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A2:

GDP
%)

( 10 )
%)

(GDP %)

(GDP %)

1965

19
33
26
48

1970

10. 43

16

13

22
10
39
1965

20

22

1970

5127
3421

1706

1988

43

29

49

1987

10

21

12

42

1988

23

28

1988

114592
89841
11514
3333

9903

1965

18
11
47

1970

31

1965

14

1970

407
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20

12

49

1987

38

11

13
11
27
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26

22

1988

5888
4241

627

1965

28
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20

24

1970

440

390

50

1988
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21

22

15

37

1988

26

36

1988

20514
16101
2340
0

2100
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/GNP 12.2 29.6 26. 3 58.5 10. 8 56. 3
GNP 1.6 4.5 3.0 5.7 2.0 16.5
21.8 42.0 9.1 25.3 4.5 22.3
©) .
©) .
® .
1965 .
6)
©
A3:
( 10 O 33.69 |14.69 [1.03  [1.99 [20.85 [16.58
% ( )
1965~1980 9.3 8.2 0.3 1.7 4.4 2.9
1980~1988 6.0 —2.9 0.1 —0.6 9.4 0.4
1965 1988|1965  |1988  [1965  |1988
( %)
20 14 10 11 25 15
21 28 11 22 12 6
9 7 3 4 10 5
22 25 34 31 32 28
28 26 42 31 32 28
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9 21 13 20 35 18
83 31 81 63 59 37
2 18 0 2 2 26
7 30 6 15 1 19
1944~1964 .
1964 . ,
1969~1974. )
1974,
. distencao o
1979,
. arbetura
1982 o
1984, .
. 7232 ( 70%
) o
1985 ; — (PMDB)

Tancredo de Neves



. (Jose Sarney) o

1986 (Crusado) .
. 11
o 2
s (crawling peg deval-
uation) ,
1987 s ,
3 Bresser ,
s 2
1988: “ 9
(=1000 ), 17%
1987 o
1989 301 s
1990. ;
- o 3 1)
(Collor—de Mello) . .
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SEI ,

Coffey . P Correa do lago, L., A
(1988) . o
Evans. P (1979) .

Fritch, W  Framco. G. H. B (1988):

o

Hollerman. L (1988):

, Lexington , MA : Lexington Books
Robock S. H (1975):
Lexington, MA: Lexington Books

A4 1980—1989
GDP® GNP
(1985 )
1980 11. 412 9.6 2715 82.9
1981 10. 895 —4.5 2414 105. 6
1982 10. 966 0.7 2274 97.8
1983 10. 597 —3.4 1955 142.1
1984 11.128 5.0 1770 197.0
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GDpPY GNP
(1985 )
1985 12. 056 8.3 1670 226.9
1986 12. 957 7.5 1796 145. 0
1987 13. 436 3.7 1873 259. 2
1988 13. 410 —0.2 1965 618. 8
1989 13. 893 3.6 2001 1764. 9
@ 1980 ( )
1980 (1968~1973)
“ ? o .
10%. .
, 1989 o
, ,
)
1989~1990;
“ ” ; Gazeta Mercantal
A5 : 1980~1989
® ) B
@
1980(20132 22955 —2823 — 12806 0. 00005 14. 3
198123293 22091 1202 —11751 0. 00009 —3.5
198220175 19395 780 — 16312 0.00018 —4.2
1983(21899 15429 6470 —6837 0. 00058 89.6
198427005 13916 13089 42 0.00185 —3.5
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o © ®
1985(25639 13153 12486 —273 0. 00620 1.8
198622349 14044 8305 — 4477 0.01366 —42.5
198726213 15061 11152 —1.450 0.03923 59.5
198833789 14605 19184 4448 0.26238 38.5
198934392 18281 16111 2. 83400 11.5
@) . .
(@) .
® .
@ .
1986 ,
R 2 11 s
Boletam Mensal ;
“ ”
A6. 1: . . 1980~1988
1980(1981[1982]1983|1984|1985[1986(1987|1988
70. 8/ 80. 6| 92. 2| 97. 5[104. 3104. 6112. 0[123. 9114. 6
13.5[15.3/17.5[14. 2] 10.9 9.3 9.3 13.9 9.9
0.0 0.0 0.6] 2.6/ 4.2 4.6 4.5 4.0 3.3
16.6(19.8|23.1{21.5| 19.3 17.2 14.6 14. 4 11.5
/ 40. 7| 45.5|51.1/59. 1] 69.9 73.5 83.6 91. 6 89.8
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198011981 |1982|1983|1984 (1985|1986 (1987|1988

7.07.818.6[10.0(12.4|15.4{20.5|25.3|24.6

33.7137.7(142.5(49.1|57.5]58.1|63.1|66.3|65.3

14.7117.8119.1|13.1|13.6(12.8|11.7(12.1]18.3

6.817.4]17.513.7[4.5]|3.7]3.9]4.6]5.1

o 63.1(65.9|81.3]53.8|44.943.

w
ul
—~
o}
o
—
Do
o
=y
—

GNP (%) 30.6(31.9(35.8(50.1|52.3[48.2|41.7|39.4|30.7

9.2 110.7]10.8]10.5(10.0] 9.0 | 8.3 | 8.3 | 7.5

13.3(13.0(14.0|13.0(10.5|12.9|13.5]13.6|15.2

13.3116.2(13.1|11.3]13.19.3(9.2]7.8]9.9

9.219.1110.218.9(9.4]9.1{8.1]8.1/10.4

(0]
1989—1990
A6. 2 : s / (1988)°
787. 2 (53.2)
157. 4 (10.7)
105. 6 (7.2)
/ 99.9 (6.8)
/ 93.8 (6. 4)
330.5 (22.4)
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517.9 (35.2)
207. 8 (14. D
135. 4 (9.2)
174.7 (11.9)
167.0 (11.3)
1472.1
©)
s 1982 . 1988
1988
3 12, , 1989 ,
o 10 ,
(435.9 ),
(223.6 ) (130.3 )
Rubin S. M. “ i
; “ ” ( ; s
1989)
A7.1: : : 1975~1988
1975 1980 1985 1988
24.9 18.6 19.7 20.9
9.2 4.8 4.3 6.6
1.7 3.9 3.1 2.9
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2.8

2.

9

2.

3
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» 284

10. 7 7.0 6.5 9.5
1.9 1.4 1.6 2.6
2.7 1.9 1.9 2.7
0.0 0.4 9.9 0.9
1.9 3.4 3.4 4.6
0.8 1.9 1.6 2.3
0.9 1.9 2.9 0.8
0.9 2.4 1.9 1.0
6.7 15. 8 13.8 8.5
8.3 8.7 7.2 6.8
15.4 17. 4 27.1 25. 8
7.7 6.1 5.5 6.7
1.6 1.2 1.7 2.6
2.9 4.1 3.1 2.5
8.1 6.6 5.1 4.2
4.2 4.9 4.5 4.1
6.5 5.7 6.1 7.7
4.2 2.6 2.1 2.2
3.9 2.7 2.5 3.2
1.0 0.4 3.2 2.1
0.7 1.4 3.6 0.4
4.4 5.4 2.1 2.9
1.2 2.2 0.9 1.6
1.5 2.3 0.9 0.8
, 1950
40% 1980 ,
. 1981 18% R 1985 8.6%. 1960



A7.2; : , 1990

11.0

10. 6

17.5

13.2

. Gazeta Mercantil 1990. 8. 6

. 37.7%.,
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A8:

(1988, ) 73]
100 17
100—200 19
200—500 31
500—1000 17
1000—2000 10
2000 6
“ “, 1989
A9.1: : , 1980~1989
] @ ®
1980 1913. 2 411. 3 544. 0
1981 2525. 8 745. 2 587.2
1982 2922.3 1572. 1 864. 4
1983 1556. 5 690. 6 759. 0
1984 1598.0 473. 6 799.5
1985 1361. 6 542. 2 1139.2
1986 445.8 447.0 1272.9
1987 1216. 8 615.5 947. 8
1988 .- .- 1540. 04
1989 2400. 04
10—15% . 1986
. 1989 7,
. ( ) . 1990 7
@® ) .
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*, 1988

A9.2: : , , 1988
,
%)

o 293 (1.0 220 72
783 (2.6) 668 115

22710 (74.0) 14887 7823

2296 (7.5) 1711 584

2637 (8.6) 1891 745

2444 (8.0) 1670 774

4307 (14.0) 3015 1292

4166 (13.6) 2660 1506

2851 (9. 3) 1881 970

1404 (4. 6) 1043 361

764 (2.5) 439 325

1861 (6. 1) 821 1040

6315 (20. 6) 4616 1699

1672 (5.4) 1190 482

1170 (3.8) 869 301

2998 (9. 8) 2141 856

30703 20843 9860
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\ 1950 . .
. 1988 4%, 1950
50%
o) .
® .
® .
@ .
® .
©® .
@ .
® .
©) .
W) .
) .

Boletim Mensal (1989.3),

A9. 3. : : 1988
’
8900 (29.0)@ 5940 2560
4712 (15.4) 3159 1553
2958 (9. 6) 2416 543
2808 (9.2)® 1666 1142
1916 (6.2) 1047 869
30703 20843 9860
( ) s
. . 1951,

» 2388



44%,

Boletam Mensal (1989.3),

A9. 4. , 1988
o] @
11810 |1403 318 1019 66 1641
244 21 * % —1 * % 52
9004 1044 146 828 70 1304
506 —88 1 —23 —66 25
1739 202 13 167 22 259
977 163 * % 128 * % 135
1733 143 25 119 —1 220
477 130 * % 26 * % 50
1308 317 43 279 —5 342
2265 176 3 132 42 272
55 —1 * % —6 * % %
661 226 103 123 0 137
( ) 1272 78 64 25 —10 95

470 32 * % 46 * % 50
104 6 0 3 3 4

* % o

* 500000 o

) .

® .

7, 1989 8
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A9.5: . , , 1980~1988

’

1980 |7703 * % * % 337 * % 499
1981 |8235 * % * % 300 * % 519
1982 19290 1036 623 330 83 760
1983 9068 —150 194 —250 —94 134
1984 9377 384 225 72 87 503
1985 (9480 106 56 101 27 681
1986 9268 123 —74 —18 216 833
1987 10288 572 89 463 20 988
1988 |11810 1403 318 1019 66 1641
. « »g
1952~1959.; (Mau— Mau)
b o
1956 (1972 )
1962,
b o
1963. 12 12, o
1964 . , o
b
1965
’ o
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b

1966. 1920

1967 .

~

1970.

1971. 1970

1972,

1976

1973.

1974 .

1976,

o

o

b

1963 o

(1970~1974)

o

(capital issues committee)

1)
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1978

1981.

1982
1983

4.9%;

1984

1986 .

1984—2000

o

1988 .

stop bureau)

1964

o

(1984 —88)
5.6%,
1965

(blocked fund)

14

”  (one



1989. (1989 ~1993)
5.4%, “ ”  (participation for pro-
gress), s
1990, ,

, SFIP 1985 6

, 1988;
, 1987; s
Al10: : , 1980~1988
GNP
1
(1985 )

1980 44684 4.0 535 13. 8
1981 47600 6.5 497 11.8
1982 49629 4.3 435 20. 4
1983 50758 2.3 367 11. 5
1984 51159 0.8 331 10. 2
1985 54634 6.8 310 13.0
1986 57618 5.5 314 4.0
1987 60355 4.8 323 5.2
1988 63474 5.2 328 8.2
1989 66330 4.5 % % 10. 4
@O 1985 ( )

2934



, 1980
“ 7 (1964 ~1973)
1986 , 1985
b
o , 1986
“ ”(1989~1990) ;
“ ”
All: 1980~1989
© @
1980 1389 2590 —1201 — 887 75685 3.6
1981 1883 2081 —898 —560 102862 32.6
1982 1045 1603 —558 —305 127249 4.8
1983 979 1390 —411 —48 137959 —1.6
1984 1083 1529 —446 —126 157813 6.3
1985 988 1445 —458 —174 162843 —9.1
1986 1217 1649 —432 —69 160422 —8.0
1987 961 1755 —794 —491 165149
1988 1071 1975 —904 —454 185994 8.2
1150 2100 —950 —535 205700
@® N N .
&)
® .
1981 s “ 7 s
1989~1990,

» 204



Al12:

, 1980~1988

1

/GNP (%)

0.2

10. 6

28. 2|32. 3|35. 6|37.

52. 3|57. 8/65. 9/63.

o

. 2 |14. 8|15. 0j10.

1371
—
-3
—
[e]
Do

210.20.2]0.

w
ul
)
o
—
ul

. 8130. 2)30. 7|20.

.5/8.919.08.

ol

o

7

7

4

6

<
wl

22.0

9.9

12. 0]

44.

71.

20.

6.

11.

2

2

1

4

7

44.

77.

36.

0.

0.

8

6

0

2|3

e~
Do

e
w

21.8

0.0

0.0

”
s

1989~1990
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Al13.1: 1975~1988
1975 1980 1985 1988
10.1 11. 4 16.7 17.0
8.6 11. 4 11. 9 10. 2
12.2 11. 4 8.5 11.1
3.4 3.6 6.7 2.9
3.7 3.3 6.8 4.6
2.6 4.8 2.3 3.5
2. 2.5 3.2 2.6
0.8 1.7 3.3 3.4
1.4 1.4 6.8 1.8
0.7 1.3 3.5 2.9
9.4 0.7 2.0 2.0
2.0 0.8 0.8 1.2
20.1 16.9 15.2 17.9
7.8 8.1 8.3 8.1
7.2 6.4 7.1 4.6
7.8 17.5 3.3 1.1
8.6 10. 0 10. 3 11.3
2.8 3.4 3.7 6.5
14. 7 2.1 5.5 2.9
2.0 2.4 2.5 .6
3.6 3.9 3.4 5.2
0.4 0.7 4.5 2.5
0.0 0.8 10. 1 5. 4
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Al13.2: 1986~1989
1986 1988 1989 ( )
388. 3 244.5 203. 8
172.7 185. 2 271.9
N/A 114. 3 112.1
99.0 110. 3 101. 9
12. 6 26.1 13.6
24.2 25.1 N/A
14.1 18.6 22.1
10.9 11.9 16.3
11.5 11.5 16. 7
236. 6 395. 4 460. 2
207. 6 210. 4 299.1
88.0 138.0 175.0
64. 4 120. 6 152.0
41. 4 80.9 75.7
50.0 49.1 69. 4
32.6 43.7 56. 2
27.9 30.0 40.1
Al4.1: 1983 ~1989
1983 1985 1987 1989 ( )
231.1 240.9 257.0 257.1
3.5 4.8 4.4 4.1

2974



» 298

1983 1985 1987 1989 ( )
148. 8 158. 8 167.9 182.3
17.2 17.7 19. 2 22.4
60. 2 49.9 58. 2 67.4
N 80. 3 89. 7 99. 5 110. 3
55.0 55.7 58.1 69. 4
45.7 53.4 57.5 63.7
N 451.5 503.5 540. 9 582. 3
1093. 3 1174. 4 1262.7 1359.0
527. 8 574.6 624. 6 680. 6
565.5 599. 8 638.1 678. 4
1987 720 20 1400
* ” (working poor) , N
. 1990
14.2: 1969~1979
1969 10733 139 40 45 10967
1979 15112 59 50 117 15327
1981 9



Al4.3: 1964 ~1985
]
@ [©)] ®

1964 83. 4 X % % % * 106. 7
1975 91. 8 102.9 x % 106. 0 111.4
1976 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
1977 97.3 97.3 103.3 95. 87.1
1978 90. 4 86.9 92.1 90. 86.9
1979 92. 1 83.7 92. 6 90. 80. 4
1980 98. 6 84. 8 97. 6 86. 92. 1
1981 98.1 85.3 94.1 85. 82. 4
1982 90. 0 80. 0 82. 2 78. 72.0
1983 86. 7 78.6 78.6 77. 64. 6
1984 % % 76. 8 84. 2 77. 58.6
1985 % % 71.3 90. 3 76. 62. 2

® ,

)

©)

® 50

@ .

® 5 ) 1970

1980 ,
, 30%
9%,
, 1987
AlS; , , 1985~1989

1985 97 —20 2
1986 106 12 11

299«



1987

1988

1989

90

98

116

17

12

19

10

17

1947 .

1948 ~1953.:

1957

—1957

1961

N

1963~1965:

~ N

» 300



o

1963~1966. ( Do

b o

1966 s
1967 8 N . N
(ASEAN),
1968
. “ ”» (
)

1969: 5 13

(PERNAS)
1971, (NEP)
(1971~1975) ,
1990 , 30% .
2 BOVO 2
1970 , .
1975 ,
1976 (1976 ~1980)
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1981

o

(1981 ~1985)

1982. “

1985

1986 . ,

(D

1987.

1988
1989

1990,

: Cho. G (1990):

. Routledge,
Lim. D (1975):

o

(2

1986 —1995

(UMNO)

o

, Kuala Lumper,



o

Rao. B. V. V (1980) . 1947 —
1971 ,
Strange. S (1971) .
Wong. J (1979 ). )
A16: , 1980~1919
o GNP
(1985 )
1980 60398 7.4 2193 6.7
1981 64591 6.9 2237 9.7
1982 68429 5.9 2129 5.8
1983 72709 6.3 2052 3.7
1984 78349 7.8 2112 1.0
1985 77547 —1.0 1970 0.3
1986 78509 1.2 1816 0.7
1987 82675 5.3 1731 0.9
1988 89906 8.7 1765 2.0
1989 97522 8.5 1780 2.8
@ 1985 (M$) ( )
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Al7: 1980~1989
) ©) ® @
1980 12393 11602 791 —285 2.1769 8.6
1981 11734 13052 —1318 —2486 2.3041 0.4
1982 12027 14042 | —2015 —3061 2.3354 —0.2
1983 14100 14669 —569 —3497 2.3213 —1.6
1984 16484 14849 1635 —1671 2.3436 2.2
1985 15632 12746 2886 —613 2. 4830 —0.7
1986 13830 11447 2383 —122 2.5814 3.4
1987 17911 12506 5405 2633 2.5196 —2.5
1988 21110 16551 4559 1875 2.6188 11.1
1989 —145 2.7088 1.6
) N .
® .
(©) .
@ .
Al8: : 1980~1988
1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986 | 1987 |1988
6.6 9.2| 13.4| 18.0| 18.8| 20.5| 21.9| 22.7|20.5
1.4 1.6 1.7 3.0 2.5 2.7 2.4 2.0| 2.1
0 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.3] 0.1} 0 0 0
1.2] 1.6 3.2 2.7 2.8 3.0 2.9] 2.6] 2.3
/ 4.0 5.7 8.2| 11.9| 13.2] 14.7] 16.6| 18.0|16.1
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1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986 | 1987 |1988
1.4 1.7] 1.8] 2.1| 2.7| 3.3| 3.8| 4.5] 4.3
2.6 4.1] 6.4| 9.8| 10.6| 11.4| 12.8| 13.5[11.8
0.7 0.9 1.3| 1.7| 2.5| 5.1] 3.2| 4.2]5.4
0.3 0.4| 0.6| 0.7 1.1| 3.7| 1.8] 2.7|3.9
0.3 0.5| 0.7 0.9| 1.3] 1.5| 1.4| 1.5|1.5
DY 4.0 5.1 6.5 7.1] 81| 9.7 9.8] 7.9|6.8
/GNP
28.0] 38.2| 52.4| 63.6| 59.4| 70.5| 85.3| 75.9[66.0
(€Z3)
6.7| 7.6| 80| 7.1 7.4| 83| 83| 82]|5.1
13.8| 13.8| 11.4| 11.1| 14.7| 21.5| 14.1| 14.8(14.9
14.1] 13.6] 12.4] 9.6| 9.9| 8.8| 6.3| 59]6.8
10.9| 12.7] 10.1] 10.0| 13.6| 22.1| 13.5| 14.2| 9.8
)
“ 7, 1989~1990
Al19.1: 1975~1988
1975 1980 1985 1988

10. 6 15.1 15. 4 17.7

19.9 22.9 23.1 23.1

7.8 5.5 4.1 4.2

2.0 1.9 2.3 1.5

5.0 5.4 4.5 3.9




1975 1980 1985 1988
10.0 5.4 4.0 4.9
4.2 2.3 2.0 2.9
1.8 1.4 1.7 2.3
1.3 0.9 0.8 0.7
2.2 0.8 1.1 1.7
0.4 1.9 2.3 2.6
8.5 11.7 15.9 13.2
3.9 3.0 3.6 3.0
0.0 0.0 2.7 4.6
16.0 16. 4 12.8 17. 4
14.3 22.9 24.5 16.9
1.9 1.4 1.7 2.4
1.5 1.8 1.0 1.4
4.3 3.6 2.6 3.4
8.4 6.0 5.8 3.0
6.0 2.8 2.6 3.5

1.4 1.7 1.0 2

1.1 1.9 1.3 3
0.7 2.2 2.8 2.6
0.7 0.3 0.4 1.3
0.7 2.0 5.9 4.8
20.2 19.2 19.4 19.3
0.0 0.0 2.2 3.0
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A19.2: , 1987 ~1989
1987 1988 1989

2740 3325 3758
2496 2399 2899
2369 2233 2678
1294 1732 1731
1554 2006 1457
7449 9491 12508
17929 21186 25031
4622 5783 7392
1064 2022 3739
669 1293 1704
684 1094 1484
800 978 1167
4461 5407 6986
12696 16577 22472

, 1989~1990

A19.3: 1986 ~1988
1986 1987 1988
—1252 — 1437 — 2357
—1357 —1414 1461
—4347 —4828 —4936
—1831 —900 —1346
—8787 —8579 —10100
Do s

’

1988~1989

’

1988

H
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A20.1: 1983 ~1988
1983 5413.8 5735.0 3.1 5.6
1984 5564. 7 5907. 0 3.0 5.8
1985 5624. 6 6039. 1 2.2 6.9
1986 5706. 5 6222.2 2.9 8.3
1987 5880. 8 6408. 9 3.0 8.2
1988 6087. 5 6622. 2 3.3 8.1
., 1989~1990
A20.2: 1980/1988 ( )
,
1980 1988
6315 (55.3) 8063 (57.7)
3865 (33.8) 4439 (31.8)
1171 (10.2) 1388 (9.9)
75 (0.7) 88 (0.6)
11426 13978
( R
) . 1980 100 83%
Pribumi 28 . 16% .
1%, 130 .
N ., 1989~1990
A21.1: 1982~1988
,
1982 1398 1009
1983 1260 1257
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1984 797 1333
1985 694 1137
1986 489 802
1987 423 1089
1988 649 1231
A21.2: 1988
,
. )
1363 316 —12 327 * 404
735 114 0 * * * %
521 190 * % 143 * % 148
5 —7 % % * * % *
20 0 * ¥ 3
—1 —1 0 —1 0 —1
16 * 0 * %
429 182 0 127 54 128
0 0 0 0 0 0
52 * 0 16 * % 17
63 8 —4 * % % * %
—10 —2 * % * 0 % x
( ) 29 4 4 * 4
0 0 0 0 0 0
26 2 0 2 * 3
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500. 000

* “, 1989
A21.3: , 1980 ~1988
s
1980 632 * % * % 54 * % 314
1981 849 * * % 52 * 265
1982 1221 1026 10 150 214 284
1983 1157 —81 —14 166 —233 381
1984 1101 —112 * % 102 * % 384
1985 1140 44 6 111 —52 333
1986 1021 —61 —9 —37 —14 157
1987 1019 20 —3 10 13 228
1988 1363 316 —12 327 * 404
* % 500, 000
* “8
A21.4: 1983~1988
1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988
490 749 625 447 333 732
43537 | 56831 | 53597 | 40230 | 59779 136647
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1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988

1022.5| 1213.4| 1823.7| 1878.8| 1529.4 3469.7
460.2| 515.4| 992.8| 707.1| 450.2 822.6
266.1| 422.6| 506.1| 647.3| 329.2 636. 6
296.3| 275.4| 324.9| 524.5| 750.0 2010. 5

1335.6| 2587.7| 3863.2| 3284.4| 2404.5 5624. 2

2358.1] 3801.1| 5686.9| 5163.2| 3933.9 90939

. 70% )
, 1989
A21.5: : s 1980~1990
1990 1—6 1989 1—12
143 ] 1922.5 5560.7 | 191 1013. 1 2159.9
54 508. 5 1134.6 127 1065. 3 2690. 4
7 217.9 1060. 6 7 18.9 105. 4
1 202.7 1013. 7 * 4 % % % %
6 202.5 492.9 16 255.6 764.1
2 81.9 478.5 * fx % ¥ % %
32 105. 0 298. 1 10 112.5 352.1
74 123.1 274.7 | 150 269. 6 914. 7
6 24. 2 144. 1 30 126. 8 320. 8
11 24.5 82.9 29 78.9 188.9
3 23.5 73.5 1 0.8 0.8
) 3633.5 11154. 8 3401. 2 8652. 7
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