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Abstract

This paper collects GDP of Beijing data from the first quarter of 2010 to the first quarter of 2022,
analyzing the GDP trends and the contribution of various industries. The conclusion that the ter-
tiary industry contributes the most to Beijing’s GDP is drawn. After the period by period and sea-
sonal difference, the ARIMA(1,1,1)(0,1,1)+ was established as the optimal model according to the
AIC criteria, and MAPE was used as the evaluation model index, and used to predict the situation of
GDP in Beijing in the third quarters of 2022 and 2023.
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1. 518

2022 £ 1 A, b ARBURF R AT T (bt 2022 4E [ R4 5 At 2 & iRl s ) [1] (LR fafk “db
I 2022 FFATERIETFRIRG 7 ). W 2022 4FFE R TAESEH 7B 2R AE Hhr. Hhigs). (REFETHEAT
FEAFRX]), A AN B, BER AL 5T b X A P (B AR 7E 5% |

EEAEAEE SR KRR 2 —, HERENEFHEARIFRXARZ R EREX, #H7E
TR 257 K R M BR AR o BA 2021 42 0451, b st X AR P B A B T 4 J342 L b, B3 T B e %,
BRI R v T A PR 1

DAt , b3 B 22350 R IR L — s R P b5 [ 5 e S JEAF DG, 7F 0 R R 0 T 2 M [X P 26 7= e
AR T A T BUM A 257 R BT 2 MR, senbfEsh e s m s R g, Woile F—EEAR
X 2GR R B bR P A R SR T S, OIS I R R 50kt 4 E e BN TE/E R . R
H SARIMA AL BT AT AL P~ i, BN SERZ HE L, AXSHHEEE2]. BKEHE3].
XA 415 NI T BB AN 72 538, R 49 b st X Z5 5 A = B A 1] 2 510Gy R 2o M 45 72l
of bRl XA P B A DTRRTE DL o FH 22 00 A0 3R (P BT B {SAGH e A5 8L (B B R 28, g i LA
B ARIMA(L,1,1)(0,1,1), 554 o AR SC M 75 THIXH RS B DL 185 DL HEAT AR 56, 759t A AR ADL4 F3E 4t vmn ) 285
W, FFERTHM 2022 4FJ5 = AN 2023 4 AL st X AR PR SR L, TG A SEBR I I ZAR A AT R
A

2. BIREBME iR

AP MR AR A B X (B X)) A A BT A 5 I TP A B 7 R 55 O (LA AN, Rl
AHIWT 2235 R AT S o WO b o S I 2R bR m] DLW X 22 50 R A BRI, mT A X A= 7 BV
FILEL RS 0 73 A R 2t XA 7P M 85, H T R SROxT P A ] B 5 (Bl X)) R A e A 0 VPR 22 BT Iz AT IR
DUB) Iz IR L o AL, JER 2022 SR TR VRIS T BRI 7O IE AR R K

XTF—AMEXME, £ SMERZ ) GDP; HRN T — XM &, A SE R X A Sl .
P R STTE e 8, REREXEA AR, HEl, GDP HEIIVETEA =M. SCHNE. L
MAEPHEB], =M ITERAEA — . TR BRI, Frit5ti i) GDP Hudl N iZ e — B .
BARESEP S AR R 2 22, (HRMEERTRVEH A, X8 5 2o 45 R m A K. FE
H AR A% 5 GDP, FESEBRAZ S AR, 8% LU A R S, R 5 T 5=k
{6, e ezt X A el Bk as{anr.

GDP (st X A= i) = 28— 7MiM + 25 = MEinfe + =g e (!

2.1, BIERiIR
X T AU B XA = L A 2R 7 B % P g B Bl T AR BT G it )= B 7 Xt ) 2
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K AL IRI. A & RAN, RVBA R AR, DR E AR B AR AT AR, AR R
TR 2 b R, A BRI X A A . AT, 153 T 2010 R
FEA 2022 5, It 49 NFREMALRTIX AR S B o AR S AR AT 7 A AT T AR A
ffi, HARKR I AL,

2.2, tFMXEF~SEGES

AR IR AL B0, 28015 1 JreeBmE 2 R, DU EDW S b st it X A 7= B
HPRBLAN Bl o A o

2.2.1. JLHTHIXAE = B EIR

MIE LR, R 2020 AR5 — 2R B e 2 i O RS A5 77, A 2020 4R58 —ZR ¥ A= Rl
AL R F% 4.14%%1, dbntHh XA P~ B ()7 51 34k 2 BT, SR RN ZTT R s . BaEE
— R XA B BT HA = AT, BT L —E SRR . T E T EIE 0 N R R
RIS . BT R E M g B, AR~ D@ R R TR T, AT — A iR a4 B R 1L,
HPRRAELEE IR, (2 TR A ES), LUhm s PR i A = i . Fon BRI &R,
RN X £ 52 B FEFE RS, A ATF A G o
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Figure 1. Line map of GDP in Beijing
1. bR XA = B ET&E

2.2.2. JLRMIXE = SEARIER

NI SE A PR AL PR BB R DT, 2 HIAOIR SR TR B REAT B . R 2w, SR =g g 2 B
AL BT X AR P SE I R B, HIA R 70% K& LA E, R 2022 SEEE 2R E Ak A, 5B =
5 LEIE $1] 85.84% . 31X 5 AL K 7 K S i 1) 3k R 25 M« e RHREr AR A R BUR E BER W] 4 1 . AB BT 2022
LG R TR VAR B B R B AR R R R, TR IR, X bR B
=R AR AL S R RIS 77, HAE PR BB T & e gk s BT
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Figure 2. Cluster bars (Unit: %)
& 2. FIRERE(RLL: %)

Bl LR AR BT T PR, A 2010 RS — 2R 23%0% 2 2022 AR —ZRAE ) 14%, 12 4F
B HGRRER T 8%, It ARk BRI SRR — 7 T, A& BT 5 = BUER e b R T B D, S
Pl T AR N 00T, S AEE TR ARIS RR BRI Ay 0 HARA % LAEHEARER) AR
R LARALANE, A5 P EARR MR, 58—k AR A, ol e i T, b
be— B A TRARAK . Hdr 2010 55 DYZRPE &t i 0.99%, (Lt ANEE 1%. X 5Ib ki tb iz
FERRBE A . @EIET, B, U2 DA DA R AR . JE R
W R I X 2 —, B R B2 B T A ) R B ARAE (b TS =k i A
BAE AR AL 93,547.90 A, 54T A A 5.7%.

RMARORE, RSN R EEEMKES =, REF =l Uk RE, LR hif&Esrsaes
LTI IE K o

3. BEMESHRE

AR()MA H5 7Y S AJF 55 I 8] 56 71 Hicds 1 8 35 07 v, 2t [ [m] RS AR (AR) A% BT S B B (MA) I A BLSS
&, EHTHRKIEE. 465 1kE, bt X A aEZ=EHEE RA W BN Es . &M
KERE, SAR(DMA R 2] 7 Z45 Pk R K 520, A e R AL Al UG 5 SR TN 5 k. 4552
o CHR[61AN 22 SCHR[ 71 R BOR AR ], e 1 A SO 7e I A I L I8 3 s
3.1. B 5KRIe

37 SAR(DMA R, ¥ 2 T %0 1) 7 ) B 4% T Ra ORI o DR 75 ek b s (X A2 7 Bl R 511{ G}
BEAT PR PERG I8 o
3.1.1. BIEREELE

PR 2 i, BE2HAERE, EEFhRESHEESEEE. SitE BN, BIENNE

KHFE, #50F (Q -15IQR)U(Q, +1.5IQR) JulBl 2 4b, MY AKHE N FHE. b, QIRE FINs
fi%, QuARE LU %k, IQR (Inter quartile range) WP 7%, IQR=Q,-Q, .
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Figure 3. Study flow chart
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Figure 4. Box diagram
4. EXE

M o S 1 K e/ w2 ¢ €PN 1 D 5 2 B R s SR ¥ o

3.1.2. FRMRE
SERMERY 36 TR R ADF K% (Augmented Dickey-Fuller test), FH TR 5 412 & P44, BEHER: A3 597
AT BEAEAE RO B AT S . FIFH SPSSPRO Bk, it FEFI{GY AT A ERG I8 . K645 22 1 fis:

Table 1. Original sequence ADF test
#* 1. [R5 ADF 138

e &
FHI{G} t1E p
1% 5% 10%
1.056 0.995 -3.593 -2.932 -2.604

Pk Gt BE 10 p A 0.995 > 0.05, K HIFE 95%(1 23 F, {GYARTRTH. X—E5 thi] LU
1 EMHIE: B A2 B Sed— XN bR s Rk i 20 7 SI{G AT 22 4 Ab 2, B
AG, =G, -G, @)

Table 2. First-order phase-by-phase differential sequence ADF test
= 2. —MZEEAE S F5 ADF 818

Il 4B
F#3I{dG} 18 pfE
1% 5% 10%
—3.980 0.002 —3.593 -2.932 —2.604
Table 3. First-order phase-by-phase differential-season differential ADF test
3. —MBEEES—RFETES ADF 816
Il 4B
F#3{SdG} tfE pfE
1% 5% 10%
—3.562 0.007 —-3.639 —2.951 —2.614
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Autocorrelation Partial Correlation AC PAC Q-Stat Prob
[ s 1 -0.540 -0.540 14.891 0.000
I | I | 2 0.121 -0.240 15.659 0.000
J | | 3 -0.501 -0.824 29.054 0.000
I |r 4 0904 0.561 73.630 0.000
| I | 5 -0.563 -0.182 91.331 0.000

I | |1 | 6 0.125 -0.243 92.219 0.000
J | I | 7 -0.433 -0.069 103.17 0.000
[ | [ 8 0.806 -0.310 142.11 0.000
s =] 9 -0.499 0.223 157.46 0.000
o oo 10 0.136 0.043 158.62 0.000
s I 11 -0.373 -0.016 167.64 0.000
| [ ol 12 0.693 0.002 199.64 0.000
| I | 13 -0.447 -0.092 213.35 0.000

I | I | 14 0.126 0.076 214.48 0.000
| I | 15 -0.328 0.016 222.32 0.000

I I | 16 0.596 0.020 248.96 0.000
s I o 17 -0.390 0.023 260.76 0.000
J‘ |1 I 18 0.111 -0.122 261.73 0.000

| I | 19 -0.278 0.033 268.15 0.000
Id- |1 | 20 0.500 -0.151 289.61 0.000
| I I 21 -0.324 0.027 298.96 0.000

o I 22 0.090 -0.038 299.70 0.000
o P 23 -0.225 -0.073 304.54 0.000
| s 24 0.398 -0.122 320.41 0.000

Figure 5. {dG} sequence ACF plots and PACF plots
5. {dG}F%! ACF [ElF1 PACF

PATRF— BB = 5 {dGHF FAT T Ra AR g, SR & 2. M p i <« 0.05, BI{dG}Y A THaF
. & 5 & Eviews AT XS PP AI{dG Y2 il (¥ H AH K B (ACF) A E ARSI (PACF), i Ja B ¥ k = 4, 8,
12 I HEAS H AR R 2 50207309 0.904, 0.806, 0.693 5 0 7 & V22 53, RUIIZF ST N 4 193130,
it B PP AT R 0, B

AA'G, =AG, -AG, ,
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PAC

Q-Stat Prob
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Figure 6. {SdG} sequence ACF plots and PACF plots
6. {SAG}F%I| ACF [&E|F1 PACF
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AT — B 22 5y — IR FE 20 Ja {SAGY P A AT PRtk ke g, ke g RIWE 3. HAR A&
M pfH < 005 Z&E6KE, HARAHTEHRESGES, EENA LA, ERETEIEEA .
RIALE 5% B E/KF T, ZTHIN T Jaak P 5I{SIGHA i SARIMA FiHY,

3.2. RBEST

SARIMA R JRFR =T 22 43 B AT B 7388, 5 F TR A B et e b o BRI 6 N4 p.
d. g. P. D\ Q, Hrp RmEEIAMIIE, q RABIFHRITE, dRRTFIKETNE, P RRE
FE BRI, Q RAREN BRI FHINITEL, D RRTHIZENZ 5 1R E, MTZETMN s 1 SARIMA
ALY ARIMA(p,d,q)(P,D,Q), B ik &L AN[8]:

0, (L) A (L)(1-L)" (1-B°) y, =6, (L) By (L) 4 @)
HHb oy BARRIE AT
FHIAEIARSY: ¢, (L)=1-gL-p*——p L (5)
K AKHE IS 0, (L)=1-6L-6,l> —--—6,L° (6)
FFHIE RIS A, (L) =1-a, L -y L = =t L ©)
FEIIET R FIIM S By (L) =1-BiL0 = B2 == B L (®)
Horh p NAMEFE S, L AT CMEBIZE S H 7RG — B2 20 55 7] BLUE SOR:
Ay=1-L 9)
WP A{GY—PriZ M ZD 51 M-
AG, =(1-L)G, =G, -G, (10)
PABEHE, X108 s Bl R A{G}— Ik &= 7 H 14
AG =(1-1°)G, =G, -G, (11)

3.2.1. ERMBIAE

K —rid 12 —IRETE 0 G T 5 v FRT 51, Bithd =1, D = 1. i FR)s 7511 ACF
KA PACF EISkE, BRIHLEp = 1, BaPmitig = 1. XFHEP M Q, AIfi AIC (Akaike
information criterion) A AL & 8 R HEATHAE . AIC 15 BAEN & H A2 7R 5L R BIaL, H F T B
R . BRGNS PR Q AKT 2, L@k, EH AIC /N R BN (I fE Atk
R4

Table 4. AIC and R? at different orders
&= 4. REIMET AIC #1 R?

ARIMA(p,d,q)(P,D,Q), AIC BIC R?
ARIMA(L,1,1)(1,1,1), 625.179 634.100 0.912
ARIMA(L,1,1)(1,1,0), 623.088 630.225 0.913
ARIMA(L,1,1)(0,1,1), 623.053 630.190 0.913
ARIMA(L,1,1)(2,1,1)4 626.901 637.606 0.913
ARIMA(L,1,1)(1,1,2)4 626.893 637.598 0.913
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Continued
ARIMA(1,1,1)(2,1,2), 627.392 639.881 0.913
ARIMA(1,1,1)(2,1,0), 624.943 633.864 0.913
ARIMA(1,1,1)(0,1,2), 625.040 633.961 0.913

M 4aH, {P=0, Q=1/, AICERH/N, REK, FHE ARIMA(L,1,1)(0,1,1), %,

3.2.2. BEESHMAT
ARIMA(1,1,1)(0,1,1), B A b5 4 NS o, 6, B, FIH % Co FIH SPSSPRO % fF, #fisg P =0,
Q=1H 4 M35 ZRWT:

Table 5. ARIMA (1,1,1) (0,1,1), model parameter table
5. ARIMA(L,1,1)(0,1,1), iR BV B ¥R

B ARM PRAEIR z P 95%E {5 TR 95% & {5 FR
ar.L1 0.500 0.116 4.300 0.0007" 0.272 0.728
ma.L1 -1.000 0.141 —7.089 0.0007" -1.276 -0.723

ma.S.L4 -0.121 0.098 ~1.232 0.218 -0.314 0.072
sigma2 64028.121 0.000 29101107073.097  0.000™" 64028.121 64028.121

TV TN T BIARER 1%, 5%, 10%I1) 5 K

e 5, FAKMN SARIMA BT 72N
(1-05L)(1-L)(1-L")(G, -64028.12) = (1+L)(1+0.12L* ) 1 (12)

3.3. EREKIY

R AR, WAMERTNEREASE RN, RIIMIUEES i mZE . 5k 275
MNHEANT, aalitE gt & MAPE 1 Q6.

331 HAESEZEMNL

AT LK A A 2 — oK B R, AR BV U B X E AR A 0 R o SUAE T LR 3R A2,

K7 G2 HEan T HSUE, BEVCREMATRERL . AR R ZE G, S5
o, B RANEOVNVN BB I FH 148 AR , AR SCKF 34800 F 43 L% 25 (Mean Absolute Percentage Error,
fEIFX MAPE)E N IFAN 847 o

MAPE 5 F T 7 S AR 58 5 B Sl 2 () B HORE FE I FR bR, & H T EE 3 B U (4 BEA N
0), HE 2/ WHUMATEE M [0,40) . MAPE HUE /N, LA 5 B fE 2 R FERR /DN, BRI & AR

HAF. 24 MAPE > 5000, H#EARLiZA . HEAHE AR T
MAPE :12": G =Gl 100% (13)
niz Gi

Hoefn o MIME RO, G FRRFHIT S | MR G, G FRH i DS,
404 6 s, MAPE = 3.96%, BIPPH TRk -FHMmMES S 4%, MG SHEHMmES, WY
RS ROR BT
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Figure 7. Model fitting and prediction plots
E 7. BB EFITUNE

Table 6. MAPE values
% 6. % MAPE &

n MAPE &
48 3.96%

3.3.2. BRERE

M7 FEA A ROR B, AR A2 BIBEALN R R, R R H ARG IR . RIER 22
e~N(01), JEF AW FH. BATH LMEBIGT & Q6, HIE N #k % B HT 6 B i HH 5% J Mok I Wi ik %
FEA A A MRS 5, S5 F

Table 7. Model Q6 statistic
F7.EE Q6 GitE

0 Gt & p &
Q6 0.249 0.614

HIZE 7 %0, SeitdE Q6 (1 p KT 0.05, REIFEEZ VKT 95%MI1HE Il N A AEHh 26 B (B ik,
BR300 R A MBRZE PP A A R, AR RIOCR LT
ZRE VL LT R, 2R A 0L A RO R A, R AT T A 2 B ARG

4, T

A SO R, IR H ARIMA(L,1,1)(0,1,1), BERSS 2022 48 J5 =25 K 2023 4E b ik
XA P= S E AT T, S5 R
72 8 o, TN -EAN 2 b X A 7= o 5B T34 . 2022 4R 55 DU 2 5 AR 72 R EDKS 2885 11,000 127C 5
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2023 4E 5 —Z A PR A BT 10,000 1278, 5 E—4E R K 6.14%.

Table 8. Prediction results
% 8. TUNER

B B () FRIUE (12 7T)
2022 fEH 2 B 10,783.727
2022 455 3 11,059.327
2022 fEHS 4 B 11,148.365
2023 fES 1 B 9991.522
2023 5 2 ZFJE 11,362.096
2023 fFEHI 3 B 11,637.869
2023 45 4 11,726.994

5. &R 5iHAA

ghify 2022 2R DX AR P B E AR B TR A 25 5, AHINJE 15t 2022 AL UH X AR P B
il 42,404.92 1276, [FIEL 2021 b5t 40,269.60 12 CHIAEF= B, H3E N 5.30%, 5kl 17 dbat 2022
FEL R R BT RIFR A b 5%k H bR, T 2023 FEAb U X A P Y 44,718.48 12T, [FLL 2022 4
1 TR B E 3535 A 5.46% .

BUEBIA SR B, AL TSR CAE B 77 Wl EAAE T 2022 4255 ALt &5 R . &
AW, dbET 2022 5 T F X A PR SN 9938.7 42T,  EETRIINMEAR, W2 T 7.84%, W T 5%,
HSARTT A2 o A ST AT LA S B A 5 HE R 93 BT Al 22 B s D SR R o 4 2022 435 — R FE I A 7 i
KFE, FIHEKIEERGET 5% [10], &5 sl 7 PRdrs, BIHRPIENESS, N 2022 Flbns
GEATR 7 kA, R B 5 5| PR T AL et DR 28 15 SR Aok . Rl 2022 4F 4 HIREHMIX . Bl X
S 15 NI AF LR B, S 2 H R e E SRS 50 B L b DA N RLIRER, IRZ TR
B G ,  000 A LA I8 R O s T B i, AN R PRI A . RAE— SR8 B T IkE 4
BRI AR, A58 R A S S 2 B — e R, 5 R S BRAE  RMEAR T T 4 2R .

ZE LETR, SARIMA BIRIRR TS R A A EEZNSHE RN, KTNERmESRK, FEE
DHITE T2 B A A 2 18 3 A1 AR 6 S AR 5 PRI A, TR TR R 1) 3 B0 oo A9 L AR SC ) SARIMA B
VA 2 R B ek il 98 P 1 0 B8 2R AR P B I o EUR R A, TN 4 SR AT T 4 52 I R DR TE T
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Table Al. Beijing’s GDP and industrial added value in 49 quarters (Unit: 100 million yuan)

FALONFEIRXREFRERE IS MEENM: 27T)

FE4 = Rt X A 7= VA B A BRI E FB=rEEiE
2010 TP 3177.2 13.9 745.9 2417.4
2010 B EJE 3607.3 29.6 801.9 2775.7
2010 =R 3847.5 36.2 928.6 2882.8
2010  EEPUZRSE 4332.0 43.1 756.7 3532.2
2011 BB 3680.2 15.3 832.8 2832.1
2011 TP 4188.4 32.4 884.3 3271.7
2011 = 44584 40.9 1009.7 3407.9
2011 HEDUZRRE 4861.8 45.9 836.5 3979.3
2012 TP 4105.5 17.3 885.2 3203.0
2012 B TEJE 4678.8 41.9 948.6 3688.3
2012 B=FE 4877.8 422 1094.9 3740.8
2012 EEPUZRSE 5362.6 47.0 927.3 4388.2
2013 TP 4584.4 19.3 969.4 3595.7
2013 TP 5235.4 48.6 1027.6 4159.1
2013 HEEEJE 5272.1 440 1183.5 4044.6
2013 HEPUFRpE 6042.7 479 987.8 5007.1
2014 BE—FE 4932.9 19.8 1023.2 3889.9
2014 B EJE 5594.3 49.1 1100.6 44445
2014  B=FE 5669.6 433 1261.9 4364.5
2014 EEPUZRSE 6729.2 47.0 1047.3 5635.0
2015 AP 5335.9 18.7 810.0 4507.2
2015 TP 6063.1 35.9 1118.0 4909.2
2015  B=FE 6144.4 423 1080.9 5021.2
2015 ERAES 7235.7 435 1410.9 5781.3
2016 E—FSE 5780.0 18.9 827.1 4934.0
2016 T FfE 6594.5 323 1160.9 5401.3
2016 =R 6778.1 40.4 1156.8 5580.9
2016  AEDUTRPE 7888.7 38.2 1521.0 6329.5
2017 WP 6465.7 18.1 925.3 5522.3
2017 TP 7161.9 31.4 1236.8 5893.7
2017 = 7535.9 37.4 1267.9 6230.6
2017 EAES 8719.5 35.0 1619.4 7065.1
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Continued
2018 HRR 72355 15.3 1006.7 6213.5
2018 e 8044.2 26.7 1365.8 6651.7
2018 e 8386.0 374 13734 6975.2
2018 EIES S 9440.4 41.2 17315 7667.7
2019 Eiai 7784.3 15.0 1087.2 6682.1
2019 A 8659.2 34.4 1420.6 7204.2
2019 e 9003.2 30.0 1473.3 7499.9
2019 EIES) 9924.6 34.3 1734.0 8156.3
2020  FE—FESE 7462.2 12.7 909.6 6539.9
2020 B 8743.4 27.7 1495.2 7220.5
2020 =R 9553.9 32.1 1512.4 8009.4
2020 EAIES S 10343.1 35.1 1799.2 8508.8
2021 Eiai 8915.9 13.2 1225.3 7677.4
2021 el 10312.1 27.2 2067.9 8217.0
2021 e 10525.0 30.9 1913.4 8580.7
2021 EIES) 10516.5 40.0 2062.0 84145
2022 HRR 9413.5 14.2 1318.6 8080.7
Table A2. Model fit values
F A2 {REMEE
Fn =E HEZT) MEE{ZTT) P22
2010 e 3607.3 3145.4708 12.80%
2010 B 38475 3584.0173 6.85%
2010 Al 43320 3834.1346 11.49%
2011 R 3680.2 5947.8689 61.62%
2011 W 4188.4 4180.1878 0.20%
2011 W= 4458.4 4459.2375 0.02%
2011 EHILES) S 4861.8 4948.2798 1.78%
2012 W 4105.5 4286.5976 4.41%
2012 R 4678.8 4681.8546 0.07%
2012 B 4877.8 4984.7195 2.19%
2012 AU 5362.6 5349.5887 0.24%
2013 R 4584.4 4648.3551 1.40%
2013 W 5235.4 5186.7487 0.93%
2013 W 5272.1 5441.6451 3.22%
2013 EHINES) S 6042.7 5818.2514 3.71%
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Continued
2014 B—IRp 4932.9 5209.3347 5.60%
2014 oI 5594.3 5661.9243 1.21%
2014 sl 5669.6 5725.2696 0.98%
2014 S 6729.2 6465.5919 3.92%
2015 R 5335.9 5574.4698 4.47%
2015 i35 6063.1 6057.9337 0.09%
2015 sl 6144.4 6165.5016 0.34%
2015 IS 7235.7 7188.7248 0.65%
2016 i 5780.0 5872.5705 1.60%
2016 -3 6594.5 6536.3952 0.88%
2016 i 6778.1 6667.0249 1.64%
2016 eSS 7888.7 7805.9665 1.05%
2017 o 6465.7 6379.8857 1.33%
2017 315 7161.9 7196.2590 0.48%
2017 sl 7535.9 7312.7013 2.96%
2017 g IS 8719.5 8529.3470 2.18%
2018 i 72355 7148.6244 1.20%
2018 33 8044.2 7831.3997 2.65%
2018 i 8386.0 8237.4099 1.77%
2018 S 9440.4 9412.5927 0.29%
2019 o 7784.3 7876.5702 1.19%
2019 oA 8659.2 8580.8732 0.90%
2019 B 9003.2 8964.9703 0.42%
2019 SEIUZRRE 9924.6 10035.6256 1.12%
2020 i 7462.2 8324.4939 11.56%
2020 8RR 87434 8753.1798 0.11%
2020 i 9553.9 9304.6810 2.61%
2020 g AES]S 10343.1 10483.5493 1.36%
2021 o 8915.9 8043.1544 9.79%
2021 e s 10312.1 9762.0385 5.33%
2021 sl 10525.0 10611.4257 0.82%
2021 SRR 10516.5 11146.3829 5.99%
2022 i 94135 9183.7925 2.44%
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