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Abstract

This article selects A-share listed companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen from 2012 to 2023 as re-
search samples, and conducts empirical analysis to explore the impact of executive compensation
incentive mechanism on total factor productivity (TFP) of enterprises, and further examines
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whether managerial risk preference plays a moderating role in it. The research results show that
executive compensation incentives are significantly positively correlated with total factor produc-
tivity of enterprises; at the same time, the risk preference of managers has a negative moderating
effect on the positive effect of executive compensation incentives on improving the total factor
productivity of enterprises. This article provides theoretical basis and practical guidance for enter-
prises to construct a scientific and reasonable executive compensation incentive system based on
the perspective of executive cognition.
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1. 518

2024 1 H, IR ACAE R IR BUR RS T IR DI, RS 1R A ) B RS
SR 0HFE, 35 AR B LR T4 242 77 % (Total Factor Productivity, fRiFR TFP) Jylkkig =48, hnidEs)
WA IR ERE . SBEREFE, (ENEAFEKP RIS, BRSSP B R
TUBR G IR AR5y, 92 R SR AL AGEC B A R A NS KB 7y, HARF R EAR TR . &uF
i) 8T B 2 2 B e B T S AR R M A 7 R B ARAE R [1] TRP I3 AR 55 A b BB % B IRk 2% |
RS SR B R, HEMRAE A B A A P AR 5 A B SRR IR E R T, R AE R )
HENGRENEN 7, BRI R e B IR S AL

B MLE A A TR R B MR — R EEF B S5 BRI 26 A
— S A PRAER, AR OB TR OB T R R R R IR B = AT N, BIERORAA FIME. MU
MEFEN K, SEHMERTAREOEE, WMREENAFGS AR BEREET 8, iR
WOk EE N AR QNG E REME . =M S & B R AR 2RI R, M T &5 58
WFFCH R ST AR 2 — o A E 3 CAESE, BaE HmS A e b, fefs e mlim s BinR e TSt
R HAKT R R, M FH I AR =R A RIEY WM. BAMS, HCiH2024) [21F8 R,
(1 B R 8 O B SR A IR R BRI KT, e T A B R AR R N T A S RS0 (2024) [3]
(USRS T M BE— 20 R W, & HE S 2B R A TR AR ENIEMA KR, HELRREH
FEMEE AR Ak B 16 43 A 20

TEM FANNBEARBEERETFE ST, AT R ARNEZH S, w55 vt
PR R SV AR, A AR T G Bt sk S s A B mi[4], Re N N EE— 2
JE AR AL 1 SRR AT B [5] . ARl B U R A X — PR B R D BRI, 5 AR BT sk A
MV I S K PSR B A OR[6], M ABR AR A AT ZMMIER

BT, AHEITIEI 2012 2 2023 IR A R ETTARE BT RREA, SRR SRR A, IR
T v BT LR A B 2 A P S M A ML, R T B XU R 4 E 1K — DR AR AR R R
RSO FEEABRTTERAAIIAE : (1) WEFLE A B, 5 GuPR 2R v i I A mh ) B35 o) 4 B 3R A 7= e 1) s i
A2, NAEERAE R IR T A SHEIS AT (2) G I G B EE A KU i f X — O B
SERFERAHT TR = SR B I HTHESE, Fh5e 1 8 B S R I BT s R I &5 5 RITHeTuls, FE T
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2.1 SEFHMHES SERE R

1976 4, Jensen 5 Meckling 1 /X [ B 7 ZHCACHBES, ZFARH O ST, R SCRBE
FHACHE A SR EE N AR 2 b, Rl XU 47 45 M RAT RS LB, AR BEHLHIE 2448 4
WK IR R E, Rl RS TA NS ERGE BT ST, MLEEEEAN)ELE %
RELN)Z 0 HAs B RO AE—80E, X5 S8R R, MR RA . AR IR
K&, ARME ST N SRR i KA B bR T — 871, B0 T g R 6 B = Rl L
i, SEMBNEE N TR, MARMEEMATAERRHENEREN—8, 52 HEET AL
Kz K &

MEE AR RS, A B0 ISR SR e 08 WS IR T R A I TR 1 500 FE g, (e
SEMAAR A% & AV 2B TGS, G s A (0 2R PR R S AT K (8]0 IXFRRRAR ) TAEAS
HAEEa, AT RTINS RARIRECE, A SR AR NI

MNARNY I B JZ T A3 A, 7 S I VA e YRSl o g AR O v I T 5% 0 A, RTARRAK H TE
BEATEHR AT 51 S A EE 8, AT BRARAR B B AR s [RIA, g e 7 B 5 b SR R B L, £l
Aefy A RO S S B ST N, BRORH NI A AU SR R[], BBtk kA B
GERL, NAELER AR BRI AR T B R SR

TENA WG SR T5TH, &S HEsmiLs B SR 5], eI R AR E e F s
BH BRI B AL . R AAEHE BB T IS 5 SN E AR, N A&
HEHRHHEAR, AWmitm Ml e EmRmAe =%, sl Rrsidbb 5 RE.

ZE LRTAR, v IO ) R I I WOR = TAERRR M | AR B R R 5] B A AR TS N A AL,
PRk T b A TR A PRI T HEk, AR PR R

Bk 1. e B IR 5 4 B R AR PR R AR G

22. EEERNKmFHETER

AR, AT AN ISR, W€ N2 F R, IIRIEZNSH ORITR R KSR &
BHENTET S5 iSRRI RS R, TR TR T 25 m iS5 AT RER I H XU (i 4o 3 Al X
I i 27 B DR PR 4 BRUIR 25 S SR S PR B DR AT N[0T AR B SR I 2278 B AV B, dlb i
I AR 220 Al ) F AR BERE « AT R S i 28 R P A TR RO [11] o 67 B 8 JXURS {1 O L 2 ) A
PRIGFAE, X HLAE 7 I Bl ) B2 T 110 S ARS8 R SRAT o BAT (8 35 5

RSB IA Y, B A NREBL, B KU A, 2 S Il ) s D . XU DR 7R
5 I R 1 DR T DRSS i e A B SR 1) SR O (O B B SR, B SRR R e [ K I H B
Fewt, XL H B BT EAR T e R A A, (H AR PR BEE TR AN EA E AT A . i H S
HMP SR E AR, G K B O H AT, AT AT e 2 R Dt (SR, FL AR — L8540
R SEAT [12], AR R $ N LB S AR« FR 47 B3 TCARR LASR TR 2% (B) 45 [13] . 12847 50
FEEEA R, ALK R S AR RE T v, AT 55 1w B IR X folk 4 B A AR
MRS, 0 A R AT R 7 PR B T T AE B

LA, DR i 225 v 4 v A T W e B A S S 5 B NG P A ORI BEIR S, AT i S
i1 TR U T IR BB G, OB SRS N i KA. AATTRT RE 2 il 5 BE 70 DAL I H AR
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T, TARAL BCRALTEAE 1 XU S Pk A, RETISCE I T AR A O SR [14],  RIREAR T4l R e
Pat, ASCHREH UM Bk
BBE 2. A EE RS (W 4 M55 1 = B IR A B A R IR R, B TR

3. Wistigit
3.1 HHERIR

AW 2012~2023 YR A B BT A N RIEREAS, BT AR ok B FE 2R Rl A
(CSMAR) IS #5358 72 (Wind), 5B RlAT b« W 35 it 7 o Sk i i A =], HIBR4 ST 8 ST &
HIREA, F LSRG 0045 934 X BT AR 10,275 N R FOREA o A I X AR B HEAT KT 99% H/h T 1%
LI S Winsorize 4 FEALEE . A SCAE T A Bt AL BEAN S THER R Statal7.0 AT Excels

32. IRZE

321 ETZEB—EEREFE(TFP)

ARG % BB 55E(2012) [1]5% OP 24 =04k i1i%(Olley-Pakes i%), @A (1) THHE AT R
AR TFP_OP. b, i Rk, t BaREgr, Y BaE N, K EREE R 195, AG £rAw
SRR, | ORI E B TR A AR B S AT A, L O T NE, HAth YE (SR BEREAR &)
IND (ATNVMEAR B AT PR (8 MEAR &), 56128 & SOI (3 AZRAED A EX (4l 4F FE A i Ak 55 5N B B
1, FNEL0).

InY,, =B+ B InK, + B, InL; + BsInl; + B,AG;  + SOl ,
+ BEX  + > B.YE, + D B,IND, + > BPR +&,

[FI AR SR LP V(57 Bh A5 ) M A A () TH A R AR 72 28 TRP_LP, LK GMM JE() Al
TR T 5 A T3 A 77 238 TFP_GMM, TR Va0 . LP A ERE BN InM (WL il #5532
55 55 AT R4 0 AR ) s [T 428 AR FE A A W] RS . GMIM VI N A AR A% 8 (1 i i L A e AR (1)
R [ P A ) R

InY,, =B +BInK, +BInL, + S InM,, +ZﬂmYEm +Zﬂn ID, +¢&;, 2)

3.22. BTE—aSEFHFMER (PAY)
S B SRR R[] ORI 58, AR SO B AT = 4% /2 S T e 201 P o) 5 3 T o 7 S T D R A

3.23. BHTE—EEHE N REF(RisK)

BB RS I 1A 9 B G — MO BRAS, O AT BRI B ROR s (B OBRES H
AT NEEYIRE, TR X i 430 o 7 e B AR IL[15] 0 AR ST % R i R S5 [16], MR ESE 5 1 4e
BErE L Al SRl 7 DA AR B s = IR A R AR M B TR AR A, TR ST
B AEE R PRI L E . S, B R R BRI 1

3.24. IFHITE

T B MR ERRFAE R 55 6 AR S o DR AR B (K0T AR RO, A SO 2 BRI i 4 25(2024) [17] 108 98, i
HU DL R4 HA8 B B (Size). %P7 it (Lev). #H M (Board). Jha7# 53 (5 i (Indep). MRS
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Table 1. Table of main variables
F1FETER
A AR L WAL T
TFP_LP  LP AR T 4 B A TFP
FAEE  ATHEAEFE TFP_OP  OP AWM H A TR =2 TFP(RR LRI I)
TFP_GMM  GMM A4 G B -5 A T 3 A 7 26 TRP Al (R A 5)

HASE ERETED PAY PAY = Ln (H =4 =04 #r T R4
Riskl = (XX Ve &y + WSSV =88 + St
HR s e

Risk2 = (X PEEREB™ + ATEERT™ + ATt B e~ s A +
BN 5 3t A 5

Risk3 = (& A EEm v + ATt EEMB™ 3o + 50 2R HHRR
AR+ PGB ) e

WA EHH KKRLF  Risk

Al A Size Al A B AR
B AR Lev AR A FAR LB

EHDHE Board EH 2 E N AR EE
AR MOrES G Indep M HEEANBEERS SN

PG — Dual MRS BATRA A AN 1, RO
AFIRGLAEIR FirmAge  Ln CH4EEG — ATROLER + 1)
BHIARE  SOE WA EE, 1 FR b AR SR A SR, H 0

3.3. WFiRal

B 3 A0 s H U 5 b e R AR 2 MR R . ST sem i 5 v, A5 S RER
Z55(2012) [181MIHFFT, X E AR R a1 A EE S 3T R A5G
TFP, .., = B, + BPAY,  + p,Control_variables; , + ¢, 3)

ST 3 GINANT ARSI, A [F VAR 4~5,  FH R0 A HE 2 RS (i 4 7E v 7 7 Il
FAERAEFR AR E.
TFP, ., = 4, + 4PAY,  + 4,Risk;  + A,control_variables; , + &, , (@)

TFP, ., = 4, + 4PAY,  + 4,Risk;  + L,PAY,  xRisk;  + 4,control_variables; , +¢; , (5)
4. STES AR
4.1. faik gt 5HEEM S

% 2 7R TR AR E R M SR 45 A o8 REUERE o & ISR BB E 12.967 F 16.727 2 [A]
F8), WA 6] 3 TR 2 R K. MR G RE R, SERASE 2 AR MEEN, VIF
{65 1.38, im/NT 10, WA IR & AFAEZ BN E. FN, PAY 5 TFP MHHE R EIIE 1%
KRNI, RIS S S B TE & B R A =R, ¥ UE R SRk 1, aliE—5 0.
4.2, FHMERLE

BER 3 Dy B U A R A AR, SUE T AR I 3 PR BI(D)~@) Kl HEE R
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics of main variables
F* 2. FETEMEAMSIT
PAY TFPLP TFPOP g;; SOE  Size Lev  Board Indep  Dual ig
PAY 1
TFP LP 0.465™ 1
0.0000
TFP OP 0.422"* 0.951"" 1
0.0000  0.0000
TFPGMM  0.396™" 0.922™" 0.979"" 1
0.0000  0.0000  0.0000
SOE -0.078™" 0.158™ 0.158"" 0.128™" 1
00.000  0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Size 0.489™* 0.776™ 0.708™* 0.605" 0.197"* 1
0.0000  0.0000 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Lev 0.118™ 0.486™ 0.479™ 0.450" 0.180™* 0.500"" 1
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Board 0.073™ 0.113"* 0.068™ 0.019° 0.183™ 0.213"" 0.096™" 1
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0552 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Indep 0.034™ 0.057"* 0.066™ 0.067""* 0.00400 0.081"" 0.021"* -0.466™" 1
0.0006 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6746 0.0000 0.0294  0.0000
Dual 0.060* —0.080" —0.081"" —0.063" —0.264 —0.096™* —0.061"" —0.163"* 0.106™" 1
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
FirmAge  0.251™ 0.188™ 0.223"" 0.208™* 0.202" 0.235"" 0.135™ 0.0110 0.019" -0.086™" 1
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2864 0.0584  0.0000
¥IMH 14623 8807  7.059 5905 0579 22814 0466 2165 37.351 0.185 3.025
I 14570 8733  6.986  6.818  1.000 22657 0.473 2197 33330 0.000 3.045
R/MA 12967 6503 5146  4.057 0000 20320 0.071  1.609 33.330 0.000 2.079
YN 16.727 11.382 9384 8291  1.000 26582 0.868  2.708 57.140 1.000 3.526

e TS T AR 1%, 5%, 10%0H B3 MK

R, BESER S AL OB IR, 4R R 20 HIEETT 0.1164 0.175. 0.125 M LAL, B 1%k E
W, USRI R A R BT Al e BRI R, SORRERE 1.

BB AN Al PRSI O AR XU o e AAT AR AR KRR SEE b R min ool 4 B A ™ R (K R e [4]
TR T i B, A OUERAR BT TAESS R, EHR S HESWRL S, RmEDNAFES
AV AR GEAN B 51 RE N IRTT B R AR ML A BT A i 5 1 [19]
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Table 3. Analysis of benchmark regression results

3. EERVELERS

VARIABLES TFP_OPw1 TFP_LPtn TFP_GMMt1
PAYt+ 0.116™" 0.175™ 0.125™"
(12.20) (17.61) (12.34)
SOE 0.094™" 0.120™" 0.102"*
(7.48) (9.19) (7.66)
Size 0.401™" 0.564™" 0.312™
(64.08) (86.35) (46.91)
Lev 0.546™" 0.689™" 0.564™"
(15.52) (18.71) (15.06)
Board -0.262™" -0.279™" -0.316™"
(-7.85) (-7.99) (-8.89)
Indep -0.003™ -0.006™" -0.003""
(—2.36) (—4.88) (-2.74)
Dual -0.041"" -0.052"" -0.036™
(-2.86) (-3.42) (-2.36)
FirmAge 0.039 —0.002 0.031
(1.58) (-0.09) (1.18)
Ind YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES
Constant -3.781™ -6.311™" —2.958™"
(-22.93) (-36.61) (~16.86)
Observations 10,062 10,062 10,062
R-squared 0.667 0.732 0.595

W L L O RMRE 1%, 5%, 10%H) 3 K.

4.3 REEKIE

Al A BEER A AR (R IR RE S S B BRI 95 - itk — 2B SR THE B A 5 AR AR,
S Aok A B RE A A TR

ot S

o A

i B it I

P Tt LAOR v = RV RE

XA A AT S B

B I 5 Al A B AR P AR AR SR A AR OC 2R, RV DA BT AfG [X 0 e o A P A B 3 50 T e Tl
ISR T, 3 o (G SR e it 7 B RE P T o DR AR S R R SR R T, O RS B i
P A A R AR P AT BEAFAE R 5 RN, B TUAE 56 T T A A3 [20] KT VE R, SRR AR i
EIMEURBEAT 1 S — 5 S PR AR R, BTG 1 Al A B A AR e I < TRV SR R
[BUEEER LA 40 BLERNEEE R RUIAR L5 R AR

4.4. RENEERE

ORI R S5 R AR AR YR, ASCI N e I e O B (les) 17 Dy v 8 S M IS ) AR /2, EEHT
BATENE . SURBERATA S e R AR . B @i W% 5.

>
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Table 4. Endogeneity test

=4 AEMRE

VARIABLES TFP_OP2 TFP_LPw2  TFP_GMMw2  TFP_OPus TFP_LPws  TFP_GMMus3
PAY: 0.116™ 0.170" 0.114™ 0.110™ 0.174™ 0.116™
(12.20) (15.49) (10.51) (9.80) (14.23) (9.79)
SOE 0.094™" 0.117"" 0.102™" 0.089™" 0.113™" 0.100""
(7.48) (8.07) (7.08) (6.07) (7.03) (6.48)
Size 0.401™ 0.555™" 0.304™" 0.382™" 0.542™" 0.294™"
(64.08) (76.00) (42.10) (51.08) (66.61) (37.48)
Lev 0.546™" 0.677 0.572" 0.542" 0.648" 0.562""
(15.52) (16.56) (14.13) (13.01) (14.29) (12.85)
Board -0.262" —0.254™" -0.291™ -0.194™ -0.211™" —0.245™
(-7.85) (-6.61) (-7.63) (~4.95) (~4.95) (-5.97)
Indep -0.003™ -0.005™* -0.002" -0.002 -0.005™* -0.002
(-2.36) (-3.60) (-1.69) (~1.46) (-3.34) (-1.56)
Dual -0.041™ -0.039™ -0.025 -0.014 -0.024 -0.013
(-2.86) (-2.33) (-1.51) (-0.85) (-1.30) (-0.72)
FirmAge 0.039 -0.013 0.023 0.017 -0.020 0.015
(1.58) (-0.45) (0.80) (0.58) (-0.65) (0.50)
Ind YES YES YES YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES
Constant -3.781™" —6.069™" —2.715™" —3.409™" —5.919™" —2.606™"
(—22.93) (-31.78) (—14.35) (—17.49) (—27.90) (—12.74)
Observations 10,062 9154 9154 8246 8246 8246
R-squared 0.667 0.702 0.572 0.618 0.671 0.549
Table 5. Robust test
5. REMRN
VARIABLES TFP_Opt+1 TFP_LPt1 TFP_GMMi+1
lest 0.073™" 0.134™" 0.077"
(8.59) (15.00) (8.45)
SOE 0.080™" 0.099™" 0.087*"
(6.37) (7.54) (6.56)
Size 0.410™ 0.571" 0.323™
(64.71) (86.15) (47.86)
Lev 0.522" 0.663" 0.537™
(14.81) (17.98) (14.32)
Board -0.272"" -0.307™" -0.325™
(-8.08) (-8.70) (—9.08)
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Indep -0.003™" -0.006™" —0.004™"
(-2.59) (-5.18) (-2.98)
Dual —0.037" —-0.049™" —0.031"
(-2.53) (-3.20) (-2.00)
FirmAge 0.054™ 0.019 0.046"
(2.15) (0.74) (1.75)
Ind YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES
Constant -3.422" -5.915"" —2.558""
(—21.30) (-35.19) (—14.95)
Observations 10,051 10,051 10,051
R-squared 0.663 0.730 0.590

4.5. BBV DT

TR A~5 5 545 B XU i 4 (risk) 76 = 2 5 B IUR (PAY) 5 A BE 3 A P 36 (TRP) Z (R R 5 E o 5K
TE AT 45 R a3k 6 Fiow

FERETY 3 Al 5| N3 B Risk 1 PAY 5 Risk HI52 LIS, 7 ARRRE R S48 hn, £ I8
F AR B3 B s TR R . 38 ELIB(PAY: * Riskli. PAY:* Risk2i. PAY.* Risk3) 54 &L= %1
1 5%7KT IR ARG, U B A IR 4 6 = 7 B U 5 4 B R AR e B R B AR A
SCREASSCARBE[2] o 248 B3 RS (i S e s B, ZE 37 BB 1 B 5 /s AL S R B AR DR IR T, AT 106
RA AR gi e KA, F-FHL ST BT, BROK AT e 23 128 5 e XU vy [R1 R PR 00 H B B, SRy A AR 2
T ZARARMY KA R R [21], 55 T v e i Tl ot b A B3R AR 7 26 1) 1 ] B2 o

Table 6. The moderating effect of managers’ risk preferences
7 6. BEEERNRERFHETER

B Risk1 Risk2 Risk3
VARIABLES
TFP_LPw1  TFP_LPw1  TFP LPw1  TFP_LPw1  TFP_LPwi  TFP_LPwi  TFP_LPw
PAY 0.175™ 0.174™ 0.174™ 0.174™ 0.174™ 0.174™ 0.174™
(17.61) (17.59) (17.62) (17.60) (17.63) (17.58) (17.60)
Risk1 -0.832™  -0.824™"
(-11.49) (-11.37)
PAY: * Risk1; —0.205™
(-2.27)
Risk2: -0.826™" -0.818™"
(-11.41) (-11.28)
PAY: * Risk2: -0.204™
(-2.26)

>

3
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Bk
Risk3t -0.821"™" —0.813™
(-11.39) (-11.27)
PAYt * Risk3t —0.203"
(-2.26)
Risk4t
PAY:* Risk4t
SOE 0.120™" 0.118™ 0.116™ 0.118™ 0.116™" 0.118™ 0.117"
(9.19) (9.05) (8.95) (9.05) (8.95) (9.08) (8.98)
Size 0.564™" 0.563"" 0.562"" 0.563"" 0.562"" 0.563"" 0.563""
(86.35) (86.68) (86.53) (86.68) (86.53) (86.69) (86.56)
Lev 0.689™" 0.609™" 0.611" 0.609™" 0.612" 0.607"" 0.610™"
(18.71) (16.36) (16.41) (16.37) (16.43) (16.30) (16.36)
Board -0.279™  -0.296™" -0.294™" -0.296™" -0.294™" -0.296™" -0.294™"
(=7.99) (-8.54) (-8.47) (-8.54) (-8.47) (-8.54) (-8.46)
Indep -0.006™"  -0.005"" -0.005"" -0.005"" -0.005"" -0.005"" -0.005""
(-4.88) (-4.63) (-4.64) (-4.63) (-4.64) (-4.59) (-4.60)
Dual -0.052"" —0.048™" —0.047" —0.048™" -0.047" —0.048™" —0.048™"
(-3.42) (-3.19) (-3.15) (-3.20) (-3.16) (-3.21) (-3.16)
FirmAge —0.002 0.032 0.029 0.032 0.028 0.032 0.029
(-0.09) (1.22) (1.10) (1.22) (1.09) (1.24) (1.11)
Constant -6.311"" —6.279™" —6.269™" —6.281"" —-6.272" —6.284™" —6.273™"
(-36.61) (~36.65) (-36.59) (-36.67) (-36.61) (-36.68) (-36.61)
Observations 10,062 10,062 10,062 10,062 10,062 10,062 10,062
R-squared 0.732 0.736 0.736 0.736 0.736 0.736 0.736

{7 IR 1%, 5%, 10%0) 2 E K.
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Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis
1. RERMESHR

A 1l LA Al
VARIABLES
TFP_LPw1  TFP_LPw1  TFP_LPw1  TFP_LPw TFP_LPu1 TFP_LPu1

PAY: 0.175"" 0.167"*" 0.166™" 0.151"*" 0.157"*" 0.159""
(12.93) (12.41) (12.33) (10.47) (10.97) (11.08)

Risk1t —0.908™" —0.914™" —0.822™" —0.783""
(-9.34) (-9.40) (-7.84) (-7.39)

PAY: * Riskl -0.192 -0.281"
(-1.39) (—2.38)

Size 0.568"" 0.570"" 0.570"" 0.547"*" 0.542"*" 0.541""
(71.33) (72.01) (71.95) (47.21) (47.01) (46.92)

Lev 0.568"" 0.473"™" 0.475"" 0.836™" 0.760""" 0.758""
(12.09) (9.92) (9.96) (14.21) (12.83) (12.80)

Board -0.273™ -0.306™" -0.305™" —0.236™" -0.228™" —0.222""
(-6.36) (-7.16) (-7.14) (-3.95) (-3.84) (-3.75)

Indep -0.004™* -0.003" -0.003" —0.009™* —0.009™* -0.009"*
(-2.63) (-2.23) (-2.22) (—4.45) (—4.56) (-4.53)

Dual -0.047" -0.043" -0.043" -0.042™ -0.041™ -0.039"
(-2.02) (-1.86) (-1.87) (-2.20) (-2.13) (-2.05)
FirmAge 0.084™ 0.127"*" 0.123"" —0.056" —0.024 —0.028
(1.99) (3.01) (2.93) (-1.69) (-0.74) (-0.86)

Constant —6.304™" —6.256™" —6.229™" —5.524™" —5.527"" —5.545""
(-27.80) (-27.79) (-27.57) (-19.57) (-19.72) (-19.79)

Observations 6038 6038 6038 4225 4225 4225
R-squared 0.757 0.760 0.760 0.705 0.709 0.710
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