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Abstract

Shareholding concentration as an important factor of corporate governance, the difference in share-
holding concentration significantly affects the behavior of the company’s top management in terms
of information disclosure, which in turn has an impact on share price synchronization. Based on the
panel data of GEM and KTC listed companies from 2020~2023, a fixed-effects model is used to test
the impact of equity concentration on stock price synchronization and related mechanisms. The
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results find that: 1) higher equity concentration reduces stock price synchronization; 2) higher eq-
uity concentration reduces stock price synchronization by increasing R&D investment; 3) higher
equity concentration reduces stock price synchronization by suppressing surplus management; 4)
in the sample of firms that are not state-owned, have both positions, and have fewer analysts to
focus on, firms’ equity concentration more significantly reduces stock price synchronization. And
according to the research results for enterprises to maintain long-term development and regulatory
agencies to improve the existing information disclosure system, relevant recommendations are put
forward to promote the effective operation of the capital market.
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1. 53|

WEEE T HEAR LR —A “IBERITIS” [1]. dVRAME B & B R RS AT (5 B AR E 2R
PRz, AnfrdR e e R S B S R B DR S A TR R I R A0 T DA A A B
el as 223l o RENS i T 37 AR SRR (U RE P [2] - et [R) 25 P30 e LR AT B B v il 2R 5 2 5
B SRS [P PR BRI, A R RE S AR B R 2, B T RS BOME B R R 3], BEA T E B AR MR
[4]. fbiaBERBAME RS BN EERN R, SEE B PRI A S B, R BCRBGGE, S5
O3 AL W R JLRE A5 AT RO S RAE Bt v, RS B RS RS A R I AT B AN TE, BR B
AT, RHERATIGA RIS BB WA A RA B AR XIFRE, & LR RS N B
BN A R NS S, AR T A S DU LA R SR, A R RS T 1) S H AR BN
W, 2 E] BO4E B R S SR R S IE I B U\ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%“?ﬂ%[ﬂ*&

RTWANFEER R, A FATNA R NG B R . BEA T I 5 A DrR 5 FE T T, 1R
TR E R T I 5 B & i o oAl EE p R ot 22 B A 1 A et R PR D 3 . ARSI T
RN FUBRCER R B BB [R5 PR ) SR sz i S LRI, IR RIE I TE 45 18 38 AR, v d Bt
AT E M RR R A %

2. BROSMSMRRERE
2.1. EREPESRNESH

FERCEETT A, BRI LS 5 T ST B s AR sh i eItk RDBCOT (9 “ RISk IR ” BLR, Bt
RN A I RA AR € 5 B REW UL BRI, IFEBCEM M B 2L, 82 B 204k
WP, GBS RN E S SENEZRR, 27N, BREGWKBE R RZH 2 E T T
FErio FET M 2 U RIRONL, O REB LE B ROBTIN, KRR -5 Tl 2 =] AR 2 SE DN P — 20, e g e
B 25 AT RE SEA R T A4 M S I RI RONE[S] o AN FIBAR i B A — € LK B RS, SR B
JEAT e B S WA R, b AR LA R EIXMIEOLT, m R B A B 4
M BARARER I R, B S R R A R REE R, BEE AN P AR R B, A
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PELBUT PSS . 385 A G P BRI B0 “ BN AR 78 70 A A% KBS 1A 2 Py )
RURL[6]

St Bikorr, SCEFRH WM B

HL: JBERCER A R v mT CLRRAR A [R5 4k

2.2. MEBAMNBNETESBRNESEHNEER

FEF R ah PRI RN, AE e BB B P K il vy, A 2 SRS 3 22 i 2 0 R S (4 B A A
S, G5 AT OG AR R 7] AR QAR SR BIAR A, 2 R BT A AR R0 b2 7
Rt ERRRE 5 AL, BRAR, BEHES MR BT 8, Aol ok 58 e e 5 AR 6]
WORFIEAT AR [8], AR BRIRIE IR, USRI H ERIFRE ST, JF kA5 BaEE, (0 B2 as sk
A R A o T3R5 AP AR B A PR A7 AR o X BT APk, X E R AR AT e =i
BT B0 AL E AT A G BT, S R B R ST IR . B TE SRR, AT
DofE BAKIRRIS, AbTAE B — Iy ml B B2 AT v a5 B aa S i — Jr ki B S0 . ek fomk
RINBEREBCE T35 71 S8 T RR ek K AR 29 B 145 55 9], B A AE (S B A PR T 4%
IS S 5B Z RIEAE, MTREARAE BRI R R RS . 558 A RSB R I Z
i, FFH L™ A Al AR SR TIUY], DA A2 T 450 B B #5322 /0 [10] o MR A v (4 Aol BE B AR Aol
WA RE, Refis S rh BTSN A SN, IXAAT ] Bedfe i 13 9 28 R AE B0 QI H AN ™ i A e T
RIBIRAE 55 AN DGR 2 2 REWS AR A SNAB B ATT, T2 RIARRI A SR TT 17, A SRS HERY
WA, FTHOTIME BB 2, $Em(s OB, (A B o B Al R o 4 B & B, BB )
Sk

BT BRI, SRR

H2: Bl h R il i 48 mit AN, BRARIBEAN R 201k

2.3. BREEMNBRNETESRNESEHNEIER

5 TR O AR SRS M ATF SO R A5 B S B L MERYE . BRI .
JRE I e B LR SR S A RIS, W ENAMR SEAR OCH i A B A PSR . fR
BRI A R BRI R I S R R, DM SRR SR BRI B bR, AR S
FeiiE, SEM SRR BYIEREAC, dEmEns LG RANAR. BT AF R RS LML
WATIIIAEE, TRERAIY 55 28 ARE R E RS, IR 2 =] KR 2838 sl B A 5 [11].
EARE R AR, A A BN PR R S AR S B S B, R R AR [12]. REFHI
FRVE B GE AT B T DR AT IS 8 (R A B I, 3 v IS e B R 18] AR OB P EE B i R A ) o
KBRS & R A BRI 6 77, R BER BT 22 R, BARE SRR, &
SRR USRI, 5 B B RO T, BB GRS BONMERI 1A R RV S5IRDL, IR
AEBAKITR, I A F RS B R, R R P

BT Rt R R

H3: B b el i ) R B, BN P .

3. it
3.1. HRIESHIERR
ARSI FOREAR B 2020~2023 4EBINMIR 5 A GIARRE A A b A TIAR B LR, 56 BE A HEAT 07 6 1 4b

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2025.151009 80 BE 51


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2025.151009

BN, HC

FH: (1) Sk ST A ST*ZRFEA; (2) DB &5 S8R S IFEA; oA, BT B BHE S T4 Bk
s, A SO IELEAS AR 1% 99% L) 34T Winsorize &bFH . 25 d FH 4 Mk I 55 504 5K 11 CSMAR %%
PP 2 BB R B FIACIEHE B, Ak d v ok B 8 B 2 .

32. FETEMEN

321 WRRZE
et F A, RARERZE TS, BRI RS S T B P MR ARSI St B i =)
BRI G X TN FEPE R &, Morck [14]18 FIREZY (1) Rl v R -
Ri,w,t = ﬂo +ﬂlRM,w,t +ﬂZRI,w,t + & wi (1)

Her, R, ARRBE S CFH wANKGER, R, REEOIR 15N TE RS EE w A
Weaide, R, TATAK R E 2 22 50 7 2012 AFIE MR A7k oy Kbait, %30 (B A RAT LS8R
310 (2012 FAEIT), RAANETTEAT L0 FrA B S M- as 28 . T35 S AT Ml JE UAC 2 28 14 R i JAt i Tl 4
IBCT- AT E AR 3.

R0 R SR F W 2 28 A0 v T 3 A AL T T e P AR AR R] 2P 1% A8 B ik, Piotroski and Roulstone [15],
Gul [16]F1 Xu [17155 ATk T3 LA K o W mT R SR I REma,  7EAAY 1 BEmh B NEE w-1 B 1T
Wi R AT %, 152 (2):

Ri,w,t =By + ARy wtt B.Ry w-it T AR, wet BiR, w-1t T & wt 2

TR B A 0 R? T LASR AL A AT SE RO GE T HEWT, U ASCS IR AR (18] RE, X IR B L&
DURE BEAT X K e Jm My i an R et [F) P A F A «

R?
SYN=In| —_ (3)
2
1- Ri,t

v, RZ AT ZES t 4R MBI VR AE R (H. ACSORRIAY 2 [ JS43 BI04 R LR B) R, M
FERAN AP E SYN, A SYN 1R Bt R0 P s -

322 WMBTE
R EE T FE R dE TN AT JLRI R I Eb ) 2 A 5 AN T A L, Bk sy, ARAEE R
= o AL RIREE[L) IR T, AT+ B AR FR AL LL 5 2 AN (OC10)/E B AN 45 B R T e A o

3.2.3. HHIEE
AR A oA A8 BB R N (RD) MR 21 (DA) o 2R U384 246 06) s b FIRH o S04 s i
EWFRIESI G SN . MIXT B bR AU I PR A E AR, T SGUEAR B M M R R, A SR
YERUE201MIHF AT, SR A M R BN &80 5 Al S B = 1 E o LT . FIF Dechow et al. [21]1&1E
Jones FE A1 LS BRI I R TR SR A B 7 ARSI . 1 2R R (4) 7 LA BE HEAT DA, 4 [ 2R 8L
N IR(5) 1 B A AT R LR R Nda, #5585 30(6) 15 B4R M i F13E DA
Ta;, 1 ARev;, Ppe,
Ao AL PR TP

ARev, —ARec;, Ppe, ,
+B +5,
-1 Aﬁ,t—l Aﬁ,t—l

+&, (4)

®)

1
Nda;, = 5, A,
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DA =/, - Ndai,t (6)

-1
b, Ta, WA RIBIHRIE: ARev,, JA T ES A Py, RS ARec,, 9B
ORI A, AR t— LAV B8 Nda, FEARTTHROURIIE: DA SRR TR,
P B A B BT

3.2.4. THIELE

ARSON T i HoAh v BEXT AR R PE A R I R 2, A4 T ARAR[22] . TSR [23] I AL, BIA
SR PRR (ROA) B~ i (Lev). A F B (Size). ] KM (Growth) . 287 P4 81 4> 3 & (Cash)
JK T A LL(BM). 2 A (Bsize) M7 3 Lhfil(Indret). = AUPE T (State) . 224 T (Turn) . PIER
& —(Dual)s &7 E PR IUKH T (BIGA) 515 il A . RFF[24) TR IR I BT sh Itk 5 B [F) 20k 2 1F
MRK R ASCIERE Amihud [25]HFR BN HEFRARVE A R BN MR AR, XA Fibr o] DA & i SE T A 7E
BT 1) P (RO A U sl 1 5, T DA S B T 37 (10 35 BRRE B IR S P K o gl T i sl v it B [ 25 1
R, ARSI NI R AR A YRR (1) . BB RN 1 FR.

Table 1. Variable symbols and meanings
F1 TEFSREX

AR A A B A R RS AR
Wik RE RN EB R SYN DAL 2 g BEfliih S B R2 2 X (3) 5
R AN R AL 0C10 BT R AR R i L 451 2 A
RN RD AR FEN G il 55 7
A o
BAx DA FIFAEIE Jones A THEAFE], W(T7). (8)F1(9)
ST PRI AR ROA VR
P AR Lev BB S
VAR Size SRR E AR L
A K Growth AAEENPNIE KA E— 8N
ZEMI SR E Cash GE PG R A A
e T T4 Ll BM JB R B 4 = AR
P HE P Bsize & FSYNGOIER ST
M7 5 L Indrct AT EREANBUEFES BN
FERLPE T State AFEA BT ARRE L, fHIUE O
e S T Turn 2[5 AT B RAT S
PWIRG— Dual SEREERKFINEG M1, RO
s B DU BIG4 AR, HRVIMES TS EKE. EE. R

s K MHUE Y 1, B EUE S 0
IR PESR bR Ilig i AL 4% 4 A T B DUBE SR 58 5 B A 5 R

3.3. REG

AT A rh RE X Al A R D R 20, 0] 8 AR A 261 B0 IR A R T 45 R,
BT E AR B AN A5 S B R R AR A RN . B R BT A B, AR R i
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NS v B~ 7 T W AU o 5o Aol BB [RD P A B R i e AP AE AR R &, 45 RO
JE— RIS “ IR EA 3, IRIET RBOVIE, BLRIRAUE S R R v 2 ) 3 U B R
KA, HEHREIFAEE . AR ITHE A IR PR — RIS, S5 R B2, WHIASCHIREA T E
HANERIE, AT RE PR A S E A A AN B v B Ak T e AR AR IR BB A2 A
WONSAEA SR 1, M N AEAY.
SYN;, = @ +,0C10;  +a, ) control,  + 4+, +&, )

BT, SYN, R FE 1, OC10,  FRon+ RBARFFI LB 2 A, g 5 6, 73 5 9t [a] 47l
(I 52 RN, e, AR ZE T
AR A RO, X BIER $ N5 A A FIR T AE A P 5 R [R5 T 2 R R A PR A R
BEATRREG o A SO S R S [27] STTAE (28] IBFF 9T, AR SCYE B MEASE A (7) ) iy b 38 InASE Y (8) il (9) K A
BT
RD;, (DA, )=a+a0C10;, +a, Y control, + 4 +6, +&, (8)

SYN,, =a+a,0C10,, +a,RD;, (DA )+ a5y control, +u +3, +5, 9)

Hr, RD FoRBE RN, DA R R EE . 2U(7)~(O) AR A B, 3((7), A (B)URIL
FRE A o A RO

4, SEHEGR
4.1. RSt 5894
32 2 NREARALAE 2020~2023 4F 54 A5 B HE R M Bi -5 M S e 4 7 45

Table 2. Descriptive statistics for variables
2. TENMAMSIT

B3 MEHE ¥IME PRt 22 R/ME IEIN: VIF
SYN 3448 0.236 0.177 -0.062 0.675
OC10 3448 0.519 0.143 0.195 0.815 1.940
ROA 3448 0.025 0.083 -0.325 0.217 1.720
Lev 3448 0.364 0.189 0.052 0.884 1.870
Size 3448 21.796 0.893 20.107 24.640 3.130
Growth 3448 0.139 0.375 —0.593 1.936 1.320
Cash 3448 0.541 1.088 -1.839 6.687 1.390
BM 3448 0.336 0.191 0.044 1.003 1.850
Bsize 3448 2.046 0.186 1.609 2.398 1.350
Indrct 3448 0.400 0.076 0.250 0.600 1.300
State 3448 0.122 0.327 0.000 1.000 1.200
Turn 3448 0.577 0.381 0.095 1.983 1.830
Dual 3448 0.447 0.497 0.000 1.000 1.100
BIG4 3448 0.039 0.193 0.000 1.000 1.200
Ilig 3448 0.033 0.027 0.002 0.156 2.490
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K AEH, M SNY BI040 kE, Hig AK{E R 0.675, H/ME N—0.062, i BHAEA AV 2 8] (I Ay
FPEAAAE ORI ZE 5 OCL0 FARTEZE N 0.143, B KIE S E/IMEZEIEROK,  Bonalh i BAUEE o A1
E K. VIF IR, JABEN VIF EE/NT 10, REA B8R L B M .

4.2, EERAIET

TR KA [ VA 20 B A B A = b YA OLS B | [ 5 2% S AR 2 RN Gt L% N AR Y, A S fd Y LSDV
55 Hausman K656 7772060 JE VRS AL HEAT IR, A6 06 45 B 25 o [ 5 AN R B A . SO IR B, AKX
R 1] 52 25N AR R R AT [RGB o SUE S a2 3 frw, SYN [ R %M N—-0.1626, 7F 1%HI/KF &3,
Tt B B A R 5 AN [R) 2D S 1l AR B

Table 3. The effect of shareholding concentration on stock price synchronization
7z 3. BRAEE R E X BN EI S MR SR

B SYN
-0.1626™"
OC10 (~6.2249)
0.3019™
Constant (2.4416)
AR i3
R 1] [ 7 =
AT 52 =
R-squared 0.4363
Observations 3448

e TN TR 1%, 5%, 10% R E KT, SN z (.

4.3 RERESIEIE

RSO0 FIRGER AT AL N H AR SR L AN 07 R I 5 N AR YRR, 25 SRR IR B AR AE H AH SR
S ZESNAMERN B, T EMTH(GMM, Generalized Method of Moments)7E fif w4k 7 ] #5UFN 7 Al T
PR A 2R R R A BE R . B, ACRH GMM St EEER AT IE, fFeairiii TEIE
JEHIEEAY . R GMM ridh FH i) R AR &R e — SR A e vh AR |, Sargan R Be ) p fHIK T 0.1,
RPN TRBEHNSME, AT GMM T & BAE 8. SLUFZE R4 4 FioR.

4.4. {ERAMBIELE

L WERIBENBIF AN o RSB R RN B TE B v B 5 AN R 2 T B A 30080, RS
FESTAH R A OB . SHIESS R0k 5 R, F(1)~@) R BB R A BN AR STIESE 3, 1 (4)
AN (5) AT I A R SAR R S UE 28 2R

Fl(1) OC10 K [mH R EAE 1%/KF 1 535 5-0.1800, i B AV BEALEE th RS B 2 FRAR M [F) 25 1k
%1(2) OC10 Fif (1 [l VA RELTE 1%/KF R ENIE, 1A BB e 38 I AU « TEINA /& RD
J&, FIE)BAEFE OCL10 5HEAH A RD 52T & % 9—0.1720 A1 0.4267, I HALE 1%/K-F F &3,
WAV R BN XS IR B AT AT )20 2 [ 47 17 0% 2R B0 40 T 2808 o DR ORAIE SIEIE 45 SRR mT S,
AR H Bootstrap #36, KILVEAEXEARME 0, WESE T RN, WA EBAREEAT AN
RIS B, R H2 f3E. X 3SR 1 FE 5 ML R NAFE IR R R, £E(E AR
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Table 4. The effect of shareholding concentration on stock price synchronization

F 4. RSP EXRNEILZ RN

3 SYN
-0.1800"""
OC10 (~6.9899)
-0.2577"
Constant (~1.9738)
P AR B 7
1) ] 2
(A 7
R-squared 0.4264
Sargan 0.7691

VTN T RIERIR 1%, 5%, 10%I1M R E K, S W8z H, Sargan > 0.1 B TR RAN. TR,

Table 5. Intermediation of R&D costs
5. HAIBABIHFIER

i S 0 S S RD
oc10 —-0.1800™" 0.0090™ —0.1720™" —0.1800™" 0.0090™
(-6.9899) (2.0046) (~7.0996) (~6.9899) (2.0046)
D 8402
Bootstrap & 56; [-0.1825, —0.0769]
Constant —0.2577" 0.1896™" —0.2667" -0.2577™ 0.1896™"
(-1.9738) (9.5668) (—2.0477) (-1.9738) (9.5668)
A 2 iz 2 iz 2
IR ] [ 5 2 & 2 & 2
A7V 2 & 2 & 2
R-squared 0.4264 0.0914 0.4297 0.4264 0.0914
Sargan 0.7691 0.6907 0.7691

WEN, ArREHZEETRBNNTHEIEES, PR SN # A RS Bk . 1
RALNTT BEME T A AR5 9 A FITEBAR QBRI = 5 R & 7 RS 5 . BBt S RN S 5 A A RS,
NI BEAR AR BT RR, B & SEBL AN [R5 1 () BRI

2. BRI R BL AR AR R A E R P B S AN [R5 P 2 T B A8, AR
T NT A LR R A SRR . SEAESE SR ANFE 6 iR

51(2)0C10 &if FI[E1H RETE 1%7KF 1 B35yt T B Al A S p BE % BRI P i A R 3. TR
A A5 B DA J5, 51(3) OC10 R B A 2 AT IHAE 1%7K-F 1 835 Jg 47, Tt B b () i A 4 v 3 i i e
KB, PR RS NFAESES: R 5Et:, ASCRA Bootstrap £, KILEE X
[ ARALE 0, UESL T AR IAFAE, SRR S S EAR A BRI B, B H3 HRIEN.
XU B AR A R R A FE AT B AR R, R MAT N BRI A B B A, AR
BRSNS (R4 52 BT R B, AR MM RE T MESL, FRAREMEY, HANSELR
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45. BEMKEIS

1. Brifyoiire Az g f )y . MARR() Pk 5R SYNL /Bt [FD PR AR AR B[R, AR
LT HHIQ)IER, OC Ml VA R EAE 19502 /K15 SEAER AL 1 (8l 3 R 805 1) — B RIS ie B A

Fafi .

2. Btz O R BT T . 2% SRR AR [29] IR 7848 FI A T KB AR 35 IR A5 (OCB)VE A IR 2

AR ERAR B ), SR 7 HPAB) AR, OCS el H R EAE 1% /K- Lg%, HnlH R

RN (1)— 8, RUIFT L8 BA RN,

Table 6. Intermediation of surplus management

F* 6. BREEMIFIER

25 B (1) (2) (3) 4 (5)
SYN DA SYN SYN DA
oc10 —0.1800™" —0.0656™" —0.1782™" —0.1800™" —0.0656™"
(~6.9899) (~2.5984) (-6.9220) (-6.9899) (—2.5984)
—0.1047"
DA (-2.1113)
Bootstrap & 56; [-0.1850, —0.0744]
Constant —0.2577" —0.4804™ —0.3022"™ —0.2577™ —0.4804™
(-1.9738) (~4.3109) (~2.2865) (-1.9738) (~4.3109)
25 i) A = = = == =
k1] [i] 5 = = == == =
AT [ 5§ = & & & =
R-squared 0.4264 0.5484 0.4274 0.4264 0.5484
Sargan 0.7691 0.9599 0.7691
Table 7. Robustness check
7. FREMRT
(1L (@) 3
FEHER R Bt R A B R A
SYN SYN1 SYN
—0.1800™" —0.1734™
OC10 (~6.9899) (~6.9738)
—0.1442™"
0C5 (-5.8141)
Constant —0.2577" —0.2479™ —0.2383"
(-1.9738) (~1.9670) (-1.8194)
Pl AR = & =
R[] [ 72 = == =
AT L[ e = & =
R-squared 0.4264 0.4298 0.4231
Sargan 0.7691 0.7773 0.2792
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5. RRMHKIE

HRE AT S SRR I 45 R 7R, VBB By, B R PEBAR . (H e T Ao lk A AN AR AE
HEZHWHEER, “HRRATRRRERN . AT BUER . IR S G — 2T IhoRE A )
A wis MR AT S R PEA R, BARER IR 8 .

51 EFERMERMSERTR

H1 T A Al 5 3R FE A Al AR I B A 5 T AN TR E LANGE I 77, 4 Al (7 AU R AN A B o
FES AN PRI e b, AR P B O I — R R AR . A5 R, AR A i B SR o 3%
BEARMEAN (R0 Ak, T A el A R S 25 o H BT R 7 0 ) i R T e A ol i e 5 22 AN T3E, - 2
FMATTHH BUF T H2TUEEFR R HEA MBS TIEOVIE, BBt 2 2%
RBENRBORARAL ISR 2R, SEURM B A5 FP T iisnesh. Mz , SRR ST H AR R
Erh R TR OL Y, R RENS DRI R S T A . TR A WA SR AR, A Rl RE
{5 5 38 B S 5 7 7 1o ol I TR R R o SR R (R LK E 3 A5 A R B I Bl B 2 1 S A ] S AR
A AN 2RI, T AN RE 32 B T 377 B sAT M5 R RO FEREm, T RkD 1 BB RO TR 2

52. ETAREBRESENOSEHAMR

fEEmAR s, EHEBLTY, EHERAEERES KB, MO T IR EE KRN S 2
SACHERE PRI RO o 2 KBRS A DS R TR SR, 3K 6 ok SRR S AN S i B mT RE 38 21 B D BHAS
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Table 8. Heterogeneity test results
8. REMEIER

FERUE WIRESE— WA ILIPSES
M) @) 3) @ ® ®)
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SYN SYN SYN SYN SYN SYN
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