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Abstract: Using data from 2008 to 2012 provided by Taiwan’s listed companies within
the electronics industry, this study aims to examine the relationship between national
competitiveness of investee countries and firm performance. It supplements prior
literature and research methods by employing the World Economic Forum (WEF) global
competitiveness index as the measure of investee country competitiveness. The study
findings indicate that overall competitiveness of the investee country has a positive
impact on operating efficiency, innovation performance, and firm value of a company. In
addition, empirical results indicate that fundamental competitiveness of the investee
country is beneficial to company’s operational efficiency. In terms of both efficiency and
innovation, the investee country competitiveness also enhances a firm’s innovation
performance and overall company value. In conclusion, there exists a higher degree of
interdependence between company firms and investee countries, with the investee
country competitiveness becoming the fountainhead of competitive edge for firm
development.
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LB OATHE B Ree KA flffwméﬁ Bpor AR pre A m an? Bz RREES 1B AT
7R 721998 &£ ik B 27 A 354718 3 3] 200 £ < 52013 £ & R 2ren A 354718 §_5,000
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PR ERFE AL 0 Lk p 3 Farrell (1957) 0 & v AL HE >
( Decision Making Unit, DMU ) 2 # § »c 3 4 & i 42+ 2 & % % (Production
Frontier) » | * 8 — A& 122 H — 3 » f}r Ap¥ 2. 4 A& seZ ki o Charnes (1978)#-
Farrell (1957)8 - Z "2 HE - P r 2 MAW R 2 A NE SR > T2 LEF
L& % 477 (Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA ) o ¢t /% B3k 4 & HilF 5 B T 44035
¥ (Constant Returns to Scale, CRS) > — #:4£2 % CCR #i5% - Banker, Charnes, and
Cooper (1984):#- CCR #ic3% 4v 12 i 1t » 3K 4 A Bl 5 % # 2 4i3F pv'( Variable Returns
to Scale, VRS) #2 5 BCC 53¢ - CCR{r BCC -7 A frg »af b & F L3 54
CCRH# 5 Bk 2 A ALY BRI T RHZ R m i r 8 B G 4 pF > 2
T E B 4 > BCC S Bk RBCE 7 B E 0 2 4 g I Mxr*‘]% FI*F‘"
Rl * BCCHAFREEF &y o H P osxF @A 0D 12 B § s EAdRT 1
AT EFZEFHEARG RS DR 20 FF B4R 00 AT i FEF R AR

RESE

RpL ARG FP{F L2 AR R F9 PER TN FIFERA
ﬂaﬂéwa%%f?*ﬁiﬂ”“%(mﬁi‘$%?%ﬁ%’m% =
Mg g F %0 2007 47 & R ~ 2o 4G & 0 2010 Qian, 2002; Kamath, 2008 ) »
ANEZA S E‘Eﬁ‘?]ﬁ“' ~ g %iﬁﬁ’”—? ~ g %GV{» \ﬁﬂ’%%ﬁiﬁ?#ﬁ'h‘#ﬁﬂ ('ﬁﬂﬂ-?:
L E A 2006 &L HEA 2007 47 & KRE A > 2010 ; Baek, 2004) - A5 3 &
kR g vk ’j‘%‘ﬁl *ﬁit'—f??]*h;& ARGFIFLHR > FBO MBI ITS ﬂ»n%ﬁi"
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& ¥ PpIFTHE T PP f&_g:fa__amgf L {8 (PATENT) ¥ 2 &7 & ¥
T A & ;ﬁ-d,zé‘,ﬁ- FI 5 & B Es’f s IFERH o A ARRC N B o
FEIF Y EEERGR S AT sahfr g %ﬁﬁt(wfl;rﬂ” A » 2011 ; Garcia, Jin, and
Salomon, 2013) - A% % uﬁj‘;‘p* FRENNEFELAPAE DL N FIEET L LF

#ef Focingrd Rz - o L J1EALs 1 %8k (CITED) 45 % JlHE 8 # & ) Jfgew
ZEEE Zf}iﬁl?’frﬂ—»\ﬁ{\}; ’%f'ﬁmm?ﬁﬁé T i"rffj\i_p_*m}rg e =
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F ARG LR PES MRS O F I E A UTARMY EER
FT“J % % 4p %478 p4725 »c (WoIff and Pett, 2006; Hsu and Pereira, 2008; Abdi, 2010) -
FrP O E AR R RARHAEG 0 PR PR T A HER A ok Y ($hE
BoEmpe g 0 2008) & F FIL5 Miradp ka2 A F g R hE
L E o H F kg iRl B IR A K F g pE i+ (Bharadwaj, Bharadwaj, and
Konsynski, 1999 ) #* #t » x 7 3 %+ Tsao and Lien (2013):* & Tobin's Q e1i%;2 » 12
AR G olRT g R P AT A R E R E
& -
(Z)p B8 BEFTRRILL 4 (INT +BAS ~ EFF 2 INN)
AEREEAECERBIECEARFR LS 21
ko (2010) 2z iej2 > At B #;ri,\; FFEREM 5 0 - 4piRT u—’ﬁ
TR AR o T b 2 R AR SR LR F S s e T
&JJ’KB”S*EA}'}%P’"”H’4\# WM14;}4E?§%§,J£%?[§]Df{fT
A AFETHIELREAGRE T LT ATFRFIRL S » L B0 b T .(1)11_ Yo
EAE A R Klaus Schwab # 41 T A137 ) 4 &% 4 7 kR RIF B4 > 262 &
AN e A s R B Sl (2)¢Lé'pig FnE AR EY o T ARTH BRERR L Y
2 A ke B /’35” ot B g ANAE SN - E]%XSJ. 10 # ‘gavs £ > bq,,g&y}
EPRLCRIE R - SRR ﬁ—i 1&gt ment g eyt g ik Brigit
im‘%’ ()& qﬂ%ﬂﬁxﬁ’%ﬁ“ﬂ/»\ s R _,_/hmm’;g;ﬁ%“;fﬂﬂmﬁ;@‘» % R 4 H
SHRERIEEARES 2 P2 BE Rl R P RFRAIKTF BhEA T Lo
AP HREERTHERPLAT ML ERFL RPIRD 4 Aip R 54 8
Pos AT B RS 4 (INT) ehirg e bldot L £ (2302) »* 2008 #
7 4 #£$325,437~ % FI$79,113 2 § * & 1;$43,054 £ F 1t A % 5 0.73+0.18+0.09;
2008 ¥ fr e AhE S 2 W RS 4 o e 45533 25742 5 ka3 5.04
B 1412 5.38 ((0.73%5.33)+(0.18x5.74)+(0.09x5.04)) ¥ % § i T+ 2008 # 44 F B e
A Ed o
v dRig q-/r =oF: 3 (WEF) 3 7 B f% E&]K; q’% ﬁz—;/:?ﬁ? AN
Pt AH (Factor-Drlven) ek E (EfflClency Driven ) v ] #7 % »

T% H

YR 2013 R 4 AR TR E e 148 BUEAMEY o 38 BB R TRE L ARE R
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( Innovation-Driven ) » @ ¢+ = FpE @ & PRE 2z #E e iEAr o P o2 SAHE
(WEF) >zk#< 4 382 (The Global Competltlveness Report ) 4 4 # 7 e &
B P g@g BIFEES 2R bl B > W26 & ph- B R P 4 jiw o |

Fam A 4 #ﬁﬁi:é = Edpibed o A R AHE R (K 6 ) e S (0 ,%]
B~ R ARTE ARA (BIATE G ) A#HF K (AH A6 ) P& F e i (DHA
QA AL 5 Q) RMEAIRE (A F H AMHT - RS OFa ) Pk ke
L (DB ERTEVIG QP S FF Q) F S FonF (DaRD FERA
(G)irge g B 5 (6)% Hice LIRTH & RA (RIATH ) & £ ¢ 32 (DF F+RA S
(#1577 -

Fost s hFTY ﬁfwm BERFRLE- B AN ¢ AEE G

Fhoo s RIRTE G oo Bola 2 o2 RGN 2008 £ o F 4 E 2 B RGRY 4 AA#H
)é]m CoF R G S AIATR G A Y 5 6055434695 2R 5558158 5 %
& % 5 5.42~4.82~4.63° Fpt o 2477 12 5,89 ((0.73%6.05)+(0.18%5.5)+(0.09x5.42))
e R R+ 2008 £ AL F R R AAS LT 4 (BAS); v 544
((0.73x5.43)+(0.18x5.81)+(0.09%4.82)) =& K & = + 2008 # 4£3L F W focd & 2 ik
<4 (EFF); 4, 88((0 73x4.69)+(0.18x5.8)+(0.09x4.63)) =& . & & + 2008 & ik
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HE A (2011) e » g E S 2 ﬂﬁx(AGE) PordpdlgEz - c EEER LM
PR ZEY B FERENEENEF PG R BE AT 2T
Margaritis and Psillaki (2007)2. €% v 34 § 3 flz WA Bp o 5 (DEBT) o~

AR - c ERFIRENEFURMBLEFF LA BETET IHT 4

BEAKRKT AT %7 Bushee (1998)2 i%i2 » M F £ HEHIR LI E 4 Y Fl T
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(B 1) d Ay Fale £ 472 R ¥ g (OE, ) 2 %] »2xF B
A0 03 12/ HFERL I & A 2 Tobit A4 & R F a4
R PR TG Y e F 2 BB (B L) P AT
OE; ¢ = ag + o INT; { + @pSIZE;  + a3 AGE;  + a4 DEBT; { + a5FCF;
+3 {4 INDj + 3 J_sYEAR, +¢ )
OE; { = ag + a1 BAS; { + @,EFF & INN; { + 3SIZE;  + 24 AGE; { + a5 DEBT,
7 4
+agFCR ¢ +2 j-1INDj + X y 1 YEARy +¢ (2)

g9 of i aPut dAERY; OF, 554 %% INT, AL FR 7L
WL 4 BAS, FHMHK TR RIAH G L 4 ) EFF&INN, AR FTR s 5 &2
AliTm sd 4 ZSIZELt A AGE, 5 == &8 DENT % f w55 FCE, 5
fd magmE s AEu B %A U5 Y IND; & 35 VEAR,

FRBFEL A2 Pl A7 EERT AL A BB PR RE LY oeF it I
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FHCAPRFRARERA SEFRAF S G RE A9 EN
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F L Gt RT o f 2 B FHCI A 17 (Negative Binomial Regression)
B ¥ T FB R A Hr TR (Cox, 1983) P Fpt o AR R f - i 3 R R
EFRF Ay 4 KRB AR FILRTE L P (B 2) - 7 % %*"'Hrf :
INN; ; = g + 4 INT; ; + @, SIZE; ; + a3 AGE; ; + 4 DEBT; ; + a5 FCF; ;
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INN; = ag + 4 BAS; ; + 2, EFF & INN;  + a3SIZE;  + a4y AGE;  + a5sDEBT;
7 2
+gR&D; +a7FCF;  +3 1 IND; + 3y YEAR, + & (4)

B oifdadn s tdEdERS S INN, 2 AIFTE > INT, 2 AR TR 7L
faks 4 5 BAS) 5 AT R A A L4 5 EFF &INN;, ,a@t,—;,\ﬁ B Foc s 6
B plF5 L 4 5 SIZE, & KD AGE, 5 % &% DEBT, & § #+ % ; FCF, &
pd & ® s R&D, :FHE B A ALu FF2xnsksoli ZLlIND,- o
Y2 ,YEAR, ©

FEWR2 X2 0 BT £
@) a, Bl Lo

AEHEERT AT REL D PR P L E R B2 BE(BRI) A BT

N SRR SR RN

\-le
F_‘-

T

TB; = arg + a1 INT; { + @, SIZE; ; + a3 AGE; ; + 2, DEBT, , + ars FCF

+agGROWTH  +3 |_1IND; + ¥ J_,YEAR, +¢ (5)

TBi = & + 4 BAS; ; + % EFF & INN; ; + o5SIZE, ; + a4, AGE; ; + s DEBT; ;
+0gFCF +0;GROWHT,  +3 7, IND; + X §_,YEAR, +¢ 6)

AY

B vttt dEary s TB, 5 £ ¥% & INT, 543 F R RALH

£4 5 BAS, 5T R FIAAG L4 EFF&INN“ ﬁﬁfﬁ»i\ﬁ B Foc s 6 2 4

T L 4 SIZE, L4 AGE, i &+ #dc; DEBT 4 f % 5 FCF, 4 g
£

O

=

d Mg E GROWHT 24/ 8 S £ 1 A% - Bl »c% 243 Y] IND; &
4
> y1YEAR,
FEWRI S 20 pAT EFRT L RF AR £ R TR

AOG)a, hEE T o
= ’B‘Zﬂ‘sﬁﬁ".ﬁ' L% R

PRI TR AW ERE R U ek TR RE R A AR g B et T
B XY f G RB AR R TG R B B AIES  F1A R A - L s
jRi-s k2 - A APRFEEEER (goodness of fit) 447 » F+ > B F A F k&> pl &
FAET VAP A BEET G EERA KT AR



(L%
THFFRAEFS 2RI BFANEL > AETF FTRAEF RGN o fodb T o
ﬁﬁ«:l‘%fﬁﬁi 3F A PR AT
A

HERL R ¢ (2013) &7 # % 2013 # % 3

CEBRIFTARELZ AR o T4 fIRTE RGNt > T3 FAE DL
s 'ﬁ@n—:}ﬂ PRI B LI FTRAELEFRNRFT P28 F L E Y
o RipBFEL 1620 £ #“f A 22 ERE - BMEREL 1089 £ 0 -
S E Lo 7 HREGEIAR o

ey

21 PrEsdEne

iR TR GE Y
2008 £ 2 2012 & RSB & 1620
BT 22 A (531)

NPIEE A B L 1089

(2 )T &

AT ZARTEE G BT e Tk £ WEJIFERFH A (United States Patent

and Trademark Office, USPTO ); *4t b 3 238 FF B~ 2 B FUBLip| sk chdl 08 4 5 2
TR R REEL 4 THB A R AR 2008 £ 3 2012 & »rhiks 4 4R 2

%[&]Mi AR BE S AP R ASF T 2008 £ 3 2012 £ 5 2R pAAR

bl I o +f§i, T4R 34 (Taiwan Economic Journal » #§ £ TEJ) ©
BE-FHEES

CARTRL

(- )t st £

2 5 MY KRB AR Gy THmE L 01 &) 001 B
Bl PasBE s FRNE L AP FRE Y RF G AA MR LR A D7
LR LB AT o fl &iﬁ*x*’?l% S RS R S
MEID 2P EEP AT FOEJEERTIHGL 192 > 5% iy 5 28 =% >
e ek w a1 0 BT lir4 xﬁ—} et Lo P F it 0 £

KR UEIFTE R R HcehA T T %iﬁ@—%’;mﬂﬁﬁa‘é\%ﬁ- v @ RER L’}’:.\Q‘Eﬁ?

4

2 TRk FRENTEFRELR *?‘

e BB 2 R R RS
;L“ﬁ p ¥ 5 2008 &£ 3 2010 & - B Al4EHc~ & JIHEALS

g B MR e e s 8



WARFR RIS 4 2 p £ w2 7y 13

RAf e fEREL TOHE 120 d 2T BT TREL GRS O
THER o ¥ RpAE R E o MK T R RAM e~ A#H G o F g EARTR
2 A G - TRATLE T T I TRAERIRT ORISR 4 E L
Bk o B LEERF AR f R F A RENE  FERRE B H
LR el kIR cE O AR
%2 fiEsniyi

% ¥ TioE BE ) E F-Lssk PRl SzAhrdk B E
OE 0.10 0.16 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.08 1.00
PATENT 18.80 92.58 0.00 0.00 1.00 6.00 1596.00
CITED 28.09  146.56 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.00 1956.00
B 1.29 0.72 0.40 0.87 1.09 1.49 7.72
INT 5.20 0.43 3.81 5.06 5.37 5.45 5.74
BAS 5.47 0.48 3.24 521 5.45 5.89 6.34
EFF 5.16 0.54 3.17 4.92 5.39 5.49 5.81
INN 4.87 0.70 2.90 4.48 5.03 5.46 5.80
SIZE 23.12 9.19 3.00 15.00 23.00 30.00 58.00
AGE 16.00 1.45 12.57 14.96 15.71 16.66 21.44
DEBT 0.41 0.17 0.02 0.28 0.40 0.53 0.98
FCF (NT$) 1.59E+06 9.51E+06 -3.40E+07 -7.39E+04 1.68E+05 6.66E+05 1.30E+08
R&D (%) 4.39 5.19 0.00 1.40 3.07 5.49 51.67

GROWTH (%) 283 3754 -9088 -13.09  -0.13 1294 911.27

R H A O 4y 12§ 6 3 PATENT - CITED s fl3Te B # & 725 1 TB & £ ¥ ff i 1 INT 2 it
TR RS G S5 4 5 BAS R AL T R RS B4 EFF S AL TR FoL 6 5L 4 0 INN B
BT RFLIATH L4 SSIZE 5 ¢ $RHAGE 5 4= &£ DEBT 5 f v % FCF 5 pd migin
£ iR&D i 4 %A : GROWTH 5 4 8 & £ 5 o

(=) B tadiea 47

%3 5 & %%z Pearson AP B 1A 7% % 0 JEd AP B RBA 478 4o INT 10 ¢
PRE S RIRTE H L ERE Y F AL e dph e ¥ ¢ o BASSEFF ~INN = B i
L4 4k BAPM iR F 0 27 EFF 2 INN ship B it 88% > 5 ik Mt
RAL > AR TR GRS 4 28 24 L LB E S 6 T 0 B i
BB REE S - e

5 W AR chit S £V ar > L B8V R 5 iReg Benliin > Tt AT 5 4 R winsorize ¢
o K-Fhos e (s 1% chentk A o BH B S 8 1%3 99%#B}Fmﬁzm Frlekyik
HE - R o
SF EL



%3 PM GlAs T

g S OE PATENT  CITED B INT BAS EFF INN SIZE AGE DEBT FCF R&D GROWTH
OE 1.000

PATENT 0.2477"  1.000

CITED 0.246™ 0907 1.000

B 0.052 0.056 0.047 1.000

INT 0091” 0029 0.037 0.062 1.000

BAS 01117 0018 0016  -0.034 0.686™"  1.000

EFF 0091 0014 0.026 0.050 0.969™ 0675 1.000

INN 0079”  0.055 0.052 0083 09117  0374™ 0876  1.000

SIZE 0215™  0436™ 04057 -0.014 0.032 0.021 0.043 0.060 1.000

AGE -0.067" 0.066" 0061  0218™ -0085" 0057  -0.057 -0.131™  -0.009 1.000

DEBT 0.149™  0.064 0073"  0252™" 013%™ 0038 012577 -01177 0320 008"  1.000

FCF 0083" 0305 0267 012577  0.075 0.046 0.069" 0078" 039%™ -0.041 0107 1.000

R&D 0136  0.085" 0.032 0.284™ 01217 0016 0093™ 01767 -0065  -02107 -0.280"°  0.002 1.000
GROWTH  0.019 0.033 0.027 01357 -0.065" 0.000  -0.0977 0104 0088" -0.061 0.013 0009 -0.059  1.000
L 7T w7 1% ~ 5% 10%2. Af % -k o

2. BB AEGFLE 20

A8 1



MR FTRRIE 4 Ry 15

ERS 3 LRii

AEG MR R EAHE ST DR TR 4 FE f%éiﬁﬁ?ﬁ]?&ﬁi 4 g ik
Vo B EEERT A FRTIEL 4 PR o HRECAER S &L rx2 [ b
oo AEA L Z 4 REA B 3—‘Zf}ifyspW?\’aﬁﬁ*ﬁé“"%iiifigfﬁr‘ﬁ,:‘
AR FRFIL 4 FLRTHE 2 B 2 AR FTR RIS Z3 5 a2 B

(- BRI T RFIL S gk

ﬁilﬁﬁfiﬂﬁﬂz%ﬁi%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂ@%ﬁ%%m%od%46?@
fmast»;\; Bpdns 4 205y sed L ¥ D r@%zfgz ( ’f«g 0.0188 > t & 1.87) >

EERT bk 14*mw%£?“+$ﬁ Fﬂﬁﬁ’kﬁ&@lo
%P“%ﬁ#ﬁw%ﬁiimété & 3 Lw%cuAﬁ’da4éw
R rans 4 A#H S YT LT K 28 (% $ 002125t @ 2.00) > i

B REEs 4 »cd i AT HoS S P PAEEF L8 (%H 00033t &

0.40) WP AR T B 7RG hid 4 ok g BLATe A 3 > HEF G Y%
FRBER A o

(LT R FIE 4 ALIRTH %

B 2FH RT3 b S 4 R R AR B d A5 T R
R RER 4 T B g (RIATS xR B ) & R IR il (RIATH 2 m
F)EFHEFLHBE ( ‘*§£03365 Z i 197 %% 0.5854 » z & 2.39) 5 WP &
FIF AT FORFA LT o B EETRIAPE x#frwu 20 &7
TREAVRGIEL S AR 3 E P LRI R d £ 6 ¢ F @ik
1376 R IR 4 8L LA E i**t(laﬁﬁz04837 z & 325) & 43T
»c (tadk 063170z & 2.99) £ M«p e R e KA BRI 4 A#HS

z -2, 51
i

3%

T

£l ’rﬁitﬂ e (3 #-0.4572 31) B AIRTE B S 22 (-0.3918 > z -1

P‘\ ~— F-$ *33 ‘EA
L

oo

[APEA N S S ﬁﬂ”ﬁéﬁ#m‘?%’é&ﬂg@iﬂgﬁii B B AT D
10 ¥ *“Esaﬂim AT HEE LR R SRR R .
>

EOREFTRRIEL S 2 ¢

B3N ERT AT PRI DR FHEL L ERE2 PP d 272 70
TR A A EREE S EFL P (338009820 t i 223) ) WP £ F
aﬁtﬁa4$mW?ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ¥’&%%Lﬁﬂwﬁ’»%&@S Y
PREMRTGRY ? 23R 2B b ¥R ERBEFAH > d 277 7 B gy 4
AAGHEER B G ERPE (%H0.0063 0t & 0.14) @ B FoeF & & 4137
gL B A EREREFREFL P (8 0.0585 0t & 1.57) WP ARKF
Bl fais 4 225 g ZRATR AP AH I 7 T HEFH ERFRARS -



16 % & &3

24 BEFTRREEL S oyt Mlr

OEi’t =ay +oyINT;, ﬁL(JeZSIZEi't JragAGEiyt +a,DEBT, +0¢5FCFLt

+> T IND; + > I YEAR +¢ 1)
OE;, = &, + a,BAS;, + @,EFF & INN;, + 2,SIZE, + o, AGE;, + asDEBT,
+agFCR + > 14IND; +> 3 \YEAR +& @)
i #310) #31(2)
A 5 4 i ti e ti
INT + 0.0188" 1.87
BAS + 0.0212" 2.00
EFF&INN  + 0.0033 0.40
SIZE +/- 0.0167 4.74 0.0168"" 4.79
AGE +/- -0.0016™" -3.24 -0.0016™" -3.41
DEBT +]- 0.0674" 2.31 0.0653" 2.24
FCF + 0.0000™" 3.09 0.0000™" 2.95
D1 2 0.0596"" 4.03 0.0595"" 4.04
D2 ? -0.0556 " -3.66 -0.0561"" -3.69
D3 ? -0.0454™" -2.62 -0.0458™" -2.65
D4 2 -0.0545™" -3.71 -0.0579"" -3.91
D5 2 0.2922"" 12.11 0.2844" 11.57
D6 ? -0.0063 -0.23 -0.0064 -0.23
D7 2 0.0117 0.66 0.0087 0.49
Y1 2 0.0036 0.27 0.0056 0.42
Y2 2 0.0183 1.38 0.0183 1.39
Y3 ? 0.0088 0.67 0.0082 0.62
Y4 2 0.0041 0.31 0.0046 0.35
Intercept 2 -0.2659"" -3.50 -0.2992"" -4.05
N 1089 1089
7° 366.34 369.82
L e s - O PR e FRMERRT T & Aul47 1% 5% 10% - 2
BEKE -
2. uEREFELL 20



WRFR L 4 o fEH e

45 BREFRATID 4 B ARG B 1

17

PATENT, , = oy + INT; ; + &, SIZE;  + a3 AGE; | + a,DEBT; | + asFCF,

+agR&D;(+ > [ IND; + > | YEAR +& )
CITED;, = &, + & INT, , + &,SIZE, , + 2, AGE; , + 2, DEBT; , + 5 FCF; ,
+agR&D,  + Y 1 IND;+ > 7 YEAR +¢ (4)

3 #31(3) #31(4)
R

=+ 5 % i Z & % Z i
INT + 0.3365" 1.97 0.5854" 2.39
SIZE + 1.0985™" 18.13 1.1664"" 14.24
AGE +- 0.0250™" -2.76 -0.0095 -0.80
DEBT +- -0.0048 -0.77 -0.0082 -1.00
FCF + -0.0004 -0.47 -0.0001 -0.16
R&D + 0.1412™" 6.28 0.1013™ 3.79
D1 2 0.6010” 2.24 0.2803 0.77
D2 2 0.0390 0.14 0.4136 1.13
D3 2 -0.2371 -0.79 0.0733 0.18
D4 2 1.2796"" 4.42 1.47437 3.58
D5 2 -3.9486"" -3.35 -4.2566 -3.45
D6 2 -1.4878"" -2.58 -2.2706"" -2.91
D7 2 0.0134 0.04 -0.3542 -0.80
Y1 9 0.0213 0.12 -0.1438 -0.63
Y2 2 0.1346 0.77 -0.7250"" -3.12
Intercept 2 -18.37407 -13.37 -20.0917" -10.33
N 632 632
T 482.29 325.25
1 4R 8- GO R L Rt ZER S EER T ~ 2 A u i 1% 5% 10% - 2

HERE -

2 REREFELE 2



18 ¥ & g3

36 BEFRATID 4 BARG B

PATENT,, = &, + ,BAS, , + @, EFF & INN, , + &,SIZE,  + &, AGE; , + 2;DEBT,,

+0agFCR +a;R&D; + > [ IND; + > | YEAR +& (5)

CITED,, = a, + ,BAS;, + @,EFF & INN; , + @,SIZE,, + o, AGE;, + a5DEBT,,

+agFCF +a,R&D, + > [IND; + > 5 YEAR, +¢ (6)
S SRl #31(5) 1#-31(6)

5 % ¥ Zi % H Zi@
BAS + -0.4572" -2.31 -0.3918" -1.51
EFE&INN + 0.4837" 3.25 0.6317"" 2.99
SIZE +- 1.0820™" 18.12 1.13917" 13.85
AGE +/- -0.0242™ -2.71 -0.0098™" -0.83
DEBT +/- -0.0037 -0.61 -0.0065 -0.81
ECE + -0.0007 -0.42 -0.0001 0.04
R&D + 0.1393" 6.32 0.0992" 3.78
D1 ? 0.5217" 1.94 0.1561 0.42
D2 ? 0.0061 0.02 0.2658 0.71
D3 ? -0.3649 -1.21 -0.0203 -0.05
D4 ? 1.2468"" 4.30 1.3703" 3.24
D5 ? -3.8488"" -3.23 -4.1874" -3.34
D6 ? -1.5796™" -2.75 -2.3845™" -3.05
D7 ? 0.0957 0.30 -0.2982 -0.67
Y1 ? -0.0759 -0.43 -0.2544 -1.10
Y2 ? 0.0921 0.53 -0.7260"" -3.14
Intercept ~ ? -16.0.03™" -11.72 -17.62117 -8.70
N 632 632
% 489.29 326.59
L 2 ®iE s - PR ek ARG EART T & A w47 1% 5% 10% - 2
MK

2. REHXEFFLA2



R TR FIRL 4 2§ F ey 19

17 RETHRBRLIAEEFELH B

TB,, =& + o4 INT,  + @, SIZE,, + 2, AGE,  + @, DEBT, + asFCF;, + 2,GROWTH,
+> 4IND; + > | YEAR +¢

(")

TB;; = oy + 4,BAS; | + a,EFF & INN,  + a,SIZE; | + 4, AGE; ; + asDEBT; ; + o FCF,,

+a;GROWTH,  + > [ IND; + > §,YEAR, +¢ 8)
4 A7 318
hh i%fu % ¥ K t % #ic K tE
INT + 0.0982" 2.23
BAS + 0.0063 0.14
EFF&INN + 0.0585 1.57
SIZE +- -0.0142 -0.92 -0.0141 -0.91
AGE +- -0.0121™" -5.60 -0.0121™" -5.58
DEBT +- -0.6551"" -5.09 -0.6601"" -5.12
FCF + 0.0000”" 4.97 0.0000”" 4.96
GROWTH + 0.0033"" 6.43 0.0033™" 6.43
D1 ? -0.2514™" -3.86 -0.2506"" -3.85
D2 ? -0.2588"" -3.87 -0.2562"" -3.82
D3 ? -0.2735" -3.59 -0.2736" -3.59
D4 ? 03175 -4.91 -0.3143™ -4.79
D5 ? -0.3466"" -3.26 -0.3386" -3.12
D6 ? -0.4739™" -3.90 -0.4680"" -3.84
D7 ? -0.2722"" -3.47 -0.2698"" -3.42
Y1 ? 0.7877"" 13.45 0.7837"" 13.31
Y2 ? 0.5198"" 8.76 05175 8.72
Y3 ? 0.21117 3.60 02115 3.60
Y4 ? 0.2800"" 477 0.2801"" 476
Intercept ? 1.4133" 4.22 1.59717" 4.89
N 1089 1089
Adj R® 0.2896 0.2999
1 ek s B- PP ek SN EERT T & A w47 1% 5% 10% - 2
B R -
2. RETAFHFLE



20 Fig

= ~ 3R Rl
(- BRERFTRFIES 4 & & Fooc2 Fepp 4 43 ag°

APV Fep 2R T ERF AT TR ] o RF AT 4R
BORFO F 0 AFTEY 1L ¥ B FE A T2 (two—stage least
squares, 2SLS) f&id-k F E]Ma 3o A4 Rt R 0 A PE B R T B RSE
A Aph o LB XA R ot VIR R TR RGEL A 2 o ¥
oz Benp 4 MR AT o 1REd 2 /»*Je (Agarwal and Ramaswami, 1992; Suérez-
Ortega and A lamo-Vera, 2005; Kim and Vonortas 2014) > AFF gy 50T 1B ¥
amHAéﬁwki%&%?ﬁg%$¢%W%ﬂmﬁ@’ﬂwﬁpmﬁ»¢$m
31050 beta; (2)COMPETITION: o # 38 B hdes > 2 @ F i € ¥ g R'EC UE L
3% o Fpt > A7 7 % Herfindahl #ﬁ&%f?fé_’r‘ Hiw L (3)UNCERTAINTY:
lﬂi“ﬁ;’;’- NP HE 1’(4_?5{%' m*ﬂ:zﬁ, E{ % VB ,I’(:ggf%" _&fq.ﬂl’&’gtﬁ_ﬁfi]ﬁ:’tﬁo B r
a1 ERE ML R - RO BT

INT, = 3, + ,BETA, + B,COMPETITION;, + #,UNCERTAINTY,

+ < exogenousvariables > +u; + & @)

exogenous variables £4n tH031(1)(3)(B) ¥ 4¢ » e b 4 S o
PO ERRRFTRERTRL A B2 EE 2 Fohp 2 BRI AR
Wu-Hausman specification test » & % 4 ¢ Erad ~ AT T G20~ & 0 2 W @i
O R A R E :x°=3.08, p=0.0797; |37 & %””**i‘xz—B 21, p=0.0731;
SPRE : x?=2.81, p=0.0893) » @ £|FT#cE FreniN plE N 4 PR AT (X3=1.07,
p=0.3006) °
TR B REOE D R FA IR oA 850F o (DA AR T R RIE
4%““%&‘“?@% w8 (8 0.307 0 t i 1.862) o (2)% (3)W4E
LF A L 4 PR R E AR B d AR R T o BT R T
ﬁg&ﬁﬁi PN AIRTICR Hn B AIRT R T Ak F B EF L o B (38 91195 2
2945 ; #8595 7z £ 4.037) o £ 7 (A FH £ LR T A i 4 R
HEEEREZ T -5 87 BREFTRTEL AW EEFETE 3 HFL»
P (%% 0882 18 1.688) & bR KT > Y RMI TR IRL 4 g ¥
oz FPenp 4 MRS NESEHIE L7 K o

ERETRRIL A $3 L gt B

B TR p RECE IR BV A AT A T T T R Rk
R S T L T TR RTINS e 1.

Eq

DORHRER A RHOORR TR S 2 TR AR R NT SR



WRFR L 4 o fEH e

FIRL 4 e - P R PR FARL AT Aot TR ERRK T
BFaeE 4 & o £ e Meanp 2 prag o’

18 MEFTHATRS I #oEgno Mi—Y A1 5 RK

Rl e RIFTHCE Bk RIATE T EEWE
(1) (2) (3) 4)

INT 0.307" 9.1997" 8.595 0.882"
(1.862) (2.945) (4.037) (1.688)
SIZE 0.012"” 1.044™ 1.114™ -0.030
(2.515) (14.832) (12.468) (-1.458)

AGE -0.001 0.007 0.004 -0.009™"
(-0.761) (0.499) (0.344) (-2.999)
DEBT 0.159"" 1.673 1.393 -0.404
(2.644) (1.494) (1.194) (-1.831)

FCF 0.000 -0.000™" -0.000 0.000™"
(1.598) (-2.625) (-1.311) (3.526)

RD 0.151"" 0.041
(6.470) (1.401)

GROWTH 0.004™
(5.802)

D1 0.043™ 0.350 -0.408 -0.297"
(2.399) (1.234) (-1.014) (-3.739)

D2 -0.042" 0.693" 0.203 -0.223™
(-2.418) (2.023) (0.550) (-2.813)

D3 -0.022 0.698" 0.602 -0.214"
(-1.031) (1.685) (1.478) (-2.259)

D4 -0.046™" 1.765"" 1.346™ -0.296""
(-2.963) (5.123) (3.691) (-3.990)

D5 0.272" -4.473" -5.052"" -0.405™"
(10.122) (-3.626) (-3.788) (-3.218)

D6 0.020 -0.370 -1.735" -0.406™"
(0.627) (-0.540) (-2.220) (-2.814)

D7 0.007 0.143 -0.271 -0.289"
(0.393) (0.437) (-0.613) (-3.243)

TR RARE IR E ) TN AR R LR ERNT SR



22 §rg

%8 BERFTARFKLI o2 Bi—F 81 & 2% (¥)

G e RlaTHcR ot RIRTE Tk CERE
1) (2) 3) (4)
Y1 0.030 0.520™ 0.773" 0.864""
(1.496) (2.098) (2.329) (10.378)
Y2 0.049” 0.859"" 0.467 0.594™"
(2.227) (2.883) (1.240) (7.140)
Y3 0.026 0.260"
(1.576) (3.531)
Y4 0.013 0.308™"
(0.938) (4.473)
Intercept -1.762" -65.828"" -62.524"" -2.633
(-2.057) (-3.983) (-5.608) (-0.971)
N 1089 633 633 1089
Adj R? 0.081
72 366.287 494.840 340.220 360.812

xRk . *

L 2 RBFLE- PP i et FRMIEERT ~ # Auix 1% 5% 10% -
ZBEFRE -
2. RERHFHELL2¢
%2 9 V)W THIKRT R FERL 4 wrifu - PEF T EGH
PR (%8 0022-t8191) > H¢ > WpA#H e a4 ébﬁ—-ﬂpﬁv
L4 EFEL L (4800245t 1.96) it R FILF G & AIFTG hik
WM - PSP aEFRE (%85 0.004 0t E 043) P AP LF
RIATH PR L 4 MR T R RAA A G L 4 Ot p Y ok il 0 PR
&@+’ﬁﬁ—$?ﬁ%%ﬁﬂiﬁﬁ—ﬁo

N\

s&

% 9 B)-GC)F4FH £ T A ks 4 PRI RHE LIATH R B - o (3)
'*’(5>*fi”m*%ﬁff’*ﬁwwwm w&w - P RIATHCR B pIATE T

Gy AR FRE (%8 0209>z 8 1.116; %# 034457218 1.249) - L i&- #H A
WARFTRFGRL 4 248 28 F AT 2 M GT g (De@)F) » #i
?@lﬁﬁk&& i 4 it - Pen g ¥ AR B (14 #-0.6950 2 5-2.88) £

RIFTE S ox (#0646 > 2 ©-2.045) ¥ % A f & E > KA 0 RRT R 7D
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20 MEFTRFIRL S H g goc B hu- Pk

o ek L3R ok RIFT R4 2P
1) (2) 3) 4) () (6) ) (8)
INT 0.022” 0.209 0.344 0.113"
(1.910) (1.116) (1.249) (2.221)
BAS 0.024” -0.695 -0.646 " -0.004
(1.959) (-2.879) (-2.045) (-0.076)
EFF&INN 0.004 0.544™ 0.666 0.070*
(0.428) (3.032) (2.591) (1.627)
SIZE 0.021™" 0.021™" 1.166"" 1.150™" 1.278™ 1.238" -0.036™ -0.036™
(5.114) (5.133) (15.660) (15.790) (12.743) (12.473) (-1.996) (-1.982)
AGE -0.002"" -0.002"" -0.030™" -0.029™ -0.024 -0.022 -0.013™ -0.013™"
(-2.911) (-3.075) (-2.735) (-2.683) (-1.708) (-1.540) (-5.029) (-4.999)
DEBT 0.092" 0.0917" -1.347" -1.2117 -1.262 -1.022 -0.705"" -0.712"
(2.701) (2.663) (-1.772) (-1.648) (-1.281) (-1.077) (-4.637) (-4.673)
FCF 0.000 0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 0.000™" 0.000™"
(0.925) (0.837) (-0.769) (-0.794) (-0.739) (-0.584) (4.391) (4.385)
RD 0.141™ 0.140™ 0.103™ 0.100™"
(5.243) (5.361) (3.145) (3.161)
GROWTH 0.004™ 0.004™

(7.291) (7.293)

A8 v s p2



29 RRFTRIEL S A FHc2 M ik—hur- Pk (X)

Y e L3R ok RIFT R4 2P
1) (2) 3) 4) () (6) ) (8)

D1 0.058™" 0.058™" 0.645" 0.554" 0.424 0.221 0279 -0.278™
(3.427) (3.435) (2.042) (1.758) (1.005) (0.517) (-3.670) (-3.647)

D2 -0.0617" -0.0617" 0.198 0.143 0.665 0.408 -0.3007" -0.297"
(-3.489) (-3.521) (0.611) (0.445) (1.550) (0.933) (-3.848) (-3.797)

D3 -0.047” -0.048™ -0.155 -0.324 0.352 0.271 -0.328" -0.329"
(-2.381) (-2.394) (-0.437) (-0.911) (0.767) (0.589) (-3.696) (-3.701)

D4 -0.057"" -0.061"" 1.297" 1.259™ 1.725™ 1.551" -0.354™" -0.348™
(-3.381) (-3.572) (3.860) (3.742) (3.655) (3.242) (-4.699) (-4.564)

D5 0.292" 0.283™ -3.252"" -3.063™ -3.297" -3.187" -0.392" -0.378™"
(10.531) (10.024) (-2.675) (-2.485) (-2.528) (-2.421) (-3.169) (-2.993)

D6 -0.002 -0.002 -1.4817 -1.589™ -2.012” -2.202” -0.549"" -0.542""
(-0.068) (-0.075) (-2.155) (-2.320) (-2.158) (-2.359) (-3.880) (-3.819)

D7 0.014 0.011 0.091 0.253 -0.071 -0.010 -0.3007" -0.296"
(0.696) (0.531) (0.239) (0.663) (-0.141) (-0.020) (-3.295) (-3.234)

Y1 0.020 0.022 0.005 -0.131 -0.616™" -0.709™" -0.103" -0.109"
(1.443) (1.608) (0.029) (-0.747) (-2.633) (-3.050) (-1.683) (-1.773)

Y2 0.008 0.009 -0.632" -0.635""
(0.616) (0.626) (-10.201) (-10.244)

Yoy vxe ¥ T 5, pyildd
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29 RRFTRIEL S A FHc2 M ik—hur- Pk (X)

Y sk L3R ok BT ok
1) (2) 3) 4) () (6)

Y3 0.003 0.002

(0.196) (0.152)
Intercept -0.350"" -0.386°  -18.281"" -15.922" -20.447 -17.884""

(-4.059) (-4.569)  (-11.656) (-10.045) (-8.839) (-7.590)
N 871 871 435 435 435 435
Adj R?
7 293.193 296.489 339.781 349.105 229.803 235.352

gk ] 4 r 1% ~ 5% 10%2 kg ¥ KO o

A%v 8 o
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