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I.4&

ud ¥ ERFHeE AR PR FNVIee HAL HENA MAHEAE FHsHA
A 2 71 F8E 89 Hed BAUE M FEWel gt ol FRFANE FE W
Aol 71eqAF oo it A4, 4] R ATz W VU A #AH
2 AT 3y, ol F4E PRFAVIe A FAe AY =4 Be AFEAA
BRE FHE @ HAFAMT F2 dojvin e BEo2A AFHR AYD o B
B dig 27 48 ZFA 43l AoiH FH usdoz A HRvAAE A
A e AYPFE R VT e Wy Ftsolo} &1, JHFIE Y&ot7] A Y
FE} F43 ZFoFr F& FAERT AT Reldh ohARA FAS AH PExed A
of AW F&d A vAA K31 Yt Y Agel YAME FRFAFAG Qa4
G4dal FoAvl@ @AY A Foe AFEATL FHF, 1B F, FAF2000), G
(2000) o <ls A7, LEE v A

ol2lg Aax oty7a FEFUS Y242 A HFol Moz a3z @
g ofEl ddege RFARAV} €A% FEHA £ 7] AR Yehge
g, o] FF 200D, AFE, ol FFQ0NAAM 2ok AAE A x }“.—’-ié
duid o, A z]dol ol BREU7IE &) HadAdel FAEE AL wAE
doh Mulagiel slojA G4 ddel N 4dE BdFezA o sgaa 4
2 st velvdn 98¢ o 5 vk oy d3E Stiroh(2001)e] vl @Al i

1} Dewan and Kreamer (20000, 71342001 88
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tua §AHE AHEA, Al wel YrEAolgel A% #IRAN dEA Yyge 4
E5] i =z

a2y, oldd A HUEA/Eel HTET e BAL VW WeEN2T A
ALY A7 22 oFiPo2A AN BE ARARN LEHD AN ¥e
ot MY BAHE Zrhed R v o2y Ve AT HRFY Fe BT
¢ A% bsgel W7l ABel E4AM Angel g Bl ATk BY o,
g BAm g AYARE oIS AL A dme wHeEd aRPzy A
3¢ AFVYE 3PE N3 At

B egolde AAE siol EY @39 4 YUEAREAS FAYNE 9
oz FuPAAEH 499 444 Yol ojug VA $ol A=ANE 3 AHE
2o AN A ok B8 AYALANE FAAE A=A LA B ohued
FALE ohgd DA% o] FAX 247 2% 424 G4l AUY FYE UNEAE
AFHna sigch AFEAE Asted AUl Asste AH YREF2A AU¥ = F
444¢ N4PEEE 43890 $U9 Y ARE BAsy) Ae PHesy nYR
# RS (FEM; fixed-effect model), YA # 2 ¥(REM; random-effect model)el A& 5 3l
opz B ATANE lEE 2F WE8R, 2 2oel WEEYHE FAHCE WA
o,

oSANE 274N HARNTYS JE FZE BUH AT, 3FAIAE EAE 9
¢ ARE FALEE ANUC 4PAAE HARMYAE V&Y AN, o 53
Ad BNFHe FAF gelol dstel wAnct

0. A4dusge A4 54 £4¢ A8 a4 A9

AREN AP AAHA A g ¥4 IA M, A L FHRQPeAA o] Fo]
A g J1d S firm-levelld o AFE HE71d & AIDHAM PEEA] dig
A&ol BANY Mol Z1d o] Q¥ Ao FHE olFn U o)y AFE
Brynjolfsson and Hitt (1998), Lucas(1999), Lee and Brynjolfsson (2000) Sol gledl, ol&
& z=xwishg g § d(conversion efficiency) $ol ARENERS AANE Anssd
Z28% 247 €€ ¥z Ad FrlEH(country-levelol Mol A7 F2 Aol
#ustel @ A7 295D Yo, Dewan and Kreamer(1999, 20000, % AH2000) 5
o] AFel o5, dAFof AUodM HHEFAY FAE AAAGH 49 ¥ s o
o, e dRol UoiME oA I dgel HEUY B olal, HAY o) FA
XS YFE F & ASE WYz Yt

B AdgM dF e vy 2 AdAUGndustry-leveoll Mol dx 4 oA ge) i A
P A R AR sl wa ¥ dAoldh MY AFE axmo AAH S
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9 Aol w8ty ZH’L‘&?}"?- A FEeol §4 g olg A ol7IHE Uelg g £
UE FHE M I ok ¥ obde}, FRFAS BAT Al FAol A Y &
e FHA A g 42 EAY 5 U7 dEc] PMRAAZRE SEQ WAL T AY
AR E ANE £+ e FHol Aok 2, ol F ATE FRFA7EY W) H2
o olFolezs VAR GAZ Ad 6IF o9 ItAME A7 oby nEE 4
olt}, onlZel ZA{oE  Siegel and Grillches(1991), Sichel(1994), Jorgenson and
Srtiroh(2000) ¥ Stiroh(2001) o &g I FAUdde ¢ #9, Brendit and
Morrison(1995) 3% 2l g FYFEA7IE¢ Ades AF AP §3e EA T AF7 A
% Fuel e H2 §XLHQ2000004 4UE ARFH|EAAT Yol oz U
o] & REo] AAE UJANA oug 4gE vizex, 283, GDP 4Fol A
FYFAREY v Fo] udale] st FAE v Qlo

AdA el A7l 7t oleiE AT FRFAAELES TR} & Holoh
€ dFNME YLE, 1HF0011N HAE vl @29 AAdY YUFIANELEARE
vigo2 HYEAAY Ay HFAEF B EAL AMsdaA ¥

Aol M Pof Ao & AFE A7 AL} YR FA9] QUL WAoo 2
sz . dFAdge] FAe 444 943 IIAHA F4Y Gro QYA g
o Je ol8Hogy 4320z oy o A7) oMM AHE v At HIZ A=
& F7MeAY A=A TR FEFN FAE G2FH 2E UM AFALHY {4
& £4¢ gl 7hAa Ack2 $4, Oliner and Sichel(1994)°1A4 M@ uls} o) R F
4 FAe ¥ fg(externality or spillover effect)& 12 & i, wtel AlH 4§
(private return)3 *}3] A 9 &(social reum)¢ Hel7t EAY + A, 2H(FYgo]
AR XY B FALEol HAHo vlAA R F2FAY TA 4E £ A4
a ez $xe £3F FHYLZ ZHsv 2dsdE A, AR AW sdg
= FAe a3 H4Hoz AYUHA Fxn, A} AY F £49 AHE AR Folok
SEHE AaMtime lag)7t EA4E 7T AL E S FaE Ro] ol Ralt F
Al 28 #8% & e 3 H¥TFR L JHAY) FFojxo}l Wi H, A} A
Lol Adel meat s FAH PAridzde 47 FoIdE 4 §8 € 4 Uk

2 AFoME oleld FAMEel 2¥E Fof 7Y AHE FAHE] A8 g8Hol

PR EE PYLFLNE EUY Uz 83sd A48 nA g 2F AFAY Q79
A QPR A% B FHFL uldcty] v A4 2HY YT E st F
¥ A #lindicator) A stetgciE, B dFoME A HEEN 28 FE Q] £
Y EYYg HEE7] 2oh 219 Pus P& FY FHSE JANBIZN 7HAR

2) Bk AAg e HAlF, ol ¥ E ULFO00S FE.

3) Y 28 THEY YHild PC waddsy U £ 2 £ §& d2INBERE A4
OB Aok 2y 2 A 888 IREN 252 OECD, HFAYE R F
Ade] WiviFel wE Wy Ed ad f22 A7) Feg FEE o] o &
pob xarHo s Huysiel Ay FRg HEE £ Yot
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AFAEHN FEFN AEAKE FAA 2ste] o] e Y8 B4 9
8 Y=AK L|RD ID% 2 4Ng+8 4Hdq &D £53} FREY 250
oA E gl AEN =FL e ¥rNE *&’&v}qz 7tdgd. ol 3
& R&DS] FY4E #4857 A¢ Zaagdozy F4xHoz g8s5lo & AU 2
ToldE R&D ¥ oivg FRFAE fA¢ €8¢ ¥da stAsn e Holoh 34
A g2 A g3 & Cobb-Douglas 43%4-§ 74 @t

(1) In Y,',=.A+ /‘,+0Llﬂ L,,+a,,-ln K;,+ 7RDln RD,'/“" 7,7-ln IT,‘,'*’ V,"+ €y

i=12 .. ,Ne 49 A 9uistn, t = 1, 2, .. . TE AZE Jeidd RDS IT
T 47 d7e 2 AEFAAEAR] HALFES AulE D, o, ok & xFFH AR
SALAGE G, yeo yrE QIFAL R FA FAPLAERY, A= YA UM
ARiolg JEhlE A, vie AT FTE AYW Wo), e, WAMYLEL Ushue
Boe2M RE YA @& 820 A¢ YL deldoh H HoME BERR AA
(CRS) 713 & o, AFMES RPN A28 ARKMA A ol ofy
gAY Hust A< F FY FW3AE dANEZA BFsy, HF 2WA5E 939 2

T #(Excess Return)& 0|3t A €9 de §Us4 g0l AYsie dde iR
BAse] Fodcn JtASE, A AE ¢dd 22 oo A8 A& F AUk

= A4+ A + aKln(K/L),]+ rkgln(RD/L),ﬁ‘ YITIH(IT,L) at v, +* €

A4E A4 (4D MBRE apy. v 7 T TR FAASI YW Huz 2

AEE ¢ 4 AL, ol (), D4 7Hed ojug WAL FUHYD ety FAG A
HE AFTY WYL L £ Yoo, Mo vFe 2He] neg A el Relo] walg
2 wgoly

ARl oM Ao, Ay dol§ mastel Ay RAS A wlch ol
d¥ WET Edpooling)shel ¥AY 4% FARHo L W] WA Wl oAl

o2 F4e A4S ALY & Youl W9 VAW EiE AWML 3B 4 ¢

Aol Al ol AW Aol AR Awrl&el Aol wig W Apmel o HBH
2% S4del wa ezl wolrk w Ay Aolehiz WS Abdel 8l U & o]
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Bol} sdE M)A FBAH ¥ ol(cross-sectional heterogeneity) & EFH o2 4 8)
Wyl e 2EEAE ZYANRYH(fixed effect modeD? 2 A2 (random effect
model)®] F 7bx7h U

DREFLY) AAME, 4Y Woldl y.7b 4% F(explanatory variables)st 4%
(correlation) o] Athe= 74 oA B A(regression) 242 3tA g olgeol FAmAy
(orthogonality)e] 4|3t @& ZAs A OLSH o 3 F3ASFE A4 (biased) &
7HA € Rold, a2, ol AlE Hgo2HE e Ho(deviation)] P2 WY sty
Aol JYsA s, OLSH A o#) ¥ Y(unbiased) & 717 33 & /1A
ol g e AUl 8H 4 (within-industries regression)2 2 el £ g},

4) In LFP,—In LFP ;= yx{In(K/L);— m(K/L) )+ yao{ In(RD/L);— n(RD/L),)
+rm(WnUTIL)~ m T/ )+ € ,~ €;

A 4¢ g%t A€ 2 FUE (X =K R&D, I o %) In X,=YT L i X, %

he=UTEhh c, FAVLRA AT Holese BR4o2 4AY U 94
L

ojtl, ojg} & AYW A4 € OLS(Ordinary Least Squares)2 3339
LSDV(Least Square Dummy Variable)2 @3 A4 €d.

daadege A4, AdY Wole oA wy = vi + ey oM AT FTE Y
viol o8l FEE. vi® A% i § B8 P2 random disturbance)2 A A%
F2¢ dgeld. F Yz ERd exge] HdAlcross-section)o] s &R
WS A #xsin ok 71, olel wal, 9of & 22 % (random effect model)o] 21
A= non-spherical 2 389 32 Hw#7] 98X GLS(Generalized Least Square)$ ©}
g8t 2@}

F RYe 43 39AL A3 ded, 2P EHAZ Y (fixed effect mode)E 4ZHQ
Zgjo] Bty vtd, AFET} FopAr] dfe] FAHA &4l AA Dol HE ¢
ol Att. YA LY (random effect mode)& U= J(consistency)E B ZE7] sl 4
Ado) FHAE F7i=olo} st ZHo] WosA gud 2y, deAdedd oy
t YA Y(consistency)E REd7] st dgsset Ad¥ #el vt A (correlation)

2%, e

rir

slo} A @i Mool vt Aol e, ole AFHoZ PHY & A

gle]l F 73] HIERLL APAL ¢ BroSAs) AV w2 G FUIHA T
& ddgsted f&3. olEWY FUAQY fAE duigr sl Ade gy
(between-industries regression)& 8% £ Ak o HHE Wi Wy o)
of 28 & 202 F7YAS 2A8A Hed, 01§ s $402 Jehdd o

4} Greene 2000. p575
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2o

(5) In LFP;=A+axin(K/L);+ yroin(RD/L);+ 7,7In (JT/L) ;+ v+ &;

A9 AAT AL OLSA oA FY=Io, PR i) S A 57 XA Aok

M. Data

1. AR FNARLELAS

B QTN ARFAALAZLE PR, o1HE, YLT(000) R ALE, 13T
2001)o0 M AAE AU FRFANAELE A4 ARE F7 B¢ AAG AEE ol &
SAUHTE A) $4, FLFUAEE ¥Agdd, 38 ¢ olg Mg, AL, AAEBH
BEE Az, 7HF R MYz MM 443 SN E 8¢ £ s FEE MY A
4reg AW 4 UGS o7 HEHA 2vle] WrFAE v £ dolelFA ¢ B
B, HFe R UHRHIE 44, 44 £ B2 293, 2534 243 Qe E
AE, 573 D 21SAAY A A4 HANE B A} Fel xgdd

Agol 24§ Aol gl Moo dA FAY] "HREFAULEFALIAN, § 7t
2 s FuBALRUIE ERAYUD, ojd B PR EUARLE EFY22A JUFUAE
2%29 Ay FARAF AN &, YLFANAAZY, ARFANN2QY, 2DEH
of ¥ FHEBAF Muladezvy Folg FYDAAMNR &4 FANERBRENE
e REAE AUz G UG ZAE 7128 R4E 23A
EYUALRE oS8Pz B AW Add ARFAYARY4AE A8 AV
£ ¥ @2 TEd Jdodde Y 7EDTY Fa PR FAWYE FANSES HLsd
of, B A5 A 71 AFgE g2 AEFY AL E Hdg Ay He
oA no} AL BYstAe F45dct

BEFAAE] AL AAdoez & ojfF AFE Wed Table 1o HAE
vio} ol WAIE ARIAEFRE 8/ Wloz TR MEAde ohA UYL EFEER
9N e £ 170 $Eo2 FESGY FANTS AdANEe] 2y
PYAE o]FolT 190QH5555EE FAHSE 248 st 1985%HE 19997 A|
15d0] 7], 85 ojHel dig FAE & dfolMe MAstdd.

5) 8 Helde Aol £33 2 AP A XA god o sz A, ol F
F. dYEQ000). AYE. ol HQ001DE ¥ A
6 AHX, 1A F. DL F20000.
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Table 1. Classification of Total Sector and Manufacturing Sector

Total Industries Manufacturing Industries
Code Name Code Name
S1 Mining & Quarrying Ml Food, beverages and tobacco
) (- 485 2 9
Manufacturing Textiles and leather
S2AM) (G z e M2 (g 2 A3
Electricity, Gas, & Water Wpoq, paper, publishing &
S3 (A7), 7k @ 459) M3 printing
= (B4, %], 2% 9 Us).
S4 Construction M4 Petroleum, coal & chemicals
(WA (M4, Ma 2 3845
Wholesale & Retail Trade, Non-metallic mineral &
S5  Restaurants, & Hotels M5  products
(Ea, 4 2 £utdd) (HE4 FEAL

Transport, Storage &

S6 Communication M6 Metal, fabricated metal products

(2%, 37 % 49 (F&A4E)
Financing, Insurance, Real ) ]
S7 Estate & Business Service M7 Machm?ry 43"(1] equipment
(B¢, 28 9 254 844 1A g A71dxA7D
S8 Sojenr Y Social & Persona Mg  Transport equipment
(418, 7 AMElad) (%73

M9 Other manufacturing industries

(71ek A=)

AREA 7HAASE €324 FAFALLA Yeht e ARFE 4AREAAE
9 NHFAE AEFY HEFAARZA Y HEsdAd ol§ S 2rlvpg NG Ao ¢
4% 5 e AdTe o, Adel o)WY T FAPR A FPe2A v A
g3 E7hed HEAUY. FAASE UYEVHEY DAAEYHEE o &3] 4Y¥
BeFel AP FAARE FEUT £, AUAVE A9 FREARR HFee
A F&o YA Axol we E77 2RIz BAsE FAFE MFEET) A 4
datEe] R EY FIYHE ol B3l AEER We A8 A454L AU

2. R&D % ¥UM& Y An

AFAL @ RN =%, AR B DAUSES Peulf, ol WE. BRF2000Y ¥

go) el AAE $A8 B8
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Wk fabstul ey Ahgabi 2de RaA Aok ARMEEARY A @
vlgtel S EAFRE AR E ol g5,

2 ul%d deNERM, DA vl el e A4S THASEPD, 1A % )
Fad dsidE IVAYY F2PARYYZ NARNFAMENE ol & dEeoleiv}
AHEEITh e 28 ARAASCPE 24HQD, EX R AEe) Aol 2%
AP gLl wFAL BEASANRIZE A&k

ofE SUIEARA AT PAANE LBEIN AL, B U] Aol ¥
3 5dessd xEH Ao ALHE AE AAsHATE 87 HEF Add oA
(GDP)E ZUARYAN 43 L Z4A2E T $ Aok 4 A2 A¥ 2] U@ ¥
7 hNE 2T AG Yl YEd Z4GDPE @324 AASALLC AAY 44 oA
48 olgstel Brksn, dEF Yol M2 WM GDPs} Yol ZEF vezY ¢

SERYS Fe AR AVRF AV4E B AT F =FNV2E A3uY
O EE 4Y xFA5E FALFATIRE R AQR, A2 AREl o
@ ARE 42U GE =FXTE BIAFAZANR TN BANE =FAF WY
W gz FEse YIHUDL BN =FH vYxFFAYLARI BE5U
o :

Age EHE099)s 3o 4y AY ABAERA AAAE ol gHUG. 47
AFAME A E2%o] 1996 AT 24 F3Ast MAslo] o] 1997 ol ¥ anmw
Jge 4y FRAREYYTH T eqe Udy BALAEL ol g %?ZH'T

goolel AAAUYG. =FLFRULL TUASARAN 4d¥ NEARSE 22450
2 UE 70 23 olFAZNE ALIAT
3 ALEA L APAY AFTHYA MATAYS £F

AL EAS ATALS AAE S4sy] Asted 4o ool Y WFAA FHUg 4

HEE 3ol ol ARG 28F st 2 28d S0 daAds 48E Tt ok
°olg fstd B AFoME H AdE YREFAYFEUT-intensity), AFMLYFTE
(R&D-intensity), 24 ool W& A74 vigoz 74z £HFaA YT v

# Aozl AF 4 Ao B AFhME FLEN Y AN YFES BN o
Ao AEZH 108U 71202 AYELIA vl FuEN R QAW A%¥el @O

A |
24 Hosiitt ojghto] FatedA HREN P A/ WL VTR UYL
t AFE7 28 49 ¥FH Milintensive industry) 2 & G olatc} ole)d
2 AH TR FY ohge Hell Aalgl ve} gic)

Table 2. Industry classification

D owgElel W At AW MESE AV G GYR e w4 oAb b
Fel Atz zhitel debat ehielel twipbiel IR A WE QAT GRS ) E G

uln.
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iT- Non IT- R&D- Non R&D-

intensive Intensive intensive intensive

S1, S2. S3,

51, 54, S5, S4 Zs 22

S3, S6, S8, S7, M1, M2, M4, M5, M7, I

Codes M5. M7, M8 M3. M4, M6 M8 S7. 58, M,
T N M2, M3, Ms,

M9
M9

3} A7Ee AFE7 FEHo2 2E el 7MF wol UYEC] ¥R v R
AmE F Ao ol AAS S SICEHR), S4B4]), S5EAd, 4 B s¥d), SUB
4 29 % ¥EU 8949, MU - 4EF 2 AR, M2(EF 2 &4z, M3
(5, Fol, &8 % J40), ME(SEAEANZY), MICTEt Ax) Foldh ol 442
2 ARE B4 oM e 847 2 uFE AAHA ¥ AW ERE &£ A
9. gog, S3(H7], 7t2 R FER), S6(&F, F R FAH), S8(AY R AQ Mujx
) R M5(HIE &, FEAXY) AYEC] AFMLIYFTEE ¥ WY, & HREAYF
=& YehdE ddE2A YA BUE N1IJAAEH} Aul2dgels, M5 B 27t
oz §Xsn ot A7), 7t2 R FEAY F$, FALHE A FARFY 79l
ol W#EE Fa7l FRFANIIFUARLE ERGA e F4E¢ dUoz 4Ach 3
B3I AFAY 2% & IFEE HHZ e Aoz e MICIA 2 7l Ba4A
F Az MB(:42Y AzA)el Ak M7AIE AU ¥ 9 HGsleREa Aye
gdol gle Axddoly, F53u Az F¢, AFXR @A v ojMe WA 5§
Fol WgE A2 A REA viAFez A7AY AFEE o, FEFN IFEN
$e dde2A MAAE, 48 R SHUATF AxD)E dEAY d24 £ ded, o
T ool Aol TR FAol od uFdTFzA V1A A S AP Rz
ggdck olgte 2FEY AFAANANE A FEo] Y A o} g 2 A 4

8 Z43E dla AAsaz §o
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V. e gagel YoM ITs R&DY g ¥4
L #8885 gigd 71284

4G AAsi7id 4 4 a§¥ Fadso] g yAUE FAFE oL
Table 3o vhzhk wpe} P}

Table 3. Mean value of major variables

Pooled IT- Non IT- R&D- Non R&D- Manuf Non-
sample intensive Intensive intensive intensive ) Manuf.

Y/L 1£.676 18.958 13.706 16.827 15.292 12.908 19.234
K/L 3:2.205 50.893 . 20992 26939 33.960 20523 47.224
R/L 1.002 1925 0449 2560 0.483 1.323 0.520
IT/L 3.661 7.807 1.173 3.980 3.554 2.389 5.295

note) Units: all the monetary items involved in output (Y). physical capital stock (K), R&D stock
(R) and IT stxck (IT) are expressed in billion 1990-constant Won, Labor input (L) is million
hours inputted :n the generation of value-added output in a vear.

A E E(pooled sample)oh A 109 AFAY 2FR/WL)3 14D ITAR FuEAT/LIE
AHRE ITX-E Fdlgo] AFMAE FEERT o 3 7irto] & Reog detym ¢
ool @ Ze ol3ty LPRAME FEH2E Yeiuye ZARA @30 FREFIA
FAE FAE AL FAZA dNdd. dW ITAF AT vAZdA QolMg 52 1
VE AE3eFL A7), 7t2 R FEY F A2YFAU22 572 £ A Mol 2
of Xgslol lvl d&olrt 19T ITAR P ES) Aoy IT-YFE& 71522 49
£#39S o 71 aA dehdn o,

2. Specification Test

Panel A& 4o ol ddHeg FL5I= YA T H(fixed effect modeD) 3} <} 9l
A2 ¥(random effect model)2 Hausman Test'E ol 83l vlmyg £ ok F gy
Wol &l 9} do¥s el 23 AH(orthogonality) & WA dtol UAaMeYe MAd 9
o] A 28 = (omitted variable)2 1% U A dinconsistency)l £ & HA stz Holul
Aty wio] yof A ET] 09 AuttAE 7HAdE AR 7HE(null hypothesis)dlol A
Hausman®] ZHEAZE ko AFLE 712 FlelRE ()& 714 €k zh RAFE

R} Hausman (1978), sce Greene (1990, pi93)
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dskel PAEARA ARIE 7% BEL AND g8l Table 45 2o}

Table 4. Hypothesis test regarding the specification of othogonality

Hausman's test for Random vs. Fixed effects

Samples

P4 P-value

Pooled <ample 1.357 0.716
IT-intensive 42.432 0.000
Non IT-intensive 3634 0.304
R&D-intensive 7.064 0.0699
Non R&D-intensive 0621 0.892
Manufacturing 4370 0224
Non manufacturing 8443 00377

Aol Zote] W= g BAFTEY AME ATAMLGIAEe] v} dgusy
o] A% A(correlation)?t eUd)ol NAHRA Ratnz gelaeyPo] ¢ H4o] mut
44U ZYd g 2 & Uk v, IT FFAUY(UT-intensive Industries)® ¥] A =4 (Non
manufacturing Industries)®} 4o YojMe AANRYe] ¥} g3y Roz #oy
o,

3. AqlY 1T R&DA A% 84 A
9] Specification Testl M AHER T8 YT HNe gBPAL Aesgoy,
otgiel A= sl g Wl W] 3l 7} TR el T 2Y AAE 2F 44

AT, $4 #idol dF 24 FAE 458 YE Table 500 MAQ vieg} g}

Table 5. Estimates for the pooled sample panel data

OLS fixed effects GLS random effects

Pooled sample (n=224)

YiL 0.490 (14.205)" 0.0331 (15026)™
78D 0.126 (5.720)" 0.122 (5838)"
vir 0.0120 (0.794) 1.155 (79740
R 0.984 0.798

note) **+ and * indicates significant at 1% and 3°%. respectively.
t-values are presented in the parenthesis under the estimates.
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e

Random Effect{GLS) 2ol 213 YA el ojatnt, 4o g Alg7t A3y
Hoh 498 e ge NPoEM PHEN Ay nEANHA 2 48g g
UEE ¢ F U ol ARFIALY Aol mFol Aol AYHA 4443 &4¢e
2 dtn & g 44Y ¥ 4 7id¥g & U A2 g4ddd. Ao gMEAH
Brynjolfsson and Hitt (1998), Lucas(1999) ¥ 2l&led A Alsoj & 71day 24249
o A YA ez ¥ 5 U

dgez ARENAFMAUT-intensive  industries)®  FRFANH A F A U(non
IT-intensive Industries)°} dl¥ 4 HE A& b3 Table 6 o) AAQ vis} 2o
HBEANFZTUAA 2%, Fixed Effectoll 21§ ¥ Mo} g & g§24L 7txa ged,
AR FA61 3 749 & Random Effectol o3t #4o] el 4 & 71X Utk Bl aAg
Ao o5y, AFAEL 5 AR 2o o] =FAUNL F2ed VI E B2 de A2
2 Usdz o a2y, ARENe 29 BRENYF A0l AAMT =T 4N #
ool GPo| Y& e Y9

Jdo ko

rir

H

Table €. Estimates for the IT-intensive and non IT-intensive panel data

OLS fixed effects GLS random effects

IT-intensive industries (n=84)

YKIL 0.330 6.829)™ 0.538 (16.019)"
YrRD 0.0621 (2.544)° 0.115 (5.942)™
Y 0.0968 (~405)" 0.0256 (2.007)°
B’ 0.997 0.986
Non IT-intensive industries (n=140)

TkiL 0.595 (10.698)™ 0.582 (11.219)"
TrD 0.113 (3538)™ 0.105 (3613)”
rr -0.0462 (-1.857) -00370 (-1.521)
R 0959 0.679

note) *+ and * indicates significant at 1% and 5%. respectively.
t-values are presented in the parenthesis under the estimates.

tgo2t AFMNLIYFAHUMRED-intensive industries)¥t @ 7¢n 2 F 4 (non
R&D-intensive Industries)o]l ™# Fixed Effect®t Random Effect X2l % 47

Table 791 Jetdidch, & A9 2F Random Effecto] °1§ 3 4o} el AL e 43
& uEebllor] old] oW AT el ol viejzt olub Al ofiditiz thE A ANy

9) ojfgt R-YAIME Stiroh(2000)e ol gt vl A wfdel AN 2 GElE e M o#
Qivt,
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el QolAY YREA FAUE e thhin Ao YREAEe APAE ¥E
g %oz Ale Us W R5 feluld Ang waw £ Ao

Table 7. Estimates for the R&D-intensive and non R&D-intensive panel data

OLS fixed effects GLS random effects

R&D-intensive industries (n=56)

YKIL 0.381 (4.548)" 0472 (6.678)"
YrD 0.255 (2.184)° 0.134 (1.869)
T 0.0211 (0.373) 0.0489 (1.042)
R 0931 0.846

Non R&D-intensive industries (n=168)
YKIL 0.482 (12.558)™ 0.488 (13.242)"
YRD 0.129 (5814 0.130 (6.009)"
Yir -0.321 (-0.202) -0.539E-2 (-0.346)
R 0.988 0815

note) ** and = indicates significant at 1% and 5%, respectively.
t-values are presented in the parenthesis under the estimates.

AzGH vAZAe] FP4HE diF FRTA APEe gge MY ZHs
}g2| Table 8] Ut A=< & Random Effect, ¥R XYL Fixed Effecte] 21§
4ol etggol Avt AR F4, G2 AFNEAFE 4% B AP I
+. Az dF AFMLY FoolF gL AFMLE Foo] FH 4PL =23E A
z2del B4E 2AF3 Q& Aoz MY £ Aok PYRENY A, 231 v AzY
At Foitg e 1Yo ARPFET L SBAME T A AMuiah)Ads A
BEAA APHos JAANS 7HH2 AE SAAY, 7t2 R £54). SHESF, ¥ 2§
Ayl HHENe] Aol Fage AHE £ rl

ohaieto 2 F71HQ AABAE nA&Tl A%t AW 37 Al(between-industries
regression) ¥ A 27 & YR 129 Table 9ol AAIY ule} 2o} o] 2 MAI|NE=

HolgtAlE AT NET PRGN A4y g4 EAHORZ feojug BAE HojA

yis

&2

RAAG et Aok A Syl £ o @ Aol 2ot A7 AL R HuEY ¥F
Hel dgler wuiFdcn s *8‘&*3 ol 2 7194E &N P He e

daztalel £ a0l Folq el Aoz BEW AANl dsio} A4g BA
oho 2 R BHH AAEE 271 AME 7 A7t wa" wa el Utk
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Table 9. Estimates of regression on means (Between industries estimates)

Pooled IT- Non IT- Non R&D- Non-
. . ) . . . a Manuf.
sample intensive intensive  intensive Manuf.
0647 0581 0.363 0592" 0.581 0.593
TEIL (4.129) (8.415) (0.218) (2915) (2.230) (1.559)
0.0944 0.122 0.0270 0.140 0.0409 0.282
7rD (1.210) (3.904) (0.269) (1.250) (0.310) (1.415)
-0.129 0.19% 0.141 -0.103 0.0631 -0.401
7T (0652) (2003) 0499  (-0436) (0317 (~0.945)
R 0.809 0.997 0.507 0.753 0.767 0.879

note) +#* and * indicates significant at 1% and 5% level, respectively.
t-values are presented in the parenthesis under the estimates
a) R&D intensive means data are too small (n=4) for meaningful estimation
so that it has not been tried g priori.

v. 2 &

AUFANES) FHRY W AU AA, By nFY A4P 4T FHHLE o
Fo] & Aozt A3 Uk Y, YuFAUVIe ol gl A 4o HAF
& F422 s olfoiA o ¥ P, ALFANEe] ¢HA G E QN4
gao] olFold Ao dAME A B AFATFN lFoiA & AU

A7 EEANEN AFMEAES F4HY 24y oL E £YE
2 7HHszn, Aadelel du¢ AR ¥HE B driugdd WHEHo2 HqYAR
E FAYY U] IALATY YA RYE 2T AL, F LY HAEAE
Hausmand ZAEAZ 2 ¥4y

AFENHoAM 1670 4] WA H&ed A B4 ojfd HuBUYFE & AFA
25 9 AZUARE B4 670 MPTEA AP 2AE P8t 4
Yol Aol AFAL YHElol 2F AU Gdoh Fovid 7]oig dHn
U, Y EN] P4 g4ole 2 2 HdEg s U HeE Hddd. g3 4
4y Aol o] HEENE FHoZ M9 FRFUIFTHQY YL L As
BEZA AEE Po] FulEE Aol 4UHE woled £&0] Bt F3G A&
3717 €A @tk ol HAtdolAel Y FAol 73 FHH o7t AU FAFY
Abdoaiel 2 Fof Aol o Foldt: ojde #FA o

H2 32714 Bl YL FAo] disted vy F47 ojFojn Yt £3, 4
PR EAME Alge] B HWdoy Udged wa} FASAE Hustz] Af ¢ &
FaM HAEEAso olsiHE R, olof ubel 4N ANY ¥ AAE WA YES

o) A Bl AP T QUi Aok, tejy, B oadpe RAgN: 23R ¥y

2oaf ko4 3 o of
[ S o | G A [V . ]

of%
2
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{Appendix A}

Information and Telecommunication Capital Stocks in the Korean Industrial Sectors

unit: 1990 constant billion Korean-Won

St S2(m) S3 Se S5 S6 s? S8 s

1985 22.4 992.5 7.6 456.1 93.2 739.3 187.0 297.8 2830.5
1986 23.7 12108 12.4 453.1 124.2 937.8 246.9 391.7 34457
1987 251 14920 20.3 450.1 165.5 1189.6 326.1 5153 42425
1988 256 1857.3 33.1 4471 220.4 1509.0 430.6 677.9 5278.4
1089 28.2 2336.1 §3.9 4442 2%3.7 1914.1 568.5 89t.8 6630.2
1990 23.9 2968.7 87.9 4412 391.2 24281 750.7 1173.2  8401.0
1991 316 38109 143.4 438.3 5§21.2  3080.0 9912 1543.4 10729.7
1992 335 4940.1 2339 435.4 694.3 3907.0 1308.8 2030.4 13804.7
1993 35.5 6464.2 381.4 4325 9250 4956.0 1728.1 2671.0 17882.6
1094 37.6 85338 622.1 4296 12323 6286.7 2281.9 3513.8 23314.5
1995 39.8 11350.7 10147 4268 16416 79746 3013.0 4622.4 30584.3
1996 42.1 152381  1654.9 4240 2187.0 101158 3978.5 6080.9 40362.6
1997 446 205855 2693.1 4211 29135 128319 52532 7999.5 63585.3
1998 47.2 27989.1  4402.1 418.3 3881.4 162772 6936.4 10523.5 T71567.1
1999 0.0 2382783 7179.7 4156 5170.8 20647.6 9159.0 13843.8 96169.3

unit: 1990-constant billion Korean-Won

M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 M(S2)

1985 50.4 26.6 160 1541 404 4274 1203 75.1 82.3 992.5
1986 62.) 34.4 218 1958 51.6 4820 1739 103.0 86.3 12108
1987 76.5 444 299 2488 659 5436 2511 1412 90.5 1492.0
1988 94.4 57.3 408 316.1 843 6131 3628 1936 949 1857.3
1989 116.3 74.0 558 4016 107.7 6915 5241 2655 99.6 23361
1990 143.4 95.6 76.3 5102 1377 7798 7571 364.1  104.4 2968.7
1991 176.8 123.5 1044 6482 1759 8795 1093.6 4993 109.5 3810.9
1992 218.0 159.6 1428 8236 2248 9920 15799 6848 114.8 4940.1
1993 268.8 206.1 1952 1046.3 287.3 11188 22822 939.1  120.4 6464.2
1994 331.4 266.3 2670 13294 367.2 12618 32968 12878 126.3 8533.8
1995 4085 3439 3651 1689.0 4693 14230 47625 17660 132.4 11359.7
1996 503.6 444.3 4992 21458 599.8 16049 6879.9 24218 138.8 15238.1
1997 620.9 573.9 6827 27263 766.6 18101 99385 3321.1 1458 20585.5
1998 765.5 7413  933.5 3463.7 979.7 20415 143569 45543  152.7 27989.1
1999 943.8 9575 1276 € 4400.7 12521 160.1 38278.3

2302 4 207396 6245¢€
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