Geographical Science Research HiBER} 2 5%, 2024, 13(3), 548-562 Hans )0
Published Online June 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/gser
https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2024.133052

R

ETUGCHUERAY AR B B9 T4 7R

FAE, IXE, Rk £, EZEPR, T4, 475
FEMR I 2= B I A E =B, |78 AEAR
Wk H 3 202445 5210 FHHEM: 20244E6 H20H; KA HM: 202446 28H

H E

FEEMSEE EEARKRERBESNAE, B2hEEHMNERIEY &5 ZRT B MR, kE
FRHZE. BRX N EFRTEINERUGCHEIE, BB EAMRIISTIRIT H KRN S5E . &
CPAT ARSI REHE. 281, BTFEMERMERANREAHANER, EHPython. JUR
ARG REBEIRIFT 6 UGCSUAR TR RIF & ki 5 8 FHERERIEEHFITEERELE. 8
TF-IDF. Word2Vec & = B & AR, 44 ERNIE-BILSTM-DPCNNAER!, MiE SASMEXBLS 17 LDA
FBERIRHE BT DLRGE U BRI L TR R ) ikl B RS BB R N R ERE. G128
B, WEN HERENRXHBABRERS. T ERNSHRERLABEKRX, MM
B0 PR LR X R R E IR E BRI RIRUR, DRI ERES, HmEs mERRRE. &
5, WIBE ALK G RX#TH—PEHE. SERXRSERNBIHREHEREALR B
RE Tt R R el v R A B B S SRR AT

X7

UGCHRE, | Faikdf B i, SCARIER, BB

A Study on the Evaluation of Tourism
Destinations in Guilin, Guangxi
Province Based on UGC Data

Jiehua Sun*, Wenzhi Wang, Mei Zhang, Hongping Wang, Shuqi Chang, Jingze Du

School of Tourism Data, Guilin University of Tourism, Guilin Guangxi

Received: May 21%, 2024; accepted: Jun. 20", 2024; published: Jun. 28", 2024

Abstract

With the rapid development and application of network information technology, more tourists
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use network resource platforms to share information related to travel destinations, and the
massive UGC data obtained by tourists using strategies and scenic spot evaluations can more ef-
fectively reflect their perception and evaluation of travel destinations. Taking five scenic spots
of Lijiang River, Longji Terraces, Elephant Trunk Mountain, Yinziyan and Yulong River rafting in
Guilin, Guangxi Province as the research objects, this paper used Python and Octopus software
to collect UGC text comments and tourists’ travel information on Ctrip’s travel platform for con-
struction of tourism datasets and cleaning and preprocessing. Based on TF-IDF, Word2Vec and
word cloud diagrams, combined with the ERNIE-BiLSTM-DPCNN model, the main factors in-
fluencing the emotional tendency of tourists in Guangxi tourist destinations were studied from
the perspective of semantic feature association analysis, LDA topic model feature analysis and
semantic sentiment dictionary analysis. The results show that the overall satisfaction of tourists
with the five scenic spots in Guilin, Guangxi Province is high. Finally, according to the existing
problems, this paper puts forward suggestions for further management of scenic spots, im-
provement of scenic service system and improvement of tourist satisfaction experience, so as to
provide a theoretical basis and empirical research for striving to build a world-class tourist city.
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] P 2 AT DA () BT e Ui H AR 3R AT T RS BB 78, ISP [5]55 25 T UGC #udfs DL [ Fr
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FARPRAENERE, BAAPHREE W5 1 FoR.
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PR, &S IXAEIRSS & oM 51 /056 7 TSt — 4R 1 23 ]

TESERR R, PR IR H o A B T — M dE, R, B & R X IR AT E AL, AT
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Table 1. Comments
#z1 EERTLE

S WHEE AR ARGL
LA X 2990 2565 85.79%
T 5 X 2980 2318 77.79%
S L FIX 2881 2298 79.76%
A 5IX 2979 2465 82.75%
B AT S/ T8 4PS 2991 2480 82.92%
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Table 2. Provides descriptive statistics among indicators
iz 2. ZiatRERIHER ST

EAS 155 GRS BVPAE SRR
R/MA 7.8 0.69 4.4 0.18
A 8.7 0.74 4.6 0.27

FHME 8.38 0.71 4.48 0.232
TRt 0.356 0.02 0.084 0.034
EREIVA ) 8.5 0.7 45 0.24
i % 0.127 0 0.007 0.001
25 J3hi 8.05 0.695 4.4 0.2
BRI 8.5 0.7 45 0.24
75 i 8.65 0.73 455 0.26

Table 3. Weight determination (coefficient of variation method)

3 WEME(EFREE)

EAS M 95% CI(LL) M 95% CI(UL) IQR  IEFERE  WERE  ARRHCVY)
15135 8.068 8.692 0.6 1.784 1.385 4.25%
UFPPR 0.692 0.728 0.035  0.187 0.938 2.82%
MAEHE 4.407 4553 0.15 0.612 0.512 1.87%
AR E 0.202 0.262 0.06 0.699 0.845 14.74%

RYEA 5 REOE IR 3 TR TIAE, iHE & RS ERME, NS RESGEHE)
A3 +2.82% * GFIER + 1.87% * SVEIME + 14.74% * FAVFRER, THREIRE
AN FCEAR S, B0 T HES, SIS RRER X 455155 0511, AR %5t X 1
XIFIR B % : WIS 0507, % XIFPR 556890 Rm: Sl R X615 0497; &
BEAH S X LEA 7 0494; R ARIXLEE1E5 0459, SERER, BRMEREX, BIREX. &
L5 XA B S XAE R PR R R B S, AR T8 S XA fe R AR IR & . o
EARAE I AT 255 ).

4.25% * I
Ti~e MRIEEE

45
B i E, B

Table 4. Comprehensive scores of scenic spots
T4 BRRGAES

RX AW LA
Bl R R S X 0.511
BWILRX 0.507
FamlisX 0.497
oA B X 0.494
WyARKX 0.459

2.2. XAFHERN S
FEMRS R VF IR DAL DB A AR €, S AR AN S BB A 20k, 3 e SR A A A 7 1] S e
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AL . TR-IDF SRAEAE BRSO A A A ) 2 KIS, Gl e ik Y TR-IDF 8 i mi i D
250 /M, JRAIE NTLHfE, A€ 1 % 50 AN E AT 25 1 UM A7 IR R BRI . 2 5 A Ty
16 7 FRA-138) L2 B i o

FESAGF TR JG, BE— BRI SO-PMI SERVU I 4 e A ik it . 1207 VA T 55 g ade 1] 15 b 5
) Z [R) IR ALLRE B A% ML, 455 TR BRIEL, 50k t 55 v U] 155 SRR ) — BB Aim] o 3K 83 3m] B ) e
BE PRI BOA T, IR E 1 3R S RIS .

EARERRRE, fEfMEERET, AIFLRNCAEAN RS Tl e A A R R E & . flin,  “8
SR —TAFE W RUE Bl W A SO R, (EAEEMRS APHE D, HEPIRIE R M R ek
FEAL T RHEERS, AMEIE T IE TR B SE B0k IX A — 18 22 SCRY IR AE AL G U I ML N OOV B, B
FEREFRATAE A 1] I 75 78 7325 J8 HAE B AR U R 2 S

gk bRTR, it 454 TF-IDF 1 SO-PMI B3, iR T — AN BT AR S v F IR 1 4 B A7 Jkam]
B 1AL G R S b RN, JERRN TR R A U I R R, TR SR e T
X AR S R PRAR R R M B B A
Table 5. Positive and negative emotion seed words (part) and new words (part)

F 5. IERVBEREFNFIA(RRSY) R FTIA(RRSY)
T IR A ] o i1

AREUEAT . 8. 5. BRSFAR. RPN, AL R AE . RIS ER. RBOLTE .
LA

Wi AREE. VR4, AR, R OSRIMER. Mol Bkl dERF WL UL DR, WO, A
LN N

WAL M. AL Bftas sl ORZES RS R A AL AMEL Ak AREML. B, AR
Wi WL Bl b AR REL. B RE. KRB Bk, WL . R, &k KEk

1E[A]

1)

2.3. ET A= ENFHETRL S

ACiE T = BRI T PO ARSI . AR . R Bl A BOB R A X RS 5
AT TRAEPTAAG 1T o A AT AR AL A DR DA P IR

BARFE VAL E5E, MR ETEE 7 G TR A X PR s, JFdkT 7 B 5dEis
VEMTRALEE TAE . 9 m s b R A D g 75, ST H jieba 73 1a] FE X VPR ER 3R T 70 1 AL BE, #BR T
15 P AR SRS, RIRTEAT 7 i TR AR TG SR S 8, DU B h oE B, NS0t
At v = A S

TR A . R AR B SE RS, SRH TG TH Al Word2Vece RS R T RGBT SCA
) H A AR B . AT T B S B T IR TR LR SCAR R B LR, T Word2Vec TUE i Il 2R Y
L 7 RE L B HE XOR R, ARSI B AR T EIEERER.

A =B FEF I E AR EAREECE, R Python H 1K) wordcloud 2K 88t i 4k Ayl == B
BN, T SE T YRR BOE TR s o 1] 2 P o ) S B 4] /N AT 00 € TR vk LB S e 1
ATIAE SCAR A iy B R AR o B LIS ) 5 X 1] 2 B, AT DA% 135 25 5o 25 3 IX AR AR [R) S8 A
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RAFXEHMRSRT R T EHES %,

BT = BRRFE FT AL 20 M R DU SCA S R ORI AL, IF DAELI Ty sUoR,  FEB 4
M PR AN SCA KR . R = BRI FTIA B o B B S RO, (HE AR E KRR
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Figure 1. Word cloud map of various scenic spots
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Figure 2. Semantic network diagram of co-occurrence of comment data for various scenic spots
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FAAIRAT RERF IR, RGN T ORIEE —EWE A Ras. AT, $RTHX LT AR 55 57 & AN
WA, AT DCRRE MG I 2 R . L, W ATRET LRSS . AR L IRRT .
“CUEE” SR OENITE, SIXNGZA AR B S R AL Sy,  DRIME, ASE R OR BR
SRR, TR “ B IR DE, HILERR gl Ol ekl kg, B2 0. ARIGhE
AT AR K B

Table 6. High-frequency words and frequency of review data for each attraction
F* 6. BRATIREIES ISR

HEBHEHE AR BILRHE Sk RTARSA K RELURSH Sk BRFARHGE  HK

FiH 3022 I 2360 ]y 1478 HAR 1193 (UK 1103
o 1262 FEAK 1207 eS| 1013 &1 1168 L 765
) 765  EAKILIK 787 =K 628 HIX 863 e 707
5IX 639 HRT 747 HA 531 LI 788 T 597
1515 549 LB 695 LA 494 FH 542 LB 541
& 442 FH¥A 583 =X 459 YN 452 55 447
S 403 Ffh 541 i 410 it 443 FH %A 443
T2 402 TS 497 UNEFS 398 BT 436 I 439
% 365 HIPIN 484 [ER7N 374 a3k 332 13 392
P35 351 (RS 389 =i 330 115 324 HEBA 391
LERIN 347 (UK 385 RFE L 324 H15 317 ik 376
I} 1] 345 13k 342 s 318 BT 240 NI 373
B 323 S 290 NI 303 K% 231 N 340
/NI 296 Hh 7 288 T 301 7 222 Tt 320
Hh gy 283 i - 275 1T 272 th7k 212 BT 297
MHE 267 ol 268 Hh 5 267 Mt 209 fit 8] 276
KIE 263 N 253 FH A 255 T+ 196 A& 268
il 218 PI 223 B 246 EiELS 179 SETH 261
S 218 E{ENiL 216 M 229 iR 158 iy 236
&=t 208 il 198 i 225 #HE 154 ok 230
WES 199 5 196 o) 202 JE¥iN 143 LEIN 217
Ril 191 b 182 —% 183 L7k 142 T 211
T 188 e [A] 177 0% 2R 177 Fri& 141 EER 209
Ll 175 k5% 171 fit 8] 175 PEfEG 136 AFE 191
1 175 NI 171 (75 174 BE 133 AP 178
T4 170 il 167 TRIFES 172 HRTF 119 Hi 166
ik 168 R 166 e 168 BELL 7N 118 A 164
(N 163 IR 158 & 157 % 118 thizk 161
A 161 A58 155 mES 156 e 117 Al 159
e 141 52X 153 {HE—F 139 {387 115 AL 159
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o B AR HEJS (4 0 R FE R IX | VLSRR R R X RE L FEX 8 ] S X VIR A (6 4))
HEAT T IR BAL AT LDA SRS AT. 1%, $REC T miditial, aX el 1 I 2ot & A5 X 503 A
FPBPTLE . RIS, AT 7K 3R X 2 (R (AR DG, R I T Wit 25 S vl R S R] s AR ABAPE . E R
TR B RE R, LU T S SR E SRR, WA A B A AN A, DA R B A e B R R
R, AT &FIX ISR, FEPIH TR s DR, Wk 6 FTR.

T X AR AE T AT IR NI, AT DA DU S I T i Ui A R R v RS 1
RGN, AbA DRGSR, RBIRS, IERDRIHE R ORIF R IS BE s Habk i B4R LK R
RIS BN R, WA MR 1 AR IR AL SR, o AL X AR SO ez
AN BRT BRKOEAL, WEMHEMRIISC . Ea. BURERIFAR AT EAL. A1 ERe s a4
WRIRIG AT PRI AR, B NSRRI, Bk, S5 X R 7R TF R e BRI, 78 40 % RE L] 58
TP AR FARIREE, SPUFAEAS IR, MR, GH. BRI R &SRR, Fit, f4ts A
S Gt Bt BARSS, FE RIS R, IREZEAAEAR K ARIESSE, FTEFEEN. Ay
R RAR SCIGIE 20630, DAL 51 B8 200 2 iR AR R

S5 DL b = AN 3 R i SRR AR (1) 43 AT, T AR I SHATE A it T P i 2025 3 e e e d R v ) e 25 I
T ACE REE E ORI VIR DA SR A . X BRI, TEIRAURIFIRSGS R, RIX L R
WRNIX TR, SRTHIRSS s (R BAR TR, EE iR A, DA R AT R, A
P A5 B 7 (T R R A, % 55 DX A SR BN X 35 X it v i ) el e R SO B, R 3L, REEER
J&. 1% “HHBhR R R, fiRAE. EHR% MR, 24 E N 2 TR,
A& FHEEMRIE B T 5

2.6. BIEFREIRIIEXM ST

T ERA BRI L OGP R bR (A N ZESCIRG, I Python o numpy ZEFI pandas X i 46 24
HHAT T BRI AL E AN GBI Pearson Aok REUX —Giit &, B T RRRFIESECS N E bR 2 T FIAH
KMk, Pearson #HO¢ REEUEVEFIE-1 B 1 28], HEERRIEMHS, FUERRFAER, 1o Wk
NTCAH R

EBIE AT RE S, B2 7 —NHME: 24 Pearson RELZAHHE /N T 0.2 I, K5 FLAL AR 59 S 5]
TCHH N, FEAE 5 S HERRIX LR E S 2. X — SR AR A T B TS R, 98 TS A,
WP TR B T R R P, AT AR TR S B S R R A% B v A e LTI T 5%

K 3 BRI TR E, BEENHMER T S8R Z AR . B e LLE H, KE e bs
Z 1) I R R AR R AR DG A o FL B PP 2R ANV 43 2 [A] R AH SG M DGR 2.3, Pearson #H G & #1114 0.9,
ORGSR IEAI G R, RGP PPaellesy, SF o AR RS .

AN, FAPFR R AR RIS L 2 IR S R IEA GO R, IR 3R B I RO S 5 AR R 1
JEARIRI, ABATTTE A AT REE % 1Ay QRIS RS, TS N2 S PR R . X 2DAER T
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Figure 3. Heat map of correlation between various scenic spots
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AR FEAEIRN BT PEAE MR IT H H RPN T R EUIR S, R0 33 B T EEMRRR (i 5 ORI . AR
NIRIERERE, HAPe o LS K S S SO S R B R A B, KRR
RFMEERIL, dE TIRIERIERER. A, BRIk DiEd. BRrRETr, X
TR 8. BRI, M — AL TV AR IR B 00 3 D 18 s A7 Jak ] LR AR U L

Huiis E ARSI, W1 BosonNLP. G5 K%% NTUSD {44 Hr IR i i UK EN Hownet 15
AR A, BAREA —E A, (R DL e AT m FEMOIR I TS R BRI RIA Ty K. S, ANEFFELA
FNI Hownet 158417 SR LR, S5 S FEMRIEPFB I SEPRIE DL, HEAT TS BUA L) B ST 70, /8 e 8L
WL 7w, 2% CHEWPHRITRL, AT BRI BRI ME R BN 2 4, TR AR AR -2 4.

17 B S AN — B AR RN AR VRN ORISR 1E BT B Lo HF 155 B R] B 53 D9 AR 15 2] A
TR ], (EX R TR I BT, 6T IR A A IO BT R R AN 1 . A FO TG A R A
SRETFRAE A TR, A R RSN KA 77, e R AERRAX AN
RANZER T, %0 B EE, MR HERE “Lm”7 , JEARERZIERF, SARXEARE, F
TR T MG TG “SENE 7 AT FE R CORANT o HH TR R ] R A 15 R 4
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JIT DA 5 24 (0175 IR PT DI o A P R3] PR A (IR AR N 58, BB 157 5 ) 36 RS JRR] (O i IR ERAS 21
{E5, FEEERIRE B IR 0 IR 2 9, A RS iom L AR B B3R an] iR L A Al . AT 7T
LSNP FE 2 e ] S A BE Al IFARSE 5T AU GORHRIACHIE 78 SEBRIB UM ol , KRR B Rl 43 B 5 A
FE R T3& M AOBUE, R REAA Sk 8 P

Table 7. Classification and score setting of emotion words

7. BRI LR ERE

1 k] 15 kin] (B ) rEBE
Btk Ky I EE ERS UL AR RS B MR 2
THR B, L Bt MZ. 12, AL NG AREEL B -2

Table 8. Classification of degree adverbs and their weight distribution
= 8. BERERARH 2L RERESE

TR TR B ] (5 2)) BUE RN

H¢(Most) W dEW . E4. HaXt. Jigr 2

1B (Very) EN TNy N 15

% (More) Lok, @, k. 2 1.25

T (Slightly) L N e N - Ry 0.5
M (insufficiently) Rl X, 22, 55 B 0.25

I, e B AT b th s A . BRI R, (HARE R SR B R, W
R XA, AT MR ERB RN o BB S A RO E R E, BRI
AR JFOR B EAUR, X T R B G B BAR TR R R . W CARRAEIRT L, A
AT AENTEEREM T R, R CAEXRT A R RENTEIR R, g B IREE L A 2 T
FEEEMIAE, MARRSERISE, WL EREmE, SRR, FEREEA K. W AR
BT oA, YR BT R, BREAR R B BT o AR AEONREEERIRIL T A i
Fehmag, HZ AR AR AR X AMREEE IR B E AT R A R A — € I HIK[10]. “AMR
BN EAEBEETIRRIL T CERT RAEE, (HRERE LR T CERT XAMER, 55T IR
B RXAEIRAETE . Fr AR FUE I ARSI BORE, B 1E A T AT ST 1 e 1 A g, R
FOAT 7R, A N 9 R .

Table 9. Dictionary of negative words and their scores
9. BERRARENE

75 8 W (B 4Y) IHE RN
A -1
% -1
=T -1
E[B -1
MA -1

LR EPTA,  AHIE T T MR T H PP IR R AR A S, 45 SR P R R A SR 5 1]
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g, ONEEMIR IR E MR AT R O TAT IR0 IR, AT BT SE A MR i e 1) 1 SR 1 AT R
R AR SRR AR A o

3.2. FBRMESEERT

FE AW TR i P I Rl i 2 5, MR AN R I U A e, it 1 — B RS T 57
o G ETTE BRSPS R 25 PP IR OISR, JF25 TR SCIRAN BERE, 256 A0 T SEPR R K
T — BB RMERIR B R R . BUN R BAKRI St 3R -

1) SORTRALE: 56, W) POEEMRS SR PR AT SCA A, A jieba 73] T H (R 245 A
)7 5 B SCAREAT 03], T RCRT 5 820 M B SCAR T

2) WEEGERMC: 2, KR ORI G A L, RSO R E ARt AR R AR 1 17 A

3) FERZRIARA S B, RAEFEEERAE M, DLOARCRIR ARy G, BRI R R A F 2
Vi SR O RE PRI o A AFAERE L IR, DU 0 W B R o 7 SR R AT A I A P PO TR T 2

4) FEEPUNEIRAE: SR, RIS A S, DU BGR DRGSR A A2 AR T E
o — BRI B 2, KRR 2 0 175 AL AT B 1) B BE M A

5) AT TRAEAALEE: SR, Rl oQEITFR PR EEE “2 7 0 1 7 S SR
BT . RS AT IR PIRIE B B (A1, PItL, — EAGINBIZEeqT5, R Ban % H 247
—RE RN, DS BRI R K ) AR AL

6) AN RMETHS: X TR A, TRRHARRE, BRI IR e AR 25 T A R (B A,
MG 2% 20 R FR 156 F AT

7) PR RS RS LR TR, KPR BT 2 A S S AN, 75 B PP IR I B RS 7).

8) MR f)m, RAEEHEAED MR, KBIHe =3 BIEEED NIERHIPF I
WA “UFPR” s RN TEIIVFRECAE N “ZVET s AR N FIIVFR AN AT o X307
FARAE T B 7RO 5 R R R iR AR

3.3. ZERNHr

FE4RZ ERNIE-BILSTM-DPCNN #E RS I 73 T AE 55 h KA RIS, ASHIE FERE XA B AR 21T iR
M T — AL T O, JF AR T A A T AN R R AR . BRI R, B F 15,496
VRSO, EE THEM 1L ANAFRRS S, PRI = A E BRI AREBHE. Er
PRI R P R PP

DR S I A5 R HERVERI ] 521, ARBE TR 1 PR B A BB N SR . o8, SRR
AT T AR, EIEERICRTAR S AF R LR AR S IR, DAY M SRR AR )
REEE . B, FIFAE 015 B S0 AL RS B SCARHEAT 195 BebmiE, i DR B0 42 R E i S Ui 2%
() FL S SR AR

AR, AWFFRA T ERNIE-BILSTM-DPCNN A, ix—fi# 454 T ERNIE (Enhanced
Representation through kNowledge Integration) [ 58 K i X % 7~ & /7 . BiLSTM (Bidirectional Long
Short-Term Memory)Xf SCA | R 3 A5 B HIH#HE A8 /1 LA & DPCNN (Deep Pyramid Convolutional Neural Net-
work) (IR JZFFAESEHLAE /7o IX PR & 2240 45 B e A7 RO 2 B SO K BE B IR OC &R, JF42 2]
B FE RIER R .

RN G R, RH TH#HEAENTTR, SRS 32 MEA. RHTPEERE, BET
Dropout %4 0.5, Ffik#% 1 250 MM S RI= IR A M E 4. FIR, & T require_improvement Z:4§
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Figure 4. Loss function

B 4. RKEH
FERERIERE AL 7 D, SR 7 HERSR . H R FL (X =AMsiEfabr . Sei s R EoR, BB NI
BEAT, WNIZREEAN ISR B 2K bR BUE R R, RN R Ae e HA R SRk 4 fiE 5 fros. [
I, BEEISARREUE N, I ZREEAIIE A I HER A Z AR =, IR AR RIRBOA S 700 I THE -
2, (RN L, HREAS T 93.23% I HEM % .
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[E 5. MR

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2024.133052 560 PRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2024.133052

At 45

Table 10. Performance of ERNIE-BiLSTM-DPCNN model
%% 10. ERNIE-BILSTM-DPCNN #&&!{f ¢

5 A ) Precision(%) Recall(%) F1 {H(%) PR
TR AR % 93.23% 96.83% 95.00% 2019
Fh 1 73.26% 72.84% 73.05% 143
TH ARG 85.70% 92.35% 88.9 837

BARRE , R RUAE AR 86 o P13 BRI AR I 13 = AN 28 331 1 FLAE 43 1 95%- 73.05% 11 88.90%
BN 10 fis, ixXuesk B E, ERNIE-BILSTM-DPCNN AU 7E bR 5 s pP i B g Rl o, Ry
TREAf HH E R0 73 SAN TR AT 17 (1) VP8 o X —BF FEANVXERAIE | ERNIE-BILSTM-DPCNN AU E 1 1243 4
RS AR, OB SR BB B T HR AL T8 (0 7 v A L .

3.4. BRSFIFN SHEXEIN

5T ERNIE-BILSTM-DPCNN 5885055 Jif 2 P (R A AR B m) 38, R DA A vt 4 Ui 2 0t S5t [X
25 (R HLARIERSZ, R4 et BT B dE . DA RN &N S X IR S5 VP A R 1L

FRAE VIR X PFRLLE] &, R BRI 1 R R U0 B B B o 55 X B4k SR AR KR A FH
M55, [RIE, AN ZARAR AR P18 T BE B ) e o A A A BT IR RSP, St IXCRT DAFZ AR
WHEM RGO AL W VR I H - 3R THIR 471555

HPEAE VTR TR PR PR S SRt i R S X S L T TR R B S B o 0 T IR VPR, BEIX RIR
NFZIRUF 2 IR TEAN R SEAG 25 BRIV, RO 2 I ELSERR R, JF4R L R B IR 55 5Fms, LA HOORE r 1 175 Uk
AL R R

THIRAE VP RO S XA E AL 5y, RO BT B R TR AN A, 5 XM
BEXFIX PR AT PR I 08T, R A AR B S RDTAR, VB NSO E . i, xR
L RT3 e o] S A SRR L R S X, ST RIA A AR R, A it IRSBSASSESE, IF
B 0 A T ) SRR i, B R 2 SR AR

BRI

1) BRI EEORSF: X T U LSRR K Ll i R S X, Mgk SR 4ERp IR IR S5 o, add s S [
iR PP, A DR AR 55 Uk 223 2 B R 2 RS EE

2) WAL T RS R s B X, W R, ROE RS R VTR
RN T RIEE RSB R R, R ] e SRms, WA IR i S InE EaE3haE, DL IO o vt
JREA ARG R

3) VHIRIB R KTV AR SR A i () S X, ISR e S8+ A U A B ) I, i S
BT ) CSCRE S T, D AN AR SRENE . BRI A . PRI A TARSS KPS, IR, SRR R 5O AL
B, ORI A B R

I DA RS S, S5 DR RS R IR A I R B AR, R E B SE g IR AL, [H]
I, X AR R I PR P 4R 8 R R AT 2 M 2 T IR R

4. 45y

AW FCRN ST T HERE I LT PHEEMOR I AR M R R iR PR Bt & AR Al 2 (R A
A L A, AT A EE MR H IR 51 D SRS . AR A I TR B il UL
KR LDA EBRERYRHE 0 55053, W2 (PR SCARBARREAT IR A IR AT o 38 I 2 57 15 Ik

T
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A ERWFEF BB LTI Lok, ERFBEUR D, AT E 70 T 20 i i R 96 R B T
k. XEY, REEARKREEIEES, (AAEREAE. RS RESTT A T MR N T 5%
DX PR AT 5 82 AR ARl AR B AR SR T, SR U X RS RE P T AR RIS, o B AR BRI R fRyy e
G BERDL AL, FROCHIREL . X IR ARSI, DL T B I AT HEBA L 5L, AT S T 25 o T

E&ImHE
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