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Abstract: Taiwan government pays highly attention on digitalization, one of the most representatives

is online tax filing which provides personal income taxpayers to use during tax filing season annually.

Therefore, the number of online tax filing population is on of the most indicators of e-government
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satisfaction and acceptance. This paper uses expectation confirmation theory with decomposing quality
factors to analyze the determinants affecting the growth of e-tax filing population. The multiple data
collection channels were conducted to collect representative sample. The structure equation model was
used to examine the fitness and relationships between expectation, confirmation, satisfaction and
continuance. Our findings show that confirmation of system, service and information quality positively
affect perceived usefulness and satisfaction. Furthermore, quality confirmation mediated by

satisfaction positively affecting continuance intention. Implications were proposed in the final section.
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gl;,@sf* (Ho) : ﬁF/HJIf[[ 2 J’TEF F ﬁx/é-%sﬂﬁ'f”!‘ﬂ JﬁJjATJJ B o

P - iR J%ﬁwiﬂ ISP R L (Expectation ) S Bl g
i fl Jfféi?d ( Confirmation ) [ J[[—Wﬁplrﬁﬂai IRy > HHEE R LR ‘[\E?J’ﬁéﬁ’?ﬂg\lj—
AL R H P E RS - Bhattacherjee (2001) T HIPAALRL » S RAIE AL o
I T RO YR - BRI LR YRR - i) McKinney et al. (2002)
EVBTH 7 AR RERYFONIST (IS - R RAYROTER) - F SR IR (TR
%%@%§>’Wﬁ%@é%@@mwﬁ@oﬁmﬁﬁmﬁ%WHiﬁxmaﬂﬁﬁm;mﬁ
U3 CONETORS RS D=k - HSIAEIE R PR B - el v i Tl o 3 BT
TR I ST S 0 TP % 2 R R 7 BoltonandDrew(1991) pﬁﬁlzwg

PR popl /o 3SR RYAR 5 BRI o NI APRpuET = BT v @?&*ﬂpi :
M (HT) * 5@ TR o AR it -
fgr%’bh (H8) - #?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁff‘{é Jé%ﬂ_l[ﬁ(n%ﬁzj:;ﬁﬁ JiFﬂJEéLWT 0
]&}l?s? (H9) : ﬁb?nlﬁﬂﬂﬁ'ﬁ ﬁgawﬁ%%gsj e IO

33 B2 TR TE

z{:fm,l 754%“[ [J;fﬁpwpf Ff[[ [JFE ic[rg e ﬁﬂ@%ﬂﬂ fil P W%E'{L—
%o %,i,fﬂaaﬁmu jﬁﬁzpmu[gi?ﬂl [EfE cly [H[F %p;iﬂm%lf’%

34 BEX

AR Rl i‘%@*ﬁ f IJ%‘:{'[r U Eﬁ%@jb xg@ﬁlfﬁfm}b 1/ "“%dr R
FH - VFE FI[ FL ’EJEJ¢W ﬁ-i:]‘z’;l il I,Emfxz Iﬁm [Eﬁﬁ} Iz{:’jﬂ*}ufg;gﬁ[ﬁw@?
E RO R R R S R (Likert) 7 BIFUE 11 ”Eﬁ [ =7 TR -
AR S Hﬁghd/%ﬁ”az&n SET SIS o Ry PR [P D P
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1 PRIV ERES

HE t A 2YVR
W@ﬂ[’ﬁ‘ﬂ fP"F AR E A SRR ey ?Zflu V=R fEdF1 Bailey and Pearson (1983)
=] F /Tw‘t& g yfrgﬁtff 281G t;ﬂﬁlw:r = McKinney et al. (2002)
FREIETIORER AERRRL SR IHLLY SRR SR f |} HJTT {54571 Bailey and Pearson (1983)
ﬂ% 73 ER R ] F/—??ﬁ& +EpEE FF[! =2 McKinney et al. (2002)
TR LA i -
ﬁﬁ%”%ﬁ#lmﬁfp‘ér% AL R A ARSI fS5E T Kettinger and Lee (1994,
[?J}%at B SPEPI L T AR - 1997) = McKinney et al. (2002)
o VE P P P AR A % BRI 2 5951 Davis (1989)
PO (SRR i T -
e (P02 SR A s ARl e e o I Y (ST Bhattacherjee (2001)
A
(I
FIfpum ER (= BRI & it st R R f&eF 1 Bhattacherjee (2001)

o B AR R ST B PRI N (retest) (B IS 53 L
7? 25 o s 5*ﬁ"'}ﬁ§ﬁ3ﬂ9§§§?) %I”’lf'ﬁ*’frﬁﬁ il F’“%J%Ejy QZE,I’FFTF Ay ST -
SRR EURGHE R A PR ST BRI IS - IS AT My
Bhps 2 B o B IITEITVSLEJFEJw_n*é'ﬁ[f}%‘ﬁair@[l

RSO E o J?E[ﬁ—;ﬂﬂ% (sampling frame) > J[| “T‘ijfﬁlmlh[_ﬁ@ﬂl ) 2 T;Ti? ﬂ?@ﬁlﬁ
it EJ%“E' I Frrer i) - i By P T3 T M'gu : M’m s
LSS H MRS RRLY AP o [ RIS (i~ IRARRE R

R e e D U }'“#EV@—;{W%‘ T RSIVEH o SRR [Ht‘w?,i (unblased sampling)
F“F% B PR R R -

BV FEFSAI ARG L E I 3 (™ s - T HEES ) ofEd fig;;pgj,
7 EMBA ﬂ’«i“fﬂ% (SF HIE (i A pvRsi®) - [IA ¥ [EH A IS R
R - A AT {fJ TR o RLPEATROE AL N KR
MR DR IR TR AR F/\' F‘[””’T R Y xﬁﬂf‘fiﬁﬁf TR P R T BV R
FEAVRIVE - P fEssq) - Ik %HE¢E%WﬁﬂHP°HHﬁ F AR @A R
S T HFVE BT RS EFF“TE'FfJ#?%‘k (EACREr o Al JESEE [T R 25 pUiAl
SR lﬁgﬁz_ Ay s ﬁ@;;ﬁi ﬂﬂ { YRR SR = S =T SRR
’*#IF{'H q’FI [Lﬂj:me.ﬁpajr HIREE f‘a!]z*ﬁj LT o BTl SR L s F[fj{ﬁj@ﬁﬂ[ﬁ;ﬁ[([i, P
EAS‘}[&EF&F’%“*JV TR S RUET]E o
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il il 2HYE
e T w{ﬁ,[.%ﬁi AR RS ;‘9%1%'%#! Y EEISSHIVER AL (595F 1 Bailey and
Fgﬁa‘g . Pearson (1983) ==

11%7[,%7\;3_r1’£”%§4ﬂ e f‘f ERNe L pj[?jﬁ R - McKinney et al.
1{ﬁm%ﬁgfﬁnmﬁ4ﬂﬁu“¥§4[ ka\_jl I [FIIIFIJ =I5 ElﬁFFIJ]FFHI//TaJ (2002)

E’It+ o

FTY AR EHBIBI N S TIPS - 5T Dy o
i S B 0 *%ﬁr PEEI R SRS Pearson (1983)
R o McKinney et al.
RS ST AR L [ T PR BB > SO (2002)
E’It+ o
%Fﬁaﬂ[@*’rﬁj TS AR AL AR AT IR IS kR {591 Kettinger and
FEF . Lee (1994, 1997) ==
1ﬁ,n§Wﬁ ﬁf:@ﬂi,g F,g@ B ﬁfgﬁjﬁgﬁqﬁﬂy, l;t}g;:ggqﬂfy[ﬁﬁ&/ McKinney et al.
i - (2002)
AHRE ST AR E I fEEERES R EES Y
t[-;- o
S S ST IR - R S R Y
%j%,li[-z- o
R o i o N S Iﬁ [SF1 Davis (1989)

IYREAERR ARCREY RE S BS
E“z?ﬂrn . ,V?rﬁ ffim] ﬂﬁ,[.%ﬁif“fm%ﬁiéﬂ* %ﬁt RSl
P SE PSR AR D i l&tff *Jpl@**ﬂjﬁﬁ i f$d5F | Bhattacherjee
Jaq SR AL l&a:ff%pl, = ﬂl[ﬂrj[ﬁ > (2001)
G &lﬁ”m SRR AR o VRS IR EZE PO L -
ISR R Y SRS PR R I -
FIRUATEVEE A R 2 - @ﬁ%%ﬁf%ﬁzj SRLAER A - f$¥5F | Bhattacherjee
= PSR a7 ﬁ’?}i—] [ ‘%’ﬁ?ﬁ%a’iﬁ%@ ° (2001)
fﬁﬁ']ﬁﬁfﬁ%i@ﬁ?%ﬁﬁfé I&ﬁf |FE] o

ST TR R R SRR 2 (quasi-snowball method/semi-snowball sampling) 3%V
B4 (Berg, 1981; Goodman, 1961; Moughrabi and El-Nazer, 1989) » F/?EI%ZQ# GIEh Y- FEFEIEY
SO I BV 5 - oA 15T BRI 5 M i 36 B %“(Fl’ﬂ‘f[ﬂ'éﬁfﬁ
B 50 (R G % A (%) BT S S s R
VAR~ - PRBTYRAEY A R (R e (70[' H*TE'E*E'"E B
T gt I B) PSRRI - HE I 470 DI ¢
H £ 430 [5 o

A ?—F’ATEEHGWD% 3 B o BMEPSRIEL 51% 5 31-40 E%J@%ﬁ% S (44%) 0 HEE
41-50 (30%) ; SFRISETEES | =L KD 69% ; A AT B 53% » S SRH K 40%
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3 FFEH

R A1 e Firoib=

E3i]l Bl 219 51%
+ 211 49%

gy 21-30 55 12%
31-40 189 44%

41-50 127 30%

50 1) - 59 14%

B 132 31%
qy% 298 69%

PR i 1 3 1%
ﬁ o 26 6%

227 53%

W’t 174 40%

B LR 25 6%
JEAE 4 39 9%

?éj% . 7 17%

107 259

G 0/0

18 4%

i 11 3%

BRI 115 27%

g 43 10%

Rl

B P PR SN 108 25%
5-10 7| 143 33%
10 ’J‘E:T'j;,[\ll— 179 42%
s 37 f] I 138 32%
37- 99 218 51%
99-198 66 15%

198 i L 8 2%

TS SRR Q7%) 0 HRSET R 25%) 1 D O e
'yﬁyar1p (42%) 3 1s SE T 37-99 P15 (51%) -

4. AFTHER

?iﬁf%’ﬁrﬁ[%ﬁfpﬁ%ﬂl > FAE AL (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM) £L7 IJ’?& P il

I SRS R IS LY IR - R AR [N T ITEERE 1) R
¥ ]1 jfg lggu =" (measurement model) E’?mﬁ%ﬁﬁ;) (structural model) [ f[ﬁ'ﬁﬁm}) ) fﬁl fﬁ%)f‘%
PR I R R @%'@W%‘J%‘%l’ﬂﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬂ% © BRLV i A b AR



2 (SEM) SR IAT - IR S R Y i T U“FAFTJI’EHIE%% |
AP ORI 55 LESREL 8.53 A9+ 73 SRRV 53 ARt 3 AR b e i

4.1 BI€ #H3¢ (Measurement Model) 4 7

S RBGTAOLI (IR (it LIl It e
LI/W“@?“H'&?F'HEW L A R il Tﬂifgﬁ‘i%@\f ’Iﬁ&}i VE[EIf® (loading) 7 T {ﬁff?ﬁ
AR PUHESHERSE! > P [ yﬁi?f?ﬁ}r'ﬂ (Construct Validity) ° ﬁﬁéjif@ (Construct Validity)
53 B a3 (Convergent Validity) == [jf[|#%'% (Discriminant Validity) » & %, ijFF{»‘E 1!
[ v BRI R E > 2= FE?J’FE[%%%E@ iy AIpaER S BN Ry - L -
H[J%r@ﬂfj\ FUT IR Epy BBicp e 3 fEL[F“ VFIWTJ’T}@F&'I% o fﬁﬁf?ﬁifﬁﬁﬁ[%ﬁ'[\iﬁ HI
ESENN Nl 3‘?’?&’}% Y

'F;@E‘?Llﬂu A Vﬁr [‘F*, ik ]gll,%’\ﬁ’f F;Fi (Composite rehablhty, CR) == High B IV &l
(Average Variance Extracted AVE) Jfiirgl o 52 5 1 ,f P iR B AP U $21E > ) CR [E{nﬁ?ﬁl ,

o (R E B SR B (A 0.7 AVEEH%E' A (e

—rv

BRI, J,EI |;Ej EJJ\E/‘ 0.5 (Fornell and Larcker, 1981 ; Bagozzi and Yi, 1988) « [[%a 54, - fi’
PPk prfi B (factor loading) ikl » (X Hair et al. (1992) PSR IR RN 0.5 T RER -
EHE& 4 GrBggEa o APk fg'E:T’EI A E NN fﬁ 0.7 I'J = =M HEAEFE (p<0.001) F’?EJ?FF‘JI}IJ/

AR 07 5 AVE 4 061

i |35 iR 1] 3% Fornell and Larcker (1981) 1/ #3% » I FH 5 - {WA@ge AVE
TR f Y SEPREEIO ] (construct pairs) [V ﬁ',ﬁ[}j (correlation) « f345GA 5> AVE IV L
?BFJJEHFI}]F l/ﬁlrj,d];gj 2|17 [ N W e e e N A B B
A tiEE ﬂf[-"ﬂllﬂy L[Sy o o G || 5, o

D

—rv

4.2 ¥HH5C (Structure Model) 4 4+

AR ST AT fol kL G 6 2 03 APl AR RS I s WAy e (??Fr‘i@@()ﬂj“%\'rﬁ

# (causal effect) - ') bﬁﬁﬂﬁ“mﬂ@ﬁ erR IV HIPVFE % (model fitness ) [?FEJI/ RREST TIEE
P RRVEIEY - Rl I‘Fﬂ%’ﬁﬁﬁ” CAlA~ A Vel RLA - R e DR il er] -

Eilﬁ”{ﬂmﬁﬂfl;@ﬁ’@ 23 e N7 Sl b TIEE #lﬁé‘"ﬁﬂ\ [l F% (Bt =
Fﬁfﬁ';‘/ H| o = ?I:’PP'DJT;J‘J LISREL 8.53 (Joéreskog and Sérbom, 1998) il Flfl‘ifj%i%@?'@ﬁﬁ
B (goodness-of-fitindex, GIF) ~ I%EZ&@EE'@ fﬁ@{f (adjusted goodness-of-fit index, AGFI) - ﬁlj
[ e, ?’,5? (normed fit index, NFI) - ?Efdf’ﬁ:iﬁjm@ fF'[EKT (non-normed fit index, NNFI) ~ I
Y jf"@r ( comparative fit index,CFI ) W"bfﬁl? s E’ﬁ%ﬁl?“iﬁ}@@ ElfJF:'I%"



RN SO AT N A ALY i 89

F4 WEBFEERE TR

L . - _ S
g [HIETTRL AN S A G t-value ERROR  CR  AVE
O TP 1Q1 539 1.16 0.85 10.57 0.28 091 076
1Q2 5.35 1.37 0.86 11.57 0.26
1Q3 5.31 1.21 0.91 11.74 0.17
A R SQ1 5.17 1.23 0.78 10.32 0.39 0.87  0.69
SQ2 5.16 1.25 0.88 11.54 0.23
SQ3 5.14 1.34 0.82 11.79 0.33
TR U”E SvQ1 4.98 131 0.72 927 0.48 0.81 0.52
SvQ2 4.94 1.32 0.76 8.15 0.42
SvQ3 5.09 1.28 0.71 8.92 0.50
SvQ4 5.10 1.37 0.70 9.82 0.51
e PU1 5.36 1.19 0.84 11.98 0.29 0.86  0.67
PU 2 5.25 115 0.83 12.09 0.31
PU3 5.16 112 0.78 11.32 0.39
UL SATI 5.36 1.10 0.75 10.91 0.44 090  0.70
SAT2 5.33 118 0.83 10.68 0.31
SAT3 5.71 1.17 0.86 10.83 0.26
SAT4 5.12 111 0.89 11.09 0.21
FI = s INTI 6.06 1.26 0.92 13.56 0.15 094  0.83
INT2 5.54 1.24 0.87 12.09 0.24
INT3 5.64 1.29 0.94 14.75 0.12
#5 FEAEHIIR
1Q SQ SvQ PU SAT INT
1Q 0.87
SQ 0.54 0.83
SvQ 0.53 0.48 0.72
PU 0.67 0.69 0.58 0.82
SAT 0.60 0.64 0.55 0.70 0.84
INT 0.56 0.62 0.45 0.71 0.68 0.91

a. (BRYHIDY) P +s@£l§fEﬁV£' (AVE) 7T 44 -
b. 2 [ £ R8T, & AR TLF AR (78 -
o PRI - 31 S T AR A
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F.6 AT R P

ey P PP
RMSEA =0.05 0.024
CFI =0.90 0.99
GFI =0.90 0.96
AGFI =0.90 0.94
NFI =0.90 0.98
NNFI =0.90 0.99

Tanaka (1993) % Hair etal. (1992) #7t1t » GFI % AGFI il 152 0~1 [V IH] » Gff iy
O @ 0~ &) GFI=0.9 ~ AGFI=0.9 FiA2¥E (Henry and Stone, 1994; Scott, 1994) - %J'h‘
Cole (1987) QJE : ’E BV GFI> .90~ AGFI > .80 = &4 #5714 (root mean square residual, RMR)
< 10> Eﬁtw [Ei=C < - Browne and Cudeck (1989) I?:t 05 [0 F -G IS AL (root
mean square error of approximation, RMSEA) " fit £ “ilt[lfél,“f'ﬁ’ RMSEA ‘|'#~ .05 17 90% E
G il = FRLH € AR © [FilI Byme (1998) fF[L[' RMSEA {fli/fEe’] 4% 0.05 » FIAS0 1 5gffiel
T o R I A AR Tk A LISREL 8.53 S3 AT » g & IR
Ypske 5 A o EIIFS}% VEVRE ’Fliffjlzpj ?flﬁf@%{"ﬂ“ﬁ b g ter I FFj e

B A RS R R R ORI JFE'f;’iF/}

fri=l 9t > A RIE- HTEEE 5547 (path analysis) Wéﬁégﬂ‘ﬁi’f&? 1 Elflrj“%fhf's o £ {fF=
eI [ (SESTIE B EIEI (IR R ) T B iy PRfes
B liyj?ﬁ AR o EAXEE S TR N IR 7 R "I?Jj( A R A T SR e

Eﬁzj};[t’TJ/E' o
43 By BRRZBIEAN

ERPAAE] S U O - R BTN 6 T VER BT S oA
A JF]IE’?E#Q‘:J/??%F[FTJMWWEJ[¢’FJIZIJ”TTE LVPEREE H RS HD BES (H2)
AU (H3) RLP IR AREE BP0 A TR s ~ OAE ) PR RIFORRER - 215
%‘%ﬁﬁ AP SRR AR R A J%T%‘l‘%ﬁ'%% (B=0.69 > t-value =9.82 » P<0.001) ; ?“
HTE PR F VR P R AT (=073 tevalue = 10.31 > P<0.001) 5 [y 1) ")
(B3RS TR ‘lékﬁ'%% (B=0.68 > t-value= 9.95 » P<0.01) » [X[*=H1 + H2 = H3 358
W AR (R RS {07 RS AR A PO AR 619%F il TR
RO -
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=5z ¥
R ’E

) FE R

A1 A &R
R’*=61

;‘r’:?fucﬁag

) FE R

wﬁ&%

) FE R

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

' 7 LISREL V& &34

B e pmp A E R A H“FE‘FTJ FUPRISEEE HEE (HA) ~ BT (HS) =
4 (H6) ° ﬁg}ﬂmﬁy%%ﬁ’Q%ﬁﬁwﬁﬁ??wE“ﬁﬁ é@ﬁﬁA@OM’
t-value=3.80 » P<0.001 ; f=0.45 > t-value= 3.55 > P<0.001 ; $=0.17 > t-value= 2.04 > P<0.05) [ Eﬁ
—mﬁﬁ[’?’ﬁa J’TE%??J;DE P “E%ﬁlﬁ (B=0.45 > t-value= 3.55 » P<0.001) ; : ﬁﬁ/i‘%ﬁ@?
ﬁﬁk§£$¥ﬁuFW%%Eéﬁﬁﬁ@A@ 0.17 > t-value=2.04 » P<0.05) - [<Jj*=H4 - H5§}m%ﬂ%$
W ﬂ%ﬁ T@"rp‘y*‘Ea L fﬂﬁlm' JffEFﬁ":%?’iijﬁ,JFﬁE,@Tp J’FTE?:?: |[47F%E|’ETEFLL‘5 EI?JEJH R
AREE 69% o

o A AV ORGP B Hlﬁ'ﬁlmj‘“lﬂi?ql@?“ H7)- lﬁii%" (H8)?IE§?J (H9) -
#{%th%?%“ﬁ? ) g%%ﬁ’} [JFE a“:ﬁﬁ'x]@@ﬁéfl? “E?}J/?FEIFTJEJ A (B=0.48 > t-value=
439+ P<0.001) © 7 [ FTOTERENHEL AT IR ATRIEOR (B=0.43 - tvalue= 440
Pﬁmm)ﬁwuﬁ Iiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%fﬁgﬁﬁwﬁJ%@(Bonvpmszssdkomy
[N HT ~ H8 5 HO St i - 7 OB AT o SV TR R TR
i Wi JFEF§:§E (AR o R 73963 AL AR PR -

E“ BSR4 AP (P S F) "/ﬁ'ﬁv&lﬁiﬁ (B =) aH

R DB TR S AR 0 AR w@ﬂ%éyéww)% 61%f17J<

¥ tﬁ¢¢$ﬂ&w%ﬁqy$y6wﬁ

5. fEmElER

PR PR TR S TR IR ) S DA H R R



HII?J;IWJ o Iiflflgxé%g%@ﬁ'ﬁ“iﬁﬁl@ = =% Bhattacherjee (2001 ) VP4 €2 £ - Iﬁﬂ[’}}’ﬁl[ﬂ
- H7 - #*f?”“Tl%*’@ﬁFﬁ\”” 15 BTSSR SR R o
oo D PEE S BT NS A R R S F I (DI R A A
PERGE] ~ i@*'ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁrﬁﬁ » BRI AR A i PG (e i ] 7 O kﬁ‘F[
EriHAY o % I?'I[l”‘ P 1 SR A R T R VIR 4{/4%55 IF“’?%JE'? Bhattacherjee

(2001) ~ Rai et al. (2002) ~ Seddon and Kiew (1996) =58~ J’T':éf" o ﬂﬁ“‘
PR AP SRR - 2 B iy ’@’fﬂ VPSR (- ) w R IaRYA P R
A o [ﬁj}fFJIZID;H’HF@’]j“E@EJgﬁE* [[_[ﬁ ) ]}'\I[[‘“EJ ﬁjﬁ[_{ﬁ%[ ([

WV VR SRE P B OB ¢ AR S Y ST FE@
o SR I I TR - PSSRLID B RS EOHS (10 A
BB A FRLE S PR TR 7 R OTORRL Py ¢ RN .
SRR 1 [ e 2 F;W?W PRI 1 7 (i ) j‘j'f !l
P S -
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AT SRR R « A RO 4 2 ”E? AR ARERHE BONR R Y

PEROIR T G071 (PR RO s =) o Iuieossst » Pl o 15 @ f-r i g
WTEE, ?7|ﬁ|J H] lﬁfﬁ (%o

W TR A R SRR I IR N R T A
[ S50 P AL (W BRIRLAE] LR [ - [ s o
FRLIEE ORI » O RLE5 (R TS - 2 A o e

j(yEJ f/pJF&y °
P 5 P A B o SRR 8 S T L B SRR 399 Iy

B SRR S RO R « 1B MeKinney etal. (2002) fOFEAMRA - #5¢

1@#f;}a@ﬁ;1ﬁﬁ PRSI (TRl D EJ[JFTEﬁJﬁ# THpEE - ey Fﬁﬁ'h%jwﬁ

f uﬁéjﬁt Iﬁh’ﬁpJpéﬁ%*ﬁ—%iﬁ%@ﬂﬂﬁﬁ;ﬁ[fj%@%ﬁb » F A —llﬁ[ @’rir:;ﬁlhf;,g,l ) [Pk
A Lin and Amett (2000) ~ Pitt et al. (1995) Myers etal. (1997) EIU’PT'JZI s = 2o Bl [ HRLF] S

AR (T POppEn (o gaa@ds i~ ) » IR R o -
i?‘h&u’f’%ﬁﬂﬁ%‘ R ASLETR ’ﬂ“”?%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁff’?s&%“ e~ Ry = A A ek
IS BOIR SR ETR T - ST I PR
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FEAR= [ ETE T Iﬂ IHE ™ HE

] E}é&ﬂ LOniIsiE IP‘;jtF‘gﬁ?f,;ﬁqﬂ SR %I—?F““E il Fll:‘:ﬁi Eﬁp SRR TR
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F o PREEBPFHEE -

W R TR SR PR P EOP S R P9t
L HOR S PR TR SR I fiEeS et PO RE RN - RS T e
Eﬂ%ﬁ*ﬁlfjﬁﬁ;ﬁ Higk ﬂjp’ FRY T L—F.gp S| F]liﬁ}
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%@%&1ﬁﬂwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂ'aﬂfv@WPOWO?%?% e-mail. .. ¥) » BN
E}'l? f}%@ﬁ?’ P ERESES EARET S Y S pE s~ E a:ﬁﬁ;,]_ EYFE Hﬁﬁ@ﬁf&ip%@‘?*:

2 A [ 5 E}Iaﬂu RIZh o) SURTRIIRE < F1 % - A5 F.JEF%%%LEJ%F/MFF#WH &

%ill“ﬁﬁj [ikzas ]ﬂi/p;ﬁ”f*@ﬁi " AOARE  ARR TI TE VR F AR (R E)

S?%ﬁ%@ﬂ%mﬁﬁ’jH%%ﬁ%$7$#ﬁwﬁﬁﬂwmﬁﬂWE&@W%U@

SRR
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