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Business Strategy, Nonfinancial
Performance Measures, and CEO
Compensation: Evidence from
Electronics Industry
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Abstract

This study examines the relationships between CEO compensation and nonfinancial
performance measures and, more importantly, whether or not these relationships are
moderated by business strategy. The analysis of this study is based on 2000-2004 CEO
compensation data gathered from Taiwanese electronics firms. I find, after controlling for
financial performance measures, that both innovation and manufacturing performance
measures are positively associated with CEO compensation. Furthermore, business
strategy moderates the pay-nonfinancial performance sensitivity. For firms adopting OBM
strategies and ODM strategies, the positive relationships between innovation performance
measures and CEO compensation are stronger than those between manufacturing
performance measures and CEO compensation. Conversely, the positive relationships
between manufacturing performance measures and CEO compensation are stronger than
those between innovation performance measures and CEO compensation for firms

pursuing OEM strategies.
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C REEE

(=) B®E&: R 52FF(In(COMP))

AT TR REEEFARLE (PREE) Fpd > e 7 REE
IR EFPERE LA cHMBRL T HBAREIFP LT ERFT B4 -
a‘vﬁ:i»k“ ,u;{‘ef«f;h’qbfigﬁoﬁé ,aﬂmgéf%”;}-@@ggiiﬁa s
WA IR BRI K o F]L 0 AFT R RF Hok B8 B 1B (2003)c0iF % %
FERNFERL e pAEHEERG FRE IRE 2l A &
%*rf’f%iﬂ AR RIS E AR s fe R B i ] o F At
P #2Z 30 AR 5 5 “I“’jéln\ﬁom’i"ﬁl SR ULNS SRR AE VRIS OF g 32 ST

MAEFPRE 2T B e R Ut R R ERE e B M ER

*;wji

LaAgpaH e F‘ﬁr%}aiﬂ‘ir} *f\i&:_w*?ﬁmﬁ’i%% B 4o L?ﬁzg.ﬁ-} =E
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MR AR RAE c AT B £ 220 B AR A RH e o Bid
LGN SR RS (Murphy 1985; Anderson Banker and Ravindran 2000; #
EN Y- Y fj\ 5 2005 2008) :}j:;i’ﬁ,(’]/}\ 1) "A]f@%ﬁmfv £ 2LE w R
(=) p %

1.% f14# 3 ## #c(PATENT)

A R EL BT E(Q008) 1Tk NARFEMA A PIALEERAE
Bz & g enB AR il KR AIATH RHE o Gy QAT 251
BANLE S APFEFL L) WAFTEREFBR RLLEE AR ERD
AR ’ﬂ%? L% ﬁﬁxﬁu iR T EARAIRTE e che

% ﬁ-» Af A fF! ‘_ 7 9 l—\« T\EFLII _'uq_ \‘}51"% b'%i}:@, -/:3'1: %\K,; "/\ﬁ
FTE D o

2.3 545 % (QUALITY)

L ASEFTAETEIERANDE FEP s PH AR EBRLA
@ g A K F Jena & (Nagar and Rajan 2001) » 2 &% 57 * X {TE 2 & &
o AR (< A o ) (3 F 8 5 2008)
AETOURENFERRAERASBELISFRI - aRASBSF N
TN AREERA NS ;pé_rrrr?m?i% °

3.4 ¥ # v (OEM ~ ODM 22 OBM)
Mﬂ?{i&ﬁ“—#a‘w’wg OEM - ODM % OBM = f& » i

R
7 H2 ehA dgp] o AT 25931 08T 26(2008)me¢ ’ 1‘ P o

By g *\*mﬁ
5E'Jiém£ EpAArdF & &2 B4R > R KU § F Rk o T -EE 40 1 (1)E P FEdh
BEEERHE TR &M, WG RIFH S OBM g 5 QF P FEdh 5 7
wlggwnw&m@n PIEF4E 5 4 ODM K 5 (3)75;19;“%%;?%
R34 A o RFH A OEM (v s DE LA AN ML EL R

“ﬁ“éﬁéﬂﬁpfﬁ4ﬁm EMFEAh G A ngﬁ g?%%Jﬁg,
PlEFaF s OBM Kk o F 2 > FPfmthg i & 2 58 © 13_@.5,4‘:;%&?3

B 0 PS5 ODM Kok 5 P AdbB iR ASH TR12 4 . BN S
# OEM {vs 5 (5)F P ridh @ 1 8 2 % 5 OEM 2 ODM 7 ¥ 385 ~ ' fidh % 1
£ A5 5% OBM#Z ODM % ¥ #5§ ~ P fidhf 2 & A 5 5 OEM &2 OBM 7 ¥ 4%

3 AP mhELE A S S OEM - ODM_';E?OBME_'%T;K Bl S-S P S =
(6)% % AP OBM~OEM-~ODM > » 23 2 fkk o & fé » AT EHRA L
EAEHO MBI RH L (ZLM AR ) St E o S Rk A S D R o
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(=) &% E&
AT PO T R PRGLEM DL T FE o F A Mgk iin
# 0k @ 4p(EPS) 2 R AR I (RNT) & S 7 3+ Rl et o S Al oy
3 §3 T FAHA ARG > TR BRERY 4 & ML R
S RgF (Hk 820 B 1 20035 2 3622 5 8 2008) 40t g F
s pr BREIBM G- 2R FUEREG BHELD B LEV S RE G ¥
¥ ROASTD 2§ ERrwiw & R enF A4Ff 5158 £ » RETSTD 5 % &
»“mﬁ&mﬁéﬁwéﬂﬁi dOTREIRT A f R T SEE G
BoOEFRV A RY SAORE AP RS FREER E JIIRTHE 0w

AN

lﬁv@a‘ﬁi%ﬁ%%
l

R g g E (BM ) § WA A IR g enE A (Ittner etal. 1997; 2 3 5%
%i%%fm%)4r$ﬂ”ﬁd‘ﬂ?”rﬂ&;ﬂayﬁimu“kﬁ%@g@
SR IER AL (R FPIE AT R R RE AR AP S E R FRA D

FIERE (ke % ## 4 et JZ R 48 ) (Kalay 1982; Healy and Palepu 1990;
Begley and Feltham 1999; Ahmed, Billings, Morton and Stanford-Harris 2002) - ]
be A G B BB e A F - RO T ART ARG T A N5 L
o R FRRA AR £ E L7 R FE R &S "% 5 (John and John 1993;
Bryan, Nash and Patel 2006) o p* p% » § 8 £ ¢ $RBoF > & £ (FA7H X #TRE £
Hngi o MO A ERAERFIATER S RFALL L GHBELR - 57 R
gt f IS A fE R RS g R R A e
A o FE pITEIR ﬁ 'F' Lok g ﬁ'&‘zq_;w;ﬁ.ﬁm»‘ ry—%;»m 5 rﬂiﬁ 'F' AU Q+Im¥ﬁ_
i % g 4Pk (John and John 1993; Yermack 1995; Bryan, Hwang and Lilien 2000;
P N O e »1*\ & 2008) ¢ I A cnFEYEEF £ E R &R 4o 0 (Hill and
Phan 1991) - & Banker and Datar(1989) 32 35 -3 4 41 £ % b *& (ROASTD ¥
RETSTD ) & p¥ e 557 v .0 o » ¥ i A_f o5t 24 7 #412001~2002 ~
2003 £ 2004 & = B & & % % #(YEARL, YEAR2, YEAR3, YEAR4) » = 3 iU
2004 F 5 ZRHp o SN aRAR B PP AR T R "ﬂ*‘)f” [EFE- QLB

= FERE

ja;ﬂ;i* MR 1IE SR 4{13_1—& e R zm;m;:;ﬁma F”“'ri’l?a? o E FER E
PR TR ook o WA & F A% (pooling data)® A X IE R B HcE R F
Moo AR EY SRR G (we1ghted linear regression)#-7] 4c 12 iz 2+ (Sloan
1993; £ 2% 22 1 fy & 2005-2008) o gt *h > 5 R 2 14 (endogeneity) ¥ 4E >
AE R PER L (lag) 0 R HE f OB B A -

CPAPEL Y NFARMF(ROA)EEE P F(ROE) T d ird nit Mgl (A4 7)) %
R vhi Jank EPS 1 iE S o
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In(COMP,) = ay + a;EPS;_y + a,RNT,_; + azPATENT,_3,
+a,QUALITY;_,, + asBM,_, + agLEV,_; + a;ROASTD;_,,
+agRETSTD,_4¢ + Y51 a,YEAR,, + e, (1)

HY sedmmL3 vt E R YEARZ T & R & EHE > y=1,2,3,45 4 %
& 72001, 2002, 2003, 2004 & -

In(COMP) = FERBEEEN (FHE)

EPS,_, = F- EREILDE

RNT,_, — - ERMLEME

PATENT,_;, = gﬁﬁﬁm;ﬁmgﬁuﬁﬂz i
QUALITY,_,, = § ERASBLF F- ERATRL T
BM, = B ERBEES 1%\ EHEET E
LEV,_, = d-EREET

ROASTD;_4y = % EREw e ER2Z FAMMFREL
RETSTDy 4, = % ®FRE W w £#R2ZBNLFMFaREREL -

BB RHE C EERE S BERTER  FHG LTRSS RR
>0%q, >0 B HI == ’z\ﬁﬁigglz%ﬁﬁﬁlﬁ&ﬁ@l@ Pk
3 LR AR o r R k NS TE o b eb s AFT T H4 ¥ §92 A 2 OEM-~ODM
OBM = f& > # iyt g F v o #F e % E H2 - E%%_f'm T AT HAE
ﬁ@ﬁ&@ﬁﬁ@ﬁm’mbﬁﬁﬂ%%%ﬁﬁHm*cmmavmﬂ,$
N1 g 8% 0 adB > 02 afBM > 00 Wald test » 5 o1 24 73 4 22 s 8
GERERE L £6uumnm%mﬂ$ﬂ%&>qwunvmﬁ$ﬂﬁ& Gl
%%ﬁ: OBM g e ¥ & 367 BT ERE FIF - REARLIRTH redp R 20
4 ,i_‘/;},ﬂ*ﬂ 4 ODM §2 ¢ » 2 H N lm"a?"““*%%ﬁ—r(x ODM -, g3 o ODM >0
Wald test » 1 2L safirg Gl L g F L R > PATENTma‘ﬂ.%fL % >
QUALITY si% 2 it (a8 Pl 4 57 32 ODM {0k eng ¥ A 83 44, 538 F# g Fpss
ﬁké‘%&fp |FTardp R A st Wi Hodp ko &8 0 & OEM Rng e v > 24050 1
3&“%%Tan>m?2“>0\%Mwm4ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ&£
AR ¥ QUALITY e v 85> PATENT efE 8 v P dic > P 4 7 # OEM
‘a‘u% S E AR REIEERS TR REAREE S rdp iR T AT iR
FhakA s Pl EFH2e

THIRES 5 T S RETE DR 0 AF T Rl > 08a, >0
as <0 ag <0y ?» AFFT AIERla; ~ agfd 5L > » 7 FERla, PP 5L -

SRR T 4 ok o 5 S A R R A R R R o e
ﬁ’”’ BT o OBM Hek 2 ; %] » PATENT el 28 b % fic=(adBM x SSBM ) /SSEM,
¢ 'F’k LB E FFL%””?%L*‘J?
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2R

i

i

L

-~ i A

b
freto

%o 5w AR chdit BB o ST F N eh T dolk h 9041.6130 (&
77 ) Bo$ticis (In(COMP))in o 5 8.4628 » 11 ODM § % '8 w38 T 3032
5 % (IN(COMP)=8.4772)  EPS-T 3o % 2.0368 = » % ff 47 ¥ & (RNT)-L sk
% 12.54% > 4 12 ODM £ % % & (EPS=2.3966, RNT=17.68%) - T :2% f14& % #
P (PATENT) 3 29.0189 f » 2 OEM £ %4 5 (334960 ) B} T+ £
Tiom 5 MY 8 DA SRS (983% 0 A7 ) w A &gtk 7
3 (QUALITY=-0.05%) » * # OEM & ¥ % B (QUALITY=-0.08%) - f# 5 t& &
G4 @ (BM)T 5% 72.73% 0 11 OBM f % £ 3 (76.40%) o f f v % (LEV)
T 353 33591% 11 ODM & % % % (3.4480) ¢ 3~ b *& 227 3 I "6 (ROASTD 2
RETSTD) T o/ w5 0.1110 2 0.1456 » 4 &2 OEM £ %(0.1157)22 ODM
& E0.1734)5 % -

%= st st g

T 5k LE S BAE e RFL

In(COMP) E 8.4628 8.2838 12.2312 5.5634 0.9576
OBM 8.4568 8.3855 11.2869 6.5639 0.8419

ODM 8.4772 8.2886 11.9095 5.5634 1.0914

OEM 8.4594 8.2435 12.2312 5.5634 1.0242

EPS Ed 2.0368 1.7900 26.5700 -12.2100 3.0661
OBM 1.7675 2.1250 6.6100 -3.8800 2.0957

ODM 2.3966 1.9600 26.5700 -5.2300 3.6501

OEM 2.1104 1.7400 26.5700 -12.2100 3.2804

RNT i 0.1254 -0.0811 5.1148 -0.8770 0.7841
OBM 0.0773 -0.0799 4.2623 -0.8770 0.7135

ODM 0.1768 -0.0726 5.1148 -0.8445 0.8934

OEM 0.1385 -0.0811 5.1148 -0.8445 0.8027
PATENT i 29.0189 2.0000 1492.0000 0.0000 103.3474
OBM 12.6471 1.0000 198.0000 0.0000 29.8916

ODM 33.3022 3.0000 527.0000 0.0000 78.0649

OEM 33.4960 2.0000 1492.0000 0.0000 106.8531

QUALITY Ed -0.0005 -0.0001 0.0749 -0.0729 0.0127
OBM -0.0005 0.0000 0.0512 -0.0427 0.0114

ODM -0.0007 -0.0003 0.0749 -0.0729 0.0140

OEM -0.0008 -0.0004 0.0749 -0.0729 0.1437

BM i 0.7273 0.6305 3.0664 0.0943 0.4377
OBM 0.7640 0.6709 2.5870 0.1186 0.4608

ODM 0.7178 0.6029 3.0664 0.1067 0.4460

OEM 0.7173 0.6132 3.0664 0.0943 0.4312
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T ioge LR Y 4 & B B A

LEV >3 3.3591 2.7402 20.2083 1.1535 2.1217
OBM 3.1905 2.5098 14.4073 1.5811 2.2334

ODM 3.4480 2.8044 20.2083 1.1535 2.2976

OEM 3.4053 2.7833 20.2083 1.1535 2.0909

ROASTD 3w 0.1110 0.1055 0.4953 0.0626 0.0835
OBM 0.0937 0.0926 0.2306 0.0711 0.0638

ODM 0.1126 0.0990 0.4953 0.0626 0.0995

OEM 0.1157 0.1088 0.4953 0.0626 0.0876

RETSTD Sl 0.1456 0.1266 1.3086 0.0302 0.2778
OBM 0.1065 0.0716 0.9604 0.0033 0.2734

ODM 0.1734 0.1405 1.3086 0.0302 0.3051

OEM 0.1563 0.1336 1.3086 0.0302 0.2784

il In(COMP)=th * & R R SR & F e L A e &35 (HF 2 ) (S B-Hi  EPS=w - ERE R FH(~);
RNT=w% - £ B B4 S ; PATENT=Hh+ E RS m = £ &3 chh fIHE L 448 (B ) ; QUALITY=H: &
BRASHRLF- W - ERASBLF BM=n- EREE G § EHEED @4 (%) LEV="3- £ R3]
FHIEE (%) ROASTD=4% £ R & o £ RNF AP FHEL  RETSTD=4% £ R 25w £ R WL
FAREZ J OEM=F i & 3= i o 5 ODM=F fr & 323k 3 Wi Kv% 5 OBM=p § S5y Kog -

2. PIMBEAPLRE=483 ¢ § OBME+ 2 E=79-ODM # A2 @&=152> 22 & 5 OEM & A L2 £=252 -

AP ThigaeL

Fe = 75 AT Y i ifAEE o d & = ¥ &vIn(COMP) 22 EPS ~ RNT R e
AP B35 R B F 1 4p M (Pearson=0.3368, Spearman=0.3500; Pearson=0.1000) >
2 REWEFPE 35D S AHG R IE T ApM o In(COMP)&2 PATENT
erfp B 2 Bckg ¥ 5 & (Pearson=0.2593, Spearman=0.2649) v R T REEFE L
Fl4E R f P 52w B o IN(COMP) 22 QUALITY #4p B .«g&g ¥ L4
(Pearson=0.0830, Spearman=0.1307) » % 7= %%, 532 Fpv e & Wﬂ«%“fw: I B
o F T A7 9h P B IGIT IS PG s ZERAGR R £ 5 & e F&? Bt o gt
ok “,ﬁ% 7 EPS22 ROASTD sn4p I 7% Bicfie 3 (Pearson=0.7413, Spearman=0. 7697) o
Hep g SO H RSB Faojphl BB HET 3057 i smp
(multicollinearity) i* 32 & 7 B & o 5 FFWE > 27T FH#L T B-i‘ ¥
£ %9k % Bc(Variance Inflation Factor; VIF) K #e AR g #ic2 FF 2.3 & 3 & &
AR

& i

2w 7T RN 1 R L% o Adjusted R® 5 89.20% - F i & ¥ (332.7987,
p<0.01) » % - }=4) r’ﬂﬁ*ﬁ 4 243 o EPSt#cAE ¥ 4 1 (0.0110, p<0 05) > % 77
Er ARG TR LR WEME L 4 b o RNT tadics 5 % 5 5 (0.0634,

T AP MRS EMEAS DREFMNEILE S EMA NG LRFRE (KAEF])FHEEE
) i\k’ﬂ T ATE LT OFRAPN R R TR ORI AR E A FP R RS L SHF o



132 £7i%# % 54 #2012 &£ 1 7

p<0.10) > 2 7 M EFMFE R G EMF & » bt M B o PATENT &2
QUALITY i t% ﬁ;h&?‘;’ (0.0007, p<0.01; 3.7965, p<0.01) > % 7 £1A75 »cdp
oL e 48 0  REEFPL 48 L ERFHT Y ““W%ﬁ“’*ﬁél%
o g goed AP R s R L AP H o A HI

2= M el
1. 2. 3. 4, 5. 6. 7. 8. 9.
1. In(COMP) 1.0000 0.3500 ™" 0.1033 0.2649 " 0.1307"  -0.2764 "  0.0033 0.3376 ™ 0.0816
2. EPS 0.3368 ™" 1.0000 0.2740 " 0.0620 -0.0850  -0.5755"" 0.2350 7" 0.7697 * 0.3377 7
3. RNT 0.1000 0.1567 ™ 1.0000 0.0008 -0.0914  -0.0328 0.1229" 0.2250 " 0.3495 7
4. PATENT 02593 ™ 0.0198 -0.0342 1.0000 0.0445 -0.1024 0.0750 0.1501 ™ -0.0159
5. QUALITY 0.0830 "  -0.1546 " -0.0758 0.0251 1.0000  -0.0479 0.0130 0.0130 0.0420
6. BM 203311 04727 -0.0725 -0.1142 0.0431 1.0000 -0.1703 ™ -0.6588 " -0.2759 "
7. LEV 0.0270 0.2485 " 0.0104 -0.0059 -0.0192  -0.1689 " 1.0000 0.4574 ™" 0.1885 "
8. ROASTD 03919 ™ 0.7413 ™ 0.1468 0.0761 -0.0567  -0.5407"" 0.3669 " 1.0000 0.3467 ™
9. RETSTD 0.1747 ™ 03307 ™ 04765 "™ 0.0266 -0.0296  -0.1821"" 0.0823 ©  0.3449 T 1.0000

32 LINCOMP)=H% & B (G IR sl & Fpi e B & ke £ 35 (HF 2 ) (S Poi i EPS=% - R F gt (=)
RNT=7% - & R % R 4% | PATENT—F A & B 225 = & &3 chib flH A8 ()  QUALITY=1 4 &
EREF P - ERASBES BM=H- ERBEEG fEHEED B0 (%) LEV=H- 2 RR )

FAHHEF 1 (%) ROASTD=4 & R+ w & R enF AR5 I8 £ 3 RETSTD=4 & R 1% v & B R B 47

T A
2. =+ 34 Spearman Ak G =T > 5 Pearson 4p B ¥k o
3.RE L 2 d (%R F ORI AR A R S%BI R FA 7 E 10%nkTF KR

Al %E> o o BMa A F 5 f(-0.1383, p<0.01) > &7 = K {43 eh g
ESE- RSB L _'rm*?%ﬁw o ROASTD £2 RETSTD ¢ {4 #3288 ¥ % 1 (2.4837,
p<0.01; 0.2006, p<0.01) > %77 £ ¥ P43k "k ~ 7 Fh 'GIDE B GIWEM T
Ap R

% 1 7|5 % =8 ¥ OBM » ODM £ OEM ¢ % . ng@;“_iﬁ'—’_,%?rﬁmi e
2% o Adjusted R® 4 *+ 24.18%7F] 76.78%2. & » F {8 3%

A f2 i 4 A 4F o 1 OBM Hvk ehf ¥ ko EPS Bk F 5 ¢ (0.0883,
p<0.01) » PATENT £ QUALITY i #ic 35 %5 ¥ % & (0.0407, p<0.01; 7.4839,
p<0.01) > Wald test chi % &7 & ta#cAg ¥ 4 F (F ©=2.571 with p<0.15) > *
PATENT%ﬂ‘Z%fL % B QUALITY % = (1.4436>0.1015) » % 57 4 OBM H#% chg
FASA RGREPE FIR 0 REARLIFTR R AN Yookl o 0 o
4 ODM azux g ¥ ki o EPSth#ichg ¥ % 1 (0.0696, p<0.01) > PATENT % $ics
B8 % % 1 (0.0010, p<0.01) > e QUALITY sk #c - % & ¥ (p>0.10) > Wald test ¢
LTS GHEF 2 F (F £=5.792 with p<0.05) > ¥ PATENT - it 4 ficii

S A ity - ELRJIEERS A 2RI AR (KA FREERE T B U Hous
HEFLL o
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QUALITY % +(0.0731>0.0581) » % 77 4% ODM H vk enf ¥ 4 %5 38 552 Fpvig
T i E ;fﬁ-af, T “ifg—" Al ""\&@ilg% %"I@’J‘g_ o Ex fs o .ﬁ' OEM ﬁt“% F’f”ﬁf_# %
5.5 EPS 4 #chE ¥ 5 1 (0.0496, p<0.01) » PATENT 22 QUALITY 4 §cokg ¥ &
2 (0.0021, p<0.01; 5.3650, p<0.01) » Wald test & % &7 & @A E 4 b (F &
=18.627 with p<0.01)> ® QUALITY & & i 2 #c i PATENT % + (0.7529>0. 2231) J
3 OEM K v g ¥ &% B G ESE FIFF > REAAWE Hrarg d0
BIFTH s o P i % & 7 b dIpMiryg A/Ifgfv_ 8 BIATH )/Ifgf ESIERE Y
OBM £ ODM i w} & #2 I Fpichn v PR WU Fafrd 5 %W ¥
Pedp ¥ ’S“iﬁﬂ* OEM Rt § ¥2 %G1 EFaienit w B8 RAFTH 2 &
a;g v H2 & 2% v ODM §v% g I T AIFTH e r B R S Ep 4 %
(S U R EHAERFEM I I P EFLRE P EEE
F ;@.P,g‘ ODM a:ux RN EE 0 RPRAE T AASAEE TS MBS

“E

ﬂJ h—\ w

ﬂ'@ A @ A AIFTRT ) F HI Rip = o
#r FuirE HREEHEMOEE
TR % # : In(COMP)
B % e tiE
Constant ? 344357 23.2921
EPS + 0.0110™ 2.0308
RNT + 0.0634" 1.8050
PATENT (H1)+ 0.0007 " 2.9002
QUALITY (H1)+ 3.7965"" 4.9545
BM - -0.1383 -4.8553
LEV - 0.0010 0.1380
ROASTD ? 24837 9.8090
RETSTD ? 0.2006 13.1534
& 58 ~2001F]2004% £41B & B B o
Adjusted R? 0.8920
F-statistic 332.7987
BLEE 483
A :d 156

31 1 IN(COMP)#: & & B BSI8 chil 4 S LB A e 830 (HF A ) i B4iic EPS=% - ERF g4 (~);
RNT=+% - # B B4 5 ; PATENT=#: A & R 2% = & &3 cnb {1 R 8k () 5 QUALITY=4 & &
BEASZELXF n- ERASEXZF ; BM= aw——ﬁf{’}ﬁx_déml% EHEZD B (%) LEV=m- # B3R f
FHIEE (%) ROASTD=4% £ R 25w & R nF AP F M L RETSTD=4% # A 2w & R % L p
FEEL

2. %%x g n i 1Y% el F R L T S% B F ORI L T E 10%08E F KR o
3. R RS R At FHCL AT
4. % ¥ R P E GERVIF) Y 2 10 -

ol

\
-
’\m
N
pN}
A

? Y fﬁ. |37 re e G ot 2w 18 1 %ehiesgE » (R4 7)eh) F 32
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P %8S 5 0 % L2 (BM)2 OBM \ODME"’OEM*?;‘;g B IR
B ER (35p<0. 01) % 1 1% (LEV)2. ODM2 OEM ¢ % ¢ % > ', 5000 $5 0 (35
p<0.01) - % P47+ h *4 (ROASTD)2. OBM¥? OEM & ¥ g B3 RIS ERE iR
($5p<0.01) » fe 3 Fh % (RETSTD)2. OBM & % 4 & 3 v 1,5 32 ch
(p<0.01) -

%31 4§ E % OBM > ODM 22 OEM § ¥ 3438 Fp chi 55

OBM ODM OEM
4 B%¥: In(COMP)  R%#:In(COMP)  R%¥# :In(COMP)
(e i ¥ ti i de ti  dc tie
Constant ? 8.7799°" 743945 92661  31.5497 8.4997™"  89.1970
EPS + 0.0883 ™ 4.0534  0.0696""  7.7039 0.0496""  5.0028
RNT + -0.0054 -0.1430  -0.0385 -0.3979 -0.0083 -0.2104
PATENT (H2)+  0.0407"" 6.4508  0.0010""  2.9740 0.00217"  16.7439
(1.4436) (0.0731 (0.2231)
QUALITY (H2)+  7.4839™" 32925  4.5358 0.9493 536507 4.3180
(0.1015) (0.0581 (0.7529)
BM - 04346 -6.3452  -0.6852""  -3.8503 03342 -5.5699
LEV - -0.0082 -0.6495  -0.0612""  -4.0151 -0.0534™  -6.9014
ROASTD ? 2.0394 ™ 9.2475 1.6450 1.5164 2.6245™  13.8062
RETSTD ? -0.3444 ™" -6.7770  -0.2775 -1.0409 0.0503 0.3801
& 7@ 72001F]2004& 541 & B b ¥ o
Adjusted R? 0.7267 0.2418 0.7678
F-statistic 2227117 6.7118"" 98.9951™"
Wald test:
F-statistic 2.571° 5.792" 18.627°"
BARE 79 152 252
AR 3 23 52 81

3 L IN(COMP)=ff & & & ‘& S0 Gl & SV E A le 835 (HFA) 5B 4iic; EPS=% - ERF WP (2);
RNT=#% - & R L 4F & ; PATENT=$ ~ & R 2% = & £ end JHE % fidic (B) 5 QUALITY=4 4 &
BEA&BELF-w- R A AL F BM= an~ﬁfif§;ﬂ§m|%naj¥j’%§n_?15#“(%) LEV= av-—&ﬁ%mﬁ_l;.
¢ 5 14 (%) ; ROASTD=% £ R &% & R enF AP SR8 £ ; RETSTD=% # R &2 v & B L B4R 5
L 5 OEM=F fit 3= flig Kk ODM=F fed 3233 /g {0 5 OBM=p § &M 54 K o

EEE A R S

Rk L r i 1%PBE F R SRR T E S%ePRE F R R L T i 10% 0BT F R B S+ A v iE 15%0RE R o
Toe s d dofaibie fEica e o

Ll % B OIE R B(VIF) & ] %8 10 o

A

d AR EET 2R EBY FORJELGAR ek WL LBPED
KA 8 355 g T 5o 2o B IREE THRERF BAKET
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B F ST A LAY A SR AAE AL PR T L AR S P
B ’{7;‘ ilE"E (ks g’ﬁé_r%#%-,i ﬂ%Fﬁi Balps: 3 JRi Pnbxi]é_#}'?}‘
B it A SRS PRl g otz REHET T A g o T

RFEE T AL RS 2 AL AR e R G a0 B
?LF?J:‘:#.‘:% MR 2 R EE R B AR P‘”“' kAo
#4t 3 OEM &2 ODM:» 1 2 | 3 OBM 22 OEM/ODM i & ¢ & %+
AR o PR S R ko

1.3 fi4g 47 %)

&h[&j%?'ﬁé?&\éiﬁ""”l%?' CHP R AHEE AT RS JE o 3 9k
T Z(2008)% AT & U 4E % ﬁ%ﬁxﬂ ¥OBM & ‘;“r_m" ¥dont e HE o AT
BREJER ffdicp $OBME ¥ 2ODM/OEM E ¥ s ¥ 23 f o BT -

B Mﬂ TR PRI T 3(2008)mur,z SRR A
Bz R B ATN S JIHE(PATENT 1) ~ % P & 4 (PATENT 2)£ ; frg
FIHE# P (PATENT 3)¥H % % I & % Kok 2 B g Epengl o 1 4 = 5|7
Z % o £ = hPanel A® > Adjusted R* % 66.83% » F g &8 % (65.4677, p<0.01 )
F57 HoA) ef2 A 4 24 o EPSTABEE ¥ 5 1 (0.0359, p<0.01) > # 57 § 3+ 4
ForE B R C I F R 4p i o PATENT 1~ PATENT 2 ~ PATENT 3%:
QUALITY ir i ic3okg % 4 1 (0.0117, p<0.01; 0.0015, p<0.01; 0.0033, p<0.01;
5.6845, p<0.01) » % F 3T EJIHE - # P B8~ 37U LA FERE e Y
SR g B REIERY g8 0 wHIS 2T

S RS ST e Gt X JCRIL T D

Panel A

54 %8 In(COMP)

5L % e tiE
Constant ? 8.4967 """ 77.2682
EPS + 0.0359 """ 49176
RNT + 0.0128 0.4691
PATENT 1 (HI)+ 0.0117" 2.0628
PATENT 2 (H1)+ 0.0015 " 3.7962
PATENT 3 (H1)+ 0.0033 " 3.8794
QUALITY (H1)+ 5.6845"" 6.2327
BM - -0.3535 """ -5.7054
LEV - -0.0400"" -8.3668
ROASTD ? 2.7699" 13.8460
RETSTD ? 0.0451 0.5907

& 5 72001520042 S4B ER B SE-

Adjusted R® 0.6683
F-statistic 65.4677""
BEE 483
o7 Kk 156

VIR EE M LT RS
" Mﬂw Mk - E IR S e E SRR (AR FREFM AT RS T
PR AR S UL frssgF Lo oo
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2> g s EReRAEEFMNARE (FHHEEY) (D)

Panel B

OBM ODM OEM
g 4P B%¥# . In(COMP) B%¥# . In(COMP) B%¥# . In(COMP)
i 5 G S tie GRS tie %K tie
Constant ? 8.8811 88.7152 93573 T 28.5485 84609 80.4515
EPS + 0.0217 " 1.7840 0.0672 7 9.2341 0.0477™"  4.6022
RNT + 0.0224 0.5021 -0.0682 -0.6482 0.0191 0.5705
PATENT1  (H2)+ 0.0213 ™ 3.9073 -0.0258 -1.2344 -0.0058 -1.1040
(0.1021) (-0.1192) (-0.0309)
PATENT2  (H2)+ -0.0044 -0.0844 -0.0012 -1.2030 0.0017 ™" 5.4835
(-0.1216) (-0.0599) (0.1500)
PATENT3  (H2)+ 0.0079 ™" 11.2834 0.0099 © 21732 0.0039 ™" 4.0642
(0.1254) (0.3073) (0.1072)
QUALITY  (H2)+ 8.8070 " 3.9593 4.0736 0.9542 5.5449 ™" 53091
(0.1195) (0.0521) (0.7782)
BM - -0.5064 7" -12.4144 -0.7437 7 35491 033137 -4.7077
LEV - -0.0050 -0.3074 -0.0538 7 -3.8375 -0.0452 " -6.7348
ROASTD ? 2.7474 12.6091 1.1757 1.0192 22852 12.3990
RETSTD ? -0.3890 " -4.9678 -0.1682 -0.5195 0.0985 0.8685
¢ 58 2200172004 S4B B Ak
Adjusted R 0.6743 0.2674 0.5964
F-statistic 14.6962 ** 6.5044 ™ 37.8219 ™
Wald test:
F-statistic 7.488 ™ 10.673 ™ 12.002 ™
Bl 79 152 252
S 4 23 52 81

1 In(COMP)# A # R IR & FHPE M E L = &3 (HR) -l EPS=o- ERF %R @4 (~)]
RNT=7% - & B L3R 5 ; PATENT*’}%?\E&*’E‘?J cE PRI HFH (B ) 5 PATENT 1=%
EREWZEEFETNRE{E R F B (B ) ; PATENT 2 BAEREDZ &L OFP B K
() ; PATENT 3= ﬁi\,&}iﬁw‘&b“i—m«?%;” EJERFE (B)  QUALITY=H+ & B &2 T8 X 5
- EREAFERLF BM="- EREFEG [ m}‘]"}ﬁ,_’ﬁ B (%) LEVS - & R R lﬁé\f’}g; (%) )
ROASTD=% # R &mw & B enF AP FRE L RETSTD= @ﬁ)ibt’ wrERRLEMIEE L OEM=
FRE = 8id K% o ODM=h fed =3k Wi Wvd s OBM=p F S8 d Weg o

2. 3500 AR Tk o

3% % o iE 1% B F R R T iE 5% B FOKE S %A ot iE 10% B F R o
4 F R e AU A AT

5. % %ﬁil % Bk B (VIF) ¢ o) 3 10 »

\\\

+ Panel B7| 7+ 4 s 7€ OBM ~ ODM£ OEM ¢ % 8, /519 #rpv 2. B2 8eh
R p% Adjusted R2N~26 T4%F 167.43%4&9 » Fiaasg % (35 p<0. 01) :
L WA P2 a4 247 o HOBM K vk eh g ¥ k3> EPS % #icAE ¥ L 1 (0.0217,
p<0.10)> PATENT 1-~PATENT 3% QUALITY ¢4 gmr**“ (0.0213, p<0.01;
0.0079, p<0.01; 8.8070, p<0.01) - Wald test’& % &7 1 & %ﬁxﬁvﬁ*ﬁtf‘z{%%  (F
8 =7.488 with p<0.01) > ¥ PATENT 31 3% i+ % #ic & + (0. 1254) , H o= %
QUALITY(0.1195)¢2 PATENT 1(0 1021) - %%ﬁéOBM%‘;u’X g R AL BEm
FRGE TR RERITYE RS RS > LA S AT ‘*“«%1 5’
g o t“ “t > ODM v eh§ ¥ % 3 > PATENT 3t #icks ¥ 4 & (0.0099,
p<0.05) > e PATENT 1~PATENT 2% QUALITY % #ic% 7 g ¥ (p>0.10)> Wald
test“L%&;'—r LR BG4 F(FiE=10.673 with p<0.01 )- *® PATENT 3
I B QUALITY %~ (0.3073>0.0521) > % 57 5:ODM 9% ehg % 4 87 4

ZA,
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SR FIPE R AATY D TR A R % 2l B e o 515 0 OEM
Kt eng ¥ ki o PATENT 2 ~ PATENT 32 QUALITY cniz %358 ¥ 5 10
(0.0017, p<0.01; 0.0039, p<0.01; 5.5449, p<0.01) > Wald test’® % &1 1 & F
% Bk ¥ 7 F(FiE2=12.002 with p<0.01 )> ® QUALITYH& 2 it % #ics ~ (0.7782) »
# = £ PATENT 2(0.1500)22 PATENT 3(0.1072) » 4 7 $:OEM §v% th g % 4
ARG EREFIRE S RERE ST el > B LGP & JHESATE &)

RAFEE oSS AT AR 2 0 AT S E R AR E
3% OBM#2ODM & & %2 %% GI8 EFpcht » 32 85 i3 *‘zfirz FE |
BHRHEFEHHEY OEMRKvE £ ¥ 2 R G EF DT » B RRAIATE 2T
L9 0 st IRAFH2 -

2.% ik 5 ¥k

Eﬁ*@ﬁﬂ”?&ﬂﬁ@ﬁgﬁﬂfmzﬁ ?gﬁ+@¢ﬂ£4&qﬂ,ﬁ
AEERFESEY 5 FHEJERIESY S RASARBE P HFE
SRR EERL A RGT 5 £ EF KF F 1§ E(Trajtenberg 1990) -
ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁi EFRGHMAR FREENELLRTT §
IEREPIFERY 7 & BERBAIFTAIR - 257 7 & 75 Makri et al. (2006)
%—E?Fﬁi@i(%l())ﬁ"ff«z M EFEERFEFREJELRAERE D = & R k5]
# % #(CITATION) % 78 £1374 »cdnth » 2 W& I FA 5B~ p Patent Pilot
FORE LM%'E Hwe P ERE PRI FEREE TR - 4 - 77 2 RE g
A5 P % % > Panel A ¢ Adjusted R® % 90.21% > F i %8 % (352.7582,
p<0.01) > % 77 H-A| crfiz B iy 4 247 o EPS:‘*&&E—?; (0.0451, p<0.01) » % 77
EAHAG R LR GIIEFEE L AP o CITATION 2 QUALITY eh i B35k

¥ % 1 (0.0014, p<0.01; 8.5263, p<0.01) o B IR B A SRS T4
s’ﬁ@ﬂ%w4ﬁ$’ﬁHl$i”
#. = Panel B 777 % >z fi=€ ¥ OBM~ODM £ OEM & ¥ 5@ Fpvz 258

9 2 % % o Adjusted R2 i 4 25.34%3)] 66.34%2 & F & m;; ¥ (35 p<0.01) >
%57 BA 2R i 4 4o $ OBM §vk ch ¥ k3 EPS kg ¥ 5 1 (0.0862,
p<0.01) » CITATION £ QUALITY % Bca B % 5 1 (0.0110, p<0.01; 7.1838,
p<0.01)> Wald test % % &7 1 & LH N8 F + F(F £=5.175 with p<0.05 )-
P CITATIONHE % it 4 QUALITY 5 = (1.581>0.0975) » % 7 # OBM 1% ¢1
¢ F A% REEERPFFF > REARS JIER BRI 2 SR Faik
opt 7t >ODM 9% eh g % %3 EPS 2 #ichf % 4 1 (0.0879, p<0.01)> CITATION
w@ﬁ—*g % 1 (0.0016, p<0.10) » £ QUALITY éi% #cx 7 & % (p>0.10) > Wald test

\ nlt"

2 g WL IF A ST G oo i & iR a‘;} B S A s cook b £ Y BT P
fltgFE2FI e LT 2 RO RASEELJIE LS > T p Mo R 0 & AT R
Bk e

SV Mo R IR S E BRI E (AR DR S E RS IR R Y
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BT AR PEOGEEF B (F #£=3.970 with p<0. 01) » ¥ CITATION%;"—F
zgf f’?ﬁ #QUALITY % = (0.0402>0.0321) » % ;7 ODM Kt eng £ A %3 4%
ﬂliﬁﬁ”‘i& FIEE > R AR S JIEAR G i 2 A B R oot o ﬁx%é » OEM
‘,ﬁr‘;ﬂ(& g ¥ kI EPS %#ickE ¥ 5 1 (0.0911, p<0.01) CITATION & QUALITY =
[ ;8 J&p % % 1 (0.0015, p<0.01; 6.5681, p<0.01)> Wald test & % &7 1 & % #icen
% Bk ¥ 7 F(F 2=18.613 with p<0.01 )> ¥ QUALITY {& & v i ## CITATION
= = (0. 9218>02067) v 2 OEM K enf ¥ 483 B ST S FIpF - i
TALA X Fant L B Qe  FElke S S &7 S Mg o
e 0 pIFATH »HTE ¥+ OBM 22 ODM %’i“é E¥E2Z BB B 2
LINEE RS ﬁfg mﬁr #0H T OEM vk & ¥ 2 gL gp
(i o B BERAIITHE CHTR 55 o FI 0 AT H2 PP BB R HN AT o
g > VR g R o
2= gl ~ £ E R HR S FR R (2 RS LR R
Panel A
&% ¥ © In(COMP)
fjﬁ e tE
Constant ?2 8.7559 ** 85.1126
EPS + 0.0451 ™ 9.2630
RNT + -0.0064 -0.2204
CITATION (H1)+ 0.0014 ™ 52.8710
QUALITY (H1)+ 8.5263 ™ 9.9409
BM - -0.4301 ™ -7.9625
LEV - -0.0501 -5.9773
ROASTD ? 2.5159 11.2082
RETSTD ? -0.0906 -1.4793
¢ 5 a7~ 20001 32004 &% 4 BEREESHE-
Adjusted R? 0.9021
F-statistic 352.7582""
BRI 483
R 156
Panel B
OBM ODM OEM
%% In(COMP) & %% : In(COMP) J& % ¥ In(COMP)
fzf % tis % dic tig % d tis
Constant ? 8.7500" 329353 9.1655""  28.0295 8.4456 ™" 89.7746
EPS + 0.0862"" 27673 0.0879™"  4.7468 0.09117" 7.2659
RNT i+ 0.0018 0.0289  -0.0352 -0.3316  -0.0072 -0.1789
CITATION  (H2)+ 0.01107"  2.7307 0.0016" 1.9580 0.0015™"" 11.5187
(0.1581) (0.0402) (0.2067)
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2= HaiEE c FF R HRBEBFP AR TG REIERIEEOGD

Panel B

OBM ODM OEM
&% # . In(COMP) J& % #i . In(COMP) J& % # . In(COMP)
e sk w Al ti ke tis
QUALITY (H2)+ 7.1838"  2.2785 2.5051 0.5775 6.5681 """ 43153
(0.0975) (0.0321) (0.9218)
BM - 041137 28509  -0.614177" 29648  -0.27607" -4.9758
LEV - -0.0003 -0.0137  -0.0625""  -3.2627  -0.0583 """ -5.6040
ROASTD ? 2.0675™"  3.9251 1.4207 1.6233 1.7543 " 5.4866
RETSTD ? -0.4079™ 25529  -0.3644 -1.0780  -0.0480 -0.5342
¢ 57 7200172004 $43 & B B o
Adjusted R? 0.6628 0.2534 0.6634
F-statistic 16.7223™" 7.0790™" 59.4224™"
Wald test
F-statistic 5.175" 3.970™ 18.613™
BLEE 79 152 252
2P gk 23 52 81

211, IN(COMP)# B (e 70 chp. & V8098 £ A e £ 35 (1 & ) 15 ol EPS=w — & B & % @4( & ); RNT=+
- #RWEL4RMEF ; CITATION=% [mrﬁ R AER BT = & Skl (S#k) 5 QUALITY=4 4

ﬁ&)ﬁw*&x—f B"”ﬁfiﬁ})r’r’*Q : BM_ET‘—‘&&’FE;_’I’E\]I% IE‘}‘]"}‘EB_T‘ IE'FL(%) LEV—QN-—-«&E&vu%
# #1E ¥ v % ; ROASTD= g‘;ﬁfi“/k’av’\tﬁ}im;}iﬁﬁﬁ’”%’f{-ﬁi RETSTD= @4}-51*}’ Wow E R E SR
&L OEM=F B4 3= Wit vk s ODM=h fr £ 32k 3 Wi {08 5 OBM=p 5 &4 /0¥ K% -

CARELN AR e
***%% i 1%REF R 5 R T i 5% PR F R S ¥4 T i 10%: R F K -
2% Mg%ﬂrisuﬁfiﬂ”w °

2
3.
4. %
5. é%ﬁx%ﬂﬂ IE th B (VIF) ¢ -] 3 10 o

5 }fﬁzé‘g&‘ it # INVENTORY) 4 ¥ /@‘@Miéﬁvm PR R(L Y mE G
£ 2008) 0 AT LG P IR A S ;;:%(QUALITY) R
RS 3R .;c; AR AR & D ik ﬁq=%$m5m =
% ¥ INVENTORY % & 5 (-1)* (#h+ & & 5 b ¥ = fictw ﬁliu%%iﬂﬁ%
ﬁt)/Z14 %~ 2 Panel A7+ 7 B #"’*g A BN EE #a-;» R R R R PanelA
4 Adjusted R2 % 76.09%  Fi& & % (122.4986, p<0.01)> % 7 $4] 1 ﬁ % DA
EPS A % % 1 (0.0385, p<0.01) > % 7 ¢ Lé@‘*%’m N fﬂ—'s?f?ﬁ”
4 B o PATENT £ INVENTORY % #3288 ¥ 5 & (0.0021, p<0.01; 0.0022,

p<0.01)» %7 B fl48 % A 3 f 40 g o ? ﬁ - N1 @ B > #=&H1
&2

HA R AEIAE PR LS EBRED PTG AR IRFE I ERDTR T AE]

mﬁi\%g/ﬁv” » by b 4 g %gﬁ&;\;—\;;ﬁ—; e}; ’1;);}* rrd@ii'e’\vq‘}l’ﬁ e %Mi‘ﬁ* &?*ﬂ,_&rl@ 35"%

$EAFTRARRE /);k Do B RAT RS MRS T AP BA £ RDTI0G [
ﬁ%ﬂc



140 FEE#H o ¥ 54 ¥ 2012 & 17

Lo gl fERGHAEREP WY (rFaFid)

Panel A
S ¥ In(COMP)
B % i tiE
Constant ?2 8.8266:: 62.8515
EPS + 0.0385 42149
RNT + -0.0249 -1.0354
PATENT (H1)+ 0.0021°" 8.0662
INVENTORY (H1)+ 0.0022"" 9.7819
BM - -0.0347"" -6.2365
LEV - -0.3969"" -6.1245
ROASTD ? 2.3865" 15.0167
RETSTD ? -0.0303 -0.2729
& 5 220017]2004% $473 & B Bk o
Adjusted R 0.7609
F-statistic 122.4986"™""
BEE 483
AN 4 156
Panel B
OBM ODM OEM
sy ¥ In(COMP) [%#c: In(COMP) Ju%#:: In(COMP)
i B RS tie i tie i tie
Constant 2 57669 232921  9.4844"  31.9006 873027  94.8824
EPS + 0.0603""  6.1419  0.0622°"  5.3840 0.0588 " 4.7424
RNT + -0.0926 -1.0987  -0.0568 -0.5268  -0.0285 -0.6884
PATENT (H2)+  0.0088""  4.5965  0.0030°"  3.0690 0.0004 ™" 13.0142
(0.3124) (0.2146) (0.0438)
INVENTORY (H2)+  0.0026° "  7.1876  0.0034""  5.8998 0.0023""  7.1900
(0.1184) (0.1279) (0.1111)
BM - 04152 8.6039 -0.6815"" -3.5317  -0.3381°"  -5.9306
LEV - 0.0145 1.3340  -0.052177  -2.8159 -0.042077  -3.6190
ROASTD ? 1.7417™" 73853 1.8847" 1.7759 2.0405""  5.9646
RETSTD ? 0.0338"" 07837  -0.3647 -1.4386  -0.0361 -0.3296
& 5@ 22001F]2004% $41% & B B ¥ o
Adjusted R? 0.7536 0.2562 0.6752
F-statistic 23.4235" 7.1678°" 62.6066
Wald test:
F-statistic 9.9226"" 14.8534""" 153160
R 79 144 252

2] In(COMP)=ff » & B 3 S0 il bk Bl ik B A dr B3> (= ) (s B4 B EPS=w — & R4 % 24 (=~ )

RNT=+ - & B % E4F % : PATENT=f » & R 815 = & &3 en& {14 % fi 8 (%) INVENTORY=-1*
(BRAER TP OE g - ERAFPEEAHE) 2 BM=s- EREFha §EHEED & (%)
LEV=74 - & B { & #H 5 (%) ROASTD=4 & R &9 v & R e AF P 188 £ ; RETSTD="4 # A&
Banr ERBEFEMFEEREL

2. FRRZ gk 1% B F R RR A T iE 5% AT E K  *A 7 E 10%nBE KR o

3R B R At iR

4. & ¥ % EOUE AE(VIF) % ] 3 10
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AR H 0 & ¥ LG OEM#2 ODM- & £ p¥§ OBM & OEM/ODM

RAELRELABE LM TR FERREL 2P 24 5IF

AoeiE St OEM 2% ODM» i F @ OBM 2 OEM/ODM £ £ it
L2

Fpi P B o FEEF OEM 22 ODM . E’F’r’;}_"q“—p 46 Fo £399 B
L2 i > Adjusted R? : 5 46.9% F 13988 ¥ (p<0.01)> % 7 #3] chfa o 4 24 o
#hpE4 OEM #2 ODM g % %3 » PATENT 2 QUALITY ¢t Bc¥olg ¥ % 1
(0.0055, p<0.01; 5.2340, p<0.01)> Wald test 1% % &= 1 & %ﬁxmﬂ&&ﬁ—?ﬂ e
(F & =3.5630 with p<0.10) > * QUALITY ﬁ’— .% fv 4 ## 5 PATENT +
(0.0689>0.0256)'° % 7 I 5§ OEM 22 ODM e s % & 465 4,5 18 355035 7] p% »
PO AL 5 2R AT %

4 % 7|7 FF'FELFF OBM £ OEM/ODM ¢ (g 3% o PE'EEFF OBM g2
OEM/ODM g 5 29 R £3-45 BEZE - Adjusted R* 4 97.01% » F 535
38 % (p<0.01) > % 77 ﬁfﬂl} a4 A dF o HPPEF OBM &2 OEM/ODM
% R PATENTbE’QUALITme‘«ﬁ;ti”J&p# % 1 (0.0021, p<0.01; 3.6746, p<O0. 10)
Wald test 3 % 5o 4 & SHcen Bk F 2 B (F ©=3.1053 with p<0.10) > *
PATENTH 3% i n‘*ﬁxﬁkQUALITY % % (0.0859>0.0370)"7 » 4 7% I F¥$ OBM
OEM/ODM =i 3 & 464 S IL FpYef FIRF > REARLAIAT S 2 *&A@\lle %ok o

FEEERP
% B E R oo g & )
féfm ER kR - AN EN RS A 2

zﬁﬁiﬁi’m+$mﬁ$€aﬁgi i+
ii%gk@i ?#ji»‘**zﬁr o LR anfrE R R GIE Y % - o 2hR
j;%i *m}r L I“"%’Tﬁmmaz},i H » % % 7] ODM ~ OEM & OBM i % #7324
FOEWE LS BFATRIE AP BEREJESEE f#&%j\'eilﬂfxﬁ\wji&%\»
7% g ArE AL FTE Wi g I:}F]ﬁ— » ¥ R pe o e Te E* l% =R rﬂ?‘[i% °

Joo HRA RS LR QATE £ A KB
4 p > AL _ _l‘/_t’ éb

o

W2 e

e

\

ol e
3

[k
\ oy

15y »wsw OBM £ ODM - I p¥j OBM £ OEM » 12 % | p¥3 OBM ~ ODM £2 OEM = ¥ etk & &
FEASS (B2 RO wbEHZF G "F p¥3 OBM 2 ODM/OEM |- FERME LR OTT
Ek o
10 u,.,_IE’_;-’FpT” (P-4tidc) ch 3o 508 £ 4 5] 5 9.1098 & 0.9431 ;5 % 4 & JlE ficch T sodeer 0 £
B 5 14.0154 2 4396 5 i 4 sein® fagw {228 £ A w] % -9.72E-05 £2 0.0124 -
Voo e (B ch T dog s Bk £ A 6] 5 9.1912 7 118765 R A & I e T sod R0 £
» w5 17.3814 & 48.5768 ; i 4 rehT i:ﬁy:vk’%ﬂ_%i/»\ w] % -0.002 £ 0.01196 -
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24 g fERERAHBEBFMORST

I P& ODM2£2 OEM IF %3 OBM£ ODM/OEM
SRl % ¥ : In(COMP) & % #ic : In(COMP)
=3 % e tiE % #e tiE
Constant ? 8.3487 31.5992 758327 93.3285
EPS + -0.0032 -0.1786 0.2548 " 35.1171
RNT + 0.0069 0.1112 -0.2471°" -6.6530
PATENT (H2)+ 0.0055™" 5.9045 0.0021™" 15.3461
(0.0256) (0.0859)
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