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The Relationship Between Ownership Structure
and Corporate Sustainability: The Moderating
Effect of Industry and Internationalization

Chih-Shun Hsu™ Hung-An Hua™~

Abstract : This study aims to examine the relationship between ownership structure and
corporate sustainability, and the moderating effect that industry and internationalization
has on such relationship. Our sample, totaling 456 observations from 2010 and 2012,
consisted of Taiwan listed sustainable companies that were DJSI nominated for year 2013,
paired with non-sustainable listed companies in Taiwan. Using Logit regression model to
test our research hypotheses, we found that the foreign ownership and the trust funds are
positive associated with corporate sustainability, while the ownerships held by the
government, individuals, directors and managers are negatively correlated to corporate
sustainability. Furthermore, we found that industry and internationalization have a
moderating effect on the relationships between certain types of ownerships and corporate
sustainability. Besides supplementing current literature on Taiwan corporate sustainability,
this study can serve as useful reference for Taiwan practitioners and government
authorities in formulating their investment decisions.
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MEFPAHEEENBNTES > BRGEEAS ZFAESY S 2R RLE F
Fok o RIR 2 GAMER g2 @ ke P g AEE S TR F ..;%gaﬁw 5
EELERHRL - - SEPRFFE? 29022 LF LA ¢ T EehdpiEa -
( Panapanaan, Linnanen, Karvonen, and Phan, 2003; Kaptein and Wempe, 2002 )~ ¥ #} »
% P o 4p Boe 301999 3% = 3 3 X 4 4 % (Dow Jones Sustainability Indices, DJSI)
Lo T’L@ﬁ%i#%k@'ﬁ_ﬁﬁi{" FARFULALEF LB ARL ERENIRE
FHE ir'zui"dv‘ré i 4 o g R AR fp AR EA A NGRS FER AN A
kg A~ BB gﬁﬁgm o MR EFELAEY B HER lzvﬁ,_@ﬁi
BEEEDPTHEAGE (DIS],2013) ccp EFARFELFHE = BAG - 5
HBEAME e 7 AFERAEARIE S CRLRE S P fFEAEE

‘ iér%w;zzumw%* Fopre AR 2GR RERRE A2 »&wﬂ
1R 2 L EAF AT MR hp BE R E 42 2 (Székely and Knirsch,
2005) -

WE K SHE Bi BB 23k U R KA o SRR g 2002 &&p
fed £ ¥ 12 CSR (corporate social responsibility) 7 F e 2. 53 Wk > e S
P 2RI PR o Pt 0 SRS FAp i T e s CSR BE o Mlib CSR
F2 3 ﬁrs CSRFMehG o« ¥ b F BB 0% 28R A3 R
AP FREDLE T cFEE SO S WUR blhe B RRY
o~ % l“&xhﬁwfe’* ‘i)\é‘“’f‘ﬁi‘é#@*’iﬁ PRI A RFIREEX I R
}T%\fé“]”g‘_;i;%gm#% o n A ELTREY i‘g % EAF TR Az g EE P
RPEF AT 'lw%Lﬁm&F#ﬁé R E 3oL R FMEMG JI RIS X
FHEBOHE & AT A ?.ll’ﬁ?;ﬁ'bm‘ ILE"F, ¥ id (T o

Harjoto, Laksmana, and Lee (2014)4, &' > 7 n;cm‘f TR A E IR f ¥ A prenBl
észa? A flFEFET MRS E - R &P EE PR o

2 gApTH 5%*?’* LEREEIMARTES TEEIE M AA2ZHIE > AL RT
ERUE A EE#a o FERAREE P A o fEV I HETFF L FE
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K 2
A FESAFHAFL E 2 N g £40 CSR & A M2 kALY 4 2 o
é’f'%“'ﬁﬁgﬁ‘-’\’l’iﬂﬁ%’?é’f'%"ﬁzglﬁ‘-’\s;if‘?iiii."l”l)?*«*—,—.;T,,.T\’EICSRI,?‘.;&Q::’%

T Y FpBOFT £ %A T B2 A% (DISIHfamily) ¢ 32 1 A+ f 4, 5 (Dow Jones Sustainability
World Index ) ~ -~ 4 g #ﬂﬁt (Dow Jones Sustainability Europe Index ) ~ A 4 % dp ik (Dow Jones
Sustainability North America Index ) ~ A % &7 4p#c (Dow Jones Sustainability Asia Pacific Index ) ~ -~
Frrees iﬂ;]g: (Dow Jones Sustainability Emerging Markets Index ) ~ - 4 2 #ﬁgn ( Dow Jones
Sustainability Australia Index) % X 4 #% ERE S ( Dow Jones Sustainability Korea Index) = &4 & ik :
http://www.sustainability-indices.com/
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% 24 #9253 7 (Hillenbrand and Money, 2007 ) = ¥ # » CSR 7= ¥ % 5 jf 4 32
RESEFEF21 L B A e Wl (2014) 32534 47 CSR» ¢
¥R Ap PRI F S LBk > ) LERE VAR S EORR AFREES
& Fﬁﬁf%’ g B (¢ ;};Eﬂpf‘%m"&*?%), REEALBIFBEL G chp R
BT fRiad-p s o ¥ b CSR F Ren E 8ok 7 € R NI S AR g S
(Gomes, 2000) > F]* & %€ F CSR ¢ £l % & (i #£% % + > 2014 ; Dowling,
2006 ) »

2001 & ;f?{}ﬁ“~ﬁﬁ@»m9$¢u%¢#_j“mﬁﬁwigp

PR FHIAEE L £ 2 2013 & 0 S8 75 94 %4 ¥ % 7] DISI

mw%r: #ft(f«’i'»’ﬁ 8 R E ~E 5 DISI s o3 & w4
%g?\;gg\ ETE N LA B AR Ao d T i;?i;ktimx
FHZ R T d rFenf ¥ FRNORFPEAET S 082 B AK
PRIEEAMIFLEZ DN > ZDISIXFH LE 2> EFEDf EL RS o

CABPHAER RROWURHENT Z2RF AT AN AR X E
Mk T  FRENEFAS > H A P IRES S R - BER R
IR B - CSR 2 AR A4 1% 0 &S 6 0B R R BT 9
#; Hill and Jones (1992) ~ Roberts (1992) ~ Park (1999) 2 2 Huang and Kung (2010)#+

EFEZT P EEREREH RS %&%%ﬁ’ﬁuﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ?aﬁmaﬁ
”*@“ﬁﬁ?**@m HoBFMAHEALEL T BFE A RE S O G B

EEREFEAATHELL > 1R EMRE S IfIAREFo g E R
‘f‘mﬂi—‘t‘ G ﬁ#»’ PEASI R MR TR RE R F B W K
AAWUBEN D ARBBEOEE o TR DB A E > FARE LD FHAE
FL s fitey o %#E’*vkﬁi'l”* ‘at«ﬁ GELRIE: S S SR £ 1 G

w3 ﬂ%ﬁ 43 CSR & # R g2 g @ EFF > bldea @02 (Jo and
Harjoto, 2012; Choi, Lee, and Park, 2013 )~ & % 44 (Artiach, Lee, Nelson, and Walker,

;la_,‘ q_“)&tf.‘

2010) % - 3@ i f ffu@%w/\i;;?fé,%,g\\zg »,;vknq,ng.g,,#;\?/\
Flk'm%?ﬁvﬁ&,ﬁﬁv#k—&k@gﬁ %ﬁ#\ir}ﬁlﬂlalﬁ‘impﬁi’ q—‘]tbgr‘%
"%*#55 CSR &% & ¥ A Yt bl B |4 H 20 19 g B V2 el 3 o

p o )I?’c PALFEFARBEEHEEEF R ELMEE > T3 3 A7 FPRE -
Jensen and Meckling (1976)# 1 41 & Jx ac B3R (convergence-of-interest hypothesis ) »
S S ? RFepE it SRR A g TR RS R B
PAE'E 1L X% £ ¥ % @4k B 0 4 Kapopoulos and Lazaretou (2007) e % if £ 4 2t
78 i3 o Pound (1988)#& 4 e 5 s (efficient monitoring hypothesis ) » 33 & #
BRFAEFR? BEL 1 BE &> l%—'?E‘%\ A - R A M TR SRR
A oREEEFE o WL g EF W Eenik s > @ Choi, Park, and Hong (2012) % s 45

T A g }*\w‘%ﬁgﬁ BEEDPPLFTN A - B FRT L FRFERER -
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¥ ¢k iz 45 Pound (1988) 7 a4 F 4= & B3 (conflict-of-interest hypothesis )
£ Jensen and Ruback (1983) #14% ! mﬁf '}]B%Hg i35 (entrenchment hypothesis ) - ﬁlﬁﬁ
FFEATRTFZp EEA EFRFT O RELF LA FHLFELETF €0m Dam
and Scholtens (2012)45 1 » = & 72 4 § Fla p LI T F & B AEAFELH E
Fla pflgggm iz d & imp Joo 17 £ ¥ @ K > @ Skinner and Sloan (2002)
SERL EF BB FEFE m*”rﬁ’”#l ARG T e pF o RS IE
LERD G B R 33\“']“3‘_’\ oAy rFE R H #FFidE < v (Preston and O’Bannon,
1997) -

Tt R BB L
HE RGP 25 02 F11d
# 3£ 31 > 4o Johnson and Greening (1999) 14 # R ek & W4 2 (532 A R 4F 315
BRI A 4 2 B > Gallo and Christensen (2011) 14 % B et 3~ 2@
FEEFE EFALEES RS BRESHEHEF AT 2i§fiarﬁ Dam and
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AP - HFEHAFERFCAT U ERES I AFRE DML # &
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A 12013 £ DISI % 20 76 Ros B o @ 2010 & 1 2012 & TR G K
Ao X FEPPRHCP 2 A L EF 5 HRE £ B SR §F (logistic regression )
BT AT e L{_#trf AR EFERGE S FTHEASEGEL R TR X U E 456
LHRATH EFEHARRERESEONEE > T A FERE SRS
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AETHRAFTRBE AL REE I BEL ;‘;‘F\%vaﬁsz £~ 4%
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e Bk 5 AR gk A2 2 — 4o ! Dierickx and Cool (1989) ~ Barney (1991) ~ Kim
and Mauborgne (2005) 1§ 7% W% % o % FE 2 dp s F K 2 o R Ap e iR

1395 DISI (2013)chdp ik > £ F A e T2 BA G 53 REEARE o A
Boo O dlic s ~ IRTEIL S REEIL S 2P0 E S REA G g R B IR
ggz%nmy,;%yay“,a+g@m:#@%-ﬂ%%ﬁ«nf;“‘ﬁlfﬁb
AT RS o G G L E AR AR S FEARE G SR REHT 0 &
ERIRE L F TR %?%mﬂkﬁﬁ FaoEEIE AP T L0y 0 ALE
Ko RIEHGEERMEALE ~ wAE © RS FIRBET N L EA T 0 fEA
ez BRH - 3T ’iﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁf
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RFNERIDT b o B4 e fedp D SRR B P E ¥ & (Demsetz and
Lehn, 1985) - ﬁig%gﬂwﬁ?&ﬁﬁ?%ﬁcﬂkﬁﬁié o T E 4
FR SR P EE R A EEATRGRN A E R -k A3
EHiEp R 2 F LI

O Rd BTG I foati R & ITRE S JIE 8 R ARG
Bt o o RERFETEREEEAFE DT L - o WP AP F i
FIE A S R AR A A S (2 RIS AR F
5iéwtﬁbﬂiﬁ%“’agﬁfw&iﬁﬁi(iﬁ%~*§@ﬁﬁ&?’
2002; &3y % ~ > & F 22 % 334 > 2007 ; Johnson, Boone, Breach, and Friedman, 2000 ;

Claessens, Djankov, Fan, and Lang, 2002; Haw, Hu, Hwang, and Wu, 2004 ) > § 3 x% =8
F ﬁhg;:i' o FEAFHELENEF G w2 (Loand Sheuy, 2007)
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BRSO 5 & D RS § IR R % T(OECD,
2010)7wf B2 h R R ORIERF S FE 0 A ;ﬁ»gk{j'}?uij’ LR EE K
T lgﬁr}ﬂp‘gﬁgpﬁi »ip p s B %€ & (Dam and Scholtens, 2012) » iE,,L'E__
PR 2 EEAFE 2 2B EGAPRE > WwER A 2D ARARBRST SR
BOREAREEF A E G R G ﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁé%*%%%igaf

Fa g ¥ I erg AR H p gt & (Harris and Wiens, 1980; Ding, Zhang, and
Zhang, 2007; Shen and Lin, 2009; Klein, Mahoney, McGahan, and Pitelis, 2010 ) 7X@ >
FRpd- s Fa ERE G B a3 Bk o dedt i F R R L A E AR R
¥ xpE, w gbqhm BB &AL € B (Dam and Scholtens, 2012) » 4t ¥ it §
EFEAFELIHET o

B % Ai,-]-%{.\]};;ﬁ;]_w R P PR /}§J< T3 % 8 oo 245 OECD (2010):r4% 2 >
FRlE g KA CRAART EE g AP KA L F 3 LR S
FORRE A E B L E A A 22 Hlae

Hila: schpsfi ¢ B0 ¢ £ A H 1
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SUCA PRI AT R MR SR FARBEL 2
TR RT & 1R LT % F 241 R % 2 3 1 JE 91 (Dam and Scholtens, 2012) -
%iﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁu it s T2 §RATHART L Eavep re > el
Bz Eqle kG Bxd N RS § T 5 AMB AR & FRT blde
BREEgY Mg (Slronl and Resti, 2007 ) » ngg¢ﬁ¢ﬁ§fﬁg@&;ﬁ;&¢;? % 35213
WhHoxe mEd v g AR S - A5 4714 4] (Diamond, 1984; Allen and
Santomero, 1997; Scholtens and van Wensveen, 2000 ) fg\;g FERAKEY - P
R AR S £ E AR RE 2 S0 2L g - ReDR R & £ RS
*E}.»%Kgff,*:@ %Kﬁg—'ﬁ'_gﬂ9 é{j\ﬁﬂzﬂi\gjl H1b -
Hib : &gt nie ¢ B E L EAH -
(2)khe

PRy BRI IR T A LRI TR B AR RBERT
Aig g7 {e’%x»q\{ SR G ER E A o FH A ARG L0 4 PR S
ERFREEE RTAFREFLE  FARTALE B EARTRERS L
UHRIKFEE > VL EAEE (Pound, 1988, 1992) » % b % Bl Fuiz 3= 4 £ 44AR 5
*Fm%v%ﬁ"° Froq o F R ARG REREER  RART
FhiE o FuEse s FEAFE > wriFyE2 Hice
Hic: it 4 et v BB ¥ A -
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Ei%_fsg‘_iﬂl_/\ ;-3 (Ferreira and Matos, 2008) - *t T3 # & 3 ®£ e T3t 4 >

éﬁfﬂapfi’4ﬁ£#uﬁs%ﬂmﬂ$i??ﬁév’l%ﬁﬂ%?%
F (Jeon Lee, and Moffett, 2011) o & #t TR F hg ¥ R {1* f L g4
PR EDHE R e K (Choietal, 2013) > » Fp B2 5 #F o
& EA ﬁa‘w o B irik s A2 22 Hleo

Hle: #h ¥ ¢t o BPEEAH -

sﬁé );?Hﬂ o Fr P HF e 8 A ¢h Ty~ (Graham and Kumar, 2006 ) ¢2
#i++ £ (Sialm and Starks, 2012) > ¢* & F # $0fr@P 15 T £ - @ ¥ 47 ®
T A £ & F Boif ok 7 e & (Barber and Odean, 2000 )> £2 #8448 35 4 26 ¢F FAps o
PR FABET RGOS A8k a5 F (De Bondt, 1998; Van Der Burg and Prinz,
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Echambadi, 2002) w #EH# B A F2 5 2 Rhg £ ¢ * Bl > a AH
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i%ﬁag]ﬁ A g,\i GRE R EE fEMEF EAR
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SR P EAGES PRELIPE “WELERELE AT
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1 i 228 228
AEIHRADAES T AR 20 H@ERRIE S RIFE LB E R
FAE-TPBR - TETF - F 1L AR S Y HM I E VTR
ESNECE O INES 2 RS B AR (N S R AR -8 SR S
TIEREE LR R ARG EI AR &k AEHAA T AP 2
A B RAM e T AP Y TEJZ A4 #0772 - L8 -7 3 %
R STFARF CUGRRE AT HEEIHUTIEFHLITFF -
22 BEAAELF A
DISI 4% & & ¥4+ 22 DISI % & & F4 A
T ? 2
851 % 2 2
LR 4 4
gk 4 2 2
T 2 2
TERTE 1 1
L1 ¥ 1 1
P EE 1 1
A4 ¥ 1 1
ﬁ,\%l% 3 3
e A - 4 2 2
T ek ik 1 11
Loy 13 13
Ci SN 3 3
THERE 2 2
SEE S 4 4
B 7 7
Hu g3 % 3 3
BUE 3 3
FEER 3 3
R R 1 1
H 5 5
£ 2 76 76
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-~ RETEAF T H
(- )R TA
1. R#&XR
AP 2 REFTH KRG = (TR %48 %4 - New Finance ~ 4+ ¢

@*Tﬁﬁiﬁi%map#’®éﬁ%1£%&gﬁﬁﬁk$ﬁﬁ’
B ABEA DRREALEERTE -

2. R ¥

AT e SHcl R FA 2013 £ DISIE L o 4 SUS £om 0 B LR S 1o
FRFAF PG 0 FUBR S w2 B o 2 3 RS R 7 A 4T -

3. b Bk

W ¥gssgrr 2010 £ 1 2012 & FAL o % %) 2013 & DJSI & & AL 2013
EA4V T A r<2013&m81+§;~£+#m7» R EELT 2013 44 > 2 DISI ¢ &
FEFEREFE R (3L 5F) DY iy MEP B33 (5FRdF 0 2012) 0 & A8
1 s % 2010 &£ 1 2012 0 #—ﬁi,—;—k % 0 M %re T4 (pooling data) A 47
SR D lE R g R

AR 2010 £ 3 2012 # 2 goiy (GOV) ~ £ @81 (BANK) - T304 &
(FUND)~ =@ 4 (CORP)~ ¢ % (FORE)~4z* (INDIV)- &% (DRT) &%
A (MGT) g f\ﬁﬁﬂk’}ﬁiﬂ}i%ﬁ” FEATT 2 p BB w7+ ¥ (ELECT) i3
%ﬁiﬁﬁi‘c’ﬁv%ﬁz’ﬁr‘ R EGR TR TER T e R UE
¥ R E S RTEZIHLGTIFE FL 2 1}%3'/ gL F L R L2 N IE
$ (w 4o Geringer, Tallman, and Olsen, 2000; Capar and Kotabe, 2003; Ruigrok and
Wagner, 2003) > + 5 B} & F r0hgt F 2 R g™ SV T LR AR i 4 %
B (bldo: hied B § F 2 -2009) 0 g a3 2 2010 & 3 2012 & 2 “hgdt 5 ¢ =
#i (EXPO) 1% 5 F%E it et T2 5 i o

4. Fil %

SEE L ERAEAE L > & E A MY sEF &2 (Gallo and Christensen, 2011) >
FORA A B2 @}I?%ﬂ' e Eoor v 5§ E R PR I % ¥ (Ohlson, 1995;
Arora and Dharwadkar, 2011; Dam and Scholtens, 2012 ) » 2@ % & ¥y ¥ 42 » 7 i

PEARE O mAFE L M A (CAPITAL) 5 & ERBN R g e o par sy &
@r;_u,_%&.s%?']imﬁﬁ:}ﬁ%% - iFd 2 f‘Jmi ¥ OUF A SR FY S A T2 % 8 (Margolis
and Walsh, 2001; Dam and Scholtens, 2012) PR A AT G R ERG Ml
i K FE R F (ROE)» #& 4 # 7 I Johnson and Greening (1999) 2 ROE i% 3
PATRS pe e IR BT S g o fE ek ey A EFAFH Y E ik - o

T iE

%
AR

%’Q
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FEHAEBRE D Fok
FAF Y g he et | E 0 (LEVE) #rkds F (LIQ) %5 kb
£+ % #ic (Barnea and Rubin, 2010; Dam and Scholtens, 2012 ) - CSR & >t A 4 12
P& BEFFEFAHEL B2 2 ey 1T A F R IF5 CSR ML H (H
W BELTE-2000; F B %L EEMmT A 02012 RIER BEHLLL
2014 ) e ATy M E FALR TRk AT pE AR Az fEMEF IR
SHAmgh (AWARD ) - AR X B+ TP ERFHnFE2 - > EA
¢oEr 3z pc (2010) #IRATH R k=0 B *ﬁﬂﬁgﬁE%%ﬁﬁ§%%§ﬁ
0 kAP THLE CSR ApM 2 f & #7F (BNEWS) & r3rd] - RBA 6 7 5 &
Firngerkz - > 3P FIF 5 ~§ &k EskR? = (2010) %R 1SO 14001 3=
BAORP TR A AR LRI & AT ¥ £ 87 5 P 1SO 14001
0 (ISO) & regpdl « 2 4] %ﬁtl@aﬁ» #2010 £ 3 2012 & HF AL H R F b
A5
(=)= % 3
S A M B R T
SUS; = 3, + B,GOV, + B,BANK,, + #,FUND, + 3,CORP, + f,FORE,
+S;INDIV, + B,DRT, + S,MGT, + B,ELECT, + B,,EXPO, + ,ROE,
+8,L1Q, + BsLEVE, + B,CAPITAL, + B,s AWARD, + 3,,BNEWS,

+5,;180; + B YEAR, + ¢ (1)

He

SUSi Si PR Fw 2013 E4DISIR L FF G L FEME O

GOV =i 2P %t SRR R F

BANK; =i =@ % t & g gipfpds uot 5

FUND;, =i 27 % t & chiZ s £ 350000 5 ;

CORPy =i 2@ % t&eha @k A4t &

FORE; =i &7 % t & ca?h T 5 )

INDIV;, =i 2 & % t &£ g =% 450t &

DRT; Si PR tE T L X

MGT; SIS U - = SR LIRS = 3 U

ELECTy =i 2P % t&#&F 33 F % > s afasy TR 248 LRI
51 FFRIKE0;

EXPO; SN S FEFF AN o FFRRE L B AR
* &0

ROE;, Si PRt ALK EERPSF

LIQ SR A S TS R N CTS S & FERTS A - DF
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LEVE: =i 2@ ¥ taEaf figg e (f fRys s am:

CAPITAL; =i 2 P % t & e7F A 375 Log ;

AWARD;, =i 27 % tﬁf‘?{@’ﬁ B AT AT pE AN G ARk
%ﬁ"ﬁi’ IR A 10 &R E 05

BNEWS; =i 27 tﬂp%{@ ;mg TEL R ATE

x&0;

1SO;; Si 2P F tEPFLE G 1S014001 2 s ¥ F RIK A 1 AR

505
YEAR: = B ehird| s> 2011 # ¥ 2012 # L% - B s E e

Bl & SRR S AL T R ok AT

SUS, = S, + B,GOV, + 3,BANK, + 8,FUND, + 3,CORP, + 3, FORE,
+B,INDIV, + 8,DRT, + SMGT, + GOV, x ELECT,
+/,,BANK x ELECT, + 8,FUND, x ELECT, + 3,CORP, x ELECT,
+p3,,FORE, x ELECT, + 3,INDIV, x ELECT, + 8,sDRT, x ELECT,
+BsMGT, x ELECT, + f3,,ELECT, + B,,EXPO, + 3,,ROE, + f3,,L1Q;
+f,,LEVE, + f3,,CAPITAL, + 8,,AWARD, + f3,,BNEWS,, + /3,510,
+ﬂ26YEARit +& (2)

/‘ 7r4

-3:_}:

B8 B TSR S AR B A ok AT

SUS; = 8, + GOV, + ,BANK,, + A,FUND, + 8,CORP, + 3, FORE,
+B,INDIV, + ,DRT, + fMGT, + GOV, x EXPO,
+S,BANK x EXPO, + f;FUND, x EXPO, + /3,CORP, x EXPO,
+sFORE, x EXPO, + f3,,INDIV, x EXPO, + f3,:DRT, x EXPO,
+sMGTy x EXPO, + S ELECT; + BgEXPO; + fgROE; + S LIQ;
+ B LEVE, + f,,CAPITAL, + ,,AWARD, + B,,BNEWS, + £3,c1SO,
+B,6YEAR, + & A3)

AT B D ARE TEERFAADISIR FE AR LSBT e H
Mo AR EE T PUR 07 E L R L] 0 2 2 oy Al
SEE B R ARPIF R A TRIBCD AT § 2 2 2 - (FRHENR 82 5R 47 £ 2009
Geiger and Rama, 2003; Yeh, Chi, and Lin, 2014 ) » fe pt & 45> ;2 ¥ % 83 37 5 L4 -
Liouand Tzeng (2012)z% 5 “dif R @ » B A A2 24T 02 52 % & o
e 10 B (deC|S|on criteria) - Yeh et al. (2014)#ﬁ Sl seniit 2 E £ P B
U] Do TR EVEAR CELA LA FAp AH - REFCFH
VIR EEGLP RBCR E E RME R o
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T ERREC LD EES

~ B {EATE ETFK— B H ey & fichit 2 2 el o f;T;;A}«ffr A IR I

B rLenie fFRCA] AT 39y BB B o blao ¥ A f AR R A H R

LRHEREA LA R¥RE g R - p B YR AN p Rk

ZEFF - RAGELFREAHERF 3 #Bkmﬁzﬁﬁi* Ropd o g o BRI fF

SRR BRI R RF O BAIP A p R R Wik F AR M

F A2 R R BN B ¥R A fRPBER 0 2 2R R BB B ¥

B BB R (XL 2008)0 d v g %’?ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂfﬁ@,{ﬁié R g

BELEEY  § BRERLRASNFER T bR e - BB FAR
AR FE ARG ] S (Warner 2008)

EFEFAFEE ERERF > B2y 0 R B fif? #-4] ( Simnett,
Vanstraelen, and Chua, 2009) > F]t 4 < hféé?ﬁi © 1}? CHR G Z A BERTIE AR
BEIRLS &ﬁﬁkﬁﬁiﬁéﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁo

AoV 2 Py R TR, 2N BT &'Eif?ﬁ’éi.&#ﬁfﬁé ) e 5’5‘ G #E‘Eﬁ?
Gl T MRRPIE TS R AT RIS R o ¥ TH*EE o
BEAEZ A L RREREABRFEE B o A5y & % Hosmer-Lemeshow
¥ T HREMECA Aeig B 0 % Hosmer-Lemeshow si3t 8 A i 8 % -k & pk o R
A B S A TR N LR L TS R 0 10 - AT G
BT iﬁ A2 W o

B.apus

- \#{ r}s;g‘;.l.

3035 AT LRBRT REA o M AMA AT LB OREAT 0 195
20 B PO A Lk b (£ 2765 )0 A et P FEF T R EOR A LK
BF (X456 4)-

43 uﬁﬁ%iﬁa

DISI & & & ¥4 A EDISI % & f ¥4 4 £ 2k
GOV 192 84 276
BANK 212 197 409
FUND 224 177 401
CORP 225 216 441
FORE 228 228 456
INDIV 228 225 453
DRT 228 228 456
MGT 209 204 413

LR HCR A C GOV 5 FORHE L F BANK !ﬁ,@ﬁﬁﬁaﬁww “FUND % % 3% 4 £ ## %14 % «CORP
L2P3 A F S FORE 5 b F45 00t % INDIV 5 4¢7 59500 % ~ DRT 5 #F 49500 5
MGT 3 530 & it & o
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BlL 532 g b2 T3odcsrig @z DISIR & & £ 2 i )45 el a
B2 P15 22 DISI & ¢ 2 &% o AR 10 2 7 @ 4w e ot 5@ 5 > DISI
RS EEAGES AFS S S AT TN LR SR

NP E A S ES R BN ST AL 2t 2 ¥
¥ N BX#E,2.83 4B AR,

0.38 3.88 frat g A RrHE.
2.81
WU AR
m A B AR AT
[ FES-F T9.0%:
m N3] R AR
m SR AEAR
#HP AR
mEFEAE
&1 AR
W1 DISI&&&¥2 % GARR (k)
gg;g/\g,{ﬁ,\ﬁiﬁﬂiﬁ,l.m TR P X
0.79 2.43 #,1.73
W R R
= o Bk R AL
w53 K AE
w3k ARRAE
m SR AR
P REAR
mEFAAE
439 ARLAE

W2 #£DISI#EEFL RS GAFRE (35%)
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A EHRE LD EE
24 R FE AT e S TR 8% 4ok Bl 12 B2 DISI k& 4 %
SRR & R %*f”é$&%ﬁ¥A“ﬁlﬁ&h*“ﬂﬁ’£%

b

vﬁﬁ$%Tﬁa;%%,g£¢@g LB oA 2Pk AR A0S R F
R SR S L 205 ?ﬁ%é?iﬂ RefE
1&% * 2 ROE e $oic 3 15,1452 £ 5 14130 243k £ ¢ 4% 4 chT 5% 5 1.93 -

%§£§2N3’26ﬁ£$ﬁ¥1"ﬂoﬁ? ﬁﬁxﬁ%wi<uQ>ml
Pfcs 184182 5 1160 2 ¢ iﬁﬂ&mli’lﬁtﬂ 2 22 1R L5 2720

BEEFHF LR R LEERAL P FHEE Y (LEVE) %358k 113~ 4
b Y 077,,4& EFRADTIORA L 204 FB L 55330 1A F 5 ¥
frof P o EEH AL F A (CAPITAL) enT 3o s 1321 #8415 051
E 4 ;ﬁ%nﬂf@ﬁalZM HHELL045 1A FEFHFL LR - B
LEEHRAZ A S (EXPO) ehT dafici: 053~ %% 1L 5 050> 457 F 53%:
BAH g F A0 ey 2R 2L LY AT ol L 047~ £ X % 050
%ﬁ’ﬁ AT%erde A B oh Al L 309 (=i gL mg Ed 2 HTHEZZFEFHETS

v EMFAR R LEEHRAZ fEME T TR A% (AWARD) T 1ok

OH
)

=

5 TR L G 0440 A L g R ADTIORN G 006 R L5 023> 23
FLIHFE AR o R LEFWALALE T ] 6 ATH 2 B#RFE (BNEWS) &
Tyogc s 03618 £ 4 0480 24k - £ AT iogp] L 018 %% £ 5 0.39
PAKEFRHEYL e LBk & ¥R A2 1SO 14001 2 5 5 % Heen T 308 E 0.77 -
TRl L 50420 g L EE R AHTIONRD] L 062 HEL 50490 25 X B 5 M
¥

L 5 :é % B[ ¢ Pearson 4p B 7% o> FORHE FE(GOV )~ £ F 45 4 %% 42 ( BANK) ~
A £ %4 (FUND) “t 334 (FORE) 22 & ¥ X5 (SUS) L A F 1 40 B >
Ao @ x A HE(CORP )~ 47 = "% (INDIV )~ ¥ "% ##(DRT )% £ 12 £ i 4#(MGT)
PR RBE G ANM > @ ot cip B s ] 4t 0.7
CREEE
%6 % iP”;Lmnﬁwﬁmﬁﬁ$ﬁﬁz%rﬂ‘é%o”ﬂmwﬂﬁé
=

N

ol
0%
[y
% U A
_“7

g AR I pseudo R? 5 0.653 ﬁ:’“] 2. Hosmer & Lemeshow & %
0706 % 7 s #4142 BEA(D)BI 7 S A 2% TR E QLRGP LT
T RE o L4F Hlc~Hle» 2x G 887 ¥i‘ LR OREREF R ER

ARG B e g B o A FUPRE %Ir WHE S B R ORE o SIT AR ¥ A
wbﬁﬁ¥éw%’x%Hm H1f ~ H1g 22 Hlh o " %% 87 o o YRR Rk
P ¥ E sy B R B Op g pochf ¢ 2 % (Dam and Scholtens, 2012) -
5] 4o J}’z}"ﬂu* WEAHFT AL E > Fal § B PRI 0 REAAFHEKR
AR T A P I E zgﬁ#x 7 (Graham and Kumar, 2006; Sialm and Starks,
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2012): R EE AR N EFRE AR S AF R FAREER  GIL L L
m%%m*%wﬂ4%%ﬂ§&@ &ﬁﬁi&%?@ﬂ*%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁi’gﬂ
TELEGEL AT i AT & E A (Jensen and Ruback, 1983; Preston and
O’Bannon, 1997 ) -

PSR 72 A RE S AFRT R REEFAMRME - £ RS
By ooed B thdcir (0.04) o *ﬁﬁ’b&fﬁ}@ﬁ&wl@‘ﬁixp EEDREHLLIR
(Sironi and Resti, 2007 ) > fe ¥ it Fld} $ﬁ¢%f§ﬂ£%§mﬁ#\? ? 5 ERFHEE
TEBERME . 2P A qp thlki b (-002) 5 &
PP R G ERT EESREE KA ‘?’ip%é T om A EARM
?u\b%'ﬂ.a#t EFEHEAEAR LEEIRALTIOREFRELI P I g S S PE
R HE L BE T B EAML

THFEHTEFEARTEIREF LM (P B#:-092) » 272 ¥¢REE
EAGE e hant F T EEARFEEREFIAPM (P hEL 147) 0 %
%W%wakﬁﬁﬁikﬁﬁ4§“dBRmAW%&AWWDEHﬁ%EﬁM@
Tlics 118) &7 CSR$»af iz cna @ f £ AL A&idoab ¢ f & ) L(BNEWS)
FmggFEL M (P "‘ﬁit,a 1.14) > \*%“i#mﬁ AP AR oD fERBT R
Ma g an b &g %Lﬁﬁfﬁ—gg —?‘i'}ﬁig X RBERHEY L E IR
( Baum and Oliver, 1991; Deephouse and Carter, 2005; Aerts and Cormier, 2009) - #
AREAFHPEEFTFL L B LA AR E

BoA1(2) & A %3 & »c % §4) > pseudo R® % 0.7385 2+ -3 2. Hosmer & Lemeshow
B s 08120 &7t A 2k RR BT T :u?%"’“$ﬁﬁﬁ%&’%’i%’i PR ES LR
AF A E G e &k ’T} T FE B REROR T
$ o R RLERAANE LR AT LR EE%? £ B4
s B EREFEATELARALAEL - 0§ & #ﬁé? Eom s L
LR G 234 > e EEHEATHEE 2 A I EERE S GIWAREE FEX
FROBBHEREG oo @t §2FENTFRBEGIT A NIRRT pF o
FHFLGRAARE LG A JIniE L fEEES AR o

#A1(3) 5 K muuz%wt%qu,mamORzé 0.680 - s #:3) 2. Hosmer &
Lemeshow & % 0.124 > 4 77 2 03] 5 »c o B & % B M4l 0 s PR g £ ¥
ﬁm%%ﬁiiL@ﬁwm%oﬁ&»%mﬁﬁé%*~ymﬁu$&%7k’%
%@ﬁ’E$W%“iT’ﬁ&&ﬁ%*¢#K$ﬁf3%3?4ﬁ%’9§ﬁ&
A et b R R T L R R R e eng EpF s AR e gk

EF R AFEY AR fEAFHE RS c A N ETFRBE L EAY
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Panel A © &cit | o3t

Panel B : = % T ¥ %_

DISI % ¢ & ¥4 4 2 DISI & & & ¥4~ S FERLL

ik N & fE &+ T 8L &)@ & E Tk HRL1 T FRL1 TiogaiR#E  tvalue
GOV 228  0.00 38.42 283 581 0.00 38.66 1.23 461 1.59 6.84 0.45 3527
BANK 228  0.00 19.57 388 375 0.00 19.99 2.43 3.64 1.46 5.12 0.34 4.29™
FUND 228  0.00 13.68 281 274 0.00 20.70 1.73 3.46 1.08 4.25 0.28 3.847"
CORP 228  0.00 83.86 19.83 17.93 0.00 85.64 22.80 17.70  -2.97 22.89 1.52 -1.96™
FORE 228  1.97 84.92 3449 17.44 0.02 9550 13.03 15.26  21.47 21.83 1.45 14.85™
INDIV 228 222 80.54 31.67 16.81 0.00 9455 55.89 2225 -24.22 2598 1.72 -14.08™
DRT 228 061 78.06 1536 13.21 409 88.96 22.53 17.17  -7.17  19.41 1.29 5577
MGT 228  0.00 7.67 038  0.66 0.00 1317 0.79 1.69  -041 1.78 0.12 -3.48™
ROE 228 -29.08 100.63 15.14 1413 -286.6 48.37 1.93 2753 1321 29.29 1.94 6.817"
LIQ 228 044 10.63 1.84 1.16 0.25 36.64 2.20 272  -0.35 2.94 0.19 -1.82""
LEVE 228  0.15 4.42 113 0.77 0.03  42.60 2.04 533  -0.91 5.32 0.35 259"
CAPITAL 228 11.78 1441 1321 051 11.68  14.38 12.74 0.45 0.47 0.43 0.03 16.417

EXPO 228  0.00 1.00 053 050 0.00 1.00 0.47 0.50 0.05 0.54 0.04 1.48

AWARD 228  0.00 1.00 027  0.44 0.00 1.00 0.06 0.23 0.21 0.44 0.03 7.237
BNEWS 228  0.00 1.00 036  0.48 0.00 1.00 0.18 0.39 0.18 0.58 0.04 455"
ISO 228  0.00 1.00 077  0.42 0.00 1.00 0.62 0.49 0.15 0.58 0.04 402"

1. %, w xR ) £ 10% ~ 5%z 1%%)},{»\?""_&‘7]\} o

2. LK DGOV L FfpdF it & - BANK & £ g 4520t 5 FUND % 5322k 4% 900 5~ CORP %
EACEERF CDRT 3 FFH50F S MGT 5 532 A #F9t F “ROE 3 % L EF S ~LIQ 5 0x

L

Pk A 4Et 5 FORE 3 45900 %+ INDIV
% “LEVE 3 f ff f£5+* ~ CAPITAL & 7 ~ 375
.
.

Log~EXPO & #t it F2 4% ~AWARD 5 £ ¥it ¢ F 22 R %8 -BNEWS 5 £ ¥4 ¢ F 2§ 5 ATH 2 B ¥ ¥~ 1SO 5 1S014001 2 ji 4% % #c o
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% 5 Pearson ip B % #ci

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
SUS 1
GOV 0157 1
BANK 0197 0217 1
FUND 0177 0157 005 1
CORP  -0.08" -0197" -0177" -0117 1
INDIV ~ -052"" -0.20™" -0.20™" -0.13™" -0.37"" 1
FORE 0557 0.06 0.07 008 -0317 063 1
DRT 023" 009" -004 -0177" 0407 -0.317 -005 1
MGT -0.167" -0.11" -0.08" -001 -001 009  -002 -0.03 1
ROE 0297 005 0137 0.167 -0.227" -0.16"" 02777 -002 006 1
LIQ -0.08" 001 -0.04 -001 006 005 -010" 004 006 004 1
LEVE  -0.127 -0.04 0.05 -0.09° 0.5 -0.03 -0.08 009" 0107 -0347 008 1
CAPITAL 044 025 0.16" -0.18"" 0.03 -0.38"" 0327 -006 -0.27"" -0.25" -0.21"" 0.05 1
ELECT 000 -005 -0.02 0137 -025" 005 0217 -023 001 -011" -0.08" -007 -003 1
EXPO 005 -01477-005 006 -0.14"" 0117 0.07 -025" 0127 -007 -0.01 -005 -0.03 0447 1
AWARD 0.29™ 0.13™ 0.117 -003 0.03 -0.28"" 0.28" -0.01 -008 015 -0.09* -0.06 025 -002 -002 1
BNEWS 0.197 0.04 -001 0.02 001 -009" 008 -003 -010" -007 -0.06 -005 0.227 -0.15" -0.107 -0.07 1
ISO 01777 006 -004 -006 001 -0.107 015  -001 -0.09" -0.12" -0.02 -0.127 024" 001 0127 0117 0147 1
1%, %% xwkowl (% 2 10% ~ 5% 198 & g % K E -
2. HUAK GOV 3 FRHE st & BANK W LT FUND;#”&&#‘:”»LH CORP 3 2 7 % #31t % ~ FORE % b #4554 % ~ INDIV

LA F DRT LEFEH S MGT 5 I8 A 9 % ROE 4% iﬁnfﬁﬁ“’*‘ ~LIQ i imdsit F S LEVE 5 f f 5 » CAPITAL L AR
Log ~ ELECT % % 2 R EXPO Looh gL Foo r‘ww: ~AWARD 3 & ¥4 ¢ F = #2 b 5 % #ic - BNEWS 3 ;—; g FEE G AT L B
ISO % 15014001 %ﬁ%&

A8%vd 21z
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S AR Lk

% 6 Logit i fF#-3] (n=456)

€)) 2) 3)
B se B se B se
Constant -43.747  7.87 -56.51""  11.00 43917 9.47
GOV -0.08" 0.05 -0.05 0.05 -0.09" 0.05
BANK 0.04 0.06 -0.12 0.09 0.00 0.09
FUND 0.24™  0.06 0417 0.13 0.277"  0.09
CORP -0.02 0.02 -0.05 0.03 -0.01 0.03
INDIV 0.077"  0.02 -0.08” 0.03 -0.06" 0.04
FORE 0.04" 0.02 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.03
DRT -0.07"  0.01 -0.03 0.02 -0.067°  0.02
MGT 0.42" 0.21 -0.11 0.29 -1.18" 0.61
ROE 0117  0.02 0.16™ 0.03 0.117  0.02
LIQ -0.08 0.18 -0.33 0.22 -0.01 0.19
LEVE -0.60™ 0.29 -0.93” 0.38 -0.61" 0.30
CAPITAL 4627 072 6.03"" 1.05 4617  0.80
ELECT -0.92" 0.47 -3.38 5.16 -0.54 0.50
EXPO 1477 0.50 2.15™ 0.61 4.32 6.76
AWARD 1.187 0.56 1.317 0.65 1.197 0.60
BNEWS 1.14™ 0.43 1367 0.51 1.19" 0.45
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