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The Relationship among Political Connections,
Managerial Ability, and Firm’s Performance
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Abstract: Business and politics are closely intertwined. To create sustainable
performance for continuing business developments, firms will establish business-politics
connections through rent-seeking, and political contribution is one such means. Using
Taiwan Stock Exchange listed firms from 2004 to 2012, this study explores the effects of
managerial ability and political connections on firm performance. Firm performance are
measured by ROE, ROA and EPS respectively, while political connection is measured by
political contributions. Using the propensity-score matching approach, after adjusting for
the endogeneity issue derived from self-selection bias in political contribution activities,
the empirical results show that firms with political connections perform better than those
without political connections. The higher the firm’s managerial ability, the better the
performance. In addition, political connections established through political contributions
mitigate managerial ability advancement, which in turn has a positive effect on firm
performance. The study supplements current literature findings on political connections,
and also serves as good empirical evidence referral in understanding the trade-off
between a firm’s managerial ability and political contributions.

Keywords: political connections, managerial ability, firm performance

Associated Professor, Department of Financial Management, National Defense University
Ph. D. Student, Department of Business Administration, National Sun Yat-sen University
* Associated Professor, Department of Business Administration, National Sun Yat-sen University
™ Master’s Degree, Department of Financial Management, National Defense University
We appreciate the valuable comments and suggestions from two anonymous reviewers.
Submitted June 2018
Accepted April 2019
After 4 rounds of review
DOI: 10.6675/JCA.201911 _20(2).02

*k



FCSMS L F IR N4 g0 P ol MWL 175

#Tg%%aﬁé@ﬁm %#%ﬂﬂé’#Lﬂwnm &mﬁﬁ i edaal
o b ¥ H RpTipohl rz g % ;iifti‘xé«’“‘é?»% v # i TF4  (rentseeking) > & Tt
B o EEAW P Jlend > ¢ FWIUCFAREFRFRE - RA o FUR UL E
T2 RLEFEFTEOFL > 2 2R LRGSR FREGET EFLET TN
- BEEEE o b FL NBERH IO RN N2 20 N g RS iR e
(304 fF > 2010) > Fla 2 pek & o = 0 B o oo s F (1991) w i
i <<J’:ﬁ;“’ MafEd) - 3P RZ2 DA T AR EFR IS BhA BT
2 - o T A E B ES Txi&ﬁﬁm?lﬁ’— (2 A4 3 5% »2006) - %‘fj‘
Faccio (2006) BEHA P fEAY R FE S VER G R L B A

LR S R E RS R S A R L Ry ?
“W%M°@é%fiiélﬁw%%~ﬁwéﬁﬂ’*%me%miifﬁ
ﬁ,—ﬁ{u¢;_§?w@¢%ﬁﬁéﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁéﬁ’F—ﬁﬂiuéa%

i

B
i)
e
foit
*a
o+
¥

BREEEALF AR A B A stic A Ml ey > HY g F 2y
PR ot ELREPTAERBE TRI ORRLGFIAER 0 A2 18 AFHET
B A # Eﬁﬂﬁ%?f’?ﬁiﬁﬁl hit Goochk 0 BEF g RN TG MRS
EEFAMRGAET AN P NERYRF LT G WHRE SR kn .
B9 b pEF BB 2 p)z s FEFERALX F]F LI s P oMy - R
5 Py - ﬂ']“*'rﬁ“i?'*0??%“4@%‘#%%&@.3;&3:?9%"i

»2 —«‘Lﬁi ®F R ik g % (resource dependence theory ) BLEL > 5233 § £ ¥ o ¥ Lk
FERE O LTI H AR R R FORTOR S B A e F

?;)%r AR BLBEILE £ EFUSF AR T 0L & XA 5oy (Baysinger, 1984) o
oo 2P AL A AR ERA RS MG R PR R R
FAERE A 0 T € PR % 5 (Goldman, Rocholl, and So, 2013) ~
Il Fcfpendg s 4 5 (De Soto, 1990; Sapienza, 2004, Faccio, Masulis, and McConnell,
2006; Francis, Huang, Khurana, and Pereira, 2009; Faccio, 2010) ~ % F #ii< gy o
(Agrawal and Knoeber, 2001; Adhikari, Derashid, and Zhang, 2006; Faccio, 2006;
Faccio and Parsley, 2009 ) %

o

DopEmsiE e MG AR TROSMIR L 7 B AL TRP M AL TROAM B TRy

B o |
2OFRBFEAmE S FF Kotter (1977)%1#% 51 > 5n 5 F — B S B R ik 4f 3,‘%‘: b 3

H i
*ﬁilbm“ff‘/mﬁ"“ﬁf'ﬂ?%’“ § I e 'f’“i@i‘# R B2 B



176 % i ¢ 3+

w0 4 FCRR B E 3% o~ PR *W BA2 B E R G ORI RS B A
IR PR B A t,\ﬂmﬁi PR RN SR O R RE & AT
PO B g LR o &P F I F|Fos b B iJ" B2 FT PR R e I e R
&-J&ré‘-;:}ﬁ T ey % pariE gk (De Soto, 1990; Agrawal and Knoeber, 2001;
Sapienza, 2004; Khwaja and Mian, 2005; Bai, Lu, and Tao, 2006; Charumilind, Kali, and
Wiwattanakantang, 2006; Faccio, 2006; Leuz and Oberholzer-Gee, 2006; Claessens,
Feijen, and Laeven, 2008; Chen, Shen, and Lin, 2014; Houston, Jiang, Lin, and Ma,
2014; Shen, Lin, and Wang, 2015; Shen and Lin, 2016) ~ = 2 i i& 4% 2 (Roberts,
1990; Faccio, 2006; Knight, 2006; Francis et al., 2009; Goldman, Rocholl, and So,
2009)~ i enF £ A (§ 2B ~ AP EFE4RR 2 2012 5 Guedhami, Pittman, and
Saffar, 2014 ) ~ &% % ik % (Faccio, 2006; Leuz and Oberholzer-Gee, 2006; Agrawal
and Knoeber, 2001) % = 2 4 »xedk 2 (Li, Meng, Wang, and Zhou, 2008; Hu and
Leung, 2012; Su and Fung, 2013; Ding, Jia, Wu, and Zhang, 2014 ) % - e » %] 2 &R p >
SPEFEBHAFEF I T R Ao 2 NP +§ 4
5 Bl P?Iﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ& G (FlpweEx sy 0 2017)-

ER > HEFFREBEIUMF LG ALY AR AR R R

M@ 1+:% 4% (rational choice) | & B *» » » 325 XA F|ET msgﬁflg;j& i RS
H R A g g8 (free-rider) 3% (Olson, 1965) » bl4e§ Fefreiwcis 4 A fie
SEFRY FRF ST FRE 5T B FCRTF R 048 € (Rose-Ackerman,
1978,1999): 43 2 > FTin AR G - AL RILE R FEY A S 2 M R
HAFR i G2 FhF DRI N0 R RS F ﬁ%(mﬂ)
ENFoMREES /?;*Eifv’v%—i';‘lﬁwi— z’v’vﬂﬂ&» Flp oo FTABE S G
REREREE cbldr FIDTEF A F ?mﬁ—i Fooo®d B o d rsé]bk’ﬂt{f‘-]'
MR RS R R “*B? KE B EJ:)"—J-J,‘ "F? PR 2R A APHIRG ATR 0 RIBE S
7 e @ 4 5B (Shleifer and Vishny, 1994; Chaney, Faccio, and Parsley, 2011;
Borisova, Brockman, Salas, and Zagorchev, 2012 ) ; & & = @ K p § soic M M2 412
BEBRS GZECE LD REFRE (BREFTEFT FIHER %fi72017;
Bertrand, Kramarz, Schoar, and Thesmar, 2004; Fan, Wong, and Zhang, 2007; Boubakri,
Cosset, and Saffar, 2008; Menozzi, Urtiaga, and Vannoni, 2012 ) ; # & 83 e 3 1|5 2
RO T (RAEF gt 2016) * -

EFEFRLAOD DTG P m+"‘l‘7¢§f’£‘” SRR APFL > FHRE
FELCPEFT AL Farn T R b b S A58 5 B2 7 g
%@ﬁ&’%gﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁwﬁjé%%@??%ﬁ*k’g%ﬁ&wg
2§ ehif @0 < (Fisman, 2001) - & # - & hd > FUsHM B 2P EA4 21
PEF TP FA bl BEREDPT RFER2 ol 5 MDD 7 FE ¢ 54
A e E B Fﬁﬁﬁﬂ&?%{iﬁiﬁ*ﬁ B ifeen 90 B g T % (‘3*555‘”4?]25.’ ES R

il BN W i d

‘Iﬂ\“\

1|
&%

- amy
Wi



FOSBEE S B IR E G4 B0 P gan BEEE 177

20115 A% s RE B2 54 2014) A A FEAFUSAPER P BTN A P
Foh 5 M P9 3 @€ 5 R dp (Fisman, 2001; Faccio and Parsley, 2009 ) -
ﬁaﬁwﬁﬁﬁwM%HM%ﬂﬁﬂii’ﬁ%uz\ﬂmﬁi BREGIA L
LG S sin A F 5 B Rk 'L‘aﬁtir‘fhéﬁir A R AT G Hl
EFMEIR (75 005 28 hiady o B2 7 R F BB AL 2 2 in il
BHH R A F AT Do B B SR E R B ¥ A0 (Knight, 2006;
Claessens et al., 2008; Cooper, Gulen, and Ovtchinnikov, 2010 )~ = # i & 3§ c ( Roberts,
1990) % - & Goldman, Rocholl, and So (2009) &8 #* § ¢ #& % > FricF 47 i
AR P - B ek 0 A EER O U HE R TRE MRS
7 (2016) “HBRFE ALY &@4&1ﬁz,r[§%$mﬂﬂ?lﬂ’“ va o & ¥R
N 354 J{,p§k$,pﬁam— A 5 Leam@d £ FEEIFRA R A3 F RAI R
Y RIS (TR 0 o anliEs J}'{-ﬁ‘;‘? .77;‘«15’“ ¢RIk AR Iﬂ_‘;mm—g PE+ 1?—%‘%?_}1‘ a8
Sy oyt SRR ES Y AR LA L DT RPN E L AP S
B R IR AL A & 5N méﬁ/@,— (co-optation ) < F7 12 i B34 BB F R E
oA BB E RERACRR TR E L g4 B R e A EPHERS - A
CSL 2"’4&1@?%&5’71&{@5‘3%7" LA R AIE A g B ARl R
SEph P Jiiéﬁﬁgﬁvﬁij;}% SESALNPET > A BB RGBS ST
A2F AR PF G PR RS TR EOITER K EH o AR E
WAREEELT G Hrchie ﬁlﬁ-éﬁﬁﬂ% 78 1% 5 2 ETrcio b B chik gy o i*uﬂ—\v
TR RATE YR o
2008 cHi P e&RA Y 2 ERI S EIFHFFHEI-FALEEREE
2008 + X & chaff 1t 2007 # %13 7 £)21.56% > £ .4 %17 § Wik F 2695 (G
# »2008) ; ot WFEEZE 23k & é’p ABINAFFENERY > A AFFE QP T
ﬁiéfﬂﬁl}od%\ﬂmp? CEBHE AP RN AP B F
FRIE R E L _rmgg FH NP e AL L AR e ?i Hambrick and
Mason*+1984 & % 1 e% & 1% (upper echelons perspectives ) » i 5& ¥ 144395 B F#
Fpendd i 2 SRl &£ £ en v #H H {8 % 5 @ Carmeli and Tishler (2004)m£ﬂ;g%§
B pRE NG &P ARy B Chemmanur and Paeglis (2005)4p &t > #5 % &
B R DEEBEZ 2P > T sl d m;fh? ‘,‘—.tab"%za»m?,l‘*’ﬁ Ao HHIK
TWER x4 L REL I T %llfﬂ,iﬁovm;fh;n,i—%\’rz Flh BT
»z # (Chemmanur, Paeglis, and Simonyan, 2009 ) - # 3 41| /5 /&4 RSchumpeter (1912)
EEFHA LGAIARF2 - TYBACTEFHO P FRE N Ppmg
iﬁﬁ%mﬁﬁowﬁpiﬂ{@ﬂ’ééﬂﬁﬁjﬂ%”iﬁﬁﬂ’%??ua
SRl BV R TG A e TR AE FRB O AT F 0 T
- F 2 5A & (Douhan, Eliasson, and Henrekson, 2007 ) -

o g

&4


http://www.npf.org.tw/author?query=%E8%AD%9A%E7%91%BE%E7%91%9C
http://www.npf.org.tw/author?query=%E8%AD%9A%E7%91%BE%E7%91%9C

178§ g3+

AT FH R A LR PR E MR L B
+%ﬁ@%km?wﬁa4Aﬂ%&ﬁwﬁﬁ&ﬁ’ﬂ'ﬁﬁﬂﬁzﬁﬁ${ﬁ

™
- RS o blhe o 2 2P ks H 42 P & (Yung and Chen, 2018) ~ * i
o @ F 3 A prepk ' (Krishnan and Wang, 2015) ~ i@ & 455 + = (Demerjian, Lev,
Lewis, and McVay, 2013; Garcia-Meca and Garcia-Sanchez, 2018; Gul, Khedmati, Lim,
and Navissi, 2018 ) ~ #r4] @4 ¢ 127 2 (Huang and Sun, 2017) ~ #f 4v 2 2 e * 3=
% 2. % % (Bonsall, Holzman, and Miller, 2017; Cornaggia, Krishnan, and Wang,
2017) ~ 3 e = @ A5 e ens € (Jiraporn, Leelailai, and Tong, 2016 ) ~ % M p44% &
@ ic it (Gul et al.,, 2018) ~ *% < p43F & 47 i 4£ (Wang, Chen, Chin, and Zheng,
2017) ~ # B F & 4448 2 (Garci-Meca and Garci-Sanchez, 2018) ~ &+ %
fi7 % (Koester, Shevlin, and Wangerin, 2017) ~ > 3= % £ ! (Krishnan and
Wang, 2015)~ % i g P pr o P N E Mg Y R e F A L2 5 (Krishnan and
Wang, 2015 ) ~ 3 4c 7 1 73 2= (Jiraporn et al., 2016 ) ~ # 4 4% 3 »c 5 (Gan, 2019)
FodAwmitea- REZH > A7 UERBG fEFIFAH2EILLFELI AL F
4 {z}?.&ifzwgﬁﬂ R4 gz dnmaPEn u;aﬁ FEIRKTWE ~ EEFT
FRR S RIRRT j"‘uk’l KESFRGEN A %'{%ﬁ’—f“ﬁ*’iﬁ@’”ii?ﬁ?ﬁ
S P LI A Ng‘—zé o F B[Pt v g kv ik ffsDemerjian, Lev, and McVay
(2012)4% d1enFE AL & & 47;% (Data EnvelopmentAnalysis DEA) £ Tobitit iF ~ 47 %
ARERLGE LSS P X4 28 & 4% Demerjian et al. (2013)
2T A4 A= m?I""ﬁﬁb ARECE > RAREH S P i o
BEARFOOMT L EER R R A G EOFEEES LLFH DA R
o d WA BEERILBAT L 0 O 7#_;&«7,45 e 2 “@ FEE o :’f?g“ﬁ I
4 oapehg 12 ﬂﬂi"w PR F RFUSMIE TR LRI o kA2 D %f?ﬂ—l—‘ﬁm
ot A E DR e o P P R O F RS FARGTRE rﬂﬁvﬁﬁi‘ L 8
B3 P P TR F AP R E R T ARG L0 PR AL g - BT S
#a m{ FE R EFEIPE @Ei@f’ns#ﬁ“ﬂ% ki B i R i K- P
SO NP AP e pED - RPPES RIS R SN
i%ﬂ%&"%{ma’” AR L o A M- HA B R B gt HaF FoA
2t Gk AT ERINDT G REEITe R EE 2 A Fn Mg R
EFEAFHR o prip e L 2 2 A sl S AR £ R A PR DiE
MG M Glde o O 8 RA S BRI 2 e~ 5 SERGEFIEREE o
N ?ﬁ 7R (2016) ¥ -4 4 ¥ & ®2008# = £ :f%fmﬁzm[;kfﬁtm? A YT
FHER L ERESRARF M e KT B—’zya}?kﬁ‘/pﬁ“ B *+ &  Cooper et al. (2010)
Jm%ﬁ,pguﬁ GO RARPRE R PRS2 P R e EEE R iR
IR L He S PR G '% S BN f T 'F AN NS | - T AT - S SN N S N, SN s
TS HFLXEREEA T AEA Y Mg FORN T i~ A Y E



FCSMS S F IR R4 g0 P Hon WL 179

GRS P Ry F Ao 2 6 R 1 6| B IR PRI FUSE R M T
LR SR ER A 2 2 fOr AR B AL 75 R

i T %ﬁ?i’fﬁﬁ§%§iiéﬁ%%7§iﬁp %Hak?ﬁﬁ“a

B OB R R

e M BT IR P R Pl P TR e 2 R ;f?r']%‘ b’“r%fg@ o

iéu%%&imﬂ'iiﬁﬁéﬁépiﬁﬁ’ﬁwﬁﬁiﬁw‘I ~

wAHE P hEEE ~CEO~ A

AP M 5 kv e @ LT ARG £ TF L 28R B % =K

= * e & Bcfe$t2 (propensity score matching method, PSM) kg oo E#Fjngya

;;chz? Fonp AER AT F K 2R AL o 8 0 ik 5 5 Demerjian et al.

(2012)# 21 e#DEA ¥ Tobitie i A FEABEFARE N B3 FoPhi ey

Fad Ao FREFFR ()G sUSKM IS 7 g RE ST B o P ahly

B AT S (2) P B LK a4 g By '*9:%« Mg RS Q)T Fad

IE—’.—F{ Hodg»mg 2ot gk X34 Esﬁﬁ'«:m/;’c > AraE 22§06 M T R

A TEHF LTS %L?)*Jc (1) A i "féﬁi Demerjian et al. (2012)3% 1§78 # 32 &
49&*%&’&%M5y§ -ﬁﬁ#%?ﬂﬁﬁiﬁ P B AR
FooleEs gt %?‘?ﬁ PLRRFELED G #*?@*&*%ﬁ?ﬁ
BE O FTNUERA BTSN 2 )1%7“ PR GQAT P K’(a ﬁ;];kﬁsz%_% i
» P|ETFC o M2 RIREEFEAY O RARFTCME - P EX A fo 4 B P g B
B2 SR AR T G ML v Rt EATR BE SR (3) AT IS JTI‘/\:'}EJ‘;%E\‘

N

=

o;

BRAFEEGA BRF I LALHI AT > A R RER LRI IR
o WA HEM AR TR 2P F AR MR 2 2P R EAL K

AT R P et R PR o

ﬂ\é.{f_jl}jé‘:ﬁ-aiﬁ%“”;‘tﬂfn,“ﬁ\'“gél}%m&gg‘ i EmLE s o B RE
AT RY . P RREE TN REFE cFEELNZE: SN2 FTREIAR Y
DREERAEDRS ) SESLFHEL T B8 5 2HhEER-

R RTEREFY BRRLE

ﬂx%ﬁ'}“éﬁié}gké#—w&:iéf‘a@%ﬁ 2P ERE MBI PR B0 P ol
ERETEAEES (0] R AN EEN - RURE - RNAE od il R e SR U SR S g
- S PSS AP Y

E¥Ez HFGF L (rentseeklng) W EFRE /Eﬂmbﬁaé_ ol i3 s g 3 Jﬁ
Tullock (1967)4; 1 » ¢ ¥ 1T 5 & e F 212 A HiE £ B



180 § ik g3+

Hard ¥ 2 A L hiF 5 o gt o) e e o Krueger (1974) 8.5 % % I FA21E 4 o0
\ﬁgﬂ TS W ERS BT D L e s cE cH ¥ FaL
FABANER - FA - HEHF A LSBT FREEREE 2 R FRILE
ERUTEIC f<7r1§%$%‘ﬁﬂﬁ‘ AAEELSPRERREFSRS  fF R FUsrR
A FRSMGBRIT Qoﬁ%%(m%)&(&%wﬁﬂ§>—%ﬂ&ﬁﬁgf
EFFIFrToM o LR Gd N fhie s E R E ER JUSHT 0 2 S
WEr BAERITKREEFILM G o
WA AFe AR 2T P o HE OB R R R T A A S5 (D2
PgEE SCEO~ A %A BT ’b?@izﬁzf‘j-é‘ﬁma’\#w’ﬁ B N EIL A
fiEd § Iy (RR gtk 0 2017 ,:«véj » 2005 ; 5E,M4=] BrsE g 5 2011 ;
¥ ﬁiA’mu,;%%*LIa 2014; e £ %4 2017 RIEWE 25T
2017 ; Schipper, 1989; Shleifer and Vishny, 1994; Leuz, Nanda, and Wysocki, 2003;
Faccio, 2006; Boubakri et al., 2008; Ferguson and Voth, 2008; Goldman et al., 2009;
Chaney et al., 2011; Borisova et al., 2012) ; (2) & ¥t £ F Fet iz iE 4 & 5ol 3
FEF (? J81 8 F48 5 2001 5 3 S48 i3 5% > 2006 ; #54RE - 2009 ; L
ES

A
R R SRS AL aaE ﬁitifiw Mm%@%ﬁfi a &M\*—}iﬁ%"ﬁ P @ LA
TEA gk tAE AR (RAR) A Lo A m TR 2 2 T fp b AT
EIS N o A ﬁﬂﬁiié%@%ﬁifi (223 ,%' »2015; %k~ % iz »2016) -
MR FC e MIE S O Bt S BB B Y G o HrTio ML B
ﬁ,uéﬁiiié\CH%%&i a%gﬂﬁfﬁ&éﬁTA# el
AR B i § T :%ff:iél%éﬁéi ¥7 IZ\#‘;L?/*V?IFL CEEE AR A 2 pTipia e A
FEaic L A H B P e bldeo Lietal (2008)i5 B B £ E g 4 3 N0 RS
P atio BT R ’,u:@i EFFEEANAELENEY WA AR € (Chinese
People’s Political Consultative Conference, CPPCC) ¢ R % 5 5o b B cn2i| 7 ik 4 >
g ondp R 7 A 4R B 3 (return on assets, ROA ) % " i 1 & 47 fv & (return on equity,
ROE) #r8 o @ Foc; F p%’?m BT FUA R BT ATRR
AT ORA ST AIF 2RI e oA DD BN d S Feo A
Ptk A RRED XD EFERBERM S BEL %f*owaMFmg
(2013) 11 ¢ 3+ 5 2cdp 5 ROA 2 7 3 »cdp 1 Tobins Q 58 2 & 5 2%pF (8 4 > 50 M
BB NGB R e I LRI RS 2P oz B § H -
F H R PO BTk SR P ST Y L R Rern i g 0 & R P TR S Rt
e BRI en fArT s B i S £4p 1250 - Ding et al. (2014)% Hu and Leung
(2012)7 12 ? WD 2P SATT 4% 0 # 522 Suand Fung (2013)— s Eenik & o
WEho Ff %i%i?ﬁmﬁ’¢%?4$iﬁ$wﬁiﬁﬁ’i§{
Tt EAMIE S FRs A A AT fF AL PN EG TR R B



Fooo B - ?12-;‘]‘ fe 4 B o P ez MEE 181

A RIS RERRER IR 22 F s TIPSR BENEFRE FRER P RL
5 vk o b4e > Bertrand et al. (2004)2. F R S AT 0 2 RE K FUSKM A2 o
EHFGe P FENERDPF R RER I ERFTLNAgH > L ER
Ja\ FEAA & & o Fanetal (2007)\&’5"’1‘&‘9 » ¢ W CEO 7 suipi g en
2 EF o AEN T BB N P a2 K Eaa kB AL o Boubakri et al.
(2008) 2 ¥ [&];‘T“rf‘”ﬁ LA ;;p;i‘wi’:-}g(  BESFIR o FusA A~ ;”r—‘f"ﬁ Lo
F ALK F i~ 14 o Menozzi et al. (2012)h R S S kT o A1l o x F
%2¥5ﬁﬂﬁkigd¢ﬁ£ﬁiéfa§%§—ﬁ AR R & m%m{ﬁu 1o R p ?,i‘j AN S
A (2017) 12 2005 # 3 2011 #2. SR AT H Y > AR S BB
1%§§1$§{@%E@ﬂ#ﬁ&?ﬁ~%%ﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁ$%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ
%zﬁﬁ@%gf@ﬁ;ﬁpziéﬁ% B LG R 07 BHEE

Frz (ROE) &7 H-4 2z (Tobins Q) # MR FHRL -

%‘fi Baysmger (1984)11 FORRIEIL BB o § & R RO Ol
ﬁ?’“—i“if”% irgﬁ@fﬁﬁﬁxﬁfimmﬁjﬂi* 2= I H’ﬁ#gﬁ
'w\”ﬁlrféﬁv-”?* Pk EF L ARIAMER T TREEPE b EnYE
( Schuler and Rehbein, 1997 ) - Keim and Baysinger (1988) 11 R4 L A T
J;:vr‘;; Miad o d g E AL GRS A A R Hend RS 2 7 EnaTie

et (TEE) ARAFRE FOUART  FULER BT R 5 LA Y]
B3 EIAER o ot 3 g S ANIT R il o s ek FTR B 2 prinid B
BRIITRG U AT TR 0 2 LR G REIUT R nF AT S
R p I T*‘u— B FRAIE A S e P A
mig%f-&ﬁa P S SIS SRR S M S Fiar i
17 5 H8Tpci e B BB enik dg o 4RSI H &8 0 7 ol 2 B L o

%ﬁ—%%Wvﬁéuﬁ${@4%ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%@%i?
)}gknj& Do P pl Py 2 RAE A SRR AL B - and I (Roberts, 1990; Knight,
2006; Claessens et al., 2008; Cooper et al., 2010) c AT HAZ GHRFELEELT ]

3 o

Nowhg Tl
e ﬂs‘*

)

yul

T 0 FUp H AR
EFILEI 7 5

m“?ﬁ%%ﬂ’ail?iﬁﬁé%ﬁﬁ%%pﬂi WG o ERALTS
AeE s fEREST A CREBFWPLED #%’ S AP LR Y
.fsquex;,ir;rz{f\ﬂ Rt AR gﬂzmw;% CHERFF 3R % (2016)
12 2006 # 5§ d % 1503 B %Y i%@a»ﬁ%% ﬁgmwi“:E 1:E

USRS AR T i&@mﬁﬂmﬁé ?ﬂ%z%%%
Mo G 60%:n A B B ASGA & E R BR300 P URE o RS KA A
UFFEFFML S Frpriop £76 7 i 4 £ 02 § R FBREAR > 2
AR EAR A o IH ETE R T AR i I“*i‘é\rs CRTAFTLEF ARG R
g?uﬁ?#ﬁ%vﬁﬁ%%¢%’ﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁ@mﬁvﬁqg [ Rl
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EEML FETOs R R - BAA B L] Lo g ¥ § IR A Rnd hock
R %S e FALGE o SiROBEY BT ST TRREEGDFE T
EELTRREEFRR Y O R B gt i v 2 - ;I&{Jz;;gkg IE
”%?—%”%?ﬁﬁﬁ’uﬁﬁwwﬁiﬁ?%mfﬁo
ZFEHE(2007) g8 d N SR EES Y ARG RBE LT R FERL

%Wﬁﬂ’g E Kmﬂérﬁm%@ia?uéﬁ%ﬁ\WW#?‘@mJ
oS @R s REREED %'*fsf\*mmﬁﬁgs:ga— a2 P15 ot
i

7 ’rF‘J B RAFFERAEA (2017) 2 FEERE T 0 L s TR 2 F
£f 3z (ROE) ¢ ﬁﬂ;’—‘** (Tobins Q) Lb&?-ﬁﬁi; ;e g 0 A2 BIZ 4R
o AR A EI T HBEEFREIE AL TS
2 g% % ~CEO~ * %A & Ff ”“ﬁﬂjfi’ﬁ'{ﬁri‘f(ié’\iﬁ"ﬁ
B2 FATTE S rie MR Ry 0 (2) kAR 0 A U
eEREEYERER A A F AR BERF 1%:&5;5:’;; P ERT G g
‘ﬁiﬁ%@uﬁﬁﬁt z 7 a%v;hﬁw%ﬁjnrw%ag b BT R LS
PR ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁaﬁimﬁﬁg%ﬁrl??i"*“fgiﬁ’i 4810 P AR B e SE L PTik
FE ATy - BT EFRHL:

3

%Z;ﬁ A IR (L) A g
H| ik gy o

TNy
O
il

=

Hl: 2 P 3@ rtippt £2 2 pUp @ BOFAF S /-7 27 Hoxe

EN L S ERF-ELE i

?¥>E%w5aﬁm&%’aﬁﬂﬁﬂ FRFDPDEATE B E 2V
EEJ_AF“E‘M FARGO2 7R AL ag g AT kG 111’_—%,;‘;4 ) B
BEBEN A ML 0 % S AFHE L PRI e o blde o Milbourn (2003)3%

P B R CEO™ MR A B Fo s () 1 AR R4 Rk K g
B CEO; #r3%F7 3 ¢ CEOAAEAES | * ch=t ek 17 5 F I K iy 4 ni I e o
Malmendier and Tate (2009)p 1 > — &g sw & B feshiE M endg s p A CEO > 38 5 &
TR RS AT RPRP 2 BRI IS Vi hiel
CEO# = & g% 84%7% 4 % iv # - Dyreng, Hanlon, and Maydew (2010):% 2%
o FRea g Ao 4 7 ugga @ 4 2 fdg sk - Carter, Franco, and Tuna (2010)
% Fee and Hadlock (2003)=%= 7 &1 > B F¢ 2 ? X PRSI EVRA T - > (FehE

PUER  EFA T MR A ERENHE 2P Dk %Fﬁ’m%zrﬁiip’% o)
ARV S 2 L E Y 5 o Switzer and Bourdon (2011) 14 2 @ ph $R5IE 5 K BE S fE 3
%Wﬁﬂﬁ%?ﬁﬁ?%@?ﬁ@i&ﬁ’?%%ﬁ’%%E@%&ﬁijgﬂg
BF f;u],ﬁ B Py iE 43}%» v Foom B LB R E AR T B B ,mr;.,,x 2
2B g e 4 o Chemmanur and Paeglis (2005)48 3¢ = @ ¢ L4 8 ~ IPO2 & 2
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ﬁ.”‘%ﬁ% FAMELAYEG 2L MG ZFLRRNT  FEK
J\ﬂ@EIPO« gl *@'f‘:ﬁf:iifé‘*ﬁ&irﬂﬁ%ﬁwi% FERBpORT RE (&
BFR) ATERE A DF e BN F A B Sk (2008) Y EILE 4

r% HEFF P BNRREEEFR FF FREERTF R bR A g ZEG

P EFIE R E o

Fli o e Hd - kFF e (Jensen and Meckling, 1976 ) » qd LA

AEFRMFRER OS> m pRY a4 b2 s ’s:i*#?l#'f*ff%mlﬁ LA
SR RMB TR Y B Al g et 2 P E 8 A endk 2 (Hayes
and Schaefer, 1999; Leverty and Grace, 2012 ) # 3 {1 55 35 #Schumpeter (1934) 4+ %4

EF2ALFE-HERFENT T ERRMA oL > LA FAEL S
PR YEERS S H TR - S g FAL LR A R R Al
R PRI HALARS BT L LR B L i
?Zl?&ﬁi&{f'lmﬁk ﬂbﬁ&’%lﬂ’kfﬁnbﬁw’ ‘i‘%\'ii\'ﬁg—“ﬂi’ﬁﬁ

1% ; Douhan et al. (2007)2_ #= 3 % 39" £ 4% 7 Schumpeter (1934) AL E RN LS
WA AR F L - TR

p < Demerjian et al. (2012)+ 154 DEAZ Tobitit §F » 47 % 5 PR &3 5 5 7
ﬁﬁ@*ﬁﬁw’wﬁﬁ PR~ G S AP MR R Y 0 ¢ P T
HEE LB T O WEREEN AP - REES - R e ik
T AR AT SETHEZ YRS > AR LFS FRE R Al i
Jp¥ B & # Demerjianz_ e3¢ 1 7 %5 i A Jx & 2 #rde> T ¢ Demerjian et al. (2012)
S ERENE RPN FHERFN Y ZAAMF L REAL R AP FHRA R
B3 (2008) iy R0 FRBGOFEE NS RE SRPIEAEE
LR RS 2 PR MBS 0 2T FRBEEF R e i
Rz pR PRt THERNSE B sl T R R T RFE B2 A A
TERZRDYFREEFF Bk

= Forik A > Jensen and Meckling (1976)£2 Schumpeter (1934) % FH M ¥
WEn A N EETFRFN AP EYERY €& P28 112 Douhan etal (2007) ~
Hayes and Schaefer (1999) ~ Leverty and Grace (2012) % k% j £ 21 2% (2008) % %‘f
FEREER AT LIRS de LAFTHA Z RS B a
Sy EEAY FAEROIEY D F AT P gk > R EFEYRS FRA
A EBRET RO A AT B AR FEIZI P wm DA
% = B Y EEH2

-n\

+

H2: §IB4iid flam 27 i gt o
. *3"’-%,‘ 4 N Fo MBI O P

ot
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g E S koo 4 R 4~ 3 L@ A4 FA

poA e £ 2 el sz (allocation efficiency ) S, B 0P HNAIRTL R KR o &

FLP B RAITER AR DEAREY > BF AN MERGYE A ARG §FE

Mt e SHEETICHEYERE TR DA g RN - BAER L H

ARG - HAFREAOEBEL LA Y gk T L ¥
L S & 3

PH LG G ETHAOERE LRGP E IR R 2P ok
S EO RS B S S U SN E I PE RN S
fRhL- R EETRBMEG RGP FRET NI RSB AWEYT A
Gk 4 FFRFR MR D PS4 SR arOsF AR ;’ﬁl-}u%fs?;"i 7
oz kT 0 0 P xii%@ﬁ%mf Iﬁi?ﬁi~’{%ji§
Bodte > 27 8 ¥y S B LB JIEF R Eam o o1 A2 ig-
Bt fEL A ED P EwE T fgﬂﬂnbiﬁv FHA A D § ook

%

&
o LT EAT VB @A 2 Ao MR E o § T T A M
¥ H o "*’Hmf’ﬁ@ %%rjr’\ PR A S R A R

H3: it 4 o P ircd 4 chi ook > § X3 2 PG lstinf g2 = Hin

% Lucas (1990)# &1 4 4 F AP 2 p 2

L AR RO A £ AR SRR OE 370 A B
R FTae 4 P Bt Ififl}gﬁ_im& F.*

zk ’;fi_ (stock) N e e\ £ (endogenous growth ) 3% = 2_ »
AR FHH O ELFC 2ﬁlrﬂ?rq—ti’i‘g?"3ﬂ FAAFAA S AXAFTARME
A2 oL FEFIRFEFPARTERES > EHRA AR F PN AT o Fpt s 2 %W«F\ 4

#:ﬁvxﬁ*’émm—m»;’TFI&ﬂ'z\?m»]z»wigaév Hfﬁﬁﬁ:,k{e
YOFRM 2006 & 110 5 p o g EAkREE Y A~ drd RS S W KA 0 A 8l p
http://hunter.104.com.tw/edm/BEP00-00001- 934/01.htm o

° T’iﬁ_%p‘i&m\ﬁaif}: Wt F e B A 5A % Fyke - jmd £ d & £ 5AF RN E > 2 Porter
LA BTGHN AP PR 2 i P B4 ATRE 11 SWOT 2 HET A
EEREAY > UG NP S B AL FTRARE RS ERIFEZEP A L EDL Tl o

r] s Wernerfelt (1984)#% ) 7 ik A #3235 (resource-based view ) BLEL » 4 0 2 @ TR 1A 3§
VFRREZRSKFE)ZEVTR(BH-A S TABRF L .%‘f’}‘éiﬁ_lré"u"‘i)§

%‘f Pk A EF 4 Porter LB AL EP oL 222 A0 R AR AL F L
;‘i,_ffj,);;yqr’" A AN PRGFOFTATIEFTRFELEN > et R FIRA 2 opo Ry
4 o )Iﬁq‘:u’ R F ,&rép{ﬁ%mﬁﬁ IR AN Hip#i 4 (unique) #& i@ &)
AEFE L FPRMERPELA A LZRBENIFE S GEA TP PRI A AT UAHE R o
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$ PR

MERAEREE AR EFE B R E R P
ez P E AR LR END RS I PFERATRE R -
- S BERTITEAFTE
(- )ik 78
Ao iriEA AR (ERE SRR 227552005 EAE S FRELE
> 2013 ; Dingetal., 2014) 4 * " A F F 45 (ROE)~ F A F (ROA)
21 % g 4k (earnings per share, EPS) % = & ¢ 3" A # h»edp Rk F g o 7 5oz
LR B TR L AT
1w iz p s (ROE)
SRR €3 B EE N MEY LN TS E e AP R LS
?a%%wt’wﬂﬁ”i%ﬁn CRIESEE R
AP SF (ROA)
S HTE P gt HE R Léi“é“** FECHFZEPALL g 1R
feffez @ RN A RARERFRBYRAEE RIFL T
3. . @4 (EPS)

AHPR ST MR BB R E IR L B e Rk

(F)L &R ERLFL
AV AZORPIRELSFUSHIBE B F N4 0 LR R T TR LT
1. ssM e (PC)
F*F 3 %4 (2012) ~ Jayachandran (2006) ~ Knight (2006) ~ Claessens et al.

(2008) ~ Goldman et al. (2009) ~ Cooper et al. (2010):fr8 = 38 > F = & 7 58 JZ:;‘;;}EL;
g rpuipd By R4 PCES L FRIG00

2. §m %44 (MA)

2 ik %/gé?'ﬁDemerjian et al. (2012)# ' 7+ DEA Tobitix ﬁﬁ/v\ﬁ&: ER R |
kiz s 87 f%éaﬂz‘ﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁ Ao ph ok AEYSNP-E L ARE =
(decision makingunit, DMU ) » &> 4 2w %% > § % B DMUig_ MBEY N b
At AR PE o PR DMUAR $3 H # DMUALS G »ed 5 3 2 0 308 R
poenH s DMUZ 2 g~ e 8 > FAGR S A E RS HE o Boj s 2 DMUh
¥ TF B L L Fm s H i engp e i8] 381 ¢ FrCharnes, Cooper, and Rhodes
(1978)# 1 ehCCR-DEAR- ;¢ -
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Demerjian et al. (2012)3% 5 » ¢ B FF pE g & 20k f—?}\ T G Y
= mfgm ) @ F G4 m?yﬂlﬁ]]‘;\"’ Vi ,g»lw); A{i mﬁﬁi/i‘ﬁ\’ F L f ”‘%’Ié TP
PFrEFNUTERECTAE (77 % £0FA) 42 8 2 CCR-DEAH S
H1P S fiche T L

X0 — Sale

vlCoGS +v28G & A+v3PPE +V 4OpsLease

+Vg R&D+v6Goodwi I+ V4 OtherlIntan @)
3¢ > Sale# 4 }1 foer 5 CoGS# 4 | = & ; SGRAX S F 7 * > P F7T e 7 ¥
;g};,]&ﬁﬁ BEA SRV AZ *fuﬂw;ﬁ%ﬁ ' PPELEF A ~ Fu5 2 T-kn% ’
R AR %% P B R FAFD 0 #4524 # ~ i 2 K Opslease# i '
EFRY U ARSERFRH EFEOITRETE S R&D%«/ip’"}? * o 1ubE ﬁMﬂ
TR %}?Eﬁ ; Goodwill 75 2 » dg T A F A L BREE E S A SRR AT I
WFA PG ARG EEEHLE Otherintanp £ 2 8 8 F A - FAL F 4
Jepr FA g AT A (Otherintan=£ 2, F A -F# ) ¢ 727 LH -] 4
fr¥ s mﬁﬁﬁi'g»]&:» ‘ﬁ’}f@“ *z ﬁvi’g prEpiE g HASEE &R

Hs Loag ;AQ@CCR DEA%s;\ *ha Bk kR P P
¥l B R¥eo BT 6 enTobite fFHCT

Firm Efficiencyi =yt In(Total Assets)i + a,Market Sharei

0 2

+ a3Free Cash Flow Indicatori ta, In(age)i

+ aSBus siness Segment Concentrationi

+ag Foreign Currency Indicatori +Yeari e, 2)

1387 s In(Total Assets) & B~ p 2R $t8cfs ey % F & 4447 © Market Share £ 7 § & » &
SR EH P B P TR R P B frmb“ ] ; Free Cash Flow Indicator #
REFEpHE  FAPRERE A EPF RS HES 1 FR5 05 In(Age)# B~
B 2R ¥t#cis o @ & 2 & #ic s Business Segment Concentration FEBRINMEY R > 1
2R A ggﬁ iBEr IR AN ] BgE et b3 8 5 Foreign Currency Indicator # b
BEAF R § o MBEE Y PRI F e RIS EES L FRIS 0
535—"’?'_* & =7 Tobit ETF%E“:“'] né A iR 2 A 7}_@?]”" ’ "“@il@ﬁ* A S ?I“"ﬂﬁﬁ‘b 4
o B PR BT A LR TR R g B R o TR P
ARSI s RN P EEA AL doFEp mF R RS dp g E e a‘r‘f
{8 F1T R J._,T*{/EIB B ﬂ AT e LR FRY f st 4 A #ic(MAScore ) »
PEEGR AT PRGN g% o A~ £ 3251 Demerjian et al. (2013)2 1Ei2 o Fopt 4
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Bt A ELAEY o R TRE L 4300~ gl B SERE A
AR AER ERRE T VRN S T RS F R A B0 Al e BT
EA B RET LA R PPN FRE > I MA LT 2

E)ad gL FE

5% FH e faF 4 (2017) - Goldman et al. (2009)£ Su and Fung (2013) % & 4
2T AT ERY IR SFRE MBS R pd RENE
T Y

1. = 2340 (Size)

2PE G FAREA DT j\}fluﬂﬁéxpmké‘_é} RREE AR
(JensenandMeckllng,1976) 3 PO S Wérﬁ-“fl LREAGE L G oo Kk
AR P RN 2B R A FHEF TGP TL S e o

3. 48 4L F (Growth)

DPARGRRREBEH T FRIELF R AT AP DA
P AR AR A R r R T

4. pd m&img (FCF)

TSRS EIRENE S EREE LSRR
o Fla RS AR AR (Jensen, 1986) » & @ B
N P
. F

3 }L—EIF;IRJ$/HEB$—’J¢ %\/ /A}r“—-’@q’.m\“ g’ﬁ%" —
3 BoorAHpd MEME 4 r
v

RHRAIEfaBRiins PIMEEAFR AP FTAR® 2 F T 4ph
(Singh and Davidson, 2003 ) » &3 st PFp F8F L A B L 15 €480 R > |7 ¢
BEGITRLIEE DT L > TR P 2R 4 (Jensen and Meckling, 1976 ) > #
AR E o GIT AR Fohe 2 F B dd] 0 DApHH P o S

A S

6. A % % % ¥ (Industry)
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Fru o AR BB EFFHERAITZ R AL H20

190 2 ¥ %8 I H A F20% o
7. E R Y EES#E (Year)

SR ELUHPE S A KR RFRELSIT R ADE

2005~2012% » 2k B 71 & 4 S i3] & B 2k o
CRENAI R

R R e A B ¥R R 1 2 PRI A 8 T P S A
e AR RN P S NS PR AR S E A ARE: 4{$’,« BAE 22
Fié’f‘é‘?’\i~”LrL%: AR 20 PR 4L E btié,FLLi%\~
N Eer BB i | sz‘r]@ v VB PTG MR BRSSP kR
B E AR %Jf"»p.u«k.a Ay G 4 & Kﬁsza@%ﬁ%%gm o B2
#X > Heckman (1979)~Lrﬁ T enp AaE 0 (self-selection model ) » 7 12 & fg i
Flp AERRETATA AN AR RV A N RA S p A EE RFL

BERELEZRRFEDONR A A AN Sl ERY B f R

PR 2 S it “,f *T4] (exclusion restrictions) % 5 f.% £ 24 R 42 (Lennox, Francis,
andWang, 2012) & > te A&~ H4FH* Mo S iz k31 o F ﬁ,%;f(;‘;,%ﬁﬁ %
PR AE R TR 2 R AT

i y5.Shipman, Swanquist, and Whited (2017):& 3k * Vo A Befe $i2 (7 € 3+
BEIT P P R FERR R A DY - R e Rl ARG T AR
5 - 154 sgﬁr; ol et Kf At el ¥Rt kT 52k (Average Treatment
Effect, ATE) 2 #:% » » 37 & 3% L@ FRedtik A EBoehor S8 » 2hss ¢
(RS RS S ﬂih?’ wAATATE R B G 2T G aProbithcst 3t F Bk
AR TR ST R AUAS

En
P}

Py

=

N

T

foR 3K
S

£

e

peits

N

=)

P(PC, =1) =F(4, + S Size, + B,Growth + g,Lev, + 5,FCF, + 5 Top, +¢,) (3)
v mégﬁz Size: = 7B Growth 7 4 & £ 5 ; Levi § v & S FCF: p
d g E s Top s #3505 o B =0 F T AT Ao 2 (Nearest Neighbor Matching )

IR A ﬁ‘ (caliper) 2 & 5 0.01> &% 5 & FHprrtinfpr £ 2 5 B~ (FR2e)>
Mg M Ak vt AR ERZ AEY R Ak BT %ﬁﬁﬁ’lf%ﬁ
-,‘51§J< A (HPREE)T S Llap e’ Lt 2ie (7 £ % < T g7 covariate balance )
Wl o R AL T A Bk Fe gt 1S R o

° AmemmfﬂE@@@Q&éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁf%iilm’ﬁﬁ**%KE@?iﬁ?iﬁp
LIRS EFROATE B2 RABEEFM A~ 2 G4 » FBEHBETE A F2 L1 & 12
ﬁn}ﬂi * e ATE 335457 3% % (mean squared error) 3 #/]
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R S ET ARl DLFRIE N R RN 2. el T S
B EZ AR ITE agﬁﬁzmgklﬁff‘* SR SR b ESYRA PR
Hoad i%é PR PR FRL PE L PR Y L R RPE
fex B U RN CLEP o AT o R R A 2 A B HL e BRI e T

>m)

ROE;, =, +a,PC, , +a,Sizg;  , +a,Growth, , +a,Lev; , +a;FCF,
+a,Top, ., + Industry dummies +Year dummies + & , (4)
ROA, = a, +a,PC, , +a,Size; , +a,Growth,  , +a,Lev, , +o;FCF
+a,Top, ., + Industry dummies +Year dummies+e; (5)

EPS;, =, +a,PC, , +a,Size, , +a,Growth , +a,Lev, , +a;FCF
+a,Top,_, + Industry dummies +Year dummies+g¢; , (6)

# 5(4)~(6)® > ROE % % A # X 4Ffv% ; ROA % T AP S 5 EPS % 5 L P b ;
PC ZrtivMBniR el HeREkr v Q)L T& - A2 FHBR LB Fi2
FET D aﬁkm/f%$z,szé‘*mzxﬁﬁaigﬁ*‘ DA '
(4)~(6) ¢ £tk ticon FFH L5 L -

%wiépzﬁ;HzmgﬂfﬂWT:
ROE;, = a, +a,MA , +a,Size, , +a,Growth , +a,lev, , +o;FCF
+a,Top, ., + Industry dummies +Year dummies + &, , (7

ROA,  =a, +oyMA , +a,Size  , +a,Growth  , +a,Lev, , +o;FCF

it
+agTop; ., + Industry dummies +Year dummies +¢; ,
(®)
EPS,, =a, +a,MA ., +a,Size, , +a,Growth  +a,Lev, , +o;FCF

+a,Top,_, + Industry dummies +Year dummies+g¢; , 9)

2H R (N)~9)F P MA FFRA A H ek B (4)~(6)2 Lk - A ¥ W EK
BEE R RTHRE LS GER 2T R R &SN~ ikl
SR P ELG T o
R E G H3 AL E IR A4 MO P kA 2 el 6 ok %? f <3l
FEEFUe £ 2 Ao MR R el g B 4 (MA) 2 2 s B D
%% (MAXPC) %~ % (4)~(6)" - tcthipl & 2 47 7 B3 H3 1 ’31‘ A 4T
ROE,, =, +a,MA ., +a,PC,  +a,MA xPC, , +a,Size,
+o,Growth, ., +agLev, , +a;FCF |+ Top,
+Industry dummies +Year dummies + ¢, , (10)
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ROA, =y +a,MA , +a,PC,  +a,MA , xPC,  +a,Size,
+a,Growth  , +aglev, , +a,FCF  +a,Top,
+Industry dummies +Year dummies +¢; , (11)

EPS,, =ay +a,MA , +a,PC,  +a,MA  xPC,  +a,Size,
+o,Growth, ., +agLev, , +a;FCF | +a,Top,
+ Industry dummies +Year dummies + ¢, , (12)

B 5 (10)~(12) ¢ & dch 5 5 (4)~(9) 2 & > 2 3¢ ¥ hilditas {57 AR
\fﬁﬁﬁ\Fiﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ

A2 MEFEEILTIIRODGFTHY FIAR P F oD MREL
2012 & w H g7 - o in € 2t R R (Generally Accepted Accounting Principles,
GAAP ) » »r 2013 # A=z * ®% € 3+ & 2] (International Financial Reporting
Standards, IFRS) > 2 Af2 ATE g BRI M irdR L 23> A7V i v ez £ 814
ARG 2004 3 2012 &£ 5 B H R AR RREES FMRTORSE RN
2 Hpe AR R - A ER NF S :’—iu\ﬁp?rd:&-ﬂ;}ékﬂf (&% 4>2017)-
MR R ERRE A MBI ATEE AL EA AL RETE TP
iﬁfﬁ & /&A74R Taiwan Economic Journal (TEJ) FALE o i & &P % fercis b o5 802

7AE G 3{’13@3'/{7?};‘,?;%}‘%; PEDMET I Lw“'ru‘\*ib%; ) D”i'};«‘[]?% EFHREELRE R
bl A Y e sricht £ VML TR ABREEA T LA FHLIETHEP 2

<I%iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ$%%%fﬂ’é%ﬁﬁ&%ﬁ\ﬁgﬂﬂégﬁlﬁﬂégg
MenT iRk rik pSE A2 TRBE A ST ) TR
T 8 2004 3 2012&@[&&7@ 19,081 ¥

BEE KA FlEp - Be
Kpﬁi\ CAERFEIRER AR Jfﬁ?’\859i’l ﬁ??’ FHCA Y 2 T -
BEE BB S EeTE R R R A 6,274 F 150 0 PR 1 A 80 11,948
ENHE SO &4 S ERRE S 3 S ER S RIS IR L F S TE
A - B BT RBF e o e Bk Afcl 10662 1 o BFRAR E R
Bipk A ¥ A2 P2 PC -~ Size ~ Growth ~ Lev ~ FCF 2 Top % 87 #  » 54(3)
PRI M e Al REITATREZE TR T T2 EE 001 AR P Eas

T B g enT A KA V—JJ ms\ﬁ Rk Rk cmE 2 g MR > A8 £ ik 2004 -
20082 2012 #% =K >4 fFERE% ,L;L,sﬁ; gt T ,;;,q% R g R BRI Lo

8 i\vp"ﬁﬁf’“wyﬁmr’ wm,ﬁf; 2004 # 3% 20 p eh% L - BAIER 2008 E 34 22 p gL -
BAMERE 2012# 10 14ph5 Lz BRMER 4D mE 8T 2006& 127 9pihse BBirs £
ER 2010122 27 p ¥ TR str-aalﬁfs,ﬂ,n BIEHEF 2005 #1270 3pehELT BERDE
$ B EEE 2009 EF 121 5png LA B E S AEMPD L BED EEE
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% ROE ~ ROA #2 EPS p& » i 11 4 % w2 258 ch- £ Fuo MO Afyt- £ a8
Foio MR A 2 Fe i P4 M 5 443 4~ 430 442 444 »‘f o T i & 1 & FTin b
RAhE Lo > A mefﬂff‘fiﬁﬁ AffEA P F 1 EZ I FF
FEESU R IR 2 A s 2 0 B S B (;_—grwf %A% 1.28% 0 etk A
5 1446%~1498% ) > H = s ¥ ¥ (2HE A 5 060% 0 f s A S
7.09%~7.29% ) ~ i %‘fi#i%?f/ﬁ‘?é (23 A5 040% > etk ~ 5 4.84%~4.90% )
2 HB (23 AL 034% > FeitiE A L 4.05%~4.10%) % > ai B 2 2 LR ¥
Aribat FEoM (23R A S 0.01% 0 fedtiR A S 0.11%); a3 o LA Ew ¢
TP OB IR A o
BERELH

ANE e GEAE P 4T M A T2 RS R AT o
-~ Ff R A

A2 HE REFRET 2R A AE R E AR 2 97 o Panel A ¢ #ikc
FRA o g T 2R A SR L F 4R S (ROE) T2 5 4.3% (¥
lch 67%) L L 198%  HEFeRRE L (2017) 28 %4p 5 FARF
g (ROA) T3 5 3.6% (7 i=fich 4.2%) -8 £ 5 94%,_@%?& E R
(2013) 2 % dpin; S REREL T 5o 415 1§27 g 35 »edp % ROE
2 RBMHAPR ROA 2R 5 <t oh 284k A enB ﬂ;ﬁé&(EPS)l ok % 1.482
A (¢ =#ci 108~ )~ B’ X L 303~ ’k’i’%‘;ﬁ??}%ﬁ\ rERE RO (2014)
2 S Api e - BB R DRI E 2R AY 00 5 0 95 43% 0 A
FEEsep a2 Aol FRF A Ak (MAScore) T2 5-0.001 (¥
i -0002) HREL G 0070 BAATH AP E 2P FmE2 04 RBRL A
Vo smdusr &4 2 %N o MASCOre #8 4 = - A Tf_‘i“:é» s B OoB-H EE S 4 0~1 dc
[ m*g ol F' it 4 MA T332 5 0551 (¢ =% 0.600) % 4 5 0.284 > H & fe
¢ Krishnan and Wang (2015)2_ & % 224 #pi7™ o

O kv tagrn STATA:& SR8 2. psmatch2 code ¥4 7 Fois B B R A (TR ¥ 7 Hh o P ok ¥k s ROE
ROA & EPS > % - Frf 0 BB Q) m 3t Bk 4 = 7 % S Pf’:/rrfﬂg%‘\‘ﬁﬂ/zmﬁﬁg%m'f’?'/”\& ¥
Fe b %18 psmatchZ code i {7 et » ioPFiE fihiEiE ¢ L R UF T AR TREFE G RARDik RS
P F g dp 2 P s ROE ~ ROA & EPS p¥ » #-¢ (93] 7 o efie 45 4~ i -

0 o RqzpHaa o B{pY ;;ﬁ? #5137 # * Demerjian et al. (2012):7 DEA-Tobit & ¢ £ 3] & & W
p\ PR S HEm KA o Gk B RN kPR E i 4 4 B Demerjian et al. (2013)<hE

K4 A dep 8 ?I“’J“ 4 2 T s 0007 i 0010 A RE 2 BEApgR

R o P AT S0% kA 2 gL MRS e

w4 Krishnan and Wang (2015)% ¥ % #ic MABILITYR » # T35t % 0549 - £ ¥ % 0.274
Q1 % 0300~ ¢ i=# % 0.600 - Q3 % 0.800 -



%21 FicHMEBEi2LLH

2R ROE fe 41 # ROA fe #f % + EPS fie $ % +

- PC " s PC " s PC " - PC "

A% 0 1 o 1 0o 1 0o 1
kiR % 55 44 11 0.0 18 7 11 124 18 7 11 125 18 711 124
Gl ¥ 188 177 11 010 26 15 11 124 26 15 11 125 26 15 11 124
g% 211 187 24 023 39 15 24 271 39 15 24 273 39 15 24 270
T ER 420 401 19 048 36 17 19 214 3 17 19 216 36 17 19 214
TR 540 517 23 022 48 26 22 248 47 26 21 239 47 26 21 236
S o 122 115 7 007 13 7 6 068 14 7 7 080 14 77 079
g4 pFh 714 671 43 040 66 23 43 485 66 23 43 490 66 23 43 484
Py 41 35 6 0.6 9 3 6 068 9 3 6 068 9 3 6 068
PR ER " 54 46 8 008 10 2 8 090 11 3 8 091 11 3 8 090
i ¥ 305 286 19 018 36 17 19 214 3 17 19 216 35 17 18  2.03
TR 89 78 11 0.0 15 4 11 124 15 4 11 125 15 4 11 124
I 43 42 1 001 6 5 1 o041 6 5 1 0411 6 5 1 011
FI1% 6084 50948 136 128 325 195 130 14.67 320 193 127 1446 327 194 133  14.98
Y 528 464 64 060 93 30 63 711 94 30 64 729 93 30 63 7.9
il 181 172 9 008 21 13 8 09 20 12 8 091 22 14 8 090
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(30

rHA ROE fie 15 # ROA fie $f15 # EPS fie 4 4
PC PC PC PC

b % kY T % b % &3 %
AE 0 1 0o 1 0 1 0 1
Bk 131 124 7 007 10 3 7 079 10 3 7 08 10 3 7 079
TR R 186 172 14 013 25 11 14 158 22 10 12 137 24 11 13 146
v it 4l % 103 102 1 001 2 1 1 011 2 1 1 011 2 1 1 011
R R 9 87 3 003 9 6 3 034 9 6 3 034 9 6 3 034
H 537 501 36 034 79 43 36 4.06 78 42 36 410 79 43 36 405
- 10,622 10,169 453 427 886 443 443 5000 878 439 436 50.00 888 444 444  50.00
+ 4 ¥ 244 - ROE fe ¥tk & ~ ROAﬁr—;ﬁ%ﬂ\i EPS fie $H4k & 2§ i F% ,» 5 L8k AT 2 LfEAEw F Fie bR B (# PC=1) %id\?.ﬁ;:ié"iiﬁ{%};

Tl |

o blde o 2EAT TS

1% T

136 7> & 3 oo BT 0 0k > 4k A 4 R 10,622 2 1.28% ;

SMET > 9 B HE A G P 866 2 14.67% 0 44T ATdE

ROE R dHE A 3
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22 FEFRES 2HE M ERFE

Panel A > 84 & 4cik 32+ 8 (n=10,662)

Variable I 9% =i P1 Q1 ¥ #ic Q3 P99
ROE 0.043 0.198 -0.805 0.002 0.067 0.144 0.398
ROA 0.036 0.094 -0.284 0.004 0.042 0.085 0.253
EPS 1.482 3.030 -5.730 0.030 1.080 2.670 12.050
PC 0.043 0.202 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
MA 0.551 0.284 0.100 0.300 0.600 0.800 1.000
MAScore -0.001 0.070 -0.178 -0.005 -0.002 0.001 0.292
Size 15.163 1.435 12.494 14.156 14.977 15.967 19.446
Lev 0.421 0.183 0.069 0.282 0.422 0.549 0.872
Growth 0.098 0.392 -0.626 -0.098 0.048 0.212 1.780
Top 0.199 0.115 0.000 0.119 0.180 0.261 0.561
FCF -0.003 0.120 -0.452 -0.043 0.014 0.061 0.251
Panel B 7 scin M Btk A 22 EF s MR A 2 £ B 0 R

3 s B EE R & (n=453) & U0 M B R A~ (n=10,169 ) Diff.in test
Variable Mean Q1 Med. Q3 Mean Q1 Med. Q3 Mean
ROE 0.101 0.037 0.094 0.158 0.040 0.001 0.066 0.143 0.061 9.217"
ROA 0.059 0.025 0.052 0.093 0.035 0.003 0.041 0.085 0.024 7.047"

A0 8 peT



42 AEFREDIHEIMaERFE (F)

F Fois BB R & (n=453) & 5o BB~ (n=10,169 ) Diff.in test
Variable Mean Q1 Med. Q3 Mean Q1 Med. Q3 Mean
EPS 2.334 0.510 1.770 3.450 1.443 0.020 1.060 2.630 0.891 5.837
MA 0.551 0.300 0.600 0.700 0.549 0.300 0.600 0.800 0.002 0.17
MAScore 0.001 -0.024 -0.004 0.004 -0.001 -0.005 -0.002 0.001 0.002 0.40
Size 16.256 15.210 16.180 17.114 15.114 14.123 14.925 15.898 1.142 16.52""
Lev 0.464 0.355 0.467 0.573 0.420 0.279 0.420 0.548 0.044 552"
Growth 0.157 -0.040 0.073 0.267 0.096 -0.100 0.046 0.210 0.061 3.22"
Top 0.211 0.126 0.191 0.280 0.199 0.119 0.180 0.260 0.012 2.15"
FCF 0.018 -0.025 0.024 0.068 -0.003 -0.045 0.013 0.061 0.021 449"

L g Sz 18 1% FELPE ¥ S48 winsorization AJE o
T u k7 1% 10% fhfEk B E K E o
MR A CROE: M AEFIRM S S ROA: FARMS SEPS: K% @4 S PC: Fuia M ; MA: 32400 4 5 MAScore : # 324 it 4 4 #c; Size: 2 74

oo Llev: f i s Growth: 48 £ ;Top: #5951 % S FCF: pd MA&RE -

1.
2.
3.

< Y S0

G6T FlhEM vl o s P ulimd



196 % % g3+

AR st AR 2 e 0 o PR (Size) T 35 : 165163 (¢ ¥k i
14.977)~ f vt & (Lev) 2 T 3odc s 42.1% (¢ i#ic s 42.2%)~ 4 & & £ 5 (Growth)
2. Lol 9.8% (P ¥k 4.8%) £ F S AFF K (Top) 2 T 35#cs 19.9%
(¢ =fics 18.0%)~ pd M4 inE (FCF) 2 T iofc s -0.3% (¢ =i 1.4%) - 4 i
BB A R A LG M (n=453) & mFGs M (n=10,169) A B A
{6 > d Panel B T 3ofc L ik 28T 0 F Ei@ﬁ'{'}é}g%éﬁﬁfiﬁiiéfﬁ? 4 A c9 ROE ~
ROA % EPS % §»x%#cz. T35~ b 5 10.1% ~5.9%% 2334 ~ » X F 33 &I
BT R A 2 Bk AT H o E RSB BR A2 o 7 AR < (T 5%k 16.256 )~
S RE (T8 464%) 48 <& g (ToEi 157%) 2% ~
AR TR (L85 211%) pd MAEE RS (TG 18%)-

AR M A et RIS R N P ARSI £ B T D p S E R R
a4 MR R 0 B BOTARITRH 2 AR A R 2B 5 001 HiER DA kw2
o LG M R AT - LR A S RE B tRIHEER S

T g R R AR R A ST £ 3 F £ 2 7 H2s w5 ROE -~ ROA £ EPS

B Fs e BB A st P 2 PSM £ g AT fgﬂfg,ﬁ 3
o % ¢ BIRBET 0 AL Fe iR A ¢ chg S B SR & 49 ROE ~ ROA 2 EPS % %
PR THE YR FR N RFICMBR AL Hor T e B o e TR
Q) (T4 e (7 e ¥tk A E B~ Size ~ Lev ~ Growth ~ Top 2 FCF % e (7 &
~ T e R R T S S R BE > BT A ih Fos B PR B pTo M B AR R A
Bipl it F AR A e FRERE A F 2 A L TR o

% 3 PSM pediik & sk 5t £

®
pE
3

Panel A 12 ROE #& = 2 ek A dit st £ 2 PSM £ %~ T g7 B (n=886)
3 s BB & (n=443) &IOS M B A (n=443)

Diff.  t-test
Variable Mean Q1 Med. Q3 Mean Q1 Med. Q3

ROE  0.105 0.038 0096 0.160 0.054 0011 0075 0.145 0.051 512"

MA 0551 0.300 0.600 0.700 0.544 0.300 0.500 0.800 0.007 040
MAScore 0.001 -0.024 -0.004 0.004 -0.005 -0.017 -0.002 0.002 0.006 1.16
Size  16.256 15.210 16.180 17.088 16.199 15.108 15.976 17.118 0.057 (.56
Lev 0.462 0.351 0466 0571 0.469 0.344 0477 0588 -0.007 .02
Growth 0.161 -0.037 0.076 0.267 0.165 -0.062 0.063 0.234 -0.005 -0.16
Top 0212 0.130 0.193 0280 0202 0.122 0.182 0268 0.010 132
FCE 0018 -0.025 0.025 0.068 0.025 -0.014 0.023 0.070 -0.007 -1.14
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43 PSM et +dcik 3 € (&)

Panel B 12 ROA ffr# 2 7 4 »c2 e i 4 cit 563 £ 2 PSM & % =T it ip] (n=878)
TR MR A (n=439)  EFCsB R A (n=439)

Diff. t-test
Variable Mean Q1 Med. Q3 Mean Q1 Med. Q3
ROA 0.060 0.025 0.052 0.092 0.035 0.008 0.042 0.078 0.025 504™"
MA 0.552 0.300 0.600 0.700 0.546 0.300 0.500 0.800 0.005 0.30
MAScore 0.002 -0.024 -0.004 0.004 -0.005 -0.018 -0.002 0.002 0.007 127
Size 16.265 15.234 16.180 17.134 16.202 15.123 15.977 17.118 0.063 (.62
Lev 0.464 0.355 0.467 0.574 0.473 0.356 0.479 0.588 -0.009 -0.80
Growth 0.153 -0.037 0.073 0.267 0.169 -0.061 0.063 0.236 -0.016 -055
Top 0.212 0.130 0.193 0.280 0.203 0.123 0.183 0.268 0.009 1.20
FCF 0.019 -0.025 0.025 0.068 0.023 -0.015 0.022 0.068 -0.004 _g.72

Panel C 2 EPS 78 2 & 4 »c2 fe it & #cif 53 £ 2 PSM 2 % ~ T #744 #](n=888)

F oI A (n=444)  EFGSM I A (n=444)

Diff. t-test

Variable Mean Q1 Med. Q3 Mean Q1 Med. Q3

EPS 2.243 0510 1.765 3.410 1585 0.165 1.415 2.790 0.658 3.36
MA 0.547 0.300 0.600 0.700 0.547 0.300 0.550 0.800 0.000 0.01
MAScore 0.001 -0.024 -0.004 0.004 -0.005 -0.017 -0.002 0.002 0.007 1.20
Size  16.262 15.222 16.172 17.135 16.194 15.106 15.976 17.115 0.068 0.66
Lev 0.464 0.355 0.467 0.573 0.471 0.355 0.478 0.583 -0.007 -0.63
Growth 0.149 -0.041 0.072 0.258 0.168 -0.061 0.064 0.235 -0.019 -0.66
Top 0.210 0.124 0.191 0.276 0.202 0.122 0.182 0.267 0.008 1.11
FCE  0.019 -0.025 0.024 0.068 0.023 -0.015 0.022 0.068 -0.004 -0.72

1. 234 %l w5 1%BUIp] & ¢ %51 winsorization &JZ -
2. 7T dw 1%k B E KR
R S SENE L A

S i E AR G
F 4% A2 PR A1 R B ap B et > L b 2 % Spearmandp B i =

T = % Pearsontp B T dice & P B Mo o M A EF S (ROE)F AR F¥ 3 (ROA)
2 E o ge (EPS) Zrismm (PC) v A F M 4ph - Bor 5o Bl 53 Béatig 2
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AT %ﬁiﬁ“ N "1,5.453 5 4’mm$;‘ﬁﬂ_’rﬁ2€1, ¢ R
5 ff{é’??ﬁ;?]‘%y&g—réi‘;b: ﬁ gﬂ;’ﬁw‘%{ﬁ{m PR ’};E
Ry B Ap b B BHE Jﬁ~027’ L7058 REDIPHAERL T R
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Panel A 2 ROE #78 2 & 4 »c2 4p B % ¥ (n=886)
ROE PC MA Size Lev Growth Top FCF

ROE 1 0.118"" 0.041  0.0747 -0.008 0217 0.052 0.180""
PC 0.1707" 1 0015 0.029 -0.031  0.034  0.046 -0.009
MA 00817 0014 1 0.068” 0.1067" 0.088"" 0.082” 0.014
Size  0.076° 0.019 0.0777 1 0.2307" 0.046 -0.048 -0.076"
Lev -0.051 -0.021 0.126° 0.2447 1 0.132™" 0.055 -0.293""
Growth 0.1107 -0.006  0.0907" -0.004  0.0707 1 -0.055 -0.108""
Top  0.046 0.044 0.096 -0.025 0.08 0012 1 0.005
FCF 012777 -0.038 0021 -0.045 -0.249™" -0.2007" 0.020 1
Panel B 12 ROA #+& = & »x2 4p i ¥k (n=878)

ROA PC MA Size Lev Growth  Top FCF
ROA 1 0.1357" 0.023 0.026 -0.215"" 0.168"" 0.024 0.246 "
PC 01777 1 0.012 0.030 -0.037  0.028 0.042 0.001
MA  0.058" 0.010 1 0.057° 0.0977 0.1017" 0.082” 0.025
Size  0.055" 0021 0066 1 0.221" 0.044 -0.054 -0.065"
Lev -0.1797" -0.028 0.116" 0237 1 0.134™" 0.043 -0.285""
Growth 0.050° -0.019  0.102"" -0.005  0.080" 1 -0.054 -0.112"
Top  0.017 0.041 0.0957 -0.031  0.073" 0.018 1 0.011

FCF  0.198™ -0.023 0.028 -0.038 -0.252"" -0.175"" 0.023 1
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%4 pEHEAEM GEE ()

Panel C 12 EPS ##& = @ 4 »x2 4p B %% (n=888)

EPS PC MA Size Lev Growth Top FCF
EPS 1 0.1007" 0.0747 0.1517 -0.064" 0.186 0.053 0.195
PC 0.114™ 1 0.001 0031 -0032 0022 0.038 -0.002
MA  0.086  0.000 1 0.061° 0.093”" 0.102”" 0.090"" 0.024
Size 014377 0.023 0.069° 1 0231  0.043 -0.050 -0.075"
Lev -0.045 -0.022 0.1127" 02477 1 0.1357 0.045 -0.2917"
Growth 0.1017" -0.022  0.104”" -0.005  0.081° 1 -0.053 -0.106""
Top 0.033 0038 01017 -0.027 0075 0.018 1 0.006

FCF 01337 -0.023 0.030 -0.049 -0.261"" -0.172"" 0.023 1

&% 4+ > 5 Spearman Ap if ti¥k > 2T > 5 Pearson 4p B Th ik o

ST AT 1% 5% ~ 10% B kAT F K o
2o %l w6 1%Eip) & F ASiE winsorization AJE o
RETEFFLE2

ERERELS
(- )Fcic Mg & 7 4 s B L

#5% Foin M (PC) ¥ 2 7 4 »<ROE ~ROAZEPS2 i jF a3 i % « 4 ¥ #chy
kot o PCenia e~ w) 5 0.051 (ti2=5.08) ~ 0.024 (ti£=4.94)% 0.657 (ti£=3.31)" ¥ &
w A FR o AT éﬁfzié)ﬁk&}? > 50 M P o 7 2.ROE ~ ROAZ EPS » & it 7&
GBI EE L s M S P 2 ki o £ B 55.1%24%% 0.6574 - d R iE
BEV & **ié“”"— ﬁ f-#ﬂ%ﬂ CEFRASEHRE R AR BT
el LR £y §leta D HL P kA LR EAEFE
* %%‘i’%“ Baysinger (1984)mmJ f,/i: R IR AR > oA v BEHLE® R H A
Fo R BAFFULHMBE S PG e ck 2 Py IR G - R(Lietal, 2008;
Hu and Leung, 2012; Su and Fung, 2013; Ding et al., 2014 )

HwdE

VAR U PO E o FREILA S F A R B M S sio A MR
KT EFUeMB 2 APMF L SR HT L@wﬁﬁ?ﬁiié@ L R TSR BT s
FERSTERT 2PHEF AT ROEESBRAEEA AL NPT LK

/L”’i *Em«w‘é\ _‘E-ﬁfﬁ%fﬁ éﬁ?ﬁﬁj’ﬂ%-ﬂﬂﬂi ﬂ;,;{c-)»-i;}’;"]-oikm » A2
THR P 2 R faE é—ﬁl#éﬁ$é§”‘ A FRp AL F RS
32 ﬁ%tﬁ* L d H FARE YT E 0 m BRHLEE F HF A 4F 0 L 5 3% BisaprTis b B

g0 PR B G ePRT RS -



200 g3

AR o BER T  RH (Size) AR B L4 ,ﬁéﬁ ( Growth )
P R gﬁ# TR G 2 @ ?mwﬁﬂhwé%“*4$QW>
o P gy A gF:r FTakpEPi G m»bé@«’ﬁxﬂ'q\d\ < (Jensen and

Meckling, 1976 ) - FARE o om EREE A ERA
£ (FCF) § %5 cdha v 2

% q‘gﬁg FEEa iz
3 &
TH e ERH T LY R
};)k

A
LT R ARA M2 PG e B o
F

I

d
Grf R AP HALS A I RENER
AR a2 ERTG fh e éﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ“iﬂ;méﬁﬂ’%é>ﬁ
FREFpAISH 2 ELFEFE2FPER 0 RFRESp I RER
BETEG o REFTALDFRNERF AP RFER i%%mm%’imp
B IR ER R > 2P L g i

%5 FisHMIE P Ha2 M

: TEH (1)ROE (2)ROA (3)EPS
N FE. ik (tiz) S (tiz) % (ti
Intercept  N/A  -0.116" (-1.68) -0.016  (-0.47) 374277 (-2.77)
PC + 0.0517"  (5.08) 0.024™" (4.94) 0.6577  (3.31)
Size + 0.0117"  (3.31) 0.005""  (3.04) 03307  (4.88)
Lev 2 -0.085  (-2.71) -0.089"" (-5.75) 17347 (-2.76)
Growth + 0.0457  (3.82) 0.013”  (2.35) 0.7877  (3.36)
Top +  0.050 (1.12) 0.019 (0.90) 0.571 (0.65)
FCF ? 0.244™  (4.34) 0.1477"  (5.25) 5.0507"  (4.49)
Industry  N/A et il |
Year N/A a1l )l il
Adj-R? 0.121 0.160 0.117
F-1& 479" 6.217" 468"
n 886 878 888

ETT T
~

L T 6l 4o 1% ~ 5% ~ 0% & A E K OE o

2. L@ sz Wt 1%ELP & % 538 winsorization AT o

3. BHlSAEmmEEY > b7 F’ﬁ—‘\""— BlcE A R EFA L B A G AT E TR
TECRMIE P T FRT R BTN EE G RAEY B R AR
vk Fﬂr” T Beid bt éﬁf%ﬁﬂﬁ B A i %2007 ~ 2008 ~ 2010 ~ 2011 2 2012 & ¥ o

4 BEIBFHTE2-

2 Chandler (1977)3 1 % 5 4 i a(Managerlal Capitalism ) 3% £ 4 & 45 91> % R +/‘a‘¢~mat E7
BT EETREM AR R EEE AL FEREPIA P E B EICH E kR 5
ATl FIE p IR -
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EIERFRA H2FFaMmL

6% ? Jﬂ‘ 4 (MA) %2 2 % »xROE ROA*EPSL:&EP: BitE%; 47 &
kg > MAchiafies ) 5 0.040 (tie= 2.58) 0.020 (tiE=2.19)% 0.852 (tie=2.36) > #
ERMEM G A FREN S fEE ﬁﬁ%%‘é’{*ﬁ Heb e o Pk
ﬁ v A FEAY BEH2 - ;I" ERBEEE G > FER F] ic B KPR A 1825%3% B T
7 25%pF > 2 @ chROE » ROAZ EPSH#-4 %3 40 2% ~ 1% 0.476~ » #-H 22 227 eh
ROE ROA® EPSz. T tafic (A %] 54.3% ~ 3.6%% 1482~ ) ¥ 4v » ?I“’—‘ﬁé‘b 4
oo e PELLF SAEFL - 2~ BRHEFFEAFL 857 T 5
2 ;I§Je m’g} - R(+k% B & F 42 7% >2008; Switzer and Bourdon, 2011; Chemmanur and
Paeglis, 2005) » » 4 A FILF v 4 & o P Hocl M anEdy o 4IRS 6

% B 452 BE - Ko
26 FmEASAIPF L MM
378 (1)ROE (2)ROA (3)EPS

BE ik (t &) % #c (t &) % i (t &)
Intercept  N/A  -0.110 (-158) -0.014 (-0.42)  -3.7207"  (-2.74)

%

MA + 0.040™ (258)  0.020” (2.19) 0.852" (2.36)
Size + 0.022”"  (3.40)  0.005~  (3.17) 0.3337  (4.91)
Lev - 01057 (-3.29)  -0.098""  (-6.29) -2.0327"  (-3.22)
Growth + 0.0397 (328  0.010 (1.76)  0.6747  (2.86)
Top ? 0.041 (0.90)  0.015 (0.67)  0.373 (0.42)
FCF ? 0212  (3.73) 01327  (467) 4583  (4.06)
Industry  N/A et | il

Year N/A a1l b1l il
Adj-R? 0.099 0.140 0.112

F-i& 4.03™ 547" 4.49™

n 886 878 888

ET T
~

1. ST AT 1% ~ 5% ~ 10% 0k B ORI o

2. L %Ecz w18 1% BLR)E ¥ 53 winsorization &2 o
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