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PR SRR AR 3RS A 7R E AT A7 R i iy & M0, s I AT L i Ak T
AR (il ik R AR ,2008) , Competitor ¥IE N 0.8% , WA A B 23 1Tl = 55 P 5 Hfe 42
AT I 58 4 5 22 R 00 T 37 03 AR BT AR SE A LU A A . N HHI AR HORF A7 L iy 4R rh 211
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k2 FELREWHRMERI

T EAR BYIRILEES FHE o B vk £ /A A fE
LnFee 7360 13.225 13.038 0.6166 10.714 17.371
Special 7360 0.080 0.000 0.271 0.000 1.000
Competitor 7360 0.008 0.001 0.028 0.000 0.568
HHI 7360 0.071 0.056 0.058 0.029 0.494
Size 7360 21.368 21.297 1.171 12.314 27.300
LnSu 7360 1.861 1.945 0.974 0.000 5.247
CATA 7360 0.514 0.519 0.207 0.020 1.000
Loss 7360 0.117 0.000 0.321 0.000 1.000
Opinion 7360 0.071 0.000 0.257 0.000 1.000
LL 7360 0.123 0.033 1.514 0.000 76.957
SL 7360 1.156 0.768 1.799 0.001 42.156
ROI 7360 0.039 0.037 0.228 -3.849 2.860

x3 TERXEWHXREER

Lnkee Special Competitor HHI Size LnSu  CATA  Loss Opinion  LL SL ROI

InFee 1 021" 029" 0.14™ 0.68 049" -0.07" -0.07" -0.09" 0.02 -0.10" 0.04"
Special  0.18™ 1 051" 003" 009 011" -001 -0.02" -0.02° -0.00 -0.00 023"
Competitor 0.26™ 037" 1 025" 018" 0.15 -0.02° -0.03" -0.02 001 -0.02" 00l
HHI 0.12° 008 0.18" 1 0.16™ 0.09™ -0.01 -0.04™ -0.03" 002 -0.02" 002"
Size 0.64™ 0077 0157  0.127 1 0497 -0.15" -0.16™ -0.27"" -0.08"" -0.11"" 0.10™
LnSu 0.50™ 0.1 0.14™ 013 044™ 1 0.00 -0.07"" -0.08" -0.01 -0.13"" 0.0
CATA =007 -0.01"" -0.01  -0.11"" -0.15™ -0.01 1 —0.14"" 0,09 -0.04" 024" 0.2
Loss ~ —-0.08™ -0.08" -0.04™" -0.05" -0.16™ -0.07" -0.15" 1 034" 007 -0.07" -0.42"
Opinion  =0.09" -0.02" -0.04™" -0.04 -0.22"" -0.07" -0.08"" 0.34™ 1 0.10"" -0.06™ -0.24"
LL 020" -0.01 002" 013" 038" 0.5 -041"" 004 002" I -0.02° -021"
SL -0.14™ 000 0.04" -0.02" -0.19" -0.15" 049" -0.24" -023"" -0.33" 1 0.08"
ROI 0.05 002 001 002 009" 001 0267 -042° -023 -020™ 0.08™ 1

T o e e 23 B FROR L FMEKF 10% .5% 1%,

(=) [m] A A

F 4 RARSCAF R B R UL SEUESS R o Model 1 2588 T # THIMAT ML & 17140 8 12 i i 52
i, Special 144 1 R EAE 190 B WKV F 0 IE , RATIE % 14T 0 T LLGE i 38 i 25 31 ik 3
55 W B A A ELAG A7k T K 0 o T S A T i P R R, T e S 25 S AR Y B A e
A TR SR A, S TR 1 AIS518  Model 2 7 87 U AR G Hodie 32 30T 1 58 4 B T 3 0
(R A8 Ak % 5 1 2 HIAA 2 2R, Competitor YA TH REFAELE 1909 B E MK TF R IE R UIYH
T 5 Ay 42 06 T A6 7 3 v 3 R 22 RN o XS 0 A% 4 42 ) g B i | AR B R A A T
Hr Bk 1B 2 Model 3 52 5 3 9% XA % 1A 5 58 4 X T 09 17 3 00 %0 22 5 1) 58 ELAG: S 245
R, SpecialxCompetitor 3¢ X ZE 2 R, R M TA RS LK 8 10, 170k T4 i 1t
U3 S Al 8 A 4R 5% i A5 B 22 A T 37 03 0, iy Ok 1 T 2 R R B B BR A AT & T
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A5 5 0 FRASE 22 G 300 A6 T 3 0 0 R AR b g i b I, B ATl & K o T I R T A PR R 5
AT S B RS 28 55 I AR A5 1 AR 5 2 1 44k (Hogan and Jeter, 1999 ; Beasley et al.,2010),

BRIE Z b, 8 11 e il 5 % 7 B (Size ) V55 B 22 B (LnSu ) % 7 428 KUK (Loss \Opinion)
W 55 MU (LL \SL) & J R R AL T 255 R Ik M IX (A rea) S5 12 il A8 A 3 W& MG &R, X R W H
FE TS LB E AT R SO T8 L U R P R ) R R BT ROR Ak T
U T 1 DX 25 7 AT ] T ST e 0 R T 2l T Ok T KU e RS 4 OR R M T
N T IRAS BT A A2 R R BN IRIA KRR 4R i A . ARSI OC R B
5 2B S5 e I — B, 5 U [R) 10 02 T sl 7 6 ST I LS (CATA ) 5 1 3% 22 1)
FEARFAERFERFR, XAR AT R85 b [ 5 T I 7 A g5 ik AR /2% 0 WSO s oRAF B IR A 56 A7
BEAETE ™ i He S8 S AT U A A B2 AT 40 BT, 36 s AR A7 5 e 38 — D T T AR Ry 1 3l 55 19 52
ZRRRE , — 5 TH AL 0T DA R A AR A O Bl AU | 3 X T A B s e T DORE G (R
PRI SC,2008)

K4 FUHHAALEN AT HH D EFIFZ N EEER

Variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Constanit 6.2487(56.45) 6.4287(58.72) 6.4487(58.60)
Special 0.2617(15.14) 0.1302""(6.8) 0.175™(8.54)
Competitor 2.2877%(13.16) 6.417(10.87)
SpecialxCompetitor -4.4757(-1.35)
HHI 0.181(1.07) -0.171(-1.01) -0.154(-0.91)
Size 0.30177(59.77) 0.2947"(58.60) 0.2937(58.51)
LnSu 0.128"(22.22) 0.1277(22.21) 0.126™(22.11)
CATA 0.006(0.20) -0.0002(-0.01) -0.002(-0.07)
Loss 0.049"(2.67) 0.0497(2.62) 0.0486"(2.58)
Opinion 0.2287(9.96) 0.218™(9.61) 0.2217(9.75)
LL 0.0327(2.17) 0.0377(2.55) 0.0397"(2.68)
SL -0.003""(-2.81) -0.003""(-2.88) -0.003""(-2.93)
ROI 0.028(1.25) 0.035(1.15) 0.034(1.11)
Area 0.127"(12.07) 0.128"(12.30) 0.123™(11.88)
Industry YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES
Observations 7360 7360 7360
adj. R? 0.5558 0.5661 0.5693
F test 261.61" 265.19™ 261.48™

T oo ko sk S B SROR BB IKOE 10% 5% 1%, 355 N K il .

5 Hedly 1T P HUBON B T A B T 45 2R AR SO DR AR AR 2 B R B AR R R (BN ) Y
25%5% 10%% P FIT T RE T (NE ), FERE P I/ INE g b sl 3E AT (]
I, mHZE R BoR , K& P REARLN B SpecialxCompetitor 38 X R B 35 M 0, MAE/NE FAEA S
A FPORAR B3 BTN Pl B BT KB T T S U 0 9 — 2B O AT ok
W R PE— L RRAR, e R P i b HA AT 2 KA B TR X i 3 3 0y oKk, 1 5E
MG, B TR UE 3, BRSSO SRR IITE R F sy b A7l & AR o I AT LA i 2R AR
Gy WA T L T 1A S50 R 0 MU 2 B 300, K% i 3 vh 0 1 3126 7 i o BAT ORI 4 0
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Variable K& F(25%) KA (10%) INE P (25%) NE P (10%)
Constant 2.4917(6.57) 0.276(0.36) 9.968"(31.14) 10.245™(21.11)
Special 0.268™(6.25) 0.4127(5.62) 0.1657"(3.86) 0.1617(1.98)
Competitor 8.6357(7.42) 10.46177(5.67) 2.58477(2.25) 1.047(0.59)
SpecialxCompetitor =7.279"(-6.17) -9.581""(-5.18) -1.568(-1.21) -0.243(-0.11)
HHI -0.278(-0.86) -0.809(-1.34) -0.188(-0.49) 0.451(0.62)
Size 0.4727(29.93) 0.574"(18.65) 0.1297(8.40) 0.106™(4.57)
LnSu 0.159™"(12.54) 0.1897"(8.70) 0.0897"(8.36) 0.0717(3.99)
CATA -0.153"(-2.15) -0.071(-0.49) 0.013(0.27) -0.004(-0.06)
Loss 0.136™(2.3) 0.384(3.62) -0.024(-0.93) -0.031(-0.81)
Opinion 0.06(0.63) -0.226(-0.58) 0.1517(5.23) 0.150™(3.87)
LL -0.479"(-4.11) -0.457"(-2.17) 0.0317(2.3) 0.026"(1.81)
SL -0.002(-0.82) -0.007(-0.37) -0.004"(-3.13) -0.003(-1.24)
ROI 0.308(1.52) 0.285(0.68) 0.003(0.16) 0.001(0.05)
Area 0.141™(5.44) 0.072(1.56) 0.0897"(4.97) 0.077""(2.68)
Industry YES YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES YES
Observations 1840 736 1840 736
adj. R? 0.5538 0.5785 0.1635 0.1404
F & 62.08™ 27.93™ 10.62™ 4.19™
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