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Abstract: This study examines the effect of equity overvaluation on the brand name
reputation of CPA firms and audit fees. Following Rhodes-Kropf, Robinson, and
Viswanathan (2005) and Chi and Gupta (2009), we use a M/B decomposition model to
estimate the overvaluation of prior equity value. Our empirical results show that
overvalued companies are more likely to employ Big 4 accounting firms in the next
period. We also find that overvalued companies incline to pay higher audit fees in the
next period than non-overvalued companies.
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5 F 40w 5 123 9 (Jensen, 2005; Renas and Cebula, 2005) » %k ¢ & % P4 4338 % 2
%3k *%#% 3 (Chi and Gupta, 2009; Houmes and Skantz, 2010; Habib, Gong, and
Hossain, 2013) -

% 4.2002% 2 B2 (Enron) DF NI BFRAFALAFL EFRE > ¢
oEEELSPE S Fda 0 ”’3’“—,-1% ’]‘éﬂ?&l’:’“/ﬁwp ~HIH EFEFIRE 0 R T
A AEp flEF g o AR EEY A 15\455735& APRETFHEB RT?
BREFEL o ALk 2 RS f*%mﬁﬂw;ﬁmﬂapA*&“ﬂikm
BRPIR 2 1A Lpdin g i‘“?z;fi‘ﬂ‘ ( Ross, Westerfield, and Jordan, 2012) =
$' % 3 & o Jensen (2004, 2005) ek ) F B AT LI & ﬂmaaa%mfﬁg41
R w G g OT A Fh & F; S F % Es & (overvalued equity) k2
R o B F B EAZAR T SR @ (economic value) 4% 5 o € $HEIT A A5 L 4% X
SR A O F R G A GRS P ARG A 1 5% (Jensen, 2005; Renas and Cebula, 2005 ) -

Kothari, Loutskina, and Nikolagv (2009) ¥ 3# ™ # ¥ # & % i 32 f# ¥ Sloan
(1996)“ 5 2 B ¥ % — o e A kR fAPM - R B S50 BEH
BB RN fE R PFARERE R A kg RS gR D e F 2
BERERG PR R AFFRERKOET oM AFRERe B2 HFRAH -

F #% 572 » Houmes and Skantz (2010)» § #g o2 i » THEE §E B & 2 7 AARfFAE
T ER S FOIRE § NIRRE 2 P AN E o DR R D R
KpFERETEL 2 PRS2 PP IR ET LN A REFES 2
PP RREFD S F e ¢t Marciukaityte and Varma (2008)£2 Chi and Gupta (2009)
THEFBEVER G FAPET 2 T MEE > 4% F Jensen (2005)04 3%k —
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* & A€ EFE A2 (BIGN) & % 4% B4R (Francis and Wilson, 1988; DeFond, 1992;
Francis, Maydew, and Sparks, 1999) » H p e % < 4] § 3HEF E 4 7a e & { F e
= fg‘ kb v A (DeFond, 1992; Ashbaugh and Warfield, 2003 ) - i3 ~ 1,;% % 1



36 F kg

MAA g E 52»6%33&5‘;%»’:7%' FlRnPAEE > REALHE 2 5 KK DE ¥ B3
By { BV g4 £ (Becker, DeFond, Jiambalvo, and Subramanyam, 1998;
Francis et al., 1999; Krlshnan, 2003) ¥ <A g ERTR A ERBLFT ST Y
fit chg A (Willenborg, 1999; Bandyopadhyay and Kao, 2001; Ireland and Lennox,
2002; Lee, Stokes, Taylor, and Walter, 2003; Francis, 2004; Watkins, Hillison, and
Morecroft, 2004; Farbar, 2005; Lennox, 2005) o F]p* » *# 3 (hf* 482 - > 5 53
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etal (2013) - ffd g @ ~ 3 i E 2 RA R BhIFFEREGE R
REEZRES REFF o 2MEE  HFEy ekl o d 2 g3 R
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BT S P g R R e
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FAEE B EiEs T SERL PAY IR % 0 FF Jensen

EWEF G2 AmA A INRERES RLE o g
SIF R FT % A BERFF O aui4e (Habibetal, 2013)c ## 3 I F £ F
BER G PRE G FERL R g LTERE ET A A g R
Ao M MR ER G b’“ré_iiﬁliﬂ_sk * o WIEE LA € E AT R
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BERREF o MEE-
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_;_,% B8 BN A R ez R % s A<y 205530 2, ¢ a”)g»g\, A IR gL ek
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i é}% B GRSV ST UG ERTRIECRY FERET D

FTRRE FA A EFERTE FEANYEEZ @R B v & & (Francis
and Krishnan, 1999) > #c ¢ & 3 B 2 =2 P EZ ¥ L ¥ it > T FRA{-R E 2 7 p45r
3p 4 endrdrer 2 9 42 (Wallace, 1987; DeFond, 1992; Lennox, 1999; Reed, Trombley,
and Dhaliwal, 2000; Mansi, Maxwell, and Miller, 2004 ) > = * A] § 3% % 3378 3
FE¥E2 FHER > REEXAET 2 FREUPBFRIEELEVT I DI 2
(Becker et al., 1998; Francis et al., 1999; Krishnan, 2003) - &7 ~ &] € 3 f# % 7% 974
F R 2§30 & T 2 pid ehE B (Willenborg, 1999; Bandyopadhyay and Kao, 2001;
Ireland and Lennox, 2002; Lee et al., 2003; Francis, 2004; Watkins et al., 2004; Farbar,
2005; Lennox, 2005) c ¢t #b > % §c 3 % E %«‘K MR IE A AR fE e B

< 3] ¢ 3 EFE 747k & 4% & 2 (Francis and Wilson, 1988; DeFond, 1992; Francis et al.,
1999)  H p end ~ A § 3 FF F AT A4k i peDE kR 32 A (DeFond,
1992; Ashbaugh and Warfield, 2003) o ti4c > &5 & hflF 3 & P 3EPF - £ ¥ %3

Far gL E AR g EATEF A 7 (Wallace, 1987; Reed et al., 2000;
Johnstone and Bedard, 2004 ) » 12 j 4 % 32 eaféF R o Fan and Wong (2005) % 35 » % f# %
W R AR TR E A g R AR o T B AIR R
(controllingowner) @ % > & * & & Fehg3- 4 B 87 2 7000 ~ Mirp
v e f 5 (Linand Liu, 2009) -

¥ - 25 o Jensen (2004)4p &1 > HIT A AT A IR 0§ P S g

BEBERR ¢ FHBAN - BRGIRFFERITIF L A0 g P HML
FAEIES o £ S F o Kotharietal. (2009)3% &g 5§ BB fpenfti 2
%T’%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ}?ﬁ@%&kéﬁ&%%ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%%%m@&%’

FRAESEAFEE R EF F A 3L - Marciukaityte and Varma (2008) ] 14 -
B FAeET R RA ;‘gbook-to-market values ~ Tobin's Q% & M= & & &
holding-period returns (HPRs) = f&dp %7€ 1 & § & - % Jensen (2005): 1 & i &
Bl AN HYE S HF TR EE Y EEAR U R EEAEEF A 2 Chi
and Gupta (2009)%= 3 % % 7 4p e > gxlensen (2005) 1 & % & § f5 en I A 3 3%k
ﬁ@iﬁ’ﬁ%%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ’?ﬁ%i%@ﬁ°%ﬁ
a3 o ARl BREa S BRIFA TEERBES REIHRS L p B
PR FAIF A ERERF AR CREE LR LTH L 0 A PO A
VT ERBBEL LA RFEHT R LGtk K RE GBS
FUTA2 2 RIEA A AHFE S AF R 0 a7 5‘)‘1*@5'\515@“%’5512%##'1 ’
4ef FF 2 e IR E 3 ki 32 & (Jensen and Meckling, 1976) -
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%%%Moizer (1997)z kit > 3 @ BB F U * KEF LI PP EHRHe < KF K
RIEa A -SRI (signaling theory ) ¥ - 3 EHA ARG (the monitoring
costs theory ) IL%{I“’ d Titman and Trueman (1986) # 74 21 > 1 & 7 e N ZEP -
BEFL pwﬁg'%ﬁrﬁkﬁmﬁﬂ’ﬂu TRER BRI HAPFF TR ER
= AT AP FaE m“;gE,__}p\? /\;}gg mF‘ T ﬁ}\r\‘amﬁ_i‘—' ”LFLf“‘TL i en F
Peft o § IS AEF o FRY QE““Wmﬁw?mg“ﬁHﬁﬁﬁﬁi
Fwm RS R it Eﬁfﬁw%@ # 2 ¥ 2 & (Firth and Smith, 1992) > & # %] &
FEGERESOETFAMBMAFEATER A EMERSA

*XHoumes et al. (2013) =% 3 3 > Ttual’ PREZVER G2 THPr < §3FEH
LAY WY PR AR ELPE CEREFL MG RAREFER R
T oo gl e & %’“E‘n‘iz@» r g 1"&%\ AR Gk > EREFISM R A
ARBLFAERT R LRV ALEFFE LB R P B2 5 DR
REFFOREAL 2 B

FEr K BERER B 0WA L ABFRE R LR - Mg L
H POV R 0 @ A4 RIZRPRE (Jensen, 2005; Renas and Cebula, 2005) » 7]
FAPTEF A HABEL ST LG o

EEERET IR R P P LT F RS R R L
B ehfl & #v% (Chow, 1982) » i M N IZ & & @ Spid 2. o j5d NIZILH (Jensen and
Meckling, 1976 ) 2_:# ;- CEERAR T RAMFIF AR EH A ETF Y
A ﬁ*ﬁt‘?ﬁﬁiﬁ%\\ 2 (Chow, 1982)° F]t » B H B8 v 5 B ¥ T 2 AL
(AR ﬁd ix X “’Ig’lﬁi Fer o BIEPMIE R E F L e sl > 1 SER
p47ﬁ@v“ﬁﬁ DRIRE o Ppot > AT IG N F - B BRACT

Bl BREEERIET > PRI FEFF 0 i d BHRERY (2 1)

g3 A Penv A R

T RBERERREFIR

d IR LN TE @ 4R § 2L TP Fenflrd) (Skinner and Sloan, 2002) > #
BERES G EFNGILL R Y ZHFES LH? F (Marciukaityte and Varma,

2008 ) fR{EF W BB b eod FH %3 h &40 ¥4 B - Hay, Knechel, and Wong (2006)
o FPrREFP R E e HEE KBSV EIRLEFEF R
7 AR ¥® o et o> Gul, Chen, and Tsui (2003)45 1 > #4414 @%Lg@&i B R
i* e B FIRRF LIPS T ERERF T ARTLEIRFLAT L ’ﬁ ’
WEFARFEP LY A ERF2 2% P AR % - Heninger (2001)* ’;‘

iﬁagé FFERTZ AP ERE I Ta Rafn b 'S R 3 - A F3- 4R 5

FIR'GFEE L A UEERRERE P /B > 2 Abbott, Parker, and
Peters (2006) ™ & 4% Bk i 5 F 2 [ chhd @ 2 - 1395 Marciukaityte and Varma (2008)
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Kothari et al. (2009) - Chi and Gupta (2009) 2 Houmes and Skantz (2010) 7%= 3 & 3% 3R »
BEREZMUFRH ANEEAE PHREIE2 >N AF IR E S UK
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P RRARF A A EE i‘%ﬁﬂﬁﬂ&’ M g B8 0 2009128 { g T 2&’?%}‘:

FaodEFRFE ;kiﬁﬂm HEoPw ""#&ﬁé@»&ﬁ(&%ﬁm& L6577 &jE
52,000,000 ) B WG £ \Jfgjg;%g“"‘ﬁﬂ" SRFRNEGERPE R
@@*éﬁﬁxﬁﬁ%%%ea 2 ApM R o

d *"“WP\ 2k R RO IMBZ B A GRE TG RE A (R R
PERLE-2008) L F o d T EFET e () 2 gFFERITERAP T
o e p f\:f;a‘&f FPRE (Z2ER&E 44k > 2007 5 fact ¥ 4 > 2008 ; Ireland and
Lennox, 2002; Chaney, Jeter, and Shivakumar, 2004 ) F]pt » 4 § F 3+ 2 % 304 22 %
THEZRE O] 2 AFFF AP BB AERFUET > RBRFVEI R L ED
FIWA g gAFES kg 3 (Marciukaityte and Varma, 2008) » #5fE 5 § &
BRAEERFIR GRS > €306 € <R3 % 2§ (Habibetal, 2013)
2ot v aE 2 AR R BT BEERACT

*‘m}t *‘m}t

B2 B H e fFRr %7 gL f%u RN - I e 2\%!,3»&;3 o
FomLE

- REFER A P
C)EFHEEEFFERTLER
1 %l & S8R ¢ fF %429 (BIGN)

TR ¢ FEAIE (BIGN)» 2 2 ¥l 2 PEHe X g%
52‘”’*?1%*2‘5?& 1 FRIE5 00

PRBE—IEZFES & (MISV)

* 52 3 #t %+ Rhodes-Kropf et al. (2005)2 Chi and Gupta (2009) 74 5& » #-7 &
Btk g B TR o P 2 2 ¥ 3 M2 354 (firm-specific and industry-level errors )
fe£ # % & (long-runvaluation) - MISV % 2 2 v $3=H 84 2 &8k
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2 EFBF 2B
M/B=M/VxV/B 1)
B 2 MEBAB LD Eetke &>V 2 ER W E (true value) » MV 4

i TR E A (misevaluation) » V/IB B A fir g = & % ¢ o R405 (1)2~ 87 7 5]
3 (2) -
m—-b=(m-v)+(v-b) (2)

Q)P 2 (m—v) 57 BEEF R EZ BRARE BBERFX T A ZE LN
AFFMZEL - H AT IRSE)
m;, — by, =[my _V(Hit;ajt)]+[v(0it;ajt)_V(Hit;aj)]+[v(0it;aj)_bit] 3)
Q@) 2 TRt jandaad s EREEE L Eﬁ’éi{n% g% - I8
(my—v(@,a,)) » FE2PFE ~ 5250 (V(ba,)-V0;a;)) » A FFL > AT
FAREBE 0B a s AT g T AN £33 ke v(Gia,) B V(6,;a)) R &
d gt —%"]‘#é-\fﬂﬁ_mgt *F 7 % %% Rhodes-Kropf et al. (2005)# Chi and Gupta
(2009)2. 47§ » UG G o F 4o n AF P B2 @4 (N 2 f o % (LEV) i
FEFTFTRNOFTAEFEE BERAEZERREITHN@) FEABE MISVe gz af
FATIHN@) AR LR AEFAR SN @) 2 EE A X E 2L L > T
AFGFHE2LFERMFAIHIT 2 A EGHRBDEG T 2 -

My = gy + by + a0 IN(NI )i + 3l () IN(NI )it + oy LEV, + 0y (4)

BN 2 my s by A Bl 5 R G EEp A I\, b 2R iﬁ B g
G EPp R | ) R AptRRE SN AP R PG L ERIKRS 10 8
#®SO0SLEV 3 f RRIIERTAZ VT 0 RAA -

3. Al
(1) = @24 (SIZE) &5 | & Rqzte & (INVREC)

¥ % 7 % 4p 21(Francis and Wilson, 1988; DeFond, 1992; Copley, Gaver, and Gaver,
1995; Francis et al., 1999) > £ 7 E# X A €3 FFE 39782 2 2 5 M > AP}
M RBT AP AT 2 n#&%‘si* TR N i Y
EE RS fRGFR S AT T B R ER L BT A FREEFI AR
B ZAEH R fAFReZ £ ¥ ﬁgmﬁ«ﬂgﬂﬁiﬁwlﬁﬁﬁﬁ’#ﬁwﬁ
it R e
(2) ##t F (OUICK)

50 F41%E 2k 'k %% Francis (1984)£2 Chaney et al. (2004) T SRR WS
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(3) #F 45 (ROE) & gpdf & ki (LOSS)

Sainty, Taylor, and Williams (2002)45 ! » & ¥ e E‘Z%? v o g BEE
NP AR 2L ER WMmM@ﬂ%%%?m’iEﬁﬁ ‘ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬂ%?
Rt REF At o Bl gkl 4 gz ad ﬁti Er R FTETLE
AR ke d Y E o g g ?"r* i W2 E Wﬁigéi&ﬁ(Chaney
etal, 2004) o gt ¢k 5 F EJIFR A & pF o TR PP G gR-E T EHAR
Lo L Bobans 3N e pAgak ;F?Jprﬁ S S R Rt

Fr L AP AR (FEacr £ 4 2008) ¢ AR Y uﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁw (ROE) & % ¥ 4p
FHm (LOSS) # 8 & # & fla + » #EZF S (ROE) ,—J\ffmg/i’f PRdEs > &
ﬁﬂéﬁéwﬁ:ﬁvﬁﬁn%ﬂﬂﬂ$)mﬁﬁ%% FoPmERFEEL
FERZ L FARKG 0 ZAFFRA % o

(4) § 0 % (LEV)

WEFLFTHEFFEFTRAEAFEIFERD *E?i;?‘%’ﬁ *Ew*u ° ’Uv'Hir » Reed et al.
(2000)3# 7 > B F BB L EER/ A X g E AT X
E*iz&-ﬁ‘swﬁ\' r“&‘r* R *zmﬂiﬁ A 8 AN \?_%sk Ao e Tltman and
Trueman (1986)(r3f B HE L F - @ L F 7 e ER/R K EFehg 3 FFE 97 A8
2i%ﬁ$&%&ﬁ%@oppw (LEV) 1 R4 fog i F A KGR -

(5) 4§ % 3F % £ % (GROWTH) 2 # ¥ % 7 #79% (ISSUE)

Francisetal. (1999)4p &t » § £ % 7 FEWE P BT FATRDT L RE
* Beatty (1989)27 Slovin, Sushka, and Hudson (1990)# FRAAEFFERTHEE
BEREEGRE R ALY S S §T°éﬂ'%°i¥%‘;7$£$(GROWTH)
(A PRG-I ) [ P EEEE oA 8T8 AT% (ISSUE)
FPRERRE FUERFHTA ALK L ANKL 00
(6) FE4F vt &) (DIRSH)

FoP R mA ARBE B TR HEOFVREE > 4T ABEF S
TR 2§ iT AP 0 KNk (FAD £ 4 5 2008)0 AFTEEH FE
FUMFAK AEPEARRE > 27 ERETREZ §FFERTAY 0 1R
BLpeMhe gEHFI G (DIRSH) & & E%Ei“i#f"‘k@?ﬁt“ﬁ%”i}%ﬁi
NIE
(1) 4% A% B e (VR) # 244 fedg (CR)

Fan and Wong (2005)1:1* ThNF N EREEE NP
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shg 3R E a3 5 @ 15 Jcae (incentive alignment) ™ » % f BB kAR E ¢
MERPET S F L FARS S & %ﬁtf@%mfﬁgi’)ﬁfé’ A AIE o Flt e
FPEd g P - R PEERTER R Bt o 7L LANEECAS SV 1 s
FREAT A 4 a4 A DR KR ] %E(VR)—%?E’%&A\@W‘E(CR)
R gl BT § AL PRI A R Rl BB H e
FATER AR FHHAPRAR GRS e MR AR F AL RS
foe B0 o Ip AR LR EAIE (VR) Z@espdE (CR) 2§78 3 5S40 ¢
WA ER S L (ERAEOLF T A BoA g )
Fap s =R R 4K g2 (E & B AR FeE +X i dda B RA)

@) #++1 i ¢ (AC)

Abbott and Parker (2000)7 = @ %3+ 4 f ¢ 2d hivg oLy - £7 3 S
g NEEFFAR OB M R AT ERLN  F 27 g4
REod Moz fEti g ERE A L0 Feng 6 o i 5 2 % M 4 o 194k
AR TOFFFoPFF AR TRBEEMAE ) e FRL FPLR R 20
BrFgF e ATAECNZA o RTRFERIPBHER € DT R A
I FR2FFLAGRS 1 FRKGO0
(9) ® %+ %% (SEC)

A ¥erzEsed (2010) 4pdi o d 0 H 2P 2 2k G AR RO E T
%ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂ?&gﬁmﬁiﬁﬁﬂoﬂ&vﬂwﬁﬁ»ﬁ%ﬁ%w%ﬁﬂ%&’
FOPFERBLID 2FREL BEHAFRE0
(Z)F3F 2427 %

1 E%#—%3 2% (LNFEE)

%+ Palmrose (1986) ~ Ettredge and Greenberg (1990) ~ Gul and Tsui (1997) ~
Craswell and Francis (1999)# Cahan, Godfrey, Hamilton, and Jeter (2008)2_ #= 3 » #-%
PN RHEAEMARLR TR ORE
2. pREBEEREF F (MISV)

g > Aok P o
REIES S
(1) =2 3#H (SIZE)

PEBERHE FHAPARE I R AREI F @ F S 2P A n A FEE C REEAH pORA
B2 gy |
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Simunic (1980)45 1 » 2 P RBE F- A LM M G S WAALFE T
LHP R TR (SIZE) 0 i TR 0 2P R 2
M;‘ By TARARE VLI RABFEPET O RFER AR DT R B

%"’#Ei«%* EHRB - r{ﬂiﬂ"‘ NP ERRTA (NHFAZHER) Bop AEE 0T
PN EA A DRI e e

(2) 5§ & Bict&s (INVREC)

PRET R D AP b g 0 KRS B E4 (2005) 4 0 2P e
RARE G AR FY AP AR FI RS BI o RAFL RIS L

() & fvFx (LEV)

AR FABPF AL 2 OMBRHERT B TR G T K F
Fo R W2 H e o 0t Guland Tsui (1997)3% 5 432 ¥ -3 § L4 3 &
F 4}ﬂﬁ F2EE RO PHG OFTRG o FN G FEFIT AR R
AW bt AR T AFHH S B o
(4) @d-t F (QUICK) ~ # F4F 5 (ROE) &3 4 & )k iw (LOSS)

1}%@:? Fo#1% 3+ b & - Craswell and Francis (1999)4; 1 » § & ¥ 7 i1z
FFOZEFRGRE Y €T G 2 aF o AT HEE L (QUICK)
--=P"‘Jf§’_—‘x‘l" 1 RN N Paﬁm’ FEEEN N MR LR G E
R ZFP o gRMo by B it ARRFLFIToF 0 FI AL LA
ﬁFﬁ”‘r&o&fg’%J’;FE,i?‘éB* TR VO B r{%?*ﬁgrﬁ (% ®
¥ 24552005) A HE *’ﬁﬁ ﬁ(zoos)gxﬁ v P ARSI ERT
EFF AL 2 PRAFFTOF RREF MG TN ALY TAFHE S B o
(5) #2%3+ 2% (LNNAUD)
ARG SH PR A (2008) ZEF PR R B RFEAFLIFF T2
BAIRE - FIS A KRFET O WP ERBF oG RTL 0T 0 B g T RS
L »J-dﬂZQf,;zg;ﬁi%#;?ﬁdﬁ%a.\#,ﬁ%J_\ _.I_IE.»&F"@}‘ B Bl % o
R oo W E g E4F (2005) FrAERA KRG MFMEE > &hFY LA
EEF—,’%*%» °

(6) Hx:Ali Lok > 448 (VR) —%i’}éém\pfa%é (CR)

\*?{r

SH

m,

<%

<+

Fanand Wong (2005)F 3 45 1> g3 FF - T F3- o F g 4 & AR NP
R s s I N ol ! 1‘%‘; (VR) B4 petg (CR) ARG = | LB e gL Re
WRE P FF AR > DO EFRAR RGP RIS
%

o i EDE L B TR R AR R L W
(7) &3+ & ?-’T ¥ g)i}%ﬂﬂiﬁF (CPAT1 ~CPAT2)~p4733F 4 £ % (RE)- %F 2 2
(OP) 2§ s ¥ s m (GO)
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2 EFAFFOFLEE

DeAngelo (1981) z £ %+ & » €3 FF# ML ZMHFF £ S F I EL L
BF WIS o W FRHT DR R BFRBHI b o F
g A TR e~ B BB AR B e i o
(8) Mills & +* ] (MILLS1 ~ MILLS2)

T EFV R HBE I RFEEER TV A AERTBLPT > AP
% #* Chaney etal. (2004)2 ¢ 3 F7 & 4% #°3] > ¥ % 95 Heckman (1979)# 1 <7 | ﬁ;\
25 0 358 Mills 5 v+ &) (inverse Mills ratio) ™ ir#1 -2 @ o E¥EH
R p 4 MR A # ¢ 5 MILLSL £ %?A%ﬁdm TH R E - PR ET \;!:ﬁa;%
B (B) B3t A @enMills £ b bl 2 7 p AE/BFBFF 2 F 2P m MILLS2
Hd B gV R T ERHEGO) R A F g Mills & v &) ] 2
NER E PRI
RSB N U ES R
C)IEEREEEPFERTLER

B R A Y %% Francisetal (1999)2 7 3 #04] - & * = A A A kT A
EIFFEITRAED e & G R AR E e 1 €3 EF 43070 12 OLS 2 two-way

(firm and year) cluster-robust standard errors 33 £ % 514 % R i {7 7 22 p13# (Petersen,
2009; Gow, Ormazabal, and Taylor, 2010) » 4 #7384

BIGN, = 3, + BMISV, , + B,SIZE, + 8,INVREC, + 3,QUICK,
+ B,ROE, + B,LOSS, + 8,LEV, + B,GROWTH,, + /3,ISSUE,

+ P DIRSH; + B, VR, + B,CR; + B, AC, + £,,SEC; + &, (5)

He

BIGN: = mx ¢ iEarati¥k1  2R%0;

MISVit4 = TYEEHED R

SIZE; = 2PRE ERRTA (NFALEE) Bop AfE

INVREC;, = 1% }n bh’}'@;ﬁ;:rl’gﬂ tEF AT

QUICKy = sfw s (B FA-HF-TTHE Y -AumdFA) [ind ]
#

ROE: = MEEMF » misE{IMLEE

LOSS: = miR®dc 2P HERFERENLFERE L FRRG O

LEV; = RV FERBEFRUETA

GROWTH; = 4 fiEgg £ F » (AW G ip-m 4 [ 23) /v [z
s

ISSUE, = 1 8450

GERALTHTFEFATR FHFTEXK
TEFL VG ERFEFFILL I ER

S
CRMEANEIRLLE /S

DIRSH;
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VR = PR A 2R E A

CRi = AR RPAARE fe b 0T dlehs B g
1

ACit = REFVAAEERLL FRIKEOQ

SECi = 1P 2PRE L HEAARE 0o

EBE 2 ERLE &3

FHAFF AR MR 3 SR AEREFF IR AERR
ﬁ’iﬂ*éﬁ%%%?éﬁa%r’ﬁﬁé—ﬁﬁzﬁﬁﬁiéﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ,
VUL T R R 2 MR o bl Bl £ 4 (2008) AP p AERR
EEFFHEEFOFEAM G A Eirdls B ARG BN ¢ 3
FHOPHBHER L FRPIMBRAE P AFER Y T

AEB BT FEEFET EAI T AERE IS SR
FHAF A A F AT P2 R % 0 &2 Chaney etal. (2004) s —3R 1% |
¥ g% ’igl% i A4 ﬁ%?;}‘gjigzgz P BBEARATA LS P REE S HA P

SEREITRP A RLE 2FEY 33 2P EMIRE 0 5% B & Casterella,
Francis, Lewis, and Walker (2004)2_ 7 3 #7if » /] R @ g o 4 AR > =
<Al EIATY A %ﬁ SHY EBRE DFF R o T FERE RS
h (2007) & @apg 122 & RAF S A F 0072 F35 5 F AT Ror 2L I At
ﬁ%%fﬂéﬂfﬁﬁ?ﬁiﬁ%iﬁ%v%%%ﬂ%%@—ﬁﬁﬂéﬂgﬁi%
LoFTRERY AL BFOEH -
F{*Q7$&\%gm-'ﬂ%Mﬁ%H%mMnawm\ﬁr%Jn*’“—%ﬁ
P FV AT BRI (WE(6) & T ER R (B50(5)) > %4 Probit @ i
170 p - PPEHNO6)EH5B)Y &~ b mE Mills £ v % (MILLSL ¥2 MILLS2)
FrFCREZFF AR BEEA] (#55%(7)) 0 2 OLS % two-way (firm and year)
cluster-robust standard errors 3 £ £ 5|+ % B & 7§ R o
VUN, =q, +a,SIZE, +a,INVREC, + a,QUICK,, +,ROE, +a,LOSS,
+a,LEV, +a,DIRSH,, +¢, (6)
LNFEE, =7, + 7,MISV,_, +1,SIZE, + 7,INVREC, +1,LEV, + 7,QUICK,
+n,ROE, +n,LOSS +7,LNNAUD, + VR, +1,,CR;, +17,,AC,
+1,CPATL, +7,,CPAT 2, +1,,RE;; +1,50B, +1,GO, +7,,SEC;,

+msMILLSL, +7oMILLS 2, +&, @)
H2e o,
VUNi = B BBFP AR5 1 2RRG 0
LNFEE, = %3+ 2%5h AfE;



LNNAUD;,
CPATI,
CPAT2,
RE;

OP;
GOy
MILLS1;

MILLS2;
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2 EFBF 2B

FEE O P B R

¥ mEEE

>

Ea '*gﬂéﬁ:ﬂp ;
BB FEFHDBREIEHRKXL L FAKE 0

BRRE FEEVFEFTLARS L FRKE 0
BB FEEVFREE] EYARBLLKS LERKS 0

4 455 (6) » 17 Probit & F 0 &3+ @ @ S Mills £ o+ 6] » 44
2P AERBBES BT

f“fﬁ—i\(5) f1# Probit it FH03] &35 a @ Mills & v 6] - #5241

FpANER T o

= HRERE TR LA

dONEY R 2002 £33 TEAH FAMBELHEUEN > R RABFFED
;41%&»%&& PO EF TR FB LT TR MAEL Y - 2 2009
£ BT TARFE2PEHBEELFAER 0 RV ERKE (£

3«\

BRI 657 BEEL 2,000,000 2) A B UG £ SBEE AT T
% ﬂ;;ﬁé,w;++>~2006ﬁ1ug;4r;“;mww@gu%ﬂiﬁgﬁmmk

AR e F o AT 2T WA 2006 £ 5 2009 #E AT 4R & AERPN DS
T2 o d N EBEREFLEFELTAR M ’FH—' SHE-BEFLE
"

W oA 'J#Hﬁz ’E‘l"}njf \7}"'7 ENEARAZEEEE A IR
X 5 43354 o ¥ ¢ ’#%Eé%‘:;-"éﬁifiﬂ\é 5,019 ¥ »

3 ‘;iq

L B E'ﬁiz} T2 4%
= F

F R A A )

A5 13544 FARARIMA G MEF AT G BB T 5 e (TED)
P TESEREF AL TRE > B R ARMMA TR KRB T AR

TR

-~ g G

2 14#~2
27|57 & R it E 0 2P Panel A ik

A& 54.95% - %

AEIERAT W 4 "rrﬁﬂ\ e ais

LR SR ESL
s i

0
FATHAG MREod AP T g 7740%&71\ SPEE X EPEEBRTAY
BB G BHEE B EF B (MISVi) hTiofcs 8] 5 02130 2 @ LK%
#c (SIZEy) T35 5 15107 - B R 5 R4sE 18 4 3,638,201 i = o ISSUE; :-T 35
5 0119 33 2 > g3 11.9%:nfk & 3 T8 FATR o T ot F (LEVy) &
36.7% o 3 Ak A 2 i 244 (VRy) & F4afetg (CRy) %#icehT 1o f)
A w5 29.130%2 23.807% 0 P AP 4 3420 I m A2 (LOSS) » %

J_ \:‘F'li, g::ml_; ‘i

’ﬂl

1% 3" (FEE) & 24% 3+ = § (NAUDy) eh-¥ 3218 4 %] & $3,661,513
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21$962,126* (% 2 Panel B) - % ¥ # 5 i & & &= %P1z B+ Panel A 2 #icdh - T35
$ich 02245 Hapiey 4 2Panel A 2. B %311 o

21 PIRrELHERLTF

A ¥ 2006 2007 2008 2009 £ 2 %
KR % 3 3 4 3 13 0.96%
51 ¥ 5 5 6 7 23 1.70%
T e 6 4 8 12 30 2.22%
EY B 12 12 11 19 54 3.99%
T 20 16 18 22 76 5.61%
TERTE 3 4 2 2 11 0.81%
R 26 20 16 31 93 6.87%
ey 0.22%
TR 0.37%
i ¥ 14 14 13 22 63 4.65%
Koy % 3 4 4 6 17 1.26%
T3 149 181 178 236 744 54.95%
EH Y 18 19 16 23 76 5.61%
BUE 5 26 1.92%
Bk 11 0.81%
FEE N 7 7 7 7 28 2.07%
H 16 22 19 24 81 5.98%
2 294 320 309 431 1,354  100.00%

-
., Wy
R

21.71% 23.63% 22.82% 31.83% 100.00%

Z SRR A 4T

AFTY ¥ s Pearson 4p B Tk RIS S R 2 ApMARR 2 S % od & 3 Panel A
R SR T R AR A AT R T A iR F 9 Rs] (SECy) B 2 PR
(SIZEy) 2 Ap R Tadgcge® b > H gl Ap M fadicy 05 10T « 232 i
217 6 (PanelB) - 'z 7 = 7 RHC (SIZEy) & %3+ 2§ (LNFEE:) 2 4p b e > 1
oo @ RHC (SIZEy) 21 3 1% (SECy) #g ¢t » HARRdc2 Ap M fhficr ¥ & 05
SITE o bk s KTy i — kiRl p R ER 2 VIF & 473 ¥k VIF B¢ A4LE
10 387 & SIF £ AP APR R KT -

fARET SRR R 2§k FEE 2 NAUD, P p A iy » e i (LNFEE; 2 LNNAUD;)

PEES ET A FEC 2 P
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2 EFBF 2B
%2 HiAKLEpERFE
Panel A: & & ¥ ¢ 27 & a5 #1073 (N=4,335)
Tiafk REL B B . [k -3 pe BB
NS e AN o

BIGN;, 0.744 0.437 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
MISVit1 0.213 0.507 -1.862  -0.134 0.237 0.638 1.734
SIZE; 15.107 1.341 10.840 14.177 14959  15.824 20.541
INVREC; 0.295 0.188 0.000  0.153 0.268 0.399 0.956
QUICKj 55.872 274.358 0.001 0.948 1.930 63.520  16029.850
ROE; 0.011 0.771  -29.090  0.005 0.081 0.163 0.987
LOSS;; 0.342 0.474 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000
LEV; 0.367 0.175 0.013  0.233 0.356 0.478 0.991
GROWTH;,  20.965 1145823 -100.000  -0.263 -0.006 0.254  75191.609
ISSUE; 0.119 0.324 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
DIRSH; 6.493 11.850 0.005  0.134 0.241 9.900 78.850
VRj; 29.130 17.241 0.240 15540  26.430  40.350 97.740
CRy 23.807 17.062 0.000 10500  19.780  33.680 97.740
AC;, 0.013 0.113 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
SECj; 0.598 0.490 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Panel B: %3+ 2 % #-3] (N=1,354)
FEE; 3661513  5167.883 224.000 1970.000 2750.000 3900.000  82412.000
NAUD;, 962.126  2123.050 2,000  137.000  429.000 1000.000  40602.000
LNFEE; 14.873 0.590 12.319 14494 14827 15176 18.227
MISVi4 0.224 0.496 -1.318 -0.109 0257  0.635 1.443
SIZE; 15.393 1.384 10.840 14421 15298  16.139 20.174
INVREC;, 0.297 0.191 0.000 0.154 0.266  0.401 0.926
LEV; 0.376 0.170 0.020 0.249 0.368  0.485 0.934
QUICK; 1.746 4.697 0.006 0.718 1133  1.882 160.298
ROE; 0.069 0.259 -4.032 0.015 0.099  0.183 0.841
LOSS; 0.286 0.452 0.000 0.000 0.000  1.000 1.000
LNNAUD; 12.816 1.470 7601  11.828  12.969  13.816 17.519
VRj; 28.621 17.050 0560  15.060  25.615  39.830 92.030
CRy 22.878 16.583 0.000  10.010  18.960  31.840 90.420
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22 #AfkgERyE (3)

P _ . S Y ek EE .

T REL bl E e i
| & & > Hc &g )

AC; 0.023 0.150 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000

CPAT1; 4.987 3.510 1.000 2.000 4.000 7.000 20.000
CPAT2; 3.533 2.975 1.000 2.000 3.000 4.000 24.000

RE; 0.049 0.230 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 2.000
OP;; 0.185 0.388 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
GOy, 0.017 0.129 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
SEC;; 0.660 0.474 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
MILLS1;; 0.538 0.639 -0.907 0.776 0.843 0.886 0.994
MILLS2;; -0.018 0.714 -1.803 -0.800 0.278 0.453 1.128

PR CBIGN =R 2P E R AFBTEPE S L BRI 00 MISV=2 2 % -1
BEFERE - SIZE=2 7 Af EARTA (HF~~H ) B’~ﬂ X ¥ ¥ o INVREC;=1% | & Jls ik
FHRFAF o QUICK=# d b F » (R FA-3 F-F A7 7 -HundFA) R | # - ROE=
R EARP S fts = IR AR & o LOSS;= i 42 % ¥ - \Fﬁﬁfiiﬁﬁw‘if AEFRE L ERKGO
LEVi=# R4 % AT A - GROWTH=4 [l ig i & & » (Mw FEgp-nm e fEg)s e
I o ISSUEiFﬁEfEK@i‘aE’;‘ FATR > FHFARE 1 26 5 0-DIRSHEE #4500t 6] > # &
BRAFRE G E R "Kﬁi°VRn=ﬁiﬁ'J”)’i€\i W FE o CREFIR AL R FHA L
fe TR Al BRI RH CACER EF T AR EF R L FRIR 0 CPATL =% - g3 f iz
B o CPAT2i=% = ¢ fF iz - RECLE R 4§ £ F MBHLEL%HKE 10 FRK 5 0-OP=ri
REH FEEVFRFTALRG L FRIKG 0-GOEmBER  § &£ 7 F AL T S¥ARR
%31 FRRL0-SECEARSH 27 27 R A1 P F2P% 5 0 FEE=%3+ 2% (H it
A )oNAUDy=2t% 3+ 2 % (H 20 &) LNFEE;=% 3+ 2 § - p 2 $H# - LNNAUD; =213 3+ \‘“’B&g 2
i MILLSLi=i#1 33 2 P40 B 2 f A E 8 B AT - MILLS2i=4 4] ¢ 3472 p A E AT

A
T *“’Eﬁl’ép*" e % B T#ég??ﬂ” GRER SPGB UE RS
7oA FF 0 % winsorize T 1%chiEag E 0 1 E MR B S % i S T

LT
C)IESBEREVFEFRTLES
2ACHREPERGELSREREEVFERTLRFA1TRY > FHEEEN

o RS EE g A (BIGN) o EE R EF & (MISViy) R 8F
to b (%#=0.231>t8=4.146)  HEHp > T W ER LEE LHE F 27 7

S o BB P G R o MISViy Rl e (13 4=0.265 > t £=4.280) AT F L 1 (
1987 ¥ -k 2 ) ; iz % 12 Probit model - PF iz & 2 A % 5] 0 IR A % 2 MISVi e i (
#=-0.207 > t iﬁ--lSSZ)%i&p‘—? kit g2 e 3 O T EREHSTEREIT R
PAFT G ¥ FRAEE A 707 5% 5 12 Probit model i Frd) A ¥ w5 o e 1§ 2008 # 2 MISVM
ﬁ:mﬂﬂ:(ﬂﬁ: 4055t E=1.945) BEL L > A A% S L EF sk PR
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% 3 Pearson jp i 4 iicseL

Panel A: & & %92 ¢ 27 & a5 #rH03] (N=4,335)
BIGN; MISV,; SIZE; INVREC; QUICK; ROE; LOSS; LEV; GROWTH; ISSUE; DIRSH;  VR; CRy ACy SEC;
BIGN;, 1.000
MISVi.y 0.254™"  1.000
SIZE;; 0.071™" -0.004  1.000
INVREC;  -0.002 0.085™" -0.101™" 1.000
QUICK;  -0.002 0.022 -0.007 -0.069""  1.000
ROE; 0.029°  0.047" 0.53™ 0.040™" 0.018  1.000
LOSS;; -0.093™ -0.379™ -0.225"" -0.055"" -0.051"" -0.196"" 1.000
LEV;, -0.044™"  -0.0457" 0.098™" 0.393"" -0.127"" -0.244™" 0.225"" 1.000
GROWTH;; -0.024  -0.021 0019 -0.003 -0.003  0.003 -0.008  0.08  1.000
ISSUE;, -0.055™"  0.031™ -0.086™" 0.0477" 0.053™" -0.0977" 0.151"" 0.095"" 0.045™"  1.000
DIRSH;  -0.020 0.023  0.081™" -0.002 0.251™" 0.045™" -0.068™" 0.032™ 0.019 0.017 1.000
VRj; -0.016  -0.053™" -0.074™" -0.002 0.036" 0.000 -0.017 0.027°  0.009 -0.072""  0.199™" 1.000
CRy -0.043™ -0.064™ -0.130"" 0.031™ 0.033" -0.007 -0.011 0.053™" 0.014 -0.063""  0.089™" 0.857"" 1.000
AC;; -0.017 0.004 01117 -0.030" 0010 -0.017 -0.018  -0.002 0.002 0.002 0.041™ -0.044™" -0.046™" 1.000
SEC;, 0.027°  -0.068™" 0.533™ -0.107"" 0.019  0.065" -0.084"" -0.016 0.013 -0.103™  0.056™ 0.010 -0.014  0.010 1.000

LR a5as 2

Fkk

27 T s 1% ~ 5% 10%:0BE F K 0 R T .

hTa

o e
4 &m

Ladt g ad ot B A s S
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Panel B: %3+ 2 % #31 (N=1,354)
LNFEE; MISViy; SIZEx INVREC; LEVi QUICK; ROE;  LOSS; LNNAUD; VRy CRy ACyp CPATl, CPAT2; RE; OP;y GOy SECi MILLSL; MILLS2;
LNFEE;  1.000
MISVi;  0.087™"  1.000
SIZE; 0.675™"  0.039 1.000
INVREC; -0.181"" 0.100™" -0.107"" 1.000
LEV; 0.014  -0.061" 0.089"™" 0.448™" 1.000
QUICK; -0.101"" 0.034  -0.086™" -0.127"" -0.261"" 1.000
ROEj 0.081™ 0.272™ 0.209™ 0.083™ -0.264™" 0014  1.000
LOSS;  -0.136™" -0.394™" -0.190™" -0.062” 0.219™ -0.054" -0.380"" 1.000
LNNAUD;  0.449™ 0.192™" 0.380™" -0.088™" -0.042 -0.034  0.111"" -0.109™ 1.000
VRi; -0.145™ -0.043  -0.040  -0.055"  0.002 0.079™ 0.065" -0.057" -0.036 1.000
CRy -0.170™ -0.077" -0.120™" 0.006 0021  0.085™ 0049° -0.036 -0.094™" 0.819™" 1.000
ACit 0.224™ -0.021 0.161™" -0.035 -0.026 -0.011 -0.021  -0.009 0.046"  0.004 -0.002 1.000
CPATL;  0.000 -0.071"" 0.045. 0.017 -0.032 -0.020  0.046* -0.019  -0.054" -0.014  0.035 -0.046" 1.000
CPAT2;  0.103™ -0.046"  0.099™ -0.015  -0.038 0.010  0.029 -0.051" -0.000 0.004  0.005 0.004 0.090" 1.000
REt -0.028  -0.035 0.001  -0.006 0.080™" -0.014  -0.197"" 0.141™" -0.026 -0.052° -0.036 -0.011  0.002 -0.006  1.000
OP; -0.134™  0.054™ -0.208™ 0.110™ 0.039 -0.002 -0.064" 0.040 -0.074™" 0022 0.042 -0.022 -0.028 -0.063" -0.044 1.000
GOyt -0.020  -0.030  -0.098"" 0.010 0.236™" -0.021  -0.288™" 0.208"™ -0.009 -0.002 0019 -0.020 -0.052" -0.047" 0.170"" -0.063"  1.000
SECit 0.302"" -0.002 0.528™ -0.100™" -0.032 -0.012 0146 -0.123"" 0.181™ 0.063" 0.018 0.037 0.136™" 0.122"" -0.002  -0.201™" -0.014 1.000
MILLSL; 0005  -0.218™ -0.010  -0.038  -0.016 -0.065" -0.042 0.033  -0.097" 0.004 0015 0.074™ -0.006 0.006 0.001 -0.016 0.027 -0.008 1.000
MILLS2; 01907 0.063™  0.036 0.024 0.037 0.022 -0.023 -0.026 0.274™ 0017  0.004 0.009 -0.066" -0.034 -0.079"" 0.075" 0.023 0.045" -0.111"" 1.000
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ERRCS
(E)F# 2 - F R
A5 aRERERREFF R AL G LAt E AP o w R

BEB H(MISVi)E %352 7 (LINFEE) & 4 ¥ &+ 4p b (7% #=0.063 - t ©=2.033) >
THREFER 2P wzﬁﬁ%? DFRF O HER2OFH AR § 27 DM
BERGHEYRE o FEE LA FAYRELLRET Y P
BB PP EREFAS RSB RF B ERNPPABEIAL R VS 3
PARGZ e FEBE L T A EFERFF AP DG o 20 H
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FHBR 2 hRE > AT RGO P AT R RN change model i3> » 1255 it
AF 3 e 2 - 4% Heckman (1979)\ BB S - BER xqﬂmprob,t
i §F 0 MILLSL 2 MILLS2 - 225 = FER 2§35 2 3 & FL 1) (W (7)) Bl s
e 30 B3+ o &35 Giroud, Mueller, Stomper, and Westerkamp (2012) ¢+ rbﬁ,;fs_;\ ,
BE 2R L S % B/ change 78 0 2% @ Inverse Mills Ratio 12 level 78 » ¢ i
S (7)5MILLSL 8 MILLS2 » 22X # level ch= 58 @235 « #3545 357 » AMISVig
2t ALNFEE; & B 2 4 %7 2 % 1087 ¥ 2 40 M ( 7% 8c=0.061 > t £.=1.947) » ¢ 447
T 2B 2 R LE
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BIGN, = 3, + BMISV, , + B,SIZE, + ,INVREC, + 3,QUICK,
+ B.ROE, + 3,LOSS, + ,LEV, + B,GROWTH, + A3,ISSUE,

+ ﬁlO DIRSH it + ﬂllVRit + ﬂlZCRit + ﬁls ACit + ﬂl4SECit + git (5)
% TR R % R tiE

£ EETE 0.376 0.167 2.253"
MISViiy + 0.231 0.056 4.146™"
SIZE;, + 0.023 0.009 2.676"
INVREC; + -0.008 0.074 -0.108
QUICK; — 0.000 0.000 -0.554
ROE; + 0.040 0.031 1.270
LOSS; ? 0.044 0.034 1.301
LEV; ? -0.089 0.067 -1.338"
GROWTH; + 0.001 0.001 1.747
ISSUE;, + -0.078 0.018 -4.400""
DIRSH; — -0.001 0.001 -1.659"
VRy + 0.002 0.001 1.446
CRi; — -0.002 0.001 -1.919"
AC; + -0.092 0.039 -2.358"
SEC; 0.002 0.021 0.113
F(14, 4320) 29.117
Adj. R? 0.077
N 4,335

Lty Al 3 f AE R § 3 FF 2 % dic (MILLS2) -
2R MR EFRDE 20
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bR L 10% 0 AR 4 SPE S 10 BRSO Fu problt model & 7 iz 2+ o
207 Rt % BT MISVi, & SPE; % Tt 4p Bl ¥ i 5O % K& > F)pt 5 1y
AFEFEFEFVETIACEAPLN T LFR o
25 gy apHileeges
LNFEE, =17, +,MISV, , +7,SIZE, +1,INVREC, +7,LEV, +7,QUICK,
+1,ROE, +17,LOSS +71,LNNAUD, + VR, +7,,CR, +7,,AC,
+n,,CPATY, +n,,CPAT 2, +1,,RE;, +1,;0P, +1,,GO, +1,,SEC;,
+7,,MILLSL, +7,,MILLS2, + ¢, (6)
S TpE R % i L tie
[iaei] 10.549 0.189 55.929™"
MISVi.y + 0.063 0.031 2.0337
SIZE; + 0.237 0.016 15.016"
INVREC;, + -0.348 0.083 -4.1917
LEV; ? -0.083 0.103 -0.807
QUICK; - -0.033 0.008 -3.900""
ROE; ? -0.161 0.064 -2.498"
LOSS;; ? -0.053 0.028 -1.892"
LNNAUD;; ? 0.075 0.012 6.018""
VR + -0.005 0.001 -3.923™
CRy; — 0.002 0.001 1.560
AC;; + 0.271 0.072 3.793™
CPAT1, ? 0.001 0.004 0.145
CPAT2; ? 0.012 0.004 3.261"
RE; - -0.058 0.047 -1.225
OP; - -0.011 0.042 -0.271
GOy, + 0.159 0.036 4.423™
SEC; + -0.076 0.029 -2.636""
MILLS1; ? 0.027 0.022 1.243
MILLS2; ? 0.106 0.047 2.235"
F(19, 1334) 90.12"
Adj. R 0.572
N 1,354
Ll bisni 2
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%6 F3 2§ 3L 5 % -change model
ALNFEE, =7, + ,AMISV, _, +17,ASIZE, + 1,AINVREC, +17,ALEV, +7,AQUICK,,
+1,AROE;, +1,ALOSS + 7,ALNNAUD,, + 17,AVR, +17,,ACR;, + 17, AAC,,
+n,ACPATL, +1,ACPAT 2, +n,,ARE, +1,,AOP, +1,,AGO, + 17, MILLSL,

+7,,MILLS2, +&, (7)
¥ TR 5L % i EL tie

# I 0.041 0.001 27.828"
AMISViy + 0.061 0.031 1.947
ASIZE; + 0.136 0.065 2.086"
AINVREC; + -0.041 0.046 -0.879
ALEV; ? -0.209 0.081 2574
AQUICK; - -0.023 0.008 -2.758""
AROE; ? -0.122 0.087 -1.402
ALOSS; ? -0.009 0.022 -0.427
ALNNAUD; ? 0.001 0.004 0.287
AVR; + 0.001 0.004 0.163
ACRy — 0.001 0.003 0.233
AAC; + 0.015 0.077 0.194
ACPAT1;, ? -0.001 0.001 -1.598
ACPAT2; ? -0.001 0.002 -0.263
ARE;, + 0.010 0.010 1.065
AOP;; + -0.018 0.008 -2.250"
AGOy + -0.007 0.038 -0.197
MILLSL; ? 0.004 0.021 0.185
MILLS2; ? 0.005 0.004 1.221
F(18, 642) 2257

R? 0.039

N 661

1%8ET s P AINFEE=3%3 2 32 Al ddice AMISVi =2 @ 5 1 BB F R EF % d
Boo ASIZE=2 PRKRS > ERRTA (MHFA5LH ) B AHHch® b #ic - AINVREC=% f 2
Te etk & WA v S engbide o ALEVi=# RS ' VAT A %8 dc o AQUICK; =i #4v 5
oo (R FA-F F-TERF P -R W E FA) R | F b oo AROE =R ¥ 5 %6 8 (fn
BEAIPLAER )R d e ALOSS=l 47 2@ H 2 AR EEfli f o a2 adpEEf 52 504
TP ERFEENIf IS ERTREENIL O AP R ERFEEN I A B R L
flar -1 2727 P E2RFEE LD A 2R R FEJ 5 § o ALNNAUD=2L% 32 2 3 B p &
g d e e AVREIZAPE L 2 M i d % dodfic e ACRi=42 41 A 2 B2 F A i 4 b ¥7
Pl BRI ORE e AACEL AT F ERZFV ARG A EAKRZF 0 AT
ERZFFARAEI A ENR FAFEARZFPAR I I ET AR Y I LAFFEAREF
FARE L EX 2 F o ACPATL =% - = ¢ 3HfF T b e o ACPAT2=% = 1= § 3Hf7 T ) ch@ b
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27 BAFRREVFERTLEFES
%K TpE R % H Ly z &
£ FEIE -2.460 0.581 -4.230™"
MISVit.1 + 0.293 0.116 2.538™
SIZE;; + 0.148 0.033 4.4557"
INVREC; + -0.272 0.261 -1.044
QUICKj — 0.000 0.000 -0.057
ROE; + 0.793 0.261 3.040™
LOSS;; ? 0.167 0.087 1.910°
LEVi ? -0.202 0.252 -0.798
GROWTH;; + 0.001 0.002 0.344
ISSUE;; + 0.098 0.115 0.851
DIRSH;; — 0.001 0.003 0.224
VR;; + 0.002 0.004 0.587
CRit — 0.001 0.004 0.337
ACi + 0.377 0.299 1.259
SEC; + 0.023 0.093 0.250
Year Included
industry Included
2%(33) 771.55™
Pseudo R? 0.3017
N 4,335
1%&53 xiﬁzo
2. > ﬁ/\J % 1% ~ 5% 10%:78 % K 2% -
L~ B
RIFREREZ2PERODF - g B EHHEL 27 H RS
I & R fRA-2 3 o Jensen (2004, 2005)4% 41 fE F W BB LA j\%m;i_ s T P
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