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Abstract: The objective of the study is to investigate the effects of
implementing  activity-based management (ABM) on company
performance in Taiwan. We account for the endogeneity of implementing
ABM and use the probit two-stage method to examine the effects of ABM
on company performance. The sample covers 179 listed companies in
2005. Data were obtained from TEJ data base and questionnaires collected
by the study. We found companies that implemented ABM performed
better than those companies that did not. The study not only uses a more
appropriate approach to rich the insufficiency of prior literature, but also

offers lessons for managers when they consider implementing ABM.
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L’I‘J”F‘t B AL R ZE'FJ;‘E"}; EEa 2 EI::‘]:,: A %‘\I A A 4 o AR s
itg@a1 8@ FEAAH I (activity-based management » 11 T f Fi

ABM)%«EL&;’,B},BW?? 152 - cRPrk B AgIE
TR N A A RAA CEFHLRERE 0 AR
.Lzﬁq%,.g@ﬁ:q\ﬂw\ﬁm NEEFPREF S AR ERIATFAA
A o TERHF LS B AL R TR MR B 4
XA P AR F Rl R RS BT ER
A2 i L é_r-pl PRIE2_ T o iEA f o FEea 4 cABMp B E K
© R G g EFEA K2 § 21 & (Bjornenak and Mitchell,
2002) - Rt e 5 3F 5 2 74 75 ABM (Kaplan, Shank, Horngren,
Boer, Ferrara, and Robinson, 1990; Nanni, Dixon, and Vollman, 1992 )
FEEPR > P& B ABM s TR E o

BE 2% ABM = it 2R LM L B E B AR M 2
ABMem 3 £ > 3 FE3 B %227 (Cooper and Kaplan, 1999;
Bhimani and Pigott, 1992) ~ =iz 2 5 % 2 & (Cagwin and Bouwman,
2002; Gosselin, 1997; Swenson, 1995) 12 2 B30 H 9 %5 & # 2 7] 3
( Cagwin and Bouwman, 2002; Krumwiede, 1998; McGowan and
Klammer, 1997 ) - Cooper, Kaplan, Maisel, Morrissey, and Oehm (1992)
#10 ABM i & p e E 34 1B > 2 B2 ABM %5 = sz 4p B 2 [f’c
Lo RHmA- F IR ABMF J/.a‘ffgﬂ o 7 % »x (Cagwin
and Bouwman, 2002; Kennedy and Affleck-Graves, 2001 ) » i 7% 5 £ 7
e ABMT Adeig #4273 & 5 B2 (Datar and Gupta, 1994,
Gordon and Silvester, 1999) - F]4t » ABM# 2 2§ »x2 p A= 3 v &
BEAEEY - BEL W ;L“ =X (Gordon and Silvester, 1999; Kennedy
and Bull, 2000) - ~F % % ¥ %% { i F #4470 k¥Ed ABM
oz o

W4 L I ABM & 2 9 ok B R < S ER - A fF T
B e AR ABERKAG ha T HRE Y ABM A4 £ 1§ % ABM
FINPEE G EEE D A LR % ABM AR S 2 Sk e
Cagwin and Bouwman (2002) 7 7 # & 5 R 2 F M (4o A TR E
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LEZ T ABM > Flot > 2P £ EF % ABM » ¢ X 3R ﬁ%{
T B B« F]F 02 58 o L 7 s Ittner, Lanen, and Larcker (2002) # ! ABM
2 FE T AP AERIRE > s adF i ABM & 2 2 5o el
PP AT 05 ABMAR G N 2 il 4 I R T g
S5 FRHESHBEAL BT cmAFT T RPESP R % ABM
2_FE o R prOblt A FFE iz 3+ 2 72 (probit two-stage methods) ¥7 3
F S ABMEH 2 & 052 4 e AT L B R R LR BT A AT
7}91’&%?1;%7 * »i"* TR EFBR TG LTS ABM %A o
R D BT ABM 2 2 PR RAH T H G R G 5
ﬂgffnoﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁm\ﬂéwAmu W%’%%%*’ﬁ
BHHTARE C 2P L 2 F e 2e &¢I (Total Quality
Management > ™ T A TQM) 2. 2 & > g ifw € F 3% ABM °
AR BB RELET R ERp v‘;[;w;: BEIEE Y&
PHAERZ TR R PR 2 RKFE S S ESRRATHEA
B ERE FLERZEH FREFTT U o
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Eé_r‘;ﬂ é&]# ﬁﬁlq%ﬁﬁ, lé‘ "Z—II% i< @ ./u’:i‘\'ﬂ\g /f ‘:/Lngf
ARELFERRT "rfﬁ»? P 0 F R B PF ks

AR EF Y CRERASSATUA LY > F RN PR A H#E
FRy 2335 A 583 AF DT RG> 22 {HFmas A
7 3. (Gordon and Silvester, 1999) - i*¥ A # & 1 (activity-based
management > ™ F @ f ABM) & ik s AF 0 ABM FiE T
FEeh AT Fe EF R RIFE B EA S PRABETIR) R A
et (Ittner etal.,2002) » (F:&— # =0 ﬂw;;;,_ % +7 (McGowan and
Klammer, 1997) > 584 % % 2 & ¢ £ 5 ' 22 2 B sgde ) (8 andn
a #Ivg A 2 vt B enir %42 (Cooper and Kaplan, 1991; Carolfi,
1996) > g B G gt B eniE R AR 0 U B A B W 0 MR
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3Tk Az enizie (Morrow and Ashworth, 1994; Turney, 1991) » &
FrEFed B EPFF (Anderson and Young, 1999;
Ostrenga, Ozan, Harwood, and Mcllhattan, 1992) 2. p & » 3 5 & & %
BLF % ABM {¢ » ¥ %2 o 2 2t (Compton, 1996)

#3 § B ABM~ABC 2 7 1 1 & 4531 ABC e & Fapid(+
5 019925 F A jF 0 1996) ~ =i ABCH * R 242 (Cagwin and
Bouwman, 2002; Gosselin, 1997; Swenson, 1995) ~ABCl %/ % (2
EE 20045 F B R0 19965 § &5 > 1992 5 Cooper and Kaplan, 1999;
Bhimani and Pigott, 1992 ) 2 2. 3FABC = # enff 42 %] % (#9471= > 1999 ;
Shields, 1995; Foster and Swenson, 1997; McGowan and Klammer, 1997,
Krumwiede, 1998; Cagwin and Bouwman, 2002 ) - &% Cooper et al.
(1992) 42 11 4% 17 ABM 1 & p B W4 B A 2T {4 v
FHABMEr o 7 vz 4p B v;[%z R = i S

FLAT A NABME 2 P gk G &g 95 o Kennedy and
Afﬂeck—Graves (2001) 4= W+ 1000 < (& B3 F e~ F
KPR ) PP RFENL AT REEHRE ABM ¥ 20 4 ﬁ{{"
% e F o Cagwin and Bouwman (2002) %7 3 7rdn &) » & R & 4
THRT (e AFARELELMEE) > FABME L TR F 2 i
5 B Fenm4ph o Ittner et al. (2002) 4442 WAE ¥R HEFALH
B ABM 0 A S ST EUE Y PR ey e‘iéﬁ Fehi 4p
Fﬁ»°WF\i’1 (1999) "EpP W E 2L % > B b ¥

RS ABMIS > AP AR P A Al F 0 {2 AR v ik
BogFRw AR A BREALAS BT GPFER R E
BmERE UGG FF g G aecL 2R -

a7 AT A HABMI A $E 2 @ gt koG hE .

Cooper and Kaplan (1999) 45 ! » & 2t & i3 fo i ™ 4 %5 ABM 36 ¢
K F o JF A TR LBk 5 0 Datar and Gupta (1994) % 3 = ABM
TS AR HR TR AR A RS A X s F @ K e
* =8 + eg 3% o Lyne and Friedman (1996) 45 ) > § £ % o 2 9 %
ABM{S » 3 A 4edf 3 % kg o gt #h o Shicer (1990) 45 41 3 iz 5
S Rk :b‘i&;ﬁr ABM e 257 1ecd o @ N IRE R INPA TR s o @
Gordon and Silvester (1999) 745 &1 % » ABM £ = & i ¥ & % 2
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B % o Ittner et al. (2002) /7 7 % % Rt > ABM 7§ 5 RIE3TF A
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¢ 7 Heiieni G #2485 Banker, Bardhan and Chen (2008) ip It ABM
RARC N RS
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2 Ad A G RGN 0 & ABM 2 E 2 40 M #E
Fj‘ﬁ%ﬁ*i‘kﬂ PR A BT ERORRAE ) AT A AW { BT

A RIFEHR S ABM #H 2 F HcdF 3 2o o
Cooper and Kaplan (1991) ip i3k 7 ABM #7173 imq,m E € FI
FEEA A G LB g 2P B G s R 2 9% ABM
R ERE VoA AR K o gt ¢k Tttner et al. (2002) ”T:}F, ABM7
T-EE EF LRI &p#ﬁAmﬂf?j?ﬁﬁm%
G BARETE RS ABM ARG 2 B8 IR 0 F DR T
BE oo Bt AT MR FABMAR B P 4 R80T 0 1 4E 3 ABM
HE P A B

% ABM 7 a2 & A gz o
Av\ﬁ'v"{ﬂ fﬂ e B2 EE AR > i
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mOE AR AR GRS TR
4 2% (Cooperetal., 1992) »

B DB 7 ABM #30 2 At g g g
P2 g g AR(T ABM 02 P 4 i o

N R LS A2 Y

AFTARFEARRP L PG % ABM $ 20 P k2 BE
2005 & AT HEF - FHARLE S T SBEAITHEFTHE (TE)),
EAFTRENE c AFTURE S A FH684 R P AF (B %
FRETH DL 27 ) 2l 3752 1T Rt d L3 7%
ABM- 2 ($ 7 B ERHATFME D NL LRI wIfiek 187 e
AP w5 2734% A FAEE R 22 AL B Rr e
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MRS 3 (497)
BIETA 2K ®)
Pl 179
7 Ew
Brg ¥ 51 197 51 25.89
BAHEAEE 90 369 90 24.39
ER T 15 44 15 34.09
#e 23 74 23 31.08
&3t 179 684 179 26.17
TR - BMEFTAZ ARG FATIE LU e B RE LU E 0
AR FEPERARLIFN AR LWL AL RERTGESR

MR A

SIREET BB ARERGEIEY N T RE%RY A
(179 3O & 4% Rff & (497 FO 2 2 7 £ (RH~ A ffs 2 4]

CUE Y EferE) R HELR AL 207 0w R

AE AT BRAZ TR AP RSN E F e LAl
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#aw o FRE ABM 2 & *;\:%‘?i"a R &R UE-EWFF TR
PP IR ST REIEERT L TR F o AR ER
K AR PP F R
22 THEATATREAL OB PLE
) = ok o -
b TN 2v Rk A 250k =
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W3 3t ABM &2 2 goeh 2 Ay 0 & 51 - B e
o a2 & FHF% ABM AR5 *F 4 S ¥ 7 ABM g %52 % 2
B 2K 2 2% o Ittner et. al (2002) #% 1) = 2 2% % ABM R
s 2 RH F]G £ ?K@‘}%T’TABMQ PR F R P

RIS}

:.)“-

LR FLEFEZ FEHE ABM #E 2 (Cagwm and Bouwman,
2002) ’i?:lffﬁfjfti—fﬁé\’ - «4?& TE2 5T ABMo Fpt > 27 £ F
P ABM § % IR & # URB A TR P A3 ABM & 2

PErr M AR BREE TF S ABM AL P 4 SlckiFE > 7 F D
B AR % R E ”mﬁ&gﬁ 4 3% (Greene, 2003 ) o F]p+ »
AFT T ER* probit & FEEC 3 2 (probit two-stage method ) #5317
5 ABM &2 o 2 ' 22 B B+ (Maddala, 1983) -

AR WAl E 7oA BIA o % - BRI RF TR % ABM

PG PE 0 F D FRFARY R EL PR ABM 2 Tl o
mNFEFEEE ABM 2 X w - Bz B e H A e T

2P 2% =a+bABM, +cXl, +¢& (% - ﬁ;:&ﬁﬂ; )
ABM, =f+eX2, +¢, (%= ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁs;t) ...................................... (1)

ABM;%’Q?{@‘%’*?ABM EFESE X1 2 X2 A H 5
2P gz F% ABM 2 ¥kt A% ¥t AFEFHEIRELS
Maddala (1983) ¥ probit A FAE R3S FARAE R o T 4w
U R BF SN RGRP e

(-)R*% ABM 2 @ a2 B8 (¥ - ﬁ%i&ﬁﬁ;\i )

3t ABM 255l G2 575 0 51U é%?:
(Ittner et al., 2002) - k& » %» iz

' KET§ % probit 4 FEFE f;'.; = ;% (probit two-stage method ) % ¢ it § * ABM %
Bew A gl e 21 11%‘5—" ¥ - IFE G F % ABM $irg ch 2 %ﬁ’zfé’z\probit%&ﬁﬁ?
(d 729 ABM 5 - ST v "]'%ﬁ”r"\_l-ti\ﬁﬂ 41 * probit
U EERAE I"ii\ﬁﬁ““”#ﬁ? ‘f NP F % ABM 2 FF o ) a‘&lpuk?‘a’@
ABM $#cnfg it iE o % 2 PR ,ll Lt E R A F %5 ABM BT » ¥ -
BRI Y RS 5 ABM $0 2 P son B
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w2 Hoc A F AR 2 dp ik (B Lapth) @ 3 S Rdi2 Hocdp
T (R kdpth) A 2P md gy §Es:FEAd F 2P RR
ERFHE DT ARG LY il 4 i 2 7 2§ > (Bharadway,
Bharadwaj, and Konsynski, 1999; Dwivedi and Jain, 2005 ) ° #]pt » A2
1 Fg ok (Tobin’s Q) k §Fg o 7 e ok o ¥ ¥ Tobin’s Q -
{@5’ % ABM z m# %8 (ABM) T3 % %8 RHEFED L
305209 % ABM PR 10 &% aABM?{EJ&w 0o ok s
TRPN S ARM 2 R Tobin’s Q 2 # B Rl > 22 A
A 20 % - R EP: Ao o

T‘:’n‘g &?{y ﬂ“_, H

Tobin's Q = a + ,ABM + B,GP + B, INDA + 4,INDB
+B,INDC + BSIZE + p,AGE + BJIT + S, TQM
+BERP+ B, BSC+e, e (2)

et

=
Tobin’s Q= (¥ & " éd B+ 4Fw%? E+L 8§ § +Ed § F)
VAT A
ABM=137% 9% ABM % » g9 % F R 50-
GP= A4 ¥ JI 2 F F= Fl by £l b o

INDA=15 @53 % ZRX 500
INDB=1:z 3 fH A% > ZRKE0-
INDC=13 &fR'&¥ > R0

SIZE= B 1 ~ #cPp R4tk -
AGE= 28 & = # # -
JNT=1573 % 2 @2 A& (Justin Time > 2™ f§ 4 JIT) #]
fi;fﬂz 1#3%&—%25”6/{%00
x5 TQMﬁ‘;IJfgdz’ﬁ? SHRIRE0
& ¥ 7 /R3] (Enterprise Resource Planning
R ER) 4 sk EREHRIR A0
BSC=1% 3 § *% & f=3- 4~ + (Balanced Scorecard » ™ & f§ i
BSC) 41A 4 » &7 % FRIR 50
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1. %8 (Tobin’sQ)

Tobin's Q # 2% Fif AT AL IES § Eont F kfFg
(Bontis, 1999) - ## 3 ikiyxiEd }F*Je ( Chung and Pruitt, 1994; Frye,
2004; Young,2005) Mg & B @2 B Frke ERFE P HFH E o

(3 957 B+ 4wk

Tobin's Q =

Em AL S

RpEd g > FRY FL L E RS F LM > &7
EEFELANTFERY P Y ¥ 5 2 (Trueman, Wong, and Zhang,
2000) - T EL F AP 2P H ks AL 2d NI R
R E A L2 Y ELH LB MBI o AT RBPRE (2004) 2
FLUgELIFEF (GP) kipdl A 22 P Hqh - w3
Toeptth o d N A g EE G ARl 4 B o Ak &
¥ A 475 4e 1 324 (Cagwin and Bouwman, 2002; Ittner et al.,
2002) « AFETHEPNAES ST BRAL B PEHAL b
FrEEZ H e A X URESERLATAEEM KX E INDA ~ INDB
7% INDC = §#c> %5 @5 A %> P INDAK 5 1 B f3 A %
PIINDB% 5 117 &fia£% - INDCRK 5 1 FIZ £32 7 4
FERE L R GAIFH G B od 2 RHF F (SIZE) o
gl e flBE Faks F AR oo ST AR o P B k-
7 44 (Gosselin, 1997; Ittner et al., 2002) » e i3 7§ %
A= o BT EIEH D e o AT RED 2 )I?e (Libby and Waterhouse,
1996) » 1 1 A BB f A HHEIE D H )2 P L A - A
Pas g (AGE) fi 4 » HE Y 2e% fis o $0 448§ 1 B4
( Cheng, Wang, and Weng, 2000; Ittner et al., 2002 ) » ¢x3g 8 * % 5
B e F R S IT HIRT 4 & 487758 cnd g #0 i §
»xH_F B4 & ¢7(Cua, McKon, and Schroeder, 2001; Kinney and Wempe,
2002) - Ittner et al. (2002) 3% 5 % {7 JIT 41 & 3 F13° 5 »e2 22 > g.—cu,_
¥HANTHART EHEXPE > P> % 5 1 5 TQM 4] A 1 *

LR AN R R T SR N BENVE: SUEE N R £ o (E. R
Bagihaz > 3 £ 8 $ox (Cuaetal,2001) > #47 TQM 414 ¢
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B 6 R PR JAT G ek el % 8
EAH 2L LRI T R EekE (2004)1%‘ % % BT ERP
e “”‘ﬂtﬁgp o (FEFFE 2 o P 5 Hac o Tttner et al.

(2002) "’T;Z.x:; ERP ,: f/u,:-\ ’ﬁ "’}J"E'z\ﬁéfii’e;(tg7 ‘?IE' ;‘ ’éI7EﬁF1 A
LIBSCHIEM-ERZ MR E @S - 2o dd Ry I@rﬁiﬂ
i % TR b R TR G o 0 | T 5B 2P AR a2 H:@H#tﬂ
SR Mg WA LA IR e Tl e g Bt ok e
(Hoque and James, 2000; Maiga and Jacobs, 2003 ) - # & # 3¢ {7 BSC
TR g%fgh}ﬁig—;fé;: CIEH S e LD o

C)EE>PR% ABM 2 %1% (%= ﬁ%i&ﬁ%;“)

ﬁ-i}aﬁﬁpiiﬂul,_ T & TR 5 ABM 2 E 5 S e Bide
'g prl J" 4 3 (Shields, 1995; Foster and Swenson, 1997 ) ~ it 4
'g v % ‘@ukf’ﬂ—i vt (Shields, 1995; Ittner et al., 2002) ~ = & F 3
2 & £ 4 (Chenhall and Langfield-Smith, 1998; Cagwin and Bouwman,
2002) 2 A& ¥ k4 M4 (Cagwin and Bouwman, 2002) % /=7 >
& ABM | & #& % = 5 - Ittner et al. (2002) :}F] iz 25 ABM = 74
—Lﬂ%‘:'?ﬁ"*ﬂ‘i[_‘{@ m\jﬁ”‘ ABM %)% > F i Aipdt
ToXF R ABMEE E 2 € i 0P 5 RE LR 7 ABMo
Fle R 50812 f‘b%&%ﬁi(%f’rABM—ﬁﬁl’?ﬁ =0) >
#$% probit model & (748 5 > AT T IIpARBE 2 )l?rﬁ TRz B
L S A RS ﬁ,’ii&ﬁp’f;‘ » 4o
ABM =a + fTobin's Q+ 4,COST + f,COM + 4,IND
+BSIZE + BJIT + B, TQM + B,ERP + f,BSC
+B,GP+f AGE+e, e (3)
He
COST =4 % & & b £z » et i) o
COM = {245 A% Herfindahl Hirschman Index (Iy) %3+ % & ¥
B AR :is? »S,=q,/Q » Si=iF BB 2P k5
G=BBIRE 2§ FR M ER Q=TT L RF LY F
for EAR e
IND=1 % @i ¥ > TR 5 0
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1.7 %% (ABM)

ARFELFHAPELET S ABM 2 F1F @ L FF % ABM 1%
R FREABMHFRG 1 BREFRKG 0

2.p ¥

d *“%Imﬂ*‘l)i ETELS ol AR FK?IE’_#‘JE.J"*E ¥ ePHAgE
HERF £ F o A B (Y A EH 1 2004) o gt o
Poig KER B R eieam g £ 7% TQM R F b & #
(Mosadegh Rad, 2006) - F]gt » & = m%éxﬁﬁ% ) ﬁ -
Fleng @1 2 > P FRTERIESNENHZE S UFFTREF RS D
TEE A TR vé&:%—’tﬁr, (Tobin’s Q) ## &= P4 g it 4 &
# ABM it {7 - Chenhall and Langfield-Smith (1998) 3% 5 B~ = A A
F2 farg ekt o s ABM I 24 ¥ S AEE R
BPge B2 AN A FERPE T ABM 47 110 27 47
##4 3 {7 ABM (Cagwin and Bouwman, 2002, Krumwiede, 1998 ) -
e At E (COST) #2347 ABM 7 A€ & v g > »
» & o Cagwin and Bouwman (2002) 45 I} % R#E BT » § %
ABM g7 I s gL e BT > 27 § % F % ABM> 247 3
195 5 AF 4 < 45 % (Herfindahl-Hirschman mdex) KiFE L A2 R -
Fx#ﬂﬁz (COM) A& g &1 ¢ BRAER > “T A FART 3L > FRHAEY)

5 cABM Azihrteicd W EGRE TN LA HREED
%L+&xnm i g4 Kl ERANE T RE L LE A
ABM (Gordon and Silvester, 1999; SAS institute, 2005) > A% 3 ™
Bt (IND) k47 2 2475 - W ¥ 5 13 204 X0 5 00 7
B s 3 o ARHE(SIZE) # 6 o} 27 FlRT 0 A § AT
FE LR 0 ABM #E ] RO P 'rﬂ?‘)”%;_)i"’ﬁa ( Hicks,
1999) & F = @ RPH S PF o Bl KRG DT /)%Wt’% Fadd H AR
# 1 {v% (Gosselin, 1997; Cagwin and Bouwman, 2002) - F]pt 3g 8 =
Woa koo pleb s H ’gi"llf-%ir'JIT TOM-~ERP 2 BSC &4/ » ¥
MERES ABM 2 4t (7 0 T3 A 4p = 2 B % (Krumwiede, 1998; Shaw,



1998; Swenson, 1998; Cagwin and Bouwman, 2002; Baxendale and Jama,
2003; Maiga and Jacobs, 2003 ) > #§ & & ¢ FE L ap g LA RPE > H
% ABM 2 Vg e 3 > FH 3w 50 oo
peeb s ARy # 4% Hausman test k # B ABM p 2 (K 2 3
o2 o

B.RpLs

R —“’;ﬁ%fgl? *5 ABM 2. F]Z% > ] * probit % [} &f*’*iw P

2P PR ARTRLPHT, BRE LT RELSE

_%gﬁév\ﬁl;/i’ff*ﬁ ) 5#;1‘?; % ABM @z M3 % ‘*%A,\ﬁa ;g
.]:}_4,\7]::? o

~ 9% ABM 2 72 B4

vtk A ? (179 3O F 43 Rdg e F %5 ABM (24%) » j& % 3
TENG A% ABM 2 27 0 H gk § EEfS R SRR
1AHHS o B RR AR S ABM 2 27 0 ¢ § g 2

d -
FrTiE > R ;:Lta\v}frfﬁff@ﬁ#'li%% 10 B %

%3 F &7 ABM 27 ip M B2 T5E

A% ABM 2. 2 ¢ & F % ABM 2. o &
Tobin’s Q 0.74 0.38
AL E & 9.69 3.52
R S 2,861 991
A 37.09 38.31
S 0.79 0.81

A3V A5 e 4 B > A7 3 41 * Hausman (1978) ¢t 2 Bz > 1T }IJi&ETT?
WAk TH)0=0
Tobin’s Q= ay +a;ABM +a,X+o Resid_ ABM +¢
#¢ > Resid ABM 7% @ 34(2) % 34 (3)#7F 7t 24 Rigest ABM e fFehm £ @
404 ABM ¥ Tobin’s Q 5 %P £ M % > P| Resid ABM # &% § H g% > 2 %
HiEo#7 5F IES 0o=0 (R EBEFE > TEEP ABM £ Tobin’s Q ¥ it
AR TR o

o

F
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