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Abstract

The objective of this study 1s to examine the relationship between chief executive officer
(CEOQ) turnover and accounting conservatism, and the role family firm plays in the relationship.
The sample in the study consists of firms listed on the Stock Exchange of Thailand (SET) during
the years 2012 to 2017. Accounting conservatism was measured using the model introduced by
Khan and Watts (2009) and the multiple regression approach is used to test the hypotheses. Results
show a negative relationship between CEO turnover and accounting conservatism. In addition, an
interaction effect between family firm and CEO turnover was found to result in a higher degree of
accounting conservatism in financial reports. Results also reveal that the incentive-alignment effect
of the interaction was higher than the entrenchment effect. This study is the first to provide
empirical evidence on the interaction of dual entrenchment mechanisms that results from the

horizon problem and family ownership structure, and their effects on conservative financial reports.

Keywords Corporate Governance; Earnings Management; Agency Problem
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W uSEni lismdninmats 1,398 43,15
vsnlumsdnm 1,842 56.85

= 'U?}Iﬂd lla11!ﬂ‘i~1ﬁ11.|!ﬂﬂl"ﬂﬂ'ﬁlﬁaﬂﬂ?ﬂﬂ“ Hﬂ\i'l-l

U

1Y sm‘nwmﬂuﬂaqhqmmﬂsmmmuuawnqmqunuua”
o ar o
wannswo Ysziudouazlsznuiia
a Y 1o W . :
2. v luiidey ya CEO 11az Family ownership data
3. vivwmi lulideyasmnfu deyamsQu nasdeyaind

4. UTYMRTIAIARYAADINMTATINTOUARIY Case Wise Diagnostics

1.2 !!u?ﬂnfﬂ‘i%lﬂ‘a"lzﬁﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ

= _ o o) =) é
nmsnadeuauuAgumsIseldnmsimsazdanuaanoaFony lumnaaey aalu
¥
msIvil mahdeyaumaaeulasmsinsizianuoaseediny ldvhnmsasvasudeya
o ' A v d Y] a ‘ { a o
Mihnnageunowie 1Ty lumudoauui (Regression Assumption) ¥84A15 34AT1ZHAIIY
a = a & 3/ a 1 d
oanpuFany (Iwazdoastuielunmanuin) msaseaeudonlvmudoauuanyiuiulyl

awdonlvesmsinszinuaanonFanynndo
2. MIAATZHEOATINT TN

msTiaszideyaiiioadu Taol¥adfiBanss i Descriptive Statistics) 141 n13
WIAUATY (Mean) MIMANTIEA (Minimum) MIMIAFIGA (Maximum) tazmdidoa
11755714 (Standard Deviation) Tumsised 18Mmsimsizduazasivaovdidalnd
(Outliners) vomdausanas vmiuTahmsdsznanadisiimaifmadiaiinseim o

msmmﬁaummﬂﬂﬂmﬂl%"lumm“ A35I9A0UAIY Case Wise Diagnostics (1A 81

0
= =

nildiyn, 2549) 1Jumsasnaeudeyaiifidigaiigauazaiiimiigasiieay 1% la

“u

44
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o 4 o Y ' 1 o ' 14
#1510 U (Stock price) 1 Tsn191iyFaoiu (EPS) ag yamauiiy¥aeu (Book

¢ A

. b4
value) 11ioWUI1A1 Case 1A ADA1 Case Wise 1aAA90YA Case HUBDNIINAITIATIEH 111D

' @ v

floaruhilvngudreaniisunuindgnihuswlumanaaeudls Wosnnmniimsiim

q

moreniaunulnduslumsnagoue ez lianuduwusvosdi ) sdasiuaunls

A

) = « " (3 o 1 da 1 a a o o e oA .
mnum’uauhlﬂ INMSANTIEHHUNTTIWIUAIDIINTMHALNAT 1IN 63 VFEN-T) (Firm-

Ay

year) #1311y 91nnguaeinlumsinsieiiinuaiidoyansudiu Tohimsdadeyaoen
nnMsansizd iR Idnquaredienlglumsiinszinedu 1,842 1581

A15190 4.3 LAAIADAFINTTUUIVOINGUAIBEATNY WY1 A20619911131

naaouiin1veadnsanuseiasy J1n1ansiy® (CONS) NIad28 Khan and Watts (2009)
P a4 g o = " @ - "o w

model IAURANTULIN TAolAURTUMIND 0.114 uaziinIna1unIAY 0.110 #dlins

[] w

asunasysesudinihnusvis (CE0) Tdaauduusniimsnasuulastlsesu

¥
o 1 s

$wmhiusmsaaiiudevas 16.07% vessawusiniudunguiieiananue (fuaw
(296/1,842) * 100) UBNNING sumasvealsuiinasouniafsamdas FAM FIRM U2
FAM OWN 101U 0.356 1A% 39.40% NNE1A1

a1snd 43 Swansmadadnssauvesdunlsaiugy TasAunds (A1na1) ves
@au1ls SIZE, DEBT uaz LOSS IMAY 16.400 (16.158), 0.408 (0.411) uaz 0.148 (0.000)
MUMAY ﬁwmﬁwawmﬁmﬂsﬁfﬂmim?mukﬁuimam‘%ﬁﬂ GROW oz MB FaAundviaz
AINA19Y0T GROW AUSATT 1.090 10z 0.835 mudIFY Aundouasmina1sves MB iy
BM31 1.172 UAY 0.840 MUAIAY

dmsvuiinngudandraiidnm (1,842 1543 wuihdevazvosamenssums
SaszapsaunssumannauluauznssumsusEn (OUTDIR) SAundumiiny 40.40%
WBNING AuRdUIAZMNAIwesdasazveImsionu Taotinamuaniiuses iy
WAMNAYILTIN (INST) 7L 44.90% 1102 43.80% AWy Aundevedals AUDIT ¥s
Husariamus ini 185 umsasivaeutad Tavs dnaseaeuiaddwmnavinalng (Bie
four audit firms) HE 1 ILAITY 0.609 LazARTsYpvazYRITAdIMYBIAUEATTUAS AT

Y ar

' gl ' @ U
ANNITYFUAZMIFUADAULNTINNITATIVADUNINGA (BEXP) 1M1A1 31.20% (AInNa1a

“u

MINY 33.33%)
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MR 4.3 ABATNG 5L (Descriptive Statistics)
Variable Mean Standard  Minimum Median  Maximum

Deviation

CONS, 0.114 0.054 0.012 0.110 0.281
CEO, 0.157 0.018 0.000 0.000 1.000
FAM FIRM, 0.356 0.016 0.000 0.000 1.000
FAM OWN,, 0.394 0.191 0.158 0.370 0.661
SIZE, 16.400 1.530 14.012 16.158 17.249
DEBT, 0.408 0.230 0.230 0.411 0.590
LOSS, 0.148 0.365 0.000 0.000 1.000
GROW, 1.090 1.352 0.246 0.835 1.392
MB, 1.172 1.105 0.505 0.840 1.410
OUTDIR,, 0.404 0.094 0.000 0.375 0.846
INST, 0.449 0.263 0.000 0.438 0.993
AUDIT, 0.609 0.486 0.000 1.000 1.000
BEXP, 0.312 0.285 0.000 0.333 1.000
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a 3 o e
3. HAMITUANTHANTHNUS

Cﬂ' Al a =) J o o o 1 o
AN 4.4 Senumdulseansandunus (Correlation Coefficients) A1 1UAIND

1136199 ¥9INQUAIBLIN 1,842 UTEN-1 (Firm-years) adulseans anduwusiuanly
AIUATUFIIADUA1IVDINTILAAIAADANAADY Pearson correlation AITHYIADUVUVD S
A3 1UAAY Spearman rank-order correlation TuniseSuigwamsfiny 1%1;01‘]]‘71 Pearson
correlation (lﬁ’i)w'lﬂiﬂ vilna Spearman rank-order correlation “lﬁwamﬁmﬂzﬁﬁaaﬂﬂﬁ'm

A1 Pearson correlation)

a o

INATTNN 4.4 WANINAT I ADANZDINDNIUITEN

] T

HIULT WUINDINTSIATEI

o = al Qs o/ 1 Qs = J
mamsmﬁ (CONS) uﬁwﬁuwuﬂumqau (Negative correlation) NU CEO Tavaduilszans

o o & 1w

oS @ o o an 1 a w d'd. ﬂl.
anduius (MmN -0.110 @edAgyneada) wlannun uvsennimalasulanlszsiu

.
b Y A8 a ) o r o

m‘H‘IJ'm‘U5“15%311ﬂ'J’il]iziﬂiz‘ﬁlﬁﬂwﬂﬁﬁﬂg%ﬁﬂﬁd llﬁzﬁlllﬂSﬂ'J'liJ‘iZlJﬂiz'Nﬂ'Nﬂ'lSiJfg%

o—

HaNudusus lumaauny FAM FIRM uay FAM OWN (fiamvesvitimaseunsd) lau

r'd
a a

Haduilszd@nsanduius iy -0.099 uaz -0.161 mwday @isddynieada) wla

a1 vinniuuSinaseuaiiziinnusziaszfimumstiyFanas uenoinil daunls

DEBT, OUTDIR, INST, AUDIT 42 BEXP Handuwus lumauIniuaysins=3anans
@ e 1:{ -t o ar Q@ CY [ @
Pyt Tuwuen SIZE Sandunus lunsaunuanysziasedanamsiiyd

oy ' s =) 4{ a W !ﬂ' 1 o o

Hans AR IERad I sEAnsanduius1na15190 4.4 Waweauduwus

d. z’ o ' s s ) =

szrdnaulsdasgnmsnianle sasdiaulsnauguais q Tanwduiu bigs Taol

A1T0A Pearson correlation coefficient "lﬂguﬁun’iw 0.500 erag31 litia Multicollinearity

problem 521 NIAMUsA19 Tuaumsoasssiivzldiimsnagouanuagiumsive
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AN 4.4 mnmﬂzﬁﬁwﬁuwuﬁ (Correlation Coefficient)

24

Variable CONS GEQ) FAM _ FAM _ SIZE DEBT LOSS GROW  MB OUTDIR  INST AUDIT  BEXP
FIRM OWN

CONS ~121 -.072 -110 -.093 130 052 -.041 -.039 .079 105 .083 .092
CEO =110 -.030 .092 -.018 105 .007 .020 -.010 .068 .008 -.052 -.075
FAM_FIRM -.099 -.049 026 =0Ll -.003 -.009 .092 -.069 .009 -.082 -113 -.050
FAM_OWN -.161 134 054 041 -077 -016 029 016 098 -113 058 -.003
SIZE -.079 -.053 -.031 053 -.088 -.021 136 003 -.026 055 -.068 016
DEBT 145 096 008 -092 -119 .003 -.032 044 -.017 048 -.065 025
LOSS 012 024 -014 -.047 -.030 064 .203 -.027 031 .044 -.049 012
GROW -.055 015 102 .054 162 -017 211 015 -.079 -.027 -.074 -.029
MB -027 =022 -.075 .009 012 046 -.033 .042 -.054 003 .027 -.143
OUTDIR .087 118 016 .106 -.074 087 071 -.083 -.069 119 105 .021
INST 138 013 -.093 -.129 110 046 .053 -.035 -.094 ;125 -.081 057
AUDIT .096 -.095 -.138 061 -.096 -.051 -.094 -.087 .063 .102 -.123 240
BEXP 103 -.108 -.061 -018 074 025 034 -.052 -.152 -018 .089 135

Bold text indicates significant at the .05 level or better, two tailed.

14
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v  w d 1

= < =1 v v =;
4.  HANFAUANSHAUNITOADDEY: mwﬁuwuﬁ‘szﬂ‘;Nmsuﬂnﬂuuﬂmﬂszﬁmmmum

VIMSUAZANNIZIATE TInam sy

'
@ A

AVUATIUMSIVY (H,) A vSEnnlmsasuunlassesudmihnusms (CEo)

1
1 s [

WliszAUYDIANNTZIATZ I IMsigydand awuuildlumsnadeu Ao

CONS, = a+BiCEO, + PaSIZE,+ B\DEBT, + BLOSS, + BsGROW,, +
BMBy + BrOUTDIR,+ BsINSTs+ BoAUDIT, +
ﬂIOBEXPI'J ¥+ Vi i3 Yi + &ir

]
a w s

mMInaaauNusEnhiinsasunlassesnudimihnusmiseeliseauusanny

o =) ' =

sufasgTamamstiyddnimio I sxfinsannnimdulszaninnuoanes vesdaunls
85118 (Explanation variable) Tuiis madidanlsidludumunisnlaounlaalsz s
Fwhifinims fie 4 ssuemssufuay nasihivd iy (r-value < 0.05)

M3197 4.5 nandEavIMsNATeUANNFURUTIEnIams Asuuasses
ﬁ’fmﬁﬁﬁu‘%msfTumms:ﬁ'ﬂsﬁmNﬂnﬁ'ty% nﬁa"iﬂs:ﬁ'nmmsgﬁmﬁamamsﬁmﬁﬁm
Khan and Watts (2009) model Taganimsmsnaaouiimdulszanimsaaduly (Adjusted B
voaiuuilae 0.1904 wureaw Fanlsdasenndaunsoeiuemanldsuntasves

sz TImams Uy 1y 19.04%
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4; o w o [ P o d' a [ @ @
M 4.5 anuduiuiseninamatlasulaslsgnudmihiusmstuanusaiase i
@
NN
31N 4.5 T189URANIT AT IETANLFURUTIErIemalasunaslse i mihAusmstuany

sziasyiananstyduasdnlsniuguaing dedlumsisulsznoudisusinsanziivua swau

1,842 U3m-1 Tuaanait) 2555 - 2560

s

o &
aunsnagaUuael

CONSy = o+ BiCEOy + BoSIZEy + PsDEBT; + BaLOSSy + BsGROW, + BsMBy + BrOUTDIR,, +

BeINSTi:+ BoAUDIT, +ProBEXPw £ 9 £ 9 + & . " | 4 e (1)
Variable (expected sign) Coefficient Standard t-Statistic p-value
Estimate Error

Intercept 0.243 0.099 1.960 L
CEQ (-) 0.236 0.005 4.389 0.000 ***
SIZE (-) -0.018 0.073 -2.822 Ol *+
DEBT (+) -0.002 0.013 -0.786 0.343
LOSS (+) 0.192 0.004 1.883 0.078 *
GROW (-) -0.305 0.005 -0.059 0.361
MB(-) -0.001 0.011 -0.947 0.326
QUTDIR ( +) 0.008 0.001 2.628 0.085 *
INST (+) 0.436 0.122 3.170 (L030" "2
AUDIT (+) 0.266 0.040 4.013 0.000 ***
BEXP (+) 0.074 0.008 3.514 0.020 **
Firm Fixed Effect Yes
Year Fixed Effect Yes
Adjusted R’ 19.04%
F-value 2.900
Sig F 0.000
N 1,842

*/¥¥/*¥¥ represents significance at the 10%, 5% and 1%, respectively.
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Hguenls

CONS fip 5zAUAUTIATE TaIN1eMs Uayd MszannTag Khan and Watts (2009) model
cEO fin msn)asumlastsz s minnuims smuas 1dinady 1 e CEO veuTinmMan:
= & ' ) o o 1qY 1w o A
pannnmsuImsauludumisuildaly nazdmuas ¥inidu o mathiedabu
3 - a h = o
SIZE #19 A1Uu1aveanams 1an11a Natural logarithm YBIAUNTNHT IV
¥
Py a o o
DEBT fin nilfusumisareduningsiy
LOSS fin wavanu Amuai 1Hminy 1 wind Isgnineunsems miawiiyamim lsgnising
o ° T QY 1w o v A
qub uaz fvuam 1diminy 0 mmilueiabu
Grow fie mslasunaslusesvisgni hilnewfsufuildvgiumsdroveavivgnivest
Jagiiu
M W ' a 2 o A 3 " Y Yy a Gl o
MB fip 6aT1dMveIT MTavesiuaigiioensmioudimsmoauningsiu

]
a e A

OUTDIR fi® oa5 @ uvees uunssumsuisnitunuuendesuiunssumsnaauly
AMTNITUMIVTEN

INST 8 suudesazveaiumilyiiae Tanminamuaaiiudes nauduimusiieensimioud
YDAUTHN

AUDIT fio qumms aeutigy® fmuamfinidy 1 minusdngnasesaeuriydlau Big-Four
uazfmuaaiIiiviady 0 winlily Big-Four

BEXP fiD G0 IUY0AnZNs SUNMINLAMNTYTUAYNMIRUABANENTSUMIATIVADUNINLA

5

auy

HANS AT IZHANNITOANDY: HANIENVUBIUSENATOUASTINHADA NUTUNUETZH I

:; v v ¢; a (¥ [¥3 o
ﬂ'lilllntlu!l'ljﬁﬂ‘ljitETNHJ'I‘I"i‘l-ﬂ‘l'l‘l.li‘l’l'Iilmxﬂ']’mi?.‘;uﬂﬁtlQ‘Yﬂ%ﬂlﬁﬂfg‘ﬁ

INHAMIANYITINAUNNATBURNANTENUNAN (Main effect) NISANEITIAIHUA

AFIUMITIVINNATDUHANTENUI IV (Interaction effect) 71 UTHNATDUATITIHANT N

" as o o 1 i " a o w [
ﬂammauwuﬁszmwamsLﬂﬁuuuﬂmﬂ‘szﬁmxﬁ’mﬁ’mmmsnummixnmmwwms

Vay¥wso b og1als

daa

MIIANUTENATOUATT TADINAWMNUMSTIAM VSENATOUNSI (FAM FIRM) LA

i [~ 1 5 a o @ {
umsneyuveInszganitudnensuSim (Fam_own) dauuunldluninameuds

L]

'
Y32NOUAIY AV (2.1) 1AL ALY (2.2) A0
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CONSi = wptwCEOy + a2FAM _FIRM,; + w3CEO,x FAM_FIRM, +
wsSIZEy + asDEBT, + asLOSS, + 02:GROW;, +
asMBi;, + wQUTDIR; + aofNSTy + anAUDIT;, +
U.]ZBEXP;‘[ + & o ¥eE 0 s (21)

CONSy = yo+nCEOy + nFAM OWN; + 3CEOyx FAM OWN,; +
YaSIZE, + ysDEBTy + yLOSSi + piGROW;, +
ysMBj, + yoQUTDIR;+ y1oINSTi; + ynAUDIT;, +
y12BEXPy + yi + y + i

A0 (2.1) N15TAAIUSENAIBUASY UALNUMITIAAT VSHNASOUAS)

I3

= o o @ 1 o 1 { o
(FAM_FIRM) Tuvmzil @y (2.2) Aumumsiamne dadiunmsdeduvenszgamiiug

L'

Do,

Y o w a @ o
NDAIUITEN (FAM _OWN) ﬂ15ﬁﬂy1ﬂ1ﬂ?1 maulseans a3 cluﬂ’l!l'ﬂll (2.1) wag ahlﬂ'lllljﬁ

(- ¢ v o o
(2.2) vzuaasnnuyan uaziivdAy (p-value < 0.05)
5.1 WamsnageuiienIamuItnAseuni1InMAIY FAM FIRM

M13199 4.6 TWIURAMTNATDUAIMVY (2.1) HANMSANBINYD A1l5 CEO ey
@ o L= n" o o -] o aa o
fuls Fam FIrM Tandudszanidluavuaziioddgniaada (p-value < 0.05) 1Huly

o A = ¥ o ' -4 =
?HNTI']E‘imﬂSilJVIN'IHIJ'Iﬂ”IﬂNl{ wnansanyuaaliiu nimslasuuasdsesiu

3 =

< d = o s = o a ar r o
Wmihivsmsuazanuzanuiluysinaseunsa iJﬂ’J'IlJﬁiJW‘LJﬁﬂ‘Uﬂ’NJJi%ﬂﬂi:ﬁ)ﬂ‘ﬂwﬂﬁ

@ a0 ' ' -, a £4g " L. aa
UyYINAINT 1aznUN CEO * FAM_FIRM Umduilsz@nsitluuin edrafivisdagnaada
J =4 a o [ o o a o A a =
udanw1d91 msiuus snasouaimazduihugs sniiinisudeunlassesudinin
¥
V3M13A100d215109 3 WAYD a0 IUHAVD Incentive-alignment effect 1102 Entrenchment
effect Tndrenuluusszdvieg lidwnaneszaunmsldnnuszdasz Tamansia®lums
a A = d a o = Y e
510U 5N Welinennuiluus inaseuaimazmsndouulasdsgs udinim
= ¢§ a = as o 1 o o =Y J 1
vimssngiulunanmsmedinu mnduavaIgnTveadulsz@ns (Net of coefficients) 910A1
\ 1 o é ¥ o o
CEO U2 CEO * FAM_FIRM TR0 0.061 (-0.026 + 0.087) ¥a¥ia30ananoasanudiuny
A o a £ d d 1 = Y v ool a '
N3 0InNIvYdNl sE@ns CEO nazhlluyuduinunssaumdaulse@nsgnianm
" W =4 ' L)
FAM FIRM U@ CEO * FAM_FIRM (1M1AY 0.048) taaslfifiuil anuduius lunisay
g NNszdasrTmemstiysuazmsnusinimalasumlaas e mihingims
i ] a o o as a 3
melldmnanusimiuuienasounidafnie wemsAnuaTUAYUANNATIUY0INIANEIT

— 1=l ' v P o P ' a o
ﬂﬂ'lﬂ']'ll!ﬂﬁﬂ?$ﬂ‘U?'Ji]?&‘ﬁ’l'l\‘lﬂﬂvlﬂﬁﬂ1Uﬂﬁ1ﬂ1‘11‘lﬂuﬂ']35ﬂH1Nﬁﬂi$TUﬂ5uﬂHﬂg1uU5Hﬂ



MM 4.6 HANIZTNVVDITENATOUASY (FAM FIRM) NiAeanuduiusseninams

n:lr. £ A!' ) o o ar @ A
waswlassesuhmihnusmsfuanussiasyiamuemsiyy
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@159 4.6 TIWAURANS TIATIZHHANTENUVBILI ENATBUAT N IRDANUFUWUT senIemsnldsunas

Yizsnudmimuimsduanusaiase Tamunstigd uazdun)iaiuquanng (driani1ves viem

ATBUATI A FAM FIRM) detlumsitsdsznoudenSimeanzidoua swau 1,842 u3an-3 Tuans

a1l 2555 - 2560

< o dv
aumInaaauuaat

CONSi = ao+wCEOQu+ aFAM _FIRMi + 0sCEOQux FAM_FIRMi + 0sSIZEy + asDEBTx + asLOSSu + wiGROW

+ asMBi + asQUTDIRy + a1of NSTi + anAUDITy + 02BEXPy + @i + @ + &

O 1)

Variable (expected sign) Coefficient Standard {-Statistic p-value
Estimate Error

Intercept -0.312 0.091 -16.030 0025 &5
CEQ () -0.026 0.011 -4.170 0:013  **
FAM_FIRM (-) -0.039 0.001 -6.150 0.000 ***
CEO * FAM_FIRM (+) 0.087 0.246 3.590 0.020 **
SIZE (-) -0.045 0.023 -1.870 0.038 **
DEBT (+) 0.053 0.005 0.608 0.441
LOSS(+) 0.189 0.015 3.280 0.001  **=*
GROW (-) -0.247 0.001 -0.760 0.507
MB(-) -0.604 0.081 -3.998 O GOZY™ S **
OUTDIR ( +) 0.003 0.002 0.675 0.459
INST(+) 0.071 0.116 4.002 0.000 ***
AUDIT (+) 0.418 0.007 3.181 (30,1 3 g
BEXP(+) 0.245 0.009 4.027 0,022 = *x*
Firm Fixed Effect Yes
Year Fixed Effect Yes
Adjusted R’ 20.05%
F-value 3.120
Sig.F 0.000
N 1,842

*Rx[Ex¥ represents significance at the 10%, 5% and 1%, respectively.
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Hemanils
® CONS fip sEAUAMUITZNATE TINaNs1iay® N5z Tas Khan and Watts (2009) model
e C£o fio manfasundan)szsusmdhiuimg dmuasilindy 1 dle CEO vesuSinidtaz
a o [ & e ° 1 Y 1w ﬂ A
ponnnmsusmsauludumishidlaaly uazdmueaIiviny o mindluesisbu
a e V. % ' "o [ a o o ° '
® FAM FIRM fip USmasounil dvuam Idiminy 1 winiduuSinaseuas uazimuan i
1 e o ¥ &
MIAY 0 MInued B
. a D . a w4
® SIZE fio MIUIAY8InIN15 I A0 Natural logarithm Y830UNINGS I
® DEBT fie wildusmmsdoRunindsiy
e L0ss Ap mamanu fvuam Idiiidy 1 mind lsgniaewinssmsiasiiyasim lsqnisini
¢ ° g Y W o oA
qud nag fmuam iy o mintluedieau
o Grow fie minasunlasluveavgns Tutlnewdivunuildepiumsdweeavwgnivesi
Uagiiu
® MB fie daTd VeI IMTAvefurnigieensmioud s A dFuniwis
® OUTDIR fie Sasiduvess nouns sumsusEimiiduauuendeduaunssunmsyaaulu
ANZNTTUMTUTE
A4 o v v o e o ) y & - o ' ¥
e NSTfp Swndevazvesduanigite laninasuanniudesiuiuiunimuaiesnsmionda
VBAUTHN
® AUDIT fie fuamwmsaeuiyd fmuam iy | mnusEmgnasvaeuiydiae Big-Four
uazfmmuam diminu o vinlily Big-Four

' ¥
® BEXPf® ﬁﬂﬁ']u‘im\!ﬂmﬁﬂ?5Hﬂ17ﬁﬁﬂ?1nfﬂm‘lﬂmtHWSLJuﬂﬂﬂmzﬂi‘iUﬂ"l‘iﬂ‘ﬂi!ﬁﬂilﬂslﬂnﬂ

Tusgninedaudsniugu 910M15199 4.6 wWuNalsadruguynalondu DEBT,

GROW Wae OUTDIR Hvuvd1agyniaeda aduils LOSS, INST, AUDIT uag BEXP Han

o o s =)

Qs =Y 4 I~ o
dulszansiluuin Udsdiagneed

a = =1 a
# (p-value < 0.05) HAMTANEILIAUDUUEIINITUHA

A & a @ o o o { 4

ol o o I 5
mmnuquﬁmmuummﬁ wuﬁnmsﬂm:nmsnmmamqmwmﬁmwmu

wuwAsInudadiungavevinamuanniunnefuluniin wamsinudawoiiawnls

o

AUDIT GuiludnsiagiouquammsaeuiigBuaznsinznisunsnsnao il

v da

anwiinduazmsduludaduiigalinnuduiuiidanuaziinnudiuiediunniums

FUNUN WM IRUNIVANYT LA TLIINNNM Ty
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c’l’ ~ Y L= a r.’s'::.’
HOAVINU AT NN 4.6 s1wuHaA s SIZE uay MB WU’NNﬂWﬁNﬂ‘itﬁ‘ﬂﬁlﬂuﬁU

LY

IS o _ o an ' a o oA o v da o
HUUFIAYNIITDA (p-value < 0.05) lL'iJﬁﬂ’J’}JJvlﬁ"]’l VUIRVDIUITENUANUAUWUTLIBIAUNDY

sgauausiase imamstdlusnsnuniemsQu wamseniaoanadosnudeiauenus

fufosnnusiniidamaluanhezgndamunntinamuuazdid 1didemnanh viiin
Sadaiissnumamsiumunnusziasefamams taydunn i oaadunud g
(Watts, 2003) IWuiRgIRUTISAdMyamanIavesdIuvesdfofusodunindsuasaziou
AveInIMsiaNuFuRuT T ususEauauseiase Tanemstgdlums seauna

A1519U

11
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52 wamanageuiemiamuitinnseuni1iamnie FAM OWN

myiamusinaseunid lagldaumumsian fie dadiumsnedulasasouns?

(FaM own) dnvuldlumsnaaey e daunu (2.2) dene il

CONSi = yo+nCEOi + y2FAM _OWN, + y3CEOy x FAM_OWN,, +
YSIZE; + ysDEBT; + ysLOSS; + y:GROW; +
yeMBy + yoOUTDIRy + y1oINST; + ynAUDIT, +
Vo BEXNEE: "y, SRV o I =i S (2.2)

M50 4.7 TWAURAM TNATDUAUNT (2.2) HAMSANEINLIT Al CEO 1azf ")

a o o

a0 o a £ ) aa —
wls FAM_own TmdudszantiiluavnasiiodAaynaada (p-value < 0.05) 1 ldaui

v
=

=2 =1 = yd 1 & = Yy o
ﬂﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬂ'}‘uﬂ'lﬂvl{ Naﬂ'liﬂﬂ}l'lllﬁﬂ\ﬂﬁlﬁu'ﬂ mnmﬂauuuﬂmﬂszﬁmmmummmma:

= as w o

dadauns N ungavosusEmasauasa (Family ownership) Ha2uduiusiualy

' a £4g
il

52iAsLTIN1IN1sTYINAINT uagwuI CEO * FAM OowN isdulszdnsitluuin §

]
Qs

o o aa ' ] a w o w o a 4
Wedidgymeada wdannuldn medluusdnaseuasuazduiluus dnilinsn)dsunlas

" ¥
Y3zs 1 mIiNNUI 501N IIHaY0IaB AT WAYBA Incentive-alignment effect HAY

1
@ s o

Entrenchment effect 11¥nd1anuIuviaszaunee llaamanoszaunis 1daussiaszda
V- | =Y A a ¥ o aow o =
MamstgFlunssienunems@u delinwmiuiuuSenasouniuaznslasunlas

3 Y si = 13 = - o s 4 a o a A’ !
dsesnudmihnusmsdsinguulufanmsi@eddu vindaavmgnivesduilszansonna,
CEO g CEO * FAM OWN 1 imny 0.104 (-0.016 + 0.120) ¥4lnTeenunensanudiuny

d'd s a £ g d " = a " @ & P 1
A30IMILY0ITulsEaNT CEo nazmilmyuAeinunssaumaulszansgniong

FAM_OWN uag CEO * FAM_OWN (i1 0.0.37) uaasldifiudt anuduiuslunisay
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FEUINANNILNATT NN sTYTHazmsnusEnimsndsun)anlsesnadivinusvs

a W

9 " o o or By ~ Y " 1 ' o 9 =
wivll Smnuseniluusinigniefuaiulvg Tasnquaseuniifie wamsanun
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gt .. o

MINN 4.7 HANTTNVVDIUSHNATOUATY (FAM OWN) RUADANNAUNUTIEHININS

alaswlasdsesdmibnusmanuanuszias Jamanstiyd

MR 47 SwnuRamsIinseiransznuvesiiinaseunfiidenmduiussn s douna
YszsnudmihifivnsfuawszdassSimansty® vazdaudsaruquais q (@iamues v3im
ATaVATY An FAM OwN) Mt lumsiselseneufisusinianzdioua s1uau 1,842 v5En-1 Tugaa
a1l 2555 - 2560

aumsnageuluaail
CONSi = yo+ y1CEOu + y2FAM OWNi + y3CEOu x FAM OWNi + yaSIZEu+ ysDEBTu+ ysLOSS: +

#GROW: + ysMBie + yOUTDIR:+ yioINSTu+ y1AUDITi+ y2BEXPu + v + w + en  ...(2.2)
Variable (expected sign) Coefficient Standard t-Statistic p-value
Estimate Error

Intercept 0.215 0.620 0.410 0.128
GEON=) -0.016 0.002 -2.190 0.020 **
FAM_OWN (+) -0.083 0.069 -2.630 00011 ¥
CEO x FAM_OWN (+) 0.120 0.037 1.432 0.009 ***
SIZE (-) -0.027 0.004 -1.368 0.088 *
DEBT (+) 0.244 0.001 0.770 0.370
LOSS (+) 0.100 0.272 2.632 0.218
GROW (-) -0.008 0.035 -0.460 0.247
MB(-) -0.062 0.159 -1.750 0.055 *
OUTDIR ( +) 0.843 0.017 0.210 0.135
INST(+) 0.039 0.061 2.960 UF) S * *
AUDIT (+) 0.043 0.022 3.008 (h() | 29
BEXP(+) 0.685 0.008 3.094 0.001 ***
Firm Fixed Effect Yes
Year Fixed Effect Yes
Adjusted R* 20.28%
F-value 3.460
Sig.F 0.000
N 1,842

*/**/*** represents significance at the 10%, 5% and 1%, respectively.
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¥
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o o I A o oA
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' da P al z
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{ a (- i " ar
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af o o @ - oW a c!
uoNNINH A15190 4.7 asonuramsina s SIZE uay MB imduilszdng
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(SUMMARY, DISCUSSION AND SUGGESTIONS)
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