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Abstract

This paper selects A-share listed enterprises from 2015 to 2024 as research samples and conducts an
empirical analysis focusing on goodwill impairment behavior, so as to explore the actual impact of
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this factor on corporate debt financing costs. The research results indicate that corporate debt financ-
ing costs will increase significantly after enterprises accrue goodwill impairment provisions. Corpo-
rate sustainable development level and information disclosure quality exert a partial mediating effect
in the influence path of goodwill impairment on debt financing costs. Further research finds that the
increase in managerial shareholding ratio can effectively weaken the cost-rising effect caused by
goodwill impairment, and thus plays a negative moderating role in the correlation between the two
variables. To ensure the reliability of overall research conclusions, this paper carries out robustness
verification and endogeneity treatment by changing the measurement caliber of the core explained
variable and introducing instrumental variables. This study provides theoretical basis and practical
reference for enterprises to strengthen goodwill risk management, optimize financing decisions, and
for regulatory authorities to improve accounting standards for goodwill.
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BEA PSSR TR S T SE S e, R AR i L TiT A Rl B PRSI VR R R, R B LSS
P Bl o FEIX —aE R, US55 A P Al o SR U R 1 S W TR A A A R S AT AN, R A T P28
BRI, PR AR b2 — TN WA (0 R U050, A ST R o 6 AR 0 e 0 R0 55 o 10 % 7= e 408 2 1 e
SEBRIMIES T, A DAL G e EETIEEE R,  [RIREPH T S AR SR E . X PG B I
T2 Gy 155 A B 5| R e WA R RS P B R ML, 3R A1 7 25 ] I TV A8 Ry O T B AR T A 5 b XU 1Y)
HAUE

TEAEFEA 25 DR TAE A, R 2R A I — T AN o] 2D (R BR T, 3k — S o v A 3 22 1 2
Wr 5ttt NEAEETR 7. HHREE2019) 8 L H4 BE 5 a] BEKs p 2 U AR A0 A R P
LR, fEa SR A BRG] FRALHE(2021)48 H g i R0 7 A2 1) v 2V ok B e e fE sk, —
BRI P SR A T, AR 2 G A XU [2]. Li Q01 A FEUESE, 3% 24 i 2 s ff 1t
AL GE SRS R TRIK , Al e A A T I YA N 389 K s 2 AR R B PR R s 33 kT IR 55 (2022)
WA, PSS IAE A4 B 5 TR 28 S 0 8w e dd e i T, {4 56 36 R AR IR B R m] DAR AR
— AR 4] BEAN T B (202 1A FTIESE, FIERAE K BfA 2 BRI 2 A 28 IS,
HI G5B A5 0, HEMINE 7 AN BB, STt T AR A E PR AR5

555 BB AE A AR B 1) E BERTE, HOAR =l B ) A i 45 3t 5 e 40 . Hand
A R FNAS R A FE BT 7 5 Aol it 25 Al 0 AR IR R 2 o Aol Y 458 5 St 55 4 3 o 1 M 34 2 e 5 %
SEA . Dhaliwal 2201 1)FEH, PIESALHIAS 5 35 1 28 W) A FH B = 1 55 Bl A (6] X1 Rla7.(2020) 34
o, AN T RE TR, A b RS SRR 7] A AR I 55 SR AR 20 il T A AR
201, Goss Al Roberts (2011) &I, Ak 5 A HAt & ST B ATE I, BENS 4 EUE T I B SEk R 2%,
[ B SR A5 B K R 55 45 B3 PR A8 10 BFFRI (2022)F FTAIE S, A VAR THBRAS S8 904 78 1) JoR B vl DA L 15 55 B
RS, B4 K9] FERHEEQO19)BE FitaH, AV iH3& R 28 B8 5 5 i 55 HAPR 25 44 1)
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FasE e, AFIF Ak A F S % KA 1 S AR 5 4580 10]. Sun A1 Zhang (2017)iE— 2RI, it
PR AR B RR C,  FLF 515 TN A 4 SR AR R FRAE 117

HUAT SCHRA P2 IR 2 5 5 SRR T 2 TN RBE . e A8 S S BT S 4 1, A 25 i 34
IR TF RO SN B 2 o A LR R RS TR B0 £ 5 55 R 8 B AR (KA S, A e NPT P R JR e )
& B REPIAGETIN, FIF 2015~2024 48 A B ETA T ¥, W50 = F R EAEEFH AR . A3
ARSI TTIRELTE: (1) JRIBRIEIRAE LT E BT FoA K% SV B AL T 37 S 4o 2 5 45 T 35 (2)
TR S5 BAE R 5 5L T (AR, 50705 7 25 DR AR S 5 55 R 8 PO AR O L PR BR AR S5 LR s (3) ol 26
JR 56 4 T R R SR SRR AR S, RIS . Se A ERA TR, INRAE B R DA R R L TR
PR ERAE IR AR

2. BRI EMRB/R

P P AT A IS SRS, WO B EE S AR A AR R A il 71, Tt HL RENS Qi R A A
I AR SeRIRIR, AR BE FT BE 2 XDE AT 1 A BAZ I, ] e Al U AR Kb 5
TS R, ST RE AR R W TP AR H TS L& 3 ST . R EIREE T S Al A
THE S F 8 T b ATHE B ITERE, 4 S B A s b 2 BRI, R Aol XU 5 £
REAIEFINT . (H = F AR HET N ELF R R AEER . FRSITHESET AL HEEE
W, RIEZE MR, B WS T AR AEi R AR MR R (R, i A A k. 7
BRAEAE SR T IR TS S B R B, ShZ SEIREE, B I R rh i MoK B LR B 5
By X R R VE A A5 R B IR AR AR IS B PT BE SR s R AR B R A B AL, AT RERY
EEEAREN 2 EE S TR FERE Lt R AR, XA 2R 0 o e oA AN AT,
HT 51 A A4 P RS s A 1755 0 55 b B AR BE Tt SE A Rl 22

FEFFW G B, A2 5 W7 A7 AL A5 AR A FR AV g ER B s S i, 2 Bk i
H S E RS M 558, 2SR A ER 1015 2 IR T ek e OG5 2., IR AT REAE
Aoy ST I S AN, TR RGBT R . 2 FR R R I HI I DA R R A AE A, S D I ke
AN DIR . T2 R BEAS T 4% 3 O I R SRAFAE i 2 ) DT 2, SRR RN Z R E 5 )5, BT
AV HR R B AW RE 7 AR B, AT AR TR I 2 o AT AT RE S bR RN A DL £ i B 32
RGN PRAP I SR OR BB T XU, X B 5C 2R B A b R B8 7 H 1R B < AR

G 5 ol L B I 1 7 B T MV AR R SR A o RS B, S Al B 7 A (R4S IR AT U XS (KR T
WHEAT AL, R IR A B AT IR Ak e B R OUE 39 I Tl 5 5, B9 1 AR FEx 4
WARRBABE I HIE O FULFIN, DR SR BT N 2 0 i 23t il Al 2 SR R IE B R k. B
L E KSR, BUBN 2 BRI S A2, BEMTINE T Ak 5 At st Ik

BB JRAE R AT A6 A B SRR DN I R R A BOK B R, I 2 M W 2 1] 45 45 7
VAR A T RE BT I 35 00 ) TR o B R T DM I $R R RSB O e N A R, SRR %
SUVRISIE S IRE IR 17 RS B /2 ML S5 1% 5 H 0 R B R TR IR R BB ELAS RR , H a p
HISERRIRDL,  ATTARIR Ak 5 Sh R T s (R 45 B B 42, X vHE B TSR MR S AR VEIE IR . R LT
BT, BN = 7870 (0 ph SR8 T ME LA H 8 R DT, DR BRI 51 R AN E 1
AT TR R B S A ST RLE T, AR AT TR H.

HI: o B 2 1 I i b F) 5 55 R 98 B A

TG R (B 2 5 ) 95 bl T R S SR A AR AR L, 3 T SRA M 57 5% R R P PROAS AR o R R B B
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R, HIFEAKT 5SS HE S0, BT RPa A J o Al i) Rl R D A2 22 I AN 2 % i
Mk AR AT S AR, AR RS U Tk, T AR SR VL RE I SR, S sh A A5 DT sRmE, X
Al A B s AR A R o Ak AT RS R RE ST 52 4RI, LA B AR E 1 5 32 MR S A BB B )
rhle, MELUE AR E TEMR LSRN o BLE IR a4y Sk SN e AT BB 77, KIEIRE 2 Hl 554
M 55 AR A o XA I AR BN AR TE - 3T BL S, AR TR H2.

H2: il T RFE A FR A T 5 R AR NS 157 55 Rtk 8 A 1) I A0 S i R 21 R A A

o RS IR (R B A 5 T B A i R R O B2 ) U, XA B AURAAAE, S E A A
M AF B TR . BT R HE R 2 SR T 5 5 S E I B 45 A R, IBOR T BE B0
FIWTH A . B R AR E BT NSRS THE B SEE, SUHISESHMME . bl fE B
AR, T3z RE NS SRR TR R R T A i e 5T &5 3G Iz, HEREWIEA L, R 55|
KT o BRNAE AT TR T HIWTI , 385 LA 2 T 30 3 () & 260 55 22 8 A5 BAE IR O S B ik
T4 AT EE A5 S RE 8 SCRF BN BE N HER T Al MV I 2B SR 20T RE 0 B BT, AT AR A5 B
R PHIEBARNTREATENE. R, HlE SR ETERAK, W2 m L M 5152
HRMEA R FIH ARG T . 5 BAXSFRFEAIN A E L RS K, ASRBOH R A, BTN
i TR AR PRI, AR T AL G5 A B A . STk, ASCIR B FUB H3 .

H3: {5 SR A P S AR 53 55 R B FAR 14 I i 52 2 2 o D

3. fiREt
3.1. BEXIEESHIERIER

ARICIEFE 2015~2024 £F A B BT AFEAWI SN R o X ERFUREHEIEAT TN ALEE: (1) A1ER ST
BST ARMEAR; (2) HBREMATILAFREA; (3) BIERAAAESRIAERIFEA: (4) JoiH BRBm e X S 45
RIFH, SHESBRLE 1%H 99%/KF_EEAT Winsorize 45 4b .

3.2, BEEIHMTERENX
DRAIE P S IR T 50 55 B B A RE M, AR (D) XMBBE HT BEATAR S, 35 R 8 p 2 9 IE N

BB AL
Cost, =a + SL_Gw, + Y Control, +¢, (1)
AT P B PR 0T 5 55 R B AR SR B R VR, NN AR e A il RREE R, AT (2), R
R H2:
Sgr, =a+ BL_Gw, + Y Control, +¢, )
Cost, =a+ SL_Gw, + xSgr, + Y Control, + &, 3)
IR RS B i, MR (4), BB (S) RSB H3:
Faq, = a+ fL_Gw, + Y Control, +¢, 4)
Cost, =a+ fL_Gw,, + yFaq, + ZControlit +¢&, %)

Horb, 155 AT AR (Cost) RN 07 A 425155 N (2009) BT ST 8 %, R b RIS ST . 23 K
FoAdu IV 55 B P AR v <R DU R S 6 045 21T MR FR[12]; T2 IRAE(L_Gw)Z IR I 45(2023) (11 &
T332 A RS IR A AL 05 R R B R LU AR N AT & [13] 0 38 AT RS AR AR Al T 5 82 e g
J1(Sgr), S5 TETE RS SE AR5 . (5 B TR (Faq) LAEE =T ATFPPRAs ROvEALhRiE, 14
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Table 1. Variable definition table

T LBENER

Z—ILREE 1,

BERY  AAELK RS AR
VR R S R A Cost g%giig%i?ﬁ%i&ﬂﬁ@%%%ﬁ%Eﬁﬁ%*
R R REIE L_Gw b AR DA R LR B
Av AT RS Sgr PR R ¢ W BARR/( - BRI R ¢ WA EAER)
AR — . LA BB EIRAER, 1= 05 2= BIF: 3= o4
7 eI = aq 4= Rbks
AP Size S B SRR E
B R Lev SR B
B KR FELES] Topl S — RIBRFR BB R DLS B
I A U5 Soe A felb fe A2 O E A VBTN 1, 50 0
— FTER Listage In(HFEFEN - EHES +1)
PIRE — Dual HEHK S DAHAAERL, HAER 1, AHAERO0
K ERE Growth AREENIN/ E—FE N — 1
Paift b Z Cashflow 4785 AL AL G B AR LLs 37
I Year RN
7k Ind ATV RE AR
4. SBEERS S
4.1. fER Gt
Table 2. Descriptive statistics
2. RGO
Variable N mean sd p50 min max
Cost 14,972 0.018 0.013 0.016 0 0.246
L Gw 14,972 0.004 0.019 0 0 0.161
Faq 14,972 1.926 0.638 2 1 4
Sgr 14,972 0.027 0.118 0.041 —0.525 0.312
Size 14,972 22.652 1.243 22.464 19.694 26.143
Lev 14,972 0.440 0.191 0.434 0.052 0.902
Topl 14,972 0.310 0.142 0.290 0.084 0.743
Soe 14,972 0.324 0.468 0 0 1
Listage 14,972 2.421 0.631 2.485 1.099 3.401
Dual 14,972 0.292 0.455 0 0 1
Growth 14,972 0.127 0.329 0.082 —0.577 2.117
Cashflow 14,972 0.051 0.061 0.049 —0.167 0.245

%2 BT EEATE AR VE SR, 55 R B AN (Cost) I N 0.018, HAZECN 0.016,

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2026.153064

— RV

A RIIRES

]

611 =


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2026.153064

ik, FERK

PRAEZE R 0.013, HMESHEARMEHIN 0 1 0.246. X UL, FEARFI Ml R LA B65%S, Ko
MR BRASAHZEAN K, AHA B Rl B oAb T35 i X ] o B 2B (L_Gw)FI3IME D 0.004, HRA7ECH
0, BUEVEEN 0 22 0.161, s 2RI WA ARE. X RIS A0 A AV R AR 2SR B
g, BARIE AT 3 22 DHOHRBAE LR s) . (5 B3 EE SR (Faq)fE NS HUE &, MENT 1 R4
6], FALECH 2, R ZEFEAR MG B3R R E TN RAF, HA DB F A G . o]
FREEHGK R (Ser)IIME N 0.027, FAIECH 0.041, HBUETEEIAT-0.525 22 0312 Z (8], oI A7LE fi
K, (ERRATEREE K AL IRONFaE . IBHIAR RG0S RS ER U 80 AR R .

4.2. B LIS

Table 3. Baseline regression results

3. FERVFLER

Variable (1) Cost (2) Cost
0.051™" 0.032™"
L Gw
(8.00) (5.50)
) —0.000"*"
Size
(-3.30)
0.024™"
Lev
(36.29)
—0.009"*"
Topl
(—-12.82)
—-0.002""
Soe
(—8.36)
) 0.001™""
Listage
(3.94)
0.000
Dual
(0.31)
—-0.003"™"
Growth
(—8.35)
—-0.004"
Cashflow
(-1.89)
0.018"" 0.017""
_cons
(172.64) (8.09)
YEAR Yes Yes
IND Yes Yes
N 14,972 14,972
2 0.0887 0.2126
2 a 0.0870 0.2107

VE: UL TR RN 1% 5% 10% B E KT, KBNS AN CE, TR

P 3R T R UG 5 A M 5 2 Rk AR TR [ A 45 L B (D) B B A% O AR R PR R P SR U (L_Giw)s
FEEEH T 54T E RN . 5 R BN, L Gw BIRECH 0.051, HAE 1%M7KF EEZE(=8.00). (2)
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FIBE— I GIN T VUL W SSATHT . IALES R Je 2 el B A — R AP A&, L Gw IIRHUN 0.032,
HAE 1%H97KF B8 (1=5.50). X —Z55RN], fEfflHamTaenaR G, iR r e mdE 5 6
S5 TTA Z AR AE W I IE A R & W Fe iR HT 4921 1 SRS IS IE . X T2 s, Hne
R SR A B, AR EIE IR .

4.3. B HLE
43.1. Al AHELREPNHER

Table 4. Mediating role of Sgr
F 4. Al AR A RAIH A LIRS

Variable (1) Sgr (2) Cost
-0.713™" 0.020"*
L Gw
- (-9.58) (3.34)
-0.017*"
Sgr
(-12.51)
) 0.026™* 0.000
Size
(24.82) 0.97)
—0.184™ 0.021"*
Lev
(—22.94) (32.43)
0.037"* —-0.008™"*
Topl
(6.42) (—12.05)
0.004" -0.002""
Soe
(1.92) (-8.21)
. -0.012™" 0.001""*
Listage
(=7.74) (2.81)
0.001 0.000
Dual
(0.33) (0.36)
0.097"** —-0.001""
Growth
(26.64) (-3.34)
0.432™"* 0.004
Cashflow
(24.07) (1.59)
—0.496™" 0.009"*
cons
- (—24.56) (4.15)
YEAR Yes Yes
IND Yes Yes
N 14,972 14,972
2 0.3092 0.2299
2 a 0.3074 0.2279

P 4 JRIR T AL AT RESE R R (Sgr) 1E P E I AE RN 5 55 il 0% AR I A2 R R FE I R A E IR S5 SR 2B(1)
BISHT T IR (L Gw)XT A8 & Ser (US4 . L Gw I REUN-0.713, t 15 8-9.58, 7E 1%KL
ER XK, RN ERER S, TR R R ACE AR A T RrE R SRR TR, Il il
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ANV A E BRI, BUE AKRE A RE TG R A e . I, RE A TR Ik nT R R R 1)
REJIZ B E ., BQPIERER, DA HFFSRE e RECN-0.017, t{HA-12.51, 1 1%FKFE
FN XERY, AR RTRESER KRk, HAE 5 AT A IRAIS, X R AT N IEAT XU RILIRE F 45
AIHREEE R R B8 B ) Al H LA SE AR I 2078 A K AT SR, BN SR I R A M2 BE A1

AL, SEUEUESE SCHF 1 Al ] R4l R R AE R 2R IR 5 1 45 Al 08 AR 1) 5% R s 1 oy R A B
Bt H2 A3 B9 0E o 2R IR AE A BT T A A7 55 R 5% AR, el 453 35 Al (1 T RE S % e e
F) 4% 80T Rt A (1 — 223 .

432. EERHERENSPNMER

Table 5. Mediating role of Faq
5. FEREERENPAISIEIA

Variable (1) Faq (2) Cost
2.350"" 0.025™*
L Gw
(8.86) (4.30)
0.003™*
Faq
(17.87)
. -0.189"" 0.000™
Size
(~38.00) 2.22)
0.770"* 0.022"*
Lev
(24.66) (32.77)
-0.350""" -0.008"""
Topl
(=9.72) (-11.39)
-0.153"*" -0.002"*"
Soe
(—-12.05) (=6.55)
) 0.119™ 0.000"
Listage
(13.07) (1.94)
-0.044""" 0.000
Dual
(-4.149) (0.94)
-0.101""" -0.003"""
Growth
(=6.01) (=7.62)
-1.228"" -0.000
Cashflow
(—-14.14) (=0.03)
5.822"* -0.001
_cons
(58.06) (=0.40)
YEAR Yes Yes
IND Yes Yes
N 14,972 14,972
2 0.1884 0.2320
2 a 0.1864 0.2301

%5 BT AT S35 R o B (Faq) 18 FES IR RN 51 55 itk B8 AR e Ay mT BEFE A Ay 8 O R 60 46
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Ko BMIIHT T REIRAAL_Gw)R h A AR AE B IRFE P H(Faq)MIE M . L_Gw fIRECN 2350, t{E
8.86, fE 1%/K°F LR FENIE. XERH], AV E AR, HAS B PP O . T4
R ERE TR, 1245 RIG7R W B AR 2 7T AE5 Alk B 22 145 B EE U AR SRR, 2B(2)5 45 R B
v, Faq BIRECH 0.003, t L 17.87, 78 1%HKF ERZFERNIE. XEWHE, (FEBHFEREA LA
b, AEAT T B A T S Rl B A . IR S AR BRI AR (IR — B (5 BAEEA TS T A
AR MG B 559, (AR A T SR T RS i A R R AR, e Bl Rl B A A B A

PRI, SRR S35 45 JE 0 R o A R R B 5 5 55 B B A (5 R iR 2 1 B AR, B
H3 219G IE. BB EAESE T 1 Ak (67 55 BBt A, 38 mT e i 53 T 4l i 45 B s B i,
JEE AR, DT [ F22AH e R 8 A

4.4. RiEMEHRE
BREFMBENENERL

Table 6. Robustness test results for alternative key variable

6. BRXETEMREMRIEER

Variable (1) Cost (2) Costl
0.032"" 0.040™"
L Gw
(5.50) (4.20)
) -0.000"" -0.002""
Size
(=3.30) (=9.13)
0.024™" 0.081™"
Lev
(36.29) (37.29)
-0.009"" -0.010™"
Topl
(—-12.82) (—6.56)
-0.002"" -0.003""
Soe
(—8.36) (=7.27)
0.001™" 0.002™"
Listage
(3.94) (3.86)
0.000 -0.001
Dual
(0.31) (—-1.43)
—-0.003*"* 0.001
Growth
(—8.35) (1.36)
-0.004" -0.004
Cashflow
(-1.89) (=0.80)
0.017"" 0.020™"
_cons
(8.09) (4.64)
YEAR Yes Yes
IND Yes Yes
N 14,972 14,972
2 0.2126 0.2699
2 a 0.2107 0.2681
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NSEEREE R AT SR, AR SCSHRVFR44 (2022) (A 5T, KRB S H 5 S S A0 B AR AR D 5 45 R 55 ik
A5 — AR T R(Costl), SRBHATRAEIERIG[14]. 2 6 JER T B e fit 55 mh ¥5 A< i 805 25 (1 [0 9 45
o FBFRIEAERTLE TR, PARGS BRA (Cost)/E N AR &, B2 MEL_Gw)I &%k 0.032, 7E
1% 7K F 322 o 5 (2) 1D e AR A 5 o g i 1 £ 55 i 5 F AR 1) o) — FB PR (Cost]), 2 DL B L Gw
RN 0.040, IEMIEE. HERPHHILERATH, RS 555 Mo AR 2 A IEAR DG R RIGA R,
WA H JE I T AR AR 50
4.5. A& MBI
TETEZX

N AR BRVETE R P AT H IR A, AR ST B TR] — A ] — b A P A b R R U P 3 K R TR AR
(IV), WKFEP I B /N 7 5 TR AR 6 o (7] — M3l 1 il TG AH UL 22 IR B A 858 . 7 7= B 3R
) DA R B AT JI B . M X A5 AT REE AT Mk 550 [B] 9 Bt 7 UF M S n s s (0 ik o A b,
X AR PR R b ) R DA A [0 Ak, RS 25 R AE T 52 Rt 2 300 X A B[R] Rl AR B R AR . b Ak, R
PR AR Je K E WA T, B Z RIS RS [F) 1 X A B2 DR P BB R ) ATLZ8 F 4F i
Peda . AT MRS S E AR, MR R AR IE R X B . TS R, R R A
U3 T SRR AR I, AR A T ER R R B A T DX S el AR P MR e B D AR 1 A b A
AT AN, BT EZ IR RRE, HA S BN R — K RE IR VP . 3OR] 2 K i 55
RIS F AR T ST RS o X33 5 D AR S8 B A RS A Tk B B R IR AT NI — B4R, TH]
PR A5 55 R BT AR, 75 A TR AR B TR R PHRB R L IR A AT, MR o) R ROR B A0 G T
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Table 7. Two-stage regression results of the instrumental variable method
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Table 8. The moderating effect of managerial ownership
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