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Information Transparency and
Analyst Forecasts’ Behavior

Victoria Wang~ Ming-Ye Hsu™

Abstract: The outburst of continual enterprises’ financial fraud cases all over the world
has caused heavy loss to the investors, worse even, gave rise to financial tsunami.
Regulators across countries have devoted to enhancing information disclosure levels and
strengthening corporate governance mechanism. The Securities and Futures Institute has
been entrusted to set up ‘Information Transparency and Disclosure Ranking System’ to
assess all listed and OTC companies’ information transparency, hoping the ranking
system can help to improve corporates’ information transparency. This study contributes
to extant literature in that, it investigates specifically on how the level of information
transparency influences analysts’ forecast behavior. Specifically, analysts are information
media, they play a vital role in communicating information between investors and capital
market. We further assess the efficacy of ‘Information Transparency and Disclosure
Ranking System’. We manually assessed the disclosure level for all listed and OTC
companies between 2002 and 2003. Our empirical results show that: (1) Firms that have
higher degree of information transparency tend to have more analysts following. (2)
Firms that have higher degree of information transparency tend to have more accurate
analyst earnings forecasts. Moreover, non-financial information seems to have important
impact on the accuracy of analysts’ forecasts (3) For firms that have lower degree of
information transparency, analysts tend to issue optimistic forecasts in order to acquire
private information from the management.

Keywords : corporate governance, information transparency, analyst forecast, information
disclosure assessment system, forecast bias
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FREFORI A2 VEHRADIPRPEI G A RN B S FHE R ERER o
(2) LWL TR BFEZFT EFETHR D (F)2 272 5~ A2 ff 40 (3) *
FIHEAFE TS S 2FRHZFFF A A2 LA () FERES F
GE O FAN A BAEHMBFAPRPE - LA E TR - B) AP g E
B B BES] (11120 31 p s gEmRT p) o (6) F Wiy iEduige »
ﬁpiﬁ&%éﬁﬁ(m%)ﬁﬁ%’%%ﬂﬁﬂﬁé(QMWﬂ)%E%E%*3\
cookd E+* 1 % DFFITS 2 8%t < 1 2 A ¥ A#K: 390 7220

TR E KL
A EgR R 2 B R R ARM Y R o R Bl T2 B R
H1 > 3¢ (D) e ffde™ ¢
Noanyst, = a, + BTO _Score, + B,TM _ Score, + B, YR _Score, + ,F _Year,
+B.NF _Year, + B,Size, + B, Risk, + p,IA, + B,Growth, + 5, Lev,
+p,,Loss, + p,Year + IND _ Dummies + &, - (1)

BP o R L REIBREFL AT Ao
Noanyst : W3 #R 113" HFHEA P EEFFRLELF RIK -
To Score ©: FREMPRLEFEL ¢ 3 PPFTARNEPAFLEZEZ EFFTAEP R
PN
TM Score : % HEFNEP RJ{E L2 Ti0E > TR RKRIp OB FREPIH o
YR Score : I FAREP RLEF L2 THE > TR KRIp i D EF o 3TF
MEFFFTAL 18 -
F Year : &3¢ MM TSP AR T L2 THE TR AR HRADD £
i EmEERTRL 1Y
NF Year : dp #3f° PR FAZP R AE A2 T30E > FHR R p HFAD

VEmEadnga g 43550 1Y e S FEFTREPR (275) 2 FF § 2 RiESE (1697)
Zipx%ﬁﬁﬁwwm&&aaﬁﬁﬁ WEP R (1598) 2 BB FTAEP R (285) -
PERMEMAFES AL () FF B EARELL  F LS04 0 (2 FREP ALEEE

£@9&+(ﬁ%£ﬁﬂ—%ﬁ*ﬁﬂ)
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Size

Risk :

14

Growth

Lev :

Loss

Year -

IND

EFRABE - LEBHHEFTREP ROE £2 435 (Watts and
Zimmerman, 1985) S A A PR L LT /PJ 75 & F 244
%&’ﬁzﬂ%ﬁ@+’fp AP RS B8 0 A1 s H RO
BE o~ FERIBEREEERBFE S e AN c A BYART A2 PR
s o 7 R Rk -

SPH Hhtg 11120 R EOTISHE RIS

S5

Risk, ==

\ AEE - 2P DRVFRAG S 0 AN HEEIFROT
ﬁwﬁWﬁfrﬁﬁM%éﬂéw“éww’ﬂﬂ%m% T 2 (Barthet
al, 2001) « AFFHT TP R RN FTAOY E

14, = =2 MV BV, 5 9043 0 2 04 % i
-1

S P a3 £ ¢ oBarthetal (2001) 325 2P E 48 ¢ %5 1 6 ¥
LIRS SR AIREE S Rl L

1/5
SalellJ 1 Sale 3§ E e r L5 o

s

Growth, =
Sale,

SEPALGF o fRFEF EORERF O REIAFE D
PHEFTREFZAEIE > Ea R FAEP R K (Watts and
Zimmerman,1985; DeFond and Jiambalvo, 1994) - &7 3 3R = & 1
W HRARFLTERRIG S ZFRE AN o A R R AT
AR
Liability, ,
Asset, |

’

Lev = » Liability, 1 Assety 5 84~ § & 835 % i~ F AR5 o

N\
2

FERSTI A DFIRT 4R AT F4E I (Hayn, 1995) - &M
FEFREPR > Flt > 277 Eﬂ‘—; “ﬁ%ﬂwﬁT’%ﬁ%
@QﬁWWMNBLﬂ%iﬁﬁ@°$\ﬁ;+#%&m£352¥ﬁ
WEKEPS FfEE  HEEEE: 10 F 2 BE%ES 0
E\w’ B4R %A - 2003 & B s 102002 & B dcs 0o

CAES Jf“%?}‘}TEJ A £ F 1A% A un 114 5 k4 o

AT T BOL T S R R H2 - R R RIS e
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Accuracy, = a, + BTO _Score, + B,TM _ Score, + BYR _Score, + B,F _Year,

+B.NF _Year, + p,Size, + B,ES, + p,Risk, + ,IA, + B, Loss
+p,,Year + IND _ Dummies + ¢,

(@)

He > FHEEAY

LR HCN TR SRR b

Accuracy * 5[ A 7R R FE

PP T AFTER LI 3 BHESE AR

&}%L EPS T35 07 2 R P CEPS2 Feni R 2

EPS — AEPS
Accuracy = (1) x Q

t-1

ﬂﬁééﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁlisaﬁﬁﬁiaﬂﬁM%ﬁ@@%%%%ﬁ

* 2 g & EPS FFp|enT 3iE ; AEPS, Z A 2P £ R F
SERADSPHAERD G o ZELTREFF -
ES @ %2R -
|EPS, - EPS, ||
P

-1

%= EPS; Py

ES =

t

EPS, 2 EPSiy 5 5 ¥ %2 VP AT L FL> Py L A5 L
Hepgic HLAp R -

Bofs o ke pr BedAr fidhrl H3 0 29 R ud e

Bias, = o, + BTO _Score, + B,TM _Score, + B,YR _Score, + B,F _Year,
+B,NF _Year, + BSize, + B,ES, + B,Risk, + BIA, + B, Lev
+p,Loss, + B,Year + IND _ Dummies + ¢,

B AT P REIELFE AT

Bias @ 5 A ATEFIERI BhES % 0 G m¥ ¥ Hc o F (EPS,—AEPS) >0 £ 1m# % 4~
YrEF R BB RS 1 F 2 o B s EEAE BESEL 0o
EPS 3 t #AF AP LI FHFEALSP N2 ERFALETEF 2
B = EPS3giplenT 35 | AEPS, 3 & 2 7 & K2 F % EPS -

Hipglcr HLAp R -

T-RESE AT

Ao AR 2002 &% 2003 £ NP LETHE  UREARS P F
BREHMBESITERRIE S 2B F Y ST TEREP R, 2 5 HA
il % -

LRERE
§ Tl
EFRh@isd i, A d kg p Gy pohgsd Y 6250 5%
AL P RFIEA EETRONRE § OB F BRI E AL P 2
EgFF o H Y

AT RFTRAEPRALS G FHTREPR IR TRAEP RS
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ERFABPR A EFFTAEP AR BA SHBREAHBBTAEP B > LR
B R BT AEELFAITEIERFL 2pHE
RS = g ) ek RS

BEEL 1L VHER > ZEXFAFRERLE (BXF 7)) b B s B2
MEARH A (BXE5 22 Fod | ®s 2 5O »%a » 277 12 Shapiro-Wilk =
W Statistic ¥ 5 # %3 3¢ > #5308 p BHRITHL (0.925) o e 2R A FAARLT
W AR o hp FHHINA ;gcj BEIREFFTAEP RE - fnTaE2 v
T F IR KNS TIEE Y LY il R M A e o EEILR AR A

B
AR FAREHE o f R F AR AL PR -

£ 1 kgpnyg

TiaE ¢ i BEL B E O ARXE F-rAm oA

T 5% <
Noanyst 5.926 5.000 3.611 2.000  22.000 3.000 8.000
Accuracy ~ -0.043  -0.025 0055  -0.499 0000  -0.054 -0.012
Bias 0.715 1.000 0.452 0.000 1.000 0.000 1.000
PR TSP A
TO Score 0474  0.500 0.097 0.280 0.661 0.384 0.558
TM Score  0.530 0.538 0.107 0.091 0.857 0.462 0.600
YR Score  0.452 0.487 0.118 0.19 0.667 0.341 0.550
F Year 0.522 0.500 0.134 0.133 0.846 0.429 0.615
NF Year 0419 0.453 0.125 0.179 0.667 0.296 0.519
A
Size 9.152 8.869 1.336 6.447  14.203 8.223 9.847
ES 0.049 0.027 0.074 0.000 0.709 0.01 0.055
Risk 1.097 0.965 0664  -0.245 4.133 0.656 1.432
4 2.115 1.670 2.481 0090  37.507 1.040 2.453
Growth 0.228 0.163 0265  -0.184 1.924 0.066 0.320
Lev 0.373 0.374 0.137 0.049 0.738 0.281 0.473
Loss 0.108 0.000 0.310 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000

1k ~%c s 390 -

2. RBTE AT D Noanyst © % 7 Rk Accuracy * AT A ATEFILRIM ALY S Bias T @A T A FTEF IR
w 3 TO Score : THAEM RRWEA J TM Score: 5§ IFTHAEM R YR Score: ERFTAEM R REL
F Year: #3F 7 MirE T AEP RAE AL [ NF Year : #4F° 2HBPFTAEP RRLEL [ Size: 2 7R
W ES: AT FA CRisk: 2P 2F b G IA BT ADRE S Growth : 27 X L€ 5 Lev !
BRI S Loss: BB EAFRPHL | EE .

d 22 FNEP R TS ET UFR v,f TOEEY AR 2P R
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BAEFRM RS o d 2307 BB TAEAMBE TR Fajp ik T8 %
MR § TG IR R ﬁ I R e Kgﬁfiﬁg}fw} ) BEFR B
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¥

N

PHERET e > FHEFTALG LR Ra > FRHLTAEPR G
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RGN BT AR %R 2P AR > Fla g2 BEF
MBFLEEFT A T F 2P a R IR %t D27 FAEPART N E
A BUFADREHS 2727 JERZAEF AT G TEREP

—\k

i

ﬁli’ﬁﬁ%?éﬁﬁﬁ*’A%ﬁﬂamﬁﬂﬁoﬁm’ﬁzpﬁﬁﬁiﬁm
EERFFRD HY EREF ),f"v"ﬁ‘hgyf BERFIETAMR A FHTIGE
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g
%
H

mLﬁg$($mw NEPRERVFAREL FEREF M) - F 2735
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ZEAREFRAERSF &@%*5?&3 ¥k fﬁd [ t‘l’ﬁ'f E% T VIF &7 g IR
E‘ ?’%&7\ FE'F-}/E# ﬁﬂ'ﬁ‘ﬁa (V] Péb L 10)

S FTREPRERBLFAVFRRIRLRI B A
(- )T =2002 &

jpas

d £ 329FRE7 oo MEMAAS Z Prob>F (¢ F &2 p-value )i 0.000°

AT HAIE T BEM O AR /p46%mﬁ*%$" o ¥ eb o d VIFEF (Frp
FHE P RP FIREAERFEFE(VIFEY 20 10) o & 32 @S &40
EHMTASP REELE AﬁWﬁ@&@\Wimﬁ TApm (rfEL 1.668) o
FAPTREPRABE > BAFANFHAPLAEROLECEHF o

Sem Wi g v kg ¥ oK (marginal S|gn|f|cance) ¥ d A3TFELE S E D
PR HETALL  RESP AR EEERIZAHE 48 (7R
ARFRT @A NG 2232 2 2296) o FHEFTR ée}s ir B8 1+ (relevance) z
3? P~ TR x% B % wﬂ%x% o T s gﬁplﬁl*\) i 49 fé/,,\ﬂ}frgmgﬁg&ﬁ*;
7 IR & ;\j\)’?@ RaP 2 g HRTASZPRAR  RIESFAITFHS PR
FARRINLEHR-E 4% ©



%2 MR

TO Score TM Score YR Score F Year NF Year Size ES Risk 14 Growth Lev Loss
TO Score - - — — -0.042  -0010  -0.1977" -0.131" -0.060 0.024 -0.102"
TM Score - 0.213™  0.208™ 0.198™ -0.034  -0.2277" -0.103 0.137""  0.134™ -0.020 -0.068
YR Score — 0.244™ — — -0.010 0079  -0.178"" -0195"" -0.1277  0.024 -0.086"
F Year — 0.201™" — 0.664"" -0.045 0.055 -0.153™"  -0.1177 -0.113"  -0.019 -0.107"
NF Year — 0.234™" — 0.667"" -0.016 0.094"  -0.1727" -0.228"" -0.1117  0.063 -0.069
Size -0.066  -0.034 -0.056 -0.065 -0.047 -0.069 0.043 0.3217"  0.139™"  0.063 0.029
ES -0.006  -0.202”"  0.066 0.046 0.070 -0.123” 0.1677" -0.381"" -0.135"" 0.166°  0.345"
Risk -0.135"" -0.090°  -0.124" -0.093° -0.121"  0.009 0.1677" -0.262"" -0.280"" 0.1647°  0.267
IA -0.046 0.019 -0.059 -0.003 -0.081 0.326™" -0.149"" -0.087" 0.428™ -0.132™" -0.127"
Growth -0.040 0.083°  -0.074 -0.057 -0.077 0.1207  -0.070 -0.181""  0.138™ 0.035 -0.050
Lev 0.036  -0.028 0.049 -0.002 0.071 0.028 0.215™  0.223™  -0.057 0.053 0.124™
Loss -0.107”  -0.060 -0.097°  -0.116" -0.076 0.055 02807 0.255"" -0.013  -0.028 0.130”
1 # A#85 39 -
2% i E 1% BE K Fp 5% BEE KL *p EiE 10% BFRE o
3.4 & > 5 Spearman Ap B 14k T %4 R T S 5 Pearson 4p M 144k 7o
4 ¥ H TO Score: FAEM RJ/EAL I TM Score: 5 HIFTAEM R YR Score: FFFAEM RRQEL I F Year: £3F° AT REP R RE AL I NF Year :

EIRP APABPTNEP RREL Size! SR ES FAREMRR SRSk 2P 2P FRG A AT ADRE
Mmiﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ééﬁﬁ°

s Growth: 2 @ end 48 ¢ 1 Lev: f fv 5

A8 w8 0gr
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() T=2003 & 2 f& & X 4

d £ 32 FHFLET o EMAAS Z Prob>F (7r F &2 p-value )% 0.000°
LR AL G TN 2 Ji//p2mﬁ(mm3ﬁ).a29%(ﬁfb4r“1)rnr

B4 oFhod VIFET Birs f SBY i $E2 P a2 PP s A (VIF
B 10)e 4 3L B EEEH A TSP REELD Aﬁﬁm@E@ ¥ & 2003

EXFEFNTHLAEIAF AR FE LT ESFEZAFHL- AT RETR
BRI EEAFFR 2003 2 AT A HEFHLOTAIBEE ERDT
Min G PR 2002 P RS (FHETAEP R TISE 2002 £ 0.369 - 2003
#£0542) > AEFFTHEP RS 5 FN P A -

2002 # 3% 18 p g T gis 2\:’E§Fﬁ%ﬁf%$‘iiﬁﬁﬂ‘ N LA
“—%gﬂ ZRPIMBERAM TN ARAEFF 0 T FTUMBITE LN G
NTARFE AP EREFELFAER ) FAH F5TEFFEAR R 0 % 2003
ERADPZEFTAEP R (2002 & £4F) =@ AL BN L o FEHEAD
FARAEIRTABMBL ERTABE L S %wﬁﬁﬁ’#ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁmiﬁ
ESFATFRRLALEREFAAME 7 Bd FESXTHLRTBS ST
FAEPRIBELFAFSI EIATREZOPESPSOEZ 1

BANMFRERZSPE T OMETF - FALANTRAEF T § 2
mmmﬁxiﬁ CHEEP AN EY BARREELR L
PRS- BETH AP TIEP RGN SR AR 2

GidIRES 6 ANHETRLZJERT A REP2 P g5l g s gy
B R TR 2P RN ERA FL R A Y I wwowwy’
SRR S

@*%’%? BN AR T AL G REERE > Flagsph
ITEFIRRIE & F eh D HRGZFEREFT LM o A & F A A
002 & A FAE 2003 & A T4 £ SLEES B A KFTRLNL T L RHFD
A2 f AR o Barthetal (2001) 7 > % 2 P4%F § S RUT AP FIY hAR
FARZEF AT HESRA - o AT ARNEFE AT > s 757 500
AFEAT (0028 80 FARGHESF AW TRILMLT LR FI M) -

FE B > F P2 HeEs §Ee Lvlj\.}r‘ﬂ‘% APTERLRETS T G MG
2 g AT e e (2008 & B FALEEELH A TE
IR BEREEFLAAM) - P9 KA 3T RN 2P S LB EEEET Tk

R 2
CRIREFLAM  BNRT A NENA S EE AP L TG AL KA SER
‘}‘;gv"‘ﬂﬁif”é’\’ﬁﬁﬁ ¥HHEFT g B ?ﬁ%a‘ glliif,\g ‘iwrn:b\;- 1}5’%,-&')—1&17

SR FIRF A A LR S
FERRZALEETF A TRESE
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13 FREPALBEPAFFIRALMLYEL S

M, Noanyst,, = oy + BTO _Score;, + 3;Size;, + B, Risk;, + BolA;, + ByGrowth, + By Lev,, + B, Loss;,
+IND _ Dummies +¢&;,

M, Noanyst,, =, + B,TM _Score, + B,YR _Score, + fB;Size, + [ Risk;, + oA, + ByGrowth, + B, Lev,

+p,,Loss;, + IND _ Dummies + &,
M, Noanyst;, =ay+ B,TM _Score, + B, _Year, + fsNF _Year, + BsSize;, + f; Risk;, + B4, + ByGrowth;,
+ByLev;; + B Loss;, +IND _Dummies +&;,

T=2002  EMFEP & (M)

QFFI?E'H'_K

EFFTREM R M,)

TREEE ERTAEP A

— AR 2op] 55 (My)

Pred. fa#c tig VIF  fa#k tE VIF ik tie VIF
pi + 0101 1.668 1.034
P+ 0.137 22327 1.086 0141 2296 1.092
ps + -0.005 -0.076 1.122
Bs + -0.066 -1.095 1.037
ps  + 0.064 1.027 1.138
Bs + 0451 677977 1257 0470 6.958"° 1.309 0457 6.766° 1.324
p  + 0155 233077 1.255 0.140 2.088" 1.284 0.145 2.169" 1.287
Bs + 0304 4356 1385 0.296 4.2537° 1.391 0.306 4.4007" 1.402
Bs + 0123 1.885  1.208 0.113 17377 1223 0119 1.828°  1.226
B — -0.052 -0.828 1.142 -0.050 -0.786 1.144 -0.057 -0.897 1.151
B — -0.039 -0.594 1.251 -0.037 -0.566 1.252 -0.045 -0.688 1.260
P2 ? 0.028 0.444 1.148 0.023  0.369 1.150  0.021 0.339 1.151
N 153 153 153
Adj. R? 0.465 0.470 0.475
Fia 17.527° 15.992"" 14.768™"
T=2003 M, M, M,

Pred. :#c ¢t VIF tiE VIF ik ¢ VIF
B+ -0.046 -0.791 1.073
B+ -0.042 -0.716 1.064 -0.039 -0.665  1.066
s+ -0.019 -0.330 1.065
Bs + -0.055 -0.927  1.104
ps  + 0.024 039  1.121
Bs + 0536 86947 1181 0535 8.6537 1.183 0528 8485 1.201
B+ -0.007 -0.110 1.434 -0.010 -0.147 1.448 -0.008 -0.116  1.450
Bs + -0.146 -2.413" 1146 -0.146 -2.4017 1.146 -0.139 -2.2727 1.165
Bo  + 0087 1344 1.308 0.087 1.330 1.313 0.085 1.302  1.313
P — -0.054 -0.898 1.112 -0.052 -0.858 1.118 -0.053 -0.885  1.118
B — -0.077 -1.330 1.047 -0.077 -1.319 1.047 -0.080 -1.376  1.052
B ? -0.064 -1.003 1.271 -0.061 -0.940 1.285 -0.061 -0.953  1.285
N 237 237 237
Adj. R? 0.242 0.239 0.238
F e 10.423™ 19.228™ 8.376
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23 FREAPRABELIFAWFRRABLIRIESS ()

M;: Noanyst;, = oty + BTO _Score;, + f;Size;, + Py Risk;, + Pyl + PoGrowth, + By Lev, + B, Loss;, + By, Year
+IND _ Dummies + g,

M,: Noanyst;, =ay + B,TM _Score; + ;YR _Score;, + F;Size, + B, Risk;, + BglA;, + foGrowth;, + B, Lev,
+p,Loss;, + B,Year + IND _ Dummies + &,

My Noanyst;, = ay + B,TM _Score, + B,F _Year + Gy NF _Year + B Size, + B, Risk;, + B3lA, + By Growth,,
+BoLev;; + By Loss; + B, Year + IND _ Dummies + &,

LS T 2 TN ERFTAZP R
FoAL ERFAEP A (M) EFFTAEP R (M) —Mirz 2L (M)
Pred. ¥k ¢ VIF ik tiE VIF %k tiE VIF

B ? -0.006 -0.064 4.151

p + 0.050 1.117 1.114 0.052 1.162 1.116

B+ -0.080 -0.854 4.877

B+ -0.096 -1.614 1.951

Bs + 0.040  0.406 5.427

Bs + 0525 11.4417 1158 0531 115237 1172 0524 113187 1.185

B, 4+ 0110 23407 1217 0109 23257 1218 0.112 2.386  1.219

fs + -0.032 -0.706 1.146 -0.035 -0.764 1.148 -0.028 -0.600 1.164

By + 0156 3.368"° 1.174 0154 3.3247" 1175 0.153 3315 1175

B — -0084 -1.878° 1110 -0.085 -1.892°  1.111 -0.088 -1.951"  1.113

fu — -0072 -1.628 1.086 -0.072 -1.627 1.086 -0.076 -1.719"  1.091

Bz ? 0005 0.111 1.174 -0.004 -0.086 1.198 -0.005 -0.109 1.198

Bz ? 0.044 0503 4276 0.096 1.001 5060 0.052 0514 5.751

N 390 390 390

Adj. R? 0.292 0.294 0.296

Fia 18.849™ 17.206™" 15.849™

L% pigit 19 B ERE - *p i 5% MELE - *pait 10% HE-RE - 4 ¢ &% 5 White’s test

T 7 ;L*J—ﬂ °

2R HE R R PR pHE & T’L E PR e i -

3. B AAK | Noanyst © % Fdk 5 TO _Score * FTAZP Rig R # 4 5 TM Score : § HEFTAEP Rtk
B8 YR Score: &R F %aﬂg&#ﬁﬁ—&fﬂ/\ F Year: # 3R 2 M7+ F ‘Léﬂg)i#ﬁﬁ—&fﬂ/\ NF Year:
#ﬁﬁi?’k—?’]ﬁ*‘fﬂ’_ TL\";F” }“iiﬁi‘#‘;‘—ﬁ?}fﬂ/\ Size: >R ALx ] SRisk: 2F 23 Fhts 14 .}ﬂ-q/?‘/};ﬂ‘l
BE S Growth: @ F kB Lev: f S ; Loss: R E L PeLE fiiﬁ‘ JIND @ & %% 123 TE)
AR R 148 AN 114 S 4 S Yeart & 3w > 2002 £ 5 052003 &£ 5 1

AR LSRR R DD A R SRS ET AL
FREER § G S eha P FIRR -
EoFTREPREEE P AVFIERBRLL A BES A

(- )T =2002 &
4 44

FHEEET o EMAEA S Z Prob>F (7 F &2 p-value )% 0.000°
E R R 2

R
7@¥ﬁ’jfﬁﬁy;w75%wm§4054,@vm@?@
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#H'QWZEﬁiéﬁgﬁﬁﬂmWKW”* A AT ER LRI A2 B R L AP
» (1B 5 1689 p EiE 10% B F-KE) > TP FREM A LF O ESF A AT
w@ﬂ\ﬁ%kﬂ%mﬁrwﬁg BooRam o BATAEPREFEF AR
ﬁ$FWW7‘&ﬂ&wbwﬂ"@( Ew)  BEFRILTASE REESH
AATER R R A B A RS R E R o BB T g
- BE ARG TE R E P E AT E 2002 £ AP TGP R P
B GERBATLZFANEP R HRK - FFD FRPrR & Ro@gimad
FAZP L BRAFBHABRE ROBFF2FRAFH T ARG RE - X
o ABRBRAFLEDETANR T OB TR FFR G 3 *K/vv\#ﬁ*ﬂmp. ;
@ o p 2003 AL H 2> 2002 ER AP FHETHEP R F o
o ERFENEP ARt T LMD F\%%m»ﬂﬁﬂ@‘*%
¥, @ Ak 020024# 3% 2 2003 & 120 0 A HEM Y AL B 2R LA
FE T #2002 £ £ F S P A (2001 £ &4 ) #2003 & & 47 F s P A (2002
EEF)LMed LT E020R2 EHR AP IRALTAEP AL Y 2 F
F > 2 RAEFTREPN REELF AR AEL B AZ R A kg F ok

v
v e 0 AT IR rs

ol fFd RELATUER AL L o BN AR E (A FLP L)
(=) T=2003 &

d % 47\3357%..%% oo EER A A 2 oProb > F ( F @2 p-value )3 0.000°
573 ﬁﬂ»?@%ﬁ F B4 5% fEfd o T d VIF @7 @iop i
b B gy s SRR AE (VIFE Y )3 10) °%ﬁdi4?mp%’;\lﬁ, (1
AP TGP fié‘}rs Rl B A EF TRl s & ¢ 4 A FE(r i 1941 p ik

10% ¥ kE) cF 5 HAHIFRALTAEP RZFEE M FHRTG
PREEFFT %cpgﬁiﬁpﬁ_v A ATERAR R AL S T ARRE Ry ERFTAFP
BREFELF ARt RE o s k8 (r @5 1701 p E:E 10%E ¥ &
) o AT ERBRARIEHE TR LG EREHE LI AV AP BT
MRAFESF AN ORI Y FEEE S PR FEEY 2 MﬁﬂA
REPRAS PIgR AR REIFAFREROHRE (1B 2074) - ’
£ ML T RSB EST A AT LR A2 inéﬂifim@%$$’£
vﬂ%@ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁboﬁﬂﬂmga Tl p PIRETRE AR S M AR
r?:ﬁf”pﬁ FHTHREE LT AE Y T IREE - REZET
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M, Accuracy, = o + BTO_Score;, + BSize; + B ES;, + ByRisk;, + BolA; + BgLoss;, + IND _Dummies + &,
M,: Accuracy, =ay+ B,TM _Score, + BYR _Score;, + B;Size, + B ES;, + ByRisk;, + BylA, + o Loss;,

+IND _ Dummies + &,
My Accuracy, =ay+ B,TM _Score, + B, F _Year, + BsNF _Year;, + [ Size, + B ES;, + By Risk;, + 14,
+BLoss;, +IND_ Dummies + &,

P 2 TR ERFTALP R

T=2002 ERFEAEP R (M) EAF TSP R (My) —Parz 224 74(Ms)

Pred. ik ¢ VIF ik ¢ VIF ik tE VIF
B+ 0102 1689  1.044
B+ 0.095 1522 1105 0.096 1.528  1.109
ps + 0.048 0.771  1.088
P+ 0.036 0594  1.054
ps  + 0.034 0553  1.100
Bs + 0084 1276 1.245 0.088 1305 1.294 0.088 1.294  1.321
B — -0.676 -95007" 1455 -0.675 -9.4177" 1465 -0.674 -9.2207" 1.514
Bs — -0.066 ~-1.022 1.205 -0.068 -1.042  1.230 -0.068 -1.036  1.231
Bs + -0.078 -1.186 1.251 -0.079 -1.190 1252 -0.079 -1.188  1.261
Bo — 0.049 0651 1.647 0.047 0.622 1651 0.047 0.613  1.655
pu 2?2 -0167 -2.73177 1.077 -0.169 -2.7307 1.087 -0.169 -2.722"" 1.087
N 158 158 158
Adj. R? 0.453 0.449 0.445
F e 19.609"" 16.991 15.013"
T=2003 M, M, Mj

Pred. ik tiE VIF ik tiE VIF k¥ ¢ VIF
a ? -3.661"" -3.662"" -3.769""
A+ 0083 1941 1.031
p + 0.036  0.796 1.111 0.039 0881  1.113
ps + 0.074 1.701°  1.042
Bs + -0.004 -0.099  1.112
s+ 0.092 2.074™ 1.106
Bs + 0102 22127 119 0.01 21827 1200 0.095 2.0327 1.215
B, — -0473 -10.622"" 1.106 -0.475 -10.331"" 1.175 -0.469 -10.181"" 1.185
Bs — -0035 -0.73 1.266 -0.035 -0.737 1.271 -0.034 -0.721 1271
By + 0078 17177 1152 0.078 1718 1.152 0085 1.862° 1.171
B — -0435 -9.9597° 1.063 -0.434 -9.922”" 1.066 -0.438 -9.9957 1.073
fu ? -0007 -0148 1211 -0.006 -0.130 1.229 -0.007 -0.152  1.230
N 247 247 247
Adj. R 0.56 0.558 0.559
F e 45.643™ 39.801" 35.644""
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M,: Accuracy,, = oy + B TO _Score, + fsSize, + [ ES,, + PyRisk;, + fyld4;, + By Loss;, + B, Year
+IND _ Dummies + &,

M,: Accuracy, = oty + B,TM _Score,, + BYR _ Score, + B5Size, + B ES;, + PyRisk;, + BylA, + Py Loss;,
+ S Year + IND _ Dummies + &,

M Accuracy;, = oy + ,TM _Score, + B F _Year, + fsNF _Year, + ;Size, + B, ES;, + By Risk;,
+5,14,, + BoLoss, + pYear + IND _ Dummies + &,

EL 5 W 2 TP ERFTAEP A
?#f’ FRTAEP RM) ERFTAEP B (M) — 4% 2 2L p473(M3)
Pred. ¥k tE VIF ik ¢ VIF ik ¢ VIF
B+ 0191 25767 4.062
B+ 0.07 1764~ 1161 0.071 1.791* 1.162
s+ 0.149  1.848« 4.801
Bs  + 0.035 0.684  1.906
fs  + 0.142  1.648°  5.460
Bs + 0126 3.1697° 1170 0.126 3.1507° 1.189 0.124  3.0717" 1.203
B — -0496 -125157" 1.164 -0.494 -12.1707" 1.216 -0.493 -12.149"" 1.216
Bs — -0054 -1.376 1156 -0.054 -1.368  1.157 -0.054 -1.360  1.158
Bs + 0016 0404 1154 0.016 0405 1.155 0.018 0456  1.169
B — -0258 -6.496"" 1171 -0.260 -6.513"" 1.176 -0.261 -6.522"" 1.181

Bu 7 -0062 -1.626 1.094 -0.064 -1.650° 112 -0.064 -1.648" 1.12
B ? -0228 -3.0517" 4.135 -0.215 -2.6477" 4.866 -0.234 -2.678"" 5613

N 405 405 405
Adj. R? 0.454 0.453 0.452
Fie 43.006™" 38.152""" 34317

L**p e 1% BFRE -*pi@aE 5% BMFRE - *p B 10% BF-LE &9 i@ 5 White’s test

T R

2. j‘?%ﬁ‘“ﬁnﬂ Rz FHEFE2pHL &L éi?ﬁég"*%}“ i i o

3. BB ETAK T Accuracy T BE T A VTR IR R RN 5 TO_Score ¢ ILEP“ RAp R R E A 5 TM Score : ¥ pF
BEAZP RAHHFLE S S YR Score © £ F pﬂiﬁﬂg&#ﬁﬂ—’&ng’/} F Year: #3F 2 MU FTREMN R
BRI A L NF Year | 540 LM IHET S M R F AN A $Sizet 2 PR | IES pHREA
B GRisk: 2P 2 b IA BAFASRE S Loss RHERERFHRLE l'_ﬁ_‘%}‘ JIND @ A& %)
W TE)chaag > £ 3 1448 > A %01 1-14 5 % 4§ Yeart #(>% > 2002 & 5 0-2003 & 5 1-

() FeFT#

i k42 S ET ’ug%ﬁf*ﬂ @ % »Prob >F( ¥ F &2 p-value) 3 0.000-
4 5% 2% ”ﬂ'lﬁ*ﬁ,ﬁﬁ%‘*h‘. 24 45% hfaf 4 o T ¢ o d VIF BT Birp S8R
SR T AG LY r_*. H(VIF EF )0 10) « fid & 4 2 BEAFHRTE
FEVEIEP ’%J SPZFTAEPRAR MG PN EXT AT IR RS
#2 (tE5 2576 piad 1% B EKE) o F 4 R HRTAEP R 2T
BPREFESF AT RRIMAELF Y REREFLAPM (r B4 B 5 1713 2
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2086) : ffd i iU BARS R T HEHE AR E MR T RER A R
TSP REESF A7 R LR P (G fF fhde 0 0.149 > 0.070) >
st % 97 2003 # 4p e (e fF e 0 0.074>0.036) o ¥ o BARMAMET 8 2
MR T EPpET FR > dok 2003 £ 7 S % 0 AP AHBE TS
PRSESF AR E IR M (B3 16485 p B 10% A F
k) o ma ’Ml’” MAHE TSP R 2 EE T AT R R B A 5y
FeREE RS o ’*z ’“‘ﬂ‘——?l“t‘l’ﬁjﬁl‘*ﬁﬁ: LRV ars EARY AMBET SR B
X% Aﬁﬁﬁ@% e 2 BERFIBTAEP RS ELRY MBEFTAEP & {
AER (i fFiadc:0142>0071>0.035) < ke F AT LGB Eaopany
A (RATEF) B3 2 P 22 BE T8 TR BT R T -0 5 B o

LA RES B0 XML P TR B FRARE AL 0 Fla 27 R4
AOBEFAPEERIMAELAR ST RBERRL AP TR EERELF A
1" BT AL ITRM AN o B X F AT TRIM RN ¢ T -
APPEYFAREABE  LAFRERARFFLOLG Tit7 SRS
] 1»\1}%5?%;53:"’%7 %#&j&.gﬁJ o F]pL o ?'gﬁzpﬁ# % E4 5, ,g}\»ra
VR TRRIAAEILE 4% - % R ETW 2L CEP - BRI T AT SRBEOR
oo WHE P AT IR R § S o

S FREPRABIFAVFIER BT v LTRSS

d 4 5:w ﬁp’f&%?ﬁr’ §3 e Chi-Sqaure ¢ E | F k> ¥ 2 A hE - # B
AT A A TR B s ch] 2 g (Nagelkerke R )_:L % 20% 11 e
BAR FRESLAT O TSP RERELFTAFFRERRE > v 2 B2 A ETHF
PR B8 BBRES 2 BV NERAET T RELES (FAEPREELH
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177 € Ve ZEBLIEIR o

LE BB § ,k%ﬁéﬁiaﬁﬁ%ﬁ;i&’ﬂaﬁiﬁkﬁﬁﬁg%
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25 FREPALESFANFFIRGIES » 2L FRES

M- Bias;, = oy + BTO_Score;, + fgSize,; + B, ES;, + BeRisk;, + PylA;, + PypLev;, + pyLoss;,
+IND _ Dummies + ¢;,

M, Bias; = ay+ B,TM _Score; + B;YR _Score;, + fSize;, + B ES;; + PgRisk; + Bol4;, + BoLev;,
+p,1Loss;, + IND _Dummies + ¢,

Mg Bias;, = ay + B,TM _Score, + ,F _Year + fsNF _Year + fSize, + B ES;, + PgRisk;, + Byl4,;,
+BoLev, + B Loss;, +IND _Dummies + ¢,

W P 2 TEEPE EFTAEP R
T=2002 & FREFAEP A M) EHFFTNEP R (M) — M2 24 75(My)

Pred. ik piE G piE G S piE
ag ? 4.624 0.148 5.155 0.119 5.244 0.112
P — -11.424 0.103
i — -2.876 0.218 -2.891 0.217
Vi — -10.498 0.139
Pa — -2.214 0.486
s — -9.367 0.114
Ps + -0.064 0.727 -0.043 0.82 -0.037 0.845
iz — -4.285 0.309 -4.291 0.306 -3.904 0.356
P — 1.067" 0.062 1.026" 0.073 1.007" 0.079
Po + 0.952" 0.004 0.941™" 0.005 0.940™ 0.005
f1o — -2.441 0.232 -2.477 0.23 -2.456 0.233
Pu + -0.157 0.834 -0.138 0.854 -0.178 0.812
fr2 ? -0.021 0.801 -0.026 0.752 -0.025 0.765
Chi-square 29.450™" 29.884™" 30.336""
Nagelkerke R? 0.274 0.277 0.281

T=2003 = M, M, M,

Pred. % i piE i3 i3 piE ¥ 3 piE
ag ? 3.398" 0.067 3.424" 0.065 3.861" 0.042
P — -0.671 0.806 -0.631 0.694
7 — -0.057 0.981 -0.852 0.600
Bs —
Pa — 1.697 0.230
s — -2.938 0.241
Ps + -0.417 0.001 -0.420™" 0.001 -0.402"" 0.002
Jixs — -10.431" 0.000 -10.628"" 0.001 -11.1817 0.000
Ps — 0.133 0.602 0.131 0.612 0.108 0.677
Bo + 0.117 0.274 0.119 0.276 0.099 0.329
o — 3.399™ 0.003 3.4397 0.003 3.592"" 0.002
fu + 21.237 0.998 21.260 0.998 21.333 0.998
JiP ? 0.012 0.816 0.013 0.793 0.014 0.779
Chi-square 51.351"" 51.451"" 53.764™"

Nagelkerke R? 0.259 0.259 0.270
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25 FTREAPRABEFAWFTRGES » 2R 8ES (K)

M,: Bias; = oy + BTO_Score, + fB;Size;, + B, ES;, + ByRisk;, + BylA;, + ByyLev, + B Loss; + B, Year
+IND _ Dummies + &,

M, Bias;, = oy + B,TM _ Score; + B YR _ Score, + B5Size;, + B ES;, + ByRisk;, + Pold;, + PigLev,
+pyLoss;, + B, Year + IND _ Dummies + &;,

My Bias;, =ay + B,TM _Score, + B,F _Year + fsNF _Year + fgSize;, + B, ES;; + ByRisk;, + Byl4;
+poLev, + B Loss;, + B, Year + IND _Dummies + &

2 TR Z ERFAEP R

LT EHTREP AEM,) EFFAEP R (M) —pAA% 2 2Lp4 73 (My)

Pred. Tl piE T dic piE % dic p i
o ? 3.3737 0.011 3.428™ 0.010 3.475™ 0.010
P — -2.420 0.319
)7 - -0.934 0.440 -0.977 0.420
s - -1.522 0.493
Ba — 0.770 0.519
Ps - -3.384 0.129
e + -0.298™" 0.002 -0.299™ 0.002 -0.285™" 0.004
P — -9.411™" 0.000 -9.499™" 0.000 -9.580"" 0.000
P — 0.398" 0.065 0.400" 0.065 0.390" 0.074
Po + 0.318™ 0.005 0.320™ 0.005 0.310™ 0.007
fro  — 1.733" 0.063 1.742" 0.062 1.800" 0.055
pu  + 1.574™ 0.003 1.582"" 0.003 1.6217 0.003
P2 ? 0.026 0.536 0.026 0.526 0.027 0.523
i ? -0.216 0.667 -0.250 0.647 0.062 0.917
Chi-square 61.062"" 61.210" 63.221""
Nagelkerke R? 0.200 0.201 0.207

L***p 1% BELE > *pEE5% BELE > *pEif10% 2F-L®E - &7 ¢ 5 White’s test
TR e

PRE A U 8 3 SELE ) T3 SE R g N AR g P R I S

3. YT & Bias : BEF A ATEFFIERIBHES » 5 TO_Score : FREP R HEEA 5 TM Score : T prf 3
AEP R ERET L YR Scoret EFF %6ﬂ“fia‘ﬂ’fi‘}—mx§¢ F Year: #3F 2 MR FREP R4pHL
A 3 NF Year: & 4F 2 2Lp4 5312 F pmwﬂ“&#gﬂ—mngé Size: X @R | SES: PSR AE  Risk :
2P ZPHRG A BT AGRE  Lev: § I;‘ W% Loss - ewﬁﬂi)&—ﬁ WEARL D x_E_—‘g s IND @ & ¥

s 424k TED i 4 ;m— 414> Aurl 114 5 4 5 Year: & %] > 2002 # 5 052003 & 5 1o

4, Nagelkerke R (A RSEH 2 thlic) 22 RESEI - ¥ % R 3t splenibagts o § WA E AR B PF > i

E RIE %Eb%“""lﬂfamiﬁ?/ﬁ'lﬂf’ FZER-ARITI Lo

ACRBEXF AT e BREBFERFG TR PR TAREY S
BERFAATEFE W BRIFRIT D BT A EH A FRIDFEN > FILET A€
B4 B o v %E‘JE‘J'}“’L P T R EPF IR R AR hf G TR BA T AT §
Mo SBLIER - BT A 5 Al i??‘%l%m’*“’ﬁﬁﬁgﬁW%M
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%@zaf%1¢mﬁ%ﬁﬁ” LR G R LR ER o EIFA
WEF e IR F AP D GO BEFAWFH AR P D
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FETR P H#-€ ﬁrﬂiﬂ- = g%ﬁfﬂ BRLBE R AR B VEH G ERTRE
AREIERIE R § R - PRFEIFAL L EE  BLD gﬁﬁgﬁégﬁﬁ
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- BHmAEk

EF 1998 £ AEER R EEE R LR BEFL HE L BB S 2
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AAREESTLFREMNA iﬁf‘ X% b or& fFHEE # ¢ o (Gretai Securities
Market, OTC) ”ﬁéﬁf“r““%% i S ESINE S LR
%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁm&ﬁ;a@'“mﬁmaaa PEodrE- hEkRRTERE
BIEE A 2 sl e

A2 FREFTVFEPMEET RS () BEPARFLTAY AF 0 24
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EAF RIESFAIFHZTEFFERZLHES - 27 - §HEFTAET
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FAEFE T BARKIEAEFT TR &a 1P FFRDP AR PHDEL
RERFARECAPML TR c K2 P TSP R E D EELE AL
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AATEFIR R AR o oM A2 %?J{f@i—%if;ﬁd, APTEM R EEED A
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5T A ATEFIR R RN o SR A 0 SEFAIAT 4141& FEE B LSS R M
PEFAL EprEE A GRS PE DR E S F 2 AMBAET AL LR b
Ao BBEATFTREAER ) B APBRT RSP REREH AR
FEM 2 BERMFLAPM > @ EY MR TAEP R AT RE - 7
@ HRBERESF LR GET 0 E Y ML RSP R L P A
HEFRALc el gy L0 N ’f“‘-%#p A BT 4 AR AR ¢ 2L AR T
(L3 FAPE &) EFLEF P ROk L3970 P2 AP BTG > %
W A HRERIER AP ARYE R (2) BB TR LA ik
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TERPFFRERAIFLIREFR TREP REFESF AR BES » 2

T A E%%L?’ﬂm’>ﬂiﬁﬂﬂF%“ﬁéww’%gAﬂ#
MEP R EPF > BEPF AT FF BEIER - 2 MBELTAEPREE
SR RRImES e S TARK 0 TEEY AR TARP RA ML EIF AT
B i Mo SBAER o § ER MBETREP R A7 2P FY Hh AR
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Oa-E Tl qu W e W RS CAeew 3582 5 % (2006 ) Fried and Givoly (1982) ~ Porter (1982) ~
Chung, Mclnish, Wood, and Wyhowski (1995) ~ Allen, Cho, and Jung (1997) ~Francis, Hanna, and Philbrick
(1997) ~Bartov and Hayn (2002) ~ Barth and Hutton (2004) ~Lim and Kong (2004) ~ Chen, Francis, and Jiang
(2005) ~ Bradshaw, Richardson, and Sloan (2006) ~ Dehning, Pfeiffer, and Richardson (2006) ~ Loh and Mian
(2006) ~ Clatworthy, Peel, and Pope (2007) ~ Orens and Lybaert (2007) - Tawatnuntachai and Yaman
(2007) ~ Tong (2007) ~ Habib and Hossain (2008) ~ Hodgdon, Tondkar, Harless, and Adhikari (2008) ~ Barniv
and Cao (2009) ~ Coén, Desfleurs, and L’Her (2009) ~ Yu, Lord, and Webb (2010) -
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