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LQRAJAAEZE 714, AGA @99 nlo]aZ Ho]HE o] &3] B3I AFEo T
skt 53 Campa(200d)+= o€ 7pd e wigste] & W3yt 290 7199 +
EAE AEH = AAY HIld 9FS FeAE AFsHh Campadd =W
AAZ 29 F71A] stgo] A2 27 79 Ee] FEAY IES oF7Ehy
FZo] Lojurle AT sHozE O U 32X 2SS Btk HIdE
Baggs et al.(2014)o] dAIA] FE&W37} AUt 7|Fe FEAF I1EF E HE
o3 dFS HHS Holw o]grido] AYPFS HAUTh o3} AFES 3
g WSt 7199 FEAR Ed e T3 Yoyt AA FEF HEd 79
g FFE Foe S AT F 3

T18Fe] Baldwin and Krugman(1989)ell F&F= wrol ==9] u AN L3} #=H3E 7|
AIAGA HolEE o] &3ty mAARowE HZI thEAQ ATE Roberts and
Tybout(1997), Bernard and Jensen(2004), Bernard and Wagner(2001) 5] =6 ©]
H AFTEL F&HE AAT} F£Eo Fe IFRG /1YY FEAAA Yol 1F
H] -89 ‘?‘%“5* x}ﬂ]oﬂ 23 “‘Z‘Riﬁ‘r

%
S7ke] Aol HA ?i?% %A %t A ol & Baggs et al¥ Ze q
T g0 71gel wX = BHEH] FFS BAske ot mEY 7Y FL 7ol
3 o] olHAHRl S ¢Es] nHekA X3k AV Aok shslTh
a8y 2 9e A3 Eo] 3§ Wil 7Y 2 g EAG wE 7YY &
714 8l FEFl mXe o2 Rbg& E43817] AASkth. Berman et al.(2012)
AXeE ZF2 7|gS AR & Wl 7IgY @97t a 3 719 sl
2= FFol 7199 AL o wet FoldE Ao 53 ALk o] w2
198 5371A A 23S 7120 nfad(markup)S £ tl$3teE A
o2 Yveuth =3 L et al(2016)2 Tx71dS A2 20009 58 20073312
T & WH37E 7I9E AgE A ot 719y AR T4 s
Aold JaS =& Bt Li et a9 A A Berman et al.o] AEo] F=7)
Hdo] A= FYA H88ES BYoy FolEYG T AFE B3 AT F 3
= AL FEolgtes T3 F40] 7Y H Ao AadE wf g 2 4k
do] 1fi3 EA wet a3rt dold F dte Aotk HZ fY dAFE X
H HEE, 9x82015), BFH, FA32016) T 71 EA uet e A
A vk Tk

g7 71gel A 9 rlagel of| 9 vAeA BAF
ojo] B dFoAE= 7IH R AFY EA wWE e

P12 Be A ATEE 22 BeAs] BE AQ £39 BLE FAAAY EE 289 5
4ol UL A8 A7 49 =
d - T, 2005 HES, 2005 =AE 013)

252



o
i)
o
@
N
o
e
10
4>
T
>.

|& =0 0= Hef =4

Ee——

2 1%
ol
ok
N
ol
ol
El
A
ol
H
=

o >y B R g

, o2

%g o
40 e 2
NN
o
> o
2o
2
L w =
i
=
Z £ 4

0

'
Lo
Norle g
N
e
o
T
>
o3
™
T
Ne,
4
T
ofs
-
o
=2
Jo
>
e
ol
otk
ftlo

O o N o Ao
A
o
N
N

o o
ot (2
o
1o
R
ot
N
N,

™ 2 PN

o 2 r2
o

ol
)
fo
%
[

2 2
b
o =

71 BT Y 2y AF=0)
ojgtd AAHNF3E e BE F£E9
171 913 B2 7]13]|72 I o7 wols
o] lthimperfect competition jumping
AbetA] EsheE U 71dEe] AsUbA]
9] A A frElet 7HAazAS T

=
u

o} X

7

=

N
BN o
2
ol
o
rlr

re
=
o
o
£
r?
2

Rl
ElooX o 2 & au © L ao

o
ik
o
7
e
>

_@_{ oﬁ _>|“L

o

N0

1% -

e o
o

=

01[‘ _II'E

O_(-u)‘:," OZ: o

@]
<
B
(@]
=
<
NN
H
)
>
o
o =
o ==
o >
q o
g X
o =
N
o
ol

l

=2
L @
oo 2
g %
o
ol

0>

i

o 4y

" dr o
-LL:

%

P

4N XL 9

M
O
rlr

flo i)
o [‘.\°‘,J

o

N
N
N
N
T T

wo o2 o i

o o
o

r e
B b

y o

N re
m (&
o
kol

-|~
o
o
I-

ol
2
j'L_l,
il

o

1=

B
rE‘,
=2
o

3 317t} Ekholm et al.(2012)9l A= 2000t
o] AAAFINE (== IAZY(Krone)e 7}x A
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A ANAE & A AT

YHEASREE 7|9 A% A& Z FEF AFIE A mE A
(persistence)e zte MTYUS 1Hsta 49 A4S
5} = g (Dynamic panel linear probability modeDs} Sejsj@u AR =S A}
AT HollA ol AFEF AEETI 3Rl Th

=

o

ll. Xtz 20 X E44

Ao CHEA A, 2009. 719 HAAB thd FARA AsHE Kim2013), Choi
and Pyun(2016), BFd, UAFH2016), BAFH, FHH2016)F A3 275 0]
AT B ATAE AFAMA F1e3 2006~201499] oF 3000719 A& - A7
A AxY 7@ AsE FE3t BASAT =3 v AxY 7Y A
Aol FEAE =Y D 7N2SAZFS AANFOE A& - A7 XY A=Y 7194
H S A =33t

otgff <I1¥ D& fEuve AEAa8E Folth IdA BE fevet 424
s 22 F897ges AAAGE Aot srEe 20061 5Bl 2009 7FA]
0%eld 2 Fo 8 sH(FE /A stEhstAth 2010958 20121 Atololl= 48

22 4ASTI} olF AE(EHIA FHWEE P BT
GEDe AR AZY /%9 AR AEEE D 520 AE/HE 8L A
3 Zolth. Fg Haprh AZE 200793 20080l F2AF AE AQ5Tt 2
Loyttt ThRk 200990l 1 4Uh FE AL B S et ol #8 Asjdx
Bastm 2R 2490719 BE AAAR] FAAA Fa FAd AU Aow
AT dgeE £EARN A 2HstE 7190 F (& £EAF=ATFEENY
H2719)e] i ol HE ol e e FAT & Uk @A 201320149 F S
e AWAEE] ARE FEAUA AFFEIIe 7 FHeidn. £3
0143% £2E27199) £A47F A= dn] o 4AE 2718 AL B 4 A
H FF ABF =9 ANE YA APHEBLY HFATEAIN sehe FePsE, 42
B3E9 FAFEFIVIA G ) FEHYCE FHVE dTh

254
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<O 1> elUete dEASES
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7o

2006

2007

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

=#=—REER (CPI based, BIS, 2010=100}

2013

2014

F o AANERE e BN HatE, Aee kA "Ae 27 on)
A= : Bank for International Settlements (BIS)

<E 1> #2035 2Lt 82 NXg gy &E 88 (2006-2014)

A= FYEs FE79T
At HE AatrE TEANTEE

2006 5564 3093

2007 5605 394 353 3327 606 372
2008 5711 757 651 3345 564 546
2009 5490 120 341 3412 262 195
2010 5362 148 276 3231 358 539
2011 5677 740 425 3317 480 394
2012 5863 560 374 3513 458 262
2013 5628 652 887 3532 535 516
2014 5566 795 857 1407 195 2320°

Z2]: Choi and Pyun(2016)3} A=} A4k

*AAE 20149 VA2 E A AR mEY B2 Az VIdEc] FES 022 2

312 ¢ko} missingo 2 AW A7 Bt
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<E DollAs A5 A= 71939 Me-A719] A= 719 A5 $AZFS v
VIR EE MEA710) AT A2 MNAE 7 A= AxY 71499 F 50%
P Aol Hed FEHAR 1| FojlE o

_4

odE AABE Ao vehhth =3 2
Hg-77) Aol Az /YTl A% Az Y@PES 2 WL U
AT F Yok ol A7 AGS AT A7 vt AA Axgs ol
sishe A3 FLT 4TS T AL 45 5 Aok

<E 2> 832 HZY Il vs. A23JIXY WX DY

M= N230I

Had 242X 82 HEEX 34gt =0 | 2EX B HEEL 3 S0t
SE0HR iy 48754 0.57 0.49 0.00 1.00 23130 0.59 0.49 0.00 1.00
FEUR(i), ) 39143 0.63 0.48 0.00 1.00 18238 0.65 0.48 0.00 1.00
HE2E; )y 48754 1187.68  21143.1 0 1840000 | 23130 1961.90  30162.2 0 1840000
ST 30143 1242.62 208441 0 1550000 | 18238  2042.02  29886.8 0 1550000

SANAESE; ) 48754 448 0.15 4.07 474 | 23130 4.47 0.16 4.07 4.74

MEUESE (1) 39143 0.08 0.09 0.01 0.5 18610  0.08 0.09 0.01 0.53
FUIYEC( 39143 0.29 0.27 0.01 1.48 18238 0.31 0.30 0.01 1.48
RS Ty 27488 0.42 0.64 -1.2 1.64 13054 0.50 0.64 -1.2 1.64
ZAFDE(j) 1) 143 4.8 0.85 2.48 1.53 | 18610  5.01 0.9 2.48 11.53
/B 1-1) 39142 0.12 0.24 0.00 3.5 18609  0.14 0.27 0.00 3.%5
ANLE 0oy 39143 0.02 0.06 0.00 3.72 18610  0.02 0.05 0.00 3.72

INSEZE(HE) B4 2.60 2.51 0.00 9.00 | 23130 2.6 2.48 0.00 9.00

VIX index 4874 20.66 6.98 1281 32.69 | 28130 20.76 7.00 1281 32.69

g = 6151 2958
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AEXEERE

2 BollAes A e € 24 3 FEFe T5EsE A5 s
A& TFEAT. F&dste] Wi VdeEe] FEANR IE 24 % FEF W
£ B4 3ol &&o] BE VYol dFe vAE F FTAYS AU¢st A4
W BAE 534 22 4 54 3% F3HEFE =Ystath ol Fail &
2 Uetd FEARe 74 21 wstE @A 71l AR AAAU Y Al o
2} ojgA F&3=AE AFAoE ENE ¢ W] WEolt WSt wE 7
4ol #2484 7€ FE7Ide] ¥ ddtdd 33 AFE44 2 ged 2

D 944 s} (Extensive margin)
EXPjy = a; - EXPj-1 + @2 - INRERy + a5 - IN(RER X Industry Competition;y +Xj-1 »

+d]'+51'j'[

2) W94 W3} (Intensive margin)
EXP_volumey =41+ EXP_volumey-; + 52 « INRER* £ 5 + IN(RER;)
X Industry Competitiony; + Xj-17 + £+ €y

AN EXPpr= A 19 719 j7) tA=e &3}
I t
Ao rell= 2 S5l

FEWFe A7k

Al dddade=w

o

I

E=)
|t

=
[e)
A A (persistence)e] =& 4 A7] wEoltt. RER;

= RIETI(Research Institute of Economy, Trade & Industry)
oA AFste Vet A AFEARIE(0)s AYE &S ARSI
A SE2 AYE AolE WY F o] TEo IFS AdHEE E4T F
AttE Aol Atk Xpm 919 228 FEF TS F= HFE9 HWEo
i ol FAStE HFEE 7I9Y A, AT EEILE), 719Y FUYEE,
AN AR E(EFH AEA S Herfindahl index, HHD, #AWFdAdAE, TwjE the)
AFNLER, FA F2713, FE70Y 22 3899719 345 BASH] 9%
VIX A]4=(Chicago Board Options Exchange volatility index) Solt}. Xjol =33k
TR 7Y 7= AF H FEEFTY A8 AR i 2 sANMTE & 4
= o] Zka year lagged variable) & A}&-3}3 T,

Xig TR WTES AVEY B4 fF:H 7Ide 54U 7GBTS
Ackerberg et al.2006)e] WHES o] &3l FH3A ALEStAT. F=7]
o ARt st 719 H AEET AL FHAA SEsithe A7 (e.g., Bernard
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3l [ndustry Competition;

o1 9

=

olJ

gx)4=9] 43 28 3H(interaction term)

oW
3

oy

2 2u 71

st tHDe Loecker and Warzynski, 2012).

Eay

1
T

aj ﬂ' ﬁj

3t7] 9% 719 3 E(fixed effects)o] L, e,

.wﬂ

w] ] o] T},

1
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9]’ 6’1}:%

s

Nickell bias

Suie] AR Abolo] 4

A BAel e

S E e

sh

A A
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!
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@ e

o] &
Arellano and Bond(1991), Arellano and Bover(1995)

Al(correlation)7} YebE & QlTh.

Aol A=

£

3l

1 9

S

o]

¢} Blundell and Bond(1998)7} A<

=
=

Arellano and Bond(199D)& Z<&H 471 o] 77 =

Bl Aol w

=
|

Difference GMM
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=
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olgl WHetAtt I#y ol =¥ FAH Aol FEHHF AA| T ARl whEt
14%*5‘ o] ES&(persistent) ¢ FHAGF2 AR oA FHHSF oA FELS &
THTE ARES o ZA7F BT 4+ 2dth(Alonso-Borrego and Arellano,
1996). Arellano and Bover(1995)¢} Blundell and Bond(1998)&= o]&l EA44-& 1 &}
71 {8l 719 F=42l(evel equation)Z} =2 (difference equation)S &7 AF-&3}
5 71E F42(evel equation)?] =TFHEFERE FE5UFY A WSS9 AEH
o|A7] k& AH&3E= System GMM WHH 2L Akt

ole] B AFoAx dd Wzt EA(D2)AA FEHF |57 e W
e #etsle FeEHA @AY EE ¥ (Dynamic panel linear probability model)
System GMM “WHE<S o|&3ste FAHs= A F7IE FHHEIZEH 23
(Dynamic panel probit modeD& =Yt =g 7FHIAE AHEAl 7IFESY =
o]z e IHe EAY UA-dS FASH] $s] Wooldridge(2005)2F 2ol SE|Z
ZH dAFgE&y =¥ Dynamic probit random effect modeDoll F<& WHF =7]#3
A TE 73k £88te FA3H

N

A

oft o rE

7] &l =43 System GMM £2463} -z éli‘j\ﬁ anry (Dynamlc panel
probit random effect model) ¥4 A x}o]t},

e 2] A A(strictly exogenelty)O] Qe HFE 7RG E49] g
serial correlation®] Sl=AE HE AR test 9F (e jr - € j-27F serial correlatione] JE=AE He
AR(2) testE AAEFA S, AR(Q) testRhe 7| Z4ekA] o ® QA3 TR HDEA 2] gFAE LS F<
gt =3 Roodman(2006, 2009 wel =7W<¢] 7§42} Hansen over-identification test A#& e}
Wlth. Bazzi and Clemens(2013)e] whe} <Fst =W HS(Weak instrument test)s AAJste] F &
YEHHATE F ghe] 10RTh 2 of gutg o= ofgk =W A7 gl
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.
<HE 3> 82N J1ge +EAE JY/EIE: Extensive margin
(D 2 3
TEUT FEAHF FEAF FEAR
Dynamic probit
AR Ssem o S S okl
correction

FEA G- 0.058 1 #xx 0.2559#xx 0.7342%xx
(0.0168) (0.0354) (0.0519)

(22 8k ~1.2352xx ~0.236 1% ~1.8192s##x
(0.0781) (0.0882) (0.1926)

AR FE e 0.1639% 0.0920 0.4671
(0.0966) (0.1807) (0.4534)

TAAAA - -0.0466 -0.0924 -0.0003
(0.0344) (0.0717) (0.1722)

(271 A -1 -0.0246 0.1225%* -0.0114
(0.0185) (0.0671) (0.0364)

(RI)FLE e -0.0299 0.497 3 0.1405%x*x
(0.0239) (0.0556) (0.0236)

TFH/FYE ey 0.0216 0.0564 0.1690%x
(0.0226) (0.0445) (0.0730)

AFMEFAL G- 0.0366 0.4658% -0.3284
(0.1611) (0.2602) (0.4918)

HAFZ7IZE 0.0291#*x 0.0563 % 0.4354 %
(0.0048) (0.0098) (0.0177)

VIX A4 0.0104 5% 0.0416%*x 0.127 3%
(0.0012) (0.0128) (0.0046)

Z7) FEAF —0.474 5%

(0.0629)

AR(1) test (p-value) 0.000

AR(2) test (p-value) 0.568

Weak IV test (F-statistic) 39.8

Hansen overid. test (p—value) 0.000

TS A o8

719 2,958 1,202

H=3 12,800 12,800 7,879

R-squared 0.589

F: B3 E 471 EF 2 2Hrobust standard error)

koRR k= A7 FoEFE 10%, 5%, 1% FEANA FogE ol

g (29 two step System-GMM 4 A3} A 3H(error term)e] AR(1), AR(2) specification testZ

B AR test® 717F, ARQ) testE 71248tA] R0 2 FEHgd
& (Dynamic panel probit random effect model) 4 Az}

4 38 S dzyagdans
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FOF FFL MATE oPtMe] REHOT HYPSE AFH WHiol
et al2014)°] AUtk 7194 S I ATE WARE AP
GE o] A W] B 9o F2aH Waon of
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<E 9] AF}E T8 B 4 e 4ol 24 @59 ATVl 522 UER
o B3 e del 2A e AR TR s3] Al o2 79
SHAl UEbdS Fdsdth o71A & WHEE 7o FEEA mAle AZd
A EFHE Axter] 9l F& FAAFd FEe-AdUWRATES] FEAEF F
AAFE A 1HE 287t dHhd

d D] && B FzA8Ide] AgE Tt @& WUt 714 FEH R
nAe &39E AuEd, g8 Agee 522 G D ARE s A,
FEAERe] A AT 54 FEE UEEH o ATEVF =2, & =94
Aol A%k Aol &3 VdLFE g A (E DA, THEA 2 el &
T 7IFEEY § FEAAdd 8ol AE(FHI)e= ALz 4S5 . ol 7]
dsol ELGAEA FFol AgdFF ge Aot mE F=29 1AHE TAaE ©
ASHo 2 g e & Ank 3 2 43 2S AP 2y e d
7 FEAR IAEF HE L3 dFe E=vhe A d(symmetry)& 7HE Sk
Atk wEkA &8 A ds FEAGN A= 7ol oln A= FEo 1A
H-E W&o AHFHAoR FEIAR ME Aolghs ol#ride o3 2 &
Aoz Q% FEAAMY 714 AAY Atz FEAFeRNEH 5T The
dol AttaL sHd 5 e Aotk

e

Fu=E 4 (D=
modeD) o2 A}& 2}
d < 4 @Wek
A EHE ALEst

GRE O] Al =
X5 AvEd F32 dgk 8 AFAAF AxA0.315, AFAF A=A EA
NO.177), AAFF, HAFH, I ¥ 9 %
A ZH0.153), A71748] A xAQ0.143), 5 AxH0.123) =22 =4
gl + Qo. ol FAZFS
7147 Ao o 2 7]

F, 7IeEA], A713H S

(39} System-GMM FA2 ¥ &&= (linear probability
o AE IAERA=E sfAst=H & FE7b ok 18y
Al P (non-linear) 2g < ¢ F328de Avs Sl
7FA <l A o] @ +-# kAl and Norton, 2003).
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BEHSIIL 1Yo +=2ANE ME=0 0|X= °“'i°it :”\i*
<HE 4 AU ™0 22 & NE JE/EE0 0IX=s &2 0124
(1) (2) (3) (4)
S F=E0E =EQL SEQL F=EHE
AAUZBET EHB MBS E(HHI) MAEZE (HHI) AAER0ITY A EHA0IT Y
Dynamic probit Dynamic probit
random effect random effect
System GMM mode! w/ System GMM model w/
Wooldridge (2005) Wooldridge (2005)
correction correction
F=EWR (), 1-1) 0.2541%%x 0.7299% 0.2519%** 0.7333%**
(0.0354) (0.0519) (0.0354) (0.0519)
(2O)HEsg -0.1074 ~1.5860%** -0.0307 —0.8703**
(0.1023) (0.2140) (0.1478) (0.2747)
(2O)adgsts =1.9061%** =4 7415+ -0.1266%* —0.3516%**
« MAUBEEEZ (1) (0.6562) (1.9007) (0.0626) (0.1124)
AHUNEME T 1) 8.1935%** 20.7173 0.5171%x* 1.5200%**
(2.7938) (8.1677) (0.2586) (0.4781)
=AY EE (- -0.0963 -0.1664 -0.0798* 0.2052%
(0.0719) (0.1832) (0.0383) (0.1067)
(2)I1L AN i 1o 0.1299% -0.0030 0.1230% -0.0017
(0.0683) (0.0366) (0.0696) (0.0338)
(2)BAE (.- 0.5001%** 0. 1389%** 0.4939%** 0. 1479%**
(0.0560) (0.0236) (0.0544) (0.0235)
=/BHIE (j.1) 0.0582 0.1682%* 0.0561 0.1708+*
(0.0447) (0.0731) (0.0443) (0.0730)
AZMLER (.1 0.4724x -0.3347 0.4442+ -0.3401
(0.2599) (0.4918) (0.2558) (0.4890)
WHFEI[2H 0.0562+%** 0.4383*% 0.0566%** 0.4348x*x
(0.0099) (0.0178) (0.0096) (0.0177)
VIX Xz 0.0142%%x 0.1272% 0.0137%** 0. 1285%**
(0.0021) (0.0046) (0.0021) (0.0046)
ZFI| 202 —0.4813%x* —0.4803**
(0.0630) (0.0629)
AR(1) test (p-value) 0.000 0.000
AR(2) test (p-value) 0.689 0.630
Weak IV test (F-statistic) 39.68 40.85
Hansen overid. test (p-value) 0.00 0.00
g Ol 59 59
g 2,958 1,202 2,958 1,202
2=1 12,800 7,879 12,800 7,879
F B3 = 7 2F22Hrobust standard error)
5w ws ZZh fol S E 10%, 5%, 1% FEOIA felge o)

ox]
=
=
=
fex]
=

2, D=

B2H AR testE 717, AR(Q) testE
v d = 24 e e &3 =g (Dynamic panel probit random effect model) )

(D, (39 two step System-GMM FH 23} 2 =}sHerror term)] AR(1), AR(2) specification test

N7sA RHOE FHMEHIEY o] HAFS BAL
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GE Do) AE)F AWel ARE AR AZE 5 Al AAAEE UE
W e MF—Ae BE ntad—g olgshel BAS th AAF Zolth &
dU B mhage HYAFES B HuY A5 2 A J1ge) ma
g £ES TR Aol G Ee] ARABe) ATl 1o 53,
U Bgd AAel AeAE SASE Wl 7149 vagy F4L 9

Ae 7199 HSAAEA te 7FE 3 AN o] Hastt. gy old ARE
g ZdeolH e Ao HFS AAolth. wEli De Loecker and Warzynski
(2012)9] WP ES ol&std 7149 vaydS FAHIT F AHE B vpad S At
3t} De Loecker and Warzynskiz= 7142 vl &5438F EAE vy oz 7|49
AR FAAWHE ol 83t 7Y Y mtadS FAAWE B AT Euet 7]
dulolHE ol &3 TFAA] vtay FHL W, FA2016) F=xstr] uigt
1:}_

d Q) & WY 23 A & D @A yehd dife} ?4_24 o7 dAF%=
E T Ao &E9Y AFeE 522 YEYI FoRY @& AgE Hi v
o AaAge AUt 29 A% HoE YENH. o2 HF Oii o & A
SHEAD AU mha ol =2 Aol &3 719 FEAR
1 g At ol A ol &4 wiAgoA AR THET R

)
o

|‘IJO

e e
™
o
N [e]
(0]

| =1

E | AstE Aol = 3 7IdLsE A3 Ao mE 7hg x4
o freld W32 QA XEFo] Lolaifs W olF HFHoE FE&IS Ho
FE=

2. Hslo] W& 7] 27|49 &% 24 (Intensive margin)
(E DA = ol FESA A Y 71?3% ﬂ]’%f’—i ﬁi Eﬂi‘rﬂ 2y 7194

o
d (1), & 47 two-step System GMM<S o] &3 FEjd|EAXAESE =y
(Dynam1c panel linear probability modeD< F43 Zola, € (2), ), O= A&+
F A 0 #AFXH Y FEol F Ao wAE HAsr] 9@l Silva and
Tenreyro(2006)7F =<4gF xol 37 A (poisson regression)< FEjIH R
(Dynamic panel settingo.= &7gt £4 Ay d (2), (1), (G2 +4 YA
Wooldridge(2005)7} *Z &-th 2 initial conditions problem-g 3123}7] 9J3te] £
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= T &9 Age g2 4 D& A9sta
SAACREE FolstAl YET ol & FsHEDAC TS0l dRtFe=w
FEFS sdoEe) AR dede TIH FAEg FrEe FES <
Q-G &3t AU A=} FE52gd] A7t 7ot &9 ge= F
BHERE Aotk FEEFol & @S 7HRde AL AW FI= 255
&g dstol e FEF 7 a3 Addue ovlolth & AW AFT=7}
2 Ao AL rF B8 A e S a3 duH R A yEhd
o sided ¢ Ao ole EYAAA Al e VI FE VIdEY AF A
Wl A ol AR E S kst 719 7ol w4, old VdEe] A 9
3174 OP‘“/“W —r%%’c% gistrling 238 74 =24 T T vtAd A

SEEES ZRER

B4 A%e B AAY 5 db e B WY F2Y T Jugow
AU YFETF e Aol A B Ad) YFET B AE FEIY, F
WY Be) $EF F7h Bde G4 $E 5 Aoke Yoo

)

9 FuE FHEIY S we FHAS oG AFE RE WEY FATA =F0) o] 3
ok ek <E 5o @ DA AU ANGT8t FEF VAL FAEAE ALY 1)
F1g9 AFNA [1-22(185H)e) AFIE o] 78 Fugo] Wa5E v 9d4L
B A

N'j‘v_'

A
o

T F Atk ol¥"E 4 DF )9 Y myoly] Wid AFE /AL &g4A4 dAESAE
EET F JAT, E W B A= vAdE Xold Tolr] wFo J-H}E JAETNZ 3
*—1‘3}% A F27F Ak o & o HdF FEFE oo JyHo= —Zroi Aoz 7HA3HE o
2 HeEe FAAF AAE £&5F W dig semi-elasticitye] /ldo =2 s 4 A& Aol
EP.
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g D, 39 two step System—GMM >

£ EH AR testE 7

717+, AR(Q2) testZ

ERE RPN

[CIRUNE R |

2016-11 st==2d FI|I=28
.
<H 5 =285 02 ==&2 Hs : Intensive margin
) 2 3 @) 5)
SEHT 2aErE) AEFEY 2aEEsE) *eé* % AATEE
B S AJAFEHHD)  AIRFEHHD  ARRTEHHD)  AREEE AR e
Dynamic Dynamlc Dynamic
poisson poisson poisson
random effect random effect random effect
System GMM model w/ System GMM model w/ model w/
Wooldridge Wooldridge Wooldridge
correction correction correction
AT 0.2618%xx 0.2618sx
(0.0350) (0.0349)
AATED 0 0.0000sx 0.0000sx 0.0000sx
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
(Z) ek, -0.3361 —0.0260xx =1.0674#5x —0.4327xx =0.0090xx
(0.2704) (0.0006) (0.2857) (0.0007) (0.0008)
(R)asdshs, 10.9784 3.2938 sk 0.0776#5x
< AUAB A S - (1.6260) (0.0030) (0.0004)
AAUNA R -0.2155 0.8952xsx —46.61 14 —13.5008xx —0.301 3
(0.4632) (0.0006) (6.8988) (0.0133) (0.0018)
FAAAA - 0.554 3 0.0783xxx 0.5223x 0.11473x 0.3084
(0.1693) (0.0002) (0.1673) (0.0002) (0.0001)
(ED71A -1 -0.0597 0.067 L -0.0918 0.1158sx =0.0100%3
(0.1326) (0.0001) (0.131D) (0.0001) (0.0001)
(EDZFLE Gy 1.003 5k 0.1436xsx 1.011 5 0.1878sex 0.1246%x
(0.1450) (0.0002) (0.1449) (0.0002) (0.0002)
TR G 0.0544 —0.1355%xx 0.0485 —0.1352xxx —0.1497 s
(0.1071) (0.0001) (0.1074) (0.0001) (0.0001)
AT NEER - -0.2325 1.131 25 -0.3801 1.1320x 1.63965x
(0.7620) (0.0018) (0.7810) (0.0018) (0.0017)
WAGFEI —0.157 2 0.106 15 -0.1602xxx 0.0965sx 0.097 0
(0.0417) (0.0000) (0.0416) (0.0000) (0.0000)
VIX A4 —0.0486% 0.0119ssx =0.047 75 0.010 15 0.0087xx
(0.0101) (0.0000) (0.0100) (0.0000) (0.0000)
27| FER 0.0000s#x 0.0000s 0.0000s
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
AR(1) test (p-value) 0.000 0.000
AR(2) test (p-value) 0.150 0.136
Weak instrument test (F-statistics) 0.04 11.76
Hansen over-id test (p-value) 0.265 0.263
TG 7 57 58
719 1,978 1,202 1,978 1,202 1,202
#5A 7,037 7,879 7,037 7,879 7,879
T I A i A }(robust standard error)
koRR k= A7 FoEFE 10%, 5%, 1% FEANA FolgS o

A3 @ a3Herror term)e] AR(1), AR(2) specification test

714 8HA] R oz FEH I o] AAT}L RYLS

g4 @, @D, O sHId=Z=9Ad &2 Y [Dynamic panel probit random effect modeDe] 74

A7}
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B AFgAE 20069~2014F A7) AHe ARPAS o E 4gd A
AN S "SI 7|9Ee 72 VA= 4TS E4sIdoH ol 7YY &
ANZ HE AAolgts A wste V& 271499 2% Asdges Hdd |
32 Uro] ARt 53] B4 A4 AW AR AEE 1HTFOEN F
83 AAAEE ZoldEa Yor O A syt A7) AYUIPdEY &
AN XE/HEE 2 7E 271499 7% Hddd s 22 fog 4Fe &
2O &2 Ve

AR FEAE AP BHAA = 719 E0] £33 AHW BAA = wet fE
Hel A =& AR & 2 EHEss FE(QAZ W38} . extensive margin)o] thE
£ gIstATE EAHAA BETF AT 4 delA 2Hete VIdYTE dst
2 Aol w2 7HE 2 A § wzsiAl Hhgste] FEAR HA53Ho2
Zste HEEs Bt ol AYAFTEI =2 A W AFEREC e Y
o] & Halghe A& FEAE I29 7|2 Aske, €FY A &
e FEAFNA T35y T Aoz AT 4 UYL Aotk oju FEE
HE old AAZREH & HHA MEA FAEd JEste 71gel 449 F
TE7F =& A W Ao oE SUAE Mgl @ 7YY JhsAdel At
= ARdoltt

OS82 7|E F2798Y &0 e F57F #si(uidz ®s3} . intensive
marging 43 A#E B \1A 4 JAS5EU 2 AYY VI Eel Y
AT w2 49 V9 ERT A3HA] A FEFE st t$dte A
S7F 22 o2 Yyt oldd dxr & 4k

=2 , 714
o] &g H3tAe FEHFE EYVIET 74 24 S 5 vtaY AseE O$st
7] Eo2 FAY & Utk & & At aHUt AFA o] Ge FAT|H
Ae FEEF I7IE, 71 FEAF JAY8de d7ide Afde T2
goirte g 71de] Ay F71E e ¢ dte Aot
oj¢} 22 B4 AARRE ted 2 BHH
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