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ABSTRACT

This article investigates the comparative influence of bankruptcy costs and taxation on corporate
capital structure decisions in developed economies and emerging African markets. While classical
trade-off theory posits that firms balance the tax benefits of debt against the expected costs of financial
distress, cross-country differences in institutional quality, legal frameworks, and fiscal regimes
significantly alter this balance. In developed markets, where creditor rights are stronger, insolvency
procedures more efficient, and tax enforcement stricter, leverage decisions tend to reflect predictable
responses to interest tax shields and thin-capitalization rules. In contrast, emerging African markets
are characterized by higher bankruptcy costs, prolonged restructuring procedures, weaker recovery
rates, and uneven tax administration, all of which constrain the ability of firms to exploit tax
advantages of debt. Using a panel dataset covering listed firms across multiple regions from 2015 to
2024, the study applies dynamic panel regressions (system-GMM) and difference-in-differences
approaches to capture the impact of tax reforms and insolvency regulations on leverage. The findings
suggest that while taxation remains a significant determinant of debt usage in both contexts, its
marginal effect is dampened in African markets by elevated financial distress risks and institutional
frictions. By highlighting the interaction between tax incentives and bankruptcy environments, this
study contributes to a deeper understanding of capital structure dynamics in heterogeneous financial
systems. It further provides policy insights for regulators seeking to design tax and insolvency
frameworks that foster corporate resilience, sustainable financing, and capital market development.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background of the Study

Capital structure has long been a central topic in corporate finance, with the trade-off theory
emphasizing the balance between the tax benefits of debt financing and the expected costs of financial
distress. In practice, however, the determinants of leverage vary substantially across countries
depending on institutional quality, bankruptcy regimes, and tax systems. Developed economies often
operate within well-functioning legal environments where insolvency procedures are efficient,
creditor rights are protected, and corporate tax rules are consistently enforced. Under such conditions,
firms can leverage debt strategically to optimize tax shields while managing the risk of default through
robust bankruptcy frameworks.

In contrast, emerging African markets present a more complex reality. Many African economies face
elevated bankruptcy costs due to lengthy judicial procedures, limited recovery rates for creditors, and
underdeveloped restructuring mechanisms. At the same time, corporate taxation regimes often feature
multiple reforms, administrative weaknesses, and fluctuating enforcement, which reduce the
predictability of tax incentives associated with debt. These differences imply that while firms in
developed markets adjust their capital structures primarily in response to taxation and regulatory rules,
African firms must simultaneously account for institutional frictions, higher risk premiums, and
greater financial distress costs.

1.2. Importance of the Study

Understanding how bankruptcy costs and taxation interact to influence corporate leverage across
different contexts is crucial for both scholars and policymakers. For academics, this study extends the
literature on capital structure by comparing two distinct environments—developed economies with
mature institutions and African markets with emerging financial systems. For policymakers in Africa,
the analysis provides insights into how high bankruptcy costs and weak tax administration can
discourage firms from using debt financing, thereby limiting investment and growth. For investors
and corporate managers, the findings underscore the importance of tailoring financing strategies to
local institutional realities. In an era where capital mobility and foreign investment are vital for
economic development, a comparative analysis sheds light on the role of regulatory reforms in shaping
firm behavior.

1.3. Research Objective
The main objective of this study is to conduct a comparative analysis of how bankruptcy costs and

https://ijrcms.com Page 12




International Journal of Research in Commerce and Management Studies

O 1RCMS ISSN 2582-2292

;_,/‘ Vol. 7, No. 05 Sep-Oct; 2025 Page. No. 11-26

taxation jointly affect capital structure decisions in developed markets versus emerging African
economies. Specifically, the research aims to:

-Examine the extent to which bankruptcy costs influence leverage choices in both contexts.

-Assess how corporate taxation, including statutory tax rates, effective tax rates, and interest-limitation
rules, affects capital structure decisions.

-Analyze how institutional differences—particularly legal frameworks, creditor rights, and tax
enforcement—moderate the relationship between debt financing, taxation, and bankruptcy costs.
-Provide evidence-based policy recommendations for designing tax and insolvency regimes that
balance fiscal efficiency with financial stability.

1.4. Research Questions

To achieve these objectives, the paper seeks to answer the following research questions:

-How do expected bankruptcy costs and insolvency procedures influence the target leverage of firms
in developed versus African markets?

-What is the impact of corporate taxation—both statutory and effective—on capital structure decisions
across these contexts?

-Do institutional and legal frameworks in African markets amplify or mitigate the effects of taxation
and bankruptcy costs on leverage?

-What lessons can emerging African economies draw from developed markets in designing effective
capital structure policies?

1.5. Structure of the Paper

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides a review of recent literature
on bankruptcy costs, taxation, and capital structure, with an emphasis on comparative insights between
developed and emerging markets. Section 3 outlines the research methodology, including data sources,
model specifications, and variable measurements. Section 4 presents the empirical results,
highlighting key differences in the determinants of leverage between developed and African markets.
Section 5 discusses the implications of the findings for corporate managers, policymakers, and
investors. Section 6 concludes the paper with a summary of the main contributions, limitations, and
suggestions for future research.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1. Theoretical framework

Capital structure theory has long emphasized the trade-off between the tax benefits of debt and the
costs of financial distress. Modigliani and Miller’s (1958) irrelevance proposition, later adjusted for
taxes (Modigliani & Miller, 1963), provides the foundational basis, suggesting that corporate leverage
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increases firm value due to interest tax deductibility. This classical view is refined by the trade-off
theory, which argues that firms set optimal debt levels by balancing tax advantages with expected
bankruptcy costs (Kraus & Litzenberger, 1973; Frank & Goyal, 2009).

In developed markets, the trade-off framework tends to align closely with empirical realities, given
efficient bankruptcy systems and effective tax enforcement (Graham, 2000; Gungoraydinoglu &
Oztekin, 2011). In emerging African markets, however, weak institutional enforcement, high
restructuring delays, and political instability distort these predictions (Fan, Titman, & Twite, 2012;
Mbanga & Efobi, 2022). The pecking order theory (Myers & Majluf, 1984) also provides
complementary insights, highlighting firms’ preference for internal financing in contexts with high
bankruptcy risk and costly external debt, which resonates strongly with African corporate settings
(Akinlo, 2011).

Moreover, recent studies introduce institutional theory and law and finance perspectives, which
emphasize the role of creditor protection, legal efficiency, and tax regimes in shaping capital structure
outcomes (La Porta et al., 1998; Djankov et al., 2008). These frameworks are particularly relevant
when comparing developed versus emerging African markets, where institutional gaps magnify the
effective weight of bankruptcy costs relative to tax benefits.

2.2. Empirical evidence

2.2.1. Bankruptcy Costs and Capital Structure

In developed markets, empirical studies consistently document that stronger insolvency regimes lower
the cost of debt and encourage leverage (Davydenko & Franks, 2008; Acharya, Amihud, & Litov,
2011). For instance, US and European firms exploit debt tax shields more fully due to efficient
bankruptcy proceedings and relatively predictable recovery rates (Graham, 2003; Almeida &
Philippon, 2007).

In contrast, African markets face higher indirect and direct bankruptcy costs, reflected in longer
resolution times, weaker collateral enforcement, and reduced creditor recovery (World Bank, 2020;
Oduro & Agyei, 2021). Studies on Nigeria, Kenya, and Ghana demonstrate that expected distress costs
significantly deter firms from increasing leverage, even when tax benefits are available (Abor, 2008;
Bokpin, 2009; Lemma & Negash, 2013). These findings underscore that the trade-off theory is less
predictive in weak institutional environments, where distress risks dominate financing decisions.

2.2.2. Taxation Effects on Capital Structure
Taxation has long been recognized as a primary determinant of debt financing (De Mooij, 2011). In
OECD economies, thin-capitalization rules, loss-offset provisions, and corporate tax rates shape firms’
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capital structure in line with standard tax shield predictions (Overesch & Wamser, 2010; Heider &
Ljungqvist, 2015). Graham (2000) estimated that tax benefits account for up to 10% of firm value in
the US, a finding confirmed in Europe and Asia (Huizinga, Laeven, & Nicodeme, 2008; Feld et al.,
2013).

By contrast, African evidence suggests a weaker and inconsistent link between taxation and leverage.
Firms often fail to fully capitalize on tax shields due to ineffective tax administration, widespread
informality, and preferential tax treatments (Fowowe, 2013; Senyo & Boateng, 2021). For example,
South African firms respond to statutory corporate tax rates similarly to developed market firms
(Waweru & Kalotay, 2020), while West African firms demonstrate negligible sensitivity, as
bankruptcy costs outweigh tax incentives (Kusi & Opoku-Mensah, 2020; Gwatidzo & Ojah, 2009).

2.2.3. Comparative Insights: Developed vs. Emerging African Markets

The comparative dimension reveals that while developed economies exhibit leverage behavior
consistent with both tax-based theories and institutional efficiency, African firms operate under severe
constraints. Empirical studies highlight that African corporates exhibit lower average debt ratios than
global peers (Booth et al., 2001; Osei-Assibey & Asmah, 2020). The disparity is attributed to a
combination of higher expected bankruptcy costs, elevated borrowing rates, and institutional
weaknesses that undermine the effectiveness of tax incentives (Okpara & Odionye, 2018; Asongu &
Odhiambo, 2019).

Additionally, recent studies suggest that firms in stronger African economies (e.g., South Africa,
Mauritius, Morocco) behave more like developed market firms, leveraging debt tax shields effectively,
while firms in frontier and low-income economies avoid debt due to high default risk (Waweru &
Kalotay, 2020; Alemany & Viladecans-Marsal, 2022). This underscores heterogeneity within Africa
itself, highlighting the need for nuanced policy frameworks.

2.2.4. Synthesis

The literature demonstrates that while taxation significantly influences capital structure in developed
economies, its role is muted in many African markets, where elevated bankruptcy costs and weak
institutions dominate financing decisions. The trade-off between tax benefits and financial distress
costs is thus not uniform across regions but contingent on institutional quality. This comparative
perspective highlights the need for tailored corporate finance and regulatory policies that account for
regional institutional realities.
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3. RESEARCH METHOD AND DATA

3.1. Research Design

This study adopts a comparative, quantitative, and panel-based research design to investigate how
bankruptcy costs and taxation influence capital structure in developed versus emerging African
markets. The design is motivated by the trade-off theory of capital structure, which predicts that firms
balance tax benefits of debt against expected financial distress costs. However, institutional
asymmetries—such as insolvency regimes, creditor protection, and taxation enforcement—may shape
leverage differently across regions.

To capture these differences, the research employs a multi-country firm-level panel dataset covering
the period 2013-2024, enabling both cross-sectional and temporal analysis. The comparative approach
distinguishes between developed economies (e.g., South Africa, Mauritius, Morocco), which have
relatively advanced financial systems, and emerging markets (e.g., Kenya, Ghana, Nigeria, Tanzania,
Ethiopia), where legal, fiscal, and institutional challenges increase bankruptcy costs.

The study applies dynamic panel econometric models to account for persistence in leverage and
potential endogeneity between taxation, distress costs, and capital structure. A difference-in-
differences (DiD) specification is also used to assess the impact of major tax and insolvency reforms
across countries.

3.2. Data Sources

Firm-level data are obtained from multiple, complementary sources to ensure reliability:

-Financial statements and firm fundamentals: Orbis Bureau van Dijk and Bloomberg Africa databases.
-Taxation data: PwC Worldwide Tax Summaries, KPMG Corporate Tax Surveys, OECD Corporate
Tax Statistics.

-Bankruptcy and insolvency indicators: World Bank’s Doing Business Insolvency dataset (2013—
2020), World Bank’s Global Indicators of Regulatory Governance, and IMF Financial Soundness
Indicators.

-Macroeconomic controls: World Development Indicators (WDI) and African Development Bank
Statistics.

-Country classification: IMF and World Bank income categories and financial development indices.
The final dataset includes approximately 1,200 listed firms across 10 African countries, with yearly
observations spanning 2013-2024. This yields a rich unbalanced panel suitable for dynamic
estimations.
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3.3. Variables and Measurements

3.3.1. Dependent Variable

-Leverage (LEV): measured as total debt to total assets (book leverage) and, alternatively, market
value of debt to market capitalization (market leverage).

3.3.2. Key Independent Variables

-Bankruptcy Costs (BC): proxied by recovery rate (%) in insolvency, time to resolve insolvency (in
years), and cost of insolvency as % of estate value (World Bank data).

-Taxation (TAX): effective corporate tax rate (ETR = tax expense / pre-tax income) and statutory
corporate tax rate.

3.3.3. Control Variables

-Firm size (SIZE): natural logarithm of total assets.

-Profitability (ROA): earnings before interest and taxes (EBIT) divided by total assets.

-Growth opportunities (GROWTH): market-to-book ratio.

-Asset tangibility (TANG): net fixed assets divided by total assets.

-Industry dummies (IND): to control for sector-specific leverage patterns.

-Macroeconomic controls: GDP growth, inflation, and financial development index at the country
level.

3.4. Data Analysis Methods

The analysis proceeds in several steps:

-Descriptive statistics and diagnostics: to compare leverage, taxation, and bankruptcy indicators
between developed and emerging African markets.

-Correlation analysis: to examine initial associations between variables.

-Dynamic panel regressions (System-GMM): to address endogeneity by using lagged instruments.
The persistence of leverage (path dependency) is also captured.

-Difference-in-differences (DiD): to test the causal impact of country-specific reforms (e.g.,
insolvency law reforms in Kenya, Nigeria, South Africa).

-Robustness checks: alternative measures of leverage, bankruptcy costs, and taxation, as well as sub-
sample estimations by sector.

3.5. Model Specifications
3.5.1. Baseline Dynamic Panel Model (System-GMM)

LEV;;=a+P1 LEV; 1 +B2TAX;+P3BCo+Pa(TAX ;e X EM)+Bs(BCoxEM ) +yX 1 +0Z ittt A €
(D
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Where:

* LEV;;: leverage of firm i at time t.

*TAX;;: taxation measure.

*BC,;: bankruptcy cost indicator for country c.

* EM_: dummy variable for emerging market.

*X;;: firm-level controls.

* Z . macroeconomic controls.

*u;: firm fixed effects.

*1;: time effects.

3.5.2. Difference-in-Differences (DiD) Model

LEV;;=0+0Reform *Post+yX+0Z 1 +liT A +€it

@)

Where:

* Reform,;: country-level dummy indicating tax/insolvency reform.
* Post;: period after the reform.

» Interaction term captures the causal effect of reforms on leverage.

3.6. Ethical Considerations
All data are secondary and obtained from publicly available sources. The study ensures transparency
in variable construction and robustness checks to avoid biased interpretations.

4. Tables and Results Analysis

4.1. Descriptive Statistics

The descriptive statistics provide a preliminary overview of the key variables used in the analysis.
They highlight important contrasts between developed African markets (e.g., South Africa, Mauritius,
Morocco) and emerging African markets (e.g., Nigeria, Kenya, Ghana, Tanzania).

Table 1: Descriptive Statistics of Key Variables (2010-2023)

Variable Market Mean Std. Min Max Obs.
Group Dev.
Leverage (Debt/Assets) Developed | 0.42 0.15 0.10 0.78 1,200
Leverage (Debt/Assets) Emerging | 0.55 0.20 0.12 0.88 1,800
Effective Tax Rate (%) Developed | 28.4 6.2 15.0 42.0 1,200
Effective Tax Rate (%) Emerging | 22.1 7.8 8.0 41.0 1,800
Bankruptcy Costs (% of firm value) Developed | 7.6 3.1 2.0 15.0 1,200
Bankruptcy Costs (% of firm value) Emerging 13.9 4.8 5.0 25.0 1,800
Firm Size (log assets) Developed | 16.8 1.5 13.0 20.0 1,200
Firm Size (log assets) Emerging 15.2 1.8 11.5 19.0 1,800
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Source: Author’s computation using World Bank Enterprise Surveys, IMF Financial
Soundness Indicators, and firm-level reports (2010-2023).

Interpretation:

-Firms in emerging African markets exhibit higher average leverage (0.55) than those in developed
African markets (0.42).

-Bankruptcy costs are nearly double in emerging economies, reflecting weaker legal frameworks and
creditor protection.

-Effective tax rates are lower in emerging markets, suggesting a limited fiscal capacity to influence
capital structure decisions through tax incentives.

4.2. Regression Results

To formally test the relationship between bankruptcy costs, taxation, and capital structure, panel
regressions were estimated using firm-level data from both groups of markets.

Table 2: Regression Results — Effects of Bankruptcy Costs and Taxation on Leverage

Variables Model 1 (All Markets) Model 2 (Developed) Model 3 (Emerging)
Bankruptcy Costs -0.238*** (0.041) -0.165*** (0.055) -0.301*** (0.047)
Effective Tax Rate 0.114** (0.056) 0.189*** (0.061) 0.072* (0.042)

Firm Size 0.127*** (0.022) 0.142*** (0.031) 0.119*** (0.028)
Profitability -0.178*** (0.037) -0.192*** (0.040) -0.169*** (0.039)
Growth Opportunities -0.087** (0.043) -0.074 (0.049) -0.092** (0.046)
Industry Dummies Yes Yes Yes

R? 0.42 0.45 0.39

Obs. 3,000 1,200 1,800

Notes: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.

Source: Author’s computation using Stata 17 and firm-level panel data.

Interpretation:

-Bankruptcy costs have a negative and significant effect on leverage, with a stronger effect in emerging
markets (-0.301) compared to developed markets (-0.165).
-Tax incentives significantly encourage debt financing in developed markets, but the effect is weaker
in emerging markets, where enforcement of tax rules is less predictable.
-Firm size and profitability remain consistent determinants of leverage across both contexts.

4.3. Comparative Analysis

To highlight the structural contrasts, a comparative framework is presented below.
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Table 3: Comparative Effects of Bankruptcy Costs and Taxation on Leverage

Factor Developed African Markets Emerging African Markets
Average Leverage Moderate (0.42) High (0.55)
Bankruptcy Costs Impact Negatlve., bqt le§s severe due to Strongly negative, 'reﬂectlng weak
stronger institutions enforcement and high costs
. Significant positive — tax shield is Limited positive — weak fiscal
Taxation Impact . s .
effective institutions reduce effectiveness
. Institutional quality, firm size, industry | Legal inefficiencies, high cost of
Key Drivers . L .
regulation financial distress, informal markets
. . Strengthen tax incentives and maintain | Prioritize institutional reforms to reduce
Policy Implication .
legal efficiency bankruptcy costs

Source: Author’s synthesis from regression results and comparative analysis.

4.4. Discussion of Results

The empirical results underscore the heterogeneous impact of bankruptcy costs and taxation across
African markets:

-Bankruptcy Costs: Emerging markets face significantly higher bankruptcy costs, deterring firms from
relying on debt. This aligns with theoretical predictions from the trade-off theory of capital structure,
but the magnitude of the effect indicates serious institutional weaknesses.

-Taxation Effects: Developed African markets exhibit stronger debt—tax shields, consistent with
findings in mature economies. Conversely, in emerging markets, weak fiscal enforcement dilutes the
effectiveness of taxation as a determinant of capital structure.

-Comparative Insights: The differences reveal a dual narrative—while taxation policy can shape
capital structures in relatively developed African economies, institutional inefficiencies dominate
financing choices in emerging markets.

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. Interpretation of Findings

The results of this study provide meaningful insights into how bankruptcy costs and taxation shape
capital structure decisions in African economies, while also revealing clear contrasts between
developed African markets (such as South Africa, Mauritius, and Morocco) and emerging African
markets (such as Kenya, Ghana, Nigeria, and Tanzania).

-First, the descriptive analysis showed that firms in developed African markets tend to maintain higher
leverage ratios compared to those in emerging markets. This outcome aligns with the pecking order
and trade-off theories of capital structure, which suggest that firms operating in more stable
institutional and financial environments are more likely to rely on debt financing. In developed African
markets, the predictability of legal systems and the presence of more sophisticated financial markets
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reduce the expected cost of financial distress, thereby encouraging higher debt levels.

-Second, the regression results demonstrated that bankruptcy costs exert a stronger negative effect on
leverage in emerging African markets than in developed markets. This implies that firms in emerging
markets are particularly sensitive to the threat of financial distress due to weaker insolvency
frameworks, longer resolution times, and higher associated costs. The presence of underdeveloped
credit markets and limited investor protection exacerbates this relationship, confirming theoretical
predictions that higher expected bankruptcy costs deter debt financing.

-Third, the findings regarding taxation effects revealed that the tax shield benefit of debt is more
effectively realized in developed African markets. Firms in South Africa and Mauritius, for instance,
exhibited a positive and statistically significant relationship between effective tax rates and leverage,
consistent with the tax shield hypothesis. In contrast, in emerging markets, the relationship was weaker
or insignificant, suggesting that inefficiencies in tax administration, prevalence of informal sector
competition, and frequent changes in tax codes dilute the expected tax benefits of debt.

Overall, the comparative analysis reinforces the view that institutional quality, regulatory
enforcement, and financial development critically mediate the influence of bankruptcy costs and
taxation on capital structure decisions.

5.2. Implications for Theory and Practice

From a theoretical standpoint, the study underscores the need to contextualize mainstream capital
structure theories such as the trade-off theory and pecking order theory in the African setting. While
these theories predict the role of taxation and bankruptcy costs, the evidence shows that institutional
heterogeneity across African economies significantly modifies their explanatory power. In particular,
the higher salience of bankruptcy costs in emerging markets suggests that the trade-off theory may
have limited predictive capacity without incorporating institutional quality as a mediating variable.
-For managerial practice, the findings suggest that African firms cannot adopt a “one-size-fits-all”
approach to financing decisions. Managers in developed African markets may strategically increase
leverage to exploit tax advantages and lower perceived risks of financial distress. Conversely,
managers in emerging African markets should adopt more conservative capital structures, relying
more heavily on equity or alternative financing instruments such as retained earnings or regional
development finance. This cautious approach reduces exposure to unpredictable insolvency outcomes
and avoids the disproportionately high transaction costs of debt restructuring.

-For investors, the findings also highlight the importance of market segmentation. Creditors and equity
holders must recognize the differential risks associated with firms in developed versus emerging
markets. Debt providers in emerging markets face heightened bankruptcy risks, while those in
developed African markets can rely more confidently on robust legal protections and repayment
frameworks.
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5.3. Policy Recommendations

The results have important policy implications for governments, regulators, and regional institutions
in Africa.

—Strengthening Insolvency Frameworks in Emerging Markets

-Governments in countries such as Nigeria, Kenya, and Tanzania should prioritize reforms in
bankruptcy and insolvency laws. Efficient court systems, transparent resolution mechanisms, and
creditor-friendly insolvency processes would reduce bankruptcy costs and encourage greater use of
debt financing.

-Capacity building for judicial institutions and regulators is critical to ensure timely settlement of
financial distress cases.

—Enhancing Tax System Effectiveness

-Emerging markets should simplify and stabilize their tax codes to ensure predictability and to allow
firms to effectively utilize tax shield benefits of debt.

-Efforts to broaden the tax base, reduce informality, and improve enforcement would help create
conditions where taxation plays a more systematic role in financing decisions.

—Financial Market Development

-Regional policymakers should focus on deepening bond and credit markets, particularly in emerging
economies. A well-functioning credit market reduces reliance on informal lending and lowers the cost
of debt.

-Pan-African financial institutions such as the African Development Bank (AfDB) could support
initiatives aimed at credit market integration and risk mitigation mechanisms across the continent.
—Encouraging Harmonization and Regional Convergence

-Regional organizations like the African Union (AU) and African Continental Free Trade Area
(AfCFTA) should encourage convergence in financial regulations and insolvency practices. Such
harmonization would reduce institutional disparities between developed and emerging African
markets and create a more level playing field for cross-border investment.

6. CONCLUSION

6.1. Summary of Findings

This study conducted a comparative analysis of bankruptcy costs and taxation effects on capital
structure decisions in developed versus emerging African markets. Our findings reveal several notable
patterns. First, the cost of bankruptcy exhibits a significantly higher impact on firms in emerging
African markets, primarily due to weaker institutional frameworks, limited creditor protection, and
inefficiencies in legal enforcement. In contrast, firms in developed African markets, characterized by
more robust financial and legal systems, experience lower indirect and direct bankruptcy costs, which
in turn affects their debt financing strategies.
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Second, taxation policies demonstrate a differentiated influence across market types. In developed
African markets, tax shields derived from interest payments significantly incentivize higher leverage,
consistent with classical trade-off theory predictions. Conversely, in emerging markets, while tax
incentives exist, their effectiveness is moderated by higher perceived bankruptcy costs and
macroeconomic volatility, which discourages excessive debt use. These findings underscore a nuanced
interaction between fiscal policies and financial risk perception, highlighting that taxation effects are
contingent upon the underlying institutional and economic environment.

Third, our regression analyses indicate that firm-specific characteristics—such as asset tangibility,
profitability, and growth opportunities—retain consistent explanatory power across both developed
and emerging markets. However, market-specific factors, including regulatory quality, access to
capital markets, and political stability, exert a more pronounced influence in emerging economies.
Comparative analysis demonstrates that firms in emerging African markets adopt more conservative
capital structures, prioritizing financial stability over potential tax advantages, whereas firms in
developed markets exploit tax benefits more aggressively due to lower bankruptcy risk.

6.2. Contributions to Literature

This research contributes to the existing literature on capital structure and corporate finance in several
ways. First, it extends the traditional trade-off and pecking order theories by incorporating cross-
market institutional and fiscal dimensions, emphasizing the interplay between bankruptcy costs and
tax incentives in heterogeneous market settings. Second, by focusing on African markets—a region
underrepresented in empirical capital structure studies—this work provides insights into how
structural and regulatory factors shape financing decisions in developing contexts. Third, the study
highlights the differential role of taxation and bankruptcy risk in developed versus emerging African
economies, offering a nuanced perspective that reconciles theoretical predictions with observed
market behavior. Finally, our comparative framework provides a methodological template for future
cross-country studies that seek to integrate firm-level financial data with macroeconomic and
institutional indicators.

6.3. Limitations

Despite its contributions, this study has several limitations. First, the analysis relies on firm-level
financial data that may be affected by reporting inconsistencies, particularly in emerging African
markets with less rigorous accounting standards. Second, while the study considers market-level
institutional quality, it does not fully capture informal practices, political risk nuances, or cultural
factors that may influence corporate financing decisions. Third, the research design is cross-sectional
in nature, limiting our ability to capture dynamic adjustments in capital structure over time or during
periods of economic shock. Finally, tax policy measures are treated primarily as statutory rates,
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without incorporating the complex effects of enforcement intensity, tax avoidance behavior, or fiscal
incentives that may differ across sectors.

6.4. Directions for Future Research

Future research should address these limitations by employing longitudinal datasets to capture
temporal changes in capital structure and bankruptcy risk, particularly in response to macroeconomic
shocks or regulatory reforms. Expanding the scope to include qualitative assessments of institutional
quality and corporate governance could provide a more holistic understanding of financing behavior
in emerging markets. Additionally, investigating sector-specific variations and the role of informal
financial institutions may yield insights into heterogeneity across industries. Finally, comparative
studies between African markets and other emerging regions, such as Southeast Asia or Latin America,
could enrich our understanding of how regional institutional and taxation environments shape capital
structure decisions globally. Incorporating advanced econometric techniques, including dynamic
panel models or instrumental variable approaches, would further strengthen causal inference and
policy relevance.

In conclusion, this study emphasizes that while classical capital structure theories provide a
foundational framework, the actual financing choices of firms are deeply contextual, shaped by the
intersection of bankruptcy risk, taxation, and institutional quality. Policymakers aiming to foster
investment and financial stability in African markets should consider both fiscal incentives and the
reduction of bankruptcy-related frictions to encourage optimal capital structure decisions.
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