The Effects of Ownership Structure and Board
Composition on Firm Performance

— The Moderating Effect of Industry Competition
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Abstract

This study examines the moderating role of industry competition on the
effects of corporate governance mechanisms and firm performance. Using a
sample of all listed firms on the Taiwan Stock Exchange (TSE) and Taiwan’s
over-the-counter market (GTSM) over a ten-year period (2000~2009).
Empirical results show that CEO shareholding, industry competition, and firm
performance are significantly negatively correlated. It means that with the
increase in the degree of industry competition, the higher CEO shareholding
will increase firm performance. Similarly, with the increase in industry
competition, the higher institutional investor shareholding, the ratio of inside
directors, and CEO duality will also increase firm performance.

Keywords: Industry competition, Ownership structure , Board composition,
Firm performance.
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e AR BARR Y VA € FI ARB RN A § AT oo
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1

S - e 2
¥=2 X F3Ki

ﬂ\'gﬁ_*'&;mm’%——nﬂplhph@ S N = 9""}’”“}'7\/}57,
CELREIALEE S Fr & AP LT ERA -

$- & BB

Jensen and Ruback (1983)#74& &) e f| & 4n & B33 s » F TR ey
FHE fAPM - 2B “ﬁ?‘?wj SPfE AR SR R RR o H L
BdF e G ENT S g T A LA BRE o RIS g ERFRESY > SERME
IR S FRR SRS TUET A PSS TR TN RS R
FlobRE L P A2 W @ o @ > Leibenstein (1966) ~ Machlup (1967) -
Nickell(1996) ~ Nickell et al.(1997) ~ Shleifer and Vishny(1997) ~ Allen and
Gale(2000) ~ Jagannathan and Srinivasan (2000) ST R EF IR B HrdRA § Bt
R IR RE e B s 2 MCEO & % 07 5 d13R o Yafeh and Yosha(2003)%= 3
FIRE T HE T P CCEOp I 5B A € o F Lo G RE T
2P YRBERITE R GY BRAE 0 TEE AR RGN 0P gy
CEO# % e 4r » CEOf A 3 54 = % s A& 3 » CEOY 4 af Flp R ¢ 2
B oo FIAERLEA M % £ 8RCEOF s TR AF DD mﬁi
AOELTIRAAY c X PCEOERIALAEF DR frde s Flidk FE5Y
F2c7 i > CEO' &% % 4% { #%(Fee and Hadlock 2000) - #712 » CEO%J» € 7
B A pIFLEL > 2P E MR oy A YA LR 2R
B P> CEOFF Ut bl 2o o 7> B G 3 Haadid o Flpt o 3 I 7 AR -

B-  AERLAERRFIRE > CEOFR 43 0 §7 B3RP 270

E¥ ¥

,\:da)tg’\x/%", B ARAZ % g ga};ﬁﬂ}#;})f;?/;/\ c ARFIT R ARALA &

PN
BT A4 R nB E @2 4 0 2 RERE SRR A ] ox
miﬁ\-;ﬁwo@i%+$ﬁaA4ﬁ\ﬁg§§ﬁw%ﬁmp;,g$

*5¢mLﬁ@°4“meé’%ﬁ% ””%+%i§?ﬁ41%ﬁ
%\(McConnell and Servaesb 1990) - » 7 3 a‘ C R BRI T A IR B
A LB mu%ﬁw»sxa_'oaw’%ﬁ&?4%$w
¢ E"ﬁﬁ FEE Ptk o RE AT AP A ft e IR el 1Rk
AR RBFFEAIRSFER > A 0P f d ket RiEPH 3

{ % =dF ¥ (Hartzell and Starks 2003) -
B A A AT AR AT w1 E B HRRT A B b g
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EIFNEFANE AP A G PSR G LA  RFHEY G T
(Karpoff et al. 1996) - & ﬂ\lﬂi;&% F AR FE A BERG RS FE S
PERSGRFEART B PRI S PHAT CEFRAONE S AR
maﬁ%okw,ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ?u%*%wfgﬁsﬂa A BHRRT A
BORETRT o fF  FRE 2 PP EIF RS o F - 3 @’¥%ﬁ&?<ﬁ
?\ \—'JE"J’J&H:BILI’Lfﬂﬁ&%FE jg_gr‘]pﬁsxm%F,jgﬁ b"if\?‘l;_,‘%‘"‘éf-‘ & Afi)i
g o RFEDR R, RF PRI FTAEAREY LB F O 7 [
FFLEFLP > BROPEFH I L oo ALY A LRI R R
B gﬁ%%ﬁa“A%““@@ﬁféﬂm;%iﬁof“’ﬁﬂfﬂﬁ

oz

B AEMLERRETE BHERTAFR 30 47 T RILF
I T

P"'Kﬁib"udﬁ’)?ﬁﬁi5I%mmﬁ;§f/ﬁ’¢_g F‘i oo s - Rk
FoF AkS %ﬁ%ﬁ??ﬁé ’?ﬁ » 4vHermalin and Weisbach (1991) - » 5 # 7 %
RIREFE 2 F R ES Haxf Apb ¢ 0 4rAgrawal and Knoeber (1996)

Randoy and Jenssen (2004)&*%& SR HRY BT EE DL HER AN
FPHRLAARRE AT R R IIREE > AT RLER B INEF
R EF ol aeod 30 IREFE Tz - {ﬁ@’l“%"ﬁ’lﬂ Aooo o F AT Hin
£ PUFCEI I > P SR BT A - TR B B R Bt i
e A FFRAMLDOLOD? T REIEHLFEY FARRE N IR o 3 MF
ﬂﬁ%%“ﬁ’ﬁﬁ%H#%§§EWﬁm§%ﬁW%$ﬁﬁw’%Q?ﬁﬁ
F PRI T 2 RO IREF P IMEE LD .E'_]%‘*«ﬁi&"l f# - Richard
(2005)3E Baysinger and Hoskisson (1990)s#7 7 = 325 > P 3RE ¥ ¥ F Rig$ 0
PTG RSE TR FEEA o T R A PRET 0 2
WG RPN EE A P EAMET > F LA NEE DD Y ER e
PR S B B m?/k’? o FIM o AT A ERIALRBE PN
~dﬂ¢’?”<;§¢w@Jof?“’ﬁﬂffm&m;'

Y

Bz AR ARG 2PER G ANERAL L 43 4T
RELP2E¥ %

Bt F £ & 4L @CEO“%~ 3 » Rechner and Dalton (1991):2.% » $ £ & % §
Ppiﬁmeﬁ’ﬁia_ REF 7 R Ao dmgTiemad - 50
FTEEH N EET Tra 2 PR FEY LT iﬁf%ﬁ??%{?bﬁ*'@“ﬁ e
Elsayed (2007)7#7 7 B %t 5 » £ ¥4 * CEOF L (enirc g FIA F N m 5 47
FhoomT s CEOFEM AR LR EHE 0 L orck i m ¥ —Jﬂ”ﬁ‘i 4|

IR
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B FPLFCEOL EE ¥ & 0

; LEEEE L (NCEO)R-¢ "2 KT

;ﬁﬁﬁﬁia’i@%%w§%%2%¥oﬁt“’Ei--ﬁﬁCEOﬂ'lrﬁﬂb A

T IR Fosberg (1999)4 447 5 1

P W pCEO‘}LFFﬁ‘iw’TW

ééém%mﬁw&&_zfﬁamiﬁiié'?m% EL ST SN
=]

X-Hﬂ

F R R VI A I T A £ AT o

Randoy and Jenssen (2004)3‘% N FFEL G AN I PH R ET IR
fe st qy o TR el oA o e s _E;_‘E‘)?ﬁ’l%;g{?.ﬁ ¥ oM ??&A}ﬁaﬂ
e PR e Pl EF § fpdlH i A ST Fas
R MERER S ThARANMNAESD FFRBLFRG EL - F3 i
LHBBT 0 F A BERS RLFE DT i%ﬁ*%w@%ﬁlw’#%
‘ﬂkm%"‘ 2R A 7 B4 AR EFE o P\-‘"F’f’xlﬁ i S 20 AL ]

Iﬂ-ﬁi&¢m—1§]‘-3—m:}}" BRA S F R RS Y o EF]I}L TR e B SR
PR E R AR RN L (e F T E aanICEO)fK Y EAFTAPAE
maﬁif;ﬁx 227> ¥ L ECEOF B3 F o F si%xoﬂlbﬁ:".’rfljfﬁ

= e
‘afu‘l

J_S

BRe (A ¥ERLBARARFIF EFE{EZCEO7 43R B 272 L Bk

AR T ZBE MR A (BI3-1) #77 ¢
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S & EAERE TR LR

%Pimﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁp G o BES LTRSS 2 2P kT
re g hEmE “ﬁv‘??jjl»p%'%ﬁ&};'iiﬁ*’fﬁ_ﬁﬁiﬂ\@’),Tg;%‘ﬁtéROAL
A LT 10,000@1&{% B B¥HiROEZ A £ H98238 L2 ; R¥#cs
Tobin’s Qz #h » £ (F7,996 L BLZ 18 - & 7 Ap B R #cd & B~ p >0 5 B S RATH
(Taiwan Economic Journal, TEJ)2_ B47% T AL E 2 2 2 J0 T TR o 4 & 35 Poif 42
$ sde (£3-1) 97

331 BASERLE

38 2 ® A I
ROA ROE Tobin’s Q
2000 % 2009 & f 4o s & 12,802 12,802 12,802
BABESFREIELE (436) (436) (436)
AT 2 (1,964)  (1,964) (2,954)
e R (402) (579) (1,416)
CREEE S 10,000 9,823 7,996
Fo8 REkTuEFE

-~ BRIk

Elsayed (2007)# * F # 38 p* & (ROA) % Tobin’s Q(TQ)= % #ix 31 CEO#*

ERUE S IR g*;;mg o pt #b » Rechner and Dalton (1991)F] ¢ * 3% & & &

i"ﬁﬁm (ROE)'Fp 2\‘2:15;% éi*;(mfgfa ;}Flfﬂ. F{ﬂ\ﬁj fgj&g J—é@%}ﬁ*ﬂ
(accounting-based index)2- F A R ¥ F (ROA) 1T 5 & 7 554 Frxz g ¥ &
¥ - g 3t A #HAp R (ROE) 2 7 3 A # 4y % (market-based index) 2. Tobin’s
Q(TQ): {757 24 47 o
(- ) ¢+ A #dp & (Accounting-Based Index)
1. % A4 % (ROA)

ROA= faisEfl /| E RFAMER § &

A TR RS TERT ARG B E ) R E 27 LA

P STATA MR i B A 4715 0 R BEREBCAIHR 2 0 40 - B ARIE £ G5 BIR 2 1RE -
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2. WA F 3 Y 5 (ROE)
ROE = #ifs % 4] / ERLAEF E B

ﬂ\lz’ﬁi‘ﬁ’u r’fn‘%‘;";“flj /%u FEe R #EZFEG l% = N AL -3
?lj:k}_o

(=) # #F A& #4p R (Market-Based Index)

Morcketal (1988):% = Tobmstrgm\”"ﬁE ¥y AR F A B

L3 R ESREVEA oA cFECEBJAGEY N LEHEEA S
F?H??J» feilA F R P AKRSREPE o Tobins Qi £ 2 P FFH A Krck IR
SR d G P ARG G o KA AT B B ALk R

*F2 3 % % Chung and Priutt(1994)#1# ) ¢hiT i Tobin’s Q& » H 3+ & = 3¢

e T

MV (CS)+ MV (PS)+ BV (LT )+ BV (CL)—- BV (CA)

Tobin's Q =
BV (TA)
-&}%’fgi'ﬁl%—i—ﬁ%élid’gml% IE'—-IEE]%/” )ﬁ’i’%ml% |g1
‘&}%,gglé_d‘gm I% LE'__
H e

MV(CS) © & R 3 i %5 S @ (nd ot 4 5% o % & &

B x%)
MV(PS) © # A 4F S Frif @i Aok 3w Ok o Bk & K
3 )

BV(LT): # A& H § fFtka &
BV(CL) : & Kind f Grem ¥ &
BV(CA) : & Kb F AR § &

BV(TA) : & RAFAMES § &
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- SRR
(- ) CEO###%+* (CEO)

CEO= # KCEO#F % #ic / & & = & il vt ik

iz Jensen and Meckling (1976)2_# 7 > CEOFF %L blende § > 7 " (A3
MGES PRS- RIMRE » & R0 N2 R 38 o Chung and Priutt (1996) %=
7L’L' #F‘ 4 CEOF g o 9 z‘g«in &FT:?—7 AP R E %&FCEO}JJ:”;‘“’%.——‘E ,
,‘ B B/AHJ—L RN g\? #&-@#\__ ® oA 7&} m;}"F' '\.;}é;a}g,)j %ﬂwm%lg'j{ 4 —’aﬁ'KA,\
Bd peokdf HBRCEOL X4 HF 2P EH Hrxo Tt > AT G
T&%CEO{E?BILLL'}'J\}FEEE }f?jgi’(“;*,\l% \—3‘1: ’}f};_?t_—\ it o ;i“;cg 4F o
(=) WHRT £ #F5 (IOWN)

IOWN =# R 7 A d5 0l /[ # &R o 7 il &0 Bk

4:

Karathanassis and Drakos (2004)F* 3 4p &1 » 34 A R bl g 1
R EZ LAY REPRIFTATFEFTFDLES R LA e
WEER B o T AP LR #%ﬁ%?A#”“@4£%’%?
Eflg 2P g8 5oipg b BHERT A BERS WR2PHFEA 1 F
é*zg@ F oo

S

() pIRFEE AR = (IDR)

IDR= £APMNEE Al / EASPEEE 4 i

Hermalin and Weisbach (2003) #1262 F7 7 # > § % € e H{ T ¥ ¢
AR E TG TR T AT P hd W B g Hed S po3n
TEZEFE j—‘ﬁi’% FA-BERFETEFH%nzLFF o AL #* Coreet
al. (1999)2 775 ¢ SR R FF cnadh » TR P A I A fre 13RI A 3
EXPEEEFRF A #- % P % ¥ (inside directors) e
(2 ) CEO#¥ #+(DUAL)

DUAL: - m# %8 § 3£ E L ZCEO 51> 21500

Patton and Baker (1987)F7 7335 > € ¥ & L ZCEOFF » it § 5 p LI 5
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PREF G ISIES LT AP F RO P L7 & o e Pengetal. (2007)
BEn FTE .;L.ICEopdf,Am;ME SR R i R
s o F F 1 LA ECEOR » 2 7 ks Bk s el pr o 7 4 B
CEOM&H2 % 7+ 2 P foci it o

z o EHRE

AT Y AR 2 516 4p # (Herfindahl-Hirschman Index » f]e_HHI) *

BT R g EME A  LPAEHRIA L -DEHE vV ERE W
ﬂ’ib"i){%%ﬁ,’tﬁ‘*m[ﬁs@%,fﬁﬁg%%,l A H;,m,ri. ‘fr_,.xi’f "L"J')%%ﬁ;tl?ﬁ % e h

FE»E TP oA 0V T FEREREF RO ERLIEF
FERRAEE > TEFAE S o VHHIGTE A ¥ B¢ R IR LY -
A FwL ik (1‘5%'@‘*’ Bpri 2003; 147 1@ 2004) - =+ B A ¥ AHHIE &

GAFR LT iy FaT S ‘ffwa#k“éfHHIm ERBBE o ERIEAD
P A HHIEE W E A ¥ 5 7 £ d T10E o wWHHHIE 2 25 77 40

A

t-1 n
PIDIVE g, n
= = 0, = Eqit

HH[ — t=t-5i=1

5_ it Qt

RYCIRRFARY %A\"té&)iwj,qmé_ R RIR PR LE
EHE O QRFEAFM T 2P FtEOEM

ho kdh S EAGTRY A Eu kR R A EAE 2 E & 7 A £2 HHI
o HHIGAR IS 47 A £ B¢ R RERRARF 7 T2 £HE A L
HHI s & e

(=) £% £ %5 BOWN)

Jensen and Meckling (1976)45 41 » & F 4 5  e 3 PF » M-it § & ffle2 7t
MPFAJNEAR - R FaRETEFTHAFIRS NHEF EE e 277 r]
BRGAERFTETRAZHAE A ARSPET E P W R
HAFTHEBTRABFE 2 IR B TS P B

b

_ifS
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(Z) 2 @ 4H(SIZE)

Saunders, Strock, and Travlos (1990)/?‘ Ties b EEREAES DT AR
WEFEFEY I LY AL EFEY AR ¥ rﬁ’v“f?ﬁ»’ﬁ& FE A 3R Y
~:or‘]LL,j§,€1‘I7‘P\)\ \ﬂ%ﬁ_%ﬂ'{’u ﬁ;uufj- —‘{E’—h—gﬁ,f',:;‘}o

(2) | F(LEV)

D]

Elsayed (2007)# % & %4p 1 > & ;mg Fr g Eadras BELP
2913 o qLL ’ ﬂ&ﬁﬂ -4‘: ) I—L %% ’ I,Z,j",'"’ﬁ,“ ‘%ﬁﬁiig’f’)-ﬁﬁfé@ o

(1) £% ¢ *(BOD)

Hermalin and Weisbach (2003) 51262 77 7 # > £ ¥ € AP o 7 §ax
YLF ?Fs,? ,a ) @ g.g 'E?:i gm/j_airr,?o r‘]LL s j\,{ﬂ’iipk)\ﬂ,b%gt, J‘j;},,-qiﬁhj
v ¥

3 Y 2
4 FE i JE‘

ki&-ﬂ\lﬁi\%ﬁxy\%‘i fgj‘f‘_ f-lir'": :
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%32 LWB2 THREH

=k

. R LH TEE R
ROA TAIRPF AR E/ERRT A x100%
ROE AR ESRE S LS R I/ ROL AR E RS
T B % &% 100%
) TQ Tobin’s Q : (& A E S H +& & f FiEd
BE—EARE T ARG B E) /ERRT AE
i I%‘ B
CEO CEO #5751t © & & CEO $5 % ic/# Ayl foh
i i x 100%
IOWN ’}}31‘#;}}1? A FEALL g @g&;ﬁgf;? A L i/
: R BT A 0
@ o 5 ﬁi%lli &_;ig)’iﬁ{t%l()()ﬂ)a N / .
IDR NERFE A D E RPN IREE A H/E KD
7 EFE ¢ A #x100%
DUAL CEO e :CEO fr3 T EF - £ % 1; %
A% 0
HHI ALHIR AL LT ik FnTl 2
feB-H Z 0 T & af e T35 E.
BOWN FEFFLEF EREEFFRE/ERGE
ERAEE S Bt 1L Bex 100%
SIZE EERW I ERBTA(F )
LEV fe S ERRE G/EARRT Ax100%
BOD TE NP ERTE €A (L H)
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*FE g g i Eo] T 2 % (Ordinary Least Squares, OLS) 5 3+:% ﬁﬁfﬁ:ﬂ] o 33
:}7‘51_} e s 0 A ’{ BEISPHE ii:?ﬁ‘;‘%_i FFH A AT

PER, =a,+a,CEO, +a,lIOWN, + a,IDR, + a,DUAL, + a,HHI , + a,CEO, x HHI , +
o, lOWN, x HHI, + a,IDR, x HHI,, + a,DUAL, x HHI , + o,,BOWN , +
a]ISIZEit + a]ZLEI/it + a13BODit + lc"it

10

ATy LR % ROAGFE 2 7 5 »x(PERy) » B i 18 17 5T MLRI3EPE > L R ¥
ROEZ TQp#h o F 714 P » T £ 2 7 0] » 18 & & & % CEOu 3 CEO#
Bt S JOWNa s ¥ 445 75 4 #5950 S IDRa: 3% F ¥ 3 5+t 5 DUAL 5 CEO
M HHL:G A 235 B 5 CEOuxHHI:+% CEO4F v B HHI: A ¥ 35 B 2. 2
% 3% 5 IOWNuxHHIi 5 IOWNid$ H45 F 4 #5950 22 HHE& ¥ 305 B 2 2 5%
IDRixHHIi 5 IDRup 3% % % A = - 2 HHIu & ¥ %% B 2. 2 %38 5 DUALwxHHI:
5 DUALw#* HHIi A % %% B 2. 2 %98 i BOWNu: % § #%% 5 SIZEs & %
A LEVi: f S i BODih FF M FRE- 22 o F f v B
FoFBR-AZF R e HF R BRRZ S IE o F v F O F
B 2P o, B e B o b RN PR (£3-3) #0r

% 3-3 p FHZIFPH PELA

%k % TP (25
Constant o ?
CEO oy +/—
IOWN o) +
IDR o3 +/—
DUAL o /-
HHI o5 +
CEOxHHI O —
IOWNxHHI o —
IDRxHHI og —
DUALXHHI Ol —
BOWN 0o +
SIZE o +
LEV 02 —
BOD 03 —
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frd FBELEHLH

B r =% P‘i)*’*Bri&flfz»pfmﬁifﬂ%éﬁ’jfgmp;a PRI
—ﬁéhﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ %&7%%&H%ﬁ“&&aﬁ%
AR 5 & G AR A 4T ‘a’u‘f,?ﬂwﬂi S B WP Yo &%

LT L ERIU =
o AERPAERAAH

A ARBE P e Wl st Bt E R A (£4-1) o ‘?Lﬁ@ j"ﬁ% xR
P FROASTIONE 5539%  H ¥ B i 540.66%% $] 8 5-30.12% > £ B
[t B AP g S S} LR o 5 CEOM RN 2350 £ 195%
FA T 2 80.74% 0 ¥ AR MR B E33T79% otk AY j o220 R E
LCEOH L Gl » 304 2 7 9 RS 0 A A B R T A By
IOWN-ZL 3218 5 34.69% » &2 ¢ = #31.34% £ £ 72 ~ ; pIRFE E A =0 ' [DRT 5
528.58% BB G BEI00% B P AP I L PARER T
T%; CEOfE¥ BDUALA » if= % 2714 F% £ { CEO#) » &7 4
* CEOfF € rz 2 2 ¥ 245 5 ik o

AAEFHLRHHIS 6 > A XS GPo N S SHITHRDE LS H L
i‘«fi“,‘:ﬁ ﬁfimﬁﬂu}mﬁﬂw?u:ﬁ ;ﬁ—?jgg

d (%4-1) 7> 2 %55 AHHIT 51 % 0.0700 > 2 ¢ £+ ©0.8463%
Bo] ®0.0173 > £ B4R ;o7 & A ¥ affrrmpe’maﬁ)i LBt o (£
4-3>>prﬁfi AEHHHIE o 4 ¢ A7 > B8 R b7 i g3 %o

4-&m?i§‘m—3—ﬁj_)§j’"jr_5 THBAE S PRIMAREFER A o H AR

L2 AR *?ﬁé L AR R Y R E N a0 7 3R
M%‘¢ﬁ~n ‘R'*Lﬁ# AR EGTEE R SRR §
WE RPN T d R AR c KA E BB EG AL BN

i \rm 44%:

SO R @H
“F EL N S

%,ﬁg%@@%a»maﬁammo*i?ifmbié%ﬁmwMﬂﬁf
A Fiae (£4-4) > 2d (£44) v LA $HHIEY - 5] &
a;r;:f#_ (HHI % #c 5 0.02152) » 7= % ¢ + % e g 5 7] o
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% 4-1 2 P82 St et § 4

X T yok T S Rl Bt i
ROA (%) 5.40 8.09 5.10 -30.12 40.66
CEO(%) 1.95 2.89 0.74 0 33.79
IOWN(%) 34.69 21.89 31.34 0 98.66
IDR(%) 28.58 18.34 25.00 0 100
DUAL 0.30 0.45 0 0 1
HHI 0.0700 0.0911 0.0278 0.0173 0.8463
BOWN(%) 25.21 14.14 22.20 0.13 98.07
SIZE(#+ =) 13,700,000 43,500,000 3,228,352 127,107 867,000,000
LEV (%) 43.23 17.26 43.83 1.27 116.50
BOD 6.80 2.41 7 2 27

ek ROA(F‘ A AR =15 & /& AR T A x100% ; CEO(CEO# 1% 1t )=& & CEO# "L i/ &
it h R X 100% - IOWN(HS HEAR T5 4 45050t =2 RS HE4R 4 i/ & Ronad & vh ik diex
100% : IDR(P 35 & F B =0 )=& AP 0F § 4 /& A2 2 F § * #x100% ; DUAL(CEO
BEM)CEOfrE T E - % 51; 2R 50, HH(A £ 5 B)=32 A £ & 273 Hibj FhT
B H A AT T ESBHTIOE  BOWN(E S § #55)=28 A% £ #0808 Rind toh
W Bex100% 5 SIZE(& £ R H0)=& BT A(HF =) LEV( f- F)=# R E G/# AR F A X
100% ; BOD(E % § RH0)=# AL F § A 5 (L #o)
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# 4-2 2000~2009 & & ¥~ % Jkiw &

£ R 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 &3*
A F(48)

KR (1) 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 70
a5 (12) 21 20 22 22 21 22 21 22 22 21 214
R (13) 23 20 26 26 25 27 25 26 27 27 252
g (14) 47 48 54 51 52 49 53 53 53 54 514
T (15) 29 32 50 55 58 59 60 61 61 61 526
T E (16) 12 10 13 13 13 13 13 13 10 13 123
43 (17) 33 38 59 67 72 75 76 78 80 81 659
#33 (18) 5 4 4 5 4 2 41
@A (19) 7 7 7 70
48 (20) 30 25 35 37 33 38 37 39 38 40 352
% (21) 10 9 10 11 11 11 11 11 11 10 105
AP (22) 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 4 40
T+ (23) 240 302 465 560 582 612 638 668 675 688 5,430
#4t (25) 36 36 52 51 50 51 53 56 56 56 497
#ud (26) 15 15 21 21 20 20 22 22 20 23 199
Bk (27) 8 g8 11 11 11 11 11 11 10 11 103
7% (29) 10 11 15 14 15 15 16 17 16 16 145
w (97) 8 g 12 12 11 10 10 10 10 12 103
#i (99) 37 36 55 59 58 60 61 64 63 64 557
&3 581 641 922 1034 1054 1096 1129 1174 1171 1198 10,000
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# 4-3 2000~2009 & & 2 ¥ HHI &

£ R 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
A E(R )

W
-k

KR (11) 02527 02637 0.2778 0.2944 03156 0.3291 0.3379 0.3433 0.3518 0.3577 0.3124
a4 (12) 02027 0.1897 0.1793 0.1733 0.1624 0.1605 0.2020 0.2429 0.2804 0.3121 0.2105
#9 (13) 02173 02183 02198 02170 0.2106 0.2066 0.2019 0.1978 0.1984 0.1982 0.2082
= T%‘« (14)  0.0638 0.0694 0.0793 0.0905 0.1002 0.1128 0.1220 0.1281 0.1355 0.1489 0.1059
= (15) 0.0781 0.0740 0.0719 0.0677 0.0637 0.0589 0.0560 0.0515 0.0500 0.0505 0.0604
T % (16) 0.1920 02025 02191 0.2253 0.2374 0.2513 0.2538 0.2589 0.2793 0.2885 0.2412
4 H (17)  0.0407 0.0397 0.0390 0.0387 0.0388 0.0401 0.0423 0.0456 0.0491 0.0516 0.0432
#3733 (18) 03376 03558 0.3702 0.3929 0.4169 0.4453 0.4557 0.4637 0.4627 0.4663 0.4113
B (19) 02319 02346 02355 0.2394 0.2457 02499 0.2594 0.2701 02776 0.2849 0.2529
A4k (20)  0.1529 0.1488 0.1435 0.1385 0.1377 0.1379 0.1525 0.1587 0.1633 0.1716 0.1510
B (21)  0.1455 0.1492 0.1540 0.1594 0.1657 0.1713 0.1772 0.1829 0.1911 0.1985 0.1700
B (22) 02614 02612 0.2621 02559 0.2500 0.2409 0.2329 0.2239 0.2252 0.2260 0.2439
&+ (23) 0.0298 0.0249 0.0209 0.0185 0.0174 0.0173 0.0186 0.0210 0.0244 0.0278 0.0215
241 (25)  0.0475 0.0454 0.0425 0.0420 0.0412 0.0413 0.0413 0.0418 0.0405 0.0403 0.0421
#E (26)  0.1443 0.1454 0.1466 0.1458 0.1493 0.1512 0.1514 0.1525 0.1537 0.1503 0.1493
Bk (27) 0.1884 0.1841 0.1788 0.1721 0.1673 0.1635 0.1578 0.1531 0.1516 0.1506 0.1657
E’ % (29) 0.1584 0.1583 0.1620 0.1703 0.1789 0.1877 0.1965 0.2035 0.2076 0.2109 0.1858
@ a (97)  0.1588 0.2388 0.3558 0.4750 0.6042 0.7151 0.7734 0.7966 0.8240 0.8463 0.5926
His (99)  0.0482 0.0462 0.0462 0.0465 0.0663 0.0849 0.1016 0.1200 0.1355 0.1321 0.0871

£+ 0.0812 0.0731 0.0668 0.0634 0.0632 0.0651 0.0676 0.0709 0.0736 0.0794 0.0700
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HHI #xif (2 ke £ %

A& (" 78) th A i - i:g: L fwl‘ A < B
KR (1) 70 0.31241 0.03624 0.25273 0.35770
a5 (12) 214 0.21054 0.04913 0.16047 0.31207
R (13) 252 0.20818 0.00865 0.19784 0.21981

P (14) 514 0.10591 0.02749 0.06377 0.14889
T ’6\& (15) 526 0.06037 0.00916 0.04999 0.07806
TE (16) 123 0.24121 0.02933 0.19198 0.28849
4 3 (17) 659 0.04315 0.00465 0.03872 0.05163
w3 (18) 41 0.41132 0.04611 0.33763 0.46628
#(19) 70 0.25291 0.01828 0.23187 0.28489
a4 (20) 352 0.15095 0.01137 0.13769 0.17158
B (21) 105 0.16997 0.01679 0.14549 0.19846

B (22) 40 0.24393 0.01546 0.22391 0.26211
T+ (23) 5,430 0.02152 0.00395 0.01728 0.02979
#4t (25) 497 0.04208 0.00196 0.04029 0.04754
#ud (26) 199 0.14931 0.00304 0.14431 0.15374
Bk (27) 103 0.16573 0.01260 0.15056 0.18835
7 o(29) 145 0.18581 0.01924 0.15835 0.21090
e (97) 103 0.59264 0.23324 0.15878 0.84632
His (99) 557 0.08713 0.03523 0.04616 0.13545

A)
v ¥

10,000
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S & AP RA

SR ESET X LRER T AR RAMM TS A8 £ % Pearson
% Spearmanip i G HcA 37 0 W L SEF P M AR o (£4-5) AT BR®E
27 p % #c2 Pearson% SpearmanAp B e o d (£4-5) ¥ ¥ L P %%
B S 8cip b iz S EALFO3 2P NIOWNEZ BOWNZ 4p B % #ic s
% > fe» 5 0.38(Pearsonsp if % #c)% 0.27(Spearmanip b % #c) o Flpt > F % %
@:L—nfsﬂlﬁ_l’p FRH L o AFF Y - 1 * % R R F] % 2 (Variance
Inflation Factor > VIF) k # B F S ¥ 8 F 2.3 5 2 AP 3 - o T dde (£
4-6) #t7F o d (#£4-6) ¥ FR 1 F R PR VIFES ] 3100 &, ;5@,;
Pl R B 3 a2 RPE2M % 7 PR 2/ -

=& \rﬁiFA.\ﬁ

AR T HCAIER T i B T3 2 (OLS) 0 2 Tk % B4R & #ik(N=10,000)
;fﬁ%}é\—dar“% *?;btiﬁig ,:‘"\,.L.i.—,-’\\”l‘zi,%l i*£7 Fﬁﬁ%f’}’q—‘f&;ﬁ 'J"'Li’/%@é_
EFmi R B P (£4-6) 2 CEOF R ~ HE T AU~ PRE T
et~ g & ZCEO v ¥z 3 Ry R ¥ 2 7 54 S7xROAZ & jfls
B I

- BERHECAFRIRAPEY YL BFAH

- W AR A LR L 0 7 0 HCEO#F F % g > #7 J 2
PE g P HBEL ) - FREEFH T EO%”“':’—""@;%%%&
2 % 35 (CEOXHHI % #c-0.89542 » p & <0.1)fe 2 A BATF % § » 21558 (5 504p
f o ¢ £ Singh and Davidson(2003)7%= 3 > 3 g JLF § o3 0B fEps - H {r
NP F AP F T EF I - R AT "zs‘.-?ﬁ#ﬁ‘l?&)imi‘?“’CEo
FUOL A3 0 f7 R Ty TR EEAE

Bl TR A ERG R 0 Do de T A R S g et
SR A TIPS L o RERRHA ) AREREY  BHERT
Fuot e g S R % k38 (IOWNXHHI % #-0.12057 > pE <0.01) fx #ickg & =
ﬁ’ﬁﬁmﬁ%w%o@%%iéiﬁiﬂ&&ﬁﬁ’%ﬁﬂ?A%WWﬁ%’
A7 B3R E 27 S F 5ot @ £ Pound(1988)# 1 e I R (Efficient
Monitoring Hypothe31s)_'7i’ McConnell and Servaes(1990)F= 3 e & o B = E T
FaP =

i)
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%+ 4-5 Pearson ¥ Spearman #p B % #iciE L

ik ROA CEO IOWN IDR DUAL HHI BOWN SIZE LEV BOD
ROA 1 0.1872 *** (.1755 *** (0.0857 *** -0.0341 *** -0.0953 *** 0.1262 *** 0.0167*  -0.3242 *** -0.0143
CEO 0.1872 *** 1 -0.185 *#*  0.2049 *** -0.0322 *** -0.2089 *** 0.0108 -0.1105 *** -0.0829 **  -0.0624 ***
IOWN  0.1755 *#* -(0.185 *** 1 -0.1745 #** -0.1371 *** 0.1161 *** 03762 *** (0.2648 *** (0.0247 ** 0.199 #*
IDR 0.0794 *** (0.2074 *** -0.1785 *** 1 0.3389 *#* -0.1169 *** -0.0673 *** -0.0673 *** -0.0819 *** -0.209] ***
DUAL -0.0225*  -0.0453*  -0.1356 *** (.3328 *** 1 -0.1117 *** -0.0481 *** -0.0587 *** -0.0259 ***  -0.165 ***
HHI -0.1797 *** -0.3774 *** (0.0696 ** -0.1349 *** -0.0954 *** 1 0.0738 *** (0.0844 *** (.0599 *** (.23]13 #**
BOWN 0.1379 *** -0.0109 0.2698 *** -0.0259 *  -0.0352 ***  (0.046 ** 1 -0.0559 *** -0.0405 *** 0.0511 **
SIZE  -0.0424 *** -0.228] *** (.3325 *** -0.0345 *** -0.118 *** (.1935 *** -(0.2403 *** 1 0.1049 ***  (.2597 ***
LEV -0.3023 *** -0.077 * 0.0221 *  -0.0221 *** -0.0282 *** (0.0764 *** -0.0573 *** (.2808 *** 1 -0.0252
BOD 0.0066 0.0048 0.185 *#* -0.2137 *** -(0.1697 *** 0.1 *** 0.026 0.2498 *** -0.0344 *** 1

321 ROA(F 4R 5 )=f {5 7 1/& RILF A X 100% ; CEO(CEO4 % it =& A CEO# % #e/# A il o #h % Hex 100% 5 TOWN(# HEARL T 4 459000 )= R 4B 1
T A HOREE R BB 100% 5 IDR(P 283 % B =00t )= AP 2RF F A B/E KD P FE £ 4 Hx100% ; DUAL(CEO# £ 1#)=CEOfr¥ ¥ &
- AE1 FRE0OCHHI(AEMER)FZAL L P 7 H G F I 2B F 4R T 2P HT356E  BOWN(EE € #F % F)=F RE T T4 08/ #
Rimil b K fex 100% ; SIZE(f £ 40)=# RS FA(F § =) LEV(§ v F)=# A% § f/E R T Ax100% ; BOD(E % ¢ RHD)=# AEE ¢ LA
(4 H) e

2 A b (12T ) % Pearson (Spearman) Ap B i o

BX3 L ORERGN L 08 F KM KRN L S%RE F K E KR L 10%E F K E o
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CET RS CAERIRA NP LY.

A
g
b
b
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(\x.
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Y

IF,\FL:‘?EﬁPHT}%)g %ﬁ&pm&m\?’fﬁfig?”ﬁ ﬁy\;;ﬂ—ﬁg\‘?“?@'f
SN SRR (12 7y e KT R R - RN
T MIMFEER X lf"-"’i’ﬁ ¥ 54 B % 3k 78 (IDRxHHI % #c-17.469 » pig <0.01)

GERNEFLL A EENE BTN %E;maﬁ&m%h’gﬁﬂmm
FENCOCRE e P EEY F ol oo b - % % 2 Richard(2005) 507 %
%—ﬁ,;ﬁwa:frg%ﬁﬁiﬁ&@*iaﬁ’ﬁigﬂm%ﬁiﬁf

2

LR BT M RE P2 Hon, Iy -

X

Ble O ARG L PP R FEEHCEOL k- L A E

BB P g E S W EREL L c TR SN 0 CEORYE
M2 3 A R 2 38 (DUALXHHI % #-4.47275 - pie <0.1) i #cBg ¥ 5 f > &2
P PHAF BT AENRIBRAKRE2Z 27 5L L ZCEOF #2303k 3
SP 2 5 ke )t - B % 2Elsayed (2007) H#T§ B %35 0 £ ¥4 % CEO
BEMOErce FIAERD G 9 b SRR S o F B A EFLE
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1046 N FEE eI A A ERLAH L PG FOCROA 2 [F %

ROA,=a,+a,CEO, +a,lIOWN, +a,IDR, +a,DUAL, + a,HHI, + a,CEO, x HHI , +
a,lOWN, xHHI, +a DR, x HHI, +a,DUAL, x HHI , + o.,,BOWN , +
C{”SIZE” + aIZLEVit + alj’BODit + git

PR e Y5 % # tig VIF &
CEO ? 0.509821 *** 14.89 1.85
IOWN + 0.087943 *** 18.75 2
IDR ? 4.732949 **x* 8.39 2.03
DUAL ? -0.55471 ** -2.43 2.08
HHI + 5.538818 ** 2.38 8.52
CEOxHHI — -0.89542 * -1.65 1.8
IOWNxHHI — -0.12057 *** -3.35 6.11
IDRxHHI — -17.469 *** -3.46 3.59
DUALXHHI — -4.47275 * -1.82 2.03
BOWN + 0.024631 *** 4.34 1.22
SIZE + 4.97E-Q9 *** 2.71 1.21
LEV — -0.14629 *** -34.28 1.03
BOD — -0.14584 *** -4.4 1.21
Constant ? 7.188924 *** 17.79

Sample 10,000

Adj R-squared 0.1925

F-value 184.39

31 D ROA(F A 4R Y 5 )=t i /& R T A x100% ; CEO(CEO# %% 1+ )== & CEO# ¥4 fic/ & & i il
b X 100% ¢ IOWN(HS H 4 F 4 #5050 )= RS HE4R T 4 #500dc/ & A &b e
100% ; IDR(P RF F A 1)=& RPN 30F F A f/E A2 7 FF € £ #X100% ; DUAL(CEO g ¢
B)=CEOfr# £ L - 4 51; 2R 50 HHI(A $#L R)=%A £ & 270 3k FehT 3 foBe
HAEH T Echfpd T30E  BOWN(E T € #0 5 )—% AF £ T+ 08/& R &b i
100% ; SIZE(f ¥ H0)=# K& F A (F =) LEV(§ 1t F)=& R f §/# RRT A X100% ;
BOD(# % ¢ R#)=# RE ¥ ¢ 1A (4 ) -

A2 R PRI LR AN PELREER T

3E3 0 REHN L 100kg F ORI KRN L 500k R KR L 10%EE F oK o
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e EFiE 1S 20 R EHR A IR 4 B 59,823 B (ROE)# 7,996 i (Tobin’s Q) » 4r# ( £
3-1) # o

-~ 2P RF RGN LEEFP S (ROE)
() RS AL RE 2P 0Y §cROBZ i jF A~ 1

EE ?EEP oA s B h2 @ H CEOSF § R 5 g %3 1 2
FEE g A E B f oo <<-ir24-7>> o g%zﬁ?{a‘p#ﬁ%ROEfﬁg A
PR St FEL ST o CEO#F R & & ¥ 54 & 2 378 (CEOXHHI % #c
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NEREE R L bb’g ¥ 34 B % 3k 7 (IDRXHHI % #c-0. %
HELL SRPPEAF HrAEPRIBAREZ T 7 EFE ¢
PICEERT A% 0 7 2 RF ALY ot T BRZEELE .

e YA LR L L D2 P 5 FEEECEOL - A g E
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2047 NS FEE eI T A ERLRY L P 0Y FocROE 23 [F 5%

ROE,=a,+a,CEO, +a,IOWN, +a,IDR, +a,DUAL, +a,HHI, + a,CEO, x HHI , +
o, lOWN, xHHI, +a,IDR, x HHI, + o, DUAL, x HHI, + a,,BOWN,, +
aIISIZEit + a]ZLEVit + a13BODit + git

PR e Y % # tig VIF &
CEO ? 0.014325 *** 10.87 1.74
IOWN + 0.001619 *** 13.39 1.92
IDR ? 0.098166 *** 6.59 1.98
DUAL ? -0.02675 *** -4.47 2.03
HHI + 0.185165 *** 3.16 8.25
CEOxHHI — -0.03124 * -1.82 1.8
IOWNxHHI — -0.00205 ** -2.34 5.8
IDRxHHI — -0.25841 ** -2 3.6
DUALXHHI — 0.021673 0.35 2
BOWN + 0.000685 *** 4.62 1.22
SIZE + 1.31E-10 *** 3.02 1.21
LEV — -0.00285 *** -25 1.02
BOD — -0.00251 *** -2.89 1.22
Constant ? 0.070762 *** 6.58

Sample 9,823

Adj R-squared 0.1095

F-value 93.91

31t ROECK K8 5 4R Y 5 )=fts % {1/E ROL K5 R 5 i & X 100% ; CEO(CEO#% % 1t )= & CEO##
W/ Rttt AR B 100%  IOWNSHEAK T 4 459500 =2 RS T A #0058l Rind &
I X100%  IDR(PINEFA T )=ERRNEEAB/EARLPLEE § X B X100% ;
DUAL(CEO# ¢ ##)=CEOfrF £ £ - % 51; Z R 50 HHI(A £ 3L B)=% 4 £ & 275 31k

FehT s e B AT T EofpHTiow BOWN(E S § #5%)=% A5 £ % #08/& A

2
j
it bR Hex 100% ; SIZE( £ £ R40)=% AR FA(F ) LEV(f v 5)=% R f §/%8 RAT
i

x100% : BOD(# ¥ ¢ #40)=% A5 % ¢ 44 = (L %) -

2GRN PRI LR RN PRERER T -

3E3 0 REHN L 100kg F ORI KRN L 500k R KR L 10%EE F oK o
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=~ 2P 5% 4 s 5 Tobin’s Q (TQ)
(<) R A E L R 2 P LH 4 eTobin’s Q2§ 4 14

B- YA ERG L 2 P HCEOF % RfE > %F f0 2

?m‘%éﬁ’&ﬁﬂﬂ?%ééo‘ﬁﬁ%%m’mm%&wﬁé%%ag
% 3 78 (CEOXHHI % #c-0.45954 » pig <0.01) iz 3- A Bchg % 5 f > 2308 5 5L4p
ok mEFAFMIMRAR 4 CEOF R % > §7F 283 27 ahig
¥ A FER - o
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24-8 MR- FF 20 EHL RHF D o Tobins Q 2 i jF 8 %

10,=a,+a,CEO, +a,lIOWN, +a,IDR, +a,DUAL, +a,HHI , + o ,CEO, x HHI , +

a,IOWN, x HHI, + a,IDR, x HHI , + o, DUAL, x HHI, + a,,BOWN, +

a]ISIZEit + a]zLEVit + alj’BODit + 81‘[

P % ¥ TR Hp 2 5L [ : d t i VIF &
CEO ? 0.014925 ** 2.28 2.33
IOWN + 0.003234 *** 6.01 1.92
IDR ? -0.02594 -0.45 2.01
DUAL ? 0.006504 0.28 2.07
HHI + -0.25041 -1.04 7.8
CEOxHHI — -0.45954 **x* -3.05 2.13
IOWNxHHI — 0.003675 0.85 5.83
IDRxHHI — -1.32767 *** -2.64 3.45
DUALXHHI — -0.0908 -0.38 2.06
BOWN + -0.00515 *** -7.22 1.1
SIZE + 9.06E-11 0.5 1.21
LEV — -0.00414 *** -9.4 1.03
BOD — -0.01212 *** -3.68 1.2
Constant ? 0.900572 *** 21.04

Sample 7,996

Adj R-squared 0.0323

F-value 21.52

311 TQ(Tobin’s Q=(fE 5 7 % + f ftka H & —indFAMEH § @) AF A% 5 & @ ; CEO(CEO#
Mok )= B CEO# 9% /48 ARl £ b 3 HoX 100% ; IOWN(HS H4R T 4 #9000 =8 A 4140 7 £
R/ E A Bt X 100%  IDR(PIREF R S )=E AP MEFAB/ERSDEF A
#X100% ; DUAL(CEOE ¢ {#)=CEOfr# £ £ - 4+ 51: 2R 50 HHI(A £ % &)= 4 £

LNPH B FenT S foBod g £

T EOBHTHE BOWNEE § #%5)=2 RET T4

W/ R Bt R X 100% 5 SIZE( & EARH)=# KA T A(F ~) LEV(E fiv F)=# R
F/E KRBT A X100% ; BOD(E % ¢ Ri)=2 REF ¢ A (X ¥)°
2R RS RI LR AT PR EER T -

3E3 0 REHN L 100kg F ORI KRN L 500k R KR L 10%EE F oK o
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