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Auditor Changes, Ultimately
Family-controlled Shareholders and the
Timeliness of Financial Report

Hung-Shu Fan™ Ching-Lung Chen”™

Abstract: The timeliness of financial report is of interests for the regulator
and participants of capital market. Based on the perspective of financial
statements production period, this study redefines the financial report lag
as from the end of fiscal year to the supervisor report day to capture the
financial report timeliness more accuracy and examines the impacts of
auditor, changes and corporate governance variable proxied by the
ultimately family-controlled shareholders on financial report lag. As
expected, the empirical results show that both the dummy variable for
auditor changes and the dummy variable for family-controlled firms are
significantly positive-associated with the financial report lag. This study
therefore concludes that t ig{ grpoFatlon of ‘“‘auditor change” variable

and ultlmately y €O trol}e/ shareholders” variable can greatly

enrich and sﬁpp erﬁe h@mplr\cal cial report lag.
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-

Rm o it * s dF 4 (pooled data) 1FR F#A 4T
?E*%ﬂ‘@ﬁi&’ﬁgiJ% BAPETR NP P

f;?"_??]f’a— N F 7 e LR PFREE G OARRE ML ) AR Y i
L

B lance structured data ) % p] Fé PR CRER - - =Tt SN
=g an (1978) 2|44 & 2 2 (TR 2|5 BLRIE) ik i

\ LB F Sk (leed effects ) #-5% &2 Rg 8%
(Rand SR AP R R AR s T

502 Vo TR T o Ak 218 B
ER T BLRITE & 5 269 145G hd B

TR A2 hode 1 57 % IR o
R AR TR = e e ST

2 e , LR S ki AP GR I X R Y
» 7 rs ; B A 141.67%)
7] Wang ' T
FEAES s #
Au A i3F A pE
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89-91 & 1 = P M4k A dc 1,753

b ﬁﬁﬁﬁ-ﬁ#ﬁﬂ&ﬁi(ﬁ 5 28) 155
EOBEPE - EERATHA 12
AL S ARt s R B R 43

VR R K 1,543
A s PRI A 315
AR s i s de 2 B 7 2 P orip ik A 223
F7r b B HE R A 1,005

B Rk AR (¢ BPERH1E 7 5 A S HER A0 1,320

a:1@¢&ufﬂ§ﬁﬁ\ﬂv&u%ﬂ*ﬁ %A AZIE 20% © 5 B RIE A
Pedp & P 2 BRI 5 B A A IR HFRATE 20% 5 3 ARIEA HTL 2P i
F13 £ tadp 2 ”Lﬁx.ﬁ{»‘:}g‘;#d—‘,‘;}‘ 2P R AT PRAZIE 20% 5 R FORHE I
thdp 2 ?1 BEAIE S TR M D 5 RATE 20% -

%2 HRABE/ERL A

89 & 90 # 9] &=
7 6 5

™
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11 -k ik

12 8 % 19 17 21
13 %3 14 15
14 & 44 48
15 % ’Eﬁ 27 28

16 3 B2 &
17 fb§
18 B3
19 i A

11 1

22 &
23,2430 7 + l“l%i
2514} 3 i

26 4niF % 17
VREEE 10
29F 5T § 21
98,99 # a‘ 23 23 24 70

52t 385 451 484 1320
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AP 2ZEZRHMBFELOGETL 27V B8 At am PR
PR AF UL 2L p A EPERRERD &R
¢ 3% Bt F35 7272 (structural audit approach) % - 48 £ P
Bz B FIAREFRALBAPM &Y 2 e &> 7™ @2 7]~ 4
%&ﬂd@wm&fwmQ%D LR TR B OB ELROT R
HHEFFPFRE RS A A2 RAR TR 2 223 R
ﬁ*“%b*@’+ﬁ@ﬂﬂéﬁww‘7W“$ufﬂ%&?4°&¢’
AATE RIED A PROTEE N R A TR £ 2 G PRI R e B
AR HFFE LR G EREFFANAD g ERAL
TEAE BV E MR AP AAE T ETEE
PEERE VEE S
FERFED 2 FHEEBIR 0 AT L E DT A B
FRL= 3, + 8, x DAC + f3, x FC + f3, x SIZE + 3, x DAl + j3, x DNAL
+ S x PB + £, x DQO + S, x BIG5 + S, x SHARES + ¢
FHP
FRL (Financial ReportLag) : dp g3 # A& p FE R4 F 4L S
2. Heo
DAC (Dummy for Audi AP EHEE VA B DR RR
3 31’£”§0°wfﬁ%&%ﬁb
B e JEAET) o e § 3
fe s '515}#.@%@%%—# P AR &
?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%&%%
"—‘-EFF BARS

O e e

FC (Dummy for Family-Controlled Company) : ®2&# 414 & = @ e
B BB RERAIAAE S 1R B 5 0 ALY 3

A P I g B AR OR T RN A A gdﬁ
LREE LR EL R Sk Rt a@wa%a@wmn%’f_ﬁﬁ

FHBOTAY ZEBIRREFEFREBDLLDRT] ) T AP AEF B
AR BN ORIE  REHEEF B AR B DTIOR % TR iﬁ;\ﬁg; B
i F s 4 o



g?é*ﬂﬁa‘ﬁ‘ﬁ_&&?\*’xf’ﬁwa\n
B PATRAR A o T P2 $F 3

ERSEEAIL L D P g FRE MR A R
Tt Crle B LR s 5L e

SIZE (Client Size) : = @ A ¥ Hc 5 F3- L » W T AP Rt
T ),%%;T:r PRI AR L O G ER  T & P Fr e
f & % (Ashton etal., 1987 ; Dyer & McHugh, 1975 ; Ashton et al.,
1989; Bamber et al., 1993 ; Schwartz & Soo, 1996 ; Knechel & Payne,
2001 ) wAF 3 4 FE G FHEOPF S o

DAI (Dummy for Abnormal Items) : 4734 % ¢ 5 & 2L 4 78 P 2 B %
Beo 2LF IR o B ENMPEE ~AFVEEZ é“lb‘?ﬂ i fa

P o Py FAFE ARV HD HR5 1 2@

% 0°Ashton et al. (1989) ~Bamber et al. (1993) ¥ Schwartz & Soo
(1996) =dg =@ FERFANAD F > F HFREDFIHL
FREE AL AT 2y i EI P4 G338 & K- R P PR
LRERE O R EHFULMIAR AR E L > W e
TP FEE LD

DNAL (Dummy for NetAnnual Loss) @ 2 @ 4 # &% 4 ¥ 5404 mik
Ko SEFEARNE AR EQ L RS H S

00%%4 EBEHS RS T ARG L gﬂév&waﬁ

BT AR EEg ca e A > MBFLALRYES

X AR R SEE AR § AR B LD

TR i m%%?#v Fpo AELIEHY AR

w2 ﬂ#;g gv ;B-é A% # s g 4 (Ashton

et al ;1\98’9 B er et 996; Henderson &

Kapl X
PB (Probabi v ; } Bamber et
al. (1993) - derson & Kaplan (2000)

2 B B Zmijewski (1984) 2z g & FERIHCZY > - Jp #cip B Ak

° Zmijewski (1984) 2 pt & FERIHS 5 ¢
AFC (Nonfailure) =-4.336 -4.513 (ROA) +5.679 (FINL) +0.004 (LIQ)
AFC =an estimate of Zmijewski’s financial condition index
ROA=F A5 (EfIF AT A)
FINL=p47:4f & (. {uﬁ i# f MEFA)
LIQ =gnde it F (e Fﬁ‘jf”/‘f”ﬁlﬁ)
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FHEROTHAZ T FIBLAT R R g3 DAPR G
AR AF TIPSR EOREEER S
DQO (Dummy for a Qualified Opinion) : ¢ {7 & +2 & L 3] i s 3 %
BoBRERSTFERZAPRALGHERAFTLLERS 0
A N RV S Mg~ \ﬁxﬁ—?gﬂ,\xﬁ'—g’&ﬂ,‘
ﬁm%pbilwﬁbi’ﬁa1°-~%$%%?mﬁﬁ%i
NFETRD S RREFREFARERRT LA A
P S T PR - £ (Bamber et al., 1993 5 Schwartz
&Soo, 1996) AT RO GBS B
BIGS5 (Dummy for Audit Quality) : 1z & 3-fF F 539723 800F 2 $ 3 & 1
FRREDRER R AL BT S PR AT 4
PR RAS DT < g R g B R X B
S REE NG GRS d BT A PSS
200X g AN ERA PR E
iR HH N RERE G P TER
€ "‘EFFij}"Lrp /Eliij‘ H %F LR ﬁars )y L

-pi‘l:
AS
N

Yo Tml Ry

R - S U

lﬁ\ﬂ

BT €3 BB 2 RORITH O P HMAAR A O G ER R R
AW R RAGE S R o ek 397 o d A 3T o MHEL 2
PREADTIDENI X > T EFERB L P IEEFAFPRELT
P2Tofcs 8 L L 20% B BURA FIRT



EEF RS~ BB REELFIEAL 19
B pATRAR 4 o (F otz $F 3

4 BHRASTHTHBFLFRZLIZNELI IS ZRT2ZHT (FS
FERTFHEFEERL IR B AL e MY F
(EPAFEEI 531 p ) 5S¢4 FAPER T EUBE T
BAKZ ERMIBAFEL) AT RTFI RS RS AR TR F
TRLERTRA-HEPT M ?]d\p,t,_yﬁq%gta b 45 g 2t
FReng AR 0 = %‘t-u#“,f R L RFREF DR AT B
‘%Eﬁ%@iﬁ%«ﬁ@“?g%%*? 152 % (#E$*?5 531 pts) ek A o ANAT
BEAITFACRRE - 3 FERTEBE ¢ R A RS DR RY
Bt o RAY 97 SN %TRBEAFT LT HTF A €3 FE TR
B0 ATI%IRBE LTI FFLT - BEBEEB AL
°F 23.86%ELE R & fhdd FOEATIR AR HI R B G0 93 3.48%
EV? B et ¥ AP FE R A Y EEIEREENE 38.79% >

U

2

£ 51. LR B P AR R BT R L 0 & 81.36% TR %
wI ok BT R c AT B B R T5E L -1.9934 >
LGRS L 3aE 5 9.4896 o

BBsat s (N=1320)

¥ - ) = A
. ey BCE

FRL 101 115 200
DAFC 0 0 1
DAIC 0 0 1
FC 0 0 1
SIZE 1 110920 13, 39 16.1630 19.7291
DAI ~ 0 1
DANL 1 1
PB ﬁ\() 8056
DQO 1
BIGS 1 1
SHARES 8.5885  9.5184  10.3549  13.5494
ffs %{;ﬁ; |22

FRL : g *&Jiéﬂa¢g,w%+’*éﬁ*‘*ﬂ e

DAFC: 2P §# 7 FE B R B2 n i ¥E-FERF §7FEBEHL 1
f' ; 0-

DAIC: 2P § ¢+ F R AR T2 ¥k - F AR €3 FBAEFL 1,20
ﬁ«0°

FC: 3R G = 7 Shm e o TE{H 27 F 5 10 3 5 bd ¥ pilEas
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%3 APM FEsar it (N=1320)

SIZE: 2P RHr- 2 §FFPRTAZp Rt
PIRA ;’

DAL 22 ¥ F E 7 P chm B E o FEARNEANRGEAVFEAD F5 1o
B 500
DNAL: § & & % 2 VEBH R R E 22 RN L Hg 5 1
Hu 200
PB: #* Zmijewski (1984) 2 BL A FFRIH N+ E EHF PR AZ TG iE -
DQO CHFVRLALTRREE - SPFERLAPL AL ARFRFETF S 1
/V ,‘.’ 0 °
BIGS * g;*wiﬁb'“r%?é}‘ﬁ'fﬁv@ﬁ%ﬁto dRT AP EERTEEE S LA
w50
SHARES : €3 F g Kas & o 5 F3 2 7 et d A P f 2o
24 RE2ZAPM GEL AT
FRL DAFC DAIC FC SIZE DAI DNAL PB DQO BIG5 SHARES
FRL 0.122* 0.071* 0.074* 0.048° 0.062° 0.245" 0.197° 0.122° -0.078"  0.110°
DAFC 0.312° 0.012 0.016 -0.010 0.099" 0.124* 0.052 -0.049  0.312°
DAIC 0.016 0.024 -0.004 0.083" 0.092° 0.006 0.036  0.020
FC 0.016 -0.217* 0.010 -0.074" -0.083" -0.089* -0.015  -0.276"
SIZE 0.030 -0.228° 0.074* 0.096" 0.168" 0.211" 0.074"  0.781°
DAI .004 0.010 0.080° 0.069° 0.045 0.061° 0.017 0.083°
DNAL 0.123*  0.069° 0.427° 0.154* -0.050 0.270°
PB 0.218" 0.061* 0.411° 0.191* -0.085* 0.162°
DQO 0.061° 0.154" 0.176" 0.025 0.264"
BIGS 0.017 -0.050 -0.086" 0.025 0.014
SHARES 0.085" 0.028" 0.168" 0.262" 0.012

Bo-EERT EFFFRBAD S

1> 2500

LR B ARG 1o H 500
127 5 ad Bt

B: g ZmljeWSkl (1984) 2 LA TERI NV E BB CPBAZ TR E
DQO'$) TRAA R R R ST AR Ef*iﬂaﬁ?kf%%ﬁﬁi‘ﬁél’
i 0°
BIGS g; PRy OnsEd -d 97 * §FERTEEYE S 1
Hi L 00
SHARES: § 3* Fi 3 K% & » ,a%;“? 'ﬁvﬁrﬁ«ué\&ﬁtﬁéﬂ‘%ﬁt
2.4 P E2 1’7\; Pearson 4p Bf ##cA 7 > 2T L IR i{» & Spearman 4p i

[5E A Sl

3. '—aJ l)"%c A)E’-’”&P‘K ]\Z% er IL‘%\ %W’J&F‘—%‘J\ﬁ rCJ x*%ilo%m%;‘

FoRo -
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\’f‘-’r o €3TFF R B0 TR A A A
ek SETEEA o0 £ SR Ag
Eﬁiﬁ““rﬂﬁv"k’g’LFﬁ" ‘ﬂﬁ% B efes B 0 32 D] 1%t
PR EFOREe v by 2 p FHEVIFE (@it d A7) 4')"‘% 7R
Wo(SIZE) 1 ¢+ F g %5 & (SHARES) $#h VIF €53 2%
2t Rl VIF @400 14> @ 2 P 08 ¢ 7 Fa g 15
B %8 VIF B8 78 # 3 » 7] Neter, Wasserman, & Kutner (1989) % 5
VIF B4 10 pF 4 € I E ¥ chs MR 30 Pl 27 3 F #8039
PR RET ERA G RA XD RE £ R SPE

252 FRBEHT G RBHMBFA TR
Foa o b EFTROREY > g ERTR P2 B E 958
(t=277) > P55 E > 2 E 3] %Az " BFE kR 7 arg P irE it
R BEMPE R G E AR T R F AN A g3
if@f*iﬁéﬂ*’?ﬁﬁﬁ%)rwfﬁﬁ* FATIEEE 9.6 % 22
g&ﬁiﬁwmﬁﬁﬁ SRS NN R SEIE A o - EARTE S

RN NS SRk SR EEE I SN S
A2 ¥ ¢ et §F e 2.12 (51.74)
™ i W'I%’\-ﬂf'ﬁ'??dﬁ#?%:’\'wﬂg
R g P PARRAR & R T
Tiag B8 o & AT
i b PR
s 2
ERLER I A« FOEFE A
VAFE T E U P BT BN OB TR FERR L LA
A0 b SRS Gl 1S RDE 2.87%2 3.03% 0 MR A S A L b E s u by
UM A Y W RBPT o UM T AL B 5 AAEAHA IR L PpE R

AT o
“i@f%%éﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ??ﬂ%ﬁ@&ﬁ%Kﬂ%&ﬁ“#%’ﬁﬁﬁ“@
BB RS T o RIS 3 A 1S REA B[ L 9.36%(F=20.47)£ 8.89%(F=19.38)-
"2 AF7 7 1995 Hausman (1978) etk Bl % » %4 24k A BLIB] B4R ¥ WEM TR K 20
f*ﬁ&WWM%*Wax%mxa’mﬁﬁﬁm%%ﬁw@ﬁ*%%ﬁ%a
ToomERARTFHEIE FELEETF -
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B R EM B AOER LS e o A 3R A RS
$PATRR & Pt 2 PR T G R ART R B o Tl 0 AT Y 2
T ER—EE R R o

PRI A S F R B G 0 AL E TR
R Y 0 kM ORI L S P RS hE T
SR g EE R A BB A BHCA Y oA w5 5.25 (1=4.37)
1528 (t=4.42) % E 7| 1%t B E K > 850G Ah X R
FIPERA P PEPADRRAFRELEEFIAIM - B ZEHF 0
S 5% F L_&akifﬁ'“”g\’ DR R ES BR
doenthlics W A 8.01 (t=5.59) ¥ 8.12 (t=5.67) 7 ¥ E T 1% 5
oKW o LERETE NP RIES B A LT 20% 17 FF o B4 TRER
PR ELTOERT 3 ARSI L L S2FUER G 5~8% > F
*ﬁi‘&ﬁ*%ﬁiﬁoﬁéi’ﬁ¢&ﬁﬁﬁfﬂ”i*?“’
FlRFE AR K S I T F R B FlEeg 5 T E
EREDBB TR E K 4o - BRHBRDEREE 0 T
PR FAE R PATRAR R o PR o

IR E S B P AT L RS E TR kR 2P R
BpAFEIR A O G P B o ey AL AE EORE ¥ o

IR FAE P RS s B RE o sk
R 2ok IR 4T o HRRAE2 P TR
402 ; B R D GERE
ER ¥ EASI Om R i
1P

ﬁéawéwwa

—'-%h"i—@

) ; '-‘)'é—b‘#Fﬂ vl AT RE
ZFVRE FVFRIF ﬁ¢ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁiﬁ%#’ﬂ g@¥ﬁ
EMIBELOGEREL o Vo TR ST MHIRIRL AT
Rl i fF A B G 1.92 (53.30)22 2.00 (t=3.42) 0 % i 1%kt
ME R R pedhite- Ko Ma AT L MIBRiRgL 0§17

L o

%1?ﬁ$%jﬁ,

BhFTT 02 Sengupta (2004)hiEiE o 1 E T or 180 P ARBIAE & e LRI
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25 g3 PR -F ARSI TEHHMBELIGEREL2PE

FRL = 3, + 8, x DAC + 8, x FC + 3, x SIZE + 3, x DAl + j3, x DNAL + 3, x PB + 3, x DQO
+ B, x BIG5 + 3, x SHARES + &

&3 E AT R B Y i R o
R (FRL) (FRL)
T i #c i 8 i #c i #c
(tiE) (tiE) (tiE) (tiE)

99.31° 94.73" 99.46° 94.79°
(11.48) (9.57) . (9.58)
. 6.88" . 0.89

$1] 48 e
v
fo®
DNA]IA . j/-{-’t ‘,&éf—':— 5 7~ ] rey é 5 =R TR > X SR N {é &"ﬁ ;\%
:}%”’* Zmijewski (1984)2. LA FE RN E EE OB AL RE -
DOO: 4 18 %418 A A P 5 R PR ARERETHS D
His .; 0-
BIGS : g’lﬁﬁiiz~~w%’lf Feohm#E gt d %7 * TR TEEE S 1o
Hi 4 00

SHARES: § 3+ F3 7 R & o 5 3% 2 ok d A P p R ¥dc o
2.1 ﬁ;ﬁ"*ﬁﬁa#ﬁ%‘m st e
3.0 Tay RAE L %AREF R (b R 2E S%DRE R Toy 4 E 10 %:m
FoRE -
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NHFAREATHELEFL 0 EFFLRAPOEE 0 U RMARA
SHEEEL e bFFALAULD G 0w FAEA U5 2.65(1=2.48)
g1 2.78(t=2.60) » & £ ¥ \w@ LR ERT AL HEFELY
MR LR L o bF ST dl Rk o > 2 jF ks B 5
-2.76(t=-2.15)£2 -3.03(t=-2.30) > X&ET aFdmIT X EEFERTER
P i0 € e aRaR A PR T A K 3 X 04t % & Ashton et al.(1989)
R \p’ip%—ﬂ P TR BER A FE AT A S FIRRE S o Fihox
FEREF L EFRELMBELOGERETL c I EFTFTAT R
ﬁ&%&’gﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁlﬂwﬂ%w*MMme AL A
@:A\¢  BEEFAM L AR A SRR T AL 0 L 2 % 27 Sengupta (2004)
&%7, - %R o l?];\.,;]? AT B2 ;},\?\_&z .4;1:#, [)F3 A;};\?\Jx(iﬁvw—r?ﬁ 5T
ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁ’@4%?jW@%%im%F$ﬁ FFEEERA BT
Wenw B il ¥ FREPE 3 FTaanic 23 13 *“Eﬂf)i'l“*m
TR ABAR S W F AARBAKT ié\¢ s Fp s LA
EREART R EARE AT H O “1‘##5?& Ml gt iR AR 2t
2 MRS ENA AR 0 ﬁﬁ'hri—}ﬁ'ﬂ 3% i B ER R
P AR E TR R TR AR A
By BRTEEREDLEFE A S
?f%mﬁ—bifﬁ— Roemv EWfh
R EA 0 2 g R AT R
F B TIERFIR A

ﬁrﬂff—%

cE AL EZ R T
L k= %H% WA PEREL B 152 % 2 4 P A B g o 0F
WARGE B R R4 6 RPE T YR AR o BEER
g R d 2 kf,fﬁ.«gw\wj; 5.11 (t=2.07) ¥ 1.60 (t=1.36) > &7
EFFEBRTREERET ERETMBHFLOGFER L > g3 FF B4

AR P R LEFARABT A HRT A Rd BT g AR
,%&gﬁ%%ﬁﬂ¥vﬁﬂ—ﬂmﬁﬁti
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oo @ Ty g B RIRITA T SRR B2 Thlic o RIA M S 5.45 (54.58)
2546 (=4.61) > R 2D EFEE R 2 2- R B RS
FEETH O REAATHELETR  FPETREORLR G AR
m o BRSO -

B afRdd g 223 BRERIEFA S ST L 5 RS 4T

BHEMGHMAREL 2 GRT T LB IR > B ERY AR

B F NP A 0 FIT Al B A N ROES LA Sh s
PRSP T P > ALV RS R ES fh
BEFP mé"*'# TR 2o A2 PRI T AR B IEIDL L H MR £
SHRERELZ BT TR 5 AR SRR A 1,005 &

ﬁﬂwﬁm%ﬁi&ﬁLn&kﬁwipiwﬁﬁWiﬁfMﬂ.
FBHHRE R0 R MBS R SRR A KRR B R 2 P
21 MG ARSI 275 00 REEEE ERNA 6 L T
AEAPLRA] Win o d A 6B ELET R B2 kA Y] 5
11.57 (1=2.85) £2.3.29 (t=2.67) > ¢ & 3| 1%t &g L > @15 it

SR o @ BRREFILL L OREAIZ AR m#’"#]il‘l. i
Sz falc BA WL 0.7 (:=049) £2 0.64 (t=045)> ¥ AZ 7%
R FORE S SLEY RIS N ﬁ”ﬁﬁﬁmkﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
P I XA R FREEE B LI
T ip A BRI E TS 2 8
g 7

2
g AL R A Lt 2 P
oA

w‘;ﬁ - AR

¢, : ; e to book
value of equlty, MB 8 77 LR % *gt( +ipM A E

IND) ~ =& b 38 & 248 41 mﬁﬁﬁ%"*ﬁ 9.1t & (percentage of

”ip*%”ﬁﬁxméﬂﬁfé PIHFAIERATE L T ER - AR 2

mﬁ—\ﬂﬁﬁaﬁ#\ﬂ&» 20%r2 ¥ K 5 (2)H - &P kst H g
ﬁ% & 50%0 bz o P gE L i »ﬂunim%o
“ﬁp*&uﬁ;%g&ﬁiﬁﬂﬂwﬂi THex g f)iFs g w e i+
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common shares held by financial institutions, INST) ~ £ #7 £ # 7 4 7
Z feL L 3F & ¥ (total number of shares traded over the ﬁscal year
divided by total shares outstanding at fiscal year end, TURN) ° 4t » jt o
B 2F A % iRl ‘&Hr%« 6 I8 i P R W Ti”’“rfr.
Foo §3EF R B2 iw fF A W20, 65(t=2.78)¥ 2.12(t=1.73) » » %
F P 1% 10%eh5eit kg % Ju% B R E ARG E oA 3 L_ﬁa&‘
FELAIA L Pm R R L Gl Pl A Y G 517(=433) &
5.22(t=4.39) » ¢ & 3] 1%L & % K % - Sengupta (2004) e 4
Flg e b i P AE IR E RS > B R e el 4] ¥ i
fpﬁ‘f,’?ﬂiﬂ‘l ANBEFOLR o F|P > F_F 4~ Sengupta (2004) =i
BT APBAFT R HEESE -
B 18 0 A FT T #-Sengupta (2004) thw By 4] # B & B RF

WPl PR S drd 6 bt S BIP L HTR AR o d % 6 KA
igf S A B2 i 6.72(122.06) 0 i | 5%

C g B A BB 2 ﬁﬁ%ﬁm&ﬁ“*@:a

0.85(t ek iF 3% *J-&E—g R o @ P&
B EEEF R R B 2 &
5B 8.07(t=5.62)2* 8.18(t=5 %
it R Sk R °
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46 EPFAE G ARSI TEHMBRL X GER T L2 P

FRL = S, + B, x DAC + f3, x FC + 3, x SIZE + j3, x DAl + 3, x DNAL + 3, x PB + f3, x DQO
+ B, xBIG5+ B, x SHARES + ¢

FRL = 3, + 3, x DAC + 3, x FC + B3, x SIZE + f3, x DAl + 3, x DNAL + S, x PB + 3, x DQO
+ B, xBIG5+ B, x SHARES + 8, x MB + f3,, x IND + 3, x INST + f3,, xTURN + &

b Py o LT A
BRG A oappp  CETRE e
Tirt g7 T G7F T GPF T §PE
5% 2 2 2 2 2 2 H 2 H 2

Y Y Y A Y L
()  (E)  (tB) (@R (B (E) (8 (i)

# e 9939 9933 11020a 110.19° 9426° 9450 87.58% 87.38°
(©) (1168) (11.73) (1247) (12.58) (10.07) (10.15)  (8.11)  (8.09)
g B & 511 160 1157 329 9.65°  2.12°  672° 085
(DAC) (.07)  (136) (285 (2.67) (278) (1.73) (2.06)  (0.69)
TR 5450 546° 070 064  517°  522° 807" 8.8

(458) (4.61) (0.49) (045 (433) (439 (5.62) (5.70)
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