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Based on the banking data of six Asian emerging market countries from 2007 to
2008, this paper analyzes the differences in financial performance between foreign
banks and domestic banks. By applying Rubin’s (1973, 1977) matching theory and
the propensity score matching of Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983, 1985a, b), four
matching methods, namely, the Nearest, Caliper, Mahala and Mahala Caliper, are
used to match the financial characteristics of the two groups of banks in order to
correct for sample selection bias. The empirical results show that, before sample
matching, foreign banks outperform domestic banks in terms of their capital
adequacy and underperform them on asset quality. They also do not differ from each
other in regard to management ability, earning ability and liquidity risks. After
sample matching, most of the evidence suggests that foreign banks exhibit few
significant differences from domestic banks based on five CAMEL indicators. The
principal outcomes are robust to changes in the definition of foreign banks and to
using Heckman’s (1979) two-stage estimation to correct for sample selection bias.
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foo 1l MARAL A ARAR L 05 FP A ¢hF4m 5 5 Control 5 2
AR (f G F B F SR AR TR BT A)
"fﬁ ORI %’ G B DR A TR RS FE L Re k-
O~ A BBy S ERY SR A MR FARE TR ok

i SR F RO R ARG G ATRERGE  FRERIET BT
ZAMEFLDL  AFMTRELZE z#ﬁ%ﬂmz\m%ﬁ?%wﬂﬂmw

*h ¥ 4247 (foreign bank) ¢ % » Mathieson and Roldos (2001) % s * 4 %
(foreign participation) = — B *75 4174 L 4F5 2 ?\é_“ﬁz AT AT 2 RTE
Ao FAM AR P2 AT - TENHEFEF T A B 2 K
Mathieson and Roldos (2001) » & i {7 o & ME& P 5 R0 4 % e 4500
(existing owner) Az 40%FF a7 = % 5 A w » F|p b A L AgE 4O%F\ﬁ“
TEE L HFALE > & S M T4 (foreign control) o Ap F 30 b T L KT
A0%F » H-h s A BT o B BR 0 AP AR TR TR
FenE K & 5 b A FFIRALE 20%% (&9 E: P £8) Wz AR
1B 50%% (AR FHEA) BE ARG R BE LAPRT L
Mo BT R FER RS P 2P i 2005 0 $0a P
EERRA e Te i £ hP R4 g 14_-5»«%;,,1@, FR Gt g 4 2
7 50% m’-‘;ﬁn;»\ﬂi‘ﬁ PRI T

e - RBpN 27 ﬁﬁm}?"bﬁy_;ﬁ R 20%2 ‘fﬂﬁmpﬁ i
TR ﬁf*mﬁf'»f AT - BB 2 FRE G T (40%) RS 0

A7 b 40%2 'f%ma AR %«"‘?‘*@?}v’*’ﬁ P R X @qfﬁm

Fﬁ”m PF ] (50%) RIG HF ARG 50%2 0T T A LT 1 E R
FREDE é_é;za o 4 h AT IE T ALY k&% Fitch IBCA ¢ Bankscope

A
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FHE 7
3.2 427 4 »cdy ¥ — CAMEL

Claessens et al. (2001) #iE4L(7cng - EE N E P 7 B -8 427 § e en®
B A B EEP L FRT A AL BRTFT A  fam T AR
FAAE R AT A LR R F RN F A o Shen et al. (2009) R
Noulas (1997) £ Demirgiic-Kunt and Huizinga (2000) » # * # & SR ¥ 5 ~ & 4|
Ao r s EIAr BRFT AU S AT F e BRIEFLITERGFS
reindg ke

1979 # 11 * 26 p % WE=NRET £ Rid e 274 ¢ (Federal Financial
Institution Examination Council; FFIEC) # {7 - £ & @istE2 =% 41& » #4217 eD
Hors LI B G o Al G F Ay L (capital adequency) ~ FF A & B (asset
quality) ~ ¢ 7.5 »= (management performance) ~ j& /i # (earnings) £ /i#: {4k
% (liquidity) » ¢t = 3 % Wehdi- & @i 4E=% /& (Uniform Financial Institution
Rating System) #4217 % »xeh> 2 > * fL® s+ % (CAMEL Rating) 2 °

FHAY E (2002) BF RGP Y RAEEL T AT ASFL
%*ﬁﬂw”wmzﬁﬁcﬁkiaﬂ.?w':p£?b4Pﬁ*?éﬁw
Fooohnd b e R R T AR GRS o T Btk E 25

(EQUITY2)3 & 1 & 4 113 4538 47 = %
(LLR) = # 4% 5 B 1t 5 = # 4% B 4B 2 252
(COST)f # - F =305 * /ijc »

(ROAVF A 4R w5 = &, i
(LIQ)im®s 7 & ik 5 40t 5 =inds T &/ 15 0404

L

TR AR L RIS R TR o BT FRLL Y TR 2 R R SRR X R R
APER D MR YR T LR R FEE T R - R 0§ TR SRR
LEUTA SR LB DA R RB L AT FRR LB LA S R

PP R R ART L R TR KR ’J?’ J *““r#fp'm%u ¥oebao
B~ #7422 § dod I $0E r G Wa § ﬁﬁ ATRL] o R B K3 AToodl B 1999 E 2 o
ﬁ%?ﬂ?giﬁiﬁﬁfﬁ“ FOR R TS 40%, % "'% | #7ine F;ﬂﬁmg% P TR R RFE G F RS
AT AT £ 1999 E £ o AR gl FTAIT DD § 5 & 50% T o Bk d LR R
PRS2 0% E L A GREN 0 A ’*"ﬁﬁ*z"f FEF AP BN i ka

FEe40% > hFHE G A R F AR LB F 5 30% -
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33 B PR H i H R i

FI5E Shen et al. (2009) » & ¢ 0 B 407 g oadp i FI R BK Li e B o
oA AREHERE Y SR RhR Fl et d E W g BT Yoy
Hend EEEN PR FL BB E > T sLE X dfe R (1 E ?#? %"
gt F) $HALF F ke B Ra A ﬁﬂ?}%}-‘i@‘fé * A E m;’”‘;}—' R
R APEE AR RS RERLIH R d AP i BRI S E
AT R 0 Ay 2007 E 2 SR E L AFH O R R R B ka
T~ ;ﬁ»%c}i;—hj DEER Y RS L E 20083&%@@%2%&°
i BiAIREY B - BRI P E N RERE R
FTA O S BEEY RIS (Ieverage effect) #4217 P45 5% »acn B 48 5
OB R T AFRT A F o 2 R M dln R ok
(liquidity effect) 427 433 »ach B 8 % = Birdl Sy 5 i
» Z 0 kg4 facsk (lending effect ; Molyneux and Thornton, 1992) #4432
78 %ﬁz»ﬁ**r.mﬁ' BBt BEVSERILAT A > v AT MTHIRACH Y R
B e kv 2B B P4 Lo

1 BHTA
e Tk
L7 5 FRELAREK (FPD) iffhwg’ R
251 FR5 00
P o & (FPNUM) RN PRI T
7 A (ASSET) REATA
§ % (DEBT) B RFURTE
g1t ¢ (LIQUID) AR URT A
%%t ¢ (DEPLOAN) *z#x,gggxﬁe EE N X1
A&z~ (NIR) Flaqer BAILL D
e Z 41 (ATNI) frs gl
5 & (EQUITYD) WA E AT A
5 ibaaniE g & (EQUITY2) AR 5 o w;‘»gg
%R & (LLR) BASIME R A S R
FoH g (COST) R NS
T AP (ROA) iR AT A
b E ARG E F (LIQ) B F A N SR

WP LAY oy k2w &Y ok p B2 Fitch IBCA 5 Bankscope F AL -
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4 At
41 *HEUE » PR

F 2384 2 W2 8ER endh T RE R T oAk 02007 £ AR LT
ﬁ_*ﬁfi&% ¢ Wen3678.1(H =5 10 m3E ~) H =t 5 §x M 129580 50
JF‘,‘ EY %x E3fzz] 246.16 o i‘uiﬁ‘é_%ﬁ-i;ﬁa » 311 2008 & ek o] R PR AT
oot A IR 20%h T AEE A 0 BB "ﬁ & j& R 71.16% 0 &4 7 &
B F - pAFOFTAREAR > PG HRITF A2 - LagiF R T
AZiE 200 5 F A R B o Bl A T o FAE RO AR HE 20%0407 0 HAF A
flzli‘?]ﬁﬂﬁ??ié&%)}_%ﬁA/»\i— o *hE S % - R T ¥ W 35.33% >
ﬁ,.f‘i—ﬁ‘ L AT e 3.16% 0 S # A 3.97% AR R RS BR R N FEF R
ke FERAL ~ B AT AUT B TR 3 T AR AR ] - 2008 & - &
Bk PR T A G P A i}gx; R LB kF J“_v_%x];x]
A e @ L= T e R R L A o

221 LTMP RS BRRIAFW et T 22 Tl F

2007 & 2008 =
_ REATAE 43542 AF@il AFRd | RERTE AT EE AFRd HEEH
- (B +ig (%) (%) (%) (M i (%) (%) (%)
i) (>20%)  (>40%)  (>50%) iR) (>20%)  (>40%)  (>50%)
o 822.42 3.970 2.621 2.621 860.11 5,008 3.722 2.986
¢ R 3678.1 27.98 0.035 0035 | 5339.9 26.26 1.696 1.696
R 1295.8 35.33 34.87 31.22 1338.6 19.32 18.83 14.81
5kax | 37307 19.75 19.75 19.75 357.69 20.78 20.78 20.78
Frocd 367.22 3.160 3.160 3.160 497.77 0.955 0.955 0.955
3R 246.16 71.16 25.21 13.76 234.15 83.34 32.02 24.15
o 11305 26.89 14.27 11.76 1438.0 25.94 13.00 10.90

W APy a2 Ty ok p & Z Fitch IBCA 0 Bankscope 3L E o

§ b T (B0%) kF o BB K SRR 3487% 0 A R FBRRE - R
*m?é%w#w PRIBRITE A2 2 T T H b R FAgiE 40% ;
st

42
FR G 0 B AT T S A 0% T P B Y S i
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HRFABERNAGF L AT AR QF A2 227 o Findl (40%) %= 3
“;\ % W25.21% > BB 5 AT4e 8 990.035% o A i é«%‘,a 2.261% - 2008
?ﬁ%lﬁ%ﬁm[v‘?}wkﬁv L M AR 2 Ko o B ke I

2 BA e chd PR~ g R %’T* MR Mo
Rt T (40%) b F S AP FERAY B F e RS

Kﬁﬁ%*??’Emﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂ@iﬂmﬁ*ﬁﬁ»k@

25% 0 @ W b FAUF HLE R 2 enB b FALE O RHEARHAEN ] o ¥

b A A F I A 35 2007 & 2008 # 0 B k@ TRt chtt F pr o F

24l (80% 50%) ‘%A fe 0 i dor hF Aipat B R FOL Y X 3t 50% @

gy ardla 4 oo

3L A BRRL P FTREE AREFT DM KRG R o 5 A

7}“— B B e 3ol k3> 2007 & pF o> o FTAUF 220 LR F At Fap iR

B (30.26%2 18.49%) ~ # $5 B bt S p i< (2.927%27 3.878%) « § * i

15 o (53.53%% 78.41%) ~ AP S Ap B (1.036% 0.309%) @i

Bl ip g (2941%3%7 19.47%) o d g4 dr o 2007 B F AL AT

AEE S FAST C FITi 4 Bl R B R A R *b#m%%«

AFELF B BRG] 2008 E pEF S NPT B R F 4T R

Bt b 8 o AR AR A S ARE g B R E e

TR S dp 4R A AR $20 2007 £ A 3 B0 e A PR R G T o £

Iy gt 2 Eppiavhai e

BEAIFVHER HFTREL AL LT BRI 7 R R R

2EZk Sl S Sl S LRl ii;ﬂ'kiﬁﬂ’i&mm&i%éiﬁﬁmﬁ: Ko & B R R A

TFALE G AR R gt KA :—‘; PR B L PR HRE

(BHe? B~ 8 RT &~ AT 2 3 ) A % AP $HE L 2008 E 28 A

Mot FREFDT AR 2 m&j\[&]ﬁﬁ ﬁm/,,\é;gkég EREPFREY

AR AR LG B B R 0 FRELS Rk - £
BARR Gk e - RO FRER S WOLAERE BT F S GAV R

JK&%’*WﬂﬁW‘?WﬁﬁﬂﬁF%1“»£4@$°E%uFﬁ“m

o m A A AT B A 4 % T ISR T o & 2007 E PO F 4R

7 hies BRI REFAPHESR L g A EE L 2008 £ o F AT

UE R S 8 S

uT
o

W



# 31 HHP R RRL N TRES & RT3 2% #-CAMEL

2007 # 2008 #
O LFEE
1. (% s RAHES 5 g Fadep i (BE s HAHES 5 o 7R g
E ) R )

R AR R AR PR AR s AR R AEA | R AR PR AR i * F 4 he * F 4 ‘H R
4133 7.211 7292 7316

¥ 4 0963 2110 7534 8017 -0.537 -0.617 1230 2237 2556  1.280 134.0 8371 -1778 0123 19.94 20.35
6.593 14.65 12.40 1541
19.13 6.169 14.19 6.086

v R 3.051 2.372 39.47 45.55 1.160 0.591 40.14 18.42 1.539 2.130 43.221 41.79 0.743 0.752 27.32 21.79
70.22 10.98 28.06 12.08
6.329 4274 6.250  5.332

JEF 1474 2099 56.04 78.69 0.904 -0.075 9.926 11.91 1448 2881 57.27 59.12 0.900 0.441 10.94 11.90
9.686  6.840 9.780  7.408
12.80 9.544 14.30 9.458

LR 4.184 5.226 38.94 38.77 1.468 1.110 48.83 26.27 2.903 5.766 41.43 34.55 1.005 1.254 72,51 28.89
60.17 19.82 52.35 28.79
27.97 18.02 43.22 18.63

AT4ed 2.700 4.693 47.89 34.89 2.446 1.732 44.01 24.84 6.780 2.248 36.63 49.39 3.750 1.822 52.189 17.22
7121 29.42 79.16  34.43
11.89  13.96 1168  13.04

%} 2] 5187 6.766 6348 1924 0.776  -0.886 21.33  12.99 5470  6.060 68.48 81.50 0.151  -0.280  23.14 16.12
17.70 29.20 17.22 19.84
1371 9.863 16.16  9.977

T 3ol 2927 3878 5353 7841 1.036 0309 2942 1947 3449  3.394 63.51 58.34 0.795 0.685 34.34 19.38
39.26  18.49 33.16  19.66

WP Lk P ety gl FRLY kg & Fitch IBCA 40 Bankscope F AL -

Syueg 911SeWoQ pue syueg ublaio- Usamlag uosLedwo) sduLWIOIad
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42 HApi A B

A2z ﬁzk*ﬁ:iﬂm;; 2007 % 2008 # » £ 386 i 4L1i7-& (bank-year) # *
B B RenA TP AR AT R R AR R A F L A N E
40%:1 + Jﬂ‘ PP RET 0 ch4ad 101 B AR AR4P]G 285 B AR A
4 3L 4G SLEHR S~ AR A 2 A SR A 2 FE RIS Yo R it B
o AR Tk MAFEFELS DAFHEAY TP EOLE
B AT AR BCAR S A WAL [ (11382 & 50.040) ~ f v it
(82.76% % 91.86%) ~ i I & Jc » #> (0.7421 ¥ 0.9505) @ fit fé % ] i %
(0.0734 #2 0.3725) -

PHeidpd 4 (4R d) APFRIHBEE > HROEF I FRARAK
% (17.237%%2 8.1382%) ~ 1§ & fh /L 37 F 3 (43.336%:2r 15.890%) - #
PR F e d (3.0961% ¥ 3.0317%%) ~ F o b & m i (53.262% £
63.312%) ~ 7 A [ K s (1.0627%2 0.4360%) @ inds T A k5 200t FRGE
(38.278%:7 20.346%) » T freh LA F A R~ FILi 4 - zéf PR s ¥ Ea
b i R AAPH BN ARAGFT > L L AT A ST B ARRFRT o Af
Hrtini &k 5 e u@gég’ﬁm; oo e AFEAA AR ARSI
T2 MR G T AR R R R RALFF T AMRE %
FRZAFFLFERER) ~ f F FRMOFT > a BRT BERF S
PARH R E?5 T MIEATFRELFRES BRFRADHEREAE S T
o ipe EEPARRERARESL T

43 e A BSBR R R AR

AEH 2 A AR TR BT - BAE R BT e A SR
P2 URBEERABRAT) AR AREFEREREES B TS
PR RERETI TR ARG A RO E LT AR
R Sl /*’v FHEATE DR AL B E AR IR RS EP F DR R
i 3 —'51‘%“"—‘ 2 ﬂ‘?“’ﬁ*aﬁﬂ‘*, TRERMEFEF) L BRE
AEAEPBSF P RETRE T MRS ERE DA
(Rosenbaum and Rubin, 1983, 1985a, b; Rubin and Thomas, 1992) o p “ i 5
IR AT e e BT ST S e A fedidic



4 kgny g

R A P ERFR A AR A

Tpof  BEEL BB RtE Tk BEL BB RiE Tk BEL RlE ki@
35 FRALBRPE 0.2617 0.4401 0.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
PR F 26.549 38.442 0.0000  100.00 87.048 20.761 41.640 100.00 5.1085 9.4125 0.0000  47.540
TA 39.925 12248 0.0296 1188.9 11.382 25.876 0.0296 213.93 50040  140.38 0.0300 1188.9
PR 0.8948 0.1224 0.1459 1.0254 0.8276 0.1733 0.2255 0.9965 0.9186 0.0869 0.1459 1.0254
st 0.1806 0.1300 0.0000 0.8879 0.2430 0.2015 0.0000 0.8879 0.1584 0.0820 0.0006 0.4806
EE U 0.8258 13121 0.0000  18.189 0.7585 0.5989 0.0000 5.2843 0.8493 1.4824 0.0001  18.189
A A g 0.8966 30129 -01271  30.729 0.7421 2.4709 0.0000  20.576 0.9505 31824 01271  30.729
fifsE 1l 0.2948 1.0956  -1.2913 11.224 0.0734 0.3505  -1.2913 2.6533 0.3725 12477 -0.6662 11.224
BENF 10,519 12.240 -2.5400 85.410 17.237 17.334 0.3500 77.450 8.1382 86920  -25400 85410
B E A R 22.714 43.857 -2.7900 522.73 43.336 72.944 0.8100 522.73 15.890 25.020 -2.7900  229.49
# AR HE L K 3.0477 30296  -0.2000  23.960 3.0961 28641  -0.2000  13.400 3.0317 3.0873 0.0500  23.960
prUF 60.740 79.105 1.8300 936.91 53.262 41.980 5.8200 380.56 63.312 88.259 1.8300 936.91
TR F 0.5988 23783 -11.880 28.160 1.0627 20495  -6.3400 8.0100 0.4360 24661 -11.880 28.160
I A 24.969 27.629 0.0000 377.84 38.278 46.914 0.0000 377.84 20.346 13.669 0.0800  109.79

W FHESE G 2007 1 2008 £

A& # Fitch IBCA 1 Bankscope 7 #4 & o

S5t TRL 380 BELA - (Dank-year) fE Ao AL 2 101 BHE B ARAFEFL 285 BRE AR A i) R TR KA

Syueg 911SeWoQ pue syueg ublaio- Usamlag uosLedwo) sduLWIOIad
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AT A BRRL RS AR A > Rfpm it e BREREL T KA
hife o e e 2 AR e e 4 BT IR TR A fedd o AP RSE BRI AR T R
AT H A L vR— B R R Foana R RE B o & 5 3R 4 12 Probit
BAlE A R e 2 Sl fn P B % o 113573 b e it R RCE R o AP
oA B S B B AR A A0 2 RIS AR wﬁﬁ*fﬁ%’*&* AR
T haendp iR R (415 1 ARG 0) 0 WA T (A) R B RS T
Ao f el w:»*fmwf Bl & (B) AR Hs TA - f
FotFaEAl i o ]; 2 & (pooled) = Vi fF gt o

5% - WHEFHAR T (A) 2T dE g% pﬁavfée*f’fsm«ﬁ%; \
(-0.0126) ~ f v 5 m*é? GHRFS L EILR A EF S LA fRiEESD
BT A R ARBTAAE o ¢zxﬁlijigu’ LT f;%ﬁ,gm S
R s E AT S A RIS ETIR T A F R AR - AP Rpaee
By R FRIEAR T B) #0 Bt i v A F LT K )
TP B % it o 82 2R Dehejia and Wahba (2002) 3% ¥| 0§ & (parsimony) # p|#%
FETROC ORI o R AR A IR fe it R HCE B A
,\._}, ;N}&*ng}ljm}_ﬁﬂ, PN R 2k 2 (A) TR I M A i
B2 e A BREFEEORARFETES c FF P APFRAAR T
(B) #3 M AfdEicl 2 e ~lMEFORARTETHEE ST A2 P
R

B E BHRADTE LS Bls o JIr 2 fed ¥ e B EE (T
Nearest fie 44 ~ Caliper fie ¥ ~ Mahala fie ¥4 &2 Mahala Caliper fie #f) & {7 fie ¥f -
WP LT 3o 2 6L AR AR ERFE > » BAERERLD 28
FHRAZBFhTofid tRTes - APFR 3 R8T HR 2 FPREFRRAD
AR P ARARS Y E RS Wﬁ%a%oﬁi~Lﬁimﬁﬁ’%iﬁ&
oA ER AP B EERY G 2R (?‘zﬁ SRRt SRS E) LA
F 4B A 538625 -0.0847 £2-0.2996 > *F FT4LF F AR 5 F o A
Nearest fie¥tiw 5 = » T3am % » #hif = n[%%dtt%ﬂ:m{«ﬁ%“&ﬂ IS
BRERENOTORLE YA EFF 250 F 5 5 = - o Caliper fie$t ~ Mahala
fe 4t 22 Mahala Caliper fe4if & = 7= J1aRag v ens & » f’rvial oleq = oo B
PR BT E o F RS FR A NG KF T T ~ mig- B
g R @ SR An PP R EGEAT > bior AiHFE T > TIERE

izq B Ao

Ap KA FREFET - BEESROREES LE

\\A
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AEa AELfer A PRRL 6L B RALADIETHFR - by
AR = B —FA > LR F R R ES D J RARHT IR Ap
HiShiB o AL RBPERS T LB FMPHEFRLETAIFETE K
AEflifer @B REERI RIARFD IR IARFEELE E] =
oA R ARREFLARS T o RS REAREHE LA BERAF DA
BRBFLE 0 TR RAE 0 7 F RS e R

% 5 ¥ A S Beh i 3 ¢ Probit #53)

& LA * 7(B)
R LA
iz 3t i
1.6978 1.7771
¥ g
(3.05) (3.22)
-0.0126™" -0.0107"
A
(-2.52) (-3.06)
-2.4892"" -2.6827"
B g
(-3.94) (-4.31)
0.2053™ 0.1924"
A A
(1.98) (1.88)
0.1572
fis il
0.42)
G ORI R P 383 383
Pseudo R-square 0.1166 0.1236

BTk AR PrODIt R E AT R R A e A s e i - R RH S 41 L
T b A FERAZIE 40%2 ¢ AU g iR (A5 1 F RS 0) ok (A) hir B Rk T A
Al SRRl B RE R (B) RREEL TA L F e
Lfer o WA R 3R & (pooled) ¢ Vi iF o TR AP 2007 3 2008 # o JEELY L 314
Bz UE > @ %~ FRERORN UL 7 2 lic i 10% ~ 5% 1%chkE E KT B AR o

WRIR AFRFAT F s - A2 2 A g AR IR FEREL
PRV A o £ THRL T BHREHDLSITES o & Nearest fie$d™ > 2 B
FHRETI58L B EME & eh T8l 52% 0 & Caliper ~ Mahala £
Mahala-Caliper fie 44+ B] 4 %] 5 82.4% ~ 76.5%¢7 95.3% > o *t i< ehf & 4
TR G T g B E A Bk A2 BFahd £ F]pt Mahala Caliper
fedteny o i B > 8 =t 5 Caliper~ £ # =t 5 Mahala fie 1> ﬁiﬁ % Nearest -



@
o

% 6 FHUFTH A RAT R RETIOKALAR  pH P ARKER e

N e

) . Ae ¥ o ¥ 37

R A e gt N N L

o Nearest fiz % Caliper fiz ¥} Mahala fiz ¥+ Mahala Caliper e ¥+ w
e & A ) » ) p X » ) - X p =
hFE *~ E o ~ EA o * E ob 3 & ES b R E ‘o—'

47 427 (t &) 417 417 (t i) 417 47 (t &) 427 427 (t &) 417 47 (t i&) =

>

—-38.625™" 1.9461 2.3352 0.2120 0.7045 Y

T A 11.589 50.214 11.589 9.6429 12.323 9.9878 11.589 11.377 7.8158 7.1113 -
(-2.71) (0.62) (0.71) (0.06) (0.42) Qh

-0.0847"" 0.0039 0.0001 —0.0093 —0.0004 m

[ iﬁ v 0.8339 0.9186 0.8339 0.8300 0.8542 0.8541 0.8339 0.8433 0.8927 0.8931 o
(~6.46) (0.16) (0.01) (-0.41) (-0.03) o

>

—-0.2085 0.3715 0.1339 0.1631 0.0286 o

0.7421 0.9505 0.7421 0.3706 0.3658 0.2319 0.7421 0.5790 0.1861 0.1575 3

(-0.59) (1.37) (1.25) (0.55) (0.68) =,

(9]

—-0.2996™ -0.0123 0.0002 -0.0125 0.0094 %)

0.0742 0.3737 0.0742 0.0865 0.0786 0.0784 0.0742 0.0867 0.0638 0.0544 [

(—2.35) (-0.29) (0.01) (-0.25) (0.51) =]

o rh FEALGT B ok LT S ARl E BT i0d X R H R % % o Nearest fie ¥t A% - B 87 oh LT 2 Mo A Bedo 41T o0k F4LIT s fe ¥R & Caliper o

2 A PP R B E KT LB A g gt R - Mahala ¢ iE L OiE 3% 27 ¢F 5T 4277 2. Mahalanobis et i o] fhk B 417 T 5 ¥k & ; Mahala Calipers 2 £ % Mahalanobis et ] >t 5 i i %k g

i 5 P A pe it | o $ A petad o oh FALUITH 101 B A BE 0 A R4LITE 285 B ABE o fw fEAL¥E T 0 AT A B E 999197 112 70 B AZE c FEELY 5 wAUTHR AL RAL P D
7 R @ R RRgr R Wk ow LB f 90% ~ 95%7 999y w ok I T FAE F £ o g
«Q

S

@

>

=S
N—
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F- 20 BB T FI T RIIEHERADT FERTL T 0
TUAR R . AR A e AR T o R il etk A (TR
ok BT A) Hep A B 5 99001597 142 70 iR A gk 4 g A pett
#3 e Mahala Caliper fe$t 9 3% 7 40 S cfe S 4R A i TR PP HIR
’#méﬁ’w%ﬁvEMMMﬁ%\QMMﬁ%ﬁMmmﬁMW,iwﬁ
FHRADRFEROPHRS - - LA fHF PRI FEV g AR~ E
shfpdlieth & o @ fe it ol i F Rl g R S ﬁtlm#”’# A e
G5 ST fe 1 etk A Bok-€ 2 L - fEdsdE (trade-off) BE TR o AR 2 BT
»eihfie $t 2 72 I Mahala Caliper fe $t1% 2% F 75 70 Bk & @ &3 3F g F2 ) > 7]
PR PR AR T R B AL Gt R EA T Bk o

47 HERELAROTAY

fedtiw b
R LI
Nearest fie ¥+ Caliper fie Mahala fie $+ Mahala Caliper fiz $+

7 A 95.0 94.0 99.5 98.2
B 954 99.8 89.0 99.6
AL T~ -78.2 35.8 21.8 86.3
ffs Z ) 95.9 99.9 95.8 96.9
T tad 52.0 82.4 76.5 95.3

WP AL AR e B RS E R A 0 B T o h ’“ﬁﬁ*’*‘@]ﬁﬁ’ AR
FAN RS R BRRRELE R A Tl RGBT ET A g3 4
FEEFEFEARARIE  AFIURF PP RELIBR mET L -

44 FHRIT IR R A FLTIE
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AR Bt (BE S BE AT K FIRR L F
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BLEZ8F - A w o S AR AELS VTR JEF BT
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Eip
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ek R AT A fe gt i A2 T T T A GlAeT M HRER S RAUF R A hT 0 e A dk
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EE ST ol L B L0 P MR REE (84721 ¢ 27540) £ 7t LA
B et hA M F S APRRE A BRET AR FIRR FPLE LD
RHFARF ATV FOLB IR RAT AT A BRI AT AR
FHAREBFTAL R FOTOBLBEF LN A7 H8AES B F 1 4p
Wi o AR RARHET > AT AT A A s B g
b iR ARG BPEE > AT AS T AR PRI R R A
¥ooEIa 4 A R AR BEE o tHALIERE A LIRS A WAL
IR NI FRAREAL L

4‘&

28 TR AARG TR RLE | RHD ARHE

fe$tiw B
R LA e & fre gt Nearest Caliper Mahala Mahala Caliper
fie ¥4 fie ¥4 fie ¥t fie ¥4
8.4721™" -0.3892 -0.0123 0.9337 0.0370
EEw S
(6.46) (-0.23) (-0.01) (1.53) (0.39)
# 5 27.540™" 2.3957 0.9636 9.6446 3.6097
ik I & (5.42) (0.25) (0.13) (1.12) (0.52)
0.0812 -1.6391 -2.0881" -1.3995 -2.5290"
Rt A
(0.22) (-1.46) (-1.77) (-1.29) (-1.70)
-10.050 -9.2629 -7.5381 3.3687 4.9139
%‘T oL _’5
(-1.08) (-0.70) (-0.56) (0.36) (0.45)
0.6441™ 0.0237 0.0033 0.0426 0.0124
FTAFPF
(2.33) (0.04) (0.01) (0.18) (0.05)
ks F A 14.515™ 8.0265 9.0619™ 11.338™ 11.817"
ik A (6.16) (1.60) (2.11) (2.64) (3.12)

AP AAFL AR ARED ERHE P FRES ARRFNTIOERLE o FRHFI 2007
1 2008 & o | * pifrix (bootstrap method) 1000 =i = & #f % B v 2474 B enBa Fid o F57 5
LRt ZE o a* s * e ul ko7 L FE G 90% ~ 95%%7 99% i f -k T § A F i o
BERLBZE - WIFSIHEAPHEM > ¥ ~ & Nearest fet™ » = B 4
Pedp L BHEEART LG L 0 LY R ARE 0 AT ARRE MRz B
Eﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁ”miﬂvﬁ@ﬁﬁ¢QMELﬁ%m1{w%ﬁ:¥:~a
Caliper fe¥t™ » *h 4267 A R4EL A K MR Feh X B | f onBg ¥ (-2.0881) »
FoF AL PR RV I FRARAL K PR ARRLRE T AR RS
WE L BRI ehEE (9.0619) 0 A7 hAGREB T AL G FHEFRAR
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BER o FUARATRAL é&?ﬁﬁ%w&%m%mwﬁ@%;$;~
&hMMawﬁT’+ﬁﬁ«mﬁ¢*% AMFHFDLEREF LD

(11.338) » % 77 *H gL T A 1k 5 H0t 3«? FERARNALF o0 H B Gy
B L BF 1 F f o FHA3F EF % e~ & Mahala Caliper fie ¥4 > ¢ Caliper
fedtenig S Apin > P FAUFTE ARSLT LG K|V F L B R f Y
(=2.5290) » # 77 * 4L PRI AR VL KB F PN R4S K 5 A AR
FAGGI S LB Y (11817) A7 h it FA (b g A0t &
HERARSLZ > FRARITRATASFE AL G i i HR
Fo wHEBZ e R i RE -

FrolEd 8> BEWFUE L EGEEFE S AR ARET L LB G
DA E o ARARBE R LB BRSOt SR E TR O RE
ﬂﬁiw%ﬁ1£¥%@¥’@&‘ e S AR TR LL T
PHF2Z AR R AR OREE YT TAEMS AR AR
ﬁ%” EREERTE S RBT ARG F AR ARES R Z R T Y S
MPRE o FH kg AfARET  MFTRELS BEowpRY e BAKY

%**Wﬁﬁ’ﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁw’ﬁﬁﬁﬁw’¥ﬁ**§¢?_m%ﬁ&
R EAAFEESR EE KR FRIEFDpERERESRF T -

EARE el %&kpﬁi%ﬂﬂw%&mﬁ%’AWﬂ AT R
eI FI R BK B FTAAE ARSFp 0B Ko & 9-1 3 9-5 4 u|dF
%%iz%&nﬁn@&ﬂﬁﬁw” BRI S~ F S FTARPF
gnd AR F A SR IR B R iR A TR T A T
%oaga*:Wéﬁim%ﬁﬁﬁﬁe&ﬁ%,ﬂw%mﬂ*ﬁﬁi@ﬁ%
P B3 B ¥ 5 0 (16.348) 0 4 1 thAUhiE F iR AR IR F AP YR A A
@ﬁ.f“ﬁ“wﬂm@#ﬂ&ww%éﬁcomN)%, PR 4R
BTt endUT fE 5 IR 0 5 M0 dndl BB S | v R ik
BAEE L f(-291.13) @ ondst FRIBEFE L 1 (131.02) -

# Nearest fe$t™ » T4 O-1 T = {fF#r7 > AR P2 ks
(24.674) 3 2 BF > 27 P FTHREFOEE ERFEFH I T AR FF A
BI4Li7 5 AR T4 F e i A E S f (-0.4338) 0 4 1 b TR &
A% BATHRNERERE R 5 A4 M & Caliper fest™ » &
Nearest fie $44p 12 > *F F4LU7 R FHeenThdie v 327 B ¥ (22.626) > fe b F 4L

FHE L bR FP B G F L f (-0.4139) ; & Mahala fie ¥+
ToFTRERFEFEODEGITEF LT (30.910) 0 o FHER FHEL
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FEGEIE F B B G Er F 5§ (-0.3398) 5 & Mahala Caliper fie $4F eha
17 5% % 22 Mahala fie $+ £4p e d 3+ ¥ o oA et BT M T AU g F b
AEE X ARHRE 0 e ARARKT o 3 A AR E R NRA DR
PO AR A RE o LT A NIRARE g

# 0-1: A FREF e (BE BHFEFF) HHRFE?

Bl T T RS (RIF R M TR iR E R )

[ERi R S th A pestan Nearest fe ¥t Caliper fe ¥+  Mahala fie $+  Mahala Caliper fie %
AE i FaE 16.348" 24.674 22.626 30.910° 31.240
2. 4% % (1.70) (1.53) (1.38) (1.89) (1.78)
-0.2017" -0.4338" -0.4139" -0.3398" -0.3609"
b L K
(-1.83) (-2.38) (-2.25) (-1.84) (-1.88)
s 0.0121 -0.0377 -0.0501 0.0208 -0.0350
R (1.03) (-0.23) (-0.30) (0.17) (-0.19)
L -291.13"" 318517 -318.35"" -329.96"" -319.56""
(-84
P (-18.9) (-16.4) (-13.7) (-13.1) (-10.2)
g s 131.02™" 156.36™" 153.88™" 113.07™ 115.75™
PN s
K (9.52) (7.18) (6.99) (5.17) (5.07)
, -0.1217 -0.9128 -0.8170 -30.384™" -29.290™"
R
(-0.12) (-0.45) (-0.39) (-4.46) (-4.11)
8 -3.2979 -6.1665 -2.7141 ~7.5509 3.1783
(-0.80) (-0.76) (-0.32) (-0.81) (0.28)
- 5.9353 15.124 17.785 4.3304 12.608
i R
(1.14) (0.90) (1.04) (0.29) (0.77)
-3.9063 15.054 16.905" 2.1074 8.8591
5 ko i
(-0.81) (1.61) .77) (0.22) (0.81)
-4.6879 5.2154 6.6576 -2.3945 12.059
2r4cH
(-0.79) (0.47) (0.59) (-0.22) (0.93)
- -8.2628 -8.4519 -6.3617 -11.691 -5.9195
1 (-1.56) (-0.86) (-0.62) (-1.12) (-0.49)
o —2.7865 -3.3585 -4.3890 -4.4279 -8.2884
o (-0.97) (-0.55) (-0.71) (-0.71) (-1.22)
F oL E P 373 186 180 183 161
# 15 R-square 0.6167 0.6834 0.6349 0.6131 0.5793

WP

PETEEE U
BT (4ve AR BEET) o FAME 2007 1 2008 & -

>

R FHAS ARk (BF bkt §) LB 2w
EEY LRTEE £ % RN

FAREL 101 BHAL ARELTE 285 BiA% e A2 ™ ARLFLSEE 9991
97 M E 70 BH ABE 45 5Y 2 Bt Gl tiE ) A X R L g L T et
i KETHF RN o

% # 90% ~ 95% & 99%



Performance Comparison between Foreign Banks and Domestic Banks 85

% 0-2: hFRITehg o (FHRPRVF) IHRFE?

Bop T AT RS R R A och i § HRIE Y F)

[ER 3 A peyta Nearest fe ¥t Caliper fe$+  Mahala fe ¥+ Mahala Caliper fie $+
AE i FaE 1.7949" 35925 3.4999” 1.6928 1.5153
2 5% % d (1.96) (2.68) (2.54) (2.21) (1.00)
-0.0328™  -0.0591"" -0.0586™"  -0.0331" -0.0324"
b L K
(-3.10) (-3.84) (-3.73) (-2.10) (-1.94)
-0.0007 -0.0052 -0.0055 -0.0028 -0.0019
A
’ (-0.61) (-0.39) (-0.41) (-0.27) (-0.12)
—7.6059™"  -16.947"" -17.045™  -20.491™" -22.618™
pife s
(-4.30) (-8.00) (-7.55) (-8.45) (-7.75)
-4.6040™" -14.769™" -14.720™  -15.174"" -15.424™"
TRt
(-2.93) (-6.82) (-6.64) (-7.19) (-6.96)
—-4.6406™"  -8.9138™ -8.7570™"  —9.7497" -9.5315™"
T &
K (-6.56) (-9.36) (-8.10) (-9.64) (-8.74)
0.5575 0.0012 0.0639 -0.6877 -0.7502
|
(1.44) (0.00) (0.09) (-0.89) (-0.80)
0.9270" 0.3614 0.4364 0.6857 0.5810
SER
(1.82) 0.27) (0.31) (0.53) (0.40)
3.0999™ 5.0436™ 5.1087"" 3.8989™ 3.9802"
g ki
(6.79) (6.51) (6.27) (4.96) (4.32)
1.6388™ 1.6876 1.7392 -0.0742 -0.2712
T4
(2.41) (1.25) (1.26) (-0.06) (-0.21)
497117 5.8259™" 5.8511"" 5.0835™" 4.8416™
2R
1 (9.89) (7.26) (7.04) (5.94) (4.80)
-0.2632 0.0837 0.0561 0.1861 0.1708
P
(-0.96) (0.16) (0.11) (0.35) (0.29)
oL B 351 173 167 169 150
Pseudo R-square 0.3266 0.5709 0.5674 0.5593 0.5629

W j\;\,ﬂ%ﬂw ﬁ,\]l-&
B3 (BvkARL#EI) o T D 2007 2 2008 & o
£ 101 B AR ARLITE 285 Bk AR hw fAfe ¥
2 70 B ABL o FEELP L it AscZ tE o A

G kBT REFRAE

1

H P FRE R ARRE

T

ERL

i (KRR ) £ R 2 e AT
gt Y o AR T RT
*EELIT A %R 99~ 91~ 97 14
Fh g Rxk N w] 4ooT e 3 TRl 90% ~ 95%2 99%¢<h
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% 9-3: hFRTehgw (B F) pHAFSE?

Bl TR T fFR TS REERE-SouhERF )

[ER 3 thApet s Nearest fie$t  Caliper fe ¥4+ Mahala fie ¥+ Mahala Caliper fie 4
2F LA FaE 7.3425 —7.3244 -5.6154 14.820 17.584
2 mER R (0.34) (-0.38) (-0.29) (0.99) (1.09)
-0.1258 0.0022 -0.0063 -0.0700 -0.0732
b L K
(-0.51) (0.01) (-0.03) (-0.42) (-0.42)
-0.0160 —0.2645 —-0.2547 -0.0564 -0.1180
A
’ (-0.60) (-1.34) (-1.29) (-0.48) (-0.68)
68.395™ 57.747" 65.235" 45.605™ 64.323™
;1 i—F‘j LK
(2.16) (2.67) (2.62) (2.30) (2.55)
14.196 33.899 38.273 -3.6956 7.2622
TRt
(0.47) (1.33) (1.50) (-0.19) (0.35)
35.768™" 343617 33.790™ -0.5251 0.3223
T &
K 14.7) (14.0) (13.8) (-0.09) (0.05)
-20.967" -22.767" -26.850""  -34.965™" -49.801""
|
(-2.25) (-2.32) (-2.66) (-4.09) (-4.87)
-7.0137 -4.5149 -9.5288 -28.818" -37.331"
JER
(-0.59) (-0.22) (-0.47) (-1.99) (-2.32)
—24.694™ -32.624™ -37.313™"  -46.639"" -58.554™"
g ki
(-2.28) (-2.92) (-3.30) (-5.45) (-5.87)
-14.435 -16.705 -19.458 —-24.406™ -36.622""
T4
(-1.11) (-1.35) (-1.54) (-2.56) (-3.13)
31.741™ -3.7973 -11.324 -12.407 —-22.064™
2R
1 (2.67) (-0.32) (-0.93) (-1.30) (-1.99)
-3.6426 8.5946 8.6736 6.6318 10.0066"
P
(-0.57) (1.19) (1.20) (1.19) (1.65)
oL B 377 192 186 191 164
Pseudo R-square 0.4183 0.5468 0.5220 0.1687 0.2296

PP ALFL AT O] T2 E P A TREEARAT SO (R F) AR Fr TR
(Bvé4F & B pE) o THY B 2007 3 2008 £ < hytiw fFAdee o A o o F4LF £ 101
B AZE ARALTE 285 B A hr fEREET 0 ARHFAGFE S 999197 22 70
BoABE o JEELY R B LI AR RS Bl L T 53t (i 90% ~ 95%%8 99%:niE ok
ETRHFRNE -



Performance Comparison between Foreign Banks and Domestic Banks 87

% 9-4: N FRITehR L (FAFPSF) WHRISE?

BT T RS AR SR Sochikl FARPS)

[ER 3 thApet s Nearest fie$t  Caliper fe ¥4+ Mahala fie ¥+ Mahala Caliper fie 4
2F LA FaE -0.7145 -1.0750 -1.2635 -0.7759 -1.0675
2 R (-0.91) (-0.90) (-1.10) (-1.09) (-1.61)
0.0089 0.0099 0.0104 0.0086 0.0115
b L K
(0.99) 0.74) (0.81) (1.08) (1.59)
0.0007 0.0035 0.0027 0.0068 0.0071
A
’ 0.77) (0.28) 0.23) (1.23) (1.00)
-4.8020""  -5.2019™" —-6.4854™"  -7.0691"" 45487
pife s
(-4.31) (~4.00) (-4.56) (-7.86) (-4.66)
-0.3392 -0.4018 -0.8344 -1.5177" -0.8314
TRt
(-0.32) (-0.27) (-0.59) (-1.76) (-1.03)
-0.1049 -0.1645 -0.0963 -0.2691 -0.1619
T &
K (-1.17) (-1.07) (-0.65) (-0.98) (-0.62)
0.8404™ 0.1718 0.5290 1.2243™ 1.3633™
|
(2.45) (0.28) (0.87) (2.97) (3.18)
0.7559" 1.0334 1.5322 1.1782" 1.0753"
JER
(1.75) (0.81) (1.25) (1.78) (1.68)
1.3063™ 0.8863 1.3234" 1.8066™" 1.6604™
g ki
(3.29) 1.27) (1.95) (4.36) (3.94)
1.8123™ 1.5929™ 177517 2.0615™" 2.0196™
T4
(3.82) (2.09) (2.37) (4.54) (4.17)
0.0826 0.5036 1.2758" 0.5273 0.7457
2R
1 (0.19) (0.68) (1.75) (1.14) (1.59)
0.1402 -0.5988 -0.6215 -0.3094 —-0.4998™
P
(0.60) (-1.33) (-1.43) (-1.16) (-1.97)
oL P 382 195 189 195 168
Pseudo R-square 0.1239 0.1010 0.1384 0.3912 0.2706

ENOEE N S IR W
% (BvedR2 £EE%) - TAHHF I 2007 T 2008 =

1
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fox (FAFMS) LB fFrins

ek

101 e A2 AR4ELTH 285 BHAg he fifiET > AREFAHES 999197 112
7 it ik 90% ~ 95%F 99%:n 3
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£ 054 FREDF R (REFTAEERHF) AHRFF?

ol TR T A RS (AR R RS R T A B AR )

[ER 3 A peyta Nearest fe ¥t Caliper fe$+  Mahala fe ¥+ Mahala Caliper fie $+
2F LA FaE -5.2683 —-6.1047 —7.7942 -6.3581 -7.1320
2 R (-1.16) (-0.77) (-1.03) (-0.85) (-0.89)
0.0412 0.0085 0.0152 0.0352 0.0457
b L K
(0.79) (0.10) (0.18) (0.42) (0.52)
0.0047 0.0481 0.0408 0.0172 0.0284
A
’ (0.84) (0.60) (0.54) (0.30) (0.34)
-75.156""  -97.6477"  -107.33"" = -108.47"" -98.196™"
pife g
(<11.7) (-11.5) (<11.7) (-11.8) (-8.40)
174.60™" 188.90™" 185.40™" 178.21™ 180.07™
TRt
(28.9) (19.7) (20.4) (20.0) (18.7)
6.0855"" 5.9605"" 6.4432™ 1.6693 2.2732
T &
K (11.9) (5.99) (6.81) (0.59) 0.73)
-2.8859 -9.2109™ -6.1329" -10.705™ -5.8086
|
(-1.47) (-2.31) (-1.58) (-2.55) (-1.15)
4.5931" 4.9195 8.7485 5.7487 8.7226
JER
(1.85) (0.60) (1.12) (0.85) (1.15)
449777 —4.7564 -1.5405 -5.7952 —-2.5031
g ki
(-1.97) (-1.05) (-0.35) (-1.37) (-0.50)
-5.7636"  -10.320" -9.0059" -12.692™ -8.4500
T4
(-2.11) (-2.07) (-1.87) (-2.73) (-1.47)
-4.3433" —7.7070 —2.2477 -6.0712 —2.7655
2R
1 (-1.73) (-1.60) (-0.48) (-1.28) (-0.50)
-0.3012 0.0253 -0.4316 2.1574 1.4671
P
(-0.22) (0.01) (-0.16) (0.79) (0.49)
oL B 382 195 189 195 168
Pseudo R-square 0.7848 0.7813 0.7975 0.7912 0.7872

W j\;\,ﬂ%ﬂw ﬁ,\]l-& 2
At s (FvaRd £ - FALH R J 2007 1 2008 & o

1
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FAUTE 101 R AR AE4LTE 285 B AE by e HiET 0 ARAFA W5 99501
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BOHOTRECL RIS P EEL 02 B WAk AR i i
PRECAPEFRVALRRELG T GEEF LD (17949 &7 FRED
%ﬁ%%””ﬁ%$ﬁiﬂﬁﬁ,4@%%“$ﬁ%?ﬁ&ﬁ%¥ﬁﬁ
(-0.0328) » # 77 *h TR F P F BT E I SR & & Nearest fiz ¥t
T ?'wi%ﬁ“vvr TR RFEF G R AREF S (35925) 0 £ T
b F AL ol PR R 3» AP B ARELET S R TR SR ikl
F 5 f (F0.0591) Ie tri oo B ek TR S J;f@,.m 4 4 (T # PR R
Foood iR B AT AP 0L t+_Ca||per fie¥tT o 2 Nearest fie $f 7= &4p 02
0 R R B  RBAE F L 0 RO SO SRR O
GRAEFLL A Mahalafe T o P FREFEEFEDGEEI LT AT
By O FEFRLIHAFEFRRECFOPEGREPREF L &
Mahala Caliper fie ¥4 = ¢4 472 % 22 Mahala fie 3+ 240 0 e > R PP 1%
Boo T e REEF DB D TR0 FA RO AT SRR oo d
T PR ARt BT o AT A FORR S FARHRE o e AR ARKT
FRfApE R O VA AR A HEF > IS ANRARF
# o

FH B P FE O REL O3 ¥ D L R AREE S FR S

CHFR AR R R R LY AEF RN AT FTREDE Y
“ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁhpﬁfé,ﬁ§”?#ﬁ“$ﬁ%“ﬁ&ﬁ@¥§é@kﬁ
*BEF  f Nearest ieft™ » T HE 7 > HFRELMBEG T KRS
R ARF A7 FREDEF VCFEARAAGY P FTER F R
PRI Bk %H‘ ; 7 Caliper e ~ Mahla fiz ¥+ 22 Mahala Caliper e
HThgE T EApiTine & A F BF O3 - R i RARFD ERIE T
b F AT E ARELF hR L FApiT L o

ﬁb-% 9-4 52 95 APV UFRF KR FTAFPIMNELNFT A
At F o A AR AR S AR AREE > T RERRPER
BRRF LG L LRI E S ﬁﬁ{“*ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂ\@ﬂﬁﬁ B B )za‘p
w1y i;ip %éﬁ—gmii P T RO KR T A E 0 AT R
B2 s L7 g,; FA:}&&ML::@AMW/W

%?f%*"?c;ru C AR T 0 M AL F R ATAE I U R FORE L K
BMERF S 27 8QAEFT A L2 RApHRE > LT A F;ffmz\iﬁt F R 4E
s ’fii‘ﬁ%ﬁfﬁ A i‘i"g%% 27 4p ﬂ'ﬂizg“‘f”’?ﬁ% RV o EREH B = BY
PRHEDA TSR AP 0 P AR ARES SR AR 0§ s dEd
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