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Abstract

Under the trends of global competition, enterprise management should no
longer be operated towards egoism. Internationalization has primarily become a
dominant factor in managing an enterprise. In addition, continuing innovation is one
of the criteria to sustain management. However, with the relatively scarce resource,
entrepreneur has a main concern on how to properly allocate resources in order to
create a sustainable competitive advantage. This paper seeks to address the
relationship between enterprise innovation capability and innovation performance .
Additionally, 1 will focus on their interaction effects towards innovation
performance and firm values. The main investigated target was aimed at the firm
that lists under Taiwan’s electrical information industry, goes public, and holds the
patent that was issued from U.S. Patent & Trademark Office (USPTO) within the
period from 2001 to 2009. Based on the research results, the stronger the innovation
capability, the higher the innovation performance. However, raising the degree of
internationalization doesn’t seem to improve the innovation performance. The
scattered resources make the innovation performance decline instead. The findings
indicate the degree of internationalization and innovation capability are mutually
exclusive. Despite the fact, the further research proved when the degree of
internationalization reaches a certain level, stronger innovation capability tends to
enhance the firm values. Contrarily, if a firm has a relatively lower perspective in
internationalization, then no higher value would be made for the firm, even with
existed innovation capability.

Key Words: Internationalization, Innovation capability, Innovation performance,
Firm value
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41 % #ix(Nerkar and Paruchuri 2005) He R FOP &g ESRANKEE
A% ’:EH BEARG o Flpt o AFL N NT EERE
BFERE A 8TE B S - BAIATA D R Rk

7 e o (TB)

A7 02 Tobin’s q K #FR 2 P & 5 d 3+ @i Tobin’s q 3+ 5 A& 4
LR S APFTI DR b SRR B 537 5 B £ 3 B e Tobin’s
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qQEzigr » 25 bt’”‘ﬁ'Bx P % o H Tobin’sq enie > 2R~ 3 &
96.6% %+ - (S F S 4 fREE T B 1 {8 Tobin’s q h3t B 2 iz (Bhardwaj,
Bhardway and Konsynski 1999) o F|pt » AFF 7 %3 Chung and Pruitt(1994) 1 i2

& fsenTobin’sq @ s o & i NfTE F#ic o ’25?%’\1’_5_%;%41\7"? :

=(MVE;, +PS; + LIABILITIES, ) / TA |

He viddadutiddERS ; MVE 5 8 Wnd & P?‘i%’fﬁ:PS
BRI Bvb2 W ESLIABILITES 5 f B3 TAZ R F A2 tRa & o

ERE S
LE% 4R : (INV)

MRS ARG E- R E e FERE S - B
S NsE R R enih b 2 f2 R E A oo Sullivan(1994) 74k B e 5 £ @?‘3 ’
RIS ﬁém & 0 & Ramaswamy, Kroeck, and Renforth(1996):%. % #
—ﬂ#m TR L BRROMBR R B R LA H- FRA R E 4
Fp o AEE g kggga\m%ﬁamm%%~%ﬂﬁaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬂ‘
B TR 27 6 ERE i 3R R U R e
ARFTHRIAR - Ra d WHRMEFTRRFTIA-P A FERLT
m&%’ﬂ&ﬁpiﬁ?ﬁ~E&ﬁ@%“ﬁ&&ﬁ’iuﬁ?éi%i’ﬁ
PRRARRE HAIG R 2P R LT e Fet o FEE AR LR

—r .

\ftv \“"“—*

INV, , = INVENMENT, , /TA .,

e iR ADPu td4ERS S INVENMENT 5 B8 3847 5 TA S
A RER

=

xfr

She
= »

2.81F7ae 4 L (TCT)
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mmww%)%f’?)F‘ﬁﬁjﬁﬁ%%%ﬁgﬁkﬁﬁ%‘MAﬁ
FE o Fo o At JE A?‘fﬁ“/f@ PR ER 20 b > o Pk Ep j\fif £ 3T
Boidn i F Ok F"* 2PHE :}iﬁrmﬁfg » E D F R K g B B
B fe o HHGIEH Ip AR 0 R 2 P Bk - HOAR S ch AR o et
s CHE B A G AT BB REL S TR AR E 0 o P AIRTR 4 AR
(Coombs and Bierly 2006) - #]#* » 2% 3 %+ Narin (1999)¥ Coombs and Bierly
(2006) 2 A7 7 » rown Hp HP R 2 HTE P R HTR AIATAC 4 ’?Eﬁﬂiiﬁt’tﬁﬂiﬁﬂ—"’
EEAIFTR A ARG PIAIRTE rkAR i o 1935 CHI A7 7 P ) % 5 o7 &
FlHESEJ AP AEEROER > B3l T2 i ROpEF LR =
B ¥ b rET S AL TERF RS BEEE R BRF QAR
- E R 2P -

% 3-1 HiFr 2t 5 455

B 14 5L A5 7666933
FEE R 2010
% 115078 5l Bl PR E R PR LR
4436847 1984 26
4474908 1984 26
5159009 1992 18
5580919 1996 14
51% & J14E 342 5916956 1999 11
6342552 2002 8
6414061 2002 8
6512035 2003 7
7101922 2006 4
Pt Hp 11

BT T & AT

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

TCT,, = Max(ICyyy, -+ 1C,00) — IC

He i dE&adu st d&ERYIC 24154 4 5 TCT 2 ik
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GAINTYEAR % & fl4g2 ¥ 8 # R CITINGYEAR 5 31 * B JIFH 2 {8 & & o

Iy Legge(2000)F 3 4p 1 - =
. % 4% i o Tihanyi, Grlfflth and
m/-’j—-ﬁ\ N 2\ v i’ﬁ_,’}’j‘_i\'t ) ;I"ZE

*?l’
‘—\u-
9_-—)&—

RusseII(ZOOS)JJ dp dio 25#&,1@;4 | ‘ N A
FRGERN B AR i&—ﬁjjﬁzﬂ)\%:&ﬁq;g& EE R i B
EFLGE T MR DT RS B R - YD PR
o RIRTE R o P RS R o XA T RAT

—ab

!

:_’»

* Ry

SIZE,, = In(SALES,,)

He sifdadn A& &K% SALES 5 4V & =

ﬂ\‘ﬂ'
|
o

2.4/ & % £ % 1 (GROWTH)

Tobin's q & pt 2> &1 A ks & e g (1§47 0  FEfrr~ £ 3 % 2008) - 7 =
2P ARTH FARE AP PRI A S AR B ARG T g T AT

T He B R L%;\ ’Q‘El% B s gil-\% s T AR AR SR G I
FIRHL - o DAY LA EARF o QIRATH RS 2P FEARF o M8 AR S
AAcT

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

He vifddaodujtd&ERY  GROWTH % o 2 =2 & & ; SALES %
_a{-:

e
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3.pd Miging - (FCF)

AP Fpd B REREY VU FNPELTE G LRI TLRART
g o @ F eha 4 e (Blundell, Griffith and Reenen 1999) » § = @ 35 & 4% %o &
1 o iR %E&]"" Lbh’ﬁ. |FTE B o r]“ ’ ﬂ\ﬁﬂ 3 Bushee (1998) e >
%?é&iﬂfzf’g(CPF)’l E A F(TA)“T‘/E“ ) I3 ﬁ” p FEYES. = ’
BIATH 2t 2 7 EARE o H AR LA

FCF = (OCF, —CPF )/TA,

H ’ifli%é?é‘jgj;tili%'}i‘%d,FCFﬂErlIE,?/ ; OCF £ %
Eadehm g R CPF M AR FeF A2 B4 TAIA«%\;&M%W

4.5 % % (LEV)

PG FIARG AP AP FHARIN B AP G ET f e B
(Nagaoka 2007)° ﬁ’*‘“l.?‘?] “%ziirﬁ g Ea g rmsé Fo xR R

e siddadw st & ERS LEV 2§ F 5 LIABILITIES % §

AP R AR RGP Ry BT S T RE Y ED g RkiR
2 A k¥ E { & (Qian and Li 2008) o Flpt AFT G LN P 2 EFLRLL £
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6.4 %7c% 1 (Ynou,)
i

d 3T 3 T ER L AT s A E s LA R R ETE
w0 B T4 ekt e l% (=00 g% ke (4 li"?\ 2007) - 'ﬂﬁ" ’ ﬂ\]p'ﬂ,b:%—,;\ﬁ =S|
| %ﬁi - °'1r/ff+,’a%~¥?zfﬁg‘}'i AELK BT I FAELS LN
A% LEMA YL AR - XA EmEEE

Z 3-2 A Frk RAERP
RELH AFERS = A E
D1 25 1= RF ARG FE 0= %: PR A E
D2 26 1=k 7 %> 0=zt 3§ &
D3 27 SRR E o 0=t MR ¥
D4 28 =2 F 222 £ ,0=2L7 3 2 2z &
D5 29 1= 3 g% > 0= T B ¥
D6 30 1=F MPRIEE - 0=2LF MR+ ¥
D7 31 I=H v RF3FAE 0=2H T T+ T E
ML ERI AR X2 T BAE R LR

TR 5% (3 vEAR,)
y=1

SREE F S ﬁff%xﬁ}aﬁﬁ it
PAW R 5 2001 1 2009 i Flp 3K = 8 i E A 2
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433 WhREE AL

., 3f 4
T3 Ui B W :ﬁ
= Fu
T 5%
MEEFEN S w Bl BT
IE 2 ISR TR
Fled#ciis 20 i
i‘%"”ﬁ”ﬂ’% FA o lagRK  #a v o TR
BT 2% FREHIER b L st
EflfEH PATENT
f Tl
A FRALNEF AP AL DL
|44 51 * # CITED
T > TlEaLsl » i
FREEF B PE L2 NG
% {l# F= 24 8 CLAIMS -
IAEad - By
{(= 7 &R @i et 2§
2 N TB (B ] AL v 2
FRID) AT AYp R ¥tE
S
R R AR INV T R 2R +
BIAT A TCT o Hp R 2. B EE +
T i
o i SIZE BRI R i
A Hp AR - A )/
WXL GROWTH M B A A A )
w0 Hp 4l bR AR
BT AR B -EE B R
pd g E FCF S - C.%_ F E:L_+
FTAZRELR)AT A
s LEV o RIEIAT A —
AR N AGE NP R ER L E +
I DR I - G e
A ¥k > INDU, , %’?*# A H +—
= - A F mERE R
8 12 2001 % 2k - PERF T
PERY o0 % > YEAR, ARRZ - R
= i 5 5 i
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Y& EEd

AT EERE ARG FAEFT A DY T
%fm‘% (DEA) % £~ 2 & 42 P& 7 ﬂfphfr*f»ﬁ (I, )eh= ] > &g
kTR AIATS 2T 0 d 3T 15%1"’:]?‘*“04 1/ ﬁﬁxls#ﬂ;’i‘]‘%
7 v Tobit #3] k4R 4157 4 AT 22 B (B 1) 2EHHA
AR B AIFT D HARTE R B (BR2) #F %s-”‘]&r"f :

IE,, = B, + BTCT, ., + B,INV, _, + BTCT, INV, , + B,SIZE;  + BFCF,, + B,GROWTH,

+Z¢ INDU , +29 YEAR, +¢, 1)

y=1

SHEARECREEA G T R BB (BIR ) AT R

e

=B, + BICT,  + B,INV, , + BTCT, INV, , + B,SIZE; + ZFCF  + S,GROWTH,

+ B,LEV, + B,AGE,  + Z¢j INDU, +29 YEAR, + &, (2)
j=1

y=1

B oifkda@n st A ERE G TE 2 AIATF S TB 5 & 25
TCT; 5 o 8 HHEH TINV, 5 BE A2 R SIZElt 27 HLHC; GROWTH; . 5
SPHELEFSLEV, RIS AGE S P B A EBER Rk

ST A N o
] s > INDU, ZB:YEARy
j=1 y=1

35



$I8 FIEA-DEETHA

AT NAEEIRENEFEARESIED B I I T LTI FTAES
Frsd 3 REJERLEE AP D EREJEFRL S HREFE &
Jb’i?ﬁ’»g N2 ﬁz‘%ﬁjﬁ']i’&» ’ #}1%;‘5@ SO A2 —’v‘malrg_ ‘n ; ‘éiﬂflﬁﬁﬁiﬂ@ﬁ&é 9N
- S AATAR 4L R (Taiwan Economics Journal » i £ TEJ) o

d T BEREE R AR R EA Y I P L L
B APy W 2001 £ 3 2009 £ P4 FARE R JHET AL o R AMEBINL
MBI AL fi_{ujﬂ%ﬁg:—* F L R A SRR T
HiLOPERRE MBATRE AL Eln].}n]n/f?\,fll B BB AL
1067 % -

234 WK EEE AR

T AU P A G A AR MRS 1~
01998 £ 1 2011 & R 4o@Lg @ 551,518 2001 & 3 2009 & R 4Bl B 7,352
RATIE G P (206,242) i * FALA 2 A (6,284)
RO OPIELRER (344,209) i# © f&h iE )

o E R AR 1,067 2 2/& A Bl 2t 1,067
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FEX AL RFAH
-8 AXATHEL
ST 2 A

-~

%041 % pﬂéggk "“qu—Lﬂ 2P

,\
w
E
pul
P>
_\:t
%
o
i
\....
i}

k=S S
- ¥ “"'“ °i*“’§1
Ig—%’r'ﬁ_"i-pp '.ilr- 7R
#cs 4.8537 5 %7 Ei"ﬁ"j%&
Bk s mEE e B (INV) R &
NP ARENARRE D P Y

R T3 L o] i@ R P
B 0.23 0.4506 -1.0658 2.189 0.1296
IE 0.0799 0.1377 0.001 1 0.0355
TCT 4.8537 3.1068 0 50 4
INV 0.114 0.1377 0 2.0867 0.0855
TCT*INV -0.0497 0.6378 -17.7168 1.3199 -0.0164
SIZE 16.1399 1.7017 11.6001 21.3913 15.9504
FCF 0.1741 0.1277 -0.2998 0.9636 0.1656
GROWTH -0.0196 0.3324 -0.672 3.6313 -0.0717
LEV 0.4001 0.1632 0.0528 0.845 0.4138
AGE 21.7813 8.7443 5 60 21

R A 0P TR @R g nl il b2 3 e | GRS T AP R IE AT

KGR AIATH T UAE T A5 5 B BAIEARS 2 BIfERA E A G A DG
A TR BT E MR E AP F B TCTH W H AT - LB JlHE2 B E BRI Y &
FIFALL Pt BB it B AT INVD B R AR e B BT/ T A TCTHINY:
A AIATA 4 E P R ARR L RT  SIZEM [ p Rtk FCRY £33 ﬁvIﬁu$ﬁﬂ,}g‘vE&‘§
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= AR M Tl 4T

2042 AAFPT LRBE PRS0 R TE BRET M ERER
+ & % opearson Ap R il =T & L spearman Ap B fhdic o H ¢ d AN L[FTR 4
HREMER LR (TCT*INV) L 5 2 442 B3 > F] o 5 fEd- b 2o
BOAT o M-AIATR G SRR AR R BN R B B E T R TS A

7ok FE R (INV) ~ f i S (LEV) 2 2 @ & i Bi(AGE) ehp B 42
B PAREEHE02 FP AT E- HRFE AR I(VIF) . g%
FIBVIFES 175 &% VIF &35 317> & 5 1.06 > ¥ x4ziF VIF &
TR 3 Vel B RETOPHIEARFIES T < o
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% 4-2 p M GilcoEL

% B IE TCT INV TCT*INV SIZE FCF GROWTH LEV AGE

B -0.0853***  0.0527* -0.1649***  0.0378 -0.0577**  0.1645*** -0.0177 -0.2547*** -0.2068***
IE -0.0379 0.0236 -0.0289 -0.0098 -0.0881***  0.027 0.0531** -0.0014 0.0887***
TCT 0.0409 0.0354 -0.1341*** 0.03 0.1393*** -0.0072 -0.0151 0.0912*** -0.1079***
INV -0.2135*** 0.0351 -0.1404*** -0.4949***  -0.1781*** -0.2355*** 0.1315*** 0.0122 0.1434***
TCT*INV ~ -0.0674** -0.0602**  -0.1349***  0.2306*** 0.0439* 0.0699** -0.0088 -0.001 -0.0224
SIZE -0.06** -0.4103***  0.0912*** -0.1544*** -0.0353 0.0755*** -0.0115 0.3922***  0.1736***
FCF 0.1973*** 0.0381 0.0054 -0.2456*** -0.0569**  0.054** -0.0458* -0.3106*** -0.1478***
GROWTH -0.0351 0.0084 -0.1002***  0.0796***  0.0841*** -0.0207 -0.0096 0.0133 0.0044
LEV -0.2263*** -0.0883***  0.1114*** 0.0089 -0.0014 0.3955*** -0.3218*** -0.0668** 0.2076***
AGE -0.2456***  0.1198*** -0.0763** = 0.2401*** 0.1304*** 0.1475*** -0.1844*** 0.008 0.1859***

*%& 4+ & L pearson 4p A i¥ic o 2T & 5 spearman Ap B e o **r A ot iE 1% FoRE S **L nad BOGRE FoKE Y& 7 iE 10%EE oK E o

RETHE AT G TBH @RS PR b2 9 e | AR R T ATR R B LIRS KR AT e N E TR SR 5 5 bR
B4R 2 B R 2 A G AN G o I TR B2 F N REBREERPLS & TCT  Hprik > B I PO E R RS BT AL
AR PP B DB INVIR R AR U E B TAT A CTCTXINV: - 3 £ AT 4 25 B BE A2 R 2 k30 S SIZE:4) f i385~ 2Rt
FCR§ £ MM &M RMY ARFT AL RENE G AT A S GROWTH A4 [ 478 % B0 [ 05 4775 5 9 8 8 47 5 LEV:§ S35 74 FF 25497 5 AGE:
PR EHCo
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Fo8 FIBR

AL EFRRARRELIFTN S S AR A R EERR A
B~ fIATRC A CRIRTH B 2P B2 %rﬁo%a%}é 1
SECREVIEE SR A RN PNy PIEs

%§b4§*4\51%157 ,fg_fio

mhtF

B LR AIATI 4 HAFTH R EF g oo 2 B o d £ 437 7 Fawn
T Hp ) (TCT) 5 A #7404 enid %ﬂt%“é |Arg < (IE) e p 2 7 ¥
e 32 58(T 3 0.0018 - t & 1.67) 3P Pojirik A% Tm - o & 2 R RTH pARS
LRI A ARGE 0 RIAIRTHE AR o QB R BIE AR > A EE L

A% o 0 AES2Z BRFEIL, 0 2 £ % D4 ~D5 2 D7 B F ;
(A 5] % 00695\01267~0.0708’t134\ J,1616 ~2.94 524 > pY %t
:?»,e_ *i TIUREEHY a,—”r*f%%c"ifam*i EHWEH QAT *‘@*'* ;
x L (%#kcs-0.0254 0t & 5-1.75) 0 % 77 i 3 4 % 4p ¥t L dan ¥
~ ot E o Vb Bk RSB TI-T7 B ¥ 5§ (Giks w9 i
-0.0663~-0.0630~-0.0718\-O 0702 +-0.0651 -0.0568 --0.0538 - t A J,a-3 42 N
-3.46 ~ -4.08 ~ -4.07 ~ -3.84 ~ -3.36 ~ -3.18) » 4 7 2003 & 2009 i h4] 57 :
#p st 2001 & P iz i o

C R AT B AR 4 IR el B

B 2 F3HR%E A2 (INV)E £ %”T‘b 4+ (TCT) %t 41374 »<(IE) &% 4 52
R R 442 f’?v’; Sk ETR o AR 4 B BRI R ehd 5 9 (TCTHINY)
Gl LB FS B (Hci-001300t B 5-243) 2 AT IEH AR R X FER 2
o BB AR R B A AT 4 A $”T§*;;F gﬁg:gﬁ;zé‘g,a %EJ 5 "ﬁf*‘i%o,’%;}% ’
BOTTRI U ERATR LK kLSS TR Y R

PRI G P AT RS B i E B (Anderson et al. 2000) 0 gt pER O~ FPE DL
o AR LR A F 0 A - AR RS PO B RRY
PaPRRARFRMER ST ARG 44T ﬁ*’pﬁﬁwmwﬁ
BT EAASEDREAR o BIATH S BRI AR SR KT GRS 5

(4#c%-00113 >t E5-208) > *FFERFL L84 3 Foc%k 5 @ KA FEL
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AR SO 0 BIATI 4 B AR T e BRI BE (e
00008+ 1 5% 0.15) 47 BI% ALk K QIATiL 4 $HIRTA ek 2§ AR

)

"

oo
L

AR E S e 0 AES 2 nERENA 0 A¥w i D4 D52 D7 ¥

o (#cs W 5 0073801284 ~0.0724 > t B4 %] 5 6.46 ~ 2.97 ~ 537)’%7
m:*'*’ FEESTFURE AL T AEAART LI LIRS n i o
OB R 2 R ETLT? $ ¥ 5§ (%#cs-0.0671+-0.0619~-0.0710 ~
-0.0687 ~ -0.0636 ~ -0.0564 ~ -0. 0519  t IE_.T"»-3 46 ~ -3.4 ~ -4.03 ~ -3.96 ~ -3.74 ~
-3.33+~-3.06) » % 51 2003 % 2009 & | F75 22 > 4pf>t 2001 & Pl#iE o @ A
R RS F S REF AL HFHPR -

‘—\w

Zo TR ERE ARG EL P

,

B 3 AIATIR 4 (TC)E R E L ZR(INV)H 2P §ELFF 2 w23
ko JiG 45 mF‘?E ok B W ek BR B (AR R 1A LA
(TCT*INV) 2 l;ﬁﬁ:ﬂsl ;{;{#Ff,g %(%#c s 0.0245-t w5 1.16) » 22 AFT T AR Ep

FA - Ik o F|pL oo j-\,;:rigg HEIHRASDTLFLFERE PR R
CfER P KA AL SERT CBRRAEN P T HELESE T RE
CARR AT A R E R BB BEF S (ki 003310t E 5 1.36) & T
FABRL 2 27 FE AR RIATRA o RS FE G IATER 5 2 paat e
PEIE e PREEIR SFRLIZET O HE I T FEDLIFTRA B F
MEILAR R S AR cPB 0 BB ST AIRTA A R AT T B HH B
CATHFY O F I IS T AR T e FERT o AR E 2 ET S &
SRR Y G el R P T B AR BRI
o m g AR AT ek ‘&5@“?%”’4\'}1*5"??’1"@]"%“ﬁi)‘i'&h’
JF7ic 3 R IE 2L E BT e‘?;'vg B x(Tx#cs 002740t & 5 0.12) > & 1 3%
> BRI AR R g e ’ﬁl#‘rn’b"*ﬁ\f"?\ RS

2]

]

B

BAIRES B 0 BECRARE A d R A E(FCRZ2 | i % (LEV)
GHCSE P EMF AL (Ml 0.2685 6 3 142 ¥ & f (ki -0.3869
tiE5-253)c A7 A £fd MANEARF 2 § ot FARMH 2P EAxg et
T A%k L LERPHRTS 0 AE 95 DL D2 D4R DT HF 5 (4
> %] 5-0.1873~-0.1480 ~ -0.2427 ~ -0.1582 > t & 4 ] 5 -3.36~-1.99+-3.92+-2) >
R R ECE DS N AN SR SRR g s
WEH 2P B RGd T B2 ARSETL I T7 FMF 5 4 (%
oA w5 -0.4294 ~ -0.2766 ~ -0.4294 - -0.2912 ~ -0.2183 ~ -0.2089 ~ -0.6827 - t
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% 5-3.33 - -2.28 ~ -3.69 ~ -2.52 ~ -1.92 ~ -1.82 ~ -6) » % 7= 2003 I 2009 & 4p #
2001 #2 2 P ERIRAL o A BRI AZA RIS o BEF S e 2 R
BRI AR R B IR A AR o
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% 4-3 fIATi 4 HAIATH L B ik

IE;, =B, + BICT, , + B,INV, , + BTCT, L INV, , + B,SIZE,  + B FCF, , + B,GROWTH,

+Z7:¢1.INDUJ.+ZB:6’ YEAR +¢, M
j=1 y=1
B S #31(1) - Tobit
=% S tie
Intercept ? 0.1004*** 2.71
TCT + 0.0018** 1.67
SIZE + 0.0003 0.16
FCF + 0.0158 0.54
GROWTH + 0.0058 0.51
D1 ? -0.0091 2097
D2 ? 0.0065 0.6
D3 ? -0.0254%** 475
D4 ? 0,0695%** 6.16
D5 ? 0.1267%%* 594
D6 ? -0.0150 2038
D7 ? 0.0708*** 5.94
T ? -0.0663%** 3.42
T2 ? -0.0630%** 3.46
T3 2 -0.0718%** 408
T4 ? -0.0702*** 407
5 ? 20.0651%** 384
T6 ? -0.0568%** 3.36
T7 ? -0.0538%** 318
P & 807

X 107.35%**

3

Lo IERITH < TCLR W AT 4 INVIR I RR 2R > 4 T RAFILT A TCTHINV:®
BRI A B RS ERE L S SIZE S £ K FCFp d M4 # ) GROWTH: 4 & & £
% 1DI~D7 o X E A8 S 2 & E ook BEHC TITT 12 2001 & 5 A2 AR % G Hco

2. rwEFLE-EHPRIEERA FRNDEER T UTA S 10 FKE A it
5%%F % -k 5 * 4 n i 10087 K o
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F 4-4 REICARR B LFTR 4 HAIRTE 22 B

IEi,t = ﬁo +181TC-I-i,t—l +ﬂ2 INVi,t—l + ﬁSTC-ri,tflINVi,tfl +ﬁ4SIZEi,t + ﬁS FCI:i,t +ﬁGGROWTHi,t

£ 4INDU, +> 0 YEAR, + 5, @)
=t =i
>R & B 0 A 2=
-~ #-73](2) : Tobit R - iR B R 3
% #c t e S - S t & DS /3 t e
Intercept ? 0.1100***  2.95 0.1845*** 356  0.0531 0.92
TCT + 0.0018** 1.69 0.0008 0.61  0.0047 0.92
INV + -0.0665** -1.94 -0.0830** -2.11  -0.0627 -0.34
TCT*INV + -0.0130***  -2.43 -0.0113** -2.06 0.0098 0.15
SIZE + -0.0004 -0.2 -0.0055** -1.88 0.0025 0.8
FCF + 0.0057 0.19 0.0046 0.12 0.0210 0.47
GROWTH + 0.0078 0.67 0.0065 0.44 0.0081 0.48
D1 ? -0.0068 -0.7 -0.0010 -0.08 -0.0150 -1
D2 ? 0.0079 0.72 -0.0087 -0.54 0.0183 1.22
D3 ? -0.0259** -1.77 -0.0231 -1.24  -0.0246 -11
D4 ? 0.0740*** 6.45 0.0578*** 4.74 0.1141*%** 417
D52 ? 0.1284*** ~ 2.97 0.1326*** 2.76
D6 ? -0.0148 -0.38 -0.0360 -0.41  -0.0085 -0.18
D7 ? 0.0731***  5.39 0.0309**  1.81 0.1098*** 5,13
T1 ? -0.0671*** ~ -3.46 -0.0596** - -2.05  -0.0554** -2.09
T2 ? -0.0619***  -3.4 -0.0437* -1.6 -0.0631*** -2.53
T3 ? -0.0710***  -4.03 -0.0514**  -1.96 -0.0732*** -3.02
T4 ? -0.0687***  -3.96 -0.0464** -1.78 -0.0750*** -3.14
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T6 ? -0.0564***  -3.33 -0.0497** -1.94  -0.0465** -2
T7 ? -0.0519***  -3.06 -0.0308 -1.22  -0.0604*** -2.52
A B 807 420 387
X? 114.25%** 56.83*** 77.11%**
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TBi,t = :Bo + ﬂlTCTi,t—l + ﬂz I NVi,t—l + STCTi,t—l

INV,

i T BSIZE  + B FCF | + S.GROWTH,

+B,LEV, + B,AGE,, +i¢j INDU, +§8:9 YEAR, +¢,, )
j=1 y=1
A AR A 2
Sh iR #21(3) H AR R B W] AR L

S ti % dc tiE 3 t i
Intercept ?  0.8582*** 578  0.6781*** 287 0.8943*** 422
TCT +  0.0029 069  0.0066 1.12 -0.0029 -0.16
INV +  -0.3021**  -222 -0.0364 -0.21 -0.2544 -0.37
TCT*INV +  0.0245 116  0.0331* 1.36 0.0274 0.12
SIZE + 0.0043 045  0.0089 0.61 0.0104 0.8
FCF + 0.1074 086  0.2685* 1.42 -0.1006 -0.6
GROWTH +  0.0007 0.02 0.0477 0.71 -0.0324 -0.52
LEV —  -0.4417***% . -A24  -0.3869***  -253 -0.5130*** -3.56
AGE +  -0.0064***  -3.64 -0.0018 -0.73 -0.0107***  -4.11
D1 ?  -0.1548*** 391 -0.1873***  -336 -0.1375**  -241
D2 ?  -0.1849*** 409  -0.1480** -1.99 -0.2346***  -4.07
D3 ?  -0.1547*** 267 -0.0955 -1.14 -0.2536***  -3.07
D4 ?  -0.2280%** 468  -0.2427*** _ -3.92 -0.0692 -0.68
D5 ? -0.3295**  -189 -0.3513*  -1.95
D6 ?  0.2618** 1.68  1.0435*** ~ 269 0.1123 0.66
D7 ?  -0.1868** -324  -0.1582** 2 -0.1855%**  -212
T1 7 -0.3743%** 489  -0.4294***  -333 -0.3481*** -361
T2 2 -0.2475%** 344 -0.2766***  -2.28 -0.2169**  -2.39
T3 ?  -0.3367*** 483 -0.4294***  -369 -0.2609 -2.95
T4 7 -02178*** 317  -0.291* -252 -0.1753**  -2.01
T5 ?  -0.1228*** -181 -0.2183* -1.92 -0.0533***  -0.62
T6 ?  -00912**  -134 -0.2089* -1.82  0.0087 0.1
T7 ?  -0.6015***  -884 -0.6827*** -6  -0.5146*** 585
# A 807 420 387
FiE 16.79 *** 8.12%** 8.93***
ARG R 0.3012 0.2629 0.3112
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04-6 B 1A R 8 AIATA 4 AR vk BB AR A §
IEi,t = IBO +ﬁlTCTi,t—1 +ﬁ2|NTi,t—l + 3TC-I-i,t—1INTi,t—l +ﬁ4SIZEi,t +ﬂ5FCFi,t +ﬂGGROWTHi,t

+3¢,INDU, + > 0 YEAR, + &, )
j=1 y=1
Eol P de S R 3 A =2
% SEH #-4](2) : Tobit WA R B RS AR R L
% e t e oS /3 t & oS /3 t &
Intercept ? 0.1092*** 2.88 -0.0115 -0.19 -0.2598*** 546
TCT + 0.0017* 1.59 -0.0025 -0.55 0.0018 1.42
INT + 0.0217* 1.36 -0.0616 -1.02 0.0184 0.96
TCT*INT + -0.0048 -1.12  0.0209 0.95 -0.0059 -1.25
SIZE + -0.0000 -0.01  0.0051* 1.61 -0.0074*** -2.67
FCF + 0.0173 0.59 0.0603* 1.3 -0.0115 -0.33
GROWTH + 0.0050 0.44 0.0177 1.01 0.0057 0.41
D1 ? -0.0156 -1.48 -0.0100 -0.53  0.0050 0.35
D2 ? 0.0025 022 -0.0127 -0.6  0.0274* 2.24
D3 ? -0.0275* -1.88  -0.0239 -0.98 -0.0147 -0.78
D4 ? 0.0653*** 5.57 0.0861*** 3.81 0.0511*** 4.3
D5 ? 0.1475%** 3.31 -0.1624*** 441
D6 ? -0.0179 -0.45 0.0479 0.45 -0.0305 -0.85
D7 ? 0.0653*** 466  0.1103*** 454 0.0093 0.55
T1 ? -0.0643*** -3.32  -0.0326 -1.05 -0.0901*** -4.11
T2 ? -0.0621*** -3.41  -0.0305 -1.06 -0.0865***  -4.1
T3 ? -0.0716*** -4.08.-0.0433 -1.55 -0.0895***  -4.35
T4 ? -0.0702*** -4.08  -0.0350 -1.28 -0.0936***  -4.66
T5 ? -0.0649*** -3.83  -0.0301 -1.11  -0.0947***  -4.83
T6 ? -0.0562*** -3.33  -0.0176 -0.65 -0.0884*** -4.44
T7 ? -0.0538*** -3.19  -0.0022 -0.08 -0.0999***  -5.02
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TBi,t = ﬂo + ﬂlTCTi,t—l + ﬂz INTi,t—l + 3TCTi,t—1

INT,, , + ,SIZE,, + A,FCF,, + 8,GROWTH, ,

+B,LEV,  + B,AGE, +Z7:¢j INDU, +ZB:9 YEAR, +¢,, )
j=1 y=1
A =R i S 2
Sk R H31(3) CH R i W] AR L
S tie sk tie ik t &
Intercept ? 0.8167*** 536  0.0353 0.16  1.8908 8.37
TCT + 0.0049 115  -0.0194* -1.19  0.0079 1.27
INT + -0.0215 -0.34  -0.3829* -1.79  0.0063 0.07
TCT*INT  + 0.0169 099  0.1226* 156  0.0070 0.31
SIZE + 0.0076 079  0.0547*** 416 -0.0547*** -3.69
FCF + 0.1628* 132 0.2830 152  0.2333* 14
GROWTH  + -0.0079 -0.17 —0.0447 0.71  0.0018***  0.03
LEV — -0.4341%%* . 413 -0.4847***  -3.06 -0.3896*** -2.75
AGE + -0.0068***  -3.85  -0.0043* -181  -0.0075*** 2.9
D1 ? -0.1649*** ~ -3.81 -0.2500***  -3.68 -0.1257*** -1.84
D2 ? -0.1815*** ~ -3.84  -0.2825%** © -3.59  -0.1500 -2.46
D3 ? -0.1648*** 28  -0.2478*** . -2.77  -0.0338 -0.38
D4 ? -0.2386***  -4.79 | -0.2498***  -29 = -0.2658 -4.37
D5 ? -0.3370**  -1.86 -0.1740 -0.95
D6 ? 0.2619* 166 -0.0745 02  0.2446 1.44
D7 ? -0.1820%** " -3.06 = -0.3524***  -3.85 -0.0415 -0.47
T1 ? -0.3763%** 4,88 -0.3052***  -2.75 -0.4383*** -4.22
T2 ? -0.2541*** :3,51 ~ -0.1551 151 -0.3734%** 372
T3 ? -0.3450***  -4.93  -0.2156 -2.18  -0.4964*** 507
T4 ? -0.2305***  -3.35  -0.1122* -1.15  -0.3716*** -3.87
T5 ? -0.1339* -1.97  -0.0338 -0.35  -0.2675*** -2.83
T6 ? -0.1085 16 -0.0621 -0.64 -0.1823*** -1.88
T7 ? -0.6130%**  -8.99  -0.5211*** 538 -0.7567*** -7.87
# A 395
FiE 16.17 *** 8.07 *** 11.4%%*
AR 0.2928 0.2654 0.3674
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