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Abstract

The P/E ratio is an important financial index that investors must first consider when choosing a
listed insurance company for investment. However, quantitative research on the factors affecting
the P/E ratio of listed insurance companies is rare. Based on the panel data of China’s listed in-
surance companies from 2011 to 2019, this article analyzes the microcosmic affection factors of
the P/E ratio of Chinese listed insurance companies using the methods of Lasso+ quantile regres-
sion. The results show that: 7 financial indicators, such as net assets per share and net asset inter-
est rate, have a significant positive impact on the P/E ratio; while the operating income growth
rate and equity multiplier have a significant negative impact on the P/E ratio; the effect of each in-
fluencing factor on the P/E ratio varies due to different quantile levels.
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1. 51§

TRED AR E R RGN = KAz —, HRERERHEERE KRN EEGir. bEEE
RN S R, BN R R SRORIRIG I EERBURMSCRE S BT, RE LR, HA
TSR AE ORISR A ORISR BE DT T, (AR 5 ik [ SRR LU AT A T BRI R Ko R T — D HEBD ARG
TR, 2014 455, 1855 B 6 T ORI IR 45 b AH 5% P 5 TOUES SR E AN Wb R A At (A5 ORIV gE N T
—ANEHTR BB BL. 2012 4FEE 2019 4F, RECLBONER B KK E, EHEFIE KA
18.67%. ARIEHUFIE LGS HlH e Bor, 2019 4F 1~10 H, 4 FE R RN 2it 37,058 12, b E4E
FIHIEK T 12%. FiREdRRM, HuihERR TR RIRE, ARITSE IR, REAT R —A
(ELAF RN T 04T b o i 1T SHE PRS2 ATLA) ) ) 5 4 S8 R 20 (O P 1) 0 5 e X (R0 %5 P AR I R A
IRKERNZE 1)o MMNEARTTIHKE, FRERBAT IR R KSE BT LA E 1 17 GRS A =]k
I, 0 RGBT A AN EEN T, BRERS IR — N R, XA R T IR AT IR AR
IR I JRAG I, HER T ARARIS 2 A B SEANE, RIS T4 Bt RO BN R, T DU SE
BRI S B2 B e SR AR

T, A2 B B I A3 T TR R SR 45 T R R BN, DU T S AT b A0S 4R T SR
7 o BERC Y 4 R A 650 1) TR0 T 28 B D B B 52 VOB R I S BB, 5l SR AT @RS K. T
B 2 I ZEAN % Ll b4 FE AU 35 75 e ) (Benjamin Graham, 1934) [1], 75 TN A% 22 K 5K () 3k 25 g
R A — 2 AR F (Fairfield, 1994) [2]. [l 4h3 3 e ot ki [ R Je o 5] 5 1 252 1) T 2 2R 5 i [R) 26k
1700 HT, RIIH &R SEBRE SR MR 2 GDP #K 3R | A /) it F 5 7748 5 25 (R AH 55 56 2 (White,
2000; Ramcharran H, 2002; Azam, 2010; Huang %%, 2012) [3] [4] [5] [6], [RIEF MRS AKF L A
A AT R ZE IR T 37 I R 8 R 43 W5 3 15 A 25 0 0 2 B2 ) T 468 %6 1) 2 [K) % (Shamsuddiin %5, 2004;
Zorn %%, 2009; Jitmaneeroj, 2017) [7] [8] [9]. Py %% LAFRIE A BT AR R, 2 M,
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RIVMB L 0 =Y i 26 | JLIE i b 26 SR 35 47 A8 18 35 AR OG0 R (U —5%, 2002; 1R KRS, 2005) [10]
[11], 534k, REREEEMxs B AR B R W ARE — s, BRI AT LR AR REIE LG . S et
R AR, 1AL T 2 SRR (R Vs, 2013) [12]. [EIRHRYE EHi AR AR MR R, @ik
Z TR AR T DRI, AN [ BR300 T 2 28 AR sg e DR /NS [R], - L Hp i 5 7 W s 20 A T 2 0 T T A 2R 1)
T, 2017; #HZESE, 2017; MREgEL4E, 2018: WEEL, 2019) [13] [14]

MR i K (RIS, 2016;

[15] [16] [17]-
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Figure 1. Trends in the number of insurance companies and the number of insurance employees in China
1. REREARNAE R REIR T AT EE

Table 1. Insurance business situation of all over the country in 2019

= 1. 2019 FFRE & MR S 1ER .

Ho[X PREGZECTN)  PREIREE (%) X PRI (TSI N) TRIR E (%)
Jea 7472.24 459 I"RAE 2935.80 3.05
REETT 3160.19 3.49 JTPRH R E R X 1093.14 2.51
() 2157.06 4.62 HFE T 1760.72 3.07
IS 1985.23 4.32 ;i 2434.04 3.14

NEHEIRKX 2345.17 3.45 pIES 2109.13 3.76
s 1612.45 3.00 TME 1108.94 2.37
SR%) 2082.85 4.83 Py 1235.29 2.55

Bopirs 2098.35 5.84 [iip= 4= Fi=ir 830.49 1.65
FigT 5615.45 3.56 [SIE 2200.53 3.27
LA 3844.67 3.10 ik 1401.53 4.22
WL 3176.60 2.88 HiGE 1336.94 2.70
g€ 1785.83 3.01 THHEEARX 2346.76 4.27
TR 1950.91 1.80 BT Rk H R X 2188.43 3.93
MNES 1466.87 2.74 K& 4126.45 4.21
ZRA 2258.68 3.18 T 2882.46 2.47
MEREEES) 2103.75 3.71 JZ1 7 4003.98 3.02
biik sy 2390.72 3.08 HiGm 5126.42 4.15
A 1648.64 2.85 YT 8484.79 3.95
BERLRIE: EXSITREM.
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S H AT E A AN SRR LU L, SR TR E B A R T A AR AR T, AE AR
B R AE SR T 77 AR AR D o FEBTET5 L, A E AT i A=) D5 3 i (B A8 0 0 M s i 4
R E, K7 LRI I 55 AR ROV LA, e3> BRGHRFR3EAT i/ 3R [ml )R sl e Bk i
BRI AT, RAIBIXLEFARN T R R A BE LW T AR WEEARAME, BrlE & 1
PRy A EOBRARIR A —FE,  H ARSI — B Ese, 1 HIZEH R R 58 7'M S5 eis, W
RE o IS T 8 3 AL B I R B [N, BATABLRAT I Fe R AT Mk b vl 23 =) T 4 SR B2 A 22 1)
SR FE A BRI AR HEREE, WMol ORI IR, AR R BT SR, H e
JEHI— MR R T &R, KU 7T B IR 2 7] W R AR A R R SR e DI E

AT R Lasso+ 73y K[l AR 7 A i _E T RIS 2 W) T B R B OO RE i TR 3R, IR R i s 0 25
&R EL TR bR, B R IX S fa bRt B S D 2K, SCREFE B HAN 125 281 2 A< s il R 3R Ak T AN TR 23
FEHCR RN ARG DL o

2. IRpIEEY
2.1. EREGEEM Lasso TEIERF

Lasso & Tibshirani 7£ 1996 £F$¢ H 1) — i 1 F T ASE R FEHITTE, €2 DAL A8 R By R Rl EAT AR
EIEPRI[18] 0 MEITVELE ML B/ IRk (IRt LN T BRI 2% A 1K PR A8 R R B A
RAZJG/NT—AVEE, B XA — ARG 2 R4, BAG T rp— 2[5 R EUE L N E, X7
A5 FRATT3EAT A5 B 1) e 450 DA T X6 A 7R 5047 BB S T PO A » Lasso AN LA fiedd TS e 5 2 1 18 10 3R 156 W 1)
P, i HEA AT UE B R E R

Lasso Z54r (1) B2 434 40 K (Robert Tibshirani, 1996):

2
argmin{Z(yi—a—Zp:ﬂjxijj +ﬂzp:|ﬁj|} (1)
= =L =L
Horbe n REARR, p NERRREG xR | DFERNNES | NERRRIE,  y NS | FER IR AR R
a,fy By AEHESHG A ?:1|ﬂ,-|7§i£‘i-?ﬁ1ﬁ, ANARETI SR, oK, BRI RS, S
FR AR R A .

iR, A E RN Lasso S5 i E A4k (2 1o, 2014) [19]

arg min{
i=1

Horpre NOWAMARL T RS X o8 IS | AL | AMERRE,  y, o8 U | AR AR
18,

TR BRI 4 Lasso & Hr .
2.2. EREHER B ET

EEXRREAC R, A A ml A AT A BIR B S 80K R i 2B i, Bon it H AR A ek
HPmFREE A L, ZEEEENEL, o0rss BB EnESmEN.

R BBEHLAE R Y (5 RS F (y) = prob(Y <) . Y [ ¢ SAECARE F (y) =7 BIE/NE y {1, 5D

Q(z)=inf{y:F(y)zz}, O<z<1 3)

M=
M—«

[yn_ai_zzﬂjxijtj +li_l|ﬂj|} @)

,_,
[iN
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f5E EA T RN
Yi=p%+&+a, i=12,--,n 4
Jot g BB X = (X X0 X, ) IR R ﬁ—MJ%~ﬁ)ﬁ%%%§%%@E%ﬁ
e NBENUIREN T o NHSEDT. SR - Tm&ﬁmﬂ@ﬂgﬁﬂﬁaﬂﬂ B M T R
i (Koenker R, 1978) [20]:
} )

} (6)

> (Q-o)ly-Bx-a

Yi<BrXi+a,

argming > zly, - B.x —a,|+
ar.pr Vi2fxi+a

Sy BN, [ E RO S A R A Al T (B 4
arg min{ >

iz, Yit2 B Xit +air

, 2010) [21]

Z (1_T)|Yn =B X — 4,

Yit<BrXit+ir

z-|yi1 _ﬂrxit _air +

y\:qj’ Xit:(xilt’XiZI : |pt)
3. HiE. ZBR5HW
3.1. #IBREIR

BUEF] 2020 4F 1 7, RELREATW EHARSCE R EANFE . PERL iRk, EAR. TE
Pz, PR RORERFIFERTL 8 K EHAF . ARBREZHIMNEAR, [FI %R EdE 1) e 5k
FNESEE, AR 2011~2019 AEFRE LRES M 7 28 =] AR 18] 3 51R1 48 i P AN 4R B 2R A IO K
PR, G T T Z 2 R, AR T AR E X, AR T A R O DL R e sk
PIREAS . A SCHTAE I I EE >k B T B0 e DL R % A B9 i 1 253k
3.2. $BFFIEEL

LT, R E B R AR W ERORRE L, AEMRGHET
BURIRE 2k s gt Bl SRR SR NIELE L T 30 M S5 HE AR, TR 1AM RE
JEBETIRVE IZ RE SN TT T AR STILE IR AR AR S S L& 2)

A AR RO R A TR, W, =a,

o, ASCIRAE T AR ik
- BERTRES . KK

Table 2. Influencing factors index of the P/E ratio of listed insurance companies and the descriptive statistics analysis of the
index

2. EHRE AR BRI E RIER R EER ST o
e it 5 EiEpAE i MIE  BE blEE RME RKE
PE 11 7 2 (%) 128 2159 1052  9.865  70.24
AvgROE 55U 3R % (P 3Y) (%) 128 8973 4821  0.828 2164
ROA PP 1R 26 (%) 128 0876  0.447 0110  2.063
Netprfrt BRI (%) 128 6532 3330 1.321  16.54
HAEE S Opeprfrt BV (%) 128 8283 4294 1802  19.07
NAPS B 4 B 7= (/) 128 9566 1362 -8470 1115
EPS TR (TTR) 128 1532 1301  0.080  7.290
OpeCPSgrrt  FHRZAENGE MR EM KL (%) 128 3740 3316 —201.3 37400
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Continued
Dbequrt AL 2 (%) 128 9946  319.7  591.1 1761
Dbtanequrt I 5 1 5% 2% (%) 128 1134 5222  600.8 2628
Casrtsale LS 2R (%) 128 2722 2294 -1569 1282
EEfiifRe /1 Equmul LAk e 4 (%) 128 10.14 2299  6.809  14.59
Dbastrt PR (%) 128 89.63 2297 8531  93.15
OpeCFPS Gk G E SN ERECUK) 128 6.372 6505 —2.340 35.48
CFPSgrrt I A & (/) 128 0.907 4019 -7.915 23.86
EPSgrrt FE IR 35 10K 2R (%) 128 2693  56.26 -80 2231
Opeincmgrrt BNV K (%) 128 12.67 11.65 —19.31  48.25
Totprfgrrt FIJ 3 S AR K 2 (%) 128 30.89 61.23 -79.18 296.3
Netprfgrrt VEFRE K 2 (%) 128 2957 5533 —81.30 2453
Netassgrrt R P K R (%) 126 16.58 3482 8232 376.7
MK KBRS Totassgrrt SRR 2R (%) 128 0.148  0.069  0.035  0.316
NAPSgrrt 5 44 0 P AR AT HE K 3R (%) 128 16.18 6526  6.780  35.08
EquYTDgrrt JBE AR A i A O AR SE K5 (%) 128 1151 3358 8232 3767
TotastYTDgrrt %= S AN SEHTHE K 2R (%) 128 9.851 9537 1989 95.06
Susgrrt A RS K 2R (%) 128 9.145 5842 0.852 3836
PB T 4 25 (%) 128 2132 0441  1.387  3.467
Equrat I 2R A 3 2 2 (UK) 128 1541 0736 0543  5.767
Totassrat BB R R) 126 1495 1436 1587  101.9
HIZhe/]  ToloperevPS BBENL BN (T 128 2339 1236  4.668 53.44
OpeprfPS B ENERIE (Tl R) 128 2107 1876 0104  8.935
Fixassrt If] & 727 L (%) 128 0.802 0190 0443 1285

H 7 2 ATLAB . 2011~2019 4E, Dbtanequrt (5N ELET K, BRI VAT T4 6l (AL B8 1 2E AN [H]
R FIAIE G 2 A AEE ] 5. 22 5. ROA. Totassgrrt. PB. Equrat. Fixassrt [RIBENR/N, I T RKE
W AR MR EMME R, Rel H i 2 R s AT IR .
33. ETRAMITHERN S

FRATEL 30 AN K AR bR oA RS &, BT IREE A A T & SR &, 7R &0 btk A Ak 3
J& . ERSLIAREE KR A T A A

PE, = a + B,AVgROE; + B,ROA, +---+ S Fixassrt, + s, (i=12,---8;t=12,---19)

Horbre 1V RORAME, RORIE]; g RORBENLIEEN I

U]

H Stata 15 BfF AT S8, SR OLE 3).
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Table 3. Results of mixed model estimates for the analysis of factors affecting the P/E ratio of listed insurance companies
3. LR AR T ERZIMER SR SREG TSR

Ei=tan ik 25 fabr flivh 25
AVgROE —2.709 (~1.26) Opeincmgrrt -0.158™ (-2.52)
ROA 15.19 (1.30) Totprfgrrt 0.0646" (1.87)
Netprfrt 1.084 (0.82) Netprfgrrt —0.0240 (-0.15)
Opeprfrt —0.689 (—0.49) Netassgrrt —0.0983 (—0.89)
NAPS 1.162™" (2.68) Totassgrrt 0.0717 (1.02)
EPS 3.526 (0.86) NAPSgrrt 0.197" (3.29)
OpeCPSgrrt 0.000256™" (3.17) EquYTDgrrt 0.0389 (0.27)
Dbequrt 0.00390 (0.13) TotastYTDgrrt —0.0360 (-0.48)
Dbtanequrt 0.00450 (0.48) Susgrrt 0.842" (2.18)
Casrtsale —0.155"" (—2.24) PB 7.703" (4.95)
Equmul —1.642 (—0.58) Equrat —3.492 (—0.26)
Dbastrt 1.947 (0.92) Totassrat 179.57 (2.57)
OpeCFPS 0.0434 (0.17) ToloperevPS —0.347 (-0.84)
CFPSgrrt 0.264 (1.05) OpeprfPS 5.302" (1.75)
EPSgrrt 0.0852 (0.49) Fixassrt —1.540 (-0.19)
_cons —138.2 (-0.81)
N 126
r? 0.719
F 91.14

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

% 3 LLEH, r’ v 0.719 BiF, WA RCRMNTEL . WA THEA I 9 MmN R iR A
/DAE 10% KT EE 3. Hidt NAPS (&% 1.162, HAE 1% /K F FR&EENIER, Uia %~
X T AR A E R ), RIS O =y, B R, ARSI Sk s, A B S
A T ReR B, MmHES AT, 45 T & 2 oA R H s [, OpeCPSgrrt. Totprfgrrt. NAPSgrrt.
Susgrrt. PB. Totassrat. OpeprfPS (¥ £ %4 0.000256. 0.0646. 0.197. 0.842. 7.703. 179.5. 5.302,
HA/DLE 10%[1) 7K R E N IE, Ul B H 7 4 2635 (7 76 B 1 I MR E{EH ;. Casrtsale 1 Opeincmgrrt
F 151 )1 22 %5093 531l N—0.155 F1—0.158, HLARE7E 5% /K F B2 2 A, 1t A Hx T 8 52 380 48 25 (0 47 i
HEER .

Gt/ RN, AN ZBS R T SRR (M A EAE T AR 5 % B — L R R
SO, AT H A T R BRSO ERE AN XA R IR O, BRUASGE S R E R, AR
X T S R R R AR AR A MRS T R IR . LA, BB RIS Fe bR Z MAETE AL Lk, A0y
JeFF Lasso X2 R AR AT I, AR X T 7 2R M LU AR R 3 O HR AR, 0 e e IS e o e EL A 1)
Tabr, B Ibix e de Aok H B R R K, SRS B T R B S AR AR R T AR 2 AR R
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3.4. ETF Lasso BN H EiBFRIFE

AR Lasso X b ORI 2 =] 17 2 2R (520 R K P hn b AT i e (W35 4). %R R, B A HKE
/N, Lasso ik Hi SRR 22 I FE bRk AR . 24 1 > 1602.10303 I, HI T AR ok, FrafekRm R
¥ 0; 44 =1602.10303 B}, HEIUE LAY 2 4 = 1459.77661 B}, Netprfrt EAR%!; Dbequrt

HENWT A Be/N, O 0.482926,

Table 4. Variables entering with the change of 4 in Lasso solution (part)

5% 4. Lasso KR AT £RE 1 THHNIBFRERS)

Knot ID Lambda S L1-Norm EBIC R-sq Action
1 1 1602.10303 1 0.00000 598.07719 0.0000 Added_cons.
2 2 1459.77661 2 0.17120 596.69733 0.0629 Added Netprfrt.
3 4 1211.93219 3 0.46387 589.91991 0.1586 Added Opeprfrt.
4 7 916.78226 4 0.77409 581.50882 0.2543 Added EPSgrrt.
5 8 835.33785 5 1.25171 581.08720 0.2959 Added PB.
6 10 693.51216 6 2.50815 574.17705 0.3685 Added Netprfgrrt.
7 12 575.76598 7 3.56800 570.06558 0.4209 Added NAPS.
8 13 524.61651 9 4.09205 577.78987 0.4473 Added AvgROEOpeincmgrrt.
9 20 273.53549 10 6.66487 560.31867 0.5441 Added Equmul.
10 25 171.78826 12 8.04409 567.13254 0.5681 Added ROA Totprfgrrt.
11 26 156.52706 13 8.85142 572.16823 0.5741 Added NAPSgrrt.
12 28 129.95152 14 13.09804 575.59543 0.5853 Added Totassrat
13 29 11840698 13  20.10604 56539135  0.5964 Remﬁ‘f'/g?@gfgggg;grn_
14 30 107.88803 14 25.54462 570.35820 0.6022 Added TotastYTDgrrt.
15 33 81.61334 13 39.05414 559.62804 0.6144 Removed Netprfrt
16 34 74.36304 15 42.87931 572.21923 0.6175 Added CasrtsaleFixassrt.
17 35 67.75683 16 47.72412 577.66259 0.6216 Added Netassgrrt.
18 36 61.73750 15 52.94314 569.25364 0.6264 Removed Opeprfrt.
19 37 56.25291 16 56.84856 574.44479 0.6312 Added OpeprfPS.
20 39 46.70215 15 65.27153 563.51412 0.6430 Removed Netprfgrrt.
21 44 29.33031 16 77.81016 565.40300 0.6567 Added ToloperevPS.
22 46 24.35054 18 88.02066 576.87170 0.6625 Added EPS CFPSgrrt.
23 47 22.18731 21 93.55523 596.03731 0.6658 Added AvgROEEPSgrrtTotassgrrt.
24 48 20.21625 22 101.43152 600.78738 0.6712 Added Susgrrt.
25 51 15.29285 23 125.85317 601.17801 0.6875 Added Dbtanequrt.
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Continued
26 53 12.69639 24 138.77238  604.50590 0.6960 Added Dbastrt.
27 54 11.56848 25 144.81316  609.84432 0.6995 Added Equrat.
28 56 9.60436 26 157.79019 614.35039 0.7049 Added Netprfrt.
29 59 7.26534 25 173.83514 605.31051 0.7101 Removed TotastYTDgrrt.
30 60 6.61991 26 179.45200  611.55826 0.7114 Added EquYTDgrrt.
31 64 4.56285 27 197.71461 616.87176 0.7148 Added Opeprfrt.
32 66 3.78816 28 203.47225  623.18613 0.7159 Added TotsatYTDgrrt.
33 67 3.45163 29 205.91728 629.79284 0.7163 Added OpeCFPS.
34 68 0.48293 30 208.39511  636.59183 0.7172 Added Dbequrt

BA R RER AR 2), SR 7T AN FESE 0 KRR bR 0 A R B A i R [22] . Horr, 24 4=
0 I (14 2 i /eid), AFAERRTTIL, WO Lasso S840 T/ —3feflith; =4 2[RRI (K 2 thifcfiid),
MRS R, BT febs i R 5508 0.

200
150+
100
50+
04 =
0 500 1000 1500
Lambda
— EPS/Netprfgrrt —— NAPS/OpeCPSgrrt
ToloperevPS/Netassgrrt ——— OpeprfPS/Totassgrrt
—— OpeCFPS/NAPSgrrt —— CFPS/EquYTDgrrt
AvgROE/TotastY TDgrrt ROA/Susgrrt
Netprfrt/Equrat — Opeprfrt/Totassrat
— Dbequrt/Casrtsale —— Dbtanequrt/Dbastrt
EPSgrrt/Fixaxxrt Opeincmgrrt/Equmul
Totprfgrrt/PB

Figure 2. Lasso model solution path
2. Lasso #EBUKHRER 12

Lasso H1[1 4, W ERARK, ARG SHAIET 0, ERIEGAL; WRBEEFKAN,
Mgzt G BE[23] [24]. FTRA, A FEUE — MR Bl 52 IS UECR T8, 2020) [25]RFIKr. ASCF
FH 10 $138 B IE FEA B 4 =98.304 , XFMfK) Lasso fhiih4i i 5 ffian, %5 2 4IB1K Lasso fTfhiit
fsemi ) K e bs 25 Hob, BREBINSN, ROA. Netprirt. Opeprfrt. NAPS %5 13 /NIt 4546 bRt R %N
6%, MR AR BB 17 M SRR ER ST 0 /), @i Lasso #ifik & 1. @idXtE Lasso
TRAATH B EAZE R AT DUR I, —Se48br i B 3 RBCEAIR K, Leln Totassrat (513 2 40 IR A Al 1)
59.0737216 48K T Lasso flitt () 16.7222840, ki YR &t 510952 - Fa br 2 1] %2 S AL 2R Mk 1 5o,
I TE RECEAFRE KB AN RS, &5 FASRIARHER . T Lasso i W 4548 b 14 1 1B 7E AR K2
R T 2 EIL VRN, 13 g R I AER (L7 5).
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Table 5. Lasso regression estimation results (4 = 98.304)
%< 5. Lasso Bk iT45R (2 = 98.304)

Selected Lasso Post-est OLS
ROA 5.7721727 13.7798443
Netprfrt -0.0977533 0.5432623
Opeprfrt -0.1694693 0.0731514
NAPS 0.3397298 0.4028520
OpeCPSgrrt 0.0001426 0.0002984
Equmul —0.4167192 —0.7047170
Opeincmgrrt —0.1056529 —0.1589642
Totprfgrrt 0.0157520 0.0294309
Netprfgrrt -0.0255769 -0.0081671
NAPSgrrt 0.0297548 0.0513699
TotsatYTDgrrt 0.0126671 0.0752998
PB 6.7905728 7.6370377
Totassrat 16.7222840 59.0737216
_cons 23.5678945 19.9539254

3.5. EF Lasso B4 [m]y3

TEFIH Lasso HEAT 520 R Fabride B At b, FRATTR A TARCEHE 1 20 B0 e U5 43 B B i AR I
A E T A E RO R R, R[] A 25 S 3 I — DR B R 1 5 HE AR

AL Lasso §dk H FEFR 2 HIARN 0.25. 0.5 A1 0.75 43 A7 E B 5 FE(IL 2 6).

0.25 43 3F A AL S N7 F) 2 T 28 AR S B AR R 7K P o A L [m1 3 45 T LU i, ROA. NAPS,
OpeCPSgrrt. PB [ REIITE 0.01 /K°F R &2, Totassrat [ %7 0.05 /KF F &3, NAPSgrrt (1) RE{E
0.1 /KFFEE. FFFAIATLANEE], Totassrat. PB Fl ROA iX =/MEArII RN R B K, X2 F X
AN bR P BHEEBUE VG EARX N 7E 0.25 247 a4k, NAPS 78 0.01 /KF &3, H A%k 0.359,
Wi B FON T A e B M R s, i AR G AR A IS OL R, R ARAR I — AN A, TR R
SFH4 R 0.359 AMERAL. T OpeCPSgrrt X AR FR 1 A1) R E 4 HUA R/, BT 3 %G 2% 1R 5%
M, HRBOAEXTEUN, R BX MR 1 8 2R M AR R R .

AbF 0.5 7L A ) BT ERES 2 7], ARER TR A ] TR 2K A B R E 25 SRR ROA,
NAPS. PB X =PRI 0.01 /K N R3E, JEEX Bl ORI A R & A Erfm, HEHR
#55 6.556. 0.366 Al 6.363; Opeincmgrrt A1 Equmul 43 %I 7E 0.01 A1 0.05 &2 /K7 L i 5 2 7
TR A Gur e, Rl &35 ) 8—-0.123 F1-0.602; OpeCPSgrrt A1 NAPSgrrt i i & A5 1E [ #4114,
HAE 0.05 MR ZE/KT FEZE. 7£0.25 /i kb, Totassrat iX—FArHI BT R BN 23.54, (ELEZLHNL A
WZFRFRI AN . RN, SBARDALSACHIEL, 0.5 7047 4k Opeinemgrrt 1 Equmul [ [5] )5 Z %k
Y E AR

0.75 Z3 7 AR 7 2 1T 2 A B R 7K P . ROAL NAPS. PB X = AN FRK IH X E T 6 A 7]
(T 24 B 50 Equmul A1 Opeinemgrrt 53X AN FEFR G T RIS A & BT & A Fumsgm . A,
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BEE 3L 5 G =, OpeCPSgrrt A1 NAPSgrrt X AN R FR X AR A & 17 8 R A 8 3%

%6 fon, BEE AN, ROA HIEIA RECAWIE K, HAEZ/D 0.05 FREMKETEE, U
ARG PE (135K, ROA Xt PE fSAMABOR LR ; NAPS A& e b fRR A & ZFIRE 71103688, NAPS 1)
ST B I 2R B PSS b s b e %, 0.359 F1 0.366, FEF 0.357, X kiR A T &R
a2 “U” B, LB, NAPS X PE FS& A2 AT 9 i B 820 /N T A1 2 AR SR, Rl 2 15 38
NAPS XHik PE Flis PE FISZIHARELECR, (HEEM S K& Hr 3 2 B 4 A 839 i, OpeCPSgrrit
(4 r 5 e VA R 8 S DL eka %, i 0.000431 F 0.0003441 FEIANEZE, Ui PE 3K,
OpeCPSgrrtt X PE [ 520 2 8K 8k 55 ¥ s Equmul A2 S B2 7] B2 5 1 Fa bR, 24 PE (B AL T H s KF i,
Equmul XJ T &2 A B M m e g E R ; 24 PE RN, Opeincmgrrt Xf PE HIs2M 45 S 2 A T3 11,
BB PE (AKX, Opeincmgrrt Xf PE A% f MR BEEH, ZAEH 2 /D 1E 0.05 K ERE.
Opeincmgrrt B 88 AT —AN AV AE4S B B 15 07 T AR R 3 KOR AL, iz Al iR E SN K 3R TE AR B,
WX AN U SR TE AT B iy, AR RO SRR R Ok, TR iR, B LB PRI K
A T 2 AP U L Ry 24 PE AT R AR/K I, NAPSgrrt %t PE & IE IR IHER, ZERZE A
1E 0.05 FI7KF F I3 PB /& I A F] K R FE B T BB B, PB 1230 0 0] UE 3 250 5 IR S I ek T ka 3%,
1M HLAE 0.75 707 s b el VA R BOR E/NTAE 0.25 07 s AR Il A 24, 8] PB fErPRI, X PE HIRE
Wi f Iy, A2 RRERINE, X PE (5402 /MK, Totassrat X — 45 kR 1B A 7] (R E B RE ST, 24 PE
AT AR S BUK T I), Totassrat X PE 5 4 2% I8 1E AR HEAE FH .

Table 6. Quantitative regression results of influencing factors after Lasso variable selection

3% 6. Lasso TEEFFEHFMWE R U ETLER

71=0.25 =05 =0.75
PE PE PE
ROA 5.224™" (3.37) 6.556"" (3.69) 7.932" (2.49)
Netprfrt —0.0427 (—0.26) —0.1562 (—0.84) —0.1557 (—0.47)
Opeprfrt —0.103 (-0.41) —0.196 (-0.19) —0.251 (-0.34)
NAPS 0.359"" (3.66) 0.366™" (3.25) 0.357" (1.77)
OpeCPSgrrt 0.000431™" (3.52) 0.000344™ (2.45) 0.000267 (1.06)
Equmul —0.309 (~1.36) -0.602"" (—2.30) -0.876" (—1.86)
Opeincmgrrt —0.0565 (~1.41) -0.123"" (-2.68) -0.171" (-2.07)
Totprfgrrt 0.0133 (0.68) 0.00519 (0.23) 0.0575 (1.43)
Netprfgrt —0.0154 (—0.69) —0.0193 (-0.76) 0.0360 (0.79)
NAPSgrrt 0.0802" (1.82) 0.110™ (2.17) 0.0638 (0.70)
TotastY TDgrrt 0.0244 (0.48) 0.0804 (1.38) 0.109 (1.04)
PB 6.1617" (6.29) 6.363"" (5.66) 5.312"" (2.63)
Totassrat 23.54™ (2.41) 12.91 (1.15) 23.47 (1.17)
_cons 15.05™" (4.61) 23.08™ (6.17) 31.34™" (4.66)
N 126 126 126
rl 0.8626 0.8664 0.8752
t statistics in parentheses; “p < 0.1, “p < 0.05, “"p < 0.01.
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4, REEL

ARSTEE S PRl b 7 28 ) B R OWE R R 2, M S IRBL I DY A5 T S F AR AR R 5 Se i SEAIE
M T N R TR R ST AL, $RFE PRI Lasso D50 S5 AR ARIEAT IR, AEFR AR L )
2 MR b A QNS VARSI 7 oA A eSS N R S O - 2L ) P [ O £ 7w R 5 L RN R € |
FoOWER, BRAEENISREG KR, SRR GBI M EIH R EmRE A
) T A AT S R R, T M SN I K RN 2 SRRt T PR 24 ) i 48 AT R 2 G R
T EARAEA RS AEOKT T, 25w R Z S AR RMEA A F . ASCRIBT S50 A AT 3ATx
ORI 24 ] T AR AR IR ZI B, AR T RATEARRRIC IR I ES, o0 by ORI 2 7228 AN
W IR R R B R R R

ASCHs Lasso Ao (BT HLAS Gk ok o b BT RIS 23 =) T B R e M AR e — A i 25, 1000k

AT F LB AT A
E&MHE

[EI 2% AR 77 42 20 H (61502280);  LLARRHECK ERIE Fu A 245 38 /1427435t H (KDY C17018);
2019 I ARE SAFAALHE QAL 5 BRI R BIATH
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