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Inside Director’s Compensation Contract and
Controlling Shareholders’ Control-Cash Flow
Right Deviation
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Abstract : Using a sample of TWSE/TPEx-listed companies from 2002 to 2004, the study
investigates whether the board of directors utilizes the compensation contract of inside
directors to ameliorate the entrenchment of controlling shareholders whose control rights
exceed cash flow rights. Based on agency theory, we predict that in case where inside
directors are not controlling shareholders, a compensation contract could mitigate the
entrenchment of controlling shareholders by providing incentives for inside directors to
share the private information obtained by serving in executive positions. Our empirical
results show that in case where inside directors are not controlling shareholders, incentives
for inside directors’ compensation for sharing private information is positively related to
controlling shareholders’ control right exceeding cash flow right; however, this relation is
insignificant in cases where inside directors are controlling shareholders. Further evidence
reveals that the above findings are driven by the director pay of inside directors, rather than
executive pay. Overall, the study documents that the board of directors addresses the
entrenchment of controlling shareholders through the use of compensation contract, which

provides incentives for inside directors to share private information.
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EREAPTER RGO B MFME OLT B S AorE
WP FRE TR AR A H A P O BB R AN L A INE 2 S
FloofmA AP (Hayes and Schaefer,2000) ° & P IF F FIoFPL L pF o b
FET FRA QP I FTAEQ)FELREF =4 T k- 40 a REPIE
(Tl d) )E';i,&./}@?‘"‘ FTaawe & ixe s HFpg 3 ARl (Antle
and Eppen, 1985) » # @ fp ﬁ“ﬁi)}&{#"ﬁ A PlERT o FEMENT B E D
I AE RA D FIEFE G AEEIININEE TEAPRALL o B 2 BT
BT FRA S HRCR SR L ) LR T
&bgf4fmfﬁgﬁwﬁﬂpvum%rﬂWimﬁﬁﬁ Lo M PRFEE TR
BELHEL ) SPERIZPMEFETLBEHMEY -

AR HEFH > AT RIFPRIEFTTIFIRAE > R ENFFEL TR
FROEME N2 S AT na@@;’ﬂyiigaa?mﬁiz%waﬁﬁ’@
PEL RIS - FPEY RPRESHRAELREF LR &Y i
MRS E R B R AR F S PIREEHFPLF G T AL E ﬁ
Forcks 7 EBRFRA o Za o f T EALFPLAR - S PfIZ M AT L
SR ETETRESEME QBEEFNK ) B ROl R RET o S e
AR DR A AR R > RS 2P K E o TR DRk e gy
FHEER AT TR RPRRAR AP S TRFPNEFAZFFTIATET I F
§F ERNEEHP QR FEHPLFG FRAASS ﬁﬁi%’&ﬁﬂw‘?
FEME R FELF T T % i (Drymiotes, 2007 ) o #7320 5 0 REL IR
b E s  FHRNERHPE RAFT FASIANE S P A Y
Pl w APkt RAFAJIZEPOEL LG - R BRPNEFASZT T
?ﬂ*ﬁﬂéﬁiiﬁﬁ(%ﬁﬁ%)’ﬂﬁﬁmﬁi%W7f4“m¢ el e
e ERFRY oY AR DBERACT o
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CRAPEFAETHE KRR
C)EAPpF

AFE 02002 £ 32004 Eht B AR P AT HRAGRF]S £F ¢ 32004 £

T2 TopgEa P ek TaER ¢ Lrtdds Eg“%ﬁﬂ
z -Jgg,%g;ﬁf‘ Fp o VRS N 4R, Tt 2005 Az AL % S
VORI ma (R TR - F R R EPER o ket P’%F‘
fE2 = )E% » 4 . Hempel and Fay (1994) ~ Vafeas (1999) ~ Cordeiro, Veliyath, and
Eramus (2000)# R EF L P FP B EER TR S ERFEEFHAREL S &
i,;gab@%ﬂﬂﬁé?%iﬁﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁWuémﬁk%i@%%ﬁﬁ
I oD 2 o URES P INE R DA AL P DL AR L R B
AAEg BACE w@ﬁé%mwﬁzm%mb““i»wﬁwa?ﬂAﬁﬁﬁwj
BEFALREDLS TR T A2 dok @ 2005 & 2 {8 ‘-’”*ﬁ‘ﬁm L) & B fF
T2 - PEREFOFEMETH > SERRIIPNREIT I FLH ﬁ“rﬁ’”ﬁ"&ﬁ*ﬁ‘i}”

FIEABEAREF 2B 5 FI AT P F 2004 £ 2R L ER o f AT E
BB 40 2002 # > 2% 5 2000 & SIS R AP Y o 5 AR AN BB S}
R g A gL EREP LD T EA BT 127 T f 504,000
SR [ - HERFITLSWBEEE 111 30p A EARIpBA ]l E AR 33 A
By #78L B S EAME R L T 2001 £ 0 2 E SHOSART B FEL S
oA EFL 5% BRI FR B A ks FINAFEY L RELAH GRS
122002 & LA G AREE o

CIFHE KR

AEET B R LA ARTARAL (TE)) » S A 0 P pAsrdR A 40 G cop
Fote AT LRI R Rl £ P L2508 B 0 AR A HE AT

R § S &
(Y L3S

ARG OREERS 0P ARG AT ST ),?Jc » 4 Ittner and Larcker
(1998)> 11 4% & 2 P e A 4R Y f‘i(ROA)ﬁi Ao P ek 'F AP F(ROA)
TE G AN LBTET EJ/ET A - 194 Dechow and Sloan (1991) ~ Kaplan and
Norton (1992) ~ Bushman, Ind]ejlklan, and Smith (1996) ~ Hayes and Schaefer (2000):r
GEREERS RS R R E LR ER RN £
.’r;’f:;%ﬁw%ﬁ-* 2P ARG P R T - AT AR (ROAps) e Rm

LT RER A AR EARY R FH T ALRMSF (ROA) 2T - 8
HUL R AR (Returnyy) 5 28 A kR raehid @ ¥ o
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21 BRABEER
2002 &£ 2003 & 2004 & &zt

R R SR A P 1,065 1,111 1,173 3,349
Pligits pivE# (235)  (226)  (208)  (669)
Bk diR 0 E # 5P PR (175)  (168)  (153)  (496)
Pl B iR A 7 % i (68) (53) 56)  (177)
Bl & 2355 ROA® (222)  (218)  (213)  (653)
Plg gz Enp e mend g (33) (28) (43)  (104)
i LA B

AR PN 332 418 500 1,250

PIREE AL 97 123 151 371

L g ATk TR | 235 295 349 879

(=)p R

1. ﬁ#']”kimﬂ,t;,}i”#ﬁ&*ﬂ$m T *Efﬁlr%}a—ﬁi}i

AREFT NI L BSARTIRA (TET) o & #5ARTRAL (TE]) #4241% K
A\ﬁ'r)?n]\z:%\;g. My — %;igg.\#,piﬁ&\giq_ﬂ PP S I | 3§-J o H ¢

R T o I T e
g\dﬁlﬁ'l tEReS 3T EEgm AL l“«}lF] PR R HEES

ORISR L ELEE L Ll R R
ﬁfﬁ‘*é‘r_ (- e E#) i e > 58V (3R 2 %4 ,2003; LaPortaetal.,
1999; Claessens, Djankov, and Klapper, 1999 ) e @ H ¢ iz~ FL & > T
?ﬁ$*iﬁﬁﬁ”mﬁpmﬁﬁ&$’*éﬁﬁLQMaﬁ%’uﬁ$ﬁﬁiw
g,ﬁ<wrm@g Lo m FARA PR HR ARG AR AR F LB

FALFARL S b Lpdlda BERFRF LA -

3oy ggﬁ%wa/ﬂ—?%,;. AR (% 2% >2014) *TI ROAT 2 &4 Tam - #ES ~ F'& ¥
dgocipth  Fl AFTE BiRE ROA ML £ %~ W ¥ $RGUE A E2 725
ROA #cid > rqd%i\\”r‘wjl]“”f‘v’ 2002 # ~ 2003 & - 2004 & & A pl% 434 3455 40 L
BB o b2 b A BT JRE ROA Hefi e 8 89 2017 # 12 7 30 7 ’m#l&pw.z) e
LENE: I war%ﬁf\\ﬂ 2002 # ~ 2003 £ ~2004 £ F_F A PRS0 2 TR IRBEE
BL2017 & 129 30 » %27 ¢ T3 AT & 55 %1\%;%'@'—{”“‘ LRSI
G FALPREEL-2017 £ 12 0 30 3§ F E 0 7 AROA T MRS £ FID RABEG LR
S1ROA F#LA #%k 2 » 2 ¢ 2002 & ~2003 & - 2004&;1}%#41% 9 184 %2 173 LB o
bR AETNINE A AR LR RRB g TET AR ¢ ha @ >TCGI LR 5 1>
EHEREET B mp o T A Tl m&ﬁw B kg L DA i
TETT oA RULHEDT T4, B3R A r#”"#’ Jﬂ}ﬁi ﬁA(A'J‘%\f"#’J"’;
L) FERE TEay waJFﬁf1J4mﬂfiJ4w Rish Tadls) ey 5 TA
AL #wr»“ﬁi FAPE K ) o Btk ﬁ*ﬁﬁm’z %”r?“ﬁi il

i
Bk mEE o RIS TR REE AL e e
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2. N IVEE o

AR EAPE AR BBRIEFTADPF CQFT/HEE QEE
BEFEMHE B o AT AL 2 ¢ B IRE T NEM LR L AEM TP
(2)%?;7/)?& £ -QEETBHFE@DE I Lo RIEhRREY S Rp R

g/rﬁ)ﬂ,g,\ LEE LR ;ﬁ,ﬁw; ZI8 A ;.«rﬁw s T-FE L0 ;ﬁ,ﬁm T S (D~ % B g
@ﬁﬁ—%;mtd%,m%ﬁﬂ&&v%@iﬁﬂm§Wﬁ¢ﬁmﬂww“»
LB X FlAPMFLNLEM S SBALEMNE FE L FEMT L I2AM
4] % (Bushmanetal., 1996 ) B~ p R ¥ #cie (7 4 47 (44 & » 2017 ; Murphy, 1985;
Anderson, Banker, and Ravindran, 1999 ) -

(=)ix# R

Yot pFRE F P R L RS R o RINRE F RS Ap 4R L D
A% € fro @ il L 48 £ # i B (Grossman and Hart, 1988; Shleifer and Vishny, 1997 )
PR RE E P AR L M e P R R AR FP AT AR
R P INE F RS (IDH) 2 #74% A 5% 5 (0C) » B4 %#c > @ 3 7 i
ZEE ST IFNN GRS I A SR 1S  SPmE (i) “)“»ﬁiﬁ Fod ]k R AL Bt e R

N

2t TR GRS §RBET EOE Y A EF EAER S gL
7 * % 4 »t (Hermalin and Weisbach, 2003; Larckeretal., 2007 ) - #& & 3 373 = 38
frEF § SHAPM R » 85 :(1)%{1 EHRW (Size) " TAEZEFEY DEF
A QQEFE AL TRE® (Duality) » #od 3 ai Lzl en, plagfik
EaloFz Qa0 B)HINFEE B (Outszder) P TR L PIREFEAB/EE ¢

i 4 & (Schellenger, Wood, and Tashakori, 1989; Pearce and Zahra, 1992 )

T R }}?ciir . Larcker et al. (2007) ~ Hsu and Wang (2014)4% 3| = 7 g %%
Pfr 2 P A R HEocip b T A BT 2 ] 2 PRI 2 P Ak skeh s B
ﬁi’ﬁWQgéiﬁﬂkwig@@uQ“%%ﬁ% RS e R AR

AT HE 5% LR I A B Fgt R FT T RTHE IS A B4 A B 5% A A B
(Block) - £ '“,5‘ Agrawal and Mandelker (1990) ~ Yeh Lee, and Woidtke (2001) ~ Yeh
and Lee (2002) 7% 3 "‘F’W;“r K AORR Ty e A B3R B O R e oL g:dFrrg 21
H PR E S F AL AT F K (NonGroup) e 4n 41 %0 @
AT EETARLL PR LA RAY e P2 - BEBORL FO7 G
TABEL o PEE G RET AL (NonGroup) =B S8E 5 1 FRIKEO0-

ERE LA LR A m*‘rﬁ’ub g.]]f]?’ri’l}]?)—,s: e gmb “ e 1‘13;3}15;11;;@ AR~ i
A PrA R BA LR E ER oA a0 % % »z (Larckeretal.,2007) >

EF Y R L QAP R AT ARG EM L P Foper ik ant
Bl AT AL BB R ER B (Salary) 0 A G RGILEOR/RGIE R ET
oo Bt A SIR N NS I A FIRRE P PR EII AP fr s P g
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s o ol ATHGLEID L b G T8 A 950 5] (NonCEO) > 2 R 5 1 g
RN SXSELIRNE =21 S - IDRET I IR 1S ;-

EX 27 Ph G Bis 2P LN E 0 R AFLHH P PR
(Leverage) » #F 3 T & = @ ciff 5 & (Leverage) % 3 f /2 @ % & (Larcker
etal.,2007) - ',4rt RS OEE AL S 3 i K=r F#B B FLEF R R AR E R

AT~ E R KR Pl A s A RR O R (Preferred) >
AET RER L D FRPRGE KA/ 7B B (Larcker et al., 2007 )

Bfg o 3 2P A PR P Bz B Z BB LR T A
L+ ATH - BIAIRECTSE ¥ HRA0P L3 2R TSER G 10 F 2 > BIK:
O0ox Fl& AF 7t AP A7 H_2002 & 3 2004 & > F] L A7H t[%ﬁ)i‘%! i ¥ % #i Yearl
%2 Year2 o thptz ¢b s Bl R F 1 ¥ j”}"¢{$&¢;ﬂﬁl<*‘f FA RE R
2008) » @ AFTE R ARAIR 3 2] S BT P A KRG g
FLEXP mERE (ndustry) ° > FEHE A2 2 B3T3 1 #2770 Industry X
21> k2. PR EO-

(=) @
L AR = BRNIE LR £ L R £
T %

o .
/—§5’A B AT T
o

PP RRAS R R R 2 AR I RE RS E R RYEAR TR F L Ap
Moo ABEFRIED  AFETABEASTS G T SR AL 2 TpRE
S DIUER TP RN S SR S G S P
HMELL DI TRAMFELP 0L  TEFEAIP P GEEF LT RERS o
TR 1 2T AT e
ROA,,, =0, +a,DEV, +a,Pay, + a;DEV, x Pay, + a,IDH, + a;0C, + a,Size,
+ o, Duality, + a4Outsider, + o,Block, + a,;,NonGroup, + a,,Salary,
+a,,NonCEO, + a,;Leverage, +a,, Preferred, +o,;TSE, + o, sYearl,

+a,,Year2, + o, Industry, +¢, 1)
H2e o,

ROA FARPS > md LPITEDZF/IATA -

DEV :  frdlm sk il m & in B hdAs & - Hr DR K e >
ol dDR L ehm &R B R o

Pay PERE F RFR PP RS ‘u%ﬁ’” (D3 ~ Q) F 7/ &
OF N R-ENC LT IE

IDH p %KE‘%‘%M« NS £ 218 iR NS

SO o EAGTRAL (TE)) 7

AR e %”:ﬁﬁli')‘ég—r;dgﬁ_
ﬁ;iép{lfi sk 3 i\‘;}’q‘ ﬁ%.# 73 ; w ?



REVEEFR S SR LR
"’E’ Iﬂaf Vi *Elﬁréﬁ—fifii Fﬁg B315 43

oC bt TR E= RISl TR E RS TOnET I IR S ;-
Size : BTEERW>FTEET IEE Ao
Duality FEEA TGRS FoP iR TRER REYE
Xl FzZ Bl5i0o
Outsider IMFF G MMEEAB/EE €
Block FFL AT 5%k X B o
NonGroup @ & F 3t r2WL > 27 EHXTARLE 275K L
Pie Pt - BEBORAL 0 FOP T AKX AR 0 B
RHK S 1 FRKE O
Salary @ BUGEIZFRO B o ARSI EK/A ST R B o
NonCEQ © M iST8rieh eh@I8 & $5 gl G » 4 @ 18 10 o chaie 18 A 45 A% e/
s +\+s,t§,:o
Leverage PR RE R/ B
Preferred @ %% m’f?%&fi #i“v' ALK/ DT E o
TSE %f%;’;i\)ﬁ@?é?’ﬂ'}%‘i?ﬁI’Fi’ﬂ'ﬁiém’
Yearl @ 2002 # 502003 & % 12004 #R 5 0-
Year2 @ 2002 # 5 0-2003#F % 0-2004 F#& 5 1-
Industry @ FEAZFIEXDRB1; k2 PB0-
tr REAFRtE S ATHEFE 2002 £ 3 2004 & o
o ¢ 1Akl H Y i=1~18 o
& %ﬁ?il.‘lfsaéia °

L~-RERES

- ~EatERF AN Rk

275 e A g (R e B ¢ PR L IR RS IR 2R £ AT
B (DEV) L aE 54927 a MINEEFRF (IDH) L3588 .49 520576135
TP LR F (OC) T39E29.158° ¥ — F & » + 3 1§ %] (ISE) < #2#c 5 0.806
LA AP LA pIA80% 0 @ A L] (Industry) T ¥adic s 0.258 » B
TFLIESD G Mﬁi\mm%%o

%34 iz..;—u% A1 & % $c2 Pearsondp B hdic > J8 37 5 Dp gk L gk il
ﬁﬁi&ﬁifuﬂ%ﬁlﬁ%ﬁﬁi)i (DEV) fep 38 & ¥ g (Pay) & —‘F,h’ B R E
AL o Spt 2 vt TR S (ROA) foipdDh L i dI R AR £ 2 H
Az (DEV) & %7 & st b i F 1 £ F AR S (ROA) Jop 385 F nfep
(Pay) = «vu“m*‘@?% #E%H*o’ka»%\zﬁ”‘n&mmﬁ’*% TR DA
b LR rF\ WEF APl ) 2 TRMEEFPRL | 3 BEe . FprEg
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2HAE BRET RN GBI ¥ R B ERLE S s w kBT B4
iﬁfs—’f,{j\@f?/}%x”i ﬁ%ﬂ:ﬁ:ﬁ’ﬁ:ﬁ;/}ﬂf’?j\%ﬁ/ﬁ B E FE 2 o

2 B & BB A&nrirE (N=1,250)

Variable Mean Ql Median Q3 Std Dev Minimum Maximum

ROA 9.059 4.480 8.521 13.328 8.276  -40.461 43.111
DEV 4.927 0.230 1.533 5.578 8.149 0 48.420
Pay 6.819 6.515 6.804 7.039 0.453 3.778 8.769
IDH 20.576 11953 18.121 27.238 11.869 1.100  78.860
ocC 29.158 16.738 27.051 41.720 16.147 1.162 84.472
Size 7.162 5 7 8 3.150 3 27
Duality 0.327 0 0 1 0.469 0 1
Outsider 0.119 0.046 0.105 0.168 0.089 0 0.491
Block 2.090 1 2 3 1.547 0 9
NonGroup 0.374 0 0 1 0.484 0 1
Salary 0.572 0 0.724 0.967 0.408 0 1
Leverage 0.842 0.312 0.569 1.090 1.013 0 14.834
Preferred 0.002 0 0 0 0.089 0 3.048
NonCEO 0.02 0.001 0.005 0.023 0.035 0 0.378
TSE 0.806 1 1 1 0.395 0 1
Industry 0.258 0 0 0 0.438 0 1

RETZROA: FAFPS (UG A E7) 0 s LR4THED
£l #ﬁ”ﬁﬁa$/‘€#§lﬁ;%ﬁ—ﬁi}i('lp‘n\”"%«“r) Frdln L F ] 4k L IR & R £ o Pay:
PIREE DR FPED REE BREML (DY QFT/E ()ﬁ SN A EXCOERN A Rl
$coIDH: p3RE FHF0F (”ﬁ‘v\”%‘?) D FRE F AR R ARl e OC T R L R
(A7) fdlk A /i ot Wl Slze ﬁié%fi’gigﬂ g $ A #ice Duality :
FEEAERER P 3T L ZRem Plen¥ik 51 F 2 > B 500 Outsider : *3%F
Fbl o PIREF ABS/EF € R A B e Block T 5% :tgn‘ES%m’”ﬁ\Aﬁt NonGroup * E_%F % =t * %
i\ AEFEETABRAL TR L ARAP o P2 - BEBRIEL > FOPF AT ARL R
ZRBE L] FRIE L0 Salary @ BIEIBEARL B M g8 Bk /4 g i R o NonCEO © 35538 1)
"I‘ﬁl_IWA#frW“LL f"]’lv;l;-@ l'l'P'rf’!ﬁ—IW/\;}’i"i){&/,,xﬁ" SURLS ;9 Leverage \jm‘ff’&& uﬁlﬁ/
PP o Preferred B i R o FHPRG WA/ T B TSE FHRASP LD 2R
KElo F 2 o P50 Industry : FEZF1EDP 5 PIB1; F 2 PIB0-

AT A o DEV: 4% L L i

¥
Q= LI
£ -~



23 ¥ 1% %82 Pearson 4p B ik (N=1,250)

ROA DEV IDH Pay ocC Size Duality  Outsider Block NonGroup  Salary ~ Leverage  Preferred ~ NonCeo TSE Industry
ROA 1
DEV 0321 1
IDH 130" 3557 1
Pay 224" 068" -.056 1
oc 0927 234" 595 L1517
Size 030 108" 102" 102" -0757 1
Duality .044 1477 -075" .055 -.028 _225™ 1
Outsider 102" -.040 134" .048 -269" 120" .038 1
Block 094" -.018 3277 147 6277 -122" 019 Jd017 1
NonGrowp 112" .020 .002 219" -204™ 1577 .006 3147 130" 1
Salary -084™ 069" 0847 -.0453 059" 125™ -165™  -.000 -.000 -019 1
Leverage  -281""  -.011 -.045 -211™ 001 -.009 -.022 -.009 -.005 -.143™ 058" 1
Preferred .003 1127 044 -015 017 -017 -.021 077 -.001 -017 027 334" 1
NonCeo 082" -071" 089" 172" 1217 -108™ 2047 -062° 142" -.080™ -035  -088™  -.019 1
TSE 158 0.038 -086™ 181" .004 106 -061  -1177 -.029 .094™* -001  -124™  -057" -.024 1
Industry 076 0.013 -115" 316" -200"  -.0977" 120" -0411 147" 120™ -072"  -128"  -.0142 063" 289 1

lLgEEHFLE2

2BBEFREZ 0058 APMAEF T A

BF-REL001pF > nMAEF -
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i jF A AT
TR RS E R R A4od 24V UF R TRAMEF S HAIRL
B ADEVx Payshifs 3+ il 2 3 B ¥ 7 & (tiE=0.85) » B § P 3% E ¥ Tidlx
K P MEEHET F 3 FAL L FEREL LI mﬂi}]\ MEE (T
FHRAL) BAA3#3 FATREERLZHFMEFE LR L1 E (Antle and
Eppen, 1985) » 2@ ap Mg F WL 4R A hfiRT™ - £ ¢ e 2§t FHpY
@@’ﬂééﬁﬁEi%fﬂ&i%’%ﬂ*ﬁigﬁifiﬁﬂmﬁwbﬁf
AV RARERE > wEFEARFPAETHFPLEOE > RT EF RIIE I -
FPLK s RRSEHEIPEAELRE 5 A - Tl idR L i gl g
BREGERHYPAZRARAPE > P RFFFPRA S G TRALF A DR
%gﬁfﬁ4°$&7+’»?u%m FRIREE S AR ARE s ARl
W (OC) ehig kg ¥ 5 0 (ti8=2.84) BT ok frdDx L endd x5 £_8 eho
PIFFIR K PRt § € fro @ % L 48 & 07 B (Grossman and Hart, 1988; Shleifer and
Vishny, 1997) » s PEEp418 L € fabl o o P hgscd o> {rifd é),?%— R o
F- a0 PRAREF4DL L | u|hDEVxPayshfs 32 G HE ¥ 5 & (tE
=2.64) > FET DR P INEFATGIAAR > P INEF OER PG TR R
bk BRI EE R AR RRAR TR F AP - B g P3N
FEALAVRARE > PMEEHLAZIFF TR FPE TG T MR
A EE A PFI 7 ERELARL ) BHIE R 2P INE T § it Fp
+1
g
j

\m',dg P W t’“‘-"

]
Loz o FE AR LR BRI R R RAR A LT B3
RS E FRATT  ET 7 R TR E DR R R
’ﬁ?}‘g%/w_s,_,;r@vo%’lﬁ\lé——.‘ v”%j\‘*’s:m’?:}i:f}sﬁ‘%é}@ﬁﬁ‘b
(Drymiotes, 2007 ) o 7= W 5 7 RS B AREF L o TSP ME L EF L
HPRJFFFFEALIHNE2P AR seend v fpifd > R84 JIF & 2]
FUEF-REH>BRRAIMEELAZFF FANRA T ARG » FPpREE
Frpuz 43 TRA 3 ok §FR o £ F 0 4o Grossman and Hart (1988)%
Shleifer and Vishny (1997)= }‘%m’?lﬁ, oS P A R FRE o B g R 2P
A A I T p %Kﬁi#‘”}l—t (IDH) #ig 2+ l“ﬁi:%f':g";_l_ (tlﬁ=2,57)’*fr"a“ﬁ%iri
B Y pRE- R

?€ TRIMEF LN ) n 2 TRMFFFPRL | v
oo DRIRFE 284D L | igedk & 2 @ ShDEV x Paysis 3+ (h#icin
LN fﬂ”ij¢9ﬁ$\ﬁﬂwﬂ&Pwmﬁ&ﬂ&W
FREmEs o X AFETIRE D P NE LA
FRERA S Rk 2R AR PR R R AR &
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24 EA1LRRFLEE

PIREF R AR K (N=371) poERE AR L (N=879)
3) 3)
Variable (1) (2) Full Model (1) (2) Full Model
Intercept -0.051 0.069 -0.038 -0.087 0.038 -0.089
(-0.59) (2.85)""  (-0.44) (-1.68)" (2.93)™  (-1.73)"
DEV -0.012 0.001 -0.013 -0.013 -0.001 -0.014
(-0.79) (1.11) (-0.81) (-2.66)™"  (-1.52) (-2.76)"™"
Pay 0.018 0.017 0.020 0.020
(1.49) (1.36) 2.57)" 2.61)™
DEVxPay  0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002
(0.82) (0.85) (2.59)" (2.64)™"
IDH -0.001 -0.001 0.001 0.001
(-1.56) (-1.41) 2.38)™ 251
ocC 0.123 0.173 0.169 0.082 0.033 0.036
2.47™ 2.91)™ (2.84)™ (3.49)™ (1.09) (1.24)
Size -0.001 0.000 -0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000
(-0.46) (-0.31) (-0.37) (0.38) (0.66) (0.06)
Duality 0.000 -0.001 -0.001 0.001 0.002 0.001
(0.03) (-0.08) (-0.14) (0.13) (0.27) (0.22)
Outsider 0.147 0.189 0.181 0.117 0.078 0.078
(2.12)™ (2.58)™ (247 (3.53)™ .12 (2.16)™
Block 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.001
(0.24) (0.10) (0.23) (-0.20) (0.22) (0.42)
NonGroup  -0.007 -0.003 -0.007 0.008 0.011 0.007
(-0.66) (-0.30) (-0.71) (1.28) (1.8)° (1.20)
Salary -0.008 -0.008 -0.008 -0.013 -0.014 -0.013
(-0.73) (-0.71) (-0.66) (-2.05)"  (2.22)" (-2.)"
NonCEO -0.141 -0.097 -0.126 0.398 0.480 0.394
(-1.45) (-1.01) (-1.30) (2.52)™ 3.04H™ 2.5
Leverage -0.039 -0.041 -0.039 -0.017 -0.019 -0.017
(-6.57)™  (-7.08)™  (-6.61)"™"  (-6.57)™"  (-7.00)"™"  (-6.39)""
Preferred 8.883 10.177 9.500 0.079 0.081 0.080
(1.92)" (2.19)" (2.04)" 2.91)™ 2.94H™  294H™
TSE 0.013 0.012 0.011 0.028 0.034 0.030
(1.04) (0.98) (0.85) (3.98)™" 4.79™  (4.30)™
Industry 0.019 0.028 0.021 -0.010 -0.005 -0.011
(1.63) (2.59)™ (1.80) (-1.39) (-0.70) (-1.57)
Adj R? 0.242 0.279 0.244 0.120 0.138 0.144
F statistic 6.65 6.91 6.41 8.48 9.26 9.17
(p-value) (0.00)™" (0.00)™ (0.00)™ (0.00)™ (0.00)™  (0.00)™
LT E LA
2L andiciE Stvalue s T T TA A T2 1%~ 5%E 10% 088 F oK -
R =
P T EAYFEATLARRZE > AFTEAT A AL LA LT A
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x5 I#pﬂ-—d T - W F AFFPF (ROAnw) 325 % HOF ALFS (ROA,) 5 2%
o P ndpihd g3 ondptk T - BT AP S (ROAm) i Hi oy
Lt ﬂFm R3PS (Return g )3 3. & H P # p4PR A M &R £ (CF)
B AR LB A E R R (DEV) B ] e T ok 2
F A BAPM o AT PR AR E N (CF) fohdr®d (DEV) 4pM > &
FARAREGEE(CF) adm 3 P AR AYE BT HELEE AT AS5E 460

d A5V UFIR > A m:‘*i&—#\j\’i*;jﬁﬁ-_d T - W F AFPF (ROAH) i
FHDOFTAFPF (ROA) » Frd -0 7 KA Rgradpthd g3 5 adpie: T -
I AR S (ROApsr) 3 i ® Fdpth T - W LR % (Returni;) > HF &%
BESeD 2 Apl o MEAB AP EGR . 10 F RO P ARG B BLHES
PenF AP S (ROA,) P* > é"n‘* PRIMFE L 41% L | 2w hDEV X Paysis 3+
Gl EREEM (1E=1.26) 5 Aa ¥ TR IMFE 2Ly 48 L | 2w enDEV X Pay
Mgt GEE D » EFE (tm—l 68) » FIM AR BER F - 35 o TR
FOEF 2T HIR L | B DEV X Pay 3+ Gt ® (1.68) frit = #-2 2 el »edp
BT - POFTAFEMF (ROAwr) e (2.64) 4prt o tEBER D E FRHF
A RRFM AT R BT AR P RriE 2 éll?% » 4o FEHEE (2003 ) ~ Dechow
and Sloan (1991) ~ Kaplan and Norton (1992) ~ Bushman et al. (1996) ~ Hayes and Schaefer
(2000)FLBE— 5 » B4 754 pedp HhAT A R M ARSI R o 2
o FRHLT ARG TR T - PAREIRFPF (Returny) PF o R TR
MEE 245 L | ewDEVxPaysni 3+ #cd BB FE (tE2=031) ; &
T A R F F 2§ e w] cADEV x Payhits 3 il E ¢ MH:]@(@EL%),
i 0 LA B R T A S P A Rk LR S
Ap e e B B adp ik AL IEFEFAIMEFET () FAPRARF > pPINE ¥ F
EESE S IR S bh’fr"%}: RIS = e #’“%Hﬁ?lﬁaﬁﬁuiﬁf%é}ﬁi&m 7
(7)) ZMBFLAPM o Lot > FR TR RFTE 2GR L ) B DEV X Pay s 3+
Pt (1.66) frit = -2 7 g g h & 5 7 - POFTAEPF (ROA)
et (2.64) A4prt o tEBEAR T E S E S R FMAETE S BT AT PR
friEd 2 ),?% » 4v : Fatemi, Desai, and Katz (2003) ~ Bussin (2015)g.2k4p o7 » 7% T 2 &
LA BHREYREBROFMVYLAZR DA TN EAR AHFHET P R
LBy Mg a2ddlany {:}F]ﬂ'-—ﬁﬁ » Gl Ek%ﬂ}:ﬁpﬁw#‘ L R
e LR F o B RS T A j\...\ pdp k- T T - ek B3RS (Returng g )P
DEVxPayfs 3+ (s ficent B € < g™ 5 o

Bfsod 26V EED - FENA ATRITAVAARE T8 (CF) 6 hF &S
FIrd 4R EAINFT RS F LB DEAFAFETBRR D FANEEELY
FPLAPE S MIMEEFPLFG FNA S 3 RS B PRI RE R &
B RE T REF M o H7 TRARFF L4 L | 29 DEVxPayiiz
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s BB EM (1E=0.64) 5 R 0 TRIMFE 2Ly 4 L | e w hDEV < Pay
gt i E e BEEE (tE=2.75) o

25 MBEAFAELE-HDF A kM rch e s ROAZ Returne

Panel A p3%F F 5 #4124 (N=371)
Performance=ROA;

Performance= Return i+

3) 3)
Variable (1) (2) Full Model (1) (2) Full Model
Intercept  -21.398 10.010 -21.428 0.048 0.342 0.083
(-2.73)™ (4.45™ (270" (0.11) (2.74)™ (0.18)
DEV -1.635 0.103 -1.632 -0.023 -0.002 -0.027
(-1.22) (1.39) (-1.22) (-0.30) (-0.47) (-0.34)
Pay 4.687 4.690 0.043 0.039
(4.24)™ (4.22)™ (0.67) (0.61)
DEV  x 0.238 0.237 0.003 0.003
Pay (1.27) (1.26) (0.26) (0.31)
IDH -0.013 0.002 -0.002 -0.002
(-0.24) (0.03) (-0.63) (-0.60)
oC 6.361 4.882 6.284 0.056 0.130 0.146
(1.5) (0.95) (1.26) (0.23) (0.46) (0.51)
Size 0.021 0.056 0.021 0.000 0.001 0.000
(0.16) (0.41) (0.15) (0.00) (0.07) (0.02)
Duality -0.287 -0.126 -0.283 0.024 0.021 0.019
(-0.34) (-0.14) (-0.33) (0.50) (0.43) (0.39)
Outsider 4.619 4.637 4.556 -0.185 -0.116 -0.112
(0.75) (0.69) (0.70) (-0.52) (-0.31) (-0.30)
Block 0.151 0.180 0.151 0.004 0.004 0.003
(0.41) (0.47) (0.41) (0.18) (0.18) (0.15)
NonGroup  -0.245 0.694 -0.245 0.061 0.069 0.060
(-0.27) (0.74) (-0.26) (1.14) (1.32) (1.13)
Salary -1.872 -1.998 -1.872 0.008 0.008 0.009
(-1.83)" (-1.89) (-1.83)" (0.14) (0.14) (0.15)
NonCEO 2.227 8.327 2.180 -0.357 -0.245 -0.302
(0.30) (1.09) (0.29) (-0.85) (-0.58) (-0.70)
Leverage  -3.887 -4.483 -3.886 -0.038 -0.045 -0.039
(-7.50)™  (-8.55)™" (748" (-1.28) (-1.54) (-1.31)
Preferred  160.898 163.863 160.260 -4.388 -3.597 -3.643
(0.74) (0.73) (0.74) (-0.35) (-0.29) (-0.29)
TSE -0.294 0.170 -0.289 -0.091 -0.092 -0.097
(-0.27) (0.15) (-0.26) (-1.44) (-1.44) (-1.50)
Industry -0.388 1.094 -0.392 0.053 0.071 0.057
(-0.38) (1.07) (-0.38) (0.90) (1.25) (0.96)
Adj R? 0.249 0.269 0.266 0.063 0.065 0.062
F statistic 7.33 8.99 8.47 2.47 2.61 2.35
(p-value) (0.00)™" (0.00)™" (0.00)™" (0.00)™  (0.00)™ (0.00)™"
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25 WEMAFRESE-HDF X K H o B30 5 ROAZ Returnes ()

Panel B p 28 % ¥ £ 4 & (N=879)
Performance=ROA;

Performance= Return i+

3) 3)
Variable (1) (2) Full Model (1) (2) Full Model
Intercept  -15.146 4.396 -14.801 0.665 0.340 0.669
(-3.57)™ @.149™ (3.5 (2.13)" (442 (215"
DEV -0.611 -0.035 -0.700 -0.047 -0.001 -0.049
(-1.57) (-1.28) (-1.80) (-1.66)"  (-0.44) (-1.69)"
Pay 3.088 3.040 -0.049 -0.050
(4.84) (4.77) (-1.05) (-1.06)
DEV x 0.086 0.096 0.007 0.007
Pay (1.50) (1.68)" (1.64) (1.66)"
IDH 0.057 0.061 0.001 0.001
(2.39)" (2.59)" (0.29) (0.41)
oC 7.947 4.229 4.300 0.071 0.041 0.028
(4.30)™" (1.79)° (1.86)° (0.52) (0.24) (0.16)
Size -0.026 0.019 -0.045 -0.003 -0.004 -0.004
(-0.37) (0.26) (-0.63) (-0.65) (-0.70) (-0.68)
Duality -0.767 -0.778 -0.752 0.046 0.048 0.046
(-1.56) (-1.56) (-1.54) (1.28) (1.32) (1.28)
Outsider ~ 12.939 9.923 9.671 0.069 0.032 0.031
(4.94)™ (3.36)™" (3.34)™" (0.36) (0.15) (0.14)
Block -0.254 -0.215 -0.140 0.016 0.017 0.017
(-1.34) (-1.10) (-0.72) (1.12) (1.21) (1.19)
NonGroup 0.020 0.391 -0.029 0.049 0.049 0.048
(0.04) (0.80) (-0.06) (1.37) (1.38) (1.35)
Salary -1.246 -1.364 -1.270 -0.065 -0.066 -0.065
(-2.42)" (2.60)™ (247" (-1.71)"  (-1.73)° (-1.72)"
NonCEO  33.390 45.542 33.672 -0.684 -0.813 -0.681
(2.60)™" (3.549)™ (2.63)""  (-0.73) (-0.87) (-0.72)
Leverage  -1.705 -1.796 -1.690 0.031 0.032 0.031
(-10.63)""  (-11.08)""  (-10.56)"" 2.57)™ (2707 (2.58)™
Preferred  -2.650 -2.445 -2.457 -0.261 -0.278 -0.259
(-1.12) (-1.02) (-1.04) (-1.50) (-1.60) (-1.49)
TSE 2.268 2.864 2417 0.005 0.003 0.007
(3.97)™ (4.94)"" (4.22)™" (0.12) (0.006) (0.16)
Industry -1.140 -0.413 -1.204 -0.002 -0.008 -0.003
(-1.96)" (-0.71) (-2.07)" (-0.06) (-0.18) (-0.08)
Adj R? 0.190 0.217 0.235 0.079 0.080 0.079
F statistic  16.59 18.38 17.82 6.38 6.60 6.03
(p-value)  (0.00)™ (0.00)™" (0.00)™" (0.00)™  (0.00)™  (0.00)™"
LRI HRLE2

255N endiciE 5 tvalue 0 T

BN AT 1%~ 5%E 10%:088 F R o
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26 HEHAHRESF AR ARENER (CF) Bk
PIEF AL (N=371) PR EF gL (N=879)

(3) (3)
Variable (D) 2) Full Model ) 2) Full Model
Intercept -0.065 0.072 -0.053 -0.07 0.041 -0.073
(-0.74) (2.95)"  (-0.60) (-1.35) (3.09)™ (-1.41)
DEV -0.008 0.002 -0.008 -0.008 0.005 -0.008
(-0.48) (1.47) (-0.52) (-1.14) (1.28) (-1.22)
Pay 0.020 0.019 0.018 0.018
(1.66)" (1.54) 227" (2.32)"
DEV'x Pay 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.002
(0.61) (0.64) (2.70)™ (2.75)"™
IDH -0.001 -0.001 0.001 0.001
(-1.27) (-1.11) (2.28)” 247"
CF 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.006 0.006 0.006
(1.54) (1.18) (1.22) (1.49) (1.4) (1.48)
ocC -0.031 0.044 0.039 -0.546 -0.561 -0.583
(-0.26) (0.33) (0.28) (-1.29) (-1.31) (-1.38)
Size -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000
(-0.68) (-0.56) (-0.6) (0.54) (0.81) (0.23)
Duality -0.003 -0.004 -0.004 0.003 0.004 0.004
(-0.29) (-0.38) (-0.41) (0.54) 0.7 (0.62)
Outsider 0.161 0.196 0.188 0.114 0.076 0.076
(229" (2.63)™ (2.52)" (3.44)™ (2.08) Q2.1D)"
Block -0.002 -0.002 -0.001 -0.001 0.000 0.001
(-0.33) (-0.36) (-0.28) (-0.21) (0.18) (0.38)
NonGroup  -0.008 -0.004 -0.008 0.008 0.010 0.007
(-0.78) (-0.41) (-0.83) (1.31) (1.76)° (1.24)
Salary -0.007 -0.007 -0.006 -0.01 -0.011 -0.011
(-0.61) (-0.6) (-0.56) (-1.61) (-1.78)" (-1.67)"
NonCEO -0.179 -0.131 -0.164 0.281 0.363 0.28
(-1.82)" (-1.33) (-1.65) (1.68)" (2.19)" (1.69)"
Leverage -0.039 -0.042 -0.039 -0.022 -0.024 -0.022
(-6.64)""  (-7.16)""  (-6.68)""  (-7.36) (-7.79) (-7.12)
Preferred 9.371 10.610 9.840 0.098 0.100 0.098
(2.03)" (2.29)" (2.12)" (3.54)™ (3.58)™ (3.54)™
TSE 0.009 0.009 0.007 0.027 0.033 0.03
(0.74) (0.71) (0.57) (3.84)™ (4.63) (4.15)
Industry 0.02 0.029 0.022 -0.009 -0.005 -0.011
(1.75)" (2.59)" (1.87)" (-1.37) (-0.75) (-1.54)
Adj R? 0.245 0.240 0.246 0.148 0.131 0.153
F statistic 6.29 6.44 6.03 9.34 8.67 9.22

(p-value) (0.00)™" (0.00)™ (0.00)™ (0.00)™* (0.00)™ (0.00)™
LR LE20
235N e Stvalue » s TS T B A T E 1% ~ 5%E 10% 8 F KR .
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i:\mFﬁigvuﬁﬁﬁvﬁw’—&{#qwﬂ&aﬁﬁamﬂ&bﬁ
FRoAY - PRASEEE > aREag R L RHEM P NEELIF LAY
A By mF FXAARE B AL & AR blde  Spatt (2005)4p

NEE X hFEMGR TR @Eﬁ:49i—°%91”’§ibQ%WU&%&
RifFFE & ‘E“‘i sz & 72 (Hempel and Fay, 1994; Vafeas, 1999; Cordeiro et al., 2000 ) ;

Fo2o EIR A By ERY R oo p%7u¢“ﬁ#pww"ﬁ“ﬂxﬁ4u;1¢1 S R
REE g H  Flopi il B E i o7 18 ELLSFTEAN T AEF
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TEEY AR FFFRNAFETF] VABHFEEEA L REMREESYY 4 af FIH
Witk {7 B ¥ 2% (Drymiotes,2007) o ¥ £ @it ®d > A7y O oERT v
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B AELHER VM RA L (D EQEL DS F s Pl A R
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T L EMT o Z 2543 & (Bushman et al., 1996) » & B~ p R 4t#cie (7 4 47 (§
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ALt B AR VRET PP DERDRFP LA BRI
o B TR RE R LAk B DEVx Payshig 3 kT R HEF S 1 (LR
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BEAEF NG LDFPRELYS S PF TP AR BT 6T
B2 3 »2 % (Drymiotes, 2007 ) -
37 ¥-FIENRBRELEE

MFREFE AL ARl P IREE AR L o 2Rk
FiEigm L (N=348) AP EE@ A (N=531)
3) 3)
Variable (1) (2) Full Model (1) (2) Full Model
Intercept  -0.079 0.052 -0.083 -0.069 0.038 -0.071
(-1.04) (2.45)" (-1.09) (-0.96) (2.24)" (-0.99)
DEV -0.016 0.001 -0.021 -0.013 -0.001 -0.014
(-1.04) (0.59) (-1.31) (-2.3)" (-1.43) (-2.33)™
Pay 0.021 0.021 0.017 0.018
(1.89)" (1.89)" (1.61) (1.64)
DEVx Pgy  0.002 0.003 0.002 0.002
(1.07) (1.35) (2.23)" (2.23)"
IDH 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
(1.24) (1.63) (1.89)" (1.95)"
ocC 0.024 -0.013 -0.018 0.100 0.047 0.053
(0.56) (-0.25) (-0.36) (3.45)™ (1.22) (1.41)
Size -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 0.001 0.001 0.000
(-0.75) (-0.42) (-0.87) (0.71) (0.85) (0.43)
Duality 0.002 0.001 0.001 -0.004 -0.002 -0.003
(0.25) (0.15) (0.09) (-0.43) (-0.22) (-0.32)
Outsider ~ 0.102 0.086 0.077 0.111 0.063 0.068
(1.89)° (1.54) (1.37) (2.58)™" (1.28) (1.40)
Block 0.004 0.004 0.005 -0.002 0.000 0.000
(1.04) (1.05) (1.17) (-0.57) (-0.09) (0.04)
NonGroup  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.010 0.014 0.010
(-0.03) (0.05) (0.04) (1.28) (1.78)° (1.18)
Salary 0.011 0.010 0.010 -0.029 -0.030 -0.029
(1.17) (1.05) (1.12) (-3.3)™ (-3.3D)™  (3.34)™
NonCEO  0.190 0.229 0.150 0.502 0.594 0.517
(0.94) (1.13) (0.73) (1.84)" 217" (1.9)°
Leverage -0.021 -0.023 -0.020 -0.016 -0.017 -0.016
(-4.23)™  (-4.53)""  (-3.88)™" (487" (-5.19)77 (4.8
Preferred -0.111 -0.143 -0.150 0.078 0.081 0.080
(-0.36) (-0.46) (-0.49) (2.63)"" Q.7 2.72)™
TSE 0.017 0.021 0.019 0.035 0.042 0.038
(1.76)° (2.12)" (1.93)° (3.5 4.14)™ (3.75)™
Industry 0.000 0.004 -0.002 -0.016 -0.011 -0.017
(-0.03) (0.41) (-0.18) (-1.76)" (-1.20) (-1.84)"
Adj R? 0.103 0.091 0.108 0.157 0.139 0.161
F statistic  3.34 3.18 3.32 6.81 6.34 6.68

(p-value)  (0.00)™  (0.00)™"  (0.00)™  (0.00)™  (0.00)™  (0.00)"

LBk ELE 2.
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Panel A & % & i» #p

MRRFEE L AR L (N=371)

pERE E 2R FR L (N=879)

3) 3)
Variable @)) 2) Full Model @)) 2) Full Model
Intercept  0.072 0.069 0.076 0.041 0.038 0.040
(2.85™ (285" (GB.0D™  (3.02)" (293 (2.92)™
DEV 0.000 0.001 0.000 -0.001 -0.001 -0.001
(0.13) (1.11) (0.19) (-1.83)" (-1.52) (-2.51)™
Pay 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
(-0.55) (-0.73) (-0.60) (-0.47)
DEVx Pay 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
(0.92) (1.09) (2.49)™ (2.72)™
IDH -0.001 -0.001 0.001 0.001
(-1.56) (-1.61) (2.38)™ (2.73)
ocC 0.118 0.173 0.169 0.077 0.033 0.026
(2.28)" Qo™  (2.80)""  (3.13)"™"  (1.09) (0.84)
Size -0.001 0.000 -0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000
(-0.53) (-0.31) (-0.40) (0.36) (0.66) (-0.03)
Duality 0.001 -0.001 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.001
(0.15) (-0.08) (-0.04) (0.11) (0.27) (0.23)
Outsider ~ 0.157 0.189 0.195 0.120 0.078 0.078
(2.22)" (2.58)™ (263 (3.5 (2.12)" (2.06)"
Block 0.000 0.000 0.000 -0.001 0.001 0.001
(0.07) (0.10) (0.09) (-0.43) (0.22) (0.22)
NonGroup -0.002 -0.003 -0.003 0.011 0.011 0.010
(-0.19) (-0.30) (-0.25) (1.78)° (1.80)° (1.70)°
Salary -0.009 -0.008 -0.009 -0.010 -0.014 -0.009
(-0.73) (-0.71) (-0.69) (-1.35) (-2.22)" (-1.26)
NonCEO  -0.102 -0.097 -0.082 0.422 0.480 0.411
(-1.02) (-1.01) (-0.82) (2.62)"  (3.04)™ (2.56)™"
Leverage -0.042 -0.041 -0.042 -0.019 -0.019 -0.018
(-7.02)""  (-7.08)™"  (-7.08)""  (-6.70)""  (-7.00)™" (-6.44)™
Preferred  9.306 10.177 9.871 0.082 0.081 0.083
(1.99)" (2.19" Q1" 2.95)™ (294 (2.98)""
ISE 0.015 0.012 0.012 0.032 0.034 0.035
(1.18) (0.98) (0.95) (4.35™  (4.79™ (4.69)™"
Industry 0.026 0.028 0.028 -0.005 -0.005 -0.007
221" 259" 23D (-0.77) (-0.70) (-0.99)
Adj R? 0.233 0.239 0.237 0.114 0.12 0.121
F statistic  6.27 6.91 6.10 7.37 8.48 7.43
(p-value)  (0.00)™  (0.00)™  (0.00)™  (0.00)™"  (0.00)™ (0.00)™"
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Panel B /512 A £ {» 2 p%
MEREE AL (N=371) pERE AL (N=879)

3) 3
Variable (1) (2) Full Model (D) (2) Full Model
imtercepr 0068 0069 0071~ 0041 0038 0.041
2.75) (2.85) (2.87) (3.08) (2.93) (3.03)
DEV 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.000  -0.001 0.000
(1.01) (1.11) (131)  (0.58)  (-152)  (-1.15)
Pay 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
(1.75) (1.87) (2.36) (2.49)
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
DEV*Pay 49 (0.73)  (-0.49) (:0.49)
0001 -0.001 0.001 0.001
IDH (-1.56)  (-1.58) 238)"  (2.58)™
oc 0.135 0.173 0.186 0.080 0.033 0.033
Q.62 @O BO7 (326 (1.09) (1.07)
G 20.001 0.000  -0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000
(049)  (031)  (-0.34) (0.14) 0.66)  (-0.21)
Dualiy 0002 -0.001 0.000 0.000 0.002 0.001
(0.2) (-0.08) (0.04) (0.08) (0.27) (0.17)
oussider 0137 0.8 0173 0119 0078 0079
(1.92) (2.58) 231) (3.47) 2.12) (2.10)
Block 0.000 0.000 0.000  -0.001 0.001 0.000
(0.08)  (0.10)  (-0.06)  (-0.48) (0.22) ©.11)
NonGroup 0003 0003 -0.004 0.009 0.011 0.008
(029)  (-0.30)  (-0.36) (1.44) (1.80) (1.34)
Saly 0012 0008 0010 0017 0014 0017
(098)  (0.71)  (0.88)  (247)™ (222)"  (-2.56)
NomcEo 01120097 0094 0.411 0.480 0.405
-1.14)  (-1.01)  (-0.96) Q57" GoH™ (254
Leverage 0040 0041 0040 0019 0019 0018
(6.76)""  (-7.08)™  (-681)""  (-6.6) (-7.00"  (-6.37)
Preforred 1978 10077 8503 0078 0081 0078
(1.69) (2.19) (1.80) 2.79) (2.94) (2.80)
o 0.013 0.012 0.010 0.033 0.034 0.035
(1.03) (0.98) (0.80) 445" (479" (4.78)"
sy 0022 0028 0024 0010 0005 0012
(1.89) (2.54) 204" (-143)  (070)  (-1.64)
Adj R 0.239 0.239 0.243 0.117 0.12 0.123
F statistic ~ 6.47 6.91 6.28 7.55 8.48 7.55

(p-value)  (0.00)™*  (0.00)™  (0.00)™  (0.00)"™  (0.00)™  (0.00)""
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A2 A1 F bggggi FIAIERN AR EE o AN G (1)@,}%115];%5?2‘3
Fr LS im’%’llr\#"’#l’l‘ﬁ*lﬁ,é—’m T ks s (DEV)~ p3%g ¥ chFp (Pay)
FAMFMF (ROA) Mgl Qi+ Lk i ipd S R £ 05 & 18 hLie
&(DEw>w*w§iwuﬂW(HW)ﬁAzimw1(ROA)Wjé&L@Mo*LL’%
By g it gg o4 MR AE o A W B Ese Sk #0A4] (Fixed Effect Model)) %k & 3
EEHRA LSRR 0 R R DR L m%&%%%ﬁﬂ$ﬁﬂﬁ%
%ﬂE(DﬂO\WWﬁiﬂﬁﬂW(HW)*“ﬁﬁ@‘(R@UE@]4m%&w*

PR ST E (445 & 2 2017 5 Zhangetal., 2014 ) “fﬁL 2 ¢k s o jy pERF
B 7| F 414 45 2 (Dynamic Panel Data Analysis) & & #7:& (7 53] 1 (07 7 7
23k E e R P AL R DR R A R R R ARR (DEV) PN E
hFFE (Pay) B F AR F (ROA) MBIl L g8t hmE (1
& ° 2017 ; Roodman, 2009; Aslan and Kumar, 2012; Zhang et al., 2014 ) »

;’”gd FHEBET B HEFH T 73] (Fixed Effect Model ) i &% i
pERF R 7| 3424 47 2 ;2 (Dynamic Panel Data Analysis ) #71 31| e 1 v DEV < Pay
Ed GHch TRINEF LS FRL ) Eu2 EEFE (G2 t B4 N5 0.002
(0.95)2 0.002(0.64)) » @ TP 2MFF 2y & |, wu| & AEF D pM 12 (AdE
@A B3 0.002(229) )% 0.002 (2.22)) - B 4 Bl ik % E -~ L L G0k 1
S E A AR GYRAR (DEV) P 3VF T i (Pay) 2 T AR (ROA)
I AMABOA N L BRI A FHEEEDIL Y - RO PAFAFTY B
B2 o AEFFPINEETEIRAF O PREEFPLFFFTALS 3 g 2
AR LRI EE R R R LT TREF AN - Ra o § I

PRAPEAR > P INE R FZ G TS R R R B DR L R i
BERETERBPEREIREFLAM - FPLAF TR 2 PP EEE L ST
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AT LSBT P AL HRA O RRER VTR FEME QRN
T W T S Y S R G E E 1 E s (- e A
B dh A7 VS BIHAEAPTETE § R S LR P iz
(Yehetal,,2003) > @ p3Rg ¥ F 55 L xgm Bk ¥ P18 ]k gyt

7}‘"‘ ”‘)IL SEPRNMFES FEBEEL LA Eigmﬁ"g‘;}’/‘ » FRF L AF
e IR BBEY P TRAT R ER S LR NET P} TR
AREFREEZGHEIRLOREFL G TRE ",f; 2%k s ?}I%Jt'!it” : Jensen and
Ruback (1983) ~ Grossman and Hart (1988) ~ Harris and Raviv (1988) ~ Bebchuk et al.
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mh

¥

n& \\‘ﬁr



58 kg

&
>
=1

Gk Flrk o FIP o AT P NEF AL (P 3 ) AR ApE o §
KPP MEFHFPEOF > A2 LS RII& éi?—lﬁﬁﬁwbsriwﬁ“ﬁi
AREAPRARRLY PR TR RPSERFPR AR EE R AN E
%ﬁﬁ&@% FRORERERE kA kD P AR
AETRDE P EFRUSFRAR > EF U - BRI EGRANET
g3 7 T2 L2 AT R ATEE 9orF komes o ﬂtbiigiag‘l.]j\ ;F
EHEMEORE R ET RIIE I - FPE Y RPEIRFDLL AR
B AN EEBYEARE L A F RONIZRAT o FP o TR Ak L ek i
REmERBALRARP > PINETFMLFG TS FRES 2 ERFR
oo kA o FRAIMEEF AL B AT MBI AR - Rh g
FETURE-BVUFRPANEIEAZTHAPRALY P TRAOHEMENE
Byl ) SR P IRE R o T MR LRt e R g
MR RBARARE A F RN RRE D 2 F AR AR dRE R &
mERBAARRAEE S SORFANETLZFG TAIETF] EF T AP0
FEFPL R RFEM P EAALE ,;r@w sk o BRHE G AP ARJE
@RS F FAALZ i (Drymiotes, 2007) e

A FHEEFE-RPE IHBRLIP ARG %RIRL I T - POFTARPF
(ROAw)) & § B ehF AP % (ROA,) ~#r & BT — ek LY % (Returnis) -
AE_APN A MRS TP 4 B B Eoe %k ficA] (Fixed Effect Model ) % #5 it P& 15
#|F #4472 2 (Dynamic Panel Data Analysis ) » # 57 3.5 % 3082 35 257 F Bk
FRIVEFALSEFIRAR > P WMEFEPFG TSR ER TR E LR
PIRAIEER AR BREER I REF AN c oo E M NEF TIFIRAE
PR RE T AR A ;%‘meAW’“ﬂ”&ﬁ{?ﬁéfﬁﬁm’f
BB ;}fﬁj AR G - A Tt %igiﬁﬁxép\“ﬁﬁi (FEHIEL) B
L/\_r;fé*‘ T & G Rﬁ‘?ﬁjﬂfﬁq@‘&ﬁﬁg’f % (Antle and Eppen, 1985) -
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Ra AP MEFTEIHAL LR - A LEMLNKTE B L DT hd AE
E?E]J’rﬂthﬁig E“*’%"F\m'ﬁz%fﬂ”é\w’EJI’?“?’W B FHp ey - ¥
-3 FRMFEPILAE PMEERELA AL ;il\l’_fé ;'\?Li

B i FPVEE 1T
ﬂ*ﬁ]»ﬁ“ﬁi%*&ﬁmk/°WL*F"%K$WWﬁi%fﬁwiﬁ
PIREEFPLFF TS ERE R SRR R R R AR R
ARG TREFLAPM o Ra > FRAMEF IR PINEFTFPZFT
Fs 3 R ock 2 gPh L el ird RS R £ R R IR B ORAE F L AP
a2 chs ARG EFEAMIEA AT J AR TR EE G e
ERAG T TRASMEEASHIRL 0 DA EEme | 2 TRRFE 2
R D AR A AR ELEA A e o BRFR TP IREE AR 0 2 i
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ARSI A | i DEVxPay hig 3t thl? EEEN R 0 TRINE T g
LR o DAk AR ESIL A g DEVxPay i ABAE F A D 0 R
BERET TR NEF AL P B RBEN VE T FPE R GER
‘*K-ﬁi’?;ﬁif"‘ FAAZHRm T e dd RAK»E » fep ‘\’3'\511’5 VoA
EAER § 5% A My EME RN FET AT R ALY T FaaT
7 (Brick et al., 2006) ° Fpt i TR IMFE 2P0 L > P IR AL A B IS
TA B FRNIEFFPFTF AL T EEE 0 §REF AL PR
FHERBIRE TR BEFH e - L F > FRATETOHMLARS CEFEPH
o Bl TR RE E EdR A .E“v'J » B I DEVxPay chig3-8ich EF M
Ba o TRMER AR L e DEVxPay i A F 5 T 0 frl ¢ %

NIRFEFLEK L REMTE ‘*%;}ppa PR AR G o e 3T
FLOEPIAL SR ALOEN NI HELTANREL LRk SR T
IMFF AR | E2wd DEVXPay dis3 1‘43;;—"’&1 EREM &S A

R

P e R AR A E AR E RS 0 AR mwﬁiwwww G HELFEE LR
SRS TR e Et SR E ER R T LIPS SR RICE R £
PEE R

AR B S PRI R P E R A RT A BT 0 % -~ AR ER
RIMFFHIRE SEIIF DR A EE R N ﬂ’}ﬁxﬁ,é}g_ﬁ_}i«k
M Kendn & P38 E 3 24 ¥ 0 (Adams and Ferreira, 2007; Drymiotes, 2007 ) - .
%P%%i%{f%”i’ﬁig¢ﬁrwmﬁiﬁwbﬂﬁ’dgﬁﬁy
- BEMEGERPMFNEERIAFHFILLEY MO TR ’"";‘)é".?‘%’al'j';#'l’ik
NS R A E R R < A F kit 32 48( Hermalin and Weisbach,
2003) o ¥ = v A FRF TRAMEFAIFIRL ) F o RABZENNLTEHFE
HRPFFPUREPFREEFEFFFALAZTH A T Ao 20 F KK Koxg o fep 3w
TEDFFAEEALL IR A RS EMENEPMINTEL IR AEY
’}3 T3 745 (Brick et al., 2006) © bi4e @ A % - IR RREY FIRE
G TP REE AR DRI A E IR A m ] BTN IV R
P3O FAA R R §REFLFILN ORI BRI R RS A F A
o B N FHEHPANMEFORFPLFAGEELPHPE AL REM S BT
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YT ARPSF (ROAw) ~ 5 HOFAFPS (ROA) ~ 2 7 - Havn L4 sy
(Returnyi;) 32,72 Wig BB EF b oo PERASFFTH &Fh+27F
W$ﬁ%ﬁ$F%%§ o RBlA R g e 3R e R EF R

YRR E AL W&ipiiaﬁrm?3¢ - fApINE F EPE G
FOUORERLAAR BARAR DL hoock o TRA ST ARG INERFHEMEY
Mofe | K ied % £ AFE 404534 93k 48 S 440k Larckeretal. (2007)%74% » =& @
ARG g FF WS o FP A A R BT A R i*xmﬂ%*mf@ B
Hd o T AT R AR R RO A 0 AP ARE AR E
FOH - AR AR AR £ 0 B R (CF) » & Bp 2 BRAT- &9 R R0k
% #7] (Fixed Effect Model ) & f2 -3/ Hcanp 4 HRE - A7 4 B =B
TER LA FAPNNEF I PG TS F R R LR ]
BEREN SR BYPEAER M > A2 rFﬁLfFiz%‘f“"? DX PR BT S Skl
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