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Abstract
Taking Shenzhen A-share listed companies from 2012 to 2024 as the research sample, this paper
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employs social network analysis to construct dual networks of institutional investors’ common
shareholding and joint site visits, and examines the impact of eigenvector centrality on corporate
investment inefficiency. The findings show that higher eigenvector centrality in both networks sig-
nificantly exacerbates investment inefficiency. Further analysis reveals that the lagged interaction
term between the two networks has a significant positive effect, primarily manifested in overinvest-
ment, and this effect is more pronounced among firms at the network edge. By constructing a
“shareholding-site visit” dual-network framework, this paper reveals the governance risks of insti-
tutional investors’ networked behaviors, providing theoretical and empirical insights for regula-
tors and firms.
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FERN AT S SR BT AR M E R EINE RN, W5 Tk el R sest ki, =271
WEHE, TN SRS FILFRERE M. ALK IRGIN, EENZEEIRBIPLI
B E IFARIRAL A, Hal S BRI S (5 BB R I 48 4548, 7T REX i olb W 55 ok SR 7 2 i e o —
FEIAT IR 2 S

[ SR, 223 1] T AR SRTEN U BT 8 K I 28 R 1k, (EELA I T2 MRF I R 45 [1] [2] 85 R 25 [3]
[A1H B — LA T, REEHE RSP BTE R RN PR 28 R R B % . A, B SCRRAIRE SR 2
RUAIGAE T UL BB 8 0 5 5 R R BEAEI[5], H F IR RO A 25 52 I 4 A0 A5 SR 3R BT g #5058 3L
ES AL MR AR

AL, AR — A, LARTT A B LA RSB 5, Wk T L R IR R kg 2% 7
SETEG DT “CRBTRILE ", 550 R 2% 25 R0 A A3 3R RCR K520 o

ARHAPRTTERAE T BRIRJETH, MR “RR - AT WE M HTHESE, BT R IROBIE R R
OUEE 9] 4% 388 3 B 0045 155 JE 0L TP 2 R P 30 B SR R A, ARG 6 00 R o 2% [ ) LA B0 AR s 5
BRI, Dy AT B N 2% R T AU« AV IR O R R F R 2 TIER T, SININAURHIE
[ B RO A I B2 A b R AR AR SE S AR SR AR B ) SR PR

2. HRGRIR

FEATI A2 W EE LA ERDE T WA 5 AR AT A IR BEAS o 1 TRoR 45 (2012) AR & =G RO 4
ot ) T i IO 5%, AR e < ) 4 0o < 2 B AR BT R SR B S 35 BE A [6] 0 KT 4 NI 1 9] (2022) A I 4% A
RAE BILE RN “ JERHAT A7, M8 08 B [7]: X34 A5 9] (2021) ) < 31 “ +
17 W 2% fe s A SEARAT BN RE 77, AW I AR R AIAT N [1]. R RIESE(2019) 4t “Ha 4] T fe n il ik
M 28 AR [8] . Bk 2= VI 55 (2025) i ML AL F [w] 4= % e ik % R 30 X 5 s [] v BER G0 AL of) o0 o bt B A7
fii[2] . FBIGE 455 (2018) 45 Hi P 2 HhCa M B XUE £ (1, BE T4 25 DRV 2 XU, e 48 e TRV B R AIG
MRSE[9].
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FENLAGHE 55 & St PR A5 SR BN 77 T, 820 Fa 5 PR Y R (2016) A BTG 5 0% 35 1R A 5
PeTt Bl A FE B EE R [10]. EI(2017)10F 5 5 e 8 A B8 G B £ AR B [11]. AR SF(2021) 14
TR A R 2%, R I 0 B, MR BTN R [3]. HH A R A (2021) IR 5K
iy BIF RE B v N T AR - AN U [4] . Xiao (2023)1F Sz sz i i B 0 B T Ak $ % R0 B R AR
[12].

TENURI R T 38 W28 58 R BER SR T7TH, WRiE A% 5 A4 (201 1) B R 4L & 28 2 T 5 N A R B,
J IR ST FE ) 2% L FE R R, R R SOR IR P BRGER[13] 0 SR G T WA #5058 8 Ak 1A 48 D 4% 25
Fan T g Al BB A%, Mz R AT

g bpTiR, CEMARAGEELL AR : 55—, DA CIRE R — WS A RETT, SRS
TN INGE— D HTHESE s 55—, WK R G0 LI v AR 7 SR 3 45 58 38R B T+ 1R RE 6 2801 5
HE= RUZ P48 5 M 5 55 RO RN LR B AR AT 5 0 — PR e R T, ASCHMJENU IS “ B - 557
WUZ P4 o3 HTHELR, 2% 5200 EE [0 4% HH 0 JBE S Al 5 8 25 R (1 5
3. Wseigit
3.1 RigHER

PR 0% 3 i RF I S5 A U 4 RN, AT REXT B R P~ A B e . BEA B0 2 IR
FEEEHLE), NI 2% i B 1 2 A R T 3R R B R0, (HX AR BRI IR ), 25 5 AR
NJFE 5 (REAE ] 8 0 PE) o REAE 1) B A O MR ARER T R FE 45 i 1) P BE 5 4 Ry R ) g, L R ) ) 8% Jo 2k
o

5 DX 28 S e 7 ATLAL) 2 T 5 3 (R R B T R R 28 R I 5 AR 7. I RNE BB UL, AbF 4
T N AR UG HABNLNY, WRE R IS B B AR A s AU S B A,
B M L e A SRR AIMER], B “BEE” 4708, DRACER R, R

VA 2 S Bt 7 WL 2 1812 T A R A5 B AL = 5478 Al (5 BB, T 1A
I 28 UL IR RESR AT B8 2 L 2 70 AL A {5 B IR DAL 3%, 1X AT R RIS B A XRS5 4 B 2 DA R 22,
PRAREE B . R, SR RSAE U W 2% R Rl AL 78, SEWIME B ERX . I &3, s
F HF AN -

KON, REAFAED RGN ET e, (HEPERE AN S, PUWEREETRE SR,
SR IE R, AT 5 CHRIHERANT 53T LR IREE(Q2015)f MM R FE X R (S
Bsag gl RET RS BRI ERT R, BRI E R MRS AW [14] . 515% 4 %5 (2020) 1F SEHL
P 78 W2 VA SR BRI RE ) 58 B E AR AR &0, SO AR BRI . JE 2R T0m
J[15].

AR, 5 DX 24 5 TR I 26 T REAFAE FLANUNE o e S 0 2% A ATL A 52 % 2 B ol it e S D% R 3R LAl
WA EEMIREE R, (X MIE BAEEAEIER 51 VAW 48 S AL B 02 18 i 5 b =5 SR B S
MEENBEE . PG5 5P SN RER S S, SV FER N, HAEE
A IG5, HAG BB E G, RO SRR B E A5

gr b, R E% T] R Vi [F)VA BE 5 G U 2 T AR R AT R M BB AR, TRE I 2 T 3 EE i AE B
MR RIEEA . Tk, R W MR-

H1: 7EHAWSAEAAR S OUT, HURH 0t 2 00 W 4R AE [ O PR, Al AR RO 5 B R P e
MR,

W 1R, WUR BTS2 0 4 I D 2 5 TR AT IO 28 XUCEELHRON, PTR80S
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Figure 1. Analytical framework of hypothesis on the dual-network structure of institutional investors

B 1. Hligi s WEM LS RLIZE I TIERE

3.2. BAREFESHIENRIR

AICEL 2012~2024 FIRACHT A BT A RIHIIAOEFREAS, JEXLBEAT IR AL B 1) SIBR e RAT
Ay ST RAFREA; 2) HIBRCBEEIRERR IR 3) A5 LT SN 3 2 R 1 W 24 5 45 93 2 R ko
BRI RN R A0l EIR AR, 4531 19,420 24 F 2 T EERIDILI AL A% B A B oKk VR T CSMAR
Ha e . vl BR i mAE RN, X A SR A B AR 1% (i BT T Winsorize 1 R4t B .

33 TEEX

331 WRETE: ENEEE
H72% JT) Richardson (2006)BIEI[16], 4 51 AW/ 5% 22 (Inefficinv) 1 4k 4 5 4 v AR

3.3.2. BbBRTE: MM EamEtiLE

AT O AR A B L) 5 9% 55 4 M I 8% v 00 JEZ (Shircentter) 55 1A 9 255 v 0 JBE (Visiteenter)

1) FFIB P 28 KA 7] & O (Shreenter)

KIS R B (2022) [T]RM80%, FETHIMB R B LRI RRROC R R IF R M 2% . DABLA #5838 01y
M AT FENULE AR A L FREE R — K B AR By, WIFEP 3 2 g S — 5k 110 . 7E IR |,
THER FA U 7E AR 2 T R 1) B b0t . RRAE ) & O R T R A 20

1
v=zAv @

Forbr, A NMERAREFERE, A NBORHEE, v ARHIER &, A i AN R RN i IRRE ) & e
F. A SN P ERECE, R ERO R E N, R R AT SO E
b5, DABURE G5t B A R R LU BB, T35 v 28 ] )2 T R R IR 24 v 0 JBE
Hold, ;

n| ——L"_xEigen,
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=2 > Hold, @
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b, Holdig MHLK | 76 t SERFEA AR T IR ELBI, Eigeni ANLI i 75 t SRS o RS AE 1) &
Ok AZARERK, B 17T A SR 2 b I 28 42O B I A LA 43 B 3 P 5 A

2) ERIE R4 RFAE 1) 8 O (Visiteenter)

RIS IRFENIA (2016) [10]HIfE, FETHU T A ST T A M R 4 . DAHLAL 4% %
N, B ENIE R 25 F— R R i AR R Se e, e 2 g —4ER . (A
PR IRREAE ) B OV 571, 19 3G FA U R 7 S RN R g O, R TEAS
BRI AL . BEE, DS B A S RBE R BN, InBCF 8T 5 A 2 T 1
T O 28 AR AL [ B A 12

Visitcenter, , = —> Eigen"}" @)
i=1

3|~

Heb, m oAy tESSREBIAR fIOVRE R, Eigen'y JHLK j 76 t 4 VRBF 4% b A REAE ) B g

Pho IZAEBOR, BB A RIS A5 2 2% LA B IR BT R IR

3.3.3. iZHITE

NGERIRIR AL X FU L8 (B AR, A S A Wk 2855 (2020) [L7R I #E AR , ARd e ik
1 H7R

NN S5 A 2 TR - 2 B EUR (Size) B R P20 36 % (Roa) « 777 fu it 26 (Lev) BN 8K % (Growth) .
T T B E(BM) A ] BT 4EFR (Age)-

A TR EAFIEZ 1 : & R R EEFE (Seshr) 55— KB AR$F B EE Z2 (T Ashr) AL 4% 55 35 455 i EE 2 (Inshr) o
M7 S L (Indep) . 2 F 4 MAR (Board) PHR A —(Dual). P=RUPE 7 (Soe) 27 “PIK” # it (Bigd).
T 2 F I S (Salary) .

BeAh, AR TN (Year). A ] (Stked) K AT ML (Ind) 5 RS,  PATRS Z2 A8 . 2 J AR FRAE
FAT ML 72 S 0 A 1 R T

Table 1. Variable definitions
Fz1LTEEX

47 & X

Inefficinv R R BT Richardson (20061 5[ 161 545 % 7k 2 [ 46 0t i
Shrcenter  HUFH 58 & FR I 28 RFAE ) o HURGFE I LU I T 5524 ) J2% TARRAE ) oo
Visitcenter P 0% 2 VR I 2 REAIE ] £ R O WU VR BRI T 5524 7] J2% TARRAE 1) o
Size 2 AU Ln (2 7] AR R B8 A
Roa IS8/ igha § N FNFREIGE P
Lev P iR AT SATEB R 7 A
Growth ENALON: FiE CHFEBNIIN — BB RN BN
BM W T T L O TR BEAS T T AL T A 0 E
Age A ETTERR Ln (A# EW4EIR)
Seshr E R R T R RE R I B
Tishr HRRARFFI L AT E— RBARFE R %
Inshr BRI 8 3 R L HUR A8 38 5 it S B A S
Indep MarEH L HST AR SRR
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sk

Board T Ln (A ) 2 it Ao

Dual PR G — CEO H5#H KNI — ARH 1, B4 0

Soe FERLPE T PR A E G MR 1, A 0
Big4 RTH “PIR” #iF VUK S5 et 1, AR 0
Salary = R HH S A = EEHTES A (f2)

Year o A TE] 58 RN

Stked AT AR [ 7 RIS

Ind A7l A7 M 5] 5 R

3.4. FFiER
Inefficinv; , = B, + B Shrcenter;  + B,Controls; , + YearFE + StkcdFE + IndustryFE + &; , (4)

Inefficinv; , = o, + o, Visitcenter, ; +a,Controls; , + YearFE + StkcdFE + IndustryFE + ¢; , (5)

BRI @MG)H,  Inefficinv, BMER R, RRAF 1 HE AERARRBEL, %R A
BRI Shroenter, A% QMR EL, FORA T 1 ARS8 ¢ R AU T B R RS A 1) BP0
Visitcenter, A2 OB B, FoRA ] TES AR N BB E 4Rk f B b0 s Controls,
RS & NHHIEIR. % f BENIE, KPS R4 O, 2 F R
GERELERE S, R A ST BEAR T A BB OR s 35 op RE IR, TR BT 4 IR e AR
WREEEE o RN, ABRTHIAESERAT TSR, 6] TR A T AT RN, FFEA R RIR.
4. SIELERTH
4.1 fERMEGET

w2 T EERROMAIEG AR BB R AR R BT (Inefficinv) (U946 0 0035, #rifEz
40.048, HAIHCA 0.02, RUFIFEA L FHRACRB BT BB RBAC A sk b o ROOMREAR R, FRIREM
AL 1E) £ o0 M (Shreenter) (5460 0.005, FRAZECH 0.002, R RAEN 0.027, srfiBohErh B2 5kt
FRARAKCT s W ZEREAE ) 8 PO (Visiteenter) I8 7 0.019, A%y 0.016, i K{H 4 0.069, &
W R 190 208 FREA ) P o TR AR I 4%

Table 2. Descriptive statistics
= 2. RSt

G AL {EL H{E bRt % B/ME RRIA¢ EON:]
Inefficinv 19,420 0.035 0.048 0 0.02 0.264
Shrcenter 19,420 0.005 0.006 0 0.002 0.027
Visitcenter 19,420 0.019 0.019 0 0.016 0.069

Size 19,420 21.971 1.122 19.973 21.805 25.676

Roa 19,420 0.038 0.066 -0.247 0.034 0.24

Lev 19,420 0.39 0.199 0.053 0.375 0.9

Growth 19,420 0.125 0.609 ~0.908 0.056 4.327

BM 19,420 0.347 0.161 0.039 0.327 0.791
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LAge 19,420 1.919 0.878 0 2.079 3.367
Seshr 19,420 0.183 0.207 0 0.087 0.685
T1shr 19,420 0.317 0.138 0.079 0.298 0.696
Inshr 19,420 0.366 0.242 0.002 0.355 0.864
Indep 19,420 0.378 0.053 0.333 0.364 0.571
Board 19,420 2.094 0.191 1.609 2.197 2.565
Dual 19,420 0.348 0.476 0 0 1

Soe 19,420 0.217 0.412 0 0 1

Bige4 19,420 0.034 0.18 0 0 1
Salary 19,420 0.059 0.05 0.01 0.044 0.329

4.2. XRMDH

RSO F AR RIAT T RN, SRR 3 R Wb 4s

REIR, FrE W2 rhca 4 (Shreenter) 58

HF 4 w0 1 (Visitcenter) 2 5 ERCR R (Inefficinv) 7E 1%7K°F- R B IEHISE, X RE 51N 0.072 5
0.053, ML E, IEBERERIEE R . &% OMRAS & Shreenter 5 Visitcenter 2 Al R #H% &
BN 0.280, FitEtr B —EX 0 E . HA AR E A R4 NHE KT 0.5, RFD T [AAFEAE™E

(1) 2% B L 28 1]
Table 3. Correlation analysis
= 3. XM
@)
Inefficinv ~ Shrcenter Visitcenter Size Roa Lev Growth BM LAge
Shrcenter  0.072***
Visitcenter  0.053***  0.280***
Size 0.012*  0.020***  0.044***
Roa —0.030*** 0.171*** 0.180***  —0.010
Lev 0.032*** —0.113*** —0.090*** 0.508*** —0.339***
Growth 0.007 0.031***  0.024***  0.069***  0.134***  0.036***
BM —0.166*** —0.092*** —0.048*** —0.044*** 0.105*** —0.493*** —(0.052***
LAge 0.143*** —0.062*** —0.127*** 0.495*** —0.231*** 0.375*** (0.026*** —0.234***
Seshr  —0.055*** (.357*** (.122*** —0.333*** (.155*** —0.294*** -0,011  0.197*** -0.513***
Tishr  —0.040*** —0.088*** 0.041*** 0.065*** 0.179*** -0.016** 0.003 0.081*** —0.135***
Inshr 0.005 —0.309*** 0.043*** 0.344*** 0.108*** 0.154*** (0.039*** —0.091*** (0.155***
Indep 0.020***  0.046*** -0.021*** -0.047*** -0.014* -0.031*** —-0.003 -0.017** -0.038***
Board —0.008 —0.019*** 0.046*** 0.226*** 0.028*** 0.132***  (0.022*** 0.004 0.157***
Dual -0.008  0.054*** 0.028*** -0.142*** 0.030*** -0.098***  0.003 0.021*** —0.203***
Soe —0.050*** -0.128*** —0.067*** 0.313*** -0.057*** 0.236*** 0.003 —0.055*** (0.392***
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Biged -0.012*  0.016** —0.003  0.245***  0.054***  0.073*** 0.007 —0.011  0.073***
Salary  —0.037*** 0.057*** 0.042*** 0.536*** 0.142*** (0.162*** 0.075*** —0.048*** (.189***

(b)

Seshr T1shr Inshr Indep Board Dual Soe Bige4
T1shr —0.003
Inshr —0.651***  (0.432***

Indep 0.090*** 0.039***  —0.098***

Board —0.174*%**  —0.022***  0.199***  —0.605***

Dual 0.193*** —0.008 —0.156***  0.139***  —0.171***

Soe —0.425*%**  0.126***  0.376*** -0.108***  0.261***  —0.268***

Bige4 —0.093***  0.083***  0.171***  -0.018**  0.070***  —0.045***  0.069***

Salary —0.124*** —0.032***  0.190*** -0.035***  0.148*** -0.066***  0.098***  0.292***

VE: xR oxx xR RIEEOR A REUE 1%, 5% 10%/K R R E . R

4.3. EYVALERGHH

T A T IR RN SE R, BT RIS T AT S A w8, BRERTE A R TH R

P (2)5 R Sow, KR R2% ot (Shreenter) ¥ [a1 4 2 %04 0.531, 7E 1%/K-F LR NIE, RKUIFFR M2 h
O RERR T, AV ARBCR I AR A, O LA B A RN v PR T RE BRI R PR e 5
PR E AL - H1)(4) 45 S R, TR 2% ot (Visitcenter) 1 [8] 9 2 BN 0.055, 78 5%/KF L& #NIE,
SO 7 R 5 R R X 4% — 350, (HRE MR FE ARG /o INERTF R S B, HURI B 35 47 5 X 4 SRR AAE 1) 2 0
PR S 1 AL, AR 2 AT A% O B U BT R, AR S K P ke
KRIBMERTE 15.17 ffs HURFL BT PRI 48 RRAE ) b O VR SR 1 AN BR0T,  ROWREE Al 52 315 £ W 4%
RO BB G S A, VAR BRI AR AR MBS T 1.57 %, MR I7E LT 2 TR Ak
ERCRI T ST, HRR R 4 (1 2 B R B S

Table 4. Baseline regression results

4 FEELEPIER

Inefficinv
(1) @) 3 4
Shrcenter 0.859*** 0.531***
(8.649) (5.218)
Visitcenter 0.066*** 0.055**
(2.753) (2.323)
Size 0.008*** 0.009***
(5.509) (5.650)
Roa 0.041%** 0.042%**
(4.956) (5.135)
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B3k
Lev 0.012** 0.010
(1.992) (1.616)
Growth -0.000 -0.000
(~0.690) (-0.617)
BM —0.004 —0.008*
(-0.673) (~1.665)
LAge 0.036*** 0.037***
(25.255) (25.923)
Seshr 0.015*** 0.020***
(2.732) (3.710)
Tishr —0.000 —0.002
(-0.009) (-0.167)
Inshr 0.028*** 0.027***
(4.743) (4.549)
Indep 0.013 0.016
(0.898) (1.074)
Board 0.003 0.003
(0.665) (0.666)
Dual —0.002 —0.002
(-1.363) (-1.378)
Soe —0.010*** —0.010***
(-4.191) (—4.236)
Bige4 -0.006 -0.006
(-1.424) (-1.351)
Salary —0.055*** —0.056***
(=2.931) (=2.999)
Constant 0.031*** —0.246*** 0.034*** —0.250%**
(69.076) (—7.088) (76.178) (-7.203)
N 19,420 19,420 19,420 19,420
Year Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
Stked Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
R? 0.258 0.302 0.254 0.301
Adj R? 0.129 0.180 0.125 0.179

d: AN UHE: RERE AT R HERRLE, FFE.

4.4. REEMKEE

441 BLBREERRE—EA
NG B P 55 85 e JRE 1 2% oo 52 5 R IO 4% v JRE KT Al AR R 3 B

WA IR, A SCRAZ L
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ff PR AR B R — W EDRT R . B8 b, KRR 4 3 B I B EALRURFEAE R, SO0 AT e TR SR
(A REFR 4 s 1T R X 48 2 BEIa S BRI 3R, e n] REAE RN B B3, (ELRE I 1)
R AT REI TS . LT, A SCK A% O i A% & (Shreenter A1 Visitcenter)di Ji — 311, B HT AR RS (1) 347 1]
AT, DA IG HEE [ 3 25 SRR

F 5 GEREIR, WS — W I 2% bt BE (L.Shreenter) 5 RAIF IR 2% rb ot BE (L. Visitcenter) (1 [5] 9 £ %
73779 0.540 1 0.096, HTE 1%/K-F LEFENIE, HEAERIFLE—H, RUIDEMZE PO IERER
B B IR [ 52 B — 5 I RF 2.

Table 5. Lagged one-period regression of core explanatory variables
=5 BUBBRTERE—HEI

Inefficinv
1) 2
L.Shrcenter 0.540%**
(4.691)
L.Visitcenter 0.096%**=*
(3.646)
Controls Yes Yes
Constant —8.853 1.113***
(2106.930) (0.207)
N 15,317 15,317
Year Fixed Yes Yes
Stked Fixed Yes Yes
Ind Fixed Yes Yes
R? 0.313 0.312
Adj R? 0.190 0.189

4.4.2. BIBRAHDEEHHEE

HERR 2020 4 5 A St AR S 0] B 25 ST AE T, AR S B 2020 SEAE AR ML INMEL S B E 1)
6 AR, FE M0 FE (Shreenter) B[R R0 0.542, 18 1%/K - ERZFENIE, 53 E R4,
FEAR—F PRI 4 0 FE (Visiteenter) [ [ H R E0CA 0.042, 78 10%7/KF L3 N IE, BEHERIIA1 0.055
(5%E M) H AT R . AlREJRIAE T RAAIE AR ST Z IR, (5 EALBRCR R,
R E RIS ENE RS, 055 HUR H 5% 38 I B8 48 0] He 7y, e ok YRR o9 29 O 42 7 B A P
MRS . (HREFF S RREZN, ZORIKART .

Table 6. Regression results excluding public health event samples

6. HiR AR D FHHAE)T

Inefficlnv
(1) (2)
Shrcenter 0.542%**
(5.149)
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Visitcenter

Controls

Constant

N
Year Fixed
Stked Fixed

Ind Fixed

RZ

Adj R?

Yes
—0.230***
(—6.500)
17,426
Yes
Yes
Yes
0.309
0.172

0.042*
(1.709)
Yes
—0.235***
(-6.613)
17,426
Yes
Yes
Yes
0.307
0.170

443 TRZTEF

NGRS 8 A B 55 AR PR ), A S B AT TR OV (4 E 23 It 41 %/100,
RpAttention) v THAS &, HAHSCHEAE THHROCE R, MU 03 BT e N iz A X 4 APk
FE TR OCHE BE RS B /&8, ABEBRE R BaE. £ 7 WiEEASRER, MR TAE
2 (RpAttention) i 15 /1 ¥ £ .00 £ (Shreenter) 5 18 BF I 45 0 BE (Visiteenter) Al T R 504 728 0.005 5
0.010, ¥I7E 1%KL 1535 5 55 B BORR I I 25 v B 5 1R T 10 2% oo B2 A T 2R 800 0 2.597 45 1.200,
IRIAE 1%KF ER 2, HEAERAZ5 08—

Table 7. Instrumental variable regression results

F7. TREZEXEYI

(1) —HrE (2 —Hrex (3) —HrE (4) —HrEx
Shrcenter Inefficinv Visitcenter Inefficinv
RpAttention 0.005*** 0.010***
(14.395) (10.063)
Shrcenter 2.597***
(3.978)
Visitcenter 1.200***
(3.987)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes
Constant 0.030* 0.034*
(1.802) (1.948)

N 19,420 19,420 19,420 19,420
Year Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
Stked Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes

Ind Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
R? 0.059 0.037
Adj R? 0.058 0.036
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4.4.4. HBRBEA MR

RHERRAE 2% B FEAE A B ARPE AR R B PT R, A SCHE SR MERLRY il N A5 5.3% BH B2 (Opacity) 1 42 il A8
B, HIEEEMNEZOHRRLEN RERE ST HRE, MR JF 4R 0T 62 G BiE K.
# 8 G5 EIR, NN\ Opacity J&, FeBR4% A0 & (Shreenter) il R EUH 0.5284 (1% ), AR 4% s
(Visitcenter) i1 2 %4 0.0540 (5%w.3), 5 5Ek A AH L35 AR A AR S A8 4L s [F]Is) Opacity (1) R 504N i
# . RERPEEEHE IR SMZ O IR FER R, SAMMRRES DR .

Table 8. Regression results excluding alternative explanations

7 8. HIRRE AR

Inefficinv
@ @
Shrcenter 0.5284***
(5.1865)
Visitcenter 0.0540**
(2.2794)
Opacity 0.0006 0.0007
(0.6851) (0.8012)
Controls Yes Yes
Constant —0.2458*** —0.2497***
(~7.0908) (-7.2061)
N 19,420 19,420
Year Fixed Yes Yes
Stked Fixed Yes Yes
Ind Fixed Yes Yes
R? 0.3018 0.3007
Adj R? 0.1800 0.1786
5. HE—E ot

R SCHEME [TV Z5 SRR, WU IS5 38 5 I D 4% 5 RTAPT X 2% o JBE D v 220 2. 28 IR 17 Ak AR BSR4
BEo oy BE RN LT iR U0 ) 2% RV RIATLAR AR SCMKUER [0 24 T A S50 A AR R 150 5% 77 1) 7 A 4 i e T it
— o

5.1. WEMLE TR

FEIE I 26 55 R IX 45 43 ARG T LR B0 8 3 I BE AR DG 548 B3k, & W ReH AR R IR,
AT BETE R N B AN RO o AU, AR SOR 47 1% X 4% Hh o B2 (Shircenter) 5 R X 2% Hh.0 B2 (Visiteenter)
AZ T, A6 960 WUE X 4 (R 22 FLARSE . A, 25 B8 3 W 24 R A g vl BB LA I AR AE , AT AR T4
HHAZ e T 5 9 5 — HAAE e T [l ) 45 2

7 9 AE T R [ 25 AN RN, IR B 4 R . HI(1) o, e — BT AZ 3R I (L. Shreenter x L. Visitcenter)
MR R ECN 7.522, 7€ 5%/KF R NIE, SRR I 4% 5 T 265 75 I [B] 3 J5 4 52 b AT B A7 AR AH I
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BEREAZ HAEA, SRR T A AR SRR . A(2) B, 4IRS T (Shreenter x Visitcenter) [ I
RECN 4.293, BTN IEEAIE b 35 AR S, 150 OUER X 2 11 EL AN OS] R 7 B IR I [l 54

PV TSy

RS IRR, N2 S AT 45 T SRRSO RARE R, TRAFAE — B HANR R SR
G RN AL T PSR M2 B A BN, BRI 545 B AL ELE N, AT RETBONAE B F B AL 54T 9ialR
MBI RN, 38— 2D R A AR R AR TR o IR R BUSCRE 7 ASC HL AT, BIDOCEE 0 28 i N R P FRDINIA

SO0 A AR B R A B 2 7 R

Table 9. Interaction effect analysis of dual networks

= 9. NEMBRZEHN I

L.Shrcenter

L.Visitcenter

L.Shrcenter* Visitcenter

Shrcenter

Visitcenter

Shrcenter* Visitcenter

Controls

Constant

N
Year Fixed
Stked Fixed

Ind Fixed

RZ

Adj R?

@
0.432%%%
(3.684)
0.076%**
(2.850)
7.520%
(2.232)

Yes
—0.294***
(-7.243)
15,317
Yes
Yes
Yes
0.314
0.191

Inefficlnv

)

0.480***
(4.589)
0.042*
(1.760)

4.293
(1.390)
Yes
—0.139***

(-11.417)

19,420
Yes
Yes
Yes

0.302
0.180

52. RO AT RESHATE

NE— 2R X R 2 A [ R B B AR R R e 2 5, A SO AR R R X o N A R
PG BEIE, A BT RIS, DA B e I 2% 5 T I 24 of AN (] A R0 6 45 8 7 T £ 22 S AL B

10 M T XA EA L SR EREASE R . 51 AF](2) IR A L N A8 &, Shreenter
5 Visitcenter 1[5 )4 52 %045 9 1£(0.159 A1 0.017), {HI) ARk ) & 257K, 2 BB WX 4% 0o JBE 5o #5 B AS J2
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{85 5

%

M IE A R AEAE , (A Gert EAS 23 B (3) AN 41 (4) AR B3 82 Ay ok i B2 A8 &, Shrcenter 91519 5% 0.610,
1E 5%7KF E R NIE, 1M Visitcenter (I [EIH &% 0.089, HNIEHEAREE .

RS RE, REM LS L EERHR B R ST S R IOE R RN, S5AS HL FIHUH T —
o AENREVERE, FRME 2 O P X $5 B0 B 1) I e s o o, BLAE 5% K iR E . X 2R
(T BEMEREAE T2 FRMR X248 S it 1 WLAGI 4% B 3 2 1) T L (R RR BT R ) TR AR IS, R M3 D 286 v 0 JEE il vy
ffll, BUREEZ PR R RS, ERTT RGN T, GHEARCAEEDEY kibiE, X
BT R R T RER “HEEE” W8 S EUA BT M LUE SR RO IR B A T, Al
PSR B 0 2% r O JE R 5 BTN R T 3k B AR I R, AHELZ R, TR 4% o L B AR IS R IEVE
N2 IR b o ik PN POk drigans-aiapul 78 -k EPOE &S

Table 10. Grouped regression of underinvestment and overinvestment
# 10 HET e 5K AR E 4RI

BRERAL Feptid
@) ) @) (4)
Shrcenter 0.159 0.610**
(1.523) (2.350)
Visitcenter 0.017 0.089
(0.576) (1.599)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes
Constant 0.050 0.050 —0.241*** —0.243***
(1.276) (1.271) (~3.100) (-3.127)
N 9468 9468 6007 6007
Year Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
Stked Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
R? 0.368 0.368 0.457 0.456
Adj R? 0.198 0.198 0.243 0.242

6. RERMTH

AT SCIEHE RN 25 R, LA 08 35 3 G D9 245 -5 R AT IO 8 R A0 [ et v o P PR v 350 S 8 ) 17 £l
JERCRIETE o SR, RFAE 1] 5 R O PR AT 5 () AT LAA 7E X 4 v (R 0 i, B et i) s B 5 4 JR e g o
ik — D A B W LSRN (B A FE A T 0 FOR SC R AR 22 ARSI, AR ST DANLAL 4% 3 3 o I I 288 A
> (Degree Centrality)-5 1A 28 AL ot o AR, B REASKI 20 A mr b O B SR PO B, i3
AT5y IR o 5 O P AT 5 1D SR AT 7 IO 285 P B 2 0 ) LA TR it o IO 285 T e P B A9 e e )
WL RN B SRR . TF A UN:

Horp, o ForHU | SHU R B AL FR RO RFEEN 1, BI05 0), N 9448 k2 s IR B 4L
¢ 11t 7 CAREI 288 IR HR ot A AL D [ VA 25 3R o 7 vy R0 FE 2H H, Shircenter 1 [R1 ) R 200 0.250;
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AL AT, ZARB 2.175. £ 12 #4 7 LR LR hnAC R O A R R A 2 B AR L A
/1, Shrcenter FIRIJH &% 0.311; EMRAOEHT, ZRECN 0.600. ZEEWHLE R/, ZAalbib+
WA 8 10 250 LA, AR AAE ) i AR P Ko S R R AR ) A )

B
22

Wi 55 4 2%

Table 11. Grouped regression based on weighted centrality of shareholding network
72 11. FEBEMILE A Ot 43 4A RN

HURG P B 3 1 e 0 2 AL e

[ {1i8 = {1i8
Shreenter 0.250* 2.175%**
(1.745) (2.891)
Visitcenter 0.070* 0.024
(1.798) (0.712)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes
Constant —0.300*** —0.290*** —0.300*** —0.298***
(-5.522) (-5.472) (-5.520) (-5.626)
N 9249 9232 9249 9232
Year Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
Stked Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
R? 0.355 0.359 0.355 0.358
Adj R? 0.198 0.191 0.198 0.190
Table 12. Grouped regression based on weighted centrality of site-visit network
= 12. FM LM 4R )3
B R 2 e
= i = ik
Shrcenter 0.311* 0.600***
(1.933) (4.042)
Visitcenter —0.006 0.162
(-0.088) (1.579)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes
Constant —0.341*** —0.177*** —0.345*** —0.182***
(-6.322) (-3.326) (-6.432) (-3.418)
N 9493 9058 9493 9058
Year Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
Stked Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind Fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes
R? 0.370 0.355 0.370 0.354
Adj R? 0.190 0.172 0.190 0.170
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ERERE ERNIEA T &, 10 MASFIGEEZ T R4 36 B e B B . 1N R 7R [ A
2% PN AR RCR BB AR F o, ROMLA P 0SB RN I AR P U 2L, ARRCR R
s SRR T A E BRI, BEEARFBRNET, MEFREKEHESAAEER. &
A N R E LR BT 5 R, JFARRE B, IR

WG AN B9 R 2 T BEMRREAE T b T B BRI . IR BRI BON IS . ZRa L M
B AR IR0 2 T 25 Aol A ST A5 S AN X AR 5 M v A TR 5, RIDASEATL R 430 B 8 SO0 IR 2% £ P2 P o
JREFLF, ERBEAEAE At P HRNAR IR TCTEA R AR AR RCR I 5T, DRI 19X 2% of oy BE it
B, AR A A R E MR . SHAEBRE RPN, T AR AN AR B L, X
ol T B4 1) IR 238 BB 45 B8 25 5 A R 2 A BRI A 1 51 R AR08 545 2 R B AL 1)L, DT X 43 5 3L
HP RO TN T EAL T M2 O AL B LT, HARIIRZ 22 I T 20t S I
B, AMBIG BN EA R R, R A BE D IR I PR R A R . BRI, AR R e AR R R
PRI 1F [ 5 7E 0 2% 10 2 Al rh R IR R

7. GEREEY

AICLL 2012~2024 FERSSHT A B BT A FUAWHTEREA, BT AR TTTE, M TS
R IBE 0 4 55 R I 0 245 PR OO0 R R A8 A, SR AGLIG: 17 OO0 EE o 246 v B 0F A b AR RO BB Y S K FLAE HIBL
Hillo WIFURIL: 55—, HURIETEH Fr B 2% 5 IR T R0 26 ot BE A3 R 2 2 2 2 IR Ak AR AR $88, HL
G5 RAE 2 TR VERL 0 S5 AR IR AL 35—, 3B R W], i 5 — ST OUEE 109 4 52 HL 0N Al AR 2%
REGHARE RN X ARRCR BT RAE R, X0 R 4 0 P x5 % A I i S B 9 R
H, AR AL E . =, FRERMEDHIRIL, %15 RS AR B R 4 o R AR A
FibSEE

MR AW FLEE 1, ASCHR AT @il

BT T N SRTE UM R B8 A R4 oL B B, 1 A F A ORI R B LA B R B . AR SR B A
ZRARRAIE [F) B O PR A B R 8 2 R 3 IR AR AR BT, HAZRNAE O FE BRI AR A R S 9 25, W] a4
SR BRI FIFE AR AL I B 1T BORE LA 3558 3 P 4 SRR RS I A &, TR AL T
2RI B RINLA, DR g 3 S R A A ol .

BT A F RE GBS BRI AR CRERT T IR AL . B2
R, i WIROUE P48 A T 5 O IE, Ui B PRI 28 N (K32 T RONLAT AE IR i, R (R P A — B
18] Ja A4 BRI L AR AN HAERPU BB B, o S = ia B B SR IR, it
SINAAERKIWIME SR, BEZ5 A in L&

PR BB 8 NS IR S i I Sfems, e St (5 U035 T I R o A SR IR R £ m 0o S
(g v S AR 1 AR R A8, U WK & R ER H A AL A 5 B AT RESE 2 T3S S i e 2. L
P BB N TS B E 2 A T2 5 ia B (n i 1S . BIREH), MR TR, &’
IERAEAS BN R IE TR BEAE AT

SEEk

(1] xUHT 4, @&iE. U3 4 [ R dm a1 B B R AR AT A S ——JE F A S A I AT 0], B R TS
2021, 24(4): 141-154.

[21 BKk=miL, T/NEE, XO@F. MURSLER S Al B 65 [3]. &b 9t, 2025(5): 78-91.

[8] Ei&, HER, #H4E, & BAERTMNSES S EIF RN —2E T YR & ST 2 8IF R[], R4,
2021(3): 88-99.

DOI: 10.12677/wer.2026.155065 674 HARLFIRR


https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2026.155065

s %

(4]

(5]

(6]
(7]
(8]
(9]

[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]

[17]

MR, Ti5, 5 PR SR SR - SRt —E T EH B2 RN ARN]. mlas 5%
¥, 2021(3): 56-69.

WMRR, ARG, TR WE SN U RIS MR BCR IR R AL BoRE5r, 2022, 41(3):
128-138.

Bk, Xife, B HUIRE EAT AN ——E TR E MBI A]. E S, 2012(12): 35-45.
XET g, miE. BT R RN R S S IR # AT N R[], 244k, 2022, 19(4): 506-515.
SUEHE, R, FREL HUMIEHE I SR A XU 9]. A E k45, 2019(2): 117-135.

R4, PUHA%E, RENE. SR B S SHEE: PO T M A0 S B B 45 R[], 4 BF B, 2018,
40(4): 152-169.

TEENRY, ARFNR. MU BV 5 S 1 8 1A B N —— 3 T MU R AT N AR SE [0, M T BTE, 2016,
19(5): 115-126+138.

E. S SRR A TR B IR —— R T R A HM AN S]] LHFEHE, 2017, 39(9): 180-194.

Xiao, H. (2022) Institutional Investors” Corporate Site Visits and Corporate Investment Efficiency. International Review
of Finance, 23, 359-392. https://doi.org/10.1111/irfi.12401

Mriz#k, Wi, Mg B, MorEsaE S REEcE]. B, 2011(7): 113-127.
RE, fLEse, XIP59. PRt RisitE 55 AR []. SR L%, 2015, 18(3): 1-15.
FRA, T2, REBE. PUWIREH NS BIE S AR AR ED]. HARET, 2020, 43(4): 169-192.

Richardson, S. (2006) Over-Investment of Free Cash Flow. Review of Accounting Studies, 11, 159-189.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-006-9012-1

BRI, BREH, B, A EHEZRE) SERBTMCR[]. iYL, 2020(4): 100-118.

DOI: 10.12677/wer.2026.155065 675 HARLFIRR


https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2026.155065
https://doi.org/10.1111/irfi.12401
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-006-9012-1

	机构投资者与上市公司非效率投资
	——基于机构投资者持股与调研的双重网络研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Institutional Investors and Corporate Investment Inefficiency
	—A Dual-Network Study Based on Institutional Shareholding and Site Visits
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 文献综述
	3. 研究设计
	3.1. 假设推演
	3.2. 样本选择与数据来源
	3.3. 变量定义
	3.3.1. 被解释变量：非效率投资
	3.3.2. 核心解释变量：机构投资者网络中心度
	3.3.3. 控制变量

	3.4. 研究模型

	4. 实证结果分析
	4.1. 描述性统计
	4.2. 相关性分析
	4.3. 回归结果分析
	4.4. 稳健性检验
	4.4.1. 核心解释变量滞后一期回归
	4.4.2. 剔除公共卫生事件样本
	4.4.3. 工具变量法
	4.4.4. 排除替代性解释


	5. 进一步分析
	5.1. 双重网络互补效应
	5.2. 区分投资不足与投资过度

	6. 异质性分析
	7. 结论与建议
	参考文献

