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TR M T ALITE AT ARAL, 504 20022006 FE TR ABEM 5B S HhmTi7hE
TG AMA, FIESN T PEAXBRELEFAEINXERL T AL, A ELRATEEE
BB R PSRBT N A R BN h, FIESMERRA, A, NI TREFRAT N HE
FARBEHh. LR, SRR T , AT GEA R FER TG RN AREARBIE
HYH B, AATEBT, EFTAERRAFRLE BRRARAARBA LB AR
BUCEFEEHEINMELNELFERMXEL A

KR NEGE; TEERE,; NEBE; MG S

RES %S F406 SCHEARIRAS: A

0 51 §

AT KGRI AT 28
AR EEDI R N Z—. Berle 1 Means''’ i B
BT S BAER T, AR NEEEH
REAFME TR X— B4R HJ5, Jensen
Meckling?!, Fama'®!, Harris #1 Holmstrom™!,
Grossman i Hart™ & ] 7 ZAL R EAELR T T
BEHEFSRAZEMME, NFIETELER
A3HT. X ECERR R — M LA B M B (] Tobin’ s
Q HEFIR) B KALYE R B AR R EOHF # AT R ALK
i, A REEY B EASH . BE 5. B
HEHFM . ZARIT EEERIFTENE. &
SCIEBFR T, F R EEE AN M EEL
AN EFSEEARZR, MEEEA ARE I
BEHRESE T Z T HNERRILEENEE
B A YT B R BT SEIERR . 20
eE 90 FERFHALIK, EXRTFREATEEE A
ASHX RS H, EARDEEUTFRT K
BEREC SRR, X L R T ERE

@ WHEEHE: 2006 ~01 —16; #&iTH#§. 2007 -10 -17.
ELWH: BERARBRES BT H (70502003, 70632003 ).

EHS: 1007 -9807 (2008)04 - 0142 - 11

PR HE RAUG ¥ R AR B A 451 B B R
R AEEFE, FBE T FERBE K
BRI Hooh R EEMB S A TSRO, K
He ™ R =ua™ FREMNS T
AP ZREMEHD USRS M SE
MRNMKERAARE ETAR S, BHEBERR
SRR S Z A FEAE B & W IEAECHE. (B R, kg
BRI & 70 T R R T Tk R B
PV SRS S R A R T S HE IR EAD
F(FARASEKT M BIER, BRETHEEY
Jaly 2> RO LA B2\ RHE B 58 XU BT B4 AR
I, Young F1 Pagan 7E 45 il 7= b F01 f Mb MUBE %5
ZUET IR TEE LT AAEEREN A FE
M, HE R R, EEE R SRS AR
IEAHE, (A8 38 241 BR A 1) ) 5 4 ol 3% 38 fa A
%) Habib # Ljungqvist”™ 8 ) % & | /A #]
YEiEA , F RIREVLETIT BRI T & 3= B
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(a0 B ar 5 B WIESF T 5) B RS BT HI 32
%M F , Tobin’ s Q FRZ B THERHBSMHRE.
ETF LR, AXIFRAXTHE ETHA
R EHHEEEAE S A R ELIERE. 58 F M
KA, AWMt EEE&RAT. 56
1, Z BB P EIEHSTHMBRECTA R, %
BT A FEmMAE A B R A S E 5T
Bin, XA TFHARGERLHENE. £ 2, F£EF
BB E , ZEE AT IL B R ISR A AR 1
AU T 3800 FHIEAT L N B~ BIVE AR R AR,
XERER TRETFELHR TV SERENT
W, XA FHME LW ENE. 5 3, ZEE R
(4% (Panel Data) Al |, 2T SFA ik, A]
BB RAFENT A AR ERE R EER.

1 ARAMERERXEERR

REREBER N ZHERERESPRE
MRS, A& RBA XBRNBERALE
B X - R A BERAT R EARYER ME
MR BARKLHREFLH. EXEBSET, X
AT A A PIRK. 5 —, W 5% LR, ez
BRE, EEBR e R R SR
RBTRAEREMSFHERAEASEL B,
ZUEFHEFHIF LS, MEAREER £2F
AT R MEHRE MR IANREEL
MRAIT BRIV B EERE. 7258 KM AR
BELP AR RERERN—, EAICF
PRI FTR B

ok B BOR R R 5 A PR R BB S R R
RE—EHNETEHE, TERAREE— 4l
EEBERBALMGT K™ U B BK HETH
YRR BT, BE R K, ISR R, ATTAEXS T
HRB A RGBT, EARBRELAFNBE
L. B —  TEKPR AP, A RV B R X R 1k
BRI RN R REHL M S LRRA—ENH
RAERIES A RTEF £ X R ERXMIES
Wi, XA IRATREE A E. MR, i THAR
MERHE— B R KB D B EA N BAR
HAEAR (BIE RS B E R F B %5 FIIE
BB ANIE S ) , T B 45 R R #EAT
R ARHAR B, 58 B R R F L E S

BIEIRE TS E, BT RRBL T &
F7K s TTE AR AT S BRAE A A FEAR
THETR T, = B e m £ A
I, G SRR 5 Mk B R BT R B 2 Ak iE
BRPAAFME. 75 % M3E SFA KIEFR
Hh , ZHCCERAR R A B T 5 8 A r 2t [ 5
KRB B T AR 8038 79 i B A (40 Fixed-
effect B¢ Random-effect B2 ) #4701 9E. REX
St BRI A RS E A TREFEA
EFEENNA,BEMUIATFEEH BN RRE.
Hi BREEN— IR B8RSR T
HEEARBEFRS; BR, XA E LRREL. 1]
SRS R R, FRBRRSREEFLED
b B Ml 8] 6, T ELAS BE 4 i 72 208 4511 4 , Toru
%07 3t 2 B A H A B S AT AL #4733 DEA A0
SFA 34,20 tit4Z 80,90 A3 H i AT LV
BHFEMRT 0. 85 (HAERFRE A 1), M H AT
{%F 0. 70. Habib 1 Ljungqvist!® [ SFA 434745
R, ZEH EHARFHBEKEN 0.8 £
#7. Kennel #1 Stevens'™ % 3 OECD iR R E %%
Ak SRR A R 0. 80, H P B /MEUR 0.30 £
4. Shiu'™' | Zheng #') He 1 Chen' ! %%
B, BEMREARBAERESEHFREFETHEML
Fr, BRSO ENE Tix— &% B,
EHENN, EERT I ERFRXATRT, NAH
RHEMREHREMEAELE, ATENXNT
AFBERIEWE, 7] L EERFEEN A FBEM
Y8 BB AR,

2 TiESHAESHEE

2.1 FEHLETR 547 ( Stochastic frontier analysis)
HETFEARR EE AR T BN AR
R, —MRUSIE L% 307 (DEA) AREMWIES
BT ¥ 1 — R 2 LBEL AT #5204 (SFA) R
RSB T7 . SFA A& B i Meeusen
Broeck '’ , Aigner, Lovell 1 Schmidt'®', Battese
il Corra™ ' %F 20 it 42 70 QM ST 4R Y, 3 A
Jondrow 2 ity T EE I & B, HEA 20 {42 90
FEAFHIE,SFA F T#H— 2 KR, HFRHREAS
AT AR AR BRI LU E 2
SRR E RN MEEREE RN EAKRE
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0. Eoob , Battese 1 Coelli > B RIIBZ] T 192 1Y
NA, HEAELR T

Y, =x,8+(V,-U,),

i=1,N;t=1,-,T (1)

m, =2Z,8 (2)

K1) #.Y, BUNEBRIWE i MARE
B x, IB A RS HB AR (Ex1) % E
8 ;B Afefliit WS E FEYLER V, e iid R
M N(O,0%) 234 3L T U, U, AR FELAE
B IR N(m, o) IEXBEE . U, KB
TARLETESE ¢« BHAUCE M 5§ A~ F W FENLE
E. H1E Battese fl Coelli #H! | TE, = exp( - U,)
FREEAPE | MAEITES ¢ BTN R AR
K B, GR U, =0, TE, = 1,8 TFTHEAR
BERE M, MR U, >0,0 < TE, < 1,8]
REAREBBRE.

K(2) .z, AEWAFBEM (p x 1) [
B, 6 WREMFMITH (1 x p) F&. Battese Fl
Coelli #ity = s FIRK AR LA
FiI SFA ALY, Y,y = 0=07,—0, BIR (1)
MBEVLIR Z 28 b VvV, MR, e #EA
LS(Least-square regression) Z£3; R 0] DA #4178
FT;RZ,SFA BARNZLER.

TEEASCHE B H 4, SFA 73k nl DA
FRARPINMERERB BE. 55—, ARG
AR, IMRBA SRR, KRN E X
ARH TR SR IR R 7T (3 LS BRI ZE B B ]
. BN, FEAL K Berle F1 Means IR 15 (¥ SCERH 58
L, RSB R TSE Q(BP Tobin’s Q) 524 H
RHEAE M Z PR HE, XA REKS
PR, B RE 5 M ST RO R A
15,0 ARBMRE. By, —FiH, 5 MR
BERTEN, MEWETLURE M LUESH Q 1Y
®m, DM ARET Q BARXBENK. F—F
T, 4 MR R E/NTEO, WA AT LI M
DMEHE Q ryfR S, B ARET 0 hikF k3
B BAh, 72 LS mH A, — B 7R E
ERE, MB35 R K98 B H (Robustness)
Aok 2T, SFA T NIAR L BER B T
. BH,SFA BT AR ZEB MM ER,
FF B I A A X R 2 R 0 e B B B R AF

A B, XA RN R E R SRER
RPN B BT T. B35, RIS, i
ERMELLGT BT AR R
2.2 AXHIKIES RS
3:F Battese F1 Coelli'™ 42 7 - B 43 1 %
Habib F1 Ljungqvist™® X4 2 8050 i P9 5180
R , A LU ESR M E N T
In(Y,) =B, +BIn(K,) +B,In(L,) +B,In(K,)* +
Bun(K,)In(L,) + BIn(L,)* +
(V, - U,) (3)
m,, =8, +8,Scale, +8,Leverage +8;stockholdi ngs, +
d,capital market perssure,, +
Ssproduct market pressure, +
8¢internal incentives, + &, (4)
Y IR R SN ; K 2R 23 R [ %E
Bre i L BN A BT NS Scale J N FH
B;Leverage £ 78 A B W % AT &R ¥,
Stockholdings 3¢ 7/~ & ¥ 2 o ¥ B R & Capital
market pressure 3% 75 W A T 35 JE S, Product
market pressure RN GHES ;X _EGITA
Xt B B W B S8 B8R (external
incentives) "', 5 4N MM B AR XT , AHERYIEF A
T internal incentives X — A NI EFTE. ¥ TF
i ETHA RIS ERTE 00, A ST 3 SO DR
R AR R, A SRR AR LE,
2 BB SBR B AU Il L e B A UBOR 1R
HeAR3X 3 AN J7 .

3 # #

3.1 HIERHENRR

AT HERILEEE RS A RRERZE
KER AR b SRR R RBSER AT
Y RSV RILBUR M , LB A] R HERR T 4k
BE AT 25 B TS LT IRE RN A F]
7= BRI . A, TERE A EIR R
FEA A B RIAT L 225X B J7 HBUS- BB A9
A ARPEER U M AR, B EAR B HIETTAL
W ETARREHE Z+HEA —FHE,
RARBOSFILARMAT W #E T B I A B 5
4, I PR TRRERERREA AR,
MBS 5 L. 75— 7 T, ekt BT
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M EHAFRMHA—ITEAE XERATILEHE
RERBESEMRERTEN T SE5EE,F
SO LT BIRATMLAE A REAR 35 20 B BEAT S 53
B S —, BB (FXARE) SR
M AR A HBT R ST 55, Rk
MEBLBEHFEXFE ML ETARSHBN
SRIGHIN TATL. B, AXWEREHE 82 K
AR 60 KERIGHM LA LTAF]. X
B OBBTEREA A B R AT 2 5 Z R RIS
R T, A SUTR IR IR IR B 2002 4E &
2006 4F [ A FER. AW S BIGHMLT
Fol v, o PR B4 R P-4 T AR B, BB AR R 2 60
F_EHAF,S F£4113E 300 BN E. mAe
AT, B F I BT R # b et E]
KEARA— BERDVAFRELEFETI A EE ERE
BEEFFEVSEETARS B, FA/NE
AR50, ARSI, 7E 2002 Z 2006 4E (6], LS,
AT BT R MEE 43 O 70,7178 .80 5
82 1,5 A1t 381 e EIE.

3.2 TERHENX

3.2.1  &HHy

FREENAR(3) , WA AR REL, Hrh K
AR E LT,

1) Y g b 1720 6] 548 0 7 o M e (B
RMB Jt). Xt F 7= M e, A XHHE S E
X, B 5 BB S T L8 R SRR Z M.

2)K b T2 A FEARAE R I B E B e E
({57 :RMB JG).

BALAELTARREFERNWEHELT AR
(BAL:N).

X 3 TP EUE R M X B, BN B
RIET 2002 45 F 2006 FF A B FIER.
3.2.2  #HEIBHIY

MERPEPAR (4). BB TEFECIEE
XEHER BHEFRLU I ARIMBRAEEY
W AN ( X A AT E Ry
FE) flErE g BE .

1) Scale A4 db #AE , BAK A F T A RIIEAR4E
AR BT (B4 RMB JT) B B AR HOR R .

Leverage M EFLAT 2%, BREH L HAH
FEERNEARRMBB (AR / BT™) kK
FN.

2) Stockholdings J & B R M LR (AVE
HERFFREE / BRA). ik, BRENSIT D
REFELTARMES WHE L LFERTHEN
HAEEAR #Hi L, EHE AR, E
B MR AR LSRR, X L BUR B K, AT 2%
R#AFRE A B, BotEHERRFR IR
X FIRCRA AR .

Capital market pressure R BATHE ST,
ERTEWE LA RBRAIIEERZ—
AR BERB - RKBRARFRER(BE—KRE
IRARFE AR / BIRAS) AR RBE B, W
AR P EEF T B — D AR E. g bk
Y, B — KPR R A LU R, BU A 5 3k
XA FIE B TS IED 3 2 M A R R AT,
WA T 2 AR B AN T ) TH e 45 e ) XU
K, TS BUA 12 F) B B2 R — R EE g , AT
EEAMATTRBUR ). B, B R 2 R
BERBHIZ 0.

3) Product market pressure FRi=mh g E
1, ERTFA—AFM LA "IBER SR
HE. =RTTHENERET GRS EE. 7EHM
KA, BN T RS SR AR EEEN
Sk TAEES, NTB AN TRERR S, H A E F
FAFRERG . 2T, HEEETF IR
BT REFBRE, AFEREZERE
MG Z— Big b, EFTWAHEE S MHEAR
HEARZEMERT, AFRREEFTH LT AFRE
R BAARBRENER HiL, FHeLEHERS
A TR AFEE ERBKER.

4) HHF L AH L, P R (internal
incentives) RE BRANT B —, L EHHE Mk
HFEWESF T RAFE. B, AW RE LA E
WGBS R, RIEEEIR T TR 3 MEER
BUATBMER. B4ER.

81, EARIMERBRAFERILE ZLFE
EFE - KRARREE / SREEE HaF
SO BB BRI Q2T TR, 3441
UHA:A B .C3 AR AE LHAFK 3 MR
R, A AFABREAR. H&,AB.CX3 XK
AT ZERR EERFZ A A B RN A4,
fEEbRgit T, ABC X 3 AR ISR
AR, LUz E T ZBE R LA R R
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FREIFFBLEB AR SCU R IEEE , iR E LR
B bR AR A R Z (B B I FE SRR S
FEHE RN, EBUBAR R LR , fRAE(2
FERBERALMEEERE, XABTERE
BHITHE AT AARERRR. LR, L5
PR AR 40 R L3 Ao o 4% (a0 325 30 4 %o 9 R LA
B NTHA THArAE#EHIEaE T, WA
A]BES | R ERBUR BB T IS BRI B PL, i
RIWERFHE.

2, EMTA R B BRAR . X 0 AR
B, BTEAERRE 1; R, RIE0. MUEE
W BB, BRI E A BE bR Bk T &R
BEEA, AR A, R A FI T AR B

MR E , REMSIERE LR EE £
NITIDE (S & S &1k F: i AL o 4 4
FRE A5 20 RIS 2 B ] B BK 2R
83, EWARERBIR x BARMER. X —%
BN 0 2 AR — 2R, £
BRAT W EA BARRBIRFER XA FRR
R
3.3 XTRAMHRESRT
1 PR T MRESRT AR
PIRHEATT AL A, FE 20 R AU L 7™ A R INE D7 1T
EFEEMLHPIR IR SEBHARRS
SRR AFAXFAEEF.

F£1  TERGRRES(2002—2006 )

Table 1 Descriptive sample statistics {2002—2006)

5 * BASHTL ERBHEMTATL

¥E R B/ME RKE HE wE  BME BKfE
7R 7 125t 2.8 5.0 -53 16.8 19.4 36.1 -1.7 262.4
BBl / 12T 7.2 6.8 0.14 24.2 111.4 659.9 1.3 818.9
BRAK/ A 8 595 9 611 707 30 645 10 890 9929 883 45 766
=8 Tl tdvin 40.6 41.3 4.3 165.7 129.0 196.6 4.8 1510.6
B RE (%) 53.24 20.59 24.26 92.44 50.91 13.03 20.72 78.40
GTHEHERUER(%) 7.02 14.89 0.00 41.78 0.015 0.040 0.000 0.286
B KPR (%) 3.60 7.26 0.21 29.19 0.82 0.89 0.04 4.51
AP EFIFE( %) 15.10 10.66 -8.89 4271 12.75 5.29 0.63 29.85
BERBEARIER(%) 37.92 15.30 12.20 72.97 59.08 14.22 20.98 85.00

i BEEERANRANBHEER, AR A E#P.
4 SLiESHER

AT 2% A 7 o B DO (E 0 B R AR e, T
Froniterd. 1 F2FFHIE T 2002—2006 £ i [H &
[T SERIEHE I LTk T4 A 3K
R IFRIRHETT T EERE SNR B LR R
BB 3Fon R AR ) BAR R .

4.1 MRFIFHFEKERGHITRIHT

K2 HHT 2002—2006 FFEERMEAATAL BT
RERER AL, Kb, LU P ERTEE.

1) RSB ERE BRI HRE
BRI —, BHA R EKFHR
K. 2002 2 2006 4, B a7 L B F R
R 0.4 K4, X RAX L EHAFREK

R R H 5 AT 5. (RSP 53, S it B RpiR
W, A DR B S PRI A B
Bt 3 50% , BPik B 0.6 224 AR 4 FEFT A %t
RFBABRNERRAET , BB ST LM
7= B A{E G0 AT DUAH B0 50%. 53 5b, M AT
WEK EHAFRRRERE, BEREES L
I H/ME T RS B ER.

2) HMEAE B4R IR BT A R B
EREHEM I RREGRHETLZ—.

AR BREER RN, BT R AR K
0.6 A BRNMT L&, ILEBSB/H1T
A Z R AL EE S AWERM 0.8 FHIZRL
A 30% DA LRY2EEE, ENTEB A= T R A
BAMEIIHZ. Aoh, & BEHIN AT LR
BERAPOERB/NTHISHTL.



I3 TEMEH T SFA TR BiER
3,y TEHESEM T AL RIS H M AT 3 4331
290.995 F10.993, F#EHE T 1% K BEHER
. X8, 6] SFA FEkR£E LEM. A, LR
SOHETER MTL R RIBIEE — B, B8
T 1% KFET B R, WTTRIE T 4
BB R, RIS SFA JrsE 2R AR R, 7E3

%43 T W5 ARNAEMHEEZR S A A8 E — 147 —
+£2 BENARUERHMARESIT(2002—2006 £ )
Table 2 Descriptive statistics on sample’ s firm efficiency (2002—2006)
A SH L EREEN T
e ¥E BHERAY B/ME BXHE ¥E BERK B/ME BXE
2002 0.40 0.52 0.05 0.85 0.56 0.32 0.17 0.86
2003 0.42 0.54 0.03 0.86 0.61 0.38 0.22 0.92
2004 0.42 0.41 0.06 0.70 0.66 0.34 0.18 0.92
2005 0.42 0.42 0.03 0.71 0.59 0.36 0.22 0.90
2006 0.41 0.45 0.03 0.75 0.56 0.35 0.24 0.87
£ 0.41 0.47 0.03 0.85 0.57 0.34 0.17 0.92
L BERRE TIRES / BH;
2. G, B T A FEERAE N 0 Bl R ME =4 MR R Al 7= S Iy SR8, BOL B A AR B Bl
B ABR T R AR A HALE B, SR oot H 7= S MBS B AT EURAE 0. 01, X S B T3 2l 3R B JL
FETR I, REFRANESTHEEBAET 5 1
3. TSR A ATV A A T BRI, 1Tl 22 () B3 SR AR AT L.
4.2 MAFRENESENFERRIN TR, IR R AT RPO R, WE

HiZARSAFMBZ REEFERNNRKR; RZ,
T RBOUE, MR R R S A RREZHE
FEREBERER. RT3, Sk I 5 ALATF
XA E EERA T PR RIERIER —
B BNl HUAEAR 3 A P T IR,
LA BB 7™ 10 R R B 3 A F T A "R
K.

%3 AFRKEREEERHRSATWNEXFRER SFA Fit(2002—2006 )
Table 3 SFA estimates on corporate governance, managerial incentives and efficiency (2002—2006)
SFA {1t B BT SREHEM T
r B it R tREE (HIHE | BUER fEE (HKiHE
N & POm 25.216 0.859  29.35*** | 3.478 0.732  4.75"**
% In( B ERERE) 1.203 0.033  37.00"** | 0.729 0.049  14.91***
In(ERAED 1.012 0.090 11.27***| 0.203 0.067 3.04***
T 43.330 18.039  2.40** 3.471 1.417  2.45*
v HE -3.7719 1.343 —2.81*** [-1.262 0.182 -6.94***
YEPE 4 A 0.204 0.052  3.96*** | 0.342 0.032 10.73***
| BHERR -0.181 0.149 -1.82* [-0.230 1.020 -0.23
% SMERBRL B AT BE S -0.062 0.032 -1.93* |[-1.051 0.737 -1.73*
B | AR ST RES -0.132 0.053 -2.51** |-0.278 0.068 —4.11***
WSS R R AR R 3.139 0.821 3.82*** | 3.471 1.417 2.45%*
PUER SR R AR R 6.047 1.393 434 — — —
PSSR : A R AR e B 1.703 5.127  0.26 — — —
%91%_ v 0.995"** 0.993***
%
W | LR GiiHE 171.8*** 308.5*"*

L B TRAFRENA A RIAETL A LT A SRR AR TBA K B, BARER x BRRARFRT

RETERBRER;

2.7, ARIRRAE10%,5% LR 1% KFPTRE.
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4.2.1 FIEEF NG EH YR

RIER 3, AR, Bl E R R TT
RELEEREBMITIL RN -0.181, FELT
10% HEERER. XHATEERR FAEE
FIF AR Y. HESRBHEEMTTLY,
REEHERBRMNSEMIT A -0.230, BAREAE
B E MR, XS REEI T Tk g,
EHEFRMERCHE FTi#—2 8. E30A
HEXWAARE SR EL B R BN T A RS
HREARRERA X Flin, WK | FE, B8
AL T EEERRAR T 7% A4, tAp
AREBRELRIAE — & 080 BRAL WA F
T AR FEATR R R P A 8R4 R (B, JF i &
feHE2N B R, TEE G & BRI T
ks, Sk ERERE -l AEER, HAH
BHHE L YRR 0.01% 4. B4R, MLk
BORFKE ,BEE B HEN T PR &
JEHRERE L B WA 3B B B AR SR
4.2.2 SR AT A S K E T A

1) AT G H 12 AR 5 R
3, R AT R ) 0 i B K IR AR R e &
X B R A R AT e gl R
-0.181 F1 - 1.051, H# @it T 10% BB E M
B X, AAEHERENZH O HSZIRE T
T PR B AR A B MU VR, TR R 4
AR RS Xt - FR ARERNBRRE
IEETHNRARE, B RRNE T RAEER
XS I B E A E I BRI RCR

2) PEa g X A RIS RS0
BH-RAE P BT A A BRI R 5 A R
ZEFEE EM M RXR. BIER 3, ZSEAE
THERAMTL 254 -0.132 F1 - 0.278, H4y
AEEIT 5% A 1% §BEHRLE. XU, =&
M ENSARREZ T RFETE IE 1B
4.2.3  PFIBBAT A R TR

1) b2 m) 45 B A 7R e L L 2R 78 B X 48 ]
BT RER 3, RS ER ATk 4
B4 3.139 #13.471 , HER A REL T 1% f5%
W BEMRLE. XERA, BOEXHMTALE, A
A BAEPEARAF TARIMEHEKN. &4
1 WiERMGOT, B KB SRR HEIN T

PIAMT L BT 2 R R BUR ER9HFBE L R 51
i 40 % F160 % , X MU H AR SR R, =
DX FAMTALF, #— 2 S B B A #
TR FBARMAFYER.

2) BT AR AR BN R R
M TS BRI AT X — A A, BT A b
WA REBARERE TEARER. ik, &3 +
RAEXRTHRSSBMTLN . X —BIUEE
X IR IR 7 T, A ORI S5 R R S5
LTRSS R —FE, B ¥ A AR oy B A AU TR
AR TR R AT

3) EAEKRBARFFR LRI 2 M ENE
M ARER 3, MRS EMIT R 1,703, HEB A E
B EAR. TR AT, SR A W
A P BUBAR R B A IR Ry BARR . (HE
HAESBIRHEMMTAT L H, AL A HiE
JERCARER IR T A B BT, R M A A A B ]
P AR R R B R T B B BUBRR R X
—R. WMga3%R 3 PRTEBEEHM I
AT, EZAT L, A AR R AR R LR 5 24
FIMRAEE BER IR, Hk, G5 XM
MRS REE, BE EERFHB/TH
FAEBRBEARRRICEATTARME" X1
ERZ.

A3CLATR [ 2002—2006 4 H A HM 54
RN T3 BT RS PR, 38 BB
BT M T SRR A, (P TH S
M SR IN LR LT A FIRERPRS R H
A, EREE T EEERR & NS RE
3T 2% FIBR WA R B R B T, A S
M VBB R R AR . RSB 7 T, 2 3T
W% T EAT G55 ST R EXA FB RN
SN 5 T 7 P9 BT URN 7 T, A4 SO _E T R B2 AR
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Corporate governance, managerial incentive and firm efficiency
—An empirical analysis of Chinese listed company in several industries

HE Feng', CHEN Rong’

1. School of Economics and Management, University of Science & Technology Beijing, Beijing 100083, China;
2. School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China

Abstract: By employing unbalanced panel data during 2002—2006 in Chinese electricity machinery industry
and metallurgical indusﬁ’y, this study measures the listed companies’ technical efficiency based on stochastic
frontier model, then examines the linkage between managerial incentive and firm efficiency by controlling the
firm’ s size and financial leverage, external and internal incentives. Firstly, the evidence shows that the man-
agerial incentive reflected by managerial stock can significantly increase firm efficiency. Secondly, the external
incentives reflected by product market and capital market pressure can significantly improve firm efficiency at
the same time. However, internal incentive variables reflected by the ownership proportion of the first share-
holder, the state ownership proportion, and the ownership proportion of the first state shareholder, are nega-
tively relate to firm efficiency.
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