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EX AL B DR DRI A DR

1980 4£Ri] 1981-85  1986-90  1991-95 1995-2000

EH 4 32 30 36 10

kAR 8.0 0.8 10.0 10.5 10.9

AT (%)
=358 50 12.5 6.7 2.8 0
T e 0 25 16.7 16.7 10
=L PN 25 25 43.3 63.9 50
s 0 3.1 13.3 5.6 0
R 0 9.4 10 5.6 10
Z D, 25 25 10 5.6 30
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x2. TEDEEIRR

1990 1995 2000
(oE 576 66 102 112
N AL 66 96 73
W5E s 320.4 964.1 0525.7
S A N AIE &E 123.7 375.8 3671.4
== 46.7 104.1 338.3
BEARA v 372.0 983.9 7922.1
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R3. BTBERLLER, FHTHEITEERH. RIFDH#ER

1990 1995 2000
Hoafr& ek (%) 1.5 2.7 4.2
A R ER A SR 0 2.8 34.8
i % DR (90)
Hi1 5T D Hi sy 23.5 20.4 3.6
HIEDOPE N 26.5 23.8 5.7
ioe g - fRELS 22.0 30.7 50.6
[EN=P 9.5 12.6 27.1
Z DAt 18.5 12.5 13.0
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x4, FLL s sl 0 R

1990 1995 2000
RSB E I APk T 5

PPN 12.9 42.7 56.0
7T v REESOREDEEG 50.0 72.9 98.6
EFAEERSEEOE S 43.5 72.9 91.8
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#*6. LEALTRND/ISTH—I 2 AD LLER

J— A — 1B RERY JRSEHY Ttk
JRAIRY FHTHY
BEtrE bR (%)
1990 2.4 7.2 1.9 0.9 0
1995 2.7 5.7 2.1 2.1 1.6
2000 2.5 5.7 3.6 2.6 2.7
5e Bz 5 B FEE (%)
1990 15.9 -0.02 0.05 11.9 13.4
1995 16.1 18.9 10.3 14.9 14.5
2000 16.1 20.2 16.6 11.9 14.0
B
1990 50 25 79 22 70
1995 900 1424 405 48 84
2000 1500 7960 2840 156 182
EERFE LR (%)
1990 60 8 3.9 3.5 1.1
1995 55 58 16.4 6.2 5.5

2000 /70 79 60 18.9 n.a.
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ESg) PRSI ZE At
AL K BER AL K B3ERR
iRTA TV iRYA TV
HEPE HEpE
1995 5 10 1 7 0 0 0
1997 5 16 5 4 4 2 2
1998 5 19 4 4 7 4 3
1999 5 22 5 1 12 8 4
2000 5 23 5 0 16 10 4
2001 5 21 2 0 18 11 4
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&8 FATRIEERIE

ESgs) S F=ft
B 7 3 < DA

A — A APEREL (1000 &)
1995 451 7 3 n.a.
1998 299 59 8.5 55
2001 260 595 30 95
T T U AEPE(1000 )
1995 338 55 12 n.a.
1998 342 351 38 309
2001 301 1386 78 656
AHAMmAE (100 75 %)
1995 1860 57 8 n.a.
1998 732 302 16 98
2001 335 894 26 118
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®9. TEZATHIDFEHMIEDHEFE

Esps) vy 7 3 NV BV ES
F—bSA ZVL A— b VY AR UL
1995 153 3.1 6.9 15 4.7 1.4
1997 117 2.8 7.3 1.3 43 1.2
1998  10.8 2.7 6.3 1.0 4.2 1.2
1999 95 2.6 4.9 1.0 3.9 1.1
2000 8.8 1.8 4.7 1.0 3.6 1.0
2001 85 1.6 45 1.0 3.4 1.0
HEMILKICLSERNEL BB EXDTE
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F10. 2001 F (2B ITHLEFATRA — /N1 {1 &
IO DB DLES

EE tyZ  fosR =
3
1) (2) (3) (1) -(2) (2)-(3)
_ -0.330 9.96**
ST HA T4 41.5 41.9 31.2 (-0.05) (5.52)
BT EK 6 30 40
. -0.048*  0.023
TV DE 0.269 0.317 0.295 (-3.39) (0.12)
Fr TN 3 14 1

g EMmBE DT —
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F=11. TEFATRIEMERH. BifEH-YD R&D
Y, BEELxHBOREEIES

= A LRV ToE S =tk
w7 3 Z DA,

HirE e (EA NS F )
1995 74 14 (12) 2 (2) n.a.
1998 130 84 (65) 8 (7) 14 (11)
2001 214 0296 (198) ~ 18(13)  29(19)
Fffis— ANY47=0 o R&D X H (F1r)
1995 86 6 4 n.a.
1998 107 28 27 43
2001 166 9 58 67
EA NS O EEE A
1995 100 0 29 n.a.
1998 100 33 38 43
2001 100 100 67 67
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