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x5 R 1 DREEHE DR A & EQIFI R
(correlation and square multiple correlation)

Correlation
V1 <--> V2 0.501
V2 <--> V3 0.643
V1 <--> V3 0.530

2
Squared Multiple Correlation (R )

V1,V2,V3 --> V4 0.514
V1, V2, V3 --> V6 0.129
V1, V2, V3 --> V5 0.175

() « =0.05;, FEHKEE (p=0.05)

&6 RI D/ ZEFTOERERSAT

(standardized regression weights)

Standardized Regression Weights ( 3)

V3 V2 V1 V4
V4 0.339 | 0.328 0.172 | 0.000
V6 - 0.122 | 0.118 0.062 | 0.359
V5 0.142 | 0.137 0.072 | 0419

(FE) ¢« =0.05; FEMEMRE (p=0.05)
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LRURER A REET 5 72912,
ST AE - V1= SC bR
V2= S5
V3= fF§EMH:
MR . V5= Bt
V6= ANRYE IR
T3, SRR EAT o 728G
V4=0.172 (V1) +0.328 (V2) +0.339 (V3)
V5=0.072 (V1) +0.137 (V2) +0.142 (V3)

V6=0.062 (V1) +0.118 (V2) +0.122 (V3)

DL E DS HTAREE & SRR D STAL AR |
SR, BRI L BREROMEFEE LEWB R
RN ERRFEOHBEREA P2 ) E <, /34
FATT O MR AR DA BKEE IS EHHEE I VR0
bNADT, KFEVIZF SN, TR,
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V6= A& IR B %

3ODMVERE2ODRBEMERET b
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a1 5 4 EHADRE N — b+ — DFEE
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SEFEHIIEEY G2, BHLEOH
WO E & ANWERME ICRE %
Bi-L7,




34 WIZEEHR F15

2) REL2 DIRFEE

R7 REH2DAEZEHEOHEE L & ERIFH
(correlation and square multiple correlation)

Correlation
V7 <--> V8 0.072
2
Squared Multiple Correlation (R )
V7,V8 -—> V4 0.425
V7, V8 - Vo6 0.142
V7,V8 > V5 0.193

() « =0.05; HEMEKRE (p=<0.05)

£8 RFH2D /XX OEARBEES T
(standardized regression weights)

Standardized Regression Weights (/3)

V8 V7 V4
V4 0.555 -0.211 0.000
V6 0.209 -0.080 0.377
V5 0.244 -0.093 0.439

() @« =0.05;, AFEMERE (p=0.05)

3 RE2 DIRAL

V=M Aa O » 0.07 . V8= /N—=}+F —D
B 5 iR R
-0.21 0.56
Va=H#h
E¥FH
0.44 0.38
by 1% oin N gl R

(1F) RENIR LB I RRE S AR
ERURGER2 ZMREES B 72012, 20 DML LK L 2DODEBERMERE Y %o

WAL VT =BT A D&

V8 =,%— kb F —DMHE MM

HEIBA L L Vs =H s
V6 = AR EIREZE




#z AZNMFRILDER “The role of local firm's learning on Technology Transfer and Human Resources Development” 35

T, NSRBI EAIT o oFER, LISRELEF VU TOFRRERT,
V4=-0211 (V7) +0.555 (V8)
V5=-0.093 (V7) +0.244 (V8)
V6=-0.080 (V7) +0.209 (V8)

PLEDGHTHREE IS, LR O Mgk A D1 DT o#) Thbo,

L EBREROREFE L BMBER O ANEE Ra2 o 78— b F—BGROBE HESFTE OB
BISDOAMBEREAERL (4 F AORER) . ., 8= N —OMERHTHE) L
HRRFTA OHEE & DT OMBBIR & v S Ik T, MBATE O II %23 L Bl
BTERVWOT, KH2IDPXFEN LD, LEOHMNBE - AERBER RS
7. MLEHD/S— b F— OMEHEN L L8 BEZLhodt, 8= b F—OME
BRORFEFE L HMBE R O AR E R ZE D AE WM L2 T BEAE T, B
BRI PR E ., AT OH BAREPFET mA¥®&m%h@ﬁ%tA%§ﬁ%
HHDT, WH22DLH NIz, HHHERIE, ~ BICRE LR LT,

3) ARFL3 DIRFE
x9 REASDAEZEHRE DR & ERIFH IR

(correlation and square multiple correlation)

Correlations

V9 <--> V10 0.738

2
Squared Multiple Correlations ( R )

V9, V10 --> V4 0.448
V9, V10 --> A% 0.129
V9, V10 -> V5 0.175

(F) « =0.05; BEMHEH®RZE (p=0.05)

F10 RIA3ID/NZFEROERBEFRASE
(standardized regression weights)

Standardized Regression Wei  ghts (3)
V10 V9 V4

V4 0.401 | 0.316 | 0.000
Vo6 0.144 | 0.114 | 0.359
V5 0.168 | 0.133 | 0419

() « =0.05; AEBMKE (p=0.05)
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X4 1REHE3DIRFE

vo =5 ™% < 0.74

p| V10 = FIH D

V5 = TR

(IE) RENIR L 728 3R S 2R %

B AL

V6 = NBE IR %

ERURE #BREET 272012, 20D EBE 2 ODBERERES 5o

PR Vo =3LH M

V10 =F |l O B4
TEBEL . Vs =Huli iz

V6 = NWEIRES

T, SAFW 24T o 72 E. LISRELEF VDL TOFERERT,

V4=0316 (V9) +0.401 (V10)
V5=0.133 (V9) +0.168 (V10)
V6=0.114 (V9) +0.144 (V10)

PLEDOGHIRREC S, FRLEBORAE, FIH
DERVE E B EROMESE L EMBER A
B EIRBAZE DO MBIREA R <\ /S ARAT O E 05
REDAEBRKEIEHEMAZROOLNE Z L
O, IRFBIVZFE SNz, FHAERIZ, ITF D@

NTH%,

I3 s GRAM. FIHOBEMME) 2
¥EFBIEELYS5 2. R EOE
WO E & NGBS %S %
B L7z,
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4) IRE4 & ARERS5 DAL
F11 R4 &R

H5DREEHEOBEI T & ERFA
(correlation analysis)

37

Correlation B8 0 HAOREHEX BHEXB 0L
W s G 2 HirE ORER EHFEOMLE
g e E b
D N H B RE
HMHEEE OB H  |Pearson 1.000 0.460 0.212
e Correlation
HE MR E Significant 0.000 0.003
(2-tailed)
HAROF S F R |Pearson 0.460 1.000 0.495
i o R E e E Correlation
R RE Lo M
B B RE
HEEU®RE Significant 0.000 0.000
(2-tailed)
¥ B DO ERE  |Pearson 0.212 0.495 1.000
ESSIEES Correlation
HEEHWmeE Significant 0.003 0.000
(2-tailed)

() « =0.01 ; AEME®EZE (p=0.01)

F12 RH4 &REES DHEBEH T & ERIFENTORRBEFRI
(correlation, squared multiple correlations and standardized regression weights)

Correlations

V2 <> Vi 0.461

2
Squared Multiple Correlations ( R )
Vi, V2 -—> V3 0.236
Standardized Regression Weights ( /3 )
Vi V2
V3 -0.013 10.492

() a =0.01,; AEMEKRE (p=0.01)
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Mean

EFoL) 1w

(e}

TE KRB

ftFEofaE

- TR

55 5 I [

KB - KBz

Wl LOHR - 7

EH~OFEERB

& Fl JZ &

BRAZRY v 7 D@ R

W W W W ARV W W
Q||| |O|\O

(iE)S B FE DR @ 1= 2 ~5 =i &

Wi 77— iRAED»SERK

®14 BADOBREFPRMEOREIRSE - RINIEB LD AMBERIREE

Mean
HEAAY v 7 OREIRE - HMmisEx 3.83
HEFEOBRE
g DgE ) 3.49
=y T 3.64
MBNTompHEAMY 3.71
ftFE~om@ L - ko 3.56
HFE~NOEME 4.18
(FE)S BBEOFFME : 1=FFITEBEV~5=FFICRWV

Hrr . 77— FRAED»SIER

®15 RWREXSDEEDEDME L

Mean
mmE B3 O M Lk 2.92
HEETIREOUE 2.84
HEEIT A D 2.64
L3 FosEm Lk 2.89

(E)S RFEDFF i : 1=T& 2 Wn~5=R{T&5%

HAr . 77— bRAEDSER

X5 {REt4 &REE5 DIRFE

Vi = B#ERE

V2 = SAE A= |

> DR L 0.49
B B

(E) RENCR L 2B F3EEMBRE

D B i 2 B \\<i$‘

V3 = BHHEFXB D
EENEOLE
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ERCIREA LARERS ZHRET A 72012, 20D EME 1 DDEBEHEHET %,

WAL EH VI =BHHEE B OB i e L

V2=HEA/ = b F— DR ETRE & B g

TERZEL . V3 =M R DA FER RO E

Y. BRBON 7o 728K, ERBEASLTOHRERERT,

V3=-0.013 (V1) +0.492 (V2)

P EDIRER 4 DIEEEIZ &, LA B OB A
BOWH MR L TR AL DB B O ERER)
ROYE T B HBREBAELC (w1 F20H
PR BB & A ER R OUE B DM
BPRISHII DA B TH b0 T2, ERIGEHH O

BEXELSHBELZBRTR VDT, IRF4HDF
SNheh o7,

—77. RES DBGEEIZ IS, HOZEBDOIE NS
— b — OFERE L BB L (R L ROTIH
TEE B D HERROYE IS 5 HBREI D ~

9. HRDFER

IREHARRE DAE R, IR, KF3. IRFES 2D W
TIRXEFINL, LrL, KBV TD/5—
M —BEROFEI IR EERLT
Whe, Thbb, KEL2212DWT, 28— bF—
DR EAITENE & S E ORI S <, B3
DEAMBIRE N ERFRZEICEZEELEE5 2 TS
ET, RFUEERFRE SN, Lo L, KEL2.11ED
WO RO PT A S T3 ORBREEDMK <,
WELELFE SN ol F72, IKFL4IZDONWT,
B IEE B O MR & AR OUE L O/
PRI S N o 7,

RF2. LDV TR LI SN o 72 B
. RESEY T AEEMLMY (ownership
advantage) (ZB1F A 5897% 4% (monopolistic
advantage) IZHHEEZ ONB, RELCEDOM
BMOPAHEEICE L X, ZOREBMEDNT
YANBERLERTH S, MO AEHEELTH
HIZDOWT, 5560085 b F—DOHE LRSS
BwE, £ - OBRRERLEEI Vb
O—VEiBLZENE LD EEZOND, Kl
BIIBWT, ¥4 L HADORERFEIE, BARM S
= - BEEU OB/ ERAL TV 5,
i, BHOFRCHIMEREEFL LIk D
DT, #R. O &) MDA EE S A4
KEBIEBER G2 Do 72800 H, iz < A

0 EL, BRI OEEKEFEETH LD
T, ISR SNz FITRERIE, DT o0
D Thhb,

CHh A GESE B OWIFWRIE, HE
WEOUBIIHEE TG 27

WS - AARANS— M F—ORFEZLHED
FEELRE - BlvteE o AWM E BaLE
3, BEEBOEENEOLFEIZE
@%5‘2_7‘:0 <

FADEBERZRTERE o7, BEHIZ, HE
RO ZHLICEEFE Z17) &, HBE¥ED
REEB O AL DN DL DT, HREDOHHHE
U TIE R, BHAEOREESC - KEER D
ERREBIIBINTEL L) At DL BUE

. HH b,

F7o, WH4IZoWT, BbiEk B OB L
& EFERZEDOUE & ORI AL S e »
S, KRG, OALE, ¥4 EHADIR
WEENSBEET S ANEEH ELOMELIIET S &
ZZbMb, ZHUL, 8k (job hopping) O,
FENDE R NME R & DR EA T E 4 B &
EZOoNDB, I, ¥4I BIFBYE—F 15
EEDOAMBEROMBIL, FMEALOMEICH
L TWh, HHMEEBOBBIE & BADERE
MELEOREEBESTLA2E A, FAMICHET
5 & TR S N NGB SR e & o
BERE L7,

WHEEIZFZALS VI o -2 6, BESK
NS e AR -/ AR N TR = B 2 et
BROFIIAMEILZ TWA I EDHL I -
720 TOTENLERR AMAPHERS 52 L Il%
S ENEZOND, T THBEE %5 DI,
5 4 L AROPRERFEORE I MALIZIED < AM
BRASER S NEHT, EBICHETE < Bltbhe
¥BPEDEIHIITENEZITIEDO TV ENE NS
HMTHDLEERIEZEZTVE, RENFFEET LA
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MEBKIT, SEMPEETAENEOM LX)
DTHL, AR, HETEH AL DBBEERD
MERPHELZBEB L COACERIIFGFTHHDT
BRI RS Vv, £70, BB O EERR
DYERHMOM EOBE L OBFEEASL L, B
WAEOHAMBE - TH T ZTHL VA, BB
EIC BT BEE L ZNEIRT 5 720 DR B
*E 2z DB, FUiTFEs L -t ER OB v
IR CAAS, IRESEORIEELBETH A
Do

R X DR E LT, 44 L HADRELCED
£o5— N F— BTN R AR R LD
W I T OREEIEE R A LI 5T
5 A BHORELEICHMOLERS L HERIR
BT TRETE S, T/, FAfll)— b+ —
DAEFEIZE > TOEMDOZHFIINEFER 2@ L TT
bbb, HERBOHFIHERLEFEIL -
TAWEBEREICLERT A L2k b,
1R581, K3 22K 3% 3405 S OMIERE R 5 B
LA LI ABMIIBITD ¥ A L BARORHE
T, BEVOLREUNE, ZEM., S,
MERMEE., KA. FIAOBEMME, BEERH
W& OFEMIGE LD A\ME 2 E¥EFE I E
5.2, BMeEEELRT, REMIC, ©EF
BN & o THIEBEF R OEBH#Er EET 2 TEN
S TEEY O 4 e EAR (B R BT,
PEDEHIZ, ¥4B#D Y 1 & AARDIRER
RSB B REETH, Bl - &E oy, A
MR & THEMTH 2 RERRIRMELH 2
BT, EELRVOMEICKE R&REE R
LTWVB I DG h ot #RiEWVI ETH %,
F AL AROBESEIIBIT LB OERL
LT, HRBIEOME & AERERSORE % 8
LT, EETOEADBERIIKERERE TR LT
ETw5b, LaL, By 1 Tl3EmEo R,
BRI DI S ASTEE TR X 2L 2o TW

o WIC, EHEIIABMICBITAI M LBARD

REMEICE, TANEERRHRE] LETHL L
EZDILEST, W) T THRL, EEHMEAN
MEBICEL T, By Ao M FEs -
i) OMmaE - BREAM LI CLLENDH 5,
i, HifrgogRkr &t [AMER] 2%,
1 EHARDR/ELEIZE > T, REFELXLFHEELT
BN BERETHAI,

AMERRIZBWTEE INIRES5HORE
WiE, LTFo3asdhb ez oNnb,

1. ¥4 L ARORENEICEH T 2 HMHM¥ER
DAMEBERIL, FICAERNKTINHOENRIC
WETAHEBEWLZII 2 r—ary%ELR
MEREEEDDLZETH D,

2. [A\MEROBMAL] 1L > T, BHibFED
AL &G EGbE T, ¥ A BHMIIE
1755 4L AROIRECEITHT L HMBE DA
MEBBRY AT LEWET DI EPBLETH 5,

3. WM EREOEAN 2 ER I, AlFE O
AN =X Ll U7 B B O L\ ik
85T 24EF (OIT, Off-JT) DHERTH 5,
F0uNTH, FILEELZDIX, BHAOH4FE
L CEHSNDBEADOFEE P HMEEE %
L, MBFENMAMBER L BET LLE
b
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