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<o Ak

PO L i 4 s B YRR F 0 REGEAT ar;gxﬂvmmd WOCUR FRACR AT ena 4 o (e HF RO%
ﬁ%ﬂ,#jh%@d\lﬁﬁj}i}g&pﬁ»? K,amgi;b,; a;«e kﬁc . %é,ﬂrﬁjﬁ;ﬁ%;‘iﬂ%éfiojt

FOEGIMA D WL R ER A R Ao T AR ha e g TR A imﬁ\ E R RS R
&£ 55 Tehh g o

Rm > BAFOELFE VR FELFELGBFENLREL 5% TR RELFENERAAFRFELELED
AR EEAE R Y RIES R F 4 %I‘ﬁiﬁ*ﬁ LR BRI A B [ e R RS- AL R iy N
EERFEEFZHRTAA E XA RIEL F UGIT A & FKHE L 384 P4 i34 4 (Gedajlovic etal.,2004) -

Flerg R Y 2 ROEL ¥ ¥ A7 A P2 232 = A (principal-principal agency cost) > 7% & £ R 5 ORHE - F
LRk e S Fr A £ E o ugRB A 2 RET]E (Morck, Shleifer and Vishny, 1988 ; Villalonga and Amit, 2006) - iz #-
B poEsiE CEO 40 b ‘ﬁrriiv’l% T gMmeh'GRE FIZ PERLLDPRICETEMGEL I TR &2
AEBRETZRG F o FEERAFF FES R A FF A7 o ARPFFOEM G 2 dEOY £ T
FEEL AL L 4F 4R B b 'k AR e i 1+ K ek (Anderson, Duru and Reeb, 2012 ; Donckels and Fohlich, 1991 ;
Gomez-Mejia et al., 2007 ; Gomez-Mejia etal., 2010) - ® 7% & ¥ ¥4 ¥R 5 - 38 @K *ehF A (Zahra, 2005) » +*
RO L E L chf #p 4 % (Casson, 1999) v #712 » d FE A B k4 E CEO» @ WAL F 325 & £ 2 4§ Hp
4 % (Gomez-Mejia et al., 2007) » e » Fpt i¢ 17 732 % CEO #2722 K CEO { 7 )= p il 75 @ 2 f¢
KELERE  UFLTHRZM G RE R &Y (Casson, 1999) » # 9 5254z CEO { 2 E e 7 f £ %31 - &
AP BR - e

Bkl Wiz Fd jokS | MiECEOR > {» BPL 8L -

I B R BT HRFEMICEOZ Rei i 2 F ik

YoiERk - frat > BEAR NI IE AR E RAE L E > F ¥ A 12 & fF 2. (32 & A (principal-principal agency cost) » # 3%
’F‘,Iﬂ"j‘lﬁflﬁ'}k‘ﬁtﬂ’ﬁjfﬂa’)\?ﬁ}; HROEEIPAEBAFINR G T L IER TR g“&%fﬁ‘ﬁ?&‘ﬁ%ﬁi’f%@fﬁifﬁ_

% (framing effect) m :x % k *& 7 % (Ruchala, 1999 ; Thaler et al., 1997 ; Barberis and Huang, 2001 ; Erev et al., 2008 ) -
B2 2 pt o CEOR # b "G A2 § AL 23k oo &b R 2 F &7 b " 1242 7 (Thaler and Johnson, 1990) » F]u* > § 5
PRARH AT FM DT FE o d RS2 R PEmME R 0 S PR IE 0 FERKCEOE M MIFIR
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Aom AEERL R OPE > FERELEFV I A bk R R R e (Ruchala, 1999 ; Thaler et al.,
1997 ; Barberis and Huang, 2001 ; Erev etal., 2008 ) » F]t > & f#F4=2% T » CEO§ & 2 b "& REF V7 LG ¥ 2 o
F 2o 4 Saxippat v IR 4 F’%’fééﬁiﬁﬁ’afﬁ&‘ﬁgiﬁﬁfﬁ’i?#‘ifﬁif*’ SF 0 RFEAEIRE M BN
FEf AR & £ (Gomez-Mejia et al.,2010) > #xi& 7 G A P #7725 P 4B - 53X (GOmez-Mejia et al., 2007) » #
FES R g L F R KCEOE (TR E o
PR TG A N ROEMECEOR A ROE L £ 0 7 FOEL £ -4 FAR 5 - L B-K{E A ehFT A (Zahra, 2005) »
R L E LA A ¥ E B4 5 (Casson, 1999) > ¥ p A &2 % PR R LG REAETRE MG
Mg i B poES | A FECEOZ K F b 'R i Rehi7 5 0 TR ERE > m R FEREICEOH f £ %2
2 e AWt mE s AP BER S -
BR2:FAFHFHPE%M T L 0P, EREREBICEOHEERE Tl w P
W Y PRI E IR M GRS ERRE TS GRP RR RORLIGALE TR MG P IRV L f40 T A 2 R
R FELF EFLERE AP RRITI TN AEAENREMG AR F e 51338 (eg.,Davidetal,
2001; Kekre & Srinivasan, 1990;Quelch & Kenny, 1994) - 3545 % % @48z (myopic loss aversion) 2. gk FL # > B2 7%
AL R LR RN EEUT ARG 2 FTATRYR S ;#a;f:&ﬁ(Loewenstem and thaler, 1989; Thaler et al.,
1997) - & # i Rl (aggregation rules)Pl3a 5 F A 3= B - K k- AR L SR ES 910 § AR F F & o
AR R FIRG € 6 TR §onT R R4 o oq MR R RE DT 5 BH#F 113 CEOR (7 i?‘i%ﬁ o A e
£ 7 2%2CEO » #2%CEO 7] & fix 5 #p b *& (compensation risk) 2 w;t)ff”ﬁ%—m@ 4 A BB IIGE Hn Ar 7ok
(Ioiﬁéwﬁﬁw@’@ %ﬁ%i4ﬂﬂﬁﬂi@4ﬁ+’— 2 7 2%CEO{ AR &7 & L% % - DAVIDSON
Il etal. (2004) &%= 3 4 JICEO#iz e - # »CEO§ B& 2 =4 4py ~ ¥ E - R, bd ¥ § ) &7 ,372CEO
AMEaT S EFERGLET I FHowRS .
R 7L RIEIEAAE TR L EREF L 0 e BT 754 € M4 % (Gomez-mejia et al., 2007) ¢ B ¥ 2%
(prospect theory) 3a 5 17 5 & chb "k L & MARL B 0% @ § #7ee % 0 T3 de 2 »x % (framing effect ; Kahneman
& Tversky, 1979 ; Whyte, 1993) o tefc ¥ F B v =@ Fapr » 22 18425 » o F 2 SR F (75 5 £ 2 Jcd]
E‘ AR T MPE NI AR e RF RGO T TR 0 MR AT o P u s REERECEO £ 5 R %
BIRGE Hr 2 %xCEO#’s’zF Pk - {2 B PR FRE FARBRRE L B ) o A EER
FToRLE R ERE e S FEAENREME 0 7%CEOF & MR F I imgiL-3 > #
FECEOR L2 K ER G R RE o T AFFRIF I Eskddr S f o ROEBECEOE T X REFA
Mk 2L GO I CEO » T 0 A i
BRS3 (7R P E o REBECEO AL E¥RENIFREVAEREREZCEOR -

:Hg Tk

¥

Lok

1.

T

3 FiRs

FLRE P S LA FHELR $Z 854

A
g
(r\}
P
'Y
gfﬁ
[
=
ETIS
i)
B
B

i<

AT EAsw o 5o &3

A2 AP B Al LA -
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A H1
Wiz CEO o % 3
(F3%F ~ 2232%)
J H2
H3
& LSRRy

Bl 3-1 ~F7 3 %
FARR D AP ER
Fo& EAZFHELR
AFE NG R2007E17 10 3§ A20101E127 310 T E W SAE S LR L IR EESA R A AP

FTE A T e ECEOS £ L RE 2 P ﬁﬂﬂm SAEARTRTL (TE) & 28 FRRp L 29
EA s kBTG FH AT HSECEOS fEHE 2 B
R LR R %@:M"CEO;E%*%* Bk 2P TR AR TR 300 L AT TR

(T EJ) ) \Pﬂﬂ*mﬁwﬂw NP ES
F Y REIARZIFE
(-) =®%&K: §¥%8Z(SC)

FEEFRE D BHAERT R (DAL RFRARI/EL) QFF R AFEH/E L) Qs 2 KA AT
PR 3RA B s R &= f15) > (4222 AR éﬂ’(éﬂi’% ~ (TR [SGAlF * 18 &) B)E FARR (R F/48) - (6)
PAIRE AR R (R A3/ A) o iz R Rac g g g ¥ 7 Kvg & 97 e (Finkelstein & Hambrick,1990; YanZhang &
Nandini Rajagopalan,2010) -

() &FRizigs
Rt SEFFRAP T3 N5 0TS 8kE s f AP S - R ABEp6 By ¢ R Rk

R BHEe 2 REH IR KA ,fg;{{ Bk EAEFHLLE AN AEN I EE HNEAER
AT o R L (50 F B LY EERE Y YL CEO M (tr]) £ ~(t43) & 2 BRI Rk
& 47 eh T 1ok o
Q) £FRLGRZGE
‘gi\v;s RAFFRaEE 2L TR MR E > FAA R R BES 2§ E (L ) )8 sE (]
P H)enrn s LU H R PFEME R BB L ERE 2 FE -
C(T+1)+(T+3))/3-[(T-1)+(T))/2
(=) p %% : ¥z CEO(CS)

Donnelley(1964) & 7% & $end & > d *t - BRIFEL S F 3 R0 F S8 2 P anlg g 2 ?m,a,;mkg
RES PP LB FEDTNE PG AT BT - 5§ PR F WAL EARBUE I FRF LG A 34
fie i ~ R de 4k N HFRLE BE 0 PIAR 2 Ro% 2 B (Yeh and Woidtke, 2005) o &k £7 g #-4K CEO % % - B H %8k
FaprEAAY OKHAES L F250 -

(=) F4E % §xTEH 4 v (aspiration gaps)
AFT g Tagr * A SR Y 5 (ROA) (Mc-Connell & Servaes, 1990) & =& 4 »x - 5 »c3f 8 4+ v (aspiration gaps) R 12

t-14# (PROAL -2 ROAE (71t i » H 22 8 258 4 2 @ % - EROA(t-1) -2 @ ROA(t-2) (Chen, 2008) -
(z) 4%
1. 272454 ()
PR P FRRGEARER qhﬁﬁ*ﬁdfm TR ROEERET A R RS TR R > T

EFRKET G R T e d ’2?%#‘Té%%“ﬁ%’éﬁﬂ?ﬂi#%ﬁﬁ}g%«?}%’ c fFZRBE L FREER I 4p
Moo dput > 2P AP (SIZE)=Log(RF AR § B) @ ZEEH L 27 2RI KT AHFTARS 2T ¢



B R GER A #H#ix“ LR GRS RGL R A 2P 2T FP L 2P 2B AT AP A PR

AR P A M iﬁﬁﬁﬂrs It 2 BT ] RS PR RS P PEFIIERAR
% ; Fama & Frenchi|4% 4t = @ R prr H e flac 4 3 B o ) RHCD P en@ A it o

SER=RF AR §EPp R
2.} i v(DE)

PR ?;?ﬁﬁg‘;'%?ig‘@rﬁ?,i oo RAEA TR Gl RV ER P RIS g f A
ABPAIgH e @S AL PRI EFnY B rnoZ bl & R ERLA T %}‘—#1*%\1 P ¥R
A ARG BB R AT L R TSRS B SR AR N2 S E R BRI E R T ARG
EHE SR A
3. &% % * (RD)

1245 Agrawal and Knoeber(1996) ~ # 42 2 ¢2 =t &g 1+ (1996) ~ Steiner(1996) ~ % 3% #-(2000) ~ #% % 4:(2001) ~ Demsetz
and Villalonga(2001):% 5 A7 4 % * 2 P S8 Bk § HES - TN AT RAEFF Y FEEE x;rj IDE-B- ¥

x o

4. ¥ e £ %(GRS)
Fled L F=(rEM Flor-d EH P r)E EH 0 THEPRD SRS TRE - F i £ L%
ii}-lé.’ﬁ}mik@:i]_.awwﬂz%-H-q_‘pli)\mg\' Moo 'E'Z\'T??%”II)‘E_ ﬁc%’ﬁi’ﬂ'][:}f
;\ ;j

4 77 RO 2 e FTRA e THTgE 0 A R TS Rk - o

5 A Fapuaps

PR A L BEOOFFEFORET AR L0 3 0 kR AR A £ 00 PO PR B R 2R A8 SR
% (Andras &Srinivasan, 2003) o % 4r 4] A& £ P 8 > ARy kR4 502007 & 23T T v SR A A 2
@ﬁﬁﬁim¢iﬂ$,uﬁﬁ%&%ﬁ*\ﬂ9“$%ﬁ*ﬁaﬁﬁé— etk A 2 P RFPES T mREEK
Kealodei b3 o MIEHEEHEKL0

& R @7
TERUD 2 NAEAELE O e $ s CROREERE LB - L b v
ZEFET BRSO RERESEZCEO N2 fERE 2T A7y ,%E BB R ERA AT > ¥ SC B -
% 3-1 ézgwp“vl | B

% Bosg v R LA S Hc L
EE®RE SC
% 5% e
EFERL(RELWR) SC(% % tg i)
IS #1x CEO CS
B FripPh v AG
A R S
g ol DE
TS B
LT FEY RD
ol & GRS
A %l IT

-~ FHPROPEAATERTEFHEERI OPFE o
&4 ﬂéﬁ“ﬁj‘ -l FOES f MIZCEOPF » o L 2 %E -
SC=By+p,CS+P,S+P:DE+P,RD+PsGRS+PsIT
EipiﬂﬁiIIW%%Eﬁ%é%ﬁ$ﬁ%wCEo% HEERE L e BEM % B SC Y CSehizik
L f U 7 FIEME Y FOE S | iz CEO M ¢ ERE Lj o B
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= FHREAARECEORE X AT %FPRC T T RN PEFRIFE -
BR2: 57 PR vr G o, EREFREBICEOHLERE N v BT
SC(& #* % % )=Po+B1CS+PAGH+B;CS*AG+P,S+BsDE+BRD+B,GRS+BeI T
B3 § ORI s e 7OEMZ CEO L £ %A igh 1L 2L 758z CEO § -
SC(e# %= "’5'&):|30+|31CS+ﬁzAG+E3CS*AG+B4S+|35DE+[36RD+|37G RS+BeIT
BAFLYBER2Y BRI BR2F AP E T L, §FRETRERICEOHEERE D) o P

W5 CSYAG 2R A B AT 5 f i NAE D PIEM B T L | b PR RoRsE CEO ¥ 4 £ %
ERETTES 7

Bk 3% Q?ﬁﬁP.ﬁﬁ?ﬁ:&,‘«‘? SEwPE, ROF#E CEO L f £ %1 ahigh ¢ 1 2L p2% %2 CEO % » % CS*AG
A APFR S TREIEH S B PR A FOEME CEO £ £ 8 F ag i v 2L 325 %= CEO 3

R~
¥ - & Aub st
AT HRALSHLD 279 hBECEORH L £ %1 P Fresk > Al oB FAERIE | 2 SBEAFTHRTH
B (TED)® > o @spgfand A L8 24 4cf2007#1% 1p 22011#12% 31p chCEO% & 73 > LA A 1 &
2 3BLBEFE > hig] # B Y. Jz*@i‘IICEO)a BenE > B30 M MECEOw - £~ BiE Y A PRME e £anf
PRI P H AT M2 D FTRE S e EF \Ej’;\%" *EOf B FRFHR —i'i’!B’»p o BEARTIR T
B (TED) # 28 FIUBitlod & 2 9 2 4 + & 218 55 b v S EOR0% £ ¥ 4 2 13 -
- s
TR EREHIE O AR E2007E-20011F > AT E 381 Bk A s F A o
#4-1 2007-2011# & ¥ # %
2007-2011 & & #4114 (N=381)

Year Number of Announcements Percent of Sample (%)
2007 81 21.26

2008 84 22.05

2009 79 20.73

2010 56 14.70

2011 81 21.26

Total 381 100

ThLAEN > HY UTIEA B BB L LR o A5 I81 B K AT o
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#4-24 ¥ W (N=381)

A ¥ % (N=381)

IC code Industry group Number of Announcements Percent of Sample (%)

11 KR E 6 1.6

12 a ¥ 5 1.3

13 FRE 21 5.0

14 HEE 21 5.5

15 TR 28 7.3

16 TERTE T 1.8

17 [ eAE- -5 23 6.0

18 ABRILE 1 0.3

19 EAE 4 1.0

20 Gl E 15 3.9

21 oo % 2 0.5

22 PR N 5 1.3

23 THE 155 40. 7

25 EHyd i 23 6.0

26 fad ¥ 24 6.3

217 Bk ¥ 3 0.8

29 FEAR 5 1.3

97 MR F 2 0.5

99 His 31 8.1

Total 381 100. 00

=~ AphRREA Y5

4. 4-3:SC 22 4p B % dc<h Pearson 4p B (2 822 4p B 48 2
Lok HREZ SC 5 AG S IT GRS DE RD
(REWHR)
SC -0.04773  20.4319 1 0.731%x  -0,134*x  (.018 0.05 -0.067 -0.004 0.102%x  0.032
5 0.25631  5.4472 1 -0.050  0.004  0.112%  -0.029  -0.007 0.01 0.013
(%2 1gR)

CS 0.281 0.45 1 0.173%x 0,058 -0.149%x -0.03 -0.08  -0.062
AG -2.2688  7.0191 1 0.145%%  -0.005  0.013 0.047 0.017
S 15. 84299 1. 461 1 -0.120%  -0.025 0.285%k -0, 113%
IT 0.407  0.4919 1 -0.061 -0.113% 0.079
GRS 7.9497 115.1616 1 -0.026  -0.025
DE 40. 334  20.1288 1 =0. 179%x
RD 3.2033 12.4072 1

o nBEFOREL 0.0 BF (BE) PMEY -
Kk, AREFOREZ 001 (FE) iPMEF -
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LR s

I

~

Foh o SHHLER @ #E 5 Fd jo8 S § aECE0R > f » BELERE ks f7 o d £4-4 Modellz
%% &7 Betaid 5-6.259 > T 5-2.656 » P &7 F 5 » Futd &% Fav > j S | 4z CEOP* >
5?@5% PRI PFHIRR (i F 5 jos f (R HEERI LG foBPaz -
@FA AT A Y R VIFY )05 0 4T & SULR AT o

=
FL

A EHCAISREE T 0 B2 AP H ST L e, RS poreE(R0H £ £ RE )
e —‘SE llev\‘f‘fr° 7555\;{2“‘ ,j\/gﬂi'é\j)\;} FT % {ﬁ,—""l? —‘L:}ﬁ Id #4- 4M0del2;§_? ‘L%@F'

7 Betafd 3 0.266 - T 5 1.634 & 1 ' Mok 4 R esh™ otk L B lsh s £ £ MLV A0 ik
#5Cohen, Cohen, West, and Aiken(2003):& 3k » #-FHcEE 7 ¢ it > FRAgE R ZRFDHR A T 15
Bifz o s s b Al 2 VIFE350) 05 0 BEm el o £ SR AT » “Fr2agd ok seiE R0
g FIEY i AR APk w8 0 0 £4-4 Model 2% % %% kgt Betai® 5-1.148 T 5-2.716 P
EEAEFEE FIPH2 § 2 PR T S f e, RS RORRECEOH A £ RE S » B BE
oo

BR3P B F AP L e ROEMECEOR E F R R g R ¢ v 2L roE 8 CEO
Foo bt 0 AP AN EERIINRTL R RE RN 2 PR AR LT R 1B
FHEA KPP > @R EERE GRS E > d £4-4 Model 337 & % & 7 Betaig 2
0.027 > T 50.618 5 £ ‘gd poe4E(CR0L 2 P3EH Frnib v 2 2 4pgk v (4 > 44-4 Model 3% % & %
K7 Betai -0.200 » Tid 3 -1.747 » P A F 42 » T B3 4 2 P W Foeik v 5 f o pF o Fo
e ECE0L £ ¥ B E IR 4 A T RECE0R L Bk 42 -
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4 4-4CEO iz « f %%

m

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
SC SC(# & R )
Constant -7.275 -5. 300 -6.274
(-0.625) (-0.451) (-1.972)
CEO 2k % iR -6. 259%k =T, 256%% -0. 874
(-2.656) (-3.035) (-1.350)
R 0. 266 0.027
(1.634) (0.618)
CEO #-ix g »a3g#p 44 v Sl 18 0. 200¢
(-2.716) (-1.747)
SIZE( = @ #.45) 0.425 0. 323 0451%%
(0.569) (0.432) (2.228)
ITCA ¥45%)) -3.273 -2.892 -0. 238
(-1.511) (-1.34D) (-0. 408)
GRS(# Jz = £ %) -0. 002 -0. 002 0. 000
(-0.174) (-0.169) (-0.128)
DECE %+t ) 0.083 0.090 -0. 007
(1.504) (1.638) (-0.441)
RD(F= % 7 * ) 0.079 0.075 0.008
(0.922) (0.881) (0. 365)
N=1% » #c 381 381 381
Adj-R* 0.020 0.035 0.005
FiE 2. 266 2.701 1.222
VIF <5 <5 <5

. B ESCoOFEP P EELLE -
X4 o7 10% 0% F K 5 XKL 7 D% enkE F KM 5 KRk 7 ] %enkE F R .

RI% BHEER
A sz CEO 61 4 Feib {HES  FIE ¥R FRE B ARG B4 2 MR RAELFE Y JEDf
BRI AHEFRI LAY R - R h 0 PMIIEGIRS P REEA LIRS B R L e R
L3 REEE R FE R FEF L
B TRE e A dRITiEAR e 7 AT 58 CE0 31z 0 B2 & A kendan sz CEO % & £ % 3 348 v
Y TBTHR T UGEREBRLE LRSS ARIIELEREIORE 2 (B0 Ed {5 Y S

%;;:m%égﬁ °

E kiR @ i ens iz (Jensen and Meckling, 1976) - ¢« % & ¥ 03l 5 < 5

o

A ELLZF 5 - &) LI IR L EE Y S RS SRRSO vty

3iF

wrk
-tﬁw

Bt R g el
F Ok
B EY %

Poze et al.(1997) and Allio (2004);% % 725 £ ¥ FIF A RV 3 T » @ 4550 L E A KL & i ¢ - Morck
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and Yeung(2003)zn 5 7% &£ % FIh ' AR it B M 30 0 FA I o0 PR R AR 0 R B R B 03 3N o T Rl
ﬁ,:ﬁ_imfgi“' A B e B s A B E ’P"’K‘Jﬁl’mﬁxd\-ﬁmfﬁrﬂ&’%—ﬁm“ (P Bt 38
Bl & Fenireer 4 5 (William S. Schulze et al., 2003) o ]t > & F7 7 20 3K - DI E L RoES L Mz CEO =20

e EERL B EMP -

BORIEL G TREAR GRS R ME T R EAEERR S AR Y RV A o § ST
Wf P RG] FRE TR AR - RO A FERPRL TR BAE AL BATELEF %%’Wm
& pd % A5 %7 49 B (Gomez-Mejiaet al., 2007) BHERT R AP AR R R A EFEFRZ FER AT
FETZO AN O R M BB R F-€ & 4 (Gomez-Mejia et al.,2010) o & ¥ i F AL g HRME T % 4
¥z B AR AR kAR L 7 Hogrenf 7 ROEATT «frgﬂ%‘?&’%g&#%’a&@%@m,ﬁk SERE NPT
Flpt s AP T 2B 1 SIS f ra'H* EREFEBECEOHLEERE ) v B “‘3’?&’?”’37};11» o

7% RIEILA S 55’5"\?&%)?& AR B R ROE 4*%?# % (Gomez-mejia et al., 2007) - & * 512 % (prospect
theory )z2 % 7 & Jﬁ kR LR BB 07 oA ATee s s 228 sk (framing effect ; Kahneman and Tversky,
1979 ; Whyte, 1993) - f x| B & '%F?mﬁ’ﬂdf BiZE > Mo BT T 0 F 20 I e EFE
FPEAS AR A AR I’E@i-fxrs BoMEHF F  UHprRIE L R o %’147“;#?% i ® AR (myopic loss aversion)
2B A BB A LR G AR T ARG 2 T AR T L AR 45 (Loewenstein and thaler,
1989; Thaler et al., 1997) - "ﬁﬁ%ﬁCK)947'%%FmﬁﬁﬁﬁniiﬁCBlﬁ?ﬁéﬁ%§M%%ﬁ,
IHEREFEAREARE RS B A IEERET RS ST B v S IR TR E TR
BOFRECEOFREMA-RYFL 2 FRE I REFFECEORI I AF A G RERE T 277 XFMI_
AP A e REMECE0 AL ERE R g ERERECEOB E R HEM P -

oo PIEGBLTR

RIFRZ AR Madms e A4 2004 & ﬁ&%fiﬁ%ﬁfﬁswm;k’ﬁuw%aiiéﬂw%é?%~
HAE®Es - L3 »vﬁw 271343 - Digital Times A& F 4§ &7 Tix % ?,—1 Fizhad %X*B*ﬁ P ’AF’K“J”J ]
KehpEy] 0 im- & %E’”ié’&‘;\' o {@ne}ﬂ [T J,f,q_frix,ﬁx oy g ‘_,,;3% Px;ﬂ‘é—# ,ﬁ%‘n, kX %_;\j\
2R HF? B é,u,; EEEEFEAR (X APFFE 20010 - H3r sy te kil f»\m;%aq\ £ »%7& g gk TR
?ﬁﬁiﬁ-ﬁum”P*”r?im?@m?ﬂ BN TELEAARAF RN F I FRSELE AP

ﬁi B Y ﬁiﬁ¢#inﬁ FRE 2 Wm&ﬂowwﬁpiéiyfiycaa%&@’{?€%$

FRE T ATY “ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁcaléi@%¢¥%ﬁ*mmv”ﬂﬁi&%%ﬁmwv%%?0&“’
ﬂ%.ii#€1ﬁ2jw&Li AT HRE- HFFFECEO FI2 PG ¥ e %L -
¥ 8 oy dlagR
(= )= F )

AFFTALRFHN I 2P CEOMER SHE P EFFLERLILARN > I SR FTRREP OB NP E
FADFAE SBEARTRTAE (TEDG &y #RFHEZ R -2 FHER A EFiF-F 2720 F- £
&CE)%@ZF—ﬁ’%Eﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ |47 8 3 2 F: CEO & Rz 5 =tm ¢ &
FoRatEF 64 TRBEMBFREER | 27 TIFRS > #fr f 5 TR EE L - 42> #1104 B F
HEAF PR -

(Z )= &Rk
AL WHFEHSE CEOR F¥RE 2 Ra Py

T A AR EA RS FEY fgf %Y o

=

g

ERELAFRA G H S EOEH IR AR

1 4er 2w p%E
AT EpsECEOL i R MFHARNERRI BT ARF LT E e 2 7 Fehp Rk g 1
EFRL G LFE B E -
2. (HEOFTHALES S
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