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Abstract

“Promote high-quality economic development and promote the transformation and upgrading of
industrial structure.” As a newly rising economic power, China’s economic strength has become a
part of the world economy. How to improve enterprise performance has become one of the im-
portant management topics. This study aims to examine whether or not the philanthropy behavior
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affects on firm’s value. The empirical evidence of this study indicates that firm philanthropy beha-
vior significantly correlates with firm’s performance. When firm has abundant free cash flow with
no financial constraint, philanthropy behavior not only enhances firm performance but also in-
creases firm’s loan ability. Moreover, firm philanthropy also leads to managerial agency problem
and gradually decreases firm performance.
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HRLVHEAWNIRRE, MBS AR A R EE . LS eIt B 5 & AIRE 1 [H
I, A A ARE R IRIEA R R IEAT TR 2Dt RS B RIE IS R AL A AT 1 2 3R B
WATHERM TG B, e KRS EMIET . MU TREMVMIEmES, &6 T 58UFHM
R Z RS RAFIIR AR, S EARMMLENG[1]. E REERARMEERANFN, &8 7
Al A R R [2] . Nz H AT B AT 7 A R I R A7 AE B A R SR ], AEAR S REFIE BN
ATH T U R AL AFAE KRR B Il RN, eI FIA IR P A3 Gdb AT 3t e ftmdnlidn
{E[3] [4] [5]. M, HWEtTEd 2, ER AT RIRER RS 28k, 2B ARG 2T
AKIT A B BB G S, R ATAE ™ E R RE6] [7] [8]. #ar EIAMEH DN A E B NA BIHLKE
Al B B B B e R T S R 3t 7, TR AR A 5T AL A O E o 2SRRI 5 2
A 2 ARG SR ST BN RS, ki B e M mHCR B 2 DIBEREAR. FrBL, 38T
BHIA B TARIHEA 2 E S AR . X TR QR E N, 2 isb bR
[ AV B TES B, RS B BBl R T A st FE S T SUR AR . R A S LR
[ A MV ARFRAT N B A R, A S AR I R AV AE 17 37 h R R AT ot T A SO R

2. XEREIm SRR/
21. £ EhRRERESHERITANERFHR

B I e R AR - Jensen SR, AR ANV AR AL TR S EZ R FAR ISR,
ARGy BB AR AE AR 2 B RFER A R KT 5N AT o g Al BE AP N 35 (1 i KB Bl Te &t 2R
wsmif, BARSEHEAAE B IR AR R R 9. A Richardson X 58053 53k [H /v ] it
117 B Bl A BRI, Rl BEBBAT N BB A Il R k. RAEREF
K E I E IRV IER . 2 209 B e T R, eI T RT AR A[9]. 5
PRI A B AL A R A £ 10 B i BLE T, B T RER ATX & 20 Bl e AT 2 iE s R 3Tt
AN EORE A JE R B A 2L T IR A 25 B I AR S T M A B [10] - Seifert 55 A AT 78 MIHIESE,
B A AT SRS L S 4RI 2 [RAAAE IEAH G OC R [11] [12]. BEIL, %1 U7 50T Al Bl S % U v]

=
> 9

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2021.116057 522 G


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2021.116057
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

it
R
xR
48
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2.2. AHBRIT AN T EESIHT MR

AR i KB T, Navarro #ESSMUR AR I 5 e KA g 7 Ak ARk = AN R, R
HEN, PR RRAS R [13]0 15 5, U3GBS U AV ARFRAT AT LAE il 10 55 AR 550 (B [14] 5
FEAONS T A4 5 B 75 THI AR R SR IE THT (KI5 [15] [16] . SB3RAT Bty SR I AF AL B T RES% S8 NI 55 L1
R, W TN A BAARGNIET . eI R IR SRR & 7 o S LS, 5 4
b (RN 45 L =R B R AEAR OR[17] [18]. FRFAT NEIE I R R ik b SR AT 2 I8 B AR,
PRI ORY 958 I AT LU — 350 R 26 11 [19] - BEAMA BT FE 3 WAt 2 FR 3K 0 Aill vT RE MR 51058 & 11
Hhk, WER SN TR ISR ARG A, SRR AV R W 55 R A el (™ A IE 1A 2
M, 2 JirEA Navarro AFRFRAT A RENS 3 B Vs, 2 RO ERAT 9ty R Al R T2 B e fil gk
G AFIIBR[20] o F-8 A BOR, BAR S BBUR &2, Al m] DUEE K 0 5 U5 4E 55 ik
TR AR A[21] o BB AT WARFON T Mk B8 A AN SR 5077 T R n Al g 5538 B0, B 1 2R 2
E R VBT TR T, AR AL S 5 MBR T3R8 5 2 I BR [22] . ST TUFR o 2 AMBe i :

R 2: AV AEFAT 9t T E UL 11 (K R0 -

23. A EARERESHERITANTEESHNERHR

Allen 2 I8 [ IR B Al i R 43 98 4K EARAT ) BRAT AR G0 KRB 6%, (B 3R 2R B A i o
TERLE LR T A IS G 3R 3 mh s, S REE 5 Kk & 1 R #E[23]. 15 Faulkender 25 A\ I 78 IE
S, AR LR R BT H BER AR R IR, (HIA R A R S T HERL I LR Al
[24] [25] 3E—BWF 70 B Al (1) S RN Z 8] — 2 IR B) 22, 51 @ il B — e I &I
R IX AN, DL A A R B DL SR AN S B AE G AR . A5 T bR LR MR A
M SRR, Al isHNEEEZ, MVRMEHRSEIR[26]. BE2 K0 =& e ACHE [ J T & 3
2N T M A 5 RIS 20 T AR ZA A2, Galaskiewicz kBT TSV Vs, Mg T
N A B 2 SRR TH AT A N2, DRI 2R G A7 AE L2 32 SCEIMLIAR AT A[27]. 1 Ronald
STUER 50 3 B T 7 5 R IARZON T & E &, G Ila2n, 240300 T4
HIE A I 2R N [28] o B4 4k B I &I @ 2 I 248300 7 IH IR B A AR, A E 5%
RIS, KA 782 BB 3:

B 3: A H ISR E N, BRI A SRS L 2 E SRS E

3. fARIt
3.1. AEIEE

2% Rosenbaum and Rubin £ H i 7] 43 EHC 6 i, H IR AN & R AR RO 0T I A% Foks 22 AN R PR AR B 0] B 3
—ANYERE, R ARYE 2 AR AR B T — LR R AL, BN S ERE, RE SRR AR IR AR B AN
ML SR BT BNZFEAR DG TIALE, R 3. H2385 MR SRR BOZ G B B — K AR RFEAR, 15
R ] B2 R A VA A r 3 A 1] 20 5O (] (R0 AR R TC XS AR, 7 2500 [ B 508 30 B A i 5 1 AR T
X B Ik 22 4 5 1) ) R

T AW AR s A e BB, AT AR e, DARFKAE R A B kT 04, 48
5 HRIEREN SRR A IR EEEW. HREAREN A mNSRERN, BRETS4
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ARBE [ T A 2 ek ML ST BLSR . D T RAIEIRERAN B B e R 15 R S0 A P, R
KRBT RE TBIERCR, IRARFAM B ISR E t+ 1 EeWSHE AL R ELM. &5, BT
[l A Al SRS A 5 A 1) 22 SEANERAMIVE (RIS 5 HEUR  SA K, AREAE L EA Sk R AR
R 20, DRILAR A Al ot F6F— 2B 4R B S AR AR T A0SR ELOR B 22 1 Fh I 9 D S v 5 BE Al
A, BT AR AT folk 28 AT L RS B e Alk S 5N 2 R .

3.2. FERLRIR

AT FCCA B Al ], A [ 28 %2 CSMAR Hdfe [ 23 A ) 2009 47 £1] 2016 47 (143 & = 1 il fr) 5%
B G TSR STESRG R TUBK S SRR AR B, A, BB KIRREF
PeiIEEA . CEO MEF KT NFE — NPEMAE R, EHRSTEFAL. rABETEETR . fiTe
REBUAE 55t S R AT R, SO BIBUR A e, AT TR R 50 BR, [RII
T BBLAR H AT LI &,

3.3. il BB ERE THRIT AR

HRHE Seifert ff 7825 5 ARV A AT I & B S5 A B IAAEAE IR M G &R BRIL, e 2 3 il
SR GG, 20T mdagcR R, WAL E RIIEASS, FEINA 6 $EH1 AR HU Rl R AR
HORWT MR, BUE 31> 0, AWFF AL RN

Inda,, =y, + y,Fcf, + O.CV, +0,GV, +6,Ind, + 6, Year, +¢, @

H, Inda /2 log(1+483K), Fcf NHEHBL& R E. CV = (Tradable share, Size, Leverage, Sale) A7 i 45 &,
. Tradable share J2& i i o5 S B E 1 LE 2K  Size A2 28 55 77 1) H A X 45 Leverage /& & 91 it [ LR 58 77
Sale &4 &4k LLE %P7 . GV = (Largest holder rate, Isduality, Board, Inddirect, Supervisor, Executive, Herf3,
bb) Ak EfAE f, Hodr Largest holder rate A2 K ARATIHFFE I LL R . Isduality /& — AN EHIAE %L, # CEO
MEFLKER AN, WET—, BM%TZ, Board £ EHSPINEF AL, Inddirect 2 7B F AL
HH S NBE) . Supervisor /& Fi 2 F I M FE NS Executive /&2 8 FH a2 £ A Herf3 &
AR AR, =R AR AU ER I . bb AR B LE B IREEM. Ind /=L 4
Al maRbl. B EESE . Year N EAUASEL.
3.4. fAIBRIT A T EESHAIFIT

RIESE T A B, 3EAT N — FORUR AR, 48 B E R R o LL I3 miE, HindRakes
AR B SR A . FERXARATIR S, 80N BLE R A 5 AH 53 8] S — Fh SR
AT RE RO E RS 1) — ML 32 AT, ARSI B R af e KA T B o SR 2 A b A8 3 B 451 3 s
ST ANIE RGP T, FEmsg ik gz, il E SRS, RIS AR & L i AR
€ ar >0, AHFFCHE LA T A THEE .

P, = o, + aFcf,, + 6,CV, +6,GV, +6;Ind, +6,Year, +¢, 2

Hr, B =(MP 5 AP), MP(QYNTIAEUN, AW AL TI%%3 MP LA Tobin’s Q AfCUHIALHE, AP N
ZTHSUIL) ROA NHAT R, HARZES 1M,
35 el AHAEHESIERRITAN TEESHHIRM

H T AE FRE AV AR AT il BT AR LEB R ME R, A SR 2 AR A A AR 3BT B BOE SRR ACR . R
P AL S SO EAAERI A ZE R W, 2108 bR BB R, Y ORER 57 20 bl fRF e
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B E e, XM IR e, S iEbaa It Bl 3 e ik B hBl & s,
AMEARFAT AR EE G 2 72 AR RIS R o PR A L ) B I s X b SO 1E, T PR
HERIIEAR a3 >0, BALTHIfETHEH:

P, = a, + o,Inda;, + o Fcf, + a,lnda, x Fcf, + 4CV, +6,GV, +6,Ind, + 6, Year, + &, 3)

Her, Fef v mIleRE, HREEETREX LA e 3, FmA S hIeiE s MlbiE
AEREE BRI SR BT AR E i EN, SETRE R AT N, &
W BT RE 2 R AR 8 % 8, e S 303 i)

4. SCIFZER
4.1. #RMSt

7 1A AR & DL R bR BRAR B AR SE i, Tobin’s Q HISFII%CH 2.074, HAk il 1)
MR A BRI, HirdERmZE 1.9318 s . AP [ K1H 0.6668, f/ME-0.6748, XTS5
ANFaSE - Largesthole P31 %02 36.6912, HEAN T A 8 = e I I B2 4R 70 KM A F L, bt fw 22 15.9272
FORTEERKATF LR ES B AY S, ArlaeiEs— NA K2 BB R & . Isduality ~F3%0Ch
0.2226, IHEE R RMEA PR A Ak CEO FfE#E K. Herf3 HI~FI4%C 0.1755, Fm = KA
FRERME 5 17.5% 7544

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of basic statistics

= 1 ERGUTEER st

B % PRt A 22 p25 HhEME p75
Tobin’s Q 2.0740 1.9318 0.8354 1.5045 2.5768
ROA 0.0524 0.0574 0.0267 0.0477 0.0764
Inda 4.9465 1.9014 3.6109 4.8151 6.2166
Size 22.0748 1.2779 21.1842 21.9085 22.8051
Leverage 0.4601 0.2121 0.2936 0.4612 0.6251
Sale 0.6729 0.4785 0.3535 0.5602 0.8410
Largest holder rate 0.3669 0.1593 0.2398 0.3499 0.4799
Isduality 0.2226 0.4160 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Board 8.9050 1.7867 8.0000 9.0000 9.0000
Inddirect 0.3708 0.0549 0.3333 0.3333 0.4000
Supervisor 3.7350 1.2018 3.0000 3.0000 5.0000
Executive 5.6419 1.3519 5.0000 6.0000 6.0000
Herf3 0.1755 0.1296 0.0731 0.1473 0.2467
Tradable share 0.2321 0.2783 0.0000 0.0857 0.4464

Table 2. Donation amount of Chinese listed companies from 2009 to 2016
5= 2. SE Ll 2009 2 2016 850 AR

Panel A: K38 7F43 T4 2547y

INE STy TS EEE T gE |
low 1 9022.151 505
2 43757.74 504
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3 160214.7 491
high 4 7690226 497
Panel B: K3
Year EEE & H AL EH
2009 55354.28 61
2010 335610.9 259
2011 515268.3 286
2012 443662.2 291
2013 355098.1 302
2014 363149.1 288
2015 806484.7 242
2016 5028593 268
Panel C: f&kr=)k o325
a4 Pk HHK & A H
A VO N O 1 31376.06 20
B KA 2390745 126
C il i M 3212425 1014
D CLWANE /SaWS & Ny I AN 294431.6 98
E Ol 76766.47 77
F HER A 120768.5 95
G ATIBIEH . A RTEEOl 104802.3 73
I S AL AR REARIRS 141822.7 42
J Sl 588714.5 240
K P23 Y|4 300796.2 122
L FH BRI 55 IR 55l 4184.157 19
M FBEARFFE . BRI SS F B ) Al 296 2
N IKFL BREEAN A S B 11572.69 17
Q PAEMSTAE 14560 4
R AL AR E AR AR 606535.2 23
S A SR S A 3424.12 25
BSEi4 7903220 1997
42. GERGH

4.2.1. M ERREREXTIHBRIT AR

HI7% 20 3 3 I A IR XA AL B3 IR ARG, HA R SRR R UL 1, ERA
TR, W UG AL S B B R R . BARN TRV 5 28 2R3, EHEFERE KT
HP BN BIRRAS, AT ABA R SRATUSN BLAM A B A it a2 1 1 Ak I BT
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Table 3. Donation amount of Chinese listed companies from 2009 to 2016

& 3. E Ll 2009 2 2016 IBFRAER}
R R TR E R TR EL
Fcf 2.5651*** 0.4011*** 1.4069*** 0.2298***
(0.2641) (0.0477) (0.2670) (0.0492)
Size 0.5692*** 0.0968***
(0.0212) (0.0034)
Leverage —0.8485*** —0.1458***
(0.0797) (0.0155)
Sale 0.1308*** 0.0168**
(0.0350) (0.0066)
Largest holder rate —0.0190*** —0.0020***
(0.0040) (0.0007)
Isduality 0.0364 0.0024
(0.0341) (0.0066)
Board 0.3973*** 0.0956***
(0.1522) (0.0251)
Inddirect —3.0419 —0.9333***
(1.9310) (0.3114)
Supervisor 0.0263 0.0086***
(0.0163) (0.0031)
Executive —0.5956** —0.1476***
(0.2418) (0.0398)
Herf3 2.1464*** 0.1960**
(0.5465) (0.0933)
Tradable share —0.3861*** —0.0720***
(0.0617) (0.0115)
bb —0.2898*** —0.0489***
(0.0755) (0.0148)
_cons 0.5680*** 0.1157*** —10.5882*** —1.6629***
(0.0158) (0.0030) (0.8802) (0.1400)
Ind No No Yes Yes
Year No No Yes Yes
N 11188 11188 11126 11126
R-sq 0.008 0.006 0.187 0.151
VE: *FR 10%M B E K. **FRIRTE 5% E K. *** RN 1% 22K,
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RIYIMNARFAT NAE — R E LA BTl G 50

Table 4. The effect of corporate donation behavior on performance
4. BABRIT AN T EEGWHIFMN

TES(Q) STHSRL(ROA)
(1) N =11,243 (2) N =10.743 (3) N =11,667 (4)N=11,125
Inda 5.1390*** 6.4957*** 0.0679*** 0.0349***
(1.2075) (1.9549) (0.0174) (0.0130)
Fcf 19.2175*** 0.8277***
(4.4836) (0.0298)
Lnda x Fcf —37.4413*** —0.2031***
(11.7228) (0.0780)
Size —3.6867*** —4.1742%** -0.0266*** —-0.0135*
(0.7241) (1.0623) (0.0102) (0.0069)
Leverage 3.5925*** 3.8126** —0.0358** 0.0184*
(1.3337) (1.5794) (0.0182) (0.0100)
Sale —0.7449*** —0.7495*** 0.0089** —0.0048**
(0.2571) (0.2856) (0.0037) (0.0019)
Largest holder rate 0.0933** 0.0841* 0.0020*** 0.0008***
(0.0385) (0.0447) (0.0005) (0.0002)
Isduality —0.0537 —0.0404 0.0007 0.0023*
(0.1731) (0.2028) (0.0025) (0.0013)
Board —1.8936** —1.7470* —0.0311** —0.0101
(0.8695) (0.9922) (0.0129) (0.0068)
Inddirect 15.9627 16.3083 0.2180 0.0867
(10.1561) (11.5329) (0.1490) (0.0778)
Supervisor —0.1306 —0.1587 —0.0029** —0.0018***
(0.0901) (0.1136) (0.0012) (0.0007)
Executive 2.8614** 2.6906* 0.0463** 0.0159
(1.3629) (1.5603) (0.0202) (0.0106)
Herf3 —10.2436** —8.2167 —0.2392*** —0.1025***
(4.8136) (5.3496) (0.0593) (0.0276)
Tradable share 2.3088*** 1.8143*** 0.0503*** 0.0277***
(0.6175) (0.6437) (0.0080) (0.0037)
bb 1.7442%** 2.1609*** 0.0176** 0.0080*
(0.5338) (0.7120) (0.0074) (0.0046)
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Continued
_cons 77.0960*** 87.1203*** 0.5489*** 0.2690*
(14.8411) (21.7938) (0.2061) (0.1400)
Ind Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes

4.2.3. el EARERESHBIRITHANTEESMHITE
BEAN 4 1B mIlEREX T TS 2T SUEHE A R B AS, HEdREs B hleii e

Wi AT T Ak T 5 & it

SR AU AR L, AT AT e AR I AR AT B Rl B <

TR I

4.2.4. Bt 5iEE RS X TRHERF BRI SR EI Il S HIFA

M 5 Panel A H el A AIFEEAA AR, it TH
SRR RN SCE AT TR 1 AR 2 5188 3. (EA N EARERE, AR 2362
EX T EE BE N

mi, AANAEZ T

EW

AW FRE S t+ 1S R E5 82 AR U .

Table 5. Private and state owned enterprises analysis

5 RESEENDH

25

5B HE

=
JIL B2
&

BAFAERE TR, SCREARRETURUE 3 Mas K. dlkid 2
iz FRCRAS I Hstmi

XFTAE TSR T
B H e B H
7 T E B VIR A B ACR . 4% 5 Panel B 45 RIIE

Panel A: t 3]
WHHE(Q) THSIRL(ROA)
(1) state=0 (2) state=1 (3) state =0 (4) state =1
Inda 5.7274%** 5.7288 0.0302*** 0.0228
(1.2906) (4.3626) (0.0094) (0.0226)
Fcf 14.7362*** 20.0574 0.8184*** 0.7862***
(2.1025) (13.5815) (0.0216) (0.0700)
Lnda x Fcf —40.5901*** —27.6837 —0.2194*** -0.1069
(10.2572) (21.6752) (0.0709) (0.1129)
_cons 55.3110*** 95.4786 —0.0320 0.2886
(8.8867) (62.2886) (0.0644) (0.3153)
CV+GV Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind + year Yes Yes Yes Yes
Panel B: t+1 3
Inda 4.0441%** 6.0571 0.0542*** 0.0734
(0.9076) (7.1127) (0.0156) (0.0611)
Fcf 9.1990*** 19.5749 0.4591*** 0.6529***
(1.4128) (21.9522) (0.0304) (0.1898)
DOI: 10.12677/fin.2021.116057 529 < fil
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Continued
Lnda x Fcf —28.6607*** —29.3838 —0.3714*** —0.3418
(7.2384) (35.3233) (0.1207) (0.3060)
_Cons 46.7487*** 100.8723 0.1234 0.9896
(6.2128) (101.3441) (0.1129) (0.8557)
CV+GV Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind + Year Yes Yes Yes Yes

e AWFTHEHEER TS BRMLMBIEMGTE, *FoR 1000 BE KT **RRE S%EZE KT ***FR 1%
BEKF. (state =0 JyEE A, state =1 HEA). F: KA FZEFZERFES BRMALMEIEMG T, *RR 10%H)
BT **RINTE 5% E KT ***RIN 1%HIEE /KT, (state =0 AIEE 4, state = 1 NE ).

4.25. PSM BZES B S B U REN TEEFMHT N

% 6 ULACHT S ARSI S5 t RS P EA RS R, AUTEAT 4% 5 Msefrfe. IUE
G, tGitEE PESREEALE, LA SEEHNZERALE, TR 2 5 (%bias) 3 A 1 #/
T 5%, FHIUTHLRR R4

Table 6. Matching variables before and after matching comparison

6. LECRIETEEHHERILE

B N SEBeH P ZE 7% t P{H
Size u 23.275 21.921 106.1 39.33 0
M 23.275 23.269 0.5 0.13 0.894
Leverage U 0.51214 0.4533 29.1 9.71 0
M 0.51214 0.51194 0.1 0.03 0.979
Sale U 0.72262 0.66705 11.7 4.05 0
M 0.72262 0.75436 6.7 -1.6 0.111
Herf3 U 0.21159 0.1704 29.5 11.14 0
M 0.21159 0.21081 0.6 0.13 0.893
Tradable share U 0.17662 0.23967 —23.7 —7.92 0
M 0.17662 0.17022 2.4 0.67 0.502
Largest holder rate U 40.154 36.186 24 8.72 0
M 40.154 39.941 1.3 0.32 0.747

JE B LA ARULAD AR VT S 5 A% VT B Al 50 3 A B R SR S B 2 S 4 A 22 . B 7 1
DAFRAITE S t BHBEATHRKSRER 0 ) Tobin'S Q ~F3%UN 1.444 5355 t WA #EATHE I 211 Tobin’S Q
FIECN 1.323, RN 01211, t1{EN 2.27 KT 1.645 (I FAE, BIRRE t WG 80 L AE 4 9I7F
TE% 1) Tobin's Q, B ANAMEA G, 40 [F 7B th rT 43 507558 ¢ 34 48k 0 Al JLAE M AP 7E 3 s i)
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Table 7. The average treatment effect comparison

7. FILIBYRELI

Panel A: it 4l ULAD

R SeaGAH 4 Z R SEE. T-fi €
Tga 1.444906 1.32371 0.121197 0.053317 2.27
ROA 0.060851 0.05412 0.00673 0.001842 3.65
tqay 1.315429 1.226061 0.089368 0.049777 1.8

ROAy 0.053144 0.04944 0.003704 0.001921 1.93

Panel B: 12 UL

B PR 4l 5 S.E. T-KE
Toa 1.495232 1.355859 0.139373 0.054263 2.57
ROA 0.060817 0.052813 0.008005 0.001756 4.56
toay 1.36573 1.256594 0.109136 0.050106 2.18

ROAy 0.053257 0.047238 0.006019 0.001984 3.03

Panel C: #%ULHZ

B Bl 41 E5 S.E. T-f e
Tqa 1.460281 1.326933 0.133349 0.052515 2.54
ROA 0.060581 0.053393 0.007188 0.0017 4.23
tgay 1.330902 1.227564 0.103338 0.048703 2.12

ROAy 0.05302 0.047643 0.005377 0.001883 2.85

VE: Toa £4E Tobin’s Q *% 7R 10%H T EKF . **FIRIE 5% 5 FEKF. ***FiR 1% EFEKFE. REZERIEEE
FHR %4 500 MAAT K. tga and tgatl /& Tobin's Q 7658 t #1558 t + 1 ], ROA and ROAtL J& 4 % = 4R i 2R /£ 2
tHIEE t+1 W,

7 8 LLH HILE R AR R I HT 50%. 33.3%. 25%5 20%1E AFEA AT M G 183K 5 BoA B ot
TANGRGERAZR . IR 7 KB BB iR s T 50% 1 AEA Sl sk e 415 1 H1 45
BEAT A3 WO A SO A 22 5, PIARANEE t 5 t+1 IR BRI AR DU IS 5 AR UC S R IRAE B i 4 it

Jr i T 50% &, AR SEIRH I Ak SRR 2 K T e st A i v Sk 2R, B hdle
TRy e T 33.3%. 25% 5 20% N FEAS SE L ARSI 2 S HI A5 B EE T 00T, SR t 5t + 1

ARBTG5 2 AR VU AC 5 A VCRCTE 5% 2 2 /KPR ILSE 6 H S ¥ A W3 1 2 57 o Weks LB el
&I S e B HT 50%, 33.3%, 25%-5 20% AAEAHEAT /T A SRR S A RO TS, KILBE
IR E AT EOREA I FRE SRR 3. Dl LR E R, AR T A
WG A 2 PR TS Y.

i
;é
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Table 8. The average treatment effect comparison
52 8. FHIBHRELE

H iR

3 n EAM 50% 33.3% 25% 20%
Panel A: it 4R ULAD
A P T-Ki5E EZ5 T-K 5E E5H T-H 5 5 T-K5E
Tga 0.127*** 2.47 0.083 0.82 0.062 0.54 0.107 0.8
ROA 0.010*** 5.51 0.002 0.7 0.001 0.34 0.001 0.35
tgan 0.094** 1.84 0.120 1.29 0.087 0.8 0.127 1
ROAy 0.008*** 4.16 0.003 1.15 0.002 0.72 0.003 0.78
Panel B: }1ZILHT
ARE P T-Ki5E EZ5 T-K 5E E5H T-H 5 5 T-K5E
Tga 0.148*** 2.82 0.120 1.12 0.089 0.71 0.071 0.49
ROA 0.010*** 5.4 0.004 1.33 0.001 0.17 -0.001 -0.17
tqay 0.129*** 2.49 0.157 1.55 0.136 1.14 0.110 0.79
ROAy 0.009*** 4.1 0.005 1.64 0.001 0.37 0.001 0.15
Panel C: #ZILHC
A P T-Ki5E EZ5 T-K5E E5H T-H e 5 T-K5E
Tga 0.078 1.53 0.072 0.76 0.047 0.42 0.040 0.32
ROA 0.010*** 5.25 0.004* 1.65 0.002 0.75 0.001 0.2
tgan 0.053 1.05 0.081 0.9 0.085 0.8 0.078 0.65
ROA4 0.008*** 3.77 0.004* 1.66 0.004 1.17 0.002 0.45
5. &g
5.1. &g

ARz A o B vk, DABRE BT op BT SUE AR B, B AU R R W] (1) AT NS AR
BIBSUR LMK s RIS AT N RENE AEAL 2 KA AT 2R3 A R I IR IR R, JREEFR B A3k 15
A NI E IS HET REWS 1E A 3R TH A Rl ST S Ui . (2) AMkAE 9 BRI (R t )RS AT Xt T 4lk
FREEFECH t + LM A 5 2 UK OE A IR RN, B st Rt g Ak FRaRAT o B
TERCR o 7B KR AV RIFERAT VR A AR, HAURIRATRIR; (3) BARBEATIRIE XS T2 7Kk
FE IR S, B G ST R AR R I v T AR S o AR S AL A AR KR B N &
AR, (B 5 BRI EAT R AR AT A 2R L I 2B U S 0 E .

5.2. N

AR L L2583 I DU (1) AbolkmT DU HES) S A 28 T H Bt 2 A2 2, SRIRAG Ak A (e 4
(ORI, LA L SR 1 A 3 B RO A 2 A )32 SE R FL R 1Y o AEAEIE R AR AT AT 5 Al
SRATSMR A P 573 77 7R AT DR S ool F) 1= 1 s B e 4 75 il 2 7 AR s (2) A m N AR B <
KL, NEAZET PRSI B BE B0 H B 2 A st 0 H AT TR, 3 P ) R R G 2 PR NG O ] 1) BE
JERANE N NRIR e EMATA 2 BB R . B0 4T HAERC, EAEERREH AR5
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PRSI NP, RSN N A8 BT BB PRI RS T N R A BRI S (3) Ak Z35AT s
i ANV A A 2 TUERAA ROT 30 EARN B L AT E T B Ak AE H W g i i o BZTE
RO S M ERRT, P Ak ikt 2 SR S AL, B TR ORI I Al A B A
—EE, A NZAE EAE AT RE I F SR T A bk RAEL, IR BRIR B S A R A AR IR AL
H.
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