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Dynamic evaluation of iron & steel production efficiency for the
level of socio-economic development based on DEA approach
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(1. School of Management, Hefei University of Technology, Hefei 230009, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Process Optimization
and Intelligent Decision-making, Ministry of Education, Hefei 230009, China)

Abstract The negative externalities to the environment in the iron & steel production process should be
brought into the efficiency evaluation of the iron & steel production, and the participation level of unde-
sirable outputs should be determined by the level of socio-economic development. Then the dynamic DEA
model on the level of socio-economic development-oriented iron & steel production relative efficiency with
negative externalities to the environment was constructed. The numerical example demonstrated that dif-
ferent phases of social economic development would make iron & steel production systems present different
production relative efficiency, and different environmental contaminants would exert different influences on
the relative efficiency of iron & steel production systems in the same social economic development phases,

which figured that the method was available and meaningful.
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WA R EA L, ME [R5 A REE 2 CEEMER. NS RIEEY RS Y1k
PEBEER] PO ) T — R 2 YRR Y R R, WA T B R R R A
RS ZH RE R e, ANARE G e A K R R D) SR AN TR 2R . REFREEH SN (negative
externality). FEE#HSSZET A R FEOEERE, MNP RSN EZ BB 2 1y 0eE. B AiTAESCHT
T EESEAPIERARZE, MR TR RETRGE AR (B, HARBER B WRUEACR ) LR g
B AT B TR 0180 S5 XA B AR PR SR S SN I N R A PR PR AR 2 B2
RE; [T, B TRk I R R E R B g 15 . R LR R 55 T T AR A e e X, TR 5T
RIBHIAFRIBN B, #HX Pk I oSEE R R, Flan, FELT K RIIUK TR B, BEENYT 1, mhE
FELTWRRE, NI BECEA PR BER, BIERN AR T 1 SR8 MR PR NN A = R
WetE B 8A: 2010-08-19
BEIRE: BRERRERES (71071047); EES R 1 H 34 (20090111110016)

YEERIIT: KEF (1981), 5B, UL ZREHEIUA, WLTFAE, BFF07R: RRBE S ER; XDLE (1965-), 5B, I, Z@msL
N, B, ARSI, BFFEO71E: RSy, BARIEH, A& (1986-), L, O WHALHRERA, BULArseA:, BT Bz




2578 Ao TRMEIRS LK % 32%

PRI IE B AT ST R R FDK . AR, MRt KRR, MR isMftkES SRk
BRI R WA

AR SCHR HPRF R A P X PR Y SN N R A ORI, BLAE AR AL 4t A /KT T 3RS
AR 2 SRR AR B PR AR, FEMCELAR b, ASSCMIEE T T At S 40t A R/K T 5 IR FR S T4
HIRERAE AR A A% DEA ShSPHMRAL ARy, ARMHSEFREN B SWEKE " R 2
B B REXS A8, EAR B PR 585 R TEAR A At S 25 R BT A Bk A 7 R AN A E
AFREEER M. SR T2, 2Nk A ™ RA M Te S 1, AR T E AR ILBOR Kl 2
M5 FWEEAITEZE BIF, B LS RINTRE, FIA SRR EH B .

2 fREE

7 RIS TSN AR AR T BRI PR & 1 e B 2 Pt TR RE TR A B N ARG R i A5 e AE N
W2 TR, Charnes %5 14 $2H BRI HT (data envelopment analysis, DEA) J&—fhdEZ
Bofhitors, AREDEMTREEERR, Bz B AREAR ARG Z 8N B i FEE R 5T
(decision making units, DMU) FIAHXFRER (BFRAEXTARNE), AEfERE SR A R, TEMRZBRAZ T LI
(W8 _EAE BRI, A8 BN A7 R N SBEVEIA ™ 1 (desirable output), HERAYER
S5 BRI (undesirable output), 12 ] DEA J7 VA% 25 R BRSS9 g A = AH XA 20
HEATPEY. B ZET DEA J5ikpyZ8 B G AN AR A PR BF S b, — RN EREETS 3, 4lan
AR, —EARRR. A, A, RFY). Mg . A4k FEE R (biochemical oxygen demand, BOD), 4k
2 & (chemical oxygen demand, COD) SEAENEMIE 1T AF] DEA B8, $Fr T ToliAR LA ER
Bisr 0 BRME R B R ESER U9 SR FEHE IR U7 shE e s 40 R 35
2R 81 A E KL R AR AR 19 R E R R EceR PO (HX Sk W K EITER
MRS Z TR I B, 25075 BRI 1 2 S SRR

A7 PR T ()41 23 R 5 R /KT 25 R AR SA NIRRT AN Bk A T AR B 80 DEA PEATRLAL. AR
W R R T DA AT TH 75 18 1) BRI s M HERR iy RS e 20 ARV E A 227 By R A B ™ 1, ]
WM ER AT R G A PR AT 2) B BRI A T MR AN Z B BN EE ISRk
KPR, TER ST R R T A0 e 5 — 12 SR A T X G SR TR AR i 2%
& FIFE AU R KT S a3 S AR KT 1] ST A, AR 3 A BRI R T Je ) B e 3G 1 2 5
BRAE AR A BRI, AR, A SCHIAE SEbr ER TR A JhiE 2 5 B 24K DEA
P REL: 7ER—RIRBITH I, ZUuR B cREH IR S 5 RS — R EN; TEZR IR,
B PSR BT A AR = M A S S 5 R R Y.

2.1 MBXEERT

WA n MNP RS (DMU), NS AR B N0 3R m F s, R, 7E5 I8Nk Xt
FREERY TSN X AR AR AR T PR B, SREES X R AR B T B R AR B AR R,
WAEHIE A ¢ T, MBANFERILHN X; = (21,225, Zmy) > 0,5 = 1,2,---,n; BIEFHEIdH
de = (yfja yéij, T ayfls_c)j) >0,5=12,---,m A= H ey Yju = (yzis_c+1)j7yzlls_c+2)j7 Ty y?j) >
0,j=1,2,---,n. ME—THERNHRT—EWHE, BREABERNERER v = (w1, wa, -, wy,), HE™
AR pf = (uf, g, pd,), AR HAE R 1" = (g, 1 nr 5 1Y),

2.2 EAHERLER

45 DEA BT PR FOCBN = IR A I FEDR P 1) SO BA T BB A IEME; 2) 78
AHXS B BT, PR BITHI RN S TMEBU N, 7 R HE M E B BGT . 25 I PREE SA SN AR X
PEPEN TR, 7 AR &R TS R e AR, TEAEXTE e T, XA SRV, RFFE1E4EHY DEA
BARIR SR B TT T AR R B BESK, BT LA 2R AR B i Fabn DAL BE. IR 2 E X R e & A9
B DEA PR ERHET T RS, BB AP 7575 32 B B0 eR B e S M B R S0 L 2. i
BRBUEEIRAE =R, A IR BRI B0k 2228 R BRIk Y R
P BRI ), BRSO EEA BN HE Rk 1920727 gham B 28 gy
PEES R EOHA 0729 Ffidd: DEA A8 BO-8U. (HPL & A ARR, JRHASEM HEHRBUR I B0k 58
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P BERFEEENLAGES T LhrA o 2, HH i PARMERIER A 5 e H AUE L 284k, A
77 H R R S AR NI A FA AR P BRI SR A AR H B BB BRI T A2 P T RE SR Y Bk 182,
RSB B R AE B A2 7] 7 (variable returns to scale, VRS) BRI HAAPLE, (HAERBIL
ZEAAE (constant returns to scale, CRS) BRI HR—E AEIRFRLR AITARXT A R A AR A B3] phgk
W FERIRLE —FhAE LA PR IR, (R I 2R BRI A SR At il 2 AN J7 Tl FE B8 s BURAA h T 32 BT i W 7
] ] SR, S B PEN Z5 A RE AR R AT A RE 7 AR AN, SCHR [30] Ot DEA BLAIMER)
18 T e 4 B VLI BAHE , BREE 10 far i DI 451 eR A A it B e — IR AF A, SCR [31] By IDEA £
A (improved DEA, IDEA) TRELR A KA RETS B UL R L ICH AT B RUESME, B INEZCER TN BAR T
AR BRE N ETT. RS 2, R B ek B eI E A P H W AR ARG 46X SE 4 W . AR
ANTELAZS H—Fh A BR RS = H W 87 730 A B s, TR B 3 AR 7 H B B e e B R BR AT A B A
&, TERIBRUKM L SORBE I MERE, A SRR SRR e A An BRI b EE. R T 315
RIFH PN G XA B, %58 LA Andersen AT Petersen®¥ $2 Hi#ACR COR ALY FERMAE A £ it £
ZETE R JRIKT-H0 25 IR AT T SN I ANk A P AR R B AP E B S PN AL AL, BRARTEIAEE P Hh BR LML S HiAE
CCR BB HAR—E BB AR FFUL IR BTN A U AR, (HAERACRRTE T i MRIE B2 B A 1T
i, XA SCHT 0], FEREAS PRIEALRL A W TR BIHE T 2 A S ME S B S A B B X HY;
YT BCC BiAY, B REIRRFILIR B ICAHX A R0 R A, (EAEMRCR T T T RESs th BLG WA TR 1%
B NI AR E S A SO TR .
2.3 JEHREEFH AR

R B B R B B ERT IR I BRI e, DA 2 DEA J7k%t 4 ik
KRG BLR, B — R U E o IEE. 1%

h= max {yf;}+b,f=s—ctls—ct2os (1)

B, b MAERRT 0 R R, L R BRI B — M EHHE AR TE. TR, RS R AT
T Aok

y?_;‘:_y?j+hf,f:S—C+1,S—C+2,---,S (2)
m

/

}/ju = (y7(ls—c+l)j5 yzls—c+2)j5 o '7ysuj) > 07.] = 17 2a N (3)

2.4 IFHEEEFEHS SREHEBAR
FESE R COR AR T A YO AR, Tovk S B HER Y BRI e e A Bk A 7 RS I G —
B G A PR SR, BT LA % B TR R AR B TR 7 Hh X s B TAR X A A 2
SREEWAR. EETHRA RGN CCR BRI, AU 11 7 T AR A 1277 X pesf 5
TCARN A BRI S GRREE, RIHE pyy (f = s —c+ 1,5 — e+ 2, 5) BRI HAHRERA: = R
MR E RS 5 (IR 2 5), I T XIS 2 5 TR 2R, S KA
S(0f > 0), FEMARIRLL ¢ (¢ > 1, q € 2) i, WA 11 2 5 EA 25 R:
u?y;ﬁ;-o =0+ (¢q—1)ds,f=s—c+1l,s—c+2,---,85¢q=21,q€Z (4)
(4) KX ETAERIE M S S AN T S, ISR, SR E T SR h7E S ¥ T
]2 SAEX A RPN R B RS — 1, (4) AT T SRR T th 7E s T 12 S AR 2 A
REMEISHE. B, ¢ = 1| B, JEHEP A S SEYE AT, BIERIITE S 25 & R K TR,
A P BB SR AN C 55 2 A TS T [ S 23 & /K T 2% T SR B SN e A0 A P A
X AR R
max(u") Y + (u) "V
st w' X5 — ()Y + ()Y 20,5 =1,2,-++,m,5 # do
whX;, =1
Y = (Yfemeprys Yamerzo Ui = 12 m
y%—=—y%——f—hf,f:s—c+1,s—c+2,---,s;j:172,-~-,n
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hy = max {yf} +b,f=s—ctls—ct2. s (5)

u?y?;-o =0+ (¢q—1)ds, f=s—c+1l,s—c+2,---,s
w0l >0,0>0;0;>0,g=1,q€Z
2.5 FHIEFHAXSEE SRS KHE

A& K RK TR E— M RARER, B2 HI, mritset K RK 1% AR5
TSN BN ER A2 AN B A S S PR AR 2 R Z R I P LUK B IR L S 20 R AN F B By A2
FEREXT R R AR 3. IR 2T AR = A 382 5 B BUE M i g0, DI IRTE 2B 240K
HIPEH R, B (5) XA AR BT R AR AT AT, T X 5 BEA5- 2 B8 2 IR DSk B T [A] I A 1E AT AT E
WA B AS SEWEEGEE. X2 LA DA fr oSG TR PR PSR BT H STUIASURT A 2 SRS
IRAZZ g, Hi TR (5) R SRR R BT AR 23R, TS5 L (5) B EE S
FEP SR BT AR A R AL S8, S5 40R) (5) TEfL S T R = A2 5 B EEE
BRI A (5) paRTEM I A IS GRS P, XOZFINEAL (5) i thi 2 5 B 5 R G AL 1 7
W% 5 EREATRS—BE T eRoT, SR (5) M- iS5 B SR - i S 5 2
MTHBAPSRETT, B (5) B T2 5ERTH TSN S 5E).

BEELEL (5) HEY <) # jo” FRfFZE, NP HOE R B AL SRR, FHC AL (5+). BB (5+) XF5H jo ik
HHTTIFHIEL, 11 67 > 0,0 > 1,0 € Z, ATH1 ptys > 0(f =5 — c+ s — e+ 2, -,5). HHUE (5+) MR
A

W X5 = ()Y + )Y 2 005 = 1,2, mw X, = 1
A ()Y <1 RAUESL, BIAE piyt, < U(f=s—c+1s—c+2,--,s), FIRABTR (5+) 55 jo 4
SRR AR B E: 0 < iy <1 (f =5 —ctLs—c+2,o,5). ABEE (5¢) EPFH n
MR BT AT AT IR B SRR
0< ptys <1,j=1,2,- -, mf=s—c+ls—c+2,,s (6)

(6) R iy, S ITRATE (5+) XHEFIIEATAAETI R LTS % oy, B
X B, —SEAFEA A B TH TER A R, B oy, P AR, SRS AY, TREFF e
AEITRRISR T, BT HEBERE (5) 7ER M 2R EITIr Xt rg R oA v e, JETE A
L5 HEB R D R RS AVFREALYER, (6) XIXEMBREAEEL (5) e G ErIEE™ A ALS 5 E#
R RAB A MFEE. WTLLEE R PSSR 77206 (6) KPP0 #1087 T 4% /Mg 7 X, PLFIXTE]
W BV A2 S B, ' (6) AREBTH2E R N (N > 1, N € Z) X, #
or WIEUER:

5f:%,f:s—c+1,s—c+2,~~,s;N>1,N€Z (7)

T2, (4) XEAH:

,u?y%o =0+ (¢—1)- %,f: s—c+1l,s—c+2,---,85¢=21,N>1,q,NeZ (8)

2.6 1REY R
g (8) =, WHRAL (5) ¥ B AMAL (9)(3K8 DS A (dynamic super efficiency model)):
max(u") Y + (u) "V
st wl X = ()Y + ()Y 20,5 = 1,2, ,n, # jo

w'X;, =1
Y = ey Yooty )G = 1,2, 0m (9)
y% =—yyj+thyf=s—ct+l,s—c+2,---,55=12,---,n
hy = 1rélja§n{y?j}+b’f:S_C+1’5_C+2""’S

! 1
“?y?jo:0+(q—1)'N7f25—0+1,8—c+2,...,5
w>0;pu?>0;b>0,¢g>1,N>1,q,NeZ



114 SKIF, & A2 KRB0 DEA SIS 2581

DS HAUARIEAEE ™ H BB T AILSIES 5, T LA R A Bk A 7 R e e 7 B A A A
LA TR R AL S DY R BT #%5 RRFREE AN A XA S S PR, RARRaLR:
RS TARNE T H A S SRR PR, AR UGEEIHNE HANSHE, 2 DS BAESEMZHIK
HIPRAST, PR T2 e YRR A B ME S AL S X T5A Z0HEHE ™ e, aTRLE e
EHE AN ANS HE, FBZRIPHIEER, BN RAESH LT KRR THA R
PREE SN A P AR A A S AR A B LU AT LA I B i S AR AL S S (JER A T
A h 2 SRR RAR), ARG 2R IKE PN ER, USSR 20 R IR T HE & T 3
Xt 25 B8 PR S AN A R A AR X A S R Y 22 5

SRt PO, N BHREEOR, RIS A IS BRI OBU N, BREGRIIE DS HBIEITE A5 2R YT
Yreos B SR TR AT ATAE. R, SERET LR, AR R HAIE 5 E 4 DS A
BT RATRRI BT, P2 OL.

® 1 BEWERRE RN LR

3 EflIah oy TREM B R PR ESHE ROk

3.1 HEHIRIEMHER (W) (1) () () (W) (yi) (SETPK)(y5) 90 (W) (y5)
BA 10 Fa0Ell, AT R ek fl 1 11215 9731 7030 550 917
N o e flk 2 6616 9085 8300 340 334
\Fn . ﬁjﬂmﬁjEF MEJIAR LA, B5 45 10s06  og21 9070 540 853
HERR, P N BNARDE, S5 HEECH 4 10633 11793 6717 610 758
FAE (R Ak, A iem,. & 5 10646 11927 6099 610 550
B SESE), HEE T o 7 e, &0 6 5706 11356 2416 410 256
W, BRI, HEBCE E AR HE &7 6823 11570 5804 440 436
BEZFY RIERE . iZH DS BRI il 8 7253 7701 3270 430 505
X 10 FWGAAET S5 K EK @ik 9 6144 12134 7040 480 527
S [y R B SN B A P X 10 8491 8243 3476 460 697

HEAT BT

APRIE DS BT R4S 2 5 KT P -Oxt B s ST A TR, B NV = 100, F£HR b = 100. 32 ff] DS
A2t ZRRHIE T, B2 T EHEER F RN HEUE Y A 362 5 R R L 2, 10 ZA gkl
WIS AR A BEME; R, RO A EF ERMEF I A IS 5, 2RI T ShSAHMA L
TESME (ETHEBCR F R FEREF YN AIS HE IS EB I, A2 5ELRESRIEN, ARG
N 1L B, FESS 12 Fer PP, il 1 BRI TR, PR LL; BT HEBCR F RIS S E B ER P,
RSB HELL 15 FPARENE, ARR U 14 %, 7658 15 BT, 4l 4, 5 HTCFF7ME, PRI 2L,
THEEF MR ANS HENTEN P, 2B HEU 15 PRI, AEUCh 10 %, 7658 11 %8
PR, 4ok 1 RIS, PR, PR RN 2, 3% 3. 3R 4 PR, FPRPHN ARG T LR, i
1-3 R (BRTFE, = 3 MM Z SEU 3 2 REBIEH P 4ER).

x® 2 ETHREEESH. FREFYRSSEHSENIFHER
HEgch 3k HEUEF RS 5K

DMU 0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.1 0.11

k1 0.7652 0.7333 0.6759 0.6184 0.5610 0.5036 0.4461 0.3887 0.3313 0.2738 0.2164 Error
4k 2 1.2892 1.2978 1.3065 1.3151 1.3237 1.3324 1.3410 1.3497 1.3583 1.3669 1.3756 1.3842
{3 1.0319 0.9826 0.9333 0.8840 0.8347 0.7854 0.7361 0.6868 0.6375 0.5882 0.5390 0.4897
{4 0.6150 0.5922 0.5609 0.5296 0.4983 0.4670 0.4357 0.4045 0.3732 0.3419 0.3106 0.2793
k5 0.5526 0.5418 0.5239 0.5059 0.4880 0.4700 0.4521 0.4342 0.4162 0.3983 0.3804 0.3624
6 0.3375 0.3513 0.3651 0.3789 0.3927 0.4065 0.4203 0.4341 0.4479 0.4617 0.4755 0.4893
4k 7 0.6781 0.6803 0.6825 0.6847 0.6868 0.6890 0.6912 0.6934 0.6956 0.6978 0.7000 0.7022
{2k 8  0.4571 0.4704 0.4838 0.4934 0.5029 0.5124 0.5125 0.5315 0.5410 0.5506 0.5602 0.5697
9 09134 0.9079 0.9024 0.8970 0.8915 0.8860 0.8805 0.8751 0.8696 0.8641 0.8587 0.8532
ik 10 0.4508 0.4637 0.4713 0.4762 0.4810 0.4859 0.4908 0.4956 0.5005 0.5053 0.5102 0.5151
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X 3 ETHREESHESENSENITFNER

HAESAE 5 1 =]
DMU 0 003 006 009 012 015 018 021 W.:Al e
@l 1 0.7663 0.7620 0.7332 0.7045 0.6757 0.6470 0.6182 0.5894 Y10 |~ s
il 2 1.6088 1.6094 1.6100 1.6106 16111 1.6117 1.6123 1.6120 "% = — e
gk 3 1.0319 0.9905 0.9492 0.9078 0.8665 0.8251 0.7838 0.7424 7y, =y ey —tvgp—y __ 'V
£l 4 0.6150 0.5636 0.5038 0.4440 0.3841 0.3243 0.2645 Error 02 —— oo
{20k 5 05526 05082 0.4566 0.4050 0.3335 0.3019 02503 Brror ™~~~ — — — — e
Al 6 1.2919 1.2807 1.2694 1.2582 1.2470 1.2358 1.2245 1.2133 SRR TN T
£l 7 0.7800 0.7773 0.7746 0.7719 0.7692 0.7666 0.7639 0.7612 O e
fll 8 0.8844 0.8846 0.8849 0.8852 0.8855 0.8858 0.8861 0.8863

4k 9 0.9134 0.9024 0.8915
4k 10 0.5156

0.5248 0.5340

0.8805 0.8696
0.5432 0.5524

0.8587 0.8477 0.8368
0.5616 0.5708

0.5800

B 1 ETHREESETHREF O AL
S5 EDSENIFNERITERE

x® 4 ETHREFYSSEHSENITNER

HEFm2 5%

DMU 0 0.015 0.03 0.045 0.06 0.075 0.09 0.105 0.12 0.135 0.15

41 0.7701  0.7190 0.6472 0.5754 0.5037 0.4319 0.3601 0.2883 0.2166 0.1448  Error
k2 1.6247  1.6244 1.6240 1.6237 1.6233  1.6230 1.6227 1.6223 1.6220 1.6217 1.6213
k3 1.0319 0.9786 0.9254 0.8721 0.8188 0.7656 0.7123  0.6590 0.6058 0.5525  0.4992
k4 0.6150 0.6064 0.5894 0.5724 0.5554 0.5384 0.5214 0.5044 0.4874 0.4703  0.4533
45 0.5526  0.5566 0.5575 0.5564 0.5552 0.5541 0.5530 0.5519 0.5508 0.5496  0.5485
4k 6 0.3375  0.3486  0.3597 0.3708 0.3818 0.3929 0.4040 0.4151 0.4262 0.4372 0.4483
ik 7 0.6781  0.6807 0.6834 0.6861 0.6887 0.6914 0.6941 0.6967 0.6994 0.7021 0.7048
ik 8 0.8928 0.8926 0.8925 0.8923 0.8922 0.8920 0.8919 0.8918 0.8916 0.8915 0.8913
4k 9 09134 0.9106 0.9079 0.9052 0.9024 0.8997 0.8969 0.8942 0.8915 0.8887 0.8860
4 10 0.7447 0.7381 0.7314 0.7248 0.7182 0.7115 0.7049 0.6983 0.6916 0.6850 0.6784

1.8
1.6
14
X 12
1.0
0.8
06
0.4
02
0.0

—— k1

—8— 2

k3

b4

—*— ks

==
A — N7

—— 12k
k9

filk10

PO P OB PEDSE N E DD
SR PLLLE P E D
Q'B Q'“ Q'Q Q'Q Qg %‘Q Q'Q Q'\ Q"\ Q'\ %‘\ Q'\ Q'\ Q'\

Hog s kA S 5%
G283 R KT

2 ETHRBREERFAKE5E
ZEETENERITEE
3.2 IFMNEREAR
1. X3 2 fE 1 2EMEERTTLIEH, LS80 R RIEACTETE, 40k 6, 8, 10 By A F~FIXT B2k
B AT, (HREE A S AT R B/ TSR, B0 AP A A eSS 2] TR T, Fral&all 6
BN B R ME S FHIE EER S T 40.88%; Wil 1, 4, 5 EASZE B BAK i BAR A AR A 2801k
Bk EETA 6. 8. 10, (HEEEF ST R B/K TR, TATRAHX A B METT L m TR, A4
XA RME Z B T HeRR, #EAFE G0 K R KT, M ARG B ATk 6. 8. 10, 4=
FEFART A RS FRRIR A BA R 71.72%. 49.50%. 31.16%; BAb, 1EASLF R ERIUK TR, 4
v 9 &5 DEA A5, B1RM T 7, (HHEEHS25 & B K TR, il 9 MMAEXE RS
RCEARNRE Y, Tk 7 SRS, 2/ 2l 2 7B SRR R R R, KA HEXTE
Bt —EYERE DEA AE0UK T L, 3 BRSSO R, HA A B MET R R
L, AR A S E R LR 6.70%; Wil 3 fEA S5 & RAK I, HA XA B8 A

1.8
1.6
w14

XTTA 1.2
fi 1.0

e 08

06 §
04 &

0.2
0.0

‘-.......‘—O—WWJ

—— (2
k3
{4
= —¥— fks
A | —e—is
S —y | —— 7
b | —— ks
§ —= k9
fnlk10

S O P SO S O DD
S PP EESE D
Q'Q Q'Q Q'Q Q'Q Q'Q Q'Q Q'Q Q'\ Q'\ Q'\

HEBEF NS S
G2 R KD

3 ETHREFYALSERMEE
BTN ERITEE

R
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