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Abstract

When the founders are getting old, the founding firms face the problem of
succession gradually. To maintain business constantly, how to plan and complete the
succession became immediate issues. Previous studies focus on succession’s
process and results with a single corporate. Is different from the past, this study
summarized the majority of firms in the face of succession through the founder’s
perspective. The founding firm should change ownership structural and human
resource to lay the foundation for the subsequent succession.

Samples are selected from listed companies which had been CEO succession
in Taiwan during 1990 to 2010. The period of research-is each three years in the
succession before and after. This study used the level model to observe that
cross-company succession arrangement effects on the performance of firm after
succession. In addition, the change model analyzes the impact of performance by
each year.

The empirical results show that Successors get more shares, which has
positively effects on the performance of firm after succession. However, manager’s
ownership has negative effect on the performance of firm after succession. When
successors had been managers, firm performance after succession will be better. The
performance of firm after succession will be poor with successor’s director interlock
frequency. Finally, manager’s change has positively effects on the performance of
firm after the succession.

Key Words : Founding Firm ~ Succession ~ Performance ~ Founder
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FET FEEEAH
¥ 8 gaing

AT EFR RS S A2 o iﬁiﬁﬁ*xﬁ‘-hvﬁﬁﬁ o LT R sk
WA R Ao 410 BT o RIpFTHRET o & ﬁt” SRR S R FOAR S EPR I §
# % 47 5 (ROE) 12 = Tobin’s q(TQ)# f ket £ 2 1 i %n 3F i 3 (ROE) ik
~ £ 560120 B £ 5-96.860 L B4~ > F]Ut > AT EE LS F EHEE
Woih B a2 e N s s g ;5 A Tobin’s q(TQ) e = 18 5 11.946 » &) B &
0.420 -

%R B G 0 BIT A FL S (SOWN)TZ o4 5 3.466 » B % & 5 19.810 5 &
ﬁ SEEPBFIA L E MG - o Gt L FERA S P I 4 392 (MOWN)
’iJWAJJ% Bt B3 16,170 5 ARt R FL A FE Lt GlC] o FRFLA
P 538 A 2 g % B(SMA) P 5 83.7%:dxrT A i St Tk h o “*i/’ *i‘
Eii%w&@mmm&«@n=&6W¢%~ﬁii’ﬁ = PRI A
- FEEF P ERARR 2 BRPEMCH)Y o F 12%h¢ £ AT
7 IR A G R odegE 4 e

A =

m‘ e
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IH o

47%
d

B o
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—)F

f R F(LEV)E ) & 52260 0 £ % 1 598.050 0 Lo 3 A
A LE»%E—(S'ZE)mﬁx 1B 5 11.769 0 B~ B 5 20.013 5 RAIFEA T
1 % # (STAY)‘J "5 7 65.5%h ¥ &% 3CEO4&RTLIE » AIFFA 1 M4
o E & BRI

94

RIS
41. 073/ =
¥2 m%

7 W
%Eﬁ%’ #

BFLA425 L B Fophl Rlch > K2 ¢ F > & % (ROE)&
TR HIT AP (SOWN) 5 B 0 AR Bl > 238314 § E e 5324 (SMA) &
S w%;a%%&ﬁwﬁkﬁ&%%ma&% AR o 2P LA
(MOWN) 5 8 % § Ap B > 22 (SMA) 5 i ¥ 1 4p W > 72 2 32504 2 § ¥ ¥ Bk = #(SDIR)
SHF L BN E R 5 (ROD) 1 B FLEEE - 2 P RAEGIZE)
EAIPEA T E A X2 BB EEGTA)E F 5 0 o - &8 7 > LR aip b ik
*P0.8¢ F BT HALANRAF L o 8 MY L REF Db Bl < Y AR
#50.4 > B~ & 5 (ROE)¥ (TQ) fPearson:4p i % #c 5 0.387 » Rl m = » S Hcz Y
SR UEA AR A 3
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% 4-1 & B2 it

>
>

EsS
Ji

ghe Tk BFL RE w0 vk

ROE 5806 16.738 -96.860 60.120  0.480 7.230 14.750
TQ 1.405 0.871 0.420 11.946  0.918 1.131 1.605
SOWN 3.466 3.576 0 19.810  0.850 2.370 4.950
MOWN  1.122 2.004 0 16.170  0.020 0.275 1.240

SMA 0.837 0.370 0 1 1 1 1
SDIR 1.399 0.782 0 6 1 1 2
MCH 0.121 0.326 0 1 0 0 0

LEV 40.790 17.584  2.260 98.050 25.980  40.650 51.500
SIZE 15584 1496 11.769 20.013  14.508 15490  16.335

STAY 0.655 0.476 0 1 0 1 1
N 617

ROE Dk AfEEFM S » & & %5 '<(PERF) g 325 oy 1 A I2 8 3

TQ Tobin’s Q » 5 ¥ % »c(PERF) 1% H-i sty 5 32 5 ¥ 5

SOWN BEETT A 2 L K
MOWN S S TR A 2 L A

SMA A Y EPegIE i 2 BEREF 2 1 BRSO
SDIR  &Frt Ed £ F 53 ik

MCH e REA R E 2 ndR¥E F s 10 BRGS0

LEV A L
SIZE 2P 1

PES SN S S
STAY  fipst giEg ¥

A&
miEEE 5 1 FRS 0

=
R
Z_
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% 4-2 }p B e

ik ROE TQ SOWN MOWN SMA SDIR MCH LEV SIZE STAY
ROE 0.506 *** 0.047 0.107 *** 0.107 *** -0.010 -0.010 -0.046 0.132 *** 0.099 **
TQ  0.387 *** 0.041 -0.069 * 0.093** -0.148 *** 0.031 -0.135*** -0.072*  0.077*
SOWN 0.075*  0.115*** 0.130 *** 0.112 *** -0.228 *** -0.035 -0.380 *** -0.273 *** 0.066
MOWN 0.057 -0.069*  0.106 *** 0.092** -0.050 -0.058 -0.075*  -0.058 -0.046
SMA 0.070* 0.089** 0.074* 0.066 -0.047 -0.090 **  -0.062 -0.063 -0.098 **
SDIR  0.061 -0.118 *** -0.199 *** -0.088 ** -0.029 -0.022 0.055 0.344 *** -0.052
MCH 0.018 0.040 -0.004 -0.041 -0.091 ** -0.037 0.042 -0.014 0.282 ***
LEV -0.131*** -0.185 *** -0.313 *** -0.0/0*  -0.068* ~ -0.007 0.054 0.316 *** 0.036
SIZE 0.213*** 0.013 -0.233 *** -0.080 ** -0.050 0.355*** -0.009 0.362 *** 0.032

STAY 0.127 *** 0.095** 0.095** 0.022 -0.098 **  -0.099 ** ' 0.283 *** 0.044 0.026
1. PERF 4 5 ROE 2 TQ» &% ¢ £ % »c; SOWN 5 42574 2 £t % ; MOWN 5 #7.= 530 4 2 #5051t % 5 SMA 28504 ¥ @ e 500 4 2 S
$ 51> &P 3 0:SDIRA#BITA EFE R I MCH A pro g A F B > § 510 &R 5 05LEV 3 f fwF 1SIZE 5 2P0 MATA
Pop R¥TECSTAY ZAIPRA T E L ¥ 2 na ¥l 510 FR50
2. %+ > 5 Spearman Ap B i#c 0 =T > % Pearson 4p BE iadic > RRk L vkgixawl R n 104« 5% 10%:48 % K & o
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Fov eFRELH

B L) 20 i OLS) (R k4 RALIG L F it
Poinnfi o SN EPT IR h g R R 0 0 R (level model)l»\ 5 %
b F ek i g de 3] (change model) A~ 45 &7 BB Bcdp g i HA L E Y

4;9221’1‘,%4%’3 0
1. -k & 43 (level model)

KA g £ ot SILE g % LR X 47 % (ROE) 2 (Tobin's Q)5 i@ i
REABFY bl T E AL FR A R LY - B B
4 483 % 4-32_Panel A® - & B #7] éhR-squared & 4 | 4 16.41%% 17.42% > Fi& ¢
FEERE S LATHAET fEEA o

ﬁ%*ﬁé%@%’ﬁﬂ—m@%&égfﬁﬁmmfﬁmf’ﬁﬁﬁ&%
. (SOWN) % B8 ¥ i Ap b (% dc 5 0.2541 5 tiE1.74) » % 77 14 225 >cm 3 » 42774
FEU S AR ’:Fa-fi IE AR 6 £ e acz 4p B ¥ p e 5 (Jensen and
Meakling 1976) » i 27 EziHlaz Fp 8 — 3% 5 $50 532 L #F(MOWN) > & » fHr
al- '*’ROE—» 1 F&é e 3 A 0 Bir AP RP e ST A PR F o A B 4RI

I-’T‘JJ}_ y:o

hHCA| - ehik B s B B4 cTobin’s QAT 5 e Frr s #9% (SOWN) 5 & #p
e ¥ > TAFREFHITASFLE BRFILLE O FF 204 | A Pu e
=R (IVIOWN) P22 Tobin’s Q % ¥ % f 4ph (Gl 5 -0. 0557 v tiE-4.44) 5 BB
Hlbﬁj 2 e dp koo boab ik o LRI L F) 5 Tobin’s Q & # H-4 »edpifz M gk
z%ﬁ Y EEFZE %*K%p%’é?wfﬂ‘ﬁ”“’@ﬁﬁ’%gé

o

4RI G 0 Pos BT A p%ﬂa» e E 0 T B ATERIIA
L% L:;,{,z 4 ERE e R i »z > ¥2 Jensen and Ruback(1983)# !

e ok

S E AR WL o

BRI A LT g EP w5 (SMA) > BCd] - S - B S R F AR
B (%A B 5 3.4790 ~ 0.2454 >t 52,17 ~3.91) » % 7 @k E_& - Hrn s 7 3
FAOHFLA BT G TSI A B N RFIS s F Hon g AR
T H2a > 0 X L p 2 £83£(2009) 45 ¢ }q.fr AR ETS kT Bt i L
«'ql—_;];k,vzo KA BRI EE LT B #(SDIR) L_%‘*’“J— 22k o ‘i*f P AP 2 B E
B g A RFER #E&é(rﬁ@:, -0.1727 > ti& 5 -453) » B3phan ko F
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iq-fra;yfé.:ﬁa’i AR G 0 RPN RFTIS g X Mk
- & > 1395 Core et aI. (1999)47 &1 » £ f 3 Mi%‘it _
Ka ﬁgi%‘«ﬁ“’ ifi%:ﬁ@—g b E T A4 ,
LB #(MCH)= 6 » afidl- B R - % 2 ¥ 4
SAERTCLR LR B PRI

TalgE o R F(LEV) s BHERCAY Y R EF LM (T Y 5
-0.2375 ~ -0.0116 - ti& = -4.47 ~ -4.39) » Z 77 £ F e f Gt FaxM > FERIRIE T
PEAEEG  HBIL O ES AR > SHEyers(1977)- 3k o o F RHC
(SIZE) 2w BHA)Y % Sl F L ifB B (Tx ¥ A W) 5 3.7377~0.0837:tE = 6.22-3.84) -
,ﬁ;ﬁﬁp— QI A A2 i‘ﬂ_"}’g\_ﬂ,\—]\ , ,E-f); - F_2_ %zg‘u;taﬁ;ﬁz% s 4 g#ir—g#%_;’rf;ﬁq
EEHr»rm=2 )%%Mehran(1995).§$%;}p o BIFEA T T L E 2 H P B (STAY) &s
BHRAIP e ik F AR (Gics W] 543512 ~ 0.1414 > tig 5 3.15~ 2.21) » &2 3p 4p
B AT AIFEL € 2+ £ ¥ FOR 4 »x(Daily and Dalton 1992) » T gl £ F

BITE > pIy T E LY B e HBIIL D E g e B

CIREEE i 8 R L ﬂ‘ﬁﬂi B R A TIEE DT S K
BITSehf F 5@ i B o Sea BB g e E B> o wald testig )
5o ZRFEEET "“Panel B o

1995Panel Bz %% > A B P o R RIT A EOL BB BT A i
HIAP ARG B RGL LR R TLCHF 5§ (RET s v 5 0.0539-0.0766
"4%0.0426 + 01042 » 1i5-2,03 + -361) - FREFLA Y BT P ST A H TS
NEEF TR TRITA B BALF R Treh: c R FR/ITAFRARITAPEFE
i%“l;ﬁt’ TR fAn s K2 28 Rt o 537 SR FTAPMORET Gk
> %) 5 0.0539 ~ -0.0414 » 2 % 0.0426 ~ -0.1551 » t151.56 ~ 4.82) » % 7 4% F £ FLA
POt h RIS EEF BRI EER I DT L TR0k o AR
Lz s g m A 9%47&1:@% FEFREFDLE TS AAHAT 2 HFL

o B (1B 2 1 4 #cA u] 5 0.0766 ~ -0.0414 » 12 2 0.1042 ~ -0.1551 » ti52.49 ~ 5.15) »
R RITA G P q_IE ARG R R E BRI T REE F vk o

4 it enlevel model® > R4 P HH B L BHIEY > RFRIIFHEE - K
2= pER ol B SN {E',%P % FE G B a el - F 2T
AT ABET R HRBEP LT3N SRR REIIY L E R BRIk o
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% 4-3 & ¥ % »c ROE ¢ Tobin’s Q -k # #7)
PERF, ., = &, +5,SOWN,,_, +5,MOWN,_, +5,SMA _, +,SDIR, |

19
+0sMCH,;_; + 3;LEV, , +J;SIZE; ,, + 5,STAY, . + XL OYR, + &,
y=1

Panel A : & % % »zlevel model

. #-3] - (ROE) #-A] = (Tobin’s Q)
7 &% t L T L
PRE S pw sk *i; T ¥ S *ﬂjzt tii
Intercept -45.2867 *** -4.26  1.2761 *** 3.53
SOWN + 0.2541 ** 0.0539 1.74 0.0104 0.0426 0.74
MOWN + 0.3577 0.0438 1.12  -0.0557 *** -0.1316 -4.44
SMA + 3.4790 ** 0.0766 2.17 0.2454 ***  (0.1042 3.91
SDIR + -0.8895 -0.0414 -1.17  -0.1727 *** -0.1551 -4.53
MCH ? 0.7046 0.0141 0.40 0.0925 0.0358 0.85
LEV ? -0.2375 ***  -0.2493 -4.47  -0.0116 *** -0.2347 -4.39
SIZE + 3.7377 *** - 0.3307  6.22 0.0837 *** 0.1428 3.84
STAY + 4.3512*** 0,1227 3.15 0.1414 ** 0.0769 2.21
A #ic 607 607
R-squared(%) 16.41 17.42
Fig 4,19%*** 4.07%**
Panel B : £]3%4 & B 710 h ¥ 82 £ B ik &
Hhci P 5t tie S tie
6, — 05 -3.2249 ** -2.03 -0.2350 ***  -3.61
81— 04 1.1436 * 1.56 0.1831***  4.82
63 — O, 4.3685 *** 2.49 0.4181 *** 515

1. PERF4 5 ROEZ% Tobin’s Q » #_ 5 & ¥ 4§ 2z ; SOWNZ 42714 2_3Fi it F 5 MOWN ; 1% & 32
Lo gEt S SMASBFIAE EPe ST A2 B E F 510 £0]50; SDIR: ;:rrr«
&jg’iﬂl\«x:ﬁ: MCH: P ig@ A £ 2 8% >3 51> 2R 50 LEVA én;b“»‘" SIZE
R '”&?ﬁﬁkﬂ’*ﬁ& STAY % éf’%‘?liii mEERE L1 BRI

2. YR:ERHIE W%ﬁ?ﬁn*ﬁ*“”r{ﬁ“

3. WHH W PRE S H AR BRI AR T R B 4 7 1% - 5% 10%:408F F
kA
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2. %% #-7](change model)

ATV R ERITS LG 2 & 2 BRI FNERITE £ E E e
B 4R K g 4R 5 (ROE) 5 i %8 11 4 A e % % ig {7 % 8 1-3] (change
model) s 3 o ¥ 0 R R LR 2 N ks (P T SR RSE 2006) 0 2 4R
ﬁﬁﬁ;@ﬁgﬁﬁ@,&wu%ﬁﬁgﬁ\%Hﬁ:ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ—ﬁi%ﬁﬁ
Ao A 44 % BT 2 0 = HiET) :’v’vR-squared B A% & 14.27% -~ 16.19% % 18.03% >
FEyd s k& 7= BHAIEG 24 -

PR R M T IR (SOWN) B AEI = ¢ & F 240 M (1K
1.2549 » ti51.68) » 22 B3R HIATF# - 5 » %4 BRFIH - & 0 BILA IR AR
B o RTINS f ¥ AR o

B T8 A HEI 2R (MOWN) » 3= 2 = ¢ SR % £ Ap M (Tadich W) 4
-0.9483 ~ -1.4214 > t{&-1.97 ~ -3.19) > = g H1bIE 8 :mﬁ ) FoT BBERFIE - &2

El‘;__ _'EE 5 v}", ‘ Im &:}‘f};“ LL iylli-\rg s Hb %’_{’( "“’fﬁ"’t”""r}a %L%&ﬁjg“ﬁ_ﬁﬁﬁi
ST FIMHTRERIEAE EEEF fa DR E o BARAmE ] RLIE
M3 3 EEREZ v)‘%— 3 (Fan and Wong 2002) -

% 5.9340 ~ 9.3692% 18, 5101 1 27 ~ 2.10% 3.86) » 1 & £ % _aww B
BELA G § @ Pe GI0A 2 BARE S A RE Ta 4 Sh RIS § R
43R B B L EmH2az Y

2]

ORI A Y E e ST BGR(SMA) 2 B ALY S 5 {;vg A0 BE (1 B vl
tie &
i

Bt RRITA ZFE R H(SDIR) R = 5 A F AP B (s -2.2697
tE-1.64) fﬁéﬁHZb?EﬂH o AT B dRFIE - E O BITA R EARS FE FRHE
o i MARTIA R B R g 4 0 B R B ERFTE G 2 R
FE@ S F J120 & $£2 Fik > 22Fich and Shivdasani(2006)% #.c0% ¥ F 4 B
W R itk - Koo

gl

fil

A g A B (MCH)® 6 > 2 Afedl= S8 F o 4ph (k5317250 ¢
B213) > K3 BdRIIH - E A2 530 ‘%‘fi%% P AR FE 2 ATE LB
Briis f ¥ ¥ rnids > B & BIH3Z IR o
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3 4-4 FrTa 2 E 2§ ¥ e A

=70 + 7, ASOWN,, ; +7,AMOWN;  ; +7,ASMA, ; + 7,ASDIR;  ;

APERF

it+k

19
+7sAMCH,  ; + 7,ALEV,  +7,ASIZE; . +7STAY, ,\ + ygléiyYRy +&

Panel A : & % % »zchange model

i A - g = Bl =
RELH 4%& FrIw = £ Briw - & FHrLw - &
T T e tie i tiE K tie
Intercept -2.8754 -0.45 -14.3235** -2.46 -8.2458 **  -2.12
SOWN + 0.3556 0.43 0.8547 1.13 1.2549**  1.68
MOWN + 0.0111 0.02 -0.9483 ** -1.97 -1.4214 *** -3.19
SMA + 5.9340 * 1.27 9.3692 *** 2.10 18.5101 *** 3.86
SDIR + -0.1179 -0.08 -1.7044 -1.22 -2.2697 **  -1.64
MCH ? 3.8097 1.48 2.1264 1.07 3.1725**  2.13
LEV ? -0.3611 ***  4.09 -0.4288 *** -5,08 -0.3769 *** -4.54
SIZE + 9.2698 ***  3.67 8.0019 ***  3.02 10.3185 *** 3.37
STAY + 3.0246 **  1.36 3.0847 * 1.54 3.3378** 1.64
¥~ 318 407 505
R-squared(%) 14.27 16.19 18.03
Fig 2.13 *** 3.07 *** 4,21 ***
Panel B @ 4|94 £ BT B Sz £ BT
61 — 63 -5.5784 -0.85 -8.5145 ** -2.21 -17.2552 **  -1.76
61 — 04 0.4735 0.30 2.5591 *** 243 3.5246 *** 245
83 — 04 6.0519 0.94 11.0736 *** 2.83 20.7799 ** 2.06

RULHF5Y 241
YR: #FRFZ % » FIEARHMWH 'L swguiz o
R R PHA S H BT B RS R R TR B L T 1%~ 5% 2 10% kg F R -

W N P
W N
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Ayl e 0 f EF(LEV) Az BHEAY R S F L APM (s Y S
-0.3611 ~ -0.4288 - -0.3769 > ti& % -4.09 - -5.08 ~ -4.54) » # &35 ; o 2 2R H(SIZE)
2AIPEA TR L ESTAY) S - %0 b2 BHY S AHFI M TR LY

gk s b4 4-4 GPanel BP A wb R A B0 Y S B2 £ B ’?'l%gt“—}% a1
Blde & ¥ B4RrFTiEARY > ﬁ]ﬁ‘?f‘“i&f”‘%m%ﬁifg@° EREAl- 2 =57 o
KO — OB F S p VR BR N FRITA G o SIT A SRR £ e
Wﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁT&%”wwLﬁw%mw§;ﬁ&—&ﬁ¥éi’ﬁ%%HA

&

ELE

BIRFEIRITAPEIFIEFA FLG T R FFRFENEILE 2

l‘% 7‘3:}5 It m fﬁ‘} ° ﬁx]g lﬂ#i‘\dé 64,1 g?%i #B P&g ) R Fj’i ;}:‘i“fr A Jf—)- A‘;‘_IEJ_& A‘g‘_:%t\’
L5 A 756”2 ﬁmwaﬁf L#&Il?s%éﬁ—_%ﬁ%

-3,

¢ 30 iz s;j A RN R it
:,,:,g;fqné;tmw‘g‘lﬂ"‘“% + AR F

3. level model £z change modelz. # & 4 47
Mﬁ" 1 iclevel modelcl AT RERE ¥ Facz b 3~ 4 jéchange model
Fr < A

A I Y - LT LY Tt
@s'r%%’.* s £4-38 244 T LB AT 5 :

X

BaiHla® 7T A For HAxE 0 BT f X B onARdF 2 5 0 flevel model
¢ change model ¥ = = o { #4-4:change model ¥ » { 7 4 g 31 351 4 3% 1% (SOWN)
Ao BARFIE - EEF O b FRESTE g Eg sk s PR - A BHLb
2R ST A FEIARE > BITE E E onARF 2 0 0 BE R T R R AT B
oA e A 4-4mchange modelz. ¥ ¥ 5 JEAEEIT P BEARIT 0 R0 ST A F

L (MOWN) ¥+ & ¥ 58 sxen | o B2 5RARRT 3 o

‘m\

aﬁH%ﬁH&%@%ﬁﬁw? A (SMA) - $1303F118 § o0 s e B8
z 3w 0 A BHEAE 2 2 0 2 jgchange model i 4o 0 AR TITE A E BT E - E Hk
%&éﬁ¥’@%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%% &ﬁ4%W#ﬁ# CUETE AR RTINS P
FHARG £ & o BRH2bIFI A L EE T F R (SDIR)AR § - 2571 & ¥ Hocdx
Wendaip > hF Y S E o P IFL L_change modelsird| = #» 2 8 F §

AR R EA ARSI - o BIIAJ EE TR SRkl o PERRIPE

B i BERRHI R FIH o I8 4 B f 0 HTERITI hE F e g ”ﬁ %f@@u’a
B o B 4-3erlevel model® I A ¥ FAp B 12 > e fchange model ¥ #Erria - & h
=

ek P SEF AN 0 P8 BRIE o F)P ERHIIN A & 2 o
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R R

Flg FaEriy 2t @B"«?—‘_L"F*qkmti ’
FEp S o Briw hh F B
HRE 0 BTFLE B gtk s gvﬁ s R I = /?in“l N
Fiwm Z £ it h L E S e E o @ @%‘ BRIGE P o RIS A £ F iR
B REFHWRITGEZ EF i EE s AR T RS B FRFIE - E
BFLUS A 2 BRIt = Eanf E R R FRIE > TR L L &£ R A0k o

A A= ﬁig?ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ LA
%’f BETTS F'TJJ,}_ BFoar o WEEREF

7?«_]4

Sk

195 £ 4-6 %"”"l— ~#-3] - 2 $c3] = hR-squared (& % 18.61%~ 19.154r18.03% »
FEF E8F k> R4 = BHAE G EH 4 o 354 F I (SOWN)IRA » #7
A= 2 HAZ ¥4 9‘3«;1#& ip rﬁ«z(.:«,g:p1.3345 1.2549 > ti& % 1.34 ~ 1.63) > & 77 4577
A dEILAR B ;',Jfﬂs?;rgﬂ,g hf FH T ARILA E 2 ZE SRy B B8 EslH]a
2 3o e

Frou 532 A FIR(MOWN) > 6 > A=z Bicdl? ¥ 2 8F L ApM(GEkLS B i
-0.9554 ~ -1.5546 %2 -1.4214 > tf& 5-2.17~-1.99fr-1.93) - i & {70 53T X 35 3 FF 00
BAERFLE - ER R R R E o 2R HIbE Y AP 5 - 1345 Fan and
Wong( 2002) 1 s 3% K FE A Ak o AN R KA B DM R 2
Ao RRRFPCLRAZUARE CRF L FHNEREFREL o F AR EER
B oo mEFIAE § PG A ER(SMA)RRA o = BHAID ¥ SR F L AR (i
> %] % 20.2490 ~ 19.8173% 18,5101 » tie 5 1.86 ~1.82r1.88) » & iw . H2ata 7 — &K -
ZTEITA L B P o I A g o $OTERSISh g £ ok g AR o

moEE E R H(SDIR) A » = 1Ay 2 B E A AP (Thdics B 5 -1.9588 -
-1.9278 % -2.2697 > trﬁ 4-1.27 ~ -1.534r-2.00) » £ IEJ—LEﬁ,HZb?EEF FE > RN ARBFIA
FEETRS  HNRBRAS - EF LA e BB AP RET LA S
Bom2EdEgEFTRARELT 257 %"*:%(Llpton and Lorsch 1992) » » R vk ¥
Fd @ P /)51‘*’?5’”‘ ' EEM F BRI g it o

FruEm A B (MCH) S & » % 28 F 0 4p b (2 8cs ) 5 3.1115 ~ 3.0178%
3.1725 > tiE 5 1.88 ~ 1.869r1.96) » & B H3#— X » & 7 SIS hp o I A B
B "}3 ﬂ%?;}ng sz B g ¥ o $akr B f:}g b (LEV) ~ 2 2 2 35(SIZE)
ZAIFEA T E L E(STAY)Bg F-R B w22 3 Plddple » T B EFRH > v o
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% 45 Bz BB 2§ ¥ % »c(ROE)% & #73

APERF, =7, +7,ASOWN, ; +7,AMOWN;, ; + ;@ASMAJ_j +7,ASDIR,
19
+7sAMCH,, ; + 7,ALEV, ., +7,ASIZE;,, +7,STAY,,, + yglz9yYRy +&,
. A - A = gl =
R L H f %; BEriis- & Brris- & RBrTisz &
T e e i tie oy tie
Intercept -10.3381**  -2.24 0.1884 0.07 -8.2458 **  -2.31
SOWN + 1.4343 0.76 1.3345* 1.34 1.2549 * 1.63
MOWN + -0.9554 **  -2.17 -1.5546 **  -1.99 -1.4214**  -1.93
SMA + 20.2490 ** 1.86 19.8173**  1.82 18.5101** 1.88
SDIR + -1.9588 * -1.27 -1.9278 * -1.53 -2.2697 **  -2.00
MCH ? 3.1115* 1.88 3.0178 * 1.86 3.1725* 1.96
LEV ? -0.4047 ***  -2.75 -0.4258 *** -3.16 -0.3769 *** -3.15
SIZE + 13.0417 ** 2.19 12.0277** 2.19 10.3185**  2.16
STAY + 3.6321 * 1.50 3.7288 * 1.55 3.3378 * 153
A~ ¥ 333 422 505
R-squared(%) 18.61 19.15 18.03
Fig 2.38 *** 3.27 *** 3.68 ***

1. PERF#4 5 ROEZ% Tobin’s Q»H#_% & %5 »x ; SOWN & @rrmww*« MOWN % % e (532 4 2
FUF SSMALRITA S TP SB A RS F 51 &R 505 SDIR; A ZFEE T
Bidc MCHS Pra g AR E R d -5 51> mPla 0 LEV"gmL:: SIZE;z\j%ﬁf Y
.%ég?é%éi&:%‘#ﬂx,STAY PIFAA T EE F 2 mi ¥l 510 T RG

2. YRE &R FOCE > AR gL

3. WEFFHPEE L E AT BA S R R TN R R 4 7 10~ 5% 10% R ¥ K O -
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Fw & TR R

AFT G R T I AR MR 0 A WP T3 446~ 4-T~ 4-8+4-92 410> *
tRBIR SR 2 R

1. &% i@ &2 (winsorized)

A4t 2B R BGE (TR B I (Winsorized) o T - fioeha {8 2R BEA B 1%
090% cific (B B~ % 2. o 4zit f 32t 2RA 5 (ROE)ehs + i d B £ ¢160.12% % 36.04 ;
(TQ)érd ~ & d 11.95% % 4.69 > w12 4 3 (MOWN)ihg + & d 16.17% %
826 @ #BITA H T F K ¥ B =B (SDIR) g~ B d R L6 K 54> H g

)

GAJL IR 1 3 4 % 2 e o

B ¥ 1 RSP B h % ficat (7 level model 2 change modelz 7 3% 4 15 > 717 *t 4
462 2470 £ R KRB 5 B D - RO GRS B SRR .

FerT A gF ot 5 felevel model siEd] - 5 &g o 4g B > change model shic3) - 2

WA= D ARM 0 B2 aHIaz a3 5 P I 4 4% a2 (MOWN) &level
model # % 5 10%%7 % -k 3 (1% #cd 0.3577% +0.4722 > tit d 1.12% +1.53) » £ # &
SHIb s o 170 ST A B R ITa AR S o HNRITG S E i n g

fe #.change model # By #2 3 pl:84n fe o

BFLAE o 5@ A FRINA o flevel model 2 change model 2 @ » % 5 B ¥
TARRE o 4 P AARFITHRIIPF LR ARG 2 1 BB H2ap P BFLA f =
FEFLSBLRERY L SEFIAM  SA ST RELEE - R PGB
#3284 > flevel model® # % % - f2 fichange model® «H#-3 = 2 B ¥ 0 4p B >
P EBRHIZIEH > P A B R AR o FIP o T (8 1% ks B {8 0 level
model£ change model# i & % % » FHla 7 L3 2o
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4 4-6 FTR B2 — level model (1&:% E/f@El.)

PERF,. =6, +0,S0WN;, ; + 6,MOWN; ; +6,SMA ; +,SDIR;, ; + 5;MCH

i, j

+8,LEV, ., +8,SIZE; ., +5,STAY,

it+ it+

T y§l<9yYRy + &,

Panel A : & % % »zlevel model

#-3] - (ROE) #-3] = (Tobin’s Q)
T I o B
i+ 5L % ¥ T’«g: tie % ¥ T./«g; tig
Intercept -39.2530 *** -4.40 1.2512 *** 3.43
SOWN + 0.2360 ** 0.0538 1.70 0.0136 0.0645 1.13
MOWN + 0.4722 * 0.0582 1.53 -0.0541 *** -0.1390 -4.76
SMA + 3.4261 ** 0.0821 2.19 0.2262 *** 0.1131 3.80
SDIR + -0.9105 -0.0437 -1.23 -0.1579 *** -0.1580 -4.83
MCH ? 0.5497 0.0120 - 0.31 0.0937 0.0427 1.05
LEV ? -0.2296 *** -0.2605 -4.64 -0.0101 *** -0.2400 -5.01
SIZE + 3.3489 *** = (0.3203  6.50 0.0773 *** 0.1542 3.66
STAY + 3.8967 ***  0.1197  3.17 0.1144**  0.0732 2.00
R~ ¥ 607 607
R-squared(%) 16.67 20.65
Fig 4.07*** 5.81%**
Panel B @ £]3%4 £ B 271G h ¥z £ R ¥ &
e % tie % ti
5, — 63 -3.1902**  -2.05 -0.2126 ***  -3.54
01 — 04 1.1465* 1.58 0.1714 *** 4.90
8; — 8, 43367 *** = 256 0.3840 *** 541
E
1. PERF4 3 ROEZ Tobin’sQ > £ & % T SOWN 4 #2514 2 #5350t % 1 MOWN & 2w &8

A2 AR SMA“#:J’TAEHWI%* ;I‘ﬂ&?}*%ﬁ%ﬁt 451> EI30:SDIR: &
FIAGEFEEB e MCHS Pro g A 83 8% - § 51> R 505 LEVE f i & ;
SIZE:?j*FLﬁ— VAT AP REECSTAYS AR Y2 F 2 mim e 51 B A

#0°

2. YREERBTE > FEHRET L g e

3. REFRHREF SEERT RN G EE R U E e B 7 1% ~ 5%2 10% 08
FopE -
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# 4-7 5T Mpl2 2 — change model (1&+4 & A&JT)

APERF,, =7, +7,ASOWN,_; +7,AMOWN,_; +7,ASMA_; +7,ASDIR_,
19
+7sAMCH, ; + 7,ALEV, ., +7,ASIZE; , +7sSTAY, ., + yglﬁyYRy +&,
Panel A : £ % % »zchange model
T 3 - WA = A =
R H 4%& Briw - & Bria - & BrIia - &
T tie % 8K tie 8 tie
Intercept -3.4946 -1.08 -12.2782 *** -4.04 -7.2066 **  -2.17
SOWN + 0.5194 0.95 1.0752**  1.83 1.4710 ** 1.93
MOWN + 0.0351 0.05 -0.9464 -1.06 -1.6033**  -2.08
SMA + 5.6980 0.89 8.4429 *** 229 18.1879 ** 1.86
SDIR + -0.2191 -0.15 -2.0510**  -2.15 -2.3468 **  -2.20
MCH ? 4.2290 1.58 2.0497 0.83 3.2567 ** 2.10
LEV ? -0.2849 *** -2.66  -0.3648 *** -3.72 -0.3653 ***  -3.31
SIZE + 6.5502 ** 1.57 6.5911 **  1.93 9.5556 ** 2.25
STAY + 1.9122 0.88 2.1159 1.15 2.7133* 1.39
R~ # 318 407 505
R-squared(%) 11.28 15.83 17.88
Fig 1.88 *** 3.83 *** 3.75 ***
Panel B : £]#%4 L B £710F b ¥z £ B th T
6, — 03 -5.1786 -080  -7.3686** . -1.98 -16.7169** -1.72
81— 04 0.7385 0.45 3.1261 *** . 274 3.8178 ** 2.73
03 — 0, 5.9171 0.91  10.4939*** = 272  20.5347 ** 2.05
Ea

L REREF Y 2410
2. YR:ERBREE 0 TR L wgn
3. R I ERE S H R ) BRG] % 7 10 5%82 10% 8T k2 o
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BATAYEERFIT - &G )

1‘*’:}7‘; BliEchange model:his % ¥ (F v > 509 — & hif B ¥ ¢ ¥ 4 2eep
G &gx’ﬂws:t@-ﬁdxﬁpﬁwp&é#@rm—3';/'—5’%'%5‘1?;—3~;ci}

FLis = & 2 Jri - & 2 4R771{s = & 2_change model- 4 %] 7|7 3t £ 4-82_ ¢ >
FZ BRI AT RPITES R LR -

“*ﬂ%%@%’i%%&m%@ﬁ*ﬂW%?ﬁi%wk’$ﬂﬁﬁ&%

% (SOWN) t ] - # 7 B ¥ (% $:0.3237 > t180.17) » M 2 HFLA T F § F B 28k

(SDIR) f -3 - 22 = % & ¥ (1% #c-1.1689 ~ -1.0541 » t7&-O0. 75 ~-0.77)2 > Hap s

R FORE > P ERITH - EAGHENRITL O F R R Y
P BARROIRESERR > SF R

Ay A& F 02 ROE %2 TobinsQ T3 £ £ Fscen @ 7 0k pr L
g & F “%’f? s 1L & FB"%,}_%m? ;"%‘I% oo & %Eﬂz‘“‘rﬁ% {E;}é?\:}'} ) 1:‘3;}7%

(ROA)FF» $%;‘§;rﬁ*’*\‘@q;}hﬁ1,"iu’% 1’L1p¢%§% ’E“ém%«f At ’LL_:_$:
L. %p?ﬂn4{%’?§*ﬁéﬁﬁéﬁ#%lxﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂ

S AR 1T A R L

\_H

JORSS

7 ROA 5 F Bl o FH % 4 %753 4 4-9 2 4-10> & level model
ORI 1 R %rruiw *rsmggw 5 fg’(n‘«ﬁt,—,\ 0.0800-t i 0.78) »
fe % 4-10 sachange model 2. # » 7 r/ g PIRFIA FMAHA| - 2 = Y A F L
AP RE > F)pt B & R Hlas 5w 53 A %MEJ@@ ﬁ*—g(f«ﬁ;:;; 02494’t i 1.34) >
change model ¥ erirs =+ TR F A APM > B A PIREEEF- R o

=SSR L .?g;l‘i’ A Rt A 0 e level model 2 change model i3] = % i
BEDAM > B ELEBEHH2, B4 EZE T F & levelmodel ¥ 5 2% f 4p i -
BELRRRMESE A PO EEA B RIS > AA KA CRF I
ﬁﬂ&ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬂ@’ilgﬁﬁ%%%ﬁwmifﬂ?%ﬁ?ﬂ%
HAI R e B FE T E A REAR o FWlA T 0 M ROA TS £ ¥ 5%
NI HhT B G AR
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#. 4-8 5TR MBI 2. = change model (3315 — & 7 &)
=7, + 7, ASOWN,, ; + 7,AMOWN;  ; +7;,ASMA, ; + 7,ASDIR;, ;

APERF

i,t+k
19
+7sAMCH, ; +7,ALEV, ., +7,ASIZE;  +7sSTAY, ., + yglﬁyYRy +&,
. A - 3] = w3l =
REL L, BTGk Bric & Bz &
T e e % #K tie i tie
Intercept -15.9706 ** -2.37 -13.0673 *** -2.38 -0.7265 -0.34
SOWN + 0.3237 0.17 0.8235 * 1.39 0.7891** 1.70
MOWN + -1.0241 ** -1.68 -1.7162 **  -1.77 -1.5938 **  -1.78
SMA + 24.8933 **  2.07 23.8853 ** 197 22.1954 **  2.05
SDIR + -1.1689 -0.75 -1.0541 -0.77 -1.7144 * -1.41
MCH ? 6.3492 * 1.89 5.8252 * 1.81 6.1970 * 1.93
LEV ? -0.6366 *** -3.58 -0.6593 ***  -4.27 -0.5393 *** -3.97
SIZE + 17.4054 ** . 2.42 14.6086 **  2.23 11.4088 **  2.13
STAY + 4.0536 * 151 43558 ** . 1.72 3.5066 * 1.57
¥ A B 173 262 345
R-squared(%) 34.40 30.48 26.34
Fig 2.42 *** 3.86 *** 4.08 ***
1 RETEF Y A4
2. YREERFEE > FIARRWET "o gL o
3. REGUEYPHEFLE LRI AN BT BTN G 4 1 1% 5% 10% 8 F R & -

42



% 4-9 AT Mp1zE 2. = level model( & % 4 »z 5 ROA)

PERF,, =0, +6,SOWN,,_; +5,MOWN, _; +5,SMA _; +,SDIR;_; + 6;MCH,; _,
19
+0gLEV, ,\ +0;SIZE; , +5STAY,, + 2O, YR, +¢&;,
y=1
Panel A : & ¥ % »zlevel model
o 3-7| - (ROE) 3-7] = (ROA)
PR T 18 L LI
5 % #c i tig % #c e tie
Intercept -45.2867 *** -4.26  -16.1486 ** -2.33
SOWN + 0.2541 ** 0.0539 1.74 0.0800 0.0291 0.78
MOWN + 0.3577 0.0438 1.12 0.2494 * 0.0523 1.34
SMA + 3.4790 ** 0.0766 2.17 1.8135**  0.0683 2.14
SDIR + -0.8895 -0.0414 -1.17 -0.6745 * -0.0538 -1.36
MCH ? 0.7046 0.0141 0.40 0.2731 0.0094 0.28
LEV ? -0.2375 *** -0.2493  -4.47 -0.1290 *** -0.2318 -4.75
SIZE + 3.7377 ***  0.3307 6.22 1.9370 *** 0.2933 5.76
STAY + 4.3512 *** 10,1227 3.15 2.9117 *** 0.1405 3.50
# A~ #c 607 607
R-squared(%) 16.41 14.49
Fig 4,19*** 3.91%**
Panel B : A3 4 L BRIl b Sz £ B T
$H LR e tig % ¥ tie
6, — &5 -1.7331 ** -2.05 -1.7335 ** -2.07
6, — 8, 1.1465 * 1.58 0.7545 * 1.58
63— 0, 4.3367 *** 2.56 2.4879 *** 2.53
L PERFA “ROEZ ROA> ¥ % & 4L %>+ SOWN 4 3514 2 st & MOWN & 50 (800 & 2 45
WA I SMAL BFLA E E P —wmﬁ%@:, 510 &P 50:SDIR:HIIA EZF £ F B
B s MCH S 1w ‘Eﬂ’&{@_,ﬁlfn 4;1 &85 0 LEVZ f i
|

¥ SIZEaé\jLFL%s- AT
AP p R STAYS 1744 F 2 & %ﬁ%ﬁt sl FRIGO

2. YR:ERHIE "]z\ﬁi,};rl’g'}am’r(qu

3. UG FHFEE S HE LR ARG EE R R B 7 1% ~ 5% 10%RT F ok

43



% 4-10 R Hpl# 2. = change model( & # 4 »z 5 ROA)
APERF ., =7, + 71ASOWNH_J. + ;/ZAMOWNM_J. + 7/3ASMA“_J. + 7/4ASDIRM_J

19
+7sAMCH,  ; + 7,ALEV,  +7,ASIZE; . +7STAY, ,\ + ygléiyYRy +&

Panel A : & % % »zchange model

o =T ETE =R
R H 4%& Briw = & Bria - & Bria - &
o I i d tiE %k tie e i a tie
Intercept -2.2815 -0.66  -6.6963** -2.18 -4.1186 ** -2.03
SOWN + 0.4022 0.90 0.6666 **  1.67 0.7319** 1.88
MOWN + -0.0175 -0.06  -0.2905 -1.14 -0.5048 **  -2.17
SMA + 3.0104 1.19 2.4683 1.05 46492 ** 1.86
SDIR + 0.1289 0.16 -0.5702 -0.77 -0.6704 -0.93
MCH ? 0.9207 0.66 0.1139 0.11 0.8950 1.15
LEV ?  -0.1956 *** -4.09  -0.1868 *** -4.19 -0.2061 *** -4.76
SIZE + 5.8719 *** 4,30 4.8402 *** 3.46 6.4745 *** 4,06
STAY + 1.3273 1.10 1.0495 0.99 1.1442 1.08
R~ # 318 407 505
R-squared(%) 15.58 14.27 16.18
Fig 2.3584 *** 2.6489 *** 3.6982 ***
Panel B : £]7%4 235 3sliv h Pz £ B T
61 — 63 -2.6082 -1.02 -1.8017 -0.76 -3.9174 * -1.56
81— 6, 0.2733 0.29 1.2367 * 1.45 1.4023**  1.69
83 — &, 2.8815 1.09 3.0384 1.23 5.3197 **  2.02

RULHF5Y 241
YR: #FRFZ % » FIEARHMWH 'L swguiz o
R R PHA S H BT B RS R R TR B L T 1%~ 5% 2 10% kg F R -

W N P
W N
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4. FHlw L EE%

Rk A% AP FOEEF RS S > BFIwn - & O b 3R O Fp
FHFLLIFFLE - RTRERF LR R TR E s g R i
#eih — W eh % (ROE) 3 » B2 %ﬁuﬂ%mﬂmﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂm%ﬁ’

g
LETRPIET € FIZBIIR N EEE W D F A - RAERITE S o

FOR LRI & P T Ar A 4110 e r B - e i %
S EAIREGET AN 0 La B £ uﬁg;(@;)’%mmﬁ
' 1

B f

FE AR (ARAL) B AR R BEPEF 2D 2 e o RIS D PR
iR % o R AR RS R BRI - & ahiw b v R G vk B ERRTLLS
g EF T RRAFAIFEA ARIIZ R 2 B g & F § e andrig ok
YT RARFLOPES A RS 2w R E T @ RE A S Y dRrTh ] o

45



F. 4-11 ATR Mip3R 2 » change model (3245 #p & ¥ % »%)

APERF, .,

+75AMCH, |+, ALEV, ., +7,ASIZE, , +,STAY, , +4L_ROE_

=7, +7,ASOWN, | +7,AMOWN, | +7,ASMA,, | +7,ASDIR,_|

U+

19
Tt yEzjlélyYRy +&,

o =T EZTE E=Te
R 4%; Frris - # Briie - # Briiz &
T ek tie % #ic tie i tie
Intercept -16.0006 **  -2.44 -12.6445** -243  -3.1995 -1.60
SOWN + 0.8773 0.45 0.8201**  1.52 0.8069 ** 1.82
MOWN + -1.1473 * -1.40  -2.0152** -183 -1.8351** -1.90
SMA + 25.3465 *** 234 229643 ** 223  21.4915*** 235
SDIR + -0.9633 -0.64  -0.4401 -0.32  -0.7819 -0.68
MCH ? 5.6463 * 1.67 5.0528 1.53 5.8311* 1.74
LEV ? -0.6441 *** -350  -0.7052 *** -446  -0.5834 *** -4.13
SIZE + 21.2755*** 298  20.4562 *** 3.28  15.7970 *** 2.79
STAY + 2.8157 1.15 3.4183 * 1.62 3.1880 * 1.68
L ROE -0.2744 **  -1.87  -0.3529 ***  -3.02  -0.3314 *** -3.00
A~k 163 251 329
R-squared(%) 41.87 43.01 37.93
Fig 2.46 *** 4,07 *** 4,45 ***
N
1. ®REETEFEY 441
2. LROE: 4% — ) f %%
3. YRz &RAsE > FAREET IV kg o
4 R FH L S E e ER] 5 R R T RSN B 4 R 1% 5% 10% 8T ¥ K
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FUNEL AT FE L ERFIOEREEE AFET L SH S Y h
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PLEALEDT o 1 & F F e M0 S B R LIRS SRS B Y R -
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P g MR RS AR E‘F"n CR IS o (D) I A R
Pl BFIs g £ 20s fARM o R AP o S A BRasg > BFLShg £ 4
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