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(M&N), At FRIRH 72 £ Z et 3 Wt & fF ik (H AR LMD & FFRTHIRF R L&S
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and Nguyen(1995, 1999; Kaplan(2000), fi{fTry#T7E 57 £ 241 F event stud-
ies, L J capital asset pricing modeéif) ## 5 7 iy & H % (E 2 5, /3G DUEH]§E
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Bk, EEHRIYS-9F, SPEMBSHEEENRES. 2) EENRIRRES
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ity, RLP) ; . "HHESSEIEES) ) TR

RLP; = —4 1)

;E’QEFI, LP” = VAZJ/TE”, ALP] = 1/TL E?:l LPZ']',

545



e 32 : 4 (2004)

RLP;;: @ g AH S UL B J SRV TE B S5 B AR 7E T,

LP;: i WP 55 Bl 4 2 77,

ALP;: VY7 Bh 5 7 =& Wi s - 18 55 Bl A 7 T,
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HIERER T, A @ &/ NEITERI LUK o 8 B v BYfd 512X, T B 55T =0
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1.04) . REHFEERE (73515 0.949, 0.9948 5, LG REUREE RS

® IR T8 5 TE ZORHIE 85 [FI%0K), vk 315 85 FIR A 1, BRI BLLL 84 FIfUE,
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®3 WBNMEBEED

bl L BT A# RLP RTFP

B OF g 186 360.91 2.4338 1.0955
=i it 156 113.03 1.7122 1.0407
KRG PEREE 5,954 29.24 0.9485 0.9935

BRI (F & BT

®4 EHBERKSHBEEEBEENESERNEE

— BRI & DERRS
RLP RTFP RLP RTFP
B e BRORH B E 3 1.6270  0.9563 1.8041  0.9907
e 1.6508  1.1940 1.5743  1.0119
AR . BREfS R AR L BESE 2.5006 1.3387 1.5825 1.2106
AREE . AR AR B 0.9923 0.9704 3.8371  1.1932
B EET = 54189 1.6424 1.0094  0.9032
LM R 8E S 0.8896  1.0469 1.3849  1.0103
e i a3 2.2125 1.0111 2.2960 1.0504
¥ R L s 1.9796  1.0572 1.9233  1.0659
IS B Y B R BlE g 2.4442  1.0468 1.8840  1.0243
SBEAT S 3.6121 1.1720 1.3663  1.0104
SBmBL T ERLESE 1.7441  1.0810 1.4406  1.0969
B E f E Bl 2 1.7171  1.0727 1.2915  0.9741
BRE TR ELE SRl % 2.0415 1.0330 1.2626  1.0250
g T BB BRI 3.3449  1.2259 1.4556  1.0946
FE o R S 2 3.3769 1.7253 1.0585  0.9390
Hoth T 38 7 8E 2 2.2464  1.0891 1.8544  1.1279

BRI TR IR R B FUAE R, (R B 1T E
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WP B T RE 2 B & OF T Ry, 1T # & OF A W R 1B 359 R & OF RO MR 3 42 12 17188
=, RN & OF RS (6 7 & OF 28 2 DB = Yk P, E R & pF B 52 B Managerial
discipline VB £ s N AHRT &, 11 B Managerial synergy theorg i —2(, [t
Sh, B E T RIS (LIS & OB i & PRI RS ) /Y RLP EE RTRPRYFEE & H
8%, BN a A JTHEA BB ERER.

< 472 & OF R e B A & G R P YO A S0 A R DR S TEE SR IB Y, ERRZ SR
HIBRT Bt R BRI BLESE | AR SR B L BE 2 | (LM B ELE S, W& bf
e A RE 3 A E TS B s e A1, LAt 2 S V2 S O ke EL S B kR Ry
K, Bl KBRS 3 B LB R LS R DL A b & 0 R 2, AR LRI
FEXEBITE &0 ARRLHEEE XSO, EL G HER G RS
BB RN E], & R AR AR, et rIee R TR HAEE S, SHAEE
JIBOR B HAth 2 SERY s, AL EE RS S, RLP B RTFPRYFE R AL —F, A2
RTFPE % RLP # (K,

4. REGTEHEHERA

41 BEAHRRINEFERE

FH DA BRI, RS B E PR S RV R 2, S & OF R Eh RN, &
DfMars & OFRTE LR B AR BT FER ERE . —, AR A Zonss
B, BOE & F R R A B R A

G R YRR R R, BRI E R —( Z TR B B MAge o0, ST
MAsge—go BB E R E R 1, UM 1E R 86 - 2 90 £F ] 8 1€ & ff g
P B E Ry 0, USRI P 1E R Bl 86 222 90 IR A & 1T fy. MAgs_g0 Z
TUEFRE RN

Y1 = XiB1 + €4, (6)
MA l, if Y1, >0
897 Vo, if yu<o’
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1, Y1, Fy— latent variable fUZR R & O EL A HUFEAR, X Ry BMRS & ff
TRIVR R, EIERE G HFRTRIAEE ST . RReg AR, DU Bl (2 B — R
i GHFRTEETIRETT . BEHRRESETT . & 04 E IR s AR ARy
A NE, LA TR B R ST H L T35 58 RN SE 1 i e B, B S 2 BUE,
g; ~ N(0,1),

412 HHERAAERERIREY

ATt Ffr R R AR P o OF B B BB SR, 22 St DR R, T B 2 R Aok
G ot & GBI E R, (X G OF MRS IR BRI TR R 8D, A
RIS & OF 9B 5, $2 R0 B RS & OF B IRV R A0 T

Rax 1 SRESAYIRSRIER
G ORI E I RORRIRL RS, S A B R & Of HARe R, A E S 6
57 L=y~ G S

EEWRJTRBIMGR, B T PORER 5 A TS, BUHREFHF, S
R B R A B BRI R R R, A i R RIS, R E B L& 0f
TR, FRAMAE & R SRS A R B PR Y4 7R #H 5w . Jensen and Ruback983)
b GOt TE S OERT A L E A E IR . M 7R
BRGSO E IR (MR i TR BGE ) 1 #0822 P SR A v, DUE i
FCER R, RIERM & Of A Ry, A E RS, AR IEET
R P REZE B — TR, WRra i AR AR, BER AR, s FH
B ZRET ), AN ETRE SR IR R 1T Ry, RS i1 ETHE
BrENEIS RN, S 2, S OFRTAE T E & fER BT BE R R
BE% 2 BMEHAENE
MR R, 2 HE I BB SR AR, AR H BN r sE B IR AT,

Doms and Dunne1994) HyHf 52, $E Mg MR K/ N2 R E AR B TE IR
HE R R, MrEH & 0T R RN el i Ry — T & 1Tk (Andrade et al., 2001,
R g P AR AR, A AT REIC B A OH R E, TR H 2 IR Al RE 2 TR IR,
IRENE R B B R, KA R .
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B3 BENE
4 T BT 1795 8 K, BT 25 D T R B AR

R#Z Gort (1969 HIFE IR, RN G HHE BN 2 B AE KA ST
BRERERBR R, REE S8 AR R, B mrE R Es& R
T A IES B = AT, IR St 1T & DR B B Rt mh A o, 1T o AP BBE DL
KRR AT LU P 1 g s 7 T 35 _E B SR AR R 2t &, AR BT S SE th iR S
MERTS ERYE AR RS . Frlla]m, b B G 0T REIRER Al RE
e =& i e A T 55 05 8 2R Ol ) oK B 7t

5% 4 AR EFBESHITREERER.

Telser(1984, 1987 ¢ i35 2k B 1Y /4 FE $R 5 & OF 175 Bh B W s i 3% =2 HH Y
RELR, i T —{E E BSOS B B g P B0 2 K HE R TEAHRR L AU
i 530, 75 196941, Gort th g #& g H: fE—EEREN, MRy & G 1T Ry Bl
HEMEMm A B HIEIERBRG. HE2S—HH, RHEEm AR bR
#t (growth maximization hypothesigyE22 (411 Marris, 1964; Amihud and Ley,
1981) HIIEE R B B s g B /s R Y R B Rl =, DRI R A BR AN & R 17 8 (i
AL AbEa it s ER R R, KR, Mebar & 0F 17 Bl R&D
FE R A MRIR1R. RIBMIHZE BN IR & TR 207 L E &, RS
B g e ] REER T & Telsertyam®h,, KRy = A #1T R&D HYRERS, Ry liE R&D
HIE SR B B Ml 40, HEn RS, JEE LR E & 0 EF R&D 50 R&D
FSRAIRR RS (R&D B ARA TS, HIRFHEATEE, B A, & OFRI SRS 7] iE
R/ A BRSBTS ST, @ R AREERR (2002 WYRA SEHE HH ¥
FHIR&D R (B BB A FIRIHESE J1, RIBRAS SO 7 T 38 V5 Bh B & OF
1T RA IEFRR,

1 2 o g fAe R A B UL 1 F 2 0 R R e R AR Y 22 ST (MeGue-
kin and Nguyen, 1995, 1999 A {2 il ik i # & E J BELAR A ] A A SUBCR, PAK
FE S A R PR B, A R S BB B SE (1D 1) o /578 3E (ID13) . B
e B it B EL AP 1 B SRR SE (1D 1a) « ARER . AR AR B BLRRZE (1D 1) . ED
Rl K5 B 252 (ID1o) . (LERMRBLRAZE (ID21) . (LERELGRERAE (1ID22) . WE
BULBIRZE (1D2s) . FE BRI B BUIKSE (ID26) . EBEATZE (ID27) . &
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JB BB SE (1D2g) . BEAE fR BRRIEECSE (1D20) . I KB T 1A A1 B
FAEECZE (IDay) . iE TARMEECSE (IDs2) . FEE G BRI (IDss), KT
REAFEEENBEE ST REGEANE. G FRRAIE (6) A HdHy
SRR S:

R"O HHRIRAAREE

BEG  BEEE i Il REEE
MAgs_oo0 iR & BB (HEHE B i{%ﬁ—B%ﬁﬁéﬁ; 0:% 0030 0171

RLP EUIGEE e IR =) DL 84 sErHB 25 ENEET]  0.9860  2.417

Kt &

RTFP EOfRiHS R EREES  LI84 FEAHAMEEREE 09992 0.3181
Tt &

EMP BT A PIBAFEE T N = 39.30 241.55

CR4 FEFRETE LI 85 @8 0.2274  0.1746
FREEEN CRAKE &

LNRD*  ffgeEdasEr Pl 84 FEffEEr HAyEHSR  0.753 2.379
HEE R &, PTEEsZH
HAL BT

ID; Iz Filllti:34 31 XA 16 #, FrEMEZES, %k D1,
ID13, ID14, ID18, - - -, D33, HA FEE (78
FEERHRE

AR« R IR R RRE 22 K (153.622) 1 R 8 (7% (8.05) tiiRE, HUNE A
B, BRFEAT RS H R 0 rIRR, R EREHRE, Al H S 0,

42 HEEHEEENTENEE

M&N (1995 KR 52, & FRET M & OF T R B S RES BE H A FE TI #2719 th
P33R, FET R G A MRRE LU IR A & B B IR RO R = O A E T Bk
KRR, HEA -HESEENE, EMMEEEI S, KRG o S
TR R INERGE, FTLARHE T s & BT R rTREE I A HETE, B,
AAERRRT MR & G T R & O RTR A E TR R R LIBALR, &
FE T R & 0HT R Ry — N AR B B, 3%E Treatment Effect ModebfE 1T & 7E 7>
.
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421 HEHGT

R TR MEG T REEEETRERCHE, 5B R a It rIRER
& H POEE (self selection YRR, KM, Joax LMk 2 5 & HF R R SR AL,
ML a S A E IR BIREL, 52, b & 0 Bl G A S 8 —
BN E=E, WHERRREMEES SRR RER DR G HEEE T
AL LR Treatment Effect Model f& 8125 E 41

Y1 = XiB1 + €4, (7)
MA l, if Y1, >0
887 o, if yu<o’
Y2, = aMAge_gg + Z;0 + u;, (8)

P, Yo iR B, FORRR R 4 A TR 3R, MAge—gs P 7E I 86
FEBBFELA IR, Z, /B L E T RERIER, G5 M
WG OFRTAEETT . MR, PR R . GO9I R EZRRIRY
FEHURE, 0. o M B /2 HUE. HRMRREE D & 0FREH — L8 M A& € 1Y
Rtk Ry— A 428, A0RTak (4.D 1480 ((6) Bl (7) SNAYZE R, EERFTITE
HIEART N E], R A TRV E R A BER 222 89 4%, (At (7) R A REH B MK
86 F£F 88 5 & HFHYIRTRAEAL) . HAL (7) =AN (8) P HYRRZEH ei N ws
BAEMBRANE — BRI BB, R0

won() 29
0 p 1

B, BN oK (i, ;) R TTH G, fHETEE, B (uie) FHRA, 10 E
MAsgegg iy — IR EL, AT FI I S RBRELR 2R A 5T BRI BT B R

L= ] /Ooo¢>2(uf,5i)dei>< I1 /Ooo¢2(uf,ei>dei.

MAgs_go=1 MAgs_90=0" "

" BiIR Treatment Effect Mode¥ £l 41 %5, 7] 2 B Greend 2000) ,
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=, 2, ) R ITAREE GO,

ur — Y2 — aMAge_gg — Z;0

i >
Oy

g = Y1 — Xif3.

A A e AR A (S SRR Ay 22 8, Treatment Effect Model {5 51
FESR, ATANEE — A (8) AL ET RS R AHLLEL . 7E Treatment Effect ModelR, =]
EETE & PRI AR B & PRI < TSP A E DR R Z=R, 10 F:

#(X;i3)
(X;8)(1 - @(X;0))

E(Yzi!MAse—sss:l) - E(Yzi!MAse—sss:O) =a+0ue (10)
FH (10) XA %0, B & FFIRRE AE A & GRS < S E A E TR =
PRAFEWIE, 7 DL — TR (8) AL ETI, B & ORI & 0f
WM o S A E TR RN ZERE o H, HHRBEE - HER (8) X
FrfdEt iy o A RR, &R EIRE (10) XGEr95 —H., K, FIH
Treatment Effect Modeff) i 51 SR A BES 2] o HYIERE(LEHE, 1M1 E A (10)
N A REIEME IR (EH & O MR R ST R B Z S,

422 SHERIPEGTEIRE
iy W R & DR R AR B TR S G IN, A SR AR A 2 ST B sk i &, iR
G PFFREfE /2 86-88 4, AL METE 89-84 4 i AH ¥ 4 FE JIR R R 3 (48
B, B4 E IR R & 5 =
(1) (RLP89— RLP84) /0.5 x (RLP89+ RLP84), ) GROWTHZE T3,
(2) INRLP89— In RLP84,[, LNRLP8984% 775,
(3) InRTFP89— In RTFP84,}) LNRTFP8984% 7%,
B AR E R B R R S B O B S G OF Y AR S B — 2 L ) 47

Eanr:
(1) W7 & Of B 75 O o #6032 3 (MA g6_ss)

WS OB R b T RS AR EE T, BEAMERHE M&N (1995, 1999 HYHf 5T

b, fl 1S B e R B S O T R IR, HAENNRERSREERE
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B OFT R B R, DRI, (o 8 B B A T RO B R SR I Ry IEAH R

(2) iz g AR B2 A & BFHY 22 SUIE (MALNEMP)
FH R P & OF 1T Ry rT eE & IR R i AR R 3 AR E 1A RO 2, (Rt
T AU o A R P AR AR B 5 B RO 2 SO, DT RS HF B S B s ML R A
B & HI 2 (M&N, 1995)

(3) g e AR LB 5 R AR 1Y 22 SOH
GO EAFEIA A E DB T RET F], KL IREE & By =R 7KF
afft. EEEHNZALEH =G OAIRE, DIH. V Ml C = {5 fE 2 5
Ko, HRy L R IE FF a0 V R L R MBI EEES
Of C R 1, Ronaira B2 A a0, o nliH. V. C HE R
HIAEES 2 X IE, DL HLNEMP | VLNEMP #1 CLNEMP 275, DAZr AN ] & ff
M A R

HAt R 8 AR D Ry RI AT

(4) & BFRTA ST (LNRLP)
FE M&N (1999 BB 721, A In RLP {E Ry 22 B v 22 7 ) iR R AT IA]
FRo X BHCH R A E TR R THIHE B AR A

(5) g HLAR (In EMP)
Davis and Haltiwanger1992) fi5 Hi: ifi i 42 2 1 B il = 3R & 52 21 e o AR Y
B R H BRI HEE

(6) B 728 2 & <7 HY (LNRD)
#F 2 3Tk (Romer, 19903 3R i 5t B 28 [ 31 bl v 1Y £ 7 0 H IERU 2 B A
o R, FHIH LNRD $f g HO 42 2 TR =R B TS 1E,

(7) 2 S 1 e e 2
EZERIN AT RE R B M A E TR RV E R AR . K, Ap5eLUE
SRR B Bkt &, AB RS TS B ESE, ST R+ T
FE #E3 BOR Fo, B il o P2 5 F R o v 2 S T e UM I

SH.V 1 C = (@5 SR AR iyl =, — R R R T —(E & GFro i
# MAge_gs, 5 FHIRA H. V F1 C = i 2 B Al & 38 AL AR M B S RO RTRE, — R N & O O R B 8 30
Fo— WAL, S DUH LV R C = {6 i S BoE (5 DRV HE B g, NS5 H .V . C RAEMAY
IR, R PL HLNEMP . VLNEMP #1 CLNEMP 2 5347~ [ & O R S A 2R E D2 B UR.
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5. HEBRESH

ARICEH T ERET M & OFI BN, FERRT & frRIBmE EE TR GRS, R
& G ORI A E T RS R A, LR R S P A E TR R EE
BHEANRE,. &6HE 7RG H RGN & O RIGEEF R A E IR, K687
HIZERIER SR 6 I REEE — S OfRT 4 E D DI H 5 814 E ] (RLP) i &,
M 7 QL& GFETE S R A E T (RTFP) 2k &, K6 Bk 7 g E
—{EEAL, AL | 2 RLP, g rg SR (EMP) YRR ARBETY, AT 11 5 — KA, T
AL 2 R AR H 5 R e 5 1 e 4

ez 6 Al HERR O bR E, AL vs. AL 1R J5{E Ry 518.41, i 2
SRR, SREL vs. AL BY-RT5{E R 215.97, RIEEEEL N1 38R R
£, EREHRIRIE H A A JTRCR MRS, AT RER & O Marse, H SR B IERR
R, BREASSCATHE HH B SRR R R R B R R AV B &, JRBREE 1 Jensen and
Ruback 1983) 1y # 5, 7RA1 & OF M rE & PF A L= AL E ST AN &«
FER IR B R AT IR, 75 RLP SEF] 11k 45 1 RSP B0k 40 A0,
PSR G ORISR & T, Bem AR B RE IR, U R SR A,
IR TS5 OHT R, B & OHT R M U AR, IR BRI UK HY
PR R REE I & OFACGETT IR, AT H 2 B R TR AR, & R A B 5
— #1154 6,000 A (RLP #%65PH 80, Al & HEE SR (K. R&D L HIY
REEMETEE, EERRIEH R&D B, & 1T & 0F, MR ERRE
Telser(1987) iff 3% 15 Eh B & O 1T R IE[MIBA (%, ARG 20 Marris (1964)FTEHY
B T B A RO RR B R, TR R 47 PRI & BF 1T AN EE T T 3 O R

FERETRREEE, 5HEFERRIES, Mg AlBE & E5 6,
HIEE Gort (1969 A HH AR &, AR EERR I B L r] Rk, 5
REEE B, MERETERMAEHEERG LS 0 (EEREX)
R, A ] S IR SR rh R (RER T 2 &), RIRUR AR T SRR B B
CRA SR E T, NFEIESE, HRHEFREEMGEG (EETEEFERE.
PISNEHE) A (5], 50 W e R AL 5 OF SRS B AT REHRUR AN [F] o Bt S BRRR B ARR
. LEMRREIREE . (LBRRRGE3 . BEEATR. BB TS
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x6 HMESHRRNEZHER (EENURLPEHE)

EEL Al S AL
- ~1.484 ~1.981 2172
(—30.01) (43.17) (-22.93)
aLp 0.052* 0.496%** 0.524%+
(1.708) (18.44) (18.192)
EMp 0.793E-3* 0.210E-2%** 0.201E-2%**
(2.383) (4.43) (4.316)
LNRD 0.166%** 0.135%+* 0.126%**
(20.402) (17.43) (15.539)
CRa 0.493%+* 0.513%** —0.327%
(4.76) (4.38) (2.21)
—0.021%* 0.023%*
RLP2 (—10.73) (-10.593)
—0.154E-6%* —0.148E-6%*
EMP2 (—4.42) +4.35)
~0.3096*** " 0.304E-3%**
RLPx EMP (—5.46) (-5.376)
D 0.611%**
1 (5.22)
0.166
ID13 (1.22)
0.429%
D14 (—2.54)
D 0.470%*
18 (2.74)
D ~0.198E-02
19 (—0.01)
0.970%*
D21 (4.59
D 0.860%**
22 (7.02)
0.232%
ID2s (2.13)
0.382*
ID26 (2.56)
D 0.808***
27 (6.39)
~0.058
ID2s (—0.56)
0.188*
D29 (1.80)
D 0.798%+
31 (7.58)
0.433%+*
D32 (3.78)
0.320%
D33 (2.11)
Log likelihood function—2612.961 —2353.757 —2245.772
Chi squared 754.80 666.69 650.16

SAEH: 1. % 0.1 8, ¥ 0.05 B3, »*: 0.01 BEEw
2. 15K Z {56
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R7 BESHRRWEEER (EENDURTFP&HE)

EEL Al S AL
~1.769 —2.099 2111
B (—28.040) (-17.096) (16.725)
0.351 %+ 0.807** 0.786%**
RTFP (7.056) (5.348) (5.091)
0.814E-3** 0.245E-3%* 0.181E-3**
EMP (2.409) (2.173) (2.126)
0.170%* 0.159%* 0.152%*
LNRD (21.732) (23.048) (21.575)
0.483%** 0.464%% ~0.895E-1
CR4 (4.710) (4.413) £0.697)
—0.145%+ ~0.136%
RTFP2 (—4.348) (-4.020)
—0.138E-6** 0.139E-6**
EMP2 (—4.264) (-4.285)
0.128E-2 0.134E-2
RTFPx EMP (0.853) (0.875)
D 0.266%*
1 (2.786)
~0.112
ID13 (—1.017)
D 0573
14 (—3.829)
D 0.230
18 (1.506)
D —0.300E-1
19 (—0.240)
D 0.557%+
21 (3.300)
D 0.610%**
22 (6.051)
o 0.323E-1
25 (0.387)
D 0.130
26 (1.009)
D 0.675%*
27 (6.341)
—0.189**
ID2s (—2.182)
o 0.693E-1
29 (—0.878)
D 0.463%*
31 (5.955)
D 0.328%*
e (3.542)
o 0.961E-1
33 (0.749)
Log likelihood function—2698.776 —3645.042 —2554.863
Chi squared 341.68 449.16 631.24

SAEH: 1. % 0.1 8, ¥ 0.05 B3, »*: 0.01 BEEw
2. 15K Z {56
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MEGE BN ERRG LB GOHT R, HIABEEE 05D, ATeE#:E &
FE S T 25 WY E B AR MR (L BB AR (LAY E i, IR KRR A A B2 A AR
R, ALEEARSE . BT ERER L —FE.

R 7 HIAGREL R 6 ARG RAZUHRE, EREE RN SR UE R BT E S
BIEARAL I B, R 7 E B REUN AR ERLEET] (RTFP $ &
DFRIRC B R I, (B H CRBA B A 31 55 B A2 2 DR K, B R I FE R P Y RTFP
ORI & AT & OFRIREER B R, HA B By (R BUE R EL 5% 6 A0 23T, Ik,
F 6. FTHYE R REREE T A SR H AT TR SRR Y BB B DL M AR
SR, R bt Fe it R B & O 1T s I AU BR PR ARG A o

8.9, 10 BigraE A o R A E N RRREZENEERR, 8.9,
10HYAEE TR RN BT A, & 8 M Growth(RLP FyEKER), &
9 £ INRLP89— InRLP84,% 10 2 fH In RTFP89— In RTFP84f & ° [tk 4f, 7%
1551 H B — 1R AU Bd TEM model 875 58, DAA] FL i B — 18 B A i B AY fR

FH7 8. 9. 10 HREHRE R I /I, 54 & HFHVHE B2 B (MAgsss) FREUITH
& I 1E, BUR KB 86-88E A & Mk tHA R & PR MR fH A £ EE D HYBR
R, BRE g & 0F R 2 S A ESCRIVENHE, H 8 M&N (1995, 199947 H
n ol — 2. HER BB REIN S, B RAGRENEL. Hit, R
IR G DR B B B E R — AR BB, A B A ST R R B A fRRR

BEA, B T o3 M W s MR B 5 B Y2 SORCR,, s Rk AR B i e 2 A5
DFEIMHERIE (MALNEMP) filt AREAY, B GBS R I R EUR &, AT R
RO IR & IR, FL AR EE JTHY R AR B RUR B N R 18 55 5 R IRF s /]
R4, & B AU 78 B R i AL AR HU AH 3 3H HLNEMP . VLNEMP F1 CLNEMP = ({§
B, AT BT R &, Br o fHEEE @R SRR R &, B B
At g P AR B 1 B S Y 2 OBUR A — 2

RIS 8. 9. 10 =fE4: & Sl R AR AVEEF AL (TEM (1) BIAh TG, F)
RAAR (10) AIFtER GO ERE & M EE T ER (28 K
1D, FEH MR B R g BUROE T, ST RS IR n] 3831 KB 84-884E ],

9 RLP 5 RTFPHUE B, 7 A FETAER, 2 5 B BL s T R,
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*8 MEEHHEENTENER — LIGROWTH BikEiEEE

&AL (I) TEM (1) B A TEM (I

Constant —0.380*** —0.384*** —0.380*** —0.384***
(-10.92) (-11.01) (-10.92) (-11.01)
0.404** 0.806*** 0.392** 0.798***
MAgs_gg
(2.49) (3.92) (2.40) (3.86)
LNRLP —0.492*** —0.498*** —0.492*** —0.499%***
(—55.52) (-54.81) (-55.54) (-54.85)
LNEMP 0.122*** 0.123*** 0.122*** 0.123***
(18.43) (18.50) (18.45) (18.52)
MALNEMP —-0.032 —0.057* — —
(—0.96) (-1.68)
0.009** 0.004 0.009** 0.004
LNRD
(2.55) (1.03) (2.53) (1.00)
HLNEMP — — -0.013 —0.038
(—0.37) (-1.06)
VLNEMP — — —0.033 —0.058
(—0.92) (-1.61)
CLNEMP — — —0.045 —0.069*
(~1.26) (-1.95)
n 6108 6108 6108 6108
RZ/U 0.3667 0.5366 0.3668 0.5365
P — —0.2725*** — —0.2759***
Log likelihood — —5382.3839 — —5380.9498

SEA: 1. R?/o Bl|h, B — AR R, TEM & ol
2.* 0.1 g5, **: 0.05 FHZE, ***: 0.01 FHE®

- FEINARs Z {E#

- EFERIRES T, RYI

= o
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BYIEEY — Ll LNRL P8984 % #% AR =% Bl

oV —
B A (1) TEM (1) B — A1) TEM (1)
constant —0.507% —0.510%+ —0.507 —0.510%
onsta (~12.66) (12.74) (-12.66) (12.74)
0.628%* 0.993%+ 0.613*** 0.979%%
MAge_ss
(3.36) (4.63) (3.26) (4.54)
NRLP —0.646% 0651 —0.646% —0.652%
(~63.32) (-63.02) (-63.35) (-63.06)
NEMP 0.157%% 0.157%% 0.157%% 0.157%*
(20.54) (20.61) (20.57) (20.63)
VALNEMD ~0.066* ~0.088* — —
(~1.70) (-2.28)
0.013%% 0.009** 0.013%* 0.009%*
LNRD
(3.29) (2.06) (3.27) (2.04)
LNEMP — — —0.042 —0.064
(~1.00) (-1.55)
VLNEMP _ — ~0.067 ~0.090%*
(~1.63) (-2.18)
CLNEMP _ — —0.081% —0.104*
(~1.99) (2.54)
n 6108 6108 6108 6108
R2/o 0.4246 0.5365 0.4247 0.6164
o — 0.2758%+* — —0.2158%+
Log likelihood _ —6236.3383 _ —6234.641

SEA: 1. R?/o Bl|h, B — AR R, TEM & ol

2.% 0.1 3, **: 0.05 B, ** 0.01 BE#
- FEIA R Z {E&
- EERIRBS TR, R HE

= o
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# 10 WEESHBEEENZEMEE - LI LNRTFP8I84 R iF e &

B (1) TEM (1) B RI(I1) TEM (1)
consant —0526E-2  _0868E-4 _ —0.500E-2 0.430E-5
onsta (—0.58) (0.01) (-0.55) (0.001)

0.188%* 0.420%% 0.185%* 0.423%%
MAgs_gg
(3.07) (6.92) (3.00) (6.86)
_0.925%*  _0.926%* 0925w —0.927
INRTFP
(—107.26) (141.09) (107.28) (141.13)
NEMP 0.225E-2  —0.144E-2 0229E-2  —0.149E-2
(0.89) (-0.56) (0.91) 0.58)
ALNEMD —0.030% —0.049%+ — —
(—2.36) (4.18)
LNRD 0.337E-3  —0.170E-2 0315E-3  —0.176E-2
(0.25) 1.23) (0.24) €1.27)
UNEMP — — —0.023 —0.043%
(—1.72) 3.72)
VLNEMP — — —0.030** —0.048*
(—2.17) (-3.37)
CLNEMP — — —0.035+ —0.055*+
(—2.59) (-3.85)
n 6043 6043 6043 6043
R%/o 0.6569 0.207 0.6571 0.207
P — 0,375+ — —0.383%+
Log likelihood — —5064.44 — ~5060.21

WEA: 1. R?/o Fllrh, B —fEAR R, TEM f o

2. % 0.1 g8 **: 0.05 B, **: 0.01 FEE®

- FEIARs Z {585

=~ w

- ESERIRES N B, R
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x 11 SHEASHEBEREHEENESNZE

EETIRERME R X et KPEH EEAGH 2 ZHLEH
RLP89— RLP84

20.04%  32.62% 27.60% 25.18%
0.5(RLP89+ RLP84) ° ’ ’ °
InRLP89— In RLP84 4521%  49.14% 42.97% 40.03%

InRTFP89-— In RTFP84 6.71% 7.66% 6.71% 4.99%

AFAIFF 8.9, 10 TEM {3t 5, F1I F &= (10) 3 (56

B & DR LR S DF i 89 1| 84 4F UAH B 4% Bl A= ST HY B R 3R (Growth)
= H 29.04%, Tfij RLP84 %] 89 £E 14 1)1 45.21%, 8 M&N (1995) B 25 4 5 5 A
ks 10% tHELER, 8GR E RS MR ERERESHER S, E7]
REE 5 AP AR, &R BRI, FAEETRERS ., B
RTFPI &, ¥4 /1 6.71%,fH%f RLP A/ NME %,

R =G EERRERNER, QIRER 8.9, 10 TEM (1) A
HIfd a5, R A=K (10) RETE, [RIARH, 78 5 (i st SO Ry S-S B & 1
T, ATEIZKSE & DR R R & Dk s GrowthiSH 32.62% 2 B & fif = HH 27.60%,
% bR 25.18% 75 L) In RLP89—In RLP84 K, In RTFP89-In RTFP847k &,
BARETRKEEHNEENTRERER BEGHRCEZALEGH RN, -
O A E T EUR FRAI B D RLP i BRI RR R EA® N RTFP R,
B ARER B AE G ii R, BIMABR S, IR e ATEIREVHE A&, IS E)
EETIEMEZS, HHEENEERASS, B ElmHENEE,
i RTFPHyIE NER A, & FFRTHYAEZE T (In RLP) B¢ (In RTFP) {RE 557 R &,
ERTHIAR (B ER — 2, FRENERRIRY 4 2 D B AR 2 TR R B A M B AR, MRS
FIE (In EMP) ORI 5% R &, B M&N (1995) FE 28 5 SR AN [A], BE R HH fsig
7INFPT R PR ) R R R

=4
6. I\EEFH

SR ARG 0 0 3 4 8 SR SE R A )25 B AR, 537 RSB 86904
SR & DB, DR A GHRA HORE . b, S E— 45 FI I Treatment
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Effect modeli fr & R EE TR G HGIN. EERE FERHAT:

(1) ARIBASC SR 3 Al & R R & OF MR s B A S AR 2 T8 &, & DF R R R,
KA O Rl AR, SRR, AR TR S RIS, B ATRE R E S F
). SO E OF Mra 18 R ok & OF M 28 22 D 80s, Rk managerial-
synergy& ff HI BN B Gm AR 15 &

(2) WrE & BFRTRY AR 2 AR (2 RLPTZ RTFPZR i &, 38R E JTARR),
A S OFRRE, BRE A SO iR AU RIS SR f BB B B, IR BB RE A
VR 6 HOR AR AT T HL R

(3) WP 5 DF BT AR AR UK, IR AT AT B f/—\ﬁﬂ‘-ﬂﬁ?ﬁ SR H s B2 I ERRIREY, IR
BIHUREOR AR, & 6Er 78 SR, RS I 3 IS B 1 & BF 1T R B IE I BR%. B
7 Telser(1987) HyfEaR., 2 E S EAARAYESE, RIMKEETE O ERTRE
EREFERESE, BFRES, EEEREG0. BET, B REx
RABIRZE . (LM REIRCE . (LERRERE . SBELATR. EK
st BUR B Bl Y E XM E T & 0.

(4) #I] F Treatment Effect Mode& 58 /> 17 G id & fE & 0F, &= 125, K
R, GOFMRRE LR & HERR PG 72 R IE 89 4F 2 84 FRAMHH BB E )
(RLP) FY B3R 4 T Ky 3 Al 4 B, TAE ¥ A8 32 42 & 77 (RTFP) Al 0
6.71% WS, & OFEXERFE], 42 TR IR E], AKEE G EE TR
RN %, BEAGHRZ, ZARLEHFEINRD .

A EERR RS S HREEENRS, BErnattyEED
HR A IEMBREE . RISV &S BIR & ORI BCR, e —ERiE
TE. RN 3548 2 T BRI BE ) A IE MR £% (40 Baily and Schultze, 199672
D, AR P& GF (8 242 22 T3 NV B BB HUR, Al am S H R MRN8 T, K
fHEER] 0, B SRR Ravenscraft and Schergr987, 1989 1~ — 2, {H Al Ei
RHER Uy By & OF B 3, 40 managerial-synergy theorefil—2, HHRYE KR, A
A R E] 86 -2 90 R RIRSE M ERETT 04T, T B sE s 2 HIR
ARG RETE " RIKE S ) AR . EREME O TR E TR, SER
[F A& 7 & T R R R B Be B E R, BORREEITIHSE, (HRKES
A2 AR AT HE—H e ST M.
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Bff &%
EHMmEERE MR EESER
iG] E =i ]
B EOR BE 2 12 347
R 6 272
R . R B i e JEC i g B O B 2 105
AR . AR B S 5 3 70
ED R B B S5 2 3 140
(L2 R S 7 170
(b8 BE 16 381
B S 11 346
e B T S 6 191
SBEAT S 10 262
SR EESE 13 502
PRGBS (B 2 17 451
BRE RS RSB 56 1889
i T H LS Bl 14 345
FEZ PR R G 2 5 243
Hoth T 38 5 852 5 240
&at 186 5,954

BRI & DR 2K EAS TR S ], R & B 2K B 84 SRS A El T Mtk [ 7
EER, K (BT E RS LB £ 6,00052, 5% 6,0005¢ i /284 %] 89
FHEFAERIRR, (B7F 86-90F MR H S HHTHy, Hrh, A& T2, A
ERREHFRANR 2 KATESE, H1G16 HESE, 8 5,954%.
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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we provide evidence on merger from the standpoint of relative labor pro-
ductivity and relative total factor productivity. Our empirical work examines the Taiwanese
manufacturing firms’ motivation to merge and how the merger firms perform after merger.
On the basis of a sample of 6, 140 manufacturing firms, we have found that (1) the firms
with larger relative productivity and firm size have higher probability to merger other firms.
(2) R&D has positive and significant impact on merger, but market power doesn’t have a
significant effect on merger. (3) Firm productivity growth is positively related to merger.
That is, merger firms experience higher improvement in productivity growth. Moreover,
horizontal mergers are most effective in productivity growth, followed by vertical mergers

and conglomerate mergers.
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