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Is More Descendant a Sign of Good Fortune?

The Moderating Effect of Promiscuous Love
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Is More Descendant a Sign of Good Fortune?

The Moderating Effect of Promiscuous Love

Advisor : Dr. Hsiu-Feng Lin
Graduate Student : Yu-Sheng Lin
Student No. : G04430120

Abstract

The sons and the wives fight for power and money when the founder deaths. It
not only destroy home peace but also cause value of firm decrease. Especially, the
market participants may negatively react to the polygyny, because of this situation
are implied that uncertainty of the firm’s condition. This study examines how sons
and wives as moderator factors affect long-term performance, and market reaction
when founder deaths.

We collect sample of founder deaths from listed company in the top 100 group.
We adopt event study to analyze short-window market reaction, and use Tobin’s Q to
proxy for long-term performance.

The empirical results show that market participants negatively react to the
polygynous founder deaths; the factors of sons and wives exist differential influence,
but both are negatively impact on Tobin’s Q at initial period of founder deaths. The
further evidences indicate that the sons factor is positively association with
performance when the father is monogamy. Our findings reflect ‘the more sons the
more blessings’.

Key Word: Family Governance, Corporate Governance, Successor, Enterprise Value
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-~ ﬁljﬁkéﬁﬁﬁi}%

SRR U DA SR - qu;e;:& EBAE PRI P HE AN
AR A2 S g S AT A R AR S IO R R

F1t &R A ﬁ‘mrﬁﬁﬂ’%‘“'ufﬁ im*#ﬁ?fi}imfﬁf§(«l?‘i LN
2014; Johnson, Magee, Nagarajan and Newman 1985) » Salas (2010)4p i - 2
FRIPEA - REICPEL RN EEDEL T g B H Y g Bé*:ﬁ;#
s IR it d S AIPEA S E L 0E R AR B R T AR B 30T 5
HEFRGE S| 6ok

HEE AP g o b R g R A T R FoR
AT Al P R SR RS f A AITE e 2 % R g ¥
FEAL - TARRDPES od WAFEAYPR > FES B FHLAFEFET LT A
ABLEA RS {55 A 4 P15 FR 0 L 4 ) BB i
2R 0§ R FSRF A E 2 {rid (Anderson and Reeb 2003) » ¥ F: 2%
R FRAETAHFEL PP ARG RF G ok R T RE D
sz(Yang 1993; Tsui and Farh 1997; Farh, Tsui, Xin, and Cheng 1998) - ]t » &
BIZRA § 5 chd e 0§ ot B E AR LI7R A Ay B enpl Y o it it
SR L] F(LinandChenZOlZ)’ fAFEFEREALRLG DI PRE KT
ATRE-LS I h ;J‘—x% ) g ?E’Jrﬁﬁﬁi&i A FEA JEE L F vk x% FRE @
AR P o

g A [J%(Daily and Dollinger 1992; Anderson and Reeb 2003; Basco 2013) ¥t
WRE S F R AR - R4Eg % 0 Buchanan (1975)3% % U A & € # 17 R
I A R4 g a7 (freerider)enis 5o i A A A A 40 T2 FE S
Pl o BRG oA 4 hE F G L 4L (Gomez-Mejia, Nunez-Nickel and
Gutierrez2001) o & vk F + fRdie 5 cRf 75X e > SR RES AR A £ S
¥ %lml’g% M oF F R ROE S8 ?Iw”’ AR R P P iE N % % pxo '417%»”"
ﬁﬁ/\%ﬁ-ﬂfg FE S B g AR A - %\'\*ﬁb?—%nii\-?‘i” e G
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4 F iR enif iE 4% (adverse selection) > 4 E & % i & (Buchanan 1975; Lin and
Chen 2012) & A SRt o BAe SAEF Y S B FORS R

Tk F'*:}p 7T REFR 5 PrE - (Schulze, Lubatkin, Dino, and Buchholtz 2001) - j&_
A EEEY A2 A TBE PTG AT A HT PR S LR

ﬁv;rsmﬂ}ﬁ’ré FARBF ARG G o

ETIS

Fhotidk s FES R FHE LT AR E 0 § 50 METELEL Y
4 (Miller and Breton-Miller 2006) » ¥ = B B /&£ 2 T3 LG »as > Aly%4
WS IR > RS DR RS B et g E A2 A R
FoHEE %MEiﬁéﬁﬂﬁﬁ*’i¥£@&?&mme%@o&¥—
GG BlPEA RIS 0 B NIRRT REE M T o 4 B TG
RGPV ALY IR A G E A ERAL A BT W2 ¢
EHE @R ERT A HT PR AIPEAE F T s A FRE gk
I;aiﬁf%&ﬁfﬂim+ﬁﬁhﬁaﬁwf¢ ERE - JF ARG TE e
HEE2 2P B e v fa 0 FPr o ARG RN E S v BT

Hla @ =+ fefe 5 2 £17% 4 3 SRl SRR R o~ o
Hib @ 3 P 5 2 1P A L JHEF G e FRRA R~ -
S RIPEAN RS kg o (T

BEAGRE Y bt T P ARF DB SEA c B RN
FRUEFAE BRES AL RO EL - FR LG E S M &

TEFEA L BRSO SR g SRR o S T s e
,ﬁ@#%ﬂ%ﬁiﬁ%’flréJ%%Qiﬁhﬁﬁ%‘gﬁf’ﬁ¢mﬁﬁhﬂ%?
eht (= (4% 15 2 Rk 2 2000)

A g TR PBE FOE - BT R - ROEL G TN - B A B
Z2(E= e ik T 1996 ; Wong 1985; Hamilton 1996; Miller and Le Breton-
Miller2005) o A3z g ¢ > 725 B B aha S B (% > 8- f85 1 % (Strong tie)
(Adler and Kwon 2002; Arregle, Hitt, Sirmon, and Very 2007;) » H & 28 % ¢ 3£ 7
%E@%%%*¢l§%%@°%ﬁ’ﬁ@&ﬂWﬁi%iﬂ’Fﬁﬁiﬁ
(1948) 3% M1 enZ B 42 I gm crpLBh > FOE S R e A Hd A AT S frle s o @
L7 AR R A ?\4 2 BHRF T RAERIT o T ROES R BB R
ff!i,yfé"]—atm.—g\ﬁﬁi}imf“rlﬂ?-’T“ ROEY e MR W3 B
et s A# > 1 B EEd 2 - B E & B4 (Hamilton and Kao 1990;
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Yang 1993; Fukuyama 1995; Hamilton 1996; Tsui and Farh 1997) - & 72 > €
Flo ot AR X R BEIAL O GERREIFERE(Y F
W 1948 A B 199945 w 5 2000 ; Wong 1985; Yang 1993; Weidenbaum 1996;
Tsui and Farh 1997; Ward 2011) AR Ed T s T »arddiziEs
Reobf G AAH (M EFE G E 2009) o

PREFFFERFEGT A 582 5l R 4 ;j-f" QR A kR @’\LL
Fenipppdie WRIBZ (G L4R) & BT IR IIARE(FE
2000) « £ & 0 B R BAE S R AFIRY AT é&rﬂﬁk%ﬁ%
1999 ; Weldenbaum 1996) » ¥7 < AAp fipE A £ é_j’\ Bochp € F TL Y
(Pt 3 % 1999;Weidenbaum 1996) - % 5k Lyt [ e 3 #2445 5 %€ 7 #74 B (Nelson
1989) o

dt L ¥ 3 T0% A FRE RO o B SRR A e NE

W Es e il §HGERA IR ARE LA sL

1&¢%£#&%ﬁ$’Qﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬂ%ﬁﬁ’ﬁSﬁ%@ﬂﬁ‘

k@i4ﬁﬁ@’ﬁ¥—@4ﬁ%w§m£§\i%&%’%%\ﬁﬁ”F
Lot S e A% (LB E HRE E 2000)

Tﬁ’%&¢i£*&m&%ﬁé’?ﬁg I g
ZfEi%4EJ éjfﬁﬁif_w,’%%ﬁ?? .jél%éili—’rﬁy}?’“i;%r}ﬁ AL R o
ARREE L kg B g ﬁéﬂiﬁﬁiijAm¢#\J ,%
ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁm& %ﬁ’iﬁ : IHEZER O ERELH
SIPHEE O RFAAL LB éoﬂ&’ipiﬁﬂﬁi%T:

ﬁt sﬂ«»

‘m\L plt
i
T‘E
uh
\\E‘"
>
=

H2a @ B¢ #4 5 2 BIPECd $ R ) G R
H2a : EH 4%+ ZRIPEA L HEER BT 6 BE o
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AL AR T TR R g Al 2 w2 AT HES
rTJB,\x%‘ N u__#x% B2 3’*&%\«: » I}ﬁ P A ‘ké‘ﬁcﬁ'ﬂg?ﬁf_)ﬁm] = ﬁ-\fﬂﬂ“ Mok s 2T
e s 2L @ 2 AIPRA > R EoRBE R A HEFPRG C £ERE
ZEm B AP RERFEEFENT D ZEP AT

- R

1Rapid v prdp > £ 2 pI7%4 2 CEO et » H-g 4 £ 57k
FF A F g = @ (Worrell, Davidson, Chandy and Garrison 1986; Etebari et al.
1987) > Flt > A 2 R HE AAF R ¥ (CAR)Z & ¥ % E(TQ) -

1. 2ABFYHMCAR): EFHFHENERIEFTEHLENP R AT
GRBFFEFL L 2LFERERM LR TR TR NSRS F
fiz £ 3FAR 5 B ¥ 3R (Abnormal Return) » i #-% #p 2. B F 45 4 38 R F
% 4% 8 ¥ 3R (Cumulative Abnormal Return ) @ & 3 g * § 257 5 i
(Event Study) 3% & ¥ 1754 £ o & 2 % # £ % 3¢ ¥ (Cumulative
Abnormal Returns » CAR)&_F % 2 P AR v - 3 MET 277 2 2 MK 2

TP 4Tl
(D) # & AP M F A 5 el 7s 7 = A3 H & F PR PR
*%’*Fx T id Al A R PR

2 TEFAD I AFFLEEFEAD Gy EELPEA A 2B END

RERBRI L2 p > B TR ETREE RS- 23
"“*%FE-}(_T—{Q; 220 o B 2 il——""’i"@‘riif‘”lipffé ANl
*B LEPoAFTHRIEEFL PRI AR ATEFAP
et ¥B’+txlﬂ ERFAPEEIBREP o

@) TP AL LIRBLEA - FEHEERIIZPF FTEE
PHEET L EZEATEAZ S FERE O T AT ?E'}E’ 7 F
B2 EE S UFAFEAZC PSR- R oS 2 AHR

"#’ 3F ﬁjul °
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@) B3 2T L T RRARKEF T A2 E RIS K F R
EF2 e GPHERF o F > SRR - R KPR IEL Y
(Estimation Period) - &7 % 4 -k Salas (2010)z. 773 » 3 F 2 ¥
g4 pm 202 b p T 270 B2 % p[t-270 - t-20] » £ 3+ 270 p
AP SR

AFEE ORGP TP Hﬂs‘f (Market Model) ¥ 5 2 722+ 3¢
LG AL il o] T 2 2 (Ordinary Least Square - ff #= OLS)# *
T AW EF R

Rit =q, +ﬂi Rmt + &

Hoe o AL 0 2 g ~NOG) Sildk | T 7 LFFIR;ES
Flet o E G EH g AR g Lo

E(R/;E):(;i"':éi Rz

LR AR R L AR T L E R R RS B 0 B RS

ARiE = RiE _E( IA?if)

R AR, i F ATy ERe BARPIIOR, R RHP S E(R)
Pl 5 B AREI G om Mot chB F P AT P R AR F o A
S ﬁﬁﬂ’#fﬂ;ﬁj —‘$ ; :

CAR, =D AR,

2. £FRETQ): £ HEE £ E DA if]*u”ﬁ BB T o kR LD
R AEA R 4 ﬁ?i)h I E R FHRE o AP BT F 8 g iR
Tobin’s Q iF 5 3 & ¥ 1§ EHffr€ = 2 ¥ % Lindenberg and Ross (1981)
% Tobin’s Q 2. #_& » #‘ HHR RS S FERD FYEFNRT SR
AP AERE LRSS FEREEIRTALE A A2 F s e
Tl o ENARYAHLEEERE X AZ 2 RFE MR BT

oEE A%mLsﬁM@ﬁ’ﬂw’%Pf#ﬁ%ﬁééﬁﬂéﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ
?\L;/E? M2 2005: +F & ~ ¥ 2 & 3 54 2008 ; Chung and Pruitt 1994;
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Habiband Ljungqvist2005)2_ 3+ & = j2 » A F A ke H E R F AT A £
B A o5 B Tobin’s Q 2 3K T AP 4T

Fu s FHE+EFLRFFE+FF3FYE
TO=
Q= RE AR ¥ E

ﬂx}ni.au«ga MR ETL IR P hEF Y %ﬁdi%ﬁ%é’—
FAEL TR R TR AR BRI L LR RIE e REHE
E"i’l’i}if%\ 1}1@\;};\‘?‘4};}1@ x;\ﬁig'ﬁo

K2 fIEL i EH ¥ (NMAR)

BB - BB T R AR AT ﬁﬁ*ﬂ/a-ri’ﬁ T Y=
TFRIPEA 7 PR AT a B E 5 1 - mBF 500

S R

fui

j\,{ﬂ ,4. 73 ﬁ'g‘j_i }%&*i—%"%ﬁ_-ﬁ :i (=3 I?t’ {£ ‘_51’-_ ;% m Fﬁg ]"J’ 7 Zﬂ Ze i) é‘r_J'FL
s (SIZE) fEvSF (DR)S FASRPSE (ROA) ¥+ & F (BGR) E
¢ A (MSIZE )~ 532 4 3% (GMSOP) FL AT 284 %o

1. & ¥£2% (SIZE) :

Salas(2010)a‘ﬂ dod 30 R <] R z_;fs ﬁ;m? FPERE S A %
FEAHE AP FTWDFE BV a5 a4 ¥ A 0P amF e B f o o
PO W R R AR 2§ %%‘ﬁvﬁhpé | (Atiase 1985) o * #=
T ERRSIZE) L BT A 2 HiEE R o

no

f v (DR):
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k-
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o
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e
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2 ‘;Fﬁe# i fEAe R FE ,l!/[f”] EERTPLEA kg
Bobos BPREH S CEEFFRIZOHGFIT R O REFEPZAFE
’#Bﬂzﬁw#/\'i',ﬁ' 93(L€ftWICh1981)° Flpt oo ﬁ, -‘"i é f% L i‘ﬁ’i%ﬂf’ﬁf T
FAEF AP TR TR A g S g R LR K
%m g6 LG AL BE f R FORE L RGFAT A PR -

3. FAFMZF (ROA):

Salas (2010)4p 1 » & ** T AR F L EFALF 5 2cfI* TR £ & 359>
FEAptRRE 0 M A EF 2 G Y FREKG L gk ’%“;Z#Fﬁ%ﬁut& IR 3
EEFTR2ZAI* 2 F WL > AR FIT RS §EaTF o F ’iﬁ‘;'ﬁ?%i??é_
WRFRARE - TR EKX kY ?ﬁmﬁ LER G SRR F 4R

i

ﬁmg'vﬁm+,a&?Aﬁﬁ@4?ﬁms“f AP ®M%?L
5 ';‘f'lef e P 'P“f?’r_’m AT E S AR A ARE S (ROA)H £ 2 %

fe

W,éS
CERERPRHEE G B LR
4, L ¥4 E%x (BGR):

Salas (2010)4p ) » § £ ¥ gl p @ £ K pF o 20 R4 ﬁ?ﬁ&"ﬁ g
flic st s RLAEFEFRIDFRBS 22 & 50 Ft o § EFna K F
BAR S LRFLEL AN EDLRE A AR AR Fe T B
G MEEREPPEE A RPTEZ R CHAHBEF PP T
,,bmﬂ,ﬂ—;ug';pmvﬁmpzjjﬂl ARG MG ¥ K 5 (BGR) A &
AP N g 'FI‘FC%/%%F7 iﬂﬁi‘:f o Hp 4 b T~ E R SR
G 5L E AR 4 A Tk EXNERLBGF L EGERFEF LB 2P

ff{i o
5. F% 24 (MSIZE):

RS S PP 2 FF €0 MREEEZRALREFE LT
HRHPO] RE T ORI T g R N R F IR GO RG RE
Pk mRERAZEFE I N ARLZIRAIREF L e REY
2% ¢ 12 4# 2 % CEO(Hermalin and Weisbach 2001) - #]s* » % 4|74+ CEO &
CEO#e P  FF §RHApHRAZ EF ANy gt ¢33 o2
FoPF A nF s RG] oA Salas (2010) 4 2o ¥ F F € Rt
M REEHAHR Mﬁﬁwmﬁ B gt o FFHEE R AI R B A i
RO EE2Z LY FEFERFEF LB T E § RBE(MSIZE) Y &
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4

A Q/{?i‘?:%_ o

6. M= CEO 4+t 4|(GMSOP) :

WAL ¥ CEO 3 % v Gl pF o
P T & - 3R g5 2 (Salas 2010) o rﬂﬁb , m;n
1(GMSOP); AP R L EL R CE
7 Fp 2y —929‘3/\ 2 % ;J%:E"L_—;_; & o
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kg
It
=l
[
¥
)

Fr4tEs Hla 22 H1b o 277 5 3 & (APl A) 754 e 52 &
f%?lg’a@ﬂ,aﬁ#Aﬁ,mﬁjﬁw%m‘ = 7 Fsmﬁi“’—%i%ﬁ%%ﬁwﬂr

3]

CAR, (TQ,) = &, + &,;NDES,, +a,SIZE, + a,DR, +a,ROA, +a,BGR, + a,MSIZE,
+a,GMSOP, +¢, (1)

He¢ S CAR A i o8 At HHAp 2 LB ¥R NDES Hi|7%4
FR(AH) 40 | 27 t A fIpEA B A3 P2 B SSIZE A ER WO 0 &
FL t DB Bp BB QFTADR GG Fodp 0 &% t 2 Pd
X x/]eu/ AR CROAGFTAFMF »dp i £ % t 2P fats L
TEFMFTARF I BOR G2 @& S o g L EF tHIREP 25 F e r iz
7 () F wﬁﬂfs FACrEI (EL) f6 - R ORI P 2 F F e~ E R (1)
MSIZE %5 % ¢ #4i4n | £ % tH P42 T ¢ % #IGMSOP 4 41754 GM
FFORG2otF ody i E ¥ t B A2 LR CEO ffF g kit 5§ o

B HL P75 A B s> B3R s R RN (EE RV &) > FI3E
#p NDES eiz ol £ Bg 1 > v 2 FpHp 255 o

FL 4B H2a 82 H2b o A7 7 4 & R AIPEA e pF o 2 3 R
%aﬁ~¢%&@%ﬁﬁﬁaﬁ«{@ﬂ BIPEA 5t 3 b @ § ST L A
T I FIPE LA SR T RIS T FROLIPE AL § AL B ] S
R AR AR Mél#wﬁﬁ PE 2 e Bt 2 b B % i NMAR
NDES £ NMAR 1% 338 » # #r8 fA 40

CAR, (TQ,) =, + B,NDES, + 8,NMAR, + B8,NDES, x NMAR, + S,SIZE, + 3,DR,
+ BROA, + B,BGR, + B, MSIZE, + B,GMSOP, + ¢, )

- i X

He o NMAR B A] 754 32 pF2 dgfie i 0% ’z»ét“; L e
B0 Ay (DA o 2 K Po LIRS :a é Tk EGR H2 2
il

Bg o L hI7e LI § R S dpe e ) z CHP (& % H )
FRE(E fL il | EOEES R)A TR 55 SRR (L £ E) e

=N

PB(E LGl s PRl ) o
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Frd FIURFaELrER

RFTG 0 1990&42016&?*‘7,%?;1 CRNEY SRS PR
ﬁﬁ.'#wﬁﬂ—’ ERFFLERA AL AT BE R TARRELA R
vOTERR A s EMAEF O HEF LIRS LR R nEEL G 4R
BAIPEA YR 2 LR E Y ¢ EHG A IR2 (2016 SR R A 2B E
EEFL P FEMBB AT LR BAIEA SRS R 2 e A

Btk A EE L ﬂ%ﬂ;j%'“ff, PEA GBE m o oA BB FIAA 2R A o
SR RF A IR QR =y E]xz:?}l}tjr b5 3 325 (ultimate controller) shE & - ¢
et VLIS e & S A ﬂ AREFREAERARTS Fod ¥ Ao P2k
A FFERANREEEZHARENGTBBGFZERIE A ’2003) LIRS =

T éég,:fgiyé@/\f{.ugiwf}: R o j‘\iﬂ’“uf, PEA B 18- & Pﬂ”?lpﬁ

Hi_"':/( rﬁﬁ:-ﬂ ch ﬁF 7 /‘ > l IE’ s m j\ﬁﬂ b Fﬁg /‘I 'u‘ﬂ:: f" B f% * 2 *;f, ﬂ\» 3'13 E = /E‘F FEI’E i
2015 °
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% 41 5 AT ARG BB EAE (winsorized ) 2. szt izt o
Panel A %4 #7§ % ﬁ%aﬁl ¥ 4R CAR 2 T 3afic s 0.305 o £]9%4 dpt {5 58 F
e+ fR(NDES )T 324 #ic i 6.255 08 7 # i 10 o £]9% 4 e ¥ (NMAR)
TEiE s 0574 A P s Lo Btk A? o AlpEA AL H - 5 fe B el )
AR S X o APM I FIR R G AT T S EAIFEA B 0 f F2RB(SIZE)
TiaL 7618 B g LB 9.398 fiEws (DR) 26 » TG RRAT
g_ﬁno.486o?zt§mm(ROA) Fowh 45 02 F1 L8 b 4o 3 ’E‘EmGQZ%o
GELE HBGR)T5 014 % Ak (MSIZE) T35 9 4 > % 15 4 >
B0 A 4 A o #iF CEO cdF ikt ) (GMSOP) 2% 0.011 & 3 Al3 0.079-

Panel B 254 firf £ % & TQ 2 T ot & 0.931 = £ 754 4 {5 #ri8 § o
3 f7 (NDES) = #54 #ic 5 6.902 = > % 5 ¥ 10 i o £]9% 4 ¥ fie = #(NMAR)
Tio 5 06260 @ ¢ dch 1oBEadR AT o AIPEA 2L B - WA %t b
CSAZE 6 > AP MIRHIREC w0 A G SHELIFEL R P E FARHC(SIZE)
Tyo% 7.6300 Bk el ERHBEL 86530 f F 4% (DR) 25 0 T RAT
A ¢ 0465 - FAHAIS (ROA) fash &3 4| T8 (b8 4= 8, F & 0 6% o
F3 A8 (MSIZE) T35% 0 4 > 5B 15 £ 5 %> % 9 4 o sz CEO 3% %%
1 5] (GMSOP) 355 0.2660 %% R4 0.658 -
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% 41 ot st 4

Panel A (N=47)

% d Tiofe Y g BEL BlE @
CAR 0.305% 0.118% 1.631% -3.177% 6.545%
NDES 6.255 8.000 3.193 1.000 10.000
NMAR 0.574 1.000 0.500 0.000 1.000

SIZE 7.618 7.632 0.783 5.952 9.398

DR 0.486 0.481 0.195 0.138 0.938

ROA 6.920 5.110 13.263 -28.250 53.870
BGR 0.140 0.036 3.332 -14.836 15.832
MSIZE 8.830 9.000 3.205 4.000 15.000
GMSOP 0.011 0.002 0.019 0.000 0.079

Panel B (N=123)

i . vk e - Bt B
TQ 0.931% 0.606% 0.848% 0.110% 3.109%
NDES 6.902 9.000 2.795 2.000 10.000
NMAR 0.626 1.000 0.486 0.000 1.000

SIZE 7.639 7.641 0.717 6.208 8.653

DR 0.465 0.482 0.205 0.140 0.872

ROA 0.060 0.048 0.078 -0.053 0.269

BGR 0.084 0.036 0.239 -0.294 0.589

MSIZE 8.797 9.000 2.908 5.000 15.000
GMSOP 0.266 0.225 0.182 0.060 0.658

PCAR: %3 it b A sl it Rkl TORG 4 i} g% - s
APGIFPE UL ERTALR F A2 F A RN NDES: Al = T - k3
fF2 ﬂwaﬁ€ﬁ$ AMAR (s & RRE —h s g IR i @ 2 3 10 i
A R0 SIZE D v AIpRA 2 LT A B S R AR S DR Ay = 2 f i
“E LR ATA S FRIEF IROAL i AIpEd B EL B LR IR DR A S R
% S BGR: Ay E w2 4 ﬂt/\,é-zpmé_%‘ﬁ”fu WG P e RIS TR Jfﬂa? MSIZE :
MEIPEA S P2 FE A B G R R D GMSOP ¢ 1 i CEO4F § R i vt b s R 1R

NDESO : r2gy%4 5= pF2 = 5 5 i@ A fics F 2 1528 S NDESL : A% A = PF2 - 5 3 f A i
g R .

bREcE S H- YRR LI R R FARLEER T -

Fxk g g iE 108F F ORI 5 Y%A T iE BOORTF K E ;%4 7 ik 10%8F F K E o
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¥ & 1pM ik

1454 4-2 3557 o Panel A ek B ¥ 8¢ (CAR)H 5 f@ # (NDES) ~ % % % %
(NMAR) % 7 5% % x & 38 F M % - Panel B en g ¥ @ (TQ)¥+ f& 7 % (NDES) ~ %
F5ENMAR)E G %S BP EREF § » B % - F 5% %8> % > Panel A & Panel B
1+ 7 3 £ (NDES)2 5 % 7 % (NMAR) 2 4 b T dica % 5 0.914 {- 0945 i % 3
HELGFAHRMEL G SR H P T LELT LT FROCE 1 FI R
BP0 ARG ARMEEY 0T 050 A7 E BREF LGB T RE L AN
I+ ¢4 Panel A 2 Panel B 2 & ¥ 4LH(SIZE)2 § % € L B(MSIZE)ciip B 15 s o]
% 0.550 § 0.540 » £ Panel A 2 ¥ A 47 ¥ 5 (ROA) 2 4z CEO # %+ & (GMSOP)
G DR NICRE T E LS IE S SRR RN Y N
Wit 2 dple > D05 B AT Y RREZ LR F]F O F o A MR E R
Borw pE Y BT AT
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% 42 4 M i

Panel A

E #c? CAR NDES NMAR SIZE DR ROA BGR MSIZE GMSOP
CAR -0.069 -0.038 0.042 0.363**  -0.316** 0.083 0.042 -0.274*
NDES -0.036 0.878***  0.116 0.106 -0.024 0.137 0.152 -0.186
NMAR -0.009 0.914%*** 0.273 0.219 -0.049 -0.022 0.240 -0.396*
SIZE 0.073 0.139 0.273* 0.416*** -0.293**  -0.079 0.600 *** -0.425***
DR 0.335** 0.100 0.240 0.466 *** -0.392***  0.195 0.138 -0.222
ROA -0.209 -0.088 -0.172 -0.195 -0.303** 0.204 -0.018 0.358**
BGR 0.372** 0.081 0.025 0.036 0.001 0.240 -0.097 0.218
MSIZE 0.108 0.119 0.212 0.550*** (0.094 -0.142 0.115 -0.375*
GMSOP -0.231 -0.243* -0.412*%** -0.434*** -0.289** 0.575*** -0.013 -0.377 ***

Panel B

% #K° TQ NDES NMAR SIZE DR ROA MSIZE GMSOP

TQ -0.236***  -0.306*** -0.137 -0.713*** _ 0.662***  0.071 0.031

NDES -0.264*** 0.870*** ~ 0.106 0.127 -0.131 0.439***  (0.296***

NMAR -0.344***  (.945*** 0.243***  (0.185**  -0.194** 0.448***  (.235***

SIZE -0.122 0.159* 0.250 *** 0.373*** -0.067 0.526***  -0.449***

DR -0.584***  (0.105 0.191** 0.415*** -0.436***  0.060 -0.143

ROA 0.758*** -0.219** -0.286*** -0.141 -0.440*** 0.055 -0.055

MSIZE 0.030 0.382***  (0.398***  (0.540*** (0.032 -0.036 0.132

GMSOP 0.016 0.217** 0.188**  -0.414*** -0.169* -0.044 0.136

BT K AR 4o
% 4.+ 1f 5 Spearman A4p Bf i dictk %0 =i 5 Pearson 4p B i ficts %o 24 w4 7 0.01 £ 0.05 kg F oK o
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343 FEAIPEA MY L RGF R

% e T B3t (-) st (=) et (=)
MR % B tE %o tm % & tE
Constant ? 2.6803 1.48  2.4506 1.28 2.2192 1.13
NDES ?  -0.0633 -1.30 -0.0546 -0.18
NMAR — -0.5077** -1.78 -1.6195 -0.56
NDESXNMAR — 0.1641 0.35
SIZE ?  -0.4226 -1.31  -0.4169 -1.21 -0.3447 -1.00
DR —  2.0615 160 2.2397* 1.88 2.2639 * 1.71
ROA + -0.0075 -0.28 -0.0047 -0.20 -0.0024 -0.10
BGR + 0.2443 099 02130 094 0.1548 0.59
MSIZE — 0.0377 0.50 0.0392 050 0.0188 0.17
GMSOP ?  -17.4732 -1.37 -20.7483* -1.67 -21.0016 -1.38
Fie 12.34 ** 16.60** 16.63**
adj R?(%) 24.32 25.40 26.15

ARB A B oA 4L

b e dic 5 M — U P RPILE kg 3 ERALEE R T
ok 3 ik 106K BRI § %% 7 ik DOREF R 5 *4 7 iE 10%6A F Ok
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244 EEMPEA L HEE G 2P

Panel A
¥ d? e 3 (=) i (2)

5 % B t E % # tiE
Constant ? 0.0648 0.09 -0.2502 -0.34
NDES ? -0.0446***  -2.93
NMAR — -0.3152 ***  -3.48
SIZE ? 0.1707* 1.72 0.1942 * 1.82
DR — -1.4766*** -4.83 -1.4483 ***  -4.13
ROA + 6.4818*** 1.17 6.3401 *** 7.39
MSIZE — 0.0092 0.40 0.0101 0.44
GMSOP ? 0.3195 0.96 0.3681 0.98
FiE 238.25*** 275.11%**
adj R%(%) 66.55 67.30
Panel B
% #ce TR 4 P i i ()

=+ 5 o #kc t & U S tiE
Constant ? -0.5240 -0.72 -1.0873 -1.20
NDES ? 0.0432 1.07 0.2121 *** 2.78
NMAR : % -0.5553** -2.15 0.6734 ** 2.05
NDES X NMAR — -0.2452 ***  -3.28
SIZE ? [y T 2.20 0.1863 * 1.67
DR "N -1.4325*** -4.49 -1.3223 ***  -3.42
ROA + 6.2925*** 7.31 6.2101 *** 7.13
MSIZE — 0.0076 0.33 0.0227 1.05
GMSOP ? 0.3817 1.19 0.4587 1.45
FiE 258.29%** 220.74***
adj R3(%) 67.22 68.27

AT F Aok 41

PR L H- Y PR L E e F R L EE R

k3 7 ik 1B E K E %4 7 i BRI E K E ;%4 7 i 109 F K -
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245G ERIE M HE YL P

BGR % #c(n=123)

Panel A
¥ d? U (=) 3 (2)

=+ 5L % t E % ¥k t e
Constant ? 0.0616 0.09 -0.2543 -0.35
NDES ? -0.0443***  -2.76
NMAR — -0.3136 ***  -3.29
SIZE ? 0.1707 1.64 0.1941 ** 1.87
DR — -1.4702*** -4.83 -1.4352 ***  -4.28
ROA + 6.5043 *** 7.31 6.3851 *** 7.28
BGR + -0.0177 -0.10 -0.0359 -0.20
MSIZE — -0.0090 0.41 -0.0098 0.49
GMSOP + 0.3199 0.93 0.3692 1.11
FiE 324-06™* " 250.34***
adj R%(%) 66.26 67.03
Panel B
% TP (=) i (z)

&5 % #k t & % ¥k t i@
Constant ? -0.5494 -0.67 -1.0905 -1.17
NDES ? 0.0460 0.99 0.2121 ** 2.49
NMAR - -0.5680*** -2.11 0.6659 ** 1.73
NDES XNMAR ? -0.2443 ***  -3.00
SIZE ? 0.2135*** 2.01 0.1866 1.61
DR — -1.4075*** -3.70 -1.3175***  -3.40
ROA + 6.3721*** 6.62 6.2272 *** 6.91
BGR + -0.0660 -0.38 -0.0140 -0.07
MSIZE — 0.0069 0.28 0.0225 0.90
GMSOP + 0.3845 1.24 0.4590 * 1.25
FiE 218.71*** 293.68***
adj R%(%) 66.97 67.99

TRBARIA 4L
PRAE L E - PRI e F R R T

ok g ik 1%BE R IE T %R 7 i 500RE E KR ;%4 7 if 10%AF F K o
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ZAGAIPF A RE HEFHEL P SERRZ S AP RSB E

(n=123)

Panel A
¥ d? U (=) (=)

=+ 5L % t E % ¥k t e
Constant ? 0.1093 0.18 -0.2076 -0.34
NDES ? -0.0420** -2.36
NMAR — -0.3270 ***  -3.00
SIZE ? 0.1707** 1.82 0.1953 ** 2.10
DR — -1.5206*** -5.49 -1.4916 *** 545
ROA + 4.4697 *** 9.28 4.6359 *** 9.05
MSIZE — 0.0119 0.55 -0.0144 0.68
GMSOP + 0.4231 1.43 0.4865 1.65
FiE ST 39.19***
adj R%(%) 64.28 65.25
Panel B
¥ #d P (=) st (2 )

(2R IS 4 t & % #c t e
Constant ? -0.5403 -0.80 -0.7737 -1.13
NDES ? 0.0520 1.08 0.1576 ** 2.08
NMAR — -0.6274** -2.11 0.3868 0.60
NDES XNMAR ? -0.1832 * -1.78
SIZE ? 0.2171** 2.29 0.1785* 1.85
DR — -1.4724*** -5.37 -1.3778 ***  -4.98
ROA + 4.5812*** 8.91 4.5293 *** 8.87
MSIZE — 0.0126 0.59 0.0287 1.24
GMSOP + 0.5144 1.74 0.5618 * 1.91
FiE 38.81*** 30.54***
adj R%(%) 65.31 65.95

AT F Aok 41

PRy S H - N PR L E e F R AR

FrRFom iE 1%RE F ORI 5 YN A T iE DOORE ¥ ORI 5 Y4 T i 10%8 ¥Rk o
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FATRIPHF AL HEFPEZPE 2 52 2 53 f@s B & 7R
(n=123)

% e e Wt (- ) A E

i+ 5L fn #k tiE DR i S tiE
Constant ? 0.3293 0.44 -0.2317 -0.37
NDESO ? -0.0760***  -3.08
NDES1 ? -0.0423 * -1.86
SIZE ? 0.1712* 1.70 0.1790 ** 1.98
DR — -0.0154 *** -4.46 -0.0144 ***  -4.22
ROA + 6.4960 *** 7.01 6.6617 *** 7.21
MSIZE — -0.0065 -0.31 0.0071 0.30
GMSOP + 0.0015 0.38 0.0035 1.02
FiE 312.69*** 233.80***
adj R%(%) 66.56 65.49
Panel B
% it P (=)

B %o # t &
Constant ? 0.2372 0.34
NDESO ? -0.0682** -2.52
NDES1 v -0.0152 -0.49
SIZE ? 0.1736* 1.93
DR — -0.0152***  -4.14
ROA + 6.4849 *** 7.58
MSIZE — -0.0018 -0.07
GMSOP + 0.0021 0.60
FiE 2720.75***
adj R%(%) 66.34

APt HAck 41 o

"RELE-GHPERLE R FARLEER T -
kL or i 19%EE oK 5 *R L T i 50kE E K %4 T iE 10%58 K E o
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