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The Effect of Environmental Performance on
Environmental Disclosure and Economic
Performance

Dauw Song Zhu™ Cheng Tsung Lu™
Chen Huan Hong™~  Xiu Ping Yang™

Abstract: The economy’s trend will transform the non-environmental
management in the 20th century of capitalism into the new era of
sustainable development economic structure. Specifically, enterprises will
undertake more social responsibility in the issue of environment
management. The purpose of this study is to investigate the relationship
among environmental performance, environmental disclosure and
economic performance. We use Factory Pollution Prevention in 2000
investigated by EPA (Environmental Protection Administration), as the
measure index for environment performance. The extent of environmental
disclosure is measured by the magnitude of accounting information
disclosed by the annual reports. Tobin Q and economic value added (EVA),
on the other hand, are used to proxy for economic performance. Firms
listed in the Taiwan Stock Exchange Corporation (TSEC) and the GreTai
Securities Market (GTSM) are identified to obtain complete environmental
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information from the EPA report. Relevant financial data pertaining to this
study are gathered from Taiwan Economic Journal (TEJ) database and
Market Observation Post System (MOPS). The conclusions of our study
are as follow: (1) the environmental performance has positive effect on the
environmental disclosure, implying that the enterprises with better
environmental performance will also have higher degree of environmental
disclosure; (2) the result also shows that there is no direct association
between the environmental performance and Tobin Q or EVA, suggesting
that there is not a direct relationship between environmental performance
and economic performance; and (3) the environmental performance has
indirect effect on the economic performance (Tobin Q) through the
environmental disclosure with full mediation effect.

Keywords: environmental performance, environmental disclosure, Tobin Q,
economic value-added (EVA), environment accounting
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Frazier (1980) 4 % - % EZ G2 R BB MBI 277  H i@
* CEP e A3 N » ¥ up R /»\ﬁ,z ( content analysis method ) =&
40 Fb ¥ 51970 £ 3 1974 & nE4RF M RR %%nv4hpfﬁﬁ
I%i’tg NBPFALAIe A5 (1) 2EHLAY MBS L
5@ BN EL SR AR ARL AHPHRRETN3) P
2P EEFHMEBERAE BB REO2 SR 4) A '*’I%-P‘
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BIBAE >N  RBELELIPERY »ZOFPERT HER

@ FRE ST (RE Am%aﬁm@ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ&>1¢a,ﬁu
P A PERAFEEAS > NITL S - BB RRZ RS N .
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SELEE

4o it o A< 2 & Jaggi and Freedman (1992) ~ Morris (1997) -
Al-Tuwaijri etal. (2004) 2 L 3% 5 AN 2 agm i if B st g 34 ap iy
Fdgdh ot o W & dET BARPIN d o d S E S iE %tb o SRALRE
AT K ﬁW'“é“ﬁﬂ%% SEFFEE o KA
FEREFET T FG ED ) T E k?izﬁ Ap MEASTA R B

('economic value added, EVA)L;fE? DFDHR E R T PR AR gl
Blted W EVAGRER Y EUAAAFPFEED ﬁ%él BE &
A BRI R EBRE IR Y BT A auP

FIRFEEEL > AR T R AR T Al P Rk i%l%’ = mizﬁl ’
# EVA #7328 2 2 5% [ phiT f;t:ﬁi j? % H-1 12 (Biddle, Bowen, and
Wallace, 1997 ) - 4p >+ i@ 58 € 3+ #ﬂ T b AR TIE Fla o

SEIFHRFEM kA2 W% EVA Fa TR AN ok Mand iR

— o EVA z 2t a5\ 4o

EVAS (FAEMS —F 4+ 45) x B r F

pheb s g g ¢ dak-Tobin Q 1R AR E £ F AN v £ & 4
1% (King and Lenox, 2001; Konar and Cohen, 2001 ) » # & < & 3 12 jL
Y B2 ARG Y - B FE AN 2 & IRehdp iR2 - » Tobin Q RN
PREONMAEFEEUTAE ﬁﬁﬂﬁ’ﬂi%%fﬁgjﬂ% B e
éiﬂl%bkf#?r“aﬂ“ﬁl%?‘" feor FAE 1%1@11&%}*{%@‘ x A~ %
HER .;%é A HEHFTALE &AL Bfro ST AriE
xpzﬁﬁ %?ﬂﬁiﬁmii\@%mé SR AR e g R
FraE TR k3 E TobinQ 2 EVA

2 LWL T g RAIE S P G Eend e o Sternand Stewart F AER 2 P 2K Y
EVARF » B#-OF BREP AR FTAY > TP RP TR RS ew £
i$ 7% ¢ 3 #7118 (net operating profit after taxes, NOPAT ) » J ] f >t izt 3g 1 2 2
AT RE LR ARG PR S R P IR E A o AR D
AR =¥ %3 5;35?@;}35;'# o E LS L FE A s R AR AT 4R A ~
FrF Ao @ & Hp efat #riF ;fmj%ﬂégﬂv NOPAT ; #-%iE 1 ;E#ku$%~ A2t
:t&@fs‘-ﬁ:&r’ﬂéﬁn#w,f* NOPAT 2 # » ¥ r@;“”’“?ﬁ B - EFAY de
oKW ESR A ER Y FORERR Y FA AR R0 20
#m % A % (Biddle et al., 1997; Garvey and Milbourn, 2000) -
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(z )4 % &

IR Z T WL FZHBRREHBAARE B
FrEkaid  *AF7ELE ’,%‘:—*ﬁa’fs‘— ( Patten, 1991; Fekrat et al., 1996;
Hackston and Milne, 1996; Patten, 2002 ) ~ #2 # ¥ 47 %] (Patten, 2002;
Al-Tuwaijri et al., 2004 )7 3 34 % - & ¥ R £ $ Patten (2002)
RN e P e r AR RS ) MRS 2P R
B A EERRERRFIRRER RES (ZOOOa » 2000b - 2000c )
2 AR AFE - BPAE c VERBEREART 1 BWE S
BAEE ORIE- A E -

SRR AT KR

(-)7 5 %

Iﬁxﬁ'—%p 1993 AR 47T S AL A 1 ¥ R 2 1 RS Ao
#1 itom ﬁ_miﬁy\;{ 2000 & RF=FER L AL H12 1 R
ﬂ@ﬁﬁ%# #@ﬁﬁigizi&@ EEANPE RS S
Aot ~d a3z %PAFE 0 ERE T 160 R BGTEE T &
480 Fo H ¥ & 451 () A svzlﬁ?c%%l**?fééé‘c 160 7L ¥ 2+ ¥

20 Fo /Zﬁ#f'i AHEINFo s HFE B FoEHE 38 ﬁ AUk R Bw
FEILFoRPELTQ) @ %imFH % e 7 - 84 ¥ 160 7 & ¥
SR AR R 2L A BAEE £ 30 ro TRiER A ¥ 45 o A% 18
FoBFEEES FOMRIB T F L E L0 R 1 E 5 RS (3)
B RITFEH LA F 160 REF 28 E60 B it 1 ¥ 50 R
BB E 50 Rod AR Z BE OB TNL A FNLAFTH %
B bt 480 R R TR R EMAE T AL o iR 7 AN
2.3 o ffs ?;{ﬁgqugﬁﬁ:iizg 101 3 HHg o @ o l_‘i;}r’$£ﬂ
THRFFR- FEEF Tt » 2R AP 2 THALEALR
i~ o B2 E"J“f o 18 £ ¥ ¥k %% (2000a > 2000b » 2000c ) 2. &~
féﬁ’#?vév\éﬁzb'l“*ﬁi% TR - B A E 6D R HP FLMEAE
¥e kR ¥ W1 ¥ X1 ¥ KB KWL X o H
l%’ﬂ%é%?%ﬂé—@ﬁé%°
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(Z)FH &R

AT ARBE ST o G J’(FT%E;F,’Q%J’.—E’- TR e d IR B
Bk R G R MM OF S 212 A WA ApM I E i ke
o TR iR F 2000 E A FORTER R AT AL EL A
Pon O o a0 AT EBES SN REFEE LT E KL
PAELRGF2ZRFEHNERETETE I‘;\,ﬂaﬁbﬁ%’f-gjl 1
Hpehd 3 g0 -G ¥ hyee "5‘5‘5%--‘@??4‘54?
FI10F pFPITE R BRI TEEL xR L kB YT
r’%”wﬁpzﬁ?wﬁbﬁﬂmom¢ﬁ 40 G 8 AN R TR
2 G N SBEAITHETAE - 2B TR A 2000 £ ~ 2001 £
SR B R S A

=~ FEE

AR RIS R GE AT RAREAT L B o HL ¢ ’4%’3* ik IR i
E A 20003%3&@&#% i‘{J;L;’I» Tip 8 %Ki A%
G2 ERHE kR BIE F & 2000 & TR **w,wm (#74] 1la) »
21 2001 £ vEaut»c % T mI%;P‘ u&%ﬁ}i (%*ﬂ'] 1b): m H2 ¥ » §
% Bciv BTk R 2000 # ”ﬂé = mri% PR PR AR ET S

AFEBEEERN ViR EF A 2000 £ m_.,_/%**;: (#4] 2a) ~ &
2001 = a2 I%mew x(% 2 20)3 H3 57 @z@:@%mgj%ﬁ
Bodrd| %8s A £ § ¥R 4 bdFH £ % 42000 # ag i

rx (13 3a) ~ & 2001& Rt 2% T g ANE o (103 3b) o A AT

T B E B e E A AeT

Hla: § ¥k §rakbit w B BF 2R PHRBBEAER -

th = ao +a]X]l~ +a2X2t +a3X3t +8t .................................. (’F‘iil] 1a)
Hib: f ¥ hm B $ralft # R B IhE A 2 T o ohifat Pk -
Yt+] =a +a]X]l-+a2X2t+] +a3X3t+8t ........................... (*E:ill 1b)

H2a @ & £ ermp B o f v B0 F & B enig i »c o

Z, = by + b XL +5yX2, + b3 X3,+ &, oo (3] 2a)



H2b : b % chth 5 5 it = & B A 20 A 2§ % cn Sk o
Z, o =by by XL +5yX2,, ; + 53 X3, + & oo (11 2b)
H3a: ZBHBAAREF £ R DGR %G L o B %% o

Zt = CO + CIX]i + CZXZt + 03)711 + gt ....................................... (’F‘iil] 3a)

=
=l

H3b : b B AR H=x & B DAY G & o s 2 580 % o

Zt+]:CO +C]XIZ-+C2X2H_] +C3Yt T Ef e (*3“):1'] 3b)

WP LY AT L EAStEORBHRERRE VAT L ER
P+l ERBIMBAAR o Z AT L F AR L EDEARE T Zy
2T ELY ]l EhEAErteog i MATE o X, AT XA R
Bl =1 WA ABAE i=0R A - BB AL X2, 4T b ¥
FtEMEERB X3 27 E A5 tETHRBE T A -

rEFT I AFERL la~1b @ l‘*ﬁ: aGaEEEwlEFE AT
B GBI BRAS 6 BF AT END 2a-2b ¢ - ik
bs 3% f w8 % L—??ﬂ.ﬁ:ilj 3a~3b ¥ > '§§£03%§E@%§%°

BB RS

o

F_*

SRR L SN PR

(- )&BE §
FM LA MRS EES S brd 157 F 0 Baihg At 0t
5] (50%) ~ NWA(29%) C(18%) D (3%) - %\w;@@ e
a1 fimfﬁ?%iﬁisb ff" L‘Iﬁlﬁ'—%’ﬁ? fb ’ ﬂ\FJ,L ¥ X WA V—JJ%}%

AB5) B @A)~ C@AF) D(A) ki 5k &Ams s
el a8 o 305 4 > LA KRB L 2 BT 2077 -

(Z)%BREBE
*Fffiﬁ**iéif’%%ﬂ?f#’ﬂ?’-#&v S A ,;IE R G - (e L)
(Patten, 2002 ) > 2 HHE h G = rzﬁ Famagr FH2 5

(Al-Tuwaijrietal., 2004) @ f& > ;¢ « 2 ¥ HZHHE - Bx 8L % 3



BYHIIE 346 (£Aar 1) TEERF BT AL THE

BMe cTREAM DL s 2 THEAROARL NS o @
BEHE S5 o TEEARBARTEEMITL | AR
W g A KRB T 5 FPRBI 2 AP M ACE R B Rod £ 27 4o

% 2000 # FFR Y o RE D N - T E A S 165 4 0 hE S N
ke B4R E K5 23.79% 5 @ 2001 EhEHLY o dhE S - chT s
@A 166 4 0 b TN TR S 2310% 0 fd X ¥
BAtRIES T3 22 hBRAR S A PR (1=0287;5t=
-0.243) -

1 BREFGFESFEHRIZAEY (F 2R

EX A B C D

X TP B a W 4 ey &3
ki1 % 1 2 0 0 3
a1 4 6 3 0 13
BHa ¥ 3 1 0 0 4
o 4 0 2 1

Hop1 ¥ 1 4 0 0 5
1 0 3 0 0 3
§ 1% 5 7 3 0 15
EE % 1 5 1 1 8
TR 0 3 0 0 3
TETH 1 1 0 0 2
I 1 1 0 1 0 2
AR 0 0 2 0 2
FIax 4 4 2 1 11
EH Y 1 3 0 0 4
LEERS T 3 11 4 0 18
&3+ 29 50 18 3 100

(2)amidest o

4. 2 7 2000 # 2 Tobin Q < #2# % 0.90> 2001 # 2 TobinQ %
1.01; m 2000 # EVA :-4.24 % » 2001 # EVA 2-24.14 % > 5d =



A t %% 02000 &0 EVA B F <3 2001 £ &R (t =
3.547**) > TobinQ Rl g ¥ £ 8 (1=-0.945)-

32 £ AHERPE

%k B B Bk SR ot
kB 1 4 3.05 0.77
#hE - (2000 &) 0 5 1.65 1.15
i - (2001 &) 0 5 1.66 1.13
#E - (2000 &) 1% 60% 23.79% 16.04
#hE - (2001 &) 1% 57% 23.19% 13.46
EVA (2000 & ) -311.94 502.24 -4.24 73.96
(2001 # ) -229.54 245.00 -16.13 254.47
TobinQ (2000 & ) 0.23 3.21 0.90 0.43
(2001 # ) 0.57 3.36 1.01 0.38

WP EVAE R ATA R R -

23 BRBAELSER

2000 +# 2001 =
T8
(5%) g - T Sl g - g > 5o

A 2.00 2.32 31.38 30.50
B 1.52 1.48 22.34 21.64
C 1.50 1.22 17.44 17.44
D 1.33 1.00 12.67 15.33

R T

(- )RR G HBRBBLEF

23EMA FERBE A BT REMB AR DT G AT o4
FHREF TR AN BRIHERR T REF R ol - Z 0 8- H %
TR I S et 1Pl Rk =k SR PR Eﬁ%””‘]la‘lb/»\ %4 % Hla H1b -
FHERBEEALANT o d 247 o0 Fiw Eﬁ}\ FEIS T BB F L
(P<0.01) » % BB fFHCA] enfie i R BT £ 92 o Bk SU1 i )
& AFF 3 &5 Neter, Wasserman, and Kutner (1990) 2 i 3% - 4 * %
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B gk 23 (variance inflation factors, VIF) %1 2. > EFVIF% *>+10
PIRET G AR RDERME - 2T R T ’&<VIF1§.7§~133(1"\*
10) > FIP ¥ A 5 AR SRR AT o gL oh > RAWMP 2 H E E LT R
AP EFL-BPEE S F 7 EREREHE DR (q REIDT &P
FloHmAERIEFZ AT AN MBRRBES T TA 84
g Eu L FRENRECEEEBE L E T E 3 K E (Patten,
2002) > @ igdt A ¥ vk %%?%?E# % SEC EDGARF L & ¥ j&
Poo XA FPENBRTAL AP RORE > ¢ REBFOTA AR
fggi?%uéio%? P EWREIE A PR ORBEE ST AL
ﬁ%@%ﬂ’iiﬁ”ﬁPpﬂ’%%“%”?ﬂé 2 BT
oo FMRIP G MBRBR T AL KR RER T B F - R EFOTHE
BoRFPL R LFe aFhafpd » EFRAFERARLEFITH RS
B AT o b AR R g Y o g
FEORARAGAREAE - P AE o FY 0 AF T PRE T
TR G R EFFESNEEY (FAEAE - SPEAE) A
ﬁ%’ﬁ%%@ﬂp;ﬁu Eorpangd E (P8 E R E 7
EHELIE) KPR BT 2 FREBFFROFAERNTH
BhEAaRFORFL - AR B ST F % FP P AL -

:eﬂgrml% S AL (LEX 20025 di1e2 0 2004) 0 KGR A
%(;54@‘,,,54;4,3;)?%«1% AT AR I8 B EA

A D EFRN AR R EHEFH TRRBBRR ) F BT
(a, ZBIDERBF )t 285 7T § £ FPRB Hra™
AR BB SRR TR Ko oA L AR E THRE S
PO = 2 &«;Tff’ Flpt Hla-Hlb B A 3 - 32 0 d Jzﬁj—ﬁ“ﬁ**
’T—«me%\ FrA TR HHAPN FEARBR R LS

e 2 LL'H"’%H‘J% Fet b ¥p LEAMERBRF iRy oa §
‘2.‘:);?‘;',3, ERBEPE ARG A RABRBE R L DR 2 R
e h@{ P ORBEFTA L ENERY > RJTH A LF T
ES2ch SR S S

m
S

E P EEA

3



BB HRBR B E CARS R P 257

%4 BEFHHRRBBEALRZIRR

s il Y, =a,+a, Xl +a,X2 +a;X3 +e¢, Y, =ay+a, XL +a,X2,; +a;X3 +é¢,
0 @ (2000 &) ;P diE (2001 &)
P g5 - g5 g5 - il Bl
X1 -0.017 0.021 0.176 0.108
X2 0.353*** 0.238** 0.242** 0.214**
X3 -0.003 0.239** 0.199* 0.236**
R? 0.123 0.172 0.187 0.171
Adj-R? 0.096 0.146 0.161 0.145
F-value 4.486*** 7.338*** 6.579*** 6.535***

o1 %45 p<0.1 ** & 7 p<0.05 > *** 4 5 p<001°
2V, 27 b E L tEBRBRBERRE XL AT L EDE S I’ =14
WEAMAEE S i=OR B - B AE X2, AT \{Ei*?’b f 4
W X3, AT E AN tENRBEEEAL -
B EAPAPFEE CVIFE Y 2133107 o

EEEELITELY VSR

?’ﬂ”ﬂt’!

£5% IR 5§ »e ¥ oA » (EVA ~ Tobin Q)%fgfsuﬁfm.%% °
ek AR 0 R AVIFE 21290 FRt £ A7 X SIERP A o
‘b 50 B § rcdk H2000# 2 EVATI IR ra»%;z%’ﬁﬂﬁf B b (by=
-0.215% ) » $FH A enis A ok (200141 IEVA ~ & 3 & & Tobin Q)
PARREFE - #HT2 SDHELEPRE ‘i’iz\IFLﬁ*»?r gHEEA
kg ANE LA 4 B RS 0 A H2a s H2bE A EE L 3 o

(Z2)EBRBFG HEAE 22 B

205 BB B HEAS 2 KPS % o F MEVATE S 5AY
TR dp 0 F S % &% L2000 £ 2001# 0 B IHG AR 5
E A PTEVAT #\J_EFL&E-? R o R o KA TR EIIF IR Y
Tobin Q¥ & Sy seeidp iz w i T T IHB AR (5 - fAhGE > ),
o Ugms ’3:Tob|n Q. F & w A ¥ B (2000 : c;3=0.292%* ;
2002 :¢;=0.193*)° F}H3a - H3b W EFMA L F o & L 4%
CRABE SN T OhBERREARS 0 € HE ERE & ATobin Q A4

A L
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%25 BBEFHEHRFPELRE

2 HA Z,=by+b X[ +b,X2, +b; X3 +¢, Zy=by+b X[ +b,X2,,, +b; X3 +¢
I fagciE (2000 &) L adcim (2001 &)
5P EVA Tobin Q EVA Tobin Q
X1 0.166 -0.258* 0.126 -0.037
X2 -0.072 0.176 -0.118 -0.209
X3 -0.215* 0.006 -0.067 0.064
R? 0.087 0.101 0.039 0.037
Adj-R? 0.054 0.066 0.003 0.000
F-value 4,331 *** 4.409*** 2.016 1.411
WP 11 ¥4 1 p<0.1l s **4 71 p<0.05 > *** £ 57 p<0.01 -
2.7, 27 b ¥ St ENERE XL AT p A Eu izl
A AE =0 B - g E R fs‘;*“t&mfh#%ﬁ:,
.

%

X3, 4T b %Eh
3. 4»@”/},4,\-%%%

Dt TR A
DVIF &% %129 1T o

6 HABMBEEAF 2R (EVA)
2 2404 Z,=cy+ e XL+, X2 +¢5Y, + Zy=co+ e Xl +6, X2, + Y, + g,
HEE L g @ (2000 & ) HEE L hgd (2001 & )
P IE - g BE - g
X1 0.162 0.203* 0.121 0.106
X2 -0.072 -0.093 -0.160 -0.190
Y, (B HhE- ) -0.083 0.026
Y, (BBHE=) 0.200 0.099
R? 0.057 0.083 0.037 0.044
Adj-R? 0.023 0.049 0.001 0.007
F-value 1.659 2.470* 0.998 1.206

S 1 %4 p<0.1 s **4 7 p<0.05  *** 4 7 p<0.01

2.2, %7 &

E¥AF tENERYE I X!
AP AEi=0RE- A E X2, 4
K3%\fr¢$f_§3tﬁﬁvi§";i’#§7?gﬂ)§i

raMELsrESE CVIFEY 215007 -

i #mé_ihl ; i: f;";,+~-—
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47 BRAEIBHEHS %2 H# (TobinQ)

BB Z,=cp+ XL+, X2 +c3Y, + ¢, Zi=cp+ X+, X2, +c3Y, + ¢,
i i@ (2000 &) {8 tadici@ (2001 # )
mp g5 - Ei T Sl #+E >N - B S
X1 -0.261** -0.333*** -0.039 -0.066
X2 -0.200* -0.289** -0.200 -0.258**
Y, (RBHE-) 0.007 0.051
Y, (RBE =) 0.292** 0.193*
R? 0.105 0.166 0.036 0.063
Adj-R? 0.071 0.134 0.001 0.027
F-value 3.057** 5.168*** 0.969 2.758**
BN B p<0 1> **% 57 p<0.05 > ***% 5 p<0 01-

P

2.7," %7 ﬁ%tﬁ’:tﬁm‘;,»%x Xl,: 37 b ¥hg $uli=1]
ﬂ’.bl“ié_,— =OR - B A ¥ X2 &7 %é‘_%tﬁmﬁfilﬂﬁ—y
Y,:—i&ﬁﬁf#mﬁ EORBBLEAR -

LR AITEE CVIFE T £1507 T

2

(z )R 5 2%~ 4B E 2 LAY »Tobin QF i B |3

F_ g %?’e“&iiiHla~ Hiben® g % %% TRa e, #

"EBABE LA EFORE  H3a H3br B TRBEBE, HE
E RS & Reh DA RTobinQ y # RIRE & R L Bl R pm
C R TR, 4 otk L5 i A L
B 13 §EREEEST AR A PPk L8
dOErT O E & ékﬁfﬁ’fi—”'ﬁc » THBERE %%tfb TR S R H
PG e ) 2 P8 G E R » B FM % (2000F : c;3= 0'242**) ’

¢ 7t % ™2 Tobin Qf’F 5 EAE R #ﬁ%ﬂ’ PR e LE k)
FoRTER TR, €5 e R ETRETROIRE 0 T
m REFERESLE i#ﬁ)imrﬁs:ré*‘ »xTobinQ | 2 &= 2>V 4
3z % (Meehl and Waller, 2002) - X > gt ¥ ek s £ B
AF - BB SR EE

SO -HEPAITRE THREE AT ’riﬁz?ﬁfm#%E%J i
B g ¥ Tamsgrc, B 2 2u T 5= BREHE
% Tobin QIF 5 #rE ¥y > T * ITHM >\ kiFH 2 - M1 @24\ vq.]
% 72000 22001 & o4 47 0] > HWpP 5 RBEFrcd g ¥ 0 R%E
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@ L P BRBEITH DT R £33
iﬁ,ﬁiﬁxﬁiémi 3 }@M#Eh;gﬁx S MR

Moo B R EERE DSR2 @ B¢ 4 ?’E"Iﬁ.‘ﬁ P\?'fif;{ FI%'

e Ty g Bz 3 it gﬁLr g 22Tobin Q) L3 ‘E;
Eg.%;;% o
% 8 EBIEHSAE »x Tobin Q 2|
A sl Z, =cy+c; Xl +c, X2, +c3 X, +c,Y, v Zy, =cy+c XL+, X0, +c3X, Y, + g
i i@ (2000 &) B e (2001 &)
P g >N - ) Sl F+E >N - ) Sl
X1 -0.262** -0.333%** -0.039 -0.066
X2 -0.203 -0.272%* -0.219 -0.262
X3 0.006 0.242%* 0.054 0.010
Yt (RBE-) 0.070 -0.037
Yt (BBBE=) 0.298** 0.190
R? 0.105 0.167 0.038 0.063
Adj-R? 0.059 0.124 0.001 0.015
F-value 2.264** 3.863*** 0.761 1.303
P 1 *4 7 p<0.1 **4 7 p<0.05 > ***£ 77 p<0.01 -

2.7, %

FEALFtEDERYE % X ¢
A AEi=ORI B - BB AEAE X2 AT

L4 ;‘-_’"é;‘—;iji=lf”":“}?
L

X3,: AL E L t EARBE @A Y, zwﬁ%fti‘? t & ki h
i‘%fi}i
BT % D VIFE S 615007 T o
1.200
Looo | 43
o 0800 | -
o 0.723 ——RB L
,D
ﬁ —B— kB iE
0.400
0.200
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Y ®
5 40 A2 R
Ml BEF<EREHELR K Tobin Q (2000 & ) s



BB G HBRRBE S ARG PR 261

1.200
100
1.000 (994 \iuﬁgl g
0.897
o 0.800 F
£ 0600 ‘ i
0.400
0.200
0.000

Tobi

A
@

B IR AR R
B2 BB EEIBE LR Tobin Q (2001 &)
T~ Bmadi

AEL P DRIEN S B L FTRE H
Benbd B o o SR T H R AR -
R B g O A AR I R R A ';‘4“—?‘1 @iaﬁ,mfgﬂl_;i;
Lo FlP A EFAIMA Y 2 Hh8 TAHR MY P RUFEHa R
BihE 8 T @ Rl B iEEr 247 L 5 2% A% g
PR L,LEWT;U;%O FREFFR RIS E o B L

BB IRR S RGP T2 BB EL L ¥ ii j
ﬂiﬁ“’ s EHBERIFHEFARBEE S RFFRRK L DRI
) E]F FINF IR B Eea MR D SR A RGBS A > A2l
BERBEFTAREHEHKLFT AT T aﬂ.piz»r A4 (Verrecchia, 1983;
Patten, 2002)’%7# FEa ; "B :ﬂ %L 72 (Al- Tuwaljrl
etal., 2004 ) » rﬂ»‘“ 4/57? LB L7 AR E B ¥ IERB
e o BER xiﬂiﬁf’ #&ﬂ l"f&?ﬁ FHRBE NP DT Y
W g E 1“&;};\? SR ‘F’fé‘fﬁf_il G g BB Z A f gk

B AP FRFERF TR 7 § 2 BB L £ QAN
IR M7 R 5B B3t Konar and Cohen (2001) 2. 4 5k » fe §_
%‘r’f*ﬁé»f?i:}?’r Rockness et al. (1986) = 7 S o #7 2 > BB 3§
2T A AR PHBAE NI RTE c Ra 0 BB BEH LY
e DA »c Tobin Q) FIMI 6 enF 5%k - FM 571 2R HE Y o

ETTS F'

o

RF > 27 ¥ EE THBEHGE ) HH s SET P9 Hrckih
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BB > Fla A RRPELE T§ & R OEAE 2% TobinQ, @
2 F 2P AP S o WERE UEAFET AT = =$:F’*
Sl B T LA Piﬁﬂoﬁm»& S G Y otk A
fathg o A ]J"‘&)i'_}-/ Forr PR R R R F OB "f o
oty A2 ARBHREEDEE S BEHEHB S rMES O
I A A RE AR T

- ’Fifj- EREERHs FHHbEE ) g ks ¢

Ig'ﬂ::t:j‘\ ~ BB ..= BT TI‘I‘—_» ,ﬁ s g fﬁii’yi%}‘“‘ﬂ*‘])ﬁ A& P m{% & ’3—!1'—
WHER TS TESTIT M A »i%’ﬁ Wehp AR TR G 59 AT
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