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Innovation Capability, Innovation Efficiency and Firm Value:

The Evidence of Taiwan’s Electronics Industry
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Innovation Capability, Innovation Efficiency and Firm
Value: The Evidence of Taiwan’s Electronics Industry

Advisor: Dr. Cheng-Jen Huang
Graduate student name: Jia-Hua Chan
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Abstract

In this study, | use Taiwan's publicly traded electronics companies that
applied for patents in the U.S. Patent & Trademark Office (USPTO) to examine
the relationship between innovation capability, innovation efficiency, and firm
value. | also use the technology cycle time based on Narin (1999) to measure
Innovation capability, and calculate innovation efficiency by data envelopment
analysis (DEA) model. The empirical results show that higher innovation
capability and innovation efficiency enhance firm value, and higher innovation
capability can also lead to higher innovation efficiency. However, innovation
capability just partially affects firm value indirectly through innovation
efficiency. This study suggests that innovation capability and innovation
efficiency will directly influence investors’ perception regarding company's
future prospects and then reflect in the market place. While innovation
capability can help to enhance innovation efficiency, various factors affect
innovation efficiency, making innovation capability only can partially affect
the changes in company value through the force of innovation efficiency. These
findings are supported by dynamic capabilities theory: “the faster to switch
new knowledge into innovation, the easier to survive in a dynamic
environment”. Additionally, innovation efficiency is also the key of competitive
advantage in the prevailing innovation environment.

Key Words : Innovation capability; Innovation efficiency; Firm value; Dynamic
capabilities theory
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3670304 1972 35 5832121 1998 9
i’ 4882546 1989 18 ZJ 5859932 1999 8
% 5295079 1994 13 % 6097842 2000 7
lj 6101312 2000 lj 6233356 2001 6
i 6774835 2004 f—'
6988236 2006 1
o i
Ay 10 Ay 7.5

T F A A AT

lagTCT,, = Medium(GAINTYEAR,; , , — CITINGYEAR, , ,)

He o i i 2wt E AW lagTCT & % 8 k8 - GAINTYEAR,
S LIz PoaE R 5 CITINGYEAR 551 % &I FHlz a2 & o

—

AT FALe 20472 (DEA) iTi g o 7 AIRTE R 2F 2 2 58 o F
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e %45 (DEA) 242>t Farrell (1957) 2. +#£4 » 4 Charnes, Cooper and
Rhodes (1978) & -t 4% I\ - &2 5-#c3% (non-parametric approach) =& = 2 o 2
HE A P e fiw # - H = (decision making unit - #§ £ DMU) X - 3% »
Wi LiHE- A2 AnF o Ra F R AR ANTALE-F P ¢ ERE
MEEPT A O @ L A d g z,,~ & (Sharma and Thomas 2008) - #]* » Charnes,
Cooper and Rhodes (1978) # ! ¥ T 2R i3 p fic 3 ] (Constant Returns to Scale
model > & #= CRS #-3] 5 7™ fi CCR %‘*J*'J) POBCAN R Ay k- K E = (DMU) W
Fet B i HLHC (optimal scale) 2o fm Tz TR E > XM AR 2 L > W
;a ,T,i—aiﬁ [l (DMU) Lj‘\‘ L ’8‘* — EAFE L - P R4 ﬁ:ﬁ% » 1T 5 AR
¥ ff_%ﬁfé_iiqﬁéii: (technical efficiency) 2 £ % - *Banker, Charnes and Cooper
(1984) i » T 2b9r3 DMU % & B 2RHic o F]pt > i - ) % CRS DEA #-3] &
L s *ﬁﬁ—iﬁ il TR (Varlable Returns to Scale model - # i VRS #-3] » 7 -
BCC #:7)) » #-Hopbrsc & 0 % A % 4 e 11 2 s d (scale efficiency) o

~# 3 %% Hashimoto and Haneda (2008) - Kafouros (2006) ' 2 Sharma and
Thomas (2008) @& £|F7TscF 2. » & I %ﬁx’ PPl BRI A a3
RS SRS Sk %? R F T2 H s AN e 2 Bl d AR
T EBEAEZ PR T TS AIFTA D 2§ R 1345 Hall, Jaff and Trajtenberg (2001)
*JL%" 90 & 3t £ FE A3 "ré‘%ﬂ %?'HE“' FIPCEREZ LR o SR
B E 2 B T":MREF? BY GEPERERZ LR ARRAR ] AR o Tt 0 A
AR~ B AIFTA D 2 R R G EM - B TR Y 2 TE T AR
o2 %Ec 1y HP 2 %ﬁ Tl LR B 2 BRI L BTL A
W2 B Ay HE CRS #4]5 Bak 4 2B Y B R TRBIRM 2 TR s 7
T F uiww%h% E*”@Hiwﬁﬁoﬂm4ﬁﬁﬁﬂ?w%%ﬁ
SEEVVEN A AR R (B~ T Y ~ R EF & F 2003) o #& %% Hashimoto
and Haneda (2008) r % Diaz- Baltelro el at. (2006) ?1«'5 o ArE2ZER > A
TAFHE O E 2 VRSEAI MR AFTER 2 scF B H P o2 F @A 031

E N I = gl D %\' O 2 RIRTERAR G AL F 20 FonE EARGE
0 £qadplATiEdA%E o HAIFTITEF 2P0 ~ A D FHcAeT

PG RE E R R A Ak 2 MY 2 A & A L 4 ¥ (parametric approach) & 2t 4 ik
(non-parametric approach) & f& ( % < 4% ~ ¥4 a 2004) -
SESSEEE TY F
http://wiki.archives.gov.tw/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=970&Itemid=108.
“Aly, Grabowski, Pasurka and Rangan (1990) » &£ # CRS #:%4] » 2 78 i § H =2 fic & »c % (allocative
efficiency) -
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(1) # 5 —=HPFFF A (lagRK)

3 AERZAFTANNEFT R TAE ARG ERR O FEFF Y 0@
HdEL IS ER T RAfHA D AL (Tsai 2005) » Flet A 7 05 * iE 2
Oriani and Sobrero (2008) #r& #7743 F A2 = 34> 1R B2 g p * & & 1UFH T
15%vt GIRR - A8 T A Lk AeT

lagRK; , = (1-15%)lagRK; , ,, +lagR; ,
He it AP tnAERY; laRK 3 HH 2 FHFF A5 REEH Y

(2) A& 415 —& 48 (PATENT)

_gf«f s MR G f)- 13758 T2 A b > 3 F ;‘;,Env‘n vk "Zg’f ’}Eﬁi"/ @J__g_ ﬁ' | 37
ﬂééva:f »z (Griliches 1990 ; Hashimoto and Haneda 2008 ; Sharma and Thomas
2008) - Flp A F U2 PN ERBFITEFEAY P AL 2 L RETS
g o

() A & —% FIH4k 3! * # (CITED)

L AEA F Bl B2 2 F%?ﬁ%%ﬁ s f 2 & 3] & (Griliches 1990) -
Sharma and Thomas (2008) % & zﬁ;%l * —»Q;:? a4 ;}'Jﬁ’:?ﬁurg E Rl 2 S o
S U A D BTSN 5k ¢ B § G IR B (Lanjouw and
Schankerman 2004) o g ~ #2312 2> 7 %ﬁ PEREJEFELY a2 2
B AEAL S * St s TR e

(4) A6 —%flfFz &8 (CLAIMS)

RN S N NG Luﬁfﬁ ;‘gd 2 4 a3 2 # 41 (Nerkar and
Paruchuri 2005) > = it Z 7% J12t B 155 2 B & c AL U F § ERWE
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RMEJEFHERY PR L & 2 BT 5 &i6- BAIATRF2Z A NG %

SRS T RLMRT R IR ¢l
Fé&LP&g f,é;"‘° j\pzf""_ﬂ‘;\? 4 J’E_,’}’gy:\ X E;PQ/EI,(}E Eﬁjz“""f?"’:ﬁ 1
HcAhe T

1. 27 &L (GROWTH)

~E 0 g#h)‘i;; —«ﬂ%"é%%/éﬁ_’ » ¥ by j‘ﬂﬁﬁ
FE R WL EURALIFE o
(17 %

312 _#¥ (Nagaoka 2007) » Tobin’s q & ¥ 14
IR ;“Jfrmfv 5+ z 2008) AR LR

FRAkdz £ E¢
EFiEL 0f X E B2 R Y rn‘é,\rg'\’ BIFTIREF 2 o 0 EAX
B oo 0P NEMZ T H AT

GROWTH, , = (SALES;, — SALES,  ,)/SALES;  ,

He oitvd o@uti k& RS IGROWTH 5 2 & = £ 1 SALES 5 & jiyc » -

2. 7 f v % (DEBT)

RS2 s MENERS T Mo 80 PERATRR R TR
1123 (N agaokazoww BB RN P L o T A g
OISR 3 XA éfé@:’ T D P 2 f O FARE o g A I P 2 AT

*;;.?&;El%’\f_é;oﬁ_‘q;éwhr'f:

DEBT,, = LIABILITIES,  /TA,,

e

AP itdaow st A& R%  DEBT 2 f 5 5 LIABILITIES & = @ 4%
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3. = & R A (SIZE)

Henderson and Cockburn (1997) 4p & » Afife s 2 = & 2 5 §eF 2 i 4 1%
Jop th3RArE o TV Gy REF PR FTREZFALTE - Legge (2000) 3u & o A7
;ﬁ;ﬁ’{%;ﬁﬂ/ =2 J’FL’]fz_7 z'?K, LY Lﬁjfg_7 N —jﬁ*ﬂb i%f’ 27, <E‘.m w‘:a-ﬁ,]:rfr ;:‘% o
R A E R Tsal (Q001) 2 E o H ffor 5 G A 2 P
BB RN N PREAR L o HAETRF L 2P AR o 2P R LR AT

»

ﬂ._!

SIZE,, = In(SALES, )

4.5 o 3£ 5 (FCF)

DG 2ZRENE FURMED D B S BT" FERIY % 5 TR
LETRCA SR NS %9»;1 2 ﬂ\‘& 4 ﬁ f P d 24 (Blundell, Griffith and
Reenen 1999) - % 7 s > @ i p d i@ F.4& > 2% 7 %< Bushee (1998) p
émﬁﬁiiﬁﬁ’u?$m%7m¢, B iﬂapﬁ WETE

"’rJ:;?‘ };’l%‘lg_dgrso o B

N

“)J

T URTARE TR Ewaﬁmﬁmgts,@
d g T2 T HRACT

W

FCF,, = (OCF,, —CapitalP, ) /TA

PR Ao PR s tRAERY S, FCF 2 pd IERE S OCF:%%"?#‘}#E‘?%
€ :CapitalP H-E AT FTAZIRENE » TAZ 27 T ARG -

H
B& i

IR FRERNR S R AR AL RIS 2 G AR o B3 (2007)

33



WA LA P E e BB ~
SR B AR R RS FRA A 0
Bdrdk 328 4 A ¥2 % BN S - 72 LB 5ie— % L H 73 ANOVA
Rk B35 TR P BO0L o m AR LD RIS T ¢
o AT T R A FE W P\)\,}w# T Iy e I
»drde 3-4 FTon o b th s F L b BB L AL~ RBE
TEME Y PR Eicd 35”‘1"1‘ .

\~ m@
SH
iﬁw
5‘:%5
=

}‘; gl

EL
ELs
Pl
She
)
T
S
Ty
_“
pulig
@i
N,
=

TN

ﬁ_‘","?\)%:{—&p\é‘;‘-)

#3-2TFFRIAE2Z P o P 2005 £ 1 2008 # H BT ok

AENE  TIHIFAXAE B OE T og(F § )
24 = 2 34,541.11
25 FNER L g 15,910.17
26 kT 14,877.60
27 o e ¥ 23,683.71
28 T3 Fer¥ 5,389.91
29 TR 4,014.70
30 TR ¥ 2,260.59
31 Hu g3 Fas 21,741.98
% 3-3 H ¥]5 ANOVA ¥ % %

3 SS pd A MS F P-& Tk &
e 2.65E+11 7 3.78E+10 5.17 0.00 2.01
fp 1.73E+13 2359 7.32E+09
e 1.75E+13 2366
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&
g
e
2
(B4
_H%
=
i?a
(B
e

~

D1 25 1= %2 F R A ¥ =20 %2 TR R £
D2 26 1=k § %, 0=zbk § %
D3 27 1=3 2 e gt ¥ > 0=203 2 gt ¥
D4 28 1=3 3 2ot ¥ ,0=2t7 3 it ¥
D5 29 1= Fd g ¥ > 0=2£F F i pr ¥
D6 30 I=F M PRAZE - 0=2LF PR ¥
D7 31 1=H@ g+ FRE 0=t T3 Fn%
i AELULEMAEL AR SR T BAERE

6. T RH (LT,

g BB i BB ETIBR L BE . T2 P2 B IHEPE P P ART
W H B JIHRALG T R AR o Tt 0 RATE PR 2010 5 2009 E 2 & JIET
Fo x4 * 12 2005 & AR o K 3BT RERE TR ELA o
Srif e CAL S RBL Y LA R R BELR K Ao d 35 40T o
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4 3-5 LA REARD

/. . . g 4r
LA L E Jpkd & o
f* 5
. L [(\ﬂgﬁﬁyj,w‘—rm%x ECIRCREEE ST L1
3
TR E B mepmmge) 4 e T4 Aotk
TLRRE R ) AL ~m 7-3;’f g?’f'”ﬁﬁ’ﬁtf'l
IE * ferd B Mlh‘éq?%lﬁ 2 z_i_ﬂ:rrw 'J*’;»‘F
ﬂéﬁﬁﬁéiﬂa%%%ﬁﬁw %
IR T =E 3 RN lagRK T # B2 ms§ " 3k
| 33 &
BIFTES EE T 3 PATENT 3 W& fIEF A Y 2 b1k
Li_ A ¥ o - @ 1 o N 4 >
a st 3] WERBJEFHRL SRE L 2 B IS
. R T IEE CITED .y
¥ NEREATFEFEE P E L 2B <
CHBPFZAE  CLAIMS jizl HEFER P22 2 % fEH R
AR S
£l AT 4 lagTCT 7 #p Hojei #) —
MPEEFAGZE G B SRR
IE *g,:ua%f%’E#E]L%E:%é_ﬂ'ﬁw?'l*? +
e a2 B N2 S RAIFPF B
* g lagRK T ##pz m5  % %3 ik +/—
£ Fe5 " i % 5 P
R 2 S PATENT 3 REJITEF LY 2 B Jl* +/—
7 B || T 5 R LA A= ] | A8 51
TS SR 2 TIEE S cimep R EEPER R EfUL S e LR,
% e
A ¥ v T = M /.2}‘4_7\ ) %
¥ %ﬂ%ﬁ%%}i‘é& CLAIMS *TW% ERERPIESE —EF‘H*E?’@ /-
AR S
SRR S
R GROWTH (ng SRR A B R +
RS T DEBT  f fR/aF A —
o P AR SIZE & }}: for EIRPp R +
" (P2 menE+HEATFTAZLRE
pdIEE FCF FE)RT A +
7
A% 2D T EE L AN A ERRYE +1—
j=1
3
Y DT, 12005 5k PR LS E +i=
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e & A3

SRR CAIFTRFMNE 2P B FR RN GEFRMN G A
P g BT 47 (path analysis) 2. = 583 r AR o BT A 4T 0 BT RS AR
f_ (structural equation modeling » # # SEM) - 48 > 1 & * 5 R % 2 B 5
W%%ﬁ(*%ﬁiwa7Hﬂvvﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ4ﬁﬁﬁaﬂzﬁ%(a@n
2 ‘H‘Piﬁ TR e B2 R plATR S (IE, ) 2 %] » 22F @43 0
212 B BRI DU AR g 2 Tobit 503 R B AR 4 A1 AT
2B (B L) o AZ g AT

-L,A«

= p, + BlagTCT,, + B,FCF,, + B,GROWTH,, + §,DEBT, + BSIZE, + éqﬁj D, + ée T, +,, (1)
DEEHAATR A 2R HEL MR (BR2) o AT Y AT
TB, = B, + BlagTCT,, + p,FCF,, + B,GROWTH,  + ,DEBT, , + ASIZE + jzi:lqﬁj D, + yZ?lHTy +&,,(2)
PIFAIFTRFE P EZM T (B 3) - AR * 34T
1B, =B, +pBIE + B,FCF + B,GROWTH, + B,DEBT, + ASIZE, + é¢j D, + émv +&, (3)

SERHAIRTRIHON AR A AP EM 2P (k% AFTRY Y
3] deT

TB, =B, + BIE,, + B,lagTCT,  + B,FCF, + B8,GROWTH, , + 8, DEBT, + B, SIZE , + igbi D, + i@ T, +&,,(4)
j=1 y=1 '

BHe it o@w it & ERSTB, 2 22 W iE; IE, & AIRAT ,-zzc;lagTCTt
5 5 GROWTH,, 5 = @ 2. & £ {4 ; DEBT,, 3 z\ 5 B &0 SIZE, &
NPRH FCFR A A d AT AEKE PR YEA B LD, 3T, o
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FI& PIHr PFETHLR

AT o BESIE LA FFTAENEIREJEFEL Y FE 122
BRI PLAIHE FHENRIRATHE A EIREEF RS
MRk L DB EARTIRTEL -

SRR IEY FEREPAPER LR 2 R A Jod 2004 £ 3 2010
E A4z LB A F M ATETORINA b SRR T AIRTA N E 5 R
2R Flpt ATy W 2004 &£ 3 2008 £ 2 AT BB 2T RAH T
2005 # 1 2008 # o $AEE-A s AAEERALA G HKRRE 4R 36370 F B
PATETRE RIS AP ERPE TR B R 2 ) E Y R RA S G
L AHEE A ﬁpiwfﬁﬁiiFﬂFﬁé‘7ﬁ*’TL ok E

& RBLRE 2w dotk 2009~ 2010 & FAL 0 BB 2 P/ R Rk 5 586 4

—=$

N\
)

% 3-6 % A EBL

PAARIE PR AR MR FA B RS BT
2005 # 1 2008 m4spLz e 3588 2004 # 1 2010 # 4 ' R4cB % B 329,091
BT A 2 (2994) I ATIELD 1 AP (129,506)
PN, 3 IS . (8) R E#HLSaF/E E‘.EU%E_ (198,299)

#2000 2010 & F 4L (700)
SF[ERRAKET 586 P [ERRAKET 586

2 3-THAEEER & R RL

A Eul (1R78) 2005 2006 2007 2008 &3+ %
L g (24) 37 39 41 44 161 27.47
Tk % ERE (25 33 37 37 37 144 24.57
k7 % (26) 21 23 27 26 97 16.55
WA (27) 10 10 11 9 40 6.83
T+ FEiE (28) 16 20 24 26 86 14.68
T+ (29) 2 2 2 1 7 1.19
‘;?_“3 R+ (30) 1 0 2 1 4 0.68
B g+ Fa (31) 11 12 13 11 47 8.02
£t 131 143 157 155 586 100.00
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FEF FLERNH
- & ARTHA

— AR E AT

MY AP TR R BT B T At ’L;&‘_A\ﬁ rd A 4LV RSP
(TB) T @i 2 @ ixfc > <3 0> 70 j23 Gy 2008 # ST+ A FFR
Eghiavh2 B4 v 2005 & 1 2008 # ggg ko R FAFEME G REB 2T HT
B oo I AR 4 (lagTCT ) @ j€ & 4-1 7 i@ &> —‘Lb&u& P Hue &
MNIEZH  E TR FAS ’\\fjif‘:’?ﬁ?-ﬁﬁ%‘f‘l‘ 2 Fgﬁ&kf”“*’]{“”"g“‘“”)
IS AN AR Pt F 3 A 2 AlAma Sy T35 (1IE) 5 01235 ¢ ik
EY 0059 J fp' |#722F (IE) 22 T8 2 ¥ lFz A3 < > d v i
TFAELTRE > WRRTFERZ T IRE* s F L R4~ o

s

J

e

g

4 04-1 ik st B

FhC RS e v o] B BB
B 0.32 0.521 0.2616 -0.798 2.142
lagTCT 4.905 2.809 4 1 20
IE 0.123 0.18 0.059 0.001 1
GROWTH 0.049 0.299 0.024 -0.73 1.762
DEBT 0.341 0.157 0.344 0.04 0.859
FCF 0.067 0.112 0.062 -0.28 0.517
SIZE 15.955 1.731 15.607 12.11 21.111
"B : AP B RN EED e | R AT AR R
lagTCT : ELE R SiE
IE : PREFEF ARG B HEE S BRI 2 B{ER R 2

2HcE A NG o I FALS BATE B DL SERBR T

GROWTH : AP aaﬁp & g A TR R
DEBT : fORAAER T A
FCE : ?~ ﬁwﬁ,wmfagﬂw ZREFEFURT R
SIZE : BT P R
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=~ AP R Rd s 47

2425 L RBET 2 ApM A% > L 1 & % Pearson Aphf il =T &
% Spearman 4p B e & 4-2 7 B ar F B E A137ocd 2 # ~ (lagRK)
A % ¥ (PATENT ~CLAIM ~CITED) B2} BFaah it > 27 A 13 5 4
FiRF L AN REEE R F AEE o0t f BT pM Y f G S
(DEBT) # p d M &g (FCF)~ 2 7 A (SIZE) 2 4p M {E » 112 2 @ R4
(SIZE )¢r 27 & £ 1 (GROWTH) 2 ta B {28 » H AP (A 8ic 8 18 % 428 0.2
21590 A7 & p RET L MILR LS T A

3
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# 4-2 4p B T dfeiErd

P’ lagRK PATENT CLAIMS CITED B IE lagTCT GROWTH DEBT FCF SIZE
lagRK 0.64*** (.71 *** (0.32*** (.02 0.05 -0.05 0.00 0.02 0.06 0.56 ***
PATENT 0.64 *** 0.94 *** (79*** (12*** (.46*** -0.06 0.08*  0.01 0.02 0.45 ***
CLAIMS  0.68*** (.92 *** 0.70 *** 0,14 *** (.43 *** _0,05 0.06 -0.06 0.07 0.42 ***
CITED 0.45 *** (.79 *** (0,70 *** 0.15*** 054*** 008*  0.13*** (.07 -0.01 0.39 ***
B -0.02 0.08*  0.10** (.18 *** 0.11*** -0.07*  0.33*** _026*** (.33*** (00
IE -0.47 *** .26 *** (17 *** (36 *** (15 *** -0.07 0.10** -0.01 -0.04 0.03
lagTCT 0.01 -0.05 -0.02 -0.12*** .0.07*  -0.05 -0.07*  -0.12*** 0.04 -0.16 ***
GROWTH  -0.03 0.06 0.04 0.13*** (37 *** (.13 *** _0,06 0.10**  0.00 0.24 ***
DEBT 0.12*** 0.10** 0.05 0.20 *** 023 *** _007 -0.16 *** 0,10 ** -0.39 *** (.38 ***
FCF 0.09**  0.02 0.05 -0.03 0.29*** 007*  0.08* 0.1 -0.40 *** -0.02
SIZE 0.75*** (58 *** (56 *** (54*** 0,00 -0.22*%%* 0,11 *** (0,19 *** (.39 *** _001
8 A% = % Pearson 4n M Al T S 3 Spearman #p B (i o *** ~ **grxn w2k 7 1% ~ 5% 3% 10%:Eg F oK o
blagRK S EERr 2 T
PATENT PMERBAEFERY 2 Rl
CITED DA WL IE +%+++/a PERR R IPHIEES 3
CLAIMS PREREEF A PE 2 L B TIEERE S R
B PO R RSN RS e |G LT ARG 2
IE CMEET AL G S Bl B IR Y B 2 BIRPRE L R AN 0 1Y T B4R L ghen

Woap s @
lagTCT DO EATIEY
GROWTH oA A RS J)ék'a‘ﬁﬂﬁﬂ % EIEEom AR R
DEBT R RRIEE T AR
FCF C¥ fmmm/ ,ﬁk?i% AL FAZRENEE AT A
SIZE PO



ARG LR A TR RIRRAIRTI A S RIFTRF MR 2P B M AE A
RIONARE A EE - RIRTIR Y HARTRF LB © - AIRTI 4 HAIRT
PF B S RIFTRFE DG BB M E e~ AIRTR 4 BB AIRTICS
HOPREZHE R AR HFANEFFTAY PlE- HFAFEFT
A BEFFALD - HFEHZFE MG

dod 430 RFEG Tobutﬁt /P Féf;l Tk
PR S RO DI 1 TET S F P *%i B2 T AT A 430

‘—\w
3
e
<=
T
She
=5
"

H N

7R IEEL2 OLSe d % 4-3 PR AT S BT A AT 4 B A RS B 2

M irgE- ko TadpFimrdh (lagTCT) HAlFeSs (IE) £ F f » B

( % #-0.006 ~ 0.087 > t ©-2.24 ~ -2.21) > % 7 = Hp P jprik Hp ﬁ’iﬁ‘]%friiﬁiéﬁfi v &
1- %

O P 2 BIETE 4 ARE 0 B AIFTRF ARG > LB E 2 RR

g R e m’é%“*Gﬁmﬁuiéﬂ%ﬁwamoim&»a 5
¥Fhl (f"fﬁx-0140‘-0120 t ®-256+-252) % & ¥ 51 (%#0.014+0.125 >
g 2.92 81) ’I\W“Lﬁa’fs_\x'{gxPpbiy NP ,ﬁﬁl‘w;i <y d °r_r'1f3f"‘¥‘%lj
234 0 A ¥%W D4 D7 2 ik i (M%¥ki 0.158-03090t E 5
1)~ (%# % 0102-0151>t & 5 366-357)> 478 F Foit ¥z
T E oL EE
3

i{": BT R R AIRTIS o gttt PR R
Bz GBCPHEFLE 0 AT+ E & 2006 ~ 2007 ~ 2008 £ 2 fIRTICF 0§ 4
2005 & -
IO~ RlATR A B P B2 FLR

FRAIFT S Ha P R EL B Aok 4440 (2) TR DY HTEY I
aP B EREREF L - (#0089t E-2.74) > & 77 o & v e P A%
G NP EARE AT FAIATH A AR 2P HEART o LR FEER2 -
)
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ARG PR EPNZE A R AN B REEEEFL I AT OF
2K iﬁ#@a‘ﬁﬁ“”ﬁ§25$nr7ﬁ4°(ﬂﬁﬁ‘ w5 02760253 0 t &
W5 817-7.09); @ f V2 GEMEFLL AT DL R bARF o AR

;p,%.gm(«ﬁ:w-oms’t@ﬁ -4,13) o pb ¢ ’ﬁrﬁ% i:w i 5% % B2 N4
%3 D3 jupB ¥ D5 L3k 2 D6 PRIt A £ B AEHA -
Hipr B A %5 &% I Gy %ﬁ‘*“ »E*»*’fru%’%‘*"i*ff**” +EF
PARBLOPHE o B AR R VA > T3-2008 £ 2 g5 #K Gk
B L2008 & 1 é?+#r»$Wﬂ@i£7ﬁﬁ’ﬂb“ 47 #2008 =
ERABHES 272G BT -

% \fm ““J

<

%4%&%%2“%%f%§r$44ﬁﬂ(3 RIFTIRS 2 S ER

4 8 LR (1t B 2.34) A7 0P 2 BT ARG RO P 2L
{@@%’&%%;wﬁﬁs—foﬁhuﬁﬂ%&i%w‘5P¥L£*@*€”?*P
T =13 (2) e

o AIFTR 4 BEAFTRSF R E PR @

A 44 HEA] (4) F A QTR RO R ELEF L e B (K
om&tmzu)ﬁmﬁﬂﬁéc%“Eﬁ¥é@%§(ﬁ$0%?tE%MV
TEFTR A HOP R ELKEF LD ?2@50 VR (2) ~ B3 (4) 0 £1FTA A
ﬁ'ljla( _\,i-zz é‘:‘]—é 5 I%’ fﬁ-_‘\/ﬁ'/?gfg'—l ‘jf %E‘_ill ( ) ji[]triﬂp 7 I‘Aﬁ'{z” ,(i_i_ /I
#7 (2) (-0.082vs.-0.089) - £ 7T S %M»\v‘ ARG A o P EL R

:r
W R WAIET A A G ﬁﬁ% LR P HE S PR EIS A FRRA
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2A-BRIFTR A BAFTRI G R A
= f, + 1agTCT,  + 5,FCF, + 5;GROWTH,  + f;DEBT,  + 3, SIZE,

+Z¢ij +Z6’ T, +&. @

0 S #41(1) : Tobit #3l(1) - OLS
5 S 1'd tiE % # t &

Intercept ? 0.038 0.52 - 0.61
IE +
lagTCT — -0.006 ** -2.24 -0.087 ** -2.21
FCF + -0.088 -1.27 -0.055 -1.27
GROWTH + 0.013 0.51 0.021 0.51
DEBT — -0.140 *** -2.56 -0.120 *** -2.52
SIZE + 0.014 *** 2.92 0.125 *** 2.81
T1 ? -0.072 *** -3.59 -0.170 *** -3.55
T2 ? -0.117 *** -5.91 -0.284 *** -5.85
T3 ? -0.119 *** -5.91 -0.290 *** -5.87
D1 ? -0.019 -0.98 -0.045 -0.97
D2 ? 0.029 1.29 0.059 1.29
D3 ? -0.030 -1.03 -0.042 -1.01
D4 ? 0.158 *** 6.83 0.309 *** 6.81
D5 ? 0.003 0.05 0.002 0.05
D6 ? -0.021 -0.25 -0.010 -0.25
D7 ? 0.102 *** 3.66 0.151 *** 3.57

# A B 586 586

X?=115.78*** F=8.40***

Adj R 0.16
TB AP FUMBREIPLL LD W L HLTFRTASR BRI E UEFFRLL G 0 A
o B AIEM Y e 2 B{IEFEFE 2805 A NG > f1* DEA ¥ M2 R RHER oS @ lagTCT

B RSLIED § GROWTH > 04 5 i1 5.1 4 57 0% 8 4 747 3 DEBT § i 3774 © T A&

%P P FREERETERM] AT AL RETE S VAT A ISIZE S [ e it D1-D7 1 &
WE L ANz A EARPE TIT3 11 2005 & 5 50 2 F5 P 5 50 % B -

bk%&? E—-?P_ﬂpw?ﬁaﬁ&ﬂ}ék R LR T e xxmxy 1065063 10088 K I 5 £

=1 ,’ﬁag;; uf};__g,,l. 4
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FoA-4 RIFTR D S RIFTRFE PR B MG 2R A

TB, = B, + BlagTCT, + B,FCF,, + BGROWTH,  + B,DEBT,, + BSIZE + 34D, + 30T, +5,,(2)
j=1 y=1

4

B, =4, + BlIE, + B,FCF, + B,GROWTH,, + B,DEBT,, + B,SIZE + iqﬁj D, + iHTy +&,,.(3)
j=1 y=1

1B, =4, + BIE, + p,lagTCT , + B,FCF,, + B,GROWTH,  + S DEBT, + BSIZE + iqﬁj D, + iQTy +&,.(4)
j=1 y=1

g P b #21(2) #1213 H21(4)
B % e tie % i t i % fic t e
Intercept ? -FRxE 454 -Fxx 3,92 -*Fxx 450
IE + 0.081*** 234  0073** 211
lagTCT — -0.089 *** -2.74 -0.082 *** 254
FCF + 0.253*** 709  0.257*** 7.18 0.257*** 721
GROWTH + 0.276*** 817  0.277*** 6.86 0.274*** 815
DEBT — -0.163*** -413 -0.146*** -369 -0.154*** -390
SIZE + -0.022 -0.58 -0.022 059 -0.031 -0.83
T1 ? 0.040 1.01  0.051 1.27  0.052 1.31
T2 ? 0.019 0.47  0.042 1.01  0.039 0.96
T3 ? -0.374*** 914 -0.349*** _828 -0.352*** -840
D1 ? -0.137 *** 352 -0.137*** -351 -0.133*** -344
D2 ? -0.142*** 373 -0.146*** -383 -0.146 *** -3.85
D3 ? -0.020 -0.58 -0.018 -0.53 -0.017 -0.49
D4 ? -0.124*** 331 -0.153*** 393 -0.147*** 377
D5 ? -0.045 -1.37  -0.052 -1.60 -0.045 -1.38
D6 ? 0.054* 167 0.05* 172 0.055* 170
D7 ? -0.066*  -1.88 -0.090*** -259 -0.077** -2.18
A 586 586 586
F=29.61%** F= 29.37%** F = 28.20%**
Adj R® 0.42 0.42 0.43

TB o 7 FH M E LML ED B f FRIFFUAT AT RBECIENFETALE G 0 BT
Wl B ARG Y e 2 BB R T 2 8cE A NS o 1% DEA B 2 R RS i lagTCT
T BT GROWTH & 44 J£ 4580 3 99 &1 [T 47 25 9 41 70297 S DEBT § R 1T AR
FOF AR RERE R AT AL REME R AT A I SIZE & {3 p 44 D1-D7 1 X
SHEL A2 A ¥ BB TI-T3 12 2005 & 5 A ¥ 2 P B4R i -

CEREF L E - PRI E R R F R SRR RO L 1% 5%2 10%3F k1 &
¢y ARE R
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BRI P HAIATLF 2P FELHF f w2 P (Tobit #3] - OLS
H-A] G fkc s W) 5 -0.007 ~ -0.092 5 t & 4 B 5 -1.66 ~ -1.64) ~ (é‘ﬁin-()lol]- t L
-2.22) 0 TR F 2 IR u —’f—'falrx—fi 2P EARB o @ AT 4 B8
i : 4 (2)~ #3 @) ﬁp%‘ré‘é R

B2 R IR () DHP HEIE P 2. G H R ) R

(2) (-0.104 vs. -0.087) & £1FToc % 3MA ¢ A L|FTa 4 B0 F ,%1 w2 Mt
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FThZFAE2HEAZRIRBEERG -

™
She
=0

"
ﬁ\
43
|
N

)
e

)
=N
7§+
-h
—»Q-

INHEPEFF AR KR 4T 48T U F s M F AT i
Z_gIRTRe 2 F A e ?iﬁl]%%ifﬁ v 2@ i e (Tobit #5-3] ~ OLS #-3] u‘«ﬁs:
> 8] 5-0.004~-0.074 >t & 5-1.39~-1.34) ~ (% #-0.092 > t ©-2.03) > Pt FH & A
RS E BAFFTAPRES-RIRMEAGFT A2 07 HEAFTF T 8
ERASPWE - aF BAIFTR 4 BELIFTTF RS vl g4 4-8
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45 plETi Y AR MG S FA
IE,, = B, + B, lagTCT, , + B,FCF,, + 8,GROWTH, . + S, DEBT, , + S;SIZE,
7 3

+le¢j D, +Z;‘6’ T, +&. @
1= y=

i g " #41(1) © Tobit #41(1) : OLS

BE % i t i % K t e
Intercept ? -0.352 *** -2.91 - KR -2.79
IE +
lagTCT - -0.007 ** -1.66 -0.092 * -1.64
FCF + -0.115 * -1.31 -0.081 -1.28
GROWTH + 0.052 ** 1.65 0.095 * 1.62
DEBT - -0.168 ** -2.32 -0.163 ** -2.25
SIZE + 0.034 *** 4.94 0.305 *** 4.79
T1 ? -0.014 -0.48 -0.036 -0.47
T2 ? -0.035 -1.22 -0.092 -1.18
T3 ? -0.019 -0.64 -0.053 -0.65
D1 ? -0.079 *** -3.15 -0.205 *** -3.09
D2 ? -0.053 * -1.88 -0.113* -1.84
D3 ? -0.092 *** -2.71 -0.15] *** -2.67
D4 ? 0.057 1.37 0.076 1.37
D5 ? -0.014 -0.15 -0.009 -0.15
D6 ? -0.024 -0.22 -0.012 -0.23
D7 ? 0.144 *** 3.98 0.220 *** 3.83

A 293 293
x? = 89.15%** F = 6.57%**
Adj R 0.22

TB 2P U RAFRRZ LD B f GRIFRT AP RHECIEFFFT AR~ 6 0 1
el AL Y o 2 B R F 285 A N6 o f1* DEA B 212 R & lagTCT
WA HE S o GROWTH A & = 3pip i & pris gpop w9 4 2 3 5 DEBT f R R T AR
FOFFRAPREGEFAY ARF AL REFE R AT A CSIZES [EgEs-p R ¢ DI-D7 1 &
SHEL A2 A ¥ B TI-T3 12 2005 & 5 A ¥ 2 P B4R i -

DA EE L H - YRR LE R FE 0 R T ol 1065062 10%A ¥ K 5 4
¢l RE R
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B 2P B MG BERT A

TB, = S, + BlagTCT, + A, FCF,, + BGROWTH,  + 3,DEBT, + ASIZE + iqﬁ.D. + ieT +e,,(2)

B, =4, + BlIE, + B,FCF, + B,GROWTH,, + B,DEBT,, + B,SIZE + Z¢ D, + ZHT +&,,.(3)

1B, =4, + BIE, + p,lagTCT , + B,FCF,, + B,GROWTH,  + S DEBT, + BSIZE + ZqﬁjD. + ZHT +&,.(4)
j=1

g Y 1) HE) a0
B % #c t B % Hc t i % tiE
Intercept ? - Fx 2.39 =R 2,62 -Fxx o 3.05
IE + 0.198 *** 4,03 0.189***  3.85
lagTCT — -0.104 **  -2.22 -0.087 **  -1.89
FCF + 0.353***  6.69 0376*** 726 0.368*** 7.13
GROWTH + 0.213*** 433 0.195*** 403 0.195*** 4.05
DEBT — -0.019 -0.31 0.026 0.44 0.012 0.20
SIZE + -0.028 -0.52 -0.075* -1.39 -0.086 * -1.58
T1 ? 0.004 0.07 -0.004 -0.06 0.011 0.18
T2 ? 0.064 0.99 0.073 1.14 0.082 1.29
T3 ? -0.386 *** -5,61 -0.387*** -574 -0.376*** -559
D1 ? -0.216 *** -3.89 -0.176*** -3.17 -0.177*** -3.21
D2 ? -0.255 *** 4,93 -0.230*** -452 -0.233*** -4.60
D3 ? -0.065 -1.37 -0.038 -0.80 -0.037 -0.78
D4 ? -0.030 -0.65 -0.056 -1.24 -0.045 -0.99
D5 ? -0.031 -0.66 -0.051 -1.15 -0.029 -0.64
D6 ? 0.003 0.07 0.010 0.24 0.005 0.12
D7 ? -0.060 -1.24 -0.111** -2.31 -0.101** -2.10
Ak 293 293 293
F=17.08*** F=18.51*** F=17.74%**
Adj R 0.45 0.47 0.48
TB AP RN R e f ORI URT AT RFEGIE UFET AR G 0 B
ﬁﬁt IR SRS VRN R RS g_ Sl FALE AR B 2 BB R kS

; lagTCT & #p Hpeik 8 5

’f '/'«f}) &%E ; % -T-/r»é”’m4;/

GROWTH # # 4 § % %

Fa sl B ,iggn%ua R R %)
BT WLM REGFEFURTA SIZEéﬂ%«iﬁB&p”’Hﬁ:

DI~D7 L R0 ¥ 5 A2 & ¥ 5 5 ¥ T1~T3 12 2005 # 5 A2 %Wﬁﬁ%ﬁ:o

PLgEE L E-OPRELIERKL Fa
u«fﬂ’__%,l. pIﬁ,

"“ﬂt

SRR
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Fo4-T RIFTE A B RIFTR 2B T

BV S

IE,, = 3, + S lagTCT,, + ,FCF,, + #,GROWTH, , + 5,DEBT,, + ,SIZE,,
7 3
+Z¢j Dj +ZH Ty +€i,t (1)
j=1 y=1

_ ?ﬁﬂb feal(D)  Tobit WA oS

+ 5o % B t B % #c t B
Intercept ? -0.041 -0.28 - -0.27
IE +
lagTCT — -0.004 * -1.39 -0.074 * -1.34
FCF + -0.050 -0.48 -0.029 -0.49
GROWTH + -0.036 -1.01 -0.055 -0.97
DEBT — -0.096 -1.22 -0.076 -1.20
SIZE + 0.018 ** 1.78 0.109 ** 1.74
Tl ? -0.072 *** -2.71 -0.166 *** -2.62
T2 ? -0.131 *** -4.83 -0.302 *** -4.70
T3 ? -0.142 *** -4.86 -0.303 *** -4.73
D1 ? 0.024 0.79 0.053 0.75
D2 ? 0.084 ** 2.57 0.173 ** 2.50
D3 ? 0.036 0.75 0.044 0.74
D4 ? 0.184 *** 6.09 0.425 *** 5.95
D5 ? -0.011 -0.13 -0.007 -0.12
D6 ? 0.001 0.01 0.000 0.01
D7 ? 0.038 0.93 0.057 0.91

H*® A 293
X?=67.45%** F=4.82%**
Adj R

ATB 2 7 Ju B FFL I ED e f AR RFAPD RFEIENFFFT A28 0 > B 1)

2 SRR LR SRR S F S S %11

»f1* DEA & 412 & AR oS @ lagTCT

WP RATES - GROWTH & 8 & i gpip # fp & i g o 4 2 4 > DEBT {3 M T AR
WY EEBRETERFAY ARFALRENE R LT A I SIZEH {2 5P p R4tk D1-D7 1 L
SHE S AR A ¥ AP E TI-T3 12 2005 & 5 A4 %2 PFAF 4 % e o

bigr i E- YRR LIEERT EA

¢l R R R
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304-8 BIFTR D S AIATRIE NP HL MG MEE T A

TB, = S, + BlagTCT, + A, FCF,, + BGROWTH,  + 3,DEBT, + ASIZE + iqﬁ.D. + ieT +e,,(2)
TB, =, + BIIE, + B,FCF, + 3,GROWTH,, + 8,DEBT,, + B.SIZE + z¢ D, + zeT +e,,(3)

1B, =4, + BIE, + p,lagTCT , + B,FCF,, + B,GROWTH,  + S DEBT, + BSIZE + ZqﬁjD. + ZHT +&,.(4)
j=1

A 1-21(2) 1-21(3) =10)
i 5 i tiEg ik tig ik t &
Intercept ? - *x 2.25 -* 1.86 alakal 2.24
IE + -0.013 -0.27 -0.022 -0.44
lagTCT — -0.092**  -2.03 -0.094**  -2.05
FCF + 0.212*** 437 0.208*** 425 (.212*** 435
GROWTH + 0.335*** 722 0.336*** 719 0.334*** 717
DEBT — -0.253*** 487 -0.249*** _475 -0.255*** _488
SIZE + 0.000 -0.01 0.011 0.21 0.002 0.04
T1 ? 0.076 1.46  0.077 1.45 0.072 1.37
T2 ? -0.028 -0.54 -0.026 -0.48 -0.035 -0.63
T3 ? -0.361 *** 6,88 -0.357*** -653 -0.368*** -6.73
D1 ? -0.116 **  -2.03 -0.124**  -2.15 -0.115**  -2.00
D2 ? -0.048 -0.84 -0.048 -0.83 -0.044 -0.77
D3 ? 0.015 0.32 0.014 0.28 0.016 0.33
D4 ? -0.146**  -250 -0.147**  -236 -0.137**  -2.20
D5 ? -0.060 -1.31 -0.059 -1.29 -0.060 -1.31
D6 ? 0.093** 204 0.091**  1.99 0.093** 204
D7 ? -0.074 -1.43 -0.092 * -1.81 -0.073 -1.41
A 293 293 293
F = 16.27%** F = 15.77%%* F = 15.22%%*
Adj R? 0.44 0.43 0.44

4R
Y
]

TB AP RN R e f ORI URT AT RFEGIE UFET AR G 0 B

ﬁ&\ %fl]ﬁﬁ»}t%]?ﬁﬁ;)}& “E’P’T _?a}?]j_ pﬁtaé_ 1 ’Jf «E\_}IE ﬂln\'f"’r/z":.?., EIES ﬁzﬁv*ﬁaﬁ_f{lﬁﬁlﬂ*:ﬂ
s lagTCT % #p ik 85 5 GROWTH 4 #p 4 [ % 38 % &) f 32 zm w1 g4 f % 37 DEBT § i 43R

“f”’ﬁ?é R FERPRETGEFEY AT Z‘ & ﬂ“fl/ RF A CSIZEY % «iﬁﬁ"ﬁ el S

DI~D7 X 48 ¥ 5 A% 2 2 ¥ m# %8 T1~T3 12 2005 # = A %2 pF ¥ 58 % e o

by plcE L E - YR LHER T FR 0 S EE T YRRk 1065005 10%EF ¥k E ¢

F0 iy ARE R R o
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d 4-9-4-10 8% 7 5 BERINA P EIPRELE R E 0 TP 2 LIRT
C4 AR AR 2 H AT F (Tobit #24) ~OLS #22) 4 8k~ %] 4 -0.006- -0086’

=

tE A 5-2235-221); B ik 2 AT 4 S plFTRF 2 P 0 % ﬁhrs 2w
7 (ﬁ«gww ] %-0.089 ~ 0.076 > t ®-2.74 ~ 2.21) ; @ £|FTa 4 B A FT>
PEaTRED 64 410 7 #3] (4) w2 s $E |0 .i‘J (2)
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=N ot B W B R

413~ 4-14 7 i iBar s BPEFEH 28 d BHIP AR e B &
Jlyr a2 ¢ wﬁvuliﬂ&m/ﬁ é*HW LRIGRE AR o 2 H T
¥ Filfi’izﬁlﬁéﬁé%@» £B B P G BAIRT 4 HAIFTIRRFZ BT 5 o S
% 413 ¥ {8 & Toblt oA & OLS Ho3) # Hp Hpbrik 8 2 fadic ~ B 24P
ot 4 4-3 4 plEE *% 2. BB F M (Tobit $23) ~OLS #-73] % #c s w] 5 -0.003 -
-0.062 vs -0.006 - -O0. 087 TObIt’lf A~ OLS 4] t im 4 %] 5 -1.58 ~ -1.56 vs -2.27 -
2.24) 5 3 MAEFTR A Ha P BB KA 414 5] (2) v oA w s
HE 2 ¥~ B EFMAP gnf“; BlFEEE A 44 #T] (2 x? [ (u‘« #c-0.049 vs
-0.089 ; t E-1.49 vs -2.74) o pt PIE R % &2 Narin (1999) z_ f2f4p ¢t > TP A 4
BIFTHTIIH 2 dvdk> A e 3 *&iﬁfﬁrs{ Ak S > TS BNk E Hoi
o fpEor e a2 o 3 X PR Tﬁ_i%fgi o

52



4OA-9 SR AT L QIETR 4 B AR 2 B 1
E.. = ., + B,1agTCT,, + 3,FCF,, + 5,GROWTH, , + 3,DEBT,, + B.SIZE, ,
7 3
+2.¢,D;+D> 0T, +5, @
j=1 y=1

g @ g b #-73](1) : Tobit #31(1) : OLS

= 5o i tiE ik tE
Intercept ? 0.012 0.16 - 0.26
IE +
lagTCT — -0.006 ** -2.23 -0.086 ** -2.21
FCF + -0.088 -1.17 -0.051 -1.19
GROWTH + 0.010 0.38 0.016 0.38
DEBT — -0.137 ** -2.31 -0.109 ** -2.28
SIZE + 0.015 *** 3.04 0.131 *** 2.94
T1 ? -0.071 *** -3.25 -0.155 *** -3.23
T2 ? -0.116 *** -5.41 -0.261 *** -5.38
T3 ? -0.119 *** -5.42 -0.268 *** -5.44
D1 ? -0.017 -0.82 -0.038 -0.81
D2 ? 0.034 1.41 0.064 1.39
D3 ? -0.031 -0.98 -0.040 -0.97
D4 ? 0.183 *** 7.31 0.331 *** 7.29
D5 ? 0.003 0.04 0.001 0.04
D6 ? -0.019 -0.20 -0.008 -0.21
D7 ? 0.105 *** 3.45 0.143 *** 3.38

# A~ #ic 586 586
x2=113.73%** F = 8.20%**
Adj R® 0.16

B o P i MBEFRRZ L B f '% BE RYF BFAPRDRPEGIENFFTALIE G 0 BT
o LIRS e 2 B R 2 8G A DG 0 f1% DEA B T2 8RR Pl fﬁ:lagTCT
ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ } GROWTH & 3 &4 7 i g i # W &1 7 38 37 %% 12 % W 44 732 47 5 DEBT f ff S5 1 4 4
W R R LR FIRF AL R ARG UL A D SIZE S i g p wz D1~D7 2 %
%H aﬁgﬁ AXEESHEc TI~T3 1212005 # 5 A2 P bk S #c o
LREFGE-OPEIEER T PR FHEK T YR EYE 1% 5%2 10%E F R 8 £
ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂ%ﬁﬂim
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FoA4- 10 AR AT LD AIRTH 4 S AIFTRI B 2P G B2 M %

7 3
TB,, = f, + B lagTCT,;, + f,GROWTH, , + 5,DEBT, , + 8,SIZE, , + B;FCF +Z:¢j D; +Z¢9 T, +&,,(2)

j=L y=1

7 3
TB;, = B, + B.IE; + B,GROWTH, , + B,DEBT,, + 8,SIZE; , + ;FCF +Z:¢5j D, +20 T, +&i, )

j=1 y=1

7 3
TB,, =S, + BIE;, + B,1agTCT,, + B,GROWTH,  + B,DEBT,, + B;SIZE, + B,FCF + > 4,D, + > 0 T, +&,,(4)
y=1

i=1

g W ° #-31(2) 121 (3) #-21(4)
i 5L 33 tiE % d t e ¥k tiE
Intercept ? -kkk 454 -**%x 305 mxxr 433
IE + 0.076** 221 0.068**  1.97
lagTCT — -0.089 *** 274 -0.083 *** 255
FCF + 0.253***  7.09 0.257*** 717 0.256***  7.20
GROWTH + 0.276*** 817 0.277*** 820 0.275*** 8.16
DEBT — -0.163 *** 413 -0.147*** -3.73 -0.155*** -3.94
SIZE + -0.022 -0.58 -0.022 -0.58 -0.031 -0.82
T1 ? 0.040 1.01  0.049 1.22  0.051 1.27
T2 ? 0.019 0.47 0.039 0.94 0.037 0.89
T3 ? -0.374*** 914 -0.352*** .838 -0.355*** _850
D1 ? -0.137 *** 352 -0.137*** -353 -0.134*** _3.46
D2 ? -0.142 ***  -3.73 -0.146*** -3.83 -0.147*** -3.85
D3 ? -0.020 -0.58 -0.018 -0.54 -0.017 -0.50
D4 ? -0.124 *** 331 -0.154*** -391 -0.147*** -3.75
D5 ? -0.045 -1.37 -0.052 -1.60 -0.045 -1.38
D6 ? 0.054 * 1.67 0.056 * 1.71  0.055* 1.69
D7 ? -0.066 * -1.88 -0.089*** -255 -0.075** -2.14
A~ 586 586 586
F=29.61***  F= 29.30*** F = 28.14***
Adj R 0.42 0.42 0.43

ATB 2 P A KB EFLIR L EED B4 f R &%ﬁ‘f AT AP REIIENFEFFTALE G > FP
LoflE s R R Pl &I B 2 LI R 2 8c: A G o f1% DEA B D2 60K
o E 5 lagTCT 9 Filmik 3 © GROWTH 3 & |72 3¢ 30 30 & [T i 3774 4 99 4 72 4 5 DEBT
PRAEAMTFARGE ¥ FFORENEFA] ARTALREGE G AT A (SIZEH [ gs-g
R¥tHc; DI-D7 X ERE D AR A F ¥ ac; TI~T3 12 2005 # 5 A2 PR m 5 k-
PR L E - YRR LEERT ER o SRR Y RS 100502 10%8F ¥k 4
Vol RET R .
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* 411 R a4 20 AIATER R BIRTRS L B
B = A, +ﬂ1|agTCTi’t + B, FCF,  + B,GROWTH, . + B,DEBT,  + B;SIZE;
’ 3

+Zl:¢j D; +21:9 T, +&, @
i— v

. i P #-31(1) * Tobit #31(1) - OLS

i* 5L i B tiE i B tiE
Intercept ? 0.123 ** 1.96 - ** 1.99
IE +
lagTCT — -0.005 ** -2.27  -0.087 ** -2.24
FCF + -0.074 -1.25  -0.053 -1.23
GROWTH + 0.018 0.88 0.035 0.87
DEBT — -0.080 ** -1.71  -0.080 ** -1.69
SIZE + 0.004 0.94 0.040 0.89
T1 ? -0.058 *** -341  -0.161 *** -3.39
T2 ? -0.090 *** -5.32  -0.254 *** -5.27
T3 ? -0.088 *** 5,11 -0.249 *** -5.08
D1 ? 0.007 0.41 0.019 0.40
D2 ? 0.035* 1.84 0.083 * 1.82
D3 ? -0.008 -0.30  -0.012 -0.30
D4 ? 0.160 *** 8.12 0.364 *** 8.06
D5 ? 0.026 0.47 0.018 0.47
D6 ? -0.009 -0.13  -0.005 -0.13
D7 ? 0.117 *** 4.87 0.200 *** 4,77

¥ A ¥ 586 586
x2= 121.97*** F = 8.88***
Adj R? 0.17

TB AT L RE AR B LT e TR AT AR S B BT A L5 o B
fedes 2 5 o f1% DEA J &2 @& RHCE P e @5 lagTCT % B 3k piwik ) 5 GROWTH & 8 & % 4
g Hp 4 %b /i%\’?‘vf 12 Hp A %w ;23F ; DEBT é ,% &%E,ﬁz " Fﬂé&%g ; % #/éfﬁmf/ﬁi/}é‘ﬁi‘é rﬂi?é
iﬁﬁﬁg_%j T A DSIZE M fEEEI R Al DI-D7 L HARE 3 A2 A ¥ BB T1-T3
112005 & 5 k2 pER L 5 o
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7 3
TB,, = f3, + BJagTCT, + B,GROWTH,  + B, DEBT, + B,SIZE, + fFCF + > ¢, D, +> 0 T, +,(2)

7 3
TB;, = B, + B.IE; + B,GROWTH, , + B,DEBT,, + 8,SIZE; , + ;FCF +Z:¢5j D, +20 T, +&i, )

j=1 y=1

7 3
TB,, =S, + BIE;, + B,1agTCT,, + B,GROWTH,  + B,DEBT,, + B;SIZE, + B,FCF + > 4,D, + > 0 T, +&,,(4)
y=1

i1

aee g P #31(2) #31(3) H31(4)

i 5L 33 tiE % d t & % d tiE
Intercept ? kEk 454 -*kk 379 Tkkk 438
IE + 0.072**x 2,07 0.064**  1.84
lagTCT — -0.089 *** 274 -0.083 *** 256
FCF + 0.253***  7.09 0.257*** 716 0.256***  7.19
GROWTH + 0.276 *** 817 0.276*** 815 0.274*** 812
DEBT — -0.163*** 413 -0.150*** -3.80 -0.157*** -4.00
SIZE + -0.022 -0.58 -0.014 -0.39 -0.024 -0.65
T1 ? 0.040 1.01 0.049 1.21  0.050 1.26
T2 ? 0.019 0.47 0.037 0.90 0.035 0.85
T3 ? -0.374*** 914 -0.354*** _846 -0.358*** _858
D1 ? -0.137 *** 352 -0.142*** .364 -0.138*** _356
D2 ? -0.142 *** 373 -0.147*** -385 -0.148*** .387
D3 ? -0.020 -0.58 -0.021 -0.60 -0.019 -0.56
D4 ? -0.124 *** 331 -0.155*** -390 -0.147*** -3.73
D5 ? -0.045 -1.37 -0.053 -1.63  -0.046 -1.41
D6 ? 0.054 * 1.67 0.055* 1.71 0.054 * 1.68
D7 ? -0.066 * -1.88 -0.093*** .263 -0.078** -2.21

A~ 586 586 586
F = 29.61%** F= 20.23%** F = 28.08%**
Adj R 0.42 0.42 0.43

ATB o P H AR BN R E D e f ﬁgﬁlfu CFARA RHECIENEFT AL 5 > &1
Wdcs A e o {17 DEA B 92 $ 8 KR fe s @ 5 lagTCT % # ik # | GROWTH & 8 4 [ 7 37
90D 40 % R R A 3 g 5 DEBT AL M AR ¥ R RAGERMT AT A
LR IULT A CSIZE S G 25 g DIDT S A AL A R RREE TLTS
122005 # 5 Ao pERY G 5 R o

PR H - R E R R FR 0 B R R N RS 190 5% 2 10%AFF ko A
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3 4- 13 TR A 47 31 AIRTE 4 B AR 2 M
IE;. = B, + AlagTCT,  + 5,FCF,, + B,GROWTH,, + ,DEBT, , + ;SIZE;,
7 3

+Zl:¢j D; —|—le6 T, +&i, @
J= y=

. {g’ﬁp b #41(1) © Tobit #31(2) : OLS

X % t & DeE /i< t i
Intercept ? 0.016 * 0.21 - 0.31
IE +
lagTCT - -0.003 * -1.58 -0.062 * -1.56
FCF + -0.091 * -1.32 -0.057 * -1.32
GROWTH + 0.014 0.56 0.023 0.56
DEBT - -0.136 ***  -2.49 -0.116 *** -2.45
SIZE + 0.014*** 311 0.134 *** 3.00
T1 ? -0.074*** 366 -0.174 *** -3.63
T2 ? -0.116 ***  -587 -0.282 *** -5.80
T3 ? -0.118 *** 5386 -0.288 *** -5.82
D1 ? -0.018 -0.89 -0.042 -0.89
D2 ? 0.030 1.35 0.062 1.34
D3 ? -0.029 -0.99 -0.040 -0.97
D4 ? 0.162***  6.90 0.317 *** 6.88
D5 ? 0.009 0.14 0.006 0.14
D6 ? -0.022 -0.26 -0.010 -0.26
D7 ? 0.101*** 358 0.148 *** 3.49

A 586 586
x2= 113.27%** F = 8.20%**
Adj R 0.16

TB AP AU RE IR EE D B ] RLIF AT ARG ARE EVFRT AR5 bl
fedcs A 26 o {17 DEA B Jj2 %8 LB poe s @5 1agTCT # 8 ik # (11 % 58§ ) s GROWTH
ARG A [T B 4 9T DEBT | AR T ARG ¥ ERBR AR
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S8 T1I~T3 121 2005 & 3 A2 PR R SH -

LREFE - PRI B R FE 0 5 R NN 19 5% 10%H ¥k 4
L SN SO

57
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7 3
TB,, = f, + B lagTCT,;, + f,GROWTH, , + 5,DEBT, , + 8,SIZE, , + B;FCF +Z:¢j D; +Z¢9 T, +&,,(2)

j=1 y=1

7 3
TB;, = B, + B.IE; + B,GROWTH, , + B,DEBT,, + 8,SIZE; , + ;FCF +Z:¢j D, +20 T, +&i, )

j=1 y=1

7 3
TB,, =S, + BIE;, + B,1agTCT,, + B,GROWTH,  + B,DEBT,, + B;SIZE, + B,FCF + > 4,D, + > 0 T, +&,,(4)
y=1

i1

aee i3 g P #31(2) #31(3) H31(4)
B i i tE 33 tiE % tiE
Intercept ? -Fxk 413 -*xk 3.92 -FxR 412
IE + 0.081*** 234  0.078**  2.25
lagTCT — -0.049 * -1.49 -0.044 * -1.35
FCF + 0.251*** 7,00 0.257*** 7.18 0.256*** 7.14
GROWTH + 0.278 *** 820 0.277*** 6.86 0.276***  8.18
DEBT — -0.158 *** 401 -0.146*** -3.69 -0.149*** _3.77
SIZE + -0.013 -0.34 -0.022 -0.59 -0.023 -0.62
T1 ? 0.036 0.91 0.051 1.27  0.050 1.24
T2 ? 0.020 0.49 0.042 1.01  0.042 1.01
T3 ? -0.372*** 906 -0.349*** -828 -0.349*** .830
D1 ? -0.135*** 344 -0.137*** -351 -0.131*** -3.36
D2 ? -0.140 ***  -3.66 -0.146*** -3.83 -0.145*** -3.79
D3 ? -0.019 -0.55 -0.018 -0.53 -0.016 -0.46
D4 ? -0.119*** 311 -0.153*** -3.93 -0.144*** _3.62
D5 ? -0.044 -1.32  -0.052 -1.60  -0.044 -1.33
D6 ? 0.054 * 1.66 0.056* 172  0.055* 1.69
D7 ? -0.071**  -2.02 -0.090*** -259 -0.082**  -2.33
A 586 586 586
F = 28.99*** F= 29.37** F = 27.69%**
Adj R 0.42 0.42 0.42

aTB 2 7 H il M pFn i g F S Eie wg;urt e ;*ﬁ PAHESIE MEFFALE G 0 B
i dc > LAl e 2 B 2 A » 4| * DEA ¥ 12 AR PR i S lagTCT

o Hp P Ep (0 T S2%cHFE ) 5 GROWTH * #p 4 %z EERm B /i%F"f v Hp 4 B2 4F  DEBT f #
RIF U F AR Y RFEERETE ] ALY awm/ RURUUAF A CSIZE S gprep 2

g: DI~D7 m X ¥ 52 A% 2 2 ¥ m% 8 T1-T3 1 2005 & 5 A2 P 5% % 8 o
LR S H- PR E R FE 0 S e o YN L 1% 0 5%2 10%E ¥k A
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