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Summary :@ Using patent and firm-level panel data for 1982-2001, this study
investigates spillover effects of patents and the strengthening of intellectual
property rights on Productivity and Innovation. As well as we consider the effect
of intra-industry spillovers, we extend the effect to inter-industry spillovers
which implies the effects of IT industries on non-IT industries. The empirical
results are summarized as follows. First, allowing for firm-level variables, market

competition and technological spillovers, the strengthening of intellectual property
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rights does not play a significant role on innovative activities. Second, while
innovative activities of domestic firms affect significantly firms’ innovative
activities, those of foreign firms do not. Third, innovative activities of IT
industries as inter-industry spillovers play a significant role on innovative

activities and labor productivities of domestic firms.

Key Words : Intellectual property rights, Innovative activities, Technology
spillover effects, Productivity spillover effects

Aol B E e A dAAY
o] BT AL F LS A3 5t
© 2H7IEdA 7yl uE 2H
A& 7AsA Dt (Nordhaus, 1969). 1970 ) 2 o]
213 AT SHE s Y2 o
AA L et w7 ole]e F8 AXFEE AF/NE Wi FAE ddista 3
ghopu} Aol A AQaks AAZ R B3] At AAANE BE W
etz ok 53], 19709t Z vj=elM Azt S8y NES 19949 A2
XA A ¥4 (TRIPs: Agreement on Trade Related Aspects of
Intellectual Property Rights)& 712 A MAH o2 &A= Qo
S35l S, aela 53 fd7|te] g Fo2 2oHE EIAE9
MEL e 58 £98 7R AL2 YEa 3o OECD =7Fse td
©2 1991 oiy] 200339 GDP tiv] 53] =D A4Hrd gi-72Y S5
E3 Gt Autd oz Frksta lt} (OECD, 2006). U@, 54, 48, 294,
292 Fo] B3GR 7MY & S7HEE dEgen, $evetel A GDP

41 e M
ol

A8
r o
r

1) 2000 T8 7122 1009 vigad GDP th¥] Triadic Patent Families (9], 98, 3 &
Ao TFog TFH 53 $) 7|+

._146_



e S F=r} 19919 0.29014] 200392 082 F7hste] A i 271 F S71E
o] 7bF & ALE YEwh

£3], 1990 ol F St FARES FEIL e ITAAAA S =
3 &40l ZA =3 Je AOE YEb vk OECD006) ostd +H 53
Aol T5€ et ICT B3 A5 A5 19%ddA 2003d 71T 5
31.6% F7kstd F=, A= olo] A HAZ & AFES Holx Yo =T
PCT(Patent Co—operation Treaty)stell 53¢ $ejuygt 23] E3] v ICT &
d 58 HF9] A 2001dlA 20039 713 T oF 40%°) ol21 3l& A=E ICT
#E 7legAl 5ol @3 ASE Yehgth ol#g £X= OECD Badl o
%E ZA A3st= Aolw, w=, Ayt AW F AXFEY ICT ## 53
Boh & Aot ojH 3 feuete e Es 9o AA Frletn de A
u]=e] AU (B 301% )l o8t 19879 74 EAEIAEE &Y
o|FE B3 Y] FF3| Ao £ d s AR FAGHP), o=

g

= 8
of
»

flo

rol

Fwto] ollel ZES 2929 72 UEhdth 1982-2004d 7]7e] U=
A 0182474 (=9l 5326313, £=<Ql 367,3507) <1 Hl o] & 7|ZHE =
1982-1985717%l 339137101 vt 2002-2004717kel 134,18071 0.2 H|eFF o
7t (5814 28l A 8).

ESATE 9A 71 B st A wHed digt wietd] A%S R
A M2 2o WEs I (disclosure)dt=E 3te Aot & EFAEE
vi A A 2F x4 9] sHAF (diffusion of knowledge)olgtE tha AEsdleE F 714 7%
< gt

2 dFe 539 F A 71eQd Ao Sy #ste EEd F7HL 7
84 @ =540l s X2 537 (knowledge spillovers)E &
A8 E ol&3sle EAMted 23 Fohd dFaAE Adule A4 AFan

L

L

oo B

2) OECD(2006), "Compendium of patent statistics” #Z. $-gluvetr ) ICT £3) H]Eo] =&
T AZNEE YEE, 93, olddE ojxgtd g Folr)

3) Park and Wagh(2002) ]38l S2juet §3 RE £FL& Ha £F9 v Ev At
2000 @A & 2 EUS [ARE 363 T3 424)8 Reojx Qth

4) 71&Y B2 JdF(Kortum and Lerner, 1999; Sakakibara and Branstetter, 2001; Gallini, 2002;
Kanwar and Evenson, 2003)5°] £33 7 sle] 718 axe gidt 484 E Ffsta de
el Moser (2005)= E3AZe] 7|8 gt 77} ohva SHAES 71edste]
o ojul g EHE vHE AE HESD Joh Mosere S AEE 7eHse] BaEe Ao

- 147 -



2 AHodh Ad W Ve HFEaRE 5F A éfz} U7l & sle] AR
7199 U B3 &4l 7I€ Iy 7ledAl
& vXevt e EAolth dE B AXF 7|HEY &F
71€84 &5 sty dEEHE ey Frde Ve
g AFATA oUW MRV|E FEe B2 L3t FU7]
g5 38 =5HAMNAS 23S AESY Y3 71E BFES
© ITA A 9] 718 &5 B 7ledAl €Fov =54
& A4ge viHe AE FAL %I%E'—E’r IT*POQ-J 7184l %EA

Jlot
flo
b
offt
Wy e ox
Jﬂ e
> O ox
o =
g
_?l!l
il o2 ¢

z2
r*.\QLFlF_J_é_‘L
N

g
re
EL
£
P
X
)
o
fru
S
m2
2,
>
o
N
)8
gk
>
i)
of
o
Au)
_,>:
2
=
1
_?l_,
N
xﬁ
L
O:::
>

A=)
et
i
S

r
St
Sk
i
rjg
we
-
2
A
lo
N
b
]
>
L
i
)
2
N
A
lo
N
e m oy
N
>
g
b
offt
o,
oX
2,
=

rok
=
kol
o
ikl
M
i
rok
tlo Mo
=
it
tlo
ox
ACH
=
T
kv
2
=|
o
2
R
)
. 1w
22
2
of
ot
o
i=h

)
e oorfr ozl
i)
02
(o
ko
(o,
i
et
=
Ey
N,
>
o
>,
e
oft
o
5=
il
|:p|4
B
]
‘
2
=
_\9
2
2
)
fo

T S
P,l',
£
ﬂL,>.'.
&
ke
i)
2
L
K=
il
kol
X
49
:‘.":
x

o
m
>
2
2
E
Mﬂ
1-'
et
X
1
it

N SHESE waded 238 B0, AVE

HEde A FFaAE dHEY AVAIA =

=2
2
te rir o
5
2
2 5
o
off 3o
oo -
[0 —
" 3
29,
lo

in)
rt

A, 7 F7be) vl AEE
5) $elviebel IT T L3t £43} o
}‘ oh;]..

ol 5 gk A4sa g
d8 P 29 mEoRE Adge o4Y (0068 5

- 148 -



II. 7|1& 4+47

H
A& 2L BESE st E#E Fed 8 Ta7dde 7143 249
Zstete] A+ 7i9de £8& FAg0n B Foh 282 Kortum and
Lerner (2000)0= 71949l @770Zo] A edn sl 3971 284 &2 4
Foll sl &3 ANl FHa Eo F3u gvh. whHe] Sakakibara and
Branstter (2001)¢] 2% 429 538 A 4L Es2dS T8 7|edVd &
d3x ZPtr B FACk @A FFo] o ATEMN ARAF-AFN-FFT
(2004)& =X e 534 Zste] FAH 237t FRIASS B2 5 dUth
aey 2 29-HE7)-Maskus (2003)E A HA4E FEte d770E F49 F
el st F2 o] FoHT FF3H3T
et oz Z7R A7= 53A A3 7leSd A%E By Fu Q0§
ZAGEH 53 At AAAAE B 371 A& 53 sy A
A &l disted B FAAHA AAE AA S vk Kanwar and Evenson
(2003)& /“7‘]%“}0] ol NEEATANE 534 a7t 7leNdd s 4

r&

s

A 5 doke A wAsk AE7]- 340 009E 714
2719 AT/ Aurke 4 AFAL 25 9ste)

ARG 53 ARG A GNA 5 Aol

- 149 -



7k A dFERY a4 A Aol 53 I
Sth g2 7]E ATl XA 5
ARE Zzxdd gk FAFEE 53 IR 1&g F
& Coe and Helpman (1995)9l ¢j&te] o] Fojxrt 25L& A9 Aol AAle]
AT F2pgro] ofvgt wY A= AN T T & Aolge AA
3ol olx2td )} 217 OECD=7He dA o2 EA% 23 A= A74E F2
o] ohe}, A= ATNL FA JA| FRANMAN FFE HA 3 9,1%—%
Asdch 79 e Axrt S5 T AL FA EFo2RYH &
& utetge Zojt ol Branstetter (2004)E AZZ7to] o] Fojx 3‘:’%3-'—1}—4
212 gFEadel gt AFE stk v B A5 AYFEAY AFEans
A ed 323 AFFAY FFEHV) vF £ & 7 Fagded {3t
A vdetde= Aoz veldt. 2 9ol Hanel (2001)3 Van Pottelsberghe and
Lichtenberg (2001) 5ol 3t}

HZ 53] JAEE o] 83 AT E Yang (2003)2 divte) il S35 E &4
ate] AA=9 5855 WFUE 71 &5 THH o= ZgseA] of
Ud 240z ZEae=xE FAs AT 1987-1997d 7174 2270 Abdd z2s
g o] 83l FAHI A7 MAF 53 5L divk =] I 5HFEL 7
aAI7lE B HAHY NS dEhlE 2821t 58 FEds SRR 4§
EHE ZeEve A S SEEAT oY AT A T AP EA
= € 33 B=02 dasHe EEg BAF 1 glon o2 g A=
o] AH2E FUte 71eIRE ooy A=e] e FF& mAA droh
IT okl A4A 5 Schereyer (2000)7F *| 28t 0] ITFA7F A 7= A3 A
AL NEAFAAANA ALEHE A A ooz B dF &9 AR
WE Yt g 7idel ITo] FAE S B FAT 7dute] opve} 7)o H
&3t el 7IFEdARE AAA Hejo] BT T3 XA SFIgoA B
d ITHEYZE g7 I HAE oA Fo2M d7Ae Aegas
o] FFT2E o] &F F e A4 vrE FuA AT A2 0] A3 Qe A
A v AEA 54L& A A3 &3 (spillover effects)E Z AT}

r&

°3L e

- 150 -



A4ZoM e S5 de] Azt i vetde 7l el tig AU
sFE e} ITAI S A9 719 e] ALbdel dig 33453 & A4 5235
AFEAsta glot o2 £ o7& A gt B 4 itk ¥ 22
Aol A IT F27F f3ad e Aidol disk a3 =, Al 583 gt

2 AF7E Yk (A58, 2002 AB/3 9], 2004). v ITAFG A9 Aol
A7 g a e dig A7 AY ol FfX A Fi Ut

olgtellX= IT F&te] A &de digh 71&E A+E SHLE 27/E AT

ITAFA S o] B gt 7149 A FdE A= FA =71 7
Ao FAsE7 A dg BAA A= 1980t T o] F v= A9 539
AgE Az she B AFdA 2Ldty B £ Jrh 19909 m= BAY
33 7|E ol2Y dE&Te & AZE A FE F2 WAHAAE A AT
19809 i AlEHE IT F2k Fo, 1990899 &% PCe) §343% B2y a8z
1990t Fnuke) Qe Hge AATERE FHoE WAL AFAY =
71&d 7Hg F8% 89102 motEe IT £449 ZAAZ a3l tish A7+ 1980
dd) 9 o)F vF S FAHoE s M= gtk

19909 Y] 2W7hA] 9] A7A#E IT FA7E S S7H71A &5 Aoz
Elsttt o]& dHEo] Solow (1957 A4 Hel 52~ (productivity paradox)ehil
ERTH IT B27F A 34E 7EH 0.1 X3te o2 ASAY &4, AlAte &
A, F2pe] 23 88 A4 5& AlAet 21t} (Oliner and Sichel, 1994). ¢]¢} 2
& =7t JPFHE FAANA 19959 ol F vF FAe dHD 4BE 7
Gordon (1999) 1995-99d%F w59} At WA A= A5 s
B}ﬂ A= AHEY & 76%E 75313 o, olF AT AEE A
ZA% A E 677%= thE 7171 < 26iel ke BFE =1
LA Sa=d

AZARAEL oleld 2 ZAGFe] ITRA dig g347 Yehdr] Alatgt
Aoz A AstA7E, Gordon (2000)% 22 Y|4t IT T4t tigh 3 wjio
ofygta AT HZ vy AALATE A71H el A FAH glez

fij!

rl

¢

o]

lo

- 151 -



TE3RS W, 1972-1995d 7173 vl wste] 19954 o] ¥ 23 AFFE<! 1.35%p
= 054%pe 713 &3 (cyclical effect)9t 0.81%p2] A3 i*ﬂﬂ Z7lRog £
HETE o] A FA9 Frtdx Esta, iR AAFA ane FAFE
2 "7“*7]7\ FATH 71E WA AzgolM Y T84 "é Pl s et
Zﬂ°]1 51 2 FAWTAE AAs 1 ] ARkl s AE S/
54 e HAe 2481 238 Aadoe AL B
. °]—‘C— H 2 YEhaL e A IT AlZYA 8530 o3 Jepd 3
B A% AAY AR} e A7 BAZE FEEd o vEbd A%
=

)
T
A
_\a
L
o

N
EI
N

o

oX,

FEAEL ol¢ b dAE Hatxn ded, 218 FRIHE T 2Hg 7

Aoz stgE IT T4 Aol
A % i X 2 3
b AT (cross-country)E ITo ik FAp7F AR =2 A48 A=A 3
NPATGe T8-S 4547 2348 AASEL o (Dewan and Kraemer, 2000;
Oliner and Sichel, 2000; Schreyer, 2000; Colecchia and Schreyer, 2001; Pohjola,
2001; Daveri, 2002; Jalava and Pohjola, 2002; Timmer et al., 2003).

30
rir
X
s
ol
24
2
X
rlr
)
i
fe

>
=
oo

og

A

15

o
=

o

o2t HJ
m]o S ni
r\l

i

42 Romer (1990)0llA &'&st= HAA AAETE =9 7]
g3ttt Bof PE 7lerEl

B3 s WAH 2443 B39 Jl% BUEEE BeH 2ol & 4 Yok

' 5 B,
z]t lgfgzt 1E’]13b 1Pik1t—1' (1)

z]t

- 152 -



Q714 P e ] jel £3 i7190] M2o] 2AH A9 o] Wale oju)
33, 71$7Ee 9% RD 9% (L) 281 1 7|99 71e5F datd 93 ()
So o) APATT & 5 gk 7 9ol E AToA 23 W5EA Er} Qe
ol AdW 71& FFEAES duigth 281 PE ITAUAW] HITARIe F=
T Y FFEFE oujdch F FFEAE A8 B e 2o

WA AUl sEFEdeE 59 Agel 43 7199 718 FFo0] £ A
o &3 B 7199 71%8Ae) JuF JFE 7H st s FAolk ok /1Y i
7} &3 Aol Al B 71EFF ey 2RE dE ol 5Y Al £
NGB BT V1ErEol BoH VPSS AFelHe AAY BrE A8 71&
o] gt FAE Z7A71A Aok Bt ol 71& FE0] e /1S ES
Z 719749 2 oAge U g FUS F/ BekA o5 J1PE V%
= )3 ase) o F7H8 471 ok BB w2 7)1e AN 22d 719

a4 2 AN 23 £ 9

A, A7 sE Rl B Ao e ITAS 58 £do] HITAe 7]
H2e] ol @ FFS FAErtE Bk 4G FFER F, [TAQ & Aol
e ZlEtFEHE B7) Aste] g go] ATk kE ITAI) &k A
Zolatn oY o TS & Al dat 71¢ AFEAE 87 A V&%
ARE Py, 21 AL ()9} o] vhehd & gtk

Q
P, = *_p
ikt ;Eai
k=1

(2)

714 af e IT Aol $§ kA6lA el fdsE FYdo] BE 4]0

A 1Al BYEE FRY YA AA S HFE e E FY4AIg0lt oY
3 A7 g a9 AR aF (backward linkage effects)eba R ej@tt

A& E2HE G F ASFENS Y3 4 AN oA AW g3 7
o] & 7 Stk

- 153 -



lnpi]t BnL 4§ Pt — 1+1321n@z]t 1 T O5nE it — 1 FBAn Py, 1 W 3

S

4714 Inp,;, & tAA% =108k 40l $3 719 7h BAED JE 5
A (stock)®] Z7be) 2age Suanh o= tHel AT 2 SHEUS
(flow)®] 27 @3 YA} w,;, = Aol Wy =ty +Vi + 8 2 spgs) e,
Ey & AAFO|IL Uy B BIFSHAA A Asle] WES A % /Y 2

o BEAE 9uistn, Ve JdE guE 9ujgig. Y= A 0,8 ZEa iid
(independent and identically distributed)® #X3}= Wgrolt} 9o T ejd 27]AF
#EEE 2% F O EAES Zn

AR, JRE Wi & Uy 3 Voo Zo HTA7E00] HX) Ferk webA 99 4S
93] OLSE FAste 4% SHATS JAgo] AL (orthogonal)3HA] FrolA
9 + #Ho] (biased)E ZtA ok A, & ST & EWH /|9 &
AFEel g9 AARAA (reverse causality) 7Hs7d] 3lo] wh7FA2 AAH W]
é(endogenelty)Ql ARE X3 & 5 Ak g o) d Auk ZAAHS
| Y3td 9] Dynamic Panel 23& System GMM ZAHHH & A}-L3}o]

4
oL -]}‘E
[«
-
N

=

& MED e &2 ¥4 24 (tangible factors), ¥ &4 (intangible
a % 13 g3kl 719 Z1ed g5 2Ae0a 7}

4 ax2e fEd, AZHGE g I

842 AHRAEY 3 A7 a8z g
A

6) Jd GMM FAol thd A4S 493 24 Y2 AT - HBF QUHE B2

..154_



T e B weEs 1Ea, j Al 3 719 (A 5

lnp;;;= oyt lnsales;;, +oyInRD; (4)
+o3ln CR3;, +an By + agln Py, +agreform, + D, +w,

4 @E €8N YHFFE EHAE A FAH 1AE FYZEo) o
A2EW = Yo 5829 A5 248 Rolth AT AF RD)L 7
418 Aabatn o]F AR Bl 53 2AATR MR salest 7] i 7199 W)
Zodolth. 21 9] ATAL AFol @ FH47 FAshA AFYFE CR3S
dgEsR Fsged S5 APAFEN 1Y L MIYBAS BF
439 Bx Qo4 489 44U 71¢ FFEHE oulstn P, T o]
Fe A F A9 HFEAE B 193 dEGY (eform)E SHAE
A 59 58 7&5}7} SHBel glold P2 AR 2SS A

1988-20000} 7| & AL&-5ha, 113} 708 (19934)2 1995-20000 ¥l & 7HASehD BA]
o 1995-2001 717k Btel FREel 5L Asr] Aste] 19819 g AFoE
sto] 200197k 8] AEHW S AHgETh DE A (5, BE)E Hrlg o @)
2 AT 232 Fu g & SHFER BYo U AN
A3l BoW ITHYS) ol PRFULS $FE 22 ok 53] 29 459
71 BRE AYUE TESE S AZYNT EFIT oiH B AT ¥
ZolMsh go] IT AxdTe S Beh [T B Aol e 714 F35
38 YZEHS] AL ITAY $RE AIABEI0)S IAAL ast 3

0.1.4 r‘l(‘
-
3
2
Lo
_\L

. & AFoA e 10 BEFE 7€ & o, 1299 ¥4, 13- A71Ax
7171, 149 9] AL771E o9 IT *P%Lo_i, 127 dutriAE Alelg 130 ANH
717190 144 AE71718 F99 ITAHRLZ PRI ITYHY #Fa0E 4%

7) 58 Astet FAsA, 7ab9 113} AL Z2HE BE AL EFGA ), S3EY g, E9
717ve] dAolete 71EoA 2 u 739} 113 Ao F29

8) FA R A overidentification 53 AR(1) 2 AR(2)9 AZ Z#E nusld A3 nyL A
#elgie A7lole Ede] WARSFRE ZHED Urx] H4EL BT SEESE IR

- 155 -



A ST (KRR D> AR,

71EAS ARER AHEFHE §3EY e 5 SHPRAY dojeyolx
(19822001 1) & AH&3tH o, 71 EF/9 A £/ ¥X+= Schmoch et. al
(2003)9) W& o] &3AAT A8 FHo) 7Fed TA R 1A F3Y AH AA
A 5o 28] 8 408 2= Aaw A8} 1982-2001d 7179 A A
5E 2T HEAEE ARSET

71953 A% A5e WA 4719 (KOSPL KOSDAQ)H #ated 354744
]3] 2] 1982-2001'd Abole] ZAAEE o] &3l F2 7Y FAANFE ey, F&0

T (2 d] 2, AHA2 gt T4 (M2 gy BEFANAR), 2
T ATNERGE (FuiEd tn) ATARAE, A7)0M ATALAEL A7
2 AEE S HE AESIh 222 ol MFES AAETHAF (71Ed 2000
DE olgste] A2 WAt 221 AFRTEE 39 30 719 AR

&8 Grsh ojAF 9 029 ARE AN A8 dBEE 1 e
ABAREo] E3E 28-S Y d97Izke 1990-2001 922 st wekA
58 Azet 28 FAHAIE 1990-2001d 7139 Wik @ 5 glok

<HE 2>E AR AHEE AFES) LYBAF 191 <REPL )5 W

F5 9] JBAFE 2ol 71 Yk

—

Bl X

_4

2. #4435

<E >F <E 2> Yol =949 7]&ABAste-E System GMM S ALS
sted FAF AFo|rhl0 <F 1> I 9] 53 29 AP o3 AW B5a87

9) 712EEs} AQEF AARE A, M (Q005), AAA, AR, AXQA (2006)e =g T)

10) <& 1> <F 2dA & § 9Ro] BE A2 Y9 gveridentification AZF AT+ o]£A &F
WFEEo] FEdTE ?1—r7}* £ 5%9 fro|gEdA 71Z48A] Rate RG] dege] £
USE B £ 28n AE ol WA A Zx}gle] Apr)Adde] glrks 7MA o] e Holgtd
AHEE A4 ZAApgke] 12 A7 AEE AR o ojibe] &7l flojol dto). olF HFE
g A3e 13 Z7iA e dsjAe AR 283 231 A7) we] AE2FAF3E ARDE Aot
BE "X“—H AFA T AR(DE 5%9 FoaEdA A713de] glvke AF7HEE 71482
ARQ)= BF 71Z48R] B@ozn FHA e RYo] AFH o J3eE BAFT gick £ 2
of oA siEHg A BE W= JAHogtn AN FojEHe HAH oz} 713
o 2-47] o|AMAE EFRFE 7S FHHAD

- 156 -



g 293 A TS BRiglel e B3 Aons] 9% Aolthi) <E
2>E <E 1> 239 g34e O9E BYe AT $4% gl

<E 1>T <E 29 FRAWL FA] BB <
<E 2>9] Ase Aolgue 4P

A, 7)€ FFo) Y T3 Fe oA 53 BAR A BAH £
ol Bolx e Aoz veht) oot 9AL $4 AELN R wdHE We
b A2 EHE A MBS wetn et e BAGA 2 5 T @
EdvE 240 AHSE UE SYUSE o]9o] S QA9 Wshute] olg} A
2] ol meh WBshE TFR HAH, AN Wre) 9B FAO] NP
T2 % ek 23] g2 & Iotel dishe] BAS s A AARHE B
e 4@ dg ¥5E 27) 89 od% 23EI} Ue $7b Ak old) o
Hsh] Astel Be ATEL FrhE ARE o83t B Z3 Aol nYE

559 %8k o] 71&9A
€0

4 o}‘iil‘—tﬂ °’°ﬂ A AR ERo] diFEe] die
122 YEPH. 53] Kang and S
17 ZEpAI BAHA BA B AdTFRY 1
Eﬁ} BALAFE, JHARTE, Az wd agu A 2 7|dt 3
5349 237 71e9is 238 4 doke AR S 2o Rk e
’\1 532 dpisEe AHALE AA o) 2] A4 FFo] o] HETE R
2% g7l FE3] AT FHolopt 7leHA F Uzt 5A A3 gy}
Szt = 3le
2R, ATNL HgEe S53Edd U @8 EE 0035700382 FAXHLE &
NS Bl FI o} ol 7EFAY FUALAEN ATFMNL T 2t B
o A7 BdesEn A7 B
Aot I At SHESATY ARLE 2] st FAE 17] o)dY o
TNE FAE I%OP%{E}.

@ﬂﬂ UHEC’“-’] 4 A7 2 °<>]:(+)9’] #s 20 FAHOE Foug Aoz
] 53 Z

oY
o
=
o
i
Ir
_llm
Qi
i
o
X o
ol rlr
=
>
N

o%‘:
N’
o

N
3L
o

b

it

4

lo,

_Of_‘

X

)

Sul

)

R

32

lo

tio
lo
=)

g

1) 2 A7 AF (stock) WE A7Ae THelx % AR o 7
o) Ao Yolshn Yok Po)9) AL (5%} 1098 A8 34
ol oM fAkE ABE mo] E),

- 157 -



(pro—cyclical & € 4 AAh o] A7) 534 OECD e Guellec and
Toannidis (1997) 28] <ol o3t Geroski and Walters (1995)9] H3jd7 A}
ot AFHE Ao 7 Fald YojM A £29 FoAS AANA F= AT
2 Mdtt vt &3 gels Aol A2 /&8N E FFE 5 dE 94X
7F AR e Edte W didel & E FoAA "ot wEld MYgEL A &%
7o Ad71ed g3 58 298 53t 371589 EAS HolA ok
A, gHE7MER gt AZFIFES AHEE <E 1>9 FHY ®
(D-)ellX B0l A AFEH 7|€8A 2t dUAY 23 A4S 2Ag
T Ao = Scott (1987), A7 (1987) 181 MEF 9] (2004)8] ATAFAAE A
]

>

2=
FATEZL o= A=A FolAR 71€3A &F0] @itshy A F3S dolA
d 7leEA &5l B F, AFET A4 364% (2F 2)9H Hd 61.1%
(28 1) FF0A4 71edlo] Hug €8 By &

OAA, 719 B &g B A8 dAYE 84 842 2 734 84 1

I 7148 FRAge] 71949 Ve Al % ARAAHY 9T 73 YL
SRR FHAY A AR AGEIt B VLS E 719 e A
#7F & A0 2 JYehd Hall and Ziedonis (2001)9] 0] ¥tz 710 thak 234
A3} g o3 AlTE B Fx 3tz vk FEF 249 AFAE g
FAL A¥ FAMLE fovlEiy 53 &4 %9 FBAAZ %= Aoz
el ol WAAH AAol& (Lucas, 1988; Romer, 1990)0] Zz3s}5o] A&}
2ot T2 el g5 AAse 8T 240H 2 FH WE F
A HFo] 22 7I9LFE Ve Halo]l G4 o]FARA I Y& AT F ¢
At

ANA, FEHFoLE SAT 719 B9 AT A FAHeE foustn
58 243 ()9 ARABAE ZE Aoz YERTI ol 2749 A$
AF A=EZNFHY A AAd =&l wal e g3 AT =olA

AZALY FAALE 93 716N BF0) BT BE 8L 5% AR 3
M,

12) #&u52 7193 E Y AdH e RAoR FEFEY AL IAZAY tEa AFFRe] o)
of e} 7legMd FAHeE 243t} (Lucas, 1993; Kumar and Sagib, 1996; Galende and
Suarez, 1999).
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53 24 859 T A9 7IeHFEFHE 1Y) Y3

o = &3t U & B35S Ve FUdl £43 F 582 &

st FASAT 2L ITAHY ¥k A4 B3894E 27 93td 23 A

BeE <E 1>9 279 g§REA4E 27 st & FA 2¥ & A

=39t <EY 4>F ITAE S H9E v FA4 Bt #A71:27]171(13%) <

AL71 7114002 E3etn ubr]7](124)E Al9sld A3t <2E 5>-

<EF 8> KOSPI A1 23 ITAHA &3t 71959 HrlE st g
A olE 71 EY 7iE 4l €% Bolds AHnrgrhid)

HA AW FFES F 22 AP 28 SH VIHEY F &
N ZI9ES] 718 &5 Fo3tn 33 %S F= AL
th o]l YUY T V1] B8] 24 53 o] AL
‘8t A3 (learning effect) &< ‘AR F7/NAFH (disclosure of information)’ 7} ‘73
A&7 (competitive effects)’ .ot X 8]3-S el & Aotk Yang, 2003). mhehA]
FU 714ES] 58 9L 79BN AR £5 2 gF T2 83l VIdE
o] 7lE& 712E MEL 7S MLt XS ¥4 5 =
AR M ET vhdo 95 8 &9 AFE ¢ FEE YEE A
7t oy FAHLE FoskAl oAl el ok mekA 252159 71
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3) A4ge] dBA S -ﬂ-zl 37] A3t (B 8)9] A5 JdEM S AlEslitt o] B¢ nREH
2ol FEFY B vl& LA Yeldtl (Hausman statistics= 260 29, pak= OOO) =223
% System GMM % 4@49} frAstth ¢l £ 17] o)Ay AFNE FapasE 9k(+)o)aL
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o} 3 KOSDAQAAe] ghxoll A =A AAe H& 1efdta KOSPIA A9
AA)-g gotslr] Yate] <EEH 5>-<23F 7>oAE KOSPL gr& AMgetn ¢
I A3 KOSPL AlFe] 502 KOSDAQ A9 7|duEt o & 71&8A
2o Foue & F °M Tt A AodeA B 5 glxol ITAE S el
e Aaade] 8- 1T AP%i AA el g FaFo] EFF ] glo] o= ITAAY 3t
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71eddE F78 UL FA Mol g FEadE ZskA Yehd
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<E 1> d{d System GMM =3 Z 1} |

23] 2y 2 2y 3 2% 4

log(Fvl& o) 0.233 0.348 0.259 0.262
(6.13)%x (11.57)%* (6.77)%x (6.76)%*

log(&FA/mE ) 21.379 25,796 26.303 25.870
(2.90)# (3.54)%* (3.57)%x* (3.51)%*

log(AHEF A xE) 0.019 -0.006 -0.005 -0.005
(1.45) (0.46) (0.38) (0.38)

log(F&/F &) 0.386 0.258 0.317 0.319
(4.86)%* (3.01)%* (3.54)%x (357)**

lagged log(R&D = &) 0.058 0.039 0.038 0.039
(4.38)+ (2.52)% (2.50)* (2.55)*

=1 if year=1994-2001 0.127 0.036 0.058 0.059
(3.74)%* (0.89) (1.35) (137

=1 if year=1988-2001 0.094 -0.086 -0.046 -0.061
(1.37) (1.14) (0.60) (0.80)

N F=/100 1.345 0.437 1.388 1.339
(2.37)* -0.770 (2.41)% (2.35)*

NAAEE2/100 -0.011 -0.006 -0.014 -0.014
(2.19)* -1.100 (2.72)% (2.64)+

log(=AEFHEIAD 0.044 0.041 0.043
(2.29)= (2.04)* (2.09)*

log(9] =<l E31&9A ) 0.060 0.015 0.019
(1.98)* (0.43) (052)

logIT4Y E3&4A4%) 0.021
(2.86)%*

log(IT4Y] E3HELAH) 0.016
13, 14 (2.32)*

g4} ~4.944 -6.920 -5.387 -5.425
(7.69)%x (12.70)%* (7.95)%* (7.95)%+

rES 6,449 5,999 5,999 5,999

7144 898 833 833 833

Sargan #4 BAZ 30.44 42.89 24.34 24.70
o & (0.999) (0.993) (0.999) (0.999)

AR(1) 73 pdt 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AR2) #7A pgt 0.510 0816 0.810 0.804

p-
o et

BEFE 2 BAFY Goigh, w7}« 1% 5% )52
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<¥ 2> il System GMM =& ZHz} ||
2y 5 28 6 28 7 23 8
log(Zmi &) 0.252 0.260 0.256 0.254
(5.06)%* (6.80)+ (5.11)** (5.08)%+
log(Z& & & n]/uf Z o) 24.453 22.303 21.358 20.891
(3.25)%+ (3.05)%* (2.88)%* (2.82)%x
log(ZHE R =) -0.012 -0.001 -0.007 -0.006
0.82) (0.06) (0.45) 0.38)
log(#&/%M& ) 0.311 0.344 0335 0.341
(349)+* (3.91)#x (3.87)%x (3.94)+
lagged log(R&D %) 0.045 0.036 0.041 0.042
(2.99)%+ (2.26)* (2.59)%x (2.67)%+
=1 if year=1994-2002 0.058 0.044 0.045 0.046
(1.30) (1.07) (1.03) (1.05)
=1 if year=1988-2001 -0.031 -0073 -0.058 -0.063
(0.40) (0.95) (0.73) (0.79)
N AAFE/100 1.240 1192 1.0% 1.053
(2.26)% (2.10)* (2.00)% (1.92)
AR EE2/100 -0.013 -0.012 -0.011 -0.011
(253) (2.29)% (2.18) (211)%
log(HZFANESH S LA ) 0.051 0.070 0.074 0.072
(2.65)%x (3.72)%+ (4.05)%x (394)*
log() =Y E3&9A ) ~0.001 -0.023 -0.031 -0.029
0.04) 0.75) (0.99) 092)
log(ITAH S8 dAH) 0.023 0.018 0.020 0.019
(3.40)%+ (2.32)% (2.83)+x (2.73)%+
=1 if KOSPI 0.081 0.062 0.046
(0.01) (0.770) (0.560)
=1 if IT Ak 0.243 0.214 0.004
(3.63)%x (3.14)%+ (0.04)
=1 if KOSPIS} IT 4k 0.250
(2.35)*
A48 -5.221 -5.262 -5.173 5132
(5.81)%* (7.79)%x (5.82)%x (5.79)%+
B2 5999 5,999 5,999 5,999
7194 833 833 833 833
Sargan HAA A 24.69 24.30 24.59 24.88
(o %) (0.999) (0.999) (0.999) (0.999)
AR(1) #7 pgt 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AR(2) A pgt 0.769 0.835 0.801 0.79%

Py
T

BERL 2 BABY PO, o 2 1%} 5%75F

- 162 -



IV. iAol g o323

1. 332383 285

ITAHEY 7184 &50] /M 71949 =AM vXe EF3E B7] $38td
g2 22 AT E Asian
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Y, E 7199 t7]el 38 E $FA4E% ARo|x L, K, ¢ M, = Zt7te] A
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it 1 2 it 3 it 4 it t it

A7y, = t/ it t/ i LB My, = zt/ ;013w o e A
B 38 4 QX FLFLE A E At A, & A o8 q
FHE UIFY 243 Ve it 99 A4S —’F 337] Y3t AlgE =
Aae 33 A9% FUsT 471N FAMAL djEeloz Yy, FARL

F fEANCE YT F AzWSL F ARHEOR AYSYT. B Fol
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Jsgch s toz HFEAE WIS WF2A AU (W) $5529%
(FAIUA A 2} AL AT FYD2 Flohn YV AFEAE 2

2. +34

i<

<E 3>E A 6) HIARE ol &3l FAT Aot} o] HHA] B
E71s3 MEEY A& AAS] fat 1A B8-S AHESed o A 7
T ARE AA ZFA Boh HA AHEStn 1 Ao BF MR A

of ek WatA RE 7Y SHUFE A6 AASE 1FE XA Hel 238
S50 R&Ho|A Ratth wehd o2 najalr] fate] Qelo) HEREE 2E
= sl QRS 2% ML Abseth AR o= Bae] o Hgust
Hausman 2380 9l5] 43¢ 23 22 27158 7|954 s ge

it

(IRA BAASE FoIA ehgezA SPEAE DeUHE 5 zmi
B FLF HL27H 5T Y-S & 5 Aok (Y DE wew Fue e
% % 7% FFEAE nARA Y= A9 APl (29 29 B9E B
W 719 Aale] Bestn e 58 AFVL EHA Aaze] o) ndale
A golud SAHCE fol8 AHE ) FozH QAN BedtT glE
ANesE = A AEEHA 8502 s LBAAYH F2 AT Fu
e ¢ & Uk T e F3 YA 2o] FEo| A ¥ AU %F
£7E DS 2S¢ A7) AN 71eHe 9% 1o JRYLE gastel ¢

15) o' A% Ao 71 999 93¢ AFFAY Y T2 vl HFETNE BAsle ol A}
L5 Aot}

16) ol BN SYPAFE] A 7Hede st =d GMMO
= FAZ Yol specification A5 AR(1) L AR(Q2)9] SAIF] FFA
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A (28 3)9 A% AgU 33505 A 2ZEY REE B9 4G 59
AL F95HA A dehta e whde o=l 53 &4 Mol 7 A 7
= S <E 44 IT
el 9% Azt dFEaAE nEsdaE Y é‘r*ééﬂr% Bol F3 Qv
ITAHI S FFERE Br] H8td <& £ (B8 H)& 23904 @94?:5} #2l9] IT
A 2 AGAHEY 12,13, 142 2F £33t Holoa (B 5)
d F AR 1297 13?&{—3— 33 ITA Y 9 BhaE ot o= %%OM
TF ¥ 71EE B9 F1 (Y 49 FEEHE AYtLe FAHLE 5%

o2
lo
{
ofr
oz
>
S
o
ol{
.
)
)
R
X8
lo
o
u
O
A
S
L
rok
ri’.L'
o
l

<E 3> FH &3

2y 1 =g 2 293
1RE FEaF uHEY HEEY uAEAHR HEEH
log(191% A &n-&) 0.079 0111 0.079 0111 0.068 01
(376)x+  (6.09)xx  (BT5)xx (609  (344)kx  (555)*x
log(19%F AH2) 0.224 0.367 0.225 0.367 0.202 0.349
@70*x  (Q175)xx  (478)+  (11.73)%+x  (398)x+  (9.75)x*
log(531 A %) 0.018 0.008 0.002 0.003
261+ (1.40) 037 (0.49)
log(dW SUHEHAZ) 0.013 0.053
(0.82) {4.56)*
log( AW S=A5E A=) 0.364 -0.013
G.77x  (0.46)
4Trd 8.082 6.432 8.092 6.441 6.651 6.759
(14.83)xx  (17.22)xx  (14.83)*x  (17.24)%* (9.43)kx  (1318)%+
BT 10,628 10,628 10,628 10,628 9,625 9,625
7149 1,085 1,085 1,085 1,085 1,002 1,002
R-squared 0.59 0.66 0.59 0.66 0.28 0.61
Hausman x2% A% 55.05 50.72 327.28
(pgh) (0.000) (0.001) (0.000)
F 1) EE BY $5HLz Ak QU E Frhst FAGRALU AP dxduy AFes BAA

.
2) BEML t SAFY Azt o3 <= 1%} 5%F Y5 F

17) B 853 FAEYCAA =Y 53 SLdAZ AF7E S olAT FAH frolde) "ozl
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<E 4> F=H Zn
3 4 35
iﬁiﬂ gE5an ﬁﬂﬁﬁ g
log(1%1% A E1]-&) 0.068 0.1 0.068 0.099
(3.42)%* (5.53)%* (3.43)** (5.49)%x
log(113 AH) 0.201 0.348 0.201 0.349
(3.96)%* (9.74)%* (3.95)%x* (9.76)%x
log(53 A &) 0.002 0.003 0.002 0.003
(0.35) (0.50) 0.32) (0.53)
log(ArgWl &3 A =) 0.007 0.052 0.018 0.055
(0.42) (4.56)** (1.07) (4.64)*x
log(ArUl FA 5 A ) 0.344 -0.015 0.311 -0.033
(5.35)%* (0.55) (4.62)%* (11D
log(ITAHY 3 AF 1) 0.031 0.002
(2.48)* (0.32)
log(IT4HS B34 % 2) 0.040 0.013
(3.37)*x (2.02)*
Ry 6.645 6.601 6.746 6.807
(9.43)%+ (13.25)*x* (9.41)*x (13.21)%x*
REis 9,625 9,625 9625 9,625
7184 1,002 1,002 1,002 1,002
R-squared 0.26 0.61 0.27 0.61
Hausman x25 A% 93.50 43518
(ph) (0.000) (0.000)

F 1) BE B¢ $5H02 AL guE Frlete 24aou AR Aol Ase
RE
2) BEFE ¢ BAYY Auig, w3}« 1%} 5%HOlFE

2

nhS

| 232 25 7129 A7 7128
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LA TESF ezEig EFHA F 4 X A
log(53 &) 13,891 04174 1.0509 0.0000 9.6939
log(m & <) 11,741 17.9531 19103 0.0000 24.2579
log(A-&-&&/v]&N) 11,679 0.0006 0.0017 0.0000 0.1096
log(AHER % E) 8,772 9.7956 1.1032 6.3653 20.3514
log(F&/"M&9) 11,679 0.1298 0.2038 0.0000 0.6931
log(R&DA &) 13,801 6.6978 6.1104 0.0000 21.9295
AR FE/100 10,222 0.4982 0.1722 0.1690 1.0000
A AR5 E2/100 10,222 277871 18.2553 2.8560 100.0000
log(=AEHE LA 12,633 7.2814 2.1069 0.0000 11.1758
log( =2 53&49 A 13,457 7.9445 16153 1.9459 10.5745
log(ITESZ 9 A ) 13,457 7.7024 2.9010 0.0000 12.0222
<BE 3> F HEEo MuAT
log log log(28-F&H/ log log
(B3l&9) G Ed) (EFYE) (FEAIEY)
log(53&) 1.0000
log(uj &) 0.5001 1.0000
log(L&F-/vjEd) 0.1047 0.0059 1.0000
log(AEF 4 E) 0.0441 0.0426 0.0230 1.0000
log($%&/v& ) 0.0813 01127 ~0.0751 -0.1173 1.0000
log(R&DA &) 0.3237 0.1925 0.1153 0.0313 -0.08%0
AR FE/100 0.06569 0.0448 -0.0101 0.1094 -0.0138
AZAAFZ=2/100 0.0455 0.0300 -0.0174 0.1189 0.0100
log(H= Q5SS AA D) 01112 -0.1153 0.0212 0.2009 -0.0132
log(2]=¢l E31&9 A 01175 -0.1342 0.0910 0.2060 -0.0243
log(ITE3 24 A %) 0.0647 -0.1577 0.0169 0.2351 0.0573
log ARAFE AFAFTE log(NFAEH log(HF2A B8 logUTEH
(R&DA %) /100 2/100 244 29 A% 2943
log(R&DAZ) 1.0000
ANFAFE/100 0.05% 1.0000
AARAFE2/100 0.0453 0.9868 1.0000
log(W=AEHELA ) 0.1576 0.3943 0.3%46 1.0000
log(d=2 58&Y A% 0.2087 0.3198 0.3083 0.8769 1.0000
log(ITESHEAA ) 0.0775 0.3036 0.3338 0.5601 0.6456 1.0000
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