Zi=d o MIEI 7Y
(Performance Evaluation in Basic Research)

T

g A

I.A o 0. AFAL 4% B7t 7Y
I 7|2d7¢ 4497 V. 8% 2 48

. A o

Fatrlgo]l FEE BAL BrlEd] BE T Waye 0 FYAAT Atk
aeu, ot Absis BAE ATAAS HeTIee] B TR AN BFA AY
9 EQ€ 27#% glom, olee ARAROR ATAUEEL ALtE BS 4ol
278 APAY By AN Fayel ¥A FuUsn U AAoln. odF 4L
ER% 24 23 ool ATNLRE Bt ozl AN TAE A8 TR
£ 712479 ANE A4 gD gs Agol.

NY 7lzATe Azl e =ele Beye Fusm ou, I 72T
Yast AdE =gt a8 BA @tk o714E @FALY 4o o) dugez
Jdatn Qe A2 ATFFFL AHE F, JlxdT 43Aste] o) AnBozA 7|
2479 4HYbrt e guldl dia) =ojs) A Bk

. xoiet Aot "ot 71
1. 7[& o9 s

Collins(1997)&= ¥= GPRAYA FAsZ A& A I (performance)el o3 oS3 2
o] A&, Ad, JFg9 M AR FEEFT JY. AE(output)S EH T Zo] FA F
A V5T AREEL ovslH, dF3(outcome)s A Y FA, A} FA T =W F

* 2 AY AFHNEEY chsong@kosefgw kosef.re kr

rlo

AU
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3 2ol FAVIAA AHES 9usta, JF(mpact)E AT/ Ee Ao wa FFH
o2 Uehve A3 9 1 anE EF dHded

AFALY Ade =8, 58, AAFE § IS g2 e o8 A3 F 3
U 22 F7HA 9o ARE OE A7 E oF Hold & e AEER gl B A7
Me A7 A3E TEHo2 AFSH AF 5 vy FIo ojFojd AF o
M Moz AHH Tz o)

T dAFAge AdEst By dE b F-SAEA JdF5E dTFRE
Kostoff(1997)& & + U™ Kostoffe A7/HEe 4FE Hrlste WPozA £33
W (quantitative method), 5% HWH(Semi-quantitative method), 3F ¥4
(qualitative method)22 FE3tx, %3 Wid A&se PHoz AAAZFAR
(bibliometrics), bB]-8-% (cost-benefit) &4, b]&-3F & (cost-efficiency) 4], Fur=d
(co-occurrence) @4, U E Y (network) 298 S o8 FE3}1 ).

A7) 25 OECD7t Oslo manualgd AlZoeg AF/Nde AEARE AYse
=g BAFGL Jdou oot BAF AFEo| ZFoA wolEr)A AR ok By
BE A7 o] olFojHof & Aojty, OECD(1997) & oldjd AEe HEg d3A
Aol g z+=59 Yot A& G A8 E ¢s4d. OECDE © AgdA QAFAA
o @A HIE AAATA, TG, AFE AR AFAY T2 291 F
ZbAEY A7V T SYAR TR Yt o] AEE A/, vLHAE, I
I7hE e AAT Hr AEH, @, Ty EY, A8, 2949, vFelAe i@
(B2 F-A)AAe Hrtg AAG g A3 o,

olZe) 79 19933 A#RstE % WE(GPRA)O| B3ge wa ARs =
A% =FHo] OFaA o|Folpon, 53] J|x7Ee Addte AW A 712
gD AFHE FA A Hol AFHAY. o)} 2L xH3Egy 4PE
3z ke Al dis] OSTP(1996)7F 71238t J#grtel]l tig slol=eled e AA
. OSTPe A#B7te 71 o2 APAHIHPre-existing measures), Z%RF
(Publication counts), 3% < (Patent counts), {!-&<(Citation counts), ©+& H X dig
7)d(Contribution to other goals), ¥ & T+ & 7ZA3F WA (Rate-of-return and
other measures developed by economists), ¥l&9] ¥ <](Future benefits), A&7} 7}
9] 3t A3 7HMerit review with peer evaluations) = A2 <& (International Standing)
Fog FRII Q.

GAO(1997)e dA7/MEEEs AdEs°d dal 34 AF2AM FAFY(rerurn on
investment), &3 (patent), A A} 7l & (bibliometrics)2.& TR AU HNIE 98 &
29 7Hpeer review)E A ¢tat glc}.

1) =718 47 % H7HEse] Aoz A 4AF7L BA e Xojrt e, IFS FIRAREA
MAAFAEE F2 &433 J2, 597 ZZF2Es SEXNEE AFHer g43xn o),
OECD(1997) #=.
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7Hg Ao Ad3AFe Hrle #EdE HuM2E COSEPUP(1999)E € 4 St
COSEPUPE ATE Hrlste 7IYozA MAAZFH &4 (bibliometric analysis), 7 Al
A 42 &(economic rate of return), E 5% 7Hpeer review), A3 AT (case study), 33
A EA(retrospective analysis), 4% ¥]2(benchmarking) & A2 o}

olZlF ATFERHEH & o, dvtHoz AFAHRE Hriste WHS AANAZFH @
H, 2AA By, dud Wy, $EH/PEHCE FEE A2, o AAgYrt HH
< AL ETO] o)FoA e DA wat HEteA 57 A A g@d BAA
Be oupet o] MAAZFA T 3 uH e dFALETFe] FRE Fook 3L
F en, FAAH SHe AFNLAL WES AT AAEse AFNE FEF ARY
7HE 918 AHEE 4 ik 23 BB FEEPEIREE A7IEEFY EE DA
A48 5 Ao

<E 1> A7NLEs 9AE A8 7sd Hohed

A7 LT oA
up
i 4d | A4z | Fas

AAATA TR

RPN

- A8 5 X ©

- =3
S p—— 0 o
EEE x x O
SE97l B o o o

2. MX| A ZkE Wy

A A Al %3 (bibliometrics) B7HE o S45H= AFLE A %S (publication), A&
4 (citation), &3 F(patents)E +EE + U}

1) € %< (publication counts)

Z2UFc 479 HWEES gut FFAA oM K XFoln, HUA F#Fsrt
7t53 A Folt}, E3] ZAHoz Z/7t vlurt 7hsd S ERY el oy
ABE e F8F ABET Zo] €68 o, {83 43 FRZE AH8E & Y T
A3 B ATF8E0 Y EFES ASEF FYHE A BES4AT FILE oA

2) Kostoff(1997)1 A AA & FH& B T WEe 474389 FZRGE 979 F¥dte 9
& AIEsE slyeltl, Okubo(1997)% co-publication, co-citation, co-occurence of words®l AN EE
S 39 FA(relation)& HYeldls NBRZ Fsa Joh. A7FEF B8 =L £F7(1998),
AQ4(1998) 5 #=
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Ao d & 0] Aeolg Eolte &dXF 9 Hole A (productivity)d] AelEtr] B
35979 9 5 94 P (propensity to publish)®) A}o]E wdsteE AY & U

P-E??} HAXNEEZ vesd F2BAE HE EQSHE AL A2 49 wARTE
2 3712 9 x¥sl DEE FAEE AL & A 4 B FEATFA
F7h B A949 =29 B § @R 2@ 2REHE 239

Lo m{x
-0,
£
2 ol
o

2) &35 (patent counts)

SH4E 2RAES gol ABAY +37} b5 AFoIY, £ FAYez uw
7t AFoitt, a2y 58w 44 537t e F84 F& JMAE wgEA X
dohe Bol At EWSS SAAAE o] AEE e $8T NEs AAHo} AL
Eojo} girh, 3, E3E Robd, AR AF/MNLEETES A3 YA 4€ = A
o ot 58 2N SHolAA A% Aol 2856, Bobo] B2} H3iA Eol

pe Aoz} wAEI] WD 2ATFANE Bjo] BAY FA7 AA YE Sl
LBE 71247 SX R} Ze GAE FE8] AYNF & RAolnh

3) 218 34 (citation counts)

A&+ APHA FF37) 715 Aotk a8y ALASFE AT ¢ ¢

Yl e Rolmg 9& {43 AES g7 AIEEE Ao uFAst. ALt

TAFLZE A, Bokol wet A& Wixr) uf$ spEAoIn, A AWH

olZe] #|F AL B HAHI HE AP A, ded AP A A
o2 Rogrt He FF] Aok AANE A ¥ AT (incorrect work)
€ 53 22 Q8% g F glon, YA FFEa F A9HA AL

2H% F A1, oA SCI 5 HEHY AEXF 39 Fold A U
A ol .

e A

AFe AHuE AAMAez Frstux e dEIHQA PHoRA vE-WAERY
(cost-benefit analysis)® B]-&-& 382 (cost-effectiveness analysis)22 TE8E T ¢
o Bl g-HdE e AFMLGFo] AHEE HE&F AT ATFALEREE 2RE AL
ANE o] E mladozM A7 ARE Hrists Wyelch v E-UYEH L2 A7
ute] 2Ao] thE z2aPel HYrlo AMLE F I, HE-EHREN S AFNL £
o] 3U&ATt H o] e =2y Hrld aHHoE ALHr)
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Z12AQ "] &-HEA o] o|FojR = Hate A, AF/NLEFH FAY vL&H
Hg AT, A AMFH $£9Y&(implicit rate of return)do] ¥ v]L& L FHY9
AZEAE AR, AA, B8 HJY FZA7|E ¥t Aolth

| &-HAE oA 7t Fa3 HS B (benefit)e] Alitolw, HJo] X &= WY
of wal $d&2o 7ido] AlH <& (private rate of return)$1A EL A3 A&
(social rate of return)1A] AA R d & E°] 7/ME7|de] Fy AFNLEF9 AA
A AdF AT 7ol distd AP Ho g BT HAFH EARE WYL R Alste T
T FIEL AHFAEo] HY, AHHA AAY A0 A A3 AAHoZ R
ZHAHY BAAH £HE EF HYLZ Adse FE Y& A HFd o] A

Jaffe(1996)= AT/HEEF9 IHH aH= FrE(spillover)dl o3 TG 34
A, AFMNEGFo A2 FZF(spillover) & A2 (knowledge spillover), Al Z#&
(market spillover), Y E 9% (network spillover)®] A 7}x2 F&31 ot A4S
2 Z12AToNAM 7P Bel RASA Hed, g FAY Mz Ay HPoziy o
€ FA} Id5dH= AA9 WHse} o2 RE HAsE ARE T AFFEL M2
AFold T4l A EYPoZN o] TYF FAZL obd ©E A FodAidA
"ol BAst= AL I ol A9 olHo] ot A9 ¥(markket forces)ol
oA T, dE S0 & 7199 PAEo] AFIAE FS o AL Fujsle A
FEA Eotvte AAA ool AFFEY AMdelth UMEHFEL vy 7oA
dAsts Welol & Jied U ZA JEHY W LA E FEL LY dE &
o] pc¥] FFAA7F window3.1914 windowd5E WA E w, BB software?] 7i'%o] 7}
£3tgol @t window959) ALgo] F43 F7tste WYo] AsE AF$ ol UESY
fr&olg g '

ol2ig ZAAH YL EAHY BHS T ATFMNLEFAE vud 44 Hed
T ey, 7xdTlE &) W oz Wold. dEsE AAE Wy o
AHEHE ABEL 23 72ATY 9 o AF) e 9o YRwe 3T
T g Wolv, 53] ‘FA IS volEE ol&st ‘HA9 ‘YR'HUWRS ANY F
A& Foloh. NxATE 2 ZH7F FAQ Foll & J%E uAUE 9, JuF Wy
M 4HE F U vt o] BE HA AFE vAAW o]HF E4o) EF 17
HE AAF WL EAstA e

EE BAH WAL ¥ (equity)?] BHAAM H7t olFAX e Aol ol v
3] E&A(effficiency)d WA <YM Hrrk o] FojE  EAVE JewH
(Werthamer and Chatterji 1998 &%), 53] A9 (marginal unit)e] A #ZAe] E71
T8 "oe FA7F sl

o5

3]

3) W49 & (internal rate of return)el&tn & 3Ftc},
4) f2(spillover) 7 Al 8ol A & €K A (positive externality)®} FL3Ft 71'd o)},
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4. 3| X Y

1

A3 Hriste HHEdE 24 Hrtg FA<Q Hrte] S9AA Wyl i, o
FdAC] e Aol FHAH wWhH(retrospective analysis) Tx  Al#E AT (case
study)olth. A AT HHE AT 71 T2 A2dg AAHSA o] WEoI A7)
¢ BEFS FHSA HAWEE o, Huy PP 5 7|xATAY T2aYoezy
Bl AlFsle 2 Z2ao] olFold FHE AHRE Aoth o|F ABFHe Lo|A
Soll wet Aze] o] F2 ALEEH I .

a3y ByPe T3 N7 2 9o i8] Kostoff(1997)& ©h&3} o] A
1 Jo. AA, £ JlEe & A2dd APHoz GG v dREY JxAF
AFEL A7t F33E FA v EH R g H(non-mission oriented)ol RN eH, £ 7l&d A
&do] A7) FAGAHA o] AEeIY EA, 7Z2AT FHAY LR HAE T
HAY 42 A= AlATANE A9E1 A EAY, §F 7T A2dE A&
ST7bE Be 712477 AHARD 4FE v ULE & Uk

o)

il

5 =gy

08!

AaH oz FHFIHAE FAYL, A7 FHA FUE Hrhstes PHLoZA, AF9
FF Bl g FHAEA ALSE I glen, A £ Qe FEe QAL JE
d, 2 WA wa $HY7Hmail-type peer review)et ¢339 Hpanel-type peer
review) 18] E% 3 7Hcombination of mail and pane)® TE¥2 4 9t}

GAO(1999)= THEHII7L A+ AAA EFHY Ao, AF7IAY o], A7
FEAT &9, A5Ad H2A 9 MH(ATAY T, ATIS 55 ATFMNLE T HIHA
Ztzke] Aol LA3tE MEAISE B 99¥ £ e HAsn g4 Wwies
91483 gtk COSEPUP(1999)S % 3 7Hpeer review) o] A¥e] dT/e 221
AL Britste 7Hd 234 dyolgtn FAEA R 9do.w, NSF(1999)& 1998l A&
g 2852879 AT AYME BF FEH7 Wiel s Frsdctn Budn g6,

a2y FE¥ske U ZE EAMEERE /HAL g5 (Kostoff 1999) RA, 7t
7 G Eokel HEH FEA dxA &L A GAAAN A2 5 oy, A
71E] #obg RIS A% FXEY WEH(CO Boy' network)el B7tE HFA
F Y, AA FES A7A, 25713 Fo ds) £33 &2 F(Halo' effect)’t 288

5) Kostoff(1997)& 313 Wiz AHATEEE T4 /MEoE AHEsa e Wi,
KOSEPUP(1999)8] BRI A A& o] A¥dE BEFEoAM A3l e A o] FEEHA AL
3 ¢t

6) 9BlEd H4E ATAYA 285281F 63% 1783870 EFuHo s HrHYoH,
21%9¢1 592671 WA o] &), T 16% 4,764 ALt o s HIlrb o] Fo
At
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Ao, dix JiE PriA uigk Z4r) O s HGrte] 7§l HEE F UE ¥ oY
#, OAA, & v o] 285HE A7 AT £ QU

mi FEH7E &ute Hrtdde] H7l A BHA EAE ZFojof @ old di
Chubin(1994)2 &ulE& FEH7} Wgol ZFojof st S22 AN 742 w7
%, &89 #HF(science accountability)E FRAI7)E 71%, §elHeln FAH® AA, I
g Ad o fFEtn AT F e FAVIF FE& EIL IS =%
Kostoff(1997)= &5 T2 7I7F ZFolo & ZAo2A AA, HrH9 +4¢, 23, 7]
Fo] 5AT Bl wtA A Holof 51, EA FrldANA T2 L TR A
ES ER7L F83A melsHojof stu, AR Hrte] EFHo] WA MA st o 3}
o, WA Prie] dggde] GHHEE loof g, Eog Hrie Uzl @AldA Hrt
Ao aAAQ &8g nYstodol dve R T AAET Utk

. 7= of Mgt

A AW E upeh Zo] GubAQd AFNLEEY ZFAE FAsE ATE T4 B
ol Aot 2HY J2AdTe AH FAH FHE AF & 2aME E3A gL, o
712879 Aot 730l 2 LAY B ohye, a1 o] W FAAEA T
H, 54 AF AFAHAEY B 970 FFE v 72xQAFE S gFsy) 9
A 712977 vl 2AE vAHoR Z2AFRTE AL A BEitss]) AE

1

1 &

A

of
o}

NzAT 4APote Wmd H2ol Bol AEHT e, YdHez FzATe
dAE FAHse XL OdgFd Zo] AixE FEE £ dd.

AA, Z1xdTFEok] AFNEy ALHES 3 AHE AT A9 WS
A 7IxgTe AFdesE AT dEA] IFtEE 9329 E2FE OE O F Uth
(Bourke(1997) =) 9=2 RAE(Research Assessment Excercise)® F3] 712379
A%E FASAT. RAET 93994 AR/ Adsts 15871 8AA F38 d79
A ¢ 9 (quality ranking)E& AL o] & 7]Fo2 AFHE XUy 9dsA o] Fo
2 Rolr}, 198613 A1z o] 1989, 19929 o}o} 19960} Higher Educational Funding
Council for England(HEFCE)| €3] 7}7F o]Fojth. RAEE ISI9 AAE FA7E
o2 ot 1o AE HrtstAo

L

2

7) BHEF7t0) 285 "&£ APu LT P Loz FEE 5 Jed, AHYEL Hrtd
HY 285E v Rold, DAY EL & HriAdgoe] 2Hdle ARoE FAEY. HrdY
o] Hrldl FAFYo TN 2ulste AN HLoZ ALSY u Az FAY F ged, 53 3
7hl) FAqste Aol F£F & AFAY FS 2 v9LL gS AAA .

8) Chubin, DE, "Grants Peer-Review in Theory and Practice”, Evaluation Review, Vol 18
1994, Kostoff(1997)o1 4 A&
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IFE 19893 ZFARIE A Y= operating grant®] 62%E 9 FA F(research
performance)ol <73t s AT 59 A AFE4HY FHLE O F A A
EE L2 o]FojAt ¢4, A7 FgA e gl s 2 AT =R &9
Fold, Foge Y 7l#d 3 wWiEsHE SAFAAY Folt. FHANEE 243}
< Australian Vice-Chancellor’'s Committee(AVCC)¢) Standing Committee: 1994'd 9l
RQPC(the Australian Publications Collection of the Research Quantum)ol I < 37}
849 =90 AZIFHAT oo mE 1996declE £WAREY ZHo] journal impact
factor] =& AMEsALY, 24 FHFAFoZ U8 =Y TSR,

A, AR AAAAY FAZAE dFE7] A8 712dT dAE SR AR 9
ALY ARAE FRE] Yatd NxATFARE FAT AR W49 A$E
£ 4 A.(Luwel, Noyons and Moed(1997) =) rjdlojE 19754 olF A9
7t Bt Z1x2ATH7E ARG FAhs gtk old] wEl AFe] dig H
7b7b B A HA 5029, Flemish law(1991)e] wie} 2E oighe d7o] i@ 2F
A HFE AAFE F o8 AF HudzE HY old we BE g o} 7dvig
389 d78F dE HitE gt FIFAFTE ATFHE AEE A did AFAHE
grstoof HYed, olwe Frte MAAZRH Wl 2AE Fn o

AR, 7127389 Aol B YBE AN 8 71xATY AHE 2R
tHO., COSEPUP(1999)¢ dWAR7E Adste dF/MLFAe A#HE A9 34, x4
o] AHg, dHAES s a2 dF BAolgte vl 7R FHlAN A2 At
4 A 49 FZ(knowledge advancement)2 Aol gt o3 FAel 7luto] HY 3}
Foll ALAHA AAEA &2 F dT AolH, A9 AL(knowledge application)
AAE 2 A A 19 YL Y3 A4 L HLaE Aoz, AFAEY s (human
capital development)S FF THEHAT v FoF ATAAHXFTY stvold, dF9 &
/d(mission advancement)Z AT7/HEE FYP3H= 7@ 279 FHIHE 3 2714
Helg F73E AL v

Z1Z3ete] AE AAS7] A Hrieh B™dsd OSTP(1996)E th&3 Zo] 37}
o] 43& AAstE Utk O Z2IYY FXo) AT HEF PN F¢3tof 3
o, @ ATFA2A9 HY4(excellence)¥ & HA(responsiveness)E FA/FIANINESE
71&(criteria) & EHAI Ak, @ EEAY B} FFHA AdF Y] JHsdEE A4
HARE stk &, @ Fx3 2 T Jx T vjo] LAFAY L A
(counter productive)& oF71dte= H7HE Hdlool s, ® T2ay Ao YA 4
A 3 7Hmerit review)t F &3 7}Hpeer review)7} FHH o2 AlL 5 oo} 30, ® FHA

9) impact factor®}t =%2] 3383 $F(scienctific quality) FL§ 7ldo] ok, A2F 9] QA4
(citations) & ZF=

10) A% Mdezs ARGz 7xdTE NYste AGALE 4587 A% Aoz 3
Ag 5= A g, A2 vlxe GPRA(1993) 5 712AF9 AHAE ZA3aA e Yol o
Fojxja glo] old W] xR dyruzt s}
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9 23 AFE 281 MEHA FHY AME T oS3 dHe A8 AAEH o gy,
@ EFRAA FIA=TY MLe AF =go] o]FojA o} &tx, @ v AA THAY F
F a3 Age AHESE AF FRE ATE F AE HAERIAE FAYEH, @ o
g W&ol I o3l Hdd F Jojof gt

NSF7} x93 ERC T2 gk grtolA = ERCS AP A7 sty g el A
ot 3 B3 % ERCoIA uj&d 189 {840 sl Hrtsta 02w (Parket 1997), 71
Z2A7Y AAAA AHFA ol ze Fo4d wel ERCY QHYAH E4E ExE 37}
SR CH(NSF 1998a) 94714 ERC T 2o} QYA ulxd EF3= ERCEZYd
oz wMiE® }9x9 KA} o]E0°] ERCol 93] ¥AE AZH} SUside SHAA
AAE 43 vk B7HEH} ERCOAA Mi&d FAEL FH o XHHQA oY
ol ¥oH, 714 ol Z3 ZHolr} $YUstH, 7] TR o] Hon, EUFH
QAT THol FI, EAE ot AFo] ¢Usty, EANA ¥ FAH H2
Bgel H o) Hojun A2d AFHA #AYE /AL e AR FriHAY. =23
STC Z2ao] Ze ARFAME AHFEd AF A9 ojHg Zxdtd old g
B7t7b o] R4 A7 = S HTHNSFE 1998b)

FuolA 2RE 72AdT Y AHEYA AT RiMEE FFATA9WE & F A
o] RaXe AT7A AAdA AFHE FH7|2d 7 g Y A3 AR A
g A3t e, A7 AAste Ade AYIPLH, =2 LEAF, 53 F AF
A4, FEAT A FFEH g AFNL AFE 4F Fol Ao

v. 29 oI HE

712G TE Fdste WEF o Ade S ggsit 383 A7 5F oW A
= 2 He FE& AH%E xYsr|e vt o=z Ut

TR AHA AFARE FFEE 73—?— FFE 7IRATE FANE F ﬂ° Aol

=8, 7129475 AR5 deddes FL& 29 E2ATE AHEL BET
AALE Hig o dthe HeM Z&H FAHY FHE& EAV %l“—} Lof e 2 e R b =y
3 FEATE Z23A &t NIFE ALY et dd B AFRAE FAEAA 12
o & AFgS AFAAE AAE ATFFIAEE AT FHHA F71FA(provide
positive incentives)®t =22 AU (encouraging risk taking)E& 3= E Al Hojof
gk Qustd, R A HAAE F4L Wg AdHelxn, v AP 4
TEENE 2387 Yot

EE 712479 4RGN 5 BEAE A sdEHE d7ANLEES 2 7124
T ARE BAEY & Y tiekHA Wy At o) FoAHer & Aol ol 7N&x4d
79 AHE Aoz Hriste Aol 7537 Wil
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obge Z|zdTd & Hrle didel A7 AAAT b 72 AT ALY
o wat d2A JdetuA "ok d7AAe dd Frkek AdAA Y hE Pt g
Zol 7EE F Utk AA, dF AA W Frie BHE IA A JINE FEE F
Atk F, #F8H F L A(scientific merit)el e RAF 71€HA 7)1 E(technological
merit) R B AAFS} ] g 7] E(social merit)olth #H&H FaAde dF B B,
B7te 71Ede A7 &, v dASA, A7 & 2ot FE4 nAE
7% Fol EEEHolok 3, 7|&HA T2 AAFHA FAY A 74 71&F
A HLE AMSe A2 ALY - AFYH 2L TEHY AR Fo| £¢E Aok &
g HAAAE A dE 7A=Y AHAAN HIME st AS, rPIEde MEE Ve
Zx, M2 A 7ivk(industrial foundation)®] A, &< A9 3, A6 71H
Tol XeHojok jith. 53], thtellA o] R V2ATFE TN AEFH AHAAME
G 7}7} o] Foj A of gt

A, 71247 ALY AAel A Grie AY AA Y SH o] Bk diide] H
ojof o}t T2y} ool A AR A dold e} Ade FPoz A& okvlE FH
grleANe] RFaH & T HUbsoF & Hold
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