policy perception (3.8447) (3.3652)
2T 0.0046 0.0031
Poverty alleviation perception (1.2502) (0.8206)
H B 0.4806%** 0.2465%** 0.1521*
Constant term (26.2183) (2.6745) (1.8361)
DX e AR
NO NO YES
Region dummy variable
LS
326 326 326
Sample size
R2 0.0111 — —
Adj. R2 0.0081 — —

e xR B TIRIRTE 10%. 5% 1% &K EEE, 55 OMERMER. TR. Note: *, * * and * * * are significant at the stati

stical level of 10 %, 5 % and 1 %, respectively, with standard errors in parentheses. The same below.

3. 2 HlFIAR L

FTHOCE R T, ABFFRAX (7D, (8). (9) #EATIZA [, B HI5 W 4 ] g 1l 1 bk 1 32
MBTEANFITE R 37 i MROAR 5 A R

32,1 ZMRAE  HHRAMA (8) 2 HIk R 5 RIS I— THMA ) ML W P4 i3k 5 el
(1) w45, IR AE AT 52 m MR (0 1 ST R A B R 28 i IR i, Gl 10%7K 1 b 25 A
5o AR YIIELER M AL e A (L (MR IR R B 5 B E R BF AL DAY, T B B30 IR SR S A ) T ik e AR
SE ML — RO B R A VR st TR 150 B ELIR R ) R S 53807 2 WSO T 2 AHIR Y . N3
R EE . HRAIHA (9, ESIANTEUSTHAZRFE IR (2), IR T MR 5 4R R B AT
BERIER N, HIEM 10% 8 52 AL . P AT DS 2 B 3 33T I PR R 98 78 TR 52
PRAR 2 5 A TR AR 9% 28 P ORAE R 2 rR A AR HL AR 2808 o LR A S ) 9.02% 0 LT BE AR J5L DR 5 FL IR R )
W AT T DME A5 B P ZE . XA EE Z R, AR A BE 9% SN D7) B 82 1 i 58 BOR A oK B UL
W VIR PR AW RARETEE, X T B S BRI SN Y, RORK AR
FJEAT IR BT, AT 3R TR S A JaK

3.2.2 i KR RS ESERI 38O LI A A& 75 RE A6 SR TH MR AR IO 28 5 e R I HEAT [P VAL 365 o
M35 HalE (3D REs R, ELER AL A MR R B A R IR 1 5%7KF R MR, H &
HONIE . Ui W BRI A3 T T3 MR 25 R e I B A B [ /R o FAIRAERNAZ55R (3) kA E 5]
NGFF R R GAR, M (9) W\ Ie 2 mIH S5 R (4D AT LRI IR R 5 6 T PR S e S A 1
AR LB IR s, H B E KN 10%. H AT RIAR A 243 28 5 i Fi B R IR I 4 T B2 i bR AR %
WE SERRIBIN) G R A AE R A RUNE, HO B A 2882, AR o R AT 1 12.93% 0 3XAE—ERESE BT
REZ B T AR A EL IR X A 1 I BR I ANME B B 55, RE B AE ELIR I IS AR L BL i s 2 e A e 2 U R
FEMIE I, AT R 1A (0 B A AR, AT AR AR B B ) 45 B AR A RIS, e & S BMRAR X
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HEF AR 5
G LRI, LR G R A SO 1 B T ARTE AR S RRIAN, (R IEHR KE
SEARBIOIR . DB H2 BT

% 5 EEXMfE R 3R R E RS L 5 4

o s AR 5K B 22 AR
A MR K E AU BT R A ;az
AR B 44 TR Subjective pove Forest farmers' family Economic development per -
Forest farmers'
Variable name ty happiness ception
family happiness
M (&) 3 @)
HIRM A 0.3716* 0.0282* 0.3122%* 0.0269*
Internet use (2.5765) (2.8765) (3.6774) (2.9103)
TN 0.0074**
Subjective poverty (3.3610)
LU R R IR 0.0128**
Economic development p
(3.1841)
erception
HR I 1.8758 0.1481 -0.2164 0.1647*
Constant term (2.0954) (1.9567) (-0.1526) (2.3920)
P AL i
YES YES YES YES
Control variable
YES YES YES YES
Region dummy variable
FEAE
326 326 326 326
Sample size
R2 0.1408 0.2584 0.1762 0.2757
Adj. R2 0.0904 0.2123 0.1279 0.2307

3.3 REM O

RNT B R H IS RS T MR R AR R, AWM AN R B AR R 2 1) BT 4 A6 1
FRLFEARBIMIFEME R, AT FCNER . A T8 AR A S PR 52 = AT T 5 SR AP AR o 6 8 A T e 7
A8 FH ELI ) Hh 3R AT B 22 (1 SE A UK

3.3.1 WA A HER 6 FRIAZR (1), (20 wlH, B X T B MR R E R EA B
FZHIERSSIE R, 8 1%KL S TEAG I, R T R A A 0 — A By, B A R RE S A B
BN 0.0346 ANEAAT; TN Lo VERRAR 1 SR IR GBI B MR SG . BRI R FTRERI R NE T, BEAHIX B
PERRAR 5 EEBOR,  HL 3 1 I e AT DA e R 0 ) ECI P N P [ ) R A A (B AR, 201
6), PGB ARG T L HEIAE 2, R MBI EINFEA, 0T 5 MM ) 5% B S AR IR IE 7]
AR R

332 ANFAFAE SHEKME (2019) X F AN BRI 5k, AR T U8 28 E 2
B, EFEAMAE S RN BEA N RO FIm NS BEA (W1 & BL D, AT AR . 45 Rk
(6) BIEIE (3D, (4) Frox, FEBCPIE X TR A T BEAR MR K E e AR iR B IR s, HAE 1%15:
THAKSP B, B — By (1) FLIE D A K i I T 58 AR A 0.0461 AN AL FRBE AR B 52 AR
IR A St e N B A MR S R S VEAR SR . e LT A A SR R AE T REAS M X AR S A bR AR
(1 LI 9 Aef P = AT ) T 08 SR T, R AT R AR R ELI X g AT B8 AR 2R (Bonfadelli, 2002), E#:
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P e e R 22 5 4 T FL At M SR, DR AR T LI R B AR 3R BAT IR R 2k, BT (46 SR T
EHE ARG RE, A B RN I BRA 1 2 AR IR TT

333 AXPARR F A ARSI E RS BSTBCE PR — IEHT P25, AR A X e A Y
FAMRDC, BRMBRIREE . ST AR % (PURTEE, 2022). BT R0 SRR Tk
A5 P SEM AR AR S SEARIBOR AR, XTI 2 ARSI Ay 2 M we BT L 3% 6 HhElg (5) A
(6) R, FEEK G AR AR 03 I SR B B F — A AL TLIR I, BERS AT R B T 0.0377 AL
FEEEARE, Hil 1% KPR E VR 56 P O R PR AR AR 5% R ELIBR IR fa F RE AR 5K g =
ARIBFE R R VER . AT RE MY R AR AE S M GO IE & w2, AR A RTR B RE R
WE, NP EFE RGNS K& GRS, 2022), MR fi BRI AR A 1 L3RG K, Bk
AT AR PP IE 13 B BRI T SR T MR R g A K

B o REAT REE
RN A mAIBEA
Sk g AR AR
AR E TR Low human High huma
Male Female Have ecological f No ecological
Variable name capital n capital
orest ranger forest ranger
(D 2 3 @ 5 6)
0.0346%*
HE A 0.0412 0.046 1*** 0.0068 0.0377*** 0.0169
*
Internet use (1.2154) (3.5966) (0.1919) (3.9682) (0.9578)
(5.5121)
0.2185%*
B 0.1324 0.1104 0.2646%* 0.3113** 0.1158
*
Constant term (0.6497) (0.7652) (2.1134) (2.2214) (1.4204)
(3.1692)
PR
YES YES YES YES YES YES
Control variable
DX 4 #0038 B
Region dummy va YES YES YES YES YES YES
riable
AR
254 72 167 159 238 88
Sample size

3. 4 FRfE 1A

AW TR PAE LRk I 25 R A i@ 1, SREUCE AR & 5 Hl Ol B AR AN G e A =M 7 it 1T A
kR i, 4R WK 7.

HERE N R, AT EEIET TOPSIS #E R 6 MA 5 g 3248 BHEAT BB A, IR 45 0 TN K
(7) BEATEIE, FFEEER (1) 25508 TR A AR OR X MR SR SEARR AR 1% 88 K1 BAT B 2 1
LR HUGEE QAR . A TOR 2058 0 T 2 LS 5 12 33— [ 1 [ 25 A Dy LI D) P
A B (B AR A Bt AT A1 o e rp I BRE I oA 1, B R EEERE N 0. % 7 HIH (2) KRG LH
WUAS 5 208 35 E R SRR SR SE AR K, FLIBIE 1% M BB KPR IE . a2 AR A, HRIE S 48 X
(P EE 2 R R GE T ) Bam, A 2021 4F 6 A 60 & K L B R S LN 12.2%, &
S EHEAAS o5 P B0, CASR A H A 20 A P 75 IO ORISR FORE 60 % J DA E AR AR
ARG, AT A, SRR 7 BT (3) Fos, EIRAEA 25 0 ELIPEAE A 7508 25 11 1) 3 5 i
MWRFREEERRRE, HilEid 1%500 K LR E SR . rTUURBL, =Rkt — 0 R WA L) Sk
GRS
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® 7 REBMERIEESR
BRI B R

HiPRAE A
AR AR Replace dependent var Replace core explanatory vari
Reduce sample
Variable name iable ables
QD) 2 (3
HIEMAEH 0.0218%** 0.0390%+*
Internet use (2.6338) (4.7750)
AL BAE SHE
0.0343***
Cable TV signal is conn
(11.4023)
ected
H R 0.294 2% 0.1762%* 0.3037**
Constant term (3.0843) (2.4269) (2.5705)
A R
YES YES YES
Control variable
YES YES YES
Region dummy variable
%N
326 326 287
Sample size

4 2w 5RBxR

AP 83T I FH AR 25 i 55 RO b [X R AR R S IR IO, A MROR RE SEAR BT SR AR &R, T8I C
RITIC-TOPSIS B Al 5t AR AR 5K i 32 45 8615 43, IR Tobit £28L 5 A RRER N 3 A BB I X T4k
R BE AR R E R HLH SRR . WFeas R (1) BB AR T mmor K semiE, FH
IR AR AR L A8 L IRE X B AR 1) 5K RE SEAR R 0.0309 NS, b, MORSZHE R . A4S A. BUK
SRR SE R I P AT IR, KPR SR SEAR BRI A B M . (20 FLINE S A R 68 (et ol o B B
FRBEATARMR E TR, ST MR ST T 25 R BEKF, M e 3k MR 2 e fm R it . Bk S,
F BT RRA 28 57 R I i 3507 TEL DR DX S FH 2 e R R O R = A R 1) 28 R B B AR L, R 20
RO B H] 9.02% 12.93%. (3) WFEAREAT R BE TR, SHPEAE. (RN IR ARA K EH A4S
PRGZR AR AR A5 EL IR X e 0% Y2 38 TE 1 B R K SEAR RS, ELRAE PN T Lotk 2l N AR N K pE
TEAEASTMR T3 AR AR S g S A AR I 2 2 VA 8

SEAMAAHMEEF AL, TEBILLTER: (D e 2 MEw, dE— 0 RmRe LW
W J ZANIN A AR W, MR TR S S NIRMIR R A K. MEBHARNKRE, CaBiET
JE A TE I AN T, PR Z5UR) P B T R R R K A 2 A TR S R XL, ISR TR VR i X A A
B T, X MRSE R R MO . B A S E R A B IRt M R e, B2
IR . (2) BB S5513ERMN BT AN, RIS HRR RIS HR A SR I 5 B AL, $Em R AL
TR, BDMSBTRIINE . BERERT RN N FERN R — (FR%E, RO,
2023), At REMARAR K RE AR B B e R 3 . DRt — O T T TR A B e N R S a1t
R, TERL IR 75 5 AN U E R A A KA & 5 A Y R A i ERE AR TR IR
rrine, SRR SRR BT R IR S E AR, (R MOR FBESEARIR R . (3) MR
TN Z N FIAFAESEAR RS, PR TE LI A v B R v B PR, ST R AR 1 2 W3 R R
GRS o AE ELER S BRI A S R Z AR A S 5 R, MEBRS, #EMRRR IR
I 2 A TR B AT A 2 E S, FEMCR GBS B 1 3 3R M 2N R R, 5] SRR & B 2 i
ETETE L, PEmARR K AR
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