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Abstract

This study examines the relationship between social networks and firms’ innovation
performance by analyzing the influences of network size and network structure. Using a
sample of electronics manufacturing firms in Taiwan for the period 2006-2008, we find
that the size of social networks does not have any impact on a firm’s innovation
performance, whereas the density of social networks has an inverted U-shaped relationship
with innovation performance. These findings suggest that the value of social networks is
determined by network structure rather than network size. The inverted U-shaped
relationship between network density and innovation performance also indicates that a
high network density may have a detrimental effect on a firm’s innovation, while moderate
levels of network density is associated with the highest levels of innovation performance.
Overall, the findings indicate that having a moderately dense social network is highly

beneficial to the innovation of firms.
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AELEETRY T M AR LR L2 AL G 2
SRR E ?‘p\ﬁ%”ﬁ ua%;,ﬁg«wg;\ Pg&mé\ﬁ%}m Sx ke
BB TR MG FTITREZATOIPEFEY 205 - fi' , ,
@ ’IZ:%*%’:%\/\"J&%%/\_ F'&Fﬂ-@féﬁ:ij\ Y
1N R R kN e @éa‘éﬂ@%ﬁ#@o

2.4 2 K (NSIZE)

R B R ”444;1 C s £ B S R @/’;Je«' ﬂ,;rm e 2 f mﬁt;‘g‘_ﬁk"ﬁ
PRSIt TN ETE L 4o @ Thorgren et al. (2009)17 3 & ¢ eh
¥ 2 B #Ick I=8 ; Tang, Mu and MacLachlan (2008) 2 4 % ¢ & 8Lenficg X {7
; Lu and Beamish (2004)12 § vz B2 ¢ & 173 L andic & R 7 & # 5 seenge
Flt > *FF 7 in % Thorgren et al. (2009)2. g » W £ £ p A plp o 3
g,t( FEEAEL) KR ELRf > Bbln 3 > ok ? ;}?_%_ﬂf Ey
2GR EE MG P AR RAWL6 AR TPE
2L I R PR R IR B a2 R T o

g% %A (NDENS)

G ARERRR o gl g R PR FL R GDRASTRAER R R
PR AED é/}%“ "“F"'l T K f % g vz el “@fé‘ﬂ\ﬁ'{lé‘« =7 & %{F"*,ﬁi sk X
B % id A ek §7E (Burt 2000; Phelps 2010; Soh 2010) » ﬂ F R fTEH A% FA
g & B Thig Al @ A= e & vt (Scott 1991) ¢ Bmw P AT R FED 2
Feo %QMT‘“hl%&ﬂ“wfﬂéﬁ&ﬁﬁﬂpsm%pm@ﬁm;ZJLM%
100K PR SR B R 0 K P HE G B P R ARG - e f
iﬁ&ﬁifségﬁ'F*ﬁﬂﬁifi\}%  TRI R RGRAF o RIRED }]?;Jc sl R AR
© S enf 2 5 5 34 H(McEvily, Perrone and Zaheer 2003) » F]t - § %
d

a5

(w

o

Valhid vﬂb *F» :E_‘;\;
>

e
Mﬂ R |

=

=
=N
\,tﬁ

W

e a@wmm,m%¢ﬁﬁ6%ﬁjﬂwmw+%&ﬁﬂw$ﬁ
AL T AR AR SR 2 F’“mr EALR > FIMAL G AL AR AT
BRRZPELIERFET RE i #2 & (Coleman 1988) Bolm=Z 4ok ®
A '2\:7\31?1_.@{[#'?17]“&?'%‘"'_ I RO P ATE A RER
2T AR iG] RAOFTZEV I GA mﬁ’m‘“r‘ﬁé “lc s 100 5%
I RO PR G b R ARS 3 IR RAE L300 A E
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B %ﬁf’éj TS L T RS AR B AN G AR P E R
AL 3 e ()
5 = s 100, (1)
Hoe o,

L5 e g s

ni &£ E B

(=) BR*Ek
ARy R EJREAGEE L 0P DpRTE A RIFEFIRY o AIRTAL
iiﬁn%mfrpa FEAEIE A BJRELGTOAY > BATASDRFE G B
7 miffl B (Fleming 2001) » %]t &_& 32 ch£| 377 4 #5(Griliches 1990) » &4 7
MEFEED BT p RtEAY = &) R R g ] *Eﬁ"tlfif
B ot YR A A ET RF I BIATR R ATE D L HET § N
EATE Z kN OR P RE PR SRR T S R R -

(=) & %%k

1. & % 5 H(FSIZE)
d TiEd v phdp N R ARKCHE LIRS £ R P (Teece 1992) rﬂﬁb *
% & 75 Goerzen (2007) 1% iz ¥
}1 ”lfC »Pep TR 2 -
2.0 % & *Je”(FAGE)
d ’5/\ “‘5@}7 ﬁ
egRyE ke
3. 724 4 ~ (FRD)
BAREE 2 pr o £ E PR R 7 B P 41375 »2(Liu and
White 1997 Murovec and Prodan 2009) » F]p* » AFF F 1A T HF B
THEBRRY S E o EgE) f 0 100 kiFE £ F ,*g.ﬂé;ﬁi_l m;},’;f ; Lw o J;
lﬂjléif/»)‘"’h’ﬁ |FT px 2o B ¥ 50 ) U A B > 7] §F "N
L R
4.7 H-iv 3 (FMAR)

By ARG 8 REMASTAL TORE 0 7 P05
Bop FR O A SE BT LR Fla T a4 f E2 RIRTHE T ska § & A
2o FJpt Ay € Luo (1997)enfr g » 0§ E ey ik 2 E 4 Bz » gt

B2 100 kgD a4 o
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5. & w|(YR)

O ARTL e § 2 RER DT T e r Z B R SRR B R
$10 T YR A YR, H ¢ 5 FER L2006 % > Bl YR=10 BRI YR, 5 0 E &
B % 2007 & > B] YR=1> % B| YR,=0 o

6. & ¥ % (INDU)

tTRRTFAEN ’2?“@#%@;%!4’Mﬂ’“#&ﬁﬂw/};:%;é
¥o o TEMAY R RNE R HAE KT AE U A ERAE RS F
wEAETIUBRAE BRI FRFAAA S e
AFuaPER - He o FL LHEMA Y E‘JINDUI—I’?;EJINDUI—O L7
W% kA% 0 Bl INDU=1 > Z2 R INDU0; % 5 kT & ¥ J]NDUg—l’?;
E'I INDU=0 ; # 5 i A i g2 ¥ - B INDU4—1’@EIJ]NDU4—O ELFI R

® A& %5 Rl INDUs=1> F R INDU=0; & % 7 F g A2 ¥ > P| INDU~1 > R
M@UﬁOo

=~ FEES
FHRE L RN R R R R RELATG L BT ARV R
#3784 model (1) :

INN,, = a, + B,NSIZE ,, + B,NSIZE}, + p,NDENS ,, + B,NDENS |, + B,FSIZE ,,
+ﬂgm®m+ﬂﬂ%Dj+ﬂgMGEu+ﬂJ%MRm+ﬂmﬂgm+ﬁﬁwnt
+y,2INDU , +&,. model (1)

He

INN, =i =7 % t & R 21374 2% ;

NSIZE,=i = @ % t # R*T/hit § %2 4

NDENS;=i =7 % t # R *TjpA € B2 %R |

FSIZE,=i =~ @ % t # B 2. § 94

FRD,mi =@ % t & B2 FHFH

FAGE,mi 27 % tE#R 2 f £ &E#

FMAR, ;=i 27 % t & B2 % i 4

YR (=i %t E#R2Z S F 5 2000 & > Al YR=1> Z R YR=O0;

YRy, =i 2~ % t &£ R Z BE%¥H - F 5 2007 # » ] YR=1 > E | YR=0;

INDUjmi>?@ % t&ZR*“ThjA L2 BERFHE-

P AE LRSI ERAS MBI AL R F ARG ER LAY DARN FTURBALL 27 5 7
y,gﬁpf—ﬁéé%’ja?%ﬁiﬁ%&°
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E e A
2 ? PRSP %

pﬁfi?%5Wﬁ%%1Wn%1wT A D PP IFTE 52 (INN)
B % z@%ﬁﬁ&ﬁlm4ﬁ-lb$ﬁ87%1@$iﬂé1@4$
%H&“*fﬁiééé%iéfWL$*“Ltfﬁ@ﬁ«Lii Bt
B (NDENS) » L 32 4 4040 > 28 X 5 3175 B2 29 At £
FREFE FIMEE LAY 2RA ) I ERARN(NSIZE) B B
140 T30E 5L 541 BB E L2160 B EALS T ARRAES 5 T A
AR e IH W Rl o 7 RW(FSIZE)E & % & & (FAGE) » ¥ £ %
S0 P HRAN P FEE s AR Fpt R R Ao dpd] oA AR
(FRD)* & » ®/] 55 0020 % 85 2052 %X 5 374 Bafk4A 27 &
PFAFFE B RADE RN P Ha 4 (FMAR)2 & ER 5 0.01 ~ 5
LA S8 Ha kAT AR FN S g H G AtecA 2L BME S TR
4‘:,11#;%1] o

TR
.=

WA
A

% 1 4t st

. SR * A B B B BB T iaiE L
INN 328 1.00 1074.00 87.33 149.44
NSIZE 328 3.00 14.00 5.41 2.16
NDENS 328 0.00 100.00 40.40 31.75
FRD 328 0.02 20.52 4.33 3.74
FSIZE 328 4.97 8.77 6.95 0.70
FAGE 328 2.00 58.00 17.46 9.13
FMAR 328 0.01 34.58 2.34 4.55
BLUINNG Mz B a2z A8 2 fI3TH 0 NSIZES E 2 R g Ep ApRp & e £ BE(F

L4 % ok 58 2 s NDENS % {gi 4&_; B LR 0T R il ABC B X VR BB ik S e
2L f;x]:;f;ulOO%;? 2 3FRD (2 FFFEHE ~ > mp:rvw}x ooy E e~ EEE 2 B 210067 2 s FSIZE
PEEZRE S Mg E2 P e g REEEE FAGEaJ}_ifE&é.",l‘z{g#d»‘iﬂiﬁd\ﬁﬂﬁiﬁgc
g 2 FMARa ¥ Hicd o g Fayf Iéfi?#faw’ fofe et Bk 2100678 2

\

25 LWL Faiph R d M A Y T F N ES
(NDENS) £ ’3\3‘ R AC(NSIZE) 22 £ 375 22 (INN)2. P35 A R - R It w5 4p
o

Mo Rt G R R e ﬁﬁ%ﬁ~i*¢$%@m%EWJﬁﬁwﬁqmm
LEEGEGHFHN BT LR P LI ] R R

r#ﬁ¢w IR S BT AR RF %ﬁurﬁl Bois o il 4 (FMAR)
» BRIRTHOR(INN L R FH L A0M o BT D Hi S G R T g 6
SR FFRA L LR T
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22 pHEL

SRS INN NDENS  NDENS’®  NSIZE NSIZE? FRD FRD’ FSIZE  FAGE FMAR

INN 1 -0.058 -0.064 0203 0203 0.096"  0.025 0.677""  -0.005 0.585""
NDENS  0.037 1 0.682""  -0.034 -0.034 -0.016 0.001 0.009 0.136™  -0.050
NDENS®  -0.021  0.884™" 1 20.532"" 0532 -0.035 -0.059  -0.034 0.100°  -0.076
NSIZE 0.060  -0.171""  -0.407"" 1 1.000™"  -0.031 0.016 0.204™"  -0.031 0.202""
NSIZE?  0.039  -0.185"" -0315™"  0.930™" 1 -0.031 0.016 0.204™"  -0.031 0.202""
FRD -0.006  -0.034 -0.033 -0.042 -0.045 1 0.749™"  -0268"" -0.117" -0.299""
FRD? 0.006  -0.049 -0.046 -0.024 -0.017 0.894™" 1 02117 -0.105"  -0.240""
FSIZE 0.563"  0.007 -0.024 0.226™" 02177 -0253"" -0.162"" 1 0.032 0.936""
FAGE 0.102°  0.133"  0.112"  -0.068 -0.106°  -0.095"  -0.060 0.062 1 -0.002
FMAR 0.589™"  -0.042 -0.038 0.117" 01377 0161 -0.124™  0.710"  -0.030 1
E

1. %% 4 7 1 1%erBE 5 K2 5 %% 4 7 S%BE F oK 5 ¥4 57 i 10%:BE % K o

2. %+t & % Spearmanip b #ic ; = F & % Pearsonip M fh#k o

31NN,114—4£++,@4%§&1;W\£*sz,NSIZE,;ﬁ;E e LR NDENS,NLi w2 BB FRDL &
¥ FEE B o FSIZES & 42 9K FAGE@,L#\EM;,FMAR,; SR N

AF L EHBRE AL 2 o F iE'If;#?}ig G- R P
IR RS A aﬁa
T Wik d 235 -2 52T 5 B
;s HHCE e R AIFTE e B L RMEPE > & £ AR HC(NSIZE) 2 4
“BR(NDENS)» B f A Bci57 ¥ o @ £ 3 % = %&u P iF R AT 0 At
MR HG L T 0 e R ALH(NSIZE)E e R LH2. T 3 18 (NSIZE):H ¥
e P&‘J" % & (NDENS)R! F"fg?‘é w (E#=1.778 5 t 19—2436) v R R 2
= 55 (NDENS)RI B % 5 o (2 #=-0.069 » t ©=2.118) # & - 2 3F

oo TR B RS LIZTE 1&?5@ U Az B %o

~

i
’g‘\ Tow

PR AR - X H TSI B A AP ET i S SRR ﬂ\Eﬂ*ﬁ%}ﬁAikenandWest
(1996)2_ i®;x » #-T = g2 & an Ve T gk :}7‘;—."/ F M- :'Kiﬁ"fri‘ > 2 FaphilE o
PR RO r‘*ﬁz(\/arlance Inflation Factor, VIF)#& #_ & #:;V % .2 3 X MR 4 > 25 &1 ¢
s AN 2 A R Bcen VIF @353 10 Bom & & X MR AT o
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23 RRRNH BEHAIE w2 PP

- INN INN INN INN
22 3 V @ R R A @
o P p .
tl_’_éf_) (tiE ) (tiE ) (tiE)
¥ #oF ? -679.229" -588.476" -681.482"" -668.960"
(-3.908) (-5.232) (-3.923) (-3.870)
NSIZE + -5.070 9.589 - -
(-0.998) (1.107)
NSIZE? - - -3.050 - -
(-1.350) .
NDENS + y - 0.421 1.778
(1.197) (2.436)
NDENS’ - - - - -0.069"
Hokok kKoK KKk ( 2 1182
FSIZE + 105.324 89.938 100.484 95.163
(4.225) (5.648) (4.124) (3.906).
FRD + 17.733 12.100 17.259 16.498
, (2.647) (2.865) (2.577) (2.474)
FRD - -3.793 -1.767 -3.666 -3.524
(-1.777) (-1.313) (-1.718) (-1.659)
FAGE + 2172 1.225 2.040 1.928
(1.735). (1.547) (1.618) (1.537)
FMAR + 23.360 15.433 23.799 24330
(6.869) (6.723) (7.022) (7.198)
YR, + 23.750 5.627 23.128 20.518
(0.893) (0.336) (0.870) (0.775)
YR, + 6.279 -0.239 6.501 4914
(0.240) (-0.015) (0.249) (0.189)
INDU, ? -33.622 -85.087 -36.536 -39.767
(-0.699) (-2.804) (-0.761) (-0.833)
INDU, 2 -32.503 -84.071 -43.302 -44.593
(-0.719) (-2.967). (-0.948) (-0.982),
INDU; ?2 -77.368 -77.900 -87.550 -99.550
(-1711) (-2.734) (-1.949) (-2211)
INDU, ? -180.112 -167.882 -185.367 -184.541
(-3.810) (-5.670) (-3.921) (-3.925)
INDU; 2 -74.898 -81.750 -75.175 -78.332
(-1.673), (-2.920) (-1.683) (-1.762),
INDUj ? -154.111 -144.149 -168.329 -160.663
(-1.784) (-2.677) (-1.926) (-1.847)
TS 328 328 328 328
Adj. R? 0.440 0.443 0.441 0.447
F-value 19.374 21.047 19.432 18.638
(p-value) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

Lo** i 1% BTk 3 X SY BT K R T iE 10% PR K ¢
2.INN 3 M= &2 %l f;r}él,\ﬁ ar¢){,[NNPPu_gfr/gl,\grr)a}pq_gr_f R 2 pI3T5 v NSIZE %
FE2 L RH S NDENS 5 f ¥$2 %% R FRD 2 f ¥z =g » ; FSIZE % JJ’—#F—L%*&‘!FAGE S hE
2 ES I FMAR 5 £ F 2070 Fic 4 YR, 5 2006 £ x4 8 YR, 5 2007 # 4] %4 INDU, 5 2 $HA ¥
INDU, % %%% kA % INDU; 5% T 4% INDU, 3 A %842 % INDU;s 3 T+ Rt 32 % ; INDU,
FRFULBRAEF
B4 RIS A e R B G 2 BN G R4 1 e
2 o"FT' x4 47° 5% - W7 el 7 YRR gfg_& LQ&FID\*%%% s
P RIIE SRR R AR E R LB R RN R
Y2 s e R @\u - ERPEITE R gy,f 1 B(INNP) 5 Jio % Bc¥7 8
LR R A ‘WiM:ﬁF? :%ﬁ E%m%’ﬂxﬁﬁﬁ
Mz HN LG AR B RN 4 AR EHItAs > T OUF IR
FAH(FSIZE)~# $ ~ (FRD) 11 3 3 Hrjig 3 FMAR)E’W?‘P ETT; o KB %E

]

>

ks

(m m\g!g

“J

‘gk
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T HE 2 R AT %
T 3F(FRDY) 2 GuBE 5§ B
C RS I

LN 2 LN £ e
ek £ E TR SR ey Y
) 4 BALH(NSIZE) R 4 24402 T = 75 (NSIZEY)

3
Pt cioh R FLE > T %% R (WDENS) 2 %22 B T 3 5
(NDENS®)2_ t4 8P| A~ W) 5 A F 5 0 % ((A#=2399t E=2471) % k¥ %

g (#d=-0.110 > t E=-2.291)
24 RRAUNEBHEHLITF %L PF

2% BB 2 g - R oo

- INN INN INNP INNP
g o i @ e @ e @ i
(tiE ) (tiE ) (tiE ) (tiE )
¥ BcIE ? -669.659 -694.156 425419 -484.857
(-3.859) (-3.888) (-2.562) (-2.848)
NSIZE + - -9.351 - 6.689
(-0.490) (0.368)
NSIZE? - - -1.154 - -4.356
(-0.261) (-1.034)
NDENS + - 2.399" - 2.090"
(2.471) (2.257)
NDENS® - - -0.110™ - -0.085"
(-2.291) (-1.853)
FSIZE + 100.147" 104.938™" 50.879" 51.118™
(4.107) (4.229) (2.181) (2.160)
FRD + 17.549"™ 16.455™ 16.662"" 14.978™
(2.620) (2.472) (2.600) (2.359)
FRD’ - -3.776 -3.476 -3.703" -3.238
(-1.770) (-1.641) (-1.814) (-1.602)
FAGE + 2247 1.689 32917 2.576"
(1.798) (1.339) (2.753) (2.141)
FMAR + 23.640™ 23.958" 26.155 26.961°"
(6.975) (7.063) (8.066) (8.334)
YR, + 24.624 17.000 23.879 16.527
(0.927) (0.645) (0.939) (0.657)
YR, + 7.264 1.361 2.298 -3.362
(0.278) (0.052) (0.092) (-0.136)
INDU, ? -36.124 -35.965 53.204 48.989
(-0.752) (-0.754) (1.158) (1.076)
INDU, ? -34.830 -35.750 20.071 13.251
(-0.772) (-0.788) (0.465) (0.306)
INDU; ? -83.306" -91.063" -35.139 -51.389
(-1.859) (-2.009) (-0.820) (-1.189)
INDU, ? -182.022™" -178.856™" -113.888™ -117.843™
(-3.854) (-3.782) (-2.520) (-2.613)
INDU5 ? -78.496" -73.163 -57.665 -56.076
(-1.759) (-1.643) (-1.351) (-1.320)
INDUj ? -151.505" -155.797" -96.783 -108.643
(-1.755) (-1.799) (-1.172) (-1.316)
A 328 328 328 328
Adj. R? 0.440 0.453 0.426 0.443
F-value 20.788 16.945 19.677 16.293
(p-value) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
e
1 R%k 4 5 id 1%88 F oK 5 *% 4 7 S%BTE R %4 7 i 10% 08T F R o
2.INN% 11 = & $ 8 2. & lacie® 2 437 %)I,INNPpu;E#*,n7 AP R R 2 p13T% v NSIZES &

¥ R RN NDENSS £ 52 %2 %R FRDS & £ 2 B4 45 » FSIZE S £ £ 2 34 FAGE,w GE2 E
FMARS & %25 34 4 5 YR, 52006 £ %8 ; YR, 5 2007 241 %8 INDU, 5 = 44 £ ; INDU, 5 %
W% AL INDU; S %% A £ INDU, 5 e 2 £ INDUs5 3 Rt 2 £ INDU;5 £ 3 d it g % o
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Fa ki 4 CHE S E BEFR I eREEET ET
FpenfEfEa 4 ’ﬁ*%&%#*'&ﬁﬁ ?%ﬁﬂ’@$@@&£4@¥
B $ %% R(NDENS)Z ® fF B F 5 & (5#=2.090 > t £=2.257) -
% AT 2 5F (NDENS))Z i §F (R B % 5 f ( % #c=-0.085 > t E=-1.853) > &f
ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂwkwaﬂﬁﬂ@HMﬂOWWa; Rl S L) T
Ba- P AEAF > - S5 T RS ITH BRI Aa 3 JI3 & FAIRT
22 oa B '},rﬂé‘, i Rd f/‘fﬂ‘l’ﬁ BN ITI L E "gl};}‘ﬁmi\g be BB E v
Yoo Tt o e E b ERSH TBAE > ¥R f ER ERoE o B AIRT

s
25 W]

(w,

¥

..,\

2

S

ZNERREA

SHRPIFTREELIIFN AT Y LR AR vk Bk R
AL TP AT AR }u(]) EP RV LR AE 2 E Q) #
B2 B AIEPA AR £ % CFERFA L B R LV R FEE R A Y5
Thed 5B L6 A\‘%'J“ﬁ”v‘»z\' \T’a\: HBicr - > % ‘ﬁi*ﬁgfréﬁ‘l%ﬁg » 7
“ﬁm’“”ﬁ?%“fﬁ*ﬁiﬁﬁﬁmhﬁ% R S N
P B (INN_Y2) » & % 14 = ’1%%m%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ&mWPmmwg T 5
LEE ,?.F%.:{i%/i(NDENS)\ Glcre- RE TIRD wihEk > o ERBAENT I
(NDENS)RI- et & BT F 5 | o et % o 8 i mﬁy,ﬂ,iﬁﬁg%
WE(NSIZE) % 4 % 24T = 5F (NSIZE) ] e & ST HESS ¥ 08 3 B ¥ 2 5%
5B RAEEFLE

%5 EI{&E“'\’}‘?: %afﬁaﬁ:ﬁk’ u*#%fﬁ']%ﬁ\%é’}iiﬂifg

-’;ﬂ'@

) 4 INN Y2 INN Y2 INNP_Y2 INNP_Y2
s i ke i i e @i i i

(tiE ) (tiE ) (tiE ) (tig)

¥ Boh ? 455877 -467.624" -296.900" -331.7917
(-3.463) (-3.449) (-2.342) (-2.547)

NSIZE + - -8.655 - 1.603
(-0.598) (0.115)

NSIZE® - - -0.437 - -2.478
(-0.130) (-0.768)

NDENS + - 1.810" - 1.632"
(2.454) (2.304)

NDENS’ - - -0.086"" - -0.070""
(-2.359) (-1.983)

FSIZE + 66.381"" 70.028""" 33.060" 33.836"
(3.588) (3.716) (1.856) (1.869)

FRD + 13.219" 12.480™ 12.665™" 11.535™
(2.602) (2.468) (2.589) (2.374)

FRD’ - -3.019° -2.823" -2.962" -2.654"
(-1.865) (-1.755) (-1.900) (-1.717)

FAGE + 1.731° 1.358 2.525™ 2.039"
(1.826) (1.417) (2.767) (2.215)

FMAR + 17204 17.394™" 19.095" 19.604""
(6.691) (6.751) (7.712) (7.920)

YR, + 22.842 17.292 25.108 19.650

(1.133) (0.863) (1.293) (1.021)
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45 SR RAN REANS SHBLITE I BE (F)

. INN_Y2 INN Y2 INNP_Y2 INNP_Y2
BB 55 ﬂﬁﬁx,‘ﬁﬂ{ ﬁ&ﬁlfﬁﬁt ﬂﬁﬁx,‘ﬁﬂ{ Qﬁflfﬁﬁi
(tiE ) (tiE ) (tiE ) (tiE )
YR, + 8915 4.612 6.805 2.621
(0.449) (0.234) (0.356) (0.139)
INDU, ? -14.583 -14.101 48.234 45.907
(-0.400) (-0.389) (1.375) (1.318)
INDU, ? -20.619 -20.063 18.647 14.837
(-0.602) (-0.582) (0.565) (0.448)
INDU; ? -58.552" -63.505" -21.396 -32.013
(-1.722) (-1.844) (-0.654) (-0.968)
INDU, ? -125.669™"" -122.257 -76.529" -77.912"
(-3.507) (-3.404) (-2.218) (-2.258)
INDU: ? -58.089" -54.224 -38.246 -36.534
(-1.716) (-1.603) (-1.173) (-1.124)
INDU;, ? -104.931 -105.486 -66.262 -72.874
(-1.602) (-1.604) (-1.051) (-1.153)
# A~ B 328 328 328 328
Adj. R? 0.407 0.420 0.397 0.412
F-value 18.290 14.913 17.548 14.477
(p-value) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

o

1o*%% 4 57 iE 1%e8g 5k **%% 5%HRE F oK * 4 T i 10% kg F R 8 o
2.INN Y25 v = & 82 % ik 2 BIRTHE PR INNP_Y2 5 10 = #9182 378 B & f1 878 2 41374 20 NSIZE
L4 ¥z eRAH NDENS: iiv\ﬁw?ﬂfi FRD,; $2 FHP ~ S FSIZES & $2 %W FAGE: & %
2 EMFMARS ¥ 2.9 i 4 5 YR, 52006 £ 4] % 8c; YR, 5 2007 # £ 4] %8c; INDU, 5 L 48 &2 % 5 INDU,
LT E B A L INDU; A AT A% INDU, kit 2 £ INDU; 5 3 2 it 2% 5 INDU; L § 3 i
-

foE 62 BEREE SR b e BN H R4 AHRE

YA HAE ER 2 B IEP A E(NN_ YD) FT5 P % 148 8 S(INNP_Y])

FrEAIFTH 2 B R(NDENS)Z Gl R F 0w > 2B AT IR

(NDENS))2. (4 HcRIBEH 5 f % 0 130 3 8 RAC(NSIZE) * 4 % R AT > o8

(NS]ZE)E ‘”K,Li?uﬂ BEDES c R RS 0V UF I AIFTE suaiE R
;\J_»%—Ec‘?ﬂ%ﬂ’““r% 2 W% o

~

% 6 EI{&R“'\’}‘?: 31&_&4;&‘*3‘_',;&; u’*#i’:}'él]%ﬁ-&é;}ii%é%‘

o INN Y1 INN YI INNP_YI INNP YI
IR B
LHn P T apew Y Ty Ty
(tf——é )*** (tf——é )*** (tI)E‘)* (tI)E‘)**
¥ #eg ? -212.029 -220.843 -139.746 -157.451
(-2.863) (-2.896) (-1.947) (-2.133)
NSIZE + - -3.591 - 0.358
(-0.441) (0.045)
NSIZE? - - -0.523 - -1.273
(-0.277) (-0.697)
NDENS + - 0.993 - 0.927
(2.394) (2.310)
NDENS’ - - -0.048 - -0.041
(-2.325) (-2.045)
FSIZE + 29.253 30.889 13.772 14.262
(2.811) (2.914) (1.365) (1.390)
FRD + 7.683"" 7.224" 7.398"" 6.785""
(2.688) (2.540) (2.670) (2.465)
FRD’ - -1.874™ -1.754" -1.822" -1.658"

(-2.058) (-1.939) (-2.605) (-1.893)
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26 WERA R BRIES BERARI L BE (F)

. INN_YI INN_YI INNP_YI INNP_YI
478 i i i il i ke i
(tiE ) (tiE ) (tiE ) (tiE )
FAGE + 1.128" 0.914 1.486 1.225°
(2.116) (1.696) (2.875) (2.348)
FMAR + 10.309"" 10.453"" 11.308™ 11.579"
(7.127) (7.214) (8.066) (8.256)
YR, + 10.384 7.307 13.242 10.199
(0.916) (0.649) (1.205) (0.935)
YR, + 7.735 5329 7.156 4.817
(0.693) (0.481) (0.661) (0.449)
INDU, ? 2.394 2.299 31.947 30.759
(0.117) (0.113) (1.608) (1.559)
INDU, ? 9711 -9.335 8.679 6.992
(-0.504) (-0.482) (0.465) (0.373)
INDU; ? -30.250 -33.622° -11.690 -17.376
(-1.582) (-1.736) (-0.631) (-0.927)
INDU, ? -65.090"" -63.511"" -41.4717 -41.889"
(-3.229) (-3.144) (-2.123) (-2.142)
INDU; ? -32.014" -30.368 -20.531 -19.603
(-1.681) (-1.596) (-1.112) (-1.065)
INDU; ? -56.086 -55.856 -37.241 -40.037
(-1.522) (-1.510) (-1.043) (-1.118)
A i 328 328 328 328
Adj. R? 0.397 0.410 0.393 0.408
F-value 17.554 14.354 17.300 14.245
(p-value) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
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2. INN Y15 2§ & Bn itz & JI s 2 pla7 825 INNP Y15 v1§ & B POz 378 P & {188 2 1374
% ; NDENSS £ %2 %% %R ; FRDS £ £2 F5 4 ~ ; FSIZES %2 4 FAGES & %2 #4# ; FMAR
Sh 2B Ha 4 YR, 520064 24 8 YR, 52007 E £ 4 S8 s INDU, 5 £ 44 % ; INDU, 5 7 %%
¥ A ¥ INDU; T A% INDUZ e 2 ¥ INDU; 2 2+ F 22 2% INDUs R+ B A ¥ -
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R FEIRPFANEAFEOLST R 2T NI FEP anfirip L o P EHE
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27 RREESBHHAIE L PP EHE LR

T INN INN INNP INNP

Rh A G @i e @ §F i ke @i e
(tiE ) (tiE) (tiE ) (tiE )

¥ Heow ? -653.662""" -694.356™" -404.613" -478.443™
(-3.419) (-3.563) (-2.212) (-2.574)
NSIZE + - -9.367 - 6.805
(-0.488) (0.371)
NSIZE? - - -1.150 - -4.380
(-0.258) (-1.032)

NDENS + - 2.400" - 2.083"
(2.452) (2.231)

NDENS® - - -0.110™ - -0.085"
(-2.278) (-1.837)

FSIZE + 99.814™" 104.946™" 50.450™ 50.950°"
(4.071) (4.202) (2.151) (2.139)

FRD + 17.485™" 16.461°" 16.591° 14.949™
(2.594) (2.456) (2.573) (2.338)
FRD’ - -3.766" -3.478 -3.693" -3.233
(-1.756) (-1.633) (-1.800) (-1.592)

FAGE + 2.254" 1.689 3301 2.580"
(1.798) (1.333) (2.751) (2.136)

FMAR + 23.671°" 23.956"" 26.190" 26.976""
(6.947) (7.020) (8.034) (8.289)

INRDM + -142.916 -33.439 -280.056 -49.855
(-0.048) (-0.011) (-0.098) (-0.018)

INRDH + -27.347 7.292 -17.366 -12.920
(-0.045) (0.012) (-0.030) (-0.022)

YR, + 21.269 17.174 19.843 15.138
(0.632) (0.515) 0.616) (0.476)
YR, + 4511 1.453 -1.147 -4.495
(0.150) (0.049) (-0.040) (-0.158)
INDU, ? -22.784 -35.666 71.867 54.315
(-0.258) (-0.407) (0.851) (0.650)

INDU, ? -34.248 -35.869 20.534 13.560
(-0.738) (-0.770) (0.463) (0.305)

INDU; ? -83.775" -91.155™ -36.023 -51.567
(-1.829) (-1.971) (-0.822) (-1.169)

INDU, ? -182.626 " -178.246" -113.096" -118.257"
(-2.636) (-2.571) (-1.706) (-1.788)

INDU;, ? -84.280 -73.104 -65.270 -58.499
(-1.590) (-1.372) (-1.287) (-1.151)

INDUj ? -161.840 -155.534 -109.948 -112.802
(-1.595) (-1.540) (-1.133) (-1.171)

A~ 328 328 328 328
Adj. R 0.437 0.450 0.423 0.439
F-value 17.907 15.064 16.954 14.484
(p-value) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
CE
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2.INN% u;ﬁma;%ﬁ BeirR 2 pIFTHE 2 INNPS 1 2 & a2 374 P & Jl 88 2 13745 2 NSIZE S &
%2 %R NDENSS 42 %% %R  FRDS £ ¥ 2 F# ik » 5 FSIZES & %2 R4 FAGES f %2 &
#  FMARS £ %2 % %4+ ;INRDM5 A X T30 5 %R ; INRDH: A XN FE R R BB 257 3O 7 2
PR R T YR, 52006 £ S8 5 YR, 5 2007E £ S8 s INDU, S X S8 4 % 5 INDU, 5 § %6 % i
WAL INDU;S £F 4% INDU, 3 Ak A% INDUs: 25 Rt A% INDUsS 2 3 i g % o

o TR BT PERGFERL T A AE R SRR
A %—Jﬁ%ﬁ:ﬁ—ﬁf)‘/‘ itz % & (SUPNET)T® 5 #41 »
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T e B LR A Eik = P &;_gﬁ, z:rs oA &%&(NDENS)E' %«E%‘Lﬁ 2
FE A REHRLT (NDENSZ)E'J 57 HEL é EE & @ ) U 2| M
A R R T
%8 PRANESHEHAAME I BP HHERAREL
oy INN INN INNP INNP
U A " e e e i
(tig) (tiE ) (tiE ) (tiE )
¥ How ? -667.932""" -689.014™" -417.060™ -474.645™"
(-3.823) (-3.841) (-2.496) (-2.776)
NSIZE + - 9.602 - 6.191
(-0.502) (0.340)
NSIZE? - - -1.174 - -4397
(-0.265) (-1.042)
NDENS + - 2.402" - 2.096"
(2.471) (2.262)
NDENS® - - -0.110™ - -0.085"
(-2.282) (-1.840)
FSIZE + 99.700™*" 103.669" " 48.719" 48.597""
(4.014) (4.129) (2.051) (2.031)
FRD + 17.563"" 16.510™ 16.728"" 15.087"
(2.618) (2.476) (2.607) (2.374)
FRD? - 3777 -3.478 -3.708" -3.242
(-1.767) (-1.640) (-1.814) (-1.604)
FAGE + 2.263" 1.737 3368 26727
(1.793) (1.367) (2.791) (2.206)
FMAR + 23.662"" 24.022"" 26.259"" 27.087""
(6.956) (7.062) (8.072) (8.355)
SUPNET + 2.287 8.284 11.070 16.451
(0.098) (0.351) (0.497) (0.732)
YR, + 24.704 17.212 24.269 16.947
(0.928) (0.652) (0.953) (0.673)
YR, + 7311 1.451 2.523 3.182
(0.279) (0.056) (0.101) (-0.129)
INDU, 2 -35.724 -34.369 55.143 52.158
(-0.740) (-0.716) (1.194) (1.140)
INDU, 9 -34.739 -35.440 20.508 13.867
(-0.768) (-0.780) (0.474) (0.320)
INDU; ? -82.959" -89.500" -33.462 -48.286
(-1.843) (-1.962) (-0.777) (-1.111)
INDU, ? -181.675™ -177.570" -112.208™ -115.288"™
(-3.830) (-3.739) (-2.473) (-2.547)
INDU: 9 -78.759" -73.826" -58.937 -57.393
(-1.759) (-1.654) (-1.376) (-1.349)
INDU;, ? -150.781" -153.702° -93.277 -104.481
(-1.737) (-1.768) (-1.124) (-1.261)
¥ A 328 328 328 328
Adj. R? 0.439 0.452 0.425 0.442
F-value 19.243 15.966 18.245 15.394
(p-value) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
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2. INN: 1= #4502 % FI BB 2 AIFTH 22 s INNP A M= E a2 378 P & 188 2 13745 5 s NSIZES &
¥2 R QW NDENS: L 42 % 2B FRD: § ¥ 2 P I~ FSIZEH £ ¥ 2 A FAGE: f $2 Ed
FMAR: & #2.% #ii 4 SUPNET: & %4 %2 4 & 'YR,;;20063 B4 %8 YR, 5 2007 & £24) % 4 s INDU,
LLERAE S INDU, 5T % % XA ¥ INDU; S AT A% S INDU, S el A ¥ 5 INDUsS 25 Flott
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