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Abstract

As time changes, the founders of family business who once have propped up
Taiwan’s economy are entering the retirement stage now. The compensation system
outlined in a succession plan is particularly important (Steve Seelig 2014) , and the
compensation system after succession will have a nepotism with financial
performance. At present, domestic and foreign literatures focus on the difference of
CEO compensation between family and non-family firms. Yet, the difference and the
empirical results are quite divergent. In Taiwan, taking the succession as the main
axis of research, the research on the compensation incentive of the successor from
the perspective of intergenerational inheritance of family business is even urgent.

This study is based on Taiwanese companies that went public from 1998 to
2017.The research period was the year before the founder took over and three years
after the succession. Ordinary Least Squares(OLS) was employed analyze the
empirical results, compare the compensation level and compensation ratio of the
founders’ descendants or professional managers after they took over. SEM was
further used to examine the impact of the meditation effect on the the successor to the
financial performance of the companies.

The results of the study demonstrated that the succession of the founders’
descendants and the compensation level were significantly positively correlated,
while significantly negatively correlated with the compensation structure of the
equity-based compensation. In the aspect of company performance, if the
compensation structure is used as an intermediary effect, the motivation of the
professional managers' equity-based compensation is better than the motivation of
the the descendants’ fixed compensation. However, in terms of marketing
performance, nothing was found in this study.

Key words : Founder ~ succession ~ compensation level ~ compensation
structure ~ company performance -~ marketing performance
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FRP SR R = o T LA A T Bl e g 2 4
LEE £ IR 4 I LR RS P 27 B
=R ﬂ’f F’E/”\—gr K S8 h ‘e "F M CEO 2 5 % ¢ I }‘i:}-%ﬁaﬁq’fg’?;‘:éo
L FEE R AR fﬁ@ s B RE R R SRR A R
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gﬂ}\“?— %ﬁm)’i‘u{* i® & Al el 7 5 (Schulze et al. 2001; Shleifer and Vishny
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P ¥ B G Rl E A8 7 2 B3R Hla - Murphy (1999)4p 1 & 3] mfﬂ’rﬁ’“\i e

CRERATSFF AP ELOWEADRR S ERERE E - ] R

& 5 EFP(COM_RE) 14 2 -8 js g2 oarad 2 pEpd B ff 5 48 5 4 w5
(COM EQ) ’ li'l'gif' . )ﬁ"& > ;Raf_ )&"f ;;ﬁ.ﬂ"""f ﬁ._;,fﬂ;’l%i T Z:Qj';/f‘_}:

#2135 (2008) #-f R LB FORFEE QKB R E A
ﬁ-‘i’”?hﬁb‘ SRR A S o Bt AP T REROKERP L £ s L% T
B3 E B (ICOM _LEV) i » s % Bl 45 3 »

B P B 1 E Y (COM)="8 25509 (REG) +1# 5 47 5| 50 (EQU)
(2) #Fprt 5 (COM %)

PR ECE BIE A 2 B3R Hlbe #A87 3 Mehran (1995)2 1% > 335
dALET YR B Ak o T RBep R ﬁﬁiﬁi%‘rﬁ’”?bﬁkﬁ’ R T FpL o
LSO i&‘q TFPOE F(REG)M 2 R & af W Frpe S(EQDE ] 3 = dla + F %o
2k 2 B R E w(IREG)! 2 1 ¥ 57wl i % 5(IEQD) % 4e 11 3E 24 «
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FRF 5 (REG)=Ln( B RFF P AFR K )
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Banker and Datar (1989)c7%7 7 ¢ #-PA33 5 »2AR 5 BIFF LA ey 4 & % o
Flet AT L HF* ROA 185 678 2 @ Hion dpfh o * AR A7 b M e
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W HET R B‘a#;\ﬁ,«!z E SO ? W 4 ahig s AT L € 3 T
27 Ko hEg %ﬁﬁ{lfm (2008)hiF S FLENS > UAEE L S 2 F » £
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19



PR T AR L RE R € R B R
5. 2 & $4(SIZE)

Gabaix and Landier (2008)% Cao and Wang (2008) % 3 &g 77 41 o & Rfiree
CEO #' 5 BF el v Bl > T 3T A § W KT AR 2 20 Bt A8
% # * Lin, Le and Huang (2006)2_#7 5 » #-#) X R F AP p A4l g 2 9

SIZE;, = In(TA;;)
BHe i dafu A AR S TANED AT ARG -
6. % ¥ 42 (EDU)

Bertrand and Schoar (2003)£7%= § 4p i35 % v 42& 7 CEO > &1 1%
AR RSB R OTHIAF T2 FaRER S g AT
Flot AR R T AR R P ] Rk o

7. b %+ % (DEBT)

Ahmedetal. (2002)4 1 B FFF IR A R & £ 32 RIEAL - RSB EHPE
HFreehd M RV g 42 A NERAZFARImpiig . ¥obg g f
Fo GEITAHEET TRE - T AL R G S o Rk
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e & A7

~# 3 %% McConaughy (2000)2. i¥;% » 5 7 %z 2 F7 7 B la 2 BGR
m’wm@@;mﬁgaigg&ﬁﬁiﬁwki~ﬁww3’g@;,m

2 “]‘#ﬁiﬂ'] (1)

COM_LEVL"L— = ao + alFAMi‘t + a2ULT_0WNi't + a:,;OBDi’t + CZ4SIZEL-I

+ asDEBT;; + agcEDU + a; PRE_ROA + ¢ (1)

EQI = ﬁo + ﬁlFAMl',t + ﬁzULT_OWNi‘t + ﬁBOBDi,t + ﬁ4SIZEi,t

+ B DEBT,; + ag EDU + a; PRE_ROA + ¢ )

He sifki&Z 27w tixi&ER ICOM LEV(IEQI%): = 8 % & B B I
FIRA 2 FPOREAREE WP FAM 8 2 8 H 8T 5 ROERE KTk
ULT_OWN i 2% & ¥ & & #7548 ; OBD & & ¢h3Rg %+t & ; SIZE & = &
B- DEBT % g -5 5 EDU 2 &5 42K . PRE ROA i % ¥ 5§ 7% o § Bih
la: {5 8 F TRIEITenE 1§ ILIF K S0y MR 2 79 3 30 B £ 000 A 3T = pF s
Tl GHcE D R Ib A R E S ARRTT, d 8 R F IAERITE 1R
BB R E AR FEPO I RC) o B SRS o R Tl f -

1 EREBIR 2 AT Y H T B 42105 (Structural Equation Modeling) -
PR VR LE 0P ek ndFd 0 X5 P kG 2 L 2 E o B

CRNTHEY Rock AP R ERFRYETT LA [k
% i * %) % & 47 (Causal Steps Approach) » ? % & 2 7] I 4 :%(Preacher and
Hayes 2008; Hayes 2009) » 12 2 & /% ¢ P & B 3 Qi Ao sER s I
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Efron (1979)# ! # ¥ ;% (Bootstrap Method) » # & 47 3¢ $ (resampling) 2. sv3*+
R kTR oo i PR R Y RS RS 4
B 2 pF ;EEI’{—‘!% {3 FP AL oML S5 10 §"ﬁﬁ%%?t’ fi 3%
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Do AL PEA XIS BIFE Y MR FPE IR a2 B TR o

B X
A Hla ,
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23



I8 EIAEERETELR

AP EENT RN BREH R P73 TR EELIPE
LR RPN B SRS LRI R &R A R 25 1998
£33 2017 & > 3208 AERTS2AEHPTHEME fEMBTRE
R & - %5 RATIR (Taiwan Economic Journal » f#§ & TEJ)F R A -

AT AGE S 2 L EEAN)EENQ) L B oEREA L B 1998
#£3 2017 £5 45512 ¥ T BRITL ARG 2L F ook s REHPER

TATRTT A - £ BIRTTS - & #Hfé/%?w‘ixé s A B e IR RSB
BB EP 1644 S AZE -
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EEFEATT 0§ A MR AR DG DR AT R B
B4 4-1-1Panel A - THRE T - LEEE 6 0 £ ¥, i“?:la\ EIRRI R TR AT
FTAFMIROADFE S>>0 2 WG »T#F5 R ¥ HEPBHRTE  F 5
320 ROA L 35%c s 7.841 » B~ B 5 36.790 > &) & 5 -23.360 ; BHR L 35%c =
2113 B+ B % 138.829 > & | B 5-97.085> & —‘F’T FHALEY < > AT R
§ PR A A R K R o FRINA 0 FE K B (ICOM_LEY)
T Fage s 55920 @ P e 6.0000 F A RDEA 0 A or ST ACE -
Leg %%‘%ﬁw’}(i&—i‘;&% LS g FAp s EFAY(IEQD T 358 5 5.276 0 B~ (B
5 10.000 > -] & & 1.000 -

R RRES 5 0 FAM G AT 5 RES [ RITL n Rk oK
0629 %77 ¢ AL E P 0 FOEEFTRIFFA TR F N R F Ik Wit G
Ao R HIRET G BTG E(ULT_OWN)iT 5t i 29.560 > B+ {5
74.230 > -] & % 3.680 ; "P%fs%ﬁ“fi e F(OBD)eT 3o#kch 04350 B+ B 5
0.833 > ] & 5 0.000%; 2 P HH(SIZE)hT 585 15.269 0 &~ & 5 19.286
B B 5 12,6725 f 8 F(DEBD)#Z354cs 04300 5~ @ 5 0.897 > & ] &
5 0.082 5 %7 428 (EDU)e-T 5% 5 0.478

ﬁﬁg’iiﬁ’{iﬁﬁﬂé?@%#ﬁf\% YoM A KFLAfhr ¥ ERITAL
h: @%’ﬁ—ﬁw;‘;ﬂlﬁ%ii%J » F B F|ERE L EF e 2k o ,T*uz\» 4-1-1 Panel B
FAR S BRI 5 (SR FIRFIZ L T thﬁﬁ”ff(ROA)—‘l’ oL
73060 > & EE@ A BFTenT gl 100630 P L ihm 5 0 B EGI AR
FT2 fE R % AP Mﬁﬁw(BHR)m RA » (5 T 5AFI2 T 3h
B -2.0220 3B ESIB A GRTT iﬂﬁlt2257° BEFY W o0 {8 RS TRERTT
2 ERK B (ICOM _LEV)E ¥o8c s 5.766 ~ % £ 530 L #2572 Tt 5377 »
BT ERIIDEEY 5 ¢ %5 RKF P J\—?—fg xjv—ka,,‘ s ISR IR EF

N

22002&2’4?%erﬂﬁﬂﬂgzﬁﬁﬁmvf RT3 P25 R R AREE - -
BIRERA > AFTHEF 1998 £ 1 2017 £ > 1tk A G ,’_"—:*ﬁji el
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ERI(IEQD)nT Yot s 5.122 | % & ¥ 038 L 2512 5603 47 b £wm
A 3}'{-5——\%; 4,9;“'—;! ﬁujmbb & fs Tl“')‘ ?}%-fi%

A% o o 083052 R ¥ 975 #(ULT_OWN) 2 T 353k 5
35059 » A3 E 1@ X BT THc 26815 A d (5N FIRIRTT2 FE L
¥ AREE X AL RIRS AT LG BESYESRAE D
MR F ARSI RE T 2 F(0OBD) T a8 03860 3 B E T
9 A $FT2 T iage 0475 5 18 3 TRFT2 O P RB(SIZE)hT sadk s 15407
AN B EEIB A RTT2 T 15406 ; {6 N F 35T Ky 2R (EDU)HT 35
Bci 04060 |3 H E LA FTT2 T 5% 0.513 -

‘F_\

~ AP BE Tl AT

AT AR RERET AR I (ROA) .~ T4 B ¥ EP(BHR) - ¥
W*ﬁWH%MW)%;ﬁ FPEQD BB R T S 16 A F IR
R B (FAM) > 12 2 4p B %ﬁff'& 2_ Pearson Ap B 24 47 o #-% B F 2 4p B
o B 4 4-1-30 X0 BB E T BRETAFMI(ROAE 3 5 6 &
GBI B RE(EAM) S BB AR § o~ T 5B ¥ S pY(BHR)E (5 1
ARSI B R R B(FAM) S 7 B E ) Ep R EICOM LEV)bb’ S S AT ¥
FLZ_ Jw B R B (FAM) = B ¥ 2 AP S HE & 8 B (IEQD & .7 5 18 1 3hdrT
2 m iR B (FAM) = B % fAp B - Y BmA- oh A 45 S Hla &2 Hlb -

#29% Chatterjee and Price (1991)%2 Marill (2004) 4% % » A > S % B #i
39k % Bic(variance inflation factor, VIF) @ & 2 ©up > o] 3t 2 ¥52 P EiE 10 0 £
T h FEATAAMET 3 TEREEAER G o

26



# 4-1-1Panel A & % $ic2_ fcif 53+ (n=1644)

o a o ” L ERAE S

Bk Tiofx HEE S E KR 5507 0% 250
ROA 7.841 9432 23360 36.790 2470  7.480  12.790
BHR 2113 40.561  -97.085 138.829  -26374 -5.279  18.350
ICOM_LEV 5592 2.839 1.000  10.000  3.000  6.000  8.000
IEQI 5276  2.853 1.000  10.000  3.000  5.000  8.000
FAM 0.629  0.483 0.000 1.000  0.000 1.000  1.000
ULT_OWN 20560  16.991  3.680 74230  15.670 27.445 41.270
OBD 0.435  0.238 0.000 0.833  0.250 0444  0.625
SIZE 15.269 1499 12,672 19286 14219 15.083 16.114
DEBT 0.430  0.188 0.082 0.897 0293 0429  0.550
EDU 0.476  0.499 0.000 1.000  0.000 0.000  1.000
PRE_ROA 8353 11201 -69.580 58730 2870 7.945 13.94

Panel B 4734 »cip B 1% 47 Fﬁ%w—"z;}_;ﬂl H%E#% 7
74 N AR 5 6 L e Tl A T
— 1 En:182§§5“ F #‘(‘3’396)#{“;“ T o
T 3odc I e s o A S £ 3 t B

ROA 7.306 7.090 10.063 8.730 2.757 *** 505
BHR 2.022 -5.522 2,257 -4.993 0.235 0.10
ICOM_LEV 5.766 6.000 5.377 5.000 0.389 *** 266
IEQI 5.122 5.000 5.603 5000 ~ -0481  3.19
FAM 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 *** 0
ULT_OWN 35.059 32.070 26815  23.000 8241 *** 997
OBD 0.386 0.500 0.475 0.400 -0.089 ** 591
SIZE 15.407 15.363 15.046 14736  -0.361 ***  -6.39
DEBT 0.428 0.425 0.426 0.433 0.002 0.38
EDU 0.406 0.000 0.513 1.000 0.1.7 #%x 412
PRE_ROA 7.232 7.255 9.989 9.190 2757 wxxx -5.17
:IF—@A o % o EEA f,uﬁpi?ﬁf WiE JBHR: | o~ 3454 B A dRp > P FEp AR

=
¥ 3R 5 ICOM_LEV : £ R » £ 4L 3% 5 sl A xl«%\sxrﬁwﬂ%us IEQIZ%;'&?WW’”
SN ;frﬁmxf]}gﬁ—ﬁw,kig—%ﬁﬂ'ﬁ’(@_f; P B A LB E R ARt N AR F ER FAXF  FAM
WEERTLRESR  RES RS 1 B EHE AL 05 ULT_OWN: &M%wﬁﬁ@;@?f;@ﬁﬁ
B e X & OBD: “h3RFEF V5> HMFEEFALUNEETFRAX ISIZE: 2 9 RH - AR
PM’“E’*&«%& DEBT: vy 5 W x f GRIEM AT AR  EDU: kv 42k > B SMLH
» 2R 5 0; PRE ROA : # #p ¥ 22> 5 #) ROA -
b%&y—yﬁﬁﬂﬁ%{jf ﬁ&'*ﬁﬁ JH.EI ﬁ:}}-‘%ﬁk ***‘**ﬁ?*’é’\vﬂ%\’ﬁ‘]%‘s%ﬁ? ]0%7\&?—%}-7]\1?
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% 4-1-2 4p M h BB

ROA BHR  ICOM_LEV  IEQI FAM ULT OWN OBD SIZE DEBT EDU PRE_ROA
ROA 1
BHR 02425 1
0
ICOM_LEV 02227 00031 1
)™ (0.8241)
IEQI -0.0643  0.0271  -0.3155 1
(0.5554)  (0.0519)"  (0)™
FAM 01352  0.0069  0.0284 -0.0928 1
)™ (0.6225)  (0.0682)7  (0)™
ULT OWN  0.0876 00033  0.1762 -0.0494  0.2311 1
)™ (0.8108)  (0)™ )~ )™
OBD 00010  0.0038  -0.1728 -0.2203 . -0.1975 -0.3192 1
(0.5944)  (0.7841)  (0)™ ™ )™ )"
SIZE 01113 00124  0.3051 -0.118 0.1371 -0.0362 -0.2833 1
)™ (0.3726)  (0)™ )™ )™ (0.0051)™  (0)™
DEBT -0.2960  -0.0223  -0.0169 0.0113 0.0184 0.0006 -0.1148 0.3385 1
)™ (0.109)  (0.1919)  (0.3807)  (0.158) (0.9635) ) N ()
EDU -0.0130  0.0084  0.094 -0.0222  -0.0506 -0.0839 0.0613 0.0753 0.0079 1
(0.5776)  (0.5497)  (0)™ (0.0885)" ()™ )™ O™ (0™  (0.5425)
PRE_ROA  0.6994 00236  0.2856 -0.0368  0.0523 0.0651 0.0618 00848 -0.2564 -0.004 1
)™ (0.0942)"  (0)™ (0.0059)™  (0)™* )™ o™ (0™ (0™  (0.7641)
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EF“"’-E:A,\

AT R A A AT (OrdmaryLeast Squares) » 14 % B = 48 ;¢
it 72 (Ordered logistic regression) ki€ 7§ @ g % 2 47 > W RIS R F 3k & &
BN FILE L FRR %W””’ﬁiwwﬁiﬁ%ﬁW;”&“’#
FiI* & * B4 24050 (SEM) - ‘},fq.fr X BRI E AR R Aotk
BLE A £ F TR B ! L%.: k2 FR G R AR g E
F @*ﬁﬁp%rw&mmﬁ’ﬂ%%iwﬁaié%ﬂﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@;
SRR TR

-~ FP R
1. Epu-k

Y kARG Hlao § L #5 @ k B (COM_LEV) - % Bk * 4 i 3o 0)
T2 A RRIIAEMREL LR TSR R R *.“ % 4-2-1 H271(- ) >
195 T £ B ot H03] 20 Adjusted R-squared 18 5 23.7% ' F 8 5 5554 £ ¥
% SR R U e 5 R

s F K E(COM LEV) ™ 82 87 % (5 (3 5B F12 b %
B(FAM) 5 BE ¥ 0 4P M (128 0311018 2.04) > 477 Fhm 5 - 75 & £ 419%
C3Ris o FEEAIISE PR EEMES BN L LA > &R
Hla 3g 87 * v 4p e o } i 2 % > &2 Cohen and Lauterbach(2008)% Chrisman, Chua,
and Sharma(2005)#fi:, e 2 AR o =L '79,-_ ? g " RE ﬁ ‘N«f;- Y ‘%’i’\ Y
BRNha2Ap0 3 REXREEFH IR R OREFPEREFL »
% o

AT D BEROREL A L L B E S (ICOM LEV) » 3% B =B iEN
@G e R 0 E A R AT A 42-1 BEAI(C ) 1T AR 2 B0 2
Pseudo R-squared & % 5.9% » Chi® & % 373.74 > 2R ¥ #c i Hp-RE 5 &
(ICOM _LEV)SfFin™ > 2 & F 518 A3 BT 12 RS B(FAM) S B F 1 ip M
(%#cs 0197z 8 1.89) » EHN (- )Bwmiple » L4FEHR lao
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Al o o 8 F BT 5% 95 B(ULT OWN) 5 B F & Ap B (%
#ic: 00160t & 3.73; ¥kci: 001352z & 4.62) » "L F RIE BB F UL bl endl
B FIESR )I‘u%E 4 £ FFHA L F 0 2 Jensen and Ruback (1983)#% )
FIEHmEraspeip i T T F 0 F(OBD)Z ¥ ApBE (T8 5 -2.896 0 t
B-8.067 5 ¥ -2.021 0z ©E-8.70) 0 P CHINF F Nt AR o AR E F IS
e 7-»% % (Core, Hoithausen, and Larcker 1999) ; = & L H#(SIZE) & % FIap Fﬁ?
(¥ s 0721 >t 18 1298 ; Hdic: 0524 >z & 13.18) » o7 o 2 fid% < » B

FoRZBERERES o RFRILDEF T EFH L FRER A
B f v 5 (DEBT): B fAPM (1285 -0.974 > t ©-2.22 5 %5 -0.600 » z

B-2.04) R FAER BAETABHERI L2 FREDDT G E
BRI P LA M KT AR (EDU) G BF T AP M (TR 0455 0 t
@ 3.15; fhdci 0349z 8 3.60) » M= FchF KV AR RH &1 T him
foh R0 2 P % »% 2 45 (Bertrand and Schoar2003) JE lé SELRE Sk
# 3 5 96(PRE_ROA)  BLEE 4p M4 0.051 ' 1if 7.63; ihies 0,034 2 i
7.32) > W - B okt vk o @ A HRNEZ kB 0 A @ M FPETY
TS o
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% 4-2-1 Fpok BT A 2 B % (n=1233)

COMygy,, (ICOMygy ) = ao + i FAM; + ayULT oy, , + 30D, + a,SIZE;
+asDEBT;, + agEDU + a,PRE_ROA + ¢

i S 374 (- ) OLS ¥ ;% (= ) Ordered
% #ic t B % z &
FAM + 0.311%* 2.04 0.197** 1.89
ULT OWN +/- 0.016%** 3.73 0.013%** 4.62
OBD - -2.896 % ** -8.67 -2.021%%* -8.70
SIZE +/- 0.7271 *** 12.98 (0.524%** 13.18
DEBT - -0.974 ** -2.22 -0.600** -2.04
EDU + 0.455%** 3.15 (0.349%%* 3.60
PRE ROA + 0.0571 *** 7.63 0.034%** 7.32
Adj-R? 0.237 Pse-R? 0.059
F 55.54™* X2 373.74™"
:—ROAZ SRS REAG YR FTERY I BHR: F o~ B4 R AR 00 P
F A ER F4FF; COM LEV : SR » 2 4 L i3 5 s sl L & 4 FpoRixg

EQI : _rﬂ"(%*‘?ﬁ’”" X rﬂfi%*%:ﬁjuaﬁ; 1 %—“ﬁ:ﬁw}\_{g » H A LRE s Akt N4 ?Fq'{%*é;ﬁm;u
FARR CFAM  #EH4 T2 RFESR 0 RES S 10 H39m 45 05 ULT_OWN: &
HETF R RELRIRERAS R OBD: AMF LRV S PMFER AL E
FERAXISIZE: 2P RH W ART AP P BRI DEBT: f v F oW R fFR
W AT AR EDU BV R - FFZMLEL 1> FRIG 05 PRE_ROA : 5 ) ¥
sz 0 70 ) ROA o

PRACH I B L H R T IR R R S 1%~ 5% 10%

S R NS
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2. Frp 4

AR R ARG HIb o R E A F R (EQD e ek ®
J11k’%%WL$‘&¢AW R F AR E S 0 3 e 4TI
F, =*4f§~i,ﬂ o T M- @At A 422 o (- )“ » Pt #5722 Adjusted R-
squared & % 6.8% > F & 5 13.81 » if 1%% ¥ -k & -

BT RRES B E AR EQDTHRT o 2 LT 5 1
W B(FAM) 5 58 % f AP BE (48 5 -0.431 > t ©®-2.52) > z\TF*H&:
FARPEA Q8 FAL A I BT BEER TR E R
Ao 2o BRI E 2 FRHP TR EHF R
)| ““ﬁmw GlEEFEONE L E@ A rh,g,“z;b Ib g8 = w
K McConaughy(ZOOO) Cohen and Lauterbach (2008) .53 >
PORSEE S L&Y SRR AR 2 F Bk

AR
HHRITZ

R

4

Yook gk o 3
;ﬁ-\‘n\‘—“\ A-A:
3¢
~
SO

A
o \‘

\
~ o la Ry E% “Fn&

ﬁ.éﬁiﬁm\a%

k4

h AR

hAT T i a M F AR R S AR L BE B SEQD Y B @R
ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁuﬁf’i%¢%%g%%Lzﬂﬁﬁ-)ﬁﬁ % BT R
2_ Pseudo R-squared & % 1.7% » Chi® &5 105.27 » & & %8 5 Fpi-k# 5 &
(ICOM _LEV)enfFin™ » B 8 3 S {8 N3 ThrT2 BB B(FAM) 5 5 ¥ f Ap M
(85 -0.249 > z #-2.40) » 2 H5 (= )&% ip e » £ 45 Bk 1b o

AR 50 18 N IR FOE § A 1 B(ULT OWN): B ¥ |
#p B (% 5 -0.005 > t @-1.19 5 (% #ic 5 -0.004 - z - 140) » 5 & Lai (2015)
high - RO FFMLFIHEDES BRI E X Te 53 B EFPY H 4
r] THFPRFER A LAIE S MINE E F 0 S (OBD) s ¥ AR M (T e 5 -2.544
t8-6.81; h#ci-1.731> 2 E-7.71) £ T AMEAEF N F G5 0 F R E A
FARL 4 M0 2 7 2RHN(SIZE) B AP W (T 5 -0.0590t £-0.95; ik 3 -0.050°
z ©-1.37); f F v F(DEBT): B ¥ 4p b (fadics 1.077 >t & 2.22; fadch
0.685>z (& 2.32) > Bfom 1 & @ F A f F FA%F > 7 g P AR R U
U AR AL B 1 R E AR ER ek kR IR A M KT AR
(EDU) % Bg ¥ 1 Ap B (T fic i 0.568 > t & 3,51 e s 0321z & 3.27) > it £
ERAZIRTAARARR ARG T R F L FE s §F FART W b
15 8w Fp 5 0 22(PRE_ROA) 5 B ¥ § 1P M (a3 -0.016 0t -222 %
@:,1-0 011 » z E-2.52) » A& DE FA2ARFen & > £IFEA AT A Eégagfa

B R EEPOL B o RIEE R S AR BE G i % (2007)4p &1 > § B
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ﬁul ;;‘Z,,g = 3'%1‘5 @

I A SRR B E PR AP TR RS R L LR
NP P PR R 2 ok AR ER P HRAF I 20T

Pz [FinT o Kk B ARSI 2 B EY o

1422 Fp e BT A 2 B % (n=1233)

IEQI;((EQI;) = ag + ayFAM; + ayULT oy, + @30BD; . + a,SIZE;,

+asDEBT;, + agEDU + a,PRE_ROA + ¢

S WA #-7%(- ) OLS #-7% (= ) Ordered
% t B % % z B
FAM - -0.431 ** -2.52 -0.249%** -2.40
ULT OWN +/- -0.005 -1.19 -0.004* -1.40
OBD - -2.544 *** -6.81 -1.731%%* -7.71
SIZE +/- -0.059 -0.95 -0.050* -1.37
DEBT + 1.077* 2.20 0.685** 2.32
EDU + 0.568 *** 3.51 0.327]#** 3.27
PRE ROA + -0.016 -2.22 -0.011 -2.52
Adj-R? 0.068 Pse-R? 0.017
F 13.81" x> 10527

EES

“ROA @ = 7 oo ¥R K%I/ﬁﬂiﬁ*;ﬁ ‘;gp SBHR : B » 3354 B F4ppv > 10 0 4ppu
A h B R COM_LEV : Fpk > 5+ ip % 50 ool & & 4 F7p R AR
EQI : B RFFM 5 W@frﬁwﬁzumwm SRR RS S SRR
FARF SFAM: 8z ¥ 28 5 FOEFH > fCRA A5 10 B £58 4 5 05 ULT_ OWN : &
BTG AR %‘ﬁi?ﬁéiﬁﬁ Bl  OBD: 4Mg g v 5 AMFEFAG T
THRERALCSIZE: 2P R HRATAPP REFECDEBT : f v F o R G
gp/ﬁm; R EDU: kAR > FRELIMLIES 10 FRIS 0 PREROA: w5
»c 7 ) ROA ©

"%‘ﬁt’ﬁ FHERE S e AR5 AR ¥ IS U LT 1% 5% 10%
2 BpFARE
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BN gk =T

1OFR A A2 A 47

ALY Stata HrfE 7R RSEME kmBFER H2 » ¥ ¥ 44
2 )ch A2 B AR R0 fe i R 2] T 1R(Cziraky 2004; £t gk 5z 2009) 0 *
MFEE RS BRI E L R G ih’iﬁ FCART Y @ G ¥R R
(SRMSR, RMSEA)# 3 i& fie iff 43 1 (CFL TLI) i 3 2] 2452 © % $4fcif B 45 % e
F04 > SRMSR & {R# i 5 X 35973 ot 3 f? ’ W”OJ 12 fF > A%33T 0 4
HPep AXiE 2 feip & 5 RMSEA L bz £39° 43> 5 H @] * 0.05 * & &4
27 AT AR A AT A ‘mkx._fgf o Pt & AR B
2 $73] > #5732 SRMSR & # RMSEA &7 5 feifdath % 5 00 27 455 2
Y6 W%B‘fi“lﬁf%*’ﬁfi'lﬁoi UAF o 3 LR R g iRt o TLI 5 «Jﬁ»—?ﬁ%i
Btk A0 1 2B FTLLEA ¥ 0.9 2 1 &7 FRECAIfeif 245 » 7
T AT 5 1 S AR E D] A AanfR S CFL & v e i R dp ko
f«“O,L 12 f > % CFI 4 0.9 12 F & & BREFAIfef 247 AT 5 2
AwE 1 fEEAly B ARGy e

F 4-2-3 BRI A e & -2 @ 5 ok

Kol i A 4 1

e
%

Pl Pl

PR R

i sy £ 323 oL 2 {2 (standardized root mean squared residual) <0.05  0.000 0.000
gz £ 397 43 (root mean square error of approximation) <0.05 0.000 0.000
ZLARL B A2 i 3p H(tucker-lewis index) >0.90 1.000 1.000
vz i & dp tR-(comparative fit index) >0.90 1.000 1.000

2 4-2-4 A AR R -7 Hgn

Wl el A 4 1

o
%

| A Y

pig & i A

L £ 325 oL 2 2 (standardized root mean squared residual) <0.05  0.000 0.000
g A £ 397 $3(root mean square error of approximation) <0.05 0.000 0.000
2R e g ’J‘Fl & (tucker-lewis index) >0.90 1.000 1.000
v R E R dp #R-(comparative fit index) >0.90 1.000 1.000
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2. FEREELEA 4

FEREBL /T A 45 2 0 BT T R0 Y & Rl Bl o0 MR H2
F%{@“Wﬁ*“%”‘%wéﬁ”i%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁf‘ﬁé% 2
# Hlb 8 5% Hf—*“rﬁ”’”“hééﬁ COLERN &

TR fTB

EERPEA T BRI

R r‘]L;;ﬁ.ﬁuJLL:: g*ﬁ%‘f“’*“%i+ﬁ4\%E"“‘%'*frﬁ”k"’vl“ E—%- NEYN
LEEWA X A D 7 B (ROA)E S H4 5(BHR)h g;fso

3]

(1) 2 7 % %(ROA)

2% 4L

95 % 4-2-5 Panel A § & %

ST BITA T G RES B (FAM)E i F
TAE W] F PV (REG) ¥ M 728 20 (ROA) hE B3k S HEF § » & é@«z(fﬁs %5 -
2295 P & % 0.000) > FE >c% L EFF v B

%(xagxﬁ-o 054> P & 5 0.07) >
Bk LB E o B B(AEE 2350 P E S 0.000)

@ % 4-2-5 Panel B § %
FRHT ORI LE SRR | (FAM2)S 1 § 47 S S (REG) #1475 4
PT(ROA)E Fevcdk 5 B F o B2 38(0 s 2280 P & % 0.000) sk 3

M¥D o ® é@ﬂ(ﬂﬁ'zﬁ 0057 P e i 0.06) a3k s EED B B(Ak:

23375 P & 5 0.000) o 5 F “rif oo ok g E 4] ﬁu B fs o M

~f

FH R
=H + =
T ﬁ}ﬂﬁ;’; L AL - 3T (ROA) g i

PRE G R M E
g2 i FI A BB F AT EAR S o 3 0 P Y (ROA) € T B 'Jl o R
B B H22IEHEEE

(2) # 3% »<(BHR)

1"\’#5}%\ 4-2-6 Panel A § % %

SR BITAETE G RIES R (FAM)SE F

L»p FIV(REG)¥> 7 F 3 »x(BHR)=hE % 5§ @%2@3(@",&&; -0.563 > P

5 0400) sk 50 v BAN(A#cs 0.034>P &5 0.320), Bk Lo
**K(ﬂ&,?-o 598 > P i % 0.395) ;

M % 4-2-5Panel B ## 2 %1 0 &£314
 FOE S R (FAM2)E &1 & é\ﬁ | F N (REG) ¥ > 7 3% vc(BHR)# B 3%

& ﬁ e é'”3(1%%:,;—0 232°P i & 0457) Ffercdk 5 0o B 8(%H5 0.034

B 5 0.322) sk 5w B (TREcE 0267 0P E 5 0.451) 0 57 F #rif &2
WH2AEHEZEE T R o
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% 4-2-5 :e%éfiﬁ_éf

2P K B Bk A

Panel A g /3 @ $£714 § % 5 7252 B (FAM)— B 2.3 & # ¥ (REG)— &

7 4 »(ROA)

R RIS S Bk v d
it RRg L O MF ORE L Y RE L OHF ook
=) 1B 1B
i Bt Bk S S ST 2k
F#FLALF .
y o PR Ll
PRES R — (ROA) -2.295 -4.63 *** -0.054 -139 * -2350 -4.81 *** 229%
(FAM)P
Panel B g /% 3514 B3 5 725 2 R (FAM2)—1# ¥ % %] £ (EQI)— 2 & % »2(ROA)
Rk LTI & S 2o % LRI
EES E®E  BREZ O H¥ BE i ¥ R i BE Bonk
12) 112) 12}
3/ S IS S O BE ik 2t
BrTAE ,
N K? EEEE R
SRES R — (ROA) 2280 493 *** 0057 155 * 2337 498 *** 243%
(FAM2)P
X

HEEME kT TR
PFAM : 23Tt L3 5 jES R
#Br1> 250

xRl 4
A

>

14883 3crT )

1% ~ 5% 10%2_ &5 %k &

Z R 505

FAM2 @ 3314 § F 5 735 R

% 4-2-6 K2 B o P R iR Bk A

PanelA i s : #2574 £ % 5 3252 (FAM)— 5 248 5 #5759 (REG)—> + #-% »(BHR)

B S LR S Mok v
3§ R RS W EF O RE O HEF O ORE - BME ok
1= e 1B
% #ic I % #ic Y e %k o M 2o By
L TFT A F
PR%ESE — -0.563 -0.03 . 0.034 0.08 -0.598 -0.03 -5.68%
BHR R x ¥ Ry
(FAM)® (BHR) A 2 7
PanelB B /% @ 42314 £ 7 5 725 2 B (FAM2)— 1 ¥ 47 & 554 (EQI)— 7 3% »<(BHR)
BTk RO E S S R Y ¢4t
RS %k B ‘i By RIE ‘i My R t BE ook
1B 1B 12
¥ S B e 3 - < B E A 3 - S R 2
T T A H
BEULE S s 7 & 7L 32
PRES R — EHR) -0.232 -0.14 . 0.034 0.05 N 0.267 0.15 N 12.7%
(FAMZ)b ] 2 ]

HEMwE ke

#FL FRIS 0

*xgaxiywl ko 1% ~ 5% 10%2 B ¥k
PEAM @ 42514 B F 23253 R » 2L S8R FakERFT F A5 05 FAM2 @ #r1s
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P 2T
-0.054" (ROA)
t5 N3 TRRTT E TAE ] F A
(FAM=1) (REG)
0.034 M o
(BHR)

Bl 4-1 15 &~ 3 TR3EFTE AR 22 ¢ 4 BB

PRI
0.057" (ROA)
P .
o i e
(FAM2=1) (EQD
0.034 T
(BHR)

W42 & £550 L RITHM G 2 ¢ 4B
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AT S AR B H2 o M R 2 P okt i kit
7ACR MR o Tee* 02 R fF B ¥ 38 f¥(Cumulative Abnormal Returns, CAR) %

L AR AR 425 2 4

*FE T E* Stata JLREE (T fﬁ A2 (SEM)$ic;¢ k2 25 B H2 2. % 34 »¢
B g o 3 * G 4 peif & (SRMSR, RMSEA) 3 (& fie iff 4n #(CFL TLI) 3 2]
AEE ﬁ"ﬁﬁ-ﬁoﬁﬁ 5% 5|3 4 4-3-1 7 o i % kw0 SRMSR 22 RMSEA % i
0>CFl 2 TLI % 5 1> &7 M HA4%7 2H 2 i o

Z~431f’7”§§'ﬁ: aﬁfi'ﬁﬁi"i*

B3l i A 4

pacdl PRl

2
Y mar pan
i sy £ 323 oL 2 {2 (standardized root mean squared residual) <0.05  0.000 0.000
gz £ 397 43(root mean square error of approximation) <0.05 0.000 0.000
ZEARL B e i 3p H(tucker-lewis index) >0.90 1.000 1.000
vz i & dp tR-(comparative fit index) >0.90 1.000 1.000

2. BB IS A 45

CAR stk 2% % &7 BHR 2% - & » % %’?Iﬁ,;ﬁ—ﬁw S AL ¢ ok o
19954 4-3-2 Panel A F #5547 0 BFLAETE L FOES R (FAM)gﬁr’] w5
L #F A (REG) ¥ P 3-8 22 (CAR) e Fon % bt’F"*# Mk p hE e B B(GEA

B 5-9.527 220103 P (& 5 0.244 22 0.441) > %5c% 5§+ ¥ ‘*‘3(14@:,19631’
PiEs 0242); @ % 4-3-2Panel B& 7 » 3514 £ 7 5 725 | (FAM2)i% 6 &
RN (REG) ¥ 4 2c(CAR) M E #rx % 5 Lo B 3"‘“(:”‘«&:% 9.527 » P
5 0236) Bk 30 B P(AHs 0188 P &5 0397) Mok 5 & v
? 3"“(1‘*&.3 9715 P 5 0.231) o 5t #rif e B H2 ST - &> a3 £
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% 4-3-2 s 9D B - FEP L BT A 4
PanelA § i< @ 514 £ F 5 528 A B (FAM)— B 2.8 | 7 (REG)—> 7 3% »2(CAR)
ERE=S 23 S RO S BTk R
IS Rk BRI Y . BE OB - B E otk
=) 1B 12
S e St T 2t
LA &
#* T Y I 75 * 5 A5
LRk R — (CAR) 9527 -109 . -0.103 -0.61 . 9631 -113 . 107%
(FAM)b & &R
PanelB i/ @ 314 £ L p2E S R (FAM2)— 4 & %8 5| #/ (EQI)—+ # % »<(CAR)
E ok LGRS S R T S b4k
RS Bk RE MY ORE S ¥ ORE L BT R0k
=) =) [12)
I s N At = R 2
% BT 4
*‘t / LE B Mok 7 2 * & * &
LpoEA R — (CAR) 9527 109 .. 0188 0L ., . 9715 115
(FAM2)° y i

HEFME kR o Y PR RS w4 v 1% ~ 5% 10%2 Ag E ki
PFAM @ 374 2 5 7283 f > A1 AR F ks 05 0
Lo FRIEO0

FAM2: 25714 £3 5 5255 >
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AR B RESY R LT T *ﬂ@wm@ﬂ %ﬁ%@°*m’mﬁ°
A Ik LN ) Fo R R s (e BRI ET 4P 55 g
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