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Abstract

This study employs the System Generalized Method of Moments (System-GMM) to
investigate the capital structure adjustment speed of non-financial listed companies in
Taiwan. The empirical analysis uses the Debt-to-Asset ratio (D/A ratio) as the capital
structure variable, incorporating board characteristics that may influence capital structure
under static estimation. The results show that the capital structure adjustment speed of
non-financial listed companies in Taiwan is approximately 18.54% per year, consistent
with the partial adjustment model assumption in the dynamic trade-off theory. It is also
found that it takes an average of 5.4 years to adjust the capital structure back to the optimal
range. Additionally, the dynamic panel estimation reveals that board size, board
independence, and the number of board meetings have significant positive explanatory
power on capital structure, while the number of independent directors has a significant
negative explanatory power. CEO duality does not show significant explanatory power
on the D/A ratio. The findings suggest that to increase financial leverage, companies may
consider expanding board size, enhancing board independence, and increasing the
number of board meetings. To reduce leverage and improve capital structure, increasing

the number of independent directors can be considered.

Keywords: Capital Structure, Debt-to-Asset ratio, Board Characteristics, Corporate
Governance, System Generalized Method of Moments
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Bhatt & Bhattacharya (2015) &/ 3 &R 2 P frg R 5 % § 58 5 & AF A
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FHOGOF AL E6RT BT AMF I oM G oA I RNEEE 2SR
FIRAFAPM T R F AR AR IR F B RO bldeE BRE S L2
PRAE R
b 2zkiF S TS AT FF 2700 i B L RE S
BTN ER MR FERAXCSERFER I ERGTY P FLEL D

IR B TR EP R FERILT A o bAoA E A 2002 £ B3TaE R

45
~2

PHEEAP B CRE2 L EE 2 A WIONRA K 15 Y RBRE ¢
2001 & (Mt d 2P R2B2FRHARDREFL L) &5 &1 5B R
IR BT FEREETFE LA 300 5 e 9E 472003 £ 42
Bhed £ 2 FE A G EHRITRA 12 00 > 7r8rd 502 5 7R £ % b

FAPEEEIVEG | LR EE

FEELLECEO G- A a2 PinART B ¥ 47 L5 CEOBEM (
CEODuality)» F £ d A PeiFdn a L Fd FEFEMPLTED - 4p
FNEFFE N c FEEFEHUA BN FTE I CEO L ¥ L aEp Bz
BB R EERA RREFART] BELEAfFHE P FE 2 T HEE]
TR THeEEEIFL £+ % o Millstein & Katsh (2003 ) = Cadbury (1992
Yiad o FEEE CEO 2 MEA S48 217 U hefrnfERhEgms o
Brickley et al. (1997) 1% CEO2 S % € A R g ~ B » NmEE i 43} <

#7078 CEO BEMSH T ASHIILJHE BRI 0 3 k522 -

sl

Bodaghi & Ahmadpour (2010) A 3 &% + 7 2 7 3 A &4 > 3 3 CEO £ 1%
FARHIS A AP L L PEIZ 2P 2L ARTEIFLECEOF 2 F
Aot BB FFHIRRENLFE B2 IR TEBRE e .
BfRARIERAE ML PR 3 E LA RALT SN brE E €D
2R EFER I EFEFEF CCEO FEMSE - pldpthg bt d EF
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ERIMcE FHLITEERANEET SFEY S EFF EMFRESIRNLES
TFEFEBNEINRAYF AP pRFTELY 53 A § EhirE itk
FI& EEEH

(- ) Modigliani-Miller Theorem ( f§ = MM %32 )

g P g A e P IE R R PR TARHER (AR F
YA e adp e PFE R B B AL ¥ &- By T A %4 (Optimal
Capital Structure ) > 7 B £riZ 5 P M L am L 4 > 8 4 % & R & 2 if 2 o0 LK 33
Pooge i o @A T IaF £ 2 & (Weighted Average Cost of Capital, WACC ) i ¥
B oK EL o @ fRL L2 P o Modigliani & Miller (1958) 3 1 % - %= & MM
TR BFES O F d&f‘%f?é’i i # (Capital Structure Irrelevance Theory ) ° 3% &
FIRPEREFEFEEIE 37 §3e¥ WACC 2 2P oty 20

%
RZOP G AFRRATA 27 2 € TREPRARL G FIM 2 § B

NS
i

- f

[

WACC 12 2 @ & « MM %+ Fpfa ) Bengdm T AT 4 Bk
ToARBAFEPE P RPWACCE 2P RN E o F A T kil T AR
DB MM IEH R k> AR 0 F AL %2 8 R Tl G s 0
BB By B Pl o B AR MM A3 R 2 i A 5E> 2 AT
AR MR S E R T R ER D A SR mrREER Y R
FEAFAIRL S MMERIENAFAB AR T A8 3§
PEslAc B R~ £/ ndhd > B HIFR DR R FHEBIIAR < didh ok P

= A %ﬁ_ IR 0 H o P A IR EH hE & Ji £ - Modigliani
&Miller (1963) &€ #7¥ fad s @M FBGF orhrd enfl L 25 fF (Tax
Shield ) »c% it 59304 3 A B P FLFE > BB i Sk 2 § £ B8 % i WACC - &

£ iR Modigliani & Miller (1963 ) 45 )

ELd

LEB T ARET R

k,.

’Pr;fm'i“I-‘;tKE‘.f‘r & > %ﬁu’aiﬁ‘ué B EHE (o2 AT MM 2% RS N R
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Bakiem A4 07 e ihidd o AP 1958 E HUR A R E A AREITIF T 0 3R

PR SR ST ASHEG > bl BEES BT RS
(=) #HFEh

IR A AT MM =328 B & Kk o Modigliani & Miller (1963) &% £ f&

iEm PRy

—m\H

Gk F Rad e FrE BEF Rendfs, Bl o5 b s m2

W

cE IR AR R DT A R % & »t ¢ » Kraus & Litzenberger (1973) 12 3 DeAngelo

& Masulis (1980) #-S72 & A& ~ gh & & &5 » 53] ¢ o B s » S ER 4 f i
PP L EEF RIS L Gk AR FHBEPS AL FAESA TR
oL f
FAE LR B HBP EREERE FE S GRS D

ED

»c% G415 B 5 = & (Leverage-relatedcosts) o P73 B #8 = 2 4 ¥ 45

\F—
k=N

R G EER S VR SRR RAEY LB AR AR
WA BEFRA B G FRART AR EIRS LERY S EFF T AR

P F L EBAE T FRORAYAEAZFF LS FER RAF G
B2 PAE F 3 T RAERIELEL G G e 27 BF L R F Y
2P EIFEL AL PRI PR FEFIEAET R G H o m A
FRAZEFFEIVIJNEER L PFEF VAL TATH FAAREAERL
Eh AL REA AP RBRFEREFONEEAE AT E DT AT T
% #* AL 18 772 3% (Static Trade-off Theory ) o ## ik ## #7352 FRE - R YEG Biﬂf

T RALG TH Keh b A1 F 0 4 B o MATEM I S AR <3t M % (Trade-off
) Myers (1984) 3 » F & B HAR B4 £ s chfl i > 287 o8 T fmeh

TR

ﬁ

BEERGALAEERE T BPOFRMIBE Ao PP
ES R Ty

AT A R R E LA k3 0 £ 9+ Brennan & Schwartz (
1978 ) ~ Kaneetal. (1984) ,T*ub GERIFEIT - MOFEMBI AP T g Tl
2 - B A A A PR A TS BLE S A i B R A -
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GHATATER S ARy TARESI e 0 E F L NS E R
W pE A A o Fischeretal. (1989) £t Kaneetal. (1984) 2% » & w

#7723 (DynamicTrade-off Theory ) e 3% 3L S » 2 & =& & » % 1 4F 3 fiu g 22 & fopk
AA LN G FEAERTE AL B F R 2 G F A BT AL 0T R

F&E&Fﬁ#"ﬁ’id LLL?ﬁFV; ﬂ‘ﬁxfift’lﬁ:’—é&j\

n\\—

W aRarck A S A PRy
BRAE SR BRGNS LR F T AL ot vh o d N R T AR
ABTEPR S PRI ARRET AR D AT AL R L
FATE - PR ET A S HRAERTREP kv kb §FERT A O 5YF
AR RROREERAF] §EFAE LT IR TR L -
@@w'“—%Kiﬁéa%g%&%mm%’%ﬂiigéﬁ{gﬁﬁt
HE e o R FREETREAEREL > F T T EE AT B RFEL &I
FPREDEE EHIRITE DD EE TR JRE FRDA BN T e LT
EHERE A NEELEMGE FEER YOO LT EEFE2 LR B R

BRSO E A PRl A REF § AN PR R SRPEN T A

= »

BHEPS BRI F AL E YA S IILG LR AP e N E R

b

PEFABEHET Bl blde B2 FF A - CEO BELE « pob o i 2

=

~m

7 %f#lﬁﬁn‘r‘i SHG e GHACHEM IS A AR CAFS A CRETE

W

» 7 2L H -"I‘T'Jfﬁg’l‘ﬁ”‘ [ J{EE'_ ’ E-‘QEJ: E’F!f“"‘if’}&fgfim‘_.mxirr P& o Ffd 0 d A
FREHE G T T G BT A SRS Y S ARE R4 o

PEEEIEG TR AL E ASHEER O RS B E R B0 e
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&% By
Graham & Harvey (2001) % % 7 & 53 B 392 & 2 & pAd3 & o 3 RALGF F3k
w o R —*‘ ARBLP e AR Y L E AT A 5 (Debt-to-Asset Ratio,
D/Aratio> & % DA) S & F A H 78 2 58 5 2P Rif i+ 5 § & (Book Value
) ",% FUBE A et 5o pb ek s Kyriazopoulos (2017) 7 5 338 (7 F A pF > d 3
tem AR ET T W (Market Value) RGH B R B R SR 0 Flet i@ * G i
EARET T B KWL 5 ¥ Foo Bazhair (2023) F73 7) § BREiaF & J’ﬁéf’* P

i

e N ik (7 5 2 o 7 i Frank & Goyal (2009 ) 12 2 Titman & Wessels ( 1988)

#-D/Aratio & 3%, § & ¥4 48 £+t 5 (Debt to Equity Ratio, D/Eratio ) 1% 5 3 & A

Kil>

# 77 APt D/E ratio k35 0 & * D/Aratio &3 3 < BF (1) EHF BT A4

% [t D/E ratio % kg B F 1 > D/Aratio M 2P RFTAY 3 50

P F o F PR FASHEOETARR (2 B2 g R D/Eratio § 7]
SERE AL o R LB B B RS TR B D/Aratio 40 $HE R
PEFFGTRRST FEHLINRTS Q) LA R L R RS

¥
¥ o ¢ pFo D/Aratio e - AR MaE L TR WFTA TS A 2 f

\m

£ 4T B2 P B ORI & UK L E P D/Eratio § FIHES L 5 %
2 2453 & 0 D/A ratio Pl 5 { F e L o b St 0 R AT 14 D/A ratio 1% 4
R
Fischeretal. (1989) #% 1 65 fi 48 HrI% 3 » ¥ FR B~ 38 A 23 AR 17 5 b3 R
AR Aot T 3 g lar o
Yie=Bo+ (A —=D)Yjq + Xy + 1y + 1 + &t )

AP Y AR ISP () ik R REE Y Y, i

il
ot
-]
o
e
z

PN t-l Pk R EE - A EWAUA RSB 4003 127 * kf
5H% Ay

A
o
S
hpas)
)&—

*_
—}?‘&

AR (- RA R o § G ETASED 2

2%
part
R
pet
NN
Il
[EEN
=
B
g

A=00°Bo5 BT >y 7 ABEI A E20k 0 1w,
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P ABBRI PR 0 g 5 FEE

AP AEEGE T AR N F LR NP B E L T ¢ FE
RGN T A REP I EIEE D e .
(1) & ¥ % 4 ¥ (Board Size, BS)

Zahra & Pearce (1989) 1 & A #cie 5 cnF F € F { % eng s B owidls iU
FAjR G §288 ) Bazhair (2023) & g W E b g b B 2 O ERE T
TTIE Y

oo % i Bergeretal. (1997) 4p 1 & ¥ € 4 ficdk § 0 AL R S A RE A

“3\\-

Henfa e AP > SR F R L ST EaE M) G

F- Fieh R{WFER LRI BRTERER VoA RIRA g e

(2) ® = &% * ¥ (Independent Director, IND )

Cadbury (1992) i = 2 E i AP FRE E‘mi ¢ > ;ﬁl/ PEP R EM

Jekf

PBF j&f‘%f? o ™ > Bhagat & Black (2001) ip d e (L g E VAR
FEHRAFT LY O BB ERTIE RS X 2 gFRLHFEAR -
(3) ¥ % ¢ = 1+ (Independent Director Percentage, INDP )

TEEHmtd Alvesetal (2015) &4 > g > 2 S FF 4 gc'f,% D

3 A o Ezeanietal. (2023) AF 3 B W~ LK ~ 2 W F A B8P FREE

EMH AR -RRNEREFL M AF R RAEF AN BT 93
Pan’&%’ﬁ&i%;&pﬁ%ﬁ;’%% RGP I REATE R € ERBET zk,%f#ofii&‘:é“

FAE P EF A FERE D R RED T Lo
(4) % ¢ k=¥ (MEET)
Shivdasani & Zenner (2004 ) £ Vafeas (1999) 325 > T ¥ € € 3k 7 B4 30 3R
T ¥ P AFIEfE S Py Wk o Ezeanietal. (2022) A3 P A~ Z R AR 2
SHEREFEERTEPT AREORPLEAR P AL F B o fafls e

Bfrs kor hAEEARM o Vit RFIAT LR 02 X PRI R BB
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(e S
(5) £% ¢ 1/ 5 (Attendance Rate, ATTEN )
Brown & Caylor (2006 ) i% i Ag i 4 ISS (Institutional Shareholder Services

) FTALE 0 AlE D FielZipth o * KFEE NP GF b - P REIE ¢

MR FEA P sRERRE PRI REFL e M % o 7 & Bhatt &
Bhattacharya (2015) a2 3 R S OFIFFIR > T ¢ FEF T A 3 g F M
cEREIRRFEEENAFIEE v G s SEELRLALER I FOP

FEPRE e AP TRIFE NI O REERE
(6) CEO ¢ 4% (CEO Duality, DUAL)

Millstein & Katsh (2003 ) f= Cadbury (1992) # % 45 ) » & ¥ & & CEO & ¢
AEpe L E P { #enk £4 1 o Brickley et al. (1997) 1% CEO 2 5% € 1 /A
ey » B MEFRERGCG NG o AL FF AT CEO BFERT & R
B4 AH F - T B AP F k{ FgwcE o b4 Bodaghi & Ahmadpour (2010)
Frears ad Fregm #MCEOBERI AHT AL AHFEE -
P CEO REMHT ASHEVTLER P EF LR s BREL S

AhFL DRSPS RS 5 AT CEO R E R~ 41 S -
(7) B¢ G iR F A 5% - # @ (Lagged Value of D/A ratio, L.DA )

Fischeretal. (1989) £ > Kaneetal. (1984) 2% » & 573 I & i #7234 (
Dynamic Theory of Capital Structure ) o $%3Z 3 B3k & S H B304 A FHE] - 7~
WAAAO0-1 2 > RFIA B 5 A AR AP N AP A5k A
FRFARHFEPREF L e PR wh ERgPENFHNT 28273
VB ERERT AV AL T ASET AR URER BRGNS
AR AAFEE > N2 FTAGEDY LT HEY P E - Bazhair (2023) -
Buvanendraetal. (2017 ) 7= #-3 4 SHEVHER BREE FRTASEIDE

FREDTARY > AT LDA T 5 R Ep ~ 530 -
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AP RRA Y ¥ AT 4 % o 7 F A2 R4 (Firm Size, FS) »
# 3% (ReturnonAsset, ROA ) ~ P& B @22 & (Time Fixed Effect) %2 & # ¥ %_
sz i (Industry Fixed Effect) - Abor (2007) # &1 2 @ F A4 (FS) &€ 3 4 5 44
AP~ p A ¥ Sani & Alifiah (2020) 4 77 F A& R~ oo 7§ T ERE o
Firo RFIENFTARB AP U FEG § At d KA Z R LT - Frank &
Goyal (2003) F% 441 & RIS HET o R BT 5 e A Y A F L3 F
AR AT Ak 2P A { F 2 EFRFHROFRT TN EHERE T T

2 D/Aratio ¥ i\ 2 @ TAH ~ 7 & B cROA LF * gy ¥

it
o

X s HEL

S

o

ey

£ £ ¥ R 72> ROA 3 D/Aratio s 8% &5 § > &

23 \asn

=h

o AFT T #* Agyei& SunS (2020) % & ROA 2= 5% > Wi ~ 4w ~ 37 sl
a E "$ r1 % % A2 (Earnings Before Interest and Taxes divide by Asset, EBIT/ROA )
"% ROA 2 % « EBIT Apdt>t A E I L HFHE = ¢ & Ao 4 chdpik o #%
f‘; LF I NN RIS o (M - T LR VR ”I{a‘r"f? et okt TAFE
REA NDTEIER T B faafli el a sl - RopRLR
¢rfn # o Jensen (1986 ) % 7 Efl:h2 7 (ROA 5 & )i ¥ 45 p o M & n & (Free
Cash Flow, FCF)» 7 % 2 2§ federk s g § 5 A § £ 17 T a2 D orfle
ﬁédiﬁﬁﬁﬁo%&@%ﬁi%ﬂ???ﬁ?ﬁ?ugéﬁﬁﬁﬁwapﬁg
CIE A KA L AR AR EIE L TR AE S e E { ATl @A
SRAREGER DAL UL AT AP RAEREL S AL L g
FCF it £ 2% > 2 5k ROA ¥2 D/Aratio 5 &1t 4p & ° Myers & Majluf (1984)
Rlfe3FipF g2 0 27 BT & MR ISR T KL B 0 Bl 7R S Rt
WEFF GBI F FEEFYF 0 A% ROA 2 D/Aratio 5 t f 4P B o P& T
Fl Tt o Bazhair (2023) %3S § # P iazb g g b 3 o 7 ch T AR E
& X 3.3 # ~Buvanendraetal. (2017 ) # mer & & ¥ Bk B 9 3.8 £ > %7 DIA
ratio )3 3 E N R ELME S FL AR T RERHEsOR 3 £ H S
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a4

AFF TR

R EE/ S

EARESET R

Securities Investment Trust and Consulting Association of the R

= TR K
R.O.C.,SITCA) » u >

BERESE (

AR GRS T EMAACE 308 ] R A YT AL MR A K EATA

2348 Al
A R
2o H ¥

F Ao BRI RE S -
WAF T L R R AR R A

L s REAE T2 L DA, fE DAy ¥ AR

P T o Foor o BFEI P Cons & T o

Bl ~ (8ot

R R

DA;; = Cons + (1 — A)L.DA;; + B1BSic + B2IND;; + B3INDP;, + B,DUAL;, +

BsMEET;: + BeATTEN; + B;ROA;¢ + BgFSie + i + pe + &3¢

2)

ke e A RE A L BRRERS SRR T RS R4 3L
%31 B HehR A
fR SR B/ % ik M aRkL TP S
Zahra & Pearce (1989 ) +
TEE A Berger etal. (1997) N
Bazhair (2023) —
. Cadbury (1992) +
h> F % A
bras ik Bhagat & Black (2001 ) —
Alves et al. (2015) +
5 e
R G Ezeani et al. (2023) —
Vafeas (1999)
TFE € kT Shivdasani & Zenner (2004 ) +
Ezeani et al. (2022)
Brown & Caylor (2006 +
= TFTE ylor (2006)
Bhatt & Bhattacharya (2015 ) JAN
) Brickley et al. (1997) +
CEO £ .
Bodaghi & Ahmadpour (2010 ) JAN
S Buvanendra et al. (2017) n
pAiET Bazhair (2023)
SR ARE Frank & Goyal (2003 ) +
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Abor (2007)
Sani & Alifiah (2020)
Jensen (1986) -+

AP .
A Myers & Majluf (1984 ) &
WP AR I e BE —AFAFHF L e B AR A Y AR
Stata i& 17 GMM fg 3-pF » ¥ ¢ § 29 e AR R AR A £ %

Bz - o KAFPTHR T ROA BHANH s 2 F8cs RApM > ¥ HRL A7 4ph
CE AL B RS o Lt KR A skl s AR IE 29 2 9 5 D/Aratio
112 ROA 71 2 $dcoStats 4 M dp £ 3042 % 2 il 2 et £ 1 & %
BT & 2 % Arellano & Bond (1991) % GMM ¥ iE4235] » — P2 £ & > 2 (FiE4fe

w2 PR R (Vo) @y PABRERE (V) v g2k (V)

A pAdpM o T ARM Ak f @ RFEE > 2 IR A% 2 R » ROA L

R P od il P EFFEERFE2 - > TIEH ROA Y 273 2 2
BRETFE E AT 5 0B BN 0t ROA L & £ 5|2 2 N 3054 2 12
2R AR P P G YR T SEEE § AL RS T A
FUEERFF AR A ER I E S g dloF £ R Y] A8 7 X ROA

VR A IR A 3 AR MR o GMM 37 2 g 3E AN B Rl AR R R
lﬂ%ﬁ'{m fd o

% * System-GMM P¥ > % 477 ¢ R E2 T 2 Atk T A B U ERIE 0 T
FEBEEGAEFTL P o 0T 5% System-GMM & f & LiE T A B ¥ o
1. p 2 4p B # _ ( Autocorrelation Test )

T A ZLAAT 3 p AApH o F * t& L5 Arellano-Bond A 4p B & 2> 3%
% 7o AR1 2% AR2» P * System-GMM P53 £ 47 2 ARl 2 AR2 2% -
PRy R oA EECA o EMA S 0 ARI PBGRKR T P AALR G 3 A
—FEp A Y UK AR LGS - PR L2 BE T 3 hp AP o a4
Arellano & Bond (1991) » &7 — F& £ A 427 » X Ao j\ixi}.;g 5l p A ApRE > &
ARI FEH 5 0 BAER Bk » Fpt > A & F R & TLiH¥ % 5 AR2 - AR2 ehigaife T
LIAZLIE A G- FEp AR o d Y Arellano-Bond ¥ T E B A T 0 i 5%
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B kBT s R P AR2 e P-Value % 32 0.1 Bl & 7 X XA ERBIES B
Ko TAPRLIAED DAL LT AT TG
2. if B @5 % (Over-identification Test )

T 1L REEFATY A e T kBT 2 1 B i
BRf ko B 5% RIET 5 F % EM P-Value £ 3 0.1 Bl &

s
>
Y5
=
%
a

FHRIEG & BK > 7~ TTy 1R R EE AT A FAM o E
vz o f % ehiff B BM %[ Hk €7 Sargan Test ~ Hansen Test > # ¥ 12 Sk A it
HE R FREEBER LY AR TREE TEIILERY B E- RS
Z% o GMM ¥ H-R- B 3R 2 Fr it 2 5 One-Stage GMM 12 2 Two-Stage GMM
o Two-Stage GMM #p $#.** One-Stage GMM < g £ TR £ 1 2 p A 4phE % 7 38 >
4] %* One-Stage GMM 4= # 3+ 5 1 kerf € 4pL L =038 (7 { Brrehfp 3+ 0 B3
¥ G s o e e pF Two-Stage GMM % % € 4p # One-Stage GMM % {7 { #f %
ZAERE o P WA g GMM 2 2P > i F € % Two-Stage GMM g % o
d »* Hansen Test ¥ % 3 £ F % £ & - %% { ## & Two-Stage GMM 13 + » &
JFT i § { B Hansen Test > @ 2% Sargan Test » |4 Bazhair (2023 ) ~ Bazhair &
Alshareef (2022 ) £-4F3% jF % % 4% 2 i & 3 B[4 L % PF > 7» 7 4R £ Hansen Test £
P-Value -
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FER SRR

AREP AE @R £ A5 4F B o WL AT R A

B & BT 0@ BB L fofk (e o ¥ = & 5 Pearson 4p B A BcA 47 0 HET R T
SRS SRR RS SRR R NS SRR ST
2 F %% % > 4% Hausman 46 2758 2B aoc kA HBE AR LEF A7 - e &

AFEFREET A I IFLP 2023 EF S MR EEY AT TR 2
DAL 20148 10 1P 32022 & 127 310 - £3E 9 E BT
Bedy KRt & 85 AR74F (Taiwan Economic Journal, TEJ) FALE o fB-pF K 2
22014 % 0 A BAEL AP AEE - R (AL PR 10) REARES

ot PR FipEiE o 2 EF 2 RFREARE T F IR ERPE
Ll

WM

NP ATRIEE o O F A T0 3T e ﬁﬁg{ OECD » # g8 A FE 5 5 + ﬁﬁa g i

~

BE TEHERA B ETELPLE T RA TSP R EY £ EAE

)
o

EedRafipREg SR TR (OFRET  RAFTREHOEE §#

kll

ﬁflr—g}iiﬁ"ﬁﬁx i2014‘&‘1£§iﬂi’b ii'igsé:,o F?},iiﬁi‘ép\)\i%ij\ig,%
e 2R L aEy 2014 2 2022 &£ 475 RECFAH 2.5 2014 & 3 2022 E
BHEY o AP LHETHEPN § E 0 FEFHEL 0 LK 2014 #1202 EF

Fro 2o~ fRehe 24 Y i}’njuﬁ; ,x‘waﬂguﬁ;'a NMEREE B LA B AR

A I 23t HeA STATA 142 EXCEL 87 3t o 4 41 5 47§ £ 904
T RH A P A1 T A BT A F(DA)Z T35 5 0.4254
SR L G 01757 AR R AP o A2 P Y Tiog 4254% PR T A 1S
B R  EF G FT A (BS) THAF 8 o ko
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SARLE 233 o FE A8 (IND) 3593 = @ik $aui0
P T E IR0 A A Rt 2013 7 ARl ndlEE ER BT
FRERAYP 3F 07T ERE NREBEA L -2 ET A Wi E T
¢ A gt 5] (INDP) T35 5 03303 A 3% A ¥ 97 33.03%5 2 %%
» CEO ¥ 1 (DUAL) # i A %H T35E 5 035050 & #4273 35.05%
thx P24 CEO e - 5% § B ¢ =dic (MEET) T35 7% f &4
R RIS &R S-S S RS VP WES EERE &
€ 522 F(ATTEN) T 32 5 08977 A& fkA 22 g g % ¢ 1A 52 89.77%
P h BB B S EA B G 10.93%E 100% - i F | RE AT U EFERFTARP
Bmytfc (FS) FE FTARN » ToiE 5 154548 > ) B g X @A 8 5 10.9931
$122.1425 FA w3 F (ROA) M s ~ L5 ~ 37 EHs 5 i 1) % WFE AT
#rE > THaE L 008750 MAFALS P THEN S L 875% kol B R G-

19.49%2 33.05% > Fl = & F e v i R A e f EoF R o

4042 A EGE P A

TioE Gl B B BB &gk
DA 0.4254 0.1757 0.0776 0.9976 12,716
BS 7.7303 2.1069 2.0000 33.0000 12,716
IND 2.5031 0.9112 0.0000 7.0000 12,716
INDP 0.3303 0.1237 0.0000 0.8000 12,716
DUAL 0.3505 0.4771 0.0000 1.0000 12,716
MEET 7.2193 2.4767 2.0000 33.0000 12,716
ATTEN 0.8977 0.0962 0.1093 1.0000 12,716
FS 15.4548 1.4726 10.9931 22.1425 12,716
ROA 0.0875 0.0792 -0.1949 0.3305 12,716
B EE RS 2014.01-2022.12 % 9 # > R AB 12,716 4 cDA AR EF BT A F BS £
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R ABIND 2> FF A~ INDP 2 b= §F A b T ¥ § A B 6]~ FS &2
ARW > TR ST A2 p A%#k  DUAL 4 CEO €4+ - MEET 2 5% ¢ # ¢
FHc~ ATTEN £ % § %425 - ROA 2@ ~ Lo ~ 47 sl v 2 {1 VRT3 -

% - & Pearson jp M 2L

s AR E R Rl E R R R I R LT 7 A 2 LR
Bz FETE G ERMEE 277 LA #4p B (28 (Pearson’s Correlation
Coefficient) 35 ) % #c ¥ Pearson 4p A fa#ic » ¥ 2 & 5.4 7 % b B F KRBT el
FHOOFRUEEANE 42 M ERPFIAD 2 A bAe® R WIRT]S (
Variance Inflation Factor, VIF )~ % % & (Tolerance ) ' % fp i 2 #csE % - % > OLS
TEIE VIF U2 AEFEE GMM 2 235 %2 1 2%y »c Ti{ R
AP AT R - R e 2 2 > £ AR AES 2 GMM ML B 1
AFEF HREF T AP B L 38 (7 4 2o Gujarati & Porter (2010) #% > 4 AR ¥k
BB ¥ E3 > 0.8 F > %*ug NI E LM R A 42V RLRE
CRETFAM RS S IR B (IND) 2R FF AT T K
v i) (INDP) 590.7872 »v4p A x Bk B BB A3 E 6 T A %30 0.8 F|pt Af7
T RBL R ARPARH o X AR R R -
BHE 428587 T EHFAEREUT AR ¥ & D/Aratio s 3 > &
T e 4t (BS) b= %% A8k (IND)~ % ¢ # ¢ = #i (MEET) % D/Aratio
GRMEFIeMG £F € 22 % (ATTEN) 2 D/Aratio 2 & 5 88 ¥ f = B (%
s EF AT F € B A fiot #) (INDP) -~ CEO g £ 1+ (DUAL) ¥ D/Aratio
2R AFREFM G ol RE? o 22 FARN (FS) & D/Aratio 2 F & &
HRAEM G o D LF AT R {15 AT A (ROA) & D/A ratio 2

R S TR

25

doi:10.6342/NTU202401437



% 4.3 Pearson 4p i % ficiprd

DA BS IND INDP FS DUAL MEET ATTEN ROA
DA 1
BS 0.0548*** 1
IND 0.0354***  0.4014*** 1
INDP -0.0100 -0.1923***  0.7872*** 1
FS 0.3298***  0.3762***  0.1754***  -0.0731*** 1
DUAL -0.0124 -0.1310*** 0.0020 0.0836***  -0.1269*** 1
MEET 0.1416*** 0.0028 0.0039 -0.0123 0.1003*** -0.0020 1
ATTEN -0.0219**  0.0839***  0.3158***  0.2577***  0.1321***  -0.0282***  -0.0599*** 1
ROA -0.1764***  0.0862***  0.1215***  0.0577***  0.1727***  -0.0632*** -0.0460***  0.1846*** 1

B 1 FRE p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 - FHLH F 5 2014.01-2022.12 £ 9 & > A F 12,716 £ -
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Fou FAERYERERSS

\n

FBrPEERF P 2OTESEFIELN 434 N AF T IR FEE S HE
GMM w3tz > ¥ IND &2 INDP it GMM G2 2 ¥ 8pra & i F
AT T2 ﬁéﬁ%kfﬁ‘ A3 GMM #2319 > A i3 B FHPE o o T
IND % INDP 04 5 » v S54 & % T B R AR o 2 Hall (2003) % Baumetal.
(2003) 45 i GMM £ 201 2 e T i R S8l 5 f R X REF AL I
R BT B - RESBTREE o 2 EHEBFEL B2 5 IND 22 INDP 2
VIF &% <3¢ 100 F A G adZéa I faeor J03) 9 7 it SR jFie % 4 24 i
4 (AR NE 3% o kL #E %Y VIFEF F 5 IND 7% - =
g INDP i~ 03] ¥ 52 (7 5 3% FI% IND £ - 7§ jaff 42 VIF 2 X § >+ 10

=S ol L A L IS e A

4 44 FREE B E 2 VIF

RIS iR S VIF
(ERE RS S B3 E i BitiE i B3 E
Cons -1.0640 ***  0.0433 -0.5631 *** 0.0316 -
BS -0.0017**  0.0008 -0.0032 *** 0.0007 1.31
INDP -0.1740**  0.0084 -0.0137* 0.0083 1.34
DUAL 0.0120 *** 0.0024 0.0123 *** 0.0024 1.04
MEET -0.0002 0.0004 0.0003 0.0004 1.03
ATTEN -0.0888 ***  0.0113 -0.0882 *** 0.0112 1.23
ROA -0.3414 *** 0.0146 -0.3407 *** 0.0143 1.08
FS 0.1049 *** 0.0027 0.0732*** 0.0019 1.26
Overall F-value 254.55 *** - -
Individual Effects F-value 34.12 *** - -
Wald Chi-Squared - 2277.56 *** -
Year dummies Yes Yes Yes
27
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Industry dummies Yes Yes Yes

Overall-R? 0.1389 0.1532 -
Hausman Chi-Squared 438.02 ***
Hausman P-value 0.000

S TR <0 01, %% p<0.05, * p<0.1  FHI 5 2014.01-2022.12 £ 9 # > 4 4 #c 12,716 5 - Cons
27 #5E% DAARE FREATA VS BS AT F 4 A INDP 2> § % A it F

% ¢4 4 #t 6  DUAL % CEO fE€ 44 ~MEET # % ¢ ® ¢ = #ic~ ATTEN % % % § 4
CROA Zfdh ~ L AT Rl B2 AT A CFS 2P FAR M FE2 25 R

A 2 p R ¥F#c o Year dummies ~ Industry dummies 4~ %] & 7 354 7 # e d Feam E

R FLe FArrREs S, AFTHHEFFHDTE Pk Gt SR EF
Hausman & - 3%fe L% k2] 2o 4 T4 £ HPoniicd]  Bide L Ho * #2'E
W R g § (B R e R R EAM ) - 1R F E % % ¥ & Hausman +
S EtiE s 438.020 P E i 0.000 0 A 1% F-RET 3 EREHRIES Hoo 77 T3
Lo FFHREEHRPFHDERE d W ESF L F AR HAD T HH
CEES R B ECR RO

R rmy AR T ENT > il AF o0k - WR2TE™ > FHF B3
25455+ P i& 5 0.000 > # 77 f 1948 ¥ -k 8 #7iF 2 28 % o>t D/A ratio £
BEFAES S BRI F E S 34125 P iE 5 0.000 0 % 7 e 1%EF F R BT O
R BE % 03 f o AERE R2:£ 0.1389 - # 38 (Cons) 3+ {8 5 -1.0640 » 7 D/Aratio t
1% F R ETEREFM > BB 30 L fo o  RFER S 7 AT Adcd2 2
BRs 27 FE 2 RREEK > P L ARET L HE DIA ratio 75 G
FiEfRd o T ¥ §HERYEY 0 $% A (BS) 34 5-0.0017 - &2 D/IA
ratio & 5%& ¥ -k HT EREFAAM TEFT ERMLEHIT A R T ER
FETPRE I L i o 2 E g2 (INDP) 3+ & %-0.1740 & D/A ratio %
SO F R ET RREFAM > TERF ML EETT AR RRTES ST

SR e 5 e o CEO £ 4 (DUAL) # 2+ & 0.0120 » 22 D/Aratio % 1%55 %
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RETEREFRM > TCEORERERFT Ao KT ESSF oL

v

w el wo g ¥ ¢ ¥ ¢=tfic (MEET) %3+ 2-0.0002 » & D/Aratio & & 3 LA ¥ 47

M7 g R BET AR FE ¢ 52 F(ATTEN) 3~ & 5 -0.0888

o

AT RS WORES 55 o O RREY R L 4T D10

=

A

i

» 22 D/Aratio & 1% F-RET R REFAM > TEE E FEFERE

R

1 F A (ROA) %3+ 18-0.3414 > &2 D/Aratio f 1%%8 ¥ -k 7 R LA F4p A - 19
BEREFEFCPE > S f e o 27 FARN (FS) B3+ 0.1049 - #2 D/Aratio

e l%BEFRETEREFAME  REIELESFEARE > w50 w o

]\ <
2}

% = & System-GMM ¥ #4% %

System-GMM (5 3+ = j# P B8 % FIEA 4 44 {8 & 7 v B B 5
F A - e (LDA) Alics @ 2 A 1%l ¥k BT - S LR
RS EP DY T ASEAE R EE DT AL - m T L RS
Wealm A G ERBB LG T g R B AT w2 D
FRERFLZAE G ER STAETAREFET 3 PR NI & PR

PUEREHEE R TR AN T ARRAL DS I I v A FABHERR - 9

\

:}f;SyStem -GMM % » FlRE A 0-1 & 54 A F A FE R 5 (1-0.8146
) > A FE § L E 18.54% i B 5 I g % DI/A ratio £2 p & D/A ratio =
AR o W IE 2 FE g #@L»Ziﬁzﬂé’s—g 2P %547 (100%/18.54% ) cps i :E

¥4k 2.2 B if DIATratio o AT 3 R 3% % 4p ¥t Bazhair (2023) # IR 5

=
fing
e

o P e i R K 3.3 & ~ Buvanendraetal. (2017 ) # e &

hat
R
A?..
\\-L
\ -
%‘L

o
e
ﬂ

HRG3BE KW A HLEEB I HOPAE L ARF o
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#. 4.5 System-GMM % E;Tﬁ 5
BiTE Wi Zi P-value
Cons -2.3282 * 1.2284 -1.90 0.058
L.DA 0.8146 *** 0.0620 13.13 0.000
BS 0.1905 ** 0.0904 2.11 0.035
IND -0.5984 ** 0.2584 -2.32 0.021
INDP 4.3724 ** 2.1119 2.07 0.038
DUAL 0.0522 0.0980 0.53 0.594
MEET 0.0094 * 0.0050 1.89 0.059
ATTEN 0.1479 0.3043 0.49 0.627
ROA -0.2691 ** 0.1186 -2.27 0.023
FS 0.0507 0.0589 0.86 0.389
AR1 - - - 0.000
AR2 - - - 0.554
HANSEN TEST - - - 0.297
Year dummies - - - Yes
Industry dummies - - - Yes

FP LR (.01, ** p<0.05,* p<0.1 - FHF L F 5 2014.01-2022.12 £ 9 & > $& *# 12,716 £ - Cons
T HEE DA AR FHERTAVF BSEAET ¥ A8 IND % jH2 &% 4 #-INDP
g E A TR ¢ & A fiot ) - DUAL # CEO B £ 1+ ~ MEET %%igﬁ'g € =< i
ATTEN £ 5% § $8 5 “ROA 4 futh « L9 1 BRM 5 5 {IF R FA FS 4 2P 74
BE FE 2 HRT A2 p A ¥k Year dummies ~ Industry dummies 4 %] % T 374 1 £ >
e ¥ohm P -

TFE R > T F € (BS) B3iE i 01905 P i & 0.035 -
22 D/Aratio %= 5% ¥ kBT R FIM > TEF EREEHBT A&

BERAP 4 HAER IR T T ARHES DA ratio £ E ¥ £ RiD g

w oo JLFT T B % & &7 Zahra & Pearce (1989 ) i

AL (A ETEEHEEF KD G BT B2 5T Ak (IND) B8
5-0.5984 P it % 0.021 » ¥ DJA ratio # 5%AF % kT LA F M > T2 F
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FABRERTT AR I RBRIESSFoRF v s o B2 EFE TR T
EEEFENFE 2 ER Mo RBAFEST A BN L b 2% F Ak
RFREERGH > ERFTALHH F o ) jrEL2r Bhagat & Black (2001)
o B EETABREITAEREEREG L 2 E R D/A ratio T 'F - A7
TETLRESEY > T ENE LT R E BT T AT A R B H
s B ERGEY FrREMA B2 FFEFE %A 8 5 (INDP)
ARBTG5 43724 > P e 5 0.038 ¥ D/Aratio & 5%%F ¥ R ET R 3

G o

]\ <
2}

MEAM TEZTEH2BERET S RHEFEFFEFTHE S v ;
3% %% % &2 Abor (2007) -~ Kyriazopoulos (2017 ) - Tarus & Ayabei (2016) ‘& 4p

FoEF g sy PR AFERE L F R PRLAMER Ry Of

S HHRT o d S L ERTA SR H o DIATatio § 12t 1o ¥ A H 5 B
PRSP RN RELFE I RERE I REELATESR S R e R
E¥a gt MR Al AF T O T E MM AT LE ALY TR E R

FEHRAEY L IAFFTARHEI &G ®F > 713 D/Aratio ¢ + = - CEO &
£+ (DUAL) %3+ 0.0522 - P i& 5 0.594 - &2 D/Aratio A siit F & A F A F

1AM -CEO fEE i %R CEO L 544 v A K { B2 2 BELE i Y

FABEA Bk R AP R RS ETY

-

CEO W& Mgy 54 BHhe
& R JyfEf4 > ot %% & Bodaghi & Ahmadpour (2010) ## 3 &% + 3 = 7 F & %

WS mipe o F 4558 R et » CEO LM T AT & Xy 27
AR EERIEE S AP FRT NG R AT T RIS R Ekig
BETEREET AR RAZTRELREERT F2 - FEEF § =0k (

MEET) %3 0.0094 P i& % 0.059 » £ D/A ratio & 10%37 % -k 3 = & JLAT ¥ 4p
Mo Tl kg NPT AR PR B AR E i o ALY
% £ Shivdasani & Zenner (2004) 12 2 Vafeas (1999) pLghitiT > + 5% € ¢
EANREFTPAHLEEEL PR > LY FF T PR D PR R
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%},@_&ﬁz&:%%%@ A AEFT A PR ARE T TS Ezeani etal. (2022)

A Su o HH ﬁiggvi”\g{?’j‘ilﬁpﬂﬁ ‘/F'Xﬂ‘f‘

it

s E- O AL S
F (ATTEN) 3+ 5 01479 P & 5 0.627 > & D/Aratio fse3t b & A% B

%wwo?ﬁ&ﬂﬁ2%ﬂﬂ)ﬁ%i%<25%>%if§i¢%ﬁyﬁ%ﬁ%

o
Y
9
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1
&
=
1|
?jq:
2
ETS
>\4_
‘F’ \m
%
[
o3
PNy
J;o
@F
Rl
[y
P
(bt
ok
i)y
g
W
T
bt
~=h
\
o
&
b
4

Lo f S it 89.7T%F P c K RF FEETIOLRIE VN F BET

8

B2 eEEE¢EF > wd ¥ € 52 3¢ D/Aratio ¥ & K333 4
PeAl g o et L 4 R R 2 1% LT A (ROA) &3 £-0.2601
'P &% 0023 & D/A ratio & 5% ¥ -RET T REFM > RHRFTES T
PES % 5 f v o 32% % & Moradi & Paulet (2019) 4p ke » 3 g ¢ IRFR T = & 4p
AR S AR F o P R DR R IR T B R
i@ L fgrD/Aratioe = 7 F A RB(FS) 53+ 0.0507 > P & 5 0.389 > &2 D/Aratio
A T AR EFAM o %% T AL 4F Sani & Alifiah (2020) ; Titman &
Wessels (1988) i3k » FFARFR A N3G A7 PEZFERENE
A FIE A {E R ST RS AP AP LB S WA PG T
ARSI EL FHASFT AR MFUF A0 AP TR RIS

WEV A RFI AL BARFE G AERFL (Overbanking) - 4217 5 A g £+ 3

Wiges g $) VR A REAK RBEERLTT TAR R 25 TR
FREZEGIA TN EEF BT AR AP ERFE AL 520 LEPR
KA T L EFF LRTUT AR

Rt AR ERCERE L X pAdEpEEL 4
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F I MAdr RS AR E R S FHRCHER o PV 5 AR D/A ratio
L HERE AT
i# * System-GMM i+ pF> 2 & 45 & AR1-AR2 12 2 §_% id i Sargan-Hensen

A

Test - 4 Arellano & Bond  (1991) #751 » o b — FEfcs 3 f238¢ & 2 5 i)

RS
HeNMARL 27 ARLE:Z 0L FHAF & cAR2 P E e TF- L B 2%
B3 s ARk 273 AR2E P &5 0554 7 « 2+ 0.1 Hansen TestP & &
0297 » 3t ¥ B XS BEHRIEG F LA L BHPEET 7 3 M2 Bk o #3

20 APFETE R LR R P AE AR .

(-) #pRERFAD- W@ (LDA) HFFET + 54 fdci 08146
A5 018545 d PR A BT ASHET A AR F s £ K 18.54%
mﬁ}iig—*’ﬁ'ﬁ’f%ﬂv—’ﬁ‘ﬂ‘*‘f# Pt ER AP TOF R 54# (1/0.1854) A
iR D B T A B4R o % % tpd% Bazhair (2023) H i) G & frdrinzt & g b
F oo P Ek R 9 3.3 # ;5 Buvanendraetal. (2017) e B & ¥ 0 ik R Y
3BERF  F B FRRRLER 5 2 A FOTARHEAES ARF -
¥
&

l@'\\’g

=) F% ¢HH (BS) ¥ D/Aratio & F EEFAAM > BE 3w i1
A% (IND) ¥ D/Aratio & 7 B F4ph - 282 Bl 5 f v o {2002 5 % 5 4o
BadE gk MRESHIRA F BB ET 2 (INDP) ¥ 4wkt
@5 43724 4t D/Aratio £ F AEFARM > BE 3 9 1w o AT EE ¢ b
e F PRI AFERE L E R FEFRIEFITEOTE T AL
?,;u"-f—;'ry:ﬁ% o F i bR g > DIAratio $ o

(= )CEO g ¢ |+ (DUAL) %t D/Aratio & A # A X 29+ » » v F £ £ & CEO
& ¢ & 3y D/Aratio & & B2 58 -

(w) % ¢k=#k (MEET) %+ D/Aratio £ } 5 4ph » B8 3w S 0w 5%
¢ 2225 (ATTEN) RIZ A A FAPM o Br L A2 E 29 2w 420 iy
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~=h
{:'
i
o
4l
9
1%
ki
4l
E-)
W
E-)
)

AR EE G A AL 2 At

T4 AL G TIOFRE BOTT%T o0 FRAPEF § RIS K BT ALF
FERBEE 2P EnE R

BOEREL L2 OR T ENEFH S YL 450 A R
ETHFTASHREY L HEFEES %G (Cons~BS~IND~ROA - £ wj30A f
B HE P I MEET & A B ¥ B2 58 D/Aratio; # i 5 342 GMM ¢ > DUAL
~ATTEN ~ FS & A B8 ¥ 3 % D/A ratio » ¥ MEET & 10% 1 ~ k87 ¥ B8 F
AEHE e SRR Y Cons A 1% ok BT R G 2R 0 A GMM B3
® Cons Pl E 3 10% 5w kBT 4 L4 ¥4 c PR RFIANFLGTLY A
BRI At Cons i @ GMM g+t 3 » & L.DA 122 INDP R4 7

Cons R4 f2§# 4 o

K3 S I PR ERYE GMM f 3+ &
Cons +/- -1.0640 *** -2.3282*
LDA + - 0.8146 ***
BS +/5/- -0.0017** 0.1905 **
IND +/- -0.1740%* -0.5984 **
INDP +- - 43724 **
DUAL /o 0.0120 *** 0.0522
MEET + -0.0002 0.0094 *
ATTEN /o -0.0888 *** 0.1479
FS -0.3414 *** 0.0507
ROA + 0.1049 *** -0.2691 **

B 1ok p<0,01, % p<0.05, * p<0.1 o FHRLE ¥ 5 2014.01-2022.12 £ 9 i » # A # 12,716 £
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¥ iLE
ARy W B 4 BSR4 (Taiwan Economic Journal, TEJ) FfLE p g 2 24
EEEL T RSP 2014-2022 # FAL 56 System-GMM > 17 D/A ratio ¥ 5 F &
BHRIOFRFAFLGEFETIARET AR DT E § SRRy 27
RV RFFRET ABHEALT S
AHBFEW B T ERABEHET AL T AEFL 274 b5

-\1\1‘

L R EY N RSLE =
Pl b E R v R4 S CEO BEE MR T AFRAEFEES - ot A

ji
e

Bk e ¢ PR T B o X R A R R AP R
KEL A FREESAEBEA N v I EETALHERRD -

TR R AR SH o TR DM ER
(=) #FH

TREER IO PR EETE N A FBH AL AG el £ AR
BUEEAFARRRE LA TR SR N F e 6402025 E £ A RS
£ P2 E AT 25,000 #h T RS L 0 #r S B 2021 & 3Rid T (F iR %18 T
feiz ) P TER G PR R OAF LR FE AR ES SR FEER
54 & ZFEF % o F UIFH AT BHGER  HOWHBE - R EZ LEH S R

SAEFRARFZLE DT AR RDORE A RE AT TR FT AR F

e

!

FRET o R ﬁﬂﬁﬁPﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬂgiﬁﬁasﬁﬁ@’%ﬁ
T B P IR 4 B
?&%’%@ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂ’#?%?iéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁxﬁﬁﬁﬁgéo
(z) >pmma

BRI R E T RETAFDFERKT A 6 Rl B gk

ZANERRE P REFFEAEAE AFESARFRAFIENVTRATFLLER
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Flez £ 9h 5 > odr (P2 ) (FEREE) (2T L 2)(EBPH2

PR B ARPAEISWEFPRER SR BT MIIE A S

LELRE oG TRAERLIFOIAELIARB DR T DT T A B R
#g-BE ¥ (Caymanlslands)~ FF $ 8 R R 2B 2P RGP RLERT o BL
PREAFEFFEADALDRH - SFF MEF 2 MR bl o T R LB Afm

e+ 2 2 TSMC Global 3 & 3IFH® HenF & Rk ApEHE 45w & 4T

%"\f“ﬁ‘i%'%&’“?*ﬁ\iﬁ’#éﬂ*?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ??ﬁé EIS CHLNLEE S G ) m;$°“$“7

%

P Ra Rt RERPRCFR NS FEHBRER SLEEHNT AR
BASERT NG LR o
&ﬂiig%ﬁsmiiiA&»Eig&i@uagzgﬁiﬁﬁfi$ﬁ
R FARM T <*5fﬁﬁ%—%iml’*ﬁi§ i EMREZ CEZFER
R 2 P VRS P EF R R R EOBRERE TR D AL TIE
NIPEFER R AR A EFT E B PREHDFT UH A FEA
HFod MFEFEHBUN A LFEPL L FILPHFRALF AL

GIRFAGRBT ORI T A SRR FIETRET AR

ERPHERHEFEE ARG MR A LA AT & TR R MR RR
B¥ ® * P4 734p 1% T £ D/A ratio ~ D/E ratio ~ EBIT 1 2 # @ fE{lic 4 « 27 %
RETFTABEASZAFIFH RG> PFLHPS ERPIE LT
U5 TR 203 " AT R E R ' o BT LA HT A BN R R
PR KA S P REEFEDIFER A F TR - &N DY el A
DA ARERILE T A SEDEREE P TN R 6 TR0E P b e e

AET R A LT o BT 1L S 0.1854) 0 A B AR GTR G ¢ kA
DR ER gL ﬁ’ﬁy%?ﬁﬂ%%&?%?i%ﬁﬁ’%ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
GEa AEERTE S ARE T e B R BT R T S
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SEEFE LR SR DR SRS 3 TR RIS & LT R
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Vo NLE N ¥ L P E B SRR A

AR EBRENARALRI I AP T ALEN S E AL R T E
§PHREFRR L blHc AP & 2B OF LA R B LAERE
KB T T oo~ R - o o Al Y A B UM R

o EEHNTABEOREEEE (RSB E FE RS T AR
B r HAY > I AP B EF AR AERLTE ST ARES KR (
Reputational Effect) # 1+ & »c% (Business Effect) - # 32 T REE T { §
Wz FFAPM AR &0 2 Y I %R L h% % o 28T 77k ) Overbanking
T it D/Aratio T3 37 E o M UL R AW Ak Rl B AR
”Vﬁ%&oiipﬂk*w%Am"?%&&%wh»%o%wggig%&
BN PRI K IR o TR MR T 4 $0% ~ BSG 4152
EFREPBE ST ASHEFTY Y REY 0 AANTARBAH BT A
AT Fteed o

orkod st GMM B3tiE Y 1 2 R A 2N BEYEY UEEL P

BAHE = A @it A E 2T RREEN AT LAY
Boo RfrRR AW EREED CERAZEFGMM B3 AP T HRPEEHAZE
R R R T A FAEENEEFAT 5 A SRR EST -
B ARD P R A REER G (e F o 2 RIS P s

TASH AR VHRTAREANTER - BRAL PP XD FRS 2
By RaAFfe Ly ARABAF FERTA 2T EF R LMD IR FRETAS
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