RV Y —ITERNCX T B EEBREH AT AD
HEHOHE

BB OB X

<#= K>

AFZED BHIIE, PMS OFEH, BL O~ V¥ —ODLHEMOMEICER L, MikickiT 2 EBEHY AT A
(Performance Management Systems; LAF, PMS &l%) OZhRIZOWTEERMICHLMMNZT I L TH D,
T, PMS OMEAMN~R VX —DLBEHT L RT X NEBA L, M7 -~ U AR E 52 58
REERBRF L7z, 2018 45 2 HIT T o e — XA &% b LI L2, B OBEORE, PMS oM ik
WL > THARIZRIT D PMS OB RN D AlfetE & R L7z, #RIC, PMS %18 U CHf Sh 2 1E o s iR
ERT LIPS OBHAFEEZ My 7 v X VA IR EDZLICEY, XUy —DODLHET R X
M@ &85 Z ERBE ST,

<F—U—F>
MRS, EBEHL AT LAOMEM, LI RU AL N, ST~ R, R

1. 1ZL®IZ

INETERBREH L AT L (Performance Management Systems; PMS) (2R3 2 #F58134c%
ISR TET, L LR biltdE, PMS ORICOWT, i, R OME b —EHLH 722
FELRIN TS, Bz, Hamel (2009) %, PMS O7E T B I3 LTl k4
HZTLES LS PMS OADHRIZOVWTEKR LTS, ZORICELT, BROMEICE
Wi, RV REA TR EHEE A ERICH L TE L SER WL O RS EHOFIENE
FLL, ZOH PMS 34 HMREEICENTTADLIZRLRNWLETIERLH D (eg.
Ghoshal 2005; Grant 2008; Johnson and Bréms 2000a,b) ,

75, PMS IZBTHMEDOREICHONT, artr I ARELATHARNVEDEHLD D

(Chenhall 2003, 2005; Franco-Santos et al. 2012), #lx X, PMS O{XFEMRT7 1L —L U —7
ELTHIHENDZEDEZNWNRT A L« 227 H— K (Balanced Scorecard; LA, BSC) (2
DN, BSC ODEERNEEOME T 4+ —~ o A& H ESEDL LV IHEBENRINTND—
T, N0 -BRMEEAER TEX o5t b H D (e.g. Davis and Albright 2004; Hoque
and James 2000; Ittner et al. 2003),

IR OHHFNTHONT, PMS OEMICHERTHZ LOEEMENTRSATWD, PMS I3
AT LOHEFFE AT LAOBEMR LD 2MUENRH D & END0, FATHRIZEIZE ORFHEITHE
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BHLTkY, EHHRAZFERL TWDHAICH S (Brazet al. 2011; Dossi and Patelli 2008; Henri
2006a; Koufteros et al. 2014), PMS O#EMIZHE B LIZHETIE, AT AZDHDDORERM
LA DNRITEDOEHFIEIZ L > THEIN D ATEREN T I TS (e.g. Chenhall et al.
2017; Jordan and Messner 2012; Smith and Bititci 2017; £ 2018), Z O O T,
AR A B 0 DR, FRARVIIE TR T 2 Y PMS O@EM GIEIC L > TR EFRS N
TWo, ZOXSRERICHIZ T, PMS OfkaHia &EM i & &AM X7, mflm4ER L
THIRPED LN TV D DRI BEICZ B P ARBE LA TV RN EDERbLH D

(Langfield-Smith 1997), %#ic PMS OEMICOWTIE, HFEEIC L » TEREEHE R TR0
PRENTEY, TNZNNRFE S IBHEICIX I STV 720 (Braz et al. 2011; Covaleski et al.
2003; Grafton et al. 2010; Langfield-Smith 1997; Smith and Bititci 2017), = ®D7=%, PMS ®
B EZOHPIZONTHBICHBLNE 2o TRV, £ 2 CARIFZETIE, PMS O#AH, BIW
TR Y —OLEMEICE R L, #MkCBIT D PMS ORI OV TEREMICHLMICT 2 2
LEREMET D,

2. SEATHIEOEEPE & HFIERRE DR E

(1) FEEEHE 2T LDEH

PMS OERIZOWT, A REFRE I L » TEDEFESDTEN R EIN TV D, Bl 21X Hopwood
(1972) 1%, ML~V ¥ —DFHRLZORRICOVTREHEFRE AW TS5 2 & Th
% EHB LTV 5, Bourne et al. (2000) %, ¥(EEH I AT AOEMREKEL 2250977
T—ANESHL, TREARO L IICHALTWD, NI U DI, MRS EICETEN
TWDh (BoviTanizin) ZRIEL, i+ 5, RIS, HMMREIEOETEZRIE, o8, b
LIEHERDT7 4 — RNy 7B o A1H#RE D L ICRIEZE DO L ONBEY TH o 7o & d hAEE
4% (Bourne et al. 2000, p. 758), |
fti )7 Chenhall (2003) i, ZERHEME, BLOPMS OEMBAOMHEIC LY, HfkcE 25 HE
DR DAREMNER S D EER L2, ZOHAIZ 20T Ittner et al. (2003) 1%, 2> 74> V=v
THERICHEO &, PMS O LI, AR O/ B AE & PMS O RN EOREY v
LTWAENTHDHELTND, Ittner 1%, ZDVU 7 OREZ Z SRR 2 5% HEER
ERLTWDHEL, PMSOEHHMIZ 4 DIZHEL TS, 2O K5 7% PMS OEMHHEMIZON
T, PMS OEHE BIziX, by 7+ X VA MRLEF~R Ty —72E) B Yoz’
PMS ZiEHT A0 LT 2058 55 (e.g. Artz et al. 2012; van Veen-Dirks 2010), Zi1 5
DOiFFE D, PMS O HMEZIEZ 5 2 & T, MRRICKIT 2 EBREHERS PMS OREA H =X
LAEMRIATAZ LN TEEHLEERLTWD, H7IZ van Veen-Dirks (2010) 1%, PMS oiEMHH MY
Z (1) ¥fEsMozonEMH, & (2) fMoRMELT57-D0EM L IZKFIL, ERENDE
FAEMICE ST, PMSOEMICE 2R (RicINH_EEKE) TR LTWD,

ZD XD Fe & B9MIECEM B AN 2, Simons (2000) 1 PMS OEM 7 1 & XI5\ T
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BHORBLEZ 4o0ar ba—/ - L 3— (Simons 1995)] ® 5 HL2Wi = e —)L
(diagnostic control) &4 > %7 75 47 + 2> hu—/L (interactive control) %V THilL
TW%, Simons IZ XiuiX, PMS OiEM &1, &iH1E#HD 7 2 — (accounting information flow)
ThY, EROWESTM, 74— KNy 707w 20WEORKIZED L H I L TERFHE®RM
AVHR TS0 TH D EV D, Henri (2006a) b FRIEEIC, EH Y v —oMlifix PMS OiERIC
BWTXEEZRME CTH D &M L TV D, 1% T Ferreira and Otley (2009) <° Grafton et al.
(2010) 1%, SFHEROFMHFIEE TOMEIZL D 2 br—/LEBIC X > T PMS OMEHIEH
HEnNsE LTS, ZDOHIZOWT Ferreira and Otley (2009)i%, [£EHEROFAGIEE Z
nicksar bua—A BN PMS OB THD (p.274)] L L, 2 FEHROFHEZE L2 br—
IVER EEROFA T EE PMS OEMAE LTIRATWS, FRZ, 0L 5 R HETERICEY
HEWRNBIEENTVWDEDON, TOGBEI AW UZay ba— VO HENEERTHY, £
NOZRA DT LBMKITEIT D PMS OMRE 0T T HRICHBETH L EERL TN D,
LDz &he PMS OFEM LI, BICEMAESTHM, 74—y 7, ®E, sillkEo
EEZETOTIERL, ZOEHICEWTERICETIERNEDOLIITHNLRTNDDINT
HHENVZEO, LLARG, BITHEICEWT, FENREICT2EHBETNENOFA
F, EZNELDICHLEDLLT, ENENROTICHNTNWD 7 L—AU —7 ORER, B
OWERBERICITEHRH LA b Z 2 Azl o, ENENE A L2 RIZIEE A LRV, ZZ T,
ABFIE TIHETHRICB N THWONRTWAS 7 L — AT — 27 L Z OIS, MEEREIc->NT
RERRFTT D,

(2) ATy —DOLBEHYT L RT A b~DFHEH

PMS Z@EM T 25 2 & TH b SN DHRITMAR DM FERE O8] LD Z7e b3, JEM B R 7220 R
RHEBEERBOLHNAE~OEELREREZLL ORITHEICL > TRENTWVD
(Franco-Santos et al. 2012), F7=, > ha—/L « v X5 AL FEER L O BN 72 BRI
BETDHZLEr I ATIERNEWV ) EEL ENTWD (e.g. Chenhall 2003; Hall 2008), %
ZTCAMETIEIPMS #EMT 5 Z LICL 5 RIZTONVT, v X Vv —DLEHT NI A |,
BLORX Ty — DB T HHEERNDONRT —~ L ATICER LN T, DAEEREEICBT
% PMS OEM &£ DMRICHOWTRRIC I T 2, K, TEORERE CIIHBmR R
BHIEEEZRVWE ) RRENTHBA R~ R A L PFREORLEERFRINTNDD
(Ghoshal 2005; Grant 2008; Hamel 2009), <% ¥+ — O .LERRIE I % B8 L2 BT 5
ENEEL VR D,

<3V % — OLEABIEIC OV T, RS TILIEFEAHIIRICB O TER SR TV S (e.g.
Hall 2008) X% —DLEPT /XU X2 MZOWTHET 5, DHET L RD 2 M,
KT 2 NHEBIE S T ICOWTHREEB ORMICET 5 4 2R CAEWEK, ARk, BCR
TR, ) Ik -> TEEND (Spreitzer 1995), 26 4 RN FH WIS, v 32V v —IIWN
FEICEE ST o TE Y, MR T 287 Bk HIfFES425 (Thomas and Velthouse
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1990), Hall (2008) ([ZLhiE, =32V ¥ —DDLHEAT L RU A2 MIAFERN PMS ICX->THE
HHND, WEH) PMS IZX > TRV ¥ —ITHH OIEFE OFERITK T 2 15 W& MR 5
HILENTEDLEDOTHD ERIND,

PMS &~V v —OODHEAAITE & ORRIEIC SV TGS L72F3E T, PMS O&ERH (O518)
DOFEIZ L > TEENRRLR A AREME S BRI T3 (Hall 2008), £7-, PMS OEMICER L
TR HBNT S, PMS 2D b O DR FERMERLHMHRE KB O LA ~D A DA PMS O
EA (5 OMEICLsTHiESNE L2 ERRBEN TS (e.g. Chenhall et al. 2017;
Jordan and Messner 2012; Smith and Bititci 2017), Z 35 DHFFETIL, EHEHENWEHE O
WINCBEICEET 52 LT, 4 Mear ba— by, WEHEOTF X~ 3 VEED
% ATREME AR LTV %, #FIC Smith and Bititei (2017) TiX, WEBHEOHMEM L ED D &9
2 PMS Z#EMT 25 2L THEHHEOETTF N—vay, BLOART A=~ AREEDL LRRES
TS, LarL7enss, PMS o &R B O.OB R, BEBRIEIC OV TE &M AT
SWTREBEFRAZ RT LD AT E A L7,

IEXY, KFETIEUTOY Y —F « 72 XF 3 VEHET D,

RQl. ED X 57 PMS OEAN~ XY ¥+ — DL T L T X MIEET D00
RQ2.PMS DiEM, ~ XV ¥ —DLBEIZ L U AU, M7 r—~ 23 ED L D 2%
25D

3. WHEF A

(1) T—ZOWHE

AWFFETIE, 2018 £ 2 HITHARESEGIET —#0IC L35 L T\ 5 3¢ o0 ER R R (LA
1,837 £ (AN) 2% L CHEIC CHEMMEZE 210 Lc, EZEDORMNEL FEFERNEMLE
ELZEMmIE, BRZEONFIZHOWT, EFHE LHERE L ORI OX v v 73 & 5 Al Reltk
BV, F7- PMS OEHRLZ O RITHE E ORMIAKAFET 572 (Jordan and Messner
2012), HEREOBBRELIRADMLENRDH DD TH D, BREOEEIIE, T uxs H24to
T D REFRT —FN—R el ZZM LT (4), MR AZNEIZEEIT 146 (7.9%) TH D,

(2) EHORE

ARFIECIE, AIEIZRWV TR L2 B T RICB W CHIH STV 2R R ORI ETE B % M
FIDEFERNCRETT 5, 2T, 28 1 HICE W OR LIZBITIIR (e.g. Artz et al. 20123
Grafton et al. 2010; Henri 2006; Hopwood 1972; Ittner et al. 2003; Simons 2000; van
Veen-Dirks 2010) #FIc5E L L, by 7 - vX VAV IR PMS 2D LS5 HMT, EOX
IMFREIIBNT, LORIICHEMALTWDINIZOWT, FF20BEBEZHEELRE (RF 1D, =
NH20HA DD bRIFFRER L7z 6 HA 2R FH 14 HBIZOW T, BRI F o 217 - 72,
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ZORER, 3 SOETFAIH SNz, ENERORFIZOWTHEEMRL, KT 1% [t
BRREOOOERINE (USEL) ), WT 2 % Tt ~okmft (USEN) ), K1 3
Z [FHEFRFHOWEME (USEM) | & L7,

M#E 1. PMS OEMICES S RRNATFLHTRER

Min Max Mean SD USE I USEI USEII

by 7 e =R VA ME, 2R E R

EaTDE, BEOT—F LT 520 1 7 5.30 1.53 .880 -.082 -.076
WCEBEHY AT A& EHA L TVD

by e w3V AL MIEEEFH AT A

THWTHERMOERICHT HHEERE 1 7 5.75 1.34 .868 -.255 177
K% E LTV 5

AR SO S N & ¢ R Rt s 0 pA N

M RO RE LORERE) kDD 1 7 5.55 1.36 .644 213 .002

DI ERBEH L AT A REHA LTV

Fy 7 e =3P AV MIFEHN O TR

WETE BV N & PR3 5 T2 D IC EME H 1 7 5.48  1.45 .642 131 -.025
AT AEEHA LTS

My 7 e =F VAV NE, T—X &R

W (RRERD2) FREIC T 5 BRI EE

ITHOTOICEBE AT A EEH LTV

%

7 e =3 VAV MIEBEEBEY AT L

T FEA OTED) BT 58S E GV 1 7 6.08 1.15 .516 .237 .084
HHERT AT OIGEH LTS

by e ~wxT A0 MY, EEEHE AT

L& UT, EIKIZBIT D RiEERFLI

FERENOEZRZMITSED, HDHNEE

¥ SHTN i S Y el st

by 7 e =T A L ME, EEEEY AT

LEEUT, i@ MEcs L TEE 1 7 5.26  1.43  -.071 .803 .096
HALOEBZ AT S WD

by 7 e =T A L ME, EEEEY AT

LZiE U T, fioFERA L oM, A 1 7 484 151  -.093 .799 .055
RS ED

oy 7 e =3 VA MIEBEEY AT A

il U C S HAL IS ARG & B S 1 7 5.63 1.27 .165 .454 .286
W5

EEEH AT A EERT L TRERE

L OSHOEFHEHAITR T DL Mg 1 7 573 1.33  -.142 -.144 .986
275

(EEHL AT AEEHTOETT—X

RLHEHIOEE, T/ ary s TT UKD 1 7 5.54 1.24 .047 131 .684
VN T AR 22 BB O H AR A FTRELC T D

by e w3V A MIEEEFHY AT A

&3l U CHEERAIIEE O 7 Mk, 1EXMH

1 7 4.18 1.60 .539 .359 197

1 7 5.10 1.43 .043 .906 133

1 7 553 1.30 .220 118 .603
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iERSE D
by 7 e =3P A MIEBEHY AT A

AU T, HEEAICK L CEBRECH 1 7 5.63 1.54 .102 .145 .556
R A PN AL
Cronbach’a .885 .872 .860

K-His « ERFE, e~y 7 X[
KMO : .914

KE2. DEAHTZNRU RV MIETERREHE - RTFoNEER

Min Max Mean SD S=Piin Cronbach’a
FHEKE (MEAN)
FLOAT 5 TV B, FAC & - TIEH 1 7 5.90 1.09 955
CAEEXETHD ’
FAD 5 T X, FAIZ TIERICHEZ
i BB, RS & > THRRICH 1 7 592 1.09 913 913
#ThD
FLOFT > TV B ALEIE, B & » THH
1 7 6.06 1.15 785
LEETHD
#E (COMP)
L3 4 O IC B e R % L A 4
FAXH 3 ORI E e AX L5 E 15 1 . 5.94 113 918
LTW?
FITH OB #1795 ETORENICH
~ 1 7 5.22 1.23 .885 915
EEFF-oTn5
S AN ik YA z
AL E R OMBEBIONT, £ 1 7 524  1.21 855
TWa EEH
B Ok R (SELF)
FITBE SOOI ED X HITHEY A
1 7 5.96 .96 .880
TW D ZHARTRDDLZENTED
FLUX H 5y DR DOHE D 7122 T, AT
M2 o HBICHE 2, FRIZIZETT 28 1 7 5.77 1.15 .841 .882
N b
S #:?ﬁ@‘& z v AN =AY
fl\fiflilf]’j: Hed IFIZHONT, I H Y 1 7 5.73 113 830
THRETE?S
WEE (IMPA)
FLIX B 5 O RS H#iPH T o ok F Ik L
1 7 5.96 1.10 .963
T, REREENZFHF->TND
53 OIS O FEH T OO B X
257\ MECBHTOROREIEIX 7 589 112 913 896
45 O D #JH PN T O Hisk#E Iz o0
. 1 7 5.67 1.02 715
T, FAFHHICERTDHENTED
K& 3. HNR 7 +—~ R CETIERKHE - RF R
Min Max Mean SD §=Xiih -y
R 1 7 4.48 1.42 .855
HLeae 718 1 7 5.29 1.19 172
fe ) D FE 1 7 5.08 1.17 759
K ~DRIIG 1 7 4.72 1.19 734
Cronbach’a .868
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DBERY = 2 RT & M2, Spreitzer (1995) & 25 (A B WEK (MEAN) , A HEE (COMP),
HoREK (SELF), #2% (IMPA) OZhZhIc oW T 3HEATD, FF12HEEEZHE LT,
SR LTI, MERMEFSITICE > TENENSHET 22 A HELTWnD (KE 2),

Mk N7 —< 2 A (PERF) (Z2WTlX, Gibson and Birkinshaw (2004) #Z&& |CH3EH
M EEEOFBN R EEBNDONRT 4 —< L A OWTHE 2R 72, BARITIE, (1) FEH
AT BRI L E AR MRRRE N 2 T ICIER LT 5, (2) FEHMOAEZ S0~y 7EIE,
FHEHMOTEBHOZOFRHRITHRZ L TWD, (3) BEOHFFIIK LT, +306x2 Il LN TE
T, (4) FEHENIZBOWTHHOENTIVDLARLS BEENTND, © 4 HEIZSWT, 7
BU = MEEFRAWTEE ZRD T, SPICE LT, MR TSmc k> CT4HEAZ 12
DEHE LTS (HF 3),

7E, HITICHVDERTENENORFICE < A L72EH TR L, SFEEOGF DY
EEEEL LCHhIMEL T 5,

4. IHTRER LB

X 4 (2 PMS @ 3 SO HE MR, LDEMT L RU A v o 4 BN, BIOMEE ST+
=V ARNERES & U A T ORE R AR Ui, fERE LT, TRt~ F T
(USEI) | IZ2W\W T, LEM= T AL MIBET 5 4 ERO S bAEEWE, HORER,
BIR L OFEHICE B RADK EBEFRA R Sz, £72, [FEEEHHOEEL (USEID | L4
R, HOWREK L ORMEICAH BREDKRRBEMGAME Sz, —H T It ERED
e OFHRNE (USET) ) 12250V, DHEMT T X2 MIBET2WThoER & &G
PICH B2 RRBERIIHE S oo, £z, M7 +—~ v 223t 5B 20T, PMS
D 3 OOBEMANTIE BFFICHEREEOKNRBEGEHRAT D LIXTE R0 o7z, PMS
DR, vRX V¥ —OLEWZ L RT AN, BLOMEB ST +—~ 2 A0 3 FR BRI
Wi, 3 VXY —OLEMZ U RU A RO 4 ERO S LHEEKRE, 8LXOERERK &Rk
F =7 AL OFFNICH B R EOREBEBAMAHGE SNz, M2 T, v3X¥ v —OLEAT X
U Ay hEN L (2 ~O AT (USEN) | Ok 7 +—< > 2Tk 5 #EHiIc

BRAOEBENEN, TFEFETHHOEM (USEN) | Ok 7 +—~ > ZITHT BRI

R IE DR RS HERR S LTz,

PLEDOFERDD, My T« X VA MR RV v — & 2RI~ & AT 5 X 512 PMS
ZEMAT 554G (USEN) I~V vy —DLHEMNT U N A hE RS, hy T v RV Ay
FRwR T vy —, BEOEEFEOTEBZIEMLSE S L 512 PMS 2iEHTA25AICIE~R Y
¥ — DL NT X N E R D AREMED RIE S T,

[~ T AT (USEN) | 1, Fy 7 <=3 A2 A PMS O & U T 4%
Fi &M & ORWEZ K Y, rtt@ofEICs U CEM A T S, BRISAHE SRR 53
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X5 RERFETHDL, 20 LS PMS ZEATH5A, v RV ¥ —IlL o UXFHERMO
TR Z OFE BT T D IE ML OB ROV T HIAT D L Vo RN EE SN D, Miic
S22, APyl o TIHHHOFEFHIMLEOLWERLILAET DL LIChD, £9
L7ZRUT T, ~X VY — 3B OERICE o THEFRBHZHEE L TV D LT TE RV ATEE
HERH D (EBIED 2005), 72, Y FERMOEHICETI2HERICINZ T, thoFEHRIO
IEENCBE T 2B MEETH2 LT, BT ROEMT L2 L IICERBZ LRV~ X Ty — P
METoAE AR A TR B AL, FORER PMS Ioxt L CHlllEZ2 R, v~ Xy — 0L T
AV RMET LEZwREM D &5, FFIZ Simons (1995, 2000) 27 & 912, HEREGHYARHEEME~
LAYy —DEREEANT DT, A SNDIEBRICOVTOMBEBRMNRERE L 2D, T L
THAEEMENRGE LI TORWES, MPAMOKFERA 525 7 v a JFHEIZE > T A F R
Lo Lo TLE D (Frow et al. 2005; BEEF - 2% 2016),

MF4. FEOBIRESHTRER
description of path MEAN COMP SELF IMPA PERF

Direct effect

USE I 117 .289 .107 .258 .079
USEI - 444%* - 467%* -~.438%* - 528%%* -.165
USEII .332% .207 .333* 210 .018
MEAN .207*
COMP .340%**
SELF 175
IMPA -.094

Indirect effect

USE I 117
USEIl - 278%%%*
USEII .178*
X ARBKIT T~ TEREAL

¥ 5 VA K AGFI=.906, GFI= .972, CFI= .939,
RMSEA= .076

¥ *p<0.1, **p<0.05, *** p<0.01, (i)

LT, IHETBOEM (USEM) ) X, by 7 <=3 A2 b3 PMS OEMAZ#@E LT,
FHEHRN OBURZHER LoD, FHEBMOMBR 2k, MEART LI RERFETHDL, £
DI=DIC BRI R AR L, ERMERICHT OMALE, BBOILE RO TW DRG]
EEND, ZOLDRIERLEDT=O OMREDOHR L DRV T ueREHET L LT

=

|
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T X — DDLU A NI\ ET S ET D 2 ERHEESIND (Frow et al. 2005; H
B - BRE 2012), F72, KGR REESCREZ Py 7 X VAV L HIFSNDZET, =
IV XY —HBEHEOMLREIIKNTIEIHEREELEDDL I ENTEX D,

5. BbOIZ

ABFFEIL, EATHRICB DT HICH LN IR TN RN PMS QA &~ 3 Y v — OB
WE, BIOHEE N7 +—~< 2 2 L OBERMIEICHOWT, bREEMERICEITS PMS O#EM &
FORBIHOWTEERANCHRFT Lz, BRBICIE, 2018 4F 2 AICHEM L2 G E—# LB e o
FHEFRERNELH ST 2BEEMEREORKRE b L ICERIFONEZIT o7z, RIFFICHT
LI RFHIIROBY TH D,

F7, PMS OEMIZOWT, BITHIRICKBIT A ERS 7L —ATU—2, BLXORT L —LT—7
OGRS, MWREROBHRMELZER L, ETHRICE TS 7 L—2 0 — 7 2@ iEMICRIE L
WROR AT AT o TofER, 3 DOF 2R S v, T ORFIZEATHIEICEIT 50
TNOT VL —AT—7 LR KT D2 LWL R 2 EERH D, KIZ,
PMS O FIEIC Lo THRkICIE T2 PMS OZWEN R 5 ATRetE %~ L1z, 2, PMS %l
CCTHAEINDEROLEHEMEZET L7 PMS OEHFEE My T R VAV IREDL T
EWZED, Ry —OLBEHZ RU A R EREIEDL I EBNRIBI N,

UEDOXSRBERNH D LTV Z, RFEIZITW O00BRR{LH D, £7, WEREIZON
TThD, KHFZETIE, ATAIZEICB T D7 L —A U —7, BIOZOHEAMES, BREHE2T
FEHNCIET 5720, T_XTOMMEREICOVWTRITHREZSBEICHRE L, LHrLEaRS,
b7 b ME R EOEEMERCZ YT L TR S Rz b b, ARG RE
WOWTHER RV EITF 22V, FS, ZLOEBICTRADRPHER S NIZID, 5%ITE
NHOHEAZHRLICHERMN L TV LERS D, RIS, HHUMETHD, 41, ESLT
P TTRHERM (EME¥E) O—ERETH DD, SEOMBRIT—BEOH VLD LIXE X
R, FEiz, BT AEBNDIRNTEDIT R ROEEME S LIXE ARV, 29 LT REEEE
2N G, BEICBITDHPMS ORBA N =ALERZ TN ZEBLSBROBRFFEERLE D,

BIEE  ATROREICHTZD, 2019 4 6 AIITONIEERERCT, a—FT 4 X —F—%2 B
DWW HETREEEZITILD, ZLORAEFRLWICKERED T A NLERRTERLE
WEREEELE, ZZICEHOEEEL, @ SECWEEEET,

2B 30k
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