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Bayesian parametric estimations for spatial error models based on slice-Gibbs

sampling
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Abstract: A Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) technique called the slice-Gibbs sampling algorithm is proposed to calculate
joints Bayesian estimations of unknown parameters for spatial error models, the proposed algorithm and Bayesian approach are illus-
trated by two simulation studies, the model and methodology are demonstrated by a real example.
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Table 1 The numerical result of the simulation 1(based on o =0.25)

Sem ) BH n=40 n=300
(BT - Bias Median 5% 95% STD RMSE  Bias Median 5% 95%  STD RMSE

B, 0.0059 1.0024 0.9234 1.0865 0.0499 0.0501 0.0017 0.9988 0.9497 1.0401 0.0273 0.027 3
B, 0.0042 -0.7051-0.808 5 -0.624 5 0.0532 0.0533 0.0024 -0.710 0 -0.753 0 -=0.660 5 0.027 0 0.027 1
B; 0.0010 09058 0.8317 09814 0.0488 0.0487 0.0017 09018 08556 0.9527 0.028 8 0.028 8
B, 0.0046 -1.008 1 -1.088 1 -0.923 1 0.0524 0.0525 0.0051 -1.006 6 —1.051 0 -0.964 9 0.027 1 0.027 5
o> 00111 02570 0.1061 0.3686 0.0636 0.0644 0.0008 0.2503 0.2198 0.2833 0.0191 0.019 1
p 00047 0.1052-0.1025 0.3388 0.1446 0.1443 0.0023 0.1078 0.0078 0.1846 0.0547 0.054 6

SUM
(RMSE)

B, 0.0041 09941 09226 1.0816 0.0474 0.0475 0.0015 09980 09491 1.0393 0.0254 0.0254

B, 0.0043 -0.7109 -0.804 5 -0.6352 0.054 9 0.0549 0.0003 -0.706 6 -0.752 6 -0.668 7  0.025 6 0.025 5
" B; 0.0052 09135 0.8320 0.9849 0.0458 0.0460 0.0003 09086 0.8645 0.9434 0.024 1 0.024 0
g B, 0.0024 -1.0051-1.080 8 -0.924 4 0.048 1 0.0480 0.001 8 -0.9993 -1.0427 -0.9558 0.0256 0.0256
1

04133 0.184 4

o’ 00031 0.2453 0.1597 0.3658 0.0604 0.0603 0.0025 0.2516 0.2203 0.286 1  0.021 3 0.021 4
p 00219 -0.4810-0.6740 -0.2492 0.1293 0.1308 0.001 0 -0.498 2 -0.563 7 —0.4257 0.040 4 0.040 3

0.387 5 0.162 2

B, 0.0007 1.0014 09184 1.0785 0.0495 0.0494 0.0016 09990 0.9603 1.0367 0.0227 0.022 7
B, 0.0059 -0.7118 -0.784 7 -0.640 6 0.044 4 0.0447 0.0007 -0.7111 -0.743 8 -0.666 4  0.023 8 0.023 8
B; 0.0003 09071 0.8282 09758 0.0461 0.0460 0.0012 09082 0.8681 0.9432 0.0231 0.023 1
B, 0.0065 -0.9932 -1.068 4 -0.9139 0.0462 0.046 6 0.001 2 -0.998 6 -1.0354 -0.9619  0.022 4 0.022 4

09 of  0.0242 02675 0.1719 03984 0.0691 0.0730 0.0032 02555 02156 0289 0.0228 0.0229

p  0.0207 08879 0.7795 09160 0.0487 0.0529 0.0017 09002 0.8761 009154 0.0132 0.013 3

(RSS;/;) 0.312 6 0.128 2

B, 0.0093 09976 08336 1.1161 0.0871 0.0874 00006 0.9961 0.9468 1.0483 0.0309 0.030 8

B, 0.0003 -0.7072 -0.8843 -0.560 1 0.0975 0.097 2 0.0030 -0.7100 -0.758 5 -0.663 4 0.029 5 0.029 5

B, 00135 09176 07974 1.0484 0.0763 0.0773 0.0003 09061 0.8614 0.9488 0.0273 0.027 3

o B+ 00023 -1.0036 -1.1408 -0.8546 0.0850 0.0848 0.0010 -1.003 1 ~1.0502 -0.953 1 0.0290 0.0289

o’ 0.0057 02508 0.1636 03710 0.0625 0.0626 0.0001 0.2497 02198 02823 0.0180 0.0180

p 00105 0.1130 -0.1513 03661 0.1581 0.1581 0.0006 0.1040 0.0054 0.1903 0.0567 0.056 6

ﬁ (Sﬁi) 0.567 4 0.191 1
jz‘ B, 0.0012 09942 08699 1.1427 0.0890 0.0888 0.0018 09988 09481 1.0373 0.0251 0.025 1
B, 0.0017 -0.7129 -0.8599 —0.569 7 0.089 8 0.089 6 0.003 1 -0.7092 —-0.756 2 -0.6652  0.028 1 0.028 2

B, 0.0133 09030 07362 1.0127 0.0831 0.0839 0.0010 09076 0.8576 09498 0.0269 0.026 9

o5 B 00026 -1.0058 -1.1477 -0.8768 0.0782 0.078 1 0.000 1 -0.9994 ~L0471-09536 0.0296 0.029°5

o’ 00172 02565 0.1660 0.4073 0.0712 0.0731 0.0018 02496 0.2176 0.2905 0.0226 0.022 6
p  0.0494 -0.4602 -0.6533 -0.2076 0.1314 0.1400 0.0062 -0.4955 -0.579 6 -0.404 5 0.049 3 0.049 6

SUM

(RMSE) 0.553 5 0.181 9
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58 Bias  Median 5% 95% STD RMSE Bias  Median 5% 95% STD RMSE
B, 00013 -1.0022 0.8668 1.1449 0.0795 0.0793 0.0005 1.0018 0.9569 1.0356 0.024 1 0.024 0
B, 0.0056 -0.6986 -0.8160 -0.5824 0.0749 0.0750 0.0005 -0.707 2 -0.744 4 -0.6650 0.0257 0.025 6
B, 00084 0.8983 0.7664 1.0373 0.0820 0.0823 0.0012 0.9059 0.8665 09496 0.0253 0.0252
?S 0.9 B, 00001 -1.0016 -1.1346 -0.8907 0.0741 0.0739 0.0032 -1.0037 —-1.041 8 -0.964 6 0.024 6 0.024 7
j ’ o’ 0.0322 02779 0.1673 0.4119 0.0750 0.0814 0.0037 0.2518 0.2165 0.2979 0.024 0 0.024 3
p 00279 08819 0.7744 0.9301 0.0488 0.0561 0.0018 0.8983 0.8728 0.9194 0.0142 0.014 3
SUM
(RMSE) 0.448 0 0.138 1
F2 B EMARBES R (ET o’ =1)
Table 2 The numerical result of the simulation 1(based on o> =1)
5?}@ b, BH n=40 n=300
fHR Bias Median 5% 95%  STD RMSE  Bias Median 5% 95%  STD  RMSE
B, 0.0003 09993 09118 1.0719 0.0465 0.0463 0.0010 09971 09220 1.0698 0.0449 0.044 8
B, 00043 -0.716 2-0.788 0 -0.629 5 0.0480 0.048 1 0.000 0 -0.7056 -0.787 6 -0.639 1 0.044 3 0.044 2
By 00070 09118 08213 0.9908 0.0476 0.0480 0.0052 0.9124 0.8414 0.9758 0.0434 0.043 6
01 B, 0.0027 -0.9553-1.0820 -0.9234 0.0490 0.0489 0.001 0 -1.0035 -1.0758-0.9303 0.0433 0.043 2
' o’ 0.0362 1.0034 06600 1.4528 0.2528 0.2547 0.0050 0.9962 0.8535 1.1227 0.0779 0.0779
p 0.0093 0.0900-0.1847 0.3193 0.1546 0.1545 0.0054 0.0964 -0.0005 0.178 1 0.057 3 0.057 4
(Rsﬁlgé) 0.600 5 0.311 1
B, 0.001 3 0.9988 09273 1.0769 0.0453 0.0452 0.0008 1.0006 0.9280 1.0744 0.0439 0.043 8
B, 0.0005 -0.714 0-0.7753 -0.6251 0.0469 0.046 8 0.004 0 -0.7023 -0.779 6 -0.6350 0.043 1 0.043 2
By 00012 09078 0.8323 0.9889 0.0498 0.0496 0.0016 09051 0.8369 0.9742 0.0430 0.0429
?EJ 0.5 B, 0.0025 -1.0005-1.094 4 -0.918 1 0.051 3 0.051 2 0.001 8 -0.998 8 -1.059 6 -0.933 4 0.0409 0.040 8
1 ' o’ 0.0415 1.0104 06390 05313 02669 02694 0.0059 1.0153 0.8448 1.1595 0.0918 0.0917
p 0.040 7 -0.4814-0.650 6 -0.1936 0.136 5 0.1421 0.0005 -0.5007 -0.581 0-0.4349 0.0445 0.044 4
(RSSI;;) 0.604 3 0.306 8
B, 0.0005 09990 09249 1.0761 0.0466 0.0465 0.0008 1.0028 0.9317 1.0615 0.0363 0.0362
B, 0.0046 -0.703 8 —0.780 5 -0.6342 0.0451 0.0452 0.000 1 -0.709 0 -0.769 4 -0.651 0 0.0372 0.037 1
By 0.0020 09071 0.8259 0.9785 0.0457 0.0456 0.0034 0.9098 0.8432 0.9774 0.0383 0.038 4
0.9 B, 0.0023 -1.0036 -1.079 1 -0.926 0 0.0439 0.0438 0.0026 -0.9966 -1.0327-0.9288 0.041 6 0.041 6
o’ 00642 10556 06367 15358 02766 0.2833 0.0169 1.0138 0.8831 1.1771 0.090 0 0.091 4
p 00242 0.8880 0.7613 09338 0.0521 0.0573 0.0025 0.8989 0.8721 09209 0.0151 0.0153
(Rsﬁg/é) 0.521 7 0.260 0
B, 0.0150 09897 0.7298 1.2465 0.1660 0.1662 0.001 1 0.9965 0.9038 1.0887 0.0576 0.057 4
B, 0.0055 -0.706 3 -1.010 0 -0.4576 0.1634 0.163 1 0.0034 -0.7126 -0.794 3 -0.6100 0.0555 0.0555
By 0.0236 09286 0.6697 1.1864 0.1617 0.1630 0.0007 0.908 7 0.8032 0.9998 0.0570 0.056 9
P
;FTJ 0.1 B, 0.0215 -1.0169-1.301 6 -0.7720 0.1694 0.1704 0.0112 -1.0062 -1.121 7-0.924 6 0.060 0 0.060 9
= .
2 o 00406 1.0314 06450 1.4601 02595 02621 0.0026 1.0013 0.8713 0.1449 0.0827 0.0826
p 00106 0.0782-0.1763 03678 0.1602 0.1602 0.0035 0.1036 0.0037 0.201 0 0.0597 0.059 7
SUM 1.085 0 0.373 0
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F2(4h)

Pl e n=40 n=300

Bias  Median 5% 95% STD RMSE Bias  Median 5% 95% STD RMSE
B, 0.0009 09974 0.7320 1.2626 0.1650 0.1646 0.0013 1.0021 0.8958 1.0878 0.0567 0.056 6
B, 0.0040 -0.7254 -0.968 3 -0.4074 0.1599 0.1595 0.0007 -0.7093 -0.808 4 -0.6131 0.058 8 0.058 7
By 00098 09154 06540 12023 0.1690 0.1688 0.0040 09191 0.8112 09931 0.0511 0.0511
B, 0.0027 -0.9940 -1.2816 -0.7598 0.1608 0.1604 0.0014 -0.9954 -1.0835-0.9172 0.0521 0.0520
o> 00699 10571 06556 0.5072 0.2626 02711 0.0004 1.0036 0.8506 1.1568 0.0912 0.0910
p 0.0325 -0.4782 -0.664 6 -0.2289 0.1302 0.1339 0.0000 -0.5024 -0.5389 -0.4116 0.0467 0.046 6

SUM
(RMSE)

1.058 3 0.356 0

O s

B, 00106 -1.0119 07613 12497 0.1518 0.1518 0.0011 09997 09156 1.0791 0.0492 0.049 1
B, 0.0016 -0.7115-0.9520 -0.4649 0.1453 0.1450 0.0007 -0.7054 -0.8042-0.6279 0.0538 0.0536
B; 0.0011 09045 06696 1.1661 0.1504 0.1500 0.0025 09059 0.8309 0.9802 0.0470 0.046 9
0.9 B, 00131 -0.9992-1.1991 -0.7756 0.1388 0.1390 0.0004 -0.9987 -1.0872-0.9079 0.0539 0.0537
o’ 00897 1.0596 0.6527 0.6530 03109 03229 0.0097 09994 0.8777 1.1647 0.0888 0.089 1
p 00256 08890 0.7502 09325 0.0526 0.0584 0.0020 08992 08695 09169 0.0142 0.014 3

SUM
(RMSE)
32 XESHEHAR

BRREAR RE (effective sample size, ESS ) Je 5 Mt D1 M-Sl RE B A ROE 0 — 4N FHE b, W 94
oK LR A MCMC S i bERE > AR SCHK[ 23-24 1 M8 /NI ESS REHE 1 /K AT B Hh 5 S ke A
WA E R 22 IR A, 2T ESS AU 1S I SCiik [ 23-25] 4%,

S T U AR S DU S T A R, R DRSS 2 RO LAY, 56 2 AN BRI S I A R A
SHRE TS | MR AR, A SCEAF 2 WS 50% 8 5 AR o BERENIE T, IR TFHREAR
AN n=200,500 3X 2 FETEREAL A= 200 YK B AEEE , ZE AR R A e 0005 B A5 1 T 43 il SO
2 FA A1) MH-Gibbs iR A SCHE H Y] A Gibbs $lEE R 2 PO A TG .

R T AT AR 3R 3—4 RHGE T IR 2 PR i s BB RS R Hoh AVESS SRR T 200 IRE R
Bl ts B A REAR REA TR, 3R 3—4 (P  MH SRS L 1 B 244232 30 0.510 5) 1] 15
(1) ®tF5 45 Bias . STD #l RMSE 1l i , % T MH-Gibbs filFE532: F1 5L T U] A Gibbs fEER 1L 2 Ry k521
SIS R AR B ; R AT RR AR B2 758 1 MBI SR 2585 (2) #id8bs AVESS 1fi &, & T U1
Gibbs flIFEFE L YA R AL T 55 T MH-Gibbs FlAE 575 (45 51 | B0 SC 3 46 Hh ke % DL S AR B s ol
AL

0.967 1 0.306 7

F3OE B AP EUESIR (FET n=200, o’ =1 FIYEHEAL 2)

Table 3 The numerical result of the simulation 2(based on n=200, ¢”=1 and prior Type 2)

) s MH-Gibbs i 3% Y1 H- Gibbs fliREE B
Bias STD RMSE AVESS Bias STD RMSE  AVESS
B, 0.0024  0.0734  0.0733 8438.8 0.002 2 0.0732  0.073 0 8657.6
B, 0.0004 00719  0.0718 8383.2 0.000 4 0.0717  0.0715 8596.0
Bs 0.0013  0.0715 0.071 4 8 440.1 0.001 2 0.0718  0.0716 8 650.4
ol B, 0.0124 00702  0.0711 8420.8 0.012 5 0.070 1 0.071 1 8 602.9
o 0.009 1 0.1078  0.107 9 8106.3 0.009 3 0.1079  0.108 1 8290.3
p 0.0038  0.0713 0.071 2 1825.6 0.004 0 0.071 1 0.071 1 8061.8
SUM 0.466 7  43614.8 0.466 4 50 859.0

(RMSE&AVESS)
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) o MH-Gibbs it 7% Y1 Gibbs LR %

Bias STD RMSE AVESS Bias STD RMSE AVESS

B, 0.004 8 0.066 3 0.066 4 8629.1 0.004 7 0.066 6 0.066 6 8703.4

B, 0.008 8 0.067 9 0.068 3 8596.7 0.008 8 0.067 9 0.068 3 8761.5

B, 0.003 8 0.064 7 0.064 7 8581.9 0.003 6 0.064 6 0.064 6 8 685.4

05 B, 0.002 7 0.071 8 0.071 7 8543.9 0.002 8 0.072 0 0.071 8 8694.2
o’ 0.012 1 0.107 3 0.107 7 4983.5 0.012 3 0.107 7 0.108 1 6741.6

p 0.008 4 0.051 6 0.051 2 1597.0 0.008 6 0.051 4 0.052 0 6717.1
(RMSEEZIVESS) 0.430 0 40932.1 0.431 4 48273.2

B, 0.001 1 0.057 5 0.057 3 8797.3 0.001 0 0.057 5 0.057 4 8769.7

B, 0.000 3 0.064 6 0.064 4 8755.1 0.000 3 0.064 6 0.064 4 8 805.5

B, 0.012 7 0.057 9 0.059 1 8813.3 0.012 8 0.058 0 0.059 3 8785.8

0.0 B, 0.001 2 0.057 7 0.057 6 8810.5 0.001 4 0.057 8 0.057 7 8 850.2
o’ 0.014 6 0.1156 0.116 2 3465.3 0.014 5 0.115 4 0.116 0 5521.7

p 0.004 7 0.017 8 0.018 4 1414.4 0.004 7 0.017 9 0.018 4 5683.9
(RMSEZE}ZIVESS) 0.373 0 40 056.9 0.383 2 46 416.8

4 AN TR BEEE R (HE T n=500, o =0.25 MFEIA 1)
Table 4 The numerical result of the simulation 2( based on n=500, ¢*>=0.25 and prior Type 1)
) 5 MH-Gibbs i1 £ 312 DI Gibbs liFE5 12

Bias STD RMSE AVESS Bias STD RMSE AVESS

B, 0.000 4 0.021 0 0.021 0 8 665.3 0.000 4 0.021 1 0.021 1 8737.6

B, 0.001 0 0.021 0 0.021 0 8 654.6 0.000 9 0.021 1 0.021 1 8721.1

B, 0.000 9 0.023 9 0.023 9 8674.2 0.000 9 0.023 9 0.023 9 8747.5

o1 B, 0.000 2 0.021 4 0.021 4 8678.8 0.000 1 0.021 4 0.021 3 8726.3
o’ 0.000 1 0.015 4 0.015 4 8429.5 0.000 1 0.015 4 0.015 4 8529.1

p 0.001 8 0.044 9 0.044 8 1897.1 0.001 7 0.044 6 0.044 5 8422.2
(RMS]?EJ&ZIVESS) 0.147 5 44 .999.5 0.147 1 51883.8

B, 0.003 1 0.020 3 0.020 4 8745.8 0.003 0 0.020 2 0.020 4 8 782.0

B, 0.000 5 0.021 7 0.021 6 8711.8 0.000 6 0.021 6 0.021 6 8781.6

B; 0.001 2 0.021 2 0.021 2 8742.4 0.001 2 0.021 3 0.021 2 8759.6

~0.5 B. 0.001 1 0.022 0 0.021 9 8763.8 0.001 2 0.022 0 0.021 9 8733.6
o’ 0.002 3 0.017 4 0.017 5 5278.0 0.002 3 0.017 4 0.017 5 6996.2

p 0.006 0 0.034 8 0.035 2 1663.6 0.005 9 0.034 8 0.035 2 6977.0
(RMS;EZIVESS) 0.137 8 41905.4 0.137 8 49 030.0

B, 0.000 9 0.018 6 0.018 6 8825.9 0.000 9 0.018 5 0.018 5 8 800.1

B, 0.000 5 0.016 6 0.016 6 8819.7 0.000 5 0.016 6 0.016 5 8816.2

B; 0.000 7 0.018 4 0.018 4 8793.7 0.000 7 0.018 4 0.018 3 8791.7

0.9 B, 0.000 9 0.018 3 0.018 3 8797.3 0.000 9 0.018 2 0.018 2 8771.1
o’ 0.002 1 0.017 7 0.017 8 3662.8 0.002 0 0.017 8 0.017 8 5774.7

p 0.001 7 0.012 2 0.012 3 1469.5 0.001 7 0.012 2 0.012 3 5826.5

SUM 0.102 0 40 368.9 0.101 6 46 786.3

(RMSE&AVESS)
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4  SZSFE AT

S S AR B AR TR S 2 ok 98 B AR 2 RN BF AR AT T B 49 AN 4E X, KUdE £ A HE CRIME (411X
BT FREMETEDTEMEMGS ST RIS INC(FEERA) A HOUSE ( 53 )2 M 8) 25, Bl 1Y £ 40
HRIE S % Clk[ 2], fEAS MR 2Z B A BT 5, A SO ALY (1) #F 55 48 5 CRIME 578 & INC,
HOUSE Z[HIEFR , fERARMZS MR 2ZE /A b 3588 y " /R CRIME fE M i A8 (F BN i=1,2, -,

49, Xy AT TR RGBTy, =2 oy, 5 v AU ) =12, 49| HORCK (S 0
/Mix, =1, x, /8 INC, x; R% HOUSE fEpAs i, 5 SCHR[ 1] AR AL, 4 s 1) AL A 0 I 0™ =

(a); ) 49x49w%>\4j‘9

L (1, WA 5K AHSE,
w. =
Yoo, WAL S5HEX ) ORFESE,

49
RIGTIA @ = (w0 ) o MFHATIEMACALEE BORFIE R 1= 1,2, .49, (148 Y w, =1, ST 2 MR R
j=1

% o,

BT BRI RS A SCAE SRR A A 20 (6) RN T 1B S4B, =05, Hy=1 0001, a=b=0.001,
Poin==1, P =1, BITETCAE BSCT YA N AE AR (1) JF- 5 T-P) i Gibbs A SE LG 1285 . 72500
Y1k Gibbs fliFE L AR T S EOR R 3 400 46 (5 7= A5 1 T /R T KA Sk T A AR 1 S 400 EPSR
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Fig.1 EPSR values of all parameters for crime data analysis

from Columbus, Ohio, USA Fig.2 The subgraph of Fig.1(inside the dotted box)

M 1.2 %0, M3 A0RECH 1000 B, B4 S 5009 EPSR (AT E 45 R R 1.2, 8 THAIEH %
IS , 2 57 Gibbs FHAESEUET 2 000 YRIEA A EACFEAS ] 2 000 RERZ S 17 3 000 REHLEEA
P AR (14) TR A R 0 2 5000 DL ik i Adi 3, B e MRS A SR L3R S (i MH BRI Z RN
0.501 8) , >k THHE T I#, R 7E32 5 P 8 oR T {#i J] MH-Gibbs fliFES B0l A% BRI 45 1. 7R 5 1,
EST /R 2500 DU Al T, SD s S 8000 MW il 1 B bR 1 22, BSS 3R S 806 sOBE AR ]ROBE (1943,
WFe 5 AHMEF H . — 7 i d FHY) A Gibbs SRS B Al MH-Gibbs $iRE 5 3: 15 21 19 U1 - £ 31 25 5 LT
—B ;5 — 7, 3T U R Gibbs SRR L5 2 19 ESS B WK T3 T MH-Gibbs i 575 19 ESS,
W RR T AR SCHE ORI 715 (U1 Gibbs RS L) L Lesage il Pace 2 1 19 77 15 ( MH-Gibbs i #
B HNAE,
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Table 5 Bayesian estimation of crime data analysis from Columbus, Ohio, USA

¥ MH-Gibbs il H 7% Y H Gibbs 1L e
EST SD ESS EST SD ESS
B, 1.164 6 0.147 8 2 802.3 1.169 9 0.151 2 4 646.8
B, -1.851 6 0.505 9 5 884.2 -1.858 9 0.491 0 6 833.2
Bs -0.629 5 0.165 3 3436.2 -0.634 5 0.166 8 4724.4
o’ 0.079 9 0.017 7 6642.0 0.080 0 0.017 9 7651.9
p 0.314 3 0.231 3 1166.9 0.307 8 0.229 8 3620.0
SUM(ESS) 19931.6 27 476.3
5 %4iE

FeF 23 (R 22 A SCHR H I YD A Gibbs FlRE B XA R4 T DL i Hr S 80U T HRIE ST, 28 1 A4
5 B T HE SRRV Gibbs SRS R R T 2 80 00 k- Ak S a T A7 58 2 AR5 B T4
J Gibbs AL EEAE ESS FRYPEREZFULIL T MH-Gibbs AL B | SCUE /Ui B 732 Sk 4] A Gibbs HhiAE
B T L BR BRI LA R A S

SCEANBIFGY T 25 [A] 15 2 AR Y A S0 S 5000 DL S0 Ak I A8 T 2 () 152 25 A 78 %) D0 mb-$8p 230 B0qk o D3 i 4ip
NS HGT BT LA DL W25 e e R A ) L, A AR U — 2 5T E’JL% i
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