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Abstract

Through the review of the literature, this paper uses theory to deduce the relationship between the
comparability of accounting information and the innovation efficiency of enterprises, as well as the role
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of government subsidies and the moderating role of executive financial background, and selects A-
share listed companies from 2011 to 2022 as samples for empirical research. In addition, considering
the endogenous attributes of firms, the propensity matching score method is used to study the rela-
tionship between the comparability of accounting information and the innovation efficiency of enter-
prises, and the hypothesis proposed in this paper is further verified by substituting the metrics of the
explanatory variables. The results show that: (1) The comparability of accounting information can sig-
nificantly improve the innovation efficiency of enterprises. (2) Government subsidies strengthen the
impact of accounting information comparability on the innovation efficiency of enterprises. (3) Execu-
tive financial background can strengthen the positive impact of accounting information comparability
on the innovation efficiency of enterprises. By replacing the measure of innovation efficiency, all three
hypotheses were validated. The above conclusions enrich the research on the comparability of ac-
counting information and innovation efficiency of enterprises, and provide a reference for improving
the comparability of accounting information and innovation efficiency of enterprises.
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1. 5|

WA ERATR) 2030 SRl 4R A FEWAR) » oI 1 EUB M EZE, YONEIETE Bl RRSE R R H Ax
MISRBREOKSD /7. 2023 4, MK TR A LURAR I (2023 4F Tl A AR ) s G THEs) Tk
KIEHIEENEH . SEi0 = RIRE IR, DAV RIEOE S — A 7). SIS —3h )1, IR SRR
B SRS o A NERBIRT I AR, AR EARRE ), EREREZOEAR, A REARZL
Se )1, IR T E SRR GRS ). 2 iHE BT IR R FE I A Al 27t RGNS 5F AT WL 3 2
TR IIPIEREE . — U7 e AT AB B A5 208 3 4R B A [ 5 M 55 2 T AR B PR A 22 e bk, 3 B A
AR, AT B (U A, 2021) [1]. 53— 71, R RE K2 THE BT Bk RERS PG AE B
HARIUE B A, B B 4 ¥ 13 H 20 (Balakrishnan, 2014) [2]. ik 45 (608 A8 7142 & £ 22 T
i T 240 SRORIA QR ol R 55 PR S5 S AN AR TR, 17 sy 2 A JE PT L PR REA 745 B LU AN ) il (i 2 B IR DL AT
PR, W 7RI E SR, MG A ACER ] B BT 200, Al i) B8 2 th 2 B
R )R ) SR AR T 2

M AEAETHIACHAERE T, QU PR AR E L, AR R S TS B AT L BT A 2 AR
WARE L, (EE AT 2 THE B AT ECPE A B8 R R 2 8156 R A FEAR X B b, R, A b R T2
THE S AT ECPEAT L B AR 2 IR IR, TSR EGE e sh Aok 610 (£ T2 5%, 2021) [3].

5OAAHLL, ASCAMUEE T2 iHE BT v S5 eI 8o =8 2 HR R, 3 NBURN
AR R AL O v S BT HE S AV BB AR R R E A, BT
ANEE TR S THE ST EE s Al 83T BRI 520

2. BRSHAMRMRR
ETFHARQFIIE, QRS RFL TS BN R . SHA AR R R, OIHE)
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BARGHER . B0 B4 R A E S RHE(Zhang Yan 55, 2022; /5%, 2014) [4] [5]. =ik
T SCAFIAR I ] RS BEAG A BB M B BRI R . QIR AR FAE N — TR BRI ), ATl Sk 2 7 B 4
THE BRI, T2 THE BT e E 2T HE B R W B EARE . —, et ol GlH =L m .
SVHE BT RO I BAR LA 75 T 5 0 il 1 -

BT R B AEAE, B R AT 2R TR AR S SRR QNG E . QRS I e 2 R ey
PBSRFAE (A58 B R AE BEAT QB T, AT B 2 00k 77, M3 2508 B R AR G,
H e R BET R IE (AT 755, 2017) [6]. Mo it {5 RATEL ISR &, 345 4l ] DUsE A X S0
A2 LA FAT MU ARAT A L SR 4 B R AT B AR VP, AN 5T S0 B s b i ik, — @ F2 2 b
i T EE AR ARNAT N(E RS, 2021) [3], & 1A EZIER RTINS A, B
FMBAER R, BN E TR R, &5l ek,

EHH PSRN 25 I T R SR bR, BIRTE SRR A, JEANRRIE R N ST R
(ILFF 524, 2017) [6], F3H 45 2K MG R A4S I 2 E 8 EE N4 R (58, 2014) [5],
EHLH ARG DRl 7 B IR B A AL T, AT SR BRI R (KR E 4%, 2014) [7]. EHEAN TRV ADA
A RS, 2 AT ARAT S, I8 I R T 5 Bk S B A 2 R H AR (Brochet et al., 2015; He et al.,
2013) [8] [9]. Ti<x A& B AT HEMEA DO R AR S 4L 7 I o) ) Bl etk 38 a5 AT W A B EAT R L
B NI SE A A b S (0 R T AT IR R UAER], A 2800 S i A B2 1 55 7 #EJE (Ozkan et al., 2012)
[10]. BEMEHE TR RO REEE R A B EWHATNE, M1 3 1B NBEHEE, A
(R RN A REIE Ve

BJa, FETERAXNRIEL, ERLMZEATI S, BTE AT A ST 5 B, S8R
HMERRTE ASE NN, BRI IR, SRR AR (TS, 2017) [11]. MV ETHT T4 RAFEAT E
P, AEAFBEBE 2 AE LS QBT T H AR TR, 555 T2 b il i £ vy b B I = syt D N 7 =X
P T BRI PRIV EA5 2%, A8 AL BTSSR IR B 20 12> THE BT HU SR iR Tt 1 el
FAR s TSR AME 77, B T e B AR R . IXFMEAE R THA B T VA T 37 B SL R IR
B WAIE LSRR, ARG sh QG G ISR . 45 B R R —:

H1: 2 & BT et 5 G e B TE IEA R & .

WU AN EIE R —Fh LU IC B T B, e sk i MLl A 2 o FERHML BT % 1 2 32 2247 LR
JUATH: 156, BURAMDTT CLEH N IR A5t & 308, AR A s 3N, S asniE sl
et A A5 PRI R BN v 40 A LB K 10 H AR AR R W] L, AT 8 Al BT R (R K B 4E, 2018)
[12] H—J7MH, BUMANITERN—FIMES, AR BB ATRAL T R R (3830, 2018) [13], R i@
T BURAEQDENIE St 2. G5 DTk S )y T 2 B AL A SR AN B (Takalo T, 4§) [14]. X {E St
Wipfhik, MR T MBI EE EAXFRIEE, A ROt 730 i ) O 225, 2019) [15]. F34b,
BURAN WA AR RS — RPIAIBUCR SRR, WS R X $REERRIR 3 8 QUFIEOR S, XLt
R A VAR Ot RAF MBI . RIFIVBUHTA S A B TSI A BE TR, SEmarsses.

AR 2T HE BT EeE,  BURT RN A48 R AR R 0 T A SE i B S 4 5 A AR 2
FASCHF AT, A BT (AT S8 AR 3 Vil A b 1 BT B DRI AR R R R 70 o 1M S5 A7 A AR 184 8 T DAt
— WA RGN, RS AR . R R R =

H2: BEURFFNBERAL T 23145 ST Ho s il 8137 RCR 5 i

G = E R, SENPRESRERVAE S RERmELE IR, SrEE R IOLE iRk
WA A 5ERIN . SRS TTEBCR, BT DA %A = ahet 2E, #BA "R E 1T 9HR
(Widk =%, 2015) [16]. 4k, FA G s s il s B AR AT AN R, Aeie A 2o F A
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it THEHTRE, BRI A, RtQBnsshorRE, it o = B eHdeR (e, 2023) [17].
RIS, AT SE R B AR A A5 VPSR, TRV IX B G AR B Aol (A R B3 A AR B E 0, SR Ak
P T, BRATIREERNE S, WIS, WSlE IRB E N B ENEZSE AN E 2 1
B, AR QR AR

HA W S E R 7Rt istE ME B R, IS = Ak 5 B4k T1E. BA
PR SR B R S E AV A W S AR . AT RE Sl A I A5 BRI L g A A o A
SRR ST i Aok (I 55 BT, T kSR T LU AT SR 5 2. B2, R &M N
o AT DA I D R 2 B R B e Aok (0 2 o B SR AN AT B, S R & TS B AT Ek th AT B
TG R R R A VE A R, TR Ak A QB R . DRI DL R

H3: & Rl 5t REom ik 2 vHE B AT BT Al B8 B3 1 I [ 52

3. A&
3.1. MRERSHIEERR

B T ST R RIESC SRS, I IP. CPUL FDA, FITAT ISE SO B 8 SCrP 85— U B #1245t
AR o SCFEAR AT R TR G S FH A AR 95 S04 S o A SCIER 2011~2022 4R [E A B BT A FME AT A.

AR A E T

(1) FBREmZE Ehi AR, BoNEmRA R EE A S A R Z R, BEIEEENS—
P, AR

(2) 5 FENIRAE N Gt 25 A RISZ I, 5 BRIV 55 R0 sl HARR B MBS ¥ ST *ST Al PT %5240
.
(3) ABRM4E IPO A H] o ZBA R IRF 4 S fabr 5 HABEAY 22 57K, SEm R AR AR AT S, 41
BRiZIFEA

(4) SIBREBEANE B2 ] A ST R AL B 2 S BT LR, ISR U s R e W AR R —,
DAL L 53 B i A AR

(5) SR I 55 Hd it o = B (1 A ]

(6) i Bk 57 Hal R FE A TR AR R PRI R, X T (R A B AR B8 S T 1% 99% 43 AL E T I
G R AR B

St UL AbHE, A9 3] 15080 AN AIIINAA -

3.2. TWEIEE

321 SRR

5 De Franco %5(2011) [18]—#f, AR 15 ST Fubk g SN S =) 2 v 5 2 18] (1830 P B
AL, SR A2 5 AR DL B R AN 300 P ) 22 B S S AT e 81 2 T80 b o 45 S AT L
AL AR 2 A DG AR L8 BRSNS ASSCR St E BT RV B A28, #5508 com. 2% De
Franco %#(2011) & 7 & th REUBALE L UL R P B SRAh 2vH5 BT Bk

Boe, MERT T AT CEARNIES 16 MR B, IAQBATEA, MHiFEERS G, B, .
Horr, Earningsic AZ LR BT, BIZREEFRIIE SIS st i L, frE&ihikgt Returnig
N, BRATE. Neg NFLBER FIIRAZ B N TR LA R, i 1, HNEO;
XQ)EEAT EDE, A THE RS A ] | AREA S IRD N R 24

Earnings;, = a, + fReturn;  + B,Neg,  + B;Neg; , xReturn,  +¢ (1)
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Rk, e FINZG 500 Return, AT ) AR AY () il 28 =] i AN =] j KPR %
E (Earnings),

ii,t

=a,;, + B, Return,  + B,Neg;  + #;Neg; , x Return; , 2

E (Earnings) =a,;, +p,;Return; . +B,Neg; +S,Neg,  xReturn, (3)

ijt
B J s AR ARl T U B AR AN AR N W BUT A AR A LS, B E SCA R M j etk ar b, s

{(4):

1

com, ;, =75 ' s ‘E(Earningsiym ) E(Earnings, ; )‘ (4)

i EIRTFETH SRR A B A EAT A W S R B T LR, R AR MR E S U HE
Fe, BUHT 4 MERCFEIE N AR TR PRI A, S BEBOR, RUIAF] | 2 THE B AT Ee e

3.2.2. L BIFRHE

MR o L R 32, L RIAT DRI AR LR SER BT S RSN BT L) 3 Bl ASSCTENI
BIH = H A5 45 Bereskin £5(2016) [19]. AUNEEZE(2017) [20], F 3 Rh&FI&it a0 1 /0 B RX SR %
ARA IR . FRFRBNIN 1 B EORF RGN . SR IE FHALHT 5008 BN o bR
ANV BB R

3.2.3. BIFFHMEA
WU AP B i Ak WIBURFJE 2 B B T PR B8 7 AR B8 A B8 1) — R e BF AT . 3 2R U
IR Ak e R BGRIE . BN, AR e B4 TR DR M B 45 . A SCHTBUR #h B 5 8 587
f A ATt R
324 BESHMER
AT LAY A B B SR TARZ P e i ko b AR . 5 e B — A e
A SR S UEE DY 1, B 0.
Table 1. Summary of variable definitions
ARt A AR RS A5 it W
fRRARRE SiHMERE com IR @)~@) Tt R IR MR BN, BT IYME R P 1

N \ e KEF SEREH RSB B A S R RN b 1R 8 2R
weR A AR InnoEff MIn(L + WFRFN)

— BURF AN Gov RN 5 5 R P2 R H A
i R FIN H AN ERDH D EE &R SER 1, BA0
N A HUR Size SV AR 4
BEE A Lev ERBAFRIERBE
s % ROA R B, ﬁ*?i’aéﬁ:)z = (RFEREBHE™ + EFRR
P e = Cashflow ZENE B P A I & R B DL R
I E B8 i L FIXED IF] 5 B3 B LA
ML EHE N Indep CLRVAE R i Y NG
F— KB ARFFREH  Topl H— R R R S
HEQ TobinQ MHE R
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R
TR ListAge In CHEFED — EHER +1)
WU B E FRR LL) INST MRG58 2 1 i i e e A
R R L) Mshare B ER RS AR
i1k Ind ATk A
B ] year R A
3.3. #EAkE

J9 T W 1 RE 3, MR,

InnoEff, , = , + aycom,  +a,Size;  +a;Lev;  +a,ROA,  +a;Cashflow, , + a;FIXED, , +a,Indep,
+o Topl, | +a,TobinQ, , + oy, ListAge, , +ay; INST,  +a;,Mshare,  + 2 year
+2Ind+ ¢,

N TR 2, AR

InnoEff,, = oy +ycom;  + a,Gov,  + a4, AE, | +,Size;  +alev, +a;,ROA,  +a,Cashflow,
+aFIXED;  +aglndep,  + o, Topl,  +a,, TObINQ,  + o, ListAge,;  + a5 INST,
+ay,Mshare;  + 2> year+ 2. Ind + &,

R, e IRZET,

4, SCHEST AR
4.1, kgt

Table 2. Descriptive statistical results

=2 ERMGIER

AE A com 5 Gov FIAZ eI, H A& E NE 1R

VarName
InnoEff
com
Gov
FIN
Size
Lev
ROA
Cashflow
FIXED
Indep
Topl
TobinQ
ListAge
INST
Mshare

Obs
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080
15080

Mean
0.1705
—0.0034
0.0048
0.6190
22.5150
0.4420
0.0382
0.0511
0.2213
37.5791
0.3303
2.0637
2.4729
0.4360
9.9191

SD
0.082
0.006
0.006
0.486
1.292
0.196
0.065
0.066
0.149
5.449
0.145
1.349
0.522
0.239

16.124

Min
0.0000
—-0.3672
0.0000
0.0000
19.5850
0.0319
—0.3750
—0.1994
0.0016
28.5700
0.0806
0.8024
1.6094
0.0010
0.0000

Max
0.3314
—0.0002
0.2248
1.0000
26.4297
0.9246
0.2539
0.2656
0.7246
60.0000
0.7578
16.6472
3.4012
0.9238
70.3820

Median
0.1811
-0.0018
0.0033
1.0000
22.3305
0.4389
0.0350
0.0481
0.1940
35.7100
0.3088
1.6434
2.4849
0.4525
0.2993

2 MR EEARRMIRNESHEUR, MR DU iR

/)

A5 A LA (InnoEFf) [T 3
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{85 0.1705, FrifEZ=09 0.082, WANEAE S 719 0 K1 0.3314, H %k 0.1811, FHIQIFMEERFKIA
A HEEREARE LG —EEN . WRAARS TS Bt (com) i N—0.0034, 7% 4-0.0018,
FHE EH AR RS HHE BT KB E — KL L.

4.2. EV3534T

4.2.1. 2HEETHYES I IFERNEIE S

%3 BN T 2HE B R S B RCR M RDR R, 2] ST AT ], R EoR St E R
et 5 A BB R 2 B H B R B0 0.2782, HAE 1%HIK-F LR, HWHISTHE BT it 5 v 0%

MR ZIBNIEMAHR K R ik, R —fF258IE.

Table 3. Benchmark regression results

3. FERIFLER

InnoEff
0.2872***
com
(3.0262)
. 0.0276***
Size
(44.3943)
-0.0015
Lev
(—0.3841)
0.0163
ROA
(1.4299)
0.0067
Cashflow
(0.6666)
—0.0566***
FIXED
(—12.3808)
0.0000
Indep
(0.1595)
—0.0174***
Topl
(—4.2410)
. —0.0008*
TobinQ
(-1.6618)
. —0.0048***
ListAge
(-3.5387)
0.0002***
INST
(4.4870)
0.2872***
Mshare
(3.0262)
—0.4824***
cons
- (—34.3266)
year Yes
Ind Yes
N 15080
r2_a 0.3238

e FESAJUE, * R0 RN O REAE 10%.

5%F1 1%7KF 23
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4.22. 2WER LY. BFF4 BN Sk 8IF YB3 54

% A4 RIRETHE BnT Eett (com) 5 BUR 1B (Gov) I ZE SR I (AE) (4[] 15 2 $C 0.0017, HLAE 1%H)/KF
R, BAE 7R e RIBUF AN A 2 THE ST EE P Ak R AR B RE M . W] HE BT EE
PES NP BT RCR Z RN IEASG R R Lk, R — 13 B98IE .

Table 4. Regression results of the moderating effect of government subsidies

= 4. BURAPBIEYIETSER VAL R

InnoEff
0.2986***
com
(0.0946)
1.0393***
Gov
(0.0888)
0.0017***
AE
(0.0007)
. 0.0267***
Size
(0.0007)
-0.0026
Lev
(0.0038)
0.0095
ROA
(0.0114)
0.0021
Cashflow
(0.0101)
—0.0588***
FIXED
(0.0046)
0.0000
Indep
(0.0001)
—0.0312***
Topl
(0.0051)
] —0.0018***
TobinQ
(0.0005)
. —0.0037***
ListAge
(0.0014)
0.0211***
INST
(0.0044)
0.0004***
Mshare
(0.0001)
—0.4790***
cons
- (0.0146)
year Yes
Ind Yes
N 15080
adj. R2 0.3311

TE: FESHNUE, > PR IR IR R R EAE 10%. 5% 19%7KF T &3
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423 £HER WY, SEEMERSEISIFBERNEIESHT

Table 5. Regression results of moderating effect of executives’ financial background
#*5 SESMERIATERREER

(1) InnoEff (2) InnoEff
0.2943** 0.2506**
com
(1.9864) (2.0665)
. 0.0275*** 0.0238***
Size
(31.9278) (21.6860)
—-0.0041 0.0047
Lev
(-0.8213) (0.7872)
0.0303** -0.0122
ROA
(2.0542) (—0.6681)
0.0070 0.0011
Cashflow
(0.5303) (0.0740)
—0.0447*** —0.0782***
FIXED
(—7.5855) (—10.8087)
0.0002* —0.0002
Indep
(1.7209) (—1.4062)
—0.0300*** —0.0381***
Topl
(—4.6523) (—4.6142)
. —-0.0007 —0.0026***
TobinQ
(—1.1429) (—3.0555)
. —0.0064*** 0.0010
ListAge
(—3.5611) (0.4774)
0.0196*** 0.0281***
INST
(3.4077) (4.0139)
0.0003*** 0.0005***
Mshare
(4.1294) (5.7732)
—0.4910%*** —0.4102***
cons
- (—26.5542) (—17.1641)
year Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes
N 9335 5745
r2_a 0.3387 0.3030
Chow Test
P-value

TE: SN LE, >

W AT SCEI D ST ARSI 2, D RS s A R
Z IR ARG R R 77 2E

*x xR R IRAR I REE 10%- 5% 1%/KF R EZE.

&

Wi, REAEA K 7> L, g3l

X itHE BT S Al BT R
AT EmE 5, FH STATA

BEAT [B1H, S50 5 B, SU(1) v e il SO0 2 tHE BT Btk 5 Ak QR R 2 18] 50 R 2,
FH0N 0.2943, HAE 1%M/KF LR, WU S E A SRE S0 & 1HE B AT H RS Aol G55 R 2 15

FIEAR SRR R A (R . 51(2) =

BTSN T RA AR

W, MEEEFR, T8, H
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FE 1% H)KF R 2. HRBEY(1)D, XRUIMIE T RELEME RANS, &EF SRE SN aiHE
JERT LA 5 Al B AR 2 TRV I 1) 56 AR IR T AR T E O 2 . SRS R AL AT AL = AR, AR
WIRAE 1% KK ERE. gL, R =0L.

5. FREMsLE
51 BHHERTE

KA 3 Ml I L ST SR, M 3:2:0 AL XIS, FH 3 A FIIALE N 1 6 E AR
AR R A BE O (InnoEff2), 45 RAn# 6 Fias. MBIL)ATLAEH, it )t (com) 5 4
MBI R % (InnoEff2) (1 2 %A 0.3395, H7E 1%MI/KF FRE, S5HE—wsa, BSitE BTty rie
BT BRI AR R . Q)T A, EHRRARE R TR S, BUR NS S E BT LR
Fe I (AZ)THSRXT AL BB &R R IE R R, HAE 1%0/KF RN IE, KAE TR 2. 713)MFI4)Rmx~
A AR S0 A 2t HE BT He 5 A BUET R Z RS R, AR TR, EE Ry
SRS BT Bt 5 A AU AR Z I 2 R IE M AT ER, B A Sty S E N E %,
% 3 15 B 58IE

Table 6. Robustness tests

= 6. R

(1) InnoEff2 (2) InnoEff2 (3) InnoEff2 (4) InnoEff2 (5) InnoEff
0.3414*** 0.3648*** 0.3911** 0.2862** 0.005***
com (3.1896) (3.4174) (2.3371) (2.0925) (4.09)
Gov 1.1558***
(11.5313)
A7 0.0020***
(2.7696)
Size 0.0275*** 0.0281*** 0.0289*** 0.0250*** 0.026***
(36.1716) (36.8952) (29.6725) (20.2037) (38.54)
Lev —0.0037 —0.0055 —-0.0074 0.0026 —0.001
(-0.8514) (-1.2805) (—1.3075) (0.3863) (-0.15)
ROA 0.0119 0.0112 0.0321* —0.0105 0.010
(0.9248) (0.8698) (1.9233) (-0.5103) (0.90)
—0.0003 —0.0043 0.0040 —0.0091 0.007
Cashflow
(-0.0239) (-0.3785) (0.2665) (-0.5173) (0.63)
FIXED —0.0595*** —0.0616*** —0.0485*** —0.0791*** —0.057***
(—11.5348) (-11.9899) (-7.2859) (-9.6888) (-11.61)
Indep 0.0000 0.0000 0.0002 —0.0002 0.000
(0.4276) (0.2778) (1.4916) (-1.3304) (0.64)
Topt —0.0373*** —0.0358*** —0.0346*** —0.0434*** —0.032%**
(-6.4953) (-6.2731) (—4.7435) (—4.6566) (-6.09)
TobinG —0.0018*** —0.0023*** -0.0012 —0.0029*** —0.002***
(-3.0803) (-3.9187) (—1.5765) (-3.0534) (-3.11)
ListAge —0.0052*** —0.0051*** —0.0077*** -0.0004 —0.003**
(-3.3556) (—3.2870) (—3.8302) (—0.1814) (-2.48)
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INST 0.0216*** 0.0202*** 0.0185*** 0.0281*** 0.022***
(4.3070) (4.0326) (2.8510) (3.5494) (4.80)
Mshare 0.0004*** 0.0003*** 0.0003*** 0.0005*** 0.000***
(5.5857) (5.4874) (3.2913) (5.0087) (6.65)
—0.4526*** —0.4675*** —0.4818*** —0.3988*** —0.407***
~cons (27.5103) (—28.3903) (—23.0704) (—14.7890) (-28.61)
year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 15080 15080 9335 5745 15080
r2_a 0.3011 0.3074 0.3143 0.2800 0.325

TSN UE, * RIS RN A R REE 10%. 5% 1%KF T

5.2. HIEIEZ5E(PSM)

AR SR AR UG BC A5 73 15 (PSM) SRR R AR L6 48 Al 12 Y SR P AE R, AR R BOE h & tHE BT
Pt NS AR B, R & UHE BT B BN IR FHE, TR AEON 1, TN 0, AEUE AR E
(high_com), & #ASC (42 il AR A 9 UL RC UM S, SR Bpcie &0 JE DS A f A P EAT VLIRS, %o DG E i PO
AREATIER:, R i sl Rakh T4 6. WAL 6 FI(B) T LAE i, high_com IR REAE 19%H)/KF LR EA
15, Z5R5RISCREE 2.

6. Lit5EINL
6.1. &&ip

ASCRA 2011~2022 4F A i BT A1) 15080 MFEAE G AL, 4565 BAXNFRE IR, IR
W HARGHEIS AR A, BRSO T S THE BT H S A B R R,
TN T BURF AN B AN i Al SR 1 AR &, RS0 O 2 715 BT Ltk 5 M BB 8% 2 R IPER
REMGH TSR (1) StHE BT IS AR 2 IEME KRR, B THE BTtk Re 3l
M. Hh, 2HERTHEREMHIEREN 2T, FMERABMPR, WRAFZEHE,
FERAMVKKRRE, RadbmeEsceE. X, S EE T rEmite, feugx i i E e
B GVEAR, IR A B DL S R LR, B S EEE AAAT T D0 B (Y B =,
ML BH ORI R FR, SHE BT Mg e e i | SRS T SR AE 0, RTH
WIES, MRS SRR ot , SEARah ot 20, FRARRREE A, 2B m M IH 2%, (2) BUMAM )58
WY 2 rHE BT R AL AR B R o RS S v RN R EER, Al 75 BEAE I 55 R B o T
FEBUMANNIIMERR . 2328 SALL Rt N St B L5 5, X PP PRI AE B EE A T Ak
STHE R IE R, HAEEANER A 2 GE0E i LA A R A ST HE R, W E i E R
AT B o SRAFEUR MBI A A BE0S BB N AL I B HHE ShAR (R 43 FF, 0 HLAEIE N Al FR At pa
YRR, BB TN FEAEEE, NI S B L E 2 MR &, 5 /NBUT AN £ BUR SR
ATCAR S G T T A, TGN b B B AR . (3) SiH &Rt S E ML, A SR F 0
B B REIE A 2 U HE BT L S B R O R, — U7, A SR S S AR DA ) AR
20, ReEarHh TSN B TR, (et THE B EER, M 5 AN B A R, AT A
AR BT 20, BT A, MR MBS . S — T, A &R S e T RE S i
STHE B ERI T LU, XI55 4R5 MR ™ AE, AMise it matHE B E, AT &8 M
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R RS, AT SRR, 3R L QR 2R
6.2. EiY

WG LA BRI TSR, R RO 5, (Rt tHE BT A A R ST E B TR
SUHE RN EEARE, XA AR A N, R FAT W R AR B . BRI, Ak
W PRI THE S AT EE, G 5R AL S IS, WG| BE 2 3R BT E MG BRI SRR, AR
WIRIE, QU H SR R R B RE . B NPT RR AR QU R R R . BURT R B A R
H BRI B A, Bk S ERANIECE, A STEURIALA], AnBSL BB N . R S A A
Tias ARG A, LI BT RCR . 38N, BUR R SLAR A ORI RIR B EE
RZ, IR RBUT AT E R, REESLI AT SCRAZR T . =, s g RN R K
BT SRR, a0 SRl S e O S TR W S5 T AT A B PR A TR B AR . i
MIRERE T R R 5545 2 A ER PE RGE A RE , AT 3 v = 0115 S K wT bk, 2 T A 2 v S mT L oxs
Al G R e 2 AR

7. RE

(1) AT T2 HE BT FUk 9 FERER ] B2 AR, B0 i T AR B8 3 R AR 2R 0 4T 0
JE o ARRAIHT T AT CLIE R AN 347 5 22 Aol R I 55 S50 A B s R it 7 SRS A (AR RDOR L 2
THE B AT EE VXS Al BB R I i

(2) baE REE . N TR BESEHBORIARE, 2 iHE BRI CEAR 7 IR R AR LA . ARKAT
LABIF FE 3 8T 5 AR iy s mi 2 T J2 AT BE S Al G R 22 T8 2K &R

(3) AR T IE FT LAIGTE AR F 58 iR N T Al O BT SR o Bl S AT e an A AR 22 A5
ST PR EORACAL Aok i I 55 4 R 2R, I BE AV I BRI 3l BETT 52 e BT R .
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