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Abstract. The interplay between top executive pays and fiscal achievements remains at the forefront 
of discourse in organizational leadership and governance frameworks. Understanding the 
connection between executive incentives and performance outcomes is crucial for effective 
corporate governance. This study dives deep into the tapestry of research that dissects these 
nuanced interactions. Executive compensation, a critical component of corporate governance, 
directly influences the behaviors and decision-making of top executives. Simultaneously, financial 
performance serves as a key indicator of a company's operational health and ability to generate 
value. According to the analysis, the relationship between both is complete and multifaceted. In some 
cases, higher levels of executive remuneration are positively correlated with improved financial 
performance, while negative correlations also exist. The relationship between the two is influenced 
by characteristics, e.g., corporate governance, industry characteristics, company performance, and 
individual executive characteristics. Numerous studies are currently available on the relationship 
between the two. However, it is important to acknowledge the limitations and shortcomings of the 
existing studies, which may impact the generalizability and applicability of the findings. In conclusion, 
the nexus between executive compensation and financial output is a complex and multidimensional 
issue that requires further in-depth research and study. 
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1. Introduction 

Given the ongoing global economic development and increased competition, the connection 

between executive remuneration and corporate fiscal achievement has become a prominent and 

widely discussed topic in academia and practice. Executive compensation is viewed as a significant 

incentive that can potentially motivate and inspire executives, leading to improved financial 

performance for organizations. Nevertheless, the quality of the connection between executive 

remuneration and corporate fiscal achievement continues to be a contentious and uncertain topic in 

the academic community. 

On the one hand, proponents argue that executive compensation is a powerful tool for attracting 

and retaining talented executives, aligning their interests with those of the shareholders, and 

incentivizing them to make decisions and take actions that will help improve financial performance. 

These incentives can encourage executives to pursue long-term value creation, make strategic 

investments, and foster innovation and efficiency within the organization. On the other hand, critics 

raise concerns about potential drawbacks and unintended consequences of executive compensation. 

Excessive compensation packages that are not adequately linked to performance may create moral 

hazard problems, encourage risk-taking behaviors, and prioritize short-term gains over long-term 

sustainability. Moreover, the complexity of compensation structures, including the use of stock 

options, bonuses, and other incentives, can sometimes lead to unintended outcomes or manipulation 

of financial performance indicators. 

Against this background, a comprehensive literature review along with a systematic review and 

summary of existing research findings helps this study to better understand the complexity and 

diversity of executive compensation and financial performance. By comprehensively analyzing and 

comparing the results of different studies, this study can identify the limitations and controversial 

points of existing studies that provide guidance and enlightenment for upcoming research. 
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2. Theoretical Framework  

2.1. Review of Compensation Theories 

A prominent method for assessing an enterprise's fiscal health is through the analysis of financial 

ratios. This approach, grounded in financial statement data, dives into a company's liquidity, 

profitability, and operational prowess, among other facets, by crunching diverse financial metrics. 

Common ratios span the likes of debt-to-equity, gross profit margin, net profit ratio, and the rate of 

accounts receivable turnover. This analytical technique offers a quantifiable lens for investors and 

corporate leaders to gauge a firm's financial footing and trajectory. Nevertheless, studies have 

spotlighted that while financial ratios exude consistent patterns, they aren't invariant across different 

sectors or over time [1]. Deci and Ryan discuss that most human motivation stems from internal 

psychological needs [2]. Earning more pay is the most important psychological need for employees 

to work. Incentive theory examines how pay incentives can influence employee behavior and 

performance. This theory suggests that appropriate incentives can motivate employees to work more 

diligently and enhance performance. According to the incentive theory, the pay mechanism should 

match the performance and contribution of the employee in order to motivate him. Contract theory 

focuses on the contractual relationship between employers and employees, stating that a remuneration 

contract can regulate the rights and responsibilities of both parties, as well as the corresponding 

rewards and obligations. Christensen et al. suggest that remuneration contracts are a binding 

mechanism between employers and employees that can reduce information asymmetry and moral 

hazard [3]. These theories provide an important framework for understanding the rationale behind the 

design and implementation of remuneration systems. It is crucial to remember that the specific setting 

and context of an organization determine how remuneration ideas should be used. Therefore, 

researchers usually combine these theories with practical situations in order to develop a remuneration 

strategy that is appropriate for a particular organization. 

2.2. Analysis of Financial Performance Theories 

One of the often utilized techniques for evaluating a company's financial performance is financial 

ratio analysis. The theory is based on financial statement data and evaluates the company's solvency, 

profitability, operational efficiency, and other aspects by calculating various financial ratios. 

Financial ratio analysis provides a quantitative approach to help investors and managers understand 

a company's financial position and performance. However, it has been shown that financial ratios, 

despite their apparent regularity but not necessarily stable across industries or time periods studied 

[4]. A theoretical framework for calculating the correlation between investment returns and risk in 

capital markets is called the CAPM. The anticipated return of a security is positively correlated with 

its systematic risk or beta coefficient, according to Lakonishok and Shapiro [5]. For calculating the 

risk and anticipated return of capital investment projects, the model is crucial. The CAPM offers 

effective limits for investment portfolios and aids in asset allocation and risk management decisions 

for clients. 

EVA is a performance yardstick rooted in the relationship between capital costs and investment 

returns. EVA has gotten a lot of attention in industrialized economies, as Sharma and Kumar show 

[6]. EVA evaluates an enterprise's added economic value, subtracting its capital cost, encompassing 

both debt expenses and equity dues. This metric is crucial for determining how well business 

managers are able to produce value since it highlights the opportunity cost of capital. The cash flow 

theory is concerned with how a corporation's cash inflows and outflows affect its financial 

performance. Cash flow is seen by Kroes and Manikas as a crucial measure for gauging a company's 

performance and health [7]. Meticulous analyses of cash flows from operations, investments, and 

financing sources provide insights into a company's liquidity position, solvency, and investment 

attractiveness. 
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3. Existing Research Findings  

Bebchuk and Grinstein's investigation found a direct forward link between executive remuneration 

and a firm's market dynamism [8]. They argued that high compensation attracts and retains talented 

executives, thereby increasing the corporation's market competitiveness. Ni uses a panel data fixed 

effects model to derive a significant direct relationship between executive pay packets and fiscal 

milestones [9]. A myriad of similar research efforts echo this positive correlation, suggesting that 

lucrative compensation can galvanize executives into actions that uplift both the fiscal stature and 

market capitalization of firms. While a lion's share of academic pursuits corroborates the positive 

interrelation between executive rewards and fiscal metrics, some research presents a contrarian stance. 

Xu and Liu show that high compensation may lead to executive corruption [10]. Corruption of 

executives can lead to a decline in their ability to do their jobs as well as their managerial ability. As 

a result, financial performance will also be affected. 

4. Analysis of the Influencing Characteristics 

The relationship between executive remuneration and fiscal prosperity is deeply influenced by the 

characteristics of corporate governance. Research by Cavaco et al. suggests that sound governance 

can markedly enhance financial outcomes [11]. Elements like the assembly of the board, 

compensation strategies, and oversight methods embody the heart of enterprise governance. Factors 

such as the diversity and structure of the board play a pivotal role in shaping the alignment between 

executive compensation and financial outcomes. The autonomy and proficiency of the board, for 

instance, can ensure that there's a harmonious relationship between executive rewards and their 

achievements. As highlighted by Wang et al., a board's autonomous nature can dictate a company's 

overall effectiveness [12]. Furthermore, the dimensions and diversity of the board can influence the 

clarity and fairness of remuneration decisions. Compensation mechanisms form another dimension 

of governance. As Flammer and Bansal pointed out, a compensation plan that heavily leans on short-

term rewards can push CEOs towards prioritizing fleeting victories over enduring success [13]. 

Conversely, appropriate long-term rewards can guide leaders to emphasize the lasting health of the 

organization. Robust supervisory actions can help strike a balance in the interplay of governance and 

its influence on the tie between CEO pay and fiscal achievements. This encompasses practices like 

internal scrutiny, third-party audits, and supervision by autonomous board members. 

Industries are differently competitive and differently specialized. Zhang et al. indicate that 

executive compensation may focus more on short-term performance metrics in highly competitive 

industries to encourage them to pursue high earnings in a highly competitive environment [14]. 

Conversely, executive compensation may focus more on long-term performance to ensure steady 

company growth in relatively less competitive industries. Different industries have different 

characteristics and growth patterns, which can also affect the connection between executive 

remuneration and financial results. For example, in R&D-intensive industries, executives may be 

exposed to more risk and uncertainty, so their compensation structure may be more focused on long-

term performance and innovation [15]. In capital-intensive industries, on the other hand, executive 

compensation may be associated with return on capital and efficiency of asset utilization. Each 

industry needs to go through developmental stages. In emerging industries in the early stages of 

development, executives may face more risks and challenges, so compensation structures may be 

more focused on long-term growth and market share expansion. In mature industries, executive 

compensation may be more focused on stable cash flow and shareholder returns [16]. In order to 

manage businesses, industries can be in regulated environments among themselves due to regulations. 

Some industries may face more stringent regulatory requirements and restrictions, which may result 

in a more complex and diverse correlation between executive remuneration and corporate fiscal 

achievement. 

Corporate performance is a key characteristic when examining the connection between executive 

remuneration and corporate fiscal achievement. Corporate performance includes the corporation's 
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profitability, its ability to grow and innovate, and its return on capital. Executive compensation is 

usually closely related to a company's profitability performance, such as net income, sales revenue, 

and profit margins. When a company's profitability improves, executives are likely to be rewarded 

with higher compensation. The level of executive compensation may be correlated with the 

company's growth rate, market share expansion, new product development, etc. Teece illustrates that 

a company's ability to achieve sustained growth and innovation will result in better pay returns for 

executives [17]. A company's return on capital, which is a measure of the effectiveness of investment 

returns, may also affect the connection between executive remuneration and corporate fiscal 

achievement. Executive compensation may be linked to return on capital, the efficiency of asset 

utilization, etc. A company's ability to utilize capital efficiently and achieve a good return on capital 

is also a way for executives to receive higher pay [18]. 

The personality traits of the executives determine the management hierarchy of the company. 

Therefore, this has a significant impact on the connection between executive remuneration and 

corporate fiscal achievement. The experience and competence of executives are the drivers of the 

company's growth. Executives with extensive experience and superior capabilities may be better 

positioned to drive corporate fiscal achievement and earn higher compensation in return [19]. An 

executive's educational background and expertise may also affect his or her ability to influence and 

make decisions about the company's financial performance. Executives with relevant expertise and 

academic backgrounds may be better equipped to make effective strategic and operational decisions 

that drive the company's financial performance. Fig. 1 lists the percentage of CEOs who get advanced 

degree programs in several regions. Even in more backward Africa, the percentage of CEOs who get 

advanced degree programs is half. Leadership and decision-making are competencies that a good 

executive should possess. A motivational leadership style and good decision-making skills can help 

executives drive growth and innovation in the company, leading to good financial performance [20]. 

Every business has many types of executives. Executives in different positions may have different 

responsibilities and challenges. As a result, their level of contribution and influence will vary, which 

in turn will affect their level of compensation and its relationship to financial performance. The 

connection between executive remuneration and corporate fiscal achievement is influenced by a 

variety of characteristics. In addition to the characteristics described above, other characteristics exist. 

There are more characteristics at present and in the future. These characteristics will combine to affect 

the association between executive pay and the fiscal achievement of the company. 

 

Fig. 1 The academic backgrounds of the world’s top CEOs. 

5. Limitations and Prospects 

While abundant studies vouch for a favorable pay-performance rapport, there are still some 

limitations and shortcomings in the current study. Pinning down a direct causal link between 
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executive rewards and fiscal milestones is challenging. Bebchuk and Fried suggest that compensation 

incentives may lead executives to take steps to improve financial performance, while others suggest 

that higher performance leads to higher payoffs [21]. However, the identification of causality requires 

more in-depth research, taking into account other possible influences. The reliability and 

comparability of the pay and financial performance data used in the study is a challenge. Hall and 

Liebman argue that different companies use different pay structures and reporting standards, which 

makes cross-company and cross-industry comparisons difficult [22]. Existing studies have focused 

mainly on financial performance indicators and neglected the impact of non-financial performance 

characteristics. The contribution of executives in terms of corporate strategic planning, innovation, 

and employee satisfaction also has an important impact on corporate performance. Chen et al. have 

announced that these characteristics have received less attention in research [23]. 

Due to the previous neglect of non-financial performance characteristics, future research could 

more fully consider the impact of non-financial performance characteristics on executive 

remuneration and corporate fiscal achievement. This would include characteristics such as a 

company's ability to innovate, employee satisfaction, and corporate social responsibility. This could 

provide a more comprehensive understanding as well as a more accurate assessment of the connection 

between executive remuneration and corporate fiscal achievement. In addition to direct effects, future 

research could further explore the mediating and moderating effects between executive compensation 

and financial performance. It could explore the mechanisms by which characteristics such as 

corporate governance mechanisms, corporate culture, and incentive systems play a role in the 

connection between executive remuneration and corporate fiscal achievement, and how they affect 

the strength and direction of this relationship. Due to the differences in compensation culture, 

regulations, and governance environments in different countries and regions. The cross-country 

comparisons can be made in future studies to spotlight shared themes and divergences in this dynamic. 

6. Conclusion 

In conclusion, the link between the two objects of study is a complex and diverse topic. A 

preponderance of research indicates a favorable linkage between executive rewards and a company's 

fiscal achievements. In other words, when a company's financial performance is excellent, executives 

are usually rewarded with higher pay. This reflects the effectiveness of incentives that can motivate 

executives to contribute to the financial success of the corporation. This study reflects a diversified 

perception of performance, recognizing that executives play an important role in multiple aspects of 

company success. The compensation-finance interplay isn't uniform across sectors. Certain industries 

may be more orientated towards equity-based incentives, while others are more focused on short-term 

performance metrics. Therefore, the study also highlights the impact of industry-specific 

characteristics on the pay-performance relationship. Notwithstanding the generally positive trend 

linking executive pay to financial markers, myriad factors, ranging from corporate and industry 

specifics to market dynamics and incentive structures, sway this association. Deepened research can 

elucidate and refine the grasp of this dynamic. This could help to reveal the impact of different 

environmental characteristics on the relationship and provide targeted recommendations and policy 

recommendations. Shifting the lens to long-run performance and corporate resilience in subsequent 

works can add depth to the understanding. Broadening research methodologies and information 

reservoirs in impending studies can further enrich the insights, offering a roadmap for crafting pay 

models that dovetail executive aims with enduring corporate vitality and resilience. This knowledge 

can inform evidence-based practices and guide the development of compensation structures that align 

executive incentives with long-term organizational success and sustainability. These 

recommendations aim to expand the understanding of the connection between executive remuneration 

and corporate fiscal achievement and provide useful guidance for practice and policy development. 

In future studies, a combination of characteristics should be considered to better reveal the complex 

relationship between executive compensation and financial performance. 
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