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Pl e F e pltasas IPMamE e 4o 4 e % 2
AEEH IPM L & 5 B2 0 B AREY FR(E 3) Eg
(73.33%)in% BRifae % IPM> 2 7493 70%nf4 % L& * IPM> 2 4

W4 Rk A IPM e 2 s‘;’ﬁ 3 ;éﬁp—ﬁi'%ﬁ%bﬁv%#é ° 973 32%
xR EA7 IPM 3 REYPFARE-HRFe L Fis»as T3 maE ¥ 2002
EFPFHIFPRAL S ZTAZPREEIN LG RN FBMITIREFAKS
IPM> Rlpm 3 ™ g Bl @B > 7 6t 26 354 o B R 4ot > v 424 = eh
LR iT §EPEY -

L3 AR FIY IPM 2 nie s £ 3 K (%)
" . ‘& A (N=46) Non-IPM(N;=18) IPM(N,=42)
A 7 A 7 A 7
44 16 6 12 38 4
L g BRSSP (73.33)  (26.67) (33.33)  (66.67) (90.48)  (9.52)
31 29 4 14 27 15

(51.67) (48.33) (22.22) (77.78) (64.29) (35.71)

3. K E MBI G b 43 17 13 5 30 12
}]%ﬁ + (71.67)  (28.33) (72.22) (27.78) (71.43) (28.57)
1=
4. FERpiciREra 19 41 10 8 9 33
E (31.67)  (68.33) (55.56) (44.44) (21.43) (78.57)
55 5 15 3 40 2

5. RF g WAL (91.67)  (833) (83.33) (16.67) (9524)  (4.76)

FR kR AR R

R BERAFEER AL E RO E TR B
AAEFHRROTH O CARLEFIANEVREFR KR
FRGORE > FLAFETAALEER R NE- S EH 02 E
%1$$,%ié W*%%iiéﬁ%%ﬁ%i$$wwwg

‘;Ev

ﬁ"j{—— FLﬁ‘é’fﬂ’}a‘iﬁagﬁﬁ?‘ﬁ’%ﬁ—
%%%iiéiﬁﬁﬁ?iﬁiﬁwiﬁﬁﬂﬁ%&%%\14%% #
R e P 1432823 HLaK.

- FFE A4 Probit Al kB FREHEY LR 2 B3 2RI H

* IPM 2K > 25 OB p B8 ¢ FLPAAGHMEE SFEEE > £
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0

435)57 % — FFE Probit #0420 £ 78 S B HHLE v L2 TEK o

% 4 Probit i3] 2. ¥ B P
T %Hk R RP

AGE ? £ £

EDU + KTARRE R =1 WY =2, 3¢ =32 & =4
EXP + R

KNOW + BfaIPM 4 e » =1 =0

EFFI + Bz picBHET G 22 =1 2=0
DIFF — 7+ IPM &% 3 7t > £=1 F=0
CONT ? g F A E=10 F=0

CHA ? W e 0 o8

DEST ? ﬁﬁ%&’ﬁ/éf

EXPONY ? e > £=1> &=

PERIOD ? 14w($:\; ué =1 %=0

TR kR AFT KT

SR B LT IPM 2 % Flboil &k Sfz R0 BE A% a2
AT P ERTNERZAIAE ) ZERPIERREREBR Z
:f;’l%;%_‘.%-%i%'ﬁév’ﬁﬁﬁ?f%i“i&;’%ﬁ’f?ﬁ‘.@%ﬁﬂé%i{oF]LL o F g5 A
SGREDZ NE)E NI S BN ERGE Ay P AR D
2R FLLIHEREX)REX) FEX) s HFE X # T (Xo)
BR AN G PprPr~PL-PuZ Por Y 5 AE

FHENE - PR G Probit AR TG B Aok SHF 0 H G 8
UM E R A HEY S LD M AR v R E%  $ IPM
SEfE BB HRE DT S AL f e M G e D R FIPM A &
B K TALR BB A o
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% 5 Probit #-4] &+ & %

Rk S 7 B t-ratio (d.f. =10)
CONSTANT -11.3110 -0.9798
AGE -0.2602 -1.7736 *
EDU -0.8551 -1.5858 *
EXP 0.3247 1.8574 *
KNOW 14.7560 1.9310 **
EFFI -9.7601 -0.3778
DIFF -8.7977 -1.9499 **
CONT 16.0690 0.5909
CHA -20.8890 -2.1261 **
DEST 0.0920 1.9209 **
EXPONY 10407 2.1246 **
PERIOD 2.8598 1.1945

Likelihood Ratio 62.9657

TR KR A B
DR LB 10%E F R o L LB S%AEE R E > MR L A iE 1% F K .

FOMEORAGTIEYFEMEP ISR AR E 42 %5 d
PAEHELKER F IPMEIHEY AR Ed ERp i
Lo FP G T MR AE R L (Heckman 1979) > Mill £ v 5| A §
FE A RS c AT EABRRTEB LS A I EL B R FAS
Mo TR FHIFET T RG] 7/ij:7/ji’Zﬂizl’zpiZO’ZVij:z7ji:0°

¥ 2 PB4 2 Translog & & SndciE 4ok 60 d TR KA K ¥

B R TR BRI GER PR RE s AL B A2 B AR ST

#FRCA R Tk 20 1% Breusch & Pagan Test & % (Breusch, Pagan

1979) v TR x B S 9.9676 0 o ¥ yl009=49.6 > EiE4E8 Hyo £ 7 F
FRA T AR TR

l*i
‘II

B3
A
PR

S

RS Az 31 B GBdEkY o R miviE S 2029700 3 18 B %
B 1% F k% >3 BE S%EFKE 3 BE 10% F k& - a Mill £
W A B e i 3t E(-50.0340) A 1% T B E 0 £t B R A ¥ IPM 2 4
A S SR N =) o S s

HN TR RS A SR TR EE B L SRS ST D A
Yoz ¥ &2 fE AT
(1) H A L 1+ (non-decreasing) : ¥ A& I & F— FE s 8 (38 (12) 0 H B
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FAWRENT od & 6 FHAFTT @ UHEATIDEF LS

A A MM L 1(0.8339) A S A s LR M -

Zini =a,+a,InY + ppInP, + pe InP: + pyy InPy + oy InP +poInP, =0 (10)
n

2 Bl nREad ks a0 &R K- A 0 BB AT

3)

ohf >

ER A - FENBEFNIE AT RSN R R 2
R MR ATHEF R PR FH R/ ALERIE L

EICE N 3 NS i%%%ﬁ**mﬁﬂ*’i’#ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ°

B2 QAR S Ad e F 52 XV K KRATIEES

!‘H‘H— : s';");?’:‘-'/\:'1

/4 % B 'L (Hessian Matrix) f+ & § £ 2 (negative semi-definite) s & F -

AFTHY S AIERLT R EWEOREF 27 BRAGCE S )R

W o Hsu(1984)33 5 # 3t 3t 1 e % o @k e ik £ L3 5
e E e R RS R
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# 6 Translog & & Sk 4 H i & %

% ¥k S B E % t-ratio (df=17)
constant 0 154.2400 6.8973 ***
InY o -9.2285 -4.7086 ***
(InY)* o 0.1891 1.2687
InPp Bp -6.6350 -2.9703 ***
InPr Br 7.9552 3.4934 *xx
InPp BL -5.9176 -1.5646 *
InPy Bum 11.6590 2.0573 **
InPo Bo 8.6993 4.0770 ***
InPpInPg YpF -0.2443 -1.5656 *
InPpInPL YL 0.8173 2.7557 #x*
InPplnPy YrMm -4.1631 -19.3180 ***
InPpInPq YPO 1.3100 1.6264 *
InPgInPL YEL 0.6456 5.3284 ¥
InPelnPy YFM -0.4179 ~4.2756 ***
InPelnPo Yro 0.2278 0.5517
InPInPy YiMm 0.6826 4.4762 ***
InP;InPo YLo 0.1230 2.385] **
InPyInPo VMO 0.5730 1.1168
(InPp)* Ypp -0.4221 -1.0263
(InPp)* YEF 0.0858 0.9399
(InPp)? YL 1.9341 2.8862 ***
(InPy)* VMM -0.0795 -0.2581
(InPo)* Y00 -0.6065 -3.9379 **x*
InYInPp Pyp 0.6233 2.9186 ***
InYInPg PYF -0.9361 ~4.913] #**
InYInP, pYL 0.7105 2.5901 ***
InYInPy Pym -1.0626 -2.1601 **
InYInPo PYO -0.8907 -4.9248 ***
IPM 5 -82.2690 -5.4289 *#
A 0 -50.0340 -5.4119 ***
PERIOD T -0.1557 -1.1985
Log of the likelihood function 202.970

FTHIR: 2P B3 e
3L R B 10%AE F oK > kL i iF S%BE E R o R L T F 1% FoRE o
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7. R R A

FPHREFFR ABFHEIPM S AP 72 BHELREF F > H#7 IPM o
WAARE L RTRRAEFF AR B HY IPM T B R RAR L
AR g IPM v AR 0 rd L €Y o A R FIP f FR
Br R FRELET IPM ha & 4 g R %] o &% - FF £ 0 Probit #0341 2 %
SRR RS EFERYY O E R LA B RS ERRRAD
BrEIZAFAOPF FRIRE G EAF I EIHY > bdEIAE
bt 27 il AL A2 FRE S ARK-

B4 6 RET UER A AB g [PM s 4§ (-82.2690)
S 4 G IPM s AR F o AR T IPM sk 4
hend EF Moo T b S W IPM 2 DS kA4 o B SN 5

£y = oC IPM 8lnC'W
JIPM  C OIPM

# ¢ OC/OIPM 54 * IPM 2 5% 2 35 ¥ d - C 2 IPM Pl Ef1* Ti5@
K3PE 0 gy #-0.1755 > F & T § i 4c 1% IPM 3 % 5 > ] ¢ 0
0.1755%¢h = & & 21 5 A3t A £(2002)4 % B4 L= % Fischs s
REFT Y FR . FL AR REAF - BF > 2L R R G R
B2 FFFR2 A2 83 %man@BHE s 3% Epist ik a7
%’aw%ﬁfvwamiiﬁék%ﬁmo»%%%%mﬁ“§#IM4
Bradhs fo G FFFEFE RHEY BIRT S AL NRG
B 2RDER I E ] ERRNK -

(11)

o

¥ ¢ o d Translog & & SifenF 3 ? > A F M A NHE S AHPE
T A kA NEE > T(10) o RS kA B L T (0.8339) 0 & T
PRA DR e 1% > § A R 4 0.8339% o &P P B A D 4

Pl g BER T o TEHRAAG RADEE

27 PP ERARFRSIAZERRGE  PUFREK R E G
R AFBEY S0 B EEAM - BP0 F&HG RIS XD A
< (0.6405) » & 7 F F b I A 1%FF 0 € 1 S AB 4 0.6405% 0w *E

FEREEREFLSADFE S EE S > s FEAI T B AL AL
ok IR R e
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%7 ANEPE P R FHEML
BER R~ Aagr FTH#EA BT
A 4R f%iﬁad»‘j\ n%ﬁaa\%\ n%ﬁaa\%\ n%ﬁaa\%\ f%iﬁaé»‘j\
36 {4 38 {4 S 4 S+ S |+
0.8339 0.0633 0.0945 0.6405 0.1113 0.0905
f;}ij\,/g, : j\;_:rgz &2t o

PAREY
8. &3

AFE AW ?;{éf%b%ﬁ&w IPM z it R > %0 % B3R % o
FARLIFE RAFALER > AEFEFZ S AT J1* Heckman &
PR A T o Aﬁ%%@%}&#ﬂ IPM & 2 F15F 2 &% Bl i = & o
ARG AR F RGP

<

(1) d $-HEIPM gttt % @ 5% IPME E 2 £ Flibc 53
PR AR R IPM oo & F 2 q&ﬁgi\g%cﬁeﬁ IPMﬁvﬁ&M ;
%%ﬂﬁiﬂ‘ﬁ%ﬂ%“‘”ﬁwﬁf EfE G RAR S AR F 0 Y S
H e gk IPM i 5 o

3

Q) $ - ER A& FIR > X AERY IPM 3 F L f o hl
%(-82.2690) > T3 * IPM e FAXF > = A AR 5 & %{ggw IPM
ii»—ﬁ\"ﬁ\'ﬂ‘mjﬂ"ﬁ‘zg MIHFLL&IJXmIPFlgﬁép-*m’z\'rﬁ—\
L * IPM 2 R & AL AT B argd LMo

Q) FRS* R FRPPHLF P RIS AZBER L F G RS AP
FhoA o Epap AERY TS ML BAER o
iﬁﬂ'f“;—}_% i’(f"‘rﬂ‘zw F‘ﬂ}al Ell’(7£§7“ "r é,_ z—@ﬁi:’ 7’?

O FSR O R A RNEARPHAL F 5P

(1) Pong g TP IPM P icFH s Ed Beabrd Z R gLfiic 2
PTHREREITANNL A AP ,l}‘]be[a;wﬁ\,i%m_mq\jng@I;g’ﬂﬁu
?{O

Q) ALY FREEATP R PHIPRERIE D RLES F ERAES A
AAKAE > AR AP RIABERE: > FL AXA KT E RS
3 o
d FHEZESEFTHEY IPM2Z & Aagug M3 AHE* IPM 2 B3 L@y

FReF LT IPMAR ¢ = FEIPM ndbjies 3 2o 2 pad Sdff 4 o
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