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¥R eg Y pdlargney o { AR 22 S B4 (Franko,

1989; Porter, 1990) » F15 i # £ # & { & & F £ 4r i = & HA &-(Prahalad,

1990) » ped s sl gk @ e » FIAIRTEOR o AIATHE B {Hdopt T A -

1990 & MBdn o SHAERET O - LR RELPDEEHIRT
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B g Feap|3TEda d kanF ¢ 5 8 %(Doz Santos, & Williamson,

2004; Hitt, Hoskisson, & Kim, 1997; Kobrin, 1991; Kotabe, 1990) ; % B i* 42 &

3 LEENLEY SR A EL AR - K RARR RS AR
a4 E\.{ﬁ@m H LB EURLEI R B R B E amakih o B

GE_E D BP9 AT ik (Hittetal, 1997) » iE A 5 FRIRHAIRT 5 @ B

Bl

<

CRE EEAIROFEL IR BEE G A1 A A EE S AR

R 1 ATEAM L TI3F 5 B K e Al e A s R B Y R R

Fof o BEETS 5 ke CRAEF R LN LR £ H L

—N

EHMh d L SR ER B2 S E kAR R
AeBnEAERYRER TR LHRASSREF T FEOEE AW
FRFFPIF S RAFIF o e P DAl g end B o R B T
AL R e o SBE- BRRE S G Ee g BRI AP
K pFuhE &0 a g X BB BT TR fo- L EEF A DLE o Fy
B ORE 2 AL G SRR I iEARY - L R R 4 kR

FREBG LHDLFTAD - LA PR PP LR

BB T 0 R H AT B R T A 2 F) R B g i

PRA W Y R D BARST £ R P INT e BGERIRTEOA) & N R BRI &

Falp e o A R RTRR B R R AIATE R S el o
B B AT B S QIR S 3] S 3 A e

LA LA AR RGO EE B ML R AT TR



B R AR EAREH DAL T Y ) fEERE S R iRBTF) S
EEFEDRPp IR~ D R FELEF q_/b%?‘}*kPmé_é_Pf — R 2o
B ERBBLE R GRE R BT SEBRRFTAYE M
Pk BEOCEFREEL e FE CMEE S AR F I HBEFL AL I
EATER RS B WL R 4L P 0w AE 2 e R AL T B BT g
8¢ 4 4F2t & B2, 2 R F)(Chung, 2001) ~ & M % »2(Doz et al,, 2004; Hitt et
al,, 1997; Kobrin, 1991; Kotabe, 1990) & £ & "% 24 5% (Guillen, 2000) - $#i > £ 3¢
TREFFENRFECFRDERY LT RSB ERF L rF kehd fiox
B NE

EEFBAFTEFDFRE e F FLFFIRFRNFTEP F FER

1:\

o #LNBEREY MRS HEEE g

RN B R AE T SRR ML E L W £F24 1990 £ &Y
S BT L ESBAR LR ORT > LE §HT BB ALATRE ] TR

]

FTRRBBIABELFEBAFTAER DT F o



AEEASLT P EH - BAERE AR RECERFE LB

BoEFHRR A A A AR SRR RR Y RN B2 i
ENR s =3 ﬂm;b bkiﬁ *r i ﬁ‘—i*;;‘ll’%:z g‘fﬂﬁ'J {E#%Eﬁ]ﬁ—,@lﬁ_}@ﬁﬁ,]%%i
MR iTdRet ¢ ZEF BB TEF A EP -

R ek

o

R

S PR R E S R AR SR SRR
B2 = 1;%“' > Vernon (1966)#7F e & & &% ¥ 4551 % & % gt > i
MASS REP L - BEX ARG E S AW TR E
BA S RPNOFE M RFNC IR RS T RIHH A FEN LD
At r 23 2 RE 2 g A 5 e FE T RPF(FD) 0 KB R

B AR IR A A Ao AE 0 TS BRI oo@ £ 5 F 5 (Hittetal, 1997)
RAFECOLBLLEFRF E OGP B DRI B2 b2 r 3 e 2
Fe BN BT L R ’Kf TR R 2 BARE R E D R b R Ho o, o
- A7 A% B 0h S Bl ¢ e 2 g e - ah- f#32 /7 (Capar & Kotabe, 2003) -
Hitt, Tihanyi, Miller, and Connelly (2006) & 4 >t {8 kx { §fimif 3 % it Oz,
Mo BPIRE R RF DL AR BAEE o DA L FF W LR EER A
ABRBEBE L R R AT E I ESEL R AR AP ALY

A &R 3 B R g

W% AR AR
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FRRAIREEL B3 ARG R ea HER MR PR S R L

B e s

T EL T kg o RV AR hiv S B A BRI A B2 0 b
(Foreign sales as a percentage of total sales > FSTS)(Grant, Jammine, & Thomas,
1988; Jung, 1991; Michael Geringer, Beamish, & DaCosta, 1989; Shaked, 1986;
Siddharthan & Lall, 1982; Tallman & Li, 1996) > F] & st 14 M 7% B ¥ R"%F 4 &
RIEARE > RRORRE FBE L 2 F PR E 2 F et g (Wiersema & Bowen,
2011) - BEARIEHAHTE > VAR ST 0 23 §—*‘Ff;.1ﬁi FSTS s s g F pt J%
7% # (Denis, Denis, & Yost, 2002) > ¥ 2 7 @@ f F s PR FTE T E Y AR L
MR FoiEn ¥ L E5 AW FT e SRR » 4ot RF 35 PR 22
% 3 % chiicE (the number of foreign subsidiaries)(Errunza & Senbet, 1984; Lu
& Beamish, 2004; Morck & Yeung, 1991; Sambharya, 1995) > &% & i & 7 /&3 4 &
Z_ B 33 P (the number of countries in which a firm sells)(Errunza & Senbet,
1984; Lu & Beamish, 2004; Morck & Yeung, 1991; Sambharya, 1995) ; ¥ ¢t » 7= 5
& # # 1 2 Entropy =¥ » 32+ 0¥ i 42 & (Chan Kim, Hwang, & Burgers,

1989; Errunza & Senbet, 1984; Hitt et al., 1997; Qian, 2002; Wan, 1998) » = % &

FRENAGS 2T F e g0 THROME > TE A R R A
SR RLRBOTIONR o VRO iR BT AL BT A 2

(Foreign Assets as a Percentage of Total Assets > FATA)(Daniels & Bracker, 1989;
Sambharya, 1995) /% *t B 1 ¢ % B 1 2_+* | (Foreign Employees as a Percentage
of Total Employees, * FETE)(Contractor, Kundu, & Hsu, 2003) ~ /& ¢} 4z » } &4z »
2_t i (Foreign Revenue as a percentage of Total Revenue > FRTR)(Grant, 1987;

Riahi-Belkaoui, 1998) -

Dunning (1993)% 35 ° B PR M A2 R > 7 L JEL T AR ERE
-10 -



(DR “rfe chid 3 27 M 0 £ £ 2 8P 8040 (QRF 2i5 HiE ifhe
B EAGFEF ORI FIE () A AL TIE T A YRR
Boik 22 P et b (4)F TP A SR L hRE AR 5 (5) B Mt S B PR
AR de PR ERORE R (OB EEREAER A Rk

A E 2 RS -

Sullivan (1994) R #-:§ 2 & —*‘Ff ATig R RS R Ap ikte 4 Eﬁf;h B %

& 5 Hc (performance) 1+ ~ % (structural) it % i & (attitudinal) #

ERER i RE T AR S in Ol SAT-ERTIRGE i 8 (R L AVARE PR A R LS e N N
FRTR> 3w chd 7% L 1% B & (research and development intensity) 2 5 2

1 % # & (advertising intensity) » #2385 &3 fBip T AR 5 R ARED S0

£ Bk s g T WRBEN G ORE AR BB R &£

Fho s b BEits 5 & 50w FATAS 343 2 Pl ~ R s
+ o F 2 W 7dc2 Entropy s AR BER LK E EEP N A F T :ﬁgﬂ;&}g}
LG 2R blheg 2R K POR% 5% (Top managers’ international

experience, TMIE) % F% ¥ i e I B & §742 & (psychic dispersion of
international operations, PDIQ), ' % #-i= 7% o o T R s N 274 ¢ 3 O P 4k

PRI F o fied B BRI BT LR

Ra o PESBEmE S A B IR EEI ool B 2P Bl A
FERFIFDI A4 v b~ AT A B RN E - G o T R
iE R AT HUR P R @ 2 hRE I B i £ & 4 (Wiersema & Bowen,
2011) > ¥+ > % 7 Sullivan (1994) B3~ 1§ & RE: % r2 W% 9 » 42
& #% % 2. P & > Asmussen, Pedersen, and Petersen (2007)~ 3% % @& svenfieg & 5%
ERE EVGU RS Sib -V SRS ST RY T A T RN o SuE E A

i
"'Ib I'T]

T2 TREE N A HREC R DR BEFAT PN P g
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o8 Fuitagnciad i

o AT REE A AR R R E A TR &
PRI ST E BT A A o

- R A

Rt ens b » N R A ARR A G TR A L E ALY T R R TR
BZEPIp L 23y a0 R EH/FEP P 5 o et L L
S SR Y SR RIS £ T

R%E e~ 058 > i B o 5 ¢ P (Licensing) ~ &) v (Exporting) ~ & F (Joint
Venture) ~ & p#(merge & acquisition)# = > &% (Wholly owned) - @ ¥ & & ¥ &_
o EH & 0 0 2 G IR F R PR E B BRI R i 0T
%7 %% >3 & Nielsen and Nielsen (2011) 2 5 b * X f#f§ B'F i fi-5% e
BILm—2 b = A AL KPP o A B & AT AT AR S A R
AP FRP SRS EE M Gl S AP HREFR TN EHG BB

o A RIS e T A R R RE Y LR E T E o

AR B S AT o o0 F HEA et 41T H & A ok § b g (Hennart,
1988; Williamson Oliver, 1985) » % # ¥ & e b 2 A5 > Bl & % 975 &
BT RO RS TR RE T od 2 R ORERE MR AT FERTR
SVKE ~ b 'k 2 ¥ 4] 942 & (E. Anderson & Gatignon, 1986) 5 & F A B A B
DA 3 s R ARG - AR £ E Y T R
Bt g f Lnp R VS e bl S RE A FEEY RMEEPET R

g ¥ §50%/50% 2 51%/49% ; @ & B icde
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P~ 2473 2+ 2 2 (wholly-owned subsidiary)sficst > p PR B 2 R f

¥ 5 % 9k & (Kogut & Singh, 1988) -

B4 15 BT S P L R e S AR R 2D B

-,\

BrAFREFAG P A BT S BTN AR dopt G adnd] T F B
LR ARPEAHTE S 5P A AaAFRD2OYELHZ 75 B B2 AT AR
(greenfield) 2 & Ptz > P {0V 5 L B AR DT R E LT RE Tk 5 RF

Frd g e s REF e F Ok 'k (Agarwal & Ramaswami, 1992) -

¥ ek 48432345 (Institutional theory)iT &gk * kaf # 2 5 & 2324 > 134548
IR 2 LB BB N A LR AR ED HE o hE & F]F Ml it p
FATT PRBOIFLINMPIEHS & 5 A At N ER FRE
Yiu and Makino (2002) ™ # 31 BIRE$H 3 92 R A E R = G v HE T 22
BFFHEN B2 ERTF ERDPE A WEE D W2 B ey
< g RFEP AR Fahp L A &b e cniftE (Kogut & Singh, 1988) > ~ it BEAL 4
SORBEIRTEAF > R ERIIT O “ﬁ%ﬁr’g cRy EEHE ARA R
JRe HEEr 0 R KR R G H e o MG M e B S T LA HR G bl

Bag? W3 F a Gl By Y IRan2io Sy RE) € < il a g

e A2 APEC N HEE I RIS R GFEAAERE P T
sV e i~ A~ { § eh72 ¥ w o (irreversible) 4k 7 (Hill, Hwang, & Kim,
1990) 5 % BB NA LA R > RMF ¢ EF NP R o~ 1550 0 KRG
AR ¥ M iFsE 4 (W. C. Kim & Hwang, 1992; Y. Luo, 2001) » ¢ PF » & 3 ®&2 p
B e i RS A& b g K-F] L 07 B ehi 3 @ 4 (Slangen & Van Tulder,
2009) - & i F EEAERE N FNE METEPMFE 0§ PR

Bk B sl T AL ¢ i 4 TROSRY B OEREE L P L S o
-13 -



E E AL S T RIE:

FREAEORFUEFRBCGP BB T ARG PN PT RS R
*

R PR g E g e e

EFERFI R PITEE RL B AR A JUEGF S E RS AR
AR EIRFREF I FUSRAERRG FEFFBEARF T NEERF
ARG S kA A FH P EFREDH TS A nE PR ARD
»z % (Caves, 1971; Kobrin, 1991; Rugman, 1981) » & f&= # tanjizriﬁﬂi;'l S NN

NREPE ST HHRA R EER R S AR LG 6 R IR

~E

ML RS mf AR ELEE N FIGHE  RF §Re A ERET N
RERENT B RAE ER S A e RS S A e I &

T AR 2 fUR 0% 1 (Annavarjula & Beldona, 2000; Daniels &
Bracker, 1989) - ¥ I it & * ¥ # ik % it % 7 Cheng & Bolon, 1993; Kafouros,
2006) ; "W EF R FIFFANAED F AR IFE AV FEY RF A&
(firm-specific) s 25 3 A (4 @ Bpgsoads ~ B g - 2 ~ 300 4 2)ik » {5

7 3-(Bartlett & Ghoshal, 1989; Caves, 1971; Hymer, 1976) » 11 2~{8 { 3 > 97

FEEA AT IR

FTRAHAIZGIRZ B ETY R pHF A R FE2 FERERDR
% (Teece, 1982) st *t > |y ¥ %%ﬁ‘ BME 45k e A7 0 B8 X R DR D Y
el ok iy 4 (Vermeulen & Barkema, 2001; Zahra, Ireland, & Hitt, 2000)> ;ﬁ
dEY BAIRTRAR S D A i Bt o A R B I 1 3 SR A 5’%};’%?’ =
RAD Seny @i § ¢~ BhF -~ RAFLFE L+ 55 54 £ (Kogut,
1985) » » ¥ 1 b e 4 473 H 5 B H(W. C. Kim, Hwang, & Burgers, 1993) - ‘,%

T A kG 8T MR B Kk F ek BTG R S 2 3 (market
-14 -



imperfections) > % 37 = > W® B+ oL w3F SRS PR pod FiFeNTF)F o
FHAREE R gt pe RPN E A BT iiif%,}gi'ﬁ;i‘&gggf—?@‘a]ﬂj_

RART o #0300 SR e o

Contractor (2007) R 4% 7 R it s & Ko 1 (1)m 4 EF R AR

B EFEAY VEBEYEFLKR G ERFOLTQRE{{ TR
FAF R RRERAT RS A B)E R F AR I A T Aok T
fo BTG (4P B Rl fRE S A2 S BB Rl

&R 1 s B)RME RSB § o E

SRR RIS B LA H B R

;_
_%.)
NS

4

rEFBEEROE Y S (6)RE AT T ALY Db G blheR S g

(NBRE%  S¥FEAR  FYPEHAE R > v RF T2 ARTLE -

GlAcHt g 2 2 AT EA R g E R H R BV R R R B
FREAERLER IR IBREE A AL f Rk 0 T - - F2 -

"F{i’%;}{yiﬁ R - RN N> P E N /A "‘g;'}‘“'r‘é'
S M f TR T LB B AR LB HN Y E R R
4R

he e B VRS > Glhek F iR F AL 22
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¥
A

REZ el TR E R AR R &4 & RMILT hig% (Cuervo-Cazurra,

Maloney, & Manrakhan, 2007) » i3 g H5C &2 S #EH T 3758 0 24 3
Ty o W P HFTROEFEALAR MR g2 D REEA A 23

LT R BRI~ RS H PR 3 78R o

?v

n

BFOEFRPORFEC R G HE DB FE R < 0§ IR

o]

AE R eI A A T # = & (Michael Geringer et al,, 1989) ; =%
S EEFTAFHEFARRF > AL AR L AN FhiBrR > TR DA
4 (Ruigrok & Wagner, 2003; Sanders & Carpenter, 1998; Tsao & Lien, 2011) -

f P2k s F &;‘;—ﬁﬂ,}if,‘ﬁ&:‘a‘;{ FHBREFERFEN- £ 8 F)F >
%*@?ﬂé’ﬁﬁiﬁg%ﬁiwﬁﬁﬁéﬁ’e%sWﬁ“ﬁd%ﬁ“F
FPFPRAGHRTINEWG N r &1 BT A D g rEmyF a FhOE (4]

PR TRT A 0 v ) o K PUA P R O 3% R 3-(Gomes &
Ramaswamy, 1999) » # 3 { BrE & H PR e K &% 8 * FRF PRE =

A o

LB FERIE(do R 3 L 8)  Fois b o (e $9) > R RS LS b

FEX B R 2 - g AR S v Lt S g B G A - PR A

A LR > R EIA 0 A R R A S fEERE TR

*h e B {7 eng s Tk 8 (Hitt, Keats, & DeMarie, 1998) >+ ¢ i = "% it

A1 2 o Hennart (1991) 13353 % # A3LHhdpd » MFEFAH L REFTF
A2 ApM s A FEF A A {74 A (enforcement cost) ~ &R =+ A

(bargaining cost) ~ 1 2= & (detection cost) ~ @£ = & (delivered cost) ~ i iz

_E

CENNEY SRS SRR

-16 -



SRR R LE R RS SN R AT SRy b ]
A A ;vrg@ e v sk a2 > BAS T - B § TR BV - vk R (T

WA RIS S T AR ke

Fza@ RECERN RN %

40 AR PR M BRI 2 ok R G BEAR A UA BT A

SEECHEHYRF S 2R B LY FFE I DR Lt ke

;_»);x %?ﬂp.u;nxg'bb% i*{F’&mF&g]‘AT%&E#, %L‘ﬂ\_g,#é:»ﬁ m_g?f%
FAALRF REN 20 F 2 M aF e 5 AR LLEF -

B3 AT AR R Sk e BRI ML gk AT s LY

FoKoABETUERFELEF SO LN GEE BERFS R F R

BT RRZ EE SR 'i’-ﬁ b R A AT H FETE R pmAC D 1 A RTE S
‘F*f;ﬂlmﬁﬂ ﬁfﬁf@%}‘%]ﬁ i?;i’mx?lbfﬁéiéﬁ&mfﬁgﬁ"J_-@’ﬁ

ppraphd ~ fApM ~UZApH ~ ® UAPR ~SAApHM ~ mAphk > 10T e w3

-~ SR
Dunning(1985) >+ R "% i B 78 4 s ene A2 1 4p Bl # (P].
Buckley, Dunning, & Fearce, 1984; Grant, 1987) » # ¢ Grant(1987,1988) ~
o f 1968 1 1984 & 2 1972 1 1984 £ 2 [ 304 RFEFRRP TP F
BRI R R A& PRGOS R g A g
b B E GRS Hehk A TR R B ok
LR AR 5} ® 0 ¢ 7 D T #-3+* 1 (Errunza & Senbet, 1984) - X

AogEe Mt G HEFIEARE S RE IR e M

(Kumar, 1984; Siddharthan & Lall, 1982) -
- 17 -



= ~U Al 4p B

BB TRt 5 B R A R E AR kel

)

A e 3 2haenpf 75 &0 2 ¢ Ruigrok and Wagner (2004)4 45 7 100

pL

B3 @M1 3 UAlM %5 Luand Beamish (2001)~ 4 3R » R i 4~ 8 pF 5]
AW RZFEAEHREHG AL [ o BT L EFEEFRRIFRE
ek gd fEgn e
=~ 3 U3lip M
UZlenbl BRI Y - faes > 5 EeFHF0RG > AR

d AT B R E R A S AT ROEE G oS o 2 TR RE 2
Toedihk o REHAE TSR/ S FEERA A R FARERES &
RAAFFSFERA G4r b 2 Ak g ¢ R EFREF have s A
LA A IR U 3] ek jR (Gomes & Ramaswamy, 1999; Hitt et al., 1997;
Michael Geringer et al., 1989) -
= ~ S 3| 4p B

Contractor etal. (2003)3% ' B H3R = A @k A 2 % ¢ gLl » & -
BHEFIRE £ AR B F R AtgR O RMBIRE w7 B €7
PRERFAED e BRI § R M R S k2
enif £ o
I~ EApR

“,f b3 AR RM Gy %‘3* GEHRE LTI AP TE A
P FE ek R o 4o @ Sambharya (1995)4+ %+ % R 53 REBERE ¥&F7477 o

SEFRRE SR FL G PRl % o

-18 -
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S Ap B

Buckley, Dunning, and Pearce (1977) ; Errunza and Senbet
(1984) ; Grantetal. (1988) ; Daniels and Bracker (1989) ;
Morck and Yeung (1991) ; Jung (1991) ; Tallman and Li

(1996) ; QIAN (1998) ; Kwok and Reeb (2000) ; Siah(2007) -

2 f Ap B

Brewer (1981); Siddharthan and Lall(1982) ; Kumar(1984);
Shaked(1986) ; Johanson and Vahlne (1977) ; Delios and

Beamish (2002) ; Collins (1990)

U 2] 4p B

Lu and Beamish (2001) ; Capar and Kotabe (2003) ; Ruigrok

and Wagner (2003) ; Ruigrok and Wagner (2004)

5] U 2149 B

Michael Geringer et al. (1989) ; Sullivan (1994) ;
Ramaswamy (1995) ; Hitt, Hoskisson and Kim(1997) ;
Gomes and Ramaswamy (1999) ; Michael Geringer et al.

(1989) ; & % & (2003)

S A14p B

Ahmed(1998) ; Contractor, Kundu, and Hsu(2003) ;
Contractor, Kundu, and Hsu (2004) ; Lu and

Beamish(2004) ; Ruigrok, Amann and Wagner(2007)

& AP B

Sambharya (1995) ; Buhner(1987) ; Haar (1989) ; Kim,
Hwang and Burgers(1989) ; Tallman and Li (1996) ;
Wan(1998) ; Geringer, Tallman, and Olsen (2000) ; Kotabe,

Srinivasan, and Aulakh (2002)

FAL KR %4 % % A& (2003) -~ Contractor, Kumar, and Kundu (2007) » % ##=

-19 -




B d FYL R pIRT

RRE BT MG o A E AP HI RN ES 6 T

WA B S T 7 4 p *t Cantwell(1989,1999) » # #+3% Hirsch (1965) %

Vernon(1966,1974)4# 1 chi ¥ & 54 & ¥ #) 1 % (ILPC) & 1970 # % 22 1980 &
R HRE S S REL TenH BT o RIATHC 0 B B HRATRO A R

FAE S AW ERR T RSFHAIRTED SIS AR 4 %
fo BEARTOR AR E - fF R R T 2P TR LR
FARIFTE T S Cantwell #r3 5 ILPC 323 ~ 5% 3 AIATRF hRIRE > & Lg
T NP NI AP BRI IO P B R AT B enT fe; e d 2 1980

T 1990 & % 5 FA A R A B beid 1 i@ iE s B BT R e

Fa

SR RS TR B 8 Mg 2R 0 B AT P S e
6 & EAA S S BB 4 RS Bl & hieat BT Cantwell
W BIATE A S B mmw’@¢4<ww%svﬁ“ﬁé%¢%%$
(ownership advantages); & 58 & % ) IRk F sk ¥ E b R F Kb E o
Het %M 4 % = &% (endogenous location advantages) ; #* *t > F R L X

NERF PR R RBEIBE Y Ao T4 S0 P AT

¥ #R84 » Freng, Girardone, & letto-Gillies(2005) 1% & B« & gRi+ ¥ &

9w 3w IR § 442 R (multinationality) /2 7 $#A13TE & 5 & 5 B2 55
Fls Ry @ B IR A 5 B A Rl NB BRI A R E TR
A RS A - ) G R R vk £137(Tallman & Li, 1996) » & ¢ 53 11 % ¢t

R 7 Feofs ¢ &9 37 = 2 (imperfections)(Rugman, 1981) » 34 & 18 * F /53

i {8 4a7E B2 (Porter, 1990) -

Filippetti et al.(2011) 4 & B 7 ¥ % > ior@an@ L d B> » LR > &
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BP o B BEBRIERS DY B AL H > 23

jud

e

BIRB B o ¥ R p SRR F AT FBRR Y E
foaH ¥ 0 b R R B F LRI G 0 B MR
BIFT k2 N E > T gt P EE T T A i L $R 4 & 8 vf (Castellani & Zanfei,
2004; Castellani et al., 2006; Frenz et al., 2005; Frenz & letto-Gillies, 2009; Frenz
& letto-Gillies, 2007; Zahra, Ireland, & Hitt, 2000) ; ¢ ¢} » % B3 2Ly 327 § ¥
I FE AR LRTE AR M Il e Bt T B A2 - B S
etk LR AR B B R A R hl BH hT B dA 4 b iE sk 0 3
WACHGS R IR E UGB P 0k k SRR ISR AL e 3 R
@ %_(Bartlett & Ghoshal, 1989; Gupta & Govindarajan, 1991, 2000; Hedlund,

1986) -

Rt RREFLFTOMGEF ¢ XTI 7H B FFZA &R 178 Tsao
and Lien (2011)F 7 325 £ £ ¥R 1V &2 L1370 (2 ¢ 4 B & PF RS

CEAIFTM R HFRE L E LA B E S HEZE T REL LT 5 gt M AmA

=

FERE > )@ at sg e it RIE IV HAIRTE Bonant B FE REELEELHEL Fon
R RGBT 75‘? IE—’_—*Ff (Demsetz & Lehn, 1985; Randgy & Goel, 2003) >
B M B R AT 0 PRI 2 & ITRE R PR A 2t el il
(Mishra, Randgy, & Jenssen, 2001; Thomsen & Pedersen, 2000) ; ¥ ¢t » » 3 é‘i’—g
dp U F R LR £ E Mt el p AR e R 57 (Chen, 2006) 0 F 2t R £
£ ERLE HE W AATIIT o 20 ROR £ EAPROT A ROR £ E S0 F TLAGR
»> > ¥4 L % F 3 (Kirchmaier & Grant, 2005; Peng & Jiang, 2010) » "% i< 7 ¥4
FTEB TR AL AU F B kG 0 0 T ROR LR F NG BRI RO

2 a3

W ok s s
=S R

e

B kgt iRt i@y

HAATOR S AT B o R A FRTIEEF AF S R
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FFERTFLZ G e LR AF Y hF ko & F (Castellani, Zanfei, & NetLibrary,
2006; J. H. Dunning & Wymbs, 1999; Gittelman, 2006; Simard & West, 2006) ; @
Mpe 4 F- BRRORZE 2R EF 0 %€ F {44374 7R (Amendola,
Dosi, & Papagni, 1993; Archibugi & Michie, 1998; Carlsson, 2006; Filippetti, Frenz,
& letto-Gillies, 2009; Kafouros, Buckley, Sharp, & Wang, 2008) » %15 - * & % [
AN EEEL A PEINATOEFELEY > V- 25 AGRFELOERT
FLengis g% £ ¥ LB~ pIATE S B R E F 1T L7 e ME &
PFEDD 3 4B 4B e AT RMBE R A SRS
AR R P RS AR S PRI TR Y PR R AT e
(Filippetti, Frenz, & letto-Gillies, 2011) - “,/]E. At E N vk IRcg S pek i ek

ﬁ’ﬁ§—‘ﬁ#{t:’flj,g_ a g%rﬂd’_}@r‘g\—tg ,{ﬂmt’:uﬁAﬁi;ﬁif%jljgi\

BT AR MBS HRP AL G B R A RS W
CRRRER F D 33 ARTORR-FE AR E R P4 R

Foh b8 ek ' ¢ 4% F (Fisch, 2003) » 8 3§ 7t #-rils B S L X
(Sanna-Randaccio & Veugelers, 2007) > iz» #_5 A% % ;!4‘»_:,5& ELS ANy =g
FF RPN - 2w BEERRF A - 36 B P e e gt eb
REREFIRROPERL FRRADEE IR EF L RBALY 2
BWALEAOED o B A S B A BFE R U

% & #(Granstrand, Hikanson, & Sj6lander, 1993) ; P *& earaien 2 jn g7 g gt /Y

a2 Y FR e e I Fo R SRR AR §RFERLIF ST
ZE R RN A € ¢ W TSR M GEfR > SO Rk dha & 3£ (Von

Zedtwitz & Gassmann, 2002) -

PR R AT i R AR M 0 T e F 3
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B e R e T 0 BRRBE RA R AT B B %
higk 2 b > 7 &  (Filippetti et al, 2011) % R "Z {“ 42 & & RIFTAZ & 2 [ £
B o 3 7R en % Mk (Causality) R A5 &> A F 2 B e T3 6Ol
Foo @ LRPELIFTOER G RRREY {7 a LRREY L o

%*%—4?%4%7‘%]%/@’ G\'ﬂ‘é’ﬁjﬁ&f’

*;
8}
=
e
3
K|
(w
3
3%
%
P
W
B o8

-~ tEEM T RZ L
CEEBMYF I RRTFIZAGEET TR A L EN B RPUE T A
o LR BB RS TR O R SRR

chaebols(F1 ) » ** B A f£ 5 keiretsu» ** % B 5 Holding company > - %

AER AR R A EE e FERBREANIRA N FAF I D AL
MR E A d R E R AHZABRFE Y R o HRERERT (r E

Jood FREAR REBE RAMRLBHE FWE L FOLFER

(Mahmood & Lee, 2004; Mahmood & Mitchell, 2004) -

3L LB W 0 R ¥4 - RepE 0 Strachan and Vernon (1976)
e PR - FEYEFERAGha T2 LM E 2 d Bl HEy g
WE 2P Leff(1978)in 5 B A cnd WA M4l T > A3 F
PHAFFEO-FEF L fEIIAEFL IS pRT R S RED
A B #rig B f- 42 ; T. Khanna and Rivkin (2001) B % #B~#f & cha & &
BRAELE Bl fEEME- 2 E b LNy NG
TR A - A2 - FRF o Bt 2 B3 &3 e (coordinate) 7 E 5

Granovetter (2005) R iF %% > i B Rt > F WA - F 0 p V&2 58 50
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S Szl SN e S DTS E ol R S U R A S ) B

F_*

®
% % % (Encarnation, 1989) ; @ Guillen (2000)h~ ¥ ¥ BT %% : & B
PERBIY IBIRAE TP f - R ERL2PRFWEFS
et - B DEE D ﬁi‘« #H 5 v dF s G 4p 21 ehdE > T Khanna and
Rivkin (2006)% 3. > & ¥ & B ¢ 1% :F < * 4% L (equity cross-holding) ~ +
## 3 (common individual owners)~ = #p a‘;q 7% & ¥ (director interlocks) 2 2%
Z(family ties) » m iz FH TN 9* KR BwEF 5 8 Bz gtk m o
Y ERR TR ARBEA NS REE L (DET AT L EBELET =

B(F)ML A 5 ()RR A FTAFEF 51% 21 5 ) EBEP Pro 4 4

EFTEARLALAEHN T LGY FRER LI FHHE I 2T
PR A R R MERE T (AP 2P AR SBEP -

BATE R TH B I R PR F]

FRONRFEp R EA g 2 IR TE RN —"rﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ §’Fﬁi
NOREY RN B Aot B AT EEY A IRE UL L AER
#rig = (Leff, 1978) » 7 A 335 A8 8.4 33 ¥h72 =2 > 7K (Chung,
2001; Ghemawat & Khanna, 1998) » # 3% = 2 @ FF A b < KB >
B B an® Hre PR R R A B RR T g s Bl B Y SR
ol kA ERe= 5 2 LGE 87 BWes f BB F & cnig s & B (Tata
Group) ~ 4 B # 1 Arcelik-Beko(Koc Group) # B & o {54+ & % J Bl s 43 B

R TR AT M GG FRSE S b R e

rmL

BEEEP LI FESBEIAE S > TEIEMSE A AFeFE (T

Khanna & Palepu, 2000) » $£ 39548 7 3 H 7% = 2 2 §] & 0% 3z o
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cBNEEER

LG EEMES T AT A FRARE RF 0 (D) ¥
RIE B

BFFE EBZ 2R $95(X Luo & Chung, 2005) ; (2) 1% < A4F % 38 F $H8 %

'

TR EZLRES B orAI BB B R4 #iﬁygj)fﬁ;}ﬁ/:\

-m:ﬁ f‘ﬂ

EEEF A PRES 0 SR R BT AT § B BIAT

L TR AT M E o R M E RS T R

BoA FEFEORES F R AT G E AR IR
4 AL FEaE A d 197080 # £ e030% T 0 2 5 1996 # 43% >
7] 1998 PliE 54%1 > ¥ LB B EenX EtgAE L A TR 4B
Bt 2 B 1A fkd 1986 #3558 4 > F A 3 1998 £ 77 H A o A
PSR RRE AT 43%2 83% T ET &K B LA

hid pEZEg o

BEAEBA SR E oy B 7 ¥ % (Chung, 2001)7% 5 &4 & k3%
e oY bR ES FBDR T t = B R T (Dfams F - (2)
FHF R B)FIR A RANY I E %S EE L EAERDRER R
e grenf ¥ n S HE SIORERIRG] T I T 0 BER AT

RS
SN LTS By LTS E o

SRR M TR ES T EF AL RO §

ogme Em et (¥ BWATY ) 1985/86 0 1996/97 £ 42 T AL o WA 4 A L FE(GNP) ¢ 1
PEWRTE e AR A (Y EAR SR F R AE) (2000 £ 5K) -
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/!

420 G AJLI970 & e K~ S K 0 1] 1980 £ i ehz fE L

3

EFR - SRR AR R FURR R OE R LR RT3 EH
AP FOERE R AR FRBE S AT AR FRE 2
PR AL L BB K TR - 1986 4= > 3T FEF L E 0 Wi £k
- F RN T FAEI1990 E N AR ER AN ERTE

FAEEREBIBA AR PRI EARSIE @R CHTEBTE

S g ¥ B Bqod 2 gk AlF% 2 7 (holding company) ~ % R #£#

EMP L RS FSEP LA RSP E SRA* T £ ¥
Ed S BA Lz pFed a S EMPIL fERED 5 BNP s 2K
Pz g ¥ kR BINF Y L - B > EF AR p A (Chandler
1962; Freeland, 1996) » ™ 3254 Lz - 2% & £ 8 B354 4p R
& > B fJdk & (Hamilton, 1997; X. Luo & Chung, 2005) > + 2R84 & B d Fo
ERAIE 2P PESARARE T RRAES R LAYy S AT

A 1
2 RS R AE
FEML o SHFRIFI AR F F- BT R FRAET <o
EAd BPHRIRELY S SN FENTERTO LI B 1 ROE
BRRF R cARBDE S LR P FOT R

Z Pﬁfﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂé_%@‘féﬁfﬁléi#}%%ﬁﬂ%[ﬁ]ﬁﬂ;‘i’%i’1960~704'i NI JEA *ﬁ’kmﬁgﬁ?u
:,;.fr;ewm~;&%§&[ﬁ]ﬁvﬂzm;19so&ﬁ,ﬁ_jg’%w%f&* BHZE &

LI

-

e R AT 2 B > IR
FITLHE LA AREEESE SR ] RPN AAPIRDBEIF I EFER L 3R
LIRS R g SIEACCE i L A R e sé_ii&ﬁﬁ?ﬁ‘r%ﬁ:%}w&%%lﬁ]m@fé
1990 & 4= » & FIRAFE BT 0 PR T 4o M A F bk @B o (¢ Efk 47 0 1999)
> BRI RE 31994 E BT F R AT I BHE(RF T EY)
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fn

ol U e

éﬁﬂé%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ’?ﬁéﬁiﬁﬁ%imﬂ5?&i%§ﬁ?
Pl s (2) 5 40 FOENTHEE (L2 ) (3P LT By B0
PRPA I -FHW (D)LY AR AESR AR F (2 R) T HE
B3 W2 i 2584 - & F X (Hsieh, Yeh, & Chen, 2010; T. Khanna &
Yafeh, 2007; Tsao & Lien, 2011)/& & BF 2 & B » & wliF3d(a) & B2
FAM S (D)FEBRP Ty (& F B FHE) () 725k 5 (family ties) ~ (d)rc
Jp g oo

(@) % &1
25 Hittetal (1997)h 2 & > BF 7 & i A By @56 HE T H
Rp s % 2 4 BREPTY CXARPYF2 3 F8p kirg - 5 & 10
AT EOERERRB AR - A ¥
ST E (ATREY S pABEENERDEEDI LT ¥

P EEEEEM L AP s TR A R TR A e

PROEREEBI G S AR A S ALY FBMEF RS L
o A E & T B RE  blde S k- B R TR R 8 & A

P~ RgRE e g 2o mRMG BF L0z 2 BB ke 45 £ RIRGE

PP R ot F o g LAES PR LY A 2
TR TALE R BT (LCD) & 45 +h= & 7 F 2 & (Samsung Electronics,

SEC)» P L@+ 47 -



BIATOASAR § £ 5 &0 R RRTERT AT ok d
A D4edT A Fearah eh S A etk 2 (Klette, 1996) © /]E K
Fheu@* b ¥ - 25 o Fa A4y 8 b & (Amit & Livnat, 1988) ; 4p F
00 FHEERLIACEFLARAL EEFREDAEA £ S
(Rajan, Servaes, & Zingales, 2000; Scharfstein & Stein, 2000) - ¥ ¢t~ 3 — &

FREZ FRApN 5 &0 A 3R LF L blde B0 B B

M3

AR S RZ A RE A TR i R L R

o

(b) FERp IRt 18 (& F 557 1)

GEEBPEF €3 4P 3 2R # % (equity cross-holding) 25 » ¥ &
Mg FEN w#ﬁ’&J%QEaT—gaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&%’T%maﬁg
EAFTEAARIRTEHE AT A E - FIIARBE N SMAFTLETEFLE
FAlE Bae ¢ 24 3 8 A (R | )& ° % L enit 2R 4 (Bebchuk,
Kraakman, & Triantis, 2000; Villalonga & Amit, 2006; Young, Peng, Ahlstrom,
Bruton, & Jiang, 2008) ; izfa i, A ¥ 2 AL VR RS F E Y Mio d 3%
FFH R #E 7 = & (Lopez de Silanes, La Porta, & Shleifer, 1999) > #* 42 % H

F§’+" Ha R B 7 8T FEFEE Y PP RE A A DR

3 (Chang, 2003) > ¥ ¢h» § #EHF R FETFRAF? U ¥ ¢ B F
EFEEHSE G PRI AR AT RSB A B B d A (T

Khanna & Yafeh, 2007) -
EROEFEREFIT L S AELGEE A T R IR PE R

Bo o TR E AL SR F o L FAET S SRR AR

KFFaF 4 -
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(c) #2%:k % (family ties)

Fogel (2006)F 5 40 B R Fn~ A 4 £ B Hd 75l e 5 &
TR BB PN G H b Fl5 57 RETd g 2 EF 22t h
TERAE AR EERTT 22 0 BT e SR i B
(Granovetter, 2005) ; i Fogel » %5 B B 72&4r 4] ~ #3 412 L8 =
EABLIRFERFR D OETFZ - o

o S RORSERARSE G B~ o g AR TR 2 & F R D

#F* o P 7% qff 4148 (Chang, Chung, & Mahmood, 2006) - i ¥ 7% %

[

WA YR G § Rk B W Bl & 1B 50% 11+ (351996 I 2002 & & & 4 g
i)(Tsui-Auch, 2006) > * ¢ < F f2Ak# > BBP Neng @ B30 2 7 £

CF S g RIELREE o

(d) Fe b

EEZIBEHD G JIOSE P P B EE 2 LN ko
=

LR R ARG T b~ Rt L EDYE T - e R
P ? -
ST T e AR R R R R A B

FEAPFREAER o+ - HRFFMORE L AR MBS X T

1R T E kTl F 0 B FOREE B R G BT R i L %

!

% (Chang, 2003; Clifford & Bedeski, 1994; E. M. Kim, 1997); ®» W4

1
P

e

%
SN EESIERF I
BIFTERTE ~ BFR S  ~ AIRTH %

RIFT- A& R L 3 AR a8 A I - BRE 2 2

HEM o v 34 0 B PEAIRTRHEET - K > OECD % 1991 & i
-29-



20 EE L GELEEE-AIRTR A S L AT HATA SR JRART HraniuAav B E 1
P A#OFP A FhE TFE 2 A8 FH - B BHET
(2006)4 &1 » 7 URAIRTR EA X Z BB - 5 A K S IRIFLBRE 0 B3
BIFT2. %% 5 2 5 425 (process)BLEL » 3533 1 — & FiEAR B PR B aee g ok
BRI Z R P E e 2B 2 2 LA SN TR AT F L2 AR p
R EARTNA R AP A HEEPAE TP S H b A2

PRAR2 B B che kS N SLFL o

RlATEOEFE 230G S B B3 F F F ¥ (1) % 14 E (Ratanawaraha
& Polenske, 2007; Tsao & Lien, 2011) ; (2) & fl4k 51 38 =% #<(Gittelman, 2006;
Hall, Jaffe, & Trajtenberg, 2000; Henderson & Cockburn, 1996; Mahmood &
Mitchell, 2004; Penner-Hahn & Shaver, 2005)(3)# 7 & & & ! (Hitt,
Hoskisson, Ireland, & Harrison, 1991; Wakelin, 2001) ; (4)7% % & & (R&D
intensity) (Cohen & Levinthal, 1990); (5) £ # &% - HF I FRF P 2 N 3TA &
& AATIRFH ch#c & (Freel, 2005; Lee, 1995) 5 (6) % & # & & ¥ &7 ILinA2

& i3 /2 B chiE ~ (Freel, 2005) -

bR AR R A AP k- AR R A 1
FAFAIE > BRI EH AR Pk HITAL S LR
(USPTO) % R AgcnfF o » $ =22 5w fis ¥ ud fEPFRIE; §7 2

SRR S EHLEREREAR] N HEEH Y o &

R NN 8 < m@r-ﬂﬂs'\ 0

BIATH RNk R B A

—=h
NE

ﬁméﬁ%m%ﬁﬁﬁw{g

Ev

FREA DR TR NEE LT PR RPE G R iy

(Ettlie, Bridges, & O'keefe, 1984) ; § X 2fwdi | chf ¥ v 5 S b cnip$t o
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WAHEB R E N LR R 2 T P INE TR A RN D
% %' (Bhattacharya & Bloch, 2004) - @ &g ¥ # &34 > L3 L L3k 0 3
FRLE EE LR LR T AT E R GRS e § Ans E R
EFEE TG ERenF iy J EagATA R ¥ 0 ,%1 =
# # ¢t 5 Hult, Hurley, and Knight (2004)$ 1) & %05 3% ~ 5% E o
RIEEr Ty ¢RTEEPLFT P FEe g ¥ 6 LMK 284
RER o BRI ATA S ATIRB AT A B Y 2 A E e ¥

hHAIFTE REELE YV ATRY REFIOTREL GOLER -

- BEFOREFLZ FIEREBGOT LTI ELFTLL

bt
[

4 AHABMERBGNI ARTHFR 2 S% Ao e 73]
(Auh & Menguc, 2005) ; # F 5 P73 74V endy (7 & e & ©dlp o B o @
P b & = B 4] #7 % (Daellenbach, McCarthy, & Schoenecker, 1999) ; 4f %-—*Ff

R R AL G R FF O FOTE A b R S o SRR DAIAT Y

=1

e 5 (Aragon-Correa, Garcia-Morales, & Cordon-Pozo, 2007) -

aquw@ﬂ’ﬂWﬁu%mé%m%ﬁiirﬁéi’@%”ﬁm

PR v o B F R RIAT B AT 3 BTk -

Y
fard
e

3
i

.

.
B

34
’“‘i—x’?

BIAT S vk RS PR 3 KA N B EE ) FRB S E B
22 BE P P RO £ PIRAE S R L ¥ E

I RIAT A L B -

EFF WAL

Ten

\1:
e

EEBMene R RIEF 35 BRG L £ E G KL R BT HA

LR E SRR +-4 B AR EL RN Tk 3 - L e s ZE
-31-



(Aragon-Correa etal, 2007) » ig B iy 4 ¥ M F @ P R0~ GokenF 5§ 2 ¢
Faetengl £ @ 7 (Zander & Kogut, 1995) 5 % M 388 2 ¢ » il g endf

Voo s ERFRL I E Iy RATH R R B g F A
Fhd 3 HAIRTT G AT pr(Stuart, 2000) 5 Fl 0 EF E AL ARG -
AP IarEpg oz de- BHEBPMMGLEER AT Lo el LY

_LFE']&:F\?E%\‘E‘?’_‘E #E]'Q#‘_&'\Q/;Tgﬁserz‘,’mf\?’i\l\ i,%;}i :ﬁ?/},%(o

CERBGY - 2R gy h E RS P E s - B
e dl 2 or 2T o BARE p G RP R ik & Feh i B4 (Hsieh
etal,2010) - B2 X B BB 0 & ¥ ot g L2 pdagrg)t 2 o e §
B & 3 g 078 58 4 (Reagans & McEvily, 2003) it "% 43 T B %
EE2 R EHS e T R RREE R 5 EE T R
oA ENESITRs S o FRER G HET ML EA L - BRI
RO CFERSLDTR LI FIFAULREOTRELFFLES

® 4] #7(P. Anderson, 1999) » F1 4 BN & E£enm & o @ H g 5 BEIL

N BIRTHT G TR £ 3 A TRAR T L B Y B RO v i W G g
B P R A R ’P’iﬁ—i%ﬁjﬁﬁquf%ﬂzé%ﬁﬂéiﬂéﬁ

R hpIRTH B 6 B F (Nelson, 1959) » W F iR+ 3 hd & % 4

& E RSP v AT R FopepE o i At 59 58 1Y 2 A]FT¢n% »2(Cohen &

Levinthal, 1990) ¢ * ¢t » G Bac s fl* T I X7~ L BA LR~ E A
BT IRF AR TRe A PAEL BLRERF-ECE O RET IO

ot s 3 ek 2 5 AT 4 (Mahmood & Rufin, 2005) -

d b j\—ﬁ BARE B BT L wRIFTEA DG ot gk
RS GO ek R ARET 5 blde D AT E E g meEapEla 3

Baysinger and Hoskisson (1989) % Hitt, Hoskisson, and Ireland (1990)4% 3
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Ea) B8 SR RELCRE S Al X
K| chA & o § N 23234 (Jensen & Meckling, 1976) sk 5 > 4 4
S vhALE I 4 P PR R R i e 1 4 2 B e

#*4-#4](Hitt, Hoskisson, Johnson, & Moesel, 1996) » & *# T4 -k = - E

REIFTENA 33 o
d PETEEE BRSO R B 5 BB m

FHAREE S FARR F B S > b Ap ot 2 R R B L ¥ R R A
$t33 % ih(Hsieh etal, 2010) » # ¥ AT RIE ~ v F § i b'f’:}?%ﬁ{‘ﬁ’“*
BN EBLE o

& F 5 BeApE L & RIRT

Mo ? M2 A#RTo e § oA LR ¥

e
B
e
&
#
F_&

A2 E B E B hE R DE LR E

<
=
=
AN
t

o

\\
#r
ma

g R R E Gt fERE S FIET RN A R TR R

P

B
‘_
)

o S REIRERE S BB A o FR e s R WG

PR G o SRLAES M- BURE L RR B LIATH R RN o (e g
FHEFERORE BTG BRFTARRE M G S Ns Y
BAFR RS & g 2 LIRTR T o~ B B ehke 48 ] (institutions) $f £]
3709 58(Chang et al., 2006) % % » T #5451 — 4 B B RS 2 1372 0 K

BT T RAEEIR A 5 o

Frenzetal.(2007) &2 7 7 ¥ &3] » £ ¥ 7 MAERR LLIRTDF E 2 3
I PFER DL AR EE TR DT AL B ERYEDG

o X B X B EEEROE E 5 2 AR AL B P 384 % (network)
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L R FRATHGVET R AP B YR BB RS T BHEE S
WF 5§ ¥ e 7 (Bartlett & Ghoshal, 1989; Gupta & Govindarajan,
1991, 2000; Hedlund, 1986; Hedlund & Rolander, 1990) » ¥ 3 & ‘&34 7
(Castellani & Zanfei, 2004; Frenz, Girardone, & letto-Gillies, 2005; Zanfei,
2000)#7z# 7 5 Zanfei(2000)z 5 & < 4 5 »ﬁ P odhle Bk g R 30
# & (transfer)srin 42 ; H e 7 S5 #F R I R ﬁiﬁ; B €73 LB g
#r (propensity) » W EFE EH N L F AT EFE > B EE P

4B F M % o

Yaprak and Karademir (2010)4 Yang et al. (2009)+& ! crpLgbde 4 & B
BWE v chde 40 BT B Rl SRR 2R SR ¢ B RE T E
21255 BN R RS R K (A C T B A ARE) > 2D SNk ] R

b'? BERE ¢ FERE Y F EL T &) Yaprak and Karademir
(2010)30 % et BN RFPE S Y RMRE FE RO E S is- 5 £ 5
plATE RATE P 30 g {@?l‘fr"%f’i?‘mﬁﬁvjﬁ AR A s BE
FriRdap e MEsm AL BEE " RE I #HE R 240
HAERB b e oo pdtde BERRNE FEEE T g LB
PRI M AEB L ATOR B wR BT S RAT 0
BRI L N ] B (blde s M) B S B R
TR ARMBERTRP ORE ,i*um’e‘ & 5 @ H¢ w1245 (market-centered)

E]'J?:s?«\;'ﬁ “’F'&?#T*i;‘;‘%ﬁ"t’lkmﬁ:%\gﬁ BB, @ hid (F AL

ﬂa

m“*%fﬁiiﬁﬂﬁlﬁlm CRFFHERPNEROT R T AR
f@éémﬂ\’}‘rﬁu;fg S 1 AV g:@]g]xﬂ Lmﬁ?%}; A @;],,t:g]mﬁ;
ik Fe € BB B  (Yang, Jiang, Kang, & Ke, 2009) » &40 B p 3

Bl s R R A AR AEFRE LA L BMAE R
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PR

-

¥ ¢ > & D.Tanand Meyer (2010) 335 # Bl b chis ¢F B 3240
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B R ROV R BRI T s 2 BB R e Ui
B A AR RPN TROSBE S Bt 3L RS gE s %
HEP AF- BEBRY { 2524 FBY 3 § F4p 3 @5 (Encaoua &
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251 AL G EEMLAEALTF

AFE LR TE] & % % A F 7Kk RAR A
Kk 1% 11 2 1.7%
ERAL 12 14 12.0%
g ¥ 13 1 0.9%
3 F K 14 9 7.7%
T s s 15 16 13.7%
TETE 16 0 0.0%
L ¥ 17 11 9.4%
P 18 1 0.9%
BHa % 19 2 1.7%
a1 ¥ 20 8 6.8%
Bopa1 % 21 2 1.7%
R 1 22 0 0.0%
ok TR E 2325 8 6.8%
TFRa 2328 9 7.7%
F R ¥ 2330 1 0.9%
Ei 25 5 4.3%
B ¥ 26 2 1.7%
bdmE 28 15 12.8%
H 99 11 9.4%
e 117 100%
FTH &R AT R
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% R 2 41#(1996-2000 &) 113 31.97 187.093 1864 0
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(B b3 2 @ B )
BREAEFE 113 0.2743 4482 1 0
Tk L ¥ 113 | 0.89381 | -3094590 1 0
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3 628 | T E=A i TR BEMRRTTASE
4 626 TRt /T BREHERE UG
"'ﬁ:%q_kt":‘:
fie 3
5 543 | #74 TR HEERETFASE
6 362 | £ F T RatHg ¥
7 298 | = A T~ B2 ARRTFASE
8 263 | p 7k T+ R g ¥
9 244 | &% v s
10 220 | kH SRR e N

FH kR AR AL

-59-




254 AL FML SR ERPAL JIRE R 25 10 4

)

w10 & | S EPE Sl ERHE | EFRPRAEE Ry
i flicE
1 3,153 | B ET 1,864 | B ET +
2 609 | B E4 i 619 | E3TR &
3 551 | * T FT & 316 | * T X7 &
4 543 | #74 160 | + #M =
5 479 | 4 EHE 141 | £ F
6 221 | % ¢ 133 | 2 A
7 216 | %1 80| p 'k
8 183 | p % % 72| &%
9 172 | & % 30| <k
10 165 | Z A 23 ¥k T+

FH kR AT ER

-60 -




%55 E7 AL B

Bz a3 ot piEea 10 <~ 2 e g ¥

10 < B E LA Yoo g% &k F O F 0 51)(%)
1 e S R 85.7%
2 p_pT 452 gl ¥ 84.6%
3 L EE R 75.0%
4 XN E S &R AR R 74.0%
5 s s a8 Sk 66.7%
6 i EHUSE 66.7%
7 FE - 1 W% 5 62.5%
8 =5 Cilealy SGAERTRC 1 61.5%

TAWRENZE K
9 HERF 60.0%
RS RO NS
10 A7 Bl 5 60.0%
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A%~ 4 OLS 3w §F o A 47 R 8 2 1 o FIEALT RRET 2P
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o AP BRI 70% 0 BT R 2 RPN

# 5.6 %#c2 1P B~ 47 £
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68.673| 312.109
PATENT_TW 1
31.973] 187.093
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242 222
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274 448
INDUSTRY 233%* 260%** 0.17 1
.894 309
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SALES 0.148 0.122 -0.01 0.112| -.211** 1
.790 1.631
RDAVE AL 2%k ST77HHE 0.18| .684*** -0.125] 0.09 1
17.996 20.067
GROUPGRO 0.102 0.109 207%* 0.032| -0.027| -0.102 0

ip B Tidfici Pearson Ap R o YA AEEFOKE L 001 PF (BEE) ™ alF-KEL 005 (k)
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%57 RS EELIZ I RHLS
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(378.85335) (195.9891)
i 387.2236 265.4059*%
(363.4869) (188.0398)
DIk -721.0096* -511.245**
(529.6991) (274.025)
®FHEAE | -93.81369 -124.0464***
(81.70895) (42.26984)
& B R4 11.08669 1.601916
(21.64747) (11.19871)
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(89.00642) (46.04499)
F®=>E£ 5 |2.044337* 1.372372**
(1.35681) (0.701908)
el 90.20537*** 86.67152%**
(22.35166) (11.56301)
A K 113 113
R T - 0.262568 0.450808
MRS RIS 0.212933 0.413844
P& 0.000034 0
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okt BEEKE L 001 PE(E E) 0 BEE ¥
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RENAEARN e TP U IR A LSRR EFATATRFEE R
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st 5 R U3 ens & o B 5 QIRTEIR R R %05 § I 4p M (Adams &
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