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ROA —4.59916*** —6.32888*** —2.41291 —4.3407***
(—4.42) (—3.11) (—0.16) (—3.52)
MSHERE CRFBUfIE) 0.10034*** 0.01805 0.32652** 0.14308***
(3.83) (0.41) (2.26) (4.18)
M EHE S S — 0.25049***
(2.65) .
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0.02) (—=0.21) 7 y
S By Hi 1 0.38436* 0.38495 0.25562 0.21235
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ST A& 4 Y — —0.09373 —0.15168 0.92888 0.00048
(—1.31) (—1.28) 0.97) 0.01)
SRAT S G X ROA —0.64677 1.60348 —5.75872 —2.03284
(—0.47) (0.66) (—0.30) (—0.99)
BEF bR —0.08709*** —0.11944*** —0.13677*** —0.08124***
(—10.54) (—4.24) (—2.75) (—9.19)
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(—5.22) (=34 ) (—0.35) (—4.19)
AL 5490 1525 195 3965
MR 1112 385 52 758
fail 873 332 47 541
Rl R? 0.10438 0.07508 0.16321 0.12451
S BOA E —4864.2044 —1584.0624 —124.48704 —2739.3109
22 892.78658 225.26006 10630.74 678.84561
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