DOI:10.16493/j.cnki.42-1627/c.2014.01.013

14 1 ( )

Vol 14 No. 1
2014 1 Journal of China University of Geosciences (Social Sciences Edition) Jan 2014
~
% 9
( ) y ,
. F276. 6 . A . 1671-0169(2014)01-0107-09
N
b Y
I3 »[1]
o b
[2]
b b
[3]
b b ’
(1, , Wood , ( )
[5]
b o
A o b o
[6]
b N o b
“ ” “ ”»
b
o b b
o b b
b b
’ b b b
’ b
o ’

N

D HARALAM AL AN LA EIREO Y RIH A FIEFLT (12Y]C630147); HFHFALAAL L “EEMNARE L
LIRS A THALA L, AEWFRRM%SENMEARA” (12Y]JC630196); M FTH FALAFAKRM “TXENNA T HNZ
09 &AM B KA X (C13GLO05)

s BEH, FESHE, AMNFERFERRS IEFEAIF G A 311121)

107 —

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net



b b b
o b
b
o
A Y
b b
’ b
o b [7] o b b
b o b
( ) , ,
b o b
o b b
o b
b b N [8] o b
o b
o b
b b b o
b b b o b
Bosse , , ,
[9] o b o b
’ b o b
N
o b b b
b ~ b
o b
1: o
b b
o b b o o
b o
b b
o b
o b o b
- )
“ ”» ; y
s . ( ) ¢ )
, , “ ” (Primacy Effect) “
( ) o b b b
o
R zta =z, ,
b b o
[rolr11]C1z]
b b o
2 +d . ,
— 108 —

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

http://www.cnki.net

”»



_T)o ’ ~ ( )7

’ /
(r—x >x—x —a), — ,

”” [13]

1. . Wang et al. [, TQ (Tobin’s Q) .
; R (APS) 20%
30% ) TQRYS, TQ" TQ",
2. o o
, 13 “ o v VL VL
, s Phi if
( 1 . 0 )3 ; ( /
, Phi), ) .
3. (Gov) , “ — 7 . )
, “ — )/ 7 .
4. o ) . (D) U9 (Size;
) L (Creditor); (2) (Age); (3) A, Surroca et
al. 17, B ; (D (Growth) , sl (5)
(Industry) (Year) ) o
(=) 75 %
1. . ,
TQ=q, +a1 Phi+ta,Gov+a;GovX Phi+a,A+as Control Variable+e
, Control Variable s a0~ a; (i=1, 2, =+, 5) e .
. , SNy
1 e 3 , s “
7y 2 ) a; , .
2. . ,
Heckman OV o ) ,
Phi if , , Probit A. A
, o ) Probit ,
: S “ / 7 N
W (Growth) Lol (Size) Lol (Creditor) . ol (Age) .
(Industry) (Year) ,

— 109 —



( )
(Z) HFERBAAAKRLE
2002—2008 A ) (1) ST, PT 3 (2)
(
) (3) C . (
) (4) 3 (5) 3 (6) (
) o s s
A Y
(=) #HE M5t
1 , . 522%
(Phi if); s 15. 896 ( )6 ,
. 10. 713, 0. 557, 0. 260 10. 922, 0. 555, 0. 267,
° ) (Phl . ) - 8. 985 [} ° )
, TRYS ., TQ" TQY 1. 502, 1 589, 1 503,
0. 77, 1L 05, 0. 99, o , , Spearman  Pearson
( ) s o
1
Phi if 0. 522 0. 500 0 1 1 7743
Resource  —0. 003 15. 896 —936. 982 0. 004 978 036 7724
Creditor 0. 557 0. 340 0. 077 0. 525 2. 821 7742
Growth 0. 260 0. 439 0 0 1 7743
Age 10. 713 4,073 2 10 28 7743
Size 21. 301 1L 057 18 737 21 231 24. 542 7742
TQAPS 1 502 0. 770 0. 770 1 237 5 421 3637
TQ™ 1. 589 1. 052 0. 682 1. 232 7. 358 3 630
TQ 1. 503 0. 992 0. 643 1. 167 7. 022 3630
Gov 0. 065 0. 060 —0. 067 0. 053 0. 090 4041
Phi —8& 985 1. 909 —14. 183 —8& 842 —4. 951 3972
Creditor 0. 555 0. 464 0. 008 0. 530 12. 238 4041
Growth 0. 267 0. 443 0 0 1 3972
B 1. 108 0. 273 0. 310 1L 120 1 815 3 908
Age 10. 922 4,121 3 10 28 3972
Size 21, 481 0. 995 18. 736 21, 425 24, 546 3972
(=) mPaAsgR
1. Heckman . , Phi if ,
Heckman . , . (p=0. 353; sig=0. 1),
(B=—0. 401; sig=0. 0D (p=0. 652; sig=0. 01) Phi if (
)6 , W, o
2. Heckman ., Heckman , @Y
b 2 o b b A
1% b ’ o ’
(Phi) o , (GovX Phi)
10% , .

— 110 —



2
TQAPS TQ7O TQSD
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(TQAS)
Z=Regu Z=_Creditor Z=Roa Z=Age
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