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1972 40. 3 1.8 5.0 0.1 1.9 10. 2 14.6 23.3 4.3 7.9
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1997 969 29 862 50529 0.591
1998 1358 40. 1 53 477 76 525 0.711
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2000 2203 23.5 70942 108 457 0. 654
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( ) CZD) ( ) %

1989 9.1 — 84 —

1990 9.8 8.3 95 13.1
1991 10. 8 9.9 123 29.5
1992 14.0 29.5 221 79.7
1993 23.8 70. 4 681 208.1
1994 43.2 81.7 1448 112.6
1995 65.5 51.4 2622 81.1
1996 81.9 25.2 3752 43.1
1997 96.1 17.3 5140 37.0
1998 120.1 25.0 7198 40.0
1999 150. 9 25.6 10 287 42.9
2000 176. 2 16. 8 13 308 29.4
2001 202.9 15.1 18 212 36.9
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2004 365. 1 21.5 47 936 35.8
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199 10 790 963 48 130 33960

1998 3475 93 649 6767 358 531 251 286
(%) | 5.7 11.6 14.2 13.4 13.5

349 13 929 1321 62503 43 651

1999 3840 | 120191 9043 473 975 319 241
(%) | 9.1 11.6 14.6 13.1 13.7

565 20 128 1430 54 589 36 663
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(¥%0) 8.9 14.8 17.3 12.9 14.1
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1895 31537 1248 73 627 37 720

2003 16 276 | 226 391 10 823 801 042 514 573
(%) | 11.6 11.8 11.5 9.2 7.3
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2000 20128 7539 4375 3351 3356 1407
2001 23925 9104 4429 4 351 2408 2669
2002 30618 12 169 5502 6 226 4791 1830
2003 31537 12 244 5358 6633 5783 1519
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1995 1997 2000 2002 1995 1997 2000 2002
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600 700
( ) ( ) ( %%
90 %%

1989 84 97 164 9. 84 10.1 11.48 11.8 23.2
1990 95 122 170 10. 2 8.3 11. 90 9.7 25.3
1991 123 147 184 11. 04 7.5 12. 88 8.7 26.3
1992 221 205 232 13.92 6.7 16. 74 7.9 27.1
1993 681 422 373 22. 38 5.3 26.11 6.2 28.8
19941 1448 | 1140 648 38. 38 3.3 45. 36 3.9 31.1
1995| 2622 | 2295 956 57. 36 2.4 66.92 2.9 32.1
1996 3752 | 3227|1171 70. 26 2.1 81.97 2.5 32.5
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»(1989~2003) ,




9043 s 2002

10 250 s
(6817 ) (8118 )
s (12 752
)6 s
; : 500 D,
1994 o 2003 8
s 440 /) s
500~600 , s
on@ s
o ,2003
40. 8 , 20.6

©) . 2005
@) “ 4 ).2004 6



6 097

H

pan|

=

4

b

(L. Dave Brown)

i

6.1

e




(1991)

Ichniowski

1984 ~1987

(1996)

. Gershenfeld

b

“

(Hirschman)



’ b b
) o b
b b
o s
H 9 o
b Y hY
b b o . -
’ b
., Folger  Skarlicki ,
b
b ’
’ b
o b o
b b
b o
b
b
o b
“ ? ,2004
. “ ”» s
H ’ ’
H ’ N ~ “



Q” (@)
19,
s s 2003 7
107 o s
o . 2004 10 6
,3 000
L s R , 230
, 12 , 2.1

: 7, L »+2005 1
http: //www. enpctn. com. cn/qywmzz/ShowArticle, asp  ArticleID=1134.

©e



0 »8 , 500~600

. 300~400

. , 2004 10 23 ,
,7 20
. 2004 8 25 2 .
, 50 s
Y
1.
,2003
2000 4 »

. . 2001~2003 ,

1993 , 8%




.85 % s 5%

. , 30%
, 3. 7% @,
,1997
9.18 , 2.3%, 1999
29 118 25. 57 ,
259 ,
. 6.6 , .
. 2003~2004
274 032 351 878 24 420 600
34 681 037 28.4%.42%, 2000
4 y o
11.3 3.8 , 370
1 o
©) “ R 52000

z2 .
@  http: //www. jste. gov. cn/ ArticlePrint. aspx  Article ID=4593.



6.6
¢ ¢ C C ) ¢
1999 693 004 715 854 1292513
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2001 704 502 |18 659 140 31993 3425050 40171 4 365 247
2002 989481 |23394323| 11044 1650 487 11 633 2197 030
2003 249029 19571064 11951 2104 217 13052 2745319
2004 323792 128542972 14 217 2 847 093 13 869 3290972

L2005

: (
: 2000

»2000  ,2001

o

»2003

L2004




2004

10,

8

7

» o«
N
» o«
N
”»
’
’
°
N
»52005

1



( “
200, 2000 9
. 2003 6 .
. 8 :
. 2003 11 3 «
. .4
5000
,2004 8 30 “ ,
. 2004 9
“« y 17 :

”)

1




)

(

6.

b

[()

U =

9
b

LCIFM

Uy s

I

U

6.2



{
1997 N N
. 2000
” “
. 44,44 %
®o b
( 6.7), s
D « 2000 ~ 2001,

’

” 5 % y “
” 12.7%,
33.33% .
2005
, 2003




6.7

( 51. 60 10 444. 87 10 240. 80
( 210. 24 228.76 217.75
77.60 51.58 68. 90

( 468. 49 514.72 479. 89
%) 18. 20 12.20 16. 20
( 1 064. 39 1108.55 1075.07
%) 24. 90 16. 30 22.10
( 304. 02 675.09 393. 14
%) 9. 50 6.10 8. 40

: 2005
)
@




(§ D

N
° ’ N
“ ”»
’
“
b b b
2]
’ ° ’
’ H ’ o s
b ] ’
’ °
’ ’
° ’
o b
’
o ’ °
b o
b
’ s

§ » 33 (1994 ),



s 113
113
“ ”» y ZOO
10 R
3 7 ,
“
7 )
“
b b
b b
“ ”»
b
113
b
©) 4 p) 153 ,2003 10 27

o

10



)

28

€2003

1 , 113 o




o ’

5%~10% .
2003 7 18 2004

13.5 , 2700 o



”

6.3




NNN\\E

6.3

6.3

1995

17

s

(

5569.9

1

»2004

o

N

N

PR

. (



11
,11

2000

. 2003

§ »

12




’ N N N N S
’
o b b
’
’ o ’
173
b b b
”»
’ o
“ ”»
b o
’
’ ’
b A b
b
b s o
b b

H i

b o s ’
o
’
N b
N N
1) o
b o
b

©) 2007 6 17 .




7, GDP, N \

©) :“ : 7 9,2004(6) ,




,1998

(

o

2000

(

11

N

“

)



(1) “

4da

”»

6.4

”»

4b



CRL s BOTE Bk BT
'ﬁll"rh%
6.4
4:(1 , “ 2 ,
“ ”» “ ”» “ ”»
’
“ ”»
b ’
, “ ”» s CD
“ ” “
’ b
”» y “ ”» y TS R
41) , “ » ,




CD,

(HD S ,

. .
P?\Pfﬁ; N
TN .
Do boe
: Pen DL Do
pe s

Prob{P{ | CH)

2 “ ”

b ,
Prob{p | RS} =

(2)

d.

46

”»

. WI )
SR, TS. w.
1D,

(H) (S
1 “ ”
2 “ ”
3 “ ”
1 “  (CH) “«
p'p(CH/H) N
pep(CH/H) + (1 — pl)p(CH/S)
(RS) “ ”
U p(RS/H) .

pUp(RS/H) + (1 — p") p(RS/S)




da
CD.TS
CD

3,

. ID

UGep — Crrs

~H ~S
U(/ ID » U(/ ID »

~H
~ 1D

UC3, << UCw; << U(

’

. CD, “ ” i
TS .
UL, UL, .
ULy <ULqss <UL,
WIO “ ” ,
. CD, .
sCri (Cr1 > 0),
. 1D uGt UGS, .,
UG, < UGep — Cri < UG, < UGy,

3

4

5



, (5) ”
. pd =1,
P UGS, + (1 — PE YUGw: = UGep — Cr
H* UGWI + CIR - UG(‘D
L ‘ 6
pe UGy, — UGS, )
3 . pfx < Prob{ P |
CH} . “ ” gl =0;  pl = Prob{PH |
CH} N “ ” ,p(’f =1; p(H = Prob{ P& |
CH) . “« oo “ ” Jbé
bl = 1.
2’ . ” “ ”»” , ”
TS; “ CD.TS.WI.ID
b ’WI ’
\ .TS.ID
.CD \ CD
UL?D <ULTS <ULID <UL(HD <UWI (7)
s 2 “ ”»”
pl =1




’ ’
“ ” “ ” “ ”
o ’ ’
CD “ ” TS 3 ,
“ 9 “ ” (
’
H" H
s bc =P
“
’ ? ’ ID H
‘
‘ 9 R WI 3 s
“ 2 “ ”

PULw + (1 — pO[pl ULep + A — pif HUL ] = ULy

(8)
s = peULw, +O(1—pZ)UL,D — UL s 9
(1— p)(ULp —ULep)

s =Prob (P! | CH). Prob{PH | CH)
ol ) « ”

L= : ©

. Pl =0,
c.

o ” . SQ. “ ” . TS.CD,
IDWI . . TS . SQ .CD,

ID\WI . .



UCP < UCep << UCw; < UCip << UCsq << UCrs (10)

“ » , UCsk .
1 “ ”» ““ ”»
PUC, + (1— pl" HUC, = UCxk (11)
HY UCz 7U(:5Q
R S ioh (12)
,UC, . UC, .
, p(H > pg-lx , I3 2
’ 9UC1 - P?;UCII) + (1 - P?;)UC(D ° ’ “ ”
) vaz - UC(‘Do
, 1
Pl « =05 pr<pl

1 “ ” “ ”»

P UC, + (1 — pl" HUC, = UCsq 13)




H* " _ UC4 - UCSQ

, 14
i UcC, —UC, 1o
,UC, ., UC,
1 prplt
“ ” e =05 pl<pt “« oo )
pe =1, pl=p . “« o .
“ ) “D::l p(‘::OO
(3)
I:szoap(nzla ’
. pL > br pL<pi . “© o
2: po=1, p¢ =1,
. c < bl . Pl <
b
3: po =0, p. =0,
- cpL ol el



b

LCIFM

LCIFM

LCIFM

1
LCIFM




6.8,

(



6.8
. Total Income,
TI
Proportion Income of Stock.
PloS
) (%
Proportion Income of Union,
PloU
’ %)
Proportion Income of Government,
PloG
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2.
. 2007 8 , 40 ,
12 28 40
s . 40 500 ,
427 85.4%, , 403,
94.3%, 403 —_
° : 30 35.4% .,30~40 45. 7% .40
18.9%,
° 7.0%. 45. 7% .
( ) 34.0%. 13.3%.,
° 74.3%. 25.7%.,
° 16.2% . 63.5%.
2.1%, 11.5%. 7.7%.,
N 6.10:
6.10
TI Stock Union Government
( ) w1 PloS w2 PloU w3 PloG
1 1.251 | 0.50 | 1.8% | 0.30 | 2.0% | 0.20 1.5%
2 1.432 | 0.64 | 1.5% 0.21 1.8% 0.15 1.6%




TI Stock Union Government

' ow PIoS w2 PIoU | W3 PIoG
3 .353 | 0.72 | 3.0% | 0.15 | 1.9% | 0.13 2.5%
4 L1831 ] 0.68 | 1.4% | 0.13 | 2.5% | 0.19 2.4%
5 .736 | 0.60 | 4.1% | 0.31 | 3.3% | 0.23 3.7%
6 .205 | 0.65 | 2.1% | 0.23 | 2.1% | 0.17 1.9%
7 .842 | 0.70 | 4.5% | 0.16 | 2.7% | 0.14 3.1%
8 435 | 0.46 | 1.8% | 0.24 | 2.1% | 0.30 2.2%
9 543 | 0.57 | 3.7% | 0.25 | 2.4% | 0.18 2.6%
10 .976 | 0.70 | 4.2% | 0.20 | 2.6% | 0.10 2.1%
11 .337 | 0.63 | 2.3% | 0.17 | 2.1% | 0.20 2.9%
12 .089 | 0.35 | 1.9% | 0.33 | 1.5% | 0.22 2.7%
13 .843 | 0.56 | 4.3% | 0.21 | 3.5% | 0.23 2.4%
14 .484 | 0.60 | 3.4% | 0.21 | 3.7% | 0.19 3.3%
15 .454 | 0.63 | 3.1% | 0.18 | 3.1% | 0.19 3.8%
16 J145 | 0.60 | 2.7% | 0.22 | 3.2% | 0.18 2.1%
17 J187 | 0.60 | 4.2% | 0.20 | 3.3% | 0.20 3.4%
18 521 | 0.70 | 3.3% | 0.15 | 3.5% | 0.15 3.6%
19 0337 | 0.41 | 2.5% | 0.31 | 2.2% | 0.28 3.2%
20 213 | 0.57 | 2.4% | 0.33 | 2.6% | 0.20 2.3%
21 534 | 0.71 | 8.2% | 0.13 | 5.3% | 0.16 4.8%




TI Stock Union Government

P w PloS w2 PIoU | W3 PloG
22 .213 | 0.57 | 1.8% | 0.19 | 2.3% | 0.24 2.1%
23 .024 | 0.63 | 6.4% | 0.18 | 3.1% | 0.19 3.9%
24 .236 | 0.45 | 1.4% | 0.25 | 2.4% | 0.30 2.0%
25 .603 | 0.60 | 2.9% | 0.20 | 2.7% | 0.20 2.1%
26 .348 | 0.42 | 1.3% | 0.31 | 1.9% | o0.27 2.3%
27 .377 | 0.63 | 1.7% | 0.27 | 1.3% | 0.20 2.1%
28 .546 | 0.56 | 2.7% | 0.34 | 3.8% | 0.20 2.8%
29 .A78 | 0.38 | 3.5% | 0.30 | 3.2% | 0.32 2.1%
30 .229 | 0.35 | 2.9% | 0.44 | 3.7% | 0.21 2.3%
31 .864 | 0.43 | 5.8% | 0.32 | 3.5% | 0.25 3.1%
32 .321 | 0.38 | 2.8% | 0.34 | 2.3% | 0.28 2.5%
33 .104 | 0.20 | 1.2% | 0.40 | 1.8% | 0.40 1.6%
34 .643 | 0.40 | 1.6% | 0.30 | 2.1% | 0.30 2.3%
35 .987 | 0.23 | 1.5% | 0.39 | 1.4% | 0.38 2.2%
36 .468 | 0.30 | 1.3% | 0.35 | 2.9% | 0.35 2.7%
37 .937 | 0.47 | 7.3% | 0.23 | 5.2% | 0.30 4.6%
38 568 | 0.41 1.9% | 0.32 | 2.4% | 0.27 2.1%
39 534 | 0.80 | 8.5% | 0.10 | 5.7% | 0.10 5.5%
40 .855 | 0.45 | 3.4% | 0.24 | 3.9% | 0.31 3.7%

w1, w2, W3




6.11 ,

o 1,
, 6.11,
6.11 1
PloS = 0.018 0.75 0.2 0.3 0.25
PloU = 0.02 0 0.6 0.4 0.2
PloG = 0.015 0.7 0.18 0. 25 0.2
1 R
0.75 0.2 0.3 0.25
R= |0 0.6 0.4 0.2
0.7 0.18 0.25 0.2
W={w w w)=1{0.5 0.3 0.2}
, 1
0.75 0.2 0.3 0.25
SD = WoR =1[0.5 0.3 0.2]% [0 0.6 0.4 0.2
0.7 0.18 0.25 0.2
=1[0.5 0.3 0.3 0.2]
0.5,
s 1 o s
, 6.12,




6.12 40

1 0.50 0.30 0.30 .20
2 0.56 0.30 0.18 .15
3 0.63 0.32 0.21 .12
4 0.59 0.36 0.27

5 0.39 0.66 0.21 .16
6 0.45 0.31 0.16 .08
7 0.32 0.53 0.28 .12
8 0.52 0. 44 0.15 .19
9 0.57 0.33 0. 27 .17
10 0.06 0.14 0. 34 .14
11 0.63 0.28 0.15

12 0.54 0. 26 0.09

13 0.23 0.43 0.18 .1
14 0.52 0.34 0.24 .2
15 0.68 0. 38 0. 20

16 0.70 0. 24 0.10

17 0. 40 0. 60 0.15

18 0. 60 0.32 0.23

19 0. 67 0. 40 0. 30 .1
20 0. 60 0.30 0.07




21 .10 0. 20 0. 60 0.3
22 .99 0.32 0. 20 0.15
23 .10 0.30 0. 44 0.25
24 . 80 0. 20 0.15 0

25 .34 0. 45 0.17 0

26 .70 0. 38 0.20 0

27 .65 0. 45 0.14 0.10
28 .75 0.42 0.28 0

29 .56 0. 49 0.25 0.15
30 . 60 0.43 0.18 0.09
31 .20 0.50 0.40 0.07
32 . 60 0. 40 0.15 0

33 .70 0.50 0.11 0

34 50 0.30 0.19 0.12
35 90 0.35 0.09 0

36 45 0.50 0.21 0.15
37 .20 0.36 0. 45 0.10
38 58 0. 40 0.30 0.08
39 0. 20 0. 60 0. 20
40 .25 0.30 0.50 0.25
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65. 2%
24. 4%

4

12. 3%
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2.1%,
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34. 5%,
1.1%,

1.3%
20.1%.,
35.7%.
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15. 62
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10. 376 %, 1997
2.04%, 39.59
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10. 98
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1993~2002
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12 26
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o

2002
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7.1,
7.1
Co ( ( ) ( )
1993 10 0.27 183 10. 54 10. 81
1994 204 15.35 291 7.16 22.52
1995 50 6.51 323 2.97 9.48
1996 22 2.07 530 14. 20 16. 27
1997 98 4. 89 745 37.71 42. 60
1998 87 6.96 851 49,57 56.53
1999 135 29.91 949 39.91 69. 82
2000 74 22.73 1088 24.16 46. 89
2001 26 7.92 1140 23.00 30.92
2002 29 10. 98 1244 15. 62 26. 60
1993~2002 ( )
(
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as W,] — asio
W;‘ = Wm + Wil . 9Wi()
7Wil ’

R, .
R, = {0—aS;
Rl == Rm +Ril o ’
S[ — I:(l - t)Y, - F,] - (R[O +Wi0)
s (R + W) ’ a
) (A=Y, —F/]
S,‘ <O9 N A ’




o

1998

b

o

. Cable

s

1994

Fitzroy s
N ESOPs
11
., 1990 s
20% , 45% ,
35%
( ) ,
1994
” 9,2000(6) ,



, 1994

. 20%;

1999
. 15
45%,
3.
; 382

65% . 35%.
35%
35%, 1984 .1985 ;
160 1988 6 1

. Cramton& Mehren
(ROA)
2.7%.
,303




14%, 382 , 4
6.9%, 60 % .
1.6%, Kruse(1999)
’ ®o
1996 1997 3184
, 1996 396 1997 383
\ 4
, 1 0<X<2.5%, 2 2.5%<X<<10%, 3 10%<
X<<20% 4 20% 7.2 ,
20% s
3,
7.2
1996 1997
X Y X Y X Y
C ) (% Y% | C ) (% %) | (%) (%
! 33 8.42 0.18 35 14. 1 0.17 |11.26 0.175
0~2.5%
2 76 10.51 0.18 76 6.23 0.19 8.37 0.185
2.5%*\/10% e . o LG . S . 9

@O Kruse, D. (1999): Public Opinion Polls on Employee Ownership and Profit

Sharing, Journal of Employee Ownership Law and Finance, Vol. 11.



1996 1997
X Y X Y X Y
CH (% D |1 CH (% % | (%) (%
3 154 8.35 0.14 | 150 7.16 0.30 | 7.75 0.22
1O%N2O% o) . 9 . 9 . o) . 4
4
200 133 14.92  0.29 | 121 15.2 0.5 [13.22 0.39
0
396 10.55 0.19 | 383 9.75 0.29 |10.15 0.243
. X Y ¢
Vs ,2000 96
’ ’
. 7.3 .
7.3 1994~1997
1994 1995 1996 1997
X X X X
CH (%1 CH ol CH o CH D
1
.997| 73 .7 34 9.7 7 .
0—2.5% 86  8.99 310 134 8| 172  8.06
2
24 10.1 42 19.4 82 13.8 102 13.1
2.5%~10%
3
9 1 9 20. 16.5 0 10.9
0%~ 20% 6 6 8 88 6.5 8 6
4 (g =g =g
20% 2 11.5 111 24.9 66  16.93 40 13.55
/
"1 121/2919.1  |322/323 18.97|370/530 14.27 |394/745 11. 4
. X 2 ),




s 1993~1997

’ 7.4,
7.4 1993~1997
1993 1994 1995 1996 1997
X (%) 14. 22 13.99 10. 69 10. 02 9.69
Y (%) 18. 64 9.17 18.97 14. 27 11.43
. X Y
7.4 , 1994 ,
b o
b b b
2,
3 1994 ’“ ”»
A o b
2530 , 1 .
30%., ,
70% . 30% .
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46. 5% “ ” «“

”

54.3%  71.5%., “

’” 16. 3% 19. 4%’“ 2
“ 7 38%  52.1%. «
” 69.7%. “
? 28. 8%,
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1992 ,
35.4%. 5.2%,
46. 1% .53. 8%, 6.9%.
6.9%, ,
, 1992 ,
51. 5% (42. 9% +
8.6%), 4. 7%
0+4.7%), .
®o
LCIFM , U=u, .
t, (
7.2),
@ : . . Vs .1995



1

7.2
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, 23.48%
,20. 68%
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LCIFM ,
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7.3

)

1. 2005

21

140

10

30

12
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LCIFM

LCIFM
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» )
, 7.6
7.6
Total Income,
TI s
Proportion Income of Stock,
PloS
( ) %
Proportion Income of Union,
PloU
¢Z9)
Proportion Income of Government,
PloG
1 73]
C




TI = (PloS + PloU + PloG) X TI +C

7.7 o

7.7

SD Satisfaction Degree,

PloS<5 -7
5< PloS<15
15<<PIloS<45
50<PloS

PloS

PloU<2

2< PIloU<6
6<PIoU<10
10<<PIloU

PloU

PloG<2
2<PloG<38
8<PloG<14
14<<PloG

PloG

o

R PloS.PloU,PloG

PIoS .PIoU,PloG .



o 7.8,
7.8
23
1] 1200 125 | 98(78.4%) | 30 40 14. 8 15.2
2| 4675 1200 | 750(62.5%) | 22.6 41.9 17.2 18.3
3 800 183 | 152(83.6%) | 16.3 39.6 32.4 11.7
4| 5100 | 2800 |1965(70.1%)| 34 23.7 25.9 17.4
51| 2100 650 | 556(85.5%) | 30.71 | 28.2 32.94 8.15
6 | 1450 598 | 527(88%) 9.71 18.82 | 50.4 20.43
71 1050 85 80(94%) 30 5.6 19.5 54.9
8 220 70 | 52(74.2%) 10 15.5 41.5 33
9 490 92 70(76 %) 42.4 21 19 18.6
9 , o
9 s
b
o 9 . 500




o 446 30
40 138 238
) )
s 416
) ,
386 , 7.9,
o 1,
s 7.10,
7.9
Stock Union Government
TI C
W1 | PloS| W2 | PloU| W3 | PloG
1 |3.475| 0.70 |10.0%| 0.10 | 2.0% | 0.2 |5.0% . 884
2 | 4.574 ] 0.75 |18.0%| 0.10 | 5.8% | 0.15 | 5.6% 412
3 [2.532]0.72 |8.0% | 0.15 | 4.0% | 0.13 | 3.5% .139
4 |2.857 | 0.68 [11.0%| 0.13 | 2.5% | 0.19 | 3.5% .114
5 12.231] 0.76 | 9.0% | 0.11 | 2.3% | 0.13 | 2.0% . 934
6 |2.046| 0.71 | 4.0% | 0.12 | 2.1% | 0.17 | 1.9% . 902
7 |3.342] 0.74 |13.5%| 0.13 | 2.7% | 0.13 | 3.7% .673
8 |2.455] 0.66 |3.8% | 0.14 |2.1% | 0.20 |2.2% . 234
9 | 4.134 ] 0.67 |8.6% | 0.15 |3.4% | 0.18 | 3.6% . 489

W1, w2, W3




7.10 1

PloS = 0.1 0 1 0.3 0.1
PloU = 0. 02 0 0.6 0.3 0.1
PloG = 0. 05 0 1 0.4 0.2
1 R

0 1 0.3 0.1

R= |0 0.6 0.3 0.1

0 1 0.4 0.2

W= {w w, w,)=1{0.7 0.1 0.2}

0 1 0.3 0.1

SD = WoR =[0.7 0.1 0.2]X |0 0.6 0.3 0.1

0 1 0.4 0.2

=[0 0.9 0.3 0.1]




.11

0 0.70 0. 30 0. 20
2 0 0. 20 0. 60 0.35
3 0 0.72 0.41 0. 20
4 0 0. 56 0.17 0.18
5 0.10 0.68 0.21 0.16
6 0. 45 0.31 0.16 0.08
7 0 0.70 0.48 0.12
8 0.52 0. 44 0.15 0.09
9 0 0. 66 0. 27 0.17

(D 9
.1

(2




25.62%

ESOPs

3

’

s 9

J74.38%

88. 45%



21. 46 % . 78.54%
2.21% . .
9.15%, 16.47%, 53.86%,
14.17%., 6.61%. ,
4
, 23.48%
.20. 68%

, 6. 34%., 10. 32%,

61.23%, 16.45%, 5.66%. ,
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