1995

1994

1998



patients customers

supply induce demand

Vvicious

cycl e

1-1

2002 2003



16. 41

27. 15
1-1
5
1-1
90 91
35.393 45.004 27.15
32.673 38.037 16.41
25.386 27.877 9.812
93.729 98.954 5.575
2003
Qualit

el asticity



Phelps 1997 Folland

1997
uncertainly information
asymmetry Externality
perceived quality
Medical arms
race
Pauly Satterthwaite( 1 9 8 1) (1)

(2)



Newhot9&0

nAC E

n



quality elasticity

of demand



(confounding factor) (Rothman & Greenland 1998)

RAND -0 . 2 (Newhouse 1981,

Keeler & Rolph 1983, Newhouse 1993)

arc elasticity






' Andsersen

Andersen
1960
1968  Andersen
Aday

Andersen 1995

1 Suchman 1965 illness behavior stage ~ Fabrega 1973

decision-therotic model Mechanic 1978 general theory

ofhelp seeking Andersen health behavior model



Andersen facilitate impede

1. predisposing characteristics
2 . enabling resources
3 need
access
Aday Andersen health care
system health behavior

personal health practices

1995 2-1 Andersen Evan Scoddart

10



Patrick

(Recursive)

(Dynamic)

health status

Andersen

2-1

Andersen

2-1 Andersen

1



1994
1997

75

1991

1996

1998

1998



cost

1996

1996

1996

53.4%
37.4%

money price

5%
96.8%

13

96.8%

1998

time

50.2%



1991
1996
2.34

WoodsFdeipal $989

OConnor 1991

John Ovr éBb9éit

1 969

14



1999

1999
AHP

2000

2000

15

100

Anal ytic

| SO9002

Hi erarchy

Pr



| SO9002

2002
2-1
/
L B
(1983) g %
n B
|
(1987) _
|
B
B %
1988
( ) B %

16



(1988)

(1991)

(1994)

(1994)

(1995)

(1995)

(1995) —

17



|
(1995)  nm
|
|
<>
<>
|
(1996) .
<>
<>
<>
u g
- |
(1999) .
|
(2000) n
]
|
<>
<>
<>
(2001) .
|
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1997



Medical price elasticity

1970 Newhouse and

Phel ps 1976

(1) 2 (Natural Experiment)  (3)

(Health Insurance Experiment)

( OQuatfpocket)

Rosett et al.(1973)
(Out-of -pocket)

19



20 % -0. 35 8 0 %

Newhouse & Phelps(1974) 1963 (Center

for Health Administration Studies)

0.2 -0.1 (Physician visits) -0.06
1976 two-part model
-0.17 -0.06
-0.11 -0.08

two stage leastsquares(2SL S)
(Newhouse, & Phelps, 1976)

Phelps, & Newhouse(1974)

20%-25% -0.12
15%-20% -0.08
10%-15% -0.04
Freiberg, & Scutchfield(1976) Kentucky (Blue Shield)
(Blue Cross) 13
-0.23
-0.07

Kupor et a 1984

20



100
-0.133

Senoo 1985 Kupor

1955-1979

-0.178 ~-0.187 Senoo

Folland et al( 1997)

Yasushi lwamoto Kensaku Kishida 2001

out-of -pocket

65 -0.1~ -0.3

Jeff DeSimone Sara Markowitz 2002
10

21

40



2700 1995 9 1996 8
244 OLS

3SLS Hausman test

-0.26~-0.35

1

0% 25%

24%
-0.14(Scitovsky, &
Snyder, 1972)

2

31% 0%
12% 12%(Phelps, & Newhouse,1974)
3

1.5
6~7% 18%(Beck,1974)
4
(United MineWorker) 0%

40% 250 28%



38% 349%(Scheffer, 1984)

Rel Watanabe  Yasushi Ohkusa 2002

200,000

panel by panel Cochrane-Ocutt method

elastic
inelastic
Phelps 1997
(Differencein Differece)
1 2

3 -0.36
4 -1.19~-1.25

RAND health insurance experiment

Randomized control trial

23



14

14
(Free-for-service) 0%
25% 50% 95% (Out-of -packet)
5% 10% 15% 1,000 ( 1998
3000 )
RAND 1 -02 2
3 0~25
-0.16 -0.20

(Manning et a.1988, )

2-2 RAND HI E

0-25 -0.16-0. 20-0.124-0.17-0.17-0.127-0.12
0.020.040.020.020.020.02 0.02
2595 -0.32-0.23-0.43-0.31-0.14-0.22-0.39

0.050.070.050.040.100.06 0.06

Jayanta 1996

44,0000 ICD-9 Group
Cox proportional hazards model

-0.12 ~-0.54

24



0. 1 1990) 0.95( 1992)
1995
0.197 -0.100
-0 . 005
0.293
0.1409
Tang 996
0.77
1.709
(1996)
10. 2%
(89. 2%)

(1999)

25



(1998)

-0. 82-0. 7
1997
(0. 05)
2002
50 100
150 45 -91
2-3
Fuchs and Kramer 1972 -0.15~-0.20
Rosett and Huang 1973 -0.35~-0.15
Feldgtein 1973 -0.67
(1) -0.2
Newhouse and Phelps 1974 (2) -0.1
(3) -0.06

26



2-3

. ) Q -0.23
Freiberg and Scutchfidd 1976
2 -0.07
(1) -0.17
2 -0.06
Newhouse and Phelps 1976 @)
3 -0.11
4 -0.08
Golle and Grossman 1978 -0.082
(@) -0.2
Newhouse and Phelps 1980 2 -0.1
(3) -0.06
Kupor et a 1984 -0.133
Senoo 1985 -0.178 ~-0.187
Manning &t a 1987 -0.14 ~-0.17
1 -0.32
Wedig 1988 (4)
(2 -0.16
Jayantaand Willam
1996 -0.12~-0.54
B.Vogt
Y asushi lwamoto 2001 01 ~ -03
Kensaku Kishida
Jeff DeSimone and Sara
) 2002 -0.26 ~-0.35
Markowitz
Rel Watanabe and 5002 (@) -0.36
Y asushi Ohkusa 2 -1.19~-1.25
1991 -0.1
1994 0.27
1995 (1 -0.197~-0.293
2 -0.1~-0.149
1 -0.77
Tang 1996 ()
2 -1.79
(@) -0.82
1998
2 -0.7

27




2-4

443
86 :
JOHN.SAKIN, DAVID K.
GUILKEY,E.HAZEL oLS Multinomia
DENTON 2264 probit  method
1995/USA
4 u}
Willam.B  Aki Yoshikawa 0. 120~54
Toshitaka Nakahara Cox partial _
_ Cox proportiona
1996/ Japan maximum NO
44,0000 o hazards model
likelihood
Willam , Patrick o
Logistic model NO
2000/USA

28



2-4

Jeff DeSimone ,Sara Marko 244 3SLS
OLS NO
2002/ USA Hausman test
1
200,000 . . 2
ReiWatanabe,Y asushi Difference-in-
OLS . NO 3.
2002/ Japan Difference method
-1.19-1+25
22 59 -0.23~~0.36
Masako, Y asushi BHHH Multinomid NO
2000/ Japan method probit method 10
600 Uusb
mi | i on
‘ MEDIAS’ ] ]
Yasushi , Kensaku ) Difference-in-
Medi cal I n NO
2 0 0 Jpan Difference method -0. 10~ 3

Anal ysis System




Quality of medical service

American Marketing Association, AMA 1960

1980 AMA
Regan(1963)
( ) Intangibility
( ) Inseparability



)

Heterogeneity

Perishable

Intangibility
Heterogeneity Perishable

Heskett(1994)

1982

ASQC,1988

JS, 1981

Garvin 1984
85 8 8

Philosophic approach

Production-based approach

31

Inseparability

90

EOQC, 1976



() User-based approach

( ) M anufacturing-based approach
( ) Vaue-based approach
85

(freedom of choice)

Donadedian(1998)

(effectiveness) (timeliness) (appropriateness)

(efficiency)

32



Lavy and GO&MO®maAkn n etdofab

1985
1994

1993

(1994

2-2

13 353



1978

owner ship

concentrati on

1.
keel er992 specific diagnos
therapeutic procedures
keel er
Ma rik9 9 6 Medi car e

Medi cai d



Mar k

2 .
Robinson anhnd85L09%72 5, 013
Robinson and Luf't
15
average
cost per admission average cost per
day
medi cal arms race
Il nefficient quality
Al l en, 18®12t hle9r8 8 1977978
Robi nson
and Luft
Luftl1986 1972
Dranovlie9 92 1983
11 CT scans

35

c

0



Dranove

5,000

Robinson and Luft 1985 Norther 1988

quality

1998 Kleinsorge Koeing 1991

O’ Rourke, 1995

WoodsiFde Ypal 89

1991

77 8 8

87

brani zed

445

price

Ziegenfuss

OConnor

ar e a



2-5

(1978

(1987

(1988

37



2-5

(1989

(1999

(1999

1999

1997



(Hypotheses)

(conf oundirng

fact

1995

31



31



( )
(Aday 1996)

(skewed)

(Sherbourne et al. 1995,
1988) VSQ
1 ~5 0~100
0 100

(Rice 2001)

Patient Visits Visit
days
(Abel-Smith 1994)

(Taichung

Bureau of Healthlnsurance 1996, 1997)

a4



15630

(Leeet a. 1995)

36 (SF36) (Ware
& Sherbourne 1992)

3-1

42



3-1

0o 1
1 185 2 3650 3 5165
4 66
1 2 3
4
PCS SF36
MCS SF36




PCS
MCS

3-1




200310
20041 200 44

probability proportional to

size PPS (Levy 1980, Kish 1965)

1500

PPS

60 60

PPS 32



(Face-to-face Interview)

(Prospective Diary Method)



3-2

992 2987
402 35526 | 104752 1459 4416
1635 4855
2106 5833
534 2089
1562 464
408 43999 | 136161 >6 049
2094 6261
2289 6646
475 1166
407 59652 | 185261 1406 4109
1683 4988
2215 6866
263 1155
711 24
500 64651 | 233785 06
1029 4102
1603 5854
338 1503
4 2304
507 3805 17109 96 30
623 2779
659 3058
351 1089
921 9143 33576 600 2415
652 2404
928 3179
264 1052
44 1777
520 11745 | 46034 8
551 2090
808 2970
225 1229
24
508 21426 | 87812 >30 o6
798 3563
1356 5003

47




3-2

247 1016
1 2204
540 30297 | 105061 813 0
1581 5528
2029 6952
251 807
595 1987
45 25903 | 87417
1103 3463
1478 4889
467 1556
2334 117
411 50476 | 170105 33 8
3193 10224
3958 13172
849 3143
412 53976 | 181902 1718 o473
2410 8728
2796 8831
305 1192
426 7876 26543 465 1600
683 2559
899 3517
569 2230
797 2
429 18880 | 63649 > 3520
1186 5048
1927 7785
1662 6790
434 19911 | 68895 1495 4467
870 3296
410 2059

ht t/pg www. moi

.gov.tw/ w3/ stat




SF36

SF-36° Short-form 36 1970
Rand
Physical
functioning; PF Role physical; RP
Bodily pain; BP General health; GH
Vitdity; VT Social functioning; SF
Role emotional; RE Mental health;
MH
Physical
component score  PCS Mental component score
MCS
Norm
1998
1990
Factor score coefficients T
50 10 50

49



v
/ 10
v
v
v
0-100
v
32 SF-36

Ware JE., Snow KK., Kosinski M. (1993) SF-36 Health Survey: Manual and
Inter pretation Guide(p.6:2), Boston, The Health Institute, New England Medical Hospital.



1500

1063 71
209 19. 66
3-3
3-3
1500 1063
1063 209
70.86 19.66
McPake @002l
2003

51

Q@ Q




S/ S Egqg 1

Eq 1
1985
Medical outcomes study Visit Satisfaction Questionnaire (VSQ)
1 5.
2 6 .
3. 7
4 . 8
1 ~5
0~1000

100

ExceBPSS for

wi ndows 10. 0

52



l. Coding Form

[1. SPSS for windows 10.0

PCS MCS

-1.0 +1.0

t-test ANOVA



INQ,p, =a +b,INRy +b,INQ, +b,InY+b,INE+bgInF +bgInins

+b,InPcs+ bgln Mcs+U

b, b,

Ins
Pcs

Mcs

3-2



InQ, =a +b,;InR, +b,InQ, +b;InY+b,INE+b,InF+bglnins

+b,InPcs+ bgln Mcs+U 3-2

b, b,

Ins
Pcs

Mcs

Q R Qin Qpn Rp Qa

Y E F Ins Pcs Mcs

5. Twetage | east 2sSduwar es

(ordinary least square, OLS) (biased)



(inconsistent)

28LS OLS
X Y
2SLS

Thelil Basmann

(overidentified)

two-stage least square  2SL.S

OLS



2SLS

R/Dl

AV

Py, =b, +b,L+b.Q,  +b,Q, +bY +b ,E+b F+b,Ins

+b,Pcs+b, Mcs

2SLS

Q,=a+bP,, +b,Q, +b,Y +b,E+Db.F+b,Ins+b Pcs

1" VD1

3-3

b,Mcs+ U 3-4

57



6. Hausman

2SLS

Hausman

Kennedy 1996



99

18

50

281
51

1500

189
289
6 5

1063 71

4-1 4-2

59

525

38. 57 19.65

18 18 35 36 50

26.7 27. 4
195 18.565
0.9 91



9.91 4.85
312
31. 2 152 15.2 380
38.0 157
15. 7
4
4. 47 5
1.97 16
5 |
114
40 4. 2
267 28.1
291 30. 7 4
6 .

572 57.5
422 42.5



36212 63346
142 31. 4 184 40 .
51 11.
17
100
8 .
243 52. 8
133 18 2 8.
2
9. PCS
SF36 51. 45
8. 52 15 67
10. MCS
SF36 47.54

61



0 103
119. 04 81.61
1 -5
100
9. 2
7. 35 2.15
1.68
9.
8. 88 1.7
1.7
100

4-2

25.

403

6831

62

30

18.

0~100

. 75

81

0

. 33

35



20.

98

59

147

. 45

15.

86

12



41 N=1063

525 50. 0

525 50. 0

18 189 17.9
18 ~35 281 26. 7
36 ~50 289 27 . 4
51 ~65 195 18. 5
6 6 99 9. 4
312 31. 2

152 15. 2

380 38. 0

157 15. 7

40 4, 2

267 28.1

291 30. 7

351 37.0

572 57.5

422 42 .5

1 142 31. 4

13 184 40. 7
35 51 11. 3

5 75 16. 6
243 52. 8

133 8. 9

8 4 18. 3




4-2 N=1063

1053 38.5719.65 0.9 91

1034 4.47 1.97 1 16
1001 9.91 4. 85 0 28
452 3621263346 O 1000000

PCS 872 51.45 8.52 15 67

MCS 872 47.54 9. 32 16 67
1. 1042 9.08 2. 3 2.5 12.5
2. 1038 9.20 2.C 2.5 12.5
3. 1036 7.35 2.1 2.5 12.5
4 . 1033 6.80 1.6 2.5 12.5
5. ? 1035 8.95 1.6 2.5 12.5
6 . 1033 9.23 1.6 2.5 12.5
7. 1036 8.88 1.7 2.5 12.5
8 . 1031 8. 78 1.7 2.5 12.5
102368. 1259. 75 35 100

4-3 N=0 9
207 4171 22.88 0.9 91

204 4.31 1. 88 0 16

185 9.28 5. 32 0 20

113 3285340934 O 300000

PCS 166 48.66 9. 96 15 65
MCS 166 46.2410. 22 16 6 4
207 72.2215. 50 92.5

181 119. 081. 0 403

181 25.3018. 0 103

181 2.45 2.1 1 59

181 15.8620. 1 147




(correlation)

-1
1
4- 4
4- 4
1.00
0.700.909
0.400. 609
0.100. 39
0.10
4-5 4-6
0. 300.05
-0. 4p40.01
32 0.05




0.3p 0.05
0.29% 0.05

3.
0.3 0.05
0.3p 0.05
4.
0. 4p 0.01
0. 4p 0.01
5 .
0.4p 0.01
1.

0. 3P0.05
0. 4@ 0.01

0.3p 0.05
0.29 0.05

67



0.3 0.

0.28

Mul ticollinearity

0.

. 389

05

05

0.

05



4-5

4%

-00

00O

A%

01

05

25*

25

69



4-6

4%

02

000

01

05

25*

25

70



ANOVA 4-7
4-9

4-11

1.
28. 63 21. 66
p 0. 02
2 .
66
P<0.01
3.

71

4-8

410

29.

36



27.30

10 3 8.

27. 24
32.05

29. 95

125. 52 110. 58

72

8 4



51~65

36 50

141. 68

10

133.00

121. 34

73

133.

114. 14

123.

93

68

136.

4 4



7 2.

6 8.

37

66

7 2.

07

81.

10

. 05

74

18

120.

00

6 6

7 4.

07



78 .

70.49

74.09

5.
10
9083
0.01
6.
74.11
73.83
71.21.
p 0.05
1,
2. 64 2.26
p 0.05

75



2.50

0.

2 .

05

89882.73

2.67

76

18 51 65 19 35

2.92

3.00



16.

54

15. 71

6 6

24 . 44

20.

12

14~16



21.58 p 005

15. 77
27
15. 89

0.05

78



4-7 N= 209

P-val 1e
67 21.66 19.14 5.32 0.02*
90 28.63 18.43
18 37 36.00 16.97 6.26 0.00**
19 35 29 30.48 17.75
36 50 36 20.08 14.87
51 65 31 23.94 19.30
6 6 22 15.87 21.18
54 26.10 18.64 0.93 0.43
14 26.95 18.91
57 22.24 18.07
22 29.36 19.92
4 19.63 14.48 1.71 0.17
28 18.84 18.54
39 22.79 16.13
66 27.30 18.23
5 125 25.01 18.99 0.55 0.58
6 10 26 25.18 16.22
10 2 38.84 19.57
96 27.24 16.34 2.03 0.16
53 22.60 23.11
35 32.05 17.58 1.24 0.30
28 26.14 12.48
15 26.19 17.42
16 25.11 10.83 0.61 0.61
45 27.70 15.14
10 22.03 19.38
15 29.95 19.23

* P<0.05 ;** P<0.01

79



4-8 N= 2009
P-val 1e
69 110.58 87.73 1.32 0.25
93 125.52 77.07
18 38 115.87 60.56 0.33 0.85
19 35 29 119.12 54.70
36 50 37 114.14 86.79
51 65 35 133.93 96.49
6 6 21 115.86 111.29
54 113.81 80.68 1.64 0.18
14 83.43 31.21
58 123.06 89.42
25 141.68 84.69
5 97.00 78.07 0.82 0.49
30 97.06 88.45
41 114.65 83.33
65 123.68 76.33
5 131 120.35 83.81 0.81 0.45
6 10 25 08.72 54.43
10 2 133.00 24.04
99 115.85 71.62 0.15 0.70
55 121.34 101.64
37 108.97 66.62 1.25 0.29
28 107.14 57.95
15 139.33 91.22
17 109.18 60.63 0.66 0.58
46 111.32 62.59
10 120.00 87.05
16 136.44 68.24
* P<0.05 :** P<0.01



4-9 N= 2009
P-val |
92 72.07 15.75 0.02 0.89
114 72.37 16.38
18 50 68.66 16.00 3.44 0.01*
19 35 38 69.93 16.59
36 50 46 70.05 16.31
51 65 46 75.00 15.11
6 6 25 81.10 13.01
76 71.75 16.11 1.26 0.29
22 66.48 15.39
67 74.07 16.03
28 7250 16.00
5 78.50 11.26 1.53 0.21
48 71.09 17.32
54 69.26 15.72
76 74.58 15.16
5 157 73.39 15.96 5.68 0.00**
6 10 41 66.10 14.92
10 3 90.83 2.89
124 70.39 15.70 2.44 0.12
70 74.11 16.32
46 70.49 16.31 0.34 0.71
38 69.88 15.74
15 73.83 15.81
26 71.15 16.45 0.12 0.95
54 71.21 15.79
11 74.09 16.33
16 70.78 14.07
* P<0.05 :** P<0.01

81

e



4-10

N= 209

P-val L e

89 2.26 1.86 2.04 0.15
117 2.64 2.32
18 43 2.89 2.25 1.68 0.16
19 35 42 2.37 2.33
36 50 49 2.03 1.29
51 65 39 2.88 2.75
6 6 34 2.33 1.84
71 2.70 2.47 1.49 0.22
21 211 1.69
62 2.65 2.16
31 1.95 1.72
6 2.44 1.24 3.04 0.03*
44 1.81 117
51 2.87 2.12
83 2.75 2.62
5 165 2.54 2.26 0.58 0.56
6 10 37 2.22 1.75
10 2 2.00 0.82
133 2.50 2.30 0.23 0.64
65 2.37 1.86
51 2.72 2.73 0.84 0.43
35 2.92 2.26
19 2.09 1.66
22 2.12 1.39 0.53 0.66
63 2.57 2.45
11 2.67 2.06
17 3.00 3.04
* P<005 ;** P<0.01

82



4-11 N= 209

P-val 1e
81 16.54 18.63 0.07 0.79
97 15.71 23.03
18 38 9.63 12.61 3.32 0.01*
19 35 30 10.13 18.63
36 50 36 14.97 17.04
51 65 42 19.62 18.84
6 6 34 24.44 31.60
69 15.86 23.60 0.68 0.57
15 12.27 17.94
51 20.12 22.29
24 15.42 17.80
7 14.57 12.29 0.12 0.95
38 14.66 16.51
47 17.21 27.47
67 16.73 20.70
5 141 17.16 21.69 1.72 0.18
6 10 33 10.33 18.24
10 2 4.00 4.24
110 12.67 17.71 7.14 0.01*
62 21.58 25.84
41 13.07 20.39 0.61 0.55
32 9.78 13.52
13 15.77 18.07
19 15.89 17.79 3.41 0.02*
51 9.24 13.53
10 27.00 26.49
13 19.31 24.73

* P<0.05 ;** P<0.01



Multiple regression

2SLS
OLS 1996

4-1

INQ,, = - 15.383- 0.228In R, +0.312INQ, +0.205In Y +0.202In E - 0.11In F +0.202In Ins

-0.74 -2.25 3. 0%5 1.909 -0.12 0.08 2. 24
- 0.210In Pcs+ 0.16In Mcs+U 4-1
-0. 82 0.52

T * 5
1 4-1 -0.228
1 0.228 5

0.312

1 0.312 1
0.232



1 0.232 5

4-2

InQ, =-1.82- 0.142In R, + 0.405In Q, + 0.001InY + 0.016In E + 0.123In F +0.283In Ins

-0.72 -1.10 3. 25 0.07 0.28 1.05 2.38
- 0.001In Pcs+0.022In Mcs+U 4-2
0.00 0.19
T * 5 * %
1 4-2 0.405
1 0.405
0.283
1 0.283 5
4-1 2



0. 2280.05

RAND 1 -02 2

0.31p20.01

0. 232

p 0.05

0. 4@50. 05



0.

05

87

. 283



4-1 2 N=209

Visit-Days
23S VIF oLS VIF
B T B t
0.512.685 155 0.218 1.99 1.36
1.¢ 1.374 142 0.083 0.08 1.10
1.262.090 120 -0.048 -0.12 1.15
0.232.308 105 0.202¢ 2.24 1.05
PCS 0.( -0.391 1.38 -0.210 -0.82 1.38
MCS 0.(C 0.145 110 0.106 052 1.05
0.7 -1.691 332 -0.228* -2.25 1.32
0.4314. 159 261 0.312¢* 305 1.34
66699 -2. 448 -15.38 -0.74
R? 0.490 0.346
Adjusted R? 017 0.284
Hausman P=0.151

**p 0.01 *P 0.05



4-1 2 N=209
Patient-Visits
29LS VIF OLS VIF
B T B t
-0.003 -0.155 1.37 0.001 0.07 1.39
0.124 1.070 1.10 0.123 1.05 1.10
0.014 0.246 1.23 0.016 0.28 1.16
0.000 1.746 1.12 0.283* 2.33 1.04
PCS -0.006 -0.212 1.44 0.001 0.00 1.39
MCS 0.004 0.186 1.05 0.022 0.19 1.06
-0.170 -1.324 1.24 -0.142 -1.1 1.12
0.339** 2.899 1.08 0.405* 325 1.08
-66.699 2.448 -15.38 -0.74
R? 0.272 0.265
Adjusted R? 0.168 0.16
Hausman P=0.112
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a 1 2 3

b. 1 2 3

C. 1 2 3

d. 1 2 3

e 1 2 3

f. 1 2 3

g 1 1 2 3

h. 1 2 3

i. 1 2 3

J. 1 2 3

4.
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a 1 2
b. 1 2
C. 1 2
d. ( ) 1 2
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a 2 3| 4| 5 6
b 2 4 6
C.

1 2 3| 4| 5 6
d 1 2 3| 4| 5 6
e 1 2 3| 4| 5 6
f 1 2 3| 4| 5 6
9 1 2 3| 4| 5 6
h, 1 2 3| 4| 5 6
i 1 2 3| 4| 5 6
10.
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11. (
a
1 2 3 4 5
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, 1 2 3 4 5
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1 2 3 4 5
d. 1 2 3 4 5
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