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AL ME, £Fl, BRUE $8¢ BORFRe Iglov RAmos: 4%l mLe 3T
BPH Yt MEE 28] Widld 2 EstTE Roof ¢ eloh

kgl mlol EMREC o4 Fa% MED AR db BmaL AEEe miol A
BEAS ¢ o% RES TE POHMO G, AN Ak, RANSAKY @L 5 B
REWE A7 Y50 57 o Folch

T EEEG UAAE £EEY mie]l oHY RE % BRGE WL XIL + 3

g BAY pkez QAN Yoo AEE BRES s ALY SEd  RE
& Aol ohieh il BRI BAE vlFakel Bk, XLERA o277 Basim gud

Tel g vehe] AEEAES AEE MMEE WEAAHY A CRANO 4 Ak
ML A% BHE olob Yo mY AEEET 4Tl AAYoE YA AY =d
¢ olg mzoagel gejof weh 2w AN zead AR 49 AELEH o
ductivity cycle) 8 47bx b, & e W, Sl FE, AEE AE 1en LB
Bk 59 ol @ whAlel 48 e otk

714 Sl HIE (measurement) , iF (evaluation) , ¥ (planning), 2B|IX ML
(improvement) 5 %ol¢ »R2AE =4 o 4oAlE MEPIztz $2ch

gl oo ARES AL AEdE RS AEE BEAALEH Ao woh

et AMo] Uk 24D QS HEMES KBt FEMF Wtk 2Ex o FEE £
2 mpe BEARES GO € ol chid EMmes ¥ oluE HEsM woh
oW HEEEE 24 N EEE mle ARMOE UshiAd We kme  sEs
ME A5 Wohstr] AAAE hEE kME cha EEsoll Wtk o] sEM EAME
4 wmk mzade APSE B AL K@Ut

2ev & el e A AN hedl AU dAlel EE mEMED o5z g

dmt B EEM#ol AL U7 Peter F. Drucker & [ AfEf B@dle]l £
Hhe FEe + dow sEp BEgelt XL KNS AT 4 Ul v sd  4EE
BlEs 28 4k Ml BHY ABEHF] Holok & FaAslx Ut 2e| 2 W.A.Ruch
[ aEpe BEsle od BEY HAsel AEM ML BHE AsET sk e v

1) BRAEEEAL, EEdo] HRL®,” #1268, 1971, p. 5.
2) David J. Sumanth ProductivityEngineering and Management,McGraw -Hill Book
Co., N. Y, 1984. p.48.
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A olsdel 3 2t A% 2o Vo s,

159k kEH B (productivity management) o4 ol 589 %o AEME HE
el kel WY KES SEE BEHA Solslof ok AHAe A4al sgin
EEtE BEE TIAHUL BMS ME P Aol ML Passled gAw oo A
B bRl BEd UE —me¥el AEMS Yusl WEs A% shde aEsme
Eishe Aol w4 WEshoh

L 8 B By

2] RS Asfstn WPFHE £ol7] Ssld = AEHE mle] 2 MR & uF o
27t ek

Y REREY] At £EK RNEd 53 WO 2R R EX o8 4mE#e @
mg 29 shaa shedl el 2R ABF A= EEBEY MOoFse 20 f@as
¥4 53 BBE BHFEE olald oX¥AEMY HFE, jEEd EXE A4 =¥
T3 A Wikl ek

Selvele] eEEE BANS] EEES TR &% TEM RES BRI Ao
Ak ] ' gWAle] wmobxlm glen 3l weldy AE# ME EBHE HFHO
2 Falsta el 2@ AEE mE EBY SRE MBNOE HIE sl 2 4R
BE &M mE F#l b4 3= (feedback) 417l SEH] MKl oby ol=za X
st glEh

2 B telvel &¥e XM EEpo]l obF B v Ee AUl &Rl L£EH R
EA7tAl gAlel slx A Xgulx d<le]l UAAEl o Fadt BEE £E4 WEA At B8
of FE BlEfke] KkKAZA Ut & 5 3k

e & HRA = & AEMY AESERET PR RBRYCEH ERbh¥e] EEH A
B HRE MY dv BARTS vhstx o Jvolrt f¥e] R R A4 & B
P =t HERY BEM, KTH FREE sd¥d 5 de Hkd #BREe24 £EE 0

3) W. A. Ruch, “Productivity Measurement] Arizona Business, Vol.28. No. 2,
Feb. 1981, p. 25.
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L ETES M - e E ohz EEN #yds EAL EAY 4 ARE &, Jo}
M gt el At HFERY st o ¥o) MWMEEERS ST olE #RoR
A BRG] EENE PRBNS THsld dEf mhkd —prt 2L 2 Bme sl

®IM6 HR2 WEWA Fik

X WMic EHEREAA EATRET B4 UEEE HES J% ER 2R mEnl
Batat ohgel EEKS MMEEEAA 2obd AEY MEHf oA WiNEALRL (it
HBA) BREERGHBHBEGIA BT BSEE ( 1984 £l 25 267 EEEt) Y M
BERENE HAsSld EEEAH (multiple regression) ol 2814 Eirstes AL 5
ek oli: HEke BiE SEsvme BEE el T KBRS BRale FEegdl AEn
el L mRGERE HiEte]l derte RES woksty, ARCXY Byl BHEBE5
RET 4 v KRB Xt £l cdort Hilv/ts BERmes Hadc 22
st olz{ gt A T BERA REHS IRT oS R4 WEHEReR 92 AAXE
&eshach

1) 8 $DHaEiS XY & B £E4

(2) PN MEEREK

(3) #RE4EEH

wtebd A& HRe A= EEMEEES ' AY e 4B el dysigded KA
AN BR LBEN ( 267 BEEL ) o REREH o Aste] WMEME ( £EHE) o FA7 e
B (stepwise regressionel &&l4 12 @5 Aohy )& AAstd BRI 7Hsd 44
Wl 4 o sk ek,

WR EmhRhEez s A BF MesEk Ax S d7sla Ao RMERE st
o BB A Al &8 shte Hkoer BEAA My A8 ety eSS
A e REeA MTHERES RorRstgen detrt it RlEEE (MmEERE ) T
Fakgdel 2 & HRe Seideld sldAde A KEESEFY E ohz REMY AN
o AR EERERS RMER, Rfel #l0 2 KRB ESIESD o A ast N9ER
< k3 Yol o4 AHel gueh

#Ee] ¥, BB KAISTOl #%iE" FFH 1IBM-3032 & FiMsiglen MBS
4AxEde] SASE AHgslych
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HIFE AEHEMEN I ERH TR

x16 EEMS BB

wmpe B FoolstE YU maYTE AL Az AL MEE kit oA F.
Henzel & 19564 Viennaol4 355l £B8LBEEGRA ST A4 o g
2 e @ o Utk &, (sl E, Bl MHE v T 3 mwel IANA
3 o, BR EgAT 47 Fedd ut e W owgek] Yo oo amps &
Kol g AU AT AA EMS ohed sdsigch TU [EPEEIE [ KER
ol o sbw AEpolzt EHWI RTRMY ozl sixlal, 1AL LB WES
464 HRE @oz AWam Jiul B3 Reed AKMEEE Aotk Wkt W
feol WHEdol €% Bl dlolE A%, wHL usiol ¥ AL Bez stn b A
sleh el ATl BmASel, 1A BEE A St RES AEk] EXs A3 of
W57 o5 ) 5)013} s, Jobrl 1 2225 [ 4@E#gs QUg #%EF stux o4
423 oo pmel vuad 1w $49 Lme dde w9 oy FER A%
o] mo} A Kol Tololehm st shuel #—= TaE MAE WAAA Fu Y
L ez A7y, 248 AR AUL A, WESEE RuA ¢ A& kg Folal
A% mos 8 SE ol Wasteh weld chgel old g AAUE BEW 9AAE &
o umstn 1 TERE Bl oREEES FHT WATT

Qo kol “Productivity”d BAEZ o MEE AL A4¥ AL £IAY Fr-
ancois Quesnay &, 1 28 “EMEHE " (Formule du Tableau Economique) ol 47
Sho 7 (faculty to produce) ol2h BIRE fegEbteldt MEEE A’ a2 2% o ¥
AT chEel o] BES Mel: EE MAMMO AT wEA I WEel H—sel 9

4) F. Henzel Produktsvitit und ihre Messung ZfB,1957. Nr, 5, S. 257.
EHE= SEEONR, FUFE, 1969, 64E.

5) Be#EH, BeESWAM, akEF, 1965, 116 M.

6) .L#&F, 116 @,

7) &ML, BBRERR, A& @%at, 1974, p.395.
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£ ge uh, old B vad MANE JBos YAAL b AL EEEEBHS, +
4 MMM (OEEC) 5 HEBSHMM(1L0) o2 oS &ust 4mbd a5 @
%oz &S Weln Aok

S4 EREBBHHY THE [ sEfold © TH, ¢ EX S € vz wEsd
RaEwst 589 BHo2AY B, HTRE, EHHN, B 2o BE 59 QTLEHR
BEe) s mE shd LES A% M) Do slen, FUSHBIRRIAE [ Lk
& EHE AEEEY U drel Q& ROD AEWS KB, &K FHN 59 ol
BRS MBS ol webd SBEEE, RALEE, FansEos EAY + U
T ostglnh 7ea BESTEME [EWe &K, Bk dud, BB, &H, S8z
e BEES 23 AE SHY HER BADY BARY FRA QAL ol oE
HEES S8, B4, tu 2 AR S EEG HAND HEdd At £EWH ol A
A HEETY shu kel BuERY 4mud 2| Doz Mz sl

ge BmEel o b RESE WES M R. Lehmann® AEHS FEE @WK,
AR, KAKS BAAA SR SEk KAES LiEsd T fEés KR 7

w3 szl ek 5 M. R. Lehmanno | ET#E&o 249 @uud Wst &t 5L K
& 2 Ka

a2l 2719 REEA A (einsatz) ﬂﬁﬂi(-——g“r) 3} Ze (ausbring) £¥%
¥ E%ﬁ) 2 MG QT SHE EAs AEm, KAKS mEd %3
= Zolg #ok
& & &
| ]
e B M e wHE K B &

8) WEE—IB, FGHE M, hREM, 1959,166 &,
9) ABUBA, HIEIESEE L RERS, TREM, 1968,39 .
10) 4EMA, f8%E, 30 @,

WA, SAFIREEBER, A€ B®it, 1977, p.178.
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THES 2 @ 53] £ais katd dade 4 TEOEEE/T SEE}
MEES S—Ry heolA, AN BEER F oxo 4SBT EHEoA, = K
2H2 IR MBEe KMo mEYL

TR R . BAERA
HET, BRtE s B

EEME W K&K BEsle Aozd BAMeR oAl MK Aeld, AL 4

SlEEmEx2 HORAKA . .,
miﬁﬁ(ﬁﬁ+!ﬂﬁ*ﬂ%)3} HEERK A ( I x100) 22 EAHt 29

ol WAEMS SERRY Ehol oAt BBHF A Y ol YEo REA 4
Bt RS Aold, BUBAKAKS EEENANY KAE(MBE)Y =R
act) W goem, ogu mmm #nd wu wERRE cEsoldl foh = A Sc-
hnettler [#HEE Mat BHRR ] DS, [THEANIL [ BOERED cost 52)
w | Vg mmprolet st o

kS ol At T BT MM BFE <ol T FRe delstm dn. a4
oF Mol WET I EMFlE ZEs YA ol mFs EACE T o] st 3l

webs] RS X 100 &2 #RHAS = Aold, 7t @M

t HE, SEEES RAE Ginput) 3 2Ae] 9 o] Felal EHE (output) 7} MKt
otk A714 BART WHD DET KK IRE BKSE Ao] ohlzl @ILK] 1 g
B A oal cdviulael EMWE 9% F St AL 22X YLt i A, & o
9 [4#)% D=L #H (faculty to produce) o] mirolet shzlch

MESH e mte EHE FRHNZ Yus ww 929 (@2-1)3 R

11) M.R.Lehmann, Lefstungsmessung durch Werischopfungsrechning Essen, 1964.
wWEEA, L-<vEEHRESR, REERHE, 1966, 227~228 @,

12) Albert Schnettler, Betriebsanalyse, Stuttgart, 1958.
wEER, RGBS MT. RLUFEFE, 1961, 213~216 A

13) FHEKE, EEBEH, 1964, 512 M.

14) G.Reusst 4olst [#1& =t=& Rolehe 4ud wHdlA 2Uste LEHS
A ckasta HUg €% 9AE 3 [WwlE dEs el sl
G. Reuss, Produktivititsanalyse, Tibingen, 1960, S. 5.
QmERE, “4EE ATHED Bk RERME, F18E10%, 129E
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18 C Quesnay (1766) “repete " olebe welsb M vehg
19 C Littre (1883) “HEYT T AE BL”
20 C 7O (1900s) “iitpst EHPS £Esledl AR M
HpE TR WL
OEEC (1950) “EME shie ARBERE W] Qe
A gk
Davis (1955) “xEcd BES EZ ool e B
bR ”
20 C Fabricant (1962) “EE BAC A EmI hE”

Kendrick and

Creamer (1965)
Siegel (1976)
Sumanth (1979)

“IRAEY, MEXE, 21 HE EEHRS
A7 HEERY E&E”

“HAel g Ewte] HE family”
“krartEret - AR BAC W3 HRY
EHe] HE”

(m2-1) (sEEiegd 3¢ ERFENAR)
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#2h SEMNES EHB

HEHRAE 15)9—] 7HR et B WEEER (SEREM) | BRI EE# (physical
partial productivity) HEelck (M2 -2 )4 ve MY £ER X¥| BEH 4
B (L£ERY X%E F) BE EHP QR nd (EHY EE BAL) 1BER
7.8 HEeleh oldl Jehd A4S HMoL vhE B @R HEEREEAA o] 3k
R A FTEME (unit resource requirement) ojth SEREMS] BRJ EE#e] R §
A€ FRY Edfuiel ¥ 5 Slohe Held & £EEE%S] A5 s AlAE A
HYE + A "l d97 2L el EMHE odE A EAstA Al «AE S
& HABY output BlEL oMHe EES dHA ¥ AS e ¥ AQst = AR
22 ¥ ZAqlzb w2} Aozt ¢+ it

ArillEd] 2H U5t KEER] BRA AEpflEeldh o FEL(BEER =2
TRERZERS ) £ == MEHEEY (EREK =c TREKERS) BH— RAERY
fEflio]l A3 ool MEMMMS Mg b HeA<l MEM (value added) &= MEHH
FEz R o] output £EE A Tl BRAE TATo=A oA 5 ek o] £E
He] KBS REAY output & Mels T5 Bfire IAgeed AvkA MEER FIE
18 4 ek

MRz AT 99 TR HEE BAEE#Y HiEdls Al A s BEE
EHe A output € KWEME T7slv dbd input 2 WRkoE IUlHA 2 g

AL shstt. BASEKS BEc £ 2ot A+ BHMN @I BlEHRBHA M
i $BRAL € ¢ Atk oA74 B HBHRAL WRERS output & RAZHES K
¥EEZ Vol & RedsEas wmst Aok 23dd BResE# RwlEES 5 LE
28 WKMEE ol 83l o HEMAMES ZJsle AL I8 8% A7 L4k

15) Alfred H. Schainblatt Measuring the Productivity of Scientists and Engi-
neers in R &D: A State of the Practice Review, The Urban Institute, Was=
hington, D. C. 1981.

William T. Stewart K “Productivity Measurement of a Comman Carrier
Freight Company,” Proceedsings Annual Conference , American Institute of
Industrial Engineers, 1980, pp. 419 -425.
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A B, ol Weltuael Al ERESN KERMES £4%49 U442 drel &
RABBEELRS olfstt AL, EEHAES 45 34T Aot 34 F 1 AYAE
B Fhe Adoe MARREKY Al Jdg Aeld 4L FUY 1IAX w4
e Zasgche A& T Aol wA Rold

dol AAR Arkd Fe BERH sEmAEe] o WL WA RAERLE el
o Qe ol EEW HEEEH A inputd To @E SBEEES AL S
£ E=r A wASE —fe BES - AN, FEM K =t EE (layout) - 9
stel dYL buch ol mM dolHhE sMAsteul bt YA oFe WU
e BAlolth 3e SEmLEss St 23 HBEY vl T Al TAAE A9
Qv AL HEBER(H: e BAREE)C 40 B 5 Yok AF B AEA
o B ol aEk WEHES st 1 gallondl HEA% 792 (miles) 7t Rrk of
d A5 e AR gallon® FEAU B A 1 Bob AEAL Bo F o
Sactn ¥ole @tk s 1 FRAe Aele BAERS HA WA vk FL
WAt 2 4 ok

B H R
18428 BRAER

(1) “EERERS L£EH =

o ¢ A = ¥ ey EFuE44E (pound)
' QAR (manhour) TF A9 &% % (kwh)
g SO OUE
(2 RWER LB = oo pame SRRE
o EER AN RO 2ohrha]
P AR A4 /A AEEE - AgAde »A
(= )
@) BELEE = prgm e BAR)
g AAEe WA 4 4 %
I: Sa Ar @ T EAD Q8479 RREE

(M2-2] BRR £EHE WE
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el BER AEEE 1 Adgosi: AmE Wik REAY, SRERM trade-
off A 9 U TE WABEE T EAW R T AAEENE St BRI
S oleld BlisRol HMEEL T ohE AEE @EY 93E nasist ode] e
$ABRAEM (multi factor productivity) HEFRelth (M2 -3) o4 LS 4t B
AEHEo] A% (denominator) el o] &=l U=k

Kendrick % Creamer & SAEE WEHES EAMME HABREEH (multifactor
productivity) 3} &S EEM (total productivity) € =3 3+

SEBREEKS outputd) WEREME (FREME)E BASE ¥ 54 WEEE SEHO
2 el AR olel ulalel MALEES output WEMEE REE LT RABE (%
%, B, BH, Aolula, oux ) FOREE RECE Uy Folth AT L£E U RA
$40 BN BEEWBROZVHE EEEdl BY T o UL £2M 4 + 9
1) gke output & Ad AEERS Hk I FEHRY #5UE BEE grel o
24 T 714 e W SEEREe W Hikol ok

&) Cobb ~ Douglas & 4 B
Q= aLl’K' "¢ &, Q : output, L : RAS®
K : RARZE, d: BN
a : Bl =& WK

fel Re ael st chal Yelshd bt 2k
a=(Q/L) (QK)'™

AN Q/LE BEMAEEMS, Q /Kt RAEEES oolsid, at BMol LB (ti-
me-dependent) SABREEK L o] output & RASBHI HEEoz g Flolth
Blbsh 2ol ABEAE MHE oA e AL FAAZ Urel & 4 Ao

16) Michael F.Mohr, “Concepts in the Theory and Measurement of Productitvity]
in Dimensions of Productivity Research, Proceedings of Conference of Pro-
ductivity, Houston, Vol 1, 1980, pp.855-934.
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e AEERES FAT B SEHEI L, ot vk HB BEY RBRAWA A
& B mES fERsld #Este Hik 5§, BRERGE]

e FIEAA S EEEKA T &S BEHRS KAsld WA HEEEE €
ShaL HME LB K (267 1) o MmEE £EES AEstast e

(multifactor BASE 2 g A7

productivity)

A7 ¥ }

BABREEE = |
|

|

b

output & A A 7}z

matEl =
( total RE input( x5, A&, FEHK, Aojuls, oa] ) A7t
productivity)

(M2 -~-3] AN EEM REHE

HNE HmEMEFERESY EL

%18 4 ERER S

 gmA o] HEIS BETAA RES Meste HEE BRE BRI Hge EER
xe @EES 7H MEI AolulzE Eiisty] A% Aeletm ¥ 4 sl=h
M, AEACE] FEE o7 AL B¥EE Z£E (economic production) & 5%
WS fithe] LER Roz o] AL EHWe WRAFEME =, RRE®KS RARMER
o gobor wn!”

E&Eﬁﬁ)
BwARAE

17) =B, £EEER, AL EXat, 1982, p. 30.
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a8oe ARCH¥AALE 4 RARAOE EHEMESY AdRE AR 4+ IEE &
EERS ANk T,

o] AEERS FMAE RESM AEEE EAs o,

Joseph G. Monks Os] o) s}% fgite] LEHS vlAL BEOD g (®3-1) 3 ol

574 E vdEta =k

(R3I-D fEtte] Wikol E®E vlx& BEE

BA/Hehe] HE

'R B

BESH BN WL

BkEs 3 Wl 81

ER 2 BHER

B8 41 v ( quality of working life )

®@ ®©® ® ® ® ©

A(EI-1)> A D, @, I @E EEALUY RAWH MEL, = B, K % %
B Solth @ BMEFS HAS WRERA 3& Aolx
®9 MM % WOBRL HOEFL 2R O HBaEe] 1Y (QWL) L SHE BES
kel Hmeld Zrhs SAE wstek
Yk BEAC David J. Sumanth®
A3 ek
@ #%
HRBA% ( R&D)
SR AR
®
®

G

v mmpel dae mlAle BEoD o2& A4

BAFe il
ITBRM T3

18) Joseph G. Monks, Operations [thagement' 2nd ed., McGraw-Hill, N. Y., 1932,
pp. 19-21,

19) David J. Sumanth, Productivity Engineering and Management McGraw-Hill,
N.Y., 1984, pp. 25-37.
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vzl A

B® Y £ (workforce mix)
e R

WA ¥ HEAES Fx4A
SR A

EBEE(E: CXREE)

® @ ® ® @ ®

Bk 177HA BEREL £&# mEd @002 JE&E e Aol ohzl mame
2 J¥L vlAle AHole

@3 Walter L. Balksl s %

I

& B # B OE # + F AR &

(productivity) {efficiency) (effectiveness)
es EAY F ow, &Ml g 249 KX Jdehd $+ gt

® H + B i}
® A Ao u] =
2 vl $ 9+

w2l , £EHES BN HiEES HE# (:é—ﬂl) 3 K REME) A ( E @‘)

B A = A ofu] £

#o ez Jebd + A g}

a2 g L v FEEEL A oM HEH (efficiency) olvt H
# ( effectiveness ) A o]k Fol &2 vixcia £ 4 ch

v F RXY BAY HmEEEER] wird oo MmEMEREL J8E o
Av BRY BN BEEY “ABHE"C 3L tlae, §F HELEE 5+ v BEG A3
ot

EE RUEES il Tin BERS #Eey Bakd st HELYG o ERN AW

21
{ QAQF : quantitative analysis by qualitative factor ) )—3: A=Y 5 AFA=Y F

20) W. L. Balk, “Technological Trends in Productivity Measurement " Public Pe-
rsomel Management Vol 4, No.2 March/April 1975, pp. 128-133.
21) WHkKEESE, BALRFER, PREHE, 1980, p.29.
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HRAA = BERey, 8B SlokeE AEd e AFAsA X
32l “output” o] @M RiEE2A REE, DEHL &, AovA2EF U BEMT
BERo L AR BEE 1ol MmEE Sl ov & RSB £EEE WK

fE &oll 4 FxEste ek

F2f ¥ L& T KaY NEUS iR

EE 4#EMEEE ( American Productivity Center of Houston, Texas ) o4+ 713 =3
Hel ¥EEE WEMEE AUsAd o ENE tod 2o BEe Mgz o9

@ EH( outpur ) & Ko WED:

@ RAW( inmput )& RAoT WEdsh

@ WHEs "M EES A profit ) olgh Tk

@ KA (profitability )& WHE/ &MY HEZ4 ek
® WHES EHE (RRE x &%) ol

©® RML BAR(S®, K, B&, ddx ) xHLE Pl
@ Al A EHY KBS LRkl ok

® Mk Rl o9 EMEME “price recovery”BhiL ek,

Gebd ol e WAE Koz vehlw oew o

Wra# (profitability)

WHE EHE XEHE

R A BARE<HAE RS

TEHE . &’ L

BAR B ALE 5t

H#EH (productivity) X “price recovery”

o 7| B B ®AY A St “over price recovery” 7t W, ik (HLE BB
Al A%elE “under price recovery” 7t HE2 MTE A Mhasts (4ol W (p-

22) David J. Sumanth, op. cit.,

pp. 105-106.
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rice recovery ¥ IAAIR) At sHgsA 9 X oh&3 o]l BAY 4+ Utk

5, W& (profitability) =48E# ( productivity )

webd & HRA e PIMSEMS] HAMAB( idea ) € ROI (KaAH) Al H:rpewk
CBmEE fmelA ) ez ubio] BELKS ZY L =dl @Ro%e MWmEM HERYS
T&3taat jef

olel k4 fxel kM Mmbd JFE RlAE wFEel o & AEVEMITE)T Hekitt
( ROI )2 #AE 24 HARARBRE A8k oS3t 7,

1) BERPE

2% KRBT Sk 1A% HMnfET Sokeh s, EHEE dRE A slo
A BEETESL St KBES 4ty a2, TREEL] T HFRE  #BAKo)
o fRFAE] RFTL oA BREEPES FRES Rtz katd dg £
e Faaglel (E3-1 F2)

ROl
1AE A

S A A

1 AEBE 1AE&ER
(@3 ~-1) RERTES E¥

) A:mRSAER] T, FINRBEAR] Gon MHFARE AFsL FAL KAW
BREEL v EREX
B : ¥
C : HPBEEEI MBRFIFAK] i FHRHL BAR] xon KHMBKER vlo]
WA ( negative )l FRMLHE

23) Bradley T. Gale,“Can More Capital Buy Higher Productivity?] Harvard
Business Review, July - August 1980, pp. 78 -86.
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(2) %M HREFE

BN TREARS 1 AK Wmiol 385 948 v

(M3 -2)<¢ uxd, KK HBEAE] & 71109 A9 HRK] & 743 2 7]
e MmO 2% $51,000 - $ 20,000= § 31,0002 Kol M HREHE] e
Y A ERl L VI I A MmE EES $43,000-$18,000 = $
25,000 ] =},

wpeld MR FREAE] S JUUTES WafEd W BRY Jyde o¢ I
A ( positive ) o]t}

A0 TH 8 & 4 o) EELSE T E O
1 AK | 220% (25 %°7) F-243 (60 %014 )
Bt Im U
($1,000)
60 [ 60 [

51

43

N

L . S ==
—

20 18 % 20 f 2 .’
n .

(B3 -2] AHH HRLAE EF

B (M3 -3) oA 2y upsh o] MHM WHRLEHERe] FX JIYd A REER @
L Jgds 52 F19Y FH ROIY ER: 34 %-32%=2 %0« =% A% WHRLEE
Fo] g s A$ HEEe] F G L V1YY F¥ ROIY ERe 17 %-13
% =4 %°lct,

aeld A TBEER] & el RERTEA A@del o ¥ ROI kx¥g

2% 5 3+
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ARy T8 5 el %AV R & B Ko
RO1 %) 4% (25 %=|qk) %%*%640 %] 4} )
IR 32
307 30 T 7,
20 1 17 20 - ;
4 13 { /
10 7 10 | /
0 / //A 0 4. /A/
IANERER Pass =<+ yir} =

(M3-3) Ml whLAE] EN

(3) Fm AR

FNRBAL Frhe 2E WM 2 k&K 4 A gk

(M3 -4) B g, HMG AR 22 798 A #RE] & Jds 2L A9
o WM EZES $ 49,000 - $ 17,000 = $ 32,000 %) Kol e WA £ 7
qe AS HEEe] ¥ VA & JIde MnME EES $ 42,000 - $ 21,000 =
21,000 o] =

weld FME BAR] ¢ JPd5F #ES St =& H = MmEAMES 4& T
A=t

F90M A Ko i BRMA Ko
R ;O ek (1% 1) 60 o3 (10 %ol4t)
1
PR 49
($1,000) ; / 42/ \
L ' 40+ |
40 52 / 2,1
|
! 21 [
| -
17 ; i
201 / /A, 20 // //
0 Z P} ’ é £
| AR S+ = =

(3 -4) Figh AR ER
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P W3 -5 oA B wiel o] FME WA 2 VY B HLEEA 4AQ
o] F¥ ROIK¥ELX g Rimel HMNRE AR L 799 A+ REE] 2L 74

=< 7149 ¥ ROI9 ER: 24%-17 %=7 %ol

wel4 RRETET & V1Y A TS BAR] YE5FH vy 32 ROI A%E
A8 + Yk

FNRMAEO] FNLAEO]
RO1 (4 | Fee % ( 1 %olg) SLo%( 10 %14 )
21 25 25 307 24

201 20 / 7 17

. 0,

0
IAERER Edas 4 ey =

NN

(m3-5) FG BARY bW

@) HwEas] MARE

A2 BBES MAREZ 44 WMKES KAES Fiun,

derd SBEAY MAREA 2& AYYLSE #EY ol @2 2 ¥ WMEES
E T A% WS- 6) = 601 smpmas MARE

60) HBEEA MARE FLOH (65 %01 4)
1 AE|2eR% (20 %0I%) 48

B IR & 7 41
($1 000 / 7
40 40 /

T //

0 %
1 NERE g = whr} =
M3-6) HuEAE] MABRES E®
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(5) WRHRERE
53 EegAKREsl S /39 2S¢ WKHBRERES 1AK Knof@Ed 2 92

3L

alaick( (W3 -7) FX)
g, 4% HWREEL ROIY Z4E 7HHed

6) MamFIBE
mRFEE] 524% ROI+ 743k e 1A% HnRAel % mRFEEY o4
o ZA Aozl skAvt oFF =l okEid,

o

oot WHTBREE KRB EE]
1 A% Gef 3 ( 1%71%E) 601 Eoa¥ (6 %012)
B R 1
($1,000)

- 7
7

1

sek
1 AK RIS

(m3-7) KRB REY %

®3e5 MomiiE HEERO| T
1. Mm@ FEmRe e Fho EFAR

(1) XA

piMs e Fortunelt 500 KMol 4sht G#Ee Wame F¥L =42 T34

) PIMS (profit impact of market strategies ) & BREEARY BA#e =32 7
osld o7 HEE AEE YA ERse d7udezA 7 & gl A
§ Qe we EHESL s A% AN S5led, BWERR FYS IAER
Eeo] old AE FAstnA AT H#kel et

24
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LEReg HEEAY, FL ideat BEOKS AY T EZ BRCKS WHEMEEREE
T 5t

%, BREK] SlolA EERESEEKA] 25 WiHEME =X 9%, oA wabd W
IR WEEMERAHe HAME ( regularity )& T332 S8t £E SPI (Strateg-
ic Planning Institute)® PIMS#Z$ BEE¥k 84717 A7 Heloh

(2) HWEEM BMT EIHK

® B8
BEmORfE FHRMAE Erge 24 MmEMA SFE vl WEEs Sy Al &
Ag THsn, £¥HE EEAELY BES sty A% Reolth

@ EXLHR

7}) MEnfEME EH@sale 4A3 ¥ &M (Cross- Sectional data) & T3}, ste-
pwise regression &2 Conputer run$ §3l] HEE -FEdith

3 FEx BEe A3 BERR U520, ololA HUISM ¥ wSinEmie) 3
AE 2H®T, 3KITY cross tabulation & E38t 19 3k

t}) time series BHfe]l TAslH WA X FHEMMEM( par value added )& #
k] WEEPEMMRME (actual value added) $}9] Z R A/z4 BBAELY B
EE sletaiel

By n{EfE EtEME wyel H§ flow chartv (@3 -8) 3} Zrh

- MU (RN ) EHEMED) o T
0 R = THABEFE) (B|PH HhL) (stolA R #57)
(aggregate f ( HAMEE, HTRAHE, HRSHBLE, RHEMNE,
mote! (RS A M)

BRRILE, REATE, BERTRTE, BEH KK,
HoPMLE, cash flow (& WAN ), HHRILE,
HHRERA )
R = g ( " )
BT h ( " )
/
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Y
AR ( HRdat 267 @, ‘82, ‘834K R®H) ¥ 2¥yAF
No
figle] w28 g7
L Yes
FEIMEAe] MR fErie 3] IERMMiRE B
cross tabul ation 247 (time series datac] RPF)
y 3
2 dimensional 4] ggams BE
3 dimensional 4] ( EH K nflfE - WERFS G A )

(W3-8 MmEEHEEE ﬁ/iq] N3t flow chart

(3) ExE® R BE

O WmEES TRES, BB B, sl B, Rxe AWM MRE, A1
BE, ReMmAT, HERERER, 221 Sk M5l d4z AAgarh ol MmEM &
EMAE PIMSHET o] ERES MRz ¢ o0l gk |

© WmAEE HEEEJIAE BRLBeETAA SME, BRE 2oL 9% 0% Ao
Alrgke Aoy e @iSol TUYN SAME olFe Aom MYt

@ WMEE HEERAAL REEACS WMEESES BRAEENEN 3 SREEg
mae A7HAE JEL

2. Wy RE

B HEERAA AHSY W o 2tk
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( B0 )
($E&)=Hwﬂﬁ(ﬁiﬁ3)==(Imﬁ-ﬁﬁﬁi)
M A
ﬁ*&ﬁ&-ﬂgiﬁ
L U
BOERLE = AR
( BiEamE )

_ W ERAY o¥EY RuE AR
(PR - BRRRE = L EEa c%ee Rum ag 107

‘ _ | EBEE BEORY WHE
(MEGAL) « TRSHE = o Wk Wom ap < 100%

TREEWILE = 45 HREER- (t-1) 9 HREEE
(wlolAlEl By ) ¢
_ t §ie] Witigg
WHEINE = S < 10004
R W&
BEREEE = X &R X 100 (%

(REe] By MR )

EERz
TR S X wow
- _ BzEex
BERARIE = R B =
(BemAN)

_ MRk MR ('e] BR)
cash flow = 5 B B & X 100 (%)
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(FAfLs] BE) :
_ Moo
§ﬁé§ﬁﬁ'ﬁ = m X 100 (73

RPLE = EHNLY FENWHLE

(EHms)
R # 8 %
FHEEE = m X 100 %)
HERFERR

3. ERKMEM B XA

MOUE EREAEC LR & K A 2 £%] HESL Qe 433 BN &
ol A WMRMEE 1= A=/ EXOUME slelsls] st EXMMEE Bse 9
33l o},

EXMMEME (par value added) & &3 o] THATL =,

EH B i = & M5 B E+ impact on par value addedo]®], o]ai
impact on par value added =
Bot+ 8, (EEGRS X, W¥ol g 2@ES FH-X, 9 2HM5%)
+8; ( ” X, ” " -X, " )

+ﬂ. ( " X‘ ” ” - Xk ” )

oleh A AM ( By, By, Ba)E WINEME REEAS EHEME Bych

EXKMEEE Fok%e T (good luck) o] Hw2E Fikme SEEBEHE 2
T e deedH, ERMCE ML WMOE Aot

de Reld BE W 2ol par value added & HAol 8% data bases] Ye BE
FRES FHRMBMS “ impact on par value added” 9o Aal Holth ©ha] waba of
A ool AL St AWRET BE —CHMIL B FoRLd, T &K
WMEEA ©Xem) FAKMEELS dehd Zg FouE EXMMEMEEA  JeaA
2,
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“impact on par value added” 8] EHBRERAA & T %o MmiM RIS AW
o) EEARM A 3els RS BERKERS I3 B SEREY S84 3AHY 3
g 434 ok ol« WS ERARET TFodoz A Aok} st Aol RS ok 8
+ul, ¥R SPI (Strategic Planning Institute) oA+ AWK ES] 3 44£EMY F%
s st vl x HRAA AnFAAY TRz st T 24Me] FHEE 7
B3l

FERRNS Hike B & o MWmEfEE cross- sectional data®, par value
added 4+ time series data® 4H§¥E ¢ F Stk

HVE MmEME FEREY ®EH
HEFANAS REH T

1M myo| WE

1. RHe BE

Fx HRo A A2y BRI, EX, R 03 BAELS halstd @AM £
44 A5 ARY BN “ HEedRE " (EEA RBREIBEMHRAETH 198440
4 AHgshg

FEastd, EBAt@&d A= A 319M@i ol LMK (31), REHE(11) & A
A% 277 A S FEARSENE 3t B g dv] ARAS, Ye|E 37 oHE R
(10 @it ) & A A 267 @S ST BWAE( sample ) 22 AR

P IMSHMAAE 4@EY HEYE AHgsld afstn glov, & HRAA < BH, B5H
B Hlke) ol Ledk ANE A 2Fa A ‘824 ‘834 2EGIHEES BEEL 4
g3te] 242 shglch el o] RlMMEMl & #AES A4 AL A=A HE
€ e AL FHAs gerh

=g & FRolAd e BEBET (267 @it ) o AA ks oAt MOmEME ( EEK)
A7} glchi 3= W (stepwise regressiono] 934 12f@E 3ohd ) E AAside
o] fEAMM iy HAHIEE (R4-1) 3 Frh
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2. ;N2 mig
mEAERe 2= o9 3717 ®EE mEsid &,

MO = Bo+By Xyt By Xyt vereerrrersrossaresacenneens + By X, s+ Uv
BAEREE =7 o+ 71 Xy b7s Kyb oeeveevensomeermercminens +7,2X;24U ¢
BRAEEM =00+, X1 +0; Xg+ oo rereevrerermrecrinienns +8:2X,+UL
474 X, : 43FEE X, : A%%E Xa + ARERE
X, s ARERE X, ¥R X aAARAEE
X 94 F¥E X ARARAE X, RN SR
Xpo ¢ ] ulg X s A&ulg Xiz ¢+ AL
Bro, 7o, 00 * HBR
Bi, 7i, 0 ERBEM (i=1,2 oo , 12)

Uv, Uc,Ur ¢ BZES debl BESH (random variable)

4 HRAL EEEEHSAY R (aggregates) 2249 MmMRAME BALEREN I B4R
e RN, WFHN M, stobE B, BERY ARE MEE, SRl BE, REeBHAD,
e mES debil = BOEBMES BEHe REMFAST A8 doke BT e Bl

v dAe HEAGIMEe BESERAN Bl BEMGRY FERES kRacl=g Xk
FRAAE oldl HEBWES I3l SHAIWBROT 2 A9 = UestE woew HyT
&l stepwise regression &2 WM WAL Tz sl ek

w26 MBO FHI BE

1. HmRiEgRns
(1) OLS (ordinary least squares) 1%#Y

BnEE (VA) = - 315286.55 - 3424.5288X, + 9.54678412X,
+ 229.54935 X, - 114.00483 X+ 30.61704023X;
- 747 .66931 X;+4813.72204 X, + 4255.68190 X,
= 100.63091 X, -2849.24861 X,, + 3049.32009X,,
+ 2.53731342 X,,
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(&‘4-2) FTHREFHAER (W NEME)

Bow & |EM) EARM | RRRES) | REM Pr > 1tV |

® B HE| B -315286.55 97895.84087 -3.221 0.0015

4 F 5 &|X -3424.,5288 206 .28851 -6.764 0.0001

1 % 8% & X 9,54678412 350.02393 |  0.027 0.9783

A 43 & X 229.54935 669.21589 . 0.343 0.7319

A A f g X ~114,00483 552,78050 -0.218 0.8276

= a4 £ 5| X | 30.61704023 14.76442656 2,074 0.0391

LHALAETE | X, ~747.66931 209.18709 -3.574 0.0004

+AAFHE | X 4813.72204 483.99718 9.946 0.0001

AZH A g | Xe 4255.68190 3837.99230 | 1.109 0.2686

W EYFEg X -100.63091 172.97810 | -0.582 0.5613

ak o} ®] ¥ & | Xy | -2849.24861 892.53929 -3.182 0.0016 -

A & od v & X, 3049.32009 517.39963  5.804 0.0001

A FAaAdd 2‘.1 X 2.53731342 0.10828048 23.443 0.0001
_____ o . j

1) Ho: R = 0 o] Ematel M mRE 94“11}

(2) stepwise regression &

MO B = - 9436.7-3582.4X; +695.1Xs - 895.8X,
+2517.1%y + 2.7 X,
R* = 0.75 d.f=261 F=157.1
(k4 -3) 9 TFueeld 2t wie} o] MmEM ki AT S, THREE BERA
EhpE, EHD BSE, MHELE, MBRERRY SMEA 79 %7 #sedE abgieh

ol _Lii #EEe =& FAA WMmMEESE (variation) 9 79 %2F dAE 5 UE
& st el

WmEE REERCS 2 o MIEMEE TEBRRE, BAN KAE, SHRLEN Mk
B Aol glon sdE Sy BERARFES: MO dAd Aex o 7 Mtk

—Ro R KA PRSI RS wEAfkel AT Hew oA 2 KHA AL HWH
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(&4 -3) ANOVAR 3 HTsisEti

e RE HHE BfEA (SS) FHE (MS) F & Pr) F

| W 12 1.04173x10™ 868109450197 77.113 0,0001
i} -3 246 2.76939x 10*° 11257688726
& &t 258 1.31867 x10"2

VA =81718.27  R? = .7900
F =77v113> F(12,246:0°99) = 2.28

sit#e] Al w2t o 2 WMEMEE LAl B MEE B BBe%Sel Zv Ao
2 A" = BhEfEe FERSY BEY Fe BREST Ad4S PLde F4
o A%eE & F Atk

2. REEEE AR

(1) OLSHH:

BALEME (CP) = - 19.732736 + 0.006426964 X,
0.284592X, + 0.407244 X,
0.158498 X, = 0.0030232 Xs
0.351667 X, + 1.432324 X,

+ 1.235309Xs - 0.031686 X,
0.509467 X, + 0.00002141987 X,

1

(2) stepwise regression #HE

BAEENE = - 15.85 ~ 0.295X, + 0.334X; - 0.364 X,
+ 1.46X1 - 0-552 Xlo
R* = 0.455 F = 43.5

(R4 -5 THldlA By ute} Fo| BREREHL RPLE, TRBRRE  BERAEF
¥, BEN, KAE, BRRILEZA 45.97 %7t SiB=A4E <=t
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Egl RAEEEMS WRRRE, REN KSES SmEm FAd o MeplE,RER
FEPE, BRBLELE ROBEH B4 EE & + U=

(F#4-4) £ EEW AR ( BEEEH )
» N oA EvR B B % W BMKRE(Se) t B E Poy [t]
®E O OM B 7o -19.732736 25.071886 -9.787 0.4320
d4 2 35 B X 0.006426964 0.173141 0.037 0.9704
4 % 3 & X, -0.284592 0.118695 -2.398 0.0172
A AR X 0.407244 0.176331 2.310 0.0217
A4 x4 & X -0.158498 0.159368 -0.995 0.3209
243 F 5| X -0.0030232 0,00497476 -0.608 0.5438
AALAEE | X, -0.351667 0.096227 -5.080 0.0001
+AA S| X 1.432324 0.124431 11.511 0.0001
ARz g | X, 1.235309 1.193676 1.035 0.3017
| ol e ZE] X -0.031686 0.059139 -0.536 0.5926
s} wl v & Xie -0.509467 0.274648 -1.855 0.0647
A = v ¥ §| X 0.00002141987 | 0.00003663802 0.585 0.5553
(&4 -5) ANOVAR % Asiati
% %K G | ARA(SS)| Fra(MS)| F & |Po F |
I 1 300320 27301.839 19.725 0.0001
B = 255 352951 1384.123
& & 266 653272

CP = 64.975655 R? = 0.4597
F = 190725) F ( 11’255:0099) =2¢34
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3. BtuEEN ME

1) QL SHH

B®EENR (LP) =

= 3467.699 ~ 56 .058627 X; - 8.525701X,

+ 21.176692 X, - 19.694099 X,
+2.337472X, - 30.330732X,

+191.646 X; - 121.360X, - 4.011653X,

- 220.083X,, +0.009265344 X,

(2) stepwise regression HE

SR
RZ

il

= (.21

F =16 .96

- 2957.9+ 2.42X%5 - 34.2X; +18.4Xy - 2335X,,

(TR ~-7> 94 TFTHolA xe uls} Fo] SEhdEs REETE, BeELEYE, BEHY
MeE, BRREEZA 21.80 %71 FEHs AL dgtel =3 BBEEHS BREETE.EE
N EEES MmEl SAld dow BHeBEXaLTE, ERBLEINd: BIEH AHd 2dex

¢ F =k
(&®4 -6 FEORNHESER ( S8 EEL)
W £ E H®E ®K BMIRZE (Se) t BIEME P |tl

® K B | o ~3467 .699 5507.542 -0.630 0.5295
4 3 3 & | X -56.058627 38.033841 -1.474 0.1417
4 % 3% €| X -8.525701 26.073735 -0.327 0.7439
Al 4R E | X 21.176692 38.734683 0.547 0.5851
A A dHF E | X -19.694099 35.008466 -0.563 0.5742
=3 A FE | X 2.337472 1.092586 2.139 0.033¢ |
TR ALAFE | X, -30.330742 15.207124 -1.995 0.0472 |
FAASETE | X, 191.646 27.333837 7.011 -0.0001 |
ARAFEE | X, -121.360 262.215 -0.463 0.6439
W2 =% | X -4,011653 12.990970 -0.309 0.75717 |
ol v v & | X, -220.083 6u.331871 -3.648 0.0003
A = v e & | Xy, 0.009265344 | 0.008048274 1.151 0.2507J
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ANOVA® 9 A&

(&L4-7)
BwER =l ) 4 BE&EA& (SS) FrHEEMS) | F & Pr) F
&l 2 11 4746927386 431538853 6.461 0.0001
# = 255 17031643802 66790760
= &t 266 21778571188

LP = 3774.928 R? =(.2180
F = 6.461) F () 255:0-00)= 2.34

®m3th RUABES KmEN2 EEn S

1. KmE RERK

MomEME ARERAA 2 HOmKe] EEFRKe ZE SUEKR 3 Bl HEUBEel K
3VA
v =Bi)

mEEA A= FEoR o AE FFL v Yerty FvlE dEhdE 5%,

EsERe] 279 BEESR H, : 8:=09 71Z(reject) =E2 A4 2 o [HmiHE
HY B reAFE OAFTEE OTHBNEZE QRTELA#KTE DEEM HKEE CHH

®E Folth

2. RE®H MmRES £H (impact) H#r

1) #AFEE9 F3
2} CZ

D WHB/HFER] 22 o, AFTE5 L0 Frbskd MmiEE B4k R4 -8 FE)

Res sy 34

(&4 -8
4] - 52533 -
A | 202
A 42398 47649 -
T | 145
3 76264 69326 371404
30 % 60 %
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@ AA3FF =} (market follower) ?l %ol =& sFEEL HWmEMEY 3715 714

=< {3 5L MmEEY

ZFAE AL ( K4 -9 FHF)
(F4-9) Besg 24

) 457946 35702 -

3 50 % 108696 84698 -

#

€ | 30% 66083 65928 371404

30 % 60 %
HEZTES

(2) TR EEY] FA

@ bzl @RIt Sle BBl Aw HWEFE] St WmEEE oML
( ®4-10 3=x)

(E4 - 10) HBREEY FTH
A1 - - 52533
4 44047 78280 -
T s 80768 98370 311587
35 % 67 %
A&
@

it el TEL MES ALk v TRAAE ZEN MAEST Uk

BmEEE 57Hekeh(

£4-11

Fzx)

(‘4 - 11 TRREEY 374
A - - 52533
3 202
3 24890 52939 15384
3 145
; 18487 56395 199056
=

35 %
+44 3Y=

67 %




3) BEERFRTES FTH

® & TREETAA BEEREETEST Solstd WMk 43 BAst(

R MERAR WY B g

-12 #=x)
(F4-12) EERERPESL] 34
Al 52533 - -
;g[ 202
45315 - -
& ’ 145
£ 86393 11593 2210
116 232
A AEAFE
@ W4 gt AGAel e BEREAEVEST S0 MhfEfe 343 24
geb( #E4 -13 FF)
{#4-13) BEREAKFEY FA
A
328463 1904 -
z2 67 %
3 96697 - -
+ 33 %
+ 78292 14016 2210
116 232
AP ARAETE

4) EEHN HKEEY 34

EREGBANAY BEY HoEE WMEMEA 24 Yoz sdgr) (

Z)

(#£4-14> EEHH HesE F34
A} - - 246824
3 67 %
| 15821 125941 99803
% 33 %
+ 19380 53617 198576

34 % 67 %

#4459
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5) #HRBRHLB F4
HHERILEL BinEME A FHHe el ( F4-15 FHz2)

(#£-15> HERLE] F4
;‘J f 24436 913987 -
;3_ ‘ 67 % 81156 113857 85732
& 33 % 52005 91011 66628
34 % 68 %
A guld &

wagn  AEEATOl CHEE HEAN

& FRiAAL CEEEY KE HEss dAstd “@Bam( BE"dx BIE =93
cd, = ARe 4% 24 F,

sEaE(LY BE = REMMEME - EXRNEE

nlo} MEAELY BE) 00l B fEEMo FHSASTE vk, 2 AP =2
st ulz ESAELY BES JehiA ek 24 B R4 & A EEaE
kY BEE 9 7199 A4 ddHd HY 2% e REv A%, ekt 8
gy 2% debiA Fske 23S AdA 2 d=b K BRelAdE olHd dHE I%
37 st “@BamEt FK e Ade Sddded, T BRE e A

 mEamE(e BE
BB EAE (operating capital)

%, BBSELERE =

g 267 fAKMES] REAE{ FHe Aol AT Ex HAHES (R4 -16) F ZoH
2 Hhle (M4 -1) 3% ek

g REAEe BES BE¥Esl] Jehy 2ols] ¥ HEXE LHEAEE KRB
oA sl BB HMKEE sttza 55F(F, %, 0, &, 7h)oR TR 45
FHe d3dAE LR

@aml R W A7t A EMmEl EMstER 55de Y ES BN o
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(F4-16> BEAEL H#M 2Hd A XX HEHE
T ¥ 0.3521
m % ® = 4.8422
” PN f& 54.0066
»® A 1} ~15.1670
skewness 0.0510
kurtosis 18.2617

gl s ( W4 -1 FHE)

T 22%): p+20<x
+(13.5%) : p+tlo<x<pe+20
Bl (68.6 %) : p-1lo<xspe+tlao
F(13.5%) : p-20<x<#~10
7t 22%) : x<p-20

T EEAEL AR 559 P4 dFEE (R4 -17) 3 2

(B4 - 17) BESBLARS SHRH XM —NE

3 49 F 3 9 A ¥ 2
+ 4R RBAZ B 2P, ALEL fC0e %
(6) |EHL: UG A SAEH) A ERETA, AYuS A g

+4.
FA@ AY R, AT, IR BRBARIW B | o a0
E AREAZYQ: FATE GRRT AR WA B gy 2p ne
FRA R : (FA) MY P A EAEAW: 4%

3 2o
o 9 B R FelABAZAW  AFAA 42

(36) Bpais) s W zel2E], W, $YA, EFHF, Y7 #4)

e SEEFA 29
A op2) : Ak, (F4) 44
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24 BEAZID: (F4) 94, 249385 4 284 29 (21)
HA ) FFFHA v A F50) : Aol F A#4 (21)
A2 s FAFF, 4FFI] A771A@2: FEE4], FUAd=} 2] 2-¢](6)
FEAAH[E) : (F9) A4, FTE5A4, deAd Ui 2 i E
Eolgd@): A5, 21344, 48, 44 A 24(5)
Auj}d(1): vl Ea} W3y §ALH): 2l EY LS Fo] ¥ FolAlE
L3} 3 M) A1) Ap]akal A 247
A Al B JE B S (30)

. 3LF-5(6)
SEFA2YM s B A, (F4 ) A2, FFYF, ZANF
A <% (16)

Watekz, TF4EF, HAFE

, , _ 034 38
AREAZY A7) AT, 1L (F4), AE01Y, S

2, A, RA47, AQAD, 494E, |20 1D
Sopish, R, 4R4E, (F4) 54, | o ord U0
’ (F4) 2eheAsh, BANE, U7, Zzzj:
) (F4) 0o, A4 o
449 (8) £ (F4) A%, FAUA, AF(FA), (F4)
27171 (22)

Aok, FHIAE, TAGA, AW, 9

A, A=A, (F4) 225, 3424, TR

A £ (2)
A, ARG, DA, QA , wep | TN
7\-]_}
oA, Ao, AL FUAAT (39
Lo 19
2l : sly, (F4)49, 2358 1 (19)
. o £e] (1)
G W T B 20 RS, AR, SFED
) _ |-4}-3496)
Zol 9 Fo|AEAZUE : GBAA, GFAA, AFAA, 4T
A}-8-4(6)
=, Az AREH
SE P
Sha(19): (54 ) W5, siedshe, W2, slale, BF7
mzaw, (F4)4F, Adaw, (Fe | OT =
4 u] £(1)
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4A0p8), 0ok g

WA : Fqstel =, GI AR, ARLZ, FTEA, 4544
FEE

MATAE): TR, AL, (F4) 4F, FUAIS

Y B4 T, 43R, eAEAA, (F4)E5

AR : GFFGAA, A 5B, 244 T

AAAA (16) : ARAL, F44, FIYLEY, 35, 22
e, A48 444, AR5, 498724,
Adar, 24A4, ohdad, 448, AYAALE
4T, f$Aa

SaA M : AHEATA, HETEY, oA, ST
(F4)5%, A2, do= L2404

et A2 2dn]

C FUAAY (26) AT UAA, AN, AR, FelaiAdAl

o, FAEA, AdAd, ANy, gATD, AL
FHEA, AAFH, (F4) ¥, ol =5y, fH}
A, AZVY, FFEAAL, (F4)4E, 334
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Gl
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Sl 9 (10) ¢ FA 4, A PoiA W, AEBAL, FEAY, AT
4, FTFA, A4F, A3, TABL, AAFTHA
u] &~

$4e40 : AVEE, TILEEF, FF0g

S 4Ee) A AE, A YA L, A, Fobsh &, A1, W4
4

FETET) AT

(6)

CEell@) s gAldd, (F4) 5, AXAN, 7R84

] (1) : | Y44} L3 FEA 2 ] F
Az 222 : HIFFAE, 424F ¥} Fg Ul

I ET EX-TAIEE = =

| Fol W FolAFA 240 : AFTERA

Behe) s A RAF (F4 ), (F4) 3%, 253}

Ak () o Ak, FRAE, FTAGE, GUHE, TAA Y,
TEFE, dHGFE

0|24 FEA ) FolE Il E

A2 s AR, $FER

2 F402) : AP 4, A44d

A2 : DA, dFSTET
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w510 KmE HEAD [RRw

BoonfUiE AHEMEE ohe 2L BRAKS AW len, ol w4 doB & Zol
A HEAE AoloF & Holnk

(1) BB4EY BE= (KEMNEM- EXEEMEME) & MmfME £Eid oA AEst
B 23€ 233 Jomw MEY FRI} 2o AT AFAYE T4 Uk

(2) W SEEthE 2AE MEe] o $% Aolek: Bl ZAstw Utk

(3) o] #EL AHoe IAAAAE BAHste Ao oA BHEEAY e <& o&Hy st
s40ld A5E nAsA X

@) EBEE 949 Wud 2k FA9E7] AEel Mkt =3 synergy BRC
g £4& oheA Xdck

(5) o 7oA &3 3l cross—-sectional data basev & IaldlA deizl A=A
B2d s s, FA-—g SR A oAl Aoz AAstn o] EHEE Aff o7 2
29 &R FEF AL AV 3

6) o] M| M HERS FEEEAMNMHLS HEBE HEMY BIBBE Md: 2H
### (multicollinearity) ol HFEZE + ooz #FF7F 21RHA FHE ¥ 5 U4

(1) o] 44 M & BAS BRe, ey Rilde]l RR#EES AMNE 3} Y= A
ojc},

(8) o] MWAlel TR ol HUEWMES MmMEM LEidl A2 FAL AT [le4
7t obd i kA TR ARl FAE TR e Aoz #AR AY FE Ao

9 of7lelA FES @R EXMY TRERE nstd A BHE AP
Agezd AX 58 AY £5 Ak

)
o

a
T

HVE K @

PLE SgpEBiEd 43 BRey R ohge MMEME FEAEEE Este LBER267
Eait ) o AT Fsld WER MTE Axshd Zych

A WA #EL 3/ Rt MEKR (MmEE, $B D BEFREEEED ) 2 £XY
AR AET + v sk HEEA BECF lotm wgles o WER AT &
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R 3 2,

A, WnEAE(LR) = BeY FR TBREE, BEEFETE, BHN HKA4E, #HHR
R, BHERRER T2 #HEA 79 %7 493 E& U olv LiBlEY HES
E8A MMEME W& (variation) £ 79 %% FHNY 5 AEE dAste Aotk KmE
f RExEos £ o MiEEc THRREE, BEN KK, HHRLE, HEREERA
MinEgAA o ger Bed BRI BaibEdc MAOEMMEY ASE & 7+ U
dubH o e KimEE} HHBLRS FKA S Aoz dAdsY 1 KH AL HER
®el Al e} o T WhEEE I EEH #EE BN PAe¥Se] 2+ Ao
Aztgich 3 WnEEe FEESOV BEe] AMs MEE/L RMEITF Aashe 34
o A& & + A=k .

B, BREEAER QA REMMS HEN-S MmEE SEgsRd Jdd49 &
AW HB\p vl HHWwes RERM(R’)7F ¥&& & + Ut 2 BhEe A=)
A2 & F ey vl RO EL BEEEHH 9L A BREY RESL #
fge e oo stz ¥ 4 ok oE 59 EEx B MRel ®Esd A=A
3t B P EREROL vl A EERmRS] ARXRe Azide RE dv A e

A, SRAEEMEE FA] RERK(R?) 7 0.22 24 Jold o] HiRle] ZEg#s AWA
o] PIEL =lxu} WEH SIS B3, vhA waid Aoz Y LBEHRRA 5
25 BHE 445l SepEusES gor Fws] vidthe 2 aMUt 39 w#
= Aoz BHHc

g gEHREclete TAE ofv Y mET HEHkY NN 4BE#4UE 9Ae
Sy A gelsid 2 olsfAke] AL oldta, old =HE AT LEMEERY  EEKE
w83 shebsbe] Rmat Bl HAL FEN BEMEE A7 A8 =Falof T FHo|rh

adels st HieA SEEREERS TSk oldd o3 KRESRLE KKE A3}
o 2678 £¥% &, %, 7, &, b2 RS wadsh( R4 -17 FAR)

a2y o] TR (HMEA) @R EBEtBHEGA EA% C LBETHRE " ( 1984 5HK)
ol %% 267 &S] MBHEREKR gAY ALE AN Frh

2]} olelqt AEMNE HEE Taslal XM AEHS o AL &
BE ¥ Aiim L EB FAY T UAEF 7l AdA = e 2 kel &
fislofof ek
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A, @EEE B2 24%A0 olZrl7bx] 4EmERe] BAEH o et

B4, EEERES AN E&E wel 2 3ol 97 A3 pEkdldE &
EBlEe] Brgodl et BN T, RE BeL Jlslodor sid BER XA AT Y
2§ e AAstd mEe R4 e #BEAslE A3} 2L MEA 2w (reporting system)
o] @esro] M asic

AR, EEENEY BRE BEdd BT TL AEEAMY BAST 4T Fo 1
thg AEFEHEM LEHIO]  feedback A1 7o RH4 AmEtt L EEES DA AT BEMY
o ZFslelok gk

Lo & @A #rRd EEHNEHEEe 2 MnEAERNLS R £3% o —Kt
ol —mmo s Agsrlole HEY RRA WEH P BEEEl4 MESC wee T
a7 Sk webd ERaKel AL K SEMNEHEAS FAT A4 T pHe
M) ek BapolAd AAZsd whyen W Tk BE - WAA drstel ¥ otk

SEE 4Eie] HH BRE AEY 4 Jt WErE 2 Y.y BARFS doze o

T3z 4E A& wiEsk
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