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The Smiling Curve : Evidence from Taiwan’s Semiconductor Industry

Student : Yu-Ying Hsu Advisor : Dr. Po-Young Chu

Institute of Management Science

National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Shih developed a new perspective of firms’ competitive advantage based on an extensive
analysis of the industry’s value-chain. Shih (2004) found that the value chain of Taiwan
semiconductor industry had gradually shifted to the bottom in a U-shaped curve. Hence, this
study will be in accordance with Shih’s (1996) “Smiling Curve” hypothesis and test the value
chain of Taiwan semiconductor industry. In order to test Shih announced the Smiling Curve
of Taiwan semiconductor industry, the research selected Taiwan semiconductor firms in
2000-2005 for conducing empirical studies-and we used the intellectual capital valuation

methods as a proxy of value added.

We used panel data regression analysis-to understand what factors affect firm’s profit
rate and value added. We find that Taiwansemiconductor industry is affected by business
circle and has high business risk. The fabless-industry has higher value added more than
manufacturing industry or packaging and testing industry, because the fabless industry is
engaged in design and marketing. For this reason, the value chain of Taiwan semiconductor

industry is a U-shape curve.

Keywords : Smiling Curve, value added, intangible assets, panel data regression, Taiwan

semiconductor industry
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iz > 0§'ﬁ7¥%“.‘] ‘Jff #a"'%—«ﬂ\b'?zgéﬁk‘iy 7_ R % ég}??ﬁ%’%ﬂi%%%f’“ _7%?%,

BB P AR RS PR TETARTELEREERL
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B % o Sveiby (2002) 13454 Luthy(1998) ~ Williams(2001)97¢ 15 5 A A = 53 F32
THEEAGT A e 28 f&3 72 - 1 #z—ﬁﬁr; PER L e < AR A B A
( Market Capitalization Methods, MCM) ~ 3 & 4F fi* ;2 (Return on Assets, ROA) ~ & &7 &
;% (Direct Intellectual Capital methods, DIC) ~ 3+ & =+ j* (Scorecard Methods, SC) » H ¢ & &
CERER S AT R s </ e g SRR ek mh - SR AN A
AR ke 0 BRI GBS Pt o Tt 0 A3t EREE Sveiby(2002)4 SR A ¢ 2B B
AfLix g 9 i &t (Market-to-book ratio, M/B ratio) ~ Tobin Q » ™ & F & 4F ¥ 2
¥ g A F A 3 B E(calculated intangible value, CIV) ~ 5 4c # & (economic value
aMwJWM\%§§$Wﬁ$£ﬁ&WM§W\?iﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%mﬁM#W%ﬁﬁ

S R L P T  SUNE CEE FE B

Eag# o £ B P ot s = LG £8 1 CEO hp o

Ra v BT AT BECIV)E w3 a2t s Az 2L -PF o BET
£ay

PEMGE o AP R g L HETI0E > Fla g2 SRR
e 25T 80 F 238 ECIV) R afitte B2 CEgH FH AL ERET
frg Mt B B 2 g F B § & EH (Market-to-book ratio, M/B ratio) ~ Tobin Q ratio
& 74 ) (economic value addedy BVA)~ AF £ 35 A vt 4c i & @ B(VAIC™) ~ A it 4g

F 42 (CEEM-IAV) » %5 78 & e B ek 3T o

DEREEES TR P

=~ F ot

1. # ¥FF & it ;% ( Market Capitalization Methods, MCM)
(1) ~ # &7 ¥ = & (Market-to-book ratio, M/B ratio)

Stewart ** 1997 # “74 eh™ 2 > B3R i e AP H P § = 2wy 24
iﬁ%%eﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiéﬁﬁ#%@@%u\ﬂm@a%Ee N e

M /B ratio :w
BV

He
MV:a@s g 2 il Fa Rt Rk R gHe APy Y & MV=8 K §
L R RRARTS ‘& WPRTE- S ghp Sf S RIS A

(=

BV: 2 ftEd i » TIRAELIER & o
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AR R AR L G FERF B d SRR ¢ BRI T kehT A

3
FEERIF B UFAPRE 2 2P A FHEF I LI RYFT AL P8 7
FodoE LB SR T e LR 3 B RS NFRFET

AR L E o

y

FERBLIEZAVIEE Y B )’j&{é@'z? FFanl Xl 2 7 R0 3 & B ih
AFOFTHER o AT d I * 5 EF
MVBV & > g5 @4l Jfi B et g - ARF ehifsd > st 27 r g 2@ o
(2) ~ Tobin’s Q ratio
Tobin’s Q ratio & 2% & ~ & ¢ James Tobin 7 3|3 b f SAF o d o v 4 - K

Fodg - PO FRERZERNTAERUA A o 25T

market value
replacement cost

Tobin's, q=

FQUEAN 0L | 2 I KaiQ & s ot 27 chd B 5] E £+ A
AREDPEERD HE L RADQIE T AT AP HF R

v

Stewart 3% 5 # 2 FuF A &2 MVBV AR » 2 3 g5 230 @ 2 At g g 0 T i 4

A2 FehE f A AER R P RN wINIE P S 0 50 R H 2
1 > Kee H. Chung and Stephen W. Pruitt >+ 1994 & 3 31 f§ ¥ ehig 3+ 3 2 > 9 ¢

Simple Approximate Q = MVE +PS + DEBT
TA
He
MVE @ 2 7% i xin il fefh 3% dic
PS: 2P il b B R FE e
DEBT : jiid f f — il FA+EP§ & (HtEd E)

B QA E R LR JEFR A ihpd § TP 8 B o & Chung et al.(1994) 9% 7 %

p > Simple Approximate of Tobin’s Q & 3 96%2 + 128 fir kX 3L Tobin’s Q ek & >
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JPEFTEHRFTARWRE P AL AKX TN 0 (& ~F 1 11 Simple Approximate of Tobin’s
Qz 3 E > 2iv5 Tobin’s Q 2 F it 258 o
2. F A3 p# (Return on Assets)
(1) ~ &A% 4§ & (Economic Value Added, EVA)

St E(EVA)Ed = ¥ Stern Stewart & Co. BAF3RBE I 20 @3 1991 # #rik 41 &
e B B 3 82§44 (Residual Income ; RDZL4 4p i > - BiFs g3 mA 2 5
ARA TGRS LR AN E LA G PR AR SN REER
EEDEHRRE > BB EFRBERET £+ A 3R K £]3E % L ¥ & (sharcholder
L F A AT A

&

value) o P et § P AR L GREH S T IR F K YR
Ly ok Stewart(1997): 5 FEd BB MR A L NN R T AL 4 B E

B RET Y UEFEFEFTAEFALFE - A HET 25050

EVA = (ROIC —~WACC) x Invested Capital

He ,
ROIC : 4 » 7 A 47 5

WACC : 4cfE 357 4 & 4

Invested Capital : 4" » FA=FFEFF 2 AP FTAZE+H b FTAEI

Btz BEVA W3 g3 B > L7525 g APV HEL S T P4 H£rF
o EF LA RIE T AAEL Y Ehfatft o

(2) ~ AETF > e § & hdk(VAIC™)

#t % d Ante Pulic(2000)#74% 11> * MR ET A2 BT ALR T F O R EZR %
FooWEAFIMA AR Z R4 KA 1 P45 A (capital employed) ~ 4 4 FF A (human
capital) ~ 5 F # (structural capital) © Firer(2003) 3 5 R 5 i¢ * A& F A 4 § & ik
WM&Wm‘<WdILa%@‘%é%ﬂéﬁ&w@ﬁﬁﬁ—%iﬁﬁﬂ‘—ﬁﬁi
# # (Pulic & Bornemann, 1999) o 2.v #7i¢ * crficdpia s 5iF € 35 FF B3R F 0 ¥
2GRS T B (Pulic, 1998, 2000) » 3.0 e A AnE B R AU B H boiF 5
3R eh IRA|E B TR A R iR 0 L @ 2 F % 3 E (Schneider, 1999) o 2 V4o
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VA= + I+ ¥ R *+ BT FR+FFTF
VAIC™ = CEE + HCE + SCE
=
~ VA . VA +VA HER®
“ER T VA

<A TE G B

*’ﬂ%
: ‘G

et
Ar

e B
CEE : p47% 3 4 »x 3 1% #ic(capital employed efficiency coefficient) > 3 3% H = p47:F A 7
Flig i
HCE : % 4 F #»c % dc(human capital efficiency coefficient) > 3 F# H = f 1 & 2t A F
Flig i ae B
SCE © % H#-7° # frfic(structural capital efficiency) » SFHF0 & 5 fifoe @2 L 4 F 4o
RS SN RN TSRS Y
(3) ~ ¥ * i 423 @ 42 (CEEM-IAV)

peE R ARF G TG ) 0 B A S DR A 1920 # £ R st R
e T b2z o L 405 34 55 S(Appealsiand Review MemoRandum number 34, ARM34) >
LE PR BRFFF & foa d o AdB Sy ma iR R & VEZIRSEE PR
A7 3R A BT AR T E P2 D AIFHPER Y 0‘1?@?]!?&?]5@%:%? 1968

£ ® Vg TR S ~-2 0 4 5L, (Revenue Rule 68-609) - A
VA LHE EARH TR RAEE AN ARG LRI e P E e
TSR E-(GTFAR ExF T A EREMTF)

ﬁ‘j\ﬂ-b B
2.3 BFEFEY el FlRIPM 2

7

Amato and Wilder (1990)dp & &£ ¥ chg ¥ B2 g FIT A £ 7 b a

% §$Eﬁﬁﬁmér§‘§—‘{*'ﬁﬂi—zpﬁoﬁi”

S

'%‘?ﬁ%‘?%$mﬁﬁw1#$f R
- $L ﬁaaiki A S R I P

OO0z E T 2 F 22 fend B "’93;1 AR R E > AT
i engd FBEEEE 2Kl A S m ot o B R TR
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SRR F R PP EEEY RN R L R AT R T BGRE T RE
Hi: S da sy plcs B s dnyd e H¥LE
Perry(1998)a‘ﬂ I3 A ¥ e _;_’ﬁ 5 ﬁi?};iﬁ#:ﬁ f;éél e ¥
A w27 - Chuetal (2005) 45 M1 L HE £ 04 FFaT A SR~ L E Qg &
A R@ardisafe od- AR EM 5 - BALH EETOE %
TR » Sy T LB LR o T gy
FoeL R E & B AR LR T B R
SHYENMAES AR ALY EMT L ER BN HTLE -

B¢ E G e F Rt 0TI A PR R T PR

ﬂklﬁw“'}va}ﬂ;}%l} PRz - BEREFFELS T ’I’fﬂ;b%\/w\’}fr“‘é:—% NETRRY %—;{ﬁﬁ’fg
TP Rk o
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LA FRA AT

AR A g e R RERT R R EE T 8 ARLFET X By B4
Roc* chpe J 5 @ 139 o IC (Integrated Circuit » R T B ) > P4 &L Ea0 A
Dol AR S R RS AN SR T HMET T AR s i) AL
MR- FBES G B EAFFAR T OTEAN - ICehtF > RH g~ & -
TP R " MARAEEE S AB LI ENI S S X ERPL A

FUF LA ICASE -

_/T\'(?,' ~ /J~ ~

i
o

T%
m& &

F'F'

LEMALFREIY IR AP A ER T WERTHOLTMNEF I YA R
SEATERNARR L Ra 1980 # A AHFERE 1990 £ 4~ S R4 FIEER B L
@ﬁﬁﬂﬂ(ﬁ*ﬂﬁﬂﬁ) BT A RBIR T 0 B RFAT e N2 JUE > TR L L g

FRPAERM P A CTHESY e LN O RERA ARSI RALT < FRT
FEHEEHAF O L e D ERITEFE R 1969 #3518 ERAH KT S
SRS EFEY A AR g x B E k3 Sy 0
PRI L A F A F AT R RS AR HTYIRAATRE AR
A AIETE o (2 E 0 2001)

SHLEMAEARS 30 S A4 52005 F A NTRLEAA ER LS
EF P2 S A LEA AR 2005 F L EMAE AR (Wt Wi HE R
F)EILIT9 AT R B P R E WS E AR E A A N F 25.49%52.54% ~
2L%%(%%1wﬁwoi£sw;m%ihﬁ%ﬁﬁi%%é#ﬁgaxiumwﬁ%é

o
o1t AL ERA ¥ 2000-2005 & & (&
Hix: Baro
2000 # 2001 & 2002 2003 & 2004 & 2005
A¥AE 7,144 5,269 6,529 8,188 10,990 11,179
HE 4 1,125 1,220 1,478 1,902 2,608 2,850
R 4,686 3,025 3,785 4,701 6,239 5,874
HE¥E 978 771 948 1176 1,566 1,780
Rl E 328 253 318 409 577 675

TR kiR X HAga £ & #2005, 2006) ~ AT G IR
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FRE S R b Rl HE SRR H D AR RS T L
@%’ﬁé?i%%é#fﬁﬂ&*f1F%{&”%#91*é#%ﬁ’%%i‘T
PRI AIDEFAL  AFSHEVINTRE L TMBFTEY FTRE - A R4
ﬁ’¢i%@é#ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁl FERT AARRAR L 2 TR AR R AR ’
CABRFOLIEMAELE A1 B R A S I iR -

8 Fis FIHA 4 £ “‘ A FEE 2P I3 RGBRIEHE P 33 jIHESD -
35?ﬂﬁ%ﬁ“°%ﬁ%*f@%i%§ﬁ51'ﬁm’%@{ﬂmiﬁlﬁim$
Foe ALk RRIITERRIEA 2 zm&—]-?\’l\?r,,%ﬁumﬁ“fmﬁéﬁ?%' Baaes 4

UESSEE

VLR AR kA 3 (B 11)0 3 2005 £ & Lk 0 St 268 Fund

e | RIS
CAE e el -
RE- 13 HFE- 3 B - 158
ik : 21 H =
o ' — REEE
CEAY LY g, |BE 8 iesa- 10
£ & SEgE
BB - THTEE IEK(2006/04)
Bl 1102005 & 52 Ha0 3 ¥ 24
TRk R T L Eaa ¥ # #120006)
31 Rp L E K (Fabless)f f #Eim 4 47
2005 & &AL EREK G EH G 268 Fo F EEE L iE 2,850 MAT SR 1k S AP

LHEHA E 11,179 RAT SR 255% 0 sk b g»,s FHZ A WHNER AL R

PN
W
i
RS
8-
e
&
¥
x=1
R
_L(g.
o
3
Py
Y
o
4k
-@ ~
g
=
o~
Ix}
7
=
T
_H
;
4.2
=k{
-3
=
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i
e
3
wz
ﬁ
T.)
&
3
%“
5
M

b’%é—éi?#—‘kuﬁ%@f#%ﬁfﬁi (R IR S )

MA & T ;;‘%*—i’ EWARFF LD - BATERY PHOFEE0 PRER LR D
AR blarE g A FE SR A RE B TR AE R T B 2
P PR L AR EFR S om A A G F B TAREE T R L% REE R

*

P ”F"fﬁ%ﬁa#ﬂs@#dﬁm#%’ TR 2006 & 5L H AR oh A B EE 3,200 RBAT
S
]_&][A"n).L-ﬂ f l}A)qL’}l- e [C & 2 e itﬁxnﬂ¢{z:,—’§@',§ ¥ oL %.gé‘r

?ﬁ—ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁﬁm%Iﬁ’IE?ﬁ,ﬁ]p\ A&l FiERE o % E A %‘H%ﬁi.ma-’ B Ak b
PC s 7 3 (4o ~ 7 E &) e & & ~ SoC % 3LH & % (SoC > System on Chip)
BOHnEAS 0 IR A R A i) BT B A T B AR PARRIET - @

AFFLHERTFF -

P S L EMAE S S BALE > $-EREd PCapMahER (&7
£ #

) BB R X RS B PRI P R R A R o a1
oG pRERS o r BAUER R RO S T BRSOk TR A

RO LEMEAF AL ERT I AR TR L P FpE LR e o

7

i%?r? g U E AR ES Vg P LA 2272 R P 0 ik
BB F R LA LS L IO R 2577 o id T2 RE EM LT
% * £32(ASIC) % » % § iR A K(ASSP)F % p RS o FI L AFT ] AR T iR
LEMR R ’%i‘f\ii EWAIBREPEDR T AT RSN TE S B4 o

8
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ICRE 2 il72)

[ T ‘ I I I I 1
Flash Disk Memory(8) Network(5) PC Chipset(3) PC Peripheral(7) ASIC / SoC(8) D LQD
] river/Display(7)
Controller(4) = T’EJ il &
=1l 3 J g phﬁ j" il 7 €1
401 i i iy e s
W j’n? %% FH g K Eﬂ
e i T =i SEE F
i 1l 5 3 4e
b .- I N
5 FaE ik i
[ e =
T
I I 1 ] i i ]
USBQ) CMOS Sensor(1) DSC(1) Comumet) Motor Driver(1) Multimedia(2) Power(10)
. Ui e Al AR HgeE i
Vi F kil i = e T
e s
F ﬁ%’ P
FR Ryt
¥ %,
‘ i s
- Tl
Microcontroller/Micro Disk Controller(1) *FT‘; &
processor(5) I,ﬁ & ﬂ_"-‘é;’
& R
il ij
i
it

L)

B 12 58X Rl ¥ 0 3R
TR kR AT R
32 Rp IC @k ms i

ER1999 & AT I & - ~2000 &
A BRFIRBEY EWI2ZT 0 SFLF

BEB]FT]/
PERTEEY AR A AOFR CBR

R TRAvEE e AT -

g
-y

e

f‘m

T

o

Fi

=

4

B

¥

&

.a\

=5

&

34 F:L

N

2005 & K A0 0 p AT ERAEAEL T S RAEFIHP ST 4 rEE 2P 13
S FEAE 7 - 2¢ BF A1 -DRAM 12 %2 IDM (Integrated Devices Manufacturer >
FeEAt@Em ) I ARMEENMULE = BLEAL > a KR I gt £ ¢
ARETFMIC W FEferad- 2 TR AL L2 9Th 32005 # 2 & X WYL ¥
%ﬁgﬂim4éﬁgwnm6i%%1%&ﬁ%%ipzﬁﬁéfﬁy%ﬂ?%ﬁ’
B oBFEERAREY SF I IRO P L RA 0 ABRRYBT  SFT LT

FREST AP CERPBE A TR ART  HF 12507

TN

rr.itj,

sﬁ;%i%@ﬁéiﬁﬁﬁﬁéréﬁﬁ%i’#ﬁﬁﬂ&1ﬁwﬁﬁmﬁﬁ’
M E A RO B AP P RASN 124 ARG Ok HY Biid A
mMMﬁi6@’%1&@Vlﬁﬁ$i£°ﬁi*8ﬁ%®&*@’Pﬁﬁiﬁﬂ



STRERGE B Ak S IC HB A A S h et 120 S AE L4 - (2006 X

33 FP L EMITEPIFRE ERA T

2005 # & 5 0k 0 SAREERITEPIEAE L 33 RITE D 35 FRRELF o 3
2005 & > & L E B L E T 1,780 AT BN IC R EF I 675 AT R R L H
A YA BT 22% (2006 L Hag1 ¥ & g)

e SRR L=

%‘9»%

BRI ES LS I EF R G oA ARNAF LA 2 A5 IC i
S AFG AR EFGREHE HT A SN ERETA SRS SN o B 2
AR R EE B HE S AP R R REHE RS 0 1 R RE

IDM 2 P %41 4 4 gy [l » B 3 7% s In-house e i 7 4F 3 R -

LY EMHEA L) 2002 E 0 kAR - EAF RN 4 2E S 2 (IDM)
&%ﬁ%&@ﬁﬁﬂi”?ﬁ’ﬁiﬁﬂééﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁ?_$&?é#ﬁf

{L %ﬁ’r/%if ﬁi%%’fﬁ,?’3’*-””'-@9?]',%°l@”*’?r—$”@“§£3§§]§a?“aﬂa DR
A& BGA 0 5 HEF Jeoics & ?ET)—‘J& Kik > m % & * > Optical Disk Driver ~ Mobile
FASFDOQFP Pl HEF A e S wad o S SRR P REE

P afeEF T -

CAPFAEASA T BRI P KBRS BE S ORERE O E A A
BB s FRE S SRR EE R R SRR L A
ELFRFE - TER  EFLAUESP e R LFLAFE > S L & l}ﬁ']ﬁii%
& IDM ',i’%z fo FIRIGER & &2 A 50 L ATen%rd 2F > R FIRIEL HAEF { 4P
RREFFF R G R 2L R ok 0 F KR A L4 PCE 4
PR ASE A iR F R gk o
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AP A REFFNAFEY B B A TR L E B BTk S RIS

ES R AFHAR R G B G TREEF LY S e E
& Y AT & Bl (% o

Rd o EF B S Y Fondpih o 2 S h Lé1_§,u$j?;;&¥d,#ﬁ*%w\
Saprm R T E B B I a R AR FR ORI £ ARG S g
ﬁ?*@F=rﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁ’%iu%ﬁpﬂmi“ﬁé oo PRRIT AL S 4T
i% (Data Envelopment Analysis) ¥]¥ &JZ % 4L » 5 & I endpih > 2 Flip WA E 5 R
(Pareto Optimality)2_ g4 3= % — ¥4 ¥ = (Decision Making Unit, #§ - DMU)2 4p $f»%
FoonmR i k2 e F B AEREE THIEE 2R flLR% AR - R

%o Bl hAPFRERE T AP A1 B3 sk Y HoraT s A i

B A Fp B4R B8 #1050 99 Panel regression ©

41 Ay A2 FRAFEZ

F AT A G Z BB g 0 3 CCR N v ki e - FFS T 2 3 DMU
4 AF AT % - PR BCC V3 »ad 6 ko p b Hpred v F 2%

RIGIHS - HERE TS R E N Aoady s S B RS F i ¥ &
v > VRETRE N X E G BRI R FEY e B {8 > R * Panel dataiiﬁf?é\
55 i

17 FR B REY G G BT F R PREMR Y RO e

411 F# e %4472 (Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA)

DEA g4 7 /= % Farrell ** 1957 # #4112 2 A »2F =& - Farrell L4 A
(productive efficiency)4 & $tjiF»< ¥ (technical efficiency) % i <5 (price efficiency) » ¥
MEAEY RKFERHOCF R Y RF o 22 U EF RGP FTE e F L MR AAH -
* 1978 #d = =4 4 Charnes * Cooper # Rhodes(CCR)ix #5 Farrell 2 »c5 =g pL & >
22 - BRSNS > DEA AR L@ e HE R T FRE O ~ FHA
Fo S AR FF LA AT E S o e  CCR H5V EBK L A AR F T
RACIRE o R A A BARTF T oA BT R BCIE PY IR R & R ACIR YRR > F1t > Banker,

A
EN
i

&
a1
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Charnes £ Cooper(1984)2 2 &2 # ic & & chw i 2 32 {r Shephard H§Edt 0¥ > ¥ 01 i 43
T8 s (technical efficiency) % #ficsc 5 (scale efficiency)z. BCC #-3¢ » ]t DEA
CEAEVHEFRWERE L YRS DS T REARE - Bt 2w o ¥ DEA F

e AR E T R Y H i ok ‘m+?ﬁwaﬁt$mxi”@’i?aﬂ

W BNERZ ER R ROTH o AT A { BB o

Wi

T ORBRfET AL B A 72T A 4 % Farrell #5% 245 ¥ 3% CCR 2 BCC
%5‘5\‘ m«;pm E!_\ﬁii iH. %ﬁiﬁ' °

1. Farrell #55¢

Farrell(1957)#% 1 # 2 :# & (production frontier) e 4 K78 4 & sk & »
FESNEREE a2 AR AR E- 2 AR AR £ v

2354 ABLEF A ) o dE T2 o B IR kR R E g F RS
FLAPIBAPFEEANRE P ARER AL AERY o F 2 FHL ARG &
AAERY R EATEL ARG LA ETFRAF S -

Farrell(1957) ¥ i& — ¥ #3442 A sz 5 (overall efficiency » OE ; & i pareto efficiency ;

2 # economic efficiency) 4 fi# & $ jispcdi(technical efficiency, TE; & £ physical efficiency)

frfe B >z 5 (allocation efficiency,”AE ;" 2 = price efficiency) e

d4d

HWes =R p ek » B2 HE2Z T 97 n 4 A2 B A AR2 04 AL A NER
T IR A I AU PN IS B

FeB 2o =Rp 2 AFFEE O R Z 2R FRETT AGg2 L1242 3 4 Kb
4 o

4,9 A e = ke S B 2R -

Farrell(1957) ¥ € »a 5 @ H A A B3K 5 = 1.4 & # J} (production frontier)
b B e end t A s Bon ehE Y ot # R R o 2 5 A DEIREE
TARAIRFI(CRS) © 3.4 A K vy i Bh(convex) > & — B2 AW G f o

fe & Bl 13 kP o d B B oo foid 2 A nF il th o Bk kA F - FHR
AR B A AR FRHER(CRS) R AR E Xt AHE-ANY W
Y=f(X,X,) > ed ** M i BT EAMCRS)  ME ANz 825
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X X v ia A e ‘s .
1:f(/,%)088':a§f.::;)§_§_.. PR EAAA-H Y MTE XXk T o
£ M E - g RARIHEMLF o FFEASS' L (P ogh) o AR R HK

FoFQBEP BmAEME  EQBRIFP m;;;»mgg

o P BRnpk RIS T R

& TE=% (OSTE<]) - FRF - A4 & & %3 » i B F 1 5 (marginal rate

of technical substitution, MRTS) % ** 7 & % § $ et 5 » P MRTS =—L » fe & M ¥ >«
w

2
$J’Fi’%aigﬁﬁﬁ»ié%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁzi%a@%%%w’mﬁémﬁ@
cBlP QEREEAEAZE N R(SS ) o XTI X AR MBS 2 AR MBERIE
AR H(SS)HE S AF RART 2 QB - Q'8 QAR HF > ik R F 4

ORz =4 RQ 27 &Q" 2 2§ Q2 A" hd & = & o Fp > 82 2P gz e oox

F(O0 <AE <1) o x84 & »x F(0rsOE <1) & » Fjissc 5 ok 1 fie B o2 5§

OR_0Q OR.

_X_

OP OP 0Q
Xs
}7
S P
A
R .
Q .
S
0 X
A. }7
B 13 : Farrell »c% 7= 2, B (3£~ E %)
2. CCR#3

DEA # % #_d Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes *+ 1978 # #74¢ & ) » £ 5 CCR #3¢ o
BLE T Farrell(1957)8 - & ek e 4h e 5 5 & 13150 > 2417 U]
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&7
v

B

¥11% 732 (duality theory) » 3+ 8 1 & AR H 2 pfred @ FPF L DMU ¥ 25 &
Boofe w4 EE il 0 H 8 DMU PF o 513 ek 3 (AR 1 2 PTHEE ¢

Bk n BAKE(DMU,r=123,..,K...n) > DMUy #* m 64 » & % (X, j=
1,2,30am) > 2 A& s A N(Yic, j= 1,2,3....5) » & 3% % k 5 DMU(DMU)2 5 5 & & -
U BV AR A E AR E N (HAN i E o B E A B N g

-

B F8 2 DMU 2 »cF i@ o B % k B DMUDMUY) 2. »c 5 B 7 d T o ficzt £ F

2V

Max h =1

ZUiXik

i=l

2V, (1)
subject to ——<1; (r=1,2,..,n)

ZUiXir

i=1

U, >0;i=1,2,3,5m
V,20;j=123.8

Xik % & DMUy 2. % i 78 $ »
Vit % 58 A 12 g #iER
U &% i3858~ 2 p#iEd
he % & DMUk 24p $ 22 5 (&

AR A AL B DMU 2225 08 1 B2 7 > FH 1@ e~ 2 VE U
BeohezZ A @5 Lod 3 2B DMUEEE P RZ2 U5 dc? > @ 27 ar L] iE 2
ot ke o F i Bleh s DMU 2 5c 5 7 3 4p vt 0 T8 B 9rg chdp g o

|

ed A1) 5 - A BARL] 558 (fractional programming)» q‘n\ BRI ARY] 0 T A A
# ¥cf% o #& Charnes and Cooper(1962)#-H i e fic b a2 cns M4 44 R 48 - 4% & s
RB€F S AE 0 - B K~ o 15 (Input-Oriented) » ¥ - A4 5 A 5 F & 50

(output-oriented) > 4~ it 4o T
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® I % ;% (Input-Oriented)
Max h =>VY,
=

subject to > U X, =1
i=1

ZVJ.YJ.r —Z“uixir <0 y(r=12,..,n) (2)
i=1

j=1

U >0;i=1,23,..m

V,20;j=123,..5
AR T Ears L ATFehbe R LS 1o @ Au s DMUA D hfst » 24 0
e R AR BT EHE 5 oA (2)7 Y > HRA NP B E(+m+s+ )P & 3Rk

(M+s) > #7020 5 7 #5438 anlie p R 0 o 7 H(2) 78 9 2 418 (duality) ) 38 02 2 i f i o

Q)7 Fgke & 4B BN L 4o » LR B A 4o

Min  h —e(Q S +>.S5)
i=1 i=1
subject to D A X, —h X, S, =0
r=1

A, =Y, =S, =0

; i ik ik (3)
A, >0,r=1,273,.n

S, >0,i=1,2,3,..m

S, 20,j=1,2,3,.5

g% 2£1@ Ak 17 #(non — Archimedean, #*# 7 4 £=10")

(3)5% 7 » S A I A §F ¥ #c(slack variable) » S, M & A M A IR E A
R L DMU#EE 2 fico h Bl £ 2% DMU #73 & 2y Gl S B fi & o
% hel §7 =S5, =0/ » &7 DMUE 5 $£ieF 5 § hi<l PF 2 32 DMU A & i
EF o d BT EREANZHE OTAF 22 AFE AEREF 2BV B F B
FI1e

Xik* = hk*Xik =S

Y, =Y +Sy”
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e

Xik’YJk LECTFER B A2 FEE o

Xy WY, % Ercf o~ A 2 PR o

hk ﬂDMUk”Lr}I&L)»)‘EE-LL/I}I,)‘E\‘ m/gi gp)i

) 213 % #-5% (Output-Oriented)

subject to ZVijk =

Zvl " Zux,r_o (r=12,....n) (4)

Ui >0;i=1,2,3,..m
V,20;j=1,23,..

d (487 B0 £ & J 58 e ’}E"Bﬁt—fr? 1@ &% F% DMU % » &)

> it g foshbo | i el T h HoRE

(4)5% d 3 X HHim BN B 4en LIRS EERLA doTh
Min  h +eQ S, +>.S,")
i=1 j=1

subject to > A X, X, +S; =
r=1
DAY, —hY, =S, =0
r=1

A 20,r=1,2,3,.n

S, >0,i=1,2,3,..m

S, >0,j=12,3,..5

g% 2217 3 5 17 #c(non— Archimedean, ## 7 4 £=10")

G)7*7? > h'Z X% DMU #75 A I v Gl 4B LR » § h'=

S, =S, =08+ &7 DMUKE § #tie s « 4§ h'<1 P » 3% DMUk A i 3o s

R RIEEE S SE SRS IR
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Xik* = Xik _Sik_
ij* = hk " ij + Srk+

e s

Xlk,Yk;\_ﬂi ALF PR B A D2 B E o

X ,YJk AECEPER OB 2 P EE

h's DMUy#73 2~ S0 bR S B gi A -
3. BCC #3¢

Fift CCR o 2 A7 M =8 B DMU s & » e Azt B ig42? » ¥ Farrell - $&
T AT OBER o Ry RS ARV ad MEF ROy 0 ohg
&% > ¥ Banker,Charnes and Cooper(1984)#- CCR =\ L # B - E A A {2 A7
it $ & (production possibility set) {¥— & 3K > £ 51 * Shephard 3 S #e(distance function)

SELE o HE N T R SRS fe e g st o 25 BCC st o
BBC ® 42 A7 i & (M T={(X)¥20, X >0, &2Yd 3 » X574 )
HH2 AV E & 7 /NP AT B £ (input possibility set)

L(X)={X|(X,Y)eT}

A 2% it # & (Output Possibility Set) : P(X)={X|(X,Y)eT}

HRALAT R (AT e R

L (X.Y)eT, k=L2,.n 6,20, >.6,=1:80.6X.>.6X)eT »T -
k=1 k=1 k=1
g;@ » %@éé%{pﬂﬁ'@%

2. EH(X,Y)eT» 2 X2X> BI(X,Y)eT
E(X,Y)eT> 2Y =Y BI(X,Y)eT >

ARG P s AR A IR F L A A T s ehe
3. EXY)eT » 2t>0-37 @ X, tY)eT » &7 & 785 F 2 LadEp -

4, T2/ Yz msEMsaa,Ladi s o
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F1* BCC #5355 # ) 8 gk iroc & (PTE) 22 24052 % (SE) » 4o ] 14 977 » Bk Aot ¥
- FrBHE- FhoofFReT X3 ANB-C~DEZ DMU>#¢ A~-B~C-Emn
B DMU A} & »c o i 0 2 8 e o 5 (00 T f 42 VRS Front) » @ OK # 3 F] %
BACeR S (04T 4L CRS Front) e M~ 6 @2 »D 2 & OF 2 £ % FD thgk »
e BE? AR OFAE R Z FB2Z 3~ Flm .5 D 2 4L » F=FB/FD» $* T %
FeH s % (PTE) © f;if;g_:'za mZ D3>0l v241IDAE e EgRHEir Ol
re4 A IE2Z AE > Fpt @& D2 AN G 2xF=ID/E - C B9 1% & e E G »a o
2TRPFE G BB SRS FRFOFAE FBadr C2Tm3 >
BIE % FG# » %7 » Flm 2% B 2 R H»c% (SE)=FG/FB - % & OF & ! & B 27
T R EFEDHECF R REOF R F FG 24K 0 £ 0 Fla LA B =FG/FD -
B % CCR H55% #7 B endt e & = (FB/FD)X(FG/FB) = /& #-4t s & (PTE)x AR Hov
(SE) -

CES Front

EEH
)

VRS Front

A ZA X

Bl 14 @ Baesed ~ S HpeeF ~ L F
$ b BCC HoN 7 7 R » o N A e NS S G R F S o
® I~ ¥ % ;% (Input-Oriented)

el r o AR
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ik

Max h =>V,Y, -C,
j=1
subject to > U, X, =
i=1
Zvj P =2 UiX, —C <0 5(r=12,..,n) (6)
i=1
Ui >0;i=12,3,..m
V,20;j=123,..5
Bd o Coh- ¥l TAREREH P 28 e
Cc>0 % 3% DMU e AR B3R v v it % A5
Ck=0 %32 DMU AR HAR B 7 TR f&
Ck<0 % 3% DMU AR Hodw povh s 4k fk

(6); e BN T b 2 LR B A T

m S

Min  h - S, +>.S,")

i=1 i=1

subject to D A X, -6 X+ Sy =0

r=1

Z;L,YJ, ~Y, - Sigk=¥

Z/L=l

r=1

2,>0,r=1,2,3,.n (7)

S, >0,i=123,..m
S, >0,j=1,2,3,.5
&% 2217 & 7 #c(non — Archimedean, *# % £ ¢=10"°)

® 7 I % % ;% (Output-Oriented)

i e S A e T
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Min  h.'=>UX, +D,

i=1
subject to D V)Y, =1
i=1

S

DVY, -DUX,-D, <0 5(r=12,..,n) (8)
j=1 i=1

U, >0;i=1,2,3,..m
V,20;j=1,2,3,..5
B o Di b ¥l VARG AN P IR B 2 R e
D«>0 % 3% DMU AR H4F foE i % ik
Dk=0 # 3% DMU &R B3R ¥ 7 2k 1k
Dk <0 % 3% DMU Jah 3R v 138 7k 35

Q) e R B N T b 2 LR AR A T

Min - h '+eQ S, +>.S,")
i=1 j=1

subject to D" A X, —X; +8,-=0

r=1

ZM -0, —8§, =0

rlr

er =1
r=1

A, 20,r=1,23,..n 9)
S, >0,i=1,23,.m

S, >0,j=1,2,3,.

g5 2t At @ ﬂt(non—Archimedean, AT L e=10")

B THERFY(CRS) T » 3 » & e ek (TEcrs ) » € % 3%t % 69 2L 047 4 (VRS)

T o G R S (TE ves ) ek » 6 S (TE sae) = K 3k 0 B 255 40
T ! TEgps = TEyrs XTE 0

b FR e TEcrs ~ TEvRs » TEscale '8 A3 087 1 2. FF » 4 530 | P s T B

pr R > 4o TEsae=1 % 3% DMU ft B i RH0RE o 2 7 TEscale | 57 1 P > T 2 4

=

DEARPCE S A SRR SRR R BSR4 0 58t B 0 Fare et al(1985)4% 1 7
3+ B 2RV 2L H03R Y (non-increasing returns to scale, NIRS) 24 i i & 2. s {8 » £
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23 TEcrs » TEwrs & {7}t iR o 2| %705 2 4o T
% TEgs # TEyps FF » DMU R RH3R PR3 18 B 5
% TEyrs = TEyps P¥ » DMU R HEAR B aip 15 B2

% TEcps = TE s FF > DMU 7] T 2438 FYFE £
AR E R (TN 2 (9) 7 L] iE i Zﬁ =1L % 2/1 <1 £ATREFET HERMER

3l [ T
1 &~ FEe st

Min  h, _‘9(i Si +ZS: Si")
i=1 j=1

subject to Y A X, -6 X, +S, =0

r=1

Z/IrYJr Y, =S =0

Z/Ir <0 (10)

4.,8.7,S, >0,
&% 24fe 25 5F 17 Bz(non Archimedean, ~# 7 4 ¢=10)

Min - h '+eQ S, +>.S,)
i=1 j=1

subject to > A4 X, —X, +S,” =0

r=1

Z/w -0, Y, S, =0

rogr

> A<l (11)
r=I1
2.,S,7,S, >0,

g% 2517 A 7 #c(non — Archimedean, ## % £ ¢=10")

4.1.2 Panel data regression analysis
R R R A oR $re TP > - SR Y #3d Bo) T 2 2 (Ordinary Least Square,
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OLS) kit > etz 2 22 2MFTAL T RLEFE FRUTHELITEE T - Rehlia) > 7
* J B PR A 2| (Time-series) i %76 (Cross-section)~ 17 <77 Panel Data B+ f& 4 if 3%
FHE - Pl o B EES AR ATV E- SRRV RI T Fea N
£ R R 2 &?Vmﬁ*’ﬂJééiﬁﬁﬁﬂ(*ﬁ%ﬁ&+i%%’
Ordinary Least Squares Model ) ~ B @ 2c% #-3] ~ SE#82c % 03] » 0T & WP 2. o

1. 51&3&&?&1‘] (Classical Regression Model)

¥ BAEFG G AR FRT R A LS B B R e 4 (Pooled
Data)d *>> #§EIF 33 §AEF B2 @A co o v BRI A AR FHCAE F 247
R TP R e PRS2 A A e

i=1,2,...,N (12)

i=L2,.,NaifF—- 7 FE%adHE

t=12,.. T #2737 HF;

Yiis T E %t L RRBERARE

Xeit o % T H A5t S KBRERENIEIARRE;

g, N AL > ¥ E(g,)=0, Var(g)=0";

B> k=12, K » 53 thilc Rl to- BPERP 52 BEH Feni fics
a0 A BFER Gl

2. HEc%k #7| (Fixed Effects Model)

7 véiﬁwfﬂ@xéﬁﬁé#&?ﬁiﬁgﬁm’ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ
AR OBIET EEE B b a c B A A b om # % #c(Dummy
Variables) jo 37 # B35 ch& v > Flpt > miR @R MK L0 B g% H i p ¥
BRI € TRFEHEEFIBHAR AR B EELFT R B N RERY
TG TR BAREfeE - W u] > A, LA T E AFE N,07) 0 T U

TRWEARPRRADLREHRe 7 AR Y ¥ o dfd mRREEF WY AR
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Ty PSS AT DS RN EFE PR SIS P

® - = FH ¥ 3% #-3](One-Way Fixed Effects Model)

K K
Y.t:a1d1j1+a2d2jt+“'+zﬁkxkit+g 20{1 Jt+2ﬂkxkit+git (13)
k=1 k=1

2,
o =12, &R FEIE ke B OH Ak s ,T*{A— - OBU m']“*%‘r IR APk 0 2
Rl 2 A I
d, = B#%E Fj=s Pl diei LEj#spldis 1o
o - T 3z % #-73] (Two-Way Fixed Effects Model)

# Panel Data #3|® > £ & ¥ g 7 BREFOPE > Pl - ~ FHasck #7)

K
Yi = +ald1jt +a2d2jt Fo 72650 T 758, +"'+Zﬂkxkit + &
k=1

T-1 K (14)
=% +Za1 Jt+z7teri+2ﬁkxkit+git
=1 k=1
g,
v t=12,..,T o & & pr A BEE 0% B
T,P %&%@:’?r—t ’Eje =1 K N%Tit’ﬂljeri:0°
3. %827 % #5073 (Random Effects Model)
[ZEEE - =] ’Fﬁ_t}‘ BoH AP EHRERRE T A Ftﬁ‘}\‘ vy LI BRI LR en
BRI UG R e R ORI o 5 IR R Rl F oo 5 B

B FEAHENTE  Mlag=atu o BRAIST 40T

k k
Yit:ai+2ﬁkxkit+git:(a+/ui)+2ﬂkxkit+git (15)
k=1 =

g,
o S A BEE S CUEES S AU
s BEE A

X » % 1 FOBU % t# % k B2 %k
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& » FEAT
v — —N- 2y 2, 2\ 2.
2E()=E(&)=0;, E(ey)=0;; E()=0,;

Cov(sy, 44)=0; Var(u,+&,)=0’ =0’ +0,

I P o k45§ F Judge, Griffiths, and Hill(1997) 532 3 42 oML SR G

TG A

Var(e,) =Var(u) +Var(o,) =6, +35,, o, =&~ » 2EFLHE (16)
Cov(sy, &) =, (t#5) (17)
Cov(ey, &) =0(1 = ) (13)

FEod M RFNA6)FAAELFREFREL S 2D - B B D
WAB AR 2 (18):N 7 F B aREL I 2 4B S TRk LR
% % A 7| 4p B (Serial Correlation)s R 48 » 3 £ % i & T\ k@732 £
FEpren > F)pt o L A L FHN S E IR - A SR T 3 B3t 5% (Generalized

Least Squares Estimation) » & JE{#F — & izt € o S {s > 5040

Yy AV, =a(l-2)+ Y B (s — A e AB)

(19)

E]—}-'\ im {_r:lgy ﬂﬂ?'-&]i F'&P %L_;L-sgl ’7\7_‘ 3 f—Fz EE‘? ﬁ#]%ﬁ&
£ s T )

Pl g ﬁﬁ-/} 17 P F & 40k A 93 B (heteroscidasticity) > # &35 F #4F * panel

7
sk (timeeffect) o gt #h o d >0 g H2 Y FL B 7% (Fu a7 kA

data Random-effects GLS regression i 3+ °

K K
Yi =, +Zﬂkxkit +7: & :a+2ﬁkxkit U + 7, T &
- = (20)

St
pr
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a, P BRI > KA E RHEG G AR BH LOERREL T T, = oty 0 RoT
HAGEIE S R o

s

o ho 2 WHE -

u, P BFEZ AR R AR A BE 2k o
VR wt A Rk o

g, ~ 11d(0,0%) * "EBFALIE -

2 Euu) =0 % i#j: Ew) =0 ;5 Ewu) =0} Eue,) =0

EGry) =0 % t#r; Ew) =0 ; E(y,) =0} E(ye,) =0
42 PIHH%*2 FTHE XA

ipfﬁi%wé%i\ﬂ\T%%M%’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁj\ﬂ\Tﬁﬁééi%@

K LA ¥ LR EREY Ay H SRS TR L
AFEFF (F) 2053 B3 1087270 @E@mawa¢%gggl¥;ﬁ

FTREAFIL P FDRRF AN - RPF PSR EA L ¢
N%&ﬁi@@%%ﬁéﬂ%%ﬁ’#ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ%&%?ﬁ’ﬁ T AR T b
7@%?2%@@%%@%%%&% PWe s cngd > 5 ia FRER L et £ %

7]

fis
¥
P
%'r“‘m
rﬁ

g
*m\“«f-
)‘\

AT g IR B d < 2000 & 1 F &~ 2005 & o

43 REITEEFE

PURR A A L A IRA % mogiﬁﬁ?%&%&ﬁé%%%ﬁﬁhém%%’ﬁy
Pearson ApRf @3l T > B2 A N IE2 ApR e T > TEPTAPM Rl B ¥ -
F LM Panel data % jF 4 4790 @ % Dl R P R REY 4 B 5 RIS R S
BE o pREX FPER ok o
431 GEFHe L E 2T * i » 2 NIF

DEA 2 & fed2 584 > ~ 535 A dipFsey HiRgE > 8 0 @2 0 3 R
B#cr 222 @ U] FHRAEZ NIEH AP DMU BHTFAPEI 4 > St @
RARPES G e ehDMU > FRF 40— 3~ &2 1138 > R Jf 12 1K DEA 2 #7%)

4 (discriminating power) & i o Zx & E * § 538 p > ¥ 4Pk Banker et al.(1984)#7:& 3k 2
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&5 % Pl (rule of thumb) » ¥ M2 328 ~2 B#cd © ik r 5 B 2 1138 Blicfrz =
B F AT G - TEMEUEERE TS 12 Fo &I T Sl A 9 Sk
Blcfod % 5 6

LS Bl A R ol 55 60 Bt ART A RILGE 6 E I HA )
?ﬁﬁ%?ﬁ%ﬁ&»ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁx,W“&&ﬁ P g iTgddis > 215 i@
* Pearson 4p B Tk Bcf (T FE A W2 AP M AR 0 X A £ 3 W4 %R 14 (is tonicity)
BT o P4l BB R ERRRAcL 297 0 HY Oy HEF A
Rl Ads FEF* > AN FEarZ5 -

% 2 3~ & 1138 Pearson 4P M [H ¥ T % %

HEF A R tde FEFY FApad  FERNFEE

2005 &

¥ ey xeg 0.909 0.819" 0.934™ 0.395" -0.111
FLan % 41 0.745™ 0.578" 0.776" 0.255™ -0.071
FTAFEMF 0.089 0.067 0.102 0.074 -0.380"
A E AR 0.035 0.020 0.066 0.019 -0.372"
En P -0.004 -0:017 0.121 -0.018 -0.243"
2004 &

¥ oo 2 0.960" 0.804" 0.965" 0.393" -0.124
b i 4 0.9317 0.695 0.905" 0.367" -0.105
F AP F 0.152 0.036 0.109 0.061 -0.325"
KR E AR 0.078 0.105 0.042 0.009 -0.261"
g 0.051 0.015 0.075 -0.021 -0.218"
2003 &

¥ E o x5 0.947™ 0.865 0.965 " 0.469™ -0.080
% 4] 0.806" 0.676 0.805" 0.257" -0.062
FAFMS 0.017 -0.025 0.002 -0.120 -0.254™
KR E R -0.084 -0.138 -0.087 -0.256" -0.138
En g -0.086 -0.117 0.003 -0.225° -0.096
2002 &

¥ oo 2 0.947" 0.884" 0.923" 0.469" -0.065
b i 4 0.602" 0.460" 0.425" 0.128 -0.134
FTAFMF -0.005 -0.054 -0.058 -0.134 -0.356"
A E RS -0.066 -0.127 -0.133 -0.234° -0.181
En g -0.088 -0.143 -0.094 -0.238" -0.173
2001 &

¥ E o xR 0.943™ 0.899™ 0.937” 0.516" -0.042
% 41 -0.011 -0.044 -0.082 -0.377" 0.003
TR 0.024 0.014 0.036 -0.031 -0.380"
R E RS -0.038 -0.069 -0.019 -0.167 -0.249°
Eon g -0.086 -0.128 -0.038 -0.254" -0.114
2000

¥ E o xR 0.968" 0.889" 0.968" 0.598™ -0.111
a2 41 0.965™ 0.834" 0.909™ 0.541" -0.096
FTAMP S 0.120 0.054 0.148 0.000 -0.230°
WA E RS 0.051 -0.025 0.086 -0.051 -0.129
Eon g 0.037 -0.040 0.092 -0.060 -0.111

sx %% 1 4 P<0.05 *: % P<0.1
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432 Rdc: BT b E
1. &?l}_‘%
Zéff r'ﬂiir—ﬂ 1@——?‘ T _ﬂi._-—- i\zw y @ ST ;L“ 33 ,ra- v F‘%ZZ']V} L :12: % N ‘#—_Z%JN
8 4 > Woo £ Willard(1983)dp 1> i F v it 7R & P15 5 3% 5 U0

TIREFEEEENFORER S 2 WY R LR R T oM R R e
B @ L F 3 ¥ & (Return on Investment, ROT) ~ *% € ## & #F ¥ & (Return on Equity, ROE) -

1

7 A 3% f¥ & (Return on total Assets, ROA)¥ fiw0 7% 41| 5 (Return on Sales, ROS) o 4 3 #7
B F R AR FARMY R EERMF R m S % 3
LB E SR Rt TR0 H ey gam SR8 1 #“fﬁiiﬂ——,ﬁ? AFrKPTiE
FE e
2. M iE
AP LEAGE AT L e BN T o ik Sveiby(2002) % B ernT 2 2 P
g & 7§ % & vt (Market-to-bogk ratio, M/B.ratio) ~ Tobin’s Q ratio ~ 47 & 75 A fit4c i &
% B(VAIC™) ~ g g4 ) B (BVA)E 5 A 4237 @ 4072 (CEEM-IAV)T 48 2 » 25 &

;}51“7}4“?%{@_0;‘};@:—%5\:,&(":% 0]

23D AL ERY GAe il B SRR g F AT o

*iE R a5
B E MV RS GE x fvh il i R
(M/B ratio) BV MFAEG W E R f ARG E
Tobin’s Q Ratio I\/IVE + PS + DEBT

PS—ﬁiéJH%%%%E%’
DEBT =iife f f — /i FA+ LW f 7

A4 ) B (EVA) EVA=(# ~ 7 i\:%ﬁﬁ”’ F_WACC) X 4 » & #

WEFT AvsehE ik VA—a‘Té;+ LY ERE T+ TR LET Y

(VAIC™) ™ s e de w2 g e 1
VAIC™ =3~ FArasdplic+ 4 4 Fasafdplic+ BT 225 dp ik

VA VA VA-EFH*
= + +
AT ARG B FE R VA
FALAFEeE TR gRME -G

(CEEM-IAV) ARVFAYE=
TAHLK R AR Y IR

WA E x § AT A S LI E)
F*Jr\
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432 f ¥ PR xR O Bdk
1. PFE»%

BN EFRFE AR ERLRFRFLE @ R ot g IR
Pk (time effect) o Fo e R AT ¢ de r PEE TR SO R SRR R oLk o T g
REBERF RO -

i 4k
AT ELERAE L P TRl o B B P L TR A L L
W L ERUSE LS AR E P H R SRR T L
AXTI () &F 231 0 23108 72 7 ¥ Esans R iyt W ¥ EE
MESBEAITRTNREAE S A FNRRF AN - R SBEESI AL €T
FIBRT A REY 05 HETERE LB R S R R fs A 5F o
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PFEH B LEWMA L AA LY B EA GO 2B IR F L LY Yoz
e BTl R 0 AH AR A Z Bt RiBEFAGT o 5 A 1 CCR #1554 12 2 BCC 5t
Rfpe ERT A BB E LA SO RO LEWA LR b EeaT R G
Horxeni B> 14 panel data regression ~ 47 B B & E G Frwnd & FlF § VR 5 ¥ Y

anel data regression 3£ 37 % B % E | F efd % 5 & {8 > 74 * Panel data regression 4
p g g

1o BN AR e BT E G U F BB R R o
51 CCR #:5% ~ BCC #558 sa ¥ B A 47

AFFE AN CCRES RfFLERT RFavesiE  hiEi 1 20324 KE =
(DMU) Ap$t7 225 > 30 1 FA TR E S o Ra S#LF LG 25 5 DMU + 7
@A b HETIR Y iR o Pl DMU 3 A H @ DMU 43 & & ch=t#ikck 4 7 32 DMU

3 »% 5 95 & (Robustness) * § —Tﬁiﬁ SR G pRE 0 R ﬁ 55 o

Rm CCR #5¢ E_E& 4 AR F S iFk Y - 4&m 3 > DMU & »c 5 hp 7]
PR Rg Rp T A e AR Y ey 0. F] 1 Banker, Charnes £ Cooper (1984) B i3k 2 & i
PR EARBIE T oA A7 a0 § & chw B 2 32 {r Shephard srpESE Sl F 0 A S
£ H 5 (technical efficiency, TE) % 4 $io3% 5 (scale efficiency, SE)2. BCC #ic5% > @ CCR
o T R fRaecF BRI FEL 5 2 A 2 (productive efficiency, PE) s BCC 038 T K j# ik
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W E AT F L R f E oS

o Taer RS Rl NG oI R R R T

F 2. DMU F# 4

N Year AF W iEss  CCR »F i 4y ik
3006 £ % 2000 Ede 33
3186 Ei % 2000 *®3 11
8084 Eir 2000 Ede 64
8172 %M 2000 3Rl 58
2454  EE 2001 B 9
3006 & % 2001 B 40
3186 miE 2001 Edu 18
3268 A AL W 2001 e 19
8084 Eir 2001 w3t 82
6239 4 = 2001 B 49
2454 EgE 2002 St 28
8084 Eir 2002 Ede 86
8096 &Iy 2002 B 14
8299 2002 = B 44
2441 &K ¥ 2002 ES 25
6239 4 =& 2002 FHARE 35
2454 B 2003 X3t 9
3006 & % 2003 B 98
8096  # I 2003 Pt 16
8299 ¥ 2003 e 50
2441 A ¥ 2003 3 R 42
8143  fif 2003 E3l- Rk 17
3006 & % 2004 " 60
8096 #iI; 2004 Ede 26
8299 ¥ 2004 Eds 47
2342 wE 2004 33 7
6239 4 = 2004 E3l Sk 30
8096  # I 2005 St 107
2441 Az ¥ 2005 E3l W 44
6239 4 = 2005 3 KR 54
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% 5:2000 £ 3 2005 £ 4p ¥ty 2xS 2 £ F RSBk

S8 AEH ER
[ w48 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005
fo F &3 2000(33)  2001(40) 2003(17)  2004(60)
iy 2 ;L 2000(11)  2001(18)
Edr %3 2000064)  2001(82)  2002(86)
B R gl 2000(58)
mif g L HEy 2001(9)  2002(28)  2003(9)
PR Hio 2001(19)
4 & 31 2001(49)  2002(35) 2004(30)  2005(54)
2R S B 2002(14)  2003(16)  2004(26)  2005(107)
E=3:00 %2t 2002(44)  2003(50)  2004(47)
2 ¥ 3R] 2002(25)  2003(42) 2005(44)
U 3t 2003(98)
N %) 2004(72)

52 B E X ¥z EJIF 2 panel data regression 4 5
521 BB & £ 5 ¥ ¥ 2 panel data regression 4 45

BRI AIREE R R R B R F o AP STk T 2 panel data

regression i 3t 0 AR 3N do T AR

k K
Y = +Z/kakit + 7t € :a+2ﬂkxkit +U +7 T &
k=1 k=1

1)
AP o pREXSGEE R ARG GB35 B &4 5H CCR R
IEC@%&ﬁSE%%%ﬁFﬂﬁﬁﬁoﬁﬁé%%%6%ﬁo
d % 6 ¢ CCR #7 » B35 CCR - 9:.(1—?5’}3%?& 3% 11 2 DMU *#7fw I%m

GEFF B o MR ok @ 3 0 2000 & R 2 CCR > L » M A ¥ mdda 3 v 35KR
#HR D CCR % BAPH R 5% ©

B¥ > BEDMU 2 BCCreFfad £ 67 BCC#r7 » 3 Pl »chk ~ A %1 Eda
oo g £ G4 § ¥ BCC »ad @ B ihdied x » 29 gl £ep
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BCC »x 5 B i
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s @3 22000 & B2 SE a4 A £ ®4aa 2 o Wig £ SE 2 @4p
K o

43



iz 2_ panel data random-effects GLS regression 4 47 %

& F ek

CCR BCC SE
Intercept 27.08(16.13)°  15.07(17.47)  0.88(0.15)™"
Time effect:
Year, o, 5.54(1.89)" 1.46(2.33) 0.57(0.02)”
Year,q, 12.29(1.88)""  6.04(2.23)""  0.14(0.02)""
Year,o0; 17.42(1.88)""  12.32(2.31)""  0.14(0.02)™"
Yearsoo 7.89(1.88)""  10.12(2.31)™  0.00(0.02)
Yeargos 5.72(1.90)™  0.22(2.34) 0.07(0.02)™
Industry Value Chain:
Foundry 1.84(14.69)  37.00(15.90)"  -0.27(0.13)"
Assembly and Test 8.08(4.67)" 5.32(5.06) 0.64(0.04)
o, 19.80 21.05 0.18
o, 13.51 16.55 0.17
Wald y? 112.77° 60.68"" 74.60""
R? 7.62% 7.51% 7.94%
Number of observations 641 641 641

Note: 1.The operation efficiency has time effects.
2. Dummy variable, D=0 for vertical integration, D=1 for vertical disintegration.

3. Standard errors are in parentheses: p<0.1:

FI K 6 I T

% (BCC) & #_41-5% & (SE)#1 {8

£ 51 R fk RAREENG F b T

ks IC AL
1R R e AR IR B

P O (o i
RIFEEM L Ao

TR £ T B %

522 BELERF 2

& % 3 e (BCC) ]

Bl o 20 SFEA AT

sekok

*p<0.05; ™" p<0.01.

Freo BPREFER FOLNZIE 0 3w 2 A S (CCR) ~ e
AR - u%%@?%éﬁﬁﬂﬁ%’ﬁéi’

A gl A

e
: ) B
CRIA Bk f Y f R T ANl BearFE o H
BT R B R F P 0 K
B R E R TR A 24 a7 pllgE
ARERORET A S B ARE

panel data regression 4 47

@_éj} BE o HENFILTE LA ﬁ % 0 MY 4 2 panel data regression iF
2 R enhf a0 LB FERE AE v JURE T g 0 2 AR N e T
k k
Y =q +Z/kakit 7t & :a+z/8kxkit U +7 T &
k=1 k=1 (22)
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8 EA1F P ROA~ROE 12 ROSH (T3 JFA 47 o @ B p REIF Eendfs > o ¢
s F 5 5 2x2 panel data regression 4 7 ¥ 3 I 0 CCR ~ BCC 2 SE #7## % % + &
fake o PRk 2 AER BEAAL AR PRFF 0 ZHI A Flt it fFEFIF

panel data regression A~ 37 7 225 @ @12 CCR 3 % o 2478 %40k 7 977 o
K& THER PEEEFEF T F 2 R T F EsRE 4 Ao iE o H
PEEAR A A ox TR R £ £ 115 (ROA, ROE, ROS)F M F & w8 e 8 ktkik
1 ERLLEENFLEFE > R AL EWE Y e HiRF o

}J o

¥ g g
Tk g ¥ e £ mear R
C AIE RS Sy SR Y =Rt e T

B KT 2000 # o

o

# =k

T
o
i

=k
Kl
o4
£

2 71 B L ¥ A5 2 panel data random-effects GLS regression 4 17 %
s B |
ROA ROE ROS

Intercept -3.87(8.29) -7.90(13.14)  -43.55(26.80)
Time effect:
Yearao; -13.33(1.69) | 221.48(2.79)""  -46.88(9.47)""
Year,o0, -10.08(1.71) © | =20.10(2.83)""  -22.46(9.49)"
Year,oo; 856(1:74) " / -15.98(2.86)"  -13.17(9.56)
Yearsoo -5.68(1.67)7 « -12.60(2.76)""  -4.27(9.34)
Year,gos 740@68)7  -16.11(2.77)77  -8.32(9.39)
Industry Value Chain:
Foundry 6.77(7.46) -0.73(11.80) 20.17(23.49)
Assembly and Test -5.31(2.40)™"  -18.23(3.79)""  -18.76(7.65)"
Operation efficiency:

CCR 0.35(0.03)™" 0.54(0.05)™" 0.75(0.13)™
o, 9.09 14.28 17.85
o, 11.63 19.38 64.88
Wald > 191.45™ 189.59" 71.41°77
R? 18.03% 22.5% 10.10%
Number of observations 634 636 636

Note: 1.The operation efficiency has time effects.
2. Dummy variable, D=0 for vertical integration, D=1 for vertical disintegration.

3. Standard errors are in parentheses;*p<0.1; "p<0.05; ™ p<0.01

53 R Exf4e B2 panel data regression 4 47

BRI AIRER R R RBE R ORI AL HE® sk T 2 panel data

regression fz 3% > 3 AR N Ao ApoR
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k k
Y = +Zﬁkxkit 7t & =0‘+Zﬂkxkit +U; +7 T &
k=1 k=1

BeoopREXS

r/J_y
xﬁéc ,% B = JE

2_ panel data regression 4 +5 ¥ 124 3 > CCR ~ BCC % SE #718

FOPRFR AT
Q’{Y‘*J{‘ 7% &]F/\’}:fr °om

'f%' B4a1 % 3L

AP RBEBOCF E DI o d g 3

B2EARipR

(23)

N E RN T I SR SIES ]

'u,% é:,:’{

o pE Ry

kR AER E4EL D CERF & 5 1Y A 40 Flet gt 4 B panel data regression
AP s FEE I CCR 54 o 2378 %40k 8 9757 o
7 8 1 F & Frt4e § @2 panel data random-effects GLS regression 4 17 %
e T B ST K
M/B ratio Tobin’s Q EVA VAIC™ CEEM

Intercept 1.35(0.89) 0.54(0.67) -1.85¢7(4242303)™"  -8.82(13.01) 7.03¢%(1.21¢%)™
Time effect:
Yearsoo; 0.67(0.28)" 0.45(0.21)" -1.497(2662116) ™ -5.09(1.96)"" -2.98¢(7.69¢")
Yearag, -0.90(0.27)""  -0.65(0.20)""  -7213728(2608149)""  -5.47(1.96)"" 2.32¢7(0.42¢7)
Years3 -0.81(0.27)”"  -0.70(0.20)" -1.51e'(2569578)""  -6.32(2.00)"" -6.81¢7(0.36¢”)
Year,oo4 -1.52(0.25)""  -1.21(0:19) "1 1 ~8324717(2422354)"" -3.02(1.92) -2.67%(6.97¢")™
Year,qs -0.75(0.25)"" -0.70(0.18)""  -9739696(2394917)"" -2.90(1.90) -1.09¢%(6.85¢")
Industry Value Chain:
Foundry -0.27(0.77) 0.28(0.58) 2.46e'(3356714)"  10.69(11.77) -7.92¢%(9.60e")™
Assembly and Test -1.53(0.29)"" = -0.81(0.22)" " -1383306(1523456) -5.91(3.95) -4.09¢’(4.39¢7)
Operation efficiency:

CCR 0.03(0.00)™" "+0.02(0:00)""-63466:88(28835.82)"  0.18(0.04)™"  519967.7(854476.9)
o, 0.95 0.72 0 15.61 0
o, 1.12 0.82 12402672 12.13 3.649¢*
Wald ;> 142.77° 113.17" 110.47™ 29.23™ 100.45™"
R? 31.22% 25.62% 25.25% 10.10% 23.83%
Number of observations 364 364 337 563 331

Note: 1.The operation efficiency has time effects.

2. Dummy variable, D=0 for vertical integration, D=1 for vertical disintegration.

3. Standard errors are in parentheses;*p<0.l;

(R
2 4

2. & ¥ Tobin’s Q ratio 2.

7\ ]% /i

**p<0.05; ok

p<0.01.

panel data regression 4 7
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d 4 8% 5 di > & % Tobin’s Q ratio 2. panel data regression 4 17 .55 % &1 5 7
EE 2R FEAITEE SRR - B384 (@ % 32 %% #ic Tobin’s Q ratio % i 7 PR AT
A E W B4R LT @ pEF2csk @ 5 0 2001 # &7 Tobin’s Q ratio 7 A ¥ = & >
H 4 E R o Tobin’s Q ratio & 3% 2000 £ » £ 12 2004 & e f Ed L LA E G E

am = 0 4+p| ¥ 2. Tobin’s Q ratio & & K3 283+ ¥ ;34 A2k @ 2 » ¥ Tobin’s Q ratio
P 7 P
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GR35 ¥ 310
3. & ¥5& 4§ & (Economic Value Added, EVA)2 panel data regression 4 47
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5. £ ¥F A1 4F 24 (CEEM-IAV)2. panel data regression 4 45
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