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Abstract: Based on the unbalanced panel data of 1074 annual samples of family firms from 2014 to 2018, this paper empirically
investigates the innovation investment level of the second generation successor after taking office from the perspective of the Differential
Order Pattern under local scenarios. The empirical study shows that the stronger the relationship between the incoming second gener-
ation and the outgoing first generation, which is depicted under the Differential Order Pattern centred upon the first generation, the
lower the innovation investment level after taking office of the successor. In further study of family business heterogeneity, the result
shows that the “retired but not retreat” of the outgoing generation strengthens the negative correlation between the Differential Order
Pattern and innovation input, that is, there is an inhibitory effect on innovation level. Political connection and non-family executive
intervention weaken the negative correlation between the Differential Order Pattern and innovation input, that is, they promotes the
level of innovation.
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Constant 1. 944 -0.188 1.929 -0.186
n.
onstan (0.689) ( -1.318) (0. 685) (-1.312)
Year 1% 4 1% 4 1% 4 1% 4
Industry Iz 4 Iz 4 Iz 4 Iz 4
Adj_R2 0. 435 0. 352 0.436 0. 351
N 1074 1074 1074 1074
EUTHR A EATAELYD 5% F10% KT RE LT PHMA LA

(=) REElr
1. ZREEERFENREERE

Tobit &8 7 L9 i B AR B & 4% RD _Income F1 RD_Asset 1%
A B Y49 A7 A6 2 ) A e 2 T 35 ) B4 Bk 2K 1) B, A% S Sy G Bk 2K i 8 % % 90, Davidson il MacKin-
non (2004 ) "1 K4 10 VLI % B RE 7E S b FR O #05E B4 (Censored ) , iy 1 77 £ 19 048 o #935 K
§% ( Censored Data) , 4 4 % B8 25 5t Ay BRI BRI, (8 FH) OLS ot 38 A Bf A b A7 4 1 [l 071, G ol 2 k41 3h 038
B A S, DRI AT RE S SO TR — B, e 5 R AR 4R A 1125 ( MLE ) Tobit 4 78 3 47 4b B ( Tobin,
1958 ) ) e gl it R A R 22 M0 32 PR O B AR B , 7 K5 I Tobit 8200 HE47 R MRG0, % S L 75

FEAE T A5 T 00 25 R4 B Z5 AT WL, Order (19 ZB0 B N1, 5 F IR LR E XS



55 12 1] XIF0, £ AUPR G K 5T R A 48T AR AH % ATKF B 5 87
F 4 Tobit HEIEIFLER
i % D ) 3) o
= RD_Income RD_Asset RD_Income RD_Asset
Orderl -0.048 -0.043
(-1.677) (-3.078)
Orderd -0.578" -0.397"
( -2.480) ( —4.823)
Si -0.361"" -0.060"" -0.365"" -0.056""
ize
( -2.876) ( -2.439) ( -2.915) ( -2.306)
-3. - -0. 464 -3. - -0.430
ROA 605 571
( -2.210) (-1.513) (-2.192) ( -1.410)
L -2.237"" 0. 042 -2.225"" 0. 068
ev
(-3.208) (0.314) (-3.199) (0.511)
) -0.591 -0.299° -0.555 -0.298"
Tangibles
(-0.722) (-1.825) (-0.682) (-1.842)
0.212" -0.003 0.212" -0.002
Cash
(1.834) (-0.143) (1.833) ( -0.084)
Cromih 0.015 -0.011 0.019 -0.007
row (0.093) ( -0.356) (0.112) ( -0.235)
A -0.083 " -0.002 -0.082"" -0.001

e
g ( -4.353) (-0.656) (-4.275) (-0.360)
Tonl -0.004 -0.005 " -0.004 -0.005 """
o,

P (-0.575) (-3.028) (-0.543) ( -3.056)
Ind -3.371" -0.264 -3.381" -0.270
e ( -1.880) ( -0.730) (-1.887) ( -0.749)

0.759 " 0. 007 0.759 " 0. 009
TMsalary
(4.405) (0.204) (4.412) (0.265)
2.679 -1.439™ 2.753 -1.436™
Constant
(0.896) (-2.463) (0.923) (-2.469)
- s 8. 095 " 0.161 " 8.075 " 0.158 "
i# £ M
(20.686) (8.647) (20.687) (8.667)
Year s s s 124
Industry = 4] =4 1= 4 =4
N 1074 1074 1074 1074

E: SR ATELI% 5% F210% KT R E L HET P RAEA 14

2. ZBHEREFRIROZEERIE—Heckman 7B BB A SCHFIE A R0 8] 8R 22 5 4% Jm) %) BF
KA BT T SR AR K, AR B K 15 3l AN KRl RE 325 0 A oMk A8 AR PR A% 7K v 22 e A% JR 1 B
B, RIS i) DR 2R S AR AT AE B AT REME AR SR T, AUPR AL 7R A AR By (AR RE AR B e %3 2% 1 BEALYE , T BEAF AE
PR 3 426 0 158 TS5 B8 A0 3 800G T 22 o 9 G, AR SCA % Heckman (1979) ™ 42 0 9 28 A 11 1%, #y 2
Heckman P [y BOSE Y | 2% 4892 7 4 Ja X IE 2 BB B 52 )

B T R A AT A S QIS AR R A7 R GO R, AL 22 )7 A% Syl #U — (H7
K 28 748 Jra A by WSt o 2 B T BE R ) 22 A9 Jey 1) 78 kA Oy g B A8 BEAG S Probit [l A KEAY (2) , L%
FEF WA ARBR A 7R AR AR TE SR G OC R IR PR (2) o, A S BV AN 25 (2018) 77 19 07 i gt
RN FERL Decline V5 THAL &, Decline 32781990—20104F 2545 [ A1 B X A2 R R 50, N AR R i
R B AR AR DD X AR T B AR AR AL R R AN Z T A7 A 2 4 06 &R MR
TR TN AR AR R 23 TR R R B A BB AT O o 3 i 5 — B BE (8] A 45 B 0Ok IR 7 e IMR (In-
verse Mills Ratio) , JF7E 55 — By BE I ABIRY (3) vhoin A IMR A Sy 15 2 R R 30T 0 BRI RY (2) FIRERY (3) 4R -

Pr(Order,,) = m, + n,Variables,, + Z Year + z Industry + ¢, , (2)
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RD,, = B, + B,0rder, , + B,IMR, , + B,Controls,, + 2 Year + 2 Industry + w,, (3)
Hovp B8 (2) v Pr( Order) g AU — (A B AL &, 2 Order WU OIS Pr( Order) S0, HoAB 5 BL A1,
Variables Jy ff B8 5 , A4 - 1 A= 5T FEHL ( Decline ) , 375 1990—20104F %45 T Al [ IR DX M A2 3R FEAL
FIEATT K (FamStyle) , 240 AR IR N L, 18] 42 B I BUE R 2 5 —HRG — 1 B0 (Dual) , 24 # 55K HLE
S TG —WBE N, B0 2 54 B (Gens) , AR S 5E AR, RAE—RAS Y
WAE R, PIARA S S HUE N2, AR S HE s At R BEZR (Top2) , HAFAEFE e10% DL E f8 R B AR I U o 1,
W0 3 AL B R (Separation) , g 8 15 A M 552 B 42 i) A1 A B A AL EE 1] -5 42 AL BG 81) 22 BUARL 5 S0
G SumFam) , 3 F AN S5 A4S B NG 5 B0t (Children ) | O 806 Al 52 bR ¥ ) N0
4 B 5 0% I UBE (Size) O R BT 7 14 B SR X B 24 WIAR IS (Age) Dy 3w USL A9 4F BR o B (3 ) 75 A 1Y
(1) &AM EAMA IMR , F AR A8 RS  Heckman 4 [ B 0] )5 25 2R L3RS 136

®5 Heckman E—MEREFER

x¥ Pr(Orderl =1) Pr(Order2 =1)
' -0.0577 0,087
Decline
(-1.694) ( -3.590)
FamStyl —1.406" 20,602
amdlyte
: ( -6.026) ( -3.940)
Dual 0.465™ 0. 668
(2.729) (5.331)
v 0. 056 1.108 "
Gens
(0.257) (8.386)
Ton2 -0.002 -0.114
op (-0.011) (-0.835)
; —1.834" ~0.340
Separation
(-2.761) (-1.101)
SumFam 0.212 0. 185
(2.647) (3.998)
479 0.055
Children 0.479
(3.788) (1.057)
i -0.117 -0.158™
Size
(-1.280) ( -2.393)
-0.009 0.023°
Age
( -0.440) (1.652)
6.327 """ 1. 403
Constant
(2.915) (1.288)
Year 5 4 P
Industry o oy
Pseudo_R* 0.382 0,295
N 679 791

AR RTELY S% F10% KF R AT T RALA 4E

%6 Heckman EZMEREIRER

N (1) (2) (3) (4)
e RD_Income RD_Asset RD_Income RD_Asset
Orderl -0.363 -0.059
(-4.119) (-2.599)
-0.569 -0.007
IMRI
(-1.161) (-0.297)
Order? -1.948" -0.323"
(-3.959) (-3.055)
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(#%6)
~0. 403 ~0.018
IMR2
(-1.504) ( —1.465)
y ~0.300" 0.011" ~0.303 " 0. 008
ze
( -2.188) (1.672) (-2.274) (1.335)
~4.850"" ~0.072 ~4.750 " ~0. 062
cou 4.850 4.750
( -2.727) ( -0.884) (-2.759) (-0.771)
. ~2.667 " 0.057 ~2.520" 0.071"
ev
( -3.553) (1.647) ( -3.510) (2.108)
i 0.268 0. 006 0.125 0.011
angiotes (0.316) (0.145) (0.153) (0.289)
0.356 " 0.016 " 0.355 " 0.016 "
Cash
(2.989) (2.868) (3.067) (2.912)
0.220 ~0.002 0.232 ~0.003
Growth
(1.418) ( -0.326) (1.546) ( -0.360)
) ~0.043° 0. 000 ~0.042° 0. 000
e
€ (-1.936) (0.020) (=2.148) (0.176)
~0. 009 ~0.001 " - 0. 006 ~0.001 "
Topl
( -1.140) ( -2.936) (-0.728) ( -2.781)
~3.141° ~0.072 ~3.336° ~0.083
Inde
(-1.664) ( -0.826) (-1.847) ( -0.984)
0.913 0. 001 0.873 0. 005
TMsalary
(4.861) (0. 155) (4.848) (0.593)
~0.585 ~0.223 ~2.827 ~0.230
Constant
(-0.182) (-1.517) (-0.892) ( -1.556)
Year ¥z 8 Feg) Feg) Fog)
Industry 4 4 4] 4 4
Adj_R 0.454 0.331 0.464 0.352
N 679 679 721 721

E: TR AR TN 5% A10% KT RF L AES T RMA 4E

F54; H Heckman 55— [y B #4181 9 25 5, Decline B9 R ¥ N - 0. 057 Fl1 — 0. 087 ,¢ {443 5 N — 1. 694 Fl
—3.590, 7E10% HI1 %0 /K- 3 , Y WA 0 A 3R A T 6 4 25 AR 1 B — (UM AR AT —ARZ A7 1 R 4 K
A MM . F6 245 Heckman 25 Z [ Bty (81 A 25 2 7N AR IR BT B IMR A5 Dy #2322 2 )5, 511 (1) A8
(2) 19 Orderl ZX053 5 - 0. 3631 - 0. 059, HIJTE1% /K F .3, 51 (3) F151 (4) 1) Order2 Z %053 5
= 1. 948701 - 0. 323, HLIYAEL % /KPS 2%, Ul WA A 42 il 1 AR 32 5 Ok 1 ), 22 P A% Je o AR BBT 50 A 1 52 i
D5 TH 5 o TR (2) HORI G 2R B 9 RO B O BT ASRS 3RO I FEAS B 3] 679 FNT21 4

I, E—FAR—REEWRHRIERNZ T

BT G Al AR 7] 28 780 (g 5 5 P AR 5% S22 30T 4 #4 19) 5 ( Neubaum %5 ,2019) | B it A% SC i — 25 BF 5%
G A 1 57 T3 AR OE o 35 A {35 119 5% W) 52 Nordqvist 28 (2014) 70 #1 J BH R 52 — 7 (2016) Y 2L &
Dieguez-Soto 25 (2015) " [ BFFE g K, A% SC N = AN 7 1 % S8 R Al S R ME MBS R R 2. 48— “ B Il A
R, B ST —FRAE S A O B A TE AR AT S5 Ak S A A B2 8 50 = B DG I, B 4 5 BURE
WA TR TS A S EE R L BRI E A AL B R IR A S AR A 2 LR 4y
2 R R Al S M PR 24 R R 5 R AR A K O =2 8] 56 R I B S Y

(—) “BUAKHETER

T A R AT i) X T A 2 TR 2 ) 24 Pk B ( Miller, 1993 ) 10T LR B A M AR B B AR L T %
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sl B AT 4 9 R, LA KRR TH s A 22 [a) 1 56 5 56 R A0S R 0 b 0 25 B, 7T A 2 o 0k A5 2 0
(Lansberg,1999) """ (M4 A SCHE T K 2964 % (1 REA 23 7 HE A IE 24k AT J5 A 57— 107 [H 348 360 24 7] g 5
47 AL, 3l A 7E B TS AR IR ZS o 852 b B — AR S B A 4 R B A R O A
BN F HEAT 58 A4 ] (Dyer, 1986) ™ o 37 — 4% BT A PR 7 5 22 L ply A4 Mk R0 R SR T R 2 5 4
SR, T BE B AT G R RS I8 S WS 7 2 R A 3 1) 20 4L SCAL A B s 1 3 B

Miller %5 (2003 ) " 5 Hy , £ B A4 7R 2 M0 T B2 5 92 0] 7. — AR 76 5% 00 119 % e 175 ek 56 R Ab B 1 %) 4 AT
AR R R SRR BN A A 2 A0 B A Ay B A 5 0 2 B T 38 T T B B AR Y 1 A A
RN F 4 (AT ) AR A FE A e, A SR IR AR LA E 5 o
B 2 SCRRAIESE , 76 55 18 F 7 4 T R I AGE A2 3 1 2 2 X AR B0 ST 9 B 3 A T, DR O Al A T S R HETE 4
BHAEAK (Kernberg, 1975) ™ (4K AF — Q76 o0 B B0 R, B 45 5 T8 ~1 60 7 — A 57 10 4 ) 05 4 4 B
2o B E A Aol T A R e 5 A il R 2 R IR 55, 24 ) S — AR R R BT R AR I AT AR
ST T ST SR W AT RETE 28 D R A S PR R RN (R ST — 1) B 7 B O e % 1 I I S A TR
SR R T 10 4 V195 AR 20 S 4 22 6 H b, DA T AR AU 7 T 2 45 9 B0 A, O 22 b 36 TR 46 37 O 38 TiF 5 e i
AFAE o TR 22 AR JR b RN 56 28838, T 1) 57— £ % — P i 2 ) B, 76 B i A AR 5 85 F — At
BT BE7E BB 1 R ST SR o R, < B T AN PR RESR AL 22 P AR R ST R A A R L R o

I, AR 3B AL Bt Incumbent 5 1) 7 — R 7 b T B AN B TR AS, oAk, 2 RS
37— AT g 2 RS2 BRI Incumbent = 1, 75 W] 90 o [7] i}, 3 32k ¢ B 30 Order x Incumbent 7% %2 ] 3.
— R B TSR RV LR [0 SR AE 2T, 91 (1) B 5 (4) Order 19 2 %039 9 1, HAE10% K F 2
% 28 I Order x Incumbent ¥ £, FLAY WIAE10% FI5 % 7K - .35 3E W “ B M AR 88 4L T 22 75 4% 5 5 0
LEV NI IES S

®7 “BWMAKHATIEAR
5 (1) (2) (3) (4)
e RD_Income RD_Asset RD_Income RD_Asset
Orderl -0.106 -0.081
(-1.729) (-1.884)
Order? -0.571 -0. 466
(-1.823) (-1738)
0. 181 0.017 -0.136 -0.010
Incumbent
(0.463) (0.756) (-0.582) (-0.742)
Orderl X Incumbent -0.243 ~0-064
(-1.879) (-1.669)
Order2 x Incumbent - 1.301 ~0-464
(-1.914) (-1.991)
Si -0.392" 0.016 ™ -0.392" 0.016 ™
ize
(-3.560) (2.417) (-3.565) (2.506)
ROA -4.539 -0.227 -4.547 -0.233
(-3.142) (-2.683) (-3.158) (=-2.771)
L -2.038"" 0. 039 -2.015"" 0.038
ev
(-3.362) (1.114) ( -3.330) (1.068)
Tanzibles -0.732 -0.066 -0.602 -0.058
angivies ( -1.007) ( -1.555) ( -0.836) ( -1.376)
0.207 ™ 0.014™ 0.212* 0.014™
Cash
(2.014) (2.262) (2.059) (2.397)
0. 046 -0.008 0. 046 -0.009
Growth
(0.329) (-1.027) (0.330) (-1.092)




5512 1 XIFIE, E 3 ACPRAE KT 52N FM Al 46T AR A8 B A K 58 91
(&% 7)
J ~0.067°" ~0. 001 ~0. 066" 0. 001
8 ( -3.933) ( -0.687) (-3.884) (-0.711)
~0.002 ~0.001 " ~0.002 ~0.001 "
Topl
( -0.301) (-2.827) ( -0.233) ( -2.755)
o ~2.589 ~0.040 ~2.615° ~0.043
e (-1.628) ( -0.425) (-1.647) (-0.462)
0.796 " - 0. 004 0.787 ~0. 004
TMsalary
(5.143) ( -0.453) (5.097) ( -0.496)
Cor 0. 804 ~0.247 0. 996 ~0.243
onstan (0.300) (-1.574) (0.373) ( -1.556)
Year =45 35 ) 35 ) Fog)
Industry 2 H) 424 4 4
Adj_R® 0.437 0.348 0.438 0.348
N 1074 1074 1074 1074

E T Fe SR ATELID 5% A210% KT R E TP HALA 44

(Z) BeXBEMEATIER

A ST S 4 A 5 BT % W 5 3 1) F) S 4 B B P 43 96 2R (Fisman, 2001 5 36 21 9 % ,2008) 172
AR IBCE R IV 45 A0l W 45 S0 9 T K U ( Faccio, 2006 5 Peng Al Luo,2000) = 52 5 A i 4 S % H AT 08
FUSHHLEG & A0 TSR B A I, 3 i 5 U SR GO R R IR G 2R I B X R E N W S Ak A R 24 R, 0 A
b BT 55 4 e 7 (IR ,2010) 7 o ITE BH AT 51 (2016) ' 8 Al BOIA WA A B s B BRAE , & BE
BB GEANE N FE A TR SR A R RBRE R TR N A Z — A SCREAR G BB BIE S T Eikig
W, FLA B A SR A 4 T o5 B RAEAS 173 % b B S — AR AN R AT A TR I A A I R AR o B A
FISREAS 36 % | BIVELAS ST K Al A 24 = 40 2 — AP FE BUA WA IR BR A5 /R B 42

ARSI LA 5 B B A5 % A 2 I 6 S50 15 ol B 9 22 i) 199 0 6 56 56 2R o — 7 TR, B S BBE T LA A il
AN IR AL 23 I 2 X R 5 BRI — P8 35, BRSO A b B 3 T BOIA 72 AR AL 2 ST, DY 1 4 5 A
ST — R T B0, R BUAE SEW (19 38 U 500 T T 4 47 Aol 4 56 ) 25 35 00 ) 5, 8 4l 19 K8 K R B
BT R 25 1) HE S, T A BAT I P2 T AT 55 R 8 g 2 BT 45 o 53— 7 T , 54 6 1Bk 2% fit
sl S 3 FRBE 19 8 R A 4 T G UR SR IRRE 3, 55 G I 0% 5% 4 R 1 A A et BTG B Dl B 3

S, AR SCE A HE AR B POL A28 BB A S IR B, I b B0 O 196 S 45 9 2 1 8 A s BLAE AR
F B E G SR TR P I 5 0 AR 5 U B B0 CE W R TR ,2016) O HAR 4 5
— AR AN GRAT AR ] B BAT B KB, POL B W2 5 256 57— AR 4k AT A% — 7 BAT B UK, POL B
TR A1 T AR RS B A B A I I, POL B A0 A 6 36 A DG I 10 8 5 1 F 7 SRS 780 (1) o A e A
HOIA S HIG Order x POL , AR [F 4 45 5 0328 .51 (1) $151 (4) f Order ZE0H) N 71, HAE10% 7K F 2 3% ;
3EH IR Order x POL Z KR 1E , HLAES % F110% 7K - 8.3 B BUA RS AL T 22 5 46 7 5 0 & 43 A K P
Z AR

x®8 BLXEBATEHR

. (1) (2) (3) (4)
= RD_Income RD_Asset RD_Income RD_Asset
Orderl -0.119° -0.007"
(-1.955) (-1.689)
Order2 -0.677 -0.084
(-1.950) (-1.929)
0.316 0. 002 0.179 0. 007
POL
(1.195) (0.118) (1.025) (0.696)
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(8% 8)
Orderl x POL 0.046 0.037
(1.996) (1.822)
Order2 x POL 0.103 0.022
(2.181) (1.695)
G ~0.380"" 0. 008 ~0.387 " 0. 007
Lze
( —3.004) (1.015) ( -3.057) (0.941)
~5.108" ~0.168 ~5.022" ~0.161
RoA 5.108 5.022
( —2.466) ( -1.325) ( -2.431) ( —1.276)
} ~2.419"" 0. 062 ~2.365"" 0. 064
ev
( —3.448) (1.449) ( -3.381) (1.505)
_ ~1.432° ~0.047 ~1.538" ~0.044
Tangibles
(-1.713) ( -0.924) ( —1.849) ( -0.869)
0.320" 0.018" 0.325" 0.017"
Cash
(2.803) (2.535) (2.853) (2.497)
0. 186 -0.014 0. 188 ~0.012
Growth
(0.713) (-0.871) (0.720) ( -0.760)
| -0.063 " ~0.001 ~0.061 " ~0.001
e
& ( -3.288) ( -0.445) ( =3.157) ( -0.434)
oo ~0.005 ~0.001" ~0.006 ~0.001"
0,
P ( -0.693) ( —2.393) ( -0.832) ( —2.266)
~1. 160 -0.008 ~1.224 ~0.001
Inde
( -0.639) ( -0.073) ( -0.676) ( -0.008)
0. 844" 0.001 0.833" 0. 001
TMsalary
(4.865) (0.116) (4.789) (0.114)
Comstant 0.078 -0.188 0.010 -0.179
onstant (0.023) ( -0.889) (0.003) ( -0.852)
Year 3% ) 3% ) 3= ) 3= )
Industry = 4 ¥ 4 1% 4 ¥z 4
Adj_R® 0. 450 0.377 0. 456 0.376
N 1074 1074 1074 1074

E:THR S MNEATELI 5% A10% K-FRE L ETFRAAA 44

(=) EREREEENANNETIEA

A Ml K B S T BN A R 49 VRS BRI 14 T, 500 il — e DA 5% % P S 0 R A A LA A )
A [ 75 5K (Chua 45 ,2004) 7 (HRFE H 5 75 HUBEATEE J7 B SR AG R, 51 AJE R RS HBUE % B E
T A ol K AN 3K 9 46 B 4% £ ( Chrisman 45 ,2014) R M IR G215 BB i A5 A A R A5 B, B 20
2423 14— AP LR

B AR R A — R SR T M 2 R 3Rl 5 50 RN () £ MR 2 Y S R 4 S Al A R
219 N KR S8, % 5 (Salvato %5 ,2012) ™7 1T L i b A 37 42 (3 ) 4 0 5 Bk, 5 MR £ g A Al 5% 156 %
BUE— 8RR 1 AT LU 5 Ml 1 75 25 (Fang 25,2012) 0 520 i Ml 42 136 5 4 9 45 1k 1k, 1 464 B F 41
R YEUR ) HEHL( Chung F1 Luo,2013) ' Sy s Ml G 57 42 (3 40y 5 s 5 T Ok, T 056 i 5 2 1 1) 0 19T A5 AR
B Y Sl B R 1 KU 7K 32 S 5 R0 15 301 19 2 J2 (Huybrechts 48 ,2013) s R 5, 24 B A KU HOIE 240 K
TR, A 516 25 45 9 A AAE R v BEBIL A, A LA 3 W8 905 S 4 4% ¢ 2 498 ) R 4 BB ( Miiller 45,2014 ; Steijvers
il Niskanen ,2013) ' g (5 Q5745 78 12 A9 7 FE R o R0, oI 5008 25 45 0 A A TH 5006 0 L BF 2% 5 A 1
T T T PR 2 PP A% J 6 2R B, 508 T A I 0 A SR i R i A A, A T R SR A R
f BIC 3, 180 0 T4

R, 51 AAE R NonFam 32754k 5% & 48 B A, B PR T 85 48 bl 58 0 I % 1) o A1 ok 5 8, I) Ik 4 st
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A HI Order x NonFam , % 554 F 1% B = B A A BRI VE o a3 25 0 SR 72 299, 51 (1) )51 (4) Or-
der B R R 0, HAE10% /K- 583 5 3¢ B Order x NonFam ZE(3 R 1E , H 4y I HES % F110 % K- 1. 3%
LI A S5 B 01 = B A A RERS B3 59k 2 P8 R 5 R B A KB Z RIS TR C S R o

R FREFENAWETIER

i (0 (2) (3) (4)
= RD_Income RD_Asset RD_Income RD_Asset
Orderl ~0.477° ~0.351°
( -1.747) (-1.829)
Ordor ~1.602 ~1.653
(-1.843) ( = 1.744)
1.675 0.227"" 0.754 0.140 "
NonFam
(1.120) (2.614) (0.822) (2.615)
Orderl x NonFam 0.368 0.423
(2.388) (2.034)
Order2 x NonFam 0.713 1.918
(1.755) (1.744)
5 ~0.367°" ~0.018"" ~0.373°" ~0.017°"
ze
( -3.335) ( —2.764) ( -3.389) ( -2.599)
RO ~4.779" ~0.205* —4.641" ~0.205"
( —3.294) ( -=2.430) ( =3.208) ( —2.443)
; ~2.193 " 0. 042 2,123 0. 046
ev
( =3.599) (1.197) ( —3.488) (1.291)
_— ~0. 640 ~0.052 ~0.614 ~0.054
angivies ( -0.879) (-1.222) ( -0.849) ( -1.288)
0.217°* 0.016"" 0.219* 0.016""
Cash
(2.093) (2. 664) (2.117) (2.611)
0.034 ~0.010 0.034 ~0.009
Growth
(0.240) ( =1.200) (0.244) (-1.136)
| ~0.065 " ~0.001 ~0.063 " ~0.001
e
€ (=3.812) ( -0.926) (=3.694) (-0.719)
o ~0.001 ~0.001 " ~0.001 ~0.001 "
op
t ( -0.198) ( -2.863) ( -0.207) ( -2.824)
i ~2.860° ~0.038 ~2.871° ~0. 044
nae
(-1.792) ( -0.406) ( ~1.800) ( -0.477)
0.732°"" ~0.005 0.737 " ~0.005
TMsalary
(4.778) ( —0.604) (4.811) ( -0.550)
2.922 ~0.485"" 1.951 ~0.391"
Constant
(0.932) ( =2.655) (0.681) ( -2.351)
Year 4 ) ) )
Industry 3= 4 3= 4 3= ) 3= )
Adj_R? 0. 432 0.351 0. 433 0. 350
N 1074 1074 1074 1074
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