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Abstract

This research investigates the effect of earnings management and core agency
problem on firm values. This research uses second-order transfer function to build
company based earning management index. The research sample covers all the
listed company in Taiwan capital market from year 1996 to 2010. The results show
that firm has higher earnings management and lower firm value when firm have
higher deviate between control rights and cash flow rights. Finally, after control
endogeneity problem, the result shows that firm with higher deviate between control
rights and cash flow rights will manipulate earnings to lower firm value.
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- %hAER

Pancl A 77 T~ P4 £ i 'k % % T ~ i3 ik & (Firm Year Level)

PA 7% % Hc 16,995

2P AT 26,204

i 2 e ¥R A i 12,050

PEDRETIL AE EE AL T (388)

TSRS E TR ST N 11,662

AP FELT S8 E (1,818)

Firm-Year & ¥ & & 9,844
Panel B %75 ¥ P42 2 B %'k & % 1% »:8 K @ (Firm Level)

% B 3" Firm-Year & % & & 9,844

4% = Firm Level #& » 844

BN P (45)

B R FRA 799

PanelC A ¥ & # K =ni
EELT A ST

KR E 88

apa1 ¥ 309

e 332

e 691

T s

T ED 195

CEIY 414

2 L F R 178

Wil % 437

U ER: 143

e 770

ot 811

kg ¥ 496

WG ReRE 435

R ! 1,100

T pE 363

TG E 258

Ales ¥ 414

T 651

SaE E 284

BLEE X 103

P L 103

B Ry ¥ 105

H o 626

R 9,844

AN X "

iF

- s SRt E

2254799 RIIT AT E L TR A D P AR 0 A
27t ROA T 3ad(® =8)A 4 5 0.0547(0.0482) » ROE T 3afi(® =#k) %
0.0587(0.0660) > AED T 354(® = #c) % 0.0955(0.0833) » DEV - 35#c(® i+ k)
5 0.0538(0.0209) » = 7 B F A B p AR HH i T HE(? k)i
15.3627(15.1584) » f 1t & T tode(¥ =#k) 5 0.4324(0.4408) & ¥ ¢ R{rT o
#(? =#K) 5 6.9334(6.6000) 0 & & A RHT 3afk(? m#k) L 2.5680(2.7273) 0 &
T g F M F T og(Y i) s 02151(0.1910)4 8w 9 AT Ltk AL b F
AERD GRG0 ¥ h AFT Y A1 * eh e e ROAROE) B+ (8 2 $ -]
A L 0.4255(0.5062)% -0.236(-0.5721) ; AED %+ & 2 B0 @A W % 0.5622
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% 0.0126
1

L e 1l

B2 o] ER S 0.4981 2 0.0000' - e
5 IR PG hEd o FHE AL P SR T
WAz BRE LSRR ﬁ@*m4mﬁﬁiﬁﬂg$46mﬂw
¥ ¢ > % = Panel B 5 Pearson 40 Rf 2fic > A & L 7 fEARFT T AT * chp Bk
FEZE 3 PR RS E 7 g AT Y g FHF 57 K
Bt & f enfp b (rdic o ﬂﬂ'bd‘/gji;ﬁx;;ﬂ;};\l} hE L AR BE o

22 st L EAPM Rk

Panel A: 4Tt 32t &

)*E\i

o

A
£y
=8
%

P25 P50 P75 Min Max Mean Variance
ROA 0.0166 0.0482 0.0869 -0.2365 0.4255 0.0547 0.0044
ROE 0.0083 0.0660 0.1350 -0.5721 0.5062 0.0587 0.0149
AED 0.0615 0.0833 0.1141 0.0126 0.5622 0.0955 0.0029
DEV 0.0052 0.0209 0.0612 0.0000 0.4981 0.0538 0.0066
LN ASS 14.4583 15.1584 16.0285 12.6322 19.9473  15.3627 1.5811
DEBR 0.3346 0.4408 0.5397 0.0722 0.8200 0.4324 0.0198
BORDSIZE 5.1818 6.6000 7.5000 3.6667 26.5385 6.9334 5.9334
MONSIZE 2.0000 2.7273 3.0000 1.4000 7.5333 2.5680 0.3510
BORDSTAK 0.1366 0.1910 0.2617 0.0518 0.7883 0.2151 0.0123

Panel B:Ap B 3~ 7
AED DEV LN ASS DEBR BORDSIZE MONSIZE BORDSTAK

AED P.earson 1
Sig
Pearson 0.006 1
DEV Sig (0.859)
Pearson -0.152"" 0.144™" 1
LN_ASS g (0.000)  (0.000)
Pearson  0.038  -0.004 0271 1
DEBR Sig (0281)  (0.919)  (0.000)
Pearson -0.160"" 0.142"" 0.326 -0.025 1
BORDSIZE o, (0.000)  (0.000) (0.000)  (0.480)
Pearson  -0.033  0.064  -0.051 -0.096""  0.357" 1
MONSIZE g;q (0356) (0.072) (0.154) (0.007)  (0.000) *
BORDSTAK Pearson  -0.073" 04037 -0.079° 0053  0.083 0.069 1
Sig (0.040)  (0.000)  (0.025) (0.137)  (0.018)  (0.050)
T RELE ROA Tl o o A 182 S A AT BT L NP LT aTT Iy
(I-pF )4 12550 T3 5 ROE F,mq;wa\ﬁ fmﬂ ViR s E 1T ek L f E
FOI A o N i SR N DEV:{E, {A—ﬂuf}&é&%%@;g’,vﬂﬁﬁ
Laporta(zoof) T g TR L BATE 73 2 280 e LN ASS 4y
g2 ﬂ%w’iﬁgﬁa&g%akﬁﬁ,miR# Sl T sy gy
74 ;BORDSIZE 53 8 $ % § 44> 1 & 5 27 £ % g%%}ﬁﬁ MONSIZE 15573 & % -
%w’iﬂiQﬁifgﬁE$kﬁ:,MRDMAK#mifﬁiigii%%L$°J¢w
BveZees i AED 8- AN 5 D7 K % AN Maa%E2 07 028 Eky 3
T f:&ﬁg#m~ SR A
DAZBELR A& G p i F15 4 T0%RE B kIE o Rk 4 SOLBTE KB RRE R A (BT K OE -
~¢$$&
dole 2 pREE L 0§ R i “i mi’*’?“r” B2 R ENEARGES G
Fﬁ’?"“#ﬂ”‘?\?ﬁ aﬁﬂ‘f’ﬁ%‘hbJ—' ’ﬁﬁ']‘”‘iﬂ‘j’mﬁé > @
A 4 P (8T8 p RE(1 8 moﬁﬂ’ﬁ%g 9 ) S AT R e

m#g,*bﬁpim*g\1Kﬂ&%mﬁﬁﬁiﬁ$wﬁﬁmﬁ%$ﬂﬁ

Ui pee AL ] 5 0.0000067 0 fe H o RN it 0 ARG B BcBLIE 4 manE S
0.0000 -
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TR > o PR A dliE 2 iﬁﬁiﬁﬂ/»\ﬁofﬁ%%ﬁﬁfi 4% 20 @
%)iﬁﬁ(%;nﬁmia»oqu&% B 1 dlEE AR A AR

T’\T’:
AR F AR E ILAR AR S PdE s o

22 PORERFEFHFAEREZ 07§ B E

EEHF % 5%% 182013 & 117

cABEEH AL P

RN

Dep. Variable: AED ROA ROE
Model 0 Q) 3)
DEV 0.0583** -0.0480* -0.1133%**
(0.023) (0.083) (0.030)
LN ASS 20,0067%** 0.0212%%x 0.0391 %
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
DEBR 0.0279%* -0.1956% % 10,3174
(0.044) (0.000) (0.000)
BORDSIZE -0.0025%%* -0.0069%** 20.0106%**
(0.005) (0.000) (0.000)
MONSIZE 0.0008 0.02927%%x 0.0509%
(0.813) (0.000) (0.000)
BORDSTAK -0.0525%% 0.0392* 0.1195%%x
(0.005) (0.053) (0.002)
Cons 0.2093 % -0.21971 %% -0.4816%*x*
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
R-squared 0.0528 0.2662 0.2339
Adj R-squared 0.0456 0.2606 0.2281
F 735 47.88 40.30
No.Obs. 799 799 799

EE a'&%ﬂtkﬁ ROA#F] 5’;
(g g o 7
i ,AEDi o 7 A s iﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ.%’g,'DEV#%ﬁﬂ

\;:'?é_fﬁﬁ”’ﬁ"’i‘tﬁy
AH SROE 43 iR A EERMF > 2 & 7 fids
o SPRIFABEL R

@#ﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂgiﬂ

=1

FThAIL L O)*
EE=EUE € P
1343 LaPorta(2002)

mﬁw”f%i"ﬁﬂ ﬂﬁ$&*r%iw4pi;%ﬁmﬁ,¢Nﬁ$ﬁﬁﬁga%
B A REER ﬁﬁ%p»ﬁ& DEBR 4p ch 8 f o 5 > 1 & 288 | §RIMFHURTA S
BORDSIZE 45 & & % ¢ 40> 1 & 2 27 F % ¢ & % /7 = s MONSIZE 45«78 & % A 400 4
EENPEEEY EF AL BORDSTAK 3 & 2 9 £ % § & F4 %10 5 o_rgi:;fgrﬁgwg:u;rf
7 AED S FPEER G B S o P R s EOVARM MRS 2 P e Ry B8 T ok
e gD 2P Ko
bARBEN L& 5 p & > ¥ A 10%E 5K > #F 8 & SORTH R R L %8 FRE o
#%’&ji 9 LB T e bR R AR A R A ek
§ g a mé+d&igéﬁﬁﬂ4ﬁ@?ﬁﬁ*&”i?
;s IJE o F 1,LL l:"_l« ]~_=L_~\Z{,"l? PR 5&"’;’1#118}‘%;}5_;*& Vi ‘E' 24 I% IEI 1@_1 v
ARFPFESE > Ba ARG p AfIF RS Tbﬁﬂ<aﬁ?k;i—g\ K S
B FESEG A AP LAPRALIEE RAT RS R RYAR G 0
ROA %2 ROE f7& 2 a" BEEAMGEIENQE HNQYTTLFEEATE
2 A REE SRR G e g



RHFCIFRFPE B o NI A ZRP NP B 77
Bof o RIS eI & BB IR S 0 BB BAIIE R
AR ai’a Aozbrr o PR ERE S 2 AR R R A
#oohit P EEPRFILS SRR T LR T )R]l E o &R
THBSEFRE I L PR S o B SRR AR A el
BALR 2P Al LS B R IR v Mg ) R R R
MBI A RERE A A AR R ZHF AR DR LR D
w3 B ¥ ek o Lins (2003)4p 1 A dRd o P RS HE 7 EawT g Y
FAGSRAG AP RPAR D BAR LR R A R
7 B o ¥ % Mao and Thuo(2011) " 45 81 2 P R L2 2 7 0 B ¥
s e 4 R R o Tt j\;pﬂ;lj;‘gé g m; N NI EN AP - ;ég j\)p—;[;i. & B 3:
A AR RARRAR PAEE L M ERY @ mﬁ kb gt B

TZ)\%*F)\ 30
Ar Poo RIENAL PAEEHL PSP R T

ROA ROE
€)) 2)
DEV -0.0855 -0.2553%*%*
(0.141) (0.019)
AED 0.0110 -0.2656%**
(0.817) (0.003)
AED DEV 0.3833 1.6366
(0.484) (0.111)
LN ASS 0.0214*** 0.0382%**
(0.000) (0.000)
DEBR -0.1962%** -0.3116%**
(0.000) (0.000)
BORDSIZE -0.0068*** -0.0110%**
(0.000) (0.000)
MONSIZE 0.0293*** 0.0517***
(0.000) (0.000)
BORDSTAK 0.0402** 0.1077***
(0.048) (0.005)
Cons -0.2253%** -0.4426%**
(0.000) (0.000)
R-squared 0.2672 0.2425
Adj R-squared 0.2598 0.2348
F 36.01 31.61
No.Obs. 799 799

ra R TA ROA#F]mF’ SPOFTAWMF LB G EFHFEAFLL N FALJILL D)
(-2 f 10 % 0 F 25 §ROE 4y iSRS HRM S+ L& 6 % ol 2 {1/ mwu%—'&
¥ SAED 5 sh 82 w] &1 ir:ﬁf%ﬁ?‘%;i DEV 4 582 7% (> P 444 3 & $944 LaPorta(2002)
SULEEREE S 1 RAr A% VESE LR Nl B SR it | j‘“r—"r P2 @t LN_ASS dpend o 7 1
o ARG BERT AR ’*ﬁﬁi SEBR ip mmﬁ v ARESEEE G ';%F“’i” BEA
BORDSIZE 4 72 % § 14> 2 & & Aﬂﬁzgﬁz@ | MONSIZE #; sh 2% % 4 4.4 4
BLAPEE G LR LA BORDSTAK 5y 2 7 zgﬁzwwtr: AED DEV % &
PRI E L PR L LR o L AR 0 AED Ui i - FE RO S 2 7
B HACApBE AR R HcE 2 P R BT &éﬂﬁ’zﬁﬁﬁvi N STk &

bABELN L & SpiE o *i% £ 10%5F F K3 > **8 L SO0RF F R > B 1% AR -
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ERNE NN LE S

Demsetz and Lehn (1985) 45 i 2 & g s o @ §f @ 2 Frez BE G
R ARk s LR R YT L ERAT R EE DL N
% ° Lins (Q003)f5 2 B3 2 PR RAHER 20 e ¢ o it g
PR 2P Ep 2 PR R AR B S PN E R

2 - Bennedsen and Nielsen (2010)7% 3% 5 "5 ¢ “;Hﬁa o ER N A 2
PR B enF S SEkandaih 24 R ﬁ\ ¥ ¢t » Mao and Jhuo(ZOll)ﬁﬁL L

m;:gé%‘&i—\’{'?’ﬁ'rﬁgf/ﬁfﬁ‘f ;} »h’"?éﬁ}? ,%’ Fﬂj H%Fﬁglao?ﬁ/gk?
/—;f_,_]—_é'r-l% IE'fﬂ,ﬁ:,;B 2t u?glpf—\q?«‘m&lﬁ,@v,‘@ﬁéﬁ? B‘:‘f _,_L?lr_l Iﬁlg
EHdem A ;1*%*'%' '5%”*?«@9"??3&%;&; £ @@*Eg,

,u;“’&ﬁ RREFET ’3%_&?;\17 quﬁjﬂszﬂ%ﬂ;« 4 HF%\lz LAY
#-%-F Lins (2003)#71% * 1 2SLS #o3¢ £ ATHe S 247 § ”T#H.@mmlfx‘y:—ﬁa 25 ¥ ¢k
% i Lins (2003)14 2 Mao and Jhuo(2011)b’“r ® RN Tef F73k % 2SLS i Ep: B
WS AT T DEGR 30 4 T 054 ()2 4102 (2) » ROA en2SLS il %
H#(3)% #54(4) 5 ROE 11 2SLS il % » F %% % Mr N dlfgz I;L%,
T AR HAAR P 2P A4 MDEV i 1 2 m;\ 3E R
BT B 1) o
27 PORERERIP G EPRB-aRA ] T332

ROA DEV ROE DEV
1 2 3 4
DEV -2 TT67% 3 1397
(0.002) (0.003)
LNMV 0.0404*% 0.0661 %%+
(0.000) (0.000)
DEBR 20.1523% -0.0130 20.2380% -0.01285
(0.001) (0.622) (0.000) (0.632)
ROA 0.0143 0.00924
(0.845) (0.845)
BETA 0.0128 0.01295
(0.344) (0.341)
LN ASS 0.0061* 0.00602*
(0.064) (0.081)
BORDSIZE 0.0037%%* 0.00373%**
(0.005) (0.004)
Cons 10.0913%* 20.0712* 20.2019% -0.07019*
(0.038) (0.056) (0.003) (0.071)
No.Obs. 799 799 799 799
32:a.2SLS #5543 & 2.7 ROA 2 % ROE G ik 4% > @ MM_ %ﬂxﬁ RS AR
bEHLAROA ol o 7 nF AP LR B f ]l " SSIEER R O X))
(- )% 1 2 D5 5 2 8 L ROE f3 50 dfi 5 30 % 0 3 & ¢ 4 gs 4]/ i
UDEV et B D B ad | % fU Labora(2002) e 115 41K
ok q_#'lﬁﬂ'r?f’ﬁiﬁ.,/»\ SfE S INASS el X T B vty
LNMV 4y 50802 73 63~ A S8 DEBR $y o | 72 %0 3 8 Lidif fugig g a |
BETA 35 end % 3 & Sufdi b & # '-’J’JBETA ¥ OIJDSIZ #Em
-~ EEN d‘*#ﬁfs?“—? PR T g SR o7

c:}‘_«%'ip\ AB L piE o FR A 10%EE FRE R L 5%k KM 5 RERL L [k FKE o

>4 7 156 Durbin-Wu-Hausman test & T (> Z 4B L 2 27§ Ehp 4 |2 FRAFTL 7R ¥
mﬂkx}ﬁfﬁlﬁaé}ﬁiﬂé PO E G A AR .
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5 R EERTHR & ;;l,3 SEEE o A (DR ()T g g 2
%A\ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ%? if\iﬁﬁév’l%'fﬁl‘u_iﬁ,éravmfﬁ—gl’&‘?""ﬁ%—r
P RN éﬁfﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ S A AL ] R E B S e
LR R N i%mzsgﬁgmwﬁm@Asg“wa N L
B3 F R A e ¥ A ()4 1‘15\ (6)“7%@«? |G TFRFHLEELL B
2 l‘;- BT R G BN A MY | IR A ¥ Mao and JThuo(2011)4p F =
E? EEE o
27 PORERIE FATEFLT R RS FRE )T
ROA DEV AED ROE DEV AED
I 2 3 4 5 6
DEV 7.1900%* 11.9467%%
(0.048) (0.047)
AED 6.8255%* 10.8027%*
(0.020) (0.026)
AED DEV  -69.3577** -114.4392%*
(0.041) (0.041)
LNMV 0.0169 0.0277
(0.122) (0.126)
DEBR -0.2594%*% _0.0284 -0.4095%** 00374  0.0602%**
(0.006) (0.280) (0.000) (0.008) (0.163) (0.001)
ROA -0.0607  0.1565%**
(0.413) (0.001)
ROE -0.0630  0.0777%*
(0.179) (0.014)
BETA 00113 0.0275%** 0.0093  0.0281%%*
(0.400) (0.003) (0.494) (0.003)
LN ASS 0.0076%*  (-0.0119%** 0.0088%*  -0.0117%**
(0.021) (0.000) (0.011) (0.000)
BORDSIZE 0.0034***  -0.0012 0.0033**  -0.0014
(0.009) (0.162) (0.012) (0.113)
BORDSTA 10,0222 -0.0245
(0.220) (0.185)
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1%D@m{\ﬁ%&1b”%%$IEV@W{??K%Q a4 0 3 & $945 LaPorta(2002)
i T S g2 5 3R A S # 42 fieff } AED_DEV 5 %352 thiedt
30205 2 G 4 A LNMV ol i (53 6 2B | BETA p 00 St 52 g ©
§3 CAPM fi3i34 - & 0 BETA I | LN ASS e 5 P AIC 3 S @ AT AR 4
i DEBR 43 end f 4 % > 3 & L5 i6 f F A5 %L A BORDSIZE dp sn 5 § § R4
ER ﬁéﬁiigiiﬁﬁ;Bmmme%w&f Eiﬁii%%wﬁojﬁw%“$gﬂ
AED - R B 5 2 7 K5 B i TR R & PR BT N #
SRR - SR TN
CHELM AR L p o *i% A 10%BF KB PR A SURTE KIE R L 1%BTF K E o

By 5 ALt e NTRPS R E g 7 5%

L BT IR

%\dﬁ:;

H oL ©

EA(DA 3 AR

AED kiAo g s (IR %ﬁfi%\ Horren@ ¥ rck 5 7.190-69.3577*AED > pt if %%k L i &

i AL AED #h= /| @ #_

TR AR e e @ TR IS B AT o

T

» % AED = 3% 0.1036 B 2t

ar kR f B WP NI AR ¢ ‘?‘]ﬂ’éﬁ?’g



80 FEHE $SES 1Y 2013 & 110

Higrg 50

G T BAR S POLERE B FRER R0 R YT ROA G 2 F
B e ik %ﬁt o % 5@ % Tobin Q # H A # ¥ »c% # (b4 Demsetz and
Villalonga, 2001; Lins, 2003; Villalonga and Amit, 2006; Maury, 2006; King and
Santor, 2008; Fahlenbrach and Stulz, 2009; Gompers et al., 2010) - King and Santor
(2008) dp P H A AH Y REH e R RARNEFE SN OB E R 2P F A
m?i%l%"*"é FARARAOIEPE o« FIPL AT TRY TobinQ 5 27§ &
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TOBIN DEV TOBIN DEV AED
T 2 3 4 5
DEV -21.4667%** 80.5068%*
(0.002) (0.052)
AED 80.5276**
(0.016)
AED DEV -778.5696**
(0.043)
LNMV 0.4083*** 0.1838
(0.000) (0.140)
DEBR -1.6794%** -0.0134 -2.9383%** 0.0020 0.0728***
(0.000) (0.593) (0.006) (0.936) (0.000)
TOBIN 0.0012 0.0088 0.0189%**
(0.845) (0.167) (0.000)
BETA 0.0122 0.0105 0.0206**
(0.365) (0.437) (0.024)
LN ASS 0.0062** 0.0052%* -0.0113%%*x*
(0.042) (0.089) (0.000)
BORDSIZE 0.0037%%* 0.0040%** -0.0013
(0.004) (0.002) (0.131)
BORDSTAK -0.0203
(0.247)
Cons 0.0892 -0.0734%** -6.7133 -0.0760** 0.2059%**
(0.841) (0.042) (0.021) (0.036) (0.000)
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(0.019) (0.031)
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(0.000) (0.000)
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(0.057) (0.102)
-0.0024%** -0.0022%**
BORDSIZE
(0.005) (0.010)
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(0.820) (0.897)
-0.0574%** -0.0510%**
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(0.002) (0.008)
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R-squared 0.0602 0.0604
Adj R-squared 0.0522 0.0510
F 7.51 6.45
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9 # 10 #
ROA DEV ROE DEV Tobin DEV ROA DEV ROE DEV Tobin DEV
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
DEV -2.0210%%** -2.9962%%* -20.6196%** -1.5606%* -2.2825%%* -16.2662%*
(0.003) (0.004) (0.003) (0.011) (0.016) (0.011)
LNMV 0.0400%** 0.0658%%** 0.4166%** 0.0363%*** 0.06027%%* 0.3834%%*
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
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(0.733) (0.419)
ROE 0.0182 0.0534
(0.733) (0.419)
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(0.733) (0.417)
BETA 0.0126 0.0129 0.0115 0.0127 0.0138 0.0091
(0.379) (0.373) (0.415) (0.433) (0.407) (0.558)
LN_ASS 0.0070%* 0.0069* 0.0072%* 0.0066 0.0062 0.0074%*
(0.047) (0.064) (0.028) (0.109) (0.158) (0.043)
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(0.007) (0.007) (0.006) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010)
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ROA DEV AED ROE DEV AED TOBIN DEV AED
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
DEV 7.3202%% 12.1220%% 79.5450%%
(0.042) (0.043) (0.045)
AED 6.8537%* 10.8612%* 78.4237%*
(0.022) (0.029) (0.017)
AED DEV  -70.9170%* -116.6346%* -771.1583%*
(0.036) (0.038) (0.039)
LNMV 0.0147 0.0247 0.1724
(0.188) (0.181) (0.159)
DEBR ~0.2310%* -0.0444 0.0588%**  _(0.3724%x -0.0559* 0.0518%%*  2.5207%* -0.0065 0.0685%**
(0.011) (0.119) (0.001) (0.013) (0.056) (0.005) (0.011) (0.808) (0.000)
ROA -0.0832 0.1346%*
(0.324) (0.011)
ROE -0.0817 0.0593*
(0.122) (0.078)
TOBIN 0.0102 0.0184%**
(0.160) (0.000)
BETA 0.0093 0.0258%** 0.0065 0.0255%** 0.0107 0.0201%*
(0.513) (0.006) (0.652) (0.008) (0.448) (0.026)
LN ASS 0.0093***  _0.0108*** 0.0108%**  _0.0104*** 0.0060* -0.0110%**
(0.008) (0.000) (0.004) (0.000) (0.068) (0.000)
BORDSIZE 0.0031%* -0.0015* 0.0030%* ~0.0017%* 0.0039%** -0.0014*
(0.019) (0.082) (0.025) (0.049) (0.003) (0.089)
BORDSTAK -0.0283 -0.0294 -0.0276
(0.117) (0.109) (0.116)
Cons 0.6452%%  L0.0961%*%  02237***  _10665%*  -0.1107%%*  02256%**  _6.5783%*  _0.0869%*  (.2058%**
(0.015) (0.016) (0.000) (0.015) (0.008) (0.000) (0.024) (0.024) (0.000)
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ROA DEV AED ROE DEV AED TOBIN DEV AED
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
DEV 4.9560%* 84027+ 55.2383%%
(0.018) (0.019) (0.021)
AED 4.7882%%* 7.6285%* 58.6937***
(0.006) (0.011) (0.003)
AED DEV  -48.3299%* -81.2037%* -541.3865%*
(0.014) (0.016) (0.016)
LNMV 0.0134 0.0227 0.1638*
(0.115) (0.118) (0.092)
DEBR 0.1877#%%  _0.0409  0.0631%%*  _0.3]185%*x -0.0512 0.0579%*% 2 14]]%*x 0.0060 0.0726%**
(0.005) (0.203) (0.001) (0.006) (0.127) (0.005) (0.005) (0.840) (0.000)
ROA 20.0928  0.1710%**
(0.374) (0.007)
ROE -0.0818 0.0807**
(0.206) (0.044)
TOBIN 0.0152%  0.0221%***
(0.067) (0.000)
BETA 0.0058 0.0303%** 0.0026 0.0301%%* 0.0088 0.0230%*
(0.721) (0.003) (0.873) (0.004) (0.572) (0.015)
LN ASS 0.0106%*%*  0.0122%** 0.0120%*%*  .0.0118%** 0.0060  -0.0121%**
(0.010) (0.000) (0.006) (0.000) (0.103) (0.000)
BORDSIZE 0.0029%* -0.0011 0.0028%* -0.0013 0.0038%** -0.0010
(0.038) (0.209) (0.046) (0.140) (0.006) (0.210)
BORDSTAK -0.0251 -0.0265 -0.0247
(0.177) (0.164) (0.167)
Cons L0.4474%%% L0 1130%*  0.2337%%%  _0.7499%*% 0. 1277#%*  (02363%%*  _4.6605%%*%  _0.0964*%* 02101+
(0.003) (0.012) (0.000) (0.004) (0.008) (0.000) (0.007) (o 022) (0.000)
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