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ABSTRACT

The present study analyzed the effect of firms™ external research and development (R&D) on
corporate productivity, while investigating the moderating effect of firm size on the external
R&D-productivity nexus. In the empirical analysis, we estimated South Korean manufacturing
firms’ total factor productivity (TFP) using the firm level data drawn from the Survey of Business
Activities (Korea National Statistical Office) for the years 2006-2015. Thereafter, focusing on the
role of external R&D and its interaction with the firm size in determining firms’ TFP, the productivity
function was estimated as well. To this end, we used ordinary least squares (OLS) and quantile
regression to highlight the heterogeneous impacts of external R&D by companies’ productivity
level, Empirical results confirmed that firms' external R&D significantly enhanced corporate
productivity in all manufacturing industries, from high-tech to low-tech. The moderating effect
of firm size in determining the productivity effect of external R&D was not as prominent as in
the case for internal R&D, which exhibited some degree of the size premium in the productivity-
enhancing effect. These results suggest that regardless of the firm size, external R&D can be
an important channel for corporate productivity improvement, and can be a particularly effective
strategy for SMEs with relatively limited internal R&D capacities.

Key Words : External R&D, Firm Size, Total Factor Productivity, Quantile Regression
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A& 71983 78k A sEoln, AF7IER&D) FAE als AEshe 8%
deset & 5 YUek(Griliches, 1979). 53], 712 5@49 et & AHF7
I3, 7190] w2l Ads FYste] AA Ffshs UF- R&DE ol & 7]gelvt
ATE T AR71Bel R&D BEL AEShs 9 R&D T4 7} #2lef wiXe 9% =3
FEaL 9t

QF R&D F2hk= g4l @25 71y FE7HA S43t= AollM, A R&D Tkt
2pEstEn, 7192 FAA RS S Fal Al Ao ue= ARG H8-S Axtste] B3AY

S SR F ot =g 9F R&DE thE BAIFAY kak-E F55H] 710l BAg

A2 S tHgslele FHe R E 7)Egitt weba o R&DE AEAR] FAlog A9
£ Aok sh= th7 |92 E20laL, A Jfito2s FARES s ofHE F471Y
BFA 783 713E Al 230 9 R&D FAke] 2= 7| Rel wet o'
ztolg B AR 719 EE & R&D Aol 8 AR aclow QA wo] ghor}, o5
R&D¢} 718 Ale] Aol tigh 719 22 (moderating effect) o] thet 412 Fho}
H7] o

B A7E 7199 A R&D Tt g 7199 g v S sk,
I FAAM 7R 2HEAE BYske Hl HFo] i o2 f& 2 dAv= 714
9o FRANMIS FAsIAL A 7S FAEAR TFEtlen, a9
27482 3|AAE ARgste] 9F R&DE| 3 B 7R 2dadE EAe . A4S
BAelE Vd®ERAL (AR AR 719 A5E AR, $24FH A (OLS)
I} g E93]HEA (Quantile regression)2 AREsHe] 71939 AAA] ol k2 R&D
F2F &de] o]AAE Ejlstaat shgiek. w3, Az Zlersl wet Fdrls (high-
tech) FEollA] A|7|&(low-tech) F27bA] E7sto], ZF A 7-2d 9% R&D A 83=
H| a2 5 it

A7 AL 5 2 oM A ATE HESH] 95 R&D £ {903
2= votstal, 7|qtRe) gAalgEde] Al et oy M-S FRIgit oA =
719 &9 TR FA3 2 A 8% A4S A% BFE ArfskaL, IvAellA At
SE At VAedkE #4235 B3l 5 RDO| ArHdaAe) 7|gtee] 2dadE

o
I
b

1) &% R&D(external R&D)E o8] dollA dFtAI2K(contracted R&D), A7-ZE(procurement R&D), R&D &5
3HR&D outsourcing) SO & Al&Hc}
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1. 25 R&D EXI9| K9l

Chesbrough(2006)= 7§18 #A1(Open Innovation)o|gh= 7HdS A|AJsled, &% A2}
O] YIEHT I AF2HE Y] A2R4le] 719 WiFe] Falgs XARA Fag JAE=
e S dxsidtt. 7164 B340l THEAL FE AT S4EE AselA 714
Ui-e] galddgfelqt &k AL gHAlell AHE = 9o (Berchicci, 2013), 7142 <%
FAo} A FHS T8 G5 28I (Hagedoorn, 1993). 2% R&D FA= F2 7114
q HAFo] sholm, o R&D &5 B3l 719 7IeAHe Suista A4 H53=
£ tslst 4= ok (Kogut and Zander, 1992).

7199 R&D 9|53} A& #A%t T8 0|02 A gol2d AAFAIES &
ek, WA, AgH]g-o]E(transaction cost theory) 7|90 AHsl= HAIH - 52 Hlgo
719855 AAsk= A aQlolet FARIT) o] R&D FAtel| #3 AMEA M= w7t
A= (Pisano, 1990), th& ZBAIFA A R&D &5-& st 212 7|¢o] Add + 39l
tigtolth(Katz, 1986). 719°] BE E72 R&DE SAHH SR Fash= 212 tife] 7
H|2gZo|m, FH2Ql R&D &5-S $Esh= Zlo| vl8-a&A Alatel| 7]ofgic}, wegh, A
S} 7l BEHdAdo] Aol AgRlgo] Ws B9 7192 RKDE QFslelt, A4e] AR
(appropriability) 24U =54 sjjo]7} WAIE 4= Q)= 739 7] 9 R&DY] H|E-S =7
ol2J5to] R&D 52 WEsslth(Spithoven and Teirlinck, 2015).

e o] ATEE o RADE F8 71%49] ARl S FE3) AdglolE(resource
based theory)oll W=, Z} FAFAZE HA3 22244 2isl7] o]97] woll(Barney,
1991; Das and Teng, 2000), 719 <|5-2] A2A-E ghHsh= ol 2% R&D7}F W R&DE
o o U2 o] & = 9t olE S0, tigkake] R&D Ak A2 AR 2E SHsh=
AR E8E o, bgE 7Y FHerREE S 2 AKRistel a3 Ho
™29 =3H-2 71e = Jrk(Nicholls-Nixon and Woo, 2003). &% R&DE E3) g1
H oekst 2L 7194 7He] iAo E-8-Ftk(Leiblein and Miller, 2003; Stanko and
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Calantone, 2011).

Aeul ol &5} ALFA)ZL 9% RID FAe] 5L 2] The 7198 slol] g
o} ZERlgol&e] 3¢ 2 RKDE §3 vI8E3S i A T 1= AXehs why,
AHAFAIOlES AR R3S FdFste] AR gHE SR oF RD ¥ o}
A& At Iy F ol BT 7199 oF R&D FA 59s A5Y Al AlAsta
Rom, & R&D Fo] 719 FAlasdS Alarshks Fagh dds ARt A2
SYsltt. F, 7192 Fol 22 stelld HAH S| R&D WekS s, 9F R&D &F
7199 SAgFe 71ofgitt.

2. 2| R&D FXte| AFRQ! 2 Sut

o R&D FAke] 2 aflo g 7GR} 3 71l i R&D £}, A4 Hf7ks
A, Etadte] F4, FEHGE, 87197 #A Fo] AEErHVeugelers and Cassiman,
1999; Spithoven and Teirlinck, 2015). 719 E7}F 915 R&D FA}of| n]X|& @S A
™, Veugelers and Cassiman(1999)2 AR 7|HY4E R&KDE 2F3sta, 99 7127}
50021 o3l 7192 A R&D2} & R&D 275 T 5205 Fash= 2S gRlshairt.
Stanko and Calantone(2011)= AR th7]go] &1 R&D T}l O A= olgtar 77513
o di71gle] I RID B o B S5k RADE SJeehs W w5
uFo]ch(Nakamura and Odagiri, 2005). 212y} R&D 5317} SA7|QEN M= 71&
2 71815 AFshs A = FHstti(Narula, 2001). 7147 2] $4719L AlgHE Uiy
o olsl 71%] sholalel 714 A4 F5o] Qe A97E 2] wHolch. sl RSD
AR g ol At I AFE AHEY, 8% $A8-(2007)2 71He] UF R&D FAe} thE
71952 A7HY ofFUt 95 R&D FAlel| 402 7|oghs skt A oldd
(2009)¢] EAolM= 7199 71EE, A R&D b, 719 ETE 9 R&D FAReF JuAt
ol #AE Bt

QI R&D &5 714 AR BAIE EMT A=Y B, 47 I 9% R&D
B2t AEH Al 7ok AL #elst 9t (Nicholls-Nixon and Woo, 2003; Frenz and
letto-Gillies, 2009). of= 9% R&DE 33l Rt thekat A 2xkdo] AAE 7l 2857
uREoltt, e A7 7199 A R&D FAF tiH] o R&D T2k HlFo] 713]e] A4
o} Aual Felo] wAE BAE AdthE 2S 3918t 9dthBonte, 2003; Berchicai, 2013).

ol 9 R&D FA} @A FEAE A& 785 §F 44 dxe Az
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thekslel 71odehs whE, AUA|Al 9 R&Do|| o&Eshs 2l 24 9 A8 =
olojx] FAIAFAE Aslfsl7| wiEo|th(Berchicci, 2013), 3HA, Castellani and Pieri(2013)&
s R&D7F A1 AAHgel 39e] ke vl Acks 9L Shelsheirh, Steinberg et al.2017)
2 R&D 2453} thdS s 2loll &g AlG Rl 71308 vl Zizbe] tigh ¢ R&D
21 A3=E 22495190 Un and Rodriguez(2018)+= 2% R&D$&} AEsJAle] #AIS B35}
WA, o) RAD FAol ufe} Ui RaDS] Mol UARe 2 vehs 24g shelalsi.
FFA2017)2 FAA e &8o] 7199 7IedAlel 71ofetiE2 Hlom, oA &
£3512 R&D 1] tagst AAlstol E4lteir
S R&D7} AVl WA= GaFo] A R&DoR= Zdoldts T3 A5 SAg
Beneito(2006)oll w21, 7]9¢] ¢} R&DE Wi R&DeF 22| 53] S5l o3t 932
H|A]A] Fokl o), A8k TRelle T AoR Zlofsltt. o= & R&D7} gHAIAR]
Aol Ffol] 7]ofgit= S AASE A&, Huang et al (2009)2 2]% R&DE 2lIgt
T g0 A7RS 71 9lelo 2 XAt BAL(2011)E 9BA|Ale] 8o FAA HAR
th= AzA Al 7]ojahe sholstolnt
]:‘77}1] A ule} o] ofg] AP ATEL FAT e tigt 7 RADE| 7] E 2
flow, 513 RDS) Fap} AHil REDS} Aoleleke 44 a7l S Mk
94—r R&DO] 213 7]owe] s ot o] A77HES AT

T

i

(]

7P 1. )% RDE 71999] SA1gsto] Flelatv], 7 Eshe A RIDE A Fol=
Folste.

719 W of] Mgl 93 RD ko] 4 AR Qglo 2 SIEITHVeugelers
and Cassiman, 1999; Narula, 2001; Nakamura and Odagiri, 2005; Q&4 -o]L4%, 2009;
Stanko and Calantone, 2011), 7|GTFEE &5 R&D AR Qlo] $231 Wgolu] o]
PR W 91 RDY] STt ATt GEEE v 5 9heS AT Tt
71977} &5 R&D Aol X o3-S wAg A7 Ao, o R&D2 f8S Al
shatar & R&D}F W R&DE] #AIE w418 Hlwd] H2e] A7 E 719 el 9%
o Mg TelsAfE elskeh. thil, o]733] SIQOINE Si R&D Ao} FlgiTuste] A
243 o9 E AT F Shb, ZUTEA S5% 9% R&DS] ATHE o ATk 4e
solalglct. 1elt o G Z%le] S RID £ ofRuke BAlstel, €% R&D
FEE BAlol WA Rallhe WAL sk

D



B

1999] S RYD FAj) 42 Fgsto] 9% RDS| Eko} /1etne] 2HE
B ol Bttt she Z19iRe 2AEstel i disbae et

%
111/
Mo

1%

ot
SUREN

7Hd 2. 7199 25 9 R&D7E A0l viXE @3] © v

A2 719 W8S Alashks 7MY 183 doln, R&D Faks d4le] d4ErHEd
Foladolt #d HYATE S8l FRIgH v} o] o R&D FAR= 714 <79 A2k
9 w598 e, ABE] A2 IEESAE ol el Flefiet, wei sl
D e 719 Wg ol e SIS, A RSD A BAT 24 9 91 RD
AR 2AE AET 5 o

25 R&DE H]%J R&D F2P7F Aol vX|= F3s 243 diE3
Griliches(1979)l 2]3]] Aot A XA 2 F (knowledge capital model)o] 31
32 R&D FARRE AXAE 255 FAfete] 2221 RKD FAP7} Aol x| o3
BAReT, B8 Adshs v glo] B 71A] do] EAET AR AR ZPgzt
A 5L Q7P 0k L) okl D s ATl A eI 21 A

2Eo] gt FRI} BE3 Ae-olle 7AE AXAHE 25o] R&D T4} 59 Al
oFstA] Eahe 74w wAEtH(Doraszelski and Jaumandreu, 2013).

oJo]] B 9= Olley and Pakes(1996), Buettner(2003), Doraszelski and Jaumandreu
(2013)2] 2ol ofAste] A Al 7] Aabdol A AP 719 ikl o 24]¢1x
the 71 stellA] o5 R&D FARel AHA| R&D FAPF ALl mixle @3S 24t
TAHSE, (t—1)7] AL 719 SA40] FoIxl 7R 7199 t7] WA w, 7F 2=
ok o] 7 EHOlley and Pakes, 1996).
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2) R&D F27} 714 *E*J"éoﬂ Zlofehe A2 AHe] 54 9 R&DE] AZdl met Aolsict. £ AFelliE Olley
and Pakes(1996) HFHE2 R&D FAbol7kA] 46k AA-E(Buettner, 2003; Doraszelski and Jaumandreu, 2013)
I R&D FA9} 719435 7} FAE X3 975 (Coad and Rao, 2008; Frenz and Ietto-Gillies, 2009; Coad et
al, 2016)% Fste] (t—1)719] RRD FAp} 1719] 719 Aol 7lolshe B4 mae dgakeict



1084 7| of AIHUEXL| ibdatet (1P 2o 2Eg
[

Fwt:{F(wthut,l)7 w“wt,leg}” N

719] AR (- 1)718) BN Sl FAAGAT, T WA w, > o, 2 B
F, = A{F(w/lw, ) }7V F, = {F(w, o', 1) }oll tHall LAIZHE-$-9(First order stochastic
dominance, FOSD)ol| 9= Ao AT F A Aol AiAdo] =255 & AlH 9
Aﬂ/\}}ﬂ: 1_3_30_ ggo] At w, Y w,_ o gk 2AF 7HFE R&D FAE H|5EgE oy

E[wt|wt—1]:f(Rtfl’EtfﬂXt—l) ()

wt:h(Rt—l’Et—letfl’ wt71)+§t 3)

R 719¢] A R&D T4}, £ 71909] 9% R&D £4l, X& SANSCIGTE &
om)git} &= Zuirel EAmSol tigh AR o] 091 91310 24 Ao B3
2438 }Oéi?_li‘r(Buettner 2003; Doraszelski and Jaumandreu, 2013).

H 2YoMe= (t—1)719] R&D T2} t7]9] AAHell Fake 1, t7]9] A48 v
2 ole] Aol QJRkg mlAE WAL RAD FAbe] A1H EA} wdHEr). o]yl
52y, 53] 4 Q)3 22 BA stollM o R&De| a3= djefslr| sirs, WAl ZF A3
7191 AR w7} $4 ApElolol BT Tt o AT BET 4 gl W, Atk
o 242 B3] =HEolo} g}

B 7= Olley and Pakes(1996)2] HPHS ALg-5to] AAkIE 4319} Olley and
Pakes(1990)= #ZEA ¢+ 719 A wE 719 28R FA=R diefste] B4
2749 ol BREesl log AN FRAPINE 2 o PHL /1Y B9 AR
2 vigoz MRS $4F 49 AT 5 JE ARRE FIT 715 A Aol
WA EAIE SAIst OLS FHt} 9-d3t WRjo|th

3) wE w_ T A A RD FAAe| o 2AAYAE Aog AR £, = (Flo o, B B _,) }<
2o B2 1% £ 9t} ol BFL 71481 shY Buettner(2003)9% fARICE 2@y o] BY w,  #
R&D FAp7} w, ol mXE &3he] WgFo] Zolok grhe Aloke] F7bdr}. a2t of 271 WA oa‘uﬂth H
7] o]2]9-1, Buettner(2003)9] AFEAoM= d@Ho g FHEHRA] Kt

4) FAZ BAHFAL: Olley and Pakes(1996)el “#A13] A=o] glr},
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B A7 Olley and Pakes(1996)9] Wil whet 44 7|¢9] SIS $5HSF
stod, 9 R&D FAPL Aol vixle JEke 7I¢hRe] 2davte} A EAlg) Aakk
Aol 97 R&D B ZHA] R&D —rXV} HHTE AREHH, F FARAF 771 30081 0%
2 7190l thate] 71T CrHsE Fofelal A R&D FAF 2 97 R&D FAleke] wix}
o zpzb AAgste] 7|gTRe] 2AEFE uedsit} Buettner(2003)¢F HRRIAE 7199
EAAES BANTE ARSI, ST Tl AFEEE tr|¢ 9k tv| WeE 5 }5‘}"4

L

O

EI

AN B 7Sl whE ] WskE SAIETE ALY AR Rl gk R R
2l (4)¢} 2},
In(TFP,) =B+ B, In(TFP,_,) + 3,In(K,_,) 4)

+ 85I (R, 1) +B,In(R,_1) X Dy,
+ 35 (E,_ 1) + B0 (£, _,) X Dyyo + B, D300
+BsD; + By D

TFP : 92400, K : BRAR
R A R&D SA, £ ol R&D FA)

D, : AIRE UuHaEER), D, A% Clujis

Dy + 1D ClalEE 2R 471 30090 o1l 1ol thel 1] 3g Hol)

9 2ol g $3H2ASHOLS) F4AIrE T 22130 Htol thet % R&D2
23 g 719tRe] 2AEAE HofEr, oF R&D2| A7t frolsl ¢ B¢ o
R&D= 719 Aol Z1ofstm, 1 A7t frefshAl &2 737 5 R&D7F 71944l
FEe MAA Gethe ARl FAEH. &% R&D7F 30091 wRE o] 71 Ark el
H 2 G2 vRTE Dy o Al 2028 FAEM, I R 3¢ FHew 44
Aoltt. 71t HEINT}F EAEHA 8= BF D3l Alre FelstAl Al velhd A
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ofo] & 7= 3T S ARESte] 7] A el mhE & R&D FALE A
Zdol/dE gttt 7199 Wi R&De tisliAle 7192870l e R&D FAf &7o] Afoldo]
o 7SS 3l EIE vl ot Coad and Rao(2008)+ 7199/487+e] <ol wet AHA|
R&D FALe] a7} Adoldhs #9137 S Sl &lstitt. Coad et al.(2016)2 71948
I A R&D FAke] A S HH3|ARF R FAlslo] gigo] W 7|k R&D FA}
o] HapPl o A= AS wRlew, olE 7199 R&D Tt o 2 AEE Adux
Fsrt. A7 ATEL A R&D FAHe] 237t AR whe} Aoldhe Hilew
(Coad and Rao, 2008; Falk, 2012; Montresor and Vezzani, 2015), AA3}7} %3k 7149l
sl ZA R&D T2k 537} &) 2 Yehd 9= 9%tk (Coad et al., 2016).

A ARF L TEATY 207 ¢9lol i HIEF S FATTE FASAEAL o]
2] sl B3 2As 11 o A% Hrobust) FAXE AlEsh, H9ol ubE R&D F
28] FA RIS ool tlolx f-&sitt. FAIARTEL 7EHoR A (5)9 2oH, 4
6% Axslale 5,71 ¢299] sAASFE FHE

Yi — m,ﬂq t ey )
Qq(y7|xl): xiﬁq

8, © ¢29 HFAT, e, QAHQ, (e,)z)= 0)
v T BERFCIR F o)
L EPES D EANSRET RD, A RID, 7R B)

X

N N N

B, = argmin i qlyi— z,0,l + SN =gy, — z,0,] 6)
ity = af, ity <z,

v, #4894

1, 2Nl

2 o BAge] VB ERALE BAAEE B350 TI9BERAD E 200645
B AlEIRon] ZAPEe 0% oel AHgeA), 3olel oltel ARFE Wi AP



o= wid 10,0007 o)e] F&o] =L Ut AT AR 7S] A, AT

=, 7197E, AA R&D 2 9% R&D T4 5 7|g42E vt gk A5E £t
9101, 7199] Aabg 747 ofF RKD &7} B4 -85t & e 2000085 201597}
28] Az 7Y A=E FEOE S8 gk o R&DO| 3 7R 2dast
7F AR o F o], AR Ve wet e AR, S Az, AVls
AzxPog Fasto] vHlaEAstdtt. AR 7Iee 84382920093} =48 <
(2010)2 ZFslge}. 71&gsol we ARIRE RS (& 1)d 2}

]:l

(B 1) 7|es&0 OE MHEE 27

T HEEFZ)
g8 =4 9 9o,
Ad7le Axd AR, AFE, 9 oF 2 SAIAIEY0),

o5, A Fr)7) ¢ 3 AA AZQQ27)

FZ32 Agt @ ARAAE A=H19),
i}%x‘ 9 s3AE A= oloE Al (20)
IFAE 2 FepRgRAE AxY22), vlaE BEARE AP 23),
17<} T4024), FE7FAF A=Y A 2 7}? A ](25), 7173 A=YP(28),
71e} 714 2 ] AzAdQ9), Ahsa 2 Edy AZYR0),
71e} 25730 A=YG
A8 E A%Y10), S8 ARYPAD), AHAE A=xY13),
o ojEaAAE] 9 BIAFE AEXY14), 715, 7hE D A A2(15),
A 2 URAE AZXH16), B2, Fo] D FolAE AEAU17),
A & 7|5l BAIL1S), 7 AxAB2), 71EF AF AZHB3)
ITRTAGEF A9xH2008) 7Nt 7%

A71E Az

F AEER

$
rr
r&’ﬂ

2000' 7] 201597k Az E2 7199 oF R&D F2F Ak (& 2) ¢F 2ot A
Az 7199 9F R&D FAMN Bt oF 39 SHnE Yo 2 AA| R&D FAN Hi o
oF 8% Foltt. 7GRl w2 R&D &5 AFHEH, 3002 ol 7199l R&D FA}
453 o, AFEERE AdV]e AxY T2 R&D FAFEo] =94tk (F 32
QF R&Dol| #ofdh> 7]y B9 9 HlFE AgEE 2 7Y REEE Blwgk Aol
71917 45, 1Ea 7|E5E0] B2 AR FEe £35E 7L % R&D EF
ol 45222 Fofslodrt. o= (F 2)9] 9% R&D Fit FAH 3 R&D oo &gt
A3t 22 WhoflA, 7R L A JlEgEed wet 7]de] oF R&D S sE 7}
tt2rhs AS HojEr

5) SJ R&D FAjolo] 0urt 2 719 9 R&D 5 o] 710w 1Tt
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(E 2) R&D FXfo 2 R&D F=

ral
ot

AA| R&D it | AA R&D o | o R&D Hit | 9 R&D Fof=
AzG AA 4,607.7 2.272% 349.6 0.067
A& A= 14,319.2 5.569% 681.2 0.109%
F71& A=xd 2,834.9 1.284% 3522 0.058%
A71E Az 5483 0.555% 263 0.022%
100¢1 =%k 3247 1.254% 14 4 0.063%
1001 ©)4F, 30091 gt 8182 1.227% 420 0.065%
30021 o] 27,4423 2.539% 2,145 3 0.200%
g

1 R&D a2 714 ©919] R&D FAA o] g 73t Zo|w, RKD ke 3l ARIF-E A2] wiE
tiH] R&D TS 3k 21,

(HE 3) 7|¢72 L M8 oH RRD &0 7| &g
(9] : i)

A& A=A e AxY A7E A=z A
10091 g 404 733 153 1,290
(9.849%) (5.09%) (3.06%) (5.49%)
10081 °d, 765 1,091 216 2,072
3001 m|gk (14.74%) (7.24%) (4.23%) (8.17%)
30091 o 579 934 160 1,673
e (29.89%) (18.52%) (9.4%) (19.27%)
.- 1748 2758 529 5,035
i (15.56%) (7.99%) (4.48%) (8.75%)

SC) ok A FE Wl o R&D o] 714e] HlE.

N

2. H+483 A 7|=SAF

b

TN AN AR bS] 2244 Aole vt 2o A F SR
FgE= 71949] AEE-L Olley and Pakes(1996)ell we} 71%j0] F& ¥771X"8 2831
ot FPEE VI9EERAhL ARS AR A3 9](2012)F wet viEg o viEd
7F, ool B AnHE Akl 7RI mEHl 8- Hste] Tdshlnt. Lelar AR
woll e AAETIAER SRS HEEelEst gl

AR F0 AR E e el 8IS YA 28T TIEEAREE R
F T 5 ABElen, EAAL R F AIAME FEE S8ISITH AT 9,
6) 715l BET PIIE NEER B 2 ANBEH FAFERT Alole] E5L opIsh ol e

1 e AR AEE A, gl A4usl BAls) el vigele 2RE 4E% RorkAd o
al= R0l B,




2012; o]3]- #3H, 2015). 7} 71| FBAt @5 o3 #5HA(2015) 0 w2t =RIA|
gol IUFAAtl tig A HEdloly 35 7Rt AAFAel AnlFals g3l gt
off A% FA HEdolE = ERAE. 719 B tiejiael 719 E4AE FAes
TR B71FHEAS 88T AT B7IFHEA T Ae 2 BEA, A FQ A
735 =iEAel tigk A HEdloly 35 ZRed A FA tEdelE R IlskiiaL, 1A
A, AR, 716 2Rl thsiAe AdHFA tEdlolE = Selsk it 3 R&D
FARE o i) et A A7) FES 2851312H, Buettner(2003)9k 0]
A AR E7HAR dEdelEstdint. odS AeElshd (& 4) ¢ 2

(B 4) 72 #i4o] ZEHY Ho|

A =44 A
HZZHAY) () - (Ed7h - @ g dwiE) + GPE) + =FH8)
% T =1L CF8F D + (IAL8FAD + CTERSARD
ERAHL(K) AR
AR FANU) A 715
A R&D FAH(R) AA| A7)
2% R&D FAN () o R

Ao o F0 g7 FeE EES BN Aslstgt. TEla S S0
o & AUA, vhEel AFEo] S00% olAR) Tk ol oA Feksle] AlASL,
Fo WEEe N2EARE (& 59 2

(B 5) 2 HP9| 7| =EAZ
(@]« o] 9, )

35 A Az=4 Ad7le A=Y & Axd A71& A=Y

i (5,2%932.(')]; (10,4%1.536) (5,231%2.5 (52%9.'33)
el (1,8%%1.}5 (s,oif?? <1,62097(.)£ <s§;62.'6§
=4 A (7,174031.5 (11,98573% (6,27261% (1,536679_56)
=4 A A (2,01941;96§ (3,926573.4? (1,5%)%?8% (18?5
AR FA | 2955 7% a5
P R&D T} a5 135 a0 65
HdE5A 5 56,273 10,745 33,917 11,611

% A BEgelm () e BERAE Jehd.



1090 719 F HP/HEEXS AL

10ge SXfe| irgiaiel JlgRee
V. #4483
1, Ahste 2R

25 R&D T2} 719 Aol miAle 9%E &
2ol oAsto] 4 (7)3} 2e F-uITE

el 14

51710l 2HA, Olley and Pakes(1996)2]
B3 o] WAE FAsAT
Yjie — a0+alljt+akrkjt+wjt+njt @)

T, = lant (x=vy,1,k,

)
YR, L wEE, K BARR o, 0 719 o) A, 0, oA
AAREE A4 Az D 7 AR s
YRR 2AAT, (E 6)3} o] TEfFo] Fe J‘ﬁ
o =) Ehgton], AAlse] A% Akl Az

1, 3 Ave (E 6% 2ot
Q5% a2 APl

Ju

Yol A71& AlxPHTt o 28] A= =7
FAEA
(B 6y MAFSHE =Xz} @ Olley and Pakes(1996) Hit
Ao TE AA A=Y 7le AxY =71 A=Y A71& Az
N 0.7565+ 0.8197++ 0.7721%* 0.6547%+*
! (0.0099) (0.0223) (0.0120) (0.0190)
. 0.1235+ 0.2164%+* 0.1169** 0.1065%*
¥ (0.0131) (0.0508) (0.0250) (0.0207)
s Zﬁ] - 55,263 10,571 33 424 11,268
1) pc0.01, * p0.05, * p<0.1
2) () ek BEeA)
3) ARJEE Cu] W= Bl ¥3E oy, Foll AXEHAIE &S
(B 72 BALASHOL) ol o3 Aakslr F4 AT olt), (E 6P (& 7)) 344
= v|ashE, Xé‘i‘rﬂa AZQe] AEATE AlLstal Olley and Pakes(1996) WhHeol| uh
£ FAAF7 OLS FA4AIFHE 29kt

ol 7Y AL FYF Abole] Gl
JAAE ZASHE, OLs #49] 2AAGE AT 4% 719 A4 B9 Parase



=)

SAIE Aot o712 7 Srks Zs ofujgitt, gt OIS 741 ARl A2 Al

EgAe] $to] 10] do] FES71e] el Kol Olley and Pakes(1996) HtHo 2
| ARk JdE Az 895 AlLstale Al ol 180 Ho] Rzt
Helth o]-4 OLS FA4TFS AT 4% Ao FeiAz gekxit,

]

B e
o,

i

(B 7) dutels =820 OLS

_\?_
e T A4 Az i P EX F71% Az A7l Az
is

N 0.9054*** 0.9493%* 0.9181%* 083425

’ (0.0043) (0.0110) (0.0054) (0.0089)

N 0.2145% 0.1641*+* 0.2274* 0.2213***

b (0.0025) (0.0066) (0.0032) (0.0048)

=z 5 56,245 10,571 33,903 11,605

I 1 1) == pc0.01, ** p0.05, * p0.1

2) () e EFEL
3) AR O] st BAde xgEglon), Hol AXsAE ge.

Aok o] FAHE WIS RO R In(TFP)E EZ31L, 7|9E T80 23
SRS AT HA| Azl el 49 RS vl g A4 8%l EAEA=
(F 87 2t JA Azl digk OLS #42Folxe dds &% R&D FA7} B2
T Zlofehs Ao vehdt), ZtrRe] 2E A= A R&D A B9
oJsHAl vebt oL, o R&D FAtell thalirs frofahAl gttt 2913l HeA AaelMs,
719 Ardol 555 9 R&D FAt a8 Mol mA]= ko] o Al vERT
olglgt A¥h= A R&KD FA}ol| thgh #9137 2¥ket 83t (Coad and Rao, 2008;
Falk, 2012; Montresor and Vezzani, 2015). ¢]5 R&Del| gt 7GR 2887+ 7Y
AAgo] 53] v 4901 9Dl thaliMe Fo= frofatdont, SUak ol de] 4ol
= 0= Foatgirt. AAl R&DE] 9ol SUak olste] ol 7gteke] 2dast
7 Fo = fofsiint.

7) FRRe] Syl A Ael F5ur In(TFF,_,)o] AMgslol, 2AAET} kol B B9 ST
slAe] b Aol EAlgh olol SdE FAE FAARe] QHg 098 FHelsky] 915 Maddala and Wu(1999)
o mHS Fgato] Vel WAL Adetelct. AAA ¢ EAB ghol 23.04HE=6, pvalue (10902 A

PiFolA] etk #A7ko] F12slo] 2AAtRe] ebgAe] Stlsigiet,

@Lﬁ%ﬁ

=2y
o
i)

].
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(H 8) 7|8 SAMMY AHR 24 @ A M=
PUSEEN In(7FP,)
BT OLS F-2]38] A4 (Quantile Regression)
Ars 0.1q 0.25q 0.5q 0.75q 0.9q
nrr ) | S| T | 0o | 6o | Goon | oo
n(&,_) 0.043"** 0.016%* 0,028 0.035** 0,044 0.052#**
(0.002) (0.003) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.002)
n(&,_.) 0.000 -0.002* -0.001 0.000 0.000 0.001
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.000) (0.001) (0.001)
(&) %Dy, 0,008 0.019"* 0.009"** 0.004%** 0.002 0.000
(0.002) (0.004) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.002)
n(Z,_.) 0.004*** -0.002 0.002* 0.004*+* 0.006** 0.008**
(0.002) (0.003) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.002)
n(Z,_ ) %Dy, 0.001 0.010%** 0.002 -0.002* -0.003* -0.005*
(0.002) (0.004) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.003)
5 -0.022 -0.135%* -0,042% -0.014 -0.006 0.027
500 (0.015) (0.033) (0.012) (0.010) (0.009) (0.022)
A= 1.405%* 0.531%** 0.737% 0.894** 1.286* 1,993
T (0.042) (0.090) (0.028) (0.022) (0.021) (0.056)
R?, Pseudo R? 0.496 0.269 0.349 0.401 0.407 0.379
x| 2= 47,326 47,326 47,326 47,326 47,326 47,326

F 1) = p0.01, = p0.05, * p<0.1 2) () ¢k robust stand error,
3) TR 8w o] s BAelt asiglont, Hol AMSAE 2.

(#F OHe AW AxY s vges Faads R&D F2be] #AS
A3 Atoltt, OLS EA o= AHA| R&D2E 27 R&D 57 719 Aol froldh 3=
T 3T e o R&DE] 3ol 0.25~0.75 &41llA frefstqitt. AHAl R&D
852 2 Al AT BHME S, SUE o B e F #e
Hjow, EAE e e Al Aole b AN EMAAE HlE Zith o=
FD71E AxYe AA R&D &5l Hxd Be4d4o] iz or are S 2Kt
& T ok Ale Axg FeolM 719nRe 2davhs e A5 el et

Alzle) BAATE (E 10y 2 e} OLS BH oA 2a) R&DS] A47} S0
oI5, A RRDS} 7] 94TRe] ke ko2 frofshiet. mebd F71 Aol
= QAT o] 7|9l A RRDZNE A STk & 4 giek. 9% RID T4



.
(# 9) 7|8 sadid ZEe 24 1 FEV|= MZEY
Fons In(7FP,)
BATE 29 3]#HEA] (Quantile Regression)
A oL 01 025
H 1q .25q 0.5q 0.75q 0.9q
=1 (0.017) (0.018) (0.008) (0.006) (0.007) (0.013)
n(x, ) -0.009 0.007 0.000 0.006** -0.003 -0.015*
-1 (0.006) (0.009) (0.004) (0.003) (0.003) (0.006)
n(z ) 0.003* -0.017%* -0.003** 0.004%** 0.007*** 0.014%*
-1 (0.002) (0.003) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.002)
(R, ) <D 0.003 0.027%* 0.004 -0.002 -0.001 -0.005
-1 300 (0.004) (0.005) (0.004) (0.002) (0.002) (0.004)
n(z ) 0.005* -0.000 0.005%** 0.004** 0.005%** 0.005
=1 (0.003) (0.005) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.004)
n(Z, ) <D 0.002 0.006 0.001 0.000 -0.002 -0.004
-1 300 (0.004) (0.006) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.005)
D 0.007 -0.186*** 0.009 0.014 -0.021 -0.033
300 (0.033) (0.039) (0.035) (0.022) 0.017) (0.035)
)\]-}\ 1.528*** 0.435*** 0.790*** 0.991*** 1.580*** 2.186***
T (0.079) (0.111) (0.049) (0.037) (0.037) (0.080)
R*, Pseudo R’ 0.363 0.219 0.268 0.291 0.273 0.240
#=x 5 8,923 8,923 8,923 8,923 8,923 8,923
F 1) = p0.01, * p0.05, * p<0.1 2) () 9k robust stand error.
3) AEE ¥ dx v #Hge e TEEA o, Fofl AXEIAE 2.
(H10) 7|8 SRAMMd AR M 1 57|18 XY
FEus In(7FP,)
BA g #913]HE4] (Quantile Regression)
A o1 01 5 5
H 1q 0.25q 0.5q 0.75q 0.9q
In(7FP._ ) 0.635%* 0.773%* 0.770% 0.757% 0.693%* 0,582
=1 (0.011) (0.008) (0.004) (0.003) (0.003) (0.005)
(K, ) 0.052%* 0.015%* 0.032%* 0.040™* 0,053 0.0647**
1 (0.003) (0.003) (0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.002)
(&) -0.001* 0.000 -0.001 -0.001** -0.002%* -0.003***
-1 (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
(R, ) xD 0,011 0.025%** 0.012%* 0.006*** 0.003** 0.002
-1 300 (0.002) (0.005) (0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.003)
n(z ) 0.004** -0.004 0.002 0.005%** 0.004*** 0.006™*
-1 (0.002) (0.003) (0.002) (0.001) (0.001) (0.003)
n(Z, ) %D 0.001 0.010™ 0.003 -0.002 -0.000 0.001
1 300 (0.003) (0.004) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.004)
D -0.038* -0.196" -0.067% -0.024* -0.006 0.039
300 (0.022) (0.048) (0.019) (0.013) (0.015) (0.030)
A 1 .394*** 0-635*** 0753”' 0923”' 1 .291*** 1 .986***
°T (0.049) (0.051) (0.030) (0.022) (0.026) (0.035)
R?, Pseudo R 0.500 0.265 0.347 0.397 0.407 0.389
=3 F 28,714 28,714 28,714 28,714 28,714 28,714

F 1) ™ p0.01, * p0.05, * p<0.1 2) () ek robust stand error,
3) ARITE 9 Qe Hn] Wt el xaEglon), Hol ANSAE 8.
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[

Fe olet el 7he mglon) ZIdTRe] ZUE: felobAl eisket. BeASTRA oI
= AA R&DS} 719 e] AT 719 Aol FAH o= Tlofalolet. BelETRA ol
N A R&DS] AG7E 8521 257 glel, 30021 gtk 7]gde] ARl R&D o] |
H3AIA We-g ARKIE 9% RD FARE FUEk ool R9lold frofahgion, oy
R&D A9} 7]dme] mAFe 01 Rl eld kel ghe W,

G 1)L A7l AESIe] $AEAZ, OIS Bl A RID FAhho] 719] kAol
FolFt RS ek BATRAIE A RED FA B AHoz folsiel,
ZU olate] Belolifs 7Iglitmsle] 2dEd} Ea Folatgir) 9% R&DO] B9l 0.1,
0.25 910l F1qtms}e] maao] frelahela, 1 ol Felol 9% RRD 3o AL
frolsteleh. et BASARY Ak o5 RRD FATE A71e Az 710e] Ak
Folslges Holzr

(B 11) 7|98 S4did 230 2421 M7|e =Y

FEHus In(77P,)
X5 E OLS 1213 AE2A (Quantile Regression)
A 0.1q 0.25q 0.5q 0.75q 0.9q
n(7FP._ ) 0.755%* 0.883"++ 0.860%** 0,848+ 0.809%+ 0.716%
=t (0.015) (0.013) (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.008)
(&) 0.039"* 0.017%+ 0.025% 0,028+ 0.032%+ 0,044
ot (0.004) (0.006) (0.003) (0.002) (0.003) (0.003)
(&) 0.002* -0.001 0.002* 0.002* 0.002* 0.003**
=1 (0.001) (0.002) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.002)
(&) %D 0.004 0.009* 0.005* 0.003* -0.000 -0.005
-t 300 (0.003) (0.005) (0.003) (0.002) (0.002) (0.006)
(&) 0.004 0.001 -0.003 0.007* 0.010% 0.010%
! (0.005) (0.008) (0.004) (0.004) (0.002) (0.003)
(B ) %D 0.008 0.020% 0.013** -0.004 -0.003 -0.001
et 500 (0.006) (0.008) (0.004) (0.005) (0.004) (0.008)
0 0.005 -0.046 -0.020 -0.008 0.016 0.063
300 (0.024) (0.044) 0.021) (0.016) 0.019) (0.055)
g 0.800%+* 0.031 0.336"* 0.500% 0.801%+ 1,336
°r (0.062) (0.088) (0.036) (0.030) (0.037) (0.055)
R®, Pseudo R 0.635 0.359 0.442 0.498 0.513 0.487
#2A 5 9,689 9,689 9,689 9,689 9,689 9,689

F 01 = p(0.01, * p<0.05, * p0.1 2) () ek robust stand error,
3) ARIE 2 e ol e Palole EehEglon, Hol AR 98,



718 SAMe] S 7rs] Meshd vt 2ok 714 (- 1)7] B Alre Be
7ol frolsiAl Folgier, 1 e o Alel vl i os E3it). ol 3l dAle
Rade] oA Al el Artdell ofsl  JFe Wethe Aol ERlEgIe 2elar A AR
BRI A A Aol it o g SARARI G vided, AdAEddke 50
o] 35 Ho|7|= sint. 719 E Hrldas 1 AARE A9 #olskA] Bgkedt, S«
AzHorts el diAlz 78220 9FS v

97 R&D FAtol] #gk EA 292 AElotd, OLS ¥4 ellA o R&D FA= A7|% Az
el 75 Afsta 71 el 38R0 2 vidth B3R e AVle
AzPINE 25 RKD] a7} At o g fofdhs Bt webA olde] ¥Mdd= 7}
A 15 AR, AF R&D 2FL 719 Al 7ot & 5 gl

o R&De]| tigt 7dqtRe] 2 a IS AEH, OLS A AME 2daste] Alsrt
HolatA ekttt ek RS ARA M E 2HEH ASE FoiAl AG(HEE Az
o), 2 kel R ddH o)A FUTHAEA Ax, F7IE AxY, A& A=,
whebA] o R&Dol| thet 71Tt e] 2P a = ook e Aew i, 74 2=
717t

3H, 214 RDel| gt 71| e avh= ddvlie Axgel 495 Adstas dit
2oz Fos Yehsdth. 27 R&De AA| R&DO| - a2 vlashd, A Az
T71& AxYeld AA R&D FAte] a7} o R&D FAte] dadnn o 3o,
olgfgt A ATR= o R&DO] H7L 7]¢dtRel wiet FA| AdolstA] frhe S AAkRitt
o= ol R&D FAe| ol tiAlR FESHE ATE APFelr Fulishs 22 (Beneito,
2000), HluA w2 o] ArdFose 3 7hssy| viEolth. &, ¢ RKD Fk
Y vEy A4 RD #2E A% W gl 7otk Teiy 24 AF Ao 254
T} R&D A(%) A o] BElE 76k AR RKDEThH= 1 F0] Yt 5, 9% R&D
Tl a7EE ATAF Tl AR Yol T47IY 3 o RRDEFH ATE
o] e A5T 7 gle Aotk o3 EMAF = SAVIYY A=A /EE HAgF
YL AR

Tt FA719L N R&D HEUY] Aok dte] B33 4 ook 3719l B
Aag 3 UEHZI} oF R&D HEUY] A 2 e vA=H, ol2d oxdd
ol T&71gel BiH o g Eefsly] wiEelth(o] 73] ¢, 2011). B3 RXD ¥ A|%7IEo]
BRI G2 B¢ =94 do] EAL 2T F= k(]33] ¢, 2011). 123 Fel=

7ok, B dvel AR AF R&D7F frad A8 Ede Holet A 71 1



1096 7| of AIHUEXL] ibdadtet 7|1U7 R 2Eg
[

HENT IS Adstar Aokt ddd 11782 Anlsto] F R&Do it 7199 A<
Aad dart ok

VI G0 9 2

2 A7 7199 9% RRD FAH A v Qi3S ZIgiae] 2aams W
gakgic. 719 welel AREE 24 ol 7198 FRAPWISFARAT, ol RED

Fahe] Prs AAgsto] 1 RID AL 719 AAHel vl Etel olol thgk 719
JFe TSt BAEEE V9SO Ay /19 ARE Beskon], OLs
547} 371 R9ISIABAE Waste] Z19] AN el T R&D FAke] oldH woke
439

AR AZ 71E5EE AQIFEel UE o BT thew Tk AAl Aol
& B4l 9 R&DS] Zof7h OLS 413} 291817124 ol 24 frelail 21
o}, 9 ReDel thet 71T Re] 2AEIHE FUE 0Pl LY 202 vkt
Jeb714 Aq] EAeIAE OLs #4104 1% RRDS] A7} o frefstgiar, #9131

HolA 025~0.75 F414el4] 2% RID FA7H A4 @l Flofsteiet. 3714
AZILE S K&V 719 Aol S1ofelR0m, LASALHAAE T ol
EJolA] 913 R&D ATE o2 FrIshieh. A71e Al 29 FIAFHRA oM 9%
R&DS] 7lel7} frefahl Selmoie

olgel B4 ol B AL J1de) 9% R&D Bl 719 Aol A2 2
HZks S Selstgint. 719 Ue] AR RED FAE FAlSh 9% RD FApe] afr
Fh ARk e NEY SABE] JIATE ol A Mool B 5+ 982
ARV, R, B T 93 R&D FAol i Z19iRe] ZAEA ARl R&D FA)
3¢9 vlastol 9 Aont, Sa) AWl Axgolt $71& Az Ao folh
Qrhe A4S Slstglet. olAY R the 9% RID T4 Akl zolt 2A e
A8 S REDS] Aol A RADel H13) o HTHAOL RAD Aokl teih 7]
BEG FATIUE 9% RIDES 53} It AR SR RS H5T 4 Q) mEew
Mk oleid Avke AU HATEel i Fav14e) A4 ol FelHel Aol
4 5 gee ARt

-
B obre] GRS thest ) 3, Halaste] HEl YIgle] BAE KRl g

rL o ¥

I

(o4

2 -




= Fashh, 2 ATl Z190] BAT AAAHE vkegstA Rakelh ol VI9BEE
Ay AE7} AR 88 St Zlde] ATl g ARE EPSH 9lA o] upEol
o S, 7192] RRD 5ol e B2 wpe] B0 wefshA] Eahelct. RRDo] oie 47
2 AQe 71999 R&D VARl B G vl 5 glon], H5) Jrjzow 49 2

H~l

R&D Qo] 38 Fa71¢le] B 9ole ARl Ago] o 2 e W & ok 17
ol o1 ARl WA ) 2o WA RS, olel WA 2% gl
719 9% R&D BF0] HAlstel igh ARGIEE P Pasleh AR Sl wet

190 S1% R&I7H AN SR Estel o 92 Z o 4 Slome, AR
PN AR BAE Deld AFRAS F o RED Bl vhet AurAQ) olsle} A
Q1 2 A3 ol A5 Ao et

FARIACS

“ —

273 (2018), “717EY] vipazte} o AN Fle] AR, AMgdishal AAleke] =7
=R ARE - UY (2010), Ve mE ] AlxYe] ZIEgAl i B4, Vs
AT, 18(2): 33-58.

T3S (2011), "o A4 o] g Az 7195 Al o ks MR, V&
A18E8)A]y | 14(4): 711-735.
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