r el (BETA) o} &5HE8RIS) BitRol RS
BEH Mot

*
B R #
I. B ® 2. HiEH B #E
I. 2eo=ge] oMMzt wiet V. s=fEsy #i%
1. TLEZR)oBR 1. 23 ®Eiel &E
(1) Markowitz =" 2. BEY BE
(2) HHEY ’ (1) SFTigiiig 2 &%
(3 ﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁi‘% (2) wiete] #E
2. #Et] HAE (3 &3EER =&
0. #lete ®REZEHRA B3 BRA: 3. KESHER
KIFHY B wEd V. & #&®

1. BEREy B BEd

. ¥ B

MEESS Bre B 9 BN BEE WHE R BEREESY AmNd BES &
FRGL elT HAh mEe mEHRE AT WEE RSk Aold U &Y Aol ol
202t BEHH Yol 4 HHY WEY EHBF KA Bl M BEH) FHEE
WEAS T, —RHo e FERET ToETe opEs B MAREEY WE BEEK
R, EERAITERES BT 2BTEY H& 9T e BRE T MR £
B FES BEWSA | Roxrl, ok o] BEmEel KMol BEEAE AD
8ol EIZIN - JEEEAY (instantaneously and unbiasedly) 02 FHEsI =3 $d/14-L A
9 AATED BE MES skd KMan Qo WES KE BHol maA At D 4
ol Wt o KW T dow ksl GHMEE BREKC ol BE Kusld A
WA 9 ) BEH Avht 9 S ulAEsh S MEE BA D HE® KEdd WEEE
o @ WES derde Aols) Aol wy BES B Wl MBRESS WA LEd

*AWRF WRA HEK HEREX K

1) Paul A Griffin,Usefulness to Investors and Creditors of Information Provided by
Financial Reporting : A Review of Empirical Accounting Research (Financial Accoun-
ting Standard Board, 1982)p.1.

2) E F Fama,Foundations of Finance (Basic Books;1976),p.133.
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2 ) E E B %
el MRS ARSI BRG] MY BT HEXY REEBRES 2E 0% &
BEmE D PORRRERY WEkEe [ BRI 7] dEelwd)

ool dE IEEE NEsE gFEEe B nHEKo=YE Ti8: BRAN &
ol el ek (beta, B)) S18) BIRE BIZStTA qTh MES WMRCl BT Wy AHHS
= ges po AEY AL 24 2 Aotk A, R EETEES SRIK R BHL
o mEsdy BMh 42O WX el o AFE WALHE 2ot A BT ¢ A% o=
Astel g 0 EB O fore] BEST o MEH ERARS BEEM KU KAD f
Gl BES ] o 4l Wl BERT B, @HEES TRME REHS HHEHE
R MRS s mEYD BEo sy zosIionhie AU MRS MEs WRM
e B0 T BET + oA [eh A, GHE EREE (GHBK) S TBAERER ()
0ol ZEsE HEY Bol BT AT @HMAS £EHE ol T £xe FHE U
KA B EEe] 2 GHMEE BRY + dA W05 ot FHME HEAR(n-
formational content) & BEEE L elolo RUWEED BBEWOE FBY + A7 =1%o
S8 ), —fRtgo® @IS A 1Y WEN FRL QHEMSE Wwes: BokM
Boz slol3 WEEEER AESE BEES BEE 4 QA S g KEo] FIEHK
%] M)A L mEH BB BET - 9 oD ek see) gHEmels 246 19 H
e @EEe) %l - B - o] o To1A L B, REHY W, @IWES MHN A
peo] sste] FEEEe] EED 27 Btk ok, mEMe WK BmT MRS K
EEME 9 Adtiho) 2% A% (ER EES) S BEHRREE AL

Bw) FE [E0AE 23744 @itBigel 2ol EAY Tesgel oMl vinel AR
o mEsln, [@eIAL Aehel gEmmslel Bfd 2T AN B - REH  FRE
R warelm, VAL 2 elel BEMSY MK gi-m@e AEES BB B

3) W, Bea{rer, J. Manegold, “The Association between Market -Determined and Accm‘mting‘
_Determined Measures of Systematic Risk : Some Further Evidence} Journal of Fi-
nancial and Quantitative Analysis (M FJFQA) (June 1975),pp.232-33.

1) Wes BeBEs =t To =i okARS BETHLHENAR HT MRE (sensitivity) F
BlEss feEe o FEE meEY (Ro= a,+tARm + ey ) o BRRME HEAS (8
I8¢ B8R).

5) D_J. Thompson [I, “Sources of Systematic Risk in Common Stocks’} Journal of Bu-
siness,vol 49,No 2,1976,p, 173,

6) N‘J_Gonedes’b“Evidence on the Information Content of Accounting Numbers : Accoun-
ting-Based and Market Estimates of Systematic Risk”, JFQA(June 1973),p.407.

7) Griffin ,op cit, ,p.4.
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[ EH(BETA) o} &AM Bl B3 ETHY HR 3
o] et} FEEEolY MRE EBHWT L 8 uixto s gasl ks WA 9std
EXE Aol=h

I. o EZ=] 2 Bggt wlEl

T o EZw oM ( portfolio theory) o] 8l FREEEM: TS H¥EH e (investment decision un-
der uncertainty) o] B3 HH o T T ¢ EEe] o BB B3 Markowitz RS fREE o 235},
HAQ oA Markowitz 23S BE#ifbsle] FRAIZ) Sharpe o) %= (market model) s}
BAMIG HERETAA EHES 2 ToeTe o] ABREBES RIS BRBERK
frErd (Capital Asset Pricing Model, CAPM) & EBIs 4tk

{1) Markowitz 2% 4

zoEZTlomme THEETS RERM VT HHMH BIEHM (omative approach) 0.2
Markowitz o] 935t RFZ BEgE s o) 9,100 Markowitz & T o EEu] ¢ HHL o}e —1-7]-21 B
o EBE T2 ATk A, EHUEEL SBRIERST (multivariate normal distribution)
£ o133 A3, Wb ToEZeles] FHMAE HHE RWLIL BHEHTS) T (me)
3} 48 (variance) uko 2 FHslch EA, BEEE SEA0IY fEREIEM (risk-averse) o]
31D, gely BEEe Eiﬁii}i’&ﬁ$—4 —E3 HEAAE h° R ARS RiFty —
ERARRY] HFKARAAE L S-S RiFgdcls ol H9 7r-}— RETNA To=Ey
o P A2 E(R,) 9 H#o?(R,) & oest e

8 ) EEHEE (accomting varisbles =& accounting risk measures) 9} w Elo}o] BABbEe] A3t HEL
A @ #Ao] HE BAEEEKRRERY, @ BHO BEMN #ed AR wHEde BE @ ‘rﬁi
mrule] BT FAR B RBBY © S EHY HENE (S, ARk 23 &
AR (joint test) o] Hck  (P.T Elgers, D Murray,“The Impact of the Choice of Mar-
ket Index on the Empirical Evaluation of Accounting Risk Measures3 The Accounting
Review(April 1982),p.359). -

9) H.Markowitz,“Portfolio Selection} Journal of Finance (March 1952),pp.77-91,

10) ——, Portfolio Selection : Efficient Diversification of Investments (Wi-

ley,1959).

11) ol #EEe RAEHE U=/ (E(r),o) e, dU/0E(r) >0, 90U 00< 02 grgck o
AA E(r) 2 zoEEod WRKARS, ot ToET 0l KAEY FEFEE Y

12) 3%k A (expected return) o]2t FFEE FEHE L KA XK (expected rate of return) & < BHK
she Ao E B3 FAYH, “~” & SEBU} EEFY (random variable) 8l viERA o
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4 ' % W %

N -
X Xip E(R:) (1)

1=

E(R,)

~ N N
o*(R,) = ._7::1 2 Xip X jp 9is (2)
/=

7=

AN Xip Xjpe TOESToPol ¢ ¥ ;¥ Bl AXse LES Rt BURS
i) WAKS, R, ToEEeoPo KARS, o, & WEHES & /7 iAEME o (Cova
riance)!3) & £& Jehdch . , -
o)A i=jol® MBS ToeEe| o Pojd Este hEel A—slatd (F, X=X =
IN),22 EZz oo A o R (3) 3 2ok

o®) = Q5 ORI 4 (TR e (3D
L

4 (3) ¢ ToEEel oA SHe NEY MBS HHat N(N-1) H] EHEHM
fpEo D WRYE AT god, of(R) 7 —@sha No| Ame+5 (5, HBEALF
%) 4(3 9 HEEE 07 S=2 Tosgelod ik T EEY FRE HHKA
7 Qee ¥e Fx k4 BlEs 2e Markowitz o ToEZE o HRS BKiE FHER
5 ToEZe ¢ (diversified portfolio) o AojA ToEZE 09| falfel HIY BEHBEY F
mET EAESHEY A chizh EAEEY B LT ARSI T H5Ee
gshod ERATHE Aolth wehd —EHE (two-parameter model) of gloi4 BEHE TLE
200 KaAte) FHsh Aol AR FREE BRI L EAESE Bl L

(2) HB=L

Markowitz o] 5119 BRE To=Ee) olas HHE s AAAE 93¢ B

SHE Hmor BohE Bolth 19 |9 e il HE LY AMS Sharpe 2 SlolF WML

13) #5% (covariance) ¢ ;= 0;; =E ({(Ri - E(R;))I(R;- E(R;))]) = r;0:0; & EFEA L
ry £ BE S KA MEERE (correlation coefficient) 2 0:,0; € £B% haY &
BREES veRdch

14) AERES BT BB BOE O FEFHESRY £K © To=deled MAshe BRRHE B,
@ £ELKAMS MRS 3ER std 9%FS whows 15 20@EEHEULS T}
KK 3 oe el oA A 8qle o] % Ecpyelck (B.Lev, Financial Statement
Analysis : A New Approach(Prentice-Hall, 1974),p.187),

15) W,Beaver,P_Kettler,M.Scholes,“The Association between Market Determined and

Accounting Determined Risk Measures) The Accounting Review(October 1970),pp.654- 82.
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Ml eH(BETA) o} K&t BafRel EBSF KR R 5
9 (market model) & BIRSIEE s15eL10) Argrae) BEYG Ees MRS Y FOEE7

Mgl #5&a4 (joint distribution) & =B BIF#4H 75 (bivariate normal) & o]50]17) g
BBS (=L £oEZR0 ) o A (Ry) & ABToEZe) o (market portfolio)!®) Wa
(Rm:) & BBEBE FHADE Aoloh Aged s FERL ex) 2o

1':\’:“: ai+ﬁiﬁml+ ;'it (4)

A7 A ;B = MBS [ O BARY €.t #2F (disturbance) 22 E( ¢:)=0, Cov
(Ruis €:)=0, cov (8ir, &0 =07} At} o] TL HAHBSY KAL HHIQEE 0o
T Heas)h HEIO 2 SHo) BWARMN BH (A Rn) U TE2H) KAYNE Bumos <
ol FEEERA BHE (2 + ) 02 HBYL 22T Yok '

TR, FIBHUA S8 R 2ok RBIE BHBL Mk (*(R)) L HH2E
B &7 Qo Kl BRE B (A0 (Ra)) 3 BH 7 o EAY BB 240 HE
She JHEBRE B8R (0% (s ) 190 2 ME e Uehie Aok =9 ARede AMsd mE
7t -3 Toe=Zel oo HWEMAT HBL R6), (72 erdolxltt

02 (Rip) = 0% (Rmy) + 02(E4) - (5)
E(R,) = a, + f,-E(R,) (6)
~ - 1 -
7*(Ry) = 30*(Rn) + =, To*(E)) (7)
4

16 ) W F_ Sharpe,“A Simplified Model for Portifolio Analysis} Management Science
(January 1963),pp.277- 93, Y=l Sharpe = o] RS HWAKEY (diagonal model) =+ #
—#B 29 (single-index model) o]z} s}y c}

17) Fama,op_cit,,pp.63-69, )

18) HHz e Edel 0wl HiHe HE/RETAA s =& £REEY HHEESY LEds T4
He, HENE BEY T 9t 44 g eegelo o KA Just HiBIEH(mar-
ket index) o] RZEe] A=, £ 2olt THEHEL HAKERE(ERY ALdes oo
EFHHRE, TESBEHFERFHEBCT L), CNP£o] v}

19) B8%HY BB (systematic risk) o]z} SECRETEEREM (undiversifiable risk) 08  ZHFig)
A FkEE 2E B @ AHHoE U WAt B Y Rt BHESARS
—#E waek 8RN SR BERe BHNH 9% Tt BLl - REL - it ey B B8
olw, ABMo =& FITRBHEER, JSHold (BENET) &R, WHELEE BREHN ML
Wel = el ¥ Eel w2l A Bio] ole] $3lel FEBAEN ZE (unsys.ematic risk) -2 SEREE
E AT HBTEERLR (diversifiable risk) 22 ERA%E =t EXEAY &Kot JEER
B B Eold BHTHHLE T2 v+ BERIAE BurMo® B, AN BERS
FERRBHN MEB A ak ¥ gl Ak, KSR, BXAE S0 dd (J.C.

Fransis,Investment: Analysis and Management(McGraw-Hill,1980),pp.343- 83)
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6 B 2 B %

A4 @y =(LN)S, @, By =(1LNT Br oleh K6) 17124 MiBede et 2L EE
o EES AEEe ¢+ 9520 A, ARE ¥ HHEEY Ees¥dedAT @AE
g0 MBS GehAE of(er)® ToEEE 0 el $RE S X5, 2ot (Rn) 9 #
s} wEHeI T 2EAAE oA(Re) & BE ToEEed sulgelslA T £t ZoEE
ook o¥(Ry) o B BH (O AEHE R Tt BRE R EEV 2% e 1.0
el B abe (A Ml WBAES Femuch £ e, LOKES A I
o jEde MBS FHARET e fRe 2T AFE RIS 24 E(R,) %
bi(R,) 9 Fiol BET AHEE Bob 3NH2 AR AW FIECL WH(BEFHHN) o 22
eZo)om®pe) WAl WEEA ek

(3) TAREERRERL |
Sharpe 2), Lintner 229, Mossin) e T2 EF?|ondlel M WHARS S BEAA
mpdiBld EAEE RE BT AEMKE RESE WARERKREELS BB
s THO EATS Wl MY o) Bl EEEEE G 2R
© miEe TocIlokad EEREE BRE MEt SREEY KEEE B
o Qk of el [wlE )M ERMETERS EAE AL E@E Bl T
® nE mEHEE gEed ol 1A 1F %) A—REMWE e o) BE
o pES MSE 9ES) HEH Wl 24 WESEE Fo=A e BokA U
® BT BEEE FK9 BHKES B slste] F/EH HiRF (homogeneous  expec
tation) & Z&rh '
@ WATBS TE WEL 22 AHAENT, BARAIM Red FESH W,
= mEEeA A 2 RHATER Mt BALTE BelA smaiEel
© nE wEd @B —EHT TE REHET ERIEEH (price-takers) ot 2

20) R,Ball,P,Brown,“Portfolio Theory and Accountingy Journal of Accounting Research,
vol.7,1969,pp.305-306.

21 ) W_F_Sharpe,“Capital Asset Prices:A Theory of Market Equilibrium Under Conditions
of Risk’ Journal of Finance(September 1964),pp.425— 42.

22 ) J_ Lintner,“The Valuation of Risk Assets and the Selection of Risky Investments in
Stock Portfolios and Capital Budgetsy Review of Economics and Statisties (Febru-
ary 1965),pp.13-37.

23) ,“Security Prices,Risk and Maximal Gains from Diversification] Journal
of Finance(December 1965),pp.587-616.

24 ) J Mossin, “Equilibrium in a Capital Asset Market? Econometrica(October 1966),pp.768- 83,

25) F_Modigliani,G_A_Pogue,“An Introduction to Risk and Return: Concepts and Eviden-—
ce’} Financial Analysts Journal(May—June 1974),p.70.
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ralet(BETA) o &atZogfde] Bfhol BIRE HIEM HR 7
{&% ks BAKFITR (riskless rate of interest) 2 fSA =t EMT 4+ Jd3 22F/ (short
sales) of] = #ifRo] itk 26
Ll ke fRETolA Sharpe-Lintner-Mossin¢] CAPM-& HERREAN A EREE 9 t8
OARRE (R B & R o) EYe HaFm Qo

E(R) = By + Bi (E(Rmi)-R/) (8)

cov(ﬁ.,- ,I-?m)
%(R,)

A4 E(R:) & t#F BE 9 WEKA, E(Rn) e 8% mBIecIzos may
& Rt MEREE (AES) O KAKS Jehi, bt B% AFTdeue gmd (g)
el CAPME o 71X Fod BokE 4%t Aok A, WEWRETIA BLMY mas
MRS foEslt M-t B WRY BRERC £ o=, FERN AREREL &, L 5
HIRHE ks Aol BAREY @hrEEd BAY + oA 2o B4, 8, o mEK
A= RAMRT do) ko] 4% HAKAS 24 vk Fama 9b Macheth?D: 5
EHHE 5] @R BRERL A LAY oJw 8 BRERT FHRRKAY 932 5+
Sre A 8% KUK BB, Jensen? U Fama o} Macheth?® = gy oz
et Mol Bl B0l = - & (trade-off) BIfR7} 3102 B CAPMY S+ 4% &
B wRHAS 22 CAPMe BES o83} 2L HER LY PIEC) EESIL 9ee
ARl oF o130 A RIEL RIS —ERARMHS B (ex ante) WHKAT 562
BAE qehh ol Ksto] BBl Hekn (ex post) WhiTlo] FAMDDL Holoh S [me
Al8)e B, #HEMEY HxE LS 3F (measurement error) iﬁi‘—ﬂ BESI=Y, ol FToEZEP o
Bas Rt BOAD + Ak AA BT R8I Re o HEiwy 29604 ER il T
BIE, \EES L& TAKES KA MEMERR (2 mgIeosTgo ), BT o
£ RABE BARERRSS HAs A BAc) -

26 ) M.C_Jensen,“Test of Capital Market Theory and Implications of the Evidence? in
J.L Blcksler(Edltor) Handbook of Financial Economics(North-Holland Publlshmgco
1979),Chapter 2,

27) E F Fama,J.D,Macbeth/ ‘Risk,Return and Equilibrium: Empiricul Tests’) The Jonr-
nal of Polltlcal Economy (May-June 1973),pp.607-36

28 ) M.C_Jensen, “Risk,the Pricing of Capital Assets and the Evaluatlon of Investment

" Portfolios} Journal of Business(April 1969),pp. 167-247
29) Fama Macbeth,op cit_
30) G Foster,Financial Statement Analysis(Prentice Hall,1978),pp. 248~ 49

- 215 -



8 : E ¥ B %
2. HEH(B) 2 HRM

A

ole XaTA S BEE Esh W e THLRERC HY @HES (Tx Tos=F
o) RIBES EHFE REZ IS ¢ 4 Atk oA Afwow Wet) BAME £
wrz g

A5, CAPMolAl wlebabo] MAIEE Tt To=¥elos) HKa® 3 EKE e &
g1e slA Ho] FoETeloBiEel Mt - EAMLE

o, lEHe WABGREG o) WARAS HEdd FALY @HIA=.Y LAK
A WHE = BARA E(R,)E A9 @RN &8 A S BEE) Aokt RS
2]519d (E(Rn)-R, 1ol st 2A=7] o] =} 3D | ,

AR, WEHE REHS BEEK HATH, ot Mk HuE ERSH HEdozd I
EEoo) ME, BT KM HHEEES BANRS RAZ AWY ) ERES BER
EmsEs WEEA 517 Aolth32) = et MBHERC HE - B AHT %2 M
Bkl @A WHE BHAL o] ToEE opHTAl del EREZ A3

A, wEls $eEge) e REFME (performance evaluation) ol = Ffs v} 34)

AR, WEH ML, BAELE, HREKE (warrants), $41 (option) 5 WHAEES
7ol FIAR ) |

o et HBEUS Ei AT el B KES Mol 3T Fie FAL
0 o5 B diie THAMERC 49 wRa0E 4R AESE, FARRE £
smrEae) Ml % HAMAY K M A, o« LEEAWR MRL MEH &
o Yerim 2 B o fEHL REsA )30 '

o)

maaicha, To e oWmBHS MM (EE KRBA) oY BB REME A< Z2F f&
BHETE (5 W) & #BitstEs Rolet ¥ 4 Atk CAPMe] Razdwd BEOVT-S BRE
feREEel wEte] HEoR fEde] AR Et Z+e oo} e BEWA R i HRE
ol A olw @EHEEsE Wl et Eaeslel low, HEBAFTE w et Bl st E—g——g—%-',‘-
AAE7 ] oS ARA 2 AL ddste slEL

31 ) Ball,Brown,op,cit ,p. 308,

32 ) B.Rosenberg,J Guy,“Prediction of Beta from Investment Fundamentals, Financial
' Analysts Journal (May-June 1976),p.65.

33) J.C Francis, S H Archer, Portfolio Analysis(Prentice-Hall 1979),p.67,

34 ) Rosenberg, Guy,op.cit,,p.65.

35 ) Fama,op, cit, ,p,77.

36 ) @EHFsEelA e EAFE Griffine EH 8ol & Ei=ol gt
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(| EH(BETA) o &FtZEMAIS Mol BT KR B 9

I ekl PesERel BRar HspRs - EBHY Bigeel M

1. BRN Hre BF

HARE ek REQ #Ehe] REERC W3 HEE £2 B2 HEAA Bi=] o,
Hagmey fEdl A= —& gi#lule] wietd IS nx= Roew M= At Eifo sk

Myers = 3% BREE BWHH N4 EHMKA (real return) 0.2 i};}»}z} gk ol HEB
529 + gl or thak 1o} Biel ABAl v MM SEABIA FHY ) BETRY BEE
AFEEY MR Y& (financial return) o 2 @#= v HAWB BRFIS wEle) e
BERRE =E2xdx s (K1) 3 L vWekReBERY ®REQG BEE Axsgek3D
1= EEfFS HER WRSS 8 KRR (causal relationship) o #MBEIM == EMT K8
# - EE BIE (shorteut) ojnl BES) o @S S0k

(&1) HIEl REERS| ERH Wi

R % &M
B8 9 (real sector)
> & w
G EEET S PR
|
|
! /
E REULE:
5
o OB E OB |- - S BB
+ARIBEE] NPV
( MERERE ) 85
- & MW M
il et = | (financial sector) T“ﬁ%gﬁ%
¢ g
Hith B E®R : + & AFE

-=—=-——-—y KFHR MR (Shortcut)
————— HEB4R (Causal Relationship)

37) S.C Myers,“The relationship between Real and Financial Measure of Risk and Re-
turn) in I Friend and J L Bicksler, Risk and Return in Finance,vol | (Ballinger Pub-
lishing co,,1977),pp.65-66. '
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10 E % B %

Hamada = $ 0522 9 AH ARMES Mkl BT FoEalA wet2 Hksls £33 ¥
Beo AN fol- % v elx) (financial leverage) 2 HE= = ¥ BABE B Bk
2 Wy geg wyrh 38) o)k fgo] AKE RIS FEKS BEdlA BBEE< FRIZSY
BEhiEe) MEAS =R ATl el s BAMES Bgdl BRI sl izl FAY + ASS
oju gt Hamada &= = 18 B REHS ABHOLE meRsta ek 39)

Lev: Hamada ¢ Bigehis Bfste) BXBRT RBRAE B LX= HEs e #¥Ey
2] %) (operating leverage) & @ikl AR W mmay ks B MG 29 HREn0),
ol e Bl A 224 (F BREHNLTS) =Eggo s KT g #gho]
A Ev AESHE Aotk 2E 4 A4 BB RS R felpThe &) HR (EE
F#—6.912 ) 7 AeS H@slel BMHRe REWS MERESIT et

Bowman & 5@ BRN GRS REEROEA HREH HES Bl @Rl Bl
wl2]=], @Ef e}l (accounting beta), AFHULSS HERHY EEHS HErstm Aokl gEee
7)) o] #a4E Hamada 9} F—3 &#HE Helz Ao W EEfab (default risk) & BREUS
Ao o B AAV AL 2elFT gk Thgel 2E Ballst Brown!2) o &5t X3
o= #Fd @b el (B4) o BRE EREERER g e (8) fel= R (9) 2L B Bk
S 9eg #ERstn sk @it ek (8Y) & ABIRES it Flast HpToEEE 0o FHAA
o) Ao Tl Myers & gihul ete} misge etiel = JEEREQl BB Btk ASE

gRsh 9okt

B:* (9)

=5
bi=g

38) R.S_Hamada, “Portfolio Analysis, Market Equilibrium and Corporate Finance Jour-
nal of Finance(March 1969),pp.596-616. o] =l A#S Dpbd BTl £EEEERE
— (=, Sa=Sp+Ds) & £¥ ¥e(fe) € hEF o] AT Bolm ek VA fav
L FEN EREEY BHES MRS g £X WEelEk

D
Bo=( 14— ) fa
Ss

39) R.S.Hamada,“The Effect of the Firm’s Capital Structure on the Systematic Risk
of Common Stocks? Journal of Finance (May 1972),pp.435-52.

40 ) B_Lev,“On the Association between Operating Leverage and Risk} JFQA (Septemer
1974 ) ,pp.435-52.

41) R.G_Bowman, “The Theoretical Relationship between Systematic Risk and Financial
(Accounting) Variables,” The Journal of Finance(June 1979),pp.617 ~ 30.

42 ) Ball, Brown,op,eit,,p.314721. ‘

43) Myers,op.cit_,p, 76,
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MIEH(BETA) St &EtE#0) Bkl BT REH HR 11

cov ( X,,X,)

A =
P *(Xm)

Xi ¢ % &EFIA (accounting earnings)
Xn ¢ 2EEEES] FHAG

Se 1 % WIBEE

Sm : BT EER 0 HIEEME

Bowman & RIS H#C2 WEst FABBIED) i chilol s HEH MES 9o o
A3 BEstld £ B MRS 2 Jdee wslx 9ok 28y 2k BBEWRAA =3
HEb FEE BIGRE MRt BER o5 RERSS SHE BHNOTE ek MEs)
gotz @Esta ok

Turnbull & BERAY fEl-S 3] BRE &k (Bv) 3 HEKS BRY BROZ HEEY oo,
£E] BRY BHe CEFEERY mBzoEIyod Ui KEEY KBS HETo
EZeloo) W REES MEFHoIH, i@k BRY B (fe) & 2% BRY BB i
Bel el HEEM o5t Ede ngehed) ool B@Kke BRM AR Tubull
o BielAE RS el wel #EhshA Aok N o%) REMES WESS 28y =
2A =9 gHe] BHY4TS %ol ERN AR (A) S BMT Hol WEYY Tubull & o3
o BE FE ASE(F, vOT £0,085/0g < 0) AASPAEH, ol Myerss) Bz
ok —~EHATHO) o] HEE HBWzolA RERs BRI BB B 55%7} ol-$- 353}
Ytz Qe Hiol A3 shde) Rel 2 4 Ak

Lev ¢} Kunitzky = 3.0 BEESG FREEM: (environmental uncertainty) 2 ﬁ/’}x}a] 7D B
sted R3] BAY I EHHSE ZiE( (smoothing) T BRsHEH, RELEES 2843
¥EHe BREY AR ROUTHE BRS wEsiy Q4D oS RBAFAAE W) 8
# OBRE, HAXE, BESY RECEEYS HEA WK Aee BRI 2o o] aME
£ooln FHABBMEC] RKitsle] vy FAsls BEEE Y 48) ’

) B =g" - gy P X)), AKX £ BRI, 0(X,) £ i 0¥ SEFAY B

R .
45) S M, Turnbull,“Market Value and Systematic Risk? The Journal of Finance(Septem-

ber 1977),pp.1125~42,

46 ) Myers op_cit, 6 pp,72-73. :

47) B, Lev,S_Kunitzky “On the Association Between Smoothing Measures and Risk of Co-
mmon Stocks} The Accounting Review(April 1974),pp.259~ 70,

48) Myers,op.cit ,pp.62-63.
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Ll o4 4rsd i wpe} o] wiehe] EARE hrEREe 2 REsa de FHBRES it % el
el x|, gewelx, @abulel FIABBIVES ol Tilgsh, Bl AN AL RBOFTRERS
L gEAY B doe REE slem, LggE BERSS BRmoZe ¥ ehehs S
e HEE Yok zAd BEH FREA FERs) HEE 21 ARRE m B
mste Wwigs e Zeh49) mEERE £XY SRFIAL) FHREMH W KEES R
g Rusted Fae BaEol mALSE BERS ETE Aol webd ERERZ
o @Ry ek MBS R ARk HEIHLERE 2R mEk B S Vet € AR
B ye hEHe ¥ okl o WY Aol e @9 AEHARE BWEBRK
3 Bmsld wRES B MRE AR e CEEH SHLEES RerstE 2 AHEEE
e wrh 2o MAKES 7HA Al mRE fakse MR @%Bﬁii% 48R
u} Beaver,Kettler, Scholes &< e RS e AR BEsta ok

2. WM Hxrol K

AEre RS Wil Y @B (@HEE) S AAE WY KEH HRS
1960 At fdpi el oo B HEFSle) SEd, olrlAE EEE CIF ekl BE R H
B B4 @EH AREETE (@IS o Al W Bt Wetel Bl HT GFE
wee) A k] MR BIRE Ul Asnse ae |

AEheh o) 8] HewEEel M RES B 50 ol Beaver St Kettler R Sholes = ME,
REE pEeH, mE LEAE FARDE, @it 7EGHBHS AR A
MES s, 1 AR dche mER, B AamB, gEbiEds
el WEE BESICY, RES SR REMEEEES ARl 97 —Hit] gl
Qoo smEstn ok =W 542 TS ToEEel oKl MMERT A8 2f52 BB
(e o)A EAMKAE WELS BB WAL BRUS Whites 31KE T
45 10MHS) $o=Ee ok A AGLE, WHEREE % Ei e (asset beta) = T
dersl 55 B HHoz MM ee EEEANE st WA RERECF 0.71
we 0,974 EESES REHel 1 $A skt dehSD Melicher & SRR &
mae] BRAA EEBAND B T MEE WERARRE, MK HL 2R =
oot BAHLE, BB A S BHEWEA ] ARESE AN MR ATE 2

49.) Beaver, Kettler, Scholes, op cit,, pp.660 — 63.

50) Ibid,,pp.654-82.

51) R.White,“On the Measurement of Systematic Risk’ Unpublished ph. D _Dissertation,
M. I T, 1972, in 8, CMyers,op cit,,pp.55-56.
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MW ek(BETA) o stz kel BISE SEEERY HE 13
S, HEMe) Ko Wt MEBRE Wtk Wl B KME 24 AT wusln
Aek52) TigwIEhol GEHBMANS Eshutel SRS Bildersee of S3te] WHEH A E
053), 9fEe) @EBRCR HB e, WEARSEEE FABBESS FRMIROT @
e L3 BB ERNE Jehin, WBEES AEGel Y B ot Y35 et
g4afo] drlyton, HEBNE BREHIEE A RESBHE == Xsx A% Griffing
AHAIGHEEES FAse HWIRAY EEo =y £33 ARlETR HE ARl
Fga WTHo B AR WSl A8 xol, Weh) HEE HWELSE) FHTE BF
S9E50) Tompson e MEEMR 2 ToEFelokiold 51EY HAUBEBHEE Wte) B
o FHoE, MER MEEEME HEELE ATHELESS HHY FRo Jse) HE
Ho] 98¢ Holx k) g, @Ebulehel MBS BIRE Hmo T WAG BE:
Ball 5 Browno| ¥4l o] £& @Ehilehr} mBvl ehE A A2 35 ~ 40 %8 RUSHE Ao
2 #&ss Qh56) Gonedes: o] 59 gz ¥ Beaver o} Kettler % Scholesd] #58 -
Ot NEMoS KM ARE WRE FERIAR RS KM (first ditference) & A
Y ol BT 519557 Gonedes o) o] S2-& HFol Wele] Beaver &} Manegold &
gitu elol digul etel Hisle] A3 HIESRZ (measurement error) & RWESIZ Jou W
igu HBBIS] 20 o= REFVCHT FiRSHA 58 '
gatmme) W ROl BT BHY FRT Beaver o Kettler ¥ Scholes el &Jsje] o] %
ARE o] ol EL MEE, HERER AABHELY RWEECD (KD EERe] 1957~1965
fEh BB 24 %E BT 2A FUES Wt A—siohs Bt $43 BRE Q¢
& gioshsich Eskewo) Big 59 = Beaver %9 Bish 2ol @EEMel % I cHERo] B
% HBERMEDD ET DB GE —KD BEYS ®BFsx U5 Elgerst o5 B
JeksEoh i ohe] Rk instability) 3 (/8 EHEZYS FNHE (shrinking etfect) o

52 ) R.W.Melicher, “Financial Factors Which Influence Beta Variations within an Homo-
geneous Industry Environment} JFQA 9 (March 1974),pp.231-41,

53) J.S.Bildersee,“The Association between a Market-determined Measure of Risk and

’ Alternative Measures of Risk” The Accounting Review(January 1975),pp.81-98.

54 ) P A Griffin, “The Association between Relative Risk and Risk Estimates Derived
from Quarterly Earnings and Dividends? The Accounting Review(July 1976),PP.499—515,

55) Tompson,op cit, ,pp.173-88,

56 ) Ball and Brown, op,cit,,pp,314 — 21.

57 ) Gonedes,op, cit_,pp 407-43.

58 } Beaver, Manegold,op cit, , pp.231-84, »

59) R.E Eskew, “The Forecasting Ability of Accounting Risk Measures : Some Additio-
nal Evidence] The Accounting Review (January 1979),pp.107-18,
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HEICT #AS T BRI AT B ougre FrEstAl gect shgiEhtY) 2eit 2
= 2 % B D A E o] TE T FRERS ZRC B BA BEARANE 2
= o] EeR WBEe=deled RABNE HAT MmN ERAE XRATH 2,
o)Z AT RE MEMERARERES SRS gyl o3 Billel FHHRRE
(MSE )02 o $4+gg nojx Ak 4, 2ok AN Fol Ao wletEEl-2 Rosen-
borg 5} MekibbenS2) o S)ste] EiGSIT vl o & WBEHS GIHIHE REVEE &
&3t wlelE BASA} fﬁﬁl’ﬁlﬂ-?ﬁl‘:}.‘ :

LLLS EEM W BEE 2 o BhEvelx, gxaeA, g, AARDE, BE
KT gIHEEE BH =t %R R AAE —BIE FRoE vekel AR WEE R
T Qo Jolx WEEe) ke —wshd 9x Hge wel MRTE ¢ F Atk ook 2L
Hee T BED gl WEE - 1 TRo 2 RA, FIHAEN A¥IRd EASE
gEhEest e B ERES RWsh Savhe B B4, EEA - EXMC #AEE &5
gk W Hrko) MBSt By As, ¥Eol MER o¥E RA—EAd @EAA FHER A
Walo] AstRcke B, dls, BIumme)l RBEKY MEE RRoE FEIte BEE 4
1A o} 68)

V. EEN WHR

B o)At @®EY BETE BT 4] Axsle MBHEC st #itd= eitHiER
S} wEEke WRM BRRE WS R - BiElsd sl FAMLE BEW HRE B
49wz gtk =ix 2l 9 HERS BEsy T AT RS F0 ARMSNY BES

< 31712 ek '

1. DD BRR HE

BB e [AA%e ¥EKY BRY ARAE e (8:) 9 FERRRS ¥EE 27K ‘
o Jdg T 5EFHS A8 TEk ToegEe e (6,) S MEter, BuBE (5H
e ) 2 A 271X 9 MW FES Sshed welel MBS 23 oty Bess MEEE
X, e wlelx), gEhiel, AASEMES 932 BEFRAA —HY $A9E 2ol mER

61 ) Elgers, Murray,op cit,,pp,358-75.

62 ) B_Rosenberg, W Mckibben, “The Prediction of Systematic and Specific Risk in Com-
mon Stocks} JFQA (March 1973),pp.317-33.

63 ) Bildersee,op,cit,,p 84,
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f;‘lEH(BETA)Rw}- ASErEKMS BRel IR RIER B 15
5 5T GHBEE Asigich =l Bed 2dsh GRS EAHAKS FEd 9 &R
R

Bi=a, + aFL; + a,0L, + @38} + «,EVAR, + as DIV, + e\ (10)
Br=ay" + a;’FL, + @,’0OLy + a3’ 8 + a/ EVAR, + a;* DIV, + e, (11)

q7]k]) aO)aOI = ?%’ &
FL;, FL,

7 ] I o EZ| 9 P9 ma]ﬂalz]
OL;, OL, ‘ ) zoEZe) o Po Bie]uelx]
Bit, Bt = i Y IToEER 0P it
EVAR;, EVAR, = /4% 9 ZoEEe|2 P9 fljﬁﬁib{&
DIV,, DIV, = ip¥ 2 To=ZeoPo AR |
§ &% vehie, Red BERR (He) 3 $vB&R (Ha) &
® Ho : @, @’ > 0 Ho: @, @ S 0
® Hp, @ a,, va;f > 0 Hy,: @, a) £ 0
® Hos © ag, @7 > 0 Hy,: @&, ay < 0 -
@ Ho @ a,, ;- > 0 Hoe @ 4, '
® He @ a5, 2,7 < 0 Hes 0 @5,
o} et

P P
MM
N %E

>
M

7
4

K]

VRN
o @

s

]

5

2. BEHo R|E

(1) SFretsuE 2 o -

SATE SIS 197848 1 ARE 19824 12 A7hXS] 54 ( 60@F ) o2 sty o
T o] fife] BEMBS FEH WMBES BT Gash: ARl mHEY S fzd FHT 60
fAS AREKARS BAOZ 4% + Avke 3, 2T HBARY MEHREHE HEW 55
s AFETRSITRE B5Y Fifio] U7 dFolth AMMSAEOTE 105HEE BAE @)
Qe ol 19774 12 AKTH 19824 12 AKZA BEBESEFFA LB= dv 4%
B BT BE - B S5 RAREY Bit 0% © SRESE ARE © FAK
o2 BEHSL 12 AK0] ohd % @ BEMBIA FAOF 9B Rotod HEMR] 2 DA
T o% O FAMNOR BAES BT 2252 BAT AY 2E 232 Jelg ol

(2) sl Ehe] HexE
B2 w el Sharpe © HBRR S FIEsI 2 HEEMES T35l
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Rir = ai+ biRm + eis (12)
Rie = 10ge(Pi,:+1/Pi:) (13)
R, = = ¥ (14)
m ¢ - 105 l'::l it

A7 A, = 1,2, e , 105, t=1,2, , 60
Ptt - lJ]:j%“] tﬂxﬁﬁ
eiy = HREW

ai bi = BEMRS DK 3 EHEN |

S A& Jehich WARS KES B FESt oirl4 BAREE BT AL lg e
@t Roe o) Hrh Byo) dished gemigole] MMEMES 15 %A TS Bt HAKBLE
3 AL A—T ge A7 AEol k) A AR KES Lo B KEBLK (KAK)

o HEY AeL mE AUUEE, EOUER, MEAMSoE st HEKAR Lol Tk
asme olo] Wit BEBSERTT [ BEHHER | S KUBFRHEA [ BFTS )
2 pEsle EEMS ERIES BESGES) THENE BAKEENE FEL G2
SRk ARS BHFHES FAT 2L SAKMEENS St MEA 2 At 5
R 60 A ) 9 e imge] REs AL MEECH S wEmd BREEEE RIS
oredd Q7] W Bolch66) g ToEEe e et B, v dlA T 105 B: & AL =
o ANy = EFEE ud @ B 5 EA EEFHs kst @k B, & =T 217
Ao FRKEREE = WESIA HEvg |

(3) gt =&
git EREETE GIEBRe BT EHE T2 Beaver §°7) 3 Elgerst®) o] =3teh
& GEHBEE % o et g3 2] mEA T
® F%= (DIV;) = ( £ . DIVA)A(ZTaNIL), t = 1978 ~ 1982
DIVA, : tH ¥EHEol ZHhd BEE ’
NI,  © t#ih ¥@EkEd EETES s
® BEelwe A (FL) = (T TLOAZT- TA,), t=1978 ~ 1982

64 ) E_F Fama, “The Behavior of Stock Market Prices’] Journal of Buksiness,1965,pp,47
-48,

65) o]0 BEHEL AKX, FEE, BHFRER ( R, 1977),pp.195-8 & BE.

66 ) Elgers, Murray, op.cit,,p. 361,

67 ) Beaver, Kettler, Scholes, op,cit_,p 666,

68 ) Elgers, Murray, op cit ,p 374.
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9l et}( BETA) o} &FtA#MS Bthel B3 £EH HE 17
% O -l |
¢ BRS) AR
® sl eA (OL,) = (TLiFC,)/ (Zh TC,), t=1981 ~ 1982
FC, = tH$e HEEA
TC, = t#ihel MmEEA
@ el e (BA): ASALE ;,, =8,+ B:* AGNP; + ey, t=1976 ~ 1982
ASALE;,,AGNP, = tif# MM 3 BRM@EES FMEmE

TL,
TA,

i

. NL _Ni

® RSB (EVAR,) = (L lthy ~3g) 575 11978 ~ 1982

EQ, = t ke HOEAMT (REERK)
(NI/EQ) = 5fEFEMS BEMTrHiE

BLES 5 EEEE EEWA EEE Level il 9 Acld, gEItE 2 KA
B2 White o WEIEHE A0 RS BES AN 2e KEE foEshs
Ae BRI S o @F Wk L) MEE 5 2o) HUEEE(LEe] urh F& RABIC o
o GNPL 7y GHAIAT 5o MRMES o7l 9o A48=E Rolch ofF BES W
o BELSOLBEET [ LBGHEE |5 REEST) [ LBeSHBM 19 kad

69 ) Myers,op,cit, ,p.55,
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2. RIAD MR

(£2)d4 & 4 Q& utet Zo| #Ed WEke BRI A% —0.316 %8 2.1757
2 rEsle] glor SMFHe To =T WA Zo] 1.0000]30" 5#% EoEEE S

(%2 ) WBIHS HEMR(1978~1082)

E 45 W e (bi) ¥ 5 4R B (15, | Studentized

e Range
% P P P P P fractllo

= = DAREAE )
ol % 1 - - | 0.829 - - 0.18 -
2 & # 4 3 0.334/ 0.520| 0.403 | 0.01| 0.10 | 0.07 1
sAg A= 14 0.299 1.353| 0.721 | 0.01| 0.22| 0.14 8
A - QB YAEAY 10 |—0.316) 1.476| 0.504 | 0.01| 0.38 | 0.17 5
31 & - Hf- e 3T :

2 o} A A 2K 17 0.183 2.031| 0.893 | 0.01| 0.55| 0.25 12
W2 EBEAEAZY 7 0.608 1.332| 0.940 | 0.25| 0.35 | 0.29 7
A1 AFFEAN 7 0.414/1.126| 0.846 | 0.11| 0.46 | 0.29 5
2 ZFEAE - 714 : '

.816 2.175( 1.465 15| 0.58 | 0.
Fo - Az 18 0.816 2.175| 1.465 | 0 5 37 13
= ¥ A A o 14 0.893 1.546 | 1.177 | 0.10| 0.34 | 0.21 10
3 =) % 8 1.0471 1.452| 1,253 | 0.23| 0.62 | 0.38 6
s = #F 3 9 6 0.946 1.468| 1.209 | 0.34| 0.50 | 0.44 6
2~ # 7z | 105 |—0.316/2.175] 1.000 0.01| 0.62 | 0.26 73

ASr —0.059 88 1.9197b4 £fEslol gt EmH FHe w9 SBEE ( 0.403 ),
G - KR - PEEE(0.504 ), SeEpE s (0.721 ), B 1 R&BEX(0.846 ), 162
CE - R - 1S ZelaE AER( 0.893 ), S BEYHREE (0.940 ) s &
s o ok s, RAMEE( 1.177), B AME(1.209), HEWR(1.253), &
o - BRSNS ( 1.465 ) 52 2EEFHR opch g 2HEWHY Aol EHNE
o] ©29 ¢ RYPshe HEA B () & 2EHE nd ¢33 (0.44), =HY
(0.38), 2AFEAF - AARNA2G (0.37 ) So] o solw S4BEAEY (0.14),
Za39 (0.07 )0 L Yol Foied, 2MEFHE 0.26 0% ol& Ra¢ 7} Riv &7
26 %S SR oA L FHERE GRERCD RUEY & YT kit =X AHILE
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1 g9l B’Eel Ris7k “HRESAT ( bivariate normal distribution )§ o] &the A
v ©l¢] BFoll= Studentized Range B A Alsho] Mty £75¢] Studentized Range S} M #t 3
B kel k) 2K 70 PBREE ERMEE olFT o UnRE: Ay 2% o
SERAHTEE WL J&-& BPh 2o oL & HRE € FEe nA) gt Row
ek e} ' :

BB EEAHT( stepwise regression ) & Erst7lol kA gat@get 13. By, 92R;)
2 MHEERRESY HHMMERY HHERe (%3 )3 2L 714 Sl EHERY W E
o= EEE, pBEWe A, FABEME) AL HIMES oS glon, Lo 23 2.9
dEbehE A dFEe] 94 4AWAE P YL BE 1 BESN W 25 e S 5+ 4
%7 ekl FIAREIN S BERde] AEN WFE AN deh U e BEEY

P‘

Il

A

w

(®3) AMH HR(1978~1982 )

B Ek | iR et(B:) | B EB,) | & & g # F £
RE (ZoEZr e F oy
G R (ERRRRKEE)| & #) (92(R;)) TEBREAYE o eFa) ogkHs |
R % =| —0.263 - 0.709 —0.238 0.427 | 0.298 0.101
(DIV ) [ (0.0067)** | (0.0003)™* | (0.0147)*
BHE5E] ¥ 2) = 0.377 0.703 0.107 0.755 0.136 0.073

(FL) | (0.0001)"" | (0.0004)** | (0.2786)

= S ISEEY 0.137 0.267 0.109 0.523 0.226 0.122
(OL) | (0.1639) (0.2426) (0.2665)

& i W E 0.056 0.113 0.075 1.023 0.792 J.322
( BA ) | (0.5725) | (0.6259) (0.4441)

FlaSen 0.249 0.449 0.372 0.185 0.289 0.151

( EVAR ) | (0.0100)* (0.0413)* | (0.0001)"*

H1) () e ABEREUT 00] 2 REX (P —value ) 9.
2) **:a=0.0164 HEHY.
3) * :a=0.0504 HEHY.

3= HifFs FAe polx gtk

_ Max(R,) —Min(R;)
70) SR; = TR

71) Beaver, Ketller, Scholes, op.cit., p.669 2] %(5) = F—3} kA& 3ol Qv

» S(R:) & Ri o] EEHAY. 247 WAL Fama(197) 51281
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20 EO¥X B %
(&4 ) ERBER BEBH IR (1978 ~1982)

CEIR FERE
i a DIV FL | EVAR ,. | F—fE | 2l ABALE
B RE (r%)
’ 0.003 1.322 0.142 |17.02** 0.0001
% W et ‘ (4.126)™* ' ' '
(B:) 0.246 } —p.281 | 1.158 .
0.170 |10.48 0.0001

(-1.876)%} (3.527)™"

2.448 | —3.390 0.504 [12.28% |  0.0003
W% o e (-4.391%"
(B5) ~0.721 | —2.857 | 3.899 0.839 [46.82™" |  0.0001

(-6.205%%(6.117)*"

® fx | 0.017 0.0253 0.138 |16.50%%|  0.0001
(®(R)) (4.062)*"

1) ()RE t—valuedl.
2) wx a=0.01994 BEHYA.
3) %= :a=0.05d4 FEHA.

(%4 )0 BRI EEBAES v mHeh(8:) o ¢4 9¢ EERD} HEe HeI= 8H
A4 17.0 HEE RHEsL 922 Vi 91, K ¥35 94 ERs —BE gle, 53
o o) HEBEE WIS d Tk R Ads) EEY &L Hu 08-S RATH A X
o EZe)oktd YA MRy BELEEET Lo oty BEHE 83.9 % R
Y 4 Qo] BB mEMo] o% Feldw ok =ehd 1978~ 19824 Fele B3RS
WA e ( financing decisions ) 3} AR¥EGE ( dividend policy ) o] H#ERAY fabge) &
By mEEREe 9SS Bty vk 58 Afkkds @R ke B HRE 2l Ao
gnge] BEsh A2 RReldR Ash AW A Rk 2o BERS RMEde Tl By
penbe] AER @EEEE A%HGou REREE $X otk Ao BERA &S 2
BEEKES 0.0001 ~0.0003 22 o}F o} mule] HAE #F & AYE v FT Yok

V. & i

A2 e FEEETAAY BREERR Lo=2e o BRHE Bt R BER
fel W Ebh AR TBlA E HEES MOS Ao € M- BRERY S gopmgro,
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M eH(BETA) o} &atzsfiel Bithel B3 REH F 21 -
EEF BN - TR Rl B BFEE &l WY REEREC 9 4 it gisEms F
WiZbE A Bgkdt =¥ HEW WHRE Esld BEY ASd YA E mEEde sty
e vl b7l BEEE FIAT F s BRERC 24 Rt Hesdd ol RreERC I
< Gt EE MHe elA o BERYS RRs w2l Sl ASE gEe sk
RE7; &5 BRRE K=l glo] gitime] BRAES o= JE Fsks vty
R Bl MBHERERT AT AYL mFudcz & 5 doh ol 22 FEL 4
e, RALS UK, GIEHY £EE GIHECK REERTY BRREH FEAA #F
W el 2o HAK Ut a%E s g |
L AgRelA #BEs ME 9 Yoz FEFAS BReE o3 2k
A, g Jetie] BERH R N7 HES Faodt, kREBER.Z #R"
GHBHE BB PEdAE BEdE HET 219 1 A5t Beks Zolek welq B
BHEBSBoA T MEM BRlY KRS Lo Eae s Westy giaoFd4ds 429 g5
Bl BB EThHaA ok & Aol EA, FHEE vield KEET Y ostdE ool BE
#5o KEHERE FAs =) MEE IES) M e, #EE/T BB FHs MR
a0 MBel Re WRE BT ook & HEe) W BAN MEe] AL Aotk A, &
FEY HARANA = ZUIER LS 3]iZ ( specification errors ) o} HE L9 BB/ B4ES=
dl, o] BANA] BREFRS #ERsoF T Aoloh A, KES MBEE BH BRF
7l Bl RSB ol Rl gehe] BT Biges AAY ¢ gt @EWE 2 BB
A HE L MB#ER TRt 2t BEEES 4T o SAH [dolE slo]~ ) (data base)
o grol AF3 W T gl '
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