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7?

101

3.89

333

322

322

367
3.78

3.00

2.33

261

367

333
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5432

1

102

3.56

3.89

4.22

261

378

444

367



100- 149
1.50-2.49
2.50-3.49
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4.30
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392

342
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1

342
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(Analysis of Variance : ANOVA Tes)

0:
H1:

HO

Hr

H1

3

95 9% (a = 005)

(Significance)

0.05

114

0.05



45 ANOVA (

Baht Value

sum of
Squares
Between Groups  7.832E-02

Within Groups 17.406
Total 17.484

45
005 (0) 0

2.1

Hr

4.6 : ANOVA (

High Potential Market
Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 258
Within Groups 28517
Total 28.774

ANOVA

Mean
Square
2 3.916E-02
28 622
30

ANOVA

Mean
i Square
2 129

28 1018
30

115

Sig.
939

0.939



4.6
0.05 (a) 0 *
n 3 1
2.2 " "
0: 3 ' "
H,: 2
4.7 :ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Market Protection
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F
Between Groups 262 2 131 158
Within Groups 23.222 28 829
Total 23.484 30

41
0.05 (a) 0 :

0.882
(7

116

Sig.
855

0.855



4.8 :ANOVA (
Market Finding
of
Squares
Between Groups 1.304
Within Groups 27.406
Total 28.710
4.8
0.05 (a)
3
3
31 t
HO 3
Hr
4.9 :ANOVA(
Low Labor Cost
of
Squares
Between Groups  8.548E-02
Within Groups 25.850
Total 25.935

ANOVA
Mean
df Square F Sig.
2 652 666 522
28 979
30
0.522
)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square F Sig.
2 4.274E-02 046 955
28 923
30

17



49
005 (0)

3.2 "

HO :

HL

410 :ANOVA (

Labor Skill
Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 1.071

Within Groups 13.122
Total 14.194

410
0.05 (01)

3.3 "

H1:

ANOVA
Mean
df Square F
2 536 1.143
28 469
30

118

0.955

Sig.
9.333

0.333



7 411 :ANOVA(

Good Labor Relations

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 610

Within Groups 20.100
Total 20.710

412 : ANOVA (

Quantity of raw material

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 1.758
Within Groups 15.017
Total 16.774

)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square
2 305
28 718
30
)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square
2 879
28 536

30

F

Sig.
425 658
0.658
F Sig.
1.639 212

119



120

4.12 0.212
0.05 (a) 0 ] "V
3
4.2 ‘ "
HO 3 '
Hv 2 "
4.13 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Quality of raw material
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 527 2 263 340 714
Within Groups 21.667 28 174
Total 22.194 30
4.13 0.714
0.05 (a) 0 “ !
3
0 3 "



? 414 :ANOVA( ?

Location Advantage

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 611

Within Groups 13.067
Total 13.677

7 414
005(a) 2 2

Hr

?  415:ANOVA( ?

Good Political Environment

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 1483

Within Groups 12,517
Total 14.000

ANOVA

7

ANOVA

df

28
30

2
28
30

Mean
Square
305

467

1?

Mean
Square
142
AT

F
654

1.659

Sig.

528

0.528

208



4.15 0.208

0.05 (a) HO " ?
" 3
6.2 " )
HO: 3 ' ' )
HL 2 "
4.16 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Good Freedom and Democracy
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 389 2 194 409 668
Within Groups 13.289 28 AT5
Total 13.677 30
4.16 0 668
0.05 (CY) HO ‘
" 3
4
1.1 ? /
0 3 ' "



4.17 : ANOVA ( / )

ANOVA
Income tax reduction
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 616 2 308 803 458
Within Groups 10.739 28 384
Total 11.355 30
4.17 0.458
0.05 (a) 0 " / "
3
1.2 ‘ /
0 3 "
"
Hr 2
/ 1
4.18 :ANOVA ( / )
ANOVA
Tax Exemption/Reduction  Raw Material
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sifl.
Between Groups 345 2 172 319 129
Within Groups 15.139 28 541
Total 15.484 30
4.18 0.729
0.05 (a) 0 " /



0 3
Hv 2
4.19 :ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Investment Zone Setting
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F
Between Groups 1.049 2 524 643
Within Groups 22.822 28 815
Total 23871 30
4191 ' '
0.05 (a) HO ,
3
7.4 1 n
0 3
Dl
H,: 2
4,20 :ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Reduction of Infrastructure Fee
Sum of Mean
Squares of Square F
Between Groups 1030 2 515 1.025
Within Groups 14.067 28 502

Total 15.097 30

Sig.
533

0.533

Sig.
372



" 420
0.05 (a) H
3
2
8l1 n
HO: 3
HI
421 : ANOVA (

Good Adaptability of Thai people

of

Squares
Between Groups 266
Within Groups 12572
Total 12.839

421
005 (a)

ANOVA

df

28
30

Mean
Square
133

449

125

0.372

qmnK-|

Sig.

297 146

0.746



/ n
H, 2 “
/ n
422 ANOVA ( ’! I)
ANOVA
No Conflict in Nationality and Religion
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 1.097 2 549 1488 243
Within Groups 10.322 28 369
Total 11.419 30
4.22 0.243
005 (@) 0 :
n 3
“ (AFTAVL
HO: 3 o
(AFTA)”
H;: 2 ' ‘
(AFTA)”
4,23 ANOVA ( (AFTAY)
ANOVA
Existence of AFTA
sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 3.817E-02 2 1909E-02 035 966
Within Groups 15317 28 4T

Total 15.355 30



121

4.23 0.966
0.05 (a) 0 L (AFTA)"
3
1 n
4.24
4.24 -
3
J . 1

(Producer Driven Chain)

(Buyer Driven Chain) 3
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1 425:

10

410

4.30

3.80

2.80

3.20
3.80

3.60

2.10
2.10

3.80

3.30

340



4125( )

(AFTA)

5432

1

10

130

3.20

410

4,00

3.00

4.30

4.40

410



131

4.25



132

9. (AFTA)
| 1
1
1
|
' , 440
/ ,
4.30
37 " /
"7 " 4.10
4. " " 4.00
’ 3.80
6. ° " 3.60
Asian NIES
Asia NIES
Asia NIES
1

4.26
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Asian NIES

) Ly )
0 318
0 327
0 309
0 336
0 436
0 418
0 245
! 201
0 318
0 201
0 264

0 321



426( )

N ( n )
1) / 0 4 6 1 0 3.7
2) / 0 8 2 1 0 3,64
3) 2 4 4 1 0 3,64
b . 0 1 6 4 0 2,73
1) 0 8 3 0 0 3.73
2) 3 7 1 0 0 418
/
9 0 4 7 0 0 3.36
(AFTA)
) !

5432 1



4.26

Asian NIES

Asian NIEsUI

5432 1

Asian NIEs

Asian NIEs

Asian  NIEs

135



Asian NIES

!
1 (AFTA)
Asian NIEs
Asian  NIES
6
3.73
n I‘
3.64

421

4.36

10

4.18

136



?I

427

usal!

m i

10

440

240

2.50

2.50

3.60
3.50

2.10

240
2.60

3.10

3.10

4,00



426( )

5432

1

138

3.70

3.80

4.60

2.20

340

410

340
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| N

' 543 2 1

Asian NIEs

421



(AFTA)

4,60

440

3.50



?
?
? ?
?
?
7
“ g
0 L3
Hr

7 428 :ANOVA ( 2

Baht Value

of
Squares
Between Groups 8.548

Within Groups 8.936
Total 17.484

7 4287
0.05 (a) ? 0

? ? 9
?
! Asian NIES
?
? ?
? 13
?
)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square F
2 4274 13.391
28 319
30
?
? Hl

141

"

1] ?

Sig.

0.00
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'
LSD '
4.29
4.29 : Multiple Comparisons )
Multiple Comparisons
DeBendentVariabIe: Baht Value
LS
95% Configence
Dif'\f/gfea?\ce LowerInte U
: per
1) Investor ~ (J). Investor - sd. Bror  Sig Bound
S?apan Skgla NIES ) 9 2 g.OOl Al Bgurﬂz
_ EUSUSA -30 25 245 -82 2
Asia NIEs  Japan -92* 25 01 -1.42 |
EU&USA L2 2 000 172 -7l
EUSUSA  Japan 3 25 245 22 82
Asia NIES 122* 2 000 1 172
1 The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
4.29 Asian NIEs
L Asian NIES
!
LSD (! :Asian NIEs :
Europe and USA ; 4.10:3.18:4.40)
L
2. I

Asian NIEs
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Asian NIES

3
2.1 "
HO 3
Hv '
4,30 : ANOVA (

High Potential Market

Sum of
Squares

Between Groups 18.092
Within Groups 10.682
Total 28.774

4.30
0.05 (a) H)
o1

Asian NIEs (
' ]
9
Asian NIEs '
Asian  NIES
Asian NIEs
)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square F Sig.
2 9.046 23.713 000
28 381
30
0.00
H, 2
LSD I
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? 431 :Multiple Comparisons ( ? ' )

Multiple Comparisons

%BendentVariable: High Potential Market

95% Confidence
Inte

viean
e e "o ey s B W

un
2 001 AT 198

| ELSLSA 10 B M 182
Asia NIES  Japan -103* 20 01 -1.58 -AT
EUSUSA 8 21 003 32 143
EUGUSA  Japan -L90* 28 000 247 132
Asia NIES -87* 21 003 -143 -3
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
7 431 |
? LSD ? (1} :Asian NIES : Europe and USA 4
430 :3.27 . 240) 7?0
2 Asian NIES
? ? 77 ? ?
7 I} ?
2 ? ?  Asian NIES 77
? ? ?
2 ? ? 77
? Asian NIES
2.2 ' ? '
|—D 3 n
Hr 2 ?
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4.32 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Market Protection
Sum of Mean _
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 8.475 2 4.237 7.905 002
Within Groups 15.009 28 536
Total 23.484 30
432 0.002
0.05 (a) 0 H1 2
' LSD
4.33 : Multiple Comparisons ( )
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: Market Protection
LSD
95% Configence
Difference
J). Investor * sd.Bmr  Sig Bound nd
Qonesor WM 0D e YOE B s My
FUSUSA L3 3 000 63 197
Asia NIEs  Japan -T1* 32 035 136 -5.38E-02
FU&USA 5 32 075 -6.44E-02 126
EUGUSA  Japan L3 33 000 -197 -62
Asia NIEs -59 32 075 125 6.44E02
* The mean difference is significant at me .05 level.
4.33
Asian NIEs Asian
NIES LSD

( :Asian NIEs : Europe and USA ; 3.80 :3.09 :2.50)



1 . Asian NIEs
2.
Asian NIEsu
A ? ¥ 2
1 ? 79
2
2 3 y ’
0: 3 '
H. 2
4.34: ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Market Finding
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F
Between Groups 4,064 2 2.032 2.309
Within Groups 24,645 28 880
Total 28.710 30
4.34
0.05 (a) 0 ¢ "
3
1 !} A
Asian NIEs
? ? ?
?

146

Sig.
118

0.118
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31 L )
0 » 3 's
Hv 2
4,35 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Labor Cost
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 7.390 2 3.695 5.579 009
Within Groups 18.545 28 662
Total 25.935 30
4.35 , 0,009
0.05 (a) 0 H1 2
LSD
4,36 Multiple Comparisons ( )
Multiple Comparisons

DeBendent Variable: Labor Cost
LS

95% Conficlence
Inte

an
Difference _ Lover e
estr i (HLyg B Say, B gﬁ%

| FURLSA -0 KR N K B
AsaNIEs  Japan B %0 a1
FURLSA 0% 0 3mEM 14
FURUSA  Japan 0 % Bl % 1P
Asia NIEs T6* ¥ ML 18 3RED

* The mean difference is significant atlihe .05 level.



4.36

Asian NIEs

Asian NIES

3.2 ¢

Hr

Asian NIES
9

148

Asian NIES

LSD

( 1} :Asian NIEs: Europe and USA ; 3.20 : 4 36 :3.60)

Asian NIEs

Asian NIEs

Aslan NIEs

Asian NIES



4,37 :ANOVA (

Labor Skill

sum of

Squares
Between Groups 2457
Within Groups 11.736
Total 14.194

431

0.05 (a) HO

4,38 : ANOVA (

Good Labor Relations

Sum of

Squares
Between Groups 1482
Within Groups 13.221
Total 20.710

ANOVA
Mean
df Square F Sig.
2 1.229 2.931 070
28 419
30
0.07
ANOVA
Mean
df Square F Sig

) 3.741 7.920 002
28 472
30

149



4,38
005 (a) 0 H1
4.39 : Multiple Comparisons (
Multiple Comparisons
DeBendent Variable: Good Labor Relations
LS
Vean
) Investor ~ (J). Investor fflrJe * std. Bmor
S 532|aNEs ( )115*1 K|
EU&USA 9 Kil
Asia NIEs  Japan -1.15% 3
FU&USA -25 30
EUGUSA  Japan -90* 3l
Asia NIEs 25 30

* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

4.39

Asian NIEs !

Asian NIEs

LSD (!
2.45:2.70)

L Asia NIES

2, |
Asian NIES

Sig.

LSD

007

0L
AN
007

a1

0.002
2
)
95% Confidence
Lomeolmem'u
r
Bound Bgﬁr%
53 176
21 153
-1.76 -53
-86 37
-1.53 -27
-37 86

150

- Asian NIEs : Europe and USA ; 3.60 :



Asian NIEs

(Life-Time Employment)

4.40; ANOVA (

Quantity of raw material

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 1.365

Within Groups 15.409
Total 16.774

4.40
0.05 (a)
3

HO: 3

Hr

151

a2 7 7
/)
' > | I
A
1] ? n
)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square F Sig.
2 683 1.240 305
28 550
30
0.305



4.41 :ANOVA (

Quality of raw material

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 2.057
Within Groups 20.136
Total 22.194
441
0.05 (a) f
3
[
0 3
Hr
4.42 : ANOVA (

Location Advantage

Sum of

Squares
Between Groups 5.068
Within Groups 8.609
Total 13.677

ANOVA
Mean
df Square
2 1.029
28 719
30
0 n
3
2
)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square
2 2534
28 307
30

152

F Sig.
1.430 256
0.256
' 1
F Sig.
8.242 002
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4.42 0002
0.05 (@) 0 H1 2
LSD
4.43 : Multiple Comparisons ( )
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: Location Advantage

LSD

95% Confidence
Inte

Difference Lower Upper

M iEm So. Bard  Band

) et Q'nN?SEt?r M) g SCHGE gy Py S
1.00E-01 25 690 Al 6

Asia NIEs Japan - 89* 24 01 -1.39 -3
FUSUSA Tox 2% 003 129 Wi

FUSUSA  Japan -1.00E-01 % 690 -1 I
Asia NIEs To* 2 003 2 12

* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

443 Asian NIES
Asian NIEs
4 ?
LSD ( :Asian NIEs : Europe and USA ; 3.80 : 291
:3.70)
L :

2. Asian NIEs



4.44 - ANOVA (

Good Political Environment

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 2.455

Within Groups 11.545
Total 14.000

4.44
0.05 (a)

6.2 q

ANOVA

df

2
28
30

Asian NIES

Mean
Square
1.227

412

154

F Sig,
2.976 067

0.067
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4.45 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Good Freedom and Democracy
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F S|9
Between Groups 3.096 2 1.548 409 — 028
Within Groups 10.582 28 378
Total 13.677 30
4.45 0.028
0.05 () 0 H1 2
LSD
4.46 : Multiple Comparisons ( )
Multiple Comparisons

%%endent Variable: Good Freedom and Democracy

Differe
Investor kJ std. Error
Aanves tor 53& ( ) 13 2

EU&USA B

AsiaNIES ~ Japan -13 21
EU&USA -13* 21

FUSUSA  Japan A0 21
Asia NIEs T3 21

* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

4.46
1} Asian NIES

95% Configence
Inte

Lower Unper
So  Band
639 -42 68

038 116 -368E2
69 -6 0
48 .18
038 368E02 116
0 . 1B

Asian NIES
LSD

( :Asian NIES: Europe and USA; 3.40 3.27 :4.00)



! Asian NIES

447 :ANOVA (

Income tax reduction
Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 1473
Within Groups 9.882
Total 11.355

ANOVA

df

Asian NIES

2
28
30

Mean
Square
137

353

F
2.087

Sig.
143

156
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7447 ? 0.143
005 (a) ? 70 " / )
? 3 ?
3 ?
1.2 "
0 3 o
l 1
HL 2 ? A |
? 448 :ANOVA ( / )
ANOVA
Tax Exemption/Reduction in Raw Material
Sum of Mean _
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 1.148 2 574 1.232 307
Within Groups 13.045 28 466
Total 14.194 30
4.48 ? 0.307
0.05 (a) 7 H " v
3
3 ’ ? ?
73 "2 7V
0 3 "9 ?
? [1]
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n 449:ANOVA( f % )
ANOVA
Investment Zone Setting
Sum of Mean ,
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups ~ 4.926 2 2.463 3.640 039
Within Groups 18.945 28 o717
Total 23811 30
4.49 0.039
0.05 (a) HO 2
LSD
4,50 : Multiple Comparisons ( )
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: Investment Zone Setting
LD
95% Conficlence
Mean Inte
Jneor (Jner (0. s By sng g
or i . it
Qanesor D IINGSr () g SCETE Sege PN SR
FUSUSA -60 31 114 -1.35 15
Asia NIEs  Japan -36 36 320 -1.10 3
FUSUSA - 96 36 012 -1.70 -23
EUSUSA  Japan 00 31 114 -15 13
Asia NIES 9% K 012 23 170
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
450 1
Asian NIES
Asian NIES Asian NIEs LSD

( :Asian NIES Europe and USA ; 4.00 :3.64 :4.60)

L ") A



2 Asian NIEs
Asian NIES
3
Asian  NIES
Asian NIEs
N
? 1
Asian NIEs
74 a ') 1 "
0 3
Hr
451 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Reduction of Infrastructure Fee
Sum of Mean
Squares of Square F
Between Groups 3.315 2 1.657 3.939
Within Groups 11,782 28 421
Total 15.097 30
451
0.05(a) 0 H

i

Sig.

031

0.031

159
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LSD
4.52 : Multiple Comparisons ( )
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: Reduction of Infrestructure Fee
LD
9% Configence
Mean Inte
nvestor ~ (J), Invest D|ff|erJence sd Emor S Boungl Bgu%
nvestor - . .
gpan ! SX& ( ).27 28 g.344 -3l 35
EU&USA 2 010 A 139
AsiaNIES  Jepen g o3 w % 3
EUSUSA 53 2 073 -5.33E-02 L1
EUSUSA  Japan - 80 2 010 -1.39 -2l
Asia NIES -53 28 073 111 533602
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
452 1
13 Asian NIEs
Asian NIEs ?
LSD ( :Asian NIEs : Europe and USA  3.00 :
2.13 :2.20)
1 Asian NIES
2
2,



2
8.1 "
? n
HO: * 3 ?
Hr 2
? 453 ANOVA ( ?
)
ANOVA
Good Adaptability of Thai People
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square
Between Groups 4,157 2 2.078
Within Groups 8.682 28 310
Total 12.839 30
453
0.05(a) 0 H,

LSD

F
6.703

J61

004

0.004
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454+ Multiple Comparisons (11 ? '
)
Multiple Comparisons
Eg%endent Variable: Good Acaptability of Thai People
95% Configence
. LOV\EOIntervaIU
Difterence . r r
J). Investor -] std Emor  Sig. Bound ngﬁd
esor Qe 0 g SOER s By Py
ol '8(7)** i 8% 1(3)% UED
AsiaNIEs  J . . -1.07 -7 M4E-
EapUéaPUSA 33 24 189 =17 83
FUSUSA  Japan - 90 25 0L -141 -39
Asia NIES -33 24 189 -83 A7
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
454 !
? ! Asian NIES Aslan NIES
f ? LSD
(! :Asian NIEs : Europe and USA ; 4.30 :3.73 :3.40)
L Asian NIES
2. ! Asia
NIES
1 , 1 [} 1 ?: 1 1
T 2

1 »J



' 1
8.2 1
HO 3
o |
2
/ ,
4.55 : ANOVA (
ANOVA
No Conflict in Nationality and Religion
of Mean
Squares df Square
Between Groups 483 2 241
Within Groups 10.936 28 391
Total 11.419 30
4.55
0.05 (a) 0 b
! 3
3
' (AFTA)"
HO 3
(AFTA"
HL 2

(AFTA)”

618

Sig.
Yo

0.546

163



164

456 :ANOVA( ? (AFTA)")
ANOVA
Existence of AFTA
Sum of Mean _
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups  3.509 2 1.755 4,148 026
Within Groups 11.845 28 423
Total 15.355 30
4.56 0026
0.05 (a) 0 Hl 2
LSD
4.57 : Multiple Comparisons ( (AFTA))
Multiple Comparisons

%Bendent Variable: Existence of AFTA

95% Confidence
Inte

Difference Lower Upper
Investor - std. Ermor Bound Bgﬁﬁd
gpnvestor ; () 1 S'%&& i,

28 . 15 .

EU&USA 0% 2 023 10 130

AsiaNEs  Japan - 14 28 015 -1.32 -15
EUSUSA  -3.64E-02 28 8% -62 )

EUSUSA  Japan - 10% 2 023 -1.30 -10

AsiaNIEs  364E-02 28 899 -55 02
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

451 1 " 1}

Asian NIES Asian NIES

LSD
(! :Asian NIES : Europe and USA ; 4.10 :3.36 :3.40)
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1 Asian NIES
2. , Asia
NIES
Asian NIEs
458
458 :
1 1
2.
Asian NIEs
2.
1)
2
Asian NIEs



li

NIE

166

Asian NIEs

Asian

Asian NIES

Asian NIES

Asian
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Asian NIES

Asian

]
Asian NIEs

2
Asian NIEs

Asian NIEs



NIES

INIEs
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3
Asian NIES
Asia
3
Asian NIES
]
Asian



423

4231

4.59

1.00-1.49
1.50- 2.49
2.50- 3.49
3.50- 4.49
4.50- 5.00

5432

169

1
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459 :

4.56

411

3.56
2.6

4,00

(Technical Man)

2.89

3.33

3.67

—

2.18
2.18
3.33
411

—_—~

1

5432



2,
3.
4,
5.

4.59

411
4.00

3.56

3.67

1711



4.60

4.60
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4.60 :

10

410

4.40

4.30
340

410

(Technical Man)

3.70

3.70

410

—~

3.20
3.10
410
4.20

— I~ /~

1

5432



NN ’)’)

7"
‘ / 27 M
4.10
771

3.70

4.40

4.20

“ r)’r) ?I

”

4.30

174
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”

77

461 :

21

12

4.25

433

3.75
3.08

3.15

(Technical Man)

3.58

417

3.83

—

2.83
3.33
3.50
3.92

1

5432
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4.33
4.25
417
3.92
3.83
" 3.75
3.58
3.50



7 462 :ANOVA ( /

Red Tape

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 1.015

Within Groups 1372
Total 8 387

462
0.05 (a) 0

?? (I |

7?7

Mean
d . Square
2 507

28 263
30

”

F .
1.927

1

Sig.
164

0.164
™



4.63 : ANOVA (

Corruption Problem

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 432
Within Groups 9.956
Total 10.387
4.63
0.05 (a) HO
3
3
2.1
0 3
HL
4.64 : ANOVA (
High Labor Cost
Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 2.912
Within Groups 18.572
Total 21.484
4.64
0.05 (a)

3

)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square
2 216
28 356
30
)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square
2 1.456
28 663
30

F Sig.
607 552
0.552

F Sig.
2.195 "130
0.130

178



2.2
0 3
? 7
Hv 2
4.65 :ANOVA (

Low skill and educate

Sum of

Squares
Between Groups 2.554

Within Groups 21.317
Total 23.871

4,65
0.05 (a)

4.66 : ANOVA (

Technician Scarcity

Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 121
Within Groups 15.150

Total 15.871

ANOVA

df

2

28
30

)

ANOVA

df

2
28
30

Mean
Square
1.277

161

Mean
Square
360

D41

1.678

666

Sig.

205

0.205

Sig.

522

179

1]



180

4.66 0.522
0.05 (a) 01 “ ?
" 3
1 ? n
0 3 !
Hv 2 "
4.67 :ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
The Frequency of Goverment Transition
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 3.643 2 1821 2.133 137
Within Groups 23.906 28 854
Total 27548 30
4.67 0.137
0.05 (a) HO : "
Vv V J
3
[1] 1 n
0 3 [1] n”

Hr 2 “7



7 4G8:ANOVA (2 7 )

ANOVA
Traffic Jam y
Sum of ean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups ~ 3.653 2 1.826 4,346 023
Within Groups 11767 28 420
Total 15.419 30
? 468 0.023
0.05(a) 0 H1 2
LSD
?
7 4.69 : Multiple Comparisons ( ? )
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: Traffic Jam
LSD L
95% Confidence
fl\f/Ie o LowerInte léguper
Difference :
- std. Bmor - Sig, Bound nd
Daow (lanp (), SEER Sy g B,
Clothing -83* 29 007 -1.42 -2
Weaving  Hler 31 30 229 -24 P8
Clothing -47 28 104 -1.04 10
Clothing ~ Fiber 83 29 007 2 142
Weaving AT 28 104 -10 104
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
4,69 1

LSD
(Fiber :Weaving : Clothing ; 3.33:3.70 AAT)

181



5I1 n ”

Hv 2

470 :ANOVA (" ")

ANOVA
Electricity
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square
Between Groups 917 2 459
Within Groups 22,567 28 806
Total 23.484 30
4.70
0.05 (a) 0 “
3
52 1] ,’
0:' 3

569

182

Sig.
572

0.572



471 :ANOVA( ' )

Water Supply

Sum of
Squares
1.049
18822
19.871

Between Groups
Within Groups
Total

411

472 :ANOVA( 2 )

Telephone
Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 4,065
Within Groups 12.322
Total 16.387
4,72
0.05(a) 0

ANOVA
Mean
df Square
2 524
28 672
30
ANOVA
Mean
df Square
2 2.032
28 440
30
H1

LSD

F

180

F
4,618

Sig.
468

0.468

Sig.
018

0.018



4,73 : Multiple Comparisons ( , )

Multiple Comparisons

DeBendent Variable: Telephone
LS

an
AP Gk, W, g

~ Clothing -56

Weaving  Fiber 9

Clothing 3
Clothing ~ Filber
Weaving

96
-37

std. Emor
Kl

29
30
28
29
28

95% Confidence

] Intervi

_ OWer Upper

Sig. Bound Bound
Y5 m e
068 115 4.37E-02

005 30 155
207 -22 %
068 -4.37E-02 115
207 -95 22

* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

4.73

(Fiber :Weaving : Clothing ; 2.78 :3.70 :3.33)

1
2
2.
1
54 n ,l
0 3
HL 2
474 ANOVA( )
roads
Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 3.197
Within Groups 17.900
Total 21.097

df

2
28
30

ANOVA

1
LSD
1] N
Mean
Square F Sig.
1.598 2.500 100
639

184



7 474 0.100
0.05 () 0 “709 "
3
5.5 "o
HO: 3 |
Hr 2 "

475 ANOVA( )

ANOVA

Ports

Sum of Mean _

Squares of Square F Sig.
Between Groups 465 2 233 374 091,
Within Groups 17.406 28 622
Total 17811 30

4,75 ? 0.691
0.05 (a) 7 H “ "

* 46

185
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476 :

—_ o~ —~ /T
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4.76:

#

«

—

—_— e~ T~



4231

471

471

187

10



ol

]

4.7

10

4.50

4.40

3.50
2.10

3.90

(Technical Man)

3.50

4,00

340

—

2.10
340
3.80
4.30

—_ —~~ —~

) :

1

54372
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!} «
8
/ "
450
] 4 40
1] 1] 4.30
1] " 4.00
1] 1 3.90
1] n 3.80
350
Aslan NIES
Asian il
' 478
? Asian NIEs
4.78
? (1] / 7
AN NES



N oo N e
a— S S S S

(8]
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478 : ? Asian NIEs
( n )
L] # 1 9 1 0 0 4.00
4 1 0 0 0 4.36
! 6 4 0 1 0 4.36
0 2 ) 4 0 2.82
1 6 3 1 0 3.64

(Technical Man)

0 5 3 2 1 3.09
0 6 5 0 0 3.55
!
0 9 2 0 0 3.82
0 1 6 4 0 273
0 1 9 1 0 3.00
0 T 4 0 0 3.64
3 7 1 0 0 418

5432 1
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191

Asian NIEs o

Asian NIES

M- " 1} I) n I)

Asian NIEs  ?
n 1 ?

3.82

355

4.19



2
3
4
D

4n

192

] " 3l70
350
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10

”

”

479

4.40

A0

3.70

3.70

4.30

(Technical Man)

3.70

3.80

4.40

—

3.40
3.50
3.50
3.10

1

5432
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” ? ? 7ML
?
79 22 ?
?
? ?
?
99
2
11 " I ?,
0 3 /
2
HL 2 " /
»
7 4.80 :ANOVA ( / )
ANOVA
Red Tape
um g cf Sl\al?lan F S
Between Groups frl%% 2 s 07 s
Within Groups 6.900 28 246
Total 8.387 K|
4.80 ? 0.065
0.05 (a) 0 " /
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12

0: 1 3

H,: 2 I

481 :ANOVA ( )

ANOVA
Corruption Problem
Sum of p Sl\éka%rne -

Between Groups Squgr&sz 211 110 q472

2
Within Groups 9845 % 32

Total 10.387
4.81 0472
0.05 (a) 0 "
3
/
3
3
21
0 3



4.82 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
High Labor Cost
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F . Sig.
Between Groups 4338 2 2.169 3.543 043
Within Groups 17.145 28 612
Total 21.484 30
4.82 0.043
0.05(a) HO H, 2
LSD
4.83 : Multiple Comparisons ( )
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: High Labor Cost
LSD
95% Confidence
D'fl\{lean ] Interval
ifference _ ower Upper
J).0roy ] Std. Error Sig. Bound
P RN (g SOETY Sgy.  Boud Bgu'].dla
. EU &USA -20 35 572 -92 52
Asia NIEs  Japan 86* 34 017 16 156
EU &USA 66 34 062 -367E-02 1.36
EU&USA  Japan 20 35 512 52 92
Asia NIEs -66 34 062 136 367E-02
1 The mean difference is significant at the .05 level,
483 1 ?
! Asia NIES LSD (1
Asia NIES : EU&USA ; 3.50 :4.30:3.70) ;o
L
2
2. ! Asia NIES

Asia NIES

196



Asian NIES
Asian NIES
2.2 " '
0: 3 “
Hr 2
4.84 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Low skill and educate _
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F
Between Groups 6.035 2 3.017 4737
Within Groups 17.836 28 637
Total 23871 30
4.84
0.05 (OY) 0

LSD

Sip.
p.017

0.017

197
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7 4.85: Multiple Comparisons ( )
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: Low skill and educate
LSD
95% Confidence
Mean Interval
Difference Lower "
J) grou - Std. Error Sig. Bound UZS
e QAR (g, SUE Sy SWIG Ve
EU &USA -1.00* 36 009 -1.73 =21
Asia NIEs  Japan 12 35 137 -60 33
EU &USA -88* 35 017 -1.60 =17
EU &USA  Japan 1.00* 36 009 21 173
Asia NIEs 8* 35 017 17 160
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level,
4.85
1} Asiaa NIEs
Asian NIEs - LSD

(! :Asian NIEs: Europe and USA ; 2.70: 2.82:3.70)
1 Asian NIES

Asian NIEs

] Asian
NIEs
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2.3 " "
0: 3 " "
I 2 " "
4.86 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Technician Scarcity
sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sia.
Between Groups 2.326 2 1.163 2404 = 109
Within Groups 13545 28 484
Total 15.871 30
4.86 0.109
0.05 (a) 0 " " '
3
]
3
13 ? ]’
0 3 ’



4,87 ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
The Frequency of Goverment Transition
sum of Mean
Squares df Square F
Between Groups 2.039 2 1.020 1.119
Within Groups 25509 28 o
Total 27548 30
487
0.05 (a) 0 ’
3
5 (..25%- 2543) 3
A3
0 3 ‘
Hr 2
4,88 : ANOVA ( )
ANOVA
Traffic Jam
sum of Mean
Squares df Square F
Between Groups 1.092 2 546 1.067
Within Groups 14,327 28 512

Total 15.419 30

200

Sig.
g.341

0.341

Sig,
q.358



4.88
0.05 (a)

489 ANOVA(* )

Electricity

Sum of
Squares

Between Groups 5,048
Within Groups 18.436
Total 23.484

4,89
005 (a)

0.358
3
ANOVA
Mean
df Square F Sig.
2 2524 3.833 034
28 658
30
0.034
H 2

LSD

201



? 490 Mutiple Comparisons (* ')

202

Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: Electricity
LSD
95% Confidence
‘Mean Interval
ence , Lower Upper
ou J).groy Std. Error Sig, Bound
e R (), SUEML Sh,, B, o
_ EU &USA -1.00* 36 010 -1.74 -26
Asia NIEs  Japan 42 35 248 -31 L.
EU &USA -58 35 112 -1.31 .
EU &USA  Japan 1.00* 36 010 20 LTi.
Asia NIEs 58 35 112 -14 131
* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
? 490 1 ?
! ? 707 ? ? LSD .
(! :AsiaNEs:EUUSA; 3.40:3.82:4.40) ? ?
L 2?2 7 Asia NES ?
2 7
2 7 0 2 77
7 A 7
5l2 1] ? n
0: 3 7 YA
l' 2 ? 1 11 ] ? n
7 491:ANOVA( ? )
ANOVA
Water Supply
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Between Groups 3.189 2 1595 2,676 086
Within Groups 16.682 28 596
Total 19871 30



0.05 (a)
3
3 - "
HO 3
4.92 : ANOVA (
Telephone
Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 1487
Within Groups 14.900
Total 16.387
4.92
0.05 (a)
3
5.4 £
0 3
493 ANOVA ()
roads
Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 451
Within Groups 20.645
Total 21.097

0
)
ANOVA
Mean
df Square F
2 44 1.397
28 532
30
0 1}
ANOVA
Mean
df Square F
2 226 306
28 137
30

0.086

Sig.
264

0.264

Sig.
739



4.93
0.05 (a)

5.5 B |
HO 3

494 ANOVA( )

Ports
Sum of
Squares
Between Groups 2.035

Within Groups 15.836
Total 17871
4.93
0.05 (a)
3

ANOVA
Mean
df Square
2 1.017
28 566
30

0.739
F Sig.
1.799 184

0.184

204



495 :

2.
Asian NIEs

NIEs

Asian NIES

205

Asian NIEs

Asian



«
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? ?
? ”
?
?
? ? 3
( TO) 2
2 9 ( T0)
? J
? ?
? ? ?
? ? ? ?
? ? ? ?
? * I
? 7 ?
?
GATT (WTO) GATT
1 1 1

GATT
10 2538 -2547 . .2548
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4.4

?

?

?

?
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