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A Study on the Necessity of Audit Committees in
the Financial Industry and the Influence of Audit
Committee Characteristics

Yu-Shan Chang”~ Huai-Yuan Chang™

Abstract: In 2014, the government of Taiwan mandated the establishment of audit
committees in the financial industry. This study examined the differences between
voluntary and mandatory audit committees to determine the influence of voluntary and
mandatory audit committees and their respective characteristics on the financial industry.
The samples of this study comprised companies that were traded publicly between 2007
and 2016. This study investigated whether the presence of audit committees or the
characteristics of the audit committees influence the earnings response coefficient.
Analysis was based on the size of the audit committee, the number of directorships a
committee member holds, and the frequency of committee meetings. Our objective was to
determine whether mandatory audit committees are superior to voluntary audit
committees in terms of the incremental effect. The empirical results from a one-tailed test
indicate a significantly positive association between voluntary audit committees and their
earnings response coefficients. Regardless of whether the audit committee was voluntary
or mandatory, the earnings response coefficient was positively associated to the size of
the audit committee and the number of directorships a committee member holds. At the
same time, a significantly negative association was found between the earnings response
coefficient and the frequency of meetings and auditor industry specialization. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first study to investigate voluntary and mandatory audit
committees and their respective characteristics in the financial industry of Taiwan. Our
empirical results provide a valuable reference to authorities and companies pertaining to
the establishment of policy and constitution of audit committees.
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PR EF G2 BN S EhI R 2T DA RN o
Lama (2011)5#= 5 & * ;R 5 500 + 3 1> @ (T LA o AT wdlK E R
REHadnflb o BapP FRSEHT  FPAREHHLIT 4
P2 b o T FIERAMAZ 2P A FUREFFLRE 2
R RPoRFETEREFVAAE ERIRPRFRERE #

3l
N
s

B0

s

«”/
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Bl 7> 5 etk B4 0 2 ww?ﬂ°“iéﬁ§W§31W%ﬁﬂﬁ
REREF &iﬁg LR IR E$&iﬁgaéi'ﬁ*’ﬂwgﬁﬁgﬁa
B2t
ﬁlﬁ?g%#%£%2m63%#?%%i§i%@??ﬂ§gﬁﬁﬂaﬁ
FRARGUETHE N FOREERRELERERAT R RESP
B 2P E b () MARIENAP I 2P FEELTE R T AELEATLR
mo@muPM%$WivF?(ﬁ)??aﬂ&ig?%;ﬁﬁﬁﬁjﬁjﬁﬁ

ST RA T AT R DT R
HLER B R 7 fRREFPAR L ERF D7 67 RELZ4F Bl
¥

MR ESTE2 L£HBI T EXTFL R € OB Felo, Krishnamurthey,
and Solieri (2003)s#* 3 # R F3- % | € o «¢dﬁﬁ$%%%gwg41@
CRCIESEE e S 2 #i“ﬂ“ ’LF¥ﬂ”ﬁ # — 38 #]% » Chen and Zhou
(2007)2 Anderson sif| B kLR RK G B E R g TP ER ERE I AT
CER SR ER GRS 2 hm$“iﬁ§’u£%ﬂm¢m& Ft 2
FE e ERe & g R Ar97i0 € 31 F7 1 Hoitash and Hoitash (2009)#7 31 % Rl i
ik (SOX) o FP ARV FRELMG SRS F LR 4
ZEPy “E'l“*%ﬁ%é‘ CARA EFRIEH G T B A R b AR ,»j.;ua g

SEE ~%?£i’¢ﬂémﬁﬁkhﬁ 3 vt (2014) B RF
&iﬁgm%ﬁﬁ YHERHELAAM 0 TF “iﬁgm%ﬁ4<’quﬁﬁﬁ
ﬁﬁ%ﬂmﬁiﬂ&’ﬁuéﬁﬁﬁiﬁmﬁu’”ﬁJfﬁa%WﬁmoﬂL%
BT A B

o+

H2‘a: —ﬁ i"; ‘]%,FLZ %—T ) %‘é“-i ﬁ giiﬁ_‘%ﬁ_‘j’:’i‘sﬁéﬁF l@ﬁ‘ﬁiiﬂﬁﬁﬁg o

S FETOET R LA S HO P a P AT N 2 ST g T
BADPKPERF ARG 2T - 25 o Fama(1980):n 5 M EE g ER S H =
WEPRFIEFIZHE AT S 1220 AEhil > m ? B g kg BY 0 )7
FHECEO § -7 A REM= & (2010) « g > 27 BHe T T nfy -
AR R RS R e AP F RO BT TRE - VT L RE S
THC(2013) eFm g 4 B B BB IRE R BRI 0 T B R
BenZ RS 0 RO F LB IR R o B kA (2014) e R4 4

FEOPRBAREERTESANZI G BRI EFEREF LM AT
PROEE B P b REHRAIAFEF O FENET RSN L EHEHTE
pFs F R iEhh G E o FILF R DT SRR

H2-h: B R %7 > 33 LA 6L R E 2P e FHF AL APH -

V-L

—-
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Stewart and Munro (2007)s#" 7 g% # R » F3E A § 2 F € e 2 F3- 4 R
5B FF LR ERIT UEMNF ARG T F B HAME T ARG F T S
i 0 0§ v d F 3t & o Abbott, Park, and Parker (2000)£ Xie, Davidson, and DaDalt
(003§ E B o A BV AR B EAHH S R HBEE PR 50

$E BRI o A7 S AR § % et o T BT 2

>

H2c: Hufim2 %7 » 33 LR R 247 i T 4pH -
FoFEE
-~ RETE
R B AR Y EP (SCAR)

THEHFEP Y GE D FHGY (market model) 4ot B3t o FRAEE R ¥
j‘:‘lfiﬁﬁvw REIEFL L oF B R BB AR 0 50 P EARAB- o T F
B AR S AR o gt 2 B d Patell (1976)F A4 L& ERE 2P B F
WP FPRRER REL S RBROPZ R YIS FLE- VAR
2. p ¥
L)r g8 4 (UE)

) (LR R R UL R F 2T )

34y @ 4(UE
& S TS

Ohlson (1983) #7311 z_ #7335 # 4 F J& (28 (earnings response coefficient) 2

%7 p%%Amew,ﬁTgipwﬁ%a GRS S0 R E SR
g °
ML 2 3 A G R ARES L 14O R AT

(QEF+=2%3+1F ¢ (AC)

22006 #EE 2 EE N3l AR €0 K0 2007 & 10 1opAey s F
p2007 #4z EpE A RO REFFLA 6 A S pAERE (VUN) @ 2013
#1273l paEgRfamEL L HiES ﬂ»rig;azﬁgugx,xw;;m » T
2014 AR EF AR g2 AR ELSF LI P 0 ARG 4K E (MAN); 25 3
TR FRERBHP LAY BRI E R GG B2 B OFRE S o

SO AF R L2007 222016 & > F ¢ BT AR EDE > U BHREDT LR
€8 2P FETES A F €202013 8 K& K975 B PRSP RN 2015 AR E B EFE
2014 Ee FEFE2 2T UAET 2017 ELKE T EF SO IRIEKXEFILR € i
P REAFL LR AT LT RN 2016 FEK T ARESFIFCREFVLRE -
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(3)%34 A ¢ R4 (SCALE)

Dalton, Daily, Johnson, and Ellstrand (1999):~ %45 41 » § % ¢ Rfids+ » 2
EE2 e ARG FiEa BRI AFLHE P RBEZ L ZE 14 iF2 4
RE o FFEARE Y 2B FE e > T AFAESNA S FPLE G = 2
Rz g3 40 ¢ 5 merane.

(4)% R 4 iz 2 # # (CONCURRENT)

i IR REABETRE B AN EF g E L EZEe 20D
ZEFOEFRFL A RBARFEF LT ﬁi&iﬁi%gfiﬁﬁu; % 4 iEH
CERIIAY 0 IS TR ED Rl A GNC P A TR B A I UEUIEN SN AU 4
FHRELFAFTEL I FO &R BRIV Ze pOBRE AN 2P 22 F
ToFHiEzafd 33 A4pa Tz 100%FEF 207 > LR S iE- 1 &
WrFERFE T EI FOP R 2 i VLA AES A ERR E AT

g oS | 3o p iR Eiet (2014) oy R Al g b F L E
%ﬁf"r P F R F R BRI B RARI N E ROV LR TR Tt
FhiErrme
B)%3+£ A ¢ ® ¢ =c#ic (MEETING)
RROBRFEFPFFLA GRS "}E?’%"*$7f'§*ﬁ,*’""¥‘iﬁgﬁ%i")ﬁ

TR oRRBIRECFFLAERI CE £ F e & o Xieetal (2003)4, 4
FPAR GBSl A AAAF BT LA RA 2P LW

(6)% 3+ 2 %% * (EXP_CPA)

1245 Dunn and Mayhew (2004):#= 7 &7 » % 2P 2 AP g3 2 33 A% %
P HRHHBREL RO AL F R AEL RAPZ AP [ L A4 o Fp
YR X APy Wﬁ’% HKFPAEEREARLG ONMDFT2ZAREFFATRAD
P AF2Z PR P P AR EIEFATF L ARE AL XY FABE
PRAPZRIEE LS Y- R TRELFVAEFE O AR B R LRLE L
FUAF RO RS FVARERAPER AL F 2500
3. il i
(1) 2 @ 445 (SIZE)

2 B KRBT AP p A EGTE o 7 4L 0 Becker, DeFond, Jiambalvo, and
Subramanyam (1998) =97 7 4 d1 &4 e » 2 P RH > T U RIIE © i IRE
ﬁ:(omltted variable ) » ﬂﬂbﬁrﬁ WA 2 i3 P RN R A b g o P AR AR L

FUSIFTRETAMNELIF I RA DR FERRT AR ¥
b > Freeman (1987)3n 2 $~ HLH 2. & @ » ¥R T0H P4z 7R 5 Har -
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(2)%% £ 4 =@ (DUAL)

FEFEAEREE - FASFFEFEFHERGEZET T g5 p LfIE
AR e § 2 E4 i (Collier and Gregory, 1999) > FIt K B M RS EE T
TR EFRERGE I - AWRE L ERE 00
3 F Fvx (LEV)

AT I R f” BARFATE L F ot F o Roychowdhury (2006)4,
Mo RRBLZOTREIJHEIFRIBP > WP LERT L0 RHRE R
RS IR 5
(4)ix « #%3t % (INSTSH)

EAFERL RIS A F B fep PR 2 A F A FIR2Z 0 BIEFE 0 Sharma,
Naiker, and Lee (2009) 7% & 47 ) » /b 30;2 A ARyt — B0 LR B & £ aoph s $0
SRR ERL P R PR R £ o Fl R o R
(5)% % £ 452t & (DIRSH)

A rREEFTEEFR G FFEE T E 4% 5 > Jensen and Meckling (1976)

T RS F2MEEFFL LRGP B RS 2otk Bt
o~ pdl R e
(6) % %k & (BETA)

GOELR G R AT PIFHEPLERFIF 0§ R RARE B HTR KR
EARE > PIH AR AR TITIRE € 4% > FLRE Do~ gk o
(7)A % (SECURITY, INSURANCE)

Wbk @Ems SRS CAFE RS AL ARockBE TR R
RSB FHRALEESEFSECURITY 2 1245 05 $H A5 s L
INSURANCE % % 1> H42% 0o
(8)& & (YEAR)

FHMPBER S AP I RIFFREIT A2 2P whE R pH¥EK
(YEAR) 7| » 257 3 2 4] %

Z ~ P E

FIRATCLAFHREF VAR LT NFEREL BOF B bk
(ERC)  H ¢ Frd% kit s+ 22 Ramiz £ (2012) {4 @ 1% (2013) 2 i%;2 >
;}%LL , j\/gzigji—r 3'H3ti'l(l)'£f‘”—r :

o

B
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SCAR = g, + UE + ,AC + a,UE x AC + ,SCALE + o ,UE x SCALE
+a,CONCURRENT +a,UE x CONCURRENT + o, MEETING
+a,UE x MEETING+¢,,EXP_ CPA+ o, ,UE x EXP_CPA
+0,,SIZE + ,, DUAL + &, LEV + , INSTSH + o, DIRSH

+0t,, BETA+a , SECURITY + ¢, INSURANCE + > YEAR +¢, (1)
e
SCAR BB FRP O R o

UE P TR

AC EEA2FP 4R 6 FREZ Lo F2: 0057
#ep 2007 EACKEFTAREH ORGSR E
(VUN): @ 2014 &4k 8§32 | ¢ 4 RIAR 5 % H15K
E (MAN)-

SCALE FIL R R

CONCURRENT F R EH TR o

MEETING S NN R LS

EXP_CPA B3P AEERAP AL F2 500

SIZE SERM U RBRT AP A

DUAL FEEfEngm . fHE551F2 500

LEV FRVF o U RBE REDRART A o

INSTSH E AL & o

DIRSH FTEHm o

BETA SR o

SECURITY BAZEXERLZ L HAL 00

INSURANCE BALBGEEL 124500

YEAR ER RS-

2 FHRIGREERER

£ EHW DTN RBEIAFFE S N aE o L FE R 2P em 2 o
ERBH DOTRREE EARY > A EFREGRL 4 o 8 R R-2006 # 541K
PR Eg R RSO ARt R EF LA R G BHY o 7 oBPFR
2 ARERAT CAFECRENP RGP EIT () FARERLPT D
P2 FEEIPEIRTAFEATERO00 R~ 22 hemE2L 13 ()27
T AEI U R EREIT IRAFALHRA  FP LR EM TN L P
R OB T MBI MBEFAEp S RLARTER TR (Taiwan Economic
Journal, TEJ) » tk A #p A 5 2007 & 3 2016 & > F]2 ®>t 2006 & 51234 R g )
F40 2007 & 10 1 pAsH A pcf o ot 2007 & (T S ATF 2 AREh o KAT T MR A

I

2

=3
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T RBIAE 0 BoMPGLINEEFLAR 8 RERAEREBR O AR
ﬂ&ﬁﬂﬁ@mr@LmBﬁ);—magwﬂﬁw REFFLR 6P R(2014
#3 20164})‘5?’%{} Ly #E“Tﬁﬂ‘ 'Z%fgiﬁ,ﬂ%ﬁ,l LS Wt

e B2 B £ 1S 1%2 i TR L winsorized A2 - £ 1 5 2007
#£3 2016&$ﬁﬁil—a SRS P Re B3 20160 AfE L LR mﬁir-« o4
o A 252007 #3205 & d@ES 2 FFARELNHT D AV T4 £
2016 # - £kt D LR 24 FREFTAAE %ﬁi&~£W%iﬂiﬁ
NP REFVLRE

21 &RELSTH A

E L S IR RS &3t o
2007 24 5 29 9.5%
2008 24 5 29 9.5%
2009 25 5 30 9.9%
2010 25 4 29 9.5%
2011 24 5 29 9.5%
2012 25 5 30 9.9%
2013 26 5 31 10.2%
2014 26 6 32 10.6%
2015 27 7 34 11.2%
2016 24 7 31 10.2%
X 250 54 304 100%
% 82% 18% 100%

12 ERELERSZFFLR 4 2HY

FrARGwER 1R R RR G R £y =
2007 2 0 2 1.5%
2008 4 0 4 3.0%
2009 5 1 6 4.6%
2010 5 1 6 4.6%
2011 6 1 7 5.3%
2012 9 2 11 8.3%
2013 11 2 13 9.8%
2014 18 5 23 17.4%
2015 23 6 29 22.0%
2016 24 7 31 23.5%
M2 107 25 132 100%

g 80% 20% 100%
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B850

-~ At

%03 5 AT 2 Kb A o Panel A L OECREHE A 2 AT A 0 T O TR % B
TR AR F P (SCAR) enT 3585 -0.272 @ 5 -0.484 5 8 1 5 2462 -
1B REAFH F4H (UE) cnT o s 0021 ¢ =fc i 0.008 > # % 1 % 0.134 -
LEREFP AR (AC) 2 Tiolch 0434 m b2 17 119G 434%
2P REFFLERE o e BFME e o B LR R (SCALE) 281 B 5 4>
B ERO TG 2P AREFTLERA € oM i 48k (CONCURRENT) 2
TioE s 1924 - r* AR ad 2 L PG R EZ2 LT R ES
8670 A7 93 2 P2 b FH2 { EFIAA P LRI Bil LR &R
g’:'“ﬁi: (MEETING ) 2. T 3a%c s 3.862 > m H ¥ 2 5 E 32 £ 7R T2 - & R
g c B A L% R (EXP_CPA) # & 2 Tiofc s 0109 % 7+ 4% 10.9%2 2
75 ’LE N L A

Panel B Z g #]rav @ X ¥ 32 B € 2 th » 22014 & 1 2016 & 2 Auif 33t

Eod BEvaog o f anflum e XEFPLR g BRERETAHEFE
¥ (SCAR) enT35#c % -0.806 - 1 & F#AFFH F4 (UE) ehT 58 0.006 - @
PG> B354 R W (SCALE) 2 Tiodich 3.244 > ¢ i=dic s 3.000 &7 +
MAZ 2P FRBERIEE > REARS 7 RRERRLT TRE 2 2
FF o+ iz 7?8 (CONCURRENT) = & 2. T 3o s 2528 # =#c s 2.250 »
FAAMAREFAERE 2P hF s o @ bB ¢ % (MEETING) ¢ sk 5
10878 > ¢ =¥ 10 VU wH ERE € By FEEBWERRTL . AF VA
# 5 F_(EXP_CPA) = & 2 Tiafcs 0073 27 43 73%2 27 5 334 £5 R
AH e

Panel C % 2014 # T 2016 & 5 $13X B B354 | ¢ $ & 2 scib {2 4635 £ - &_Panel
B e §ilREF LR ¢ HECIMEFHFEP (SCAR) hT 58
-0.610 - AFEH F4 (UE) chT 3585 -0005 %L A ¢ hE BHPE 5 B %
M7 334 ¢4 (SCALE) en o s 3122 ¢ =i s 3.000 & A RiE< 4
T M R HEAP P AT AL 2 27 RBERIXE v 27 FERT
WEE 2% A4 T2 78 (CONCURRENT) * & » H T35#c s 1.769 > ¢ i
Br 1 A7 AL E ] A EPE A RER FPLR § PG RRT 2
ICTLBELIX Y- BRI VLR A KA T A F#”*g—kﬁﬁ:(MEETlNG)
T ofcs 6.366 0 ¢ #ici 50000 A A MA NP2 ERF EHcy G R EERD
HgoomH Y &) E R 2.000 —%‘ P F R A RSP EEGTER AL EE KA K
FPAREF M B A LS RO(EXP_CPA) = 6 2 3ok s 0098 %7 47
98%2 2P LB AL FETAP o

\\
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2 Panel B fv Panel C efcit 33t £ 2 R 2 77 0¥, %34 B € 1K
(SCALE) = 6 » 27 ag i e wEF+4 [ 42 ToMi 3244 150275
ﬁf‘]\’i PRV AR €2 T 3122 R P hL B A A2 AF P A HAL RSP
Mt XRE A RFREFITLAER > B e Ay %f*@:%*ﬂwaomé_éﬁa‘ifz
#% (CONCURRENT) S G LEEY A4 0 B Tiogch i 2528 & 1.769 0 Ao W
HLizenfmgd a2 e o e &l ¢ #ic (MEETING) = 6 R|F P i 8 >
AT e HEF LR €2 Tkl 10878 IR EF LR € 2 T odkp
63660 d pEETET AR REFFLAEL TV RDEEEFRE
SHCEB G B R 5 f e R B2 4 o bl g A ¥ % R(EXP_CPA)
oo RsFIE e X EFP AR G2 ToEG 0073 BAKEF AR 275
#0098 ¥ amiEz £ -

2 Panel D2 F3ofc L B L & ¥ 4o if 0 4 | § R0 (SCALE) &%
P AEEL R (EXPCPA) ¢ » Hiapi B $¥c A 24 (UE)s 2 B4 T2k
(CONCURRENT) £ ¢ =c#ic (MEETING) fep FEerss$l2 B » H £ B g 30iE 53t
MRS r AR A A g2 PR B FE 72 ARV pY -

—

% 3 4t it

Panel A: A BB A 2 4t 52+ (N=304)
Tiofg HEAL A E Q1 LIS Q3 B E

SCAR -0.272 2462 -6.921 -2.009 -0.484 0.979 8.879
UE 0.021 0.134 -0545 -0.020 0.008 0.031 1.096
AC 0.434 0.496 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000
SCALE 1.398 1.628 0.000 0.000 0.000 3.000 4.000
CONCURRENT 1.924 2.182 0.000 0.000 1.000 3.250 8.670
MEETING 3.862 5.371 0.000 0.000 0.000 8.000 18.000
EXP_CPA 0.109 0.312 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
SIZE 26.467 2.044 20.066 25.014 26.659 28.222 29.208
DUAL 0.023 0.150 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
LEV 0.828 0.173 0.186 0.766 0.920 0.938 0.968
INSTSH 63.253 16.401 17.370 57.930 65.390 72.955 97.560
DIRSH 20.259  17.356 1.700 7.150 12,755 28.470 79.360
BETA 0.998 0296 -0.028 0.829 1.013 1.199 1.716
SECURITY 0.257 0.437 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000

INSURANCE 0.033 0.179 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
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%3 iyt (X)

Panel B: 3a#]r%h ¢ 3% 5 B354 B ¢ 2 8 & & 2014 & 3 2016 & 2 4cit 1+ 563 (N=41)
Tiofg #EL A E Q1 " ix#ik Q3 BB

SCAR -0.806 2092 -6.099 -2210 -0.932 0.359 4.370
UE 0.006 0.023 -0.038 -0.013 0.006 0.020 0.060
AC 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
SCALE 3.244 0.489 2.000 3.000 3.000 4.000 4.000
CONCURRENT  2.528 2.247 0.000 1.000 2.250 3.500 8.670
MEETING 10.878 3.938 4.000 8.000 10.000 14.000 18.000
EXP_CPA 0.073 0.264 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
SIZE 27.293 2415 20.066 26.316 28.080 28.831 29.208
DUAL 0.024 0.156 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
LEV 0.854 0.183 0.203 0.866 0.920 0.936 0.955
INSTSH 70.074 13.245 31.880 62.880 73.940 76.950 89.900
DIRSH 21.156  21.127 1.700 3.420 20.200 25.300 68.650
BETA 0.894 0.379  -0.028 0.749 0.984 1.088 1.700
SECURITY 0.073 0.264 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000

INSURANCE 0.073 0.264 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000

Panel C: 2014 # T 2016 & 5 $13t & 3+ % | € # 2 2 s {253 (N=41)
Ty HEL A iE QL Fidk Q3 k4@

SCAR -0.610 2792 -4473 -2615 -1.614 0.827 8.879
UE -0.005 0.033 -0.121 -0.020 -0.001 0.015  0.049
AC 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
SCALE 3.122 0.458 2.000 3.000 3.000 3.000 4.000
CONCURRENT  1.769 1592 0.000 0.330 1.000 3.250 4.670
MEETING 6.366 3.638 2.000  4.000 5.000 9.000 17.000
EXP_CPA 0.098 0.300  0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 1.000
SIZE 26.103 2.168 22.127 24.078 26.318 28.087 28.837
DUAL 0.024 0.156 0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000 1.000
LEV 0.805 0.215 0.186 0.760  0.918 0.934  0.958
INSTSH 59.434 13.286 23460 56.200 62.180 67.810 81.350
DIRSH 18.047 16.477 2.080 6.760 8.550 26.260 59.010
BETA 0.860 0.279  0.351 0.625  0.855 1.136 1.311
SECURITY 0.341 0.480  0.000  0.000  0.000 1.000 0.341

INSURANCE 0.024 0.156 0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.024
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%3 iyt (%)

Panel D: = p e 4K EF 2 R €228k T

T so8(f RR) T 585 1) i3 @ TiE
SCAR -0.806 -0.610 -0.196 -0.3605
UE 0.006 -0.005 0.011 1.8585
SCALE 3.244 3.122 0.122 1.1656
CONCURRENT 2.528 1.769 0.759 1.7661"
MEETING 10.878 6.366 4512 5.3886
EXP_CPA 0.073 0.098 -0.025 -0.3907
SIZE 27.293 26.103 1.19 2.3485"
DUAL 0.024 0.024 0 0.0000
LEV 0.854 0.805 0.049 1.1076
INSTSH 70.074 59.434 10.64 3.6317
DIRSH 21.156 18.047 3.109 0.7431
BETA 0.894 0.860 0.034 0.4574
SECURITY 0.073 0.341 -0.268 -3.1365
INSURANCE 0.073 0.024 0.049 1.0193

RGP (SCAR: B A A B KPS UE: AW RHIAC: L3 LB 3 4R & F&Ex 1>
HAps 05 SCALE: %34 f ¢ %40 CONCURRENT : & f 4 iz 2 P #c; MEETING : 3% § ¢ B ¢
S EXPCPA: Y 33" A% % FA 1 45 10 F2 5 0:SIZE: 2 P4 I DUAL: $F £ L m g
WofHEF Al F2 s 00LEV: § ot DINSTSH: i 4 45550t %5 1 DIRSH : § £ 459500 5 ;
BETA: 3k % ; SECURITY : i A 2 % % £pF 5 1> H4 5 05 INSURANCE © & 5 g £pF 5 1
HepL 00

=~ ARME REA T

AFTG i Pearson iR GEckHask L BHBZ T2 APMAER LR £ 4 L 2
B b L RHC APH AR 0 A P 2 BRI R A4 R ¥4 (SCAR)
BAFH P (UE) TREFI M - 21 E R KIFREFP LR & (AC) 3
34 f €440 (SCALE)~ + fi 4 = 2 7 4 (CONCURRENT) 2 $3+4 | ¢ B § =
% (MEETING) L ApM » 2§32 5 & 5-(EXP_CPA) TR A0H » 97 B
F o %HEc G o BB A B 4 (SCAR) 2 F R # & (DIRSH) &
RAEFEADM > 21 bk (BETA) ZIRATF f oAbt o ied Stip b i deid s e
— - M A AR- ARG ARE A RHRE M SRR PP A
FRE- HEEE TR TR



%4 2 RuAM i (N=304)
SCAR UE AC SCALE ~ CONCURRENT  MEETING  EXP_CPA SIZE DUAL LEV INSTSH DIRSH BETA SECURITY  INSURANCE
SCAR 1.000
UE 0.185™" 1.000
(0.001)
AC -0.054 -0.100" 1.000
(0.348) (0.083)
SCALE -0.048 -0.096" 0.982™"  1.000
(0.402) (0.094) (0.000)
CONCURRENT ~ -0.052 -0.041 0.370™  0.393™ 1.000
(0.368) (0.480) (0.000) (0.000)
MEETING -0.008 -0.070 0.822™"  0.813™ 0.423™ 1.000
(0.892) (0.223) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
EXP_CPA 0.071 -0.040 -0.071 -0.085 -0.142™ -0.090 1.000
(0.217) (0.491) (0.217) (0.137) (0.013) (0.119)
SIZE 0.019 -0.021 0.257""  0.281™" 0.294™" 0.278"™  -0.364™" 1.000
(0.743) (0.719) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
DUAL -0.042 0.073 -0.046 -0.065 -0.104" -0.066 0.087 -0.090 1.000
(0.464) (0.205) (0.424) (0.262) (0.071) (0.254) (0.128) (0.117)
LEV 0.089 -0.012 0.119" 0.147" 0.155™" 0.128" -0.289™"  0.809™"  -0.069 1.000
(0.122) (0.833) (0.038) (0.010) (0.007) (0.025) (0.000) (0.000) (0.230)
INSTSH -0.036 -0.067 0177 0.189™" 0.119™ 0.257™ 0.006 0.425™  -0.133" 0.349™ 1.000
(0.534) (0.244) (0.002) (0.001) (0.038) (0.000) (0.920) (0.000) (0.021) (0.000)
DIRSH 0.139**  -0.022 -0.054 -0.084 -0.249™" 0.015 0.195™"  -0.279™"  0.003 -0.027 032777 1.000
(0.015) (0.700) (0.349) (0.143) (0.000) (0.790) (0.001) (0.000) (0.958) (0.635) (0.000)
BETA -0.146™ 0.017 -0.175™  -0.165™" 0.117" -0.110" 0.029 0.104" 0.029 -0.033 -0.210™  -0.388™" 1.000
(0.011) (0.764) (0.002) (0.004) (0.041) (0.054) (0.615) (0.071) (0.615) (0.563) (0.000) (0.000)
SECURITY -0.009 0.004 0211 -0.218"™" -0.210™" -0.211™" 0.400™  -0.736™"  0.111" -0.685™"  -0.295""  0.171" 0.125™ 1.000
(0.874) (0.938) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.054) (0.000) (0.000) (0.003) (0.030)
INSURANCE -0.064 -0.027 -0.013 -0.022 -0.107" -0.030 0.114™ -0.358"™  -0.028 -0.280™"  -0.084 0.101" -0.108" -0.108" 1.000
(0.264) (0.644) (0.825) (0.696) (0.064) (0.607) (0.048) (0.000) (0.623) (0.000) (0.145) (0.079) (0.060) (0.059)
= T

Ly ] g A 4 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%z A F K -
2. BB AEGFFRAILEP o

LTspz

ol e R W SRR TR R A I ]

69T



160 ¢ 3+

= ‘iiﬁﬁ‘b\ﬁ

5 Lsmglmme pREKRE (VUN) 2 5413k 8 (MAN) 334 R €2+ e
HaF > 42007 # % 2016 £ 22 2 7 Z 4k a2z BB o S % B 0 gl e
PRXEFE2AE (VUN) 2 A B H X @24 (UE) BB B H
P ¥4 (SCAR) R ILI v Bg % 2 B 2 (128 2434 > p-value =0.002) - A3 &
B FL R B2 2§ (UEXSCALE) ##t SCAR T Mg ¥ i+ 4phf ( ik
8.158 » p-value =0.008) » 7 #3+4 f ¢ 2 #w:r—%mw RGBT RD AN AT
FFARZFadAgARim, Ho it F2 4 0 2800 FIP R FTARLES
BB 2L ATFH P Y LR L E S P k2R %f\IE (UExCONCURRENT) %t
% SCAR % A E 1 Ap b ( %3 1.751 > p-value = 0.095) » % 7+ = ﬁ § e PR
Bl M ApH > AR T AR ERS F B2 EE LS Rl
Bogi ¢ B¢ =ik (MEETING) % SCAR R .1 » Bg ¥ ( ::egzoms p-value
=0.043)> 2 TR g A BAF AN FFEFLFE AR PG E LA
WPHEFELLR 6B A2 25 (UEXMEETING) 2 SCAR R 3% f v (%
#1587 > p-value=0.053) > H¥ it RF1 2 AP H ¢ ez TFEIPLL § & 47
At l"f“"’WLL%?‘H/‘%'*‘&-&@E)’U%NF@TWAP /‘\”““‘E; P R ERF ARG AT
LESPERES RS RER EAEE SRR EES SN s SIEE S
%2 %% 7 (EXP_CPA)¥ SCAR T ILE F 1 4p i ( r‘*ﬁz1421’p-value=0005) ’
AIFH LB A LE 52 2538 (UEXEXP_CPA) 2 SCAR 4rii- k3% f 4p
i ( "% #c-7.226 > p-value =0.012) -

m 2007 # % 2016 £ 5%4]3K % (MAN) 33+ 2 B ¢ frB B § e R FHF
Rstalicz B2 e gk Bnlnse pRAEFVFEIR 22540 AGFH P
4 (UE) Pb”fﬂﬁﬂ AR B ¥ SR p (SCAR) R It w B8 ¥ 2 B 1% (% 2.452 > p-value
=0.002) - AFFH FAE F L ¢ R4 2 L fE (UEXSCALE) #*+ SCAR % 7
By ooaph (#8117 > p-value=0.013) 27 %3 L f ¢ 2 R E FF B
R APRE o % B 4= 2 7 #(CONCURRENT )% SCAR % Jh f  &f % ( 1% #c-0.063
p-value = 0.094) > % & § 7 2 Bl EHAx 5 > A&7 L A dgH B4 @ g2 G oy
LERF2#f  d R EFHEFTMH - AFHFREFIA L T2 P2 LA
(UExCONCURRENT) #+** SCAR & L& % o 4p B ( %4 1.741 > p-value = 0.099 ) >
oo s A TG FRF RGBT M - F3-L A ¢ F ¢ =<8 (MEETING) &
SCAR % L1 % &% ( f4# 0.076 - p-value:0040)’ 2R E I HARE o AN YR
E"E‘y 7 EFowaipd P2 l% [ %?Fﬂ}; f’?"b’%)"‘i il QF" ‘—«ﬁ'{ii%ﬁ
(UEXMEETING) #? SCAR % 88 ¥ § » ( % #c-1.529 » p-value = 0.051) > &7 % 3+ %
RER el PF ROKEIRET{ 1M -7 332422 7 (EXP_CPA) 2
SCAR % LAF ¥ o 4 ( % 1.431 > p-value = 0.006) > e A3fH) Peer 23 4 £ 4,

R

(\x.
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2 2 %98 (UEXEXP_CPA) ¢ SCAR frif- % ¥ f 4p M ( (% #c-7.352 > p-value
=0.010) -

*Fm;&@ﬁmsﬁﬁﬁﬁfiﬁg ERECTETRFLIZHF G
oo Flptd & i F i YR AR EAREXEFILA DR (2014
#3 20164*)’ Eﬁﬂgﬁfﬁi REzadgar il i
F A H R R FKE (%#c11.036 0 p-value=0.113) > £ 77 p
FRBFIREFFLARET o RAFREZ 5@%]:1];{_%‘_%;
BEFEARA LM Imap A RGRET By N R
PRES ERFREF T LR g2 PR G S L.

25 REBVARGZ APEHBPECAFEFFPLEFREIDF

SCAR =, + ¢UE + o, AC + or,UE x AC + ¢, SCALE + o, UE x SCALE
+a;CONCURRENT +¢,UE x CONCURRENT + o;MEETING
+aUE x MEETING+¢,,EXP _ CPA+ o, ,UE x EXP _CPA
+a,,SIZE + o ,DUAL + o, ,LEV + o, INSTSH + o, , DIRSH

+a,,BETA+ @, SECURITY +,, INSURANCE + > YEAR + ¢,

64w e pREK B (VUN) A% E (MAN)
% #c p-value % #ic p-value

Intercept -5.165 0.270 -5.664 0.227
UE 2434 0.002 2452 0.002
VUN -0.281 0.487

UExVUN 11.036 0.113

MAN 0.427 0.105
UExMAN 1.614 0.901
SCALE -0.146 0.384 -0.171 0.320
UExSCALE 8.158™" 0.008 8.117" 0.013
CONCURRENT -0.065 0.105 -0.063" 0.094
UEx CONCURRENT 1.751" 0.095 1.741" 0.099
MEETING 0.073" 0.043 0.076™ 0.040
UExXMEETING -1.587" 0.053 -1.529" 0.051
EXP_CPA 1.4217 0.005 1.4317 0.006
UEXEXP_CPA -7.226" 0.012 -7.352" 0.010
SIZE 0.247 0.275 0.250 0.275
DUAL -0.261 0.811 -0.271 0.804

LEV 1.280 0.404 1.334 0.391
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25 REFFLA 2 AFEHFFCARRAIFPLIIFSSRF ()

sl e pRERE (VUN) 4 E (MAN)

i p-value % Hc p-value
INSTSH -0.030™" 0.007 -0.029™" 0.009
DIRSH 0.018" 0.058 0.018 0.102
BETA -1.844™ 0.000 -1.818™" 0.000
SECURITY 0.630 0.500 0.673 0.483
INSURANCE -0.147 0.878 -0.054 0.955
YEAR Included Included
N 304 304
adj. R? 0.256 0.257
F 5.58"" 5.417"

EZ3 ETTa

LT~ T T w4 10% - 5% ~ 1%2 AF E K .
2. %&iﬁ;p ¢ﬁ@§\ 32 o
3. ‘“/?@VUN7 T & 52007 &3 2016 & v A Tom Al e pEERE $34 R ¥ 22014 & 2 2016
4’*‘& 1> 245 05 2 & MAN 2o . % 5 2007 # T 2016 & #7F $h AT > & 2014 & 2 2016 & 5 3%
HREFFAR § 4R L 25 00
4. p-value % two-way cluster-robust standard deviation 2 £ i = = 7 22 & & % 8 #c2_ p & (Petersen,
2009; Gow, Ormazabal and Taylor, 2010) -

L =l

AT ZRR AT A BRI RFRES T LR 62 LT eRFE
2 AR AW (CAR)e M AR ¥3p (CAR) T4k %“ﬁ ﬂii?’?ﬁé%

F e

d&6vuEapdluaie pRREFITLAREE (VUN) 2 ficgd it 4
2007 & 3 2016 & 22 2 @ F 4 F i hlicz MBS > AIpH P4 (UE) i R
(CAR) AT E 1 4ph ( f:#18.788 > p-value =0.021) - AFh P2+ 1 f
€ P2 2%k (UEXSCALE) ¥+t CAR Az ¥ & 4p M (7% % 37.769 > p-value =
0092) 7+ 4 A § 2L AW L PHF ROBIRIAPH - ATFH F2 | L
2 7 #kc2. 2 %7 (UEXCONCURRENT) ¥+t CAR % 8¢ ¥ i 4p B ( %8k 16.169 >
p-value =0.061) # 7 * f L THE F4F BGHEIPEF AP - 7 FF £ L
%< (EXP_CPA) 22 CAR T s&g ¥ 1 4p i ( 728 10.173 > p-value = 0.005) » iz K 7g #p
FHEFFTAEE R 2% (UEXEXP_CPA) & CAR frégr g ¥ f AW (i
-65.652 » p-value =0.011) -

m 2007 #% 2016 EHlkE LA ¢ (MAN) frl BT ERIAF &
Gl B4 A 6T R AFHFS (UE) & A# 2 ¥4 (CAR) EEF 1
to b ( Thdkc 18730 > p-value = 0014) - AFFH FHE FL | ¢ RH2 L fIE
(UEXSCALE) #** CAR % 72 ¥ o 4pf ( % #c 43.190 > p-value = 0.052) > &1 %3+
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LR E2RWEFHF EGHEIRLIIHN - AFHIRE SR L T2k A kA
(UExCONCURRENT) %3 CAR & LA ¥ i 4pR# ( i%#c 16.551 > p-value =0.057) > 4
FAR L EHRE PR RGBT T M o i 242 % % 5 (EXP_CPA) £
CAR Rk ¥ 1 4p (% #c10.813 > p-value = 0.004) > e AFpH Fp $21 24 £ & 3
2.2 338 (UEXEXP_CPA) 2 CAR #r&f77 8% f 4p B ( 1% #c-67.667 > p-value = 0.012)

A BRI E L B R A A S R AR AR
4 (SCAR) i B 2 45 RIPF BT FHEEST G FZ K AFE VP
(CAR) @ § #rzc % o

26 REFVLEE2 A PRHIMRAVEPLIE LAY

CAR =, + UE + 2, AC + a,UE x AC + ,SCALE + o, UE x SCALE
+a,CONCURRENT +¢,UE x CONCURRENT + 2, MEETING
+a,UE x MEETING+¢,, EXP_ CPA+ ,,UE x EXP_CPA
+,,S1ZE + ,, DUAL + &, LEV + o, INSTSH + o, DIRSH

+a,,BETA+ @, SECURITY + ¢, INSURANCE + > YEAR + ¢,

sl ew e pEERE (VUN) w#]KE (MAN)

% #Hc p-value % #c p-value
Intercept -20.354 0.379 -22.936 0.298
UE 18.788" 0.021 18.730” 0.014
VUN -0.309 0.863
UExVUN 12.828 0.740
MAN 1.082 0.445
UExMAN -62.556 0.477
SCALE -0.517 0.663 -0.661 0.592
UExSCALE 37.769" 0.092 43.190 0.052
CONCURRENT -0.444 0.265 -0.419 0.280
UExCONCURRENT 16.169" 0.061 16.551" 0.057
MEETING 0.305 0.242 0.314 0.241
UExMEETING -4.720 0.465 -5.498 0.368
EXP_CPA 10.173™ 0.005 10.813™ 0.004
UEXEXP_CPA -65.652" 0.011 -67.667 0.012
SIZE 0.893 0.420 0.957 0.390
DUAL 2.929 0.831 3.115 0.822
LEV 9.653 0.272 9.677 0.290

INSTSH -0.137 0.104 -0.137 0.112
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#6 REFVLAR G2 HPEHAMEVEPLE AT (X))

seg]rew e pEEk B (VUN) w4k E (MAN)

% /3 p-value % ¥ p-value
DIRSH 0.075 0.096 0.082 0.161
BETA -8.578"" 0.000 -8.531"" 0.000
SECURITY 0.922 0.895 0.738 0.918
INSURANCE -3.886 0.521 -3.752 0.540
YEAR Included Included
N 304 304
adj. R? 0.247 0.248
F 5.08™" 5.017"

1. ™~ F**J T E R A 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%2 BE F K IE o
2. BRETEG S ﬁ@% KIES- 92
3. ‘“/?@VUN7 T & » 2007 & 1 2016 & A1 g AT oSBT ¢ p R “ﬁ%?iﬁ—ﬁﬁ_ZOMEK 2016
EEX L L HAL 05 e MAN 2 € % 5 2007 & 3 2016 & %73 A7 > % 2014 # 2 2016 & 5 5%
&E%“i REF®Rs 1 Hei 0 CARZ AL FMHE FARpY -
4. p-value %% two-way cluster-robust standard deviation 3 £ i %] o> 2 &7 # & % B #icz p & (Petersen,
2009; Gow et al.,, 2010) -

I~Hw Rt

”7#“,?'25' CERREFF LA L P AR DRE A2 H B A
+7 & * Heckman (1979)3% ! e FR B4R R > u_ﬁftﬁ ¢ 4¢ ~ Mills & v+ ] Cinverse mills

ratio) ¥ ¥l ¥lic, MM T P AERREFILR grrg S E e
FAFT RO ESPREF VLA EIFIF AR TE TR
Blv 2 AFU G FEELFHERGIT  f RO FARP I LR R

($d#£,2005; % & >2012; 3R 5 4 »2016) Flpt - il FlE 0~ & - 12

ﬁE,J;’,;L Probit #-%] » 2+ & Mills & & &) » 332 4o » 5 = PRE 2 3% &r;;\ v oo
d 2 7F 00 912007 # 3 2016 & Bl e pRER R F 2 R g (VUN)
2R AP R 0 P PR Al M AT P (UE) 2R R B
3FF (SCAR) S B ¥ i 4p Al (2% 2.465 > p-value =0.073) - AFpHh 422 %2+
4 f ¢ B2 2 338 (UEXSCALE) #+>* SCAR % 7LAg ¥ it 4p B ( % #c 8.176 > p-value
=0.005) BT FFL A €L RAWEFHF RGBT R APM - ATFH FHE LR L
iE 2 P #c2. 2 %7 (UEXCONCURRENT ) #43t SCAR % s2g ¥ i Ap i ( %8 1.751 >
p-value =0.094)> 77 = f fl T BZ FHF R AEKEIRE F LA 332 A €F ¢
#c (MEETING) = & P2 SCAR R sEg ¥ it 4p & ( 723 0.073 > p-value =0.043) » %
FHEFHEFILR € F & iz 2% (UEXMEETING) RIZ A ¥ f 40 M (4
#c-1.592 > p-value =0.043) > @ %+ A ¥ & 7 (EXP_CPA) ¥ SCAR % ZL& ¥ 1 4p if
( % %, 1430 > p-value =0.004 ) > e AFFH Fh B F L 4 £ L 732 2 %A

(UEXEXP_CPA) ¢ SCAR ¢rigom &% f 4n M (T2 4c-7.237 » p-value =0.010)

mb
P!
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27 PrBEpAERLEFEE

SCAR = a, + qUE + a, AC + UE x AC + ,SCALE + o, UE x SCALE
+a2,CONCURRENT +a,UE x CONCURRENT + o, MEETING
+a,UE x MEETING+¢,,EXP _ CPA + ,,UE x EXP_CPA
+a,SI1ZE + a,, DUAL + ¢, LEV + . INSTSH + ,, DIRSH
+a,,BETA +a ,,SECURITY + a1, INSURANCE + oz, LAMBDA

+> YEAR +¢,
sglrew e pEEk E (VUN) Ak E (MAN)

% B p-value % B p-value
Intercept -5.685 0.666 -5.648 0.659
UE 2.465 0.073 2.451" 0.075
VUN -0.276 0.520
UEXVUN 11.021 0.120
MAN 0.427 0.189
UEXMAN 1.614 0.901
SCALE -0.145 0.408 -0.171 0.355
UExSCALE 8.176 0.005 8.117"" 0.008
CONCURRENT -0.065 0.112 -0.063 0.128
UExCONCURRENT 1.751" 0.094 1.741" 0.100
MEETING 0.073" 0.043 0.076" 0.040
UEXMEETING -1.592" 0.043 -1.529™ 0.039
EXP_CPA 1.4307" 0.004 1.43177 0.006
UEXEXP_CPA -7.2377 0.010 -7.351"" 0.009
SIZE 0.267 0.601 0.249 0.619
DUAL -0.275 0.856 -0.271 0.857
LEV 1.146 0.766 1.338 0.726
INSTSH -0.029" 0.057 -0.029" 0.060
DIRSH 0.019” 0.015 0.018” 0.041
BETA -1.850"" 0.000 -1.818"" 0.000
SECURITY 0.629 0.511 0.673 0.496
INSURANCE -0.121 0.836 -0.055 0.921
LAMBDA 0.088 0.974 -0.003 0.999
YEAR Included Included
N 304 304
adj. R? 0.254 0.254
F 5477 528"

LT~ T~ T s 4 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%z kF % -k % o

2. BILBFHFRA ILEP o

3 N2 %% 5 2007 & % 20164 #§ # & T 5 Fl % ¢ R E 44 f & 22014 2 2016

» HAp L 05 0t e MAN 2 % & 5 2007 # 1 2016 & #7F $hA T o £ 2014 & 2 2016 & 5 %
FIMEFFLRAEH%S 1 Hp5 05 SCARZ Tk SR A B ¥ drp

4. p-value % two-way cluster-robust standard deviation 2 & i =] = 7 22 & & % 8 #c2_ p & (Petersen,
2009; Gow et al., 2010) -
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¥oby ¥ _P 112007 &£ 3 2016 # 41K E FE R € (MAN) o gt
FERIAF RGEZPE A FHA (UE) 2R F A HE ¥ (SCAR)
imﬁ¥wa(&&2%lp%wm&wwo%mﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁg%ﬁii
3 78 (UEXSCALE) #+*t SCAR % % ¥ i 4p kf ( %4 8.117 > p-value =0.008) - &
TR FAE S R iz Pz ? %k (UEXCONCURRENT ) #43t SCAR T i ¥ 1
p B (% 1741 p-value =0.100)- %3+ 4 B &€ B ¢ #& (MEETING) = & #** SCAR
im%g B (%3 0.076 > p-value =0.040) > ATEH P42 L i ¢ F ¢ S dkc

2 % 7 (UEXMEETING ) | & mbg ¥ ¢ 4p B ( % #c-1.529 > p-value =0.039 ) £ {5 »
%*Lﬁ #* % 7 (EXP_CPA) ¥2 SCAR % siig ¥ 1 4p i ( 7% % 1.431 > p-value =0.006 ) -
CRIFY P EI A ¥ L 2 2§ (UEXEXP_CPA) £ SCAR 4rig & % £ #p
B ( % #c-7.351 > p-value =0.009 ) -

A 72857 uErp EREF LA 62 FHF R REE
ARR o R A E R R (128 11.021 - preOlm)’ﬁ J&¢%ﬁi<o
His s B RREARPP B FESSETRG FFp AEHTE S D
- I

L B

AP LW ERESP A HAIREF I AR 62 H B RS
I SEF RS SRS I R R BN SR SR S
THE =Bt T RO PR E R PREAF IR AL R
TRSEMT > bRV ERAREFF LA 2P (201422 2016 = ) 5 =
PAREEF LR EM LB PeF RIS EL M o p AL S
P PO N SR PR TR pri
To RGNz Rk VLA G LR E IS BEOREIREF LM SR L
ERE PR GBI RET AN 3P LR G PR BT R A

Bood b ¥ JFALT ERYWAELFITLIR G5 S AHIRE g
w*%ﬁ@pfﬂu’aﬁA@€@%r LEat A
PEFERELARAPINEY AL R A PPN BLR g2 - @ AT
u!ﬁﬁﬁq—n PR IITLAT A ’,;201441|mwr,§*yfa§%“iﬁ§ KEY
BpR et PR AR AREL T IFDP 2 R T AL ATE R 100 A
PEENY S S EEER IS | Py _E’vuﬂp?ﬁéﬁig“"’ﬁip7ﬁ"%r}' 2tk
AECZRED SR AZ R e PO ERAFI AL, E R AR

EEAE R RFFV AR fH L E LW
BREFHE 6 o d NS ASTRAREFT LR € ERA RS
FREFTHR S UEARRHRES VAR f LB LT B AR
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Z4RE 20130 T RAEFFLR NP 0E2 kY > WAL EZEETT
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B2 2014 2 FE P IEPEALEFEVFHLEMBREL B 5
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WEcp 0 20140 4R g RN MEPATY B 4+ ER T
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