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DHHI
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(Manager) Old
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Year
2 2008—2013 A
/( /D 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 /%
34.32 38.00 44,86 49.40 58.51 62.92 83.33
26.75 29.35 34.21 42.01 48.65 51.89 93.98
28.58 32.49 39.50 42.91 49.15 52.12 82.37
21.00 24.67 29.74 34.13 39.47 41.09 95.67
34.31 35.14 41.48 46.96 55.26 58.49 70.48
29.30 29.29 34.73 41.59 47.49 49.86 70.17
31.53 35.59 42.56 45,58 52.29 55.48 75.96
23.67 26.67 32.18 35.64 41.61 43.09 82.04
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Comp/ 6 182 47.505 37.392 37.563 4.400 229.933
Dcomp 6 182 0.104 0.065 0.311 —0.817 1.395
PPE1 6 182 —0.023 —0.013 0.702 —2.980 3.142
PPE?2 6 182 0.491 0.000 0.500 0.000 1.000
Skill 6 182 —0.006 —0.033 0.133 —0.248 0.444
Dea 6 182 0.520 0.495 0.149 0.075 1.000
Droa 6 182 —0.007 —0.004 0.058 —0.294 0.275
Dsize 6 182 0.132 0.100 0.216 —0.424 1.450
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Dgrow 6 182 0.031 0.007 1.369 —12.094 12.54
Dmshare 6 182 —0.109 0.000 6.437 —32.540 42.53
Dhhi 6 182 0.000 —0.004 0.221 —0.492 0.518
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Skill 0.061*** 0.018 —0.009 1.000
Droa 0.113*** 0.049*** 0,033***  0.082* ** 1.000
Dsize 0.131*** —0,046*** —0,048* ** 0.092* **  0,134* ** 1.000
Dlev —0.036* ** 0.004 0.009 —0.083*** —0.330*** 0.115***
Dgrow —0.018 0.025* 0.031** 0.010 0.079***  0.189* * * 1.000
Dmshare —0.019 0.031** 0.018 0.003 0.010 0.000 —0.022* —0.010  1.000
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