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Impacts of Disclosure of Related-Party Sales in
Parent Company Only Financial Statements on the
Relative Value-Relevance of Accounting Numbers

Pei-Yu Weng"~ Ching-Lung Chen™
Hsin-Yi Chen”™™ Hann-Pyng Wang™™"*

Abstract: This study, based on both the consolidated financial statements (in accordance
with TSFAS 7 or IFRS 10) and the parent company only financial statements of Taiwanese
listed firms, categorizes disclosed related-party sales into two groups: those that should be
eliminated (i.e., ERPT, related-party sales between the reporting entities and the
subsidiaries) and those that should be retained (i.e., NERPT, related-party sales between
the reporting entities and the associates). We adopt Ohlson’s (1995) framework to examine
the impacts of ERPT and NERPT on the relative value-relevance of accounting numbers.
Our empirical results indicate that ERPT significantly enhances the relative value-
relevance of earnings, supporting the efficient contracting hypothesis in Taiwanese listed
firms. NERPT, on the other hand, does not influence the relative value-relevance of
earnings, except when using pooled data for analysis, where we observe that NERPT
enhances the relative value-relevance of equity book value. It is worth noting that investors
may find it challenging to assess the relative value-relevance of earnings in NERPT cases,
as it can be attributed to both efficient contracting and opportunistic (or propping up)
reasons. Consequently, Investors may assign a higher weight to equity book value when

valuing stocks of firms engaged in NERPT.
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2017) > FHHT AT EEDBLBEL > 5O RFPOE 2P Y BT
( Gordon et al., 2007; Ryngaert and Thomas, 2012 ) - % Ohlson (1995)#%_"’ » Ty Hp
FPRRETREFMARREVZRT A 207 LD T HM Ry “”"’-“#’t% FARR
TP W EPRERG A FFHHFRT ARG EH Ry o o Bt o
Flmfl & AR 4 @ A B TR A AR %(H@U,ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁmw
HHETMME -] B 2K Te™ !
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FLER2IEE EE R R WA ARA RN B A4 3 (ERPT) §#
$§%ﬁéawﬁﬁauwﬁo

IR E B (A 00 ) HHEd LM EFL R A L Ol A AR R
%(waﬂ»ﬂﬂbﬁﬁi%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬂﬁﬁ,xgﬂﬂﬁi@ﬁﬁégéi
I REMABREAZFEFALI I AM A D E 2R (Cheung et
al., 2006; Jian and Wong, 2010; Lo et al., 2010; Kohlbeck and Mayhew, 2017 ) » 1,,.;7;' i
FSHEHRFIEBB TR P AEMAAH T I TP AT R R

“.‘J

K}&ﬁﬂ%ﬂ4ﬁ%<¥m%% Beme § A A4 F RS E T Rk

ROFPLPPIL L IR T R IRTADIPHG BT EHR§
l%ﬁﬁﬁ%wwwp“ﬂ’F*4WW%V(XWD~W%fi‘(wl)%ﬁé
2E A (2015) FHERETFENPHAT N HIAE EITHIET f e BT
ﬁibﬁ;’r9$a%ﬂ%$£3ﬁ%m%ﬂ<ﬁ%*%OEMW)&Q%?ﬂ
AR E TR AR R S P ik s L TR R

Lo~ frod IS R RR AT ERITFRZ G 2RI L

& }1 EHFATIARH G BB .

& Ohlson (1995)7 7™ » BN # = /*k (B4e 5= 2% > 2009 ; Burgstahler and
Dichev, 1997; Collins et al., 1997; Barth et al., 1998; Ou and Sepe, 2002; Marquardt and
Wiedman,2004 %) # R T F 4o B LEG L EL AP - 0 ¢35 Tk
ARRTE PR R Y -G T AZAPH Y B T PAEEIRG B E
AP M T AA T R GRS AR A AAER AR T R
2 (NERPT) @ 3 » ¥R FTHEZRFHFAM B M2 dgp Zoag iy
FEAFRLIE 2 RPHERE AR Ao EHFAT AREY EiH
PET RO RAZHHEI R G EFTADRERER - Ft 0 AFTFZ B
AR R T

BRI A B FEERRT o W WL AR F DM A HF 2 4 (NERPT)
EHRBEEEG JEFTAZAPEG EirM -

o FIRY

- " FEIPRFaEEAGSE

AEEG R 2 FECF PP 5 # S AST4RE (Taiwan Economic Journal, TEJ)
LR R BT L T ®>q7wﬂ*ﬁ%‘%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ$%ﬁ
T Bp A 7 BAMABFELZ £ EH MR A 2 MR e -

A 2004 # 12 % 9 p iBiTRAsR€ R E 75 K ARB51 2 FAS94 4% 5
IAS 27 » 375 %37 p 2005 & 1 % 1 p @ o e AFT 5 1 2005 & %77 5 B erded
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TP G E i B

B MR AL 2005 & % 2019 & 0 £ 15 & c T H R L AR F L o
PrRgfe - e ES CRTHREIRTEA IHMBTRIULG LEPEEE
Pk B 22,012 8 o BIR AR LR R P A s F LR F G s R R B
AR GAH R BT ORAS BT RS T B AR 20,331 £ o 5k E
2o 12 Panel A #7 % 3R o

TEJ A X ABATHAZ A X0 F 353 4rd 12 PanelBe & & ¥4 A ¥k &
%3 1% (code23)10,650 5 » [} sk A#52.38% ; =« 5 it éﬁi:}i%@# (code 17)
1,704 5 F 34 A8 8.38%; % = & T+ (code 15)1,326 0 F 4k A # 6.52%-
HABER 2 AX LML (codel8) » 844 » | %4 A~#041% -

21 HkAGEFRELST

Panel A & & & iE fE 42

#® A Bk
TEJ 4L B f 454 4 #c (2005 & 3 2019 &) 22,112
(3 7 &f 0% ES2RTHEE)
e
L RBOLE T A 1,677
ﬁi;mfﬁwﬁﬁd'@“ig;ﬁﬂx 102
A 2 P4 A% e A etk A 2
R d Ak 20,331
Panel B # 3 2 £~ #
TE] 2 ¥ * 4% A LR A~ 0B #®*%
11 kR % 181 0.89%
12 & 51 ¥ 388 1.91%
13 g1 ¥ 503 2.48%
14 AR 897 4.41%
15 TR 1,326 6.52%
16 TRTH 135 0.67%
17 54 REFR 1,704 8.38%
18 Ay 84 0.41%
19 BHl ¥ 90 0.44%
20 B ¥ 765 3.76%
21 o1 ¥ 169 0.83%
22 A 1% 169 0.83%
23 TFa1¥ 10,650 52.38%
25 Y 1,264 6.22%
26 s ¥ 383 1.89%
27 BT 401 1.97%
29 FAE W 299 1.47%
99 H 923 4.54%

&3+ 20,331 100.00%
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=~ BT
473 12 Ohlson (1995)% & 3= #03] 5 A# X ARP MG 2 pr (B

S
MR S R %ﬁz? B 7 A4 } _ﬂLg"L”"“WPﬁI% BT R LT G
%_Eﬁif fe 4o ﬁ*%%@tf Ohlson (1995)% & 3= #-4]1» 2 & % g4 (EPS) 2 &
AR FER B E (BY) e A R AR EEM A TS (RPT) » a3 ER
(2 22 OB %A &y “f MR ARG AR o B TR A4 < 5 (RPT)
% 33t % % %) Jian and Wong (2010):2.% B A AV B2 2 £ sy v HFERF
hEd P FM G AR A PNV NERBTREZR ST AT F LA
REFIBMM ey hE B B AT REEGFLAY 2 MR AW i URER
WA 2P )EPUBFL LY ATALE IR R EEFAMN BAH %
(NERPT)o iR AT E HFEARE S ﬁﬂ'“ffﬁ%‘s?ﬂ*” (# 27F) gairdl

PR G A MR L TR S H AR A AR Gl A A
%, LA oo B E HAR R AR RN B E (ERPT) BB A Hp
(RPT) sl & B4R & A4kl g cnll % < 4 T 2 & (NERPT) » 35 ¢ 2 £ 24
sers @ (ERPT=RPT-NERPT) » 5 ¥ 3f 5.2 @ Flh Bl & 4 & 441 o hond 14 4
pas o

B REINR ST R R E'“_f"rfsé'tiifﬁf’ﬁéélﬁ% v & 35 o @ R4 (SIZE)

gy (LEV) ~ifpE@Ey (MB) ~ g z4#p s (ROE) 2 2@ £ 352
k4p (LOSS) % ¥dice A7 o @2 ﬂF AF AR REEEFE O 7 RHE
(SIZE) » rigrdlid if %8st 9 #0732 B4 8258 (Becker, DeFond, Jiambalvo, and
Subramanyam, 1998) o B (LEV) o 12'?% WhHERF AT Y
jg»,q%/m@z > FIRAHWZM AT AR G AR AR 2P EEE R

IR T iF > R B ‘ﬁﬁ o F R anT (Barthetal, 1998; Zhang, 2008 )
5}1?%" AErr (MB) e @8 AR E B vf A B E @ e 12 §FE o F] Doukas, Kim,
and Pantzalis (2002) % 35 4 47 fF %2 #’z»’;l’"?-f ;‘_F B ER (K MBIRE ) BF o AR

£ (% MBLE) ag®h > €75 bk S BB o SRR IEE N F fkng
HIF ’J'—xp NP WERFAL PR g”i%ﬁlfﬁﬁ’”* (ROE) # = @ fis g
AEE VT o D7 RABEEFPIARF LR HTRS (Barthetal.,1998,
Adwan, Alhaj Ismail, and Girardone, 2020 ) » ¢ £ ¥3% F iR a7 R EREAS PR
FASEHE D P AT IR € B i‘i‘i;t,\g\—‘&ﬁ o &L dF i (Barthetal., 1998;
Collins, Pincus, and Xie, 1999 ) - zkxzﬁ;g o~ 2 7 EE4 (LOSS) A ﬁ%&uf#
FABEFEHEG AR WE P FERFELE L FHRE L [ B P LOSS &
=1 F250-

=&
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=~ R @

AP RwmitE 2 2 Y B A 8 & 0 12 Ohlson (1995)#-3] & # & 17 BE |2
AANE LT RPN RG 2 (Be 23 2402015 AR E 4 0 2014
MABEE A 52016 %) MBI g3 T (FR P2 ENIEFEG | E) P i
MliEZ p B A R 2 Ha g8 [ ke f B9k LA
%ﬁﬁ%%@(ﬂés)ﬁw% WAL M AN R PR
oo AR R T Fﬁé 'ri ;%8 - %] Holthausen and Watts (2001)z% 5 P4 #4348 4 i fE it
MM L X3 «Fs%ﬁx*’ﬂ T 8 A8 7 1 B A0S (panel
cmwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’mﬂ%m PO AT A F oot e G Tl 2 ke BT
¥ i B (balanced-panel data ) i {7 74 5 0 € % T4k & 37 /& ¥ (survival bias )
% 58 (Henderson and Kaplan, 2000 ) o F] ¢ » & 77 3 1 28T §73% 3¢ i 3 (unbalanced
panel data) & {7 § EiRl# o
(D A#R ZH AT (RPT H554)
P =f,+BEPS, + BBV, +BRPT, + B,RPT, xEPS, + ARPT, xBV,,

+B,SIZE;  + B,LEV, + BMB, , + B,ROE,  + B,,LOSS;  + Firm Effect

+Year Effect + &, (1)
BEIZSD tEER > M PEHRIRRP 40T ¢
Pit DR ERMETER
EPS;; DR ERFERFA
BVit O ERFURERELEG §E
RPTiy CORERM (A oF) HibHABEL MBS T o
AT ARETHF
SIZEi¢ DO PRE NP RART AP R R -
LEViy DRSO PR G I RRAT A TR o
MBiy Do ERFEREGEE
ROE:; DORAEERPE o
LOSSiy NP BRSO ERF LS RS L
HepZ 500
Firm Effect SATENEHE R T oI A PR LR 2B
Year Effect DR EARAS T L ERAL R 2 DT T E RS

Eit O ATE o
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Q% » 5wl & HAR 2 E 2 ABREEZ MG S )2 2R L] (ERPT/
NERPT #-5¢ )
B.=pB, + BEPS, + B,BV, + B,ERPT,  + B,NERPT,  + B,ERPT, x EPS,

+B;ERPT,, x BV, + B,NERPT, x EPS, , + S,NERPT, x BV,  + B,SIZE,

+B,LEV, + B,,MB, + B,ROE;  + B,LOSS,  + Firm Effect + Year Effect

+&, )

PEIZOT tEER > RETERP 407 ¢

NERPTi: : @& H4F & 244 FLM AP S o g EARA Y
iR R R A AR ’“fuﬁﬁ%ir[m*” (#28) H b
IR R 2P AT A RIS FE

ERPT:  © hils BfARM b2 MG A8l - Tahils bid
o EAMR I REBH (2 2F7) Bl L3 2P
eRE T A 4 % %2 % » 7% ERPT;=RPT;:—NERPT;; -

BT R owl) -
AF1 7 f Ohlson (1995)% 157 » thiplB % 4 4 [ 2 3 Rl g5 7o (Wéﬁéﬂ
FEG B E) pHE EH DR L& R %ﬁﬁ’iﬂﬁﬁg’a& SRR 3 3

P HEFEG [ A BWz2 2FE (MAEKBREAL 2014 5523 %4 2015 A
% 4 > 2016) o %“J:}J;P"‘ Bz 1> 3549 RPTXEPS i 5p: e (f) #hd i
FoRA W EoF N (FABE) BRLE T A 45 0 R RPTXEPS v §f i ()
WEF LT (f )%fw Ry g Bk 2o ;EEP..MEL@ GRS sl R
3 (ERPT)’ BT R B BT H Y i M  & ERPTXEPS e §F i i (5)
HHEE DR B fURE R 3 WER RIS B £ L
I E xﬁ,@ AT F £ R F NERPT ehfe 4 > e 'L41 4 23§ NERPT 44 2 4
FAPS B M S MR B RS § B g TR ARR T
NERPTXBV chit jF fhdfe (fb) » #-AF 5 L 50

BE-F8EEEST

RS2 R M A

AT LB BB 2 1R 1%y E 0 12 winsorize S PN AT 0 AR
e S Rch T ik o f R AR AF B 2 E R o d & 2 BT
Jis % B F UL (P) 2 T35 5 5 363770 ¢ =#kX) 5 22.350 - Ohlson (1995) 3
Yoo fai gl EPS & BV 2. Tiai s Au A 1724 22 193100 ¢ imdics 1,135 &2
16253 « 2% 7 2. i & 398 % % RPT ~ ERPT % NERPT z_ T 3aid » & s % 0.102



M s )2l bnflEdrlMafi g 31
HES TR EiT ML BB

0.060 2 0.039 > ¥ fdgca &) 5 0.024 ~ 0.003 2 0.000* - T 325 3 » B %A 4 f 2 %
(RPT) 5 2P A BT A5 102% & Gl & B AR 2 ARSI F 2 B iR 4 8 7 2 2
(ERPT) 8¢ 2 P9 R 8 F A9 6%  v¢ B %0 A4 alp 2 M % 4 4 [ 2 3 (NERPT)-
LB dp M GBcR B4 30 it b & Pearson AP B iR > A B 29
RS R PEABES R OLY) EREEFAAMN T AP 2 2
hfd R lcre g 0 RS P L en% s o Ohlson (1995)% # 7 2 EPS 2 BV ##c7™
oY B PR R EL MG o A 3B AMGAHE 2Lz BFER A
# (RPT~ERPT 2 NERPT) % £ 2 7 % if R AT F L Ap M « {241 R Hd™ 2 - o £
W AT HA SIS RN TR F AN LA e BR TR

B ERAEFIAM > £ =T & Spearman 4p B ThBcEL Y 5 T B REFIIE K o

% 2 kst A 454 (N=20,331)

-

e Tiow BEL Bl N T
VANS AN

P 36.377 43.685 2.640 12.500 22.350 40.900 279.50

EPS 1.724 3.004 -4.684 0.055 1.135 2.842 14.213

BV 19.310 11.541 1.913 12.224 16.253 23.180 68.727

RPT 0.102 0.178 0.000 0.001 0.024 0.118 0.971

ERPT 0.060 0.129 0.000 0.000 0.003 0.052 0.718

NERPT 0.039 0.110 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.017 0.731

SIZE 15.098 1.349 12.466 14.155 14915 15.854  19.490
LEV 0.360 0.174 0.033 0.226 0.348 0.477 0.824
MB 1.765 1.386 0.391 0.919 1.352 2.091 8.827
ROE 0.051 0.163 -0.681 0.004 0.069 0.143 0.425
LOSS 0.235 0.424 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000

I A RBT AT (P ERSFIRECEG EPS: L F4 BV H 0 RPT: 2 B4 (2
2P )E WA 2 MR AW S ERPT Wl & & AAG G 2B ( ERPT=RPT-
NERPT); NERPT : %l & B4R £ A L2 M G A F 23 SSIZE: 2P0 MW ARF AR
BB GFRE CLEV: S MR B G IPREFT A FAogrE c MB: E KRR E
B SROE: AR ZAFMP S S LOSS: # 4 5df 2 miR R F R FHRL L F KE 1 F25 0

2. LB HBEFA Y BB E S 1% 7 winsorize £ ASLiR E o

4  AFTY &% RPT~ ERPT % NERPT % %)i& {7 winsorize BRI &4 & o F|* » ERPT 2 NERPT e-L 35
Wby B RPT T ot 3 £ 8 - £ —’F‘,' » NERPT 1% =85 % e 5 0.0003 o
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OFXVT TN T L SS0T ¢ LA TH Y

(7H) e FVEHE%RS (EFLE T FNEHORI EFLE ., €
o T Y Y dy uewreodS ¢ 3 L T ¢ wmIFy gdpuosiedd ¥ % T4+ T
AR XE S RE 7 .

N A0 B RN gV BBk FAW YD D

o0 *

WEMF o AT B i

B i TR % e TS 12 A N B W A e 2 LdYAN | (LdYAN-LdY=IdYT) t2 4 By Wb mw ot s 2
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HESTAPHE EM L BT

EEFERESE
AFTE AT LM # 2 (lagrange multiplier statistic ) » ™ #& B3R & 7423 f&
(pooleddata) 1% % 9 WA crif & 1+ o BI2E 2 %87 © & RPT 5% 2 ERPT/NERPT
BT LM A N 5 77421 2 599.06 0 W ARG R & FAHGS T 0 i A2 # R
(intercept) & Fe B ek o Flpt » AT 7 M G A BB TR AT ik R
ok fF Gl B S FIEBGE A B 2 R BK R A 5 Bk (fixed effect )
grg % (random effect) & 4873 i » s 247 § i& @ 12 Hausman (1978)# T35 iR F
R LT 5 adiA R (82 PR ALR) R *ﬁl?“H‘?* + B RET
#2582 ERPT / NERPT #-7* ™ ¢ Hausman (1978)+ = # % & ()2) A %] 5 483.08,%
488.51 » Baom F WA o O FEF Ok FAL - Fl 0 BTk i HigHR 03
R l—mxi a9 72 % (Greene, 1999) » g & F2 11 B Tk 2 25T 5N if R R
EHF A 2 White (1980)&JZ £ Fr# B A 518 » 27 fF A 47
%«PJ&% BAMEYE (RPT) AR FRFFREIEERG FES BEFTR
FUAPH Y B2 FRELEE o doR 49TRE R o d £ 47 5o RPT RN a3 1S
R % 92.32%(F & % 15531): %l & & fﬁi?}téﬂ'“/f/%#ﬁéﬂ'“f 2l B I
7* (ERPT/ NERPT #75%) 2 4 %515 R % 92.30% (F & 5 154.62) » & B4 BN b
fef 4 o PR 1%RF R KE
iR BRYESTEL SN EPS 2 BV & RPT 55 » Hiw ff ihdies & 3
66 (t=12.60)% 1.554 (t=14.92) > ta#cidgEsas ® » ¥ sé | 1%ensiitBg k% > £
TREMRAM LT RANEERG B FERIREFR Y AT
“ % % ¢ Ohlson (1995) -3¢ chig #p 4 — 3% © RPT % fcchiw §f (2 8 5 -16.112 (-7.77)
s ivJ 1% 53+ B % -k o 3 & JLp| % # RPTXEPS 2 RPTXBV i j i #cA %) 4 1.500
(t=2.70)22 0.750 (t=4.46) > 323 3| 1%<h5es- A8 % -k % < 21 & Ohlson (1995)% #7 >
%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁiiﬁﬁ%w%<ﬁ%w%%’w%&ﬁﬁigﬁﬁ$iﬁﬁ%@$
Bied BEFTNGHEAELA > FERFIALEEEEE L2 AHGE
R MR EERIEENGAA T I HETTR l% ERES FE- -k LEAY Sl gl S
lehd > M RERREFBARLFYN B AL [ S Tond Oz 2 eanpgs o
& ERPT | NERPT ’fs-’\ P B 0 HI EPS 2 BV $dcehin §F Gch H
3.386 (t=12.63)% 1.566 (t=15.31) > & & 3 1%ty A5 K0 o Bk dg bl i5 ﬁni i
2 % (ERPT)#% 4 » ERPTXEPS ¢ ERPTXBV it f 8/ %] & 2.066 (t=2.69)£2 0.389
(t=1.68) » » H|iE 3] 1%* 10%05t3- 4 ¥ -k & < Bfom & Ohlson (1995)% -~ » ERPT
BRI RFHEQHAE ZR S AN GBS RHEI TR B
B2 MRl 4 > N RB IAREOPHEHE ETHE  FRESSAFFATER
20 BEMASEAMGAH TR EFFRFELRG § EL PR Eir
Bt AR AEARR L FFRP v gk (RATEE 4 20145 mAETESE 4> 2016) #FRZ
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AREFE T G hak el Bock BB o AT B REE G
rﬂ ERPTi:z PEEDLEIFE  FADHGF s ERPTHA K Z 42 4 Mg HE
FHREEZERG § amimﬁl% BRI F FH IEH o F - 2
NERPTXEPS ¢ NERPTXBV it ff thdics %] 5 0.519 (t=0.59)£ 1.309 (t=4.16) » ﬁ
F 3] %55 % -k o NERPT ﬁ;fm M2 FEfARRG Y AE AT ELE S R
vk NERPTvshPEB?a%W" : FRNEE AL F R S R R
T i Bt AN 44 ; 2 b X SR T o R NERPT 3 4%
g e R R PBE o X NERPT $HEZ "o % (& ’;?;‘%7 A0 4 B e
RFDET > P RREERABFFLER 3 AT FRFTH R Svi”?ﬁ“i\;'_.t
MARAA I HPRRELET RS BE R | R —’T'-f%'%ﬁé‘ °
FAFREARALFG FAT AR TR &ﬁﬁgﬁa%n%mﬁmwﬁﬁmww
Mz dapdm (T2 2MmAK 2013 22 %1 »2015) o ERPT % NERPT %
i 57,; il B 5 -8.672 (1=-2.59) % -24.626 (t=-5.75) » 32 F| 1%L 5 % K I o
TR B FHREFWP o0 SIZE S EF n‘«ﬁ;:" RPT #-5%¢ ERPT/
NERPT%E;\ v u] L 4232 (t=6.40)% 4.141 (t=6.29) » ¥ E ] 1%5L3 -85 ¥ K& 5 B
TN PP B R e BT o LEV 2 ’*‘1”‘,« % RPT #-;\¢* ERPT/
NERPT 3% » A %] 5 -8.978 (t=-4.50)% -8.665 (t=-4.48) » & & T| 1%+ 5 ¥ k& »
PR R ARM  ATL G AE 0 TR ARN o MB R 8cH Rt RPTHC
;%2 ERPT/NERPT #25% ¢ » 4 ] 5 15.695 (t=42.48) ~ 15.692 (t=42.81) > * £ 3] 1%
%?ﬁ%¢$’%w£ LREE ST FTAD IR AL %gﬁ’%ﬂ.ﬁ 8
% o ROE % ¥fcehid ff thdic i RPT 5% 2 ERPT / NERPT 5% ¢ » 4 %) % 3.890
(t—l 49)2 3.835 (t=1.48) » A E A EKE o § ER NP SRS B LOSS 2
§F Uil RPTHC5S 2 ERPT/NERPTHE5 @ 4 %] 4 9.115 (t=14.77) % 9.160 (t=14.61)>
FE1%EFRE S BN R R AR 0 2R BTN A B AFT 7R LOSS #
B2 R ERRES LEAR RIPM w%‘rﬂ °
w%&@gt GABCEAMASNL 4 RELTHREE > KT A
AP R Ea- 30 o A e ﬂ;z&rﬁg BAER TR RS A
@+w¢o&% TRMGAMETETRE R N AF R EFAY YRR
s WAFERH (2 27) ERpMBRAZPRAFTARGFIR  BEEHFL

F

»
bufl

'“/

R ‘&'mﬁ’/‘u°¥(2008)’;\m3ﬁﬁl¢%fi Pa«”';lg“évifzw%ﬁ#ﬁﬁ—u»ﬂgﬁ
PAARAR 4 P %’“i‘mmliz}wﬁ# REBWERT L RBPILLT L 0T 0 BRI
F(I)FRFEMEF LR - 112»#&#* ﬁ?‘ié’s‘ﬁ”*wﬁw AR GNP
W LIE SRR 2 (2021) AFREMAEGY AR LI TR - P FERTEEMS 40
Bl s 2 MAEE P T e T ko T P“*p»%@ﬂ SPREETA - IR AR
P AR RFIRRIE U RREETARR AT BT R

O MM REIA o ARTE BT BRI (1) A B g AT SRR AR B R (T L 3R 0
$+#4) % #c (Hoitash and Hoitash, 2018 ) ; (2) &9 # i3] ¢ #“ﬁi MB 41 %Kzi B)F #Ha v #H’f
DA AR (LOSS) > I»\%i—ﬁ;p’%?]pé FHREEFARFTF -

»,1- 1
'ﬂ
;M



MhAs R il BHMaF A RPET 315
TP G E i B

YW AER X Rdc (NEPRPT) > # gttt sl & AR 4 5> = 4o a7 S 4l
(#20F) BRIFFN T BB LS B8 Y UFRBREUEEFEA
AR O T AR RS HAF A RO A [ b (EPRPT) T
kA e 3 (PRPT) BBl M AR & AR Ol 0 4 2 |7 2 % (NEPRPT)>
Pt ¥ 2 4 B dicte v R (EPRPT=PRPT-NEPRPT ) FI3% /A 2 @4k L B i A 2 [ 2
b oo M pliEz $E A 8RS 20,330 © 247§ % EPRPT ~ NEPRPT % # #2 EPS ~ BV
1 RISV (Q)BFEECHRIGE 0 A R MR MPJFém RHET AN BAHR
2 % #84 s ERPTXEPS ¢ ERPT*BV it i iadies %] & 1.970 (t=2.60)£ 0.405 (t=1.73)
NERPTXEPS £2 NERPT*BV ¢ j ti#e &) 5 0.558 (0.55)¢r 1.202 (:=3.81) » o+ %
FEAGOOMBAREIIWATATRELETE c AM BB A A
EPRPTXEPS ¢ EPRPT<BV ¢ j tdic/ 5 & 1.290 (t=1.24)-0.764 (t=-2.65) -
NEPRPTXEPS £2 NEPRPT=BV it i th e/ %] & -0.207 (t=-0.06)£2 0.861 (t=0.89) -
K,f EPRPTXBY it ff thlics f 5L P 0 B kb2 oh» Hap= BREGARER

¥ EPS % BV th% %:IE ’ ?%é‘*lé‘u?&ﬁ%’kﬁ s AP TORBIFIN AL A TR
BHEEF I WG AT NG 4 ¢ BT 74 %2 1| (Fang, Lobo, Zhang, and
Zhao,2018 ) ¢4t 4  F L FARZ B 5 MR % B odp 3 BT B M2 B R P B
R RIRET > AM A AH RIS E R RS T ARFLE -

L4 MALHERIHEVTARHY REMEDFL RS>

P =Fo+ BEPS, + B,BV; + BRPT; + B,RPT; < EPS,;  + f;RPT, x BV;,
+B,SIZE;  + B,LEV, + BMB, , + B,ROE;  + S,LOSS, ; + Firm Effect
+Year Effect + ¢,

R« =B+ BEPS, + B,BV;, + BERPT, + /,NERPT, + S;ERPT; < EPS;
+B,ERPT,  x BV, + #,NERPT, < EPS,  + ZNERPT, x BV, + B,SIZE, |
+B,LEV, + B, MB,  + B,ROE,  + B,,LOSS, , + FirmEffect +Year Effect + &, ,

Bt % (P)

Bk LA RPT #-5¢ ERPT / NERPT #:5¢
% ¥ tiE % e tiE
Intercept -90.451* -9.99 -89.514* -9.85
EPS 3.366* 12.60 3.386* 12.63
BV 1.554* 14.92 1.566 15.31
RPT -16.112° -1.77 — —
ERPT — — -8.672° -2.59
NERPT — — -24.626* -5.75
RPTx EPS 1.500° 2.70 — —

RPTx BV 0.750? 4.46 — —
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24 MALHFRIBEVTRPHEECMERELRESS (D)
Rt wif (P)

R LR RPT #i=5¢ ERPT / NERPT #:5¢

7 i tie S tiE
ERPTx EPS — — 2.066* 2.69
ERPTx BV — — 0.389¢ 1.68
NERPTx EPS — — 0.519 0.59
NERPTx BV — — 1.309° 4.16
SIZE 4.232¢° 6.40 4.141*% 6.29
LEV -8.978* -4.50 -8.665* -4.48
MB 15.695° 42.48 15.6922 42.81
ROE 3.890 1.49 3.835 1.48
LOSS 9.115% 14.77 9.160* 14.61
Firm Effect Included Included Included Included
Year Effect Included Included Included Included
N 20,331 20,331
Adj-R? 92.32% 92.30%
F iz 155.31° 154.628

I A% BT (P ERNPRL Y S EPS: AL F4 BV F 5 RPT: 47 48 (#
2P OE R AR A 2 M A 8T B ERPT Sl & B AR £ 2 B 1 4 4 | > 2 (ERPT=RPT-
NERPT) ; NERPT : %%l & # 47 % Mw«,fuﬁgﬁwﬁgw DSIZE T 2 P HBS B R BT A
pAREHBC UHER CLEV R MR R W RRT A F AR MB L E R E
0 S ROE: AR E M S LOSS: # 2 fadf 2 BR¥H FRFHL {4 K3 1 F25 00

2. "oy 2omid 190REF KA - TP, 25nik SOREF K2 > Ty 257t 10%A ¥ k& - (fFE) &fF
ez t i % 2 White (1980) % 7% £ 3 % o

L~ SR B
- \#klf'\éﬁl Tz IFRS"‘ XFHERZREES

CanRE s Ry &aaﬁjmw AP R LF AR AHEF
(Hsu et al., 2015) » &9 % ~# 20,331 £ ¢ > ﬁ\ﬁﬁ":}éﬂfﬁ'#ﬁgfiﬁﬂ 5 7 B
(TSFAS7) B3 p K F FE R 2005 £ B4 AR FRE 1110 & o gtk SRR 2013

TR AR S ) (IFRS) 5@ 45649 % IFRS % # B i 8 » A47
> "T;}%“T i = f % IFRS & A& 2013 & MR T4 - 3+ 1,402 £ < 52 2005 & 2 2013
EdBE e ERE NG UFIR2 17819 BRERIEE AR FREYE
ek S5od £ 5B EEMT #”f NHFB TR A F WA IFRSEVF B ERT
RPT #-3* 2 ERPT/NERPT #-3* 2 HAlfc i B A R3 F o
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5P EE ST D EPS 2 BV %4t fF hdic i RPT 3% & ERPT /| NERPT
%\6’&wﬂ&bai’féw 1%5e3 g ¥ k2 MvﬁéﬁZMWMPS*
RPTXBV &t fF tedies w] & 1739 (:=3.01)2 0.692 (t=3.89) » 35iE | 1%:05e3 B %
KA PR R Y EF T b o RPT % #cehi [ (i 2 -16.004 (=-6.64) £ 7] 1%
S B E K o & ERPT/ NERPT $25V 8% © ERPT 2 NERPT % #cenit ff (i o
% -10.350 (t=-2.78) % -22.426 (t=-5.04) > 2 7| 1% 48 % J\} o ERPTXEPS £
ERPTXBV it ff (hdie A W] 5 1.971(2.32) 0.428 (t=1.65) » A HE 5] 5%% 10%:9
SR FRE o ¥ - 2 G > NERPTXEPS 2@ NERPTXBV it E'p: n:«.gw\ w %o 1.147
(t=1.31)22 1.093 (=3.68) » & & i F| 1%L B ¥k o 3 & jpl3 % dic ERPTXEPS
% NERPTXBV 3 # %%V hFHFELAKRTF o - d| %8> 6 » SIZE~LEV~MB
2 LOSS % RPT #:3 2 ERPT/ NERPT 5% ° > Hiw fF a5 w2 & 3§ 5 7
WERFPEITESF ARG R D ¥0E T 1%, fu;%ﬁ%“’m@ o bR g
PAr €3 8% 7 5 (TSFAS7) B57i6F = 7 IR R A 3R HE )
(IFRS) =R % ERFHE » T XX R FHE :Ufum«‘fapm o

£5 MOAHFRIHEPTRAAEG EMBNFLAREF —RE2EB T
2 IFRS ¥ % 9 % & R 2 |3

I::t = :Bo +ﬂ1EPSi,t +ﬂ2 BVi,t + ﬂBRPTIt + ﬂ4RPTi,t x EPSi,t +ﬁ5RPTi,t X BVi,t
+f;SIZE;  + B,LEV,  + S,MB, , + B,ROE, , + ,,LOSS, , + Firm Effect
+Year Effect + &,

P.=pB,+PEPS, +p,BV, + B,ERPT + B,NERPT, + BERPT, xEPS,,
+f;ERPT, x BV, + B,NERPT,  x EPS, , + ZNERPT, x BV, + £,SIZE, |
+B,LEV, + B;MB,  + B,ROE;  + B,LOSS, , + FirmEffect +Year Effect + ¢,

Mg de s R (P)

Rl RPT 5t ERPT / NERPT 45"
i e tig G 3 tiE
Intercept -90.301% -8.80 -89.538¢ -8.65
EPS 3.297° 10.37 3.326° 10.45
BV 1.577¢ 13.87 1.588" 14.30
RPT -16.004* -6.64 - -
ERPT - - -10.350° -2.78
NERPT - - -22.426° -5.04
RPTx EPS 1.739° 3.01 - -
RPTx BV 0.692° 3.89 - -
ERPTx EPS - - 1.971° 2.32

ERPTx BV — — 0.428° 1.65
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25 MBRAHPRIFEFTAPHFECHMEETLIRSS ﬁf‘ﬂﬁﬁ
#42 IFRS § xR % & R 2 Bl (%)
et iy (P)
R LH RPT #i=5¢ ERPT / NERPT #:5¢
% e tiE % Hc t @
NERPTx EPS — — 1.147 1.31
NERPTx BV — — 1.093% 3.68
SIZE 4.179* 5.65 4.102% 5.53
LEV -8.853? -5.59 -8.597° -5.70
MB 15.684° 36.08 15.690? 36.25
ROE 6.886* 3.96 6.795° 3.90
LOSS 9.277* 18.86 9.3312 18.63
Firm Effect Included Included Included Included
Year Effect Included Included Included Included
N 17,819 17,819
Adj-R? 92.34% 92.32%
F e 136.91° 136.15%
I, A RBEEEAT P ERDTRLYCKEY EPS: ER P4 BV F 02 RPT: SRR (2

2PO)E B4 2 M A A M2 4 IERPT: %l &
NERPT) ; NERPT : %8l & 548 & A4 4 f’ % A4 F 2 %
B Sl R

2. ey 27 1% ¥ k8

LEV: 5o ngp R f
B S ROE: A FAFF 5 5 LOSS 4 2 j5df 2 ﬁ%gf%& 4&3?%;3;%?{»@; 1> 52 500

Mo, 2 7 1% 5K ¥ K% »

B2 t & % 1 White (1980) 8 % & 34 4 -

S FEREFETRM G

AR

P SIZE :
RS N

2_BlE

Fey 477 3f 10%8 ¥ -k & -

EE %Z‘r}’tﬁﬁ"ﬁ%i B % 4 4 |7 % 5 (ERPT=RPT-
o FARH

A F A4 fij—%

REIEN -
S MB ' E ROLT

(fr) it

RAwA T R A s (RPT) 2 %@ & H4F 4 é\w‘}tﬁ"‘f 2l B RO )

% % (NERPT) 2

’\‘7r Pt»"rnp
,a&ﬁ%

’QVZ\' 6':LT;J_IE.‘° E" 7\’

g AT ARG R
AP A VNG E (RPT) 2 Sl & B4R & A4ksd ok el
2 %5 (NERPT) » ezt ¥ » T > s (FEE R - RIS %
6 % . » RPT % ficeiie f (% #c 5 -3.461 (t=-2.27) » i 1

S ELTE

RIS & FIT R GEE 2

| 5% 42

5 % k% - RPTXEPS & RPTXBV éfiit ff 4 #ica W] 5 2.457 (t=7.33)% 0.062 (t=0.55) -

a0 K i 7] 1%,

f

i i A v

AP RE R

& ERPT/NERPT 43¢ 18+ : ERPT 2 NERPT % #c
5 2.457 (t=0.90) % -9.490 (t=-4.59) » 15 % it I 1%553* B ¥ K % o

ERPTx EPS g2 ERPTXBV shie f % 8~ %] 5 3.047 (t=5.96)£2-0.213 (t=-1.25) » # ¥ i&
B 1%:n it B F KA o TARA R Ol 5 4 472 2 (ERPT) £ 3 R iy
$iH @ik e ¥~ %5 > NERPTXEPS 2 NERPTXBV s jF fidic > 4 % 5 1.800

(t=3.67)% 0.377 (t=2.68) > H#FEL 2 1 » ° 2 5] 1%t g ¥k

% 2
) ]9—"1%‘;“7&..,
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B A FF Y B 3w RRE T 0 4 B PAS # ERPTXEPS 3 NERPTXBV i %
B RABHFRT R o NERPTXEPS ch i %2 R B4Rt £8 > 2577 #wJ
CLE T M ERETRT > LR Y b NERPT $#GFp o @M A4 F 2

AP RWMEFER L RHFELIFRE S L83 NERPT R 7 20 4 wmg % A
s g#&rs 2PFERH BRAFTE T A FINERPT 2 peni 0 7 1 3 4
HEEREEGIPHIELE o bir %8> 6 0 SIZESLEV-MB 2 LOSS % RPT ﬁr
#2 ERPT/NERPT 5 ¢ » g ff Al oS o RA B % A RTF > 2 4 it
Pl 1% Rk 3 o F b R RIAM T &7 BT A A % 2T RAHT TR
W22 BHINFTEF ROV EEF L -

26 MOAHRAIHEI TAPHFECHERF LIRS LR 2
T AR R 2R

Plt = :Bo +ﬂ1EPSi,t +ﬂ2 BVi,t + ﬂBRPTIt + ﬁ4RPTi,t x EPSi,t +ﬁ5RPTi,t X BVi,t
+5SIZE,  + B,LEV,  + B;MB,  + B,ROE,;  + f,,LOSS;  + Firm Effect
+Year Effect + &,

P.=f, + BEPS, + B,BV,, + BERPT, + 5,NERPT,  + SERPT, xEPS,,
+f;ERPT, x BV, + B,NERPT,  x EPS, , + ZNERPT, x BV, + £,SIZE, |
+B,LEV, + B;MB,  + B,ROE;  + B,LOSS,  + FirmEffect +Year Effect + ¢,

Mot i (P)

R LR RPT 5% ERPT / NERPT #-5¢
% i t i % i t i
Intercept 91.497° 9.95 -90.616° -9.80
EPS 3.178® 12.69 3.164° 12.78
BV 1.587° 16.02 1.601° 16.68
RPT -3.461° 2.27
ERPT - - 2.457 0.90
NERPT — — 9.490° -4.59
RPTxEPS 2457 7.33 — —
RPTx BV 0.062 0.55 — —
ERPTx EPS — — 3.047° 5.96
ERPTx BV — — -0.213 -1.25
NERPTx EPS — — 1.800° 3.67
NERPTx BV — — 0.377° 2.68
SIZE 4277 6.42 4.191° 6.31
LEV -9.269* -4.63 9.015° 4.61
MB 15.713¢ 42.66 15.717 43.16

ROE 4.186 1.58 4.216 1.60
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26 MBAMREUAIHEFFTAPHFECHEBEPLIBES - £ 2
RN AR ZRE ()

Tt s i (P)

R LH RPT #-5¢ ERPT / NERPT #Z5¢

% # tE % #c tiE
LOSS 9.3592 15.64 9.3522 15.53
Firm Effect Included Included Included Included
Year Effect Included Included Included Included
N 20,331 20,331
Adj-R? 92.30% 92.30%
F & 154,922 154.682

1. &R HEAeT (PR FRE S EPS: SR @4 BV 5006 RPT: R HBAL (2 27)
HppasdR & 2 B A A 4 > 3 ERPT: %l 4 mﬁ*ﬁ%\»?ﬁiﬁﬁi“%i&@l’fi&ﬁﬁi% ( ERPT=RPT-NERPT) ;
NERPT: ssnﬁl@mfﬁz\mwrf MO AR R SIZE: 2 P R Uﬁ)ﬂ%"j‘ia’ﬁxéf*}"fﬁﬁuﬂﬁ‘i‘_;
LEV: § s Bk g f F A RTF A 4o S MB: & ROL L @0 5 ROE R 4§ 5 477
FLOSS A AL mERR e FRFRLIfF KA1 F 2500

2. T2, 27 1% K> (0 4738 503 F -k o (BEE) @ ff B2 tiE %12 White (1980) %
TREDE -

=R ETHIELE R

AT RRFAEAAT R AT RGO ALE 0 ¥ d a7 2 & Rk R

W R EATEEEITHIALEE  AFLIHEYRE ?#y,’Ffﬂﬁﬁa

A Err kY EHN 0 & White (1980):i8 (7 R FRED L £ FH A4

BEERIcE Tod £ 7 %’F.a_ LA AT o RPT H:V A% R 5 87.29% (F & 3

7,347.80) s ERPT/NERPT }-3% 2. 3 514 R? % 87.25% (F & % 6,326.58) » #5% 248 it

4v“§%v~*£miﬂl%w?¢%ﬁ=kﬁ

% TR ERSK T A RPT H.3% T » RPT % e 5p: r‘*ﬁﬁtp -10.634 (t=-4.71) »

F 1) 1% 8 F -k o RPTXEPS ¥ RPTXBV it &TF s B 5 1.329 (t=2.84)&

0.362(t=2.61) #if 1% B E k> M L%y sl 4 ﬂogEMWMEWT

Bt en 5 % A ¢ ERPT % it i il 5 -8.784 (t=-2.70) » NERPT % #cenit §f

Hlc s -11.597 (t=-3.17) » ¢ E 5] 1%3L3- 8 ¥ -k & o ERPTXEPS ¥t ERPTXBV it 57,%

(A B 5 1715 (652.60)% 0304 (t=1.57) % ¥ & F| 1% B 5 KO - 20 9 5

HA M HAR A A RAE MR A (ERPT) i3 2 %%&mw%

B oE T L FFFT Y SR 2 o NERPTXEPS 2 NERPTXBV it Ffp? G w5 0.814

(t=1.04)22 0.388(t=1.64) > is ¥ A LS F KB L RFEESF LB - Flla 3o

R EFTHALPRRET M AAA I IEFRF EITANER BT 7

Wl & lz*ff‘ﬁz\» AT 2 BT A4 f % % (ERPT) m‘%rﬁ Q%%ﬁnmwﬁ% B 07 Bl

Mo SETERFEFRG R S Ra o P ER3 AR E TR RRETRAR

CEETET
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27 MAAHERIHEVTRAAHTECMIEBFL RS S R & TRUL LR

Pi,t = ﬁO +ﬂ1EPSi,t +ﬂZBVi,t +ﬂ3RPTi,t +ﬂ4RPTi,t X EPSi,t +ﬂ5RPTi,t x BVi,t
+B,SIZE,  + B,LEV,  + BMB, , + B,ROE,  + B,,LOSS;  + Industry Effect
+Year Effect + &,

P. =B, + BEPS, +B,BV, + BERPT, + B,NERPT, + BERPT  xEPS,
+f,ERPT,  x BV, + #,NERPT, x EPS,  + f,NERPT, x BV, + f,SIZE;
+B,LEV,, + B,MB,  + B,,ROE,  + B,,LOSS, , + Industry Effect
+Year Effect + &, ,

Te®d ni (P)

R LR RPT 5% ERPT / NERPT #-5¢
% ¥ tiE % #c tiE
Intercept -37.382? -22.93 -37.4272 -22.90
EPS 4.037% 19.67 4.054° 19.66
BV 1.524* 45.13 1.529* 44.69
RPT -10.6342 -4.71 — —
ERPT — — -8.784* -2.70
NERPT — — -11.5972 -3.17
RPTx EPS 1.3292 2.84 — —
RPTx BV 0.362° 2.61 — —
ERPTx EPS — — 1.715% 2.60
ERPTx BV — — 0.304 1.57
NERPTx EPS — — 0.814 1.04
NERPTx BV — — 0.388 1.64
SIZE 0.382% 3.49 0.386* 3.52
LEV -4.445° -4.98 -4.5232 -5.09
MB 16.926° 57.86 16.928* 57.87
ROE 8.3702 3.19 8.2912 3.17
LOSS 13.208? 28.70 13.277° 28.85
Industry Effect Included Included Included Included
Year Effect Included Included Included Included
N 20,331 20,331
Adj-R? 87.29% 87.25%
F & 7,347.80? 6,326.58?

I LM kdc™ (P ERD PRSI Y S EPS: P4 BV FEis  RPT AR B (# 27)
Bjprdirdr k2 M A4 [ 2 4 S ERPT: %l & BAR ARG 2 W %A 4'f < % (ERPT=RPT-NERPT);
NERPT: %L B4R 3 AAE R 2 B 5 A 6 F 2 3 1SIZE: 22 7 400 M AT AS B Xt e g S
LEV: ffve o kb & 9 RBF A F oo el s MB: # RILG £ B0 3 ROE R A1 5 47
G LOSS: H ARG B EH FRPHL L KA1 F 2500

2. TR Fomi 1%AEE R o (R ) i F iz tE %2 White (1980) 8 F % B 34 &
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m~ﬂiﬁw5&§35&&@¢ﬁ
AL REALI - FREZ I TR P (e A R F 4020145
TR E E 452015 MAETEE 4 > 2016 ; Barth et al,, 1998) GiEiE o BB BRI 4
DEARAGAD ARG TR RFEVF AP ERE MR ALY ¥ -
F(A%-F) A g2t P BTN 2RRRL > FTRFTELABRF LD
Mﬁﬁimﬁﬁ+ @w¢? EN W°4$F“Fuﬁﬁ$%i@$$ﬂ

Bk p 2 RS R TR RFIE 2 H 36T 1E 1 H4
Lo RAEE %&»»"*? el FL“/#U% SIFHMT T RTE S Rk
Tﬂ%i?%ﬁ@ﬂ%%@@ﬁ:—~%Ag»ﬁa51;:@ﬂm’z;j@$

EEFFAPER EEEUEE TR AKRLERMFEL o o B IR 2010
EOT2PpFBE RBI R ERMMBIRAZ L Z Y FYPNEIFEERL TS
EEY RS iSER A 2012 F 10 1 P oo FIASTHE L 2005 £ 3 2019
£ AR R ng s 0 Ft 0 AP A 2011 #E e ORI 2 2012 E 2
Bz P R Rl BT CNRIGE o gt I R TR AT o BN 2
PR TR ik A S 20250 0 F SR AoA 8RR

d A BRAESERE T o d FEr ) K (A2 R) RY R AA RPT 50
TS HT L RPT ¥ §F Tl 5 -15.576 (1=-6.46) » i I| 1%+<1503 B ¥ ko
RPTXEPS £ RPTXBV ¢iv ff thlicA &) 5 1.772 (t=2.87)% 0.686 (t=3.39) > % £ 7| 1%
PR E KRBT M A ML (RPT) B ZAREE EE R § B2 0%t
:ﬁ B i1 o & ERPT/NERPT Y25 ¢§ % % 8% © ERPT * NERPT % #civ
A B 5 -8.037 (t=-2.48)% -23.673 (t=-6.26) » A W|:E F| 5%% 1%L 5 % K& o
ERPTXEPS % ERPTXBV ¢t §f il %] & 3.020 (t=4.37)£2 0.198 (t=0.88) » # & i
Pl 1%hse BB ok > PR R LT B 20 ¥ - 3 & > NERPTXEPS &2
NERPT*BV ¢t §f i s %] & 0.059 (t=0.06)2 1.371 (t=3.98) » & K L 3] 1% 53+ 4F

FoRE S MFRLEBERFEFRTF > TT LB BRI

Ao dpg ¥V PR A L B p 0L R OR i th o e FIRCHREE -
AR IAORIRS S BT L A RPTHS® > RPT S dcenie ff i 5 -47.328 (=-5.70) -
& | 1%:0505 B F -k 3 o RPTXEPS $2 RPTXBV i ff thlich B 5 3.442(t=3.28)%
2,978 (t=5.01) » ¥ & F] 1%z 8 % -k o & ERPT/NERPT 3% chipid i % B o7
ERPTXEPS 2 ERPTXBV i §F i dicA W] & 7.788 (t=3.53)% 3.784 (t=3.70) » % i£ 7|
1% BE ¥ k% - @ NERPTXEPS £2 NERPT*BV ¢t i iadic/> &) 5 -0.781 (t=-
0.58)%2 2.108 (t=6.42) > {6 & T 1%5es" B g -k 8 o o 30 HRIR AT ERPT*EPS %
NERPTXBV c73 %% % BRI BHFRT k> w0 F E‘%ﬂ'fﬁz\_ Bpiti R
BoedpRRET LR 2 BRI AT EAT A

F_

H—
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MPBPRF2ZREEF—NxEE T R

Pi,t ::80 +ﬂ1EPSi,t +ﬂZBVi,t +ﬂ3RPTi,t +ﬂ4RPTi,t x EPSi,t +ﬂ5RPTi,t X Bvi,t
+B,SIZE;  + B,LEV, + BMB, , + B,ROE;  + B,LOSS, ; + Firm Effect
+Year Effect + &,

R« =/F + BEPS, + BBV, + BERPT,  + B,NERPT; + SERPT, < EPS;,

+B,ERPT,  x BV, + B,NERPT, x EPS;  + BNERPT, x BV, + B,SIZE, |

+B,LEV, + B,MB, + B,ROE,  + B,,LOSS, , + FirmEffect +Year Effect + &, ,

R ZEe P Rz KR (P)

R LA RPT 5% ERPT / NERPT #-5¢

% #c tiE % #c tiE
Intercept -35.245% -2.93 -34.821° -2.94
EPS 4.1712 2391 4.166° 22.97
BV 1.300? 15.99 1.3152 16.16
RPT -15.576% -6.46 — —
ERPT — — -8.037° -2.48
NERPT — — -23.673° -6.26
RPTx EPS 1.7722 2.87 — —
RPTx BV 0.686° 3.39 — —
ERPTx EPS — — 3.020? 4.37
ERPTx BV — — 0.198 0.88
NERPTx EPS — — 0.059 0.06
NERPTx BV — — 1.3712 3.98
SIZE 0.972 1.23 0.912 1.18
LEV -4.243° -2.29 -3.830° -2.05
MB 14.361° 31.83 14.355? 32.36
ROE 4.997¢ 1.85 5.007°¢ 1.88
LOSS 9.219? 15.59 9.245¢% 15.22
Firm Effect Included Included
Year Effect Included Included
N 20,250 20,250
Adj-R? 89.71% 89.70%
F & 112.692 112.35%

1 ARBABIT PIXEA4Y RN 3 RUE Y S EPS: # @4 BV S %k ; RPT: 4R 416

W27 )HEPABREL 2 M G 8 2 5 JERPT Sl & T‘a’iﬁ%#}iﬁ"ffi M %A 4 b 2 % (ERPT=RPT-
NERPT) ; NERPT : a8 47 4 ARG F2 M5 A 40 2 3 5 SIZE: 27 R0 0 kAT ASF 2%

FcAe TR S LEV Y e

BOAEEARES D LOSS B ARSI 2 mARRE FRFARL ) H KRG 1 F 2500

2t i 2 White (1980) 8 7% & 3 & -
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2014 # 3 2019 & » sz FE A € ) AdEg 2
FHRBPR AR TV RELE -

— 2P iR

P| t = ﬂo + ﬂlEPSi,t + ﬂZBVi,t +ﬁ3RPTi,t
+ﬂGS|ZEi't + 4, LEVi't + ﬂgl\/lBiyt + ﬂgROEi't + ﬂlOLOSSi,t + Firm Effect

+Year Effect + &,

P =5+ BEPS, + BBV, + BERPT,  + §,NERPT,

+ B,RPT,,

+ B;ERPT,  x EPS; |

x EPS; + BRPT,  x BV,

+B,ERPT,  x BV, + #,NERPT, x EPS,  + ZNERPT, x BV, + B,SIZE, |
+B,LEV, + B,MB, + B,ROE,  + B,,LOSS; , + FirmEffect +Year Effect + &, ,

REH &R

# (P)

gl LA O eTE A DN YE SR A
% #c tiE % #c tiE
Intercept -107.048? -11.11 -64.269° -5.34
EPS 3.399* 16.81 3.511° 13.50
BV 1.5522 22.31 1.5012 18.96
ERPT 0.355 0.07 -27.0152 -4.53
NERPT -29.8142 -4.74 -22.037° -3.86
ERPTx EPS 1.067¢ 1.65 0.304 1.08
ERPTx BV 0.079 0.25 1.2262 345
NERPTx EPS -1.020 -1.12 -0.116 -0.15
NERPTx BV 1.5082 4.34 1.5052 441
SIZE 5.507° 7.65 2.377* 2.78
LEV -11.496% -5.73 -2.498 -1.02
MB 15.581° 55.17 15.661? 41.85
ROE 54712 2.79 -1.830 -0.58
LOSS 9.817? 21.75 7.195% 14.62
Firm Effect Included Included Included Included
Year Effect Included Included Included Included
N 11,363 8,968
Adj-R? 92.61% 92.80%
F i 105.762 100.38?
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AFT 3 firs Ohlson #:3% 5 # F %4 St Rk 1*& (4 : Collins et al., 1997;
Barth et al., 1998; Collins et al., 1999 ) =8 » % bﬁ:@f@]p\ 2 }Ek (4ot o2 54
2015 ; réi@r;aasé 42 2016) hiEiE o r0 2 PR R KA RIS P I KM
AP RS PR EIRE IR B EAAH BT PR Ay T
ok fTFﬁ»TJ”J?" BRI R EHG R FF A - AFRPFEAR T o AR
5 18,751 4 - FHF AKX TA-T ¢

AR = B, + BUE;  + B,RPT,  + B,RPT, , xUE, , + FirmEffect + Year Effect + &, , 3)
AR = B, + BUE,  + B,ERPT,  + B,NERPT,  + B,ERPT, xUE,  + SNERPT, , xUE,

+FirmEffect + Year Effect + ¢, (4)

HY VAR 5 2 P2 RFFPS > G F FEEFPIRED FHEG B2

WP F 4 GE SUE 5 2@ 2 AR P LD D F &R I LGP AR %J ER 2
FRFa s E AR TR R PR (RS R ETEEEAR
fi) FEE S AR 1097 R IR o

21009 R % Hm 0 & RPTH:Y > UE ®¥cenie ff Blic s BHCAT - 4
u % 0.866 (t=12.19)% 0.687 (t=10.03) > ‘¢ i& 3| 1%Lt B8 ¥ -k & o RPT % #ceh
@ AR A B 5 0.016 (1=0.33)% -0.141 (t=-2.77) » & K E B 1% 053t B ¥k
B o RPTXUE i fF tadie > ] 5 1.065 (t=2.60)% 0.829 (t=2.33) » 3 i | 5%t
PPEEF KM o BT AR A ERPT 3 NERPTHin™ MG AH s ¢35 2
¥ RO L AR T enf3 i 4 o & ERPT/NERPTH::\ enF % M7 ¢
UE %%t BHCAT » @ §F fhdios B 5 0.872 (:512.13)% 0.690 (t=10.01) » & &
Bl 1% 3t B ¥k o ERPTXUE it fF fhde s % 5 1.000 (t=1.70) % 0.960
(t=1.79) frde 5L s L ¥ E 1] 10%5e3 8 % R - Bpor ERPTFe R #% % 2 ¥
FHRL AR S hfR a4 o 1% NERPTXUE thiv §F (i lic > %A 53]

T oo A5 1.025 (t21.57)2 0.668 (t=1.17) » # R PR ERE o )L E % BT
TR FhEE G TR FES 7K FE NERPT ﬁvz‘ﬁ%}‘—%“‘ P BIERE FRDOT A
@ % NERPT %8t lp » £ Bceniitst ™ i ff (i 5 -0.210 (t=-2.72) » fhdic

RS SR E3] %sz%«ﬁ’ﬁﬁaﬂfﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂf’2
FAF NERPT %4 > # W EFPF G {6 B F B REFP I T &

B AR AR T L ¥ Ohlson (1995)% 1™ » M % A 4 [ 2 3 2 4 dcip ¢
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AR, = 3, + BUE,, + B,RPT, , + B,RPT,  xUE,  + FirmEffect + Year Effect + &,

AR = B, + BUE, + B,RPT,  + B,RPT,  xUE, , + B,SIZE,, + BLEV,  + B;MB,
+B,ROE, , + B,LOSS; , + FirmEffect +Year Effect + ¢,

AR, = p, + BUE, + B,ERPT,  + B NERPT, . + B,ERPT, xUE,, + SiNERPT,  xUE,
+Firm Effect + Year Effect + &, ,

AR , =B, + BUE, + B,ERPT,  + BNERPT, . + B,ERPT, xUE,, + fNERPT,  xUE;,
+SIZE,  + B,LEV,  + f;MB,  + B,ROE,;  + ,LOSS, , + Firm Effect
+Year Effect + &, ,

R LR s de  AZFER P S (AR)
RPT #i5¢ ERPT / NERPT #-5¢

Tl tiE 7 i tiE % i tiE % i tiE
Intercept 0.154* 30.34 0.045 0.17 0.155*  31.99 0.054 0.21
UE 0.866% 12.19 0.687* 10.03 0.872%  12.13 0.690* 10.01
RPT 0.016 033  -0.141* -2.77 — — — —
ERPT — — — — -0.003 -0.05 -0.100 -1.55
NERPT — — — — 0.028 0.34 -0.2100 -2.72
RPTx UE 1.0652 2.60 0.829% 2.33 — — — —
ERPTx UE — — — — 1.000°¢ 1.70 0.960° 1.79
NERPTx UE — — — — 1.025 1.57 0.668 1.17
SIZE — — -0.011 -0.62 — — -0.012 -0.66
LEV — — -0.261*  -4.57 — — -0.261* -4.59
MB — — 0.217*  25.64 — — 0.217*  25.67
ROE — — 0.2792 4.74 — — 0.279% 4.74
LOSS — — -0.026 -1.61 — — -0.025 -1.61
Firm Effect Included Included Included Included
Year Effect Included Included Included Included
N 18,751 18,751 18,751 18,751
Adj-R? 43.49% 53.94% 43.46% 53.94%
Fie 10.19? 14.942 10.172 14.922

1.

2.

LR EAT AR AREWP S UE AR ZH  RPT REBHME MM L2 M A8 1R
3 ; ERPT: %%l & ¥4 % ek 2 B A 4 i 2 3 (ERPT=RPT-NERPT): NERPT: %%l & 4 3% %
M;,tﬁ'nfrir,g BAM RS SSIZE: 2P R N RRAT AP R R S LEV: f
FoM AR FIPRAATA VY F AR I MB: ERKREE Y S ROE: R FEE WP E
LOSS : # A jpff 2 mi R * RFZHLfF K5 1> 72500

Fay 4573 19688 ¥ K » 0 4 57 & GORE ¥ ki » Tc) £ 7n ik 10087 F -k o (HE) i ffF ik
#e2 t i %2 White (1980) B 5 % B 33 5
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