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The Relationship between Board Characteristics
and CFO Characteristics

Yi-Hui Tai”

Abstract: Most prior studies on the relationship between the board and top management
team (TMT) has focused on the chief executive officer or board of directors rather than
other members in the TMT. Literature published in TSSCI journals during the past 10
years, did not focus on the chief financial officer (CFO). However, the literature points
out the increasing importance of CFO, and the law stipulates that appointment and
dismissal of CFO must be approved by the board of directors. Therefore, this study aims
to explore the relationship between the characteristics of CFO and those of the board of
directors.

This study examines the following three characteristics of the board of directors
affect the characteristics of the CFO: (1) the number of other companies in which
directors of the company are serving concurrently as their directors; (2) the directors’
accounting background; (3) the CFO serving simultaneously as board director. The
empirical results of this study support the hypotheses that the greater the number of
directors holding other companies’ directorship, the higher the probability that the
existing CFO originates from outside the company. Moreover, the higher the proportion
of company directors with an accounting background, the greater the likelihood that the
CFO also has an accounting background. Finally, if the CFO is also serving as board
director, the existing CFO is less likely to be dismissed. The empirical results of this
study can supplement deficiencies in extant literature on the subject of CFO.

Keywords: board, top management team, CFO, dismissal

Associate Professor, Ming Chuan University
The author gratefully acknowledges comments by the editor and two anonymous referees.
Submitted January 2018
Accepted February 2020
After 5 rounds of review
DOI: 10.6675/JCA.202005_21(1).04



FTELEEPfoMBLF B F2Mm 95

<Rl BEF T R RS A TR S gl E R L
& & ¢ (Johnson, Daily, and Ellstrand, 1996; Daily, Dalton, and Cannella Jr., 2003;
Adams, Hermalin, and Weishach, 2008 ) - i #3 Fama and Jensen (1983) % Jensen and
M%WmﬂW@%ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ’%1gﬁ$ﬁﬂ%ii5?$%;%@%(mp
management team, TMT ) e i@ £ T o sgpt 2 #b > S8 P2 5 29 R o F
FReFgARTE LA > HL T fFERHFM RTIARTETL - 227 FAT R
FPARLF AR L B0 P A 27 2 AT ERAEL KR
2. %2 }~¢f»‘ SRLL L Bk R 3. *}% o2 R ﬁigllﬁiﬁ—‘ﬁi~
MR 2R EFELEE L2 AT o Ft o FU BT HS P SR
Aopa PEAATRERLY  FRf-ALE GRS hd TEFE, RE
HTIMT - E% ¢ 7 ¥ 0 TMT E8 7 5 ¢ 45:E 3 TMT ~ j2 iz TMT ~ @ TMT 2 §
¥ TMT 38 v #4475 % (Johnson et al., 1996; Hillman and Dalziel, 2003) > ¥ -
2o TMT ff 28 B ¥ AR A& P aug§ 2% 5 Mas® F4 5(Knight,
Pearce, Smith, Olian, Sims, Smith, and Flood, 1999; Carpenter, Pollock, and Leary, 2003;
Collins and Clark, 2003) ° F]p* » 3345 % ¢ fo TMT 2 [ chbf B 44 5 jir= 7 2
FE ) AL L+ ) 2 ipruFfsn\ﬂ 7 % #& 7 (Johnson et al., 1996; Haynes and Hillman,
2010) -

W4 G MY EF Y TMT 2 s § A 380 M 2 dFd i gm (Chief

Executive Officer, CEO) - #& > # 3t H # TMT = R (Dalton, Daily, Ellstrand, and
Johnson, 1998; Haleblian, Kim, and Rajagopalan, 2006; Combs, Ketchen Jr., Pewyman
and Donahue, 2007 ) - B 17 10 & 7% A& TSSCI # 1| + » F3E4 L 8 3 F o
ETUARMRA DT FARA LA A ML ol ST ERRR 0 Do E 2k 3
L (2008) ~ 3 i~ g eF iy il (2011) ~m 3@ (2012) ~ 3 85% - %
£ B8 R (2013) ~f 40 K (2017 ) 52, fold G IR gk Ap B o blde B0HE ?\(2009) .
E4 N HRE R i poad .% ¥ 41 (2010) ~ 47 %5 5 BAag mosigg (2011)
e & (2017) o k@ 547 10 # p 3025 7% & TSSCI # 7] F eh> & hiF 3 r,-’?
FAFOPREm Y hhE 8 TMT &£ F o F K #7342 Menz (2012) 2 Uhde,
Klarner, and Tuschke (2017) MR ENR FLET TMT ¥ “f TR EIE v end 5o
B> 29 Menz (2012){ i Hdp N pdars #1 (R ke ﬁ{u; P4 7% £ — Chief
Financial Officer, CFO) £ 5 # 3 4 o

ST Cz

! M&],z ErEia THBE  -% @ f’i’ﬁ R ER N P e R T g R ARA B R A M
£ (Chief Financial Officer, CFO) * Z ¥ % &
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3 § L%k 4ot Zorn (2004) ~ Uhde etal. (2017)#-p4 432§ (CFO) 45 &
= 4 2 (second-in-command) - » F ¥ & - 4o : Feng, Ge, Luo, and Shevlin (2011)
#¥ptira g (CFO) # 5 'g ™% (watchdogs) > # L P43 4 (CFO) 32 @ |
ERERARERR S TARE 2 MR L vy Aid 2 -vfxt 1 (Mian, 2001) -
# » Mixi ¢ (CFO) <€ o AR G B P g3 Ak i 8 (TR R R
(Baxter and Chua, 2008) - s+ *F > p4722 ¢ (CFO) *f 7 @it i & pdas & d oo

S EFEPREFEE T B R FanTi 2 % {EE R (Zorn, 2004; Indjejikian
and Mat¢jka, 2009; Meyer-Doyle, 2012; Huang and Kisgen, 2013) » ]t 5 7 “# 7 #&
A P4k A (CFO)#>t 2 @ i @ englig £ 24 F en(Zorn, 2004; Higgins and Gulati,
2006) - {HF > FRATEFLLRIMALE (CFO) L A2 7P IWEF A F]
frid s g 4 .'rﬁTMT % B (Goodman and H|rsch, 2010) - ¥ - 3 5 » Firf 4 F
Aol XA S E 4 > Blde ! 2B (Enron) ~ 2 A 7 % (Worldcom) - @
w7 iR F (CFO) 3t 2 @ & f ki i@ (Collins, Masli, Reitenga, and
Sanchez, 2009; Burks, 2010) © g+ #b » F 33t » § 2 S pira § (CFO) 4 2 8%
|+ o b4 D & P+ (Siemens) R4ira g (CFO) —Joe Kaeser & AR
(PepsiCo) g% ¢ (CFO) —IndraNooyi ; * 4@ p &4 % #4433 ¢ (CFO)
—EEFAAEEL S BABEEREE .

RATEHHT o MArAF (CFO) g & ¢ o dhE &b p B3 #
WP ARV UATEY L MR T (Uhdeetal, 2017) o gt > FF £ H
Mard § (CFO) - E‘a» S g0 T2 EF g epdariF (CFO) B e
3 #AE S FA A8 F (CFO) kiEihf im4c £ @ + #§# 4 (Fahlenbrach, Low, and
Stulz,2010) - @ - i+ &5 S ERHAEL Brupdisi F (CFO) G149 0 F
FARA S F B A1 F (CFO) i sis it > blde Sl M irdr & ong 3+ o
ﬁ,fxﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi?ﬁﬁigﬂ%aﬂﬁ’%iﬁ“iﬁﬁéﬁm% TEX Sy
(Uhde etal., 2017) ; ¥ - > & » Fpdsra ¢ (CFO) Z A1 % & 72 33t if
HAA 3 5L T UPEA L Z 8T o A% 5 (1) Mian (2001) ~ Arthaud-Day,
Certo, Dalton, and Dalton (2006) - Agrawal, Silberstein, Cooper, Srivastava, and
Ramakrishnan (2009) # Mergenthaler, Rajgopal, and Srinivasan (2012)# 34 p44% 3 ¢
(CFO) #miehp %] ; (2) Carter, Lynch, and Zechman (2009) ~ Zamora (2009) ~ Burks
(2010)47 3¢ P4 732 ¢ (CFO ) # 7 4p B 3% 3L 5 (3) Meyer-Doyle (2012) ~ Huang and Kisgen
(2013)#F 2t pfir 1 ¥ (CFO) > 2 @ o2 B e a B A2 R WM P F 5
Kaczmarek, Kimino, and Pye (2012) » 3% & #7 7 ™ % & 1999 # 3 2008 # 350 R 7
FFEIRA FHEIFEFTHEH 2 TE I BT IR REE MBEEY
REDFFEHEIT Y ANEEIT VL2 8%% - R LHNEF Y D
# ¢ iﬁgﬁumﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂéﬁ’ﬂaﬁﬁpzﬁajﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁiigﬂw
FIHYHBL G I MBER S FFL T AN AT ELET UL

FHEE §FE e F%?NW‘*&M@&?;’;&mz X o
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32 @2 Fp s § (CFO) ApMAT L BT MG £ EF § #1EH
WpiEa g (CFO) HF2®F a @ ,rﬂAgf*mF’“ PAFERMREE § T
i i«%““‘ FaTe 4 2 g2 3R (Zahra and Pearce, 1989 ) o’f pl2 otk e ey @L;L; )

et Gore Matsunaga and Yeung (2011)32 Uhdeetal. (2017)#% ! > i3 = )*Je il S ES

PA7r3 ¢ (CFO) fo @ ARl ez gt s d o £ X 7 ’?‘f"‘ﬁiglpful-tg
- g Emﬂﬁj&;*g (CFO) SfRiE- = g iEapdiri § (CFO) #RE 2 @ § 8
$ﬁ%%%$%i—(&mWMMFWWmmm)oﬂ&’ipﬂu#ﬁﬁig%
Mo & fEs FEA ¢ e (social network) A FH T2 B E LT A 520
SRt b R R B2 4R T § #iane o Blde : Uddin and Gillett (2002) -
Adams et al. (2008) ~ Johnson, Schnatterly, and Hill (2013) ~ Krause, Semadeni, and
Cannella Jr. (2013) ~ Westphal and Zajac (2013) ~ Bedard, Hoitash, and Hoitash (2014) .
Uhde et al. (2017) > # EHFHEF § THZAFRHTHBALFHFTLZ2EE (D)
SPEFLEEE 2P EF I QEF P OEFTT R @Hﬁ~?%ﬁﬁi°a
AT FREE LT AL AT BR o w*mh_&m{>ﬁP”T%ﬁﬂﬁi%
M RTS8 n M Fpt AT A ~Zmi#£ﬁmﬁ1§
FREENERDMBALE > A SHRPHADBL X AH Py HEERLf o ¥
Loz AL EFENTEERPEHUBLFHTZ O 230 F L&
RehE T g EL ML T RAF P T F R7nk  MITFLR
FrafEst > Fli 2 R R e R g 65" 2 g TS 0§ F AR
Eod e EmE o §rcd g { 4(2 ¥ &-2007; Colpan, 2008; Isobe, Makino,
and Montgomery, 2008) - ]t k- A TAL FHEF 0 bldol AT BER Ltk
hIRpATEA F o TRAF ST G £ AL LG R FREEFELE K
o wN R W FFR ﬁiéﬁgﬁﬁéﬁﬂi‘ M oA mﬁi]%ﬂ'l ERARII=N N SR 2N
# (CFO) 3 hl =g -

AEF 2010 # 2 2015 e B AR P A AT R A o A2 A A 1R
%Eﬁﬁ;?ﬁwmﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬂﬁﬁ—?ﬂﬁﬁ;?{?aﬁgﬁ%ﬁ’ki
iﬁﬁﬂ@%ﬁiﬁ&io%”f¥’ﬁPi»NMMmMe%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@w
o8 AFFY AT @Eﬂ: #-7] ¢ 2 standard errors 325 d  clustered robust standard errors
BEBE T AR MAYY T 5 FE Y £ 0 2 11 Heckman & PR EC B 3
*i%ﬁ*é““ﬁ%#’&%ﬁuﬁﬁa 2 ¥+ (two-stage instrumental
variable approach ) %474 % Hcep 4 MR 5E o

AYFHEEFE-RPE O RBFEIERT I ()F P EE AT 0P FE
RIS o RES T MMAREMHBRL TR BRE QT FPFRF LS

2R TR RO P RGP EEER LR RPORFFL MR RIBE M
A enFRp s FI AT B2 GTMRLE FPIIMAY -
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e F o BIMara ?*ﬁﬁg&%§mp%w#m£ @)rMirigfizg
T Pl TR B AR E T GRS o A2 T TR T RIS F A M
i+a2 ¢ (CFO) ff ¥ = p48€ & (Hambrick, 2007; Menz, 2012; Uhde et al.,
2017) - K@ fopdqra g (CFO) Apham g 4riv b » A8 & 2%, 3710 £ ¥ 7;
i %rpdiri g (CFO) 2/ 7 %?mm”*T%UﬂPdPoﬂ&’%P”'
AR RBT IELBN 2 g B o (5 R K p4ard § (CFO) 4 A &ﬂw«$,
ML AT ﬁ’»’}ﬁ:rum?‘}{"co Kﬁz Bz b j\pimg‘, _IE?‘/'{J%"+’§~“ DAY et F T
%%‘l@ Nk 514*% CHT PR L E BT RE FP AL T REET
A fﬁjg.yk.blfrz-r o B4 1 7 EHV‘J?I;L%- \1?.1%]\]11—! i ‘}ﬁ'ﬁimﬁa,%
P Pl g b spdara § (CFO) o “fﬁb’ o AL FRFEPELELG
3 F RS EEMIrLF (CFO) A F LT LK 4R - it 2P FRHE
EFEE L E (CFO) #7 btk o Ft » £2 P F 3L B8 6 2P ¥ 7
RS CFEPS LRGP 2P B AMBAEREEE  NTAHEAF
m%ﬁﬂgmg{ﬂmﬁﬁﬂg’vﬁﬂﬂgﬁggﬂﬂﬁm?ﬁﬁma,aﬁﬁ
A REARBH DT SR e %Eﬂi‘m% AR TR R R R
TS 3 - v L o pMiri g (CFO) 4 Qiz? 2P P ARIE T s
%ﬁifﬁﬂ&\¢iﬁ*%@a&@gwa, pAFA § (CFO) $47hni & B

%%&{%Qq:,% FEiRiE B P TR £ B R T"*&,’E%F&Eﬁﬁqz ﬂm«?x’s@
e e Bt Mard f (CFO) 2zt 3y M- fodahyd A1 g

M

FEELI ool e AP REFRET L (2F ﬁiiﬁﬁ%'
PEFRIECEFPOEITR MBI A EET) g RN 0)
ShEE R T AR FISIRAR M RGP 0 A F R **Eéﬁ%fﬁ““ £
PP B iea PEMEL ? S R o
ﬂ\éﬁﬂm»vﬁ‘t_@p’iﬁr"?Z%%Eﬁ;ﬁﬂ’i‘ﬁ%ﬁﬁ\gﬁﬂi g;ﬁe:’}a F:\ EJ:},“Q%J(
TEAEEF Y BRERE S AP AT RTCFESIFTEES a Rl 3 0

vz B ARy ERETT U o
§~¢ﬁwﬁﬁpiﬁﬁ§£

AT AGE E E L 2 B (Zahra and Pearce, 1989; Finkelstein,
Hambrick, and Cannella, 2009) - k@ > frpdi:3 ¢ (CFO) AaBf 3 = % Loi &
¥ ¢ 122 B (Hambrick, 2007; Menz, 2012; Uhde etal., 2017) > i3 frp4 i+ #
FHE2EE ¢ FEMIBMEFT T ¢ BT g 7 % Kaczmarek et al. (2012)4534 5 % ¢
Py AR EHMHBAAF EHZ T RA > ARAFLY TR HFHAE T
FEPFUHHMBAFEH2ZEE - TP AT FEL T ¥ § AR 2
oo 2 G BFHEEEGY A ATFEAQ)S TR AL L 2P T R (2
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TEPPEF TR QMBLFHLEETE > G2 TFEP BRI FHT LM
B o dp M B BRifAeT o

Mizruchi (1996) 2 Mol (2001)% 3% ¥ =g %+ (board connectedness) + 12
FEPREAEAES -V FRRE ZREE S ATEIEP T NEFELTE RN
F o P ek ag & (Mol, 2001; Nicholson, Alexander, and Kiel, 2004) - & %
BEHH P EFE P LA L et T"u’«l»\/)\’:k‘ S H A& (information
asymmetry) > @ FE R FH RN FEFOMERLET A R LE - F A %S
My & (2010) 2§ en® sk > ref AR € & fhdg - & B (Nodes) chf & > @ & -
Ba BN A - iR (Actor) » #7F S BEEMEE Tl B30 € A% S T ek
ERThom B AR A g ey hizl (Position) ¢ 2R L > F A7
MEBESF R R E (Gulati, 1998) © Flit > FE R ERETAERELEF €
FHoHT2 FrTEFNTRAERLEN TR CTETLF hoddrd LA T
M < B8 (Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998; Sundaramurthy, Pukthuanthong, and Kor,
2014) - BblAa 7 > 2P R T F4woEL AHR P BEEEE R EAL HE B O
PEFFag g FRr vl Z eI Ep L@ (Pfeffer 1972) » T34
Fa s (Burt,1980) o FlMt o wek FE P AR B 2P 3HEEE 0 BT NS
*ﬂwéﬂﬁiWWméf~ﬁ”*m@ﬁw%ﬁ\gf%%_Wﬁmﬁgpﬁg
537k 3Rp452a ¢ (Uhde et al., 2017) - “fﬁ“a“ B FPARE T A S TR
¥ F 73 g4 A (Mol, 2001; Nicholson etal., 2004 ) - §es & 1§ § a0 4 2| ¥73%
P24 g{@@axorﬂ AT RAE ST EE T AR 2P FE RS
PlEH & P T E DA ERET A PFEESEL 2P FTEPF R 0@
hIMPAIFA F A E S EH A HEFPE TR G OV R EREB o Pt
AT ERNEFR L AT o

Hi: #2283 4586 22 FF Rl 5 > P12 2 pfara § L 3pasd 4 enw
otk o
@éé%ﬁ&%i%i@ﬁ%*&Lﬁ’%¢*%i§$ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’%f%?

AR EHRCRRETALT P ”Lr@ & e F - 3% (Zahra and Pearce, 1989;

Johnson et al., 1996; Adams et al., 2008) - @ & ¥ ¢ chfF{is € BB g ofiE

(Uhde et al., 2017) - Mf pe2oek s A4 FoR@ s (human capital theory ) » 325 B 4

1% ¥ B EFT nnfEd (Becker, DeGroot, and Marschak, 1964; McDonald,

Westphal, and Graebner, 2008; Johnson et al., 2013) » &i4c @ & 5 €374 & 1% Fdo

FHREFTESR AV RGATPMAALE G M€ R sk R o iR

AATREETEMB £ RIABR L DG TF P I FF ik g

PRFAMAZFTEREZNE > 0 FEIRRRIHET P TR HHEER o FF

ﬁi§¢ﬁ %Q“%iﬁﬁﬁmgﬁaﬁiﬁgéié*ﬁ’“%ﬁiwﬂ”ﬁ

dfeg A R el B MG ARE ZAEEAFET E 2 i 5 (DeFond,
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Hann, and Hu, 2005; Krishnan, Wen, and Zhao, 2011; Wang, Xie, and Zhu, 2015 ) » 7« =
TFEFABECFILA i en A p A g3 E w4 (Coles,
Wang, and Zhu, 2015) - %A 3RF 52 F €A LA 3 F Rt EF P
FlhpLeng bR ARG i ol e gy AME e bl AR fiE
BHEARDGLANEPERLS LG EFEIREA EP AR LG
EEELREPBET RO EREMBLY > FEFEELFERL 8T %
Foofpet 0 AL E DT ABEGR o

m:%§i§¢ﬁ BEF AR ERF R OPMBLES EREPF R
i pAx

)

¢

f

FTFerd BB U RET T AR EFRRE > A RE T € F a4 L RamE
i@ A dre~itm é;i Pz 2 3 ix 43 (Schoorman, Bazerman, and Atkin, 1981;
Hwang and Kim, 2009; Fracassi and Tate, 2012; Coles, Daniel, and Naveen, 2014 )

o B EERBMAEIEA Pt g XEF §F T E P (Zahraand Pearce
1989) ;A ¢ B FEFEFFALNFIZ > e HRTFERET - F 2@ ¢ 2=k
3 &3 TMT z_ & en3 #4 5 (Zahra and Pearce, 1989; Tuggle, Schnatterly, and Johnson,
2010) 72  EFEFHAf TMT # A2 FAF 5 #TAF > Frd fFaika f
Lrd 3 e "L FR- A RFEE TMT = ﬁaﬁiwﬁwgﬁﬁgigp
fﬁ‘t" FRIFEIZA g sl A B TMT & R AL F a7 i (28 < (Uhde et
al., 2017 ) - )4 : Bedard et al. (2014))*1.%%5&% PAARL F enfgd AR S S PO P g
&ﬁ%%( %ﬁ%i)vWﬁMﬁﬂgﬁﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁM@%,%@%ig?ﬂ

AL R A E T P SR I A £ 44 FiRipM A E > e Johnson etal.
(2013)3{ FeEAMET Ao Westphal and Zajac (2013)~ *K’? WPAFRA g ihfEd €
%@Mﬁi%%%ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁoﬁW%Mﬁi%%*Eigﬁm%Jﬁ%%’Mﬁ
i AR E T € T (Krauseetal, 2013) o Ft AFTF G K HAARL F 4
EoPEER §FLGEM gt < 0@ R E ML FARREE DT
BT o fpgt > AP TR NBER 40T o

H3: FRiasa §4 PREE2PET > PIMSBL §RRE N7 g T o
FoFIRY

- AT KR

TEXHAEBEFH T HUBLFRHTLEEZ AR RETHARTOT G2
»ﬁpﬂuzmm@meﬁwwnﬁé—pp Bk oo TR A GIE BT

’ _‘F’%‘g)lg’ R E’Jﬁu%%‘é’gﬂé rE’Ii’z‘Jﬁi]}j—égﬁﬁ}%"i%g\;j\ﬁﬂi‘él{—vﬁa}»};j\;}ﬁ
SRR LR T, BE AR PO RS -
4 &Iﬂiﬁﬁrk}h F B 453 2007 # & ~ 2008 £ 47 > 1 F] 5 2008 £ 9 * 9% & % % (Lehman Brothers)
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2lef i A AR TEIFRAEERZ 22 R ~ PSP FH 5 2010 £
% 1,662 7> 2011 & % 1,664 7> 2012 & 5 1,666 F 2013 # 5 1,673 Fs 2014 &
5 1,681 702015 & 5 1682 Fo AL Ik A ik R Hcinafk & 2 7 £ 5372 Lk
B Bofl £ B0 4,656 LB E 0 9 & RsHE Ak 46% o

%1 RABEERL

2010 # 2011 # 2012 # 2013 # 2014 & 2015 & &3+

BRAstk~ (% & &K 1,662 1664 1666 1673 1681 1,682 10,028
FA R P TR

AL APFEEA (1) (3) (5) (12) (20) (21) (62)
S EBMBE ML

pepEe

HA2:BkEe (255)  (195)  (149) (114)  (70)  (35)  (818)
2P EE R Y
FI R % TR
KB EHRA (12) a7 @16 (1) (1) (24 (111)

-HAARIERA (42) (42) (42) (43) (43) (42) (254)
Tobin’s Q

HFERIFEE A (46) (57)  (45) (30) (42)  (35) (255)
2P AR M

TR

HFE:HIG A (289)  (546) (643)  (758) (757)  (879) (3.872)
o ;E PERE -

g §°
A S S 1,017 804 766 695 728 646 4,656
i i 4 5 (%) 61%  48%  46%  42%  43%  39%  46%

A EP RS B F A SRR AR HEEF - 212009 ¢ 1R ERE R - ATy
AL RTRERR R AR A ST I F R Bt R g ) i ACEERT 2010 £ o vt
2t R Y R 2017 E 3 ¢ BB L TEI TR RS A L 472016 £ 4L FEFTRE
FlUt AT PR L 3T 2015 & 12 0 31 p o

Y OAEIRNBERASFEEA I EL T F a5 2 GRS F R LR TR TREY
2 THBEREP Y TRBEAERP Y § ARMBLF U H %G 4656 LFH
FIRBEARP HFed BBl P BN G o RIARIPIMBLE F2F TR
BEdmm red 2 @M F o P BM %o PR S IR o g b E A
A Fd LRt A TRBERED Y o P AFT EZ I ML F GE N I
B AL AIpARL F o S AE LRI L T R 3872 X
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-~ REEA
(- )BE®E 12 B2 2 %Ki

Flo Bl 2 Bk 2 B AR ML e T > Ft A g Al L kR
BlIREBI L2 B2 Ra > ARlREBER LI BREHE-CFO &5 P 27 43
d b A para g (OCFO) » F o d IR AEEp4s:3 4 » B OCFO % &
15 F2 o RB0e bt TRl TE2P g R L Ed e 20 FF Riix
SR P AR g A IR BT A HARR o ) FEGLL A2 0 RIEA L h
2P EFHLERE 2753 7dic (FIRM) ehip - fcdp ¥ S0 - £ > 3103 1
BRI 2 o BRRE-CFO 285 2P ML d LT LE 3404 F
(ACFO) > ‘*'\“&ﬁ?#ﬁfr ? EHEEFFARMACFOR & 15 A2 » RIB~0- F]a
B 2fd TFaF 6L F g3 R £33 P RIE P ML gy £
EFF BT ARG o, o EFER2IZCPEALNTEESIR LR 3%
F € (ACC) thip 3t MRicl-lp ¥ 5 & o HHCA] L5 4o o
CFO, = B, + B,FIRM, + ,ACC, + 3,SIZE, + ,LEV, + B, TOBINQ,

+/3,S0D, + ,IND, + 3,50CD, + 3,RESTATE, + /3,,D,
+22% B YEAR + f3,INDUSTRY, + ¢, 1)
(= ) 3 2 %)

AFET ] 2 RBIEER 30 @3;%4' D TEMBL Y FREEEPE
TR FARRE T G T o TR R 20 M e E D
7 %% (DIRECTOR) 8 ¥ 2 f » P & ¥ :5;@30 T2 b » 4ef Bedard et al. (2014)
PR AL i A& PEL D R RAER AR AR E D
TR > F AT Y Aok A R AL P A AR A B RA DN P o T
TRZEFHAMBL O IFTHRA (R mG LT R MBI gL P
Bﬂ?;lyiﬁu: SPFEE A FRGEHBALERBEEST R T A2 RATS 'H‘%‘J‘

FHEAIMBEFEL LR TLRREES DL ARRMBALERFEEILP

(DIRECTOR) PR GEREATREFLL A AFETRAY B4 F%i‘%i‘ﬁ%‘\»
Loy B3 172 LB %6 > F- 5 &~ (T4 TR % » SAS e {7 Logistic i jF 4~ 17
pF > ¢ d13n T Validity of the model fit is questlonabIeJ S8 SRR G 0 T AR R e
BAMMBFLEREEEZ P # % (DIRECTOR) & o 2 4 é’:iﬁ # — Tobin’s Q
(TOBINQ)K ViR A T RE N S c— p4i33F & £ % (RESTATE) 2 2 %78 %

BHE 2050 A MBFLETRAF  MBL §L E T T FRBELT L
WESALETFLTRS B2 FHA 2 OHBLEFFEEZSTER
(DIRECTOR) £7 =~ & ‘**xjﬂfﬁ —Tobin’s Q (TOBINQ)#12 3k 7 p - ixfickg ¥ 5 1+ »
B REEES # 3 ¥ (DIRECTOR) £ p4i33F & & £ 12 g fic— pA 7%
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¥4 €% (RESTATE) 2 % #05F i3 3 AT 5 fFF 0 R R 3k 1 iy
B TEMBAEY PREESPEE  RMBALEREEOT L E T E | W
B 2 77 heT o
DCFO, = 3, + S,DIRECTOR + ,DIRECTOR , x TOBINQ,

+/3,DIRECTOR,, x RESTATE, + 3,SIZE, + ,LEV,

+B.TOBINQ, + 3,S0D, + 3,IND, + 3,50CD,

+$3,CONTROL, + 8,SSHARE, + 8, RESTATE,

+B,.TENURE, + 3,D, + X2 B.YEAR + 3, INDUSTRY, +¢,, (2)

=" %&iﬁ

(- %%

AFTG R G 2R R A H G s (OCFO) ~ g% R ML
(ACFO) % jaizpdixi ¢ (DCFO) c FlH A F() S MM g S QR EHE
PARMIEL g 2 Q)fFEMara %%’KTJ AT R E T bj\pi 1 r%&
TR FRIEDE AR FHRATFF L (D) EEMBLE ()
Mirl g R g3 F R 2 Q) iz Mz g ’EJOCFO ~ACFO ~ DCFO % & 1 30
30 F R MY HETINPFEL F D 2 ML B L HEB TE) TR A
PR TRBEREP o TRBERED  FeY jhEMBLE P
FUBH o PIARG P IRMARL F 0 F 2 TRBEREP | HFixd R HEMBL
FAe @AM o BIAR G PRpATRA ﬁeoﬁ-—g PP AR MR LT ¢
TEES g Ap M 1 175 %% (Sultana and Van der Zahn, 2015) hp47:a F 0 blde -
EFE A RE T EET AR BT EETF BT EARE C BEEN
PoBEEBEPEOMBLE 0wk PRI ML EREER R
i ¥ (DCFO) % 5 10 F 2% 5 00 bl > Moz FRBETL LA AR
B0 Fp A f B2 ¢ fk 0 4ot Geiger and Raghunandan (2002) 2 Geiger,
Raghunandan, and Rama (2006) - r Logistic it fF#-3] % plz# 1 3 3 -

-g‘v%

6 j\’é‘i'r—‘%l“fr\’g B TEZEd PP 2Z B Eivs pRehWpdqsi F2HAEE | o Rt
SR ¢ R ﬂa;?ﬁﬁl’sgr‘ﬂ# T A PF SRR ER DL R EMEL § R
A AFEF P hEE A AFE P OfL o PR - EANERAFLFLTHY A4S
MIREEMIAL E o PR ML - ER R E S P DR T e MIMER o 2 PR
EACE NI ff,ru TR MBLFLBNL Fo T2 FEERL FRIIPEMB
E@ A B R R p’;éi:ﬂ‘l:\i ﬁ“’ﬁ"&".ﬁ;}%%}%ﬁ Kl qﬁuﬁtﬁfﬁ——:ﬂbgﬁélﬁﬁfl
*!‘r%‘)jf’“#%;gﬂ—§7 - R2Z B ANEILA SBIMBOFSFTART Tt ABE R

PR A TEES AP P2 R DL RS AL 2 R ARE | AR

] z-l;EifX#lE;ﬂ B P H@,Fg@ H“EET }i #gvf; F 5 785 ) %Kﬁ’ ?Fflgﬁi/f}‘i%ﬁﬂfiiﬁj ° ,
NPEHF DG LSRG AT ASE N NAS BB B Tk 2
oo iRm0 kv (T @] B R ﬂé’Jﬂi KL Bﬁffm’?wvﬁ;gm Fl g A B
PAARA F AP RRAEER TS A ARG BB o
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AL EFZE R AL 2P FELER R 2P FE 7k (FIRM) ~ &
igg\‘ﬁ’g%g ’§“§LL5'\{:(ACC) \?jj}’l_?}\?vfﬁ%f{'z\ ‘:5‘: (DlRECTOR)

Tengdk o REL BRI G TP R
‘;ﬁéwffANi%\ﬂ FEAA

! PEE RIS FMELTEE

FIRM) .85 : 27 3f {28 07 3g 2o pd/3

2. ¥EEFA LK £+ B £ (ACC)

DeFond et al. (2005) ~ Krishnan and Visvanathan (2008) %2 Sultana et al. (2015)#-
TER VAR RARL LGP R ER A T bl 6308 KB E
3 EE S EHEF S BMRE SRR E ~ PIVE 3R o T 0 AT LR
BEECHALCTHEETFE > EL 5?% LN g M TR TRLEG €
FERCRCLRIEETFEFEFF R TR &ﬁﬂﬁuiigﬁﬂﬁi;@&ﬁt’
T RETEEFHR L .;gg»ugbgu—g (ACC) -

3. Mi+i§ kp¥EE2 75T (DIRECTOR)

* 4\5:'47?;1;;:" B4 pEEZSPEE > BIDIRECTOR® 5 10 F23% 5 0
Fls 2 F B 3 iFR 0 FMArA B PEEE?#,E EoPEF 0 R FAREE D
?ﬁwgfﬁowuﬁﬁngkﬁﬁﬁﬁi B Bt AR FARFRIE 2 W

PR ) RH-PATRL F R TSP Ei (DIRECTOR) % t-1 #F# > @
Z@%&—ﬁ*xiﬂ’fﬂl‘i # (DCFO) 5 t# Fi#L o
(2 )t %k
L3l 1—Fimpdani § 03 (RIBREGR L 2 Bii 2)

Engel, Hayes, and Wang (2003) ~ Chi and Wang (2009) 2 Zhang, Gao, Guan, and
JW@QM@%P*ﬁJ’ﬁﬁrﬂ4m*##é‘Aﬁq%ﬁﬁ’m%:ﬁ\ﬁ%
BOAR S 0 B AR R P R AR BE S B FFUSIE X ARG €44 2 P 34 (Finkelstein
and Hambrick, 1996; Cheng, Li, and Tong, 2008) > @ % & F& 532 & 4% % g#ﬁ*#ﬁfﬁ ’
ATENGIL A JeAR D AT 0 FI AR R R Y 4o 2 7R (SIZE)

g (LEV) ~ 2 2 @ 1 Tobin’s Q B & (TOBINQ) = sE ¥+ - £ ﬁ » Brunello,
Graziano, and Parigi (2003) -~ Kato and Long (2006) # Fan, Wong, and Zhang (2007)# 3
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4%%@%&@3A%§ﬁ Rl A BengIm A B A ¢
TP 7 : Feo i3] e » EF € 4 #(SOD) ~

Kﬂ/”\“(lND) ﬁf*‘#“% HEF A = (SOCD) = 441 % ¥ -
o FPERD LA R g""‘ FEEE > )fﬂ;ﬁ"}zl‘f?% w?i{;}_]&% s e
AR AR PSS 0 MR A H i S € 3 4 (Agrawal et al., 20009;
Collins et al., 2009; Feng et al., 2011) > & 4 b4 ar 1§ {8 > » € ATHRTRA 53
AE o F PR A S TRAPE ) §R ATl F sk 0 a AP Y
S é}}% s bilde D BT s AREWR 244 B (2008) o 4 B4FR3F £ £ % (RESTATE)
~AWMﬁ$%W?’T%Lﬁ%&%%4ﬁﬂﬂo

Bis o AFETATH =i % e 3 e (D) ~# &% (YEAR) 2 & %4
(INDUSTRY) %k#r#| 3 %~ 2R 2 & £2 B8P -

2. BRI 2—f2iEpMara § 03 CRIEREGR 3)

iz y% Engel et al. (2003) ~ Chi and Wang (2009) 2 Zhang et al. (2014)=%= 3 > § =
FARBCAR S o f AR P R A RARF R > BIFEI A AR A O P T
(Finkelstein and Hambrick, 1996; Cheng et al., 2008) - F|}* A= 3 F &3] P 4 »
2P RH(SIZE) ~ 2@ f v (LEV) ~ 2 2 7 1 Tobin’s Q #ki& (TOBINQ) =
f % deo 4 o+ 2 > Brunello et al. (2003)Kato and Long (2006) # Fan et al. (2007)
Pl % gty ¢ EF SR ARFTHRAT LM TR AL ST
;;& » BBCAIY e r 5 E € XA 8K (SOD) - b :ﬂi T¥EA=F A (IND) ~

RiEHHEF A= (SOCD) = Al R ¥ - > 6 > = F SRS gf' =

r’%)‘? ST AT OT M FS FIRFIR A AR AR R ARG S TR
P i5 32 A s34 (Shleifer and Vishny, 1986; Volpin, 2002) » #& &8 3 4v » &% 241
& 455 % (CONTROL) @i 41 %8s Ap F o § = % o k anfis £ /o &
FIRLE B SR A FH PP P S ¢ 7 "% (Hoskisson, Johnson, and Moesel,
1994; Fanetal., 2007 ) » tgx A F7 § » 4v » sk < R A 4F 9% 5 (SSHARE ) i238 #74 % #c -

F- 350§ 27 PN § R A 4 A IR A S RA S b4
AR SR F ARG S o R B AL {3 el S ¢ 3 40 (Agrawal et al., 2009; Collins
et aI., 2009; Fengetal., 2011) » @ AF7 3 %% i3 ézgh » bl4e D fRATE & 4 (2008) o
@ %ﬁﬂ%*%(%ﬂwm)lﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ T M T BRCRTH T ALY
bt Y ARL B P chE FARA A8 F 4 4fR ix (Baxter and Chua, 2008)
Flp AT Y 4 Gl ATH ML F 1 7 & F (TENURE) 398 4741 98k -

B AFEY %ﬁa ZEya e P Rs (D) ~# RS (YEAR) 2 2 4
(INDUSTRY) gzt~ # R 2 A ¥$2 B o A7 - B 12 3 2 90
RERIBZRBEL2V o



106 % g3+

22 RETHRLRL

CFO PA7R3 E BRRBRLPF B-CFO 2% 5 1 @ £ F d h3nA
#iEpdiri g (OCFO) o 3R 2 ¥ > #- CFO
TLH P ML AT ER R

(ACFO)
OCFO AIMAGEE G 2P ETF D MM I F (OCFO) > F 2
ERE-S Pd AT F R OCFO® 5 10 F 2 o
AIE~0 -
ACFO M1l g 2h ¢ 271 LFL24 63548 (ACFO) » %
AR a\ﬂﬁvaﬁﬁ%i%gg%ﬁ,EIJACFO;Q;; 1;
2_ pjgxoo
DCFO fRIZpAFEA E z} PEZfREMBFLE (DCFO) » #2744 M
A EREE g R DCFO;\; 1; Fz »p|B~0-
FIRM 2P FEHEE 2PFEHEHE 2P FE R FE/EE A K
CENGE A% 4
ACC TFEECRAER THFEPFEFETFRADEFAE/EF § DE
gIF AL A
DIRECTOR 2P Mi+i ¢4 Fo2f i gs FEEEZ2PEE 0 R
EoPEE DIRECTOR % % 17 F 2% 5 0
SIZE o R BRF AP Rk
LEV NP F BERIRT A
TOBINQ o FhTobin’sQ (BED B+ f Fthe B)EF ARG &
i
SOD TEE LI FEE LI
IND WrEgFIEE B FFAEEFEL K
)ﬁ:’('ﬁ/v\%
SOCD BREEAFET BB ARIHE TR I/REETAS
R =%

RESTATE M4 £ % NP FAARFEL LR KL L F 2 B0

CONTROL &.ia?iﬁljiﬁﬁs;;?: $* La Porta, Lopez-de-Silanes, and Shleifer (1999) &
o gl T ok sy ) FORS AT B 2 R i
BORER) 5+ L THY BAE J Tl
Fuk (3% Aa; ,_@]#‘:9}1) o

SSHARE AR E LT AR AR

TENURE MAig1iced Mirid1iraF®

D FAFLaESEK PP P L1l P 500

YEAR ERGEESE AFTHFL2010E3 2015 £ AP AtERR

S1oFRE0 E2ABER KT PRS-
INDUSTRY A ¥u|hi%fic RBFEITALNAHFRE > 27 A 5 304

8 LA ELNEAE (p 20074&7ﬂtjﬁliﬁé\ﬁz}%*ffu—'riﬂﬁi‘rék\é;?l%)’#‘p‘filJSO
FOL-kiR1£02451 £ 03%M1 £ 042 %1 % 05 TR 06T ETH 211 %
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B FREE

- P ERE T
(- it 523 &

TR 1 2 0] 2 ekt bt
F#izptiri § (OCFO) T 5 5 0.
BAFom 2P ERE EFF

P4 3o BEA ITVHM a0 d b
927 » g 9 F 0% P fhd bR & iz p
# (ACFO) thT3aig § 0519 &n 9F — X
ﬁié“ﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬂ%g“ﬂﬁ’ﬁ¥igﬁﬁi’gﬂ%ﬁﬁwﬁ(ME)iﬁ
£ 0085 Bm9F NNEF g RE R pr L ML g RFRE
2P 3% (DIRECTOR) #rT3aim i 0119 7 93 12%cpfiri g+ £E 27 F
2P aEpM1 4 (DCFO) Tiois 95 0118 ¥7 9F 12%:piira 4
Péﬁ&ﬁqwio?jﬁiﬂﬁﬂﬁhQﬂﬁiiﬁﬂFmM)lhiEOB%Oﬁﬂ’
B4 # % 5 (CONTROL) 320 4 & =+ s L #105 (SSHARE) T 3518 14
o@ b3 ] (D) Tiofcs 05690 A AT 9 6 R AL FNL I 27 o

Z)AP M ik

-

TR 1 2 B0 2 ¢ Pearson Ap B @i s| o A £ 4o
LI (OCFO) g 2P g% W(FIRM) EREF
ﬁ%’#ﬁﬁmﬁﬁlrxémﬂx,QqﬁH* # L% ¢4 R (ACFO) &
FEELFEEF TRt £ (ACC)» EMBEF LM A hiehHEm 2+ = o
fﬁ” o P FRIEM A ? (DCFO) & p43%4 ¢ B??ab%ié\ PEE (DIRECTOR)
ROLE AR o e A EEEEM > FP BB 3 T A A2 o R RlicA 1o B
2 24p 0 i F o E S gl R Rk f/i‘?“)ﬂ:% » A L0 *#iﬁa‘i'ﬁff
MARA F B2 B mE > P AT - e A A

(2 )& fAais’

47 BB AP d o

s

i\4
P2

\v_»

gy =

1% 22 4»&;% (R 07 2 1L§4¢§:"*“20073 7 ufrz};ftésﬁl Ford pFha ) 083
ML 093N ¥ 104481 ¥ 11 HMM 1 21252 1 % 24 X HRE 25 7% K
HESN206RTE 27 MR E 28 TIRe¥ 27 —m\&xéfa O FMIRABFE 3 HE R
FE(R1327 31 ¥52007 &7 " 454 5 L EME A i) M4y 15 06F 16 Lk ~
174f 18F 57 f 2B uf 1956 2081 <80 F Luk (a R P wdm) o

S AT REGAE TG 4o d £ 27 BT 2 P o Tobin’s Q #i® (TOBINQ) e+ &
E 38 07 o F]yt & = i 12 Winsorize N ESIEEE P EATR TR L I BE 3 ATy km
Garvey and Milbourn (2003) » #-% #c A 5 % {8 1% @@ " &g @B~ (¢ 5 Winsorize) -
AR, Fe T i 1%t 2 BB R 25 1% 99%:hdiciE o @ AT 3 14 Winsorize ‘\-If@
ﬂfﬁ% Bl MERNFEE ST Y- RO PEIAFER L B2 fﬁ-’-éfLS cH P L MRF
#—CFO &% 5 : > £ %4 hIRA T RATEA ? (OCFO) Al 1l g £ iz d @ o
7% % 73k (FIRM) ehiz 3+ i fichg ¥ 5 & (Wald p value <0.0001) » & #- &% #—CFO %% 5 :
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Fleor2amyPRFLE &> A7 578 ‘JPE*%\QLFiﬂFF’*P\?“E
ﬂ{ﬂ?{ﬁ,?’»_’i T%iiﬁ-iljﬁlﬁ’lli Fﬂﬂ%k’é\jﬁ&mﬂ?ﬁ’ ’},fi‘?r’}ad\fﬂ
L fif?%ii z_ standard errors #2254 clustered robust standard errors & {7 i3 & ( 5§ &

BNFHESE Bfr;+ » 2018 ; Peterson, 2009; Gow, Ormazabal, and Taylor, 2010) -
VRN < B PEY L2 IR R RS 13 F ?(OCFO)
o F AR A ? L% 3% # (ACFO) % fj2izpdsra § (DCFO) » Fl i wvif = 5
ERESLLE ARE T L?’\Fi ™ LOQIStIC W RF R KPR L2 2 3.
WAL 2 A 2R B R S m 4D

£ 3 B R82 &it st B (N=4,656)

Variable Mean Median StdDev Maximum Minimum

OCFO 0.927 1 0.260 1 0

ACFO 0.519 1 0.500 1 0

ACC 0.085 0 0.119 0.857 0

FIRM 0.595 0.400 0.659 4571 0

SIZE 6.665 6.572 0.659 9.391 4.254
LEV 0.414 0.416 0.180 0.977 0.005
TOBINQ 1.272 0.960 1.297 38.070 0.040
SOD 6.957 7 1.918 27 4

IND 0.213 0.286 0.175 0.667 0

SOCD 0.558 0.571 0.216 1 0
CONTROL 0.302 0.279 0.185 0.931 0
SSHARE 0.073 0.063 0.047 0.400 0.005
RESTATE 0.037 0 0.189 1 0
TENURE 7.948 7 5.589 35.750 0

D 0.569 1 0.495 1 0

DCFO 0.118 0 0.322 1 0
DIRCTOR 0.119 0 0.324 1 0
FPEHAT COCFO: F 2P d M AgEEpea ¢ 0 RIS 15 F 2 > BB 0 ACFO @ % 2 & chpfds 1
FEREFFR MK EL A2 RI0-ACC: FEEFALH 344 gmwg‘ FEEYFEAEFF
POFFABETET T TR A HY TEFE3 TR LR T E B LR g2l (F0% bl !

EE AR E S kS 3 AMER CMBLFE C PIVER S §3 % FIRM 2PFEHEH B o

FPEERICSIZE: BFAPp R LEV: § v > B f F/RF A - TOBINQ : Tobin’s Q #cit » (5 7
m+’u_é % R G |B)/N;‘ AtEg @ o SOD : ‘é‘fﬂ:g Af-IND: = FE S FERX | A 2 SOCD : B
FEERAT A ARSI EE A SR FF A = - CONTROL : 8 51 4595 % - SSHARE : == 4
Lk $FLF o RESTATE @ = ”’:é' AR A T PR E 15 F2 o PB~0-TENURE : F"Hii%l FEF o
D:t#fFu-ts 225 L FHa @ 5 0-DCFO: %"\"ﬁ’arg?’jﬂ%'? Rl 2 15 F 2 > |2~ 0-DIRECTOR :
FHLE e 4.951 15 K2 pE0-

SP P FRAER LR EFFH(ACFO)F A1l hEa T <A £ & g L4 F nt & (ACC)
ehie 3+ g2 1.2909 ~ Wald p value=0.0003 - ‘f 2otk s B m?j i ERMEEEISTER
(DIRECTOR) iz 3+ a#c | &g ¥ % ¢ (Wald p value =0.0610) - F]u 7| f# HEDPEL > FHE
BEDELIHBR L BE 22 BRI r{ﬁfﬂiL??ﬁé%” Lo



% 4 7] & %2 Pearson ip M thi#ic (N=4,656)

Variable 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 6 17
1. OCFO 1

2. ACFO 0534 1

3.ACC 0.082” 0.090" 1

4. FIRM 0.031" -0073 -0.053" 1

5.SIZE 0.073” 0.034™ -0.010 0406 1

6. LEV 0.034” -0.026™ -0.043" 0.0297 04777 1

7. TOBINQ 0.061” 0.083” 0.044” 0.018 0.0827 -0.104" 1

8.S0D 0.108™ 0.079™ 0.085" 0503 0.102" -0.047" 0.078" 1

9. IND 0.044™ 0.140™ 0.170” 0.040” 0.013 -0.058" 0.1257 0.2297 1

10. SOCD 0.155" 0.046™ 0.063" 0.006™ 0.226™ 0.088™ -0.013 0.3227 -0.245" 1

11. CONTROL 0.0717 0.050” 0.096™ -0.021™ 0.088™ 0.050” 0.070” 0.208" 0.1377 04117 1

12.SSHARE  0.0747 0.079” 0.104™ -0.039™ 0.0517 0.0257 0.122" 0.198" 0.146" 0.250" 0.556" 1

13. TENURE ~ -0.267 -0.098" -0.044™ -0.044 0.103™ 0.032” -0.073” 0.005 -0.145" 0.124” -0.045" -0.081" 1

14.RESTATE -0.020 -0.048" 0.025 0.046" 0.089” 0.060” 0.008 0.049™ 0.009 0022 0.008 -0.008 0006 1

15.D 0.009 -0.080" -0.060" 0.019 0.186" 0.074™ -0.115" 0.142™ -0.206" 0.186" 0.023" -0.029" 0.122" 0.032° 1

16. DCFO 0.015 0.0877 0.026° 0.0027-0.008 0.018 0.0317 0.064™ 0.049” 0.032” 0.027" 00517 -0.278" 0.013 -0.036" 1
17.DIRECTOR 0.120” 0.079™ 0.079” -0.117 0.053” 0.017 0.005 0.048” -0.070" 0.138” 0.028™ 0.014 0.2157 0.014 0.053" -0015 1
L RERARGFLE2: ~

2. %7 iF 1%BE R 5 TR T i B%enBE F -k %A T i 10%:0EE F K o

bl v d Tkl Ele 32 E

60T
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AT LRRER L SRS E—CFO & 5 ¢ 2P £ 3 d A I
a¢ (OCFO) » Al d g Ed s &7 3% 7 (FIRM) gt ik
BB F 50 (Wald p value<0.0001) " r 2P 35 FZH 6 2P FF pIdx 5 >
Rld h3RAEEPATEL N i PARE > JAFEGR 1o AR HELE S S {rifd 2
o 4o : Pfeffer (1972) ~ Burt (1980) # Uhde etal. (2017)fgh- 5 > & 77§ = 7 } =
TEks AHE P HETE R EALEE P T ER DR EHE S T Tk
FTEMPAER 2P 3 HEETEF PP UEELA 27T EPFR R 5
REMHB I 3BT LPERE I R ES TN F -

BREBR 2P AT RRERE-CFO TR 2@ Mird g A3 80 63
#H (ACFO) » Al 1leng R € 2 R 24 €3 F R et £ (ACC) eip 3+ ik dic
®_1.1379 ~ Wald p value<0.0001 > Fl@* s £ § = R & & g+ F F ot £ (ACC)
BRGEEFLIL O OAFBER 2 FEFTESR LA ARt £ A
P L 5§ gww eV g A% B o AJE g R+ fr Uhdeetal. (2017)% + 4 ¥
RILHEEAD R PR RRNET PR R P LI g EE D F
BANEEERBTNDMEM > Tk L g3 FRnEFIFEETTESR > B
ﬁ(u?@y’]”%zz"?Frﬁg’y\g""’”’mm AR FINFEEECREF £ F
PR OREERD EFEVEET I EREMBAE > IBFEIFEER
Foeg okt oo g b2 th o B0 2 SRR F R PR E 2 P ¥ (DIRECTOR)
P BRI F L f (Waldpvalue=0.0109) - £ # iR 3> BT B M+ 4 FF PFiE
EoFEF O RMBLERREOT AL ETRE L F o2 FRRIIMIBLE R
iz o> 7 € % (DIRECTOR) & 2 2 4 »x 12 % ) — Tobin’s Q (TOBINQ) =% 3§ 7%
B3tk F i (Wald p value=0.0603 ) * p7+1 F R PFEEZ ST FEFE
(DIRECTOR) £ p44%3F # S #e £ SR H-P1 4238 % £ % (RESTATE) 2 2 %%
B3 EAEF G F (Wald p value=0.0415) > A B FR L A FFMIBLEL P
PREE2PET > ML FRBENT REE T o FLG P Focdm—
Tobin’s Q T % » @ ¥ fFixiz iz *g v R BT E ML ;w, o P i o

PEERF R A GEMAA gARREST T % (F15 DIRECTORXTOBINQ &
BB F A L) o p vt Y MirE & S TRL —RESTATE & 19 - k3% 2
fRiEZAf > R FHEREKEISE T EGCMBAE Y FREELSPEER > F A
AL AR E T T ' (F]15 DIRECTORXRESTATE ehfp 3+ th ek ¥ &
f) omita BFRAcA 4 FTIRESRZ 75 M T 0 4o ¢ Krause et al. (2013) -
Westphal and Zajac (2013) % Bedard etal. (2014)- 3 » &1 5 MIEL g ofE 4 Ak
BRSO R RARER > PR PAREEOT RN TR EIE R
PAFR B X 2L E B & o P el iE o

I Rt o 4 riE 2 }gwp 7 o 7 & ikx Engel et al. (2003) ~ Chi
and Wang (2009) # Zhang et al. (2014)s7#= 7 # R » BIF SR A i T H R Efr &
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BHFIFAAM 0§ ST RHEARS > BRI AART AR P FH o T REsEE
i & gmiﬁ\ v AT REEA L2 209 2 PH (SIZE) hR B E L
foo 461 & 2 priLek o 2 b2 #h o Brunello etal. (2003) - Kato and Long (2006) # Fan
ctal. QU7 < 45 B U § BRI R e i g T
AL AT AR e EEE A4 (SOD) M ERLEEALT
A (IND) ~ B ipdl B A EF A = (SOCD) EE A iE S R R SEriE
L SRS SR S S R R R £ = iy L2 & S
?%%Mﬁi%(Nﬁoﬂﬁ’éﬁﬁiMﬁﬁa 4 (RESTATE) ehis 2+ 4 ik
¥ 5 ¢ (Wald p value=0.0070) - 7 ¢ 2 @ F 2 ML L HhiB TRz, o F
ML FEF EF ARV s B RA Al 2 Y CMBREAE R
(RESTATE) hiz 2 fadicd B AFE 1 > LR3I P2 4 45 (Bon 3 904k ) crp gk
TEMIEAL S FREELSTEF MM FARBEEOT REE T | FEF
DPFAUBE A LR R HH L T RUMBRAB T MBI AR
S5 F MR A £ % (RESTATE) g3t &&_fﬁzdzgﬁgﬁ(WMp
value=0.4211) > X FFMIFL F» PRFHEEZPTE > PIMBAL gRIBEDT L
TR F oML FairERT (TENURE) ehips it fid) 2 * ¥ 5§
ko7 4c e Baxter and Chua (2008)# 7 © ¢rpBh @ § P44 ¢ & FTARE 5 - 4% % 5
W o Bt o F WA L ORRETARS D 7T RMrLF (ACFO) P
fw (D) ehigzt HEcdg¥ 5§ (Waldpvalue<0.0001) > 7+ 3 2 PE T L% ¢
FA BRI T R RS o

R e

LT3
FE

TEALE Rl R ME R ?4—3_%4—3 WeEat > 75
- e
7 &
r-Z

£
KEFFHEF RGP ML FHETLRE > Flt iy
'%f“ﬂ:ﬁ*i% FRAREFT ROV N PEFER LT AT Nk
R o Tl A Ltfa(),g':ﬁ AT - & o R AT SR B TS A *3;%\
@vﬁ*$ﬁ*§ﬁiﬂ*%mﬁ“@%ﬂ;&@,%@ﬁ&ﬁ%»ﬁyw,,w
FIRMenfici® o 3 2 2 > AT F A04R VR @ 273 ¢ 4420 P d I3 FiEpfiri 4
(OCFO) i# £ /48 o #i#n I & F]3F 5|7 407

\F‘h P

fq.

VORI RAEIHEETAIAGLERS LR FHI T @S LREEKEER 0 R AL
%\}f;r?/;#%’;?"‘ﬂwr‘fo—gi’ﬁﬂzip—}‘rfﬁﬁﬁ q+,,em;3m§@ LF) T hik AP
Bzt ma i r‘]ﬁhmésr‘rgﬁﬁﬁvrﬁ{-ﬁﬁj L3 A w5 L g”—’&tgﬁi(g)i
.xﬁ.“ P2 20 72 ¢3 ¥R E% () Lz adpiag2d% Adko
P2 thod FAHRADER- 2EE AR - 7S Hv#‘wﬁ%#méwiip’“ﬁim%ﬁ’
ARz RFS L FRAEHR 2P E T2 F T AEC2 TR ER
FEHe 2P FF 2T FAAEZ 3 ¢ FFEF (B EHe 27 g2 3%/ i
S AL REERETL TELEHR 27 TR 207 32 ¢V IR e o EE LD
P Rl 2 3 g;*’ﬁb%*ﬁffi(%)igﬁw‘ 7];)2»|"F,‘c7‘—1’?\§;;m HHEcEAE > Flpt s R
R 53 TROE
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DEET e

ag“?ﬂﬁi% B 2P gE2 27 jdk
b ¢+ BETLEHR 2P F T2 FF LIk

Hdv(Da g ¥z 2 gsz od 7dkdr= sl&ﬁ/w\#‘r”rl%’**mﬁim’*
PR AR HA Y EH RS AT o 0 ol B 2 Hdh o kY
ﬁéf#?ﬁﬁ\jﬁim&&ﬁg( )’a§$$(%)lé FTEHiEdwu
S £ 2T BEE T8 X N A s 2SR SR DY

uﬁi4&
d AFE TR HEEET UER TG :t%—ﬁ_‘ 2P FEH TR 2P FE 7dk
(FIRM) % & sz g pF+chiziv— fi > 2 B3 R F 5 1 0 5 Gyt iz
Wald p valueiz & % : 0.4724 (Wald p value<0.0001) ~ 0.8312 (Wald p value<0.0001) ~
1.0096 (Wald p value=0.0019) ~ 0.3119 (Wald p value<0.0001) - #xi% i & & g 14
A [ AR A BRI S o

=~ BJE T % 5B R4 (reverse causality problem)

AFTERI L TEMBLIEY PRFEZLSPES > MM FRREDT N
Mg T TP E RS EE R A A R AR E S F
BAl2 ¢ chp -l g RpFEE AP 5% (DIRECTOR) & t-18 Ff o A %

—f2Ep4ara § (DCFO) Z tH Tl ex? ¢ 2 4 ¥ Bc— 2z p45+4 ¢ (DCFO >
tHFF)F BRPL) F—MArA § FPFEEEZ 2P 5% (DIRECTOR -1 8 T4t ) -
Ao o WA 1 kR E—h3npdara f (OCFO) p ¥— g fEde o
3% 7dic (FIRM) 2 §3) 1 enfs ¥ ic— €37 ¥ B pfir1i § (ACFO) 2 p %##— 5 %
EXREFEFFT AL (ACC) Pt el 5 W2 p Rz p A PR - #7
2o AP REEEF TR GT ARG FE A PEE ML D P ARG T E A
2PEFLEAE 2P EE Wé{igggi%gfﬁﬁﬁﬁ'?méjﬁﬁig
SR EF g F A B T AT %“Q]Z’if]@);%'liri RS A I R )
(2015) % ¥ A2 7% )8 K AL 2 > B Rk 2P TR zH s 2 F
FRIE(FRM) 2 g ¢ 24 g3 F F &€ (ACC) K5 t1HFH > » ¥k
— 384333 ¢ (OCFO) 2 ¢33 % Fpdara ¢ (ACFO) K & tHFal - ast A%k
R zﬁ’zgéi@%<twpf)—fwwﬁu?<omw>ag?%§ﬁﬁ
24 (ACFO) F kB Fp %l (L1 HPFH) —2fFFF{ Tl 2P g% Rk
(FIRM) 2 g% ¢ xR 24 ¢z % F v+ £ (ACC) o A FHRESHE T AOTEF
{Ede 27 g7 (FIRM) 2 33 ¢ L& ¢35 % F £ (ACC) i3t ik
#c2 Wald p value » %] 5 04711 (Wald p value<0.0001)% 1.1272 (Wald p value
<00001) R ) & FER %E]b - =X 5 'E';,A#_“F;»;:’bl 3 BGR 20

Jezkf

¥
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%k OCFO ACFO DCFO
Variable Parameter Estimate Parameter Estimate Parameter Estimate
Intercept 7.7233 1.188 -0.4405
(<0.0001)™" (0.0045)"" (0.4810)
FIRM 0.4724 -0.1942
(<0.0001)™" (0.0001)™ i
ACC 0.6515 1.1379
(0.2785) (<0.0001)™" i
DIRECTOR - - -0.6017
(0.0109)”
DIRECTOR XTOBINQ - - 0.2534
(0.0603)"
DIRECTOR XRESTATE - - -0.2534
(0.0415)”
SIZE -0.5911 -0.2475 -0.3552
(<0.0001)™" (0.0003)"" (0.0002)™
LEV 0.6432 -0.7614 0.5401
(0.088)" (<0.0001)™ (0.0553)"
TOBINQ 0.0789 0.0986 -0.0857
(0.3470) (0.0039)"" (0.0933)"
SOD -0.0641 0.0243 0.0193
(0.0355)” (0.1752) (0.4841)
IND 0.4541 0.7053 0.1945
(0.3309) (0.0018)"" (0.5689)
SOCD -0.2716 0.3374 0.2491
(0.4449) (0.0619)" (0.3865)
RESTATE -0.2911 -0.4587 0.1894
(0.303) (0.0070)"" (0.4211)
CONTROL - - -0.4066
(0.2003)
SSHARE 1.8740
) i (0.0895)"
TENTURE - - -0.9371
(0.0411)”
D -0.2552 -0.3186 -0.0071
(0.1271) (<0.0001)™" (0.9487)
YEAR YES YES YES
INDUSTRY YES YES YES
X? 21.003™ 22.073™ 23.133"™
Pseudo R’ 0.2585 0.2468 0.2698

1. H$#HETHELE 20
2. FE¥poen#icE 3 Wald pvalue @

BT KR ¢

Fo7m i 1%BE ¥R T4 7 i 5%nkE Bk & 7 & 10%
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o RIEHE R SERBFFE

A I AGEERETFR S FHBL g ERG
Yoo Rl ART R R BRI A AR R N IR AR A
R G f %,;M" v B 4f3872 TEAR > 94 B A3861% 0 0 F
g AT HRAASL pAEH B (selfselectionbias) © 247 % 2 FlkHE & p A
FEH BHIFR A @ 2% Heckman (1979)5 Fr g m it et 2o (JF 5 2% £ » 2018 ;
Chaney, Jeter, and Shivakumar, 2004; Behn, Choi, and Kang 2008; Li, 2009 )

BFAIE EEY EAMRDEXRT (E~NOL)) » BEF E eI IE MR
H el SRl L2 s Se B E hIRAAR A F 2 MR usggﬁ Probit #-3] w32 » @
B# >+ Heckman Probit selection equation » 3] 3 ~ #°3] 4 cH¥ BGLP 4o o 7 L
Al 3 hp Fdke ZHA 1 RA4 10 1[%#’”%' RBELERE—GIFTEF A
(DEBTR) ez & ¥ (FAMILY) ™ @ #53) 4 chp S8R ¢ 243 2 B 40 13
BRI REE 1E P— 7R L i(FAMILY)o A AT T E B RE £ % (FAMILY)
FAHA 41 & Rdlio T RpEd 2 )El\-iir 2 ~ % (2007) -~ Colpan (2008) ~
Isobe et al. (2008)?5#. MNP R RPIEMER DR 2 HA e ) e
EWEHFLOAR > AL EFE I RS (¢ IMBLELIRBRELTE
) 0 TTHR] 2 hp RBMEL F REEED Ei (DIRECTOR) ~ ¢ % 3|
FOEH P FOE L L BB ﬁkmavl,s},?);k;}ﬁup ERA PR EREfRE
4721 4 (DCFO) r-tﬂ\&jm pE L% (FAMILY) £ #0544 901 2 S o

FH PR B3N Y IMR_D %#kc (Heckman’sA) 8% » P& & 03] 1 % #73] 2
g outcome equation =z £ 78 fri-d] 3 2 #-7] 4 e selection equation 7% £ JE &7 &
FOREEL o T AR F RPN IV AR A P AN AR A P A B
AEF BRI o g2t Mard g BTN ML e LN
HAZEE B CEET S0 & Heckman model % = Fégc? (A1 2 #73]2) -
i{ Jf fJ2 ¥4 » Heckman’s A #7 & # 2_ standard error &2 it 1R 38 o 2575 %+ iF
E ;gie s etk 2o mpran (2011) ~ FFEEE 4 (2018) % Wooldridge (2010) 1%
% AFE L B2 (bootstrap) g3t H AR R o WA 3 E HA 4 ST Ao
CFO_D, = 3, + B,SIZE, + B,LEV, + B,TOBINQ, + 3,S0D, + f3,IND, + 3,S0CD,

+B,RESTATE, + 4,D, + X2 BYEAR + f3,INDUSTRY, + 3, DEBTR,
+4,FAMILY, + &, (3)

PR R RN

TR T
?# PEs F P IRpA TR *g gL
',

CFO_D, = S, + BSIZE, + B,LEV, + BTOBINQ, + 3,50D, + /3, IND, + 3,SOCD,
+B,CONTROL, + 3,SSHARE, + 3,RESTATE, + 8, TENURE, + 43,,D,

+2 2% B.YEAR + 3,INDUSTRY, + B,FAMILY, + ¢, @)

SRR e R G NETE- PR T N
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FO ook T2 Rl AR EAF LD 2 03 20
CFOD = v 2#53%2 @i 4§ f«igﬁ NRPA AR R v 3R AR
A EekAKE L BAKLZ O
DEBTR = @##F &4  (JIAF*+FAMILR R EXE
FAMILY = T8 E ¥ m#%d FHRA27 5 FFELEMNKRL 10 A
5 0o
AR 7 #45* Heckmans PEEC fp 32 #r 8 Pl end 8 % 7|73 460 d 267 AR
Il 2 i “’E’Ff PIMR_D 7 Bcyn B F 8200 1% & 4k A p SV E 3% enR fhﬁi‘? A
Rm o AR EAAI PN S g o “fﬁ” ‘b g IR * Heckmans PR iz 2402 97 1@

Jm‘*”’é_é%ﬂfrﬁ 2 APk o R

BaR2 (3t

S 3B (3 % #=0.0652; Wald p value<0.0001) ~

7 #=1.1452; Wald p value<0.0001) 2 B33 ( iz 3+ % #=-0.6022; Wald p

Value=0.0132) » B &% F B F L A H AEH BIRATS 08 - R o

%6 #3112 #3 2% Heckman 3 pE G2 % (N=4,656)

T % e OCFO ACFO DCFO
Variable Parameter Estimate Parameter Estimate Parameter Estimate
Intercept 6.1254 4.321 -1.4563
(0.032)” (0.0956)" (0.4023)
FIRM 0.0652 -0.1857
(<0.0001)™ (0.0033)™ )
ACC 0.4987 1.1452
(0.1263) (<0.0001)™ )
DIRECTOR - - -0.6022
(0.0132)”
DIRECTOR XTOBINQ - - 0.2465
(0.0653)"
DIRECTOR XRESTATE - - -0.2575
(0.0403)™
SIZE -0.5874 -0.2563 -0.3545
(<0.0001)™ (0.0001)™ (0.0011)™
LEV 0.7011 -0.7423 0.5558
(0.095)" (<0.0001)™" (0.0413)™
TOBINQ 0.0712 0.0975 -0.0893
(0.4196) (0.0031)™" (0.0945)"
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26 BA1zHA2#H?* Heckman & r?&fé;liéiiﬁﬁ.%% (N=4,656) (%)

Tl 5% B OCFO ACFO DCFO
Variable Parameter Estimate Parameter Estimate Parameter Estimate
SOD -0.0633 0.0255 0.0183
(0.0311)” (0.1613) (0.4913)
IND 0.5320 0.7152 0.1953
(0.3423) (0.0021)"" (0.5746)
SOCD -0.2589 0.3344 0.2433
(0.4421) (0.0653)" (0.3818)
RESTATE -0.2954 -0.4516 0.1903
(0.2896) (0.0078)™" (0.4321)
CONTROL - - -0.4789
(0.2323)
SSHARE 1.8749
) ) (0.0902)"
TENTURE - - -0.9344
(0.0412)™
D -0.2519 -0.3142 -0.0082
(0.1203) (<0.0001) ™" (0.9512)
YEAR YES YES YES
INDUSTRY YES YES YES
IMR_D 0.3516 0.4021 0.5063
(0.0429)” (0.0413)" (0.0329)”
X? 22.365 23.998™ 24.296""
Pseudo R? 0.2689 0.2542 0.2758

1 ®R@eailid 2o
2. RPN oandie® i Waldpvalues ¥ 74 57 i 1% 88 F k8 574 7 i 5%enkE ¥k T4 7 i 10%
BT F K -

I ~pARRESH

AL HAl L P gE— A (OCFO) & p $¥— 27 g4 2
2P EE R (FIRM) 2 53] 1 g RBkc— ¢+ R 421§ (ACFO) &5 %
H—FEEAREFEFFFE(ACC) T e 3 5 B2 p SRz Mm-o
FIPb o F RN EE ) RES SN A PR AR AR IER
B2 EATRTBEGR L 2 kB o
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SRR L U 0 A E %mm P RRE(Y) > BEE(Y)
2 g FERPED B (X) Fooafy LR ER N - B R a1
lﬂ%&()ﬁm%&(ﬂ#%ﬁmwﬁﬁ%&(ﬂﬂ%’“%*“—*K%
EAGPIE - FH AT ) RAEH U (X)) 0 AL AN AR fHS -
FIRA S P Rl (X ) BRE - FgR AL T g Fi (X)) B L
W EF IR T R
Ferris, Jagannathan, and Pritchard (2003)f= Fich (2005)# 7 & % 2 I : = & 4%
S o R P EAIRTIRDT R AARZ 0 PEAATRL FPNMRTIRAL S D
MR FI g E g 3 FHEHB DT g E o p ot iEd ?‘)I%’iiri i
7 2 s # (2005 ) ~ 5k <2 7522 (2014 ) ~ Stein (2002) ~ Berger, Frame, and Miller
(2005) ~ Chong, Lu, and Ongena (2013) ~ Borisova, Fotak, Holland, and Megginson
(2015) ~ Liu, Li, and Huang (2018) ~ #8432 @ RHfrF AT £ S AT B F f 1AM -
AT G SP R ENE L FEET L THE L 27 ET 7k (FIRM) > & 2 7
*Eﬁfs—’\ fef BT EXATHEFLARM > FI AL B G 2-;- 4= * (DEBTR) ¢
AP g F{EH e 2P FF R (FIRM)  Xa >4 15 ?}Ek’;\IﬁLIFstF
£ =+ & (DEBTR) fe?t3Rp45% 4 fg (OCFO) #pf » FIt A2 ER NUF T £ &
(DEBTR) T2 2P s Tzt 2P 5% 7dc(FIRM) &% - 781 £ S £ i
Harris and Shimizu (2004)~Fich and Shivdasani (2006){« Jiraporn, Singh, and Lee (2009)
P?ﬁa‘p Mo afdgmgEErfirx s d F;)Z~’ blde i EEZ S ROFPEF R AL
NPT I G o @ FPN A f&’ﬂ’“’:élﬂ. chrk o P E TR L E o d IR
CRYEICRANE R F P nZERL (FAE ~ F2R8 5355 2006
B E S B iFde®r £ 15 02009 B % 0 20105 o4 o2 Bps 5 > 2011) o d
20 FRpEEFh Pioght e fERES TR R TR 0 P
FEHEEW 2P F pARicE © ¢ ﬁzk,ﬁiﬁaigﬁgéﬁﬁiig
R 2P % Rjdlce R > DG 2 pdp PSR EF AL ROR £ RGP T h 3N

A 5%

i+ ¢ (OCFO) » & AF g » ATH 1 3% & #Uﬂww)ﬁﬁéﬁgiﬁggw
2P %% 7dk (FIRM) 0% - 351 & $idkc o

F R B F (2009) FEdpd o § RIEBHEERAGT AT FHREIEE 0 §
LA fRAZ TR ’Ji:i;’nfe’,alpjz»;n$q\i\i‘34c7$§—;’xpjz~;n$g\ﬂ\ﬁusm "7%‘«’
RFPFiRGTEMTES AR ETIEERL LK 0 F %igﬂ;;_ﬁﬁ g F

FEFT REFREFTEHYMBFLHUBFEETR Ead a2 5T ¢
ERRG (247 ok 82 8 4o 20135 Klein, 2002) » ¢t 7> g8 2 47 & £ (2013)
{- DeFond et al. (2005)~ ##md L g3 L ¥ng F N EZFFL R 60 € Fls €35

B JENEFAEERTMBFAST c RV REEH AFLRIFERAT 4
FARF LG ORFTHLEFRRIL O BRFLEETESE AR EFT R
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2

pu
Pty

MRAMBL ST R4 o «f T4+~ (DEBTR) B FFL & &
F3 R0 L (ACC) « 2% o 4 2 @ k2 PP ibd L3 5 A 63
#§ (ACFO) fci i+ % &£ % & (DEBTR) # M5 B Il » Fpt AFT 5 7% 00 ff 34 5
£+4 (DEBTR) T2 8% g+ L& g3 F F 1 £ (ACC) eh% - 1 & Fik -
£ 4 - Ashbaugh-Skaife, Collins, and LaFond (2006)% . » fdzdl 7 & ¥ 8 @ ;%F;‘r
o RiESaFicg R EFEEX ﬁi' HEPE X% > m gt ¥ Ag’g
F AT AES AR (F 2 REhY £52009) 0 T E B PRI ﬁn,; :
PIGIEF £ A EH_B > L FRT ?B'bi\f”';{]%?g AP BERT TR ET
gﬂﬁﬁigmﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ?ﬁii’ﬂéﬁﬁ\g?%ﬁgz%awﬁﬁa%@
B s it Tapa 4 (#5245% % 0 20135 Klein, 2002) © ¢k s Fp A VA

:‘g -/ﬁﬁix\(ZOIO)ﬁFﬁﬁ&r—%?%%%I% (2011) 4% T 4ok 2 7 LG5 £ ¥
PI2 PRl g B e T2 > Tl FELEPD T B e £ B
B FLRELENTF IR O NFRAEFEFF I E R £ EF
RPELEEHEETEIR LA E7 1 F £ (ACC) - #Aa > TR @ prdy
FELENAFELEREMT I P ML F (ACFO) » & AFTE 4 ATH 1
FELE(FAMILY) F 2 S 2 6 B 2 & ¢354 B £ (ACC) eh% = 751 & i -

SRR do BEEE L (2018) K 1 B RHOFE LB L BRI

o & & €% overidentification test ¢h& o F]P AT T A EHHEA 5 2 #1602 B
g~ £+ 4 (DEBTR) 2 325 £ ¥ (FAMILY) & 795 & 4k 8 @ ff 14
B FE B 00 BRAEord 1% ¥ K% - BigA w0 107.15 (0.000) 2 138.42
(0.000)™ o pt b » 4 - = d 1 E % ¥ overidentification test % . X 2 & (Prob) 4
w5 0 1.131(0.769)% 1.771(0.562) » & AiEEgF -k > BEom A 5 2 #0736 A1
1 B g #c T & overidentification FF 4% o

A A5 2 KR 6 1P S - P Al o B Y B0 5 2 KR 6 chp Rakgn e
FICU L RASDI0 BEFIRES 1 5 RE G RTES S (DEBTR> CREEF
(FAMILY) e g &2 A fpi - fc 2o PgEfEd e 2P FF 7k
itk ( FIRM )EEEEXREF EFFRE x—'*Lﬁt(ACC ) o RSP M
BREERAEA L P EEH EH L 2P FE 7 (FIRM) 2 $ ¥ ¢S F £ vﬁg
AR E (ACC) 80 R ERH 1 P EFMEFRAKR L 2% FMF 2R
voESE R 2 (2012) ~ 5k &2 522 (2014) 2 Francis, Khurana, and Pereira (2005)
PRB K > NP ER ST ru%’f PALAILT AL B R L R ARERL
F o kHFR 2P hf i3 F &+~ (DEBTR) © %#-% - F#f k3 5 2 $77] 6 7
YT BB EGF LW L1234y o
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FIRM, = B, + BSIZE, + B,LEV, + BTOBINQ, + 3,50D, + /3, IND,
+/3,S0CD, + 3,RESTATE, + ,D, + 2% BYEAR + 3, INDUSTRY,
+,DEBER + 3,FAMILY, + &, (5)

ACC, = 3, + BSIZE, + B,LEV. + BTOBINQ, + 3,50D, + 3,IND,
+/,50CD, + B,RESTATE, + 8,D, + X2“ BYEAR + 3, INDUSTRY,
+/3,DEBTR, + 8,FAMILY, + ¢, (6)

AT SRR §RS-REF ISP E R EEE 27T F RIK
38 (FIRM ) 2 g3 R 24 g3 FF v £ 8 (ACC) # »#3]1¢
MR PgEfEde 2P g E R (FIRM) 2 g X ¢ R EF g3 F A £
(ACC) » ¥ A & 37 Efﬁ/v\ﬁ o AFET A FFE L L BH0E LT -_2{1
{Ede 27 FE 3 (FIRM) 2 § 263 R 24 £ ¥ A & (ACC) thizst 4
#(Wald p value )iz B % : 5 3+ % #=0.6532 (Wald p value<0.0001) % fz 3+ i% #c= 10674
(Wald p value<0.0001) - 77 2~ FHE 5T EHA 17 it & RS HE p S T
I AMEE SN 2 BRI FREEEVELAFER L BR 2 a AP LR HE
HEE ST M
A R A

< Ja# 3% DIRECTOR ¥ Tobin’s Q 1% 338 fadic i & » Bl 3 257 7 g
3: @ > DIRECTOR £ Tobin’s Q < 33 fhfici & endfah i @ it > 54 » - f
A2 1?—?{ e T O P s X > 7T TOBINQ #ic B fix I pF » &L BF 2 & B4
Bif< {E2 P FER 4 A DIRECTOR L1 pF» 2 pr R dic— Mk § 36
(DCFO) e x3pdp gﬁu'ﬂ » #7127 DIRECTOR #2 TOBINQ 2. % 3%k 7 3 A&

FEL e | V- BHERNE TR A RFEEOP TR 27 FHx
£z+("r'Tob1nsQ 4”5) ,;mﬁgj;t,g;bjjg..g—a;;;pj,t#%#ﬂg_ﬁqﬁﬁmo @
ﬂw,‘; TRERAEIHRALT A A TE MBI RRBEE ST EE M

IS 5§ Fd 44& (7 Tobin’s Q 15.‘4% ) C F @ 4, EHRBMIFLET ‘U‘rﬁi*#ﬁ-
g o | A FE ARG Y 12 Tobin’s Q5 »BhFe s A d (TiHx
F BFIF N P o0 2R @‘ﬁaﬁi"'] 27 # % %% M DIRECTOR £ TOBINQ 2 % 3k 3E
B3t BT L3 BF S (Wald p value=0.1162) » FI AF FHR AT 5 ¥
= FEH BT SRR o

CANET R E g AT

RGP ZE 29 AL PP F2P L2272 REALLE 0 BRI
Rt > id TEF§ iﬂ’g‘TMT’nﬁfg{ ERFNTMT £ 5 @
Zi% @ TMT ~ f2iz TMT ~ Y TMT 2 B2 TMT § 38 {v: #4175 = (Johnson et al.,

~—«
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1996; Hillman and Dalziel, 2003) ° i B>t & F § & TMT M B aw 7 « 384 48
F A¥Eiem s ot iEHE © TMT = B (Dalton et al., 1998; Haleblian et al., 2006;
Combs et al., 2007) o Mr‘ Br2 th o bk L EPN AT 10 E )7 & TSSCI ] ¢ ehe § 4§
%*lm?&m~ﬁpiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi§(ﬂﬂ)’PWﬂPi’%ﬁMszma
% Uhde et al. (2017);‘EL%€§§2#$% FLPy TMT ¢ “% BuEm@ e s A A H
Menz (2012)s5# f { E4%dp 1 TMar1 § (CFO) | AT H = ¥ - 25 > JEd R
PATFE YRSV FRMABL GRS OE R AP EH R Ry B2
RAPAIFL P BT S fRIE  BRRESEF UG T ML F g § T M
BB EE A T AR AR R L EPRAFL FEAE Y
VHBAFEFTLRBLALA g R o @W AW AP TG & B
FEREFE GRS F AR L FFTH 2P 5 B
AET S ELENEE B /}% » |4 @ Johnson et al. (2013) ~ Krause et
al. (2013) ~ Westphal and Zajac (2013) ~ Bedard et al. (2014) % Uhde et al. (2017) % & %
# HEFETAZAPFEL (Do PEFL e 2P FF RIE(QEF P g+
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