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Abstract

The global Biotechnology industry has grown rapidly since 1978 and all governments
over the world have made it a national key industry. After the government revised the
Scientific Development Issue in 1982, the biotechnology industry was put into the eight
major scientific industries and the biotechnology started to grow in Taiwan. The industry was
started late in Taiwan and relevant companies are mostly medium and small sized. Under
both domestic and international competition, the operational efficiency of the industry attracts
considerable attention. This is our main motivation to discuss operational efficiency.

This research collected data from 14 listed pharmaceutical companies in Taiwan
biotechnology industry(Bio-Tech industry). The companies are categorized into three groups,
generics industry, applied biotech industry and researching pharmaceutical industry. Compile
all performance-evaluation related variables into Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) to assess
pharmaceutical companies in Taiwan, including comparative analysis in the research
development, performance and technology.

The input variables are operating costs, operating expenses, fixed assets, and number of
employees, while the output variables are operating margins and operating profit. The
research uses CCR as analysis model to find the essential factors that affect the operational
efficiency of a pharmacy.

Result: The applied biotech pharmacies perform the best in operation efficiency, while
the traditional generics pharmacies are most stable. The result of sensitivity analysis shows
that the traditional generics pharmacies and applied biotech pharmacies are more sensitive to
operating expenses, so they put a high value on the control of selling and administrative
expenses. However, the researching pharmacies are more sensitive to operating costs, which
shows they are not favorable to invest on manufacturing. In the Micro-profit era, the
pharmacies who maintains the best operational efficiency can keep a competitive edge.

Key words: Data Envelopment Analysis(DEA), DEA Window Analysis,
Operational Efficiency
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20 T aERY DEA M-Npna S Ap it 2 Ap ki A SR L 0 SR
#- DEA & * >N ip¥rna 2 5 E ’,ﬁyf{p; DEA &/~ 3 + £
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DEA 3@ A A %A% R p £ Bl B 3¢ Jr 72 (Pareto optimality theory) >
mi- B DMU 4 s mrepr o 232 v DMU =& &7 4 * $3%
DMU > gl x @ e B-tple cng & > e F 1% dp e andl » frie 9 7 04
°ﬂ&[EAﬂ“§%*$%%ﬁ@ﬂu %o T B RGN
BA &g @A e Dok R > 77 DEA & %73 B e ¢ DMU
= g T 4 A R (production frontier) ;o d GAE R
g LvPizie- B DMU ?ﬁé:f@%’ LYo~ 3T Ei st - 4 AR

T

DEA % %t gL 5 5048 » 21 5 3F & 1 ey iy rmg’ Ha AR SR

23 %“\ﬁ:tfr;ei » TR L S BB EER YE AT ERY PRIV E 2.3

FOREGRLI-FERLE ThEZEARE XL 24 4 (total factor
% 2ol i o 4, DEA Hi258 ¢

GEE o A d ﬁ“?%%lé_; » B F AL AR A F@ A% R REhT
FARTERG 3 NT o Ziw - B DMU 35 2 ik 3 BB 735 3

y- L @i HrF A3 DEA Vg R %% - 5. DEA 2 2 ér_?q‘
J R G R 0 R T R R R TOR BT IR A RE
6. DEA = 2 £ 5 b gl F Fflg L 5 ?‘n"m#fb‘ D Pl & R -
R RETT RJIE 0 7 DEA G 2V REFEERE A FIRE T DMU gk

y)
3
W
H
)
=
E
o3
(

‘—xﬂ

ozl Ja
5
i
P
o
3'3
Ies
a
:_‘\\
RS
.‘3‘3}
s ¥
ok
At
(‘ﬂ}
+
S
(w
o
q*\t- W

PR G E R iEAR 0 * kiE 2 Eﬁ%‘«kﬁ’ B A
2 et HEL P eRl g B
Tl & - AR AEITHREY otz > £F L5 s (Efficiency) ;5 =



2 H {@ w P e R4 %ﬁr' * grTiRi 2 ogEiE 0 sl A kPR

AR RAfEZ e (PRI R #FE 2001 BimiF ~ kEAL ~HF F

g~ %1222 2007) o Szilagyi (1981) 3% > $»a 7 T & 5 {3 R P 2
‘ﬁ&’é?ﬁéﬁﬁzam’%*m* #/ﬁﬁi’ﬂiﬂﬁé%

BER £(2001)35 5 » Hokfidy - B 4 £

2 2R f’ifm‘ﬂ - RHO VO RFTEINA X zz“g%f%g,:‘s ST F 3

o MFERRE B ITE AR AT B S R AR TP R o

ié@ﬁ%*%%i%%ﬁ%%é 2R o F PR E A P
HERp i 2 MR J‘Fffj*'u#ﬁ&@i#ﬂvfﬂiiéig%i;ﬁfﬂbﬁa‘ °
2.3.1 ’*ﬁ]i#ﬁﬂ#é#‘;’ip"%f-’i‘

Sven Remer ,Siah Hwee Ang & Charles Baden-Fuller (2001) g At g
FoP NG TEHRTARFE LR o PR TR F Ok e
i e 'Q.ﬁf»m%xﬁ:#a\l—;f » BldeI £ 37IE (DCF) > fdept 3F
b2 T2 FPEEFTFFY e gz * on FFEREZ (Rea
Options Approaches ) jjﬁg,- ﬁiﬂﬂfé P E TR
- PREOP TR PR AR "
nHEFFERE AT ELTE LS
2 T SO PRSE I RY RE o ga%i%%ﬁé?ﬁ%ﬁ~ﬁ*¢$o

Alicia Loffler (2002 ) 3;
Pl o UER Ei
ST X ;;z,,gﬁ
%Kﬁ%fgﬁ%&ﬁ%%;éﬁ%ﬁéﬂ®4Wmf%%&»&ﬁ W
FPHEAIRURER DB SR BREI N F AR R OER R LR
ﬁﬁmw&mf%i¢ﬁgﬁwkﬂﬁﬁ@%%o%%@Aﬂﬁ%%%%
ABFEFEFE O BET - WA Mo L TNk R LT 2 o

Linda A. Hall & Sharmistha Bagchi-Sen (2002 ) 4*%f 1994~1997 & [F 4¢
£ T4 R PP ERPEFE TR  HFr# AL E R (R&D

e
9
m\m

>
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Intensity ) ¥ #3742 & (Innovation Measures) z_ ¥ erfd th o 2% BT » 42
FRERERFAP AR Y FEP AR EF LM LR R
RIFTE GLABLIATE mAEF M Tk o gt b o BN AR A P PLEARTNE {2
APPHEAFORREZASH P 2B 2 BFN G LA HER
Yo & (Contract Revenues) B3 & ¥ B (% o B2 HFHL A F 5 cehi FIk
RS/ e SN - Rl iﬂ'vfﬂ#iéi FPFOLE AT EFRFLFELEF X
IR R DT R NE S o b £ A PR EL L EP
RFEE R L A )%,'J%‘rﬁii m;%‘ g BT IRTR B IEER o

ﬁ} v pEeE EITRPLZ > PR Eed REAIRT 0 R R
i IE;’%‘LL;Q Kk (Erickson & Jacobson, 1992; Bhagwat & DeBruine,
2011; Ngobo & Gatignon, 2012) © 1345354 ¥ fe3tsh » R BB ATE & - A7
WA~ 23T FF EHOREFERY » AP AL LEFERNE
R L o MFLESRERY DRF e - A HFERNHE
A¥ FHEEZREBEFT LI L NIBERAAFE  ASFEYR

AR EESY R R A3 (Ngobo & Gatignon, 2012) -
2.3.2 ﬂ‘ﬁli#ﬁi#é#‘i’lf’épi‘
(2012) DEA »c3 A 45 » HArc & 89 s

RE TSGR B o e
BEASF A BRGNS o AATERFERF EH5V L o 20 F ® FDA
FRFRABL > L AFRARFERS AL RET . - H
AR FE Y bRl i EF B RS DY A
e Z~F2HEPE &&%%%?éi#ﬁ?ﬁé&i%’ﬁﬁﬂﬁ
PEALSE R T BT 0 R B A RELR B ERE 0 FROPIEEE
ZIGF LR o ow éw%& FE T 0 AR SRR ¥
BOCEFFOL AR P E BRI AT R NE B FEREET
B e ERaEE L NEFIOL BT F RER P FEREDE - T 2§
PRAEEACETPE ) R AL EHNED A ER G TR g L g
FIR S FH A E > U FTAE SR ¥ RN 2T i
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:,\.;J\ FlRWEPREERE R RV ER A cATERF LR
%%Ménﬁﬁwﬁ'%Eéﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁiwﬁﬁﬁﬁ$%i°

PoAr B g (2000) &% 1993 T 1998 & > 374 A4 E F P
805 R FFHMF F & DK Ure T4 (Panel Data) » % Fale %A
174 (DEA) &2 % 14 & 4 f#cdg %2 (Malmquist) - &7 2 # f1 3L 4 ¥
ﬁ}&—;ﬁﬁ—,iéﬂ{_ﬁg_ﬁaig %%Q%%O“"%&ﬁ?‘]"f{fﬁig —-r"\gq}s 12%

X
S

R R R FEGL A P PRERE ad At AR BT AP K
B R AN BEENII TR A F B PAER L ATES P
PHRE L ERDITERF AT I RBIFTALFPTERT LB A4
AEs TEERFDA G HIRIFE I FRBERFT ER LIRS - B -
B 74 (2001) 4445 1995 % 1999 # BP 8 f2 FLH 2P F AIE
A B3 AdkE R EFOTR JIF TR 2442 (DEA) >
EFEXPEERF Y L RERT > SYRFAREKGE G LA
doe fe F_N R
2 *"Hié P Tk d 1996 & - g% i 1999 E o HiFz B
B EF A A o FrEip g e RF]E A
EARBEFPERE AR AR TAER B S
FILE e s A ki g T F R G oA

)

?
#«%’fiéfﬁ?{i’?ﬁi\ggi CARP AR s A

J=q

E

fie o JOETIi 4 B E Y F ot B R 0 SYRFRF PP 0 ET
4 ARHRGE -

PIALE & 4hov 2 (2002) 4%+ 1998~2001 # 4 %3 % 18 f 7 -}
ﬁ4#ﬁﬁﬁﬁéwm%“‘bﬁ’U@FW*“%(%mﬁmw

TR e %A1z (DEA) &4 & 4 dp8kc (Malmquist) - 4 47 F & J47 ﬁ
l‘&‘\jﬁﬂ(i%%ﬁf%w‘%ﬁi%%ﬁ‘%%wﬁﬁé%‘
2 QA L e f%ﬁﬁi4#%ﬁ%ﬁ<«4#%ﬁﬁi% 2 ) 0 H
?i%d“vn?m’TLWK P Mg o R AP ARE
¥ E F o L PR G BT L AR B A
LA dple kg o FEDL AT R S RBUERFAT  RELS
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PREFHAPPRIRBF ORI RH B > FRheF L F R
o FR BT RS SBEATLEM  BURF T 2 E KT AR
2R g LEAMPE  RESAEFTY T BRI -

A4 2 iR s (2003) 4-4FFIp 2002 £2 %0 b B o~ 4R 1T 72
PHEUERTE ¢ 7 9 FAERFT L 8 FTLFPHRF - fI* TH
RS TEERRE R RGNS S B RS > UEREA
FRREEARBEREHEMPFEF IR PN AFFHEELY

%é%i%%iﬁéwﬁﬁwq’uﬁ%ﬁ@ EYEt R AT o &

FApiT o
T ik (2004) 4#-4F1999 ~2001 =# % ® 88 w224 #1565 I ~
2 2 3 PHRF - TR B2 8 Tobit s fFarir= 2 A fpas
Pk AR A HARFTACFELY ~ FH LT R R R
Bl HEFEY mF R P PR T AR PP HAEENY
FRFBFWER ARRFZAST ARG L RS MR
WAL ¥ MAFSRPFRFIAFERTEY T ARK TS 2 54
ﬁﬁﬁéﬁpﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂggﬁﬁj@ﬁgwﬁ,@uagﬁa;,p%
PEARBAFHABEAEL AL LR
MG A8~ B4k (2004) 454+ 1996 # 3 2002 & ®p 22 ®F 7~
PR RHES T Fl R e S MRS dp iR o 9 s IR oy
Tl e a7 (DEA) RSP BEARF T R
7o BEAERF RFFEMG I LT ARFLR > L FREHE
L E
il

s“n
\EM .L»L

HEAR A AXETEFLARPIERFLE o § feend

PR NREERTE S RF BRE 2P BAGTE 2
DRI EFL Tﬁo AN = RAI AN 1 B ;ﬁ«‘fxﬁAE;ﬁ"‘ 7 E =
gavgRELERC
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58 T (2005) 4442002 £ 29 b G SA %

4
= 2, 4y R P RGN (/e -3 /,‘]'5’-5’;’!7‘;/{ o “-L_g: ‘9?\;!‘
Fl*r w TR e 272  FTFRRMFH 0T
B

IE—T_':%’F\:H ’EE °
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& - 1978 # > d Charnes ~ Coope ¥ Rhodes = f ?—“ﬁéz\%\ R
“Measuring the Efficiency of Decision Making Units”#& &} 33 & % & 452
(Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA):%# 3 & * Farrell #73& 11 ch4 & iF %

D B RCRHARPDBRR T o U F ARG 2 R SRR $E 2
:':%IE g > Bt k2 e @ R4 08 12 B PtV
CCR#55¢ » Bt e & dp i T L BEER ’ ﬁkiﬁé <
ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂm?“1i°£*mt%&£ﬁ%iﬁ$ﬁﬁ’?iﬁ@ié
ERTT AR EA A AR GO R RERERARE et A4 o
AAER TR AF R 0B AT G B A AT - B RBET
SR AAZBAAD S TR T ER A LSRG Ak Ao A XY 2
EE R @ o FEEkE et AER > FEBFE TGOS
?o HEELR-g st ZFR o
Charnes 2 Cooper(1985)4 % €4k » & £2 & 1 i TP 22 th g, i » 835
BoAR O BARAHCH N RA ORI ET > F- BEFESE -
FHehR L ANRANEEL G FLF N BT ERT e
WA T Ak R KA G AR AR HCANERSOR Y
ToE- BRHHeR - AT HENE A FH K 7
L

REE-EEN SR ik s el



3.1 FH & 24452 -CCR A

CCR #o: & d $2 A2 4 o ~ AR HE 22 che 22k » £ fadp ¥t
PEA 0 B R s Y EiAE R o 4 & 4 (productivity) B & 3t & 11 (output)
"f AP~ (input) - =8 8.7 JF & 4 gh(reference point)er— f&4- L H -2 4
sedp il o AKX E (DMU) » TR-E 7 o ek » il ek FTE P
AAESAF NI (ASEIR) P2 AH o f 5 AQE- Bt gl s

DR A A A R R RS 1;%&#1 ~ (aggregate virtual input)

B & m#t A 1 (aggregate virtual output):g & o

Farrell ¥ 3 B3~ 2 538 & dsaF 78 it 0 5 - & ez
+ .34 (non-liner fractional program) » $<f#% % > *t§_Charnes % * *t 1978
£ A er R o K- DEA H0NEEE L AUARG] 0 T e 2 fH IR R IERA 0 3 &
2 f1* — & #(fraction linear programming) i* 48 * 12 78 4 X H =2 4p %
Fo RS CCRENAZ LSRRI B S -

Pedraja Chaparro etal. (1999) # ' # 5 DEA SH %% & %3 %+

At 4% DMU 2@ % DEA §rE &% i B8 AR s
WAL »EANZ ZFEFM Iy W RFEZPFAGY Hk -
i % o #ag T DMU #2587 5y € "% M o féﬁ*}iﬂ!%“
B p PR AEF A D ﬁ%ﬁiﬁiﬁ Hbe o g "8 DEA #0530 % WA 4 o
Erfod DR EF M B DEA N2 FER Y ki RIEE o
A

> (AN f’%“ﬁiﬁm*ﬁ IR > #5532 # DEA 445 7% )
i
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3.1.1CCR #:3t
f;s;ifa,é:ﬁifij(j=1 LunEFRI(=1,... mIEEA>EEZXj EEr(r=
LLMIEANE S Yoo PIE =K 20 e F R 5

s.f. <l, j=L..,n
DX,
i=1
u.v,2e>0, r=1...5s i=L..m (3-1)

Ex=% k B DMU 2_»xc % & ;
Yrj=% j B DMU 2. % r 78 & 1|38 & |
Xij=% ] DMU 2. % i 53 » 5E 8 &
ur=% j i DMU 2. % r & 1 78 {8 ;
=% i DMU 2_ % i B4k » 78 {## o
(B 5 — Mo N RGIH 2 RV R T @ gfii £ 3
FfR2 125 w ¥ 4% Charnes & Cooper(1962) #73& 2. = /2 #& 3 5 AR
LR AL RfE

23



Max h, =Y ,Fﬁ
-
]

5t E*L'r./"-.’r.le =1
i=1

r=1 r'=.
u.v,z0r=L...s, i=lL..m (3-2)
T - AR ALLI R AT i - $ % B 38 (dual problem) - - 1

v

fens 474531 > Bousso Fiane et al.(1991):%5 > d *5(3.2)5% ¢ 5 s+m B %
i n+s+m+ 1l B FAR T A (Dual) o o T o
PORGPEERERBELFoF T VREL F DY TR B

Z2_%Hi N4

Min h,=6- £|Zs +Zs

L=l /

st. D AKX, —0X, +57=0. i=l..m
=l
Zijl;— s,=Y,. r=L..s
=1
A.si.s, 200 j=Loan i=Lo.om r=L..s
0 & & MR
A Mkl (3-3)
R #E % B<(Surplus) ¥ Z g % #(Slack) » F_ 5 4

RAF M BN SR ﬁ#“i% o t(33)5 ¥ ’eawaﬁw~
DMUk 2.3 ~» & & ”Lr}a DMU z 3 » £ endefEdicrt 5 > A& X3FH =2 2%
Figo Fr e dfEEs i B L7RH = DMUk 22 CCR »2 » #-¢ 5
PR R
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1. 6 =1 > )35 DMU, &4 CCR # % -

0 <1 d (34) T D AX, +s=6X, <X, » Bpfiss DMU, 2 4%

J°Ty
AFTARLEDMUKBATZ T > DMU, 2/AE A B $HAT
AR R Y 0 BATE&ESUAERMEL

O =115 &s A%O0 AZDMU, #45 BF %
(Radical Efficiency) » #b & & CCR 2% » 75 Bp R B Farrell 5 % -

)

mRO =11 ;70 Al Z)ﬁr er} TS TR EBp X ’Zﬁ'jXr}' _EJ—%"DI&-'IUJ;
ZHRANFANLHEDMURRA T 2 ho i 38 0 3] #0 0 Q] 4o
DAY, >Y,» T4 DMU, 2 & H & 2 DMU & & 2 il F 34980

A MEREGR L -

BIEA BH 2 CCREMBER » Tk s SRR MBA ~ ABTEHE
BREHOX, -5 Y, +s))» HaAELFRMEIHEEF > ABRAT AR
YAX, » & R W AT,

AX, =X, (60X, -5 ), i=L...m

A =(Ti+5 )-Fe r=los (3-4)
32 TR XA

AELARME RS 0P Rk s DB TR &SGR
CERFFRANT  p R AT ER ARFAKLY PN 5 2009

v

£ 3 2014 & X > & chpFE oo

33 HrH 2 A NFApMRP

&5z P(Rule of Thumb)z_*24] : # * DEAR XL HE = B#&2 >R
A ~TERP 2 A NIEH P 2§ (Golany & Roll, 1989) - & * DEA =
LH R FEIRFLRE AN BV FREE  iEP
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¥ MEZ A NS > § 5 E PR 2 P 4 (Jamasba & Pollitt,
2003) - ¥ & AFAM 2 2 L 2P MELT 0 ACEEF EF AL
ERr ~f () fa i ALFTAIR T Y ENE2 Y

W RE] R REC (DY ER T EER Y A F R RS E
BoEAEE R 2 HAET wﬂaﬁéfgﬁﬁ%%ymi%~é

A BE RERAZLURFIAE Q) ¥ 342N e ¥
[ BEFRhE A (A1 A8k 271 AR @32
AR CFEAREAGEARE c AR (DY EHE
EN %‘}Ej‘%ﬁﬂgb gtk o 4 BB jT » chilAR e ATAL * -
AR QFEL FELZEAIDFAITD > FWEJ L 5 L)
FEYREBRFILA AR SITE R DY A o

*k
*

3.4 Pearson 4p & 7 1+ 4 7

DEA & 3 »eF 305 pF > ",% TERG R B R A N IE > HAI AT
NP A A A NI PR R L R FEOORSFEL RS P
BEFAIBLERER MG ﬂwg\)\;&g%t ) éﬂg.&gﬁﬁiﬁfiig»at(g@
7= 2005); MTWPHE A »Z AN B LR e RA] o

Boussofiance, Dyson & Thanas(1991) » & ~ 38 2 & 11381 % % "% M {7
ENFERFTLR o Fl g* DEA Wi rBicd I8 55 &P 2
e ¥ ¢k Golany & Roll(1989) 4%+ DEA S #céiE % 1 ¥ #5)2 Bl > %
H = (DMU) S8 X300 530 ~ 10 8P 22 & 178 $c P BAez A B o A
P%§%4ﬁﬁ%%&2ﬁé»%%.ﬁ s ol % 14 7234
S B e A BB B E R 0 2 & Golany & Roll(1989)
L’rf‘éwﬁniili%*‘“ajié E!'J o FAFAF AI* Pearson 4p R ¥ HEERZE A
NI RR o BEH N ~ AN ApH g R F > AT AP
%ﬁ&@*o

T,

26



35DEARE &

DEA i 2 R HE - 2 Rowcl @ B EFLEY%IFE > afF
?%ﬁ’%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%m7#rﬁ@@ﬁJ;ﬂ»
i oood WE-RT S 77 EFEFAYFE S FIY o R LT O

ﬂja#?-ﬁﬂ}*ﬁfx““ mzﬁﬁi%lb(,ﬂgﬁl’2008)°
A% 4 +7 (window analysis)# % ¢ Charnes et al. (1978) # 1 > 2 & p
E AT AR H P S VPR E2 gl iTBAL DEA BN ' ¥

1

- P eE ¥ BEWMZk%wéiﬁw EE > AR E R T

Z BT DMU Z#icp =N*k

B %4 (003)F M T L TR B AE- 2P BT A0 E
KA - BARTZER S BART 2RI 13Kk IS o -
BAG RIS K+ 1 B RBEE 1 P2 5 Ak ity £ &
PP RESE B BT DI Pl g (MBS BB L )  F AR
PEEAAI MK+ 1 BT 0 NE - RFHF Kk BALER Fa
FRAARE L Bl No RIVGRT A4k R BT 5 N

A

B ED AL E B FR 4 i o BT WL £ 2 3
AH"A.H:‘BH”‘BH‘(' C N "‘M:H-] — i,—_' N*k TB; /"L‘Tf\-%{ fl(r'g ‘é_‘ﬁ Ay

2003) -
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E o BAFE T RE K(M-k+l) Bredk B2 Tiofzr B8 K45

-~

- BARE A% 1 53 m Pz Topisax s A RE A 4722
1

% 31 AmF A 6T 4

DMU | % 18 k. kel e m iR | R | WER
A |wi
"'-'[I_I" 41'\'
w2 *’IJ_J -------- d; per
W+ N A A
W1
B B:'_:' ‘B_ K
w2 B, .. B,
Wi+
Bmssr B,
W1
C
C, o,
w2 CponiCy s
Wrn-de+1
Y SR
N

i : & - e (2003)

3.6 AR AEL

SRR A TS DEA RS2 E b £ Rk
2ARE TP L ORBEAT AR 0 $3TE S

r
{

R e — A fsz}@})ii/w\%fr?rw e FE- %ﬂ%féﬂ%'lﬁﬁ%:ﬁ‘
J;JS 3=
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2R E - P E I AR F B RS B2 RO L R
FEH APEAR A TE P o
F T PRI d o MR H 2 T B AR FHRE
- R TE X BEE RAN2 e 3 AR > PIRE T %R Rk
WX ITEH P RARRE o
% 3.2 ATR B A 15 4

W

Y B b & fE igﬁ;;};»:ﬁl éﬁﬁ%:}}l%IEZ .........

‘?“

S
&
L
N
e
N

DMU1 se el | HEorrZ w11 | %
%

DMU2 P B 2 B F i 2-1 o T
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&
N
N
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Frid RHEES

AEPRBF R IFTRY O BT o472 CCR N R
DA LA T EE A F R T BRELERFTRE TRA fertiez &
% 1 * DEA-ARF A 452 231 2009 £ 3 2014 £ chpsdp »e ¥ & > 3+ 5
BAABERP OIS B A FF IR REEIAGRE NS
B-h 85 RdR gt ﬁkﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁWﬁ%m’uﬁﬂ?%ﬁ
AT G ooRFm J'!Ja’zf"/i/\ﬁ%ﬁﬂ g R - o I 1 T e
sk g Rdernd w2 B A o 45 IR TE g AR ke ~ 8

]
PooskF BB BERTF] BT AT R

(‘H} T

MECEH A A P EE R T 0 MR AR 2 TN
E@&»ﬁ%émﬁi #\#°mﬁﬁﬁmﬂiiﬁ%’§%%ﬁ,ﬁ
B B B P B8 PR RAREFIE 2 TR E

THRFFFAFERSAFRFP-FLFRR Y OIRR P 2 AR
Foit o FHI Y ERN T ORI PR ORE

%4134 4635 275 14 72 H 7 2009 & 3 2016 & pfisdp 2 &
AR omER T AASF TR -

% 41 2009 & * H R MATAE 2 St A

20| FErEI | ¥EEA | ¥ESH | ¥ERC | ¥ ENE
¢t 4,079,435 1,988,926 2,090,509 1,509,175 582,934
T 4,353,831 2,864,822 1,489,009 1,203,194 285,815
AT 3,167,867 1,226,568 1,941,299 1,500,594 440,233
EgES 1,813,468 1,089,574 723,894 588,984 134,910
SR 348,646 274,258 74,388 77,643 -3,255
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2P| HEROEE | FESA | FESN | ¥ERe | AN
752 2,821,859 477,512 2,344,347 1,807,811 536,536
Ry 707,886 511,290 196,596 124,475 71,721
x 2 799,983 310,148 489,835 443,289 46,546
=t L 151,813 113,468 38,345 66,155 -27,810
¢ AR 106,245 -106,245
o Mkl 221,147 -221,147
HE 33,749 -33,749
pE 75 25,965 25,965 213,087 -187,122
& 121,858 35,271 86,587 32,284 54,303
FARIR L ARG £ 2P MAE AR
342 2010 & 4 R H MRS B4
2P| Y EGOEE | YRS | YESH | ¥ERT | ¥ ENE
v 4,143,011 2,100,125 2,042,886 1,420,129 625,927
T 4,555,141 2,950,212 1,604,929 1,309,469 295,460
AT 3,437,522 1,212,890 2,224,632 1,677,469 543,238
L= 1,822,648 1,128,481 694,167 596,828 97,339
%o & 366,075 262,674 103,401 258,129 -154,728
752 3,282,274 521,047 2,761,227 2,107,193 654,034
Bt 884,710 577,278 307,432 221,278 80,154
12 738,320 281,296 457,024 470,849 -13,825
=T 237,501 169,409 68,092 103,033 -34,941
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23 i L 1 FESA | FESA | FERH ¥FEAIE
T 91,959 -91,959
Y3 282,579 -282,579
e 95,113 -95,113
pE 3 36,650 36,650 254,848 -218,198
gt 10,214 1,189 9,025 41,503 -32,478
TR AR D S BEARTER S L 2P M AL AR
% 4.3 2011 & 2 P @R PAIR3R 2 St &

2 ¥ E g~ ER FHESS | FESA | FERT ¥HRE
¢ 4,501,605 2,341,261 | 2,160,344 | 1,586,745 | 572,965
B 5,024,675 3,420,064 | 1,604,611 | 1,322,795 | 281,816
AT 3,870,865 1,466,262 | 2,404,603 | 1,859,623 | 547,228
N 1,840,266 1,146,463 | 693,803 631,156 62,647
A E 304,196 221,026 83,170 356,683 -273,513
752 3,771,021 513,948 | 3,257,073 | 2,486,524 | 770,549
F 961,685 575,714 385,971 268,182 117,789
3 850,422 326,904 523,518 508,866 14,652
*iT 276,606 211,472 65,134 107,128 -41,994
# A 320,053 8,325 311,728 69,410 242,318
v Mk 135 135 240,910 -240,775
A 141,639 -141,639
e 74 78,231 78,231 303,357 -225,126
e 79,561 4,444 75,117 46,613 28,504
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FRKR SR L 2P M - APy FR
% 4.4 2012 # 2 HRF IR L R 4

o CHE S R 1 FERSA | FESA FERT ¥FENE

o 4,702,806 2,607,240 | 2,095566 | 1,680,245 415,056

% 48 4,947,571 3,352,160 | 1,595,411 | 1,334,247 261,164
A 4,016,022 1,498,739 | 2,517,283 | 1,864,730 652,629

L 2,086,627 1,314,617 772,010 650,070 121,940
L3 354,705 261,653 93,052 714,310 -621,258
¥E2 4,611,719 583,533 4,028,186 | 3,061,820 966,366

= 1,153,442 738,390 415,052 270,413 144,639

x4 884,892 367,933 516,959 449,504 67,455

e 377,781 255,069 122,712 112,862 9,850

S 184,025 12,326 171,699 122,067 49,632
o ekl 244,364 -244,364
I 284,102 -284,102
i B3t 240,656 240,656 430,435 -189,779
e 63,229 3,103 60,126 62,709 -2,583

TR KR SBERITE LT M ATy FE
# 45 2013 & 4 H R MaER 4

o ¥R EAR FESA | FESA | FER ¥FEAE

¢ 5,061,661 2,759,575 | 2,302,086 | 1,692,729 609,357

24 5,173,846 3,607,232 | 1,566,614 | 1,331,580 235,034

33




YEIr G | FESA | FESH | ¥ERT | ¥ENE

3,110,092 1,055,516 2,054,576 1,709,349 339,862

2,577,907 1,613,625 964,282 801,772 162,510

T o & 370,487 274,994 95,493 789,187 -693,694
i 5,639,456 656,433 4,983,023 3,653,094 1,329,929
1,404,316 939,150 465,166 331,494 133,672

918,439 377,036 541,403 465,724 75,679

295,415 210,961 84,454 112,580 -28,126

37,400 20,221 17,179 156,663 -139,484

257,457 -257,457

467,650 -467,650

158,644 158,644 568,379 -409,735

35,698 1,247 34,451 61,743 -27,292

TAL KRR D SBEARATIHE S LT M A FE

% 4.6 2014 & % PR MIRIE 2 S 4

(A LA 7 FrREA D FESAO| FER ¥FENE
5,826,555 3,161,056 2,665,499 1,846,715 818,784
5,297,426 3,674,620 1,622,806 1,344,024 278,782
2,979,902 1,087,903 1,891,999 1,560,841 338,095
2,642,145 1,558,519 1,083,626 939,328 144,298

356,687 271,786 84,901 998,042 -943,039
6,282,859 721,624 5,561,235 3,961,443 1,599,792
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o ¥FEARER FESA | FESA | FER ¥FEAE
= 1,455,125 975,677 479,448 338,613 140,835
% 843,987 331,686 512,301 429,015 83,286
4 438,699 307,041 131,658 129,897 1,761
s 228,986 7,005 221,981 151,433 70,548
= ety 295,559 -295,559
T 712,325 -712,325
i 8 95,922 95,922 767,434 -671,512
L 7,873 142 7,731 67,961 -60,230
TR KR SBERITEE S LT M AT FE

LR e S

4,000,000
1,500,000
u 2009 20115 201248 20135 20145
— PR RS —IAEER
4.1 ¥ fc T o
TR KR D SBEARTE FOPME S AP HFE
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Bl 4.1 % 14 32 $AH 2009-2014 & & 4 % 4o » £ 3 T 104 % > g
FRUPTRDATEFFTIRSELEN > A LERE R L HERY
fod S bl a L ERE e 2 R R I RBENE

4 47 MR 2 B4

GIE LB Bt 2 R F B

¥ F T~ EFE 3,174,818 | 100% | 1,657,925 | 100% 94,608 100%

FE LA 1,726,428 | 54% 460,584 28% 10,811 11%

FE= A 1,448,390 | 46% 1,197,341 | 72% 83,797 89%

FER 1,171,860 | 37% 918,218 55% 227,491 240%

FEAE 276,530 9% 279,106 17% -143,694 | -152%

FALKR T LSRR 2 2P M AL

H i Rro i+~

1,800,000

1,600,000 /

1,400,000 — T
1,200,000
1,000,000
800,000
600,000
400,000
200,000

O _____'____,.——-"___-———-_______——

20094 20104 20114 20124 20134 20144

Bl 4.2 ¥ ¥L T 2H

FHRR D LOAGTIE L 2P M AFLER
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14 FHARF S B A BB B E RS A S 4 BT 30T
Fld 47 27 KE e~ EfF kg BT LERYIz 27 453
ﬁ’%?i#%&m?kﬁa’mP%%&ﬁwiﬁﬁs&*°ﬁ42{
4ﬁ*ﬁﬁi>wrw%$ﬂ%iﬁ%lfwﬁW1 CERE T A PBE
B TR RS > A 2013 E Rt A HERY F I QAT LB -

ek i hg kg o TR AR R T A A 11% B E L E
i 54%% Je* 4 PR 28% 14 o Lk ARPI kG o Tiog E L 4y ¢ g
%ﬂ“)ﬂ?ﬁ""%‘é;ﬁ 1 94%- BLE L F R A3%F et 2 HE R T2%F 0 AT
RGO P E TR R o N PR ERFTYT PR ‘%8w®
@&ﬁrﬁﬁpzﬁaﬁ? 21% ~ s 2 FERFFLHEERT T 4% Fl5
FgBEmEFegmmg A qgd s a g @Temg i i 55 %2
R F R AR AR R R AHEFRY FESE T
%~ Wil LER TG 6 %R AF ER-183 %o B Mkt A HERET
Bz e i o FER Y UEEER 240%5F 0 B A BHERY
¥ %% 55% > i E L ER 3T% o

)

<

FE2 ¢ GETHFREF AR B EH I PR UEGE
B 81%E % o 4rdk 48> BRE LER 27T% T2 0 Bt 2 HER 4% F
Mg EH G T L ER %R ARFEALFH A bR
?f—%ﬁ 73% F1B L ER R FRL LGk AR R c FEEFRTE
. TR REREFTEEY Y R -
LAB YRR AP bl

Bir o #HEET U

12 402 8 & JER A ER B
=22 EH 1.171.860 100% 918,218 100% 227.491 100%
HEEEEA 315,463 27% 39.100 424 184,771 81%
TR ST E A 856,397 73% 879.119 96% 42,719 19%%
FHRKR : SBEAITE L 2P HEF S AF T ER
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FAMD AT ALMEFTAA I 4009718 o d £ 4.9 {7 4r 2009
£3] 2014 &> BAE LEREI BT ABEFERATTAVFIZNEAFE
B B APHEFREGRE CBERATFT A F AR E 40% & 39% e
MeA e, BT A 6 B FER B6%ERE , B A HEERE DAY
’0%6wbﬁﬁé% o gt A B EREBRT L

"~

L

F']LF' F &
ZEE IR WO FT R FHATFTAVSFE o

2049 FAA R b4

‘-ﬁﬁ:’g fy\r

R

\mk

B #HEHET U
TrY Y1 A wEER

EAEBE 5909.084 100% 1,762,968  100% 1,164,367 100%
EHE 2,322,172 39% 698,816  40% 45,021 4%
ABEE 3586912  61% 1,064,152 60% 1119347  96%

THKR D SBEARTIR LT AP R

42 »F A NFEH

Bhe LA P
YEPr - |KEFTH T TAY  aEFAHEYE
lgﬂ/?%"’}l'
T BRFAE  |¢ PR s 2R BE RERFLHERA
7] A A E o
Ritidk (¢223%8 A8 FR - HELEAR -
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4 2L 5

%’#;?'} é%&ﬁ%‘fa\ﬁﬁ'%’f?\p;ﬂ%@%@o

FEA 2 (ARl i S FREY DI AE o
FFRUE FEy R o @i 22 FRpY 0 SFAP- Ro7
AEEA R A gtk FRPEF T r G AR AT E -
A A A o
0
7]

FFREA FEmy Ffordegydiar SRALDERAR > 7T
BERFIZLARASNT & S A o

TR KR D AT IR
BiE (7 DEA e im o T ERG R DS AT P ke
2o AR FNERIE R E e R o T 3 A
H A (3F % = > 2005) -

Rl

A die Frg 2

411 &3 ~35 22 & 1138 Pearson 4p i T2 s 47 %

¥ EAE 0.581 0.763 -0.331 0.472 0.511
¥EL A 0.615 0.973 0.044 0.501 0.573

FH KR AP ER
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% 4.12 Pearson #p B |+

Pearson #p i 1 BRE L ER T IHEF FE
¥ EL A -0.14 0.81 0.17
¥ EAE -0.65 0.82 -0.90

TALRR AT IR
% DEA 27447 » HIr 2 2 I+ & F w2 (isotonicity)
Z A o Ft o 1% pearson Ap B LA AT H TR EAT G R AT 0 F
PrB A2 NIRRT ML T E F’um%g%&ﬁ%n%@
%0%4ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ’§Mﬁﬁ%ﬁ%&iw%ﬁ&%F%%?ﬂbéi

B A FELJIEFENEERALT A FTART 18k ¥ 52
ANFEFHIEE e M o A ATER P 24 R & DEA

R FZ e o KA R AR RT R AR A
G IR E e 2 iU S

ANEPO 5 R ipM ik o PR Y 24 £J15 Pearson 4p
Bt 5-0331 BILE A 4cd 411l - #H Adrdod 412 TR
%%&ﬂ”ﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁiTﬁ’Pwmnwwwgpom)&mﬁ
BpAPM ; BAF LEFRIK B ZEAFREENEYENE H
L 41|, Pearson 4 B 1+ fE 4 ] 5 - 0.65 2 -0.14 " R IR APK o FE R F 32
SRS S AN I
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43 Tk & B A Y72 7@ F £ 17 - DEA-CCR 3¢

AFELHEY O E» DEA R3] #H oI HAFREF LY T
T OFTHF S 2009 & 3 2014 E o K~ o TR AT H

LA ET A o kET S BREY 5OV )37’%:&4 P B o jq;:rgz—‘ﬁ’ + %
CCR 538 1 F @R BAR Y ™ R 2 B 2 Pppmoe &

L
Ly
=

o

FHRAH > WL RBYL Y .

H
P s s , J v #Bé\ 9‘;(‘\@‘?‘5/{;‘}\';"‘1“‘%{ /i'_
BHE A TFH > redfEh 1 3
A

gk B ek i % 2102
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4 z < (&} 2 .2 Iy 10 22 :’ | N A5
Wi 2 K H P E A 0931 T L o AR

T

VIR TT L Mg R ehEe

o

it

AL kR © Norman & Stocker, 1991 ; 5% 3 > 2005
* CCR fis i @33 1 &7 s4p¥ty »xd » a0 1 Sip¥t e
g oo £ 414 5 ATE PR 2 DEA-CCR ficsi s a7 bt 4 0 & M &
A 2009 = Ap ¥t %"i’jf‘ifd?iré”ﬁ BOBEERLE R AHERTY LD

gt
A
3
gt
@
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=
~=h
B
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¥
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=
EN
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S
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H N

L3
(w

P

=h

2T AP LRSS ek 52010 EApH G Rk G E L EERL
ARG o B AHERGF L B o FEERY M A K
SR BT EoTE 2011 E ARG RS L R G A F R s e A
Fom AR RP AT &S ;2012 EApS T T 2B T BT 2 HERY
141 P ERT oK Ev@r? A B 4R T B Bk 5 2013 &
WHFRFZRF TR AHERTFE L ’/Eﬂ%:é’%g}&”ﬁ ol e AN
FepEm s n LR Mo &S ,2014ﬁ1g;+ Ko TR A H
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% 414 2009 &-2014 & fy 75 »e A

B (pA~r) | 2009 # | 2010 & | 2011 & | 2012 # | 2013 # | 2014 = T 5

P 46.14 85.2 27.01 78.45 83.95 82.37 67.19
i‘i z 45.83 80.85 24.48 79.15 86.45 78.7 65.91
%; A 51.65 100 30.32 84.42 98.16 98.47 77.17
?i; LN =S 100 100 28.79 93.69 87.7 82.69 82.15

%% | 3572 29.23 5.19 9.18 8.85 5.8 15.66

s 952 100 100 47.09 100 100 100 91.18
:j art 100 100 13.54 77.1 54.31 69.14 69.02
'g— x 2 54.57 72.07 22.91 79.78 84.7 81.46 65.92
[

<L 100 100 32.05 100 100 96.59 88.11

73 0.01 0.04 0.01 0 0 0 0.01
P - ek 100 100 100 100 100 100 100.00
éﬁl W 64.95 79.67 100 100 100 100 90.77
i

pE 75 100 77.95 44.48 98.4 100 61.32 80.36

o 64.95 79.67 3.44 24.84 0 0 28.82

FAKR D SHCAITER L P M AT R
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¥ x=pF »t
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 T35
%

BNE L% | 55.868 | 79.056 | 23.158 | 68.978 | 73.022 | 69.606 | 61.614

et 4 BER 88.64 93.02 28.89 89.22 84.75 86.79 78.55

F H Ry 65.98 67.47 49.59 64.65 60.00 52.26 59.99

FTH KR AT R

=

100

80 E—
bl . i ——— R
£ &0 o = TTTe——
_ﬁ s
& 40
ke

20

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

L _R A HER DR LER PR ER

Bl 4.3 i § 6484 B (2009 #-2014 ) FTH kR AP G R

d % 414 2009 # 3 2014 & 14 REF reF A 47 0 R RL TR A W 5
1. S HcR 2978 3.5 5 2 4.4 i1 5.4 % 6.0 7.8 8./ 9.7 i+ 10.%
211248 1255 % 13.% 2 % 14.7 45 o

Bl 4.3 4 7 B 85 AB% o d £ 415 BB B 2 BB R
F 4 r s T ia@ 785504 3t LB 61.61% - A7 B 59.99% k. 4 o fi_
BlZ TR AT 2011 £ - Heip e F T HoEREFTF o B 2 LB H
sed Tiaimd 93.01% T 3 28.89% - @ L E g d 79.05% T f 1

4

44



23.15% » #7 3 F Ry d 67.46%F F 1 49.58% - 2011 & = ¥ e jp §frnd TioE
R LR E Rk 0 T I B R A 2011 EAp e A iE o

ﬁﬁiﬁﬂw%ﬁﬁiéﬁkﬁTﬁ@ﬂ’*“%mx>€M$’j
EPHAPFREIZFHERH T HFRF o rEF BF 2 RN HEFEFE
2011 # 2 PR Fle < g Ko B Y jcBciE 2 £ @ S = Fiepp i
FLTE g N S EREBARS LT - hiE g 2011 E A
FA B AR Y e g R R Tl AME AT F R 23 2002 # 0 K E FTHE
BEER - S LEET TP 2011 # 9 7 ¥ 42 14% > 2012 & 9
I o ELAIERFINRDOE AT T2 A8 s FBP | NS
BBy o XU RTE N RTHTA IR LR R 2 D TRk R
B PR S B TP EEREE S Pt kiR o

PEPO2(% s #&c?s 18 & i T A)) 7% 42001 & 4 7 & Hermes 42 4#5!
B MBS E LM MPE DL RN E S IR T A
30U TR chficg B LR 0 rdicrg tE (Liposome) ¢ R A & chE A
Irinotecan > {4 7 ¢ o p P P @ A LEPFF A RAZHE > K
Bt e SIEE Y B RRe T o REERH ¥ e g (F
* 22011 & 5 % » FFHFE 2K Merrimack 2 & FET L v Y >
2.2 a3 AR FTE# TPEP02 | #4# % Merrimack #jj » ¥ %8 & 2 5
"MM-398 | » »r g 2 I (4 ;‘%*“,f CYBF A Am i Ld
Merrimack f§ 4 "PEPO2 | A4z w8 p ch 2B F T * > & FFRHF 5
Be HFThTRFE IR &SR 214@’%%%‘3@5& 21 wE =~
s BIELAKRBT LD RAEFRHRFAELLEEH IR - FFF & 2011
EF gL oo A PRE = zﬁ/ii-’xff%é%i@%i% TR LR
& o

4.4 DEA-#RLE & #7i%

A5 DEA-LE A 54rd 416 4L F A 472 » E00 3 & 5 - BART >
BEG A4 BT R T8 $B il o 417418419 A EE
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LT o FREE UL GMPAEL > X $hi e S B2 TIokT L
Ao Y hi FBHAAR G L ¥ond E Tioke $RRETHE
A B 00 RGN E 44 2B RBE A F Rk N
¥ EF Ry ERETR

WHFEE s e TS BEERRE & 2009-2014 » & ) v 4
AR AHTRE bR PSR A IR e F AT R G
r'gi‘ﬁﬁ’”bt’ MR MRS BRSO A %7% BperEg e A
BN E 4 UL MR R BEPOREEE  LRERE T
BARYEE2 4

ETINS

<l
Niud \ﬂb _an\,
=
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’J

2 416 F At vl 2

D | & 1 3 1 5§ | # | @
M| s | s | 8| 8| 5| s T
it it
W, Ay Ay A
A W Ay Ay A My Vy
Wy Az Ay Ass
W, Ay Ay Ay
Wy By By By
B | w B, B By My | Vs
W By By By
W, By  Bye By
W, Cy
c | w Me | Ve
Wy ; : 5
W, Cu Cs  Cy
W, Dy Dp Dy
D W, Dy Da Dy My Vo
W Dy Dy Dy
W Dy Ds D
2 1
3 4

HOEAE TR (R

B 4.4 RkrgEpEL FRLR D F % - F 87 (2003)
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% 417 8 L EEFART A7 5%

BB @8 2009 & 2010 £ 2011 & [2012 # (2013 & 2014 & | 0% %R 4
¥4 | 28% | 27% | 27%
EE 21% | 21% | 27%
AR 0.397 | 0.053
=, 21% | 2% | 26%
5w g 78% | T7% | 79%
B | 2% | 26% | 24%
B 26% | 24% | 26%
A 0.389 | 0.056
$ 28 24% | 26% | 27%
¥ g 78% | 79% | 7%
%-4 | 31% | 32% | 30%
S 32% | 30% | 28%
S 0.450 | 0.073
$ =z ¥ 30% | 28% | 30%
¥ g 83% | 90% | 96%
¥-4 | 37% | 30% | 29%
L 30% | 29% | 30%
L 0.436 | 0.062
=, 29% | 30% | 27%
5o g 91% | 81% | 82%
F-8 | 21% | 9% | 5%
EES 9% | 5% | 3%
B g 0.072 | 0.003
= 5% | 3% | 3%
¥ g 9% | 8% | 6%
TR KR AT IR
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418 ™ L HERARE A T8 %

ffj&ﬁﬁ Hp #ic 2009# |2010& |2011# |2012+& |2013& |2014# |T 5%k |93 &
5 - B 0% 80%l 4%
e soul  4mu]  55%
3
T3 -y a7 55% 55 0.692 1 0.043
T ot omul  100%
5 - 8 13% 15% 14%
YT 15% 4% 24y
2 . .
R P 14% 924% 17% 0.284 | 0.051
¥ou 1%l 50%]  68%
5 - 2 o5l 2ol 23y
T ooul  23%] 26y
X €1\ . .
T o3l 26%  26% 0.376 1 0.063
T 8wl Towl  81%
% - 2 5%l 30% 32y
EEE 30% 3% 34%
R PO sonl sau| 31% 0.479 1 0.080
T 100% 92| 92w
TR KR AT B
A1 5 BT A 178 %
A |@Ec 2000 & [2010 & 2011 & [2012 & [2013 & [2014 & |Tiomc (%8 &
P 0% 0% 0%
RCES 0% 0% 0% 0000 | 0000
e 5= 0% 0% 0% ' '
£ 0% 0% 0%
$-8 | 47% | 56% | 100%
5 -8 26% | 46% | 100%
oy 0.669 | 0.073
e 46% | 100% | 70%
£ 100% | 70% | 42%
PO 3% 3% | 100%
- 5o 8 3% | 100% | 83% N
¢ . .
™ Gy 100% | 83% | 13%
o 100% | 8% | 100%
Y-8 | 60% | 17% | 44%
pEm 0416 | 0.028
B 15% | 44% | 44%
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B | 2010 # (2011 & |2012 & |2013 & (2014 & |Tio#%k |% B #
ENEN ] 44% 44% 46%
ENU:) 65% 58% 19%
- Hp 3% 3%
- 3% 3% 3%
i 0.014 0.000
% = Hp 0% 0% 0%
ENL:) 0% 0% 0%
T kR AT R
HF
o
:;; 0.15
54
0.1 n
L. s e EFCE
SR -
0.05 - i LTRSS
o 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
HEEE THE
B B L XY BEREHER

L A B ER _BRE LB _FEER
B 4.5 DEA-iR§ 4 7-R 'k 35 praerd
F 4L % & : Hon, Jau-Shin & Chu, Song-Jwu (2009) ~ 7 7 32
AFT R M 2009-2014 B Rk B2 T ¥R Heo Bty
AR H - A T ol R R TR A 2 L GBI
DEART A5z & 45— BT X2 BRT » & B DMU K2 T o8

BRI P X hi e B2 T T LR > Y phs B2 LR g o
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BEFE YRGB EP)ERGEEE A R AFESIF Y -
EHEL EEN R YRR )R E R o
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B R E A ERS S A T30 BT R B en g B gk
FERB R drk 420 F ETIE o % 4 F B 0457 A N F LEE
B 0.348 > 7 % g #0336 5 Bt A HF R s;% P i g
CER BT DERUAPHISE RS N AR B kS ER A
#HFR0.063 5% > &t 2 HER 0059 2 o BAF LI 0.049 B0t
X E R PR AL EYRETARARG > Fla LB LERS YT
BRANRY 2 HEER - AL FERITETF N AT R RBSE
F B RS AR TR AP -

2420 %FTHEEFEETIOE

=

o

. ]

LE 0.348 0.457 0.336

BB R 0.049 0.059 0.063

TR KR A ER
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2420 E Pk ek T s R R T 0

‘——

-

L= TN 0.348 0.457 0.555

W EP R 0.049 0.059 0.105

FARIR AR

Lo B E e PIh By et bt A REREY T AN BRS LER

Tg:‘y“t r,g%)"v «:% _L,;:—?F BN ‘}v"lﬂ’;ﬁsé}%‘}@i .

2. WHE ) Tw°F%§&%ﬁ$**%?iﬁ%&§%ﬁ#’%*i

PEREF T AN BT LER -

3. i H PGS LFRY T AT - RS {RAT

e 2 1 2N

1 #lem °

45 5T B A ¥

AR BT RIE R —RBIE P BP0 DMU s |

&g B8R

—

RAR S i a»g \IE 2 ER R AT TR L 2T E 2

13 p > u-r,]-} CCR #ii\ k(7431 » 2478 % 44 4-22 CCR #5

)EA\*%‘T\423CCR’}’E—\‘HI }i@*ﬁ»&ﬁ_ﬁﬁg_g T—_’/"\‘:a:("
% 422 CCR i A & 4 11

%

W

BL:
A 475

i

¥ FA KR

w4
H\

2P |RWE | ARARFTA| dpRa | AR¥ESA| dyEpoe
¢t | 671 67.1 67.1 67.0 14.4
24 | 65.9 65.9 65.9 65.4 11.1
ki | 771 771 77.1 76.6 28.3
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27 |RGE | AHERFA| ARk FhyEIA| 0¥ ER
%E | 821 79.6 81.7 81.5 48.7
% | 15.6 15.6 155 15.6 6.8

3 | 911 91.1 86.3 91.1 91.1
69.0 46.9 68.9 69.0 46.2

65.9 65.9 65.9 65.6 29.2

XL 88.1 80.2 88.1 88.1 46.1
0.01 0.001667 0.01 0.01 0.02

Wkt | 100 100 100 19.3 100
FE 90.7 75.7 90.7 66.6 90.7
80.3 80.3 80.3 44.1 51.9

28.8 28.8 28.8 0.02 28.8
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