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The Relationship between Shared Audit Report of
Combined Financial Statements and the Auditor’s
Going Concern Reporting Decisions

Hsin-Chi Chen”

Abstract: The purpose of this study is to determine whether the involvement component
auditors will influence the propensity of the principal auditor to issue going concern
opinions (GCO) to a group company in financial distress. The empirical results show that
the principal auditors are more likely to issue GCO in case where all components of a
group company are audited solely by the principal auditor. It indicates that despite
economic reliance on a single client, the principal auditor can maintain the independence
because of reputation concerns and litigation costs. Further analysis reveals a non-linear
relationship between the proportion of audit work performed by component auditors (the
ratio of total assets audited by the component auditors to total consolidated assets) and
GCO. In case where the proportion is below a critical value (22.4%), the proportion
shows a significant negative correlation with GCO. In case where the proportion exceeds
the critical value, the greater the proportion, the less the economic dependence in the
group company, the higher the chance for the principal auditor to issue GCO.
Nonetheless, if we refer to Chi and Chin (2011), which treats the modified unqualified
and modified audit opinion as a dependent variable (MAQ), the relationship between the
proportion of audit work performed by component auditors and the probability of GCO
issuance was no longer evident .

Keywords: shared audit report, shared audit opinion, auditor independence,
going-concern reporting

Accounting Department of Tunghai University, Associate Professor
Submitted April 2018
Accepted March 2020
After 5 rounds of review
DOI: 10.6675/JCA.202105_22(1).01



rlﬂf;%;li/;;}%ikﬁ*’kf;if 3
PR LYY I RREDAPLR

292

ARFFERLA 202013287 20 FHAFFEM ST e TEH
Mirdpd AP Fud 8 ¥ 201527 0 Lp4ef s o EBAP €3
FPAOEFEA#N APPSR A LRRTU > BB R BB B ML e
BREMA IR ALD WA ﬁgdwiz& ToAde AP HFP TR AU AR g3
FFEIETAY o Rm > BRI EFMIAEEF 2N F- REFFEBRMTAT ) T
fotv E BB PEE I EFEE —%Pmlﬁiﬁﬂ_)ia’v"nbg;}ﬁ'ig LEF e 2 o Tt
BRI F]7F 23 éﬂtﬁi% FRL T BRI NRE o T A
Z P TEFENERESE ﬁ..aak 'ME' 20D BEAVREVFFAPALT €
TR A RAHES F%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁv&rﬁl RIS FE R Lt
(2 BMAEGCO) > Bt A BN AP PR Y LT ERFEF
mjgg ]"J- o

FELE B ‘éf#&%“%‘fr" o R BHMAT M AAIEIRR > B ELR L X
AR R - B EAF e W FHAFRN S FIMBRELAORES ¥ F2 BB
EoblrE B EFLARAF I M RALE MBFETAE ﬂr’gl%'%'w?/‘;\:’ )
MRFEFTAGGE S AT MR ST RE > FRFRIHRE ML
BFEFMIR AR R A JIE o SRR R S ﬁﬁﬂtﬁm
AR FRE R M EBRE MR A AP R ERGAELAR -
FoETY O R FT e R L R ¢ (International Auditing and Assurance
Standards Board, #§ # IAASB) % % @ ¢ 3 F* = ¢ (American Institutiion of Certified
Public Accountant, £ AICPA) & Fljsut — AR% > ™ &4 J B3R 4 A PiAp B o0
FEREEBT e = *’i%ﬂ' TITWERHFREEFNTES P BB EEDede 3
%+ 27 (subsidiary ) ~ B 55 £ ¥ (associate) ~ B & 4] &£ ¥ (joint venture) £7 4 =
7 (branch)» ¢t # &8¢ G e R FEB|G X2 o A7 THE
B & ¥ > 22 JAASB 2 AICPA (3 s 4p e

FEREREFCARFFEANLA 2 02012 # F L B EROFFT L
B U R BN R T B4R 33T 47 0 Bt JAASB Hrg F 2 J{E
B 600 8" B B p4524F £ A +52 45w § (Special Considerations - Audits of Group
Financial Statements (Including the Work of Component Auditors) ) ; ( #§ # ISA600) %
TAEFBIT B ANREHE > 02 £ B AICPA #r3 % 0 AICPA #73 # eh
AU-C section 600 " & B p4 7245 & & %2 3%+ £ | (Special Considerations - Audits of
Group Financial Statements (Including the Work of Component Auditors) ) z_ 4L Z_» i& {7
FILo 195 ISAB00 e FMAapg v L N ETF iz At AR 2 (( i
LR RN e At RT o TR IS e BAd o g*LEFFEﬁ -3 ER S S

L OISAB00 2> TR Fli2 L 2 kA E e BHAP AR T RWRP BRI PEE A PO



4 g

\\\?{.r

FRARFEs R FE2ERES BHEFFAPL FORPERGT > KL BHE
’iﬁmg#%a o MR EIFH E M A AFEE I DA P A A AW A2 X AREH
RIBBMELEE Y - FMEE L S F ML AL pE P fFend &> 3 7kt
FET e l[%%ﬁ?%zz»ffﬁz\» A D BB yEE EF AT B ik ISAG00 2 R 3T
FEREENFF 1T 3 7R LR AR g ET gAY A g E AT
m*ﬁ;ﬁ&ﬁ =R

o FRERSE SIER A ERTR R 0 Fla EoREY AR AR
FIERLR 655 2 AR s segY AICPA “i5 # eh AU-C 600 1+ 5 i3 372
ko 1995 AU-C 600 cr”» B WA 7€ 3 fF b £ T 5| 2 BiF 2 pF > 401830 4
PRRE P R2 23 BHAPRA A2 APl FRAHEI T e~ BHA AR
CRAR - ARG FEN L THART A S BHMARRL 2 B B2 AME
EFF L i S BRMASARL N L AR E > P HAEL 2 2 R U] o JEF AT
Rgehigid e 7o g AU-C 600 v s 15§ iz At PR > R ApdR il
NARZ R R F RA S BHMBARA L RAR - LR EFEMHREAZF 2P
BESAY WENEMBFTR (A NHBHEL ) Fap TEEREUEHFLR
oy ggpt o 2 ARG EFEA BN AR E O R o

&7 IAASB 2 AICPAL: BB e BHMIFAD FBAyRE 07
—ARAP O HFFETRENY 2R EFFERTAR c RA 0 KEFV %A 0 2
F v E 3 £ - DeAngelo (198la):n s 3 frer 2 =2 @ > 5 ¥ b ! (bilateral
monopoly ) » ¢ 3*fF % 3 % © A ke fe (quasi-rent) 3 Vo BERE B B
HESFHOEPELINGALL S > 2 FFFE 7R g E L4 P
g—éJ.EH;@FZ&?—,rimﬁﬁ:%‘ﬁ—k BN MF N F T R BB L LR w B
rEd APFEEF AT ’i‘é%“%l.ﬁli?’%gé*ﬁ%ﬁ— E 2 RIE AR R H A > Fla B
TH M o Bee v iS4 = - EME LR EEHE S %
¥:4F 4 (DeFond, Raghunandan, and Subramanyam, 2002) ; ¥ - R &4 £ F 3% % -
B A ¢$*L%Erxnegkm§~;§£' WA E R BANE FHSF T o T
P AP e LA 0 A 4 R4F T E b2 1 (Watts and Zimmerman, 1983; Palmrose,
1988; Krishnan and Krlshnan 1997 ) Tt » BB 4 ER-H w2 BRY E e X o
FFat > R €42 g frenthr b F3 85 m?éﬁéﬁ%%u%}:ﬂo

BB YR G A TEREAKER A wmBEERL PREV AT N EF Es
FAPEEL BEMBEREL AT EY ?d&@ yE¢ 3 r9rkdE (Anurag,
2014) > = AFELREBAPREFFNE FEL#N A PFRL DFRT 2 ¥ R o

f2fiEsR g Ft e e
2 AICPA FTEFAF ARG R L BEF O E R R ) S R :@gﬁu ER =R
A

» 1] r'é?‘-@{}‘_ l‘”“‘i‘]‘%ﬁt:};\“\”ﬂ’ﬁﬁ‘m’; e kK E ;-»#495 g:
?ﬁi&?‘\;’g" FEESE  REFEA BN AP L Y £ T



rlﬂf;%\?l:/}%i\‘ﬁftfgif 5
EFEFNEBFEY I RAPAPLL

F1t AR B ?’)EJ% T AR o B FAF 8k (Earnings Response Coefficient, ERC)
ﬁ%&; A st B PR 4 oo 3 & F 0 Dee, Lulseged, and Zhang (2015) 2 & 2 #7732
B FERID OFTPAREFELAEF B EFFERTLEARE (EANEF
AR AR B HERCHAF T AP LA 2 F B2 B8 B & (2012)
% Lee, Chiang, and Chen (2013) 7= 4 T i e % o 5 0 drd] f TP R 3% 41 st i
kB RAR 0 BITRF 0% PRl A F - KPS o delyubimov (2011) 1 # B 5 )
DPEHEHR FRAPFL I REZ B gFFOERST G RE P LF“@“@% e
Carson, Simnett, Trompeter, and Vanstraelen (2014) 14 ;84 cnF L 5 & > T A% AR
NEFELAFNAPERE DMABFEL > R DR R e A £ ’5’\?"' el 2
(2008) “dF3tB5 R % & - £ ¥ 2 ﬁfﬁfgi‘ﬂﬂi‘%ﬂi B AN EEF RS e
PR i BArk ARG FE S AP T AT 0 BT M R R
s £
R ik Q)Elq e EE AR F T AN PR L SERCE % A Bt #icn gl
=5 ‘*f i Carson et al. (2014) ko b "7/‘;’(/{4—\%@~ PEEFH G M A B L E
& E D EGCO 4 BIFE I — KA o 82 ,...Carson etal. (2014) ¥ 5k GCOeh & & 53
Pl- GREL D R E g; |7 b Fedhiz 2R 2 Firre e R (2R
B > 2003) c MU PR EEEF - L x 2 *“[@]P\ P2 B AR
WHEAFF AT L2 oRED p PR L U BERRES - ENFF
A ORIEBME e BMMAELA FRAFEE IR 280 H
FREF R L6 2R R EU > AP " 1999# 1 2015
EFRREAEEFL DTS (F) 27 Zd > NEBAPRE LT ¢ 15 Mar
R B EE > B EGCO S » HUTE BAPRE P Fr b B E T € FlAP 2
PR B EFE e BRI A - #Bl’&éwg’rm;ﬂr o B A PEE RET
g Mar AP E R > NAGCOTS FMAFRE I FFb 2 (Hend ¥ 1 Fl i

oo

%Hﬁ?ﬂﬁu’ ?*fﬁ%ﬁfﬁméq*imbiﬂﬁ%(MM1%&

Mutchler, 1984) » E PARL A I EBAvEe { r‘,i’lgi—ég\l_ﬁ_‘

R kb SH ﬁg R s i—aa?ﬁ;’;ﬂ:—l‘lGCOm;&@] HEGCO: ¢ 7

HILE  BMEFIETI-LAEGCO T g E S ;e;;{; xg:,\g«;'/}
73

PHL S LEERT NEGCO BV EAEP AP L > B A KT

° Deeetal (2015)5#7 § A AF, Bt k Eap g1 FTobe ooa g ii/’,\#éi,{"rﬁ_é_f’” o 3
Pobe jdpfMes 2P mipaivdd 2w Eass Lrﬁ%"’ﬂ,fg% Bl Yl g B ’F’frr:gw
R A -Eg“wi P B S AR A A 42 B R o PCAOB A 4G The | in
EFEF O FEBNTARBED B R @]w 2011 ER4B R B g fihgle 523
PO Franip B File e S ONE AR %0 FEARS L DE o Rk 2 oA g g 0
Flpt A2 g 51 e J— g*m“&kaiiwjvf:%/ﬁsl?% 2L T Favazfic ll?ﬁL?l;Jc‘?"
BE2H B e

ComAP A BEAERN S FEAEN APERL SN LY 21% -



6 % n g

PR H RE X B2 rndf A o T g LR MR LA A P
20 s AR IR %ﬁl:ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ& P E L AP A )R- R
BoOF o VR EBEE 2 S BT 2 FEASRE AP HE MR
%m%@iikéﬂiﬁmmwﬁﬁ’%ﬁﬁ%gﬁﬁ’% SR R N
BRMS 0L BHMED B g aPA f ories o

AT REEA AR R B EE RS S BAEA R R A
EEAME AP 2ines B HHESY T R RDDP 1 EGCOs I i
BORAERMEE eI BHED B AP BRAKE - LS DR H 4
g AR R R A 0 A RETHIp R F R WL F L
Hi ¢ e (ML AP e BRARTAL QAT A 5 2 8
At aPRE) FE O THERL A APRLLGCOR 2N - § L AP
L IREE (]30224%) c FHERE BGCOR B Fnf 4phl » ik
o FAAPREANRRIE LV EAPREL S FRAMAEIFHERL
FhgAER Gl P ARZEEFEFTROCFEI DT o AR EFARNS
GCO: s f & o ot ihzCarsonetal. (2014) 2 v & » HFRE M L E 4 o 3
A HE EIFAPRELR  FEALFRE N EGCOMB T § % 2 3
TABPEELAZERS B4 = = o 2% %RChiand Chin (2011)#-3% 4 i3 & ;X & %7
FAEHL B NAPRLITL R © %m%m$i+ﬁﬁﬁékﬁ% 2
RS FRE R Y a%ﬂ&v Moo dhr Hapdipio™ @ 57
RS Y F;bﬂglﬂ’“lfi‘éuif”ﬁ‘llii}ﬁ; TR FERPEL 2 5%
g AER ﬁyiﬁ,%%%ﬂygﬁﬁp AT A 5

SRR 2 Bk

k.

RS S S

& FIAASBZ AICPARZ B & e BRI R A D BB y3€ 3 7097
ArP o HFFEFENANd AR X FERYAY > LER G L FA GO
4 i# -DeAngelo (1981a) e e EE S 2 A - fAEE b 4 (bilateral monopoly)
B R0 §3NERR G LR 2 A RendEAe (quasi-rent) o Fla §OUEANA FIR € 3REF db
RN L T ﬂ EF I E s g faEL g ot ® (Wines, 1994; Sharma
and Sidhu, 2001; Khurana and Raman, 2006; Ruddock, Taylor, and Taylor, 2006 ) - it ¥
-2 e o FEFHE LR B ARG ARHERTOEREF L 2 FHm A AT E
oo FIM g RIF BT hB R AR BIFHE B2 (Watts and Zimmerman, 1983;
Palmrose, 1988; Krishnan and Krishnan, 1997 ) - @ § 3% % 7 § X 3 f3g ~ g 357
FAERLARAZ FEXIRAL T EPFERTHIE- LR ERREAL T EBE
¢ 3-EF chjp = 1+ (DeFond et al., 2002) - st ¢t > B4t v‘[]?w. Sdpd s B hE R


javascript:void(0);

L HIRLF II/}%E;\E’}*?;F*E 7
3
AL EEEY REDAPL R

T2 ERTEEHT MRS T 2 I EGCOms & (DeFond et al., 2002; Geiger
and Rama, 2003; Robinson, 2008; Li, 2009 )
% i » DeAngelo (19814, 1981b)’ri’f5€n%ﬂ‘“ﬁ - BAEFER D HAA TEHEE T

P2 g aporan g Ml E £ - Rehe AR E ZR R 2R T 0 g0
FROEFE ) EFFERTEMRE Hr L2 AR Ahhia i
d PRi{x 3 ;e;:gfigmg FHRE EFFERTYERESFT IR ABARNE
Boord 4 A%ﬁ’»x REREF I I ALE X B € 3T A BRI
A AR E PR ET AR RN FRE LR M EREFES G

:xiﬁrn%p P M ERRAL  RERFREHATPROBEL A S
EORo s o W Y g—‘J-Eﬂ? B A A2t g“J‘Eﬂ;iﬁ}”Ta A e - ERB T
ﬁ“ﬁ‘n‘i Terene SR 3 E PR RTHA TR E PN 3
o dcif F v (2000) #r 0 T EARATEMAIE G - @EIJ/’*ﬁiéfoﬁ 3

izl--LrP\f'?%‘:;J'Efi{if%{s.ﬁﬂ’ EPpenp i T ERE R o [ H
SR BRI GRS, o etk E gy 7 *"“ €3
PERFY o 1R RN APM T AT (HRE M 1992,§rsa;.¢ 2000) - ¥R
g%gm’%éﬁ/}ﬁomﬂ—% SR EPATE TN aERga s BT 2 BN
AN RSESRS R ER DTG o A EHAIET o g R
BoEEREEROPE > VA RBWERTL G SHBEMF RS T
FaE=2l im‘g o blheZaE RE ey (20035 2004) oSBT K EEFE IR S
FIEd  #RBUE S HFRrE s (Farp 2B ) bant £ 4+
§EF g7 € 0E GCO > A § ¥l F LA B i o

d AT e A SBRE T o d N EF AR ET 22 FEE

B FREBEFMDBFZAP2IL) FRAHHEIFAP > PR S FHA
?’%%?%%Eﬁ! i‘cm;,/ﬁmﬂ FRES ONURBT EFFABIME AR 08
GCO- e ¥ - =g » FIRBAPRE v 27 FRes BHOE TR 30
HIEAFPVREPEY O RAEFERBEBEIGR T » BB L ERAR X 0 F0
CHRMBEPNEREE  RERERAREIFOAPR G X > - L F AP
H g a2 2 24 AP ET LR NN R B L E e g o
BRIt AR 4P EBEE § A 0 A H A H D EGCO T o
MEF FARPIER NI B 2 2T ERACT

Hla: e B4 d 2R BAF5E AP g3 P MBARNEREFRE
412 GCO

Hib: e B Ad 2 EMAPEE I F AP 3 F MR A B ERE FHR7
¢ 11 2GCO

o

4
-3
E
3wy

“—\
B

\m

Pl

Sk o w e
@m@

=
>



8 F g

S BT EERERER

- A A RERFE
AP FEFERLIREF LR T l‘é\ﬁﬁi\mfﬁ"iﬁpm@gﬁg‘ﬁ%%@
ﬁi:’i—?—GCOmﬁ% #FilEE MY (FlET82 1 & > 2005 ; Li, 2009; Blay
and Geiger, 2013; Kao, Li, and Zhang, 2014) > m E B & ¥ 5 <3 #F 5 ¥ 7 R 6
EPR AT HFE g b2 2 N IL gk 2 flogisticie &ﬁ% l NN
2B HL
GCO,, = B, + B,SHARE, (SHARE%, ;) + #,BIGN; , + B,TENURE, , + 8, DELAY,
+fRET,, + B,RETSTD,, + 3,BETA  + A,LIQUIDITY,, + B,LLEV,,
+B,CHGLLEV,, + B,0CF,, + 3, INVEST, , + 8,NEWFIN, , + 3, AGE,
+BsROA | + B SIZE,  + &, (1)

;)¢ E¥#ELZGCO ;- Ei;%e%ﬁx’ BEEASREPFRHEMEBNER
EF-FaNEIHBFEF I RBIALPEPFIANKLIL BAZ0° LR D%
R BEHA #ﬁ”ﬁ*m?ﬁ%lﬁliff‘rt'if«%fﬂv\#?t‘“é%’% % (SHARE) - = #
BEg¥ne S BRE* THR 32107 P FRAMEFFIEF I
FAPERE R AL FRA0ptvh s AT NG EAHAPERE Y TR o
B HB T APZ X BHAT AL FREEMBEFLET AL F
(SHARE%) 78 » 34 R % % e o

A RES 0 > AN F M S KR SRS O T MR RS =
BHG o AFAPMRES G 0 fHE LT A FHAP (BIGN) ~ B¢
PiFehh b il (TENURE) % p473dp 4 02 P £ (DELAY) % %dice L=
Fedn MR A EATE G SRR ARG T A T 65 KRG DFE
1 v & (Becker, DeFond, Jiambalvo, and Subramanyam, 1998; Francis, Maydew, and
Sparks, 1999) o A7 3 MBIGN® 5 < 3] g - fr £ 7P W B> 32 R8s m %
BoFEBMEED CAEFFERTAPRRIL HA L0 € 35FF =8 (TENURE)
4% A EFHBIEY I RARLAPIHFE R EE (R ET RIS 6 0 2005) o
BHrg 245 BB yEE 2 FFFE FERPZEBMEFPER - FEMAFHET TR
P TN E I RNEGCONMAP AR R FTL FAPFER  LE {2 FAPEY
PP BRI L T MR A A PR E L (DELAY) ST Ak
ﬁ%’%%‘.i LA (3PP ~REF - HFELERERE -2010)  HFE S N 5 B

CEEFERSAPIEMAPFEFFNE APRE P 2 B a3 BB p St

7 OMAKE S S-%8dEe o S RBlay and Geiger (2013) % Chen, Martin, and Wang
(2013)p » 2> @R L 4R (RET) ~ xR 4L ¥ (RETSTD) % Biz#k (BETA)

s—\



rﬁﬂ%%IA%iﬁ#ﬂ4ﬁ 9
gPENEREEY T RAEDEPR

% EF B8 415 (market-based measure) - ¥ & B & %%
wut; 665 % BN f P Y R
» H g \Elb‘tﬁGChen etal. (2013)~ %] 5 W L § & RARf T IDE ~ 1 SRV
L E A E BAFPIERE L 2 ER DA AR G TR o 0P SRR %K
# 3z onds e 3 (LIQUIDITY) »i‘F é Fwwx (LLEV) ~2 @ g 2R ED{
WE AR A (CHGLLEV) FEBRESENRTATR (OCF)
a;arﬂ$@aﬁ ?ép@““MEﬂ)\éﬁ&i@@ﬁmﬁﬁ

fF T (NEWFIN) ~ 294 = 2 (AGE) ~ 7 A4 % (ROA)
%s-(SIZE) ° QI‘L#F. ( DeAngelo, DeAngelo, and Skinner, 1994; DeFond and
Jiambalvo, 1994; Becker et al., 1998; Kao et al., 2014) F o P onds e 5 (LIQUIDITY )
A EWEGrd (LLEV) 2 29§ e R LD f GRFFATAT A0
(CHGLLEV) 4r§ IR P FERERIRENE (OCF) OEE > R FirE X% p
FERT AR EXETF T ”I{E‘ g)*swmeco LPERE o HiEE S P
R RERTES S A RERIS L N R fug; A~APHBRAED L FRI AD
L ESE N Kfu ANERRFT A UE FIE ﬁaﬂ$,ﬁ—f‘_“!fu RFATE - F 2

PRt RF AT EFREHFTERGFED L FRFTLELTE (NEWFIN)
27 PG MHBRF zﬁﬁ&#ﬁ-?#ﬂiqﬁﬁ-ﬁ A ¢35 F ) R GCOF i H < ( Mutchler,
Hopwood and McKeown, 1997; Blay and Geiger, 2013) ’%Fi XE BEEEK
NEWFIN: 4 2R N § 2 FRAKFTLAELD § F 7 PINEWFINK 51> F 0] 50-
oA ER (AGE) g R ;‘\_}-&ﬁ; iR B e 4r§ v F]PR AL € REE
2 GCO1s éj, % (Dopuch, Holthausen, and Leftwich, 1987; DeFond et al., 2002 ) -
Hgrg 25wz /*}::)é“‘f SPRZEREPP R 2P RTAEM S (ROA) §
BoRER G E ok @ﬁw 2) é‘}z it ) 2 GCO (Blay and Geiger, 2013; Chen et al.,
2013) - R SRR EIF LT HAT A « S 2 PR (SIZE) 0 7 A
0§ % enidl R % i (omitted variable ) » v > 3% % #icF 3 4o $038 3K 2en i £z (Becker
etal,1998) » 2 FHF AP AL -

A EE

AL AR AT SRS 27 T E(CompanyDB)—Hﬁ&p
AR (FinanceDB) — 1t # ™ &3 24 (R )~ - A FEH e~ 2 B g
& (Other Finance DB) — ¢ 3* F7dp+ (& )¢ 27 FHE -—MBFTRE -
Rl iEpd7e %o 2 s pA7aF 4L 2 (Other FinanceDB) — ¢ 3 (73R4 (& ) e
FEE GG MR E PR 2 LANARLT LT Es RS
PrdR 2 2 kP o
Ty AR A 1999# 3 2015# > 1 & R F] A3 AF T AR A AR
2T FwABEL AR Tarr Hw 32 Apia v % p 1999 B 4 %

*TA’E_H

T

J —ka \{s\ -‘F‘! l\t

’

=N

i
= Ak

J bl Hiv g
£EE -

55’

w 7@» \-q\ pt
b



10 § H g3t

WRE FEAPHELYEABE RS BETE AP EE o kAR
*ﬁﬁﬁ@%””“*%>ﬂ&%6%@ﬁﬁla’Jf% Pl MR 42 § $:3443250
BRI E 2R a0 f (Mg thd e RGBSy ERdREeENEL §)
3518943 pLipl & 2 e A £ K 342,002 Bl E 0 B3t 5413:[%%? B 6B
fer|mardl:

21 RABEERE

1999 # 3 2015 # 2@ ~ E 5 2 R cht B o P 30,683
Il
P RmEEEFAEE (4,325)
AR P (At § & RS 4 s (18,943)
Bk % (2,002)
kAT 5,413

B~ RS EHL
SR =l

AORAMREET A HF RS FE SR AT AR RiP By
fHk R F L (winsorize) AL MgeE P H LF A REA AT 99 F A
FEERE A NS 1';5/»\1«‘*1’5‘\3?}3 99',5/»\1«195’&:3” ok 2 7| &

Ft R ol £ 2 @A EPFHIMBAB L EREE >

Tiofs 2% FREFED B gAY AN EF EABNAPERS K
A#n2668% EBME X L d B g AP E I P gAY > L AP
FTALEBMATADL1295% B[ B4 00 B B 5 4876% A ¢ chE Mg 24
<A F AT A et F (BIGN) 5 81.56% » i 4¢3+ frehizd) (TENURE) 353
34T & - BF AV HF Ml FRMEE Lo LS (RET%) % 2.74% »
MRS L (RETSTD) % 14.27 > Beta T35 fc 2 0.8321 ¢ ffs &7 2 @ 5
7 OB ehg s vt F(LIQUIDITY) 320 % 2.090 £ & §  (LLEV) =& % 0.08>
*wﬂ¢@;g(gq S REVEEDAERTA L AT A5 £(INVEST)H % 0.18-

% 3 7|5t Pearson & p SH T AP M GHcEL K,f 1oyt & (LIQUIDITY) ¥ a2
WERFTAZ LW &RTA L RFTA " (INVEST) cfp b thdich 0527 + » H 4
Lp RBET Ol GEIE ) 04 Flpt o AL 0 L p REF RSP
(multicollinearity ) F* 38/ # &



£ EH4ER 4 ‘IIAJ\:J%I\_?L%"%?*E’ 11
EVI N AEEY ] ARPAPL L

% 2 st g (N=5413)

g T 3oH dide RFL Bl R
GCO 0.02 0 0.1398 0 1
SHARE 0.2668 0 0.4423 0 1
SHARYE? 0.1295 0.0839 0.1323 0.0001 0.4876
BIGN 0.8156 1 0.3878 0 1
TENURE 3.4726 3 1.7072 1 7
DELAY 4.3085 4.382 0.3426 3.0445 5.5413
RET(%) 2.7393 -11.9459 65.7797 -80.2739 314.725
RETSTD 14.2684 12.7033 7.3553 3.3399 41.5936
BETA 0.8321 0.8351 0.3632 0.0255 1.6869
LIQUIDITY 2.0925 1.5294 1.9653 0.3257 13.0227
LLEV 0.0837 0.0452 0.0995 0 0.4139
CHGLLEV 0.0035 0 0.0712 -0.2583 0.2385
OCF 00197 -0.0152 00921  -0.333 0.2305
INVEST 0.1752 0.1334 0.1415 0.0072 0.6774
NEWFIN 0.2612 0 0.4393 0 1

AGE 3.0939 3.1355 0.5209 1.6094 4.0604
ROA 0.0346  -0.0206 00923  -0.4152 0.1601
SIZE 15.1612 15.0174 1.337 125 19.0186
1 Rk GCO: § FMAMETFHAMAROERER  Fax MR HBI Y RBIALD

ArdRL ARG L ﬂffé O0:SHARE: $ B s $4:eH s ¢+ LR EMeEay o AL T
EAFEN AP L ;ul 45 0;SHARE% : B Mg ¥4+ B R ¢ praegMe sy 2
Mf&ﬁé?g BWMEERFATA Y SBIGN: M2 8 7Ed 44 *i’l?iﬂw’”rﬁﬁ’%’”iﬂ‘l
HEA ﬂéfé;O TENURE @ ¢ - ixfp » mayeg i § 4 & #irg s DELAY: § R ¢
FERBAPEEFF AP ISR P LB DI EIp AHERET: BREFERRLFPF B
B ﬂ‘& RETSTD: & &AL 12 B % 4Rk £ B~ p 228 LIQUIDITY : B B & &£ ndt 5 >
[V 'ﬁvPéK ll,“u‘né SLLEV: BB E % £ § F‘L‘& "lﬂxﬁFél;’%'l "F‘é_z\‘r‘- CHGLLEV :
%[ﬁ]ﬁ%fiﬁﬂﬁ%%fﬁ!‘!%ﬁfiﬁ?ﬁlﬁ‘ OCF: $ Mg £ 4 abmemBE L ATATR
INVEST: $ Bl g £ enef 4R FHEP MK FTUATAT R INEWFIN: BB E £ 24 &5
MEWE FAREHTAKRE L el 0CAGE: BB E R 2 EHSf A ROA: B
LR T AW F ’llﬂ\ﬁﬁfi”}‘f."lliéﬂizi SSIZE: MG £ T A Ao

WHHEG LR ¢ APTERLEE LM BERE -
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RS B L R R L A

=~ SRR

F. 4 & w7 F B %8k s SHARE #F 3% .52 % - Logistic 2] % # * Petersen (2009)
A SR BRI S RTOR T G A 2 R e Ap ik 2 PERT R S 4p iR S HICT
BV AL DR KA AFHIR 3N E FEA#S APRE (SHARE) e
%5 -0.9042 ¥ iE 10%:rEE %K (p B<10%) B A v s 2 M A R E B S
(9 BB AEEF RIS A BAd B AP RO AL LE B g3 4
P o B R GCO e it > i) % H MR & 290d £ d F L yRg
LY RRREAFREBAPEE I HE - L 2 hRIRR  RFR T BE
EEELP G MOT R BN EAY Y RRAREFIFIELMBARIERE
$oBAPhalRE 2 ”nw\m? B R R R A A TR o Tt i g b

R OHEMBERDEREEY > A RPEHNE GCO- 3 2 0 KB EE
FFE GCO 4 B~ 47 BRMARA e X BRINELd FMAiE FFay > T
FERTEFFARIRELTHERA R A EDER - 4p$>T Carson et al. (2014)'1,4”11-’-"
S FFHOD A A FRAL LA §IFAPO T HF P OPRE Lk
LA ARAEBEE ARG L3R B WP ¢ AT APN P 0 KT g

ﬂ:,,% GCO tni% » F {%* 17 I o £ 4 SHARE H i#% 2% > ¥ A 8 @4y %
#? %2 FinT > SHARE 2 8% »c % 5 -0.03% > 4p >t H 18 %fh B o g Sl
ﬁﬁfgif?:’”*ﬁg-_l?ﬁ]*iﬁf;ﬁ&q‘\p BE B FRAP 2B g £
(DELAY) o d £ 42 FRSE7HR > B HLEF L4 o

iR E S 6 FREEERET O FEBEEFERSALP ﬁg%éﬁf’@:l -
dP 2 B enxdic (DELAY) § & ~ R 4ppv s (RET) /) ~ R ESFP S enif it £
&~ (RETSTD) ~ jifet & (LIQUIDITY) g~ &Y g, % (LLEV) §3% ~ =
DERFAZ LY EMT AL RFT A F (INVEST) i~ FAIMMSF (ROA) 4
T BFIBRIERRYEY I RBPAEPIL L "*’??ﬁﬂ” ra’#ﬂ o

Arie-H L APEE (SHARE%) T4 % %8 M TS %730 4
SH(1) - 4 % 5 (D)eh¥ @5 4 # 4 SHARE%E: GCO A & 2 A il AR &
Ml > SHARE%: & B y%¢€ -7 12 GCO e 5 & 2 A Fenf Ap b (ki
08448 p E 5 071) » - % %212 SHARE (¥ 52 F % S BhE % ¥ 72 - Ko A4
H R F > ¥iat i SHARE%Z GCO 2 i w2t bf o § B ML ¥4 A engg
T4 BEAVRE P FHERE ENGRRIFIR T2 M REINE P
TP ARARRE TFEEZ R o T4 F SHARE%H 4c 1 - Tl BLpF > BB A yeg iR
TR FlRZzoi a0 ERPENEHE S "izﬁwm‘pﬁ}i/ﬁ ok m gk BHEDE
GCO s » o 5 A< $#h SHARE%® GCO ¥ i 2222 R Flo A2 1Y
Box-Tidwell (1962) transformation & & SHARE%#? GCO &_% 5 A 2-a b enlf i% - ¥

e
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X BT B iﬂz AR (Nonlln dev.#°% 10.48 > p £.=0.001) > F|pt ffie
J(l)r‘ 4e » SHARE% SQR 1% 3 74| 2L 4 44 B8 % e #ic o 2 Hosmer-Lemeshow & Z_
A ERE LR > B+ & () 5235 piEs 098 & B3k T MY R L
W o % 5 ()77 ¥4 SHARE%E: GCO R 5 i is g F 5% > wfrdl
SHARE%# GCO mébfﬁ'rﬁa@ «fs » SHARE%¥ GCO % 8¢ % f 4p M ( ¥k 5 -7.6357 >
piEs 0.04) &4 4aigskugiv, ¥ SHAREY 3 4v » H 22 GCO ehpf % > 7~
Eprec g > 2 3 SHARE%M 4 & 22.4% (7.6357/(2%17.0799))H i dick-d f # v >
SHARE%¥: GCO z_ fF #-% i 4p B o

L4 BEMEEESBMLNAREEPFF AN HENEY S RABREE 2
M5 42 (N=5413)

RH LR TR {4 5L O 3 piE TR
Intercept ? -13.7137 0.00

SHARE ? -0.9042 0.07 -0.03%
BIGN + -0.1286 0.59 0.00%
TENURE + -0.0400 0.57 0.00%
DELAY + 1.3448 0.01 0.04%
RET - -0.0109 0.00 0.00%
RETSTD + 0.0827 0.00 0.00%
BETA - -0.8804 0.18 -0.03%
LIQUIDITY - -1.2395 0.08 -0.04%
LLEV + 5.0659 0.00 0.16%
CHGLLEV + -2.0513 0.38 -0.07%
OCF - -2.0553 0.12 -0.07%
INVEST - -4.2353 0.04 -0.13%
NEWFIN - -0.5151 0.22 -0.02%
AGE - 0.0514 0.78 0.00%
ROA - -12.5339 0.00 -0.40%
SIZE ? 0.1053 0.44 0.00%
IND DUMMY ? Included

YEAR DUMMY ? Included

Wald y° 277.49™"

Pseudo R? 0.55

T Stata MitHHLY RiH R HhR RHALL BB L] O RS AL T LR
SN i o



LR E AR A pdEL e 15
gL E R RAEPAPLL

25 B EABHAYNAPHELEREVF I L HBANEY I RABEPHE
4 (GCO) 2z m st (N=5,073)

SHARE%# GCO 7 &t pf % SHARE%Z GCO 3 &b %

ST T ) @

R % piE #ank % ¥ piE ik
Intercept ? -13.2162 0.00 -13.5430 0.00
SHARE% ? -0.8448 0.71 -0.03% -7.6357 0.04 -0.24%
SHARE% SQR  ? 17.0799 0.08 0.54%
BIGN + -0.1527 0.51 0.00% -0.0795 0.72 0.00%
TENURE + -0.0209 0.77 0.00% -0.0269  0.70 0.00%
DELAY + 1.3387 0.01 0.04% 1.3344 0.01 0.04%
RET - -0.0113  0.00 0.00% -0.0111 0.00 0.00%
RETSTD + 0.0829  0.00 0.00% 0.0814 0.00 0.00%
BETA - -09763 0.13 -0.03% -0.9579  0.14  -0.03%
LIQUIDITY - -1.2761  0.08 -0.04% -1.2647 0.08 -0.04%
LLEV + 5.0638 0.00 0.16% 5.0043 0.00 0.16%
CHGLLEV +  -2.0477 0.38 -0.07% -2.0001 040  -0.06%
OCF - -2.3044 0.07 -0.07% -2.1835  0.08  -0.07%
INVEST - -4.1336  0.05 -0.13% -4.0754 0.04 -0.13%
NEWFIN - -0.5400 0.20 -0.02% -0.5307 0.21 -0.02%
AGE - 0.0026  0.99 0.00% 0.0554  0.78 0.00%
ROA - -12.3150 0.00 -0.40%  -12.4746 0.00 -0.40%
SIZE ? 0.0865 0.55 0.00% 0.0922 0.51 0.00%
IND DUMMY ? Included Included
YEAR DUMMY  ? Included Included
Wald 2755 269.76""
Pseudo R? 0.55 0.55

LB - gk o 4 SHARE% 45 & & % @ 4 % #ic SHARE% L (%
SHARE%>22.4% - SHARE% L=SHARE% ; # 4 8] % 5 0) 2 SHARE% S
(SHARE%<=22.4% » SHARE%_S=SHARE%: H &R 5 0) » Ap M F B L% 730 4 6 -
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26 BREEEARBRLAAPELESEVFE XN EHBY LY FRRAPHF
22 MBI -2 AP EER vst AP EE K (N=5413)

R LR TEH % #ic p i W e 5
Intercept ? -13.6034 0.00
SHARE%_ L + 12.0944 0.01 0.23%
SHARE%_S ? -11.9889 0.04 -0.34%
BIGN + -0.0491 0.83 0.04%
TENURE + -0.0267 0.69 0.00%
DELAY + 1.3560 0.01 0.00%
RET - -0.0107 0.00 0.04%
RETSTD + 0.0821 0.00 0.00%
BETA - -0.9142 0.16 0.00%
LIQUIDITY - -1.2853 0.08 -0.03%
LLEV + 5.1392 0.00 -0.04%
CHGLLEV + -1.9128 0.41 0.15%
OCF - -2.3023 0.08 -0.06%
INVEST - -3.9873 0.05 -0.07%
NEWFIN - -0.5203 0.23 -0.11%
AGE - 0.0486 0.80 -0.01%
ROA - -12.5585 0.00 0.00%
SIZE ? 0.0833 0.55 -0.36%
IND DUMMY ? Included
YEAR DUMMY ? Included
Wald y* 586.63"
Pseudo R? 0.55

3 A 6P REREET v FAMAPHEL (SHARE%_S) #i| %> F1 - B4 7%

B EBEFAIPOTR o D RRET AN R B F o
TA ORI EEBMEF DAL %S 0 B FFAPOTd KR Anif4 a4

3E 4 > F)p SHARE% S 2 GCO 1% 5 LA Finf 4l > H 8 %21 4 4 ch 3! p%
e bE AL EPEEHE L (SHARE% L) » B BipkeyFd £ me

AR AR TE M R N E S NI AR FRARA 07 K MR ZT %
LR Sl 15 S ELy Rl e N 8 ffﬂ PAirpan i BMeE 2 GCO:» i F
SHARE%_L % ¥ 5 it -



r"z'il;'%\? IIAJ\#—B‘—\ELﬁgﬁr"’E’ 17
PN RS RBAER LD

=~ FEhRIE
TI.%SHARE REAZTOEBEEFRATH e BHITREAD P REFFER
%ﬁﬁ’*ﬁid%—gﬂﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂ EARTE E AR A PR B E AR R
W2 FMEENE GCO 2 B mipF » ¥ it i3 2 SHARE 5 N 2 SR 4L » 5 304
A e 55 SHARE B v i A4 hikit s A2 4~ B2 Heckman (1979)5 Fr i fp 32
(Heckman’s two-stage consistent estimator) % Lawrence, Minutti-Meza, and Zhang
(2011)eniE e & Hcfie 442 (propensity-score matching approach) - #4] SHARE p #
PR 0 £ AL SHARE &2 § Bl A R ¢ s Fr s pdas g B en B £ 1 & GCO $ 5
T o
B Ao Heckman & FFEL 3t N 2 B - PG BRI EEER R 0 B8
B FREPFERTAP A oS B M RRERLZ 1 2L 0 B3 B3
FRAEILTER S FEFFERTLPD e B2 P Y E T3 inverse mills
ratio (LAMDA) £ % p A E# & 41#p » (D)2 Q) e s FRFTH T p AES
R0 B LAMDA chid sl E B2 0 AT 25 it Mg e m L g
Stz ph e )I?e ( Francis and Wilson, 1988; DeFond, 1992; Anderson, Stokes, and
Zimmer, 1993; Chaney, Jeter, and Shivakumar, 2004; Khurana and Raman, 2006;
Francis, Richard, and Vanstraelen, 2009; Zerni, Kallunki, and Nilsson, 2010 ) - ;%Iﬁ]
EFEFLEEFFFERNA AL REAT AT 59»1‘%»%1‘#« 7
g R BiER AT o D ﬂ%g&: GoE g AP AT AL LS (u
FHRTARFLHRFTA  FFULIHRFTAFE) ~RAFEHRAE (132
SN m@m"‘l 195"9 ;Lﬁ.ﬁ;:fgr ) Ky ?)’g’fﬁlﬁw‘? (‘iffbfyzi’f u/»u_l}—zﬁw
FAFRE) ~ v 5 (MREGFUATAFL) - é’ifﬁtm”iu* (3
BB i RATAGFE) 2 20K (AT AR AHEK) > 57 LB
EPE R AP g3 R ARTOR A a%7ﬂﬁﬂ%%°m+%%*ﬁ 5

g C“_"

PO

FHABEL RN BEEILARE SRR AR HYRAS A LF G AL %
SR (FO 7 G e RAREE BN N > BERREK L L HAL0) o K
673 %Eig.&éﬁ’% b FERAAANEEE § L F (ﬁx*‘:}”’"fﬁ RINE 3
“)ﬁ:’tf&iig)ﬁ:’““) ‘%132&’1*’% D' et ﬁg‘lé’«ﬁigﬁﬂ“”)frﬁx ¥
FlE A (4 BE RREd] s SRR d] ~ 2 SR AR FAE K E B
R E)

APy EEBE R ERHA I @ LAMDA B A1) 1R R 4
PRI EART > BRI A Tod £ 7 4> LAMDA iy & Bt i

O BEHEADL AL I E M AR R A BAARA iR > % %) LaPortaetal. (1999) ¢t ¥
ST (1R R SR S ] 2 R ST {min( & a2 BERFR )} QR A0
4 (CASHRIGHT) =f % 4141 % 2 & k»#”;ti‘ +E b dlehs BREL S A - Q)R B
(ENTRENCH) =#. 3 £ % 2 % i 241 4g-10 & 2 £ 48 -
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Fp( s 0.2039;p 6 5 0.46) it 4 SHARE % #icshp 2 |25 4 P 37 %> m SHARE
2 BB A A nEwmARR o 2t A2 T e Al E A p A EE RET N
HrAQ)EF DT 22 ANEBRTERKI R BB EL e 4~ ik
(propensity-score) > f BB iT e A ez k0 B F A FEN & AR L 8 R )
) Jzﬁtf"ﬁ‘uiﬁ Fedtisti & 5 2,880 B Hiphi 2 § % % ¥ 1 iF Heckman

PR iz 2530 & T 2 7 Ww & SR itz (7 & *%eﬁu/z{ 4> d pov SR
'PE?A\&’?T”J“’ TAFEA FRERER - FEL EL 1T 3 %A Heckman (1979)
£ WA foid o & B M A Befe iz Rid SHARE(SHARE%) Bl 4
R %%Q@MEH1W7FL%%O

27 BWMEELNAPRATAEVFFINEHBREY I RBEPFLI LM

B—EFp 2

_— Heckman = P& - Mg o Hefie
R L o (N=5,406) (N=2,888)

PR piE i #c p s
Intercept ? -15.1912 0.00 -28.3636 0.00
SHARE ? -0.8488 0.10 -1.0032 0.09
BIGN + -0.1171 0.62 -0.0014 1.00
TENURE + -0.0351 0.62 0.2131 0.22
DELAY + 1.3701 0.01 2.0562 0.00
RET - -0.0111 0.00 -0.0161 0.00
RETSTD + 0.0836 0.00 0.0929 0.00
BETA - -0.8640 0.18 -0.0927 0.90
LIQUIDITY - -1.2062 0.09 -1.9376 0.02
LLEV + 5.1091 0.00 7.5705 0.00
CHGLLEV + -2.2347 0.36 -3.3873 0.17
OCF - -2.0929 0.11 -2.3979 0.37
INVEST - -4.2500 0.04 -4.0039 0.26
NEWFIN - -0.5336 0.23 -0.5554 0.35
AGE - 0.0864 0.67 -0.2679 0.55
ROA - -12.5053 0.00 -15.8527 0.00
SIZE ? 0.1543 0.37 -0.2869 0.14
LAMDA ? 0.2039 0.46
INDUSTRY ? Included Included
YEAR ? Included Included
Wald y* 295.79"" 367.83"7"

Pseudo R? 0.55 0.62
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EPFEMESY s ARTAPILL
% Chi and Chin (2011)s#=8 = 5% > #3002 & 3V & %7 3, L4k
e B APARE8E L2 R%E (MAO, 5 - EE$HE
LELZ ;ibﬁgﬁp PN EETRLLN% S 1 ﬁf&;a 0) "B NEiEy
*&;g%w BH AT DY MREEAD e gAY 2B
His €3 At~ A $R 2 A L EAP (5> i»?! iz r R EERT R
A w MAO shfe a2 - » 1 % Chiand Chin (2011)s$d] » #2287 2 < 3] ¢34
frEFrsr s (BIGN) ~ 2 @ R40 (SIZE) ~ % & & £ F 54 (LOSS) ~ f vt
F(LEV)~imdst F(CA)~ = @ 13 ()& #8(AGE)~ 2 & ¢+ FF =8 (TENURE)
- Bt & (LAGMAO) %4 » £ R &2 & im;»”ﬁ: Sl APM R % T 4ot
8o A B8P HLEEL L 42 2550 § EMAERIS L BHMLD B &4
AP ARt AL R AP HAA NS MAO chis i > L3 § W
MR 4 2300 L0 FRAFREFF AP BRRGFIBASRETFHE - £
Hmlziﬁifi P R F B ET BRI EFE AP MaT 0 Gt Ao
ERAyrE LR L MBAWOEBEE  HAPR GRS - Hird a7 W B
R rm A AR S > Flpt v b 2 RPFH I E MAO- e E 4
‘tHPifEE (SHARE%) 5 1 R F ol BB 5 T 2% o

%8 FWEFeBHLIAAREEIFAE MAO AR4RL 2 Mo

ERS
A
I
)
o
ux
X
(m\
o
|

s
I}

)

z

i
2 L
d

=l

lct*‘tM

\S%

(N=16,354)

) 1 L . . , ,
RELE L, BE PE @Rk RE piE o @Rk
Intercept ?  -2.5837 0.02 -2.3370  0.04
SHARE ?  -0.4307 000  -0.72%

SHARE% ? -0.0019 076  0.00%
BIGN + -0.5032 000  -0.85% -0.4856  0.00  -0.83%
SIZE ?  0.0576 013  010% 0038 031  0.07%
LOSS +  0.5098 000  0.86% 04985 000  0.85%
LEV +  0.8373 0.46 141% 08636 045  1.47%
CA - 0.0212 062  0.04% 00166 070  0.03%
AGE - -0.0087 008  -0.01% -0.0107 003  -0.02%
TENURE ?  -0.0469 014  -0.08% -0.0427 018  -0.07%
ZMJSCORE ~ +  0.3887 004  0.65% 03803 005  0.65%
LAGMAO +  3.2245 000  542% 32345 000  551%
INDDUMMY  ? Included Included

YEARDUMMY ? Included Included

Wald 1174.35"" 1171.29™"

Pseudo R? 0.25 0.25
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FiE- A RZL A EL > 2R Box-Tidwell (1962) transformation & % _#-4 4
TR E 6P ES N & SHARE% i 372E (19.04%) T A 24 o 4 P 4
¥+ (SHARE% L) 2 £ ¢t & 4 ¥ | (SHARE% S) » H ¥ @ %% 4ck 9o d £ 9
m?ﬁL% W’WF%WE%SWMND BEp ApH o S A T BApRE
PRBRGEBREEAIGOT o D EHE S AR ARRR: RO BT
*’ﬂ*iﬂ%@ iﬁﬁﬁ SR B F AR KB E AR A
» F1 SHARE%_S & GCO M R AT Fenf A b » £ 2% 24 6 chF @ % 4

e g HE A EE S (SHARE% L) > B2 MAO i & B8 % crbf B s o

29 FREFESBHLINERBEL € NE MAO B3 L HBIE

=
N

(N=16,354)

T R Y D&
Intercept ? -2.4307 0.03
SHARE% L ? 0.0013 0.83
SHARE%_S 2 -0.0408 0.03
BIGN + -0.4714 0.00
SIZE ? 0.0452 0.23
LOSS + 0.5006 0.00
LEV + 0.8139 0.47
CA - 0.0165 0.70
AGE - -0.0098 0.04
TENURE 2 -0.0435 0.17
ZMJSCORE + 0.3840 0.04
LAGMAO n 3.2223 0.00
INDDUMMY ? Included
YEARDUMMY ? Included
Wald 1180.67"
Pseudo R? 0.25

T~ B ER

ud

FREFI v Henegamige RABHE ARG R FAH
AR ER - g AR & FlHAFRRM  F I MHBRLANHEEY FE 4 AEEE
£ BMEERNRS > - LF 2 HE HT A0 HonB B4 T IAASB &
AICPA Z it d BB E Enb Pl - A W3 # 372 \ﬁg,vég];ﬁd # AR F
EANAPFL DN E s G FRAPREF T I RERL I ABRIEHEE
* BHPATRE L hh P e m i F3 & H o JAASB 22 AICPA (8t & + ehig 37 o
HAFS g3 BBl SMAEE T2 03 BMLd 2 g3 TP 23
PETACARFFENL R B S ) AICPA 72202013 282 20 p # 7 %
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