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oz oA ZEE0] 2Rl § 7RSS e, CUSIY Bfoll= A $7F CUR1E 5= 7
2] HaP7} Qle2 Ofn|gith FSi= frontier shift index 2 ¢ Aol BISHA +1 Ao A DMUE2] A4Hd
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T gtk ol gt WS A 78 JFQl A Sl 2-8-5HH CU== “technology diffusion” .
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sjofat 4 oA Hek
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