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ABSTRACT

This paper applies the three-stage approach proposed by Fried et al. (2002) to
analyze the efficiency of life insurance companies in the Mainland and Taiwan areas.
This approach adjusts the input slacks obtained by data envelopment analysis (DEA)
via the stochastic frontier analysis (SFA).

Our major empirical findings are as follows: (1) Efficiency scores of life
insurance companies in both areas are significantly affected by both environmental
factors and statistical noises. After input slack adjustments, the average efficiency
score drops for 72.17%. (2) Compared to those companies in the Taiwan area, the
life companies in the Mainland area have a large diversion in efficiency scores which
range from less than 10% to 78.3%. (3) Debt equity has a significant effect to
increase efficiency, indicating that increases in the market share and financial leverage
ratio help promote efficiency. (4) Ownership types have different advantageous
effects on different inputs. (5) The years since establishment have no significant
effects on efficiency, indicating that the younger Mainland life insurance companies
do not have disadvantages because of it in an open and competitive market

environment.

Keywords: Data envelopment analysis ( DEA ), Stochastic frontier analysis ( SFA ),

three-stage approach, Life insurance industry, mainland China, Taiwan
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2004 116694 9.1 38804 27.1 869 11.7 3011 32.4
2005 136515 95 4318.1 11.3 1089 25.4 3228 7.2

2006 162321 99 48284 1138 1231 1417 3697 14.6
TR KR P FA AR A gk g B B A 24 - ¢ R iR # #(2007)
~ 7]\,55 jz;:;m o

13



327 ¢ RAREP RO B R

s, HAREER < iEwEp L LG kR
fer (=) fer (2) o s £ (%)
1982 7.8 0.016 0.20
1996 452.4 324.62 41.77
1998 499.6 141.7 59.95
2002 685.4 1424 67.51
2003 779.8 2274.6 14.47
2004 869.4 3011 77.60
2005 1089.9 3288.2 75.11
2006 1231.16 3697.48 75.02

AL AR P R & #(2007) ~ AAE g REIT

R FARE LR A BERE 3
2001 & 12 " 11 p » P WA r 2 R T E S AFF AT e ¢ RS

A FRAFRT AR S H SR R TARPARAN ARG EE LT

4

Ko P 54 ? WA R 502000 F A2 ARG 8RS

sl

LF 2P 2000 &K > 2 F 15 BRIRA-H %43 FObF R 0P AL R 2

'_\
~

BABEF EH o EAFiRrIga P2 @ b3 2001 £ 2 1.4496(33.29 ig~ 4 X

WO 3 2006 # 2 4.8296(259.21 A A R ) o

RN TN I 9 LA LA 1’5—"—%‘2:}2‘.-"

R p 1980 B And iR B R E AR 31985 # & it 2R - RIFR S
—® ® A ARG o (PICC) - 2000 # /% 5 31 #iF*& o & » 2002 # % 5 54 o
2006 # A B ] 77 Foo » @ ¢ Bk R RE T S fps g 4 it A
BiRE s B o d 1085 # R Y A ARG LSO RHEH L L LA RS
— P RAEESGE S Y W T EAZEG P EY T X RSP o T 2006
ERK O ZRIGEFANE 449% ~10%2 16% > A 172 30% % 0 21% 5 H

B FEXFH9%E AT AP o (4oFl 2.1)

14



9 Fil, 324 8, 9%

H Pyl
764 &1, 21%

FITBS ~ &,
1607 &, 44%

L Ll A 1

589 i, 16% 362 f, 10%
O FB - = HI[F!W\j S ol m e A
[]‘F[Pﬁflls¥ fil W eyt

Bl 2.1 2006 & « pE 4 & g R R P S (B 4aR)

TR kR P B 5% £ #(2007) -

T ERHEE IR e
RABER 1983 o kA fAHI T RhE C RE R Breink TR

REFERT U GHEREF AR AFR 2 LA R PRGE P
FIR » 202002 55 0 (REE) (7 ELREfeR T 56 2P FRAE )
£2004 &3 0 B3 A (PGS A EEA R ERFR Y FRL) (K

G2 PR (TR AR FIEGR e mAL) B e e f 2000 & k& 15
Gl AR YE D R RRRE TP RERE R 2 s 3135 S

FrcUA] o RS O P R ARG A VR kR

204 rP i Bk 2 L &

BB Xl (T4 42 5 (Peter F. Drucker) # (i f) - 29 &0 ¢
Grri - BEE RFE e d S v ML R AR - REPL 1 F4R
ﬁ@ﬁﬁj@?ﬁ%%ﬁplW%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%%gvﬁLi%&

AR PIRNG R F e (Ffed B 0 T Bk L s e AR

15



Pif Rz $pine <Alln 3 SOFR & TAS LA
- ~ FagTip (v i - A Fls 4] (incentive mechanism )
F AL IRGE ST ik 0 WR 4p o pies g ds g e

Bl grnER L N kR e orF o2 A4 o v BIFR T ¥ Bt 2

* oo R HBAY A PR B

1":1
ﬂzzu
‘%3
o
s
)
()
)Q
A
=
—;13
T,
_.Y
Sl
.
Apun
#
-
L
—~
@
o
2

Congruence) i®%* (45 & ¥ > 2000)
- SO F R Bk i‘%—'jﬁ fre e o s R PR RIGAER D

LRz - o TiEa HE

iR RS ER IR -

(\x

=)

| & BRIV A L B e

)

XA AN BP O M RNER I SR T R A 5 BT E s
PeF o B F LA BRI o T REE A DA D GldciFE E B R A hY

+ % 2 o dp R R Adp di b X GRE 0 R 0 2 A 0 i chjp 3t

PP

I«*Lﬁ;&f‘ﬁgfﬁ’]}Il-ﬁrg,;‘:g‘_gg)?mlfgﬁﬁﬁ\}/\ ]—,’?/\".IFI&G\,% ‘; > o'_}‘]ﬂ,b’

§ A e
53 rpae R F A AR drd Bl & a»»ﬁrﬁﬂ%’mrﬁg%avfj i
BRI TR GR N (FL % Penikp o S5t R T

K F e T2 kA > TR EFIIE BT A RGY Kog &2 7RG * a1

25@5@r&
B 5 @ % e o477 g T Farrell (1957) %7 70 H g d1se ¥ o = Pkt
F2Fe R xS AR H B 2 T o R AT SRS s fe

s o JHERENOR FaFEFHE o @ Charnesetal. (1978) #% 11 - &



FIr s RFl B A N T R e e d] (§ACCRICE]) - TR e %32
(data envelopment analysis ; DEA) &t~ & ;N4 é & - @ St A2 (stochastic
frontier analysis ; i #SFAH-3]) = Aigner etal. (1977) =73 & » s BB 7 ehm >

Bie- R A L PR A T B A AP R B R 2 g £

;:ﬁ]‘(;‘llj,’f—“j\ z‘l:,g—?ﬂ mp?’g‘_ —&E’"'L)’L N L&’E’.’]‘}ﬁ’j‘%ﬁ\}i ta 2t ]d-; -r“sé ”“E#”"’F]f']i.'ﬂ

W
ad
-

AT g R S AR 8- iR e
p Charnesetal. = =& 3% HIDEA % » d **DEAF Bk 4 & S| i >
PV R SRR 2 A D DEAR LT 2 A4 Ron kA An b g

¢ HERT HEEE A FRA : TEE . i DEAL 718

(Eé
_E

Fﬁi"«"“"{_ﬁ*ﬁ{j‘ EH,LI%Z 9/54 #Eﬁ*}g?)ﬁk?ﬁg'&r—r.

251 F% 2
Fecher etal. (1993) 112 B3N 84 7' 2 7 % 243 3L % 2 7 LA 7 4

fgt

%> 1% &2 e  DEA 82 3 & Beohde P00 S Hed 455 N ke FARE A Aok

Bl

SFRTp E R BRI FIE R sk 3 B RAPE 0 2 H P 2 0P 2

|

b
¥

ERATH A G o R AT T AR 2R 2 F R g R - AR R 2 T
FengRa Ei@icd o
Fukuyama (1997) 2 1988-% % 1993# ' p A &' ' o & ¥ &% (> 4] 22 4p

JAA AL Fe s P 5 HE 0 211" DEA®Z Malmquist2 £ + 35 1% K 4p

IMRARBLPALRZEF T BEA AL 2 EF R F ALY T LR
AR o PRm > f4p 3 Al 2 ' o 2 R & 2 (technical inefficiency )

i & Kk p s PesmscF (pure technical inefficiency ) - @ 3% > A ik 2 %% = 2 4r
T i & Kk pAfcm e (scale inefficiency )

Cummins and Zi (1998) #':£ p 1988 & 1 1992 # & f + & 445 &% = ¢
AL T PRk * translog = A Sl DEA = 87 F R s en 2 A ot
g HAD R ARG 2 2 translog & A S B B AR DV - 2o e
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DEA =2 » &% ¥ v T4~ & ‘wi;},\)»;rﬁp C R T  EECG B -E i
BHEEFA NP EEMT 0 AE D PR SRR ERE 52 WG
2PN P R POEN 0 B S R P RIE 2.

Cummins etal. (1999) & * DEA = ;£33 p 1988 & 1 1995 & [ £ | 44 i

PR RN R RSl A b S - O R el R STl A O]
TR 2L o RABEEZ BE NP EHRFE A P E R I 2R AR

#-3F [ (non-decreasing returns to scale, NDRS) ¥ P4 73k i £ chd g o 2 4 4
AN AARE O RSP

Worthington and Hurley (2002) & * DEA X #m8 46 RJBEM &' o 7 2
PES P AFes S AT cHP AR ZATRY FAR ARG S FHFT A
BRARE FERTI BHRAENEFRROERTTARGLANAD c B %Y
T AfRENRTEG AR AERF DA &R T REARS P O P ARROTR
B2 g2 @ 5 2%F 0 PG 2 P RECS [ E S A K E 5 g RAPM I

Hwang and Kao (2006) & * & [+ DEA = 2 4 28224 7 &' o 7 4% 32

—\

TG4 GRS E S nanFh o F A% S [FEE* Tobit it i 03] A 4778
EHEEE T AGA DL S ot BEMT P B B b 2P %8 F

EET M FEHAGRAIPLGFHLA AART A ST bF e p § iR

252 M < f

Flivz (1994) riehgr A f A s hBs A | Al FARE R Y S ik
MEAZGAERFEFICr BAZGEERFR I BAG T RERE R K
Poler iz BIRGG R e r G AN R 2R Bt e d p 1986 &
321992 g2 gy grnt e BEET SHARNE LA R AEY Sy T

PELE o

%48 (1996) 2 DEA 28 o8k Rd e 5 d focrir &% ppr

18



AR AR AR Al RAREEFH SRATR A ATFYER T~ F ok
ZHWFATN S MB M R E e MR AN M LA R 83
228 3 &% APEFEAY L EY DEART A 454 R$ 2K 80 1 83 &
FHmb ERS2 A7 S5 PRI GHINT AR ATEESA(VARB0 =

FlE) MEAREAF RN Y RAHT ALY ot F P BMLE

EVE~mE AR (2000)iF* DEA RfFg - 828 &'« 2 7 At anid

Borg oo MY gAY R ke A RE o BT 8 RE% 7Y £1 9 R

FRFH BAAFAEIF I B GLFREELE R SHEITEED
PRI aEAR -

@87 ~ % W& (2001) ~ DEA & Malmquist 2 & 4 ipi k78 &% 27 T
2ROV 2ZEY T XN AP AR S ERFIRY B E R PR (TR
PoER e TR Sl Iy RANED > BEET o8RG 8 TS

O F SAREG T I M T S AL 2RI I ER ARG D

F + X%(2004) &+ DEA 2 Malmquist 2 & # k3% BN A% 2 5%
e o F R M BN A% E T 05 R e S 0 RO T LER AR
Foeha & R Flo FIpt o P4 A RACL e E A F 2 5 e e gt 44345 Malmaquist
444 ik BT AR TR RS B R T B

&

2 4

2]
@‘

CE BTN MAG EH RS RS o 5 R4 IS 0

Frgh it 24 24 FHIIPE BTG o

% %893 (2007 ) 4 Charnesetal. (1981) = FrfA 492 ¥+ 5 % 28 &%
AYFABR2 RE o EFFERF O R B RO ZERF A E

EFACFET el Ad; A AT A RBIRABIRT R c BEEET
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Ml Ffrs* 322 (2008a, b) # * Friedetal. (2002) = Fkf = 2 ko w|fr

£ 44 2004 £ 5] 2006 £ £ AGE A D P L GH I E A B PR £

=1
&

[}

A feenie *oand ) @ HE S PR RE K I P F o A AR
EXPRNEMERD LT AR RIS MBET AR S5 m R
FERIBE F 42 = 4R~ P ¥ o o

L FP P RT BE S T R Blo MRS E § 7 e R S RS

b S @ AT g

Yi<

AR A EFET RBRBEEF F P EARE REG P LY

A\*ﬁ'—\pm °

l—,__1_"_ > L Y
léw.:_q- p;’f"sié

DEA & 1345 4p B 5~ (Pareto optimality) 3t AL - fETE g 2

33
Sk fRd RADRI B AT AR FAE HRF R G AL D FAEALR
A

m

@red @ o vk p Farrell (1957) #7132 223K 4 & Slicehpl 4 > 7 b A 4

a4

PE R B S N 5 & Y E R R S BN e 7 K @ DEAR S PR
FRIEFHE PG FANAAFE ARREREI PR > EENF P EE &

Firdip ¢ Al F FESRES

FETTIEE S B8R ¢ R A BATR A H 69 A B o P o FiE
# Fried et al. (2002) & 4} ch= FAf A 4572 & AFTT 2 17 = 2 o Fried et al. (2002)

<

05 B ed DEASTR Y diamed @ 6 £ 5= 54 P Al 5 B

i g S IRB R RO T T 0 B 2 PEELA 474 e e i
A 2 FEEE oS e B X R ek TR R L 2 R 3
SR RRE AR e K- R AR O RLE A EE TR RE R

SEEAL LS HES Ty S L BRSSP R R

@
[
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Bz CCRECAIT amesf 245 o ¥ » d S A R TR By
SRR R R R R T B S R B § - R R~
%Wk (slacks) > »* Z IR B TRApMF 7RI~ B2 DR~ G HE > &
FLULESEE TREERSE TG TR P Tt Eah 2 BB Bl (T
fRff e > 1% SFARCA] > » LI BB RSP T JAROR T BFL S HR

2

Bp e r (T 5 ZPFRA A BEES R > BTG A

=t

4o £ IDEAS I 8ok (B0 A FE L B ke BRI G ¢ gdeh HORR
UL T F OB 7 FIER G P Pared @ RS L B

i

31 ¥-FE&

Farrell (1957) i § B 4adk 410 7 5 sk B e 4> B I 4 B R 4L 4030 o
T E R MR R fRens 8 R s giE 4 (efficiency frontier) o @ gt T E sk
4 & e (efficiency production) - £ FEF E B2 E R R 2 LR %4 A 5

S TS 0 7t B R R e o

A

@ wFarrellit MHFE e cnEfE2 (820 F WG S HE F BT )22 BT

)

Charnes et al. (1978) #FarrellsscF ¢ £ ¥ £ © > & v s 4] (linear
programming) = ;& & f# & w| 4 X H = (decision-making unit; f§ #DMU) 2 >z &
> #5745 CCRECA] » ot #02| e Farrell (1957) — #3882 = & 7 WRHC
s i (constant returnstoscale) Bk ™ > T IFE SV HFE F I~ & 5 A Dt R ok
FHE o d v H AR Y A SBcehilEARY ¢ o0 TG TR Bd A Sl
T FR ARG TR e %4472 (data envelopment analysis; § DEA) o

Charnes, Cooper, and Rhodes (1978) # ! 7 & R AR faR i ek ~ F v fiC
A > HECCRECA] » P GCRSH A - H BXFKFIpF » 2 2 3 NRHR &2

Mip A D8 R IRRE A= 0 X R & FIRRP ANLE w7y &4
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Ay 4SS’ C DA 2 4 o HEpeF EE sl a MAF AL kg o HHE

ETIRS

~mjs

. OA SR y Ll
AT R & 3 fi300~12_ FF > @ AA'T 5 s+~ £ %7 (radial input slacks) > &

'C B & Zsta P ~ £ %g (non-radial input slacks) » 2 & 2 R T ¥t K p 30| * &
ARG A L dreFF R B G 3 T e
Fried et al. (2002) % % K » Z R B ¢ X I BB LERLE

(environmental effects) ~ ¥ 32 & x5 (managerial inefficiencies)  * “f %+ 3§ 7%

a

(statistical noise) = & HF. 5 » @ &% = B DHE E&éﬂf p3 & 41 % SFAHCA] 45
BB RO FIEE o @ pyt pF o Fried et al. (2002) #& & 7 A B Ak @ SFA
BRI > o1 e Al o $end B AR AT 0 (DNBR » F82 3 NBIK» 238 > M A
Dl MIB A DL GE o T AR R LR Bp s TR EMENR L G o
S ANBZLZpE ?Friedetal. (2002) A2 A7 @ H 3| d WHET A% - IFE 2 K
e o FI B AFENNBR » 257 0 (28 - B LG - FRGF
o Bt g N A B ame st ket o 7 SN R NS Ak 17—
iE % w2t 2 Fried et al. (2002) :uE @ FORBET MR E RS ST - PR
PP LR EG AR ORT o w B HORE AR E TR PP d R oA
Friedetal. (2002) sez il & /s mp d B RFEL R » Fp EH -2 40 5 Nike
W s i*g °

Forfx SFAR i fi-2] 42 - 4 2 1§ %¢ dic (dependent variables) 7 % — [ fAz
el P~ Z #f (total input slacks) o @ g » L4 7 = S, =x, - X 1=0 >
n=L.,N »i=1.,K S, 2%-FFEASITHRF DPNBHE» FHNRFEr L

WE o X 52 ATEL Y TR EE B A X AR S AR YT R R

@ f4 18 % # (independent variables) 3 W i % 5 % # > Z, =[Z;,....Z,,] °

i=1.., K > Bl 5 NiEA B aSFAR fF5¢ » H - 505
S, = f"(Z:B")+Vy+U; » n=1..N »i=1..,K (3.7)
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2o fNZ;p") AR ey LR A F R fle £ 5 4" AL
(Vo +Uq) 2 7 AR BRI EH & A 03] - 3¢ 0 39IBRR Y, ~ N(0,07,) * & “E 14
+ 3B 9% (statistical noise) » u; >0 % % #3@ & »cF > u, ~N"(U",60) ° @ U, 2V, 5
TR e @ B (3.7)50 ¢ oNEE R 00 B X pRinE ki3t (maximum likelihood
techniques) » @ #7iz 3 chgdc s (B"U", 00,00) °

Fried et al. (2002) # 2} | * SFAHCA] e % K3 B4R » 38 > 24 e 54 2 3%

S3 R R R T R E B E SRR R Tl B ¥ - [FRDEAY 9t

CRELE N ES TS PR A E L] SO

3~
e
=
)
(&}
Sy
=
i
=
Rad
\.}24

PRFERA TR EF I EAER A B FRET SRFEAES AR
Iﬂl

s
14

XD REY BB TR AT Fa v R NESHERE G ok

B N A RSt R AP & B F R TURE B A T o
%1% Friedetal. (2002) 25 B Rt BB R L AW F RS TRF R CEK
rEETE 0 T AL g A B S f BePR e

AR P S 0 2 JIF 5 D R ERSFAR B S A T AT A

XA =X +[max{Z,B} Z,B 1+ [max, {v.}-v.] > n=1..,N - i=1.,K (3.8)
X » ABEBOF B A X, 2 FEE > A EE(B.8)N 0 H A K N R

R R ST R TR T 0 R R R R AR A - Red &

7 H#A3.8)5N P s 4 0E 4 g ko fxB-Jondrow et al. (1982) - 2 k3t

E[v, [V +U, ] =S, —ZA" —E[uy [V +Uy] » n=1.,N » i=1..,K (3.9)

Be BUA BB REEINBR ~ LB e o
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Fr i FEALT
4175 B A E
AEF AL ES P SR AFETHRE R 2002 & 1) 2006 £ £ T E H o
J_, r,,?"'fi’?\zgﬁ’»ZS ‘N{d\ , )I f ’),\ngx41 'N%ﬂ\o r,—’fmk _E/,ﬁ'_l!ﬁ/\‘

gvg::*J;A%\;;%&%\f;;gﬁ&%‘~§r4%‘a@]/\% g A E s JE

A AP AZ S ERAR B ZFFARE N ERER IR - R

MG~ EFR NP TR EMAT S FRARIF A AR E G2 R

GO THEF AR F G REAF RFRFAERTI L P

%%jg&_%_\ﬂi—k%’l’sg\:‘]_EE]AE\A_%_sﬂﬁ]A%Ig—ﬁ\Rb:}& E{]%\A%
&

£5 43

’

SR R

DAL TR RN s I3 BN E e

v

m

MER e B S hE 2 A ADMUS ~ 2 2 TR FER

AN R A NI R 2 B A S A FI B ik 2

m
«%i
o
e
Tg;
Raty
&
iy
(w
iy

M
ETAEZARN R BRI RTINS A
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FAER 2 X ﬂ;z:ji\p;;%

& )% 2. (1994 )~ g ; mins and Zi (1998 )~

$07 ot NE (




:\44:

)
_r
|
e
2
X
e
-
s
)

|
S
E-)
\h
=
e
-
E...

e F ey EH R - B F
FHFR G I B R ANIE R AT TR AR RTAGE o

MT LA NIRRT

1.¢ 4 ;# (the intermediation approach )

PAERDMU LG - £@kY AR Reaea B R £ (fF) BEST
ALFHRFT P LEAPILET EREL cxBF - FTEZ FEXALIILAA
ARG BB FTEGERIAD -
2.7¢ * = & ;% (the user-cost approach )

YAk ARE- £RASHDMUGCE LT R E TR R B
o f R FAAMIBEP A g F ko A f AN AL R B
Ao
3.%t#4e % @2 (the value-added approach )

pde f B REDMU i FABE B E 4 R B A Do e
FRHBENE- FANER ORI ELEAD o FPt o PR E2 2 T AR
B N AEII - B SR RAEAEA D o

FypCumminsetal. (1999) 12 Fal & o478 (7 i £ = pF> 23y
BB E G R REGIE S B S f BT R R I R AR A
JREE > QL RE B SIS RPEIRGE A EP NE A AB EFEG2

SEMFAZ U FRE Ay T SN on e BEZ 3 LSS R
WEAN FHTASE GHP 0 PRI R B ARG A D 0 1
hREERIAEAES R EFEERY o

AF 3 %% Cumminsetal. (1999) 2 gk i * *fie i @2 17 5 A 1) ¥
R o dpd FE A PG SRR ED LpRFs | RiE 24§ £ 2 & 1) % ¥ > Cummins
etal. (1999) 25 H'g o 7 4% = 38 £ A JRF% :
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Lt el & s A A i

2 ARG A NAE A TR Maead o

Fea PR R EATA T BRI A PRI o o B R S TR
TG PRIET PR e s B TR 2 Tt R R e 0 TR A A 2 38 A ARG

FcA 2 %% Cumminsetal. (1999) - Noulasetal. (2001) # " %% 4c ~ ; £ 5

FHAOTLREARTE AR GAITH i 2 RGIRIE H T s Y M &
¢ o HfT B2 RFEFHRT o gxa 2 5 Noulasetal (2001)~ 8 + =% (2004) -
Hwang and Kao (2006 ) &Wuetal. (2007 ) 12 "3 3z | 1T 5 A2 ) ®dc o ta &~
ST A - Bk AD

B (yo) i R RIFFEL

2 BTN () HTET FERFHFEL

\
\.‘.\
u

R RS S

2002 5 AH2 R FRE LGS FRELBF S LER TR

SR A2 GDP X Hol g 5

:,ﬁ‘v

e

She

PR AR E B AR L U RE AT o r N il TR

# 4.1 %757 ¢

%5 ¥ By
A DE P
Frer  FHEA FEEe Ty Eqgr 245 @ p
HF e PaE~ FEZFe T LT s LFLE

EVET T AR

FATEPR

pEFEA L AHEA FAEGRAY T G, AP
BET A AHEA %éﬁl?%ﬂmri i N

A1 Ak A Feig £ B2 ) g AR B

TR KR AP ER
PRI 2002 £ S AN > FRHY LARFESS L TARE
L BIRFEHE FHE L RS E TR S~
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Lo s A2 A A A RIAN A 4.2 ¢

4.2 P~ 2 A DI 24k A At Bt
25 RELHE B )R R T tok Loy
A 17 HF e 296 0.00 21231.16 1208.57 2821.85

FF e 296 10.01 3781.75 184.85 459.99
F PR A 296 85.27 67758.21 4370.275 10038.22
Jfﬁ;é 296  165.36 19223.45 870.81 1527.76
A 296 17 87545 7211.97 16130.09

?‘;i:%"jﬁiﬁlﬂi—ﬁgi’b’ L=V ZOOZEREﬂPﬁiﬁ I%F%ﬁr

d 2437 s KRR S E i 2 H A A NP e ik oo T T
TG APE o A DTG ERS (o pheh o d Aa R TRdc2 § Ls F g
CBAANBLE Y T AR REAPM R A EPE T2 A NFEE N
P E G AMBE I AT AR A2 W LA N T AP L ALY
Bd RARZHROBHEANA S FEF2L B @2 E- BB A AN R

(I EEE PSS 7

4.3 F o2 g N2k GEcs 7
Ll P ik » PR BEFT~ A1 A3
% 1.0000
P AR » 0.8541 1.0000
RSN 0.5056 0.6199 1.0000
BEF > 0.6788 0.6176 0.2919 1.0000
A A 0.9157 0.8854 0.5293 0.6138 1.0000
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PR E g ) DS R ML Rl &Y BIRE ¥ HeeniE

}a

#1500 Fried etal. (2002) = 1 % 2 174217 » s 20 ro 22 492 3 (2007)
dpdis 2 EREE O LR ALI R FR T AT BE ) RB Rl
- AR ERIFERRBRIGZOP LA ZERE v o A LK frel e
(2007) ~ micfFfosr 352 (2008) Rk @ RH| 5 B R > e hFT g Tk
AL G R REGRATRE R A R I RET AL GF AL e
A glAz (1994) F0EfemER (2000) % B fof BE (2001) @ 444
Torb B ST 2 G YRR AT O R AT L R A T R BT
FDMUA Zu <8 S8R~ D80 H s s A B E st 0P %
ENRAFYARIAFLERDP 0 47 REE L F L5 00 AppRd 2 A E
B P BBl @At 2 L PEg @ P i 0 m Fukuyama (1997)

Fihit Fnpalie % 2R b B PREL 9 koK AF]

Lo
§

P HgEcE 1l F 2P

L

AT ZEF RGP 2 RERE ERAEFE S
B0epteh s Ry L RE e ns ¥ (2007) WA AR T EEFTEIGERAY B

Heigdp o R ek r TRE R ¥ (Ao 4.4)00% 0 b k2 TR ¥ #th > Hwang
and Kao (2006 ) AT EER L F AT g K e AR 02 S
FowAFEe FHAFERE (ARFA/BEFTA) o3 87 39 » 5%
B Hc Y ool T EE ARG R BN T AT S R
oI THAZEEEY T2 R ERERA F2F NI A S F R Ghoa o
WARATEL L B AR e LB T AR AR o TR
BOgH Y o TR 0 2002 £ AL R T E AR kAL TS
RIS £

&2 e
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200

2003
2004
2005
2006
FARR  gApd A
33‘_:{?“)?‘57 Bz




435 -IERFESS®

WRERZEATO (L G T4 BETARRLAHIR - AT 0 (55
fex B T r ) &% DEAP 2.1 2 At 7 F T R 2 CCR 53] 2 5

ok A7 0 BB drd 45 St

% 4.5 2002 & 3 2006 & F 2 2RBIFEF T 2 20K B

2F LA 2002 # 2003 & 2004 & 2005 & 2006 &

P A E () 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.740
A E(S) 0914  0.872 0958 0.713 = 0.672
A Z(5) 1.000 0956  0.894 0.822 0.787
EIEACED 1.000 0.873 0.974 0998 0.812
PRIAE(S) 1.000 0936 1.000 1.000 0.898
Bl A E(5) 1.000 0928 1.000 1.000 0.713
RELE(H) —— 1000 0.784 1.000 1.000
Frk s H(5) 1.000 = 0.889 1.000 0.989  0.855
HAECH) 0760 0770 0.956 0.918  0.906
RFL3(a) 0.940 - 0911 1.000 1.000 0.779
ZEERMAZ(S) 0973 0.840 0902 0.856 0.930
R AZ(5) 0846 0.728 0.742 0.734  0.660
T E(5) 0.924 0.747 0.940 0.858  0.650
B 2(5) 0.753 0936 0.783 1.000 1.000
£ =(5) 0.740 0731 0.835 0763 0.880
- FEmAZ(E) 0.890.1.000.1.000. 1.000  1.000
PoEgrE () —— 1000 1.000 0.988 1.000
FRER%EAECS) 0998 0779 0.854 0.670 0526
A 205 0.843 ~ 0.880 _ 0.943 1.000 1.000
FEegt&08) 1.000 0.725 1.000 0.633 = 0.642
CFEREAR(R) 0552 0841 0892 0677  1.000
FPEF R0 0940 0720 0.837 0.811 0.744
EFBEEAE(H) 1.000 0.863 1.000 1.000 0.853
ERERLECH) 0955 0.734 0936 0870 0.725
ER 2L ECH) 0797 0.714 0719 0.605 = 0.574
HMERmS LR 0947 0831 0843 0659 0.630
ERTFEAECS) 0.950 0.839 1.000° 1.000 1.000
ipEELAERR(S) 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.939  0.933
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¢ ];E]A_%-_f},’.xﬁf\:l(ﬂ)

PR IEAZRE S P(P)

]_;Z]_‘L,Q ,_F,'_xﬁ \’J(ﬂ)

MEAZERET(P)
$B AR ()
Ai&%,/ﬁ:ﬁé};(a)
P2 AR EENF(P)
%J#Q%A%ﬁkéﬁﬁ)
o< A FRESF(F)
ERAZESR F(P)
S S U PG
BEAdEg P (P)
B x 2 A ZEG 2 (F)
PRAERSET()
ARELEEE S F(P)
kLA A EEE P (F)

FRAMA R FR>D(P)
FRAMBEVIESED(F)
FRIMAZTERE ()
FRANMIFEE S (H)
%ik%ﬂ%éﬁ@)
P iR (¢)
%wa ()

ﬁ’? 33’7
NN
=Y

%
fo1vd
Ny
=4
.

1.000
1.000
0.951
1.000
0.994
1.000
0.862
0.910
0.821
0.862
0.963
0.895
1.000
0.904
0.943
0.881
0.921
0.827
0.894
0.928
0.966

0.792
1.000
0.764
1.000
0.872
0.830
0.685
0.844
0.679
1.000
0.918
0.866
0.816
0.733
0.943
0.691
0.766
0.699
0.766
0.791
1.000
0.923
0.968
0.741
0.663
0.645
0.841
0.721
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