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Internationalization and Domestic Employment:
Evidence from Taiwan’s IE Firms

Abstract

This study assess how the degree of internationalization for Taiwan’s listed
companies in the information electronics (IE) industry affects the ratio of domestic
employment to overseas employment. First, the theoretic and empirical model is
constructed with cost-minimization in the Cobb-Douglas production function and
Shephard’s Lemma. Second, data are differentiated in two samples, i.e.
manufacturing-based firms, and service-based firms, on the basis of the difference
testing. Third, recursive seemingly unrelated regression is conducted to evaluate the
effect on domestic employment. Major findings are as follows. (1) For
manufacturing- and service-based firms, the four measures of internationalization
reduces domestic revenue, which in turn decreases domestic employment. (2)
Application of the chain rule indicates that a 1% rise in foreign investment reduces
domestic employment by 0.043%%, 0.051%, 0.007%, and 0.021% (3) As domestic
wage is raised relative to foreign labor cost, domestic employment is dampened. The
substitution in terms of the domestic capital price is presence in service-based firms.
(4) Owverall, besides the direct impact on domestic employment, government is
recommended to consider the asymmetric impact of the relative wage, relative capital
price, R&D intensity, number of patents, and market structure across various types of

firms.

Keywords: Taiwan IT industry; Internationalization; Domestic Employment Effect;
Manufacturing-based Firm; Service-based firm
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PLrLp + PxpKpa i3 ¢b 2 & & &

Phez 4 Ao A A HRPIES > LR £ L $(1994)
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i34 (1) ~ (2)#7¥ & Lagrangian & #c s :

£ = PpLp + PcpKp + PLrLr + PerKe + A (ApLHKp—Qp) +

A (AFLEKE—Qp)

Of ApLYK®
—_— = PLD — R. a —DDD _ 0
aLp Lp Pup _ aKp 3)
of —p b BADL“ B —0 Pxkp BLlp
oKy (KD~ =
of ApLAKP?
— =Pr— A.a ZEFRE
JLg 4 F Lg PL,F — 2& (4)
oF _ AFL“KB _o|Fer Pl
aKp B

3‘21'23‘@;\3(1)51 ;\3(3)’\?’ LU

Qp = AplLY (EHLD)B = AplL “*%B)W )B

=InQp = InAp + pIn + (a + B)InLp + pln PLE

lnAD

—lInLp = [— — Bln B] +—1 nQp — lnPLD+ L = InPep (5)

BN ()2 )T F
(EELF)B AgL “*B(E)B( )B

=InQr = InA + BIn® + (o + )InLy + Bn 720

SInLp = |- ‘:AF pin’| + —anF - —1anF + —lnPKF (6)
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B A5 (5) 2 S (6)F 7 ¢

Lpy _ -1Ap , 1 Qp B Pup, B Pkp
ln( OL+B AF (1+B QF (1+B PL,F (1+B PK,F (7)

A AU P A i LA IE A LRSI ARE C F R Ap i
“*ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁfiwiv@%z%’$ﬁﬁ%@m’%ﬁ“iéﬁi@)
FRANKE R SHRF LA P - RS RS ECH L A RP G
Bk Fo o BRGERLFT LN AIEEARS > BE FRD UERLR
PERE L YA E A B BT I AEH LRSI RT AL A

EFpz v F o E DL RSefES 2 é_?‘{# % 4n #<( Producer Price Index, PPI) ;

Bofd o H-E AP R IEE PP ARG R R E R LA AT 0 Fik 2
ARE o RHR BN B) I ERRELFY PSR SE 1
LDR = f(DFQ, PPL, PPK) (8)

7(8)" LDR=F} *h4p %t B 1 vb % ; DFQ=F P *h4p A& )0t &

R S
-~ -ﬁ ’iﬁa}ﬂ“‘—m
(8)" DFQ 2.~/ » A & EFP RSV 20 3 pf 42 IR % » T DFQ
3 (8)7 ¥ ar i3 aiE i fF(Random Regressor) £ F (P 2 % #z. Hausman & < >
HAR R AT ke SRR R I R
DFQi; = ap + a1 FCjy + a,FFj + agNCjy + a4 NFji + a5T2 + a6 T3 + o, T4
+agT5 + & 9)
LDR;t = Bo + B1DFQjt + B2PPLjt + B3PPKit + B4DIit + BsRDje + PsPA;e +
B7HHI;¢ + BgINjt + BoDEjt + B1oT2 + B11T3 + B12T4 + B13TS + et

(10)
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W) 2 Rl F AT

DFQjt * % 1 RHF % t £ R P Hlc2 Mp ~ HipH g e 5
FCi ' $ i PP ¥ tERZ A R FTRFLI AT A F
FFi ' $ IR P tE R 2 22 e R TR AT A F
NGy © % 1 PRI F A% t &R A 1S 27 3kp

NF ! F i RBRF S tER2Z LA S 2 P P

LDRj¢ * % | R % t & BB $tdcz BN ~ tHip$f i 10t
PPLi © % 1 TP &% t# RB-Hlicz WP - HAp 5 6§ oo &
PPKj @ % 1 FIF &% t & BBz BP ~ HARHT A 5
DI ¥ i FBPF ¥ tER2Z 5 &4 2R

RD; ! # i P LS tZR2Z2FFERER

PA ' F i R F ¥ tERZ B 5 E

HHL; © % i 7R pF a5 tER2Z A ¥4 R

N 80 Fp %t 2|

(w
o
\-’,—\i:
%“
Ak
fid
E
.y,o
R
9
Il
[}
ﬁ
s
R
9
Il
\}

DEj¢ * % i 7 % t# R2 f Fo
T2~T5 : P& %] ik 4 % #c(T2: 2005 # ; T3:2006 # ; T4:2007 # ; T5:2008 &)

Sjt > € - P 1'*@5?‘ Mréf@-» Fy‘gc‘jé—

% i ChainRule » # #-F% it w g R BN A 0 2 e R B i 42
fiéﬂﬁlp\fhi‘ W2 Rtk o RS N e

(<) RF LS ERP AN F B PR ek 5

dLDR _ OLDR (aPNR aPNR) = B, (o, + @) (11)

dPNR = dPNR \ 9FC AFF

(C)a A 2P EERP A 41;L::§;j§3]§”\1;.u,% 2
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dLDR  AJLDR [dPNR ., OPNR
dPNR 6PNR( ANC T aNF) = Bulag + ay) (12)

(ﬂ@mtﬁﬁaﬁwmﬁ*wiﬁﬂwmriz%ﬁ:

dLDR  JLDR (dPNR . OPNR . OPNR _ APNR) _
dPNR aPNR( AFC t o T NG t oNF )—[31((11 tayt+ast+a,) (13)

- R

j\ "JS?IRIN%& ﬁﬁﬁlﬁ&?%‘?%élp’é{”'\igy ]‘J‘—]pﬁiiﬂlk}ﬁ

PRARAIHBIP gedochk £ § 3 Fenfiel o kv STRGE R 2 B F R BT

BBk la WA WA FEHRECERPM P HE I F A 0k

Fehild
#2ER b W el pEHFECERAN A HA I S
(CIRZ L ERP A0 F2 B
FEN R A R WA ERAAEEZ FE e R HER
jﬁ.éﬂ{;l‘ iA\E"JE—’};&P¥%I? °

}"B_}/E,ﬂ'\;{ 2a: ’,gl;l:aﬂl 7 “f_'r%lb‘lifﬁ’fﬂ-z g"t fig].;]]]\ GP#B}z‘J-éﬂ

H

e R 200 WL A iR AFREREN AR I S

]

}45

‘Er

@;j{ DPRAEA] 2B bz L‘l:}ﬁﬁ._z g%g%fgg;gz@qp\ ‘hAp St A A %

2B 2b D R R e gtk g ERFRP AR EA

B
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(Z)EFBEP 2D FHBEP F ok L P 5

¥

FIEFALEF R oS ARPPHAN Fo g7 9728 h> o uFEY

éﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%i%@%ﬂ%@m%%&%%%go

mEEBEX 3 WRA L FZRFCHEAP PP I 2 T AEFME R
ek 3a: WAL F2REMHEM PFHA I F 3y G

BRI RBA EEZRECHBEAPN AP FRE I F 2 A EFM R

BB 3D PR EF L PR HEP AR R 0 S A E N

(2)2 A% 4§ HHEPN E k2 P

Eliaetal. (2009):2 % » 5 7 3 T2 EBRAB A2 AR F > URDLEH

fon
s

IR TP BN LA R TR RN R kT o kY U e
CEHBER R S G SRR T R AN Rk

R o
'ﬁ

Z_

énhl

BB 4 W2 g EL BN APHS B G SRR T R

FHEIN SR I F A G AR EM G

HEER A B A A EEL BN Y B R R T A

Rt FERP MR 0 5 A EM G

AR 4D RIA £ E 2 FP AR HS B R FE R AT R

@

FEHEPNAAEHE IS G REFM G

H2ERAD RSB L E 2 FP M EF B R R FERP P RET AR

Rt FERP MR 0 5 A EM G
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FZ& TR RS PEER

A ) r LA ARTIE - CMoney 11 2 L SR A ST AR o ot 2004 & 3
2008 & S FATFE LD A L& FTA 0 BT A 2 DA 0 T 1
PP Adcs 916 ¥ 21T gei B F A (Unbalanced Panel Data) » i i F* it i -
#9016 L2 G FTA 0 A S HMBEIP IOt E R o S B AR BRER S

BARRECHANRERELEE P LARY 2P T B TR L

\_

AEEM I RPF LA P TR SETHENEEMR(F AT OP

(\x
=
_\_;_

)& 2 & H 4R > e R o

POARBREAGE FDL & > AR E A c B g L e > L35

=

‘;_I%,L % & 3 A S Lf}{éw}";\r‘aé‘.&}iﬂ&)}ﬂﬁl A et BB BRI

Ao Adergroid b fa A @R gt |1 58 P sdie(ff 4 LDR) -

el
LDR=In (2  100) (14)
F
LotRp A1 Ak Lei ¢h B3 A &
~ FeE
Michel and Shaked(1986) #-% *F 4 & 4 4F & 44V & £ 372 »* B4R 5 B 1t
Atk FIRB LA e RR 2 KEBERR 2 FEFe > VAL RE

2 FE o AU PP s MR P B KRS SR Y e ma Y
N B ESIRE 2 BN F R A Y A NS B R AP g

Bo(TWPI) 2 B b2 4 R 4 T 4 #(FPPI) > R EE RN “HAp A 21 5(DFQ)

AN LI
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DQ=R P 4 ¥ 4z » ;£ 2g/US/TWPI
FQ=i% *F ¢ ¥ 4 » X §f/US/FPPI
DFQ = In (‘E—S % 100) (15)

He s DQ: R AN -KEFQ: kA J-kE ; DFQ : Bz Bp “H4p

RZLAFT o RECRRAERECFERS Ao e RECFRGEEH
kD BnikifARR SRR RS EFRTEIES LR REFREY
gk A2 BRI ER A S AR RRTRE AT A F(FO) -
AR RRTRFIATASFFR) AT 2780 (NO)Z 2 3 27
B (NF)> %A 38 5 R RA > 5330 5 RS R R - AR ALE thf 1
Bk RPN AR A ot (R AR ARE 0 BN F TR AR Ot
hEATER) A0 R e AR L;}F'Jfﬂﬁwpx'j}i“’ B BA MR R
BRER BT HELESAP AAHAN L 0 LSERAP HAAHA D 3B ER
RHAREE 10t S 2 W o

Ji

Pooh AR g B e 5 (PPL)

FELRMFLARRZ - AR RFAERLFTE(FFFALH
FTHHEpr 2 mF+E gy 2 BT Ao A AR F R e

R A RERP MPRF SRR S R 2T
PPL = In (22 x 100) (16)
PLr
F(16)% o Pyt BN ¥ B4 5 Pp A ¥ 8 2 5 PPL : Bdtdic2 B

) ;&’ﬁs#g&“ﬁ%*&;u * o
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z o~ B AR EE AR 5 (PPK)

WE B FThy DRFLARAL - AYEY RFHERLALTA
FE AL BB RERASALL LR S A SUEHERN TG

B E AR e REFP MPHTAG R S P E A0 e
PPK : hq(P“**100) (17)

FMAT)® Pyt AR T A Pep ¢ 4 0 F A 45 5 PPK Bl P

AR T AR T e

| S¥)

* A FH(IN)
AR 2 (2007)%- 5 B IE P gy G Sl Ee 2B E 5 < 4
BAREPAcR (3-1) Av ZREAKZE > B AL F U e BRI E S

Bz i B e

{Fﬁiﬁ%‘r"é’ IN=0
R IN=1
[aaw] gy
&%’ %’gﬂ
ER Y E
B ¥R
= =

| B H -
i* *
1IN | T+ F
F Kt
2t R

1 =

Bl3-1 o IEALRpe YU Ee 2 2%
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SRR LS o
(=) % &1 4% (DI)

- d Rtz R R ¢ R R A2 ¥ o 5% (StandardIndustrial
Classification Code, SIC) ~ Berry (1975) ¢ Herfindahl 35 #£2 Jacgemin and Berry
(1979) = Entropy ;¢ » &< %% Jacqgeminand Berry(1979)#+& % & i 2_i%;% »
% Entropy = 2> FERF AR SOAEY 42 A2 R A S 2N e

L

= Yr_1P *In (1/P,) (18)
’\‘(:|‘8)tJ ’E r{rg&éi\ \;"F’ﬁ’ivp )){r‘ﬁ ré‘%ié‘ﬁ’bbi’%\’o
(=) g13TiEE

AT HEFATERZGE G R R AL NRF R e 2 A DG

P
b R R AR L E (0002 B K 6 S ERP L DR

ARFERER REFERER AN BEE R FHATI A FEH
e FE R G R RE TR A2 HEFTER 2 E o5 T
1. =4 % & A& (RD)
Kt= Rt+(1—8)Rt_1+(1—8)2Rt_2+"' (19)
K¢
RD; = 7=+ 100 (20)
7192 1 (20)F K P AFEFE SR CAFL N S ITEFEF LN

15% > % §14¢ 5 30%) -

Shv 2 g4l REA Y p ik F1(2010) -
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WP, = 33, WP, (21)
PAt = WPt + (1 - S)Wpt—l + (1 - S)ZWPt_Z + .- (22)

2R P BB HEER AT EATHEN) WP 4D )

Ik

o

&

BHPEFEML 2002227 » B WP A £ = % JI(F P ~ 373 & 37
B2 gLl 3R 199 & 80 g2 RAE AL BlREETL B
B2 EJIHERL 20 2 A7 10 & RN 12 202 2 B R E T
FIRLEETOR TG wd> 3 b2 B REE TS gl
37z e E Y0 10 E s A pIETA) 2 & s s 1(10/10) - B @ {4
#c i 2(20/10) 0 AT HE 4SS 1.2(12/10) -

(2)A% &7 A(HHI)

WAk rE A F B¢ R 2 gtk @ 4545 %5 id 4 #i(Herfindahl-Hirschman Index,
HHI) ~ & ¢ & (Concentration Ratio, CR) » x4 < 4 * HHI fp#icte 1 firg » H3- 8

AN LI

HHI = Y1, (S;)? » == < HHI < 10000 (23)

# 3-1 # ¢ R =47 R]

HHI & HHI <1000 1000=HHI1< 1800 1800=HHI

A¥FHYER MR B PRE BREY

() * % (DE)

Toe
~TH-
cw
oy
oy

DE =

%100 (24)

=
Dl b
C 3
ey
o
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Fri FER:

AR E- S LHALTREA S &5 UL R YES S X2 F

AR
- B EUR TR
Ao F R EA A RARER AN EY o (PNR)  LF SRR R

T2 RFAAERNO)E S0 TR G B RTBEER ()N
OLS 2 &5 5%(9) » #-5% £ 38 (VHAT) 4 » 54(10)¢ > ‘£d Hausman # % (i §F ¥k &
-0.517-t & 5 -7.976)> ~v » kg DFQ 5 “L 1% % §# % #co (2)Weak Instruments Test »
n etk T Bt e B3 B S dc(Intrument Variables) £_Z it & ¥ 12 ¥ DFQ - iz
pEmER CFERZ 10 A FE 2 FEL 31229 AARE e Bl ER¥
Belp - iR 4 c QUBREM e Rl 1 5 Rl HENO)X RIEFR
£ 75 (EHAT) » & R - w R RcA L8 7T §F > T DI 2 fi 2

3522 @ [ % y2(3) = 113452 ff > A A HFRE L w PHcm i 1L Rl

i -
AT BN HAREA T S22 e T
i st LDR i DFQ i st EHAT
C 4.961 c 7.357 C -0.365
DFQ 0.843 FC -0.057 FC 0.009
PPL -1.082 FF -0.010 FF -0.003
PPK 0.159 NC -0.048 NC 0.007
IN -0.175 NF -0.026 NF 0.019
DI 0.001
RD -0.010
PA -0.001
HHI 0.001
DE -0.016
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VHAT -0.518

System R? 0.692 0.121 0.005
# T4  Hausman Test : Weak Instruments Test: NR?=3.522<y%(3) =
1=-7.976*** F=31.229***>10 11.345
FAETF(9)E N (10) 2 i Alde G 2o 2 18 o d 3t A 2 9% Panel Data v #&
& & A 2 7 Mg s s % (Random Effect, RE) ~ 7] #_»x % (Fixed Effects, FE)¥ & |

T = % (Least Square, LS)ig #* 44 4o % 4-2)#751 » &+ DFQ i&ﬁﬁf;‘ ® » # Hausman
e T G IR R ek 03] & W RO R 03] > B % % R > Hausman Test
2 55 10201 Ao =5%T } B ¥k > FPIES A R BER(TESEHEE)
TR ER R FHIERY Bl TR HEOocR G BREFROFES
2550 o =5%T F B F koAt BEHEF FlEck LDRw ETF ;¢ ¢ s Hausman
e T AR Rk ) & B Ron s 0] 0 % % 4 3> Hausman Test 2
5 158.353 ha=1%T § ¥ ek > PR AR ER 0 T ¥ F @i e i
A E g ek il B5BFROFATELIEF 93015 Aa=5%"

}3 %ﬁ Prdk o dET 20 B iR ETF FRET Bk o

AT RS W R R E S B R AR 0 d SRR '}Ii} L ¥ 2 %
T aAn T ik MR R EN0)E S (L0)2 @ FS TR B EA 0 TR
R AR 2 TH R R A 2 % (Iterative Seemingly Unrelated Regression,
ISUR) » B = 3 5 F s B0 o 2 5% % ISUR #3244 H FH R %

(Breusch-Pagan LM Test) &7 $t s 2 y2 suz- € 5 -

Hy:8,, = 0 (29)
= N(g,)~ (1) (30)
F(29)7 8y h P ERFSN L 2 X RB(FE) v, = 1— A#j)s#

A2 M AT S B0 N SR Ak § A (30)2 M EA B2 ()Teh &4 a8
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(29)2 & T3k 0 1% & ISUR 2 & 34223 4p 4 B30 o] PR LS
3 2 Breusch-Pagan Test 5 5.652 o =5%T § & ¥»c% » ¢k * ISUR &3+
F o RAFHEEAIZ B

242 FRICUL R PR

Panel Data #-3]# ¥ ISUR #:73|# %
2 DFQ LDR DFQ LDR
C 7.330 8.492 7.394 4.706
FC -0.055 NA -0.049 NA
FF -0.009 NA -0.008 NA
NC -0.046 NA -0.058 NA
NF -0.027 NA -0.024 NA
DFQ NA 0.390 NA 0.876
PPL NA -1.174 NA -1.078
PPK NA 0.110 NA 0.156
IN NA -0.259 NA -0.177
Dl NA 0.001 NA 0.001
RD NA -0.012 NA -0.010
PA NA -0.001 NA -0.001
HHI NA -0.001 NA 0.001
DE NA -0.013 NA -0.015
Hausman Test 10.201** 158.353*** NA NA
Fi 2 2.550** 3.015** NA NA
Breusch-PaganTest NA NA 5.497**

AL R BT o s v e L 0 X R e w] 10% ~ 5% 1% 2ok
FaE -
Fo8® QU AamRBUEELFEAN
- W AERBIAEFL A

Mgl Ee A LR 8 DFQ ¢ LDR # 4 B B 7 4( % 4-3)

srro WA EF 2 THRAN AN FHEF ORI A WA e FL T
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RPN B IV FREFAEONERA LY B U R L EARE R B Y
IR VE G TG AREFALR o
2 4-3 WA B R AT LB BT
DFQ LDR
EECE 2 PRA% Y EECE 2 RS o
Mean 6.323 6.689 3.659 4.324
t @ 2.474%* 4.587***

éi-:* R v_,,J 10% -~ 5%4r‘r 1%}’1] 3;'!\1?%?35 o

- o~ W3 AR £ ¥ 2 ISUR 2t

ARG > AA B AR At (O 1-1)2 p S AP
Bt (4 12°1-3) S5k & R iz 8 ET iy <2008
BT &SI T R FE P E 2 (Multi-Collinearity) » # % 4% B % it (DFQ) ¢
R p if‘u%‘é(LDR)ﬁ @EFNGRT F R A G FA LR o Ao (R 4-4) > TR

FEROURANEFLRF e T L HEFRERN - F 0 SRS

ot () WA EFERBIUEF L AP F IO T v HFVFRP E
@A £ F2 Ww“%%ﬁ“é@%¥’%WWﬁ%w’mW@?i%ﬁw
Lo ELFEN RF R LR L AR FE R e HER TR ¥

lsL’rT'y]_EE]F\ ]%ﬂhﬁ,l&ﬁ@,ﬂ?’}%ﬁ f?} P\%%-‘%;Lo

44 Qg A g Rar Al A3 2 ISR 3% %

e Model3: ] i 4F Model4:FR35%5
2 DFQ LDR DFQ LDR
FC -0.052 NA -0.044 NA
(-7.411%%%) (-3.082%x%)
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FF -0.005 NA -0.010 NA

(-1.817%) (-1.352)
NC -0.054 NA -0.196 NA
(-7.179%%%) (-6.334%%%)
NF -0.022 NA -0.170 NA
(-3.773%%%) (-6.601%%%)
DFQ NA 0.812 NA 1.288
(36.51***) (36.82%**)
PPL NA -1.086 NA -0.749
(-25.50%**) (-9.581 %)
PPK NA 0.228 NA -0.054
(5.680***) (-0.923)
DI NA 0.001 NA 0.007
(0.230) (5.808***)
RD NA -0.008 NA 0.016
(-1.824%) (1.618)
PA NA -0.001 NA 0.001
(-5.042%*%) (1.005)
HHI NA 0.001 NA -0.001
(3.532%*%) (-3.152%%%)
DE NA -0.151 NA -0.010
(-5.892%**) (-2.513*%)
T2 0.012 -0.137 1.064 -1.237
(0.059) (-0.844) (L.977%%)  (-2.013*%)
T3 -0.225 -0.035 0.809 -1.050
(-1.116) (-0.223) (1.544) (-1.752%)
T4 -0.423 -0.107 0.504 -0.687
(-2.034*%) (-0.678) (0.969) (-1.158)
T5 -0.442 -0.027 0.720 -0.763
(-2.198**) (-0.167) (1.376) (-1.279)
C 7.494 4.628 7.590 2.144

(8256%%%)  (12.34%%%)  (16.66%*%)  (2.759%*%)

System R? 0.671 0.813
FEHLP & CIE X R RN w] 100% ~ 5% e 1% TR EAEF o

3‘@%@?%%@£%i@ﬁ%%@§ﬁ%

%6 Chain Rule » 7 #lig % it ¥ o 21 £ $2 M7 HAN pEg s
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i > de (£ 45) (DB ERANEF A ARFTEE R 4 1% > B 3
FRBTE T 0.047 % b 8 2 P E B LR RN R Y 15.0.062% -
EF R PR TSR ek BT E 9 0.108%- () JRITA £ KA CHRT

WwE E A 1% ]?E]P\TI‘%%U‘%?‘;«E%“T 5 0.07% > At 2P F R A 1 7o B

yﬁw BT H R R 0.473% 0 £ E R “ﬁiliﬂf%ﬂa?ll‘\f%"— £ 1% 0.543%
# 4-5 Wi +7) 4 A2 2 Chain Rule F 3+ % %

i FC+FF NC+NF FC+FF+NC+NF
57
LEREE 3 -0.047 -0.062 -0.108
RIS 3 (-8.837**¥) (-8.980***) (-11.885%***)
R E2 -0.07 -0.470 -0.540
AP e (-4.568***) (-8.966***) (-10.575***)

FLUAEELN B UE X R s 5] 10% ~ 5% 1% ok B A F o

4y

Ak

PINE RS S 2

B a@®K; 54O -##F3EARD) H{HEPA) -7 HE7 A&
(HHIZ f i 5(DE) » # e iR R et Wig A1 PR AN £ T L BIp ot 2 3
o A ul4eT (1Dl #8232 LDR 4 7 g F 2 o o M % DI $R7+4] 2 LDR
FEFZ MG AT P AT BRARG REBIRBIEERP TR W o
(2QRD H##®:¢ 42 LDR s BF2 f oMz 278 2 ERARG » 33 W
ALERP F1 A S RD¥RIZF2 LDR 5 2 B E 2 1w B % o (3)PA $+4
$4)2 LDR A F2 f oM G 27515 B84 > ¢ M3 L ERPN
¥ 1 g % b SPA $HPRFAT] 2 LDR % 4 B F 2w B 4o (4) HHI 440 ) 2 LDR
PHEZ oM G AT HEY BRSO ERBUL AL ERP YL B
HHI 4R34 2 LDR S8 ¥ 2 f oM 20 £ 77 8¢ BA&F - 27 M@z
EFERPF LR - 5)DE H#E A LRI A2 LDR S F2Z f oMk £
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N
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R
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1% RHaEFA
¥- & B

A g b T o IERFEEC(FEIARFIE)FEERETARR
%Wﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁiwéiﬁﬁﬁ@vﬂ 5 i RETER 82 CMoney T fc B
2004 & 1 2008 & A F M T F F P H A E 916 £ 2T fFiE B F 42 Unbalanced
PanelData) = A 7 #h4 o @+ L R M > #9016 LA raa ks o(Wid
A& pRFA]) > W2 2 ¥ 18 1234 (Duality Theory)#x 3 BRI p & Jvt 5 ~ Bp § &
B FE RN T AR TR ﬁ*‘»?:‘é”i%—?‘" VLE R AR R RF A ATE 0 A
FRE o g RN A A F e BB RN A D SRR ﬁfu%‘éi‘i%i’@?‘?f’

BB ST

1 A%B7 FHEPM A D FERP ﬁ*vi‘t“ FEFHFNLE - HE
FREENESHRAN ﬁ-’u%’}il’?%%éﬁi’rﬁ?% s AR A BGE A

o

N
: e
= =

IE &

e

(K,% TR 2 FF A f o A BEF 2 R )Hs b B AR (R h IR

=

WATAY F) R P ERTHES A RR(H4T 27 5 H)RA - £4

e

P
l

5
T

BIp A dv oo
3. % IE £ F 2 BP cHApEA v S 4~ RN CHAREHE Bt S KB R
AR A G e (F T RIBE G f e A HF) 0 B ERF AR HE R
T F o P EA R SHE S A S BTG o
4, PRI EFZRANEFTE L OHRPN MAPHEHR 1 v T2 B Wi
o473 RBACEHAPN ¥ 1 2 AR R WS AL E o wIOTHRA
BT AR EE WL EEFL B o
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