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The effect of catering on substitution decisions between repurchases
and dividends in the Egyptian exchange

Dr. Mahmoud Fathy shallkamy

Abstract

This study examines The Effect of catering on the decisions of substitution
between repurchases and dividends in the Egyptian exchange, using data from
(EGX 100) index, for the period of (2008-2020), The results show a significant
impact of difference premium on payout choice (repurchase shares or pay
dividends), and There is significant relationship between catering and the
decisions of substitution between repurchases and dividends.
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Catering, Repurchases, Dividends, Egyptian Exchange.
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