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Abstract

Taking 2051 non-financial private listed companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen A shares from 2010
to 2022 as samples, the Levinsohn-Petrin method (LP) is used to measure total factor productivity.
The internal salary gap of private enterprises is divided into two levels: the pay difference be-
tween senior executives and employees, and the pay difference among senior executives. Com-
bined with wage forms, the relevant wage theories are used to analyze the possible impact of in-
ternal pay gap on total factor productivity, and an empirical test is conducted on this basis. The
empirical results show that: (1) the pay gap between senior executives and employees in private
enterprises has a significant positive impact on total factor productivity; (2) There is an inverted
U-shaped relationship between the pay gap of senior executives and total factor productivity; (3)
Two-stage regression (2SLS) were carried and Olley-Pakes method (OP) were used to measure to-
tal factor productivity for robustness test, the above (1) and (2) findings are still robust.
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1. 5|

4= F 4 P2 % (Total Factor Productivity, TFP)2 H LT & —ANE K. X sl BE5 8. AR+
M A RN R A A7 AR BB bR . 5 B T2 72 S AR % P i e R 1R s G R 2448 R
[1]. ZITFaH, TEARfMAtL £ e drd, SR EHEANE & T R A E LS 45 AR AT 55 42 21 oy 2
B, XAMRAATLS H e m s s Er= 2], FRE QIS T SCHIAR, S5 R B O w8 KB B
R R R R B, I KRR B ER, LA M S e A R 2R, HESIA T R R B
HORRABYE, B, BEeBERATE, 2021 F£2I R B E, AERELEEE, '
E 2 R RION, $&TE AN JTEA, A Ref A R AR5, 95 S R 13 T B4 Al[3]. 2023 4 6 A,
SR IGTER “Ab A IR SLSLTEAE L B L R B M TEAT 3 TEH1L” .

Fok CJERZA” HREFRT FEEHE, WA THCEIT R IR E RE MRS, 245
AT 40 ZAERXY IFE4], B AT S BONR AN 2 55 3h 3 il ik REVF I K HEBhHh ek R i
IR, (E4E/NIUE 2, SEBUILEE AR 7 s AR PR E A Ay . RS RCE ZUT R R R, b
WRFF NS MEEITE, ESEF R RESEE S BPHEEEETT LR & A UL
G RIIBURAE, S SCFr. 5l S EBRESFHE LK. BARBIRE MAME S, B2
M A R R HES RE g R R . A= e M i B B, HAMHME R S B E X RFIR
B AEFRE. A TR AEETEE. HMERRERER . 2 ZH . HuX 2 A F 2R
ZEF R, R, FESEIAE S SO FEE AR E M ER T, ERCE Al 4 05 0 22 5 AR R 2% 2 U0
SEFRAFERGMNLH], TR RE g Jy . (R IR E M B BB R A IS . B Sk
KT HMZRE R N R AL KET R ROA RS R, (ARG F T B R~ R,
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ASCHIHETURE T, BRI AE D TRE ML, KARHFMER > VEE SR T, &8 Z M
AR AT Ak 4 B AR PR R, SEFEATAAAL 1 BT SCRR ORI AR, AR B MW SR IR E T
A SRR 22 56 UE S

2. HRGRIR

KT H I 2 S (0 220% J5 SR SRR 9T, A STk 2 2252 H 4 17 (3.S. Adams, 1965) 4 H ) 37 I 2> - 21
1 (Equity Theory) [6]#1 Lazear. Rosen (1981) [7]1#& i1 “#3bn3E” 2 it (Rank Order Tournaments) i #i # itx
it o A HE(2019) NN B HT I 22 R 0T 2B b G, AR B XU RHE . BHTIE 3h &5 77 TGS B0 A TH )
ZRIR[8]. J&T PN I 2 R R 42 AR P AR s () SHIERE AT, DA SCHERAE R AR 2D

LRI K B (2012) LA 2003 A% 2010 AR [EA LT A FNEEAS, REI8 T I A P4 350 i EH 22 BE PR 2L
N, S R Aol P 0 S I 2 BE RO, Al ) 4 B R A PR BBk [9] . M 1T IS AR A4 T (2018) BA 2008~2015
SERRE AR LA FRFEAS, B AL IR AR Y P ER T 22 BE S Ak TFP 2 2 1IEAH JC[10] - B% BH SR 55(2019) [11]
T 2010~2016 EHE A iR BT A RUDNEA, Sia i sl ER, B S E B ER S AR
PR ZIARR, WA RIS S H I 2 R A A B R AR = R 4T B B ERER s Wi gs
T R B ZE R Al A B A P R L (A IR RS R . AP HE(2019) LA 2007~2016 SRR T A
AN FIVENREAS, BT a2 TA) B T 22 B DA K% e 8 5 O3 T 2 () T 22 B P A K 38 2 Aol 4
R RWRTT.

ZE LRI, B SCEROC T A S B 22 B A b A R AR PR AR SRR AT, 20 RO AT E A Ak
VERFEARBAR AT, 15 2250 R IE AR — B0 N HiH 22 80 n] DU AR 7= e did v . F3 b, — T,
RESAEEENS . @SS B AR FE 4], EA LS EE A Sk 28 kR
HIAEAE B R ZE 5 (A Kk i« BR S0, 2017) [12], 4B BRE Al oA 30 37 T 25 S 0o 4 2 3% AR 7 S 2 i o) T ik
HAg R R BE BRGNS E G BT, SREMAL, EfMLE— RS “RHELS” HdgkE E0Y
SN, P 2 R A2 B Oy s R BRI, A R A b kAT SR AT AT [R] AR R T A AR AR SR T R
(Incidental Truncation)Fl#f Ak % (Sample selection)Zs it 5 /5 FR[13], FEIMZLK K I AT REAEA —Fik .
AIEEPEEAR e I e BT, A ST T BRE ARl A 50 357 T 2 e ot A S B A R AR e AT A

3. BHIEE R, EROMEMRRER
31 REGUSESRT Z EFMEENSERE =R

m e BN A, ST REGE M E, Ak IR E A IRAC B . B2 AU R A
BATrf, M 5 T 5 22 AR R I S L B 2 R BE (U7 FE e, 2012) [14]. ARIEHRIMIZL), Aol B 2R e
e BN B AR, 32 7 I PR e 7R 6 A B A A AL TR RS iz s st ikt fe v, %
R BN Gy AR E PR SR R 2, e H A M R IR RO - e B B BB i
HAR ) B s 51 NBBILE B BB, RE A SR E 1 35 IS 2 v

TE T2 L1 58 T TH, Al m e B AAS T AL ) 6 3k R, 5 08 T [0 (1 3 T 22 R B 2 — o it
TR B =, —J7 M, e EIBAB ) e 38 n A e . Sl B S5 AE X o] 3 I 3R AE S8 %
Mt R ARCER, AT IR DR 56 v B A 5 03 T 22 ) 3 I 22 B PR o, AT 2 o 7 T 52 240 0 Sl AR
S A RCR A A E R . 507, kS, MR BREAER RIS, AR, &
B T TR L 22 8 5 A (135 4 /1 (Devi R, 2008) [15]. £k (1) AT #7482 & i (Fernando, 2019) [16]
ETTTHAFAESRIEAI DGR R, P B 22 BE 19 KA R T Al pdk

AR = FIAS B, SRS m M R AR, LR AR B R (R T
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WY, 2011) [17]. BEAE A HUAEY K, AMEBEZEANIE S, FAREEZ 0. PREN T RN R
VO B 2 A SN B SR 22 ANV, 3 UACHE SEUE IR A L, 5 i e M ) R 3 3o T 4 TN A5 . oK T+
— BN S T I — RO BRI B R G ek, Nt PR B A A L, M RE
A A 7 A, R 5 T A SRR, O B T BE R B TR, Lk B T Al
RIRLLH .

Dy AR, AR B 157 3 A A SRR A AN R, AN FAT R T 57 3 70 B A R A5 A AR
[l 5 EEE THHER RN DO KR, WU L Tz RO 85 2% AN B S T LARRIR M, R EE T 45
SRR, 53 T SIS S TS RPN 85703845 Ht, ASCHHV BB HL.

HL: RE M mE 5 5 T Z I8 B3 2= B m] DA i 4 A 7 3R

32. RERISEZENFMERNEERE RN

bt BB MBI K, B FE A SN AN B, R O W O T I R . AR AR
A PR T M N A B G R 1) B R AE RN W e, AT DA B BN . PR BN LR
HEEEANR .. K hmBEEEA R, @ aREEFESRARIE. BAZE, DLRIHAm
L[ 2 5 B SR I E B, R SRS D SRR T, Y Al R R E R R A A AR . B
K. HEEHEAR. hEEHAR. REEBAL. RT” ESENELANREXR, 82
(1) 357 T 22 S (109 B AR AS O B Al R4 “AnAE” N VERD, TR RE AL R AL A R AR R R
ke,

B, WHETURE, ST e IR ST S TAERE, EH T840 TH “4@it
TR CZBILHE T S NE A OANE TR BN, B AN B RS 51 BUABA
CRAG T 2 AR RSN AR . HIR, ANEEE RS EDE S B, %R 2 B e
M LURSHEMT B A A T HeE BMERA = 5K, 188 &M 5 DU 52 4 76— i P it
4rF (Balanced Score Card), [ 45 4EfEmT AEAL 2 4b, HAh = ANk B AR X CAAER ) e . AT AL
B, NITAE H TGV B B B BB G5 % TR, DAGRR0T ik o B il i) 1) 43 25 o Rl EE
CAR 3R OB Y, ST o] R A8 0 N RO B EURA R T A A, 38 T ARBE AR s Rk, 0
EEETHER] “Ui A3 (Peter highland) 2 J5, FHRSSRE 77153845 10 5 B T BE AN FEULEC, 0 1A
WS N RBU B REATAE WIS, 45 9875 B i — 7 B n 7 350 = BR 45 re 0 5 H SR GO A
VLHC AT R .

TR N B P e A o 3 T 1 e R B S BE D [RINE, B AN T A R B A . AT,
R R RET I ZE B — D K, ATRE R AR NN AR, S D AN RS R 1 A
BRI, “ RS A RBA CHMIFAE” S T REE AT MIRLE R AT AR KR,
B AR B LA S AL L B R, A mE R AR CATE” , AR “Bk
7 B A — A, B FERANE A TENER. gL, S BB A5 Z Y, 1R ] G4 ]
BASMRII R NFAR N, FIR B R % dth, ARG HRR H2.

H2: [RE M 2 AR HE S SR EF R 2 A2 E “U” BRR.

4, fFigit

RELR AR AR SO R R A T H AT SR SO A b 4 B R AR A AR AE P S
%, Bl Levinsohn #1 Petrin (2003)iz [ (1) LP 7%:[18]A11 Olley 1 Pakes (1996)#2 it OP ¥:[19]. % TFEALL
$ 0w 72 AR 1 e B W 72, OP VA (1 ig FH LR A SR B W AUK T%, A 5 HIFEABU R 15 B 1
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LP VE7E OP yEMIELAS b, A A I NAE N R A = R B &, — e LRkt T OP A 5
H I 2 BEAR T R AR R, BB A X A BB A PR AT A T

A SZAE R 7R ) B 2, 38 H] Levinsohn 1 Petrin (2003). 5% 45 Alli% £ 7 (2012) [20] LP ES30%:
TESTI BRI R AL 4 B A P R (TFP) . 7RG FER b 2257 [ A B R (R B0 R ), A B0 BT 9
Yo RIS OP S M0k I A B A 77 5 (TFP_OP) E N A P A% B AT U M UK . 7
Rt PR 363870 R OP VR e B K A7 o,

4.1, MIEBRBGE
MRHE LP v, AR AT A-1E 4% hv 742 7~ 2k 4 (Cobb—Douglas Production Function) A :

InY, =a,+oInK, +a, InL, + o, INM,, + 7, + &,

Forpr, Y ARG T AES R TN, PAAM EEN ST IR K5 L ARERBRAN ST F)
TN I3 DA AR R [ 5 587 S 0 T it s MOARER R BN, DAIBSER fh s $532 55 55 AT Y
et & ARNLTIIL  m BSR4 2R 4277 R (TFP)..

4.2. WEREGE
RS PR HL R H2, #ES200 R PSR S A A .

TFP, = B, + f,MEPay, + ,Size + f,Roa, + S,Lev, + S Mahare, + S,Age

1
+ p,Board, + S, TobinQ,, + S,ROP, + Ind + Year +¢, )

Tfp, = a, + o;MMPay,, + ,MMPaySQ,, + o,Size + a,Roa;, + a;Lev, + a;Mshare,
+a,Age + axBoard, + o, TobinQ, + ¢, ROP, + Ind + Year + ¢,

()

PRI (L) FH DARGLIG: 1 8 5 07 T 2 ) 00 3 T 2 Bt il 4 B2 3R A P SR B o 7R (2) P DAL 36 v 5 2 )
T 22 P R A b 4 T 2 A 7 3 RO PR 5 M) 3 T FH R 1 52

Horp TRP b A BE 5 AR P2 2R, SRyl B A R A 55 25 S s MEPay v i1 (Management) 5 51 T.(Employee)
Z IR 2 EE, S5 XA E(2010) [21]. A E5R A T 40(2014) [22)% SCikfik, KA & 51 7
TP 2T S T 22 PR SR ROk A i, 08 R T e L BT B T AO BR s R S, R D
AFEER TABEE); MMPay NS 2 mFMZE, RAZOEEGRENUEFS, EEa5nm
EHTN AT = 4) 5 A% O 1o 851 350557 T 1700 248 08 357 T 22 P 1) R 0 0y 22

i SRR (2017) [23)55 SCik i, REAY(2) 4373 MMPay 51\ 2w 0K 5 S 7 51 MMPaySQ,  H
DART B0 v 6 2 (B 22 8 5 Al A B R AR P e 2 R AP TE MR U LR R

E SRR G SCHR, B HR (1) (2) il AR B AL 1 A b AR (Size) s b T i 7] (Age) 48 Mk 47 (Roa)
e g5 (Lev) s B B2 FE B (Mshare) . 25 F2 HUi (Board) « 2 & i P (TobinQ)« A 71#EN B3 % (ROP);
Bbah, BRI HE0r (Year) . 47k (Ind);s ABEHL TR

DA AR B R RE a2 1 TR
4.3. BHEKiIRER

ASCERUR E 2010~2022 4 A RECE BT AFCAREA, S HARIR OV R Y AT A (1) R4
FKIE ETAHE: (2) HIBk ST 25, *ST. PT JERIER /> Hdl Rk oy F TSR IFE A (3) Al#EF K
MEHPIREG — FEAR (4) XPBA R AR B AT BT 1% 48 2 (winsorize) /b B . fx 4 FE AL 75 2051
F A RREIESRIE Ehi AR, 3L 8365 MELLUMIE . FEAEEE KIE T Wind FI CSMAR P34 1%
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Table 1. Variable declaration table

=1 TEHAR

ZREMR REAK R EARY ZEEX
W e & EFEREFER TFP Levinsohn Al Petrin (2003). & WeZAR A% K # (2012) LP 2
TFP_OP Olley £ Pakes (1996) OP i
R R R L AT R MEPay ren 5 DA T R I ) 22 U SR
T AN 2 MMPay o B 2 RS T ) 2 2 19 SR 6 5
i A Ak RS Size SRR E AR R
e St Roa R SRR Rl
B RR Lev MR B
R Mshare R LA
b K Age AR i e I T i
HE Board EFESR L A N (2 B
A KA TobinQ AR AL 577 1 o
VNS INEE &S ROP T8 5 3 T S AT G AR
R4 Ind Ik AR B
Fh Year Eh A

5. SLiF4R
5.1. RS

2N FFEARRE G R . AR 2 WA, RIE RA B A AR A TRP MR/ ME N
9.284, fix XA 20.638, hrifE 204 0.96, F B TFP £ RE T A | 22 F K A7 %5(16.158) 7 14 {1(16.189)
FEM, BURZHFEA TRP AR TP, R\RERE LA SEREFRAKEAR, 2 AETA,
FEN VR BRI, BRI BN NmE S R T2 M #H M ZE MEPay K&, f/MEN
9.555, % KAt N 16.574, ¥IME N 13.15, FpdEZEk 0.717, BIASE R BT 2 & 10w B A 5 T2 8] 3
ZEIRZERIEOR . M8 Z B Hi 72 = MMPay K5, f/MEY 11.584, i K{E N 16.295, ¥J{H A 11.537,
PRiEZE R 1,164, LB R RS LT 2 =) e i I 22 0 22 K

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of variables
2. TEHMARMST

ZE ERE e i B/ME GLVA:¢ BRAE
TFP 8365 16.189 0.96 9.284 16.158 20.638
TFP_OP 8365 11.935 0.793 6.895 11.848 16.993
MEPay 8365 13.15 0.717 9.555 13.167 16.574
MMPay 8365 11.537 1.164 3.912 11.584 16.295
Size 8365 22.014 1.073 18.187 21.940 26.915
Roa 8365 0.037 0.097 —2.871 0.041 0.786
Lev 8365 0.362 0.196 0.231 0.346 2.293
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Continued
Mshare 8365 15.887 18.292 0 8.325 132.78
Age 8365 8.317 6.547 1 6 30
Board 8365 8.315 1.466 4 9 17
TobinQ 8365 2.168 1.695 0.684 1.691 56.813
ROP 8365 8.734 14.258 -30.504 4.542 72.692
5.2. HXMESH

3¢ 3 BRI AR & (1) 7 IR b (Pearson) #H ¢ R4 . MHRRIIL, R4 R (TFP)EEE S5 R T2 (7]
I 2= 5 (MEPay) 12 8 22 8] 57 I 22 5% (MMPay) 34 2 35 TEAH G o #5570 rp L A M R 70 M X R BN T
—0.5~0.5 2 [i], FHAAR &) 2 B L2 M i) B 55

Table 3. Relation table
< 3. HXRH#E

A TFP MEPay MMPay Size Roa Lev Mshare Age Board TobinQ ROP
TFP 1

MEPay 0.450"" 1

MMPay 0.371"" 0.702"" 1

Size 0.782™" 0485 0.416™ 1

Roa  0.099™ 0.112™ 0.073"" 0.051"" 1

Lev  0.348™ 0.085"" 0.087"" 0.350™" -0.301"" 1

Mshare —0.163"" —-0.060™" —0.075"" —0.239™" 0.089™" -0.151"" 1

Age 0.2667 0.159™" 0.1477" 0.382"" -0.108"" 0.2057" -0.454"" 1

Board 0.1217" 0.039™ 0.086™" 0.184™" 0.011 0.096"" -0.193"" 0.101"" 1
TobinQ —0.240"" -0.052"" -0.032"" —0.286™" 0.072"" -0.094"" -0.054™" 0.016 -0.046"" 1

ROP  0.023™ 0.014 0.023" 0.026™ 0.0477" -0.040"" -0.024" 0.023" 0.012 0.079™ 1

* Kk

e LT T RIEROR 10%. 5% 1% S E MK, TE.

5.3. BIFERDHT

AR SCATEFH BB £ D THT AR AR A (Panel data), 17 TR AR S8 14 el VAR 2 36 A BB ATL KRR 2 L [ E K
RS ANR G BABEA, 2. L A URFIEFIRE AR, A1) )MIRA RE 45 Rk
4 FF7N o

FERY (1) [ 45 R £ 0], MEPay ()B4 2 B0N 0.128, 1F 1%/K°F 3, RUEE S 0T 2 a5 2=

REBS (Rt B R A P2 R 32 TF. MEPaySQ (MEPay [f°F 75 i) J+ A 23, R 5 0 T2 8] 1 3 22 iE
ﬁ*i?ﬁk’ﬁb Pl TR A PR R, (A g FIHAEIERE A U B R ., BA(2) M4
KK, MMPay [ [EIH R E0CH 0.635, 1E 5%/KF IR, R EE 2 05 W% I R pe e (e ik & E R AR
PR . MMPaySQ (MMPay 77 1) ) [51 J4 R2 #00h—-0.046,  HAE 10%/K-1- F 2, R mEE A
HEMZERRE— P IR T AR AR, “HMAERENG U BXR. ik, B/ 1 AR 2 3
BRI GG UFHE S
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Table 4. Regression result
4. ZEVILER

BEEI(L) BAL(2)
TFP TEP
MEPay 0.128™
(12.44)
MMPay 0.653™
(3.83)
MMPaySQ -0.046"
(-5.217)
Size 0.615™" 0.635™"
(79.18) (83.10)
Roa 0.928™ 0.980™"
(14.30) (15.09)
Lev 0.507™" 0.497™
(14.47) (14.14)
Mshare 0.000 0.000
(0.43) (0.55)
Age -0.005"" -0.006™"
(~4.65) (-5.15)
Board 0.001 0.000
(0.29) (0.08)
TobinQ -0.008" -0.005
(-1.95) (-1.34)
ROP 0.000™ 0.000™
(2.08) (1.97)
Year ] bl
Ind Eeeil il
IR 0.128™ 0.721"
(12.44) (1.84)
N 8365 8365
R? 0.709 0.706

5.4. REMKEE

5.4.1. FMrEEEY3

Y TR v T B DR E e E A I S N AR I G R R R) , 2B A3 D i S DR T )R
ZERE IS I — ] MEPay_Lag. & 2 (81357 I 22 BE (03 5 — 11 MMPay_Lag 7 AR T AR, R
FAPEFT B 01U (2SLS)2: % A 2 (1) AR L (2)3E AT 171, Rl Z5 R a0k 5 Brs.

|
>

3
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Table 5. 2SLS Regression result

5 5.2SLS E)A%R

BR(2)
FHrE BB EHrE BB
MEPay TFP MMPay TFP
MEPay 0.059™"
(5.54)
MEPay_Lag 0.799™
(123.08)
MMPay 0.028™
(2.152)
MMPay _lag 0.803™"
(108.17)
MMPaySQ -0.0435"
(—4.6)
Size 0.065™" 0.110™ 0.074™ 0.116™
(12.17) (13.571) (14.49) (13.445)
Roa 0.962"" 0.346™ 1.126™ 0.394™"
(10.48) (2.701) (14.593) (3.379)
Lev 0.014 0.590"™" 0.016 0.585™"
(0.574) (15.273) (0.420) (15.077)
Mshare -0.004" 0.001™ 0.002 0.001™
(-1.79) (2.286) (1.495) (2.007)
Age 0.002"" -0.000 -0.0014™" 0.001
(3.16) (-0.112) (-2.643) (0.655)
Board -0.012"™" 0.002 -0.0033" -0.001
(-5.108) (0.501) (-1.69) (-0.202)
TobinQ 0.012™ -0.015™" 0.0027 -0.01™"
(3.82) (—3.248) (0.981) (-2.726)
ROP -0.003™" 0.006™" -0.0037"" 0.006™"
(-9.16) (10.897) (-10.701) (9.953)
Year sl sl et sl
Ind sl sl et sl
A 1.098™ -3.498"™" 0.867"" -3.2677"
(9.57) (—19.760) (9.24) (—18.461)
N 7629 7629 7629 7629
adj. R? 0.709 0.183 0.753 0.157
E: 5T TR 10%. 5%, 1% BB EAKE, RS AN tE.
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%5 AR T A A & MEPay_Lag Ja AT IIEE — M BLRIE, 25 80 K 5 — M B A T
NS W BOEEAT DA 5 . AR A (L) 58 Y Bl A S R T DUE Y, s S A T2 R 2 B
(MEPay) 5 4= EE 2 AE P2 (TFP) B[R A R EUTE 1%7K 7 38 IEAH 9%

5 AR EE T HA R MMPay_Lag J5 HEAT 8958 — W B[l VA (e A 2 ) 4357 T 22 P 7
MMPaySQ it NEEAY), 55 DUF AH 55— B A (B N B8 B BOEAT IR 45 0 . RREE AL (2) 58 —Fh
Bl 45 ST DL H, 8 2 () 1 3 I 22 BE (MM Pay) & 7 7 T (MMPaySQ) 5 4x 2 24 4= 77 2 (TFP) ) [|] 1

R REM R
54.2. KA OP ZNME LERE 7%

A% Olley F1 Pakes (1996). 2% 5% %5(2018), FIH OP KSHukH (14 E R4 =% TFP_OP

VERRREAL R, IR S5 R AR 6 P

Table 6. Regression results with TFP_OP as the explained variable
6. L TFP_OP A MHRTEMEIILER

BRI (1) BH(2)
TFP_OP TFP_OP
MEPay 0.081""
(6.88)
MMPay 0.029™
(2.701)
MMPaySQ -0.034™
(-1.39)
Size 0.285™" 03017
(31.85) (34.27)
Roa 0.881™" 0.919™
(11.57) (12.08)
Lev 0.405™" 0.399™"
(9.93) (9.76)
Mshare 0.000 0.000
(0.95) (0.98)
Age -0.001 —0.002
(-1.04) (-1.38)
Board -0.014™" -0.014™"
(-2.99) (-3.00)
TobinQ -0.007 —0.005
(-1.48) (-1.02)
ROP 0.000 0.000
(1.25) (1.19)
Year il il
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Continued
Ind sl sl
BRI 4.233™ 4101
(19.96) (9.07)
N 7780 7780
adj. R? 0.4794 0.4772

BEAh, ARSI S 5 1AL T 22 BN Al 4 SR AR P AR R e RARAE R U BUAFIE, B AR
HQ)IMA MEPay 20 AR5 P J5 T MEPaySQ AT Bl i 4, MEPaySQ [RIH R EA AR, HARY,
FE o

6. iRt

AL 2010~2022 £EIR A i 2051 K RCE AR LT A FOSFEA, @R . HIBAELE
WA SRR, ATHRSEHRTA, NeEZRHMER. &S & T2 HMZE 7 WA 2o ]E
Al A B B I 2 BN 4 BER A AR . SHESGURR Y, BRIE B Al i 5 0 T A B I 22 e 5 4
R R ZIAAAEE B EAROR R, R Z A A # N 2 e 5 B R (AR 8] U UG R
DRI 5 0% T 2 18] ) B M 22 St ) RO BB il i PR R R B 0 U, i v e 2 D v P e T 22
F AT BE R RCE Ak R AR R 305 B i

Ak, RE AT DL A A BAT I T HKF, HE S B A TS I REI L, R IR
R E I RN, 3P e A i SO AL, 051 AR R 2 R SN ZE AR
BEVEHEZ N M TEET S, RORACHNLRFFSIELES, Syl st A S EEH L. R #RIH
BAE G TBORDORLA; T EIE R TS, EAHEGRFNZER, RIHSTEE 7, IREUE A
R B4R AN T R .

AT RIR EZAE T, ETISRRE MBI, AOEEHMERN SR TR, &
SRR M, BUSE B RE A H AL L AR IR PR CE . BRI L, R AR
S “0 07 AEH. “Lo0” EFIISR, XEEHLRAMERATEIOAE I, (HIE S R HE LR S
MRS R, JeResgn 7 ERATGR L Zm RE Al N A 2 B AR, S BB T AT DL SR BN )
LA 2 S N 4 T A 4518

E&WE

2019 VL5 I AL SRR FE I H (W H 95 - 2019SIA0164) F H{1H 8 L RER 7 v [F il il
JEBEFLBE 2018 IO (T H i 5 . SK20180090-19) Fi 5 {5 B AR KA IRFE M BUZ B H . 2022 1T,
FAE MR LRI - 2022 SEVLH A At 2 BHAPE U ERTUH (W H 4% 52 20225ID007).
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