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Abstract

The main purpose of this study is to investigate whether accounting earnings
of Taiwanese firms possess the conservatism property, where conservatism is
operationalized using Basu’s (1997) model. In addition, this study also examines
whether accounting conservatism could mitigate potential conflicts between
bondholders and shareholders. The empirical results indicate that during the
sample period of 1981-2003, accounting earnings did not show the property of
conservatism in early years, but they become conservative from 1994 on. That means
the traditional view on the effect of law dichotomous (i.e., common law versus
code law) and incentives on earnings conservatism around the world might not be
proper for the emerging market that are evolving to a well-developed one. As to the
effect of bondholder-shareholder conflict, this study finds that, after controlling for
firm performance, accounting conservatism plays a role in mitigating bondholder-
shareholder conflicts even in a country with code law and guanxi-based networks, such

as Taiwan.

Keywords: Accounting conservatism; Bondholder-shareholder conflicts; Earnings-
returns relationship.
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WA BIBE 3t 4 B & 8B & (International Accounting Standards Board) ¥ £
Bt 7% € 3+ 4 B & B € (Financial Accounting Standards Board )33 % EAF A5 4 M4
MANRTHR  BRATEF S SR E TR’ Ad o wRIKIE
Ball, Kothari and Robin (2000)$ZBall, Robin and Wu (2003)5#F % » &K E ey &=t &
BT AR ) GERAL TR - Bl A RBLH L BHHRE Y
BAFHETRAG AL -

AXEZABRARESEY RGBT T AMBMER D G4FE  EHFRIE
AR RMBLEGA GER > L EFABERBE DL BRIEMERL G KE -
FEROEL ARG 7 AR I8 X oy A8 B A 22 AT L H o AR BB Basu (1997)
B 5HT R AT RPT A0 BB ML © MFREN A AR KBS
LA RIR KT 0 AR ST e RF M I R SR o 18 R R B B M AR e AR B
MRE T G REERLFAERE > BACE B ikvs. R IF)IEFRIRIE 0 AR
BRBREEEDEN CARCTHER K - hEEBERBINAMARER > B
ARk KR RS A& AR R AR B A% 48 3% (guanxi networks) 89 £ > L& st B
T B mAa R A ey o R KM EHELERBAT > RELCETFHOLB
48 B R AT E B AT R 6 AT B B AR 8 ) 00 93t B AR e AR I R AL AL AR
W BERBE AT ZORBEERE > XX BRI TE LM THEE
JRAIGYAFME c b 0 KA RAEL > HhE2H R REEE > B @t EHEAT
55 B MRk g £ TR > T AR @ M F S ME B KA AT 3 0 s A T A B B 2L

AXBTHEORA LMY ZM AR HAEE LKA T > A
T AL > R RALA R e E M o % — > Ball and Shivakumar
(2005)35 th » R BFIRFNAR K BN 3 6 B RAAFE R A ey ik o 3k 363
AEMmES > AARHDIER A TUEFERALNLEEFAME 0%
BbE S ARG REER T 0 S RERFEG e A% 0 SRRIEEH
WPt mRENEF RO EEART - BPA ZENRE - FE L

U 48 ) 6934363 % B http://www.fasb.org/project/cf_materials&minutes.shtml

2 f]4m » Ahmed and Duellman (2007) ~ Beatty, Weber, and Yu (2008) ~ Chen, Hemmer, and Zhang (2007) ~
Givoly, Hayn, and Natarajan (2007) ~ Khan and Watts (2007) ~ LaFond and Roychowdhury (2008) ~ Qiang
(2007) ~ Rochowdhury and Watts (2007)¥A & Zhang (2008) = £7*Chi, Liu, and Wang (2008)»X Z Chi and
Wang (2008) B #] il & % 6 A > 2 BIBF 5 A 806 B I H R $H YL & 31 AR bk 04 BA T4

* Givoly and Hayn (2000) 3.4 > £ & T &6 M5 €31 0] » FHFARBRORZINAR L EZ L ETE0 &3
BERE o THAE G 24 BB - AARARY > KEAFRFABRENF S HH 3 ENL
FEF RN L GIREG G B AR -
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AT N 8] G R EE SR IE R B E 0 AR G B AT AR X
MoK IE R LA HAPT B R0 E 2R A » 4252 3 091E A - Watts (2003) 84 #F
RIGH > AFERGRAIERINZ FRARALBERANRERZG DM - (225
Bl M PL 269 #F 2 ¥ Ball, Kothari and Robin (2000)¥2Ball, Robin and Wu (2003)%
B FEMNERFRRREHESABGRFEERGEZERRENPE - ML
BRI RER  dARBAEERUEE A 0 B AR A B ATR K5 4
¥%&(guanxi networks) a9y &2 AL @ - H b RIFRMGFRER > KRE Loyt
BETRSGAMBMERAGIFM . K> GAWNEARLERCEREGE
#F 0 %A LT AdBall et al. (2000)$2Ball et al. (2003) 84 5F 72 4 R A 3 b A He 3
ERE - RABEN 0 R L —EEEFRGRA . F = Ahmed et al. (2002)
MEREERET  AAMIBEARMERMEEGEOHBEHR - BT RAA ZE
BT R G RA > B RR RS AR @ B & REEE - 2R
BB A e F g AME A AL I R R A B 64 ) 5 48 % (Jensen and Meckling
1976) > mE L g Mt d L E L o) &8 RET A FH(ex post)FRIM G kol &
31 3% # (opportunistic accounting choices) * & — &£ B F 1K % & m& A (transaction
cost) # # %] (Milgrom and Roberts 1992) > [t > Ahmed et al. (2002)3% & g4 A
MRERABHERER > G BBOBME > HAARITELERLIF LA RRK
R Rm o HHERKAKITEREFNEARATHGeEZBR)TEFOEE 28
HFALBERERBIHTAT R AFATREEZAORE > Ltk s —EIEFA
IR R EHRA - A RBE 3T R R G 4313 8 PR E AT R 0T 093K
o Ak RMEARE 0 R AR S XA 0 L E IR S R HA R
AR H OGO FF o

AEEdm T 0 AHFRA I Ball et al. (2000)¥2Ball et al. (2003)84 5 52 & & T ¥A
HANTFIORE - =22 > RARF A B EHAER  REASEH A
£ O B AR R Bl 6945 - dAtBall et al. (2000)¥2Ball et al. (2003) 49 5F % 1A
B3 1% 1996 () AR O B > #e g 2 > i RHF R 094 8 > Ball et al. (2000)32
Ball et al. (2003)% & 248 B B5 B ML at RO £k > TROUEFBER - AR
A ZREHARE T FO A B ETARGOSEELE > BRAA RGNS
WABAE o odh > AR S EHRBERE > AARER > AASERET MR

4 Ball et al. (2000)$ZBall et al. (2003)% I3 & 2R K T EBI(BP £B] ~ Awd ok ~ Mo ~ 3EB ~ 5B ~
BEMAR)EREGEEPES  BREE - F kR RB)Z 9 AR ENARE R -

S A tb ey EAERE A 0 deiE B 69 ) B4R A(stakeholder)8% £ 0 B ARy £ & ¥ (keiretsu)§E £ 0 SHE M E
M 4% (chacbo) 2 2 % > A BT R T » %4304 B P30 A(insider) B 3 A7 308 71 34 04 42 5F
A Bm#EA S E MRk 69 F K7 A9 ABall and Shivakumar 2005, p. 98) °
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¥ 4169 A £ (% B Kwon, Newman and Suh 2001) » A &t #E 53018 09 /& S5 AT 2 €31 BAh e A8 45 M (4
B Zhang 200024 & Penman and Zhang 2002) °
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MEEER > Rl Al GMEARRREEA GH R AL FmBREER
LN G AV M BB 0 5 BB BAUR MR 0 AR B AR
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BAERAZE-AFEFTERZNGHRA > CERERRAA TR G ARTT
Sterling (1970) ¥ % 7k > ﬁ%ﬁ&%%@%%@lﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%@%@W°ﬁ
BB AR EEFTRE P > Basu (199788 B4 JE % Kl 4214 69 Bk (Ball
and Shivakumar 2005) ° Basu (1997)/€ & 94342 R BI4F A% @ &3 A B A B 55
BERBIITH BTG ROBRERE > TRAIIEHANTLRE - HT2 1
SRFFRAE AT & @3 AR IIRIA B0k E > BRI Bk E R AR
B o B #Basu (1997)F1 Bl R H B A Wil B ar BT 09 A3 1R > B WA H %
SLARE R B B9 BT R L3t eR S

Fe € I Basu (1997 A egA8 & 2% F » A Mo R A E O AN LI 3]

] 2 ok 69 A2 4 A2 Z (7142 > Kwon 2002 ; Huijgen and Lubberink 2003 ; Chandra,
Wasley and Waymire 2004 ; Ball and Shivakumar 2005) » 345 #F 7% Bl 1% 42 4L R
B 20 M) B 4k B F AR AZ R 04 @ AL(#14e > Givoly and Hayn 2000 ; Holthausen and
Watts 2001 ; Sivakumar and Waymire 2003) ° Krishnan (2005a) 44 #F 52 Rl 45 8, » %
B GHEES AR ERE AT AR A E T ER MR B ARF#R
FORE - MBEARER T EFTABRREIEFNEL » ARAMERE
SHEFREHITOEFELP T RERFREN - BAZEFRA MBI GEREEE
A AR AT E(F4e 0 Francis et al. 2004) » VAR FE € a3 B S ERE
BB o Juoh > TRA S AT B B AAREATE X AT R (#1140 Ball et al.

2000 ; Ball et al. 2003 ; Giner and Rees 2001 ; Jindrichovska and Kuo 2003 ; Pope
and Walker 1999 ; Tazawa 2003) ° M 984 3% % #F 24504 B ARy A fE 2 E L 7 K
T EERRARE N NG F T RE R E S (FlHe > Basu, Hwang

7 4 APBE 43509 % 17145 ~ FASB#L AN 3R 5235 09 4 S M FF SLFASBH#L A A 3R 5 635 00 445 -

8 Ht AR A B 0BT R R A (1) &3 A P B A4 9148 K 09 kR 1 B (LBasu
1997) 5 (2) v 7715 % i# 14 1k & 5 (JLRyan 1995%2Beaver and Ryan 2000) 5 (3)&y R # &3t £ % ( LGivoly
and Hayn 2000) ; $2(4)dy J& 3181 3,44 % 04 Bl 14 1 45(SLBall and Shivakumar 2005)
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and Jan 2001 5 Gul, Srinidhi and Shieh 2002 ; Ruddock, Taylor and Taylor 2002 ;
Kelley, Shores and Tong 2003 ; Krishnan 2003; Krishnan 2005b) °
= HRF &

P78 69 Basu (1997)KE A 14 | F i@ X Bt 7% € 3 X Bk AT B A B RT3 A
£ (stock prices lead accounting earnings) R & 89 3, & (#4= > Ball and Brown 1968;
Beaver, Lambert, and Morse 1980; Kothari and Sloan 1992) > & € 31 J 22 % 1%
HER R P 58 98 09 AR K RAR R (FETAHA R ARANB) & A RFRZ] > M TR AREA R
YH B QA EGIRE R A E) R 0 BAREA M 0 €3t B AR AT B AR EHE
HB(VA B B IREH F A AT F) R TNER A AR o AR 0 BB AR
H BB 6 B R K AR IIF U B RF ey B BEE o B3k > Basu (1997) 2 AT #)
R ,

Pt—l

o X REFUN G BAR ~ PR TR AR ~ R, &322 T3 B
FENEG A7 BZERTMAAT BN L EHEBOEER, < 08] NEG, =1 &
ZNEG,=0) ~ u, Bl &% £8 o 7 b5 R KT B X, HMNFHE BB A
i mb A BB RGBS X, HAEH AN EARBAE > Bt X EFHEE
REQTD,> 0 Al L&t B4k AR R -

AHF AL T B A Basu (1997)69 42 AV B » 38 K SRk AR B 7 &t B i X,
& &4 3JE % A B 2 48 % (JLPope and Walker 1999 ; Ball et al. 2000 ; Ballet al.
2003) ° b o FHIREER,ME 0 Basu (1997)% &R =MFHE 7 X ¢

=by+ byNEG,+ b,R,+ bR, X NEG,+u, (1)

1. &gt B 25 & ) B2 3B & (inter-announcement period returns)

2. WIGAKEE I G B4k T 5 B M X R B £ (market-adjusted inter-
announcement period returns) ;

3. $Lg=t A M E 3R B & (fiscal year returns) ©

il THREFBRAT LM BIE | > EARRNACTFAL L EW
18 R WA B M3 R X RS RN &0 0 A35ASA 1R 2R F4A308 §
i 3t ¥ A (buy-and-hold) Z Pk Z eh MBI & - mPT=g [ TIHALEBH R T R4S
MM mEE ) o GATE T HIE ST B4 T S B R E | RS
AHARZ-FY|RBIE - R %> P8 TR H R RO E | RISH ARG
ST M 2 Aa B g A M ST BB AL e mE E o AR SRR NG AW BrtE1A1R
Z12A318 B B HA X R F09MBIE - fBasu (1997)09 8 RABF] » K#F R £
AR THRCH BB T EMMZRBE o ER - HAeF XL R

O EWABHT BTSRRI BEEREEAZ YR -
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5 HAERETELR

B AR R B S o) 8 T B4R G AR BI04 A RBR AR BT A
A KRR R LRI HRALA T MFAETE) B 19815 £2003 5 A1 sk 2 FT
A LT EAEA B BAF AR ok — RELKRFF RO AR

k- HARE
ER
INEIES - A B2

FROSARE ggawsa PERET mamg omes MRS
1981 101 (0) (16) (65) (3) 17
1982 107 (0) (18) (9) (5) 75
1983 112 (0) (19) (8) (5) 80
1984 116 (0) (19) (5) (4) 88
1985 121 (0) (13) (7) (4) 97
1986 126 (0) (11) (9) (3) 103
1987 139 (0) (1) (15) (3) 114
1988 162 (0) (4) (25) (3) 130
1989 179 (0) (6) (22) (0) 151
1990 199 (0) (5) (24) (1) 169
1991 228 (0) (0) (35) (5) 188
1992 266 (0) (0) (42) (5) 219
1993 205 (0) (1) (36) (6) 252
1994 326 (1) (0) (39) (7) 279
1995 389 (1) (0) (72) (6) 310
1996 462 (1) (0) (78) (3) 380
1997 519 (1) (2) (61) (2) 453
1998 614 (1) (1) (98) (13) 501
1999 727 (2) (3) (124) (10) 588
2000 832 (2) (9) (118) (15) 688
2001 919 (2) (9) (119) (29) 760
2002 1,025 (2) (11) (153) (20) 839
2003 1,097 (3) (1) (107) (17) 963
A3t 9,061 (16) (161) (1,271) (169) 7,444
HAEFI2A31 8 RE LW LR AR A AT — R 12A318 2B MBI R A G EESAIB RRF4A308 Hik

A XA E G RBF

k—#T > B19815F 22003 F %31 49,061 % L7 LAENE - F¥HmE > &K
Bl b EAR A &) 2 REAFF40012%09108 B Rk o RHF AR 1 14 JE & 4535 2
g (R16%) BRABHAFEBEINE)  MkBEak(E1271E)AREE

Wi (X eyE3 s > AR BAEEZRBI R AR mAMA LGB HELE > Bkl
Basu (1997) 895t A8 Rl - AoF 3 K2 EM R akta B E X T ABIL - FE Lo M dadia 2 X T
Bk FARBERTRGEH -
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W R EA AR (R169F) AR 0 REMFFNTMAETFREN -

R_E— S FEREBHMEHROKAELKTE - X B LM ERA
BodEE > RIS S BAR1R B AR 5 EL4E e (JLBall et al. 2000) » B L AFF R & AR
B % B B e 0 1R RE S Be AR L o

k= AARHEHHE

R BB A X/ RENFE R,
AA(%) FHH FaEHE A% FHE FEHR
1981 17 11.8% 1.182 0.062 70.6% -0.022 -0.064
1982 75 29.3% 0.370 0.078 10.7% 0.370 0.334
1983 80 13.8% 0.507 0.253 17.5% 0.345 0.255
1984 88 14.8% 0.432 0.296 85.2% -0.184 -0.204
1985 97 32.0% 0.122 0.147 16.5% 0.268 0.260
1986 103 17.5% 0.536 0.279 0.0% 0.975 0.874
1987 114 15.8% 0.479 0.270 5.3% 1.013 0.719
1988 130 14.6% 0.286 0.150 0.0% 1.437 1.158
1989 151 13.2% 0.107 0.057 21.2% 0.435 0.324
1990 169 27.2% 0.033 0.016 97.0% -0.389 -0.398
1991 188 17.6% 0.067 0.046 77.7% -0.116 -0.131
1992 219 23.7% 0.061 0.037 68.9% -0.060 -0.095
1993 252 19.8% 0.114 0.052 38.9% 0.154 0.077
1994 279 9.0% 0.080 0.047 56.6% 0.038 -0.044
1995 310 18.1% 0.053 0.037 63.2% -0.055 -0.059
1996 380 15.0% 0.078 0.048 8.4% 0.647 0.419
1997 453 11.5% 0.078 0.049 66.2% 0.032 -0.133
1998 501 29.5% 0.017 0.027 80.0% -0.219 -0.249
1999 588 27.9% 0.012 0.037 63.1% 0.156 -0.167
2000 688 29.7% -0.030 0.035 92.4% -0.378 -0.418
2001 760 35.5% -0.130 0.042 32.2% 0.262 0.149
2002 839 31.3% -0.127 0.040 82.7% -0.270 -0.337
2003 963 22.2% -0.031 0.069 11.5% 0.626 0.431
A% 7,444 24.0% 0.030 0.047 51.9% 0.137 -0.024
B XARIGETRBMENERE  p BRI —F12A31 B BAR C RAEFESAIBREF4A308 LA XN EZH

B F o

FE1981F 21997 F 2 ] » FR T1985Fmash » REWBABLHELER » RZ >
FE1998F 22003 F 2 M » Bl B Al s> WAk _WAHBAT  KEH
SEFIG G BALE T AMEMERAGIFNE 2B R EI98FBYAEAT
%4k - 2k > #Basu (1997) ~ Ball et al. (2000)¥2Ball et al. (2003)% #F %48 F] >
P R HALA RAFM O L Z MBI E > B 19815 £2003F » B —FH L LR
Bl okt 0 WA R IRBIE L A E I 0 £1986F1988F 8 —F i 7
o BIARRREFFREFTHE(XNGHEIHF > FAIRE FENT
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Hh e MR KRR TN AR EHREAEFTE ()R HREES
FRFH -

RZ RE G BB ER ST
X,/ p,, =b,+bNEG, +b,R, + bR, x NEG, +u,

Panel A © 185 £/ 547

FE O BREM4E b, b, b, b, Adj. R  F#3itg
1981 - . - . .
1982 75 (:8123471) (8:2%) ({:gg?*) (828%3) 0.012 1297
T T
1984 88 (8:322) (:gilegg) (8:?23) (giggé) 0.059 2810”
1985 o7 (82;2) (:(1):3%132) ((0):;21;) (:8:;;) 0.014 1452
1986 - . - - .
T N e Y S L M T
1988 - . - - -
T S LS < R U N
1990 - - - - -
S SE e SR e ose
T L
S S L L (S E
A S S R
Y VLS L S s M R
T L
e G o s R o ses”
B TR N N S
o s S0 ST R o e
o0 s RO OBT e 0T o s
S N L T
oo SIS0 e LB e s
2003 963 0.107 -0.186 -0.169 0.609™ 0.013 s 120"

(0.983)  (-1.383)  (-0872)  (1.991)
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&= (4)
Panel B © T L& (4414 2 B 69 24 547 1981~1994
BRME b, b, b, b, Adi.R®  F-#3t%
1,962 -0.039 0.157 0.548" -0.300 0.138 105.727

(-0.259) (1.031) (2.112) (-1.131)
Panel C © A& (#4569 &-6F 5 H7 1995~2003

W by b, by bs AdjR® F#%st®
5482 0.046 0.067 -0.061 05907 0013 24176

(1.701) (1.714)  (-0.990)  (4.717)

ECBMAER X, - O FRARFZIETRAETEREA
D = BAABEAR 0 ARAEAT— F 12 A31 8 2 BRE S
R =%#tASA18 2RF4H308 2k BB E
NEG, = B 5 1 %R <0%1° RZA0-
LR 3R RO 1 — Btk £ 4 3B 45 3t K (heteroscedasticity consistent covariance matrix estimator) T #49¢4&(White, 1980)
Py~ Tooe g gy Dok | 5 IRKEI0% ~ 5% HI%ZBAEKE -

AR FRERB O BEEAENEGTEER R AAATRA -
AHFR A T 1981F ~ 19865F ~ 1988F 11990 % vy F w98 5] F & o #47 » 3
WRAT P F— 0 1981 F TSR ZMAEITETI(AER D) 5B A
FEiBAK 0 B b P EHE R R AT (D) K AT - KT RN ek R
HH o FH = 1986FH21988F8 —FH MR TRAABA AR ENER (L
& AR R A M%) > T 1990F A A B 4RE R ey T A 5 1#97%( &k =R
B B AE%AR) > &8 % 1% RIS 6T AT SR A SR BL(BP 1986 4R 11988 4F) » R %
HIF R B S B A0 FHGBAK > T AR B JE AU A B R(BP1990 ) >
FEZSEM B > KT RIFRE ZSF AR AR E "

PR e AN 0 1997 F(4) AT » KRB 89 &3 BARE 1983 F (b, 14
# %1.680  p-1E<1%) ~ 1995 F (b5 $ %0.354 » p-1E<1%) ¥ 1997 F (b 15 $ &
0.139 > p-1E<1%)% = F & At 4d R Bl o445 - RZ > 1998 (&) t% » &
— et B A AR A A - AW T RFRER > REAET
Bl ey o<t Bk it 1 B ASAE R B ey 45 e 0 A2 VTR R B T4 Ay e Ay b aF ik -
% W Basu (1997) 9 A M A B [% » R = 0945 RIAT 1981 F~19945F & 1 ALAS (i 4F
MBI > T 19955F-~2003 5 B & BLAZ G 45t e B R

B TR—FEFRE G BRI REE Y > REEREE L0
TRIMmA P ERE  AFRE-FHEARTME S £ EH > AR B ARG

W ZE ey & FA8E > WAd). R2e9ME > KL ER 3 B4 M ZHRE| R0y WA A LIRS - &
ARBE R B A3 R AR A Bk R KA R R BRI o A SR E TR A F
Ryan and Zarowin (2003) 845434 ¥ 547 ©
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kv RAEEMN>AIMLASH

B AASGLA IR AASKLA R B ¢
A E5 1981~1994 égﬁ;gi{ 1995-2003 ?ﬁgg{fg

RA8 RAE 43t "7 RAA RAE it "
KRE R 2 T v 43 % 7 v
wRE 0895 1BV 138 92 230 v
wE¥ 49 8 13 v 104 91 195 v
GEA% 136 162 298 v 210 181 451 v
mEE M 4 68 v 130 128 258 v
THETHE 36 55 9l v 48 120 v
% 66 6 12V 16l 12 283 v
wBEE 13 2 35 v 12 20 6 v
g®E 31 59 90 v 37 29 66 v
wmas 2 x84 v 141 118 259 v
BBEE 28 4 6 v 40 378 v
EHIA 17 11 28 v 23 8 4 v
FREF 80 15 195 v 887 882 1769 v
BEEOS4 48 12 v 23166 399 v
EmE 02 25 4 v 88 84 172 v
mE¥ 2 21 48 v 43 317 v
SRR S0 9 149 v 22 150 362 v
aEE 3% 49 v 66 46 112 v
BEE 0 0 0 0 44 14 v
"EE 2 3 3 5 8
g 2 31T v 183 175 358 v
s 880 1082 1962 2986 249 5482

3 E EAGRRTEIE £ 3 RB 5 BAKRIE S R=FHSA18 2RF4A308 2L ZRBF -

RO BAL? o kg TR AR AR AR ) o T AASEARAE AN ) RE E AR
BB FEEE ARSI > BB R A GEBIK > KAFTRIERFA(FTIREIE S
SR R L AR R AR VAR EZEE -

FEE—SRERAEEN A BAAMIBEN R ARG E > AREHE

2 RNE ORISR BARIEEE TR A ENAH - mAL TR ERMOERGZ LI TEEY
BT -
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(DX EGFER - HARAET T TARR » Fdfh T R RSB &
TRASIEA MR | o AR E EeImE R AR o b B B A4
HEARFE o ETRASES N > RSB K 2 4t AR A8
BT A T RASE AR I 0 KA R R BRY AT RL 0 A
FRALHF I 0 RA R A L2 R AR AR o AT L RAS IS
PEEAR o KB A K60 @3t BAR AASGEH -

(&2 TRAEZ G BHEMEN
X,/ p,, =b,+bNEG, +b,R, + bR, X NEG, +u,

2 ¥l R EARAEAE MR ¢ 1981~1994 B R ¢ 1995~2003
B BmE
o BB X/p, RBEIR b TLT BBIX/p, BBMEIR b
P b P b 3 bl P b
#®oo® ® ®oo# o® %

KR¥E 74 0227 0130 0293 0.076 0273 71 0.005 0.037 -0.021 -0.073 0.691
&% 173 0083 0038 0.196 0.040 0.150° 230 -0.078 0.026 -0.027 -0.099 0.478"
#EE 131 0227 0105 0259 0.113 0251 195 -0.068 0045 0.073 -0034 1.1267
S AEE 298 0051 0042 0271 0072 0295 451 -0.128 0.005 -0.004 -0.139 0.347
#EE 68 0161 0057 0.184 -0.008 -0.009 258 0.031 0.052 0.094 -0.001 0.142"
THEE 91 0149 0075 0236 0079 -0.189 120 -0.037 0.035 0.056 -0.075 0.588"
2% 132 0012 0041 0203 -0.002 -0280 283 0.047 0.058 0.058 -0.048 0362
HIBME 35 0232 0104 0226 0.121 0491 62 -0.033 0.000 -0.087 -0.168 0.228
wEE 90 0170 0036 0299 0204 0016 66 0.009 0.019 -0.016 -0.110 -0.127
AR 84 0061 0029 0.113 -0.055 -0.155 259 -0.030 0.033 0.121 -0.052 0.422
¥BEA 62 0104 0099 0257 0.047 -0.075 78 0.068 0054 0.097 -0.009 0.106°
EHITAE 28 0053 0017 -0.003 -0.082 -0.029 41 -1.050 0.086 0.106 -0.044 4.198
FMEF 195 0377 0067 0.194 0.119 -0.816 1,769 0.047 0.055 0.177 -0.005 0.130""
BEE 102 0126 0058 0293 -0.029 0065 399 -0.333 0011 0.186 -0.147 2.449™
EWE 47 -0003 0059 0.160 0020 0.609° 172 0.045 0.048 0.053 -0.018 0.173"
B|AE 48 0049 0.024 0228 0021 -0061 74 0009 0.026 -0.005 -0.104 0.224°
SERR 149 0784 0221 0418 0212 0686 362 0011 0052 0024 -0.087 0.759"
BEE 79 0120 0033 0226 0066 -0.055 112 -0.123 0.035 0.033 -0.047 1.278"
wBEE - - - - - — 114 0089 0073 0.167 -0.114 0342
b 73 0408 0.028 0.333 -0.058 -0.925"" 358 -0.001 0.060 0.067 -0.009 0.396"

3E: LR AR B H 9 — Bobk 4 306 53t K (heteroscedasticity consistent covariance matrix estimator) F #¢{&(White, 1980) »

Py v T g Dok ) Sl REEL0% ~ S%I1%ZBAEKE - GHER X, =FAZFMRARFZIEFRBATER

B p =R 0 AR —FEI12A31 8 BB SR = AUASA1B 2RF4A308 XM EMBF 5 NEG, = # %
HER<0BH] RZAHO0 -
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% — A A Basut R A A GEE L @ BANBERLE R EW
ERTOAER > £ BBEFERMN > RARRE - HERABEER Loyt
B ok AR 0 (15 7 B AR AT M M AR R 48 806926.4%) + o /2 B ARG AF AR -
RAKRRE S GEBAL - #IEME ~ BKE S4B REN T Loy a3t Bk
RS (M5 BAS S I MR A E017.4%) 0 P A RS ~EE %
TV ORRE HBRAEMMB LB OEEEEREGRL,CERRBAEKE
(KR Ep-15240.144 ~ 3 IEH Ep-14.40.135 ~ sA4 2 Bp-14.40.147) > AT 4 B
BB > K3 2 E et Baaaite)  SHARKIFELERGE—
ey MmEEERLRE GBS A MRS E LR EH -

FERAE()X &ETIRT > #ABall et al. (2003, p. 250) * A#HF RHAE — L& F
BEBRCGRM ~ mEKR -~ REMER © 51 RH B 41985F~1995F) ~ X iEH
ROEBE ~ 2BEA K FRAM L198545~19954) - R B E(HFik -~ BB
2 Fek AR TR L 19845F~1996F) S & B ¥ B AR ey iAo
gl o B3RS AR MR T g B M e ST B 0 KRBT R A 1984 F~19964F 64 F H
(GRRM# 42,480) 0 BEHEITH(DR@E A AHERER > HEW
b 1% ¥ 5-0.24 > p-{AR] 50.278 -

0.70
0.60
0.50

0.59

0.40
0.30
0.20
0.10
0.00
-0.10
-0.20
-0.30 -0.24

0.03

|- 0.00

-0.40
=2 21 1SS AL R
(1984~1996) (1995~2003) (1985~1995) (1985~1995) (1984~1996)

B— &KBEEEFHEE  ROEAAREEAR (HE) BRI
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#1Ball et al. (2003)89#F £ 45 R - RE T oY BB T R A hisE
AP 0 R ST AR B 69 o4 B B (B 198445 ~19964F) » % Bl 64 b,1% $(-0.24)8 R
2 vg B ) -FHRAE0.00) 1K o Rin > RESEI e BAB TS T A iEaE
bk o VT 6YD,1% 8(0.59) i CH 1 ik 00 T3 K HE(0.33) a5 o AFEE A
ARt ERAB G B EA L LRYIEEBR RT3 KRELERE
BIBMM T ATE) > MmARFARZFEMGFEE > BLE X RHFE T FHE*®
vs. R X ik (Ball et al. 2000) ; 692 > RGA G M HFREHUZ R EBEAFH A
% (Ball at al. 2003) P72 3,098 4E 138 36 > R T AL B BF 2 ey AL A PTBCSE - AR1S
B BLIEF AT O 2 H AR B ETH R LR F RIS -

B~ ARAEAZ L L S AF MLy B W

AFF RN —F IR A A B AR AR R Y B B o SUAR SRR AR
A SRR R P A 0] 5467 E a5 0 Ahmed et al. (2002)32 & 18 4 A A% R A 25 167
RAKRGNE] > REGHER L LB GTER S et AnaBEns
HBREOE 2 RAL K o X R ERHIL L - B0 €T BUR G 8 RBAK
0 B AR ARG B AR K E o AT ARG RLA] 6 B0 o Bdh > st R 2R 6 F R
£% B 1% (clean surplus relation) T » #4542 o) @ B 4L TR RBRIKE 2 kS A4
BB R 0 Wi e i RIG T KR A QYRR 0 HHEAHE AT R E A Al ag iR o

5 T BRI AT 691830 > Ahmed et al. (2002)% 51 24 4 X RAE M ~ BE A A AR
AR ESE ZAREER > R EEARE R AEF ZER - 8 E
EMmT > ARBEGFELHEER  REFIEHES BA T RROEER
50 FTAS I ol RAE R KA — B E B0y 587 RI5AZ - ¥ Ahmed et al. (2002)
) o AP R A S B E S 69 AR £ (STDROA Y7 & £ 0 % 8 LA 2
M o B SN ZABIEAE A 5 5 A SN B AR BT B R 3 IR R B (DIV) R R & i
F(LENEE - EAMAGBRIER T BAKERABKERLS AL CHEHSET
FOATRT > HHERAABHROTHRELE S -

A HEA AL R B A SRR A GLTARBERE Xt BR
A&4EE o ARBERAIA R AT 638 SR AR A AT AT

X _ b, + b NEG, + b,R, + b,R, X NEG, + b,R, x NEG, x STDROA,
pt—l (2)
+ bR, X NEG,x DIV, + bR, Xx NEG, X LEV, +u,

3455 09 B3 LSTDROASL-F 3 LEVLDIV > 447 ¥ Ahmed et al. (2002, p. 876) 2248 R w93t H
Ko FFL > ZRALFREHEUEHESTDROA ~ LEVHLDIV » 7R B4 KR RBF R G635 ©
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Hodgr:
STDROA, = S%UIEFRBAFFRUIMMBEEFTEFFNEER
B (ROA,) » B IAH 14 B -5 23t X F 09 Bt HROA
CLEEE
DIV, = Ht5Z2-5FL@RRLBRAIRUBAETE T8
LEV, = HtFE2-5F R EARUIMMERT AN T3 -

b FQRGEFRELMFABERE S L@ B EAREY - Mk
BHMARERBLEGMNEHE > TARGHRAERE S LT B0 E e
B B Q)X P o4& 32 Bbs ~ bs¥Lbe3h e & EAE ©

ESANPATIE P AOE: &8 o

Panel A: # REFEBAZ(1995 ~ 2003)

2EHA D 3 Aok E A
J7 46 A% A (R #& =Panel C) 5,482 484 4,998
D% #STDROA (143) (56) &7
DIV (36) (@) (32)
SLEV 0) 0) 0
5,303 424 4,879
Panel B: £ X 4 3 &
e E (BLEEK: 5303) o Rk EBEIE S 4,879)
Y 8 & 43 # BRE 38 9 4 B4 BREE
STDROA 0.063 0.043 0.280 0.067 0.046 0.292
DIV 0.010 0.004 0.018 0.011 0.004 0.018
LEV 0.089 0.066 0.091 0.095 0.075 0.091
ROA 0.060 0.047 0.138 0.063 0.052 0.143
Panel C: 78 17 # 45 1¢
= PN
STDROA DIV LEV ROA STDROA DIV LEV ROA
STDROA -0.109™ 0.114™ 0.162" -0.159™ 0.019 0.107™
DIV 0.042" -0.143™ 0.491" 0.037" -0.190™  0.484™
LEV 0.009 0.114™ -0.016 -0.001 -0.145™ -0.081"
ROA 0.832" 0.290""  -0.024 0.834™ 0278 -0.042
EEMER
STDROA, = ¥ ZEFr5EENETHZROANIZHEE ;
DIy, = FtFESELAEBRALRRARAI G E TR
LEV, = BRELSERAFERARME T R FYE -
ROA, = FtFELSFFETHENFHBRAIMEE E0)FIHE -

Py~ Tooe g Dok | IR K IET0% ~ 5%M1%Z BHAKIAE o b > SRRMAF S A TR Bk 7
RAESTDROAW S R AR % » T HBLEVE A SR AL » k1% > Panel C #3 % T (4 )34 % Pearson (Spearman)
FERES &3

14 3 R0 IE K& &by + by mean(STDROA) + bs mean(DIV) + bg mean(LEV) » i 3ebs A% »+ 2 ¥ mean(’)
REIEIN P32 5 By T3 ME -
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28 5, 2 Bk K WYROA ~ DIVEELEVF S ¥ —ip WG X R BAF 0 £ 5] » A#F
RAETHFQROE? N E— S KRB LS LR ERMNBLEF
RARVAGSHT o oS eyPanel ASREEARE IR P 0 BN EITH Q)X etk R
A2 o ZAVRSTDROA ~ DIVSLLEVEIE R 51 R R ey BURAE - AFEE R
AR K AL e TRIAMIRKR 0 HARER GRS EHERE B > ERPE
BR BT AFRUIRALETNKKSTDROAR TR % > RFLEVEH #hk
1A > Panel A% F 23R AR & kA X)W MMM B L5303 F T4 » Ik & Rk
EARR BRI 54,879 F A H -

% HyPanel B2 A 4 Mg IR K&t & o BT R SR FHMEH KR
AP H o REBBSTDROA ~ DIV ~ LEVEROA% % # > 3 @58 52454
i o b 2R ENRDIRA > L FHaIREZEBIK - RIE > HADIIK
Aoy PR EE o HERAN R EREE A FYRBETER > B2
2 ERE DIV ~ LEVIEROAMHA — A 25 £ 04 -F 34K HES o Panel CHI R F N 3]
M ey Aa B AR BB R o (IR FE W& 0 DIVLSTDROA¥ $1ROA 2 58 2% ) £ 48
Bl e Bk 5 BaERDIVET>H > KB IZEEE SR SRR -
#F 2 0 DIVSLSTDROA™T % W) B4t 48 ) & E A A8 A7 692 R > do JE 42 4 bty
BREA G AR o B THRAEEA G HABBBERLEOBE S KR
AT H Q)X 0 AETEE » @ HE A Aw A R X NEG, X ROA, Wy 4| % ¥ - R Et#
SRR AARE I R 0 AAERAITE QRO BHER -

WAL RERENTELERYHAR  ATHERELESEEN R
#A(BrPanel ARSI )MAR A © Hok 0 AR Z9ERAME > R XNEG, 9tk
HE B D, =0.478 L FAF 09 B (p-1H. M%) © LR 0 L Ahmed et al. (2002)
4 £ 5%k 48 B © R, X NEG,xSTDROA, 4 1 3+ 1% ¥ b, =1.833 (p-1E /s #1%) 1
R X NEG,x LEV, 8)4&3H 5 8 b, = 0.058 (p-1L Rr10%)3 & IEAL » 12 R A£bgbY &5
RE&FFE > mbsAMEL TR E—8 - T X > By TR ET A F Gk
WFBERE S LG BB REER  wREEWTHERIETAREA RS H
AegA2 > Bl A4 I LaFond and Watts (2008)#) £7k— 3 - A8dm 5 > &4
BT AT A EHAEE I o 48RS > L Ahmed et al. (2002)69 5 B 48 156
& > R XNEG,x DIV, iy 43114 #b =-15338(p- 1A R 1%) S FAFH AM - k5
Z o MTAIMZARRAS I RA G H R MBAAR > AR EEFHNE 0 Gt

DR XRARARRERGLEVA KM A b EmIE ARt % -

16 2% M STDROA$LDIVE SpearmanAd M 357 2 5, & @ e BB o RAMVHE R > B AR A BHSTDROAHR
DIVAGE# % asmii ey R R o

T ERBHME 2% GBI MEFERCABBAOAE N R RAEGHOER > % B ADIVAREN I NHE
AR E 8
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&t ARAEAZE SN )4 o B B

X _ b, + b NEG, +b,R, +b,R, x NEG, + b,R x NEG, x STDROA,
pt—l

+ bR, X NEG, X DIV, + bR, x NEG, X LEV, + b,R, X NEG, X ROA, +u,
Panel A: K 48 B4 3 L & 932 ] B K

GemmE T
L HE Ha BB Ha
A BB IR 0.051 1.753" 0.049 1.606
NEG, 0.033 0.823 0.025 0.587
R, -0.068 -1.019 -0.073 -1.055
R, x NEG, 0.478 31277 0.459 2753
R, x NEG, x STDROA, 1.833 30227 1.882 3.054 7
R, x NEG, x DIV, -15.338 54807 -15.863 51617
R, x NEG, x LEV, 0.058 0.123 0.080 0.158
LR SR 3 5,303 4,879
Adj. R’ 0.020 0.019
F-#3t & 18.582" 16.553"™
Panel B: 448 &4 3 ¢ & 58 51 69 2 ) 4

GhMmE FohmmE
L 8 HE it E (x5 HE ST &
BB 0.051 1.753" 0.049 1.606
NEG, -0.008 -0.209 -0.018 -0.438
R, -0.068 -1.019 -0.073 -1.055
R, x NEG, 0.404 29477 0.380 25517
R, x NEG, x STDROA, 3.330 3907 3.359 3982
R, x NEG, x DIV, 6.800 25017 6.516 2.597
R, x NEG, x LEV, 0.080 0.180 0.101 0213
R, x NEG, x ROA, -6.691 4446 -6.650 -4.398"
BEE I 5,303 4,879
Adj. R’ 0.048 0.047
F-#3t & 39.123" 35.44™

EURRA X =FZXFRATREZIFEFRENENRRE S Py = IAE  RAET—FZI12A3BZRBIE IR =
SA1IBERF4A308 X R ZHME%E 5 NEG, = %#  £R <041 > RX 40 STDROA, = HtE -5 % & Wb F ah4%
B2 DIV, =51t Z2-5F L @RS MA R A LT E - FHR S LEV, =555 2-5F kM ATk A i & & o9-F
Mk o LR RS R OW i — BoM % 5 #U4E M4 3t X (heteroscedasticity consistent covariance matrix estimator) T #9£/E(White,
1980) > T# 5 ~ T gy Dok | SRR R E10% ~ 5% 1% 88 % K -

BEAWBERERMA LS

B THER D EFERRE S HA B BBEARE NP E > & bgPanel B3R
B REEEBMBNERLER ARk Eutiis L2
B EBRERBMAE  ATHFEROL S 2 L0 RE A MmN - £

18 KB % 4& AASTDROA, (BF STDROA#STDROA, ) ~ ADIV, (Bp DIV &DIV, ). ALEV, (BF LEV R LEV, )%
#STDROA ~ DIVSLLEVE ¥ 47 £ Q) R 04463t » 2R KA IFADIV, ¥t BARASMENE A E @Y E ek
HE o Bz 4 0 SLSTDROAABLL > 25 BUAASTDROAEAT AT > B RH BHEREEAELALEY
WAR O EHEGARGBEEERE TR -
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ho NG R B e e ) S % 0 HPanel A% R ARFE 692 0 R XNEG, o553+ 14 &
b, = 0.404 (p-1& . id 1%) 812 R, X NEG, X STDROA, w4y 454143 b, =3.330 (p-1&)s
A% R FEIFRAE M R > B R XNEG, X LEV, a4 43+ 4% $ by = 0.080
(p-1E KA10%) RIS Kk ab iz ik Se v BaH M E R - Rin > AL SR
Vel 8 $ 1% > R XNEG, X DIV, 4 £ 2t 15 $t by = 6.800 (p-4& s 70 1%) 1] 3 4 2
BAFEMOER - HETZX > AR ALEET BB AN ERIEL > KR
B EADESEREL I ARE LRI ERGATRT > HHEAMLER
A BERGREE AL G AERE DL R OBERE - KK
R X NEG, X ROA, 04 45314 8 £-6.691(p-15 1M 1%) » (&4 ¥ Bsrayidida
BEesHEAMRIOBE - ABmT > BLFHEMNRISEZGNE > FHE
SRS AEAL E B R o %35 AP R A ROAMF VA R JE & 3K Sk ) 48 71 09 T 2
B AR ROERTAREARB S E G BA0REAE > e L RE
TAERRMEARS c ETZ > ROABEZ N3G > LTt BB ERER
B RS MR R A A A

1R ~ SRR

LB GEERMEHEHMOTRE > ARREIRBEEBH R TEAEE
EEWNTHART > BER RN RER 0 KBRS Basu (1997)89 5 ¥ %
o R EAR TG AE SRR BT MMM E | KB B4
MR ZREE > AT FEHRZ-FHMEMAALE) A& TR HEMHEZ
B R | F(BPAE 1/ 1~12/3 130 B P73t B ik 2 3R B %) AT AR MR 3, o

EANEHRAEAZNETELER - F ML FE > W18 FER1TELTH
(RE=) AT R A T 19815500453t o sbdbh » BB LE » R A8 5H =il
Kb, RARE o ZAFE ZARABA R EFESA ZRFEAR QIR P LB
B E) BB E o SRIRIEE A T EE o S E B R AR 4 (market
adjusted) BN & - & E4TBasu (1997) MR fE3HBFe B S ¥ > mPTH &3 BT
FHdu B AR H VA F 2 T3 Btk R BATAE N SE > B AR R
B BHRERDZHREDETH994F )G Bfh 1 A HE ST
W AR V(1995 F AR Bl B AS A4 MR B 3 - 352 > AdEHI TG E K4 o
R R 6 4 R A A% T4 89 (robustness) © R o AT IR B R e BA M 2L S F
BEIAZRAN 5 = MEFwMeERER > AR EFROBFEDFFERS
55 o MEAF S MG OO EER > RETIHHATAYN BAAH E & ML

19 f5]4mSloan (1996, p. 299) A% 4 B sh (I & & FR)H R — B BMERMZF AT H)ETE
FAMBEBR > TR T BB TELY
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WIBER > ARG AAE FS A ERFEAR I P I 2 0 B4R & i 47
oy dfese 0 B LY -

kAR EH AR K EPanel B E LR » L FPancl AL 44 akEX 2
AT R MmPanel BAIZRE IR & sk £ PTA 2 AR o A
R— 3 RUF A B AL R R A 5 18R 0 % BSTDROA LR, x NEG, %
R e 7 i’]{]}}%,,\%éﬁi{ﬁ 12 DIV, xR, x NEG,094&=H1% % # (D)t $L(H)H o9 &
SHE& R AT KA ﬁi%éﬁﬁﬁﬁ%”‘%ﬁ o AT FRERE T T 0 DIV B e iS 4T
'rim%‘iﬁxﬁaé@ﬁ%% bj:’ o iR BHVAEFELA ZI12A 6K TIRA R A oA
AHt REHEIFR, x NEG, x LEVé’J%#Q*%%M%Ziﬁ(b5= 0.538 » p-1A<10%) 8%
FHAE 0 MR, X NEG, X ROAMAETERABY LFAE G AL - AlEm T » AR

B & RBE IS ELHE T (STDROA)E A K AE(DIV) € PRI 5 A E B fra)
i%f}%'ri P EAARELEV)H D EBHRBEMTE > AMEL TG Loy —F -

Hoh 0 A TRAEEREARTEQRMGI TR BT @i B E
(cross-sectional correlations) * f2Ball et al. (2000)$ZKrishnan (2005a, 2005b)48 3] >

RN BRI HZ BUR M ST
X,/ p,, =b,+bNEG, +b,R, +b,R, x NEG, +u,

AR R IR E £S5/ ~RF430 SHERB RN $F511 ~FF1231

A AP HE AXTHME AEAEFHE AETHME
1982 0.028  (0.022) 4208 (-0.743) -8.229 (-2.133)" 5753 (-1.663)
1983 1680  (2.758) 0.670  (1.766) 0.932 (0.579) 0.868  (0.650)
1984 0762 (0.236) 1.664  (-0.157) -1.331 (-0.979) 2137 (-1.326)
1985 0731 (-0.787) 0.173  (0.754) 1.068 (1.820)" 0.929  (1.231)
1986 na. na. 0422 (1.614) 2.066 (1.156) <0.565  (-0.594)
1987 5079 (-2.808)" 1142 (-1.218) 3.175 (-0.981) 0367 (-0.264)
1988 na. na. -0.543  (-0.619) -1412 (-1.278) -0.160  (-0.656)
1989 0.021  (0.196) -0.134  (0.589) 0217 (-11.593)" 0017  (-0.406)
1990 na. na. 0.065  (0.037) 0.504 @724 0382  (2.56D)"
1991 0.156  (0.901) 0.005  (0.756) 0.288 (0.769) 0.174  (0.825)
1992 0.136  (0.515) 0.156  (0.707) 0.730 (4.418)™ 0281  (1.380)
1993 -0.153  (-0.857) 0.174  (-0.453) 0.777 (2.130)” 0284 (-1.568)
1994 0.103  (0.413) -0.101  (0.245) 0.584 (1.581) 0303 (1.905)
1995 0354  (4.254)" 0057  (3.823)" 0.369 (0.491) 0343 (0.972)
1996 0.113  (0.928) 0326 (-0.878) 0.968 (2.168) 0247  (1.578)
1997 0.139 2527 20.055  (2.995)™ -0.042 (-0.764) 0.075  (-1.173)
1998 0385  (2.702) 0.153  (3.547) 0.148 (1.925)° 0.140  (2413)"
1999 0.556  (3.991)™" 0378  (4.193)™ 0.438 4414 0438 (4414
2000 0.653  (4.587)™" 0419 (5220 0.407 (3.496)™ 0.537 (346D
2001 0.815  (1.851) 1266 (3.307)" 9.132 (1.695)" 4983 (1.743)
2002 1.025  (2.490)” 0939  (1.817) 0.151 (0.893) 0.165  (1.246)
2003 0.609  (1.991)" 1362 (1.97%)" 1.152 (1.210) 1018 (2.982)™"

B GHER X, - FOAXFRARELIFEFTHEANERES (O RALRTHALEMN)  p, = WG > hisaT—F &
12A318 218 R=%MASA18 ERFAA08 2R ERMEDABALER AL TR EMIAIBEEF12A
3B Z A EMEE (SR AL RCHALAM)  NEG, = BEEH (BR <051 RZA0) - AERFALTH - ARBRK
ZREEMABHEN > ARG THELTH > ARZRUFER BTG Y F L HE T E P R e IR R
Btk o sboh o SLR IR B H S — Bobk £ % BB 46 3t K (heteroscedasticity consistent covariance matrix estimator) T #9744
(White, 1980) » Ty ~ Tax gz Dok | SR R E10% ~ 5% 1% B4 K E -
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ARHF % 58 4 B vAFama and MacBeth (1973)8942 - E#7 31 Br-4st 2 - (kB ERu®y
SRR BB ITERCRIIR)ELRBLE AR RO TELER - Ml A
HF AN STDROA ~ DIV ~ LEV#1ROA% % ¥R, x NEG, i X RAEITHH !
Zwgk TRESHMRABRIRYBE c Bk ABITHEQ)KX MG RETR
T8N AR, x STDROA, ¥ R, x DIV, x R, x LEV,#1R, x ROA,% % ¥ > wAB B 64 1%
STERKRINR) ARG A RERELE RO EZHER -

" T Basu#l & X2 4 » &A1 % #Beaver and Ryan (2000) ¥2Ahmed and
Duellman (2007) 49 77 XE/THF R o @EARE A Jo F:

6
CON,, = a, +a,POST, + 2 GR,  +u, 3)

J=0

AP (9% THE) CON & " ema stk y ok T-1, > POST %3424
(1995F~2003F &1 RZ A1 40)> RAIA1A1B Z12A31 B X X2 FHmBHFE o
B AACON (LERA-DNBAREBBELET » PIARFITFAIPOSTH 314
B o AR Q)R 0 RATE BB (panel) 897 R EATHET > ERTE R
2% R (fixed effect) 2% # 24 R a9 1531 4 R o ¥1Beaver and Ryan (2000)¥A & Ahmed
and Duellman (2007)48 B » SV E 247 F Q) XA FAF & ok 2 X T A3k © A7 7E
By HAES A E Q)R E AT A0 IRENE - BT AR R e BT 5 B 4 A
1987 5~2003 F °

R ARAEAZE B 8] A B Bk 04 SRR 5 AT

X - b, + b NEG, + b,R, + b,R, X NEG, + b,R, Xx NEG, x STDROA,
pz—l

+b,R, X NEG, x DIV, + bR, x NEG, X LEV, + b,R, x NEG, X ROA, +u,
Panel A: S48 8453 .5 BI04 88 (S8 E)

B F AR 5/ ~RF4/30 W E PR § 1] ~% F12/31
RAEFHE A RAEFHE FEFLE

R A) ® © D)
L IEIR 0.051" 0.134™ -0.002 0.089™
NEG, -0.008 -0.049 -0.031 -0.034
R, -0.068 -0.081 0.049 0.065"
R, x NEG, 0.404™ 0.409™ 0.097 0.179™
R, x NEG, x STDROA, 3.330™ 2902 2277 2616
R, x NEG, x DIV, 6.800"" 56627 3.234" 2.759
R, x NEG, X LEV, 0.080 -0.073 0.538" 0.016
R, x NEG, x ROA, -6.6917 -6.964™ 5454 63777
Adj. R 0.048 0.042 0.035 0.052

F-#3t= 39.123™ 34.304™ 27.245™ 40.560""



RAFB ~ B @A IR - RE S KRR R

21

Panel B: $-#8 3 #2519} 0972 #I F % (S 23 E)
SREN F A R 4R5/1 ~R 4130 B F R E /] ~F 12131
- AP A FECRMME O KRAARLE ARTHHE
E) ®) ©) (H)

W IER 0.049 0.130™ -0.004 0.084"
NEG, 0.018 -0.045 -0.044 -0.035
R, -0.073 -0.083 0.043 0.063"
R, x NEG, 0.380" 0415 0.078 0.174”
R, x NEG, x STDROA, 3.359™ 2.900" 22657 2625
R, x NEG, x DIV, 6.516" 56717 2.892" 2.548
R, x NEG, x LEV, 0.101 -0.090 0.521 0.012
R, x NEG, x ROA, 6.650™ -6.966™ 5429 -6.400™
Adj. R 0.047 0.042 0.034 0.051
F-43t & 35.244" 31.223™ 24.220™" 36.710™

#H: SRR X =FMZFMPTREZFFRENFRELR S p,

=B NEAR » ARAEAT— 12 A 31 B 2018 S R =515 A

1B ERFA4A308 X ZHREE ; NEG, =R G # : FR <0581 RZ A0 STDROA, = H1E-5F 4 & MO FeyARAE £
DIV, =5 t3F Z.1-5 5 &30 IR LA AR A 40 7 & 09 T3 5 LEV, =515 255 R A RIR A s F Aoy 3%
ROA =55 Z4-55- 00T 39 8 & B F o R T R H 1 — Botk 2L 9 4B 453 K (heteroscedasticity consistent covariance
matrix estimator) T #9¢{A(White, 1980) > "* ; ~ [ gz Dhsk | gk £ 3$10% ~ 5% 1% B F K -

AT HREFFER > KMEREBARRE LR (POSTH 15 H
0.358) K H FRIRFEM A R (POSTH 153153 3 0.247) > 3t R EI R0 ia %
KA o T Z 0 KXY E R RALIENE T AR R 9B

%+

vABeaver and Ryan (2000) #2 %! 64 8 B tE 547

6
CON,, = a,+a,POST,+ Y R, +u,,

Jj=0

" y fixed effect random effect

S (fd) " e Wl .
HMIEHE () -1.657 (-22.11) -1.615 (-20.26)
Post (& )) 0.358" (4.90) 0.247" (3.59)
R, (5,) 0.005™ (18.40) 0.005" (16.41)
R, (5) 0.005™ (16.84) 0.004™ (15.51)
R, (5, 0.004™ (12.55) 0.004™" (13.04)
R, (5 0.003™ (10.08) 0.003"" (10.03)
R, (5, 0.002" (7.73) 0.002"" (7.45)
R (55 0.003"" (9.00) 0.003" (8.51)
R, (B 0.002"" 9.15) 0.002" (8.67)
MR A R 2,372 2,372
R? 0.2259 0.2337
F-%3t & 101.85™
Wald y 24312 822.90"

HF (s TFHZ) CON & THR@ st ) ok T-1, > POST %3542 4 # (19954~2006F 41 ; R 8] 40) > REI&1A18
Z12A31 B Z R0 F o fAE S FHQ)RIF T B AT 69 3RE F > PTAE B0y BF 20 B 4 % 1987 F~2003 F ©
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Ball et al. (2000)$ZBall et al. (2003)% 44| % B M & #}F > 323 F Basu (1997)
AV 3% B 5 B B AR ASAEAZ Z 09 %) L 1E B & (institutional factors) ° # 4P| 64 #F %
I, FAEREER (BB B iEvs. R A F)RFERS > HERBSRRTFTHE
HAEEZZRAREZOTE - 55 BEAR LMot RERETHR > BA&
Xk A B AR MR ARG RE > &3 B4 T8 MR ER A 64 -

R s AR EGFF R R RBE TR AN REA > BLF RIS
19964 VA AT » S BR A 4% Bl & ¥ B AR 4F e B IR IR 8L 3 sk s AR
X HE— A EB Y c BELERBET > RELEF NG BtrehsE R A MHAE
T4 o 23t —F 3 47Ball et al. (2003)F7 % % 2 &F %510 P (BF 1984 4-~1996 %) »
AFRBER KREAEES  BRABEE  FiRALARFREAR(RHE) L E
Z st B4k M RABAMABERA N - KFTRENER > REEFE KT
R ERR T RESEMMY T BB AN EHEERAGHMNE - R
HRAE > e EEOR LREE > BL e BT RM R EREL
WoOTREMEEFLSMEE LA AT RAMA PRRG Y - Kot RAAE > 54
AR AR B AT B A R TP ED G BRI
Fah B R B R e iR AR o

ERA B D E Gt BANEH A MEAERA NS » AXHE @AM
Bp e AR BAR AR M @ B B K o SATHE AL SRR B A 0 A 5 f
RAGHM - ARERBET > AEMNSENETEHE > FETETHEA AN
H] F AT AR A WY FETT VA FRIE B ARASAEAZ L 09 K o 12 B RIL R0y R AE AR ) AIME T
) — 3 RAEEFM

B AR T RLERRANET  BRERB LN LeB4A
FAEENR L c AL RGANBER B EROENCHBAL—BE
©1 A RARH RIEE AR B EE R ERBENNE B KRBENETE
o A EEAERAGETR - R RFRLDL G BB EFNT
MR RTFAIZ B KE(RBSBRER)MOHGE > L —BEFELNARHR
oo gbsh o IR THMANME E4 > NEBEARGI RN A & e B
RENPE ARTABERCIBHEEEEINZHE  EEAHEHEY X
ARMEE R AR IR T TR o A E RET RGBT AR AL R E R 1%
yast At R H LR EIT R RN SR ARBVERR AL e
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