387

il

BZFHEFAT NI T I 2P LB

¥ & F= 097P-039 HATRIRT BT ARTE B

HALRET R TARTHEPY L QRPN LT 27 50

SR 4x

b
#&

ROa BEEHEFLERIIRRTARYTALT ORI R P 2F
T oAU ENEIRET CRAVTARTEEFFEI AT 7 ST HE
Hgrz P LFUEHEAFL O RERFAITF LA EERS TR ]
FRLGFHT > AFLER A T3 2 PAA R TH B RAT 2w e
BenBi oyt > 2 R F ULl oy BARS AL - 2P TRE 0 N EF LD CY e
M EERFEHVERIT R BRA LR Hon ) TR T AEREEK
TR b2 A0 TP HRE RGP EFTAFLE o T EAE EE YRR
B4 o Ea Bl KFH ..%gfj%‘zi Frre AP UFRUGEFHNERRFTIABEZLE
EEHEIFFHAFTHFRIPM T Y 210 nfpagea A2 0 g
AJ eord e §ok o
MR T HHERRT AT A BT F AL
Foreign Direct Investment, Intangible Asset Investment, and Performance: An
Empirical Study of Taiwan’s Electronics Industry

Abstract

This paper attempts to examine empirically about the impact of foreign direct investment,
as well as intangible asset investment on firm performance. Through the result of regression,
we discover that there is a U-typed relationship between foreign direct investment and firm
performance among the Taiwanese electronics firms. In addition, we also discover that
following the development of foreign direct investment, firm performance will continue to
grow, thanks to the continuous inputs of the resources of intangible assets, including marketing
and R&D expenditures.

Key Words: Foreign Direct Investment Performance, Intangible Asset, Electronics Industry
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