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Abstract: The purpose of this paper is to explore the impact of technology
development investment (information technology (IT), research and development

(R&D) and information human) on production efficiency. Through the theoretic
model inference and empirical analysis of the stochastic frontier approach, our
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results show that information human intensity positively affects the production
efficiency. This implies that the acquisition of the information human is crucial
for the future growth of the enterprise in Taiwan, and this finding can provide
some references to business decision and governance policy in enhancement of
production technology efficiency. Besides, we find that both IT and R&D
investment are positively related to the production technology efficiency. This
indicates it would be benefit to the production technology efficiency of the overall
industry if the enterprise can improve the technology development investment,
such as increase in IT investment of the electronic industry and R&D investment
of the other industry.

Keywords: IT Investment; Information Human Intensity; R&D Intensity;
Technology Efficiency; Stochastic Frontier Approach.

1. 7T

HERGEH R AL EMAH (information technology, IT) & & ## 52

% B (research and development, R&D) F & &% ' A B EREWHRL o

RBERE MIS EFFHET > SHHETAARNREC Y 1998 £2

4789 BE AT ¥hE 2001 ¢4 8,723 BE £t - MATHRREA € (2002)

(FPERBAMZEMHITEE) EHLEBET  ABEANTREAN » & 1991

F4932,857 A 22000 F3And 70392 A ARBFRBZESEANALE LR
BItbE > bl 1992 £ 45 1.78% » 3] 2001 £ H A 2.16% -

AmBLCLBAMAE  SEEAREROEZE (LOMERTE  TRAAK
BEHRERAR) BRRE B - BEHARKARBE AR BHETH
TR - MWERBMBERT 22001 ££B 45 50880 BEEAL BRA
14,171 BH A dh#h 12907 B H AL 3 R&D & B 45 % GDP #ytb % 4
% 2001 £B A% 3.09%  £E 5 2.82% 2R % 2.49% ; AFABAN B R
FAF & 0 2000 £ R A 108370 A > B E&Mey 154 - TR LEABA
I REEAAGHECENHMRBREET  REFREEHE > BARRIOE
MEZERE  RBNOCERZIZETARERNOFR?

BEZTF BRARALE MG A2ERCTHETFH - 1980
FRE 0 ERIBHETEAL BRABRNILEENRERTRAHE
B A MM 693 4E (Becchetti et al. 2003 ; Strassmann 1990) » b — 38 £ kB2
A T EAFERGEE N B (T productivity paradox) (Lucas 1999) « { #5467
¥3m) (R2) LREIT ABEAEAKHEAREE - FEARTRBBE
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BERR  HoBoAER TR ETHARRE  2002) — & RAEFTRAR
BREREENOMGTHEEABRLERR ALK MN B L AR
Z%%EAM (David 1990) - 24 - EE N E RO RFAEAM FEHER » A
%18 ¥ M 424 & (Rai Patnayakuni and Patnayakuni, 1997 ; Mitra and Chaya
1996 ; Baruaetal. 1995) ; KR UB R ARBRE > RATAHBKBREHLE
NEEBBBRAFEN REACHERESFE EHEPEEANSE Dewan
and Kraemer 2000) ; R AZEFE CTAEBE TR R LS AL EHMAZ
FF B0 4o ) FBL AT I B 4520 B A % 4 & % (Santhanam and Hartono
2003 ; Lee and Bose 2002) 3L £ » RI AL HLHRA S BANE B XL EHEL S
#77% (Data Envelopment Analysis ; DEA) RE I » B _MEHF X » B1
BAEEERLS  AIERAZRKZEHBHLRNBELLA (Shao and Lin
2002) ° gboh c AT BARAEESABBHENER HAARNIRELLENME
& (O’Donnell and Berkery 2003) » THRFAZASTHN BB EE N EH AL A
# Ef 6983 (Swierczek and Shrestha 2003) - ¢ BAHE TR R > BUFH
HERFARNARED  AARBRRIANEBERERE > CHARBETEER
IR EEREHOCEMARBRBEFTENZE S (Veiga, Floyd and Dechant
2001 ; Kambayashi and Scarbrough 2001) » # &£ FRFABLERLEE N2 H
MG TRERBRNALBERZFNERR - BETRIBATHREHE
BoRAAMERRBBANAMNKERALENMGMG mERE (D) &
2000 R A HB WA 900 AL EERMRERABAMARENYESE ¥R
FEATRGEHBEFRBEEHRX AL EGBELM?

BEAREREERBL ALREEFBABAKRET EATHMGES -
EREEHL XA THEAARBAKEXZAERETF  BEBEEEFHAR
BAHBEEE HARAALEBEMNRE REABUEZPERELHTEI %
MRAEUR—EEHFTX AL ELERBARBRAKELR - FENL K
XL K54 3% Rk (stochastic frontier approach, SFA) & #riR #H4 #% B #72
A%z A BRARE HM M AAERNOBE -

AXHBYLENNNYRED BITHRE - BRABEHBEERILTY
PNEALEEBMBENBE R FAEFEERE  BHEARETNETFEE
MACEE2Z A ZBWEE - AABRRETHARBRAKRETH N A E BN
MENBE  AXEABR—ZEAABRXERHEY > BHLETRAER
FRFEFTTEIN L RERL BRABFEHNERBE NG A EHMRL
RAFBENMAERY  WLEREETRMATHREZZABRBOLERRTER
BAKEBEGHE EHRARF T M ARGEEFHETRALFE
FOURZOEFHOEERMRE  EORABRFES - BAARNKT
MARBRABREHEER R ERAE OB > KEREFBERE
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results show that information human intensity positively affects the production
efficiency. This implies that the acquisition of the information human is crucial
for the future growth of the enterprise in Taiwan, and this finding can provide
some references to business decision and governance policy in enhancement of
production technology efficiency. Besides, we find that both IT and R&D
investment are positively related to the production technology efficiency. This
indicates it would be benefit to the production technology efficiency of the overall
industry if the enterprise can improve the technology development investment,
such as increase in IT investment of the electronic industry and R&D investment
of the other industry.
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WMERGEE R AL T RFH (information technology, IT) % & # %

% & (research and development, R&D) ¥ H#&KE ' A ZREFR VYR L -

BREBERE MIS £ EHBT > EHTRHARNBRECEH 1998 £2

4,780 B¥ £ L WiwE 2001 898723 BE L - MATHRRAAE (2002)

(FERBAMZRMITATEE) G E BT AHEANTRBZAN > & 1991

F69 32,857 A0 22000 3w 70392 A RARERBZELRNAEELE
BItbE 0 Ay 1992 F84 1.78% » 3] 2001 £ F 4 2.16% -

AMBPRECEBRBE  SHHHRERGRE (L2FHKT  TRAR
BERTRAR) BRRE B -REMABALAR  CXRAEHETH
FOHE ERBMRERT 02001 £E£R% 50880 BHEEAL B AL
14171 BE AL @34 12907 BE A M R&D &£ F 4545 GDP ahtb R R
£ 2001 £BKY 3.09%% @ £BH 2.82% BB B 2.49% ; EFHEAN TR
TAKFE > 2000 £ A 108,370 A ALME 154 « P {45 ATHR
B RFAAEGHOENHBERRT  BETRETHE " BERGOE
MEERME  RRINOCEHIBRERRTBROFE?

BEZ+F FRABRBEENMGMG A2 CHLFH 1980
FRE 1990 ERFBHEEA T BRAAFRANNLE N A ERLT A EKR
B A e 3iE (Becchetti et al. 2003 ; Strassmann 1990) » $b— 3R S5 2
B TERMFKGEE N FH ) (T productivity paradox) (Lucas 1999) « { =4 75
dw) (R2) LR IT ABEREA ERUMMEARE - F LA RERE
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EERAE B ERERERARERA » 2002) —& > BATHARK
HREREENAWMGTREFBRIERFR  @LMRN > AL THEES R
w% &AM (David 1990) - 2% > MEM TR OBRFAN T RGER » A
%18 P M 44458 (Rai Patnayakuni and Patnayakuni, 1997 ; Mitra and Chaya
1996 ; Baruaetal. 1995) ; AR UBAERBKREFE > RAHATMAKBREH LR
HEEBBBGHER RALCHERES A EHBFPRREMNE (Dewan
and Kraemer 2000) ; Sk AEHECTHREEERAMARK B AN T HEHRH A2
FRYHO o ) RA - ATE M B S8R B A E & & ¥ (Santhanam and Hartono
2003 ; Lee and Bose 2002) - 345 » Rl A R4 HA S B/AZHZ TR A& H
# % (Data Envelopment Analysis ; DEA) REHE » 8 _HEHF K » BHR
EAFEERS AT NHAZZETHE K ENBELALA (Shao and Lin
2002) c ush AN BREESOBEZHFR > BRAZDINRELZEVE
Z (O’Donnell and Berkery 2003) » EHMFAZA S HN AR EE N FRTUAHE
# #8980 % (Swierczek and Shrestha 2003) - 4 B WHE TR R » B Y
HERARKGERLER  AALRERIRAMERERR  CAARBETRE
XL ERBHEHOCEHBBFRAERENBE S (Veiga, Floyd and Dechant
2001 ; Kambayashi and Scarbrough 2001) » 3 D ¥ EMHA BB ETHAEEZ A2 H
HMGTRARTRANAERRERXRANERE - BETHELBRNETHREGE
$ORRAAWMEIERRBADNIHAZBRRLEE MGG RERE (D) &
2000 #A2 4T H B AT 900 AL EE AR ERBMAMRAB AL & &
PERTREEMZERBTHANLENBERT?

BEBREZREEZBA ALTEFTHNNRET RRTHRGES -
EEAEEHL NATHEEBARBAZEIRBBRTF ELHEZEEAE
BBELE BARAAEMENRE  BABKXESER RGBS % -
MAERN—BEOFTR > BINFLEALE ABATWARAEAELR - FENL - K
X ¥R B KA % Rk (stochastic frontier approach, SFA) & R AL B HH A
ARz A EBRANRELMOMARERNBE -

AXHBHBEFNNHRED BRITHE - BRABEHBRBRKBEY
PNEALEEBRMBENLE - FSEFEFEERF > BHAREARETFEE
RACELEZ L EARMHE - AAEBRRETHEALBERABRETH N4 E HH
MEWBE  AXEABR—EELBABNRZERHELY » BHEHA RO
ERERITEEIN - LE2LERA ERABFEHNBBE AL EHMEK
REAFIRENMBES  LERZERASTHREBBEAZRELCLEARRTE R
BAERABBEOMHE  THRAEBA ThoMB 5892250 ETRALE
FoURZOEEBOLERMRE  EMRABRFRSD - TARAMARNHKTE
HARBEROREFULEEAE MK ELFLT NN KL RERZERE
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BLAEE—FTHRF > BB ERETLEHEAHAFAEET RESETE
EUHNARBERABRE BHNCEERE L L AR R CAHMBIH-

AXE - RERHABRBEREREH NN L EMEZARBREY > F= MR
HEMEREZTEEA Fu S HEH LR Ao SHRAFRES -
BHA B RES

2. EimgHR

AHBRPAREEHABRETRBEH D NLEA R EZTHBEA > UA
PHEXZEEENEA -

Bz EH REERF] A EEF] (P) B XIEBIHP (S) o A3 Y48 e
B (V)AL =3RPI89 M B A ey mél » TET B

Y=Y, +¥, ()

MR EERAGEEFBRAFTERA (K58 (L) BEXEA (Z)' @™
58 (L) XTEAFERAR (NMIS) BERAER (MS)- &M
PR (neutral) #AHF% 3B > B 4 & & # A Cobb-Douglas & &' :

Y, = AINMIS)*K*?Z7 = A(L - MIS)*K*Z" ()
Y, = M(MIS)* K*Z" (3)
L = NMIS + MIS 4

HEf 4 82 M REABHERZSB BERELS 23 O ERL RN 3 0
(RD#IT) %% > A EHBARET  MERMOHE  LBIEPIHRKTE
R (M) ¢&EHEK L2AKBAE a0 f B 7y #HRERETA (K)~
B (L) BEEXER (Z) 4mmERE (>0 >0 y>0) AR AHK
W 5H(A1>0)

M = exp[—Ax] = exp[-A(RD + IT)] (5)

'AXEHHAILA Cobb-Douglas £ & R # 2 B > BN AL EAREFEEBEHELR
RRARZOERE 4 Rlog A FREER AN BT BHZIRAABRREERME)K
& & — AR X BK A 3% A ()4 Banker et al. 2003 ; Bishop and Brand 2003) °

R B AT R S R 0 38 ol 2 (Bl ko B IS MRS 5 AT AR ) sh— 1 ik do
Bl BR b 2 & 45 $c 7 86 2 05 BT 97 3L B 69 % A(35 & Chirinko and Schaller 1995, Hung 2003) °
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BFIE TR RTRARR » SBFXEEIRPIE XL I8 H KRB
A
—=1 6
VAR | (6)

HEd ghkbddy-
BN EE AR LSRN EEMETH

1

a-1(] _
s = AL~ MIS) -
MZ——l
FAKX (1) a2k 7)) 2B NHE GFRAWE) TH/
InY = o ln NMIS +Bln K +y1InZ — Ad(RD + IT)
& MB, % M RD+ IT)] (8)
l-a L l-a L

B EREXTh I AR EERT 2B FEETRAR (NMIS) B4
(KYLB¥ER (Z) h B h 2284 (RDRIT)  R# (Ind) &

%mkﬁ%&(%?)%&ﬂ&%ﬁﬁ@%%%@°

HEASERBRAUGBRBERE - X B) TRTFR

InY =alnNMIS +BInK +yInZ -I'(Tech)+v; v~N(O,0'2v) 9)
% b Tech RABMFRKE » G4HH (RDAIT) AR (Ind) RFRAR

%E(—Afzﬁ) 2N BAHRET -

BRIPILEBEBRMAAR RSB AL EZRPERWBEE - F 2L E
BHRE  RABWAKFAORNEREL [TTech)=0] RIFERAER
(NMIS)~ B& (K) BEXER (Z) AXBKMMREAHHANTHRIE -
B 9) TH#

E[InY|ln NMIS =In NMIS,InK = InK,InZ = InZ;T(Tech) = 0]
~ E[InY|In NMIS = In NMIS,InK =InK,InZ = InZ;I"(Tech) > 0] > 0 (10)
BHAER  RCHRERET > R AR Z AR B ERNEERTREZ
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BB A EBEAREAB S -
b EH TR RERERGAMEE[(In))T %

[InY]¥ =aInNMIS + fInK +yInZ +v; v~N(0,0%) (1)
X @ T RICAHEREMAWFBERFANEMARENER - B
InY =[InY]¥ —u(Tech,w) (12)

¥ Tech BHIFEMSH N E > wh—HMBRE -

3. st EHY

HZPHARAERERBATRABREAARBEHETLEL R
PBE-ELF HRBEAZEELRSL  BEERMAE HAREBRAERABZ
BRE AEBRGAUNIAEENLEBE Y EABRARBRELRZES
KA XA R 3 2 53 #  (technical efficiency) R&EE 4L E XK F -
M 4% 3% R0k % Aigner, Lovell and Schmidt (1977) $2.& Meeusen and van den
Broeck (1977) Ai#Rd - #i X4 F *

In(y,)=x,B+v, —-u, ,i=1,2,..,N. (13)

KFPny)AEBiIAHREAEHR x B K+) FwE - F—AEA1 &
BABRY 1 A K BEHANEZREAHE  B=(B,,B,,...B) & K+1) 778
ARG w20 RFEE I ARERR > RM 11.d.N0,62) >
BPIEEFFRAE v A BHEMBREE  BRMK LLANO62) 5 v,y B s
Mo BREH/AGEx  BH I IHBFLETUERL BB I HTRES
EERAE NS

y,
' exp B1v) exp(—4;) (14)
# A & A% (maximum-likelihood method) T sA4E3H48 B 2% B >
ot(o}=0"+0}) C(C=0"/0}) #—FTRRAEH A | 2EHMHE
WA 3 (Battese and Coelli 1988) :
1-®(c, +Ce,/c,)
1-®(Ce,/c )

Elexp(-u,)| e,]= exp(Ce, + 62 /2). (15)
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¥ 0,=CA-C)07 i e =In(y)-xB=v,~u,  OC) AL EHASH

Byl C=o’/o? ; ol=0"+0! °

H#H % B E (B4 Pitt and Lee1981; and Kalirajan 1981) 4& 78 38|
BB RS BB R ARBBYY  RUREARESEETRES
BEGH (Pl CHEHR BB BERILER) BTE_BEGE
Bod o CEBRBEMELEN—BERE - AT AL BRGINFE
PHPMBGEE A BEATAKELRY  AHEUREBRABLE
AN EREE AT AR BRRRBRAREELR P S %
B ORERA SR aB GBI RAE  FHRAKERRLRE G
B o

Kumbhakar, Ghosh and McGuchin (1991) A A& Reifschneider and
Stevenson (1991) X 2| LR —B&FA > LEHRHE—BEAFE > T
R A ELRALBER IS - AR —BE T &
£ A Cobb-Douglas i R4 Z RBREFIETH > FHOBEX TR T !

. 4
lny,=Bo+Zlenxﬂ+v,—u, ' (16)

=
X¥

i REABIEAF > i=12,.,N ;

Yoot REAMAEE AP ERABBERGERAA (Y BB T )
x1 C BEBA AEBRABAR (NMIS : ERLAA);

x2 P BARABAATMEERETE AFE LN BE  BESBRHBEE (K
BEmAETFR);

X BEBRBA ASEER RRETXE (Z:EmBhFR);

i BT REEARE  viRE T ESENO6E) ’.E.viiﬁéui#aiﬁi ou B
—EIEE RG>0 ETERBIARERR > DEBRREBEMRY
BB Nm;,02) » AP F4Em 2H% ¢

m =6, +6,L + RD)+ &1, In() 1+ [(RD, + D) ] (17)

‘miRBGEREBERRRNEEHRO6ZXE)) -
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%%
i : 4{%%iiﬁi% ’ i=192=--'9N ;
RD B EREE  AUEEAEE AR Y R NFE

IT AN ENHARBRETEE  AEBRER Y - RBEERXE -4
BERIE MUERINKRER X EwBEmEE » RS TR ANFE

MIS TERABTE  GUBEERIFFIABHERUBE TAR
L

Ind  CAEXRBRD BRRACEZIPHETARE RAHR O FAHEHE
#(Bhtr);

BAIAVER B XA — @R (frontier) BX> B AKX (16) F u B —18
FEANBBREE  ATREFRERKERR - AR T » FRBHRGBK
BREAHKX (17 AFTRBHERAHNBEREXIE BRABEE HIBHEEF
B RELERBRITREBERFTRMEENGEE - A A Battese
and Coelli (1995) 44 X, #2142 X, FRONTIER 4.1 > A% KMt X 46 3 ik B 55 4% o
X (16) X (17) BHRERBE K9 E S8 -

HMAMBER . BhK O Th: 2w EL%FERALR
(NMIS)~ B4 (K) REBXER (2) BT - MBMABELRNE - A
%3N A B4 (ITRRD) FRARBE (MIS/L) RAGRBK (4) W%
# o BRARMFREETFOENBERR > RNBK (17) TSR
HFER E—FHt TR

mi=5m+&aﬂ)+5ARDJ+6Jé%§)+@IMAL (18)

AEHHBEREZRLT  BRBLENESROBE AR MWEENES
BHE > TRASERNSBIRGERA - EASEF T RTREAFS
BAZIFBERABAE > BEARBANZPFHERETE  REEFAN B
HHELERNRBRLABEETE ERAHRBE TRABETEARGEAM
Koo R ABEFEGUBBEAEEARASE EUNTER  TRHREES
PNEAERHBREFTE  HABEAXH RBERLL - HBEERLE -
UEIGER X EwE e > BRUSSEURNSEE ERABEE » AUER
FAHPIABHERUAEIAHR  MOERB RN AULEZ BT
EREREH EAHEREHE -

FHEAMEBRE I DN EN  BATARNERABEZEN Bk
ERENNERARBEIHOTHEEEE - B2 2 XRASHAMER
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o ERARESRE@MRIAE Mt BRNRFAKRTRENREEL— 7 X
BEHRBMRECETREN 0 £METIAREER LT RTEFAL 5
FUHBRBARXCETAHBZBREMABARABEAL » AARIERMALEKE
XHEZERRRAHBERG W EXAERE -FEAABREILETHAY
HEMN EERESHERENRAE (TE) THE -

BTHRBE NALBERESTIRMELT A ARRRZERANE () B
NEERBMEERTREMPALEL "RELEEANTAEE B RS ER
#£ETop900 K 24%:Q2) ARBAANTAERATEEHENEETNE ()
HAERE RREXTERT % B RMARAEHAZN -

4. & H

EARAFF ARAXFTERA PARAMRMEENKE G 84T
MTOTH - 2% BRETERVHLEHERUEE -

4.1 L HTE

PR HOEM AT F TR 1 AT AR TAMmBES 1,867,384
T RAME 75,996,839 F 7L > &oMEA 8,103 F 7T o MR FHER
A% 6023307 F 70> Mk k1A% 148,285,699 F 5t &I ME & 44,363 F 7t -
HAGTFHEEETA A 630,331 T MAKMA 13,253,122 F 74+ KAME
% 40328 T RAMFHETEBEA 15726830 T4 MRKEHR
251,197,596 F 7t » &/ME A 661,753 F74 o AMEHFEERAAR S 1,092
Ao BRERH 17575 A AP RDES S8 AN FHAEBERERR
0.0176 » A 00067 > ERAEBAEN - AN PFHEARBKTELR
% 0.0044 > 4z A 0.0014 > ERABEFEN - MBERGPFHERARER
2% 0.0194 5 Fargs 00125 L 2ZRAERGEN -

: 1 HESHLGERSKHE
Variables Mean Median Max. Min. Std. Dev.

AR 1A 1,867,384 673,716 75,996,839 8,103 6,199,763
FEMAER 1,092 546 17,575 58 1,758
BEHEE ' 6,023,307 1,770,413 148,285,699 44,363 16,200,471

BEER 630,331 302,271 13,253,122 40,328 1,211,527
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HREREE 0.0176 0.0067 0.2775 0.0000 0.0287
THREFE 0.0044 0.0014 0.1556 0.0000 0.0120
ERAREER 0.0194 0.0125 0.3036 0.0001 0.0263
AL 15,726,830 6,337,795 251,197,596 661,753 31,514,820

I RBA - BREE BEER VAABEGHZERLETA FERABEMAA
AEBEBE - ERAHARETTE FTRABTELYHALERME -

42 KEER

421 MMERLE IHARKBERR AT —EHRR

Hh RMEITR 2 HETHLERM - X (16) ZHEHREF4E R B
RE > AHEEBEA - -BRETFELEIRFENETFEENRHER I
ERABBRAGLEEBH AL EERAMNAEABNMBEEALT  RERBAN

A EBMERREE -

k2 BHRERLEERABERHEZRZAEH—K (16) £ (17)

$ 8 SEEA EWMETE R 2 ¥

% #R 4.020%** 2.719%%* 4.313%%*
(7.37) (4.19) 4.61)

eI 0.309%** 0.361%%* 0.193%*x*
(5.11) (4.03) (2.33)

FABA -0.009 0.062 0.025
(-0.23) (0.99) 0.37)

BEEREN 0.655%** 0.656%** 0.646%*x
(11.99) (10.34) (7.29)

e

RGBT EERA

HREER -0.011 2.68 -0.037
(-0.01) (1.33) (-0.03)
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ERARERE*CER

B -1.756%** -5.30%%% -1.904*
(-2.55) (-2.65) (-1.74)

ERAREECRE

BEFErEAHAREL

TEE) -0.003 . -0.009 -0.001
(-0.01) (-0.01) (-0.01)

Sigma-squared 1.538%%** 1.545%** 1.809%**

Gamma 0.913%%* 0.947%*x 10,9124+

Log-likelihood 293.26 -96.27 -179.17

LR test 91.49%%% 59.50%** 49.46***

B AR 268 115 153

BIEREA (e

ﬁ%ﬁ(n)z&m$ﬂ$ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ&% BES
MEFERLCEENFZRED
EHRMEF %%ié&m&ééi%%@

*#ﬁ';ﬁ;ﬂ'b"‘ 5&/ Z °

£3 MMERLE BB R ERR 2 —

#* , k& ik 0=0.01,0.050.1BEKE .

MEmEE K
BEHNMEBZE BRABETERNIAM

AREERER > BERNABRFE
PN RBELZREERARLER N EFLEABEZOEAMNG - Rf o FEH
BT ERABEERAAEHRKT
éﬁ%ﬁ%’—‘ BTHARALATAABEEEAEEENREHR > RABTMAE

BEREEAMNREENRIAERAMER  TREFERTAHNBREFEHLE
&m&%ﬁﬁ&%ﬁ% EAEEFHEMMGYLE  &&MARK (18) &~

ERMR (89 F)

ZRANER > HHEEHK R EHE

X (16) & (18)

#H SR THEFE EuwEk ¥

MR A E IR ‘

¥ #R 3.697%*x* 2.715%%* 4.191%%*
(8.03) (4.76) (5.66)

B e 0.262%%* 0.230%** 0.199%**
(4.50) (2.68) (2.55)
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BRI 0.027 0.104* 0.065
(0.69) (1.88) (1.25)
FEERAHBA 0.656%** 0.669%** 0.599%**
(13.02) (11.28) (10.09)
RacdEmcR T
HBEEREEE 5.179%%* 56.112% -6.243%
(3.95) (1.85) (-1.69)
ERHBEREEE -4,020%%* -6.707* 1.365
(-2.97) (-1.75) (1.08)
EMABEE -31.278%%* -23.660* -23.681*
| (-6.03) (-1.84) (-1.78)
D ERM -1.068%** -1.508** -1.678%*
(-12.16) (-2.13) (-2.07)
Sigma-squared 12.61%** 11.45%%%* 21.38%*x*
Gamma 0.988%#* 0.990%** 0.992%%*
Log-likelihood 286.95 -96.22 -175.63
LR test 104.11%%* 59.59%*% 56.55%*
AR 268 115 153

IR EA o PR % KRR 0=0.01,0.05,0.1 BAEKE -

EHHEMNT AR 3 REBHARE  FERABRBRANLERNE
REEEANEARBMBEAL  HEARANLABRMRRES » —
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ABERR  ABATAHBREIBLELR  TRETRARFRIAE
R BRENNECEEABENAEOEAN ) RRUHEARE ERBRE
EABE - @ Cobb-Douglas 4 & ZIHM-FTHRBRBANIGAEEER
24 MARSEREERBERKERRZ AN —X (16) £ (18)

BEHR (90 #)

By IS LY ENTTE EVN S
% $8 4.854% %% 4.369%%% 5.056%**
, (9.63) (5.46) (8.89)
BEEA 0.321 %%+ 0.246%* 0.315%%*
(5.41) (2.06) (4.13)
BFAREA 0,101 %% -0.058 -0.054
’ (-2.45) (-0.75) (-1.07)
BERREAN 0.673%*+ 0.705*** 0.603 ***
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3
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‘ (-2.02) (-1.65) " (-0.87)
Sigma-squared 30.27** 36.60* 42,71
Gamma 0.995%%% 0.996%** 0.997**x
Log-likelihood -334.52 -144.33 -187.57
LR test , 127.89%%* 54.65%%* 76.10%%*
AR 268 115 153
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sy
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MR EERORFRAARTRK) FHLREXFTA(Z) M5H
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Y, = M(MISY*K*Z" (A3)
L = NMIS + MIS (A4)
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H P M =exp[-Ax] = exp[-A(RD + IT)]
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