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The Correlation between Manager Overconfidence,
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Abstract: This study investigates the influence of managerial overconfidence on the
relationship between corporate tax avoidance and cost stickiness, utilizing data from
Taiwanese listed companies between 2013 and 2019. The significance of this study lies in
addressing the lack of conclusive findings in previous literature regarding the relationship
between corporate tax avoidance behavior and cost stickiness. Overconfident managers
tend to exhibit risk-taking behaviors, leading them to pursue increased tax avoidance
strategies. Moreover, their over optimism and inclination towards building empires
contribute to the escalation of cost stickiness. Hence, this study suggests that managerial
overconfidence likely moderates the influence of corporate tax avoidance on cost
stickiness. The empirical results support the hypotheses of this study. Specifically, the
findings indicate that overconfident managers tend to enhance both their tax avoidance
behavior and the cost stickiness associated with the asymmetric adjustment of SG&A
expenses. This result strengthens the positive association between corporate tax avoidance

behavior and cost stickiness.
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BLATHRA FREEVAEIHPES m = EY 53 1 FHED RIE T 0E %
S 0 WA R LERP 0 WL OVERCON, 5 13 F 2.5 00 ¥ ok s Agmg
FTR MR PR ¥ 3% P~ Malmendier and Tate (2005)2- 1572 » 2 iZ8p -+ # 12 F enf (G I8 4% &
AFEREEATERD G PRRASIEA L FER P L FB N -

I

A2 F 277 A A & 12 Andersonetal. (2003)2. = A FHEHA] B AAH 0 T
uéw—hﬁ?ﬁ“%éwﬁgﬁ»%ﬁzw%ﬁ@%ﬁﬂ—&ﬁﬁﬁwaiiﬁ
= A EFE -

SGAt SALE, SALE,,
=a,+ay xIN———+a, xD;, xIn —+<9n
SGAtl SALE, t" 7 SALE,, ' (1)
He P22 t3 &R 26 BT
(RS X
SGA; = tP-BLHFF HEFFALFERY o
In SGA, = t#- a4 BRI Bep ARl 1801 AlnSGA; F T e
SGA 4
[EREE -9
SALE;, = t@H e o
%E = tE4 P i Bp R (500 AInSALE; % 7 ©
SALE .
D = FtH2 PRI TEREL 1 FRL 0o
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CRTUE NN ”"JFE’DHQ:{"‘*O’ A o A 1% - s B
EH A % FILIEH >0 F 2 o F ot e TR D, EN L B
e T A% - BB GRS (ata) %o ¥ FARRHEL TES
FH R e THEE S X RSTTRGMER 0 LN e s P AP X AT 4o en
Wk o F Y £ EF S AERARREF AP Y @<0-

A FT %3 12 Anderson et al. (2003) %74 J1 2o 2 A E A BCA G A A HF R
Banker et al. (2013)% Xu and Zheng (2020):5F% & S HCF] kiRl BR - 7 A & A
EEHLBCA(D) TR % - Fp 52 Iphd R B R BT A
Q) Ft AT R AN Rlica 2 o T S REG
a, = B, + B,TAXAVO _OVERCON, + B, TAXAVO,, + 5,0VERCON;

+B.YRET,  + S;Employee, , + B, Asset,  + BSuc_D,, +¢&;, (1a)
a, = f3, + B, TAXAVO _OVERCON;, + 3, TAXAVO, , + 3,0VERCON,
+B,YRET,  + f,Employee, , + S Asset,, + S Suc_D,, +¢&,;, (1b)
HY i 2207t 2 #ER > i Blcfafio™ !
TAXAVO;, = %Efm*ﬁ,:@’iﬂfﬂ AP TR LHIRET x;fz,_}‘%
L ‘ifﬁﬁﬂfm%ﬁ7 f;r%:fﬂﬂ; ;
OVERCON;, = LE@MAEIEFERP T HE- @)’H&zg«_
Iﬁ-’.*?ﬂeﬁﬁﬁsﬂrﬁvw—&v‘j&a&u bR ROK
Lo 3agE Bt S 4 o T G @fi Az H
Eal>FERE0;
TAXAVO OVERCON;, = X538 A I FERP G2 L ERRREFL LRIE;
YRET, = RLEFPT%:
Employee; = R % dP-p A
Asset;, = BT APp REEc
Suc_Dis = BE®EKE P LY T BT 2 R

fer BES 1 FRIGO00
R (Dfe(la) ~ (1b) & # 23l A E ol 2 & & | AREES - @0 25 1
Anderson et al. (2003)2. = ~ T FPHA 5 AH > T4 2 GIRAER P G5 ARRRE
G ER U AT 1 &R S [mE s
AINSGA, = o, + (B, + B, TAXAVO _OVERCON,, + S, TAXAVO, , + 3,0VERCON; ,
+B.YRET, , + SEmployee, , + 3, Asset; , + S;Suc_ D, ) x AINSALE; ,
+(, + P, TAXAVO _OVERCON;, + B, TAXAVO, , + f3,0VERCON; |
+B,YRET,  + B,Employee, , + B Asset, + f,Suc_D; ) x D, x AInSALE, ,
+YEAR EFFECT + IND EFFECT +¢,, @)

MY G HAQ)Rkt&R| * > chiEz- > T TFRREEAFRp T 0 T g_@
- i S PARAREL A AR RIARR LR Aoyl o SRS PRE B % L0 o R
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AT GIEAERP G E o PAEMRREE X AMEFAMF T e F 2§
L0 > Bl TS AFR P GF RE S T AR S AL FIET PR % o

B R

- st Ap R Rk

AT U2013 £ 2019 F S FIEAP LA d A 2T URBREELS G
FEL o B UF 3 R b 1455% % B 5 ﬁ 2L HER (9.02%) T s i
(744%) SESzb s EBEES  REHEAL 4191 LAk
PR RISt R - BHE R Y (AInSGA;,) 2 TI0EF T L 42%
(¢ ::@:,a 3.42%) o 4 e~ (AISALE;) 2. L 32 # 4 5 347% (¢ =85 3.04%) °
Dy 2. 355 3998% (& 2R AP FiTw A2 &7 G 4 e T iR o #F L
B R (TAXAVO,,) T 2% -16.03% ST A R p 13 (OVERCON,,) 2 T yal 27.55%:
R oB IR GImANG 2755% 0 A kT B4 e g e B e iy
$%B> G o YRET, > >~ 7@ EHF > T35E 1 16.82(¢ =¥ i 8.2963) - Employee;,
I A (Bp A¥E) TI9E 5 63373 (¢ lich 6.2265) o Asset;, S F A (B R ¥t#)
T iaiE 5 152319 (¢ =#kc i 15.0565) © Suc Dj, 2. T ¥aiE 4 33.87% (¢ @ik s 0.0000)
# 134%")1 33.87%z2 2 @ t-1 YA [l ~ AR 2 W2 4 T 0 BT R ARR o
50 RPIREET pM o A @ % Pearson APR B RGP 2 RHc2 B2
REEd: > d & 4 BB 2 dph ey )T 0.7 LR RAPM o D - Sy
( AInSGAi,) 24 § 1z » (AlnSALE,,) J_%p—g M2 D, REFLAM B A
FIARP>eipk  HhRBECF I I BHE RS AR

22 BAXPRELF

H

A% RABRRE B
kR ¥ 19 0.45%
§ 1 ¥ 90 2.15%
B 45 1.07%
kA 113 2.70%
T4 R 284 6.78%
TRT 29 0.69%
L 94 2.24%
2 HFR 303 7.23%
I 16 0.38%
B ¥ 19 0.45%
Ao % 87 2.08%
Hopa ¥ 42 1.00%
1 104 2.48%
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22 {RA2FRELF (5

AE RABRRE oA

Loy 378 9.02%

T ek % g 312 7.44%

ER 244 5.82%

AR L 208 4.96%

T3 R 610 14.55%

T ERE 62 1.48%
FIRIE 137 3.27%
Hud3¥ 266 6.35%

EH Y 163 3.89%

BuE ¥ 31 0.74%

BT L 63 1.50%
TEREW 88 2.10%

v AR R 69 1.65%
B 11 0.26%

T H I 17 0.41%

W E ¥ 23 0.55%

H 264 6.30%

&2t 4,191 100.00%

43 BAsappn

HH L = vk L B E Bt
AInSGA;, 0.0420 0.0342 0.1895 -2.8042 2.1143
AInSALE;, 0.0347 0.0304 0.2489 27119 2.0562
Di; 0.3998 0.0000 0.4899 0.0000 1.0000
TAXAVO;, -0.1603 -0.1463 0.1487 -0.9945 0.0000
OVERCON;, 0.2755 0.0000 0.4468 0.0000 1.0000
YRET;, 16.8203 8.2963 40.2891 -46.6698 180.5175
Employee;, 6.3373 6.2265 1.4237 2.1972 12.6177
Asset;, 15.2319 15.0565 1.2550 11.0441 20.9729
Suc D, 0.3387 0.0000 0.4733 0.0000 1.0000

FHED 0 AlnSGAir 5 — B F F 7 LRI RE U AInSALE; 5 8 fe ~ 22 %1 B p AR
Dis 5 Bi8 $H& derT% 5 1> B0 5 0 TAXAVO., & e fi@se (3 CETRy % 14-1);
OVERCON: 5 B %% > $ 532 A EA P 5 5 1> FR 5 05 YRET, 5 &4 5% ; Employeei 5 B 1
LB ARG S Assetic B ST AT A Suc Dy R A REE F 1B o R Bk
TS L ERIG 00
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TOAVXVL <0 €0 1 2o~ @ BRBT LT WY d~d & 7~ g gTysuy iy da X 7 e 4 28 - 2 YOSy v T
c %1~ %S %0l FHEA AR L ¥y, .0, ]
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L

A2 R UFEAERREF T S E S A EALF N GET 8- H G
TWAERP GBP FREEINTNA S50 & SE fohiilics-1.2836 2 i E
(t 53 B=244) %% T EAP 0T & PR 4o d@MmT 52 244N K4
FRFOIAERL FA LR DPAERAFTLE S AEFLET DM % L
FAPTER- o A PR ART R TIARNEE- B FF L P Eg
gt G| T3 L 16% 0 & M3 F W e 23% (Chen et al., 2012; Xu and Zheng, 2020) -

oo R E R LT R ARG A R ER L ENER A AT o
R FER I TAME R L ARE S Fla  iFS ARERAME -

Fob o & 57T Pfohiadic 5 -0.1858 0 ¥ B 10%:8g F i+ (t st £=-1.72)>
BT NP WAL G R G2 Ao TR AP P P
A RPERATELGZ R A AT RRAN > g AP AERNL BELY
%1%%—ﬁofﬁt—wr#%&,¢mpﬁ A B koo 2 Tl (S1a=-0.0425
t 53§ =255 p-value<0.05) A7 R 12 2 > HFERE197E 4 OFRD
%*imﬁ’a¢ﬁ%k%T%%’v%§5*%ﬁﬁﬂ’%ﬁﬁi@ﬂﬁ¢*°
Pis: FA S HEZ2FHIA (5=-0.0370 > t 53+ £=-2.14 > p-value<0.05) » ¥+ F & §
G P o GELGH P THMEIBERETE > R RE DI AERAL £ L
ﬁéﬁix%wﬁo

Biod >4 e A E T T 2 i (B1670.2209 0 t St £=2.39 p-
value<0.05) > B % 226 [0 H 7 RFEFFEIF > SR ARSIFI ARG 7
EIFFTE FAPAFFEANTER YA R REFI AR RD o f3f
PR LRI RERF E SR B F M (£13=0.0002 > t S E=025) Ft &
E AT P EEP S DR M S A R R o

45 SEAERH BT ARREFLHS ALALLBY

AInSGA;,

% #ic tiE
b AInSALE;, 0.3144 2.04™
P> AInSALE; xTAXAVO OVERCON;, 0.5498 2.22%
B3 AIMSALE; XTAXAVO;, 0.6081 1.73"
P+ AInSALE;;xOVERCON;; 0.1772 2.40™
Ps  AInSALE;<xYRET;, -0.0001 -0.31
Ps  AInSALE; xEmployee;, 0.0678 3.85™
p7 AInSALE;;xAsset;; 0.0038 0.14
Ps AInSALE;;xSuc_D;; -0.0566 2217

o Dix AInSALE;, -0.8529 -3.57"
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25 EWAEREGT O RARLBFIHSIAEARZELE (D)

AInSGA;,
% ¥ tiE

Pio Diyx AInSALE; : xTAXAVO_OVERCON;, -1.2836 -2.44™
P Dix AInSALE; xTAXAVO;, -0.1013 -0.70
P12 DixAInSALE;;<xOVERCON;, -0.1858 -1.72°
b3 Dix AInSALE;;<xYRET;, 0.0002 0.25
Bia Dix AInSALE;, xEmployee;, -0.0425 -2.55"
bis  Dix AInSALE; ;xAsset;, -0.0370 -2.14™
Pie  Dix AInSALE;xSuc D, 0.2209 2.39™

YEAR EFFECT yes

IND EFFECT yes

Constant 0.0223 0.68
RABRRE 4,191
R-squared (& i {7 2 & 2_ cluster 4 47) 0.4566
F i& 61.97

LS ™ ™ w4 B KB 10% ~ 5% ~ 1% o

2. AlnSGAl,t ER I ”F." a'f 2RI Pep SR AIMSALE; 5 & %'h Jor 2. BB p R4l Dic B
BRSO YO AT L 1 FRIL 05 TAXAVO, & A2 fe R@ AL 5 OVERCON:: & G i e »
fﬁlf q—/‘ AERPBE1FERE O YRET, & 3 5% Employeei, 5 B 1~ #cP- p R4 Assetis

WF AT S Suc Db BERBH L1 H A B2 B A TS 10 ER)5 00

Z AR A H
()RR AAMPRLE KGR AARRFE S

h¥ - BAREANY AT T UAABHMLE (PBTD;) i B kR
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁé’%uﬁﬁiéﬁi—iﬁgﬁc&wﬂééﬁﬂéﬁﬂ’%Mm
Pincus, and Rego (2003)25’ Hanlon (2005) ¢ 45 &1 & ¥ ciffpr i i £ B 2 R F pt £ ¥
s F A T2 {7 5 5 @ Shevlin (2002) Welsbach (2001)% Wilson (2009)2. # 3 4p
EFEFEMRPFTE D DRAPARAL R AR MRL R o F FE R
A B 3w engFd > F]pt Weisbach (2001) ~ Shevlin (2002) % 33 5 #3218 ch f ¥ % fi
LTEBGEA G AA LML R A 2T L R o £ #2(2019 )~ Frank, Lynch,
and Rego (2009)%# Khurana and Moser (2013) » % #-20 & § $p#78 fo 7 * “/‘ "Ny ER
Qﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁzﬁi%ﬁﬁﬁoiéﬁ%@ﬁﬁ?mwii’%Fiiuw
A 2 S Sk Y SR stk LR S TRtk i
FHZe P yHupEt L 8 (TBTD;) Rl %+% % £# (2019) ~ Phillips et al. (2003)

2 YRR =T R F eyt BRI E B s @R 238 5
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2 Frank et al. (2009)% 77 3 » 1 2 @ dfnfat “riF fp ¥ iR FPERFINFETTR
Kirg o XA AR (PBID;;) 2§78 = 5407

B, ~Tl;, TBTD,|
PBTD,, =|—+ :

TA.,  TA. |

B Bl b 2@ MDA TL, 5 27 % P ifsr®  TBID;, 5 = 7 % P 4pEis
AR TAm PG 20 t-1 5 AR -

% 6 BT Proz B s -2.1226 7 £ 10%%8 F 1+ (t ki3t £=-1.88 5 p-value<0.1) »
SATEERD BTN FEAPUAABYMBRLE RGFE EESRFRETL L
Bh2BE- 2%t o Fob o A 6B fu el h-1.6427 F B 5%BEE M (t Ht R
=Qme&w@%)ﬂ%$ﬁﬁ%ﬁ*Qq’ﬁﬁigﬂﬁq%ﬁu%&sﬂmm

P 1%E F 4 (t St §=-2.68 > p-value<0.01) - &g 41552 FEARD GZEFF
P gl @2 A AEFRE EwiE gkl o

BT RES B B3 A B RIE (fu) 2 f REET R P AR D
PR A TR R THB 2PXA G2 TRAL  FA A AE
AR YA A FTASEILRA (fis) hf BRI TFTAL SO0 A
HWhfer THMEABRRTA Fla TS AEAL B0 R EpE o Ka o EF
i ;giﬁﬁpﬁ%qzxwuﬁfig\ﬁ (P13 % Pig) tept 2 T ik Pl AEF o

26 ERAFRIET > RARALEFEIHS A EALLEY

AInSGA;,

% B t e
B AInSALE;, -0.0042 -0.03
P> AInSALE; xPBTD OVERCON;; -0.3168 -1.09
p3 AInSALE; xPBTD;, 0.4268 2.09"
Ps AInSALE; ;xOVERCON;; 0.2150 3.89™
Ps  AInSALE; XYRET;; -0.0004 -1.49
Bo  AInSALE; xEmployee;, 0.0780 3.86™
P71 AInSALE;xAsset;; 0.0010 0.04
Bs  AInSALE;,xSuc D, -0.0241 -0.95
Po DixXAInSALE;, -0.7737 -3.23™
b DixAInSALE;;xPBTD OVERCON;, -2.1226 -1.88"
pu DixAInSALE;;xPBTD;, -1.6427 -2.617
b2 Disx AInSALE;;xOVERCON;, -0.1202 -2.68"

Wt AR AR R LTI R AR A LT ERNE 28 R T RT
A K ARIE R TR T W T A A ARET o
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26 EBEAERIRT > 3 FERLBFEIHI AERALZEE (X))

AInSGA;,
% #c t B

P13 Dix AInSALE;, <xYRET;, 0.0009 0.60
Bia Dix AInSALE;,xEmployee;, -0.0448 -2.68™
Pis Dix AInSALE;xAsset;, -0.0315 -1.80°
Pis  Ditx AInSALE;;xSuc_D;; 0.0497 1.13

YEAR EFFECT yes

IND EFFECT yes

Constant 0.0229 0.70
ARG 4,191
R-squared (& i& {7 2 2 2_ cluster 4 7) 0.4608
F & 56.21

L "™ "™ 0w L FHEFREL 10% > 5% 1%

2. AInSGAir 5 — B4 F F % 21 Bp R AINSALE;, 5 & fje» 2 it B~ p R4l Dis &
BB YW T L 1 FRG 05 PBID, & A A g2 {2 B 5 OVERCONy & bR ¥ »
fﬁl;' +,, CiERAEL 1 ERE 05 YRET,;,&%W*% Employeei; 5 R 1 * #P~p R4 ¥ Asseti

T AT R Suc Did s BRSO LM e R 2P H P TE L 1 BRIS 00

(F)iEf a2 EEARIAFILBALTERD R

fw = BARR AP 0 A8 3 %% Malmendier and Tate (2005)2-#7 3 > #-n
LAEWT EN 2 B AR HZ{ G EPLEN 2 EIWA S F UPIREE A F T
@&guaﬁﬁigfﬂiam§°éEﬂﬁﬁéiﬂJhbiﬁﬂﬂ cHizh = & B

%Vﬂm%”“*i*ﬁ‘ﬁéﬁﬁﬁ~’Wﬂiﬁﬁﬁ4iéﬁﬁéﬁﬁ@

(OWRCQMJ ek v vl EH L E 2 I AR E FTRIE A 2 2 HA(2) 0 R
HEEI|FA T

d & 77w Po2 Hlcs-1.0424 2 E S%REF 1 (t - §£=232) 25821 &
BliF-ROBETHA{HRERD GHEADEET 0 @R P FHILA X B e
D P AR R S KRk o LA R i e 0 B i
-0.1451 = 2 1%% F 1 (t 33 £=-2.84 > p-value<0.01 ) > 7~ &2 31 & PlE- &> L 4
FRAEGERD GHETE . § RBEDFHART KA 3 22 5T R > Fla b
@*iiﬂ&°?*Kﬁ%&mﬂﬁmﬁiﬁ%%*ﬁw%’#%#%ﬁ°
E)FYEFET EFHFEARRE

Zolotoy, O’Sullivan, Martin, and Wiseman (2021) % & 1 & B % £ 3232 3

('stakeholder agency theory) % {7 5 3232 % (behavioral agency theory ) > 3% 5 ,f:q_ i
L e B ST M A R 0 3R A IR A AR R AR R Tk
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g XA ¥ G refd k842 58 o Balakrishnan, Blouin, and Guay (2019)4; ) &2
]hp}:l;"#gﬂ?m' ,QTaPE-f'r'}lF_t‘ ‘LFL%;_#E]]I/L’FJ\'P“ B#E]I/mﬁﬁmﬁﬁio* » A
Y ‘F:’C»Iv% GWAZTERD CHEFRARRLFE L ALFALZ PEF Y
£k

Fen I%a ﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁq“

t¥’@avﬂ% R - A EVHG R (AR ERER LS
LEF LI G A ERINE A A 2 P el (Ao EARE U 2017
Desai and Dharmapala, 2009; Kim, Li, and Zhang, 2011 ) o ]t » 22325 § % 22 4p
FOT A ¥R B E £ T R SRR BRI EERE 0 TR S A g
EFRFPEE NI L FHERASERA B (Vi E SEEAEY
% 4vjp) (Heaton, 2002; Niu and Zhao, 2021 ) » i&m & = & @ F 4L { 4c P &F o

PR T EARAET2ZEMRLIBZ T ENRAER 2 F 0P 2 @MRAAER > *F7
THRALRGEY 2P 2ZMET "qmﬂphlw\ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂwﬁTgﬁgké#ﬁﬁ
gt mlo PG A SRR § R R EL D AARRBAR A
0 " THEFFERDBRAEARFAFDEFLS L Afity L
ADTAXAVO,=1 5 F 2. » 4 2B B2 B SAAMRRLBFRR |30 m T L &R
AR R I AR g £ L] K o RIS ADTAXAVO, =0 > % 13% & ¥4 £ R g
AREREAEDEE L] o ik 2 1% ADTAXAVO;, ¢ S8k % b & £ 2 7 f kit
7 AEALARLEE > 700 R N R L2 TAXAVO,, i (7 A1 (2) 2~ Rl B % 4ok 8 #1T o

% 8 oz el :-04336 2 & 1% FW (t A3 8=345) xR A 5
ﬁ&wﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ-&ﬁ:’”gﬁgﬁﬁ@ﬁé' ¢%@WH’A%%
vz BR ooy AFEVRARER PR T L AAREFERRER B HEL

WBRP BZPBFELE-HHuEF2d2dAERML-
(=) * ¥ & Bcpe$tiz (propensity score matching) & {74 45
4 A D WA RER P R - B ARERE KR AEREA RETEA
WA s § o AEE B bERP RORARAERP RLRATNEFL
AR T LT AREERABFR) CEEA L ENL BTN AT B
e PR FHEEE AR e s dkfedtiz (PSM) ki FARR A 4T o
AT RBR P GEAERR GA RSP A 0 Jid Logit BoAI2 STAp ARpe ¥t
% (nearest neighbor matching ) #-Fe4p 07 A f2EFAR R 2 & £ W3H 5 Mo & i
(propensity score) » & {7 - ¥f— chfiedt o fedtip k £355 1270 £ A&7 A
Bk s A g F e fF A 47 o PSM e {7 5 & ded 9 917 o PSM enf i & & ik 1
BRASE - KoL GETEFLL BT NERL CEEARIZER P G
A AT o g B EERS P R AEAM LA L BR o

PORE T NP A ARERRF G E AR AR RRRE R TORAEFR RS
B AE? FH2 BEARPG o
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TR AL FREAL NV P R E R niT R o A Tl g
¥ g ERAL N REE (RD;, > Pop ¥l) AR ENS G BIAFEZ 0 F
EF AR EAE L NEER o A BRI L E2AEAL NG 00 HRhfPp

AREBETEETBERZ 0 ey FEBEL N FEREEAFIE 104 £ 10
B Bry2 #cs -1.2850 7 B S%REEp (t it B=-247) BA NPy g
4:,‘7_ L%yﬁi:}'@‘fj\?f]ﬁ}s‘zy‘_"r’r’ﬁﬁplgﬁ;/,/(#pﬁi*\ikﬁ]i %“T‘g’krﬁ'g’
g 4 };IJ o ?ﬁﬂfﬁ#ﬂ,ﬁ FAEHE X ANFEFRMEIE o

27 LEPEBAERE ET 0 ARREFEHA XEARLBE

‘?‘?

AInSGA;,
% #c t &
b AInSALE;, 0.0387 0.25
b AInSALE; ;xTAXAVO_OVERCON;, 0.1762 1.14
Bs AInSALE; i xTAXAVO; 0.0567 0.49
Pa AInSALE; ;xOVERCON;; 0.1942 3.41™
Bs  AInSALE; xYRET;, -0.0002 -0.65
Be  AInSALE;xEmployee;, 0.0685 3.86""
b7 AInSALE;;xAsset;; 0.0017 0.15
s AInSALE; xSuc D, -0.0385 -1.50
Po  DixAInSALE;, -0.8336 -3.45™
P Dix AInSALE;; xTAXAVO _OVERCON;, -1.0424 232"
B Dix AInSALE; xTAXAVO ;, -0.1870 -1.42
P2 Dix AInSALE;; xOVERCON;, -0.1451 -2.84™
B3 Diyx AInSALE;XYRET;, 0.0002 0.36
Pia Dix AInSALE; < Employee;, -0.0450 2,717
Pis  Dix AInSALE;, xAsset;, -0.0341 -1.96"
Brs  Dix AInSALE; *Suc D, 0.1416 1.74*
YEAR EFFECT yes
IND EFFECT yes
Constant 0.0162 0.47
RABRRE 2,589
R-squared (& it {7 2 & 2_ cluster 4 47) 0.3570
F & 30.60

L5 h w2 B F R 10%~ 5%~ 1% ©

2. AlnSGAi % — 588§ 5 % 2 1B p SRl s AInSALE; 5 8§ e~ 22 %1 B~ X480 Do s B
BRE FWH TS 1 BRSO TAXAVO., 5 e fi @ 42 &  OVERCON 5 4% % ¥ »
FEWMAERAGEE 1FRE O YRET 5 #3F5%; Employeeir 5 B 1 * 8P~ R ¥ Assetis
BT AP R Suc Din s miRRE O LY H e 2 e TS 1 FRAIG0



FIMAER PG AARREE S AE R MEE 107

28 EEAEREGT  AEPFLIARRETEHIAEARL PP

AInSGA;,
% #c t e

b1 AInSALE;, 0.0016 0.01
B> AInSALE; ;xADTAXAVO_OVERCON;, 0.0391 0.80
Bs AInSALE;xADTAXAVO;, -0.0159 -0.54
P+ AInSALE; :xOVERCON;, 0.2265 3.25™
ps  AInSALE;xYRET;, -0.0002 -0.82
Bs  AInSALE; xEmployee;, 0.0667 3.78™
P71 AInSALE; xAsset;, 0.0062 0.57
ps  AIMSALE;;xSuc D, -0.0376 -1.45
po Diix AInSALE;, -0.8395 -3.56™"
Pro Dix AInSALE; i xADTAXAVO _OVERCON;, -0.4336 -3.45™
P Dix AInSALE;;xADTAXAVO;, -0.1550 -2.55"
P2 Dix AInSALE;;xOVERCON;, -0.2168 -1.80"
bz Dix AInSALE;;xYRET;, -0.0001 -0.09
Bia Dix AInSALE;,xEmployee;, -0.0420 -2.55"
bis  Dix AInSALE;;xAsset;, -0.0418 -2.43"
Pie  Dix AInSALE;xSuc_Di, 0.0247 0.56

YEAR EFFECT yes

IND EFFECT yes

Constant 0.0220 0.67
HAERE 4,191
R-squared (& i& {7 2 # 2_ cluster 4 7) 0.4647
F & 58.17

Lo"s ™" 0w 4 7 B R 10% > 5%~ 1% o

2. AInSGAin 5 - S8 § § % 2 %1 P 2Hlics AISALE, 3 8§ e~ 2 1B~ A3 D s g i
FEH A TEL 1 FRE 05 ADTAXAVOy 5 SA ¥R F 15 2 AR R4 R 5 OVERCON: 3 I #%%
oo FEBAERPGE 1 BRSO YRET, 7 #3RFY 5% ; Employeeis 5 B 1 * #B~p R¥1HHc 5 Asseti
FRT AP AHE Suc Dk BREREOCIDH R PH L THEL L FRE00

29 M AKRET NP EA

Panel A: Logit 3] 2. B+ % %

7 B Z e
TAXAVO;, 0.4579 1.80™
IND EFFECT yes
Constant -2.3072 3117
RABRRE 4,176
LR~y 96.66

Pseudo R? 0.0196
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29 HwApHT 2R A (%)

Panel B: PSM fie 1 2 & & i B 12ie fF % %

AInSGA;,
% i tm

P AInSALE;, 0.4911 1.68"
B> AImSALE; :xTAXAVO OVERCON;, 0.6855 2.08™
B3 AInSALE;xTAXAVO;, 0.6545 2.417
P+ AImSALE;;xOVERCON;, 0.2173 3.50"
ps  AInSALE;xYRET;, -0.0001 -0.29
Bo  AInSALE; xEmployee;, 0.0583 3.237
B7 AInSALE;xAsset;, 0.0391 1.88"
ps  AIMSALE;;xSuc D, -0.0616 -1.36
Po  Dix ANInSALE;, -0.2543 -3.077
Bio Dix AInSALE; : xTAXAVO OVERCON;, -0.5395 -2.06™
pu Dix AInSALE; ;xTAXAVO,, -0.3011 -0.79
b2 Dix AInSALE;;xOVERCON;, -0.0871 -1.78"
b3 Dix AInSALE;;<xYRET;, -0.0024 -1.68"
Bia Dix AInSALE;, xEmployee;, -0.0633 -1.98™
bis  Dix AInSALE;;xAsset;, -0.1417 -4.05™
Lis  Disx AInSALE;;xSuc _D;; 0.2005 2.30"

YEAR EFFECT yes

IND EFFECT yes

Constant 0.0318 1.04
RABRE 1,270
R-squared 0.4651
F & 28.59

1 v~ o~ woh W] 27 B H K EE 10% ~ 5% ~ 1% ©

2. AlnSGAin 5 — B4 F 5% 2 %1 B Rl AInSALE;, 5 & fde » 22 %1 2~ R4tdc s Dy i
BESE EDH TS 10 B0 5 05 TAXAVO., 5 A2 ¥R 5 OVERCON, 5 % %
B FEMAERARL 1> BB 5 0 YRET, 5 4R 5% ; Employeeis 5 B 1 ~ #cBp A%
#e: Assetin 5 BF AP P REH Suc Din G mBRE 0 -1 HH P @2 A pie TS
1> 205 0-
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210 4erAm 3 F R N R AR AT

AInSGA;;
% #c t B

b1 AInSALE;, 0.3861 2377
B AInSALE;,xTAXAVO OVERCON,, 0.5498 1.53
B3 AIMSALE; XTAXAVO;, 0.6108 1.94"
P+ AInSALE; ;xOVERCON;; 0.1702 2.39"
ps  AInSALE; XYRET;, -0.0002 -0.33
Bs  AInSALE;,xEmployee;, 0.0614 3.21™
b7 AInSALE; X Asset;; 0.0109 0.41
Bs  AInSALE;<RD;, 0.0039 0.77
Bs  AInSALE; xSuc D, -0.0501 -1.95°
bio DixAInSALE;, -0.2602 -0.99
P DixAInSALE; ;xTAXAVO_OVERCON;, -1.2850 247
b2 Dix AInSALE;  xTAXAVO;, -0.0853 -0.60
B3 DiX AInSALE; :xOVERCON;; -0.1764 -1.71°
Pia DiX AInSALE; XYRET;; 0.0005 0.41
Bis  Dix AInSALE; < Employee;, -0.0660 -2.20"
Pie DX AInSALE; X Asset;, 0.0014 0.04
P17 DX AInSALE; :XRD;, 0.0162 1.80"
P8 DX AInSALE; xSuc_ D, 0.2323 2.62%

YEAR EFFECT yes

IND EFFECT yes

Constant 0.0185 0.57
HAERE 4,191
R-squared (& i& {7 2> & 2 cluster 4 7) 0.4628
F & 59.98

Lo "™ "™ 0w 4 m g F REE 10% 5%~ 1% °

2. AlnSGAir % — S48 § % % 2 1B p A4l AInSALE; 3 8 f e » 2 1 B~ p SR8 Dis &
R WM oA TES 1 BRSO3 TAXAVO, 5 AR ALR | OVERCON, 5 b 4% 5% % -
FERMAERAGE 1>FRE O YRET, 5 3R 5 %; Employeei, 5 B 1 * #cP~ p 2R 4H#c; Asseti
FRT AP RHE IORD, FAF AL DRI AEE Suc Did B R R 1 B H R o ot
QWM TS 1 FRIE0

iz~ 2%

FARY - B jﬁj"‘ HEVER PP R B REF 2722 AR 45K
ﬁﬁ_@[ﬁ%%’&”% {Ei%ﬂafm%ﬁ*’a\ AEFME M R A AF - R (Darabi



and Zamani, 2017; Xuand Zheng, 2020 ) » § # L fRivi S A ER p 1 §iF
*AEAE (hEEE L > 2021 ; Banker et al., 2014; Qin et al., 2015) > 3 = }l%fﬁ
MR P GG A ARG RGNS RERGZET 0 RFLEAERP
g g E e 5 (Chyzetal., 2019; llaboya and Aronmwan, 2021 ) - %]
PLo REEF B AR S B RSP 2013 £ 3 2019 # 2 TR k4R £ EARfLARE
ﬁgf$$@ﬂwﬂm1—ﬁ%ﬁ’{?%%%ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁé%1%§’ﬁ%*é

AEPOENFEFREEA LT ERD G AL FAMRRFE L NERLEF LT
F ML o

H;%%@ﬁgéﬁﬁ L3 ER P RETRTE RBAH A KD FF R
EOTE WA e TR © gl%ﬁﬁp@’ﬂméi7$$@ﬁﬁim@°

P FIERARFERD TR R T RRRELR TR LR
NPFERFTLEARNEAMZT 0 KIEAFR P COEFF & FERE S AEHAR
Fent e M@ {5 o 2N ERRR AT R B RET A2 SHE R -
AFTALRFRIEN PR S AERARL ] B LR HFRBIIHL 2
WA P I AR IR T R EAIE N L g BT g0
FHH TR LR RFRET R Fla 0 S AEHEORER -

AA TS G AT L ;ﬁﬁﬁ&’&;i’W$ﬁﬁWW*ﬁw?%
ik o u;gdzg 4}I7ffta‘5 A A :}’%E?j;‘fj{,iﬂﬁ &)iif%fg_ﬁﬁ;fm%s@fﬁ ESEIR R SN
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