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ABSTRACT

Maritime transportation is a transnational industry that is closely related to
the global economy. In recent years, affected by the Covid-19, problems such as
lack of cabinets in blocked ports have caused global trade to be blocked. At the
same time, shipping companies are also under pressure from external
environmental governance. Governments of various countries actively promote
green actions and regulations, knowing that the internal and external

environments of the company's operating efficiency are facing major challenges.

The research object of this research is 10 international shipping companies
in 2021. Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) is used to measure operational
efficiency of the selected shipping Companies and selects operating costs, the
number of employees as input items, and Income Before Taxes as output items,
and ESG risk score as an undesirable output item. The results of the study found
that in 2021 relatively efficient companies include Maersk, COSCO, CMA CGM,
Evergreen, and Yang-Ming. Slack variable analysis is utilized to find
improvement alternatives for companies without relative efficiency. Finally, the

Tobin's Q values indicate that both Evergreen and Wan Hai Shipping Companies



in Taiwan are greater than 1, which suggests that their financial performance is

rather satisfactory.

Keywords: Shipping companies, ESG, Data Envelopment Analysis, Undesirable

output, Tobin’s Q
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147 BN BB ETES B 7,200 %@8;_{_‘;3_%7\ S ESG B ' ~ Bk 2Em S N
22 MCSI4pfF 2 ESG = ~ 2417 2 14 BAAE CRB S ~AL€ 54 ~

~ 7012 438) FTSERussell 25 & B ¥ # 5 3 E P % (SDG) 7 #7- &>
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A7 HFGHE P RN EREESGI=% T h14 BaAL? > £ 12 300 7 o
BPREFTHELY TP RAF M I BRIREERTEL P
AR E AR RS A EFRA0A S 22T A BARF &7 ESG 2

BT AT AR R

T

FAe 2otz (DEA) 1% s » 2 A2 N2 g P FREY Hox
SR KA S FRTR R F G ok E il A g gy o
DEA # Z Bk 4 & S B a8 A2 B 7L bl B 1

%&F%\fﬂf&?\?\l%\/V\ﬂ’@mém(ag\ié;“o

DEA 3] chdeih 2.4 Farrell (1957) 4% 8 sp 3§78 % » £
i Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes = =% % (1978) # } CCR #-3] 5 & e
W AR EARBERPT o SR B A A NS s 22 - itk
B H 7 o CCR i3] ™15 > 5V F 84 L H = (Decision Making Unit, DMU)
P B F NI E A K FRNE A NN g E R o
1984 # Banker, Charnes and Cooper = = % '?‘,‘ % CCR¥EA|:EFHHrmut B
1 BCC #.3] » K A TR BER Y % =~ 2L F T R ER Y 2 Bk R fr g 2 o gt
BRI 5 M ¥ TP F ~ REOTE o~ REERME o

FRm ’iﬁ—i’ﬁ v ?J,{éﬂ’““ @‘]g ¥ r DEA o3 A 45 ek R
%% o Ahnand Min (2014) = 2006-2011 & 23 i F% $ -y 8 sc &2
A Rt RO G BE SR R ER - fERT 0 A0
AT E R BN E PR oL R AR BF LSRR
¢4 35 o Mallikarjun (2015) $* = P4 £ DEA 8 % Ry ¥ @xad > &

R E R e R B Rt 2P R M HEY 2012 £ 14
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R e PERAR) BAAMP S Fr (R R 2P E)
AREHAEMARME AP AL NETE Y oA £ 0 1t 3 Rin

2P L FoRF o BF IR BB F L L - GongandKim (2015) =

by
N

l:‘;‘

bR 14 7O & Sug o @ 2003-2011 £ g @ o 0 3 1A #ie

s
b
K2
&

>~
g

~F R g g 5 A ﬁg;:g_\ﬁmiwzg%;ﬁ42}g‘
ﬁ”’$ ;‘E_L_ p#ﬁ;}j!; , j—%%g\,pq s ﬂ’fr'ﬂ A A \‘;—‘Jml»l@—x;:_?ﬁir'g ,

B¢ B e d R dg O P an i o

Lin et al. (2005) §1* DEA-CCR #-3]3%% 14 F o #8207 ch¥ 18

ki
PRF PO FACRAEE AN Y Eer ~EJIE SR AP AR
B s g%~ Lfie R @802 aveFhid o m MoaFenaE 0 77 11
WHE L EE S FAFERSF G kA TR o Panayides et al. (2011) 4

1526 A2 P Ap S B Bk AR D R ACE
AP AT OB AT A B A T AL A DT

FEfor B LGS P Song bl PHCEAE 2 79 P
B oA [ fRAE S P hy @i b o Bangetal (2012) 73 23k 14

N e el ~ RER DT L A DT F e ‘%ﬁﬁf'liﬁf~+%ﬁ%§ﬁﬂ%f

Ag_

]
>
—
N

*
N
,dﬂ_
\‘h NS
My
=
\& NS
(i}
>

gl
wE
(i

v
ﬁ
-1-,,»&
ilu\

v PAAR ST B i P A

ERECBP SREFHE SFAZ Y EREERBEDF o Venkadasalam et

TFECFARFA AN ACE R A BEFP I FTAEP S SRR
52015 & R HAH BB ch- & T390971 > @ 2011 & T 2017 & 438 2
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7@ e L T % o Pestana (2012) f1* DEA 2 Malmquist # 2 4 45 ¥k
% 4F24 2004 & 5 2010 EH 2 23 Bia bkt A4 i 4 a
Fp ER RS BEAET WO E o B A fc A E: ik
Pt el s P e T an e fa Rl A B R W B 1L B R

FEA AL A WAERF L I HEREHLATHE L L LR
Ao FADR AR B AR EREITHB B ST * |2 e Ding et al. (2015) #F34

P21 B LA PR AR S o R FBER R R~ KR # hik
Bl idc AN IR E LBl BE AP nF b ahip BB
i@ 2B % o Yang and Yip (2019) # * DEA 4 47£ Malmquist # & 4 35k
B4 2000 & % 2007 &L 23 AR FRE T 2 2R B0 4K xS0
FRERCBEGHF ALPEFIE AN IHEILE  BE I LM
B 224 e d 1 143%  HEITFRF 41% RHEOF#F
47.5% 5 FH e T % 30.5% o

% 2-4 B3 v‘)f?%i% LEESE DN JE15 ]

g5 A ¥ P IE A d1g

B Fit‘.i""‘iﬁg \ﬁé‘?iﬁz HFTHCE - A

Ahn and Min (2014 SR £ -

) - @‘:‘b“‘; b EfpyanE

ﬁ)fbm %@%‘!’ #* (%‘?’J\ ~ );71' Yl _:%1_‘»1,{)\ (}J)T“ﬂ'.' N f‘i

Mallikarjun (2015) o B BE s mee i N "
=l F H ;’/E‘.IE_) 2 2 F ‘1(.;&)
) ﬁ_‘l_& e~ ¥ OF Rk _[fd ﬁ]ﬂi\ﬂs%
BT

Gong and Kim (2015) | = [{# A 22 ~F % [ 3£ 4 \E!; NE NS
F AL N AR AR A |

. I v . Cw o e

Lin et al. (2005) o | FA AR o | F Eder ~ EE

2 v
, BE | RF AR B L

Panayides etal. (2011) | - ;; f CE ST
AE | BRFTASFT AL FE R~ fma )

Bang et al. (2012) i\q ;‘ 7o s ? PI , %j, ujf,
oF [ Apdaded R B EE R P




I E &t

Venkadasalam et al. B3 | RAEE I F | deE R EE#R
(2020) 28 | HEFA Fo s AR S

TR AN AT BRI TR S SR N
Pestana (2012) AR | AT B EE | Rl A foT 4y

A . SRk
L | BEE R -~ AKX -
B | gl B ook | e
P | p R R~ B
BEro | nff AL E
TALk R AT A A

Ding et al. (2015)

Yang and Yip (2019) R

d P e 3 RS Y A S UM R RS R P o AP
MBS R A A B AR BB Y% S FoP HY SR
Ped K B2 T s B0 kA5 L DEA A5 R d e » 0 RE AL 4
fra @ie (ESG) 278 » pedh 00 1 A o~ 382 4 > & NITESG ®

CWAE

% = & Tobin’s Q & £ ¥ 5 sz 4p b~

Tobin's Q 2 PLA AWK T b £ ¥ F ABGFLE S 2 6 dlF & %
%o HlETRAES VS B RAK s i‘%—&'\— fhae 59wt > k3t 7R
172 AR ETERT REAT I ART P e f Y kg2l - > F ot
PR EEAE s FEED o

Merkert and Hensher (2011) 3# & 58 RF"%E 4wz o @ g F e F

R R T e BSENE  T Y B2 TEERITL
ERE2 i HAPT % B a2 @ o MRS A R
Fmr s 3 BN BERIHRE o AaaF g BE Al TiakiEy
jijﬁ“ﬁi§¢’ﬁ§2f§3a}¢5aé‘@ig}pp Ry P F & ”ﬁi‘ima{nx?fﬂ

WdF A4F S B =22 4 IR - Joo and Fowler (2014) & * Tobin’s Q # 35 &7
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A E R 90 RdRE 2 Pk F R o U e ~ ¥ E T
w\% A f s g@i%Qg&\§g$;%%,&@g§§¥ﬁ»ﬁ§
£5 0 HRE FEeT
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Niavis and Tsekeris (2012) $+ 4 = % "2 p e v Mo F FlF {7
e BEETRH BT ER AT LT ERELE R R BT
PR TimE L RRN 4 F L3 (Gross Domestic Product, GDP) Btk 249
NP RAFFARERE AR BEraF BT FG L e BE g
LETvEERELEROEERT § e 8258 o Yuenetal. (2013) = 23k 50
S ERBECBEZRFRETE AR AAAKE Y AL B2
BB A H e ok RS R fovs kiR JTes o Tt AR H T R

FRACE W ITE A E W B 4T o Wangetal. (2020) AT ~ AR R

BPeZ 4 R REEY RI A Bvh%d aF 2 PE P FREARY O
Tiai A GDP -~ PRIFE (3% % GDP W Gl A B o P4 da
Wt (5 LE) R AT RRHSEE RS G e P 1

doa Srit o j‘lji'dl%r* DEA FK#—'Q” BoriE RETE 48 0 7 25 F
F’

g P s ﬁ—_*%f%i BEEARFREZBG 50D A

>\_

it
o

(

¢ o
~

s

g ~
=3

=3

U)
/@)

\~

E

)|

>

I
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LA > o 3
=k By
PRESEHITLART D2 FRERD 0 B - S LREFLER
B %=

"% 4 i DEA 2 CCR #7312 BCC %) ~ % 2 & #1407 > %

~ =

-

& % /1 % Tobin’s Q # H-1§ & o

§~vnpiﬁ?)@*%G¢A%ﬁ~r
SF A TR Fople o452 (DEA) EH S B2 F NIE (53

¥ DMU 2 § @55 > #2 ¥4 % Tobin'sQ /@272 3 HH i -

R E 2R R EA(DMU)

ESG:F @t 2 ¥

v
WM 6.4 941 5 (DEA) > Tobin’s Q
R
ERERNREE KR f& st 35 R 1A
3 HEDMUZ 438 2 %

B 3-1 7 7 % W
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DEA -3

T e w492 (DEA) L& p chE3 R A K H = (DMU) 2% 8%
PHrefdh it s BPE O Ew 2 AN EeBEHFE K
rEFER AR DAY RS B ALV RT IR 2

'T?qi’féﬂiiéé'{a‘ﬁxi#wﬁmi«/\“ﬁ B ANE 2k ARV RA

- ~CCR #-3]

CCR #-3] 2 Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes = =5 & (1978) #74]:& >
B3k 7 T 2R H3R ¥ (Constant returns to scale, CRS) 3 » 27 & ) #73 4o 2% 5
CRE g At FE ISR 2 AR AL DMU AL N kg
Porfod NHEE 2 L B SRS ALR o ho B 3-2 1 H B E WM 5 B DMU

2

W7

N

N,
e

M2 B DMUgiE hocd s M » R A2k &%
% 1> Bt 2S5k fi s DMU, ~DMU; ~DMUp ~ DMUg 5 trc s 5 5 52 ) o
R E AN 0P| 1 2 ¥ o F 128 BDMU2 55 v % % > BIDMU, ~
DMU; ~DMUj § 3 torc S 5 S 802 #h > % fook 420 1o Bl @ o

gt DMU »2  Jf ] 3 850 10 4 i i (FAp$o i 20t i o
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& 127 AT . ®
R
/I
4
/I
,/
i D
It ®
8 10 12 A

B 3-2 o 5
7ok kiR Cooper et al. (2011)

DEA-CCR #7413+ 5 47 (3-1) % > i3k § s Bk ¥ iz (DMU) > i¢

M » » A2 nAA S § KB DMU doed =i o
(-) & s

n
Zj=1 UjXij

Max E,=
. Z{T=L1Vi><Xik

n
Zj:l UjXer

S.t.
Z?;lvixxir

<1,r=12...,s

U=2e>0"j=12...n
Vize>0-1=12...m

(3-1)
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Ep:% k ® DMU croesk @

Yie:% kT DMU 0% j35 &2 ) i

Xip: % kB DMU e1% i 3~ (&

Up% jigeng e

Viim i » £ £

g:2- 17 2 5F 46 #ic (non-Archimedean number) » B3k 3 &) i+ #c o

] (3-1) 5% % 4 dKd] (Fractional Programming) # % 3~ % » 7 #-p
Boficz A% Bk L 1o dEi & - s g (Linear Programming) #:5%

4o (3-2) 58 o
() SRS » 4 Hy b4 ok
Max Hk=2;‘=1 U; X Y

s.t. Z:il VixXy =1

n m
i=1

j=1
U=e>0-j=12...n
Vize>0>i=1,2...m

(3-2)
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~ ~BCC #7)

BCC #-3] # CCR #i2 & - Banker, Charnes and Cooper = i+ % jﬁ WA
FrBEF N2 Babe >R F]Pb 3 D R R R (variable
return to scale, VRS) REERFY € 5T 4 A R o 2% 0 &7 a0 A 2 RAC
FRPER ~ RBTER PR & SRR Y H 2 BCC #0A] £ #- CCR #:3) @ h
e A & R T S RS« BOC #AP RS M R3S ok gog i
B SN AT F o M P 1 pE o A IR Yk 2 7
DMU H_F 3 4v 845 4 & 400 4ol 3-3 B3K DMUp 5 B 3f 24 » DMU,

ZME L] &2 X dhA 4 e E—UL<0> % 7 AR U vRs ; RIDMU, ~DMU),

ZME L2138 XdhA 4 R FE—US » —UD>0 4 7 R4 pgip o

é* JL 3 B
ﬂ 1AL
I
(Y) [ Y N \
| | |
| CCRA FE AT L
L FARR) pecmsmma
I | |
| |
| |
P i D
P |
P C |
| | |
P |
1 B |
[ I
=77 |
1/ |
1/ |
l |
i | I
LB Ll ! !
-Ug -U§ —uh #AX)

Bl 3-3 BCC- % #> %L4174% i (VRS)

7L % R Banker et al. (1984)

DEA-BCC #3413+ & 4 (3-3) 4 » Bk $ s B4 E = (DMU) » i *
mamEH»~ > A4 nEADN > % kB DMU amed = > Uy & RAIFFY o
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(= )= FR RS

Yi=1 UjXY j=Uo

Max E,.=
oym vixx

?:1 UjixY jr=Ug
S.t. m—
YT, VixXir
Uj2e>0j=12...n

V,>e>0-i=12...m

Ep: % k B DMU sve &
Yi: & k i DMU 0% j35 & 2 8

<1,r=12...

(3-3)

g:2f7 3 5F 46 #ic (non-Archimedean number) » B3 5 &) & #ikc

4ok CCR #-5% F] (3-3) 3% & 4 B3| (Fractional Programming) % %

SE T M e A% R EE 1o - MR (Linear

Programming) #-3%4c (3-4) ;% -
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(=) SMERBIH - 4 H 530 oe
Max H,=%"_, U; X Yy — Uy

n m
ZUjXij_ZViXXik_UOSO
i=1

j=1
U=e>0j=12...n

Vi=e>00i=12...m

(3-4)
=~ 7 2 A MR
Al ET R e 2o 47E (DEA) #3] 5 5 & 40 A& 21 (Desirable output) »

7
SR B A2 EE BT A LR R AP

L > 7R @ Fareet
al. (1989) 5 gy @ g f Lmadd  Bv sl 2 i

18 2 2 & 1 (Undesirable outputs) » & 117 #r il 5 enf & B80S & A&

b

)

i

AR A

TIL

'

= »
[y
Y

'

e WG I RPRFANT R GASE f 2 LEA LT H LG 5 @
R AN N

Fire, etal. (1989) #@ % DEA §F® sk 2.3 j2 3 et g 412 & 21(Y)

&
‘gh’&

R AN (V) ff,&.m;‘é B, T IF;»FK”}; MBiicAaI BBt

LA N T ~sBAKE = (DMU)» & k B DMU g 91 5c 3
B4e (3-5) e
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(- s b

Max A
S.t. Aykm < Zi=1 Zk)/km rm = 1,2 ...,M
M < V1 Ziyiw b =12...,B

Zf(=1kaki Sxki 1= 1,2 ,I , Zk =0 ; k=1,..,s (3-5)

R S

Iy r B g iz gd (L @7 FAf)

F] (3-5) 7 5 RG] R B E o T ey, U] R B = 15 i

MMie AT o g 2 - AR Y] (Linear Programming) 3% 40(3-6) 3% ©
(= )SIEARFIHS

Max A
St AVem < 25 1 ZkVkm P m=12..,M

2Vip — Wip < Y31 Ziyy b =12...,B

Zi=1zkxki Sxki 1= 1,2 vy 1 ; Lk >0 ; k=1,..,s (3-6)

NN
\

“
L
5

25



Zygor2g s EEEL e #A)

Fare et al (1989) i 3%k ed_ 12
Do P S0 Ry R E e F 2 Litom LR A R 7R

4o (3-7) 5% o

(3-7)

@i DEA #3412 20 YY"+ YD) 4e » £ 7o F @45 F » 2 283, 40
ANYPH A F A g M FL T RYPE SR LY - B

WE e E owo BTG f R A NYPE AL E( Y = Ve +

w>0) 4 (3-8) 3

Ym
Y1 _|—p
i-]7 3
REAN ST B ~s BARKE R

Bkt M BREAN B Bt
(DMU) » < 2% % k 1 DMU eh J15c% & > 4o (3-9) 3¢ o

Max A

S.t. }\ykm < Zi=1 Zkykm m = 1,2 . M
Ay, < Zie1Ziy,,b=12..,B

26



Zi=1zk Xki < Xgi i= 1,2 ,I Zk = 0 k=1,..,s (3-9)

AT

N
12N

Zypr B g iz gE(RE B FEY)

325 § Kk B DMU ehdk » »c @ 4e (3-10) 3

Min 6
St Yim < Xk=1ZkYikm * M =12..,M
Vo < Zk=1Z1Yy, *b=12...,B

kai > Zizlzk xki y i = 1,2 ,I Zk > O k = 1, ey S (3'10)

%= & Tobin’sQ # #i &

Tobin’s Q & | %7 & ¥ 3= A ABCA)2 - » &4~ &4 Brainard and
Tobin (1968) # &) » s £ ¥ HFH ELE PN AR B rd 4 vt F o o i]%
EF P FYE “f'/“ﬁ g B »p B £ R A Hihm B

T SRR S EERTAREFRREL S 2 0 2N
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i il
Tobin's Q = — (3—-11)
FTADE R A

ERVAE S S & R R Rt S Rt

Fee > &t 4 Chung and Pruitt (1994) M A A pAi3fe g 3 FRERTH
I Tobin’s Q » B[k & Jedf i (#) X imil s lic+ FupiehF 5 i &
+ (g frEe B — B FA)| AT AR § & kREFIHFHEE

BaAOBRM G E%FET o Tobin’sQ B 2 2T iniE 3] 96.69%14 o

R 1S = ??'ﬁiﬁé?‘ﬁb“v;"“ AR S BE T T E R BRE e e

L

Tobin’s Q = (MVE + PS + DEBT) + TA (3-12)

MVE @ % R AT § (& )X imid & vh e
PS: #u ket W B

DEBT : (34§ Gttt § E-indF A)
TA: {7 Atks § &

Flet o F Tobin’s Q E>1: 273 FHEF LR S0 FEH K

B e+ > dFBERE > EERTHLE > F Tobin’sQ E<l> £ 77

¥

ih BERPEE A FHEES LB E R SRR 3 EER

e R T SN

R

N
b

:
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PRAAFIHBEP LTRSS
FaP2 FEF AT EF -G LEENE

- & % @ * DEA-Solver Prol5 #r g8 :e =

i 4 » Tobin’s Q k33 /338 o 23t 2021

Ao Y R ESG R T A
SRR N - R

FAFE N2 FIER RS =

& n B E

AEFARSFEH I 20~ BEFST AT HRAN FTHF S 2021

Eooa A TR S E L R E T
4o o TR TR (TED) > 11 % &

B® A ESG R ' A B e 2 X0 2E97g R A Y

FAEAP LT HE

# Sustainalytics ESG & ¥ %

SB2 AL L S EIR-PAIR
* 2 7 % Sustainalytics ESG 3=

<,

LI R RS G EE S £E D10

B FHE %0472 (DEA) > % 5 DMUE M § =38 p > T3k
%?éﬂﬁuiﬁibﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁééﬁﬁﬁméﬁpi%*%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ

ﬁj_ A T };I—r‘IEI‘EI *ﬂ\}!ﬁ’“il_ﬁb}
FL g (7 f?.%rﬁ’ﬁ %iﬁﬂ?i}%{;};’l)\ > 2E—

FES A BRI AREE D L E AR
#
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o~ T8 A4

L yE++ (Fgx~) L E“ﬁf(ﬁgiiy
SR ER A DY ES A GEETEETIER

2. B Adk () 2. ESG)}L‘&A\&.

L ER MR AR Rkt

TR KR AFET A FERE

W F e % t5x (DEA) P& LS~ A DR M A 4
J5d Pearson Ap M itk S RET DML o B R EART B §
FLwk s el B = o AP DRI 12 f 1 2R
BAPH BRI PT > R EAA FRER 2APM S07 M S FRAM 040
062 5% B4ph ;03 01 5 MAAPE ;01 2T 5 @iphl - 4p b %
BRL RAS EHER DRAM 9 2 A2V WP T FE S A
34 A ISR E (] ESG b %A i TR TP M lcE HE Y
BAEMYEF -

F 042 0 A D IEAPM A AT

A drIg
= 11 ESG B % 4 #
WiE A A 0.933** -0.644*
P~ 3B
A1 A dK 0.745" -0.83**

FHKRAET i AR
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% 3 F NI4T 2021 £ L ROAEE S T inp R R L Ak

La
e
3

FEARK I ORI 12 %E > “RHFEEs 1 FPARGZSTAHET
e o oM BRI EF E Y 1 RIESZ S P AR HE S o H 2K drdk 4-3 47
T o0 2021 G Ap¥F 2 AELP > 465 ACDEG 2 F
BT RAE N T2 BT ESEN 1 bty XTH =25 50% 0 &7
GaP e A d Y o B AT ESTRET S AP ERF o

% 4-32021 & 5 Rk g g 7,

2021 &

S BE DMU R Ry # 5
1 A g 1 1
2 2 0.58731 7
3 Cad 1 1
4 A 1 1
5 A 1 1
6 Fog 0.53425 8
7 G2d 1 1
8 H 27 0.64278 6
9 | &7 0.25192 9
10 I 0.1679 10

TR kR AR R
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S LR

£ 37 % ¥~ 17 (Slack variable analysis) ¥ 4 &% DMU $f>t p % F ik
hz ER o Y R B AT EDFEN AR S P
PE TR AP e 2 b 4 AR 3 DMU shig oS s T
,?%‘*EB%, 2% IK%" EFRTR2%5 %44
% 4-42021 & £ 37 B #A 7
2021 | DMU P~ A FEE A3 | BRE (%)
YESAMEHER)| 42,692 0 42,692 0%
B 1A #c 85,375 0 85,375 0%
F5LA AP
o Z{I(F 8 £ ~)| 18,730 0 18,730 0%
ESG kL *& 4 #k 17 0 17 0%
FESA(FH F 7~)|14,248.08] 5,784.3 | 8,463.78 | -40.60%
1A #ic 14,106 | 5,916 8,190 | -41.94%
OB B QP :
fra EJI(F 4 % ~)[10,345.84 0 10,345.84| 0%
ESG k *% 4~ #c 214 0 21.4 0%
WiES NFHE ~)|32,439.62 0 32,439.62| 0%
B 1Ak 17,159 0 17,159 0%
PigaE(C o F :
fra i JI(F ¥ % ~)[20,088.60 0 20,088.60| 0%
ESG R *% 4 #c 26.25 0 26.25 0%
YELAFHEE )| 36,301 0 36,301 0%
B4k 82,582 0 82,582 0%
FEHEFED T — :
i JI(F ¥ % ~)| 18315 0 18,315 0%
ESG h *& A #& 19 0 19 0%
YEXA(FHE )| 67704 0 6,770.4 0%
B 1A #ic 8,103 0 8,103 0%
EHERF|E o & :
Fa i 41(F & % ~)|10,409.34 0 10,409.34| 0%
ESG h *& 4 #& 23.2 0 23.2 0%
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2021 | DMU P~ A0 FEE A% | BRE (%)
HFiELA(FHF )| 54028 | 24853 | 29175 | -46%
1A #ic 4,129 637 3,492 | -15.43%
Eﬁ_.lj“r‘}l-‘i' F o7 —
Fa i 4)(F % ~)| 4,485.53 0 4,485.53 0%
ESG b & A #& 24.6 14.6 10 -59.36%
YiESA(FHE )| 4,353.79 0 4,353.79 0%
/ RS S 5,981 0 5,981 0%
B A8 |IG 27— -
fw i JI(p 4 £ ~)| 7,308.66 0 7,308.66 | 0%
ESG Rk *% 4 #k 23.7 0 23.7 0%
FESXA(FHF )| 3,623.40 | 588.72 | 3034.68 | -16.25%
| 1Ak 4599 967 3632 | -21.03%
Ba53FH>P —
A E4(F £ ~)| 4665.75 0 4665.75 0%
ESG h *% 4~ #c 222 11.8 104 | -53.16%
HELA(FHEA)1,867.99 | 11623 | 705.69 | -62.22%
B 1A #ikc 2855 1885 970 | -66.04%
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