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Abstract

Pay fairness between top managers and employees has long been of major
concern to the public; however, past studies ignore top managers’ differing
contribution to their firms when addressing cross-company pay fairness by using
CEO pay ratios. To resolve this issue, we introduce the concept of excess
compensation into this domain and explore the impact of excess director and top
manager compensation on employee pay. To help gain insight into how the CEO
exerts power on company policies, we extend to explore the impact of CEO power
on employee pay policies. Our findings indicate that excess top manager
compensation is positively associated with employee pay, suggesting that employee
pay is sensitive to excess top manager compensation. CEO structural power
significantly and negatively affects employee pay, which implies that CEO structural
power poses a threat to employee pay raises. This study also demonstrates that CEO
power serves as an opposite moderator between excess director compensation and
employee pay and between excess top manager compensation and employee pay.
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ERSAEBRER REBTEETHRRAR R ATHACH K
AARBEEZHGEE  RATL  SEHERE 54 5 Rk — A0 5 MK
#r(low pay) 2k #7 Bi 5 B T M (pay unfairness)# Bl o # B 54448 E 23 & 4
BT S UM R REREESEH 0B KA o 4w 0 (NZ Herald) A
&3R5 BT 0 2015 42 LN 8] CEO -3 #H Bk 4 12% ° W B T-F
HFHEE Rk 3.2% CEO #Bl R ke E&H /BT 445 (3F% 2016)°2017
SHRRAZFART L > REALE CEO MRFZHB > HEN—MHKEIT—
SF A7 4% (High Pay Centre 2017) ©

& B 37 BN 16 & (vertical pay disparity) RIE2 T 5] 24 B TR TR > KD ¥
238 45 3 s (Mcfarlin and Sweeney 1992; Pfeffer, Hatano, and Santalainen 2005
Weinberger 2013) * 4L4% 32 % & & g Bl 2 4875 7 F % (economic inequity) Z £ %
% (OECD 2015) > AR T2 2.2 /N 8] /6 L5 A -

ENEEEM > BF H KE Peter F. Drucker & A7 BP 42 3 @ 47 B 3R (The
Wall Street Journal)*F 48 > % & £ & $1 H 4k B T 2 37 Bif J& 4635 — & b 3 Bl 44 (ratio
between executive and non-executive employee pay); #RALEKH EE 4B
l%miﬁ@k’@ﬂﬁ%l&&’%%lﬁfi’ﬁﬁﬂ15520%@%
CEO #1 B T #7Bi bt % 4% {8 (Drucker 1984; Grenness 2011) © £ B ¥ & FRIHF
A 0 B 2017 FA 0 B 6 Dodd-Frank 7% % » R A BT A48 % CEO #
B irm B MEHRBRRER > 74 CEO #BitbH 4 SR8
(Security and Exchange Commission 2017) °

ZREL CEO #1 B T #rBitb & (— MM A CEO # Btk ) 18 A H o 8] & & 3
B 5 BC 53R A2 L AL -F 3@ fR AL 3 B P 0k > A R A SUtE o Bl o BRAP B JE4F
(Berkshlre Hathaway 2 8] 2 CEO)3% A ¥ 8 #f CEO ¥ 8@ H X H LR A5 0

RAHFHEENT > REEHMALEERZ MBI > MIFEEHH S E
(Llppert and Porter 1997) ° 28] 3 B L —# B TR B » M XX B ER AR
RB %@ ﬂﬁk AR — o fldw > BT H BRI E B €% FE RATE B K
FEERE  EF EBERARBEAFNILREETBALRR - N BEHEHX
RAFREMR - Bt XBRER — 4 7 LR%EE}E#‘%FH % 38 A %3 314 3 5 BN 1A 8
# K0 3b SATRBIAE X AT A6 AF 2 FA HA 3 B 9L I 3 B 2 £ B BT 2 A2 5R 37 B (Core,
Holthausen and Larcker 1999; Wade, O’Reilly and Pollock 2006; Core, Guay and
Larcker 2008; Fahlenbrach 2009; Liu and Yin 2011) °
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HBTHREEAFBA-FHEERAR > A RNLBRAER L FIAREY
B PHNEE SRPELRBETIENRREEBRZ TEBE &35 B
H el G Brk BEAAREAFEREFAGHEELSBEHMHEE T
2T DERBIFHEFAGMEESRETMNMARE  FAER
3 NP 2 o o

Wit BT RALCER ALY HfTERE AN ALSRH o23BE > Bt
AXEMEEPIATRMENH B l%ﬁ@i&ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@i NSRS 2 X -]
R3BA o A MCEOH# 1 3E3%H & » & K323 (stewardship theory) $2 /X 32 32 35
(agency theory) 2 5t M 33 & I/ X f}&CEO% SETERBAR S ALK
¥ (commitment) X E K > @ AN e sl Bk > FAML4E > TR
A HZEARAL B 1H:/\ 3] J& & 7T At 45 T 4% 4 (Davis, Schoorman and Donaldson
1997) - MR H ERCEOAZEAF TR BHEN > sLEmAHARE
ey BERY » N CEOR B F| 8B 1A RIEH AR 7T 4}- Qﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬂ‘ﬁ] B
KT H A5 B3R A N5 BRI F BB H 4 R H] FR$] H4# 7 (Jensen and
Meckling 1976 ; Fama and Jensen 1983 ; Agrawal and Knoeber 1996) °

BHEXBRR S L IFRIZEREI > AG MRS CEO # ) - flho » F S5 B
NI B CEO e EZRM AN B B T > #%F 8 & # 8 (Cyer et al. 2002;
Grinstein and Hribar 2004 ; Kalyta and Magna 2008; Ozdemir and Upnej 2011) - #
XK ECAH S AR CEO A HFBMZBE > REZREN CEO A & ¥
B> ZNBETHMY DAV A ER - Bt {APUTRMAEE THBIBRE
WIEZ e H B RAR SRR @2 AT 0 SR RPUTRAM A H D EBRY
B2 fodR AR e

AMREELERER  SMEELRAFNH B I AA ERBYE B
"ﬁWmﬁ%%m@yiﬁ%wh B T B RAR RS 0 TN BY B T3 B
SMEEFRBEFBARRE > BOEAFBATHAM RERFR - £
BB TR A EE MM TR RES A LBRERASH
P EMB T HEZEAMG CEO BN HETHMA a0 BE > BT
CEO B AFRERHE T HBRKEAIPHAER - sbsh > CEO # A HEFAR
BAH A T B M5B E@EH R - Ronigm CEO # A g7kt &
ITREFEAHBBGRA T - K CEO AR BMEELERAHBMPE T
FEBAE A @WEE ﬁ% £ CEO #ARMEKREHMEERLNE TE
BB B AR T

AXEEEL BT FRAELIE NG L ERARBIR $48
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LRI AR TR B EAATEERASW L RE —EARKEAAR
By~ EREIRA] -

A XEBRENFRBRBERE

— > BB

oA EHGFEE T HAZMM  RERBRATFHNRME L
BT Attt —HAANEGEEZRE - LFR G BERAEGEH AR
ABR ZANBREBREH  ERANBEAMAHM S #4158 T HBRA
YRR BIRE B3R oflhe 0 B E 4L & F4E 44k (Social Accountability International,
SADZ 1997 & Sl (4 & F4E B %5 4 Al )(Social Accountability International
Standard 8000, SA 8000) * F A 2K D ¥R L X BB - LA FHROEESL
EEEHLG BT - SEBMHERIZE BT OEA ARF TR
BATH THI > AR ¥ PR F B 4% B 28 &K 27 B 12 (SAT 2021) ©

H# R ¥ Kk & 4 B W & (The World Business Council for Sustainable
Development, WBCSD)4&L "% JE 5638 B TAgAt ¥ K E LB 2 Mz BAL
R BB R BRI 0 R E B TR F B &H(WBCSD 2021) © ﬁl

(L7 AR~ 7/\$$}- SEETHTA) B 21 BR 224 RE > N RELEL
BB AR BERBDB THME R AR B TS P HERZIME
TR A iﬂ‘aﬁ&%‘] REBIH N EE AR RET LM -

BRH{BIZDTIRREURGAB IR G CALE RN AT EIAEE T
2 BHFSBERTCHAEIIABRIER  RAF L $EHRLEREFTHE
B T B R AR KB AT A U o S IR B R B 0 ¥ F o
S ELCAMT TR S T B R F @R Y B A& (Brocht 2000 ; Babecky, Caju,
Kosma, Lawless, Messina and Room 2009) °

Babecky et al. (2009)35 H » £ BH — @ 2 B T #H TN T F A am 2 &
A A7 # 7 (living wage) © 2014 Foo-#h B Z et 2 85 WA R ME BT 0 X
CEO¥LBITHBLBEE V2812 Ab > WEREER A CEO ¥ M4 A BT
Z 354 4% > AR A+ £ 148 £ (Kiatpongsan and Norton 2014) ° {NZ Herald)
PEMEIEE > 2015 Fa @ LT 38 CEO B HB AR KL 12% > M B TF
B FHEE R K 3.2%  CEO #BimkMBELNA B T2 4 15EEEF % 2016) ° 2016
FRES T AaBILO)EIE d 0 BRI 80% % T # BN B 8 T3 # 81 > B
TNE SRR HAFR S T R KL WA NSRBI MR EL
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BRI R(ZER 2016)° 2017 FRBEAZHHA X T 4w HE L ¥ CEOmRF
Z 3B > 48— Ak B T — F 743 (High Pay Centre 2017) ° % &) 1 3551 K 44
Glassdoor Economic Research 48 % » 2015 F £ BR4ZE L @ 500 s ¥ F > ¥
&% £ w20 AR £ 1%83% » 3 (Discovery Communications) > £ CEO # 8§ T
#FB L B 1,951(BE X F 2015) °

B BT d B 3 B o B R TR RE o ARAE 2017 FANBATHERS 0 &
230 RA T Fi8 AR SO L BAXZIFUABRNIET AITHRE
*Jréi SR HIBE LT BE 105 £ GDP Rk T 96% ° A ¥ BA£3 w 39

% * BRIEHFE A E N RKIBEB0X)(F B 2017) °

= FEHB NP
3235 (equity theory) E 5k » T 44 37 BH 1 B A Bh 7 4R & £ &8 50K

RAELEFH s R AEESRE  §HRE T CARF > HILT/EEHK ’?‘3?5—*‘“
Btk B ok £ R 480 W B3R # B £ #E(Adams 1965 Wade et al. 20065 Fong 2010
Montada and Maes 2016)! - 3F £ 3 A P A R A Z B3R E R XL X5k 127

fﬁ%ﬁi \ﬁﬂ/\$TiQ$ﬁ?5—ﬁ T A~ THEHEE - RE NS EBRR
W~ BRI BHERALZE 19945 BRESS 2006 5 Kabanoff 19915 Mecfarlin
and Sweeney 1992 ; Hambrick and Finkelstein 19955 Pfeffer et al. 2005 ;
Weinberger 2013) °

S EAHBM AP E RN AR 2017 £4 4 Dodd-Frank 7% %
BRAHBET NGB E CEO ¥ B T 37 B F 4 B Lk f& (Security and Exchange
Commission 2017) ° BR M B 5 > flhe % B ST B > 5] AL ER L o KRIFEK
B % R A A 5 — 9% 4T B4 4 (Shareholder Rights Directive 11, SRD II) » A7 & BX
B %4 2019 F 6 A AT > ZA=T & 284048 % #L %€ (Lokin 2019, 198).

BB E 2 e T > CEO # B kb (CEO pay ratio) & & | i 5 & # 8 -
M 2 % % 354% (4w Faleye and Venkateswaran 2013 Benedetti and Chen 2018 Bao,
Cheng, Smith and Tany 2021) ° Benedetti and Chen (2018) A £ R H & H L B T
AR S AREREE 0 HEH B E K E R 8 CEO pay ratioff & 2 3]
Z & &b 0 B TR 5 # ACEO pay ratlo% x 8] B %% ° Bao, Cheng, Smith and
Tany (2021) > A £ B A 3] AFF Ak A 0 #RICEO pay ratiof2 Bt #5 3k & ot 8 (A

AR B S (tournament theory) £ k% KR B & &3 B =T i B T A B MR S5 A2 K - EmRHA
£ % 43k (Lazear and Rosen 1981 ; Erikssom 1990; Mueller et al. 2017) °
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BAMRHAEE) XA FHELRIE L  CEOpayratio sz ~a > &
AR E S A £ 0 BIRAIE H A I F A B % (managerial rent-seeking) °

AL CEO # 8 T 37 B Lk R AF 2 F1 7 2 3] 3£ 8 3 8 o B0 6 3242 A58
FAAE# BN P90k 0 B R SUtE © o o BEAY B 3E 4% (Berkshire Hathaway 2 3] CEO)
WAWAE CEO HBl@ X AL RAF, ERFIMEENT » BE 2 H
B 97 45 2 4R 2 Z Bfl 4% 0 ™ R JE 42 7 B % 5 (Lippert and Porter 1997)°Lokin(2019,
214) & 45 & > CEO pay ratio 48 % R & R R 7 % (These rules are far from
perfect) * £ £ Z A% © %M LM CEO pay ratio %A — B +#(straightforward)
% ot '@ & M (high quality information) > 3t &% &) 1 %/ 3] Ltk &% (urge to mutually
compare them) °

RN B RHCEAHRBENSREE I X ERAMA— ZHEBLBRAR
N8 ZCEOpayratio’ #§ 29 N HMATHEEERER HHREAMERE -
Bl BB T HERINE B SR ERTEBAAEIL ) F R E EF B
BARGBIEANGBZLREEBMARR - NS EBEERAFRAR - B L
TE— RS ARIRIEIREE > RA A SER LA B TARE R > E X
TR R KX P A6 AT 2 TR HA 37 BN S8 15 3 B 2 £ B B8 2 A48 %8 37 B (Core et al. 1999;
Wade, O’Reilly et al. 2006; Core et al. 2008; Fahlenbrach 2009; Liu and Yin 2011
Bierstaker, Cohen, DeZoort and Hermanson 2012) ° #]4w > Bierstaker et al. (2012)
FZBHHEFMER GRE T X BEEPBECEOH B X 432 H & 45 CEO4E 2K
] ¥ K4 B 8 45k © Coreetal. (2008)Z. CEO# B #: X% & T CEO/EH] ~ AT —
FE B AT AS&PS00FE H NG kB BEEE S TR - TFERER
BRI —FERERME - T FEBTEARME AT —FERERME - ¥
Bl e

BREHLE BIHBMEREGHANSGHEELASTEG LEF
MEERE G E T ARE RS TR & 5 KBS N &) Gk 'Rk
AR BB NS F s A AT EEAS R ARLETBE > B
TR EHE - BATERAE TAEIRB o Ak KB RESLATF A FARGR » 45
REF M TEAREFHNH B THMIPE QAR THMHEEF - 5
% & 32 5 A2 HR 3 B AR o

Hi: EFRAFHEVERTHBAE -

B8 g

PN FER BIBG o RBAERRARGE R AETHL EIMIPRATREF RS
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Hy: TR ZRBFHNEVERATHFBAE -

BT REAREEFBNPFHE
PATRAMREEZALCAY  HEBE AR AARREEFZHE Ak
HbofTE R M A R E NG BUR A& AT S X R o B KI5 (stewardship
theory) £%k > CEO ~ xR ~ U R H A EH A B A F| EH L% > CEO %5
FOREELS - BARHEARFECZRE > MUADEF B R RICEHEE BAZ;
CEO # 71 &8 K > WHEFH A — > /& 48 & (Donaldson and Davis 1994) » sL3 3
WhH > EFCIREYHE CEO RRAR > MEZ TS T - A2 L T/
PLARERAEAY > L A T A4 ~ R IAE4EZ B4 B 44 (Davis et al. 1997) ©

WFEEREEER DI RELEFAIZIFTFTA B LF 2
B> AR RA M A%ETRA  EBRFEFRE CEO —HEH— T
4 CEO B ~ R AHBZI MM E A & » &4 £ %2k R @4R(Donaldson and
Davis 1991 Rechner and Dalton 1991 Finkelstenin and D’ Aveni 1994; Weir and
Laing 2001) ° 44w » Rechner and Dalton (1991)&3%x 0 ¥ EEEFE L FL B K >
R CHRREEETFRP TH—AAEH A ROBA TR AMHE R
Weir and Laing (2001)3% 4 > & 4832 ] B 12 £ F K5 > CEO € A &R 2 Eh %
A RHARI ) S B FAERRAT R & 0 @ he iR A 48 88 K ¥ (commitment)
AT K 8 LR A — 8 B RIA N B @3B E o H A mg

AR RIEEHEIR > CEO AZE A Tz “@EN > E0EMA
WL M By > AR BRI REERMEH BRI RIE §& A5 H
AT A0 3B RKABAF 55 0 B b f ¥ 22 3L % BB L A R IR 4] L AE 7 (Jensen
and Meckling 1976 ; Fama and Jensen 1983 Agrawal and Knoeber 1996) © #]4u >
Mallette and Fowler (1992)33 % % 48532 326 TR » ¥ F @40 G0 priE
#] > B R =84 — ° Yermack (1996)#Z Rashid (2013)3% 4% CEO 1 € ¥k
BE AR RO BBEIRR SREFTREIFELERAIHIETRA
/~iEME o Booth, Cornett and Tehranian (2002)3% A48 & FiF € F R R A
BEETY R EBEABRKEAFNGER  BEXNGR - B HiE FHEARA
BAE Q000)BH > EFRFEALEH N HEAE & @A  Bebchuk,
Cremers and Peyer (2011)%8 30 > 383 CEO X £ N X A KRB F K £ ©

Finkelstein (1992)#% CEO # /1 bm iy B 4EMEM N1 ~ FRAMAM N1 ~ BEH A B
EEH A FwEA - CEO &4 /11445 CEO a2 E XMy > O35 7R 1%
AL E ~ BAE3 E % - Baliga, Moyer and Rao (1996)3% % CEO # £ 1+ % CEO &
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KEME N 2R EMEFEAR - CEO AT A H#EAE /1 1445 CEO A 8 IR# 2 K > % CEO
BARABHELERS  HEBAAMRTIREIHENINBEZREN ALK - CEO
BEYMAA CEO BAFT MMM > REENINSETRSE > BT HBEISN
E R N E) 23R40 o M CEO % # H R %& CEO £ £ 4L RE > T4
RN G HAR R A2 R R E > Milbourn (2003)32 %4 CEO 28 &t Kk @ @ % &
THEERNAZHFEAUREBERAAY T -

A CEO#AHFMELE I @ XA S K EBEENIRIT CEO# A A
GReBEER R BE  ARERES CEO eERAENBEF AT »
=B HHB o Blhe > —EHARIAEE > —KRES—2XCEO BEZEEEEF R
B ] € A2 50 5 Bk 4E B & ¥ 8115 F(Conyon and He 2012 : Ntim 2012) < Kalyta
and Magna (2008)% 3. » CEO # W BA NN X 2 EREHBMHI E T LSHA
BASHEZERSG  2BELBA - RLRELLE Q0055H  $EF ¢
% CEO #4185 » EFeERF AN > EE2LAFHML  SREEMLE A
ITHFHBER o

AR CEOMAHETHBMBE S @ AV A B IA A - Shin (2014) ~ /£
W E R (2021)% 0 BIR T LEAAZ A E o Shin (2014) X £ B 3] B4
#HEEEGEKES Q2DURBE NS AATHE R HEREFERRIFHE
Hznd o ABTHBAKERS KREHRLE BARFHEL - HRBEEH
(bargaining theory) £ 5k » 3RAE 3K FI 4 S 918 581 M H] 0 AR B 5 ER
X H A o 48 ¥ 3EAE /1 E(relative bargaining power) 8 R T LB HF AR E R 5 2
AE A1 SR H] 0 B b B B SR A Bk 45 8 R @ B 3K F) 3 2 48 F A5 (Emerson
1962) - #k3b3m s > CEO # /) K% @ Hl 55 B T3 Bk A 545 L HBRIK - ™
& ¥2 ¥ [ ¥ 3 (managerial entrenchment theory) £ 7k CEO € A2 3] BRBLHEA
o 3 B T H T B W (worker loyalty) > BRI H DAL - MAE SR
Ko A RENFho dbZHE - RILHER CEOH A AR R A #| B T 83
BB FEBBRE -

ha AT AT CEO 4o {7 & A 4 77 % SURK B w2 3842 > ™ CEO AR /1 $2 B T 47
B 450 0 A 4R 3 0 B R A#1 % 30X Finkelstein(1992)4 # 2 CEO 4 /1 %
Ay Ak o L DUT AR RARR 0 AR CEO S84k 1 ~ oAt ) (B84 ~ iR
N BREHENAZEHNZEEGHER) HETHMZIBE -

H3:CEO# A e ERTHM -

P ks B CEO 458 ~ TERMBI AR RIpAABR > MmIEA T > B sbbHl 55 L3182 ik
4 (Cronqvist, Heyman, Nilsson, Svaleryd and Vlachos 2009) °
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H3.: CEO & # 1 e ER T HB -
H3s: CEO ¥ # h e EBE T HM -

B CEO N H L ERRBE X TAN > X LETA — LA RIKF CEO
1 /1 Z 3R i 2R © )4 > Combs, Ketchen Jr, Perryman and Donahue (2007) 24 CEO
fEHR - R FRE M CEO # 2 RIFEE > F£3X CEO A H EF a4 )
(B EFLLR A EIET) SESMAIAT IR THLERER > CEO
HRERE CEO Ut g @ QG £ Fam LM 14 o Zhang, Li and Chen
(2016)22 CEO # 7ttt & CEO # 1 2 KIZ % 8 K3t CEO A HEFBURE 4
GHR(UETHRRHBEREIVEREAHE)XIVE  THLERIEL CEO
AR EEBREBERBM B BEAERAGIER -

% TRA%E CEO #AHEAFHMAFRZPE  AFREM AT HA > &
SLUACTFARGR 0 B CEO # A # & FAEF M B T 38 M1 AR F g E 3
BB B TR A R BB B L R BGEN R
TEN S CEO AR B ET MK > B TH BT AeARBH] » T3
=% ¥ B T3 B Bl AR B AE (R ARE BB T MK B F B RER
CEO AN EE A Fibfy - AN AR REHET > N CEOEANRKR
R & Bh AR T A BT

His: CEO# N BEA AN EFRAHBEE THBIMAZIHR -

Hian :CEO BB N R A AHEFRBAHBER THBIMAZIHR -
Hip : CEO BB I AR RAGEFRAFHWER THBIMAZIHR -
Hs : CEO# N BEA AR S EEZLEHAERR THBMAZIHR -

Hsa :CEO BB # N BEA AR ST ELAFNER THBMAZI KR -
Hsp : CEO X # N A A ARSI ETELBAFWER THBMMAZIHXR -

% BRRIESE
— > AR T RIR
AP 2014 £ 2016 F 8 EEBELRRXHEamE LT A AARTHE LR

SLHA R 8] S (firm-year) LA £ 2,628 £ forh T fF30B B NG |54 £ 82
TEAMEREEREFTRBEFE AT 375 2 TEIHBRTETH
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122 TS HEANARL ) 15% REABREMEA 2172 % HEBRERE
k- BFE@MHRSL £ 254 F(5 117%) RRBAETE > £ 185 % (&
85%) M AZEXMFE ;AR vk =  BEEHRE 2B EHEN/ALE
#4 & (Taiwan Economic Journal, TEJ) °

k— #HAHEBE
RN BTN SRR ER (28 F) 2,628
W FRBENNER (54)
HEGEERE REFRBHB A ERER (375)
B2 BT B E M ER (12)
B G BB AR R E (15) (456)
RGBT E R 2,172

R HAEAEXEFRE S

A ] 2014 2015 2016 &zt
E ¥
(TSE) FH £ 14 £ 14 £ :¢
M1100 KET ¥ 7 7 7 21
MI1200 &I ¥ 20 20 20 60
M1300 #BT ¥ 20 21 20 61
M1400 4 &k4h4 42 43 43 128
M1500 T AR 40 38 41 119
M1600 & B E4 13 13 13 39
M1721 Ab$T ¥ 25 23 24 72
M1722 AHE#H 17 19 21 57
MI1800 HIEMEE 4 4 4 12
M1900 4T ¥ 7 7 7 21
M2000 SM4RT ¥ 27 27 28 82
M2100 #BT ¥ 9 9 9 27
M2200 AET¥ 5 5 5 15
M2324 g 57 60 61 178
M2325 ER A B 52 53 55 160
M2326 AEE 60 62 63 185

M2327 @fE4Esk ¥ 34 34 35 103
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M2328 E-F L@t 84 84 86 254
M2329 E-FEBE 19 20 20 59
M2330 HIHURF % 12 12 12 36
M2331 HAEF¥ 31 32 31 94
M2500 M B 48 48 48 144
M2600  ALE¥ 17 16 17 50
M2700 BAFE 9 11 12 32
M2900 H5&E8 12 12 12 36
M9700 hEMAE 8 8 6 2
M9900 H e 35 35 35 105
b3 714 723 735 2,172

— BERERER

1.8 % %

B T #HE(LnEMP) A B %1 > LB TP 3B a R Aatde > B TP
¥ 38 A HmeTm%Eal%%%@ FBAE LB E e wHE A
BE - -BHE - FLREL - TE (KRR PBRAABLARKERNES R
|2 iRk M~ B TIRE - @ﬂé BIRE - FRE -BIRFTTH
BFM-RAHE KRR RRBUBREEAALA -

2ARBEG

TEREHMEXDIR)ZHEGLEREE ~ THHEMKE 2015FF
FEEME W) EREFEE, TERFAMAERFMER) AL EME -
ﬁ #A@m%hﬁ BN EFBE AN E R NS EE 0 B b E F 55T

ﬁﬁ%g ‘W?&%Fu& SRR E R K o R RARIE LA AE
EEBE A@gi &ééﬁm% ZMENEEAREY R - A ETERE
Fd o AN R R ER ﬁﬁXE% ﬁ%ﬁm&%%&%%%ﬁﬁ»
¥R ?ﬂ%ﬁ@’u S EMBMFEAZEE - RERBEFBZRELZUR AFLR
ARG AR HiBREH - RRMEG T & -
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LnDIRCOMP; = aot+a;SIZE; .1 +a>STDROA i+.1+a3STDRET ; +.1+a.HHI i
+asROA i+ 1+asRET i.1+a7;GROWTH i r.1+asMTB i .1+aolLEV 1
XK L YmINDu+ Y T/YEAR, +uuis (1)

& > LnDIRCOMP; =i 2~ 8] t % F-F 3 # B 8 R EH 35 SIZE =1 2 8] t-1 2
G134 ;5 STDROA =i 2 8 AT A 4(t-5 & t-1 )& A MBI FAZE £ ; STDRET =i 2
AR5 B t-1 )R ZMENRAZE £ HHL =i 28 -1 SEM5ER—A 24530
ROA; =i 2~ 8] t-1 & B % ; RETi=i 2 38 t-1 FAX Z 3B % 5 GROWTH; =i 2 3
t-1 F2 PR K E S MTBip=i 2 58] t-1 FHFME L ) LEViw=i 23 t-1 F A7t IND=
EEEBRG, YEAR=FHEEHREH 5 =i N8 t 5 FABEHH -

% B8 B 38 5 A2 58 37 B (EXTOP) 4% 2 144% Core et al. (2008)CEO #7 B T2 2]

B Q) EREFEE (0 - BEEFHARMF M ELZB)AHEME £ E
FE AT AR GRS TR AL RS BEIE | 5B
OIEHE BB - HoE X - RERAEIZ KA - 4 Core et al. (2008) °
CEO #BHTARIR X L+ F& - % £38 - TAFHELL - REMRBE AR E E IRBH

4o AR Wy B3R IEH > AR AT @

LnTOPCOMP; =yo+yLnTenure;+y.LnSalesi1+y3sMTBi i
+Y4RET: i +ysRET; 1+ysROA; +y7ROA; 11

+3k _ YmINDu+3L _ T, YEAR, + iy (2)

$b& > LnTOPCOMP; =i 2> 8] t 4 & M & 3245 -1 34 3 B B B 2K #3805 LnTenure =i 2

3 t £ CEO & A R ¥ 3 LnSales=i 28] t-1 2 ¥48H A RHE 3 MTB =i 2
5 t-1 FHFMAEL 5 RET =1 28 t FAREMBE S RETi =i 28] t-1 FARRERMF
ROAi=i 22 8) t & AMB % 5 ROA =1 23] t-1 FF ZMBFE 5 IND=& ¥ 5 5 % 3
YEAR=#E JE# % # 1 o= 28 t FHIE T L REBHB o

PATRHA T @ > AFEE 5 A& HH A (POWERI) 2 4 % H A

(POWER2)—#& %! - Finkelstein (1992)3% % & 4 /1 (structural power) & 7 E X,

* Core et al.(2008)% CEO # BHFAEAMS X &2 & T & S&P500 15 Hn 8] 4 8 AU REAN 24

N5

B3 Rt EMABRK -
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WEEREAL R B R AR FI A XM A AR - 3 2L Harrison,Torres and
Kukalis (1988)2 4%, > 45 CEO %EE F R AR EETFRBEA BN EHAHE
51 o RARR AT & CEO &#54 1 (POWERL) ; % CEO 1% F o » 43t
B3 A 1 (RN ) FRIRA O (R TKREHBEN) -

sbgh 0 KRB 5% Finkelstein (1992)22 4 > SA & A& A4 7 (structural power)
Pt A A 4% 71 (ownership power) ~ 2 % 4 /) (prestige power) XA & & ¥ # 77 (expert
power) 5 w9 $2 4 71 B3t BAE A CEO REENBTEME - BEENZBAERT R
) AT ° Pif 7 A A 77 4% f{fﬁ, CEO ft B & K& & R Z A& 2 (capacity)’ At 58 24 CEO
HREEEE RoAY nqur % CEO #H AL F XM RA P8 > A
HHENGEEZRA 1 TRI%A O BEHMAHNREK CEO BE R4 eW & - A5t
7L CEO £ E ¥ N2 &aif AT g A E &fm“%ﬁﬁ g A — K
BARBMERNEE PG BEUDGHMAEA 1 FR%RA 0 XM
7114 % 3R, CEO Jk ¥ 7R #£ 7€ M 38 3% (environmental contmgencws)ﬁi Ham®aERx
A1 MCEO = kA AR M BFT X > § CEOERARNE ¥
PARBEE > R Jo M R BERA 1 FRIA O é%%@ﬁ%ﬁ C ¥
Bl PR A BATRENHE T HBDE Y @ FRABRIE RN Hia #2 Hip R1E
7 A e

¥ FABEA I B AT R M /1 R A (EXDIRXPOWER] ~ EXDIRXPOWER?)
B i Ph & 3R E AR BT kM A R K IE (EXTOPXPOWERI -
EXTOPXxPOWER2)Z & A 4 B3 VE M & R F AT » A SR RIBAT R N (BAEHE
NG HEEAE S ) HEFABEE G BN B T 3 B B 15 (Haa ¥ Hdap) ~ A &% £ 32
F A2 ER B 9L B T 37 B B 15 (Hsa $2 Hsp) XA 87 2R o RAF TR IBR AR - R TAHR
RES R

3.3 8

% T FEARR 7 2 R (confounding effects) > B 3&4E X &9 8] G 3K ~ 32 5142 18
B~ NEEHEBA NN EwE G RIEE LS -

N B 4R xiﬁ@ v LE A IREF(ROA - AT B AT APk 4a g )% 1&&
Kk F(GROWTH : w2 £ AT A2 X487 » ‘FRar i % £30) A K324 3
&&lg%%ﬁ’Ajﬁﬁﬂ% JEF 45— & Lo f5] £ %R 5 Tk B T8 45 I%A
Sl Bt BIHBIEREAS © Shin(2014) ~ E#BFEMKEH (2021)4
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SIB T HBNEL NS G 2R RMtA o Bk o AFFRTAHR N 3 ¥ B T B
AERBE

YE M AR BE(DIV) 7 & 0 SA4E ] AR R A% 51 IR B AR 0 BLAE AT 2 5 F 1EHIAE
ﬁ%@%ﬁ%iﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁfm-é%ﬁ%&%ﬁW%é\%zaL%m&
AL WEARGTIIEL TS B T#HB o Crongvistetal. (2009) X 4%
sb L 4’&4?3%‘5%#"’: #I A% R Z 31,4 R = 4# (cash flow rights) 2 B T # B 2 & & ]
1% > % 4 4# (control rights) $1 B T 378 2 iE &) Bl 1% » B niEhl iR BE Y B T ¥
Bl A E@ R MM E R (2021) L8 RIEHEREES B T 58 2 % B
1o Bk > KRR S REH B THMA LB E -

NEGEE T m o ARSNGB FFHFAF(SH DIR) ~ BERAH
B % (SH_SUP) LA B B %5 B B X 32 4 2 45 3 % F 16 £ (OUT) ° Shin (2014)3 £
BNGAREH S ARBRAN)CEGHBE L EFLLR)HEIFMER P
HER - ZEFEMARE R CRDEBREFHEREIHALFMZAGBE KX
%ﬁ%i%?m?ﬁﬁﬁAﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁlﬁm 3PN 2 N - A
PHBH B T MY E T m -

NE T @ MNBRILR(BERABLTE ) &2 B (STDROA)(AT 5

TEARBMEAZRE L) NARBESIZENATEARAAREE) - EXEHRYH
(IND dummies)$2 F & JE # % #(YEAR dummies) - ¥ L > RERLEHET L F
KAW THRVEEIHS - ZEHEARZHQO2DEER > GRILEFRAT
FENZ AmBifh o Bt LGB HEIHTMAE Y LEPRREET
# B Bl 14 % F R 4% 3% F (Brick, Palmon, and Wald 2006; Rouen 2020) > B R 8
MGG - RN RET @ FERARER AR E CEO #8 2 E
1 Bl 1% (Jackson, Lopez, and Reitenga 2008; Fahlenbrach 2009; Murphy and Sandino
2010; Ozdemir and Upenja 2011); H Shin (2014) ~ JEEF MK E 5 (2021)4%5
R NaRABEHE T HMAESDER > HILARLEBIEZE -

= FEAX

EEIHEXITABERG)  RYE R A B THB YR AEFREN
B (AR Hy )~ r‘Jbe:’:ﬁ%‘iﬁ%ﬁﬂ(#xﬂ Ho )~ 34T KA /7 (K278] Haa $2 Hip )
FEAER PN IAT RAE N X RIB (MA] Haa L Hup ) ~ 5[5 2 22 5 48 %A 37 BY 52
PATERM A X TRIB (B Hsa ¥ Hsp) o R G R QIEER R BEE - B £ 3R
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EEFHRE CBERASERE - BIEFLE  BUREKE - AfiE &
BRI~ BN A A o

LnEMP; =po+B1EXDIR;, +p2EXTOP;, +f3:POWER;
+B4EXDIR;x POWER; s EXTOP; xPOWER;,
+BsDIV;+B7ROA; s +PsSH_DIR;+PoSH SUP;,
+B100UT iy +B11GROWTH i¢ +S12LEV; +S13STDROA i
+B14SIZE i +YK . ymINDy 3Ly L YEAR, +éi, (3)

IR © LnEMP=8 T# B ; EXDIR=3% F A2 %3 # B ; EXTOP=% % % 22 % #2348
# 8 ; POWER=34T &k # /1 (POWER =347 k & # 4 /1 ; POWER2=#/T Kk % %
#71) DIV=4E #1158 ; ROA=% £ 3R BN % ; SH DIR=% F4 % % ;| SH SUP=E
RAFHFEE S OUT=H L £ FIbE  GROWTH=8 LR &% s LEV=A &L F ;
STDROA=#& % J&% 5 SIZE=/X 3] At ; IND=Z ¥ E# % 3 | YEAR=FHE E# 4%
o

B FRERuin
—  FHEBE X Bl
AT AR A (DA A EZTFEREFB > HAAQRAUEEGHEEY
FEBFB o ABMAEXEEEL > NEZ R LR FAE X R S M
St g BN AW ZH RS X EEEE -

& Z B~ 0 & F # B (LnDIRCOMP) T34 8 A 6.286 > & [% & 32 & 3 By
(LnTOPCOMP,)-F- 34 #% % 8.147 AT #A 2 8] AL (SIZE.1)~ & % A (STDROA 1)
A% 3 R B R F (STDRE T ) $1 &8 & 48 5 & (HHI. )P 34 8 4-%) A 16.038~4.321~
0.583 #1 0.164 & AL AT A & & #h B 5 (ROA ~ ROAL) T3 £ 5 %] & 8.436% 2
8.350% ° % A 4L AT HA A% Z 3R 8 F (RET, ~ RET) T34 » % A 12.022%#
18.308% ° AT #A & # A & & (GROWTH1)#2 & 17 tb R (LEVwL)F3¥4 35 3] & 4.4%
1 42.305% ° ATHA T A LE(MTB ) ¥ 2 £ 38(LnSALES.) -+ & 47 & 1.673
115660 - AT REH T @ REHERBILFHREAHEZ AZEM > Bt
A #2428 © CEO /E#(TENURE)-F34 4 171.1 A -
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R HKMMGiIE R ER

mean s.d. Q1 Q2 Q3
LnDIRCOMP; 6.286 1.736 5.457 6.569 7.350
LnTOPCOMP; 8.147 0.688 7.764 8.117 8.522
SIZE. 16.038 1.375 15.055 15.862 16.762
STDROA.; 4.321 6.413 1.692 3.211 5.371
STDRET:., 0.583 0.954 0.237 0.384 0.623
HHI,, 0.164 0.178 0.072 0.104 0.190
ROA; (%) 8.436 7.538 3.873 7.515 12.308
ROA¢1 (%) 8.350 11.978 3.970 7.665 12.580
RET(%) 12.022 34.439 -9.923 7.563 25.945
RET:: (%) 18.308 44.189 -4.801 10.241 30.356
GROWTH., 0.044 0.404 -0.121 0.005 0.098
MTBw 1.673 1.718 0.880 1.250 1.870
LEV¢ (%) 42.305 17.542 28.910 42.670 54.880
TENURE,(A) 171.100 107.962 90.000 164.000 231.000
LnSALES, 15.660 1.637 14.642 15.557 16.609

LnDIRCOMP=% %34 3 B (B B A ##0) ; LnTOPCOMP= % [ % 22 3 3 B(FR B &K ##) ; SIZE=2 3]
A E AR B R E) STDROA=4 2 B R (AT B4 & & 3R B £AZ % £); STDRET=Fk Z 3k BN B4 (AT
AFRE R MBI RARE ) S HHI=E B A5 (P52 A—MA 245 8) - ROA=F A48 (%) s RET=h&
T 3B 3 (%) s GROWTH=%4 M & % (%) s MTB=" /#14 Lt ; LEV= & & tt £ (%) ; TENURE=CEO # &
(A %) LnSALES=% ¥%8(R A R ¥ %), t=85H) -

& 9 88T 0 WA K 3 A8 M (p<0.001) 5 & F 3 B8 8% X (LnDIRCOMP) 4%
% 35.9% > #FEEEE H AL X (LnTOPCOMP )& 41.7% ° £ F#H Bt X %
@ EBEKE 0=0.1 T EGQBEEFHBH A AT A MRBSIZE) K2
B F (ROAL) £ T F A L (MTBer): A m % 8 34 A AT #18 & B AR 2
(STDRET:.1)$% A i LS(LE Vi) o £ 20 8 UBLARK ~ 3 K ST~ AR T )
MR HEFHBAS S MRS ERRAD - RFLERZZ A5 HEFHH
MK ENGHEEREHIRAY @ A LRI EREAE - LB EEA
CEO “F % (LnTenure,) * A7 #1 & ¥ %A (LnSales.1) ~ AT 41 7 # A LL(MTBur) ~ 8
A B F (ROA) ~ #TH#1 & A B £ (ROAL): A @B E XA 6B 2 MBI £
(RETy) ~ 7T #1 B 7% #BH 5 (RETw1) © &oF CEO AR ~ 8 RMARAL ~ sk
AR BERRMMEZ NG AEREEE B ) 2R RN
Z N8 0 BB R IR B AR

v FHos X Bl

# K,(1) : LnDIRCOMP; # X,(2) : LnTOPCOMP;

B t-stat. B t-stat.
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ok

SIZE. 0.516 21.417 LnTenure; 0.067 4.007
STDROA. -0.035 -1.432 LnSales:.| 0.501 27597
STDRET,, -0.079 2803 MTB., 0.111 5321 ™

HHI., 0.294 0.613 RET: -0.034 -1.870

ROA 0.227 11.709 ™ RET:. -0.031 -1.673

RET. -0.031  -l1.621 ROA, 0.133 5625 7
GROWTH:. 0.022 1.313 ROA:. 0.097 4712

MTB., 0.148 6.287 77

LEVu -0.117 5187 77
Industry fixed effects (yes) (yes)

Year fixed effects (yes) (yes)

LR SRIE 73 2,199 2,199
F-stat.(p-value) 34.707(p<0.001) 46.455(p<0.001)
R’ 0.370 0.426

Adj-R? 0.359 0.417

LnDIRCOMP=¥ F 3 B (IR B K ¥ #) 5 SIZE=/" 8 M 4L | STDROA=AT &4 & Z 4R B R AZ K £ |
STDRET=#T & Bk R 3R B £ AZ & £ | HHI=# 52 @ —# A7 2458 0 ROA=% 2B % ; RET=M 2 ¥k
BN % ; GROWTH=% & F ; MTB= ${4Lt ; LEV=4 f& 3 ; LnTOPCOMP=75 [% % 22 3 3 B (B
B AHH); LnTenure=CEO - EF (3R B A ¥ #) 5 LnSales=% ¥ %8(I 8 RH#): t=8FR] - * 1% 10% #
BRI Rk E 59 BAEKIE Rl E 19 BAEKE  RAXBMBMEEHA LB TEE3(2,628)40
PRAFILIRE(GA) AR L G E L L REFRAH B AT ERGTS) BB -

=~ KA S

& A Panel A R EFTHEA G B AEM 4 F o B THB(LnEMP)F34
A 6409 > EF FAREH B (EXDIR)-F3HE A 0.228 @ & & 32 5 42 38 ¥ B
(EXTOP)- 3% 4 0.001 - 47T k& #4E /1 (POWERD)-F3¥H# A 0290 0 &7 4A
29%ZHANG  REFERFIEHLEIT  BARZLEHRMESN - BRTRLEH
/1(POWER2)-F34# 4 1.833 : e En BN 0-4 Bk BMAZT > &
3] CEO 34 %M /181K ° Panel B 7] # R 34T & 4 %4 /1 (POWERY)
Z %318 QLIE TR HAE /1 (POWEROWN) ~ # ¥ # /) (POWERREP) ~ % ¥ 4ot
7/1(POWERPRO) 1 45 4% 4# /1 (POWERDUAL) ° 52.6%Z $4T k#EH ‘& A
# Ak /1 (POWEROWN) * 50.7%% ‘&’ A 24k J(POWERREP) > 51.0% % ‘%’
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& ¥ 5342 1 (POWERPRO) > 29.0%% ‘&’ & 44 1 (POWERDUAL) °

PRI R EE(DIV) T8 A 6.044% » FomtkoR N 8l ZERIRR R T IEHIH
R PR A A H 6% B EMENFE (ROA) T8 A 8.436% ¥ Fi5 % % (SH_DIR)
T84 19.049% > B R AR FE(SH SUP)-F3498 4 2.280% ° B E FitF
(OUT)-F34# % 0.180 Rtk Ana ¥ BHIEF LEETFRE X 18% B3
%NS KRB IE I EFH S o B RKFE(GROWTH)-FH LK 24% 0 &
B E(LEV) A 42.568% » &% A (STDROA)FE A 4.501 » ~ a8 #,
¥ (SIZE) -F ¥ # & 16249 - JE ¥ #] B R X K & R # & %
(SH_BLOCK)-F3¥# % 2.880% * AT#A 2 £3A (I 8 A HB)FHE A 15660
B BAR(SIZE) T3 84 15.660 7 AT #A  i#{E L (MTBw)F3 8 A 1.673° %
N E A #) Atk @A 1.67 4% ©

RE KAMGiIE  TERAEH

Panel A mean s.d. Q1 Q2 Q3
LnEMP 6.409 0.600 6.063 6.401 6.780
EXDIR 0.228 1.389 -0.361 0.462 1.089
EXTOP 0.001 0.518 -0.290 -0.004 0.314
POWERI 0.290 0.453 0 0 1
POWER2 1.833 1.046 1 2 3
DIV(%) 6.044 10.139 0.200 1.090 6.715
ROA(%) 8.436 7.538 3.873 7.515 12.308
SH_DIR(%) 19.049 13.025 9.608 15.015 25.318
SH_SUP(%) 2.280 3.304 0.540 1.090 2.578
ouT 0.180 0.172 0.000 0.222 0.333
GROWTH 0.024 0.305 -0.101 0.003 0.094
LEV(%) 42.568 17.809 29.430 43.140 55.230
STDROA 4.501 7.427 1.893 3.118 5.275
SIZE 16.095 1.405 15.093 15.914 16.837

S RE B2007TFARETEILEFHE  ARAEZFZATC ETAR) N 8] TEFRIFRERAS LY
RRABILEFHE -
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R

SH_BLOCK(%) 2.880 7.571 0 0 0
SALES:. 15.660 1.637 14.642 15.557 16.609
MTB 1.673 1.718 0.880 1.250 1.870
Panel B mean
POWEROWN 0.526
POWERREP 0.507
POWERPRO 0.510
POWERDUAL 0.290

LnEMP=8 T # Bf(FR B 8 # #) ; EXDIR=% FA8 %A %8 ; EXTOP=3 % % 32 4 A8 %A #7 8 ; POWERI=%
AT REEHEHE /1 (1/0 45424 3) ) POWER2=#U4T & 4o 54 71 (174 0-4) 5 DIV=4% #1415 8 (%) s ROA=% &
3R B % (%) SH_DIR=% F 45 8k £ (%) SH_SUP=% Z A+ AX % (%) OUT=4% 3L & F tb % (%) GROWTH=
BUCR & E (%) ) LEV=4 1 tb (%) s STDROA=4 % R & (AT &4 & & B FAZE £) 5 SIZE=2 3] AL
(AT A A AR¥3) ) SH BLOCK=3F#HI ik £ Z RIE RIF AL F (R HI AL RSP Z AT+ 2 RIERIFEFE) S
SALES.1=#T #i % ¥ %8 5 MTB.1=A7 #1 1 /$ {4 tt ; POWEROWN=3T &/ H H 4 7 (1/0 54124 )
POWERREP=#4T & # ¥ # /1 (1/0 4542 % #1) ; POWERPRO=31/7 &k & ¥ 4034 /1 (1/0 #5424 %)
POWERDUAL=3#UT &k &4k 71(1/0 1642 % #0)5 =5 R -

=AM

kN Ay W v % B Pearson 48 BB o 1 B T 3 BH(LnEMP) £ 8 % i & B 14
#H & FABEAH B(EXDIR)~ & F% % 32 % 48 48 # B (EXTOP) ~ ¥ %1 4 15 #£(DIV) ~
A E MBI EROA) ~ £ FH % F(SH DIR) ~ FH £ FLFEOUT) ~ 2Rk %
(GROWTH) ~ 42 &% (STDROA) ~ 2 8] }.4%£(SIZE) ° i $1 B T % Bi(LnEMP) 2
Fa % 8 M A A SUT R &M /1 (POWERD)H & 1 tb £ (LEV)° & 5~ 18 R #1
G EEAT  EFREFTHOH - SN TEERETMOH ~ 4Rk
BR-FAEARMELS ZFHRELS BWEULRASZ - EFAMRLSH - X
BNGARBARE > ETHBALE HRTREMENCKR - 2ABRTRAR
B BIHBABAE -
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W B AR K

HASMEEEEFR— KRBT ENFZ TR S % 2 4 A8 %A 3 B i
BT 3BT Ae 74 % B M4 3R E 384 RAF 4 M 4 M 1R 3% (endogeneity
bias) * B St AR A T B B AE305 0 BN A M > EAREL RER OLS &
2SLS F A EEH K -

R T B8 HAE 3k 0 T B4 BB A5 A48 Bl M (instrument relevance) $2 b A 4
(instrument exogeneity)# A 4% 4 (Stock and Watson 2006) ° B st A} 4K F 3B AL
K2 CEO &4 /1 24 CEO #8441 » AT W A AR B BLRF T ABRAR .

&% 4 CEO 444 7 (POWERD)Z A X F dm > BAIE4EHI % £ 2 AKX R
# % F(IV_SH BLOCK) X B AT #A 7 /3 tb(IV_PMTB) A 1% 3% T B4 # - JEdE
FIERZ AL RIFEE GKRTRBIIFARRY NN EERREERE ER
AR SR EIEH AR BT RS AR TRA MATHA W A A NS AR TG
DR Z A IR ZRB R AT > B A BB B - M
EHAE WU HA B T HMRERAMBNE - b ANBEREGH
(EXTOP)# X W4 A % — X FBA(EXTOPXxPOWERI]) * & X Bk ° JEAL A — 55
B4 M 4 % #(Hua & Liu 2015 5 Ebbes, Papies and van Herrde 2017) > B 53% o
T A% IV PMTBXxPOWERI (AT A T i$#{A L L &5 44 /1 X R 7A) ©

# t(Stage )R ¥ T A4 HAn T &R - 55 T B % AR B B~ ° Cragg-Donald
F #4324 10.3449 - 4&3% Stock and Yogo (2005) > F &3t & A7 10 &= £ 55
ITRGHMEN PRAESTEGEAMMEGES - AER T A ARG EF £
WA G HMEEQ) > AP R A Hansen i 3 E FRH] ¥ % (over-identifying
restrictions)4x B T B G M A M o J 43 E A 2.012(p=0.156) > &= R AIELAT
AITEGEANEGEZE BB PEET LAY MG ESES -

T BGHFESAREMH% > 2L Durbin-Wu-Hausman 75 754 € P9 & 1 © o2
%3t 2 A 2.815(p=0.093) " AN AMIRE > FLdk A 2SLS #ATEE»#0 3E
i & R 5 2o & £ (Stage 2)

Repb s X i 55 % 2 (F-stat.=21.682) » MRFE N & 22.4%(Adj-R?) » fE3E ]
& ¥ B &3 R (industry fixed effects) L F & [ & 2 R (year fixed effects) T * £F
A2 %8 % B (EXDIR) # 8 T 3 B 2 %5 & K i 82 % #2 B (1% #=-0.025 ’ t-stat=-
0.8921)° AR X HBAH » AT AR RAERBE T TERRFMeBLEE T
B K RO E A L BR EAE F R B 5B BB o 51 R I 5 AR R i B
(preEXTOP) ¥ B T 37 B 2 #8 % iE &) % & (5 3£=0.575  t-stat.=1.961) > X FFER
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Hy' 5755 EBEFMA S BIEBNFAE - b&ER2BT C¥ELT
FEH AN EEE BB EARRE > TN EHGE B EELME

T B HE NP2 W4 o

PAT R & H A /1 (POWER]D) € & & % & B T # B (1% #=-0.065 * t-stat.=-
2.386) " X AFMRA Han > BPHATREBHE A RZ NG BTHBRKEHBRAR
MR & AT EA 7 B L BT R & A4 ) X TeIB(EXDIRXPOWER1)# 8 T # 8 2 iE
1 %5 % (14 3=0.068 ° t-stat.=2.238) > iﬁ?ﬁHM:%ﬁ*ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ
BIPATE B THENH E SRR E > M ivEFHE T H AT

Wmﬁ%tﬁﬁwﬁ%ﬁF%%ﬁﬁxiﬁ@mmﬂm@mwmu%al%
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% AR A RA CEO %4 /1 (POWER2)Z AL X, o 4o B AT =,
LA JE 42 )RR R 2 KB R A5 BE £ (IV_SH BLOCK) ~ AT #3  i%{& Lt (IV_PMTB) ~ 24

RATHEA T i F AL L 4 M /) R RIA(IV_PMTBXPOWER2 ) A1%:E T B4 # - %k
A(Stage 1) & ¥ T EE AR TR - 55 T H % HARRAB T » Cragg-Donald F %
& A 13.182(F<10) » &~ # 55 T B % # 5 B (Stock and Yogo 2005) » 44 T B
S R MM o % Hansen J 31 & & 2.600(p=0.107) » TF#A-T~ & T B4 8
FF AN AR o

Elﬁ-@éﬁmké\%i‘f*i#fi » L Durbin-Wu-Hausman 7 /x4 &7}3'15& 3
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R i X AR ¥ 42 (F-stat.=22.268) » FEFE /1 & 24.1%(Adj-R?) » FR#UAT K
YA /) (POWER2) L L 4T K & # 1 /1 (POWERD)Z F3E & R R R 4 0 &
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ER1 148 t-stat.
¥
t-stat. t-stat.
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IV_SH BLOCK -13.295 3514 7
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ok

ROA -2.055 0.341 + 0.004 1813
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EXTOPxPOW
EXTOP TR A 3
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¥ -10.773 . -7.866 7 5762 31.009
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