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ABSTRACT

This paper examines in detail the mnovative environment and performance of local
firms, especially focussing on small and medium-size enterprises. Research findings and
implications are drawn from recent surveys of local manufacturing firms. The first part
relates to the theoretical discussions underlying the relationships between technological
innovations and firm size. The second part suggests the empirical findings on the variations
of innovative environment by firm size. In the third part of the paper the different
characteristics between innovating and non-innovating firms are analyzed and the results
of the analysis are presented in which the most important factor influencing the innovative
performance is R & D organizations and other anticipated effects of firm size and
firm location are not confirmed. Finally, the implications of these results of a study

for government firms policy on technological innovations are suggested in conclusion.
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I. v

2 TEol AR dFH oA ZlgHsld i Bdol AFA FA=T gloh A7
A% Andrsse] BAs Tys) FY 1950-60dche) FHA Aol Aleial L MRS
(structural adjustment periods) & %oldfuir A2 Az} Az 4ol i EE7]
AHAe| wtal HA1F Z)gle] AT AA G €EFY (engine) 22 FEUT §ltt(Davelaar,
1991 : ). Selvete] Afellx i3 o] 4% dstol aet o Fkeo] AP EREM
oA vjagdzte] el A g W3R EFHel wet nele 71%ii%‘£‘ 59
adzistl s 7 FAHANY FAZYHE ZE 7 UEF A4 AHE Akl
g Aol o 3l

T AR T et HA gAY AHAE shedte AEeste Aol v|Fo
B oo 2 fejvet AdAAY Adele w)f o5& Hubs ReiFu AT L,
1993 : 8-40). 4kd7AY 4
otstd 2ol Qlo] 7HAAAHL FTublE=ol wlsl, FAAAHL AdAdzITeo] vl
AAlo FAE oleie Axolct delm olekpe ekt Aoeide 3
tS Azl 1992 ghelEoE 10,7610 F47]de] s4kske $I71E wha Sloh F478
2o ZvkE HAstn gl

Jedez s AAEF Hoiux

1980 el FolA AFar|de A1, K457 21g Arel ofefrbA] AAo] Fals]o
gtovt Bzgolut AAzdwzt e 682 o] (cost advantage)oll 23 £ ¥ LA A o]

Aol A FAmdd vpg ned o Alstel Il AL fFAIEANE
o] Fo] A7|¥ct(Ewers and Wettmann, 1980 : 165). 1782} sWutste} HAPA S = g7}
A A| 74 A 2] 7] Az Aalslolzhs A]HolA S8 A]iAle "HAFE Ao z9isiol
e HAlE Qkn glow o] dhAlol e AbqiubA N} A ogfdbe] ahake &4l
on'entation)OE! F lofl glch zelz HAXFPA 2dygAe Haka FFHTDORA FAT|ge
Halol AL Folof Fope Hol AEE3 Qi Ewers and Wettmann, 1980 : 177).
Far|ddo]l ZlgdAle] AgHecln APFA dishde LAFL oY whibo] =
$A|qt Far|ede) G} FoEA A AA sl @ vlFE nHE o T4
7l ol e Aol E Zy2 AR HAlo]l gufeYh ofgef o] Hoko d¥x
Folo] BMBAoln TRAUQ) 2ol AQAA el oz AdmdEe] AL el =z

2] z] 8k A (innovation—

g

=5 TP

F)

o

D) FAAHol Saef welZARS ole] iR (Sl

e
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2o Efpel . HEM] Aoz Aoz ZledAls Vg B4 BA9) 7
Alo] Z1edo] A, A4ke) ofeksl, W3 Foll vl &dEo] dig A zmee
¥t} zdo] Soidof ¥th(Thwaites and Oakey, 1985 : 12).

ol gt W a&ofA] o] AF = AEAAE FA v AWFL7|ddd A FAGUN=AE
EU 2 2yFiaride] Zleidedd 9 ZeldAd el B4 sl AslEozy F47)49

AEd 9 AAY ZEE A% ANE s dzx @
I. Beiddist fiiskel &l

Zlgd Aol ZIgtest vlxe ¥% W FoA disiMe Schumpeterolsfz #&
=2 Aol Eoigich 29 rHHe zA HAld AHAolE ojike =X Alolol=
ES A7 Qlow, webs tizjgde] 4R o] HAlHolele 77| W22 gokgch

1A 74P I oJ=A 5 o]dolejol EEAH R ofFe] A 4 gk dlEFe]
Zlgol E3ksle] ofjdobrt W o 3k ArF 2sle, AEFH ofolrjolE AHow
Al & F e AR HEdE dE W A YHE HeE 3] ol
thzledol felstch windoll AL oz 7o) A mel FarIdelA Zlgd4lo]
AE Qoluhs ALE Utk WA ofolold aAldsl We YL slole Eael
Aol oaiA btz 2ol 2w A§e L907l004 Aele] ool o 2 Wi
T+ JeleE 1988:2-3). WiAEZ AYPH AYATEL Aol wel Aot Adeldtr]
o Foll ZlgTFEzE Z1EgAl 3ol vlxe A dis Aoz dxH AEE dA
23ln Qch(Giaoutzi, et. al op. cit. 1 9). WHrldel Ay FAHEL AAE ZA=
AT Y o= G, AY ol WHollA RO AAME FH £ Yx A7l
FubEle HEEHEE 29T ¢ Unke FHHAA dir]sdo] 71 Al gloiA] A sttt
=2 E Ha 3 F47I9Y ARAEFL ASA, Aol AAbEA, g wFAA
ArdAeld 3 2L FL7HY R/ 5ol TR HAE FEI 2 F
g Qle] Farlde]l ZlEHA Slold Fod A¥ge HAEY £ oz Lo

714t e} Pl ¥l BAE A Foial 39, (D) 71dFES edxy Oled

2l

Fol) kol #A Q) 7Rt e A CledAl 4E) ok AR 7Y 5 e
ole] chgt AMeivE sHEslz U+ Kamiend®} Schwartze] oI7Ar oizbde AEE
A28tz 9lch(Kamien and Schwartz, 1982). 5ol wam 7|72t 7|&8A59HE

AR Holn 2ot el WAL EN3A] o, ZIdFRSY ZIeHALEHY B 2R
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Z1gell A A ez fedt FAHA axrt 9loy o Aze Akl §¥el ulel clokst
WRE dolv ez AHAEAx ok webd Schumpetere) 7FEL o3 7|E Ao
H7lde]l FEst e Fa7IGe] FEETE s B obdel Ao
oAGA wAsted Aol FEo] AFAAL e, Folo] ofgAl A=A B4
Arstoz s 7ot Jleddle] o AAE QdE Aol Fgsich

o] #A o thsh 4+ Freeman%o] z4|8h= Schumpeter T 87} [ 28lo] A3 Healsln
gt} (Freeman et. al,, 1982 :39-40). Schumpeter [ 28-& ‘Zld7t3 H 228 (nodel of
entrepreneurial innovation) .24 7| ¥ A4 AxH _3}3 (creative destruction) 2] AL
T8 ZIsdrbe A¥e] FxEe ool sty #HAREFL gAY - 7R EE
ks ZlEdAE B SR (1F) 71 ZIHE o sl Al o E 7|drte Aakshe
g eo2 wbHgtel whddol Schumpeter [ 23-& o= 33} - 7]go] 7l RolA 537
Z23=+ AAE Fo4] stz Yok il weld HA2¥ (model of large firm-
managerial innovation) 28 E8]-¢+ o] o= g e dAFr4L5E FAog oA
k- 7)gol 71l Aoz HEE gAY o] &L o] sz AFPozy
ALHQ) goEts Sl HAEFo] olofxlA Hod(ad D #H=x).

-
r o]
ok
offl
o

ag v 7l=8sol st Schumpeter 28

o] A} = 7174 AL A A2 AT 784
se-sle || 2% || AdeRR || 4ae o s o ol

—
| e
L

@ w7y BN WNEY
w4 A LR R R R LR

sat- e | | Fame | | Aasd | T 9o s o ol
Pl
941324 \T\

shat - 1%
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Schumpeter®] F =239 xlolx AlGsH4 HAHFo WMo B =A-o|Evt ‘tech-
nological push’ @ ‘demand pul'd] =A-02 o]ojx|n] o] moir] Alx] wl Z|£9
glo] = Alo]Z (ife-cycle) GAI &t 3¢ Pu Yol ADds] B3¢ o]Buatg ojfx gk
27, Zledide dH, slediy FA, sledAdAAe] He ol B} £ 2
zlol7} 7|3 Fav]dolebe ol #HA Aol A A5 FH sl AL obyw] okt
1o S A48H0] EgHog szl AR Holer Jrh

ZIgARATEE AR e o ZIdF e JIYEE ela, 4% Rothwells2
Aol A BReol Ikl A, ARlY AHEE, ZIgY gelz Alo]F, AF FA4 ol
ugl ZledAilaA diZldy F4rIdY JEe Az Zeld 4 Qe AdAe] ada
¥ 4 9t} (Rothwell and Zegveld, 1982).

Lo

. soirh/h3Ee] BONBRBERA-S] WRE

1. AP HE

2A7lde AeAlsh AFEE Asle AR 1374 A ol AT 5000 AYAZ7| YL
doz shm gled Ade dvdse (® D oY
A 4IRS v AAZIYS) &.4%7F 4RY A 5ol A AEIdol= 5ol

sl 126%0lch 7l zAYE chio]l FAHAY Helzd HAle) & 2%E
Aalstel AAsA} 11.8% Zlebddo] 2.9%2 FAsel gtk 33 £f¥uE A
B9t A FERE £ohn glon] JUBAL 6.1%E P AL ulgE AP sl

TEE Sz Asag 51-150¢00] 41.2%2 7P o ohdol 20-5002.2 22.0%°]x
15091 elatrk A ok 70% FEE ATl FardrlEded FAE FR7IE
whzm F47]4d (5-3009)) o] HAe] 8.8%E o4& x=Iste] ojr]dd (3002 ©]4h) 2 16.2%,
4719 (5-209) & 4.7%2 FAsel ok FAUAYEH e IUbEEH ATl UA"
AA7L 47.4%, FELA AAF GA7F 10.7%2A AR AN 58.1%F A3

[s]
AR (el 2D & 41 9%elch

9) AL E7|o]e oiFAbTslojsela] Uzkeh thEE ZARE R EIIGER ol #5H 2,200 GAF
Azedete Ao Saels 2&% Aoz A3 2y E4EE yIdtns & & gich
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(E ) ZAPIYe gdvisg
(4] : AL, %)

B 2 423 T ek 9 A

o 5ol 176 92.6) | 180 ®L1 | 163 (89.6) | 519 (87.4)
if:;‘ 51 o] 14 (7.4 2 (18.9 19 (10.4) 75 (12.6)
A 190(100.0) | 222(100.00 | 182(100.0) | 594(100.0)
2131} 6 3.2) 2 (18 9 22y | 70 aL.e
=2 ye ERER! 181 6.3 | 171 7700 | 155 85.2) | 507 (85.2)
(M=0) Fepal 3 (L6 9 @1 5 2.8) 17 2.9
A 190(100.0) | 222(100.0) | 182(100.0) | 594(100.0)
o 27}34 175 @26 | 207 932 | 175 96.2) | 557 (93.9)
*?le;a” e 14 (7.4 15 6.8 7 39 % (6.1)
A 1890100.0) | 222(100.0) | 182(100.0) | 593(100.0)
209l gt £ 2D 19 ®6 5 2.8) 28 @&7)
20-509) 2 (11.7) 63 (28.4) 5 4.7 130 (22.0)

ERRE T
ol 51-150%) 90 47.9 77 6L7) 7423 | 244 @12
= 151-3002! - 7097 | 8126 29 (15.9) % (15.9
30181014 5 (18.6) 35 (15.9) % (14.3) % (16.2)
A 188(100.00 | 222(100.0) | 182(100.0)0 | 592(100.0)
b AuEe | 75 @400 | 111 (50.2) B GLY | 219 4 e
34k 2] ) gk 4 (7.5 2 (10.9 % (13.8) 63 (10.7)
(M=5) A g Al A 98 (52.4) 8 (38.9) 63 (34.8) 247 (41.9)
A 187(100.0) | 221100.0) | 181(100.0) | -589(100.0)

F 1 M&  §F-gxt(missing) 4.

2. 7|E7HWo{zie] ey

A R A

71818l ZlE"HA Clei) o SAHATE Py e TS el e] dAlaHH (nnovation
potential) 3} A+&Zuio]4]e] #4143} (innovativeness, innovation performance) £ % of
Hzle] 71A 3 A 232 A FANUEAESE FEot(Davelaar, op.ct. © 8. & FUa4g
JFAYE2r} 7|42 HH (transformation) 1= Aol ME 71de] {3t S4e
AA, =57 wjelxzl B A&Edoide HAsm Agdde Ar7E FE3A
23 AAo4 ujRiel APz HdygdTe el IARIRA FoYFH AXE

Abgsta Qlch
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=

71de] ATFARFAE (7Yl /) EH) & Tt rEe Adsew E 29 At F
FodY 51-150%18 FHFRAAA 2.862 7P gom g 209 olFhe] 4713 300!
o]de] ti7lade]l 27+ 1069 1. 0322 vebgtn FAat R (21-509)) ¢ Foiat £ (151-300%0) ol A
7P 2 FAEE doln Qe FTEAM AFAUEAsE 4sisln Qlde AL
Astnes ¥4 Sle HdE F7 oot

(B 2 SPHEFRAE FE(O91H)

7 ¥ 454 AFA TR
20) o] 5} 20 1.06
21- 501 94 0.29
51-150%1 193 2.85
151-300<! 72 0.88
3002 ol 8 1.03
Al 466 1.61

F AP T ARG = o ] /o) gy

71T S} AFAVERY £F) FAH BAE Ans] A ARG AT
=z okalzle) HARHL A

23] ojrlola BAS 2WE FLANR AP JAFLY ZAr AFABFRLY S Fol
FGg nlHNEA ofpoltt = J|EHANA FLEUE Ttz FLY FAELE
A8 S AFAVBALY Zrhgol EhbE A$ Holx FUBaeliE dirlde] ool
Faslodel s Fescn £ 4 ok

ofxte] AR RABRE ERE (VAT Pou obel logE sl WYY Q4 Fo

ZAE FA3
RDI = a(NS, TAY U oo (1)
logRDI = loga + Blog(NS, TA) + logu --ooerreeeeeeeeees 2

RDI = 7]d9] dAF70gFaiel (1991d)

NS = 7|9l =& (1991)

TA = 7|d9] F=x4H(1991)
o] w 7|PFEE JellE #He Ry ujEdo] AF AlfEEW] o olfw tHEYe]
Zdds S B wdo] uls] DrAEQ sl ulztele] 94vu] gl s EAH o=

Seue ¥ ohizh @Rudel Aol $29 242 nelsls] @ RolcH@TELL LY



136 HHITHORIE 568 SH48% B0, 1994.2

19881 133). od7IAE Frel MERA shEdst Falae FoXE Algsigion o A
s e
OERDI = 2,42 + (0.7910g NS --evseerrer @)
1.68)  (0.16)
t=-1.46 469
- 0.3 F =220

loéRDI = -2.8 + 0.8logTA meeeeer 0
(1.64) 0.17)
= -1.74 500

= (.37 F =249
eHe) 245 AAAST 4GS Fe Hosa 2P AP BolAE WY WA
(elasticity) & ojelshe ghol” 1uch 2ol wimEdoz Jshtozs 2o Fokl we
AFHUFA} F7451s Zoe AP HHE W] FUFLAETelA AFAUFA
g g4ssle Q8e BeZEch

_,_4

uoodake] A3 oaby

71€¥ =+ 74§ (technological capability) & 7|78l l4data 7)o H53
17744 (internal R&D) 3 WA dfe] glok & 7|9 HAA BAHLE 7|gdo] FHao
*—J‘é’ %01]4 7IEe +9E 7 Uxe Yol AvAY AAEA Malecki, 1991 : 118) 7l

E Yoz ZloddRolA HAE 4 et offrt dj - Fasic

(Meyer-Krahmer, 1985 : 530-532).

7ladel A7t zze aA E3 =3 (centralized organization) 3 24+ =2 (decentralized
organization) 2 2 ¥ & 4 gt AL FHE ofs ohFd ¥ olyel Friulth BFIYx
Az g 2 A-9dHE dH"oz k3]s ool (Malecki op.cit. :190-191).°

& ZAPlA Aubrldel qfRd Atz HHE 8w (F Dol vehd uie}

Zoh WA dpARzAe) daoiRE Huml JYFEsl T4E dFAURAL dAss

3 , _ ARRD _ ARD/RDI
' AInNS /ANS/NS = Tha s

4) 71ade] AFsdzze e, olzx] Foll #H3t FAlH =oo} APH AdrFe of TH H=x=
E. J. Malecki{1980), “Corporate Organization of R and D and the Location of Technological Activities.”
Regonal Sudies 14 : 219-234.




o] Eob 20 o]k

o] @72

ke BetibasE SR 9 ARl Wit 1%

47]14d0) 16%21u vls) 30091 olAte] thriad-&
+ Zf3tn Yok =39 Helo el JIdFREE Aol Holx
A& AAFe v]go] AH e

8. 4%7} AT w2
=d] dA 2 7|gdF27}

oo v AdFLo} ALEE

(E 4 7187Hge] oYy

T + Fa7|4d 7 Al

A A 5 A A 210 (46.0) 41 (45.1) 242 (45.8)
=3 W LA 3 (7.6 2(22 35 (6.6
4 = LA 49 (11.2) 7(7.D 56 (10.6)
FEAT A Aol S =AY (2.5 2022 13 (2.5
e dFLgFEAY 23 (5.3 6 (6.6) 29 (5.5
AHENE A A AL 14 (32 4 (4.9 8 (34
drldezrere = 55 (12.6) 4 (449 59 (11.2)
gFoziegrerd 51 (11.7) 25 (27.9) 76 (14.4)

Al 437(100. 0) 91(100. 0) 528(100. 0)

Bt

22
Y =& FF4tl "WEe 24 AF4LE HFszn e vlEo] Fol AFUzRAY
8o FERAAZ udsEz 9SS  Sich
(B 3 HFU=Ee] HE|
(] A4, %)
z4 | BA9 | BA%el | 3A% | aiAe
go | puaTa | yHare | @ 27 A
FE 4 A A=) Az o] 4]
2021013} 1(4.0 0(0.0 3(12.0) 21(84.0) 25(100. 0)
21-50¢1 6(5.1) 4(3. 4 39(33.3) 68(58.0) 117(100. 0)
51-150¢] 40(17. 2) 100 4.3) 107 (45.9) 76(32. 6) 233(100. 0)
151-3002] 10(11.4) 9(10. 2) 50(56.8) 19(21.6) 88(100. 0
300q1  e]Ad 39(41.1) 20(21. 1) 25(26.3) 11(11.6) 95(100. 0)
Al 96(17.2) 43(7.7) 224 (40. 1) 195(35.0) 558(100. 0)
th&o2 JlEsui] o] fulS wul Fxpwo] 458%2 I e ®]EE 3A
F71EY =4 14.4% ©Zlge FleEEd 11.2% 5o 7ZleNde duHez 9
Q&3 v EE 25.8%0 o= “:1 7w e suby FYriee zu 5 e
(imitation) o] z2x+= A$= 27 10. 1%} 6.5%4 ok 71QdF 27} 22 F47)gel
Fzlulgo] Hm 1 A9 %%“d*a‘ o] Waldle ZlEe Fxpldo] ul=A] gk
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A& ohdnh zely FxxEs rigdde) £3 9 APAUzel Hotgew Exa

ko] oyt strietx =AY, HEZFY 2 A E=e d74Led FEIANUS

Lo

choFgh ZhAxiduta)e] g xlojo} gt A2 ol ¥ FEIEAA S 9|FF
Mo}

oh AAE o leNde oz el

7|30 F2 xﬂ%%(%*a' AAE) 2 oz (1A AAE) A]A 2 4 o
A F£9 Ho REHALe FEoln FYAFT Wi FHAAUAH 277 FE A
e fubslel Fxjshrciel ododd HAelch B z2Fo fivel rigde] AR

472 A4 ofshsle] 4nY Aol o Q& HHolth 1 FH 89loz: (F Hel
w5ol A sladel 72.7%7F A4telgel ALE Tx glend uwge gule F|slol

L= ]
% 24 vrm Aok wbd AAEE FAsE FASE oM,
: D A

Axste wFe] Aidez 2 AL & 4+ ok

(# 5 HEH of2e¢9l
(el A4, %)

T + Farld o 7)o A
Aake)go A 357 (73.3 3 (69.2) 420 (72.7)
25T A9 22 (4 ) 6 (6.6) 28 (4.9
opA R EFe] F-a 48 ( 9. 9 8 (88 6 ( 9. 7
AAEFNLYe Az 37 (7.6) 11 (12. D 48 (83

AHell Wi AAFFH 23 (4.7 3(33 26 (4.5
A 487(100. 0) 91(100. 0) 578(100. 0)

747 AAEo] kst 1Y F 292 FUY Usigle] AFY FAT Asoldh ¥ FAIAY
unit labor cost) 7} 19888 F&3HA A5 3lod
A I 6.7% FUHES K2R H =FAAE ASsle Sl WrHEE HITle
Fg8g9lo] Hlm Qich® 2 uoll dAAe]E, F&0E EFvRY FUlE FL AT
vls] Y53 o ofxell Fodl
g9lo] Hoh(HgAdg3lel4, 1993 1 18-23). ul~7t He oferlx] 248 A E|=|et

53 FAFTY A5 AMEALY Axs %’373’83191 obstrt A FHefe] Fo g]lolrh

.3
fu
2
R
fu
=
a8
ol
[
[>
|m
o
:\3
b
ofr
o
ofs

-

r]r
L
o
fu
X
a2
hul
ol
)y K
39,
2
N
2
1o
-
r>'
x
mlo
0
12
h:)
>
i
i

5 ZA7iadel 48.5%7F 7bA A HY Adeder mFulEY AR Ades AHI}D ok
B A (199, "FEEAYLR,
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zZHo] 2RI AFE FAHLE gusln gle dAeld FAd W A«AEN
s FRZAYY Aze S FAAAY FRol g zied FHxjolch
A E BTz (F 6ollA] AEo] ZlENde ofe|rtx| o}]i_g_q_]gi ato)elo} A ALY

2 Zl;ﬂ%}il e A Jledde —‘%‘—§°i A2 36.6%F 2}11{*4 o] Ar|qde]
e AL FA9 Alolzlgh ZlgANwe] Ao Fefedozy
AgA L A2 g3 Fdec AA FdoAY sleddHY A7 oS Azdsioe
AP dAleh e dAdH AFALAF slesid ALdAgAe] PAE BoFcohe Ao
Alabets 8F 2o (F ¥4, 1990).

tgoz & 8F5E A hzecle AU Fade A A 23.4%7) At
A= Abgelnt. Zig AU st B8 Addlol Z]qde] ZEsdel B Fr1E Wrie
oAt o37lolE ofejzhx] o {7t YAl Folrncks A)FHA ] s|AAH| A FE Lo
ool sl EHF rtedE HAY HF AFA RS lEARst FEH R dl J)Ase
o} aoh(FHWA, @} =% :1239).

71Nl A AFFEL2 ZE 7] wEEsln e N2Ahgelxrt 53] FE7F QA%
Fa7Ide A7l v A Az J4stn Ju(E 6 M=), dY sleius
AFALAEE 2 FHY TR} AdH ez FEF AL A2 o FAle AUdAZY
HE, g A9, FERAFY ey, ALAFe A& (credit diversion) FoE
A FL7lade]l ok AFE AAAHo|nE FHIA AU Zilzm e Holnd HAle}

Ze Wadeln YA AFHEA Aol oy HUH Ansh Peso,

=]

(E 6 ZIs/we ojzeel
(B3] : ML %)

T + Farid 74 Al
7lelgy = 173 (36.6) 35 (36.8) 208 (36.6)
A A5-F 7 (9.9 9 (9.5 56 (9.9
LR 49 {10. 4 12 (12.6) 1 (10.7)
l2zehd 94 (19.9 11 (11.6) 105 (18.5
Z1eNudstel 44 106 (22.4) 6 (27.4) 132 23.2)
3 RIUF 4 (0.9 2 (2.1 6 (11
A 473(100. ) 95(100. 0) 568 (100. 0)
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V. #fjphi3Ee] BbbAgRiRel Rk

1. 7l@Tiednie] Ay

713 419] 4FE =] & (innovation output indicators) 241 71 A o] B3t AR A Aol =
4 F712 FAA o] dch(Davelaar, op.cit. @ 64-65). A+ Z|EHUAdT] ZH o
it AP 2A Zled me ZledAlo] i chabd ARl E¥idelr] wiFel A
¥ Hare Aol ojyde Helth AT ZledAdde BHE AdAH
AZVAIZE dwpHoeln kAl @] wiFel F4e] AgHolz Holoh walx 7)Ee
BAEA AFEE UEE AT AZE T A Edo] axle H9rl difFoin
(Davelaar, ibid. : 65-68, Giaoutzi, et. al, 1988: 233-244, Meyer-Krahmer, op. cit. :
523-534), ol AdAFE aAelAMw ularixie dAIE Za ok

A Zlefddae SHARLRA 2 392 e iAol Sl 71 v EE Asey
& D3 Aok AAH ez Zlghde 3z WAgle]l tizlsde] Faridel vis Zle Uy
b ook wHstsle] Qle Aoz deiyteny E3HA H5 ASole diridel vlgol

a
53 ¥ Aoz Jehgoh ot AMEdez YAY JIFel UY AAE Ao} st

2 W
2
o
i)
ol

ule

T
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