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Abstract

The ownership structure of corporate governance, performance and the influence of the survival
ability has always been a hot topic of the academic discussion, and gradually formed two perspec-
tives: The monitor hypothesis and the occupation hypothesis. The monitor hypothesis that a cer-
tain degree of equity concentration is more advantageous to incentive equity shareholders of the
agent of supervision, improves the efficiency of decision making, prompting the enterprise benefit
and viability for further ascension. The “occupying occupation hypothesis” holds that the owner-
ship of the stock is concentrated, and it is easy for large shareholders to infringe on the interests
of the minority shareholders, and it is also not conducive to the improvement of corporate gover-
nance and survivability. This article adopts an empirical research method and uses the financial
data of manufacturing companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen Stock Exchanges from 2013 to 2015
as a sample. Based on the perspective of the company’s life cycle and performance in different
competitive environments of the growth and maturity period, this paper establishes a multiva-
riate regression model to conduct data analysis and empirical test, and analyzes the influence of
the concentration and balance of listed companies on the viability of the company in the stages of
growth and maturity. The study finds that there is a positive correlation between equity concen-
tration of companies in growth companies and their viability, while a U-shaped correlation be-
tween the concentration of company ownership and its viability in mature companies; there is an
inverted U-shaped relationship between ownership balance degree and its viability. The paper
puts forward that the company should consider the phenomenon of ownership concentration, the
degree of ownership balance of the company, and the policy Suggestions of the company to match
the related resources in different life cycle stages.
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“HBEBU” 1 “REBU” WATA. “WERBR” AA—ERE R BAUE S FAFI T B AR
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1. AREN

AL EE R A BIE B SRS — BAPTE A — R A, IR PP SR MR A 1« I i ”
AR RV o “ERESRUL” W AR B B AR A TR RE R AR AR RS, g
PR L B S IR A5 — B 32T . Berle 5 Means (1932)fF AERE Fe AL S5 H MG & B — N, H
ARG REN, WL, FHENARFEA AR PEMRE, B bEAs A RESWE S8, 4
P FEA TN BN AAE LLSZ B Ak s il ik 3 ORI %% J1[1]; Shileifer 1 Vishny (1986)
K, BT AU MR, Aol B it B ] RE SE B R O AL E, B AMEAUE R s, R
%y bt AT o UL K B AL 5)[2]: Levy (1983) [3], Clacssens (1997) [417EF 5% rh M T4 31 ) 25 W 308 40
i, KT 60% A al i RIEARFEIZ &L m, 74k, A flaimsegt, sk aeas & o 52 & Mk 5L
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BSOS < BI(2015)E3L JLAERIBT FU ik #% 1AL 3B — A0 &, SRAHT SR, I H AT
W BT B TR e — I i, 2200425 . I 1 A QT3 3 T DUSE i R R A 2 DU SR SR L ROR
R R 5] “AR R WA B o T Ak v P DL K SRR T2 A AR H A RS2 . Burkart
(015)IWT FLR BT, OSSR AR vh A ) O (E AR S« KRBT B AT 1 DU 3t , TR 2 S A E =
NATAERRAEAT Y, SUSE LRI EESRTF[6]; EBE i (2004) i3 3 B 70 i A I ER — KB AR P
PR et T m A B BT AR ASFIRIFEMA[ 7] 2% &5 5 AR Hr(2010) ) 2004 2 2008 45 /M b
b EHAEREA, SRR B a2 R AR B A B R SRR R N B A =) SRR e AR
JZ, FERRIIBAE D BRI GRLE FUHR[8]. BRI FrBMFAESHE, FATVON EEREA A
oA A S B . FS AT AN R AR i FR IR B it A =BT I B BT A R e A A, IEEAS
[ B B 7 A PR AR [ 1 P Rl 5 ZE A SN TR B A B RE 2 o A SORt 2 i TR BT B ) 20 J 2 =) S A 4
FEVRFAAE LA 2 2 ) N7 24 Qe 3 86 368 PR RO AR 88 A L T AR S BT 20 A, A BT e W o R 7 2 P A
JRSAI AL SR RFAE, BT FTAL TN B Tl A m LA S S A BE A Z I S 2R, DUMIRE R = A
RELE DL AT H — SE AT FE AL

2. BROthSME/RRRL

Al A i BB AR DLk, MCIRR U Z WA TS, A2 E G s H B & s i,
A5V A A IS TR R T — B AR 5B AR &R o Adizes (1988)F HAIVE Ik A i FA Y — 15 A,
SRR P 10 77 A A i T 20 B 10 AR 43, g H — R A0 AT ARZ I 28 =] K BE 2T IR DG R [9]s Davi
EQO)YFIFARZER 1 K T I E A A ar S AR SCHE, I EWAE N 3 ZARIE 47 RI43[10]: Z:K(2000)
D) AN S SN A AT T IR ANANBUR 2 AT i 78, B BARI R 7 07 Qb A7 i — B8 0k, it Ros ki A
A EA U 26 S A A AN A P sk, RIS A= oy o I DU Y L 3 DU S5 2 2R 11 283
BEQONERFL T A X T A AR A FRI A, 8RS NPL = K28, SR K& 50 5
TR, L — RIS, SRR KBUITTIE O A7 AE LT B AR R 4 58
121

BT 23 ) ) R P e PR, A/ B U e SR B SR B, P S R ot TR AR T, IR R
R R IBASCRE o A ) R R FEA ORI EE T, ARy 1 & T 55 s e, I HOROKD 1 i
(P AREE A% (Drifficld, Mahambarc, 2006) [13]. 554r, MR 5 04T, IR [0 (1A T fh i 4 7E K
RIERIEE N RAFT AR, AT IE R bR BR 4 22 8045 2 =] 930 H e, kT AR 4 (1 5 i
A2 /NMI(Chen Zhilan, Stouraitis, 2004) [14]. 7E 2 A& MR 1IN BCAEA I R e H, Py 3B AL
SR P E—E AR, REBA RN A HE 23N, ARFHIREIOHEE, K
Fen s RS ORFFIIEI SRR . BEE AR LR BT, Hswq R ad ~iE, HRE
R LR B 0 B AR AR B U C B A5 20 W) N B EL (R, 2008) [15]0 21 LA BB 04, $2 tH LA X

s 1 KA A W A S FE A AR A7 R ) 2 IEAR G

s 20 KA W BRI i FE AL AR A7 R ) & R OGS

PRI N B FE R FEW 9%, XET- AR IR SR 3E AR ER BTN, AR S iy B E M R, 1Xmf fr
AR GEBU 7 BREA B R R U B30 B B (AL S, 2003) [16] X 4R350 BALI - Hss
S5 N w22 B BEUR, HUR AR 2 R R B 2 8w — KRB EE CAR (Mahmut Y %5,2007) [17].
0 BRI PR R A ) 2 S B F BB RSR AN A . AN ISR, KM AR TE PR SR I A 1 B e ¢
I O — 7717 DR AN 051 % L 28 453 55 R /N AR B 2 T B PR AN B HROAS R 4 R s R AR e R TR BN 7T
BT UL RS AT, R DU R
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s 30 Y 2w e B b BE RN LA A BE T B AR O
RS 40 RS2 W) JBA i) i P R EL AR A BE ) S IR AR R

3. fREt
3.1. HRIEEF

David. Denies (1999) ARERER 16, = BUFIBN 4 HH R IR 1 Ak G805 N B A AR5 1 2 T B &R
WA RIR: RS MITE A B i R v i i i 5 R P B 22 1 5 FLRT AT A 36 B ER &, b
ANV HI RS 5. AT B, R JEHE 25 18]. David A1 Denies AT Hif) “ b yA BEEG AR 57 FR 102 5F
MTWERFE B F AR T HRATI AT, R0 50 ZEARYE AT b AN [R)14 RRAE SRR A S5 A AT 4347
MARE— MMt .

BT BRI, A SCIEAT A W B R BN B T & AT AR R BERR, BRI
da, BT T HEGWER &R, BMAEEA R WA R RAE Mt & AHEE, B 7T S
AV AEAFRE ) A TR R I, T s e B AT AN R 2 45 R i 22 7 TR . N 1 BT LR
FT 7 A PRI ME AT H Z5 000X — 1), ZEARAE (AR 58 b B SR U UCR A e — M7 R A 3. ik, wi b
A F AT 430 A F & AT A 60%, HIELBAEMARXS NS BMFEE . 28, EBETR
FEC SR BE N R J W B AN 45 K o AR A7 RE T RO AR B, ELG LA AT I B S8R — 2 IS N 1E

HIF 72 H B SRR % 2 1 2013 4F O FE B DL GERII T AR I, s 4B AR s B 2 2013 4E & 2015 4F
FE, FTREERIA TR T CSRS 47043 640058 €, HARHT 78 B4 F 2 FIF5 450k | CSMAR % % .

B 5T FH 20 B B0 P8 A 0 e I S 3k 1 40 R T LA PR AE it i€

B, EAMEARTERT AR ST AF], BIGIRRATZBIIM AT B, FIREART DR %R
ATEREMI AT =, W F AR AR AT 1 4 b 7 12 5 B

FEAKCBRTEJG, AR = AE 0] (I & B4R AR KNG A 7 A A A BAREAT 40 28, BURFRiEanSE 1 Bs.

NT B bR A S E RO TR, AR A F AT RIS B BRI, SR S A R ARG 5 4
e R T R T — AP B, DL BB a5, BRI 434 5K, T s Ak ) 3
H 60 5.

3.2. TRIEHF

1) BALEE D ik i

JBERUAE H FE AR AR, Fi 1R 2 B HIHE IR LU B SR v /2 2 BRI AR b, T SR AT B AN I 23 A IR oL«
H R Tz dabn s A, K2 80538 R B8 — R AR S B LU AR S50 IR T84 38 — KIR AR R LL ) CR,
FORFFIB L] B R B0 /NET n AN BRFF I o5 S R SRR I B R SR I R AR H H, RN RRIBC LA R 2R
BT n AN BEZRRE I LU A3 1) ~F 5 A DR 8 S T SIAE 20 AT R R ATT BT F 2 R 48 AR EL4E CR, A Hso

JBCR AT BE AR AR, R IR 2w A AN R I AR BOR] 2R . H R T 48 s iig ., K
ZRCOEH IR 2, BV KRB B N KA L) 2 F1 5 55— KA ELAE, Z48AR BT it 52 0 45
SRR B o R 4 P P v, B B R 24 SRR P 75 o 7 i T S IE 23 A R FRATT BT B 4R bR A2 Zo,
HRERTHIE R, FiEATE Zo EHE U8 3B — KRR/ — KIAR T R AR R
e gol 2

2) ANV AEAFRE I B

AN AEAE B T HE RIS I FR A S T S5 200 ) QINE T A R SE 4 VAR BL[19], HEL T JLAS52ma [F
ok A AEAE R e ds, HhASE TR T By KIAEEGT ) Foo MEEUEE Fyy b B AR
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Fyo WIAATE Fs EAFRETT Foo KIIRAFIHIZR Fro BAIGET) Fs LA AL HBETT Foo
2 \ASVH FEAR T B SORARIE T LR 3 h BUE LA RIR, W AEAERE AT A LA L&
THEH S 7 R 5 Motk R i 3. & 4.

Table 1. Cash flow criteria for dividing the life cycle of an enterprise

= 1. Xl e F NI & R BN E

£ a7e R e E Az Rl
JA S Al - +
A Al + -

Table 2. Evaluation system for survivability indicators

= 2. £ ERNERTN TR

— LRk TRk GRS
\ ezl TG E it aEh f A
PR AE S o ‘
PR UGS E N e
ERIZION
A ) - o
EilbE FE S (1 -pTaBiR)
IR BE ERIZION TS S (BB AFAETEMMN ) AT ENIN
FAIRE R UG F /BT 2 L2
s 17 B e IR RA T B SR
Highe ) o N
BB R R LTINSy T

Table 3. Component score coefficient matrix

3. RO REENE

%
JE IR TERR
F, F F; F, Fs Fe F; Fs Fy
Hitkil= s -0.0270  0.0230  —0.0320  —0.0050  0.4640  —0.0020 0.0180 -0.0130  —0.0020
PR 0.0530  —0.0130  0.0270  —0.0020  —0.0580 0.0310 0.1440 -0.1290 -0.7370
RN -0.0790  0.0370  —0.0260  0.3490  —0.0210  0.0200 0.1410 0.0530 -0.0030
A 0.0550  —0.0320 —0.0290  0.0810  0.0050 0.0160 -0.0450  —0.0050 0.0100
RPN B 0.0240 02640  0.0750  —0.0490 —0.0280  —0.0400 0.0860 0.7300 0.1390
RIS 03620  0.0540  —0.0800 —0.1670 —0.0640  —0.0220 0.1070 0.1110 —0.0560
171 Ji e 22 0.0270  0.0050  0.0100  —0.0320  0.0970  —0.0700 0.4570 0.0060 -0.0500
S P R i -0.0250  —0.0870  0.0060  0.1880  —0.0090  0.1150 0.4180 0.0040 0.0580
Table 4. Factor contribution rate
= 4. BFmE
F, F» F; F, Fs Fs F; Fy Fy
DS 12.00% 11.40% 11.20% 8.80% 8.40% 5.80% 5.70% 4.10% 4.10%
R & 12.00%  23.40%  34.60%  43.40%  51.80%  57.60%  63.30%  67.40% 71.50%
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LA BN KR SR G b, A BT A RILE 2013 3 2015 42 B AA7BE A — A 70 B oF

S, LN Score, RAEVEN ARIMLEEAAFLS), 8 S AAFREJIBIEMH KK R
Score=Y"" bF,

3) AR

BEFERUBL InA, A ] IS RURDRE F 257 O SOR VBTN, B NSRRI 45 IR vl S, K
Ll T A F AR G 28 RN FE P R R . B 6% LEV, A5 7ok i
SRR DLE B P RAE PN
3.3. WsTiRE

AR A ST L B 5 &2 B B, S S AN N ALK 7 B B 5 4 %o AL A= A7 BE 3 RO B2 M <

Score=f+f,CR | +SH +5,Z,,+f;LEVH S InA+e

AT AR B2 L AL 87 R ox il AR A7 e T S ML 7 et U T, DRIIE B0 DU MR 7y

PHEATAE IS o
Score = 3, + B,CR, + B,CR; + B,H, + BZ,, + BLEV+ B, InA+e

Score = 3, + B,CR, + B.Z2+B,Z,, + BLEV + B In A + ¢
4. LIEER
4.1. #EiRMEGt
FEABEE AR TG THIRIL I R 36 5. % 6 Pr.

Table 5. Descriptive statistics of various variables in growth enterprises

F 5. RKHAG I & TERmR ST

B3 BIME ERE VA 2PN BR/ME bRtz
Score 0.098 0.895 0.7494 0.3883 0.1012
CR, 0.3619 0.356 0.8523 0.0502 0.1446
Hs 0.1672 0.1479 0.7264 0.0086 0.1154
Zio 4.6657 1.9894 118.37 0.2242 9.091
LEV 0.5083 0.5134 0.8865 0.0715 0.1735
InA 21.986 21.862 26.156 19.178 1.1863
Table 6. Descriptive statistics of various variables in mature enterprises
= 6. AT\ KT SRR M ST
A HfE E RRME H/ME PRt 2
Score 0.1082 0.0754 0.8092 0.3447 0.1525
CR, 0.3358 0.3167 0.7488 0.0514 0.1598
Hs 0.1498 0.1115 0.5668 0.0047 0.1274
Zyo 5.2441 2.3838 24.766 0.4561 6.1912
LEV 0.4264 0.418 0.9345 0.0781 0.1968
InA 21.378 21.257 23.17 19.873 0.7151
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1) & Ao AR B iR A7 B8 90 A

MRPEE 3. 3% 4 PEER T, BRI B AL AA7RE 714357 2 0.0980, I B Ak AR A7 e 15
A3 0.1082, A B A A7 BE JIhRTE 202 0.1525, A IR Bk 2B A7 B8 1 IARHE 2 /2 0.1012,
DL BRAT AR I, BRI B Aol BT 248 R A A7 B8 0 B2 T IR B, SR L AR A7 R ) 22 SR FE T 2K
TRAIAN B 7R BRI R SR R R AR TR B, A EAUE KA R R, (R T RE T AR
/N, SFEUL AR R BTN RT REAE XA, BRI AR A7 A8 145 25 B mT REAE X 354K

2) ANIF) AR i JE S A AR Hh R A A o i L 2

T S MR ASUEE P B2 5 T HEAT 04T, AR 3. 36 4 F T BORIEHR KRG, 10T BB B i 4k CR,
P 03358, ARl 0.1598; Hs ME R 0.1498, FRUEZER 0.1274. 7 T A BB Bk CR, $1E 2
0.3619, FrifEZSZ 0.1466 Hs [IMEAZ 0.1672, bRz 0.1154. FULIRATAR I A IART B AL AL S
JE AR FORE B T A A, X AN BT R I BRT T B AR I S5 R T 3 R S5 AR
R TRGEAI B, IE 2 T AN BB £ 8, MEEKR N e R ke, HE
AT AR BE 2 )ik — 25 s 55 B, SRR AR BB FISUR, TR AR K 2 YUy 5 B . SR,
A T gk 7 B SR BB R hitE sk, At I T v BE A R AR oX —AFAE o AR B A ] AR K
MR T 2 . RS S, EIX IR BT BN RIRIEN, AR S
FREA 53 H— 3 7 LASREUEE 22 (R A SR, R1 7 BB AN A Hh R AR X 1T 5 5 — 2

FRA BT BRI AT BE T TH, AR 3 536 4, B0, KM B Z,0 3MEZER T eI B,
X85 5 2 A0 BT PO E AR R, TR R BRATTIA A A TR B P SRR 4 R P R AR, X AT R
HH T 7E BT A TR AR T 88— R B AR AT A TR 2R 3%, F0I B DA R 5 AN IREAR 2 1R824 i ST AT N
TE S R ) 24 &) 8 B AR 7T e IR 2 58— R AR 5 A ORI AR 2 (R RAT N HR BRI, i —BUTa A,
X B S BT BRI R P O TR R A AE — 8 R ZE . JLIR, BB BY A ] Z,o IR 22 /N T i
WM B AR, ZMKEME/MEZR F, BREKHINBARNESREZ . X—URER, A E -
JBER | BT R B R IR S AR R 1 B, BN A RIE— 0 R R R RE dr,  AHSL AR ) B 2 R bk ok
L, EEAE R R A M O R, 7RI EAMI IR SN, R ARATF ERBU b2 BN

4.2 HxMoH
SERLIENERE IS 2 B, B e R A AR B AT TSR T, BRI R R 7. &
8 A7

WRIEL 7. & 8 Friibom Mg RN, KRR LA CR, 5 A T KB AR R e LE A5 415 A
Hs (A RVER S, T AR 2 i B SR AL 36 1 A v A B2 4 7 — AN D7 RE TP R I PR PN bR . TR A i
AN ) AR B (8] AN AFAE B2 ARG, I AT B[R — AN R e A

Table 7. Correlation analysis of explanatory variables and control variables for growth companies

=7 BKHGIERTE, EHTERXMSHT

CR, H;s Zyo LEV InA
CR, 1
H;s 0.9580™" 1
Zio 0.4450™" 0.4580™" 1
LEV 0.071 0.142 -0.078 1
InA 0.032 0.13 -0.078 0.2270" 1

A T T RIARERAE 10%. 5% 1% MK T TR, SRR .
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43. RREREE

4.3.1. KRS EHARRNGHS AR EFENSTIESH

1) A A1)
B IR[ENH, A AR A

Score =, + B,CR, + B H, + B,Z,, + BLEV + S InA + &
HiT CR, Al Hs & Z AR IRGRATAHOCOC R, DT AEREIR AR F s b Bk #% CR,, SR

%9,

IR, Z A b R R AL S5 5 A AR BE D (AR AE U RUAHOGSC &,  DRI Tk 438 A FIORERY «
Score = 3, + B,CR, + B,.CR} + B,H, + BZ,, + BLEV+ B, InA+e

i FAZAS R BEAT 70 #, 2 H WA T R BB T S Al B A B8 ) — 3 2 IR 54T IR &

ZERINFE 10,
HEZIREEEE 11), f R,

Score = B, + B,CR, + B, Z5 + B, Z,y + BLEV + B In A+ &

2) ARG 45 R

2.1 AR ER =545 R BoR Adjusted R BUBEIA A B, RAGIAFEZEKT. X

FARTR A A B IS W 5 AN BEAR B O M e R AR RE IR bR, IRIREAE B B 7 3%

ST R e A

Table 8. Correlation analysis of interpretive and control variables in mature enterprises

F 8. MAHCWRRETE., EHTERXMSN

SR AT E

CR, Hs Zio LEV InA
CR, 1
Hs 0.955™" 1
Zio 0.491"" 0.436"™" 1
LEV 0.099" 0.089" 0.181"" 1
InA 0.191"" 0.231"" 0.203"" 0.486™"" 1
e T T BIRETE 10%. 5% 1% K T RE, WERL.
Table 9. First return of growth companies
9. BKEAR I EE—RET
A4 EVEES T {4
CR, 0.142218 3.617601°"
Zio -0.00255 —4.209199™"
LEV —0.042752 -1.351072
InA 0.016145 3424564
Adjusted R 0.174382
Chi square 0.189346
F-statistic 5.97079
Obs. No. 434
e T T BIRETE 10%. 5% 1%HIKE T RE, WEKL.
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Table 10. Second return of growth companies

= 10. gAML E — Xk E)T

A4 EIEES 7 T4
CR, 0.007131 0.050036
CR, 0.20745 1.104807
Zio -0.003019 —4.436316™
LEV -0.05178 -1.660863
InA 0.014661 3.079177°
Adjusted R? 0.169957
Chi square 0.184992
F-statistic 5.652811
Obs. No. 434
e LT T BIRETE 10%. 5% 1%HIKE TR E, WERL.
Table 11. The third return of growth enterprises
= 11. pRCEAR I S5 = k=)
A4 EIEES 7 T {4
CR, 0.001869 4.502378""
Zio —0.006036 -4.733171""
Zi? 0.0000412 3.097358™"
LEV 0.015462 3.308785™"
InA -0.031193 —0.988683
Adjusted R? 0.192685
Chi square 0.209448
F-statistic 6.529036
Obs. No. 434

A 0T T RARERAE 10%. 5% 1% MK T TR, SRR .

2.2, BB LIRAOH — R = IR IR A5 R, CRy AR AE 1% 0K R &%, HimEs T
JEA I AL U v B 5 A AR e 0 R R B2 A IEAROGR A, BBy il B i rh ML A A7 g
HUBRLE o TMTESE ZIRIENAMEE R CR, FEARE 1% R EAKCFIIRL, X—4RFRE U BT,
AL B AR A BB I

2.3, BRI : £ IR =0T, Z, Bl 1R 1%, JF HAE U BB,
PR i P2 5 FL AR A RE IR A ORI o B 5 RS Th FE AR I 45 SRR, ARG I 45 R R BB A o
AAFRE R, H T AR IE 7 U R, OB U B R B AR VA A . A
M5, ERZRRENS A L [ — Fh il 00 &, (E A 1) 50 28 SO BE RO, il B 77 RE 0K 3k 31 e

PR Ao
4.3.2. BRHARIE I RNGH 5% FREIRISSIES

1) B E
kA, AR
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Score = S, + B,CR, + BH, + B,Z,, + BLEV+ S, In A + &

MBS KIS —#E, BT CR, 1 H5 —FH PR EIRBRIAHIC K R, B TAE S IR AU v
fabr Bik#E CR,, ZiRUWITFE 12,
HWIANA, R E) oA ROR IR S5 8 5 AR AT BE ) AR AE U B SRR AR,  [RI T ade 364 AR
Score = 3, + B,CR, + B,CR; + B,H, + B,Z,, + BLEV + B, InA+¢
i FHZAR AL EAT 704, 22 HAE T RIS h 2 5 A b AR A7 RE D — 8 Z A2 5 KRR R,
SR 13,
Ty HME AR .
Score = 3, + B,CR, + B,CR} + B,Z}, + B Z,y + BLEV + B, In A + &
FIRT— B H B4, AT IR 5 A AR RE ) —F 2 R B AFAEE U A C K R(E 14).
SFEZIRIENHE 15), R,
Score = 3, + B,CR, + B.Z7, + B, Z,, + BLEV+ B, InA + ¢
2) ALK IG5 R
2.1 MARERL: FRJLKARN Adjusted R* FIEE AR BN, Al U7 FIRABAL R Xt Bk

Table 12. First returns of mature companies

= 12, pER A EE—R BT

B EVEEFs THH
CR, 0.003817 2288283
Zo —0.006285 —1.558344
LEV 0.063723 0.623097
InA 0.030056 1.066362
Adjusted R? 0.19292
Chi square 0.200539
F-statistic 1.863407
Obs. No. 60

A T T RARERAE 10%. 5% 1% MK T TR, SRR .

Table 13. Second return of mature companies

=13, BEEAA A E — Yk E)3

B¢ [EES 4 T4
CR, -0.797463 -1.739114"
CR;? 1.715592 2788772

Zio —0.00886 —2.338865"
Adjusted R 0.195889
Chi square 0.277663
F-statistic 3.395499
Obs. No. 60

A LT TS RBIRERLE 10%. 5% 1%IAKE T R, SRR
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Table 14. Second return of mature companies

= 14, gEEAME — )k ET

BEL EVEEFs T4
CR, -0.003052 -0.598292
CR, 0.00011 1.614133

Zio -0.030156 —2.846475™"
Zi’ 0.001023 2.197498"
LEV 0.050621 0.526603
InA 0.022629 0.814318
Adjusted R 0.226467
Chi square 0.344464
F-statistic 2.919269
Obs. No. 60

A LT TS BIRERLE 10%. 5% 1%IAKE T R, SRR

Table 15. Results of the third regression of mature companies

= 15. AR E =R EYTER

RS ¢4 [EEY 4 T4
CR, —0.711418 -1.461514
CR;? 1.561080 2.360603"
Zio —0.008269 —2.1241107™
LEV 0.033766 0.346869
InA 0.013246 0.482520
Adjusted R? 0.181235
Chi square 0.278376
F-statistic 2.865672
Obs. No. 60

A LT TS BRI 10%. 5% 1%IAKE T R, SRR

BT B A~ FIR UL, AL S IR AN REXS T A A7 BE JI MU AR KBS, MR SR FL At S B TR 8 e et
R LB o SR RAE A BOTUL 5 S B0 AT, RIVE Jsg oA 0 v L JEASL 8 ) o 3 3 Y2 M AL T 5
BEL, NAE— D R R AR & AL 18] AR AR P 2 e, DRI sl 3 380 1 e M xR A
REAIEIPE I RE K

2.2, AR B IR RIS R P BN CRy 1R 1%/K°F R R, H—RIAIHZRE
7 ST B b BB v B 5 FLAE AR RE D IR AE B 35 IR SR OC R, B8 IR I AZ SRR — 3 [A7AE U Y
FHRK AR

2.3, BBUHIMBIRE: £ BRI =UARss T, Z, Bl 17BN 1% 0K, JF HAE U BB,
A 5 FLAEAT BE I RAOR I o S BB h BE AR B8R, IBEBUER A 5L RO 17 5 8 45 A A7
AE I U BUAHOR, ZRG 3 KA 4 REBCNHTT .

4.4. TREMHRIE
BTSN AEFRIAR TR, WARA B TebR T DA H B gk T i, R0 3R 47 A o0 A8
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BE RS RE P A AE SR PR AU R AR, D X A R SR L P B AR AR IR 45 R, O R
WREIFEAREAT TR, BRI UMEARERET BIRE. U BRI, R EE R
Beal, KRERE ERARME, RY_ERPEAT B R AR .

5. HLMRESEN
5.1. HR&GR

SRS I6 #7056 T R AR B e i RE AR, 70 00 K 0 5 IR A B Al 7 0 A, SRR
BB BB B 5 R A BE DD (A AE IEAR G, 110 SR BB SR P B2 5 A A7 RE U TR A7 4E U AR
Ko PIE, A A b A B R R S e R A B AR

A BE Bt LI BLIE ARG &R, BEEH IR LN ERE . H5E, R A 7w ),
HELUARIUAN AR 35 I8, FARSE B AR RS AR T 5 0K, BRI RO s 30 T 20 ) S b 2L
SR AL R R EAL SRR I N B b, A e A ) LA KBS BV AT 58 AR I (1 s 3 5 0, 3K
TR AN T AR A A S B FR B R, 24 =) A (0 Se el SE N S i, AR T2 /IR . TSI Be 2 Pir
CLHEL U BEROAISR R 2R, A2 DR D Y] L 20 ) 3l Ak T A e R IR B KRS, A Rtz i A 18
8y K, KA REERERSNE R SR, N L FEUB 2, TIX I 5
A oy ML ) Rl B A RN TR st K AEE R A A, — S R A mUR AT REZ G IR il H , 3K
BOEZ A, 05— SRR 5 e i) 2 e tiilm, HEES ARG Xk, £
—ANEREZA, 0 BB Hh R e WX A R R B B BRI URSR R Se 3RS 2, T AL
NV R FERIHEIET T, DR 2 B I A 4 RAE A A BB I A7 RE A9 0Bk IR — RS, i
BUEE A B v B A28 ) A 2E 5 AR 2 BOBT IR EAE T, 2> 7 (0 A0 FR R o KB 2R s oK S 22 O A 2
DI M HAE B EALOSR, EAUARRE, DR 2 BUBBUR AR T 2R A7 BE 115 i

5.2. BUREIL

A RIEB AT P SR M AN, R R A QIR SRR SR, BRI
1 A i LA K S R ST 4R 5 A A 2 ) £ A R R v P 2B X (Y TR A, T 45 R JRe B BURE AN, Xt
i BN W AR TE A B b HB A M BEAT IE I BT R, PRI AR AR RE IR ST . R, BT AR R
FERBT LA

5.2.1. BHERBEHRNEFHIAR

Sia b PR R, o A B RS R M A A w ) E TR AR B, IR AN B BUR R
RA P e O 2w IEE BRI B, 820 5 B AR H BB P L B i — 2, (RAIEAE SR A I (8] B
R PR BT, AR i) R [R] I R B AR A AT AR TR, XIS R RO v B e W b AR AR RE U5 . T AE
JAIS BB Z R A 2 AN R B0, A e SEEAR R AR et o ) 5 MR D R R R, X T
WL BRIAE AT AN RE K BB e (R A B P B, IS A AR 31— s (KR R B 1)t A R A A 2 1
MR AR AR O E LR &R T A .

5.2.2. RRAIMBRIHIEHEEESY

O FAE A ) 48 P A% 75 T B — AN EE, ANRED T B LR BRI 8 R A 2 42 T 3 — oz AR A7 Ak phe 3
IR, 5 BEARIRAT W e AR AT T B FRE IR s ORI 24 T L IS A O JE  JC LR AE IR B
A 1 2 S T R 377 /0N 2R PR 5 SR U i A A AN T 2 Y T A ol K B0 U 5 42 42 B e 2R 0 2 ) AT
MR R ARE . ] B B AR I B R R, AT e, DA IR AE %05 0B
REHUR TR RL.
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