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Abstract

The listed firms on the Taiwan Stock Exchange gradually reduced cash
dividends and increased stock dividends from 1971 to 1998. When the imputation
tax system was introduced in 1998, the listed firms increased cash dividends but
reduced stock dividends. Even the tax rate on dividends decreased, the firms did not
distribute more aggregate dividends. We find that the firms paid high payout ratios,
when they made initial public offerings. However, the longer the firms listed the
lower payout ratios they paid. Furthermore, the value stocks paid higher dividend
payouts than the growth stocks did. It is consistent with the lifecycle theory
(DeAngelo et al., 2006). Additionally, the firms that made stable dividend policy
could not get higher price-to-earnings ratio. The listed firms have to pay high
payout ratio to reduce the potential agency problem. This result is consistent with
the dividend substitute model (La Porta, et al., 2000; Mitton, 2004; Lin and Shen,
2012). This paper contributes the literature in the puzzle of why the listed firms
continuously paying stock dividends in Taiwan stock market.
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PANEL A : ft3c @ ¥ 5 )5 ] F A8 %

0.20
TN Ny
-
Pt PO Y

0.05 SN o= ===
— —_ c— ——

199119921993 |1994 1995|1996 1997|1998 |1999|2000|2001|2002 2003|2004 2005|2006 |2007|2008|2009|2010|2011 {2012
@« CDY-TECH |0.002/0.008/0.002/0.004/0.002/0.003|0.002|0.002|0.002| 0.01 |{0.012]0.004/0.012]0.013/0.022/0.0230.029/0.054| 0.01 |0.013|0.026|0.021
— SDY-TECH |0.122]0.155/0.109|/0.166/0.225/0.302| 0.21 | 0.24 |0.176|0.182/0.117| 0.06 | 0.04 |0.034]/0.042|0.022|0.034/0.023|0.014|0.017/0.018|0.018
@=es e TDY-TECH |0.124]/0.163/0.111| 0.17 |0.227|0.304/0.212/0.242|0.178/0.193/0.128]0.064/0.052/0.047|0.064|0.045|0.063|0.077/0.024| 0.03 |0.044| 0.04

PANELB : @3t g £ flaf] 4%

-
- - _an

0.10 A

&.Q\ on "-~~~

0.05 B Y ———_ ————— \‘\,_—'= —
— S— — CE— a— c— — =

—
1991|1992]1993]|1994|1995|1996|1997| 1998 1999| 2000| 2001|2002 2003|2004 2005|2006 |2007|2008|2009|2010|2011| 2012

=== © CDY-TRA |0.008| 0.01 |0.006/0.005]|0.009/0.009/0.008|0.007/0.012{0.026/0.018/0.016/0.018| 0.02 |0.031/0.024|0.026/0.053|0.017/0.024/0.047|0.03 3]
SDY-TRA |0.115/0.102/0.105/0.096/0.107/0.074/0.088/0.103/0.063/0.044/0.017/0.015/0.018| 0.02 | 0.02 |0.012|0.013]/0.017/0.009/0.017/0.028/0.022
= «= e TDY-TRA |0.123]/0.112{0.111{0.101|0.116/0.084/0.097| 0.11 |0.075/0.069/0.036/0.031/0.035|0.041/0.051/0.036|0.039| 0.07 |0.025/0.041/0.075|0.055]

F] 5 1980F 12 b b B 0 Pk A A F R FOK 0 Flpb AFT R 003 e C(1981-1990#F B & P ) 5 AT ke o 45 311991-20124F = i s s
Flg o 2k A ¥ WP R ® A 5 fLB A ¥ (TECH)s i s & 3 (TRA) » PANEL A2z PANEL B4 %] 5 fl B & ¥ 7 i 32 & 3 cron 7 ) 5 48
4. > H ¢ CDY-TECH ~ SDY-TECH2 TDY-TECH 4 %] % 57 f1 4 & # 2 3 & sz 15 ~ s & i f1 & 22 5208 178§ % > CDY-TRA -~

SDY-TRAZ TDY-TRAR] 4 %] % 77 i $o & ¥ 2 3 & s )5 ~ s B o filom ] 5 2z o flom ] 5 o
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* B
=7 % Arellano and Bover (1995)«#+ ik if B F F B 3] S% 3 5 5
oo MR AN E g Bd 2 - A2 HCAl A P LG % e 3 5 i A% (partial
adjustment process)rm4 o T U E R HRPIE X PRI
fo hp F#cS G 0 Y ¢ & 2000 -&mf'fﬁiﬁ?» B I S A Ll s

fIFCR w4 B A2 il 514458 P AHRRIR R - L7 4
RS A NEN G EEE USTFS RS SRR -2 TR RS TR

USRI B p A4 B R A -

B SRR E IR ATFE € DERT A B
W oo AR o @ & A F v (price to earnings ratio, PER) s T2 % e > 45
AP PRI R AR ERINAZ PR a N EE FEPEG T
FRIFE DD 3 a3 bk flae X 0 27 kG @ S v (book
value/market value, BMR) & & = & = & % ¢ % 12 5§ #ic(Fama and French
1997) > FH o P e £ € 7 ¢ B ERFIFE K BMR o 2§ 8
(growth stocks) > BMR s ¢ i % (value stocks) - 2 B F B o & :rh,\f
g P At B~ 3% (Fama and French, 2001, 2004) > &%= 3 12 o> @ 3 A
(Capital) /2. 5 = Lﬁ«ﬁ—mf LIS U R S I *ﬁﬁfs“f*’ S IREa % 1t
W FE 2 o ﬂ;ﬁ BX | F R FAEPS)Z B Ft o AL B EE LY
P I F ke AR EDERE D ﬁ%ﬁ ?L“ Av\ W B E O] £ 3R 2 ORI
2z 5 (payout ratio) = fa A - = FAIR £ R I A Bl4eT A1) F (2)58 A5 o

CDh,, =a,CD,, +a,CD,, +a,CD,, ;+a,EPS;  +a,PER,, + a;BMR, , + a,Capital,, @

(L)% CD %7 & W 4% EPS % 7 & 3L @4 PER £ 7 & 1t >
BMR # 7tk § @/7 31 @ > Capital 27 7% A o & BREHFDTIRI AT
S EtEATERY o

CDP, =a,CDP,,, +a,CDP,,_, +a,CDP; _,+a,EPS,, +a;PER,, + a;BMR;, +a,Capital,, (2

4(2)7 ¢ » CDP 4 7 7L 4 % 4|4 %% (=CD/EPS » & 1. & " |/5 %
) B gEE sk ()5
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F ﬂ’l&—ku;ﬁje 1 LA o FRm o r,fg*%rg
7 e R R L ﬁzw;;ﬂﬁ L] e
e 1998 & oo < F el PR T A o ff £
lf#‘é{’ > %rﬁ'/ g ”f ,2 2R Ipe K 21998 £ FE S fLE - (80 d W iE
FEA IR Ao 10% g JIFE EATE L AP0 BB D FERBIH AeIR £ %K h
Z¥ 2z vt & (Chan and Lin, 2017; Wang et aI 2011; Hung You and Lin, 2009; 4 #:
{41, 2000) o F 0 A f TIHERAI S HE R LA £5E(SD) ~ R E
A5 2% 5 (SDP) ~ & 35 %% 55 ) ﬁ%ﬁ(TD:CD+SD) N .‘;gﬂ}iﬁ i (TDP:
TD/EPS) » i * £2(1)% (2)5% 4P b i3 a8 753 -

=~ gk st

B R ol St R 30 4 20 FRBRIIE e e VBB
w NP E Ced s g «} L B;«Tujgha ;igt;wsg\o D 2 P HE L
SRR —ELO VAT B A 0§ L Hho s ﬂ AP ERE IR E LA
MR LA F DRI R Y A S P g

e p f’w‘ > Capital - 3288 A 2 2 @ 579,101 F § =B 22 7 17,345
P~ Ceadmbl7Tpg~ - 2RI Dex7H6187F~ &
THGRLD DD 2T AfR PER NTIORLA 22 7N 3561 7

4 =2
¥

13278 2 > C e 72788 &> — % K3 D e en18.33 & o
&P P HIshmAk v 4% - BMR &2 PER R R4pF 4%

¢ N 70775 2B 22 7 ¢10.891 &5 C g\ﬂm0963
Bo-2 A3 DEXFT1.025% @ EPS T 308kl F - kg o
E2P 1368 AEk B 0B o 90.826 g K o
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22 Fxak Bezt

- H£ A G w BN PANELA-B-C-DA S & £r B A EA B~ C - Dirdcit &
PR X PUTEPST L apF P8R 0 PANEL A ~ Begk A 8 ¥ 5 1982-2012% > PANEL C ~ Derfie A #p fF R & %] 5
1991-2012 & ¢22001-2012% - % #CD ~ SD ~ TD % % £ W1k - % #CDP -~ SDP - TDP % &% 22 B2k - EPS: & &
g PI(R) 0 PER G & & vb (& A F R iz /4 A F O f]) 0 BMR S R T it (B R GE B/ RS #)
Capital 3 & K4 -T2 A(F F ~) - ot ?t > PANEL B2 D<hCDP ~ PANEL Ax DSDP 22 PER » H f&=f 5 &2 T
OB AL FEIE X 0 H WA EE E R T B % 0 4216 T 983 B R £ 12+ #c i@ (Sincich, 1986) - # * Winsorize i
IT o 12 H 994 eI o

U = o ¢ W L ol B4 B ¥
PANEL A : # A 2 A

CDh 0.498 0.100 0.799 0.000 6.800 775
SD 0.668 0.300 1.066 0.000 15.000 775
D 1.166 1.000 1.382 0.000 15.800 775
CDP 0.290 0.094 0.460 0.000 5.000 775
SDP 0.527 0.127 1.288 0.000 17.857 775
TDP 0.817 0.726 1.438 0.000 17.857 775
EPS 1.140 0.920 2.237 -5.530 24.170 775
PER 35.610 16.490 75.752 0.000 740.000 775
BMR 0.775 0.648 0.559 0.006 4.335 775
Capital 9,101 3,521 13,977 51 78,523 775

PANELB : # ~ ¥ *B

CD 0.328 0.000 0.559 0.000 3.900 992
SD 0.494 0.000 0.715 0.000 5.000 992
TD 0.823 0.500 0.946 0.000 5.000 992
CDhP 0.219 0.000 0.326 0.000 2.174 992
SDP 0.378 0.000 0.690 0.000 6.667 992
TDP 0.597 0.573 0.745 0.000 6.667 992
EPS 0.826 0.680 1.768 -10.170 16.050 992
PER 32.782 14.748 61.704 0.000 594.000 992
BMR 0.891 0.711 0.837 -9.150 5.404 992
Capital 7,345 2,903 16,009 200 152,725 992

PANEL C : & A2« C

CD 0.447 0.000 0.844 0.000 10.000 1914
SD 0.585 0.000 0.893 0.000 9.300 1914
TD 1.032 0.800 1.197 0.000 10.000 1914
CDP 0.296 0.000 0.571 0.000 16.000 1914
SDP 0.424 0.000 0.719 0.000 7.143 1914
TDP 0.720 0.702 0.887 0.000 16.000 1914
EPS 1.062 0.830 2.076 -9.190 21.680 1914
PER 27.882 15.462 48.906 0.000 568.000 1914
BMR 0.963 0.734 0.888 0.042 15.771 1914
Capital 6,917 3,307 15,114 69 197,947 1914

PANEL D : # ~ % 2D

CDh 0.866 0.400 1.422 0.000 25.998 3552
SD 0.343 0.000 0.647 0.000 6.000 3552
TD 1.209 0.800 1.588 0.000 26.018 3552
CDP 0.384 0.358 0.389 0.000 2.500 3552
SDP 0.178 0.000 0.344 0.000 4.000 3552
TDP 0.562 0.656 0.484 0.000 4.762 3552
EPS 1.368 1.070 2.755 -18.240 34.120 3552
PER 18.326 11.536 31.536 0.000 376.667 3552
BMR 1.025 0.859 0.823 0.035 24.744 3552

Capital 6,198 2,212 17,898 176 264,271 3552
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BN S FY Ch EE

¥R GG 2 o ¥ u gt Arellano and Bond (1991) - FF £ A
% (first differences) & Arellano and Bover (1995) 1o % i £ ;* (orthogonal
deviations) o ¥+ 2t %_fx ch(non-stationary) -] # ~ ol > & 2 /£ 2 F U DIR
B AT REA S PRI AT TR IR
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b A2 BT R
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%3 %Al &35 2 i BF R3] (Dynamic Panel Data Model)

A AR 2% A1(CD) R & R AI(SD)E RRAI(TD)ie 7 L E G A fF2 B % v v el h 27 L EBGTHH A A )
S0 3 A#BL1981-2012# 3 2.C 5 1991-2012# ~ 3 %D 5 2001-2012 £ -

PANELA: CD CD it = 1CD it1tag CcD it2 o CcD it3 oy EPS itTos PER ittas BMR ittaq Capltal it
CDi‘l-l CDi’[,z CDi,I-S EPSi,I PERM BMRM Capitaln
RAEEA 0.35* -0.03 0.31* 0.11* -0.00 0.06 0.00*
(6.58) (:0.88) (15.32) (4.65) (0.72) ©72) (3.35)
HAHEB 0.38* 0.07* 0.04* 0.13* -0.00 0.02 0.00*
(2047) (2.60) 487) (13.22) (-1.24) (L49) (3.39)
HAEEC 0.20* 0.06* 0.01* 0.36* -0.00* 0.08* 0.00*
(76.73) (28.41) (7.15) 272 (620) (20.93) (62.05)
A 2D -0.03 0.10* 0.10* 0.43* 0.00 0.09 0.00*
(-1.29) (5.05) (5.54) (24.49) (0.40) (193) (2.04)
PANEL B : SD SD it=a 1SD it1 +a st it-2 +a 3SD it-3 +(Z4EPS it +a 5 PER it +a 6 BMR it +a 7Capita| it
SDi,t—l SDiJ_z SDi‘t_3 EPSM PERi‘t BMRi‘t Capitali‘t
RAEEA 0.43* -0.08* 0.03* 0.24* -0.00 -0.14* -0.00*
(14.29) (-6.86) (2.49) .77) (-092) (-2.64) (-452)
RAEEB 0.29* 0.09* 0.08* 0.25* 0.00 -0.10 -0.00
(8.48) (2.94) 2.37) (7.94) (0.17) (-1.19) (0.39)
RAERC 0.53* 0.06* -0.00 0.12* 0.00 -0.15* -0.00*
(121.30) (12.02) (087) (7182) 117 (5143) (-45.48)
RAEED 0.64* -0.04 0.03* 0.01 0.00 0.06* -0.00
(1164) (117) (2.85) (L16) (0.24) (2.19) (-1.37)
PANELC : TD D it~ D it1 +a zTD it2 +a 3TD it3 +a 4 EPS it +o 5 PER it +a 6 BMR it +a 7 Capltal it
TDi,t-l TDi,t—Z TDi,I—3 EPSH PERM BMRM Capitalivt
RAEEA 0.31* -0.04 0.07* 0.38* -0.00 -0.16 -0.00
(11.96) (-1.89) (3.99) (12.43) (-1.34) (-167) (0.08)
RAEEB 0.25* 0.08* 0.08* 0.37* -0.00* -0.07 -0.00
(7.62) (2.97) (5.74) (11.33) (-2.69) (132) (0.22)
RAERC 0.13* 0.10* 0.03* 0.41* -0.00* -0.14* -0.00*
(24.86) (18.00) (10.97) (157.13) (10.73) (-25.80) (27.22)
RAEED -0.08* 0.03 -0.01 0.50* -0.00* 0.03 0.00*
(:3.69) (L50) (0.52) (32.16) (2.18) 0.75) (2.01)

RN BT St-value e *A T oa=S%BE R TS HY -
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PN S IS e X 3 8

e & s,r;s;ﬂ’g_gg VK4 ) 71\/};27“4,' /,}vaj,;;gdzg 1 A (CDP) ~ 3% £ 3%
F14 42 % (SDP) ~ 4,75 414 2 % (TDP) it {7 %

(=) & mAH

AP HEHME BRI F FEFHRE xR 4cEk APANELA #77 « A~
B-C = xdiEd 2 i g %18 > H§ PmE T %*Iﬂ FIRT D
g Daad ,f'jéa—' 2% 5 = B I A IR o 1 IR
FaF LD rﬁ&pxﬁﬁ? o EPS ¥ &£ g % F ¥ > 5 > C-D =
PEREREOBFM R ¥ b PER HIR £ 3m§2f§@’C‘D

SPEREEFM G o BMRER AR FFHPE > 13 Cr
v je o @ b Capital 315 SR £ B AIF R E R hjp b o °

o hlhBAEE 0 Aor R DR R IR & R o

\
C,D f*n 1&“

LR A oy R E Rl R F E D G Lo L

Fin-H2n-_PHhoCead  n3an-Hr a2 #EPuinfligx
Fp R B EM A o F b EPSHIE RIS RF YL R F BoCland
L R E M G o PER ¥R E A1 G o o v 2 2 P TR T A F M
e aBMR>w% AB-Czleex @ RmEF LM » &7 BMR + i}
AL BRI F K > BMR ) e Bk IR R F kg o wE > D
KA BMR R EF A R R F M on o P ch Capital 5 WOk
ERAIFARE fchiphl > 2 A~C o @ chihiichf ¥ o 407~ 3D i ieh

BRI A F i S 4ok APANELC #57 o 22 732 = P enid sk 1%
YW R E IR L PR FAY o e LoD BT o m - eng
AR E > My PRI R F A R PR FM G ¥ EPS FR A
FrFapE o e e TmEE o if%ﬁn}i%*ul - & o PER #5914 {xz;
g5 T LRI I FARE R SR EM G AT T A F ﬁ r‘g ; ;} 3 s An
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B E o 257 BMR & iy @9% 0 8 }iﬂ’;b%sc
L oo 7 e Capital -+ % %% 354 :
GEAEF o Aor AR R E’ﬂf‘a%’v‘i?' =

] BMR /) ek £ L 5 0k 4
R feip b 2 A 2P

J.x» -Lx\«

F4 WA 2 % 5 i i BGE 13 (Dynamic Panel Data Model)

A A WP I IR £ R 1@%{ “(CDP) ~ % & %44 5 (SDP) & ja % A4 % (TDP)ig (7 L HiF e ff 2 i %
2P E L3R

LR N

PANEL A : CDP CDP it=an CDP i1t CDP it2 Ta ;CDP itatoy EPS itTas PER ittae BMR it @7 Capltal it
CDPi,t—l CDPi,t—Z CDPiIt_g EPS“ PERi,t BMR“ Capitaln
HAFLA 0.16* 0.09* 0.08* -0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00
9.92) (5.39) (3.68) (-0.56) (0.24) (0.55) (117)
HAEeB 0.28* 0.05* 0.15* 0.01 -0.00 0.01 0.00*
(5.03) (3.95) (3.47) (1.93) (-L58) (1.35) (2.64)
HAEeC 0.13* 0.16* 0.03* 0.04* 0.00* -0.01* 0.00*
(53.39) (63.84) (25.20) (48.87) (57.43) (-4.98) (15.47)
HAFEED -0.08 0.15* 0.09* 0.09* 0.00* -0.02 0.00
(-0.91) (3.78) (3.49) (5.67) (2.25) (-0.64) (1.10)
PANEL B : SDP SDP ;=1 SDP 1 +0,SDP i1+ 3SDP 113+t 4EPS i +a s PER i+ s BMR i +a; Capital
SDPi‘»[_l SDPi‘»[_Z SDPi‘t_g EPSM PERth BMRi‘t Capitaln
HAFELEA 0.15* 0.10* -0.00 -0.02 0.00* -0.16* -0.00*
(6.81) (16.59) (-0.07) (-1.80) (6.65) (-2.76) (-2.14)
HAFEEB 0.18* 0.06* 0.07* 0.02* 0.00* -0.11* -0.00
(3.24) 2.78) 2.78) (2.15) (3.66) (271) (-0.83)
#A¥EC 0.58* 0.00 0.06* 0.06* 0.00* -0.05* -0.00*
(117.00) (1.60) (79.22) (34.50) (30.28) (-11.79) (-8.06)
HAEED 0.44* 0.09* 0.05* 0.01 0.00* 0.04* -0.00
(7.67) (4.48) (3.25) (1.35) (2.35) (2.24) (-0.70)
PANEL C : TDP TDP =, TDP i1+, TDP 15+ 3 TDP s +a 4EPS ;i +a s PER iy +t s BMR i +a; Capital
TDPj.1 TDPiy., TDPiy.3 EPS;; PER;; BMR;; Capital;;
FAFEA 0.12* 0.10* 0.01* -0.03* 0.00* -0.19* -0.00*
(10.10) (18.48) 2.82) (-5.24) (7.12) (-4.91) (-3.39)
HAFEB 0.22* 0.06* 0.06* 0.04* 0.00* -0.07 -0.00
(7.47) (2.75) (2.49) (2.10) (3.87) (-117) (-1.81)
#AFEEC 0.25* 0.06* 0.04* 0.09* 0.01* -0.05* -0.00
(52.20) (22.15) (38.97) (25.25) (59.00) (-8.07) (-1.43)
#AEED -0.33* 0.17* 0.09* 0.11* 0.00* -0.03 -0.00
(-3.98) @ 92) (4 o (5.38) (2.28) (-0.80) (-0.43)

UV T Gt-value o

*% T a=5%PF i T
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g2 PRI R TRITT T B FEEPPER FlYt o AP -
it - LAEAIRE(EPS)™ » = FERTRE PRI xS 0 LT g AR
BOOVRE R o AP 440 IR A RRE - EEPS L] I < RA 0 Rk
B i # EPS oiiif che ﬁé\ PhR- o 21108 F - P s B
FEBMPE T AR > B 8E - P F R K110 7:F A~ 5 Gle ¢
ZHEHAG G2 2 ~G3 e G4 ¥ B E EHBMR Y B %R ]
EPS k%™ » G4 e :7BMR & % -] ** G1 2 BMR (% 5PANELB) " 4 7 &
EAAR R OFERT o R EFRFORAIE T haF o JWF AL BRI IR - iE
FRORTALP LB ar BN A RARE AL AERET > 2
PIRIFEE 11%9§£,Lg%Aﬁ]m 2 o

=~ A¥#1¥ BMR
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AFRFHELSZBRF L FIAFZIPFAIFRSPHAL BB 2P Y
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A A DR @A E L] £ 2P > BMR hi Bl iF Bias it
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PANEL A#R3 A8 0% floc & & £ § & > 12 244405 # 2 2 4k > 2 & 2 $2001-20114 22 1]
% 2% £ §f(CD, SD, TD) ¢ #2114 = 5 (CDP, SDP, TDP)2 % i* F{h# % > d M3 F A 3 v 2 ; Gl 3 %
fb S PR £ f i< de gk k2 @ PER(Price/EPS) T o - G4k i # F 4o PERT #o8c - PANEL B34 9%
Fl# e F B fERE > Y BRG0P P 0 ZEPSY o} 3 A EF] o e R P L - o £ 4110
CE RIS T R BE e R ORI R D P G L Gl R 110R(E B F
5 G4x) 3 ¥ Glie-G4k iiBMRT o8 - PANEL C22PANEL Dixit 2 £ 452 & £ 1§ & > 5 ¥l
C(19904 r2 5% b 3 2 )2 # 2 D(20004# r1 5 5 2 7)d kA > ¥ A% 5 FLE(TECH) 2 @ % (TRA)
BAREARE P HEAFEI IR TP I E T HpH i BRA X c PANELCE RZA F A ¥ 7
BMR(Book Value/Market Value)-T 352#cA% % (BMR-TECH ~ BMR-TRA) » PANEL DR % 3.5 #f &
F14# 2% & 37 (TD-TECH > TD-TRA)£2 54,32 414 2< F (TDP-TECH > TDP-TRA) (5% ¥ fic 7|48 %0 -

4

PANEL A : 313 2x £ 3p/2% 5 5 F 2. 8 1 F 2 PERM &

Ho : G1 PER=G4 PER

G1 G2 G3 G4 t- Value
PER-CD 32 32 28 32 (0.10)
PER-SD 34 31 29 30 (0.85)
PER-TD 31 29 26 37 (-1.12)
PER-CDP 31 28 29 35 (-0.85)
PER-SDP 34 29 30 30 (0.87)
PER-TDP 31 28 27 38 (-1.42)

PANEL B : ##4/EPS™ - 35 4% *c F &2 BMRBR %
Hp : G1 BMR=G4 BMR

G1 G2 G3 G4 t- Value
BMR-CDP 1.13 1.11 1.06 1.02 (3.78%)
BMR-SDP 1.12 1.11 1.08 1.02 (3.13%)
BMR-TDP 1.17 1.11 1.05 0.99 (5.70%)
PANEL C : = @ & ¥ 37 %2 BMRR %
Hp : BMR-TECH=BMR-TRA

F#2C t-Value #¥®D t-Value

BMR-TECH : 13 %_ 0.71 (-5.18%) BMR-TECH : 133 %#_ 0.89 (-8.71%)
BMR-TRA : 74 %_ 1.01 BMR-TRA : 163 %< 1.13
BMR-ALL : 87 %_ 0.96 BMR-ALL : 296 #_ 1.02

PANEL D : f3 4 £ @ gd Fendonflz £ 8 447

Ho : TD-TECH=TD-TRA

¥ 2 C t-Value # 2D t- Value
TD-TECH 1.53 (7.74%) 1.45 (8.33%)
TD-TRA 0.94 1.01
TD-ALL 1.03 1.21
Hp : TDP-TECH=TDP-TRA

# @ C t-Value # oD t- Value
TDP-TECH 0.65 (-1.44) 0.57 (0.61)
TDP-TRA 0.73 0.56
TDP-ALL 0.72 0.56

LA T 0=5%PF e RS % LA E -
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hfs 0 R0 A2 @R lEc K eh% it & BMR % i £ F ,J]Mé JRES
¥ 440 FIR AP > A3 E 2001 £ 3 2012 &L - 2 o & & vk &%

(2 WAl )2 it 52 5 &2 BMR 2 81 21541 * Granger (1969)
¥ % M s ¥ (causality test) » ~ 7% &£ % it 5 BMR % it 2 B eh

FlERM G F o PRI LT LI 2P BMR"*\*IFEA\ o) v 3
EoRESER RS EOEHE ) LT £ RS2 BVR DR S
R L S L ? ) e 2 7 BUR
SR FRYSEELE . A Rl g % o2 BMR g it 2
63 FIRM TR ol PR S B E A BT é%—i<’§ﬁfi?<r§m 11
EEARF 2PN LR FF o

#6 WAl FEBMRE I F 2 F1 R M %

AELHH }_’iﬂMO?\ﬁ #2001-2012# 3 & 3] ~ A RO Jfeid {2 %1 F(INACD ~ INASD ~ InATD) £ 3 & %5415 2x ¢ ~ IR &4 2
Ffokdo )5 2 F 2 81 5 (InACDP ~ InASDP ~ INATDP) % = i % 41 % # » i 8 Granger Causality TestiF 343% + % #22 BMR% i* & (InABMR)
2 B F R ]nACDm ACDZ~f 4t » ¥ ACDECDUCD,y » 2 v T B %8 2 NABMR & &4 o 7715 ) #i(Lags) ™ & £ 4 # 3

B12813 Z BRS¢« 2 ¢ Bl 3 F-Value » * 4 0=5%B R Tg %+ LB E 0 BB Hob & Bk 0 TR R Ech®  BMRSE L 2 B 5

Number of Lags=1 Number of Lags=2 Number of Lags=:

Direction of Causality Ho : F -Value F -Value F -Value
mACD -  InABMR g‘I\AACRD does not Granger Cause InA 37.30% 17.75% 11.74%
nASD  —  [nABMR g"\AASRD does not Granger Cause InA 0.56 6.44% 4.48*
mATD -  IABMR g‘,\AATRD does not Granger Cause InA 36.56* 20.38* 11.22%
INACDP —  InABMR glélcRD P does not Granger Cause InA 1.83 1.12 0.56
InASDP » IABMR :;II\AASRDP does not Granger Cause InA 075 0.67 056
InATDP . IABMR InATDP does not Granger Cause InA 0.24 0.44 072

BMR

Direction of Causality Ho : F -Value F-Value F -Value
MACD <  InABMR lgéBMR does not Granger Cause InA 59.70* 36.12* 22.61*
InASD < IABMR ISnDABMR does not Granger Cause InA 244 1.88 153
MATD <  IABMR IT“SBMR does not Granger Cause InA 61.11* 39.70* 23,15
InACDP —  IABMR lgégMR does not Granger Cause InA 163 289 240
InASDP < IABMR ISHS;BMR does not Granger Cause InA 31 200 133
InATDP < WABMR InABMR does not Granger Cause InA 208 101 123

TDP
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