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Abstract

As an important participant in China’s capital market, the phenomenon of information and eco-
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nomic connection formed by interlocking shareholders is becoming more and more common in
manufacturing enterprises, but the academic research on this phenomenon is still quite scarce.
This paper takes A-share listed manufacturing enterprises from 2007 to 2021 as the research ob-
ject, and empirically tests the impact of interlocking shareholders on some financial indicators of
manufacturing enterprises. The results showed that the chain of shareholders to the manufactur-
ing enterprise financial indicators can bring significant improvements. This paper not only helps
to fully understand interlocking shareholders, but also provides a basis for policy-making de-
partments to formulate relevant policies for the high-quality development of manufacturing in-
dustry.
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1. 3]

HE & AR A T AR, SR AT R R E R RIIAE, 00 T KR B « ZEHHE
JR R A A ARG AR R OCEER Y, SRR, HESHEREN HliERE m
MR E R, AT 0 25 IR i SR T R R AT, R B R A3 K [
N i) 3 i ] ) B R B o [N 4R 22 SR A B IR A 1K 8 A 2 8] TE B 22 b S R PR I8 2R 0 R A et i
ZK(He and Huang, 2017) [1], HAREBRARINSFAEFR AT 08 W, #E 2019 FHATEE AT Y
R 14% (ZEHHENI, 2021) [2], AR AL A EL R I 15.8%,  {ELREAH IC IR SEE R FLATY
ANAT . AR 7T 32 B kA AR BB AIE B A0 Al Ak 2 ST I R (R RS S, 2018) [3]. I
K, Bl RT3 A AN T = RO B R AN T S, T B AR A DG IR SEIE SCRR T 46 HE IR (Azar
etal., 2018; Kang etal., 2018) [4] [5]. HHI¥ AR AN TS AR ML TF 0 E L A — K2 A
TEERI AR BB IR R B S BASHRIL S, Emar. &1E. R, %7 R b
[F] %M. (Kang et al., 2018; Freeman, 2018) [5] [6]; 55— 43 SCHR M A B i 28 2 78 [RIAT Mk P -l 22 W
KEANAET ) I G, Ef BT S S8R, R QIR i = AW e, JHEis
Wi ZEL(Azar et al., 2018) [4]. il &2, FARFCTEBI R MK @A R mIE R E—, X—
3 THI 2 SR R TR A i 2 T B 3 3 14 22 5 S T (S e B AL 56, ) — T T 5 S TR 2 OB AR S 5
SR AR Aol e FE B IR BR L SR ST RE o )3 Ml A Ml P T 55 Fia s A2 3 b ol i R RS A 1) B
IR, U] SO A 3 A T 45 R R — LR SR TR S 4% L R O A S . SEBUR R AN AT
E NGRS A EIEiA5'% S5 31 R O v 1 | o | s R =05 L 20 vl 1 SR 8 21 T 90 1O | A U =T i
R E BRI (B 0 AL, 2022) [7]. Rk, ASCLL 2007~2021 4 A Bl oA e %, %
SO ARG G M AV IV 5548 bR 2 I 52 o BFF 5T R L% B AR 5 i b A b I 4548 A B A 35 1E )
KA, EPIRAE R E S HE A S Fa bR . A TTIRIREILE B i . SR—, NEBR R
(1122 5% R $2 B3 M AV I 45 05 THT I SRR . 28—, R B HE Vgt 4T R R R IS ARt T 2R
ARG o

][l
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2. XHkE SR RiR
2.1 ETEHRFRN

M R AEAE SR T BT A R T8 SRR IS R A2 (Cheng et al., 2022; Schmalz,
2018) [8] [91, A\ il it 3 b £ b pAg 38 K JGE 7 48 2 A7 R Ml 453X i M P U 45 A S B R A2 IR
2020) [10], BONESUR AR R E, SHEA TR RS 2R B AR SF T &, BRI 98 7 & B
FE R, SEOLHE g R I IR N B B EALE, IR R BRI B TR AR T A
B E— 2 1)k S (Robert et al., 1996) [11]. A BF 50 R BUEBIR A8 7 SR B H & E s R B
i, AT BE IR 00 BT IS 2 R B R B T H , AT i A AR B 2 5 B I 55 4R b Ak (7
FAZNEZR, 2020) [10]. BRILZAh, EHBRNEHT NES FEOTSERZ 564, BRAGH]E LA 4B
BT A BBURAE AR, TS BORE A G ML AT W AW 55 Fia b A (R UK AT 5K R 5, 2018) [12].

B TS AR A AT A J IR, R [R] I 42 fid 315k B AN [5] Aol Fr) 8 A 5RO B2 2255 (He and
Huang, 2019) [13], AT HAE M 1 Ak ] DA =) HABI A 055 0 55 R0 Ak (25 5 TS T 45 6 B B 0 %%
T LA L B 2 A JEA T VA T $ TH IV 45 48 A (B MR R K, 2023) [14] SEBUB AR IE AT OB B R K 2
Ga ANFR B BN B2 RIS 36 10 45455 JEL B 1) T B 2 A A b () 77 0 R B I B, 4 QL ) J ) i
HE S IR R B TR T SR H o BRIk A, R AR AT R T Al 5 e R
Mlss, B R AR TSR, TEA VAR A b, A B BT 1) 1 R R LE A 5 5 AR R P e
FHERMTINGEREE LT IEF(MEH RS, 2019) [15]. ESUR AR AT AR N E B, Kbt
MR 2 HET A & E IR EAT N, B AR R R I E , 4k e ek M 55 Fedn . BPAEIE
B AR T R TE v I A R SR TR AT TR SR, B A 04 g e dod HL i K BE DR R R e SR 5 4k
EI R TR R SR SR bR K AR RE SR, HOR I PR A VR R R R R, AR
b 45 e b 1 A T AR Bl FR) Al S B T AR B Al [ (1 e A, I 5| Fofth A FI R B SR B A,
1T 80 AR Y R U 55 i b (b 35 FRN 348, 2022) [16].

2.2. FEPIRREFxRemsE L il W i ERe/E AL

R AR 28 3 b A M SR 1A B B4 T DU 8 ) 3l Al 5 A TR T AR AT L s DA 46 /N 5 A
Alb 2 [ S BRI BRI, 53— 7 T, B A o ) a2 i b P S o 45 J2 R0 B A0 A T LA A 25 e ) 1
EHEEAA B RAT A, sl AL A S G R 55 R DA CSGE 0 55 8 An G R 2% A

gE Loy, RN R

Btk 1. SEBUR AR 2 ma g AV IV 5538 bR, N PRE AR S b A 1 K

B 2: FEBUR AR 23t 52 i Ak A5 B K FRR S i A 45 F6 s
3. MRt
3.1. HARIEFESHEIEFRIR

ASCIEEL 2007~2021 FrfE A A B B Ardilis Ak O FOREAS, IR SR U AR R AT 0 ik«
1) SERERATIREA; 2) Sk ST AI*ST FEA; 3) Sk WA —EMCIETTHIREA; 4) JIREED
TR IIREAR, 5245 31 22,743 AN Ib AR B EHE - AR ST 211728 2 45000 32 25Kk B CSMAR %4 2 fil WIND
BARPE . NHEBR IR E TP, A SO T E SR B 1%K P T48 R AT .

32. TEENX

1) BB AL B AR SCIE I UL T 3 DL AR Al IV 55 FE R (Y ) AN S Aol frRy AR 55 7K v - 23 ] LA (Siize)
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B (Lev) s B BT iR #E (Roa) . TS HL#E (Liquid)
(Cashflow) .

2) OB R IESIKZR(CrossDum). Z MO A SCER(GEEL, 2020) [10], ASCTHA ES AR
FECRIE N AL R . SRR AT EAN TR FEAT I A B BRI, BEAR K A 2 o 4 25 B e LL A1)
BT %A, DL 5% S RN BIF 78 K AH LRI A& B R L T 5% AR A = 4
B AR H KR

3) EHIAL R MEEAHCHT I, A SGEEH T 7 AT RE RS A0 55 H8 A 11 F A R 3R Aﬂﬁm
(ListAge). 37 #EH LI (InBoard) & 75 PiBL&—(Dual) 25— KR FF LI (Topl) e AL EEA &
X 1 iR

EO U [F] B 38K R (Growth) . B4

Table 1. Variable definition table
Fz1L TEENE

BERS AR B4R AR E N
Size VARSI PRI B AR XL
Lev T AR R
Roa ST R 2R R e B e
WA 5
Liquid AR TRENE P2 AR Eh 5
Growth BN [F] EE g KR CaipE N — ERTENRISON) EIAE RN
Cashflow W4t R GBI B AR I S R R
O RR A & CrossDum BHLES KR BHRES AR Z LA 7 R
ListAge NGRSy S Ln (year — A# LH#EMR +1)
InBoard PRSTH# R LA Phor EE HFE SRS
325 ) A
Dual REWIRE— REHAEFRKEHINE—
Topl BB — KM AR FR M L A3 BRI AR ER R S B B 5
3.3 #EANGE

AT FEENLAN T [ VAR UG BB R 1

Y, = o, + &, CrossDum;, + Controls + &

A, o RAHEI: o FRAM: Controls RRFHLR; & FoRRAE.
SRR AR AL 36 B 5L TF K R
SHR R 1 IR T
4. SLELER 71
4.1, MG

ESCIER 53 LU g

¥ o RENTE, 79
o BERH, RYEBUR AL IR, ROt f7

WEGEHE, WA 2 Fn. HlELE: A FBE Y 21.97, FRfEEN
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1.170, fKAEN 26.45, f/MHEN 19.32, -l {E )y 0.406, a2y 0.193, i A{EH )y 0.908,
B/MEN 0.0274, B FEHREHER AN 0.0444, FRifEZEN 0.0652, & AMH A 0.257, H/MEAN-0.373, it
SR N 2.521, brviE 2N 2.624, i KAE N 35.5, fie/IME A 0.236, BV [A] EL G KR 41 N 0.181,
W2y 0.394, & KME N 4.124, H/ME H-0.658, IL4mELZRIME N 0.0494, KRN 0.0677, K
B4 0.282, e/ ME A-0.222, iXFWIHIE Y A8V 45 H8 br 22 RO . EBUR R BRI FME AN
0.158, X UtH H ik EE SR 7R REE I R AEHE ) FIE AR IR W . that, HAR RN SIS RS0
SCHRAE R R A — 8, TEREEATEIR

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. iR Mgt

A FEA BN PRt /ME - IN:1
Size 22,743 21.97 1.170 19.32 26.45
Lev 22,743 0.406 0.193 0.0274 0.908
Roa 22,743 0.0444 0.0652 -0.373 0.257
Liquid 22,743 2.521 2.624 0.236 35.50
Growth 22,743 0.181 0.394 -0.658 4.124
Cashflow 22,743 0.0494 0.0677 -0.223 0.282
CrossDum 22,743 0.158 0.365 0 1
ListAge 22,743 2.050 0.787 0 3.367
InBoard 22,743 37.40 5.349 25 60
Dual 22,743 0.291 0.454 0 1
Topl 22,743 33.85 14.14 8.087 75.84
4.2. RS

AR GLS d/h AL RIAK T3, RAITEBUR AR SiE b # WSS 48 R 2 MR R, —
& Z 1A B EAE R A 45 5R L 3.

MERA R (L)FI AT LR LRGN 23 "] EATE B 2R 2 TR 2 35 M IE AR G &, AR HON
0.6616, 7t 1%/K-F B35, RIIEBR AR 200 diliG b Al AR 55 =i R IE [ 5o m, SR Al 48 8 R ok
FISE, SRR, XSRS 1 BeEROR .

MEEQ)FIRIEIHZ R AT LA, 557 AR MEBUR AR K R E0N 0.0239, £ 1%KL 235 9 IEA
Ry BIEBUR AR 2w gk A O B8 7 i, I R FE BB AR (A BT oIl i B AR 2 2 R
Tt ER I A B ORI R B BA Al oA S B v S AT L, BB A T LA e Aol (1 BE AR
XSS AR AR R T BGE RUR -

MEE@)FIRIENH SR AT LAE Y, B3P H I 2 R R B 2R (1 R 800 0.006, 7E 1%7K-F- 22 9 1IEAH
5Ky BIEEAVUB AR 2> $ vt il 3 b Al R B 7 A A, TR AU AR 2 S A Ml B8 7 R R i v I
i S R A, BIGEBUBAR AT AN " B RIRE ), M SSHRAREE S T BGERUR .

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.136617 6238 BE 51


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.136617

Uik

MEE(4)FI RIS () SR Il A 45 R wT LU it sl B RSB 2R (19 R ¥0h-0.1196, 7E 1%/K-F LR34
NHAHIR, RIEBR AR 2 P B E L AL iR A b 28, H /2 B it b 26 RIS B I AR 1 R #Ch 0.0036,
FE 1%7K-F LR FEOVIEM S, RIGEBI AR 2 5 il Aol I B It b 38 o of 79 471 45 SR mT e B0 s AR )
PAZS Ay R B 2 AL B 1S Ak SR e e B N & B, R B S5 B 7 e AL it s 1 e i A AT
FIElE, RUEBUBAR T MR A 7 B8 i, XSS 4Rbni 8] 1 e RUR .

MEEG) SR ZE AT U Y, B MO A BB RR RSB AR 19 R 40N 0.0162, 1E 5%7K-F L&
FHONIERR,  RIEBUB AR 28 m fl gk Aol N PN R LE IR, XS E BRIk
A S5 HITES 1, A i B 557 S CE 2 T %52, RIVEEBI 2R3 W] LASE N 28 ] 18 B RE U MIEY 12 g
XSS ARFRE R T B RUR -

PEARIEA ERGAE T ASCAMEBE 1, RSB 75 2 o3 il i i Al W 554 b 0 B 3 b Al F)

Table 3. GLS regression results
F< 3. EEEIAER

() 2 3 4) ®) (6)
Bl
Size Lev Roa Liquid Growth Cashflow
CrossDum 0.6616"" 0.0239™" 0.0060™" -0.1196™" 0.0162" 0.0036™"
(0.0233) (0.0033) (0.0012) (0.0393) (0.0071) (0.0013)
ListAge 0.5835™" 0.0848™" -0.0159"" -0.9918™" -0.0321"" 0.0011"
(0.0093) (0.0016) (0.0005) (0.0281) (0.0034) (0.0006)
InBoard 0.0030™ —0.0005™ —0.0004™" 0.0004 0.0003 -0.0001
(0.0014) (0.0002) (0.0001) (0.0030) (0.0005) (0.0001)
Dual -0.0647™" -0.0175™" 0.0002 0.2118™" 0.0078 —0.0005
(0.0150) (0.0027) (0.0010) (0.0426) (0.0058) (0.0010)
Topl 0.0128™" 0.0007™" 0.0005™" -0.0048"" 0.0005™ 0.0004™"
(0.0005) (0.0001) (0.00003) (0.0011) (0.0002) (0.00003)
R2 0.2381 0.1801 0.0533 0.0957 0.0051 0.06745

E: FBEANLE, LT TTORIERAE 0.4, 0.05. 0.01 KT LR

5. ML
A FRE R
RIS T RAE(2012) [1T]HIAASCRRAGEES BAXTFRE (Asy) A A2 B o B
Asy, = B, + f,CrossDum;,, + Controls + >, Year + &;

Y =7, + 7,.Asy, +7,CrossDum; + Controls + 2 Year + &,

ML 4 51 1~51 7 AR, Al As BRI RE AL EEBUBAR B i Al W 35 Fabm b R348 1 B o
SER, BRE 7 AR 2.
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Table 4. Test of action mechanism
= 4. YERHLHIRIE

@ @ @ (4) () (6) O]

Asy Size Lev Roa Liquid Growth Cashflow

Ak

* * * *

CrossDum  —0.1774" 0.2833™ 0.0232™ -0.0057"" -0.3171" -0.0075™" -0.0044™

(0.0055) (0.0154) (0.0034) (0.0011) (0.0484) (0.0072) (0.0012)

* * * *

Asy -1.9371" -0.0234™  -0.0627" 0.6576™" -0.1275" -0.0411"

(0.0184) (0.0040) (0.0014) (0.0561) (0.0086) (0.0015)

AR Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
ﬂiﬁj\ fe Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEA R 22,742 22,742 22,742 22,742 22,742 22,742 22,742

R? 0.2864 0.5123 0.1577 0.3328 0.0400 0.0532 0.0651

E: BEANLE, L7 TTARIERAE 0.4, 0.05. 0.01 KT EE.

6. EHILEBIREWN

AR, o E BEATIT A A S BB AR M L4 5 AT 2 5 A T T A L A I SRR 3k, (ELR A SR E
FRID 0 Ja TR AR A et P, o T IEBUBUAR ORI FUIF R S8 78 70 o ARSIl 3G Ml b I S5 4R AL A
I T IEBUBAR N B LA 22 PR RN, SRR EPUBUR 2 B hlig b Ak 55 Fa bR, bk
gL A B A S . ASCHEFUA BY TR BINTESUR AR I/ RCR, Jafligkselm sk R B A —E
JETRAVESEAE T SRR AR Dy folb B R 4R 4 1) E 20730, BEON i R B BT, ARG,
il 3 b A Ml 82 A ARSI B AR Dy il e SR A BRAR B LSS 1 5 W 554545, bR s iz

T BRI, AR = G BRI H o, Sl Al S A i AR BB AR T 2 i B
TER, RAEEESURARMAELT B8 MESmES, ESURARNT R RZ AR B 553 B
Al Al I ST TE AL IR, BB N [ K QTR S UK R AR 3, IREFRIRTR R 1S
H, B BHT A A T7 30, Bt M b AE T e A E 2 B b BE S e A e R R R
Heo B, MG ML AR Y AR N ¢ fls, BB R SRS, AT AN ISOR S, fE
BRI BCRAAHEIR AR R REILE . BT, hE SIS A SR FE s g A S L
PR Z RGO PR FDLSE W, 52 TR E PR I BAR TR E 2R T R, BORAWET KEA N,
B 73 v [ ) 3 ol Aol 0 1 157 S s B, 3 B Y G b AT S R T . AN AR A Bk
i S HLB IR, B SERIH \RBICR, BRI (1 [ AN DO 4 R s — % (B
b E & AP IR AL TR I AMEBE L2 A58 A KR g R Al N 24 DAY K BE AT
AN B S HSLIAR, A RREAE B2 oy h E &AL B R P S50t TR RN, =, BUF
PR TIRIIN KX E B AR R, B TR W, BH At Bl EsHE. Bl PES
O O eod R R B Tl i BRI B SRR TR DB AR JEBE, EBUR AR & — 2 R ETR K
W3 g, AR AL AE QU T AR AR T SIS R R R, BRIEZ A, E R E R B BT
13 A MV AR SN IE BB AR DALY 55 4%, SEBIL b T Rl R sS4l 5 4 22 BEA IR . 25 LT ig,
AL BL A [ I Ml AV ORI TR B, IRAIRZEBUR A T 3G M AL IV 25 FR PR IO REI, IS 2y
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BRI TS e BRI . 5 LRI A SO AR AE — S SO RBESURAR IR T iy 2 =) T & i 21
FIRT+ KRB, PR B A RS B RRE, IEARIERL R S HA R W@ s
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