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AHHOTanMsA

IIpeamer. B3aumocBs3p Mexay >(P(GEeKTUBHOCTBIO M CTPYKTypod Kamurtama 451
poccuiickoii mpou3BoACTBEHHON KoMmaHuu B ieprof ¢ 2008 mo 2015 1.

Ienn. MccnenoBanue B3aMMOCBSI3H CTPYKTYpPhI KanmuTana 1 3pGEeKTUBHOCTH KOMITaHHH Ha
POCCHUICKOM PBIHKE.

Metononorusi. B kauecTBe HCXOAHBIX IaHHBIX OBUIM HCIIOJB30BaHBI (DHMHAHCOBBIS
Pe3yBTaThl POCCHHCKUX MPOU3BOACTBEHHBIX KOMIIAHHH, BBITPY)KEHHBIE M3 0a3bl TaHHBIX
Ruslana. DddexTnBHOCT, KOMIAHWIA ONpeAensiach HAa OCHOBAHMH IOCTPOCHHUS
Henapamerpudeckux mozaeneit DEA mommdukanuii VRS uw FDH. [lns tectupoBanus
MIOCTABJICHHBIX THIIOTE3 OBUIM IIOCTPOEHBI JIBa JHMHEHHO DPErpecCHOHHBIX YPaBHEHHS
Tpems meropamu — OLS, 2SLS, quantile regression.

PesynbTarsl. C NOMOIIBIO IOJNYYEHHBIX OLIEHOK A(PQEKTUBHOCTH KOMIAHUK Oblia
MPOTECTHPOBaHa agency-cost TUIOTe3a O TOM, THOBBIIIAET JIM IPHBICYCHUE
JOIOJIHATEIBHOr0 10ra 3G (HeKTUBHOCTh KOMIIAHUY B CIEAyIoLIeM neproje. Takxke Opliu
IPOTECTUPOBAHBI [[BE COpeBHYylomuecs Mexay coboil efficiency risk u franchise value
TUIOTE3bl O TOM, IIPUBIEKAIOT JIN Oosee 3G eKTUBHbIE KOMIAHUH JONOIHUTEIbHbINA JOIT,
YTOOB! ONTHMH3HUPOBATh CTPYKTYPY KamMTajla, WM OOeperaioT NECHEKHBIH MOTOK JUISL
aKIIMOHEPOB, HE NPUBJIEKAsl AOMOIHUTEIBHOIO oNra. Pe3ymbpraTel paboThl OnpoBepraoT
agency-cost THMIIOTE3y — IpPH pPOCTE YPOBHA [JONra y POCCHUICKMX KOMIIAHMH He
noBslmaercs d¢dekTnBHOCTE. Tarke U psifa KOMIIaHHH Halula CBOE MOATBEPIKICHUE
franchise value rumoresa: OBUIO BBEISBIEHO, YTO Yy KOMIIAHHi, B KOTOPBIX y TJIABHOTO
aKmuoHepa cocpenotodeHo ot 70% mo 96,7% akuwii, moBblmeHHE 3PQEeKTHBHOCTH
MPUBOAUT K HauOOJBLIEMY COKpAIEHHIO YPOBHS JOJIra B CleLyrouieM nepuozae. Takxe
OBbUIO YCTaHOBIICHO, YTO y Oornee 3(EeKTUBHBIX KOMIIAaHHI MPUBJIEUYEHHE JONOIHUTEILHOTO
JIOJIra OKa3bIBaeT HE3HAUMMOE BO3JIeHcTBHIE Ha AP ()EKTHBHOCTD B CIEIYIOIIEM IIEPUO/IE.
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BBeaenue

TOTO, 101 BO3ICUCTBHUEM KaKnX (PaKTOPOB KOMITAHHU
NPUXOIAT K BBIOOPY MCTOUHUKOB (DMHAHCHPOBAHUSI

bank Poccum B 2017 1. mpOAOIKMI CHUXKATh
KJTIOUEBYIO CTaBKY, Il TOTO YTOOBI CTUMYJIMPOBATh
B TOM 4HCJIE€ KPEIUTOBAHWE KOMIIAHWH OaHKaMH.
Bcrnencrue yero noBbIaeTcsl BAXKHOCTh OLIEHKU

* Crarhst IIOrOTOBJIEHA [0 PE3YJILTATAM UCCIIEI0BAHMIA,
BBINOJHEHHBIX 33 CYET OIO/DKETHBIX CPEICTB 110
rocyJapCTBEeHHOMY 3afaHii0 OUHAHCOBOTO YHUBEPCHUTETA IIPH
IIpaBurensctBe Poccuiickoit denepanuu B 2017 1.

(B ToM uymcne W 3aeMHoro). Ha wHam B3msn,
B  HU3MCHSAIOIMXCA  YCIOBHAX  POCCHUNCKON
HKOHOMUKH KJTFOUEBBIM (DaKTOPOM CTaOMIIBHOCTH
JUTSE KOMITAHWH CTaHOBUTCS X 3 (EKTUBHOCTD.

Takum o0Opa3oMm, akTyaspHO OoJiee JeTanabHOE
M3y4YCHHE  B3aMMOCBS3M  IPPEKTUBHOCTH U
CTPYKTYpHI KaluTaia.
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Ilenp — umccnenoBaTh B3aUMOCBSI3b CTPYKTYpPBI
Kanutana u IPQPEKTUBHOCTH KOMIAHMHA Ha
POCCUNCKOM pBIHKE.

OrianuuTenbHass ~ 4yepra  JaHHOW  pabOTHI
3aKJIFOYAETCS B CIEAYIOUIEM: B KAau€CTBE IPOKCU
3QQEKTUBHOCTH  KOMIIAHUU  HCIHOJIb30BAINCH
pe3yabTaThl, IOIYYEHHBIE IIPH HCIOJIb30BaHUU
metogonorun DEA. Ha poccuiickoM pbIHKE B
HEMHOTOYMCIIEHHBIX PaboTax Ha JAHHYIO TEMY
UCIIOJIb30BAIINCh OyXralTepCcKUe MOKa3aTelH.

O030p JuTEpaTYpPbI M TUNOTE3bI
Hccse10BaHus

Bo Bropoit momoBune XX B. F.Modigliani u
M.H. Miller pa3paboTanii HECKOIBKO TEOPHiA,
HOCBALICHHBIX CTPYKTYpE KaluTajga KOMIIAaHUHA Ha
aMepUKaHCKOM pbIHKe. Haumbomee mo3mHss
Momudukanuss mozxenu [1] ommceiBama BBIOOP
KOMIIaHUEN CBOEH CTPYKTYphl KamuTana d4epes
BBITOZBI OT MOJYYaeMOTrO B XOJI€ MCIIOJIb30BaHHUS
3aeMHOTO (DPMHAHCHUPOBAHUS HAJIOTOBOTO IIHTA.

Jannas  wupes Obla  pasBUTAa, 00BeM
JOINIOJHHUTCIIBHOI'O 3a€MHOI'0 (bHHaHCHpOBaHHﬂ
JJIA JOCTHUXCHU S ONTUMAJILHOMI CTPYKTYPbI

KaruTajga onpeesuics depe3 3QQeKkTHBHYO, a
He a0CONIOTHYIO CTaBKy Hajora Ha IpUObLIb.
[TonoxurensHOMy 3P (EKTy OT HaJIOroBOro HMTa

IPOTUBOIIOCTABIISIICS pHUCK (uHaHCOBOI
HEYCTOMYMBOCTH KoMIaHuW. JlaHHas Teopus
BbIOOpa  CTPYKTYpHl ~ KamurTajga  IOJyduiia

Ha3BaHUC — CTaTUYHasA KOMIIPOMHCCHAs TCOPUsI.

B KaueCcTBe TJIaBHOM AIBTEPHATUBBI
KOMIIPOMUCCHOM Teopuum B pabore [2] Oblia
chopMyIMpOBaHa NOPSIIKOBAsE TEOPHS CTPYKTYPbI
KanuTana UCXOAs U3 MPENNoIoKeHHH O TOM, YTO
JUIs  KOMIITAHWHM XapaKTepHO CTpeMJICHHE He
(uHaHCUPOBATH cBOU HPOEKTHI myTeM
MPUBJICYCHUSI aKIIMOHEPHOTO KamuTana. MIMeHHO
BCJIEJICTBUE HEOAHO3HAYHOCTH BBIOOpa MEXIY
KOMIIPOMHUCCHOM H TIOPAJIKOBOM TEOpHUSIMH B
KaueCcTBE TPEThEH OTHEIBHO CTOSIIEH TEOPHH
CTPYKTYpBl ~ KalnTaja MOXHO PacCMOTPETh
areHTCKYyI0 TEOpHI0, KOTOpas BIIEpBBIE OblIa
chopmynupoBana B [3]. OnHo# U3 TJ1aBHBIX UaeH
CTaTbM CTaJI0 yTBEP)KAEHUE O TOM, 4TO
otjeneHue QyHKIMM COOCTBEHHHKA OT (PYHKIIUH
ynpaBlieHHs] KOMIIAHWEH NPUBOIUT K TOMY, YTO
MEHE/DKEPbl CTPeMSTCS K JOCTHXKEHHIO CBOHMX
JUYHBIX IIeJiell, a He IeJdedl MakCUMH3aInu

CTOMMOCTH  KOMIIaHUM  4epe3  IOBBIIIEHUE
3QGEKTUBHOCTH MPOLECCOB B OpraHU3aIMH.
Onnako areHTckas mpobOiemMa TakKe BO3HHUKAeT
MEXIy aKIMOHepaMH M KpeauTopamMu B (opme
pucka aedonra komnanuu. CrencTBHEM JaHHON
mpoOJIeMBl SBISETCS PUCK HETOMHBECTUPOBAHUS
(debt overhang). B mocneayrommx HCcCIeI0BAHUIX
agency-cost rurnore3a 0 B3aUMOCBSI3U CTPYKTYPbI
Kanutaga W J(PQEeKTHBHOCTH HaxXoAmWiIa CBOE
MOATBEPKACHUE W  ONPOBEP)KEHHE KaK Ha
Pa3BHUTHIX, TAK M HA Pa3BHBAIOIIUXCA phIHKax. [1o
pe3ynpTaTtaM MPOBEAECHHOIO 0030pa JIMTepaTyphbl
[4-16] w™oxHO chopMyIupoBaTh CIEAYIOUIIE
YeThlpe THIOTe3bl Ui TECTUPOBAHUS  HaA
POCCUNCKOM pBIHKE.

Tunomesza 1. Tlpum yBenuueHWH YypOBHS AONTA
3¢ (HEeKTHUBHOCTh KOMITAHWU CHIDKACTCS.

CornacHo pesyibTaram padot [3, 17] yBenuueHue
YPOBHA  JOdra TPHUBOAUT K  IOBBIIICHUIO
3¢ PEKTHBHOCTH KOMITAHUHU B CIICAYIOMIEM TIEPHOIC
Ha DPAa3BUTHIX pBIHKaX KarmuTana. K momoOGHBIM
pe3yiabTaTaM NpPUILUIM HAa ETUIETCKOM pBIHKE,
KOTOpbII ~ MOXXHO OTHECTH K  Kareropuu
Pa3BUBAIOIINXCS [18]. [IpoTnBONIONOXKHBIE
pe3ynbTaThl ObUTM OOHApyKEHbl Ha TpUMeEpe
MEXAYyHApOJHBIX aBuakoMmnanuii [19] u Ha
npuMepe uHAWMCKoro peiHka [20, 21], a Taxxke
poccuiickoro poiHka [22]. Takum oOpazom, B
HallleM UCCIIEZIOBAaHUU MbI O)KUJAEM, UTO YPOBEHb
nonra OyleT Oka3blBaTh HETaTUBHOE BIIMSHUE HA
3((}EeKTUBHOCT, KOMIAHWM B  CIEAYIOIIEM
nepuone. Jiasg TecTUpoBaHUS JAHHOW THUITOTE3bI
HCTIONB30BAJIOCH YpaBHEHHE (2).

T'unomesa 2. Tlpu noBbiieHnn 3)(HEKTUBHOCTH
KOMITaHUW HApaIUBaIOT JIOJIO JIONTa B CTPYKTYpE
Kanuraia.

JlanHasg rumore3a TMNpPOHWCTEKAaeT W3
MPEIONIOKEHHST O TOM, YTO TPH TOBBIIICHUN
3¢ PEKTUBHOCTH KOMIAHWW  HAYUHAKOT

MPUBJICKATh JOTIOJHUTEIBHBIN 3a€MHBIN KarmuTall
JUIE TOTO, YTOOBI ONTHMH3UPOBATH CTPYKTYPY
KamuTasa, Tak KaK YJIy4IIaeTcss X CIIOCOOHOCTh
oOcnyxwuBate nonr [23]. B mporuBHOM ciyuae,
ecnmd  mpu  TOBbIIeHHMH  AddexTuBHOCTH
KOMITAaHWW HE HapalluBaoT JOJIT, 2 CHUKAIOT €ro,
JaHHOE SIBICHUE MOXET OOBSCHATBCA  Kak
NOMOJHUTENIbHAsT Mepa CO CTOPOHBI
MEHEDKMEHTa TI0 COCPEeXEHHIO PEHTHI IS
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akioHepoB [24]. TlomoxuTenbHOE BO3IEHUCTBHE
3(h(}EeKTUBHOCTH Ha YPOBEHB JI0JITa B CIEAYIOIIEM
nepuosiec OBbIJIO TOATBEPXKIEHO HA (PPaHITy3CKOM
ppiHKEe [17] M YaCTMYHO TIOATBEPKACHO Ha
HOBO3€NaHACKOM pbIHKe [25]. Jlns TecTupoBaHus
JTAHHOW TUTIOTE3bI HCIIOTE30BAJIOCh YpaBHEeHKE (3).

Tunomesa 3. Y 6Gonee 3h(heKTUBHBIX KOMITAaHUI
TIOBBINICHUE YPOBHS J0Jra HEe OylIeT MPUBOIUTH K
CHIKEHUIO 3P (EKTUBHOCTH.

B nmanHOM cityyae BBIABHTaeTCs MPEIIOIOKEHHE
0 TOM, 4TO0 Hamboiee A(PPEKTUBHBIE KOMITAHUU

CIIOCOOHBI ~ MPUBJIEKATh  HOBBIA  Joir  0e3
CHW)KEHUSI cBOeH 3((EKTUBHOCTH B CIIEAYIOIIEM
MEPUOJIE. Jlannas TUIIOTE3a Obu1a

chopMynupoBaHa MO aHaJOTHU C [25], 4TOOBI
W3YyYUTh BO3MOXKHBIE OTKJIIOHEHHSI OT PE3yIbTaTOB
runore3bl 1 B MOBENEHUU 4YacTH BbIOOpKH. Jlist
TECTUPOBAHUS JTAaHHOM THITOTE3bI
UCTIOIH30BATIOCH YpaBHEeHHE (2).

Tunomeza 4. Y KoMmmaHud ¢ 0Oojee HHU3KHUM
YPOBHEM JIONra TIOBBIICHUE 3(P(HEKTUBHOCTH
OKa3bIBAaeT TMOJIOKUTENILHOE BO3JCHCTBUE Ha
YPOBEHb JIONITa, a y KOMIaHUK ¢ 0oJjiee BHICOKUM
YPOBHEM JI0JITa — HETaTHBHOE.

JlaHHas THIIOTE3a COINIACyeTcs C OCHOBHBIMU
BBIBOJIaMHU [25]. B artoit pabote, mpoBeicHHOH Ha
HOBO3EJAHACKOM pBIHKE, ObUIa OOHapyxeHa
aHaJIOrMyHasi B3auMOCBs3b. OHa Obl1a 00bACHEHA
aBTOpaMH TEM, YTO KOMITaHUH C OoJjiee HH3KUM
YPOBHEM JI0JITa TIPH MOBBIIEHUH dPPEKTUBHOCTH
CTpeMSTCS 3aMCHHUTh Oonee Joporoe
aKIMOHEepHOe (PMHAHCUPOBAHUE HA 3aEMHOE, TEM
caMbIM 4acTH4HO mnoaTeepkaas franchise value
runoresy. B To e Bpems KOMIaHUU ¢ OOJBIINM
YPOBHEM JOJTa CTPEMATCS NPU TOBBIIICHUN
3(h(HEKTUBHOCTH CHUBUTL YPOBEHB JIOJITA, YTOOBI
CHM3HUTh PHUCKH ()MHAHCOBOW HEYCTOHYHMBOCTH.
[Tpu sToM B pabote Ha (hpaHIry3ckoM peiHKe [17]
OBUTO BBISBIICHO U BCEX KOMIAHWUN BBIOOPKH
(c pa3sHBIMH  YPOBHSIMH Jonra), 4TO
3QPEKTUBHOCTh  TIOJIOKUTEIBHO  BJIHMAET Ha
YPOBEHb JOdra B  CICAYIOIIEM MEpHOC,
nonrBepxaas efficiency risk rumoresy 00
ONTUMM3ALMN KOMIIAHUEH CTPYKTypbl KamuTaja
Ipu BO3MOXKHOCTU. B Haiem uccieoBaHUM MbI
oxkunaeM 3¢QeKTa, MOXOKEro Ha pe3ylbTar o
HOBO3€JIAaHACKOMY pbIHKY. Jl1si TecTtupoBaHus
JIAHHOH TUTIOTE3bI UCTIONL30BANIOCH YpaBHEHHE (3).

MeTtomosorusi

B osmnupuueckux paborax B KauecTBE MPOKCH
5pPEKTUBHOCTH KOMITAaHHH HCIOJB3YIOTCS TpHU
THMA TEPEeMEHHBIX. B OompmmHCTBE padoT 3a
3pPEKTUBHOCTh MPUHUMAIOT JIBE TNEPEMECHHBIC,
MOJMyYCHHBIE  HA  OCHOBE  OyXraiarepckou
oT4eTHOCTH Kommnauwii — ROA (peHTabenbHOCTh
akTuBoB) U ROE (peHTabeNnbHOCTh COOCTBEHHOTO
kanurana). K  1monoOGHbIM  HCCIenoBaHUSAM
otHocsitest [20-22, 26]. B paborax [14, 18] B
Ka4yecTBe MEePEeMEHHOM 3¢ (HeKTUBHOCTH
HCIIONB30BaJIC IoKa3areab Tobin’Q. Taxxke
cymecTByeT psn pabot [17, 19, 23], B KoTOpBIX
MIPUMEHSIIACH METOIOIIOTHS MOCTPOCHUS
TpaHMIIBI TPOU3BOACTBEHHOHN 3 pekTHBHOCTH.

B JaHHOM HCCJICAOBAHUHN B Ka4CCTBC IIPOKCU

9QPEKTUBHOCTH  KOMIIAaHMH  MCIOJIb30BaNaCh
merononoruss DEA. basupysch Ha uyeThipex
KITFOUEBBIX MIPEIIOJIOKECHUSAX 0

HEMIPOU3BOAUTEILHOM PACXOI0BAHUH PECYPCOB, O
BBITYKJIOCTH, 00 »ddexre oT macmrTaba, 00
aJUINTUBHOCTH, JIaHHAs MOJEJb  IT03BOJISET
cOopMHUPOBaATH MPEEILHYIO TPAHUIY MHOKECTBA
TEXHOJIOTMH Ha OCHOBE JaHHBIX O BXOJHBIX
pecypcax u BBIXOJHBIX Pe3yJbTarax :

T (y)=(x, y)er” RYAreA* (y): x>

K K (1)
Zz A xt, ysz Ay,
k=1 k=1
rne  koddpdummentsr  A*(y)  onpemensorcs
BUJIOM HCIIONb3yeMOM MOJEIH DEA:

y=|FDH ,VRS, DRS, IRS,CRS, FRH | ,
K
AX(FDH)={neN*|> n*=1},

k=1

DM~

AX(VRS)= heRXD. M=1} ,

=
1l

1

M~

AX(DRS)={ neR¥|D N'<1} ,

1

M= =

AX(IRS)={neRYD V=1,

>
I

1
K
K K k~
A*(CRS)={ L€ R W A" Heorpanmuenna =
k=1
K
=IN; , IN, —MHOXXECTBO MOJOKHUTEIbHBIX
HaTypaJbHbIX YHCEI.
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Ha  ocHOBaHMM  SMIUPHUYECKOM  TpaHUIbI
NPOU3BOIUTENBHOCTH 1 (Y) MOXKHO OLEHHTh
3¢ deKkTBHOCTL, KoMmaHuu. B panHOl pabote
ObUIM TPUMEHEHBI JBE MOJAH(PHUKAIMKA DTOH
moznenu — VRS wu FDH; pa3HuLa yKa3aHHbBIX
MoOJIeJIe 3aKIIoYaeTcsi B MOCTPOCHUU TPaHUIBI
npoussoautenbuoctu I (y). Monens
Momudukanuu VRS yduTHIBaeT TEPEMEHHOCThH
OTJa4yM OT MaciiTada.

B ormuume ot VRS, momubukanus FDH He
JIONyCKaeT  JIMHEMHOTO  3aMEIIeHUS  MEXIy
KOMOMHAIMSIMA ~ BXOAHBIX  IAapaMeTpoOB  Ha
M30KBAaHTE, YTO OTPAXKAETCS Ha BU3YaJbHOM
MPEJCTAaBICHUH  TpaHubl  A(PPEKTUBHOCTH,
KOTOpasi B JAaHHOM cCiydae OymeT He TIaaKoi, a
CTYTIEHYaTOW KPUBOM.

Takum  obpazom, FDH BKIIOYaeT TOJBKO
BEPIIMHBI TpaHHIBl 3(PYEKTUBHOCTH MO METOIY
DEA u uckmiovaet npodiemMy Hed(h(HEeKTUBHOCTH
BCICJACTBUE HAIW4YMsl HWHEPTHOCTH PECYpCOB,
XapakTepHyo U1 Mogudukanuu VRS.

B nannoii pabore momenu DEA cTpowniuch MO
MPUHIAITY: TBE BXOIHBIC IEPEMEHHBIC (PECYpPCHI)
W OJlHA BBIXOAHAsA TepeMeHHas (pe3yJbTar).
B  kauecTBe BXOAHBIX TMEPEMEHHBIX IS
Momudukaruii monenmu DEA B maHHO#W pabote
WCTIOIH30BAJICS 00BEM MaTepPHAIbHBIX OCHOBHBIX
CPEJCTB KOMIIAHWHA W KOJIWYECTBO IMEPCOHAIIA,
paboTaroriero B KOMIanuu, aHajioruyso [17, 19,
25]. B KkadecTtBe BBIXOAHOW IEPEMEHHOM
ncnonb3oBaics mokazarenb ROE [19] u Gross
Profit (o6bem BanoBoit mpudsiH) [17, 25].

Jns NpoBepKH BBIABUHYTBIX THMIIOTE3 OBLIO
pELIEHO UCIOJIB30BaTh BA YPABHEHUS PErPECCHU
no a”anoruu ¢ [17]. IlepBoe ypaBHEHHE HOIKHO
OIPENENATh BIMAHUE CTPYKTYyphl KalWTala B
nepuosne t— 1 Ha 3(p(DEKTUBHOCTH KOMIIAHUHU B
epuoe f:

EFF, =ay+a,LEV,,_\+a,LEV: _+a,Z,_,.
2)

B kadyecTBe meEpeMEHHOH, XapaKTepU3yHOIEH
CTPYKTYpY KanuTana, HCIIOJIb30BAJIOCH
OTHOLIEHUE CYMMBI KpPaTKOCPOYHOTO u

JIOJITOCPOYHOTO JI0NTa K CyMMapHOW BETHYHHE
aktuBOB (Lev). Ilpu 3TOM KpaTKOCPOYHBIN AONT
HE  BKIIOYAI B ce0S  KpPEAUTOPCKYIO
3a0JKeHHOCTh. COTIacHO agency cost THIoTese,

BJIMSIHHE J1oyTa Ha 9((EKTUBHOCTH JODKHO OBITh

[IOJIOKUTENBHEIM. B To xe Bpems mocie
ONpEAENICHHOIO YPOBHS JIOJITOBas  Harpys3ka
MOXET CIY>KUThb IIOBOJOM [UI CHUXKEHHUS

3((HEeKTUBHOCTH — JUIsl TECTUPOBAHUS JIAHHOTO
MIPEIOJIOKEHNST B ypaBHEHHE Obuta jo0aBieHa
nepemennas Lev’. [loMuMo 3TOro, B ypaBHEHHE
ObUT BKJIIOYCH PSII KOHTPOJBHBIX IEPEMEHHBIX
(Bexktop Z). Profitability ompenensimace kak
OTHOUIICHWE  OINEPAMOHHOW  MPHOBUIM K
coBokynHbIM aktuBaM (EBIT/Total Assets) [27,
28]. Pasmep kommanuu (Size) ompedemnsiics Kak
HaTypabHBIN JorapudM npoaax. UtoObl yuecTh
HETMHEWHOCTh 3aBUCHUMOCTH, OBLT WCIONB30BaH
KBaJIpar jorapudma npojiax mo aHanoruu c [29].
Takke B KOHTpOJBHBIC TIEpEMEHHBIC ObLIA
BKJIIOUEHA TepeMeHHasi Tang, ompeneneHHast Kak
70~ MaTepHalbHBIX  OCHOBHBIX  CpEJICTB
KOMIIAaHHH OT OOIIeH BCIMYMHBI aKTHBOB [28].
JlononHUTEeNFHO OBblIa BKIIFOYEHA TEpEeMEHHAs
Tang, BO3BelNeHHAs B KBajapar, Tang’, JUli TOTO
9TO0Bl  y4eCThb HEITMHEWHOCTh  B3aMMOCBS3U
Takke mo anHajorun c [29]. Ilepemennas [Intg
ompejiensuiach  Kak 0N HeMaTepHallbHBIX
OCHOBHBIX CpEACTB KOMIAHUW OT BEIWYHHBI
COOCTBEHHOIO KaluTana KOMIaHWH. B kadecTBe
MIePEMEHHOM, OTBevaroIIen 3a MPOKCH
BO3MOXKHOCTEH pocra, ObLT1O penieHo
WCTIONB30BaTh TEMIT POCTa MPOJaK KOMIIAHUH TI0
OTHOIICHUIO K TPEABIIyIeMy Mepuomay. Takxke
Obuta BKIIOUEHa mnepemeHHass Govt s ydera
bi (011 MIPSIMOTO u/vunm KOCBEHHOTO
TOCY/IApCTBEHHOTO ydacTusi B Kommnanuu. Kpome

Toro, Obula BKJIIOYEHA TmiepeMeHHas Largsh,
paBHas J0Jl€ CaMOro KpYITHOTO akIMOHepa
naHHoW  kommanuu. Ilepemennass  Volatility

paccuMThIBaJlach KaK CTaHAAPTHOE OTKIOHEHUE
nokazarenss ROA KOMHaHUM IO OTHOIIECHHUIO K
npeapiaymeMy  rogy. JlaHHBI  mOKa3arelb
XapaKTepusyeT CTEIEeHb NOJBEPKEHHOCTH
KOMIIaHUU OTIepallMOHHOMY PHCKY [25].

Bropoe  ypaBHeHHE  perpeccMu  JIOJDKHO
OTIPENEIIATh BJIMSHUE CTPYKTYyphbl KaluTalla B
nepuoae t— 1 Ha 3(p(PEeKTUBHOCTb KOMIIAaHUHM B
nepuone t:

LEV, =a,+a, EFF,;, *a,Z, ,_\+u,,. 3)
B 1aHHOM ypaBHEHMHM HCIOJB30BAINCh BCE

KOHTPOJIbHBIE TEPEMEHHBbIE M3 ypaBHeHUs (2).
Taxxe ObuTM J100aBNEHBI JIBe TMEpEMEHHBIE:
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a¢dekTiBHAs cTaBka Hajora Ha MNOPUOBLIb
(EffTax),  xoropasi  paccuMThIBajach  Kak
OTHOILICHHE HAJIOTOBBIX BBIIUIAT 32 MEPHOA K
MpUOBUIN 10 HAJIOTOOONOXEeHU 3a niepuon [1], u

repeMeHHas Termspread  —  TOKa3arelb,
pacCUMTHIBAIOIIMIICS ~ KaK  pa3HUIA  MEXIY
CpeaHUMU JIOXOJHOCTSIMU 3a Tojg IO

nonrocpounbiM (10-meTHUM) M KPaTKOCPOYHBIM
(1-romu4HBIM) TOCYJapCTBEHHBIM OOJIUTaLIUsM
Poccuiickoit @enepanuu. Ilpun HHM3KOM ypOBHE
JAHHOTO CIpella KOMIIAHUM MOTYT aKTHBHEH
IPUBJIEKAThH JIOJITOCPOYHOE 3aeMHOE
(uHaHCUpOBaHUE.

BMHI/IpI/I‘ICCKaﬂ 0a3a ucciaeJ0BaHUA

B kadecTBe OCHOBHOrO HCTOYHHKA JaHHBIX I
HCCIICAOBAHUA HCIIOJIB30Ba1acCh 0aza JaHHBIX

Ruslana  (Bureau van Dijk). Caenenus
BBITpyKanuchk 3a mnepuox 2007-2015 rr. mo
JNEHCTBYIOIIUM  POCCHMCKUM  aKIIMOHEPHBIM
oO1IecTBaM (17,7 THIC. KOMITaHMIA ).
JlonoiaHUTEeNbHO OBUT  yCTAHOBJIEH KPHUTEPHU
MUHHMAaJIHHOTO CpeIHero KOJIM4€eCTBa
corpyaHukoB kommanuu — 500 wem. (1 069

koMnanuii). Takke OBUIO BBEICHO OrpaHHYCHHE
M0 OTPacieBOH NPUHAUICKHOCTH KOMITAHHMA:
UCKITIOYAITUCh ~ TIPENCTaBUTENH  (pUHAHCOBOU
OTpaciii U OTpacieil Mo MPeAOCTABICHUIO yCIyT
(836  kommanwmii). Ilocme  3TOoro  ObuLTa
IpoM3BEeHa  JONOJHUTENbHAs o0paboTka
BbIOOPKH. TakuMm 00pa3oM, UTOTOBast BLIOOPKa, Ha
KOTOPOM OBUIM  NPOTECTHPOBAaHBI OCHOBHBIE
TUTIOTE3hl,  cocTaBuia 451  akuMoHepHoe
0011eCTBO.

Pe3yabTaThl HCC/Ie10BAHUSA

Tunomesa 1. llpu yBenWYEeHUU YPOBHS A0NTa
3¢ (HEeKTUBHOCTH KOMITAHUN CHUXKAETCSI.

B pamkax TectupoBaHus TepBOH (agency-cost)
THITOTE3bI TI0 Bcel BEIOOpPKE OBLIO BBISBICHO, YTO
YBEITMYEHHUE JOJM J0Jra B CTPYKType KamuTasia
koMmrnanuii (LEV) mpuBOOUT K CHIDKEHUIO HX
3GQEKTUBHOCTH B  CIEAYIOIIEM  IEepHoJe.
JlaHHBIN pe3ynbTaT ObUT MOATBEPXKIEH Ul BCEX
UCTIONBh3yeMbIX TPOKCH A (HEeKTUBHOCTH B pooled
OLS u pooled 2SLS mozaensix, v He IOATBEPKIACH
B MOJIEIAX 2SLS Random Effects.
Ucnonp3oBanne Random Effect momenn s
ypaBHeHHs (2) ObUIO OOYCIIOBJICHO Pe3yJIbTaTOM
Tecta XaycmaHa. llomydeHHBIE pe3yibTaThl

3HaYMMBl Ha  |—5-IPOIIEHTHOM YpPOBHE B
3aBUCHUMOCTH OT Mojaenu (mabn. ). Pe3ynbrars
Sargan J-recta TmOKa3zamM, YTO BO3MOXKHBIX
omnOOK HET B Tpex u3 uyersipex pooled 2SLS
MojensiX. B JaHHBIX MOAEISIX B Ka4eCTBE MPOKCH
3((HEKTUBHOCTH UCTIOIB30BAIUCH TEPEMEHHBIC
VRSGROSSP u FDHGROSSP, a taxxe VRSROE.

Cpenu KOHTpPONBHBIX TEPEMEHHBIX B JIaHHBIX
MOJIENISIX 3HAYMMBIMH OKa3aJHCh Ie€peMEHHBIC
Tang w Tang’, OKa3bIBAIOLINE HETATUBHOE U
MOJIOKUTENIFHOE BO3/IeHicTBIE Ha 3(pPeKTHBHOCTH
KOMITaHUW B cleayionieM rnepuozae. JlaHHbie
pe3yinbTaThl MOXHO TpPAaKTOBAaTh KaK TO, YTO
3bpexT OT BBOJA  HOBBIX  MOITHOCTEH
JOCTUTAeTCSI KOMIIAHUSIMH  C  OTPE/eIeHHON
3aepkkoil Bo Bpemend. Ilpu sTomM BO Bcex
MOJIENISIX U CIeMU(HUKAIUAX HE ObUIO BBISBICHO
3HAYMMOTIO BIIMSHUSA TepeMenHoi LEV?, kotopas
XapaKkTepHu3yeT pe3Koe yBEIHMUCHHE YPOBHS J10Jra
B CTPYKType KamuTana. Takum oOpazoMm, MOKHO
NPUNTH K BBIBOAY O TOM, YTO rumore3a 1
MOATBEPKACHA.  YBEJIMYEHHE YPOBHS  J0JTra
OKa3bIBaeT  HEraTMBHOE  BO3AEHCTBHE  Ha
3¢(HEeKTUBHOCT,  KOMIAHWHM B  CJICAYIOIIEM
nepuoze. [Ipu atom naHHbIM 3G deKT He MEHseTCs
Ha TPOTHBOMOJOXKHBIA TIPH  3HAYUTEIHHOM
yBEIMYEHUM Joiau Joara. Takum oOpazom,
agency-cost rumoresa, noarBepxkiaeHHas B [17,
30], He Hamula CcBOEro IOATBEPXKACHHA Ha
poccuiickoMm PBIHKE, YTO MOJTHOCTHIO
COOTBETCTBYET pe3yibTaTaM, MOJIy4eHHBIM [19]
Ha TIPUMEpEe MEXAYHAPOIAHBIX aBHAKOMIIAHHM, a
Takke pesynbTaraM ¢ wuHauickoro [20, 21] wu
POCCHUHCKOTO PBIHKOB [22].

Tunomesa 2. Ilpu noBbiiennn 3h(HEKTUBHOCTH
KOMITaHHH HAapamuBaloT OO JI0JITa B CTPYKTYpe
KaruTana.

B paMkax TecTHpoBaHMS BTOPOM THIIOTE3BI
(franchise  value, efficiency-cost) OBLIIO
BBIsIBJIEHO, uTo B pooled OLS u pooled 2SLS
MOJENAX HpU  Pa3IMyHBIX  CHEelHU(UKAIMIX
3G PEKTUBHOCTD OKa3bIBaeT HEraTHBHOE
BO3/ICHCTBME Ha YpOBEHb J0Jra B CTPYKType
KaruTana B cienyronieM nepuoje (maoba. 2). lpu
9TOM  JaHHBIE  MOJAeNd  OBTM  MTOBTOPHO
paccuMTaHbl  C  HUCIOJIB30BAaHUEM  TOJIBKO
JOJTOCPOYHOTO  JIOJITa B Ka4eCTBE IPOKCHU
CTPYKTYpBl ~KamuTalla, ¥ pPe3yJabTaThl ObLTH
MOJTYYCHbl aHAJIOTWYHBIC. TakuM oOpazoMm, mpu
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HOBBIIICHUH sddexTrBHOCTH KOMITaHHH
CHI)KAIOT YPOBEHb JIOJITa B CTPYKTYpE KaluTala B
crenyronieM mnepuone. Ilpm sToM B MoOJEISIX
2SLS Fixed Effects nepemennas spdexruBHocTr
OKa3ajlaCh HE3HAaUYMMa Ha S5-TIPOLIEHTHOM YpPOBHE.
Ucnonp3oBanne Fixed Effect wMomenm s
ypaBHeHHs (3) ObUTO OOYCIIOBJICHO pe3yJbTaToOM
TecTa XaycMaHa.

Jns nononmHauTensHOM TpoBepkH franchise value
TUIOTE3bl O TOM, YTO KOMIAHHUSA IIPU pOCTE
3(h(}EeKTUBHOCTH CHWXXAET YPOBEHb JOJra B
CIIeAyIOIIEeM Iepuoje, Tak Kak oOeperaer
JICHEeKHBIM TOTOK IS aKIHOHepa, WCXOIHAs
BbIOOpKa OblTa pa30bWTa Ha 4YeThpe paBHBIC
MOJBBIOOPKH B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT MaKCHMAaJIbHOU
JIOJIM OJHOTO aKIMOHepa B KoMIaHuu. K mepsoit
MOJBBIOOPKE OBbLTH OTHECEHbI 113 KOMIaHUIA,
JONISl  KpyIHEHIIero axkmuoHepa B  KOTOPOM
MeHblle wid paBHa 41,7%; ko BTOpo#
noJIBEIOOpKe ObLTH OTHEeceHbl 113 koMmaHuWii, B
KOTOPbIX  JIOJIl  KpyNHeimero  akiuoHepa
Haxoaunack B mpenenax oT 41,7% mo 70%; x
TpeThel MOABBIOOpPKE ObuUM OTHeceHbl 113
KOMITAaHUM, JOJI1 KpPYIHEWILIEro AakiuoHEpa B
kotopbix 70-96,7%; ¥ dYeTBEepPTO MOABHIOOPKE
Obutn  OTHeceHBI 112 KOMmaHui,  JOJS
KPYITHEHIIeTo aKIoHepa B KOTOPBIX COCTAaBIIsIA
96,7-100%. Ilonxy4yenHble pe3ynbTaThl ObUIN
COTIOCTaBUMBI JUISI Pa3HBIX CrelU(pUKAIIAA.

Takum 00pa3om, BBISBICHO, YTO Y KOMIIAHHHA, B
KOTOPhIX Yy CaMOT0 KpPYITHOTO aKI[MOHEpa OIS
cobcTBeHHOCTH cocTtaBisieT oT 70% mo 96,7%,
MOBBIIEHNE  A(PPEKTUBHOCTH M IOKa3aTels
Profitability = mpuBommT Kk  HambodBIIEMY
COKpAIlECHHIO YypPOBHS JOJNTa B CIEAYIOIIEM
Mepuojie, €CIIM CPaBHUBATH C KOX(PPHUIMEHTaAMU
AQHAJIOTMYHBIX TIOKa3aTeled Uil KOMIAHUH C
OoJbIIEH " MEHBIIEH KOHLICHTpAaIuen
cooctBerHoctH (maba. 3). JlanHoe HaOmOACHHE
MOKET CIIY)KHTh KOCBEHHBIM TMOJTBEPKICHUEM
franchise value rumore3sr [24] 0 TOM, YTO ¢
poctoM 3(GQGEKTUBHOCTH KOMIAHHHM OOeperaroT
peHTy uMeHHO s akimonepos. Efficiency-cost
rUnore3a 2, TOATBEPXKJICHUS KOTOPOW ObUIH
Haiimensl B [17, 23] m wactmuno B [25],
OTBEpraercs.

T'unomesza 3. Y Gonee >QPEKTUBHBIX KOMIIAHUH
TMOBBIIICHUE YPOBHSA J0JTra He OyJeT MPUBOIUTH K
CHW)KEHUIO 3P (EKTUBHOCTH.

[To uToram mocTpoeHus: KBAHTHIBHBIX Perpeccuid
OBLIIO yCTaHOBJIEHO, UTO y Oosee 3¢h(EeKTUBHBIX
KOMITaHWH TIPHUBIIEYEHUE JOMOTHUTEILHOTO JIONTa
OKa3plBaCT  HE3HAUUMOE  BO3JICHCTBHE  HA
3¢ (EeKTUBHOCTH B CIIAyIONEM Tieproie. JlaHHbIi
pe3ynbTaT ObUI YCTQHOBJIEH B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT
cnennuKaMd  TEePEeMEHHOW A(PPEKTUBHOCTH.
HaYWHAS C pPa3IMYHOTO KBaHTWISA (mabn. 4).
TakuM 00pa3om, rumore3a 3 MOXKET CUYHTATHCA
MOITBEP>KIACHHOM.

ITomumo 3TOrO, OBLIO BBISABIEHO, YTO IS
Hanbomnee A((EKTHBHBIX KOMIAHUN YBEITHUYCHHE
ux pasMmepa (Size) TPUBOAUT K OONBIIEMY
CHIDKCHHIO A(QEKTHBHOCTH B  CIEIYIONIEM
nepuoje, YeM aHaJOrMyHOe yBeIUueHHe pazmepa
y MeHee 3(PQPEKTUBHBIX KoMIaHui. Takke ObLIO
O00Hapy»KEHO, YTO 3HAUMTEJIbHBIM POCT pa3zmepa
ousHeca (Size2) mpuBen ObI K TIOBBIMICHUIO
3QPEKTUBHOCTH y KOMIAHUN pPAa3HOIO YPOBHS
s¢dexkTuBHOCTH (M OoJiee HH3KOTO W OoJjee
BbIcOKOro). Kpome Toro, ompeneneHo, uto s
HanOonee 3((EKTHBHBIX KOMIAHWN TOBBIIICHHUE
JOJIA  MaTepUaNbHBIX OCHOBHBIX CpEJICTB OT
O0IIero 4mciaa akTUBOB HMPUBOIUT K OOJIBIIEMY
nagieHuro  dGQPEKTHBHOCTH, 4YeM Yy MCEHee
3G PEKTUBHBIX KOMITAaHHUH.

Tunomeza 4. Y xomnanwii c¢ 0Ooyiee HU3KUM
YpPOBHEM JOJITa TOBBIIEHHE 3SPPEKTUBHOCTU
OKa3bIBaeT TIIOJIOKHUTEIbHOE BO3JCHCTBHE Ha
YpOBEHb J0JTa, a Y KOMITaHUH ¢ 0oJiee BHICOKUM
YPOBHEM JI0JITa — HETaTHUBHOE.

B pamkax nccnenoBaHus JaHHOH TUIIOTE3bI OBLIO
OOHapyEHO, YTO KOMIIAHHH C HauOOJBIIUM
YPOBHEM J10jra HO BBIOOPKE INpH TOBBIILICHUN
cBO€H S(MQPEKTUBHOCTH 3HAYMTEIBHO CHIIbHEE
COKpAIIAIOT JIOJIIO JI0Jra B CTPYKType KanuTajia B
CpPaBHEHHH C HaWMEHee 3aKpPEeJUTOBAHHBIMU
KOMIAHUSAMU BBIOOPKH (maba. 5).

Hanneiii  3pdexr HaOmomaeTcss HaumHas C
KOMIIaHUHM, TOMaBIIMX B 75-IPOLEHTHIN

85-TIPOIEeHTHINM KBAaHTWIL IO JIOJNIE€ JIOJITa OT
obmero oObemMa aktuBoB. Ilpum »sToM mpm
noBeIeHNH nokasarens Profitability (EBIT/Total
Assets) KOMIIaHUM C OOJBIINM YpPOBHEM J0jra
Takke OoJiee aKTUBHO CHMXKAIOT B CJEIYIOLIEM
nepuojie J0MI0 Jora B CTPYKType KamuTana. B
TO K€ BpeMs A KOMIAHUKH € HauOOIbLIINM
00bEMOM  3aE€MHOTO  KamuTajla pacIIdpeHue
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BO3MOXHOcTel pocta (Growth) TPUBOIUT K
pocTy mosira B ciaeayrouem nepuone. [lanHas
JUHaMHKa MOXXET CBUAETEIbCTBOBAaTh O TOM, YTO
y Haubonee  3aKpEIMTOBAHHBIX  KOMIIAHHUN
OTCYTCTBYET Ipo0JieMa HeIOMHBECTUPOBAHUS [3].
[okazarens Termspread oxa3zancsi 3HAYNMBIM
TaKXKe TOJBKO JJIs Hamboliee 3aKpeIUTOBAaHHBIX
KOMITaHWH, YTO CBHIETEIBCTBYET O TOM, YTO
TOJIBKO KOMIIAaHUM JTaHHOM KaTerOpuHU CPeau BCei
BBIOOPKH PYKOBOJCTBYIOTCS JTUHAMUKON
MPOLEHTHBIX CTaBOK npu yIpaBIeHUH
CTpyKTypoi  kamuTasa. TakuMm  oOpasoM,
runore3a 4 Obula YyacTU4HO moATBepxkaeHa. C
OTHOW CTOpOHBI, Kak ® B pabore [25]
HaOII01ae€TCSl HEOJHOPOIHOCTh CTEIEHU BIMSHUS
3¢ (eKTUBHOCTH Ha ypOBEHb Joira y Ooyee u
MEHEE 3aKpEINTOBAaHHBIX KOMIIAHUH, C APYTOM —
JUIT  KOMIIAHWA € HU3KHUM YPOBHEM J0jra
HE OBUJIO BBIABICHO TIOJOXUTEIBHOE BIUSHHE,
oKa3piBaeMoe A(P(PEKTHBHOCTHIO KOMITAHWU Ha
YPOBEHB JI0JITa B CIEIYIOIIEM LIEPHOJE.

Ilo pesysbTaTam paboTHI MOJHOCTbIO
MOATBEPAMWINCH TUHoTe3a 1 O TOM, 4YTO Ha
pPOCCHICKOM pBIHKE HE paboTaeT agency-cost
TUIOTE3a — TPU MOBBIIEHUH 3SPPEKTUBHOCTU
poccuiickue KOMIIaHUU HE HAYMHAIOT
(YHKIIMOHUPOBATH Oozee 3P PEKTUBHO.
[lomyuyenHsle B~ JaHHOM  HCCIIEIOBAaHHUH
pe3yabTaThl € UCHOJB30BAHMEM B KadecTBE
MpokcH  APQPEKTUBHOCTH  HETapaMeTPUYECKUX
olleHOK DEA coBHafaroT C pAAOM HCCIEIOBAHUM
Ha JIpyrux pa3BUBaOIMXCS pblHKax [20, 21], a
TakXke C pe3yJbTaTaMH, MOJYyYeHHbIMU B paboTte
M0 POCCHUHCKOMY PBIHKY [22], TIle B KauecTBe
MIPOKCH 3¢ (HEeKTUBHOCTH HCTIONb30BAIIUCH
nokasarenu peHradenbHocTH — ROE, ROA.

B xome wccienoBaHust Obula  MOJHOCTBIO
omposepruyta Efficiency-cost rumotesa 2,
chopmynupoBaHHas [23] W TOATBEpIKACHHAS
[17], o ToM, 4YTO TpPU  MOBBIIICHUH
3¢ (HEeKTUBHOCTH KOMIIaHUH CTpeMSATCA
ONITUMH3HPOBATh CBOKO CTPYKTYpy Kamurana. B
TO JK€ BpeMsi ObUIM HaWJCHBI CBHIETEIHCTBA,
noaTBepkAatonme padborocnocodHocts franchise
value THIIOTE3HI Ha POCCHIICKOM pPBIHKE, TaK Kak
OBUIO BBISBJIICHO, YTO Y KOMIIAaHHM, B KOTOPBIX y
TJIABHOTO aKImoHepa cocpenoroueHo oT 70% 1o
96,7% axkuuii, mnoBbIIIEHHE 3()HEKTUBHOCTH
MPHUBOIUT K HAaUOOJNBIIEMY COKpAIICHUIO YPOBHS
JIOJITa B CJIEIYIOIIEM TIepro/Ie.

Ha OCHOBaHHUH MIPOBEIEHHOMN paboThI
MOATBEPKIACHA THUMOTe3a 3: BBIABICHO, YTO Y
0onee 5 QGEeKTUBHBIX KOMIAHWHI MPHUBICUCHUE
JIOTIOJTHUTEJIBHOTO JIOJra OKa3bIBAaeT HE3HAUMMOE
Bo3JieiicTBHEe Ha 3((EKTUBHOCTH B CIEIyIOIIEM
nepuoze. JlaHHBIA pe3ynbTaT ObLT YCTAaHOBIICH B
3aBHUCHUMOCTH OT CIenu(UKaUd [EePEeMEHHOM

3((}EeKTUBHOCTH  HauWHAsT C  Pa3IUYHOTO
KBaHTHJIS.
[lo pe3ympraTaMm  HUCCIEJOBaHUS  YaCTHYHO

noATBepxAeHa rumnore3a 4. bouio ompexgeneHo,
YTO KOMITAHUH C HAaNOOJIBIINM YPOBHEM JIOJITa TI0
BBIOOPKE MPH MOBBIIEHUU CBOEH 3P HEKTUBHOCTH
3HAYUTEIHHO CHJIbHEE COKPAIAIOT JOJIO J0JTa B
CTPYKType KalluTaja B CpPaBHEHUH C HaMMeEHee
3aKpEIUTOBAHHBIMH  KOMITAHUSIMH  BBIOOPKH.
OnIHOBPEMEHHO C ATUM OBIJIO BBISBIEHO, YTO
KOMIIAHWW C HAWOOJBIIUM YPOBHEM JAONTa TpU
MOSBJICHUH BO3MOXHOCTEH pOCTa HPUBJIEKAIOT
JIOTIOJTHUTENIBHBIA JIONT B CIIAYIOIIEM MNEepHOe,
TO €ecThb NpoOjieMa HEJOMHBECTHPOBAHHUS TaKUM
KOMIIAHHUSAM HE TPUCYIIAa Ha POCCHICKOM pBIHKE
coryacHo [3].
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Tabnuuya 1

Pe3yabTaTnl ypaBHeHuUsi perpeccu (2) ¢ ucnoiab3oBanueM Metonaa pooled 2SLS

Table 1

The results of regression equation (2) using the pooled 2SLS method

Mepemennas VRS ROE VRS GP FDH ROE FDH GP
Koa. p-value Koa. p-value Koag. p-value  Koag. p-value
PROFITABILITY(-1) 0,075 0 0,168 0 0,116 0 0,316 0
SIZE(-1) —0,027 0,4 0,199 0 —0,041 0,4 —0,014 0,78
SIZE2(-1) 0 0,84 0,011 0 0 0,98 0,002 0,45
TANG(-1) —0,109 0,05 —0,494 0 —0,267 0 —0,758 0
TANG2(-1) 0,105 0,12 0,439 0 0,247 0,01 0,639 0
INTG(-1) 0,118 0,06 —0,009 0,88 —0,217 0,02 —0,062 0,53
GROWTH(-1) —0,012 0,02 —0,005 0,37 —0,002 0,84 0,005 0,54
VOLATILITY(-1) —0,018 0,36 0,113 0 —0,034 0,24 —0,214 0
GOVTSH(-1) 0 0,01 —0,001 0 —0,001 0 —0,001 0
LARGSH(-1) 0 0,35 0 0 0 0,81 0,001 00
LEV(-1) —0,083 0,03 —0,098 0,01 —0,094 0,1 0,16 0,01
LEV2(-1) 0,052 0,37 0,06 0,32 0,011 0,9 0,105 0,26
C 0,393 0,02 1,081 0 0,676 0,01 0,303 0,28
Xapaxkmepucmuxu modenu

R kBagpar 0,03 0,17 0,05 0,13
Prob(J-statistic) 0,76 0,78 0,04 0,81
Prob(F-statistic) 0 0 0 0

Hcmounux: aBTOpcKas pa3paboTka

Source: Authoring

Tabnuya 2

Pe3yabTarsl ypaBHeHus perpeccun (3) ¢ ucnosb3oBanueMm merona pooled 2SLS

Table 2

The results of regression equation (3) using the pooled 2SLS method

Mepemennas VRS ROE VRS GP FDH ROE FDH GP
Koad. p-value Koa. p-value Koag. p-value  Ko3g. p-value
PROFITABILITY(-1) 0,186 0 0,165 0 0,184 0 —0,153 0
SIZE(-1) 0,003 0,94 0,02 0,63 0,006 0,88 0,012 0,77
SIZE2(-1) 0,001 0,7 0,002 0,27 0,001 0,78 0 0,79
TANG(-1) 0,096 0,16 0,173 0,02 0,103 0,14 0,2 0,01
TANG2(-1) 0,139 0,1 0,206 0,02 0,142 0,09 0,226 0,01
INTG(-1) 0,134 0,09 0,147 0,06 0,131 0,09 0,142 0,07
GROWTH(-1) 0,018 0,02 0,014 0,06 0,019 0,01 0,015 0,06
VOLATILITY(-1) 0,038 0,12 0,021 0,4 0,036 0,14 0,015 0,57
EFFTAX(-1) —0,006 0,38 —0,005 0,42 —0,006 0,37 —0,005 0,46
GOVTSH(-1) —0,001 0 —0,001 0 —0,001 0 —0,001 0
LARGSH(-1) 0,001 0 0,001 0 0,001 0 0,001 0
TERMSPREAD(-1) —0,008 0,08 —0,007 0,11 —0,008 0,08 —0,007 0,11
EFFECT(-1) —0,079 0 0,167 0 —0,067 0 0,131 0
C 0,104 0,64 0,211 0,35 0,097 0,66 0,071 0,75
Xapaxkmepucmuxu mooenu

R kBagpar 0,05 0,05 0,05 0,05
Prob(J-statistic) 0,4 0,48 0,4 0,4
Prob(F-statistic) 0 0 0 0

Hcmounux: aBTOpcKas pa3paboTka

Source: Authoring
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Tabauya 3

PesyabTaTsl ypaBHeHusi perpeccuu (3) ¢ npumenennem meroaa pooled 2SLS Ha yeThIpex nmoaBbIOOPKAX
¢ ucnoans3oBannem nepemenHoii FDHGROSSP B kauectBe npokcu 3(pGpeKTUBHOCTH KOMIAHUHI

Table 3

The results of regression equation (3) under the pooled 2SLS method on 4 subsamples
using the FDHGROSSP variable as a proxy of company efficiency

Mepevennas 0-41,7% 41,7-70% 70-96,7% 96,7-100%
Koa. p-value Koag. p-value Koag. p-value  Ko3g. p-value
PROFITABILITY(-1) —0,051 0,1 —0,342 0 —0,633 0 —0,442 0
SIZE(-1) 0,217 0,03 —0,09 0,25 0,179 0,09 —0,047 0,5
SIZE2(-1) —0,009 0,04 0,005 0,2 —0,007 0,17 0,004 0,17
TANG(-1) —0,253 0,12 —0,057 0,69 —0,131 0,37 0,118 0,39
TANG2(-1) 0,384 0,06 0,112 0,52 0,151 0,41 0,161 0,3
INTG(-1) —0,04 0,75 —0,054 0,77 0,234 0,06 0,301 0,24
GROWTH(-1) 0,01 0,53 0,021 0,22 0,052 0,01 0,027 0,11
VOLATILITY(-1) 0,029 0,35 —0,059 0,59 —0,489 0 —0,692 0
EFFTAX(-1) —0,013 0,36 —-0,003 0,86 -0,017 0,13 0,004 0,82
GOVTSH(-1) —0,006 0,02 0 0,37 —0,001 0 0 0,48
TERMSPREAD(-1) 0,002 0,79 0 0,96 —0,016 0,08 —0,001 0,88
FDHGROSSP(-1) —0,062 0,03 -0,019 0,49 0,11 0 —0,034 0,23
C —0,978 0,07 0,624 0,13 0,776 0,17 0,298 0,43
Xapaxkmepucmuxu modenu

R kBagpar 0,03 0,05 0,19 0,13
Prob(J-statistic) 0,1 0,5 0 0,58

Hcmounux: aBTopcKas pa3padoTka

Source: Authoring

Tabnuua 4

Pe3yabTaTsl ypaBHeHHs (2) ¢ NPpUMEHEHHEM MeT01a KBAHTHJIHHOI Perpeccuy ¢ HCMOJb30BaHHEM MepeMeHHOit
VRSGROSSP u VRSROE B xauecTBe NPOKcH 3PPEeKTUBHOCTH KOMIIAHUU

Table 4

The results of regression equation (2) under the quantile regression method
using the VRSGROSSP and VRSROE variables as a proxy of company efficiency

Y-VRSGROSSP

Ilepemennas q25 q50 q75
Koad. p-value Koa. p-value Koa¢. p-value
LEV(-1) —0,01 0,66 0 0,91 0 0,99
LEV2(-1) 0,01 0,52 0,02 0,49 0,05 0,24
PROFITABILITY(-1) 0,14 0 0,21 0 0,27 0
SIZE(-1) 0,07 0 0,12 0 -0,27 0
SIZE2(-1) 0 0 0,01 0 0,01 0
TANG(-1) —0,06 0 —0,23 0 —0,51 0
TANG2(-1) 0,05 0,01 0,23 0 0,47 0
INTG(-1) 0,01 0,74 0 0,91 —0,03 0,5
GROWTH(-1) 0,01 0,03 0 0,61 0 0,56
GOVTSH(-1) 0 0 0 0 0 0
LARGSH(-1) 0 0 0 0 0 0
VOLATILITY(-1) —0,06 0,37 —0,01 0,93 0,09 0,6
C 0,3 0 0,52 0 1,39 0
Xapaxkmepucmuxu modenu

Pseudo R 0,11 0,14 0,15
Prob(F—statistic) 0 0 0
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IIpoodonxcenue mabnuywl

Y-VRSROE
Ilepemennas q25 q50 q75 q85
Koad. p-value Koa¢. p-value Koagp. p-value Koa¢p. p-value
LEV(-1) 0,02 0 —0,03 0,04 —0,07 0,08 —0,09 0,2
LEV2(-1) 0,01 0,02 0,01 0,72 0,05 0,34 0,04 0,64
PROFITABILITY(-1) 0,02 0 0,1 0 0,22 0 0,29 0
SIZE(-1) 0 0,66 0 0,88 —0,11 0 —0,21 0,01
SIZE2(-1) 0 0,8 0 0,94 0 0,01 0,01 0,04
TANG(-1) —0,01 0,18 —0,02 0,39 —0,07 0,23 —0,31 0,05
TANG2(-1) 0 0,9 0,02 0,62 0,04 0,58 0,34 0,13
INTG(-1) —0,01 0,14 —0,02 0,1 —0,09 0 0,14 0,05
GROWTH(-1) 0 0,08 —0,01 0 —0,02 0 —0,02 0,01
GOVTSH(-1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
LARGSH(-1) 0 0,07 0 0,03 0 0,65 0 0,62
VOLATILITY(-1) 0 0,95 0,03 0,33 0,02 0,72 0,02 0,82
C 0,02 0,28 0,06 0,45 0,82 0 1,61 0
Xapaxmepucmuku mooenu
Pseudo R 0,01 0,02 0,04 0,04
Prob(F—statistic) 0 0 0 0
Hcmounux: aBTOpcKas pa3paboTka
Source: Authoring
Tabnuua 5
PesyabTatsl ypaBHeHus (3) ¢ NpHMeHEeHHEM MeT0/1a KBAHTHJIBHOI perpeccun
¢ HcnoJb3oBanueM nepeMeHHoii VRSGROSSP u FDHROE B kauecTBe NPOKcH 3(pPeKkTHBHOCTU
Table 5
The results of regression equation (3) under the quantile regression method
using the VRSGROSSP and FDHROE variables as a proxy of efficiency
ddextuBaoctb—VRSGROSSP
Ilepemennas q25 q50 q75 q85
Koag. p-value Ko3ad. p-value Ko3d. p-value Kodp. p-value
PROFITABILITY(-1) 0,15 0 —0,42 0 0,55 0 —0,48 0
SIZE(-1) 0,04 0,17 0,1 0,09 —0,01 0,94 —0,11 0,3
SIZE2(-1) 0 0,35 0 0,31 0 0,55 0,01 0,17
TANG(-1) 0,03 0,48 0,16 0,12 0,12 0,42 —0,41 0,02
TANG2(-1) 0 0,96 0,13 0,31 0,12 0,43 0,44 0,05
INTG(-1) 0,23 0 0,18 0,02 —0,01 0,91 —0,05 0,55
GROWTH(-1) 0 0,75 0,01 0,53 0,02 0,17 0,03 0,07
GOVTSH(-1) 0 0,14 0 0,09 0 0 0 0
TERMSPREAD(-1) 0 0,31 0 0,95 —0,01 0,46 —0,01 0,11
VOLATILITY(-1) 0,04 0,47 0,16 0,33 —0,04 0,85 0,12 0,67
EFFTAX(-1) —0,01 0,39 —0,02 0,11 0 0,78 —0,01 0,41
LARGSH(-1) 0 0,01 0 0 0 0 0 0
OS¢ dexTuBHOCTH(—1) 0,02 0,01 —0,04 0,09 —0,06 0,18 —0,12 0,01
C —0,26 0,13 —0,6 0,06 0,18 0,68 0,95 0,12
Xapakmepucmuxu mooenu
Pseudo R 0,02 0,05 0,06 0,05
Prob(F—statistic) 0 0 0 0
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dpextuBHocTb—FDHROE

Ilepemennas q25 q50 q75 q85
Koad. p-value Koa¢. p-value Koagp. p-value Koa¢p. p-value
PROFITABILITY(-1) 0,15 0 —0,42 0 0,55 0 —0,46 0
SIZE(-1) 0,04 0,19 0,11 0,04 0,02 0,79 0,16 0,23
SIZE2(-1) 0 0,39 0 0,16 0 0,9 0,01 0,15
TANG(-1) 0,05 0,24 0,14 0,17 0,08 0,6 —0,37 0,07
TANG2(-1) 0,02 0,73 —0,1 0,39 0,09 0,62 0,39 0,15
INTG(-1) 0,24 0 0,17 0,05 0,01 0,93 0,09 0,31
GROWTH(-1) 0 0,82 0,01 0,46 0,02 0,14 0,03 0,05
GOVTSH(-1) 0 0,43 0 0,06 0 0 0 0
TERMSPREAD(-1) 0 0,19 0 0,88 —0,01 0,33 0,02 0,04
VOLATILITY(-1) —0,04 0,44 —0,12 0,53 —0,04 0,85 0,11 0,67
EFFTAX(-1) —0,01 0,27 0,01 0,23 0 0,99 —0,01 0,58
LARGSH(-1) 0 0,03 0 0 0 0 0 0
OddexTuBHOCTH(—1) —0,01 0,08 0,04 0,05 0,05 0,11 —0,08 0,01
C 0,23 0,14 0,65 0,02 0,05 0,93 1,23 0,09
Xapakmepucmuxu mooenu

Pseudo R 0,02 0,05 0,05 0,05
Prob(F—statistic) 0 0 0 0

Hcmounux: aBTOpcKast pa3paboTka

Source: Authoring
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HNudopmanusi 0 KOHQIUKTE HHTEPECOB

Mpbl, aBTOpBI JaHHOM CTaTbM, CO BCEH OTBETCTBEHHOCTHIO 3asBISIEM O YAaCTHYHOM M TIOJHOM
OTCYTCTBHM (DAKTHUECKOTO WIJIM MOTEHIIMAIBHOTO KOH(IMKTa WHTEPECOB C KakoW OBl TO HU OBLIO
TPEThEH CTOPOHOW, KOTOPBIH MOXET BO3HUKHYTH BCJICICTBUEC ITyOIMKAIIMA JIAHHOW CTaThU.
Hacrosimee 3asiBieHHE OTHOCHTCS K TPOBEACHUIO HAydHOW paboThI, cOOpy M 00paboTKe TaHHBIX,
HAIMCaHUIO U IOATOTOBKE CTaThH, TPUHITHIO PEIICHUS O IMyOJHKAUU PYKOITHUCH.
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Abstract

Subject The article investigates interrelations between capital structure and effectiveness
of 451 Russian manufacturing companies from 2008 to 2015.

Objectives The purpose of the study is to explore the interaction between the capital
structure of the companies and their effectiveness in the Russian market.

Methods Annual financials of Russian manufacturing companies from Ruslana database
serve as input data. We estimate the companies' effectiveness by building non-parametric
DEA models (VRS and FDH modifications). To challenge the main hypotheses, we
constructed two linear regression equations under three methods, namely, OLS, 2SLS, and
quantile regression.

Results Using the obtained estimates of effectiveness, we tested the agency-cost
hypothesis to find out whether an additional debt leads to an increase in company
performance in the next period (Jensen & Meckling, 1976). Also, there have been tested
two competing efficiency risk and franchise value hypotheses to understand whether more
effective companies raise additional debts to achieve their capital structure optimum or
they tend to maintain positive cash flow for equity holders and avoid additional debts.
Based on the findings, we rejected the agency-cost hypothesis. The effectiveness of
Russian companies is not improved if the debt level grows. For a number of companies,
the franchise value hypothesis was confirmed — if the major shareholder possesses from
over seventy percent of the total share capital, it results in the biggest decline in the debt
level in the next period.

Conclusions Raising new debt by more effective companies has an insignificant impact on
their performance in the subsequent period.

© Publishing house FINANCE and CREDIT, 2017

Please cite this article as: Fedorova E.A., Rybalkin P.I., Fedorov F.Yu. Interrelation of Company Capital Structure and
Effectiveness in Russia. Finance and Credit, 2017, vol. 23, iss. 48, pp. 2872-2887.

https://doi.org/10.24891/fc.23.48.2872

Acknowledgments

The article draws on the results of studies supported by the budgetary funds within the framework of
State job to the Financial University under the Government of the Russian Federation for 2017.

References

1. Modigliani F., Miller M.H. The Cost of Capital, Corporation Finance and the Theory of
Investment. The American Economic Review, 1958, vol. 48, no. 3, pp. 261-297.
Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/1809766

2. Myers S.C. The Capital Structure Puzzle. The Journal of Finance, 1984, vol. 39, iss. 3,
pp. 575-592. URL: https://doi.org/10.2307/2327916

E.A. ®epoposa v ap. / @uHaHckl u kpedum, 2017, 7. 23, BbIn. 48, cTp. 2872-2887

http:/ffin-izdat.ru/journal/fc/ 2885



E.A. Fedorova et al. / Finance and Credit, 2017, vol. 23, iss. 48, pp. 2872-2887

3. Jensen M.C., Meckling W.H. Theory of the firm: Managerial behavior, agency costs and
ownership structure. Journal of Financial Economics, 1976, vol. 3, iss. 4, pp. 305-360.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(76)90026-X

4. Antoniou A., Guney Y., Paudyal K. The Determinants of Capital Structure: Capital Market-
Oriented versus Bank-Oriented Institutions. Journal of Financial and Quantitative Analysis, 2008,
vol. 43, iss. 1, pp. 59-92. URL: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022109000002751

5. Baker M., Wurgler J. Market Timing and Capital Structure.
URL: http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.7.3505&rep=rep 1 &type=pdf

6. Campello M. Debt Financing: Does It Boost or Hurt Firm Performance in Product Markets?
Journal of Financial Economics, 2006, vol. 82, iss. 1, pp. 135-172.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2005.04.001

7. Flannery M.J., Rangan K.P. Partial Adjustment toward Target Capital Structures. Journal of
Financial Economics, 2006, vol. 79, pp. 469-506.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/].jfineco.2005.03.004

8. Frank M.Z., Goyal VK. Capital Structure Decisions: Which Factors are Reliably Important?

Financial Management, 2009, vol. 38, iss. 1, pp. 1-37.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1755-053X.2009.01026.x

9. Frank M.Z., Goyal VK. Testing the Pecking Order Theory of Capital Structure. Journal of
Financial Economics, 2003, vol. 67, iss. 2, pp. 217-248.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(02)00252-0

10. Hennessy C.A., Whited T.M. Debt Dynamics. Journal of Finance, 2005, vol. 60, iss. 3,
pp. 1129-1165. URL: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.2005.00758.x

11. Huang G., Song F.M. The Determinants of Capital Structure: Evidence from China. China
Economic Review, 2006, vol. 17, iss. 1, pp. 14-36.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chieco.2005.02.007

12. Jackling B., Johl S. Board Structure and Firm Performance: Evidence from India's Top Companies.
Corporate Governance: An International Review, 2009, vol. 17, iss. 4, pp. 492-509.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8683.2009.00760.x

13. Leland H.E. et al. Can the Trade-off Theory Explain Debt Structure?. The Review of Financial
Studies, 2007, vol. 20, iss. 5, pp. 1389-1428. URL: https://doi.org/10.1093/revtin/hh1047

14. Salim M., Yadav R. Capital Structure and Firm Performance: Evidence from Malaysian Listed
Companies. Procedia — Social and Behavioral Sciences, 2012, vol. 65, pp. 156—166.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.11.105

15. Shyam-Sunder L., Myers S.C. Testing Static Tradeoff Against Pecking Order Models of Capital
Structure. Journal of Financial Economics, 1999, vol. 51, pp. 219-244.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(98)00051-8

16. Thomsen S., Pedersen T. Ownership Structure and Economic Performance in the Largest European
Companies. Strategic Management Journal, 2000, vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 689—705.

17. Margaritis D., Psillaki M. Capital Structure, Equity Ownership and Firm Performance. Journal of
Banking & Finance, 2010, vol. 34, iss. 3, pp. 621-632.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbankfin.2009.08.023

E.A. ®epoposa v ap. / @uHaHckl u kpedum, 2017, 1. 23, BbIn. 48, cTp. 2872-2887
2886 http:/ffin-izdat.ru/journal/fc/



E.A. Fedorova et al. / Finance and Credit, 2017, vol. 23, iss. 48, pp. 2872-2887

18. Wahba H. Capital Structure, Managerial Ownership and Firm Performance: Evidence from Egypt.
Journal of Management & Governance, 2014, vol. 18, iss. 4, pp. 1041-1061.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10997-013-9271-8

19. Capobianco H.M.P., Fernandes E. Capital Structure in the World Airline Industry. Transportation
Research Part A: Policy and Practice, 2004, vol. 38, iss. 6, pp. 421-434.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tra.2004.03.002

20. Dawar V. Agency Theory, Capital Structure and Firm Performance: Some Indian Evidence.
Managerial Finance, 2014, vol. 40, iss. 12, pp. 1190-1206.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1108/MF-10-2013-0275

21.Majumdar S.K., Chhibber P. Capital Structure and Performance: Evidence from a Transition
Economy on an Aspect of Corporate Governance. Public Choice, 1999, vol. 98, iss. 3-4,
pp. 287-305. URL: https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1018355127454

22.Ilyukhin E. The Impact of Financial Leverage on Firm Performance: Evidence from Russia.
Korporativnye finansy = Corporate Finance, 2015, no. 2, pp. 24-36.
URL: https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/the-impact-of-financial-leverage-on-firm-performance-
evidence-from-russia

23. Berger A.N., Bonaccorsi di Patti E. Capital Structure and Firm Performance: A New Approach
to Testing Agency Theory and an Application to the Banking Industry. Journal of Banking &
Finance, 2006, vol. 30, iss. 4, pp. 1065—-1102. URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbankfin.2005.05.015

24. Demsetz H. Industry Structure, Market Rivalry, and Public Policy. Journal of Law and Economics,
1973, vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 1-9. URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/466752

25. Margaritis D., Psillaki M. Capital Structure and Firm Efficiency. Journal of Business Finance &
Accounting, 2007, vol. 34, iss. 9-10, pp. 1447-14609.
URL.: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-5957.2007.02056.x

26. Gleason K.C., Mathur L.K., Mathur I. The Interrelationship between Culture, Capital Structure,
and Performance: Evidence from European Retailers. Journal of Business Research, 2000, vol. 50,
iss. 2, pp. 185-191. URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0148-2963(99)00031-4

27.Booth L., Aivazian V., Demirguc-Kunt A., Maksimovic V. Capital structures in developing
countries. The Journal of Finance, 2001, vol. 56, no. 1, pp. 87—130.
URL.: https://doi.org/10.1111/0022-1082.00320

28.Rajan R.G., Zingales L. What Do We Know about Capital Structure? Some Evidence from
International Data. The Journal of Finance, 1995, vol. 50, no. 5, pp. 1421-1460.
URL: https://doi.org/10.2307/2329322

29. Himmelberg C.P., Hubbard R.G., Palia D. Understanding the Determinants of Managerial
Ownership and the Link between Ownership and Performance. Journal of Financial Economics,
1999, vol. 53, iss. 3, pp. 353—-384. URL.: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(99)00025-2

30. Stulz R.M. Managerial Discretion and Optimal Financing Policies. Journal of Financial
Economics, 1990, vol. 26, iss. 1, pp. 3—27. URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(90)90011-N

Conflict-of-interest notification

We, the authors of this article, bindingly and explicitly declare of the partial and total lack of actual or
potential conflict of interest with any other third party whatsoever, which may arise as a result of the
publication of this article. This statement relates to the study, data collection and interpretation,
writing and preparation of the article, and the decision to submit the manuscript for publication.

E.A. ®epoposa v ap. / @uHaHckl u kpedum, 2017, 7. 23, BbIn. 48, cTp. 2872-2887
http:/ffin-izdat.ru/journal/fc/ 2887



