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Non-financial Performance Measures and the
Channels whereby Performance Effects Arise
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Abstract: This study examines Taiwanese companies’ use of non-financial
performance measures and its impact on organizational performance. A unique
feature is that it goes beyond prior empirical research by further exploring the
pathways whereby the performance effects occur. Survey responses from financial
and accounting officers of 97 public companies in Taiwan’s electronics sector indicate
that these companies do make considerable use of non-financial performance measures.
The results of structural equation modeling (SEM) show that the sample companies’
use of non-financial performance measures has a positive link to organizational
performance and such use is positively linked to the firm members’ ability to
understand, formulate, operationalize and execute their competitive strategies;
However, there is no consequent effect on organizational performance. Finally,
non-financial performance measures positively mediate the relationship between
innovation capital and organizational performance. By deepening understanding of the
pathways whereby use of non-financial performance measures can enhance
organizational performance, these results help practitioners to realize the performance

benefits of such measures better.
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FhME o H R EERE LR A B 58343%3 58.45% o AT ip B % > AL u
Hi A R ek 4 L/F" St I G E s WL R=r) Ui WA  STACETN L) 514\3;4 % %72k
MAargondp g o AR K BRI R g - o

% Narayanan, Zane, and Kemmerer 201 1) & vt zadrz 2% > & § 12§ s A ~ & DR F Y 2

b
P
U R o
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(Z)E# %
L 484

F B E G TR LR R TR A IR R B T R o
Cagwin and Bouwman (2002)# Tihanyi, Griffith, and Russell (2005) % 7+ i~ e d
EHFURINTRSLE > BT UFEFATERIL > 4 R T i § BT RE
RIFTHEE 0 iEm B iixﬁtoﬂw’%Ff%%ﬁi\ﬂw%ﬁm E T EPN:
POARHE P 2 rd] f R a R e g

2. W s

Duh, Xiao, and Chow (2009)3%‘%~ A EHE L EH g PR o 27
CEEFT AR LR :%Jr"“ .'E_.?%‘l B rxd_3 84 F e (Cua, McKon, and

Schroeder, 2001; Ittner, Lanen, and Larcker, 2002; Kinney and Wempe, 2002 ) - F]}* »
* %1 3 % Baines and Langfield-Smith (2003)%2 Duh et al. (2009) > 4r » % B 117
%FJ’E' Heggro2 PP M EFIPE TRl 27 2 EY 5 Tgﬁﬂﬁ%iﬁii : (1);;
Fﬂ‘/ﬁ 1A s Q) REL  Q)HTERL (D) by FEY C(9)E S

FR:}&’? i~ (0)A F/PRAAF RS ~ 2 (DATA &/PRIF 7 @ R agid » &7 &
* L1kert—71‘_£»?31/u7\ FEZEFEE (== 22 F &L 7=2% %7 ) o v ¥ F 4 Cronbach

Q7086 AT FHTEIMF oA L AL LFRS BRAT NFESL- BOFF
ki ”%?%’*ﬂﬁmi*' 156.06% o F]pt > AP BARE A B R B E P AAE
PG e 2R 0 @ ‘v\gt.\;}rg IR I O i 42%%’-1157”_” H o

fofiic 4 A EHE 222 EATRE PN TR R L R
B ¢ 4 (Teece, Pisano, and Shuen, 1997 ) & T8 chf-d 81 > & L Hp RN %‘
ENLDF ML RLES Hiesgrad 4 1w $2 %5 (Holzweber, Mattsson, Chadee,
and Raman, 2012; Malik and Kotabe, 2009 ) = ¥t » *# 7 3% Duncan (1972)2 #_&
FRUPFFREARBEF A HANERR I LR L > IEL P FERY
ey A Rl o BB S E(D)SAYT H~ QM Q) Fin/iERE A~ DA - (5)
RE L enigdp /& Fo~ ()50 L ~ B R IE > & %2 )%Jf FEHEPHE - AREFER
%1ﬁﬁoﬂéaﬂmeJ%§9?E%kmi(lm&lﬂﬁ:#ﬁﬂ@%“i
TAE) o w ¥ FCronbacha 0860 27 FAHEF FAV AL P EHL AL
Jrd BRI - B2aFE > R P ok FI59.48% o w1 BT A

T B ST s B R 2009 & 1000 < £ AH B AR S 2008 & H AT AR A
P2 2R FEE S PR LA 10004 F (¢RABFAIFEAIBFEFLA) TP
2F LHEE L L 2009 & 0 EF b H2 2008 & o it L i 2 B o



¥ j??k—ﬁﬁ‘ﬁi”i#p*ﬁﬁ'rzgf % a2

Wbl WEI L 27 G mb R A SRR R AR DD b
r_]}'%-?}i; lbfpﬂvvlﬁg\:%ﬁro

B RAESMTRE

A5 12 SPSS 20,04 87 AMOS20.0% 3+ 4 47 148 » 4-% T B hF e 7 4 4

BB B @ F hE S R ¢ 5 ATE AT AT~ B hi B A T 8RR A 47

(Reliability and Validity Analysis) ~ % % # %)% 4 7 (Factor Analysis) ~ % i3
it A2 4058 (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM ) -

—_— ~ #{1"’ 3}?‘.4)“'/47\*5'

RERABEERETLTH R 2 OHY MBSy PAlEY cgam L2
Ford A g iR R T A E 1358 LT AR A 2 68% (13.58/25) - H ¢
PR EY G REE 0 LI A4 THEE 413 Ak f1E
‘i*iiﬂﬁ-mﬁiiﬁ;'& » T a5 281 %’:'”?‘F'T‘:’ P12 FEBOSTHEY HL Eg 2 2t
P4 7% 5 -»zipﬁ- oa*x% o A o PRI iR - Ui}imxé * oo v
PR 60 X H s RS g wp Bt - W L Sk N
15200 3 7 b B &4 2 72% (152021) &l EF 4RG3 6 - L Fmi 4
R R Tt & LA T 3:;:_3@/,,\;; 3746 » 52 ¥ E BB A2 67%
(37.46/56) > tpIFTF A2 6 0 AlFTY MR TE Y E S A A2 5160 AlFT

HHELJ 2 TIHEN 5 4952 488 FHm 2 izt v FRET AP LIFLFT
DRIFTFEAZ RIS o REMEINL 0 L F.g,a#ﬁ%%“kﬁi 2 ER A S A
FPAMEBRLRDEAREKR ﬁ_;‘}v\ﬂ%\m—lijm 5.20 > Pl ERTA S8 3
el > TEELZ 501 T2 AFBEOIHELGE ST ’{F"‘F»; HE IS
gl@%ma;{wgn z\,xmth'ogmp%gcrw,m; AT ey i 11,714 7
bR e R NP B B 1,520 F F Ao E A 2P Y e s 422281 FH
SN rz?ﬂ,s 4 m*msﬁgjl o @ B HERL R T 40 m\;; 37.820 47 itk
;g WA 2 T7% (37.82/49) B A & 7 6 Gk S A E gzl > a B0 AR BB

AR REY - L2 AP nTEE 5950 B AP A SE RS RS

TiaE L 5520 Y BAR RN AT BT RS R 1 iy > TiaE 5 471 0 ks
B 2o XBLFTAREEOEHPERE R g a4 Rg o THoEE 584
BOHEEL S G b a4 L T L 5550 A TR T AL S G b LRt
PEAE SO BT SR Ao HREFIFCRPE > T IR RO E
e 4 o 3 M AP Rl At AR LA 3
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£3 PR Kt

& Ay N & ] E &+ Tog &z
MRS 97 1 5 4.13 1.05
1 97 1 5 2.81 1.05
pardoch ML ES 97 1 5 3.71 1.11
(Cronbach a = 0.786) ‘E.f‘%‘i g2y 97 1 5 2.92 1.09
B3t 4 20 13.58 4.3
T 2N 12 1 5 400  1.04
< it 97 2 7 5.16 1.23
L TR 97 2 7 5.16 1.21
BIFTT &
B 97 2 7 4.95 1.26
(Cronbach a = 0.944)
e 97 1 7 4.88 1.39
B 7 21 1528 3.51
[ EE S 95 2 7 5.33 1.22
Fwdla/imde TR R% 95 2 7 5.35 1.21
(Cronbach o= 0.901) 75 = K% 95 2 7 4.84 1.19
B 6 21 1520 3.95
B f2 ¥ 5% B 1% 95 2 7 491 1.21
FARE 95 2 7 474 137
S 3 R 95 1 7 4.95 1.19
B RS P 95 1 7 468 127
Rwgrme
S kEH 95 1 7 466 122
(Cronbach 0.=0.894) ,
A3 & IF 95 2 7 4.88 1.19
AR F 95 1 7 4.85 1.30
B IR Sidn 95 1 7 458 158
B 11 56 37.46  9.50
¥ E g 97 3 7 491 1.05
REE B R 97 3 7 5.20 0.95
a4z
Py a1l 97 3 7 4.99 1.05
TR A 97 3 7 5.01 1.15
(Cronbach o= 0.914) o
o~ o B ik 97 3 7 487 115
£ B g AT 4 97 1 7 4.90 1.25
3 18 42 29.87 5.54
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2 H Ry
%3 F7 8t i (X)
¥ % B8 L N & & <~ Tiog R
SPRB(FEH) O RE 97 1,520 422,281 11,714 43,65
FofL/R a3 97 1 7 4.71 1.44
B 97 3 7 5.95 1.05
Pt 97 2 7 5.46 1.23
B A WG F 97 2 7 5.51 1.30
(Cronbach 0= 0.856) ¥ & 97 3 7 552 1.01
Frak 97 2 7 5.26 1.23
IR 97 3 7 5.42 1.27
B3 21 49 37.82 6.28
Bz A 97 3 7 5.16 1.03
Pt 97 2 7 5.38 1.16
2 97 1 7 5.06 1.23
# i i ,

At 97 1 7 4.52 1.31
(Cronbach a = 0.855) W 97 3 . 5.84 0.93
A 97 3 7 5.55 0.99
B3 18 42 31.51 5.10

L&Wﬁé%ﬁﬁ?%’ﬁ%?%ﬁ%??{ﬁﬁ#ﬁ*ﬁﬁ%%%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%’H&ﬁ?%ﬁ%ﬁ
gtk e 2P AR E CFRAES cHE L EA LT A BER S B R R A RR
AU BE BEL E o

R dlrfEnaAar > KRBT FIEE MR T M%%iﬁ#°

- VB i BB RR A
AR A W REBEET FRELDTR o RS AN PR

M T 5mq% I8 A k'tiﬁl— AR o Bt R }.& SREITE A o

QDL Toa i

- dm 3 o B R E 4 Cronbach a k& BIF £ O £ F L5 pIn- R
(Cronbach, 1951; Nunnally, 1978 ) o a E4%~ > Rl &1 F] & 2. FFenp 7 - REARF
ATRETHOERARG AT EEETRFETHEY > L %8 Cronbach a i ficiE
T ROTHRE0T ) AT EHMTALEF TR

(= )R A ¥

Aty iz fpc R (construct validity ) RIS IZm cPPEL & T ehfz R 0 @ fsd
wE TR PF L ¥ 2R T Joarrc R (convergent validity ) K g AR R AL 4 42 o
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- -ﬁkr_ﬁ‘g s r»]{m( ;:)iJ {j’ﬂﬂ-— 1]}}7‘_ IE."" Tnur%mq—%‘fg_ﬁﬂ ) 1’:" q—% mé /f‘grg °
i ;sgwipfﬁs:rl,% iR - BT RAORERREF AR - BERERL L (K
;’]}i 02011) ° o AR ARE ’x 4 (2011) f1* %1% 2 470§ j= £ (loading)

1”%ﬁﬂ{&mﬁ& i%W%éWE*MOSﬁ%*A i W%’#%mﬂ
HEDRFOFF [ FE ok B F D FEHA3 05 ,Tiup UW;a 5 e ac
PR E e L *b > Fornell and Larcker (1981)% #% 14 * 2 & & B & (composite
reliability, CR) % T 32% B 14 3§ (average variance extracted, AVE) %= & 5%
B efciscE > m CREE AVE B & e R end| ¥ & o w5 <2007 %2 05
drde 4577 0 AFETE - B r?*%f# 7 Loading & ~ CR &2 2 AVE & ¥ i 3| 2| %7
Bt o AR e R R A A WIE G R B R R A PR
i e

%4 FIREA kR

FlE L SRI N Loading AVE  CR
2R Gy 0.86
2 75 4 v R 082 0.61  0.86
‘ TR EE 0.76 ' '
o 4 Y 0.68
St 0.96
LIFTF & c1p:3 0.94 0.89 0.96
BB 0.93
B 3 0% 0.93
PR I A e i 0.91 0.83 0.94
SRR 0.89
B 2 )% B (4 0.83
FARE 0.81
£ iR 0.80
2% YR A, N B
T LY fijg;k i 8:28 058  0.92
=3 e T 0.78
A3 ER 0.69
L Gedp i 0.59
¥ e 0.89
wHF EEELAR 0.88  0.71 0.94
F1ilyi 0.87
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34 FIRHA Racr ()
FlEHL AP Loading AVE CR
AT A AT 0.87
B Jor fod Frik g & 0.84 071 0.94
£ Hp A 4 0.69
R/ R 2 0.86
(R 0.82
s 0.81
L L o 0.77 0.56 0.90
e 0.75
oy 13 0.68
IR 0.49
KRS 0.87
HoE 0.81
i 0.78
5 16w
ial T g 075 0.59 0.90
RE % 0.70
i 0.69
S FEAH
(C)FRRFAFAH
EEFFFEAfTT O FGRIFTFAIFEEFLI IS A (FlELIT) 7 1 &
IF) T 3 A 48 o B - § Kaiser (1970) fLri% e DBk 4§ B

(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling adequacy, KMO ) » 1| * % 38 2_ ¥ cr4p Bf %

ol M ETF g AR AT o KMORE (3 0~17 » & g LTI £ 7 I i b
BoBRELALAL AT F 2 AZFITORF > Pl AT BRI OAp M AL 0 AXT S £
BEFALAAS LT o - AT FKMOE * 30.6FF ¥ X > £ h4F +3008 ¥
b > Bartlett (1951)4% 21 4- %+ %78 M Ap b 25*L e T 2k 5 +& %2 | (Bartlett's Sphericity
Test) % TFHELFE LA LA 2440 M GHEL o BAR AT T TR PES
KMO 5 0.810¢ 3% -K# » R4 $FME 4 3 R4p M ; Bartlett'sth 5 & 2+ = &
52916420 fd B L8200 RIR A AT E L P4 £ T3 5 b o R
AT R efE kTR & EA 2 A A
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(= )%#EEFF A 47

O BREHF LT AP HF S FHALT BRBEFTRAE o L ERETRE
R W‘? /v\%fr C HRW ARG A- MR IS Bk RT b ER L HA
LR RS H TR G e o SRR Y e R
Tt’f-'p ff*“’ﬁ—a AT G ped ol TR e AT Y P FRAE B~ A I Ap AR 17 5
if fie & 2% % (Bentler and Bonett, 1980; Diamantopoulos and Siguaw, 2000; Fornell
and Larcker, 1981; Hair, Anderson, Tatham, and Black, 1988; Joreskog and Sorbom,
1988) » @ S%drd 597 0 F 2 E S 24.04 £ EHEE \Iﬁipﬂ’—- EIHRE o 7
PR R B R U G A AR TR AT N R R
FE AR R

25 FHESERR
et HEE By
+ = & (Chi-square ) A% AX4F 24,04
P& >(0.05 0.94
+ > @& H ad B (degrees of freedom) 1t i@ <3.00 0.69
BT £ $5> 42 (root mean square error of approximation, RMSEA )  <0.05  0.00
i fe & 45 % (goodness of fit index, GFI) £0.90 0.96
P18 ehig e & 4p 1% (adjusted goodness of fit index, AGFI) ' 0.92
7 # i fe & 45t (normed fit index, NFI) 0.96
vl e & Ap 1R ( comparative fit index, CFI) 1.00
# e & 45 1% ((incremental fit index, IFT) ~0.90 1.00
H i & 4p % (tucker-lewis index, TLI) 1.00

BB AR A

AE LR AR KB R Y M R AR RS
BB o R b Rl R B endp 3 B o d 0 i z%ﬂ\
@fW?ii’““gﬁ%*ﬁ1ﬁﬁ%¢ﬁm““ﬁafﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁm L5 4k
ZAERN (E P BB RSz > 2010)0 — 4 k3 o T8 st 4 A BodF A 200 11
Fl s R A dcAX S RIS e LR LS R i ( Kline, 1998; Loehlin, 1992;
Schumacker and Lomax, 2004 ) » “f P2 th s R G A AMBER > AR
g R A el A RS K A o F PR BCH S PR H Sl E e R A e
SAEAR T AREARDTONE £ T o0 $RBREPHEELL €4
F i e d AR RAR ) > T AT AR A L R A S L R en ]
St w el AR R S BF (FRAR BT 4 0 2011) o Shrout and Bolger (2002)+ =
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%) P A F 7 0 B3 * Bootstrap (FAMAF R E 22 H3 P A o B AT
*&mmw“ﬂﬁéme‘ﬂﬁgk?ﬁﬁﬁ%’?uﬁyﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%&
PEREF AP ORI R T AR B Bk o Fpt > A A
Efron (1979)#7% /& < Bootstrap *Lfl_ =2 5 1217 1000 == Bootstrap sample %-#c iz 3+ »
MRFEAR AT DR AT e g B S AR G U Al BRI E R
iz P WP - <A ”ﬂ? ek A fL 5 Bootstrap sample 4% F & 7 & -
Bootstrap sample EEP S A (—i?*‘-% 4 52011)> ;ﬁ MR AR AR L e R
2l A)ﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬂ%ﬁ‘I%ﬂﬁﬂ?dﬁmeigﬁ’ulé@
ZEpA a3 pdg B~ Ko 4 = Kﬁ“m%wﬁﬁhﬂﬂﬁfz%aurﬁ bpA 7% 5 2y
EERe %‘«i P AT 0 B BT P RACE S S B 2 B R e
BB g Ao Bl 1 &4 68T M rcdp R m g ool i e fF T
5 017> FEgFrApM (=1.64 > p=0.05) > ﬂ%uﬁﬁé%xﬁ&w— ki
GBB T A AT BT 0 AIATE AR g iR b ﬁﬁf’«ggﬁ 0.34 > & FIAE %
T Apk (t=3.87 0 p=0.00) > i E AT % L FEH - > AT fEAFTF AN £
Bt RF e Bk g%y L"EH_?)I?%'- R oo
BAEZ AT AHERG L L HFRPL > SRR R T LM
#edp %“ﬁldwﬁﬁiﬂpm‘@%Fijﬁ‘iﬁﬁﬂfﬂodﬁlﬁ?¢ G
AR AR B g iR e il : 038 R F LM (4.03
p=0.00)- } it % % #* & Baron and Kenny (1986)f # 4 »x% 2. 2 & > (e & A 7.8 %

LHFER=Z 0 AT RRIFTE i&.bi’?_#«‘i srenfd e /—F?Jﬁln‘r* ?;;::fﬂﬁ——»-ﬁ I R
B9 GER WA d R H R EHAAT AL HE Y Rk

a5 e 5#«‘* P o

B fudh b 73 *{;}H gk * ;1;5_4 [ | ‘_g‘s%g R f ki 2R
wa o ok odl L2 B BPER e ARG L raemY 4G 2y
T v B G 4] RGBT i R 0.580 S PIBEF 8 Ap M (7.06
p=0.00) » & 1% F] F/nArHt o g e iR e G iR £-0.13 0 AERF }\_%
(=-1.08 > p=0.14) > ¥ * > B3 »Hipé‘n?*—%jz». ety fhengs ¥ G 24w ek 5F
i 4 oA FH LR Tk o G EF/RAFHY AR ?E—-??IjZ‘.s
el R RGO G 0640 IIMF L ARM (2848 p=0.00)

AR E R AFHER R e fF B 004 AEEFRE (=034

p=0.38)° Fit X% T 0 £ ,i i ?Lﬁ?}ﬁxﬁi ST s ST TR Tk ST
RATARR 0 3 EAR B P ERERGFE 2 Fuk oo feapat gy 4 4,7;\4 e F“%
*’ifﬁ—i‘%f‘}@ UL ) ,\%lFi;m‘?: 2 BT o

ﬁ@’&ﬁﬂ%&ﬂ’ﬁ%ﬁi%@%%ﬁwﬁﬁnmg@&g@%,%@@
FoRE (=073 p=023) &7 27 G {7 FEL ik o HO P EWE LG
@02?%ﬁﬁ£$$ﬁ%%$1ka%§QM7n%§ﬁ%¢}(FM6,
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T#ci 0425
4 —j-ﬁf/{f\?)f-i 4);

SRR =8 R o TSI SRR i R
¥ J}}fﬂﬁﬁa (t=4.79 » p=0.00) > 7= T 2 P B HH B * Fr T
I AR S R e FJQ¢ K o

i
7

= gérg
B R

BT
7
0.38%%% 0.34 %%

P4 4 0.17* g 0.01 —
o a1 o PR
g xdp ik &k \

skesksk
' _ 0.42 P

0.58%#%*
g Wk
] T/FuA ERIAG
Bl BEAT
%6 BEWSNGLSITES

BT BT 8k S.E. t B P&
gkt S o g 4 o 0.17" 0.17 1.64  0.05
RIFTE & = SR R 0.34"" 0.14 387 (.00
RIFTF & —  FEHardochiE 0387 0.09 403 000
Spa ek o Rl 0.58"™" 0.10  7.06 000
dpardoch®: o RuER/MAA 0.65" 0.21 8.48  0.00
Fox 4] 2/ N ‘_cv._‘ffF\; kR e -0.13 0.16 -1.08 0.14
R EF/HEF S K £ -0.04 0.08 -0.34  0.38
il T N SR 0.42"™ 0.10  4.79 0.00
i i N R R £ -0.06 068 -0.73 023
R — R g % 0.01 0.69  0.16  0.44

st HERE 47 p<0.0l: T4 7 p<0.05: "% 7 p<0.1 -
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+ 7 Bom i iy el ok @ % 0.0646 > } %3k 1 17.6% > %\' T 2R B 72

—\4‘3:-‘;;7 F’Emﬁ@ ]//‘{\ "‘Klq\é /\ ER: ) ﬁg”ﬁ,' %%Fﬁj\?

Focdy AP AR T A2
%‘EJ AP I ondp iR R o 2 o 2% o ;;_y = ”E’sz“i){ffp’fﬂ e LY
Wk F /R F R Bk B A B 5-0.0287 % -0.0099 ¢ T gt ) 5 -7.8%
G ] EE R /ﬁ T m s,&( & r 2 qg

v ip /E"
l[& l'+ l«'£ s f g ’
A

;'14‘["\
227% mAwed 67w $idlz
* 7 B2 % > 22 Baron and Kenny (1986) 73 41 7 4 st % & Jf % K=

PR U EIE R T R RPN R 2 F N L T S
R N
27 9 Ak AHES
J )
T T B R B -
g I8 & % I8 M NCEd
g S NS NS 1
St
RIFTT & - B 0341 0.026 0367 7.1%
7 i
B B 4ok
- 0.38x0.17
RIFTE & 2R 73 5 pdp o e s 5 ok 17.6%
=0.0646
BIATE & —2ipd 753 ok o Hv8 ) 2/3nde 0.38x0.58x-0.13 oo,
e&@%k ~ 00287 e
RIFTE d o2t MBS ocdp e R TR/ 7 0.38x0.65x-0.04 570,
= -0.0099 I

Adﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ

h BB AT T 7
v SEPBYE TP
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AL W%&E Fome
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® 134 Baron and Kenny (1986)2 3.f > 3 & f s F & R dctn b > =0 o f @ desrd g
B ¢ N R R AP 0 F Y A REE 2 4 p REE R M Pl 4

Rl 0 p REHEREDE PR 0 R A REE AP fnk o



FEWA RN OTFR I FTRAT AN L2 B N2 M AL FREA S
PH A R e - RARR R Y 0 R 2R LI e s b
M G Pk - R LGB R AE AR RS L
i § B P g 2241 (Chow, Shields, and Wu, 1999 ) » & & 2-p4 3% 72 45 1
e Lo S EEN GRS G WE B (- HET 2P AIRT &
AXF o PIARG TR MR pkdp R 0 A e B onahik S o AT Y - B
PR EMBG o R A B EE AR o e TR R R
i 4 e R BT AR ¢@%m’*ﬁ%£%ﬁd“ﬁﬂm°%wio
AE LA AT B L EERAR T k- B SRR Lk 2k
FoedpthF Pt KA/ T 0 AR 2 R T A AT S RE L PR R
Fobo Rtz et HEF A IS EY R ES NFZ A EFEPT 4 A
Wi F L SRR -

PR R A MBS R EE 2Lt ,ajf;?gﬁﬁg
M oty 3 5 £ AR BT R o8 S AR KRR R
ZEPBE - FWGLEFRFEFSFOTREE 1 ?‘Fil%\up#pg rm% @ o
* ERL R ARG b

ERPUBHEFELIFE TS 2 B2 6 B
FERE FPFTEEALT G 2NAL -0 2 ALK SR A ok A
WF 9T ¥ > Tt A TR AR A R U] 0 T M e e

ek o ARE LT R AP RMETIR G A B A B A

TS P e RS AR REHA PR AT U

WolEpd F- fEY TS ;mamqajé (2 4214 < EIm)s B s T

Bef LR R - AELLARREERT 50 R G ehdp Il % hein §
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FlE o WHEAT AR X ARG T iR~ -}5,}#;’;:}/‘—"_%;};,;% PR R
i T e s 0 A e N PR BenT % 0 R LA RiEr 2 E,Ijg.r)t;}ﬂg_fgr
E E'T’;}'E‘." Brpe 4 o 4 opliFAee > ,,_E;]jz»}i ﬁ{f}rg E?E;sz.%i ,_A;;:gf& H #&# ('Qr&

‘/)%’)m%l‘\‘ ) e S P\)xiﬂ”"'rn#ug Pk - g s d 3tk
THEYREAE  FEKR L EEe » 220880 7y 0 22MBE *;;;}ﬁﬁl.?;m—'ﬁ B4
*ﬁw%hﬁ%wﬁﬁ%zﬁﬁ%ﬁ’@&ﬁ@?ﬁ@éﬁ%hﬁwﬁ,ﬂ%zﬁj—ﬁ
7]22“**;:;1 2 v Ak iEm B %Ka:uéﬁr[;lj ;&J‘rl—h ﬁ\“p /P—ﬁ/«*g“,,,_* [ ) R
ﬂﬁ%k%ﬁiﬁﬁﬂfﬁﬁ%‘ﬁ%ﬂ s R F ARG BB B
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