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Abstract

This study is examining the effect of multiple directorships on loan underwriting of
the banks and income diversification risk. The research leads to the findings
Chinese society respects the relationship and the directorate holds strategic decision
on the resources allocation that will decrease overdue loan due to the relationship
linkage in Taiwan and also decrease credit risk.

The connection and relationship network of the directorate will bring the profit for
banks. In terms of the profit fluctuate decreasing and the scattering of bankruptcy
risk , it has the positive benefit on the connection relationship of majority
shareholders and negative benefit on the connection relationship of the directorate.

The study finds that banks could not-increase income through diversification.
However, dose income diversification show positive effect for banks risk dispersal.
Furthermore, the connection relationship of the directorate also impacts the benefit
of diversification risk. Through this research, it" shows while connecting
relationship of majority shareholders, managers will increase the ability of
diversification risk scattering and weaken the benefit of diversification risk
scattering on the connection relationship of the directorate. The conclusion is
avoiding to take the business strategy for income diversification and directing
connection at the same time for the bank risk: management.

Keywords : Multiple Directorship, Income Diversification , Bank Risk
Relationship
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TREEIEGRIRG &7 Lg% F R is 4 2 "5 S PERAED B
WHIPEFT & o Tt 2P FR2ED P FIFA 2 TA o @M RTLLR
)50 2 - ueaﬁema«azmaaa@r+a£&ﬁga’uwnaar~\ﬁeﬁ
ST EER AL EVNEFRPNERT L TV NI AR EF

PR BRI YAFE fREFFEHEETRTTEDRAM G &
HEF R HEARB NP RFRE RCHT &3 4 LR R FLH
oy 5l

CEFFSS S EOE BT ¥ L LEF VRN ST S &R CR
AL e s i1 (Petersen and Rajan 1994; Berger and Udell 1995; Kroszner and
Strahan 2001;4#3 |5~78 ~ it 33 &8 @ 4e 52 2006) - ¥ — > & » Kroszner and Strahan
(2001) = &> gRGFRAAA L #E= %ﬂﬁ"’é\ Feng T ¥R ﬁ-*‘u%'qé"r‘* B
A R TREFPLEF TR F L FAMIAAE Z DT R
AEFRGFT O TUEFRFECFTETE CRAGFEFERVGINEIAGTLEEE E
Bt Foend de 0 0 F i AiE BAR G Y 0 e AR R s RO F o
FREEFEE o

4’&;4“%Fs§ffiﬁﬁv'ga4b"’&7ﬁ*mjé;‘ll’s§x’ﬁ ML A A K
TP LM G- S H o BB ARRETIEL D A0 P%waa%%
CEMSE I RITE SV - 2 RS BEELDHEITRA L A
ﬁoaaraa%&waefea’aaaﬂﬁw“aﬁimeaaﬁrra
o BB SR A E T BAREIE F02 KRG HE Y 3 E 5
%aeﬁo%a PR R MG Flp- R R FD S I I B

PAEA E RS A A o s_!;»i?_ﬂfb:};\;‘——ﬁz’@ﬁfﬁlﬁ:};’l?‘fﬁ’!iiéJ £
PER M AR B S AETEY > A AR Lenf ER e B
BB F S e Ay A fEF m%‘f”ihw/\’ TR L
A GRIRU S ARV G U -

Feluo AERV I Ed SR NEr fA S T g ke o
gﬁeaaa’%'?aa4mm%,m;t zga@ararawam&
B o i g A Rk K ez 1 F R 04 fe (Haunschild and Beckman 1998;
Carpenter and Westphal 2001; O Hagan and Green 2004) > * ¥ % T £ > {7 &

FEFRET UEPFEFETERET > (F IR eEHF V- 35 >
ﬁﬁﬁ1@$%%ﬁﬁi¢ﬁ R R s Rt ARE ST FE O ) Sl

—‘ﬂk enr4 5% (Cai, Cheung and Coyal, 1999; Gorton and Schmid, 2000) » #-+ g >

o
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{7k ' o Ap M AT 7 4p 21 Ferri and Messori(2000) - 427 & Z =
A% B F M FP AP IR E TR RRT L
2R Yo FE T BGRACT

55 B
KN

g 7
T
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Milbourn, Boot and Thakor (1999)4 i » 42{7 555 ¥74% % & i* ehd & R 517
ﬁ+ ¥ - ﬁmggﬂm;yy*é"rﬁméf’%%%ﬁ%kfﬁaﬂ
SEHaPRZ AP ERE 52 EFRIAFTRIEH I LY T B
z&\ w*’ﬁ pea i L % # B o 2@ > DeYoungand Roland (2001) %45 & » 2441
KRCESPS LL/a-_‘f KREESPS {% ;*,leg\-ﬁéf:mﬁ.fa Fl G 2R L e d i B @mi\gﬁ
RG> h o B F o 2HLFEBERIFAFET 23 - LHILFERG {84 &
;Z); %fiﬁ éxﬁxi‘ahikf E”I()\i&“i ,q‘&xﬁpgﬁr% ‘PJ/HO

F %L i eE gy A e B i B A E 92 B0 Lepetitetal.
(2008) %t Fe iV ALET = > FHELE A AIL e im i T b e
TR T T FATAFOR G RBEFA B ARG TS AT R P R
g ﬁf\m;r;x;, CRERNVE R S T \:,\5]1351_%;—% RS R
PR o @1{%,3 pk:pgjg,,uﬁrsﬁ/-ik |5 er o F A E T S
T A g AR R G4 o ¥ - 2 5 o Stiroh (2004a) & £ W) AARL R
A7 ps o 5 g kﬂfé”’m%ﬁ’?%@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬂ%ﬂéﬁ»%
ﬁvgzﬁ\‘ )}L‘ﬁ’%ﬁ'?é%f‘;ﬁ:’ﬁ—%‘”ﬁ %’é’jpfﬁg’ﬁj i‘é#fﬁf?ll&i%

FHHTALF RG] FIRG HEET X R A =L
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=
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‘34
,‘m
f-\“4
%‘*3
T

AV RF AR RE I BT R AN G %k F AT R ER
FREL G %“ RN JAFS ¥ MY S AW EE TN
Ao fhA o AT RETHD RN AL RERHEI T HEEF M F L
B T OUER T AL 2 p 2 BenfIF MG B RE RS PP
1T = A(Wuand Leung 2005) » £ & ¥ B8+ "8 MAF 2L b & 0 &4
HEFlcg vy c Rdp g P A F 2 8EF RGP 52k
WA FTF 2 MR EEE o BERF L7 sl b ‘e o B2t

5 &
- AR MTIALTE R 2 I A o AT E S T AR
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FoE REFLIATRE

FrHEY AR i R R PET O FHE TR e RS
PR R 2 ML - ﬁ%ﬁaﬁﬁwﬂtg sE x_‘—:% TELE B e ok

LI AEREAT T MDA G A o 75 REERL AA MR

HrE & EHA D 2 it e T o

C REHTE

1 %
(1) 4% %% b % (OVER)

* g x VSRATHL Y 3 R HE(2014) i 2 F A O & 0
* ot AT G PR i h % (OVER) T & iﬂﬁl °

(24217 b * (RISK)

AT 2 kg H G AR % RISK) 0 S AER = )F*L:(Iannotta, Nocera, and
Sironi, 2007, Lepetit et al., 2008; 4f & = 225 3. B » 2014) i > 12 Z-scorei®
LA R AR 0 B Z-scoresn T &

Z —score= In(w)

SDROA

H? >AROAZ T3oF A5 »SDROA TR T 325 A fF ¥ 5 2 % £ » AEA
MAEE T A F T o EEJw 4 7 ERBEFIREFFF LB £
?% ﬁw”4$%%§§ﬁ%$ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ@%%%ﬁ%’wﬁ
T A g F 0 Flt o Z-scorefr PF Y R T 4K R & b "k (AROA/SDROA) £ 4f 15
b *& (AEA/SDROA) (lannotta, Nocera, and Sironi, 2007) » Z-score#icie g & » 43{7
PR G A Mo d 3 Z-scoreF A 0 %+ Laeven and Levine (2007) %

Houston et al.(2010) i » ¥tZ-scoreP~ p #R ¥t#Hci-2 ¥ A v o

2. F %K

(1) &8s 5 & (DIV)
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A2 £T 2 /gie vz & &% %-:% 7% (Herfindahl-type approach) » 1% % ip| & 42
FleE 5 &ty 'iﬂj(Thomas 2002; Stiroh, 2004a ; +k & = & § 3 K » 2014) -
Yo F 5k TV H SR e ¢ a2 4] L 4~ (net interest income,NET) £2 2&
41 4 4 » (non-interest income,NON) z_4p 48 & - 2241 & 42 » (NON)iL & &
7RI E S L H P 2 R % de ~ (FEE) ~ 2 % o ~ (TRAD) ~ L4z &
(EXCH)12 2 3 i 2.4 & 4c » (OTHER) % iR » fc 5 5 & i g fhst B 4o

FEEY (TRADY (EXCHY (OTHERY
DIV =1-|| —— | + + +
NON NON NON NON

He

NON=FEE+TRAD+EXCH+OTHER

(2) £ ¥ i % (LINK)
ﬁiﬁm» SIS YA T R S St I e
fo o 5 EE X 5 F,u;q EAEF 2 R R e {0k ehig f¢ (Haunschild
and Beckman 1998; Carpenter and Westphal 2001; O’Hagan and Green 2004) -
AR IAFERA MY G EFTE AL RN Ak e DT L R
SBenflc o REM B E A SN e

QZEMM
=1

He > VBB FE L0 ek REF L EE Rt - BAL S gi ’
Mij=M;i=1 > F RIMj=M;=0 > 283 B RALITE F 5235 B 47+ % L~
W4w\vﬁz7@¢wﬂ,ﬁz@¢wmmw FfﬁffAﬂv~ﬁ

# o

(3) *ci i+ £ (LOANS)

wE A A FREFLEBJIEL - o 2 EiER arie r Aok B
Do - A EER T - R T A N RRER A P LK

Mo BHE R AU RAE 0 A SRR A TARE S AHTL GH
BRI FAE BE AR ok FHEV A G TA S »

18



AELA T EA R o A FEHM e BFANZ AR EA TS
2APHENT A RBAGETAL G

‘\\
—-)4-
T‘n
/'\
<2
N
m
N

()

- i 2

B F R “ﬁfglﬂwu S T S ‘

Bl ¥ - 2 g0 o] A 8LE A f RF RS SR R B 0 Bl § SRV
P pF F oAe 4 PeiE e P%f{ﬂ\ﬁ/mﬁ\ﬂi RS

@AE > FP AFE T PR RBER G Mo @A T B2 =
SR AL 'ﬁ\gB&B REt#(SIZE)r 8 2 5 iiiirf_i FAUE 2 [ T
ABIEIEY > FRALE P p Al R RIES a2 B

(3)F * i LH(BIS)

FAJFEFTHEEAFTARER GO 4 0 T A AFARFG o A0 KX
b2 3 dd @i S T RA o JLiE?Ef PRI Gdn ] 0 TN 4 Ei@i
FERPEPFFT A A G F F A GARE AT A FIAF R L%
chg Fo TR T AR LFRT LF%F PR e 2 o Bt A H S Y R on
(Mester1996;ChangandChiu2006) » *% M 417 k. *& = F|pt » AFT 7 IR T A 3§ &
FEGFE Y H TN o BARER G AAM o 20T A F

BIS)i* &35 58 7 ??ﬂ‘“ﬁ%f'”fﬁ& ST A -

FERREFELTETZRGH AT L BERA RS TR G R
FEA5%% MALF R G 0 T AR E S AT AN S AER TR T
AR E AT T B A e hA g #LOANSH » #8277 B it
P o ARSI T o RALEFES  tE AT AT R

”ﬂéj HREFE 2L TR B BRR % SRR R BT & T A
L2 E(OLS) A 17 T S B » A 7 2 F A 40T



OVER , = a, + a,LINK , + a,LOANS _ +a,SIZE  +a,BIS, +u, (1)

Risk .= 3, + B,DIV, + B,LINK, + 8 DIV, x LINK, + B,LOAN , + A,SIZE,
+ B.BIS, + B,OVER, +¢, (2)

B HL I B 4217 & F 1 B8 "5 MALT e i 2

B %o F]pt 3 Hp LINK
%Iﬁg‘:aflf&%’fpgﬁﬁ - é

B H2 T 2 RE8FICE § & Hh oy » 558 LINK &2 DIV
% R IE 0 BERE DIVARE o F 51<op§ F B3>0 T L F B H2 2 gk -
,g,#ﬁ»izﬁ PAEMELAFY AR 'gf ook BEATRH T TG

Brgde; § BL<0pF > # B3>0 AL FRR H2 2 gk AL e FycE ¥ &
wvéﬁﬁﬁ&%’m&—ﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁﬁzfPméwa“%
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Fri FHERBELAH

B ARFTHAT

RET G errd R AR E R AR 4L KFORY B AR
B & (RISK)2 L350 5 0.788 > ## 2 1.295> | E-3.240 > &~ £ 5 i&
4.309 - @ * r R RISK e A& 4F v 5 (ROA) 2 48 f 5 2 152 £ (SDROA)
1iﬁ&%ﬁ?‘”ﬁﬂﬁi’aﬁﬁﬁﬁmm&%ﬁﬂ A g R
FTARMILAB AR BRTPELR - 47 % &4 (DIV) 22 T35 5
0459 > ¥ i 0461 £ T ARFICE S L AL RPHBE - TF
# 5 (LINK)2 L3218 5 10.37 > - £ 10,920 > & &2 #+ EF & 64>
AR RSRITAERER] D3 b RERREFHATRT A
2. vt 2 LOANS 3583 0613 # & @ A it f b i 9 43 4p 0 30
AREEREREIRTA LA UL dulE - T AY i (BIS)z. T aiE
& 12.715% > &} B 5 8.19% > 4§ F 429%’ =3 48K 2014 £ 1
Y9 PR &F4UEF % 0200362920 B4 gk o F oA KA F K0
8% > v 2019 &4 F & if B 7 72 10.5% > ¥ - A i=# 10.6% > 7
BA? O 2 3T PRFLEARGERRS T AR LT P EATREL I
AL & T (OVER)shg 3wk & L 3afg v jmffom ™| 51,721 £ 0.760
BT P AL e TR IR s 0 P R e Y o S e

s AP B B A T

LREE 2 APM 4TI A 4-20 L p i B AR 5 (BIS)
BN Ao £ 75 F (LOANS) Y 4p BE (2 #ic2. % 4+ 24216 0.6(Pearson 4p B %
#c-0.673 ; Spearman 4p i 2 #c-0.671) H = p SEF pl Gl 7 204
PUE et R RS SUEOR AL KX B ¢ LR 2
MR AT VR ELEFRE- BRI ABLTE T8 F VIFE A
1.066 = 1.649 2 F > 1 8T I & £ AP AL -

BRI HRBPHEEE S &0 (DIV)2 8k G RISK)2 4p b a8k 58 ¥
TR AT E 5 AL BT METZ b s M B B (LINK)E 427
B % (RISK)2 4p Bf 2 dich] % 2 B8 ¥ 14 > 2 LINK 22 ROA 12 2 SDROA % %
MELM 27858272 35883 4 8REF2Z 58 Fr b
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BBREFHRZ AR o d 30 NEFEREL %G RISK -5 iEf7 %
FOEF (S F)EFAL A E A (S ) LINK &3 ¥ EF > v 4p
B AL e Fla @ B 2AF S 4R RISK AR B (287 3% - 7 i
w%%&%%f%%&%%*i’ﬂ%iﬁi%@—ﬁ%*%%wﬁﬁﬂ
A TR (S Rl el 2 S

% 41 ki b B (n=270)

P2

B S BEL MlE oy el o R
RISK 0.788 1.295 -3.240 -0.043 0.903 1.690 4.309
DIV 0.459 0.131 0.043 0.377 0.461 0.563 0.740
LINK 10.370 10.920 - 0.000 2.000 7.000 15.000 64.000
LOANS 0.613 0.122 0.216 0.570 0.633 0.692 0.809
SIZE 20.137 1.012 _17.523. 19.281 20.148 21.012 21.814
BIS 12.715 4.681 8.190 10.600 11.645 13.120 42.900
OVER 1.721 2.348 0.000 0.310 0.760 2.270 15.760
ROA 0.681 0.987 -~ -0.650 0.270 0.510 0.750 8.560
SDROA 0.487 0.726  0.007  0.112 0.207 0.583 5.913
aRISK AR %
DIV Y S S
LINK = ¥
LOANS DORFERLE D MARFREEFHAFRAT ALV I T
SIZE PN P
BIS IS N
OVER Do &
ROA DT AR
SDROA  : TioF Adpid s L
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4 4-2 4p B 14 BB (n=270)

3 RISK DIV LINK LOANS SIZE BIS OVER ROA SDROA
RISK 0.133**  0.026 -0.083 0.334***  (0.152**  -0.195***  (.341*** -0.815 ***
DIV 0.122** 0.255***  _0.484***  (0.176***  (0.416*** -0.437***  0.405*** (0.057
LINK _0.006 0.289 *** -0.184*** 0.305***  0.084 -0.316***  0.275*** 0.107 *
LOANS  -0.005 -0.444%** _(0.380*** -0.064 S0.671***  0.474%***  -0.544*** (0,250 ***
SIZE 0.277*** 0.191*** 0.152**  0.055 -0.065 -0.236***  (0.105*  -0.326 ***
BIS 0.034 0.176***  (0.519*** -0.673*** -0.184*** -0.501 ** 0.480*** (0,145 ***
OVER  -0.205*** -0.288*** -0.261*** (0.364*** -0.212*** .0.170*** -0.398*** (0.021
ROA 0.134**  0.070 0.527*** -0.500*** -0.123** 0.824*** (0 123*** 0.136 **
SDROA  -0.476*** 0.059 0.470***  -0.416*** -0.252*** = (0.544*** _-0.015 0.551 ***

RETEFTE 4L
+ > % Spearman Ap i x#c 0 =T > i Pearson Ap R fadc s FEE S Rxgax w2 1% ~ 5%27 10% & F K o
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PRERZERF F ARG BT Ay REL LA T4 4384 44

. ﬁ_i@bl-bti;}m] %igir%%iirﬁgfﬁﬁ

d % 4-3 %% 7 &3] 0 Adjusted R? 83 021> » R B-3 e B F & 4
119 P 287 7 A P R EH AT T L 7 3 4 o B HL g4
fif‘ﬁii‘f‘é‘i@ A BRGS0 PR M E G Ao d £ 4-3

HF ST o LINK %ficd f (% 8-0.0337 ot @-2.44) » i 1%EF ¥k >
?ép_“%%ifi B H1 z g o

iR e G ki Est £ (LOANS) H#cs § ("*&81835 e
6.19) it 1%&«5—? KBS R g BRI £ 4% PF o @ i)
2R/ F oSBT P L 4LF R W(SIZE) S b B 2 A A F foAp M (% #-0.4217
t @1-3.06)’ 377 L 4T Hp A v S i r-}w;;k:— & 2k— 3% (DeYoung and
Nolle, 1996) - 41i7 F]4 R4+ » FRARH E F » WA EHES 4 4 2 L5 5% =
DR VR EFRESINE B AT B A TR S e ki T e &
rs%wr—c?* T A RS BIS)G#cA ¥ A2 (4l 00819t & 254) 47
RiFpF pAvs m G IR FT AR LS FERERER
e T RS FLARF R AR ARSI T SR EY Hh FLR
B R EZTE o R %Iﬁﬁw)ﬁ?ﬁ*i ’

26



% 43 FF R FERFRE AT 2 A +7(n=270)

OVER , = &, + a,LINK , + @,LOANS , + & ,SIZE , +a,BIS, +u, (1)

55 TRHP 2 % #K 225 t i® p B
Intercept ? 4.5047 2.9299 1.54 0.125
LINK — -0.0337***  (0.0138 -2.44 0.004
LOANS - 8.1835***  1.3229 6.19 0.000
SIZE +/— -0.4217***  0.1377 -3.06 0.002
BIS +/— 0.0819**  0.0322 2.54 0.012
R? 0.21

FiE 11.90"" (P<0.001)

*OVER ST E S L

LINK b

LOANS  : 47 et i F A F A2 5

SIZE PN

BIS D A A

P REE G FH P HAE R FAN L BT

T S w 7 1% ~5%Z% 10%m&§¥ k2o

¢ 4 Bt TiE £ 5 Clustered robust standard errors 3 & 33 &
_ - N A R1g Vi ‘_: e z 2| ) 4= 20 1 2 ;g‘
S EFFREHRE LN RER M R

AFETEHIRE AT ERFRGZM G RRARFEFE L ETF G
LE Ry ﬁ 2Bl thed 244058 (- ) # &7 oo DIVA I 5 1 (1
&1.1412 Pt ELT0) > A FCE 2 b bR AT R 4T LR
foF 5 A A E R A4k Gtk s FREEFEHE 22 1 H(014) 557§
BFPR-KoBET S AP G ER, - F- 36 > LINKGEES L § > 31%
BE-RE, NEAERA S RFRESTEE o - R RZERL g EF
h*e2 AKT F @ B4k o2 BN #prﬁémﬂz“%m’ﬁ%i@% SFEEE R
NPRFORTHEEARSE YR G RSB FER L TR R bopT
2006) ) AR FRFEFOPEERET B DY i’r‘ifﬁﬁﬂ?}ﬂfﬁ: ~ U R
&(Berger, and Udell, 1995) & i # B | A03f K& > (& A % iy o PR 7E 417 K3
2R o

i

N

i H2 pﬂhﬂ;@ B ALTICE 5 R LR Rtk o AR TR
(F)Fpr»F TR BEE 5 &1 2 kI (LINKXDIV) > 124545 % 3] (= )9
FEL BT DIV S35 2 » 3 WAPFT I () > ThEEL 2 2 RF
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(% #0.1902 -t ©0.19) > Rip AL FEFRBOERT » AFRJE 5 &
PR AP REAETR S > Y- 3 5 0 BN (2 )LINKf BB F 5§ (fhik
-0.0779 - t ©2.33) B EP AERF 0 ¥ 1% F KR o B % Bhow it 0 4255
FETRFOIARHEER AP FRTAFEFOTETREF A ETR
"% o 2 %35 (LINKxDIV) thdicBg ¥ 5 & (% #0.1000 > t ©1.7) > % 77 427 = ¥
BAFERRERF AT R OGRS T HEL S BERH2Z I - Ko

bl 5 £ A5 (- )¢ LOANS RISKET ¥ 1 49 B ( 4 82,2780 -
tiE2.38) K EREHF 0 b G g FTRESIZE) &S B Y %
SEFDL (GiEcs 9 50.3628£20.3895 0 tiE 5 4.52224.75) > B2 - R > & 7
RUR LGRS - 488 G R ek £ 4] g b R R YA A
BGARTL > #72 p i & (Stiroh, 2004b ;4R F 2 &5 2 ) 0 2014)4p 1 < BISTh#Kc
BMES Lo B ETEY 2 & 2 (Mester, 1996; Chang and Chiu, 2006)# # 7
PRI AL h B R o OVERAIE F 4 | » 4 7 874 Pk
W45 AR HF - LY -

2 A4-4FF 3% JeE b A EAER G2 4 15(n=270)

. R i (- ) 3 (=)
# 5 % i t & % i t g
Intercept ? -8.9951*** -4.80 -9.2089*** -5.17
DIV +/— 1.1412* 1.70 0.1902 0.19
LINK -+ -0.0232*** -2.73 -0.0779*** -2.33
LINKxDIV +/— 0.1000* 1.70
LOANS +/— 2.2780** 2.38 2.3421%** 2.80
SIZE + 0.3628™** 452 0.3895*** 475
BIS + 0.0772*** 3.09 0.0873*** 3.96
OVER — -0.1063*** -3.00 -0.1101*** -3.25
F & 7.24%%% F (g 8.28%**
R? 0.14 0.15
RISK DA R R (%)
DIV: 425 5 & 1t
LINK CFta s
LOANS @ & aitiE el i A2 v 5
SIZE AL
BIS RN R
OVER  : it &

DA RME T TP R U AR FAN S BER T
o B2 B R 7 106 ~ 5% & 10% EF F K O o
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TERFELFERETRER > RREMGORAI RN AL RRAPE
AP T - S5 BB BAAKEAGFA D FEG T MG
A S EHES PIT ML RS ARt LR G MR
Fp o AP IHNE NP FRRGFREL VRN RL LRGFLEEF XS
WREZPIFF CRFARAEIAFIHERALAE  RARKGT IR I P2 E
T AL 2 pRMOGHEE 4R G2 BPETI AR T RS SN

% 4524 46

% 45871 3 4-6 ¢ Panel A ch§ 25 % Ap s L chik 44 RO ApiT > 0 &
ARt R Gl UL R A IR FHRRE LT (- )EEFH
Aob s Hapr FpEam A KRB LT L 44 B2 2% - Ko DIV talici it > e
FEE AR RAGFAH I EE N ERAFL AR LAFREEA D
FTEEFRBEPFRT L 5 A AT RIeE P AP Y - 2 G
d 23Rk IE (LINKxDIV) i ficE + 2 S B S & 7 v 8247 fe 5 # & i ehle pF o
%ﬂ%iﬁi~*%i§%%ﬁﬂ4ﬁﬁ%éﬁﬁiwmﬁ%%%@ﬁﬁ&%’
B 7k B 21 R H2a ehg ik = &K o

N

FE(-) EEFH+ DIV S8k F 20 (8L 1.7339t 5 221) % 77 %

FRABRRS P REEETARLNNTEFPHRT e F A
WP AR FTALITR Y R 0 2 3 IE (LINKXDIV) fhdic 5§ (% #-0.1936t &
201) REAFERRERIBREF A LAIRFR G IE > FREEFZER
W H2b gk o gt ¢h s d DIV 22 LINK #ic’s B8 % 5 1 > @ 2 338 (LINKxDIV)
GENE L R T EREEAFFESMAR G bt F S AL BERETE
FRLERE L B 2R RE O RF AL FEFEETELE A
FCRFR YAk R A 3 ol - Hek oo

BBA A58 4 467 ER o LINK lct(- )EE S HAHF 0 > 4
#E RISK w ¥ A APM » AAFERGET AT F 5 &0
NHER O NEAFEEFE P ET R NAFR G A
8,’13\?3?5]‘5 wIm/\_E/l @4;\-.3{;@ R B AT R G i‘g‘fii@s .

29



HEL %G 2L ARBAFETI TR LHAFL G2 P PL TR E
PR A R AETE-HLAWARFIRRESACRRE T TR
BEAEURE R H2 2%k o AT 4% Williams (2012)# 45 @ 4 % 8 ook
¥ eniviz > 3 B B e BT g % s % (Marginal Effects at Representative Values >
MERs) » {395 4 2 “7hgm 2 B F > R g 3 £ P (DIV)R B2 T4 K
B el AEoREZ JF S AT > FEBRE FEE s BEFTIL 45
% 4 4-6 ¢ 1 Panel B -

¥4 4-5 Panel B B 0 F 4R B I B AR LA AP I
WARGFEETFREMAPERERGFL G R td § &V BRRS D)
T,ﬁmﬁﬂia@uﬁp«wyﬁﬁﬁ&%fawi’iiﬂﬁ&ﬁﬁ’liwﬁ
Prhks ARP R oA F o T EER ST EF €W AT R G DT
By -ReE "SR R L izxz-m'rg " 1_“ ook €L FHFIE F &0
M e ik 4-6Panel BARF G ARE TR T E DT HELEFEH2EETE

i 3 dotkRRAEFIE F At aals e 2 EH REE R PR D
:Eiizm%’fﬁ&ﬁ%&kﬁéi AR ARG Y4 B 8
AREBENFFERENTEESEITEE R AR IR N ARFAA L &
ﬁwﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁmiﬁﬁ% G2 e E T A E AL RRRE D
7T RE AR AE DTG R R ol S A § s TR R o
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2 ASET R HIE § A HFDGM G2 B E—F T T (n=270)

Panel A i & 4 47

. YR (C)EE® () R i S
5 4 #c t 4 #c t i
Intercept ? -8.0522*** -4.82 -7.5758*** -4.29
DIV +/— 1.7339** 2.21 0.6225 0.73
LINK + 0.0709* 1.51 -0.5632*** -3.15
LINKxDIV ~ +/— -0.1936** -2.01 0.8485*** 2.48
LOANS +/— 2.3292%*** 2.64 2.2220*** 2.65
SIZE + 0.3116*** 3.75 0.3200*** 3.95
BIS + 0.0478** 2.25 0.0444*** 2.39
OVER — -0.1010*** 2,71 -0.1196™** -3.48
F i 5,94%%* F & 9.05%*
R® 0.13 0.14

Panel B & ¥ il 5 if "% 7%
e 541 DIViES oY [oX —F 5 F tia oY /oX — Bh ¥z 3 t i

0.0 0.0709 * 151 -0.5632 *** -3.15
0.2 0.0322 1.06 -0.3935 *** -3.44
0.4 -0.0066 -0.34 -0.2238 *** -3.74
0.6 -0.0453 **  -1.92 -0.0541 -0.92
0.8¢ -0.0840**  -2.17 0.1156 1.03

aRISK DAL R R

DIV: 417 % & v

LINK CETa

LOANS : &f7 i@ R L7 A7 Azt

SIZE PSR =

BIS R R

OVER MR T S L

bg:ﬁ%”&%”ﬁ YRR HiE e FAMNIEEKR T -
Panel Bz t /7 3 B £ # & J wer - wxB8uh W E 57 1% ~ 5% % 10%:1%F % -k 2 o

Cik 5 & ApIR(DIV) B3 E A

IDIV & 5% 0.8 P # T i e % -0.0840(t ©-2.17): b= # £ F i S el v »c % 0.1156(t
®1.03) Aid- AP ELE
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46T FRELPHIF LM EAFL G AL PE AR B gEA
(n=270)
Panel A i & 4 47
TE sigf,ﬂbp pa! (-)x%& (=)gm 4
A % Hic tie % #c tiE
Intercept ? -7.8592%** -4.10 -8.7535*** -4.86
DIV +/— 0.7317 0.97 -0.5319 -0.65
LINK - -0.7956* -1.38 -0.1740%** -4.56
LINKxDIV ~— +/— 2.2078** 2.01 0.2662%** 3.92
LOANS +/— 2.0958*** 2.58 1.6362** 2.14
SIZE - 0.3258*** 3.61 0.4142%** 5.12
BIS - 0.0482** 2.33 0.0687*** 3.25
OVER — -0.0908*** -2.44 -0.1204*** -3.99
F & 8.65%** F & 10.05%**
R? 0.12 0.17
Panel B & ¥ i %if % rc%
JoF 5 A DIVIE S © ay/ox — xRk t N/X —FmA tiE
0.0 -0.7956 * -1.38 -0.1740 *** -4.56
0.2 -0.3500 -0.96 -0.1207 7" 481
0.4 0.0955 0.56 -0.0675 -5.17
0.6 0.5411 *** 3.40 -0.0142 * -1.59
0.8¢ 0.9867 *** 2.85 0.0390 " 2.05
aRISK A
DIV: #2&F % & (v
LINK 3342
LOANS : # {73 if TR T A2 &
SIZE DR
BIS D F A R
OVER MR = S L

PLREFIRPLAE B H AR T AR EEKR T

Panel Bz t & 2 5 B8 T w2 B & 57 1% ~ 5%% 10%+H88 % K & o

R L D5 44t DIV)EE

bp BLH R YRR Ex Nyl T 10 5%F 10%&7@‘%‘7!\'1& °

IDIVEL 08P » F A A 273 T gy 0.9867(t i 2.85); T LA RFF
TR R s 0.0390(t & 2.05) 0 ¥ iE Sl%sut AT F R E o
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FENRELLFTIRRE FECRRFRAFREN ST EE DM G
AR B E "]jx’\* £ rpEg ¥ 2 857k w4 RRISK) 2 5
£ 4FEANN 4 (ROA)LE B ‘;ﬁtﬁvﬁi)?:(SDROA).V&}E Eldptk > @ 2 48
%P%&ﬁﬁ& ¢iﬁ9{ﬁﬁ&%ﬁ%%’%é“ﬁQW%ﬁﬁégiﬂ
HERFENZ ZARAG 2 PEEHE 2252 2014) 422 F L2 5%
@%%&ﬁﬁmﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁmﬁiﬁ**iﬂ’7$ﬁﬁﬁii@%%ﬁ%@

i 2 &.L(Dlv)ﬁ ROA % SDROA < 151> 1428 2 7§ ¥ 2 B2 < 5
AN HLSEZETE CBHIEEF AL R FHRES T E
4-7 -

£4-77 5o DIVIROA® SDROAH i 8 ¥ % . » A #Liv 5 4 i &2
§@$ 554%“iﬁ e S N S e
SRR 2 F 1 (2014)F 7 B3R 0 e F RV UG o AT T AR

W$Aiﬁﬁmof—:a ﬁm@“%ﬁ@ﬁ»# ?&zﬁ%m@% i
SHESES ?m“*§4%§”M&n@£ T AR 0 2000) ot B 2

xF 2
FlAde > F35% FE & 5% s REATHIEE L] & wE ’ &E”* CESE- S ST s A
Wk Y& DR o fz?é‘g%;il g RaE o» FM gﬁmﬁk{ LARea AR
{7 BREFE 1 &t 4 (Stiroh, 2004b) -

BALFRTE Fi S %%iWWW@N%ﬂﬁ%¥éﬁ’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?
GRS @%s;m T A RAATER RIS
2SR AP0 P F R G b B okl BF 6 4R B BT enik 8 120 £ Panel D

P LINK 2558 (- ) fedicdg ¥ 5 0 (78504652 > tid 5 2.61) » AtV (o) iz
PEEF S P (i"ﬁﬁtév\ B 5-0.1869 tiE 5-285) A7 xR A BT FER LR
SR A AL B 0 PR R B e B0 2

S N BHER LAY

AETETEFRE uﬁﬁﬁr%#f? J PR MALIT G A E ) 0
FORGEAFTES] ) F A R c AFEHE AP A Fixt £ o B I Y
S gr s T F 5 AT RSB E D A E AT R G o AR F P Atk
FHeEFET oORGFEFEFREH A E o A BB EJIZAFERE A
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FRELPFR AFITFE P EIFEFRENM 2
i Aa\%’{ﬁf? G Rtk O RREAFFET LGS G
o2 A ERRARG 0 2 Jlartk s AP o F RAFH
AR HEH AR T EIRE S A HR R E Gk 0 B f
2 i M i B L.i‘éﬁé\ﬂ%ﬂf R T s e pFEX "F"‘}i 3?? f T AT
Jor FA  E R A B Y BP0 5 et MALIT R R0 R TV ARR
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AT FETRE D HIEY F s P62 BB (n=270)

g T #75¢ (- )ROA }£5¢ (= )SDROA
ke R 4 & f/« &
) % #c tia % #c t &
Panel A ¥ ¥ ¥
Intercept ? -1.7208** -2.020 5.4004*** 6.93
DIV +/— -0.7936™** -2.590 -0.6832** -2.02
LINK + 0.0421*** 3.490 0.0293*** 3.40
LOANS +/— -0.1384 -0.280 -2.6710*** -71.52
SIZE + 0.0300 1.080 -0.1533*** -3.93
BIS + 0.1627*** 7.700
Fi& (RY 19.37%**  (0.72) 23.94***  (0.27)
Panel B b= ¥ % %
Intercept ? -2.6927*** -2.69 5.4656*** 5.31
DIV +/— -0.6021** -2.00 -0.6368™ -1.71
LINK + 0.0252* 1.34 0.0214 0.68
LOANS +/— 0.4907 0.85 -2.7068*** -3.80
SIZE air 0.0473* 1.54 -0.1511*** -4.26
BIS + 0.1871*** 6.56
Fi& (RY 117.38%**  (0.69) 6.43***  (0.24)
Panel C = & &
Intercept ? -3.3337*** -3.13 5.6760*** 5.13
DIV +/— -0.4414* -1.85 -0.5936™ -1.72
LINK + 0.4652*** 2.61 -0.1869*** -2.85
LOANS +/— 0.5444 0.90 -2.7232*** -3.77
SIZE =F 0.0751*** 2.58 -0.1606™** -4.20
BIS + 0.1839%** 6.27
Fi (R 19.11%%* (0.71) 7.21%%% (0.24)
Panel D ‘532 £
Intercept ? S24771%%* -2.97 5.7482*** 6.42
DIV +/— -0.5730* -1.89 -0.7602* -2.21
LINK + 0.0074* 1.60 0.0389*** 3.98
LOANS +/— 0.5979 1.42 -1.5162*** -5.07
SIZE + 0.0347 0.96 -0.2095*** -5.30
BIS + 0.1817*** 17.06
Fi (R 118.39***  (0.69) 10.70***  (0.40)
HEIARST L 4L
LT REEF NP B AH R FRM R

Panel B 2. t & 5 8 k& & 25 »w o B0A B £ 57 1% ~ 5%2% 10%<kg F -k 2% o
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¥ AR R

SRR ATIERRZ %— #_14 (Robustness) » #-it 17 & I8 chiag g 14 i8]
g-é‘ ° —;E'— é"fléi‘%ij "](_‘y_ IL_I;/E"éQ]’*r 357 Fﬁg%}’} s i&-/ié ol ‘E"I{)\
BA LA LB AL LA &\F«ﬂ‘, LR @ AL AR T H % Winsorize hiFiE
B ik ‘ﬁ A s 1% ek A & FTiE ﬁﬁf'—;/?q;é R

NECS-S A ST

AT T 4 Q;EL, B G T ® A G 2 0 EA L T~ (net interest
income, NET) l,vi’a*bﬂf KNEESPS (non interest income, NON)z_ tp ¥t 2 & & 373+ 5 7
gtk s TS RIE AT E 5 & 1 ia5(Thomas, 2002; Morgan and Samolyk,
2003; Stiroh, 2004a 5 +r ¥ = 22§ 1 > 2014) - 229 &)z » (NON)L & ¢ 7 232
TRENEFF R RFEF R h o r s R 2 B 2 e Rk o
e 5 & iRt B e o

DIV2=1-(SHNET* + SHNON?) - # ¢

SHNET:L ; SHNON=&
NET + NON NET + NON

73 Tt R T R A R ared AR > FIU AT AL
b 4
<F %

Ffed 5 &8RP B R s it fF At F 8 291 & 4~ ¢ 3 (SHNON)
1% %5(Stiroh and Rumble, 20065 fk & = 22§ 38 > 2014) o bi4r > § & - 742
f’fﬁ"ﬂ?bf ,\j]:c)\ié‘w,a-'” L]>‘C7\L";025’ﬂ=ﬁ AT~ R P E T 220 B 5
075> @ ¥ — FAUF R A 2L Lo r B G F g~ 3075 ZJ A~ iBiE

WAe r 2.0 5] 50250 B2 - RALGTF T E W A B o RH T E F A AR
w’ﬂafwam’ ;.m el e B o 2P L e 0 (B 3y » 2.0t F (SHNON) »
%ﬁu}”ﬁf Lofg r b Fg I el o B2 AADIVE SHNONF it 5 F e‘??ﬁv’ﬂiffl Fﬁé
Mo e ‘;;#%ertlroh and Rumble (2006) # % - d %7 f 5 2LaiEenfl ;> 5
7 g AR BB A

HORLS % P10 4 4B 0 0 BLA 4-4 82 4 48 F B AL 0 % 5 ATH| % #ic SHNON
3R FLA DIV s 5t DIVE I3 3 % 8 5583 0 41 S (42 4F
BASUES TR %0) M LHFRPEL AP MR- %04 &7 4
F{é%&ﬁ%{lirs °
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2 48F T feF F A EAERLG AT T4 2L - 42 (n=282)
=5 % t 4 Hc t
Intercept ? -7.9760*** -4.45 -8.2212*** -4.69
DIV2 +/— 1.6131** 2.31 0.4903 0.58
LINK + -0.0213*** -2.48 -0.0613*** -2.48
LINKxDIV2 +/— 0.1007* 1.72
LOANS +/— 1.6458* 1.73 1.7836** 1.98
SIZE + 0.3278*** 414 0.3438*** 4.27
BIS + 0.0792*** 2.86 0.0922*** 341
OVER — -0.1069*** -3.01 -0.1012*** -2.88
SHNON +/— -0.2597 -0.27 0.0358 0.04
F i 8.27*** F g 7.84%*
0.17 0.18
RISK  ©: 8271 %
DIV2 475 &b » 2 E e r B A 5 EJ ST x 2] L r
LINK i
LOANS : & @F i@ sl aymaz v &
SIZE LN P
BIS Ak SR
OVER  : i1t &
SHNON @ 24U A o » b7 4 8 de » 20t

Do R deE

s xx BT o B

7 1% ~ 5% 2 10%-kg ¥ -k 2 o
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s B T IT

AT A R R R B (TR B AR (winsorized) o T - Bioeha 18 5E B
Sl I”1%**’99%mﬁfwﬁ’wL 2 BHEEF|T £ 4-92 £4-10 0 4R %
SRR R ELINKS S o B i g % - R Gl > o A g R 2%
C e 3N FTERLE I REFFLANNERAGFLGZ AT FHRETELHPR o &
e IRz FREA AR ARG RS TN » AT d gk 2 447
iR g R H e

# 4-9 F ¥ B0 AT A& T A 7 —winsorize(n=270)

OVER , = @, + a,LINK , +a,LOANS , + a;SIZE , + a,BIS, +u, (1)

¥l G0 % i3 wFFE e p i
Intercept ? 4.2460 2.9342 1.45 0.149
LINK - -0.0319 *** 0.0135 -2.36 0.010
LOANS + 8.0011 *** 1.2773 6.26 0.000
SIZE +/—= -0.4044 *** 0.1331 -3.04 0.003
BIS +/— 0.0803 ** 0.0355 2.27 0.024
R 0.22
F & 1295 (P<0.001)
20OVER s L
LINK CERR
LOANS @ S F aitiE A RTAZ W 5
SIZE SRR
BIS DF AR EF
PrEREEF ED AR AL HEE KRR TR IEER T,
T S wj% T 1% 5%% 10%:r%g ¥ -k o
¢ & 4 33tk %@ % 5 Clustered robust standard errors i it 23 % o
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2 410 F £ - YT E 5 &1V 4T R 'k A 7 —Winsorize (n=270)

%Q{a 'E-E‘-;EP b V‘;\ (— ) ﬁ‘:;\‘ (‘: )
= 5L 4 i t & % #c tiE
Intercept ? -8.9347*** -4.43 -9.0828*** -5.50
DIV +/— 1.1067* 1.69 0.2193 0.24
LINK + -0.0225™*** -2.76 -0.0719™* -2.24
LINKxDIV +/— 0.0906™ 1.65
LOANS +/— 2.2280™** 2.76 2.2562*** 2.57
SIZE + 0.3605*** 4.02 0.3844*** 5.10
BIS + 0.0784*** 2.92 0.0868™*** 3.65
OVER — -0.0990™** -2.56 -0.1023*** -2.80
F i 6.73%** F g 6.15%x
R? 0.13 0.14
RISK  : #&#7h %
DIV: 4217 % & it
LINK  : F%di
LOANS : S air i Haim AT AL v 5
SIZE 2P HH
BIS R R
OVER  : it %

P REF IR AE E i AR PR EERE -
w12 B E 5T 1% ~ B% 2 10%:rkg % K & o

¢~ 4 ¥t %@ £ 5 Clustered robust standard errors i it 33 %< o
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