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CEO Compensation Structure, Dominance and
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Abstract: From two aspects of corporate governance: namely compensation incentive
and board monitoring mechanism, this paper aims to explore the impact of CEO
compensation structure and dominance on R&D expenditure reduction. Empirical results
indicate that myopic CEOs with their self-interest incentive tend to curtail R&D
expenditure so as to increase the current earnings and their compensation. If their
share-based compensation ratio increased, CEOs will be less likely to curtail R&D
expenditures, this likelihood being higher than in cash-based compensation structure. In
addition, the dominance power granted by CEOs with means they receive less
monitoring, hence the higher likelihood of curtaining R&D expenditure, this likelihood
becoming more prominent when the share-based compensation ratio is increased.
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i j5Bushee (1998)¥+A £ % R e > 3% » A EFR > AL HFE L Ijpfot
AFFREFFOp AR FRAFFERR - NFPAEFAFRARAE -8
24 WEAEFFRREE ) FEI AT

CIRD,, = In(IRD,, / ISALES,) ~In(IRD, ., / ISALES, , ,)

@ F ey £ 2% (TQ)
EFFERPELT  RTPRRRE/F AT LT AL DELHRT A
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EBEgF FIL AT ARRALFEL D cTobinQEL 73 H L g
*ﬁ”ﬁ’?“”@iﬁ;mﬁfﬁgﬁa?” o F 4 A& % > Hirschey (1985)
4 FRTobin Qe g £ @5 L I E R 5 B 4 o 247 7 17 Bushee (1998):h ;¢ 7
£ TobinQ :

TQ= (i E+EFu|RD E+EH f FHEY §F) AT A

@AE£E7 A (HHD)

% 3% DeFond and Park (1999) = 3= f;’ REEAERIE SRl RIS = SR R S
(Herfindahl-Hirschman Index, HHI) e AFRY ARG R HHIG | - £
I i e L e SN - vsfimiﬂi% FRREAF SR Bl 4 LB
FEIFADHEF I i\;)é%-ﬂ”:bi TS € i o AR \é;}pﬁ“x\?g VR - A
i g %59 Fikd 52T 3{es I NFEH RPN TIHEFE > FHEIRAT

tzz ALY i 2P H R ’
whlﬁié%ﬂijﬂ‘Jﬁzaigqéﬁ

Bushee (1998):n5 A f &7 XAfn™ » FRAHE L v L g5 > Fl- 4
TR ERFT AL e (CCAP) ~ & sl &3p%#% (CSAL) ~ p d I;L._%;ﬁ
£ (FCF) ~ Martfsfzik (Lev) 2 i FF a4 (CUR) » T3 ¥ kgL Fig * ¥
£2 NI RH o
()& w5 x4 L %6 (CCAP)

Perry and Grinaker (1994):% % F
Bushee (1998)%F .1u & L enf & L )
NRBEEE L NP R TGM he g
P TR > R BT

CCAP,; =In(CAR,) -In(CAR, ,_,)

AL D RETVERT T AT M
%@ﬁiﬁ??;wiﬁ’%mﬂ L A
EmF AL (CAP) p 2A¥tikc

(2)& s endd & 3p %6 (CSAL)
E xR ?Ev%: Sk % gl B S AR Y o droBerger (1993)3n 5 A kA E
Aodveflor 5 BB e eh® K> AFTF %4 Bushee (1998) s ig® 3N 5 iU E
B (SAL) thp A4lcE%d > TLFFL N T AhN Pl RHTE S
CSAL;, =In(SAL;,) — IN(SAL; ;)

6 $§?ﬁ6144€¢<#%“%ﬁiﬂ*?L“‘iﬁ>?7?ﬁﬁﬁ>’wzdr?; #74F
(TED T2 Bl FHRE EPwrd 23 ~ P72 4 £5] (2-digit) » ¥ #-2 g2 £9 579 3
W ‘iﬁé}\?"L%‘{ EIES Ak, o



BREALE

i

Fp g~ X e

LR
(@)p d m4zin® (FCF)

Darrough and Rangan (2005)## I > 5 & F & F ®2 o @ #3430 4
P AGT G fEiF - Bushee (1998) p o AR E R T H pAIEE F o
R BT s g L 2 '
EAdIRENE

wpdRE
T i H#E o &% %% Bushee (1998):= 5

3

FCE‘:(CFO“_%EECAPXM|J/CAt1
k=1

(4)p4ixiE 422 (Lev)

& F IR TRR B FERF &5
AWALEGZR G T AL BB P L o Myers and Majluf (1984) W B
E‘.Hﬂ'ﬁﬁ EHPEF I LB E > FHELaaiiiss § 3 0 Bushee (1998){ 45

F AP RMIHEROFIRT o R A

z lz%A#A,P;FL; ? LI

1L ﬂxlﬂ
gt FHFE 0 TERMBEE S N 4T

Henb AR R R o Tl P4
AR R W (LTD) i (STD) shé - dcf 1 T
el o R

w38 (ASSETS)

Lev;, =(LTD;, +STD;,)/ ASSETS ,
(5) =H FF w4 (CUR)
& FE=p ?%; A - dnEt FRGEE > TR BT AL GO E f R o
Bt T B f ¥ FIRED G zwzméakwﬂ’;\, B2 GF R YA
ﬁp;“g-m@,t [ S LRy =l B S *"F‘ ol ATREI FRIFEFEBER A FH
ATIL A PLRE I FARE e E R E 0 F ey ik R “,‘i drEdp i F a4 o A
12 SETELN
CUR= (inds v E a2 B p X F2 ¥ 280)
3. 2 #4HC (Size)

Wiedman (1996):a5 § = & dic g < P&

’ ’\f;‘m‘\;f,‘zpq BARE > EIJ&;%‘J{%‘%‘d EAY
AR L IR B el P AR € 4P L - Bushee (1998)~ iu i
FEESRAE L

m o PRI ¢ W
L MEE L NRT AP RHEGE -
4. 72& & ¥ (Fam)
#Eé‘j“"v"?h?\%—;ﬁ q’- ’K—’Fu—_ ;3—]-?137;‘1 ﬁ’&rﬁ rﬂg—"%" , g;J'}‘;_b%f*Z g}}t
PR A F S0 %Wﬁm’”%i%ﬁF%AT“WﬂL%m%$@ﬁ
( derson and Reeb, 2003; Ali et al., 2007, * 88 % % 4 ,2013) o kv R LK
SR H - FOEERFFSNL IR SLEY S FELERE
‘E‘E\‘ :\_;q-;mﬂ-\" g\ﬁ,’l
TG REL

LIS N A
A2 - EEE SR EEEL G ARAM G A
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gfll g;J_

E-faEs

-2 el A

(=) B+ 2 st i syt

EERHE A et (A B A1 & 20 SR 4 ) (Cut) sh kel 0.296

F 29.6% ik A PR B AR L ) AR (COMSTRU) iht sarte 5
0251~ ¢ i=dcs 0.013 > & At i § o L& AAFP SHE (STOCK) T saik
50122 357 12.2% L% B R AHFP LA IR E AHF A F 29.8%
LB s F ¥ L R 5L (CEODOM eh ko 5 0.298) -

%2 FMRAiingt

T o Q1 LS 3 Q3 BoliE kit iE REL
Cut 0.296 0 0 1 0 1 0.459
COMSTRU  0.251 0 0.013 0112 0 1 1.175
STOCK 0.122 0 0 0 0 1 0.327
CEODOM 0.298 0 0 1 0 1 0.461
CRD -0.035 -0.922  -0.092 0.862 -1.681 2.125 0.528
CIRD -3.624 -5.016 -3.518 -2.112 -9.012 -0.286 1.506
TQ 1.241 0925 1.126 7.618 0.338  17.643 0.924
HIl 0.724 0.016  0.021 3.398 0.003 12,913 2.656
CCAP -0.236 -0.731  -0.218 1.616 -4.816 4.311 1.103
CSAL -0.018 -0.131  -0.021 0920 -1.092 3.104 0.298
FCF 0.011 0.004  0.018 0.162 -1.713 2.316 0.272
Lev 0.551 -0.116  0.506 0.189  0.022 0.943 0.252
CUR 1.185 0.513  1.077 3.106 0.112 12525 1.112
Size 14.672 14231 14442 16920 11598  18.632 4.562
Fam 0.682 0 1 1 0 1 0.469
L #8E s Cut s L3 £RFA 8B L Nahsedco § £5@#8 L 045 1205 0;COMSTRU
B R AR FR S0t 55 STOCK 5% f A B chm B B > 4% R R AR AR <
I EAAFML 1o A5 0: CEODOM 5 B FFi § A fem 4 chi @Bl ok FE L 2
E@ o, HE i1 FRE 0-CRD A5 gL g > - # BRI gE L d{on &5 g
Ldvenp R4l LG8 SCIRD A A¥FHF FR*“%  NFHAFHE  FIFRELNEAEY
AR K ehp REEc B - B2 LR TQ SR F e oF £ A% » 12 Tobin Q # € ; HHI
SAERY A AT KGR CCAP A E T AL R E o E R L g Rl
RO GRS COAL 5 5 el & 3RS 0 F G penp R RS GRS FCF S fd MERE S
Lev 3 MAnif e A2 » M E W f i inds f Fens i h T AR F R 5 CUR 5 mh if
i d Rt Fp gt e Rt Soan? ok PR G Size B0 P RH AT AR Rt
g S Fam SRR EFOm B RE . FELEL L FRAIS 0
2. FEAREDERRENDFL S T R S 1%0uE ;F it (Winsorized ) &J2 o
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(=) £88T

AR AR R Z P L 0 R L 2 ke 5 ROA & ROA #8413 0 fr
001 FFeh2032 BEZE K s w ' FFRLHF B LY '@ﬂmﬁﬂk(lNCﬁﬂ\) o H
# 5637 BEZE > PIK F AT FlaoERietsc (NINCHA) - ;b;IkINC+
# Ay NINC—*ﬁﬂ\’xihliﬂﬁiiﬂt%ﬁgoﬁ:'zl,]*ulNC—*ﬁﬂ\’/\ wl A L%

LAHFPEZREAHF - TFL AT TRET > LEFTHORIEKT K
Tk dod 397

23 FFRAIFELANLRABT

BRE fRag gl Tk

TH A N R
Tt 3w AF Bl N Tiofk MR (p &)

P
£ B s
f , 2032  0.482 0.502
o (INC = % +)
FERE R A <0.001
g Al o
, 5637  0.229 0.423
(NINC 3 % )
I
AR 236 0.246 0.435
, (STOCK=1)
INC 4 NP <0.001
Wk A A ER
A 1796 0513 0.502
( STOCK=0)
A AR G R Nk
692 0.497 0.503
, ( CEODOM—l)
INC 4 0.163
i %% £ S GER N 5
1340 0474 0.502

72 (CEODOM=0)

7 INC & 4 22 NINC = % 4 en £ B 4 %0t 8 % 5 L #4474 2 1 (Cut)
S8 & INC 3 5 4 cnT3olchg % < NINC 3 4 (p @] 0.01) o 2t %

w’£# ﬁ%”%ﬁﬁﬁ%%’gﬂﬁﬁﬁpﬁim%hs°NC+&$(F
N R B i ﬁk«) ¢ ® PE—‘—L? ﬁ”%ﬁm.“l 5;%%‘1{.,@11%@. % éﬁ, RHEIE M =k 3

s R PRAE (p B/l 001) « & B1FL§ 4 i
¥ L L3RR HE R LD S AFR] FF DL (325
Yok B enp B s 0063 53 BF)

Z SRR AT

% 4 % INC % ~ 2 Pearson 4p i f2#ic> £ 2032 BELBE » £ 4 7 IR > L H
ﬁ?ﬁ:]ﬁ’” TLL R g{.]ﬁm b :z‘« (COMSTRU) NI az %&?‘?ﬁm J;ﬁ;i_ (STOCK) 1;&: %k\; ;ﬁ\wﬂ o
#FE LS (Cut) ejp b hdicie A % 5 056 2 0.61 S a k¥ k# 1%T ¥



50§ kg3

WP 3 a R
A FTE I R ETR L

.
E I = A I_E_rg]‘:ﬁ 3 ?

Ea! ﬁ_r—s ;% Li*;;mvil"]—r - %‘_‘rﬁ%“{.ﬁw:‘ s L
X ped 4 (CEODOM) *%Méﬂﬂ"% YAL.(Cm):ﬂw

MGl MFUI 23 dAZEEIMLFARLIHPEREIFEL IV N
BB gty AP © F R R T M R sk o S E R I
A AT S T

b et p REERAPMAZR S S 0 %1 COMSTRU # STOCK & i i

BAPIT o ApM GHCRE L 087 b B p RHcip M gt 00 0.3 235
W07 LREFZAPMARREF F > B E AT hE MBS T L o

@A EE
AEL AT MR L RN (L) A R E R L F gy R
EERUERAFIT 0 AE g I R L s ’ﬁ;g EF P eBE o i
RO)A At RAET o A LA H AR REE L NF TS INC A 0 i R
(2)  GE T HIen s B > FEF 1AL B P OLE AR o SHE SR
UEBEDFET N ORE (BE 1) 12 L ESER AL AHE D hFP S
ﬁ’*ﬁ¢%@ﬁW¢ﬁm@%%(&@m WPwﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁm&& 313
Frigend i 4 HEPREFLNT R APR (BRI LA HFHLFREHA
HER FARRFEELNT M GRS (Bl

F)EEEZH*» P REATFEL N ER I Fe

BRI * Fit+ > £7669B B2 E - HFit EEF L ALY FrRS 2
%ww%ﬁﬂf’méaﬁ*%ﬁpﬁhmm<ﬂ’ﬁ$$wwﬁ%&i°“*%
Fipr 2 g L dim O P ARG E TROAXN ROAR & » 8. F A 0{-0.017F » 175 7 &
FoRAE L N FFOR IR AR R oA 5T o BT 2 -2Log Likehood
106.238 > + **Model Chi-square2 32.827 > @ f### i 4 Cox & Snell R?#2 Nagelkerke R?

G % 0.276% 0.372 5 ¢ *HBCRIE & R cPpiE 5 0.002 0 iE 1%k F K #E o Wg&gﬁ
A a2 o0 BRI ()R AR R L AF o

KEBz o 4rid % g L D PR Ec(Ine) ik 2 0327(21‘5 % 4.729
W pE-] >70.001) » Bl% PR F RETREF A0 R EEFFAE AL
FHRS EEPFEATIT 0 G 1T FRAEE L N SRR G P RET -
4t & 5% 22 Baber et al. (1991) ~ Bushee (1998) ~ Cheng (2004) 2 Cohen and Zarowin (2010)
G FEENT R RFETHFREL N N RBED Y iR - R o @
Bt 2 RS F)T 0 RRAEE L T i g 340 32.7% o



% 4 ¥ Pearson 4p B Pl (INC # 4 )

Cut COMSTRU STOCK CEODOM CRD CIRD TQ HIIL  CCAP CSAL FCF Lev CUR Size Fam
Cut 1

COMSTRU 0.56° 1

STOCK 0617 087 1

CEODOM  0.33" 0.31 0.26 1

CRD 036" 021" -016° 0117 1

CIRD 0417 021" 0327 -015° 05177 1

TQ 0477 0377 -028 0417 0467 036 1

HIl 048" -0.31" -023° 052" -028" -043° -029 1

CCAP 067 016 -0.08 0277 027" 036 -019 -0327 1

CSAL 072" 0127 0217 017 022° 026 -018 0.28 025" 1

FCF -0.46™" 016" 0197 018" 022" 0277 0197 -0.16 0.29™ 0157 1

Lev 0547 -021° 012 011" 023" 014" 0177 013 008 017" 025" 1

CUR 057" 011" 015" -007 0317 0287 001 -0.13° -003 015 0247 -0377 1

Size 046" 0287 036" -013° 0217 017 0107 03177 015 016" 0247 028 017 1

Fam 038" -016 -021° 019" 018 024" -015° 037 025 012 023 034 021 -0377 1

ETT3

LA RE 1%

2. ¥Ads 2,032

Ea
=

B K 5% ;"L AR E K 10% o

~
£
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25 GFAFH*FRALERL IR Hx%

Prob(Cut;,) = f(a, + ayInG, +@,CRD; ; +a;CIRD;  +,TQ;; + asHHI,,
+asCCAP,; +a;CSAL; , + agFCF  +aglev; +a;CUR;

+a,Size; , +ay,Fam, + 2 Year) + &, 1)
e Z e pE

Intercept 21747 6.912 <0.001
Inc 0.327" 4.729 <0.001
CRD -0.207" -1.801 0.036
CIRD -0.152" -1.307 0.095
TQ -0.116™ -1.752 0.040
HIl -0.151 -1.117 0.121
CCAP -0.228" -1.692 0.045
CSAL -0.1617" -2.697 0.004
FCF -0.054™" -3.011 0.001
Lev 0.572" 1.687 0.046
CUR -0.209™ -1.861 0.032
Size -0.039™" -2.716 0.003
Fam -0.085" -1.416 0.078
Year - - -
BLEE Bk 7,669
PR feig A2 R

-2 Log Likelihood 106.238

Cox & Snell R? 0.276

Nagelkerke R? 0.372

Model Chi-square 32.827

p-value 0.002

)

SHERE 1% TS BFORED% LA EKE 10% -
E)RRLEOFPRERE - ARKI AFFAFL NN G

B 2) 1% 5 g L N FINCEi A > £2,032B R E > K35 FF A
%*%w%ﬁﬁﬁﬁp%*wiwm’ﬁﬁﬁVE B & AAE BB B
Ag A fea A PR AR R ek 6¥T T ,T*INCﬁzk #i-%] 2_-2Log Likehood %
336.181 > + **Model Chi-square37.143 » f2## i # Cox & Snell R*#2 Nagelkerke R
A u] 502822 0.377 0 WAl & fir’v’vpf‘é 50.004 > £1%% ¥ -k & r*]t“fI&INC%,%ﬁ *
T oRARER LG OEE R o 50 A0 iR A2 BRI H03](2) 0 #NINCH
AIBTAHT o
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%6 BRELEEPRESARLAFFFAEL NI G

Prob(Cut;,) = f (8, + B,COMSTRU, , + ,STOCK; , x COMSTRU; ,
+ $,CEODOM,, + 3,CEODOM,, x COMSTRU; , + :CRD; , ;
+ BeCIRD;  + £71Q;  + BHI; + BoCCAR,  + f3,CSAL;  + S, FCF;
+ B Lev;, + f5CUR;  + B,,Size; , + fysFam , + 2 Year) +¢;,

@

INC # + NINC # +
e = p & A ikiE p e
Intercept 3.2957 <0.001 2.1537 <0.001
COMSTRU -0.2617 0.015 0.151 0.162
STOCK*COMSTRU -0.176" 0.022 -0.1277 0.032
CEODOM 0.132” 0.032 0.105 0.073
CEODOM*COMSTRU  -0.079" 0.081 0.024 0.267
CRD -0.305 0.086 -0.416™ 0.002
CIRD -0.117 0.214 -0.153" 0.054
TQ -0.153" 0.068 -0.211 0.161
HII -0.132" 0.081 -0.106™ 0.035
CCAP -0.146" 0.073 -0.165™ 0.046
CSAL -0.162" 0.032 -0.158"" 0.006
FCF -0.1377 0.024 0112 0.002
Lev 0.491" 0.082 0.576" 0.039
CUR -0.187" 0.063 0236 0.005
Size -0.075" 0.021 -0.0377 0.006
Fam -0.064™ 0.025 -0.076" 0.002
Year - - - -
B G dk 2,032 5,637
PR feig A2 R
-2 Log Likelihood 336.181 346.118
Cox & Snell R? 0.282 0.304
Nagelkerke R? 0.377 0.372
Model Chi-square 37.143 39.641
p-value 0.004 0.003

THFE o

UL BEEORE 1% ;L EEE ORI 5% ;4 AT E-KIE 10% -
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KF6z AR Bm :]‘*uﬁ AR FTE L FINCHR & 0 KR A A ER
BErpt & (COMSTRU) enizdicid 5 -0.261 (piE 50.015) > #5%«enkg ¥ -k & T &g
P00 P B A E B E ARBI SR EE N EE R R R
DT et A FBEEHLRE BREA ? 7 R %@gﬁm ok ﬁ ChE A RR

-Lm.kt_

A dy g Ep AR 2 7 i {24 K ehf % > 22Cheng (2004) 2 3 95T % £ (2013)
i - Koo LB RHFP B RF O S (COMSTRU) 2% & % o F v 3

(STOCK) =12 3k 38 (STOCKxCOMSTRU) - ##iE 5-0.176 (pid 50.022) - &
B KR TG L0 R LR 1L R R AR T B0
L F LR RAEERFRA T KRR EE A T LR
& B WM& AA L hFEP S 0 L 3 Aboody and Kasznik (2000) + Amstrong et al.
(2010) & B2 BE o S g % FRFEP > AR EAHAE S DEPEHET 0 RER
#EPOL S (COMSTRU) » & 54 l% A ¥ 8 2 A F L N@RET 57 i
BRI EBEER0229% o bk R AHE e FPEHET 0 ORE AAFP S
(COMSTRU) » &5 41% > HE¥F 2 R RAF L NERGFI TR 57
0437%(0 261%+0.176%) » ‘S Walt testerk 2% % » pie 5 0.008 » fiizt
FELTREER:  RELAHE S PFPREE TN EER R EREAL
'Fi C e s GRS L AHEFPFRERFAEFLDNE L OER  HEEFRRF
FLNT R RS @#&Eafgﬂm1 w— 4k o
BrFALE L peic 4+ (CEODOM) ehidic® 5 0.132 (pig 5 0.032) » %5%<hkg % -k
FrgFA0 KPR AF R AR o R FAMARFEE LD Ds el
AP T R t”_ﬁ % > Heetal (2003) BRr3cmprgb i if 2 4% c R E Zrrd ¢ &
feic 4+ (CEODOM ) 223 £ A # &t & (COMSTRU ) & B % #cin 3 %k 38
(CEODOMx COMSTRU) » th#ici® 5 -0.079(p & 5 0.081) » #100%:8g ¥ -k &~ » &7
FAW0EP BIFLFE A i A 0 A E FPOORE AHAFPO FHREF 0 T
EEFRFFALFRELNT R BOERRE 0 L FBERASFE > 2 2 Milgrom and
Roberts (1992) ~ Rk & g73 & B (2003) ehq i - R o pt g% PPFRP - A F 1
3 A FRa A iR T o LR A #ERO 5 (COMSTRU) & ¥4 2 #p8
AN ST R R S F R 1% R AHERO S FER R
BA Maw i€ R 00261% 0 fri P RF oA AFFFLF A a4 RF iR
T oo R A#H R X (COMSTRU) & %4 2 4 “i}é"f—ﬂ’ﬁi AEAR (T 5 F A fhen
FE ZEM L% E AHFP S FERFFIFREL ST R E RS
0.340% (0.261%+0.079%) - 5 Walt testziig 2 % % » piE 5 0.037 » A&.5%«=kg F -k &~
B¥ FEFHERF:  BHApFMIRAABREHM CERPELFEL DT
feft o R REs R AL AHEMFRERRFFLNGFLIORR > HEER
FEFLNT RN REFRPEN 53 - ko
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AREEE o ek T B RATE L SE FIONINCHE & o 0% R AR AR i SR
(COMSTRU) shifsdcit 5 0.151 (pig 5 0.162) » & % &% » &2 & FEH1 5 F 1
L E R R AT FERPLEF A RREE LT RO AR AH
FRb A F R F (COMSTRU) 22 % & % % # ¥ %4 (STOCK) 2 %58
(STOCKx COMSTRU AT % /|- 0> fe % fi 9% & s S e 241 > SrWalt test
Rl I e DR T D (COMSTRU) PR Bt ) T2 OBEE
A RBIFLEE G A 4 RS - R T A i FIONINCH: & 0 s 47

PR EERA L oo
T~ Sy Bl

P NI EAS R AL AT TR R RFIEEL NG
2;’&%: Bushee (1998)1 HFAEE A (2013) #iEE 0 1 a‘r"‘/‘ FLRR 2 P
448 (PROA N ROASK 85 41+ 04r0.01fF chpil i B0 3% 5 % AR R 7
ﬁqﬁﬁ%(WCﬁ*)TWEgﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ¢£ﬂmﬁ%£ﬁi(MM3
# ) - Cheng (2004)§ r4 7% g 4w J fE &2 7 i & %‘*fﬁ » B~ SROA#® ROA% # %
TR > A< 12Cheng (2004)_m SrABRERFHF TEEARTIAINRESLE o
FotE G AR LR E L N TR ] %5%%v&%o

kY AR L DA FINCH A 0 A LR AHFP R ES 2 A
AFEFPEHEES A W HAR20 FI R BCR TAT VRE L PR Y
FRFAFLOMGNLE FREFIINAT - F LR E R ARE AHFTP SR
Yoo TR E A AHF R FOL S (COMSTRU) ehik#ici® % -0.376 (pi& % 0.015) »
B5%HAE F R BT R FE N0 AR A AAFPI SRS T 0 R AR E
st & (COMSTRU) enfhdicie % -0.189(p i % 0.068) » #10%:H%g ¥ -k 2 T &8 ¥ |
0cd FYy A BRI B L PN EAHFPFEB > £ FF 23 pmE L
2 i Mg i o @ COMSTRU i dic it chf -k 3 > 0 & Al o ch3 ff & o
SRR RN AERAE S TR AL A RA2NE AR A PSS R
AREST 0 BIFAFFP LR RMFPFRE O TEREER R R R
N MR 0§ B I E AR e DR R

Ao LG AR RS L N FAINCHE & 0 R REF L S EOE RS
B o 41 * Bushee (1998):nipiz » g #4754 M F L aviEd = & T g > )

FHARFEA B R L R RS SRRAE L LM B D RARRE AR E AHE

wEPUEH B L R X fea 4 S Logisticit fF A TR R R o ¥ H £ AT
* Cheng (2004) i » AT L IR £ PR F R B R LT R FFAF R DD
BEESE LI BT BREST TN HE R ARG R A LR o

A I

@%zwx:fg
>‘4-‘-’:\:W‘>L
hwd

B
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27 BREARGAHFPEHRT » FPSERPFAFFLILEP

Prob(Cut; ) = f (f, + SCOMSTRU;,, + 5,CEODOM, , + 3,CEODOM, , x COMSTRU; ,
+B,CRD; ; + BCIRD,  + S;TQ;  + 7 HIN;  + BLCCAR,  + S,CSAL;
+ BoFCF,  + ByiLev,  + B,CUR,  + fB,Size;  + B ,Fam  + 2 Year) +¢; ,

WL A Rh AAF SR

% dik p & 0 A piE
Intercept 41517 <0.001 3.646" <0.001
COMSTRU -0.376" 0.032 -0.189" 0.068
CEODOM 0.141 0.065 0.136" 0.021
CEODOMx COMSTRU -0.082" 0.072 -0.034 0.292
CRD -0.268 0.192 -0.416™ 0.031
CIRD -0.132 0.374 -0.124" 0.086
TQ -0.137" 0.082 -0.228 0.254
HII -0.152 0.216 -0.118" 0.056
CCAP -0.131 0.138 -0.129" 0.079
CSAL -0.116 0.279 -0.158" 0.064
FCF -0.153™ 0.042 -0.129™ 0.023
Lev 0.516 0.217 0.614 0.072
CUR -0.191" 0.072 -0.207" 0.043
Size -0.072" 0.095 -0.062" 0.062
Fam -0.076 0.132 -0.057" 0.086
Year - - - -
BB E B 236 1,796
A i AR R

-2 Log Likelihood 304.725 322.721

Cox & Snell R? 0.215 0.226

Nagelkerke R® 0.312 0.324

Model Chi-square 34.558 35.115

p-value 0.009 0.007
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