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Abstract

Given the lack of empirical study targeting mature industry, using data from Taiwan’s
textile, food, and chemicals industries, this study examines the performance consequences of
trademark and innovation and their determinants. The main results of this study show that
firms are more likely to rely on the strategic importance of trademark if they have greater
levels of advertisement intensity and R&D intensity, and lower ratios of operating leverage.
Innovating firms are more likely to adopt the make-and-buy innovation strategy if they own
less ““important” patents and have more resources to support their employees’ innovation
efforts, higher R&D intensity, and larger size. This study provides evidence in support of the
contingency viewpoint. The findings suggest that the strategic fit of a trademark delivers
better performance in terms of such measures as EPS, sales growth rate, operating profit
ratio, and accounting broad-index. Superior accounting performance also results from the
strategic fit of innovation. The strategic fit of the trademark can only facilitate increases in
new product quantity, whereas both the make-and-buy strategy and strategic fit of
innovation can drive new product profitability. Finally, the results demonstrate that the
strategic fit of the trademark is more closely associated with the firm’s performance than is
the strategic fit of innovation.
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FIEBAC IR AT » o7 i B ff 2% 115 8 38 s 2 10 3 1 SE AR 1 SRS 1
(Aaker, 1991; Hall, 1993; Cervifio & Cubillo, 2004; Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006) » {>ZEE
HRE AR ARERE . —  (REARERSEE BRR MBS » B RIREE RS T
IR R SR & FET S-Sl » R4 A SRR AR (Hoskisson, Hitt, Wan, & Yiu,
1999; Hawawini, Subramanian, & Verdin, 2003) - 3TH2E 35 e 5L & & R FL iR E B
(Resource-Based Viewpoint ; RBV) EdjESEf L (Industrial Organization ; 10) B fE
PR R Z 52 (Stoelhorst & Van Raaij, 2004; Weerawardena, O'Cass, & Julian,
2006; O'Cass & Ngo, 2007) - FhiREIfHER R > w]%1 RBV 3 1 B iR (e ay & i vl
LI i SRR+ AH AR PEET AN 28 R AR SERY SRS MY 5 1 1O {8350 A SR I iy s 8
RN Al L BRI TE e A SIS (B R T 2 R - IS - SRISE S5 —IRII ST
PRy TR 225 (Strategic Fit) A E BB 1 SRS AV ENIA] (Drazin & Van de Ven,
1985; Venkatraman, 1989; Venkatraman & Prescott, 1990; Lukas, Tan, & Hult, 2001) - 5§
JRIE » AT DARAREAS [R] B8R B A PRET ra A i DR B L1 ~ BT SR A A Sy
IR o A — (B R A7 AE B — 19184 (Dominant) SR © B RAAT SR B S2 1Y
12 SEERSNIRIENE RIS Y 13 » 2 AR A PRSI & B SE A BRI
WERISERH - 88 BB S EMERR L (Contingent Viewpoint) » E5RIAMFAE B EERY
g - PRI RIS B A ZE AR B RS TR M AHEE & - 38 AT 1S A AR
% o

B8 ~ Bran B AR SR AR 2 » M BB R PRI - T L
Mo R AR AEZE T - (Hi2 - ARIBRTRESE E RrIfEus A5 - 2007 £/ T &
B A (FE D BUR - BRI EAE Fy 7.26 fE3E0T0 » #Mi— e ahRE
B Ry 1.87 {8 » s RIEREE M+ 14 o H » BEANE R RE EE 79% &R E
FEEEFTEIESE - HEE = EE s Sl SRR E N & - NE 2
Pt B BT RS - AR EL I A E ZHVER o Jua st B BT SR ¥
REIN#GH% ~ BBl B SERIEE g B EAR] - Al D E I SE T TG » (RIBL - AR
WFFEE LIRS ~ BB LA A S R T TeE 52 - [BIE F MEWFTERTE 25— - Bl
TR B P A R SRR S B S P 4] 2 A SRSV AR © B8 > P AR A 1 S
TR S 2 BT ELRERE ) 2

AT A v R DU N AIRFEERR © E5E - AWERIR i R AR b ~ BIETER
e S AN [FI AR AR GRS rn B ~ e B FI=R ~ B ERae =R - EEtiE A et - 8

AR H 2003 FEADEBTEIYER T SRR S EERE - REPEEBYEAYSE LR - A
LR (REsEET]) (BusinessWeek) T 4xBR 100 ASHRREHZES | AHIEIAYSRRGEEE (R AT - SRR
AEhEE R 2N F] Interbrand USSR - fE S RALM B AT - B LT -
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IR REL I EAER ) B2 o SRRV E RS R ER 2 e m I ny &= /7= > JiRE
a8 JEIAAE 1 25 B D SE TR IS B R A = 3tk (Geringer, Tallman, & Olsen, 2000; Qian &
Lee, 2003) - #5HH ELli AN [FI T 4 2 45 3 RIS AT SIS I RCE 1 - BB e T (it
BSY ~ BB SREBUFEFTE EEIZE o SUBS Fbaii BT SR B A1 A B
T o SRR SR B T SRR AR A B AR o SR - 25 BT SRS AR G e SRS R - A
RSP AR - TR N e S R BRI A Sl 2 Bl - Z0EH -
MIE KB (2005) ZEHLE G - Bin S EE SR H B AR 2 JEAYT -
B SETI I (EEERR G 2 7 - BURFRY 2006 FEHEHRY T ShR S s eEtsE | - [F4E
Ay T BEEHERIEE =R AN, o BIiEIHE S A S ~ AP SEE -
P& EMEE - AR e DS EBCR BT R b - 55 BB
Wes ~ SRS PR EL A2 B A AR I B GRERASIT ST FE B - FEHAEIE S LERAR - AT
Fef3 DIELER 1O ~ RBV ELSRIS M S S PHARAY-E RO » 0 T FERGAR A ~ BT SRRy B
BRI Refr] - 25 = - POtERUIHoE 2 N Ham e ol AV - AWFSEE T ERErE
ORI TCRE SR - PEIE R AT A TR T FC B0 FI RIS P S AV « 280 - ARBFefi
FEIERHE RIS ~ RO SRR B A SRR (B AR - e - 8
B R R B e AR ) » AT EE G SRR ER B B X1 5 P B BB A ny S [ U7 ik e R
(Common Method Variance) » fxf% » 7 3558 FRFS By ¥R B b o O L A AHE 1Y 52
%% (Weerawardena et al., 2006) » AHFFELABCRIHZE 32 Rt ST 52 - LRI BIHT BEL R AR oR
W E AR - BB B A SRR G R -

AR TR B Ry SORK IR B B B R 2 e - BB =R IE 73k » BRIE R
I~ BEUE BB RS - SR A E R SR T 0T o SRR Rkl am B -
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&~ NMRERETE AR R

— ~ FEER Sh RS SR RS e

B AR BRI Ry A SE N SRR W P A AN S A R RSB IR - ARE
BIERHARARY (Barney, 1991; Peteraf, 1993) < #iH] Peteraf (1993) S & HAYVYIEHHIER
#E » AKRWFTER R R R T R 2 RIE S 1B - UR RIS TR © 25— RS B
GRFE - T ERIFEERYE ~ IRBILAERR » G TFRBE MR ESK « 25 [RIRpsis
HY R T A HIBUN P RA —E VAR - BUBHBEE - iR e A E LIt 7 HaiRE
FHITER - 3= PR — HEERR - Rt BN HE 3 - Mg E e A
BT ETEIRFRE - 58 - iR — HAuERR - EERESEH - A EFSERR
FIEESFAYTER (Aaker, 1991; Cervifio & Cubillo, 2004; Semadeni, 2006) -

SRR 25 LR A 35 3k 2K B an R Y &R - H B BF 2y & A] 58 25 2 [0] JE fR 3R
(Respondent Biases) » 223 ELA N = Bh - 258 LUE FE R R BORHME R Ry B2 &
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(Cohen, 1986; Andrews & Smith, 1996; Mendonca, Pereira, & Godinho, 2004; Giarratana &
Torres, 2007) * E5% » pafFBlE LG E ~ B AR UAR - M Bl AR R REERSCR -
HR$E Akerlof (1970) WY BH & - oA 'E B 8 J7 ¥ 52 28 ol 7 £ & AR B/ (Information
Asymmetry) 1R » & B A B B AR L R AR = BE R (E A i B (Price
Premium) » @SB AR EHE G LUESIUERGIERY T2 SRAAEE T TR TR - H
R o RS A — R (Signal) - AMHEEEE J715 LIRGEEERIY 72X » 2KEk &
' E AR AR EE T 0 IR E TS A (Search Cost) » IS JTIIH W E A EH
TR AR AT ) RN © Bt » AR AT AMCRs PR B ml A SE A TSR TR BN A - fEAE ML
—EUb ~ PRSI B T ISR S EEE T S ) B Ry i AR SR A A TR
(Urde, 1994) - [l - AWHFEE SRR SRS 2 M R AR A R E RN T BT
75 DARAARCR 3 TR LR - A0 © RS - —REEERRECHIRE » 55—3%%
G - BRI HE LA AU s A1 B% A S0 55t T BR it -

.~ AlFTR

Porter (1980) 38 F 2 S0 > IR £ 50 I EIRUHE B35 20 e i 8
0¥ o TERGRIE » HEM 2B SEATRERN - BREE I (5 2) BHEAERIMEREIBIRH - HIREdlT
LT > b S ERIBIETOAS > B AEE REE - A EE sk 0 DL
BBty =0 0 JIREZ AR DSdHT A - s B T AR R 1 (H
T4~ W ~ FF &S 2004) - Chesbrough (2003) £ H} B f5 14 Al #7 #5 =0 (Open
Innovation Model) » EEB3EE BRI FZ AT G - RZBEARFEIYTY > fldEE
e ISR B B 25 RIS AR » Cassiman B Veugelers (2006) #{425E#£EIZX (Developed
Country) FYBIHFHES) - ST EREBLA MR ESRS ( BIFEET BT R [EIRE -
AT AT & E ~ SO s iig ) BRI 2 BEAERE - KIkh - AR E
LX Cassiman Ed Veugelers (2006) ¥ AIFTsRIS A3 2E T - Ak © oMb Ei I Al
RIS A WA 1 SEARS TR ) BYAmBG - S 75 08 F R 8 A 8L T 2% B (Newly Industrialized
Country) B8 3 -

=~ TR RS R S A R R R A

10 Ed RBV EiR RIS e B ORI S P A (e SRS I R B REs - IR AL A e
B Ay /A 1058 S 1 B A TR / SR MR > M0 PR A B A SR B I Rl N
% o 2RI > SRES MRS Bl 8 Ry TR B A SE T S TS B L PRV B S TR (ORISR ) -

FE2 2003 MG LR TRV A E RO B DB R REN A R SRR YIHIREE B
flirFeReh > LB UIRCE ARIRE BTt 2 8T (33.4%) -
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A 2 B @l A 2 R 9 AE 30y B[R] (Drazin & Van de Ven, 1985; Venkatraman, 1989;
Venkatraman & Prescott, 1990; Lukas et al., 2001) - [R][It - fFfgR H1 Bl H2 By » KiF5E
R R A [FIRETE, - SRS pa s R SR EE M ~ BTSRRI B - 2R
—{EEEE N RIRER ¢ FIRIAE RS BATRNE o 55 T E R RERRAGELERL - LA ERITHIR
et B { SR B TR AEEE & A R R SR AR I IR B (3 9) -

PR AR SRR AT 43 R WAl ¢ —IREE “FR KM (IEA /IHEH )" KGR
HOEE 5 S5 —IRAEEAE “HAam (BEEE S )" B9 RE A ] 38 ZEE H it
FRETES) o T KA BIEFE R HRE A [ (B H B A AN SR - &
A Ryl 15 H BB TR BT 0K - AaA R s Sgn &GN - M E N E & AT
S EHN N RIE AR AT I BB TR E I TEI » i piiRin Y& B & A /(B
NEIFHEZ EEAERRE - RIRGER L R B E A I8 E A EE R (Value
Relevance) ; Barth ~ Clement ~ Foster Bl Kasznick (1998) i Financial World 25T
A EARMEE - FBUGE A9 EE B (8 2 TR AHR - 0 A B R R e T
gerIEE > RN A Ohlson &1l (Kallapur & Kwan, 2000; Seethamraju, 2000) - 37
FHIE (HEZRE ~ 85FkZg > 2004) » 85/ Fama-French #i={; (Madden, Fehle, & Fournier,
2006) - #EEE R A A EEBAM: - Greenhalgh Bd Rogers (2006) 2 po A B Bl o
B 2R TS R M 2B EAERE - 55522 60A Multinomial Logit &= (Dubin,
1998) » Nested Logit #2=; (Dubin, 2007) z&fh3 pa i LA E - 25RE L frH S
JA S SR s (B R K - LR AR A PL B R

G T AR R R RIS pa AR an A B A 2R 2= 5L (H iR ra AR L R 2 I
AIREmE H IR - OB AER AR R N A EIE SR Ra AR an s B o BIA0 © kSRR
R fE R AR BRI B S1TE) - EFNE/E WAFFE RS (Kumar &
Steenkamp, 2007) - dERYHFFCFEH - FIH AR &R L ERET 1 SEA0{r] 35 F R AR AL ol
BI3E A B R A EH 58 7> TR 4> (Luini & Mangani, 2004; Giarratana & Torres,
2007) » HAEEI1SME Allegrezza B Guards-Rauch (1999) - Allegrezza Ei Guards-Rauch
(1999) BIBFFEAE RN © BEESERE - RS > DU %R » B ERfarE —
BRI R 2R H S aYra iR E EEIEAHR - 537 SORTE Ry 1 SRR B b 2 35 5 TEAH
B - s s AR R R B P A E AR S » R B IR SR TR R
RAYRAAEILR (Brigham & Houston, 1998)  BEFR F5ft SURKNG 1% A B RSHR HEESEREK
Bl IRV E RS E (L DAL SHIEIERE - R KRHUE ~ (S E AT ~ E S
BfF 28 B IR B f S P RE R S R AR B M e - A9 EauhAE “ftam” my

3 BT EEZEANN (2006) ~ FEEIFF (2003) HREEE SO RE RIS L SL AT BIARAVAE S - MERUFTCAEES
AR B IR SR -
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FEIE > A P A i R SRS B L B SE AR A S IR BRI » BRSOt > BRAES —
TR, - BB BRI AELE - AWTFEERH H1-1 5 BRAISE AR EIES - $20 H1-2
arw -

H1-1: A2 &k fms T2l O Fr i 2R -

H1-2: AR R ROFEL LB FREHZEARMN -

PY ~ AR et i) R PR S R T

Cohen Eil Levinthal (1989, 1990) f& sy RafE min - —fRaSEREM R kA A
FETE » —ARSERE AR SRR SR TH ML ~ FRIEAIRIR S MR ER BEEERAIRE S »
Fo TRIKEERE ;) (Absorptive Capacity) © (2% » FLEEANE] (- SE AT SR B AR B e Py
SRR 2 DA AN BT By E il - SRERES AN M HE BT BRI 2 75 AT Ry 1b S SR
HURERK - B RS ASSRARE SRR EE RERYEREL (Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006; Zhao, Tong,
Wong, & Zhu, 2005; Chen, 2006) - Zhao et al. (2005) ZEIRAEH R R tE 2 BN 3%
# ELAM TR AR ZERE » B SEER A S 1 B i Iz 6 Y B118TT SR A5 Bl R BT A5 -
Cassiman Bl Veugelers (20006) i A B2 EAFFE R0 Ry 28 W] T 2RI Y & AR IR - ™Y
HMNES BT SR S PO R B i T AR A AL MRS - BAAITSE 5T - B4R
FA (2004) Bk AERCRIEERSERT 4 KAT] » EZE IR BN B AR B i A e
oI AE » EmZ ARG - i RiEs - ZXH - B4 B E4E (2000)
R SRR e AT FE R T R A MR I EE R BT SR » SROE B A B A
FESLELR ~ YR~ [ BURELEE SLIIEE o Chen (2006) ZEH i SEREFM T A RITAEAT RS
AE - RIRSMNESEIET I SRS B A SR A 5483 (ROA B ROE) HAARAEHE - BT/
iR IE B AE R[N - BRIEAIRISA MBI RS - ] SR B LRI & R
% EWREETERBNT A ZHPTRETE BRI A SE R S ER T P9 A S Tz S A BT SR
(Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006) - 3 FFIR B2 13t @ ERAIUA S MR BT I R RIS 5
PEF| (Schumpeter, 1942; Cohen & Levinthal, 1989; Teece, 1997) » Lanjouw Eil Schankerman
(2004) HIZEE B D A HH S RY A FIEE A » #edE S SRR FRas mBeeR s - HCEE A
D2 R 5y B BRI 5 A AE S BT TS E) (Chen, 2006) » fA]EEE - BELEHE
BAERE - EEEEARER D ~ AR B TR &R % ~ R - Bl
FUREK » R SR AT RS MERNG EE R BT IR © [RIBL - BRANSORR - $R 26 —TREEy
B EARMEAFAE - AWFTERH H2-1 5 $RAIZE —REAE e, - 2 H2-2 40°F
H2-1 : P9 5h3p £ 37 38 i Rk 2 Rk ak 2 EAR R o
H2-2: Rl KRR REE RS EEFH G ZEAMM -

T~ W R I R e S R £ SRS R A T T
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Utterback (1994) £z H B35 32 VYRS B s S AR am B IR =0 - SR — P B R i AT >
LEIRFRY 2 SERR RS i AR Y ~ B e AR ~ A ERIRE - MUEEFEN S
LAY ZE ST BIET 5 20 RS B Re R - B A — R AR A Bl s a e
ERS W T e B 7Y W REARRAR AT eI FH 3 AR 2 B il 2R E BRI AC 7 (Economies of
Scale) ; 25 =FEB Ry lAY] » ML TERHEL ~ EaER /] » ESEE ERREAT L
FEARAR RO - (ERSBETH AN <1 H > BRI B R A B P BT B A 22 A )
T35 N oRAYER 2 BEA L PR AR AR 2 B2 » T8 Mt R R AR L T Y
HEAFERE - TP PSR R R - RSB M= SRR E A L - R
Z[EIRYB SR - HIES [F51E - BB - OFEE A - HhS1 - Abernathy B Utterback
(1978) DLz Cohen Eil Klepper (1996) 3 Fs fERCAFHIVEESEF » S e DIBIE AT R
i 5L AR Bl T AT BE A K 2% B M S 4 B (Damanpour & Gopalakrishnan, 2001;
Gopalakrishnan, Bierly, & Kessler, 1999) o & » B2t 2SR AE 2E L S » 13
&y [5) IR g A 2 O i 2% Bl U R BF 8 (MacMillan, Hambrick, & Day, 1982; Anderson &
Zeithaml, 1984) - 4E1f1) 58 3 28 vt & A S o B8 B S | 1 P 360 JEE 8 S H2 0 950 3 Sl =
(Hofer, 1975; MacMillan et al., 1982; Anderson & Zeithaml, 1984) » [ ¥ Bl A& i &
(Miravete & Pernias, 2006) / 7 515 & (Randall, Netessine, & Rudi, 2006) #5238 G 1R
HIAHRBAME: - Porter (1990) HI 3= 57 A BEE R 2 32RO 7R SRAGHE AT - SE A1 8Ti
W B RIS I RE BE (RS AfE R K HE DL LRSER s (B2 - FEEESERSIE T~ - RIMbZEL
FIFT 8 L RAF g B IR [RIRY - A a3 48 %t - f3f - Greenhalgh Ei
Rogers (2006) #H psitit A] P {2 B /R SE AR R i 28 45 E B AR R (B IS BRI T

frey badtatam - ANHFTCHERRAERGAYIZE S - PSR R SRS . 2 1 3 1 SRS i
AR RERE J TR SR BT SR o AT TRy S A= 1 FoR - B - ARisEER
HE DU PRER TG -

H3-1: AR fvk T M H O LR GA MBI ERAE A H R -
H3-2 : MRS R R & R RE R ey BB S RI T RS RS -
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* BRI IR
AWFFEREA Ty 2004 SRR - RAGEMEAMZE LT E > SREEETH R} (Cross-

sectional Data) FY /5 S TEHRE AT - BRIy

1.

WEAESE T EEEAR ) M EREE - AR R R R &R 2004 FRHETT
HE AR (3£ ) - B ~ "SR B TARTEE - BN ERRE R EORHE HL A It

s -

. 2001 £EE] 2003 FELN AR HY ¢ SRy LAY B BELRIR T AR F A A Rl R SR IE F I &

TE(FE°) ~ 20 ~ B E OFHnE) - EEFARA RLLGENE B i BER]
BUE (3£ ©) - I HFEiEp EiSEa A& - RERIETHZEA (2005) B2 -
EITHFERE B EAIRE - B ARRE S - RASE R —F - Wi by
AR - BRFEHNGIRTEESR R — B2 - HR O FRFAR (WFENLE) -
LA ES T 28 B S MR TG B AL P ESCR EAMEAFAE » KL > SR EST =2
#J o

- EEETE L (TEY) © BB SR e ST m B I — i S B A

i -

- RGPS EE R B R ER SRR ¢ PR R AR E A L

DNFEIHBEAASCEENI S ~ HrEEsn ~ T - ERIEER > A RES IR ARNTFERIEA

INF] o PRI S SR AN AR AR 91 22 (Rhh3E 21 52 53 40 3¢ - Bl
{EMZE 30 %) > FIREEA = - BEEHEIAVARE AT 70 52 1 H g 3 RIE &
B BRI 67 5043 (Rhh3E 19 52 e 24 52 > BEMZE 24 %) -
AHFFEREAT > SRAVECEIFTIRIE A 42 RAE3E (63%) » FRASMIBBIFTIESRIS A 25 52 -
BN AR — A ER R (34 KA ) SR R
TR L

122

+ B A B U 9
TESIATREEBURGIRE » AT FEE AR R E S 7S P R P AT AL - Bl R A1 TR
R MRIE A B BB R I OR R A - s B RO TR 2 SRR S & AR SRR

AEY [ 2004 FFAE - EEZE R AR RS BRI AN A A SR - TR - 2004 E AR AEZE
FoBeiit ~ ALEAAR Bl S A -

A TR SR LU S A SRR - RN A BT SR T B e R R T -

FEO IR ISEIA BRI ~ ARG SRR TR R AR, o TS i £ i R IR S 2 B E A AR
L B E BN T DA EE BGEERE -
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Allegrezza Hil Guards-Rauch (1999) )5z Cassiman Eil Veugelers (2006) Ffi{5-SIr#5 S5k
Heim o FRARIB RIS SR AT TRECSCE R A M - B RS AU ER A IE AR
(—) BARS ey Rog TR

FHA A I % R AR L B S PR A S T R — Ty 0 B0 1 RS RS HURE - [K]Hh
LA T i Binary Probit 52X sf g 328 458 R A5 i he DR B SE MR R S 228 R e fr

TRADEMARK*= B'X + ¢ (1A)
TRADEMARK =1 N TRADEMARK*> 0

TRADEMARK =0 Y otherwise (1B)

= (A) B RefdigttrEli - ¢ RHERESFBCHIERZTE » X A B i PSR Ig 5
BRI — BB (AD) ~ EEAEAR S (OLEVER) ~ %5 (RD) ~ R
(SIZE) ~ i1 (EXPORT) » DUSCRSE (FOOD) Bdffiigsé (TEXTILE) Wafi 2 € n i
HEEEY o IR EIEE AR ¢
1. ARG pYEGPS S e i (TRADEMARK)

AR ERALNEHE T RSy, CAAERNREE (TRADEMARK)
MRy P SR B B AR A B — AR AR N R A B UHERY R AR - HIMRAERIE =1 » 351 -
Ak 0 ( EE#e3IE ) (Miravete & Pernias, 2006) -

2./ HB (4D)

BT DUES &5 B FH V- I80RE 48 12 AUk 188 o5 % BE U A QPR 88 8 (Alllegrezza & Guards-
Rauch, 1999; Blythe, 2007) - BEEEEAERATHSIRTNE) » 178 SRS BIRGH - RIAESHHRY
AL LR SRS B B > SCTEIA T 1A R IE -

3. ¥PEAEHE B (OLEVER)

ABHSE LA S B A 1 43 R S AT AT A AR B (5 40 B - SR A SRR E AR
FREE (Brigham & Houston, 1998 ; BRE K ~ ARfEEZS - 2002) - S EMEAR RS - ForiE
FEHEPMEE AR S - SRR A B SR TR E R Ay pa R - i TH
Jile ke e
4. P15 8 (RD)

ANHFE LR S B I s bt 2 2 F 2t s i B R - & RHRRE (Skewness)
By 4.79 > RiddRRRE v aEIt kAU E - FRHEE (Allegrezza & Guards-Rauch, 1999) -
W TR B AR ZEABIHTRE ST - TERAEE I M ry AR ki 22 TEAHR -

5. HUkL (SIZE)

ARFFELL B T BHCA B S A SRS > THIIARIAR B i o 3505 TEAHRR

6. '\l 1i$"8 (EXPORT)
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AWFFE LA IE S A A S M HE 1 > fHOR HE T EE R AREE B8 8 (Allegrezza &
Guards-Rauch, 1999)  JFIAEKIHIREERy 3.65 » HURWTSEECH SRR - SMgH A«
BT SR + BT N T TR0 (EAR -

7.

FE SRR SCR TRIHE S s B B A AL i B SR SRS B - ORI A Bl
(FOOD) a8 (TEXTILE) Wflil A SR ke fsest B - DIPERIAESERCR -
(=) #I %os

AWFFELL N 1 Binary Probit £ St 2 2 A1HT ORI I S AL T Ry ] -

COOPERA*= v'X+v (2A)
COOPERA=1 N  COOPERA*>0
COOPERA=0 Y otherwise (2B)

H QA H v BAGEHRE > v R B ECRYER A - W R B AIRTRIS IR T
AR F— 1B EELEAIME (MPATENT) ~ v =28% B TR &R %5 (RESOURCE) ~
IHEE% ) (RD) ~ {R3ERIE (SIZE) » DURENLZE (FOOD) Blffi##iE (TEXTILE) FRfif ZE 2
AR - 2SBEIREME ST ¢
1. [M 2 MERE g™ 2 iy IS (COOPERA)

M N R A B A - HREE (JRIAE ) B &1 ~ BOlifBiE Sl fsep
A Of - R =1 5 8 a BB GF ~ BEEGOF - QKBS =0 (AW9ERY
BN R HEHREE) ) -

2. -3 Bt D R HR|RE (MPATENT)

Jung Eil Imm (2002) $§H S8 A FIEHTHIM R > N —E S eE BN HREFEEF]
PN E RSN A - ARIFSEARTE Henderson Eil Cockburn (1996) HY{E
% K EEEAREE R ZERTHE A BN SRS E - EERIEISNT S R B - HAR
BABIN o Fofi S8k (Grindley & Teece, 1997; Cohen, Nelson, & Walsh, 2000; Hall &
Ziedonis, 2001; Ziedonis, 2004) ZE A ZEMEITIAMESI S VERRFINY » FRAINEAE Ry B (H B
F#HE - Lanjouw Eil Schankerman (2004) ZEBI{EFH MM S RAEBIGRIVIFN T » &
R I Gl 53 B i B2 8 7 R E S RIS (Chen, 2006) » EAKFFE FHHI A
SEVEH BN SRIRER B B MES BT IS B ) R EAHRE o ANWFIENE 2275 Bk [ B B gy
11 (2006) » DABSEREE FECR IR - B RS A im e R AR -

3. {3 st T 4B £3 T QST (RESOURCE)

TR S B AN s B R A B 23 A WA v R B TR &R

DIZ=vaks (Likert) GEREFRIRHEITIEY - BT B TRFrE AR BRI7&GE
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B IRSAI I E R G RSB R T SR % RLS R JE

EIREE TR A R R RETE (Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006) > FEITIT 1A Ry Ik ©
4. BHF B (RD)

ANFE LLSFIREHB B s it 2 e T St e B BE - R 38 2% R HNCAT O
FRERHRRERIRTE - BRFISMIEEMr SRR TR RE A2 - RN TS B2
ZH([EME ~ PRI SME BT ey - #THIARGE Ry IEAHRH (Cohen & Levinthal,
1989, 1990; Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006) ©
5. BUBL (SIZE)

AH5ERs B T ABHCE Bk & = SE I (Schumpeter, 1942; Cohen & Levinthal,
1989; Teece, 1997) » FHHEASERAFI FIRUBLESY - 1T ASMEBRIHT I T RN -

6. %ﬁjﬂ@fﬁ

JESESSUR TH I S s 2 B 1 SE AT SR IS B2 AN - MRS A B sE (FOOD) i
Hikk3E (TEXTILE) Fafldl s S i e s B - AP SERSUR -

(=) @R ER

AtHFEsELUE R (Hierarchical) J5= » AcHHE AN [F] H B E R AU figd st Sy 52
2 o FE N [E]JE AR AR [R] 0 38 B - SR E Y B A I R A T Y B AR R R A R
(Incremental Variance) o FLINERERREER - (R HAEATE MG HRBCE R RS /K HEEL LS - FI
R R Sy e R R - R 1 R P s o o AR 2 B AR G 3 A SR A8 0
(TRADEMARK, COOPERA) » #5834 B 5 43 BN A SRS 2L & 488078 (MISMATCH
TRADEMARK, MISMATCH COOPERA) » DJE#EE H1-1 vs. H1-2 » DU H2-1 vs. H2-2

MR AP A A ] T [ AR SO B 5+ BIRTHER (T ML SRR - R A
IR ) - BSEIERIRES) (B3RS ER - MIEEHAGTERE ) ~ IAERIREST (&
g% ) FIRGHETERERIRES) (SHERER) -

1. ik SRS (% NEW_PRODUCT)

HIR AN —E TR A » G AR T 2 R SR A RS R =RV EEEE Ry 0 i
ABFFELL Tobit s =R AR A T & R T IV AL FHIRE (Sampson, 2004; Zhao et al.,
2005; Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006; Z=3Cjig ~ 258k H - 2004) - Tobit =40 R -

% NEW _PRODUCT* = §'K+e (3A)
9% NEW _PRODUCT = 0 V' 9% NEW PRODUCT*<0
9% NEW PRODUCT = % NEW PRODUCT* Y % NEW PRODUCT*>0 (3B)

= (GA) H1 0" FofliZ HREL - e By R BCHVARZTE - K R B SR Al
F—RGER T RIS ZE2 1 (TRADEMARK) / b A SRS A3 (MISMATCH _
TRADEMARK) ~ EI580% (COOPERA) |/ BIFTRIEHEAREL S (MISMATCH COOPERA)
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~ AESERHIR (SIZE) ~ 1853 (EXPORT) ~ fEZEAH% A SERY & ER0ER (EFFICIENCY)
DURc B (FOOD) Bilfy5itksE (TEXTILE) RRflelEE SRR et By -
2. ) 4 g S 1SRl (VEW_PRODUCT)

2004 4 SR B AN e B A A R Ry 2 RIS g I8 HE S —EgT A A
ARBFFERE LRI B 12 - FFLAPYEE AR TG 2K 15 A S AR HE H T 2 Y SRS 3
i o FHR AR HE T S SR B R IR B R (R — IR R ORI TR (S HE
H 2 LAY 8 & Fs— Poisson 3% F2 (Henderson & Cockburn, 1996) » 1 Poisson 3EEFHEST
T -

m(a',K)=E [(NEW _PRODUCT|K,a )=exp(a',K) (4A)

H (@A) o m (a ', K) By Poisson 3 HCRY 28 - a ' FefliG tARE - K AARBZERT
T AR AR T
3 YRR (ROS)

BT (1998) B Rt HIRIE & EE M 92Ky - R A EHEERIEE R - A&
%~ BEERRSTIARS - SR A ) B ST - ARWFSRIRIEL LIS B s s i 8 2
FlIgs sty B A S e s R R » I DA EER R T T E 38 504 (Bayus, Erickson, &
Jacobson, 2003; B+ > 1998) -

4. FrEHEES IS (ACC_PERFOR)

AWFe55 0 ROS ~ ROE » Bl ROA fIFE#&H~EI9MHE » kil A ZERvIERGE
DIGH RS R A FRY g2 22 > 30 AR g = T E RS 4 AT -

5. B'R %85 (EPS)

ARIFTER R B T AL e EEE 25 i R B I P B 2 o e &gk (BE7) > Bl
EPS=( &85 B Pt @ A8 FE R s it — R e JRe BRALH] — B THIBALF] — B T e 5EAL
I —FEREHEINDS ) / ( FRER 53 B0 T A7 5 35 38 e A SRS T A MR B ) » ARWFZR A4
TR = T E RS 4T
6. B 55 R (GSALES)

B FE LS R R i R SEATRTIE TEIERIRE ST - FREL 2004 A3 85 B I FLIBR
2001 FFyFHHE ST - Bk 2001 FHH BRI EER A =BT T B RS AT -
AIFE S B AR R Ry 2000 4EE] 2004 4F - FRT Adj. R-square 5 » EHEERSG RIS
7. PSS ETN e (MISMATCH_TRADEMARK, MISMATCH _COOPERA)

7 EHIEAE E R O £ - A EITRRM IR AE B L BN - IeEOR AT E TET B (%
% T3992) -
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AR AL HHE 52 6 AL B M R &M A7 RS RUL S A HHE

AWHFER 72 73Tk (Residual Analysis Method) » DARGFE BT 202570 M AR
RN ELE ~ BT RIS 3L B B - EAHFF 2RO E B2 ik A &R
W AN ELERE R M EEAL E S 3L G R B B A S R B AR (Drazin & Van de Ven,
1985; Zajac, Kraatz, & Bresser, 2000; Ittner, Lanen, & Larcker, 2002; Ittner, Lacker, &
Randall, 2003; Katsikeas, Samiee, & Theodosiou, 2006) - 55— E SRS B EH P B [RIZ&
HIBAGR » 58PS B 2R — P B I S U 22 » hamb 38 7 (B B (R SRS TR I BRI 0 -
F R BRI IR ~ AT LR TR E MR A FHI R A28 — P B A - HIRARE Bery
J7=CATHERIE AR M (Endogeneity) RYRTRE - ik tEEFr AR TRE IR R B RE S
HImEoE KBS ) - (BAERR BNy @R Rt sEIREELI fr (Off-equilibrium) - BIACHHSE
FTE FRIVRIE AL E - SIS » RaRaii SRS B 2% Probit BL=LELEIHTERME Probit
PP IF E A AAE B - 53 A SR ps AT ol R SR, B B 1 B O e IR R A B S R
5 DU SR Bl H g e RI R A S EGHIRR I - #Aa)Ehii - BB ERAE R
B SRR B R RR - TR (R SR pi e Ok B AR -

8.

223% Zhao et al. (2005) ~ Cassiman Hil Veugelers (2006) > 1 5z Giarratana Eil Torres
(2007) » FIRITESERTRIL ~ HITTRE K ~ 8 SRS Bl 2 SE R R AT o s B B A S R v A
B o AT DAL Sy & A Bl s AR SRR (SIZE) » SERGE SRS 2
BB & K (EXPORT) » S5 RAS ST 85 5 ELHTIRR A S VA S A i
B - 2Ry A SR AH A SRR ESE R (EFFICIENCY) » AN AR AL (FOOD) Hilf;
WK (TEXTILE) Waflil € s e gy - DAFETRI 28 SE00R -

ARFFELAFE 1 ISR FIEE R -
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BHETEFE B2 5820

K1 BARWETER

SHEE HHEE
Panel A: E1ESRERIREEEE
TRADEMARK EADE RS =] B A AR A =0 BT o
AD gl B [ BB o
OLEVER SHME RG24 PGS 4
RD AL B [ EEE uv;‘(f—‘},ﬁr?\*) °
SIZE ,E—:'* AR (3HEE)-
EXPORT BT [ EHEZ TR (FEE) -
Panel B: Bl #i 5REE
COOPERA R AL g =1 2 TR =00
MPATENT SR MR RAERAERT o
RESOURCE I EET gFHE T
RD TRERE CEHEZE (FEE) -
SIZE S AR (F3HEE)-
Panel C: 1 Z3#&&EBEN
ROS R = SRR T OREE YR o
ACC_PERFOR & SHEFT=(ROS+ROE+ROA) /3 o
EPS KPS T 4T REH BTG T 2 s e
GSALES SRS 1 -(2004 TUSEE I -2001 FUSEE Ny
) /2001 TIEBE R o
% NEW_PRODUCT Pk SJEF % = 5_4%11 | [ T o
NEW_PRODUCT T e 2T
MISMATCH_TRADEMARK A2 2P Probit *2 ﬂﬂﬁ%#i‘]%&iﬁé P WRT D EFES o
MISMATCH_COOPERA BIFT Probit #558 BRiS 3 SR ENE , R T B S ES o
SIZE S AR (FEE)-
EXPORT HBPT CEHE (FEE) o
EFFICIENCY (RS CEME (R T MY A /R YT ENE ).
T RESES AT TSR ST LS B I S ST Y (Ad]. R-square)

BESRE - NS RARTTIER S 2 SRR 5 RS B AR A SRR Y o A AT
Vuong (1989) test =] z ‘&FAEHFADT =S 2 MRS T - AIEFF AR R 2 B EESEY o WA E
SR SR FEE (2 BESEYT ) AT AR TS BRI W ATIMES Y S T 7 Bz e
Eiy. e R5EEFEFEAERE N EOREITH) Y B o JRT 0 R R AL DRSS R (AR TS
ME N R SR MR R AR SRR, N G SRR ) BRI ¥ ERNETE R S
seihn) S HPEY AEFEGRCR » CEF LI YRRRESTEAELT e X, AT I IR
EPREEEE - 7T FIL 1255 (Stepwise Least Square Regression) I BTE L TSRS ¥ RS
R (E°) o

\ZIJ ¢

A R R B R -

363



HAEM AT B RERLEKER GG RERiLib$ g %

£ BRGEROWN

— ~ R B B 43 BT

% 2 FRMBEI NG R - BAS R S B VIR 0.01  BSERT VI
By 1.18 » WIS SEIgE0E -5.06 > {35 HIRSES 80 6.54 » H 128 B SEYS 80k -4.18 >
SV 231 [EERSMER] » TSR B T AT B 4.86 » RSB
SERSHACRTEIBOR 0.01 » (3 INREAT AT TEIBOR 039 - (3R S A S
BB 0.30 o 132 EPS SPII¥0R 1.35 0 SYERESRVHIEUR 0.26 B 3F
REIIHOR 7% » GRS BOR 7.93% » SEEIHT A SRR 14.57% - 2%
— SRR i Ry 6.72 ]

&’ 2 FLHRETE

Observations=67 Mean Median Maximum Minimum Std. Dev
AD 0.01 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.01
OLEVER 1.18 0.85 3.58 -0.48 1.00
RD -5.06 -5.12 -3.08 -7.42 1.08
SIZE 6.54 6.32 9.62 4.76 1.11
EXPORT -4.18 -4.29 -3.08 -6.26 0.68
MPATENT 2.31 0.00 32.00 0.00 6.76
RESOURCE 4.86 5.00 6.00 2.00 1.22
EFFICIENCY 0.01 0.00 0.27 -0.29 0.10
COOPERA 0.39 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.49
TRADEMARK 0.30 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.46
EPS 1.35 0.86 6.16 -1.51 1.87
GSALES 0.26 0.20 0.98 -0.19 0.33
ROS 7.00 6.02 31.00 0.53 6.31
ACC_PERFOR 7.93 6.96 29.92 -1.03 7.39
%NEW_PRODUCT 14.57 10.00 50.00 0.00 13.00
NEW_PRODUCT 6.72 6.00 24.00 0.00 5.56

PR FERA

% 3 HITAHREBIEY Pearson FHRIIREL - Panel A S KWIAHBI(REUE B 0.22 (TjF2%
F B TR ) > Panel B i A{H 0.26 ( EH ZEEA B3 ) - Panel C i A{E Ry 0.15
(SR SR E SRR VAL ) - AW PR R EZIRIN R (Variance Inflation
Factor ; VIF) 2cAgid 8 05 < [H 2 75 HA L (Multicollinearity) R » #&FTHERE
AR Th S AR VIF=2 > BERAR T B A R FIRENG B (35 0) » R sREAUEGEE - $5 0

REO T > VIF>10 e R R T AR T (Kennedy, 1992) -
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b o Ry R EVE AR RYRTRE - AWFSELL QML (Huber / White) Standard Errors
& Covariance 53 TATHERVEREEA - WiGHTA H#IEEF b (Centralization) ( FE 10) LA
TRE g M [HRE (Jaccard, Turrist, & Wan, 1990) -

& 3 FERARE

Panel A: BE1Z @R ERF

1 2 3 4 5
AD 1.00
OLEVER 0.00 1.00
RD 0.22** 0.11 1.00
SIZE 0.10* -0.04 -0.02 1.00
EXPORT 0.07 0.22** 0.10* -0.06 1.00
Panel B: BIFTEX{SSREZRE EF
1 2 3 4
MPATENT 1.00
RESOURCE 0.10* 1.00
RD 0.26™* 0.02 1.00
SIZE 0.10 0.23 -0.15* 1.00
Panel C: {EZEWEHR
1 2 3
SIZE 1.00
EXPORT 0.00 1.00
EFFICIENCY -0.10* 0.15* 1.00

PEE  FERE 1
G FIR T RRE 1% 0 5% 0 551096 ZETR NI o

o FHEEESN
() BERAREMEBERRAREAT

4 R AWFeER A (1A) IVERERS S » Probit JEERE {4519 Log likelihood {H
Fy -26.59 » McFadden R-squared }% 0.18 o 3% 4 A4S SRR AD {REEEE I 1FE (p {H
<0.10) ~ OLEVER {25 Fy & (p 1H <0.10) ~ RD fREUEEE Ly 1E (p fH <0.10) - #1152 »
HAERI T SCIRIR % ~ BIRTREJH s » B[S E AN IR - Syl A s - 5
Hifk ~ B S ELAR A 2 B3 By K] 1l 3 B A B SN 85 T 3K T R 47 P AR A R (STZE B
EXPORT {R¥UEAGEHE ) -

A0 AT - TR TR -
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AR A HAE R 6 A LB R T 6B G - R8I E E

* 4 BIEMERBEERERVRERF

PROBIT
£ ey TEEATTEE TRADEMARK.
=1 HFHE;
=0 HE
C ? -0.66
(0.04)**
AD + 14.24
(0.10)*
OLEVER - -0.01
(0.07)*
RD + 0.39
(0.08)*
SIZE + 0.18
(0.35)
EXPORT + -0.31
(0.11)
FOOD ? -0.05
(0.94)
TEXTILE ? 0.01
(0.99)
McFadden R-squared 0.18
Log likelihood -26.59
Observation 67
Left censored obs 34
Uncensored obs 33

BEEE  FEIF 1o
()R e p By I G RECR IR 1% 0 59 F109 HFSE b o

() BERFHRBYRETRA T

# 5 £ =0 (2A) By HF 38 43 #7 > Probit £ = i 3 #Y Log likelihood {E Ky -21.92 »
McFadden R-squared 5 0.33 o EAFEHAMHRT » MPATENT HI{REREESE/NR O (p {H <0.01) ~
RESOURCE {28 FE-KA 0 (p {E <0.10) ~ RD {RELEEZ A 0 (p {H <0.10) ~ SIZE {28
RN 0 (p {H <0.05) » EEURE B3R EEHAMER A E - 7328 B TR &R
% ~ W B ERE » BLEIRECKIRE - S ER S MERE R BT RIS © 5340 - $Eil s
Y5 (TEXTILE) J83 Ry 1. » SRORHTRESEAZE 2 BRSNS I HER T BIHT SR -
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;= BIESFE B2 EE2M

* 5 FERFRBIRERF

PROBIT
B TRRB ISR REH : COOPERA
=1 RHMIEERIF
=0 HE
C ? -3.25
(0.11)
MPATENT - -0.14
(0.01)***
RESOURCE + 0.35
(0.07)*
RD + 0.43
(0.08)*
SIZE + 0.66
(0.04)**
TEXTILE ? 2.28
0.00)***
FOOD ? 0.67
(0.24)
McFadden R-squared 0.33
Log likelihood -21.92
Observation 67
Obs with Dep=0 42
Obs with Dep=1 25

BEEE > FERF 1
()R p i,y o g= GRS IR 1% 0 5% $51096 TR o

(=) @ sk
1. T3 TR AR ST

6 1% ROS T I 2 B BF AR AR B3RS R « 12 | )5 PRI S I 3 ROS
(tJ Adj. R-square F 0.49 (F=14.21, p<0.01)  EFFICIENCY {Z${EE Fy & (p<0.01) » F575
AT A B SRR SR A (R SEAIERRE )R 5 SIZE {RBUEE J1E (p<0.10) »
RERAZEE P MBS B - WO RRE ) Sty FOOD Eil TEXTILE {R850Ry 1E
(p<0.10 » p<0.01) » BET: £ 5 3 Bil 5 fk 22 2 B 09 JE I BE ST (E - MESM GBS Y 122 i
(EXPORT) WIfRBUERE Ry (p<0.01) » HHEHI s AT m] AE AR E B4/ Mas il BRI P HE 11 it e [F) L
IRF » (R SEAE RS MEEEI TR RIIUE T ESETESME L TB AR — AR B2 - Hh
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HARSAIAAE 2 R 6 AR ¢ 6B G R ICE E K

SEARGFNE R A EIHIRIRER - fiH OB A MM A - #xX 2 Bl 3 43
RUHIASENS 386 (TRADEMARK 81 COOPERA) - f&=X, 2 Bilfi= 3 (19 Adj. R-square ¥5k
0.49 (F=14.35, p<0.01; F=14.44, p<0.01) - TRADEMARK /%% ks 1E > COOPERA HI{%
Hohy & (A I ERACE G TR /K ME - T H. > 122 2 B 3 AR = 1 I AT
2 AT n] 39 FE Ay B AU f R U7 (A Adj. R-square=0) > BH /1R 0K i % 15 (TRADEMARK,
COOPERA) ¥ ROS FEf#RES] Ktk » H1-1 Bd H2-1 FRIZG G SR -

ARBFFERIRRE 4 Bl S A SRS R A 2L SRR - B2 4 79 Adj. R-square 5 0.56
(F=16.88, p<0.01) - 1 = 4 FH L AL =0 1 - 3G %3 a9 LAY i B ) 8 = I 1E (A Adj.
R-square=0.07, p<0.01) > 3% 7% MISMATCH TRADEMARK ¥t ROS E 1 % it F J7 -
MISMATCH_TRADEMARK {R3FEE Ty &1 (p<0.01) - [ZE RaR i ny RIS AL SR
BE 0 ROS A, » ZFF HI1-2 - f&5 5 B9 Adj. R-square % 0.54 (F=17.01, p<0.01) - &=
S AHER A REZC 1 BYERAO R AU e B By 1IE (A Adj. R-square=0.05, p<0.05) » £IR
MISMATCH COOPERA %} ROS ELBEf#TES] « MISMATCH COOPERA {Z8HHE &
(»<0.10) » BEERHTRIEANESGTEE IS - ROS A » SCFF H2-2 -

# 7 ks ACC_PERFOR FIBERESE MY EFER IR o MIFTREIRE LEL ROS Fyffie
I8 2 2 FH A - ME fR A fE B2 7 fY BE (Adj. R-square Jy 0.40~0.45) « MISMATCH
TRADEMARK %881 MISATCH COOPERA {#$35 50 B & (p<0.01 > p<0.10) » 7
H1-2 B H2-2 > HORERA IR AT -

FASEIHET EISEAVEETE - ARFHE—2 LL Vuong (1989) test HY z {EL2RARH A H]
T & P 1 A RIS A A SE A RS P R T - 2% 6 (2Bt 2 9= 3 it e A
R I Vuong (1989) test 14 z {E k5 -0.09 » # H3-1 ANELAT - fX 4 B 5 ke e
F5E B EE S Vuong (1989) test HY z {H i 6.04 (p<0.01) » % H3-2 517 - f2 = 6 [ Fij (Forwards)
A A A E A RS SR O DY O 2 A I P R A - R P FE Ry MISMATCH _
TRADEMARK ~ TRADEMARK ~ MISMATCH COOPERA > %42 COOPERA » {5
MISMATCH TRADEMARK Bl TRADEMARK WHREEES (p<0.05 » p<0.10) » H IG5kl
THIAAMEA] » o= H3-1 B2 H3-2 #F A7 » 2 7 2 =02 B 3 iU E A5 2R - BB
Vuong (1989) test 1y z {E Ry 0.16 » it H3-1 A7 - Bzt 4 B 5 i s E G SRR
Vuong (1989) test f z {E B 16.22 (p<0.01) > fiit H3-2 F17 o 15K 6 S—3 DIF e

W - (A I A R B A RS R EUR A T B IEEE A - K Ry MISMATCH _
TRADEMARK ~ MISMATCH COOPERA - HfESRRIEIREET R & - BTEEAMR] - X

A MISMATCH _TRADEMARK WI{RBUERMET FAYFEZE 7KHE (p<0.05) » FHFRSCFF H3-2 ©
BRANZE 6 BAF 7 HUE SRS IR AT A ¢ R G R A SR SR B S S R R AR A R
B -
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BHETESFE R2AE%20

I’ 6 EEEW (ROS) Bl * OLS 128!

B Far &= 1 w2 #®&HX3 #EHX4 #EHX5 #EHKe6
Cc ? -46.29 -45.85 -47.32 -39.22 -45.96 -99.88
(0.00)***  (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.00)***
TRADEMARK + 1.41 0.00
(0.31) (0.09)*
COOPERA + -1.62 -0.00
(0.28) (0.34)
MISMATCH_TRADEMARK - -1.35 -0.00
(0.00)*** (0.04)**
MISMATCH_COOPERA - -0.86 0.00
(0.06)* (0.19)
EFFICIENCY - -33.92 -33.55 -35.07 -32.81 -33.50 -100.00
(0.00)***  (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.00)***
EXPORT + -2.41 -2.33 -2.46 -1.65 -2.69 0.05
(0.01)***  (0.02)**  (0.01)*** (0.00)***  (0.01)*** (0.11)
SIZE + 1.18 1.10 1.38 0.73 1.06 -0.00
(0.06)* (0.09)* (0.03)** (0.16) (0.09)* (0.51)
FOOD ? 2.71 2.47 2.96 2.24 2.84 15.14
(0.09)* (0.14) (0.06)* (0.05)** (0.05)**  (0.00)***
TEXTILE ? 4.35 4.03 4.80 4.53 4.32 1.01
(0.00)***  (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.00)***
Adj. R-square 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.56 0.54 0.98
F-statistic 14.21***  14.35"* 14.44*** 18.88*** 17.01*** 162.64***
AAdj. R-square 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.05
x 2 change in model 1.15 0.99 8.87*** 2.12**
Vuong (1989) test: z-statistic -0.09 6.04***

B o FERF -

()R piE . e wx gEx S gEL Rk

S 6 EIIEE B BAES o
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PSR S 32 6 R HOMAER ¢ &M B R BILEE R BIE

R 7T EEEW (ACC_PERFOR) =i : OLS &8
B Far &= 1 w2 #®&HX3 #EH4 #EHX5 #EHK6
Cc ? -43.31 -48.46 -48.35 -40.38 -47.40 -58.17
(0.00)***  (0.00)*** (0.00)**** (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.00)***
TRADEMARK + -1.31
(0.42)
COOPERA + -0.54
(0.74)
MISMATCH_TRADEMARK - -1.25 -0.96
(0.00)*** (0.02)**
MISMATCH_COOPERA - -0.75 -2.18
(0.06)* (0.46)
EFFICIENCY - -24.74 -27.47 -27.50 -25.61 -26.59 -51.24
(0.00)**  (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.00)***
EXPORT + -4.31 -4.20 -4.14 -3.41 -4.37 -238.37
(0.00)***  (0.00)*** (0.00)**** (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.00)***
SIZE + 1.84 2.32 2.31 1.77 2.13 0.74
(0.02)**  (0.00)*** (0.00)**** (0.01)*** (0.01)*** (0.31)
FOOD ? 2.68 2.76 2.62 2.06 2.61 6.77
(0.19) (0.17) (0.19) (0.22) (0.18) (0.00)***
TEXTILE ? 6.03 6.14 5.99 5.88 5.79 3.17
(0.00)***  (0.00)*** (0.00)**** (0.00)***  (0.00)*** (0.06)*
Adj. R-square 0.40 0.41 0.40 0.45 0.42 0.73
F-statistic 12.23*** 0.16*** 9.04***  15.81**  10.11**  22.01***
AAdj. R-square 0.01 0.00 0.05 0.03
x 2 change in model 0.65 0.1 7.22%* 0.34*
Vuong (1989) test: z-statistic 0.16 16.22***
PR FERA
()R p il S EBY PR E 1% 0 596 FE1096 ZFTE N IE o

HER G iR ﬁ,-—.']@t.aug:l: °

2. RSB 7 e AR i P R AR A R S e

7 8 1R EPS Fu i B I 2 BRI B 3 AE SR o 12 1 BUR H HERI B I EPS 1Y
Adj. R-square 5 0.27 (F=7.17, p<0.01) « EFFICIENCY @82y & (p<0.01) > SIZE 1%
BB B 1IF (p<0.01) » TEXTILE {285k 1F (p<0.05) » #3% 2 f9 Adj. R-square Jy 0.27
(F=5.45, p<0.01) ° 1= 2 PR 1 WA AR B RE ) (A Adj. R-square=0.00,
p>0.10) > TRADEMARK WI{RECRy BHREEE » il H1-1 ARSEHRF - 18353 19 Adj. R-square
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BHETESFE R2AE%20

5 0.26 (F=5.11, p<0.01) - {H2 » fEX 3 PRI AR | Wy A B ERR IS AYEERE 77 (A Adj.
R-square=-0.01, p>0.10) - COOPERA WIfREHANREZE - # H2-1 R Ff -

i 4 119 Adj. R-square Fy 0.28 (F=6.14, p<0.00)  fE5X 4 AHE AR 1 - BEERAIHL

HUfi fE TR B IF (A Adj. R-square=0.01, p<0.01) » |fij H. MISMATCH TRADEMAR 1%

A Ty & (p<0.01) > [EERGAE MR SRS RN GRS - EPS B - SCFF
H1-2 - &=, 5 19 Adj. R-square }% 0.27 (F=6.22, p<0.00) - {HfEZ 5 FHEHARE R, 1 gy
FERETURRTE JIR 2 (A Adj. R-square=0.00, p>0.10) » MISMATCH COOPERA {&%th AR
HAZE (p>0.10) - BURSZHF H2-2 -

£ 9 1% GSALES Fy < %8 TE (7 163 300 5 109 BT 58 65 01 =X 1 BB M 9258 o) 288 o )
GSALES /9 Adj. R-square J 0.16 (F=4.12, p<0.01) - TEXTILE {28k 1 (p<0.05) » ZE/<
RSN RTIE R RE it © BiER 6 fHIF] » SMEH B (EXPORT) WFREEE Ry
B (p<0.01) > BAFEIAARN G » A E [F/E s i 0 I 22 R A HERR - X2 1Y
Adj. R-square Jy 0.17 (F=3.44, p<0.01) - =0 2 AHEHEZC 1 AYBS R AU R 1~ %
(A Adj. R-square=0.01, p>0.10) » TRADEMARK W28t ANEEZ - B, 3 Y Adj. R-square
Fy 0.15 (F=3.05, p<0.01) - #& = 3 FHE 72 & =X 1 79 B2 1Y fig B8 ) 1 3 B 3k (A Adj.
R-square=-0.01, p>0.10) » COOPERA WI{RE A BEZ -

X 4 119 Adj. R-square By 0.17 (F=3.88, p<0.01) o &zt 4 fHERHARE S 1 > Begrgfs
HU R JJEEZE B 1F (A Adj. R-square=0.01, p<0.10) > |fijH. MISMATCH TRADEMARK
1% B 3H 2 Ty & (p<0.10) » % 2 FF H1-2 - & = 5 A9 Adj. R-square J& 0.17 (F=3.41,
p<0.01) < {EZ » fE5 5 AHE S 1 Ay AR AL it R )10 438 (A Adj. R-square=0.01,
p>0.10) » MISMATCH_COOPERA {RE{ AR /KHE » TR H2-2 WAZEZRF -

ARRFFE#E—4 Ll Vuong (1989) test gl _EMLiEUf) Adj. R-square » EFFEHE R
& 8 2 2 B 3 1Y 2 fH Ky 0.31 - #CH3-1 T » fEt 4 3R 5 2t E fb R
#H7 Vuong (1989) test 1Y z {E Ry 1.40 » it H3-2 AT - B 6 [MIpiid A iRy B RS
BB G A EAIE S A RSy MISMATCH TRADEMARK ~ MISMATCH
COOPERA » HESRIR S IE S & > (B MISMATCH TRADEMARK (9128
HHE (p<0.10) » RORSCRF H3-2 - 3% 9 2485 2 #H8EK 3 HUReE RS » 283 Vuong (1989)
test 1Y z {H Ry 0.13 » g H3-1 EAT - B0 4 B8 20 5 AU & A5 SR #H7R Vuong (1989)
test HY z (B Fy 0.12 » it H3-2 N7 « 1 6 HE—20 DI EiRAslll - [mpinZ A sy

27 4k R B TS LU ([ O A IE SR A > KR E B MISMATCH TRADEMARK ~

MISMATCH COOPERA > B34 MISMATCH TRADEMARK W{F$ 8= & (p<0.10) »
2R H3-2 0T -

1£5% 8 Hil5% 9 L) EPS Bil GSALES By IE B 25455801 > Vuong (1989) test [1#%
WIS SR ITHUR H3-2 ANEROT - (HDUE A R gid - RIESER H3-2 BT < il 22 SRR -
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HJREFR Vuong (1989) test #5RATEINEE SR BEEIH . H - [XIBL - Baiiak 8 Bk O INE
AeEf R FI A - ARG N e S R B B B R R T R R T T

* 8 EBIRW (EPS) B

# : OLS 155!

B8R Far &= 1 w2 #®H3 #®EH4 #EHK5 K6
c ? -5.44 -6.27 -6.13 -4.47 -5.38 -14.42
(0.01)***  (0.01)*** (0.01)*** (0.00)*** (0.01)***  (0.01)***
TRADEMARK + -0.53
(0.21)
COOPERA + 0.03
(0.93)
MISMATCH_TRADEMARK - -0.22 -0.25
(0.00)*** (0.10)*
MISMATCH_COOPERA - -0.10 -0.43
(0.15) (0.46)
EFFICIENCY - -3.94 -4.36 -4.20 -3.78 -3.84 -5.69
(0.01)***  (0.00)*** (0.01)*** (0.00)*** (0.01)***  (0.02)**
EXPORT + -0.36 -0.38 -0.37 -0.28 -0.40 -46.03
(0.14) (0.11) (0.13) (0.16) (0.10)* (0.01)***
SIZE + 0.63 0.71 0.67 0.56 0.62 0.61
(0.01)**  (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.01)*** (0.01)***  (0.01)***
FOOD ? 0.12 0.21 0.12 0.02 0.14 -0.13
(0.79) (0.65) (0.80) (0.95) (0.76) (0.83)
TEXTILE ? 0.96 1.17 1.04 0.98 0.96 0.30
(0.03)** (0.02)**  (0.03)**  (0.02)** (0.03)** (0.61)
Adjusted R-square 0.27 0.27 0.26 0.28 0.27 0.39
F-statistic 7.7 5.45*** 5.11%** 6.14*** 6.22%** 4.98***
AAdj. R-square 0.00 -0.01 0.01 0.00
x 2 change in model 1.59 0.00 2.32* 2.1
Vuong (1989) test: z-statistic 0.31 1.40

@E’Li—% FEFEERR 1o

()R Hap il o 7 ERS FIR T E 1% 0 5% 1096 D)ESE )V o

T 6 RFLEHHBIHIES o
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3+ 9 KEHEW (GSALES)

5  OLS {55!

=X

BHETESFE R2AE%20

B Far &= 1 w2 #®&HX3 #EHX4 #EHX5 #EHKe6
Cc ? -0.41 -0.54 -0.14 -0.13 0.31 -0.75
(0.33) (0.16) (0.78) (0.66) (0.44) (0.55)
TRADEMARK + 0.00
(0.93)
COOPERA + 0.01
(0.89)
MISMATCH_TRADEMARK - -0.03 -0.28
(0.10)* (0.06)*
MISMATCH_COOPERA - 0.13 0.12
(0.20) (0.40)
EFFICIENCY - 0.36 0.08 0.48 0.07 0.46 0.86
(0.19) (0.69) (0.11) (0.76) (0.16) (0.14)
EXPORT + -0.24 -0.13 -0.24 -0.06 -0.07 3.59
(0.00)***  (0.00)***  (0.00)*** (0.24) (0.10)* (0.47)
SIZE + 0.01 0.12 -0.01 0.08 0.07 0.10
(0.92) (0.20) (0.94) (0.05)** (0.08)* (0.04)**
FOOD ? 0.09 0.18 0.09 0.20 0.08 -0.01
(0.41) (0.02)** (0.37) (0.01)*** (0.45) (0.92)
TEXTILE ? 0.28 0.31 0.25 0.26 0.32 0.12
(0.03)**  (0.01)*** (0.14) (0.00)***  (0.01)*** (0.35)
Adjusted R-square 0.16 0.17 0.15 0.17 0.17 0.14
F-statistic 4.12%* 3.44%** 3.05*** 3.88*** 3.41%** 2.96**
AAdj. R-square 0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.01
x 2 change in model 0.19 0.01 0.23* 0.19
Vuong (1989) test: z-statistic 0.13 0.12

Py FEEF o

()R pi, v g g EEA RIRTE 1% 0 5% 2109 HFSE b E o

6 IR B RAET o

3. FrE SRS E SR IR NE IR
% 10 4% NEW_PRODUCT By %78, Tobit BUBIEIRE R - B 1 SR Log

likelihood fE% -263.94 - BIEETEBLASEATLIFAE AL

PO =3

=g

ST (EFFICIENCY) » 57

SRR TE AR (p<0.01) 5 M#5#E3E (TEXTILE) WS S ER 25574 (p<0.01) -
f 2 2 B 3 43 BIINA SRS 488 16 (TRADEMARK il COOPERA) » #3 2 9:2 Log
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B AR SUAI AL B 26 AILHEM AR ¢ &M Gk RIS R

Sl ARSI ERE ST (p>0.10) - f H1-1 RJEF; < #5303 19 Log likelihood {2k -254.42 »
COOPERA WI{RBEHEE 1 1F (p<0.05) » Wald x * fE R COOPERA Tl BLAG Wit
T fE 2 )7 (p<0.01) > 2 £ B & H2-1 - #E = 4 1Y Log likelihood 1B J% -239.29 »
MISMATCH_TRADEMARAK ({REREEEE > H Wald y > 68 SR AR S0 AR i
(»>0.10) > HfBE H1-2 ka7 - X 5 79 Log likelihood {H B -234.93 » MISMATCH _
COOPERA (W{RHEEE by & (p<0.10) > Wald y *FE8r MISMATCH COOPERA WEE
FA WA fRRE )] (p<0.05) » SZHE H2-2 -

% 11 4% NEW_PRODUCT J/#fc#T8,2 Poisson BRI A5 « 2 1 R Log
likelihood {E B -515.38 » LR 88k 0.24 (p<0.01) - SIZE (R FE2E 5 1F (p<0.05) » Fox
1 SEHHBRCRATAE © TEXTILE (RS0 B (p<0.01) » F2ms ik SERHT S Sl O
BHEFE 10 » AR HTR R SR A A S - R B 3R T R A T -
= 2 B Log likelihood {H Ky -502.98 » LR 58k 0.26 » BE RFERUFIE R BIF (p<0.01) -
TRADEMARK {&ECREEZE - Wald y *# B BET: TRADEMARK N A5 S W 4E i T8 15
(p>0.10) » # H1-1 A~jka7 o #8223 Ay Log likelihood {H Ky -456.99 » LR 8%k 0.32 >
Wald y > # & 87z COOPERA Tig Bt BAG WA RIRRES] (p<0.01) » {H COOPERA 1%
B fy B (p<0.01) » Bl H2-1 A FEIIAHS -

#3204 119 Log likelihood {E K -460.95 » LR 585k 0.26 » S 78 710 Il 55 &8 FL 47
(p<0.01) » Wald y *# @8z MISMATCH TRADEMARK WeEAGRaETE )T (p<0.01) >
H MISMATCH TRADEMARK 128 B & (p<0.10) » & X HFrHI-2- &5 89 Log
likelihood {E B -477.06 » LR #5940k 0.26 » BE /R SE BT (p<0.01) - Wald y 21“;"‘;{
TEFER MISMATCH COOPERA G esEiEE ) (p<0.01) » M MISMATCH COOPERA 1%
S B IE (p<0.10) » s H2-2 {35 ZHI50H -

Heless 10 Bige 11 AVEFEEASSE - BB SR BIFTIHESRIS (COOPERA) 7
SLHERIER (%WNEW_PRODUCT) 5 1F [ 5225 - BT SRS M R 8L & FL 8 (MISMATCH
COOPERA) #TEEMERIZR (%NEW_PRODUCT) 5 & [A15248  H RSN BT SRS
(COOPERA) i i#(& (NEW_PRODUCT) WS8R Bt - BT SR MRS &7
& (MISMATCH COOPERA) ¥ E fh8& (NEW _PRODUCT) W2 258l IR 4] (3%
11) o ARFFZEHER P 4 s BT 10 3 SIS B AT SRS 1ok B 5 e P S 7 S S
({ERSR ) R IETRIR B2 -

AHFFEHE—2 L Vuong (1989) test g FILFEAIT) Adj. R-square » EFEEH5E SRR
£ 10 2 2 B 3 1Y 2 fEDRy -0.32 » H H3-1 RERIT « £k 4 BHE 5 AURrE iR
FE7R ¢ Vuong (1989) test 1Y z {H B -2.04 (p<0.05) » X H3-2 k7 o = 6 2T LIEK
o SIS R S+ ] T S A S B R R TS =1 O A E R A - K EE R
MISMATCH COOPERA ~ COOPERA ~ TRADEMARK » X A [ i % 35 8§ & -
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B GRS 620 K52 M

MISMATCH _COOPERA W 1% B #H =% Ty B4 (p<0.01) - COOPERA B 1% B 88 & &y 1E
(p<0.10) » /R H3-1 Bl H3-2 HRARELAT « % 11 2 2 8 =0 3 HUR e G o1 - 288
Vuong (1989) test 11 z {EFy -0.96 » # H3-1 Rpa7 « 1 4 B 5 IR0 FE REUR -
Vuong (1989) test f z {E Fy 2.43 (p<0.01) » fiit H3-2 17 » #E5K 6 MR nina &3
$ESR BRIV B IE I A o KFRE R MISMATCH TRADEMARK ~ COOPERA ~
TRADEMARK > %752 MISMATCH COOPERA - Hrft MISMATCH TRADEMARK [
FREUEETE Ry & (p<0.10) » TRADEMARK (R B HEZE by IE (p<0.10) » ELTEEAFAST © ifg
COOPERA HI{REEE B (p<0.10) » BATHHARST » MISMATCH COOPERA HI{ZEHI|
AR o B b AS S SR H3-2 © BRfREE 10 BAER 11 AU EGERSST 20 ¢ Bl SR BL Al
TR B 5 S e L A SR G R ) o T R AR & R P L B e iR Y
fErEdg -
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+r 10 BEEW (BNEW_PRODUCT) Ejf : Tobit {&5Y
B Far &= 1 w2 &3 &4 /A5 EHK6
Cc ? -19.03 -7.86 -14.47 -9.80 -50.61 -34.17
(0.21) (0.65) (0.41) (0.60) (0.07) (0.09)*
TRADEMARK + -4.53 -2.91
(0.22) (0.39)
COOPERA + 7.62 6.11
(0.02)** (0.06)*
MISMATCH_TRADEMARK - -0.65
(0.86)
MISMATCH_COOPERA - -2.00 -2.20
(0.10)* (0.01)***
EFFICIENCY - -48.23 -21.29 -27.20 -45.69 -58.63 -30.95
(0.00)*** (0.24) (0.08)* (0.02)**  (0.00)***  (0.01)***
EXPORT + 2.16 0.38 1.16 4.61 2.07 67.20
(0.23) (0.89) (0.58) (0.32) (0.55) (0.51)
SIZE + 1.28 2.30 1.01 1.52 1.21 1.50
(0.45) (0.35) (0.62) (0.58) (0.66) (0.36)
FOOD ? -5.86 -3.75 -5.31 -2.47 -2.37 -3.81
(0.20) (0.45) (0.24) (0.73) (0.80) (0.32)
TEXTILE ? -11.62 -1.98 -6.62 -12.05 -16.66 -6.02
(0.00)*** (0.62) (0.08)* (0.05)** (0.33) (0.12)
Log likelihood -263.94*** -256.10*** -254.42*** -239.29***-234.93***-259.08***
Left censored obs 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00
Uncensored obs 64.00 64.00 64.00 64.00 64.00 64.00
x % change in model 1.50 5.46*** 2.99 4.86**
Vuong (1989) test: z-statistic -0.32 -2.04**

BELE  FESF o
()R %o p s m o gE% J EEL DI T 1% » 5% F1096 H)FTE ) i o

M 6 R EF B EAES -
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& 11 EEEW (BNEW_PRODUCT) Zif : Poisson 183!

BHER mFae &= 1 #xX2 #®EH3 #EH4 EHK5 EHKe
Cc ? 3.09 3.08 1.55 0.80 3.31 -58.66
(0.06)* (0.16) (0.41) (0.52) (0.07)* (0.07)*
TRADEMARK + 0.45 7.39
(0.15) (0.07)*
COOPERA + -1.14 -6.13
(0.01)*** (0.09)*
MISMATCH_TRADEMARK - -0.42 -6.55
(0.10)* (0.07)*
MISMATCH_COOPERA - 0.09 0.92
(0.07)* (0.29)
EFFICIENCY - -0.11 -0.08 -1.23 -1.85 0.08 -9.70
(0.94) (0.96) (0.39) (0.10)* (0.95) (0.46)
EXPORT + 0.27 0.29 0.16 0.29 0.30 79.82
(0.28) (0.23) (0.47) (0.15) (0.22) (0.48)
SIZE + 0.49 0.48 0.64 0.37 0.52 4.14
(0.03)**  (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.01)**  (0.00)***  (0.01)***
FOOD ? 0.15 -0.01 0.14 -0.19 0.13 3.43
(0.75) (0.98) (0.73) (0.58) (0.77) (0.41)
TEXTILE ? -0.95 -1.02 -0.68 -0.62 -0.93 -6.62
(0.00)***  (0.00)***  (0.05)** (0.08)* (0.01)*** (0.09)*
Log likelihood -515.38 -502.98 -456.99 -460.95 -477.06 -316.09
LR index (Pseudo-R2) 0.24 0.26 0.32 0.26 0.26 0.39
Probability(LR stat) . - . - - .
x ? change in model 1.62 7.24***  11.70**  17.42***
Vuong (1989) test: z-statistic -0.96 2.43***

BEE  FERR o
()R %o p o m o gEY J EEL DIR T 1% 1 5% F10% SFE i o

*ﬁ'?\‘ 6 "-':_,33‘,_ %F’]%‘ﬂgt:—n <

=~ BINIGK
(=) TR A ey iefEbal
3% 4 2 AH B B AR S 2 e A SR S B BE M (TRADEMARK=0.30) [ 1F fifé 78 ] =&
(Percentage of the Correctly Predicted Case) J 65% > 3% 5 ZFHEHA AT SRS
(COOPERA:O 39) HYIERETHMISR s 71% © Ky 1B IERETHIHIERA g B B B Ry
e ST DU RS MG - AHsE B 2 Bra i ~ MAMNRIERIHTER
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HARSAIAAE 2 R 6 AR ¢ 6B G R ICE E K

W PR TE R~ (2% 4 Bl 5% 5 Y Probit B8 ) By BEEEHRGS » FIFTEETERY T S8 MoR AAHE
R R MG 2L &S BE R (MATCH TRADEMARK, MATCH COOPERA) » Fifl# 5
LA PR e SEAR R I A (R R B - HEEE R -

PRI R SRS 12 S (MATCH_TRADEMARK) =tRE 3G + RtEAii sl &
+ AR R LG o PR R 3G =1 0 5 TRADEMARK=1 H AD > 0.01 » Bi+#5
TRADEMARK=0 H AD < 0.01 ; pifEifgfisZ 4 =1 > % TRADEMARK=0 H OLEVER > 1.18 »
B3 TRADEMARK=1 H OLEVER < 1.18 ; palEpffe32s =1 » 35 TRADEMARK=1 H. RD
>-5.06 » 8% TRADEMARK=0 H. RD <-5.06 °

BTSRRI 2L G (MATCH_COOPERA) = RIS RIBE S + BTr&E LS + BT
G + BTHIEELS  IUBRRITEAEL S =1 » % COOPERA=1 H MPATENT < 231 » 845
COOPERA=0 H MPATENT >2.31; BI&iR#4 =1 » ¥ COOPERA=1 H RESOURCE > 4.86
B4 COOPERA=0 H RESOURCE < 4.86 ; Bl 2s32 4 =1 » 7 COOPERA=1 H RD >
-5.06 » B%# COOPERA=0 H RD < -5.06 ; Bl # ¥ & =1 > ¥ COOPERA=1 H. SIZE
>6.54 » B{#5 COOPERA=0 H SIZE <6.54

% 12 2 Panel A Bi B (B 3545 S BH R ¢ MATCH _TRADEMARK B ROS ~ ACC_
PERFOR ~ EPS ) Jy NEW _PRODUCT 2 %] 5 ¥ 86 3% 1y 1F 7] B B 1% » 1) MATCH _
COOPERA Bd %NEW_PRODUCT [ 2 HiFHZE E MBI E - 38 LoR5RELZ 6 FF 11
HYE SR RAHR] - RIS S B & Aty & 7 =00 AU -
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;= BIESFE B2 EE2M

Panel A ROS ACC_PERFOR EPS
o} -46.66 -48.34 -54.07 -47.98 -7.48 -6.17
(0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)**  (0.00)***  (0.01)***
MATCH_TRADEMARK 1.76 2.25 0.49
(0.04)** (0.05)** (0.10)*
MATCH_COOPERA -0.52 -0.10 0.05
(0.30) (0.88) (0.74)
EFFICIENCY -33.31 -35.45 -29.48 -27.22 -4.70 -4.17
(0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)**  (0.00)***  (0.01)***
EXPORT -2.28 -2.45 -4.22 -4.14 -0.40 -0.36
(0.02)** (0.01)** (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.08)* (0.13)
SIZE 1.14 1.43 2.22 2.26 0.67 0.66
(0.07)* (0.04)** (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.00)***  (0.00)***
FOOD 2.63 2.72 3.34 2.54 0.31 0.12
(0.09)* (0.09)* (0.11) (0.20) (0.54) (0.80)
TEXTILE 4.46 4.71 6.39 5.85 1.18 1.05
(0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.01)***  (0.03)**
Adj. R-square 0.51 0.49 0.43 0.40 0.29 0.26
F-statistic 15.15%** 12.26*** 10.13*** 9.02*** 5.88*** 5.13***
AAdj. R-square 0.02 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.02 -0.01
x” change in model 4.05** 1.08 4.10** 0.02 2.85* 0.1
Panel B
GSALES %NEW_PRODUCT NEW_PRODUCT
o} -0.63 -0.18 -14.43 -28.18 1.77 2.64
(0.06)* (0.71) (0.44) (0.06)* (0.29) (0.19)
MATCH_TRADEMARK 0.06 -1.45 0.40
(0.13) (0.45) (0.08)*
MATCH_COOPERA 0.05 3.92 -0.21
(0.24) (0.01)*** (0.15)
EFFICIENCY -0.06 0.53 -31.87 -41.52 -0.48 -0.59
(0.81) (0.10)* (0.06)* (0.00)*** (0.72) (0.67)
EXPORT -0.12 -0.24 1.20 0.87 0.23 0.22
(0.01)*** (0.00)*** (0.56) (0.62) (0.26) (0.35)
SIZE 0.11 -0.02 2.02 0.93 0.41 0.54
(0.20) (0.86) (0.35) (0.62) (0.00)***  (0.00)***
FOOD 0.26 0.09 -4.89 -3.01 0.20 0.06
(0.06)* (0.41) (0.28) (0.52) (0.64) (0.89)
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TEXTILE 0.30 0.24 -5.21 -9.58 -0.89 -0.94
(0.00)*** (0.19) (0.17) (0.02)** (0.01)***  (0.01)***

Adj. R-square 0.17 0.17

F-statistic 3.60*** 3.40***

AAdj. R-square 0.01 0.01

Log likelihood -256.69 -260.55 -484.12 -496.07

LR index (Pseudo-R2) 0.28 0.27

x 2 change in model 0.22* 1.43 0.58 6.37*** 2.68* 2.06

BEAs o FERF -
()R p &y, 35 L RES FIR T E 1% 5 5% $1096 HFSE b o

(=) BARARRF A

AR L FE B R AE R E RN A ] - AR R RO TS
PRECTREE AR R ASE BRI A R o AWFFEHE ] Heckman — B Be KA IE AT RE#E
AEHIREASEIERE © 55 —FEEE Probit slER= » I A 2 S A EHEMEE (RD) - iR
BESAIE Ry IV R (SIZE) ~ SMEH VA RS (EXPORT) ~ [EE &7 (CAPITAL) ~ EAfEHE
5Lt (DE) » Bz SERE L (Veugelers & Cassiman, 1999; Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006;
Chen, 2006) - $EFIH] Probit & AUALEH AR R AKEH R Heckman FIEIE (31 1) - iRy
25 P B AR RS S PRI - RERYIBYE A RS U Heckman fIETEFREL
WANERRE - RORTEAERIER A E B A B - 1T B3R 6 B3¢ 12 i R 28 H Y
{RE A 7K HEAA8 > Bl Cassiman Bil Veugelers (2006) AYZSE] —2 -
(=) AI37 vk B AR S0 iR R vk & 2o 48 Bl 1E 2R A2

BII5ET S Bl e A o R SRS B B2 1 M REA AR AHRA M - BRSNS IR LA 7 5 =0
17 o MEREARIREIT - IS/ T E R W RS8N » AWkl Mt AU 28 2= A AH R
TE - RERVIWE RS R B H AR A (S 0.14, p<0.10) - HUHEEHEERAN B BL R B
A—HIFHIREEA B (Greene, 1997) -
(o) DARARUHE(GE?)

R A=F(y)/F (y) o Hiby Befh—BE T3 BE 7S 2 probit SMEFFTISAYAEEHME » M £ B2 F 4350 ke iine i
REBERSFICRAEY (pdf) B EARHESR SN RA B (cdf) - EFRERERAT T ¢
RD=0.17+0.27 SIZE+0.12 EXPORT+0.00 DE -0.06 CAPITAL+1.12 CHEMICALS
(0.57)  (0.00)*** (0.00)***  (0.03)** (0.03)** (0.00)***
+1.13 ELECTRONICS+0.11 FOOD+0.18 TEXTLE
(0.00)*** (0.55) (0.11)
McFadden R-square =0.17; Log likelihood=-1197.09; Probability (LR stat)= (0.00)***.
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AW FEFEAERRA T 67 HSRE > WREBARNK > REFER - AFEE L
Bootstrap [ ffifii% (Bootstrap Resampling Method) M7 #Eqi - LAEESE TRl FTRERY /)N
BATRE - AWTFEE 67 (E#ZRE T - AL 800 EEAMBEALET - RRINZHE
ARG IR AR 4 BIS 11 IUEREREE - REC—E - B TSR G R E RS R A S Ta fd
AR ERNAN G ZNG R NS 2 ZN TIPS

h ~ tHRiGemEa R

5 S i

AWTFE LSRR E# D3 22 L BRI - RdnBl LA S Rk - BlEl il 1= 2R
AMATRE A S RSB TR I - SR v R SRS Y R (B SE SR BRI SR - 31 EL AR 1 o
Pt Bl i AL et L 2 S S A SRR s 2 - AR Se Bl P B S ma A e o B R A2
ORI B B FRAR - R - E SRR ARSNESEE - BErbTREEE
B (R 2 AR AT SRR MEIRE - PR (S A SRS B MRS © RS - B SR
Z EEERA] ~ HA SR B TR E RS ~ WIS « SUREORRS > Bnaetk
HSU A A/ MBI S P B8 SR 77 9 F R E A EER BT St -

RIS BB RERGIR - AWT7E RIS IS / AT — R AR RS 1 22
B/ ARG MEHTRIS RS/ ARETERE - DIRES Y R & aar © (1) 17
FEH— R BATRM - (2) REEEIRS — (SRS LB R R £ SEERA T ORI B A B
Wi FRITEZ RIS IEIE - AWTFEs « HEEAHARENESEE - BT
W > B RAYEEARAR SR R - A SRR R - S & i 2R
TERERER ~ BB REE SRR / et o AT RIS R G A B e
SEMNER B S F RS LT o BUSTE SLRTSORET - AR AL SR 2L & AT e 12
T EE AR AR - (AN I T SRS B 1T SRS 2 5 T AP EE R I
GRS SR ( AREESADRRAT ) o KBRS - AWTFei B R R SR e ER, -

t% > AWTSE Vuong (1989) test BlZ 55 HERAYEHFERTIR - S RGRALMIRIEEL S
FERR BRI TR 22 55 R R SRR ~ it TSR - IR AR
R o (H I BT R 5L & PR A AR TR B 5 FE e RE AR SR o R
RIGR AT RE R 5 ~ Bl B (LA 2 SE B AR B A A2 - DR & IO I
Bl SRR A AT S (Hyber-competition) > SIS T35 PR An Y52 EE (Porter,
1980; Giarratana & Torres, 2007) » HACEE ML P ASE i RO 11 0 L PO 0S8 s P IR o 2
ISR - (RS T B T AL SR SRR e E) - D ZEFE AT RIS S 5 /
PIGMARSILEE BT ORI S ol - LS BRE RS AN (RIS B 40 150 TR P RETAG ]
TESEAN FIFIREGRE IR © iR e DI E P e A i o SRS 25 2 1 B B DRt S 1 ol
FESRE Z SRS FIE © AHITSERVRERER TSSO 2 DU 7 EE S R T 2
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B FEE A BT RIS ER B Ao R 8 7 20 B BRSSO S s TS SR AT RE
T BT TC S RENIS AN H AT 3 B A MEREUS Rl g LB - R rT e B A S 2R 38
B o HR - AWFERIERA N RIREUAH 67 % HABIEEA L 1S AW 52 L1 R
o TR iR R AR B 1 8 H (Peduzzi, Concato, Kemper, Holford, & Feinstein, 1996) - K214
WrE Rl EE AT b AR AL R RER A TR - B R AR i S AR S A - - - ST E R 52
BTN A ST R AT B e S R R R BN AR R E R Fefr] » BB = > AKWFTTRERG S HE
s R B TE YRR B LR - RARHIM e S RE RIS R SRS R P o T E R K mT e —
PRSI RERNEIEE TS - BT SRIS BL L RS B RE A AT E ] - et - AWFSEIA L 43 3
TR ZE SRR (3 13) - RAEMHR RS AR B R e TR - WL [R5
JRERE BRI EESE » R RIS EIE — e MR HERw
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