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ABSTRACT

All countries of the world have been spurring foreign direct investment consistently for
securing of economic growth and growth engines, and Korea is no exception. Korea has been
stimulating investment of high quality through various political support and the government
has been publicizing it as an achievement, Based on the most of previous studies analyzed the
results of foreign direct investment only on the view of domestic economy, this study
supposes that foreign direct investment influences positively on management and innovation
performance on companies, and evaluated effects of foreign direct investment by using
Propensity score matching method.

Analysis shows that foreign direct investment has positive influence on management and
innovation performance before matching them. However, after matching them, the most
statistical significance disappears. Consequently, foreign direct investment has limited effect on
company's performance comparison on initial assumption,

This study indicates that incentive policy of foreign direct investment would need to be
amended, because effect of incentive policy was limited for firm's performance,
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Q)= A F A Foreign Direct Investment, o3} FDDE ¢l=t¢lo] thghal= el 32 o
= IRl g9fslke 7199 A& AARAIE 1Y B Bk AS 4t
1.2 fepiele] e, dSAAEEAL] VEe 2 ASAITAE Y o =FAE
Hol 50007t ojtoln, ej=Zle] EAjulE(2]AA & FAFF v EXFH)0 10%0)
dolghs 838 Al SFA1A KL,

717839193 (2009) ol wh2d =<l A FAlel tisl FRrE Ad 97d ¥
7] olF HFHOE frA] 8L 7189 27 AFUFA7IY6.447)0] A 4] HiEe
9.7%, 182 5.1%, F& 15.6%, 24 9] 10.7% D3h= § FA o] olFolA
3 Q). =3 @A) FDIo dis] AlEsia e A QAERE Aurd ZAAEH UAA
HFEEA), FEAAGFEARIAER) § gt 3 B3l Iulo] AAAHATAE #A
stee =8E A&Hoz 3 ot It Ad=EE A FER 074 7IE 244,024
), 9AG4299), FFALBIYY) F 500099 F3)5ta gt

g olE =l TG g T4 JQAE|lR FAo] 7|y TRl vlE] xpEA
22 o]FoAE A =&o] YL F It F FA| FH& A FeAE siAs] 93 A
71 idshe AolA] Aol I3 ulet 2pdshe Aol vhddslA] & 4 7 wiEoltt
(OIA1% F 2010). 2PEAQ A HHo| ElFAE 27] e A B 7IgECl Y
719l vl A7} st 923 axrt AX F7PEAl Z1odshs Zlo] ook &
o ARE ol A 7L, 1=le #9 Vol FEAA] Fol V1Y T BAE U
A=l T4 7I19ES A9 T fAske WFOE FDI /A7 olFoiAa glon,
olg ASAH LR FH}A JHETEAEAEY3] 2009).

B =58 SUAAL 4733 R A52Q FDI f38e] a2 JYBF-& sl 9l
+ S FDIZ|YE°] HFDIZ|QHt 4 Qoht 71&8Ada delld drht $81E A
B £2o] ook, FDI 7I9E9] A7 3ul7]g oiv] 98 74 FDI £ A 33
E371 @AEUCR B 4 Sl v FOIV|GES] Adrt ddide s SakA] ¢E A9,
7184l 75 Aol ZAE S $53 719e $HH ez fA%= FDI 719 A
AAYER o] GAo] FEIFA g2 Aoz A 5 ot =3 ATl oSl ApEH o

1) www.investkorea org Zal

2) IMFelME 719289 10% F2 oPdg o] APFEAS A& FDIELR Aaska o AFIeAay
9L @e {3 e ojo] FFTHIMPs Fifth balance payment manual) .
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2 Agske A% F4 QAER e BRARIME AL oAt ok Whe ¢ 4
SIche Aeld & =29 3% A% A4t SR f-840] E& Ao sl

I, AgaT £4

AFAZHEA ] B3I APATEL FA} td=e] Al vl Gl #3 4o
ti-2old. 53] ZA43ET dEste o JrEL AT FARAT BA
AR5 TR AHE v]Fches Ag BoF1 riBlomstrmoet al, 1994; Borensztein
et al, 1998; Xu, 2000; Alfaro et al, 2004). & AN AHEAE BAFAT 2] W-8FFo]
ol =719 AR5 78S 57t /e A9, A= BAE | 7193
© Aol 4 EXZdelrt. EAAI A7AAE 2B Caves(1974, 25), Blomstrom
and Persson(1983, MA|=), Globerman(1975, 7fUth), Blomstrém and Sjéholm(1999, Q1
EdAeh T8 AFAIATAL BARATU 71QGA 71es ol ANTIAY FAl= A
AE FUlAEE Eesidnh. a8 g% O7E viEeld 2 A Fd 29E #9d)
A ZatAY A1 Ak S &9 913 F9-5 JIrk(Haddad and Harrison,
1993, 223; Aitken and Harrison,1999, #ulF<el9); Haskel et al, 2002, %93,

Fel YZARPTA S} FHE AT AR AFAIHFA SUHBA A 34
ol AFEAE v B d=ed)e] Aode] 92008 ASAHHFAE $9
AZAAPEA FHo) 1% F718 o AulFAr} 0.08% F7Ishe Aos A Al
ZHY 3L, EuFA FUEAAE 0.04%2 A8kt

oM F2 ARY 7S dis WEIdS ASIFAIATY AR Aol
(performance gap)9} 71 ULlol tigdt B4 =7} )odch. F2 A4 (productivity) A2kl
g =ESo] gon, 9TUFA £ &f 71PE] WE7]1%(domestic firm)ol] ¥]3) Y4t
Ao) ErhE BAMo] FFE o]fx glrk.(David and lyons(1991), Oulton(1998,a, b), Doms
and Jensen(1998), McGuckin and Nguyen(1995) %).

IUleie] 3¢ ASZAEAL 71]de] Aol vl gl AT A7E AHEY

3) Xuo00E 7IEelde 48 & e FRE JIE oA v A FHENL slov, AW FrsEe
7HE A R AsToMe It FREA adgiota AXsHT
4 A7 2719 Aol wodl vl TUle v Aol 231 slRsli.

5) dlele] ol AR AA| Hulag] Robold WHZIUS A5 71l thgt A3} Zolel tigh @z Oulton(1989
by Azxte] EAEc
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FEo] 498 B =ES0] FFE oIF gon A7 7199 HAot A dE
TE 3 AR BA 4kt F8 A7EAE ARy, AU732004)2 FAE7149 Al
FYAR WA ECE FEHA {3 BAE vixed ol 44 AFNERFET 7
& AlF2] 7ot AgATBT o F3lr] wiolzta B3 vl ek A €4(2005)9] 7
T AIAFAAES FARA HIFL 7199 2R ST B 2()9] ARdAE 7L
A9, ol APT HdlA M&AR A ddztn Byt

I, ©oje] 3 PHE

1. tlojg| &9

718 AZAR= 1990dd] FHkRE A)FE ) 0w 200080 S EA AAE 7HAEA
THe AAe eVt g8 38 Hsta Vg aTE FIE) A
712 AREA X3 Jlon, FAAL] $UFARA 2002604 2004 Atolell A=A
0| £ 71eFAEF o izt 2A Aol dis] A 243 FARE AABRE AL
Agyoltt, £ 2AM] &2 7|egizAle] £2 B Fo shiel A} Fs3les
AAERew, AT 4U8E 7HNER =83, =3 vlolg9] o]8AlEe] ¥2F
olaL A 018 F =& FAES] HAE 98 =gsta glct. 200214 HEE AR
o, b} 3dvit} A1 g,

2 @7dM FEIL e AL ASIFFTAR) 2o e F TR S A3 A9,
ARlFe T3 vjgdst £, 4ol FE Fo| AFEHL gler 53] g Az M=
57} v olElE N 7199 530 RRDATE A3 ASd, wiEdolA xpAskaL
e FAUAES viF, Q79 5 FRY & e Aol

oA AR ARE 20059 Z1EHAFAL ¢ ARYRE 22 2002~20043714] 333zt
o] 71&84 A7 Z2ALE % AEolw, BAIS 2003 ARA 7| 2ZAZRAY ol 7]kE 7]
A HRALHADNE 7IEo2 FTUY 109 ol BEAIEFKSIC) 15~37¢) HF=H=
AzGAE ddez $=E. 183 20058 % 7[&gAzAle] Fald 2 =APPYE
2 OECD?] 7R Oslo Manualg 7juto g2 HEurAle Hlglo g ZAIEQL} O

2005 Al=71€F A dlole] oA FDI A2(10% op/de] 51IAlh) 4 = 719

6) 2o} AN U 20059% BRe] 7eHARAL AZJYYES B2, STEPI




HME . MYS 451
]

2467 71]01910 7 Fuh71Rlell AP V195 249171 ZIdolgiek. AFATA L) FEe
2002402 sgon /&S AAAREE AFRgel oA iz TREl 914 % 3
a7k} HAgeE olgaku itk vhE, Giglele], FWALTA, AT £ AL 20044
A2E o 43hgiet. FaMF glo] AP ZAP} olFolAA W Y 71 FA5H
A 3t 2 WsksA) sthe BAPE Qlof shdulole] TAe B4 Rachs A%

QibF o SSIAYFALY AHE 5] fEiME TY7190l AEIFARAE
£ 349 A R39S A58 viaslojogt ot AR AAH R IFATAE
e BF, TYIY0l FAE B X3 B4 #FY ¢ ok %) dEel Slvig
T ASARTAIGFH HAkE AR 2 7199 viade g FAdste] AR v
AT A 2ol EABR=AIE A5k PSM #4318 ARSI, PSME v A8 A
H(non-experiments) 0 & Mt 45717 71 fARE 719548 E e SWIde &
Zsto] miAE £ olE 714 2t BT FAAE wlws et

PSM2 AAEHAE BA8h= d Wo| E85o] ghed, SR HhdeM 7P 2 oA
AEelE Fastslr] st MG vlaydo| 7Fset g B2 %S 2A shAd vl
S BT iold®. of7lelM Ao AvlE PSMIHE B E & (non-experimental)
WHos 7P AR vadE dHF o FAEIAY Fe ol

o] A7kA 9] HH-E A X F(treatment group)¥} B| i T (control group)& Hlaste] A
AFHE wdshe ol Aelbiased)® AHZ A ko] USic. &, & YA (sample
selection bias)& 7H 4= gl o2t BRAAGH| EA1E 2sr] 98l ‘=AY 594
¢} 71go] Adgd dart ook, GA 7ol g AP aT BN FAADEIE HAA
& 2 7ol AYE wgo A Yehd Fa) viek FUst 71¢o] A9E BA gt
2hd vebd dstole] atol'gta SiNE = k. & v, (Yol oE 71y i7F A 1& e
0L WA k& whel 7 grolghR o] Zigel g Ah&EH 7, & v 2ol B
g it

32

7) ANE, 7300099 WHE HEe FHes Ask s
8) Rosenbaum & Rubin(1983),
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ojmje] FAA Y Ed= v 2ol vEehdtt

TEE(Ti)zE(I/z‘J_E(Y;o)
=E(Y,lT;=1) « p(T;=1)+ E(Y,|T,=0) « p(T;=0)
—[E(YlT,=0) « p(T;=0)+ E(Yy|T,=1) » p(T;=1)] 6))

R 714 i B3 7bs® B 27 Y, EE Y, s o2 theH AR
3} (counterfactual situation)(Heckman et al;; 1998, 1998)¢}2} 319, 4] ()& 3AQ A5
o]d & git}. o= BZHE vlolEHEA AT £ e A E(Y,IT,=1)9 E(Y,|T,=0)
ojn ojAE FAY £ U] wiEelt,

Hpey = BV T, =1)— B(Y, T, = 1)
= Ex{E(Y|X, T,=1)- E(Y)X, T,=0)|T, =1} ©

ol AW g S& S M| FE3] EAllE B ol&S BAIE $3l
of dejgeyt e 53 FHE A= d F ghe-g g, o] By aFe) FHRE F
A e A& 5 gtk F od 7Y 7 AYALE EE FEL p(X)T
0<p(X;) <1, Vi.d 7% p(X;) =Pr (T, = 11X;) = E(T)X,) oF} wgbH (Y}, Y;) L TYX;
= (Y, Yo) L Thp(X,)& 53 4 2 4 3= & 5 ot

7|14 p(Xx)ell sFshs A3 Logit T Probit #2442 o183t 7& 4 Qich. o}
A PSMEH S ol8ste] A3 FAs] M WA AETE 34T 24Ut Sl=d
A FAL gFAAFTAARE UehiE o]dF Mg ol83}o] Logitoh} Probit
S8 FA3h= o] gytAolrt, psMige] 34l 53 F3E Adre AEs 334
9] EA3H(specification)?} F23He] vt oz A3y A2 AguF(0ETS &
A, EPAFE2] 333 higher order terms : X%, X3, )3 wxF3Kinteraction term)©] X
ict,
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AT 40 A 79 dueEe ot 2

@ logitolu} probit ®3-& olgste] AJASFE FAF.

@ F48 Aol wel dHolgl g BRI

© EE BEXEE A3 Gtratify)shd Z A ARG viayde] 49 4%
F= 7R Aol

@ BAA AFHes € ASES) S T ARES viagde] RE A9
HE] Fte zpo|(difference-in-means)7} #-2J5kA] Qojot g}, 10

ols} & FAAXE AA wjAo] & AADH vimzihe] Ato] thg Hte xpolof
el ttest(AXFAGe] Hat - viFE Huyde] FHE FYstn o, AFTH(Hy:
difference=0)°] 7]Zt=|3L xpol7} 0BTt &4 o398 &I F, ASAHAFAL 394954
ot Hogdtell ofufdt AFAE n|xl=A] WHsA ot

Iv. 4584 2%

WY F AFAFAIGH TP fARE B8 2 719 8] A8 ARSR F
8 weel APES S A8 1942 8% A o) 2o 24 weEe Al
AolFole Iul7Ida A=ATAIY 1 37 S B e FAHCE fle Ao
2 &

A=A TR R o wet FHERE A FHEBFEY, TUYTIPoId o= B
e AR 23, vy dole JFAAETAE B2 719 $HET T2l FAE
oz vt Folg el FAE BAou wlA Fole i WF T FULT vt
o] freldt e vehldeh. 49T 7, $ALT Y199l 8% viR Fell FDI 7]
A3} HIFDI 7|4 SAH LR Fojg xlolE HAT F YAt F8 BT Aol i
e ool FellAd AAEiaL ook,

9) o] H& Nearest Neighbors matching oJ2taL 310 o] AglE AI7] 15t vfdElicr]s A-)(mahalanobis
distance) & T3 Bk gele] p, o] mpehevln Agke mahalanobis(p—g) = (p— =™ (p—g) oItk ©]
o T FRAE d8deln T W delnt

10) Stata Z&I1¢A WHo)(PSCORE)E 538 Balancing Test 7} B8l 34 o] 210§ U581 Zleg B
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(E 2) Probit 28 F¥ZH

Ay a7 BFA
SBAZY 00,2085 0.2276
3j5hE 4 slEgEy 0.085 0.191
Iy g2 geng Az -0.2926 0.224
WS FEAE Az -0,1378 0.2581
7T AA 4 7] 0.0367 0.1856
AN7A 2 AR -0.0527 0,206
AARE, 94, &% 5 -0.4646* 0.207
Azat 2 EddEY -0.1198 0.2048
71el A=Y -0.4652% 0.1762
ZNQ2AAE A R 0.0264 0.0769
4 9450og) 0.3625" 0.0359
LAY (&9 0.0146 0.0095
E&95 As -0.0005%+* 0.0002
(FEA/uiEA)*100 0.0056"* 0.0012
3273 gk(constant) -3.0311%* 0.242
#EA 2497
Pseudo R square 0.1301

Z1: **P(0.01, *P(0.05, *P(0.1

F2 FHESE AFUAFGEA A8 Jehie ol4biS foreign ¢

4 Balancing test® $3%43191&

25 Aodoju]el HTRENGEE Akt TASEL

F6: Aioiujds AL dUFAPTAE e 71909 491 1070 ol 719 A AR isE A
stgen, UnA Jigde 7l Az ek

(B 3) AZAUXHEXI] Y2 7|0{0E

T FDI 719 8] FDI 71%d (Pgit;?lfl)l) BFEeA t-value

R 454,614 307.933 146 681 112,139 131

FeEmie Rk 454,614 288.945 165.669 47.8736 346
A T AR T T

Z1: **P(0.01, *P(0.05, *P<0.1



£ =l ZlegA daxse fdd Fe d5ES Oet 2o A A9 7149
2002-2004 71zt T S9F S3dFoltt. qE AEHE g 7IEFARAPIME AFY
A, YA, 24 4 v Boke TEet] 53] FRE ATt Jlo] 47e] 55 &4
ATE 7198A Ax= gokste] EAerh. ATEAEY e e FUARR ol8she
A ot gl 40 FaAAAVt Fohs A jbete] ATAETEARTE] tEiAM
= FDI 7145} ¥IFDI7|Y 7o ZtolE vlmste] wgict, uiEd oin] 7j&gAl AFe vis
QA AFAE AR Tl FR3}] olglE HATH AXeA FARA ML AlFHL
itk mpAHe 2 BQIAR Y] AR glovt diddEe APA e Fafsla g AT
WA RS A AR R JPEsta 719 e ApolE Hlasto] HgiTh

migol el g HRulatelA FDI 719EL HIFDI 7|9l vl 71€8Al Adapaeln
T Ao FAANN. YA B8 5345, AWNEAS, A7 ol FDI 7]
HE2 HIFDI 7IgE vlsl At 22 Aoz et T A, A9, 719498, &
4%, T 58 L8l FDI 7193 73 fAIRE HIFDL 71958 A9, wigste] vlast
< WAF vl EAlME fE7h AE old 71€F] AR E FDI 7143 WFDI
719 T FARLE folF Aole AT F PN 1T/ A% 2H = oY
Foll QoF=o] gitt.

r’V -lo{l

0|

(B 4) A=UXHEX] g 7[HHE

(TH{: 7H, YHOR, &)

T8 FDI H|FDI (F)gf:]:;}l:;])l) q2xox t-value

AFZHN #4 i 10.594 6.219 4375 2,710 1.61
SeEdsr W4E | 10594 12,263 1,669 5.238 032
YN &4 | 8.547 1.044 7.503 2.350 3.19%+
S8E9s WP | 8547 2,839 5708 6518 0.88
zA/mAGYN #a | WA 0.304 0.151 0.153 0.211 0.72
S5&ds WHE | 0304 0516 0211 0.684 031
ARz WA A | 22101.021 3034436 19066.585 3624.865 5.26%*
wWE | 22101021 7351.567 14749454 | 10025681 147

wjZollehu ks 51,111 52.703 -1.592 3.152 051
BAAEE odE | 5111l 47.968 3143 4450 071
iR 34.722 15.914 18.808 3.361 5.60%*

aTds .

o 34,722 35.717 -0.995 6.902 0.14

F1: **P(0.01, *P(0.05, *P(0.1
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2oz JIeqAzAt ARE o8 $42%, AFAIHFAL 71949 B
Al 7lofehs ol A gAY wi¢- HuEiths A2 BoFa 3o,

V.2 &

2 =RdME AW 3302 s sk dEAATA) 7199 B98I
Ao LelrE 7loddhs 71 &95)7]) $8l viRsA] AAY/PPEE Sl psmE
e Aol AR83IE). & FDIZL ol Foi7l 7195 718 RARRE S48 2t WIFDI 719E
A9, viste] 39 A3 € 718 AAE E43ke Aol

AR7t 93¢0 BA s Fui7]1Yd T4 2ot 2pEAER] JAMEIBE AFEe 2AdE
FDI #X& §3l 7199 AgAU A7l /g < oks 7[dE 3la gleng B A7
A olElgt Ao A B} SAERIETIE $AH0 s Eadhet FUEE 7Ok S
3] arlEAiont 1A HES 2L JIEfAl A%l 2 /e A AEla e
FDI $XA9 AFo] AEE AFL A AAe 5 e AFH 4 248 AgsiaAa
3}t

423, v Aol F9AdTe 47 2 FDI 7|4e] #& AeR vehd vhd of
A olF Ao frejdol A HolA AN TA ] Ry} 71de] Rt Ha
Zg5hel frold F+)e] JFE A mRA| Rk Zog et

olzjdt Mg uY uf AR oA FDI FAAY FA ] Ao daf FHHee A
ES 997t 9E Aoz fdgcd 53] 4 DI £A QAER AsE 4240 A
AR 71996 dis] Bgs7] Bl X8 SASY FHeE At #AAEL g o
A ZE71 FDI FXE 43 QAE|R ] BAo 2 A9t AAA AAALE H3ie A
Fo] Bt 7AAR] Al JiA =¥o] Had Zlog yPodEr}

thl £ 7] EXME IR sAELS ok 4 iE719e] FDI §4 Al7] AR7)
AANEA et it HAE =FF (cross section)ThE iAo 2 Bl glo] tlkst BAo] o]F
oA A R3}ct. =3 FDI ATl FFL T AL di=h= FA9 44 (M&A, AEF
A3, FA 4337 B9l diF AERE A5 AFHA F3 slo] FAMSFEA o]83)
A Z3ldek. 53] DI FAle] A3 AHeke didez 3 g ¥ [urigel dig
Zieoldolt B aHA(spill over) F RAIAS FAEAE YEThE ATS AT, o
2 BAIEL F5479 FARA EA¥LY .
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