MEESLAALALE?

P EIH G EEARKRIE

L Uy =
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21 B

WE. KL A E A LS BAUREE LA H X T HE R BRE” AR, AX
ST FhE. RBREHFRHEREFFTE B2t K E Ak 2B AR L B e 0k, 5F
ﬁ&ﬁﬂ&ﬁ@$iﬁ@&ﬂ5Q%%ﬁ&ﬁ%&%?ﬂ&&%ﬂ§i%&%5¢@ﬁﬂ%
Mzt R, ATREETAG 2002 45 F 2004 53 2189 AL, ALFKIEMLL
W, ERE, £ Lih bk S sk BA ERGF SRS, FLRF R RFRE. X
HAHTEAFTZE BMANEL AT RERETLRUGENRET BN TS,

F@E A SR Tl 3ANER% BRML

_\glg

“H 4B EERE D BRI K 7 XEBEELHERRE (Rumelt,1974;
Peng,2006) B §T R4 B TR ZT R 36 vk B [ £ Mk (MNEs) B 30T S #EA BTN HER
lx‘l&ﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁ%qﬂ&i?ﬁﬂi&ﬁoﬁ'ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ%?ﬁ%@Z{Bﬁﬁﬂkﬁ'%%iﬁ*ﬁiﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ
DL 25 B A 77 36 % 4 H X — [ 5 A0 F 2 W A X 82> (Amold and Quelch,1998:Li et al.,
2006) .

Chandler(1990) B % T £ X BR AR T U AL RK 5EFHRAMERX, —MEXRM
W P LUE N, B TR 5 2 AL PR B B AR R, BB T
7 B 45 8 Y 28 LR A T 3R 75 A9 2 %42 % ” (Chandler,1990) FATIEX R X2 AT WK
BS (Porter,1985) B— M EREWEES  MELFE AL -SERAETRHELT—
75 5, T 2648 9 2 55 7 (Chandler,1990) . B ATRR X R0 3212 0 “ B IO MG . BRI OB ST R
A T RE B, EEARE R ERARRN SRR, KEREELLHBKBEREN
%) A B T H — AL 31 £ 504k (Chandler,1977)

%@/z}ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁm‘%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁg%?é%?ﬁ@%ﬁﬁ%%%ﬁﬁ%(RUgman,1981)o Z Ak
B {55 4 b 7E ECAT AR FA 4 01 L 45 0 K B 4% 18 36 47 M 2 1B A9 AR 2% 2R (Porter, 1985) o 7E Ver-
non(1966) 1 Rumelt(1974) FF QI ¥ BT ST HI At EiEFRERTEBEEARZASFRFEE
5y Y& 77 J& K (Stopford and Dunning,1983;Hitt et al.,1997) , f {1 & B K A E R HE AT (domi-
nate—constrained ) 3 3% 8 3¢ ££ 49 %! (related—constrained ) £ LRV BEARBKERS
M. [RIEE, MR B E A B i B FR AR 5 HSUMIE AR K (Geringer et al., 1989),

R EFNTHTREEHARRESWOLETRAT SEENEERLAFRME
AR TR SR TR E R A S EE AN T R AN HER M KA " (Mathews,
2006) o B 417 I J0 4] 2 1 [ B A e 7 A EREA RN EA T RREMN RBRALERR
(resource position barriers)” {Wernerfelt,1984)7

B2 £ T 5 4 2 B ERR 1A B 36 R AT T 78 26 9 SEIE BT 5T (W2 %, 2004 2R
IT,1999; 3 T E4,2002 %)%, EFERLKBX L EF SRR, H REE N B
A7 A 1 SR B A kP B B RO AT IR (1 = TR, 2000 %) B2, B



$ERETEZRAMEREHIERZEETELHE
WHEEANIMIARE . 8L, EERRMBEF
(2006) 3% F £ T 2 &] 2004 48 6 $iE X 8 & 4l K9

Al 2 R R 2 O AL R AT T R, TR T

% AL MM Z IO (SEEE B R ) Mt
SR TR, EREAFEMN T LS A
HRESRN . ER, ZoAEES ERLREHE
ZHEMBFNT GV EFFRWEHMETEMEE
TS, R E VL, EERARE T, ST E
EEWHERGHEMEEW? FXAEE, E&
BN B 2 7 (2006) M B A B Ko

7 3R A A R E LA A B8R R IR T X
— [ AT . BT RE LA A 2002~2004 4
3t 2189 MR HUHR , A SGE R 47 (1) L 31 &
(industry dynamics) . (2) %% I& 8 77 (resource reper-
toires) IR ) EXEEF AN FRECLVEE
1 $ AL 0 VS BB A B2 D, 3 TG 4 T i M o R X A ER Al
(9 FE B Y AR R e B . A SUIRE R B B R
2R Bk 05 ol AL R W B £ ST Ak iR 5 P B b b SR
MR R, TERRER, BRELHARF, %
Wi E T BEEERNESRLE A
REBFHEFGER, XTREHTEATS AR
WA ESFMREFRBOET £RULHE S RE
Tl REEEIET S, L% b4 R A A bl
BB EIF A5

AXHEEEHMT BB ET BB
S, FRHATHTIEREEEHoBHTE
R AL B T R A R R B B AR A B 5K
GEREF AN EIELS RETIH IR REEE K
RV E o

Z ERIERS KR RIX

(—)yEdkk5E Tk

1EF AR AR TE

HEiWeRkIBPHRNEZFRERFME
EZASHMEMMPEBRRTEHK, PERER
HEMRBEMKERKBE LEDTHRRASH
{3 & (Hanson et al.,2002), XFHEERHAS £
EERHETERALE-REFH TR TIGS
HAEMSA B SRR, B SR T 23RE
PR, EXNEREFMED, B2 E5ESY

(B2e¢R) (A)
2008 % % 2 #1

FEHEZ WK, Hummels % (2001)IAHEE L 1k
BERELZIMEREIENWERHATE, B
EpE AR O RS 123, M 1970 £3)
1990 F 5T H & LA ME OHK 52 H A &
Ok EER 1/3,

M4, ELREF=ME S, BT AERESNT
EHEE M CANBRBREAERSELRHRMERE
= #916% T %57k F (Hummel et al,2001), fERH A &
BAMERTER  KILE-ERRENEIERS
e, FEAMALRESERTERNIB,
ENGHLFRENZERA  REFFRERL R
B OGBS, B EREFEEN =
=+4&, REFEFHAOLE"XANERLF
(MHBEN=ZE . KRFH), RM—%f/ P ELES
S eReEFNEENETETLAS, B RA
4l 6] 9 32 5 % 2 I 4% {3 2% £ ok 3R 78 3 A B 4b
T EERE. FEEFHAR S L (CCER)BIR
MNAEH  HEEEFLATHHOE OHS £
O B R 1992 £ 14% E F F| 2003
E 21.8%, FETHE T BENRAR K72
Tz EAEs, B gkl sk
%, XEHBEVAVEESLAHABREREREEY
X 55 77 (Zhang,2004) ,

BRAEEMHEFHY KM T BE
WIS EE T LR, 2002 4, B LR
B, PEGFHTRELHZER 2%, X EARMH
B SN R YA EE K 6%, HeTER, 5XE
A E , H [ 35 5 B4 45 X 4 4% FRE X BT A B A 4 AR
% B34 F1(Holz,2006) , EMA WTO, LI R B /5
MRS ERLESXEREBITSORE, 55
R ER) i M % R PR A ol BT SR R T B Ve B B LR T
BAFHNHRERELIESHNERTRAD
BHEEREMAZRETHASG, Fay X
B, H ik, R AR AR B Al B
BELRFH AT LREE™ S, FHEE A
I E Z YIRS, N ERZ R

2ETHBEMSAHL

¥E ¥R WL 3% 8 2 T 4 A (organization) K9 B8 J7 1R
#(Barney,1991) , 8 4 “FE — ALK T F , 4l
MEE AR BHEMRBREASTHTRPMA
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MBEEFIREAELS?
P& LA A

& P9 ER BN A A 1 B T BB 89 BB 1 7 (Hodgson,
1998), Hit , HARKWE N BRZH AW ELEM
WHMEETBENRY . AR ZIR S KF KR
ol EFEXARBBEE S (Nelson and Winter,
1982), B IENLE M BB , X S0 B ) 7E B At
BPBIEEMER,

SEHMEARMBX A A HE FEME
B AL, REELTFEFEARNDBNER. &
£ 20 FEREL N ERAFBENE B, EHH
BAMHELWEALERAOER, EENPTEF
A 3N AR BRI A LR EL(ER
BB E A A RAMERAEWER), REMHITET
BARGFAHMEGRWEABLESIWEIAURER
k=R EEMAFREFRFHE O, &E, KW
ES =R RERRPEELRAMA (Ellis and
Godiesh,2006) . X “EE—F E— G “RIBRIE K
BIFSERE"H B KL EAMEY BT
B (Mathews,2006) . ZE W EFH B R FF &4 T , £ &K
WU BE N AW T GBS 5FR AR
HWEEMRPHETEENAA,

HAFMAWNS FTERIHEH# W NZEF
%3, HERE A (simplification), M AT ¥,
% 12{ IR 8 5 187 Ak B2 S ek 2> A EL 4 R B B 8] A
R . 58 LHRE Lk, B4 | F %
HHHY% /e RIS B (Levinthal and March,
1993), LRI R ETHERT G, X—RBE A
WS THRAREFBFNRFMFTE, RAEREX
BEFERNESFNE  HEZERTS. TN
ERREFERREAW IS T RMEFREN
PAR R RS s i oK E R R E Ak 68
BEH5LERES,

BRSO F B b B e B B ey B
FRW, B AR A8 o AW KR AT MR
LA 3 50 B Br 25 45 (commitment ) B 26 2% B BX (Johan-
son and Vahlne,1997), “@#& — &4 —MWE "M IKE
A H#HAMEI WL RPESXEMBRES, I
BRTEAUET—-HEBRORBEFMLETE &
EHAWHENS GEAEMERKETEY REE
LR EMER HNEEERRSNFENK
EHETEBART L., EX R, AENE
FRBEREZR TR, FBEEZTA I EREE
~ 128 -

EZRSHE  XBABEMENY BB EEETT
WER, R BREMREERITIL.

SETHEMARITE

E Ah 35 T & b 2 M B A A BE T O T U
X 4l B 22 Te 4k &% & (Peng and Delios,2006) . %:T
B R WS B TF AT AR IR A £ TR
FATHNIE , B E S 4 R BRSO HES 7 .
FTHEMMAKETHESF Y, BEWE, -5
BRMGEEAFE-RIFEERXNAREANZER,
B, ROIANAT R VEND T ER WAL (B3, B,
FAER), EXMHN EERBITBAMERELHE,
HTH B A, — N0 SR B K
BE FREE B0 28 A {3 B PR 1 T 4 ol S TR) Y R s
mE {12 £ T4 (Khanna and Palepu,1997,
2000;Peng,2002,2003;Peng and Heath,1996;Peng
et al.,2005; Wright et al,2005) . FEX-MEZ T, Flk
Ak 5 B8 FN 22 T AL R g X Al B AR A & X, X
WFHFEMHERE, TLEFMEERERRL,
Fraln, TN ARFEERAR LRSS MET
AR FEELELES,

RESVEDSBRFERINER, Bk
MENTHEA KELZH M5 HRENEST
o 2T ,1997 ER T LRV W 4k £ B 1&
BE Ry, W EBURRBEC KT FHEITHE
HER P /ML FMARESLVHER, FHERALES
BAENE, MERETHRBITRENS R GEKE
BHRG . RKEBFRAFRSCUEANTES
TEBRHWFRIETER RURABHAZIAR
BIBUR BRI A8 30, A B A ITE S . — 2l
B E B MBI MRS MHETES,
Bl = HER MR E R H b4l 5 B 5E i 45
HRRBEEERNEESFTHENEER S, F
ey #HMRER . £ K EHEBUFHEBE,
¥ F ¥ ST A i & Akl 21 3R 758 T BURF K
TR ER R 125 2% T la T IBM B4~ A
WL 45 , S HE I A 185 1238 T63E 9 Unocal) o

[ B, 3% E 2001 4 A WTO J& %t & F17k
MM SESFEERBEWE. Fln, EBETL,
SR E N ENMEES A E SR T
BB EEN, KENMEENZHEFER
BEHFHRAS, AT PEEE . PEMNE . P EK



B CFEIEMPEETE(XEREETARENE
W) . WENMEBEREIMA WTO F& 47
Biiget, BdESEEPEEERMENBEN
o X WTO R#EAT L 254 B JF Btk 8 By e ik
e, s EREEITEMEA ERERK
Z 8| 2§ (McChesney, 1987),

BH b, B B ER T 8 a0 TR

B L. EEFEREMEELENT, Tl
L S RCE R T Z e,

M Rumelt(1974) FF i , Z ik g 5 4k 513
Z B RRFTIE T AR E 5 R SR B R Rk
H, RECHEKE/ IR X —EE#THRIT, Z
ToA B HE 5 L BB R R IARTE B — B R A
Rumelt (1974) & B 48 % £ Jofb 4k 49k B2 47 T8
M Z T b ey il , A AR BT
WS R A b 57 30 B 2= W SR M Z — . Varadarajan I
Ramanujam (1987) M IA A # X Z TR R 2ok REF
SN EEIER S FG FETIHEXSTIbERE
EMRBAN, RE A WML TR T
1L

S5EKERML,HIMTHEFERIGER
EE A A 88 5% A L 49 5 B% % 3% (Peng,2003),
Khanna F1 Palapu (1997)IA b B M EF P LI F
B2 R N A 56 8 T Ak R s LA R X B 8 AR 4L B
FHIPRIR o A FT LUE i AR B AR SO BRI AR
B R BORB LSS LTSRS, AR, E
T X—HEEEHOOLANRREE AR IGESE
Vo Sk R ok LA M AT, M 20 th4E 80 R P HIFF
BRI ES, AT BRFAERRZE, ZETA
A, BARXITREMTEX S HFH I HER
e, BMAFEREAEERFEEREE~NIE
5 (Lee,1993; Xu et al.,2005) . 38 5 N & & 1E 24 .0
HITHER LB HARREEZ TRV RNES.
BifE B ERBRWE AT, Zuib bt X
URER NI EBEESEMREFES

B, 38 R 2,

Big 2. ELFEMAMamMANENT, L4
Ap S FE L ol iR, TR E NS TR R E
bR oAl , B 5 Al B S AE K

(D)EmELt5ERTILE

E B Ak 3 3K X 4k St AR A IE T 5T A9 5

(¢2e¢R) (A7)
2008 % % 2 #

Wi, — 75T, B R R TR AT HHLE , Aol Al A
EFNTH LHEHREERGETRE, A
BRSLHERMZHASEPHETES . BRL
AR T 5 A LR E T (Caves, 1982) {23 T
4l 9 A% 1 F0 F E 84 3% i (Hennart, 1991) , [7] i [E
PRAC Y KT ik MRS ], PR AR g 8 4
WEARFRBRIFNEIEE GFETE 5% X
BEARURBESEEZRNILE, A ATLUEL X
% E T AN IIEERE T BRI KT
X 5 B4 (Dunning and Rugman,1985), & Hige
(Uppsala) BB f1 87 F £ LFE K (eclectic paradigm)
BATHVEFBREERATGES THMALAE
IR TR A AR, REX G R A
SR, AR AL SR A IEH & W, Oviatt #1
McDougall (1994) & 3 [ Fr {15 7 8 Mk SRR T
F#HAITEREZEEN R, X SRTE LR
#,

F—FE, BRteSFNTHEFER4
WHk—REER, FHIESREERVER S
BZEERTHPLATHRIGHAN, RERTFERXNOE
RS ERES W AHERE, A HEL,
S04k R R i 3h FBUIA UKL o Palich 4§ (2000) 74
NEEBATHHEZEEHDALERTYNEE
EHERS, Bl &M HIRE, R, HARE
HTFELEBEEESFURDRATIESIMEMT
B A . Myerson(1982)iAH A8 SAHSEHIIE
HEEBAXNREEEINEA FESEEABR
g R R F PRy E el =R EEE, B
I, B o Ak % B B8 75 BRUAS AL 2O B 7 T AU I B AL Y
1F T 5% W BB 75 K T L7 R M LA o

St T E R S8 ALl R, B AT
MERET R SES VAR, BRI b
B, fIEERAERLO, MAEEREREDE
WHMESL A XA, EAR FEMEBIMEERE.
FEAWESEFRET/NE" W4, &S RA
OEM U ¥ &1 4 7] i 7 2R e % %5 SR B M B G 6 1
ZERA , EIN Child 1 Rodrigues(2006) frf§ i ,
FEMLES OEM fMlgR X #ET A E"E
PRtk AT EERATHARBERLEENETR A
WFRET KBAHRE., LERLEREERAT
B2ENSY MMNESEEAFRNKBEEEFR
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MBEEFLRANARES?
PELEERIEZRN®E

EERBTREZNERZR,

H o, ' ERIE 3,

B3 EEFLBRMMBEBANENT, Bt
Wbk B SR T E R E il o

FEWBRRER 1 PREER,”

= WRAE

(—)HAKIR

A SCHE BT 2002~2004 SEHA B BT A A BEFETT3C
S FIE R RIRREAR . AR S0 BB LA T AR VEXS R SR B A4
HATYE . () F BB S RA R REARBFERE,
AXHETHEEBERTLETAR;(Q2) BERT
ST EEVSEWAEEUARBERZEH A ;3)AE
THBREERPHEREST LT K BHERA
PR B B o EAL IR A3 AT ML BRI BY , 45 SCHPA T Berger
1 Ofeck (1995) % %2 5T 4k 3C R 7 43 4= 3% B B4RV
BB ER BB A BT L E WA SE L
FEWEWANERBE 10589002 (DBIRT 4
FhEEVEPHREMTL S, WMFFTRB.
TRER FH AL ERA% ., fKHE Denis % (2002) 19
FRUE , A SCRYBEAS I B B R Ak 7 2002~2004 455
7 R R B TF A . BAA SR B A RE A B 40 2189
A EERER SRR 1R,

A EE M4 2001 4E 4 AAA T LA 8T
IS (UTEHRCIEEID), M EH LA ELEAE
Tl #HFTAEE AXNETARFEEREFRELT
BRERNHERAUR SR EERARE, R
HiBH K H Wind B E,

(YT ERER

A S BB . — BRI, TLURA =M &t
ARG E DA S B F 3 (ROA) (B & % 7
% (ROS) M35 1% FIZ (ROE), FBE ROEFHES
ZRRAREWKE W, A KRR AX . ROA R
ETHEFSIERR, T ROS Wik A TR ,ROA
HA g4tk ROSEA G HHE AR EE NS, AT g
B4k 22 &) 34T Al 57tk (Geringer et al.,1989), 1T

£1 #Asmesgss  ROA M ROS AAFEMAE

S | RSOV EE Akl EETAENST, Ei,
2002 667 30.47% — .
Cl S & S\(
2003 699 31.93% GaRS Hjﬁ KB T PR
2004 823 60 NGE BT % ROA
B 2189 100% I ROS ZH X B, A 3C
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%A B £ AR
LaEEs ol LEEd

Eleke l'Hzﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁm%
—H3: A

V. EEES
H2: 54 SO RExX
B 1 FiEe

B at KA T %= B 5% 4645 (TURNOVER) , it &
FEAHEERBRASBR=ZH,

FERETABERR. XK 3 MEIRE
HEEHETABE, HETLEEGRO),H
EE W% B b R AAT k40 H IR Herfindahl #§
¥WHD,TEFTEA:

HIl = Z ZlPiZ

Hb PAEHIHERA L BRANRLE,
LR ERE ,H WESRB/D . B TRREEE
A% W L 435868 PR A BOR B  (1 40, Hitt et al.,
1997 ; Palepu,1985) , A A= 3C 7] i SR FH 4 38 4%
(Entropy [EN) B Z TR E B ITE R

EI=Y Y [RxIn(/B)]

Ho P AETIIHBWA S BRARWILE,
LRABEMS , BELREIWEBRK,

Eir bR ERR, CENHRPERE LT -
BEMEGRES. BEFRLEEN —1TEEH
BEGEEMIBRASEELSFBANILE,
BHRBREARTEWARS VBRI RA B
S5HAFERA L, V1R B A D R0, Rl
w2 EF (Geringer et al.,2000;Hitt et al.,
1997), A3 R 54 & L E (FSALES)iX —
R EESVERLEE. A TREBRS
REHE L SAMNEE—-ERNER, B4
Wi 7E X 2 K A B IA DT ATBSME B A
AXBEEBIEERASETELFRALER
it 1%8A B AL T BRI R A F .

BHA R, BH XS4 B E M
B4 EE (Hitt et al.,1997), BEFEE A BT
HREFSY ., ACEBRUTANEBIEREHEZER,
BARE IR A "M (SIZE) LA B BB 7= 1)
AR HORRR , 2EEELL 2002 F 44K F
& ;& A (DEBT) KA LA R B A5 &
TR ERITERE,

75 3 7] B SR P R 4028 A ok 8 A 4T L wa A0




EEEW, 17 BB & (Industrial Dummies ) K ##
et 6 TIF 1 4 A1 9 CH 31 ) o B AT Al 1T 30 R 2 3
FTIRRE ; 4F B i 45 & (Year Dummies) Ul LU [F] 47
HRERUEZEE,

M, SEHELE SR

(MR ERITERSRTENN

F2ARTAXHAHSHBRERITER
2 3C M= B £ TCAL 6K % 0 ] R 1L R B B A 4 R
ReA b 4 02 . B R ALk (DF: 5 2R
W 27.59%). BREmad (DD: S£FFH
41.98%) . bR & M olk (IF: 5 2 REAH) 11.88%)
UK E R Z T (ID: & &R iy 18.55%) . M
BEEART BB, L & Z T smsi il b8
FEAEY 60.52%, T [ FRAL AR B 42k &5 30.42%,

RLARTAXHRFHREEENYEN A
¥, YA Herfindahl 388003548 % 0.73, 57 DD
vy HI {5k 0.56, T ID 4y i HI{E % 0.54,
F HI s/ N 2o BERE, B, XRHE
FRALARINZTLILBEES, EIRENEITERS
HI 3855l 1S b ID &k KIS & L
B HEHET 25%, BIFEVHMEELEST

A2 BADBEEFANAMAT

Elglis | Brgiti | BRElik | Birgiuit Lbek

DF DD IF D
N 604 919 260 406 2189
N% 27.59% | 4198% 11.88% 18.55% | 100%
u 1.000 2.576 1.000 2.599 1.958
[1.000] [2.000] [1.000] {2.000] | {2.000]
- 1.000 0.557 1000 | 0537 0.728
[1.000] [0.544] {1.000] [0.526] | [0.733]
- 0.000 0.733 0.000 0.759 0.448
0.000] [0.674] [0.000] [0.688] | [0.438]
0.000 0.000 0275 | 0265 0.082

FSALES

[0.000] [0.000] [0.162] [0.174] | {0.000]
0.026 0.016 0.034 0.016 0.021
ko4 [0.028] [0.022] 0.0341 | 10.022] | [0.025]
0.057 0.043 0.051 0.020 0.043
kos {0.051] [0.049) [0.052] [0.034] - | [0.046]
TURNOVER 0.661 0.469 0.789 0.697 0.602
[0.494] [0.377] {0.593] {0.575] - | [0.470]
TOTAL ASSET | 3180 1950 2970 | 2270 | 2470
(RMB millions) | [1460.0] | ([1310.0] | “[1510.0] | T[15100] |[1390.0]
SALES 1890 938 2560 1760 1550
(RMB millions) |  [801.0] [504.0} - | 921.0] [906.0] | [679.0]
0.494 0493 | 0474 0519 | 0496
LEVERAGE [0.475] [0.493] [0:449] {0.512] | [0.489]

T ERA AR R, O, N S I R T R

(%me¢R) (A7)
2008 % % 2 M

ID ko S FAbSRUL, TR ROA & ROS, %
WAtk v S5 5F F £ il . R, IF 4k 89
JE% 2% TURNOVER B B & T HA =R,

2 RS T AR ER L
PG E, ERE L RERLK, THE S
WA EEREL SV ES. Fob, HELLH
Wt S5 KLAF ER AL FE A A K - |, BTk KB 7=
AR, BIEARE,

£ 3IMFE 4L H T A S ROA F1 ROS #y &
BERKER, RFREAET I Wilcoxon
Rank-Sum B HE, RIPHEEFIGHTEN
HEH LM ERLAZE ROA WEER,
MEE—TUES LS SE AL ZME
ROA WHEBER. SR I WRAURRE 1 —

A3 DL RALTEERBLER

Focus | Diversification trtest Geographic
Z-score All
0.02572 0.016 2.8149%** 0.0198
Domestic [0.0278] [0.0218] 3.666%%* [0.0245]
(N=604) (N=919) (N=1523)
0.0343 0.0158 3.9826%** 0.023
International | [0.0339] [0.0223] 4.450%+* [0.0277]
(N=260) (N=406) (N=666)
t-test -1.7852* 0.058 -1.0545
Z-score -1.711* 0.358 -0.78
Industrial 0.0283 0.01591 4.4320%**
All {0.028) [0.022] 5.501%**
(N=864) (N=1325)

. RPRREAS ) ROABRFRERER, £, FHS[ 1IN
HIBE R PR ES QN MRE SRR, SRR
AR t—# 56 1 Wilcoxon rank—sum(Mann—Whitney YR 5, ¥** |
wx f * AP FRRR t R ETE 19%.5%F 10%KF L5+ 8
%0

A4 DS ROS £ FHBLR

Focus |{ Diversification test Geographic
Z-score
0.05672 0.0427 1.5527 0.0482
Domestic | [0.0514]} [0.0487] 0.307 {0.0495)
(N=604) (N=919) (N=1523)
0.0515 0.0196 3.2886*** 0.0321
International | [0.0524] [0.0336] 3.835%%+ {0.0381}
(N=260) (N=406) (N=666)
t-test 0.4677 2.3535%* 2.1827**
Z-score 0.584 S.125%%% 4.364% %
Industrial 0.0551 0.0356 2.8046%**
Al [0.0517] [0.0434] 2.233%*
(N=864) (N=1325)

E.EPREAM ROS BEEBRER, Kb, B8 1N
HE R PR BESORMBRER SRR R, SRS FIR
FISR t—# 38 Al Wilcoxon rank-sum(Mann-Whitney ) K5 . ***
w6k R RRNE  BREE 1%.5%F 10%KF L% R
%,
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NEES2LALALS?
¥ @I %R ERRIE

B, omEITUENFERZTIREBEREKT Al
G, STHE T B % 5Tk B i £k ROA 9{E
2.83%, b E WAL WARLIRT 1.24%, WE3 AL,
Lt , B EER AT EBRLAN, KE
EHENYEERTE WML, X5 Denis 4 (2002)
MR ER—. BEM 1 5B Z-score (A3 1F
TEE 1 AER 2. mE3 TR, BRE ke kisg
FOREERTFEAE LS, X RV E RS
HHFEWALWIREZFHU.
EZABBTOWSH ROS WEEERKER. &
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