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Linkage between Pay and Performance:

An Empirical Study for Chinese Professional Baseball League
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Abstract

Linkage among performance, measurement, and pay is a essential issue of
compensation management. Using 22 years of data from Chinese Professional Baseball
League with 9 teams and 248 fielders, this study built pooled regression models which
provide empirical evidence on four research questions: (1) Does pay be linked to
performance ? How to link? (2) Are the degree of distortion of multiple performance
indicators smaller than single performance indicators? (3) Are performance indicators
distorted? How to distort? (4) How do pay systems influence performance? The major
findings are as follows: (1) The relationship between current performance and future pay is
significantly positive after controlling for current pay. Offensive performance was the most
important type of fielder's performance then contribution to team, fielding performance,
additional effect, and team performance in order. (2) The degree of distortion of multiple
performance indicators are smaller than single performance indicators. (3) The offensive
performance has distorted with lack of measurement of plate discipline and the fielding
performance has distorted with lack of objective measurment. (4) Greater level in pay,
ubderpayment and greater dispersion in pay is associated with higher future performance
after controlling for current performance. This study condiders all type of fielder's
performance simultaneously and suggest a cyclic recursive model which is more authentic
and complete in characterization of the relationships between pay and performance.
Moreover, suggesting flaws in performance measurement and methods to increase
perfomance with more objective secondary data and more rigorous econometric model,
this study provide a guiding principle of improveing the compensation contract. Finally,
the analysis methods in this study is helpful in the design of the compensation contract of

enterprises and other organizations.

keywords : Principle-agent model, Incentive intensity, Distortion, Compensation scheme.
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2008 572683 -7.02% 16.08 13.80%
2009 898278 36.25% 16.11 0.19%

2010 645648 -39.13% 15.46 -4.03%
2011 719963 10.32% 15.15 -2.01%

FAKR AR AR

A RREAT R - R HH o S R R ARG

iy



— ‘Kgf\f‘_}kl‘é;

E]«f ab}§.} 3T H ﬁx" it i ‘_,/{T ’ I‘\IW’Q_\ET\FT‘JKII}A {’}"ﬁx"‘ﬁr‘l;k—-i
":Z‘L/( B H ﬁ,\—: y 9 F]E',&I:JL I——’f _{i,fi"’i\ o FI FTL] }‘J‘%d_m TR |LTET gfv"’ré,
ﬁ)g”‘ll’fl.é/’fq_é’ﬁ/——‘!i‘:}\'i APAEFE S o e A 4 (NTE K 5 {0 I8 K R

# % 4F (Janson and Meckling 1976) °

Holmstrom(1979)4p 81 » § 354 7 = 2RBD| RILA 7 5 BF > £ 32 4 15
EERT U NI GIRIR o0 R ARE FIR B UHPE Y oy A=A
Hdleny 4 27 %R ERAEA GROSETEZRF > A LA L R ERES
g{g,p;;gj_& o@é %4{;}: ﬁm—vug ,u(‘,lq;m&pta;g—u:&; Fgmﬂf .{i@"#\"f /?,L;g_
A By o ER LA PHEFL -

A AREF TS REAR . R et BRI A o g Rk pRB
A FE R T foimA S fesl & ¥ 2] b % (controllable risk) 0 7 £ B i
?1}’*’#‘ |24 F Jls o R ' 4e ¢ BB F TR AY 4 BRORE > L2

B A AN A LR R R ) -3 SERELIAE Srah N S I SN S
p & {7 % (Diamond and Verrecchia 1982; Holmstrong and Milgrom 1987) - Banker
and Dater (1989)R] 4 &) 14 dk M b "k He %3 Fl e 2xdp il > € 7 BB Dl - 57
I EFIR R B REF v M TR

SR
EEAREAFE ARG T GF > Bl cfmE8HE: Ths o R
Moo itfﬁ-’?’ ﬁ“ oo b e A E s TR anhd 4 R ST (Baker 2002) o “,% 7 feen
BREEIL A Gh 5 FF R QA F R Pk ' 4pF 7 'Y(Baker, Gibbons and

Murphy 1994) °
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Bt R AR Bl
* i g v¢&£QWM%zw&%§Jw?@-ﬁ»f 04

i@%”“"‘?f e PR BE 2 THAERHERI T Lo
gtk B5 ﬁ_Léra’a? R iﬁ‘ri’(mﬁ,ijﬁﬁiiebifgw ,
7"; J* #ﬁ?}-r kA RIEA lé PR FEG E'T’Hb g o R A iR B
f%"g 72 (earnings management) % ¢ & % 7|(sandbagging) - 4= & | H_ 4§
L3

2 ATIR o

H
Rus
puly
¥
%ﬁ

B E AT P E A AR b G ARF NI T T
i3 R A F oA FIR N TR REAY S At 1Ak
R P £ ’r"h,‘;i—/]?ﬁv { ‘r £ & (Holmstrong and Milgrom 1991)- Baker(1992)4p !
BPIERET &8 Sondptk %ﬂ%é'a‘ﬁ* gﬁ&lfﬁvéﬁ {7 5 ° Felthan and Xie(1994)
E"H% NAF1HBB T H- P & a8 e Fli R B AR {THAZE
Hordy il R o D Gt TR ¢ B W

SR 2 B

N

ZEAERN 2P REF AR G2 R o Fitdem Iy T -7 g —
%WJa\w%’ﬁﬁﬁgA%%ﬁ«Wi%&ﬁWﬁﬁ@o%ﬁ@@ﬁﬂa
e b T R 2 T o NI A B b E 2 A 2 hfad 0 TR R
RIS 0 P gt BF FE R S 0 TR z%ﬁiﬁﬂﬁbﬁ
B MR E My EE e R o BRFA Y B Mei T M 224
B3 o s FF 5 B4 M % (Baker 2000; Datar, Kulp and Lambert 2001; Baker

p
2002) » 4@ 2-1 #7151 o

B 2-1 ¥ 3P 5 pcdp e 122 3 Flae &Wm&ﬂo“”m@ﬁPmimﬂ
BT RIE TR b 5 F gtk P oo o A2 R TR 0 PE TG
# oo AR R AR o Pl ARR ) chdpdR 0 TS R RGBS ?ﬁ
datki ¥ BRARR o PIREAARR SO g R 0 A TR R KRB -

B 2-1 B+ @mﬂm%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ Pedp R L OB i o A R P ih
SEUARRE TR Rl e E R BT R P i 2R T RIS
TR o £ iR A o Rl W AR Rl S AR
o FAdp i d RRAPR O RIFEAR A RO edpth 0 BapiRiE L s o
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k
@ Fum Value b,=0
HNoise
(g Lines of constant
b, =0
Inereasing
weight on P
cosi=l cosB=0

Dhstortion (l-cosf)

Wl 2-1 gy
T k&R ¢ Baker (2002)

R e R RS L S B e

%
WA IE R e 2 TR g2 R B B RS S B
i,mIﬂT ’(-,ﬁ Z{K#Jmi‘iﬂ ) L g% |'i'}j'_f’l§'_&'§%:& ﬁi)imf*_go @ g J_j,ﬁ*%r_‘.‘:—,
FREAG HORE FE ERAE T L YRR B AR £ Fp

R0 4303 Frdp R(Ely 1991; Janakiraman, Lambert and Larker 1992; Pavlik
Scott and Tiessen. 1993)- fe ¢ 3+dp ik~ 3 #HIREAR T 5 (Dechow and Sloan 1991;
Kaplan and Norton 1992)% ¥ # it 1474 % (Demski Frimor and Sappington 2004)
e - Sloan(1993)fy 1 67T S 2 2 ARt - o S o it
e o AL AT E 2 o RUR AL U N ok i#ﬁﬁ,’——i\ w4
(Baker 2000; Baker 2002) -
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T~ MM — g z#ﬁﬁl

/

%#ﬁfiﬁj“‘i“i#ﬁ*ﬂffﬁﬁi*‘“ Grrw g d Hodgih 25 MR A TR
FAP P RIRzdg iRk e 3 gt g (Holmstrom 1979) » - B F
& Bl (informativeness principle) » 7% 7 & X 4 z#ﬂ (S IS S T S -3
2o A o B4~ Hac e o K 2 E‘J;"’w

51 NI EC S e &Eﬁ;’# 5 5 ~dpthm v & 2@ 2 L 3 o Holmstrom and
Milgrom(1991)4p ¢ 'H - #ﬂ%ﬁﬁ"% P i i A Fas ra R o b M AR R e 2 A
3P iZirkee 5 3 Ry 4o R gk P T R R R IL A Y 4 R
7 # ° Felthan and Xie(1994) e #CA1p o gis iEqk e ™ B - 5 cdp R4 ®

P 0 TRF «'}Fj ﬂ'ui‘a%fﬁi‘ﬁi#ﬁ’f%“” SiEH - #p’f%”*le‘é"mﬁ.i‘f€3°

Bushman and Indjejlklan(1993):}ﬁ NEREER EOQRFFS 2D S
7 %4 ¥ © Sloan(1993)d, ) § - 4p th+ & 33 Bdpthd S infe s 4L - 5 ~dy
e * or oy BA (I8 A o Frh ' (Gomez-Mejia and Wiseman 1997) - Gibbs,
Merchant, Stede and Vargus(2009):337 #ics % RIAE 1 7 ~ 5 rcdpthini * 7 &
JRE - fpfhid = aeindidz bl o

I s MpAeEEd — 4 RS

ABEF T E B endF B A L2 B AFE S E A A g7 5 (Gibbs,
Merchant, Stede and Vargus 2004) » F 2% 3¢ [ X 32 A & 5 & 5z - Baker et
al.(1994)4 &1 3% 712 93 F 3 » uﬁ@w MR E R P2 LR R sdg iR R
edr ol o 2F 5 R o 7oA 35t — BLEk(Bushman, Indjejikian, and Smith 1996;
Hayes and Schaefer 2000; Ittner, Larcker and Meyer 2003; Murphy and Oyer 2003) °
gl d iy AR W B ge 2+ $E(Baker etal. 1994; Baker 2002) o

DR EE A kR T - BT UE R 2 ik o
ABEEAHEE 0 A3 A 2 NI AF T FRE DG T I 5 A (Baker et al.
1988) > % J i ™ » RIE A ¥t A BEFE i % A AEE Y 5 PR o F] 4L > Baker et
al(199)dg h Z BAp iR A B RE s 86 > 1 A2 2w B -
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Scully(1974)% & ~ B & 1968 2 19693k % T F AR F R FHFpenFl & o
TEIMB 3B Z EEMAFRPAGREFMI oY B BEFTTF
e e’ % (Hill and Spellman1983, 1984; Raimondo 1983; Hadley and Gustafson
1991; Harder 1992; Kahn 1993; Marburger 1994; Hoaglin and Velleman 1995;
Holbrook and Shultz Jr. 1996; Krautmann rand Oppenheimer 2002; Yilmaz and
Chatterjee 2003; Hakes and ‘Sauer 2006; Palmer and King 2006; Stone and
Pantuosco 2008) °

Hill and Spellman(1983):% = ¥ £ -+ cn1 772 W HFRE < 3 > i
WA Sns EREET ‘FJFT MASERBE T IR T e T
ERHEEET T RS EMal o AT PR R o e R Sy
% = % % &% % ¥#(Hadley and Gustafson 1991; Blass 1992; Kahn 1993;
Holbrook and Shultz Jr. 1996; Hakes and Sauer 2006)% % = % i 4% % #c(Kahn
1993; Palmer and King 2006) % 32 = % o FHEEH T TR SE HPE D
ip B - Hill and Spellman(1983)&%2 § & %R &+ » F‘g IR R 2 EHME T PR
f’riﬂz AU GRS 8 o & T z’ﬁ?}f}]?c o (A F F 49 I % % (Hadley and
Gustafson 1991; Kahn 1993) -

",% TANL BAERMPE R T R gt BT
ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%wé%o‘i%@%fﬁé@ﬁbﬁ“ﬁl@%ﬁﬁﬁ’yﬂ%«
AMFDCFB L ¢ AL BT BROBRE Fe A g4 K- e 2202 h
MiEax 0 F 2 ’Tﬂzxarv /ﬂ%‘\" A R E 5T g ERTE e o ®
32 /F*Jc A B B lie(Scully 1974)~ 7% B4 » (Krautmann and Oppenheimer 2002)
% 5 % (Hadley and Gustafson 1991)% 7 F B[} 5 »c > e &7
B[} 52 F2pV E & AR RE o

ORI % ngkg;}ﬂﬂii’?imrc?i*xﬁ Ti‘-@]“*'?"’%ﬁ'ﬁ’”p b
ﬁ«(ﬁ; & 2000 D 4nE 2003 1 f < 5T 2007 : HRI B 2009) ° SR
OEE: iL%WEVWW% Ko R A
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-}%’\Fﬁ‘LéEﬁ)’ZH&PEFﬁm ,rij:z
BTk R A B e 1922 & ih

ﬁgﬁﬂ

T : i 2 e & 2 1 (Szymanski and
2005) - 1969 & F % % ‘= % F(St. Louis Cardinals)zk  Curt Flood 4% 3
B % 3 %33 %5 A [ (Philadelphia Phillies) » Curt Flood 4% 1 &+ Fi p* 7} A
1€ (Major League Baseball Players Association)}s 25 7 4224, & B P33 = 5 37
édownﬁ’ghLJCWWMﬂk%of kIR R PEBER

PR REWET S BN FHEETIRE ) AN FRTRE T B
& p g ﬁiﬁ FTHP 1976 £ 3 THESEARK - FRE L AA P FR £
VEERI R L L o dupd T - kIR B T4 §(Szymanski and Zimbalist
2%@ HEFRPELHET A= ET S B2 Wﬁﬁﬁ&a-oﬁbgfw§

FThRamB o F2BEPE T-REFFF T2 ﬁgﬁﬁodﬁﬁﬁﬁ@
A A S R ) u;%t;«gw W B PO LR TR
RTEHET o—kr%%”v kA BB GET P AR e oW R TAE R
ﬂi%%ﬁ MRS FTESFEE R

ARBHO A LG EYT | RN WP DR Ex o Bs Yo
ﬁggﬁ;;‘#f;k&ﬁ Jiar i pd A BEREGLT DD 2
B2 HHcE 2 A4f oA £ AT e R iR Fok o IR R
%/#@12%%;& 02009 £ 12 " 23 p 5 ¢ ERP T mw’_i
RN B2 p b Tk B R €S s ﬁp£6 E?ﬁ“ﬁ_
i ﬁp£9ﬁ EEAIAIRALD c FRTEL L AT R - 2
FF A @B A0 E 5 150% 0 4, F AT mﬁ®$m %éﬂﬁﬁﬂ K
BoFF WAL RBAATREEATE NP X AR OWPAGEE R L
7»’5"'/‘”55F—- fi fﬁﬁ’”’ ﬁla\% = In A B sk "ETJ{@"% V’_:}.F"*iif,,\‘,})ig'ﬁﬁ
FAROVRMAY BRI EE PR B o | RS S R e

O Hazhw F A 42 BV A% Ft 3 2 Sherman and Clayton Acts *24(Szymanski and Zimbalist 2005)
17ﬁ*”?%'ﬁ“ﬂﬁiﬁ%ﬁ’%1éﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬂ’ﬁ&§$ilg’E@@$m414ﬁé
FAI R TS e AR sk 1§ 2 2 1953 & o geF i; BRI IR SR L
2.5 B w&ri A & #7F (basesalaries) ~ i¥k £ (pensionfunds)~ f d 3§ 2 FF @ i\i o
PRI EABPLRGFTARZFEAE RS \ﬁﬂﬁﬂ“%m%ﬁ%ﬁlgimﬁo
19 iﬁﬁﬁg T FEF LR 1T%E 0 AT o

O siThk Bt RIEE T AR - A o - L EFE50% . - ~EEEE 150% 2 RE L
HBAEL - o2 viELEF 150% 2 BT A REL ¥ - BE ] -
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Scully(1974)# * :#% & ¥ /\Zl(margin revenue product)ﬁﬂ#% FRIE 75 B
EH’J‘N'?F@? i = S S 751,% Jgﬁ’l()‘i—g&%ﬂ‘ﬁm’ Rl Pli'?é
FARAf B RNHPORF T L ?&$%%~fWEa¢§%éik
O RAFEEPOLEFEAE S - A2 FEA R E T PR A o Y
l'i%ﬁ” ¥ - 8B M3k B FF < B o Sommers and Quinton(1982)i * Scully(1974)
FETY R B AP R - pd A RERE FASEFR HN]FA
“Ei,‘ﬁc Hhiee JF recd oo B - Hkend o L d R EpLy EERS o pd I
R4 & «hR 552 48 <0 MacDonald and Reynolds(1994)14 1986 2 1987 # & &
HEiFTEy o FiESETr o ABRHE *’?‘FX gL F Pt aiE £ H o Eag o
A ﬂ‘ii)‘ BPEFTPATROES > W HpRTEEAE R BE D
RERAES > HEphk g 034 Fex o pd TR 2 FFT R AFIR 5 2230
&%“ﬁ%limm?

Hill and Spellman(1983)F 7 4 B~8 p d S i TR OB L > B EH5FT ¢ ¥
BN ABE D R TR E o pLeh o pd R AIR RIS ;ngcb:sf]
S RA BN UL EERENSE G P A T REFTE M
(Balfour and Porter 1991; Hadley and Gustafson 1991; Harder 1992; Kahn 1993;
Hakes and Sauer 2006) - Holbrook and Shultz(1996)s%= 7 R4 » B~8 p d I
APRITZ ¢ BEEXERFT > 275 7 & hiv* o Marburger(2003) 7 +* %
g iEZ S EEIRR g FHE R 0 pd A FIRF S E TR
ArtAcpd RAFIAR g @ik f - { ¥ 2R RA K T3 BE
E o Lt s A IR A RN BB T S ERRGAPM AR T E
pdIRE AR TA € ST F Y 4 fo(Balfour and Porter 1991) ¢

\3?\'9

spd R HARE S FTRRAGIRSIFPE EAPM o B RO R g
R = & R ¥ 7 4 ¥ % 3 (Hadley and Gustafson 1991; Harder 1992; Kahn 1993;
Hakes and Sauer 2006) % &~ g p d FR A 2 B 0 £ FREFPOPE
RIEFF # TR FM L » B~ (Hadley and Gustafson 1991; Harder
1992) -

AR o SR TEEAR o SRS F SR ER 2 R A eH T B NgRA
£ (margin product) » ™ Ik R » HEk s 5 v ,&ﬁ > T 4138 % T ~ (margin revenue) © iF "% A § E T »
=f#EAET L fir —HB R F A Ao
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< B P B AR R 3T 2 Renfhrier £ 37 E koo 2L E

@]%%i—zig\’ﬁZ&’%g\lf‘mi\%ﬁzoﬁzﬁmw%ﬁzﬂ; ‘ﬁ—’ \ﬁ)‘i]ﬂﬁa‘«ﬁé

- L EBRES o EEE NI E HRE S > 1998 EARTE S R (T 50 #%

J?.&—'x]”ﬁ 2000 7Iﬂ'iﬁb<rh,q,\,7f§—»—\c‘ LL’Jﬁxrs o I A| R A £
RS A &2 S éfgjégf«m&‘z\o;pgdﬁ‘qorg_&ﬁ/;&m
REEE- BRERFT AR 17%m?hi]§]~4c£—:£gd\ﬁ:ﬁﬂ’ﬁ"‘ i
FEE A e 2 BB o BfS AL qudl R 5 (posting system)® o 1995&?’%}?1{
hp A IAIRT 4 PR 1853 # B (Los Angeles Dodgers) » J& 7 7 & <
*ﬁzu—@fﬁ{" PABBR T WAPE A RPE S B F 8 PR
ﬁ FIR(E 2 2 29 2008) % #1088 4 4 fudm < TP > 1946

_‘ <y
(‘d}
y

* g s ﬂxg 1 (Brooklyn Dodgers) 3% # Branch Rickey & & 7 % -
=2 AE+ Jackie Roblnson c 1947 & 4 # 15 p > Jackie Robinson i+ ;% & F +
R 2 A - M AXEP frIRa2te L FE £ o g £ > Robinson 2 r&ﬂ ek IFL
WELERTFFA T (Major League Baseball Rookie of the Year Award) -

8% & frik iﬁfﬁfﬁt%ﬂi LAEJE I duE S+ A E PRIk g BRE

Hill and Spellman(1984)#% 3+ =~ PR £ F 5 afa bl » F S S B g‘
AFELBy /\wim%ﬁmrﬂgﬁ_gigc;ﬁjﬁji_*%i pz“; 7}’@;"‘]%
gﬁ'f»i’@ » X HsPE_ A = L.fé%xﬁ)‘t%ﬁa o {$ ﬁﬁlﬂ’“‘ e Al ;Tu/ T A %é 1—}3
# B (Raimondo 1983; Hadley and Gustafson 1991; Harder 1992)

T~ IR#

WAL R o BRI Eppd R 4p B (Scully 1974; Hill and Spellman
1%&&%3Hmhﬂ%@ﬁ%§i“%ﬁﬂ%Wkgﬁh’ﬁiiﬁé%ﬁ’
@d fF]- TR RGPS FREE S e

22004 £ 0 X EE b FEIRR £ F 227 4ot b5 27%; L BE BIF 2911 4 o v ] 5 48%(Szymanski and
Zimbalist 2005) °
PO IRSHEART S R LA R PR WP np AEL ok i FRERER L ARE
kamrﬂf’ﬁW«%gﬂi PR ?’%ﬂﬁmfﬂmﬁ’wﬁﬁﬁﬁ BPARREEE N

CERES TR N o R | R R BTk IR T R B R
ki «%gi&m%— wté*wsfﬂg AR oorEESE TR e
* Jackie Robinson &g 2 4 5L 5 42 8%« 1997 & » X R 40 P FMSEF LR 7
LEPZFEE S LB PREF £44 2 17 p it 5 Robinson p » ¢_¢% S EE AT R
BIRA o RAGERBRERE o
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BE % Fpt U IRdS 2 TR chT S IE £ e R IL Sk 0 B A % Y BT Thde s B
FARE L E UM %38~ T 5 48 I 1% % (Hadley and Gustafson 1991;
Blass1992; Hoaglin and Velleman 1995; Holbrook and Shultz Jr. 1996; Palmer and
King 2006) - Marburger (1994)#% % L B~ HFF R 12 pd 3k i FTHRETEFA
ﬁ’ﬂﬁ&%@%’%%ﬁéﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁwﬁﬁwﬁiw%:

pd R TR Hods 2 FpY e M o Hakes and Turner (2011) 7% 3 B
a‘ﬁﬂ:,#\ﬁx podIRE FRaE > Rk i nAphl BB pd R T
¥oezk B oo Hzkdewr Fpv Ll (8 f i U 3R % o Krautmann and Oppenheimer
(2002) 7%= 3 R Bp o FR¥L 22 Foaca B o

POEBGE IR WA 4 4 B2 ST AR (G B 2000 5 45
2003 ;4538 & 2009)5 3848 F Rldy Dk as e FPOR LT 6 4 S0 U A (3
fi < 52 2007 ; LR 2005) 0

b ooTiE > B L g T T pm%ﬁ’%*\““f&ﬁwiﬁ
#o H P » Ban s F *]L izz;fé%;p% ﬁ’”mf’.&g%f’}p" Rkt » Han s X F 7

ks FP R D ARM 0 fR S B RN o SRR B IR - Renk
T
wn
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Fz & Fpala g M

W2 G Fp D S o D B PG R B 3R
PREFp g Ko WO BT T s Rl s P
AL e

Bloom(1999) 7% 5 i 2 5k 45k f B4 e 55 o ks & A7 o
hirdlm B S i o A B EFHNE ADF T T APRE o AT HPVE v BB A
»% o Gould and Winter (2009)4F 3t sk = f ey 4 2R &5 € 3 5 Pl
BB 0 B L e i et b BB L Sl kR BARM 0 e R AR i
TREsR R fARM N A o 2 UEMIEEE Y - B d ¥ A ek

1ok -

g o T @5 (Adams 1963) > 1335 1 ivenid 121 ivchw 45 B > 8
R g#p Pongir VR Al » 2 disb it e § B 1305 p &k
MA DA Agpd o BlERE AT S R ARG A P Al A 4p
PIZs 2 o F o #4303 2Tt fe o 1 g FRlre® e R o ot re g A Eih
Por AL EHE N R AL A DA R ST
HPrBAE oo e R 5T {2 F G+ 4 2 T ahfi g o

/4

Harder(1991)7%= 1 #FEzd F 7 2 T { G ol B 7 S5 dp - FHx
Fpg ,QNZfVIiﬂmtﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁfwaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ?
71'3@ e e Fg o P2 o T FGaak f oo H g F Mot P o
T Fig mI]‘iﬁ o Harder(l992)xE‘- BRI TR CHEREEHE LTI L
TR Focs s W@“’ﬁﬁwdﬁaﬂ%iiﬁﬁﬁ’“dﬂiﬁ
TG a M FRAALFMAL  BREHETY G M  BH A L
P i

19



= ARSI

Lazear and Rosen (1981):3 5 i~ HE AL " FH R BA L 4 ¥4 ot i le
B BB AT o FrFEp AR IS TFES > IR
# 18 A 2T % enfF 5 (Lazear 1989) o ,‘]‘E‘U{F’u A FPLRRRE > XY
el PEA A Db A f b d o

s R T o
P
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S
L
-E‘u_\a,
-y

\_.

3

LRV S T S L R ﬂ&ﬁﬁswrﬁ”r Eﬁ 2 T AR
- TEMAIREER? AR @GR R D

ﬂ\}‘;ﬁi m‘i-" #FI x»h\zl}.{ﬁ; ié mm.rF BT 0 i % J:mév\&\?" —\:.Q‘_—"L‘ BTt o
BA O R, LB AR RS R ;}'q--g » Bl A s LIRB-R FE s
BooBts o BB A EnY kSl e LR H I T ‘i*zo 4@ 3
end (8 > L FAaV A 5 & & H(CTT) ~ 52 (OPy) ~ = % (DPy) ~ % “H (AE)
Z B 15 (TP) 5 »x T #F o fe3t 1 40T 9755 o

SALt+1 = f(CTTt + Opt + Dpt + AEt + TPt) + Et cee (1)

2. %&ﬁ% s )’Lﬁ é_‘;./? i T 7

#klm@%ﬁm%W’ﬁﬁW% Frod e FIMIEt L bR ik
SN H WA iR AT o f OB T RS N SRGEFEE R A
ammmmgu§iy;uﬂ% ((EP)~ £ £ 2(GLOVE)*2 = # =% (DIFF,"
g = & Fax; 1M &3k B (STAR)HRE 47 ¢ & 2% 5 LIk R 33918 & (RSG)
Bppgrce d 3t @2@ e r T A5 EUIRGE0E L ARG
oo I EFEPI T AR PRI IR R ik 2 3 B (TEAM) e 452 % i
A oriEpal e pteh s WL FEPE L D AERFIE RS &K 2 E B (YEAR)
B R B ] o W TR R BAc R 3-1 #Ton o

BoOER g S p ] TRMT R REAL BRPUEARTACE T ARKELIRA ¢
27;#%;‘,%F2ﬁ1%x*“§ptfiv7m}p?ﬁ FP 0 A S R B L HETL G Ao L RS
2o E R bR I TIHARE T =)



o
I g e
(YEAR,)
plig @ o £5% 2y Sy i
(BRA) (GLOVE,) (DIFF) (EP) (G)

TR kR AT ER
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HOSY 1 r0 kT 15 R - Ak 7 4 47 o Zimbalist(2002)3% 5 7 B4 Be3d

Bé’]‘*’?}iﬁﬁ%?\ﬁg iEFE ¥ 1k B WELRANAET AR AT LR
%ﬁ)ﬂfﬁéﬁ‘%%oﬂﬁ}ﬁ%&ﬁmgﬁﬁgv 54— E- & i'ﬁb u.?féﬁﬁmp ‘411_\;:
- Hpak 3t o

B3N 1 - g"?ﬁw‘p\ » RN Py e %’,{fj; L = Hp %ﬁ’” k) 5ok it
ﬁ’?géﬂi¢F*W¥’4Wﬁimﬁiwﬁ’;lﬁaiﬁémdyﬁ
R B ehF o B RGE DY ER B AT o Kf R e S ]
ﬁ* 7 - A B S 2 Sananiat 258 o Holbrook and Shultz(1996):% & &

P EFRE R A E RS PR T AT Ty A PN ]

KT R ERRL RS A 0 E R e s v i RIS
1A A B R R HEF £ T Pop REHcT SUPRY AT > R3] %5 o2&
BT i 3 S S o pbeh o F B ok b G R B AU )
(Bushman and Smith 2001) » %5 = )I?r S B A BN &7 A 7 (Hill and
Spellman1983, 1984; Harder 1992; Kahn 1993; Hoalglin and Velleman 1995;
Krautmann and Oppenheimer 2002; Hakes and Suer 2006; Palmer and King 2006;
Hakes and Turner 2011) o #-¥F ¢ SRt oo § R o* fd3K 3~ 0 imif P71 (2005)5
m’%wﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁgﬁﬁmﬁé%&¢%@f FIE L %ﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
FEGN A AR RATRR o

Pt LR R S ==, T Y IR R PEFHBORELRPY ARG
PRS- R N I R S N m»«@ SN KT
b4 I’»_:Li-»}g |—,'=3 ﬁ’”@ z_Lm;i_v , ﬁ#gﬁ,ﬁ M4 Y a9
(1) LT @ 3% 9

L =R VE - sE Nl W =) L ER A T B e %.- MR Heh G s T

POPE o IR R

L A AW FRLS > A SR B R RS o
S R Bl 0k o
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Q) iR ERFEE

AT ESGY 1] D 13 RIERREEERE AR ERALERL L5
TREETEY B LD 13 L R ANEITE R AR R R
P Ll T g gra iy et s £ 22 T =R 72 - 5% 1.2 0
f:,% i—‘illxﬁ‘ iip’f{ﬁlﬁ—fgfﬂ oa]:g_\ 13;]“{,:.,9’;‘,:}}\)\ 4}:?.? \:r,;g,ﬁa
AR F R FTASFEARF AR E TR B P EIAAM > £
THBEREGEAT LI IF S OFERIRFE S FELRETHFEERER
BME TEFEEP DM AT RB A H L T FouhirE R R
BEE FEF2 T HCE 2 IR FOLFME TN > A nIREE A
T LT F G enfrd L5312 TRFE ©

G)ipHEE M

AR RN LD 313 e A éa&ﬁ@ﬂ%%ﬁ?ﬁﬁmm
Fplw st o ot w Estan gl T iR R AR S oRenip S E £ o R
N 11 R 13 e B R gt 4 310 50 L1 3 13407 977 o

LN(SAL) 4, =B, + B,LN(SAL); + B,G; + B,BRA, + B,GLOVE, + p_DIFF,
+B.STAR, + B, RSG, + pTEAM,+uYEAR, + ¢, - (1.1)
LN(SAL);;; = B, + B,LN(SAL); + B,G; + B,BRA¢ + B,EP + B.STAR; + B_RSG;

+ pTEAM+uYEAR + ¢ -+ (1.2)
LN(SAL)¢+1 = B, + B,LN(SAL), + B,G¢ + B,BRA; + B, GLOVE, + BSDIFFt

+ B EP + B STAR, + B RSG, + pTEAM,+uYEAR, + ¢ - (1.3)
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4031 SEIELFHPIAEERE (KA L113113)

e gL H PR S
e LN(SAL):- Y FEPp RS

Frp LN(SAL), B R N
g S G, LE S +
Flig # 2 BRA, LR RS L .
£+ 2 GLOVE, EEELEBL 1 F2Z 50 +
SRR DIFF, MEE S HT T e p S EFLE SRS 51 FRIS 0 ¥
TR EP, (Z g —%3=d) /Tig - +
k3R STAR, BEPEFALFELLS L F2 500 +
kI F 1 4 RSG, BE s +

S AR ek b AR T R - R

AR Y 3T 2 5 (00)$5e # 5 »2(OP) Tk e = 5% 20 #F i 3 WAL
= ¢"~a‘ﬂf¥%m¢£vﬁ Fe e LT REH - i 7 5N 240 AT e

00, = f(OR,) + &+ (2)

Bt 2 48 2 (RS) & Z‘f%—f%“ﬁit'*i“’ii?%\ %* o B Rl s TG AW g
# 5 (AVG,) ~ 2 i (HRy) ~ & 47 5(SLGy) » ' '(OBPt) > Ii?#ﬁ #(OPS) ~
% ﬁp @ ¥ 4 (BRA) e - » 5§ ‘f»#ﬁ?ﬂm‘ﬂ S F kP AR iRk R

B (FRWE- ) SR el s Edmi il prukimr Pl
'F’r/‘% ) feiple A Rt B S SRR i el B AR BTy kg ok
%ﬁmg¢ﬂ+%1a@§%*mﬁ?ﬁﬁw”T@W:7wm§fkﬁﬁm
FEONZRLAR AT REEEFFOLL LR RRA 320
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A S R L T H/AB Ny AR 0 A e S
A% @AGT RS f4 o Ly FESS mgpaapmﬁfg‘;,# LT IE
Feb Hp v Fﬁyéﬁ—% o blde w3 IR R P E IR o T F  frenil

H 4t
ER ARG B ol K SR L s }_ﬂ&#mﬁ‘ﬁﬂb“ £ A

(2) i

i S ity R REN Rl e L EA LI EBA
AR P RFRF O e i e o 2T b
g TR ELRE lﬁﬁ’ﬁiﬁ#wiﬁ#ﬂ;‘%%—% (TR 2 h o I
AR IR F R 155% (2L o d - & EFZE > b
Fra TS R B ATE PR AR LR i e

3) !

b St g2 58S (H+BB+HBP) / (AB+BB+HBP+SF) - 4 Jg
2 :;1}'1‘_]‘,( ¢k E“,T‘J__l' ﬁ‘y‘% X , Ql:j:%j,"kﬁ ﬁg_é/fﬁ ’ {:'L'L’; Eh:j;«r?;‘%: :ﬁig”' o *T§$*EP\;
ﬁjr;fi’.jﬁj mr}liia'#] A\g_ﬁ{;o FﬁigLL*T‘?ﬂiﬂb}rf‘ lp-ﬁ

A

@ £ %

EfFar B 385 tTB/ABe v~ o ~ 2% 2 2 i i £
aﬁ1‘%3a4’w%ﬁ%%ﬁi—ih§ﬁ?ﬂy%%%&’ﬁﬁ%wi
#?7F$%°#§*wkﬁ%&’£#’m%in@ﬁ#@¢°rﬁ £

Eal inb—g‘ Tk e B E A o

B L REABRES OB RS 0 LS 22 BRIk R o xi ﬁsﬁ:m\,ﬂk—__ IR LT
Tods 2@ ok o 1876 & X R RIHE A AWM 5 P F s F A r e s H
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(5) s 4y b

el F 3 05 COBPHSLG e iz itk TR P 2 faie s o
vt (AP EE > A A B ER A 2T ’i(%tiﬁﬁ:tﬁﬁk%ﬁx AR TIE A L
FrBFA T FEF S AEE

flig @A a8 2 05 OBP*SLG » 2 363 s Fdpdie » 32 5 = 5 R
FATAR oA R AR 2 o REBT UIERGEE A '/I?C§ip§£j\r“a * # Fx
S bdbae A s s LR IR A E e R 4 - ke B

P AL AR AL s SRR AT AGELS g Lo
WAL s R ok A bl 4 g o B onk #ﬁ45%#1%%i%
oA A ek PR AT A o0 2 A KA
SHES TR SE AR ET Ry SRATE RS 2 3

3 32 AEHEHFLERRAE

EY PRt LS = Sk S FTE STE
Ea I v v v v v
£ 4T 4 v v v v
kit v v v

TR KR k] ER

ERE £ RS EAAE O FE R ST @A KRS
rﬂ“’*Ffiﬁ*%ﬂﬂQ)Fﬁﬁ*ﬂ ol FH g el e

AET N 21§ 2.6 2455 ;Uiﬁ e b A28 87 R H - Ap ?

327 23% 4 (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE)% 3 & {& 2| 2_i% #ic(Adj R-squared,

adj. R-sq) & 4 & i fF 55 03 iRli 4 - RMSE -] * adj. R-sq § = > & T 491k 4§

A AFIER PR 2 AR f ] o £ 02 voung test te A A A B A

@éﬂiﬁjﬁ@¥,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%iouﬁﬁ\21
226 N ETHZRRINA 330 {521 3 2.6 40T Ao o
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RS; = 0g + 0, BRA; + 0, G; + & -+ (2.1)
RS; = 0¢ + 0, AVG; + 0,,G; + & -+ (2.2)
RS; = 0g + o0, HR; + 0, G, + & -+ (2.3)

RS; = 0y + 0, OBP;, + 0,G; + & -+ (2.4)
RS; = 0 + 04 SLG; + a,G; + g¢+++ (2.5)

RS; = 0y + 0, OPS; + 0, Gy + & -+ (2.6)

# 33 Rz xegPrraii (50213 26)

b o P e
e RS, ThE AP A

JAEER P BRA, ol RE 1

5 AVG, A X

e g HR, £ 2y X

b OBP, (F#+e o+ L5k) / (et Hap 419 23k + kB 4p) .

KT SLG, LUERE SZELE S .

b2d PR S OPS; VS R 1

A1 H-dic G, o i

S kB AR AR R OEF R R L

AR 3 A0S 1 P s i ot 1R BRA 0L ALY T B i 1
R SRt Pedp TRt ARLAR R © 14327 1338 L (Root Mean Square Error,
RMSE) % 4 B {5 2] 2_i% #ic(Adj R-squared, adj. R-sq)t& 4R & % U FO AR PR A o
RMSE # ] % adj. R-sq 4 ~ » # 7dpih g i 3 £ Fp0 > g L4 - 3 1Y
voung test # T & PN L BE FEP| A 0B F o A RS fA S 2

R R S

B L1~ 14 2 18 ¥l st B g »adpihin AR 5 #5321 3 2.6
TR e g g e o AR R o TSR o 2 AR R R M S g aadp iR
REELER Y REOXERBEEF ol ho Ffd BAEASLEREAER
T B o PISRIRE LIRS c B nehF R A 2 o Bt HHE 4 B
WO T R T AT S i o Y 14 D 18 e T AT o

28



LN(SAL);; = B, + B,LN(SAL), + B,G; + B,AVG, + B,GLOVE, + B_DIFF,
+ B, STAR; + B,RSG; + p'TEAM+WYEAR, + ¢ - (1.4)
LN(SAL);;; = B, + B,LN(SAL), + B,G; + B,HR; + B,GLOVE, + B_DIFF,
+ B STAR+B,RSG, + p'TEAM,+W'YEAR, + &, -+ (1.5)
LN(SAL)¢; = B, + B,LN(SAL); + B,G. + B,OBP; + B,GLOVE, + B_DIFF,
+ B, STAR; + B,RSG; + p'TEAM,+WYEAR, + g ++(1.6)
LN(SAL);;, = B, + B,LN(SAL), + B,Gq + B,SLG, + B,GLOVE, + B_DIFF,
+ B, STAR, + B,RSG; + p'TEAM,+'YEAR, +¢ =+ (1.7)
LN(SAL).,; = B, 4+ B,LN(SAL), + B,G; + B,OPS; + B,GLOVE, + B, DIFF,

+ B,STAR, + B,RSG + p'TEAM+1'YEAR + ¢ +- (1.8)

T~ FPRTIRE AL RERED
. oAy

AFT R LRI G oA AW AR S FRS ] (TR 2 0t 3 IR
T RAe TP ERE RS IR A L PR ? | AT T
%}H F) if“rﬁ’” ‘K (SALy) ~ FrpY o T (SALEy ) % ?rﬁ“ SHH(SALS) © gt #F o
% Blass(1992)#% & » #-% &~ (IAw1) 2 5% (EXPy ) ~ 50 7 o 450 3

Pt+1 == f(SALt+1 + SALEt‘I‘l + SALSt+1 + IAt+1 + EXPt‘I'l) + St e (3)

Mﬂ

2. RIITEZEEEAES

BN 3¢ 0 0 B (G ~ A1 A (BRAL) ~ £ % £(GLOVE) ~ ' & 7
R (STAR)® 2k 1533518 ~ (RSG) = %8> A W R E LM~ seHF oo T i
Fre~ IRtk MipE st F %%ﬁgg;; ;f;ﬁm,k‘_g(SALtﬂ)#% v, 38
giﬁ@]%ﬁ"/’]‘iﬁ E‘ﬁﬁm)ﬁzﬁ ﬁl’d“|‘f4tll+-r/\° ﬁm\-ll}_ﬁ)i o)
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(OVERPAY )% % & 7 X (UNDERPAY, )& - 5% 1.1 = Fp 5t 2 5
PR AP FRPTREE R LT R AT R FEP S CIRIFM AL |
R RELOTIRRIFR AL U IR LTS ER ST NI R
ZIFL B H LR LR o FP S PR R BCALCV )R - B4 %
BB e o 1 8 (OLDyy) » TR 60T 2 35 (OLDSQyu) LG5 © 11 ¥ § (CMy)
& (KGuy) 2 'T%’ * £ (HANDy )2 X & o

B3¢ o mABMDE R HE 3 B &Y white G321 L R #K
R G B O > RECA P R AT BBl o 5N
332 34 o @drRdire E}T?(logistic regression) fz 3+ o
o %"TE,T-%:'K U RS R R B ;?u% E PSS O E o WP
A KARM 0 £ 7 RS B B LEPR RS 0 B B
NPT~ FN P A ) o

#est 3.1 1 35 ¢4 o W FHPaBEIE A L o A gy Bl =
PEPOGE PG AT e e L IR FP AR ARG E o FP TN
o 3 R R GEP LTI P ERE ORI T AT RS § R
A 05 2 ok dg by b Fr LG skl FHH A Benfidks to A A5 H K
g RS or, BMETREREITT ' o FRS IS 77 J R BNk
BAFiEY > pHFPRBEBnGkL I  ATHPALAAER G A Yo o W
50 3.1 3 35 R IET AR RN A 340 58 31 3 3540 Aor o

Ges1 =7, + 7,Gt + ¥,LN(SAL) 41 + y,OVERPAY;,; + v,UNDERPAY,

+ v CVSAL¢y; + Y6OLDt+1 + v,0LDSQ¢1q + 74CMiy1 + 7KGy s

+ YlOHANDt+1 + St b (31)

BRA¢ =7, +7v,BRA + yZLN(SAL)Hl + 7,0VERPAY,y; + v,UNDERPAY,,
+ v CVSALyy, + Y60LDt+1 +v,0LDSQ¢41 + vgCMeyq + 7KGeyq

+v,,HAND; + & - (3.2)
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GLOVE,; = v, +v,GLOVE, + y,LN(SAL),; + v,OVERPAY,

+7,UNDERPAY, .1 + y;CVSALy,; +7_OLDyy; +7v,0LDSQy;

+ YSCMt+1 + YQKGt+1 + Y10HANDt+1 + St b <33>

STARy1 =7, +v,STAR; + v,LN(SAL)4 + v,OVERPAY,; + y,UNDERPAY,,,
+ v CVSAL,, + 760LDt+1 +7,0LDSQiyq + v5CMiyq + vKGiiq
+ v;oHAND 41 + ¢+ (3.4)

RSGeyq = vy + v, RSG¢ + v, LN(SAL)¢y 4 + v,OVERPAY,; + v, UNDERPAY,

+ ¥ CVSAL,4 + Y6OLDt+1 + v,0LDSQ¢+1 + vgCMeiq + voKGiy4

+ Y10HANDt+1 + St p (3.5)

% 34 RBEIHAFHIPFERAL (54313 35)

i [k 7 EE - Rl

EIE g Gy ESIIELE = -

pliEE L BRA, SE/IE Bl

£+ 2 GLOVE, ZHEFELEREL T F 2500
p & 3k R STAR,, IHEEPEFAFELL T F2 500
B E s RSG;. SE S A o

I =g G, P S 3

flig 92 BRA, LN RS

£+ % GLOVE, ERELZHELILF250 o
25 | STAR;, BEPEFAFELLZ 10 F 2500
50 A RSG, ERCRAS T X

g LN(SAL)y SIS T2 ol s o5 S

WA B OVERPAY;, FEE IS RE -

BHHA R UNDERPAY B 112 f AL

B ik SALCV,, PRt R %R o

TR OLD s (£) o

TR T OLDSQ HEET S (E) o

L3 CM Lg (am) -

W KG ) BE (~7) -

7o+ HAND ., rEtE51 5250 o
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AT L1 L8 =ufp FpU st A 8 i ox s A FpY 1T bF o 050 3.1
I35 MY G A AR DB FPSA] - X 4 2 G5R TR GF o Tk
,/‘f WAe B 3-2 HroT o

experience
innate ability
t+1 pay structure performance
pay equity
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t performance
Mar. Apr. ~ Oct.

W 32 BAERFHER
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P& FTHRERZEHFAER
-~ FR KR

HAFHIG ERT S sk FE TR ERR RS 2 E
B L P 2 EE 20T ek T BRI

CHEAER

e

BHEBELTEL AR RALS A A H - 3 E

el

igﬁ?ﬂﬂ_ﬁ%a
R - BATE

\_.

L mEER

BAHEF L 1990 1 2011 & - FHEA] 5 25T i Hi(unbalanced panel) 3
B o EL R 21 3 260 £ 115 £ %ﬁ’ki%3ﬁ

% 35 #HAEFEHKREL (H54 213 26)

R TaE R FES
13 1990 = 1999 10
¥ 19902011 22
i 1990 — 1999 10
% 1990 - 2011 22
T 1993 — 1997 5
=+ 1993 — 2011 19
* 2003 — 2011 9
7 19972008 12
i 2003 - 2008 6
ke 115
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2. BA

=

BAHE S 1990 T 2011 & » FALAA 5 25T Grif R o R A FBiE 2
PEGE AT g o R A L 3R A %“rﬁ?“ k2 BEFE PRELE T OF RS
ﬁ’” AL B AN EFEZ R AL B R A AT HRAT R
B AIE R T Bl MO BB T AL A £ 12 %4 Hakes and Sauer(2006)
RE o MERATA 3 OPEST SE T 5 AR 0 Mg B ] 2T 93 F A g e B
{& ’%Eﬂ;’;%i%ﬁ””fiﬁ%fﬁ% Mz o H V1114 3 1.8 22+ 1016
SEEE . £ E 360N 122 135 £35 1003 LR E o £ 0% 3-70
;312 35’£"L8451§LZ3—1' » S 4 3-8

% 36 HA@EHRRE (54115143 18)

3P e A #i
S 2238
RO 313
B R <93 579
RO AL E 330
B3t 1016

% 37 Hr@FFERRE (122 13)

5 P A
>R 2238
o 313
4R <93 579
oAk L Ep 330
B TR B 13
By 1003

% 3-8 fr@ERmE (38313 35)

3P i
BoSY 11 e ko 1016
AT E 4R <93 171
ot 845
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5 £ B s

e

i

N

F-8 FPLIABYR2EFEY 4

i
kTad
_‘—gs
D

it
i
i
i
N
~0
[

R T R L
2 4-1 7|7 R0 11 3 1.8 & S feensat st £ o

2 41 s d (R 11318)

22 = o 8 L R Bopis Bt mEE
LN(SAL), 2.6186 0.4605 2.5878 1.3863 4.4236 1016
LN(SAL), 2.5370 0.4744 2.4849 1.0986 4.4236 1016
G, 78.8730 17.7851 81.0000 28.0000 120.0000 1016
BRA; 0.1201 0.0442 0.1140 0.0270 0.3450 1016
AVG;, 0.2621 0.0418 0.2610 0.1280 0.3910 1016
HR; 4.0108 4.8329 2.0000 0.0000 31.0000 1016
OBP; 0.3243 0.0481 0.3230 0.1520 0.4930 1016
SLG;, 0.3602 0.0844 0.3495 0.1550 0.7040 1016
OPS, 0.6845 0.1261 0.6765 0.3270 1.1950 1016
ISOP, 0.0981 0.0541 0.0860 0.0000 0.3220 1016
ISOD; 0.0622 0.0233 0.0600 0.0020 0.1830 1016
GLOVE; 0.1171 0.3217 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000 1016
DIFF; 0.3297 0.4703 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000 1016
EP; 0.9666 0.0298 0.9740 0.6880 1.0000 1003
STAR; 0.2795 0.4490 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000 1016
RSG, 4.5526 0.6205 4.5000 3.2690 6.2500 1016

1. LN(SAL)y == # " §5f #$t#c; LN(SAL)= A # ! #B-p R4t#; G, = 3% : BRA =+ @£ 4
F VAVG =% 47 /478 HR=2 %47 5 OBP= (X 47 +wsfkof +f§ £k ) / (Frdictw foh +fF £ ok +
#E3%) SLG =844 OPS,=1 @ ¥ + £ 475 1 [SOP =K 4w — =% % ; [SOD =1 #F —
% GLOVE =% 4<% %5 17 F25 0 DIFF=8 Fhk $ Ftcn= it - L2 - @
A1 ERGO0CEPR= (T K g —4AFH) /THPE STAR=EEP EFALFESL 152505
RSG, : =484 /1 5 -
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%42 7|0 LD e fF A 455 % 0 2 F @5 % (337.08, p<0.01)-adj. R-sq
L 92.26% > N R 4 2 dE o

£ LT Gl i A F 5 2 (1193, p<0.01) & 7 B b 0 5 6
A G EaEME AN o A By W EMAS o A
FEBD BIBE

T G2t iz 0 BRA, e 3+ l“‘%{&ﬁ’.}?; (16.74, p<0.01) - Zo o1 ¥ A~ Hp
%ﬁ’”w ’ ﬂ\ﬁpf’lg,,, Ea—*ﬁp;,rrﬁwm it AR RE o j‘ﬁﬁﬁlgw @% ’/kﬁP%’rﬁ“’
@ % o NEPITH G r i e BT o

2 2N > 0 GLOVE #hfs 35 8B % 5 1 (581, p<0.01)> # 77 41 ~
HEMe > AP LI EEIPHMIELAPY - AP FEFLEL 2 FOH I HS
B EFFY B 2T A iF & £ B R i £ oDIFF, enfg 25 (2 3clg F 5 & (4.32, p<0.01) >
EAA A EME AT H R EMOE TN o AN T RTFEE
] 13 m%iﬂxﬂ%W$*%ﬁﬂ@ﬂﬁj%W A L LA
= % gt e B AR H A o

4F4H 4 22 o STAR, Hhf 3= GHAE ¥ 5 & (401, p<0.01) > 4 7 £ 4] A 2
FEts o AP EIR R E I EpHvE AP o iﬁ???ﬁiﬂg B If B el £ H %
ﬁpspﬁ.ﬁwrg%"#\jésipgg T L F £ o j\ﬂpgﬁ‘—jl“i){_]_?',\? ﬂ};;ﬁ.ﬁMo

5

b

W[5 % 22300 - RSG e fp 3+ il ¥ 5 I (2.75, p<0.01) » £ 71 240 &~ 2
fois > AEPIRFFIBE L B HEP D E T AP o AR IFHIBE L @ B
WEFGF o AW BT » B R -

P REEET o P AEL Rt E e I F e et gk Eﬁ]}‘}%
Py e B J}?K’%i:ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁw o FFNE T EBE LT FP e Honad g

DIFF, 2 RSG,’ ® G; = * GLOVE 4t} DIFF o } it 2 % &1 » 508 Vg
BALR BB JFT IO B ERPBRFERAE G T H E R E s
B P 52 o
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3 42 ok FEPMERLE g (B 1D
fo % #c ¢ LN(SAL)

RS S ¥ S tiE T T 5L
cons 0.082 1.55

LN(SAL), 0.726%** 60.48 0.748 +
G, 0.003*** 11.93 0.126 +
BRA, 1.953%** 16.74 0.188 +
GLOVE, 0.079%** 5.81 0.055 +
DIFF, 0.038%** 432 0.039 +
STAR;, 0.044*** 4.01 0.043 +
RSG, 0.027**%* 2.75 0.036 3
F 337.08 *¥**

RMSE 0.1281

R-sq 0.9253

adj. R-sq 0.9226

351, LN(SAL) =8 * £~ p A $H s LN(SAL) =~ ) ¥ 5~ #4t#c; G= 8% ; BRA=_1 HFF*E
4% GLOVE=§W AL 2 @5 1> F2 2 0 DIFF =Mk $ H4 T w8t £ i - <
512700505 STAR=EEME FAFHELE 15 £ 25 05 RSG: =H—@A /1t Fidce

2 S eE R AREES S AT .

243 %% 4 p<O.0 9 FFR 4 p<0.05 5 FEk & p<0.01

2 4-3 7|00 11 3 13 e AT % o 2 F 8598 ¥(337.08, p<0.01;
326.91, p<0.01; 326.53 p<0.01) > adj. R-sq & 92.26% ~ 91.93%% 92.32% » =3\
fRfRa 4 2 e

B3¢ 1.1 ¢ > GLOVE, hip 3+ ik ¥ 5 & (5.81, p<0.01) > % 75 1 ~ & Fp¥
AP ELEB Y FPORLAPY o A T L L BB L Y ERP R0
%&P$i?ﬁm%iﬂmﬁ“ﬁ?%&@¥éi%ﬂmmmy%ﬁﬁﬂi
WHRE » A7 FERRINFPIO L LA RN T RAR T F 2R
LHEMENAD T RFIES K 28 L o

-\\

-N

y ;8 1.2 ¥ D EP enim 3t Rl B ¥ (0.76, p=0.445) > & 7 44 A Hp qAV LS
AP TG F LY FEPREM o TR FhE K BEYFPOF Ao
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i3v 1.3 ¢ > GLOVE, sz 3+ T lichg ¥ & 1 (5.72, p<0.01) » 2 77 4] & #p Fp
o AP ELEBXPEM O DIAPM o AP T AL F AL H EA R
* g8 &L 2 et L o DIFF, 03 BB F 5 1 (4.23,p<0.01) 0 % 7 &4 %
WEME AP THF R EIDEMOETAM o AP T RFEETE 28 D
BHLHEMBNAD T RFIET F 8 8% L o EP, ehfe 2 th i B % (-0.13,
p=0.893) > > £ FIFI AL EGE > AT H FBE Y FPAM o T F F D3P
7 BT F e Moo

A1l E2 13 E R A I FE e 2 b SBEEF5N 11 ehT &
FARr A B R TR o 50 L2 0T g o E L pdg IR E - 050 13
WF%éﬁiﬁﬂrﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁl°?&$%%ﬁ’Hiﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ?%
ol e B B EFR G RS SRR hw & od BB FPY e kB

S FEEEETY T ER RN SR

mh
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% 43 FrfEFpRmi et (8113 13)

Jo % #c : LN(SAL)

- HE L1 ) B 13
e
_cons 0.082 -0.043 0.112
(1.55) (-0.30) (-0.79)
LN(SAL), 0.726%%* 0.733%%% 0.730%**
(60.48) (59.34) (60.53)
G, 0.003%%* 0.004%%* 0.003%**
(11.93) (13.42) (11.92)
BRA, 1.953%% 1.775%%* 1.921%%*
(16.74) (15.16) (16.37)
GLOVE, 0.079%%* 0.078%%*
(5.81) (5.72)
DIFF, 0.038%%* 0.037%%*
(4.32) (4.23)
EP, 0.109 0.019
(0.76) (-0.13)
STAR, 0.044%%* 0.055%** 0.045%*%
(4.01) (4.89) (4.09)
RSG, 0.027%** 0.029%%* 0.023%*
2.75) (2.93) 2.37)
F 337.08 #** 326.91%%* 326.53%**
RMSE 0.1281 0.1305 0.1273
R-sq 0.9253 0.9221 0.9260
adj. R-sq 0.9226 0.9193 0.9232

1. LN(SAL) == 8 * P f A48 s LN(SAL) = &8 ! #P~ i R4tfc; G= 11 3%dc s BRA=F @5 *£ 47
% iGLOVE=## &< £ 5 1752 5 0iDIFF=9 Fh &> m 0@ £ pF <2 - < 5 1>
FRIGOTEP= (Vg — 4 F= ) (A 4 I STAR = EEN & FLFESS 10 £ 25 01RSG,
=R@A 0 F A

2. HBfrE R mREFEL A T e

L3 RPN G Gt E o

4 R A p<O.1 > *¥*FE A p<0.05 > ***FL & p<0.01 -
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$oE 5 Ak 2R L3RI - U0

AR D AT RS TS Ak g 2R L RE - HRR D
£ 4-4 7] 40 2.0 3 2.6 & Slccndcit st B o

% 4-4 sxitp i E (7213 26)

24 = ok L ¢ bl i bR RBRE
RS, 445.9478 83.6076 423.0000 289.0000 695.0000 115
BRA;, 0.1254 0.0151 0.1244 0.0897 0.1632 115
AVG, 0.2673 0.0154 0.2656 0.2323 0.3045 115
HR, 58.4261 18.3059 56.0000 22.0000 111.0000 115
OBP, 0.3315 0.0162 0.3313 0.2885 0.3660 115
SLG;, 0.3770 0.0294 0.3752 0.3078 0.4466 115
OPS, 0.7085 0.0432 0.7069 0.5993 0.8120 115
ISOD; 0.0643 0.0085 0.0650 0.0040 0.0860 115
ISOP; 0.1097 0.0188 0.1110 0.0710 0.1620 115
Gy 98.5044 8.7893 100.0000 90.0000 120.0000 115

2], RS,=H FHA BRA— ' BhF*E 4+ % ; AVG =% 4 /4 # : HR = > dh#v ; OBP,= (% ++ = #3f +
e (4l w Bad +f L 3k +4REETE) 5 SLG=dhivdc 4 ¥ OPS,= + &% + £ 4w % ; ISOP,
= £ 4% 4 F 1SOD= 1 B F 5 HF 5 G= A

%45 7SS 20 3 26 i fF AT R % 0 B F (85581 (626,39, p<0.01;
265.23, p<0.013 137.23, p<0.01; 363.58, p<0.01; 383.40, p<0.013 606.15, p<0.01) -
adj. R-sq 4 ** 70.50% % 91.65% » #-: f2fa; 4 245 o

BN 2.1 2 2,67 5 AT snmnit it i L 1 (25.28, p<0.01; 15.54,
p<0.01; 10.03, p<0.01; 18.70, p<0.01;19.28, p<0.01; 24.83, p<0.01) > # % & * =
- B g R NI G AT F A % T AR o 2 o Hondp e v L
BT E G NI gl R F S R Tt LB o

LR 20 3 2.6 1R A Sty ek d A2R o 1357 A K60 1
2 A28 A 40T : HR(45.409) > AVG(35.219) > OBP(30.816) > SLG(30.113)
> OPS(24.530) > BRA(24.164) © 1138 £ i 2| 2_ta e 2| #745 Hde 0 A2 R > 2 B 4o
< : HR(0.7050) > AVG(0.8226) > OBP(0.8642) > SLG(0.8703) > OPS(0.9139) >
BRA(0.9165) * & #8* % 8 5| - i % o
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# 45 AFFALFLSIEMNBMEZRFELP (B 211 26)

J& % ¥ * RS,
Ho 2.1 #5222 H 2.3 H 24 H 2.5 #5026
p e

_cons -566.003%#%  935.935%k% D73 478 _]]66.185%F*F  -839.852%%%  _]034.698%**

(-19.09) (-15.33) (-5.62) (-18.86) (-18.03) (-24.08)
BRA, 3846.768%%*

(25.28)
AVG, 3485.537%%*

(15.54)
HR, 2.341%%*
(10.03)
OBP, 3452.278%%*
(18.70)
SLG, 1853.21 %%+
(19.28)
OPS, 1332.479%%*
(24.83)

G, 5.379%%% 4.573%%% 5.915%%* 4.746%* 5.960%%%* 5.447%%%

(20.65) (11.64) (12.17) (13.97) (18.53) (20.62)
F 626.39%** 265.23%%* 137.23%%* 363.58%** 383.40%%* 606.15%
RMSE 24.164 35.219 45.409 30.816 30.113 24.530
R-sq 0.9179 0.8257 0.7102 0.8665 0.8726 0.9154
adj. R-sq 0.9165 0.8226 0.7050 0.8642 0.8703 0.9139

1. RS=3kF4WA iBRA=1 #Z*EL 7% s AVG=% 7 /4 % : HR,= > b} ; OBP,= (% 7+ = 3} +
fREat) /) (frdctw HIR ) Lok + R8sk ) 5 SLG=div8c/ 8 OPS,=F X+ &+ 5 5 G,
= d e

E2. dEAAP L Gkt o

3. ¥4 p<0.1 > *HFER A p<0.05 0 **F*F ik & p<0.01 o

% 4-6 71 3% voung test i % > vuongz B % & f B & om Handpikdz & A2
RePEREDHES A2 38 - Ro £ B30 wf "TOBP—SLG , 2 "OPS—BRA |
, iﬂi’a{%ﬁ%‘oqﬁa-' FBREDZ > REZJIE 4 4 (HOPS 2 BRA B %] 3tk
FA33i 4 OBP 2 SLG i FA Wi 4 (9 OBP 2 SLG * ¥ [ >N F -
i 4 9 AVG 2 HR - 7 g thendz o A2 R KO H - 4ok o
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3046 ok B ¥ ALR 2 A4

fs% ¥t RS,
PR HR, AVG, OBP, SLG, OPS, BRA,
R-sq 0.7102 0.8257 0.8665 0.8726 0.9154 0.9179
2.865%%% -1.913* 0.265 S5.057%%% -1.501
4.634%%% 2.057%* 3.530%% -5.0357*%*
vuong z -6.921%%% -5.794% %% -3.812%%%
9.073%%% -6.042%**
9.115%**

1. RS=14 ; HR=2 &4 ; AVG==% 4=/ 478 s OBP= (% {=+w ot +1§ £ 58) / (4rlic+m Mo+ Lok + H P 834 )  SLG=sbirdic /3785 OPS, =1 @ % + & 4=
% BRA=_F @ F*E fr 3 o

2 vuongz 0 * M EEAHNEEA S FREAE - ¥ ForA| B ¥ EE HR 2 AVG~AVG 2 OBP - OBP 2 SLG ~ SLG 2 OPS ~ OPS % BRA et 5 % = 7 7|7 ¢h
5% @2 HR 2 OBP~AVG %2 SLG - OBP 2 OPS~ SLG # BRA ¢t f > % = (77|7 #BE ¥ & £ HR 2 SLG ~ AVG 2 OPS - OBP 2 BRA ¢t fic 5 % w (7 7|57 enbf % 8 2
HR 2 OPS ~ AVG 2 BRA it i ; § T {7 77 chBi ¥ & £ HR 2 BRA &t fic o

3 ¥ A& p<O.1 > FHFERE p<0.05 *F*k 4 p<0.01 0
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F2H chBRATBabdREPEI RS RV FRIR?

F 4TI HY 11N 14 3 1.8 s fF A 45 5 % 0 & e §F F (E398F ¥(337.08,
p<0.01; 329.06, p<0.01; 284.13, p<0.01; 310.93, p<0.01; 327.78, p<0.01; 334.09,
p<0.01) » adj. R-sq 1 >* 91.06%3% 92.36% » fi-s\ f2ffiv 4 24% o

2R s B i en 3 G licBEF S (16,74, p<0.01; 15.89, p<0.01; 9.86,
p<0.01; 13.78, p<0.01; 15.75, p<0.01; 16.43, p<0.01) > % 3% f¢ * 78— 48 4 »cdq 1%
NIRRT T AR o 2 IR pdp 0T 0T L R R F ok
P TR e H R ER a4 T L8 o

3 47 BrxxfFpMmi wiFsdr (858112143 18)

Jo % B © LN(SAL)

5t 1.1 #3414 #5415 #3' 1.6 o 1.7 3 1.8
R E S

_cons 0.082 -0.249%*** 0.151%*%* -0.247%** -0.055 -0.150%**

(1.55) (-4.51) (2.58) (-4.32) (-1.04) (-2.82)
LN(SAL), 0.726%*** 0.748%*%* 0.756%** 0.746%** 0.734*** 0.730%**

(60.48) (63.54) (58.94) (61.14) (60.84) (60.83)
G, 0.003 *** 0.003*** 0.003*** 0.003*** 0.003*%** 0.003***

(11.93) (11.72) (10.84) (11.90) (11.79) (11.57)
BRA; 1.953%**

(16.74)
AVG, 1.884%**

(15.89)
HR; 0.011%***
(9.86)
OBP; 1.504%***
(13.78)
SLG; 0.954%**
(15.75)
OPS; 0.675%**
(16.43)
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047 HrxBFpEmElREsd (B0 112143 18) (§)

Jo % ¥ 1 LN(SAL)

21 1.4 H LS H16 B 17 18
GLOVE, 0.079%%* 0.070%%* 0.076%** 0.073%%* 0.079%%* 0.078%%*
(5.81) (5.11) (5.18) (5.19) (5.71) (5.69)
DIFF, 0.038%%* 0.026%%* 0.021%* 0.030%%* 0.036%%* 0.038%%*
(4.32) (2.97) (2.23) (3.32) (4.01) (4.30)
STAR, 0.044%%* 0.049%** 0.054%%* 0.048%%x 0.048%%% 0.045%%*
(4.01) 4.42) (4.57) (4.25) (4.39) (4.13)
RSG, 0.027%%* 0.030%** 0.045%%* 0.033%%* 0.029%** 0.027%%*
(2.75) (3.05) (4.38) (3.25) (2.99) 2.77)
F 337.08%%* 329.06%** 284.13%%* 310.93%%* 327.78%%* 334.09%%*
RMSE 0.1281 0.1296 0.1386 0.1330 0.1298 0.1287
R-sq 0.9253 0.9237 0.9126 0.9196 0.9234 0.9247
adj. R-sq 0.9226 0.9209 0.9094 0.9166 0.9206 0.9220

3 1. LN(SAL) == #p " B~ p A48 s LN(SAL) =~ ? $5~f A48 ; G= N 3#  BRA= 1+ dhF*E §v
F, AVG=% 4 /478 HRe= 2 3= ; OBP,= (X =+ JIk +f§ L3k ) / (8t 2 3fmak +/f £ 2k +
a3k ) SSLG =i 8 /478 I OPS=_ ¥+ &4 5 GLOVE=EF & 2L 152503
DIFF = Fh 5 B cha ¢ £ 522 — 52 12 205 0;STAR=EEME FAHFEL 5 1
F 2% 05 RSGy= 4% & /v F e -

2. HfpfrE R m BRI S ST o

3. OFERAPN G GBIt iE o

T4 ¥R A& p<O.1 > R E p<0.05 o FF* ik £ p<0.01 o

RN 11143 16 RS prdp i EARLAE R o U357 JIZEA 2]
Urip Rk £ALARAR 0 # A 40T BRA(0.1281) > OPS(0.1287) > AVG(0.1296) >
SLG(0.1298) > OBP(0.1330) > HR(0.1386) ° r4 3% % {8 =] & | ¥rdp < €41
2R 0 #5407  BRA(0.9226) > OPS(0.9220) > AVG(0.9209) > SLG(0.9206) >
OBP(0.9166) > HR(0.9094) - & & = ;% (B 3] - ke & o
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2487 Y g R R EARARR 2 0 R PR R R RT
B ERRNSRIERERL ER Y BRAIEAREREF » Mo ik
A ¥ g I TAVG—SLG ) 2 TAVG—OBP | thijz o 25 &2 £ €442
B B BE G IRFRREE R T T Y ounrE g 2 ;Ih-d] o L B G
H & ehip 3 Lbﬁ*’ﬂf/}»}i Atz TR EFEAHESE o

% 4-8 G A ZFL S 24

o ARR X EALAR R
Performance — run score performance — salary
RMSE adj. R-sq rank RMSE adj. R-sq rank
HR 24.164 0.7050 1 0.1386 0.9094 6
AVG 35.219 0.8226 2 0.1296 0.9209 3
OBP 30.816 0.8642 3 0.1330 0.9166 5
SLG 30.113 0.8665 4 0.1298 0.9206 4
OPS 24.530 0.8726 5 0.1287 0.9220 2
BRA 24.164 0.9165 6 0.1281 0.9226 1

1. HR=2d3$ ; AVG=%$ 473 ; OBP= ("Q‘*T—’_‘Ei—gglﬁ—"ﬁgj/lﬁ) / (;}»7&4_1@1]{_’_?&3,;]{_’_%&
#32) s SLG=dbi #c 48 OPS=_1 dhk + E 3% ; BRA=1F dhF*E f+ % o

% 4-9 7|5 voung test inik & » $1t £ 4-6.T AVG—SLG ;2 TAVG—OBP |
ivoung 7 i % 5t 5o 4 ¢ TAVG—OBP (2.787, p<0.01) j & 314 ¥ - jtdp ¥
ARG T OBPATF >0 AVG o g thX £ARAERF 3 - OBP A ¥ | *¢
AVG iz W 2 R8T X EARARR T 10 o B Thoo TRIR B IRFS K M I L 5T 5 ox
22 an o JERE =

17 AVG 2 OBP 3852 3¢ Bah 4 Je 5 it EHSHEEY > A
7 I Gt SRR(BB) 2 1 £ 3k (HBP) i & 5o 5 vicdp ffede o chfi 5 G0
kit 4 oo

X
A

Popd ERGa G 0 BB AR F 0 0.7% (5L s )
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i 49 Fob L LR A

Jo % ¥ : LN(SAL)

Bk HR, AVG, OBP, SLG, OPS, BRA,
R-sq 0.9126 0.9237 0.9196 0.9234 0.9247 0.9253
4.324%%% 2.787H% 22.139%* -1.909% -1.6515%
2.972%** 0.1751 -4.196%** 2,652
vuong z -6.121 %% -0.809 -4.357%**
-5.905%** -1.166
-6.393%**
1. LN(SAL)y == # ? #3p % ¥ HR= 2 47 AVG =% #7378 OBP= (ZF 4+ Bk +ff £ 38) / (4t w3k +j Lok + P H3k)  SLG=di 8+ 4

OPS,=t d % + £ 4% ; BRA= B F*E =5 -

vuongz & > * MR EES FNERN L FRELE o F - FArAm ek F EE HR 2 AVG >~ AVG 2 OBP ~ OBP 2 SLG ~ SLG # OPS ~ OPS 2 BRA et i 5 % = {77157

5% @2 HR 2 OBP~ AVG %2 SLG ~ OBP 2 OPS - SLG 2 BRA et & » % = (77| 7 <8 % @ % HR 2 SLG ~ AVG 2 OPS ~ OBP 2 BRA it i 5 $w (7 757 chbf % & 2
HR %2 OPS ~ AVG % BRA st i ; % I (7 7| kg ¥ @ & HR 2 BRA it i o

¥ & p<0.1 > ** £ p<0.05 > *HF*F £ p<0.01 -

iz
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Fr 8 FESHHEcE PERE?

AE LS AATEALL TP ERGOFPEIHE A L PR
B, 4 4-10 7057 #5031 3 3.5 & REaiiE Bt

% 4-10 4t szt ® (#8313 35)

£ S T 3ok L R S o] B B E BEE
G 79.6568 17.7350 82.0000 30.0000 120.0000 845
BRA 0.1233 0.0460 0.1170 0.0320 0.3450 845
GLOVE, 0.1278 0.3341 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000 845
STAR 0.3266 0.4693 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000 845
RSGy 4.5767 0.6265 4.5000 3.2690 6.2500 845
G, 79.8852 16.9200 82.0000 28.0000 120.0000 845
BRA; 0.1230 0.0447 0.1170 0.0350 0.3450 845
GLOVE, 0.1302 0.3367 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000 845
STAR, 0.3077 0.4618 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000 845
RSG; 4.5429 0.6289 4.4520 3.2690 6.2500 845
LN(SAL), 2.5842 0.4599 2.5649 1.2528 4.4236 845
OVERPAY 0.0495 0.0767 0.0033 0.0000 0.5044 845
UNDERPAY -0.0443 0.0711 0.0000 -0.6916 0.0000 845
SALCV,, 0.3774 0.2210 0.3454 0.0471 1.1203 845
OLD 5.4959 2.9852 5.0000 2.0000 16.0000 845
OLDSQ 39.1053 43.1779 25.0000 4.0000 256.0000 845
CM 176.9728 4.8225 177.0000 165.0000 193.0000 845
KGy 83.3349 8.8054 83.0000 64.0000 109.0000 845
HAND,, 0.7953 0.4037 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000 845

1 G == H3% BRA ==L 5 *E 45 [GLOVE, =W EE £ <L 285 1 F 2 5 05 STAR,
=X EEPEFAFESL 1 F 2 5 0 RSGy = B A v Fridie s G= 1 8- s BRA =+
GRS S GLOVE =K@ &L E 5 10 F 25 0 STAR=BEM 2 FALHEEL L 1> F 250
RSG,= 4,18 4 /1 F 3 s LN(SAL)w == * B f R ¥t#c s OVERPAY . =H5% 11 2 2 A £
UNDERPAY . =H3% 1.1 2 f 7 £ 5 SALCV = [§ 55 £ 7 #5605 B ic; OLD =3 # (#) 5 OLDSQ

=3#T > (£) S CMy=%F (24 ) ;KG=HE (27) HANDy = * £+ L5 1> F 250
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% 4-11 7|05 3.0 i fF A 455 % 0 8 F @ A7 % (11.85, p<0.01)-adj. R-sq
;‘; 1348% ’ *5—;\‘ x ﬁ*fﬁ 4 o

=
%3”37

Frp-k 21+ LNGSAL) 997 3 HBH ¥ 3 2 (5.03, p<0.01) » 47 424
A Bl B FEPE D NSRRI RN o ) FHA A U
TYERETT P RS Y

F ]
;8%

U
T4y
R

FPY o L3R s OVERPAY thip 24 e 7 B ¥ (1.37, p=0.171) » % 71
M’P NS I PEREFGE D T Feal o X WERLEH DB KT
Rl 5 (4o B A UNDERPAYme\;’H’ﬁ&% k3% (-0.58, p=0.564) > %
#Jju}ip WHricts > XBLEHA R EHD Sla Mo LA R DE A
Bl ey K oo BRA 2 o /kﬁp%frﬁw ST 3 RBEIHPERMY o

__.‘\ Eﬂmm

Fr RN > SALCV,y 601 3 ﬁ«ﬁ;ce‘tﬁi’g“ =2 (1.80, p=0.072) » % 77 ¥+
RS SERESF Sk 2 E SRS 5 ARl R A R R
SRS 3 ST %’f?ﬁ“‘%%?; v BB EL Mo

(2N (> OLDyy s 2 A BcAE % 5 £ (-2.16, p=0.031)2 OLDSQy, s 3+
% Bc? BF % (1.35,p=0.178) » Zeom 4l & # i dicts » < I Sy D B R
FARM - IMHELE P AFEG S DGR R TID L

R 3R CMy efe 35 i dic 2 B2 % (-1.09, p=0.278) » % 71 ¥4 ~ #p 4 HF-dic
ozl N FEal B EFBELD N F kDI E o KGy
eip 3t talic? B F(0.77, p=0.441) > £ 34l A S N5 > S WE 2=
N FdcE B o SR BRI B B o HAND, chiz 2t ikl ? ¥
(-1.26, p=0.206) > 431 * & P,%ﬁ:c.g PR L By N lca o PR
L L4 AL 2RI Y NGt R o A D o X A BES
) zais& e
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£ 411 Fpsdlg Gk B A4 (5 3.1)

e ¥k G
RS S £ S tiE FEH
cons 66.410 2.96
G, 0.297 *** 6.80 +
LN(SAL) 5.939 *** 2.89 +
OVERPAY 4, 12.850 1.37 ?
UNDERPAY -5.498 -0.58 ?
SALCV,4 5.695 * 1.80 ?
OLD, -1.700 ** -2.16 +
OLDSQ+ 0.074 1.35 -
CM, -0.152 -1.09 ?
KG 0.065 0.77 ?
HAND, -1.781 -1.26 ?
F 11.85 ***
RMSE 16.496
R-sq 0.1451
adj. R-sq 0.1348

1. Gu==H 38, G=113% ; LN(SAL) ==& ? #2p A¥t#c; OVERPAY ., =4 1.1 2 2 & £
UNDERPAY =#5" 1.1 2 f & £ ; SALCVy = F [ 3 £ ? &% 8 #c; OLD,, =%k # (& ) ; OLDSQu,
=L 3 (F) CMy=+ 5 (24) ;KG, =%HZ (2 7) ;HANDtﬂ:'fﬁ FELE L1 F2Z 500

2. FR A p<O.l > ¥R A p<0.05 0 **Ek L p<0.01 °
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F 4-12 7] 5 H05S 3.2 e fE A 4755 % 0 2 F 88 ¥ (53.24, p<0.01)-adj. R-sq
;‘; 4401% ’ ’\‘ 4 ﬁ*fﬁ 4 o

FEWoK IR > LN(SAL)y s 3+ T2 lickg ¥ 5 1 (5.24, p<0.01) > % 77 #5241
N AFE LTS ’”f'Pé”f”rﬁT’”'*”ff'Pﬁ BELSE AP o EﬁF*‘rﬁ”’q% » = Ep
ﬁjle,dﬁg oo B EFPLE B B o

Fr o T 2% (> s OVERPAY,,, 01 3+ fadicd B ¥ (-0.06, p=0.949) » % 7 -
P AP AR E A kﬁﬁﬁfi e pld Bl o R EH N KR
7B W Al @A S F o UNDERPAYwy 6 25 4 g ¥ 5 4 (-1.97,
p=0.049) » % 7% 341 j‘ﬁﬂﬁ Jg @ ate W EGFF A EIPLELPE L AP
Moo XBHEARG L XHLIGEL G 5 o FWA 5 o I FRP T INF
Bx B s g o

Frp S AR 0 SALCVy 033+ (hlickg ¥ 5 & (2.10, p=0.036) > # 7 #1241
iﬂﬁmp&@,»ﬂ%m%ﬂﬁﬁwﬂﬁwwgmngQodyﬁw%‘
Befi~ o APLEEL [ AP FPEHEL e BE LR

& BRIV OLDy enis 3t (adicBg ¥ 5 f (-1.76,p=0.079)" OLDSQy, i3 3+
% ) 5‘?%(029 p=0. 772)’ %\ﬁ‘#’ﬁ' ﬂkﬁ}!f, BELE s AR ﬁp)ép'Jfé%g
IR ARRE o ,:\ﬁPTj:&l,‘\_}-s\ v S Hp £iE A ﬁ/', o K Hp B r?',sz’/-éggfiﬁﬂfi
.3 %

X ARG 0 CMy £ 35 2 Bic? 51 % (-0.15, p=0.878) » % 77 ¥ A P )13 7
B L3 BEHEE IS EM o B & %%r‘:iﬁﬂﬁljié%g'&ﬁﬂi % o
KGy e 3> alicds ¥ 5 1 (5.73,p<0.01) > £ mqrd| A 412 E@A 5 P ME
VW REES T EEARM IHMEHE P LEES G S o HAND,, 9
fF"F ‘é‘ﬁ(&ﬁ%"; £ (-3.21,p<0.01) - z\»—rf"ffi MNP EIE A (S :’(ﬁp,rﬁ"y ENERN
I @APE M PR L5 L LB LA YL E A MO £
E 2
- v

Z £ 5 £ o ﬁ'r,gg = K’ﬂP%A\“'KI\E gg&«kﬁﬂi?(%t_,ﬁé;;o

v
”»
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2 4-12 FEPil e S miit L w a4 (H5 3.2)

&% 8 - BRAy,
P ¥ t e TR R
cons -0.05670 -1.18
BRA;, 0.44200 *** 11.79 +
LN(SAL) 0.02320 *** 5.24 +
OVERPAY 4, -0.00130 -0.06 ?
UNDERPAY -0.04470 ** -1.97 ?
SALCV,4 0.01230 ** 2.10 ?
OLD, -0.00298 * -1.76 +
OLDSQ+; 0.00003 0.29 -
CM, =0.00005 -0.15 ?
KG 0.00106 *** 5.73 ?
HAND, -0.01010 *** -3.21 ?
F 53.24 ***
RMSE 0.0345
R-sq 0.4468
adj. R-sq 0.4401

1. BRAy =% 138 ; BRA= "3 ) LN(SAL),, == # " #2 i A ¥ ¥ : OVERPAY,, =H' 1.1 2. 1
7 4 3 UNDERPAY =3 1.1 2 f A& £ 5 SALCV,, = [} 2 £ 1 Fen B8 ; OLD =2 (£)
OLDSQu=%# T (&) (CM =% 3% (24 ) (KG =& (27) ;HANDy = * £+ £ 5 1
Fz2 50

2. KA p<O.] > FFER R p<0.05 0 *** ik 4 p<0.01 -
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+

% 4-13 754050 33 enie fF A 78 % 0 B chi2 AT F(76.58, p<0.01) 0 #-
P oEEd o

FTFM R IR > LN(SAL)y ehfe 3+ ik % 5 & (3.36, p<0.01) » % 7 3241
rPEE RS ’»«f'Pé*ffrﬁTJ”bt"Ef‘P$ii§ R EARM o B EFPAS D ES
4}_—2_}’3;%(;7%‘%@—‘0,&’9!);%@41 B H T o

3]

P2 T30 > OVERPAY, i3 3+ (237 & % (-0.06, p=0.952) » % 7 éf;";
FIAPELER AP BERSH LD EEE Mo IHFERE T KT F
mémga¢igqﬁﬁoummmmnﬂmw=ﬁ&%%?U%IFOUQ
ATHHAPELZL P LA RGP EEETREMY DB H I D3
MA B Y EBLLI LS A S XY EM LT BT H S E Y
3 o

F 1l ,41;#%3 i» » SALCVy iz 3= izdic # &7 % (-0.17, p=0.868) > % 77 ¥4 &
wﬁigw,ﬁwﬁw%ﬂﬁw»m¢igﬂw = Hp Fp o B B o) 2 R
CES P ER T ERES B R -SSR E

BN 0 OLDyy i3t thdicdg ¥ 5 & (3.12, p<0.01)¥ OLDSQy; 77 3+
BB E R §(-3.58,p<0.01) s A F gl A B T F Focis o B E I RiTES
PSR GUIMG a2 B SRR AL T B L LTS
A LERRE R STETS St P A e T
Wigskr 5 UA BB = & e

X ARG > CMy S 3+ BB F 5 1 (2.29,p=0.022) > % FdnHl A8 £ =
R AN LR RTELEEIPT ORI M W EF R Y
W ELEROWIHF - Kﬁﬂﬂﬁnﬁ%uﬁoponm’ﬁﬁfﬂﬁm¢
LR RPMEL TP E LR AN - KB A BES T £ R R
% o HANDy, e 3+ 7 B ¥(1.42,p=0.156) » 41 2 & L 216> W *
igﬁ:ﬁﬁﬂﬁigﬁfﬁgo;iﬁp,rgwixqz_4_—\;—,}&4 LA BB fiB b L F B
Wk oo BFREA T XY AMPBEED T E F oo
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% 4-13 FEPBAI e S miit L w FLa 4 (H5 3.3)

f& % 8 © GLOVE,,

P S /3 t & T R
cons -16.230 -3.57

GLOVE; 1.041 *** 3.96 +
LN(SAL), 0.885 *** 3.36 +
OVERPAY 4, -0.085 -0.06 ?
UNDERPAY 2.880 1.35 ?
SALCV,4 -0.088 -0.17 ?
OLD 0.679 *** 3.12 +
OLDSQ -0.069 *** -3.58 -
CM 0.070 ** 2.29 ?
KG -0.026 -1.60 ?
HAND, 0.450 1.42 ?
chi2 76.58 ***

1. GLOVE,==#HEF4EL 251> F2 % 0;CLOVE=E®4&£E2/%5 1> F2 % 0;LNSAL), ==
#p ¥ P~ p R4t OVERPAY . =155 1.1 2. & & £ ; UNDERPAY =3¢ 1.1 2 f & £ ; SALCVy, =
I rREE £ 0 Frchg B s OLDy =3kés (&) 5 OLDSQu =% #E = (&£ ) S CMy =¥ F (24 ) ; KG
=& (297) ;HAND, =R * £+ 251> F2 50

2. ¥ A& p<O.l 0 R R p<0.05 5 **FF & p<0.01 -
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% 4-14 7| U055 3.4 e fF 4 478 % 0 B chi2 B4 F (146.67, p<0.01) - i
Ao

Frp ok IR > LN(SAL)y efs 35 (BB ¥ 5 1 (6.28, p<0.01) > % 7 424
%WWFWﬁQ’fﬂgwﬁfﬂm#ﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁ@04ﬁﬁm4g,4ﬂ
BEPETRR P g5 o XD FPL e BEY G

Frp O T30y OVERPAY,, tfe 2+ thdic 7 B % (-0.263, p=0.268) » # 7 4
%*ﬂw&ﬁﬁw’aﬂﬁa Heridpmp E IR R ER - XHER L]

FHELPEEP LR 5 o UNDERPAY .y i 2+ 14 dic 7 B3 ¥ (0.62,
Io 0533)’ 7o 7 o ﬂ\ﬁﬂﬂ’* BB v AH PR BIHP B R A o =
HEF?D LN )2 RES D EEP B B o BMA 5 o S HFp oL

2 8% - E ok & 22
PR HpEE O ke

Fp BN D > SALCVy 61113 3 fadic 2 87 % (-1.06, p=0.287) > % 7 4341+
ﬂm&ﬁﬁw’«$%W%¥&?Tﬂm%ﬁﬁﬂM°‘ﬂﬁw%ﬂﬁm«'
ARPADREP R BT o XD FPREE B AD T ox

G50 2 OLDy, fhfe - (hlickg ¥ 5 f (-1.93, p=0.053)2 OLDSQy, iiife
A F 5 1 (1.80, p=0.072) > Rl AH P B k[ > b W
MERR PE UM A2 ERY  XPREFEL > PEEP B |y
AL RARBY S BREAEL P EREP AT PG
B UZ B R P gEtyc.

X &30 CMy iz 3 e ? B F(1.32,p=0.188) » % m 4=l & & P % 3
Rig P bgaxhp iR al I FEHFPEHEED B R iy
% o KGyy ehig 2+ ﬂ&1@¥ﬂm9p0@$’anﬂ*ﬂm+ﬁﬁw’wi
PP ETRE BB o A B HEEP E IR i85 o HAND,, i
w2t Rl B ¥ (-0.99, p=0.323) > %/tﬂ%ﬂw AR EEGP
AR EM o ZPRFr 2L L LRI I PPREP ERR P T - KA

RIE S E WA - E ) E TR £

- ) n\f’

54



2 4-14 FEpil e S miit L w a4 (H5 3.4)

J& % 8t STAR,

P ¥ t e TR R
cons -9.511 -2.94

STAR; 1.398 *** 7.46 +
LN(SAL) 1.807 *** 6.28 +
OVERPAY 4, 1.490 1.12 ?
UNDERPAY 0.896 0.62 ?
SALCV,4 -0.492 -1.06 ?
OLD -0.234 * -1.93 +
OLDSQ 0.014 * 1.80 -
CM 4 0.027 1.32 ?
KG -0.005 -0.39 ?
HAND, -0.203 -0.99 ?

chi2 146.67 ***

il STAR, == HEEP 2 FLFEE 5 1 F 2 5 0:STAR=BEM & FLFE L 5 1 F 2 5 0:LN(SAL)t+]
== 7 FHBp A¥#c; OVERPAY tH1 =43¢ 1.1 2 2% X ; UNDERPAY tHl=H3 1.1 2 g & £ 5
SALCVt+Hl =k [3}3k B 2 F% R i OLD tHl =z (&) ; OLDSQt+l=zf#& T > (&) ; CMt+l=
EF (24) KGtrl=#¢ (27) ;HANDtHI=f* £+ L5 1> F 2 500

2. ¥ A& p<O.1 0 FER R p<0.05 5 *FFk & p<0.01 -
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Z 4-15 5|5 H050 3.5 che A dr e % 0 B F @88 ¥(6.09, p<0.01) > adj. R-sq
% 6.07% > #3V 3 24 -

oK 2R s LN(SAL)y ehfe 3 Bk F 5 10 (1.87, p=0.062) » 4 77 3241
AP EHIOE A P FPE D IRGFHIDT L 0 E T ARM o
o XWHBHOER S o I FPL 2 B EIDBG T

Frp¥ o T3R5 OVERPAY, e 3+ fhfic? B % (0.31, p=0.760) > % 7 3741
NP TR G IE A S X PER LB X PIRGFHEE S A o D EAE L
G140 3 R W R B9 E 4 95 % o UNDERPAYy, chis 3+ il B ¥
(0.57, p=0.566) » £ 74 ]| A PRI HIE L8 > TP BT B H R}
SLEE 1 AR R & S r S e A4 LA
= Hp Y o L LB B PR T e

i SR 6 0 SALCV,yy 005 3+ B ¥ 5 T (3.35, p<0.01) > % 77 #14] &
BIRGHIDEL L > XD EP R R B PRI EE s v E R Ap o P
PREEALS > SPIRBEFIBEL L P FPERL B ESD BRES

J{O

(B 3N» OLDy, ehiz 3+ hdic? & % (0.63, p=0.530)F OLDSQ, iz 3+ %
7 B ¥ (-0.56, p=0.577) » # F ¥ AN AP RIFHIDE L & > e X W IR IFH-
AR AR AP EEr PRI PEGEE L PR Sk B
xR e

X ARG CMyy, e 2 tadichs % 3 1 (1.68, p=0.093) » % 77 GRS R
Fio@ st KPP FEXPIRBEIIOEL DER AP o B EFHF 0
HIFHIDE A f 5 o KGy, 5 3+ k7 1% (013, p=0.897) - z\‘r#’”’rﬂj‘ﬁﬂlﬂi
BFHE A XD MELRYPIGFHEIBT L AN o L7 PP G
B0t A ih s % o HANDy, 053+ th#ic? 88 % (-1.62, p=0.105) > % 77 34| ~ 8
& SIS (N - E F 3 & S S R e
2L LR EBIYPIRGFHIOEL PSR FHA T XD AANGEEDE

s o

«@i’?
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% 4-15 FEPpil e S Bt FLa 47 (H5 3.5)

R S 3 S tiE I 5L
cons 1.90300 2.21

RSG; 0.14500 *** 3.98 +
LN(SAL) 0.11300 * 1.87 +
OVERPAY 4, 0.10200 0.31 ?
UNDERPAY 0.17700 0.57 ?
SALCV,4 0.34400 *** 3.35 ?
OLD 0.01720 0.63 +
OLDSQ -0.00109 0.56 -
CM 0.00926 * 1.68 ?
KG -0.00041 -0.13 ?
HAND -0.08960 -1.62 ?
F 6.09 ***

RMSE 0.6071

R-sq 0.0719

adj. R-sq 0.0607

1. RSGyy == @A /4 F 3-8k 5 RSG=3R, @A+ Fr3-dic s LNSAL)t+H ==t #) 1 P~ p R ¥
OVERPAY t+1=#;% 1.1 2. # 2 ¥ ; UNDERPAY t+1 =73 1.1 2 £ & ¥ ; SALCVttl=F [} B £ # §en
%P % OLD =& (&) ; OLDSQt+l=3#T = (£ ) ;CMttl=2F (24) ;KGt+l=H¢
(27) HANDtHl=fg*» £+ 235 1> F2 5 0

2. ¥4 p<O.l *EE A p<0.05 0 **¥* R4 p<0.01 -
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HE R T E DGR oo TP AT R T RS AR W
G A F Ay T LR iF kLG 4 2V L
PR

195 % 4-8 ' TAVG—SLG, 2 TAVG—OBP | iz d /2 & &2 X €442 &
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# 11 AVG 2 OBP 3+ 5 3 34 b eng & > kit {IR(SF) &vg > 7 7
P A e HIE(BB) £ f§ & (HBP) - 445 AVG % SLG &35\ 1 8 >
BHEA R RN LT R IR ARREE c HE Fip e T4 2 T Y
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2 Ea 4 SLGHEREHHZ L3t d o ATy %ﬁafﬁéﬁmﬂﬁﬁ%’
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EE A Ry a2 T hkiR o AVG o FE 8 5 4 ISOP
* 1 FE EFrae 4 5 ISOD * Mg R E ki 4 o

8 1 S EPH A S E 3% AHp ;—frﬁm Azvd ETF G REE TR J{#FI s
7? %;rs B3N 2 T S R ¥ g i Eﬂ” TP (T ﬁ;,ﬁ F:
°$%#*{ﬁak%i*’%ﬂwim@%iaw\EWﬁﬁﬂa%w
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LN(SAL)¢;; = B, + B,LN(SAL), + B,G; + BsAVG, + B4ISOP, + B.ISOD,
+ B,GLOVE, + B, DIFF, + B STAR, + B,RSG,

+ p'TEAM+W'YEAR, + &+ (1.9)

RSt == ao + O(lAVGt + azlSOPt + O(3ISODt + (X4Gt + St T (2.7)

% 4-16 7 54055 1.9 hin fF4 7 2 % 0 3 F @ 81 % (321.38, p<0.01)7adj. R-sq
3 92.30% B fERA 4 R e & 417 AR S 27 chie F A di R o2 F
& &1 % (311.82, p<0.01) » adj. R-sq_5 91.30% > $=38 f2ff ai 4 245 o

B 1.9 # 0 AVG, shifg 3 ik & & 1 (12.45, p<0.01) » % 7 324 » ) &
pris » A FFEI DML LAY o AT EIAF S FPAS o
AP 3T A o BT EREY o ISOP, ehis - A Bichg ¥ 5 1 (5.16, p<0.01)» %
A A EFE L ’ﬂ\ﬁﬂﬁ Epr By Ep R Lo AWM E @rg ,
S F B oY K dra 4 B o BB P CISOD, (s 3 7 B (0.86,
p=0.388) » Z7m ] A H)p Frpu 1o ﬂ&ﬁﬁ I ﬂu B EER o AP HETR
Feng A BB ER R o AP E R 4 7 BB o

HER 2.7 ¥ AVG, shfs 3t A BicBEE 5 1 (1514, p<0.01) > 479 F Bk £ 5,
B AT ABRE o ISOP, ef5 3~ 1% kg ¥ 5 1 (7.25, p<0.01) 7 S E 47 F B33k % 4 (7
AR B o ISOD, s 2 4 fichg % 5 1 (6.74, p<0.01) > %+ dhk g3k % w18
AR AR o v H K32 EwRa 4 B FE KRR 1 ApRE o

By 2 Eracd oA E AR e SR FIDPER oA SR B @
Fordg iR o XoR-H o EPE ﬁ%%iﬁ4#§£F#u4°€ﬁﬂ

L XD

4
7’!"\4}394*"‘4943\;’13’4“,1’ ;T;Iﬁ]-—?;m]‘ é} Jiz‘-fjé-jiﬂbb%%‘ﬁmé”oﬂ L"’IJ—‘_—.,
YRR S0 LSRR CBE R L0 o O3S
3o ﬂ“%izéﬁﬁ"— Xy, A kiR T ka4 °
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3 416 g FP MR A (R 19)

Js % #c  LN(SAL)yy

P Hc % : e t B TR L
cons -0.182 *** -3.19

LN(SAL), 0.733 *** 61.36 +
G, 0.003 *** 11.50 +
AVG, 1.622 *** 12.45 +
ISOP, 0.500 *** 5.16 +
ISOD; 0.164 0.86 +
GLOVE, 0.075 *** 5.53 +
DIFF, 0.035 *** 3.92 4
STAR;, 0.046 *** 4.19 +
RSG, 0.020 *** 2.74 +
F 321.38 ***

RMSE 0.1278

R-sq 0.9259

adj. R-sq 0.9230

1. LN(SAL) == 7 #5  A#H5 IN(SAL) =4 1 575 88 Gi= 114 AVG =% 47/ 4 e
ISOP = &35 =¥ 5 : ISOD=1t & —+FF I GLOVE=RF £ =2 #5 15 2 2 0:DIFF=#
FhEFG T e S B @SS 1 2R15 05 STARI=EEP A FLEE L5 12 F 2
= 0;RSGu i =314 /1t F 54k -

2 TRIFrE R ARRES T AT -

33, *Fi & p<O.] > FF & p<0.05 0 FEF R L p<0.01 o
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F 417 S @B FLRMEEL R FELS T (5 27)

Jis % % © RS,
RIS ik t & T R
cons -1088.558 *** -22.25
AVG, 2898.318 *** 15.14 +
ISOP, 1090.526 *** 7.25 +
ISOD; 1881.162 *** 6.74 +
G, 5272 #** 18.33 +
F 311.82 ***
RMSE 24.231
R-sq 0.9190
adj. R-sq 0.9160

], RS=HEFREL SAVG=ZF $#; ISOP =& 3= F —F# % ; [SOD,=_+ & F —3# % ; GLOVE,
=ERELEHAL 1 F2 505 G="38k-
2. R A p<O.1 > ¥R £ p<0.05 > *** ik & p<0.01 o

BN

1§ ks

|

NS AR U’”*ﬁ"*ﬁamﬂ%% o S Y F R
o R = S ﬁfg‘ ﬁp;«?ﬁm ° Tj;]ﬁ]?;\ﬂp R ELE lf‘%“i_,'i’f‘ﬁm
£t %%?ﬁz’ H o ERig B o

N

hFF Y LS A % (DOY#R £ 2x(PP) 2 = i i »x(EP) IFiw jF e = i3
4o F5N 4 40T A o

DOt == f(PPt + Fpt) + Et b (4‘)
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o5t 4 WA ARC):E BHFEAERD T A %o p FBIILTE 2R 7§ Fro
Mz (DICE)#rR 4+ ¥»c > 11 &+ 2 (GLOVE) 2 = & X (EP)#rE =
;g Hago ¥ EF ﬁx#ﬁb’*%ﬁ— ZH R AR o RHORS Sk 4 A F R
 F] Mﬂ el FB(Gyp ~ BE50 7 o gD FH AR e b
é4ﬂ’@émm%ﬂ&E?ﬂFH’%““Mw%?*ﬁiﬁ%ﬂﬁ%@?
B BBy B R RECIIRG BRS04 4o

T

RC, = o + 0y ERC; + 0, GLOVE, + azEP; + 04 G + &, -+ (4.1)

4 4-18 7 Fok AL chim 4 45 8 %0 3L F 5 8 % (80.65, p<0.01)-adj. R-sq
L 78.92% > WA R 4 2l o

DICE, thi% 2+ 4 8k ¥ 5 & (10.90, p<0.01) > o2 |7 X sk T84 4 & ¢
AR o R E G SR E D ARRE o

GLOVE, thig 2t h#icki ¥ 5 f (<1.69, p=0.093) » §. {7 & = £ jik 105 £ ffcu
HRERAAT fARRE o NIRRT FF ORI P T 5 TR ARH o

BP i H i % 5 f (498, p<O.01) > = f FRIEZ /AL L fARM
MEBRZP AL RTEEREF T S % ARk -

B4 3 4 Av\/)\’z\‘ 'y ’Iﬁlﬁ]?

g;n,a!%i?;"ﬁ*m%i@ 19 P
Aa\);‘n b ’Iﬁlﬁlgﬂf /%];1
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% 418 P A2 IFHAP T AL = FS T (S 41)

fis % ¥ : RC,
RIS ik t & T R
cons 3778.720 *** 4.24
DICE;, 117.410 *** 10.90 +
GLOVE, -5.379 * -1.69 -
EP, -4611.588 *** -4.98 -
G, 7.183 *** 14.00 +
F 80.65 ***
RMSE 40.115
R-sq 0.7892
adj. R-sq 0.7806

1. RC=3%%4 A DICE=3+ (3* (e HIk+ k) +13*2>dir—2%=3&) 3} & ¥k ; GLOVE,
=EW &L Sdc Bp= (FH g —AFd) TR G= k-

2. * 4 p<0.1 > *HFER A p<0.05 0 *** ik & p<0.01 o
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