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Abstract

This paper selects China’s A-share listed companies from 2009 to 2019 as a sample, and empiri-
cally examines the impact of diversified operations on the level of risk bearing and the relation-
ship between this impact and customer concentration by constructing an intermediary effect
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model. The study found that there was a significant positive correlation between the degree of en-
terprise diversification and risk taking; diversification is significantly negatively correlated with
customer concentration; the indirect effect of customer concentration between the diversification
of enterprise operations and risk bearing is significant and manifested as the “masking effect”,
that is, the diversified operation of enterprises promotes the direct promotion of risk bearing lev-
el by reducing the inhibition effect on customer concentration. Through in-depth analysis of the
diversification and risk bearing level of listed companies in China, this paper provides new ideas
and theoretical basis for the reasonable diversification of enterprises.
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1. 5|8

A b SRR AR HH 2 B Al 7 AT 150 R SRR P S AR 4, FG RS AR P 7K PR g, )38 A A et U
AR T B R R s [ 1] A KU ARSE AT R L A 5 R RO BB, NS M A& iokiE
AT, oM R A SE SRR Z — . k2 oAb &8 R Al R TR R 3 SR 1) — PSR B . 2002 4
#2016 (8], HHE EHARFFREZ uha s K Sk 3] 72% [2]. IR 2 un] UKL A
I NEINE R STwd RS B P Il a- i €2y =9 Z o

A B SCHRER 0T 22 T84 28780 06 Aol RS 2 HH S ma LR A S A 2, BRI S — 4518 . 1R/RFH
MREEIR[3] (2022) K5 L2 TOAL KR FAAR Aok KUBG: AR FH /KT, BTl 22 oAb 207 5 XU AR FH K T 33 25 f ki
Ko FIRFK[4] (2021)HF 7t 45 R R B 55 2 o b 5 B B w b R AT KU 7 H B EAH G R R o Xl K [5]
(2012)Z5SERF L R A Z e A B M E B H 2 — 2 sl AR, B2 oib 5 KR 2 (8] 2 B 5 16 6
HRK R

A, AR FEEPEZ TUEE 50 % KK E Z AR, RGOSR b E %
JEH A AR A G, R AR, 5 02 ] 4878 5 B R SRl T SR K 4 E L 5
(6] MNHNEE 5& T EPEREAT G, 1% IS 8 S 2 oA 6.

STk, ARSORET DLRT A R 7T, 7R DS OR B SCHER R b, AN R AR BRI Ok, did
My A RO, FR T T b 22 Te ARG X R A E KT IR S i DA R % 5 5 5 P B TR 2 TR K R
AMEHE— DY RN TEE T IA I 2 e &8 5 RS AR AT FE, 0 H XS A an (74 v KU 2 4H 7K 2 2]
T B EER .. B, WNMOWAER, R AEA BT e BRI i
WA, BN E B R . WEMAER, Al R RS 2 WG 1R R 2 THESIMER . AE
7E BT B T A F M 3 AR RS AR KT SR I DI, SR AR S S I, A BT 2 ootk
P AU 7K FH B

2. gt 5MREE
2.1. WAL E S XK EIEKE
AV RS AR FH KT, AT AT B UG (0 AR R, LRy, e R AR R 2 4
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BUE N IERIIH , AR EE 2 R IR o Ak KU AR S AN AT BASGE AL O 2278 SR, 38 W] A 5 2 ]
M 5a 4 /g, WA DR b A R . BRI, RUBS: A HE KPS B2 ol & JR Y — A B ZE R 3R
WR AR IR .

T H 2 IR AR AR A, A b EARSE s E AaE, SRILTRREEA R, 2 Tu R R R T B A — A
AHEIIERE . IR R B IR RE, A RSt o B, Al i B KU AN K, R g%
AL AL I BIRAC B AR . RIS SRER G- A e, REM A&k S AR eMKRR, £t
g g R i R A E WS FRAR. AI,  ASCHRH UM BB

BB 1: b e 5 RS ARIEACT R IEHR R R,  BI 2 ToARE B (g BE Al 52 v KURS A FH KT

22. B ZERMAEE,. BERESDE. NEREBAFE

P R AN P R R AR E B N EE SRR, R R KRR, AT AR iis.
BBER[7] (2020)F2H, AR PR GEEOL T, S Z W LEEA T ARG EL A
MRER, WMmimE A S0 Wik, 2 r AT RS S s, 2 SODn i T s
R IR TR RS . BEAh, FRIR[S] (2015)4R AE E A b, A RAFAE 2% 7, IR A S
BRBE A MIEIKE S, AT RERML OB RARA . i, IO R EEOR, Al
RS AT Tk el 58 RSB ERR R, HATRD A AE LTI kil
FITHRCE M, 2o, AL R R M B R SR R R

ERERNIR, Zooth@EHISE R, R AR B RS e Ak KU RS & P SRR
T RN AR BL R, oot E il P P e e R, HET B v eIk KU AR SE KT, SRBLH — A
RN o RO AR SCHR A B, CEHERON 7 SRR WL R RN, BRI B
RN RNL AT 5 A S BRI DL [9]0 FHIE, AR SCHE H AR

BB 2: B EAE 2 oA E 5 RS AR H AR Z R (B3R N R I “ s, Bl %
Jotb g I 2 7 A BEATE I Aol KU AR SR ) (R R OO 91, 1T 28 oA RE JEE AR FH - IR R 4 Y Bk
A IE o

3. gt
3.1. HEREESHIERIR

RSB A T REA R R E A B ETHAT 2009 424 2019 E %5, BB ST BAI*ST fralifs
TEART RS Al ORI 2 5 FAEAEBE SR AR D J 0dl, B e 7oA T 16270 AN IEEAS . FHTE
1%H1 99% (17K 136 b %ot BT 32 42 A48 B 1E1T Winsorize 48 B ACTE . A SCHT 5 BOREAS BRI 5k B [ 28 208k
5 (CSMAR), s ab BEE Ay Stata 16.0.

32. TEEN

1) WhfRREAS

Xof IR AR AR PR B B A N DA UM B BRI R I K B IGRR BI A P BT
PR EL AR L WSO ST HY R B AR S HRTR A i 28 1 FR AR I s R AT R . E AN R 2R B
T F0 RS AR, R FH 5 7= A 7 e B A R S A 2t 2 (1 i R FEA R v i 2 A b . AN SO B AR B
[LO1SE AT B SR AR b A8 R e S VAR iy B XU AR R A . BT R, 4 A 7] Roa
AT IIE S ) Adj_Roa, FFLL=4EAE MM By, R THE A RS A, PR 45 5 L 100
3t Riskl. FARTHE AR AR AHX(2):
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EBIT, 1 & EBIT,

Adj Roa, = Lt 1
0% ASSET, ‘Yg;ASSELJ W
1 & 1< ’
Riskl,, = HZ[Adj_Roam—?ZAdj_Roawj |T =3 )
1= t=1

2) MR
Z MR bR i) UK EE R A 2 e LR E, 2 T 28 B Te B WON IR B DL R S5 B R TR 8055
ARSI TR RO Ak 2 ST R BEAT I . At 5 A ST
Entro=Y" p,In(1/p,) 3)

i AR MTIEAE SN BT B LR, RGO, U n R R

3) F A

YT R, BRATRHAMM T SRR, B — M Efrd £ % HHI, Patatoukas (2012) [11]9
T Herfindahl-Hirschman X £ 2% S (S E TR EFREAR . BARNS, SEMENRE i U8R
JEER P RS ERE N

s [ Sales,, ’
CustomerHHI,, = Z“[ Sales, j 4)
Sales; {RRMENLR i 75 ¢ NI FZHZ T j BB EH, LI Sales, [URBENIRG 7 7F ¢ FHIBWEH. &=/
HHI GRS T 0 A 1 22 (8], (B E SRR 2 R o S (MR A [ AR ] 2 2020 P e A B A, e
N 05 YRR R B PRI TR SO, AN 1,

4) PR

i35 OVA BT FESCHR, A= T T RE R TEMEE R0 — RF12 R . BARA: i i(Size). U
JR(SOE). %= ffii% (Debt) AL HE(TOPL) F=HLELAI(Er).

AR B E SCRARINER 1 FR.

Table 1. Variable definition table
F=1. TEENER

B esit] RS A HE AR A
Befp R & Risk Al JRUR: A HE K S W73 ROA Fi 8 %
R & Entro Z N AEETRY WARHEE =D p,In(1/p,)
AR HHI wPENEE RS IEIRHEH (%), B TLRE B 7 e B B A b 3~ 07 R
Growth AR A SR
LnSize Ak FAE Ln (42Mh 2 85 7)
SOE PR3 EHAVEUE 1, RZEME O
Debt BEPE AR BT FI T A
A
TOPI JBAEE Hh 2 H— R R R L]
Er FERCEL ] At LB T R e A
Time oy AR
Industry 17l AT A i

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.118581 5521 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.118581

HO

0o

3.3. ERNGT
N % oA 8 X Alb UG AR FE R 2, AR SO R [e] U AR

Risk = a, +a,entro + ) Controls + & 5)

Horr, ag RHER, a) FoRZ UG E XL AR &S SR, Controls RRFEHI L&, ¢ FKRIZNI .
N T B TR R A R B R RS, R DR A R AR .
HHI = b, + bentro+ Y_ Controls + & (6)

Risk = ¢, +¢entro+ ¢,HHI+ ) Controls + & @)

Hort, bov co REHIN, by FonZ oA E X a2 AR R RN o RERAESEH] T k2 s s
Ja, & AR RN A XS AR SE KCE ISR RE L o bycy 48 40lk 22 oA XUBS AR SH AR FEE 1) ()4 20080, B2
JUER LR A RN o

4. SRS
4.1. RSt

R2HH TR EENHIREG T . Ak RS A& FHZKSF(Risk) [ 8 /IME A 0.002, 5 KAEN 0.356,
BIME R 0.0460. 1175 1992 2 2002 4, 3 [ AN R A 1 T35 RS AR H K- 2 1A F 0.09, JEE 4 0.069
[10], BUARSCREAR 2w (1 KU AR AR K 2 49 2, 1 B 3R L XU 7K 40 RE ) 8RR LK . 2 704 7K P (Entro)
B E 4> 0 0 R 2,023, BERAHRE BT AR 20 2 R E K. % b B RIRR 5 IA /R FE B (HHT) 2
BEK, WIEHA 0.005%, HEHN 65.64%.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. kgt o

variable N mean sd min p50 max
Risk 16,270 0.0460 0.0580 0.00200 0.0250 0.356
Entro 16,270 0.367 0.437 0 0.163 2.023
HHI 16,270 5.294 10.31 0.00500 1.557 65.64
SOE 16,270 0.352 0.478 0 0 1
Growth 16,270 0.159 0.270 -0.276 0.0970 1.606
TOP1 16,270 34.74 14.73 9.480 32.58 74.30
InSize 16,270 22.05 1.193 19.93 21.89 25.80
Debt 16,270 0.420 0.204 0.0510 0.413 0.861
Er 16,270 1.060 1.107 0.0540 0.703 6.185
4.2. XM

% 3 BoR TR P ETE 5L XS AR ) JZ R b (Pearson) FH ok R H. RS REIR: £ 04045 (Entro)
AR RS 7K HH (Risk) B35 A O¢ . He R s A — @ WA, [N, 5 Z K8 VIF H/h T 10,
Ut B 22 B L 2R 1 R RS 56 Ak b &8 A AE 2 8 AR 2 1 1)
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Table 3. Correlation statistics

= 3. EXMgEIt o

Risk Entro HHI SOE Growth TOP1 InSize Debt Er

Risk 1

Entro 0.021™" 1

HHI 0.018"  —0.066™" 1

SOE  —0.071""  0.108™ 0.099"" 1

Growth ~ —0.081""  0.0110 -0.019"  -0.110"" 1

TOP1  —0.093"" —0.047""  0.057"" 02107 —0.031"" 1

InSize  —0.093™"  0.134™" 0.027"" 03317 0.086™"  0.199™ 1

Debt 0.00800  0.111"" 0.032" 0305 0.039™ 0084 0517 1

Er 0.032""  0.079"™" 0.042"" 0270 0.021™  0.080™" 04547  0866™ 1
4.3. B35 HT

FEAERNA SRR 4 Frow, ForP g iR A8 & 2 XU AR HH 7K P (Risk), AR & R 48 2 o iR
FOFIP ARG, FQ)FEEH T AR TR, SR ERZEKTH. 51+, H
[FESE A5, 2 eI RECN a; = 0.0036, HAE 1%HKF LR, RS Z oW, X
BRI AT . SIESE RS 1 8 300E T 2 Jn bR B KU A& FR AKCE I 3 F o

Table 4. Baseline regression results

4. FERIVFER

(1) ()
Risk Risk
Entro 0.0033"" 0.0036"""
(3.2475) (3.5284)
SOE -0.0074™"

(=7.0513)
Growth -0.0194™

(—11.7590)
TOP1 -0.0003""
(—9.4428)
InSize —0.0035™"
(—7.4308)
Debt 0.0010
(0.2161)
Er 0.0058"™"

(7.2771)
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Continued
_cons 0.0897"" 0.1760™"
(17.5637) (16.8443)
N 16270 16270
adj. R 0.081 0.108

¢ statistics in parentheses; p < 0.1, "p <0.05, “p <0.01.

5 NN P EFE RN G, 2 oAb S xRS AR E B [ 45 R EAR AR 56D IR
2 HAKTEROF IR o) BT . B EVASHT, ) = 0.0036 HIE 1%MKF FRE, R
Z Te I E SR A RS AR RE ) B3R T, RIS BB T AR A R A RN . ok, A SQ)
FH by M) REL oo TR . IRIER T EEQ)FIFIEEG)FIN R, by = —2.2618. ¢, = 0.0003, PH#H S
1E 1% 0K ER2E, HABN REFE.

%6 o TR PR EEZ ORI KR AR 2 ] “EFERN T R IRLE R . IR,
Ak 22 Te AR B I 2 7 A B Al RS AR K 2 AR R R TR 42 RUREA) by, = —0.00001366, 95%(1)
B {5 X [7][-0.0000205, —7.33e—06] AN 0, Fon A0 B 3% o {HR [RIBRK Y (b, c, = —0.00001366) HI7F 5
5 BB (c; = 0.00015398)FF S AH R, [HHZEBONARIE T — 870 B RN, BLEH% R h BEAE 2 e AR B
il AR 7 HH 2 ] () (R 2 8, B — e R B COBERERON Y, R H2 oL RN 5 BN
HILLABI M b coler| = 9.74% .

Table 5. Model regression results
5. RAEFLER

M 2 (3)
Risk HHI Risk
Entro 0.0036™" -2.2618™" 0.0042""
(3.5284) (-13.2243) (4.1074)
HHI 0.0003""
(5.7564)
SOE -0.0074™" 0.9622""" -0.0076""
(-7.0513) (5.4916) (-7.2997)
Growth -0.0194™" 0.5202" -0.0195™"
(-11.7590) (1.8857) (—11.8546)
TOP1 -0.0003"" 0.0120" -0.0003""
(—9.4428) (2.3141) (-9.5552)
InSize —0.0035"" -0.7355"" -0.0033""
(—7.4308) (—9.4390) (—6.9926)
Debt 0.0010 33734 0.0019
(0.2161) (—4.4991) (0.4194)

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.118581 5524 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.118581

HO
Qﬁ
1o

Continued
Er 0.0058""" 0.7989"" 0.0056™"
(7.2771) (6.0159) (7.0046)
_cons 0.1760"" 19.6442°"" 0.1707""
(16.8443) (11.2374) (16.2900)
N 16270 16270 16270
adj. R 0.108 0.212 0.110
Table 6. Bootstrap test results
% 6. Bootstrap &I 45 R
RHUH Wz z P> |Z| 95% (1 B A X [A]
J¥) B2 RN —0.00001366 -3.15¢—08 -3.91 0.000 —0.0000205, —7.33e—06
BN 0.00015398 4.37¢-07 3.53 0.000 0.0000694, 0.0002464

44. BEMRELE

DAY TE G A B ) P X SR ¥ 2 RIS R, AR SR B 4 P R e B P SR AT T R
5.
1) Bl iR B ) Riskl AOME2E Risk2 R B Al R &I ACE, AR T
Risk2, , = max (Adj_Roa,, )—min(Adj_Roa,,) (8)

SRS R AL 7 PR, B REOT R EARR AN, HINE 1%MKF ERE, 415 BiRE50—3.
FHRT 2 A R 22 U E 5 Al RS 7K AH 2 AT R RN, ” AT AR A 55, Bootstrap A 4645 5
e 8, [AEERANTE 1%HKF FiE, HE(EXIE[-0.0000382, —0.0000135] AL &2, i B (A1 HZ 3500 i
=, 5 LIRS — 3. Ak, B A E RN (b c; = —0.00002458) 75 5 B RN (c; = 0.0002779)
FHg A, BB AR BEAE AL 2 T AR BE 5 IS 2K A /KT 2 [ “IEHE N7 Bar, EHER N B
BN ELBIA b co/ey| = 9.70%

Table 7. Regression result—Replace the interpreted variables

7. BEASER—EBRWBRETE

0] (2) 3)
Risk2 HHI Risk2

Dyh_entro 0.0064™" -2.2618"™ 0.0075™"

(3.4657) (—13.2243) (4.0640)

HHI 0.0005™"

(5.9389)
SOE —0.0128™" 0.9622""" -0.0133"
(-6.8101) (5.4916) (-7.0668)
Growth -0.0338"" 0.5202" -0.0341""
(—11.4303) (1.8857) (—11.5290)

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.118581 5525 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.118581

HO
0
0o

Continued
TOP1 -0.0005"" 0.0120" -0.0005""
(-9.3005) (2.3141) (-9.4167)
InSize -0.0063"" -0.7355"" -0.0060""
(-7.5636) (—9.4390) (-7.1120)
Debt 0.0005 -3.3734™ 0.0022
(0.0635) (—4.4991) (0.2731)
Er 0.0107™" 0.7989""" 0.0103""
(7.5043) (6.0159) (7.2237)
_cons 03242 19.6442™ 0.3144"™"
(17.3027) (11.2374) (16.7321)
N 16270 16270 16270
adj. R 0.116 0.212 0.118
Table 8. Bootstrap test results—Replace the interpreted variables
7= 8. Bootstrap I I 45 R— B MW MHRTE
FHE W% P> 7| 95% 1) B A X [A]
V5 22 R BE —0.00002458 —3.25¢—07 -3.83 0.000 —0.0000382, —0.0000135
BN 0.0002779 5.57¢—07 3.35 0.000 0.0001342, 0.0004363

2) BrifitBAr . A2 Banerjee £5(2008)A1 Dhaliwal 25(2016) 1M, K H A& % oAb fEE H
FER P A(Sales), RIS HERI R AEION 10% 005 7 A 540 1 AR P A B B A LG e R T = 12] 0 SRS
R0 9 Frw, EERET A EWHREASAE, HETE 1% 0K F LRE. FR, B CEmR0e” i
ITRMEYERTSS, Bootstrap fdngi R IR, [AHERAANIAE 1%MKF ERZE, HEGSXEAESZE, LYH

BRMLREE, 5 BRI ARG R .

Table 9. Regression result—Replace explanatory variables

F9. BALER—BRERT=E

(1 2 3)

Risk sales Risk
Dyh_entro 0.0036"™"" —3.4054"" 0.0042"""
(3.5284) (-9.4312) (4.0560)
sales 0.0002""
(7.2014)
SOE -0.0074™" 25067 -0.0078™"
(-7.0513) (6.7765) (—7.4349)
Growth -0.0194"" 3.4910™" -0.0200""
(—11.7590) (5.9944) (-12.1029)
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Continued

TOP1 -0.0003"" 0.0216™ -0.0003""
(-9.4428) (1.9719) (—9.5679)

InSize -0.0035™" -3.8880™" -0.0028™"
(—7.4308) (—23.6329) (-6.0042)

Debt 0.0010 —4.7465™" 0.0017
(0.2161) (—2.9985) (0.3858)

PR 2 0.0058""" 1.5028"™" 0.0055™"
(7.2771) (5.3604) (6.9793)

_cons 0.1760""" 108.9333""" 0.1586™""
(16.8443) (29.5168) (14.8100)

N 16270 16270 16270
adj. R 0.108 0.204 0.111

5. &t 58N
5.1. &g

A A 22 TEAREE 5 Aelb UG AR AH KT 2 18] B 2% R BEAT TSR AT, IBIRIE 1% P R AR S
TOA TR S A Ml R 7 L T i A4 ) S A

SRR 1) e E 5K AR AK TR IR KR, B2 To R FE AL Ik 32 e XU A
Ko 2) ZoutZE ReNs I Fmi R A rh L T s b XU AR TR P o e SRR A AL 2 T
5 XU A E AT 2 8] (TR RN R B “ RN, B 2 oAb A B R R AR AR T Ak XU
AR BN A S, 1T 2 TTARE EEAE AT XS AR S K BN IE . B P SR b AR — e R S R 1
2 T L E N RS AT OS2 . 22 e B B Bk P B i R, TR e Aotk XU AR FHK P

52. B7R

HET, shERHahE, @itmils M TR, ZEEER. REIELELTT R RIS ], anfr
FETT AL R AT, A R A SR B R R AR HE . Dk, ASCIRIWN @R X F4mlok
Y, WTEREF B S HISE LS, MR T F AL T AN, KRB B R £245%
RIS, P E AR EE I SE I3 R E 2. ISR 5% P IR R, IR % %
FEH, BB R PME R REL,

JEHARAEA G E VIR S RAF T, b2 = Rz KU A A R T X
AV AN M S , AERAT BT RIS, D% TE I S 2 Ju A 4B R fnlk RS R KT 52T HE
TR BB AT AL £ . oAb, VIR SN, —WRIGERTT 2 TR AT RE 2 HI 355 il R AR FH KT
s, EE PR H 2 oL .

BEXS AT TE I R BRIEAAS AL, AR SCRNFR AR A X NI B2 38 1 2 oA RE I 5 il R 7k
PHZ 1A A% AL, RRWE TR O CAR J LT TR SR A Se 35 . 5 —, RT3 5K 2 Ju b Ml 52059
i Aol AR AR 5, AEMTTHREEE . PRUE R SEFH SRR, XAl KU AR HH T g
SHEHMEITW . a2 SRR R il At AR AL R R Ak XU AR H K, BTG
JREEWE T HE— PR
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