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The Relationships among Characteristics of
Interlocking Directorate Network, Technological
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Abstract

This study examines the relationship between the social network formed by
interlocking directorate and technological diversity. | also examine whether the
technology diversity plays a mediating role between interlocking directorate network
and Innovation Performance. The research sample is Taiwan’s listed electronics
industry companies that applied for patents in the U.S. Patent & Trademark Office
(USPTO) within the period from 2010 to 2014. This paper applies Structural Equation
Modeling (SEM) to remedy the inadequacies of the literature and research methods,
The main findings are as follows: (1) Interlocking directorate network size, structure
holes and centrality have a positive effect on unrelated technological diversity. (2)
Related technological diversity and unrelated technological diversity both have a
positive effect on innovation performance. (3) Interlocking directorate network size,
structure holes and centrality can indeed further affect innovation performance
through unrelated technological diversity.

Keywords: Interlocking Directorate, Social Network, Technological Diversity,
Innovation Performance, Structural Equation Modeling
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xli Y ,f.-;ﬂfr’ FEGE SN
¥ ¥ 8 FEIECHERSD %Eﬁlizﬂ’?pﬁ FNEAKR BN AP EE SR Y BT AT
(2008) S Sl pR R BB AT S E R B g A g ahs & Tt P
A e R FE U A2 Bk FAFS AT KA FTH 2 B
=,
A
Gao et al. * /& ‘f“*“"‘& TS RO R M GR RGNk R RRMGRSER RRNEH
(2015) fitdr P B 7 Wi m B RFRELETRMIPE M4 5‘:,?31 WS A RERERAE S F
AT o i G RorF RS c BEFRL P LT P € CEME o

b F TR R

13



P RRBEALRTE L MG

TRAHIL ST E £ F ey 2R 2 T R(Wernerfelt 1984) » v i £
$2 ﬁiﬁﬁ’ﬁm;g&gwﬁﬁiPmﬁ&;@qﬁﬁﬁm%§?~m@?
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m;cﬂmqg %fr, AEEBE ST PR B AR R RIS £ a K

_\.

A HESRE NG QM) EA e prEPEFE R ET I AL ER
2006 # 1 2008 = e i o & IR ﬁi'ﬁﬁgﬁ°$$1%ﬁﬁ“§i
BEZBMG FREF S RLEBREAITEREIREIU B % BEL A
R ELE RN EETRY L PLE TR AR LRANEN TR HA g
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i%?‘l*?’rig“%“f‘ﬁﬂ"‘v FRERNT R BEAEEERA DT ERS
RS A P OE R RELRFEX N ERT R EE 2 Aok (Breschi et
al.2003) - Flpt AT M AT TR LPERAT FEE TR L ERMES &1
T R el E o

FHFS AV R A SAPRM B S & (L 2tap Bl BpF 5 & v (Palepu 1985;
Wade and Gravill 2003) > 4p B $jtr 5 & 1 1',/‘,4:}%1 BN - RS O D%
ﬁiiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@’%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ#{ﬁij%%@ham?ﬁ%@
B B G IFNER oA THRE CMAEF BRI LRPEFZLEE
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Wincent, and O rtqist 2009) ; % Heilr 2= #1035 4 = B NI AR
* 53R R ATF Randk o kB A B T EREATF K 2 o (Granovetter
1973; Knudsen 2007; Thorgren et al. 2009) ; & % &% R A% 5 #73  B 4k { 7
13055 5 &2 B £ 45 22 & B ch4vzs(Dyer and Nobeoka 2000; Kogut 2000) » F]g* &t
KRB §FRPMEERTS UBER @A TP g e R SRS &
B R RA BRSSP B ER 0 BRI R AT 0 B 2 e
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1992) e H g Ay 2 Ap A jiIs 2 & 1L 0 53 L7 P ehg i o3RG 2Hip B
LGRS e ﬁﬁ?‘*ﬁf*‘*éi TERPETE] A K F o A K faid
—ﬁhﬁéﬁ%mﬁmhﬁéﬂ&%ﬁm% AR B AR S s P4 gt B
@ oo 7 i 2 £ (Kim et al. 2016) -

N

FetuwmE o AMMEMTS & R P AN R £ F T RAIRTY
oo m AR BIES ARG AL B a AT R 2R F 1
RELEFRI R ARSFE 3 S AIFTL hE B EUKE A R shioai e
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ANLBRERRTBORE N 2ATNE R SRR R A o P AR
Te P B S A RS R FRIRTR S i R E
BIFTH » o AT 32 2 B 28 3 B 2D 40
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N
9.)
x
4

PARM B S £l AIRTE A S e

9

Bil2b t AR BT S & TV HAIRTE A L B e R o

O FHEM AR A - T AR E - 3 R4 2R 2 135 (Cohen and Klepper 1992) -
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Ry 7 iR A # I 2 gk ;L,i T LB P A TR G Lo
fi‘»%‘h(Wernerfelt 1984) @ TR ZIE RGP R B L B E R M BB EE
2. F k& dogk(Pfeffer and Salancik 2003) o F]pt & ¥ H#-ip 536 & ¥ 18 5% %2 B
Gt A SRS R S Bl B ﬁjlgzm%mfr L
BERE L Ep L 4 (Thamhaln 2003) s i&@m L A EF KL ®A R
EFr W Flep PrE B2 R A A eRETH k2 .ﬁ%‘tuam,i_ TP F
R &ﬁ“'ﬁﬂﬁwﬂb%%iﬁﬁ’uﬁiiéﬁé
B * 3z (Zhou et al. 2007) -

EEF %‘-i'#;% i h’v‘r* g Pl g MEB T e M AR R R RS R
*ﬁ‘lkﬂb% AT g § o0 T iE R r?lﬁJ g o FALERF B2 ok
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WE AN BE S FET R L EDLRTNA LA RELEBREY MG RGE
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AT RBEJREAEEAFTE S Fli CEALEBAIFT2Z 5 EHE
F148 e j“j\lg—]!_ﬁlfl Eenfg F 0 & fE#cE 1372 M B R F (Fleming 2001) » &
PR R AR R A g o 4 ARG A M R R S 2 -
(£ 5§22 5%k 74 45 2014; Haupt, Kloyer, and Lange 2007; Lee, Wang, and Huang
2015) - ¥ ehiE 2 By KA RTE xRS BA G KFF o LR FT A SKES
(PATENT) &2 & % & (CITED) » 4 %] dg % {148 +% /8 #c & % ] 4 51 * &
(Schoenecker and Swanson 2002) - &% & B % e o v a5 B LEF L & Ik
w0 AE R EHRE D EEF D P AR i f

B b= Py FRTEARENNERRL OB EY G2 &
BRI P = PR AR NI REEFELH Y 5k {IHEL Y i
-~ BRI
1 852 ppild
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Gdp e fo i TBE (B4R 3 )l R krE R -
AL RLERNZ AR R A ¥ PEEE RSN MR P (R
ﬁ?QZMM’w%’B\ﬂﬁf%ﬂwmﬂ\ﬂ**ﬁ@k£W@Emw?
Wk Pt e BN S 5o

(2) &% %% 254 (NSH)

T vt E‘#fiiﬁﬁ%ﬁ?i d AR AR A F G RS EL S p*ﬂnoo
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FAEEY BEF o AR AR EE 0 o FIZHR M NS TG
oz BEFEARS A2 £ RERS ﬁ 2 MiE3d € hpz §35
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fhdn Bb 22 Bh2 P38 % SfHeAe & (Hanneman and Riddle 2005) - & i 82 7%
DI S U U N g - T
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(4) FL s «E(NCEN)

g FiF T8 (B 2 R)SHEM? B kT H TS
eand it g g o B i}“‘* % (Brass and Burkhardt 1992) -
sy A Renfrg 3 ¢ 7 2R ¢ oo 2 (Degree Centrality) ~ ¢ B P s
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Ve /231 FLHTAR 32 2 634 1+ HE W] 0 Bf ;%'f AR FH #Flﬁ;;(Entropy
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@ Hayes (2009)4p & ¢ % & & ,Aﬁ;ﬁw A0 0 F o $HELehZ B
Eal) géi o AR IR N R Il (=T

PR

ik

S
J.

ﬁ%ﬁ}&\
3‘/

BT R R Y 42 S0 B 42 R 058 (Structural Equation Modeling - # £
SEM) kit T B BREA TP Ak A D enfph g (7423 0 22 Sobel
test 2 Fenf_> T A K Y T %;}ﬂyﬁ/}ﬁomﬂl%,*u%ﬁégﬁ S8
SRR B [T eAg 3242 B o SEM mxﬁ!&b ER I SLE s LR e 2 R I
Pansx dbigen ¥ ¥ poac® L3l | 4% (Preacher and Hayes 2008; Hayes
2009) o s & 1 b Apat o ﬁ%ﬂ 7 13 9% Preacherand Hayes (2008)£: Hayes (2009)
PABCAl 27 o f1* STATA K& {7 SEM & Bl 4r g i3 2 }I?cl Ly idan
PE O E R RPIEFR SRR BT BB LRTE 2 B T o
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CEE I IN SIS

AW

Aot IELREER2ZAE Bt R Rl dt B guS
AU AR LA EF B PPN fE L TR DL ﬁfrx;n»;?
kA pEgEL 4 R EFE LR R A L"E’:}i,{h’;&_]’v;\;lhi)’ﬁ
Q&gﬁi"—]—% ’ﬂﬁbﬂ‘ﬁnii—tﬁr,ﬁ‘g‘+ﬁilk‘ﬁ£ﬂ j—@\ ﬂxgﬁﬂui\,@qp
BRI ELLBF P FLELHE Y ﬁﬂrﬂu 2010 & % 2012 & £
SE’i%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%Zﬂﬁk%ZMQimMﬁ Pﬁ'wﬂufﬁyzai
2R IR AR S 1,203 B A o AETE B AE BB R Ao 320

B MEJIRTRGER FIRJELERY FRIAFREER 2 2R
%95%&3*?4'"‘-77'@?5;‘7—’ﬁﬁ:ﬁ_%@]@’j—%'fa.q_l—rm-":lpp I%
7 ¥ & & [4(Chin, Chen and Kleinman 2009) » F]pt %43 & ¥ g | 375 227 € R
ERAM Y FEIHERTF] AT E’*Biﬁ]%’f %ﬂ/%(USPTO)E'- %
T2 AIATH e F A RF 5 oA AT AR B p S8 ;,i ATIAL(TRENFHE -

% 32 A EPEAR

T A E PG AR & #c

o4 2010 £ 2012 & %+ H 2 P ¥ 406 x 3 £=1,218 &
Al MF‘ TARRE (15 %)
KNS 1203 ¥

28



FER RERBFALSH

- & ARTHEL

AT PR AE AT RE A 410 d BEE LTS E£L15T
Frx et Jlend F#c(INNVO)T 35— # 3 13476 2> @ b 31 * f(INNQO)
T ol - £ 5 24610 % > T A H b 1N 2 L3l %
Hoo fe fIAT ‘**xmﬂ«% AWHB o h? 7Y Gl et DL 0
BT o7 £07 aplitdrct %\Eﬁﬂ'&;jp« o@ BALE ERBNY FEG
% 4 2R H(NSIZE) ~ 5540k (NSH) ~ % % % & (NDEN) 22 4 % @ < 2 (NCEN) %
BAHEA B > ¥ FHODENNBZETV 0 EE A BELRE L AT FES
FHAE € R T A ER e pHF S A 2 g o AN S & 1L (TDUNR)®
$afc i 0.301 0 4B i 5 & L (TDREL)Z 355 0.060 > Hior 4 h T + 3zt
ARBEEATS & Ve~ B CAPBEBEIE S AL > e P B ARL 00 AL
THFEIT ARG P HEHIES £ ma s e’ o

%\’ 4'2 ,A'ECd' éfu;“l‘
% BABe  PRde Tk BRSO BB AXE

INNVO 1,203 0 13.476 77.597 0 1,365
INNQO 1,203 0 24.610 162.518 0 2,865
NSIZE 1,203 1 2.121 2.750 0 17
NSH 1,203 0.556 0.678 0.269 0.143 1
NDEN 1,203 0 22.019 34.312 0 100
NCEN 1,203 0.465 0.271 0.226 0 0.495
TDUNR 1,203 0 0.301 0.547 0 2.434
TDREL 1,203 0 0.060 0.176 0 1.371
FSIZE 1,203 15.596 15.814 1.427 11.779 21.438
FAGE 1,203 21 20.964 10.464 0 58
GROW 1,203 4.640 12.768 42.664 -90.050  605.390
RD 1,203 2.680 4.688 8.221 0 184.750

P INNVO 5 3 9 A137 5 clic 2 & 3 INNQO 2 % # AIATH 5 INSIZE 3 EF @ B¢ R INSH 2 £3 8
fpa ik NDEN S EF @582 h R INCEN S @0y it i TDUNR 5 2Hp ML 5 & 1
TDREL 5 4pM kil s & 1 I FSIZE 3 £ ¥4 FAGE 2 £ ### ;GROW 3 £ #+ £ RD 3 £ $#FH 5 &
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AFT L E R BT 7 Pearson Ap M LA 470 B EFIN A 425 R R
plATHeele® & 2 56 A T Rl TAPM Tl 08834k B AN > A
Py o#et SEM Y ¢ R FARMARITA] o mAL g R Sw R ek
RH P HAE BRSSP T GG R RN T MRS £ 1
HARM BT 21t 33 BANM > SELEIRNPEFPEAF T RRRBAE R
B2 BFAITEA L SR REERNE R T R(E-) P SR S
(= )& w3 (7R3 T4 g 4R 2 AR B2 2hqp B e § & 142 SEM
PP EEBE R B YT 2 p AER A B3 050

4-2 3p B th e

+

4
INNVO INNQO NSIZE NSH  NDEN NCEN TDUNRTDREL FSIZE FAGE GROW RD

INNVO 1

INNQO  0.883 1
O

NSIZE 0062  0.029 1
(0.032)** (0.318)

NSH  -0036 -0.025 -0.512 1
(0.207)  (0.394)  (0)***

NDEN -0.006 -0.017 0409  -0.704 1
(0.838)  (0.549)  (0)***  (Q)**+

NCEN 0061 0042 0675 -0.904 0585 1
(0.034)** (0.146)  (O)***  (Q)** . (0)***

TDUNR 0398 0313 0249 0129 0086  0.204 11
@) (0)*>  (0)** (0 (0.003)** (0)**

TDREL 0317 0246 0090  -0.077 . 0024 0117 059 1
O)***  (0)** (0.002)** (0.007)** (0.408) ~ (0)***  (0)***

FSIZE 0396 0334 0290 -0213 0144 0293 0496 0.312 1
@ (0)*>  (0)** (O (0)F* (0 (O)* (0)**

FAGE 0051 0045 -0108 0048  -0.037  -0.090 -0.023 -0.021  0.082 1
(0.080)** (0.117)  (0)*** (0.098)** (0.195) (0.002)** (0.429) (0.464) (0.004)**

GROW 0017 0056 -0022 0036  -0.011  -0.050 -0.032 -0025 0009 -0.182 1
(0.553) (0.051)** (0.442)  (0.21)  (0.699) (0.086)** (0.274) (0.393) (0.762) (0)***

RD 0039 0005 0034 -0058 -0049 0076 0176 0.195 -0.114 -0.120 -0.087
(0.177)  (0.852) (0.239) (0.045)** (0.088)** (0.008)** (0)*** (0)***  (O)***  (O)*** (0.003)**
T INNVO 3% 9 A1375 »clic® & 5 INNQO 5 4 # p1ATH 5 & S NSIZE 5 §F @ B 224 NSH 5 ¥ %

SRk CNDEN 3 ¥ 82853 NCEN 3 $F@58 %Y o TDUNR 3 2iip b 4Eiw s & 1

TDREL # ApB #jiv % & 1 S FSIZE 3 S ¥ RH S FAGE 3 £ $ ## ;GROW  $ ¥+ & ;RD 2 £ ¥FH %R -

ﬁ%’ﬁﬁﬁ&’}'ﬁi’*"*\
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kg
Iy

i
B
-
s

-~ ERGSHES AR A T

-

g 2 STATA 27 5% f?“ ARV 2 2T TR PR. ”f#“ ARHC S 2 2t

PRERLBERERETPEF T 6 R LT URFERARL J LY
WA AR R L chdp iR AT RRED L HOT A R hip B g R 2 iR
B AT ZRFARE 2 FLERNERHE AT BRRALE BR2
e "F.‘FA};}G- Lo B A W R R R R ’%}i(“g—- ) LN “—Lfﬁjﬁg(‘@_:

ARl > BE A4 4-3 ¥4 4-4 - + 3 @ 7 (Chi-square) i £ HoA) BT 82
BURRHCL R B A 0 ] R AR TR RSP ] R S b 6 P
IR & AE 0.05 B E KR, A S %%d?iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁilai
PREFFRAT RN ESEFAE L - A TS B Ao+ 2 B S 0707 &
0.689 5 P@;om2w0m8*“%W§WaT%p oA B chpe g A2 R i
J**—-F’%xp%ﬁ LI ABEZ L RADKRAF LI RF S BERL  F
IESE) P”ﬁWﬂ$Wa$%’lb@i % B iR 1 2 4o(SRMSR) -

1}“@:1_&]_/\*"‘0,4_ 12 /> #icid 4 ,\._} » T ﬁ"leEiﬁl 05 T R AmRGER R
B 5 bt A £ 39 43 (RMSEA) g&. b 0.05 1T ik Efeif 4T 0 - LA
0.05% 0.08 5 £70pesf o AFE T frb B%“”"Jﬁ’ SRMSR & RMSEA Iﬁﬁaiﬁiﬁ
k)22 005 BEa AT g ~*ﬂmﬁaﬁ%of+%ﬂiﬁﬁ#ﬁ§%ﬁﬁ
Bdpthet ¥ 5 2200 pe g 4o AR (TLI)E v i fie i & 4p $5(CFI) > 2 5 5 4 R i
B A 03 12 B0 A0 0.9 RAA L e B A AR At A A 4
455 1.000 5 + > 0.9 # & feif 24 2 Ik o

% 43 BRI FE A — % P i ()

Bl e if & 4p 1% SES Ay e
T i " ﬁoiﬁ,}iiﬁ i

_ & &% 0707
] - a
iz (Chi-square) (P £>0.05) (P=0.702)

2L sy £ 327 oL 3 $9(standardized root mean squared residual,

SRMSR) <0.05 0.003
brig s £ 397 $3(root mean square error of approximation, RMSEA)  <0.05 0.000
2R fe g 1p & (tucker-lewis index, TLI) >0.90 1.000
Ve e i & 4p tR(comparative fit index, CFI) >0.90 1.000

A BEGE R e e w4 7 106~ 5% ~ 10% 087 F K OE o
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3 4-4 ﬁr.gfvf"m]ﬁolﬁ)i gﬁp 'zi‘x{%g_ \( ‘g~ )

wF A
V‘_—;“ T3 i ‘,i’l :L’ g,i‘_y 5 .~
B2 il 47 18 IR s

& &% 0689

+ = {& (Chi-
i& (Chi-square) (P ©>0.05) (P=0.708)

L ay £ 327 o 3 9(standardized root mean squared residual,

SRMSR) <0.05 0.003
Wbrig sy 4 357 42 (root mean square error of approximation, RMSEA) <0.05 0.000
LA Fe i 3 & (tucker-lewis index, TLI) >0.90 1.000
Ve fe i & 4p 1R (comparative fit index, CFI) >0.90 1.000

a MEFMEGE B Y AR w5 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%:08E F R o
oo~ MR AR

FEREIZ A 74 & Gk g 4

DA REELMG T HFTRRES
P s HF S AL s AT R B IR S

e I o
1 $3 08 p e Bl gEms &2 B

BB Sdrk 45 BB 4-1 o0 & i e R (NSIZE) S 2L 4p B
% & i (TDUNR)E /& % B 5 0.019 sdg % ¢ 4p i (P 2 0.000) » £ 7 & ¥ %
P LR B(NSIZE)¥ 2 4p B 9 5 & - (TDUNR) e 224 &+ » 3258 § ¥ B EF
zgém%ﬁ%4M»uﬁdxm;nwﬁguﬁﬁkwgﬁm;@@fﬁ
BRI AFAFTER la> AT S5 A MR R (NDEN)E 4p & 3
% & i- (TDREL)z B 25 > F]p A L 3 1c -

moehiE%drd 46 R A2 B MY R EFRRER. *f#«ﬁ?(NSH) &=
AR S & 1 (TDUNR)F B2 F 1 49 B (%8 0.276 5 P & 0.008) @ foip @
HB(NCEN)#H4p B #£4 5 &  (TDERL)R] A # M B8 - 2 g b a &
AEBEHR 1d LRBELFEAFRERY o r}(NCEN)r—h b Bl S & 1
(TDUNR)F&E%’J_ FR (%8 03745 P & 0.04) R A& Ao s winB 2 %
AR R I Fﬁé I“B’nf:'_,ﬁl’%ﬁ]“}? J‘r""—\l’xim’ﬁ 7]‘5?5,?#:,{%&;@1“ °
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2. S & i HHAIRTH re2 B

LHEES AL EARTE T EY Wfﬁ 45~ % 4-6 ~ B 4-1 3 B 4-2
oo waddk P BT z}iﬁw 5 & it 7 3% t4p B (TDREL) 2 2t4p B (TDUNR)
ERIALE SRR UL R gk S (INNVO) ﬁw@w (INNQO) '+ = &g % i+ 4p R (-

AR BT S & V¥ AIFTH 22 P iE 0.000 ¥2 0.000 ; 22— Ap R HHF 5 & 1 44
#r¥%»c P & 0.001 #2 0.008 ; - 2L4p R Hils 5 & Y ¥ 4127 »c P & 0.000 &7
0.000 ; ' = 4p B $Litr 5 & I“é%f, %fri*xP = OOOO 22 0.004) > 4 7T Ap B T3
R PR S £ PRI R AT BB ST Rl LAY

Ba2a 3 2bo

% 45 BT A 45 — F 8 S (- )

BT B8 SE. TiE PE

e % L HC(NSIZE) — ZLip M HF % & Y (TDUNR) 0.019*** 0.005 3.59 0.000
e % L HC(NSIZE) — PR % & i (TDREL) -0.001 0.002 -0.60 0.275
%% & (NDEN) — AP T % & L (TDUNR) -0.0003 0.000 -0.64 0.261
%% & (NDEN) — 4p R i % & i (TDREL) -0.00004 0.001 -0.27 0.394
/,pr Bk 5 & i (TDUNR) — AI#74 »c#ics & (INNVO) 29.649*** 5055 5.87 0.000
LAp B HiF 2 & 1 (TDUNR) — 41775 2 »z& 5 o (INNQO) 48.099*** 11.057 4.35 0.000
WM S & 1 (TDREL)  —> 4374 sclic® & (INNVO) ~ 48.192*** 14041 343 0.001
MEAS & (TDREL)  — £1#7.% %575 (INNQO) - 74.870%** 30.714 2.44 0.008

A BENL G AR T PN g w4 T 10~ 5%~ 10%-F Rk I -
F 4-6 BT AT — % B S it (e

B B rﬁﬁﬁt SE. TiE P&

4 . 45 3F (NSH) — AR AFS & 4 (TDUNR) 0.276%**  0.115 2.400 0.008
}iﬁééﬁé,}‘ﬁ (NSH) — jp R P 5 & 14 (TDREL) 0.028 0.041 0.680 0.248
e @ o 14 (NCEN) — ZLAp R S & 1Y (TDUNR) 0.374%** 0.141 2.650 0.004
e @ o 14 (NCEN) — jp R P 5 & 14 (TDREL) 0.029 0.051 0.580 0.281
AP HAF 5 & IV (TDUNR) — 41375 »cdic® & (INNVO) 28.652*** 5029 5.700 0.000
AP HAF 5 & IV (TDUNR) — 4137547 »z &5 o (INNQO) 45.432*** 11.014 4.120 0.000
Ap B B 5 & v (TDREL) — 41375 »ciicE & (INNVO) 50.596*** 14.007 3.610 0.000
A0 B B 5 & v (TDREL) — R|FTH »z &5 o (INNQO) 80.914*** 30.676 2.640 0.004

a MFRE e o R w4 T 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%:08 ¥ K I -
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g LA

(NSIZE)

EBR

(NDEN)

¥ (NSH)

1.(NCEN)

0.019***

-0.0003

-0.001

-0.00004

Z24p B L
Ve St
(TDUNR)

1P B B
R

(TDREL)

29.649%***

\

48.192%**

48.099***

74.870***

N

—

Bl 4-1 B2 B — & B % e (e )

0.276***

0.028

0.029

zt4p BE 3
Vi B
(TDUNR)

Ap B Pk
S

(TDREL)

28.652%**

50.596***

45.432%**

80.914***

Bl 4-2 BB — % 8 g iy (eo)
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3 EHHFRLHFPEEHIG &1 HAATH L P I

drd 4-7 224 4-8 B 0 & ¥ B RARF(NSIZE)H £ 775 »eendcE &
(INNVO)2z =% & (INNVQO) 3 f A % chE f&rc% » ¥ ¢ ,__F'“qu—w: I 7
(%% 0521 ; P & 0.018 = %4 0.848 ; P i& 0.024) » % 1 ’é‘ij R AR
(NSIZE)i: #£:iE 2 4p M Foptr 5 & 1L (TDUNR)éfﬁ, |3 s A 4 e el sk
Flpb L F AT Y R a0 e FlE Fernk AN F Rk o Flpt Bk v G f B e

% 4T FF RS RELRFEELFTHE - B B 2 B4Rk 2 47— § 8 5 st

B4Rk = r S o3 B b
IS Rk RS - By B - HME RIS o Y Rtk
B 1G] =
% #c M i - e % B = e 2
| F7 4 2%
(INNVO)
B AT - B2 =T S

e 8 S H(NSIZE)—> 24n B #0055 & 1 (TDUNR)—£137 % »cdic® & (INNVO)  0.019x29.645=0.563***  -46.70%
8 H(NSIZE)—> 4p M $£/5% & i (TDREL) — 41374 »c#icE & (INNVO) ~ -0.001x48.192=-0.048  4.00%

ma MEFMGE ke s TR wl o 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%¢=Ag F ok & .

% 4-8 F i B R LRI BELFTE -0 2 Bk 247 — B 5 s

B ok ¥ Rt & Bk B d
Pk &% B b My B el Y BRI - ol N R A
[ i o M % #c o e % #c o e 2
PR > AIETH T
(NSIZE) ] 4162  0.011 ** 0.848 0.024 ** -3.314 0035 ** -25.59%
(INNQO)
BRI W) B ok

e % R H(NSIZE)—> 24p B 445 5 & 1 (TDUNR)— 41474 %5 7 & (INNQO)  0.019x48.092=0.914***  -27.57%
% AE(NSIZE)—> Ap B0 5 & 1 (TDREL) — 41374 5 7 & (INNQO)  -0.001x74.869=-0.075  2.26%

e MEFMGHE B > O R ERL w L n 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%¢08F F k& .
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g4 4-9 & £ 4-10 o7 > % % & (NDEN) £]37.5 »(INNVO ~ INNQO)
3 f AP M P 4E Sk (T -0, 088 P i 0.081 £ % #<-0.181 ; P iz 0.095) » e
AET I ABFITE ¥ SRR R (NDEN)H£]#75 »(INNVO ~ INNQO) 5 5% i
d Fis s & i (TDREL) 38 FF %k enffa) » Tt 2 L EFEH 3o

2049 FERRRLBREEAFTE -0 R G 2 Bk A 47— § B e
o s Btk g
PRE RRE e MF RE . OBF RE . NF ek
B 1B 1B
- R
374 5%
Ry HIF5 it
— K -0.088 0.081 * -0.010 0.284 .. -0.098 0067 * 10.20%
(NDEN) ¥
(INNVO)
B AL B W) B s

% % & (NDEN)—2t4p B $iv 5 & i (TDUNR)— £]774 »x#e£ & (INNVO)  -0.0003x29.645=-0.009 9.08%
% % & (NDEN)— #p B 3t % 4 i (TDREL) — £1375 »cdic® » (INNVO)  -0.00004x48.192=-0.002  1.97%

ha MEFMGE B > R B RL Gk R 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%7AE F R -

2 410 TR LR BAEBAITESCET G 2 R S 247 — 4 5o

;t
- LE3 E E-S RS e % B de d
S VoL E S -l b MEORE bl B¥ BT L EE Rk
1z) 1B 1B
% T Bk T B Ak I - S L
B354 >
2B R P
— & -0.181 0.095 * -0.016  0.283 .. -0.197 0081 * 8.12%
(NDEN) A ¥
(INNQO)
BT 3w e %
4 % % B (NDEN)— 2t ﬁprﬁgﬁmmw(TDUNR)»f,, s 6 (INNQO)  -0.0003x48.092=-0.014  7.32%

g% % & (NDEN)— ApBE #pir 5 & it (TDREL) — 414745 »c 5% % (INNQO)  -0.00004x74.869=-0.003 1.52%

rar BEEFMGHE B PR a R nl & T 1% ~ 5% ~ 10% 088 F Rk 3 o

36



PO & AL 4 412 5 2% 2 52 5 4 (NSH)$E 41375 2<(INNVO-
INNQO) B JEd ZARM TS & ¢ (TDUNR)TA 4 el #3542 9.340 5 P
& 0.028 £ % 14.829 ; P & 0.032) » F]p 4 3 52 3b -

30411 TRy 4“*1‘#&*’@%‘**’ R G2 BTk A — B ok

Ho 5\
PRk B ek RS =
Pk VoL 3 Sl - BME BT o i BME B - ME Roxk
S R Y T I ¥ Y T e
| 2T 4
P BlATH o " .
i — #HEw -14.453 0.102 . 9340 0.028 ** -5.113 0.389 . -182.67%
7F (NSH) B ¥ ¥
(INNVO)
B IR B w] B s g

P 2 1 (NSH)— 24 4p B $Lis 5 & 1 (TDUNR)— £ 774 *cBic & & (INNVO)  0.276x28.652=7.908*** -154.66%

g 2 1 (NSH)— 4p B Hos 5 & 44 (TDREL) — 41375 »<dic & & (INNVO)  0.028x50.596=1.417 -21.71%

wa BEMGE R R R Ul n 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%:8 F Rk o

#0412 FERSRLEHF RAFTE R H R 2 Wk AT —§ B ok

ﬁ:‘
Tk LE=S RS L
S R%E RS b ) My OBE e BE T - ME ok
1z) 1B 1B
¥ /3 Ty e I R § S B 21t
| F7 54 2%
R FIATS it At
— & -29.794 0.109 . 14829 0.032 ** -14.964 0.350 . -99.10%
% (NSH) 5 ¥ M¥
(INNQO)
B s B ] B k%
R *fﬁzk(NSH)» “ip B BT S & 1L (TDUNR)—£]R75% »o & F o (INNQO)  0.276x45.432=12.539*** -83.80%
4o 38 40 (NSH)— Ap b $iis 3 & 1 (TDREL) — 4137 &% & (INNQO)  0.028x80.914=2.266 -15.14%

A BFHEGH Rk R R B AL w4 7 106~ 5% ~ 10%<RE ¥ K o
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§ 441384 414 25 A FTRBRED S (NCEN) ¥ % 15 16 40

HFiF s & - (TDREL) ¥ £ 57
~EET % [
',"/i’ % #19.385 ; P & 0.026) » % Bl
HEE ki kIR AT AT o

:_?H&'—_ol\:‘ '\-»l"'_E;_\

# »<(INNVO ~ INNQO) & # fF #25%
3d> RFHLEEES 0 T 2@ < (NCEN)R

& i (TDUNR)% £ 375 »<(INNVO~ INNQO) & # % 48 ( % # 12.212 'P i 0.022
Z4p B

fET

s

L I =
d 2bAp R B

% 4-13 T ERBREEY P ELFTE TG 2 BRSSP —F B
o
B R Bk 0ok & A s b
PR BRE RE NF RE | NF RE | HF %k

i B I R L B R
S A RIRTH 2
{Ea — KEw -40.863 0.014 ** 12.212.0.022 ** 28.651 0098 * -42.62%
(NCEN) (INNVO0)

B B W B &
47 s P (NCEN)—24p B $ojiF 5 & i (TDUNR)—> £1#7.% »cic# 5 (INNVO)  0.374x28.652=10.716***  -37.40%
i 2 (NCEN)—> Ap B $tjiF 5 & it (TDREL) — #3745 »c#ic® o (INNVO)  0.029x50.596=1.467 5.12%
A BEMGHE Bk R > TR e gl 2 T 106~ 506 « 10%:0EF % kI .
30414 FERBRRY R LREN S G 2 Bk A —§ B ok
T

Bk B % A B T
IS T % B B - ME RS - BE LT o By Aonk

i B I L R T T
S A I £3 .
= - & -79.924 0.022 **  19.385 0.026 **  -60.540 0.103 {F; -32.02%
(NCEN) (INNQO)

BT B u] Rk

frd E(NCEN)—244p B B jie & & it (TDUNR)— £147 5 72 F 6 (INNQO)  0.374x45.432=16.992***  -28.07%
P ? S E(NCEN)— Aphd ik & it (TDREL) —£147% »c & F % (INNQO)  0.029x80.914=2.347 -3.88%

ra BEFEMGHE BT ¥ r 0w 45 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%¢hkg F oK o

38



AT R A B REERAN T A4 4150

% 4-15 ﬁﬁm'£"v’°~ FHESERAE

B g iR P
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