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d71M, z5: FY4E —“i'-—E.— i k E-—«] ufj S=oll (3)
FUEFEAIA i B 32 el F (Tzw)

AR EAAANA e FEE ede @ (Ekzk,-)

@ (= VI ) 2, Davis and Morris(1995)8] |45 &9 7|9 Algo) 443}
etk o] Aee A4 WFAN LAAEE YA s Zehd, R ARAR glelm
714 WA 7sdel A #2118 d ¢ sivke HdM FAFAHESE §4
¥ 4 9t AEF Aotk o] Coase-Williamson Paradigme we}l Eghe] Aw

714 of el dir|g Zldure] AR oR By, N A9 7% RS 4t
°é°] A% o, 71418 FRAEE ohs A (@) Ze] AAr) 19

i R R R .
VI1= jgl kEﬂFijk/X (4)

X' i7199 2 W&
X 1719 /‘Hjj Z2E Ak 2o 4o mE

@ ( = FSOT ) & Ah7t A A& 7)Eogste] 4kgizkel] dvht 24t %

ANAE FAsl 012 7122 7190 AdEEER) o) deht AR A

A AYER FAE QYA & & e Agelt o) 4 G)9)h 2ok

15) o] A2} ke VD WA olelr] Beke WEANEES]) A 5 Aol W FA] g0l
S+ATYA 22 Y A SATHESL BSs PRIWAS 2 A9, S5 WRAGEA bHe
= WA Al mlAE E5hE LislAl Hek



(zz])x(zlj) Z[f
V R:XC,
FSOT= ;] Sijv Pz'Pj
P 7192 WA Y AFE Y WEduF
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S, © AduEenAR j Ad} jAAL AEA

(g 2> gdF 20F7he] 13715 AHEEERR S4HT

Factor Plot in Rotated Factor Space

o ¢ § b'&}z

ol2lgt 137}1x] A=Fell wis] 2.QlEA(factor analysis)g AA|, Wzt #A HE
& 4 27 9\1—‘1:- A7 2oz (1) ob3 ¥ (diversification scope), (2) A+
T2 A (inter-business  relatedness), (3) F2 54X (degree of vertical integration),
ANAE F238 5 odrt 49 FAE 8 & WL, A _UE FoE
VARIMAX 27t3)28 Fa& 37K 254 ‘21“3—3] AgzAgte = [a2¥ 2] &

2o] vhepd 4 lekie) 2 RA Ao wew gzksl Wl Adela welrjgs

02 4B 5P

16) syl A4t wAztg el glvt ALAHL A4 & Nidbi
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(BNUM), odAld-1(SIC2), FedAldr2(SIC4), DEZHAAFUET), FA53HA4
(CONC) 57 W7} AbE 433 #HAdL 2w gla, Aldsaid ApsdelA 7]1<4
FHAAUTR), 71€4 FAAAP2(TRD, FFAHAM(SS), ARAMI(CS), FabEFAt
3(108) 57 w7t UA T Pﬂﬂ- Zkaw it 3 FRAEF=VD AeANNE
(SOT= & Al Al le:}. WEZAA2ER)= F3HEA 99 A 2
F ol= el SRt B 5 gla BSR4 Wt

r‘i‘J

412 7]4d= W

7199 A#E vehlls HeEe, SAA Aapeddr gixxes FxpEe]]
E(ROA, return on total asset), Ew]Z0]2]E(ROS, return on sales), AH7]AEG0]e]
E(ROE, return on equity) =°] 913 FA AR F71E o] &3ts A= AA7|E A
T eSo] glef i 71499 FAUNA, Jlegale] A 235 848 Ssle] A
sl #AYE = Avleye g9 AHIE T8 (total  factor
productivity) =712 &A%l v o)k =3 7|4d2] 7]$¥€ 4 (innovation) A=
F 5437 el ole] W@t 98 W(proxy variable)2 A-7-70EAF=(RDI, R&D
Intensty)& AH8-3He 7%= slch

B dFelAe 718 AFdez o4 F4S H8, FEAEAL]EROS)IE
Agstln A S 2 71e¥AAE S-S 48] TEP(Total Factor Pro-
ductivity) Z<=7Hs, RDI(Research and Development Intensity, R&D/SALES) & A&
shodch B Aol oigh v Baglot, TFP 7182 Hxd Awe] 2383H),
ARAATA FAo] Bagle A4AHIH(ndex approach)& AMH-dle] EFH|AE

A =(Tomaqvist index) & 4FE38tgich Lichtenberg(1992)¢] <8t RA|=4bEHlH o o 3
Avdatd, 4] (6)0lA] FLAMMA(TFP)S 0], A (ol 225 33 4] (8)¢lA
ﬂ.

22 Q¢ wiste] s *E»’&Mel EEEQ( )T AT (K) 52| Wate] o4
=2 ¢k Zhed8H(residual term) Iher = TFP WH3-g-S ovidich

(e
A,

e,



PR - )
T(L,K)
Q=¢e¢r+ NL.K) 7

T(L,K)=L°K*® % Cobb—Douglas B2%5% 7H38t2

m@Q=lner+aehl+shK 6))

o] W, @, 8 L OLS AAE Agste A4, aaAF el s A Aol A
27} CRS 2l 7HAstel A7b F9lene] B4 dd FAHAZ 84w-8-9] vlE
lmsp sy & A28 4 9tk Q 3 294dez she A% =F0), ALK, 274
20De A7kA =ead wedok shul, 2Aw]|gH]E(factor cost share)2 (9),

(10), (A= 7o) A4t

SM:% (9)
=L (10)

S.= VO

SK=1_SM_SL (11)

Egu|~E F)A(Tornqvist input index)E Abgar Aata Z7HES A2

rir

_“5

7o) 275

o[ ) =1n( )

—[0.5%(Sr, s+ Ss, :)]111(

> (12
)

Q M 9 z& Bus}A71F(real value)e]ook e Eu|AE 7|EHIHA|TE
EA} Abeekat o aTqlEkd] dE olabd]l AgrE adE AT olrh 24

% AkE9 ?’rEE}rEﬂ %](scale elasticity)
= AAl o) gt 2249

_[0-5*(5M,t+i+SM,:)]]l1

—[0.5*<SK,H,-+SK.9]m(
&

=
2= AJAEk(translog production function)d 7

7 101, EANIAEAST} AFAEIT %%H]f‘—i A%
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| FAHANNY a4l v +E AREty Ay ez $47eE
= Ze] AAelch

FU71e) AdAdEd 3ALAE Vladtas, AAQQ) € [HE + S4FA
T Fb o+ AFFALY FrH & ARSsiela, AR Q & VQ / Ak
Deflator , AAAEFY] K [ = AL2EGj0 1 A Adde 798 AHEa5E
ZAdo} st A} FHRAAEE ARAFUFANEHGNE 7 Fo A
Aot =8 F9) VL & AHE AHgdlEa, AdxgEEY LE VI/AHAE7E
A51904) &AM, FAAE VM 2 (A8H] - AEAnFThE, 4AFAA
E M & VM/PMFZA7P A 5)& AHE-shal.

_—

<HE 4> 2|7AoM2] Big=e] T

T R & A S
5 Fv1%0] 2 B(ROS) KIS o] ebo] 2= Aol <l /E &
j 28 2 AN Z7-5(TFPG) . Torngvist )= 4H&
5 71£¥41%% [RDD ” oAb /e 2l
Gt o Jacquemin and Berry(1979)2]
ot S (ET) ., o= 2 A
Robins and Wiersma(1995)8] 7)<
AY41 914 (TRD \ A o
A 255 (V) ., Davis and Morris(1995)8] £=25&=]4
c Hepaanz F)gay ged Al e
] 443 4744 ZHIABGPF) » 25 AT AR A
f‘ Q2 (SCALE) ‘ SCALE] : In(%w} &)
s |t L SCALE? : In(&3H4)
2L EA ok = (KT) S AR EI A%
A A7 2= (MCR) LAANNDE | 2-digit AR E AT A+E FEET
oA A Al b (RDI) KIS o]~ o -7 /o] &Y
F 13 (ADD " A Z/vEd

17) A9A0W6), TAWAA, | pap R



4.2 NUR-43 53

NdAge AdzeFeest 2 A9 Jgaes] Aate 3AE dSEAeE
7) 95k FER-AF-AFS-C-P) Hride] 7|zste] mdL Al AGEE
Z2] o EXuZ=ele] Ea|wd(control variables)ES, 7lgidigte] FHeojdle At
H) 2o e} 179 ABA k= (Cl, Capital Intensity), AZA4AE=( MCR, Market
Concentration Ratio)1®), zt&]x A3}+e] Abed A3k(industry effect)S A|A & F7141%
oy AlgduEel wet AEETER A TATFIABGPE), R Adk(scale effect)
2 728 FEHE(SCALE, ‘InEHSd wE InEA4ty A4 R&D ¢ Fa8] &
72 8§ R&D AL=RDI R&DAE/NEN) e Fu3 k= (ADL Fanl/fhEd)
Solrk

A}C’diEiﬂyl EAL & BABY] §3 Waeze 9B w5 AV

), ok w9, AR R, %‘Z‘E@}I—; 53 W ]
2 Ze A7 s W4E Addste] duusR Added), /M oA A
o] ¥tz AZHE ET(AERS z41), TRI(7] B FEA2), VIEEEA =)
48 27k Zgvl g WaEe] X gL (4] 2ot

AZPEAREL AIAREAL ALESGEH19 1989 dellA 19943 74#] 4] 504 7]
Q7o) gk k2ol 8 vA 2= (FEM, Fixed Effect Model)# e} A =S
(REM, Random Effect Model)-& A-&-8te] A3 astget20

9l A=A (factor loading)

18) ARRAFEE Feehlele) a7z, (TAANALS 7k 1992)8) A HIER 5 AT
Fo= rhEvste abEsich

19) sdvle]epanel data)E AEAe] &3 HIW = (cross—section data), A FAALE (time series data) B}
2L oj@e zhed), 7HF g o|Ae sidulolreAE REX 8 471 WAl Fehdrhs Aol o1& F
o5 AEA gle E—‘F—rﬂ"] sty oe Aswg md A go] siseich FAE, Hduelehs A
7} 974R] Aol RFEF|ghe] WMHsIRE 2 "J&—*ﬂh 7F3 7154l Aol vhEEAA4d (multicollinearity)
o) =AE Hag % 9= Ao otk A olg e, £F AFARA, AL FelyA] Fle &
2 &4 5 ek A, Hgaas %"7174 Ei"]—" AR e B8 A8 Ak s,
AR ARG Al sfddeldly] B8 4 vle gukdal wde Ass FAE 4 ckBalestra
1992, p22).

20) FEM = REM oJ= 7Z¢ Adsizrie] FAlE =39 F5U54T dusic A9ussls] A= ¥s
(ornmitted variables)¥ %77} A (fixed Aol vk HEA (random)e) el 27 olck FEM 3} REM % ¥ 2



< 3AEIARE (FEM) >
BGPFy = ai + B %y + &4 i=1, ..., 5, =2, ..., 86, (13)

(EE,':O, EE,'E,"= O'ZEIT, E E,'Ej':o if Z=5F])

< e 572§ (REM) >
BGPFy = f %oy + vy =1, ..., 50, =2, ..., 6, (14)

(vy=a;te,Ea;=FEe¢ =0, Ea;e =0,

Ea;o;= 0%, if i=7 ‘

= 0 ifixj
Eaxy=Ee wy=0.)
xiy ¢ t-1 719 7194 B4 WE
JLET,—y, TRI;~y, VI,-1, IABGPF, KI \MC;-,, SCALE,_,, RDI,,, ADI,_]
A7V, B x4y o AS HE

BGPF; : t A& XY 71443 (ROS, TFP %7}¢, R&DYFE)
IABGPF,: t A3, #4499 F7A 71942 (R0OS, TFP 3714, R&DYU4R )

4.3 A Zun}
sl =g rEows Al TEZEe @7 Wl /g w9l ATl

oy g FirlE AEARRAML Ed A= st z#Hd) (28 0] 9

B¢ HdAzme 54 AL AARE ERs OLS & A4 e)nR, AF
5l J

49) 2AAT AUY AVANS) AL A EHindividual efects) ) e} Moo} s ol
#¢ ZA7} ol Hansman(1978)-& MIDS(Michigan Income Dynamic Study) dztze] 23t Gdzhe)
620 B9 wgetw EPAE oz JIHAAL WY FEM 327} REM 345} folsiAl vhe
Aos 3L WAl g, ofd 23S A4 ZAdrle BEY A wel AxjEexel )
Hsiao(1986)e] #1314 dw-2 REM & 71 she zlo] vldalsicly o} 22|28 st REM & 71A 8= o
230) B}etAE Hausman(1978)2] BAIREE ol&sle] FFrMde Feld AF7HES REM o 237
GLSFA o] EfiFA ko[l Aolch AF7H2-5 )28 FEM & ARgslz 7|Z81A] ¢kom, REM & 4F
4shs o] nitAslel
21) TSP 44B & o83 34
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(=3 mM] (FEM)e] Hjslr F244AE 7]-15

AR A eE

[23 ] (REM) 7} Bgsic),

{E 5 £=AUM(ROS)2E EAMZT}

e Ch ek 7 4 A2 A BT
=T =3 1 (ER) 23 I(TRD =3 M(FEM) 3% [V(REM)
~63.54G 5 —68.640%*+ _ —38.102+%++
Constant (26.813) (~7.479) (~3.055)
T 4503+ 94 364w 15.955 4538
(-1.625) (-2.547) (.761) (=371
7501 6655 7618+
TR (1.051) (1120) (1.404)
10545
ER (-1.013)
- 4301+ 14040+ 18273+ 14,990
(1.785) (1.802) (1953) (2.043)
| 17.629%= -2619 5173
ET+TRI (2.:205) -162) (535)
y 6.028%
ET+ER (1687)
7083~ 8253+ 8570+
TRI+VI (-1.365) (~1563) (-1801)
1123 ~ 366 8oL+ 3665
ET+VI (~431) (-134) (-1.486) (-1.038)
_ 5758
ER+VI (536)
136%% OG7=wx D6G* B3
IAROA (2148) (2.753) A7 (2072)
3 1840w 3 551 1696w
SCALE (6621) 6920) (-42D) (2.603)
I =016 - 01G*=* -, 798 =013
(-2.908) (-3.101) (-.983) (-2.457)
MCR 6.719+ 1.004 50,200 12.201+
(1325) (203) (3.735) (1798)
RDI ~213.155%%% —190 300+ -31.285 -111.171*
C4029) (-3.802) C.438) C1051)
ADI 62.503 %= T4.427+* =56.921 5572
(2.016) (2.336) 750) (-132)
R-square 0.278 0.285 0.147 0.120

Hausman test of FE vs. RE | CHISQ(12) = 31.177 P-value = .0019
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Aezke] WEE 2H, [F 5] A W 249 A, [=¥ 1,101 4 o
9] ETY A7t +4 #2 7Y (23 V] ©lxe ETe #8 AFE 24
etk m3 SCALE & Aleghel folah o] ghg 7=z 72 ZA7 e
Aoz veytont [2¥ M oA SCALE 9 Alggte] $9l3lx] ek 7oz o}
ehgtel Al (=23 [L,0O] olAe fdstA o2 AAAFEMCREs7E [23
ml el wig st [ 6] EF8[-EX S g B4E B ole 297t
A2l Fzv gk glel & Wy} ek [ 7] R&D A= 749, (=31,
0] o A$ o438 ET7F e Afzks 7 (28 M) dAde fod A=
7} ka1, SCALE ¥} CI W] Alpghe] B3el we} Ao)7) glef. o)ef o

]
o) Aol wah Asgkel ¥ AolAe] 2 de w27 @ Fe] AR wP

Aol w4 Fesjch

{E 6> EQLAMMHAESCINTIPG) Y 2MAn}
a ERLEEER A=A
=T =3 I (ER) =23 I(TRD = 3 [(FEM) 23 IV(REM)
-.051+ =, 1394 = 1dd*+=
Constant (-1.333) (-3314) (-2.827)
oT 0035 315w 352 207
(883) (2.147) (-.689) (1.663)
TRI 07 #x* 545k st B
(4664) (4.801) (5.539)
057
ER (-331)
o 0% o 415+ P
(708) (3723) (1818) (3893)
24 276 213+
ET+TRI (-1.933) (702) (~1.506)
020
ET+ER (~.334)
— 343w — 394 % — 37w
TRRVI (-3.806) (-3.240) (-4.191)
014 ~041 A ~ 036
ET+VI (-373) (-1.057) (176) (~770)
078
ER+VI (669)
AR ek 6805 T2 H %% B2k
IATEPG (5310) (5.785) (5.48) (6.357)
R-square 132 209 233 212

Hausman test of FE vs. RE : CH[SQ(7:) = 5417 P-value = 6092
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<E 7> R&D T (AR ihEY) 2 =ML

e L vhl 2] 7 34 ARy
ST =% 1 (ER) =% T(TRD SHMEEM) | =sNVREM)
. - 067 #sx ~.060%++ B -T4E-02
Constant (-6.649) (586D | (-543)
. 53302+ 040 028+ 088++x
(1651) (4.256) (1.589) (2.930)
~ 004 ~ 007+ ~o0
TH (-502) (-1382) (- 435)
~ OB
ER (3865 |
; 265B-02 ~003 004 122E-02
(937) (-.340) (553) (194)
‘ — 037wk - 011 - 026+
ET+IRI (-4.208) (-850) (~2513)
007+
ETER (1.480)
06 008+ 005
TREVE | (31 (1.857) (1.192)
~ 533E-02¢ ~007 ~012% =007
ETVI (-1.780) (-2.133) (2.420) (-1950
03w
ERVT (3867)
RDI 482w N 30] s 10w 5B3e+
(8.034) (7.522) (6.526) (8.031)
B3IE-00e 00Fwes Y- ~542K-04
SCALE (6.356) (5.243) (-3720) (—.075)
cI - 140E—-04+* - 832E-05+ 2BIE-(4#xx J01E-04
(~2.221) (-1.327) (4.172) (1.976)
MCR H6ZE-02+ O83E-02+ 016+ -127E-02
(1,608) (L617) (1.408) (~167)
. 118+ 0w a1 048
(3:300) (2534) (1,383) (1.050)
R-square 493 433 351 306

Hausman test of FE vs. RE : CHISQ(11) = 38180 , P-value = .0001
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(industry effect)Z A|AgF 3 AEFIUEI} =L 7)gA3 o] wg s dser}
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