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The Evolution of Corporate Governance : Evidence from Chinese ADR

Student : Pei-Chi Yang Advisor : Lee-Hsien Pan

Institute of Finance College of Management
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

This paper examines the motivation of listing choices by comparing company and corporate
governance characteristics for Chinese American Depositary Receipt (ADR) firms from 1993 to
2009. We test bonding hypothesis by.exploring thesrelationship between corporate governance
(board transparency, independent cammittee; managerial,eharacteristics and ownership structure)
and ADR listing choices. We find‘ that, companies-with=growth potential, lower ownership
concentration, higher capital needs, ‘and-companies-with strong relationship between CEO
ownership and firm profit, are more likely to issue level 3 America Deposit Receipt (ADRS). In
addition, we compare corporate governance characteristics before and after ADR listing date for
L3 ADRs, which comply with more strict listing requirements. Our result supports bonding

hypothesis.

Keywords : Corporate Governance, America Deposit Receipt, Bonding Hypothesis
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FEF IR MR T LA BER Y PREELSF IR ARET A7 H 1
Fopl970 & A ko 5 EEEFHNLEBRRL D HELRFEE] S FER
FHEFERTREE TR REEERN I RF] O RABER T G RN RALTERR
FTHRFEP R B OHLFT ARV 4 R LEE AT AP HRSB B ¥ 4FpY 5 (Merton, 1987,
Miller, 1999) - & (Mittoo, 1992)+ 4% 414 & £ vinds g d ehja b5 5 > B4 0 7

EERERE S £ TS

FRAG I SR FEPFENAG LT 2P P A onk 2 AR

=1

B B BARFIFT A FLEFTE CREF A7 57 0 FR SRR b E
BB ¥R L oERET P S (Karolyl, 2006)<#, » ~ 3¢ 7 £ W 332 & % (American
Depositary Receipt, ADR ) 5 # i & 57 3% (Foerster & Karolyi, 1999)#= 7 & %4 {7

ADR ¥ 2 B3 SRR L B RAPE IR L EBR A WL AAP RF S -

(Craig Doidge, Karolyi, & Stulz, 2004) Ryt = £ AL @ -2 3| mie b 7 B 4EF & o 7°
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FEFENERFFEDN o Ee 2 d ARG BERFTA P T RNTa A Lo 37
ADR (Pagano, Roell, & Zechner, 2002) - % TR E G Y %ﬁ - #4531 ADR
Tz d el s K D FsIZ s (Bonding hypothesis) @ 335 & %% 7 ADR » # 12 ,‘%ﬁ“c}

At Btz BRFHRS 27 R B RFEYHE FRERT A O RS TR E

(Karolyi, 2006; Pagano, et al., 2002; Reese & Weisbach, 2002) -
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ML o 2 g Al ADR & BB E3 it B R S B3 e angi i g R # ADR 4
Fiep ARenEE o FF OADRGFE T RRAFEIRELS S SHE R LT AT
PESERLE G Fidl AR RS F - s (L) 525 (L2) % = 5 (L3)
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AAC1993 # 8 FiA B L1 AP A 5 H - FAakXE4rr 2 ADR
t651993 & ] 2010 & F > @ R § 201 & £ 4 7 ADR> x> £ @ NYSE » NASDAQ
AMEX 2 OTC# 3% % » 9t 233 FEMH2EHE 2 7h10%- 2 8 B¢ 4 L1 2 L3
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F oo TPt 42005 £ 7] 2007 E R0 g EE B ERPE S E 0@ 2008 £ % £ R AR
WL 2rhgAVER > 7R £ HT HATRE F8E > & LLADR 47 & 2008 # 5 poif &
£ o1& R T SEC* 2008 £ F 4 ¢t 7 LIADR 2 "4 > g £ v EH G AR {4

2255 AN bR o AR RO R B A A G B AER 2 R DL R ARG e M §

ETIS

¥4 7 ADR e & » Fptxsl 7 S S E 1 o 42008 £ fsrg Ll b A2 ¥
b, ) B EY R R A LERITL D 2P ks KR (F B R 7 ADR 2

BHFHEH 2) -

AEZ 3P FRF A RORP AT £AE  REFLEAEL T AP
FAL > Box e AEEE P R 7 & 3 SRR B0 A O\ R L AT e RS AP
FEo B F G AR A o BRI At A en s A 2 L8 ) Rl i R
$o0 Tl BBt B R DPNITIRNT R &0 AR L % 6 TR

g 0 RETRF I LA

PGS 2 prify > G FERFTADR L& 4 Lo ds t TRiGE B ENE 2T
£ S PN SN -

%
FE35 S5 EFFADRT U F L aBenir 2R 0 2 HA L

7~

TR o PR g 0 B (T ADRF LR KE £
(Pagano, et al., 2002) -
iude(Merton, 1987) » @ f2 7 jAI2 5 > B 5 (7 ADR 7 1 FEd i o Beft iz R B3

BRI A BB EYFE BERT A KB 2P § E(Coffee Jr, 1999; Craig Doidge,

et al., 2004; Lins, Strickland, & Zenner, 2005; Stulz, 1999) -
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11 M F & 4 EFEF P e (3 34 B » Market Segmentation Hypothesis )

EEHD R MR R B R TS  SEH A PRT A6 g R
XP AT AF I RPRGNTR EFRGEZTEAERIT DT LI AR EERE -
(Foerster & Karolyi, 1999; Stulz, 1999) % 3. & % &% F ADR {6 » = 2 2 + 2 2 | ¢ § £ "
i o @ (Lins, etal., 2005) 1 # W w (SR FTARHR AT E R 24 R > BR L EBRH N O
FIE > FHRADRV 1L F »F M3 HFHlfg > L3 MEFT S Acnr i A H A E T U8R S
RTES o W AR TUR R B (T ADRESEH FE M- SgFWREL D Hehp d it HiE
# 7 ADR EF4p BT A s FHRREFRTRE > 2 Mo dahE T A0 i

AN Er o
1.2 %12 5 &2 &3 ind 2 0 (s LB 2 Liquidity Hypothesis )

B A AR S5 B B B WGE T IR G e (Mittoo, 1992)4% 11t # 1 i B
A B ST R FEF G RN BT ESAT A0 ¥ kMG E 4k~ - (Henderson,
Jegadeesh, & Weisbach, 2006) f] 3 3. BidpePdailA chg % > Mo ZH R EF 0
Betechi 29 3 (73 % o (Sami & Zhou, 2008)F= § ALs ¢h + B 2 ¢ R EFE M £ ¥
IFEFAZFFREIRARFIAFEE TR E - TG EFRSAERE A R
Mg ow FFacdEd 87 ADRSRGIRT A 23 > HEd 2 ¥ chigfe? > E 3§

¥ 37 i (Karolyi, 2006) -
13 % MFAD HH H+ R A AR T £ 37 B Investment Recognition Hypothesis )

TAEP RARF > MK TFT A FIFT R HAA L 0k % 0 (Merton, 1987)4% H1 4L F 4 32
PR B R A R Ry R HAROR AT A IR P TR IRBE R g o
- B ERFAMTE L B R N R ST kst R R R T A R

(Foerster & Karolyi, 1999)# 7 & # % 7+ ADR ¥ >+ 2 R S P H L L Y RPPFE > FR ¢



Fhameh sl AHFP REH S > L4577 Merton hiE o @ (Miller, 1999) ) 4 10 & %
Sd FRE RN AR EFEOTC & MM4A SR+ H2BX » FRFOHGPEN - F
g MR T AR B YR T IRGE ST R TG 0w i o (Baker, Nofsinger, &

Weaver, 2002) |z > @ 3| F RS ih3ca ot F 3 5 7 f A AT aTE S THAKT R

B e %E{-1987 &£ Mertondz 73 b % B L T RBEFTARTLZBERAE o
BN ISR ET LY

A EE T B B ARR AR AR 2 R E D RET S H Y 0 T
CEFP R AT MBPFIF D > R L FETLE SR L ERL S B RE

[ m’%‘ﬁifﬁ/“‘ el g o

(Pagano, Randl, Réell, & Zechner, 2001) 77 733 ~ £ 2 2 H 2 ¥ > #F ALE + 3
2V o I £ F P AR AR B s R 5] - (Pagano, et al., 2002) BL%
FREFAI AL Mo M ERE > RERFEE e P e s R
BEERT AR Iﬁ'_—'_'“ﬁ A A RRE T g & o @ (Craig Doidge, et al., 2004)
PIERZER S 222 Tobin’s Q #pf " 2ER I 3 27 % 11 16% > H ¥ L2325~ 3
W LLIAMA S G L g E 0P g3 1B T E 0 Bu LA T A RERA

P R R

ﬁ%@iéﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’*éﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ&$%2?’éﬂ@%+%
FhFA 4 LfAE LD EFmbfh - ML AP S LA R ARG D27 &2
eiEEH T ADR @ L3 % 144A 2 ADRE 5 P 2 MW FF T & > Tt g

Hitwm o FEME S FFREAZF O LRI PERFE L3 Flt RN T K
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11 32E~FFFRAEDDP > F% ADRB § 15 -
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S ANFAEG  EREAEYL C REAEPE

f PATRAR BE e Fd 8ot > R P IRend B g > e 2 }gkﬁ%%? YRS

TE AP 2 o - B £ F 2 7RI g (7 ADR 2 I Pl 14 -

AR AR E IR R 5 G TR ik o AR TR P K 2 74 a7

e f 5 o 752 (corparate goverhance ) B PR L R T A 2 2 F 21999

It F) e iz > M2 FR P RF I TS EHIRZ AR - 3 2004
ERNHAIEDRERT A G D F oD PRI R 0 R LR E SRR aE L R K i
DT EG S FIEMBA BN PR b ¢ B EEP R T SWF o BB R
ﬁﬁ(WMdmm)w%Eﬁﬁﬁa25$;ﬁﬁﬁ%&£?%&ﬁﬁﬁT’%i—ii
BfEwad] s nE S EfR PP R G 2 PRSP R LR AN ETE 0 o

TEEETRAILER o 3B SR AR B T A FER
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FAom A flF 4 T g RImmd (Je eckling, 1976)4% 41 » 35 > P S ¥ FEE i
Fp EAIEHRA D @ PR *”";M}g« v o rT;—-ki Fr - FKemp T AL A

F‘:B%\‘o I v #A}t»hé;‘ -#_,F;m-:‘z%iéﬂl‘ Ll %i\rg )y B3 /‘-_ilr_ ? &Aimprfﬁgﬁi)ﬁi\% (Laporta,

Lopez-de-Silanes, Shleifer, & Vishny, 1999)~ # f & #3414 » 4% L § 22 T8 aif
Flock 2 T e d sk o o3 TR anf Foak | AWl A g R PR AN E

Rl R I T R P L TP O Rk - EE
SPHE AR E EE T - R ARI TR E o PR A Rt
FUR R AERF > BATHDR A B LR L WA Mg P ARBE  BRAPFET S

5‘;:’? #L %k ¢ World bank (1999) Corporate Governance: A Framework for Implementation. Washington, DC: The
World Bank.
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T oenizd sndk o TATY 1998 & L ARR RSP TR RO BEFRALT A RS
B GERSP R BEL HF N E R F o P 2P TR A Y
AERLTHERAEPTERILERT -

7~ 7 F(Stuart L. Gillan 2006) -
321 ¢t PamH L 2 AERE ((FEF L ERE - Legal Bonding Hypothesis)

(La Porta, Lopez-de-Silanes, Shleifer, & Vishny, 1998)4% 1 %73 H# & #4472 LA -

AT R oA Kk A A B o jn i KA CHIRT A B R A L AR

‘.

AR o KT A RS OF F e R A B RS KT A REAER F

A=
e

BPHEH R MET A A S REGE

i

g - sl b s F - (Stulz,

1999) -

(Foerster & Karolyi, 1999) | 4+ %t “t WBla@ E 2 % > a TV R R E WL 7 (4 ep
EWHRPFIRE > SELTVETR LD T INEFRE Y A SR ’%ﬁd e B e N
BRI A BT A s kd K AR b 7k o (Reese & Weisbach, 2002) 4 IR & # B2 &£

R BRADEFE FR IR AIRAE LSS LI THEFFPESL o FILRIEFT A

F s EEAE D PMEETE o

v

- R REELE FRID 2FHEFTREC P E AR R 2
EAFZHEFTARG EERL D o @5 2 piFaa 25324 £ (Craig Doidge, et

11



322 #h#82 P 5@ e 0 FadksB (Information Disclosure Hypothesis » 33 48 %)

(M. H. Lang, Lins, & Miller, 2003)g. % /% *t + % i {8 T #h B ok B ec s - 3 ms o
PO NPFREPAPFFERSTEY R OCRTAREALA A RF 2P @ o
(Wojcik, Clark, & Bauer, 2004) % g £ % *h 1 5 & 7005 A F BT £ § S
PR s O BRAER D OFF o F A A METRE RS R4 T 5
(LY S e B WAL T A 2 ST hE E“’ i FMIEE P R A 4 (Burns, Francis,

& Hasan, 2007) -

T ALK LS 2P % SEC M TR R A A B G ERDRP R PR T

PR R 2P TRAZEP R > St 2P pE PEL T E £ R FlR

H

7_— o

~

3.23 #;/aF Imfh& . ’FF AP B (Slgna“ng Hyp0theSiS s 3 B g ‘&]_15‘%,&)

At B P Bl R At IRELE SRR S T AT B S g Lay

FR L Blde D RT AL - RET 2 GERRRE (7R BT 0 R P B L AMEA TR 0 3BT G ok
E o 7 100 2 P ik (Benos & Weisbach, 2004) o % 1 316 ¢ %k AL E S

H

PipILet o BT CLEED SRR 0 AT AR RSB 2P0

BHLIEMNTLEIA BB LRE RSB AL T RF D P IATE A e

ﬁ‘igéi] ﬁ\m%ﬂ"/“’}}—f‘u—@ti"]jé\? 2 N BURTE N LE S e N Y
FH M amRAL

fORAF N P IRIES F R e PRSP INE ARG 0 R NP P IRGRTE IR B AR T
o b el B o BB D AT FILPAE C FE 6 R A FE A B ke
B A2 flgreanm i RS PR KJIE B 1 o A R FERG LD Dpge
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PiplE s A RT A LRBEEHETEE § S w5
324 PR PinEE S L B

(Shleifer & Vishny, 1986)7% 7 A £ ¢ A d A AP > A AR FRFA 2 EH4 2R
_‘,? F_]\m/ ,»;;,?,_‘Ej\wg\,f éﬂluorﬂﬁb,&,‘grigi %‘QL;.N,SF?E,?JF

SefiR TR AL AL

(Stulz, 1999)3%. % $Hz 4 ki 2 » 4 F 3 Bk chd AT L w3 5 PR ETE o
BRI E B PG o AR A F YR DR R o BT A g T
% ¢ 4% ¢t + 3 (C. Doidge, Karolyi, Lins, Miller, & Stulz, 2009) - & (Boubakri, et al., 2010):&
- WA E 2L ERF T RS ADR2Z &> FRATES -~ L3 RILFEDD > e

EH A TRATL A LIADR > 00 6L BEART

(Pagano, et al., 2002) £33 5 /a=th P & R ILF ML A @ F 2 o aea R 0 B 4FR o
(Ayyagari & Doidge, 2010)~ #& §AZZ\ W B G B g IRIE o 2 0 0 ¥ O R R RE I

B4 7R hid A e 0 KR e s el B R R MR RN £ T S B v

RypAHER > < B;»a\’ﬁ AT A E s EEE G EREINS LR S P
EME%%Q’@»'fﬁ%}i%ﬁj\;}{’ajir’i);}ﬁf;ADR%‘;“ %gﬁ’{rﬁ°rﬁiﬂ LR E ha ok

FATILET " MEFRE D Fehind < 0 AR 5T ELRELSI 5 F REHIR

T
3

g ¥ Mg (7 LIADR » 4395 02 F 383 0 AR 00 K 2
Hypothesis 2.1 g ? R B 2 £ ¥ > 3724 7 ADRZ Rui 2 B ¢ 13 -

Hypothesis 2.2 % f ¥ & & 2 ¢ % » 5 & L4815 7 LIADR 2 1 § % -
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325 PR Tt ¥ RHZ B

FEELARRAf i B PERFE A GERTE DA LT EHTR
5%

PoAETT EHFRYEFEER 22003 & 2 ®w (770 F i ki 0 SEC & £ NYSE {r

lﬂ

NASDAQ t # tha @ &b g ¥ 51 233 50% > & REFXR2FFLHEE T2 R

if’”ﬁ)jﬁﬂ ﬁ:i—ju#&’;riﬁgé'ﬁ°dﬂx—r;ﬁ}n‘i'§/zé\%#m€_%ﬁa 181

T
M’g

¢
PAPIEMILAT REA B F I P EE S F A2 ET

RN NGB L Qe S A NAR TP 1 I fp iRz - e
) Rl 3 AL

(Eugene F. Fama, 1980; E.F. Fama & Jensen, 1983):% 5 & ¥ ¢ chie = 2 it T § »cEH ¢
BRENERFE o PIMF TR EAEETECH R S FTAT O PR 7L o 2
PR F R BRI R Y R PR A G e (Westphal & Milton, 2000) -
(Kassinis & Vafeas, 2002) 3% = & ¢ “ ] S8 @ & 0l dag - $E LA R 2EH &
% MR A E SRR IVE R MBI TR R A o ok SRR

17 o

(Chen, Firth, Gao, & Rui, 2006)# % Eifé,fsﬁ;ﬂfr:éfi ¢ FHH Mo P HEranp T #
FAMEEWFEFTEE PR EAIKIfrT F € T EDN P HFEFICHR > om0

E R E AR R B G R £ N G L B AR
EF gt f g2

2003 & Hix ki FMES LA EAR E B RIFB NS M D 2 fEX S B
Ag fREnimeds v LR §2f  n B RFET T EREILR £

2% 2 VR K o 4 e A (April Klein, 2002) o
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FEERIFHL IR ERE LT B E2 Q‘L;MF * H?vmp % o (Jensen & Meckling,
1976)in s 4 EF 2 BF R EREREIF- AP Vil g+ T §EH LI A NI ARGT

Gt FFE CCEO sd 7 e A i3 RdF g and B

‘3‘
fpv
Qo
al,
icg
By
Dy
[k
g,;_ 4
<R IRy

L i A nE B I @ (Brickley, Coles, & Jarrell, 1997)¢r:% % &% CEOfr& ¥ £ % 5
- A g4 T E §fog ik A DR A £ H A S R0 7 L 4 P8 - (Chhaochharia

& Grinstein, 2007)A]4% #! £ £ HCEOfrd B ¢ L5 d 7 b eh i T > Lo FF ¢ p 4 ks

£
HfF 4 o
REIWEn

d (Jensen & Ruback, 1983)#% 11 ecnfd EMeaciBaty, 205 P30 A F B0t bl o P gk IR

BED 5 MM o T § R R R Gk 1 0 B TR Bk N

SRz 2P S A A Fd e RyE e BT R R g o2 P B AANE 0 4 ARG

\\\

RASEPEINGTET EHFT - EHPRG Mol AP 54 S Lo fe vt
TR GRS KRS o 0§ E § R AASUERESOETY - £ 5 (Morck, Shleifer, & Vishny) rz i
- X3 B3RP ERF S AR FRG R F S AR T S0

SFVOC BB FOLR R Z X F R G S EFOE e MG P Rt bl

40%%2 50% FF B > o mx% BN o

FEV P E KGR Y kit o PRI - ReaES o A2 P F A2 MR
I BRFARERRERE FTAHBERF O H D > LG TN @Ik o B I

e

AR R LAE > EROP MG ER T T ERPEERT AR £
THRIFOEL TR - c FWOFERE 0 LAl E7 FR Bfr R TR E A
EE PPN PR EDER CARR AP D PR R L AL RIS
d AR AT FFADR R W EME 0 A LG REDIPEegE S L e

F13ADR- 7 ¥ 3 LA Gm i T A empun F3ehp o BF FE g2 K ad 5
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PR TIE S £ EDE B RAPM cn i (- R LA LN 8 7 ADR sk K o Fp
T8

B PRI R 0 2 P AT g5 7 ADR B 2 M A PR K 3

Hypothesis 3.1 T % ¢ Bz ~%+ 2 HLA f ¢ FRF -2 gL TR EEHRG
B FFDEE 0 T ADR 245§ 13 -
Hypothesis32 ¥ ¢ b1~ 3+ 2 FL A ¢ v FRF > N2 T L 2850
WEFBFF g E o 37 LIADR 2 15 ¢ 2% o
FOOBRILEILE A L BT RS Z WMo T NS B I] H B ALK
Lk

I, 2 ﬁ ﬁiﬁgﬁamﬁ‘;%;}%

3
»
\\Ta‘

¢ » L2.L3ADR % F| pcfe e é*ﬁa#’ 7 10 ¥ L1.144AADR { 4 12 (Wojcik, et al.,
2004) o fe 4 FARA Y R E BB LT LG R ERT A NRER AL A RDF 5
shih it > (Licht, 2003) % 7R % B SEC 43 & fepud B LG o 7 A K 2 ¢ B2 2 140 if 2
R HHHE A TR 0 PRI ik il Bl Al b PR S PRIk pE o %
FE g e B2 itz 2 2% F £ £e(Mglang, Smith Raedy, & Wilson, 2006) % .45 3 F ik
PN P AER D 0 RBE NPT A OREV L5 W N SEC T ARG & K17

Bt R ARRE PRI PHEFTAFEMRRNEL L FF o

Flot o 17 ADR A T 4ele FIREGR D D FE L T RA P LEAERB A T A

FEFRA DT PEXGE I 2 AR FP o F AT L ERAPAZZRE TS

P a A PR R RN ADR 2. S F R L R (- H AL EL R FAE
LFREOLPIGEIEES D AERED o N FF LA S GRG0 iz

B2 DT EEAEF o 1345 % B SEC # L2.3ADR 7 2 P G Bk g 0 AP

123 &t 7w fs f B F o P05 > Fpt o 0T B

Hypothesis 4 % i+ ADR g £ 71 > R 3 &2 o @ p®ewek > m H 7 123 @‘} A

LRz R 5 {RFRS o Pipanck -



FERFHRPEIEY

I

Foo& s R AER

A FERT HFFADR LG F SR AEFL TP o 23R A & 7 ADR
2. 873 ¢ F R 947 (BNY, The bank of New York) ~ f=#43i5 (CB, Citibank) ~ 7& &
% 41 (DB, Deutsche Bank) % #1432 3 §142{7 (JPM, JPMorgan ) - ~#= 3 1345 JPMorgan
iz Y WEX#FTADRAPM T A > H A p ZimE 0 2 d S A FMH &7
2P ~EFREEASHESAB S ER I 259 F T3 BE2 T (%ue
Bln] ) g (FALF R o 1B TOR 53 > 1993~2009 & FF £ F 201 R RS P E @A
FHEEE ZERFALEYUADREFSFHERTEREMN L 20 24 LMW F A LT

ADR = & ﬁé;? ;}iﬁ_&&%« % 3

Foeborrd @A AR P e iE s fe it A0 1295 (Allen & Phillips, 2000; Ayyagari
& Doidge, 2010) ¢ * 2 fie $448 28 220\ 4R a8 A& # 2 5k 78 Ars (4-digit SIC code) % 42 (Ln
Asset) i&{Tfedt o AP R RS FRIENE F47Y o HR L 2V ERF 2 A
¢ R 2 & ¥ iR g 475 (4-digit GICS code , Global Industry Classification
Standard code ) % #L#i- (LnAsset) i* 5 et ériE &% -1 R ADR = @ R 1 A 2+ + 7 2L

ADR = & » & w|éFiE e st & 88 ADR T » B &N AR2 BB BE TR ML 4o

Foa FTOR

¢ R 1993 £ 5 @ 7 ADR 1 2009 # B 7 ADR 2 Bkl > M E 2@ g 7&K &

A28L3 2009 £ B B2 prE 2 P EH AT P WAL 7 F 7 ADR 24K F 5 -

# 7 ADR 2 @ 2 A3+ 2 & k p £ W § ¢ Form20-K £ 3% - DataStream %
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Compustat FALE ; @ = Fp@FHL 1 & kp EREF § Form20-K £4f ~ 2 27 2@ 2 &
Frrx TE)? REAITRTRE « et A2 4722 270 TR A &8 kp CCER ¥ R

;fglf\;%[géga;z F.*;}i@ o
LR N S

AT A RFEH DT MR 27 Ay ADRER 2 BB G 3T BE o #

B R ES S BB F o A NP A sEE S S (£ 5)
- ~ MK

FHF-MABR AFTHFEFTF T ADREFT £ F R M > RypE2 2 1;&

(Zhang & King, 2010) 17 # § A2 & ~ SETF L FEFos § A2k 2 Ao
Lo ERAR M ESfFY ERLE RN ES (F5 Rtk -
2. AEPINEXFFATERAT AL FIFLEFRRIE-

S 3 2 g m

1295 (Gillan, 2006) & &, = 7 /n32 2 ),% CFF REFEETF § Blpddpthg hnE e F
(Rosenstein & Wyatt, 1990) ~ & ¥ ¢ Ri-(Yermack, 1996) ~ & ¥ & § iz 3. %512 (Brickley, et al.,

1997)~ % € 4 A ¢ (A Klein, 1998) % » 44 % = & = thiih » AT F & % % fickeT
Lo AER L AMER L ETF G A A

2. TEERW FEETP R AT f 7EFE REEL A RE - BKFTE o

3. TELAERER Rt RS I ALATE R TR ER  0RLAEET L ERER
d 2 AEE-
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4 LR g R RBRELALZOPKIFVLRAGEFMLAAE 0 AP A
UEALPLEE

BN L

LA C I B RS TS FRIY SRS 2 el

Jehi ¢ AR o R T S R B S A R 7 0T B R R 1 -

1 g &P & ¢ %P (Yeh &Chiu, 1996) 12 G ¢ 38 3 3§ § F i S itdpdic
(Herfindahl index) %78 » & 8% A chd - F T3 o> R FFEF BEBEH LA 2

3}58};? '-":IJ}%B"EN < AL ;‘;‘—F\‘L-;ff‘_]‘&
SEG SR IR R = B Bl B FHER G 8

2. PIRAFUL )2 H T2 IF 1 iE AT PRRRA SR A A P Y i (Shleifer & Vishny, 1986) %
@ /,?’vfj;i&:?« o g IR AR R AR T RS AP BE AT R R IR A JE a2 T
= I8 3%~ iR Eﬁ‘ FOP o IR A R g o L3 B AN —‘th @ 1Ry E REE ¢ T Rule
501 TAHPMIA ZEF SR A(FREEHNELT -SRI AT ELFHFL

2AENNFEEPA o AT KPP INA SOFFE IR A G K4k oo
? r”} P L%l = = = 15Y
3. CEO# Mt i) @ B 5 - fp2 RGmPFn -

4, m L XA FFRL G EAR O F 2B Lo L L I B b kR e

e 1k S

T TR 2 gk St R e PR R
PR IENTE S S LS SN R EE R A= R LT R R
*
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L 2P 2P ERP AL T AR AHEES TR
2. BAli A PP ERLFENEF AT AT FREHH -

3. AEGNE FHER RRGICS A AE ¥4 5 135 &% 7 ADR £ & i

N T S T T

(I - S

AR S PR 2P AT ho]) B BA B P s TIOE AR L
EFHBAE AL G2 BN L5 TR A %Y BALL S 7 ADR & i

WP S R 72 28 ADR 2 2 EUENE A F AlE e o
2. REEHR A

G Y WALE 7 ADR R & o P82 0 S50 S o &~ 5 L1144A 11 2 & 3 fe itk
AoL23 12 A A o Bl Bt B P e Ti0E R R L S TR
Ao R IHEY TR SRR MRS R AL EHF G ADRZ 28 ¢

L1.144A & L2.L3 £ 7 & 5 B ¥ 7 Ip enfjic o

S N RFR T

Lo S B

PR LR REE B RAAPM I F X REFER PR > E 2R
WAEFERAMELA ) FAEIZLEEXAME ¥ VEF A TR S 2 R - Pearson
and Spearman g B A 47 kR PR ET LT T a3 ARPEER G F R~ 041 ¢

R OR AT F Rt A L7 IR T RBIDE B RAPM PR o
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2. e 2

BFOBRE: - A i F R A RV A

b e

R

e & =
#ri jFic: (Binary Logistic Regression Model ) » 1345 % = 3 «r#7 3 i3l > 5 7 &

Al

BE

EET
Y3 7 ADR 1R P fB U (7 B)h 0 SR 1743 3 17 ADR S L1 L3353

:’u%ﬁ'{’ G\:]I—L]Té’}f:

i&?%ﬁﬁﬂngﬁmﬁﬁ SO AFEPEREY WEEE
#H T ADR LR c B fFA TR BREER A0 12 RS E 27 TEF

Y Z1(#FADR) fvr0 (Rp + 7 &% 7 ADR) > ¥ ¢k > FIF 55+ > p ¥#,7

Fhe - BR®B 2hp k- SR EOF EAF o @ Logistic i FHAILG B RETH

/

B

/F‘j\fl e - 7%3{#’“«4\]??07 ]E)"A ) ];:]LL.-E

g R 41 o
% Logistic i fFHCAI A S B PR A TR > BT Ok i fF fhdicie 5 12 > Logistic i
L ALY R s - 3 P SRERKGE " w2
B s EE > NL AR
EIJ/}E\‘ Lo

B p PHEERE T S S T BRI e H e 0 F 2

~

G dI T ARE (Inasset) ~ FFAFPFICROA) ~ & & 2 & 47515

Pl PR ADREH NP - A 7A 475 » & % Spearman’s 1p M ¥k (44 1)

A 5:}'3‘,{{9;31 A

FEGL A AT M AR M Ao | 30 0.4 B 2 2 0T R e

ADR #57:E #=F(2 P Hclic s 2 7ol

B 2P RS F EFAaR (DE) 2 FAYEF (AssetG) e @ 2 7 5T 5

(Indep Director)~ & % ¢ £ § ¢ (Committee)
Duality ) ~ &2 3F 3% (CEOOwn) ~

RS Y vgmiy (CEO

AL FtF (Topl0) s %L Y & (Own
Concen) % p 2% A # 3 (Insider Own) »

FoAl BN G 2 7 RHC (LnAsset) ~ T A SRFY S
(ROA) ~

AFEHUZE I ER  FE2ZFwERP > FEEATFI2 &2 4 50
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FrE -RBEFHELMH

AE 2 WEEAFTREFEESG > L7257 BFF RERZARD T 02

%7 L3ADR? £ 2 S RWHELZE R 2 AF a5 7 LIADR? & 5= f &1

1@
£

-

b
5
pl}

P daEHF T RHEIUDADR? X £ 3 4ok FIRE A O

p)

-

q@:
I

i

fs

AEHANTD A FEFRA TR AATR 2 AR R A AN ERAFES
i hk 7 AR A X O FdE ADRE (FHo s 0 T S%REAT T Bk o B - S PRIERP ¢ R
% ADR 2. #Fjic> % = &4 x P B3 22 22 ADR 2 @ > 1t #2 ADR 2222 ADR f 2 7 2
APINE LB FZ S HEHIFEYADR 2 PR FEA oA B & B4
HHEERAEF S ALY LV R ADRE T8 o Fip L R R RN T fRER

45 7 ADR e 5 5 8158 o

- R Attt

Erid
TR

LR ‘%ﬁi AL TS f‘mﬂ R AT s » > (YA B sk o 2 2 };J\-:}F, VAL
7

\Ek‘g
i

o) e FI R F o P I IEAER T'L*Fi'ﬁ‘igmﬁxl FH- 5 8~9 A (Lipton &
Lorsch, 1992) » g% ¢ ®%# 7 ADR 2 = 2 2003~2009 & & & S8 FH (£ 6)> T ¥ ¢ 1

TIONHTE 849 4 o B A BN R HREL F 2740V ug I RApd] £ e

_I"_')l“\

TEANLBE P - B fneng £FIRERS - JERE R AL EE AR
SRR R EERER > Y EIpES A TE ERR] c A EEFITLAEZ

Fpd R gk B PR S BAR g2 £ % 5 F L 95% 2003 £ £ ¥ SEC 372
337 & %72 5 % (The Sarbanes-Oxleyact) & » Rz % W 7 2 f £ B ELE T
P! st Y 2Nz %-‘J—iﬁg HE Pi'ﬁmﬁ_i ﬁmiﬁg7’fﬂ—?‘ﬂ TR

Ligi o EFEVRpLFRREFMLAE B - LOBEZRE o

W2 FF 3L > NYSEfeNASDAQ £ R+ # g ¥ 31 "XE2 g% 7 W

TADRzZ f ¥p> g F TH A 3i 368 ¢ g% ¢

1!%

T g5 0460 EE LA F
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F016 » BaP WA FRBEENEERF > A FF L2 EH G AL L 2T
THEEIIRP b2 4k Ko @ 2R E3EH R (Public Company Accounting Oversight

Board, PCAOB) % f ¢ » # %2 W 3 f X FF L LR EERFT %A > TR NSRS &P

FEiE 4] 5 ¢ B o PR ﬂiﬂ‘#"&r‘in'ﬁﬁ&*ﬁpﬁi’ﬂqﬁ)j&?é}??ﬁbigg\'ﬁ ‘7[\’;"—
o F G AR R o F R i 056

%= % -~ ADR 22 ¢ WL ADR 2 7 1L &

HiEv Y W EEFEADR ¢ FRP P H 22 ADR B ¥ 0 T oA 0 R H o P 4
MnZ R o2 EREFEFADROT i hFle 2 70 Tz > $#7 WADR 2 & ~ 22 ADR
ZEE AL A FHT AT ORI B R LT g AN Pk PADR 272 2 7

4 (LnAsset) ~ E4]i 4 (ROE ~ ROA) BE%E% B 2 ADR 2 & o 3 & F] % R4-4

EiR

o
NI

FEAT UNR £6 0 ¢ 2B GG Bl R o R

KIEFFFnL 7 o A2 f2f4p 7 (Boubakri, et ali2010) « @ ADR = 2 2 # i 42k (D/E) %

Py

|

ok

WL ADR 27 il i F R AR R 8/ ADR £ 7 ek (R 1) - e

-i}‘}}

EELEFA 0 P E_ADR 2 P 2 FAE S (ASSet G) i F 0 iBs F L ER G g

SHLI BN PRSRP D EIRFCEETF R (BB AR ¥ .

&

NFRES G AUBEREE § R PRI E U E RS e d 2T g
Mo #7ADR 272 F % ¢ & K (LnAsset) #-| ~ b= 1% (Indep Director) #.% h
o AR FP 2 HFPL R ¢ (Committee) i > RIAPRATZEADR 27 € 5 F #h o
¥¢ »d ADR2FEFE £ H iz s (CEODuality) w4 & 4 539 4p ¥4 § g il L
% (CEOOwn) » ¥ m4a#%  ADR 2 s ¥395 4 FF g2 A fa 4 5 - g KI5 &

EFEFIERRAPM - 2 R chfFlE o

6 NYSE—ntd 4% 1isn  Bilits %5 &2005 %~ w-#2508%~ =& %H6509%~;
NASDAQ—#x 4 = *+ 2,000 § % & » & flit 4 " 5if- §+ ERSRT =2 BEFERY - B ERL T
#F %% USD 1,000,000
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$Z & 7 47w ADR et

Hd ~47? RADREZZ2ADR 2P R LR > v fAF FADReh2 725 F 2 &
BEARM S FF B ~ FIRF AR RS R P Bk o - AR
Fl#7ADR £ ¢ > 2 &7 %4 5 17 EF ~ X R ERFEFLADR 12 2 ¥ LF

Hap Pt e LIADR F]pt e A & #5548 LiF» 7 33 RS ADR 2 & #Fiteni B o

SPMIAEA H CADR 2P 2 EE o A L3ADR £ { S HF o " EEGm

E7AERB  FUFRELL FIRE S LA

T,
=
ER

2 F &4 (77 L7 L3ADR; fp i T
7 LIADR £ 3R FEF & b7 it 5 R2 5 i R SRR R L A AT AAL

EF L3 o

AN PN HES 6o 0wk A S ADROSES £ B UL f b hE T
goedd L1 1327 ajp Bt S mB a5 0t EF 1 L3 e 2R
PR R b 0 Fenpsl (BgR82) 0 18 H)5 (7 LLADR 2 2 @ % 5 g 33
FE B o mpr gV FOR - RS c n BREET R REELE Ry
WEFELEREY A,  ADROFPEF B AR+ 2%ELEY R > ad? L3ADR &
YFLEFEF 62 Rad n FRFANEZE e ENER R OB A LIRET 3

RAEALE P cnfhfd o

$w i £ XFEHF 7 ADR 2 #15 —ADR & { ] 2L ADR ¢ % i 3%

prtg? RADRZ P P75 2L ADR £ ¥ ~ W2 75 27 FRER 2 801108 BN
- Logistic ﬁp: % #7 (Binary Logistic Regression Model ) » :&£—- # & 47 & £ EHA 2 5

7 ADR z_ Ja F] o & * e A4 (£ 8):

Logit %] : ADR:E# = F (2P e 22 o0 %8~ 324 %#K)
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e @ADR %2 ¢ WA 2L ADR 7 2 A 0 R®Ey -4 5 ADR2P (Y=1): &

SR EEADR A2 2@ (Y=0)e 2@ > o > BFF42A (D/E) 4% ~ 2 & 2 (Asset G)

I
<
{w

s

¥, e EEEF T ADR MEGR L E£Me 3 7 ADRhE% > T F 12 »
},%;‘ig EFEFFT £ F R ADR ik (BK 11)-ed & & ﬁ:fij\—ﬁ’é{.’%ﬁh%m
CEZFIRES DT LT R L FAZF IV EZFTARHE MEEK LL EEFFE R £ 48
£

“BARF & %A T ADRARH o

DR BHES 5 o A 24 2 1 2 F % (Indep Director) 1232 %% #2AvE R
¢ (Committee) & $#c> FMEFT W2 PRE - W2 LR §RERF2Z o5 FHALE

#FADR 2 5 g (B 31) + L HFADREFEF A= L P 7 in AR -

A i) 345 ¢ 0 A uj4e r T FEESUEME® (CEO Duality) ~ 35345 (CEO

own)~ w -+ <3 { (Topl0) ~ %k *=A1(Owncencen,) 1 % p 2R A 3% (Insider own )
# FREFELeRE R T ADR AR T CREIET ¢ 2l Y s FEEAJIEE £ F
FEFRBM LR {7 AP MRz T ADR - K « (B&K 31) F 4 * %L E
TR BIFER S S22 P K R VIR ADR vk g F (BE 210
57 &% 72 iEs ADR (uE$# F1% —L3 2 L1 cuE 4
HiEY WAL ERF T ADRB @A Bl § L P~ 292 d - P

BEENERRAAMUE LEEY FHOLE S I e A 287 ADR a5 2 R
ADRE 5 2 Fengld A& K- 8- H 1 2L EEH T PRy EFF - @ % 0 HH

e (£ 9)

Logit #£-31] : ADR #21E# =F (2 P #c it - 2 7 i s~ 14l % 4)

P FADR 2P G A REEY -5 T EF > X R ERFEGDLIADR 2 F
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FTEFT CRFRCDOLIADR 27 (Y=0) 7o 2P 6 > e

+

gh‘i

(Y=1)- %= #;
Fenadr?  BERRME e ERF T ADRAME - T EF T G FEATEFRAFE
ADR ehiBk (B3K 11)o iF» T 3L ¥ 7 iSRS FRFRANE F 2 £ 2D
GE e ERF AT EFTHLIADREFET (£ 10) FBEF ﬁifi*fr%“%i’%“'iﬂﬁﬁ%
o B ELERIEWE FAETET R e EHF 7 LIADRAP# (BK 1.2) -

ZFLIADR % 3 T & iR £ ¥ L F 3 £ 51402008 & 3 7 LLADR =¥ R4

# (CWYCY) o @ B~ RPN RER ~ PR £ F 0+ £7 RS S s 12k

PR ALE IV RS LA LRE R AR TR LFR D RE &
T RARR AP X A EHEIOTCH M LF B FE WD How 5d BLRF R E ¥ 7 LIADR

PEES RN BRAE LI EI PR R M AL (£ 3) 4o? WP F A3
3 e F & (BIDU) -~ i it vsii 2 $0K 5185 4 2 $93en 2 (NTES) % - d 0 3 B
HEDFES PRAHLERS O R k@ BANE L T84 4> 4 S (Pagano, et
al., 2002; Zhang & King, 2010)#% {jAl g b @ 2 g F X FIB H E X 4 2 3 FHT PR E LS

PoB I R 5] R

S PRI 5 o d Wi ADRZEADRY fFi S Wb FEF 0L E e 3
FADR B 7 HEFREDDFTINE > FHET 3L FEK 3 18- HRFITF WM
WE o { W7 L3ADR chiEzt (2R 32) AH 24 » b T S Bl FIR A
ADR#A|EH » o F TV FRFPEE > G e dF F L3 F o FREFN) »
Bt TS 1 F T IBADR g R X AT AL EF L eha PnmadlE bd o4 A
LA EREEGLABEPEFRESD DAL do b B SR E T L g K e 3 (NTES)
TEFIMAF @ R 7 R 0 0 R BT A ASE o A 0 g BRI 4 7 LIADR

g ¥¢ 97 80%iES ¥ AR E EE A k2 4B > 1395 (LaPorta, etal., 1998)+t i

7d 20¢ @A ADR G A? L2 3 1507 > 1A F 3RO 7 « A A B A7 27 £ ffeit 2R
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2 2~1993 £~2009 £ ¢ ¥ FF FERFLEHES 8K (BEYELS)

£ R ADR # % L3 T A (%)
Rule 144A Level | Level 1 Level 111

1993 1 1 1 3 2.44
1994 2 2 1 5 3.05
1995 3 3 1.83
1996 3 1 4 2.44
1997 5 3 1.83
1998 1 1 0.61
2000 4 5 2.44
2001 1 1 2 1.22
2002 5 1 6 3.66
2003 2 1 3 1.83
2004 1 9 10 6.1
2005 1 1 8 10 5.49
2006 3 5 8 4.88
2007 1 21 22 16.46
2008 36 4 40 24.39
2009 29 7 36 21.34
&3 3 88 1 69 161 100.0
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% 3~#£32009 &£ R RFTERTZEE

2
2y

~F AR A (R E A )

AFae GICS 7% ADR #z7] g3 A0
Rule
Level | Levelll Level Il
144A
i R 1010 6 9 5.59
B 1510 2 15 22 13.66
FrE 2010 1 19 22 13.66
BEMRpEE EY X 2020 4 10 14 8.70
E Py 2030 6 3 9 5.59
AR i O L 2510 2 2 1.24
wt oy SR 2520 1 4 2.48
iR RS 2530 3 5 3.11
Rl 2540 1 1 0.62
2 EE 2550 13 13 8.07
agzigr 278 3010 4 2.48
CRE N A 3020 2 1.24
F ok Rtk & RIE 3510 4 9 13 8.07
R PR 4510 2 11 13 8.07
PR R K 4520 4 1 16 21 13.04
T E5 5010 3 4 7 4.35
&3+ 3 88 1 69 161 100.00
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FA-HATHREE

L2 L3 L1 Rulel44A &3+
RAsFA (27 8K) 3 82 110 6 201
*Hr‘ﬁﬁfi*ﬁ * (2d ) 2 4 19 1 26
REPEFTHR (27 8) 0 9 3 2 14
FEE R (27 #) 1 69 88 3 161
FEETAR (A 5 299 246 17 567
fedt e (27 dk) 1 69 88 3 161
fedt o @ (R~ 4K) 5 299 246 17 567
%41 REGRATRRES v R
LS >
ARy d ADR L1 L3
B G AR D/E ot —
2 e AssetG S — +
AT
W EF X Indepence > — +
TF A iERgm  CEOduality + — +
LRgRE Audit_com committee + — +
L L TOPI0 — + —
PFR A FEAR Insider own — — +
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# 6~1993~2009 £ ¢ B %% (7 ADR = & % ficz scif st

LS Radke Tk FEL KTE AT E
o i
ROE 529 0.11 0.24 -1.72 3.54
ROA 525 0.07 0.12 -0.92 0.73
D/A 498 0.31 0.30 0.00 3.39
D/E 498 0.77 3.14 -6.58 56.84
Tobin's Q 471 1.36 1.59 -0.06 13.35
MB 462 2.58 4.98 -1.65 65.45
SalesG 480 0.33 0.76 -0.97 7.68
AssetG 480 0.41 1.18 -0.52 12.83
Age 567 3.94 4.31 -0.16 17.00
LnAsset 524 13.12 2.46 421 19.17
LnSales 522 12.34 2.61 3.04 19.21
ORSPEELE S 'S
BOD Size 549 849 2.74 4.00 15.00
No of Indep 549 3.68 (0 0:00 8.00
Indep Director 549 0.46 0.16 0.00 1.00
Committee 546 0.95 0:23 Q.00 1.00
CEO Duiality 537 0:56 0.57 0.00 3.00
CEO Tenure 506 5.32 4.09 1.00 26.00
CEO Own 534 0.11 0.18 0.00 0.75
Top 1 535 0.40 0.21 0.02 0.90
Top 10 535 0.61 0.25 0.03 1.00
Own Concen 535 0.24 0.18 0.00 0.81
Insider Own 445 0.21 0.23 0.00 0.82
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4 7% 7 ADR & & 2 2 ADR 2 7 fle $H % + H %

U/ 5w ADR £ ADR

RELH Al TiEE ik T¥HE THEL O TE p-value
PSR- 'E-F
ROE 529 0.11 558 0.06 0.06 -3.23 0.00  ***
ROA 525 0.07 559 0.00 0.07 -6.16 0.00  ***
D/A 498 0.31 566 1.05 -0.74 4.02 0.00  ***
D/E 498 0.77 563 1.21 -0.44 2.49 0.01  **x*
Tobin's Q 471 1.36 467 1.77 -0.41 1.64 0.01  **x*
MB 462 2.58 550 3.73 -1.15 3.23 0.00  ***
SalesG 480 0.33 551 0.40 -0.07 0.41 0.66
AssetG 480 0.41 559 0.18 0.23 -3.67 0.00  ***
Ln Assets 524 13.12 566 12.58 0.54 -4.02 0.00  ***
Ln Sales 522 12.34 537 11.65 0.69 -4.08 0.00  ***
PSSR 3
BOD Size 549 8.49 566 949 -1.30 8.26 0.00  ***
No of Indep 549 3.68 566 3.60 0.08 -1.29 0.90
Indep Director 549 0.46 566 0.37 0.09 -12.24 0.00  **=
Committee 546 0.95 566 0.81 0.14 -7.16 0.00  ***
CEO Duality 537 0.56 566 0:26 0.30 -9.72 0.00  ***
CEO Tenure 534 0.11 566 0:00 0.11 -14.14 0.00  ***
CEO Own 535 0.40 563 0.36 0.04 -3.21 0.00  ***
Insider Own 445 0.21 561 0.01 0.19 -17.86 0.00  ***
Top 1 535 0.61 563 0.55 0.05 -4.20 0.00  ***
Top 10 535 0.24 563 0.17 0.07 -7.23 0.00  ***
Own Concen 445 0.21 561 0.01 0.19 -17.86 0.00  ***
N
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48 ~% {7 ADR&Z A1 2L ADR 2 @ et A 2 (R4 % A)

%8/ 5 Y L3

R Ak ESE S XS Tiogg  TimEiL T-test P-value
(1)L1 2 L3ADR
PSR- E-F
ROE 258 0.10 271 0.12 -0.03 -1.19 0.12
ROA 258 0.08 267 0.06 0.01 1.46 0.07 *
D/A 231 0.31 267 0.32 -0.01 -0.23 0.41
D/E 231 0.44 267 1.05 -0.61 -2.17 0.02 **
Tobin's Q 254 0.87 217 1.92 -1.05 -7.57 0.00  ***
MB 258 2.33 204 2.89 -0.56 -1.20 0.11
SalesG 258 0.25 222 0.42 -0.17 -2.42 0.01  ***
AssetG 258 0.21 222 0.64 -0.43 -4.01 0.00  ***
Ln Assets 258 12.90 266 13.34 -0.44 -2.05 0.02 **
Ln Sales 256 12.09 266 12.58 -0.49 -2.16 0.02 **
PRSP LE S Y
BOD Size 249 8.61 300 8.39 0.22 0.92 0.18
No of Indep 249 3.73 300 3.64 0.09 0.96 0.17
Indep
Directar 249 0.46 300 0.46 0.00 0.27 0.39
Committee 248 0.88 298 1.00 -0.11 -5.98 0.00  ***
CEO Duality 239 0.46 298 0.64 -0.17 -3.53 0.00  ***
CEO Own 241 0.06 293 0.15 -0.09 -6.12 0.00  ***
Insider Own 214 0.11 231 0.30 -0.19 -9.22 0.00  ***
Top 1 249 0.48 286 0.33 0.15 9.18 0.00  ***
Top 10 249 0.71 286 0.52 0.19 9.51 0.00  ***
Own Concen 249 0.30 286 0.19 0.12 7.99 0.00  ***
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%8 (4) %7 ADR# 41 2t ADR 2 7 ek A = (RA Y EA)

B/ 5| L1 L1Match

R Ak ESE S XS Tiogg  TimEiL T-test P-value
QL1 2 pefti >
o P i
ROE 258 0.10 259 0.03 0.07 -2.43 0.01  ***
ROA 258 0.08 259 0.01 0.07 -8.02 0.00  ***
D/A 231 0.31 263 0.79 -0.48 441 0.00  ***
D/E 231 0.44 261 1.32 -0.88 4.65 0.00  ***
Tobin's Q 254 0.87 213 1.85 -0.98 10.50 0.00  ***
MB 258 2.33 253 4.33 -2.00 3.64 0.00  ***
SalesG 258 0.25 257 0.30 -0.04 0.65 0.26
AssetG 258 0.21 261 0.20 0.01 -0.15 0.04 **
Ln Assets 258 12.90 263 12.51 0.39 -2.09 0.02 **
Ln Sales 256 12.09 240 11.59 0.50 -2.06 0.02 **
PSSR 3
BOD Size 249 8.61 263 9.66 -1.06 4.82 0.00  ***
No of Indep 249 3.73 263 3.53 0.20 -2.30 0.01 **
Indep
Directar 249 0.46 263 0.37 0.09 -8.46 0.00  ***
Committee 248 0.88 263 0.79 0.10 -2.93 0.00  ***
CEO Duality 239 0.46 263 0.27 0.19 -3.85 0.00  ***
CEO Own 241 0.06 263 0.00 0.06 -6.29 0.00  ***
Insider Own 214 0.11 263 0.00 0.11 -7.81 0.00  ***
Top 1 249 0.48 263 0.36 0.12 -8.52 0.00  ***
Top 10 249 0.71 263 0.55 0.16 -10.48 0.00  ***
Own Concen 249 0.30 263 0.16 0.15 -12.01 0.00  ***
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%8 (%) %7 ADR# 42 2 ADR 2 7 ek 2 = (BAYEA)

B/ 5| L3 L3Match

R Ak ESE S XS Tiogg  TimEiL T-test P-value
() L3 2 peitic &
&P i
ROE 271 0.12 299 0.07 0.05 -2.20 0.01 **
ROA 267 0.06 300 -0.02 0.08 -3.64 0.00  ***
D/A 267 0.32 303 1.27 -0.96 2.90 0.00  ***
D/E 267 1.05 302 1.11 -0.06 0.20 0.42
Tobin's Q 217 1.92 254 1.70 0.22 -0.46 0.32
MB 204 2.89 297 3.21 -0.32 0.71 0.24
SalesG 222 0.42 294 0.49 -0.07 0.20 0.42
AssetG 222 0.64 298 0.16 0.48 -4.48 0.00  ***
Ln Assets 266 13.34 303 12.65 0.69 -3.62 0.00  ***
Ln Sales 266 12.58 297 11.69 0.89 -3.73 0.00  ***
PRSP LE S Y
BOD Size 300 8.39 303 9.90 -1.51 6.74 0.00  ***
No of Indep 300 3.64 303 3.66 -0.02 0.22 0.41
Indep
Directar 300 0.46 303 0.37 0.08 -8.83 0.00  ***
Committee 298 1.00 303 0.82 0.17 -7.79 0.00  ***
CEO Duality 298 0.64 303 0.25 0.38 -10.24 0.00  ***
CEO Own 293 0.15 303 0.00 0.15 -13.35 0.00  ***
Insider Own 231 0.30 231 0.30 0.00 -18.64 0.00  ***
Top 1 286 0.33 300 0.37 -0.04 2.46 0.01  ***
Top 10 286 0.52 300 0.56 -0.04 2.09 0.02 **
Own Concen 231 0.30 298 0.02 0.27 -18.64 0.00  ***
N
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29~ FFY ME 7T ADREEFZ L — ADRZ ~ 1 22 ADR et = & ( Logit i §f )

A AR AN YSR(2 P B 2P 0A S 4 %02 Logitie fF Rk 0 H ¢ Y 5 Aaps ¥ % 7 ADR 27 Y=11 2L ADR 2 &4 27 Y=0

B/ KA 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
LnAsset 0.091  *** 0.100 ** 0.106  *** 0.190 ***  0.064 0.026 0.141  *=*= 0.176  ***
D/E -0.139 ***  -0.093 ** -0.075 ** -0.071 = -0.091 ** -0.088  ** -0.509  *** -0.073 *
ROA 3.915  *** 3.963  *** 4107 *** 3536 ***  3.609 *** 3202  *** 6.548  *** 3547  Axx
AssetG 0.196 ** 0171 * 0.181 ** 0.022 0.144 = 0.163 = 0.009 0.084
A1)
Indep Director 8.834  *** 8.427  *** 9,359~ *** 90700 *** 9.152  *** 10.905  *** 8.750  ***
Committee 1.249  **=* 1.686  *** LA0T=—%*%* | 1,280 \*** 1232  *** 1295  *** 1.007  ***
CEO Duality 1520  ***
CEO Own 38.256 | ***
CEO Dualityn*CEO Own 42333  ***
Top 10 1,802 %
Own Concen 3.556  ***
Insider Own 35598  ***
Insider Own”2 -41.523  ***
il i
Year dummy 2 2 A A A 2 2 2
Industry dummy 2 2 2 A A 2 2 2
o~ 1000 983 973 971 970 970 906 961
LR 3 -2.589 -7.472 -8.510 -10.079 -8.048 -7.126 -11.876 -9.677
Pseudo R & = 0.073 0.215 0.277 0.230 0.245 0.540 0.353

R ul 4T AR ORE S 0.5 005~ 0.01 B o fledtk A2 T 0Nl R LM F ¢



% 10 ~

s o3 v
pzza

FEHCT Y=F(2 P ik

Y WE 7 ADR#HERF Rt L — L1 2 L3ADR ( Logit i jF )
SRR A R )2 Logit it b s % Y %4

H ¢

-

u| %% % 7 L3ADR 2 & Y=1; L1ADR 2 # Y=0

Bk / A 1

NP g % fic

Ln Asset 0.0834
D/E 0.5688 ***
ROA -2.7295 **
Asset G 0.6442 ***
D eE

Indep Director

Committee

CEO Duality

CEO Own

CEO Duality*CEO Own

Top 10

Own Concen

Insider Own

Insider Own”2

A%k

Year dummy 2
Industry dummy T

A~ #Hc 436

W BIE 12.8286
Pseudo R T = 0.3863

2
% #c
0.0819
0.4772 **
-2.7828 **
0.6189 **

-3.4238 ***

e e

423
14.0965

0.4273

3
% #c
0.0915
0.4614 **
-2.5978 **
0.6250 **

-3.2712 ***

0.1204 %

e e

411
13.7812
0.4174

4
%
0.1195*
0.4684 **

-3.3731 ***
0.5870 **

PR T A

3.2490 7 **

e e

408
15.1393
0.4449

5
% #c
0.1304 **
0.4364 **
-2.7148 **
0.5950 **

-3.2136 ***

=3.3548 ***

e e

411
14.9067
0.4582

6
%
0.1861 ***
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