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The effect of acquirer's resource characteristics and

industrial similarities on the post-acquisition performance.
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Abstract :

Merge and acquisition is one of strategic tool for companies as one of main way to
pursue competition advantage recent years, for this reason, merge and acquisition
become one of main field for strategic research, scholar take more concern on this topic
and discuss how this strategic activity can bring the synergy for companies. Although it
still have no certain conclusion on academic for which key factor influence the
post-acquisition performance, this issue still get high attention on pratical field. This
research aim to discuss how some of key factors can contribute the synergy of
post-acquisition, also offer an advice for managers when the execute M&A strategy.

This research aim for acquirer’s view point, discuss inner resource of acquire can
make different influence for post-acquisition performance when M&A as a main
strategic tool for extending competitive advantage. In-this research, we use industrial
similarities, capital intensity, debt intensity, R&D intensity and marketing intensity as
measurement index. The Return of Sales (ROA) as the measurement index for
post-acquisition performance, to realize the synergy for acquirer.

The research sample of this essay are companies which have been use M&A as
strategic tool in 2000 to 2008, the total sample we get is 88 companies. According to the
analysis result, industrial similarities can bring the positive effect to acquirer’s
performance, it implied that choose similar industry as targt, will benefit the competitive
advantage for acquirer. On the other head, the capital intensity, R&D intensity and
marketing intensity makes significant influence for post-acquisition performance,
however the debt intensity is not.

Key words : Merge and Acquisition, Key Resource, Post-acquisition Performance.
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MAE S F S L EL B L ERKE S € P § £ & pE(Mergers and

Acquisitions) s 3¢ > EF AL ReE I S AL FnRE 1 B2 - o F S E R
%ﬁd o R AR B EN R E Ry Y FEEMEAEI B

£k BRSSO F EEAT X B2 7 5 (Hirsch, 1986) -
AR R A s s FEEMEN - Kk BARALE X ) EERY B YR
-3

£ FAREFREERT S Rk L EER

A SgpEenp Ee xSk A FOLE28 6002 pEEME pi%EP N
TR E P S L ¥ E R FAiE 1500 2 & ¥ HpE S M & AT 2 % 7000
B R P A A F I F B E603% EEEER Y O ISR P B
F N THEEL SN RE LR AP EEAY o A A B R AR
FEH G B 5 L AR T AL IFE £ DA SRR RIEA D
WAr f Fend Fibs 5o L) A EISEEFH  FIREFIELEH N
PEEL > ERREGHR iAo L HRD A EEL N4 o

Pablo (1994)4 & ¥ M P4 £ Fiheh- BT > 20 ¥ 414 Bonf
£ B R R R E A B P I fl o FINE penp B o A
Moo FEMEBEER I EGHA T Kol E ) T AFR LR AR
0 B E IS AR MK o B HE B Red R R D HeniE
T S SE R R cdp BRI B R R

RS L E BB EE R > S A EERHEORELE 5 G ok
Flid B PR TR L A ERGMIIDER - JRKF S S EHA

TE L EEMOBR S P ERA AR EEE A

T
i
-\Tf

pTen R R A kol B A

flid &£ FPRBEA - PR gAg £ & Poo i @ ehf 5 ( Barkema, 2008; Hitt,
1



Harrison, & Ireland, 2001; Harrison, 1991; Larsson & Finkelstein, 1999; Lubatkin,
1983) -

FERK SR EEEEY - Y S BRE - BEBIR o Gl
W EIL S KRG MR E IR ERE 2 A4 FRE ERALE 5 9L A #(Larsson

& Finkelstein, 1999) » 4 %] &_5 #~ )I?% PEFEVMBRE AP LEd Ui X

it 12 REE G DR P AR PR
& E TS e R R EZF S B AR T8 & 7 a5 A (financial

economics) ~ 1 # = & (industrial organization) £ 3% 32 (strategic management) - %
BAR WA 3 MR o A S BT P g R R R L
FREAUBREE S AH > 1 ke A ehi 7 (Datta, 1991) - 35 # § K vk # I ap
TR FERHEEN T IR PRGN SR Era R an P R e 3
PEFED LR RS FEHEERY 2T A R A& R T
HRLER R A A g P AR R R o P RO IR
LERE PGS rn A el 458 58 7] (Barkema, 2008) 0 F1 5 ¥ B & ¥ 2 pk D

B

F_*

ERGETE D RT H A B RN RB TG TLE R

G

EiEARY A HEERFEF LI ORGE I A NRFEHMBES > Tt
LHRFERSZ5Y g 4 o
HZWEERINT R LA E HE Fird 2 e X P Barney (1986)z 5 &
BES EEPRGEMETREFT x5 2320 o R s f 4R L ~ i
Pl E o A LB TR F I RFRE KR FE L E AR
EF 0 RN TR ARG AR > MO fREF P ST RORE - H
HHBGH AL AP § Y 3 LE K N TR R AR BB 0 5

SRR EE R e e Ry A DA EA R KA o Adp

B L Y o AERNEHERE kG G AG Tk Y A

it
o+

SRR R AT Z -

# 2 Harrison (1991) 12 3 ik 2 # g2k (Resource Based Viewpoint)ig 7 i5 B =
2



EFEFTRPEFEHA R TNFEN > R EERF PR mBEoT 72 g5
JeRhis g c i M BA L L FLFMET RAfREZ AR T2 REEES

¥R aET R AR ARG ARG A RO AF L RETR

RAGHBE > A EFEARGEEFEOLE L X BAFNERELHEET
e ARRETIE O MAH S EOMBAT 0 1 fRE LA EHNFE T RORE

Friv o BRI TR M A R RS o AR .

5}?: 5“ /FI?EFFB’EE-&B e
EET USEE A S RS R B A B R RS £
BI(& & ~ix34p, 1998) - fv § 21§ & e £ B & 7 W 2 2400 phis e s
b R L ER T - R B F B RTT G kR L P TR

P AE P o FTRREALE T 08 A H L B @ 7 H RS
PR A A AR B AP TR AR NRER S L A ER
M ap AR R o RN RS chkEs i s i B o

1980 # )i » F 5 A X EMAPMA T BLRFENERER TR PR F
WEEERE S 3 H EEEHNE R NDER - HEER L RDRERGE
E%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’%*EﬁﬁP2W$’??§%@%ﬁi’
W TRk RAE ¢ B E (S % s (Harrison, 1991; Kusewitt, 1985;
Lubatkin, 1987; Shelton, 1988; Singh & Montgomery, 1987) - Barkema (2008)-i % i
3B F T E R S TE A BB aEsn ) A A f E R
R Ao WA FIEREF AR HMEERR ) BRXLIALEE
R iR AR R > MR o TR s o @ EHEEE R FIEaiES oo

EEERS - A RP ko PR 50 Kok & ¥ pareniEk o ML o
BE MR BES FE L TReDA FAR I FHT R & i A 2 R

(Kaplan & Weisbach, 1992; Lubatkin, 1987) » /% & #3445 40 0 FihengE > £ ¥ #



FIR R~ R i s B A TE R o e frah LN H L F LK ip M D 2
BEMZ FREN A B EBERLEAHLE L EAL P ERRIIRERE
(Palich, Cardinal, & Miller, 2000; Robins & Wiersema, 1995) -

s 7 R A I % gl > Barney (1991):0 5 A ¥ F B BT Ry B > 1 E
B GEIHAFRNTRSFLEG B o3 Lo
BRI R e o AR AR B 2P > L E Aok AL B I 7
BEEFFT RO EAIE 0 PR BT RS R IR X DT F 157 (Grant,
1988) » 4rpt A i A E P ML TR FAE o F 3 g EehF RS AT
P E oy RRERX IR EEE DA I EEEMES A HEEEEE
FLEFFTRAOLE LRI 0 ¥ 2 a0 RALF AR (Teece, 1982; Wernerfelt, 1988) -

B X AT ORARBE W A EPFREEAARF AL SR b

£
ke
=
o

WEFHFRF L EF > e N E R FTREAE AT R ORG B R
F A RPEART ¥ 5 oA % i @ (Hitt, Hoskisson, Ireland, & Harrison, 1984;
Stewart, 1984) - #x @ Lubatkin (1987)c#= 7 Rl 72 8 ¥ 27 F /AR BE 4550 &5 g 12
PAix 4 e 58 0 e §_Barney (1986) = 7 @ ¥t HL S X T AREHR I F B
E o ERMEFLR DG TR LS AR SRS PP A#H S b
Finkelstein (2009)» A= 3 ¥ & 11 > sn s & 2b@ 5 FRAp 7 11418 & ¥ Bt
Jepbsrr ) FTRABEAART I R EDLEBT R AN PEEE - TR
RPN T AEEERRERTRPE Z e I #a BESFY 020
Flig &5 W EfaniEas & o 482§ ¥ g i 4 (Capron, Dussauge, & Mitchell,
1998; Harrison, 1991) -
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FOoOHNEMUSEES A R R FEFORELS MR AFET g ER
TR Pl hfiTE dp k0 L & KR FZ Hitt, Hoskisson, Ireland, & Harrison (1984)
£ Smith and Cooper (1988)s7#= 7 % % & (74F 3t - L 3 ¢ WM f ¥ i
HEEAR AP ECEREMEP RS A T RREARRAS HEP R
TE oW ERBRAFLTERETFTROLEE > e BT RE P RIIRS DL
#(Harrison, 1991) » Bt a3 ARt § g o g - RNFTRFE FTRE FHF
o A EEPNMETRAOEFERIE > U BREFAFIREFET S EH LS
FREDTIRIL  HE R A R E S F R o

RO B TR R F R Harrison (1991) AT g ¢ 0 EF B
B G LT AR ERARIABER  FAL FRLBPE > F TG £ ¥
SR IEE i o AP T ARBEF TR - HERLENTARERAEFARER
W AT R E SRt - R AR HEMET AR T A2 A
BB MRS EEN VT SR

~ 57 3 -k % Palich et al. (2000)¥2 Robins and Wiersema (1995) erud 3% > 14 4 & &
$hh R OFHEFOMET RRE > HRERC EEFH PP LR o FAK

y:4
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EAporl > M2 A B EE L EMER S p LA IREF AT R
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FET L E TORET B (g E ok Sk e
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$- 8 HREREE Y
SFO3E v EAMAE A S EEHME? S R A EEY ¥ TR L D
P28 B s e o d o AF f ot 24p (1998) s & 0 3 pE(Mergers and

Acquisitions) fix & 1 fR R L S & E A A IRE B L BAE o

& o JpE(Acquisitions) T a4 SRR T T A JTHEA BT § ¢ 0 R
A L R ERAFREY PHREF A 2N RPIREEF 52
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EEREBEEHRG - AT R PR T ARG BB B A

EFEFIMOT R B2 P A2 I A RS TR R e amf o
B LA (BEZE ~ R, 2005)  HpEER ko p R IR H § £ E
{4 enis 3 5 »(Bergh, 1997; Hitt, Hoskisson, & Ireland, 1990) -

EEFTUEED B P EB I 4 s B R EehpRE 4}3 1%1 =
Mo~ gt IR T R A 4 RIER K 19 ( Barney, 1986; Capron, Dussauge, &
Mitchell, 1998) - Hitt, Harrison, & Ireland (2001):% 5 &£ ¥ cnE S &7 U £ ¥
RIRF R NF R 0 X PR A H f EJEE IR h % o Wiklund (2009) 43 pEE
BAL - T R s AH EE I ER 2 SR E T R A
AMEEFENSZALEEEORFT R

ERBHNEFEAROBRBRFENE S R SEBEF 2 A EMEE . R
ot - BLEE > VOB BIE A A A T A e BR(A A A v 24, 1998) ¢
1. k=% ;% & & (Horizontal Merger) :

Lip et AF 7 P dple X E X 6 8 0 A R DBE-BT R AN L AL

TR A R %dﬂ%@ R LR PR Erd o v

‘Red oo

&
ey

IVE IS S &
2. &3 ;% & & (Vertical Merger) :
ipdple AEY > BiEdal TR HEH > B BET kR
o REJIED D B o P LENFLEATALIUT S
A. @ fE £ (Forward Integration) : 45 T 25 & EE Y PR E ¥ et T U E
FrEaRE o EEREET T Ay hEE Kk

B. = {& % & (Backward Integration) @ 45 t 5 E FREE T L E 0 L L Ep

\?m

kgl IR LY TERGEHR S
3.  F R3¢ & & (Congeneric Merger) :

- A% A FELEERPTI 2k > X2 R fcEBA KL ERE
8
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PSR ITS) SR
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4. 3F & 3% & # (Conglomerate Merger) :
{#ﬁﬁhi A A EE Y o F 0 g A SRk > KA LBl

B N ERPET L LR TS E R RRS SR o

Napier (1989)%4>> 3 & f % & Bide s & & f £ engF e > 23R = 7 &AL >
R eng B T4 1 B g £ g 3 B4R R RS A S H g
%%%ﬁwﬂﬁwﬁhﬁ%ﬁ‘%?ﬁ%&ﬁhﬁﬁa%ﬁ&éﬁJw*m?wwww\
FTEAMEUZE L RGEFLIS NG o n P AEEIEA WS EE
(Extension Mergers) ~ % F & & (Collaborate ~Mergers) & & % & & (Redesign
Mergers) » P! 4o
1. # ~ & & (Extension Mergers) :

AHEFERAAE EEANTL I Y 0 g I8 S U Rl fre

ﬁﬁ%}_z ENER TR R
2. -k & @& (Collaborate Mergers) :

FAo0d s FEERE  SEHE

R

AR R e & S BT

E?

LEaemen st HEEE AR £ 0L T A A BT ox(Synergy)
fra$#(Exchange) > w2 B 4 3 FEF 1 R Yo o iy g £ &
FEph o Y e AN RIEB B A RIEE T WL
B e g A s HRE A S

3. £ 3% & i (Redesign Mergers) :

LA LRI R g E R RS ARG T - £

WA FIFLFENEEEMERYPREE A b A FER PR

XL AL, KA o 1T E g EE - %* B2 S ENEER: B



FAUE R FEAY AR PR R L FE L e %4 (Barkema,

EERSERFRZE > AEEEFIGETROETES > n T FAREA
2} 24 i JF‘f Bae A R E MR o3 e 004 4p B 1 (Harrison, 1991) » »
?X”Piﬁ¥§*iﬁiiﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’Eéﬁwﬂﬁiﬁﬁi
P A /T ! .//»%'EE?@PLP PEERS TR A > fE R feif 7L
we PIRER A > FHBEF Y 0 Bk E e AU O R R e
72 2. - (Kusewitt, 1985; Lubatkin, 1987; Ramaswamy, 1997; Shelton, 1988; Singh
& Montgomery, 1987) -

Datta (1991) # ﬂ%*’ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ’&?ﬁpfﬂ’%@?

AN «;ﬂ;{:#@; AR S E s N B S § /L’E’"‘%\‘ N % 'F»'IE"— o f&gixﬁ-ﬁpé

¥ RS s ehE R o King E 4 12004 EHET S P 0 B E R P N R

BF XA FFRE A SN 0 6 EERT R EE R g

B

h X BB S HEG Y ka2 K (Berger & Ofek, 1995; Lubatkin,

1087); ¥ ¢4 3NAF Y K gnh HREEES L E LT SARM £ 4 g R

\\\

[

B

.55 2% 4 J(Hayward & Hambrick, 1997; Walker, 2000) ; » 3 # % iﬁ P iRm ek

BRIF 35 A6 A E AL P 28 2 N ¢ BB S ehd »x(Travlos, 2012;

Walker, 2000) ; # 2 § A7 F 35 L 8 f F A N g S 2 T E R PE MR
is & »z(Fowler & Schmidt, 1989) -

AH G ESBEHMEER 0 LR P AN E RLRER L ¥ (Bergh

1097) F gt 2 FEf U FRARIL G FH P H L A H B el B E

19

T R Y EMES £ R A F AR 0ARR o YRR S B

lt}_’_o
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-8 FTRAHIEG
R FRAHIL G DA% > FFRZE RJUBERS L > Rad S JEES
At 0 3 R E T A FEOPS TR NPT AFESEF B BEES
KA Tl 42 o s i 4 (Prahalad & Hamel, 1990) -
Barney (1991)%F>% & ¥ chF ik L& 5 3% & 9737 I A i > SRR

A
LR FRERE IR AL ETL R FREFTRL A LB H0 L
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FMEOTRET > AR AL L F T REFTER S EFRE7 R
PIRE R UK ey RG] 0 e E T B o

VBT RAHIL G £F s 2 & LR p 3 TRl @18 o~ 3
HEE S PF EFEH T - J{EREEFDERY - FURRFLDOT R E
(Barney, 1991) » @ gk TR g L F L F P pEE T AL - HFE > K ER DG
FoomRL 5L HFFEETos ¥ R%(Baney, 1991; Black & Boal, 1994;
Capronetal., 1998) - fxm S22 Hphizd g ¥ ) IF R T 2LB WD E » aff 1
# F ¥ i € AL 3 #(Capron & Pistre, 2002) > Ft pojc iR d T g P o $3

CEFTROFEL > AHEENTRAR BZAERIIFALE L8t nE

BRELDLFTR > BFTRN FAoMRE L9 @ LA FTRM 3 FFEE D
P A FEE E L T RE

Penrose, Pitelis &2 MyiLibrary (1995);%.% @ FAA#HIZR'EZ L ¥ T hORF
Bod WEfEFRMOTRP FLALBNE > R BB L A7 WA A E3E
BERE gt o apg Y LR A BT E L H AN TR E L ayEas o Barney
(1991);n s ¢ AFRPB TR AR PFRAFLLERALFRTLAE TR H
fhhe A2 B EFDTRAT 2 IBET; -

AR PR T REE A BORG 0 F I EF I TRAAILS 0 & f K H
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BPRN-FL% A F ARG TRIA A EHEES S
;¢ (Capron et al., 1998; Hitt, Hoskisson, Ireland, & Harrison, 1991; Wang & Zajac,
2007) 5 & iRehI AC IR o R B LG TRAP L Heg 1 B dhi e
B P s AT K ];]p.u.ﬁ CFRABRMA EF g F B L P 5
PR LENRA S ENE AR R BH LRI £ AT PROE S
£ F R Ap vt Hitt et al. (1991) 27 Stewart (1984):n % % & ¥ 5 1 % AR Y
HERLNHBEDT R IS T AN A NDEERL AR DF T F
FAFLPRE  SEEMLL TROPUPT R LEP 0 L BT RE R
R B 0 @ JE 1T F e s £ IR (Kusewitt, 1985; Shelton, 1986; Singh &

Montgomery, 1987) - Grant (1988)#£¢ Prahalad, & Bettis (1986) ¥+ & ¥ £ % F /hpe &

-

AR RS PR S — BRfE SR G F BT AR Db R R
fopFs WA TR FAPIT A Y2 g IR .

¥y->a > eﬁa\ﬁiﬁizf??% A B Ma & E S aniEec A R o Smith and
Cooper (1988) e 3 P # R E > R £ M w HELME 5 B ¢ g R
o b S TR SR e PR ¥ ¢t Hittand Ireland (1986)~ # 3R 0 £ & %
RETEFRENADEE ARFHBILDERER e EHFERL SR DA
o970 KA EY PERLBIFETEGFE N A Rl HEE R o 0
MOFRA RS FE R FEPTE R SRS Ry i PR
EEAF B s TSRS F,:}ﬂvﬁ; JH & & 2 g 53 4 (Hitt, & Ireland,
1985; Hitt & Ireland, 1986) -

Salter (1979):2 5 #- ¢ ¥ L R P FTh4» M EE - s ig bl HE AT RE
o FEEBLEEATRRE DT ART I FHELLLE
R PHRNAR > d §AIFRATREEIT > DIrPBERF LA AfRE DL
PRI VREFLELD A FREORE A A2 B F R s AR o

Harrison (1991):% 2 2 & FRAA B Mg ¥ > A BERF 228 > “TAlZE TR

paye

ey
FORL KA R LA I T R ARD > RPN FERG LR BT R A
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v

PLiS A 5 £ ¥4 kfrpd s B4 (Hitt et al., 1991; Harrison, 1991) -
WS EEEd A A0 g Eeng s £ > Das and Teng (2000):%
B NFTIRAHEGOERF > EE Y BB ET A A2 G R 7T RO

Blircs — SRBi R EAMET R F- SN2 B 50K TR R REL

THERELEER R OMEET IR ¢ E N H R DT R KRR R
BLAETRELE EEERERF LT > f LN T RA o H R Mok
PP L R S A RAE Y A R TR BT -

AR T IRAHEG AR SR EEDOPRTRE TR A BLE
EPRA ARG BFLRE N HFEH T RIS BEEFH F LT 0
fRoRFEBEER DL H Y ABEMEE TR Y > LFaE I RG kEk
2o (H A ARt % ¢ ARG AT IR RF
i &-K$EES Harrison(1991) & chFt 0 § Fdq M E E MR TR S Y
kA A RS FI AT ERAHAADLT R FAEFIEEHF
5 ¥ ek Ay -k EE Capron and Hulland (1999) 2 Harrison(1991)# %= 3 > #% !
Framsg 3 35Esn s i emThEFDEE B h g E oy ¢
o R BFRGEFFRAOMEP TR BETEHERSDEE AL
B TN AL P R

MTEZ & WHHAT RO AT RARIAEF NG MFfEe AL E

B

PSR EE TR O E B Rk A MR > X DR B B ann gk

FyiEik e
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S8 HE¥riz T
AR EATE DT R A AR R T LR TR R
BHRT R AL BPOLTETE > AL A ENTAREAE FOTEAE &

TURERERICAHRER > T A AT RBadFE o

% - F+% & R (Capital Intensity)
AR ET Y CHN T ARRERIE SN AR EDEYPT A

SRR F AL AR AF LR BET AR R GO 2 EEIT EHF

[
3\
;FL
W
il

PR R A i e
¥ A 72 Shields (1994) > FTAZER » & 5 £ 83~ Ei S+ 4 0> #f
R FIRANEE D ZELET RS, G - S RFATT AL B ERF S
A ¥ - SHELFT AN 0¥ R HAH  AFT R I FTARER
—dp R FHEETE X AT RESEG O LD VY T AR E R IR
ok WMo FAH TR E R
Salter (1979) i 2 e 3 @ » £ 4 E > FEHITARTIHLLE ~F 2
RH PR 2 B o) ondkiisit 4 > FR AERNSET RAEEL > 1 hl
poe b G BRS¢ o Harrison (1991)» 0 F AR R RS HTE dp iR 0 2
WHBES DT ATRAfOLREN S T AT ER o EMET RS e AT
LB T oA AR TR A FeAp i 0 Sond & 5 U o
AFELRATATRELEEEDBELT R AR DEET G FOT
AFRAFRRG  F O AL RTARERMRG LA ET E o a2 - >

MFEFTLEEFLEAEIF A D HWFT AT RO E o & FRIEBEL s

% o
KBV AP HEATAREREE RS e TR ER L
HEEechT AR ER M H S e M EF L BB o
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g~ farh & & (Debt Intensity)
-~ HMBETAMBARLA L > ENERIFTAFUEREZLEFDMBRR
W MERRERORE ARZEFER DR FA 0§ RG EE DY
w4 2R eABE s 4 o Modigliani and Miller (1958) Donaldson (1961);’%;.1:; %
iRae P A ED-EMEMBT R Ga HENEESREND T O PIFER

<

B > MR ERL S iRy 0 LB TR A RPN NG AR

ok

K E\;ﬂiifrgg%

B3 *K/&%‘fdz MERDHFEE XA EREFFIARSTBRAL G
SFRT O REHLALEA AT TERER P2 T AL E V- BApF L
RIRRG > %A EF B L BB T o IR WL T & KR
iR A lf—iﬁéﬁlxi PRk e o 2R R AR P L6 R IR
s e oA 43R % (Long & Ravenscraft, 1993) -
Hitt et al. (1990)%#- 75 f A ehit 4 ik % 8 I % ¥ £ 0h G R@ARR £
Moo i B R €1 v ML Fend sk oo Harrison (1991)» 2/ % ¢ #F >

EEATER Y > A SHREEI T RARL G LR HE A RE A

3
-

PR A e R E AR By DT RA fe R WM AT R

N

& *

=
v

*zs,

L AL TR AT ST F oA 4 B

o

AEERR RS K e R AR ERRL EEFEY 0 AR
m

ik 1 E 2 — o a8 5 Harrison (1991) 5= 5 » 4 & g % Boodnfs H D g
%pg&fiﬁ%ﬁ»%%& PP E R fES R VR E G BB R4

PROBR CAEEEOT BREREELSE AR B BT
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%~ A7 2B%¥ %8R (Research Intensity, R&D Intensity)

Ry AFREAAER G FEEFF LT - MBEFRFT RIS T - B
B3 e BE B 3T f N IR H R 7 8 B chdl ~ 42 & > Long and Ravenscraft (1993)
WE D LAERATELETERF NI E > P ENE LR o B

43 AR F BRI MG EFRANFE LR TR iR dp ik
(Ahuja & Katila, 2001; Ahuja & Morris Lampert, 2001; Dutta, Narasimhan, & Rajiv,

2005; Veugelers, 1997) » # ud ¥ 4P 7 R0 - kg B 0 T REE L H

"

WHLASRRBOPEEBRT 5 E L LS L RN 2 DI HRT

—
r

#2 & (Cohen & Levinthal, 1989; Ethiraj, Kale, Krishnan, & Singh, 2005; Henderson &
Cockburn, 1996; Zahra, 1996) o

I EHEF Ak L EHER TR EREF LN AR 5 - iR
o ANV UM G E RO ERENE FiAAR T RAOE LG A
BEERZ T AETATOEF S A o prs R LRG0 TR
&b R F R 22 B L i (Hittetal., 1991) o e pEIRA K2k &
FVNEEIEER BELFIFTERERAE A AR AL FR
- HEHAFFL F B % rcd % (Ahuja & Katila, 2001; Bertrand & Zuniga,
2006; Prabhu, Chandy, & Ellis, 2005) - Kor and Mahoney (2005) i 5& » 3t 3 & & #
M o FPTERFFT RO w22 X gt g ER KDL ATR 4 o B
P Ve A E fF A pEARY o H AR MM BT T 4 o

Amit and Schoemaker (1993) &2 3 ¥ dp > fE A & £ £7 1§ 2%

£

FehREFRBFT R MBELEESNE NFER 0 X P ED Lk B Ex D E(Amit &
Schoemaker, 1993) » @ g % f L #rdd hE B FhE FTA O REL G FAI* Havw
# #& 14 (Grant, 1991; Schoemaker & Amit, 1997) - Datta (1991)3% 5 77 1 £2 B 3 T >
UM ORMAeET R BRFEE P B 4 (intermediate transformation ability) >

ThhEEBEREY F AR NPT AT LR L H 0 F AL B
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FORE A o T U s A R W R BT R R S OEIR

W T FTERE AR RE TR G B R L Ll TR
CEGFETERFRRE T UL REETETRFR R o

EEUEN AL NS IR R R L R

P AR& ¥ #L5 Jorbdkc(MacDonald, 1985; Stewart, 1984) » § PFa7 3 # &4t & ¥

ﬁpiﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁéﬁﬁi:é%ﬁpiﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ¢’ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁ
ik REFHFIRLL -

Ra o a7 F F g2 o Harrison (1991)4 # 2 Hill (1988):# 7 >
Hill &3 #3R C¥EAEREFTPEIR Mo EHEp LLF LR Irx o4

S £ L 4% o Harrison(1991) 5 K g £ b g R E R R SNAL > €M &
B Ld LBl pldr BRNAFATEBEERRAE DL ¥ ook
B FARAAED I ERKIPTEBE RA L L Y s pEEE
BEAELFT PR DEF M HHED R

BN AR e LS 2T BB B R o B F ok T g

R fg{ﬁﬁp{&/&?—fgé*% kAR P AAPMAT Y oGl

e L
T ¥ AR M DB 5 (Harrison, 1991; i £, 2011; ¥ % %, 2008) -
AFTG KR EL FH SR O GREAH G F B E T o p P IR

TR ERE G ER R AL e PP £ E R TN R

HELEam y B E R E RS E i m o B4 1w 84 o

17



B, FHRER

JepE B R R E 0 AR E S EF L E G RGO ET 0 R EFRITDE B
%;‘)%z(u:%ﬁ, 2011) > £ ¥ 7V U EECHEEER > A HBE AR o AR A FEp S
BFRED D BEWRL D TR SRR z”g;{g@ B g b B s R

EFRApATH FOpE R S A SRR DG o E2 7 P FHRG 0 FHTRLE
FEWdp Py DI HRFRY BN FEFREL Y L HETIRL 7 DL F
(Day, 1994; Dierickx & Cool, 1989) » F]yt 7 1 {245 T ik A # 3L 3 crpLEl - - ¥ eh
FH TR ARG LG BEEOMET R - Capron and Hulland (1999):% 5 > # it
PR LB EEVNERMREMRE L EDD F o BREDEFH TR S EAR
AHEFALRT HFI K2 BT A F ARt R o

Capron and Hulland (1999):& 3 & %+ w2 f‘gv} FH TR I* F P g g
B - BEHS%R i ERESBERDRG FHFTRLL G EET b
Ao E F s a4 P e 28R ;ﬁ&") M3 T g R el 4 R o Teece (1986);
Wernerfelt (1988):#7 4 41 » E X T8 TR » Gldom o LR - 7 g% 30 2
B A SR g o F 2R W] B eni e (Peteraf, 1993; Slotegraaf, Moorman, &
Inman, 2003) -

G EDFHFTRAFPT LT BT o 1 H fE i sk

Boo AP G AR E R - @A F RGO SRS EE S 2 e o
Hrfin 7 = 3 ek en(Smith & Cooper, 1988) -

~# 7 % Smith and Cooper (1988) @2l » 2 ¥ I AFT 3 B - 325 L &

=

YhiEF B ERAN AL » SIS e 2 BB A8 ¥ rH B
RAPTTE S RE e B4 o

TR HME S A L A R R 0 H A B Rk e

FARBE 2 R -
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Fwd A EAp R R R

King, Dalton, Daily, and Covin (2004) %4>+ & ¥ 4p B ++(Industry Similarities) e z_

BoRTEET EENTREFAE— Fehip i o 59 b f b 5 endp b
FErP o RAIEAFNLIBN R FFITLE > B L FEMEES AT
B ¥ A LB PRBREE R fofscd R B 43k 4 B2 (Dess, Ireland, & Hitt,
1990; Rumelt, 1982) -

Porac, Wade, and Pollock (1999)z%= 5 % 41 » st Ap ineng ¥ 2 H s i
S BRI E R 0 TR RN RE AR TR B2 8 X
BFLEFRS LA EEAERTHF R g e P EF T R BRI
&% fas &g a & 45 en(MacDonald, 1985; Stewart, 1984) -

Lane and Lubatkin (1998)z%. 5 & pEgE= eng E4pin » A & F S § £ ooy
HARAAT > T R E R R R LA 0 s FAE SR ARY 5 G oo &
AEEERRIR V- 25 AW ERBEEMES S FHE R L B
e4p i 7 % (Roberts & Berry, 1984) s 4 € dpid FigenfF £ 5 ¥ 7 ¥ e it &
AR HP 5T o

UHE - FIFFRIEHERESY 2§ DA R AP E
Feamg» B BRI T £ BT P 2 /& aobf B2 -Singh & Montgomery
(1987)Fr 4443 ~ 4 f Eefp R > RS F P EEFFET  Ra gl a
E7F 2T otip M 5 @ 1 Fowler 22 Schmidt (1989)~ 4432k 3 (7457 » 4r &
ZEEF M {H A2 [ A EE -

&L’&ﬁ}eQMD&F;#%M¥E"Ek%é®EJuﬁE¢*%%ﬁi
A LM ARG o ARN EFRE TS E 2 - @ Laamanen ¥ Keil (2008) %=
A REIRAER A cAE L XA Edp il s e ot A R o
AFLRREDEFF Y RS BHES XA RN T E L
)

pEH §AIHPE s E RS AERI MO 1§ R BT
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$I8% FiExid

95 Barney (1988) A *" F iR A# I > “rR N E L EP i > ¥ MRS

‘U\\-

Z AT RS o AW L B G (private) ~ b (uniquely) £ BT
(inimitable) - 5 # § Echf 3 R LI EL AL 3 JERFTRAFTA > T34
FEEEp Porras, T R ERLFT IR TR BT A RS BE G B
ﬁﬁﬁUKﬁﬁm%ﬁi%Q%%dﬁ%@ﬁ’@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁaﬁ@w%ﬁg
Horak LR B TR E R BH BT A Mg F g &7k 2+ (Harrison,
1991) -

AT ORE R RIS iR VAR Rk e 0 AR A

B % & > Haspeslagh (1991); Jemison (1986) %5 » 2 4F cfcpb i

Eodnpld b EDGE > T2 LB gl S FIR AR FER
ARG EOMAET RA fot - RAEZ

TR fechs SN E K 7 BB AR $5 P Harrison (1991) gk 33
FRRREMABPEA TV R EARESERE AL RE PR §HYE
vt A 4 B g e 1P oA 3 4R 2 Capronet al. (1998) 7% dieh o FIRE B
B O ML Y g anEA -

AP EEH @ hEE s R EF L EEER G E RN A E AN
e Fimps STHEREHE PP F 4 SR EN 27
002 — AR o AP R RS A E TS 0§ TG P kudp iT dhi

%3
A F AIA R g EHL 4 gk A (Poracetal, 1999) o @ f g F P ML > AT R
#

NFARERE CFBFER CFLERFREACEH T ERA AR A
WEEFOMEEG  FIREE R FHEREG T L ETREREHA
ki reen gl B o

Ryp b E WA AH > AFLFRFAL W B 31 57 o

21



W 2.1 7§ %W

A EAn

FABRER
FameR

FHRER

FregRg iR

’}ﬂ% ELRUS=E ES: BT - L r*EF

WO 0 BN R R

Bk 1AW g RO EEE R B A ZAp g 5 0 B i
* o

BR2: AL EDITAPERHENERBELE AR EF T w
B3 AHEEENFEARRERMERLE AR L
B4 A F ARG R EREN LA R &
BRS:AHGENFHRERH I EPBLBE AR EFH L v
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¥=% B33

-8 HAREL

%~ A ¥4poie (Industry Similarities)

Ba S Hcendp ATy o A E M E S 2 0 AR F A R EES
ek & & ¥ 4 5 (Standard Industrial Classification, SIC) & A # > f1* A& ¥ % g7

fedt > WrBle s > IpARRARG e A F LA ORE > B G B D BT
A X > LBy - it EEL o 2 gpda (Haleblian & Finkelstein, 1999;
Laamanen & Keil, 2008) -

TR (2011)2 3k - &4 A FAp bt B gl > 7 RS §E DR LA
AR > FlA A A A R A Edn 0 BAS LR AEAN o R ES AL

AR R AR > NAAEAREIBT O FZ AR FhRKES T TATAE

\Et

AR AT ARBEEE I Z oM EEN A2 AENELL > P HHA
EApRE L

AF e E S N LR DA R R BARR S F I el i R
P RARES AERBIRDEE T RE S 0 F ¥ B RS A ETA TS

BARR > Bl 5 BP0 BEe s 1o AT S EA A B A K
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F~ FAHEAR (Capital Intensity)

Harrison (1991)c 33 e 781 > A ¥ T AR E R ¢ 2 BT ¢
¥enircd oo 83 Salter (1979) 4> F & % B R ot 8 = 30 £ & £ hpa
Ak % & 4 (Statement of Changes in Financial Position, SCFP) » #-2 3% & F ik
(property, plant and equipment, PPE)+ 1 3h @& » & ® % 2% & F a3k & TR Uk N
REE EFEE R AT > # & F K Accounting Principles Board (APB) % 19 &L=
38 & B (Amit, Livnat, & Zarowin, 1989) -

AP - E L DMLY RR DM TR AA D §
EPMBERAT O NEHPFTEEALT AV F ALy FPFTLERALY
ALK ARL g\,{]—,ﬁ;%?gﬂw KPE o

~# 7 k% Hennart and Park (1993) ~ Hitt, Hoskisson ¥ Kim (1997)4= Harrison
(1991)crvga @ » 12 H piad = # (il 3 AR DR PR fovk o AT A 2505

FABER = ENF L/ HAFA
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%~ F 3% § & (Debt Intensity)

Hittetal. (1990):% % 7 12 d § i3 & &

TfRE E R AR > XY
Harrison (1991)*t 47 3 @ » $ 30 j2pb > g ¥ 3 40 % R 8 (7351

BRI E R R

ez B BT RARELARF AR FRFTIREREZP A

RN W (9 AER
I e R AL AR F A {10 ¢ E A
PR ERA MBI T T A S A
ETEEY.

B g k¥ o
EE DG FRE

BE o U E PR = RS

~# 3 -K % Hennart and Park (1993) ~ Hitt et al. (1997)# Harrison (1991) g
s A%

RANFEBRFE AP E N L fnE
Bo= i/ BLFA
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2. FIaRF%ER (R&D Intensity)

N

SR B R B AR 8

e

Long and Ravenscraft (1993):%. 5 » ¥ 11 d §
CELFLRBFOL > MPANTRIE > URBEZLEHNF LR ORT
R P HEFHNELERE R R E S SR bt

Yy BB F s R gty 2 2 > Altunbag and Marqués (2004) & % 4. A& ¥ »x

B @2y BREEanTH FILPEREN bRl BRI A
Py AR ERR A AR T ERFE R R AP AL ELE =

T A £k B 84 £ > Duttaetal. (2005):* By B ERREM > T £
DFFAMENTE F AT IR R AL > FItRPT EREE R ~ > 1295 Griliches (1987)
dud ko W R RITE T & P B B-Koyck pFRF A H55¢ (Koyck lag structure) >
M04RLG & E R OITESRRE S BRa o FEHNFTRITEORT L 2 5 PR T

HE S S8 3 TERB TR A ELFE-ERFF R 0L
HERF b AT pEFFATERF LN " A GERDRH L S
BB F ot bR fdaE ik 4t 2 3 7 # (Hennart & Park, 1993; Hitt et al., 1997;

Harrison, 1991) » & 7 3 & 4 @if - fepbisdo i - £ 2 S (L X £, , 2011) % 78 A

S
it
é‘-‘!
‘ZP\#

¢ Hennart and Park (1993) ~ Hitt et al. (1997)#2 Harrison (1991)

gL
!
TT‘I&
=):
fu
it
T

B AR EER R AE P E AN B HR

BRAER = FPLRBEFL D [ LM 8.
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L~ =43 & R (Marketing Intensity)

Smith and Cooper (1988);%.% » £ ¥ Mw R I hEFaHF i HEEH DT

xﬂ

T TEE TG AR H R E R T L L R A

£ TR

b=

&»ﬁfﬁ%%’aﬁiﬁ%wwpzé’ﬁ%%wﬁﬂ
Bk o

WA FIEF LA RERORIE Y > FHREPEEH G Tty 0
FART LN R E RS AR S A E R E AL
"ff "R A ] g gt B Erag B < ] (Erramilli, Agarwal, & Kim, 1997; Hennart & Park,
1993; Vachani, 1995) - » Dutta et al. (2005) 7] 2_# P~ Koyck p* ¥ A #i-5¢ (Koyck lag
structure) » 2% & 05 33T EWH L o # ‘# TRATET B B i S R
P B K g BT - & 2 BB (L E T, 2011) R TR R A -

W EENFHTRERE AR M EESNR L L NRE FH Gl D

M AONE T FHRER = 24D WREE o ARH Aok EaET T EH

f&‘»

%}}%%}i %FBKII}E?—EH—_&:—;’}}%% 4:‘&%%I§f§?‘_€_ﬁﬂfﬁﬁ&%a§o
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M~ FASEF (returnon assets, ROA)

Harrison (1991):& % € Pl & e pibis cnfi»e > G i £ ,E]#\@; -
DI EN-ERPE SRS PO RE AT EL P R2ER

Ra o g A A R R ERE R 0 R G TR s 2 RS~

FEREE Y Ve A FNH B APl e
ﬁ% ’ l&ﬂiﬁi%é /‘éﬁh% ;"{,:—ﬁfgj_:lé‘ .

Barkema (2008); Harrison (1991); Kusewitt (1985) % & HoonEd gy o2
B BT AP RS TS 2B Pl eidn HE > Meeks and Meeks (1981) { 335 2 -

SR R RTT HR R Y B A MR R o AT S a8 e e

§rmorpisElLd B AP TR FAEPF L FEEFSHUTA
Hp SR U aE * o e
?éé’ﬁﬁmmﬂ-% ;\; 4% ,‘:‘;J_ & :;_ éﬁﬁmﬂzﬁi,gé\@ AV 2 F?,;i#mu@- s
REWT AT TR
EEHH =T x100%
2w Ak
AF7 g RE Harrison (1991) 78 8 RIfcpbfe 2 & f ¥ el i = & T A 4R

S SCRIITE L SRS S SRR S ST SO S ST

T
BRI S A F PRI SR AL S L BRI R

Eogddu RupuFiRETAFMS ki -
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o8 2
¥ etk A E H kR S&P Compustat £2 Thomson SDC & i FLE 5 4 o
AT RINEREE AT Y HE 3 BRI
FrEORANTRAERIG AE XA

AN AR rE R E S A

A2

% S&P Compustat 3% 4 >

2000 17 1p % 2008 # 127 31 p 3

SRR ETAZE 3000 X K A H - 3

R MO E £ 300 FHEL L K ER

RO 9
R

MR AP IHR - AL AETHE GRS 3 £ E 0 @AM G E 0
FRREEZRGEE R HAiH fERNTABEALBE

% Thomson SDC FHLE cfRe » AFT 7 W FE R § = Hpx 54> 1 2008

EL N L HER LR AR K EF 6L 2 A HpEER %

HT R G FRL  EE bR AR F s Ry 2P -

d #* Thomson SDC FALE A biflmen 2 7 pAF4E & f 7 0 FIP 287 1 4

S&P Compustat FHLE » 5F = FEeh g AR 4 - 4 AFE 7 iFE R8T 6
I*f 2000 = 3 2008 & » K ¥ Il HEEF T UE R 2
LR RRE AT B e g £ ¢ 8 & Thomson SDC i&

E oo g E
f‘ #2597 HEERE > @S
FHR *#37 124 FFEEHT 2 FOMaRi  REFEABEEEER
4 p #p > Bts 1 Thomson SDC #rit e pby 2 P » AP s L p g 4w = &b

PRI EnEPHIFELN T > Sfsdorg 30

=5
i\

AR LP G P B EE
AEFEEMBEE T B2 MBFRLATREI R ESRA AR RLEFEE L

G B A o AAT ] B R AR Aol 3.2 7 o

OH
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B3 S&P CompustatZ A+ » #FF &
% R OF 3% R % 49 & K 48 33611 44 6 5%
EE e

i CompustatFiff &g M 54k & » MIFRA
ARIAREHFEERAATHERN
¥ > EFDITHGHBES -

#] B Thomson SDC& k& » F4%2000F
2200845 > ¥R EHBHATH B TE
¥ > 3 B AT E eSICK S -

USDCAr: ek L B AR E > bl
CompustatFriR it ey B B4R & » 43t g
St 12445 GF i E o

sAThomson SDCAF#Rfte =4 B #9 » &
Compustat ¥ FH, 4 AT = 569 8 %R
PG EE = FIREBMBAS -

PR BREETRFTEARR &
BEAFBBEREHK

W 3.1 tk 2Bk W

30



LS TR S P
AR AR F R T ot R L 0 0 B Rk g B3t

PR B Adp M Tl o B AR LR A TR A& R 3.1 F A F A 00

FAZER CGBRER -FIERERZEACEHTEREICRL Focd R

g
4

PEFEIEF VM BFERRMR T AL P RA TS ERE

Jir
e
3

FPAIFF > FEFT AT AT AL T BRI @ fFadr o ¥ A

ER AT E PR FOLF o AT I SPSS i St e 4T g il o
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Fri REAH
Bo & BEERPAFLE
AL T ROTE A M RO 4T i % R e R 4
AoraErpE o, I RBRCY S 304 a-gﬂ&—%—é. ’*%‘JE#H/% » 75 BE#HcE 884 o

% 41 ko HpLis - £ mF' A AR A ﬁméﬁ#ﬁ &5#F$%\F“; iAo

s

s FRMESECHENZ 245 FE 0272 HHEA EDTARPAIR o

EFABRERDINE > BT - # PER ST ATO6334156 & > @ A pE

v

FIE AR BR R T - E4piT 0 5 6975178 £ o @ HpEw = ER|E L

44 =&
fo A = ;r

34

4324584 % o FAr R E RN L o HEm R - E G F F A 5|5 665233 % >

S Ef L 5623.60 B o MEL BT 5= £ 5 498063 B - A AR BB A R

BRI S HBD G- EpEoEyRAEL N2 009 & 0 % & FIRAP
GER A LA

B %= ERHAZ28F om FHRERDINE > Hbn - &

A4 BFF 0063 > FAER Y - £ 1 005% ¥z #5004
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241 2R RA T 08 FEL

Tiafe L A

ROA 1 -.88 24.92 88
ROA 2 2.26 15.84 88
ROA 3 2.24 11366 88

CAPITAL_1 63341.56 145898.96 88
CAPITAL_2 69751.78 223485.12 88
CAPITAL_3 43245.84 114570.13 88
DEBT_1 6652.33 13159.70 88
DEBT_2 5623.60 1132290 88

DEBT_3 4980.63 = 9910.95 88

RD 1 09 12 88
RD 2 09 13 88
RD 3 28 1.58 88
An 24 40 49 88

s TROA 1) 2 iphis- & FAHP TROA 2, L@ pisa & F AP -TROA_3, & i s =

EFAFM TCAP 1 feiphsi- 2 FA%ER TCAP 2, Leipsa 2 A% %A T CAP 3

T

fepga 2T A% 4R TDEBT 1, £ dips- 2@ ta -TDEBT 2, L #pt+ A & fix
% %A TDEBT 3, fdips-2faptAa TRD 1, e - 2y eld 3 dA "TRD 2,
Foippo s a7 R 3 %8R TRD3, IHpw - 2R B eR Tipnit ) 24 £4p

PR e
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BEPLGY - EE S ETARP LN T2 T3 LOLEFRE L

>

AE - BT ANPARE 0 B ENARY $RF I F - EBS - EhT AL
SEAPM > ZO0lBFLRE S AFEE - ENT AR > ¥ ENT AR
lETe E€ARE c AN T AP E L B R iph Bl AT ERERER
PO TAFMS - E S - Bl - EFERERLREEL M
A 5-0357-028 HpEwZ EFABER RS G BEF LM 0 425087 3
097 2B FAGERL ARG ERAHMT = 2 TIEFIAAM > 4137075
20912 F o Hpbwz EchF g F R A FREF LM > 430088 1 0.96
PR FATERERERANERN ZE > RSO R REFIAPM > 430 043 3

088—1]:'1& _T_#E]”jr}pkat‘!lb %IEEI . %_
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% 4.2 iphh thik

ROA_1 ROA_2 ROA 3 CAP_1 CAP_2 CAPI_3 DEBT_1 DEBT_2 DEBT_3 RD_1 RD_2 RD_3 AR i fE

ROA 1
ROA 2 .73**

ROA 3 .19 24%*

CAP 1 .11 -.07 15

CAP 2 .14 08 13 93%*

CAP 3 .12 06 10 87F* g7

DEBT 1 .05 09 09 N v T

DEBT 2 .08 06 07 B (St L Y R T S

DEBT 3 .09 03 09 TTR% 5%  glxk | ggEx | ggk

RD 1 -18 -.20 -17 15 04 -.00 03 -.04 -.08

RD 2 -35% .28%  -20 05 01 -.02 02 -.04 -.09 88**

RD 3  -04 -.08 -.00 -.07 -.07 .07 -.07 .07 -07 A3F* BT
w14 13 -.08 03 -.02 -.02 -.03 -.03 -.04 15 05 -.09

1 TROAL, L Mpis- &#F A4 TROA2, LHpis & FAHFM TROASZ, LM EFAHFM TCAPL, Lops- EFAH 4R TCAP 2, Loip
TAEFTARER TCAP3, feipa-2FT A% 4R TDEBT 1, E6ips - #f s R - TDEBT 2, £ oips s #f g ta -TDEBT 3, £ @ps = & f 5%
%8Rk TRD1, Eeipge- ey eBg2tR TRD 2 FHMe ARy @ %8R TRD3,  AHMF 2Py EBERER Tl ) 24 £4piuft o
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A3 HRBD L ELATARABRL - ETAEPORFA TS

ROA 1 ROA 1 ROA 1 ROA 1 ROA 1
B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF)
CAPITAL_1  06(.00, .35, 3.57) 35(.00, .60, .00(.00, 01,
11.53) 12.91)
CAPITAL_2 _ 0700, -.60, 1.55) 15(.00, 10, .26(.00, 19,
70.54) 70.67)
CAPITAL_3  05(.00, .28, 3.61) -40(.00, -6, .08(.00, .06,
84.57) 87.29)
DEBT_1 -.03(.00, = -.14, -49(.00,  -.43, -00(.00,  -.00,
3.45) 45.12) 47.23)
DEBT_2 -00(.00,  -.06, 55(.00, 24, -56(.00,  -.25,
19.31) 177.94) 192.04)
DEBT_3 11(.00, 28, -05(.00,  -.04, .25(.00, 18,
16.88) 72.22) 73.24)
RD_1

94(42.88, 4,67,

5,32)***

-55(50.71, -1.00,

10.53)

-55(47.69, -1.06,

10.53)
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ROA_1 ROA_1 ROA_1 ROA_1 ROA_1 ROA_1
B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF)
RD_2 -1.55(48.36, 22(70.05, .29, .31(66.03, .43,
-6.39, 7.70)*** 19.58) 19.67)
RD_3 58(2.00,  4.49, 2.00(11.33, .94, .81(11.19, .38,
2.16)*** 158.82) 175.33)
AD_1 -.43(67.79, -1.40, -3.11(354.27, -2.43(343.13,
4.43) -1.96, 86.60) -1.59, 91.86)
AD_2 18(80.80, .55, 3.42(603.44, 1.64, 2.57(583.11, 1.27,
4.84) 151.15) 158.60)
AD_3 33(15.34, 2.05, -2.38(225.54, -.99(223.18, -.41,
1.21)* -.97, 209.33) 231.76)
1p i 37(5.75,  1.83,
1.58)
R-Squre 01 00 34 18 48 57
F-Value 28 29 14,99%** 2.80 1.38 1.70
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244 BRDEZELATRHEBLE: EFTARP R FAES

ROA 2 ROA 2 ROA 2 ROA_2 ROA 2 ROA 2
B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF)
CAPITAL_1 -14(.00,  -.74, -1.76(.00, -4.21, -2.01(.00, -4.84,
3.58) 11.53)*** 12.91)***
CAPITAL 2 .05(.00, .42, 1.55) 2.99(.00, 2.89, 3.07(.00,  3.16,
70.54)** 70.67)**
CAPITAL_3 .84(.00, .08, 3.62) -2.14(.00, -1.89, -1.78(.00, -1.65,
84.57) 87.29)
DEBT_1 .13(.00, .13, 3.48) -00(.00,  -.00, .36(.00, 45,
45.12) 47.93)
DEBT_2 27(.00, 27, 30(.00, 19, -50(.00,  -.31,
19.33) 177.94) 192.04)
DEBT_3 -37(.00,  -.37, 50(.00, 48, .71(.00, 72,
.93, 16.90) 72.22) 73.24)
RD_1 37(29.50, 158, -33(39.03-.82,  -.32(36.64, -.87,
5.32) 10.53) 10.53)
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ROA 2

B(SE, t, VIF)
RD 2

RD 3

AD 1

AD 2

AD 3

iRy e

R-Squre o1

F-Value 21

ROA 2

B(SE, t, VIF)

.01

45

ROA_2
B(SE, t, VIF)
-77(33.27, -2.73,
7.70)**
28(1.37,  1.85,

2.16)

A1

3.65*

ROA 2

B(SE, t, VIF)

-.01(79.79,
4.43)
01(95.11,
4.84)
.03(18.06,

1.21)

.00

.01

-.03,

ROA 2
B(SE, t, VIF)
-.06(53.93, -.12,
19.58)*
3.79(8.72, 2.44,
158.82)
-1.77(272.70,
-1.54, 86.60)
2.65(464.51, 1.75,
151.15)*
-4.21(173.61,

-2.36, 209.33)

73

3.98*

ROA_2
B(SE, t, VIF)
00(50.73, .00,
19.67)
2.92(8.6,  1.91,
175.33)
-1.28(263.62,
-1.15, 91.86)
2.03(447.99, 1.39,
159.60)
-3.20(171.46,
-1.82, 231.76)
27(4.41,  1.85,
1.58)

77

4.44*
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245 BRD L ELATRARERE - EFTAFP R B RS

ROA_3 ROA_3 ROA 3 ROA 3 ROA 3 ROA_3
B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF)

CAPITAL 1 11(.00, .58, 3.57) -12(.00,  -.18, .10(.00, 15,
11.56) 13.08)

CAPITAL 2 01(.00, .10, 1.55) 151(.00, .95, 1.42(.00, .89,
71.19) 71.48)

CAPITAL 3 -05(.00,  -.29, -1.40(.00, -81, -1.67(.00, -.94,
3.62) 84.82) 87.21)

DEBT_1 .06(.00, .33, 3.48) -10(.00,  -.08, -.38(.00,  -.29,
44.92) 47.60)

DEBT_2 -18(.00,  -.43, -34(.00,  -.13, .30(.00, 12,
19.29) 177.60) 191.01)

DEBT_3 20(.00, 51, 53(.00, 33, .37(.00, 23,
16.86) 71.90) 72.83)

RD_1 23(31.03, .95, 61(97.18, .94, .58(97.77, .89,
5.35) 11.78) 11.82)
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ROA_3 ROA_3 ROA 3 ROA 3 ROA 3 ROA_3
B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF)
RD_2 -59(35.23, -2.02, -1.88(141.43, -1.87(142.06,
7.82)* -2.03, 24.12) -2.01, 24.12)
RD_3 29(1.45, 189, 4.80(21.37, 1.94, 5.41(22.23, 2.10,
2.20) 172.12) 184.50)
AD_1 .09(116.58, .27, -1.97(648.86, -2.34(667.75,
4.41) -1.11, 88.02) -1.24, 92.40)
AD_2 13(139.18, .37, 3.11(1109.69, 3,56(1138.43,
4.82) 1.33, 154.10) 1.48, 160.75)
AD_3 04(26.37, .20, -4.25(416.83, -5.00(436.26,
1.20) -1.53, 217.29) -1.72, 235.92)
Ap 24 05 -22(11.26, -.92,
1.57)
R-Squre 01 01 08 67 40 43
F-Value 19 28 2.33 93 91
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146 DL ELATRHERLE - - EFTAFPORFAFES

ROA_12 ROA_12 ROA_12 ROA_12 ROA_12 ROA_12
B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF)
CAPITAL_1 -01(.00,  -.07, -96(.00, -1.82, -1.34(.00, -2.70,
3.57) 11.53) 12.91)*
CAPITAL 2 -03(.00,  -.23, 2.09(.00, 160, 2.21(.00,  1.90.
1.55) 70.54) 70.67)
CAPITAL_3 .07(.00, .37, 3.61) -1.68(.00, -1.18, -1.14(.00, -.88,
84.57) 87.29)
DEBT_1 .03(.00, .17, 3.48) -31(.00,  -.30, .24(.00, 25,
45.12) 47.93)
DEBT_2 11(.00, 26, 55(.00, 26, -.68(.00,  -.36,
19.31) 177.94) 192.04)
DEBT_3 -08(.00,  -.20, 30(.00, 23, .63(.00, 53,
16.88) 72.22) 73.24)
RD_1 78(33.53, 3.67, -57(36.81, -1.13, -.57(32.86, -1.25,
5.32)%** 10.53) 10.53)
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ROA_12 ROA_12 ROA_12 ROA_12 ROA_12 ROA_12
B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF) B(SE, t, VIF)
RD_2 -1.35(37.81, 10(.150.84, .14, .19(45.51, .32,
-5.29, 7.70)*** 19.58) 19.67)
RD_3 50(1.56,  3.68, 3.79(8.22, 1.94, 2.46(7.71, 134,
2.16)*** 158.82) 175.33)
AD_1 -28(57.71, -84, -3.14(257.13, -2.39(236.48,
4.43) -2.17, 86.60)* -1.79, 91.86)
AD_2 12(68.79, .34, 3.92(3.92, 2.05, 2.97(401.87, 1.70,
4.84) 151.15) 159.60)
AD_3 22(13.06, 1.31, -4.31(163.70, -2.76(153.81,
1.21) -1.92, 209.33) -1.31, 231.76)
1p i 41(3.96,  2.36,
1.58)*
R-Squre .00 .00 27 08 57 67
F-Value 08 15 10.80%** 1.08 1.95 2.69*
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247 MRPLZELATREEAL - - =

S EF AP AL

ROA_123 ROA 123 ROA 123 ROA_123  ROA 123  ROA_123
B(SE, t PB(SE, t PB(SE, 't P(SE.t,VIF) B(SE, t VIF) B(SE,t, VIF)
VIF) VIF) VIF)
CAPITAL_  o3(.00, .14 -.75(.00, -.89(.00,
' , 3.57) -1.44,11.56)  -1.59, 13.08)
CAPITAL_ 0200, 2.52(.00, 2.59(.00,
i -17, 1.55) 1.97,71.19)  1.99, 71.48)
CAPITAL_  o4(.00, .21 -2.15(.00, -1.98(.00,
’ , 3.61) -154,84.82) -1.38,87.21)
DEBT_1 .05(.00, .25 -30(.00, -.29, -.11(.00, -.11,
, 3.47) 44.92) 47.60)
DEBT_2 .04(.00, .08 19(.00, .09, -.23(.00, -.11,
,19.27) 177.60) 191.01)
DEBT_3 .00(.00, .00 55(.00, .43, .66(.00, .50,
, 16.84) 71.90) 72.83)
RD_1 77(25.70, 12(37.66, .22 .14(38.24, .26
3.67, ,11.78) ,11.82)
5.35)***
ROA_123 ROA 123 ROA 123 ROA_123  ROA 123  ROA_123
B(SE, t PB(SE, t PB(SE, t P(SE t, VIF) B(SE t VIF) B(SE,t, VIF)
VIF) VIF) VIF)
RD_2 -1.40(29.19 -1.39(54.81,  -1.39(55.56,
. 552, -1.86,24.12)  -1.84, 24.12)
7.82)%**
RD_3 55(25.70, 6.13(8.28, 5.73(8.69,
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3.67,

5.35)***
AD_1
AD_2
AD_3
Ap o
R-Squre oo 01 32
F-value 19 21 12.26%**

-.13(58.44,
-.38, 4.41)
17(69.77, .47

,4.82)

18(13.22,

1.00, 1.20)

.05

.64

3.08,
172.12)**
-3.57(251.46,
-2.50, 88.02)*
4.93(430.06,
2.62,
154.10)*
-6.04(161.54,
-2.70,

217.29)*

.61

2.19

2.74,
184.50)*
-3.33(261.16,
-2.25, 92.40)*
4.64(445.25,
2.38,
160.75)*
-5.55(170.62,
-2.35,
235.92)*
14(4.40, .74,
1.57)

62

2.01

;:TROA_123 ) B Mipts- ~ = -2 & FAWFPF ~TCAP L, A+ 2 FA%EAR TCAP 2, Eoipss i
FTAGER TCAP3 S iptn -2 F A4 A ~TDEBT 1, L¥phs - #fix® Ak -TDEBT 2, L mans &
Fir%m B A TDEBT 3, feipn-afiangti TRDL, EWpms-2myeRggti TRD 2, £.6ps
AEFTERF G EAR TRD3, AT I EFA T AR FERER Tt ) £ & £ap i e
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348 AP p RIETohT o8 BR L

ok HFL ik

ROA_1 1.94 1447 31
ROA 2 3.81 1537 31
ROA 3 13 2365 31
ROA_12 2.87 1150 = 31
ROA 123  1.96 11.37— | 31

CAPITAL_M 47150.20 83752.09 31

DEBT_M 2320.25 4927.28 31

RD_M 743.22 1893.64 31
AD_M 495.02 1029.62 31
iRy e 45 51 31

BT A 49 ¢ RIE P RITZ ETIE M AL BT PR PL R FA

H

o RFpaE iR dm L E EFHpy = EOMEMET RTS8 TR

EHEFREERSLE LMt Ra 0 Ap RBLHEEFHTEIL
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249 2P LATREALIONHGRL LA S EFRABPORFL LS

ROA 1 ROA 2 ROA 3 ROA 12 ROA 123
B(SE,t,VIF)  B(SE,t, VIF) B(SE,t,VIF)  B(SE,t,VIF)  B(SE,t, VIF)

CAPITAL_M .10(.00, .23, -.78(-1.81, .00, .15(.00, .34, -.46(.00, -1.08, -.20(.00, -.44,
5.46) 5.46) 5.44) 5.46) 5.44)

DEBT_ M  -05(.00, -17, .26(.00,.85,2.88) .06(.00, .17, .14(.00, .47, .13(.00, .41
2.88) 2.86) 2.88) 2.86)

RD_M -17(00, -37, .62(00, 137, -10(01, -.21, .31(.00, .69, .13(.00, .28,
6.05) 6.05) 6.05) 6.05) 6.05)

AD_M 27(01, .80, -04(01, ' -11, .07(01, .18, .15(00, .44, .15(.00, .43,
3.37) 3.37) 3.37) 3.37) 3.37)

Ja 0 34(5.78, 167, .05(6.13, ' .26, -.15(10.23, -.68, .25(4.57, 123, .07(4.88, .33,
1.25) 1.25) 1.25) 1.25) 1.25)

R-Squre 13 13 -.14 -.03 -12

F-Value 76 78 24 83 34

:r 1T ROA 123 | 5% pts -

oz EFASFMEFTROA 12, R HpE- ~- &

FAIFPF

TROA 1, B 6phis- &#FA4RME ~TROA 2, L phis - & FAHFM S ~TROA 3, L pEis

ZEFTAWMS TCAP M, Loz 2 Ti5F4 %84 DEBT_M, L8 i+ = & Tio6 iz

mAERTRD M, S ez aTom s 2B E R A Aol S48 £4p 00 o
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3 k% Palich et al. (2000)%2 Robins and Wiersema (1995) s 3% > 4 & § £ end B > f5

AP ORAERRID FH LA EEDTRPREETA RGBS xR T AR ER
S 4o A7 KR Harrison (1991)cr#7 7 » - ¥ @R £ R NS Y T hWRS A7

FERE L RFAL LG EFNAENNE T ARER -GRRER - FLERFETE
BRfrrdn i T VEBERFAC B EFEOT AR AIRWG HES Sk R
etk -
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