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Value under Agency Perspective - Evidence from
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Abstract: Is it intuitional to suggest that wealth is transferred, by tax avoidance, from
government to shareholders of a company so as to advance the shareholders’ interests?
Using date from 2009 to 2013 provided by Chinese listed firms, this study aims to
examine the relationship between tax avoidance and firm value, and further to investigate
the moderating effect of corporate governance on the relationship. In the study, firm value
is measured by Tobin Q, tax avoidance is proxied by permanent book-tax differences,
while corporate governance is measured by a composite score. The study empirical
results indicate that tax avoidance is significantly positive and correlated with firm value.
In addition, the findings suggest that compared with companies with weak corporate
governance, those with better corporate governance have a stronger positive relation
between firm value and tax avoidance. Various sensitivity analyses are conducted in the
study and robustly support our arguments.
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Hap o 7P k- 12 25%¢2 AR F R E 2 o

ﬁ‘—%— Tf*?fﬂu*‘ﬁ*&xé ’
or'] yj\?jﬁ-}i\j‘ BT
2 15%nig B LS 3t 8
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Meckling (1976):};1 DRI R FOLT AL G YV - A e IR AR ] § 5 ImA
B A2 A E g%“i";‘&”ﬁ BASYIE MRS A o d 0P R PEF IR I A SRS

MR R E PR R aH %ﬂﬁﬁlng+ﬁi%PﬁW€’ﬁéiﬁ#klﬁﬂ
mkﬂ‘iﬁﬁaf*ﬁnﬂ% EEEEERESFES SELEEIF R

PP DE FORE T o TR AR I F LR AFRE S PN
B A2 BMGTAY (2 AR - EF - FOP kAP 27 5
RbsBci gt i 0~1ent & &lﬁzﬁ q-ﬁ’l-*‘ I R L ) 4':} i o
()% % T 459 &) (BS_Hold)
FEFFRH L EE RS 2P Rk
Mo ERASSTZEFE > 2 RALER ¢ AL
REFLEM P ARZFR > Ft y 25T
-‘—*-Eg":ijx_é/% afl )—1;1.32,4\%’.\.- % ﬁaﬁfig‘ﬁ"};
Sweeney(1996)%\w;§,‘rﬁa"i%’*”“fﬂh}rﬁﬂ* ﬁ’ﬁ’éﬁfﬂé

"U

CEHUH ST I e B A2 #BS Holdd o] 3 AR 5 3 EE
& fﬂ%?"“' 2ZF A fi?ﬁfwv\ﬁi’ MR R s 0l B BREFRTLH > &7
/r'/'ﬁg‘# d °

(@m&%&wm(myd

A GIEE N R R AR 2 PR k2 S Blair
(1995)45 1 7% i\jﬁiéﬂmgiﬁmgﬁl“ﬁiéoﬂﬂﬂ*%’EA%
P B R > R B D B R ST TR A A 3
EHRFLILAE ST A ’-jiwﬁﬂ GE R TS P 2 TR RG] o T
Rajgopal, Venkatachalam, and Jiambalvo (1999) 2 Matsumoto (2002) & ¥ #5472 + g
Fd o fa g i - B RhERE 0 AR AFRE LIRS L
SR A M INSTH | 3 AR 2 EE - FOPAKEAY 2 F A %5 o
W A 0~1 e R EART LK A A -

(H)FF ¢ 4 (BS_Size)

FEEAW S FEF Al 2ol BY WAL 72 8 1202 % ¢
FHRE5F194 cFEERWHOP P LEFT P E- RS FRE 2
224k (2002) fr Xie, Davidson, and DaDalt (2003) '+ 3% 5 % & % € R+
P PLE GRS A RARRZ RO AP A T T R AR AR 0 g €
it lf WEAD G EAL ok A kS 2P & ¥ Zahra and Pearce
(1989)F 5 4a 1+ HF g RHT 2L HF § 7l ehBI» RHH LB 2P Hocg
%°fﬁ%¢ﬁ$§ig A D PTG B e B A v % BS Size d ) 3
PhAfEAY P A SRSl BIEEE L 0~1 5t B

il

!
&
“.J
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BG)F % £ { =53 (Non_Dual)

TEEFLFE L ERE®L 0 25 1; Famaand Jensen (1983)4; 1 » £ ¥ &
{iEpgm2 Fe s BRI EERAD2 2P ELTNGT > d BRI HA
E‘#} AP ARG EARES ﬁ{v sb%ﬁ- L llﬁg’azl" gl i2a R W
@ ; ¥ ¢t > Chenand Lin (2007)# 3 = @ ip@ 2 pAia b2 B % > #ﬁ hEgFEAEs
g ?dzé%@ﬁ“i@w BT PRI EF AL EREEF T LT
Flz 5 2P mEFIR L -

(EOERE- L S S8ty Sl

AT R ED 2 )Eleﬁri,]%:kz‘ili’ﬁ AEHE (1999)~ ;2% (2003)~ § = H & 2 gk
i (2005)~ % < 4 % 4 (2008) ~ Morck, Shleifer, and Vishny (1990) + Rego (2003) ~
Armstrong, Blouin, and Larcker (2012) ~ Simone and Stomberg (2012) % #= 3 > &2 4 =
BERESD W B2 pd Bl SLP 4o ol
1. = 744 (SIZE)

WA~ Pop 2R g Morck et al.(1990)77 1 4p 21 0) 2 @ FldeG e § ha K
€ FlM G A P E ;¥ ¢t Rego (2003)% Armstrong et al.(2012)3% 5 # 2
EERT NG AR RN > A L ET AOFRE RS 2 J1F o @14 (2003)
2R E l—f’" phik (2005) AT 3 % A T EPRISEG] D TN AR RS
PR G Rl e 2 PN F I AT AL LR E o0 FR ERFR
o PR A7 44 Simone and Stomberg (2012) 12 4 » B~ ;t&ﬁg,:j\ e TP
4> ¢4 2 d *t Simone and Stomberg (2012)W;w SPHES A RTANIEE
R H B R o P FSRES L AT {*}En CELIE o A 1 294
BRI 2 G § 0 Flt A s e~ B ?.%séi#ﬁ&:i Fd s P ALY AR Gk

2. 2@ p4irtEE (LEV):

TOPREFIATA UV ER AP LT ASHEF LD
T 2485 4 (2008) AT 5 o # F AR O~ 04 Sl
e RS LIS RNk S T :
Q- A4 (2004) 277 % ¢ FmA f‘w*‘*“—’*i P AP IRET R R
Meckling (1976)w::~ R T o i RTERPEFRIDFER R
BLAFAIFPD FELEH A R 2PE AR FPAELE R FH S o

Ps .

-vﬂ E“}-“Jﬁ“‘

= £+ (GROWTH) :
f;—fg o]}&] I-Q};&:‘ * j\@',rﬂ NP AR f’:l—m—a)(\,&;, ’iﬂ\]rﬂ*ﬁ ’E‘j\fi,{ﬂ_k_ %
Wbl PR A R B % o T (2003)4 Y WAL TR D
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RN R+ ST VNS A a*F%%ﬁ%%ﬁ&tilw'Mﬂ%$ SR
o p ¥y SR X 41,5\, AR EPSE =3 SRR 5 251% ta”‘ g5 O
FIPFEH P o 5 oo

4, FrrAIm A R g (LNPAY) :

':‘,'r«;%’QFI"”\E’lvliﬂa'r‘rﬁ’”ﬁ"ﬂ’L?f§’1°f+§”9‘l"~1§]?* TR B2
T ?Iﬂl,{ﬁ%ﬁmb“iﬁ, Bl ARG ML Bt TS A B p AT L B
}rl«éb ’*IE‘I__‘{ ﬁ%“",ﬁiﬁwmf}rg o ﬂ E L \E’JLIL"IE':F\: 5{’ rs}”éb ;E‘l& ﬁ gﬁl-‘%&ﬁ ?JL@?%}&%

# ¥

FE 292415 A IERFLAPYATRERFAEY A H T L
(I EE S Wmﬂﬂ—ﬂ’@mﬁJ\5?ﬁ%%ﬁ?5¥@°ﬁﬁ%‘
¥ AP R ET TEON AL (2003) MG PR FEVE LR P ZERSA B4

Afed@ A gl g - i(#tlwp ;;m,;;@v ) jgétﬁﬁ:ﬁjm;;(ﬁv? H#trs NPT FP A
G AR LN A o S ot VIRIE TS U g
5. % - x A (TOPL):

TR — &R R/ o P % % #ic > Porta, Lopez-De-Silanes, Shleifer, and Vishny
(2002)z. = F dq & > BARFEARSE G 2 ¢ > Am gt PRz B aflE 2
ﬁi’wﬁﬁi§%ﬁ4’7%m’l Wiﬁww@%ﬁ’%%iﬁ“%%
Rl E A48 - 50 I AR i T ho Pl R 8 d(2001)
FTRERE - SR AHFRHE Y FHFL e M Goa 27 x4 Tobin
QEZg 4% » FIAF LY » &
6. "% L 4F pY ek B 44 (VOLATILITY )

i w\w- Tﬁ-{- e
N B
. - =y m%r\;
“ﬂ‘i‘“
\rm

* < %% Desai and Dharmapala (2009) g8 = ;% » 3+ 5 £ £ £ 60 B * "% L 4F
g R L F o E L ERR R R o R R PR LR
PR X E L WS %Y o SR 4 WS o
o B OHEE GT RF anmi 0 F1 Tobin Q § 4% 5 F 2 0 FORRFRLE
£~ > TobinQ & &1 > gk > T Fhc fARKE -

7. @Rt #c (TOTAL ACCRUALS)
M EFIRER AR A FENS SRETE S LR B I RATA
kiFE o ## § %4 Desai and Dharmapala (2009)2 it §F 5% #-3t i3 e ~ 43241 > o
+*Desai and Dharmapala (2009):%. 5 M4 B iR @7 5 2 - B E S > M
AR RZR2FPEFRFL > QFDFHAIRFLFEERMRLEDEL F1F o
A R 2 BRI EC R L P é{é? PiTE o RAFFH I o

B EEEE A
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Foift i st3h 2 An B 1A A7

FLEAY RN A I E R LY ok R PR R
KIRE SV r:‘ “3tiE e 73 Panel B ¢ o Panel Bimthrd? g% §RHT
512405k 5 231 ART6AERE AL FRASE O AKAY ) TT%;
ARASTAFRRASCEAFLFTELYE 1129%  F 5 FH%R-TH9 5 10.79% -
FAFRTIBG L 1051% o 3 3 Panel C P& %A & & 3% fip:‘%ﬁi:”% FArE 2R
e BciE o 453 E Tobin QAT EZ B H R E (MV) 2 2 F A%e & (TA) ~ Mit
2R RE (BTD) 2wz @R g AR TisEp (PAY) .

% 27|57 & % ¥z Pearson Ap B il % o d £ 27 &> Tobin Q foik A R f

2 (PBTD) #4p B 4 dichi 5 fﬁ,@wﬂﬂ%ﬁuwimﬁ%\a@@;azs
m/—iﬂ%ﬂ (CG) £ Tobin Q ciiphf B B F 2 1 > Hop 2 7 pR A& 7
Bad BoiE o ¥ b & 287 & ¥#? LNPAY fr SIZE 2 F’“m}fﬁf “#ch: 0457 %
AR AR B B2 B HAASET Pearson ApM A HcY 2 B oA AT EEMAB AR o

S E Ty T

£BA AL RPN ()A S QLR EEF AL YT UERAL P
»iB LR (PBTD) &# 22 & [-Wi=A (Tobin Q) S Fr4ph > &g & ESLE AT \.}g
(A A ]%‘Fijfmii‘. <) 2Py E 4r§ PR EART B A0 P fRE R ENE
ECR I LA RS St \jm'% B A FBAEE A AT E NI AREET o e r T
a8 ,‘,;ws@g,:a HRAkom2 e 2485 TEMEE (PBTD) l“ﬁid
O rf—(CG)&:ﬁﬁuﬂaﬁ?\E 538 ch3 338 (PBTDXCG) B
i%ib»ﬁ“ bt :@‘fnv fe N IE R PG T ﬁ;fsu‘r,aﬂ'*“ o
M oROIRIE D B R S B rﬂ:f»”‘ S RIS 1 |
ir,ﬁ}imlplxl—hﬂlx% s TR P AR £z+m¢q-_xa‘.1:rﬁ7fm;
FARGZZLOTWERFT LT DR L Apir d @
PEPT S PR RRRE TR O APIRA T 5T B gl 0
5?%' fﬁfﬁ?*ﬁ’év‘j/ppﬁ&iﬂ o A FF AT B2 2 Hhit o
PR EINAS 0 A 3% A 42 BN - R FET 27RHE (SIZE) &
BEpAph > st A & Az RT (2012) Morck et al. (1990)4= Simone and Stomberg
(2012)2. %% 4pf s AT 2 PHEF RS2 A EPE S FPLERFRA2Z PG E
P AR (LEV) ~ R Fo4ph > 2t 2224 (2003) -~ % &2 22237 (2012)
frJensen and Meckling (1976)snig S Ap ke » & 7 0 R IZpRELm 3 > f FRT € & F

FRAPHFEE R FRERY A Fééfﬁi@%’%%ﬁﬁﬁéﬂ@&é
p:’f%f“{LIP T > Em A P2 l% B8+ EF (GROWTH) & & & B ¥ i
o BIEY S Ak 0 AT AP FELE 6 ﬁkrs 2 NP HE e B SR
itk (TOP1) R+ w88 ¥ B % » 27| g thaed (2001) % Porta et al. (2002)
ﬁ%%@k’%ﬁ$¥—%%iﬁ%ﬁ*v*”iﬁfmﬁimﬁ AR - R 0 ik
WA AFME S TR ERF o KRR AL E . (VOLATILITY) & f = 8 % >
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¢z Desai and Dharmapala (2009) s % 4p e > B2 77 % "R R AR p el dofd g o] p > 2 @
FRFARLT A7 HEH B o R B (TOTALACCRUALS) & &+ & ¥ » £2 Desai
and Dharmapala (2009) . % 4p e o 23+ B f@ g A B #p (LNPAY) 22 2 % @
cPRE AR B F o

21 it

Panel A:

%K E= S B B BB el
Tobin Q 0.7765 0.1123 4.3652 0.5374
PBTD 0.0107 -0.2204 0.2374 0.0530
CG 2.3385 0.0009 4.5470 0.8437
SIZE 21.1865 11.5992 28.6889 1.6037
LEV 0.4618 0.0373 1.0000 0.2284
GROWTH 0.2088 -0.6601 45021 0.5872
LNPAY 12.8604 10.9331 14.6798 0.7304
TOP1 0.3644 0.0893 0.7607 0.1554
VOLATILITY 0.3889 0.0000 0.9832 0.2803
TOTAL ACCRUALS 0.0064 -0.3209 0.5265 0.1089
Panel B:

¥ I yafk B 1B BoX B e
BS_Size 12.0000 6.0000 31.0000 2.7535
Non_Dual 0.7665 0.0000 1.0000 0.4231
MGTA 0.1129 0.0000 0.9944 0.2049
BS Hold 0.1079 0.0000 0.9944 0.1985
INST 0.1051 0.0000 0.9172 0.1999
Panel C:

£ 3S T gk B B Bt i

MV (F & ~) 8483.61 63.52 2237763 41870
TA(p 3 ~) 1375.25 66.17 1382920 45588
BTD (@ ~) 1113.95 -128.33 744029 2211
PAY (& ~) 38.47 5.60 237 36

Panel A & %#cd 4™ @ Tobin Q=(F A& ip 12 X il W fict® WZ B X 20 Mt % f R G ) E) AT
A PBTD=(f% ¢ 3+ 1B -3 facdcfi s ) A T A -GRu #r i@ g ¥ 1 L BT MR )WAT A CC=d T % §
R FFELAEREIT BRI AR FT R AR A B A fiche 3 5 SIZESE
NP p ARG LEV=2 P f 2 P T A S GROWTH=(4 & crdd & 3570 — 89 crgd & 3F)/3 — 89 sl 837 5
LNPAY=7 = =% FF§ 124 B enfpi L 308§ SR8 TOP1=% - < s d 405 8/ 2 7 0% i 3 VOLATILITY=
' 60 i HPLEAR SR TIRE L o FE L EARpeniRE £ TOTAL ACCRUALS=(f3 ¢ 3-fIiB-T &0
B A7 @ T A 0 1) EREGHE R TR M3 % (CSMAR) #idi it - Panel B £ %
i &4c™ o BS Size=¥ ¥ ¥ A #cz e Non Dual=§ ¥ £ izit5imi 0> FR5 1; MGTA=F FE i
T84 R P ok fic BS Hold=3 5 $ 45982 P ok dic s INST=(3 2 A 30kt i A 45m)/ o 9 s
e e Panel C & FHcT &40™ > MV=7 3 8 > 5 B R 12 X0 R Bk B R E XY R R BH R B
tem BE (FE~) TA=RTA (F8~) BID=pAfRL AR (F~) & PAY=9 = R [d g 324 i
prram (). il L REST D TR TR WG & (CSMAR) 13 2 RUn SR i -



% 2 Pearson ip B % #ci

TobinQ PBTD CG SIZE LEV GROWTH LNPAY  TOP1 VOLATILITY  TOTAL
ACCRUALS

Tobin Q 1 0.0977 0.1097 0.077° 0.2817 0.434" 0.005 0.118"  -0.013 0.186"
PBTD 0.0977 1 0.1217 0.022° -0.308" 0.124" 0.1167  0.030°  -0.159" 0.362"
CG 0.109” 0.1217 1 0.025" -0.169™ -0.015 0.084"  -0.107"  -0.284" 0.077"
SIZE 0.0777 0.022° 0.0257 1 0.343"  0.072" 04577  0.2787  0.097” -0.066"
LEV 0.2817 -0.308” -0.1697 03437 1 0.072" 0.001 0.022" 0.449™ -0.100”
GROWTH 0.434”  0.124™ -0.015 0.072" 0.0727 1 0.023" 0.034™  0.064” 0.116"
LNPAY 0.005 0.116° 0.084" 0.457 0.001 0.023" 1 0.0877  -0.058" 0.051"
TOP1 0.118” 0.0307 -0.107" 0.278" 0.022°  0.034" 0.0877 1 -0.086" -0.004
VOLATILITY -0.013  -0.159" -0.284" 0.097" 0.449" 0.064~ -0.058"  -0.086" 1 -0.116"
TOTAL 0.186~ 0.362” 0.0777 -0.066" -0.100" 0.116" 0.051"  -0.004 -0.116™ 1
ACCRUALS

1. & %W2 i 1orm o

Kkk |,

2.

5L T 1%:REF K 0 T 5 T 5%¢hRT F K

*

% i 7] 10%:Bs %k 08 o

2%vi o
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£3 SOmfFargs (N=9411)
TobinQ = 3, + B,PBTD+ ,SIZE + B,LEV + 8,GROWTH + 5.LNPAY
+ B, TOP1+ BVOLATILITY + S, TOTAL ACCRUALS + & (1)
¥ T e RS 'S t & VIF
¥ #ic 0.921 10.905""
PBTD +/- 1.244 12.799" 1.324
SIZE +/- -0.031 -8.4917 1.673
LEV +/- 0.995 39.415™ 1.657
GROWTH + 0.368 47.276" 1.041
LNPAY + -0.004 -0.508 1.327
TOP1 + 0.364 11.9647 1.114
VOLATILITY - -0.346 -19.020™" 1.297
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.675 15.261°" 1.158
Adj. R 34.7%
F Value 624.907""
Lo ¢ R Radodk L9t - X
2. R 1%:BEE R 0 AT 5%:nBEE K 5 4 i F) 10%:08F ¥ K -
3. A%z VIFRI0 S A~ FHEREEMEZ B o
24 SQuppargE (N=9,411)
TobinQ = 3, + S,PBTD + 3,CG + 8,PBTDxCG + 3,SIZE + S,LEV + S,GROWTH
+ 3,LNPAY + B, TOP1+ BVOLATILITY + 8, TOTAL ACCRUALS + & (2)
Bk FpH S B2 ik t i VIF
¥ # 0.775 9.319™
PBTD +/- -1.606 -6.721"" 8.340
CG + 0.069 12.126™ 1.181
PBTD*CG +/- 1.237 12.697"" 8.154
SIZE +/- -0.034 -9.531"" 1.699
LEV +/- 1.010 40.759™ 1.659
GROWTH + 0.367 48.035™" 1.041
LNPAY + -0.005 -0.711 1.328
TOP1 + 0.448 14,794 1.152
VOLATILITY - -0.271 -14.692"" 1.390
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.677 15591 1.160
Adj. R? 37.2%
F Value 557.538™"

1. & %¥2 T &Eiod 1T o
2. *FNLE T 1%HBE F KB > F* L E T] 5% enBE F KB 5 * % i B 10%8E F R o
3. &%z VIFI0 s+ 9B REL AN E -



172§ g3

Vb AR B R AR PN AR A G DR EREOEE
MR 5 IR R D ¢%q£ % >+ Desai and Dharmapala (2009)° 14 ;% A # 3% T 35 ie
FlhhT At B RS DA BF o LA S PR A I RA S F
VPR SR A 2T 18 20%4 Bl s Rl PRI iR S nfk A0 RS R AR T i
ST PERL P SRR Y R *ﬁz@,fmﬁ{;\ﬁ ~a l% B2 BB PR E
BRSO REEEIT WA 5o & 5 HETAAMMHRLRE (PBTD) aiip3t o™ ¥ &
MEFLARM > 2 2P pam il 20% 2 7 chw fF lic (2132) BEFF L P
35 601 200% 2 P e §F e (0.41)0 H falcL B 5 17220t @_1 4.63 (p<0.01) * % 7
EE 5,‘5;@@ 2 2P EREFIFERI IR BT F {4 R FAFLER 22
Wit o T A SR WSS A KRB L 32 44 & rﬂ £ A o

25 FQupAtrgr—wA2fnmEy (N=1,882)

TobinQ = B, + S,PBTD+ B,SIZE + B,LEV + B,GROWTH + B.LNPAY

+ B, TOP1+ BVOLATILITY + B, TOTAL ACCRUALS + ¢ (1)
2P AT E i 20% 2 7 2P AT R 0 20% 2
L3S p 2 Tl p 2 ik
(« i) VIF « ) VIF
¥ #c 0.467 0.593
PBTD 2.132"" 1.299 0.410™ 1.474
(8.944) (2.094)
SIZE -0.011 1.771 -0.030"™" 1.627
(-1.106) (-4.378)
LEV 0.892" 1.903 1.216™ 1.313
(13.887) (24.602)
GROWTH 0.332" 1.076 0.242"" 1.040
(14.684) (17.554)
LNPAY 0.011 1.300 -0.001 1.371
(0.669) (-0.059)
TOP1 0.247 1.059 0.4817" 1.202
(3.210) (7.395)
VOLATILITY -0.3377 1.385 -0.172"" 1.163
(-7.811) (-3.885)
TOTAL 1.050™" 1.155 0.496" 1.253
ACCRUALS (9.906) (5.346)
Adj. R? 30% 38.4%
F value 99.737"" 147.877"
1. & %¥2 T &E4od 1T o
2. AR D] 1%RE F R > L i B 5% BT ¥ ok 0 L i ] 10%¢08E ¥k o

3. & %¥cz VIF<I0 s+ =2 § Jgjﬁ R E R

5  Desai and Dharmapala (2009)=#%= 3 ¢ 22 A FFILiT 5 o 9 iéiﬁ—’_;f,; Eomzi- BoP s iES ;ffg

e i o
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=~ AR RIS

LRl A B R R A2 e ET AT AR Mﬁﬁ’é%muéﬁﬁ
CERTERIPREIRI NFEHEMRETL Qi cmafrEd 2 PR
SEr R SR A I OE S R S S OR S R R f A
ST N 2 RAEE B)Y BRI HN B2 BB o L AR MR A e
(GRS AT - Sudhy

W3 MRy o 4ofl 72 E A E (2013) {- Hanlon and Heitzman (2010)
i%"#*v?i&f?fimfif; REARE S - R EEDTFTERS V- AL MRLR o AT

wﬁif;\l IR APEMRAL R kf}fa s@ffrbf‘r Bo00m a0 R EE S OERE
ﬁé@éf BHEEIAHAFIIE I A RORE AT SRR ERE
(2013) ™ & & %78 ﬁ"“ﬁ‘i‘*m”mﬁfm.. (TaxAvo) KHE WHLET 5 o
Wﬂpm%?‘ ?ﬁ+’ﬂ%u%%iﬁmwﬁ%%”%wéﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ
EHERR  FERF M AT i@'ﬁﬁ&ﬁ% s k@ E 4 (2009) # 3¢

B &R Fﬁm‘i(ﬁ{?ﬁi%}’ﬁ P R P PR RFRILDRTEL @
BT APl o 4 b 2008 £ 2 A7 e d o & 70 R AR AT i
yobo PlEeERE (2013) 23 P ini E 5 gY@ ¥ f
BREFEFERFIEEFDTFR o frbin 2 Tt > AP B &Y FFRES
A>T EETmEle I (2011) 2 glFEEEEE (2013) 23 5% > L&
(B e “%v’ﬁﬂﬁﬁmas‘i KiFE L EWRAER . ()2 A QT BES A
WAOZ AT BEEE A 3% L4235 - Ko TAFERAL A BER-

(2R (20455 4 ot grg & 75

Koh (2003) ~ Mitra and Cready (2005)z% 5 i 4 3% i Jg 2 AL 2 5 4+ i >

PSR 2 p {117 5 032 9§ 4o Rajgopal etal. (1999) % Matsumoto (2002)
= gi;}fﬁﬁ‘fﬁ_(é‘- A Z_ ifr"’—kfi—]—/\ 5 ‘; :_'} — [B; F 4;{7\_3;7%7‘—%( om j\lﬂ'i },\—? j\&l/

- BEHEENDPLELHEABRRFE SRR L TWL AT AEFERE
XIE PR EF 2L AEFy Y 2}“’]‘&3 2 i f7 (2012) ~ Desai and
Dharmapala (2009)4= Chen et al. (2010) % # 3 > 7= & 12;2 X F 3 H — %3 (INST) %
FEOP R PEFENQPFELEEANTFNEAB LEFTRETE DL - R
AEATBER22HiE -

O L LEMEMRF AR Lo A BHEVBATRIALE CNF M BER R L BT R
Fr1 15%nig & fmf;‘ FE AR M- 1 5% TSR L o IR EAERF (T
PR ) IR EF I ATE R T L g*ﬁ BEFE - A3t E L o A2 S F £4% (2015) 2
Chen et al. (2010)7 % o #F mwr, M EEEEFORAS luu]nf » 4 * winsorized = 2 #-
EEDFETERFEEIFT0L 2R o
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6 SmEFLTRE— Ui+ 58 (N=9,411)

TobinQ = B, + ATaxAvo+ B,SIZE + B,LEV + B,GROWTH + B,LNPAY

+ B, TOP1+ SVOLATILITY + B, TOTAL ACCRUALS + ¢ (1)
ik e ERE S tie VIF
¥ i 0.724 8.545
TaxAvo +/- 0.125 6.675 1.112
SIZE +/- -0.024 -6.666 1.645
LEV +/- 0.921 37.634™ 1.537
GROWTH + 0.379 48.745" 1.029
LNPAY + 0.003 0.425 1.325
TOP1 + 0.365 11.918™ 1.114
VOLATILITY - -0.331 -18.008™" 1.308
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.846 19.985™" 1.048
Adj. R? 33.8%

F Value 602.666"

1. TaxAvo=< & ch & & (25%2 15%) #F »efid o B 7§ seff=§ Pri@ My * [ §
AR o H 2 Rl T B4R 1ATT o

2. TR EE) 1% AT R E T E 3] 5%EEE R E 0 75 iE B 100% R ¥ K OE -

3. 2 %#cz VIFI0 sxr > A RAE QM2 B -

27 FQuFsires—UEpaFE S & (N=9411)

TobinQ = g, + S TaxAvo+ S3,CG + S, TaxAvox CG + S,SIZE+ S.LEV + S,GROWTH

+ 3,LNPAY + S TOP1+ SVOLATILITY + 8, TOTAL ACCRUALS +& 2)
i FFH B B2 tadic t i VIF
¥ #c 0.626 7.453™
TaxAvo +/- 0.007 0.129 8.486
CG + 0.08 13.756" 1.230
TaxAvo X CG +/- 0.052 2.3917 8.826
SIZE +/- -0.030 -8.489"" 1.668
LEV +/- 0.939 38.777 1.544
GROWTH + 0.378 49.118™ 1.029
LNPAY + 0.001 0.179 1.328
TOP1 + 0.448 14,588 1.152
VOLATILITY - -0.256 -13.612"" 1.405
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.816 19.487"" 1.051
Adj. R? 35.4%
F Value 516.751""

1. TaxAvo=< & e & Z o8 i (25%2 15%) i f »efied o B¢ o sefRf=§ 7@ My * [fow §
FANE o BB R Rl T ARA0E 1T o

2. UL P 1%EE E R 5 L i ] 5%RE oK 5 Tk B 10%8E ¥R .

3. 2%z VIFI0 &4 B RELRAB2 B -
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£8 NQEFLAFEE— (AT HEEFES N (N=9,411)

TobinQ = 8, + B PBTD + 3,INST + B,PBTDx INST + 8,SIZE + B,LEV + 8,GROWTH

+ B,LNPAY + BTOP1+ BVOLATILITY + 3, TOTAL ACCRUALS + & ©)
% ¥ > e ERS 'S tiE VIF
¥ #c 0.680 8.338""
PBTD +/- 0.869 8.239"" 1.687
INST + 0.586 22.842"" 1.270
PBTD X INST +/- 3.113 7.936" 1.488
SIZE +/- -0.021 -6.113" 1.690
LEV +/- 1.003 41.247 1.666
GROWTH + 0.351 46.851"" 1.048
LNPAY + -0.001 -0.433 1.331
TOP1 + 0.208 7.001™" 1.157
VOLATILITY - -0.258 -14.489™" 1.343
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.563 13.1817" 1.170
Adj. R? 39.6%
F Value 619.163""

1. INST=8 2 A 4o b2 ’\#—*r’i" o Btk gl ¥ KAk 1A o

2. UL P 1%BE F R > T A i D] 5%enAE F ok > T4 i B 10%:088 F R o

3. %%z VIFKIO ok R HA k& X 22 -
(2P ED 7§ Begrd S 2
TR LD f%n' B engrE 5 Tobin Q=(+ % I’%.i vﬁg X i AR ficHE AR E (B X 2E

IRECIR LS ‘). %g L bE G ,% & )/ NF' - N3 - - N S A LI ERnet] B,;fr-;lt
R IP rﬂt“"l‘ﬁ BRGFE T a7 ’&% U RAEA S (LS S A ey
F FE 2R IR A T ﬂ‘liﬁ + A ht’ﬁif‘ #7(2012 )~ % 42 sk % £ (2013)

Desai and Dharmapala (2009) 1= Slmone and Stomberg (2012) s34 & = ;¢ > ¥ Tobin Q
TR i i (T A kR BEHEL O Y E-EE ARG E ) I%F A % 9
% £ 10 _fmﬂm_‘.;a: mAFERT A PR A FIREINL > B FFETE AR B
NGBS e P HE > AFFIFEEA R BEPES P Bl e LR o

(2)F &P 2N

REAST B TR EEERIET Fla A2 R 2B A
P AR 2 A RFHDDERE DD EALHREHT - DTG ELBE @
AP ARRSES > AT REAFNALLE 2120 2 11 PP HESHT AABMR
ZP (PBTD) z th#cx A ¥ » A 2 3B 1 Aa 4 127 4 x» 27,512 (CG)
E g g o P38 %35 8 (PBTDXCG)» CG %2 PBTDXCG thixfic s B % 5 1t
Bor PSR PR AE AT AP EGRS 2 27 Ry Mg R
A 2 KA A Fn RRAEREEL DTG LR BRR 2Lk
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20 FOREAFBY 027 FEFEF (N=041D)

TobinQIl = 3, + B,PBTD+ B3,SIZE + B,LEV + B,GROWTH + B.LNPAY

+ B, TOP1+ BVOLATILITY + B, TOTAL ACCRUALS +¢ (1)
% ¥ > e ESES s t VIF
¥ #c 0.026 0.538
PBTD +/- 0.519 9.232"" 1.324
SIZE +/- -0.013 -6.387" 1.673
LEV +/- 1.330 91.1307" 1.657
GROWTH + 0.250 55.521"" 1.041
LNPAY + 0.008 2.024™ 1.327
TOP1 + 0.122 6.955 1.114
VOLATILITY - 0.007 0.683 1.297
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.325 12.712" 1.158
Adj. R? 64.3%
F Value 2116.194™

1. Tobin QU=C&F A e w f E+HEF 577 Hi EAEE Fhe § BYRTF A1 0 & Bhez LAk 1507 o

2. T3] 1%l E R TG 5] 5% F R 5 2 5] 10%:08 KR
3. L %#z VIFI0 i~ FHNAI AL L RME2 4 -

10 FQuEFAHER— (%27 §EgFE & (N=9,411)

TobinQIl = 3, + B,PBTD + 3,CG + B,PBTDxCG + 3,SIZE + B,LEV + S,GROWTH

+ 3,LNPAY + BTOP1+ BVOLATILITY + 3, TOTAL ACCRUALS + ¢ (2)
i FEH S P B2 tadk t i VIF
¥ -0.008 -0.155
PBTD +/- -0.384 -2.730" 8.340
CG + 0.012 3.524™ 1.181
PBTDXCG +/- 0.395 6.906"" 8.154
SIZE +/- -0.014 -6.525"" 1.699
LEV +/- 1.334 91.643™" 1.659
GROWTH + 0.249 55.644"" 1.041
LNPAY + 0.008 1.989™ 1.328
TOP1 + 0.139 7.822"" 1.152
VOLATILITY - 0.022 2.0517 1.390
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.328 12.854"" 1.160
Adj. R 64.5%
F Value 1712.576™

1. TobinQll= (N? A kG I% la+’}§;,_ S0 iirl% B-E 5 rrll’Em I%u x_s_v_)/mp AoH i L BH2 T HAE LT o
2. L P 1%0BE F R - T h D] 5%ehAE ¥ J\.‘ﬁ Y4 id ] 10%<0AF F K IE o

3. A%z VIFRI0 A~ FHEREENEZ 5 o
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21 SQmFEAFEE—FER L ERE (N=5979)

TobinQ(t+1) = B, + BPBTD + B,SIZE + B,LEV + 8,GROWTH + B,LNPAY

+ B, TOP1+ BVOLATILITY + S, TOTAL ACCRUALS + & (1)
% ¥ R ESES 'S t VIF
¥ #ic 0.530 7.5817""
PBTD +/- 0.002 0.001 1.324
SIZE +/- -0.023 -7.562"" 1.673
LEV +/- 1.204 76.730"" 1.657
GROWTH + 0.102 1.683" 1.041
LNPAY + -0.005 -0.774 1.327
TOP1 + 0.059 2.283" 1.114
VOLATILITY - 0.001 0.064 1.297
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.186 5.032"" 1.158
Adj. R? 42.5%
F Value 552 38"
1. Tobin Q(t+1) % t+1 # 2 Toban # ok R T HRAoAE 1ATT o
2. L ) 1%erkE F R E ;ii’w 5 m%p—? ;@ ai ] 10%:1%8 ¥ -k 2 -
3. & %#c2 VIFI0 &+ 2 9 #HARE 2 e

212 FQuEgAtrgs—FEp 2R (N=5979)

TobinQ(t+1) = g, + ,PBTD + S3,CG + B,PBTDxCG + S,SIZE + S,LEV
+ B,GROWTH + S, LNPAY + S TOP1+ SVOLATILITY

+ B, TOTAL ACCRUALS + ¢ )
33 FEH S B B2 tadk t i VIF
¥ e 0.510 7.2917
PBTD +/- -0.387 -1.952" 8.340
CG + 0.012 2.364" 1.181
PBTDXCG +/- 0.169 2.0717 8.154
SIZE +/- -0.023 -7.695"" 1.699
LEV +/- 1.205 56.803" 1.659
GROWTH + 0.010 1.652" 1.041
LNPAY + -0.005 -0.871 1.328
TOP1 + 0.072 2.762"" 1.152
VOLATILITY - 0.013 0.815 1.390
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.187 5.054"" 1.160
Adj. R 42.6%
F Value 443.82""
1. Tobin Q(t+1) % t+1 # 2 Tobln Q:Hu g %ﬂz T H Aok 1T o
2. L P 1%enkE F R ?wi“JS/m J\.‘ﬁ T4 ) 10%:08E F K o

3. &%z VIFI0 & A~ I RA & 2 Jg o
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(-I )'giﬁl’ﬁ %B};LL j&

d 2P WaTRB REL > B ‘;_ﬁ“'(m’b’i%gviﬂ B %2 is Bl £F
FGTR AR S Y RRG G RO P A G E TR BB 2 S
CEMERAMGETTIE T LR ’rzﬂw#&m Bt ) (SOE) A » ST 124 47
CHFE RGNS P RRBTL R AFFH 2 A (2008) i T 4R
APHNEADL R REESE R AR SRS P2 fIeE BT R &
O ELE%"Q‘H%;\&E”Z ] MIEIRA G B E 8 ¢ R GEEE  Wei, Xie, and Zhang
(20058 § 7 f 2 P Ak R A FRPE A P2 B R 2 B

Lie- HEHRT AR R LR R SRR 2PN F’&mfﬁg o Aoty
R4 r FG o F 2 He A B pif i B ehd 9f (SOEXPBTD) » § %% %
FIT A H 130 2 132 FEREHFAA LM fLLE (PBTD) ey
BABEE - Ko a WP H % (SOE) % 2 %38 (SOEXPBTD) & % #ic7 % &
Fol oFLATRRFLHRT ARIAG R IRF AL ET AR
P § B R R PIFRr2 Je 2 TR DR R Fla B ha P RS
fE B AR FRE G h FEF R i RE R T R AR R
Mg ALL ko Flm p et RS H D FE .

Fobo gt AR AT FAoi b A B I AL YT AT RSP
TR 53 ek 20%14k & i 11—\(1)/,,\*@% FHEETAREPA S 2% o (.a#%r’s?
B A T AT RAFHRAEHERES)

/ l“h

“‘\

=

313 RORFAFER 4 r B #FR0 6] (N=9411)

TobinQ = 8, + B,PBTD + 3,SOE + 8,SOE x PBTD + 3,SIZE + ,LEV + B,GROWTH

+ 3, LNPAY + STOP1+ SVOLATILITY + 8, TOTAL ACCRUALS + ¢ (1)
33 FF S P B2 tadik t i VIF
¥ #c 0.999 12.0917
PBTD +/- 0.985 9.453" 1.591
SOE - 0.508 18.351" 1.155
SOE XPBTD +/- 2.459 5.407"" 1.287
SIZE +/- -0.034 -9.641™" 1.682
LEV +/- 0.982 39.728"™ 1.659
GROWTH + 0.357 46.7317 1.047
LNPAY + -0.001 -0.189 1.329
TOP1 + 0.206 6.702"" 1.190
VOLATILITY - -0.362 -20.328" 1.300
TOTAL ACCRUALS +/- 0.740 16.993™" 1.171
Adj. R 37.5%
F Value 564.512""
1. SOE=RIj "% ¢ 2 7 ke w—ai Bk gl TR d LT o
2. LT 1%m£&§%“ ki TG i ) 5%enBE F k8 5 "L i T 10%¢8E -k o

3. & #ies VIF<I0 k< 3 I RA S S 2 4 -
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