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Abstract: It hasn’t been discussed more about segmentation and influential factors of residents in an event tourism host
city until now. Based on a questionnaire survey on event tourism host city , taking 2013 China Flower Expo in Changzhou
as an example, such research techniques as factor analysis, K-means cluster, multinomial logistic regression, crosstabs
and non-structural in-depth interviews are employed on segmentation and influential factors of host city. The results
show that host city residents are classified into indifferent supporters, ambivalent supporters, rational supporters and
enthusiastic supporters. Significant influential factors of residents’ segmentation are gender, age and residence time , the
degree related to tourism, residence area. Furthermore, this paper provides a thorough analysis to formation mechanism
beyond segmentation of host city residents. Identifying residents groups with different characteristics can minimize the
potential negative impact and maximize the support degree of residents, which has a certain influence on success of
event tourism.
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i N\ 5% 28 Hp 5 DX BRI Ui i 9 5 2R Tl I ) e e R > 3 4 R Uil T R 1 1% 3l
AR SR £ AR 2 — RS IR Ui T e S i 2 B S BE , ELRE2 ) 25 MR ol B9 B D15 75 . Murphy A4 Ji [
X R 98 T 252 IR Y 5 30 330 A ) R 2 R R R 0 ) i SR A 3472 TR, % LA S ) R AR A F)
TR 6 M s B AT VR0 Ko P 8 T AR T i/ N R e AR i P8 Y S B e A, ko 5 2 ik T
Ko U A e B TR U 2 A A B 8 e PO R A L ) SR et X R 5 M fip 6 A e HAT L B2
PRSI S, TR A 2 X R D 52 i SRR AR ) 3 BF 5 e JB A 5 491 b = AR P e i oty
Rl A5 iR 0 A FE AR X PU BB R e el > R 2 A AR R TE A SRR | & R IR AR R A Dy T TH B
Xt S i T 2% I i ) J B2 T3 0 J LT AR B, AT AR T P o0t 2 i i PR 0T 9 T 2 4 PR PR 1 52 T
SRR ST SRR BRI Ui U0 B A T T e 22 ) S AR BRSO TN S RS R BF SR AR A L AR SC LA
2013 AR5 N ER /i R B ARS8 23 D 0], BF 5 S AF  0 245 T A 90 22 W R ) 7 6 R 2 TR 3%

1 WX S5 5 ik

1.1 #HREER

HE BT 206 I T 1987 4 B 4 AE28 90 1 IR, 2 R R LA B e B ) 1 [l R R AE
FRR S S S E AR B BAARIT 572013 A5 9 H 28 H-10 H 27 HAETLHH M E XA 055\
Joi b A T2 ORSCRT AR R M AE T 25 ), B MAE T 2 FRON SR BAE L4 G B T 2 EIra A VA
BT AR X LSO IR B X i S s N SR IR 32 AN E AL 1300 2 546 T2
A 2 e, S T RN A 5
1.2 WETH

FHPF R BB IE A P A 230l (AT REE =T T, RO SR a8 5 v 1 £ TR
W 3% FBAR ST [ PR A ) 3345 (Ap&Crompton ) i Ui 52 M JB& R 10 5% , 78 B A8 S 1R B Ui 52 i 0 9% B 2R
AR B0 FEAS & W MR 2 1R R EA BT T, Qg AR B0 1 AR 125 S 0T 5 A T o N e R S A
BAEIL—HE " A S AEA T & e 72 T by . S IBOF BT 1 25 S H AR , Horb i mss im i@ A
16 T2 5 B A i X 28 5% K Jo 5 B il ATL 2 5 3 M0 A 1 X OV B0 BRISCIS A 5 A0 2R U 24, R 73 | R 400 5 5
21 b JiE R MR TR0 5 £ v S R SCARIE I ALBAF 25 5 8 AR s BRI HC A ot IX s R SCAR S 3t s 386
J B SR B v i AR 9 BRI S 5 AR R AN M A 4% R 5 o M A R PRI R 5 A 2 PR R T T
S0 5 I B PR 10 RO R TR SN ) M R SEARRAE L — A R BB AR P i R . i
THT 52 RV SR 9 03 J B 7™ DAY i s RA A T 2o il B 0% 5 A TR e 28 0, XD B R s NI Bl
GEIRIG T, Jor B AT 32 2 10 5 39 I e 55 APk A A b 58 s IR BT 0 AR A% 8 S0 Ak 5 223 N 111 3 FE S Y
W B 22 A AR A | SR RO R AR A BE R SRR AT R I S AR AR R A A T R NS
AIWFFE AR 220 RS BE 3 NI SR8 b 43 301 O < i M 28 I o A Tl 2 FR AR W3l 5 o N2 I e il 2 2%
B PN I 7 5 28 I AL T 2B R 2 R T IH ARG . SCRET O 4 AN AR BR300 8 « SR M AL T
SRS SRR B IR 55 (AN TR B8 ) s B R AR AE T e P i — 24 AR R s SCHpH ol M 28 70 T 22 R BRI
Bl W SCRA S Al 2 s R 1=ARE AR, S=ARE PRI, B8 A N B RAS AME B AR ]
2013 4 9 J 4B 228 I a]  FEAE I 2 bel XN, DL RN T 20 3 Bl T R 3% T3k (R R 5
OB AR B 0 AR I A5 22 T B OR PRTECRA 199 37 BT, % i T R HEAT 1 IR) 5 ), S 278 500 3, i
491 133, A 2145 460 103, A KR 4 IR 92%.
1.3 FARFE

AR SC A2 R Y SCHRAIE T ANV A AIF 58 AR LA T 50, SR T SPSS21.0 BRI Ar . Bdl 3B i Se X REAR ik
A1 T RSB, O Fa B R J 52 ia JBR I)  H8 AR AT R 20T, SR 0 DASR BBCHS 19 PR 1 Dy 23 284K
a0t Ja RO AT R34, IR R T B Ty 22 53 Ay 1 1 2% 22708 526 LU A 3% (Scheffe Multiple Compari-
sons ) HEAT 35 PG 50 3 2355 A [ S AU 1 Jie: RO M AR T2 P4 1) 285 B AR SR AT D AL, X T R O3 2R A T
fir g BRI OCHE 2 N T Geit2 s i oy 78, DUSRRAS R N RS 547 230 Logistic 1A AR HUIR
KERIF KR, i Ja X 5 R 5 Ja RISHIHEAT T 28 ORI T, 45 6 I 47 ) A I i TR B D iRtk
— I BT AH DG R 2R 1 2 M AL
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p R X L3737 1 T H BN L N R g
2.1 HALSEITEFE

AR SCHAXT RN T GETH AR AN SR 1 R . AR 460 4 53 o U] BEAR TS B 5 4R % L) 20 %7 -30
Bk NI Z b 46% , HORKIRZ 1) 0 31 £ -40 B4, 5 20.6%; LR ERAREZ 5 52.7%;
WO 46 1 22 REAR s H A A AE 2 000 J8~4 000 I, HiH 2 000 JCLL T N 32% AR ARENR L 185 5 5
Bl A 0 R R ALK (32.2%) (ERHEIX (29.3% ) ; A I ] A3 A 450 140 5], A A RE AR 2540 45 B
T LRI AR TS E

F1 BEMREHA DG LS

Table 1 Demographic characteristics of the sample

it H N 1 tsil1% TiH M FeA51/% =) M L tsil1%
PE5 3 44.8 P Es 24.2 AW 4001 JG~5 000 JC 9.8
kS 55.2 Al HR T 25.3 5001 JG~6 000 JG 4.5
@nit 20 LT 12.0 AR NGy 4.3 6 000 JGLA I 5.2
20 %-30 % 46.0 B 2.6 Ja A DX gk WX 29.3
31 %-40 % 20.6 o 4.5 FraLIx 322
41 %-50 % 14.1 EREEpAN 22 19.1 KT 18.3
51 %-60 % 3.7 Y WS 5.5 BRI 13.8
60 % L) I 3.7 AR pEFH 4.3 JEEHE X 6.4
AR W K DI 12.2 HoAlb 10.2 JE AR 3T 153
R 30.3 Al 2000 JGLLF 32 3 4-10 4 21.0
KL HAFR 52.7 2 000 JG~3 000 JC 27.7 11 4E-20 4F 224
WFoA: L 4.8 3001 JG~4 000 JC 20.8 21 4£-30 4F 24.6
30 4EL I 16.7

2.2 HRiEE M R AN FE AR AY B F o3 A

T, R N R T A T £t i R WA EOHI Y 25 AN IR I PEAT T KMO G0 B R B A sk
FEA 56 (Bartlett” s test). | SPSS21.0 #AF#E 17 AL BEAF 3, KMO BIKE K {E 4 0.874, Bartlett” s BRI K5 5
{Hh 4 783.687, 1 HH £ R 300, #HFEHER P=0.000, 45 48 J5 A5 3% , 156 B AH OC 58 8066 FEAS & SR 06 B L Be it
BHRIE A R F AT L AR SR A FE A AR O YA BRI TR, I T 22 fie K AR E 38 e e vk 6]
()2 PR SR AT e 7, 4% FRH AR IE AR KT 1 A LRI 5 AN AR T . 8 T 48 8 B 7 0 i 1 &5
J OB RT3 N 0.5 (R IFE S SR BN 2%, R A 24 IS 5 T, JEEE G 5 N AT
2 PR .

Tt it Wi Jer RSB TR T 1) P — B R K0k 0792, LA R T8 N3 — 2t 2280 (Cronbach s
alpha) ¥J7E 0.70 LA F (DLER 2)  F565 432 T8 N — BUHEAR 2 R BURAREEAE 0.50 LA I (5df i T 0.60 (R
HED ULBH IS BT T BT, HA B B N — B .5 AN A T BT TR 58.644%.

I AT, 55— R A A 2 A T P A e R A TR BRI 58 3 X b RN L3RR %
Jith R R IR R BB AR R TR DL B v S TR 3R U A RO 5 ) T JR R 1 A e ey A i, v R oA AR Sk
IS 25 T . 208 A DR 1y 8y 32 2R AR SRR 28 Il Sk Ak 23 SOOI RNER B Jy 1T 1) £ T s i) I
AIFRMAE 2 SO RIS AR R 7 . 38 = AN 7 BB s X 28 0 A J BBl e 51 A5 38 Tl
b 77 TR AT L B A 2RI A R S DU TR v M R 44 B R I BRI 2 O T B TRl
TSR T 5 A AR a5 7= 0 ik RIS 32 25 AN 38 Rk B B9 T 2 e L BROM 6 T
BA T
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Table 2 Factor analysis of residents’ perceived event tourism impacts

PEIH ¥ [EESSTEE| K- 2y (Y3 FRIEAR(E DTk
A 1tk S R i 65 B RN 0.709 0.848 6.490 25.961
P RO TR ALSIE % 0.678
SE 214 Hb i A LR 0.666
ot S A 0 BB T i 0.654
U 21 b PR E FAR TT rA 0.648
R SR BT IR IR 0.580
NI Ja R SEARARAE L —FE 0.580
eI AR A S A 0.543
K 2 4k 2 AL AR 1A s RS AR 1 5 0.787 0.861 4.134 16.537
HIMALgER 0.781
IR T A M % 58 3k 0.760
ZZi N F ) BT 0.725
Wty b % 0.705
N B s ok, A= 6 52 241 0.680
T 3: 4l I A 3 DX IV, BT A 0.734 0.751 1.702 6.807
BN ML X 25 0.716
Rl L 0.656
RlEaat s N TIPS S iy 0.617
K+ 4. 848058 PR A N 44 B 0.753 0.716 1.254 5.017
PEH N E PRI 4 0.703
B nE R A S 0.576
P 5: 2655 LA R AL s o A% ¢ 0.745 0.709 1.081 4323
G i sk 0.701
AL PRSI NS 0.548
E I 58.644
FEAS BAAF i R B 0.792

23 EREBESH

AR SCARSE TR I b e PRSI S WA R O e SRR RS A BRI 5 A R AR A 43 28 A
B H A AT IR, R SPSS21.0 bl it 3 28632 Bl K-8 R 25 1% (K-means cluster). F34fi R
R, B 2 K4 2K AR A SR L B D IR B 10%, R 1 DRy
FERSCR R T B 5 22 53 BT (0 o 2 22708 1 %) LU ARG 9 AT 0 B ARG, RS RAG IR 45 R R, 7l 4 26

T 2 SR LR 3.

®3 BETEHREZMBMNETFHEMNERRELESHF

Table 3 The cluster analysis of residents in Changzhou based on factors of perceived event tourism impacts

WA FEAS B IES 2% BN V3 FEERH 19 (scheffe) 2272 BOU FEAS 30

JERN R T -1 (120 A) (146 A) (104 A) (90 A)  BFH -1 1-M I-V 0O-M 1I-V T-IV
HT 1 4.06 423 4.01 4.43 347 724857 ek n Rk Ak kR Rk
HT 2 3.03 3.91 2.60 2.64 3.01 119.828™ ko n n *
KT 3 4.09 4.08 4.12 4.62 3.43 104.685  n Rk Rk kRE kR
7 4 4.23 4.24 4.19 4.64 3.86 29.481°" n o ko n *
HF 5 3.28 3.71 2.53 3.39 3.83 103.877° xR ek ek ks n

TE o e e 3 G 0,05, 0.01,0.001 KF TR 8235 5 n A8 3 Schefife #6368 35 . 36 FREAS BRSP4 {8 A 4% B 26 00 [ 720 (i 3494

CI=AF 5 AR S5=ARH 8 0.
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I 3 AT 2R M SR R T I R s T LU, 5 28000 b AE B 35 mT LR 5 A~
FZIAE WERES . R ER AR ZE R U R PR THF 1L 7E TIOMMEZ 0 11 376 T 28 1
Kz T 5 AE MRV 22 8] 5 R 2 FIE T 4 505 2 FhAS R 27 2 i) 1) 22 Sk AN 31 35 22 Ak R
A IR FAE 4 FhiI 2 6] i 22 SEARE B T B 7K - AN R0 A gy B N A2 BT e 1) 25 B S 4
T RAFIE (e 4) ] LIE S, BAR 4 R Ja RO 24 M il e JRe ) S R RE AR — (ELEAR AR g S04
WINAETE 2450, e T DIARE 4 PSRN Ja RS T PR i SR . A2 BRI R E LN T

[ 254045 120 A, 5 2FFHEAN 26.1%. 32 BOBEA A 0] 16 18 23 fir iy e (14t 25 SCAR RUER BRI 25
LT RS RN G i35 45 1 TR ] [ s X6 A 1082 s Sk 0 e 2 SCAR AR5 )y T T 7= A %) 47 T 5% T JE AT L
Hofth 3 J8m BT AR AN, 280 ) T ) £ TR M SRR 45 R i 2L AR T IV 2R B mT LREA AT T 285 0 o8 )i 5C
SR

T2 435 146 A, (5 &FFEA K 31.7%. 3% 25 Fa ROBEARRE A T A6 1825 oy o i 4k 25 SCAb FER S
£ AT R G ek IR I G T AR 23 TS R A 2 SCAR R BR 58 J7 17 B2 465 07 11T 7= A 4 )t
A T2 BTy ok 1) 0 T2 R ST A B X R RAAE T & 1 SRR R T T SRR (AR A 323
H LR 4) X5 RABE 2 WA\ TF X R A6 125 i R i) TE S TR 52 M), ) DA TR 285y 3 SR

25438 104 A, i 2 EBFEARNY 22.6%. 13X 28 i RBEAT H M AL 125 0940 & SCIE IR IR 45 42057
WAL £ FITE 52 4035 L T 5 M SRRl 5 B, O 4 SRR b B i o A AT DO AR T s B 28 IR Al B I A
FSCHEAT o, DR R 3 28 s R A A SR

IV A48 90 A, 5 EFFEAN 19.6%. XA JE RXTE St & SUIE AR B s 25 es FUE ik
S E T2 AR Ry 4 25 R P SR IR [ B % 28 5% AR PR - BN A2 4 R b ol X R s )RR
SRS RFAE T 2 128 I AR SRR R e AN an HAth, 3 28R IR (L3R 4) , PRI ik 2 RAIOMIR B S F R4

F4 TEBLEE R B BN S AR ST AN HE

Table 4 The mean value of overall attitude and supportive behavior towards event tourism of different residents group

SRS RS R 2% | B IES IV

W MZE I A T R AR S 3.68 3.87 4.15 3.43
WM I AE T 208 i M i g 4.10 4.13 4.49 3.83
KDV ALEE A NS REL S AL 3.91 3.97 4.18 3.64
YRR B, SR AR 2 1 26 4.07 4.20 4.48 3.73
YER JE B, SRR X n R 55 (Can i i) 4.15 424 4.48 3.87
JE AR P — 4 R A 3.81 3.96 4.23 3.66
SRR RN 28I Z2 i R Bl 4.04 4.19 452 3.89

3 JBEERAS SRS R 2 o Br
AR SCLAJE RS HON B I, DURISGR 2 A TGS b2 3k (AT T 25550 40 1 A

USRS R K R . 32 53T (Logistic ) [ AT LAXS %8 1422 8 #0471 U3 3 A , BEAK B 20 (b 22 1wl (5 28
i A RS X R AR R e 22 2 B R [T )RR . 3R 5 AT A A -2 A5 0 BUUAR (B 979.910, 4B
IRECKEI R JTfE N 146.607, 18 0.000 1 7KF- 12 B /K-, LB MR B, R e 22 5. i
26 LA, S AR A A I ] SR i Y R AR B A DX RS TR 90 e SR Y S R A 32
A RFRW L RIS 5 AR FE RN RS 4 A RERIHEAT T IR LT (WL 7) , 455 B JH A
I TR BE DR ASE— 2 20 AR S R R (S M BIL )

®5 BREMHHRIERIZA R S Logistic 352 M EAQE

Table 5 Multinomial logistic regression model fitting information of resident clusters based on perceived event tourism impacts

PR ARafE RL8R HEAG IS R )5
-2 AR EBUSR AR k7 2K Cox I Snell Nagelkerke
IR LA a 979.910 146.607 0.000™ 0.273 0.292

L p<0.01 5 a: S BIRIERZ MR BRI 328 =5 550, T, AR, SCARRRBE , 0Nl , SRIAR DGR , WSO, S (3 Xk, - I ]
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F6 FBREMIRIFERNENELEN S Logistic B AR H 3 R M B & 1E0 10

Table 6 Multinomial logistic regression likelihood ratio tests of resident clusters based on perceived event tourism impacts

fAT PRSI 1) =2 A5 X ALK (B KI5 B E KT
HEL 979.910 0.000

PEH 987.985 8.076 0.0447%

AR 1010.313 30.404 0.011%*
AR 988.400 8.490 0.486

SR A AR 986.878 6.969 0.073*

N4 1010.018 30.108 0.181
HAUA 995.636 15.726 0.400

JRAE XI5k 1001.303 21.394 0.045%

JEAE ] 1.007.902 27.992 0.006**

o+ 00.05 KT 2, #0010 K i3 .
x£7 ETARAH2AOSZITZFEREZNERER S XFIBEEK

Table 7 The cross contingency table of residents type based on the different social demographic %
M ANAGEERE ST = EN LB il Ea PGS

51 (192 N) 25.5 24.0 28.1 22.4
(268 N) 153 27.6 343 228
AEHE 20 B LI (75 N) 16.0 24.0 36.0 24.0
20 #-30 % (187 A) 21.9 21.9 35.3 20.9
31 4-40 4 (78 \) 23.1 20.5 24.4 32.1
41 %-50 % (68 \) 16.2 35.3 38.2 10.3
51 4 -60 % (27 N) 14.8 29.6 22.2 333
60 L) (25 N) 16.0 52.0 8.0 24.0
JE AR 3AELIR (68 N) 14.7 33.8 29.4 22.1
34FE-10 4E(85 N) 12.9 28.2 34.1 24.7
11 420 4E (112 N) 19.6 25.9 33.0 21.4
21 430 4F(89 ) 31.5 13.5 36.0 19.1
30 4ELA (106 N) 17.9 30.2 26.4 25.5
SR X3 RAFX (159 A) 18.9 28.3 29.6 233
Brabx (126 A) 23.8 222 29.4 24.6
KTIK(95 N) 14.7 22.1 36.8 26.3
BIREIX (40 N) 17.5 425 225 17.5
JEEHEX (40 N) 22.5 22.5 45.0 10.0
L) RIS ER Ml (16 ) 6.3 18.8 25.0 50.0
ARGk (444 N) 20.0 26.4 32.0 21.6

3.1 5

WEFE B, 55 A Lo e B v Ee B v 1) i B RUAR 2 BRME S35 (R B — A R B4, R
Ji R P S R b PR R b I SR D 3k 5 AR TEAR N B BN R R LA S e MRS ST
1] 38R AT B X R AR R IE A — 2 R R L FE VTR PR X — 5T 2 B, AR I T A X R AF
S, ek NN 24 2 TR 4 [ 2 A i B0 BN $d i, TR ) SCHR T (e MR D e R L o MR Sl =4Ik
7, BE28 I [ S ik ARG IR 1Y (B IX AN A T2 B IS RE S HM 8 A Wk kAT A dp ik 45 B v Fi2k
FIH? BAERAGF 2R (BT E R, oty B 25 5 55 R e (BRI, 1 55 1 s R 7 e 3R
AR BN AR RN 2
3.2 FiRANEERE

AT A v R 30, it A 1% 1 3 R R e ] % 3 I, B SR AR SR S 2 L I A A )
(3AELLT ) W R F BN o8 Ji SCRE, M W e At ] (3 4F =30 4F) 1Y e ROR ZHCH BRI SCRe 5 (LR 7).
Jei B A A DX AR AR B 2 Joa A BsF ) SR O R S At A Gk 3G -, Faulkner 2 IR DX AR ZINESE =g 1) Jas BB S 4
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it WE T 22 I ELXH AR Ml A X A= 396 Joi e A 2 o B AROOE > 31 F AR AR (30 4 DB ) 1 J RZE AV R 2k
I B, M 25.5% AEFE KR AR Y fE B 30.29% L0 K 60 % L) TR B 529% 08 JE i T
AENAE TS 25 DL AFAERT A O ARG S R B S, S R R A LU AR ST A . ZEIR T b IX, 1
R R BEZT AR RS (20 £ -60 % ) HERPE L H 8 FIAE R B2 (L& 7).
33 Skl ayExEE

TXHR A F2E 2 A R R I B . ZE R ML 3 v, T SRR A L ik 2 IR B SR
XY 6.3% , it W DN i b ) N T e = A2 e i 4 3 ol ofe 94 L R8I R0, SRR S i il
)R . MR SR B AR R TR U ) i B v AT HE AR 28 (1 32% ) B db st iz & | i &%
HREFRARGRZRA T, T2 B S AR NI T 0 44 B A Tt vy | Aol AR 22 3 i RO S i e AN BB 2B, AN
22 R SCE AT G 3 F5 i i ok A0 I TR e (R B RE R S IEHUE fR SR . B,
it iR Ml G 72 8 U0 ) Jae BRG Lb oR DA Hte DRl P Jee KT i Dol ) 285 B T i ARG
34 BERIE

ARSCAEH T HMTTIX 5 AN TEIX Sk A o A DXkt B 7R 43, B M AE T 28 I S TRk X e
HEEARTRRI . A R B, B SRR 5 A T I FAg R A s R R X A e, L B IX LA e e
(45%) IR FFE I HIRAEHTALIX (23.8% ) FIRELHELX (22.5% ) iX P 25 5 UG (7 T I X 3, . s
35 R DR RS e e DX BRI 2 B T 1) RO R ik e O BL s , Il b B R R 2
JIT LR AR Y 408 i JResz St il ARy BRSPS 2 e P i RS D B 22 b J R R R I ) TR A S . AR SCHE
TR VAR IAIE T XA A B, A0 B DX s 3 BB A0 , AR R AMOS /N SER AR [l % 4T 07, <38
AT AN OREEHE D) P 2 ailE L3k , NI B R TAF AR, BB E X AT AT, 0 AP
HA 4 N IX, eI AL TR TG AT Aol BT 27 BV A AR T2 M TIBUX. 4 R AN fE R4
A FBIRARAR 2, o B S R 22 (29.6% ) IR HREE /D (18.9% ) , WBGIE T X MFFE &3, (H L il 221
KB ] e R T S AU, A o PRV FELHAD 4 AV TIBUX R, B 2R B A K
4 w5kt
4.1 g

(DI W R B, B A Ja BRI 2 i 28 I A 3R AU A 25 B (EAS ) 2R 28 i BN A ik I Y
ZEIPFAE ] I 22 5, MR A RO AE 1L 25 28 I ) it Ui 52 i SRR RN AR ), R LBt ) 25 J R A oF I S 4 PR
PR I SR R IR S e

(2)8 T B HERR N RS A B SR A S, 2008 5 A AR 2 A~ R
TR T8 N T2 I A 2 1 S 20 A AT Jnd 25 i 199 28 S S M 1) A o R A BT T 5 i L 1
KARPE AR DK, HalE— 25 W T AN R Z 0] B RHAE [R5 B R BE U R S AT A G PR 22 A5 M LA

(3) EHIT, 765 N AE 122 I 0 TR e 80 At S B e i A 1R 3 S X6 3, (R Bt AR TS 28 0 288 AR s B s ROX)
A Ui A TR v SR ERXE S (2 it it 5 ) ) SRR NS B B S AT O s Bl e A AR A O I SRR ]
RESs R AEIGAR | Ja B 25 B 40 16 SO0 2 PG R 6 16 PN 2 38 P R v AR 31— I IE S, i HL ]
[ € R R R N IO 5

(4) F A e 28 I J7 FBUR B 45 Do DOy 5100 RAE A i Ui A DG ) 2 AR 2 — I S ZEAEH . 1 SE iR
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