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1. FCHIC

AT M&A DFEATERNZ DWW T, FEBRBEDO N IFNMEOBLEN B EFE L2 TH 5,
M&A 1%, BEEORHEFEMIGNEICKISET 2 2 ¢ 2 A E TAMETEN L &b, KAk
ITRRGED 8 D73, BREED REEMESDOXFISERISE & LT ED X 5 72 M&A RNFEIT STV D0,
AARBEEZGIZI LR DMENLETH D, RERICERBOROER TH, 2023 £
BHE M&A $ER~DORIGHER 72 8 2R L TEEEIICR T 21T #H ) SO Emm bz
HfgL7z [R2— R 7 v 7ERRS MMEHM ] Z, BREANAF LTz, £z, 2024 Fi2iT TR
A= KT o7V R —Ra7 Uo7 ZREEDPFOOREEIBERT H70 L, FEN
BROHMLD 72 H M D M&A OFNIGERIEL., MEOMBIZ /2> T D,

ARV Y —F 7 = 2AF 3 %, [BREORHEINEIL, M&A OFAT, ZAMLE, 8
BAZED X IITHET 502 LRE L, o s LT, 2004~2018 FlIZAKINT-
AAMENENT L o7 M&A A2V 7V LTERE . M&A DBEWFERENET D
HERBEOARHEEENEGE D & /RO M&A NEFRICFEIT SN LB 2= LT, A
FERBRETIZED XL 578 M&A DEITINDH N E VI BRI T2 RIS R 2 AT %
T, AFEEOEMRTH A D, V—r AZ— T v TR T UL, RHEFEMERE W
AT GO A V' — FAREH S, BETHMARKRETH 2T E 5 2 &K
RERE L THRETE D, AfOMR S LT, 52 BT M&A IZBET 2T L Ea—&
AR DOBEH 21T 9, 53 FIZR W T, AARRENEN L7 M&A 7 — % VT, BEOR
EFEMED . M&A DIAT, ZALE, BBIC, BTERE LTEDO LI REBLEX 1%
ST %, BAETIE, OWEREZEEZ TEm L., AFROMEEZ B~ D,

2. RITHAELEaA—ERHENDEH

(1) FHERELE M&A

AHEFENEIL, ABOFFOBAMORA L Lo TREASEM (Bounded Rationality) | 23R
W25 %, AWFFRITET 2 RHEEMEDORTHE & 72 DIREGEMEIC DWW T, B TIHZRW, &
HECTHRVA - HHl e T 5, BRITHERIAFIE L 720 Unknown Unknown OIRHE & 32
A bt (Knight, 1921) OARFEFEMETIER <, FEEEOESWIIANY 22— 3 V25T
AND T ET, EEOITEBWTEBLZ1T O, /o, AHEEMEIZIT, FTE, Hdfr, Hifils
EBRBEOZLIZ L 0 BET D4R H D (e.g., Rindova and Courtney, 2020) &, {E¥EF D
BRI, RREIC X VAT S D NAERT S D(e.g., Alvarez and Porac,2020) I3 3HT& 5,
AR Tl SMVERI R AR FENEZ BB R & L, FFICEEOTRBELEBK > T 0T &17 9,



M&A 1%, FRIFHEES R&D 72 EONERERE & ik L, BREE(~D A —F ¢ —72%tis
ZHB LT H0ETEHTH D, MEA 2% L TWAHEEIT, 9 TRVEE LV EROZE
{EA3 K Z v (Karin and Mitchell, 2000), Z 9 L7z M&A OIS FB & L COFRHED G AN
BREE D R TN~ DRSS & LT eV 5 2 BRI EEITE & LTHRY Eif7z, M&A I
LTI, 77 A4 T AR~ RV AL MOTEBICE 1280 R BEO TN H S (L E

—m X & LTIL, Haleblian et al., 2009; Rennerboog and Vansteenkiske, 2019), M&A & A~
FMEDOBIRME 2K D JATAFGE & L ik, M&A & FEhi$ 2 /T EN & L COINEEREE D A

FE L PMIICEIT D FRINRHE 7 0t 2 DRFHEEMES, RHEEMEDFESRTT %2 K35
ZEMTED, AU TIE, BREORHEENED M&A 2323 5 ETORITER E LT, &
DEIBREEELZGTOTONIERT D, ARREZHIRIZLIEBDOTIEY 3 v 728 M&A
DIFATITH R DN, FEEL L THI SN TWDS (Arikawa, 2007), ABFFETIL, BREE
DARFEFNED M&A DFATER E LT, EOXIREEBEELTLTOMNIONT, M&A O
FATETICHE LT, Z2AMESCHAICE B LeHEEROMEAS LN 52 &
ZHET, VV—F 7 AxAF a0 LTE, UTOXIITHET D,

RQ : BB D FHEEMIZ, M&A DETT, ZAHLE, FHEFERIZE DL 51 ET 59> ?

QRBOSFHEEMEL M&A ORITL O

BREE D AMEEMENENGE . THUCHIET 22 L2 BN E L TREERO LD M E
MITEmE S, RBVICBITAXAF v 277438 7 ¢ (Eisenhardt and Martin, 2000; Teece,
Pisano and Shuen, 1997) &, EROFHELOBLE D OFFRIER & W2 D, M&A DOPEFLA
TlE, IV AE—FT 4 — R E RO FHEE L ERTELREFE L LT, M&A PEL S
b, BRERAZRAATIRZE CIL, /XU — (e.g., Eckbo; 1983; Stillman, 1983) ., %%t (e.g,
Banerjee and Eckard,1998) ., &R FHEEZE (e.g., Carpron et a., 1998; Karim and Mitchel, 2000) 72
&L BT HLREEER (TR 5 EK S M&A 24T 2 8k & LTI Db, FERERZR eI TR
ELTH, BEOEIT M&A OFATER E 725 Z LN RIN TN D, FRCEREZ(IC
FENT-EEN M&A #1525 (Thornton, 2001)1EH>, ¥ 3 v 7 (X PEELRITESAIC
#4425 THINOW ] A Z 3 (Harford, 2005) Z L NEIESNTWD, BHABEDOLAIX
EAWHEDOY 3 v 7 BEEL L TR M&A OFATHEIN & 722 (Arikawa, 2007), FMERE
PR A HL Y AT IR FB OB & LT, BREAMDPRE WV E | M&A LV b EATRSE 25
9% (Folta,1998)— ), 74> ALV & M&A %R T % (Schillingand Steensma, 2002) &
SNb, 29 LT ZRE 2. LN OX—Z{GEH 1 BRI T 5,

R 1 : BEDTFHEEMEDEITHIE, M&A DEITIZEZ S 225

3) BEBEOFRHESEEE MGADREEEOMRK
EREBEOARMERMENE WIS, BT LWEREEIROIRRBIZE DA/ X—va VORI 23
(272D, BRERAIZRICITHFZETTIZ, RBV Tid, 4/ X—va 2B E LT, R DHERFESC



Mk COEPESNITHILD & Z4 5 (Puranam and Srikan, 2007), Exploration-Exploitation %
GUMEMTFE L, REEEOEEVIX, A4/ X— a3 TmT 78 LW AR ORR
(Exploration) D ML ENE 258D 5 & SvDd  (Levieat al., 2010), M&A OMFHATIE, BT L
e ) FOHFEENEDE VDK E VWV uzlEiRZE(Distance search) %2 A — K7 v 73 5 BN E
FU BB ROBEAC L RERMEN LA L RERENSV 0 AR —F — DR RS
725, BEMBIUIFFICE VR ATTAVOEEZ BIETH, 7 o AR —F — bk Efi~
DBAAE— RO5| & LIFIZORN %, —77, BEM M&A & FERINRNT +—~ 2 ZDH,
MDD IRE LT RATHFZE & U Cid, BEFE R & OBEEREWVIZ O B, T+ —~ R TR
I & DN ER TH D, AWF LB FOIIFRMEDR K E < PMILIZIIT D KEEMEN A T
H7eHTHY, BERLOERAETHZ LIRS TIIRWZ EnflESND, 7272 L, A
T REOLAIE, FUME L R T = RAFW U FORBMRICH D EOEL H Y (Cloodt
etal.,2006) . FERIZIRIEL TS, JEITER L L TORMEME & M&A O FLEFE L % B}
(F ISR TR DN T, BRIR O RFEFEMER W & | 2R EATE R M&A & FATT
L0 AP EAL TORNEEIT M&A ZE5EET 5 & O & % (Bergh and Lawless,
1998), 7272 L. BREED ARFEFNE~ ORI & U CHIERM M&A 2 FET 50 E 9 2D
WCOSEFFEITZ < 22 BARBEZ NG L L CELIEE A ERMT2EREIHA S, ©
ZT ULTD XD i 2 R ET Do
KK 2 : REDTHEEMEDPEITIIL, M&A DEHLLEIT K& 2B

(4) HEPBREOTEERME L M&A OXEGHREOBR

BRE DO RHEREER S WG E . LWL OMGEY A 7 V2 A — 7 ¢ —ICF i L E HE
FEZRl & BT 50BN AE L D, BERIIZRJETIIE E LTI E 1 & 0 | &) -DHM
REEITEE FATSEHAEEFEL LTI =0 AF = T v 71 BbHIT 55 (Ries, 2011,
Bortolini et al., 2021 ; Silvaet al., 2020), Y — 2 A X — F7 v 71, HEECCR T %2 £ 72
TEVRRAET NVERGET D7 nt R &terd /%% FiETHY  (Bortolini etal., 2021), A
I R=y g ANESL T eV ey MIET ORI LZERT 2 Z EICH T 2 & D
(Silvia et.al., 2019), RKFRCIERE L2 T A T 7 Th 2 FE O MELH (Rosenbloom and
Chesbrough, 2022)<°, BREBED NHEEME, EHEME, 23 R EWIRDLIZIB W TR, FEBORER
WCEDSEEVRRAET N ZEILSEIHENEDZ LT EHAEINL TS (eg,
McGrath, 2010) . ZFE YA 7 0id MEE—HIE -8 BML)] & L TETARERINT
W5 (Ries,2011), mIETZ OV A 7V AEESE H12IE, Bl FES 7 v 203K
545 (Paternoster et al., 2014),

M&A OFERZTIE, AEEMER SN L, BB NS WEERZ D LEETE 5, #
SR D SEATHFZE TlE M&A Z 4 F 27 A (Lucas et al., 2019)23 0 | RHEFEMENEWBREE T
(X, KBS 72 ARG 4 FEAT 9 2 R (BigLeap) TiX7e< ., 8., v Fv—, V&7~
B 7 1 77 A (Ismail, 2008) 2 fiii 3. 72 Ak Hk I (Sequential program) 23847 X1 5, M&A D



HIFNZE B LRI COATIE L LTiE, BEEEOSAIC KMEZGO T RENFO
N7 =< ATREWVWEDFFENRH 2 (Healy et al., 1992), — 5., A 7 7 EEDOLGEIL,
KMZEHEO FF 3 # N (Cloodt et al., 2006), KAUEER £ LV &/ EERLEOHHREN
(Moeler at al.,2004) E W I e H D . FEFITIRE L TV D, BREL O AR FZE A~ 5t i g
& LT, /N7 M&A D8R S5 WIS HOW T, FEIEFZED & 672 5 BRI S
NbH, £Z T, UTFDX D KGN 3 25 ET D,

Kk 3 : REDFHEEMEDFITIIE, M&A DEMEFREIZT NI 25

3OMFEERLER

(1) #*WF&

P TNE AARKRLORGE LSRN (FeF2th) 25, 2004 42 ~2018 4FEIZ5EAT
L7z M&A 32 (2,677 B, 768 #L), T — % _X—21F, BRUHERIZ) 74 =T 4 7T —
B _— 2 AZEEIT B QUICK ASTRA MANAGER % L 72,

a1, ARG 2, (RGn 3 DRI L 70D [BREOARHERENE) 1L, YEE¥ENET DEE
DT FEBE AW TARIEFEMEDOLEE L LTS EITHE (Asaba,2013) #5512, HGE 33 47
B CHWRRENTTRT 5 H¥EMT Lm0 ZBRH(IndustrySalesFluctuation, £ E(R 22/
Yy, EUHET 3 R TEEIL LTs, F£7o. RHEEEDOEAD TN G 2 5B HEET 5
72, HRESFEN— A CTHWERENFTIRT 2 EROGEE Lm0 2 g (HIAT 3 4
i) 723, EDHE (Growth, HINDGEIT 1, BILOEEIE0). ADEE (Decline, JHUXD
BAaiEk 1, oG AEE 0) THI—EHEEMRL, Ex 0¥ I —EH &
IndustrySalesFluctuation & DAZZEIH G, FAZEUIIN A % TE THGE L 72,

i 1 OWERIAZEETH D TM&A OFATHE | 13, FEROAES I — (MA, Yi%FE
IZFER 1 ThESMNE0) SRR, FEfftEE (NoMA) %L L THEE L7z, K2 O
MAZETH D IM&A OLALE] X, B0 FLEWFO¥EMB LOHIKOEWCEH L
7o FEREOEME, SIC 22— F_X— R TRIEREE DO EZ VERK L TV A5/ THFSE (Laamanen
and Keil., 2008) #Z&(Z LT, V74 =7 1 74t BER L T % TRBC 2 — FX—2
T, KON RRD L 3, HHERRRDL L2, INVERRRD 1 L, RURH0 D4
S —EEEERL, BT LY FORERE (UnrelatednessTRBC) & L TZEH L L7z, #
BOENZIOWTIR, # =7y MeENAARUIMI AL ZELS 1, ENEZEIT0 DX I —%
HafE L, BWF LY FORMEDFTET HENE/ D 7 10 AR —4 — (Crossborder) %
TR L Ui, i 3 OWHHER TH D M&A DORUE (Size) IZOWTIE, BINKETH 5
F 7N a0 (BRAHI & MiA R AEOEFHE) OxtEdie L,

HIEHAESIZ OV TIE, BEWFOREREZ R IEIEA A Lo, EMRFEE2ZET 2729
\ZHGE D FER— A D¥EFES I — (TSEIndustry) O, BWFOBIREN 2 /AT 585 e L
T, BUGRTH OB FEFR R OXHIE (Asset) . BULRTHIOF ERMEAREFE (ROA) . BEULFTHI
DOHFTAEMEFE (Leverage) . BUXATHIO h—E L@ q (TobinQ) #HJE L71=, S HIZ,



FEAERERITBEL TVD OO YFEEED MEA KBRIT M&A EITHRDONRT 4 —< v AT
WEERO L O ATt 2B E 2 (e.g., Haleblian and Finkelstein, 1999; Laamanen ank Keil,
2008) . EULKRERIZ K B 7 oD OFFEEAWVIE M&A OFEITICH BB E RO L OEREND.

UL 1 A6 5 WIRTC S0 L 72 M&A BAFH44 (Experience) &, filEIZEEIZINZ 7=,

SIFT BT, REE 1 IEEZE L~V DRV, ARG 2 SARGE 3 X LD 7 v A
v I a e Ui, #EFET MTHOWTIE, #RtHARD “HTH 5 M&A FEhii & I —

(MA), 7 B AR —4—4 I — (Crossboeder) |LEEZNF =T > b, #al AR E O
HCh D M&A 8 (NoMA) 1XEEZNER T V>, WElAEHPEEDIEF TH H M&A
FLYEFE (UnrelatednessTRBC, UnrelatednessSIC) [FNEfF = 27 b #0228 5003 80 28 4
Th D M&A OHIFL (Size, RealtiveSize) 1%, OLS ZHHH L7=, BE L~V D/SRLG5H T
i U7 BB OFERHE & MBERENL, E 1 DEBY THD,

(R 1) St SR (EXLANL)

HAHEE

Variable Obs Mean Std. dev. Min Max

MA 11,475 0.1699 0.3756 0.0000 1.0000

NoMA “ 11,475 0.2324 0.6226 0.0000 14.0000

Unrelatedn~C 11,475 0.9856 0.9267 0.0000 2.0000

Crossborder 11,475 0.3124 0.4635 0.0000 1.0000

Size BAH 11472 3552 56496 (o] 4229597

IndustrySalesFluctuation 11,475 0.0574 0.0525 0.0018 0.6974

Growth 11,475 0.7248 0.4466 0.0000 1.0000

Decline 11,475 0.2752 0.4466 0.0000 1.0000

ROA 11,475 0.0576 0.0502 -0.5171 0.5661

Asset BAH 11475 659055 2202201 804 51900000

Leverage 11,475 0.2093 0.1685 0.0000 1.6152

TobinQ 11,475 1.3443 1.1550 -20.0407 42.4831

Experience =] 11,475 1.3337 2.0499 0.0000 25.0000

tHRE R
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

MA (1) 1.0000

NoMA (2) 0.8251 1.0000

Unrelatedn~C (3) -0.0109 -0.0036 1.0000

Crossborder (4) 0.0807 0.0780 -0.0722 1.0000

Size (5) 0.1390 0.1287 -0.0086 0.0548 1.0000

IndustrySa~n (6) -0.0177 -0.0080 0.0180 -0.0484 -0.0150 1.0000

Growth (7) -0.0205 -0.0195 -0.0116 -0.0212 0.0076 0.0353 1.0000

Decline (8) 0.0205 0.0195 0.0116 0.0212 -0.0076 -0.0353 -1.0000

ROA 9) -0.0041 -0.0078 -0.0129 0.1168 -0.0026 0.0280 0.0668

Asset (10) 0.1490 0.1791 -0.0178 0.0353 0.1724 -0.0238 0.0053

Leverage (11) 0.0584 0.0576 0.0073 -0.0988 0.0331 -0.0126 -0.0029

TobinQ (12) 0.0030 0.0020 -0.0152 0.0655 0.0031 0.0432 0.0563

Experience (13) 0.4517 0.5570 0.0004 0.0967 0.1001 -0.0217 -0.0105
(8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

MA (1)

NoMA (2)

Unrelatedn~C (3)

Crossborder (4)

Size (5)

IndustrySa~n (6)

Growth (7)

Decline (8) 1.0000

ROA 9) -0.0668 1.0000

Asset (10) -0.0053 -0.0345 1.0000

Leverage (11) 0.0029 -0.2997 0.1273 1.0000

TobinQ (12) -0.0563 0.4569 -0.0140 -0.1012 1.0000

Experience (13) 0.0105 -0.0113 0.3135 0.0975 0.0222 1.0000



(2) #HHER
IMTRERZME 2 1TR LTz, 7V 1 (A EIE MA) &E7 /12 (J7 NoMA) (3l
AL D I % B8 2 U7z, Experience |£, €7/ 1 LET /L2 D5 T, HREIFAT,
SAKETHE ThoTo, M&A RRBREFEATZRHEIZE, Bzl M&A OFETIZITEETH
LW R RIS FTRE T 5, R IE L Z BRI (IndustrySalesFluctuation) 15, M&A
DHEMES I — (MA) ZHEIAZRIC L72ET V3 TIIAEETIERDP 212 b DD, #hitiiZ
o M&A 15 (NoMA) ([Z L7=E7 /L 4 Tl REITIET 10%KETHEIZZR>TEY,
G 1139 < sz, £7 /15 (BERAEEIE MA) &E7 /v 6 (Al NoMA) 1%, IED
RHESEMENFEA UT- Ry O34T T % 73, IndustrySalesFluctuation & Growth MDAZ 7Z=TH X, [
FOETVTHREMDIET SRKETHE TH D, TV 7 (BEIEHKIL MA) €718
([6] NoMA) 1%, BDORHEFEMENFA LTZ/iE D53 Tod 5 A3, IndustrySalesFluctuation &
Decline DAZZETAIL, W5 DET /L THREDBAT SWKETHETH L, ZNHORRIL, 3
N BRI S RIS T, RS OS2 INE T 5 720 M&A 1337 S 2 B[ 23
%, AMIIETIT AT IVRERE O A% O 272 F B L0l £ 72 2004 4 DL 2 LRI
ET B0, R TEORE A I E Vo T EIGEEICER T 5 M&A TiEZ <, HIX
M K D RS 25T 2 BARICER T 5 M&A BEMICR o7z L AESN D,
TV 9 [ IWEELHZE 5 % UnrelatednessTRBC & U HIlEIZE ¥ D 7 % W5 L 7=, Experience ®
FREUFIIET 5% KETHETH D . M&A BBRZFE A TEAREIT R IER M&A 2R LT 0
Z L&Y, T7 /L 10 1T IndustrySalesFluctuation % #iI RN 2 7223, MEFHIICAE B T2
mole, BEZ VNI LDBEIURE O TH, £7 /L 12 OBIURE TOSHTH, A&k
FERIIEONR) o T2, IRIZ, BTV 13 134G Z %% Crossborder & UHlIEIZE D 7 % 3t
BIZA% L L7z, ROA [X1E, Asset (X1E. Leverage DE DR THETHY, /B AR —F —
M&A [ZM BRI B 72 RAFED T ML 23 & 5, £ 7 /L 10 Tl IndustrySalesFluctuation
AN Z =N BB CTleinot=, 7V 15 ORIHE. €T /4 16 OFIFHE TH
FERIC, AERERIIEONR o7, 26D Enh | ARG 2 13FFINRroTe, B
F@Kﬁﬁé@ﬁz’ﬂmiok}:é‘ I, BRoTREEROERICL DA N—varyr 2 AL L
7o R M&A I 56 & B OO ENC B R A & < AKEREICE T T 5
AN, RO TIEI M&A Z1T 28 L L CTIRIEL CWA T THDH LIBEIND,
BTV 1T IFEARIAL K E Size & LB O A2 BGEE L T2, ROA IXIE, Asset [L1E,
Leverage DE DRI THE TH Y BRI REIIT E RO M&A ZH2H Y #THH 23 5
%, E7 /L 18 1% IndustrySalesFluctuation Z 7t B ZEUT N 2 7273, FREFA T, 5% KETH
HETHO 3 BFrEnTe, — 7, FlFENZEL AT EET V19 LETL20 T
IIHEBRFERPH TR, MEECU — v A X — N7 TEERICERIL T AUE, A
DEWE AT ARG D A & — RAEEHR X, %@t%’(ﬁf@@&ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%f‘ﬁﬁéﬁé z
ERRRBIFRE LTHETE 5, — 7, /DR M&A OEhk L L CTHIERTEO EiRLIC
LGSR L OBMRMEIZ/ NS S, ENE IR L2E;MERH o T ARetERN H D,



(E&2) SHiER

(V) () (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8)
VARIABLES MA NoMA MA NoMA MA NoMA MA NoMA
ROA 0.503 1.238 0.504 1.249 0.443 1.218 0.443 0.443
(0.9160) (0.9900) (0.9160) (0.9890) (0.9180) (1.0040) (0.9180) (0.9180)
AssetLN 0.115 0.0148 0.109 0.00444 0.0948 -0.00915 0.0948 0.0948
(0.0977) (015000 ~ (0.0977)  (0.1460)  (0.0979)  (0.1440)  (0.0979)  (0.0979)
Leverage 0.321 0.831 0.332 0.844 0.342 0.858 0.342 0.342
(0.3880)  (0.5810)  (0.3880)  (0.5780)  (0.3880)  (0.5750)  (0.3880)  (0.3880)
TobinQ -0.0107 -0.0405 -0.0141 -0.0466 -0.0212 -0.0541 -0.0212 -0.0212
(0.0326)  (0.0322)  (0.0329)  (0.0345)  (0.0336)  (0.0386)  (0.0336)  (0.0336)
Experience -0.0372**  -0.0314**  -0.0373**  -0.0323**  -0.0383**  -0.0331**  -0.0383**  -0.0383**
(0.0172)  (0.0143)  (0.0172)  (0.0141)  (0.0172)  (0.0141)  (0.0172)  (0.0172)
IndustrySalesFluctuation 0.807 1.032* -1.537 -0.802 1.488** 1.488**
(0.5690) (0.5590) (1.1440) (0.8270) (0.6430) (0.6430)
Growth -0.0631 -0.0371
(0.0893) (0.0779)
SalesFluctuationXGrowth 3.025** 2.347*
(1.2890)  (0.9980)
Decline 0.0631 0.0631
(0.0893) (0.0893)
SalesFluctuationXDecline -3.025** -3.025%*
(1.2890) (1.2890)
TSI Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 10,710 10,710 10,710 10,710 10,710 10,710 10,710 10,710
Number of Id 765 765 765 765 765 765 765 765
(9) (10) (11 (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) 17 (18) (19) (20)
Unrelated Unrelated Unrelated Unrelated Crossbord Crossbord Crossbord Crossbord
VARIABLES nessTRBC nessTRBC nessTRBC nessTRBC er er er er SizeLN SizeLN SizeLN  SizeLN
ROA -0.0281  -0.2360  -0.2290  -0.2290  2.762**  2.788**  2.814**  2.814**  4.964***  4.853***  4.793**  4793***
(1.0040)  (1.0050) (1.0070) (1.0070) (1.3250) (1.3260) (1.3310) (1.3310) (1.0510) (1.0520) (1.0530) (1.0530)
AssetLN 0.0253 0.0271 0.0286 0.0286 0.312%**  0.314***  (.314***  (0.314***  0.557***  0.552*** (.554*** (.554%**
(0.0229)  (0.0229)  (0.0231) (0.0231)  (0.0310) (0.0312) (0.0313) (0.0313) (0.0243) (0.0243) (0.0244) (0.0244)
Leverage -0.287  -0.2910  -0.2970  -0.2970  -0.625** -0.630** -0.627** -0.627** -1.097*** -1.088*** -1.095*** -1.095***
(0.2330)  (0.2330)  (0.2340)  (0.2340) (0.3120) (0.3120) (0.3130) (0.3130)  (0.2440) (0.2430) (0.2430) (0.2430)
TobinQ 0.00532 0.0026 0.0019 0.0019 0.0186 0.0172 0.0162 0.0162 0.0262 0.0321 0.0316 0.0316
(0.0374)  (0.0374)  (0.0374)  (0.0374)  (0.0423) (0.0424) (0.0424) (0.0424) (0.0371) (0.0371) (0.0372) (0.0372)
Experience 0.0240**  0.0240**  0.0231*  0.0231*  0.0084 0.0082 0.0078 0.0078  -0.0086  -0.0084 -0.0093 -0.0093
(0.0118)  (0.0118)  (0.0119) (0.0119)  (0.0151) (0.0151) (0.0151) (0.0151) (0.0126) (0.0125) (0.0126) (0.0126)
IndustrySalesFluctuation 0.6780 0.4360 0.7970 0.3740 0.1440 0.4530 -1.581**  -3.228* -1.2970
(0.7270)  (1.7880)  (0.8080) (0.8260)  (2.2500)  (0.9010) (0.7330)  (1.9170) (0.8060)
Growth -0.1070 -0.0765 -0.0517
(0.1370) (0.1680) (0.1450)
SalesFluctuationXGrowth 0.3610 0.3080 1.9300
(1.9790) (2.4450) (2.0980)
Decline 0.1070 0.0765 0.0517
(0.1370) (0.1680) (0.1450)
SalesFluctuationXDecline -0.3610 -0.3080 -1.9300
(1.9790) (2.4450) (2.0980)
TSEIndustry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 2667 | 2667 | 2667 2667 | 2667 2667 2667 2667 2614 2614 | 2614 2614

Standard errors in parentheses
*#*% p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1



(3) TAEEFz vy

TEREPET = v 7 D12 AWFFEO FEBALIE T H DBREEO RHEFIEIZ DN T, BT
BT 5 R D5 EEEMRE IndustrySalesFluctuation TlE7e <, X VARG M Z R~ T
ROA DZEBMRE CTEBAL L72A THIREE L 720y, FRROBGERFRIIMAZE DL S o7,
F o, BEME 2" % | TRBC ~— A D ¥FE /348 (IndustrySalesFluctuation) Tld7e < |
Laamanen et al.(2008) 72 ESEATHIZE T HEH ST 5 SIC N— A DEM ST LI5S

FRIIED SRS, EHIT, M&A DRI DN T, RIS O BINAEZEICH 9 54
KRR 2 BRE T D720, BB OHBEINAEED T 7 3 2 (Size & REROHEEZD)
DEIABEZEDOREPE (Asset) IZXITDHFETAHATH, HMAFRKOERETH -,

4T4 RNy aVvEtRE

BIFFEOGHHERIL, M&A ZRETFiEE UTHRFFL TV D BB, RiEFEESEW
BREE T Tl /NI M&A ZTEFIZETT DM A2 60 Lz, RHEERRBRE CIXED
£ 97 M&A MIATIND N E WD BLED D | BT 70 FERERE R 2 AH TN 2 T ik, RBFSE 0
HikCToHAD, —FH, AFEROFREELE LT, BEZMITHISLIEET, 4/ X—a Dl
D OB T2 A0 M&A %175 DD, F T FEECHIROEIHIRHE L 72 KT M&A
AT 9 DINOFEFRFUZHONT, IREEZDITDHZ LIXTERN ST,

KIFIED Y Y —F T A L OFEE LTI, LTOE IR OB IT D, £7., BB
DARFEFMEDOEEL L LT, BiICERE EOZERE L VW O TELLZ AT D, il x i
TEMPEREICRIT 2B 7 PESI(EC), AEhEEHICKIT 2BEXHEBEHEEV), IT EXICBITS
NTHBEAD 72 &, #EEN THOREHMO KR WARHEFEEEZ O TORGERLETH 5,
F o, RUFUIBIEIHEHFIC—FTH M&A ZFhi Lo BEDREF T LE LT, ¥
YINEBL I a AT ADMER DD, ~y I~ UETAEERH LEFEEZEAT S
ZEMAT, YT AORERICS S OROIMFDLETH D,

SHOMFEH M E LT, JERCLIS R ERIEHRE & T B2 £ T R&D ~D
{RIFIE 72 & OFHERMEC, BHPEEN E DO XL D 2 ARREFEMICE T LTV 5 e 88 i % B
Fx. MNBFEEER ST TY TNV EREE I NET 52 L7 8T, M&A OFEEEEIN
BT 2 00T RS L 0 BREIC 72 20 b LivZe 0, E 70, AESENE T CHRAT S iz M&A 723,
EDLI R T =~ AEERH L TODDEHLMNCT S Z & LFERETH D,

ARFFE TIEIAHEFZ/RBREE T O/ 72 M&A ~DELY LA DR S 7228 BREE O Rl Sk
\CHEE LN, HESERAB N, a R L —2a vz ) £<FETT5 2 81F, FBEIC
BOWTITEREORETH D, A/ X—T 3 VAIMDO T OERIEFEDI Y AL DD b il
B, 2023 FEOREBIZ LD [REEPUCK T 21TEHEE © [AX— R T v 7 HRS M
FFHE ) ORFRLTIFED, 2024 FITRHE#ETH [RF— T v 7 7L R —2a7 v
7| OERICER D M ENL TV D, T 9 LI ARFERRIKCPEEBUR C O MU A FE5E L T2 FRIE,
SHOMFRBEIRE LTORMBRENTHA 5, BREORHEFEME~OXREE & L TED
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M&A under uncertainty
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Abstract: This paper is a study that empirically examines the antecedents of M&A from
the perspective of business environment uncertainty. M&A is considered to be a corporate
action aimed at quickly responding to environmental uncertainty. Although there is a large
amount of prior research, further research is needed on Japanese companies to see what
kind of M&A is being implemented as a strategy to respond to environmental uncertainty.
In the practice of corporate strategy and industrial policy, the effective use of M&A
between companies with different business contents and scales has become an urgent
issue. The research question of this study was set as "How does environmental uncertainty
affect the execution frequency, diversification, and project size of M&A?" The analysis
results suggested that, when using a sample of M&A deals announced between 2004 and
2018 in which Japanese companies were the buyers, there is a tendency for small-scale
M&As to be carried out more actively when uncertainty in the industry environment in
which the M&A buyer company belongs increases. This study's contribution is that it adds
new empirical study from the perspective of what types of M&As are carried out in
uncertain environments. Based on lean startup theory, when uncertainty is high, the speed
of responding to change is emphasized, and it can be assumed that a causal relationship

will lead to light and simple investment behavior taking precedence.

Keywords: M&A, uncertainty, environment, diversification, size, innovation
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