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2012
25
1692
2011 2009
2009
2009
1638
2.
RD_dummy=0+f3 RD_coopi+y X+
RDi=0+fB RD_coopi+y X+
Inno_input=a+f RD_coopi+y Xi+;
Inno_output=a+p RD_coopi+y Xit+yi
RD_dummy; i RD; i
put; i Inno_prod_input;
Inno_proc_input;  Inno_output; i
Inno_prod_output; Inno_proc_output; RD_coop; i
Ui
4
Inno_prod_input=a+p; Sup_di+B. Cli_di+Bs; Uni_di+y Xi+y;
Inno_proc_inputi=a+; Sup_ci+B, Cli_ci+s Uni_ci+y Xty
Inno_prod_output=a+f; Sup_di+f, Cli_di+s Uni_di+y Xi+y;
Inno_proc_output=a+p; Sup_ci+f, Cli_ci+Bs Uni_ci+y Xit+p;
Sup_d: Cli_d; Uni_d
Sup_ci Cli_ci Uni_c
1 4
5
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3.
1
RD_dummy CNO.3 2009 2011
1 0
RD CNO.4
CNo.3
0 0
1
CNO.14 2009 2011
8 2
Inno_prod_input 1 2
0 6
Inno_proc_input
CNO.2 2011
% 100 Inno_prod_output
CNO.16 2011 %
100 Inno_proc_output
2
CNO.5 2009 2011
RD_coop 1 0 CNO.17A
3
Sup.d Clid Unid 1 0 CNO.17B 3
Sup_¢ ClicUnic 1 0
3
Size 2009
Age 2009 2009
0 1
Market
Market 1 0
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M. KIEER SR
1. N BAOAA AD
1 OLS
Probit 1 1
RD_coop 1%
OLS 2 1
2 1%
1 H1
1 3 4
Probit 3
1% 4
1% 1 5 6
0 1
OLS Tobit
5 6 1% 5%
3 6 2
*1 MESGESELEIFHERLER
> 1 2 3 4 5 6
RD_coop 1107 8,51 |5.1767 10.24 | 0.923™ 6.19 1.263™ 4.32 0.086™ 4.63 0.0377 2.47
Size 0.223™ 7.20 1.130™ 8.79 0.131™ 4.43 0.369™ 7.22 |-0.004 -0.74 | 0.008" 1.80
Age -0.042 -0.74 | -0.140 -0.60 |-0.078 -1.35 0.014 0.17 -0.014 -1.16 |-0.013 -1.42
Market 0.244" 1.83 1.080" 1.78 0.349™ 2.65 0.076 0.41 0.012 0.50 0.048™ 2.50
A A A A A A
A A A A A A A
(pseudo) R-sq 0.220 0.303 0.196 0.281 -0.963 -0.598
1583 1505 1590 1288 705 1032
i Probit OLS Probit Probit Tobit Tobit
T 10% 5% 1%
2. MO AdAX AD
2 1 3
2 4
1 1
3
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Sup_d
Cli_d
Uni_d
Sup_c
Cli_c
2 Uni_c
1%

2012
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1

1.3777 3.12
1.099™ 4.17

0.056 0.11

A
]

A
117.95™
1391
IVProbit

10% 5% 1%

3 5
4

5

5 Or

2

1.019 0.87
0.326 0.38
-1.366" -1.65

A

]

A
5.73
722

IVProbit

3

0.274 2.85
0.012 0.24
-0.016 -0.17

A
]

A
9.72"
685
IVTobit

x4 HREEXRBELVHFHIAETEMALER

0.190™ 2.79
0.011 0.33
-0.179" -2.51

A
|
A
15.52"™
1027
IVTobit
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