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Abstract

This paper uses the data of China’s A-share non-financial companies from 2013 to 2023 as the re-
search sample to empirically demonstrate the relationship between enterprise financialization and
audit risk. It is found that the higher the degree of enterprise financialization, the higher the audit
risk. According to further analysis, enterprise financialization affects audit risk by increasing fi-
nancing constraints and the complexity of audit business, and information transparency plays a
negative regulatory role. The heterogeneity analysis reveals that enterprise financialization will in-
crease audit risk more significantly when the level of internal control is low, customer concentra-
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tion is high and the enterprise is located in the eastern region. The results are of great significance
for revealing the specific reasons why enterprise financialization affects audit risks, and they are
helpful for enterprises to better prevent audit risks during the process of financialization.
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1. 5]

HAT, JEZ5CEANRERREN B, Mbei ATt A&, — Il 5 e
LSS BRI I B R R, (HL 53— 5 T A el AT TR B R L  ,  EUEL a EEEK
S AC R, SHRAT R RAECEE, R REA RS R . BRI, Al Rl 25
KA REBRAFAE (R REROIE ], AT REAEAE “ M SE R0 B AR TR AN, T 3 B I 5 79 i D5 DR e Al
AR M ARSI SRl sl 3 25 TP v ik &SI LRLEIZ AR 24l E i s)
WU ik & SLN,  olb RSk s e G 5m[2], B iah Mg hn, 78 il Hh B0 % g S m] LLE g
HH SR TR R B, SRR AR BEREEIHUNEIZ M, 850 e R 5 R R a5 b Ak
SEARRETE, FRARRRAZ O S GOSN B A RE 1, A5 “ Bk .

Al e AT R B B RS B AL 55V 5 <R B C B R DR ARG T, R
2% (101 55 A FHRARE 20O0T B Tl 55 (10 S AT RE 27 AR 2 T T KD RO o e R G A R RS I T 554
Rl I NHEREE 5 G IR RN SOR B 2 0 1Ll AR, W & A BRI . 534h, &
BRSO UK, — BRI IR BB shi, A v 48 RO RE R U 2 18, M2t
FHOR AR H A 32 B0 T 6 O 13RI M2 U AT e 2 e bl SR YR, JE 0 i T s AR R 8 KUz [3] o AT
ME T QTUSAI A Y < R - S50 RIS i) R T ol B A s ) AR Al < R AT SR K SR FE I, Dy 1 Al
RE % B4 A% ) <R Al P A B AU, 3 2 1)K R R R AR B UG IE, DR AR SO R SR JiE A b Rl A xS
BT RS A BE R o

2. kRt

Al R B o AT U, B2 2 3 SR A lb S Rl T Ao lb ARG A S o A < il £ 5 80 v £
ONE AR IG 0 SR B XURS [ 2]+ i Je) <z i A 2% 140 2R e 0k RS2 [4] LA BB A 4 VB2 5155 o 9% Tl < b AR 1 55
WS I, W ARG RN GE—. T HFR[6]55 M2 TF BUARANH & M AL A 6 30 <o Rl A 308 2o 46 QB R A
BETFETHI 55 AL o 8N BANGRABZE 7Tyl B A 0T I 55 s 2 B “U 7 RUOCA&R, JE I RF AT e 987
T AR A A b 1T 1 4 R B PR S5 o I 55 XS SR TR ST RP AT e 77 2 5 o 78 55 B < TR U 55 IR

KA e R H T USRI, DA W R Se it B W iE R BT R A M T
J&. Wang et al. [8] I < Filt P P2 JE8 6 v U 1 B BB o Ak 55 [91IA T LB 22 1 < i B8 77 2 WACHIUSE vt
HTEBR AL, H T RN R AR A B b RN TG AR KU o 58 T8 THIM 0T 1, 2% 1 %55 [10]
I < b AR v ) ol oAy R R 1 5 2 1R T AR A o T LR
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FERRHEAH SR STHR G A B OGT flk e Ak 5 Aolb XU (I X QO 5, ine Ak 5 PR3 S A 55
KL SC AR, AHFFARZE D e SR & T RS . Bedh, Nt P e it st R, A G
2 Aol e R AE B T U™ A S . RO SCIRIRTT T Al A A A T SR W
IR FERI R AR, T T8 T KU R I B AR PRI A B = o 38T, AHT S LA o o 9l A, dz I
S RSB TR A 6 A b B R e xo o T XU R 2T

3. IR
3.1. I ERSHEITRE

Al B B , ERR R a E S A A TAE R S M AR R R e, B
Al F b sz B BT BR ], SR AL IR 5E 4 IR B T B S AR R, RN e R4 B
P /D M BB IRAEAT 24 T R AT 58 LB T BRAR L % 058 5 70, S8 ngeE W, Hk, B
SRLTE BB AR P AR R . XU, A TR R B R g R E A E VR[], F TR
SR BB e e ORI e, AR B ERSS . Hemiin ARER, kTR SRS
F%0o Ml 55 Jie 52 BRABEAE LR TR A e Uiy, B S NG E W, [FIRE 2 e ol ol ) 228
Wz o G5 R, ARt il o A A b 2278 XU BT, R A v O 0 i 38 22 XU )
BTN AR RS A A W AT R, T R 2 B o KU A A ORI . RSN, Al Rt e RE
BERITH R AN 55 AR o b B B AR 2 S BB AR T BRI, AR BB R, Ak B
EREN T RES M ESI B R 5 &, 855 SN, Zou [12]38 5 BF FTIE WY 55 XU i A2 97K
T eSS PRI IR T AR YR, AR AR SRR E . A RIS N B A RN, B
ALK I T 3 9 1 B B o 8 =) ST U2, R R XS T

B T Rb B H SR TR T RGNS, AR R [FIRE AT RE RO T RGN 55— AN A
T e SRR, 21 N BRI 55 RN 2 BN A . 5 2 v N SO el B ) ) 20 A
THERANHERS, WA 5 DR R G f 8%, EORBER RS IE n, AR XU 17 o i B iRt — 2 @ B
THARIE I, BRI Ab, ERB BRI ONE BE AT BRI SRR TRz —,
BRI LA L R 3558 e A S i A5 B B R A5 R BT FRAIR[13], S hn e v RS . Bk =, M
BRBRMN, TSR Ty, AT I 2O i B 7 R VAl 7 i BRESORE A B A h R R AR 24T
WA S5 A AR [1], A5 BB T, o T N DT s P e T ARG B 2 R SR N o (RIS, 2 U v U o VR AE B
B IR ST R TR > SRk BT R, IR AR B AR R ASIA AR 1S DL AT e S A kB
P RIFANEB], HEME e v K. R4 _ER b, ASCER HAE U HL:

HL: Aiolb xR AR BB e, e T XS

3.2. RABEARB PR

A I 4 Rt A 3 R £ S T W ) i 3 4 SRR S8 3 0 o T RS o TR B AR B S, A e Rh i FR
FREIRE I TR B A BB E SR BT S A T AR B RO S TT,
Xt AR A5 FI[14], Al DU AR Rl A5 P B, S Inak st 2 R MR SE . 54k, tEbEE
G R LR FEE D4 v A o T s B8 AR P32 ) R T 3 e 3y, b T At T 4 i 7 i B R RIS P 5 3 e
BHH[15], &Rk g A FR i AL I DK SE B 5 4B 3 ok %5 AL BT 4 DAHRPT R 1 4 b A3 (1 i o
[16], &G PENRE LKA B TERBINL, 2B TR, KT &miiaike
PR, AR TR B G = 0 (SR U BB IR ) 2, 2 el v 20 R R .

Rt 20 oRORE FE i i 2 88 0 i XU . Deng et al. [17]3@ A 78 31F B A b 4 Rl A 30 5 396 Jon i % 240 ROFE P
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FE N AR o 22 bl T s 2 A v O R B 20 TR, A B T e 2 RS D ot O B8 T B, B4l X
B o 2% P T Wi o K R 55 I W A B T e o 48 AR B AT O AR AR (18], DAsin 2 =] iy el H 9%
ST An Y, BB ARG SR U A AT SRR A, I E R RO, SRR TR
BN o A B TCIE T 22 i 5% 2 SRR B v I, ol < R P 7K ST v o S R Ml U 55 XUB2 [19] AR -
B Hr, ARG H2:

H2: i 5% 240 SR A b g il e o o T RS RO M o R 4% R AR

3.3. Wit S ERERNPNBRE

SRS STl A A A E RS N R AR 2 AL, R T O SO (B PP AN AE R B T T R Bk
PE, B EOR T N AT B TN R B R G R BT R R AR, X TR R R L RE ) R
7B ER, BRI T T AR R R AN TS R R AR . Sk, TR v RS,
I AE BRI ER A Rl BT R VA IR A e B e T, TR EARSE A AR A R A AN R
AR R AP T2, EBE S W] DA AT IR B R AT A4, M7 AE @ M R ME[20], SER 5 T2 i
DS HETN o IXEREE Dy 1 I B R B AR R 7 53 DA B A A 75 B B TN DA R IR 2 [ S5t
PRI, PRt — K o AR R

B TL S5 IR R P 7 B0 TE A GLAE AR B RRIEIR 2 KUs, o TR g . 2% e
b A TN D AL 9 T 2K ) KA K e RS S RO 5545 EOF A S B R R, AW A
SRR Z R L ) < R R TR 26 R SN R DR R T B AT IR, 7T RE 2 AL E A (5 BB AR B0 THR R S8
B TE R IN[210]. S34h, SRR LSS B S AR I O B B AT BRI M R R T B, 1
I PR B R BRI, SR TR E R B XS R AL RO T REVE[22] R EE P AR T B AAG ([ T VE R 5
A8 B 7 A AR DL O F R A A AT B AR R, AR B AR R 7 B AT DL AT R < B2 7 (9
072, ASEE R R A ORI WA 2 L (23], BRIt 2 SR o S . iR4E Bk o b, A Scie
i H3:

H3: vk 55 52 2% FEAE Al B Rl e xof o o XU PR S e e R 4% i A AR

34. ERIERAERETIER

5 232 R v T AT ) R DU ARG 7 XSS ¢ A= B, 3 T 1) 59 i L < R o o T DU Y I
EEH . H— EEAITTEVMGEHEEELZINIMEYE, SNBSS TEZHRER24], EHE
AUME LLIE L R S i B ISR R AR, B R U AR R AR e, 5 B
AR AAE B PR g 4, W] DU RO AR A 5 o LU 2 TR A5 R A B, (8458 oH I 1 fi#
W AL LB, B AE EIRRE . S BB IR T AR AT LA T RIS TRk 2
RO, REEZ G E, KIEERAIMR I E IR BT E, RS T NS BT RA T RIUE S
AR S B R BRI o DR, A 232 e T DA [ I ) B A A XU M, 285 UG, 3 T 400 )
TR RN . R4 L3R br, AR AR U Ha:

Ha4: (5 BB EZ554 1 Al Rl pond 87 T U R IE [ S0

4. gt
4.1, HAREFESHIERIE

ARICIEHL 2013~2023 FFRE A B BT AT N FAEAR, Fds A (1) AIkRE T &l Pl ST Al
*ST KA FEAE; (2) S EfiAH—FM AR EAE; (3) ZIFBREER ™ HEil ks . R BaRRE T
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CSMRA H4fE AT Wind U %
42 BEEN

4.2.1. BIHRRE
AL B AT [25] I T BB, LLAE XU (ProfitsV) FIRTA UK (LITI amt) e i & o it XU . 278
UK B R sh i i, YR B R A RIS RE N 1 I B ARX Bey & . o Ak sh i H AR

N
EBIT,
= : Q)
sset,
1 1 2
ProfitsV,, = \/ﬁ ZL(En _?Ztll Eitj (T=3) (2)

Hrp: EBIT, NEFBIRTFIE. Asset, NEHEF . ProfitsV, & LA t—2 & t 4 AU R () =8 R sh = .

4.22. &R
AL ZHEFFE26]0M0E, AT EAXN: Fin = CCHMEERB™ + (THEESMB™ +
RIGTR SR AA R + L ESRE =38 + Fr A DR + ST H e ) B
42.3. BBELER
AL Sa Fi5 B4 O E R B Bk B 2 R B (Sa) . tF AR :
Sa = |-0.737xSize +0.043x Size” — 0.040x Age| ©)

424, BT LS ERE
SO S35 A 23 O, DA G PR R R B 7 M 2% 5 4 FE (Complex), 4l ik
B VR AL SRS A, DR k5 S AR

4.25. {EREMRE
AN S BURE A 6F 24w EAT BRER 5 B R 20 A N X L 1 e A A Do A J2 0% W P B T B A s

426 EHEE

FEL R WA SRS AETT T S 23 WA ER 5 T A 55 PRI 75 T 23590 N AT RE S 1] YA 45 57 AR S i ) AR
ONFW SRR TT RN A R, S iR, B AR . A RHAEIT IR T EE LM, WG
— MBS 8 P I A ] o 555 TR 5 T 38 B 55 T RS AT o i DL

ARSI AR B LR 4% 1o

Table 1. Variable definitions
=1l TEEX

TE4 iR £ X
‘ . G R ProfitsV (BB AT AL B 77 = F i sh 2
W R AR . o N
LN 5 LITI_amt W RURA AN 1 1 E RN EL
R Al &Rl Fin SR
N _ N F AR Size SRR AR
P AR & n X L
B R R Lev MARIA R
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i3k
B AR Turnover RN SS 938
HE Board 2 NN B AR
PR G — Dual EHERKGREHE— ANRERN 1, FMHO0
JECA i) 55 5 Balance 5 2~5 RIEARFERE LU/ 55— RIEAR K i Lol
5T Big4 A A B E B DY K 3555 Fr i v EUE Y 1, AN 0
FiHE W Opinion FRUEH TR LA 1, BN~ 0
B ‘ﬁé’ﬁé’ﬂ% Sa ?a THE;&_S‘(Z@XT{E
ISR AR Complex SR AR H
AR & REWE Attention — A P REZ A B HEAT ERER 2 HT 6 20 AT U2

4.3. FRIEEG

NRAEARBE HL, AR SO AT (4) in LLSRAIE -

ProfitsV/LITI_amt, = /3, + A Fin, + B,Controls, +1, + 6, + &, 4)

Horpre i A AR AMAFIFAT, e BB Z2 00, DY R 10 e A2 5™ A2 1 P AR R ) e, A ST A
PRFNAE Ay X [ R E, - AR [ B RN, 6 AR 2 8 . BRI AE R 7 5 22 IR, AR ST
X (B YRR A e 5 ZE A bR R DRI AT B OE .
5. SEUEST#R
5.1. RS

H7e 2 /5, 28 KR (ProfitsV) i KE N 12.723, S/ ME 9 0, RUIAE ol 8 KU 2 57 K. YR
AR (LITI _amt)i KAE A 27.358, f/IMEA 0, REAVFA GBI SNIRE R, BR8] FIVF A RS AE7E
BORZES . Ak aa i (Fin)i/MEY 0, BEIA K AFFE SRR, ORMEy 0.884, UiHIA K
A AFEAE I BRI I R o AH IR 73 A s Aol e bl 5 2278 XU AR VA U 1) Pearson S 45053731
4 0.046 #10.021, ¥JTE 1%/KF FRFENIE, H VIF{HL/NT 5, BRBALFEZ EHLL R H.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

F 2. fikMtgt

B3 FEA ¥IfE P22 R/MA LR A RRAE
ProfitsV 25577 0.032 0.092 0.000 0.018 12.723
LITI amt 16487 3.951 7.251 0.000 0.000 27.358

Fin 25579 0.058 0.095 0.000 0.0190 0.884
Size 25579 22.393 1.327 18.902 22.193 28.697
Lev 25579 0.412 0.198 0.008 0.404 3.513
Turnover 25579 0.617 0.533 —0.058 0.513 13.914

Board 25579 2114 0.198 1.386 2.197 2.890

Dual 25579 0.301 0.459 0.000 0.000 1.000
Balance 25579 0.746 0.611 0.003 0.581 4.000

Big4 25579 0.068 0.252 0.000 0.000 1.000
Opinion 25579 0.982 0.134 0.000 1.000 1.000
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5.2. EEEVILER

% 3 ONFEMERIELER, F(1)55Q)4 R E RS &8 KNG RECH 0.023, SUFINKET R L
N 2.219, ¥ITE 1%/KF F RN IE. 51(2)5 5 (4) kS5 2 SR (4) M E 25 5, Sxab ik r = E R0 0.022
12,123, 4 HIAE 1% 5% MIK-F o aF vh XS A IR m s DL Eg5 SRU8 1 b it fh 22 5 30 8 KUK
YRS R0, HET S B0 R . B, B HL GT

Table 3. The results of enterprise financialization and audit risk
= 3. U g SRR EYFISER

1) ) @) (4)
Profits\V Profits\V LITI_amt LITI_amt
Fin 0.023™ 0.022* 2.219™ 2.123"
(0.007) (0.008) (0.997) (0.993)
Size -0.014™" -0.620""
(0.002) (0.164)
Lev 0.048™" 3.690™"
(0.007) (0.609)
Turnover —0.001 0.232
(0.002) (0.203)
Board —0.007 0.747
(0.009) (0.546)
Dual 0.002" —0.328"
(0.001) (0.191)
Balance 0.009* 0.080
(0.002) (0.196)
Big4 0.006™ -0.782
(0.003) (0.509)
Opinion —0.024™* —1.459™"
(0.004) (0.476)
_cons 0.030™" 0.363™" 15.942™
(0.000) (0.028) (3.670)
FIRM/YEAR YES YES YES
N 25,082 25,082 16,311
R? 0.167 0.167 0.307

e TS NEDRER, T TN TRIRTE 1%, 5% 10%/KFRE, TIE

5.3. &ML TE

RSO AR P A AE 1 S5 R PR R B ) RRUREAT R B, o TR D A T i B B LA T DA < ik B B
PALE TR, A B B R e R AT D R < R B T A % ) R SR i S Al e R A KT
(7 2o S A S A L (AW I e A ot 7 = s P &2 3 A . R N P P o - R S 2
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FER A R B R o T RN AR R, RS WA 271078, I N FAT IR A R F A 4 Rl ik 7K
SFEIMEAE AT HAR & . KleibergenPaap rk LM statistic #5427, LM &}y 208.35 1 106.53, P {H~ 0,
I ASAT R 5 . Kleibergen-Paap rk Wald F Statistic #4645 5% W], F {f A 184.35 fl1 95.47, F{i KT
10%[1IIG S8, @it 55 T HAZ AT .

SR A PR, A 55IR)ER IV 5 Fin (9 REHE 1%/KF ERZFRNE, WU THLESEER
BEEH. §1(2)551(4)ER Fin H RZEHE 1% 5%/KF F R NIE. M2k BB Al 4 abpb o) a8 i1 X
% 1 [] S0 1 45 18 S AR AR 1

Table 4. Endogenous test
=4 AEMRE

1) ) (©) (4)
BB BB BB BB
Fin Profits\V Fin LITI_amt
v 0.416™" 0.366™"
(0.03) (0.04)
Fin 0.347™ 19.779™
(0.07) (9.15)
Controls YES YES YES YES
FIRM/YEAR YES YES YES YES
N 25,070 25,070 16,302 16,302

5.4. REMHRE

541 BER

N R R B SR N AR, AR SOEAMAE x R0 [ RSN B (4) TR A TAR R
ZEENZE 5 5(1). FIQR)FTR, SR REE 1%H0 5%7KF 182, B A4 fbpb st o o XU g 384
A e o

Table 5. Robustness test

5. REMRE

@ &) @) 4) ®) (6)
Profits\V LITI_amt Profits\V LITI_amt Profits\V LITI_amt
Fin 0.021™* 1.413™ 0.024™* 2.026" 0.021™* 2.112"
(0.004) (0.662) (0.009) (1.128) (0.008) (0.996)
_cons 0.207™" 8.011™" 0.328™" 12.231™ 0.361™" 16.230™"
(0.014) (1.296) (0.034) (4.074) (0.028) (3.690)
Controls YES YES YES YES YES YES
FIRM/YEAR YES YES YES YES YES YES
PROVINCE NO NO NO NO YES YES
N 25,577 16,487 20,939 13,495 25,082 16,311
R? 0.018 0.055 0.165 0.329 0.172 0.310
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5.4.2. BMRRTE

I T b v 1 7 N2 R, A SCS B W AT AR [271 A F R E Al . LLAE 5 P4
PR SENRESRTE . A SRS R AR S B R I R R
Z tefiiE . £ 5 MFI3) Q) BRI Ealir REAE 1% 10%M /KT ERENIE. UL B AL
£ = PO xS R L D e s N B D S R i (Y

5.4.3. {EHI& %

Al g AL KT AN [ 48 B A R 22 57 DRIEAS SCE— AP I N A8 403 [ R RONE X A AR 4T [ ),
CAZRAARAE iy 2 TH DR 2R P AR (5 IR  42 5 131U(5) (6)%ir, Gxmbiil 5408 KU AR A KU ) REUATE 1%
1 5%IIKF BRI NIE. K, FiefBAaTa k.

6. H—L o
6.1. RABFLRAP ML EYVTLER S

RS VLFE[28] 1A RS ST R, SR I A0V 06 IE R B 240 SO0 < Bl A5 o ok UG B s ma L, 2
FEORVE MR REAR BN A AR B IR o EAR Y (4) A FEAME L AL AR () BEAT H A RABAG 56

Sa, =6, + 6,Fin, +6,Controls,, + 7, + 5, + &, (5)

H14¢ 6 (1) o Rl A0 5 Rl B8 20 R AR BE 19%7K1 8 25 1T 15 B Aol < Rt (I R i 8 240 ARORRFE
KPR G H AR, RIECADTT, 8B 7 1 i 5E 20 SRR S 2 i B e 7 i
SEPRAANE[29], B0 AR B A O] BEPE[30],  HETTHG e v AR o SRR OB R, Al ad B ARG
DR e 1 <zl b BEAT RS, U S Bl mT P B el D I (AR 2 XS BT F, SEMAARAT X L 3R A5 R
AAE AWV SRAE T, SEINER T 2R L o B R A T W e 5 240 R PR 5 N 2 SR IO it i)
TR B AL o vh XU BT, PR B H2 AT,

6.2. It FERERP AN EVAGERSH

N T IR H3, AR T 5 B AR FE R T RN, AR SCAEARRE Y (4) ) SRl L A 7 (6):
Complex;, =6, +6,Fin, +6,Controls, +7, + 5, + &, (6)

%6 72 Wn &R 5 H T E A E RN 1.079, 18 1%/KF EEENIE, U2 B
FEWNE TSR R . RTH IS ERERHE RGO R, RIECHII, ks m
QRO ER TN SPGB T B A BRI . AR . RTINS RAEE R, RN SR
FL PR (0 R 2% M 2 28 0 v TR XS, 18 22 57 3 2 (K R 2R AR BE T R4 n e v U2 [31] - S5 4h,
SR 2 T AR B AR A R AP BRI T B A AT R R T S AR BRAT O, BN e TR [32]
PRI, b IREE R Tl 55 B 28 LA P 2 TR R R
6.3. {&BUEAIR AT R VA5 47

N T BB HA, AR SCR AR (7) 3 EAT BiE

ProfitsV/LITI_amt, = &, + &, Fin, +a,Attention,, + a;Fin_Attention,, + «,Controls, +7, + &, + &, (7)

SURINEE 6 P, FI3)Ron kel 545 BB I AL HIAR HON-0.011, £ 5%HI/K-F 52 E X
R 2 N ARG R e BI(4) BoR A BLIRECH-2.077, £ 10%H7KF B SYRA R A K R EH
WA SR R EOT AR B, UG 2B W 39 4 Al Rl ous o T U IR [ F2 R, R HA T
HVBEE S BB R, Al Rl Al 5 15 JR07 B R 0 58 LA 2 4ot o v XU P 484
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Table 6. Mechanism test

6. HlHIGLE

@) @) @) (4)
Profits\V LITI_amt Sa Level Profits\V LITI_amt
Fin 0.022* 2.123™ 0.031™" 1.079™ 0.033™" 2.655
(0.008) (0.993) (0.008) (0.068) (0.012) (2.618)
Fin_Attention -0.011" —2.077"
_cons 0.363™" 15.942™ 4.212™ 1.415™ 0.238™" 4.223
(0.028) (3.670) (0.051) (0.311) (0.029) (5.240)
Controls YES YES YES YES YES YES
FIRM/YEAR YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 25,082 16,311 25,084 25,084 17,059 10,754
R? 0.172 0.307 0.976 0.922 0.434 0.338

6.4. PIEMEHIR B

PR 40 T A BB, ol 37 B R A A T DA Gl A R
R, XY T BT U B S0 B SR 524 0 G R 030 TSRS, 7 A
2 MR TR TR0, RS SR 0 S 4 0 7 S K B T 0 )
R O S (6 A R ORI R FFBL, A B R R G el G S R B A B,
SR A R R L 0V 25 5 0179 53 R, SN K SRR B 2 2 O T
S TR A P P G o 053 4 AR R R IR BAL. 2 7 S5 R
BRI SU(L)  912) 4Rk R HE 5% 109K T 1 BENIE. A bl ints3). 51(4)%
WACREORR S5, U, 24P M RRIEAET, Aol M IR K M (3 P 5 0 3%

Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis

®7. REMER

PR R AR PR IR R e R EEAR ORE LT
@) @) (4) () (6) () ®)
ProfitsV  LITI_amt  ProfitsV  LITI_amt  ProfitsV  LITI_amt  ProfitsV  LITI_amt
Fin 0.020™ 2.873" 0.022 0.898 0.008 -0.119 0.039™ 4.202"
(0.010) (1.502) (0.016) (1.509) (0.007) (1.576) (0.017) (1.542)
_cons 0.4377"  21.214™  0.174™ 7.267 0.309™" 16.623" 0.469™"  25.800™"
(0.045) (5.952) (0.052) (6.430) (0.034) (6.603) (0.051) (5.652)
Controls YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
FIRM/YEAR YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 11,699 12,009 7611 11,910 7850 11,622 7384
R? 0.476 0.142 0.374 0.486 0.344 0.152 0.339

65 BRETERRM
P B e AR AL 2 P RO BB =, AR S T SE 4 A T sbAr,  sEn Ak
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FURHEBINS . CAEWTRILZ S b BN Al ) SR AT e, <R B b EEAH AR e [33]
PR H 2 P A o e 0 ol 5 A ) T A B R < R B8 EAT BRI AT Oy, S B R RO . I RK
PR 2 T B AE JELI [8] P B8 < R R A, 3 Bl ™ B PR 55 D, Al afl AZERFT AR A 22 B IR,
IR EE AR . AR P R RSB, ASCUART TR % A AL S B At R R P SRR
It rp O . SR 7 PR, (B)~ (6)FIHIEE BB R 7 A b EEAR A Aolk i e R ik R EUS A B
o (7). @IS RE M E R R, el RETRILE 5% 1%KL, Pk, &
e R, Al g R 228 XU AR RS PRI B A B 5, B0 o AR

6.6. {ENlPrAbiEX R Bt

T R TR PR I 25 R AP, Al BT AR AN 5] H X o] B 5 3504 Ak o e T XU 1) S i 45 SRAN IR
DRI, A SCE— 042 HE Al By Ak ) b A, B 53 D9 25 SR Hh 0 30 9 AL R AT S I b &5 SR e 8 (1)
QFR, AT ZREHIX Al & i 2508 0.015 A1 1.802, 7E 5% 10%/KF F &%, R T+
PG DX R A, 2R DX Al G b A ) A T R R B E T B3 . JRRIE T, ARHE X K K
R DA RATI R, SE g oA, B S T E RS R Sy, M E K&, 2R
X A2 BN S N e A%, T BB LT R MBS USRS A T, ik 2 S8
(A 55 RUBE 3G o DRI, 2R S DX ) Aol 4 A B 25 5 S S5CR T XU 488

Table 8. Heterogeneity analysis
< 8. WXFHRMER

R TP
1) ) (©) (4)
Profits\V LITI_amt Profits\V LITI_amt

Fin 0.015™ 1.802" 0.042 3.558
(0.006) (1.082) (0.030) (2.501)

_cons 0.380™" 21917 0.376™" 2.231
(0.033) (4.267) (0.053) (7.415)

Controls YES YES YES YES

FIRM/YEAR YES YES YES YES

N 18,616 11,900 6455 4400

R? 0.469 0.310 0.116 0.309

7. EREEY

ARSI A A ARG RI A R, ik ERb i 5 5 i AR R, AR (1) &
L <5 il A S 3 TN R T XU o (2) A 28R 3 B Aol < A S o it % 4 ARORR R o b 55 5 R
R e TR0 (3) A5 2N R A5 S 3 WY PR b g R A I e o RS R 2 B R R A . (4) AR A AR
HIRRFEAR SR R, DA AR B3t DX P b < Rl A x o T JRURGE PR 189 I 2 56 9 Y2 25

WRIEHE L, ASCERH LN B, BUFEMSRIRE, RIS S emiEsh, — BRI
A HRHVER] . LSRRI RN %4 T8 S R @A . 35N, O TR AL Nk
ESEARMY 55 (A fe , BRURF A AT AR BB AL DL 28 45 I 0T B S Al (el A SR e B A g . 35—, Ik B2y
HECE M, Pkl mEE 3 et @ EE LS KA R, nss N el i, b RER
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BRI LE . B =, ST B B TR IR %, IO TR
W 25 N 52 1) P R MV o 0 N BREAT o T AR I 7 A R B R I XU A 2 KU e ASCE, &tk A
B TE N AN ) B R BT BB AR, BRI Tk RE

E&ME

RYRE G SRS W BN S R A T T R (UE S
22BJY199).
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