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Abstract

Equity pledge can obtain funds quickly without changing the equity structure and reduce the cost
of capital, but it also has market risk, moral risk, financial risk and other problems. Based on the

SCEG| M BRI, Z/NE, MR T AL T R AR BT 2835 5 SR 1), BT EL, 2024, 14(1): 90-98.
DOI: 10.12677/mm.2024.141014


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/mm
https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2024.141014
https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2024.141014
https://www.hanspub.org/

Wrifte 4

perspective of “hollowing out”, this paper adopts factor analysis and Z and F scoring model to
conduct an in-depth study on the financial performance of Enterprise A from 2016 to 2022, and
finds that: with the increase in the frequency of equity pledge and the increase in pledge rate, the
controlling shareholders may take more aggressive business decisions to pursue short-term in-
terests at the expense of long-term enterprise development, and aggravate the financial risk of the
enterprise. The results show that with the increase of equity pledge frequency and pledge rate,
controlling shareholders may take more aggressive business decisions to pursue short-term in-
terests at the expense of long-term corporate development and aggravate corporate financial
risks. This paper reveals the economic consequences of equity pledges, and provides certain ref-
erences for enterprises to avoid pledge risks internally and strengthen supervision externally.
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1. Hl

T KRR, AR AT RERE, ERmEEMRN L ERCHEE., RAURITEN
—FpEEmT T, BAEMBSCRE. FAEHE. R, MRS IARSI S . R E AT,
#2022 FS, HE A KA #5000 K BT awE], Hd 2481 FK (5L 49.62%) 14T T IRBURHT, i
PPMTEIE 3.2 JZT6, & A R TE ) 3.65%. A K T AR JLIFE2EI “TRAM” 1R .

JBE AR A — B A R BRI A% A6 R, 2000 4, Johnson PURHRH “HE 7 —id, FRAF NG
BAMTRIAFI S FTFB, AR amA, FRA TRk, 287 Peng, 2011) [1] [2].
RIEZRFCARHI, AFRARZIFE BRI R, R ARARR NG RAT M e ST HIAL,
M/MNEARE H CRIPGEE BICA KRS, TS BARR, R 5 = LR wi b R (0 5t %
fE7, 2006), HOEACEE BI(Yeh &, 2003) [3] [4]. BKIT. B ALE(2006), FBE1Z%E(2014), ZEHHLS
(2018) %53 i R B STUE A R I, BRI ARIEA RRERINE . KGR, 255l & FF Bz 5
AT R, M DURECRARI[S] [6] [7]. MM 4R n] BEKE XU B R R AT 2558 =7, LIRS i
KFEFEARY B S F 35 10 H (AT @058, 2010) [8]. it bo& T ifal & dil 3% BB R FRIZE 2 S AT R, B RT5
CEBONIRANBIWETT, nZsifE. " (2015)% 2006~2011 4E A i B A B HEATSEE T, W g
B, SR FH T B SR ] DA B I I AR SRR 0E , sl o BT A = R 2542 47 8[9]. k4L,
TR X PG 410 SRR 320 7T 368 1ok B SO (A T 4%, 2018), sRALEE TH B R IEFE4E, 2017), e A R)AT
JKF(Xiao &, 2021), ANKBURAMYI(Hong 2%, 2022)%% 77 REF(K[10] [11] [12] [13].

I Bl BT 946 48 5 J J 0 BRI A0 5 35 T A MR T, SPTic Rk Qi W7
SINTESE . SRR IR A9 R T AL I 815 00, AN e 8 B K K R i BE ke v R, S
AR AT N SPETC RE R TR IS 2, BCEMERA e, ST SEt A, BRETHET 2uF
BB TC R A B ANIE SRR, 5 2B EMAUG R, BT i M2, W
Mg SRR A SRR R, D IR 7 S R ZE FR AR I S 2, BRIV S H 1

il
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Pk, R FEBURIRETF R, ASCRA Bk, Z M F ik BREATERE W 55 S00 i, I
B A b IX — BAR G A USRI L AR AR R T, B AR SR BB AT MR 2%

2. RUIB=R
2.1, AN

A ANk 1999 4F 7 FERGEEM KA, 2015 SEfF 7R 25 BT, H AT b E KSR A 4 204
RSG5, FERERERMAEMTE. ZF5. 579 oS —uEEE MRS #2022
I SRR R, AR BEAS 811 447T, R 1263 447T, 1§57 440.8 14IT.

AT AP HT =R B AR 70 0] ) I Sl #5% 5t (SR ) A BR 5TAE 2 m) (LU R i #R “JIE4ER]” ). China
Grand Automotive (Mauritius) Limited A1 Blue Chariot Investment Limited, Jtit-ffi% 43.37 1218, L
N 53.47%. A ANV S — KR ) IESE R, JHIEAE A SERRis il NN (5 #4141 50.06% 1)kt 1EA
B — RIR PSR R AIA A Mgt . A SRR AT A A Ak, HBH be e —
TR AT s, AP a, A TR0 B AR

2.2 RifER

1 BBUF SRS, AT . 4 B SR B R, A Ak 2016~2022 A BB KL 7 47 R 3
T 77 DR . BARCKE, 2018 RS B R . 1AB) 18 IR, T 2017 AR IREAC 2 WX,
AR AR IR AI N 5], AR RATRECH 11 Ik, A s, HJRHR LLER, R 4ERRAE 30%LA
b BERFIAT AR NS A SV ESE ST IIIREKIE ), AFE—2 W% KK

2. R & PR R —. A ik 2016~2022 4 BAURT A 15 7E B KT H AR DUSEE. (b Te
JRAR S AHORSEMERS, H R U0 I B A R R U R R i T BCRR EEAN SRR A Y, AN TEIE A T R
OIS B XTCEEIR T /N AR I AR Z [ B FR IR R, B S TR EcoiEms s s, A
T Ml AN HRE T AN AR 18 08 2 R AR BT 3R

3. PEANF . A Ak 2016 4F T DLRIRAUR (G B8R K E, R ARTE 2018 4 2 i 32 %
IR PRI BN B G B H B R S AT RS ARIMAE 2018 AF fE A K A A AT T IR L, I
P PR ELIE S Z N H . B2 2020 45 A LB 3 UOBAUT SIS B TR L, Uil 220 A% R
. W ARE . BB A AL SR S B KR A7
3. Bl
3.1. BEkiRSERE

AR RIE N E R 2B . A5 E M. Choice. AN R E L. WEEME. 20, &
SCAEEHRIE R BT DA AREE, 280k 269 KA AF & %A

1. EFEHAR T EAT ML 22 2021 BT R PR A2 ATl

2. P A K 2016~2022 4 b 1T AL 45 B

3. BIBEE ST, *ST 4k,
3.2. IEEMFZIEHR

REATE TRARERT, HEEMHEREREMNTEARRN, QALK& E-T2H
Ry RN BERES. 1SRG E 4, 0% 5 EKBRAA GG 14k Bk, &3¢
NI FIBE TR HCEE = R BRI B AR R AE R R BE R R B B
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L2 SNIPSN R R S A S W 2 SO e il e bt S ez R SN v 1 e SN/t = o SN i 71 1 SN
AIB ERA A R s KRR A REIGE R SR ER . BB KR 1A
PERRRTAT RFEE K R 55 18 MR SR by BeAT WM 55 504 [14]

3.3. EFath

7 EE TR e A B e, IR SRR BEARSC SR R R, R IR 7 oRA 2%
Mo SRR AR TEAR BB 5 L, DMEREAT & i MM 55 S0P . Lt AT FIER A6 56 (5 /N 0.05,
KMO {5457 0.733, A (ML FIVERS s, @& &7 104
331 EMAHETF

WA 1, ARSCHT 6 AT 1 S DTk 2Rk 3] 7 86.392%, 1 W Firick B FK) IR 7 T AR e AR R L i A
MZFR, R RRD FIGZRNT 2, WTUEARAIE M. @AW T EIHE, 18 MY 55HEts
PIRT 05, LA 6 MAIH T REAEE, EfIRWRFIARERZERNEE.

Table 1. Total variance explained

PN Jie 4w Y5 A

=378 VAR 2 %
1 3.789 21.049 21.049
2 3.769 20.937 41.986
3 2.298 12.764 54.750
4 2.178 12.100 66.850
5 1.762 9.787 76.637
6 1.756 9.755 86.392

33.2. AHEETFHE

PRAE A LR 7 (1 DR T A P4 6 N ASLR P&, DUME 18 AN S5 Fabr 2 M@ SR R, $eft
KT G 45 B UHIRRE . BN LR (Xe)s BT (Xo)s FLE LR (Xyp)s W72 105056 (Ko ) LG T W2 72 410
R (X i % AL RE JTR T (Py)s R P= IR AR (Xo) s P2 IR (X0) 8 Mg 1) 2R (X ) AR R 448
KR (Xug) i % BRI H F(Po)s PR FR (Xoa) FG B3 P2 A3 5 (Xa) i 44 A AR IR 7 (Pa) s LT
JEVIE 3R (Xe)~ TRLBH T 72 J 2 3R (Xo) A1 L SCI R 8 5 256 (Ko ) iy 44 M SR B e T TR 7 (P 1 R K 556 (X ) A
BEAAGE AL 2 385K 36 (X g6) R 2 BE USR] T (Ps) s S0 T8 77 MK 3R (X 1) R AR (MR 386 1 56 (X 1) 7 44 0 R JEE i
KT (Pe)o AR B EAR 5 2 [ EL AT S T T (R AARE s AR SR 2 B 0 M 13 B e 2 I A R 4B B, L
PRZER I 2,

Table 2. Component matrix after rotation

® 2. BERERHI S RERE

D%
1 2 3 4 5 6

LB L (Xe) 0.960

B L2 (Xo) 0.953

AL (X ) 0.902

B U (X ) -0.657 -0.335 -0.369 0.344
BT 5 6% (X10) —0.651 -0.369 -0.361 0.343
ST R R (Xy) 0.953

DOI: 10.12677/mm.2024.141014 93 AR HE


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2024.141014

Wriftey 4

Bk

BT U 2 1 K (X 6)

=R 2R (X )
B RIZE (X,)
AIRRSIE K 2 (X )
FERLEL R (Xy3)
IR 2R (X3)
RV R 2R (Xe)
BN B % (Xs)
JSEYACT 3¢ 3% 2 (X7)
FRE S 2 (X7)

E B (Xys)
A REHIE R (X14)

—0.362

0.947
0.830
0.782

0.346
0.318

0.498
—0.962
0.885
0.833
0.774
0.763

0.933
0.931

0.906
0.886

333. ZEBHMITEHR

NS T30 AR B

Table 3. Matrix of component score coefficients

WX 6 A AILRTHIFF 0 RECEREEAT 0T, ASCAT MG R AL 7R i d, LA
T BNASCHE A M 7 AR A SE I 7 (BRI A R v (OB AR R g, VA L 3% 3.
Py = — 0.029X; — 0.021X, — 0.049X;5 + 0.005X, + 0.11X5 + 0.054Xs + 0.155X; + 0.307X; + 0.307Xg +
0.305X 10 — 0.126X3; — 0.122Xy, + 0.022X15 — 0.028X 14 — 0.046X;5 + 0.018X6 — 0.003X 7 — 0.052X 15, H AR 5

= 3. /N RRIEN
D%y
1 2 3 4 5 6
PRI (X) -0.029 0.322 —0.145 -0.025 -0.017 -0.026
BB R A (X)) -0.021 0.321 —-0.136 —-0.032 -0.014 -0.033
BT IS AR 3 (Xs) -0.049 -0.081 0.450 0.030 0.020 0.015
BT 2 (X,) 0.005 0.263 -0.111 -0.029 -0.026 0.017
WBH T (Xs) 0.011 0.050 -0.002 0.350 -0.001 -0.079
KT R 2R (X) 0.054 0.082 -0.056 0.398 0.000 -0.058
JOZ WSR3 % 32 (X7) 0.155 -0.165 0.072 0.458 -0.021 0.109
WETHZ(Xe) 0.307 -0.030 -0.060 0.110 0.019 -0.021
HET L (Xo) 0.307 -0.034 -0.067 0.113 0.018 -0.012
B4 L (Xyp) 0.305 -0.046 -0.062 0.154 0.015 0.006
B AR (X ) -0.126 -0.046 -0.107 0.101 0.033 0.089
BV 562 (X1) -0.122 -0.060 -0.096 0.104 0.031 0.089
FERLEL 2R (X13) 0.022 0.166 -0.532 -0.011 -0.021 -0.002
AR R (X 4) -0.028 -0.072 0.022 0.010 -0.012 0.541
S P KER (X gs) -0.046 -0.023 -0.052 0.011 -0.004 0.552
ARG YR 25 1K (X g6) 0.018 -0.041 0.023 0.024 0.534 0.004
TR I 3 (Xq) -0.003 -0.020 0.020 -0.042 0.535 -0.021
A HESE K 2 (X9) -0.052 0.179 0.125 0.013 0.000 -0.051

P =21.049/86.392 * F; + 20.937/86.392 * F, + 12.764/86.392 * F; + 12.1/86.392 * F, + 9.787/86.392 * Fs +
9.755/86.392 * Fs.

IS5 AR 2 i (A 43 T 20 3R DL K 269 582 F] 2016~2022 4R 1) 18 AN 55 Fa b Bl ik A7 5, A A3
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A 4l 2016~2022 SR 55 B EREr RUT ML NG, BAARSERILE 4.

Table 4. Score and ranking of Enterprise A from 2016 to 2022
4. A 1k 2016~2022 1B 5HBER

Ay Py P2 Ps P, Ps P P T4
2016 —-0.36612 -0.71368  1.04505 1.33668 0.72218 0.07939 0.14 53
2017 —-0.43760 -0.16981  1.74531 1.10912 0.44803 0.20443 0.35 36
2018 -0.30128 -0.08039 2.23793 1.06470 1.04208 —0.39585 0.49 25
2019 -0.10811 -0.02292 1.37127 1.78560 0.39242 0.15948 0.52 16
2020 -0.66144 -0.09873  2.42109 0.58809 0.23615 0.43663 0.33 38
2021 —0.55594  0.20801 2.97543 0.72425 —0.06279 —0.00479 0.44 30
2022 0.22364 —1.13932 0.01275 3.83474  —-3.23219  0.05564 -0.04 161

TR JI R TR A AR S GOSN RE K, Py DTHRFE Y 21.049%. 2016~2022 SR fifE J) AT i
B2, BEUWEMGSHEE T rTHBT ™, WA S EHINES, R 65 A IR E K KBS FIA
faEtE. SECA M EEGRE 1RSSR T RE A 5 AR BT A B 410 S 2R T 3l 2 KU I 0
ook LRGSR, IR ) BT A REN BT B, SREGR AU . il 2017 45 A
Al BL 95 42 e T FABTR L T5% AL, 10 4B FAEREMTELCH 67 1270, WG AR, i
Wit % AR s, AN TR E SRR, gl <77 2L, FIF A CriEHIes kI
PP EIR SR L, DI FS NFBERIGHE . ik, BABEKEFITEk% N 20.937% 0K T 1415 e
T T P, FUH S 28, RUAFAEANAGT S I 55 ST, o2 2022 45K, A k4 fii 835.78
fe.ot, HHf B A fit 555.8 147G, (5 HREIA 65%, AR AA S LR 600 127G, (5 EiET 80%,
MK 9% %4 A 154.93 1470, MM LN 0.37. 2022 4k g7, i%5 fE. H4R
FEIRIAE PR A R DR 7 o R 2 A R K B IS AL 55 A FREAR Lt — AL, Poy Py AT Ps fEBRK
/N

gt A Ak 2016~2022 AF AT FR1E L5 AT HER 20 ATl . 2016~2019 4 A [a) 42 I 11 2R e L
B RS ARLE A A 23T B, BB 588 A AT ey Kiiam e, Ll
R e e, SEMANSES Ty, XAV 5 SR B A . {2 2020~2022 47 B [A) 428 i % AR I A A%
1B, RMERHE IR AT R, SR IRBUR M Z MR G ), AR RIS ik, /il
B8 A R IV 45 B P AT XS B 4 o RS RS A LE A Aot B S 1T 3% O 3h SE N RIURK TR B A e A
W BRI AR SR K e I BERS B, BRI B S ), g5t S48 N 21 8 A8 T
BRI HABTE b, DLSEURI 28 e KAk & S B 5 SUOK IR R, o 2022 SEIHJE FREA
A AR R A —26.69 127G, SEEL BT DR E KT .
34.Z5 FitaiER

DTN AT AT AE A A 45 5 T BV TE AU, ASCHIN Z FF B8, AR NPl &8
ARG -

34.1. Z i 5iER

B F IR E R AR RIE A TSI, A EHME R, RSO Z T AR S T AR AT T
AT 15 1

Z, = BIBREISE = (REhE” — MBS R Z,= BARERIEERS = (RENEE - &

il
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K — BEXIPNRE: Zs = BBETANES T = (FNESE + WSS TE ™ Z, = BB T
Miafft = (RETE * BRELSE) GG Zs= EMIRANISTI™; Z=1.2Z, + 1.4Z, + 3.3Z3+ 0.6Z, +

Z BB/ B R Al R AR 0 55 XU F T B Bk K [15]. 24 Z B/ T 1.81 IF, BV AELEAR KA It
ZfEbl; 2 Z KT 2.99 B, UiBHAME A SR R AP, ABSEEUR; Wik Z H7E 1.81 £ 2.99 2 [a], &
W& ML SR RR 2, A AT RETNIG I 45 R X . A £k 2016~2022 4= Z 1431530 WL 5.

Table 5. Z-scores for Enterprise A from 2016 to 2022
% 5. A il 2016~2022 £ Z i+ 1F)

Z Z Zs Z Zs z
2016 -0.006 0.135 0.054 1.419 1.209 2.420
2017 0.104 0.167 0.061 1.554 1.188 2.679
2018 0.065 0.172 0.058 1.351 1.175 2.497
2019 0.043 0.164 0.054 1.275 1.200 2.425
2020 0.089 0.176 0.036 1.232 1.078 2.289
2021 0.048 0.184 0.040 1.228 1112 2.295
2022 0.056 0.182 0.001 1.207 1.057 2.107

M A Ak 2016~2022 4F Z o E R E, A E ETLCR Z fE4 T 1.81 & 2.99, KU 5
REAFRE, Filid 2022 4 Z (HEAK. L RKIBHY AT FEA 0 2% 5% A WS N, 594
FFTE 20 {270 0L b, Iz ARE R RARAT R gh o Fiat i A5 Al B8 S J SR ) TS 5, P R 2z e il % g
TN TR HEEESEERS, A DIEFERBURHE N —MET RS, HmaAN T RMES,
Ak s H 25 38 K I 45 KU -

3.4.2. F itoriEsy

UEAh, AT UREN Z T BB R 2 R B B T S5 G R, ARSI F AR, e T
R, F=-0.1774 + 1.1091F,; + 0.1074F, + 1.9271F; + 0.0302F, + 0.4961Fs5.

H, Fiv Fov Ful5 Z i BRHAIE], Fe=(iRNE + FTIR) e, Fs= GERNE + FIE + 47
IH) PSRBT, 2 FAE/NT 0.0274 iF, Al A0 55 AR rT geVEESS K A, 4 F {E KT 0.0274
B, A4S B EBAR, RABE =R REMEE /N 2 FAEAT-0.0501 %2 0.1049 2 BB, JoidkvEff ) b 4
PR . A £k 2016~2022 4F F 143550 W% 6.

Table 6. F scoring for Enterprise A from 2016 to 2022
= 6. A 1l 2016~2022 £E F i+ 43 1ER

Fy F, Fs F4 Fs F
2016 —0.006 0.135 0.067 1.419 0.030 0.018
2017 0.104 0.167 0.056 1.554 0.021 0.121
2018 0.065 0.172 0.048 1.351 0.015 0.053
2019 0.043 0.164 0.040 1.275 0.008 0.007
2020 0.089 0.176 0.023 1.232 —0.002 0.021
2021 0.048 0.184 0.024 1.228 —0.001 —0.021
2022 0.056 0.182 -0.025 1.207 —0.034 —0.124

M A N F il B RE, 4l 2016~2022 4F F {H)/NT 0.0274. 5 Z 1R 45 B — 30/ 2 2022
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A LA AU L . AN BT 3R 58 DL G B RRUBE B #7145 R R, Al IV 55 KUR: K
R4 A bl 2016~2022 FEP T A3 0 H L LK Zo F it R Es R, A ik s B, H
Bt BB A I, AR BT, BB A B 2 BB VR IR i, (R A R IBCE o i 2278
SR, B SRR 2 1 B ALl AR A JRE s TR K A b R I 55 XU

4. e 5N
4.1. ARG

ARSCRA A b A% I R AU AR AT 7 R I 22 5 Ja SR TEXT B, 36 A A ML AU 3 AR o ZhL
SRR EAT AT . I SR W A5 e DL S iR

1. v B R BB A1 A REAS S IR B UE , i L PR DR B R oK, KRR Aok vl BABRAS S
ZHRAN S, HTI KA 8N, desa B R FREx TS Kk, &A
REST e HSR Z AW R ARl , BBy — R ES, 7T LA PR At — @ R AHHAR[17] . BEAT,
PEAUS AN T ST BLEAR,,  1ioE DA R BB (e s AR [ o SR RT AR il BBt - 300
Al B AL, R AR R T IV 55 B

2. 7o EUB R BSOS KRG S0 1 Al 0 55 Sz o et T IBEBUBE A& DU J9 2, — ELIBeAY
TER, BUATREA AT XU, B <R UL EE SRR I AR IE N ORAIE B B A T XA AR AN =
REZHIRL EATRESIREB RN, BT AR MR E 2217 m .

3. m SRS IMEE B R “H” S, SRR FNEA K 55245 1R 75 YRR
FasE, R, PRSI EEIIER LS, WA R B o 4 BB A T A R A8
HIHAL, HZIRA N E A VR R, AL 2 E RO T S H Bk, WK R5E, &
P EAI S5 RO BAL

4.2. W

4.2.1. IAER

(1) il A BT L] o AL B IEPRIE A B B 77 R ARG A2 B8 7 0 T L A7), 38 st e 1 47 057 KUK
— MR, LR S, RO, EAS . AR OSTRE E A R AR A H—EUT 3
NB R AR S BN » L AR AR SZhrds il N R — 87 30 N0 0 i EL AN 1548
LT LA RS S 500%, oAt B A< BT AR 03 (0 LR 75 k8 5k SLRT R BT A =) 4 s A
60%. {ENEEIUEN BRI, MM SARTE B S50, REEHE— DN EREKE.

(2) Pn s mh ot s . SHMBRAUR I —Fa a v 77, BT DR S iR T, LA
MR, PR BUR LI L 51%, s tSIAE] 60% A4, LA EA GEE. ik, 4l
PMAZFRIR R T 2 R IR, PR TR AR, S AR 2 GRS AL, ot ik 4R
W, AR TR R R .

(3) FFEAA AN LG o I Y I IR LE . BBl 775, BRI I B AR O R i L ), 4
AR NBA NAEA R R G L . 54T IRA 20 BT LI R JI JIe 2R R 52 g, 39 m JHE At R 2 AH O
PSRRI B IR, tn] AR sE AL A A T I AR o RIS 5N AR e 4 B 2 T DASE oAl
TSI e 77, AT DA 24 i 2R R a4 AT A, R Ay B R B AR A AN A
4.22. SMERIAE

(1) FTEBURITAR . MRHE A AT A, AFESHBH 11 Ik, SR AT 2 s ik
ARG S N, WEETT AT DA BB R BB PR, 1 a0 — A A AR R O T
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CLUg A S B AT T AT N, A B FAE TR, FRARBCR R AT, (et iz i (B A .

(2) ATFBAPA BN W TRCE R B Alon st BT B 55E R BEE, IR 56
FI&RN TR NI R AN A o [, A0 AT e T3 IR Xt BB 0 T 25 SR 1) 58 < db AT o
LR DR B I 1) 5 2 T B — 380, 8 e R A 4 I B R R URL A (75 0 o

(3) MRk LT AFEM. BN A 4k 2018 SFEAAEEIAT Y, SR AT T DU R B 5T 4 HBUE,
ARG PR ERED, SERART e, XK IR BRAR R S N R AR M m I E L. R R T
M P7,  WEEERTIROIN s AT O B A AR T AR, PRI LR B RE L s, DAIRBESEE
R TONIDEE P e

E&mH
VPG TR0 5 AE RGBT 3 & (I H 4w 5. XY2023-S192).

SE K

[1] Johnson, S., et al. (2000) Corporate Governance in the Asian Financial Crisis. Journal of Financial Economics, 58,
141-186. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(00)00069-6

[2] Peng, W.Q., Wei, K.C.J. and Yang, Z. (2011) Tunneling or Propping: Evidence from Connected Transactions in China.
Journal of Corporate Finance, 17, 306-325. https://doi.org/10.1016/]j.jcorpfin.2010.08.002

[38] xIBES, HEn. ALRHEHERBIE]. AR, 2006(1): 69-78.

[4] Yeh, Y.H., Ko, C.E. and Su, Y.H. (2003) Ultimate Control and Expropriation of Minority Shareholders: New Evidence
from Taiwan. Academic Economic Papers, 31, 263-299.

[61 Bk, BHAR. RELTARENZHS WS A——2 T BEOGER M E P R[], B, 2006(10):
128-138.

[6] FBEMNE, MRARA, Most, KRARBBURM. S5 MEMEN]. &R 54R, 2014, 17(9): 72-87

[71 ZEE, 254, KR, BRERAURHS SR AL Shbif ik, 2018(7): 143-157

[8]  fATHNSHMS. 4 M s 2R B ASUSR A3 A R B R ik 7 [D]: [t 24608 3C). Kvb: Wi K, 2010.

[91 ZEhE, MBENR. W{EEFBINLT M R AUR M T S5 R38R 5[], 21Tt F, 2015(5): 42-49+94.
[10] FHErc, BREHAER, SLRERH. MBURM . FHIBCE R AR S BCIEE[J]. 5Pt 5T, 2018, 53(1): 138-152
[11] FEMEE, VPSR, I, EE. SRR BT & vl RO [J]. & B 5, 2017(10): 51-65.

[12] Xiao, H., Chen, X., Fang, H.Y. and Zhang, Y.F. (2021) Insider Share Pledging and Firm Value Consequences under
the COVID-19: Evidence from China. Applied Economics, 53, 6522-6534.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2021.1946476

[13] Hong, X., Hu, Y. and Zhang, W.T. (2022) Share Pledge Risk and Government Bailout Fund. Accounting & Finance,
62, 4831-4848. https://doi.org/10.1111/acfi.13010

[14] E4&E. ETRFOWRB R EFIET L SHEEN D] &2 &, 2017(23): 25-30.

[15] REMS &, FEHIEH, k2B RE LA RS KRG TEHFT——ET Z o880 A 5 5 KRR LI]. BE
R, 2018(5): 193-194.

DOI: 10.12677/mm.2024.141014 98 AR HE


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2024.141014
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(00)00069-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcorpfin.2010.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2021.1946476
https://doi.org/10.1111/acfi.13010

	“掏空”视角下控股股东股权质押经济后果
	——以A企业为例
	摘  要
	关键词
	The Economic Consequences of Controlling Shareholders’ Equity Pledges under the Perspective of “Hollowing Out”
	—Taking Enterprise A as an Example
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 前言
	2. 案例背景
	2.1. 企业简介
	2.2. 质押特点

	3. 案例分析
	3.1. 数据来源与选择
	3.2. 选择财务指标
	3.3. 因子分析
	3.3.1. 提取公共因子
	3.3.2. 公共因子命名
	3.3.3. 综合得分和计算排名

	3.4. Z与F计分模型
	3.4.1. Z计分模型
	3.4.2. F计分模型


	4. 结论与建议
	4.1. 研究结论
	4.2. 对策建议
	4.2.1. 企业内部
	4.2.2. 外部监管


	基金项目
	参考文献

