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Abstract

This research focuses primarily on the valuation indicator of technology, in order to eliminate the
distraction and obtain an most accurate result. This research concludes that on the “technology value
assessment” consists three parts : 1.Knowledge and Technology—structure of technology innovation and
competition, structure of technology assistance capability and risk, structure of technology implement and
science base. 2.Technology Policy and Law Foundation—structure of property rights and credit and law,
structure of crossing licensing. 3.Business Environment and External Factors — structure of market
structure and size, structure of market drawing and acceptance, structure of market diffusion and
promotion. Finally, this study suggests that, in order to evaluate the value of technology and patent, one
needs to look into the essentiality of “knowledge and technology, technology policy and law, and business
environment and external factors” all together.
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— IR Y FJ”'“]¢ yuﬁ'ﬁﬁ_ﬁgﬂyl ISR R/ ﬂ”'“ﬂ FaRF L J’ﬂU[“ R FJ’

FllEEf ] J’*IH‘»F@“J[E" % 17 '@Fﬁﬁ?(ﬂﬂ FYAE ~ [l e ER R

BrEl == .

?2) ?ﬁﬁ‘]ﬂ(Taxes Laws)

PP (WSS () $ 0 B P IS e e s

ﬁiu IR SE s fﬁj‘;ﬁfﬁ[ Bl o i e paijer |5 ”—giﬁz]ﬁﬂ B?Lﬁf[jﬁ‘gﬂjﬁc“[ﬁl . i’f‘iﬁl

F"U]ﬁﬁﬂg“f [F=fif ?'“H?T?EJ!*HE}‘\. “eFh F‘%?'ﬁﬁ RN 33%%%{ Fl1ATR ﬁé‘ R 5
FL Ao FNEIEY - BRZERELE I I (b) s U SR W’?' pLAZ R (WTO)E|

’Eﬂi—_%& 7 E BT FU[E&‘JJ'rﬁiﬁl"‘Tﬁ’ (ERLSSPRE il op U[E&‘%li7@[*[ﬁ5“lfmﬁj flﬂfﬁf

H oo PR R R JJ*HI??IE FEIIVIRE « () [ (R(PY ﬁf‘?’?’%‘*ﬂ
bR - i IR+ FORLE ERILE (IO -

3) ?F?FﬁELFﬁ?Fﬁ‘(Opmlons and Litigation)

PR IR A S (a) R R — JNENER il T AR O S £

@@%E@F”Tzﬁﬁkf "Wﬁl’?ﬁ’ D YRE S AR PRS- I:'\F‘f¢~ ®) 7 ﬂfﬁ[ e

?EBHF“ 1 (R AL o

“) ﬁ B [ﬁi%?} [~ (Credit and Duty)

PR EERC 59 (a) BTSSR I AP, -

PRI - (b) Blkefi ® O™ | — gt * F”IE“JVF' P) e R I PRV

P

2. ?Q@%Ef%ﬁﬁ#ﬁ@rossing Licensing) : L%#ﬁ]ﬂ% IEIW%){%EIECE‘;

T I PR 3k (Status of Cross Licensing) @ MRSk i ffi '[HFHTEH““’?*} (a) = eRENE

AL T PR D SR - R SRR (R - () 127
L S PR 2R (RS o - B



20 PP

EN
~ SR R

FPHIELET TR ) RSNV - RS TR ITE PR AR
B IR ¢ R “i*ﬁ‘ﬂ%im" P R AR S B T
Wﬁfﬁﬁi PRI T | STRAFORE PR TR L

» [T A }‘ﬂ?rﬁv%!ﬂj*’vﬁ’&“'f 3 HRE e APERERRGITT SRR SPSS V 8.0 for
Windows » 7+ AT [T [Pt U - 3225 5L RR1 531 ) AR S TR AR - )
J[*] Lisrel V 8.0 g > [A5CSPSS i i 5 *%T‘F”rﬁ%“% [/ﬁlrjdf;ﬁﬁﬁj , N;P;H[[_{[ﬂ

S R MY AR P i M’% G P

(- )Mﬁ«%ﬁf&%
imw?wjﬁ?%mwﬁ%wﬁﬂ%*ﬂ“¥WH%ﬂT”’°ﬁmwf$%3ﬁ
i ST RS F IR R P T Fk}ry@bip‘ﬁ@ BUE L TR e

b«% Al IEHEIFTJ%W% ko PR PR G «%ﬁf#ﬁn—éﬁﬂﬁ FTRTH ~ =3k
ETHF jJ”'“U A~ ] bﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ‘}fw%‘ . :P’* ‘ﬁ%@ﬁ*a} R HR B s A
T*ﬁfl*%’rﬁ’pmu?h Z’FPI*%T%J = ﬁiﬁ{f&’pﬁ%‘u fjfiuaf”“ﬁf?&ﬁrpiﬂﬂﬂ}h% K
[“E¢?I7“ IS LTI = A ﬁili pRI= s OB ARD) Tl eV 3R
%Hf}ﬂﬁ o I R EEE N T N[ﬁﬁ«'aﬂlﬁ‘ﬂmg‘ ML ERRIES S A
PRI U 2 T fﬁﬁib’whﬁiﬁ ERE (U ”ﬁ’%ﬁi?‘?i’ b MRS RS R
gﬁ‘?ﬂ o AR B 1) IR UL 285 A ST 7[:? BRI s
M%‘E“ﬂj:k [ > 2 [qufj 141 IJJF’LF 15 1:1{-_}&%? E H| |l$‘ﬁ7 ﬁmu# ;FscflL A-_Hﬂ{- 7 (e
F' 5 PR o ED 2 '”F' Rk 7 i) HURHSE IS 134 5 > F Il £
47.01% o FEER{FUSPOBEA T ;ﬁw[ : F#ﬁvﬁlfgj "FF' 32.8% ~ Fﬁ[}aﬁﬁﬁ,u "FF' 20.1%£%
ff?;it Flifs % o Mt BJFﬁKHHEJF} 3T OB - SRR T A e
, Iﬁquﬁ@ Pk 59.1 % > b?ﬁmn A1) 40-44 LR % o [HIpUAE ERR 28.35%
PYH= URPIEDT PR © ST IS 0 SRS 35 2 44 i 2R
CARF S 1 I E AR 105,000 T[S 199,999 T R T [EH rgj;;;tj;@ NN
= FRRE % [ IRCE 30.6% -
AP A FE PR H T R Hf‘ FﬁKﬁJI Eidii SRR It
73 B s R o g ﬁﬂ;’?- TR B 0 1 PSR R P 15,000 7 0 2.
RN S E F T Y 15,000-30,000 T 3.@9{': R T E T AR
30,000-45,000 7+ » 4.7 PRS- Al A E T S 45,000-60,000 T+ S 17
PRI - R TS L T 60,000-75,000 T 6.k AT IR S FY 0 T 5



HOSTE RS (R P 21

R 75,000-90,000 -+ 7YV T AR RS AT g‘*- T |
90,000-1050.000 7 » 8K 7 [ ~ FRRIE b FRED T T I9E L AT 105,000

o [RIET, zt?ﬁJIZI“FIJ“éﬁf;%Jt JJ VAR S  BRT }FJ,JJV‘EJ E| H%‘ﬁzoo 000 7 > F%,Lt,
aﬂbEWﬁW@Hﬂ% RS - SUHO AL ey
%%’{%ﬁ?{ﬁ% % 1@%@‘*4 N IJF},\ £, EJj(JSUF;thIEIJ 73. 9%’%5—7 7_[:& JEU?{FU;J;
K1y

(2) FHRRARFLRE

NS Elv/ﬂﬂﬂiﬁ%’r » F Likert ~ &gﬂ@%fw& Bl wﬁﬂwf‘?ﬁ IR R

15507 Il O $ﬁ3 IR "‘H 557> [F[Jﬁu 1\H 755 Z[Efﬂfj’fﬁ]ﬁ’u 1’ﬁ9 550 =

FEZEIFE IR - TR e ‘%E{‘(L J. Cronbach)*F" 17+ 1951 & Fi ’?F%’?{‘EIU a AR E %
oo R H?{:fFTEZl“FVT[H[LITE FRi A 1% % Cronbach o (7RI ’FWFIEZ‘“ !t ”“‘EIUF%E'IFP'T@%%J ’
57§ Alpha ()i #5(0.8044,0.882, 0.8527) » i’ 1 41k el A (78 4905 4 £
B4 [t](Cronbach, L.J.,1970) - ’Iﬂr‘“ AN R ’fle“ TR fEL P ﬂj[%}@ﬁﬁéﬁ[ﬂ—;@J ) i’F"JI?JTLF]
uﬁ@@nwwkﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬂbiwﬁ%ﬂﬂkvé%@%%éﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘@}wﬂ
FIPVEL ;ﬁ#ﬂ’iﬁ,{urg &P FL}VW%M '3?”%@-[}&1%" o ¢Wutm; SO E S TR
E0 Fzﬁygjl ﬂj@@ /%Ef}‘F[ﬁ*JE YRR EHRGO £ Il ﬁiﬁ@%wﬂlﬁl HRIZk 55 A7(Factor Analysis)
R (SRR B R ) i

PN THT2 BIEIF IJHI&IH[ %E'[%Tﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁfjiﬁ_ﬁﬁ » g ppupdT ]’Jc“—F“% if ZpuRRE IR
i NIFFSE S NFR TV iwjﬁ:@ L AR R S E AR T
PIir=> T} il AR SR R 5T WJM(:FE'[%‘Q » 54 89) o HI }ztfﬁmq;.:mj = R
E(Bartelett’s Test of Sphericity) &= [FFEAEE: 5 EARERFEHED x » JIFFETY x2 fili 4
3 AR D17 RO LR LA

(Pt %ﬁp IfV Bartlett ZF% 4 = P-Value $5£1(0.000) > fi* I JFEﬂ‘—ff‘E'UF ] = ﬁﬁiﬁ@{:’:‘
L@E%m%%mﬁ,mﬁE%M@ﬁw%%ﬁwﬁﬂﬁgmw@?
(Kaiser-Myeeyer-Olkin) ¥ r&é%ﬁlﬁfﬁf&%‘rgﬁ“[‘fb“ ’Fi”el?i— |[4’F}I'3J fﬁ]}l KMO [fi£%(0.621, 0.746,
0.736)f5 %% 0.6 > %ﬁﬁi?ﬁlﬁiﬁlﬁﬁﬁr}“@%‘ Ao -

”iL

3 Cronbach Alpha (o) [FEEEFEREIEE |*$ﬁ<ﬁré[u Hi“ e |rl + VEE - (1) 0.00
<0<030 " {13 (2) 030 << 0,50+ HAAFI' [ 1: (3) 0.50 <0 <0.70 ' 713 (3) 0.70 <a<
0.90 » I 513 (5) 0.90 <0<1.00 > T3 IF,J (945 (Cronbach, L.J.,1970) -

4 KMO {FEF#EA : KMO (78 <= 0.9 [/ '—J]ETF[ BkEl | (Marvelous) ; 0.8 <KMO {#Ey <= 0.89
HIIES T fift {HPE Y | (Meritorious) 5 0.7 < KMO ]fEl\T <=0.79 H[J#% T3, (Middling) : 0.6 <
KMO 75 <=0.69 H[J¥S rFllﬂJ (Mediocre) ; 0.5 <KMO [ <=0.59 [[I5% " 19
(Miserable) ; KMO {7g¢~[ 4+ 0.5 FI[[¥% 1 $5 209 | (Unacceptable)fiy ¥t (Cronbach,
L.J.,1970) -
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(2) AP

BRI RIS - [NPRR R PR SRR 5 o At
S PSR ST FE];, Fl’rﬁ]ﬂiﬂf[ﬁ}éﬁ[ﬂiwﬁ AAZFH KMO * Bartlett %A
CPER PRI, S A SRR TR Tl
I fOfE -

1. ﬁfﬁ'ﬁﬁlﬁﬂ‘ﬁfl

(1) Wi 47

7[:?{?%?&%{:‘ [R5 Pk E\ij » PR H] 2 i)k (Method of Principal Axes)¥: ?ngf N ENE N (3
BRI AR S RIS ) AR e
(Factor Loading)(F TR 2 89) o A PNSTEIVAYT R ERE ?V-Tf"] B A 1 pup= s i
B SRR T ELH;EI(Orthogonal Rotation) !/ fs *Agh ! 15 (Varimax) » [ S BT A F 1Y ELARYR
FEER f FST - SV BA 1 SR T - [ 411 45 e
Hlﬁ@ﬁzpu [/a’\F"@E%ﬁ?EWF@% F,WE‘P i 2V D R AR BERE 65.911% o Al e
%[N I %E[S]Eﬁ(Rotated Component Matrix(a)) > H S5l uffid = RIS - W ﬁ RENN]
Al B EHEN A e g By

[# 41] 2% 32 %4 £ f%# % (Total Variance Explained)

44 EJL = _E EL
N e P Bhio IR L
e o G L Rotation Sums of Squared
Initial Eigenvalues(a) .
Loadings
% of | Cumulative % of Cumulative
¥ % Total i Total i
Variance % Variance %

1| gl drae 4 11.844 18.384 18.384 | 5.456 8.469 8.469
K YES: 5.472 8.494 26.878| 4.622 7.174 15.642
30| BER B Z Y 4.503 6.989 33.867 | 4.351 6.754 22.396
4 | Fih & 4.252 6.600 40.466| 4.136 6.419 28.816
5 | HHaFg o E 4.031 6.257 46.723| 5.924 9.196 38.011
6 |A&pHZ #&ﬂ At 4 3.544 5.501 52.224 | 4.222 6.553 44.564
7| FAERA A 3.171 4.923 57.147 | 3.787 5.878 50.442
8 |HfIFE 3.005 4.664 61.811 | 5.880 9.127 59.570
9 | AP FE T i S 2.641 4.100 65911 4.085 6.341 65.911
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ISR (R R 23

(2) $ PR EARAAGIRE] © PREITHIE S G A s

Ao TERESIER TR | (1 CEREEER RIS A

Wl @ﬁ#lﬁ“ﬁ#ﬂ“:” s JefEEAIe AR o 2P ;ﬁgjfilﬁwfh =Ped o]
HOREE PSR R AR R A RO 0.9 ¢
rﬁﬁ;—‘f'ﬁbwﬁﬂﬂTf*ﬁJ Fli= fplrjga%ﬂi jfirlr‘sf/jﬁﬂ NIRRT gj;;u
CBIAE RS ?%Hlﬁﬁdi%ﬁ%ﬁ% P PSS rﬁf*ﬁ?i{lﬁ%ﬁ?[
(i ’FE'F—TJI%EEJ(%OB °

I R e B R glrﬁ%ﬂi — P~ LR

R RS 5 TR B R e PR ST TR Rl

Rt HERHEER 030 -

2. R[FEREPEE flE egg

(D

%FJ%BJ%;’}’P?

PRSI » R71 MRS P S R B

oy
fers ”Hﬁ”ﬁl@"éfu [/“F;lﬁ‘falg_lﬁf ViR A [ 42)° [ﬂ% At Iy U RAAS A B

A 64 966% - 75 I ijEg & [N 3k g7 i i1 (Rotated Component Matrlx(a)) s HoTpTI TR
PP AR 2 IRV - P S PR ORI B EHR A LY i £

1 Rl fedi ) =08 -7 il (Orthogonal Rotation) 5 g 1 (Varimax) » [</ 3 fEl
[ FLAARAF 1 “ﬁﬂ G VR RO | R PR R

[# 42) %% %4 £ f21§ % (Total Variance Explained)

P 76 Tﬁﬁi Ai'kr"}'}ﬂ{lﬁ ﬁ%w S 7% .
Initial Eigenvalues(a) Rotation Sums of Sq uared Loadings
¥ 2 Total i ) of Cumulative % | Total * . of Cumulative %
Variance Variance

1 |A#Z 2HEiER T4 |7.748 | 24351 24.351 5.962 18.736 18.736

2 | #il 4.089 |12.851 37.202 3.925 12.334 31.070
3|23 3.774 | 11.860 49.062 4.469 14.045 45.115

4 | BmHB TR 2.761 |8.676 57.738 3.674 11.546 56.661

5| %* 3 FEiF 2.300 |7.228 64.966 2.642 8.305 64.966
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() RIS I R — F g

AR - fﬁ“JEﬁzﬁfﬁﬁVfﬁ : Ell[’“[fﬁ%%%wﬁﬁ o i N PRI ?ﬁﬁjﬂ Eﬁ‘fﬁg’?%
P R TR PR (PR SR T PR TR
PR LRGP R ) AP G 0.68 -

B TP, ¢ RN A PRSI R RS 5 R
gD ﬁlﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ 0.69 -

3. THHAE IR AR

(1) BRSPS
AP P D PR » R0 I VTR © PR R
A AU B 20 R -4 §dili(Orthogonal Rotation) .V fst g £33 (Varimax) » A3k il
il 1R BRI 1[N R ?[gﬁ«‘—f‘  EIVR] BIR 1 e BERR AT - (3
431 15 IR AITRIF ) RS LA+ [N L RO
BIFSE 71.603% o 2[R f1 SR RREL BRI IR EAR LY i £ HTE A =
BRI -
(2) T RO I FIEsh A o — R A AL
A TR PR PR T RS R e
SHPRRUERS & PRISOTSORS £ S 5 PRE  ID SR R
PREAES © R ORI LD ) AR D 0.99
B. Ul AR I O A L (S PR TE R R [
WPRFE TS T B W SR L%%’Fﬁﬁwéﬁfgég@% AR R
RO S AR A R 071 ¢
C. DIPTSR 1R PRk T e L~ it
AR H 8 o o WG RIS 1R o 5 A Rk R R
e PREE YRR S RRAR ) AR 050 -
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PSR i) P

£ % # £ f3 ¥ % (Total Variance Explained)

25

T . ériﬁr«féwi’ﬂlﬁ B AHAEEE
Initial Eigenvalues(a) Rotation Sums of Squared Loadings
% of Cumulativ % of Cumulative
%] % Total ) Total )

Variance e % Variance %
[ R e R 11.862 18.063 18.063 4.554 6.934 6.934
2 | A EFELA 7.237 11.019 29.083 4.956 7.547 14.481
3 |A&SEE pPIRFHR |4.008 6.103 35.185 4.355 6.631 21.112
4 |22 L Epin R 3415 5.200 40.386 3.733 5.685 26.797
5 |3 FEER 3.110 4.736 45.122 2.892 4.404 31.202
6 | W HFwIEEiFEN A 3.029 4.613 49.734 4.524 6.889 38.090
7 | AR R S | 2.940 4476 54.211 4.172 6.353 44.443
8 | A&is gt 2.561 3.900 58.110 3.548 5.403 49.845
9 | A &iEFX A 2.433 3.705 61.816 3.821 5.819 55.664
10 | # 4 fga 2.353 3.582 65.398 4451 6.778 62.443
11 | B4 2.097 3.193 68.591 3.013 4.588 67.031
12 | Bk Fengs ¢ =& | 1.978 3.012 71.603 3.003 4.572 71.603

TR KR AFY (F**P<0.0]; **P<0.05; *P<0.1)
T R R R
PR I © SR SRR T () R

?%fw%ﬁ*q — SRR ﬁﬂmf@ KT Y W e
T A AR 1~ [t e @ﬁmgﬁ%\&@@ww¢yﬁ@(%

441’@>fﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ#J — e SR ] i R iiﬁ%“'ﬁ R
SEOAR 1 TR RSt A 1) SR @@ S
P BB (o 4,51 ()RR L RS %@“ﬁ@ﬁﬁ‘ﬁw\

R ’T‘Y@Hﬁ’ﬂl’%ﬁ FEF A lﬁg'ﬂv—%ﬁ ARSI ASE P T R S

fiyo FIRTREAY (3 461 ISP T SRR GRS AR P BPEER

Ej’ al fFJ' I@FEI fﬁ[ﬁf\(l)ﬂj%ﬁ#ﬁ“%—'ﬁﬁ?ﬁffﬁ(Market Structure & Size) » (2)7] |47 ﬁ?}tﬁi}‘}f A

@ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ(Market Drawings & Acceptance) > (3)[f Jﬁi?ﬁﬁﬁ?]ﬁlﬂ%’ﬁi’}J,ﬁ%ﬁ(Market Diffusion &

Promotion) » <X _ﬂ‘g?‘f/ T [# 44])- fEFE ﬁj#ﬁi#—ﬁbtﬁﬁiﬁiﬁ r@&ﬁ%}?ﬁmﬁtju .

T B ] = (] Al T AR bﬁﬁﬂli R T S

PRI ) S TRy J!ﬂJl’uE 4%537 By B

4 Hﬁﬁ "L PSR ST FLAS (SO S Q)R [ R S
FE T _TJJ%”@?E'J [J?Fl’l‘? HEHPCR R R T [F 4.5]

fmﬁﬁm%wm
Joii T
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[# 44) Hpre &4 &2 $ 8 #o 474
i & ) s B AR E A ANOVA
§ B4 K e T (HD) (Maximum Factor Scores) Mean
ER BN WY Square | # 3L
(n=31) | (n=36) | (n=67) | g @ P
= e NE A
M E| Y RE|REE
) FERBREINFRHES G2 E 1§ @ T (HD)
R AR
FH2 R pf#. ¥ | HI
(Market Structure & Size)
(1) sxh'&ERFThR 1.248450.69562{0.93992| 5.903 |0.004 ***| 0.931 | H1-11
2) A¥pFEmLad 1.04235(1.11332]0.92440| 0.308 |0.735 1.010 | H1-12
3) AHTi=Z2pIRFThR 0.87911]0.96209(1.00869| 5.478 |0.005 ***| (0.937 | H1-13
s (11) @ = A& 0.87595(0.82713]0.64503 | 51.550 {0.000 *** | 0.568 | H1-14
(12) e F e ¢ = & 0.72860|1.00285]0.68259| 40.986 |0.000 *** | 0.625 | H1-15
7 PHRPEIERIRY
m TIPSR 2 RE RS w¥ | H12
(Market Drawings & Acceptance)
5 4) 2L EMGRAE 0.76929|1.34405]0.85137| 2.125 ]0.100 * 0.983 | H1-21
P 5) »HEHEAR 0.74520(1.07699]0.98801| 6.091 |0.003 ***| (0.929 | H1-22
(6) # FFHlfer a4 0.93176|0.95292|1.03517| 2.266 |0.100 * 0.981 | H1-23
% |5 3 4 g Red B
%%‘c. é‘«“lw 33 . w¥ | H13
(Market Diffusion & Promotion)
(7) »HRERZEIHE 0.82351|1.13239{1.00929| 0.267 |0.766 1.010 | H1-31
(8) A&y g 1.01432|1.12608{0.88791| 2.942 |0.056 * 0.972 | H1-32
9) AHFFEFXA 0.8444411.04053]0.96897| 6.345 |0.002 *** | 0.926 | H1-33
(10) # FFHica 4 1.01916/1.05956{0.90410| 4.526 |0.013 ** | 0.950 | H1-34

TAL KR 2

KA G (**%P<0.01; **P<0.05 ;

*P<0.1)




[# 45]

HE ST (R e 27

s LI B2 B8 B 17 4

e & ) PE B A1 E A ANOVA
#EA &tk T(HL) (Maximum Factor Scores) Mean
-k [Pk %=k Square |# ix
(n=54) |(n=57) |(n=23) | @ P
R TRP RRTE THETIET
(=) #imp @i s F 42 B IR G2 (H2)
HAFL|FTE L A BH YA H2-1
(Technology Innovation & B¥
Competition)
(1) #aeplTa 4 1.71266 |2.56931 (2.68634 |1.670 ]0.192 1.653 |H2-11
B(3) AR R A 1.73280 |2.40891 [1.70815 [11.949 [0.000 *** |10.260 |H2-12
i 6) ASFRZ2 H AN 1.30296 |1.64683 |2.18053 |1.386 |0.254 1.387 |H2-13
L (7) Fibrses i 4 1.11653 |1.80402 |2.09217 {30.713 (0.000*** |21.228 |H2-14
AN 4R HR R B 7 H¥ |H2-2
(Technology Assistance
Capability & Risk)
(2) Hrt i 4 2.36825 |1.60371 (1.99074 |1.145 |0.321 1.142  |H2-21
(4) Hih & 1.07504 {1.94031 |1.86747 [0.960 |0.386 0.960 |H2-22
8 &l E 1.62864 [1.82709 [1.69128 |1.652 ]0.196 1.636  |H2-23
JpER T AR PEN S B ME |H23
(Technology Capability of]
Implement &Science Base
Capability)
(5) #HwFg ¥ 2.15398 |2.45763 26.203 [0.000*** [19.001 |H2-31
(9) AP jFanE® 5y S 1.83892 {1.53304 |1.95302 |4.538 [0.012 ** 4309 |H2-33

TR KR AFT (¥F*P<0.01; **P<0.05;

FHGHN R

aj:[[%;)ﬁ“l}[ ,T\/ﬁ_lﬂgfyﬁ 153&1"’—?

*P<0.1)

MRS fol ok (RORL - Hift

PLETI BT 31~ PRI PR o @S] P P R
P RLHCERE P RAO P (RSP TR P P S A ) 00T sl P e T
%Iﬂ@ﬁjw%w’ﬂﬁﬂa:ﬁﬂ§W%ﬂﬁr@%w%ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ%@%mﬁ@,

T ) Sy s T (85T (5 (Teece, D.J.,2000; % PHET ~ S0

& (Porter,
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Michael E ) » 2 86 » [B15i5%
S T R 9 AT
TR A AR PR R

BE) - ARG » SRR R

il SR D

PP N VRSB T Al Y ﬁuﬁfﬂb@f‘F ﬂ/%ﬁ:\

[NRAdRE ) L

[# 46] T#HER

sEAH &

BEERE

2 Hrsr]%ﬁ/é” 2 RPHA TR

~ﬁ%JEWﬁ$?w%§ HH T BT - (P
PRS-
I TR 51

Poakrer B ) Fojres % 1 EA ANOVA Mean
B &4 & T (HD) (Maximum Factor Scores) Square
S-K Sk ¥z K A
(n=103) |(n=13) ®=17) |g w P
= s TR SR spE |*pe |3ge
(2) HHERREZHAMET EREZ P ERFAF L KT (H3)

AEEE T AREHE B¥ |H3-1

(Property Rights & Credit & Law)

(1) A2 EiFE 52 2.40576 [2.25578 |2.09290 [10.749 (0.000*** |9.365 |H3-1
|2 il 2.29559 [1.75191 |2.24427 |5.717 |0.004*** |5.335 |H3-2
B |(4) w3 2.11219 [1.80481 |2.22367 |31.115 (0.000*** |21.366 |H3-3
i 5 H* 2 FEHEF 1.51830 [2.79478 |4.39632 |32.803 |0.000 ***|22.136 |H3-4
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