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Abstract: Using a data set on 236 Taiwan listed electronic firms, this research
examines their top management teams (TMTs), and whether board power will
interact with TMT characteristics to affect firm performances. The study finds
that education heterogeneity of TMT is negatively related to corporate
performance, and firms with higher TMT shareholdings perform better. In
addition, the associations between the interaction effects of TMT characteristics
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(including size, education, education heterogeneity, tenure, tenure heterogeneity,
and shareholdings) with board powers (including board shareholdings and the
ratio of independent board members) and firm performances, are all significantly
positive.

Keywords: Top management team, The power of the boards, Corporate
performance, High-tech industry

1. &%

MEMENER > BNEALERACEREFRBERAERHBYE > U
MIBSEATHELEEHENAMN SHEE Rz AR SEEES
HER  CASHBEENEATERBANETRSERERERHRELS
Mo ERBRRACERAR AR LS B XL BARAEL Bt
BEAHBEXNABLEBERL—BEZAASYEA - BATARGHELEE
HAKEHFESTIOBRESHENY ONSHBEEENEATERAT
WEEMAEES  ALBHRE ABAHRER  wLEeddfEX
BESMRY U ENRFLEANEEZ AN BRBMEEEAR
MBEERELEREELS - ABR—EEHRRHEEREE FF ]
AEMEEARZMGMGARSCERBEELHBBME - ARTREY
EFCHEMEEARZMMAHEY  BATUERGESHBEEENT
BENAN > RERAFELBNEFEASHETAHRERN NG LA SR
EFEFCASRELARHAREROTE -

BANLENAE SRESARERANBEALELESELNAE
BHAE  DERERALERERES R BTSN LR R LB >
HEFOHSIRESHAREAER  SOEEB SR S E4BFRR
# % #% TMT (Top Management Team ) - A M &M E&E BRSO BRAEA LT » 4%

IZREFEALEARREBRLG R > WEGEFLLAEBURT > AEHEHWE
BoEmEdREARRE EQALELMEAAREXNNRARMAM REAREFETY
EF % B ¢ (auditcommittees) BMB R EFHE HAXZEF AR EFRES
BHTAXFR  ABXZBEHARZEFE  EREAQNBELEFRE -
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ALEFMAHBEBEHIBNARBRT  BHIREFEI R ELE
R RABERYH - RERBRSHRETAA Y > b EARMNS (BIH
£ R87; ¥ER - 4EE#M > R89) mAZHKAEREAREREK  AI¥E
MEswAEL SREBHAMRETEALEAMAREER AN LHES
(BT -HEH >R 85) Atk B EMAHAREHSBHRE
BET HEBELEARORHAEEREGLE - AT EESHEAAZ
MetBRaaRAEEN? XRTFLERLANGEEGHBN? EF
AR PRBLESHESE LB EERYMG ? B R LA
ey R AR o

BEAEBRTSRAINLERT CEO 24 REZWHRANEMSE
RupaSHBRAEEELEOEER > 4o Hambrick(1994) % 14 TMT #94%
MA AR AL E L  ERERUTMT HHRFAR @ E HE» L CEO 54
RAR ARG - TMT BB BLET > ERBIPERMEEHIER
MER FTAKEEZARMUABE > LALERBZFELDRFINLEE B
st TMT R a4k & 4 & 2692 & B % (Pfeffer & Salancik, 1978; Hambrick &
Finkelstein, 1987) - B4b i +FR * ARLMA TMT AR » o ZREEEE
BRAE SR A ke B & (Katz, 1982; Bantel & Jackson, 1989; Daellenbach,
McCarthy, & Schoenecker, 1999) ; TMT &4 A 1 48 AR A5 44 32 40 85 45 ' 09 Bl 14
( Murray, 1989; Hambrick, Cho, & Chen, 1996) ; TMT &y 454 da &% Rwk ~ &
% wy4a B (Frinkelstein & Hambrick, 1990; Grimm & Smith, 1991; Wiersema
& Bantel, 1992) - &k > B TMT ABMARED B THERE (R 89) %
HoMEPARSEAMBRENHOERAG I BV ERRZI > SHHAR
EHRBIRNBLHX - B BLEARMEZEL TMT 9 EH LA
BABE  ANZHEEGZREEIRARAEFCHMANELIZEERS -
AFERHRBELHXSERAMAERLE IMT B METHH > LTHER
HEZEBARLPAMEREHAR —RORE ) IFEARXUBEFIXE
R BERASTERSANTEIVHESE - R AFEHEAELKR  sH¥A7
FHEMELET AT wAZFEHCEO#EI R IHEE BHEBEELER
BAZSEBIAMG  URERENEFEHEANEET > aRE2IBRNE
BUBRBFELLEE ) AAREOKEE G TMT &R EEIH > A4teekmg
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LEEHBEENNLGEARN - FEAAEHORRR T AN SGEREL
FHAXBRYERZI  EABNBAASLRHE LSO ENER -

2. xﬁkfﬁ%ﬂwﬁi%n

AARBHGERANSREL I REETHHAMA RRARRAH
FEOHNEHT  IRELAMNESEURTLLEE HAG B IR
PoREMESAFAENNEMMG RAEEFASRESEH% (1 CEO
BREA) HAMGODERITURKRH > BHRE AR T GBS - R
HOR A RGMBEARTEMS

2.1 B FER S M BN HXK

HERDOOERTAETE I REZHRAANFYFRABGELE
BRAEEFEBROESR - ARETHBRALEGMEAY  HRFTRE
FEy o HOAREADEAL @B HFA  EREEERE - CEHEEIMAR
FREEREETARBAER DAERS N RS EERAREF CEORBAR
A (Hambrick, 1987) - Hambrick(1994)% st TMT ¢4 B3 R ER KA L &R
BRI TMT F#RBAR A E HEN L CEO AR A& G - TMT
BEAHTE AR RPIT AR AL EZTEEAman (FER K 89)-
SREFARTAREGHETRREA LR ERULBHRANEEIRAS
MESHRANEREERALGMAREAN > SHEEE - REE - 38T
% (Chaganti & Sambharya, 1987; Michel & Hambrick, 1992; Hambrick, Cho, &
Chen, 1996 ) -

MASBEELHaREROBE  BLROERRE AR LTEY
AR e BREE o HEH S 3R 4% 4 (external control)#y 2 E ERBHER F 0 1R
Z TMT RESZ#HMMEAER > Hagi i RrEE (Pfeffer & Salancik, 1978;
Hannan & Freeman, 1984 ) ; 48 R &4 » #E3# 5 =%3E $# (strategic choice)#y £ &30
Z TMT #2360 B 4%~ Bl - BB E AR THAGBENIRENIRaGK
. (Tuchman & Romanelli, 1985; Finkelstein & Hambrick, 1990) » #4828k 4534 H
B R E - Eisenhardt(1989)45 h A R F EHEIRBET » HlodHLEE
SRS EANBTEHABERAELENVE  RALACHRRT T8
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LEREERFRBAY  BRhIMELHABRAMHITHRRERLEELEL
EVAE R R K

EMERAGERRARY T AR A ERR S BURE 8 FHR
fo kBB E — A AN RI AT ﬁ-ﬁé‘é%ﬁ ( @a“a")'lﬁifﬂﬁ‘ JE-R & B
TMT R4 H M EHET R §HRF BEEERFREELNEN B
{15 AL A O %3t S 3048 B (Klmberly & Evamsko 1981; West and Schwenk,
1996) > H it > B TMT REEHEAMGHAL > S REAT LT E
RERBER G RIo KB o 3455 TRBIT A IEAZMHambrick & Mason, 1984;
Wiersema & Bantel, 1992) -

BRBEREGEEME » 8§ Hambrick & Mason(1984)32 1 " &5 & 32 3%
(upper-echelons theory) | 3% #A ri—’.'q MEEE RO a8 ERX AR E2
% BT FER IREGREZARGAR > RELZFEL TMT a4
MR 4 8k E B o) % % (Virany, Tushman, & Romanell, 1992; Hambrick et al.,
1996) 4o TMT t§ A 0 G 3t 45 b A BB BB Btk TMT ABH R P LEF -
Noburn and Birley(1988)% -3, : AR A X M E BREM > wBAF > /44
EoHNNHREEYAEAFBEESYE c Murray(1980)E R S L2 A B A
o g M 8) SR AEERER ISR R ARERF R
EEBREARE MEEMASHERARREGHARREEREN - LN
Keck(1997) 64 Mt R /721 B B R > B RFHEETRE-FERENS -
REMBRSOIBRAEARERETHESTHEATEEARY RZTFHEEF
BElERGHEREBTHMFRRETAA RS 6 43 - Haleblian and
Finkelstein (1993)R#£#H &2 HRAEH CEO 2 2 ERE S H KM
% GRETEGHENEET BAEGRAE BKCEOXEEE A&
Byt A aE EHMeTEA L 4 Bantel & Jackson (1989)
RIS AR EEE R E KRB EFMTAI M A FH E A8 5 Eisenhardt &
Schoonhoven (1990)35 th TMT ¢4 B Mk SNy kR F LM - &
s RFARR M F —EBR

H1: TMT &) 48 s AF BB A A @ B kA -

BRFEBIARE  RFTHAREE TMT a9 G AR - HFTE
EHETMH - T ZEE N S8 AT REDE % H(Hambrick & Mason,
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1984; Murray, 1989; Wiersema & Bantel, 1992; Morley, Moore, & O’Regan,
1996) c AT4HAMEB > S RHHBRAE  HFLE - FF - TMT #x&
Lo o) B 4 BB O B) e Bl R -

2.1.1 848

BEOBRORBE AR T IR E G —18E & R % (Smith, Smith,
Olian, Sims, O’Bannon, & Scully, 1994) « 4.4 £ X &9 4@ % B B 7T B 3 o K B %
RHRE > AABRBAFREBRIEMEEBAMBOYEAF T RRFHETS -
Haleblian & Finkelstein(1994)#5 H A KB % > P BRU R E L S HE
W MERELSATRARTE ) OHPANATRE » A£G EERooH
Pl ERE /B o 0 Rt s BENDRENER  AERNEBREAFRENE
MERRAMERBBGES - A0 FEABRBK  BAANHETRRLENFE
M E  RECENR K BMR G LS o4 s (Bisenhardt &
Schoonhoven, 1990; Hambrick & D’avenis, 1992) - & 3 » A& R @R TMT
BEEBEEALGHM %A -

Hla : TMT MK » X REBGHMSF -
QI2HEFREE

HARBERER—BANANER SHFTRELTRARRYECEHK
FEABBNYARD H5EEHLPHHUFTRERVER  BAREGNE
MR IEAE A ~ A B E RIBATAIN - PATH 2 8h A% F £ (Bantel & Jackson,
1989; Wiersema & Bantel, 1992; Rajagopalan & Datta, 1996) » B & iF d % % />
5) 48 % 4 2 (Norburn & Birley, 1988; Goll, Sambharya, & Tucci, 2001) - & @ »
MHARBHFRESLZEAN  BHBALERAEABTHRRE > MmA
AERFRAT RS E (EERH - R4o) S ERARYOHA
H #(Ancona & Caldwell, 1992) > ko sb B T M TR A &4 2 B BREH 6 —
BEF mirhlaKOEMARRET R - Bk AARRLEHERE:

Hib : TMT #FREAS > X BEHHYAS -
Hilc: TMTHFRERETHMK > DR LHEBMF -
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213 &%

EREEARR BN FERTAAB TS LIHEE BN KB LR

B REMBARE R RAFAFAVDAKAF G TREEREARGER
(Finkelstein & Hambrick, 1990) - Pfeffer(1983)#f= Smith et al.(1994)32 % & B %
HMEETRE TH R BEHLCEBENREE - REOE NI WA RIES
SHEPGHALOEE - Rt BERRBEFENETARNTRERIPEL T
BB E - BEMRA—BERRoAHG S M $ KT REmE %
Who ) B RFe #2 3k B 78 89 A /1 (Hambrick, Cho, & Chen, 1996) » F 3t & Rb 48 &
MRETHRE IS AERRMITR  THES AHRE 214 Rz R
WM AR S B A ) 435 3k (Wiersema & Bantel, 1992) - West & Schwenk(1996)
HHSBILHBRETRAE—EBLANREN  ERSEHEROBERETERT
£ .75 ° Eisenhardt & Schoonhoven(1990)F % & R~ E BN ZME K
REGFTEAMAS  2ARKEMS - Bk AFEMBE TMT R B4
BWEEIHBERTENELAMA -

Hld : TMT 34 E TS @ A8 BHHMASG -

Hle: TMT 2B £ F R EHAS » 2 LEHBMF

2.1.4 &1 W BRAF AL LA

35 R I 32 3 (agency theory)#i®h > EHA (BRER) #HAEA (HFBE
BH) LETREEANEFA—RORE - DELPTRCEENRHE
(information asymmetry) » 3] 4%, 32 A i 1& & #% (moral hazard)$ & 15 (shirk) &y
Fi#8 (Fama, 1980 ; Fama, & Jensen, 1983 ) o 3% 32 3% 3& /4] B 2 3] 74 32 o4 44 41
2(corporate governance mechanism) R #47 & 32 & Bk R 2 M 6y ) B £ 3548 %
HE B IR R ) 5% A (Shleifer & Vishny, 1997)» /X3 A3 AL Bp & /- 8] 75 32 4%
Hleg—HFK c GREEFERROFEREARR BN ZHEANNBBHK
i A FRLHAREG  MARTALLTNNKAGAFITA  LRE
W 5] e 48 B M -

20 8] 4 T A B3R T B REAR AR R A B 0 R R B Ak R YA %% 7 (Shleifer & Vishny,
1997) - REMH AR EREF G - M TFEARBB2L (P EPRZEERE)
R 2R ] R 35 2 8] sh e 38 7 35 (takeover market) » E R E BB R ES QIR R R T B
BERT > PP AR REAY T AE -
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HIf : TMT & %45 @ 28 FHBME
22 § F¢8 CEO# ) M4

ABEREHBEHLLEHEREANBECHNNEROBE S RE
R EBEER K E 2N 6B A% MHambrick, 1989) Hambrick 32 4 54 &
MOE TERBAARBAGEFAAABERER - B AN SLEAN
BARKHXEEFT AU CEO REABHEM R BITHE éiiu"ﬁ%@ﬁu&,u
CEO A& #HmaMELtARAEFER NMGNBE

e (CEO)E F WA ARLRKRNI mEk ¥ & F H N (power) #h A
(Hosmer, 1982 ; Pearce & Robinson, 1987) » ##E h ey TR B A AN RE
MBS REE RGN W EEN BF EEN - Ho5egdE - R3RES
B fiwk % % /4 K - Finkelstein(1992) % 4 CEO #i# 71 2 R & # %
(structural) ~ 4% & # &9 (ownership) > B & ¥ ML &4 (prestige) ~ & X & & K #4 (expert)
WD EEGTETHRIIFEwEM S 97 4£ M - Structural power &
REHRBRROEDNBEY I ZBEAPEA N ABERARE KRR
(hierarchical authority)_t (Perrow, 1970; Brass, 1984) » iz 4,3t & Weber(1947)%
ATl k2R R(rational-legal) ) Wi S 0 B ARB AR T > BBA%
BHRHRI PR ETFTRAGHE > & F K E By EE MM A (legitimate
power) c CEO RN MR SNV EHME > BLBALLCE PEMBULELEY
BhehEEw#h -

CEO #4 ownership power & # f£ CEO F] o544 /) 3] ik o5 » & CEO #
EORRMEMNS > R AN GAIILH ~ SE] KA M AAMIRA > E ownership
power B4 77 #% A (Zald, 1969)-Prestige power & 35 B CEO £ BUFF ~ & 8k A%
REESCEaBELZBMA S L ERHNBRTEABAREY  H153%L
¥ EEHRE LBREAEARYE M#EA 9# /) # 2 (Tushman and Romanelli,
1983) - Expert power #5492 CEO £ £ N BB O X KRB L R ~ &
MRS BB E LN MBEA O # S 2 (Hambrick, 1981; Mintzberg,
1983) - "

Westpahal & Zajac (1995) 4 4% d’é?@éﬁl CEO Mi# A W kA F o
ERAEEEAEEFEHENGOR D AF a1 (1) EFeHMRLF é
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FHRLAMES  MAESBHLFEHALRA A CHBETE > AR GLRHA
¥ F & oy S (Zald, 1969; Finkelstein, 1992) c Q)M EFLLE - FFE @ F »
SPEREFMS  ATMBATHMNECEO EFGHA LMK - — BN E
EHERNEFC REREBEARNENRR  £E R CEO # &K
NIEFXIAB BARBHBE NN EF ¢4 CEO ehix4l W E R 5
( Fredrickson, Hambrick, and Baumrin, 1988 ) - (3)CEO & % # 4% % ¥ & (CEO
duality) : % CEO & Rk EF B EFREETHTERNAHAE - 7]
HABK - (4)CEO £EFH#FHL I CEO ABABX » BALAKRTER
# 7y 343 45 % B (Singh & Harianto, 1989; Finkelstein, 1992) » £ 2 # # £ & &,
%38 © R A Y 5 L34 (Finkelstein & Hambrick, 1992) -

Pearce and Zahra (1991)% 32 i B 3T K HA A S BB L ArIFH
MR RE2PHCEOREF AN AN NN ERAR;- Bt AL
TECAZMELHRLIEOERAE » TERRAERNGEEANE MU
BRESNG GGG - SREPEORNEFCLBNEETNA—BLE
REEaEEMEA o BplMy 0 CEO 4 4&ET E ¢ 245(1)CEO #/12%
FROQAFEFELWEF T QREMSSH G EELNK - o £
FEEHOEEAER R EFRIED CEO #42> QA HEFTEENE
FEeOQRINZNEIREEAK AHACEOXREF I H LB ULE -
HHTHRERAHBORIPE - RZ > R —EPHYEEHEY > AIEE
RS EEBRH S L% (Daily & Schwenk, 1996 ) -

# % 2 % (e.g. Mace, 1971; Herman, 1981; Lorsch & Maclver, 1989;
Westphal & Zajac, 1995)5 & E B HA B AR M » B % CEO ¥#|
WABRA RAE A R % 2 > 5] (Chitayat, 1985) e CEO W RAREZF &
#EA CEORKEBABHNNASZ EFeHNICLHEEHELSALTSR -
# B2 P4 CEO a5 F¢89# /1 14 > Lorsch & Maclver(1989) & Stern(1993)
2 HBRREFRAE G EFHEE > MIE CEO - Fama(1980) 3 38 & & 4
HEFABRLERSTHEREERM  URRIF G — LI HEREER
BEMN RANAETRAEREENTRUSER  HARELEREAAE
BY  BFAeuLER & (Blair, 1995) Gt T4 T EFEHHAEA
B EOHEEANSERNRARE SRS F T TRIBLEEANRR
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PRERRAFE » Hhord g - Bk AMABRREEFEHIBRE
T8 TMT A MR EFERA BN HH -

H2:TMT @ B M EREFEH NI LA B EXNBEHX -

H2a: $FEHAIBAGERT > TMT BBARSS G HAREE
FHA DKL T % - ,

H2b: $E4HARKGKAT » TMT HEREREE G MhE
EEGHNIHEATHR -

H2c: EFGHABANGEAT  TMT %HEFREETHALB R
MABREFFHEADGORATR -

H2d: EFFHARANKAT » TMT FHEBREFTRES Gt M
HBREFCHAPHRATH -

H2e: $F4HARKGKAT > TMT EBRETREIHRREEHKY
MAeBREFEFHEINDIARIALTS -

H2f B FGHABAGKAT » TMT B ERES 58 MbaRE
FEHADHKRATH -

23 REFEHE

AN LR HG  AARRBGBMSUATERLE 1 A~ -

TMT 4B % 4584

38k NEIE T g d
HERE (BEH)
7 (REMH)

#H &

CEO 1 F & # /1 B 1%

CEO %1x¥ % &
TECHK
B 3L & F b

B 1. AERE
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3. REF*®

31 FREAH

AAREANENRFARZEATHNAANELE  FERASGHEE
AWM LTHETFERENS (RS2 HEXEKAE) AR Y
o HEF 248 K REWHEHAE 2002 £E NN EETCHRSHELE
BARBELE - AB  REHFARE - REERFET UAQAAREN (o
B IR B8 DNARLERE ) BHEERRE & HEEH
HEMNBAELSCNETHERACCHAGEENE - 6 ECEHHEEN
BEXBERMBEE - LE KRB ETRIBANMARARBEN  AEEET
EHEY > BHORECEETREENS > R4 2HEXEK - AR ZE
HERRBEXNDERURAMRAEL - AL LREEHGBRET > ¥R
BKEHMRRARENEEFAIHETAZRMAETNARE  YAEBEREY
F-—HRAEFERBRHNER ZF2ANSREAGREREEFEHR
AeEHF AFPRHB  BRUTHELEBRL A RKELLA 236
FHANE - |

32 BEE

321 S K% (TMT) 4#

TMT BH 8 FRERABITEABR ALY EREEARER (FE
R'R 8) - #naMEPRRAEHENRE  $M2EMRTARBES
A% A £ £ > Wiersema & Bantel(1992) R & TMT #9558 A & ¥ &K & 49 = 8
TR > Boeker(1997) 8| & & A4 % CEO 2EHRWMEHE AR - @
Hambrick(1995)R]3% % TMT % B f& €035 CEO ~ % A B 2 & CEO £ F %18
MR HEJKEEAR - ARARLBELEHFNRE > BREBLEHN  #5
BESEHERART A BEERULYAABIEA > LIFHEK - LEIT -
Bl4aw® ~ K k% (Chaganti & Sambharya, 1987; Michel & Hambrick, 1992;
Hambrick, Cho, & Chen, 1996)

AMEHEERZAGOERBFEAFT X ELEE > () TMT AR &
BEEZHAGRAAR QTMT HF 2R SREFENRABHRFTREAG T
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BHES QB IMTHATREEEN HREBXFTEBENLZERE AR
zA Herfindal-Hirschman 35424k 47 & (Blau, 1977 ) i # X LB A REE
TMT 45 % P #2 5] & % 1% 49 45 42 (Haleblian & Finkelstein, 1993; Hambrick , Cho,
& Chen, 1996); (HTMT F3H £ F ' B EANSHE R E ey 3544
OIMTHEEEIHR HEARBEBRFENLZERLE UFERELRES
( Boeker, 1997), OTMT #H % - R B R E BB FLHResms (R
AHEEAEEEFOHR) -

3228 FRHHMAOEHR

AARRZBEEBERERAEF AR SHBDEFEHK E
BEEFARARGLA s QB L EELL B PEFAMGEETTAMGL
) 3 (3)CEO # sttt (duality) : CEO % % EFEMMBA 1> RZA A0

3.2.3 N8 g

ARREREEHRME (ROA) REANNEZ X #HE N5 HEXNEE
BEL > A TPEARMELIPENER T AT EAEE (Bernstein,
1998) » LA REHA REELIEALA D 5 694 23542 (Lant, Milliken, &
Batra, 1992) -

3.2.4 ¥ 5 8 H%

RFEBETEARER  2ABUTRYLENNGELHE > R hH
RERNEBRERNNABERBE R o A4 o N R EUAELA L EH A
R ARBAUNRER G L) B EHEE TRABREEZ AR K

33 5#F &k

AMEERUBRESRF M AA LT HIHRAXAZREEARAEF

SAARBUTRENIRCEER 0581 AR/ 2R 345 H: 44
HiSAHKRE 6HMELETHAEL -

4 mgr@)=1-D P p RERERE i KB EM TMT 8tah] - n MM E

HEAMRO~1 20 HEEAT TMTHFREERETHAS -
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ey A AR M K15 04 STATISTICA #3t #c 8269 OLS @EFHE A » Bp3s A XA
BREOBIR  ARRETAE SN > S BITHESH A Y ALE LGRS
(multicollinearity) 3 #f » BB &R REZFLSEERFTELE - B -FAE
M= IER % Mtk 0 8 %1884 Variance Inflation Factor 34 % 10 » 885748 &
SMRAFHAFHEDE &KEBEBE (Chatterjee & Price, 1991) -

4. EHaRATER

AEHBEHRSE > BB HESMHALD TMT @RBUREF
CHAMBREN B A RBREER -

41 TMT B BEEFEHI TR IH

AFFR 236 RETHFALA N Y FHRILF A 183 4> 231020
£ RIBHNINKESA1I%) FHEIHLE 1] FA H¥ 564%8,)3) B
TASINAEBA ARBTEGANESR 27 £(11.4%)  Thes e EF
BRENN AT IRLE -

A1 AKRARXNS) IMT AR BEFTHAREHN - £5REERAKREAKR
AKEHEG > TMT 9RBERS9H 254 RIVBRA 21 FHARSL
8BS A (CPHEFRA2) AP R6-10mR B nd KRS - HbR KR —
F(47.5%) 0 RHA 21-25 Ay tef & 2 (2.5%) - TMT # 7 2 & T34 H 57
AEG12) 2R EEHH TMT &35 4B L2 E6.74) RIKGE2ERREH
(363): Rt s A TRL-2EL | HERENLHREGLT%) - ENHFRE
EZRGIY  FHREERLE A 0.51 Max=0.77, Min=0) » . H & & M 5 + 2

F0.5-075 , BEHNIES 945 63% -CEO £ 8 R%a4 1 5 &% 34
£ PHMETERSE 10 £ PHLEUER S EUTES (35.6%) 6-10
f£kz (24.6%) 0 25 £ L E1E4E 3.8% c AN S EEE T EETR
2 6.65 % £F s CEO £ F 40 Bk F4ERAE 5 FUT L
&5 (466%): #EREHUFERELZHEZLERTHH 3.9 - TMT #H5&F
¥ % 0.37% (Max=8.57%, Min=0) > BB R H 62.3%e9k AN 8 L FHM
S ERERL 0 £F 1.7%8 TMT 35 AR 5% o
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A1LTMT @i REFEHEALEH

TMT &S REF & KA E&A FEE N
<=5 (26.7%)
6-10 (47.5%)
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