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Comparing Egotropic and Partisan Bias

in Economic Voting in Japan: Using the
Average Causal Mediation Effect

KA #ET

Hanako Ohmura

Partisan bias in economic voting has long been discussed in retrospective voting studies,
which have focused on the degree to which partisanship mediates the direct effect of socio-
tropic economic evaluations on voting decisions. In addition to the partisan bias problem,
there is also egotropic bias that refers to voters’ use of the information cues of egotropic

evaluations to assess the more complicated sociotropic economic status. In this article,
partisan and egotropic bias among Japanese voters are compared using the Average Causal
Mediation Effect (ACME) analysis. Using individual election-year survey data, this analy-
sis obtained the following findings: (1) although partisan bias was limited, egotropic bias is
likely to impinge the Japanese electorate after the 2010s; however, (2) the results of ACME
analysis should be moderately interpreted because the sequential ignorability assumption

is not met in almost all estimations.
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A7 A% BEEICHOAPEIN TV 5, #EF
R 2 W5 5B LT AHEHEDSE I 5 72
Ry EfT I3k & v (Healy & Malhotra 2013, Malhotra
et al. 2009, Healy & Lenz 2014, Malhotra & Kuo
2008, 2009), ZD7=DIZAHMEHIE, HHIZE 5T
LB LR T WERRL HEOBERRED /8 —
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VIR, ENSOFDHY (cue) DA Z E L
THW A TZ5 L35, LaL. BERFILD
WARTR L 7R, BRI T h 2 D T & /2
BUFf O BOREE % EAEICEH T2 DIl 5 L1
RS Ze B ERAIRET) & B3 5 #E 3 SEME O FH
EBIEM R FEORIFE 7 AICBVWT, A
MEZ OBEPEIEBNAL D 2 LAEER S
5 Z o2 (Bl 21X, Huber et al. 2012),
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ZLTHRERZICBT 2B 7 AICH
LC OFEHEZHEDTEDD[ IR NA
7 A (partisan bias) ] ® [ # T & % (Evans &
Andersen 2005, Evans & Pickup 2010, Enns et
al. 2012, Pickup & Evans 2013, Tilley & Hobolt
2015, Healy et al.2017). XFTAHE % FHOH
Met DY, REFIRMAOERGEHMICE LT, it
M OREIRMEDEHE A T T I 03D 5o FRITZH
BUEABHES 5T 535612, BILORFBORD
87 = Y ADPEHLFHI IR T < FRBUE
DB TH I E IR CEHiA % Sh b 2 LAt
TSN T&E 72 2O XY ITHEIRMEAN A 7 Z03E
AL, BRERFORMBESNAERITE TV B,
RGN BUG A~ DO SLIRFR R E RIS 2 53R
HITERICEHT S 1 %,

CDREIRYENA 7 AOREIINZ T, EFEOR
FHRBBEC T AHF7EIC BT, RANA T
APV EDE LTOMENERPE N A 7 X (egotropic
bias) JIZHLASEE S5 TV 5 (Tilley e al. 2018;
Healy et al. 2017; Zucco 2013; Margalit 2011;
Bechtel & Heinmueller 2011; Healy &Malhotra
2010; Richter 2006), FAHE#H X, MADFHHE V>
72 B R REFEIRICAT 05 % 37l 2 BR 5 10 A&
] O %% 3% 57 iffi (egotropic economic evaluation) %
bz, HLY o ToORFRERLRKAISNT S
FEAM % R 9 5 fh 4 B 1 0 % 5% Tl (sociotropic
economic evaluation) (ZFB % 52 5 2 L AR S
NTW5, HEZIFHENR LY 2V TORFIR
PS5 BEHi 2 KD SN BB, ALY v
DFEFRIO BAL - BALZFH WOV —Z & LTH
HU. BMRERGTHZ Y a— My P LR
ExRAITH>TWD I ENIHIN TS,

SEIRTEN A 7 A% [ SCHFBOSE & #3874 —
< ¥ A Ol & OB O WNAEPED RTEANORHL | &
WO FELTHERELOMEMNMEE SN L
T, EREFIIBIRINA T A2 0%
OWE R D TE Iz, T LT EAERE

INA T ZAORMEX, B FE 2 HWY 5720 04t
S & A OFEFFE & 5 20 072
B OB - WAEEOREE W) Kz o, Mt
VAR OMBEIZE L T ERBIETEE Sh
50D, GEREL L AR ONENEORHE
WHLTHEE Lol chdsri bz bh
72 e ERE LT HARAENA 7 AR
T AL IR NA 7 AT 505812 LT
BREWTH o720 LA LEAERMENNA 7 ZDM
L, HHmRNEEE»S XV EELREEET S
CENRBEEING, Thbb, HAXRMENA T
ADMER L T 2358 1 HEE O F% 3 3P 3 BU
DFEFBIEDINT + —< ¥ X % M FHES 5 b
DERFLEST, BIFNDREEZ O (o TRBIE
CATRENNH 5, HABRENA TAZDHS
FidEwm EOMEIIRENTH L & LT, FHFK
FICHET 2 HmE MARRENLS T 2AOHER
. BELOGNRETHLEEZONS,

Kk, HAOFHEZORFRFIER L, i
ANEIENA 7 ADRMEIZ T T7a—F§5 2 &
THMET D, SMICBEL T, BMFEOBFHEIC
BT 2 HEBOBREOY -T2 A - 7= %]
AL, N2 E2ED L, THEEICBY
Tl MAGET O R FEHI I S PF D1 5 24t
KB OREFFM OB R 2 WET 72012, [F
By R R BE A %) B (average causal mediation
effect: ACME) | ® #f %€ # & A 3 4 (Hayes 2018,
Imai, Keele & Tingley 2010, Imai, Keele, Tingley
& Yamamoto 2010, Imai ef al. 2011, Imai, Keele,
Tingley & Yamamoto 2010, Imai et al. 2014),

DTS2 <id, MAEIENL 72205
BEEDEHO72DIBATIIEE T L. KD
WA, ROGEIZOWTHBIT %, 3/ T,
ACMEWIZ k22 HD, A RERT, 4
HiCidfam e LT, 20104801 A - TUARE, 4F1C
ENERPEANA T AMERT 2012 H 5. &
) HADREFHE ORI OV T L 5o



21

H.Ohmura, Comparing Egotropic and Partisan Bias in Economic Voting in Japan: Using the Average Causal Mediation Effect

2. AAORERREL S, BAFICHT 5XHAD
BN

RFRZEOMEICBTIE, AHEEDEAZER
OFEVERHIE, AERERORFIFMOEH H5ICEZ
ZBEE, 00NN L) BFIIHT BRR
BRERORZIH I DERLT VO E W) JH
MeGE S M C & 72 (Kinder & Kiewiet 1981; Kiewiet
1983; Nannestad & Paldam 1994, 1997; Alvarez
& Nagler 1995; Lewis-Beck & Paldam 2000;
Gomez and Wilson 2006; & - =~ v 7 V7 = A4
> 2015; &k 2009; HAS 2003; =51t 2001;
2000; $5AK 1996; *F¥F 1993, 1994), HA DA,
HAERORFTAMIEL, [FOHADFRRIZEA
HIREZEBVETHlE V) REAEMICE - T,
HAEMOREFETMIZ, [BEOHEDL S LA
Eid, HEMEHANTE) TERJE ) 6 LI
EHEMICE o THDNTEZZ, 2D L) ITHAE
Al DREFFEHM & WA B M OFEFFTMIZ. FIH S
TWREB IR LI 20, T O&L Y
MEVZ e Lo, st & AR GR R % X
THILEFMEZELE RO, BlIC, T4
KM AR ORFEO &S S5DT505 A
WMeE ORI EBE L T2 00 1% ) %R
D% 1E, MEROMEIMMEZ iR L LTHED
BNTEz, LA LAE z, aidkm e fAKmN
ORG24 E T L EMIV R L LEDTH 5
ELTH, HHEFORABREIZ BV THAEE
EABRYER, COREMLICHMIOb D%
P HELVIIRET 5D DROh L) HICIEH
FHORMATE SN TV,

ZLC HEa o LIaEic3 2 &t
KW Z BRI B EFE AN, FEEIZ T E R ICH
BT HZ LB INDE LI I olze TTH
SIZHARICBIT BHZEIK-> T HHET 20
REHL TV ZEIZLEH, RENAIIEE
L C. MHFE—IZ. 19964F & 984 D Skt B
BERORERFUIER L, ttadm e mAE

I OREFRHM O R % Heig LT B G 2000) o
SHIT. T DERD S DS - FT—F
Tho72Z LIZEHL, BEAF—I0B525
REEHEL T B, AaEN ORI A
BAF~OLFH L TR 5222 25
ML 720 - MHEIZERMN 2 BERNELSE L L
T [EEHINFE3% (cognitive miser) |OWE& % 54T
WCHEALTWS, MHOGH A 5 A7 5
ZLUFIZHIH L &9 (b 2000: 118),

[HEAEIEFFMICE EBERTH L0
TiE%RL, Yyt buby 2y 2EtiZ@EL T
NEEFEFFMEZHEL TWDH I L ERBLTY
5 (72 B 0 M2 Spearman D AHBI R E T45
DIEDOHEN D %) TOMBNRZADDH Y Jiid
vV REOBEE/ABEEWEAMTIEEL, L
2 HUORFIRE O Z HHIE & L THao
REAOREBEHRT S L0 RBENEL TV
LOEBDLNDL, 2O LI, BEAMFEET
W6 EZ D EMLAERHEIZV, 2F), F
Eam(HCoRFERE) 2V v+ by s
e IRRE GRADIRRE) ORMITIMT T2 L v 9 3R
AW 2= AT 4 v 72 HOTWHEEZS
ns|

ERFTHIEBVWTEICEHEINTW S X912,
AR OREFFRAM & AR O R F R O
BREV. ZOHICOWT, F—F % b & ITHITH
FHEMATBI I, RlE, ARICBWTIHRA
3 A HA AN DiEZ847H) (Japan Election Studies:
JES) 17 =% [HREURFAR TG 78 -9 H #r
BILFA |7 —% % b 12, EBURREICIUE
AN/ —v A - F=FIZHLT, HEEmE
i N GER OREFERHIi OB O o > F— VIAAAH BIER
BAEZR LD TH D, £1ZHB L I0ELR
VM B AR 13 24F 18143 (95/964F) 1B L TR D%
BiE% R $b00, ZRUAORHIZE L TIRIE
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D5 CHENNICHETH 2 F 72, HBIREE
B LT 20144F L 164 ICINFICHIMEIC o T
D, THEDRKIDENIRL o TWVDEZ LAURKR
ENMbe 29 LIzailifid, HEHEZO S
EDX)BERBERMLDDEEZLNLTH
59 Mo

R1. BBEEF Z EOHEER EBATEOR
BRI O 4 > K — VBRI BRI R EE

1983(%-%) 0.275 Z=12.626 (p<0.000)
1993(%R) 0.170 Z=8.89 (p<0.000)
1995 -0.191 Z=-0.937 (p<0.000)
1996 -0.224 Z=-11.669 (p<0.000)
2001 0.107 Z=5.469 (p<0.000)
2003 0.229 Z=12.145 (p<0.000)
2004 0.234 Z=12.525 (p<0.000)
2005 0.221 Z=9.931 (p<0.000)
2007 0.253 Z=11.971 (p<0.000)
2009 0.142 Z=6.881 (p<0.000)
2010 0.150 Z=7.187 (p<0.000)
2012 0.193 Z=8.245 (p<0.000)
2013 0.150 Z=7.187 (p<0.000)
2014 0.429 Z7=21.028 (p<0.000)
2016 0.296 Z=12.451 (p<0.000)

CCCHAERET L. {SH5LMEICHT S
FFAG 20 & BURF SRR P EEBIRAN O KR o BT
B %o 1970FERBLICERBICHEL CoOY—T =
AW END L)% > T, 0FEARDFIFIC
PFT K S LEERSOEFERENFEEL LTHR
HENBMBIICH - 7= (B 21, P 1993, 1994) 6
LA LAFIZ20004E R DI, < & LI & 225 O
WMEITED SNF, b o TRACHT 2 i
SOBEBERMENEDONDL LI I o> T 5B (B
13, Taniguchi 2016)s = Z4 5%, HFI220004E
RUBEDY A, <5 LI &3 2 il ASEUF~
DHFFRP LRI B 5 2 2 RE RO b1
BPbTNRTHLIIDL0b5LT, {HLAX
A B RAEHI~NE VI BIE RSN B 2 &

DBbhrbo Z L TRANDFHIASBUF~ D ZHIZ
WHEGZTWLILERE2LE, (HLME
BHEBENICBFNOLRITEEL 52 wE LT
by WA LY 2V TORFIRIEAOFL % 4
LT BIF~OZFITH L TREE 52 T0wb 2
EDPREIND, Thbbh, MARIN ORI
A B AL ORI & 7 T BUF SRR R
FRICHBEEZE 25, Lv)2BREDS % 5 H BN
MWEHENLZOTHL, TIHhbid, HaEmo
FETE MG 2 A & 3 2GR O R A A 5
BRI % GRS 2 BRI S N5,

Lo THH % U T A8 A RE R OR35S A 2
5. Fhax IR ORI & B L CBUF SRR
FERICE L AREMSRIMERIND 7 51T,
BHEE DORGFTRZEIZB VT, NG N A 7 A
M TREMEAVR SN B Z &2 b, AHERIZR
KU BT AR IR O RR R AR AR L 7oA R
WO % AT DA T L BT RREFRI T
55l % 3z & L7z b CHA N RN 2 R
L. TNDBUAISCR: - BEREIIOLh b E
WO RS EE S NS,

) LR ARG T 512 H 7> T AR
Tk, BfroY—2 =4 - 7= 2FfIHT 5. Bt
DT =52 Lo THRENREMIET 5720
(AN ) o R ARG A S 23 A D KRR
iffi % ¢ T BUR SR - BEPEICE S BARR
., &R E T v F (structural equation
modeling: SEM) & L IC L THEIET A Z &2
FLWVWEHICEDbDND, HD Vi, it (2000) 12
BOTRALN LI, HAaERHEBAERNO
M O2BEFE O 72 B3 & & A TR
X oT, WAZROREFFMMOLILDD & T,
HABEMORFFMO KRR ED X5 ICHRT
200 EBEXE PR LSRR T 2D
ZZAbNbo LaL, SEMIZ & % B OHE

L 7y F=VIBERHBREAETId 2 < €7 Y RSN - 72810 51, WE ORI ETOIEDF T TH Y. 0320504

LRl ER LTV,
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By REHEZELHEZICITWV L OO RE NI
AbNb, RETIX, 9 LMEAZ T LD
O, AREoHE T EIZOWTHYIT S,

3. RESHR
3—1. T2 EEHOFA

AKEiTlR, BEDIZ 70 - LY 2 VTOME
T—% %&b LIZL T, HAOHEHS ORIREE N A
7 A EBNEITE N A 7 A ORI 2 BEE % HE D
%o FIHT 27— 5 13 HRDOHHH OEHATH)
(Japan Election Studies : JES) |5 —% . [HEK
FATVIGAMIZESE - 81 H 57 B 2L W 3R 2 CROKWI H
F—=%)]F—5 O TH b, JESRMD T —
& T 19834E, 19934F. 19954FE. 19964F, 2001
4E, 20034, 20054E 0 %, WREIH 7 —%
TIX20074E, 20094E. 20124F, 20134E, 20144E.
20164E D WM % ENZNIH R LT 5,
FIHT 2280, AAEROREEM (1-5) .
NI OREFEFAM (1-5) . BUEHE (553 =1).
BERN (B GHA~ORFE =D 05 % 5EHT
H 5%

3—2. HEEDEA

SATICERL T, A K ORFEEG, KO
SRR BN OREFEEM % 4 5 2 & TR
RICEL, BEASNZHREZMWE Z E2RDO LN
b0 TOZDIT, ERTHII, HIBHE LR
£ 51 ¥~ (Linear structural equation modeling:
LSEM) 2 #IH 3 % 2 L 25861 TdH - 72o LSEM
W&o BASNERREMERRE LTEL
W) FIETH S, £ L THERRISFLT, v
NOVHRGE (Sobel test) 2479 2 & THERR A
FICHETH 2 BE L. EARRMMEAL

TWBEDONEMENDDL E V) HEFESLNTE
720

L»L. SH#ASIcE-oTHRBBINL X
I, LSEMIZIZEE LC200MEN D 5
& & N % (Imai, Keele, Tingley and Yamamoto.
2010)0 #—I2. LSEMIC & 2 HIERI %Y %
I F 18 /v %h 2 (causal mediation effect) O 3 & &
THDH72DIIE. EFVOMBINET 2 E A Y
R bo HEET VBV TEMHET AT T
B S T iFud, LSEMIC & 2 FEFER)R
X ER L 3% 5 %\ (Imai, Keele, Tingley
and Yamamoto 2010: 1-2, Fnl), €7 IV O#5I %
O B K E T (sensitivity analysis) 2 $EH L 72
HEEALSEMIZB W TidE bhhwZ &Ik,
B EE PR R A THE5S 72 M i 2 #5522 & ASLSEM D
E—DOMETH L EE5IS IR L 72

5502, LSEMDYE R D It B4R % v i
Ve ENBRIF 5N 5, LSEMIZZHHE O
W ERET B =Tz A - T=F OGN E
HERUZE BN S K B E N DS R OS A, B
B BAERDE b IR AERTH S
2L, FOYE, vy MfivIRET S
TR, BMEPERDHINE) 2 & 2HET S
Juty b EFVEEALCHEENIEE L,
LSEMTid. #7520 AR 20 L IR B bR
PARE L-HEENHETHE 2 AL, Bl
ToEERR, MEHRIRLLDDOTH S L IER
5 722 7 72 (Imai, Keele, Tingley and Yamamoto
2010, 2) -

29 LZLSEMOM#E K Z ZRB L. KA TIEF
R BBEA%E (Average causal mediation effect:
ACME) o #t % % F] Hi 3 % (Hayes 2018, Imai,
Keele & Tingley 2010, Imai, Keele & Yamamoto

2 HEERORFIEOEMIE 45O HADREIZ EALREZ LBV E 5] BAKRORFHEOZ MR BEO L S LN S ZL4HER &
HARTE)TIRIE ) DI LT, [1=5d 172 SI5=3BDSERED 5 4 2 L TH 5o BEeRICBI L T, JESHAIZB L
Tid, BMSCHETOZEH 2 bOONEEDZ LIZINC LT S7ZADRIIMEL LR LTI Th) HRHHRABHLT, [£
OB Z & ABRAAREFED I BEZO LS T FUIIMBOBRANKET 223 H5H5AH VR ELT, K
WHTHRZ &, 2723 MTRFNVIEFZLTLE I He 12E2FO0OMTTLESVITH S,
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2010, Imai, Keele, Tingley & Yamamoto 2010,
Imai et al. 2011, Imai et al. 2014)o ACME T
W BEAESND REERDIER RN ELEEK
(treatment) |. A3 5 WHHEEE R DI EH %
[MEAZE 8 (mediator) J. MM BRI & 2 B2
BT R 2 # (outcome) [ L ED B, ZDbH LT
ACMEIZ, KFERIC & 2 HEHRROPAAD b
ECHAMEEERT LI L2 HMET D, 28
RATH T & 2 2 WE LB OMEDS, [ D 55
G=11 TESZWEE=0] 23 B, AL
B2 S IRA A B %  UC BRI A A S 5
ZHLWANNREEOLZ AT ENTREE D, TD
HEITEEL T ERIBORRICH L TIZ ) 3T
AP 7 EREEINT A v RHEEH
fE% X 912, LSEMA 50— b ST b,
REDHHE TN & ACMEDHAL A2 Tl
D5 E, HABRENL T A - ETVOSEA, W
BN ORI, BEAERI A
ORI FAM 5 R A BATBURF A~ O SR P 553
WEVIBEICR L (HIBR), 4I50FHI
IS % 2 LT BAERTD B EZEOREF
FEl, K O RERTH B BIF~OLFEH1H 55
Dtk & ZHEHIVERTH S L LTH, BAER
EERAER L T 2N BIF~OZF % EEE
BETHIHRAUOWT, OV AT 1 v 7 5Ai%
b L LR ENREE 72 o
REEDHITIC B TIE, KO2BERED S 7% 5 3
EETNEBRET bo BAERENL TR - EF
N DYV ALEEBOIAE N B I ORI, LR
PN T R - BTV ORA B Z BB
WChbe FLTOTNOEFIVOLGEIZDH, B
BRI G ORE TR, #5 RE BT R TR
Thb,
LiogkEndb L. AETRIUTOET VL
ET bo PEBRIUCHIT 2 5 RHEOMSL, M
N ORF, T 72 3B 2 S OB
RdX &, AXEMOREFTMEZ N L TOBAR)

BAERENAL T R - TN

AR OEF T
B

BATAORRAIE—> R

BT ERETN

FTIRENA TR - EFNL

AR OEF T
|

e

BT ERTH

1. AAETEENITX - EFILE
HIRMENA T X - EFILOEER

RIMIZ L > THES NS,
M=aX+fCp+eM. 1

Y~Binomial(p),
n=dX+bM+gC,+eY,

logit(p)=n,
exp(dX+bM+gCi+eY)

p= @)

1+exp(dX+bM+gCi+eY)

HL, OKZEARREMIZET 5D THY
alF SEIRYE D B\ IR A GE 1R O e W EFATLX O £R %K
HIRT B0 fIIkMEOZHEFCIZBT 248847
2489 eMIZBEARRICHE T HHEEXISB T
LA ERT. QNIIHELERTH 2T
RY=0,13% EHKL, v 2741 v r7BIICD L
DWiHEEERED B, dIFFEIRMED 2V IZEAE
M OREFFMX ORI DIXENFN R TH B4
B OREF M DEREL, gl3kffl D2 H#E K F-CI2
BT 2R EBATH 2 2T, eVIZEERNRICHET 59
ERICBUTBMAEHEEK T ZOMROBEDD
VP THERTH HNEOH L, mAS N
BT H A RE M QRGN O 2 3K,
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RilCBT 5 ACMESIZKA, CEFS NS,

§; (O=Y; (LM (m))-Y; (t,M; (0)). (3)

8 L, t={01}, m=(12345}T & %% Z 2T
ACMEIZE L TR YL HEERZ /S 720121,
[sequential ignorability | AR %E A% 72 S 2 2B
PSR S T B (B 213, Imai et al. 2010),
sequential ignorabilityld[ (a) B1ZE X 7= LB R O
HEROLEMT T, WELBUIHREK L EE
oM Tay, (b)BlgShiLER oL R
EMBEEROGMNT T EAERISEREHDS
ML ThHLIEDWEETRT, INEMHERT L7290
12, (1) ) 0eM & eYDHCor[eMeY]=p & L T,
ZOpEDOHE DD & TACMESH ED X 95 I12%EAL
T 5D DD A KL 53T (sensitivity analysis) A%
LEEIND, ZORBEGH ORERIZOWTITH
EIZHET 5o

3—3. SiERDER

B27» & 5id, BUod SRR & R N 0 #%
A2 8 O ACME., [ 3918 # %) £ (average
direct effect: ADE)J. # L Ti# & %) £ (total
effect) (2B 2 K EBEIIOWTOHEER R %
WELZDDOTH B, B20 5 HBILSEIRME N A
T A BTNVICHET HHEERR K45 5 X5
EENEREANL 7 A - BT VASH ST 5 HEE
HWRETH L, EBEORF X, KOMEY TH
%o W LEICHIE T 5 ACME L W 9 KL OFRE
il & AL B S 2 B A3 IR A Rh R & Z D95
N—t v OREFIXEEZET WEE AN
EEEMLCTHREEBICHBEMICL 725 3T3hE
THD. ARIBTRIBELODDHRE
b0 TLTHZ 7 7WNTIE, FEM LB R
PR ENTVDE, 22 TEMBIZ, WELEKT

B B N0 O R EHM F 7213 B L FE O A
TORE ), B id, AL E 2 B D A0D IR Chf )
DACME%® £F, F72. ACMEXEHu DD
BN E L. AL O OMICELR S W
ICACMEMEIZ#MEHWICHETH D RERKIC
L THDACMEDR 7253 NT0wEH I L E
KT B, THICH LT EuoofmiciE
T AYE. WAl MICAEBICIEOACMER b 725
INTVBEILEERT 5, Fit\T. ACMED
TEIZADETH O, ALEZEAH O EHIEWITH R
BERICHTHINEHRME L 25, ACMEL
ADEZ L35 Z L I12X 0, AEEHIBA S
NoZETHRMBZFE>ON, £he i
EROEEERTIHBEERELELT 5 Db,
ERRBE LR SHENIDL I ENRNTE D,
LEOROREZERF 2T SEIRMEANA T A
BTV X220 H 3% W5 L\ 20144 D
BB L Th T ICACMED BRI A 5 T A5
POLNDLDAKRT, FEBEL S IZHEIFO
ACMEIZHFIN A BEHIRD bRk v, 2%
MU WEZRITD 2 558 ERPLIOY G %
FUI0DOHEZRTH, MBEOMIZH ZZRDH
N3, BHESHEEXRTHEL LEVwEET,
B OREF M ABEAN SN L REFREN T
HHrIEBRTEND, THIIKH LT, ADEIX
MANCEETH ) ZOFRE D KRE W,
WA NEBIE N L 7 2T 5 X455 X5%
RaE, BEFICI)VRRoMEAPETEN
%o 19834EA 520014E D7 — 7 12 L C. ACME
DOREFHABEEIZED SN, AR RS
Nve Bz 2% 61E WMAZRME NS 7 A
A5 BRERIIIAHTEL TW72 2 & 2R 3R
B HNEV, LA L20034F LI, 0940 REFRE~
DBHERMRREDORBLEE T, WEEKTH S
A8 NG I8 O FE G RTARAI A5+ 23 1SR & VIR (A

3 EABIORFAME L Tid, [5]oflz RLEAKE L TREL T4,
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1983
ACME -] +
ADE - 1 e
Total | ! o
Effect Ly
T T T T T
o0 02 04 08 08
1995
]
ACHE - +
ADE ! e
Total _| |
Effect "Ly

0o 05 10 15 Z0 25

2001
ACME —'=:c-—
ADE 1 —=tr=
Total _| i
Effect .
T | T T T T
85 00 05 10 15 20
2004
ACME —fﬂ—
ADE 4 1 ——
Total | |
Effect L4

00 05 1.0 15 20 25 30

1993
ACME -] ﬂ:r
ADE o 1 -
Total | |
Effect i T T T T T
00 05 10 15 20 25
1996
|
ACME - %
ADE o | =
E.frfm:tl 1.
& I T T T T T
00 05 10 15 20 25
2003
ACME —fu—
ADE 1 —_—
Total _| '
Effect i

2005
ACME —*iw—
ADE o | —
Total _| i
Effect .
1 T T T T T
B0 05 10 15 20 25

B2, MM/ 1 7 ZICET 3 ACMEHTE D#ER1 (19834 —2005%)
(gt E(RR)

BRI OREFEAME =5) . FLE ORI M % %
72BN RSRETCHETH B, TOREX
0. 20034ELLRE. 094EDBINEERVT. HADA
MEFHORFHELD B AH = AL, BAER
PENA T AHRAET W RETEAVRIR S N5 6
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