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Abstract: Information disclosure, an essential capital market mechanism, is an issue that
has been emphasized in recent years. This study aims to examine whether the proportions
of inside directors and independent directors respectively has an impact on information
disclosure quality, and it further explores the moderating effects of family ownership.
Using Taiwanese listing companies from 2011 to 2014 as a sample, this study finds that
the inside directors proportion negatively influences information disclosure quality, while
the independent directors proportion positively affects information disclosure quality. In
addition, we find that the family ownership could partially alleviated, but not completely
eliminated, the negative relationship between inside directors and information disclosure
quality, nonetheless, family ownership could partially weaken, but not completely
reduced, the positive relationship between independent directors and information
disclosure quality. The study contributes to supplement the deficiencies of literature
concerned and serve as a reference for practitioners.

Keywords: inside directors, independent directors, information disclosure, family
ownership

Professor, Department of Accounting, Ming Chuan University
“ Master’s Degree, Department of Accounting, College of Management, Ming Chuan University
Submitted April 2019
Accepted August2020
After 4 rounds of review
DOI: 10.6675/JCA.202202_23(S).03



MW
REAE FER S e (OECD) *02015# B & cho ¢ jp3 = < RAld - 4
PR A EFEFE o PN L PR Mrs,r;w TEE TP I
W A 2l

7
PEEFr R L3R Foegif AR LR e
AR L2 - SREL I IMAPLET G B EL P R A
SF‘?I@VUE"‘.{ N2 2o Ei‘—%{—,%:fg:“{;zﬁ&ﬁ.g:_d\??)@p’;ri,g}oL:;j%-l—'r‘;v]ﬂ%;\
PR SREEF I EEER DA b 4 fa*’ﬁ dp R E
% (inside director) -2 3 RT3 T E LA TR EEEF FIFFERELEH
(7005 E AR ’%‘,i’(p\ﬁ“’?%"ﬁh; W okm RYITHMAAEFEREEND -
Forker (1992)7"“:}‘% IFEEEF L ERETH AL f ORGSR K o g 1
Eigi%"fﬁzé Lo E4E (2005) PR EEE SR AR gL 4
FEFFAEREA LT Bk ﬁr%ﬁiglﬁ‘”ﬁl“ﬁiﬁirﬁ’l*% E
LT R LE AR A 2P ’véﬁigf?ﬂfiﬁ%’“mﬂbwgné LR gt
FAPR AR B E 4o fd o WY - R, FRTE L vk 2 w“f;l‘*’ﬁ',%“i
AH % §RERSI T LI A hiF 5 (Bradbury, Mak, and Tan, 2006 )

L ENE AT i }I;Jc biE A FE & TG k4L (Pearce Il and Zahra,
1992; Beasley, 1996; Shleifer and Vishny, 1997) » &= 3 » # R E¥ X EH 22 E 7 N
ERPFREBASEL a2 §R EF 0BG L 5 O (Rosenstein and Wyatt,
1990) - Peasnell, Pope, and Young (2005)F 3 73 & ¥ € > § % A HIf 4o pF >
FIEFAPRT §HERTITD RFPERFHA R0 > AP 0 FAH - 2224
2% 3rE (2006)~ pr E - gl-*‘—!ir£5’$s\l‘i (2009)~ F g % (2010) ~ M 4 427 381
F5 (2011) B RARZEFATELEE > J W dIR A e SEES P dE 0 #
REELR - S SRS S IR ( ) BER TSR G e

FESTE (2 ) FFFL > PMEF L RPN TS AR SR
blde 12012 # 3 2018 # [ > M| F ARPH I DR MEFFAL TG T E  fhw
AT EE L (2012)~ 10 B - A E ARG (2015)~ o1& (2016) ~ #-
Lo ¥y (2018) 2 Tai (2017) - @ ®*t &3« * % % > 4 : Drymiotes (2007) 2
Tai (2014) - 7 >k E % 4 (2012) Fdm g R L I3 MEPTpMETH 7
M B AR E R 4 (2015) R INEFAREHP ISP A R oe M -
Bk RIS E (2016) A 47 IR A FEN o P AR enB B Tai (2017)4F 3 1ok &
@i s THEAMINEF TN &k P EE Y Y (2018) R B R A
FPIINEE é_“ﬁM\frf FRAFRDTE# R EEFPIEF LR L EL
b1t ¥ - = & > Drymiotes (2007) ™ #c§ i3] da S p 30 4 chE A i 5 @ Tai (2014)
RIRAREE 2 e L FRA A T DEF L PTFH R Z G L g



74§ g

P ER A PGz P IR (A ) gF Y Enﬁo’j‘w“ MMEFEG
)4 : Coles, Daniel, and Naveen (2008) 2 Coles, Daniel, and Naveen (2012)iz% & # %
FAPMEET UREEE PR P E g RER S TR ETET o ¥
- 2 % > Leftwich, Watts, and Zimmerman (1981)# Chen and Jaggi (2000)?;&’? b1 el
T FANPFTALIBZERFLIAM 0 2 Mace 9704 Wb EE ¥ g #p 2
mBZEWEﬁ%m%%ﬁa&J’F FERRANEE §%>‘E®%%i
7 3 (Rosenstein and Wyatt, 1990) - g &5 i34k > 4o 0 S F F 27 ST
*’%@E@¥i§%ﬁ’@%ﬁéﬁﬂﬁiww’wé{ﬁﬁk;ﬁiww k&
Ao F AT RE- BEEFAY HTRAL o
P f o AT FEED 2 }gk &% > |4 @ Barontini and Caprio (2006) 2 La Porta,
Lopez de-Silanes, and Shleifer (1999)3"5’? MFSEF LA - BT L AR B o LT
: Faccio, Marchica, McConnell, and Mura (2012) g = @ 5 F 7 k& > et &
Jlang and Peng (2011) 12 &z 74 2 & 3k A+ FOB R FEF LA BF LTRSS o
Lz b A EFRFRGE A FPUFRREF AT pE L E S £ AT P
L SN K F“‘ it (Ben-Amar and André, 2006; Lee, 2006 ) o & 14 = # et 3 %
KL% T B F e 0% (2017) A2 3 » #FR1996+ 1 2010% - 5 & 7%
LR AR T A6T% o Flt FOEFFRE S A2 R 0 ¢ 7 oG Lh
H# o
IR S
TBRRFELEF
e
)
TP

Y\/ \b
e

>N
‘%‘: ‘U ‘U

>‘«m

a7 3 224 5 > dedaggi, Leung, and Gul (2009) 4 4 i T AL (742
FliEFE B s A g éﬁe?;ﬂ’m']‘iﬂ WA o MW AR
Bp I > TURP REEL fiim?)ﬁkérToﬁ%ﬁ
Sk 2 (2009) fE 4 B pLEL > & ﬁa?ﬁ@%ﬁ%@**’ﬁm%%:ﬂ%ﬁﬁ
Renk & Gdei B3 Jﬁi#i~#&ff“,zﬁ°m;%5ﬁ‘” I agstdr (2009)
PIBIL s w AR A1 E AR R % k0 300 £ 0% ¢ H3RAT - £ F - U 275547 & (2009)
FTREEER wm“ﬁﬁﬁif FORERELEDIEEEIRI RN EE B
BMERS o pokEE 4 (2009) coF7 7 1% 7252 0 firg - fpdlE s § L
BZ 2o EFE  FH AT RPORELST TRT > REIFTHLARE LT L FHE
gg£<w$wa.f’ﬁgwmégixg(zmn)ﬂfvﬁﬁﬁx@iua;z@wuﬂﬂéi
AFEHETEFBMI &g o m FRS (2010) FHAFEFLEERTR LT
Z BB R SR REEm T 2 (2012) PIEE RS P B fEAREF
EAE AR MBI o Botl o Tai QOLT)EH poE g £ enFRERIT L 0 ¢ A HF
P R FAEIE S T HIFH P IMEF R Eonk A e £ (2018) R
FATEEENE R REL T VTR EM > FRAI N BZEF I L ARER
K FI R AR WG FP Y RFEREL #jﬁmﬁﬁwywawmci
A BT HEp S BEAGTERA (TE)) FHE > A TEJE 19952 2 p ik
BARE A Ra B0 LT e A (1)E FOELE (&SR

W IS 15‘10-& o)


javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;

REEE L P EE BT ARESTZME 75

@)= * RELAHN G PAISE R SRR ’(1) T - pof1 8 i 8 AR H L
%’LZ’G% gt ?:~ - v g TR £ F 5 (2) PERAR ) BB AR H ik

B E e @r%#w;/mﬂa$ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ—ﬁiﬁﬁﬂka
@) A R E L e Ay - ﬁb#%iﬂ*ﬂpfﬂﬁﬁi
Ao FREBPEIEL D RELE AT EF T e A AI G S - AT HE - R

EL%J#ﬁ“L CIRRER A D F W AT B R A 63% 0 e § 37% kA
LG ARG m°%&**’%ﬁ G EPFOEHF LS WEATE A D P Rk
FORA68% > H T 2 0 PR FOELEDRIEHFL > 4 GG 2 A2 - RSEHFR
B

TR FP AT MR RCTE L ROEER L RES R
o PERIE L E o
TLOAEIEENNEF BT R RELEIPRFRT 0 FP L7
TFRFFMINEF L] FF B ROEE L %&ugj;gwgﬁ = c;‘g;
Flpt AAT R I E TRRE R G B FE L R T ABA ST LM 5%
FEFRLDEE AL g c AELRET A AFP I L TS
Bh R o
B A whfrh v LA g AR T RIBB RF 2 ﬁ%cﬂ > Ho and Wong

(2001)s# 3 Bgom » f Eqpdl 4 A RSES R EE R 0 ’*#ftrsfﬁ g R
%%¢$5T%oﬁmi(mm)ﬁ*:ﬂi%ﬁ*iw’w+§iﬁﬁﬁ?aﬁ
PBRERF I MG R ARELERE BT FEMBT AR EIRT L
w B % o @ Baek, Johnson, and Kim (2009)7f~’:NE, FOIEFLIAR 0 47 AR
BT MELER FIp R iEAR > 8@ F TR AL o st e 4
Ho(2007) « BBF C FE 6P B FLT TR IR AP 2P T BB KE
¢ %~ - @ ChenandJaggi (2000)~ # R FHF 2 W FE P TR B LR F L
Mo ¥ - 26 o Tai (2017)4; -mwﬁiﬁpf¢$m’ﬂu¢%%ﬂnii’
Flpt 72 £ E P RFE T bR B pF o TR HAgrEM om A2 fomif ?[]?cﬂ”ﬁ
AILP TR LR F £ 15 Hoand Wong (2001) 4 j F § shik &
SRBLIF P PAHTARBOFE IR 2P DERMBEL > BAFT R

PLHRANEFTABBEEFTIEE ST AR L AL RTERFRARLA G
SHActRb]F (2015) #-pEE EM AT HE AT F o 4k F (2015) 23534
TEESPHHMBTABB L P B9 21 2 9 TLRPHBTBE
AFTOFTNIBEETIRI R > P GAFL FHRASGRE S AFLTRG oA
Baek etal. (2009) 947 7 (244 7P3MF F 1L b > AIMFF X XN AT prFF o
YRR EF YR (2007) b EE RERFCAFT AR 0 I HN T ABB ST
£ 3554 7 - 4k o 4t b > Chenand Jaggi (2000):%#2 3 th &+ £ 4 B = @ » &2 AFF} e

,
(A
TP

ﬁ;

o

OROEEL > WRIER R HOAF o REHTRGFAN 2 RETE - FLRP -



76§ g

Rt S $ 3k oo Bots 0 Tai (017)#4F7 f 3IE L £hPHE LT L 0 B i
PIREE OBk AFTREBZEE N PIMEF ST EE S
‘Fﬁmﬁ ’T«;}L’l‘k‘xﬁ’i}imp’;aﬂ ;;%’r*v—‘gmﬁﬂ”"ﬂmrxifpﬂ? R A T A
FLARFRL CFEHM IR0 B TR AN TRABASTLRE £

- ﬁﬁﬁik$%4#$%%°iv~ﬁ?%%ﬁﬁﬂﬁi“WE“%%%W?
ZAARM G o B2 E R HATRABBEFTIRAM o g2t A2 AR
TRV AT UM FEP NEF VM EFRBBEFAF e MG L g2 R 2
;ﬂ’“%vi‘.’:_%ilﬁ A #Jﬂ‘ P RIEFORS UM g HEFTREE ST
ﬁméww%7@ﬁ%*£wmﬁm+ B T FREBET UE AT et L

FIECFEEEISWT B SR R R B 2
FALAEUPFI AT FESLIERES S LSRN ATTZEH S AP

EREF T U] o
o R RS R

~pPIEF

Brickley, Cloes, and Jarrell (1997)F 7 45 1\ & ¥
Eo R e REFEE LR EEP T AR xé’m;:.’i‘
R A ERIEE £ 0 REILATRAE K- ¢ I~ WeE il a P mE s
BARE gﬁé(m%)P WEEFEEARG AL AR B g
PERTBRT AL R BEFRG 2P R AR L ‘ﬁ”Tiff"mﬁi“""\‘“

EE LR I R
R

F

R XTENE NS PRI RS SR
PR E
E k1

FRIFE - A2 - 7R ARAT AL EHEL D i dED A2 0y K »
(HPEERARPEZTEA PR N E T EEFR P RER2EH TS
FEERAPNE  AFFEER 2P IR A AR 2P HLFIFH T B 2
@ﬁwﬁﬁyﬁiﬁﬁﬁ°@ipiy=’?ﬂ% I FEFEH I PEETER
FRibehpriz > gREFERZFRE /7 hEFH i > ea R JITH B ELR
ZFBE4 T o Sharma (2004):n s TR L L E R G@EE KT F g SR IR
tog 4 B ¥env v b Beasley (1996)F tha > ¥ £ ¥ L 2R g@pF > FF € ¢
ERa g o flF v BEET 0 JEF IV RE R TR R ARG
T EEREPIH L THFERADFTE o @it Fruf P FRhGE 2 2K Ea
M L T HfEE Rt 03 M % A 2 48 £ (Davidson, Goodwin-Stewart,
and Kent, 2005; Bradbury et al., 2006 )

Abdelsalam, Bryant, and Street (2007))2 537t 7 2 @ 1T 5 7t & L Bis 1757
BEEIFRATERT TR HME 2 P FREIF AP PETEIEILR
Gl PREFTAIELAF A ARE o V- 25 > KARELARL FE £
FEREREE > FREFRFEEERFFOEd  TFERI LA TRPEE TF



RIRFFEW B B FE G| ?uﬁa r‘%fﬁ*xeﬁ 7

4 o P RERTIFTEEAEREAH L TE O NRFLTE AL [ o BT
( Fama and Jensen, 1983; Patton and Baker, 1987; Daily and Dalton, 1993) - 345 F i
eﬁﬁ%,¥zgw%ﬁ&ﬁ$’iigiﬁﬁﬁJ%ﬁi’é??ﬂ%%%ﬂﬁ
g‘r o R AR ED T IER

HL: PR 3 sl Fadh@g &0 5 f 40 -
B ER

B2 EFEFTALRGESTLM G2 RILLG o RILILGRA T2 P FIL K
BAFZFAFEF a2 dTRH O FTARE ST LG EF i - Leftwich
etal. (1981) % Chen and Jaggi (2000)3# > ¥ 2 ' F & 2 7 T2 B F ¥ 0
1B e Mace (1971)Fdp bz S % d 3072 FE 2P PRy > F 8P AR 2

PR E AL 2 b d o Rk R B ANET é i } PR Y
7 3 (Rosenstein and Wyatt, 1990) - Hillman and Dalziel (2003)# /1 & % ¢ 7R ¥ %
REASTRICAE TR 26 > A4 TR FEE AP ITREG 21 T Lo
o REAFTEBAER NS oo AL TR A AT FE ISP G B
blde D FEEL ERRPIF S A AN RS SR RY UL ER T T
o @4 kengg b F R (Baysinger and Butler, 1985) ; Carpenter and Westphal (2001)
BBy T a6 FIHEF 2 g% o @ 3 77 F 1 Anderson, Reeb,
Upadhyay, and Zhao (2011) ¥ %~ ¢ 5 1 p & %% > ;.13# ERDT TG
FTRa s
EA N R e ;}’F,

b= %2‘?maw& BAFLof
'R va% D T % (Eﬁ

¥
720 2010) 5@ 3 HEF F3L R €4
B2 284 a2 FRET (2 )°@f%”iﬁ&%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁi
ERmsrgRARS > g K E FH 4 ? SN AR - R e A T
B RWALT A FEL okka i Pm’J‘—:% (FaazEeird %0 2014)

B ¢t p 3 Karamanou and Vafeas (2005)# 3 4p 13- & | ¢ chE Hoad > ¢ e g2
P hT ARG S {ATRARTER O Fla D 92?!;?*?7}:}2-#51;%mw$’f Woidtke
aMY%QM@@ﬂ*%k m%&zﬁg;zﬁJG@-mwogxpmﬁ;ff
O KW EIRH T ABBAG L e F e TR T B

H2: b2 $ %0 Gl F B et tnh -
N REFR

Jensen and Meckling (1976) #& ! 41 & 4z ar & ( convergence of interest
hypothesis ) » 3% iBiidg ¢ § B E FHRARF PP F I b &I L e £ AR
Ro RIS AL ] > PEFTFOY S P EIORL PR R o “ft“a o ﬂiTa g

Flias (2003) M AP AT HRA > P ERE ROEF L P T A RESE R



78§ g

RPN NS ERCE R R = R S U ﬁ#%d%ﬁ¢ﬁ%
o F]Q IR IR Y IR E'ﬁ‘« 2 ’W‘fﬁrﬁ*}’”“‘ml R EHFA T 2
Ry RILIS > F] 5 RES R P?Fﬁfinzﬁ’,LIE":’\ BRIE A Tt e p R R T
# % € $] (Chrisman, Chua, and Litz, 2004; Chrisman, Chua, Kellermanns, and
Chang, 2007; Dow and McGuire, 2016 ) - “,% prz s FILRES R MR oo @ :E?
BBL LT EEEY R RO E 2P G EehF 5 (Gomes, 2000; Anderson
and Reeb, 2003a, 2003b; Weber, Lavelle, Lowry, Zellner, and Barrent, 2003; Miller, Le
Breton-Miller, and Scholnick, 2008 ) » F]y* ¢ 1= /é] Bl G P AR F i) o

TORET - Rk > TR QR i e 4« ARATFRE ATURFTARE P02
SEFEE T € R R B KRG ( Sirmon and Hitt, 2003; Miller and Le
Breton-Mlller 2006; Gbmez-Mejia, Cruz, Berrone, and De Castro, 2011 ) -

ftw ]"k‘xﬁ\-ﬁk—‘llﬁ&—,zxfﬁ_‘? S A EBFEFESL A 7R
BB ez p A EE S (Dow and McGuire, 2016 ) o 7= & 7E & | R i 4p R
AT RESRERRAF R R S 2 AL F I M R Y- H{cA R
F2E B aE = M % (Arregle, Hitt, Sirmon, and Very, 2007 ) - 1935 % it 33 > A47 § 305
Fle RES A MEfra @ | rﬁ? BREOMURESR RO E PG EDET S
( Kwak, 2003; Gomes, 2000; Anderson and Reeb, 2003a, 2003b; Weber et al., 2003;
Miller et al., 2008) » ]t » AT L IFH 5> R HFRT URE P NEF L TG
ke BT PRt AR TR TR

H3a: #oE#F R EREP T E W BB FTAHMBEFTF o B % o

Ba o o R R ROREFL G RAEF 2 P A {1 E 40 & o bl Morck and
Yeung (2003) ~ Bennedsen and Nielsen (2010) # Bhaumik and Gregoriou (2010)# % ¢ 3
FEFARFE Iy Radp L F o * 4oSchulze, Lubatkin, and Dino (2002;
2003)FF g I jOES R AR BN € F 2 pENEFE P EhiF 50 T
ARBEEFE TP kI EAK (sub- optlmal decision) ; # 3 2. » FXEX R ¥
R Jea - ¥ e O L S L S i%\i‘?\* FUAERARIE L EDE G

( Gbmez-Mejia, Haynes, Nufez-Nickel, Jacobson, and Moyano-Fuentes, 2007; Berrone,

Cruz, Gomez-Meji, and Larraza-Kintana, 2010) » » %] 5 7% B ¥ iy % 2 wif gk
2Pk L 4 E isk,rﬁ;;‘ FIFenim 5 o # ?Lgug;}ff A g i 7ES R g Ei)
EAIRBEAIE RFPFENEDE S > daRIBPAKLFT REFELE U TELE
S B g K 0 S 12 B3l 39 5 F 245~ (Dow and McGuire, 2016 ) -

B ALY G RES A FRARS > P RES R § G AR TR T
RMEF 2P RGHEPEF LA P INEFEFTRMBEDF w B Jpet 4 0

TOBGR

H3b © R4 9L ¢ 56 1 p 3RF F 0 622 TG 5 ek o B 4



CAL AP FAIPR 2 E R RIEI DRL 0 RIEIAIER S
FA 2 8 o %_P’{)J dn I TE% A B AP RIEEA 6645%m-§ig
ﬁiﬁ;ﬁﬁ*’x%‘ﬁ cm P A Fd RES A RA D VAHET R HEESY S
ez e B A 4 ﬁﬁlr}m 2 (¥ B E>2000) - Ching, Firth, and Rui (2006)
L= Hap o HR A FEF AR REES P AR E T T § ankdzs # o #7
WEEFAM AP L F AR T2 1022 1R AR ERE
SPHEFERRGEARLIIRF  BTP R E“if@ﬁ&-}fi iFiE A LH Y
E?’%4b%ﬁ”)“&pﬁ%—ulﬁ\fWi’&”%ﬁ@??ﬁmﬁi
FEALH O FEEAAG LR RALERLEE O HEFTRALARTFE

E

_\

SRR A DS A RAEE G E 0 L LA B A S K
i B4R TN R FEGEATET - RFTEIERI R LR
PEHE FEARCYRE A BZFTEF FEEHRADRLA G T §E - F
o AR T U E RS #%?‘%?‘Zb FEFAEE oHT 2 fFEERADEE
TR TR RB TR TR [N AR LUbs T LF 64 # R0k
&ﬁ%?“ﬁ*ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ’& . B Rehn i T 0§ HES o
REFEN k2 P FCERLGA 2 b o B2 RFELNF LA o e

Mgl (2003) 4p b2 B E #2000 3 SRR L ki o e TR 4
AR ARAIDERT o AR AT R Y E R ER Y LA AR
W2 EE T A0 hF IR 118 58 - Yeh, Lee, and Woidtke (2001)~ 45 R p 3 2 2
AR AL A LPRFT P o FFE TR Bk A R A BEEE RS
EERAOMEF AL F J—‘ﬁimi"’#l PR IADAAE S AT 4
B EREH DL AHRGRL > ST YA RAL o T RN PEFE
i‘”fé*ﬁ’*ﬂi%"éééff‘ g méﬁﬂﬁﬁ’ e it £ R AFRZT o R

LBENHEEETT BT R I M2 FE T2 uaﬁxd'm°ﬂbﬁp
;L‘;,’:,,a%v SRR | FRARE P %\psﬂ%%‘&v FEEE o P EHE
FEFLREFIRFRFOMOGREE NS T ER i.%#g?#%rr?%é
P RIERILG TS B E T BT ABRBET AL o o AP R
" OBGR

N

HA @ REEHF R EHB M 2 FF W b B FTUHB ST oom » B0

3 LR

I

1

- \ﬁiﬂ\ﬁ?’g‘f}«'—ﬂuﬁl

Ay 02011& 22014 F cnk B AR O P ST R A o WHEAR A FEEARS T T
41 P £ A2 LS AGTRA (TE)) P‘}'E:@B’QOllﬁ_LZOlMi}% P
o I N ﬁ%]“ﬁ%ﬁifx&?égﬁit“q‘iz };—*z » XA A58 mRE - Gk R



80 4¢3t

Aotk A 68% o A AR Y 2 RBEFT R KRB D L BLARR iﬁ?p‘_(TEJ) AL > F i
SR P IR A Gt M T

21 KIGFER

2011 & 2012 & 2013 & 2104 & L3
Rusffk (201141 2014 &# A3 - 1615 1664 1685 1,694 6,658
IR Rt

gt

1. Fﬁi A2 FUGEES AT (440)  (421)  (384)  (344) (1,589)

2. G AERTHG H4 (52)  (119) (177) (226) (574)
B B 4 A 1,123 1,124 1,124 1124 4,495

WAL R AL Rictk 2 F (%) 70% 68% 67% 66% 68%
AR I S &
(- )E#E&—Fa#mE &F (DISCLOSE)

FEHOE B2 FTRMETE LA D RB N2 ER R ETL B 5 R
L2 T BEELS L EER (AHA+-AYA—B-C-C—) ° FHRBBTHE 5
AR ET2003E 2 2 0 P AR R ERP B B R R HE R dpiRA &
;r¢,§¢ TR s MIRERIT A EIRTA > EEERTAT 2 2 F
LR RE B p oo B R ELR 2k (Market Observation Post System ) ~ 3L & ¢ £ 38 % =& &
K2R FTM o T ESE AN AL T 2ERATAIEEAZ LR o
()1 & p %k

AL EFZBAR D Rl ABEPINEE S 5] (INNER) &> 0 6
(IND) » P 4o ¢

1. pRg - 5] (INNER)

PMEF TR LFRELE FoARENEEZ P ERBDTR

B OOREAGETRLON N B AR Y BEERE BE VR E T

rAEE PN ERBOTER LA PHEEREIT - HREIT I REIT VR
#

13
FESBIAGFE - FHPINEEA U FEF GRS T REFRMEF B o

Kz‘a \‘\3

2. =% £ (IND)

AETRZFECIREY SBEAITIRL K B2 S MINE A
ﬁ%&%ﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂ%4ééﬁﬁﬁéﬁ\%2@%%25\& :
HEdE2Z AINFE L BjH Ei4&‘@!51@%@4&’E?P?.T\%«“Z FE B



RIRFFEW B B FE G| ?uﬁa r‘%fﬁ*xeﬁ 81

(2)3 & $i#— 3253 % (OWNERSHIP)

&g:];gu,;g: (2019) 475 » &2 #-p2E# % (OWNERSHIP) % % % : 3%
TR FRSF o KT MRIEF R F B EIE D R e o

f\l;}f BaE e ? a4 e P ER ¥ 100 ¥ TR F RO 7 P4 I237
AIFEBMBTIER FR L ol BRI I M R A SRl s =
FEIN BB G TR A BFEATEITHRRE? o0 TTEI2 §i532/TCGIL
MRS, RV AT RS TR IQ@WJWW’ EEREN ) NG
B AP TR ] RN B e A e T A R
e B oendE oo ”f Ptk R i't—‘gd BEERASPHBOEFTI > FRER
PR ERTLPHBRAL FRBREREBE CAEFTR O RA LD g%
PRS0 R RBB T Fh Ay R E AR O L BB R k]
AT R RES R oA ARBOBFE TP EF TP TR ERNF L0 F9H R T
RHETETE S FESR o

(z )4 % &

REERYRG 2R 12 PR (SIZE) ~ Mk (LEVERAGE) -~ £ M
&% (GROUP) ~ FAHM % (ROA) ~ = + g imdiasr (BIGA) % » it 5 s
T A R - R T

1. 2 734 (SIZE)

Gul and Leung (2004)F= 3 45 &1 = @ A4 ~ o dcfk TR hT 3o A s > 91

’FT‘ EXCF RS RN =k R ';Mu%’* FHA2PFTRDF RS gRF - =

CAPEWMBLIOTR L FRIRA DAL FLIRADTEF R R
Eatiprz g ko afeth@g { 5 F -

2. M7 ¥ (LEVERAGE)

Chow and Wong-Boren (1987):u % f F 4t F B e & 5 (RIZa A g% > 9710 §
# B F MG E M RIZ A & Ahmed and Courtis (1999)F7 7 » # RAF 4 & (§
FHEZ ) G0 FREOTRBBLIIAAY -

3. M4 ¥ (GROUP)

Eahy o~ RREY 2% (2007) 3R FEAE F Jﬁ]ﬁ"q“—’ﬁg\?‘f’fkﬁi‘i’
2 7R FRMEEVEEFBP A F 20 L FAFRDL S e G4 TR & 1
EFFRT M AT R ER L EREFE 2 T HFERAEFEEF L S %
JRATAZEH  FEEE R FTABEST 5> FBEE (GROUP) % 515
Fz2 o Bk E0-

}&
PO
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FA#EMZ (ROA)
B4 0 A AP BT AR 0 5T R MDD AESRBILBERT 4 0 R

FALHLET P #70 48% #5123 485 { % oF : (Guland Leung, 2004) -
A L8 € B 5 0 Gaver and Gaver (1993):n 5 0 2 P EAa 4 AR ek
BT BRABRTAWOTAT HHGEL - T REL 5 P2 TG R
BPEREL -

5. m + ¢ i %447 (BIG4)

AFETREZe X EFFERTIPERG X FEE FHEEI LA Fhe
S R EATBIGAR Z15 F 2 s B 500

(I)R#83
INCER L = IPULE & S e R = (R = R R e |
Ao Bl PREF S § o FRR3ad 2 BIHILY BB T L 0 FER

b= 2o PIEAILY hBEEF S oo B B2 2 0 PICA2Y Bk F S T R EGR
A%z PIRCRI2Y hB g B F 5 f o WAHRHCRILZE HCFI27 ] AT o
L PR Gl TG ST
DISCLOSE;, = & + INNER, , + 8,0WNERSHIP,, + A,INNER, , x OWNERSHIP,
+B,SIZE,  + S,LEVERAGE,, + S,GROUP, + f3,ROA
+4,BIG4, +> 2B BYEAR  +> 28 4 INDUSTRY,, +¢, (1)

2. B EF V0B T AIhE ST

DISCLOSE, , = & + ,IND;, + 8,0WNERSHIP,, + 3,IND, , x OWNERSHIP,,
+B,SIZE,, + ,LEVERAGE, , + ,GROUP, + f3,ROA

+S,BIG4,  + D 1 BYEAR, + > 3003 B, INDUSTRY,  + &, 2)
He o,

DISCLOSE = FamBsEFTos s AM+-A+-A-A—-B-C-C—>
= B E K

INNER = PMEFIEFEABG P NEET TR LEEEY
FEFE REFEFTF T MIVE B R
Bl emm s R iTE RHGEFE -

IND = BrERlEEEAEH o HFE PN BATEE
FHRLBELFE A ABERIBASIBEELT A
SEFEFOD AL EEF LR T2 AIMETE o

OWNERSHIP = R2%#% > %% 5 RES R F o
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SIZE = 2P FARRG A

LEVERAGE = f RRIEIT AR -

GROUP = FAEEEFORMKILFZ o RKEO

ROA = AW LHITESE/THRT A o

BIG = FREAEFFESCTRRE LI F L RIRE O

YEAR = ERGAREE AFELPE S 2011 &3 2014 & - A
2P htERKLAL ER S0

INDUSTRY = A % uSdc RE2 b “ra %0570 » A 5 3447

& = WA o

.
i)
B
=
*ﬂ

-~ RSB

%02 L syt o B84 2 ¥ g 3 DISCLOSE #1351 4 & 3.8829 -
LAABADP AL D FEL P FUIBITE AT 0 A SR A—amE o pREE
(INNER) th¥ 30 5 02116 £ n P FF EFF g1 0% 9 E21% b2 ¥
T (IND) %3589 5 01847 &b FF BT F 610 b~ GL18% - ot 27
325459 (OWNERSHIP) 1 3aig % 94273 Aim o642 f i 2 7 ¢ thts
FUFG5 % F@EE ¥ (GROUP) Ti2iE g5 05713 g\,:pe}g{éﬁ_ L
BPEEEBMEE okt r X 2 (BIGA) T8t 0.8697 0 % 71 3 42174
PR AF L T e S TR AE

2 #AWEc sk it (N=4,495)

Variable Mean Median StdDev Maximum Minimum
DISCLOSE 3.8829 4.0000 1.1674 7.0000 1.0000
INNER 0.2116 0.2000 0.1457 1.0000 0.0000
IND 0.1847 0.2222 0.1733 0.6667 0.0000
OWNERSHIP 9.4273 4.6450 12.2155 70.5200 0.0000
SIZE 22.5257 22.2627 1.5966 29.5690 19.0062
LEVERAGE 0.4180 0.4162 0.1856 0.9931 0.0061
GROUP 0.5713 1.0000 0.4950 1.0000 0.0000
ROA 8.2812 7.49.00 8.1080 96.4500 -38.2800
BIG4 0.8691 1.0000 0.3372 1.0000 0.0000

%4k DISCLOSE: Fiudhib &' » A 5~ @ %% I INNER: PR # (L5 ¥ § ~ 4 o/ IND:
Z&l‘%ixé%igAg[u@ OWNERSHIP p;quﬁ,;;w1 SIZE: 2 7 3 A MIB f RS
LEVERAGE : j ff A3/ F A 437  GROUP : % % W &% + RIS E 11 5 £ » Al & 05 ROA: futh
LadTED R/ el ﬁ‘fq’ B|G4 qv_—‘gagmjg:jg.Lr Bl s 15 F2 o B2t s 0o
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- AP h Rk
i #-Pearsonfp i i #cs |3 43 d %3? MFRFT MG ST g
DISCLOSE# #75 en#ficf® & AF ¥ -k 8 » 2 ¢ 3 jp|%de-p 38 ¥+ &) (INNER) &

T &% (DISCLOSE) ixﬁ,;&«E%ﬁ 7}9 B AT RIREF I HARF > TG
AR A Y - BRI FE (IND) » B2 FhE 5 F (DISCLOSE)
EREFIAAM O RLAEER M T E A AR TNIhE S TARF o R 2
& % B F2% 45 % (OWNERSHIP) fr 3140 & & B (DISCLOSE ) & A7 % £ 49 M -
T RES RIS ARG R TG ST AR o T %s%ﬁ(SIZE) :
P17+1f ¢ (LEVERAGE) -~ BB & % (GROUP) ~ F A4 ¥ (ROA) ~z + g3+
fFE et (BIG4) » 3981 Faih@ &% (DISCLOSE) B SEE X 4p b » % &2 % ik
FpEp r&#pﬂ? C R EREAR S S B flA Y AR g REDTABGEET
ok PEBWEBEEAN I e A EFFERTAPERTE ) FABESTY §
- 41 % Mt (LEVERAGE) ~ LM FDARM » 47 £ 4ok f 0 S
O EHREREFTABBSEFT > EMAES A o

i A H

L P{RE® 0 bl Finah g o 2 e ff A 41

Tz

In

245BM 12 BERIZMIFEE - A 4NKET UREIPNINE T B
(INNER) &3+ fh#ic 5 -1.0702 > p value <0.0001 » & § ezt P B ¥ f Ap Rl {2 > &
i%ffifiéﬁl BT PIREE BT E O BARF i%‘éﬁﬂ?%u%;@%%%frrﬁgiﬁi » &
@4 7% bl4e : Brickley etal. (1997)gLgkA4n 17 o o 4 44 F LR T| FOEF

(OWNERSHIP) s 2t 4 8 5 -0.0109 5 p value <0.0001 » & % foE gy ¢ ¥
mﬁeumgrr?img%g Mo B EBRRE 4L TUFRPRET NG
(INNER) # 3223 3% (OWNERSHIP) th=% 338 iz 3+ 4 ¥ 5 0.0225 > p value a
00113 27 FEFRFT UFEPNEE V" HEFTAHEEFTHF v b > Flpt
i 3a e

DR R REGET UFR- B AESIR G 0 Fl 725 % (OWNERSHIP)
IR E G R ATERF LR O RES AR BRBER S oM NT R
HOPFAIBEETERL R g P NEF VL FRFATAHBB ST T3
P A F o ac BGRBLEET o FOEFRARE ARG NRBE P NTE N G E T
BETF e M Garck > Ra WX 2%k € FRFEREZ L TP AFTT

MEEAIBOEERE L) 0 AR SR TR BT F TR o

2 R ,g;@ To e (marginal effects) 245 ;) f 37 33 0 B4 2%chk + § & %%
FARD AREEGF RN T 0 EER ERAR RVARI R A 2O EE L f o
EJPK‘,;}!: LEE AR UIRNRNE N IRFE E B k’“’m;}%;gw?‘rmﬁa&gﬂ v E R ,ﬁ /T‘a”i I3
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2. M FF B TR F L fFA 4T

25 LB 22 BEHR A2 FHLEEd A 57 WERFHZFE 5 (IND)
difp 3 T fici: 1.39350 pvalue<0.0001 - & 5 st PR F n4pb o RARFEE € D
g Ha RS FTRRBEL ST 0 83 7 0 4 Leftwich et al. (1981)
% Chen and Jaggi (ZOOO)EJAE!Z\.L— Ko EAFBEHR2 “$ Pz dh s BB A 5S VOB
72E# % (OWNERSHIP) e 2+ 8 % -0.0025 > p value 5 0.1681 > i & RIEF %
BEENTABMBETE 2 LM KA b2 FEF 5 (IND) & jok#H %
(OWNERSHIP ) z_ % 338 ehip 3+ 2 #c 5 -0.0177 » p value 3 0.0085 > % 7 32%4F %
g3 b FEV GIE FABB ST D o M F LG4

24 ANEFRCHATABBEFTLRESS (N=4495)

DISCLOSE;, = & + 3INNER, , + 8,0WNERSHIP,, + A,INNER, , x OWNERSHIP,
+B,SIZE,  + B,LEVERAGE, , + A,GROUP, + B,ROA , + 3,BIG4,,
+3 28 AVEAR, + 228 INDUSTRY,, +¢,

Variable Parameter Standard t statictis p value
Estimate Error

INTERCEPT -0.8774 0.2863 -3.06 <0.0001""

INNER -1.0702 0.1478 -7.24 <0.0001""

OWNERSHIP -0.0109 0.0024 -4.56 <0.0001™"

INNER X OWNERSHIP 0.0225 0.0089 2.53 0.0113™

SIZE 0.2317 0.0134 17.35 <0.0001™"

LEVERAGE -0.3405 0.1056 -3.23 0.0013™

GROUP -0.0046 0.0358 -0.13 0.8985

ROA 0.0065 0.0021 3.14 0.0017""

BIG4 0.1095 0.0482 2.27 0.0232"

YEAR Include

INDUSTRY Include

Adj R? 0.1654

Fig 76.38

T EFETER

2. 37k 1%ePBE F R T4 7 iE 5%ehAT F ORI o

5 oka o 5@ T ﬁlﬁ*x@ (marginal effects) 247, P 27> A7 TG TRk A § R
o %imé KRBLG R A TE T o REERT LR AN AR TR ﬁﬂ\if“mré“%fi
%:‘;_11 q’v'?\*x;fff’”gaﬁlp;;l"‘z&' %‘:i“‘fylbk"f)%;}’%i%wng_?‘rﬁgl)ﬁ’IEJlL’/z‘fu /}J []‘\ﬁ_
N
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45 BEEELHATRBBETLIHELS (N=4,495)

DISCLOSE,, = a + 3IND;, + 3,0WNERSHIP,, + 3,IND, , x OWNERSHIP, + 3,SIZE,
+S,LEVERAGE, , + 8,GROUPR,, + 3,ROA , + A,BIG4,,
+2 20 BYEAR  + D 5011 By INDUSTRY,  + ¢,

Variable Parameter Standard t statictis p value
Estimate Error

INTERCEPT -1.1901 0.2811 -4.23 <0.0001""

IND 1.3935 0.1259 11.07 <0.0001™"

OWNERSHIP -0.0025 0.0018 -1.38 0.1681

IND X OWNERSHIP -0.0177 0.0067 -2.63 0.0085""

SIZE 0.2297 0.0132 17.35 <0.0001™"

LEVERAGE -0.3367 0.1044 -3.22 0.0013™"

GROUP 0.0722 0.0358 2.02 0.0439™

ROA 0.0046 0.0020 2.25 0.0247"

BIGA 0.0904 0.0478 1.89 0.0586"

YEAR1 Include

INDUSTRY Include

AdjR? 0.1896

FiE 85.01

L RETAFLE 2-

2. TR %R R T AT i 5B ORI TR ik 10%:0BT R ¢
= ~ #% s (marginal effects) & 45

AT AT %2 % 78 (INNER; ;X OWNERSHIP; ) » % p¥ » 7 ja 3 11 % OWNERSHIP
H |NNER4i‘2§4t— Hiz Ti0F Bant g —Qr}\(3)'—“1'7r. :

oDISCLOSE

= -1.0702 + 0.0225 x OWNERSHIP 3
OINNER (3)

F) AR FEE L f #ic (-1.0702) > & 5F & OWNERSHIP 5 0 chwidg2 T » 2R g F 0t
BlA%E 0 G A BAx L o F OWNERSHIP=47.56 ¥ (%) 5 #% A 5198.13 4 =k ) p
MFE W p e Erc % 5 00 % OWNERSHIP + % (/] %) 47.56 P& » Bl »c % 4
B(f ) d I Vot A § EREHCE S L 0 BB RO T 0
BERI EAAE ETARGE S 2B OEEE L -

ot 2tk AR A4 % E (INDi X OWNERSHIP; ) »c% i - o F 4o o)
OWNERSHIP &2 p% » IND & #{4c - ¥ (= » T305 Jefnc %€ » 4058 (4) %77 °
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ODISCLOSE _ 1 3935+ 0.0177 x OWNERSHIP
JIND ?

Fli A EEIE 2 1 # (1.3935) Aot A OWNERSHIP 5 0w 2. ™ » b= %
WA R o PR G A BcAk B o § OWNERSHIP=78.73 p% ( 4 37 OWNERSHIP # + &
5 70.52> F]pt 2 13 2 OWNERSHIP=78.73 crfk & )» o= T F v e %k 5 0o
7 % OWNERSHIP + »% (/] %) 7873 FF » Plig%»c% 5§ (& ) d 30 ATy iR
FRAMEERFEEEL L éﬁf‘u%&fﬁ*i‘_?ﬁ@*‘rﬁ TS RRI EAAE T
PFREERAIBE RS LD

d 3t BB A TV UF T A A B ARSI o B A F RARIEH K
(OWNERSHIP) * *t47.56f% » A 28% F 0 G413 T4 5 0 2 B %1 & 7]
éﬁﬁ%&ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁéﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁ’$Pi§@j2%ﬁﬁ$§{ﬁﬁ%

LA NAT56 0 FIMH A kA P E 0 5 2%tk A § EIRE B K LD o
g = /g%l*%ﬂ)ués—ﬁ*h? 2P EH Fraen P BRI T AA A2 B ¢ (1)Jensen
and Meckling (1976)4% 1 5741 ¥ 1z ac 3 (convergence-of-interest hypothesis) : § &

BEERSGIGRR 0 EEFT A R SnflE o e g
3 FIH RS e +% Frro dma P EMAIE LSS £ %2 (2)Jensen and Ruback
(1983)#7#& ) e & 4w & B3 (conflict of interest hypothesis ) : % # 7 i’f PTG 200K
B OIABRE T LARE S L TRBEAS A AL pr(m,ra‘_q/ W
i A2 - EFJRg 75 (anti-takeover behavior) - & X ERGY ‘**;:3%‘7; v B 2b
AP EMANE LR Ft o d AT BB AT MBI E L 5 F2011
EI0M4FHFFFD T HRA LG Z%mﬁti\ ( FIEF R < 2475640
BA) §REE2EERDIE - P FR L F JTaBE (convergence-of-interest
hypothesis) ; 28 @ %3 98%:rfk * £ &_R7&4F 9] 2047560 H B 2% L R R f @
7 L FFE 4 E R (conflict of interest hypothesis) - 4 & % it FJ{FW v E LA
2011# 220145 cnt 3@ AT A B RELFIARDEFJERE BR

(conflict of interest hypothesis ) gk -

oo R AITRESES BT F AR5 %% (OWNERSHIP) + »t78.73p% »
W T G TG STt B e d AT A RS R
BoX B L7052 F|p A 5 RIEF LK AT8.T3h A ‘ﬂﬁ“,j.}uj\lﬂ”’ DIMBFEAD
T R R RA S o T E s S 2010 1 2014 ¢k B AR S P L AT B A
B2 FEVPEHTTRBE ST OEEET § FE REF LA R ’/%;Tk‘ﬁﬁ A
B2 0 BN L2011 E 12014 B E AP LA HRAY RBEAFLIE
R B2 EF VN T ARRS T RS T E
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WM RIE L F SN A REF LY AR A oo P onp B aRAL 0 R0
LR TELEFALATEFRETAHEE ST - Bils » FI AP 7 HF 3 e
ERFRA TR ST MY TEEPM T EFE R T EEI AL R RS DT
FHEAREFAFT cF L AT HEY TRABBTL I AR ETART u&;%ﬂ«;ﬁm‘i
B KB RAREEF G EBEFEVEHTTARMBELST IR T RS R L
FAFPL BRAAER O o P REF G ETRRESTL #BF&? s kA o e F
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AR B RS R R M R . o S R ROES

WERERMET N R FRILB R F e MG K ’i&% IO S AT
FE NGB TR ST L e M 2 o Fg # s (marginal effects )
A AT FR (DA FIEREILL 0mi2 T o PMFE L ARE > hE A Kk
iq%ww& b PR AT 4756 pF (G 2%tk AR ) RISk S E

200 RIEFF T ATE6 BF (9 98Uk AR ) BBk L o g{fjh‘i
%IE (INNER“XOWNERSHIP“) ELE PR AP S RS FRFEANLME,

TALL B A DS Bk 3 goﬁgz’%uﬁ%mn'i2m4'tﬁﬁéﬂ
PR HA FHEEEFRD E1F HE B (conflict of interest hypothesis) #LEE ©
Q) g=dHF s Ocmnde 2™ > Z&u ﬁi WAE R o thi A AR 0§ RIEF RS
7873 FF > Plib %i*’%**‘:‘u&v?’g%%ﬁﬁﬂiﬁ“ ELGZEE Ra AT HRAD

FERIEHF R BB 5 70520 Fp AT A o Bk L f BEak Ao ;:c)l-&z %,(IE
(IND;;XOWNERSHIP;;) gt & 2 47m 3 > 2257 E R &AM FlE A 2 5
R EATE S oo
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EBAE 2000 MRS R  ERT R HRE gy Hocl M —
Yo BATI TS0 P LA MR ERE AT T AR LG o

R AT e g s 20120 A L N R MFET Y Fo §3 R HE
$2%% 1% 6190 -
HRE]F 020150 FF § R HHMBTABBE G L P B FHB RS

BrADRZ ALY o

HAEF R R E 2009 FEF RV RS - TRLEFE L EHREF MBI 3537
o % 484 1 1-33-

ﬁg;ﬁ@ﬁ#’m%’ﬁﬁf 3 FPART Y IR R IRIEG A i Y AR R
FIER > 5 208 5% 24 1 365-395 -

Eﬂa}% BEFHK 2010 HEEEF AP FTREPRE TG EZ MBI P
BRI % 18 % % 48 1 949-1008 -

%%§~%&%Eg 3355 2007 > P (SILRTAES PARE I D FF & SR
Fdl#Fd B4R % 2455 14 11739 -

ﬁég’mm’%?iﬁﬁm@ﬁg%‘inﬁﬂ§%§?’i*§ﬂ%i’%M
¥ % S1# :203-232 -

WP D AEMAT 2000 AR B RELE I wARE B Y Bk
% 2% % 24 15176

FREFe I AE 2017 AP R BB R L2 B2 W RF A 63
T % 64 8 1 61-111 -

MG e B 0 2011 0 BEP IR RE A EEFAEIT D RS S L R0E
WH2Z P FEER 52855 1 16580

m%m,mm FPAR 2R 24 E o BETEPF A5 20 55 129 ¢
43-69 -

M E3F 2k > 2007 0 2 P oA HE FABB L MBPEFY > 24 FRFR
% 27 % % 24 :55-109 -
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T R EEMmT 2012 REEEAIE S EAE T I e BB ¢ L g
R % 208 % 24 1 673-711 -
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