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The Study of Financial Performance and
Community Benefit Services in Different Types of
Nonprofit Hospitals

Li Chang”

Abstract: Nonprofit hospitals are commonly known as social welfare for their
establishment. However, due to failure of auditing and monitor from the government,
these hospitals may actually make huge profit in the name of nonprofit. This study aims
to explore the differences in financial performance and spending on community amongst
nonprofit hospitals run by private companies, those run by family-owned companies, by
non-family-owned companies, those run by religious organizations, and nonprofit
hospitals other than the above. This study uses panel data with the fixed-effect model to
measure the differences in financial performance and community benefit services by the
different types of nonprofit hospitals. The 217 samples from 31 nonprofit hospitals over
the seven-year period from 2002 and 2008 were used in the analysis. The results indicate
that (1) the financial performance (spending on community benefit services) of nonprofit
hospitals run by private companies is higher than (less than) other nonprofit hospitals; (2)
the financial performance and spending on community benefit services of nonprofit
hospitals run by family-owned companies are higher than those run by non-family-owned
companies; (3) the financial performance (spending on community benefit services) of
nonprofit hospitals run by religious organizations is less than (higher than) other types of
nonprofit hospitals.
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Td 247 0 AREAI(D)E@B)? 0 LA A 1 (#Ek# —Factorl) 2 & if ¥k
T3mgheler (FI) @978 R EER (ZRFBTIBRETE) st &3 8 ¥
R FAR S o IR L %M,%:P%v’ﬂ%}lﬁi" ( Bazzoli, Chan, Shortell, and D’Aunno,
2000; McCue, Mark, and Harless, 2003 ) o 5 = A 2 (f K PoitrAe B —Factor2) 2 & i
hco Frfulle (DIV): 8 FAHM (Frafpe o) ;5 FrRpyde
iiﬁ%?§ﬁi$¥ﬁWﬁ?’@%§ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&’#ﬂ“i?%&%§’%@
i?ﬁr)%:f%b’ﬂéﬁll@% (Chang, Cheng, and Das, 2004) - i =4 3 (& ¥4 B L & —
Factor3) 2 fif % s ¢ Fau (DOC): g B 4 L L ek (gt
%ié—&‘ﬁt) ?fffis‘%ﬁipg*%\'” 5 I‘m”l{%i%ﬁmw\«}é‘“ o R F R TR IR
% (Bazzoli et al., 2000; Goes and Zhan, 1995) - & = 4 4 (¥ /&R #-—Factord) 2
Bl gdc FE 0 (HO): R FRTAZAK (BFFY < =148 =0)
??ﬂ@iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ?’#&“§§%&$§’#%3¥%%%iﬁﬂﬁ
% % (Lin, Xirasagar, and Tang, 2004) - & = 4 5 (& # i* 42 & —Factor5) 2 & if %
oAt Ar It (AP) FEFRAR (ZRFRESBAEAACEZRS
&4&):d*%4ﬁ@1ﬁﬁ$%—&4’#%&&r%$%1%%’2%%%
#r2_JE4|# % (Bazzoli et al., 2000; McCue et al.,, 2003) - i =4 6 (5w —
Factor6) 2 #if %> f f- 5 (DB): & Mt (Rf FIRFTA) é‘ v
FAx G 2 i‘f;él‘;-awf' LFprAsg o RE Tﬁ«}%‘l‘* AT AR S & (Younis, 2002 ) 4 = & 7
(??1;*;;3, —Factor7) z_ & :if ¥ T X & (LOS) = ??/?*;:3, (@ENETRS
Plaket &) § FIO0Fx foAk© 2 FRaocd 485 o poc i 483 2 FR TR IR
% (Younis, 2002) o~ &4 3 %77 » AfA(2Q)¢ » 4 &4 A (#7i8 kK —FactorA)
2 B Rl ToRgeer (F) i kERR (GRBTHERETE) K



AR F & Tx?él%pp%’fi\¢ PR R B 2 %%Fm"ﬂ%} # % (Bazzoli et al., 2000;
McCue et al., 2003) - i = 4~ B (& ¥ 4 § v &+ —Factor B) 2z #if % #c > 4 ??
20 (DOC): R B ¥ A LA AR (FRAAEFLILH) I pi AT Fa
;,@bigrg»]'{»ﬁgéc S ) RN ;.5'?%)%1‘* % o7 JE 114 % (Bazzoli et al., 2000; Goes and
Zhan, 1995) - i =4 C (P43 fkim—Factor C) 2 i ¥#ic> f F - & (DB):
é?’fﬁ&%‘-f? (W F F‘/,@?é) ; é T% kAR 5 2 T ’f"lliaﬂ’ AR 0 1 %5'%:%]‘*
ArEFIF S & (Younis, 2002) - 2 = 4 D (% # i 42 —Factor D) 2 #if %ﬂz’ k
Ab A etk (AP) %}T'E‘rsﬁél“ﬁ)i (ZHFAZE 65 R E A A v [iZ T
gﬁ)'d«:-\s‘z&:)?wfuprs*“~ﬂ“*’r{*“‘”“*rﬁ’& pgl%l‘m“r\
EAI# % (Bazzolietal., 2000; McCue et al., 2003 ) ° & = & E(PR),%:.‘;% Factor E)
2 b #d »= 5 (MR): R B % (fkfe = < Hd/fifest =)

B2 FEFRGRAEF w3 LS pARF o # @ F Rtk A (Rajuand
Lonial, 2002; McCue et al., 2003 )

4.8

0,1 & WA 2 £ IE o
B FEELrEL N

SRRy ST R SN £ SRS TS TP SN
B bR L BRI L B RO R AT A SRS B 0 At el o

- AR st AL

LRI oE 7 g R L | &%
%&m»#%%%g’w%&ﬁéﬁw$ 2 4 ;
0.05’%Eﬁ%jx%rﬁ];’é4%ﬂ%ii’a§§ﬁv * ; ﬁtfl%? TR IR & E o b
g ka5 0.13 z\—r??jfﬁl/z’\fl‘*?f/%‘ “I’? it”.'_f B~ 13%® *0iE £ R T o
ep RES G #Pf}ﬁﬂm‘f?* CHIaE G 0260 Bor T RAY o f ER
J§]j244'1§3}‘%[f.§§j§d\i26%;%Eﬁﬁ[ﬁlié4fr‘%’f 2iE 5 020 Bt T K

B S S R PER %Fﬁnéi‘a&ﬁid\i 20% ; 7 F A B A P?J‘?u » #3325 053
SR W S ’?—‘?’fﬁﬁﬁ]f%%rwmiw 53% o ddlfd MBI 4 F e
&,Pﬁﬁv’:»ﬁ’ﬁlbr&;Oﬂ LT e el = 3 ’%Rg‘fc‘lug%é%jrx%f]ﬂ%:
A Atk H I L 0.10 gsETAgzﬂliﬂ;kAAr F ATt Ex L 10% ;
TR el 3aE L 1,157,768 0 B # BA B RAee r * i E mE Ly
TG X JeenTiaiE 5 7.20 T Ti?kfl‘;il WA NE T X 7= Feh

Bk fidod 4977 od AR
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MBI A Frgfle FRdodRis L 27 0 105
MR AR B A F RS B
T2 L 001 B PR FIRT DT F KL 1% 4 A T IaiE L 1697
B 7 fﬁ%h4wg44ﬁlbmﬁ1%74t'§%ﬁw B0 B TiniE L 20.09
B A ﬁiﬂJ£W@¢‘?h’?wlm? s AEoE s 042
BT AAT T A Y > T apd 2 A ?ﬂml Fd AT AL G 42%-

44 sEpnig

R LA TiaiE L S L BB Bt B
AR ROA 0.04 0.00 0.06 -0.13 0.43
EE & NI 0.05 0.03 0.13 -0.40 0.66

T FCAPRAE & COMM 0.13 0.11 0.59 0.00 2.86

e~
& FBE A Fre  BHOS 0.26 0.00 0.44 0.00 1.00
FIE B A % = FBHOS 0.20 0.00 0.47 0.00 1.00
FHRpEE A Fre  RHOS 0.53 1.00 0.50 0.00 1.00
% B HC 0.27 0.00 0.44 0.00 1.00
Wi F i HR 0.43 0.00 0.31 0.00 1.00
EA A DL F AP 0.10 0.09 0.30 0.02 0.18
RSk VAN FI 115.78 110.00 27.51 76.74 155.01
EECERERS Y LOS 7.20 6.65 251 245 17.27
o= & MR 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.11
i 4 ?5 4t DOC  1,597.00 202.00 2,620.00 31.00 14,641.00
f Bt vl e DIV 20.09 21.00 4.06 8.00 26.00
Frmmg Pk CT 3.59 1.00 0.48 0.00 6.00
T ETR e EEE  MRI 0.94 0.00 0.28 0.00 2.00
foda DB 0.42 0.39 0.27 0.04 0.87
LT LY LR 1.13 0.94 0.12 0.51 4.28

FELF AN F
BARE Totaln  217.00 217.00 217.00 217.00 217.00
INFgALER, Ye T AIFR

Z~HEBEREELH

aARRIZ F A AR A FRA R FRRAIRIEZ LA AL LERM
Wiz L Fre (FORM B A FRRg b poRp B2 A Fro) # R K2 A Frie
R (EJSES) 2 LR FESE (the) A AR5 40d 597 o

i Panel Az %% » F ¥ p4E: A P&pmr}:ﬁ A B E 4 Pﬁp,w FTAEMS (2
EAF) 2 TofkaE B 5 003 (0.04)0 & 3 b id 5% kg ¥k E gt X & f ¥ P
Wi A Fleg @ @ FRRMBE A Flao AFAPTER 1T EMBE L Fia
Z IR G B CF R B EM R F R R SORIRI S H



MBI 4 F I R OAMRART S0ttt 0 B LB G 011 ¢ E 1% R E R
PR A G EMEE A FRETE R FRMBE A FR s AT ER 12T £ ¥
PR A F Rz F R AORRAE L IO R B A F R

25 FAMEEAFREN2 FRFEFBRBLNLAZ tIRE

Panel A :
Fe S B TPERRS A Fra
% E ik . o T yaf t %
AR ROA 0.06 0.03 0.03™" (3.48)
A% NI 0.08 0.04 0.047 (2.01)
F R FOARIE % fer it 5 COMM 0.11 0.22 -0.117" (-2.75)
BRE Total n 56.00 161.00
Panel B :
FIEMEE A ETOREMBE A
Frtiog  Friog te %
A AR ROA 0.07 0.02 0.05™" (2.76)
A% NI 0.12 0.03 0.09™" (4.19)
F R FOART & e v COMM 0.13 0.09 0.03™" (5.13)
BERE Total n 42.00 14.00
Panel C :
FHRMABRZE A H W EE A
Frtog  Friog e 2
A AR ROA 0.04 0.07 -0.03" (-2.40)
A% NI 0.05 0.09 -0.04™" (-3.15)
F R FOAIRIE & % e r vt F COMM 0.26 0.11 0.15™" (4.79)
BRI Total n 112.00 105.00

EIERAPN L UE YA T tiiE 1% SR F ORI %L Tt hid 5% PBEF ORI YAt mik 10% PAE ¥
R R R

iz Panel B 2 %% » ¢ F M2 4 Frd o FORM WE 4 F g 2ROk W2
P FRZ FARPS (EEPS ) £ TSEL R 5 005 (009) 20t 1%
B KM 0 A ORI A FRRB B TEFIRMEBE C Fro AHAF LB
W 21T EM B FR o PR A F R R RO ROR M W 1 F
oyt~ FOEM B2 4 F R 2L 7R W2 4 F B F R fORMRIET odicdp i B 4
$5003: 2 1% F kil HF AR RO B A FRE WA REF IR
&% 4 %F;i A F AT 22T f EEE A %F%ﬂ v RIE P EE A %5}‘%1%
R FCAMEAR L B TR B X F o
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% Panel C 2 &% » R fM Bk 4 Flagr il & Frap Bk Fraz F AR S

(EEANF ) Tofkh i B 5 -003 (-0.04) 2 5 5iE 5% chlg oK ;5 )Lk 4 g

FHBZ A FRgER e FlRpBiz A Fheo AFAFTER 3117 HM B2 A

Flaz B Mot 2t 2 Jopd B2 4 Fha 50 b R R Bz A Frad W p B2 4

F ez o foaRir T ofip o B L8 5 0150 1 i 1% R FoRE o R4

FARE A FlEor b FRp B A Fleo A8 AR B 32 "% %2
Fr Fop it g w i L Frr e

~

e &“%&ﬁ

A ARERY P 2O B (R4 6) £ B i B HEA
B A uERE L I?lf)s‘an o A 1“?5@@_ tELL T2 82400

(= )33 2 3 G E 03 & R

AETATR Y ZRA P BRF AL > AT RS RS E o AT Y
&ﬁw BT 2 b AL S B R R B SRR S o AL AR F
%%pmm@mm panel data = /2 3+ > H & 2.2 % W EF 0 4 &7 panel data
%¢1?“qf”'ma # #* Hausman test # % if B R B3] * B 2ok ot
TR R B R R T HE o T FEOn R GV Y Ty B (B E
SR SEgr R R 0 2008) ot WAl SR LA 6o

L *“*

6 EBFHRIZEFHEIR T

B $03] Redundant F test Panel/pooling Hausman test Boif

1-1 1 567 Panel 10.277 RS S
1-1 2 942" Panel 10.00 B T g H5
1-2 3 1.74” Panel 9.74” B T i S 5
2-1 1 552" Panel 10.97 EESES ) =
2-1 2 8.78"™" Panel 9.83™ EEEEE A
2-2 3 2.007" Panel 9.78™ EESEE
3-1 1 7677 Panel 11.27 ) T
31 2 16.01" Panel 12.32" EESEE A
32 3 2077 Panel 9 64** F L S

IR A R op ik 1% B E R Y%A T p ik 5% R E R YA 7 p @ik 10% R E R o

(= Bk
LEFMBZ A Fredr BB B2 A F ez gkl g F 5 SRR L 0t i

AR LB R B RS R RRIBR Lo d 2 T2 WA L( T A
P —ROA G i) 03] 2 (R EAIF —NI 5 2 %8) ST 0 £ FHM
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Mz 4 Fre (BHOS) 2 & flityd 3 2o M 2y ¥ S%EF R - A7 5% » &
AR LT R EA B A F e B R AR R A Fre e e 0 2
BHRERRSE - R T 0] 3 (M F R HAIRIEL D1 5 —COMM 5 ik %

o) BEETEFMEBE CFr (BHOS) 2 Fl frdRirt I3 f o M2 *s‘i
S0 F KM p R B > BRI 12T § EM B L F L F ol FOAR
AR PR Fl iR e THERERRISE - Ko

57 SEMEE ARG HEE A FRETHLE PRIMERL N2 ST

ROA (Nli,t; COMM;, ) = a, +a,BHOS; , +a, Factorl, , + a;Factor2; , + o, Factor3,,
+asFactor4,;  + agFactors;  + o, Factor6; , + agFactor7; , +¢;,

w31 w3 2 w3 3

RS % i ti % #Kc tiE % B t i
¥ §oIE C 0.31 1.21 0.68 1.32 -0.67 -0.58
EEMBE 4 Fre BHOS 0.03” 238 0.04" 1.87 0127 -2.34
S8 KO Factorl 0.07" 1.66 0.12 1.48 -0.05 -0.29
F o AR Factor2 010" 246 0.13 1.57 0577  3.07
LE LR AR Factor3 0.00 0.29 0.01 1.25 0.02 0.73
TR Factor4 ~ 0.037 230 0057 247 0.00 0.01
B a1 AR R Factor5 0.01 0.53 0.02 0.80 0157 272
P ARk R Factor6  -0.06" -3.48 022" -6.66 0.01 0.20
F e Factor7 0.01 0.38 0.03 0.46 0307 -2.34
Et 1) %5 fr Yes Yes Yes
e R Yes Yes Yes
F-value 49.38™ 4515 23.88"
Adj. R? 0.44 0.40 0.23
BB Totaln  217.00 217.00 217.00
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LN 23 Ea
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FRABFF LS A5 FEMAERFE T L3863 MaRiRFF L30T 5 FRoeF AR -
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FResTe o 2 H W RE < F R o Bf ARG IR S F R AR L )
RES 1907 RIRE 1 2004) o 0o @ FHBE L FIG ARTH R L
AR A N AP G R E TR B L F R R L E e
AEEMBIE A Frg A B A Frgpt o SEERS BRI 2 8
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2. & LR

“I’?FR:T EaIRL 3

BT RS T CULLPRS RS S P

e

AR M BRFRBCR L B R0k 058 KRB 20 Aok 8 4o o BRI L (M
A4FFF ROA 5 i %) 243 2 (A% NI ;; RHH) T £ EME
EES ‘{N?Dt‘ FIERA B E A F?Fm (FBHOS) i#cie 2 i > 2 % 3 5| 5%% ¥
R oo ROEMBIE A Flaz KL *f?b?\%ﬂflﬁﬁ]m PR B ERERP
BE-ROGPEIAFTFTER 21T L EHEE A Fled o AR B2 A Flaz
BAMER SRR B2 A Fle ) 2485 o 00 b JGE3] 3 (0 F R RRaE L de
F —COMM 5 iz %) s % &m » 7R Mz « ¥ e (FBHOS) ik 5 f 5> »

F 7] 10% 88 F K& o 5 & T RIEM B A ?ﬁt‘m %3}% TR A B 2L F R 4
;"247;51‘;%’.%’_%{@@ EHples-Ro REAETER 22T @2 4%]‘%“ )
RIE P B E A F?J‘m %J%TI,NFJ& - A S E B PR ;?rfw 2_3uHh o

28 EFMEEAFRY > FEMEE A BATHHAEE L FrE{L2
FREMEBL LR EEE

ROA (NI;;; COMM, ) =b, +b,FBHOS;, +b,FactorA, +b,FactorB;, +b,FactorC;,
+bsFactorD; , +bgFactorE;  +uv;,

Al 1 3 2 3 3

EIEES % i tiE % K tiE % i tiE
¥ #g C 0.42" 1.74 0.79 1.67 0.62 0.57
FEM B 4 ¥ FBHOS 0.05""  5.09 0.09™  5.09 0.10" 1.68
RS FactorA  0.06 1.45 0.10 1.29 -0.07 -0.38
LELR AR Factor B  0.01 0.26 0.02" 1.96 0.02 0.64
P ARk R Factor C  -0.07"" -4.73 023" -858 011" -1.82
B a1 AR R FactorD  0.01 0.59 0.03 1.01 0177  3.06
¥R Factor E  -0.30 -0.91 -0.75 -1.17 3127 213
BHF Yes Yes Yes
rHleE R Yes Yes Yes
F-value 34117 63.69"" 32157
Adj. R? 0.37 0.53 0.36
R Totaln  56.00 56.00 56.00

LAgsph At * &7 tEE 1% B F KR8 %4 7 t @f 5% endg F R8>
B Fhi

2. R F @ PHF AL Beac R i RRER A A 1223 A
F (ND) 2 Fo fodmas L e 5 (COMM) & lz%&o

B AXAALHEREFE AN ASBALEEAR LM FE AL CEMIBRRTFE; AXAD LB
MR FIE G AAAELFREEAS -
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AT ARSFERY o FERU LSNP TE N L wEd% & ¥ (Agrawal and
Nagarajan, 1990) > ARL:Z F 5 FIFUE ¥ > #3% EHEILL A - FBRBASNTA
(Casson, 1999) > #71 72& = | 4%3 TR ( Singell and Thornton, 1997 ) »
¥R RIE R éfa‘: i £ R R2E R 4.m4 % (Ward, 1997; Upton, Teal, and Felan,
2001) - X fiml FEHEL 5 T ’,T‘u»/pjé FRFAIE o Tl REM B A F
[N S A A %’Jx?#ﬁl/z A Tﬁl‘* S SR T e F LA
HRERE A B L 4 2 b ' (Harijonoetal, 2004) = “1t > FEp Bk 4 ¥
[ER Y7 WA %5«‘1%‘ ]‘U* Pﬁiﬁ\i B FE i RORM BE A F B F R fORRIE 2 2
BT IEM B A F I e

JFFM MR A Flag 2tz HpA B2 A F iz IR F R ORI L I i

AET R L FOR R 2 B R R R kORI BGR Bo ik & 9 2 W0 1 84 2
S0 R ERPABE A Fe (RHOS) fhlic®d 5 f > 2 103 10% B ¥k &7
2B A FRLEIR NS B B BB AR R 31 T8 e
Bt 4 F IR RAIER A HA B ¢ Fre, 0 R ERR R S0 G
A3 (M F R foARAE L It F —COMM G iz % 8c) BRMT 0 7 RMBE L Fra
(FBHOS) i#icii s & i » = it T 10% AF¥ K3 o 64 7 2 M Bz 4 Fraz ¥
BFCAIRIEL NF N KR A FR o RERERARE - RO PERAPIR
P O2TRRMB Pl fRRAEIL DA B F I R

FlEAHRMEE A FRA R Ea AR PE ARG L FRRE e 00
B~@W$‘§#~@%‘%ﬁ%§bﬁ%%ﬂﬁi}(W%NQWSWNmWH
o 1997) 2 %R MiE  F IR RE R A - B 7
SEE et AR P (FEP2002) £ 7 RMBE FrG I
(Lienetal ,2008) > = ¥4 &% 4L 7 RKMBZE A Flafiy FRFREY 2
1“1 ¢ % A & (Malani, Philipson, and David, 2003) - & & #ci4 Bl 4 F 1% -
SHCE FRACARIEL I 0 4 B K T 2R R Wi 4 F A A
B CF R ARt ) L s (%)

4 ATR AT

S AT R RN AP BEAIEE S 6 B R Sy
LA B GRS (PR HES SR AL R R T AP
BT (OLS) ShamtpMiBh > HES5FER A2 853 A RAPF - B
AT R RSR LR
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29 FHRMEEZALAEHAEE A FRENEE FRRBRIBLILRESS

ROAI( ii» COMM; ) ¢, +¢,RHOS, , +c,Factorl,  +c;Factor2, , +c,Factor3,
+¢;Factor4, , +c,Factor5, , +c,Factor6, , +c,Factor7; , + s,

Al B3l 2 33

IS S D3 'S tie (3 S tie i t i
¥ Heow C 0.19 0.72 0.80 1.56 -0.87 -0.75
M F RHOS -0.01° -1.77 -0.05"  -2.43 0127 275
AR RO Factorl 0.05 1.11 0.14 1.71 0.08 0.44
i Factor2 0127 281 0177  2.06 046~ 251
BN S Factor3 0.00 0.40 0.01 1.16 0.02 0.65
TR Factor4 0.04™  3.69 0.06™ 3.25 -0.03 -0.62
BT ARR Factor5 0.00 0.60 0.03 1.35 0.11" 1.98
P ARk i Factor6  -0.05"~ -2.85 0227 -6.96 -0.03 -0.35
¥R Factor7 0.01 0.43 0.02 0.36 -0.17 -1.42
il F Yes Yes Yes
e R Yes Yes Yes
F-value 68.63"" 75.62"" 4417
Adj. R? 0.53 0.56 0.31
BEE Totaln  217.00 217.00 217.00

LAasmp 5 CE ™ %4 71 t Eif 1% chAg F-K 0 ¥4 7 t id 5% cnBg ¥ KB ;%4 7 t i 10% kf % -k
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FAPZERLLEZ L2 A7 R RFAANAWE I IEE 2yl g
SNE AR IF PR EEIDEY SRS LR RN SR R R
Frednr o § A2 RF IR EEOSF R FORIRIRL 0]

P4 REMBGE A FRS o ROEM B F R 1R 02 RoR M W
ProoBERELRE LSRR 22N LT g N A
WREA] 50 RFHFRBROE L LD G RARER IR A R
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BEL o A FRAp RS B ET FREAREL DRF -
A2 FIRAD TS 2 TE{'}—‘J& : 5{;}%;}%?;{;5%; ?;m_%zrﬁ: , —"_‘”i@@]]’\%l‘%’?@.%
’@M@“‘?h@ﬁ@iﬁ<&?ﬂ>*ﬁ&:$a(g& FeRAE) 45 3] -
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MBI Fr RFFHEEREF 9 ,jﬁéfb—iﬁ HE St Ao
JR7REEPA R A Flk RS RFIE > ST ES R R RANITAE SFLF
ﬁ’“§”ﬂ§23“°’“’%%#aﬁ@m#%?¥%&%zmﬂﬁﬁ$%’
PR ISTR SR ¢ FIE o AR SR T AL § S R T R C F R
B2 FRFCAIRARIR L S 0 BH YT BGRS ER MBI FrRg A
g oELFRo G ER L TR T SRS e BB L B %%,
MRS FREFRARE F L - £ e N A KR RRERLFE -

A FRAILG L 2 TR DA RPN e g P AR A F R N
e 2 7 - &4t (Weisbrod, 1988 ; Shen et al., 2007) - & 404 Bj% £ F pez
B2 F R oA L B LBy 57 5 0 (Eggleston etal, 2008) - * # f R B
A F R R Bk 4 Fr SIS F R SOARIEZ B2 73 5 0 (Lien et
al 2008) » # ZHL AL FEM P23 Lo FF LA FARL SAAMLFT

B AL R MBS FRMBTALREG W A F L
BB} STTEIRRL R T ARG THEEARE PR
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