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The Theory of Capital Structure:
Signal Factor Hypothesis

Abstract

The primary purpose of this paper is to use a combination of trade-off and pecking
order theories to gain a better understanding of how information asymmetry affect
capital structure of Taiwan-listed companies. Consistent with signal factor hypothesis,
dual issuers offset the deviation from the target resulting from accumulation of earnings
of both debt and equity. Based on the capital structure and structural equation
theories, a parsimony model called the named signal factor hypothesis is hereby
proposed. Following the seminal research of Chang, Lee, & Lee (2008), an
empirical study is tested by using the structural equation modeling (SEM) technique
in the nonfinancial industries of Taiwan-listed companies. In the first stage, in
accordance with the literature reviews of the capital structure, we initially identified
seven determinants and then divided these into two categories: "real factors," which
are representatives of the company's actual management, profitability and growth
conditions, including profitability; debt-paying ability, growth, and "signal factors,"
including, tangible assets, firm size, dividend policy, industry. With the capital
structure measured by the book ratio of total debt to the market total asset, our
results show that the real factors are the most important determinant of capital
structure choice in Taiwan-listed companies .

Key Words: capital structure, trade off theory, pecking order theory, signal factor

hypothesis, structural equation modeling.
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A A RIE 2 e B H UG TR P RE - 5 (2011) 7
# 213 5LF)F (signal factors )& F B %1% (real factors )2 3 AFE A (tanglblhty
of assets) v o F A (firm size ) ~ % F15c i (dividend policy ) £2 2 # %] (industry )
< F & TRHEWEFE > A B 4 (profitability ) ~ = £ 4 (growth) £
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* %1 (optimal capital structure) 2. 3 22 P 7~ BB FEFT 5 o
FEREPN T “ﬁ?“’%ﬁrfPﬂéﬁ LERA LT R %Z%ﬁﬁ
}ié‘?v'j*fé"f'ﬁ PP EARE Y RRE R SR o g A PR EAET AT
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B d) 2R E *ﬁb%ﬁﬂ R A - BEASEOER B TiE A
Bl 2 FH FehF) R MG

Avps 0 B L RIEH O R RR R E L TR SR
ZREFHRBFEST R A2 27 S

e

MR v F A2 7 p Modigliani & Miller (1958) ko sl RE &
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1984) - @ F AR ESTFALL —Erifusls,\?‘k 5 g 55;51} 2 Y57 0 4 Leland
(1994) ; Hovakimian, Opler, & Titman (2001 ) ; Flannery & Rangan (2006) LLE
FOoREANIEFEATIL T ARFAUN  ERERF RS T R 2 -
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Lee, & Lee (2008) ¥ Azl » scfl* i fe s (FF AT AE 2% o 8
? Titman & Wessels (1988) { BicF *’}%‘:’ﬂ]ﬁ‘. SHEENFLZARP 2B E
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B2 78 Maddala & Nimalendran (1996 ) ¥? Chang, Lee, & Lee (2008 ) ‘& i3k 14
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SR AR A - JEEE D %ﬂii,—w? o SRR e N b S A
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W1 MIMIC #:3:% (Joreskog & Goldberger, 1975)

7 %]t Chang, Lee, & Lee (2008) pool data 22 MIMIC 5% » A2 > & I F

kAT F1 % P SEM 2 full model » e B 7 e » Fou % 4445 B 82 4 % 6§ s
FARSE o Tt A KR L HTE U T ARHES SEM AR R R g ko 4R
HEASHAITFZLEAAFLFIEM G 2 0o ?ﬂibﬁﬁﬁﬁipﬁﬂ
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(&) EBRBREIATASES (xo) S 52 B2 BEAREL 2PR

B (&e) ’ﬁfﬁ’*%ﬂtwﬁfﬁ (xm) C R I B EA %ﬁiaﬁ BEA (&)
BRREIFATFTAGLT A I (x) 0 %~ B 2B RHG R PI5ie i (&) o
HR2RE A EF (xp) % Iﬁaﬁ”i?' 1% (xi3) 3 M2 /EE PR T AR
(np) » BRZRE: FRFAY (y) » RIZHFZEELRK L™ ¢

= ﬂ’yl {771 1 & (2)

x| [4 0 0 0 0 0] 6, ]

5| |Ah 0O 0 0 0 0 5,

x| |4 0 0 0 0 0 5,

x| |4, O 0 0 0 0] _ |6

x| |4, 0 0 0 0 0 g 5,

x| |4, 0 0 0 0 0 % 5,

X |={0 4, 0 0 0 0 an 5, (3)

X, 0 4, 0 0 0 0 . 5,

X, 0O 0 A4, 0 0 0 s 5,

X 0o 0 0 A4, 0 0 Lo S

x,|] |0 0 0 0 4, 0 5,

x| [0 0 0 0 0 A, 5,

x| [0 0 0 0 0 A 5, ]
m=0&+705+18+78 78 +ré +¢ 4

FAR(6) B ARN(T) AW G A 2 G Rl PIE R S AENEO) BB
fﬁ_fs_‘\‘ rd pt ¥ B SEM ¥ iig—'—]‘,% BlIE T ZF 2 Fe'.“‘m%ﬁ&r’aé Do NP S s Rl o 223
(simutaneously ) # ™ #t & (Titman & Wessels, 1988) ° i&7 ¥ 11 k5% ¥ 2 P&
i Bforck 0 BT BRI EFAMEFE FIRILA T o

A PLS E- BF 4 hst A5 B0 @ ¥ MR ATHAE A A2
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(principal component analysis) % £ |4p & 4 47 (canonical correlation) 4 47 i+
(Wold,1974; 1982; 1985 ) > i7#p e = 377 % ¢ 3 'a"‘ﬁ_‘? F kM R 3 4
1 EC-PLSRILL 1KF n 2¥ikdy g BFIREE S V= (yr,y2 0yt o p B
PR E Xop= (X, X2, o, Xp) 2 B T3 2 A8 A X fo YV ¢ X5
XAt e ou ARPEA BRARERENTABERI(D) G frou, BEET A
BT LR T ARBETN Q) foou, AR MARR R SEF B S o PLS ¥ &
fafB B ehg L it (Chin, 1998) » & U gt H @ SEM A 457 2 i * * 4
oy oo Fpt A2 g% PLS Kk pE WV ETE#EPN - R (internal
consistency ) ~ Jza?th (convergent validity ) ¥2 % w|»x & (discriminate validity )

SR RERATAR BN ER
(=) FRBHATAR

Rajan & Zingales (1995) 45 1! § » B HA T F1% 5 7 flj?fa’ x% RN
(investment opportunities ) » /T*ﬂ»\%\ s PR E AR A o AP RAE
DML TR TR A R E A e
1 &4

BAlw A Adp & 4 Flor L kA
BB FIE A A4 o dom il > fE L FF Y
B L oA gl 4 B M 2
% o » F]p Kester (1986) ~ Friend & Lang (1988 ) ~ Titman & Wessels ( 1988) ~
Garvey & Hanka (1999) £ Booth et al. (2001) 2. #/A 7 5 HF R 1 E 5
AREFFGRETREF L FE - 1395 Myers & Majluf (1984) 2 g 3 =32
WO NPRER R - ORI ANBT B L ERET A EERE -
EfIg22d d W3 RIFFTEL 2P REUPNTE AT ETES K
ABFERT - FERASPARTEST LR LI BAAATLT & rﬂl“ﬁm
gﬁslﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁféﬁﬂﬁl“;ﬁ’@? e TORONHRAFIERL G o SFE
bl s S PR 2 d A BT ARHERET F e 2B e gt AR
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2. WA

GEEEFOEG LS Y SRR E R OMIR LT > £ F
FERRBERAZHR I FEFR2UBERT AP ¥4 2 2 24
ARFETERETT ARBEL S FEEFFEREPI AR TERIRT S
RlEEA2 P FALGHLF B L ArERIES i BFor bR
Lo Btk m s » EFFRMAL D RS Br v gy ig oo

FELEEGFR AL LED L2 r o BF P FFNA AR F
(current ratio ) * :# #>* & (quick ratio ) - Eriotis, Vasiliou, & Ventoura-Neokosmidi
(2007) MpEF R AT BB RS PINE £ d R R DL E T A DIE

£ (liquidity) &2 f vt & fAph » @t Jrg ind 4 - A B S5 EP &
HEFA BEFFTATEFLAY -
B H2: i HE RS § PP

3. =&

SEMER-BAPFELARE S RSB - B2 AR
E‘%ﬁﬁﬂﬁi$£iwib&%ﬁ%ﬁ%wigwM’ BoslAsE Hy ¥ A o
R FHALEFTTRE TSP L BRSSP G Rt
?ﬁ&gﬁi@.; ’éa‘p{ G fd RES I N FRTSAANEEIRBRT S A
REFTRAAREER LG Ly R E'ﬁ. & 4B o Kester (1986) 22
Brigham&Gapenski(1997) W2 G N K EP-h R Rt R F £ R

FEANMTORAT £ ﬁﬁfmﬁﬁkiﬂ"%ﬁ%xmﬁiﬁﬁﬁggw
FARF O FPLIEPFHIT e R PRF ) FoRE o 2P LA > H
AR AR AR R WAL B FA R ARG S P AR
P g vk aAph o Rt EAEKE NN AL RS AER
ETESE R

Fhor T g AR A G ¥ LR f 4 Goyal, Lehn, & Racic
(2002) 45 hiz™ K F 3 & J(underinvestment)l;’i’ri@ B # 7 ,(overinvestment )
B AI2d KR BT A rEAKRT KA F R A - AR T Y
EAE N Fﬁ%{a"‘?xkl‘*’}’;{{oﬂt*"‘”}ﬁﬁﬂ’h%\"a\ MARE 20 o P AR e 35
FAERPCEG S AR MM O F *i*ﬂr&iﬁé R UELERKT R
BEF AR R o (e R S AR 2 7RG P (NIRRT
BEz2 %) 7 RA T EFRGET A SR8 2 G EH S ST

PRYRBERRET S ALRE W%**@a&%7ﬂioﬂ&’ﬂﬂﬂ$& ?
WAL FERT O A EEHTASHELBFIL 0 o A RE o A R
TR
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B H3: Tt ¢4 S ERHTARET Lo 2 BP - TR fHH2

FoAEAMHETABHEI L AL e 2 BE B - L MFRATHY -
S PR

CERB RIS TR T A KSRGS SR I P 2D B YT
g - R P AR N I R 8 o 827X Kester (1986 ) ~ Titman & Wessels (1988 ) %
FR CPREHEERGF 2 EFD) 5 %35@3 » ¥ Marsh (1982) -~ Masulis &
Korwar (1986) ¥ Asquith & Mullins (1986) 2 F#EF 7 » HF R » LY F 7k ~ 2
g#ﬁ,ﬁ_ﬁﬂlgi\g—:ﬂi’}#i%@*ﬁ%ﬂ;’iiayﬁﬁﬂ e PFPRA (P E)
HAFRFT F - AEXFT 5T %%iipﬁ'—’ DFRBEAR S 0 BEART A
Jj*uiLﬁa Zlo Flm A% LAY ENE c FROPRPRAARBEIFFELIRE

Wi

%@%xﬁﬁﬁp s LT W AR EH B Q‘?’;‘;;gi;}gﬂ,ja_#g_ggjuglﬁgé‘,ﬁﬁé
”°ﬁ>j%ﬁﬁ¢%$?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ§°#*¢ﬁﬁ”1ﬁﬁ:
B HAC 2P RICHT AR L e W -

5. 3MFTARE
Jensen & Mecking (1976) % Barnea, Haugen, & Senbet (1981) 4 %] 12 X352 =

A& (cost of agent) & FM 7 HABENF > RN DT EFE M LT A LB
&%%ﬁ’%ﬁégwg$iﬁ4o%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ;m AF AP PEE BT G

PR BRI A F]Pt N FF e R Ry F AAR S o RIE G A AR
BRI 2P B§ m%i/i)r:krs ° 4t b 5 Scott (1977) &% i | » B¢
BOPEF T ATARP B ET M E 27 %2 7+ (secured debt) >
ﬁ—\?Hé%v%%4$?u%ﬂ§§%#§é£@%@04ﬁ%;ﬁ#?é
PRz @b P8 FafirE QR GRIK O B FPRRIERS R FR
APRRNTEGO SN R ET R K PR TATP G ol
TrApRE e
B HS 3 T AR EHTARHEF w2 B

6. EAIFRK

Miller & Modigliani (1961) 3% & B2 5% § HF 4 E X JIsc Lee FenFap 7 o
ARl AS L HEF NI F > F LG R d Nl s & o 2 Naranjo
Nimalendra & Ryngaert (1998) 2% 5 " & 3R 4 5 € S F 4] endif 4o m 3 > %Al
HE7 5 F-BBEERFT AN d L gy AP A RFHEET L
AR FRBEE N ST ARFARRT FOF M o F 5T RS - AR
FLFE 0 AR Rl fza‘\ﬁ—g rEHT AP BE

L
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7. A%y
Bradley (1984) ;\H PRAERFOTASHERE s AEFLE A LR FE
BAACERRE AT ARRALE  F UM S oFABBhsahhAn

Foor AR RWE RN G%&”“— BT R e gle Bt A% 55 3 & (2006 )

11%?‘2#’%‘—,&/’7\%?,:"#- F?_,:*'%’l'jé\?”r}g VJJf#mj\‘!’vé?&;q‘—"%
%ﬁéioﬂ”ﬁaﬁéﬁiﬂé PAERHTART HES P T AR L
'—k_,:]_ B A o

%

1K
ﬁﬁfﬂ-;ﬂ@%ﬁ‘ﬁ#’é 4T
FEALUHTABHIHT LB

(=) REFF ER
PR PRI R B i S

‘QH-'
—i
o
E-D
~”§‘§’

B FREG S

T OWE S SRS SIE S AT I A
&

2. BERARSTFEAFIHEERLET AR o

300 BRI AEF TR HHARRA e H e (MEAR F 2 R
B0 1999) 0 2 B ERFALFBARRE R RERE P EER
FoaATH R EERET A HAARA R ed g

4. BRK RIS AEE G ﬁiﬁ;ﬁgﬁcmi‘gﬁc (Jensen & Mecking, 1976 ) » ]y 5
FRESPATH EEFRFARH en B U F3 RS-

5. FIEERFAEAAMBEAY A ZBERABERT 2TATHEE
WE RTAR R S n T ALK B e o

6. BREHE S AEPATEL S S AL T SHFARR K 4o @ 5 4 (Flannery
& Rangan, 2006; Byoun, 2008 ) »

7. FIRIZAAEF TN HHEAARA A B HBERBE S AET A
HALARR B 4o @ 3 4c (Flannery & Rangan, 2006; Byoun, 2008 )

o D PRFAR AP NBT S FRER AR TG IILLEE A

BAEESTDpd RETE I RFTLZWHRT BT RZBBFTEAET J LT B
value

(equilibrium ) —Ff]‘ DORTHEGFEEEEG E( MAR gty ; marginal value of new debts )

. ) . ‘ A value

ENATHBEEFLEERE ( equities - marginal value of new equities ) 2. 32{+2kL
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value  NfAR value
( MARdebts = el]umes ﬂ; ﬂ‘»ﬁﬂi =® 7}%‘,‘ hL'— l—-—\ T

oV +B+a-B-b-B-c-B*)_ o,y +E-e-E~i-E)
0B OF

43N (5) T4

)

l+a-b—-2cB=1-e—i. (6)

2

B oV # AFTHBT D EERE B 2 ATHEFRTRIE S a 7 ik

bLATHEBEFRT > Al e AMIBAEIAGEE FATHIELRT A o
FATHEERT S A GBI TR HHRR GURLFE B A

& Majluf, 1984) ;b>e>i 33243 0% & 100% 2 & -

) > 2 b<e(Myers

d 3 EN6) PRNAGT ARSI - BB XF R HERAR AT
e AR RIATHIBE BT L EMAFAR] > f FFAVARF o R F QT pEAR
RARE  RITRAHAERR [ €% MM BEIRTLEAAS § 84
ReE AR I G RN A 2 B LA A
LB F NIRRT RETE MO PRI A AT R fe2 bk RE-K (Stulz, 1999) o
WREFBT S A MG B ATHEEIRE LG

e ¥

F
ﬁ

e
oo
g S

o

Fob o i U BT 0 2 B ) F BT

Bi— 1 T HFARARRS A TARF RS TES > AT AR
B - A RARIA ARSI S T B BT AR
F oo

180 Wl %f *@ HAAZR RS > ABLFRRES RS TARHEY - B2

TAF LR LARFZET REGERZ FREPER
o A MHT A 2w B

Bz D A HAARRR S > SIA AR ET AR ORE DS
ARG AR TH GRS e B PRAR T R
J#ﬁmogéqzﬁﬁﬁg%ﬁ,%ﬁﬁgﬁw%ﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁi
N (f e Fmpr) @ I A2 p455 5 52 A 4o
(PR FRE) AN E ERA S RH 4 FPLFI
AR ARG > B S ALRAR] o

BT L A HAALAE R > NI AR 0 A7 BT RS

FAENO)FTL N2 A F e d B EREE (2008) FEM o Welch (2004) 335 "% & W 28 I R SR
(stockreturn) 3 AT F A G2 €& FF » e A2 2 AP 7 0 K E ,Hégw;;ﬂr ﬁuﬁz‘v v
_L

(D) ATBFFAEHE2ERFF () 3@ FFA RPEREFT AL L8 RT -
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\ﬁil
N
Sh

i
¥

A

’

&
=
A

0 R AR A TR R 2 A & AT
%:ré Hw %%*ﬂ%’“’w*ﬂ%ﬂ,ﬁﬁ*m@ﬁéo

BRI PR FTAHAEEARS > AT HERFEREE  BERT S A3
do s B PE N IE A0 A S 4o o ,-ﬁ—,;ﬁc} RESfrAmpEig FI R FA
b T RBHE) <R TS P -

B D s P ARHEARARES > PIRFT ASED LT AR

T

Fama & French (2005) 323 & 2 @ R A5 PHZE L T2 HR I 7R R
TR EER TR R o Ao ﬁé Mg 3835 ¢ 5+ (the pecking order is
dead) ; = ,T&{P FHED L EFTABEORARSLL R LT E - KA o g
ST RET S TP LERST R EL TN HA A o T ;}5@-—?«‘“,,@}%
}.@{@}Vﬁ*? SRNZBEOEAREL c BT Rk A UHMBARAREA T 0
BV 1L TR S R A3k (Fornell, 1987) ¢ ang s 25t o ©u A
= > Hc] (full model) SRIEAFT T T 2 MELFIF Bl > AMELFIH 332 T
LUk oy e S A ﬁéﬁ EFITFA, ) LAY K] (latent growth
model, LGM; Muthén, 1991 ) §F &M ~ H-4'E ‘fﬁl 7 ﬂ\‘éﬁfﬁl TR (B2
s Line4; Line 5) ¥ & 432 (%] 2> & Line 1; Line 2) » i fé 14 .f:“ﬁ*f#"% A2 oSN 2
WP FABRATLFF R RET AR ER SERETT L T T AR
7o ehi# i 47 | (the transmission of capital structure policy ) °
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100% & fit & Lt

ﬁﬂﬂ
iE ~"s‘ /v Line ], ﬁ'{'v'?— . mw>0
A ‘”-,
..L “‘\ /
. 5 7 v Line 2; 4% : my>0
RilE R s W - et s
e ® ~ ; = r\‘ » Line 3; 4+ & : mp=0
I = > 5 ‘“‘ :
X 3 7 ~“. “ALine 4; # %  m<0
o
W ‘~.‘L' -+ R T
ine 5; 4% | m<0
0]

0% % it 7 A& Ik
B2 ASLF R B - A SRR

THERFE | EiAL RS

W3 A~ Z #s
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1 RIEREIFICYTHE 2 ¢
ARk RE Rk AR 2k
A A EEFP S (x) = (RSEJILLES) Titman & Wessels
(<) x100% e (1988);
EERPF () = (FABHERAEE) ARA SR L ks
(FHEFIE)  x100% - (1992)
FARMF(x;) = (en LodrgwEgl  Rajan & Zingales
(fa 4% /3 ¥o% & AT x100% ° (1995) ; Berger et al.
3 e (1997) ; Booth et al.
FAFPE(x,) = (]l 11444 (2001) 5
(f%f; A ><(1—25%)) /T ié?éﬁ%%? BN N (2005)
¥ x100% ©
FAIFPF(x5) = (Fis Lo a4
(ffs [T 3T A g%a)XIOO%
%] 3 )
FFH (x) =[(FREA—FBDLA])
APTECIRSdE: FER]S
% x100% o
i & o F (x) = (B F AR F) Aghion & Boton (1992 ) ;
(&) x100% o Eriotis, Vasiliou, &
@tk (xg) =[(in#F A-73 [ -5 (408 Ventoura-Neokosmidi
HuasFa) e p g (2007)
1x100% e
* £ M BEAFLF = (RFARFI/2 £ FP  Fama & French (2002) ;
(&3) (x9) BEA) x100% o Chang, Lee, & Lee
(2009)
P R & @t (x70) =¥ % (12/31) ehA B EH Rajan & Zingales( 1995 );
(&) oo @i p b 740 Boothetal. (2001) ;
L% e Fama & French (2002) ;
B Fattouh et al. (2005) ;
Gaud et al. (2005)
FUAFARE HALFTAL =(HAzFA /8F4A) Titman & Wessels
B (&) FAY (x1) x100% o (1988) ;Gaud et al.
(2005)
AR R (&) AUz F =[ (m&%A] L L% 4]) Miller & Modigliani
) (x12) /% KD E]x100% o (1961) ; ##¥ ~
N T E Lk (1992);
( %ﬂ: ) i?&fﬁﬂ FRTE) gme.grd e w
% i ° (2001)
FEFE L0 Rk
2% AEFY (x,)  ATFE0 LI E=D é;if;i;i S8 (2006);
(2009)
AR ERR A (/5 ARE) 3 pEE -~ Be 4 (2005);
(1) (y1) X100%° FARGE=(R 2R F BT -Fe R
fErEG B ERD B)e  (2001) ; REE %

(2008 )

ER B FEATRTHE LR
a: "’v F B ARHE(n Y m)L R FAEE
R ] ’l‘ﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬁ'&xbﬁﬁép“f ERT

T

PRV
v /%ﬁ" TFTIR o

N r{j\?l/'f}g_ﬂ
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# & (Miller & Chen, 1996) > e PLS #F AL AL & 7 & o »
o 1 R 2 P e i -



ARCRM TR A~ TR, o~ TEl, ~ T FARE, -
o PARp, M TRl TR AR TE AR AP A AR
B (4ot (1) o d WL BAFHRAL I T RIE eruﬂsas@— R 2
Mitdg Rt v P B 7 g o Fl A TR B4R R T LR ZE 2R
gmﬂﬁaloapﬁﬁﬁrﬂmﬁ@%ﬁﬁ§%@3%ﬁ:&ﬁHhH%H%
H4 ~ H5 22 H6 #~ 4 F Sz 2 B -

AL HEHTH
(-) A%

AT LB P IFAIHE RRE ER AR DD T A SR
%%ﬁﬁﬁzﬁw&mg«EﬁﬁAigggﬁg$?¢gﬁ§ﬁ,wkg B

CEI v P eh T & %4 (Rajan & Zingales, 1995) F]t » 24 i -4 Rajan & Zingales
(1995) 22 Fama & French (2005) z_ {¥;% » x & ¢ 7| f ERUFES NP -

Z) FHRXRE

REPOSETRLE KRS S Z_,k?»a‘rs‘ﬁ ( Taiwan Economic Journal,
TE))o 2T H* S8 27 @ F 2 2 4?[% » FooRl g B4 PLE_2006 &
i2%8ﬁ’%@%?3ﬁﬁfﬂ§%@%;1%9iﬁ$g¢ou4§%&wm
BOEFMHAAAR ) (RFH MY * 2 40> 2005) £ 005 27% 2218 27%
B s FRE (Kelley, 1939; Cureton, 1957 ) FJM 2 #7330 B~ S8 3 o720 ¢
M RABAENS P T NRERE TR PR ERY EY S 2P
B ERMIEETTAH c FHEI K YR T A (cross-section) R4 7R F AL EL AL
€F AMAE > BB o FlPt o SRR FTHROEAPIOEIRS > A FRERR
oo TAORH 2 EMTH (pooleddata) chE o e h > 2 FF 7258 5 5
AL AP AE Y 2P WH 2006 1 2008 £ RAIFFEEAZ ERTF
s RA# > & d Excel 2 Spss & B3 E D A& fepd jo P R4 z}l»:fﬁ £ #ic
Boo 15 e EBHT R  E Y SmartPLS 2.0 #0853t Sl HHAEF R E %

A

)

® % #if LF (capital adequacy ratio) : 42i7#F 2 p § F A LG R RALT R R 0 o
2001 & K17 % F RN R RO AT R L R %uFo
TR GBI AP S 2P e mA ¥ -



278~
iéﬁﬁfﬁiépﬁﬁ%%ﬁ?%ﬁ*%ﬁ@ﬁ?wﬁﬁ’p%? ey
Ao T S L A FRA (1) & £ & paneldata A 4755 % 5 (2) %73 £ & pooled
data & 47582 % o

SRR B R B AR

4% 2 2006-2008 # T+ £+ 27% = # 2 cross loadings %] &5

®1 #F FEE wfl AR 2@ F4

i w4 R OFA AW BE
E SR 0.8000 0.1593 0.2406 02438 -0.1276 0.1393 -0.3410
(; ’:’; mul & (A
ﬁg}jiﬁﬁ,"(ﬁ 0.8005 0.1593 02399 0.2457 -0.1257 0.1407 -0.3448

%

AR (f 0.9453 03324 0.4075 03434 0.0028 0.3003 -0.4073
T 4, ;P—rg’ gu)
= y ‘%
f%;‘j?f (P 00492 03489 04170 03625 -0.1721 02634 -0.4035
NN v
= Z A X (Fp
P “ffﬁ,leTL 0.9470 03336 0.4122 03305 0.0198 0.3090 -0.4082
L ATE)
B F AR 0.6587 02087 0.4186 02086 -0.1644 0.5955 -0.2021
o AR 02964 0.9969 0.0333 0.1330 -0.1352 -0.0212 -0.5308
#det 5 03158  0.9968 0.0216 0.1543 -0.1422 -0.0083 -0.5189
LEAFE S 04094 00276 1.0000 -0.0312 0.0166 02257 0.0229
ATEA S 03567 0.1174 0.0212 09711 -0.2150 -0.0798 -0.1029
W& A 03254 0.1564 -0.0631 0.9888 -0.2289 -0.0633 -0.1648
T »:‘1 Xg '&X
;?:}F =P 00,0982 -0.1391  0.0166 -0.2276 1.0000 0.0844 0.0145
T

0.3110 -0.0149 0.2257 -0.0709 0.0844 1.0000 -0.0250

TN
~ah
R
[

-0.4200 -0.5266 0.0229 -0.1436 0.0145 -0.0250 1.0000

W

DA f R Fl R AR Y SmartPLS 2.0 graie 7 Rt -

oy

&< 4]* SmartPLS 2.0 (Ringle, Wende, & Will, 2005 ) #c 58 &= 3+ ip| £ % #cit &
? Fie 2 F1F f 7 & (factorloading) 5 H ¥ » fHhipe L2 FlF fFE > A48
HwH e g L5 22 F1F f F 2 (crossloading) o p* 7 2| B4 6 2 22K - 2t fEo%
R A5 fearrc R (convergent validity) % % %|»z/& (discriminant validity) » # &
Pl - o 2 RIZREATFT LI U g 2 R BB e F1E o Joat
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ek Lop s P AP MAZA £ 3

3 5?];1_3&1’]‘

2006) °d % 2

7

“~

DR

Gedp HE o AR MR AZ AR & 1L o
FlRpFEFE S 0650 4 Hi s -
B3 060 Rl A PR F R HTR 2
2006-2008 & T+ ¥ 27%

- 45 o

3‘;‘]1‘%\ TR FE A =3
rf('-u:)ii(Thompson Compeau, & Higgins,

3R q%é,{az%\ ’%ﬂ'x
=

TR ZRIEREELERDRFFEITROCRE R RE Z & R 7 e
RO B R W ATR o
N A VR S

4 3 2006-2008 # % & B panel data 2 pool data ﬁ”&ﬁfi;\ RIS ik 3

2006& (& %) T3 EH27% T3 £1527% T EH2TY% AT S i,g,27%
HItgli 4 7 F 2% -0.689(5.207) -0.349(2.632)™  -0.266(0.800) -0.346(2.767)""
H2: i d ? A -0399(5.570)  -0.607(10.940)""  -0.446(6.247)"" -0.610(11.439)""
H3:& &4 7F A4 02432416)  0.110(1.060) 0.156(1.053) 0.104(1.063)
He:2 @3 7 F 284 0150(1.772)7  0.042(0.573) 0.033(0.457) 0.046(0.616)
H5:3 2354 T F~BH#  -0.125(1.824)"  -0225(2.843)™"  0.007(0.068) -0.2202.571)""
H6:mflsc & > F A% 0.036(0.451) 0.007(0.057) -0.179(1.459)° 0.014(0.104)
FARHELR 0.649 0.474 0.331 0.471

2007 & ( Bk ) T3 E£527% TFE£1527% T I ER2% AT T EE27%
HI1: &1 4% > F A -0455(3.398)77  -0.286(1.652)" -0.449(1.504)" -0.209(1.557)"
H2: a4 —>FA%HE -0.3983.875)  -0.654(8.392)"  -0.283(3.900)"" -0.546(8.833)"
H3: & £ 4+ > FALH 0.134(1.607)7  0.302(2.605) 0.349(2.627)""  -0.024(0.206)
H4: = @548 > F A% 0.0650.834)  -0.067(1.134) -0.031(0.446) -0.040(0.539)
H5:3 A7 A —>FA%H  -0.042(0.444) 0.048(0.532) -0.035(0.259) 0.049(0.436)
H6: s flpc il —>F A% 0.107(0.810) 0.102(0.878) -0.113(0.803) 0.078(0.790)
FABHELR 0.413 0.470 0.260 0.415

2008 (& $rc%k ) 23 EH27% T3 £1527% 2R3 E527% imw?mm%
HIDgEAli 4 > F A8 -0259(1.323)° -0.209(1.451)" -0.452(1.636)" -0.437(3.340)""
H2: a4 D> F 28 -03754.816) -0.546(8.666)"  -0.214(2.488)"" -0.392(5.124)™"
H3: & £ 4 = FALH 03052.611)7  -0.024(0.186) 0.459(3.577)"" 0.056(0.630)
HA: 2 P 540 —> FA%4  0.03300430)  -0.040(0.530) 0.058(0.645) 0.050(0.363)
H5:5 5 A —>F *%4#  -0.046(0.430) 0.049(0.431) 0.016(0.152) -0.130(1.334)"
H6: R Al5e i > F A% 0.0250.194) 0.078(0.748) -0.020(0.146) -0.019(0.177)
FARHELR 0.263 0415 0.200 0.324
2006-2008# (% ek ) T3 EH27% T3 £1527% 2T I ER2% AT T E1E27%
Hl: gl 4 — ? AR -0.415(3.250)"  -0.368(2.934)"  -0.348(1.536)" -0.245(2.219)"
H2: a4 > FAHE -0422(4.605)  -0.553(9.508)""  -0.214(3.669)"" -0.396(5.968)""
H3: & E 4 = FALHE 019324257 0.1692.011)" 0.318(2.831)" 0.079(1.108)
H4: 2 P840 > F A% 0.0650.801)  -0.031(0.725) 0.012(0.221) -0.020(0.295)
HS:3 A —>FAEHE -0.082(1.256) 0.057(0.840) -0.009(0.099) -0.118(1.637)"
H6: % flse k. > F A% 0.052(0.509) 0.093(1.508) " -0.103(0.975) -0.081(1.053)
TR 0.391 0.459 0.189 0.240

I (FEF)N 5 t-value o

* Rk REE N
, o, A ]

#EPEF-LE 0.10,0.050.01 -
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BRI 2Bl 7 ¥ RV GG T2 s D BEA
RY e [ B 5e B > @ ¢ R IR 1 g @ﬂﬁlijl(ﬁﬁf%ﬁ B B A
PR e T T R A PR R AR BN o B BRI R BRIES
ot BEL (BRARE) 77 A Aﬁﬁ*ﬂ’%ﬁ%k B2 L TR
TR— B A B EF R B A EAR S - R AP ETR AR s EAR]
A& B sk 4% o £ Cohen (1988) =& AR LB (b (Al ek 25
Bdpthe R RS BcG R E 0.1 =+ B33 Rtk (weakeffect) 503 =+
P B rx% (moderate effect) ;0.5 = + >3 & »c% (strong effect) » % 3 =
%57 2006-2008 & £ i R RREHCC BT Gl R a4 o
(=) FEFARRT 2 RHE2EE
1. Eflae 4
d 43 FERREF I ATAREHL 20 (FF
T e 20 (HPFFREL 27%) BIEFRFLBE oA Y
&f Jﬁ%p\“m?i%ﬁﬁj? FREFLLAPRL LT R0 R
e A EY o EJIN A AR L 2P G AR S 2 BT F 4 (retained
earnings ) ° L 2 & M AL R N FRF £ 00 E K f o (Myers, 1984; Brealey
& Myers, 1984; Myers & Majluf, 1984 ) - F]yt > d >+ 2006 & 1 2008 & = i &
R $F 25457 fo 85 &% B Hl- R gl 4 2 85
TR T AT IHAELLSD - ¢ & SFH Y o

4
;

b

2. =&

Dittmar & Mahrt-Smith (2007) & P T FH2> 2 ¥ ¥ d B ERE 0 -
BESHY fa~x“ pdIREMEZRF BRI pERL NN o
4ﬂ&§#m@ﬁ149‘ww%%’»wﬁ%%%*m¢ﬂ?%€’&%

THERRFEFAEE  EA BT S ARMAEGRE o F 0 FEPEHET
a%ﬁkéﬁf—é?ii’y BEr-R8 (£3) P &E7 BR H3-

3. A
FRAAHFTATHE ST LTHF L BT L FFTRART HfE P
FRELAED A HHET B H2o
(=) 2R 2R T
2 ® 2/ (cross validation ) LERRR AR B A~ & B8 (scenario)
éﬂibdﬁﬂﬁiLS BHEEAY - BREHA AT BHRAST bR
EAFNRY FRARDER > CRE A RFRT R UL RR > VRS R

AR - fiHe T o R AR PA F T stk - 41t (validity generalization )
20
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E—f‘]é‘é% ,Zﬂi"ﬁﬂlkfiﬁiliﬂﬁjﬁﬁpﬂ.ﬁ’uv l
A2 B o A3 L 20062008 & & fi%’f%ﬁﬁf'\ u"‘@t‘*’ﬁ*% ¥
4 LTERT FoE R BT J20% i e sk X R PR o

(2) FoHgepagnd

Chin (1998) % w p\ 4L R R 0.67 1—; % 77 ﬁa’% it EER
(substantial ) ; 0.33 = + 5 if & ¢ (moderate) ; 0.19 =+ % 33 ;7% (weak) “%
B oo T ,Wﬁ;ﬁ”$r‘]-§% 2“’«’:*" 03 %\7[‘)?4: i 3 iE > 2006-2008 ;é--&)i'ﬁ.\j\
B B 4 (R A 4540 0.3 37 f# & 4 7 4+ 2006-2008 # pool data
e
-

3P FREA B L8N E o

ZORIEHS P ARHERE  RELTIR A

& (reliability) ~»z& (validity) & Pl 1 & “1 & ehig it > & 4p
2 EE A i R N T - C T A H Pl € %% - kM (consistency ) 2 4% €L
(stability) > #73f p 38— K ]“i;I* Ll P - FlR 2R ERET T oMy 58
M TR A SPAURI R & oD FEfE
# fﬂ—% A A7 T A R & Jfg‘_‘;t S ﬁ‘—-f”%&‘;f?i;f T g —?F]%L ) 4 q} ﬂ;i?f,
FlEPN ez IR AT AR ARG o A ERRIE RGP RApihy SR
A& (construct reliability, CR ) £ T 353 B~ B (average variance extracted, AVE) =
ﬁé:}%’fﬂ. o BRI N Bk TR A R Li‘fﬁi% » H g g <3 0.50 2 F
(Raines-Eudy, 2000) - & 2 & & & 2 & ¥ 2032 g@iry PIE ¥ 8L % f‘/ﬁf?ﬁiﬁi
B BEGRARR A AP RIEARF - AVE & #Eiﬂ*’“/?‘lﬁ 3‘@%“1}1 RE
P Ty RIE RBARE AR BT FRRE LR REE (B ﬁ*%f"z‘ﬂﬂl £
FFELRRE) 20 FEPRHREET 05 o PIE TR /?* :‘ﬁ”zb#ﬁﬁﬁaz
BRdes AL 6 R R JCROLR o
GHEe P ES TR RLRE PR 6 LR WL R RS
& (construct validity) - @ BTk e A RIE 1 R ARIT - B R fEG
BE AT A G lra R &R S xR (convergent validity ) ™ 2 ® W] 2% &
(discriminant validity ) » A BB xR 2 &S+ » * % & BHEP¥ L & R 2. panel
data iF€ 45 E > BB E R 2 pooled data B E 5 R 25T E » ¥k TR E & 2 -

R BT S B BELR o o
(-) GRZ#
AEL PRI EE R KE AR Aok 4 o ’"Lr}a W chie £ & R

% %50 L @ (Raines-Eudy, 2000) » &5 B] 8 4 L) 28— R 2 4F o
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(=) RE%RHE
FRIBER-HEFFZRIBHENTIE L FE AP AT K
AL I i?&'éiffli}’a— Wm b S ETT RS B RE R o ARl
$dc2 F1 & p R~ ¥ 045 (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993) © F & s B Sk 7 1L
202 P EE - HEAT RERAHL BUFELRA AR LFE (L) 0 20
~ »+ Joreskog & Sorbom (1993) #7i# d enf® ﬁ?:m 0.45 > B 7 #14 BRI F T
FRH B AR o LY £ 4 ¢ 7 240 2006-2008 £ & pool data
PR RE T 4 N & B r”:’i?' R 2 TBH5PHRE
o L - BT EaE B’»%ﬂﬂﬂ DML 0.5 wmp MFF T %R £ ’;“,_:._i_}\%*#ﬁ,’ Y
RAAF L R PEFLATROZEL S LA A RRERT ORI LA
TR ATIE BRG] 50% M TETARERAERE LG - T 2
{23 (Hairetal, 1998) o Bt T4 f2 0P| & $ iz £ 044 M7 5 3 50%
TR R RIBEFAL  mT A LA rE LTy SR G R E R s
f#_z&;;}i 0

# 4 2006-2008 # A& pool data Rl E W 2 H G RESZRE 4

2006-2008 & T3 E27% T3 EE2T% AT I ET2T% T T L27%
CR AVE CR AVE CR AVE CR  AVE
EA 0942  0.734 0977 0877 0967  0.830 0947 0.751
G 0.997 0994 0995 0.991 0996  0.992 0988 0.976
IS IPeEN 0980 0960 0982 0966 0958 0919 0945  0.896

irralpt 42 FlEE FE A SMARTPLS 2.03 8 B4 -
b: e s & (composite reliability ) * & 24 & -

c: );%ﬁl[’\ 1*« £ ’]‘#m s - BRIESE N AH - R

s FIQr e L BREEHR O TS 1.00 TH - B

FARBEXRTSO0

=] ?; 2 100% & -

3.7‘ ‘\z\:

\m\n \w\m

(2) ®u%R

1395 Fornell & Larcker (1981) 45 ) » 4p B Tk fciE "L 2 ié'aL FRFIHLIEERE
£ RRE m?*ﬁi@‘ih’“}%ﬁ'f’ff o ApM Gl RIT RS (hA 4G )
REFRWQ»R -FIB4 FlZ2 S EET 73 Heywoodcases EF o3t
g 4 2k %] (Anderson & Gerbing, 1998) = # A #c > | FREIEFR2E
MG APM Gl < 0 FERI AR E YR ¢ g 2 (Hair et el,
1998) 13454 5 2L FHT UF A BRILRISR *I#r,‘mjpu;gp R TR
IR A - B Tkn\éi' 13¥5 Fornell & Larcker (1981) 2 223 K & » {5 & ¥
TR FFRIPNE A0 a I e Bedphl oo F A 5 2 % WA dud
fRATRA PR R S RT L 2 EF B AT A N AE S
19 35 7 #_(theory driven ) & #7i& = 2 #75% > @ 3 ik I 5 % By ¥+ (data driven)
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#riE > 2 $o;8 (Hairetel., 1998)

%5 2006-2008 & % +#mﬂ%“4& %&\$%%£ﬁﬁmWMuﬁ%1

Rl = EAlx FrE BAlFER PR a4 GAFAE
R 1.000
EALa 4 0.409 0.734
FhRE 0.023 -0.420 1.000
EAlEK -0.031 0.344 -0.144 0.960
o PR 0.226 0.311 -0.025 -0.071 1.000
g a A 0.028 0.307 -0.527 0.144 -0.015 0.994
FHFA 0.017 -0.098 0.014 -0.228 0.084 -0.139 1.000

EEE N =R S I
O e SRS YL LY X

FRESHTIOERLIRT

dt AR Z A Al i ¢ BT OLS SRt % it 3 ¥ L Lok
KAz EHFARRERGHhip L (FRRE -~ AT > 1987) > ied *PLS
1% Bootstrap & * Heeni i AHETT 2 FEHA MG AR OER T AL R
AR EFRE &I A TR FREBRP - P d N EFT I EREFIRTRR
FERARFAZREAF FRIWNUFIfeF AR RELANBAIE  Flpt A or

IR (2006) 2z (%2 » B-H Lo S0 FEHELTIFEH T4 2 NE ¥w
e k®wAsTFEEATS ¥(& 1) m g% qu * e $% % # (dummy variable ) >
PR A (R RIE R Rk o 14 2006-2008 & 2 FAL ,Tﬁrsﬁi:}i’a,—ré_#-kﬁ? [
AFREBZHEMBT RRS BAF L IR TAHFERRAF > [ RFA 2

# 6 2006-2008 # & pool data F » % #-T 324 P-value
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