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Abstract

The global macroeconomic landscape faces multiple uncertainties and shocks, leading to an increas-
ingly pronounced trend of corporate divergence. Enterprises with along-term development vision are
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better able to adapt to external changes, while managerial myopia may hinder strategic planning and
harm long-term corporate value. Technological innovation is key to enhancing market competitive-
ness and corporate value. Based on agency theory and the upper echelons theory, this study examines
the relationship between managerial myopia, technological innovation, and corporate value using a
sample of 9,448 A-share listed companies from 2018 to 2022. The model tests the mediating effect of
technological innovation. The findings are as follows: Managerial myopia significantly suppresses
technological innovation, with a lag effect; Technological innovation mediates the relationship, with
managerial myopia negatively affecting corporate value through its suppression of innovation, and
this effect also exhibits a lag. In non-state-owned enterprises, technological innovation fully mediates
the relationship between managerial myopia and corporate value, highlighting the importance of in-
novation in mitigating the negative impact of myopia. Finally, the paper offers suggestions for
strengthening government regulation and optimizing corporate governance to provide practical in-
sights for enhancing long-term corporate value.
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1. 5|8

fa 6o I £ 9t BRSPS Eciv B IV S Y8 I 1/ S U S B S ol AT k= R 7 P SR
Gl AR EN, L EAT KO A JE B ) Al BE A% B g 3t BT AN IA B A4, IR JI3RTE K
W E. fENdbE) “EfEE 7, FEEEES5IHERMLA A EES), HAT AR Mk
AT EROL AR R R ARG . BEE L g ST N E R, TS E UMbt
IMEAAERE . KUk, BTFUE B A ol B A RE i B A B LS R

AR, v E WA R R s A O BOR BT RE Sy, KRR B T IR B i, IR
WHEARCQB I BERIA SRR SR, SR ARSI AT m iR R TBL R4
WG K HITE S DI E Eigdt. Bk, ASCUBCRGIF PR E, ST B J AL a0 (il i s SR
QI TS Al A48 A A R A AL ZE LA o

MELRJRHIRE, CAHUTTRZ WIMEPA AR T & B AL R, 0% DUBOR T3 45 (B 3 AR
R B ALK SR, ASCAE B A FEATREAN T, R B R B AR (W RE S, 2021)
[1], RAPIEAGRAS 1 DAER A AR BRI RBRYE, JETR 10 B R AT I SR AR BEAh,
RTCHREE T T PE AL S HOREIHT . BORAUHT S ML HE Z MR PIE R, SEAT R =52
A ORHR . A SCIR B AMX —BAR 2 1, PR B LA T 38 5 AR BB A A B ™ A 5

MSERRE SORTE, EEERR. BRI S Al (B =3 5% A 80T 7T Re % 35 B Aok SE 4t vk v
KIAFEREBT, AL A EE. (R, X — BT T RE G (2 A A A IR B BOR BB AE SR TR R GUSAN G113 K0
W E I SSBEAE A, BE T D Aol i) 72 s D SRR A R A A

2. XEREIRS RIHER
2.1. EBEEN
e L% J ML (Managerial Myopia) R4 i 5125 100 A48 V64 BB SR (1 SRR, SRHRC DU ol K SR 26
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RN IRIEAT (2], AT REXT A bz Bk Fe it AN RS2 o Porter INAE FEF MR EHE NI L. T
St TEI A KR A 2 LA B B AR 47 93] Bushee VOARIRIAT Mo — R AR EHE, & H#H
WAERLAR H AR SR AR BT 2 1] AU o IEARAT (4] Stede WA B AT ARAT AN BE SR IE
MIRGRLS]. BN, BEAST I AN O S I MR 0 B I T 1 M ) AR AR T AR, B IR AN
FRAE FL H m) T e B ORI O I, AT KR R, R T DG 2 R AT DASRAR A 2
IR EE[1].

BB AL BATL T MG 15 % 5 A A2 B B R 25 N 7 T 9 AT o R T AT A B (Holdup Losses) B & 47 4%
(3 T BUR R ZRIE T IR, AR E B LR BARA T B A A 55 1 B DR E T3 1R AR /N T
NEITEEE G IATE 54k e« Bge” /A B I 2 AR i < BEHRR 7 [6]. FTA #U4E R (Ownership Structure)
RIS B B 2 G R U S 45 % S R IR AR P AR AT D, IR 0 3 R I L A9 v A B TS5
EHERIANT] (8], THHEHUE I AR A B AL Ty W) B 25 2 A B )2 P AR R ARAT (9] W #E 18 (Takeover)
& H 3% B/ 481 (Managerial Entrenchment) 137 B 411 i1 2 1 22 18 (Wage Distortion) %5 M & 3 2 H & F 245 A1
BEXTRIAAT AR TR B EEE N T B e gl e AR S By B TR BATH [10], 17 24 B35 B O
HES NI, RS BIEMAT A, EEFN T 458 SIS R EH I 12], AN R —
LEAT R R AR RO S RS, AN BESRE, X AT AR R ML RI[13], & BB AR A
REJT0 N I FOUSA G 48 T AR R AS RIANTS 8 1 B3 i G [ 141« S th B A BRI 2 2 AT ERIE
BAK PR S B FH RS, KRS Ak, SRR [15].

WAL, AN[FAE R R B B AR RS i, 2R I0 AN R AR AE [ 7], AR5 v B P AE A w4
RAB A B, RIE SR R SO BN 2 T4 16]. WA EH A, FRbER s, B SRR
RS I RAS AT, AEAER S &, SR T3 BT AR 13]. AEHRNV AR I, B 3 A K 3 5%
s, M eSO RIS B, AT 5 RV AT . TAEAH RO AR JERY B, SR E
HMER BN TIT 17 )6 B 28 LA 1) B /N[ 12]

EHF AT N E RIS T fst L aEh, AR ARE R A R e %~
PR LR Gy M b 08 P S R AR B (17 ] T RAVBONHMELLE AL, o 52108 5 H a8 bn i &,
BREH W FRIBHR[0]. EHNEFHRTE[18], 3F R&D TEAM: 3 H M i /F B 1 35 H B AL R Il e
[19]-[21]

B TR R AN ) ) 2 AR IAE R 5 B A A R T T . A SR SO B SR B AL, BT
KA I KA B R BT 0 H [22], 104 38 Il e 5 B8 4 10 S PR B2 AT N (23], i — 7, BB
FHIRZ gL AFEEIAR G E R, BRI ERST, R IR0 N R s, S8a
FJAT 9 AR R A 55 A 4 v B DR R B 5 IR IAT 9 TA] R IS — SRR [ 240 W RAR ] 2, &
HEFRFRBO R EERENS, EEERFRRE, HE SR S AR 2 8] R R &R —E
G942 R AR ) L, YR AT N R AE[25], SR T E S ARG 2 18] B9 IE 1) 9% £R[26]

2.2. Al EAREF

B3 #12 (Innovation Theory) A A AT 1H I BIHT A2 22 57— FloBT A2 7= R 4L, 48— Fh KRB T A2 = 2L
R AN R R o R, BRI — MM AER A BT, BldRRE. A
il 38 I H R A I FR[27] 0 St 42 ARG () Aol 7= it BRI 55 B RAC TEAR, S B A S+ 3s, R EOR
BIHT R A A AR R S R o, T3 Ak T ikt Al o] AR A N AR QR R i3t & bR K i A [ 28],
BEAR GBS 20T B Sk 2 7 A SN il 7 VAR Iz 1 5 0

HARGH P ELEEA TG, ADEEETEARCHHT 7 — RV FEITTHPERSCHALF
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HEA A EARBIH[29]. IR L ST W F™ dhr™ LR B S LR & IEHOR R,
WERBN 5HRMBE ) BA EAHIGK R[30]. SR AL AT R BN BERS G RO [ BOR G ™ i #e 4, {EAH
KPR A TS TR EIAN K317

T R A R A AR AR QI A AT B o B AR T A — TS i R R XU B N A
T B A AR T Al AR BIH[32]. 2 BAENT U R BUE B JE LA AR 3 5 AL BB 2 18] 9 38 4y
HA RS FA[33]0 U4, 30 BN 5 e 10 B BE 0 1) A1 Ay bl BB L2 IR AL, AT i/ BT 43 2
Rl TRRE AR QIHr, SR I bR 3 A RN [34].

2.3. k&

ANANMETEAY, REE AN E R, T SRR AL B — AR W ENE R, RS RET
Irving Fisher ¥4 45 il 5 £ i£ (Financial Budget), i\ ABIASE L FR AR SR ENIUE, 2% IR
A AGEFIR 1 IERE[35]. AAME R SCIER FE . 1958 4 Modigliani A1 Mille /£ MM Hi 1 B $2
H T AMEME RIS, X2 E A S T A TR E S [36].

HERERBARUF RN, @ LN EEES. FERBNS AR, &R AR
ORI B AR R[37], B, IRBER B S0 L= A2 BT R0, AT R 2 A 28 R K7 1)
PFEFH38]. MR G HMKRE I EAGHINE, I HEA R &M RARS39], ik [H R E =R
A FIISEUE /8T, BT DUR IS w45 5 I A S ks, A RIMEL I3 FH R OR, 1% RN A RIFERR R 3%
N7 TH (A 245 8 mT DA 80 08 38 A 08 TR TH PR U, W 5| B8 2 (80 %8, b o HE sl AN A A =1 IR (38 K [40]
b B B AL 38 5 T A A, AR TE AR T AME, BRI BIR R PE T w4 1]. MBI
W T SRE , BORBIE AANME S84 IE [ [42], ZERE M8, MR R RS K
WM EAEE N 5 B2 IR L R EY), B 70 R IR SO 4% 2k AT LS & B2 AT A, IE R
fRE MR R BIHT, Hodk— 0 R IIX A B T4 A E [43]

3. iRE%
3.1. HAREFERBIERIE

A SCHIGEREA R 2018~2022 FEHF EY AP TTTAE A B BT AR, FE0 AT LU R4 1) BT ST,
ST*AEAFIR AR N F B RGIAE, L7 4%, TR TR, TRt mwt s R Ll ARIFEA, Fik
W HAIBR: 2) BBR&mE B ARREA; 3) RERESVSEARFRN B AR 4) Rk ftfkmE
SRR, ST E SR AR AT 1R 1%/KF 18 Winsorize 403, AbHEf5IL43 5] 9448 MEA . BRE
FEE R LR bR RUR T WinGO W& SCARBHE T &, HAhFEFR 8RR T CSMAR ¥ %

3.2. TEWI

Wil AR WM E(TO). AL T, ZERESCRISTIE(2019) [41155535 IR IT, AL
TobinQ {HEE ANAME. 1969 4, James Tobin #&HiX—48kr, S5HAL TR TobinQ HA 52 F
B, BREE TGS b s s, SR T RSN T A AR SR SR TN .

fRR AR, EEHE(Gmyopia). (EIE LT, BT EEE MR EME RS, FE018L
ARG TR IR I A AR AR, BRI F A T H #5545 I n) 8 Am R A B B A AL
(7K, BAAEE(2021) [1]RARE 2 OB 22 R I 8] 5 iy BRVS A 2R, SR SCAR T S HLES S ST ik, fa
T AT B R R A R AR AR, AR SO ST AN BRI T SR, X — R bR ok i R
IKF o
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AR R R BIEN(RD) . AR SC BN, e BT S R A Al B AR BB K, R,
F T AN [ Al (R RS R INAAE 22 57 AR SO S 28 S o R X 23.(2017) [3 1A 5T, SR Al M4 9% F AL 5 %
AR 2 S H RS 7B O 1 BB — A 48 b R Ak A IR R S HE iR

AR SHETAMEQ021) [1]. KGR MEEHE2021) [44]0F 7T, FHI AL (Size), EHFH
HEESI(ROA) HLKBETI(Growth) WSS (Lever) RAUEEHEE(OC) P BUME(SOE)SE x| & &, JF
Bz 7T AT 8, BTA AR S e R 1 s

Table 1. Variable definition table
F1. BEENE

Z izt (T i
WA E  lME TQ Tobin Q = MV AT A/ B 7™ E A
R E EEERN Gmyopia Al B B 2 PN AN SRR ) B AR
hA A AR BB R&D ANV RN SERENMAIN I L E
Al F A Size A EAEAR B I E IR
EAIRES) ROA A 4R AR B
B RE T Growth (RFENRN A - EAEENYRN BT BB N 30
T S5 AT AF Lever ANVAFER B A S B B LA
AR AR ocC AL B — RIBARFF IR LL A1
R4 b SOE REAUAL &, %ﬁﬂ%%i%ggg?ﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁ 1, &N,
(|4 Industry AR, FE—ATIEL 1, R HARITVEL O
FRE Year AR, FE—EHEL, RN HARTEREL O
3.3. REMaE

RIS i AN S 15(2014) [45] 09 0 S OSSR 58 RUSEUERE 7T P/ RS2 FR AR 4R 7T H 22
XA R AT, ) E AR e el AR R M, O R R AR AR, s AR
M BRI g R, AR 2 18] A2 Z AT F BLTR [R5 RER A -

Y=cX+el (1
M=aX +e2 ()
Y=c'X+bM +e3 3)
AEEX c HEZY

/ THEEM
s \

A EEX 3 AEFY

Figure 1. Mediation effect diagram

Bl 1. ANHNTEE
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wE 1R, BB e AR E X STRAE Y RSN, REa & XX MR, b 2&3EH X KI5
Ja, MY HIRN, BB eSeiEd M RE G X0 Y I EERN, TA 3RS B A v N B a 5 b 1)
T, BN = BN + AN, We=c +ab . AKIEE 2 58P BRKK

2%

rEF

i & ¥

’—4 5 % Kakeb i&‘?ﬁ—/u\zﬁai

DA E §S A VAVEH RO 8

ab#F 2%

2% Bootstrapik 44 Iab ’—\
l rR%

BIE: 3 g3 ST

| B & fre | DE: 35 Y5 N2 3
Z:T% 2%
HBREREFH HEZEEFE |
RA T abBCR % B LA A ablﬁcl'#%

HEHFAKE, HREablc

BHZR, HE|ablc] ‘

Figure 2. Mediation effect testing procedure

B 2. PAYRNCIIER

AR EHEHM. FEROUHSMEZ HRER, AT VIHRE A B LA F 2018~2022 FH
TARE S, @i an B JUAMERL, 8] 7 S A4 [ 5 28 . A Stata 17.0 ZAFBEAT A TR, A
A AR, ¢ ARERED, o BRI P PEEIN, ¢ WORET, A SRR R R .

TQ,, = B, + B,Gmyopia, , + p,Gontrols; , + YearFE + FirmFE + ¢, , “)
10, = B, + BGmyopia, , , + p,Gontrols, , + YearFE + FirmFE + ¢, , 5)
RD,, = B, + p,Gmyopia, , + B,Gontrols,, + YearFE + FirmFE + ¢,, (6)
RD,, = B, + B Gmyopia, ,_, + B,Gontrols,, + YearFE + FirmFE + ¢, , @)
TQ,, = B, + BGmyopia,, + B,RD, , + p;Gontrols,, + YearFE + FirmFE + &,, 8)

10, = B, +ﬂ1Gmy0piai,t + ﬂzRDl.’t + B,Gontrols,

it—1

+YearFE + FirmFE + g, )
4. SSUESHHR
4.1. fERMEGT

2 BT RA G AR, AR CTEME ARHEE . 25% A8 Ao 75% 0 1 KL
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TobinQ {ER/IME A 0.877, T AKAE N 8.083, “TH5{E K 1.839, BRI AR MMk B M MEAAEBOR 2 7
M~ 3B 0 A /M 2R BH R 23 Ak R A ANME R BN, D HEA I B IR m i A A E

HHF AR 0 B 1 Z AP HIR R, FEARTH/ME N 0, “FII{H 0.069. 1474 0.056 FELTHRL /)
B, Ui A ML A7 72 B B R A R AR B 2 A A AR FE LIS, RO 0.347, T B — e fi b ) 2
EARBERIFALE L, FREZEN 0.061 RIFEILE R EA — 2 AR R HARGIF-FE N 0.051, +
HAEER 0.039, R K M AR BTN AKCTIE AR, R D Ak i E # 2 B BEHEA
QTN Z .«

EEHlAR T, A ME 19.890, HKAH 26.000, ¥IMH 22.270, B IR [A]IE 2 —
SEZE TR I, RS USRI /N Alh o R IR 3R i LAl /B 0.088, B RAE 0.732, #41H 0.330,
Hi%0.307, FEAREAS %A R Al tH IR T8 A i1

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. kgt
3 AR CFHE brdEZE P25 pfud Pfusc PIS sk MME /N

T0 9448 1.839 1.142 1.178 1.486 2.036 0.877 8.083
Gmyopia 9448 0.069 0.061 0.027 0.0561 0.0976 0.000 0.347
RD 9448 0.051 0.049 0.021 0.039 0.0607 0.000 0.256

Size 9448 22.270 1.278 21.330 22.070 22.990 19.890 26.000
ROA 9448 0.041 0.075 0.016 0.042 0.078 -0.232 0.224
Growth 9448 0.125 0.327 -0.034 0.087 0.223 -0.491 2.074
Lever 9448 0.406 0.195 0.249 0.400 0.547 0.048 0.873
oc 9448 0.330 0.144 0.220 0.307 0.422 0.088 0.732
SOE 9448 0.275 0.447 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 1.000

4.2. EXRMDH

NSGAIE ESCHR I LAMBGR, ASSCE SelEAT CARSCYE i, AR RAK 3 o, R, EEE
M L HE AR 5 R 0N —0.088, JF HAE 1% 0K &3, RUVE EFH LS b o 83 Aok,
VIBRAIE 7ARBE Hl. & BE AL S BOR QUM R R EON-0.124, IFHAE 1%80KF BB, WlEHE
T, MV AEBOR QIR N, RGBT S AL E R OC RO 0.288, JFHAE 1%H17K
R, BWREMLBEARGF AR S MM ERE B K. Lot #EEAREY HY2
PLRFARDG, [FN, AR [AAHXRESY /N T 0.5, WIEHRR T AAAE 2 SR 2R 1 ul UK W] e k.

Table 3. Correlation analysis

3. HEXMD
Ei=gn 70 Gmyopia RD Size ROA Growth Lever ocC SOE
70 1
Gmyopia  —0.088™" 1
RD 0.288™"  —0.124™" 1
Size -0.297""  0.071"™  —-0.279""" 1
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ROA 0.206""" —0.094"™"  —0.031""" —0.0070 1

Growth 0.088""" -0.079""  —0.032""" 0.031"*" 0.318" 1

Lever -0.260""" 0.095™" -0.296""" 0.511"" -0.373"" 0.011 1

ocC -0.067""" 0.039"" —0.188""" 0.165"" 0.175™" 0.0110 0.011 1

SOE —0.143"" 0.118"* -0.215™" 0.405""" -0.070™" —0.043"" 0.255"" 0.225™" 1
4.3. BT HT

43.1. EBERASEAMNE

AR (D)X B S A B AT R, 45 R 4 fios. S HALS A 1 B9 &R
¥oN-0.818, HAE 1%MKF FEZE MG, RUNF EHARME, SHEZBE, 5o = mine
RIS, — AR A E D, EHEE SR KE R RIS, 55—y HER ik 41 )51,
EHH W RENIHAGE, 10E30 5 MR TR R 238 (B 0, b i A E 7= A SUm sem . X
AL AT 5 — WA, LRI 2)[EE, W] DUE B E R S A E 1 EDE R ECN-1.151,
AINF AR RS, I HAE 1%RK T EBFEFAR. &E, % HI BR56IE, S EEEun T4
YA B F¥ 67 T R M AT R S 1

EREHAR T, B B KRS M ANME R T RE EAHGCR, R EF
REJBRSR . R RE SRR, — @R b E R R . EE, AR WS AT AR A 3 S
AAEAELE 1%K°F LR E RS, R Al S 24 AR R Y 5K (0 4 FR ARG, tof I 45 AT AT Fo 711 e A
B A i 7 224 s ) 7 £ BE S R A

Table 4. Regression results of managerial myopia and firm value

4. EEEENSEUMERNEITFER

4 TQ fitf i —3H TQ
A ES T4 ES THE
Gmyopia -0.818"" —4.47 -1.151" -4.49
Size -0.229"* —-17.62 -0.249"* —14.40
ROA 2.681°* 11.30 3.924** 11.28
Growth 0.134™* 3.32 0.211** 4.01
Lever —-0.360""" —4.32 —0.688™"" -5.98
ocC —0.440™"" —5.82 —0.445™"" —4.15
SOE 0.019 0.74 -0.018 -0.49
_cons 7.150"* 2691 7.918™ 22.39
N 9448 5700
R-squared 0.138 0.179
Industry Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes
VE: tstatistics in parentheses, *p < 0.1, **p <0.05, **p <0.01,
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4.3.2. FARBIFTAIF /R

FERTSCE VA2 _E, AR SOR AT (3 )EAT A6 56 AR 708 B R AU b SR BT RORZ R, 45 R4
5 PR. EHEEMEGEARCIHAE 1%MKF EEZ 0K, BHRHC-0.072, WHEEEER S
A R AR BB, IRSI RO AR, B8 R2 0N 15.9%, A IEE R AT . ARHEARIY (4) JIE i o
—HIRISC R, EEF M S ERCIFIE 1%KK-F L8205, [BH RN T 240 H 2 5(-0.073 <
—0.072). [, AP, B at R WS AT B SR P B2 S HOR BT 1%K°F LRI 1
HRKFR. SHIHARGIHTEA —E R RIEE, AR5 AL B 3 A 54l 2H 2348
BRIMICAR, 2B QBB GRS .

Table 5. Regression results of managerial myopia and technological innovation

F 5. EEFBRUSEARCIFHEIALER

4 RD i J5i— 1 RD
A ES T & ES T {8
Gmyopia -0.072"* -9.22 -0.073"* —-8.19
Size -0.003"* —6.82 -0.004"* —6.93
ROA -0.082"* —8.34 -0.059"* —5.34
Growth 0.001 0.36 0.021** 8.91
Lever -0.068""* —19.04 -0.059"* -14.27
oc —-0.043™" —13.62 —-0.047""* —12.00
SOE -0.009""* —8.40 —-0.007""* -5.41
_cons 0.172"* 18.85 0.179™* 16.48
N 9448 5700
R-squared 0.159 0.167
Industry Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes

¥E: t statistics in parentheses, “p < 0.1, *p <0.05, "*p <0.01,

DB UEF A AN HT 1) A S, ARFEBERL ()N R AL oM RE b TR, AR WK 6 . WTRLE
B, EEE FAE SN ETE 5% KT B R FHEG, BIHRECH-0.436, H AR5 M WANETE 1%
PP B IEA DS, BIHRECH 5319, KL, AXH RE a MR b HWEE, AT Bootstrap
ki . T RE CFEIFERE, JHHLYS ab [F'5, RPFE ARG LS B3 F AL M AME 2 18 B A # 5
RN, A RN RN EE A A (—0.072%5.319)/(—0.818) = 46.82%. FEASNVL AR, 41E My e & 1) & 21
EEZ KR RES, M T8 2 R S, 23]k I BOR BIHTKCE, TR ARG
TN 2 i AR I AR B, DR, A 38 2 0 R0 2 o a0 o e b B R 153 0T Al (i 7 28 7 T 5
1«

EHE A ARQH MR E— 8, MR, &S5 SAMER R RBLEXHE, BWRT
A ENE R B AENHE(0.623 > 0.436, 7.287 > 5.319), {Bi% H2 3 FUEM, B 3838 K0 AE o F52 A A o) £
VA E R A7 T R e BT — S R 1
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Table 6. Regression results of the mediating effect of technological innovation

6. BARBIFTEI PN EYALER

A TQ Hif e —3#H TQ
3 ES T & ES T8
Gmyopia -0.436" —2.44 -0.623" —2.47
RD 5.319"* 15.97 7.287°* 14.70
Size -0.212"* —16.46 -0.222"* -12.93
ROA 3.116™ 13.05 4357 12.72
Growth 0.131°* 3.22 0.059 1.20
Lever 0.000 0.00 -0.256" —2.26
ocC -0.209""" —2.85 —0.104 —1.00
SOE 0.068"** 2.64 0.034 0.99
_cons 6.236™*" 23.01 6.615™*" 18.31
N 9448 5700
R-squared 0.181 0.237
Industry Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes

VE: tstatistics in parentheses, *p < 0.1, **p <0.05, **p <0.01,

4.4. TREMHI
4.4.1. ¥ REHEAH

P50 B R 2018~2022 4E4 R F 95 IR &8 2016~2022 4, 153 14492 MREA, [FIN;, A CHER)
BB (R AN T SR T A AT 2 $5 N 3 B RT RE 2 A7 A B R I RGN, DR A 5 B S AR TR b i i

W, BEPARABRLBEAT 04T, SR E 7 Prs. dmAEs Re] 5,

AL HE BB ARG R, BRI IR A K AE RIS

Table 7. Extended sample period
= 7. T REAE

BHEFAMRIR S BRI

TQ L.RD TQ
-1.317** —-0.067°** —-0.948***
L2.Gmyopia
(-6.55) (-8.97) (—4.68)
6.043**
L.RD
(14.31)
-0.263"* -0.004"* -0.237"*
Size
(-17.88) (-7.92) (-15.66)
3.683"* —-0.055"* 4,087
ROA
(13.85) (-5.64) (14.98)
0.043 0.017*** -0.036
Growth
(1.03) (8.31) (-0.85)
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Bk
—0.440™" -0.056"" —-0.107
Lever
(—4.58) (—15.20) (-1.10)
-0.173" -0.043"* 0.075
oc
(-1.96) (—12.42) (0.86)
—0.007 -0.006"* 0.038
SOE
(-0.25) (—5.65) (1.33)
7.964™* 0.177°* 6.818""
_cons
(26.43) (18.17) (21.48)
N 7271 7271 7271
R-squared 0.170 0.152 0.214
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes

4.4.2. RPN TEMHERETE
et A AR B ARGE W RSN RN T Sk R, X ERA CUER SRR SRR

[AR VAN

BIEAKHNZE, [, F%ERFER S AFRERAAE —ERNZESR, KA “(REkiE + ERdEk
M + SBUREAE ) R IR I SRR AAME, )5 ER AT BT, 13245 R0 8
Ny AT RS ESCHE AR EE AR R — 2, RWIASCES R BAT — e ARk -

Table 8. Replacing mediating and dependent variables
=8 BRPNTENNHRTE

TQ2 RD2 TQ2
2 #iiE 13 2 a1 gt w13
-1.509"*" —-1.893"** —-0.031"* —0.031"* —0.896"" -1.299"*
Gmyopia
(—5.13) (—4.55) (-8.62) (—6.78) (-3.11) (—3.17)
19.824™ 19.427*
RD2
(15.29) (11.42)
—0.384™" -0.371"™" -0.003"" —-0.003""" —0.329"" -0.317""
Size
(—14.60) (-9.99) (—12.14) (—10.06) (—12.68) (—8.36)
6.122"" 7.138"" 0.024" 0.051""" 5.650"" 6.147""
ROA
(14.10) (11.70) (4.94) (10.42) (13.78) (10.29)
0.408™" 0.384™" 0.003*** 0.000 0.349™ 0.383**"
Growth
4.52) (3.80) (3.79) (0.05) (3.98) (3.87)
-0.910""" —0.831"" —-0.007"*" —0.003 —0.780"" -0.777"*"
Lever
(—4.69) (=3.02) (—4.15) (—1.44) (—4.11) (—2.85)
—0.105 -0.165 -0.015™" -0.017"" 0.190 0.164
ocC
(—=0.79) (—0.96) (—8.40) (—8.25) (1.49) (1.00)
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_cons -0.236™" —0.240™" -0.004"" -0.004"" —0.156™" -0.159"*
(—6.44) (—4.91) (-7.52) (-6.24) (—4.41) (-3.35)
N 11.165™ 0.096""" 9.265™" 19.427°"
R-squared (21.19) (20.86) (17.49) (11.42)
Industry 9448 10.978*** 9448 0.096""" 9448 9.111""
Year 0.194 (14.87) 0.092 (16.73) 0.241 (11.82)
4.5. REMS R

HT P BRAR, EARNGEH, EAMSIEEA M A LR, M-S E A H
ARBF M AEFZ AR FFRE R . B3R 9 Al 50, EA LS E EM S SN ETE 1%KF L
BFEMAS, BIHRECN-1.241, EEH L EHEE FAKES SN ETE 5%MKF B 5 AR,
A1 R ECH-0.596, 6B EAT £l o i A B3 A 0 Al A = AR BE K i 52 i . AN 2 Bl Ak 2
Ay, FEF WL 1%KF EXT ARG = A A s, fEFRAA, X — R 2 5 oK (—0.080 <
~0.056).

GG FERR BB R AR, TR BIA R E A 2R, RABEEG)E, —HRRE b 5
o TEA ML E, FHEEEWACER RBANE 1%HK7KF LSS E A, [BIH RZECh-0.917,
RIS il dr, R e, a, b, HEZE, Ha. b5 S, RPFEARGCHE RS & EMS A
MEANE Z B AR 2 A BN, T R 7 B A vp 4 B R A T A E W se ), A2 AR ARAENX —
ME—fER AR, B REAAAE A R N B R HE, ST EEA S, ARG E, HE
FRE M S NI ER A RBAEZE, R c, a, b BEHEHRE ARE, WHHEARGHEREES A
M EEE S S AE R R BRE SRR, RS, & HE R fe i@ i+
ARAF RN R 5 A A A

Table 9. Heterogeneity analysis
9. FEMSH

TQ RD TQ
SOE 1 0 1 0 1 0
-1.241™" —0.596™" —0.056"" —0.080"*" —0.917"" -0.171
Gmyopia
(—4.55) (—2.53) (—5.58) (=7.71) (—3.48) (-0.74)
5.793"" 5.331""
RD
(7.41) (14.39)
—0.259"" -0.216"" —0.005"" —0.003"*" —0.232"" —0.201""
Size
(—13.53) (—12.46) (=7.97) (—4.42) (—12.43) (—11.67)
3.811™ 2.491* —-0.039" —0.092"*" 4.039" 2.981"
ROA
(5.43) (9.83) (-1.93) (—8.17) (5.94) (11.53)
—0.009 0.181™" 0.003 —0.000 —-0.025 0.182™"
Growth
(-0.17) (3.58) (1.18) (—0.09) (-0.45) (3.57)
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Bk
Lover —0.429"* -0.301™" -0.030"" -0.082""* -0.257" 0.136
(-3.31) (—2.88) (-5.72) (—18.00) (—2.09) (1.31)
—0.253" —0.493"* -0.035"" —-0.047"* —0.052 -0.242™
oc (-2.19) (—5.00) (=7.29) (—11.43) (—0.45) (—2.52)
7.847° 6.844"" 0.175™" 0.173** 6.836™" 5.921°*
= (19.46) (19.08) (14.31) (13.34) (17.51) (16.10)
N 2599 6849 2599 6849 2599 6849
R-squared 0.226 0.093 0.119 0.126 0.267 0.140
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

5. R4t

RICHEET 2018~2022 F A e b wl ¥, Rt TEEFEEN . BOREHT S M EZ KRR,
WHTOR L. A B T AL M BOR G RN, FX AR R R A e . o TR G i i L
FERLIIPNARIL, B R A B0 e AR A S SRy ST AT LA H Ut 10 BAE AR A BRI . T
IR A ALNAMLRE G SR T b N EREIRTRE /1, N &SI ENGE ), WiEWnses /), Lk
M T A 4 i 1) T I A b AR S, TR T T 0 el B AR SN AT, B S o Al AN 8 K
BE— B TR, BORBUHT A P FE AL A AN TR I sp AR T o 4 B2 F A 1L gl D A N
BEAR T AMb R B S, HEMTANSS 1 A AN A G /0, X —HURIFE R 5 A IROR B2 . (EAS0E
B, EA AR — R, B R AL B S T AR E A ek, R HORE
BACEAAAME AR AR EAREA kb, BoRGIH A TEREEN S S IMERK R, X
AR A Al 75 2SI AL S ORI AR BT, LSS RN 32 SOk Al % Je i) A T2

BT FRge, AR T —RIIBEREW. EBUNZET, H, 2R ERS L.
WU AT LU I S B4 1 B e SR BB I AR K, EE RIFAIEOR QU S, PRI E “4li” 1R
H, eSS AR B R A5, DARTH BRI I B . oAb, St — 5838 Fn iR BUOR
PHREENEM, JEHR R BN L MEAR GRS E, AR R SORR HE Or R, 8 BR A AT
JaBiZ M. Fik, BN “EBRI KT, BUFERMRE R, S5y o FEER, smtexd kT
(A R, S B AL, HEsh KR A R . A FNAELR, Ak R B ik
PORVEBRALIG, 3 EE 2 5 B ) A AT R R SR, 3 S LA A I RN SR AR SRR B A
RIS, LA 782 2 A BN, 5906 NFEARAT ot Sealk BT AN B G I AR REME o Al ide 75 20
SRATPR A LRI EIRT R, HE KGR ERNS, XHEATE SIS T IR S, PR N SR A I A AR
BEAAR R A, RTHBARBOREIRRE ). BLAh, A SINsE 5 AR B &, i B AR 5 YA
255, B BRITBORBIA KT o I BUR S L LRSS Fy, T DA RO 58 A B A SO R
BV UME AR, B g4l S RTRREE R

EEUH
T B 5 (1 OAREF R G R B H O E 4 5+ 50902110).
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