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Abstract

This study mainly discusses and examines the strategic groups and competitive
advantages of the smart grid industry combined with the cloud computing technology.
We try to construct the different competitive advantages among the competing groups
in this boundary basically with the financial ratios and the decomposition of the Du
Pont Formula. It is our key objectives that each entrepreneur type may enlarge its
competitive advantages or may improve its disadvantages-and then it yields a better
and sparkling operating performance from those resource configurations observed
from different groups of enterprises.

In this study, we demonstrate and figure out that the main resource configuration
in the smart grid industry combined-with the cloud computing technology consists of
the following capabilities: knowledge management, supplier relationship management,
assets management and client relationship management, and these capabilities above
separate the companies into three groups inclusive of knowledge-leading group,
asset-managing group and relation-prevailing group. We conclude that the
relation-prevailing group and asset-management group reveal better financial
performances but the knowledge-leading group does not perform well in finance but
reveal best in market-based value, which means only the entrepreneur integrating the
upward and downward supply chains and the good management of assets will it create
excellent financial performances. In the field of the high-tech, knowledge
management ability is important. However, life cycle in technology is short and with
the ambiguity of the boundaries in industries, if the company focuses merely on R&D
will end up encountering more challenges improving financial performance.

Keywords : Competitive advantage ~ Strategic Group ~ Smart Grid ~ Cloud Computing -
The Du Pont Formula
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# A & T_i= 5 Consumer Cloud Computing > # & Yahoo! Live ~ Yahoo! oneConnect ~
NewsGlobe » % %t} 2t 4 pPRA% o @ T ¥ ;N B 220 Yahoo Application Platform » p] ¥ 3% &
B s R T AR T o oo

P At 2010 220 RN TEAAEHFE %, 742 2014 &7 & p 4
» 1009 A o A B AAER T 52 PRI el IR 2 PR ¢ ED
:},:?‘}’C‘:u‘;}f‘ggﬁéx%l\;%o

—-\

265 FEL R EIHBEPH
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i
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¥R Ay
3LFEY A

o R B2 B DT M B g F IR ehe kg LR 34 (Priem and
Butler, 2001a; 2001b) » # v g4 Bk iBA doPorters ke AAFH LRV 2 BP0

FRG L ARG RO FF RS BRRE P R AR BR A REF
ﬁ%%ﬁo%m% FIRMGEY AP FAREREZEY o d 0P B EE
o ¥y J%ﬁd M Az LRV Nz gm g 4 Ry B 5L LR FamE
FRRE T - i Al £ EF e A KL WM BE G LS g L IR
BT 0 F oA his S ) H B s iE sk L (R4 (Powell, 2001; 2002; 2003) -

; _\’

Tang and Liou (2010) % 7+ % S 8% ¢ ¥ enre ki
Wibe—- B FEES ﬁi’* Forann LpE o pldaih ﬁ#i’ﬁ LUNES R M S 1 php TR
B HiEm B id o £ A BRORSE TEMTAFIEERLY B AR
ozl BT % B "f EEE iu)iz— 7Rl & F 4 o (strategy-resource
configuration-performance) e %] % 4& > » T‘iﬁ_imﬁ B LEETREATERE

Howo @ 2id L BHRIRPILEFH 40

HHE L RR R BpE &

Wi

PEEE I SR SRR R R P i iﬁﬁﬁﬁ
R AR HS 5 ﬁii#bﬁ‘é'ﬁf AR AP ErT NS EEFC SR IR L
R TR ) o 1 R ("51‘-"? Er [ A ER)E TR 2 mFa@ R F #Lei
& FEATEF WY r&%% vt d g %(iiﬁ’/)iﬁ#ﬁ-‘?\' Fl(FE Bg) 0 N rﬁr}b
Grant(2008) *7 - |'Backward-looklng performance measures ;| - £ F + > 3F 5 4 R ApE
S FIH R RRTG P FRRTERERARE ST Y Lt o 5 EF JI¥ iz
%7‘5 v A Fﬁﬁﬁ‘?ﬁmf@*; FR U3 R R EF P AERE ToFL S'-’#f%'%d
WA AE T Y S PRTH A REE AT R LB T
BeELa 3 o Hacklng(1982)£ Cartwright(1983) % ~ w3 & T %% g 2 T3 ¥ it it ¥
Hhmyg REATBEFTFVRRZLERRAHE ST 0 2 FR- EPFEG T ED
HF R e g oo

A&7 3 Fhd Standard & Poor Compustat # = @ 474 T3t Rig AR £ 3 chig g 1 i f7
%ﬁ\lé“?ﬁ%ﬂllna‘io;‘dj&l’L: T‘?\JL:F‘? /r.fhm’]‘&gz\m’ﬁ~£%ﬂg%iﬂ% '/?Tﬂl}; 4_7;
PR RpRpEL fEFTRIEE S HG 2 FTRESHES TFRED - FKEF
i ].F'ua‘m m*%‘i @%ﬁ o T AT Y ;ﬁd OO0 P AT NP ARER & o 5‘"@ ﬁ’ié% 2R
'
4

EENENZ it 5o g iﬁ“@ém@ﬁmrﬁﬂ?ﬂ FAFRZ-E-HARY
LA T BRI RARE AR S 2 g on 1% cHBHF AT T LF
AFES LEFFZPNEFTRE A TL LDt 2 AR FF o DREFL AL
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EHL BRI ERR BEE L LR PR RFR NEY Rk o

& Ep4arox
(% REHGER))

1 20E & 5N
(Du Pont Identity)
NOPLAT NOPLAT S

FociifE | ROIC= - x S
R IC S IC

—~
wg
(&
v
A
Ly
~
=
-
—t
i
W
~—

&3 FRiED
(= B 5 )

A 4
e RS
(Rvs R (A F)))

_ Y
;}» ‘1«( ﬁ\

mz Fi’}!‘{"\i“'

32F % RETR

AR A L G PR TS PR LS WM IR TR 23 & F hox
A BMIEE KR APM D2 7 AR AeB B SRR E Y R F A S AT fR
A*ﬂi*%*ﬁ}1»§+?%EGM&mﬂ-ﬁﬁ/gk F /0T AR BT AL @ g
% )(Custro and Chousa, 2006 ; Courtis, 1978) ;@ Grant(2008)4, B 2R N e A
WP AE PR FATR(M A R LV LRI KRS e
e~ ALFT AR RS ”’\*‘f*@%‘?"i%ﬁ S 'ﬁ’%‘“-&i’ 554 ; Tang and Liou(2010) = 45 2
BEE R N R 28 £ iy By B (MR BeR R EE S e T
% g% %) o 4477 4% (Tang and Liou, 2010) 4t 2845 % 5t ;}frﬁ;—% x4 Pf‘?ﬁ’iﬁﬁi-&r'
T o H ¢ @ F 5 (NOPM, net operating profit margin) » ¥ =€ & ¥ ¥k m]ﬁo #Fr Do
<5 F A% 4 5 (capital turnover) - RIF §FE FORITAE & F eh [ty
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Noré-AT NOF;LAT S _ NOPM xCapital Turnover (A1)

ROIC =

(A1)5* ¥ 7 NOPLAT= EBITx(1- Tax rate) » & NOPLAT i 2 4t 718 figd f 15 2 i
FEE ICEHR N FTA)=(ALFT 4+ B F2)-mLJF > & EBIT s L3
1 > taxrate €4 > S L4 83

i)

£ fi- R E EAFRNFE RS 0 Apieo H A JRB K T (NOPM)S T 4 % 46 3

(Capital Turnover)(Koller, Goedhart ,and Wessels, 2005) 4= :

RoIC = NOPLAT S _ (S—CGS-Adv-R&D-Dep-SG&A-Ta)/S
S IC (FA+ AR + Inv— AP +Cash) /S

He 5 CGS= # ¥4 AdVE B4 %% {R&D= #5 & * ;Dep= 374 ; SGRA
= #4437 FA= BRFAARS RICES IV 5§ AP RHIES - &Mk
FR N E R RN & il Bow LS SRR SN S S TINEE A LS 5

1A 4 e’ % (Porter,1991) ¢

e
T
P
(\x
=
ow
2
EY} <
=t
o
>

A&7 7 51 % Tang and Liou(2010) M1zt p4 73 - 5 iR dpH &7 &
it A H A DR S RE A
N L ECR R TSEE S S SRS S R

2. WRBMAGIE H R EF  RAEEY S A R R §

B A B HH R G B F I H R R R S

4 ARFAFRpHEZ B e ML B ITER Y GHLEF I CAITAYHS
;,.é#m.r %ﬂ.lé’ﬁ %/}_%F[,L::

T4 M R

r

L RftE S E L e Y AR A A

rs o
2. R4 M FEFE S H AR L AT AFR AHEB LA - o

@@@w%ﬁﬁfﬁ'



E%ﬁﬁ*%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%,ﬁggwgﬁ @ 2 & TERE % o

2. J R R K }{%,—“15 BN AT f LB ERT Y E R
MR L P T ERERSEY T £ o

3. 4y = Aibg %‘T‘/i%?”%"i FE A RARK S LT f E s A AR E LA
R AR AgE RAEFEA PR ERF AR

o L R

LAETHEREe Y GH LS ER R FRF 27 ERERFTA
E R ATFE 1 (F o

2. FAR Y RM LS FHD Y ARYEF Y PFR ALY SR
WO AT RRE 4 R

L ARFAY#S: ALFAFEILE A7 £ F T ARF Achil 4 it -
2. IR M R E FELER > BEXRE E R TR LR
b BRAR R o T AR R R TR L AR AT 4

3. ¥ EArE b A Bt § FARF i R S R R R g o e Bt
FhB MBE L FEF AL RT E(F‘]‘mﬁ%@"#‘ ¥ o om M IR L ”}5 o

33FH KM AR

FETRALGF RS R FET PR eI g AR 7 A LA T 2T
A EEL NI kR S TRk ARy i * Standard & Poor Compustat FRLE B ik i
A ¥ 75 (SIC Code) #-F 3414 (SIC: 357, 367) ~ i 2 4L H(SIC: 366) ~ #x 1 2 $£(SIC: 733)
I’évié WAFTERKRR a2 PETS JRAEFLFTFFOLIRRFL a5 JHEFTO T

AESRELAZE DI Mt ez iU g e F R EELs e EN R ATED
P hg ¥ (%75 (SIC Code)z 4 > #-% & SYS-CON’s Cloud Computing Journal®*: 2009 &
102 29 p #rE i enZ =48 5 & £ ¢ 52 N 4L Mg >3k 150 g ¥ & Standard & Poor
Compustat FALE » #7jH2 & ¥ 5% > Fi24ed 1:

2 SYS-CON" s Cloud Computing Journal €£.¢ SYS-CON Media #TAI3% » #* 2 & L epaflf ) 2 foeiks 7
AEV B ORL A RRAHRELE TIHOE RAALIRE
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21 EAPH

FETRALEAE SREXPHALAR Mg A ¥ kit
3570,3571,3572,3575,35 ) .
. 357 Computer and Office Equipment
iy 76,3577,3578,3579
s Electronic Components and
Pt 367 N.A ] P
Accessories
L3 366 N.A C ication Equi t
. ommunication Equipmen
o quip
Computer Programming, Data
b i} 7370,7371,7372,7373,73 P . g g
_ 737 Processing, And Other Computer
FH 74,7377

Related Services

TR kR © S&P Compustat 2 »# 2

AFPTRMNFETR? FRSE 2T L FH2 4 ¥ 545 (SIC Code) & s 47
(357,737 % 1) -7 ¥ F 5 & =~ 2004~2009 & > 12 833 ?’\;Tﬁ PR A Ry o P
(4999 LER)EFL R o o 2008 F g fbis b & EEA ;wh g iE

$ﬁﬁ@?ﬂ’*%@J2W9&£K+HF$°W%’”ﬁ—?ﬁﬁfmiJW
£ F 7 FlEp AL B A DI AR PR TR o 1 - 2008 # pA AR R 0 A
150 PR Y M A R B E D B FRPEE AR E DD P A R DR F

Y.
=

1. S&P Compustat FALE ¥ v 2 & PAGRFLPAcFIF R ¥ W A AEFH T 47
%5”? oA gR R LA P (missing data)

FAL? B4 & o AT P12 5 708 72 7 kE ) -
3.;$Mﬁﬁﬂmom ROE %7 7] ») 5t B > A1 f = BRI L enfp
AR > 3 PR (R 17 R B pE 2 PR A2 1 R FIT 108 TP -

4L AT R

ARTTIRELR S BINA 0 F AP FA A ] TS 0 AR e R
Bor IR AFTHEATR ST o BEFN T FIF AP TEER D afEs 0 2 K-means T 2bpy
%i%ﬁﬁﬁéjiﬂ%ﬁ’ﬁ”&W”ﬁ% EFFEA DGR LTRY R EHT R
P12 R EE? O FEFErce UT E T AR
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A B At 1R

v
F & A AT
(P41 1)

PPE A 3t A AT

L T

W3 TN

34.1 Fl4 A ¥4

FlF A ¢ § 0 IR 2 B (S G )aptir ) B R poend Rt il A
X ¥l ig ,;}'qwﬁ g\f}:i,;pﬁwﬂx B :‘K.\’F.j—‘m o T - ﬁ# [FAR P & NP A F
FEAET 2 - c FF AP ARPLLHREF)Z AWM EFRLFZ LT  HREF F R

CRIEESE SRR UL = B SR T R PR ST E SR R
EOFEALRE AN RGE BT RARE T A ML o T TR g

AFTAL Y 2P MBREREA L EFOTREL AL AF LR XA
Wi REFHFREFE A4 - a3 ’/!Kﬁ’»;?”'ﬂ'% g iRk HF R L GF
AR A EAFPAE T AFFEE T ARE FEL F R0 2 FE R
Frogfe-HHFFEFERH A F L 21233 B 0 LR 5 L2
(Orthogonal Rotation) £ 4L % i $h;2 (Oblique Rotation)® & -

EEREMEY  FIZETFZERG M v H AN S 0 A HEMZE > AT
FlZEFZRFRL 3 ZRERDHY > TFFZMTF DL E72E000R 0 7 2 2
P BRI FIZRRENTAT ¢ EH > BERE AL - BRI R kE L8 T FlF hs
o R A AP 0 FINMAF YRR Y E @M PIF R S LR AR

'SH

BAEFFE A YTanE & Rtk TF 0 2 KMO £ Bartleet’s k484 3 > F 5 5 ¥
*om A E A& 0 KMO &g 7 # P - KMO E_Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin = % i§ § 12 & #ic
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% KMO &g« & 1 R hE B 7R § 70 g & &7 F %~ 171395 Kaiser(1974)
L o ek KMO B/ 305 » 7 i FFZ A 47 o

342 BEA

FrLEFFFAFL Y FEAT2 0D J R L300 Yz e
(Distance) P& 2¢ 4 & 45 3+ & (Double count) = m #3k f 3 % % % Fl4= & (Green, Frank and
Robinson, 1967) ° f_a‘;nﬁa ST Y ¢ 0 B34 7 (Cluster analysis) £ # 4 i@ * kit {74
HhAGFALIE - HIARhp DERPFEFAPRE I A d Fop dp R R S - FF
ER T SO %if—é\%fr;zfrﬁhr R EELPTZ AN EESITZ S ARNBR
;;.,g_; | BaEu 2 -{W;#qﬁzhﬁﬁgmgv’rig;s\ HORRMFREFEA - BFEL L

FER N EEA 72 SN BRREE SEBEL - DR - Ao

LpE R N BT ¢ o 1 K3 s (K-means) s & L > K35z & F § 5 42
K i# %*ﬁ%éﬁmﬁ+%ﬁa$ﬁﬁ%@ﬁ%%ﬁw’ﬁ&?ﬂ%%*&%éﬁ;
PnEE KA P EOBET BN EHY vl Ry RAKE IR LGSR
Agamz;,mwvw PR KBEE2HRAEA 10 FREIREFS 2
(Miller and Roth,1994) £ % i Cubic Clustering Criterion(3C i ){- Pseudo F i& % i (7%
e %7(Milligan and Cooper,1985) -

Green, Frank and Rohinson (1967) & 7 ezl il R4 ché g s s > L1 * Tl &
TR FRDFZ AR L BRFREFAT - FIN AL ALRFZ AR BFEL R
BEASY o n BEAT RN ME- FERLERSN R LY PR EHET S
BEAE % Gt BB iR Al R Blenbl A Y o B2 A e I ah B (Hair,
Anderson, Tatham, and Black,1992) -

343 % W& #7

% | & 47 (Discriminant analysis » » L& 2| %] A 45 ~ F] A 47) ¥ AR F KGR T REH
S AE e FEAATH Y BaefEa - R LR ANRFEER LR P DR E - v
F(EH R R HA)PR L > - BLreRFA LA s TRRALEL A B
TFEft o F BB A BN AR P ERTBERF T 7 PRt R
WA AT o B W AT (- BAL S TERIRIR) AR RTR > A k(- B AR
RIS EFTH AR FUA T ARAEEA LR LS AHBLS
LERT -

18



3.4.4 BB &

% £ #c4 7 (Analysis of Variance) ij ftANOVAE_* ke = = B & = B b 3 34
e ﬂxi‘i’aﬁxfﬁg;ﬂl &«E%M v » FLFshiE o ANOVALS H7 2 Figdeo s < T8 F » £ o1
B3ty - Tk &

BMELZL > RINEYNS w2z Behz & P g 8 o0 Flpt
Mx?*g— ‘}b*g—f”ixtﬁ/’v\’ﬁ"’milb“‘ﬁ'&/’v\’ﬁm_’ PEIE

EoHrE R (Tukey)® 2 7
Z(Scheffe)= fa 2@ § & 2 A 7 4p 3 2 BB (747 et ﬁnp:k A ¢ * Scheffe;# fix i o
T ﬁ_fgp Fodrfs o I R R AT AT R EH ﬁ_;,t)x ?\j\ﬁﬁwi‘
(ROIC) LR F RS (ROE) 2 # B @ (Market valug)shZ £ - 5 I f E R e
B el »c s & @Zﬁl‘ °
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FrE P RE

4.1 st pE st o e

27]112004~2009# B e B M isdp e~ £ L3951 B~ ] B~ A X TIHE
1‘%‘-%& ~ i ik (skewness) ¥z # B (kurtosis) » — 4k m 7 o AR F ke fy ik A ek B kAT e
Beefe Rk E R %ﬁiﬁ:/gﬁaﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁfﬁiﬁﬁawhm{m; BRI oo Bk A 5AT
ETRAFERE 2@ g ffangFp

~;F

Lo 3 A 3REY 5 (ROIC) 5 -51.2% » &% 1 2004~2009 & > k47 £ 7
@ﬁr%‘ﬁmﬁfﬁ” FERE VR AT R R A EM A TR o
3é#ﬂmRmCmﬁ§imm%’u{f 4.491(= ) &7 < 5 =
AL E R B2 24306 &7 H A% AR ROIC § M £
zﬁéﬁ&+’ Pnf?ﬁawiﬁkﬁiw%mﬁ%ﬁﬁwﬁ
T BEETEFARZE G M

2é%%&iﬁﬁm$ﬁgﬂ?%é%’?uﬁiﬁé%%
*n

MR ¥ ey fﬂ"—.‘%i 1 B % 2229.99 > F ig'ifré_

AEATEA L 0 R ?ﬁmﬁa‘%\/ﬁ—?ﬁ"&? @mg hi d o?‘vii%f%itﬁ_é,rm N i
L s 2ty 5qm?§‘%m » TifE g s L \,ﬂ;ﬁm,ﬂ;}iﬁ 31593.34 » & % p

~u

THPELRES > AU FETRAE I EIAEAEL 0 o ZREL RTR
FLH ;gggaﬁ;%‘gﬁﬁ NP EEFR A e

3 A¥ - AT A A BIEIEL 46.2% - T3y 4y v /4 8 EgE & 55.5% ~ T
g e e 8RR 5 15.2% ~ Tt R BB R EE G AT% TR AR Y
# 8RS 1-9%"4'*\”* FEF AFERZA Y A % XA ?{gj "# J/‘lfﬂ);},}s ‘

GRS T A L BN AL R e
GRIRG BT AGLEE

A¥%EZ
P FE S5 8049 %0 FIL AR
BF o

B 1990 % 0 &7 AL
Riigy>
]
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22 (MRl EAENPE
B B Bt E TioE L T Ak R
Skewness  Kurtosis
# ~ F AP F (ROIC) -7.243 0.389 -0.512 1.021 -4.491 24.306
IS +g ¥ 3 % (ROE) -3733.686 5516.918  -7.411  658.340 3.961 57.271
Tl e A7 5 (%) 2.793 16.619 6.405 2.525 1.420 2.785
s R AR 4 () 0.595 72814  18.994 12507 1.553 3.116
F R ES(x) 3.290 828.421  80.485  138.654 2.928 9.837
RN RN S 0.038 0.810 0.462 0.211 -0.214 -1.064
FEE I8 8RR 0.000 1.220 0.152 0.121 4.253 29.106
FHR 4y 0.094 2.987 0.555 0.435 3.468 16.330
FEF O H L 0.009 0.140 0.047 0.029 1.071 0.652
?%i;ﬁiéﬂ%ﬁéiw:t) 2.889 89.166  19.992  15.018 1.920 5.389
B g4 8L -0.032 0.110 0.019 0.028 1.226 1.176
f“i(ﬂ X -316.540 1459933 554.256 2229.993  5.147 28.016
EZA(FH £~ -799.502 18222.67 . 356.302 1719.535  5.885 37.595
£VFA(FEER) 0 25263 . 754,024 2970.354  6.449 47.102
BRTA(FHEER) 0.600 109624« 5212.037 17886.6 4.546 20.787
i B (MV/BV) -189.5 42460 1010.694 4450 8.637 79.174
TRk R - S&P Compustat % & #77 FE@
42 Fl & £ ¥
Pinches, Mingle, and Caruthers(1973) % 41 * 35 A8 TR A A R (Ao T A ¥

FOR ARG TR R RT AR E S ﬁ)ék TR PN EFE (oI Bl R
Pinde i F R ) RFH200 7 F M > XA BT R & B Tl R 48
1B P Fadp Rerdn 3 B 0 340320 & ehpdask R 5 Pinches and Mingle(1973)+ & {1 * 5]
F AT RB BB IR IR R F A E N CRT A RS ) GERITR P
A (o AR E R E R L E R TR )RR TR SR TR R AR

ARETH R 2 R AR & L 2 M R FIR AT AR R R $ 5
TR OB I IR R » FlF AT Rk Pﬁﬂ%ﬁ&m C PG 3 g M ardp iR
ke P CETF R o RPN ETF R R T & E IR DT RS T ol TR
L q}w EERE PR 0 LML BE TRIER L TR R R(EL)

Pl F PR TR BR L FIR EEF RS AP EEREE P 7 & 131 (Tang and
Liou,2010) o A i )% S+ $ R 8 2 fgphi2 > BREREME2Z FE § FE o RpFED
ke R LG & L AE
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% 3 KMO # =
Kaiser-Meyer-OIKin B~ if 7 |+ & #c 0.565

d 437 AT 9 BM FenKMO i85 0565 + 305 Fptif & (T %%
& 37 o 395 Zateman and Burger(1975)2_ i2 3% > 1t i (7 F)F A 47 > S B H H B £ 3t 1o
K ”T%zﬂ F40% 0 2 FlEf A B A3 0312 ¥ o F¢b o Rothman(1989):% & »
FHOIPNF B S TR LT AR A 035 AT 1A 4 BeE
1 Eﬂt&w#*ﬁ w R TEFE AN B2 G E S 05 FIFATR - F1F 0 2 AR
R EE69.02% 47 E 40T

14 NRAFBE

EEEERR S LR 2
% 1 F% 2 F% 3 7% 4
eAEE WEBMG FTAFR el
. ¥ 32
R e R 0.82171 0.04326 -0.21384 -0.05693
B R IH LR 0.88702 -0.03898 0.10573 0.03861
RN RNE N -0.52211 -0.66547 -0.03212 -0.22984
J 1 MR AR 4 0.08048 0.78893 -0.00916 0.17858
¥ EATEARIE R 2020847 0.73750 -0.07190 -0.21110
TS R 0.45142 0.04753 -0.67657 0.00120
LT AR ES 0.07505 -0.03545 0.82340 0.00595
TR 3 % 0.17552 0.08923 0.37577 -0.65085
EARE.E 0.13520 0.15725 0.22069 0.75733
Eigenvalue 2.31 1.52 1.33 1.06
AREREEE%) 25.63 42.48 57.21 69.02
EHIAFEFAA LR AR R LAAMA S 050
LR FIR A LB EIR TR S s AT
1L %- BHefls s w g R L #F R T Y G FEGFa F g g * ol iz
FEervE ) o gt N A4 % 1{% rﬂigﬁm—,%"ﬁf RIATE TR BER&D ~ 4R Y )R

FETRAEED: BB o FR AT AN % T~ o
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2. % BHG A EREFEM A R(EAERY S £ G gEat F
AR A AEA B ) e RAEEEEIMMRE AT E BT OIEY G
Fhrig G te R S o X FIIETRIH 2T A T HMEZ F r'"gﬂb
%%W?ﬁﬁi%%;w%y’ﬂﬁébﬁiﬁﬁmmﬁpﬂﬂ&m»%’ﬁﬁﬁ
%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁwf°ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’%{%Hﬁ%“ﬁﬁﬂ%’Eﬂiﬁﬁiﬁé%%
E2BEE PRI AR REES TATEAE D NEF R AERFLEI A
AT ERFHE LG a4 LA F R RS 2 L afforc { K §T e 5
HeA BRI ET 2 ,méﬁ}n%\?\kﬁﬁ Bgpant X A Lf#‘ifimﬁﬁ
B 2T Lt@’ﬁ’bw*i‘éfﬂ\mé_%“ P FEE BT R SO B LA S g TE
HYForg ena & o

4 %w B AR E S M AE (R EAY B2 5P S) o RcE R E
BF e & éww’wﬁ&%%ﬁﬂLKwa’zwﬁﬁ*%ﬁ.s—ﬁ@ﬁ%
XL TN HEiE Y S LD 2 i B Far o T A5 B A o TP

ST TARE T RSt BT *ﬁ%@“~@%&ﬁT !
BE AR AR AR G a R TR o

4.3 2LFE R 3 B H AL A5

FE TR AT 1R A A ar X B A ane B 54 0 KE5E 2 (K-means) #-2 ¢
Lo BB AP TR o KemeansEH a1 8 - SR B PR 2 0 TG AR R
e R FE g = ¥ 27 1% Anderberg (1973) #7# 1 hPROC FASTCLUSAp 4 - & &1 47
iﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁémWMEwﬂwi#ﬁ%ﬁ%EﬁMiﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ4iﬁﬁm@ﬁ

,ﬁﬁ;gﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁlﬁ%%%@’“ﬂﬁgz%éﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬂﬂjﬁ@%
B0 d BE RO P RALROFHIEHOEER S ARFEEON PN b .

BEFRALSEHLE AT HRIFEF K At 2 % J Ray(1982) 2 Sarle(1983) #1#% !
er1Cubic Clustering Criterion(3C) & # 2 p| 2 Calinski and Harabasz(1974) #1# ! <hPseudo
Fiizt £ 75 2 b B A # - Sarle(1983) & 7 £ 27 p & ¥k Fa3CE T
PeiF H3CHE & = e 5 Eif § ¥ ¢k > Milligan and Cooper(1985) ] 3% % Pseudo F & #
THEEHS T ERA b BT Pseudo FAL B T PE R B A S —‘g = B
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JEEST LR - #Ew #a3CE - 7 LR ¥ 3pF3CE 2 Pseudo Fitzt £ & &
%+ F]t 245 Sarle(1983) 2 Milligan and Cooper(1985) sz ik » A7 7 #E#E A i F ¥ 53
[F 3032

25 7k B¥EE2 3C#E2 PseudoF sti+ &

Cluster Cubic Clustering  Pseudo F Statistic R-Squared
Criterion
2 -3.357 18.29 0.20308
3 -3.140 22.25 0.35683
4 -6.792 18.95 0.48100
5 -6.698 22.06 0.58393

%ﬁd %3CiHE 2 Pseudo FEV Frd E A3 5 = ¥ > FIR TR A 2 2 HE » L A ¥
2 PR B h7F) % A #ic(Factor score)se 8,18 T30 > S % 4o 6%7m 0 @ £ 7> 8% £94 4
< s g
fnd

26 LBHgeELL rﬂ"}lb&

# 1(13) B 3% 2(64) # %% 3(31)

fr**‘ﬁ %1 7 A A B R g
Fld 1A g 1.7166 -0.4216 0.1505
Fli 2 ERpFMGEE -0.8241 -0.2656 0.8940
FE3FAFR -0.3136 0.0338 0.0318
FlE 4% Mg -0.2071 -0.4048 0.9225

27 B#H1 wBgEALE

Cluster 1: Fwzh4g 4]
2P AR 27 &4 B~
CIRRUS LOGIC INC US | IMAGEWARE SYSTEMS INC us
ELECTRONICS FOR IMAGING INC US | INTERPLAY ENTERTAINMENT us
EZCHIP SEMICONDUCTOR LTD IL CORP US
FINISAR CORP IN ISILON SYSTEMS INC us
FOCUS ENHANCEMENTS INC US | NEW MEXICO SOFTWARE INC us
ICAD INC US | RIVERBED TECHNOLOGY INC us
SONIC FOUNDRY INC US
WIRELESS RONIN TECHNOLOGIES

*US=United States; IL=Israel; IN=India
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Cluster2: 7 A ¢ 173
2P R 27 &4 B~
ADEPT TECHNOLOGY INC US | MICROS SYSTEMS INC us
APPLE INC US | MIDWAY GAMES INC us
CANON INC JP NATIONAL INSTRUMENTS CORP us
CRAY INC US | NETGEARINC us
DELL INC US | NICESYSTEMSLTD -ADR us
DIEBOLD INC US | OMNICELL INC us
DOT HILL SYSTEMS CORP US | OVERLAND STORAGE INC us
ELBIT VISION SYSTEMS LTD IL PALM INC us
ELECTRONIC ARTS INC US | PERFORMANCE TECHNOLOGIES INC us
EMC CORP/MA (UN QUALSTAR CORP us
EMULEX CORP US | QUANTUM CORP us
EXTREME NETWORKS INC US. | -RADIANT SYSTEMS INC us
FINDEX.COM INC uS SANDISK CORP US
FORMULA SYSTEMS 1985 LTD US| - SEACHANGE INTERNATIONAL INC us
FRANKLIN ELECTRONIC PUBLISHER ~US | SEAGATE TECHNOLOGY us
GLOBAL SOURCES LTD SG | SIBONEY CORP us
HEWLETT-PACKARD CO US | SILICON GRAPHICS INC us
HITACHILTD JP SONICWALL INC us
HYPERCOM CORP usS STEC INC US
IMMERSION CORP (UN STEELCLOUD INC US
INTERMEC INC usS STRATASYS INC US
INTERNET INITIATIVE JP JP SUN MICROSYSTEMS INC us
INTL BUSINESS MACHINES CORP | US | SUPERCLICK INC us
KNOT INC US | TAKE-TWO INTERACTIVE SFTWR us
KONAMI CORP US | TELECOMMUNICATION SYS INC us
LANTRONIX INC us THQ INC us
LASERCARD CORP US | TRANSACT TECHNOLOGIES INC us
LEXMARK INTL INC usS UNISYS CORP US
LIONBRIDGE TECHNOLOGIES INC US | VERIFONE HOLDINGS INC us
LOGITECH INTL SA HK | WESTERN DIGITAL CORP us
MAKEMUSIC INC usS XATA CORP US
MERCURY COMPUTER SYSTEMS ING US | XYRATEXLTD us

*US=United States; JP=Japan;IL=Israel; SG=Singapore;HK=HongKong
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d & 8(F# 2)F - @5 Apple ~ Dell ~ EMC ~ Extreme ~ HP(Hewlett-Packard) -
IBM -~ Netgear~ 2 Sun % - + «fS/a\JF'K’«rJ AEenicEp o 7o 2 ¢ IBM ;A E T:iﬁ’(Smart
Planet) e+ 44 EMC - 8k SuBE & e & ¥ £ ;@ Netgear ~ Extreme BJj&ad 3 %

oo BIpT G Vg NG BEERRE AT AR L a4 R R OB o
ARNERZE G w3 REZHFPEPPEL S A FET ROTFH o

29 B#E3I MARRAULE

Cluster 3: B % %3]

2P L B 27 & B Fe
AUTODESK INC US. | -MENTOR GRAPHICS CORP us
AVOCENT CORP US MICROSOFT CORP US
BLUE COAT SYSTEMS INC US| ~MIND CTI LTD IL
BOTTOMLINE TECHNOLOGIES US | NESS TECHNOLOGIES INC us
INC Us NETSCOUT SYSTEMS INC US
CADENCE DESIGN SYSTEMS INC US | NINETOWNS INTERNET TECH CN
CITRIX SYSTEMS INC UsS -ADR US
COMPUTER PROGRAMS & SYSTEMS CA | NUANCE COMMUNICATIONS us
COREL CORP US INC US
DATAWATCH CORP HK | OMTOOL LTD IL
EPICOR SOFTWARE CORP US | RENAISSANCE LEARNING INC us
EVOLVING SYSTEMS INC UsS RETALIX LTD US
F5 NETWORKS INC (UN SCO GROUP INC US
INTERNAP NETWORK SVCS US | SIMULATIONSPLUS INC us
CORP US | SPSSINC us
INTERPHASE CORP US | SYMANTEC CORP

MCAFEE INC VALUECLICK INC

MEDIWARE INFORMATION YSTEMS

*US=United States; CA=Canada;|L=Israel; SG=Singapore;HK=HongKong; CN=China
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¢ % 9(f ¥ 3)¥ L2 7§ Microsoft - Microsoft &4 & ¢ § % £ F+ B (CES)
4 17 Hohm Smart Energy # %8 » 38 % A 7B it %t%_(Smart Device)shg 27 &
BARFET AT o ¢'B%i$mﬂﬁ«é" wd ff"*?l‘*’ i 4 ﬁk,a 7 »i’ 3
SETZANE A REIL S LAV R AR rﬂw LBHLHEHE B

__'Tﬁé'-Fﬁg GA A TRV ACBF RN S o SR AMAERE 2P BARY {5 R

¥

'al >.; flﬂ
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T
o

4.4 % u) A H

K-means #2472 ¥ & 248 R PRHOFET R A E -, 4B 2857 %
HEHEAFORERLTRG B RAER R Y A ¥l @ RFactorl(Frah g )
Factor2(:-t)@ﬁs Pé ¢ 1) ~ Factor3 (A ¢ 1) % Factord(% = M (2§ L) 24 Fl & § T p
Bl B FHE] AT o ALLP R g b - 2B S ficehl Fr | B 5 5 96.32% 0 Bl 2
a3q\ggw' FOOAKE AEEERARE L o

%10 SBcrREF LR L FARE

Function Eigen value % of Variance Cumulative % Canonical Correlation
1 2.1387° 67.33 67.33 .825
2 1.0376° 32.67 100.0 713

a. canonical 2% 3 #cl2 27 (& * L A 47
954 100 ‘@‘ canonical | %] > 25\ s Eigenvalue &35+ > 15 4 %] 5 2.1387 %
1.0376 > )t 7 14 {7 Frpt & canonical 2Bl A2 N E A R 5 3 B BT AR Y T4

f -

211 BFuAHRETAMEEE Y

Cluster Number of Case Predicted Group Membership
1 2 3 Total
Original Count 1 13 0 0 13
2 59 3 64
3 1 0 30 31
Cross-validated ~ Count 1 11 0 2 13
2 2 58 4 64
3 2 29 31

0
AR A AP GUTLE BB EEFTIAIRKF - AR ZHEPF & f@ﬁ%@;a{u TR s er g R
{8 e e 14 A 5 o
b.96.3206 1% 4o le B BLE E S I Fo ke #F o

€.89.60% B % % KW BEEE S L FEh HE o
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K 1l Zu o7k Teni % 0 A 13 RATEMEEE TR A Y » 13 R T FE A 5

64 FF AR EFORAY PG 59 T AR A & 31 T RREFFEOR A
30 R AT AT AR o BRI A 2 o RN Sl B 96.32% Pk FEF o @ R Bl
FEF % 89.60% -

45 R R &L

DL EFI RBHALEE B FRY 20 L RE O FTAFPF
(ROIC) ~ % & §# & 4r f* 5 (ROE) 2 & #-t& 6 ff i 1- 5 (Market-to-Book ratio, MV/BV) 3% ji
BLREHTHABEE P F LRI RHE FHFR OB E %2 3 5§ 612 A
T3 AL - B2 ROIC T3 37 irdp e Ad - £ AR * ROIC T3 F 4
B L gy—ui i@l AR ZERA R EEF DL ETRY R EHRBEH T > F L ROIC T
BERE X R TRGZEEN L E T8 2 P2 R RIE S MVIBV 3 54 474
Pyt IF.—.~ THEHEPE EE S ¢ 2 dp iR (Baker and Wurgler, 2002) » 7f S 4B H S
ﬁﬁﬂ@?ﬂ AR A 2t R BT F R § KN i 2 3 #(Stephen, 2010) -

B - MVIBV S 7R A e E:iIF'“‘hﬂ G- R27VRERLS B FEEATIO
E?j;}z} Frxk B R E o BEIATBIEE D EY EMVIBV)EE  BE2-FTAF
3 B4 5B ROE ; o # 3—H (3 B 51323 ROIC 3" A 495 £ o

ZBBE¥? ROICTSE E L f e, 7o & 2 st s ;:;Lﬂm% . -
T 32 ROIC 5 -51.2% - %75 4) 2004~2009 = fﬁv@rw THEALLL ZRFE PRI
Fh i AFGHAED P TIRFE Y P AEOERES (& 102.1%, g4
ROIC mﬁ,ﬁvﬁ'g—x » FP = #enROIC T30 4 € B 5 f @affim 5 8228 ROIC ¥
AR DT RRE G R ETRR RFAE B R R

£12 LBWITIOPRES B

Cluster 2P Rk ROIC(%) ROE(%) MV/BV
Foaiag ) 13 -1.912 -396.173 4073
7oA E A 64 -0.352 69.480 707
ey 1l 31 -0.255 -15.941 350

% 1335 = B E#FF ROIC~ ROE 2 MV/BV eh=L 5L & » 47 2 E (¢ Scheffe
ﬁg\“j B7E2AROICHIED ¢ » 31 r:rrﬂ;agi.,é;a—h 1 ROIC T 5 E P &
WRHE2TFAFEE ) 2 B HI T EE A BH2TF A RE | ANARESR
s‘ﬁﬁ”—"*(ROE)liﬂm”‘v BAEER T RE LT @R A MVIBY 35a o BT
WA hTE PR3 Mg o
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% 13 % k £ # 2 ROIC - ROE 2 MV/BV 2. ANOVA £ Scheffe’s Test

i’ i/’j ],—E’J-— PN PN
F iz P iE Scheffe’s Test
Clusterl Cluster2 Cluster3
ROIC -1.912 -0.352 -0.255 1858 <0.0001*** 3>1,2>1
ROE -396.173 69.480 -15.941 261 0.0785* 251
MV/BV 4073 707 350 3.46 0.0354%* 153

*<0.1 **<0.05 ***0.01
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ROICH £z + 4 27

Company ROIC TA ART COs/S APT INVT R&D/S SG&A/S DEP/S FAT TAXIS
DELL INC 0.39 24221.83 9.93 0.81 5.84 78.60 0.01 0.11 0.01 28.31 0.02
COMPUTER PROGRAMS & SYSTEMS 0.33 46.85 7.03 0.55 72.81 68.66 0.01 0.24 0.02 18.92 0.07
MICROSOFT CORP 0.23 7444217 5.12 0.16 17.34 64.45 0.16 0.44 0.03 13.90 0.11
NESS TECHNOLOGIES INC 0.11 528.41 2.79 0.69 10.49 828.42 0.00 0.22 0.02 18.66 0.01
INTERNET INITIATIVEJP -ADR 0.09 430.31 5.09 0.74 6.82 110.46 0.00 0.14 0.09 5.24 -0.01
GLOBAL SOURCES LTD 0.08 200.40 11.50 0.30 23.72 153.89 0.03 0.54 0.03 5.09 0.00
APPLE INC 0.08 20345.00 7.63 0.68 5.99 74.23 0.04 0.17 0.01 15.86 0.04
DIEBOLD INC 0.07 2434.42 5.04 0.72 16.64 6.59 0.02 0.17 0.02 11.95 0.02
KONAMI CORP -ADR 0.07 2853.63 9.11 0:66 14.39 12.49 0.01 0.20 0.04 542 0.02
WESTERN DIGITAL CORP 0.06 2981.35 8.61 0.78 6.68 20.68 0.06 0.09 0.04 9.20 0.00
LIONBRIDGE TECHNOLOGIES INC 0.06 254.42 5.76 0.66 21.57 17.07 0.01 0.28 0.02 34.04 0.01
MICROS SYSTEMS INC 0.06 692.75 4.70 0.48 17.89 14.66 0.05 0.36 0.02 29.53 0.05
INTL BUSINESS MACHINES CORP 0.05 109624.00 3.55 0.54 12.22 33.82 0.06 0.28 0.05 6.60 0.04
HEWLETT-PACKARD CO 0.02 87493.20 4.77 0.74 8.36 12.75 0.04 0.16 0.03 13.22 0.01
SIMULATIONS PLUS INC 0.02 8.13 4.02 0.26 43.27 26.55 0.10 0.55 0.01 78.58 0.07
FORMULA SYSTEMS 1985 LTD-ADR 0.02 608.71 3.48 0.70 9.67 165.59 0.03 0.24 0.01 27.66 0.01
EPICOR SOFTWARE CORP 0.01 572.19 4.65 0.42 28.78 83.22 0.10 0.42 0.06 29.18 0.00
STRATASYS INC 0.01 123.55 3.94 0.42 23.80 8.49 0.07 0.38 0.03 5.85 0.06
NINETOWNS INTERNET TECH -ADR 0.00 157.93 3.31 0.08 19.18 34.31 0.17 0.92 0.06 12.53 -0.01
STEC INC 0.00 193.91 5.82 0.71 14.42 7.17 0.05 0.19 0.02 20.93 0.02
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Company ROIC TA ART COS/S APT INVT R&D/S SG&A/S  DEP/S FAT TAXIS
IMAGEWARE SYSTEMS INC -1.24 9.54 9.71 0.34 8.57 74.08 0.34 1.17 0.05 22.89 0.00
NEW MEXICO SOFTWARE INC -5.92 0.56 5.86 0.49 12.37 69.45 0.15 1.50 0.04 13.05 0.00
FOCUS ENHANCEMENTS INC -3.28 26.72 7.42 0.57 8.85 7.10 0.45 0.86 0.05 28.50 0.00
WIRELESS RONIN TECHNOLOGIES -2.58 19.45 2.87 0.75 4.21 10.30 0.52 2.93 0.13 4.55 0.00
SCO GROUP INC -2.26 26.01 5.97 0.43 29.18  145.29 0.25 0.90 0.06 57.43 0.01
FINDEX.COM INC -2.11 2.78 13.57 0.48 5.89 28.44 0.06 0.74 0.10 44.25 0.03
IMMERSION CORP -2.04 83.72 5.33 0.25 12.55 10.61 0.30 1.22 0.07 17.29 0.11
MIDWAY GAMES INC -1.54 227.84 5.33 0.80 13.94 37.24 0.19 0.60 0.04 10.30 0.01
PALM INC -1.46 1099.50 9.11 0.68 8.24 37.89 0.12 0.34 0.02 47.27 0.07
SIBONEY CORP -1.43 5.66 8.07 0.25 32.14 25.49 0.08 0.86 0.02 30.67 0.00
SONIC FOUNDRY INC -0.95 18.65 3.60 0.24 8,62 38.59 0.23 1.29 0.06 7.86 0.00
EZCHIP SEMICONDUCTOR LTD -0.89 58.44 4.93 0.36 26.97 3.80 1.22 1.65 0.10 25.43 0.00
MAKEMUSIC INC -0.88 11,58 10.75 0.14 29.98 34.99 0.28 0.84 0.02 30.50 0.00
ELBIT VISION SYSTEMS LTD -0.83 20.32 4.31 0.59 6.20 4.18 0.17 0.52 0.06 30.87 0.00
ISILON SYSTEMS INC -0.82 104.24 4.39 041 8.64 10.78 0.32 0.94 0.08 9.34 0.00
THQ INC -0.78 858.41 10.66 0.65 23.53 31.32 0.11 0.35 0.02 25.09 0.02
SONICWALL INC -0.76 413.06 8.95 0.27 21.02 36.97 0.19 0.69 0.06 36.16 0.00
SILICON GRAPHICS INC -0.75 445.28 7.28 0.56 25.17 9.19 0.14 0.52 0.09 10.81 0.00
LANTRONIX INC -0.73 36.86 9.71 0.47 8.30 6.61 0.13 0.59 0.03 39.36 0.00
ICAD INC -0.71 64.38 5.17 0.15 10.87 15.61 0.22 0.87 0.07 15.34 0.00
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