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Abstract - Recently, traditional audit market became increasingly competitive. In addition, business
internationalization drives enterprises to pursue business consulting service. Accordingly, public
accounting firms aggressively enter the business consulting service market through strategic alliances,
an inter-organizational collaboration of public accounting firms and consulting firms. Based on the
resource-based theory, this paper investigates the effect of business consulting service (part of the
non-audit service) on the performance of strategic alliances. Empirical data are obtained from the
Census Report of Public Accounting Firms in Taiwan during 1998-2003. Main findings are as
follows. First, performance of the accounting firms with strategic alliances is better than that of
accounting firms without strategic alliances. Performance of the whole strategic alliances is also
better than that of accounting firms alone. Furthermore, for accounting firms alone and for the whole
strategic alliances, the relationship between non-audit service and performance is positive. Evidences
of this study are expected to provide useful information for the owners of public accounting firms in

their operating decision-making.
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4.1 223 3 RIF R

IR FH RS A (B 7 3 B R AS » AepliPanel ARLE | PHE R
RETIES R VT R - i IR
s ARG 23%8 D
PSRRIV > 2SRRI (RS 5T R Panel AT
t“fﬂzlﬁ*?[ TR R I %
WRHIR ™ F(33.5% F |1 iRl il

i Ejﬁ'ﬁjﬁ’?ﬂ 430.7%

EJrHFZJH e R
J?“J:Jw Ffr J34.3%3s ) - 1
=AM TS5 - Panel BERLJY
> Panel C
F VRS FEVRI 2 LY d B R Ry F, AR
yFT T BIEOSER S Ik 43.4%%°52.9% - IF5E

S R MRV S SO o o 6 - Panel DY RV FilV SR I 5] 8
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23 IR AR e

Panel A % | fURAFREA G 1 TTE BT 2R AR (S V53
e il 87 88 89F  o1¥ 92 A5t

AE[STT 0.225(22)  0.253(21)  0.242(18)  0.200(15)  0.218(14)  0.230(90)
HiEE s 0332(21)  0.309(33)  0.284(32)  0.272(34)  0.359(27)  0.307(147)
[ RIS 0322(45)  0.325(42)  0.336(47)  0.343(40)  0.384(47)  0.343(221)

OB A B L A g
Panel B 7 PP i 1 71 [ 355 ZEREH RIS (S » VET
oS 8rF 88 goF = olF PE: A5

AEHGEET 0.176(52)  0.185(50)  0.196(55)  0.223(46)  0.246(44)  0.204(247)
FIEIE0555T  0.255(143)  0.284(142)  0.294(145) 0.338(141) 0.304(147)  0.295(718)
| EIGSET 0.348(456)  0.352(482)  0.365(507) 0.388(468) 0.379(432)  0.366(2,345)
7o ORBET 3 S s LR e

Panel C WiREFREIZERFHRARS * P IR g pl Frot e

Bty 87F 88 89 917 927 B
AEHAT 0.357(22)  0.308(21)  0.316(18)  0.312(15)  0.389(14)  0.335(90)
HIEET  0.403(21)  0.461(33)  0.463(32)  0.480(34)  0.334(27)  0.434(147)

JHE[SFT 0595(45)  0.571(42)  0.522(47)  0.498(40)  0.459(47)  0.529(221)

ﬁ%tl OPYET R R B E R W[é%ﬁﬁs iR e
ik ﬁﬁgfﬁﬁmngTgsjggﬁ 2 e m@@grﬁj P E= TR L RSO (R
PR IRARUAS T+ R pUR )

Panel D E’fﬁlffglfﬁiiﬁjiﬁlﬁj}'ﬁqﬁ ﬁ“’l—iﬂ%‘ﬂ&’ﬁjfﬁlﬁ’]}?

USRI R SO R ] [
B 0.830(90) 0.676(337)
FlE 55 0.078(147) 0.156(865)
| BT 0.092(221) 0.168(2,566)
fist 1.000(458) 1.000(3,768)
FEL S OB b ST RS PRSI SOS R BT ) e TR S
e

2 ¢ JPHB S =L R Pl R 2 e e

<

3 - AT EREH R R = S M OETRR R ORI R R R ZRRE SO -
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1y AT 2R RIS B - - I B o - RS
i Ay e T I [ S EE83% o 1] IS B ¢ 7.896%79.29% « F 4
BRI s S EIEGE] H }W\fé F.67.6% » [T HATEL15.6% » ] T
H1#57rH116.8% - Panel DR » E[HH F)’Tfjt N j@ﬁ@y}nﬁ[%aﬁ%ﬁﬁj , WLFLAEW
BR800 22 s 2 5 0 - S50 OIS 39041 5

AL AENEE » JERFHIS ™ (S s 0TI i R O s
Ao 2000 b e 9t ZERREHI R S R e R SR 2 S Ve
B9 1M IR R BRI ST 309 91 o ) B T S G
0%V E-fY] (&E'M%&B) SEL GHERRLD R IR R L R oRy 0% -

4.2 it st §

Fﬁaﬁﬁiﬂ BRI S F B R 45 f???}f,EE VTF" HE 15 = A Panel
» T IR AR F o R T R R (PFMZ) FIEg T SR (PEMI)
@Fé WK T BRI 2R RS T (MASC) T A S R R

IT
T (MAS) FJ‘H’”?‘” 1%~ H= Panel B 7% E???F«EEQU SPEESE N AR TR ’77%&35?1;
ik 2R (PFMI) g‘)?{ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁ’ﬁl&f’yﬁfﬂﬁéﬁfﬂw (MAS) » Fi50 ¢ FYRERELY (Rt
Al P R
43 BRI &%

SREFIEL o AP T HEREE 3 o ASuPanel AT E TSR S0 £ 2 posk

» AL H T RIS 05T R SRR R (MAS) FrEE AT S pAR
(PFMI) LHETE A (p=0.008 ~ p=0.069%°p=0.003) °

EHE PRI SR B Panel B > AV ERFHRATS T (MAS) P
SSpT B GEETEL T B R R YE (p=0.052 ~ p=0.010%"p=0.035) ° %ﬁq% R UL

SRR V- o AP gl %W:LL%JJT’%}HUEE’IE%?EWF'Ijh.[\l?fl'@é'ﬁfﬁ{’;?ﬁuéﬁ’
F6.0 Panel ART-- » WRFT A SPURERTIEY (PFMI) [iF >~ FIE L BRI € pOre gl
AR PR R BRI R po g > NS ) B R AT SR (p 00005’“
p=0.000) * FF ¥ » FRIV Lo AT AR T30 o SR E R R 2 il %‘zﬁ@r (DUM)
RIS o B R e U [ o Mo I/Panelc > PR S AR R A N — 3o P
PRS2 Pt N B > R - = BRI L

F SRENEET VD R HURE ST ATE SRR - i:#<6.0 Panel BRFTA. T PRI
Il B R SR IFRETES (PEM2)F TR [ S 55Tk S iagss (PFMI)
(P=0.000 - p=0.000 ¥7p=0.034) = PIF= [¥FL T b = T AT A HEH VST LA -
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L4 AT
PFM1 PFM2 MAS MASC YEAR RATIO MP SHARE CPE RISK SALARY

Panel A : "ﬂfﬂfﬁ'ﬁ?ﬁﬁ.ﬂj/%’ﬁ%ﬁﬂgjﬁﬁﬁ’? (87~92 &)

*251.']-?] 17555 (N=90)

T {48 3,366,812 3,479,956 3,605,111 4,990,737 1940 011 615 0.0317 7570 0.17 603,003
g 2,325,318 2,391,324 2,770,429 3,581,321 1600 0.0 512 00051 2,703 0.14 573,456
BNl 11,231,334 12,717,405 13,518,164 16,600,726 43.00 0.27 30.00 0.1662 92,615 0.58 1,162,942
Bl -135355 -68,689 0 142,511  1.00 0.02 249 0.0010 0 001 193,500
fivesy 2836,307 2,958,230 3,246,963 4,128,602 10.66 0.07 3.68 0.0460 15722 0.14 222,148
FHEHET (N=147)

TSR 912,130 966,728 1,358,212 2,116,444 960 021 10.04 0.0008 4,257 0.00 396,582
g 854,154 931,988 904,500 1,839,746 9.00 0.18 844 0.0007 1,267 0.00 375444
Al 2,867,062 2,892,052 7,262,298 7,512,298 54.00 1.00 3500 0.0050 83,325 0.00 934,132
Bl -715223  -709,253 7,800 211,191 100 005 2.89 0.0000 0 0.00 7,200
sy 660,751 690,377 1,274,899 1,464,732 596 0.12 620 0.0007 9,562 0.00 171,652
| BT (N=221)

T iSgr 843,776 937,665 1,592,960 3,540,037 9.86 0.17 955 0.0003 4,821 0.00 337,584
[l g 694914 747,000 1,340,000 3,000,000 800 0.14 7.60 0.0003 892 0.00 328,840
BNl 4,097,904 5809,776 7,053,377 46,454,785 31.00 1.00 40.00 0.0011 84,256 0.00 1,000,772
B -1,018,643 -1,384,665 0 0 1.00 0.05 2.67 0.0000 0 0.00 510

fvEsx 900,807 1,079,513 1,584,408 3,697,003 6.34 0.11 6.81 0.0002 11,652 0.00 160,838

PFM1 MAS YEAR RATIO MP SHARE CPE RISK SALARY

Panel B : £ FGIASRIELY (rHE (87-02 %)
B[ (N=247)

R 1,704,226 1,425,576 16.91 0.14 7.48 0.0032 3,150 0.10 512,195
Fl1 B 1,467,932 1,073,017 16.00 0.13 6.85 0.0022 1,235 0.07 504,199
A |"1§_| 7,425,062 4,901,340 91.00 0.44 25.83 0.0152 59,714 0.98 1,233,562
) |"1§_| -850,025 0 1.00 0.03 2.92 0.0002 0 0.00 88,837
e 1,205,552 1,110,371 10.12 0.07 3.25 0.0029 6,574 0.11 182,968
FIETHEFET (N=718)
R 887,326 1,181,560 10.57 0.21 10.43 0.0008 3,908 0.00 372,047
Fl1b g 776,094 881,283 9.00 0.18 8.69 0.0007 663 0.00 353,040
B 4,375,858 9,135,268 50.00 1.00 55.00 0.0058 100,386 0.00 2,423,336
B -777,425 0 1.00 0.04 2.92 0.0000 0 0.00 0
e 722,277 1,185,073 7.16 0.13 6.58 0.0007 9,197 0.00 169,308
| EJH55ET (N=2,345)
s 678,879 1,184,866 10.45 0.26 13.46 0.0002 4,437 0.00 270,551
Fli gy 487,404 607,700 8.00 0.20 10.20 0.0002 0 0.00 246,890
A igﬂj 16,216,676 20,882,142 92.00 1.00 60.00 0.0017 527,216 0.00 3,312,824
) igﬂj -2,926,033 0 1.00 0.03 2.35 0.0000 0 0.00 0
e 893,126 1,633,587 8.25 0.22 9.98 0.0002 16,106 0.00 190,440
oL AR A2 -

2t NAS AR
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5 ORI 2L R

Panel A % ﬁ'ﬂﬁ, i N4 Fﬁ?rﬁﬂ-?} 1P5ET(87~92F )
PFMI1=By+BMAS+BYEARYB3RATIO B MP+BsSHARE+BsCPE+B,RISK+fs SALARY +&

(G T e TR
(N=90) (N=147) (N=221)
P 1,407,277 92,083 382,337
A (-1.684)** (0.693) (-2.168)**
YRR
0.250 0.065 0.112
MAS (2.866)%** (L493)* (2.838)%*
A Ep
5.362 9.127 1270
YEAR (2.638)*+* (L410)* (1.930)**
2619 13139 1552
RATIO (-0.951) (-0.837) (2.481)%*
p 1,653 6.308 5.918
(0.676) (-1.108) (-0.705)
1.313 2,690 4.150
SHARE (1.891)** (4.374)%*+ (9.524) %%
11.832 0.425 4541
CPE (-1.996)** (-0.108) (1.102)
3.934
RISK (3.144)**+
3.412 1.399 1718
SALARY (3.584)%x* (4.786)%** (-3.740) %
Adjusted-R® 0.805 0.460 0.566
Panel B . e (87~92F )

PEMI=By+ 5 MAS+

L YEAR+B;RATIO+B MP+B5sSHARE+BsCPE+B,RISK+ps SALARY +¢

TEF

il @JE}H’%’:’V’T

TEE

(N=247) (N=718) (N=2,345)
\ 45,968 30,963 -343,345
£ 1;] :‘" il 1] il
B (0.188) (0.354) (-2.824)***
H R
0.097 0.063 0.067
MAs (1.637)* (2.339)*** (1.819)**
Zlan
-3.952 -5.313 -7.453
YEAR (-0.640) (-1.776)** (-4.142)***
-5.924 -9.865 5.985
RATIO (-3.619)%** (-0.067) (5.446) %%
3.380 -4.265 5.886
MpP (1.034) (-1.602)* (2.146)**
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5 AFHE TR VRSN GR)

4.381 3.380 2.780
SHARE (1.320)* (5.241)*** (12.096)***
-5.567 6.581 -0.587
CPE (-0.708) (2.794)*** (-0.760)
2.890
RISK (2926)***
3.470 1.556 0.457
SALARY (8.570)*** (5_747)*** (1273)
Adjusted-R’ 0.549 0.436 0.529

Panel C Fﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬁ%ﬁ dES; §E$EFJ%§§§‘?§§§&LV§V,§(87~9ZE)
PFM1=Bp+BMAS+S,YEAR+B;RATIO+B MP+BsSHARE+SsCPE+S;RISK+fs SALARY+y DUM+¢

R i TE
(N=337) (N=865) (N=2,566)
P 163,617 45416 346,681
A (-0.653) (0.605) (-2.916)***
H R
AS 0.188 0.067 0.059
(3.533)%** (2.816)%** (L711)*
X HiERE
9.562 -3.154 -6.346
YEAR (1.251) (-1.146) (-3.706)%**
4,969 4,965 6.385
RATIO (-3.950)*** (-0.369) (5.638)
P 1.328 4733 5.212
(0.586) (-1.946)** (1.964)**
2,059 3.210 2880
SHARE (4.400)** (6.005)*** (13.506)***
19.569 5.335 0.376
CPE (-1.640)* (2.497y%x% (-0.504)
3.340
3.285 1536 0.348
SALARY (9.214y%+* (6.699)*+* (1013)
4277 2133 8.044
buM (2.787)%x (0.039) (1.355)*
Adjusted-R® 0.753 0.438 0.525
L OUURITEZ ey U H 0T -
£2 ¢ N R B
53 ¢ RISKBUIE 7 I fh B -
A A O BRI £ 5White (1980) 27600 RIS -
?5 EARE I A R R RORES éﬁgiﬁﬂl’ﬁ@ﬂ LIRS VR, TE'FJ‘% » (EIVIFffits [ 552 5 B

AR R H A% (multicollinearity) &7 -
Do R LRI, 7YE  w kT S EBYREIE, [, * A E E 1095, A

=
D
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6 MFETETRE R
Panel A: & 555 A2 TR T4 (87~92F)

e PFMI
AR ik Ié?ﬁ%ﬁﬁjﬁ(N =90) 3,366,812
E'ijﬁ 317:. H(N=247) 1,704,226
A 1,662,586
t-value 5.502%**
FE s E[FE qjﬁﬁf?ﬁ(N 147) 912,130
= uEmnEE?ﬁ(N =718) 887,326
ffd 24,804
t-value 0.375
| EIH 5T L[% jﬁfﬂsﬁ(l\l =221) 843,776
A TEE?ﬁ(N =2,345) 678,879
A 164,897
t-value 3.457***
Panel B: fjf@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁgw T A AR IS (87~ 925 )
T e 8
e PFM?2 (N=90) 3,479,956
PEM1 (N=90) 3,366,812
Z g 113,144
t-value 3.761%**
AEAELES PFM?2 (N=147) 966,728
PFMI (N=147) 912,130
= 54,598
t-value 3.484***
SEAEE PFM2 (N=221) 937,665
PFMI (N=221) 843,776
# 93,889
t-value 1.843**

ﬁil PEM 35 H55E A £ J/J/?F?Tf PFM2%= %Z[["ﬁ%??f /?F*?%Fo

ECELENR S
ﬁé_tg R R A1 VREE P YE > R [ BYPEE TSI 5 R S Z([10% R A< VE o

FILT | BB A <k g‘ e F”TE'*‘”*%EEFE, [ PRSI > T I )
PFETA YR FSE | LR > ) 2 SR PP R RS gk

Ho, HE:- V= p@i&};ﬁ%i'ﬂig\l Al A AT 5 H Hl i Sy ZEREHIRIEIE T (MAS)
ORIl RIS RS B - (p=0.008 ~ p=0.069%p=0.003) « = H I jH
ALY ZEREHRES T (MASC) PO T plU ] BRI E ER I SRR Y (p=0.001 -
p=0.001%%p=0.000) ~ F#="rVFHAL RERI Gl MR 7y » 75 W A - (R R I
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H7E TR R R (87-92%F )

PEMI(PFM2)=Py+5:MAS(MASC)+B:YEAR+B;RATIO+B,MP+BsSHARE+

BsCPE+B:RISK+Bs SALARY +&

ESHEE TETd s

,J‘ Lirj:ﬂﬁ:%"gﬁ

(N=90) (N=147) (N=221)
PFML  PFM2  PFM1 _ PFM2  PFM1 _ PFM2
P 1407277 1964821 92,983 62586  -382,337  -697,916
! (-L68AY™  (2.105)%%  (0.693) 0445  (-2.168)** (-3.204)%*
YRR
0.250 0.065 0.112
MAs (2.866)*** (1.493) (2.838)%**
0.306 0.119 0.089
MASC (3.256)%%* (3.241)% (3.684)
il
AR 5.362 5411 9127 5926 1270 1.189
(2.638)%** (2733 (1410  (0.961)  (L930)**  (L300)*
ATIO 2619  -1012  -3139  -1455 1552 2115
(0.951)  (-0.316) (-0.837) (:0.350) (2441)*** (2.45Q)kr
i 1653 1370 6308  -8529  -5918  -2.244
(0.676)  (0.666)  (-1.108) (-L35L)* (-0.705)  (-0.190)
SARE 1313 6527 2600 3040 4150 4.100
(LBOL**  (0.828)  (4374)*** (4.845)*** (9.524)%** (8.038)***
. 1832 -2103  -0425 0492 4541 7511
(-LO9B)**  (-2.242)%* (:0.108)  (0.126)  (L102)  (L505)*
3.934 4.258
RISK (3.144)%* (3,247 )%
CALIRY 3.412 3502 1399 1143  -1718  -1.718
(35B4)***  (364T)<** (4.786)%% (3.660)%** (-3.740)*** (-3.240)***
Adjusted-R’ 0.805 0808 0460 0479  0.566 0.575

If{;
=0
=3

R T B 1R, AV RS

FEL D RBYEAIA2 o K R R R -

NZF o E *‘*]EIU/TEE [T B
MSK@EﬁEI Ij:—K J:]ht‘)fﬁ—_g *«4: Ej;j/ ‘F =

A SR BT IR White (1980) A1 S -
S ARG MESE T O AT + (VIFIS 1102 B

Iﬁ?“’[/ L= S R
ARG T PR R e (multlcolllneanty) Eaa
S E SR <0, *H A 0% e -



516 F’ﬁﬁ@j Ak

RIS b PP R ﬁplm%%gﬁgqgsf, T A 2 P S T s T
%Z[[—ITJB jﬁff Ve o s T VS &’:’[’?‘Ejﬁiﬁégfgiuq,ﬁm o
Fﬁﬁ”‘ﬁ;@ ]lglfjjcztﬁru@g@?nﬁ » PYEASEE AT VRN o ﬁal’ﬁ? & (SHARE) I') W%t
e (RISK) - o /R Vsl 'ﬂ’“ﬁﬁr‘%ﬁ*rﬁ‘w S AR e H P R
KRR S Lﬁeﬁlj fﬂ/“?%' H[1 S5, (SALARY) i MBS E ] DSRrsg sl
@%L—ﬁ‘ﬁ CESEET Y R o (BT *“HH%FFE‘]JE%‘TJM TRELY Y Huggiesh = g
(YEAR) ¥t &| ﬁléé’ﬁuﬁ PO Bl ’ﬂ”ﬁﬁérﬁ'?& (e = PP R R Jﬁiﬁ*ﬁl?‘]@ﬁlﬁ'w
%E#nifﬂrlﬁ’r CEYT PUES] (RATIO) 1 FIE[H 55T EH’“?TLJFIWT& (E1 7 B
%‘%E% HH‘E'FTJ FI7 Ak (MP) i”*’J%%“rE”iiFﬁ?EL—ﬁ'Fﬁ i LB 15 F"M‘E'%& !
] B 2R ] P ‘/FTJ[' i’x:l'g?”w (CPE) 7 “EH155 Ffr*:"ﬁ%aﬁfé%‘ﬁlﬁ‘jd fli
fEJEJﬁéﬁrEFE'T ESHEN VFTJ [ 7t *“Hh | P R J’r%iﬂ;ﬁ“fﬁﬂﬁéﬂfu—ﬁ'rﬁ (F e e it
RO ™ PR s I'J\EJE!E%?EEJE%%%[{ AR o
wi > AR ?ff@é'l SIFTREIIIEES V- S EES VT PSRRI o A8
AR BT RLE PRI ST FOREHIRETS T (T48) FARREHIREIY T (MAS)
TR e 2 e R pfg*#arqh%ﬁr (TAS : p=0.000%"p=0.000 ~ MAS : p=0.000%*p=0.000)
OEAELS fr’r%iiﬁljﬁzﬁﬂbﬁ G R &'Efthmﬁ%é‘%ﬂ% PR - AR T R
TG F o AR VJH"'JE BRI o PR H A b R
ﬂ [ #EA % 1 ELRE (customer base) B s I/*és FrEEREHIREE T -
FstENEs Vo iﬁrﬁiﬁj&%#% SIS AR T RV (MAST) ~ R
T (MAS2) T b*r}ﬁ“ﬁ"‘ﬂ PSRRI (MAS3) S NI o A8V AHNEET > T T KR,
R PR ‘/{ T SR ATESOST e Ry R PR SORTI R T (MAST
+MAS3) - B fﬂ""*‘?fﬁﬂ%fzﬁﬁﬁ (p=0.000 + p=0.029%p=0.031) - = H*H=EHHIIIN * (MAS2) I/
“?FA FIPREHG 73 05+ YPRSSRILL TS5 MASOBE S e . RSl & (o= 0000) SR
s FNEE L E F]E SRR P PP R o BEESEI - TR T BRI
rqr R PR H o 1 VRN R B T IH@S«'*T%EF} HIE1
ACME (Assomatlon of Consulting Management Engineers) . £i% » % WF@F} 3 R ﬂ?g”

A R o A lfF R )00 3R ATV R S W
RRGE ilﬁffﬁ'ﬂ’é"é*ﬁjﬁﬁf ik E'% e o D~ SRR S TR O 51
SR TS O fJ/:ﬁ;J P B AR ¢ I SRS T EEOE L -

14 4iprgi ot iEIE'J%*'JD[ﬂ'ﬁLi?f AR a3 gﬁf?ﬁ#m‘?ﬁ'ﬁ)‘%%j’%’%@?FN%E?”E?iﬁEZ‘?j%éE?%S
FRTEANS > (ST FIAGSAHEEE R ] (adjusted R) FiHI e o ke A FHORY
TR PSR T BRI R [T B -
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8 PPSTEIERFEIERFS ViR (87-925)

iR TAS MAS  MASI+MAS3 MAS?2
AEEGETF PSR (N=90) 10,880,511 3,605,111 2,825,713 779,398
=N ki il AfH T (N=247) 5,692,480 1,425,576 1,093,910 331,666

il 5,188,031 2,179,535 1,731,803 447,732
t-value 6.123%x* 6.334%** 4.365%** 3.871%**

FEE T R j’E?{(N =147) 2,811,516 1,358,212 1,069,990 288,222
oo [P T.EE?{(N =718) 2,904,521 1,181,560 838,536 343,024

gl -93,005 176,652 231,454 -54,802

t-value -0.522 0.863 1.905** -0.495

TR T lﬂj’ﬁ?{(N =221) 3,420,228 1,592,960 1,208,391 384,569
= ﬁ[P & 3;, IIH(N=2,345) 2,247,087 1,184,866 853,880 330,986

Bl 1,173,141 408,094 354,511 53,583

t-value 6.109%** 3.461%** 1.866** 0.918

7L
TAS : FAPREI o W A A (SR RS B PR
P gRE R

MAS : ZERFHRS T -
MASI = BU5535515 (EIJ}F RUSTHIE T RO E TS B PRI ) -
MAS2 © FERVEifs
MAS3 F@gﬂc&”ﬂ EECTRS S5 L
f{éi: I E ) "u 1%_&[% se¥E s FRIE A E U5%§§% i ?U 10%%'%4%(&

5. fEamElER
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