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ALKE S 267 69. 66 267 56. 55 267 2.62

AT : HRM Survey of Japanese Firms

el L L EHEEFHE LTRY LiFsh s, 6l
AL, BRI - BOESE & BOE IR T, Pl
&L EHUmERIHE LTI RIF 2 E0dEEiE,
6EHEML o T b,

BT 2 dHO M TR, SRR OB
RUBED, A TR LMY EiFS s
BEHIETH Do BEOM XY FWAIC XL,
FHHHE T P s aEFHEoOPIIZ,
WRHEELEINLZ L bH D, (Kato (2003) 5

H A7 i Fe A

),

KIS, GEEERIE 2 e e MR L <, 1
WMELANVZRRE, P bmErEs LT
D EFONBHEICHERZ N TE, RIAITRS
N5 EH1z, 16HOFED ) YL T, 9. 118
OB hRFIHE L CHERRSIHE I NS,

F 1B, HHEZT LI, 2R L LEFHEE
LTHY EiFons (MERHE,HH#EFEE LT
D EFens) R¥EOHEEZERT, T T, W

7



YR IE & R HIH & oD%, X ) EEPICHR
bo —WIEIK - NEEH - 0E, BIBREREOZLE,
SHERER] - AKH - KR, W o e, EAEH,
B - g, BTN - apadiie, mAE A
D57 IR, 8 B LoD EHES
T, D LOWEFHE LT LiFsh s,
SHHRIIS, REOEARTIEE, HiE, BoTHEoIAR
ST DR E ORI A A 5 HIHII R E E L
THEHHRATHET 2 EEOFIEZ, 14112
72780,

AR S R A B A o D AR CFRLL, [l
HOMIWNEK > THRBE, F9 LA PEN
HHEIHIZZ L ve FIAZHBHEHIZ, 16D
HED ) b EHFHEHOREIZ, ©EFHT, 2.3
2§ ERve 512, OINT D5FH 5, 13
25 HOMECTHEFEIFETDH D 2 LAVHIH
L7

EHIC, WOHMBEFIHELEL LTI heTvwo
&, KRR - NBEH - R, BB RBRROL T,
SR - RH - R, SRR, A - R,
BIEFY - EERETH S (RIBSHR), BES
WA HEA CHEFEHE LCGELADNL D
X, INTH5,

SR TR BRERICHE S N RETERO
FTRTHF-AEERIATEEL L) L, FfE
WMl R, W TIERESIMEEORMiEE % 2 5
+LTHO—KETH S, Bz, Kato and Mori-
shima (2002) &, ZIN% O REE H 5 o A4 5 Pk 17
TRRZHEE L, BE0y T7EHMED Ny
TORTOERO KA DD 57215 T, BE L

PR L OT B IEMILEDR R WIHEITE, KKEF
WA B AR LR R IE 2w Ew ) FEREZ L
TWwb,

HRM Survey of Japanese Firms I3, #arukng
DS MEMI VB EODHHEDZRZENIZD
W, R BEERICDITZEL N L) %
HWwTws, 2o fiio T, Hffilfia Tk
HINTAEMBEDBREIL  —BAEERITIT &
0% WD 72D DEEE LT, BROAD (15#a°
TRTOMRERBIGHESIN L FHOBER ZIEK L
720 RIADRT LT, LOo0HED ) B
L C 4. 7T HOHHEOEWH)A BRI F S
N %o BROAD O43Aie lCh b &, 3HIEL D
BEPLODOHIED TR TUIBWTIERE &M/
BIZARMLTWA,

F1C 1%, SHICHHILICEMERITERE
T L REOEEGEET . EMNER I AL
HINDHEOBENHIEZ, SRR O
WBETH B (8 HLEDAZEI DA MR O ik
PBEEEERERICARMT %),

HRM Survey of Japanese Firms 1%, & 5I12%
fi i i 23 O 41 1) 0 B i 8l B JLM CFREQ 7% Bij v T
Wb, RIAICDH A LH1Z, FIHYFEREBEMEREUL,
10.7 &, (ZIFH 1 HOFRHMEICE,

RIBICCOFLICE > Tl b EELHMETH S
57 15 3R BE O 7 e 4R B LM CAGE % §t8H 3 %
72 T B 75 57 AT SR BE 0 35 A4 &2, HRM
Survey of Japanese Firms ZfvTw5, #* 1A
2B X9, F R EE O AR U,
Pr— A iR 1993 FEOBRET, 30. 74 TH -

®1C FHEHHAGBIOERE

BHHHEIIOWT, HROTXTOREE
BIGEE SN R0OHE
N Mean
5eb - FZE T 274 65.69%
FERTH SR DI # 275 68.00%
AR - BOEF ORI (B HrEmoOEX) 267 64.04%
SR O 3% o 274 81.02%
BN IES P B2 00 3 A S 2 E B O A i 265 65. 66%
FCE g - W) - A EUREISE N B OB % Gl 273 52.38%
i - W - A NFAE BRI EE o R L 270 69. 63%

HiFT @ HRM Survey of Japanese Firms

No. 527/June 2004



3

720 TAEBOMSERDOIE SO X IMR Y KEL,
V0T 10 #EIS 1 AR I3 57 1 16 R A1 BE D A7 e 4F 2508 10
FERMTH DK, 3T 1 HIZ 45 SE DL L L i
IEAL TS,

Kato and Morishima (2002) &, S7fits sl
DEORL NV O & LTRGBS O HEE:
ZumEh U, WIS & O7 1 Ak BE o w2 B AR
RS IHGEE R T HE LT,

HRM Survey of Japanese Firms X, 2B {2
ANT v T L7 6 HOFHDZNZNIZTONWT,
EOREBSLBRETH LAEDNE D EF VT
b0

FK2AICF LD EHIC, BFEEOREBHRS
DR EZIMOFLLE Z AR T 72012, 7))
RS 2 E R U 720 SFCDIST I3 W BBk A TR L
EONL2FEHOKEEAHLLLDOTD %,
SFCDIS2 WG BHRTEICHEH LADN L FIH
DEEEFILIZODTH 2. MEBHEOD L4

D

HEERARMORESIME L € DOPEER

3.3MMOFEPMIGBASTILFHELADN S,
X 5|2 SFCDIS1 & SFCDIS2 D43 Ai % T Hh B &,
6 FLL Lo A 6 FHIHEZ MG BHRSTHLE
Vv, E515, 15%D6%EE, TRTOHELZ Y
BHRATELE LAY L LT 5,
F2BIZIhE, FHLAEBY, HEXEED
EEIL, 3L AT RTOEEOBMGIRRE T
LEabhb, LB R0, BEBRAETRKD
WLADN L WHIEY, HBEIME o728 T
HHIM 12721, Bl y L
DI H RS T b kR S iz,
WIS, BIAE, EMFEY LT, 4 mF
M (F224), 1 FIT 242 1 oEET, BR
AR 1 3R S N b, BR#RE,
FHLTEASINTHLS 241 EPR-TED,
SEWERTIE L 01X, 6 4FEME V. RN
DA LFU L), BEBREOEAINTH
LOERIE, REMTTO2IEC2&03H52 L

ETIE, AEt6MOFHED S BFEHLTE3MO PRGBS OLEHE SFCAGE O 534 20 6 b
FHEPBGBRSTHLADN S, 518, Y ol
R2A BEEASOERE
Variable Definition Mean S.D. N
SFCDIS1 | WA Tl LA b 2 FHB O AR 5. 325 1.099 157
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BBRO D 5 HEEZEIEL=—AIH T %
Vo TORRICIE, FrEhEER & 5718 R B o
EEMEE OBIZIZROMEH B L) Z i
%5,

L2L, #OMEDLRETH S, FriEfi=Ro

HEERARMORESIME L € DOPEER

FWERER N 2 BN T, OB WEE
NPz 1322 T 72575 % ) B AR, &
HET Do b LIOMENIE LTI, S5
HOFWRREITE, FHRHZ#HESEO TR
MLHEE L) LEESE, FHEDET—NVER
W, BlEEE TS MTERIKRE V., Fh
X, —A— ADFFEE A ERIRICHE L%
BT S THD, ZOHEITIE, FEEMmRE
57 R AR EE O FE BN EE & OB IEOAHBI A
HHEWwHZ LIl D (Jones and Kato (1993) &
1),

WBIZ, BRI ZEREZa Y ta—LT5
72012, 16 HDEREY I —EHEALITMAZSY,
WHELIE w oW, EENLKRETD S u~
NID (0, ¢?) %M%ET %, JOINT & JLMCFREQ
BTl ) BRICIE, %@ o OLS & ),
DISCUSS, CONSULT & BROAD 3 #hZFN D
KIEIET BREN PR YVFIET D, TD20D,
DISCUSS, CONSULT & BROAD % Jeilllffis) &
x12iE, P—Yy bEFLERE,

iR E, R3AICTED, TRTOET
W, JLMCAGE DR O EMIX1E T, JOINT
EBROWTIRTOETFTNVTHLRLLLED 5% LNV
THATICERE TH D, 2F 0, BABREAEZR
52 LICEoT, FREIESTEL, RES
TEREE 5 2 EHMETNICHEID bz, &5

®3A FEGHEMNEORCOEELFRES: b—E v METEL OLSHE

PER M

DISCUSS CONSULT JOINT BROAD JLMCFREQ

Parameter | Value of t | Parameter | Value of t| Parameter | Value of t | Parameter | Value of t| Parameter |Value of t
PNTER Estimates | statistics | Estimates | statistics | Estimates | statistics | Estimates | statistics | Estimates | statistics
JLMCAGE 0.289™%  3.746| 0.251™ 5.256| 0.062 1.386| 0.172"%  3.886| 0.284* 1.992
(JLMCAGE)? —0.004™ —2.940|— 0.003" —4.114| —0.001 —1.123] —0.002* —2.974| —0.003 —1.247
LAB —0.088 —0.989|— 0.048 —0.875| —0.036 =0.702| 0.009 0.222| 0.155* 1. 645
KLR 0.031* 2.230| 0.019* 2.199| —0.007 —0.815| 0.006 0.718| 0.003 0.113
ROA —2.834 —0.219|-13.185* | —1.721 1. 958 0.274| —7.436 —0.953| —6.788 —0.280
Log likelihood function —501.013 —538.102 —515.753 —450.978 —933.899
Sample size 218 218 218 227 256

HiFT @ HRM Survey of Japanese Firms and Nikkei Needs
WD TRTOEFNVICI6HDOMERS I —EBIMITERL LTHEEFA TS,
5@ OLS #4fiH o DISCUSS, CONSULT & BROAD |3 ZFNZFN DI KMIZIET B RFEAH

2) JOINT & JLMCFREQ % /&8 Af 9 BRiZiE,
B )T 5o FD72%, DISCUSS, CONSULT & BROAD % /Bi2flS & %121,

ok

Note :

H A7 i Fe A

F—Ey FEFNERS,
statistically significant at the 1% level; ** statistically significant at the 5% level; * statistically significant at the 10% level
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WEEL KRB &, BAKREAZRLIZON, 5
M A28 U AR { L HEHulE L LT L
TLHEOEI ML, 512, 5L L binik
BLBELTLHEOROIZ 5o miRIC, it
FEEA L TEHulE S N2 HHEOK L WS %,

7T AR BE DA, KR AED I, TR
WE, WEEFESH b 2 LA, DS

N7As, ZRICHEE LT, Bre L I HR#ES
OMBEEL BT A L5, FEMICHEREINS,
% 3A @ JLMCFREQ % (eI BRI ffio 7o R %
R5E, JMCAGE DREAIET, 5% LNV T
METICEBTH L 2 e Dbh b,

—} T, JOINT )R ARBIC L& &%, #
SHCEE L JLMCAGE ORI FIT RN E 22\,

F LD X FHRREIEIEA KRR RS I
WV, WARWALLRHTHFEIIFLL, ZO/RES
MEPEE %, W—ofs, FFEOLFERE %
VEETLBHEOBTH 72, TN, KL L d
2, BN A &) BRI B AR REIE v 72
Hhhol

X 5|2, DISCUSS, CONSULT ¥ BROAD %%t
JBEHIZ L2 EF NV TR JLMCAGE 2D 25 o HE
EEPATHY, 1%L NV THREWICEETD
% ENED bz, TR ORLIZR
EDHITHELD, ZORILDOAE — FIX, H4IE
{75,

LAB, KLR ¥ ROA %, JLMCAGE |3 ¥ —#tI
HE TV, Bl 21, #t%¥ B KLAB 13,
JLMCFREQ ~13, #METNICHERIEDRRDDH
5T EDHBAL, 2F Y, iSO RN
BEE, REEBEEL LD, LELENL, Th
DA OREBRERICE LTI, HENCEE %
7,

YoM KLR \%, DISCUSS & CONSULT &,
METICHE B2 IEOMBBRSER SNz, o F
D, BREXNNRAEREL IFHME T503ETIE
%ﬁ%%@ﬁ,ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁt%@%ﬁ%wt

, FEBOET — Vw2 LS 5720 DFHER

(::fi%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁé R 5) ASE DS
o, TOREDMEINEGE 5,

B, ROA L, W37 T sk il BE ST £
FTHEIE, BEAZERRVE V) RERERNT

12

(M — D B4 1%, CONSULT % Gt /@28 L 7= B,
ROA OB oHEEMIZ, AT 10% L XV THEHGIZ
HETH-7)o

b —EF LD L) FrHEREEEE AR
B9 T, FfmEsEE L TREERNRREKIC
RESINDIERESHEML, WHEFHE LTGEL
HEbNBNERLVLIEITDZD, —BEEE
AHSINZHEMEDMZ A, LV IMEIICHE
R STz,

RIZ, W& B, FRED &) HEDEHR
REFRHLE LT, %%wim HHIHE LT, B
ENTHL DR, 51T, FFIZEDFHEMH 21T,
—EEBNLELS L SN 2L, ZD720
2, UTokdnrary FEFVEHET 5,

(2) Pr(D; =1) = F(JLMCAGE, JLMCAGE?,
LAB, KLR, ROA, FE3% %5 I — %8

(3) Pr(C; =1) =
LAB, KLR, ROA, 34 3

F(JLMCAGE, JJMCAGE?,
— %)
F(JLMCAGE, JLMCAGE?,
— %%

(4) PrB, =1) =
LAB, KLR, ROA, JE3 % 3

b LI ¢ AR E S H 2 T ik T8 2 v B
ThhE, D =1. €5 TxIFHE, D, =0. &
12, b LEIH P FEH R EHEHTH T
C; =1. ZHTHRIFNIZE, C =0. FEIZ, dL
HIH ¢ et B oiERIHTH UL, B =1.
%9 THIFNE, B =0.
Pr(D; =1) &, I 2858 E FH A h ik
HPFBEFETHLMHERTH D, F() 1IN
L REIER A TH B, F3B, 3C £ 3D I
HBLEH12, QRBLIUTRRIZOVTIE, i =

1,2, 3,, 160 ZL T, WXITELTIF, 7=
1,2, 3,-, 7TTH5b,
#3Blix, @ORXoTuvry MNECOERTH

%o FE RN EE OB A LSRR D12 T

% { OFIHDME AL E P I e -3 A o] B2 0
ELTHMmERICAmIN AT S T 5
(52 E N7z LIMCAGE ORI, 1% L NV THERE
WICEETH D), BlAME, AP, W5e%E oA
], BRI AR 038 A S5 A s o A B L,

PR - BlE ke, EoETRIE - Min, 2L CEE
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i 30 PESERARBOBE S L £ OPuEERE

R3B ERIEFIEEHERHFEOHALIROTFRES : 7OE Y MEE

PR

JLMCAGE (JLMCAGE)?

Parameter | Value of t| Parameter |Value of t
N Estimates | statistics | Estimates | statistics

Pr(D; =1)i =1 (FEDEARIE)

249 0.049" 2.891| —0.001* —2.529

Pr(D; =1)i =2 (£, WHE&OHEARGHH) 249 | —0.010 | —0.504 0. 000 0. 404
Pr(D; =1)i =3 (SALMIRBERE O F R SE) 253 0.046" 2.708 | —0.001* | —1.893
Pr(D; =1)i =4 GHHANIC RS 08 A %A EFH O G H1L) 245 0. 007 0. 368 0.000 | —0.043
Pr(D; =1)i =5 (3RH - BLiEEHE) 250 0.011 0. 553 0.000 | —0.397

Pr(D; =1)i =6 (FliEizk - Him)

251 0.002 0.071 0. 000 0.554

Pr(D; =1)i =7 (—Kpfifk - NRAERL - fif)

245 0.080™ 3.530 | —0.001* | —1.720

Pr(D; =1)i =8 (EhBEHOLHE)

250 0.125"™ 5.058 | —0.002* —3.383

PrD; =1)i =9 (7@K - kB - KiR)

251 0.126™ 5.499 | —0.002* —3.643

Pr(D; =11 =10 (RS0 %ewHE)

248 0.061" 3.249| —0.001* | —1.884

Pr(D; =1)i =11 (GE4FEH)

255 0.098" 5.131| —0.001* —3.675

Pr(D; =1)i =12 (5% - —4)

254 0.069 3.124| —0.001* | —1.633

Pr(D; =1)i =13 GBEKT2Y - 4E&HLHE)

253 0.085™ 4.475| —0.001" —2.870

Pr(D; =1)i =14 (& Nk

248 0.020 1.092 0.000 | —0.689

Pr(D; =1)i =15 (f&FIEA)

247 0.082"  4.147 | —0.001*" —2.695

Pr(D; =1)i =16 (ALKFEEE)

244 0.053" 2.790 | —0.001*" —2.622

7 © HRM Survey of Japanese Firms and Nikkei Needs

W IITRTOETFIGE, BIALFELIY P a—WEBEZGL (2L, BHICXoTE, N=T7=27 - a)=7) 71 —OfHE,

—, COREYI—EREBNLIr—2AbH D).

Note @ ** statistically significant at the 1% level; ** statistically significant at the 5% level; * statistically significant at the 10% level

WRETHCTH %o

@R Tury MEEDOKREIE, £3CITE
L, TZTIE, FNICHEBHET ZHEER
HOHRIET, HROLERIEON TS, 7l
TR BE AT AT 2 12y, F7 I E BT 5
HIE (—MRk - NBBH - MR, BEROLE,
TrEREE - RE - RN, EAH, BEe - —Re, B
BTl - ARSI EAEAE) AR HE
HELTHY LIFoNAMRENEE 5. AT,
BRI (RE ORI, i, BEESEOEAR
W, LA PR TR) 1, FEm RO
R, R FEY D S VIZFEEFEE LT
WY BWFOSNBHERNTI S,

WBIZ, #3DIWCHDEHIC, L - WwED
AT, SALALRRESRE OB, ' - AR - A
HEHENFEHEEORE LIZ2W T, i@
HIEDOBEAD S A HAREDIZoN, ik —BptsE
BAOERBRIATON S Z & DI HED 0
57z,

H A7 i Fe A

WHBARRIIOW T BRI EZT) o 7,
D ollEE 7V 2HEET 5o

(5) EXTENTSFC = & SFCAGE +
BSFCAGE2+ yLAB + §KLR +
e ROA + (Y I —ZH) + u

EXTENTSFC &, WBEERE O SINEE & Bk
L, it ¥a v THWLSFCDIS,
SFCDIS2 ¥ SFCFREQ D= DI THET 5,
FOWMBEETLEDLDON, FKIATD b,
SFCAGE Ot & M7= 4R ¥%, #WICIET, #aEh
WICHEZTH D (SFCDIS1 & SFCDIS? % 5l 255
IZL72B8ICIE, 1% L NV, SFCFREQ % )& 282
LzE&iE, 0%V, 2F ), BRGREXD
BABA BRI ONT, BIGBHRSPFLEL,
ZOREZMEN ERAT 5 Z & WIS HETE S
Nz ¥, Bl L3I, Hhil LawHE)s
BRSBTS, S5IT, FHLAEVORED
HEY, IHELAIFHOK DR 5, 1

13



®3C BHEBFREFERBHEOFALROFRER : 7OE Y MEE

PR R

JLMCAGE (JLMCAGE)?

Parameter | Value of t| Parameter |Value of t
N Estimates | statistics | Estimates | statistics

Pr(C; =1)i =1 (#&E0REAK)s)

249 —0.095™ —4.795 0.001*  4.084

Pr(C; =1)i =2 (P, WoeS oA

249 -0.065™ —3.173 0.001*  2.523

Pr(C; =1)i =3 (SRR O#r % S05)

253 —0.064™ —3.664 0.001*  3.424

Pr(C; =1)i =4 (HEURIC RS DA AR O G HAL)

245 =0.019 | —1.026 0.000 1. 065

Pr(C; =1)i =5 ($RA - ALiEAEHE)

250 —0.069"™ —3.865 0.001"  3.258

Pr(C; =1)i =6 (Bl@EHdE - 1)

251 —0.008 | —0.401 0. 000 0.358

Pr(C; =14 =7 (—kefafk - NRIEHL - fif )

245 0.066™ 3.266 | —0.001* | —1.677

Pr(C; =1)i =8 (WBEHNLHE) 250 0.088" 3.966 | —0.001"| —2.433
Pr(C; =1)i =9 (5rMiksR - /KA - PRI 251 0.094™  4.184 | —0.001™ —2.717
Pr(C; =1)i =10 (M LR4EH#E) 248 0. 025 1.193 0.000 | —0.293
Pr(C; =1)i =11 (E4FH) 255 0.059*  3.078 | —0.001*| —1.93
Pr(C; =1)i =12 (B4 - —k4$) 254 0.067*  2.996 | —0.001 | —1.51
Pr(C; =1)i =13 GBRTFY - 44Hk8) 253 0.055" 2,785 | —0.001 | —1.555
Pr(C; =1)i =14 (ZH JHkaH) 248 | —0.007 | —0.315 0.000 | —0.018
Pr(C; =1)i =15 (FaFIEAE) 247 0.061™ 3.21 | —0.001* | —1.885
Pr(C; =1)i =16 CULARE ES)) 244 0.033* 1.788 | —0.001 | —1.606

7 © HRM Survey of Japanese Firms and Nikkei Needs

W TRTOETIVIE, £3A LMLy bu—VvEHE D (72721,

=, COMEY I -EBEBH LI —AbH D).

WALk oTE, =727 b a) =774 —DkHE

Note @ ** statistically significant at the 1% level; ** statistically significant at the 5% level; * statistically significant at the 10% level

®3D —MBUEEENOFERATEEREHERENEOBALIROFEREH : 7O v MEE

JLMCAGE (JLMCAGE)?

Parameter | Value of t| Parameter |Value of t

Bz % N | Estimates |statistics | Estimates | statistics
Pr(B; =1)i =1 (R¥J78t, A, WOEHEOFMH) 248 | —0.007 | —0.237 0. 000 0.377
Pr(B; =1)i =2 (FHFEFIWSFEE OREAT E) 248 0. 006 0. 203 0.000 | —0.062
Pr(B; =1)i =3 (43 - BiseFodtm (B @ FrimoE)) 242 0.049* | 1.655| —0.001 | —1.458
Pr(B; =1)i =4 (&AM O PR R) 247 0.082" 2.755 | —0.001 | —1.455
Pr(B; =1)i =5 (HrEAfiic 2R 05 A5 A0 F08 O 4 L) 240 0.019 0. 652 0.000 | —0.457

Pr(B; =1)i =6 (FCHEf=M - M - NI N B OB B % &) 248 | —0.018 | —0.647 0. 000 0.988
Pr(B; =1)i =7 (%4 - Ik - FAEFAFERHEO RE L 245 0.069*| 2.174| —0.001 | —1.375
T © HRM Survey of Japanese Firms and Nikkei Needs

I RTOEFNVE, KA LRIy M a—VEHESGDL (Z72L, BBl LoTd, =7 =z27 - aV=7) 74 —OFKHE, —, =

DREHEY I —ERBERIN L r—2bDHb)o

Note @ ** statistically significant at the 1% level; ** statistically significant at the 5% level; * statistically significant at the 10% level

e, RIS OB S EAss,
SFCAGE D & R B X, HIZHATH Y,
SFCDIS1 & SFCDIS2 % HelB & e L Tflio 723
HIiE, HEMICAEETLH 5. BBk,
BEE & HICERIET 575, LD, 1H4 125y

14

F5,

WIS, FEREREOLE & MRS, e &
HIZED XD RPN IR RS O AR
ELTMAZASNEDD, E5I121E, ZOFELAY
DEEVPRE LD 72, 2072012, T
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w3
DEH>TaEy NEFLVEHEET S,

(6) Pr(S; =1) = F(SFCAGE, SFCAGE'2,
LAB, KLR, ROA, JEE% I =25

(7) Pr(SS; =1) = F(SFCAGE, SFCAGE'2,
LAB, KLR, ROA, FEE% I =25

b LHHE I PBBEBRATHELAEDNLIOTHN
X, S =1 25 TCRITE, S =00 ¥,
b LHE I PBBBRETILHELAEDPRLDT
b, SS; =1. £HTHRIFNZE, SS; =0.

HEEMERITFTABIC T L 72, WMGBRAIE
ASNTROLDOAHBEDIZONT, §XTOH
AR SN D HERSHMAICE RIS T 5%,

51T, ZAefA, WAL, HEIHIZOW
Tld, SFCAGE:DH#EREIE, AT b HEHY
WAETHL, 2% ), LboFHIZHL T,
SFCAGE D ¥.80%, AT 52 MRS
iz,

%I, RABIZ(TAOMEMEEZRT,
C TIIG BRSO, e & E
MIOFHELSVOESWAEE 5T &, et
ICHERE S L7z,

HEERARMORESIME L € DOPEER

NV &3

AET, HHERICEW OLERFICHLEZ B
OB X)o7 MBERGIE (22 Tl4Fic
T3 R BE R I AR X S o1 BREREE) 1,
SBADSHHAPREDIZONEA ICHEDNRBELZ
DREBMENE T 5 L VI B2 T 55
HREHL 2 s L 7z

CORROBHRIFFLTIES d v, #1102,
SN ) DR % g L 720k D0 %
ClTURREL M), HRIERE & BITK
AT DEVIMEE TSRS h, PRl
ELBRBILTERE VR B, —IRINAEEETIZ,
T BRI A2 HIE & & IR A ICIRIET B2 &
FIZ L A& B REICHRE S NZFHRST O
RIZE L, HARMBEONEEBARHEIHT S
By, 20 X) HEEEIHTIN5,

8212, AR HIE OB A 2SSO 4
ENXT =<V A RITT RS T CIIZBET
WCENTHEL S, LW WL ODDEHRSHHEF
MG SO0 B B, BINELE R EE O A FEER)
ROBNZHET 572000 D08, HIED
B (BERp12oN, HIEORSNE ) FLE, §
t52) OWFEETH S, SINEE G $EA
BRI MR R 2 EA T o o

RIA BEBRASORCORE EFRFHR: b—Ey MEFEE OLSH#TE

TR

SFCDIS1 SFCDIS2 SFCFREQ

Parameter |Value of t| Parameter | Value of t| Parameter |Value of t
PNTER Estimates | statistics | Estimates | statistics | Estimates | statistics
SFCAGE 0.207"  3.128 0.149"%  4.065 0.273* 1.712
(SFCAGE)? —0.002"| —1.982 | —0.002" —2.992| -0.004 | —1.374
LAB —0.212* | —1.889 | —0.074 | —1.206 0.371 1.405
KLR 0.012 1.103 | —0.004 | —0.623 0.029 1.097
ROA 12.322 1.025 | —0.027 | —0.004 25.534 0.939
Log likelihood function —149. 3012 —236.884 —432.722
Sample size 129 129 130

HHiF © HRM Survey of Japanese Firms and Nikkei Needs

WD IRTOEFNVICI6HDOMERS I —EEIMITERL LTHEER TV S,
2) SFCDIS1 & SFCDIS2 13 ENEN DI KN ET B RHEVD A VLT B0 TD72¥, SFCDIS1 & SFCDIS2 % fiilliZ

i) & &2,

=Yy FEFNVEM), SFCFREQ \ZIE, & ¥ — SN7BMED 2 728, %o OLS #1#) o

Note : ** statistically significant at the 1% level; ** statistically significant at the 5% level; * statistically significant at the

10% level

H A7 i Fe A
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F4IB BWEBASTHELADWIEECHEBRSOBALEOERER . 7Oy MEE

SFCAGE (SFCAGE)*

Parameter |Value of t| Parameter | Value of t
BT AL N Estimates |statistics | Estimates | statistics
Pr(S; =1)i =1 (BEJish, A, WEFoFm) 131 0. 066* 1.763 | —0.001 | —1.299
Pr(S; =1)i =2 (HW¥EBOMEE)
Pr(S; =1)i =3 (%4&fi) 131 0.123"  3.765 | —0.002" —2.923
Pr(S; =1)i =4 (FFIEAE) 132 0.140"™  4.097 | —0.002"% —2.972
Pr(S; =1)i =5 (ZHNH) 131 0.072"| 2.084 | —0.001* | —1.683
Pr(S; =1)i =6 (FHALH) 130 0.073"| 2.362| —0.001 | —0.936
Pr(SS; =14 =1 (REJigl, L, BIEEOF M) 131 0.011 0. 420 0.000 | —0.198
Pr(SS; =1)i =2 (H#H¥BOEE) 131 0.053 1.518 | —0.001 | —1.267
Pr(SS; =1)i =3 (=R&f4) 131 0.060" | 1.954 | —0.001* | —1.728
Pr(SS; =1)i =4 (@FEAE) 132 0.052 1.725| —0.001 | —1.068
Pr(sS; =1)i =5 (B 131 | —0.008 | —0.276 0. 000 0.784
Pr(sS; =1)i =6 (FE15WLE) 130 0. 047* 1.623 | —0.001 | —0.986

AT © HRM Survey of Japanese Firms and Nikkei Needs

FITRTOEFIME, KIA LML Y ba—VERE &L (2L, B8k TE, N=7x2 b -3V =75 1 —DFEE,

=, ZOR¥ETI-ERERN LI r—AbH D)
Pr(S; =1)t =2 (H¥EBOMEE

ZoWTHE, BIFFRTOMENHEEBOME 2 WLBRETHLE ) 720, RERL

BEAETRTOBMET, 1 THhb, 20720, 55 SHIERIAL .
Note @ ** statistically significant at the 1% level; ** statistically significant at the 5% level; * statistically significant at the 10% level

TENE L, BERLI0Ew, e ZiEtlL, £
FEVEI FA IR 2 AT IE ENEDRTET 5, &K

T TR S M ZZRHERE RS,

ZD XD RERENER)

BOBNRZ AT B2 13 U TRR IS
THLDTH 5D,

* AR, DTFOHADBNEZIE > T 2%0 F BRI

16

7% - WHEHERE, ARG RETEAS, HAGESIIZEAT, BRIt
FAREF NG, —BRFA I R=Y a Vet o —,
MADIZEBIZ MRS, HARBIIZE Y v & —, #ARN, i
PEBU, NBER, a V7 —FRF¥Ey =T 20— v 7,
TYTWRET T ST A, FEEMEHIZ, Prof. Richard Free-
man, /MUBEEZ, PHREZEIR, B2 EE, fRaiE
B¥az, hEBAHIK, MNLIFERK.

1) ¥FEWHLTIZ, ZHhHid, High Performance Work Prac-
tices, New Work Practices, High Involvement Work Prac-
tices, Innovative Work Practices % &IN5, A, SO
&9 B BNB O MH DK ERE RO TE 2T &2,
REOWETHL PR D2DH 5, Bz, FHEFLV
DY —XRA Bflio gt LTRENLZDDOERITL L,
Osterman (1994), Black and Lynch (2000), Cappelli and
Neumark (2001) #3% %, WEHXEHL NV OH =X A %2 flis
7-2=— %2 %2Hf% & LC Freeman and Rogers (1999) % &
%o KEMRZETIE, BHHE R -SENTHHEETTLIC
MRV REBD, RELNVOF—NA 2o 2053t
WKLz (o E LT Freeman, Kleiner, and Ost-
roff (2000) A& %), 7272L, KEDSOE HFiZ, BAE)

T, RENZHNTERFEREINS W DY, F—o3
TSP B O JE I BE DDA v 2 D720,
EBHELANVOY =L BT FIHTH D, TDOL ) Bt —
NA &l THEEO HARDOS I EHHEDILA ) %W 5 5
2L 7228 & LT Kato and Morishima (2002), Kato
(2003) %23H 5, ZOMOT VT REEIZOWTIE, BIZIE,
WE, 4, A Y FAYTO3IEERNRL LAEL VD
H—RA Fflio 2k FomMgE L LT, Kato and Nam (2004)
B, I—0 v oV, BlZIE, Gil
(1999), Sisson (2000), Benders and Huijgen (2001),
Poutsma, Hendrickx, and Huijgen (2003) Z:Hd,

2) KEOZMAEHBIEDMRIE T + —= ¥ ANOFRITD
Wi, #1x12, Ichniowski, Shaw and Prennushi (1997),
Black and Lynch (2001), Helper (1998), Freeman and
Kleiner (2000), Freeman, Kleiner, and Ostroff (2000),
Bartel (2000) % Industrial Relations D475 (Ichniows-
ki, Casey; Thomas A. Kochan, David I. Levine, Craig Olson
and George Strauss 4, Vol.35, July 1996) % B8, #%35%
PO D, £ OMBEIREFDFHFTHRINT
W3, (Flz1F, Lawler, Mohrman and Ledford (1995) %°
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