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Abstract

In recent years, China’s capital market has been developing rapidly, and the level of the cost of debt
capital is crucial to the business performance and long-term development of enterprises. Under the
background of the state’s strong support and implementation of the deep integration of the digital econ-
omy and the real business, how enterprises can obtain debt capital at a lower cost has always been the
focus of attention of scholars and enterprises. This paper adopts the data of China’s A-share listed com-
panies from 2013 to 2023 to analyze the mechanism of the role of debt financing cost, empirically
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A

test the impact of digital transformation on the cost of corporate debt and the channel mechanism,
and further discuss the possible moderating and mediating effects, etc. The empirical results show that:
1) Enterprise digital transformation can play a significant role in reducing the cost of debt capital of
listed companies in China. 2) Digital transformation reduces the cost of debt capital by lowering the
agency cost of enterprises. 3) Digital transformation reduces the cost of debt capital by improving the
transparency of corporate information. 4) Higher equity checks and balances help digital transfor-
mation to better reduce the cost of debt.
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1. 5|8

AR R 5 3R, RN SAT AR TR . AL S M e st i /e, — i, Her b ar 4T
WA RN AME BB, $THE BAR B RE, RS B F A (Lee eral , 2022; RAESE, 2021)[1][2], [F
AL AR RS, B LA BE, 3R PSR M R R S AR FH AR D (BREEERSE, 20225 XIJRSCEE, 2024) [3]
[4]e FH—TJ71H, BARAN A 2% I ZAEAREE O RE BAR RSN ZE R, 5y 51 A0 a) ide 43 R0 1 ol XU
] R PR S5, 2020) [5], PRGN LR T 1 58 S R Bk B TE 251 55 G A 200, B0 A il 5% A .
DECEEFEAR W, B R AT RE DR AR A A TG I AL 5 55 TR AS, IR 2 AU

AR AR B i AR R AR 5 15 S50 B B R AL A5 25 B AR AR A E L SR kAR, B
TERRAO I R AW TSR LB SCRE, R 326 [ KR A e 5 ) 5 3 SE 7R K.

2. XRRER S iR

(—) PPRHFI

B B AT PR R R, H AT T B e CRR R EE . ERAH SR T,
HRIE L FE NN E . — R AR T HFEARE S E MR P iz O AL, 252 b i
BB FFEE, 2022) (6] 75— AN N AL BAUAGR B R ZH A, Bl S, 4
SGE R J A BT AR A B (MBS, 2022) [7]. B ESRITHUE G T BRI TE T H BR AR 108
H AR OB RS QIR B 2 ERS. B, G5 EARAT SR
B GER R AT i BRSO R e ok A, B8 TRERHMEE . BT 655 5 AL
AEA HBUE” , BB T A AR B LS A R AE AR T AT SR I HRE D5 35 5 1) 58 AR AR KT

() HREREA AR

1) SHFHERSHZEARA

B UG AR MR T AV AE A% St 4 Rk i 2 RS T 1 vy RS AN A i o8 AR 1 . 10k, B
AT B A i K EHE SLBUAS [R) 3= MR 1045 B GRS, 2R f 1 A5 58005 A5 BT FR . ok, B bt
BB AL O T H 280, PR PR, AR TR, (R 8 RS Bk B e AR A5 B SR U SR 4%
PRI, RALBIRECE, D PR A B AR (B EAESE, 2018) [8].
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ERE

— 5T, B AL FEARAE EARR, B Bh SRR S AT T AR, AT PR AR 5 55 BE AR AR
HOTH, REYE. DM EA LM SR FHAR 5 SRE TR ER S, R TR SRIuEE,
PR BE 77 20, IR DS R H HAR o X PR Y BOSN I T E BRI B e AR, RS T
G RATLAL) ()38 75 R (R R4S, 2020) [9]. JBIHE BEARBIGIHN 15 504 Rl 3h = i e X i i
HEIE E BAS 1) RS B0 UG, AETTE TR R R ToRah /1, RIS Al SRR R 57 55 B AR Ak
KRONE T AR FA

Ik, ARSCHRHEBR H: B R T 5155 BEAR A

2) WA, REBRASHREEARBA

G ZFEARH BRI, SN ERAR . BARSERHZE. KBRS H/NRZR Z AR A 78 R 25
RGBS, FEAARB A, B R AR TR R . B A R FKCE . @A E FEALHI DL R &R A
WA FI R, BEREHRTHI F5 45 B 00 2 A M5 55 20 R ) B VP R HIT o 24 A RVAR BEASEE BAZAEAS 47 R,
IR TT AR Bt A REEREIIN T GNPl A RN ARSRA @ YR AERE, 42 AR vl R 5 B
FAT N, SEEBNERE &R RS EN(EE %, 2023)[10]. @M AN TEEE. KEdE TRt 5
SRR, A TSR R TS S BB RYRUIRES, DR S B R, RN AR
ARIETF G o 2 ) = 0oF P 0 o) 670 5 P o) P e 17 ok 5 B2 1 M B S5 8l kD T ) R S T AR
B, BEARARER A, SRR A% (Ghouma, 2017) [117]. HU7Ab i U o 41 4345 & 5 Ak A 30 2 B 40 s F)
A 5 HE), HIEEEE B mEER, AR, W OUEIT N, ) E R R0 AR 55 15
LR S, 2022) [12], $REEEGTRE JJGRINESE, 2022) [13], M FRARARER AOA . K AR M LU A5
iy, FCMRBME AT GE A R EE, BRIRGTSS BEARUAS s (REFIE LI v mT R S BUR AR, 51Kk “BE
EAZHR” AT, BUE PR AR, BG5S A RRA . B A A e o A A P AR U A AR, S
TV 55 B4 v AL S5 S 4%, #i K AR B FUAT A (Tvaninskiy, 2019) [14], FEAISEFEAHERIA .

B RGBS BB . SRAb B LRI ARG A ATl A R AR T AR AT, T —
AR T AR 5 25 58 A BUAR

I, ASCHRHERB H2: BT R B T AR AR, M B AIC T 555 BE AR i As

3) ME AR, FREPHESHSEARAE

e AR R 22 AR AT SEE RO Bh TR T VA5 BB CORIESE, 2022) [15], F i E 350t
FE B PR RS aE . @ A E B Rsh, T s I 5 s, ME BAARR,
FETHE BRI R ARG ERE AT FEACA5 55 B A A

B, SR IS AR IR T A BERRE,  50a Ail RI B 52 5w ) e LR A Y
o AFTRCNFNPE AL R B3 L 22 1 SUAT i SR B {3 F R 22 B AR AS R VP, AT 388 o il i 5%
BRAR . A RNAERNLEIETS . AR UAT N EUE B R TR AR, X — U R B

HWR, B RO A 3R THE B3R TR RSCR IR T LS. R RS THE RS R
RECAEA TR S 1B 1o TEBRAAR A A R E 5K, (5 RILZ=NMI ROy E . @l E =, Ml
RS 7~ FLS U SRR 2278 B, AN AE [R) 46 2% 1 3RAS BEAR AR IS DR S AR . s o B A B e iR v
I E BARFRYE,  $E R AT A TR 5 O (Armstrong ef al., 2010) [16].

5, B RAEAS BRI ACFRAN 34 07 T B KRR, il B m RO s AR G A e
BB 23 53, SEIA b A A 5 SI A SH =2 0 B 5 o ROC B o B0 AR Il 2 1) R 1) RS S A% 8 I I 22,
BRI TS SRR, LI ERE B AN R EE . XTI A G B8R, e e
AR RIS N AN AR AL, 3RS E BRI R S, BDE B R, Gl R B R
RN A R, PRI URAC B AR, I PR3 55 B A A
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A

Pk, ACIRMARE H3: Fr i A0@ i S Ao AE BOE R, d3Em R 1 Al A5 55 T AR AR

4) DVEFHER, BAHE R SHRSEARA

R PR AR, A 2 B A R B I . R e BT A&, A lia
JETHDO T 68T RS A5 55 25 46 8 BN E LI, RefS i B B 5L RN T S T B AL
HERE, TR E sk RS B X AL 1) 45 S A5 25 T 37 3R I o A0 B R Al 75 B AR 22 06453 45 130N 6 70 R0 BRI Rk %
AWAA L AIIRBREEMRET, BAES VR 9 AR A & T2 0 AL, JROR 2 AR AE )
)V 2 8 FR BN T IRRE S5 (e

FEMCEERE EHEN Ha - JAU) i FE 23 75 A b 3507 A B8 f5 55 Rk 1% 1 A 10) s ) o 81 T 1 £ 81 R
3. SHERH

(—) BEAREE S SR RIE

ASCIEHL 2013~2023 FFrE A I BT AFRERTFRFEA, I DURimIE I 1) BBk BT A
SR EFEAR, HTSRVEM S RERS]. ArlAE B M WAAERZ AR 2) 4k ST &
ST*IIFEAARNY; 3) BIFRAHCAE B HR AR IFEAS . I8 T T b T A m] AE 4R 90 T-H 7 A i) O B 1] 459 H
Bep A RO,k S {8 (R 2R bn vl RE AT R IR 22 . H AR SR 7E CSMAR. WIND 55045 ¢ A 5 1f)
FrA BT IELAR kAT T BT 1% 48 R b .

o) ZBEEX

1) BERERE

KX F X 73(2009) [ 1758771, KRR SCH & P34 EA57 55 1R B A1) i i B A b 1) 53
FHRAMA . FHdr, FUESCHAFE AR S B A RS S, TP B S M “EAIATE
5155 5 IRAT B SHFIME” HEAA . RAAT RS ZEEEE it FAKHE . A+ B 65 55 107
m R R KHIIE R — A BIAR ARG BN 0 5 DL AT 27 55 . B, i 55 B AR LA (COD) i B A
X H: COD = [(FHMFE + TARWHE) T E65%5].

2) BARRE

B4 7 (Digital transformation, dig) 2% 2 3EZ5(2021) 21 H I BFA R E T O AR# 5, =
PURIENAZH: —2M AT . “KEIE” . “TibE” X SEARNZCI N H T
HAE “RZHEARZER” » 0L “BrEARBMAH” RERMN “HARLEMH” o A30#E Python
Ao A A 4 B A B R DRI R AT G vt o i, IF LLIRIR B AR BUE R A E A AR, fg
Br IR B R

ARELRSA S 2 BN A5(2022) (1319 FE, KRR 2 5K B 3R RATH 57 2 A LU B i 2 A
N - IR AR AR (ACD) o SR 58 7 i) e 26 I Vs B 0t PR B 2 32 A 545 77 AR e vty SR A B Rl A ) 4
filzEe, Bl S ARG, AR - EEEAE AR ACM) G . K 5 4 PR R (At SIS R e B
FAORMEREIR - HNBRARARB AN (ACm), AEBR SRR KBRS /N AR 8] (R AR S ™

= RIE I S SR8/ 77k, LR THF S(Bigd) « 8 431 I 593 £ (Ana) « U F 4R 9% & (Report)
FESERREHREMENT &, RAMBEE, WEEEEWHE S5 et (Transparency), WL 1.

Table 1. Measures of information transparency variables
=1 FREAETENE

A EE Y A AR ] W77
1ERIEY B o3 BT I DG B Ana — 4 A AT IR B )X FL kAT BR IR 23 AT i Bl
Transparency RO SESE Report — 4 PRI LA T BR R A3 BT B
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ERE

il E Bigd PR ZHHIRESFrE TN 1, HAtA o
REM = ABPROD — ABCFO — ABDISEXP
=R REM ABPROD: FWAr7i4. ABCFO: FW&EINE

i~ ABDISEXP: S B3

JRERSL 4687 B S B 1 s w B A 454, AR T A NI AR R R HAEAE R, e 2 AW TIN5 6 ) i e K
POH EE o 35 vmn R BRI 1687 P88 R A8 TE 3 o S R L 78 /0 WP L 5 L, AR — @ R I TSR 2 i i 3l
HATAT N, A R ARG AR5 55 A o AP HEAT B A B (R e R v, TR 68 6 v P i b R B
U R FAS B ZE BEAR /N R IR S, SCE AR E BRI, B AR 24 AU 4k 1 a2 457 55 il Bt AR o AN SR
S FBEE NI AR R, S fatlilim, R TR /NI AN T3 — R AR O 6 4 FH e

3) BHIZE

SE B ERT(2011) [19)F MW7, G R EHIEREW T A" A (Size). A7 FH ]
(Indep). FIERE —(Dual). AU (SOE) K %7 Lk #(Tang) 455 =121 % (ROE). K (Growth).
#H AH(Board). %77 F15i % (Lev) LA SRR AR B A ELICR) . BRILLASS, ASCIEE 6] T 440 FAT M ) il s
RN AR E XN 2.

Table 2. Definition of variables
F2 TEENX

AR LA ins 51
B & 5145 B AR A COD (RNAE + BEAWFE) P B 65
a2 e it dig In(E AR OGRS + 1)
g5 N - AR ACD FIRZRH/ ISR + RATBIR)
R AR - 2RI AR ACM BN/ R
KIEZR - t/NBARATR BA ACm HoA IR B 55
5 S B R Transparency S R, W B
JBER il 1457 55 (Trans) S B RBEARES T R RR LG A
N F AR Size In(_E A JLE )
Jil S G L A Indep BT EFE RN
EL YN Board In(FEH2AED)
JEE AL 5T SOE EA Al E 1, HAbAIE 0
[ Dual HHLGEEE MR AN, B0
5T IR AR ROE R AP 1 B

(FERHE + ARRUERB 0 E) * AR +

P fERQH TobinQ IR (D) 24 77
BB Tang e+ 5 R A
R A R e Topl0 B TR AR R 24 K

N Growth FAEEAN EEEEA — 1
T BRI 8 ICR BBLITRI AL
W G Lev A B

Fhy Year HERLAR &

(4 Industry REWAL

4. HHELRIT
PSLOATIS Ea7 S (AF AV LRI RICP/ S LR
COD, = a, +a,dig, +a, > Controls + Year, + Industry, + €, (1)
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COD, =z, + mdig, + r,S, + 7ydig, * S, + 7, 2. Controls + Year, + Industry, + €,

5. SEUEST#R

AC, = B, + pdig, + B, 2. Controls + Year, + Industry, + €,

COD,, =y, +y,dig, +y,AC, +y, 2 Controls + Year, + Industry, + ¢,

Trans, = 6, + 6,dig,, + 6, > Controls + Year, + Industry, + &,

COD, = y, + pdig, + w,Trans, + u, 2. Controls + Year, + Industry, + €,

(—) WAL
7 3 2R, COD WIBME A AL A5 518 0.0393 F10.04, dig brdEZEN 1.267, FIARE LA & 450
X B AL T ) EEALRE B B AR — R £ . ACD [I¥(E N 0.0362, RIERAAHXT L. ACM fIH)
85 0.5609, ACHERAMIXTE . ACm MIEME AN 0.0164, IR AMKEAL. S FHIK 0.1827, HKAMHE
0.67, Wi Eu U BRAE S A | op, ORI FE AR i, 2 A KIRARIL R R KER AT, Betg i —K
B AR T F A5 e 1 i 4

Table 3. Descriptive statistics

3. kgt

2
3
“
)
(6)

VarName Obs Mean SD Min Median Max
COD 14,912 0.0393 0.036 -0.44 0.04 0.15
dig 14912 1.4538 1.267 0.00 1.39 5.09
ACD 14912 0.0362 0.056 -0.92 0.04 0.21
ACM 14,912 0.5609 0.427 0.06 0.46 3.38
ACm 14912 0.0164 0.026 0.00 0.01 0.20
Trans 14912 0.0018 0.003 0.00 0.00 0.01
TobinQ 14,912 1.4347 0.786 0.63 1.19 12.15
S 14,912 0.1827 0.121 0.00 0.16 0.67
size 14912 23.7533 1.453 20.53 23.65 27.96
Indep 14,912 0.3844 0.061 0.33 0.36 0.60
Board 14,912 2.1394 0.211 1.61 2.20 2.71
Tang 14912 0.3949 0.181 0.02 0.39 0.84
ICR 14912 6.3028 14.236 -26.19 3.31 168.65
Lev 14,912 0.5796 0.155 0.15 0.58 0.92
ROE 14,912 0.0548 0.140 —1.88 0.07 0.39
Growth 14912 0.1274 0.291 —0.64 0.09 2.20
Topl0 14,912 0.6010 0.162 0.22 0.60 0.95
(Z) RS

H1%% 4 751, dig 5 COD 2 [A][IAH % 2 BUN—-0.086, 78 1%/K°F LB 2 FukHoe, 5R¥% H1 ¥4 .
COD 5 ACD HJRIHZBN 0.616, 7 1%HIKF EEZE. ACM I RECH 0.055, 7 1%H/KF EIE A &
#. ACm I RECN 0.032, VIBIAET H2. Frf 4 & VIF EIH7E 10 LR, 1/VIFENF 1, AELE
) 2 B2

Table 4. Correlation analysis

4. BXRMD

COD

dig

Trans

ACD

ACM

ACm

COD

1
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ERE

B3k
dig —0.086*** 1
Trans 0.00400 0.145%*** 1
ACD 0.616*** —0.088*** —0.00600 1
ACM 0.055%** 0.120%*** 0.0200 0.0120 1
ACm 0.032%* 0.0180 0.085*** 0.0170 —-0.0130 1
S —0.0100 0.047*** 0.228*** 0.032** —-0.0120 —0.00700 1
size 0 —-0.0130 0.459%** 0.043*** 0.00500 0.202%** 0.213%**
Indep 0.027* 0.0190 0.090*** 0.0160 0.0110 0.029** 0.00300
Board 0.0200 —0.057*** 0.071*** 0.0230 —0.050%*** —0.048*** 0.125%**
Dual —0.075%** 0.154*** —0.094*** —0.073*** 0.0180 —0.072%%* —0.00500
ROE —0.124*** 0.00500 0.123%** —0.133%*** 0.110%** —0.062*** 0.054%**
TobinQ 0.00500 0.070*** —0.082*** —0.043*** 0.0160 —0.094*** 0.0210
Tang 0.051*** —0.311%*** 0.0240 0.128*** —0.028* —0.031** 0.00700
Topl0 —0.045%** —0.077*** 0.370%*** —0.049%*** 0.0220 0.0120 0.316***
Growth —0.0180 0.0200 0.0110 —0.045%*** 0.099*** —0.0210 —0.00800
ICR —0.291*** 0.039*** 0.063*** —0.391*** 0.093*** —0.101*** 0.025*
Lev 0.150%*** —0.063*** 0.062%*** 0.222%** 0.0180 0.285%** 0.0220
size Indep Board Dual ROE TobinQ Tang
size 1
Indep 0.056*** 1
Board 0.236*** —0.524%** 1
Dual —0.194%*** 0.066*** —0.154%** 1
ROE 0.129*** —0.025* 0.056*** 0.034** 1
TobinQ —0.390*** 0.033** —0.147%*** 0.156*** 0.087*** 1
Tang 0.162*** —0.00900 0.060*** —0.086*** —0.026* —0.128*** 1
Topl0 0.381*** 0.048*** 0.075*** —0.076*** 0.159*** —0.161%** 0.066***
Growth 0.00500 —0.024* —0.032** 0.050*** 0.296*** 0.141%*** —-0.0220
ICR —0.041*** —0.00500 0.00700 0.031** 0.193*** 0.154%*** —0.063***
Lev 0.420*** 0.054*** 0.052*** —0.116*** —0.193*** —0.324%** 0.196***
Topl0 Growth ICR Lev
Topl0 1
Growth 0.033** 1
ICR 0.051*** 0.087*** 1
Lev 0.061*** 0 —0.340%** 1

E: FESRNFRIERZ; *p<0.1, *¥p<0.05, **¥p<0.0l,

&) EBEZH

5 FN(DRARAIMANAEATEE R AR BRI EEEE R 512) Ok — B shl &M NE ST, BA 6 F
D AT B IR & B1)(3) v d il AR & Ja i B 45 o e be o #(1) s dig 5 COD Z 8.3 1)
HAHIE: 1(2) dig [FIHZE R N-0.0014, REFF SRS HAE 1%KF ERZE: 51(3)45 R N4-0.0006, fE
1% RN, DL RgE FER AL 3 ) 5 45 55 Al B A ik B R AHDGOG R, TEF B4
AT B AR EZ G, dig % COD Bl mi By B, #E— B3k 7 A SR FifR ik Hl .

Table 5. Benchmark regression analysis

F 5. FERESHR

dig

ACD

COD

—0.0025%**
(~6.0437)

@)

COD
—0.0014%**
(-3.6519)
0.4057+**

3)

COoD
~0.0006%**
(-0.9795)
0.3661%++
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ACM
ACm
Trans
TobinQ
Dual
size
Indep
Board
Tang
ICR
Lev
ROE
Growth
Topl0
_cons
Year
Industry

N
adj. R?

(40.4544)
0.0056%***
(5.2343)
0.0113
(0.5965)
0.2339
(1.1449)
0.0005
(0.8176)
—0.0039%**
(—3.5939)
—0.0012%*%*
(—2.6639)
0.0191**
(2.1205)
0.0073***
(2.7520)
—0.0104%**
(—3.8353)
—0.0000
(—0.0526)
0.0024
(0.6171)
—0.0153%**
(—3.5686)
0.0031%*
(1.8250)
0.0003
(0.0815)
0.0428%** 0.0326%**
(54.4396) (2.8887)
No No
No No
14,912 14,912
0.007 0.381

(29.0283)
0.0067**
(2.4736)
0.0755%**
(2.6940)
0.7838
(1.6401)
0.0006
(0.6945)
~0.0028*
(~1.7576)
~0.0040%*
(-2.3317)
10.4055%*
(2.0318)
~0.1090
(~0.9809)
0.0092%*
(1.6763)
0.0002%+*
(4.8271)
~0.0125*
(~1.7146)
~0.0137%%*
(-3.2502)
0.0019
(1.1709)
~0.0033
(-0.4614)
~3.6256*
(~1.8355)

E: ESAN SR *p<0.1,

(W) Tt
1) BHEREE

*kp < 0,05, ***p<0.01.

ARSCR P B A R AL B A8 5 OR BB AR 36 P 2 Z TR OR R o Bdf ok U CSMAR K /e b i)

B BRI AR .

Table 6. Regression results after dig substitution

6. Bk dig FHIEVFAER

(1) (2) (3)
COD COD COD
deg —0.0001*+** 0.0000 —0.0001*+**
(-1.1130) (0.4227) (-1.2179)
ACD 0.3867%%* 0.3703***
(40.2997) (30.5690)
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ACM
ACm
Trans
TobinQ
Dual
size
Indep
Board
Tang
ICR
Lev
ROE
Growth
Topl0
Year
Industry

_cons

N
adj. R?

No
No
0.0416%**
(21.9144)
14,912
0.000

0.0050%**
(4.9245)
0.0120
(0.6621)
0.3689*
(1.8784)
0.0003
(0.4319)
—0.0044%**
(-4.2565)
—0.0016%**
(-3.5976)
0.0200%*
(2.3200)
0.0083 %+
(3.2763)

—0.0070%**

(-2.6718)
0.0001
(1.4218)
0.0044
(1.1841)

—0.0162%**

(—=3.9435)
0.0028*
(1.7238)

0.0009
(0.2950)
No
No

0.0353***
(3.2672)

14,912
0.371

0.0066**
(2.5335)
0.0741***
(2.7508)
—1.0862%%*
(—2.3325)
0.0006
(0.7452)
—0.0024
(—1.5605)
—0.0038%**
(—2.2624)
10.8038**
(2.1996)
—0.0995
(—0.9317)
0.0090*
(1.7045)
0.0003***
(6.6430)
-0.0112
(—1.6000)
—0.0138%**
(—3.4047)
0.0015
(0.9589)
—0.0033
(—0.4831)
Yes
Yes
—3.8009**
(—2.0059)
14,912
0.053

e 5NN TR

*p<0.1, **p<0.05, ***p<0.01,

6 RS R IR, B A A R R T SR AR S AR EZE R, deg 1 1R1H 2 %7 9—-0.0001,
1E 1% MK F B R 2, COD 5 ACD. ACM. ACm [#[BH & %5514 03703, 0.0066 F10.0741, H
1E 1% MK ERZE, #—PRF 7 R% H1. H2.

2) BHEBARTE

N TP IR SRS R R AR, A SCSUHAT B SS AR SME 31T COD THE., (Hf5 68
AN TFIRL A S Ao PR (3 25 B A A, SR AL 45 IR TS5 B2 . SN “(BRAALFLE + BEARMLFIR) P
fTES” BTE T 55 BEARMA(COd). I 7 FTEUE H, B i 8 (dig) I R B SRR FF I 3 A, FRIX

Rk Hl.
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Table 7. Regression results after replacing the COD measure

F 7. Bk COD WEE AN EMEALER

Q) () 3)
COd COd COd
dig —0.0033%*%** —-0.0002 —-0.0002
(—6.5041) (—-1.3027) (—0.7105)
ACD 0.8084*** 0.7782%**
(263.9372) (172.8928)
ACM 0.0017*** 0.0009
(5.1594) (0.9709)
ACm —0.0089 0.0041
(—1.5444) (0.4105)
Trans —0.0851 0.1263
(—1.3647) (0.7406)
TobinQ 0.0001 —0.0003
(0.7293) (—0.8173)
Dual —0.0002 —0.0000
(—0.5761) (—0.0433)
size —0.0004*** —0.0003
(—3.0623) (—0.4675)
Indep —-0.0035 1.5443
(—1.2839) (0.8449)
Board —0.0006 —0.0223
(—0.6979) (—0.5621)
Tang 0.0013 0.0042%**
(1.6021) (2.1650)
ICR —0.0003*%** —0.0002**%*
(—22.3825) (—15.1466)
Lev —0.0026** 0.0034
(—2.2049) (1.3166)
ROE 0.0057*** 0.0042***
(4.3313) (2.8204)
Growth 0.0005 0.0016***
(0.9188) (2.8263)
Topl0 0.0001 0.0002
(0.0727) (0.0658)
Year No No Yes
Industry No No Yes
_cons 0.0358*** 0.0161%*** —0.5363
(36.4714) (4.6725) (—0.7608)
N 14,912 14,912 14,912
adj. R? 0.008 0.963 0.904

H: FENNLGIFE: *p<0.1, **p<0.05, ***p<0.01.

(1) WAL

FEANE A R 5 6555 WA A W Fo AT REAAERE A IE SR M = A 2BV R R — DT, Ky
AL RE PR AL BT 55 BEA A 53— T5TH, 5155 BEAS A LR (4 Aolb T 8 5E AT 3l T HERERC AL e 7,
PUACRRBE5 o IR A AR 5C 2 AT RERZ O IE U4 SR I AT SEdE . vk, ARSCRHA] Heckman PR BB,
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FIN AT 7 XS A R A F O TR AZ BRI Probit A, 3% 8 B IHEE R B, WOKIRETHE R
(IMR)&:%, RHRIGRAPAEREARLERmZE. ZI(D)~G)ME R E R, EEFINAETERBE, dig 7i6E
REEL COD, ELMTIR Mk 7 HFAR G55 B A A L3 AT A e Y, dig IR A%FBL
FLAE SR HI

Table 8. Heckman two-stage test
%% 8. Heckman M ER 166

(M (@) A3)
COD dig Heckman two-step results
dig_mean 0.722%**
(0.0678)
TobinQ 0.00462%** 0.00959
(0.00106) (0.0341)
size 0.00127* 0.109%**
(0.000662) (0.0185)
Indep 0.0187 —0.247
(0.0128) (0.392)
Board 0.00407 —0.354%**
(0.00409) (0.116)
Tang —0.00953 —1.537%**
(0.00613) (0.115)
ICR —0.000799%** —0.000419
(4.88¢—05) (0.00151)
Lev 0.0182%** -0.177
(0.00509) (0.160)
ROE —0.0177%** 0.0571
(0.00520) (0.156)
Growth 0.00459** 0.0457
(0.00233) (0.0733)
Topl0 —0.0110** —0.412%**
(0.00444) (0.136)
IMR 0.0199%**
(0.00653)
Constant —0.0182 —1.202%*
(0.0156) (0.478)
Observations 14,912 14,912 14,912

W BEARNtGIEE; *p<0.1, **p<0.05, **¥p<0.01,

6. ML

(—) DB ER, RERA SR F B RA

9 FEIK ACD ME NN ARSI AIEAZ TR AR, 4R RIR dig B K ACD, #EmFF{%
COD. (2)57f LAE H dig 5 ACM (1015 R EAE 1% 535K Eo L, R RK T B 5%
i ACM. #5(3)%1 dig 5 ACm HJ[E1JH R=%8-0.0001; 8 ACm 1A /AR &I I B AL o [a] A
J&, W ACm 1F dig 5 COD Z [al &A% T HA1E .
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Table 9. Regression results of the mediating role of agency costs

9. REMAHPMEREIALR

@)) 2 3)
ACD ACM ACm
dig ~0.0022%%* —0.041 5% ~0.0001
(-3.6742) (-8.2925) (-0.3896)
TobinQ 0.0061%** 0.0086 0.0005
(4.9037) (0.8469) (0.8540)
size 0.0007 0.0123%* 0.0031%**
(0.9754) (2.2177) (9.6346)
Indep 0.0285%* 0.1468 —0.023 1 %**
(1.9622) (1.2371) (-3.3873)
Board 0.0110%* 0.1121%** —0.0144%**
(2.5473) (3.1736) (~7.1090)
Tang 0.0248%** 0.0222 ~0.0136%**
(5.6965) (0.6231) (~6.6420)
ICR ~0.0014%** ~0.0028%** ~0.0000
(-25.1165) (-6.2350) (-0.7543)
Lev 0.0330%** 0.2436%** 0.0390%**
(5.5972) (5.0570) (14.1190)
ROE —0.0193**x* —0.2927%%* ~0.0040
(-3.3166) (-6.1628) (~1.4680)
Growth ~0.0009 ~0.0893% ~0.0019
(-0.3257) (—4.0573) (~1.5416)
Topl0 ~0.0128%* ~0.0595 ~0.0069%**
(-2.5700) (~1.4605) (-2.9483)
_cons ~0.0306* ~0.8698%** ~0.0297%**
(~1.7789) (~6.1750) (-3.6726)
N 14,912 14912 14,912
adj. R? 0.179 0.042 0.109

E: W5 AN GRS

(&) S HFUER, FREVESRERALRA

*p<0.1, *p<0.05, ***p<0.01.

AV AE R R I R, R 1 AN 2 1 PR B R BE 70 O SR T DS CR ACR I e i o X A 1)
A BRI AR 7, AR & TR AT YERERTE, RS TE R IR. BRIk
BRI, B Il P BN A BB B P o e 4 B2 W E BE 6 B IR B 3 Al U
(KR, D E B RN, IR 1 k655 ASRAS . 2 10 IE(1). ()R YIfE
%383 $2 T+ Trans, FEMIPEAL COD. PL I SEHIFZE RAESE H3 AL

Table 10. Mediated regression results for information transparency

F10. FREMERNHNEITLE

(D) (2)
Trans COD

dig 0.0003 *** —0.0020%**

(11.2819) (—4.5842)
Trans —0.4881**

(—2.0326)

TobinQ 0.0004*** 0.0015*

(7.5038) (1.7012)
size 0.0009%%** —0.0018%**
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(26.3695) (—3.2706)
Indep 0.0013* 0.0269**
(1.8384) (2.5683)
Board —0.0003 0.0117%**
(—1.2478) (3.8467)
Tang —0.001 [*** 0.0009
(—5.1049) (0.2701)
ICR 0.0000 —0.0005%**
(0.5060) (—13.0183)
Lev —0.0021%** 0.0125%***
(—6.9152) (2.8341)
ROE 0.0003 —0.0168%**
(0.8681) (-3.3779)
Growth 0.0000 0.0035%*
(0.2216) (1.7603)
Topl0 0.0030*** 0.0012
(12.1288) (0.3330)
_cons —0.0198%** 0.0414%**
(—23.2254) (3.1039)
N 14,912 14,912
adj. R? 0.303 0.077

W BEARNGIEE; *p<0.1, **p<0.05, **¥p<0.01,

&) SWHFFER, BRHEESREREARA

3G A2 HLIR(dig * S):RPAG I AR B, 4 11 51(1) B Mo e UL E S 157 55 Fil B AR A7 8 X 35 1) 7 1)
SN, BEPIRAE T Hae SIQ)ESIANSC IS, B BRI 025 AT 15 RN, [R50 A 4 7R x £
55Tl T RS [ A7 1) SR SR ASE  XoF dig A S HEAT AR AL B BAYk /i 22« 41 (3) AR R AR dig 55 COD
RN H R BCE GRS (D) ARG SR . LRSI B [0l ) R 25 o, R R S B inai
1 dig 5 COD Z AR K AR, KIFILFATER, AIMSCRE 7B H4.

Table 11. Test results of the adjustment mechanism of equity checks and balances

= 11 BRI S BRI A

(D) (2) 3)
COD COD COD
dig —0.0022%** ~0.0038%* —0.0022%%*
(-5.4862) (-5.3376) (-5.3416)
S 0.0000 0.0001* 0.0000
(0.1409) (1.8879) (0.1709)
c_digS —0.000] *#**
(—2.6824)
digS —0.000] *#*
(—2.6824)
TobinQ 0.0044%%* 0.0044%%* 0.0044%%*
(5.2315) (5.2876) (5.2876)
size ~0.0003 ~0.0003 ~0.0003
(-0.6783) (~0.5766) (-0.5766)
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Indep 0.031 1%+ 0.0303%** 0.0303%**
(3.2285) (3.1377) (3.1377)
Board 0.0108%** 0.0105%+* 0.0105%*
(3.7533) (3.6514) (3.6514)
Tang 0.0019 0.0022 0.0022
(0.6596) (0.7663) (0.7663)
ICR ~0.0006%*** ~0.0006%** ~0.0006%***
(~16.5715) (~16.6155) (~16.6155)
Lev 0.0158*** 0.0149%+* 0.0149%**
(4.0416) (3.8035) (3.8035)
ROE —0.0192%x ~0.0195% —0.0195%x
(—4.9822) (-5.0536) (-5.0536)
Growth 0.0024 0.0026 0.0026
(1.3152) (1.4252) (1.4252)
Topl0 ~0.0050 ~0.0047 ~0.0047
(~1.4435) (-1.3763) (-1.3763)
_cons 0.0062 0.0084 0.0061
(0.5323) (0.7242) (0.5225)
N 14,912 14912 14,912
adj. R2 0.095 0.097 0.097

H: FENNLGIFE: *p<0.1, **p<0.05, ***p<0.01.

7. FREBEREIN

FERFATFE R, BPERAMSO I SEHN E G E R S TB, R E XA K EE
SlE. [\, B55 BEAMASE NV B A b A R B B 2R . BT BRI, AR
PAR il

Aol 7 o 3 958 A5 SR A R AL A BT R BRI AE UK, AN SR AR FE AR o b XRS5 S R B R 0
[e] < BTG A AN SR BORS HE . AT 5 SCRE, 5 B LR PRAG 3 B ARG, PRI AN XU B AR 7K
MTACAE AV AS GTRA . B A BRI RS . A7l 1k R B R B M) 2 22 S A U B SR AT 3 77 56
[, T R X A R T, NP S AT BSOS B It S R G, B
RAPR AL OR RS o S BT A, HESIEEE T 6 T, UL S RNESE 5 6155 Tidnait, T2
i LR BC B R, SEDLGT 55 il SRS HEBU.
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