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TABLE 3—CoONTEMPORARY STATE EQUILIBRIUM BEST RESPONSE

Equilibrium best response

State capacity
measured as log of: Number of state agencies Number of municipality employees
Sys. Sys.
OLS 1AY IV GMM OLS IV IV GMM
Panel I (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
ds;/ ds; 0.016 0.017 0.019 0.020 0.021 0.022 0.022 0.016
(0.002) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.004) (0.004) (0.003)
ds;/d(colonial state 0.127 0.128 0.108  —0.040 0.129 0.130 0.105 0.087
officials;) (0.031) (0.031) (0.033) (0.050) (0.043) (0.043) (0.047) (0.069)
ds;/d(colonial state 0.003 0.001 —=0.016 0.096 0.017 0.017  —=0.002 0.085
agencies;) (0.033) (0.033) (0.033) (0.055) (0.058) (0.059) (0.060) (0.085)
d_qi./"d(dj_qm'ncg to 0.008 0.010 0.007 0.074 —0.035 =0.035 -=0.038 -=0.036
royal roads;) (0.019) (0.019) (0.021) (0.034) (0.034) (0.035) (0.036) (0.044)
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TABLE 4 A—PROSPERITY AND PUBLIC GOODS STRUCTURAL EQUATION

State capacity measured as: log of number of municipality state agencies

Prosperity equation

Life quality index Public utilities coverage
Sys. Sys.
OLS v v GMM OLS v v GMM
Panel 1 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
dp;/ds; 0.802 0.394 0.389 0.314 0.602 0563 0567 0314
(0.044) (0.135) (0.143) (0.041) (0.037) (0.127) (0.134) (0.041)
dp;/ds; 0.015 0.024 0.025 0.025 0.022  0.020 0.020 0.027
(0.004)  (0.006) (0.006) (0.004) (0.004) (0.006) (0.006) (0.003)
Panel 11 First stage for s7
F-test for excluded instruments 31.23 35.39 31.01 35.06
F-test p-value 0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000
First-stage R’ 0.670  0.655 0.670  0.655
First-stage linear model First stage for N;(8)s
F-test for excluded instruments 526.7 523.7 524.6 522.1
F-test p-value 0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000
First-stage R’ 0.769  0.770 0.769  0.770
log population Control Control Instrum Instrum  Control Control Instrum Instrum
Observations 973 973 973 963 975 975 975 963

(Continued)
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TABLE 5—EXPERIMENT: IMPLICATIONS OF MOVING ALL MUNICIPALITIES
BELOW MEDIAN STATE CAPACITY TO MEDIAN

% A2 A «—  Panel IA. Partial equilibrium change  Panel IB. General equilibrium change —» GM M A& 7+

Fraction due to Fraction due to

Own Direct Network
Panel 1. Linear model From To effect Spillovers From To effect  effects
Local agencies 10 10 10 20.6
Life quality index 48.0 49.0 534%  46.6% 48.0 58.2 908%  90.2%
Utilities coverage 533 572 51.7%  48.3% 53.3 73.7 18.9%  81.1%
Percent not in poverty 57.1  60.0 571%  43.0% 57.1 68.3 255% 74.5%
Secondary enrollment 56.6 59.2 455%  54.5% 56.6 82.4 10.1%  89.9%

FFAHEAER <« Panel IIA. Partial equilibrium change Panel IIB. General equilibrium change —> 8 J§| £ A
Panel II. Nonlinear model

(under SMM parameter estimates ) From To From To

Local agencies 10 10 10 234
Life quality index 48.0 51.0 48.0 60.2
Utilities coverage 533 56.8 533 63.4
Percent not in poverty 57.1 61.8 57.1 71.3
Secondary enrollment 56.6 59.0 56.6 61.5

Part3 Empirical Analysis Page 20



3 o 2 ;L:‘ iﬁ 3"{ ‘ﬂgﬂﬁ“j éé?: : éi 'ri -ﬁ% {5 ’] Empirical Strategy and Results: The Linear Case
C. }i $ S": h\*ﬁ‘ Counterfactuals

2% PEAE A <—  Panel IA. Partial equilibrium change — Panel IB. General equilibrium change —» GMM/# it

Fraction due to Fraction due to
Own Direct Network
Panel I. Linear model From To effect Spillovers From To effect  effects
Local agencies 10 10 10 20.6
Life quality index 480 49.0 53.4%  46.6% 48.0 58.2 98%  90.2%
Utilities coverage 533 572 51.7%  48.3% 53.3 73.7 189%  81.1%
Percent not in poverty 57.1  60.0 571%  43.0% 57.1 68.3 25.5%  74.5%
Secondary enrollment 56.6 592 455%  54.5% 56.6 82.4 10.1%  89.9%
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AR MEALR «— Panel HA. Partial equilibrium change Panel IIB. General equilibrium change —> if J§| ££ 7

Panel II. Nonlinear model

: éi 'ri -ﬁ% {5 ’] Empirical Strategy and Results: The Linear Case

(under SMM parameter estimates) From To From To
Local agencies 10 10 10 234
Life quality index 48.0 51.0 48.0 60.2
Utilities coverage 533 56.8 533 63.4
Percent not in poverty 57.1 61.8 57.1 71.3
Secondary enrollment 56.6 59.0 56.6 61.5
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TABLE 6—PLACERO EXERCISE: NATIONALLY DETERMINED PROSPERITY
aND PuBLic Goops OUTCOMES STRUCTURAL EQUATION

. éi 'ri —ﬁ% {5 ’] Empirical Strategy and Results: The Linear Case

State capacity measured Number of municipality state agencies Number of municipality employees

as log of Prosperity equation
Primary Vaccination Primary Vaccination
enrollment coverage enrollment coverage
OLS v OLS v OLS v OLS v
Panel 1 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
dp,/ds, —0.049  0.198 0015 0260 —0.007 0355 0.013  0.134
(0.051) (0.207) (0.046) (0.199) (0.027) (0.154)  (0.025) (0.143)
dp;/ds; 0.001 —0.002 0.004 —0.002 0.000 —0.011 —0.002 —0.005
(0.005) (0.007) (0.005) (0.008) (0.003) (0.007)  (0.003) (0.006)
Panel Il First stage for s;°
F-test for excluded instruments 36.41 35.06 20.33 27.42
F-test p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
First-stage R* 0.663 0.655 0.597 0.575
First stage for N;(8)s
F-test for excluded instruments 585.0 5221 490.5 4574
F-test p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
First-stage R 0.773 0.770 0.768 0.758
Observations 963 963 975 975 1004 1,004 1,017 1,017
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TABLE 7—PLACEBO EXERCISE: CURRENT VERSUS HISTORICAL PROSPERITY

Correlation between current prosperity and instruments

Reduced form

Part 3 Empirical Analysis

Life quality Public util. Not in Sec.
index coverage poverty enrollment
OLS OLS OLS OLS
Panel 1 (1) 2) (3) (4)
Neighbors’ colonial state officials —0.286 —0.521 0.192 0.349
(0.403) (0.400) (0.499) (0.570)
Neighbors’ colonial state agencies 1.779 1.316 1.819 1.654
(0.540) (0.564) (0.526) (0.757)
Neighbors’ distance to royal roads —1.352 —1.645 —0.800 —1.634
(0.362) (0.342) (0.307) (0.473)
F-test for joint significance of instruments 12.53 10.26 7.59 9.38
F-test p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Control for log population Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 683 683 683 683
Correlation between historical (1918) prosperity and instruments
Reduced form
Literacy rate in 1918 Schooling rate in 1918
OLS OLS OLS OLS
Panel I (1) (2) (3) (4)
Neighbors’ colonial state officials 0.719 0.837 -0.579 —0.541
(0.522) (0.519) (0.569) (0.581)
Neighbors’ colonial state agencies —-0.479 —0.545 1.553 1.532
(0.697) (0.692) 0.936) (0.945)
Neighbors’ distance to royal roads —0.350 —-0.377 —0.383 —0.392
(0.654) (0.646) 0.696) (0.697)
F-test for joint significance of instruments 0.98 1.25 1.57 1.56
F-test p-value 0.401 0.289 0.194 0.197
Control for historical 1843 population No Yes No Yes
Observations 683 683 683 683
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E. 15"(1'}‘{7}&% Specification Tests
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TABLE 8—PROSPERITY AND PUBLIC GOODS “NAIVE” EQUATION

State capacity measured as log of number of municipality state agencies

Prosperity equation (linear on s;)

Life quality index ~ Public util. coverage ~ Not in poverty = Secondary enrollment

OLS v OLS v OLS v OLS v

Panel 1A 1) @ 3) ) (S (6) ™ (8)
dp;/ds; 0.669 0.145 0.556 0.360 0.457 0.199 0.426 0.106

(0.044) (0.096) (0.035) (0.083) (0.038) (0.096) (0.051) (0.118)
dp,/ds, 0.015 0.031 0.021 0.024 0.019 0.025 0.023 0.038

(0.004) (0.006)  (0.003) (0.005) (0.004) (0.005) (0.005) (0.007)
Panel IB First stage on s;
F-test for excluded instruments 05.40 65.17 05.17 67.70
F-test p»valuje 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
First-stage R* 0.427 0.426 0.426 0.429

First stage on N,(8)s

F-test for excluded instruments 625.5 625.9 625.9 678.5
F-test p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
First-stage R* 0.770 0.770 0.770 0.773
Observations 973 973 975 975 975 975 965 965

State capacity measured as log of number of municipality employees

Prosperity equation (linear on s,)

Life quality index ~ Public util. coverage ~ Notin poverty =~ Secondary enrollment

OLS v OLS v OLS v OLS v
Panel IIA ©) (10) (n (12) (13) (14 (1s) (16)
dp,/ds; 0.465 0.112 0.288 0.279 0.240 0.196 0.216 0.143

(0.024) (0.069) (0.022) (0.067) (0.023) (0.074) (0.028) (0.092)
dp,/ds; 0.014 0.025 0.018 0.017 0.018 0.016 0.020 0.024

(0.003) (0.005)  (0.002) (0.004) (0.003) (0.004) (0.003) (0.005)
Panel IIB First stage on s;
F-test for excluded instruments 44.88 44.61 4461 47.97
F-test p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
First-stage R 0.438 0.437 0.437 0.451

First stage on N(8)s

F-test for excluded instruments 529.0 526.9 526.9 571.5
F-test p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
First-stage R 0.758 0.758 0.758 0.768
Observations 1.014 1,014 1,017 1,017 1,017 1,017 1,006 1,006

R ——r
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TABLE 9—SPECIFICATION TEST: CORRELATIONS BETWEEN RESIDUALS AND NETWORK CENTRALITY STATISTICS

State capacity measured as log of number of municipality state agencies

Bestresponse  Life quality Utilities % not in poverty Secondary
equation index equation coverage equation equation enrollment
Panel 1 residuals residuals residuals residuals equation residuals
Betweeness centrality —0.04 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02
[0.199] [0.710] [0.993] [0.669] [0.642]
Bonacich centrality 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.03
[0.283] [0.305] [0.670] [0.769] [0.394]
Local clustering 0.07 0.01 0.05 0.02 0.03
[0.020] [0.861] [0.116] [0.527] [0.326]
p-value of F-test for [0.080] [0.506] [0.278] [0.550] [0.338]

joint significance

State capacity measured as log of number of municipality public employees

Bestresponse  Life quality Utilities % not in poverty Secondary
equation index equation coverage equation equation enrollment
Panel 11 residuals residuals residuals residuals equation residuals

Betweeness centrality —0.005 0.012 —0.012 0.002 0.015
[0.874] [0.714] [0.711] [0.947) [0.632]
Bonacich centrality 0.038 0.040 —0.016 —0.012 0.029
[0.239] [0.210] [0.626] [0.717] [0.356]
Local clustering 0.076 —0.005 0.050 0.032 0.022
[0.017] [0.878] [0.118] [0.317] [0.487]
p-value of F-test for [0.071] [0.463] [0.358] [0.507] [0.393]

joint significance
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F. Xﬂ' ]3] %/A\%' )ﬁ\ éﬁd’i’%’] Controlling for National Bureaucracy

® £ X10fa k119, MEH&EH T ERMER (FMH) . ARTHEMGE &ﬁﬂ%ﬁ¢
g%ml*WLﬁ@%Emfm¢ Fm R IX BN m%l,ﬁfﬁ%
LS HT—H AT, &R HATR MR AR IR ML

TABLE 10—CONTEMPORARY STATE EQUILIBRIUM BEST RESPONSE

Controlling for national-level bureaucracy

Equilibrium best response equation

Municipality Municipality
State capacity measured as log of number of state agencies employees
v v
(1) (2)
ds;/ds; 0.018 0.017
(0.003) (0.001)
ds;/d(colonial state officials;) 0.102 0.002
(0.030) (0.007)
ds;/d(colonial state agencies;) —-0.014 0.010
(0.032) (0.008)
ds;/d(distance to royal roads;) 0.008 —0.010
(0.020) (0.004)
Observations 975 1,017
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F. Xﬂ']_i:] %/A\%' )ﬁ\ éﬁj’i’%‘] Controlling for National Bureaucracy

® Z A 10/ k11, EEE%

[T EH K ER (ﬁﬂ'?f) TERTE GG R /ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%frc}?

k%ml*ﬁ?i?ﬂi@?}ﬁﬁiﬁfiﬁqj o RABLNFRET AT EME, X

S FHR B, ¢

£ R 5Tk ;‘E‘E«M%ﬂ*”ili 7}54»10

TABLE 11—RoOBUSTNESS EXERCISES: PROSPERITY AND PUBLIC GooDs OUTCOMES STRUCTURAL EQUATION

Controlling for national-level bureaucracy

Prosperity equation

log of number of municipality state agencies

Life quality index Utilities coverage Not in poverty Secondary enroll.
v v v v
Panel 1 (1) (2) (3) (4)
dp,/ds; 0.520 0.685 0.441 0.274
(0.107) (0.122) (0.134) (0.170)
dp,/ds; 0.018 0.017 0.018 0.032
(0.005) (0.003) (0.005) (0.007)
Observations 973 975 975 965
Prosperity equation
log of number of municipality employees
Life quality index Utilities coverage Not in poverty Secondary enroll.
v v v v
Panel 11 (5) (6) (7) (8)
dp,/ds; 0.320 0.541 0.355 0.238
(0.080) (0.096) (0.102) (0.133)
dp,/ds; 0.017 0.011 0.012 0.021
(0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.005)
Observations 1,014 1,017 1,017 1,006
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wAra = 18BR——ZHIANT BEO N ELEHF
AR F: FRATGEKENRE G LAMERT R,

Lk BUR ) E KAL) e N Ak n, BERAED 6 LB A K
ISRV N I F A

RAZERH R ZER LM,
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A. 9’:1&5@8\ Empirical Strategy
@ REMF (13) X:

1 1
s (o 1117 o
X{afili L—l] + N;(6) (¢S+72V”> (”‘Ubi =0
]
e A, RN FmzE, BERREAs;HXN (2) 22X
® 3, 75 BUAT :

o B X HTAETENH:

Si

hp(li,pibi1¢) = (1 —a) [b-

0 l; 1 .

he(li, P, bi) = L[Tlo—¢Ni(8)s —glcip +x;B) — ¢ =0 a4 K
. . 1'0 li 1 i ~ ; ~ .
hl(l,pub) =p] — L lisilp 17—y Ny(8)s —x; B/ — P =0 (15) X

o XEANAKXTFELETRMOG—AAEAR G S,
e X (14) A= (15) AT REUHZ LA H a. 1A 0 FTEWEE (CNz2la T %5
KF2PE 69 B K A8 77 A%, )
e Hib, TUABREZFREFWEREANL “FRL TN, XITIAHKIE X
(14) #= (15) &+ XA,
« RE, BARTERBEMETEREEFATELZS4E4 (13) £ (15)
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B. 4<% ‘:F kﬁi}ﬁ'&ﬁﬁéﬁ ) k'fb(,m ’%‘l‘l’ GMM with Predetermined National Choices

TaBLE 12—STUCTURAL PARAMETER ESTIMATES

National-level state capacity . Predetermined _ EndpgeMus ¢ % EP %ﬁi})‘]— élj ! % 7,7 ]\v;}% (b ) $ ft‘ QA 7
P mom pe RO W, BT AR X 8 5 I AL ix
‘ oom oo (14) A= (15) , ©MAE4 B8 A A& K

(
~ (Life quality index) 0.870 1017
o o PR A& 7t ko
A e
— . HfathiEAR 018 (AR/EiR £ #0.003)
u o o)

{0.009) (0.006)

e [gﬁ:z}; [g:ﬁs] ° i)(]?aj}‘ %{ﬁg 77 ‘:P 9% %{ﬁg 77 —Z, JET] é"'J %Ej)i'f& 5'%"1'&
" Wk g OW otyfE AR 1.2 ik £ 50.36)

w1 (Historical electoral variability) . o 0.540 “ . . . ~ <
w2 (Betweenness centrality) Hbff}] fj" élj ;2’; [g;r:‘;i] U*ﬁ ’ E\ é)"\\ & {]] E_]— I//( %E éé #E] X‘j— }l"i é{’ g& ‘Iﬂ:- 7}:7% ﬁl—]-
w3 (Bonacich centrality) L; Uh élj JT; iLJ /té" _[322;] ( EP a - 1 ) 9 /f"a‘ ;EIE }’EJ ;‘i- ﬁ j—% iE éé —ﬁn —F 1'Fi ii

i (Local Cuscring) b o VAW S BUIF B AR RS Ao T BUR B 72K

(0.009)

CES parameters | 'ié%%-ﬂ_’:’ %ﬁ%ﬁ é,‘l] ‘/—il—]i Lﬁr’%ﬁﬁ%#ﬂ‘
) o1 B A& AR,

a 0.114
{0.006)

Observations 963 962 ° gi _E Q%i }_\_:2 lpl éﬁ {# i+ éé: % 'ﬁ‘ - ;/1( % Hﬂ 9 I‘i fai

Notes: The table reports structural parameter estimates of the nonlinear model, using the log of

the number of municipality agencies as the measure of local state capacity. Column 1 presenis —_— ﬁcl:v %ﬁg E #l\ éﬁ «I—_\?_ I ]'FJ El _E- # ]\ ﬁi }g' -5 Q& ']’i
the parameters of the model estimated with GMM as a system that takes national-level siate 7_1_ 9 . -
capacity as predetermined. Column 2 presents the SMM estimates of the model where national %]]

state capacity is endogenous. The estimates of the CES parameters, o and o, reporied at the *% éﬁ % jF ii‘

bottom are estimated separately by GMM taking national state capacity choices as predeter-

mined. Analytic standard errors in parentheses are robust to arbitrary heteroskedasticity and

allow for arbitrary spatial correlation within the network following Conley (1999), adapted 1o

the network structure as described in the text. Estimates in square brackets are standard devia-

tions across the sample of municipalities.
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C. )ﬂ*ﬁjﬂ%ﬁ ii"f# i‘l— %é*ﬁﬁ Estimation of the Full Model by Simulated Method of Moments
o kit gy X,(13). (14)F=(15)% th 4 2 AL A,

- STERRIREHITREE:
(i = exp(V;r + w;)

« A, VEAKEZAMEE: ANARERES T ORAITE, BEAT UM
(betweenness centrality) #23 %1% 3 7S (Bonacich centrality) , —4~&
AETHANE LA BETF IR EL £,

s WTEHEO—MESHDRAENRT ALK EGTEmE, XIEH
A (13)s (14)A=(15)F [& & 69 48 5 1 3 th 69 B ALFE (SMM) F& 31 77 ik R TRUSL A4
ROGERXEERET, FRETEN KD ECMMAETHEIEF L

« EMMREQMMLBE, FHEAN195, P42 A093, i~k £ 45366,
XHEFMILERARL —AREREFTAZEN S HHEX, T RKAALAR
CRNRGREE | /R

o EEANIAEY, FiteRE R HRERRAET AR

o PREBFORTEINSE TRIBGB M, XERE P RBIFGBEIFRKER
e T BUATALG) “H4de” o LB B MEHIE (Pl /)aiEF
AP Ui BUETE S ) B EF R P BT EE.
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.iﬁ%@ﬁ?%ﬁﬂm&m%%ﬁ%%i%ﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%mﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%
Ao

® RARMALA 4o T :
1 .
L J
max{ Ei Wiy Ej p; (s)}

¢
0

subject to );;e; = 0, and

1
s=( -, N@) 'K +e)

® fRayrE— Ik M ERAL
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KA

o—1 o—1

si=[al, +(1—a)h,° Jo-1, 0>0
Js;i =« —)aal

s: 1
a[—l E[Kl' + ¢Nl(6)5] — Hll = 0, if li >0

)

® By EEITF: aNa_é;)s = cm2 11

O (ot o a[ﬁ—"i]

C BhoHl > S RAE
al,? +(1-a)b; ?

© (o + D)[Eo—al

Si

L1>0

® Ffi VA 51gn(a (6) ) = sign(¢), F% BRI RARLEF R ET P E ]
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MEA: HfFdA42

95:- a (_%_);',(944
fooie. u)d(){ﬁtpm(f)f)s&«ln‘:o

v <4 A g il
ad 5 (K tpmEgIg) = e,QHal'
.é. = L - _/‘fé
&d,_gm R~ + &dSCd#?/V'J’ISU = PRI
d—Kw :

d%—}d Ot + A TPINBIE + M AL L 53

o4~
= O'-fl 0- ,&daa |
%71"7\7"{)\ R—.+¢/Vvlsls )= '%ﬁ_[i - h°
S i == a -
; * S tlayg. L ; e L
é%’i”] 02 (&)6 2 &:343' _oir_'elﬁ)d)%
+ dsiZPOME)T =0
a e
e —==" 579 ﬁ ~ o4 0 £sC ) O+ A T pamFS o
b . a5 ¢
N- 3 %
A58 d( ,&‘8 —d@,d
= olo*-g- :
(&()(Ja) -y

19 Mppendin A RgE A azy
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i+ %B
® BB AEAT, Ra=1

\ , — _ 1 AN P =

=)

. R#ERE s=(1-2N©6)Gr+e)

3

B M= (I -IN@)?

o AHRMEARKMFI: M=max(Sw’ Y pl(s)
ez j

s.t.Ye =0
i

® 3% p/=6s? +y1N(6)s+xﬁJ+g1D+e RNLEX, 5 L4 B HE:
L=3w (0MCk+ P +H7N(OMC Kk + €) + X8+ P + €/} + (0~ Ty )
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P kB
® F.O.CH#:

A
2[1yDiag(M;)Mxk + 61,Diag(M;)Me] + y1yN(6)M; — = 0
t

® 7T MAXT, mEL:
* g = 2-1yDiag(M;)Mk
* 8= (91,92 - 9Nl
hy = y1yN(6)M;
h = [hq, hy, ..., hy]'
1 X N vector q; = 201yDiag(M; )M

Q = [Ch; 2, - CIN]’

® F.O.CHLA .
Qe—wi=—-g—h
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M &B
® X B a JEETS X,

0 1 1 1
_ﬂ}l
i A _ 0
i —g—h
Q
| —WN i
® B35 T: 0 1 1 ... 1
—y
—Ws
: Q
— N

® 732 t it 3 -
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Bt 3EB: EBA AR

Stz =5 R+2) < 5= (1-4nE) ek R1E)
/\ =D
Q=W §i= %’* (Ri+ §A(81S). ey
< g -b N3 (BI% = % R tev
7 %1923 .
N §¢——%N(§)§: ERe

e
L= ,Z“'*‘fQ P (5 R3]+ 7M@) m (f24€) <3 B + 82 ¢ [ono-20
RIvht k. .
s A0S 2 W.t = 1 —’_‘,e
& we si/ni(gme )2+ 7NSIMG EXC)
od-e1 %
QA - - £
Wy - 28 Mylg K1€)-mik + wpe 7 MBI ME =X =0
% Apt Fo p L7RA L
Wo. 20 M (% R1E) My + W=7 NRlg) M= X =
»hA . )
N = gt el I -
% = Bl ey
2&(5mkt/ﬂk(f<+oe))+ 71E2;IIN/<!S}M-;§ 2

S S i - / g [ -
> [ J - Diag ) M (R+92)] + 7 W MEIM - 2 g =0

My mit = ~ mm Migm Mt Mz =~ Mg mop
m2¢ ( ; "\\ " ) = ( M2t pot gy — - >t Man )
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