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Abstract:

Our comparison between Indonesia and Thailand is based on a number of
similarities in initial conditions and subsequent performance. Their subsequent
productivity performance is worth concerning, because both countries were
seriously got hurt during the 1997-1998 Asian financial crisis.

First, the study introduces economics background of both countries and
analyzes the cause of Asian financial crisis. In the second essay, the study
examines the relation between productivity and exports in Indonesian
manufacturing firms by taking account the endogenous choice of R&D. Last,
the study compares technical efficiency of manufacturing firms between
Indonesian and Thailand by using stochastic metafrontier approach.

This study inspires some policy implications. First, given the importance
of R&D on sustainable growth and the contribution to productivity and export,
the government should enact some policy measures to encourage firms to
devote more efforts on R&D. Besides, trade reform in terms of lowering import
tariff, has contributed to Indonesian firms’ productivity, because cheaper
imported inputs can raise productivity via learning, variety, and quality effects.

Last, this study supports the learning-by-exporting effect that exporting

experience is helpful to enhance firms’ productivity. Since exporting is an
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important development strategy for Indonesia and can contribute to promoting
productivity, how to promote and help firms compete in the global market is

worth serious consideration by the Indonesian government.

Key words: export ~ productivity ~ R&D ~ technical efficiency - metafrontier
production function
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v e A laadgRgadic el L gRATFEIHERY

Pl ent BT Bl 0 TR A A Y AR A i B g 0 B

PR DT Er g PR A AR RHEEY MRS 2o 0 b 1980 &R

PR P iRt E NIGE N > mips gt 2R (90

1985-1997 &) igidnfig e £ 2 1 £ 10 (Hill, 2000) &K@ > F & pEThins

ERNBREEHSE IR T HI A T EERSRE F 2 A4 (total factor

productivity; #§ fTFP)>r/ 2 TFP $3% B4 41 = & 0 }*H&}_ | (Page, 1994) -

=
iF

A AR AT YL B8 H R e TR A 0§ A A

RafE ¥ i o~ RS 3 (self-selection hypothesis)’ & # %%' d learning by exporting

NEERAAA R E o I A il AL SRS LI ETFE o - BER D

pedi T @R Y PR

e
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¥

BAL AT ARET B BT RARDITE R 0 1T € 1)
A 4

e o PRI AR 2%

ML HARBAAS o BE- BEER

S RF R o N E I HRL Yang, C.-H. and Y.-H. Chen (2012), “R&D, Productivity, and Exports
Plant-level Evidence from Indonesia,” Economic Modelling, 29, pp. 208-216. ; {& &35 5 #4phf 3 2N 5 5
PR DRI R g

17

DOI:10.6814/DIS.NCCU.ECONO.001.2019.F06



£8P £ AR B TR -

e TP

ﬂm’
=

RAEEE D GEARSEL P hd ¢ (Romer (1990),
Grossman and Helpman (1991), % Aghion and Howitt (1992))> ¥ sef@Fiwa 4 &
75 (R&D) $#2 A4 &£ A4 Fpeanpriz o @ R&D ¥ 051 0% 5§ chik
PEEFTUEFAAA > VI - BEG RGOSR c P LR E A
LI 1885 (latecomer)s 1 & f F b Er & % 304 i i 3t 7 i {7 R&D

B TR
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e
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S
S\
3N
T
T
A
)
.__‘.
C

WA AIATH 90 AP FUBERSE DL RN o L TR RISE
(Association of Southeast Asian Nations, ASEAN) #1995 # 12 * & % &4
A1E & T3 53k (Framework Agreement on Intellectual Property Cooperation) | ©
TR R It AR TN 170 R 2 R s FEd o 4T L
FaAp BARIE 2t B e B o B R el 1997 & e B F RS £
PAFE TRIPs - R &)~ FR2 FiE5fgiz o KA o & L & R&D = & g
Bimizh- KA Fla X Bl EwdR A 2 Z® R&De 2 PR T &
{7 R&D - B2 H P~ R&D 70 dc o o ARSI ALR &R ARfEA
{F£EhE R&D o2 A4 B A B 47 B ahidE s & od 302 AT
g fo A DT R FnA e FI R G 2 ARG BARTRF T U

PRIE » ipi 7 Heihlfst o ies 407 R&D & 420 v 2 £ & Fl& (Wakelin, 1998) -

TerRoar 1987 EE T EFIRREB L K 0 ¥0 1993 EF o TH AL o X 0 1996 £k DT RER
iFd R o
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R&D 2 4 A 4 ihp 4 A {7 i & v A D o 4p Bl o %ﬁﬂ Do &Y ken

LA A4 sk o Bt e R arjeit 4 cR&D A g e 50 B 7

F_&

3
W EAIFTEDR 4 > 2 nd A IRaiae (78 Y (Cohen and Levinthal, 1989;
Griffith ef al., 2003)° 7 % » & ¥ B ¢k Fopprermsjzi 4 chE B X THE+ PR o
B R R FE RS 8T R&D > FIP4odk i8 » BHP 3o BliE {7 R&D dip 4 4K+
el p gl Rd 24 2 e o

4 gt Y R AT A2 AL PR OR&D A A4 A A v e % o
FECEF AENI T FERRLRT 2 A4 2 A B FES ’"“;{%’
d /BT RS G BRI ﬂ:?ﬂc H- > ANpmgE-s NshEErR
BiE £RF R&D i 2 %3 o 82 R R&D (-2 F] 2 e }*Jc,aﬁ;:“?  f1iE
AR R L R R RRRORTRE RF s P T R&D L o A iy
d 4 2R RADFHF PN 4 EH %HHER&D e L g $£512 44 2 v B
B Thod 3B R R&ED B P& > A~ P55 R&D w2 24 2 )
CREMGSERE TG e e D g R RB ORI RS AR LR

- 8% BRI v 2 R&D EH

BER B 1980 & fRAH A B fed 8 RS & oarT A bR B B fR

$L N s T R ’% F GE TR (panel data) 3 L R&D ¥4 & 4 T A F gk o $AIRTE 4
54 o fhefre v A > 4R Giffith ef al. (2006) °
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oy BT 5 2 O eodp B S ANE F%Eﬂta‘\;%’%’ﬂ&%uﬁ)ﬁv T L P

i o d B0 FTHRERL zﬁ“,f 3 v % L (Jacob and Meister, 2005) © 3% ¥/t
AR UREARE ZERE AT B RER o BRSO S e pREE A E ST
FE 0 VLR SEE AT R LRSI RGRT o Md D 2 0 iR a po iR IRF 5
U et A B R 0 R RIS A E o R - AT O1997 2
19984%}':'&:1’!?1%&)‘#& o R EA MR Die B 1980 & ¢ F 3 2000 & B &5

ETR

RGBT (2008) 2 it dpd - L B EA N ERP L A
Cipert £d 1981 #:912.16%F 2 3 2000 £ £7926.04% © 4p ¥ 0 B #icP

d 1990 & 116,536 ¥ 3 4x T 2000 £ £7922,174 & > ) = & 34% (Sjoholm and Takii,
2008) Mg EF W XL L > PR ERSRE N E o £ 2-1 R 1991 3

2008 £ indie Bt R > d A ¢ T MR v O E L GRE B 1 o
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4 2-1: 8 R A e 22t (19912008 #)

FAE T ST g% GDP 2. R&D fpdf RPN &l
(Fa i~ et (%) GDP * 51(%)
1991 29,142 22.737 n.a. 34
1992 33,976 24.423 na. 61
1993 36,823 23.305 0.16 30
1994 40,053 22.643 na. 29
1995 45418 22.469 n.a. 61
1996 49,815 21.909 0.11 40
1997 53,444 24771 n.a. 79
1998 48,848 51.787 0.10 93
1999 48,665 34.760 0.07 152
2000 62,124 37.646 0.05 151
2001 56,320 35.102 212
2002 57,189 29.229 391
2003 61,058 26.007 364
2004 71,585 27.872 0.05 404
2005 85,660 29.965 0.07 398
2006 100,799 27.649 n.a. 530
2007 114,101 26.416 n.a. 493
2008 137,020 26.828 n.a. 601

FTHRKR PR B0 ETEMAA A

“,lrt 71997-1998 & enig A E e o B R B 1990 £ e o B IRAEE A K o

HAdiv e R4 2.1 B0t >77%d 1991 £e129,142 7§ %~ = & 1 2000

#5162 124}]’:37 EFrodiv B AT By e o FTEs o B2 2R
LM EFR s8R E 0 PR S R e f 2000 # {8 BrRAR 0 K 2001 £ i

56,320 F § ¥ ~H+c I 2008 # 137,020 T A E A o ApEE R KV AR

T

Wis S E AN EGDP gt £ 520 1 30% R o P Big E ki
gt E2 d 1990 # 950.14%3 4c T 2000 # £169.57% (Ramstetter, 2005) > % 7

B R F L A KA E T o 2 RN LN Fe o ipfeng
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B HEEMM PR DN cFER DA o GEEL N T AR LG5
FEE AEE RE E (Sjoholmand Yakii, 2008) 0 e T A (Fi) B A DA
S e R F o R RE A 00 & R NI Wpaui £ o353 B A ¥ A 5B 2000
£ LA ot F i 29.79% (Ramstetter, 2005) ©
e 1990 & 5 QATHA RS N T A 3 AREF R KNER o Ra o

Er R ey e r | R&D i = B E & & 4 o TRIP & 1997 5 5 i 7
EMAEZ ERE > 57 - RehBJ| s FHRAEREZ © AL > DX T8y
WA~ FFE 1 x3L h R&D #de 5 F AR EF RF 0 WP iR E
R&D 2 #1012/3 > @ 30 gt = G ek & plEc] o

40-1 62382 A7 LB A OR&D £ 911k GDP et £ (T R&D 3 &) 1
2GRE e oV BEN LY 5 L1993 ER iRl H R 5 0.16% 0
AR S o 32000 £ pF o R&D f GDP et G i 5 5 50.05% > 2t {5+ gl
#:= B #cF - Frankema and Lindblad (2006) # 51 &7 & % 1968 | 1998 & p& e
R&D & d14p %t GDP st i 143t 0.5% « Bl A 2 B AV P 5 A s TR Re
mi& B2 5 kd FHR&D i~ {0 o pteh s 3777 B 1995 # @{d ¥ 42
& fedks (science and technology, S&T)#& % cF AL o 0 % 857 > R&D iz &

Pt 55 5% 0 e R&D 2 2 #2000 & pFeint 5% 11.34% o % 77 8278 R&D

B EE (FABEAE) A 1990 & & EREENC Y 15% -
Ok hihd THE 2 B E 2497w (Center for Analysis of Science and Technology Development | ~
e R #1437 (Indonesian Institute of Sciences) ; 2 " # + %t3* & (Center Bureau of Statistics) | % I & (F%
A o
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TRIPs-consistent & | ~ 7 &% ¥ (¥4 o] 2> & {1¢ 8 &4 4 - 1997
EFFER BI5GB 79 0§ 1996 £ B de— 302 f 2000 & 115
S EHCE d 2001 #2102 BiEH S E T 2008 £ 601+ BEA R Fo

IR R 1997 Erufs e KB ARIRA L S hplFET o

Y TN 3O ) . LA
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VERE T AR R v B Y 5 o dek BRI S L T A A
IHAERPM S FH LT RIEF B2 A4 TRFENFEDFE 17 Bl
pL T §_F L ehself-selection hypothesis (Roberts and Tybout, 1997) - ¥ - 2 & > &

i b S B9 5 2 Rk 4o PR ¥ R B 4 g o T
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e TR TE AT R 0 2 R R AR B A B R 4
A 4 » 9 % learning-by-exporting hypothesis (Clerides et al., 1998) -

3 )}?%4}'] R & m A K F A self-selection % learning-by-exporting 73
Pt s THFIRIED BEREZBRHIF I T o s MATHFFHFRN T FRENCF

IRy TRy PR S BA RS

=
1
W
f‘:‘.
)/
-
I
=]
\+.
\a‘[m
I
=
3
__Al
>

< }I?%%;E‘ 3 % self-selection hypothesis =7zE45 > @ B >t learning-by-exporting
hypothesis 77245 F'| # 5 mixed °

4 A4 e B RE F g e L Sjoholm (1999) & * B R 1980 3 1990
ERUGERF R EOTRESITR RRFE A4 PR T RS A
learning-by-exporting hypothesis > ¥ %8 I v 3 B e 802 24 2 & o
Sj6holm (2003) 4= Sjoholm and Takii (2008) #= 3 5" A #:¢ £ fF endiv e >
FTEOCHBENAAESFRNCZTRBA AL o AT RPN TF L
self-selection hypothesis - Blalock and Gertler (2004) & * 1990 & 1996 & & £ %]

BEPGHE THEF AR L AT BT R LRLAS c HyR

Sk B 5 3% I 5% i 2] o Amiti and Konings (2007) # 415 B 5d "%
PRI E 2 A T - BRI o B PR G REA IR RT R o
Bodang v A R L AL o A FRY L B RIS Y R &

Fock e B2 A4 o PR EPRL 1991 3 2001 # W ¥4 & TR gFRET

U4 MR K RIS 25 v iE > T 2% 4o Yasar er al. (2006) 2 Wagner (2007) @ ¥ ¢F
Greenaway and Kneller (2007)3% #1 B >S R B F 1~ e 2 4 24 ehdmi@ah > M2 TR DB 8
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iR B R & s,%;fn,’f "% 10% g%;&ri"'f‘ﬂ;};\)‘ mﬁ{ﬁ?ﬁrﬁ 12% e4 & 4 o

FatgA A4 -0 PR Gaw g W0 ONEHE e ol g @ 2L R e

R ST AR A B LR BH Gy e A 8

d13R o 4 Hall and Mairesse (1995), Crepon et al. (1998), Griffith et al. (2004) %
Griffith et al. (2006) %P R&D H_RER 7 #& B AERFFE T - F g o
Wakelin (1998) % Barrios ef al. (2003) #-R&D % i v & 11 % > ¥ B4 R&D
Fe e e o @ 4eBraga and Willmore (1991), Lee (2004) %2 Aw et al.
(2007) = é}gﬁﬁi" Mo 2 LIRTRE M DO BT B BF RRTHE R R
T arawt g & AFEILR&D P v /B enF] S B % o

S R )P;qu ¥ A EHRR&EDI v et B4R - B4 1777 ~Melitz
(2003) %ﬁ’r} BRRRIATABAR 5 8- B A A Fpd Boaigis 4 & 4 A58 g
FrTE A4 A4 B GReRY o e BRCRY 0 2 A 4 AGEPN A AT E
S €&~ 1o 7 H-o Baldwin and Gu (2004) At di o -2 & 4 & LIRTR M
o BRA £ A DT FEEHRY LR F IR A LAY IR R
£ 3 £IFTic 4 cAw et al. (2007) 1* Heckman’s sample selection model % &d® fq
Fi@NAK 2424 gitanp 2048 A B 58EF R&D % v
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BRI R A E D e R L B4 o Aweral (2008) It ST AE
SR R EFHE - FFEH R&D div 2 4 24 B Y b d o FRPEF
R&D # 5 i cnd A4 g » 5y Mg Hie » {3 BEH L

self-selection hypothesis °

Srd P RICURRETHR

e g AT B R&D A A A 4 - BRGS0 G e ki
Boo Fli B BAL i oA H TR U B PR R Ry i o
M A A+ 2 SR~ e B Beha A2 G PRkl s d o
R&D ¥ 3 & E_ g crmsfeie 4 > 7m i v @ E I E Y L i R&D
b BERRG - BF LehFE s REANMAERRF LAY HE 2

a5 RED B Mg d @ L& o Ad o LR L LR § e R&D? A
At -4 F 4 AR O-R&D N A EE S A A 47 2 A0 R 2-1

A7 o Flh 42 R&D & At v fF F & B @m0 A2 B v 5 R&D -

Renth 2 gl (oW 2-1 “67) > & AT foR&D B A M 0% -
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A AP HRARER UG ¥ R&D #HF -2 F % o # R&D
predicted value % = 1 E %% A~ ¥ R&D Adiv-4 24 Bl kend & 2
FEAod NP mdELIF RXKD 20 v B ARl kol mhiE (4o

B 2-1 ShERATR) AT AR - PR IEFERB I bt B

- R ERICUR

R385 2 20 HRAD AT - A0 7T B RAD
/r’ﬁﬂmlé;—'-—\ 3} Z 3 en I:;‘]_% ’ «:# . ’r‘ér}é] W E‘f”j‘;’iﬁ;l]\'g]u?rsﬁ—,ﬁsé ,
1R A ER G T

RD, =a,+a,InSIZE, + a,SKILL, + o, In KL, +a,GR, + o EXPR,
+aMNC, +a,CR4, +a,SCI, +a,YDUM + ¢,

(1)
A2 * A FBRED FROFE >N - SR RFE RD A NG
BoRH EEEEL 1Y - BRE 2 R&D £ Dk ¥ et bk & 7+ R&D
BERE T (NN ATRFIEERLe
poth o Al @ FERGE R (SIZE) ~ R R (SKILL) ~ 74 % &
(KL) 2 jefi £ % (GR) % 4 WA Fac¥fic o R RH R 1 4o
g o 2 A WG §RTRF DLFTE e o G E < DY PHRE R
B2 AT R iy A 256 0 L B B Y AT R I » B TR Ry
(Ramstetter and Yang, 2009) o s R 2 T AR E R > B B[ f1* 0 47
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I~y
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pat}

Bl ABpHSE 1 A Bt 52 & = 1

“-_‘.E

TR A
BAR YT FF 7 A '3"*’ R&D 1 4p B o

g 28 ke 2500 2 BB (EXPR) 2 B¢ (335 (MNC)> % 304 ¢h
7 (4 Braga and Wilmore (1991), Lee (2008), Aw ef al. (2007)) % %5 4
CHEG R OLETED o KA AHEIIEETAET AR Y RS
Bl o P s &7 arg g R ARG & K R e blde s A RFRD v M 1
(Lall, 1983) » &8 % & I Bl 5 7 8% (Lee, 2004) » 7 P T35 5§ + B
% (Lundin et al.,2007) ° & & 0@ *t 8 F 3 F (FDI) ¥ .51 5 B ik
o T RAR BB OF R4 R RFTrR cBREET LR ER

FRA B RS B R A D P RAD sk £ ATA e LB

o

Feihd Ao F]PL o @A R ehd 7 F BT 7 ¢ ML R&D E

CR4 3% 4 * fupend @ B> 812 3-digit & £4535 8 k4 7377 Feh
WAAR - LR EERKEY RAFOAERF KL FHRED EH 0 H i
BILG TR TR AT L oD SCL S dc % i B R AL
o HE S 1 hms Sl SR KIP4I7F B A F AT L ehiis s ¢
A B oo Bots o BEHAIY 3 ERNGERSE Y U RARER
TE T R o

%5 R&D i # 11 = 2 B4R > A 2 1% Probit B £+ % (1) 2 -

PE L E R F AhE i S ik 0 AT 43 Battese efal. (2004) 2 3 3N o M3 (T AR S
FhoHiedhe R4 B BE “ﬂ\ﬁwmi%lﬁ%#mi o R S EAEF
‘3*‘ B R&D-£ ¥ E;FW? fhehz B2 few B 0 %R Aghion ef al. (2005) -
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X p ¥ R&D H B AP A~ 3% Tobit -3 et % (1) 3% - &% =

FEEL > &2 %F Sjoholm (2003) #+d v 2 4 F 4 2% T4 T 2 B3 428 0

S
InLP, = By + BRD;, + f, nKL;, + B3 DIMP,, + B4 MNC, (2)
+ fsEXPR 1, + PBsTime Dummy + u;,
EXPR; =y, + 7/1RD; + 7, InKL;, + y3DIMP,, + y,MNC;, (3)

+ysDEXP, + ys In LP _1;, + y7Time Dummy + v,

% (2 2% (3) & FIREAULFFLAS LP) A AT

'

BHER o FE 2 A uE R

=

FH R o 5 Ak R&D AR 2

¥

AAZ A BEON A PR AigA Y 1 R&D R E A (RD*l-t) T

Tobit ¥ i 3-3+ § @ f12 1 B %o 4ok B 1 #77 > %15 R&D & » €4
A4 METE > P EHEL Z L e BEFRE (Van Dijk ,2002) - 7 4
PER KL HERARpPa 3 Fad@hE2 i+ 20 v g & i
BN T ARERRE GRP Y B & 2G5 @y > AT EIRRE
hd A4 o RA > FTAREAH FLEAF IR PEYRZRER
Wakelin (1998) @23 FARERT M3 Iv e s > F 5 2 #BiE 3 g
FERL R F AL EF Y WRIAeE L R EApF (Van Dijk, 2002) -
BEs s R B R EF R AR T ARERE IR
T f e Bk o DIMP & — = ~%#c Wk Rp a? BFhiis S8
EURH L 1 B AT AR RA LA F R LR Y
i (Sjoholm, 1999; Sjoholmand Takii, 2004, 2008) - Amiti and Konings (2007)
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WK T MAKEFATERET RGBS AL TR A
PRBGECZ A7 ugd FY ~ SRV E RFE R R A2 A4 o
MNC#7'RRBFFFTRFLFE - 2B A7 » Fli BR

Fep RpARfeE B ed s LPRIEYRE S RL fE L4 44
(Park et al., 2016; Lindblad, 2015; Lenaerts and Merlevede, 2015; Bruno and
Cipollina , 2018) * IR £ ¥ A& (F fA%cnd & Hjkr ? WAL R R FY

Asein (Reh) » k26  REF A GERPRTRF I 2L R
% (Ramstetter, 1999) Flpt AL i w i L 55K 277K % (3) ¢
P >DEXP £ 57 Il v fik RAA NP 2 0kt o 4295 Sjoholm (2003) > A EF
v B I - BREOEE s BRERFOITFL o

% # ¥_self-selection % learning-by-exporting iRk » + FR 4 8T §

* i H Granger Fl: R 2 UtRipl2 A4 2 o S BHEH IC R 4 F
4 g 58 o 4o % self-selection % learning-by-exporting 7% 5 & > B % {8 -
B (1 &) ezt R B¢ 8 ¥ o0 (Wagner, 2007) - & .55 A5 7
EHRE S FIBERY TS RAPEZAAASZ No FRAY RiE
MR S Em AT WAL A4 BN (5 Q) ) ¢RER 1 &
v BERESE((EXPR 1)F F AR EAlY v chipthikEE LD 0 &
T2 el v SR e B wandl v o igal L 3F learning-by-exporting
Bk o ApYE > X - P end A4 F#c(InLP Dk e 7 wdiv ahgti?
" H_F 3 teoself-selection 3K o 4 A 4 B¥E L hR Rl F S
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Lok raHBERApRT 2 A4 A F FRF R N0 LS o

i3 e R oself-selection % learning-by-exporting <% <7473 > 1 & ¥
-2t e ST ERYHF (2 2% (B) X 4sF HR&ED AR
AR AELEY SRR T3 E o g A APALRE (1)
EE R&D c3gplE (RD )T 75 1 LB ¥ & $5R—7EF 2) 25 (3)
AR R T N3 E REDEARAAF M- AR F (2) 2% (3)
Falts s IR o M H A m o A2 ¥ seeming unrelated regression estimation
(SURE)Z#1F1 % M 2 o dcfe % (2) 2 % B) 8%k > v 24 24 n
T A EE N2 A4 2 A v gt Y 0 AT EZE R BRE P
%M % oSURE » 2 BA G T FZFLMm 3 ML 75/

& R SRS N OLS B3 EW L kG RRE

(Zellner, 1962) -

= TR KRE AR
AT T FR G B R ¢ 4L 53t B (Indonesian Central Bureau of

Statistics (Biro PusatStatistik, BPS))#7#4 {7 eh& & 1 ¥ 24 # (Indonesian

F=1)

industrial survey) ° iR A& 32 20 BRE 1 00 F e < ARFE 0 A EE
AHLPREFEFEFA G rLE " 50 A4 R&D A% i * 1998-2000

E1 ¥4 h o FTAEE A E 21,42322,070 {022,174 £ o &4 “,f’ﬁ i#

HiBa sy Bl i ¢ 3 ik 3%+ Takii and Ramstetter (2005) 343
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2

BHETRE S AR nleF 0 U E SRR kA ¢ g -
Gk A2 AT i Al s ¢ 38,637 BERBE D £ 22 L %k

E_E& 1 E At st oo

PERA L AR SEE S BEr R g @ % 1998 1 2000 & - B 2E G B Fig
Er R 1998 1 2000 £ FAL4EF R&D ~ div 2 2 24 Bent T B GE 2 F ho Ldep Ry o
lﬁkb EREP RN -A A TG P AL éi}é % ## self-selection % learning-by-exporting
ko EBH BT URY A FRRE FFOTHEFRILER T AR T ED RS
gL A4 - o FM G Y o
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ik T T sk s
LP F®AAZS CFHRp/EA 63.349 463.717
SIZE YT R L W S 201.503 702.992
KL TARER AN (FHERY) HHAL A 1.418 10.542
SKILL PR ER 0 ATR I AP AR 1 A iz B (%) 15.578 15.008
GR R ABESEF (%) 49.051 937.068
EXPR N RER N CAHRE N2 B (%) 12.141 30.461
RDR R&D % & & : R&D * Mip$tid & 42 4 6] (%) 0.067 0.707
MNC GREEG B RF AFG B (%) 6.017 21.663
DIMP R fliEr 25 %;z%‘%: 0.198 0.398
DEXP BRI T ERAE D2 I (% ) 18.464 15.780
CR4 4-digit AELFH/T 20 AL RBFE? B (%) 36.181 22.029
AP 2 A E %02 1999 2 2000 & 2 £ 2 #F s’:h. @ S k2 a@gLimku 1998 2 1999 % 2 & fcF 3+ 5 o #74 hj i

sx"‘—ﬂ\-
[\
s
O
(

H > 02 1998 & e CPI 5 AL % & 87 Tk 2 1999 TR dp s Bl 5 1.208 2 1.253 -
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- ~EFREAFERF R&D i
23 5 ekl ERP PR&D BB AR - fA R 0 E (1)

3 (3)12 Probit HA] B % (4) I (6) 12 Tobit #3] fe2t o i &R R

0 R&D &8s 5 Bclv b > 9fl k2 e PR A B R A E R

R&D ## k- T F) % o g b 00 fi7 b Rt s B AR O s 7

MR A PR R AR RERET 0 £ R PR BRI

B> & R&D EH e 3 ik R0 8- b o
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%23 fr R Bl £ P R&D 2 42 7%
Probit -3 Tobit 7]
(1 2 ©) “4) ) (6)
Constant  -2.630%%*  2.620%%* D 5]¥kk 6 14]%FE 6 ]28%** -6.211 %%
(0.045) (0.045) (0.045) (0.128) (0.128) (0.128)
InSIZE 0.255%%% 0.283%%%* 0.290%%* 0.528%** 0.584%%% 0.602%%*
(0.008) (0.008) (0.007) (0.019) (0.019) (0.018)
SKILL 0.008*** 0.007%** 0.007%** 0.019%** 0.017%%* 0.017%%*
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
InKL 0.123%%% 0.124%%% 0.122%%% 0.234%%% 0.239%*%* 0.238%**
(0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.019) (0.014) (0.014)
GR 1.32e-05% 1.60e-05*  1.56e-05%* 1.98¢-05 2.37¢-05 2.29¢-05
(6.98¢-06)  (7.11e-06)  (7.08¢-06)  (1.57e-05)  (1.58e-05) (1.59¢-05)
EXPR 0.005%** 0.010%%*
(0.0003) (0.001)
EXPR_1 0.004%%% 0.007%**
(0.0004) (0.001)
MNC 0.0002 0.0009%** 0.001** -0.0001 0.001 0.002%*
(0.0003) (0.0004) (0.0004) (0.0008) (0.001) (0.001)
CR4 0.001%** 0.0002 -0.0003 0.003** 0.0015 0.0003
(0.0004) (0.0004) (0.0004) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
SCI 0.114%* 0.122%%% 0.127%%% 0.344%%* 0.358%%* 0.369%**
(0.020) (0.020) (0.020) (0.047) (0.047) (0.047)
T-Dummy  0.091%%* 0.039%* 0.104%* 0.160%** 0.062 0.185%%%
(0.019) (0.020) (0.019) (0.045) (0.047) (0.044)
Sigma 2.392%%* 2.382%%% 2.398%#*
(0.029) (0.029) (0.029)
# of obs. 35,766 35,335 35,766 35,766 35,766 35,766

L RIELY BF S AREL %

2 10% B EF-KET

sk 2L
wl ‘7_.

Ckckd  ekkd oz
s H
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P gkt AT R&D Mw 2 B R E R R LE w AP H o SRS
4B RIS B BRI Ko T R A R&D FE TR
o4 BB R (et (7 R&D Gt 18 K o AR ET
B A KU 0 hE R HR FAo(R) T A% FARF 5 AR F R&D
w % 5% & » ¥ ¢ & (Lundin et al., 2007) % B¢ & (Lall, 1983) &3 - 3% o
THhESFFPEEAEN Fla R EI(E)T AT ERT § R 1D
7 R&ED FH M F EFrang SR WA Ra o #3T R&D BHHE R E ~ &

BB en% S RI#F - 3R o * Probit G- S5k T > #73 R AR

2
‘al

Behd £ bl BSEEF 2 0 o A Tobit (MR ES G 0 RP A E
FEGEGE e RTAKEF  FlE AT MR AR FF AT FREDT
RRE FIM RS RN RE D FRERE § BT K F R&D- &

@i R&D 3 B T 7 B EFRE °

INBRERE S G 0 AT hRFE RO T A Y R&D B
TR REMG A7 AT BRANCEE G R OLITHE S N REF P

SR AT 1S 23 HOEARIRS > A TR IS R I (Lee,
2008) 14 % ? B (Intarakumnerd et al., 2002)% 38R L3 * v o = £ K
Wood iR AT FR N (G end B A R&D e bek B b Sid5 0 - B BT
AR PELANREDE N T TS G FlEF > J1* d equation (1) 7

sofieif @ RD* & >~ equation (3) :£{7 B3+ 7 s F I miEnGit g%k o
Flpt o A2 @ e - g e (EXPR_D) > m xR LS Sol BN
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X fﬁ” PEE llﬁq:,i—t" B U s f? A o e % ( ) Z (5) 7 enfe 2t B

%87 o EXPR 1 eh@ 3 GHcA F L0 0 27 W% #oimd mad &

R&D g it 22 % o

B et ihip et lici®

FIE e A EF R (S%BEEORE) @ Tz B

l\:"F ‘\‘EJ?’T/Q‘¢

3| R&D iEF# 8 ¢t Ry e T 2 A% o 2t A

BB T v chR Flat & Lo ht B E R (FDI) &3t &P X 2R TR

AR R DF RS oomiptanS R E R (Lall, 1983) 112 8 kF &
(Lee, 2004) zg 2 o

IR ERL W RE RED Pk Bk LRy

Aghion et al. (2005) v BE5a 3 10 & A e 2

TEYREE RD Bt e iz RHL G 25T AFRAEALEY B S

ARt g G 2R

e
N
=
<l
3\
=
@
o
9
W
.
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*FEF SR R&D HFop 2 5 8# REFL L WL RGP

AAA-ITER G AR AIERFSN 3) ¢ RRD & T Fap 4 5 B

o hefIT A 23 9% (5) 2% (6) (T N epeil & RD* o £ ¥

seeming unrelated regression estimation (SURE) 3% (2) 2 % (3) ;%%

2-4 5§ E %% - R&D ##DE 4] (2) 2 (b) “THTT - 2 RD*G

£ 23 12t % (5)8(6)E 1B ARl & o
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224 A UBERP LA AT PR G
(a) (b)
Productivity equation
Constant 4.543%** 4. 535%**
(0.029) (0.028)
RD’ 0.422%** 0.414%**
(0.008) (0.008)
InKL 0.241%** 0.245%**
(0.004) (0.004)
DIMP 0.340%** 0.340%**
(0.016) (0.016)
MNC 0.006*** 0.006***
(0.0003) (0.0003)
EXPR 1 0.002%** 0.001***
(0.0003) (0.0003)
T-Dummy 0.026** -0.023*
(0.012) (0.012)
Export equation
Constant 42.713%%* 33.368%**
(0.767) (0.803)
RD’ 13.194%%* 10.207%%*
(0.197) (0.207)
InKL -3.977*** -3.038%**
(0.111) (0.114)
DIMP -4.826%** -2.947***
(0.420) (0.432)
MNC 0.174%** 0.197%***
(0.007) (0.008)
DEXP 0.305%** 0.314%**
(0.010) (0.010)
InLP 1 0.0007** 0.0006*
(0.0003) (0.0003)
T-Dummy -3.242%*%* -3.49]1%**
(0.317) (0.326)
# of obs. 35,335 35,335

TSl ke S REL R
2 10% B EF-RETEIEF

e R 2 o8 N B4 7 33t Gk e 1%, 5%,
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FLBRBRLA 24 LA 34 SRt S % cR&D AR I TS

o it 2 A4 3 el FORE
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3 B R&D #F#cihimit i 1% ¥

KRBT D EEE > A7 R&D & J 45 6 2
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\4—

At e izs FEEL
KRR R&D S M ERRE ¥ B4 A4 o1 R&D BB G4
5 0425 27 F A4 1% R&D K FLim = 7 L@ RE Y B R R

P

0.42% - B2 2R Er R Wi £ K E RD cnfe R de ™ » @ 4 & 4

\m
g

¥R

Ry ARF 2 24 > RA &0 P BT PRF - F - ethihg %
£ Sjoholm (1999)4+ Sjoholm and Takii (2004, 2008) 3 - 3k o ¥ ¢k >
MNC ##cinfp it Bl AA Al 557 T 1%PF kT Lo ¥ >
AT BERBR S EHEERIEIREL AL A FIBERS O AR
0BRSS R 2 PR R BARE o L

B Rl AL B AT ¢ g FIRF R A R E LAY

i fantEEY o FE -2 v RERRESIPHEE ATER

¥ 11 %+ Mairesse and Sassenou (1991) ¥+t 4 e B3 B 7¥ R&D ¥4 ?-)EJ‘ o3t }]?i"?
ey
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B v g%V LRER S 4 A 4 > & ¢ L 4F learning-by-exporting B ©
BOAH G SEEHTEOERT S GR GERNES AT N TR R
PRI T FEF 12% FlAF R BB X RFTIRAME S 4 % B
R L R C R Sk S SR ;{%’rj I PR P B R e sk I

TRAE P A
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o BEAR T PR

IR

4L
5 LN

k,

poio s A4 B %

pove]

W RFAEY R YRR TR UREHRRETF T

pkeihy £ 247 LB v B3t Nanhit B % cR&D B & RN
Sl t 1% BFORET AEF 0 A 4L 45 Van Dijk (2002) 03 R T A
AL fiE A E Y R&D (i I T v B H o2 (7 R&D ehp
AR IR U RBRDHET S 0 U B AR B 4
X 3 §Te4 e (Fryges et al., 2015) »

T RF AR ER (NKL) BT PPN R
A

m-k'g

R

F_&

P o BRFTARE
(Wakelin, 1998) » &i v & 4 % f & wdter L Wig FMF 7 5 > b0l e
Frodiss {RE 0 22 Van Dijk (2002)53 - % o @ & T B P
B P RS A BRTMF L f 0 S BB B ¥k (Sjoholm (1999)
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WL R AT g AN BY A4 G A U g M
Mo Ra AR AL A - v B GaEd DRBS N4 2 EEHR

AR SmRE GRS LGS B P R B A TR R e L 2D

HEFRERY B R - B e I R Ro 21997 & 17 € & F e B 1S IRAR
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FREF-@E Al g AaTE > By B4l R&D aE £ M4 o 2R

cgtEr L i LR AR B AR A R&D k%1 E R&D A4 A

34

Ao B G R A o
A2 1% 1998 3 2000 # B e R #i$ £ & k7 7 R&D ek %% >
% R&D~ 4 A& 4 ‘fr':”,[‘ AP35 B 1% o ﬁéiﬁR&D s r]% g 2k

o RATPA PR EE F OT AR B R f4R L 5 s £

R&D % & B ehg] 3758 o 3> R&D RS 2@ B2 5 » div EHG
Prd L2 BEYPEHRF ORI FH A4 Lo B8 Fli AR
TR EET R BAARY R RATHRME R ¥4 > a7 & R&D i

ot o m AT LG OET ET ARRKBI D RED Hw o ¥
‘hod BY BZ R&D BB RE w M2 B i@ BRSPS HEY R
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BY s R&D K eop 4 11 »R&D~ 4 A4 2 Iiv BFH henfe M 8

7 RED ARSI 2 v B e fe £85I A4 e £

44

DOI:10.6814/DIS.NCCU.ECONO.001.2019.F06



TR FORE K 2K @A ge 3B L 4F self-selection %
learning-by-exporting % X @ dg o 2 7 TR IRBR O FARHE L B

AT FARKREL G cH - TR AFTES AT L WG ERF AT
*H o THUBRfERE R&D Mo - FlR HE R R S A E & o
15 R&D $A#F A LA HA A4 2 0r FROEL Y ST R
LR EHR N L5 R A R&D Feapciayn > A E A AR KA E R
RS R o A F] L CLER RS EE T LB RS R R
TV R&D {3 ERh G HEARE M 3 o FTE T 2 HEFT X ¢
PRI FURIAFTR P OLAS o h% > AT R
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AR s R E2L R&DN T

2 2 F 4 R
% 2-58 7 o L g £ R&D % B & L & 1999-2000 & pFT 35 E

F 0.092% - R&D % f AR D 0017% (EX A Ffrwic1 ¥) 3

0327% (BT ~ RAfrd MK E ) ¥- 25 > T v BER X35

FRER - v 3 EREF S BAFLFEEEIAWUASE 0B B
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225 RHEER&D - v 2 Fd 4 A4 PR

W;ﬁﬁfﬁ A% BEBE  R&DBEE (%) N BER (%) ¥BLAL(FARIS )
31 A4 10,232 0.039 6.510 65.665
(0.366) (23.083) (215.509)
32 waE 7,444 0.053 13.951 48.312
(0.729) (32.087) (803.386)
33 A ¥ 3,090 0.054 28.631 39.214
(0.346) (41.842) (97.503)
34 I 1,662 0.080 3.100 51.849
(0.639) (15.589) (100.152)
35 s 4,572 0.135 9.511 116.966
(0.975) (26.444) (405.641)
36 ERUSE¥ 3,621 0.036 2.867 16.714
(0.302) (14.211) (43.191)
37 &ﬁﬁ‘ﬁjws) 377 0.100 11.390 291.200
(0.829) (28.353) (1200.210)
38 (Fa*b’ﬁa:‘; i metal products) 2,058 0.071 5.935 88.780
(0.564) (20.758) (772.710)
39 B 5,581 0.102 24.126 57.507
(1.143) (40.734) (270.516)
ALY F AHREL
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A S RS
4o fe B 2-1b 13 > "fﬁ v 24 24 FSG v RRD BV
G AR TAM e 4 B A5 4o Melitz (2003), Baldwin and Gu (2004),
Aw et al. (2007,2008) > = f-f1* st— FEH RFT Y R&D~dr 2 4 2 4 @ ch
TIMGALF Ao ph D B R&D § A A B2 ERDLL S §
WA AN Y GOHEE 5875 R&D~ 2 A4 2 v B3
B aenff iz % % > A2 i2- 3 * unrelated regression estimation (SURE)

kAt (1) 2 3) hithe F BSR40 2-6 977 o
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%26 : R&D -~ 4 A2+ 2 I v &2 SURE %3+

(D )

73t ik A 73t ik A
RD equation
Constant -0.144%** (0.018) -0.148*** (0.018)
InSIZE 0.039%** (0.003) 0.040%** (0.003)
SKILL 0.001*** (0.0003) 0.001 *** (0.0003)
InKL 0.008*** (0.002) 0.009%** (0.002)
GR 4.55e-07 (3.91e-006) 2.03e-07 (3.91e-006)
EXPR 1 0.0006*** (0.0002)
MNC -9.62e-05 (1.78e-04) -3.53e-05 (1.77e-04)
CR4 0.0004** (0.0002) 3.46e-04** (1.69¢-04)
SCI 0.048%** (0.008) 0.048%** (0.008)
T-Dummy -0.001 (0.008) 0.005 (0.007)
Productivity equation
Constant 3.163%** (0.010) 3.163%** (0.010)
RD -0.007 (0.008) -0.006 (0.009)
InKL 0.375%** (0.004) 0.376%** (0.004)
DIMP 0.618%** (0.016) 0.619%** (0.016)
MNC 0.009%%** (0.0003) 0.009%** (0.0003)
EXPR 1 0.002%** (0.0003) 0.002%** (0.0003)
T-Dummy 0.039%** (0.012) 0.039%** (0.012)
Export equation
Constant -0.787* (0.429) -0.775%* (0.430)
RD 2.178%** (0.225) 1.991%** (0.225)
InKL 0.192%* (0.097) 0.194%** (0.097)
DIMP 3.780%** (0.424) 3.790%** (0.424)
MNC 0.275%%* (0.008) 0.275%%* (0.008)
DEXP 0.309%*** (0.010) 0.309%** (0.010)
InLP 1 5.85e-4* (3.33e-04) 5.86e-04* (3.33e-04)
T-Dummy -1.598*** (0.335) -1.598*** (0.335)
# of obs. 35,335 35,335

L AIELY BF A REZ oo} R ooz S0 L nl kT i Gk i 1%, 5%,
2 10% % -RBET N EE
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PGS BT 200 RBEREFHEMS F EF LB

NARERAERALIT AR EFED ALY 0hk d (Romer, 1990;

PERGEEF S BEAE oD G HRER&D B E K fARR > AR F

FEREE TR SR CIEY RN E Y e g £
NP g Ap i o ¥ - 3 @ o v Ri3 G %ﬁd w R hiET

Rt o P R BTN A Rd B RS DY S AR ESR P

Ay FT 2

e

A ¥oend g o F]t o IMPORT £ @ o 5t f AP B 7= 38 & 24 i
TR o B H W 1I§Jc E 3 4p e 0% 3 (Sjoholm, 1999; Sjoholmand Takii,
2004,2008; Amiti and Konings, 2007) ©

T RS B T E 2 G o %’i‘ Maerras Mo s 44
FRTFEAE - BL AR SB MG L REY R ERALA
& ¥ (Metafrontier production function) ° ]t > & < iz J5 Battese ef al. (2004)
Mo * it # %52 (likelihood ratio test, LR test®!) & 17 %> %% LR=A=

—2[InL(Ho)-InL(H) ] - K 2 m & BK Hy * 3 WAR F 5k h2 2F R

AR 5 LR= —2 {In[L(Ho)/L(H)) 1} = —2 [ InL(Ho)-InL(Hy) ] ~ x2(m)
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Sfc H Hy 2 3 @ InL(Hy) 5#7F AR E -4 R3HEHER
PEi S8 (SFA) #7@ Flehd X feS 8@ o InL(H)) B 5 Bol B AHA B R
3 SFA #7118 B $ A PE02 Sl (B et e o F B 2 % @ Pl L =288.16 > #
HHAI* LRtest 2 Tl i » B % A ES A WEj pk 2 AE % 9 H &
Wovfamdit s W2 AR A Ap e ch o Fl@t AP 7 1% SMF
WA B A g e

AP ql* SMF A B3 BER 8 N Rt AEA LR ER
e (TGR) B HrE BulRpF AN B Xk 4 2R A 1 e
& (MTE)° % 3-5 5 4 R fhpppoed chT Rt g 47 ¢ 0 4 W
Er b L3y (TE) A 85 0548 82 0.612¢0 62 f BIP 2 A oes a
T OB R TR R G R o & F 0 B TGRS Lk
3-5 - #7 F N TGR (0.953) 33 B TGR (0.875) 4 jeiis > =+
a3 o R m%‘» R P e ad g HFe 220 TE & TGR #
EFLERRFERETFERE - FERURFANSEERLAER
A 3 S E (MTE) 904 & L fiife & 1 MTE (0.582) * 3 3 BIMTE

(0.480) =427 % > &3 TE ~ TGR # MTE & & i i B -

2 5 @ AEA YR SFA B % > 7 B 9 InL(H)) = (-10,039.841) + (-10,494.101) = -20,533.942 »
#d WAL H - 4227 5] InL(Ho) = -20,678.02 » F]pt A= 288.156 >~ x2(9) °
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e A B B Bt B

’3}% B TE 0.548 0.141 0.165 0.860
TGR 0.875 0.125 0.085 1.000

MTE 0.480 0.142 0.049 0.823

Er R TE 0.612 0.146 0.171 0.874
TGR 0.953 0.077 0.270 1.000

MTE 0.582 0.142 0.161 0.873

23N TE 0.580 0.147 0.165 0.874
TGR 0914 0.111 0.085 1.000

MTE 0.530 0.151 0.049 0.873
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