-
n
It
Zﬁ*
Eid

FARIUB £S5 > 5=L- L5 -4 122

B X (IR S RiFIREEA
ENEEFERNZEVR
-1t E B A SaEmERE VR

g@%l W %@%*

(WeksHEL - 112403 H 14 H 5 55—XELE : 112406 H 02 H
2R 112fﬁ 06 H 15 H)

HE

B AT FTE S CEEREATAE ARSI FHIRR (R ETT TRz AV E ST ST - (B HAIEER
AT G « AWtFeiet - BRER b P 22 IR RGERAIIE RS - A
ZEH T BN S EE A EAYRE o & 2B RN S A EGEAYRBI S &R > S
ZE Eﬂ%ﬁﬁéﬁ%@ﬁb&é@)\ffﬁ‘tﬁ’ﬁ&?@m BEAN > EEE AR S AR AR TR
FILCENG » SLIEEEOA - ARV IFERE SRS - APFELL 1999-2014 R EE F
A EESIEY 709 (B S ZEGIRBITFEREA - £/ Hayes & Matthes fig HHY — TrEE ST AR ER{E
RUEATEE T « ik - AR HAII SRS 2] T B8 45 AR -

MeEe R @ 2 VBRI S PRI EE MG ST HET AR B ERRT

E-HENEEER

FFZ SRR - BIR U ER R ZREETBIMYEREENSEZ —
(Morschett, Schramm-Klein & Swoboda, 2010 ; Zhao, Luo & Suh, 2004 ; Tihanyi,
Griffith & Russell, 2005) - tt =+ BR S RFER 2 R HYEZ SO LRERE » Eso B sEiE A
RSN AR FE A 0K & A S S Y NSRS S T s BB AR SRR EAE
H, E B % & Y12 IR FE R & TR 5% AFE S (Kogut & Singh, 1988 : Gatignon &
Anderson, 1988) - {H & A AL B BIZ S LEEREEN I MEE A B E
B 4EEm R~ —2(Brouthers & Brouthers, 2001 ; Shenkar, 2001 ; Tihanyi etal., 2005 ;
Chang, Kao, Kuo & Chiu, 2012) - 375 & & #E ABAAERELEE R - BIZ U bR
FOR » 3 R TSR R Rt ROR » B - E BB E WS & - R T

TR SREA > B GILBE RN @I E T B BRI © S W
REE Ellfﬁilfﬁ SREHER LR CHElEE)



2 WiEFEEH > ¥ -E% %> a®I3 &5

A DL B 68 AT N e Y R EE DAAN - 2 AT DU R R A8 A v B B
(Brouthers & Brouthers, 2001 ; Slangen & van Tulder, 2009) - 554 » Zi4rEE3EEY
Ry &3 FE BB IIRES - ERRINEEF R AR IR &SR
PR R A IR B & BT Ry S hIA =T FE0R] - RIE(E & 1 Ko i
AN 1 & 4K (Zhao et al., 2004 ; Lopez-Duarte & Vidal-Suarez, 2010) -

AT 2 S B S TE 2 P D 2 AR B A » T
S5\ (2012) HRLEH T RIEIG A TAR AT EsE 2 - WA R 5 (L IE
P AR AR PR B TR » DRIIEE 2 3 S R e L » B SO { BRI A
BN b SR P S M B ARt 3 2. e A 3 B A S B s
B » N T R R 4 & B P TT R LR YT B R R » LB
S5 (LEEHENTA » RS (3 o R P R R e AR s i -

1961 FEFE2RPEEE ~ REFIFEFRE R T ok | (ASA) o 1967 £EH
JE ~ B2kPaeEs ~ Frinst - JEERE - BEIABYMRIES R TEH  EEREmK
{RAEVEN SR T SR B & - 1984 BRI AR » 2L - 3R
A 6 ERCEE - RAGHES ~ 4if) - BB FOoRIHZE 4 (BRI PEE M AR -
£ 2010 4F - SRl B 17 BB H HE Sl - R R BRI %
FAEhERZFRANEHYE HE - BrEEE S aE (2020) f5H © 2019 £
MAF RPN R BN A S E R 4740 (BE7T 0 fERIREEE
30.8% ° ER RIS AN S 45 2018 i 20 RIEE M ARG » FAurinsk
% 50 HERIGEE 17 - WIRGEBEIREENS - WS B EE R T
& BUSAFISIREIS A E > CEUR G R — RE R o AR B R
RAREREET - BB R GBI > 3725 R DUR K e R AR AR R 608
13 > AR ESEERS BRI S > AR TS T - L - 0felsilE
ELFHVER i S SRl - ARy & V8 (SR ] BRI Y B R - ARSI T3t
BRI &8 - (HEMEA RN FBUE ISR & - BIEA % (F
WIS 2R R ) AR L BIRYEE A - (B ER AR TR LAY E AR
HA SR O SULES - Nt - SRR ENEE RS - SR
FEAEEN ARG A E A TR A ? B EHE N e &S
TR ERVAEFRE AT ENE ? 5 5 i P R E R e B &8 IR
HEE -

A E T IR B R b2 RS 678 b T /G R A
AR E R IR - AT B R PRS2 S LEE B R A & AR
KA BN EE MR > 1275 Zhaoetal. (2004) - Tihanyi et



Ris PEREHCFAARKTE N EFEF AR, -2 AR P REETA &S 3

al. (2005) K Lopez-Duarteetal. (2015) ZEELFAIIZE » 5838 T S(LiEHE | &
I EMIERANZ » DN B AN B - Al Rt TR A EDE
B R SRETSER WA R R E R R A TIRSE - DR R R [EIRE
TE R BTSN I B I A USRS -

&\ 38 i 58 FR A (RS

— ~ BIX3EEE Rt E @

W7EE - Bz S LRSS0+ B B R R AR #i ( norm ) S (B {E R (values )
FHaE A= (Kogut & Singh, 1988; Tihanyi et al., 2005) - Hofstede (1980 )
{EF 20 fiisE = - AEREREAE([EE T ECE T 40 {EEZR 3 116,000 {5 HGHHE
BHRRVEEE [ $2H T RIS U BHEEE - e S LR A — (B R Ay A 3L [E]
HYLERER N —TEERRREC e B A ENEE A G EITET 2 A FT
HAEILLHERER - AEIVEHS - B R ARG A7 - it DAO(EE
] SRR Sy A [FI B S bRy 72 52 - B LR A EL S - fEJEERE (Power Distance -
PDI) -~ FHEE##HE (Uncertainty Avoidance » UAI) ~ ([ A EEEEBTE

(Individualism Versus Collectivism » IDV ) K [5f[Edf2=% ( Masculinity Versus
Femininity - MVA) ZEVU{EHE ] - 2% » Hofstede {&%2 Michael Bond 1 23 {f
B oA THYEE N EEEE - R AR Z S LU AR - 7S T
B {4 — BRI 50 HA%E E (Long/Sort-Term Orientation » LTO ) 4E/¥ -
Hofstede ( 2010 ) RIIFEEE 0 T 55 7~ 46 4 EEL 1% ( Indulgence versus Restraint »
IVR) -

FEJTEERER S et e DR P IER > s (AR T
DENFh e A Lt gamsitme (B A B e LR g AR iR H
fRrESeme - (A ERMER EREL T BUES - RRZECUY A ERE A
EFAG > K ZAHRER ERAEE  AHEE TR RS E — R AL A i
TEMRILER > B2 AR - Iy 8l R LG A e A s
[ 2 ANHEETE ik e A2 FE AR - {F Hofstede F82sop » PRIELFE 4RSSy 8ufns - 1R
Rz BOU ARG g 2R g - RIPE R Esd@is e
KRR - FE A & LEEcE EIRAE A EH - A4 Buls  (ER#
B bR R E R g - 2 AR E E g - Bt AR A=
2 A TR SERR R A IR TR oK A IR R 52 A TR A R s e R AR



4 WiEgmTh ¥ - 4% - AW1BES?

B TR B 4y U s » ez B2 AR R FRCe S A b i 2 R e fm #0176
18 - Kogut & Singh (1988) fR#5 Hofstede EZ XA EFEIZRE TR AR
DAERRIRHE Bt - BRSO A LAY 22 AR TS WA 2 By T SC(LiEsE | - B RbToe
FfrEt A (Shenkar, 2001; Tihanyi et al., 2005) -

— M EENSEIRIEHER IR EEAEN Z T
BUR

ERSEIVE T TR NS R R 2 1% - (EFR R A & & (joint venture )
& T2 5] (wholly-owned subsidiary ) {F Ry AR5 - mis 2 A B8 & 1
EalEh=0 PR—EaERSE  REAHEEEEERB NGRS
# o BB GEFEREAB - AR T BlE BB R ERIE R AR - &
FEHEFB MBS E TS - IR EEINVEEEH KA (Teece, 1981;
Hennart, 1988) - At » (E & T-AFHEA /TS - bR T A AFEEE
PEHIRE KB ERTA RSN - RS R SRk - REENE > &
EATELGEBH TRE ARV T BT -

BEHTHFEE Y & REER S B A LR RS - (2R T R A S
AVEERAS - FEIFRE LA RGN T H E A5 H bR EEE - W2
HIGRAIAZ e 5 & s A FERE RS 0 (Anand & Delios, 1997) - & 1B ELE
HEEE > 3 0] DU AR EE T 5 A% e AU RE ( Brouthers & Brouthers,
2001; Changetal., 2012) - 55—J71Hl » & XL RIEAR - FUHIE S EBHE
HITT Ryt S84S5 S INIAI 2R » PRI 1036 D7 R T Ry s I R BE R Y PkER ( Gomez-
Mejia& Balkin, 1992) - BFERZER 7RI SFEPRRIRE - nTRE S [ R B
DB R AR - ES1 &b R - M EE AR &85
FhntEsE (Bartlett & Ghoshal, 1989; Gomez-Mejia & Palich, 1997 ) - [Nt @ {FFk
IR B3 R S BEEEENIRHYIE L T - (SR ML B (G B B B & B T AR
% PHEEEREE S HE (Barkema, Bell & Pennings, 1996; Tihanyi et al., 2005;
Brouthers & Hennart, 2007; Chang et al., 2012) -

Oxley (1999) 5t - EHUAR LA EE » R IBLLIRTTRICA - 1A
Henisz (2000) 5t - it EEIMVECAEE TGS - BIFRESEEE B S FRHE
Wy EFRRA RS BT F - S Eith BB S AHBRE AR A 5235 SUEEE
BRI » T RE G HE— 20 8 o S0 b 22 B AT RE T AR HY & 1 RS PR P i e e R
(Changetal., 2012) - [Nt - & GEMFEATERBMMEETTRER - Gt £



Fps MR O FAARRFTEM S ESEF ORI S AR 7B R TR ERE 5

WA EREHEEREA A - Rt A b s > GIE R 3E n] sE S RAUE AT
AAFREARET o I - ARIFEERE L MG

H1 @ B ERATIEHEBSREAS EEVRG T - SEH EERE G bERE
AR » BB R B R &R R R T2 R AR

= MEESEIRIEHER IR AR E R A
ZTEMR

EIEE HIR IR B S A S E L R EE A TSN EE
firE T (Arifio, 2003) - AWHFEERETEZ HAVAEE 270 » INIE DR & A
E{FAE AR Ry B 151 - Gooris & Peeters (2014) #5H » SMREREEATA
THEE PR TS RHER ALY, F 7]~ R AYERER 7252 - Changetal. (2012) HFE4H » &
BRI B RIS LEE B OB » éF & 28 A= W 7 Ay 22 - 5% > AT
TEHY T B E RIS A& IRIRHY TR ] REAH A 2 - K SULEERERY
e R S B E R T R A TECHIER S ( Brouthers & Brouthers, 2001; Brouthers,
2002) - iETREE HAMEE R B A EEEREE A HZE - [HIN > BmEN
W7EfR R S LAIRISERE 2 [ B A& VIR (% (Haytonetal., 2002) - 52t
W72 B R R S LA R A EEAYE R » 10 2 Ry BEE (cultural values ) »
it APT38 18 Se S LB (E G B B ARV BISEAG 1 {51201 > Shane (1994 )
fath > A FFwt g BEE S 0VRISEFH - Al TRyt gt - A
SR E R o BEAIHTTEH - B Z LR E A B R A RIE 5

(Mueller & Thomas, 2001; Thomas & Mueller, 2000; Hayton et al., 2002 ) - [t
G BIHFTE R - (BRI & SULEER B BTG v - R AT
B B D 0 S ~ B S Rt RLPT AR ( Gee & Tyler, 1976; Quinn, 1979;
Shane, 1993) © RIILL » E R — (B E{E A 22 - A HEE B S 5y
&b E B AR - —J7TH B S bEEEE R I AT sE S e o SRR
AHEENE MR EXNFERERARRE - 55— EiBENENE
TECBLE M SEETE - 7] AEE &MU LR E P ARAVEISE R K 1 > RIS 0
NS BRI ERE - I RE ilEss - Bz U bEERERI RS IS M
BRI ERZENRITAAEE -

Henisz (2000) f5t} - 4R —({ERRAVS MRS A - AIBUGTRE
ME AT G EAEWNE e  EAMNSE RS E T

i

'M}
3



6 WEFmeTh  $=2L- 55 - AR &5

AETEATRE - & A BRI 5 - AR LA BRI A=A
BRI SNE (R SEFTE Qo T B MBS A T E MRS R 0E > IR T
Hysth £ B EEE R ARV BISESUE (> SR R I E AV SR 0 -
RIEE > AL PL PR Rk

H2 : B EERA SNEHEBRES S EMRG T » SR E SRS EERG
R > GEEEE R E R SR EAE -

2 MRFAE

\

— - RHEZ

AWTFELL 1999 F 5 2014 S GIEAFESE T FlRE A F ol B R 2
TTRIMYEZERBITFEEER » IR KB E /DRy S%LL EAVEIMEEZ Rt
FRA - BB E R RE 28 EtE (TE)) A i oAb
STAFEIBIMETEERE S H SN FENBREE - GEZF SN
PRGBS B~ HEFRIRT TR AR - if& PR A e Bk
AWTFEIEUST 6 {ElH BT - 3 709 (RS MEERIE BITFIHEA > SEIEA
AR

- BRAR RN AR

% BE EEHI
Elfe 52 7.33%

P EY T 128 18.05%
JEHRE 56 7.90%
Hrhngz 224 31.59%
el 138 19.46%
] 111 15.66%

HaEt 709 100%




ﬁ]’?\?' &Er‘gﬁ—ifrﬁgi\g\f‘ﬁﬁﬁ ‘:)"h?—a\‘ﬁl?/ & 2852 %‘ T - A &) PAAREIDAE 1 Hﬁﬁ—p%""ﬁ % 7

- R EIEEIRFE

(—) & 2(Dependent Variable)
1EAEN

AWTFEHT R —(EEE B R E AR 25 RATITSE(Hennart, 1988,
1993) - R HE AR BB EN S E MM - DIHAERFALLE] 95%(F RE T EE
HIEERIAE - BB R BRI & AR R - 55— SR AR
FolE (RAERINER: 95% ) - RAEEHEE R Ry 1 55 SRR AR Ry
GE (BIRAERR: S%E/ NG 95% ) - R HEEREc Ry 0

2. REELFFER
A BB R E R LSRR W B B arm R

REFEEMIEL EHIEZ - EHEERERE 1 5 SR a Rt _ ik
E*ﬁﬂiwﬁ%m&ﬁm FEREEBER S 0 -

1.B XL EERE

AWTFEHIBIZ S EFE RS2 Hofstede (2001) HYZSIHFERE - GLIGHETIEE
B~ (B A RSB TR - A e - MITRIERRST - RATSUG HIE ) R4
BRI - AW R T/ AR E R AU R STEARA MR &
BB IET B » GBS bR AR

CD; = Z{(I” 7 ) }

i=1

ATEBTT -
CD, : @it 5 j 2 ST LB

= BZRAVE i (B0 A5
i =GB | A

Vi =55 i (S LIS B R



8 WEFmeTh  $=2L- 55 - AR &5

S N R g 5

% =
5% HE  BEkiEmE JEEE g RE ]
WAL 58 78 104 94 74 64 70
8 A\ T HRBER T 17 14 26 32 20 20 20
AN E MR 69 46 50 64 48 34 40
o il L s 45 48 36 44 8 64 30
B A ) 93 62 41 27 72 32 57
TR B 49 38 57 42 46 45 35
BB LEERE - 26469 43837 50613 33215  3.0039  3.2370

BRI ELHH [ http://www.geerthofstede.nl/dimensions-of-national-cultures

2 FBATREFIETEEE

AW AR TAT AT A AL (World Bank, 2016) » DAG¥Ad
SREgn N E EREP A ENEHEME - HRERITH 1996 FHEEFIMAHEITRER 212
(BB 2 G PR FE R &5 B A B SR oy BN E A S E B (S = 3w B H

ARRE R ERT ~ BUNREE ~ TEME ~ AR EREE RHE SRS
(Kaufmann, Kraay, & Mastruzzi, 2007) - &5/ 5 R FEFEE 47— 78
TEAESRNZBIR A E A B A - R Ry iE N EFE AR S AR AT
FH F Bt 53 (Principal Component Analysis) s 7S & 2 B A e AR B —
ANEDEHE AT st A EHE M EEYS - R ERAH REERE
rlicEE (cumulative normal distribution transformation, CNDT)/E/\ )63 /&
ST S /01 0 22 100 Z IR 778 - 541 » AT A — (B R e Sk tr
M FEAVEHRE - Bt E LA R B BN AR A IE
(47.5413)F - E BEEEIER Ny 1 Fortl ERIA FPAB B IR E - K
it FAEDEH BRI BU N A R A (B (47 5413)HF - R BB
B3Ry 0 ol £ BN B EH B BRITIE -

() e

1B &ER

Li & Meyer (2009)f {5 M & L5 il 7 Fy— Mgy M SR i
BB ALER > a8 RS CHTH B MO A S s B AR - Horp o
B P& S BRI 15 DAA IS B ZE A B SR I 56 — O At E BRAY 03 78 Rt



iz PEREHCFAARKTE N EFEF AR, -2 AR REETAE RS 9

B [EHRRFE ARG E - MEPEEER A LU A MEERT T A F]
BHEME  ERAARBEREECRUEE -

2.8EER

REHR LI E AT —FE Rat AN - DIBIPE 3R 2 A AR LIS E
HEHZ 5 7EE (Li & Meyer, 2009) - EHEAIAF A IR BSE S ALLBIAS -

3BHMRBREEE

WoE s R R TR = R SE i e E (A S R B & E Ry o
B S AR (Demirbag, Glaister & Tatoglu, 2007 ) © FgeEsEasgafE L
P& RT— R Rt EERE SR R s &SRB FEE *100 - Bl
AR EZEE NS EREEAS -

4. B QERIE

AR B A —FE IR SR 2 A Ry et AT - HUE A
(Log) - DIErEAFIAIRIEAVN « BUERAARA TR -

5.5MALE=R

S EER Ry BRI ARSI E A & AR RN ZR 2 —( Chang,
1995; Terpstra & Yu, 1988; Li & Meyer, 2009 ) o A& EE DI &R —EE BEt
BEEE sTEITH R IMAEINIMEE ST ERRFRZAESMAL G -

6.5l

FEE T AR G ERARLL PR - H e BB TR Mg HAAE
e ) SR 5 (Chiao, Lo & Yu, 2010) » R4 » FHFTAE B YRR S5 A SRR
2R EEAEE S AR AR 2 E A 728 (Chang etal., 2012)
DRI ARG SR i S B b i BR AR S ~ TSR S MR SR S — K -
7.3th £ B % < PR

L F BIBURE PSR E TT AR A RS » EE B EEREREEA
fEFUAERNZR Z —(Chang etal., 2012)  ABFEan A T BIAS IR HRE fEEE
Bt E R E KB R A A S HE LAE R G EIF R AR AIlEZ
FEREERUE R 1 G2 LB E RATBE R A A CHE —CEHEMEE
TR E APAIFE R O -



10 WEERTH > 521 -25% - > a®M118 &5

i EBBENEEEEMRRR

b BB P9 A2 2 B AR R (GDP growth rate) iz B S B 32 AR Z(HY
Z K2 —(Lopez-Duarte & Vidal-Sugrez, 2010) » AHFZe DLUH FLeR{T T H 5L
¢t (the World Development Report) | &} - {E Ast B F RN EEE
HAR R AR - ARBEIERE DI ERT—F 1 Rt B A -

BEBREONE

— ~ A AR

KGR A E G E N A FREHEYIR = - (R =F 4537 > A 398 [HiE
ERHAGEFEREASRN > H2MEA 56.1% : 5 311 EfREERABEER
HEARER > S EEEAS 43.9% o RIUAI R A T EAFERIVELS] > 4 308 filf%
BERFEOREBETF > GEEHEA 43.44% 1 7 401 (ffREEFSHEBTEL
o BEEEEA 43.44% -

iz HABFHEFaLE

AR RE ECBI

=3 398 56.1
W& 311 43.9
Hest 709 100.0

tw BATEGES g G

TSR KE EEHI
FEAREB I 308 43.44
(RGNS 401 56.56
A 709 100.0

Z - RGREEAEARERREREER

AHRSE E ek P oA S T S S AR (s B A R AR T
ERATEEMA LR x 2 BN BEA—EA#ERERE (P E% 5 0.001)-
BAFRIH AR MERE (VIF) AR 5 BURESHAUR PR R H AR MR



Fps MEEREH AL RR TR E SRS AR H0E F AR PR R TREE 1]

HABAERET I/t 12.67% % 13.61% 2 [H] - fEf5AY 1 AYSESRn] ISR - BI%R
SALHEEEAE AR ARE R iR (AEUE & 0.3378 > p {E/]Mik 0.01 - E5E
SEREUR BB S LIRS K - S8 e R & AR
A 2 JOAMY LB AR AR HARR AR A 1 A E 7T - B%
SRR AR CH R (R 8 (B Ry 0.3328 > p {E/INR 0.01 - i E R A A
FEIEH AR (R E Ry 0.1590 - p {(HARY 0.1 > ForEH E B Bl AEFEIRAE
HIFFPERE A A AV -

AT HET T 40T B A T A R A S R BT -+ SR TR
TGRSR TR ST - AR RS RTRE - ATTSR SR A 2 B
SRS HEREFE R VA {81(3 5261585 ) 770 L centralize) - B34S AT
PAETHIBAE 3 - BURAT LR 1 2 875 75.9012 - P /7% 0.001 » RUAHEL
& BT FLBURRRHLA 3 13.61%- BUBITSARIE (RBL(VIF) /17 1.08-153:
BE TR RIS ERIRE « TR 3 VA SLBRT: A BT T
5% S LS T 2 AR (1 75-0.6863 » P (/NI 0.001 - 27t /A
SR R AR S

Byt A A T A 5 e SR 6
WHFe(E A SPSS 4zt E4E#HE d1) MODPROBE 27 (Hayes & Matthes, 2009)
A S UL 2 R PHASR AT LA A ST 8 BT T S5 RO RE R B -
L 5 IR S LM L A (Hayes, 2012) « HE40/AVAERIBA » B EH
INEER ARG T UM ST AT E) - R14 1 04627 » P f
F50.0008 - HIBFEAE BB T B LG QITESETER T » SR (L
BEATA IS SR M A SRR AT A « T A A T 68
SERAEIT R T ORIV REACT () - #4525-0.2236 - P {75 0.4331 - &
BEFESIREE /K - AHISCE L0 SPSS 4k S45HU# Py MODPROBE f2
F(Hayes & Matthes, 2009)F&f A8 » 40 BUAklE— - FelE T LA
BB S B AT AR T - SR EI AR - UL - &
EDL R ERGEER - AT HL S B ai S e
K » 5800 A BTN 53 » B S e T i AT
PRI TR B AR AR -

BT EH R R IR TSR - AT MR S By
B 5 S BRI SR B (1 B A B E BB O
B - ERER R S - AU DUBE T U A8



1-¥%-#%H >3®113 &5

I

12 o E i

BESN - AR AR 1/ 2 o - BB RE B LR TR P (R IR
R -
A1 c#fFEr AR REREE A HGUETR

f5L 1 f5E 2 {57 3

% R B R 5 fEER,
EEEIE -L7114%  (1.00) -1.7230%  (1.00) -0.5627 0.92)
B Sglatist: 3 0.3378*%%  (0.12) 0.3328%%%  (0.12) 04627 (0.14)
NEREEEE 0.1590 0.18) 0.1619 (0.18)
B R S ALEE X A ] -0.6863*%*  (0.32)
JEHE S
B HhACE 0.0196 (0.03) 0.0202 (0.03) 0.0186 (0.03)
ErfEsait] 0.0461%  (0.03) 0.0477% (0.03) 0.0453% (0.03)
== (BaES -0.3134 (0.42) -0.3164 0.42) -0.3027 (0.42)
RSt iy 0.0212 (0.02) 0.0215 (0.02) 0.0222 (0.02)
REAEHIE -0.0082  (0.06) -0.0108 (0.06) -0.015 (0.06)
SNAEER 0.0098 (0.00) 0.0100 (0.00) 0.0101 (0.00)
B 0.1913*%  (0.09) 0.1659% (0.10) 0.1494 (0.10)
TARB RS 02324 (0.28) -0.2289 (0.28) -0.2072 (0.28)
fiE 0.2723 0.23) 0.2488 (0.23) 0.2088 0.23)
ARAGELSIRH 06467 (042 -0.5819 0.42) -0.6808 (0.43)
#FEE GDP pEF  -0.0011  (0.02) -0.0068 0.03) 0.0031 (0.03)
-2Log Likelihood 901.783 900.996 896.279
Rseudo-R2 0.1267 0.1280 0.1361
LR 2 70306735 71,1841 5% 75901255
VIF 1.03-1.45 1.03-1.52 1.03-1.53

" p<0.001; 7 p<0.01; " p<0.05; p<0.1
SE AT 3 DS B EERE > S E #E 7T 0B (centralize) ©



R3e CEEEH S FAABRTE N A2 5 R Pk # AR PRSI ek 13

5 AFTF AR ICEEFT TR CFLERTY BETH

FRErk
e o e S & AR VA=
SRS
" 0.4627 0.1380 3.3526
UNAFERETE AR ESE)
SER IR
- -0.2236 0.2852 -0.7839
(KA A (H)
*p<0.05; " p<0.01; ™ p<0.001, N=709
0.7000
_. 0.6000
=
2 05000
iS 0.
?% 0.4000
Hos00 | 7 ==== SEEEEEEE S,
Y&
& 0.2000
s — AR
¥R 0.1000
0.0000
-1.5000  -1.0000  -0.5000  0.0000  0.5000  1.0000  1.5000  2.0000
SCAEFEBE (centered)
Fl- ¢ MR R L RS TR T R L
T RE Tk

GEAEFTAMRETEIEE - FrA RS EBECE el R A FIE)

= REGREEADFFERERS

AHTZE (s FH e al o A B A TRl 2 RS - RS R R o i
REREIE LR x 2 (BRI P ER1SH] - FrAtEal e - P {59/ 0.001 -
SERPEARE(VIF) L 1.04 £ 1.53 Z[H] - BURSIEAIS < A LR MRS
BB ST/ 1Y 7.05% % 8.81% 7 [ » BUNEAIMHE & - (A 1 iYE
Aasn R A SR o B S LR AR (A 8 E F5-0.0021 - p {EAY 0.1 - BUREY
FALEEBEE G P E R R B E LSRR B I E R B8R A5
RS 2 At BB DA E IR - SOV LIERER B E LS



14 WEgm=h $=21-25% -8 > aF113 &5

R EL IR BRI AR B B /KR (R (5 B {E 5-0.0016 - p {(HATR 0.1) - it
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The Effect of National Cultural Distance on
Investment Entry Modes and Survival
Rates of Taiwanese Enterprises in ASEAN
Countries: The Moderating Effect of Host
Country Corporate Governance Quality

Y|-CHien CHANG, CHiv-Hune WENG ©

ABSTRACT

Past studies have conducted extensive empirical research on the relationship between cultural distance and
entry mode selection, but have produced contradictory results. This study proposes that cultural distance between
countries affects the investment strategy of Taiwanese companies entering ASEAN countries, and is moderated
by the quality of corporate governance in the host country. When Taiwanese companies invest in ASEAN
countries with poorer corporate governance, the greater the cultural distance, the higher the probability of using
sole proprietorship as the investment entry mode. In addition, when Taiwanese companies invest in ASEAN
countries with better corporate governance, the greater the cultural distance, the higher the five-year investment
survival rate of the investment project. This study uses 709 investment cases in ASEAN by Taiwanese publicly
traded companies between 1999 and 2014 as the research sample, and conducts empirical analysis using the
binary logistic regression procedure proposed by Hayes & Matthes. All research hypotheses are supported by

empirical evidence.
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