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Abstract

In recent decades, studies on the performance of investment in information technology
(IT) have received more attention. However, the related literatures indicate that the
investment in IT does not improve significantly the corporate financial performance (called
phenomenon of productivity paradox). This paper attempts to examine the relation between
the investment in IT and the corporate financial performance by introducing the business
life cycle concept. The objective is to investigate whether the ratio for investment in IT is
different in the different stage and the effect of financial performance for investment in IT
is changed. We use the sales growth rate (MSG), the capital expenditures rate (MCEV),
and the establishment years (AGE) to determinate the life cycle stage in business. The
results show that the investment in IT in the growth stage is higher than in the decline stage,
especially more significant for software and hardware investment. In addition, the market-
based performance and the accounting-based performance is also higher in the growth

stage.
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AR AR A R 42 i S 38 P AS M 6920042005 F AR F L A P oy T RERBFEA
T A SEAFAZFNI0MALITERZ Y BELA MR AW L o R EEA
Mo GERERBFNOERRRE - RN TAHEIE ) EeREBARE - b sk
R (2003) AT e sk R AF LIS - THEE e wm KB E L AIFRS AR
#}3% (information technology; IT)89 J&E A ~ fn3k F R » AR Suiliab @ ey a2t 0 E5RFH
BRMEFEEE  BRTRIERFAFARAIN  REZOE " AAHKGERRA | - &IF
SR LB (OECD) 8y 3R 45 4u 48 h AR 4R AR B4k 4 & /) 39t HABE R K TR
PR (&% B4R 2001) ° TR AR T AR T » BAMZZETH L EMR
BRI ERFOERFNAMEMLAE -

Riin > AAMHLZTAEORREARZE  RALELEER BERLOLNH R
BFENFHI-—FE-—ARARZEZMAEHFERMC - BRAF S RERITH AR
A>3 3 W 5 A IE &) B 4% (Diewert & Smith 1994; Hitt & Brynjolfsson 1996; Dewan & Min
1997) * 12474 K R Y 5F %45 th H AL E A4 & & 71 F J& (productivity paradox)’#) 3,
%(e.g., Roach 1987; Ahituv & Giladi 1993; Loveman 1994) » ¥t 5 % » A AAZ LA E T/
LAETRS KRG R At Ee) A48 » #lde > Clegg et al. (1997)% B4 80~90% 44
HAAAH LI A LA | FARI 69 42K B AR © Brynjolfsson (1993)3%.& A AF 42 F ¥ L pT &
A 2k 5 T A LA I Pk 28 24 (time lag effect) @ 4873 B A3 3% B Bk 40 8 A 75
FEBA A B 1% ; Mahmood et al. (1998) ZDevaraj#2Kohli (2003)% #F 75 LA BT 3k €k 2L
E% DL EI AL g

AFF R B AEIRFITHR B G RHMG AR SR AITRALE o RERR
FTRITHEH B » A RRAHENITRETHADEERZ P ERFRE > o
AMAEETRRAAEELREFRAR BT EERmS REZNRL A
WO E R BRAL A TS o B A o BB TR R T AL TP F RS
(Bharadwaj et al. 1999; 7ki& 4% 2007) ° Swierczek ¥ZShrestha (2003)H$% B AR L 22 ji] 4R 4T
OITH A E 71 BIITH A EARARITAN BRI A ZE ) LR BREITEAE T -
JEmBRITA N BEARER © 5kiFRFQOONLHERIT At A AR AL ABEFZ A
BRE MITANEACESFEIT AREZEAR  IT AREZ AT RANE—FHELH

' World Economic Forum, 2004, Global Competitiveness Report, http://www.weforum.org/site/homepublic.
nsf/Content/Global+Competitiveness+Programme %S5CGlobal+Competitiveness+Report

2 @R %38 (WEF) &M 492006~2007 F 2 H AL F ) o w AR R TE o AFiB
) TRKIFANTER (GCD), i T HERFEN BCD, > Hb s T RHGEFANEE (GCD o EIEA
MO RHRFNBEGER - R LRR L2 HE = 2R XAL "HIE, &8 " A#ER
0 RILILBEIR -

3 Bi3B A & /1 % J& (productivity paradox) % 45 & Ak 42 H YA A Sk A A H MAH BE MG -
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TR BREBEHETRAEQRTEEROEHHE% - A4 & E R GITR A 2 E RF
HHRE - B A RR R AR HE — F £ 52 RACGRFHRE 2007) © @2
ARETHERT O TREZEARARRAELZARN, WEERATLEREEEL
R ENEHERE A LR R EQITRYE » A B R AT A & S AT F #b 4
B HE -

7 — 7 @ Carr (2003)7>72-4# 71 ¥ 373 (Harvard Business Review) ¥ # & "ITH A &
B, B REFHFAFH O ERELEA MBS REEH c CarERHEA
ADEERBEAARFERY  FEAGEROH M FIAHLER T » § LA RRE
AITER > BHREEEGOEAREZROCESR TR FFE L0 ITREAET R R
B E ey KA WRITHA RE SR T AP ES - RIEAdizes (1988)8 &% 4 4
B HIEE > S ET RGN 8RR aRER TS A ARG T E A P
TR e —fms  AGEMEANATRICETELA L Rk > RE > ARBEFHBEK
(Smith et al. 1985; Black 1998; Stickney 1999) - @A & R RE A GEIBEE T » ¥ H
ey AR RARBARLE AR flde o FDERAL IR KL DEeBAR
FEB ) E E AR AR K AL o HA AR ML A 04 3 5 5 1 7T 7 (Spence 1977, 1979; Porter
1980; Wernerfelt 1985) R £ ] IR K EIF » AR BPEAK GG EMN T2 E
TERALRG G RFER LR AL FRRISEHEANZBY A —F@ENSRE
Sl HMLEAFHNEEEEARIAKERE c Hik CEMRAGHANTR » XFA
A AR BITR AR B & o K#F %3 5] Anthony #2Ramesh(1992) 44 77 ik » VA4 H Rk
FFARIBRF AR HIAZ RIS EPT B A GRIMEEL - BN E FRERER
B ¥ A B IR AAGAZ o B SR XA AN B R SRR A FIETE T dEA B 8 BT
B AR - 128 0 AR — BI04GB RA TRER LR BRAML
AW EAR T RE—BEEAIE BT R B ER -

A REHERTZIRERAALTLER  HARA TR A G AP ¥ LHE
BFEEFRFN > T EARE RGBT - S ELAALIERAZ TN E - LE—F
Fr o TRAGEBERET  TRBEGITREHNMCEERZIHE  REARTR -
HERER > RRMARITEXSARAT LT RS ERESARBPREL @
A FAo b 3 A F A& RBH GO KA E SA R KD FORAN o ZATEHEITHRE
MBERABAT  RARBHAE  ITHRALZ LEMAERIRE  RBEARKH A
EHRBARERR S HA ORI TIHE AL A IEAS W LITAFE @R
HE RS TH A G N R GO Ao T4 - Hob— M RGBELEFEI M - K
HE R Z R KT & Carr (2003)093H M ZAH A KIS EPTRENITHRERALA F
TN TR TR ARG ERAREHRZLE  ITRACRLSEX Aatd
% AR O EBES -
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PinsonneaultRivard (1998)7%.4 & £ E/TH AL A A 09 = » — L3 e 25y
efEF] s A SsE TAEF e 4 & /1 - Tallon et al. (2000) B3R LITIZ A 64 BAZ > #1
Eh T ERA - ik A E AR BRI ERE 0 s At c AR A TR B AT Ty
BRHILEIR o ARG R ERT I HFARD o KXoy B 6988 T MR R A o 38 21 15
T SHEAMEAREBEARE ARTAMEBENKELELRE - AT HRRA S
FXERFF REER 0 G — ek RAT OG-

— - EREFEPEREEHAMNKRE

A EEHEASEEA G A E S BRBHERER > BESNTFR FERAE
A Sy hfeot RERIBFZAZEN  A0ME F R R EE » B ARA R kB R
HFELELTHHEARSGSHFES LYY ET AR ETOERE -  HASENR
RO > KA E H D LA BB D 09I & Peik - Hitt¥2Brynjolfsson
(1996):8 &N ) XM E LR A LA ERSGMBEMEOEATAT - §EF ALY RERR
B2 RFF AL R TR - AL A Rk o MARIEITroolbox /£ — A 2 84
SEFARHZEAEFLEB - AEA20034F 0 2004F 4 H53% 0 £ BR S E 3
T EAL  HEARKEIODA LGS ELRE W »2Z —

HMARAMA LR RER > AHALERPREFAZIER A AREF
(CIO) M A A A D EHFES > RB1990F R AT LY+ KM sERAZ
— (Niederman et al. 1991) = Robbins (1992)3% 2% & At 69 5] 21842 - T 40 & ML 4R A #7
(innovation) 2k, 4L 4k % ¥ (change) #9425 - Kwon¥1Zmud (1987) 8§ a8k A #7 4E & % %
BER 0 S RANA LA S8 E 42 F ¢ 45 (initiation) ~ 4R A (adoption) » i J&
(adaptation) 4% ~ £ (&4 @ BB E L H4E) © YA B R4 (incorporation) (45 & 3R
AN MBEE)ERE - A THRA, 25 T ARHFOUET R EAA
RILHRR ) > WAL AREIR BB ZMHEE  ARBIEZAHRAR >
Bbar ReFtaF BHERABBEOELZRFAMEL  FREZAEBAT £ G EAR
FEHBREHERRRGER S RECEOETRGERDR & R RF 1999) ©

McKenney (1995) @& ¥y A AR AR ER LR T RN E R — L HTR
FRYPFFAEDT TR AL - Rio L IFALATIF AR & B AT E AR E » B L5
RAEE BB ELMORE AT ARG ETAMREFRRK  1H
AH AR A 4T 5 A EAR B (Grover & Goslar 1993) » 7 41 » Baldridge¥2Burnham (1975)<L 48
ReE@mIIERFGRETROR » AR @IRM A AR /T 8K % E - Kimberly
#1Evanisko (1981)#= James(1999)a9#F % R4 5, - A E WAL FIRIT - g N PTRAE X
ORFAAE DR STRECERAFEA AL - GASELETR A GABREL AT
HEEIR LT RN F R F AR MBEAFTRALTR A GAIBE BT TRMR
wg. o
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SEAGHEB A ATCKRRZIEAI A EL S R S A ML (e.g., Beldona
et al. 1997; Robinson 1998 ) ~ #a4k& 44514 (e.g., Dodge & Robins 1992 ) VAR Bt #5Fn JE 84
A B AL B (Anthony & Ramesh 1992; Black 1998; &[5 2004) ° % & du 4k
I 4R B SRR » @45 Kotler (2003) A7 3 X AT 44 & 28 W ¥ A4 I ) &P AR ey 45 AR R
ZHEF R E RIS ALA AR B 9 o A BN 8] A SR AR KA RS R RS
AR AL A (LIFITRE) » ABIFREDHFHAL > LHRRXTHEAE - HHABETE
(2004)F=F XA AL R AT AMGOERNRAHDOERRERZHG  BRALEA
REHFFELTEMEN T ARARATRETETA)NENRERS(K) » LEEFLEE
N P R B 3B A T 32 R R (R 38

Beath$Ross (2002) 2 AITH AT 5 A Fww#a @ #2046y (Transformation) IT
FZH o B A RBITEAAR NG B ERAREHEZARMIL AT L £ SFHEELE
(Renewal ) £ &7 AR EWA A £ HE— TR AT ABIRES R AR 5 RARREL
& (Process Improvement) * B #9738 m A £ 52 B0 A - R 35 by AR R E A m R AT HF
MRS R AR~ R R 09 IRFS R E o 5 B MEHL E (Experiments) 8y B 8 B 2 7T i A
¥ R R K HE o Varghese (2003) BAASE 9D E A GEM b » 8w EAFHK
LEERBAER TR - AR T EMBHERRLTRR S AR EERARKES
—MERITE o AN T T LRI R FREFRTEARAENESRA ARG B
ARIPHF - ABEEERL LM HARLZTTEAAANM > Bl —2eHAAZKN
53 o ZAARBMIEMNITIZRE L ER — A RFB LT AKT  AERE R RS0
My o BFAITIR K B B5do B 1P T
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fz -
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IT e T
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\ s Lo e an =%
4_// /nkﬁiFI—‘g—: m%)» F‘
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B1: ITIRERE D BCRTRE

AR Varghese (2003) {£ 2R BB AMEH > EREBITEE>H - Bk RFRHE
WERTHEFTZRREEATAMALERAHLZTRANATLER > RELS A GAIBE
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REFTLETEN BT AL ET L - AHAERARKEENF > bERRGEEH
RGRMS > ARAEREERKY KRB FEAKITZE G SARBRERY -
AE éllléﬁkfﬂx\éﬂ.%«‘fx BB AR EMIZE > BfE R AT —F AL TR
o RAMBHELTAREAEPTRAGABPSE - BT BRITHEEML BT AR ER
A 4 e ) %.@Ei"&ﬂﬁg’%ﬁ(%ﬂﬁﬁéu MK HE S A A0y B AR -

H i 5 A TR

1'&%Q%RW&’f%ﬂ&&§&§#E%EO
Hla @ RARKIMZAE - AT (3K > Y @%%&%%%ﬁ%o
Hib : BA KRB Z A E  AEKEEZT(AF @A INREZE) S0 % k7R
2y o
Hlc : 4R T AEBEREREER -

o EREGEHEERESMERIRERY

BERBEIRFA A AR BREERBmAENZIARIES » Bt KBS K H(e.g.,
Barua et al. 1995; Brynjolfsson & Hitt 1996; Mitra & Chaya 1996; Tam 1998) * K & 4~ 64 #F

RABARITRE L BETRAEZE DGR KXELZRA DR AEE e o fHlde » Mitrasit

Chaya (1996)% HLIT4% & $L3AK 09 F 3 & & R A ~ AR FH e R RS FHesw
TRAM =23 /X%&iﬂaIT*SL AT MR AR B & & PR A 893 3E o Tam (1998) w1 Asia Computer
Directory Ff AT 649 B #H o7 B RITIE A Mk R Al > A RER—A R
# > Bk > Kohli¥2Devaraj (2003)# t1 meta-analysis %~ #7 1990-2000 5 4466 % 2 &) /& % (firm-
level) 89 B3 #F & X ¥ RT3 R A AFHE BT payofn) #F & & H £ ey R A E‘ff?'.ﬁ"
TR AR R BREREARKRASRIA B A EHR - THREHRTE
VA B 1 R E BAE BB E 0 RO RARAR & IEBURRARRT » A AR A B ;J?JT‘-
H A E MBI R -

7 4 > Dos Santos et al. (1993), Lucas (1993) #= Hitt$2Brynjolfsson (1994) 8] 3% % & mk,

RERTF—HZRA » M T EE I TR E Fo &) a2 S8 RIAH 4]
ﬁm%%za%ﬂl? AR RIF TR & Ao od A AL F PR - Oz (2005) K& 7 K3 A 1T
m%iéﬂ%ﬁm’%iiﬁnﬁﬁaﬁm@%&a’mﬁiﬁﬁmnﬁzmwmm%

fmﬁi‘>ﬁkﬁﬁ;?%ﬂf4ii24%§' B SRR W@SRAAIT B TeyMRFs - @A MITHR T E 6
R TRV EETA I\ﬁb%?‘ > 32 Brynjolfsson fﬂYang (1996)#F RITH# “é“i‘ﬁ"/\
B AA 0y 35 B H%‘ PR TIRF AR AN O TRER AT RAEINGRELE - RFRF

(2007) BASIT# & %ékﬁ“i%%%% ﬁﬁ%&ﬁn%%%da OF-7% X8 S
ITAA R R GEGPBERRBEX BB EINEHR - R REG AIRFATRITZE W &
AR BE ﬁ%ﬁ&“ﬁ%#k%&%%éﬁ’l%%;uTﬁi1
H2a : & AITH A (FRRE ~ kA% ~ @3N~ 4 - AFERINRIL TN ) S 2 1E48
B o
% 4k HillfJones(2004) » 35 & & ¥ 4 o B I 09 8 PE B AR A R B o9& R G
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B &AM RFRLPTEEROILEHRA LR Eik o A3 FHRATE A RL ey
% @V“ﬁﬁﬁxﬂﬁﬁ% AL 0 S AEJRR B 6g E R TR A F R0 AR
s BATERE R R A A A BT A BT A B - Farrell et al. (2003) 45 & &£ 1F1T# 7 69 4%
BAEAE LR AR K 00K L F A% o Selling ¥ Stickney (1989) # 3L 4 % e iR il ok A
&mﬁﬁéﬁM4mQM w8 R AL GROA - B A B @ BB N 5] ey &
2o A 3178 LR (2004) B BT K & (B 2 7 & SRR A 9L A % Rk R ey By Bl ik
MR (RBH) FRe - Ak MHEATRAGARKAZSE  LITHE
BRFHAERE - LidYe(1999) 1 Bk A FEN A L45E RS ERELFHA LD
AR HBHITHE AN GELTRIEE KRG H T 28R £5) 04 7 35%
T E SR R H M BE R RN ERGEE - Bk A RTAIITR T £ KD
B AABERFEBRROEHHARFEIOETREAH ETGZ AR TR K6y
¥ RITHARSEK - B LA TFTHER
H2b @ RAREHRHZAE  AAMAKRZERESA LB EZAE -

%~ R ®E

— ERERIEEHESR

AR BERENTFHHEEZRT > BEREY  RANEZRHBEZLE > FF
IRITHR AR ER S HAZ ZHL o HRAT 7] 38 5 AL A R in) ik R 04 B AA IR E
R HAL SHEEIHR) :

Performance,,, = g, + B ITinput + B,CYCLE, x ITinput + B,CYCLE, x ITinput + B3,SIZE +
BLEV + BR& D+ ,AD + zlﬂiDUM _IND+¢ (1)

ERBLREANLT -

(—) K& dEEX(Performance)

WERA T A EBRAHNNERI TR KA F TG T AN
#1547 (e.g., Barua et al. 1995; Byrd & Marshall 1997; Rai et al. 1997 BharadwaJ 2000;
Stratopoulos & Dehning 2000) * Zw& 7 FAAHLIZ A H Rt fo £ & AR A TR
(Bharadwaj et al. 1999) » K &3+ K e Gz & £ R B @K M5 A a8 7y - ﬁ?ﬁiﬁfﬁ 14
R GHE TR BT HH NN RRGRZTAN - At AXRBEHRFTRG=
AR A 0 O3 sk fe TG aL - (1) F A 3REH FE(ROA) (Weill 1992; Barua et
al. 1995; Hitt & Brynjolfsson 1996) ; (2)#% R 4% & #2 B £ (ROE) (Alpar & Kim 1990)A & (3)
EMHQ®MwNmaMJ%% A BAMENE ARG TR ARETHRILZR
AR IE S BP ROE » MOREE R AR A B BRIT 3 A # 4% éé$§M%&$Emn
LR g2 K
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Kb

ROA = & A #B & » (B FH+H] Bx(1-RE)-TFHEET A

ROE = Ik RAHE 408 & - MABFH PR RHESR

Tobin's Q = (2 &) # & 7 {i+ A itk & 10)+48 K Atk @A -

1% 4 Tobin's Q2 VA48 H & F & i AME & -F /& # (Lindenberg & Ross 1981) » 12 dg # &
3 & o9& E A AR (replacement cost) ¥ A IAF » ¥ ARHF % Z Tobin's QX 3t 3L & &R Chung ¥
Pruitt (1994) #= Frye (2004)69 2 X, » VAN &) T 558 (A AL 40 4 Z R @ AL ey )L R R - W E
28] S H AR R A A S0 - Tobin's QAR S » TR P& 4% &) 694546 ) ok » WA oA
W RAES FRGEIEAR % 8 > 23] 89 Tobin's QA€ & X (Lindenberg & Ross 1981) » #%
R R ENERAENNNEEREH B FE -

(Z) BEH : FERMBRIRE (IT input)

WEFRAAGE AR LENT XA F S o HAML L HEALR
V¥ % M 698 5 tb(Harris & Katz 1989) 5 & 3AAH% 78 B 45 480% 5 09 & & b (Diebold
Group 1984; Bharadwaj et al. 1999) * Computerworld (1990) 8] A & AAHH L A H 0B

S R ETRAAEESEEEMR S VERA SR LT AAE - B4 ListYe
(1999)% YA K AAFZFAHAL L8 Z oy b F > RBaTOEA TR ARG EHEZHE -

AU RAE T 0 B T S EARE TR TEATHERF SMIC) T/ T KB
AFRAMABERRZ TR ) RMAAEEH L FEAE A AMER et
FREE  BRE o @GR #3  AFRHEFIRFHREALD c RESFAAMMERELE 2
B PFPAFE AR A A -

AT RAER— RS XA RHEBITHR G E - A48 L &R T 28 L FAf +3&’fx
Faame f - é#ﬁﬁ;%znaaﬁﬁﬁﬁumﬂg%&~é%@§#&%
tb(Bharadwaj et al. 1999) 2R3 > A0 EBEA K S Vv E H L LB &8 é‘uﬂﬂﬁ
A o EARLi Ye (1999)41%% IR AEAZ AL E B LR E LA R AR
A E o BATRRMERHK -

(Z) EaBEHZE N EEE

PTI98 3 B FE A% 35 5] 18 % 2 5 % (e.g., Anthony & Ramesh 1992 *; Black 1998;

B oAt & %% 2004; & REE 2004) 0 ik AEETRER C BA X B R BN R F

BF =R FAE & H € &N 8)-F ST B A B0 IR — (A PSP o & A A F BT R
FEBERA T

LA REESG) : FEZ A TRNFA > R-1FTIRNTFAE - RA-1 R4
WNFEE -

* Anthony$#2Ramesh (1992){04 J 4] 3 4+ %45 2 ] 4 & 4 BRI EAZ - 42 1%@@(1993)&& B #£(2001) 4t
HRB T LT A8 T EE - oF R R IRH iﬁ%ﬁf@ &8 5 A e ARIEAR - HAEATR
EAHI A A 50 %rA Lo BERAR 0 A I AT R B0 0 BORB AR 78 9137 R (2004) ROA S T R K&
BRI ok SRR L A IEAT -
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2HAALEECEY) : GAFFARB R EEGREZIELTAFA  RARET
{if R0 AR EALAEF o

3.2 8 M L H(AGE) © AT R F RN 8 3% 5 R BN ) PR LR -

B & AT RGAET A BHA > BN ETEFFIREAELAR LN —RZ
SRR B R AR R R R TR LW BRARAE
BT eg E) B C A A S BRI SEN R RH  OR BT ARG B8 R R (2004) X HF A K
A BB s E Rk RBRBZ KRR -

A0 B K B ey AT L AR 8] AT = A A 4 38 A h) T 0 2
F(SGHCEV) » R#EME M F— N AWM EFHEHR  FELEN AT RKERTRLHE
8 AL (2 FIAMSGAMCEV & ) * BARBARARFZ A > 5 Bl e AHE R A =458 5
Lo BRSO EEGAGZEE e — W s AACARTHBECGRES) A
BotisankdE  ZERFEGLE RIS ESH AT LT AL A XN
T BEARITRFERS - AEY RAAGARMVICRRE) > ER24FMEL LA RIK
WA AR DEREAL ARG ERK LA ¥R £ bk (Anthony
& Ramesh 1992; & & [& % 2004) o

HHAXARBGES>HIF > ARBEH=ZAEHE > L TR A GERE - f
4r : MSGHMCEV R & 4869 A % & R iR » AGERIK LG % & sk - skl Rk
Hde RN &) 2 BIAG » MEID& T - 3t 5By % 524 (e.g., Anthony & Ramesh 1992; &
RIEE 2004) 00 77 ik 0 A& A BRI BT A FATF AL AR - RIF— 42600 A G G
B NESBRESLEAFARTONESBEAGEIHE R THOZHEANETE

Pl

SR EHBEAT DR RADAEESEETEEENFUERR ¢
VIR LW AT 0 SR T A SRR R R LT
ARGZHEMR PHETHOERANFRIATEBZFAE -

BAEAM : ¥ LTI TREAAEHGHSMELALE -

CHEMKS I AEANRRSFH T EINARE LR CHEZAOHUBFRRZI T EN B AR S

BFATIRES — » HkE— Bt 52 R RMBRYL

(S EMBERATLE S FEREZHHEREMIITRARE  RE_MEATFFEHET>Z S
MEH RBEHE B EEFHETIZIAAL ARG —EASIFEZHEAEIRT— €
B

QB EMBEMAME S FEREZHHEREMITRARE  REZETHFEHEAT»ZZ
VAL E o

DM SH#  BABERABRE-TAAL AFHARN —THREEERIBERARTSAEE

A BEPTHRN S BT Rpe ATy TR ERG— Tk -

O KX APTA LR 8 oS B o A PTG A G I BEE - T RO RAR AR B S AT R A
BAITHA KA > LHFEERPARE  RTRAEAZRGR - LI 5% IARTRIEARA
B Rl - AR R B AT ARG RF o

T AEA G &P Z N A e T R AT

A 4 3B P A8k FSG # AR F HCEV 2\ 8] A% LR B AGE
s (Growth) & & S
A3 H (Mature ) i i PRA
F ik (Decline ) 1K, 15, * S
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MK — 8 1R 0 JAEE RO T A - WD F R AN @A FARHER T - 554
TO (k) ~ 1 ORI ~ 2 (REBH) - EMHF—ERKY ZEIEARE L 0 AFE]— 18
%Aﬁﬁ¢mmo%kﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁéﬁﬁ%&’ﬁ%ﬂi%ﬁ’%ﬁ%&&%’A
Fh2-4 BF o SRR L PRI 0 NFh5-6 BF 0 BRFA A RBR -

CYCLEx& &% 4 & 38 8 5] JE #8 8 > IR Br 5 AR B 3 — (MSG » MCEV#AGE)
Fo 42 & (LIFE) 64 A& & #2145 4% ﬂ&AQWEi B ESERARED 0 A
CYCLEi= 1 % AICYCLE = 0 ; 2% & %85 s34 » AICYCLE>= 1 * FAICYCLE,= 0 °
FIAD)K PRI A B R T O ERAZRIF » LITR A HNERZHE  BI+p281 %k
TR KRR A E - RITRFHAERZHE  PI+P3RAI R TRA R KIS &% - HIT
BAHNERZBE -
() g

AKX 5] Mehran (1995)72 & AT LA » JE4] T k€~ AFHER AR
B TRIGHEH T AMBME > Pl RERIE  BERARMESE £ > fTobin's QF A&
#8 % B 1% (Megna & Klock 1993; Hall 1993; Simon & Sullivan 1993; Bharadwaj et al. 1999) ©
B AFF R RS B EFR&D)EL R KB SR RER > AR ERT AR
FRAFIRBIE ; A IMEIEHREEEE(AD) THERE XL BEFHTE L - AL
F(LEV) &4 A BB E A  NARBSIZE) A4 E AR A REBAMES - sbib
KohlifiDevaraj (2003)45 HITHZ & HA T E 2 LH A B ER LR 9% R » BT A TR7A 2 5
P& E EZ RS BDUM_IND) » S £ E X AR - SEHTRAAF ALK -

R BHER

B LA BHOE &

&-F8 A AL A (IT Input)

A AR A AT) (’Eﬁ B H+ B A+ BRI A+ R T AT R AR D) 8 a
%:ééq FH - O REHERKBAREA T I RBE IR TSN

A% s &k %éﬂﬁ%»wufiﬁﬁﬁ%MJg

ﬁ“‘“‘”& A+ B HOFH o IR AR RERcE > BRE KRB EA -

MH EMIF R AR AN T BN A3 o oA 3%k *Fﬁ%&mﬂ,%th

A%m$%%aﬁkaaﬁﬁ% ERARCIAAFTRIGRERNE » TR

BIRE o

AL E MR o LI AT s~ kAR A Bk A7 IRR A S 42 3 Web

G PTEZART -

BB EBFR - OHRBRBEF &mm%%u&& b e i o 8 R SR RS T B 38

he R B AT E S AR A

A?&ﬁ>%&ﬁﬁ°A$ﬁﬁzﬁﬁuﬁm&%%%ﬁAﬁﬁﬁ'“Piﬁz

A E % & (PERS) KRV A E B TAELJER RF T RRBE T - RAANFL T A

R ads — AR SRAR -

DRI F MG o R E B O EA B AL PR SRAL D E S SR AL P IE

34k A(TRAIN) | % FAABM BT AR RS A - 2 — X E %5 2R RIS Rt

f; e

AR §2 3% 4 (HARD)

kA% % B (SOFT)

i@ A% H (COMM)

#E4% H (MAIN)
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SR L BT K

#3548 2 4 $(Performance)

Tobin's Q (XA AT+ AT L) <484 A Ra L
ROA HAREE  (RAEFHA Ex(Q-RF) +FHRTE
ROE W RAE 2 AREN F  RAR AT ORME
el B

SIZE 2B B 5 OH A KUEAIE R

LEV Affbdk s mARBT A

R&D HRASRE R SR RN

AD REERE ) RE X HFHY

DUM_IND ES R L)% 3

A 4 3L Al B 7

BT RER B SEXATIOGEE R EA T E A 0 A1 R4
AN TFER o LA — A AT AR 004 R B P AL B AA(MSG) 0 BRG]
F o =4 MSGiR & 4.5 R & I(G) ~ A& L XK BIN(D) » 4k 5 &3
M) -

TARLBFE GABUEEBRET R EHBEZE LT EFHR A ST Af
R Atk @ Lt o FHE QA ATMELFHTARALE R P RBMMCEY) > &
R R E =045 MCEVR 484 R &kH(G) » RI&A S KBHA(D) @ L
&R RIAM) ©

BB AN R LR R EMRANAPTEFE  HEN AR RFR

AGE BlE =45 0 AGESR %45 F R (D) » RIS R EM(G) » Haxs ki
M) -

SG

CEV

A ARG SIS ) LHAMNE AN ZEAGEAERF - 254 T0
(&) 1 CR#r) ~2 (RBH) - 85—k R0 AR IZ M Ae
LIFE Moo DIFE| — AL S IRAR o &AL T PTIF B 0945 645 1% 5 B(LIFE) » 2320-1%
MIBF - Srda 5 R K 0 324 BF 0 A R EE 0 A A5-6 B A RIR
B o LIFE=0 1 > 25 3 R T & ¥4 ¢ B MEBAREY » RAD R ETRY -

SEAGERF R FOFRARESY > AICYCLE;= 1 FRAICYCLE,=

CYCLE, e b
k 0 FAERMRI - AICYCLE)=1 > FACYCLE;=0 °

— o BAEBEERIE

R AT E 69 A RS AR BRI A E R G A AT G HIR P S (MIC) AT i 472200270
20034 T KB A EA AR BA BB TR, A EAEETH - KRisb— AT HAT
—FEMEARBFRERUFIEZAL  BAARBR AR LR L F APATEA
FER R 0 BT A A AR F R RR—F A A B R ey A RA
HEARGAAREEHR -

EARAN A Z EAMHEEN > RA T & B EEIRALTED ) X — & £ MR AR -

KRR B oY BAR S &6 T 7 EHARE

1. & ETAR)NE) B RITE M5 B AR T2 -
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2. HERR A AT 08B0 Xk G LTy sh B A 3] o

3. &k RRIRAREAZELIFTERET R M AHERA—RITERE » B

EHARB R R @R E R E AR 0 ORI RAR AR -

4. KRBt RALN B — NG A B Rk F TR kR =GR PABAE - BT

FRNELAE VA FA L EH -

5. %K BB ZLEATH -

AR R 544018 2 8) /5 B B AA (firm-year) » 2k45 5L & ¥ & 4 48 WK L5 T
HhE2 e RV THREATAE FEREIEZILERS » AWM RIERZ32.73%
HR B M B AR 910.45% © KI5 09 E T R A £ k& > kR -
Bin R R AR G E R K3 0 A B AR AR -

R2 I BARFRZER/ EaBBR AR

& FERA! V2 Vil A2 M TR &3t "o
01 RIRT 0 2 4 6 1.36%
02 BT E 0 10 11 21 4.77%
03 BHRLTE 3 10 6 19 4.32%
04 &5 R e 3 18 25 46 10.45%
05 TARAAK 5 7 5 17 3.86%
06 EHREHE 0 2 7 9 2.05%
07 A (B R) 8 3 10 21 4.77%
08 HIEEE 0 1 5 6 1.36%
09 BT ¥ 0 3 5 8 1.82%
10 T E 1 12 21 34 7.73%
11 MW ¥ 0 7 4 11 2.50%
12 e A 0 3 5 8 1.82%
13 EFL¥ 110 31 3 144 32.73%
14 A E 14 15 3 32 7.27%
15 A€ 0 7 9 16 3.64%
16 mAFEE 0 3 0 3 0.68%
18 Bhaw 2 7 3 12 2.73%
20 Hit 8 14 5 27 6.14%

&3t 154 155 131 440 100.00%

1. & ERAGISIR G B3 A R S PH(TSE)PTE 2 & 4 2 JK A o
2. NEE S AR IR B bR A BB Fr 2 ) o
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— ~ BULHEHER

gt R R TFA RS R PETHENITHRE (BPIT inputds & e o)
R A AR BEANH A TRE » A ARA A 0 A AA 3R E /£0.0047 » BP &2 F] 04
BAA AL S kA Yy BABWMITR TG ERREALRL - M A AHHK
#EAB T AAFHR A (PERS) FH#R & - Lk & (HARD)H 382 (SOFT)#& & -
BT IR L — O A EE o M E A AL R EEA
HAMAFFE M > B F Rl 00y A AFILAT KW 0 5 IR F IR (TRAIN) I & b
TR AL 0 A4S S 890.00013 o R3EE T H AA LT R E A B F(ROA) M %
RHME 5 B F(ROE)T 34 # 5 31 £0.014242-0.0214 ° @ Tobin's QT35 ¥ A F 12 ¥t o %] 4
1.1282 % 1.2814 i@ VAL ) T AL IR A H & & & s A R M2 Tobin's QFF » AL AR
(benchmark) * 12 F R XAF A H EREEERRSEERA > Ml EEKRGMEEF A
F F A 0 3K\ 3 Tobin' QA& # KA -

Wk A FHERE R PARMSG)Z TR 45 E 5 5] 40.1065520.0542 » @K A
FERLHEFFLEMCEV) Z-F A P45 8 9 7] 40.4978520.3619 » “F 83 Kb+
o BTARAY R — NG A GANETREFEM TR EE S ARBRERYI
%o Mk ARN A TR FH(AGE) 4 &275F - shikhl S8 Mm T - N aA AR E & LR
BB REE(SIZE) T34 $ %1582 » A& 4y AL E(LEV)&45.67% » A2 8] F 3 X H
A58 09 1.64% F BT AR X (R&D) L 78 45| 090.6% 72 fE % % H(AD) »

3 I BEHCGRRETE (N=440)

28 RRGE S REE Q1 4 g Q3
HARD 0.00113 0.0022 1.68656E-04 4.16418E-04 1.14226E-03
SOFT 0.00118 0.0029 9.99879E-05 3.89370E-04 1.09007E-03
COMM 0.00038 0.00067 6.73863E-05 1.90360E-04 4.44930E-04
MAIN 0.00042 0.0010 6.66050E-05 1.69216E-04 4.32894E-04
PERS 0.00150 0.0019 0.0005 0.0009 0.0018
TRAIN 0.00013 0.0007 6.50280E-06 3.65093E-05 8.54931E-05

IT 0.00471 0.0064 0.0014 0.0026 0.0051
ROAt+1 0.0142 0.0885 -0.0170 0.0224 0.0650
ROE t+1 -0.0214 0.8399 -0.0304 0.0459 0.1177

Tobin's Q t+1 1.1283 0.4374 0.8558 1.2814 1.6775

MSG 0.1065 0.2108 -0.0274 0.0542 0.1883
MCEV 0.4978 0.4578 0.1800 0.3619 0.6902
AGE 26.72 11.018 17 26 34
SIZE 15.8209 1.0914 15.0411 15.7395 16.3942

LEV 0.4567 0.1782 0.3370 0.4363 0.5474
R&D 0.0164 0.0344 0 0.0044 0.0202

AD 0.0060 0.0150 0 0.0004 0.0048

1L #BTRFAEL-
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RALEESDEAGRAIT » &P E R Foy-FHRbEk o R XTAIA R &M
BN ¥E FHmTRFE AT REERS LA AR LE FEZ(Peterson 1983) ° Panel
AZEEREEMSGELHAEE T 4T RkFESEKEF LA AL B RFL
W MmN E R L FHEREGET > RRFESAIH TR AGER S EFEGERR
R o Panel BAE R F HEMCEVELE > Ao ke ARE - AATHERAK
BN E  BERERFELEKR BN R FRAEL LS - Panel CRI VA2 3] F#(AGE)E 4
SR RFPRTRLFREENNE  HETREFATR I EFLR - sbsh - ¥ RE S
MZERFIETEFER TEESHEARFNERL A THERKE BALHEER
OB SERE A B o A G B S ELAY RAFISAE o Anthony¥.Ramesh (1992)32 4 A 42 & 1512 &
oA EA GBI T N EAE AL FE R TR ZEHMEAANE T BIKE—FRIZ 08
SER AT AL » BT APanel DR RN F B THEREKE EAZTRE RN Fi#b 256
FoAR AR T BTN AEEFE > B4R RAREMAR LB R
B HIETAE o (RS WOFES RS AR RKE D136 AR HE 16340
B SRES 17311 0 iR B EKAE) o

&4 E e EHIFIERNR T8

Goup | N | MsG | McEV | AcE N | msG | mcev | AcE
Panel A @ VA4 ik & £ (MSG) 5 % Panel B : “A & A& % 5 £(MCEV) % &
AREH(G) 155 0.3259 | 0.5560 20.46 138 0.1788 | 0.9467 | 23.13
R (M) 135 0.0362 | 0.6206 28.44 142 0.1055 | 03525 | 28.11
FiBH(D) 150 -0.0230 | 0.3591 30.49 160 0.0451 | 0.1269 | 28.58
ANOVA F-value 30388k | 11,7255 | 46.16%** 15,9155 313 1840k | ] 24585
Panel C : “A% &) & 52 B (AGE) 5 # Panel D @ vA 4z 64542 (LIFE) % #f
AEH(G) 145 0.2156 | 0.5593 14.71 154 0.2824 | 0.7717 17.65
A (M) 150 0.0989 | 0.5591 26.00 155 0.0336 | 05285 | 28.12
% 2 4(D) 145 0.0053 | 0.3729 39.47 131 -0.0139 | 02339 | 3571
ANOVA F-value 431655 | 832wk | 1117.43%%% 136.00%%% | 63.40%%% | 173.11%%*

BT R T - MSGRERX A B LA L FHTREEZFAHE s MCEVR AN G B X R
FERT M FEZ P AGERENARLFE > FHAXA R AT EHANF
BT B 0 SR %

2.6~ ke B R R B B R A3 )01 2 0.05 0 0.01 ©

HRBR -G ERARRAAGAY L FRHRITE T ERL SRR o &175 5]
MHEREREE BRI RE QA FltiE o BIREL L A GBI 5 K8 - LRk
&KH(G) » RBIM PR BHD)SE > &AL T SITAR AR ERL L AR - &R 77
K5 RV BT FELLEREY - RBIRERE  ITRAFTERAFHZET LI E
Bid o HOR AR A MR o WK AT b X ERA
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Panel AVA%E S Rk FAE & FIE & o BH A F5F bR & 8 R BRI RIB I &0
AT EZR > BREATRER S LGB F AT E S0 R R A
¥ P IEEKEFEA YR L11.504716.21) » sb— & F il X5 %5 8 S F 3R A G AA
e B E 4 I — B (e.g., Grover & Goslar 1993; James 1999) » & A ¥ B 5> sk K FEHL
SEBHIIERFEOLERTELRR 0 A ERFLEX - BTE A T AMEET
MRS E o WA A SRS R E A R BT R R P T S 6 Bl 4E(McKenney
1995) » Fruhg el RN MR BEAF /RGBT AL T (AFEITHE) » ARF
BAR P F A - AR R THAER F o 7 S Varghese (2003) a9/ A F 324 £SA 4y
SEAGEIP > B EESRARGRERR > B A RBITA#RE BB
PANRKES —BARITE - RAREHERER > BRI FRAHRETESITHETLE
ek R B B 0 B e Ha g 43 24 -

AFFRE N RARRENERRE K » 2R Varghese (2003) w933 » sFARA
HEWR AT THEZEAMET - AAAHCELAGARRAN KR R LI
o DEALEMAI G B EANRKBEE > R T ZRABRKGKRE - B
Ho BTHRERNGREK N FREREMRSARGELT - ML T ARAKBEYL
M DELARIANRFEAFERL L4 (Cardon 2003) © B I EH—FENE] R
FEGARAKEAREE T ASHAE T £ REEIEA EMR > KIAREE T
Bk EMERRAE o b E) T AR F B3 o B 4 2k & ¥ Se 3k A i (Cardon 2003) o &
W B R EAAER G (Personne ) IL EA R BRS¢ Rk RIK > sb— 4 Rl
FAE A o M4k 4% A (Training) £ & & ¥ 4 4 8 B 05 & P 3288 3% K B (FIE 42.55) © ok
HA Ao pk IR 04 2 SR B L E AR SRR o £ 4438 A% F (Communication) i 23—
WML R BA RS EA ST kiEdEE > HIHIbREF 24 -

Varghese (2003) £HR R BLERLITHETAEAANR G » RELAGLHERLET ARt
TAMA GEEHBEGEERATLERLIGLEER - L EAEREAMEAFAR G RK
] %R 0 4% A (Maintain) )b & 2 BB WEIG B £ 0 BEIREKRE o

Panel C#nPanel D55 VA2 8] j%, 2 SF Efv b2 S35 AZAVE & FI B A B R oy JLald > &Rk
TIRIZ TS R BEE Y H4 % MPanel A K AR © Panel BRIVAF A ¥ F4E & F B
AT S&REDVEAL AT ERIEFAE  AKBPARSG @ MAERR - 2 RBIFIL
ER &5/

BETX 0 TmAMRAERER 28 R LSRR SIRIRE & A B0 0 F T R
T AARAEXRSBETAREKN KRB ASIGENITRALERS | M RBHFAFA
HERTRERS -
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®5 A BABEETREEITRESBITRELE

Group | N | Hardware | Software | Communication | Maintain | Personnel | Training

Panel A @ A 3 # B A T © 458 R & FMSG)

G 155 0.259 0.264 0.043 0.090 0.309 0.035

M 135 0.217 0.164 0.036 0.098 0.453 0.033

D 150 0.174 0.172 0.053 0.125 0.469 0.018
ANOVA F-value 11.50%*%* | 16.21%%* 1.87 3.49%%* 23.04%** 2.55%
Panel B : A ¢ #EAET AT © AR L HFEMCEV)

G 137 0.236 0.209 0.054 0.097 0.379 0.022

M 140 0.229 0.210 0.033 0.099 0.393 0.038

D 163 0.189 0.187 0.045 0.114 0.442 0.025
ANOVA F-value 4.01%* 0.85 2.54% 0.91 3.06%* 1.94
Panel C : 4 481 #7 B F : 2 38 & 2 ¥ (AGE)

G 145 0.247 0.224 0.046 0.095 0.347 0.038

M 150 0.210 0.206 0.043 0.088 0.427 0.023

D 145 0.192 0.174 0.043 0.129 0.447 0.023
ANOVA F-value 4.52%% 3.12%% 0.07 4.8 7.44% %% 2.04
Panel D : A& @ 7 FEf © 4% 64547 (LIFE)

G 154 0.263 0.230 0.046 0.086 0.334 0.037

M 155 0.186 0.199 0.041 0.111 0.437 0.023

D 131 0.190 0.157 0.044 0.122 0.476 0.022
ANOVA F-value 12.20%%% | 5.61%** 0.22 3.24%* 14.37%%%* 1.87

1.8 #€ K4 F : Hardwaref2 45 A 88 3% F L IT4A4E A 2 1L & Software /245 kB4 #% F & IT
WE A Z L& Communicationff 45 @ 3A4Z & B IT484% & 2 b % ; Maintain{f 45 4 3%
y’i ;1“ G IT44%E H Z b & | Personnel %48 A F4% H HIT4 % H 2 b & | Training{% 45 314k
A EITHRZETZE G- M Do Al R F &N - R FRBE -
D%k s kE kR o | R SRR R A3 5]0.1 > 0.05 ~ 0.01 °

%%%ﬁéﬁ#a réaﬁ%baaf(zwuﬁ) PR TR A R T AER A 28R
BSh - R AR ah H AR 4% E 28 B B(HARD » SOFT » COMM - MAIN - PERS)3 2 #8
FEAR B (48 r%s‘if,%?zfc H720.08~0.632 H] > PIER<0.01) - F4has2L » EPAFAFRIZL A AR
R A Bk 2 K P % B (ROA  ROE - Tobin's Q)rtﬂ%wﬁ » WF AT G 0 AT
MEHRZEHELERT —RZITRERSL  AAEHN TV ELCEEBNEERCERA Y
l?(Brynjolfsson & Hitt 1996; Bharadwaj et al. 1999) » PF AIT¥L 420 2 1% - A 45—
0% S Emn o A ARFIE S E A G ARG T REEMSG)MITAL T » R - R
fa;llzﬁﬁii%ﬁ%i#a Mo AAXHEEMCEV) TR E ZAFEAMH - WA &) SFEs A
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MITHAZE ~ AR > BBl AR T 2RF Al ArbEERKEAFMSGE » 2
B Fdhe2) 0 3k B ARG o BT SFA R AR AR B M ey AR B S b 0 5
(DX TPy A S BAAMERMYAOIAT » R ER ETRERANER L THEEE
Ve B 5 15 8k AT REAS Bk R 8% 0% Ik A F(variance inflation factors; VIF) » & ] B A &
R E ey e o

- ERARER
(—) BFREREHEMERY

H2a G ARATLF BAFARA LT > FTEBERGARAMARB ARG » LRI TH
k6 WADENTR A EAELL LIPHEFR A LG > WA AR A EBZ AT HAEH
BORIAG B B o R AT 0 332 F (SOFT) » i 3% A (COMM) + A F3% 4 (PERS)
Fol 4k 4% H (TRAIN)FA Z % B 5 % B0 & & MBI FE(ROA t) * T8 FAEAFA KL fo 18 A%
R ALS ITAFEARS > T R@es314k - AA BRI FH % - mARRY
# A (HARD) ~ $k8% 4% & (SOFT)#n 18 3A4% A (COMM) B LA #a % ey R 3L 4 R » LR HE
& ARE R (ROA t+1) 288 ¥ AR B © R4 F(2007) 8 RITH A H R A REHR - 2K
HRERBTHEZAHRMERZEMN > 2t RiERAE - SATIINL  BFARRR
MR EROEVEL DX GBI HRERT  AAAFR A IR LET ZHBEF LM
Mo GBI BAE - WL T TITEARE Y  AMTEREXFIGOETERN - @
H &R A HA R B MBI LA EILHOR 0 — 4 R¥ERai et al. (1997) — 3 © %5
TR B &AL TR HITHR A #H2 7 X 0 B RITHE T MROEM i & E M AF - 2T 354
HZ A BARTHAGRIHEN L ER 2 RAFBAL T EABEHRIELR -

BN R P LIE T RN G AR ERRARAEEREESONE » GREER
Mo MMM HERBATH > AP AMGREIAZIAN reE—FSHELA %
FOVIF » FfAFAAER (39 RE2S5) HASEMHAGPEART SR EATRZILER
(Kennedy 1992)° -
(Z) ELAGBHARKE - EEHIRIRE RS EEEEN

BERIVRFT A AA LT LARXT R B A AARLE AT E A B p A H
A EERZHE o F SR H I I G E B A (interactive regression model)id & F A HF
7% 7 & (moderating) 3L %(e.g., Aiken & West 1991; Li & Ye 1999) o H . » K&F 525036 i R,
I i ARk A S AR B HA 0 R S B A A A R R X RE > TR PR T RB Y
SEAAMAMELZAHA S EERZIBE  AEATREPLETAHBLEAHALEEXK
ZHEHR  RTRIAYMAETAHRZEHA L EEAZIGEAR - RME B ALE R
B IR TR A AR T Re M (Blde - RARBE &R KIS E - Grakn 48 8 Rk

S %8 M VIFRANOR » 430 4 BLA B & 69 £ 401 (Kennedy 1992) «
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L) FIMERESIRR SO EAGHEI TG @A B AR TR ZHH
INEF 0 KB — 1542 5 43R0 T AR (Anthony & Ramesh 1992) @ B b k744 7%
MRS AGARE L A B F BT R T a9 85 R -

%7 Panel AL A% 0K & 3B R (ROA) S IGAZ - B R8T % H AR
FHEBRBASTTRLEYITRE - GEABELE > kTrsbERD Hong o A%
NTR MM ERT A BHE ﬁ%%“&ﬁﬂﬂ&maﬁﬂﬁ<%%ﬂﬁﬂ‘@m
(HARD) » i@l 3 (COMM)#An 3| 4R (TRAIN)# & » B8 F KA R - kT4 S FIRAR KT
AR o) B AR A AR A A E I K & R0 R (ROAY LA SR - A Bhsb
R"IG K > ZAHFEMAIN)F A F(PERS)IZ A Al R ¥ © ¥ R A 8 A% F(COMM)
e P -E WW?%&%W&zﬁ% WABKERS > ABARITEHE AMBE - 2
AN —F A RR TR AT DAL TEYIE— R L HRE P EI R E & R
& PanelDé‘Jﬁﬁiﬁl‘T‘f“é‘% °

Panel B /A % 8 Bk R HE 35 4R B & (ROE) E F 23542 > & R B A A 4%
(IT) ~ $k#%4% 4 (SOFT) » A 52 4% A (HARD)fe A F 4 A (PERS) WX A A R FE A B > &
TRBHLE kaN%H&“%%k%%'$M$ﬁ%ﬁ% A RSl 3 !
ﬂﬁ%&ﬁﬂD%ﬁ@%%ﬁﬁ%’%*ﬁ%i%%é%ﬁ % 4 (SOFT) v AR 2 4% &
(HARD) » HEaF XA T TRk ¥E RS hsEzx é?4>ﬁz B B A PRI AL
RHE B ARE 5 BIAR 04 AR IR RS P ey £ E SR g s i R ﬁﬁk»% A4F o Bk—ak
Rk 2E 3B PRI oY 4 L (dePanel EFFT) 0 T X ﬁﬁ%ﬁ A%& A7 4k R o R BY
FRABITHAAEN  HAEALaQRE  REARKP R B A8 5 kR
30 H BYAFE T A BRI 09 Nk RAE 5 B R -

Panel C#vPanel FB| £ 483 B A GBI T - &8 & AR % G #5305 W fe R A 35
%73%(Tobin's QtfeTobin's Qt+1) X H & » R PETLAAAARLAHEEL A » R TR
RIS E  ITREALC S 2 THERIRE > RZ - kM E A > RHZEE
A & H AL E > H40Tobin's QAR A 35 R » HIR T4k 4 0 &AL H
ARG IR IE 7 B R B Tobin's Q ° AR IAHA NG 0 A AM KL ARG R KYARE - =218
FEBS o

ﬁ

? Anthony #2Ramesh (1992)1& Jil £ — 45428 » A ¢ B - S35 H L R EF T2 —Keh4Edh -
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c W TEFELIW A5 ¥R

Bl TR

UMHYUH LY (ONT NN F ST EFEL L (ST h e b

o ¥ HLIE TR F M FEL(0861) MUM YA TG L 15 Ll h¥F ¢
LAl o GTIL ] & (ATA T0108] UoTRpUT -oo:wtmi‘% EWAMEFELEES C
100 SO0 TO[EF(HE)F W FEW LY L Erene e~ 5« DI XU LH X ZWES T

6L60°0 £001°0 SSE10 L1¥0°0 0LY0°0 6L9¢°0 99€¢°0 970 TSLTO bs-¥ by
sx 817G swxk 888 sk 1CL %% 89°C wx% OV wxx LOVT w55 96°0C wxx SL'IV 5% SOOL oNnfeA -J
SHA aNI Wna
G+ T¥'1°) G+ TH'1°) (60°1-) (L6°07) (96°0~) #1717 (+6€T1) (81°1-) (€8°0-)
00€€°C 062€°C 7989°1- €TsTE- 6807 ¢~ 5190~ 8Y07°0- YhYe0- 8¢81°0- av
(5% 66°7) (sesese LO'E) (s €0°S) (+%S9°1) (£%99°1) (% 89°€) (4% 11°0) (4% 91°€) (g% 16°€)
79T 66L9°C €6TL'E 09€6'C 8LT6T $666°0 697€°0 €0y 0 SST1H°0 asyd
(e €L 7€) (se%9L°€") (1%°0-) (s20b"1") (x2S ") (s5EP°ST7) (22T Y1) (s5xE1P17) (42%007C1~)
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R7 D A BHARRE T IEREEMMRIRE RS ZBE N T (N=440)
Performance ,;, = S, + B ITinput + ,CYCLE, x ITinput + p,CYCLE, x ITinput + 3,SIZE +

B.LEV + BR&D+B,AD+Y. BDUM _IND+s (1)

Bo B B B B Bs Bs 5 F R?
Panel A : ROA;

{00036 33624 26766 13720 0.0083 02301 04109 01633 T

IT  (0.07) (3.08%%%) (2.16%%) (1.04) (2.64%%%) (-11.92%5%) (4.07%%%) (:0.73) 2% :

200050 -8.1862 77915 04576  0.0079  -0.1997 04282 -02125 s
HARD (0 10y (1.71%%) (1.50%)  (0.08) (2.55%**) (-10.44%*%) (4.31%%%) (-0.97) /277 02071

200081 -105797 93952  5.6438  0.0081  -0.1995 04148  -0.2268 s
SOFT  ((017) (:220%%) (1.99%%) (1.13) (2.63%**) (-10.52%%%) (4.23%%%) (-1.04) /007" 02141

00272 428770 57.8656 37956  0.0089  -0.1938 04449 -0.2216 s
COMM (056 (-1.75%%) (220%%) (1.41%) (2.88%%%) (-1020%*%) (4.53%*%%) (-1.01) 1 =26 0.2101

200093 -10.4698 9.6867 67259  0.0079  -0.1968 04228  -0.2324 o
MAIN = 070) (23000  (1.08)  (0.99) (2.56%*%) (-1032%%%) (4.175%%) (-1.06) |7-24*** 0.2068

0.0033 -82862 13769 1.8554 00077 -0.1987 03851  -0.2346 s
PERS 007 (3.06%%) (039) (0.58) (2.53%%%) (-10.59%%%) (3.00%*%) (.10g) 19-46***0.2287

200066 -37.6080 264371 232182 0.0079  -0.1994 04242 -0.2520 o
TRAIN 004y (100%%) (131%)  (0.89) (2.56%%%) (-10.51%%%) (435%%) (.1.15) 17-86*** 02131
Panel B : ROE;

07473 60801 49995 03363 00073 07583 0.9663 05974 .
ITInput (1 g4%) (2.07%%) (1.59%)  (0.10)  (0.92) (-1546%**) (3.77%%*%) (-1.06) -0-03"** 03599
01638 -121.17 119772 10109 0.0567  -1.6019 19611 02517 o
HARD () 41) (:3.06%%%) (2.95%%%) (2.11%%) (2.21%%) (-10.11%*%) (2.38%*%) (0.14) 10-267* 0.1968
201967 957991 927700 90165 0.0585  -1.6118 19405 02116 s
SOFT  (1049) (-248%%%) (235%5%) (217%%) (2.27%%) (-10.17%%%) (2.37%%)  (0.12) 10087 0.1907
02741 -15591 19842 13896 0.0614  -1.5935 19242 03299 s
COMM  (68) (-0.76)  (0.94)  (0.62) (2.37%%) (-10.00%*%) (2.34%*%) (0.18) |+797"*0.1812
02469 -7.1259 15385 12120 0059  -1.6032  1.8706  0.2883 o
MAIN " 061 (019)  (021)  (021) (220%%) (10.03*%%) (220%%) (0.1 |460%** 0.1792
02071 -38898 35616 31964 0.0589  -1.6070  1.8967  0.3500 s
PERS 051y (170%%) (120)  (118) (228%%) (10.12%%%) (227%%) (0.19) 15-10%**0.1846
02257 -119.14 92264  108.07 0.0590  -1.6085  1.8586  0.2478 s
TRAIN 056 (072)  (054)  (049) (2.27%%) (10.09%%%) (2.27%%)  (0.14) 1476 0.1809

Panel C : Tobin’s Q;
02955 24201 332127 20577 00587  -04231  3.8903  -3.5295 -
ITInput (093) (.3.24%%%) (4.16%%%) (241%+*) (2.89%%%) (:330%+*) (5.96%*%) (:2.46www) 120577 01841
02748 -76.6260 93.6034 51264 00601 -04315 40196  -3.5545 s
HARD () g6) (:2.43%%%) (2.89%%%) (1.35%) (2.04%%%) (-3.42%%%) (6.12%%%) (-2.45%%x) 1371777 0.1695
02884 -94.0172 10679 88933 00594  -04337 40909  -3.7431 s
SOFT  (091) (-3.07%%%) (3.42%5%) (2.70%%%) (2.00%%%) (-3.46%%%) (6.31%%%) (-2.59+%x) 1410757 0.1738
0.1695 -258.88 31548 24067 00658  -04247 41945  -3.4916 o
COMM (053) ((1.50%) (1.88%%) (1.34%) (3.19%%%) (-335%%) (6.41%%%) (-2.30%x%) 12:087%% 0.1579
02990 -492199 159.965 37.487 00570  -04208  3.8990  -33531 o
MAIN 003 (17000 270%5%) (0.83) (775%%) (333%5%) (5.80%%%) (2.30%%) 13:30%** 0.1649
02090 -56.690 113.887 49218 00639 -04317 37299  -3.1136 s
PERS 066) (3.18%5%) (4.00%55) (2.34%%%) (31755%) (340%H) (5.73%+%) (2.1g%x) 16-16%%* 0.1957
0.1884 -21097 21476 251.557 00648  -04355 42828  -3.5490 s
TRAIN "(150)  ((1.60%)  (1.50%)  (144%) (3.14%%%) (3435%%) (6.57%%%) (2a3sss) 1244%F 01552
Panel D : ROA,

005520 1416307588 04642 00133 102796 04551 03467 *
ITInput  (J06)  (-1.14)  (0.57)  (0.33) (4.05%%%) (-14.10%%*) (3.21%*%) (-1.18) 207> 0-3219
00655 -23167 27461 -2.5322 00134  -02658 03519 -02150 s
HARD  ([126)  (1045) (0.52) (-0.41) (4.06%**) (-13.77%%%) (3.30%%%) (.0.77) 2o /8 0-3114
00706 -42035 2.5570 13627 00138  -02671 03290 -0.1977 s
SOFT  ((136) (-:084) (0.50)  (0.25) (4.19%%%) (-13.89%%%) (3.12%k%) (.0.71) 201077 03139
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00872 -11.281 25182 28361 0.0144 02617 03588 -0.2504
COMM (1 69) (:043) (0.93) (0.98) (4.40%%¥%) (-13.66%*%) (3.41%**¥) (-0.90)
MAIN 00749 3799 51792 33409 00139 02659 03122 -0.2394
(-144)  (0.81)  (-0.54)  (0.46) (4.22%%%) (-13.83%%%) (2.86**%) (-0.86)
PERS 00670 31652 0.1467 09200 00136 02649 03266 -0.2306
(-129)  (-1.04)  (0.04)  (0.26) (414%%%) (-13.82%%%) (3.04%*%) (-0.83)
TRAIN 00676 -4.6814 22992 -1.9842 00134 02649 03403 -0.2336
(-130)  (-0.22)  (-0.11) (-0.07) (4.09%*%) (-13.80%%%) (3.24%*%) (-0.84)
Panel E : ROE,
10644 31,0156 297108 31.1396 0.1011  -0.9888  3.0217  -3.6502
ITInput [y g1x) (221%%) (1.98%%) (1.95%%) (2.72%%%) (-4.43%%*) (1.89%%) (-1.10)
-1.0054 26328 260.14 23650  0.0949  -0.8932  2.0283  -0.9922
HARD ([} 76%) (-4.65%%%) (4.47%%%) (3.46%%¥) (2.63%%%) (-4.22%%%) (1.73%*) (-0.33)
L1217 -11235 10672 107.92 0.1007  -0.9287  1.8451  -0.6268
SOFT  ([1.93%) (:2.00%%) (1.86%*) (1.79%*¥) (2.73*%*) (-431%*%) (1.56%) (-0.20)
12519 24774 25607 98656  0.1054  -0.9051  1.7636  -0.6900
COMM (;158%)  (0.08) (0.08)  (0.30) (2.86%%%) (-4.19%%¥)  (1.49%) (-0.22)
MA[N 02698 -12.827 20621 70.153 00672 -18217 04081 14702
(-0.40)  (-021) (-0.16) (0.74) (1.57%) (-7.30%%*%)  (0.29)  (0.41)
PERS 11662 30764 426802 48887 01021 09173 18443  -0.6316
(-2.005%)  (-1.16)  (0.98)  (1.21) (2.77%*%%) (-4.26**%) (1.53%)  (-0.20)
TRAIN -11934 10524 10664 13597 01029 09135 17332 05128
(2.05%%)  (-0.44)  (0.43)  (0.43) (2.78%*%) (-4.24%*%) (1.47%)  (-0.16)
Panel F : Tobin’s Q
0.6712 213884 24.6889 163611 00400 -04148 28773 -2.7217
ITInput (5 3p%x) (13.00%%%) (3.34%%%) (2.08%%) (2.18%%) (-3.77%%*) (3.65%*%) (-1.67**)
0.6384 -58.89 689767 31.9798 0.0438  -0.4393  1.7388  -3.0982
HARD (5 1755 (2.02%%) (231%%)  (0.91) (2.36%) (-4.04%%%) (2.891%%¥) (-1.98%*)
0.6418 -87.1798 90.064 75.0318 00442  -0.4457  1.809  -3.1790
SOFT 5 50w%) (:3.10%%%) (3.14%%%) (2.48%5%) (2.30%%%) (-4.125%%) (3.05%%%) (-2.04%%)
05106 -228.18 328.04 227.414 00504  -04278  1.7726 -2.9216
COMM (| 750)  (L1.54%) (2.15%%) (1.40%) (2.73%%%) (-3.95%%%) (2.99%%%) (-1.86**)
MAIN 06537 56367 13599 66489 00416 04353 16346  -2.9641
(223%%) (-2.12%%) (2.51%%%) (1.62%) (2.24%%) (-4.02%%%) (2.66%%*) (-1.90%%)
PERS 06068 54223 05149 424593 00458 04374 14504 27816
(Q.115%) (321%5%) (4.40%5%) (2.13%%) (2.52%%%) (-4.11F%%) (2.43%%%) (-1.80%%)
TRAIN 05716 92713 84727 484709 00473  -04432 19261 -3.0144
(194%)  (-0.77)  (0.68)  (0.30) (2.54%%%) (-4.07%%%) (3.23%%¥) (-1.92%%)

LB RF LKL

. A 4% I White (1980):8]3% 2 8 M, dw i R B H M & A2 R MUE L Tk 5

IR B AR 0 ks Rk ek ) R B R AR F)0.1 2 0.05  0.01 °

CEEE P IER T178E £ B S BMDUMIND) > & 7 LR ERE » ¥ k771178 E
E X

29.45%%* 0.3166

28.78%** 0.3114

28.91%%* 0.3124

28.86%** 0.3120

4.49%%% (0.0545

6.69*** (.0848

4.04%*% (0.0471

3.56%** 0.0400

3.48*** 0.0389

3.68%*%* 0.0417

3.46%** 0.0384

8.95%** (.1160

7.18*** (.0914

7.77%** 0.0993

7.37*** 0.0940

7.32%%% 0.0933

9.27%*% 0.1187

6.25%*% 0.0787

W N =

5. AR A FRARE & & o EHER FI BT A T o
(=) BT BARERES—#EAXN—LREEETER
Lehr#ZLichtenberg (1999)3% & SF 3 AEH MITHARZ FEM RER LT R A -
TR A B &2 B oy B R PT R, 0 Weill20lson (1989)&‘1,\..4&53\%)% A AR A 0
B R X ARSI 0 R — AT RIZ R - A & T HEIFAE %I B

SHETPATERZRR 0 AFFR B IKLI ¥LYe (1999)44?{277‘5& o AITH8 3% & 4k 404
AEZIE S BmERAAAZOAHRET  BITRRMAR - TELRCRI R RTREMA
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o

[ M 0 AR PR IREE(SOFT) » 3@ (COMM) 43 (MAIN)F= A F(PERS)4% &
&% ’Wﬂﬁé§M$mmm SR AR IR AR E R RN E AR E o kM A

¥ %82 (SOFT) M A2 ¥ (HARD)4Z & & % 0¥ » #3508 H1 Ik RAE 5 428 5 (ROEt) A A 3 3 3%
Fo B — 2 RIEIEPEIRYIM R SHREE o 7 IR R 09 BB &0y K AR
B % B 35 42 (Tobin's Qt)#R B #8 F 3R » IR T AR fo| sk 3% & 4 » sb—
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