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Auditing and Financial Accounting
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Abstract: Behavioral accounting research attempts to understand how
people make decisions and judgments, which has been a main stream in
accounting research. Yet, there are few studies to examine this issue in
Taiwan. Due to the importance of behavioral accounting, this paper
reviews and gives some future directions on auditing and financial
accounting behavioral research so as to provide more understanding and
motivate research interests. Auditing behavioral research can facilitate our
understanding of how auditors make professional judgments and their
quality, e.g., internal control evaluation, and auditors’ opinions, etc.
Financial accounting behavioral research can enhance the acknowledgement
on the decision making relationships among decision making of investors,
auditors, and managers, and the effects of regulations and rules on the
above processes.
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7o gL RFS ey ﬁi#l;fﬂi’éJr* Tt AR (e
;)mpiﬂ_ﬂ_.—}aé‘—xmﬁ o,l]fr I[;;& AR T AT

dREg 0 HAJ R B A T R BT B & rﬂ/i—ﬁ\ﬂlﬂ—\#g 7o R e (5
B T - E R R R (S lomon and Trotman, 2003) - &
PEICREFFEHGLIET P BT R A% FEAHE
+t o f%a{é&fr'uﬂﬁé? B ¢ (baysian) #a;,ma -i—‘aiﬁt G s T
LR A ﬂ%’Lbk’Eﬂzz»g’L(?ﬂg)r’biF“&L_ < B o gt
zﬁ<~§»L<ﬁu$].;% R4 A LR L R BB
BO{E A %, F gf4ﬁm MAAE PR EOL F L L
ww’%ﬁﬁﬁpi¢ R EEMEF AR 2T L e
FagPrmias BPALFEL MERENFEF AR ki
;T,;kmﬁ‘%gf—rnpiﬂm}fﬁ?*g —QI‘%’*‘# 13 @ /84 Tl g 73
%—F\.L»{ﬁml L&fo Mg'ﬂ"\#ﬂ /~F\ aghﬁ_éimﬁ Fﬁxif'r,f_xﬁ’ki’é
SEAR 0 F A A I g PR TR T b PR RS
( Ashton and Ashton, 1995) -

BT afﬁﬁ‘%ﬁ<ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’*iﬁﬁ<ﬁﬁﬁ
JRAZFE 5 in ;F‘,’Kq,\r’r 5 € AT g eriE st endend (Bonner, 1999) - (7 :%
€L R ARFFAT 2 B B e FTEEREREE
EFARaAgnEia A EAEREF RSB
hoptap 3 B2 B A G ehd 37 & 2% (Solomon and Trotman, 2003 ) -
ANFLEFTHETHNERY s ARV IV EMEAB DT (Y

Fy o TRINGEEIHBARFETZVAFE S o

\g,k “\?}j \v

BAE R L B SR g
2L ;I; %F—L& ﬁ_{f‘s'\ﬁhﬁ-#{_;«l{illmﬁ e (5#1” T ER A 4
“*"fg) L RS AT 0 2 F LT TR T R

- HeniEd o @ éa‘z&”lﬂ'li E- 7‘5”7;1 MWpF s HRABE g TR
P~ {7 #> (Caplan, 1988 ) - Solomon and Trotman (2003) rdp &1 % 3+ 7 &
R 2 F A R U T L R e
BFRL ;B A EREEE A B Ao R L EhR A 0 TR
¥R ﬂakﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁmﬁﬁﬂldﬁﬁywﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁfiﬁﬁﬁ
FA R, 2 5 R d:= i (Patel, 2003; Agoglia, Beaudoin, and
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Tsakumis, 2009 ) ~ &€ < [ %%+ ( DeZoort, Harrison, and Taylor, 2006 ) ~
% 2+ 42 5% 3.2 (Asare and Wright, 2004 ) ~ 4 47 1445 + ( Biggs and Wild,
1985) ~ # 5 ¥ =% (Guiral and Esteo, 2006; O’Reilly, Leitch, and
Tuttle, 2006) % % &L= % (Geiger and Rama, 2003 ) ° iz 7= 7 P& ¥
%@ﬂ'pi- AR AT BT g P IR R R 0 4 B FETE AR
=2 p|t (Solomon and Trotman, 2003 ) -

PFapeamd e FaMemamy? > G ETWE -
ERFERIEOT AT A v M E A AR FR Pen
ER(FRTRE ) Pl g A R gk PR R iz
T B ST IR S RS S0 S LA N SRS LTS
PMBRTRFET VR EEFBEASBGAKG Y TR AL
ERBRE CBE T MIr s TR R ”?ﬁﬂ%
FRAR R LR 2 B EE R 43 H &L%oiaﬁﬁ@l}%,m,$ﬁ
AR GHYHE SN 2PES  ARTHFIRT ALY A
P ANE R FE \ﬂ%ﬁ?ﬂa B@ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw
w@%fﬂ)*%i%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁéka(ﬁﬁmuﬁmﬁﬂf
HEfRas “%W@Dwﬂﬁp%%ﬁﬁbL*F%ﬁé Fehe ek
Eo B A EET B MR (¢ 3R R EF G 2
%%imﬁwgmmﬂ’u%@ﬁﬁiﬁﬁwwﬂi%%@ﬁﬁ?ﬁ
BeMEERPIRREIZE - F37 4R KT F2FREIHR
A AR A 0 2 P RREZ R AT RATLERY L

P RAEF A F ARG R AT MR TIT Rk B el
Aigxk%ﬂ%@T’5ﬁ@%ﬁ§ﬁ%ﬁﬁlGWMSMmmmm
and Salterio, 2006) » 2 & F -4 B & A 47f7 FARTERZ HT B3R
kg 13 1+ (Ng and Tan, 2003) - N ENE 1N @ﬁ%ng ( Libby,
Bloomfield, and Nelson, 2002 ) -

d VAR P BT EME4 F et kAL
vu@?ﬂ+ﬂwwﬁﬁﬁ'”ﬁﬁgﬁ‘ mpmm@“*%

B IR/RNEFLEFFLTARAT (AL F e ’ﬁpﬁbiﬂ‘api[_‘ ﬂi“]’ﬁ
AEVEL OB R R R A R E D%

P AEIRN GRS e e R m s
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FRERTEAELAMEE AL RRE 8% A RFE LR
B ARgP Moy s MERY
- BPELIFEY

FRELFALVYRRRLATEARY > FIA R AT F A
s A2 p Ashton (1974a, 1974b) %= 7 13 i{ B 45 B {7 - Ashton (1974a)
WARF AR "E’ﬁl%’r%‘rgﬁ“‘iaﬁ—'m}%’q’l%*'—Jiﬁxiﬁ?&q
(policy capturmg)aE FEAR P AL Erenn @Rz # r (cue
usage) £7— i+ ; Ashton (1974b) Rl %L B ehp Mp B4 o ¥
- 2 @ > Joyce (1976) #-iF % a7 7 % % 22 Ashton (1974a) % 7 %
%wﬁwm’%%ﬂp%mz—ﬂwﬂ¢ﬁw%mmme%M2
- HRTR O BREPOFFALATHEIITRE - LR Y R
o 8 1 1980 # i » ¥ 547 g ¥ 45 41 Ashton (1974a) ¥ Joyce
(1976) %= 3 %% FFenZ B R %] (Trotman, 2005b) -

- &7 7 4e Nelson and Tan (2005) £ Trotman (1998; 2005 b) 4,
A 4 1970 & ke 1980 E A H > SHATT Y TRARME
(probablllstlc) E T F A% > 2 & AR d Tversky and
Kahneman (1974) #r#%neniS sk = B 22 %3 (heuristics-and-biases )

T EeE P B ke 7 & (representativeness ) v T4y ET 3 AL
(anchormg and adjustment) 22 v EB- 1+ (availability)) (Tversky and
Kahneman, 1974 )« ¥ ¢k » o 2t p 3043 -Z o2 d B A Jhp 87> &
1980 & i3y o B A v pRB L Bt B A 2 B g P Ry
Yoo fRm frgipid A - Rehg 2 (Trotman Yetton, and Zimmer, 1983) ;
1980 & i~ ¢ ﬁ};fl’%ﬁ a RALF S EF WA e AW AR
A g # 2 (ill-defined) #h1 i¥2 « 3 40%F (information search) ¢
% & 4 (Biggs and Mock, 1983; Wheeler and Arunachalam, 2008 ) ~ ¥ 3.
FoAlenak 2~ B3R B e & (Libby, 1985) ~ BR %FEE A%RE
(Libby, 1981) R % fhiid 4 o
Lo B AR Adl e e AR Y o R iR H0F G B4

POARRR R e LhD CRHEL A TR B0 | 0N GRS

B3 g dpts » 4 a0 4 L Fiedpa iv o



G HETOT I ood W FIA R B EOT AL L 2 2T Foes
F Et f;&#‘ml;i FTHFEER &M LTI T REFBERRKEYS
Atz a2 % (confirming or disconfirming hypotheses ) » & & J.¢7 3=
= ”j)% (leby, 1985) > @ lgﬁb 44@ Pk cha 1T 8 R S BT
FA R GL T2 T RELE L3284 R E (Hoffman, Joe, and
Moser, 2003 ) -

11980 & * x Hpgr 1990 £ KA H > - BT B4R E A
#f&’q_, Sy H 71 (TR bl 1 (Gibbins, 1984 ) 0 gt ¢k o Bt Hp R
g oA ATy AR FIME > AR - #5734 Hogarth and Einhorn (1992)
fﬁf’é 49 H04) (belief-adjusting model ) » o 3] 3n s B 4 5 7 % %

%Emaﬂ@ﬁﬁmwm%&’Q@%f%iﬂm@ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ
F’%%}fﬁﬁk 4 15 A& (Tubbs, Messier, and Knechel, 1990) ; @ A it = R¥E -
AR A AR A A 2 %ﬁ\;{ ER I SR lﬁ%}%;%l_bﬁ?;{iji—’iﬁﬂ
SRR AE PP 2R (T AR AR AR A
WEAF OB FEIL BT R A 1 RJ2 A = & en1 iT(Abdolmoham-
madi and Wright, 1987a) » iR £ 3 ks 3 5 8 X 855 > % - S8+
Pl LA BILT R L Fr PR AR L 2 5%

'J—F’i’ AT P 3 ek 4 (Kachelmeier and Messier, 1990) 5 % = &

FHE T HTR Y A RS A PRS2 HE P E i

(McDanleI, 1990 )

%1990 & 4= ¥ b - BTy HkARE L (expertise) T & &
LR ML ER AR Bk p R E Y PR L R
f sk £y BRI S ?%zﬂ;"f%p?—ﬁ B edegls ~ B ARY AR R D
s (Libby and Frederick, 1990 ) 2238 % p4 73+t & Ao 47 k f3 4R J2 91
RSS2 0 v e 2 B3R 45 3% (Nelson, 1993) ~ ik d5 32
B 87 8 5 1) %0 »2 (probability judgment performance ) & & 4R B2k %
B R enhf i (Heiman, 1990)° % 1990 # A #p » £ 5 S %7 F 4
oo Bt R R 5 L B IR R F i KT o BlAe g B
£z ig;grr;%mfi&& ( Solomon, Shields, and Whittington, 1999 ) ~ 2 1
AR R 3 M enfE R =3 (accountability ) 2 342 (justification )( Duh,

2 e E R A (dot P) FRED 2 BBSRS > 2 ERERAR Y {4
;g (4 %35 > 1998b) °
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Chang, and Chen , 2006; Asare and Wright, 2008 )~ &%+ & 5 ¢ 773 7]
¥14 (Hackenbrack and Nelson, 1996 )~ & k4f % % 5 e 7 sz 2_2( Nelson
and Kinney, 1997 )~ 8 51 i¥ &K fg4F +2 4 »x 1% % (Sprinkle and Tubbs,
1998)~ % 1 uF}%fm;’ﬁ A0 B 23 & (Rich, Solomon, and Trotman,
1997) 5 # PIHRARFT M IEH - *?%1%@11 gr g R R ek i 4 (Asare
and erght, 1997 )em H s A 3 RIIF A B L F - 20nFF — it 4 4
CHRBES T o {RfET m} %3 2 ErehF 3 kR (Libby
and Luft, 1993; Bryant, Murthy, and Wheeler, 2009 ) -
*mm&@#@%ngfmﬁﬁuﬁﬁfmmmﬁﬁéﬁi
LA RAE B BV R FRARF AR LAPE TR TR
NEFERA o ¢ IR AP L& & R 8 g (Guess, Louwers,
and Strawser, 2000; Favere-Marchesi, 2006 ) » =% ¥ 37 344 3% £ #2 (Ander-
son, Moreno, and Muller, 2003; Rose, 2005) ~ p %413 =% (Kopp and
O’Donnell, 2005; Bryant et al., 2009 )~ % 3+ 1% 3% ( Trotman, 2005a; Sanchez,
Christopher, and Richard, 2007; Bame-Aldred and Kida, 2008 ) ~ 1 i* & 5
48 ¥ (Miller, Fedor, and Ramsay, 2006; Asare, Haynes, and Gregory,
2007 )~ A +% 4 B 1 (Fi55k % Soahdp B3R 3L % (Emby, Gelardi, and Lowe,
2002; Lehmann and Norman, 2006 ) -
FafE 1970 & v 3 2000 E AT AL R > AT K
EFFELSCRRENRL P s LAY ﬁhi%iﬁ%ﬁ°
R lﬁ:}fi,’i_?’h% A-R AT T Y ¢ PR R AT
TA c EREFHANNFIELAL R - B S ARG
M?H%Piﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁavngﬁ~@ % 4% (Solomon
and Shields, 1995) » ﬁ&m - He Bl EFY (¢ HIERF RS BFEH
BT G HRFPE R B LTRAE S S A TR RIE) IR A 0 75:\
SWmmmMWWMmm%)W@%#h;?ﬂwz AR A T
N R T PPN ~z%rré_~-f—:
MRS - RIS 2 2N EPF P RALTEEE GRA

21
®

Y

R ETE Lo LT LA

ﬁ%vﬂ_d"% 1\7} ?L/J—fw’ifﬁ«f*ﬂi’ —E ﬁ%—g‘% A ﬁ 77 5
B g0 RS R B e R s 5 50 TURARRL R o F 4
Gfed 2|8 L 9B AT 0 A 4F R 28T (12 %3y > 1998D) -



T

NIngedlz=iE (Patel, 2003; Agoglia et al., 2009 )
o & < [ X¥%r (DeZoort et al., 2006 )
o #3473V 23 (Asare and Wright, 2004 )
o 2371448 1% (Biggs and Wild, 1985)
e 1 1T &FH4F 2 (Miller et al., 2006; Asare et al., 2007 )
o %3153 (Trotman, 2005a ; Sanchez et al., 2007; Bame-Aldred and Kida, 2008 )
o ®¥ 5 ¥:™% (Hoffman etal., 2003; Guiral and Esteo, 2006;0’Reilly et al., 2006 )
& +% % L (Geiger and Rama, 2003 )

Sy R e

o k¥ ey (Lindberg and Maletta, 2003; Thibodeau, 2003; Borthick, Curtis, and
Sriram, 2006 )

» =5 (Gibbins, 1984; Libby and Frederick, 1990; Nelson, 1993 )

o i £ & @48 (Trotman, Yetton, and Zimmer, 1983 )

B8R

B R

* 2§+ = (Lord,1992; Duh et al., 2006; Asare and Wright, 2008; + % z% - 1998b)

o pFRY R 4 (Braun,2000; Guess et al., 2000; Pierce and Sweeney, 2004; Favere-
Marchesi, 2006 )

B 71

o [gr34 7 (Libby and Lipe, 1992; Hackenbrack and Nelson, 1996 )

H BT A AR

o F4EF & & (Biggs and Mock, 1983; Asare and Wright, 1997; Wheeler and
Arunachalam, 2008 )

o @A, (Libby, 1985; Asare and Wright, 2003 )

o Btk (Libby, 1985; Bonner and Lewis, 1990 )

R

e [ ;N3#% (Shields, Solomon, and Waller, 1987 )

* 7 A3 E 5% (Tubbs et al., 1990; Hogarth and Einhorn, 1992 )

o K 4 32 % st (Abdolmohammadi and Wright, 1987b; Kachelmeir and Messier,
1990; McDaniel, 1990 )

o Avit B 03] (Peters, 1990)

o =2 P (Tversky and Kahneman, 1974; Uecker and Kinney, 1977; Libby, 1985;
Plous, 1993; Connolly, Arkes, and Hammond, 2000 )

o & ¥ 1% (Kahneman and Tversky,1979)

Wl 275275 MAF
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FIAm O OVIERE G AR L A G TA 2 Kk k- F ) (Ashton

and Ashton, 1995) - d >t & < 5 & & 3Li- )?;E g B

FRE R P HE (1998a) © in it 42 W HEOR R AL

B R Ay 7,11)]&, b‘*rzl,,\jﬁ‘f+ B AFA T AT
()& BAEHFET PF 7 4L

1o i3 #

4?

J’z%ﬁ#ﬁ“#@ﬂi‘* VAL B4~ T (Lensmodel ) i & 5 FE
F3 4R KR R WA 0 - LA R AR E R S
BB A TF 5 A HepE > BEom B K| Mrac e kAP e A KR 2
WAL E A R 29 R e A it 4 12 (Solomon and Shields, 1995) »
TR BHIFFFFARRE R RS f A RS ok e
B E2FEFARAcP L E - #E Sy (Ashton and Ashton, 1995) » sz i
FRIPLEAF R FEH - k77 FREDAEFR > LR * T F
St E o AR R BA 1T (ANOVA) » dashsk & %35 247
W aeoB g (Trotman, 1998)« i fi A 45 2 2+ 5 — £ LA a7 3 4T
&* o bl4e Libby (1975) 7344274255 A B @ * pAis SRR E r"El;
A <7 3 o & &_Harrell Taylor, and Chewning (1989) # & & 2% &
FEREAIEPA R L LR RN BT AR AN *rs;»oﬁflyz
I PE o W ?U?ia P\ FRFEF: FF (Instltute of Internal Auditors, 1A) > % ¢
ﬂn? Ty R P ENE TN TR S A BB E P A
:m&wﬂ&%)ﬁﬁ%@%?iﬁgﬁﬁgﬁﬁi%%ﬁlﬁg
BpE o RPN IIARTER BT HFRFREN AT EF R
FERLABE 2L A g3 R ehgaleren Bt uehd | oo

2.4 & X% (probabilistic judgment)

WEPHEFE TR (F5 A% Il By FaTn -
FlebehbER TS (Ashton and Ashton, 1995) gztxﬂﬂ T 3
%4 R ,;%hﬁqgﬁ»m WEFFTR > @A LT & i pd
Foape o ¥ LawT A AL e HERLA TR R FARIRR (7“ 5*—55% »1998a)
b4 Bamber (1983) 1 * A & Tt kR F]F g & AR HCA] 0 HRAR
EFFETEEAFTFAET R RSREARR AT
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FTARRT R RDT F §HBETAP @ FLRE 3 RS
A e s G R MOF I KR - @ Shields et al. (1987) R34 %
PARARAFPRED N APMER S B BT LS R
%’%Q@g%ﬂ+%gﬁiﬁﬂwﬁéﬁﬁga@wawﬁFKaJ Tenik g 0
SHAFVARAY AR BHEAELFTAR L HN AR
PARIE 2 PR * 2R % €5 #1773 F o

3EZ R KRG

;,zmz%%pifdgAﬁg%%mﬁﬁﬁ»@uﬁgﬁﬁ
PSR IRi3 1 foqn ¥ o @ H_§ R RISk E B e R
Plenid * > & 7 R 4 Ty FM;_I % &t (Tversky and Kahneman,
1wmoﬂﬂéiﬁ{%$ PR A kA Bangopr . pry g g
AR*E B B#ETJ‘MFE_}%,?J"J%Q“%F 2743 (Plous, 1993); z4y¥7
FERIEAp A P AR TR > g 00— BAAE T L S BEA R R
SAF S VEFBFRAEORATR A g g L RERE
Frs i (T E A e RE RO AR F R ) kER T
4 e % (Connolly et al., 2000 ) - &4~ Uecker and Kinney (1977)
REFFRGEFLIEE > FHa %é SN — A e REN
(protecti-veness) i * AR % AT B T E FHEF @ S 5 B e
AZR T A4oiEd F7 7 FpEP (7R A% o Joyce and Biddle (1981) & * w4y
B St Ok gg%ﬁ*%%ﬂ (normative ) A% & B »
BIE RArer 3 B E 2L 4 R B R B L R B shik % F) % - Libby
(1985) R|fe * 5 A dFHF A R AR GTAH ST AT PR AT €
BAg i m HI MR LT PR REF AR T AT
PEo B XETE TG O MRS AR B H A o L SRS
F K

Ashton and Ashton (1995) 45 41 g3 7 2 7 7 © i ﬂﬂﬁ ARLE 3
For (M) aFagd (HEgr) ¢ 2 £5 (blackbox)  # ¢ < %
GRS I L € Uy IR S e L e A L ;éki’fﬁé‘ ;

=

i3

A

I

PR AR AAPR @R A F % R BRI AR Y
L m@ﬁé’—*’%i{p FIHE o FI E R F RS MY 8 A IE P L4
P HE S oA P RALFRE (ljir and Kaplan, 1971) -
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QLSR5 = NESE ST S SIS XN ¥ e L E IR~ ER
BRP S F2 Y @R (RE) gAD ( )
PR 2 He0 SN e T (BT 0 1998a) -

% B 38 % #% (problem representation) = & ° » Peters (1990) # it #
FRRAY RGBS G MR E A SRR A PR
BIFFEPF o AU FERT A DM SRR B R 'k o TN T UPRR
PAR R TP g R b £ X8 B 3 6 o Libby (1985)
Bt g4 R gk ehio (perception) °=k #icsr i (recency) »%
0 4o PR P BET O ARSET Mo R o d
P ERET AR RGEER A %~ s KR D R JE B4 4R
BiRAp b os 5 Ak B BK 2 & 0 Bonner and Lewis (1990) #£ it % 3t
ARBEDLTFRE > 2 Z A i (PRGSO B
FAER o - g ) 2 RAEEAn 40 REFRE G B
EHRHTEVRANFTARE T REYFORE > FPL B P E G Rt
1 ek ¥R R L@ 4 AT HE 2 6 0 Asare and
Wright (2003) #% AR % 3 4 B & 7 2 47140 P AR R P> Ege 97i 2 b
K BaE 2 R PR (7 DT UHOE & 0 IR 4 R T ] H1 2%
enadfs > S5 M7 RAFE DRI IS BTN AE
Fehg i AR AR Rt B BB AL AR E AN A
R ABE AEFLETANF AR > S A BT
REE e frg BARM B R g L R 0§ F R ek e
Fon o

RO GRAEAT R A AR el RE 2R A

“

AR TETY

TR BT T 7 RO e R AR E B do R et 0 Y

LR Yy Ha% AR E B TRHITPE 0 AE T R 0T AR AT R S fR R AL
= ;% (Peters, 1990) -

TonAr B RO A HEO A SR ETAR R Bk K an T reAz st (Peters, 1990) -

PR L BAEERERBRE AL TL O ERA L P e iR A TN ELRETER
(Weick, 1969) -

P OPFLTAR R 2 dp A P g 15 KB g mente & § FUR % (%4 % 0 2000) -

R 2 a0 R R 2 T IR A R TR T g
#5c 4 (Bonner and Lewis, 1990 ) -



E SR e e B F o ehEia (Solomon and Trotman, 2003 ) o fseat
3 %% o Thibodeau (2003) #3414 F72 P A ¥ %4 B » 7 &
B * 3 Tip b gt ivags m'gI“’ P32 3 L BIRE T

Pl A FEOFF AR PR ERERET €7 “T4 £ 5 Borthick et al. (2006)
AR e IR PR F 3 4 | e s AR S 1 Rk
GENE YRR = FTPE I ﬁﬁ"fw IR

HAH ARGTPN R PR (T % Aze® A~ > @ o Lindberg
and Maletta (2003) #;»q‘%# X R _gﬁ, R VAR p - e A e
AL MPE o et szt mzaz R FTFERE PHEI R
F (AR D

mﬁﬁ?%@

B R Jk & e %51 E (judgment guidance) ~ FaER
(technology aids) ~f#f#F =M AR 5 £H - B h1 ' (sequen-
tial multi-period tasks ) %34 ¥ 0 Hp o gk TR B £ R Bl R L
i %34 R 3 24|97 2 (Solomon and Trotman, 2003) - 3k 3 %)
% ¢ 3f#f# % = (Lord, 1992) -~ pFRF &+ (Braun, 2000; Pierce and
Sweeney, 2004) % o # ¢ » Lord (1992) AL # $+% 24 B 4374
DT LR BE R EHT TR AVAREFE AR AR
WRIF RFEEANFITAR ORI € EFAFT I L Pierce and
Sweeney (2004) Rl#&AR € 3 fFE o MA S A2 BA AP T
B P FRFFAR XD AP LHAPTFE AR L Py
A2 APEFRA CEFE PO AL BT 3 FHAFL
#B F1% ¢ 45§ %34 %) 0 Libby and Lipe (1992) 34 & § %34 5l iv 4
P M doe X FRLACARA R B R B IR RS Pl (T

m,;f)ﬁﬂ sk g BT TR 1 IFFEER & L%‘\;};J’T_ﬁ ATt o

4.% A FEJIL (multiperson information-processing )

5AFRASLE T Y N H BT B ML RSP

U RBEME A PR LA B E R NS RAFL LT
(Hannigan and Reinitz, 2000) -
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2R T e DR AL B eR Y 2 HALE I E R E g
(group choice shift) ~ B F5 sz 3 4 45 @]FH% B ET - B A T
#8 2425 & (Ashton and Ashton, 1995)o &4 Ismail and Trotman (1995)
%ﬁ%ﬂ%L4ﬁ RELPFTEEPE D ESFEBERDGE > P HET &
WA T T EHROFA ﬁ*iﬁév\#fr]“*%ﬂ*ﬁﬁ B AT R
PART 3 0 AT PIARR ¥ H 4B 'F“ﬁ*?ﬁﬁ’?iﬂasb A2 R

%% (plausible) Bk et ™ s dopt it § 2 F A RS A PR %
12 & R F]; Yip-Ow and Tan (2000) #% 3448 %*Jﬂ’f LT A AR T
ZATHIFT RS 1 TR AME Y ORRE 0 AR BT P O
FET G A FL BRFEEE SRR AT PR RS YA
kB EmUF R RGERFIF §R AT G A
s ’fﬁ;ﬁ'—*&»@iiﬁtﬁ » BH A HOT AR T g A R FE A et .€~ °

BB LT fﬁﬂ%*mﬁpﬁﬁpiw’uT%@ﬁ%

,—.\Piﬁﬁiﬁ'u%?méjl& 1R i

(2)B3i B A ¥ 7 e A R R
lsz i@

Ashton and Ashton (1995) 45 H1&0 % i * 1 & i * ¢y {3 17
TR NGRS R A R ER G AR (Bl
% B s 7)o bl4e Ashton (1974a) & KRl 3T HRY » B
FREF DRI AL (P FR3 58 35 dp 4% ) - 2 %7 “"#’*’#‘Jm R %‘gzl & -

AR KBTIk R R b R R RPIFE R P oA
;;;}Fﬁ: m,riq c RHBFT Y MR PIRTR S )H?J.%z LJL&?—%T%
W BEAL R ade &k o b4 Leung and Trotman (2005) 47 k= 4] ik
m‘}*éﬁ—é\ % (outcome )~ 1 ¥ ~ inde s 1 IFH K preo et gy

R BRATE 0 WS {0

VBB ERSH 4y e B f A
= B R S b S s Tsi e = I G Y

A

g RIS R B A itk
“ﬁ {4 (Friedkin, 1999) -
PHRivEF BER hF A RTA L DBERE LR SRS 2 T (Ismail and
Trotman, 1995) -

R N E AL N N LT s FEMFR 1 et v e 3
& 2| %7 ) I’x‘”‘izﬁrz}-‘m‘q F B w258 2 F'~ M A A
Wz F 3 (Leung and Trotman 2005) -

ip

1 iFF ?E B
[
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FPARARGFAFAHEYNL TR B R E R EUN BRI
2. % (compensatory-form ordinal interaction) shF sz T =7
TR AR HE # R R G § A2 BB BEHEA L TATEHAF
e h P P LGP Ak A AR LR H
FFERRE B P (T ERE »x4 o

2.5 3 F 24 (self-insight)

PV RS S Y A B SR AT OB 2 0 W ALR G KR
R R R > BB HENE BRZ AL E PV F MG
(Ashton and Ashton, 1995) » 7 F_d & 2| $7H03) #7355 B %3 4
Ros[gtensis-foit > 2 o 354 R oTik 2 EFend At d F A3
- iz & (Lin, Fraser, and Hatherly, 2003 ) - Mear and Firth (1987) 2%
R BAED AR T AL EARE BT AR E a4 AP FE
P AR ES - BN 2 B - SR RAITF L B
EELRBELAHEEROMEE > 5o S ARGl B L
LI O R S B S N /Lﬁﬁ'l’fi‘m i ELiE
EHCE 0 B A AP B FRCIERIF O

Flt o B E ST »éf RS D Ap G S ERDB A PR
B EB A R SR e PR E BB ek £ % (Dezoort,
1998 ) o il4e Lin et al. (2003) 73 %F 34 B &l 7~ 17148 i pF > &L
Tgd HBRMI A ¢ TRN  Ha PETey R 0 T
e Lﬁﬁ%ﬂwJﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁJ\£ﬂﬁ—§ﬂ4M%%@%v%
?454 TH Y ROKE S P HFRFIFOF AR AR
TA g FES TR A A F I EBRTRI AR AR €

ENE Sk

Byt AR LAy LB PR o A AR Upivf - FAPARAT
1__+7fé%2)§£ PRy - BAPAR > IR A & p R R ERT L EE
@ M % (conditionally monotonic relation) » 2 ¢ A K Esr s (f & ) #F
Vo RRF 3 M (BB ) gtk 2 ARG b Y& 2% (Brown and Solomon,
1991) -
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- Az TRBG IS o R %ﬂiﬁzémﬁw Y Itk 3
o @abdn ToFEd Emit 5o > ApFEHEELY 5
— I ARG IRER > T AR E S ANTE ST BN &
= V e 24t (calibration) ~ &3 (extremeness) ~ p A ¥ #cEE4 R
7 (logarithmic scoring rules ) ¥ = =t #=4 4L} (quadratic scoring rules )
¥ o Gustafson, Sainfort, and Johnson (1993) 45 ) 1 i & =5 b g
I A RRERE  EE2dpk 4§ R ERE L s
0 1o A fel 7 A FHFd Bl - 2R aRg > - L F A
Tl an®icF (%5 A pups ?}%‘c} Ve LS R Bt
% 27 RADPRE 2 o NREFTR o JHEGIARP 2 i E
FNBIRHT R AE B HES BTN EEL YT R
¥ )BT AR AB IR REETEF L s (77 IGN =
-log2 fj) (Good, 1952); = =t 4 A2 € H Ik Z 4 i Flap F 84
(mmmweummmmmw) B SIERARRIRE > FER H B RS
fCIpHp mpF B EF AR e B 4 (Sonnemans and Offerman,
2001) %= > A% E ALY P X AF ER - a2 AR R
AR > F P FFE - BEAHGEREER > TR - BEP e R
g e o RER Y BRSO IERI2 R R R
( Ashton and Ashton, 1995 ) -
4e Trotman (1985) AR A 171445 12425 $ % 2 2| ¥ B rgft € 5

SR BRNT AR FEAREL R HEL B Bal AT
% Weber (1978) hk S prdl Bt 5 b 4R ¢ 4 hs fe i
A0 LR S FAREHEEOE R FE 0 TR F AR HY
BEAR S sl § ¢ SRR L 34 R
Wi b #l R LR S FEOR I E > B AR A frinT
e e £ 2 - Bhattacharjee, Kida, and Hanno (1999) #5 3 B3k
BREEIRERERE ) HF AR 1 TR 8 A 47 AT e
FEM e o Py R IBEKBRERERE ) #NF A ARG AR

Ok SRR R 2 B AR S 3 &gdﬁﬁﬁ*ﬂ’iéiﬁii%iﬁ%
&Aﬁr%mig T T s AP TARBHUAADTHE 4 1 TR E R
%‘r%mﬁi?%m*% DL S g RS S Sl PSS

2 b RJRiEAR Y 3 4 4= #ic (Trotman, 1985) -
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ARR P BRK BRI BT B G

£2d = =% ?\fﬁs‘»m% o] g ide
FREm@ A - a3 A )igdt & RYTH| ﬂxgi\. ;gpgzat:%a-/\ﬁ
BB TP 3 L b B R S :%»H B s
%ﬁ@ﬁﬂwwms%?*ﬁiéw I FEFE ’lﬁxlﬁmmg
bee g2 gt A | 2 fﬁpﬁf"mfaéél“*’ R #%ueﬂb% T st 5
Tiais o, QT ESEIAR S Fald o

LR E Y o
(% g“?*iz#“rmﬁ %

-h = ﬂ} \m{«

4.% # (consensus)

#%{J}ﬁﬁﬂ—’”\ﬁfﬁuftl—#ﬁﬂ?”‘) PRk B A IRE F)F T o AT

TEART - REDARR o d 305F §%? FIETEE R LG F RS s
£ % T R oA R 5 %t 2] ¥r e 48 (Dezoort, 1998) x|
TR FE M2 X gFE (Wright, 1988) v @ ;ﬁﬂ F ¥ 7?']—*‘ 7 | YT i
ik B lm&mwgwmwﬂ&) B i3 1 ﬂ’wﬁmaﬂﬁ&oa
ALY 0 P dEd B R E“»ﬁ“&\ﬁm?fﬁ R R R
ﬁi)ii ( Ashton and Ashton, 1995) - )4 Ashton (1974a) #->3% <X :?'Ji‘
%%iﬁﬁﬁ&mmfﬂ%%ﬂwﬁ%%»@F@M@ﬁ»mﬁmﬁ
HRRIY B 2S£ & 3o Wright (2001) #7345 3 # 21 (v
HRAOFPFAR (P RREGFE ) LF LG eERE SR
Fwleea v SEETEKROIF AT N PE SRS
B EEE B (T ARGE F 2|8 o

T
R

| e

N

' 2

S
&

*

\t\'.

5.4 2 |+ (stability )

RABLF- CXREHE T FREFRY (E- 9% YF I
SBRRHRYT >V gwm $3F ) $ AR R Tl (R eh b)) o7
Fenw o 0V F RHFR F A R T (S 2 ¥renfE 2442 & (Ashton and
Ashton, 1995) o &4 Ashton (1974a) k4Rt 7 e F5 P Bk > b — #4% 3+
AR I B R 2 UTR endp B Tl 0 12 R R SR a0 MR
o SAM AN THOEAF > LAFCLFF AR AP PR gD
LS S 4 % o Hamilton and Wright (1982) #:t %3+ ¢ | 1 it
,Eé%—%?ﬂél@* Ao HER T (FORAER ) P R g RS #E
£5y A AR R P FRG AR (FEkEE s

ﬁﬁ
\m%«
"EI
W
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WEFL Mg BT AN 2 AN FEF S Mg
6.— 3=+ (consistency)

- R2 :Fp Breg-—RpigrH %"J %rrc % ez & (Ashton, 1982) »
WA B A DBETHCA] > B E A e F DI 0 NUGE R ip e BT
FE'F{;’L joerA R o BITRHAFTL Y 0 T R B A SR TR

PRGFRE - R d M RATR hE R L F 0T MR TR
xim VT F]t gl A R AR AR R R £ ¥ € -3 (Dezoort,
1998)c — RN E 3 N W F ZEE RF AR A7 PR EER
FEpPR TR A AP R BRI RS B MR
BT (AP A B L Ry 4 k) (70 % (Lin et al,
2003 )° 4= Stone and Dilla (1994) 43 S5 % - 4 B $#30h '&T
Gend|#r > EF §d WRh'%G TR L2 FAEHFNA G L
;ﬂl P B RN REHRDFT AR ARG B R TR
FAGEE AR F A58 0 € 5 B R RS - R ET

S MEFREAY

gm;};\ﬁﬁa N f%ﬁ& CEERE CBEE ¥ g s B4 AR A 7 EF BT
EARFGTBHEE AR R Y F K137 0 BldedR 3t T A (Bricker
and DeBruine, 1993) & i iz /& (Schepanski, 1983) % > ¥ Z B4 § i7
R B ME TR OE R S Y2 ;‘)%z%?f%,—.x?f!zz»
< ;I;Je ( McEwen and Welsh, 2001 ) » & = % 1960 & it 27 1970 & X 7| %
WA B ehg ] RA f 1980 &£ 522 1990 # 48 0 B § (7 5 AT
i‘gr)%,ﬁ\. o

EEF OMEFIRERYFEIZEEF o IEFERYTE
%72 #£ 3t (Ball and Brown, 1968) - 4 & = 2 # % ik 7] B+ Ejﬁ
FUMEFTRIIFREY BAGFLALG T ¥ ARG L
WENGHRDAFRIBAGTE > P FHRD 2 ANERFTL TH LR
i i 28 (Libby et al., 2002) o 2 fsx d 3t TF A5 372 L den
#LEL (market inefficiency ) #1990 & & ¥ #p 44 £+ (Libby et al., 2002 ) -
McEwen and Welsh (2001) 45 #1041 § 7 247 5 32 7 358 % LR B
AR AR FR A RKAITE G R E R DR R



(Raghubir and Das, 1999 ) » i&_i¢ £33 B A 4eie 4137 € 344K > & ipL
K At B SRR OBEEFYER o“$ T HEE LG o
BLE > W R ERME AL NER o AR TR FEFM
€y kel SITH 2 PR F 2 SRS 19 5 o B (Libby et al.,
2002) -

Bp 2000 & K pd § (7 5 AT A § ML AR AR TR
Hholr f3i7 2 @ IR 2 RARIT F - FAROEE BRI HiLE A
%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ@ﬁ@ﬁﬁo#%ﬁ?a%%ﬁwmﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%m
T oMY e gfﬂ?gq‘;};?ﬁ&rfa i * »47FF T 3 (Krishnan and
Booker, 2002 )~ #F p? 35 ’? = i@ 41374 % (Chewning, Coller, and Tuttle,
2008; 13 s @ﬁ:? & ’2006)3% # i F ¥ &2 32( Arunachalam and Beck,

2008) ﬁ}%‘? Pk’ PR REFHEE R R PAIEIRI MG
HERALS T 0 AP Fﬁélfﬂ ¢ AERRART F i Ao F R 3&»?4“ ;3 1
( Krische, 2005) » #% & 3F 3 B %) ;};\E‘—*‘{@ EERFHLT LR %

FF R (leshlelfer Myers, Myers, and Teoh, 2008 ) £ 4|12 & 4 ¢ 4o
GRS N A=K (Elliott, 2006 ) o g+ ¢k » 7= 5 — 7 3 R F 3 4
ﬁ%ﬂﬁaﬁﬁéiwwméi’%{ﬁﬁ LR IRIAREZ HIRG
HIRF xﬁ,iw 32 58 (Neal, Gaynor, and McDaniel, 2006 ) » & & & 4R
& drie “§ G-t ﬁﬁ# AR | ¥reng &8 (Earley, Hoffman, and Joe,
2008) - T nr\#;\ Libby et al. (2002) =%~ 3 JFEHEacit Ml ¢ (75 47 %
BEfFite BER IR -

(C)ERFFFRFF A RHFZ M g Rl 2w PRHT 2o
FE?

AR FRE AR RERE SR FRE LR
o iR FRETERPRFEII T AL LRGTZHREIL o I
%% 73 (archival study) £ % %+ 3 (Kadous, Kennedy, and Peecher,
2m3mmmmmumymw)%ﬁﬂéﬂﬁifﬂﬂ%%ﬁﬁpi%

SRR EEERE AN BAFET] AR P PRAEFAP 0
A T 5 p Al ~; T 47 iT P4 7338 ¥ (Healy and Wahlen, 1999 ) -

d %“ PHREEOFEFTY Y §d TR Y 2 2 A i R

Bl B NS e A R LR - SR U gF AR el b NI s S e Sy M g
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BAREE MRMEFLFTLIIER LMEFT LY » FhY
;EJ_Q‘)I%Z FHE g A B A M kAL AP ASTIE B R
AR | ET S BldrE 3t 4 R o feaF e ehw it (Blay, 2005) ~ 2§
iz 4 (DeZoort, etal., 2006)~ %3+ 2 % (B ¥ ~ 3 247 - Hhf
gher 4 ¢ 52007 5 Davis and Hollie, 2008) 2 FH AR 3T e g7
¢ X FIPRE T FIROR A § AL ;51 J l‘g\{gﬁ_—fﬂéﬁ & ek %
#24¢ (Salterio and Koonce, 1997 ) » % E RS 2 REM G
238 (Hirst, 1994 ) o gt ok > — Jk'q;zr,b 3y *ﬁgﬁ_,?;mg Btk FARG T A
%mm%ﬁﬁ% BAFRE AEFIAREHBREN FE S
¥>3% (Gibbins et al., 2006 ) -

énh)

(Z)MEFRRE? Fooir f2ie 2 AHBEE?

LE#F 2 2B rER P B FRTEETRENF hERT
Rl Rl

A5

Erﬂpmﬁg FERAT ML ,__B‘r”ig‘é“'ﬁftﬁ\ﬁ‘l;%‘,fﬁ ) lﬁ:};?ii‘ﬁl

TG AT Ed N EF S EAFERE A 5 274 & (Dyckman, 1964;

Jensen, 1966 ) B K ¥ A7 T A4 AEom # i B ¥ (functional

fixation) iz & > § deofe L PR G & GAREL S R AR

TS PAKET EFEEFIRNTR 0 @G A Ry ? B

- ﬁ%ﬂigﬁ Maines (1994) cuEk » #-E g8 c T hg Hips
BOF1Z 8- EAR 0 R MR A A AT

(1)# i \F

F I LR E M T A4 (classification) — 4 2 ehpd #3238 £
PA4F ¥ 4F 2 eh& (subsection) & riidh i & 0 § %2%";‘#%‘;% ¥ g
i gy (categorization) £id & chf#is - 2 & BB UG O
g 7 B 1+ (Hirst, Jackson, and Koonce, 2003 ) » 4 Catasts and Grojer
(2003) # & &7 F g;%wﬁﬁ?ﬂ’%%ﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁ
THERF AVGTAFTHEL S ¥ A2 (reliability)> 22, F & F & 1§

TR SR AR T A ER S TR TR g4 R R
g3 AR g ER é’???ﬂ”ﬁ LR BN H o FF A (Ferris,
1988)°
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Fi2A-R 4§25 &k, Hirst, Hopkins, and Wahlen (2004) #
TR EREEE S E AT T B4 F ¥ E (full-fair-value
income ) £ Win AN T @4F F % (piecemeal-fair-value
income ) » ¥4 17 A 47 FF 15 b e 2 R en| g2 AR R R R 41
AR W AR LA TR B E R OETER > a0 e
FRAA T Rl ke B F TR REREY o AR T
(2%5)?”1171w£3.r?%ﬁwﬂwxﬁf%%éﬂiiﬂsf%?
2RKRE YRR RARERICEE TR EHIRT AL
;},\ &) 7 g 182 B o 7537"’7?5&’)»/?][515%1"}&7}?}]5 SR 'E»%m? o
wm T 63 B
B TR Elm’iiﬁ’%%ﬁllw mop R E 2 T o iR £
.ﬂamw%E ’ﬁﬁﬁi”ﬁﬂ% ik@% PEITAE  2R
M- RAZFTAMAPERE > 6 0 BIA D IRER T o

i)

A. ~=h

(2%t p FEILIBE #riveny

FREIGEFHERF UFETERADREIE - FIFY
WA REEE F €4 BB Jﬁ" A% » 4 Barton and Mercer
(2005) #£ 314 47 EF 44 T E B f245 4 e g B i i o pi
PG FEG AP R NEEEEMN ARG T
G dhRRARFMS Flp g TR E m&fk?ﬁzﬁﬂ—%’??ﬁ
#B % & = - Hunton, Libby, and Mazza (2006) i = & P4 754F
SPREERFAEETOMALE > SEHTF RN EHFEES
(comprehensive income ) 4F & if P R & 1\@ B EHAET VR
ALPREEP R OFAFELE S NIRRT R SR ATRE D
BRI

e

(3) % A 5 FF 3R] 4 (% eh v fig

WIS RL OB LB R HET A R
] 4e Hirst, Koonce, and Simko (1995) # 7 & 71 7 3‘%1'—53[}\? 4117 RS »
FET AR ERFTAEIRBE D D47 o RF 5 F57F BB F
43R - Pinello (2006) 3 JR4FF & * & 47 ﬁ;&e@;g;@]ﬂfq?g?ﬁ_
K> 5 Rb TsyER > A3 6 PO P P F B T
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BB RAL A AT FARILRIAE T BT > [ € F AT FARIER] o
2.4&%—‘5_&?&%5%@ B PRPEREFBEIERARTA?

Bernard and Thomas (1990) # M 4z 2 S % % #F F F &
('post-earnings-announcement drift) » 7 JR*>t 3 F K ﬂ WR DR DEFER B
o FR A FT FARE ﬁ 75 Brown and Rozeff (1979) #& dicfF & p e
Ep: # ¥ T 547 (Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average Model,
ARIMA Model ) (Bernard and Thomas, 1990) » #-%]¢ 2 p ﬁ«\sgﬁ]wt ¥
(auto-regressive component ) ¥ # # L 33 & % ( moving average
component) o — 4 & 7 LAY T R T eIk G g A e
EF P R 70| 3R P48 3% R AR 1S 5F 2 42 0 1f&_ Calegari and Fargher (1997)
B3 AR B R %ﬁfﬂ%gﬁéfﬁ%@ﬁéﬂwﬁvé%%m%
B HER R RAT R P PR - FO@AR VMM
7 & (under-reaction) - 2 %822 7 4 (2004) i * < IWE 2 wokik
PIBLEL  fe Al A 47 EF 82 2 @ 3L g b 2 FARTERD B BT8R 2B
WRFBEF R ERAREA 280 ZFT S FHEA RS
M B ARIE PR R B DB i fE o TORIEEF Al @k o i
FSwmATF R GFLEFAFERERRFEINLEE - P8
KRB G o RIBFRFA LR BB FAART G EF OB

. A M ehB A B ARR it VA TR TR BT Fox ?

LEREER R T LI R I S AN S
(process tracing techniques) > #& 4 % 22 #7+ (novice) P44 47FF
3 F T (Biggs, 1984) A7+ 2 45 A B § K5 gk DA T4
7 £ » 15 E_Mear and Firth (1987) #£3t & 4 7 b 55 4 a3 A 4767 (3
EoEF TR HEE ) éqb AR 'GERERLIFHORTR

VR AR Y B hRT 0 LR R (2005) -

FERF R LR AT o bl P ITF R A MRS TR
Bod kM AT AR 2 TR AF o AT R EF R B RS G
#(2%% 51999) -

0 ge B HpEr ﬁif’r‘? S (verbal protocol ) » & W43t K 4 feiF 4
WA e BB F zgﬁxfwk PR FUNAEF LT AP R A TS
EHFNE G (’H » 1998a) -



FrHETE PR B2 ER G POREFTA2ZIEL
(weight) > ¢ 22 4 - AV STHCANSE 2 P35 b "6 & S 3R P 0T R
G763 % 4p— % (Mearand Firth, 1087) « 74 — 447 § H ik e 46
A g1 g8 BB - R 5 BF A R 2 3= 4 > foE Hunton and M-
Ewen (1997) % .2 475 RIBIE AL A 17 §5 » Ap st B4R TTRIRD 3
FEHOAHTFF o G B ERDTAEF R G capHpcd FEE o
€37 (mental checklist) # 34 T3t o § #& B4 47 b7 jofpe 254 F1p
blhe A 47 EF ST 7 B AR L F L A R SR T R W g
e & B BN E ARILR ¢

(2)B A HFRATTAE deo® BB F R PR G ?

TEE )l%«’ RF A2

4= ¥

1.&B A 7589 3584 (aggregate) 75 Fehi B

FWIFIFEABAHOBRTRASY G LT EHEIER H
& Coller (1996) # B A ¥ >t T EEF2L FTHNEF F R 3 AL
AL L L s GRFERI T BT BRI FH FRR
Sl S B A LT A A ALY A TR R O R VRl S
BUE SR A g G RO R G F AR TARE L (prior
belief) (Edwards, 1968) » d »* § @ hf s & F g 5 A p jmpr
P E AR E A FEE S € ﬁ % > f2: (noise) ~ ¢ ﬁ 5 T
FFHF e gipr 2 & (Coller,1996) -

Fobo - BEFRRRA BAARDRE  §ERIFURAL K
% > |4-Tuttle, Coller, and Burton (1997) 47 t R RVER 7 €
PEVHIR BEFRBAHEDTRERFR DT LB 75 (BF
k%) 4 EWHEIDE R AR AT REFEHD FRL A £ Aol
FRFROARBRPDTE FHD FERG PP 2l
P % % 3 3K ) (smart trader hypothesis) # X PP o P 2 % F 3K
Gdp R 7 RO FIETH G N F o GRS B HY 2L 0 RE
LKA G T B (Camerer, 1992) 0 4efe T o 3t an g Bk 4p )
"I g = EF P T - $(Libby etal., 2002 )- @ Bloomfield, Libby,
and Nelson (1996) # 7 &% A $FRp < % dﬂz Bk o o Iﬁ,@j;‘éf‘?‘,
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N

P d%rE R b dﬂz B EAE & URAE SR
2.F & (information aggregation) &# FAF 7+ &

PR L RARMIET Fra R H I 'g; g 4 0 7%
TELEFEFHALKRDLE FHLTARRL G £ Fop?
(common knowledge ) B¥ - 3 % 3 31 £ i %\jﬂr 3p 4P i’a%ﬁzz
(rational expectation equilibrium)- 2 s 2= 3 RIS M7 § & B &
SBFRA GO HERRE AR F f@;’ §-&_Gillette, Stevens, Watts, and
Williams (1999) 53 fﬁ. WEEE EREPR L EEBE
TERD B FEERERFTEEEIFT ] i:ﬁ:@&f”
(reversiontothemean) » 7 T X G HFEM AL BFF OFF T LT >
R A APRMIRG (F5%1999) Flut @m BS54 ¥

AR R A F R v EHRIEEF B o

R s

- B AT A AED FY vl g s Ea9a & F1F (Barron and
Karpoff, 2004)> § # % #ci= 3 23k T & % % 2% (no-trade theorem ) »
e AT ST o s X FREFTRBAET R R GEFE
;)%zﬁia;%_ (Pareto optimal resource allocation) p¥ > ¢ f F$hiE (& >

%Vgﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂ%wﬁg ER B o
%%Eﬁﬁﬂﬂmﬂ%* PR AR R - Y TR

i g

-—\

T RAZIER A (Glllette etal., 1999 ) -

Ty P F B F oy R Fao E B R Sl F A 0 KRR
PHae A B s FAog s B e h b F ooy (Gilletteetal., 1999)

Z@PIEERe BAR R A LAFEAER TR F O AT B (asset
pricingmodels) ¢ > 7 fpiut 2 2 F g § > AR PERG DT L LAI* A

TR DT MILE E ﬁaﬁfxx,ﬂﬁ*?%%%uﬂhkﬂ R ESTE

AATIRRIATE A h FHEF R TR SR FAR AP LFELY 0 A
IR ey g_fgm REFAET X FEHRP ST E - R R EFD FH
¥ ddFisfgsa 2 % (Forsythe and Lundholm, 1990; Gillette et al., 1999) -

2 sa¥cih §F SR A AF 0105 MR (gambler’s fallacy ) (Gillette et al,, 1999) > 4l
Shefrin (2001) #; %% ,% BHL AR ORT AR RS TRE S
- B {s  FEY 1S ke X% gﬁﬁ
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(m)%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ‘%é?ﬁ?ﬁ' Id o g B ETREE

F h 2 (game theory) F B4 Ho5S Lﬁt*wﬁi‘éi (¢ >)&aF
igHE (F2)aFRahag s é o2 ﬂﬂgﬁﬁpi T AR ZE
B HEAI TR IR BT 0§ & § 1?5‘5 €3 T e o A -
F ARSI E T MR @ﬂ%%% EHFF LT AT H
BHEE W E - 4o King and Wallin (1995) # 3 # R Fdhg 47
e BRE(F 2 ) EREHIMBFF TABELARTEF(E S )
@ King (1996) 3 & ¢ = & F § A BEF TR AR R E G
BEHTFE O FAEFERIRE > gUER Y A ERF G D O
FREEFZ RIS giaFa s Fi 2 Rii o Taed
XS T AR ARG VA EEFHRELT R .

(T )Fme ey

ITE k- é}ﬁ%%ﬂ&;ﬁﬁa‘k? A -k (sentiment) ¥ 3% L 5 3%
2 & e 5 R enBf a2 > B)4e Livnat and Petrovits (2009) 4531 2%
BRHFRELZ RTAD F o LR EELFHRFTHFRE O A
FEARPFALER > AETEFEHELE G REP LR O P 0 PR
MR A SRR T SRR G P ’?U%%hﬁﬁé
I o Pt s TR RS B B RE Y A Pa g 0 b
B @A A S RIRT T AR ARFTEE G %*F“
—rg&gfg'rgz“;},\ﬁiﬁ*ﬁ B e & - Ali and Gurun (2008) B #£ 3
FEFHREE B Ar RF R NET AR EER ttrE FL}E.
R ﬁ‘/‘\"”ﬁ PR VR E ST EHEEFR MR Y
LELRTE R X TLJ.’QEFF?@ DA REVE D BRI E
e R R BEE- R o

AFLHTEMEELSIRRENR 2> A HMEEIFT R
LBz e

>‘1’

1”1



5P L w239

iﬁi#ﬁ
4,55; (Biggs, 1984; Mear and Firth, 1987; (%522 gk 5 &, 2006)
o FA4p3p iR ¥ rr 4 (Hunton and McEwen, 1997)

v

FRBG O - BR T EE AL RER

o it B ¥ (Tuttle et al., 1997; Hirst et al., 2003; Hirst et al., 2004; 37 3 #8227 = % >
2005)

* #p LB 2 v & (Barton and Mercer, 2005; Hunton et al., 2006 )

o 4 7RIz w i (Hirst et al., 1995; Pinello, 2006 )

A\ 4

Rk SR 1

'gzﬂ*‘ﬁ 3% %] (Hirst, 1994; Healy and Wahlen, 1999; Gibbins et al., 2006 )

% 4 B # %] ( Salterio and Koonce, 1997; Blay, 2005; Davis and Hollie, 2008; 1+
% 4 5 2007)

. % %fr' Fpipl2. w & (Hirstet al., 1995; Pinello, 2006 )

'J%fr.%i? R LR R

IL:&"-’;: 21 fe i % Hope (Biggs, 1984; Mear and Firth, 1987; 14 %33 » 1998a)
AEEBETAR ﬁ%% &_ (Gillette et al., 1999)

? S5 Bl }é] ( Calegari and Fargher, 1997 BE G4 T 5> 2004 )

< 12 44 ( Edwards, 1968; Coller, 1996 )

& p i fFH #3545 (Bernard and Thomas, 1990)

B 7= o

B2 MEF2AL MR
S RHEARFTRELEY

LR AR A A R e E PR Y
FoAPC R P FRARRAE g 2
FaiTaRER o R KA > APREY TR EALR T
B fR it i )3 A 2 )87 R AU £ & o0 (Bonner, 1999) ¢ {7
PG B PFOMER 2% AR § WA T AR
BE R AL o 16 A 4o BR ﬁégLiﬂ“ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁJH%%
B (Caplan, 1988 ) -

IR IR S 3 ?ﬁﬁgﬁépz’ﬁfﬁ 7

% ;L“ 7w

R4 iFﬁﬁ°%F93P¢ ”ﬁ%?4§%m'?éﬁ
LR HEDAK  blAcF A AP BB AP



240 § g3

EP-angdy o 7P Il (Patel, 2003) & 41T A1 aR 4 L AL
(Gelger and Rama, 2003) & g3+ 2|47 p € (T 5 A7 1 Rl T E""”fﬁ%ﬁﬂff»
FOFVAREREFARITR MR FR AT g o R
%wW%mLiﬁﬂ?ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂELi(Gmmmeml2%6)L“4’H§
A gAY et P A LM g RIS TR s o TR B iR
SRR € EL SR Y Ty g R A L

AT H % (TR AR D H %y R -
pwfvfﬂégiwﬂieﬂ&——xgﬂpfﬁ;ﬁ»%agwair
ﬂg“ﬁmm%%’ﬁiﬁﬁm*ﬁ4°*P¢W@%: P €
mf”ﬁag‘LpiL’ﬁFsb%ﬁﬂ )i,l S @ Fip 7 g3 RA 0 &
BARE Y bl b R PR OB Y ARE
PR g M2 o > ERReEIT Y R
HAEFTELALEME TS AR RALACT

-~ %P.Lf; ;pi‘i,&z@é)

FPEAAIMAAE N P APARAE T AT ARy
FHARLRBEPE > TR AT R BETR TR T E A TR
EREEMRE A E B H S F AL AR EE AP B SR AT ot b
BABEN R FERETERBT o EIF AT TR {ATF
RO TP ARG EFLIAL T U RAREITFFERTAS 2L D
#& % (O’Donnell and Schultz, 2003; Bible, Graham, and Rosman,
2005)c e pE > A S A Al L ERF ML PE L SR M E o 4F
EICREREE S i R g?wiz}wg e EALER G i ann
PRAL ERFFARREFRAORS o pl R TR PR
HldTo Fp s A RFIF ALV RARTLE AP M F 3R 3 (Nelson and
Tan, 2005 ) -

F- 25 o d W EFFERTR R ERE G L Aok m hH
@ﬂ»g?ﬁiﬂ%ﬁJ%@iﬁw$ﬁ4§ﬁw?’ﬁilﬁﬁw
SRR RS PR RS IF MG T
& &2 Bye Dikolli, McCracken, and Walawsk (2004) <& 4R % 3*
AREE S RE I b TR R o



FREFFT VA 241

S HMEFRFLRAEY

THA IR M REEEA > W RMEFAFLXIIER AR
FARMEF AT AN AT Fhon g T 2T L&A
AREFBME AKX H% > ARME FEFL7HEFT L& R
Hid UM EARBE IR PHRARAM AR B4R > 1k
ZF%E TR EHE L R ¢ (Ngand Tan, 2003) ~ f2§# % i= (DeZoort
etal., 2006) ~ ¢ 3+ P :dp BE 3242 (Psaros and Trotman, 2004) » 14 2
MardE 2 ¢ TR HmPE D> VHEHMBAE LA 7R E (Viger,
AmM&@m(NmMawMBmAm%Z%M o ¥ -3 d oo AKRPAE (T
BATT G IEALTR SR PRI TR Y F A WA B R e P
T K AR g Bk blde- BT ERRT "%%
;f_/,,\ﬁgwmp i (73R 2 & X (Frederickson and Miller, 2004; Elllott
2006) > & L ARE RE L FHITFEF § i nirind oo oad
F'*mzz_ﬁi (Sharma, 2006 ) - #rs § ki B € AR B B gﬂ% 4
AT € F F el 2% > (Liyanarachchi and Miline, 2005) -
o AR EFEFYL AT AR RS AP A TR zﬁx"**’
i 4 4=i-§1¥d*f"ﬁ?“’ B4 Kadous, Krische, and Sedor (2006) =3
LA FE A TR @ ARTERIF A € X T B A AT BB R .



54 < e

FAF 02000 ALy P E—FILHEE LB s PRI o

5% 01999 L2 P @B F R EREF BEH PR
pPAFAE T 5 7% % 18 ¢ 15-56 -

¥ - 1998a 75 g3 2 WA P RAEE L 40 ¢ L g IR 0 % 6
£ % 24 :293-330 -

185y 0 1998 0 drah I G PR —pR i B ¥
15 % % 148 :27-55 -

BER ~ A7 R L) T 2007 0 2AF RIS F3ARK
TR L RPN R g%‘?:n ' $ 6% % 2% 1 125-152

R 2005 FFRFR 2| a4 L GANE IR 2B o DA T EED R oo

BRI AT 55 2004 0 o :uﬁ'? &S Emh# FARTE P2 iR
A EmEFAREZ B F R €3 %58 % 248 1 139-174 -

B 5% g5 2005 T;i; I 2 B T s R BT M T2 B

5 4o Ml £ 0 B zz@ HLERF LB HEVEF RS
T %175 % 14 41-78 -

FEEME KT L 520060 & FEbL ¥HF A &#Eﬁ% AR 2 ¥k
R AR i )@? G %,\—rr FHEBEEN 51855 18
63-105 -

Abdolmohammadi, M., and A. Wright. 1987a. Decision support and
expert systems in auditing: A review and research directions.
Accounting and Business Research 17 (66): 173-185.

Abdolmohammadi, M. J., and A. Wright. 1987b. An examination of the
effects of experience and task complexity on audit judgments. The
Accounting Review 62 (1): 1-13.

Agoglia, P. C., C. Beaudoin, and G. T. Tsakumis. 2009. The effect of
documentation structure and task-specific experience on auditors’
ability to identify control weaknesses. Behavioral Research in
Accounting 21 (1): 1-17.

Ali, A., and U. G. Gurun. 2008. Investor sentiment, accruals anomaly,
and accruals management. Journal of Accounting, Auditing &
Finance 24 (3): 415-431.

an

A



G5V L v 243

Anderson, J. C., K. K. Moreno, and J. M. Muller. 2003. The effect of
client vs. decision aid as a source of explanations upon auditors’
sufficiency judgments: A research note. Behavioral Research in
Accounting 15 (1): 1-13.

Arunachalam, V., and G. Beck. 2008. Functional fixation revisited: The
effects of feedback and a repeated measures design on information
processing changes in response to an accounting change. Accounting,
Organization & Society 33 (1): 739-758.

Asare, S. K., and A. M. Wright. 1997. Evaluation of competing hypotheses
in auditing. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 16 (1): 1-13.

Asare, S. K., and A. M. Wright. 2003. A note on the interdependence
between hypothesis generation and information search in conducting
analytical procedure. Contemporary Accounting Research 20 (2):
235-251.

Asare, S. K., and A. M. Wright. 2004. The effectiveness of alternative risk
assessment and program planning tools in a fraud setting.
Contemporary Accounting Research 21 (2): 325-352.

Asare, S. K., and A. M. Wright. 2008. The effect of a justification memo
and hypothesis set quality on the review process. Behavioral Research
in Accounting 20 (1): 1-12.

Asare, S. K., C. M. Haynes, and J. Gregory. 2007. The effects of client
and preparer risk factors on workpaper review effectiveness.
Behavioral Research in Accounting 19 (1): 1-17.

Ashton, R. H. 1974a. An experimental study of internal control judgments.
Journal of Accounting Research 12 (1): 143-157.

Ashton, R. H. 1974b. Cue utilization and expert judgments: A comparison
of independent auditors with other judges. Journal of Applied
Psychology 59 (4): 437-444.,

Ashton, R. H. 1982. Human information processing in accounting. Studies
in Accounting Research No. 17 Sarasota, FL: American Accounting
Association.

Ashton, R. H., and A. H. Ashton. 1995. Judgment and Decision-making



Research in Accounting and Auditing. Cambridge University Press.
Ball, R., and P, Brown. 1968. An empirical evaluation of accounting
income numbers. Journal of Accounting Research 6 (2):159-178.
Bamber, E. M. 1983. Expert judgment in the audit team: A source

reliability approach. Journal of Accounting Research 21 (2): 396-412.

Bamber, E. M. 1993. Opportunities in behavioral accounting research.
Behavioral Research in Accounting 5 (1): 1-29.

Bame-Aldred, C. W., and T. Kida. 2008. A comparison of auditor and
client initial negotiation positions and tactics. Accounting, Organization
& Society 33 (1): 497-511.

Barron, O. E., and J. M. Karpoff. 2004. Information precision, transaction
costs, and trading volume. Journal of Banking & Finance 28 (6):
1207-1223.

Barton, J., and M. Mercer. 2005. To blame or not to blame: Analysts’
reactions to external explanations for poor financial performance.
Journal of Accounting and Economics 39 (3): 509-533.

Bernard, V., and J. Thomas. 1990. Evidence that stock prices do not fully
reflect the implications of current earnings for future earnings.
Journal of Accounting and Economics 13 (4): 305-340.

Bhattacharjee, S., T. Kida, and D. M. Hanno. 1999. The impact of
hypothesis set size on the time efficiency and accuracy of analytical
review judgments. Journal of Accounting Research 37 (1): 83-100.

Bhojraj, S., and R. Libby. 2005. Capital market pressure, disclosure
frequency-induced earnings/cash flow conflict, and managerial myopia.
The Accounting Review 80 (1): 1-20.

Bible, L., L Graham, and A. Rosman. 2005. The effect of electronic audit
environments on performance. Journal of Accounting, Auditing and
Finance 20 (1): 27-42.

Biggs, S. F. 1984. Financial analysts’ information search in the assessment
of corporate earning power. Accounting, Organizations & Society
9 (3-4): 313-323.

Biggs, S. F., and J. J. Wild. 1985. An investigation of auditor judgment in



5P L v 245

analytical review. The Accounting Review 60 (4): 607-633.

Biggs, S. F., and T. J. Mock. 1983. An investigation of auditor decision
processes in the evaluation of internal controls and audit scope
decisions. Journal of Accounting Research 21 (1): 234-255.

Blay, A. D. 2005. Independence threats, litigation risk, and the auditor’s
decision process. Contemporary Accounting Research 22 (4): 759-789.

Bloomfield, R., Libby, R., and Nelson, M. W. 1996. Communication of
confidence as a determinant of group judgment accuracy. Organiza-
tional Behavior and Human Decision Processes 68 (3): 287-300.

Bonner, S. E. 1999. Judgment and decision-making research in accounting.
Accounting Horizons 13 (4): 385-398.

Bonner, S. E., and B. L. Lewis. 1990. Determinants of auditor expertise.
Journal of Accounting Research 28 (3): 1-20.

Borthick, A. F., M. B. Curtis, and R. S. Sriram. 2006. Accelerating the
acquisition of knowledge structure to improve performance in internal
control reviews. Accounting, Organizations & Society 31 (4-5): 323-342.

Braun, R. L. 2000. The effect of time pressure on auditor attention to
qualitative aspects of misstatements indicative of potential fraudulent
financial reporting. Accounting, Organizations & Society 25 (3):
243-259.

Bricker, R., and M. DeBruine. 1993. The effects of information availability
and cost on investment strategy selection and experiment. Behavioral
Research in Accounting 5: 30-57.

Brown, L., and I. Solomon. 1991. Configural information processing in
auditing: The role of domain-specific knowledge. The Accounting
Review 66 (1): 100-119.

Brown, L., and M. Rozeff. 1979. Univariate time-series models of
quarterly earnings per share: A proposed model. Journal of Accounting
Research 17 (1): 179-1809.

Bryant, S., U. Murthy, and P. Wheeler. 2009. The effects of cognitive
style and feedback type on performance in an internal control task.
Behavioral Research in Accounting 21 (1): 37-58.



Calegari, M., and N. L. Fargher. 1997. Evidence that prices do not fully
reflect the implications of current earnings for future earnings: An
experimental markets approach. Contemporary Accounting Research
14 (3): 397-433.

Camerer, C. 1992. The rationality of prices and volume in experimental
markets. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Processes
51 (2): 237-272.

Caplan, E. H. 1988. Behavioral accounting research — an overview. In K.
R. Ferris ed., Behavioral Accounting Research: A Critical Analysis.
Columbus, OH: Century VII Publishing Co.

Caplan, E. H. 1988. Behavioral accounting research — an overview. In K.
R. Ferris ed., Behavioral Accounting Research: A Critical Analysis.
Columbus, OH: Century VII Publishing Co.

Catasus, B., and J. E. Grojer. 2003. Intangibles and credit decisions:
Results from an experiment. European Accounting Review 12 (2):
327-355.

Chewning, E. G., M. Coller, and B. Tuttle. 2008. Do market prices reveal
the decision models of sophisticated investors? Accounting,
Organization & Society 33 (1): 739-758.

Coller, M. 1996. Information, noise, and asset prices: An experimental
study. Review of Accounting Studies 1 (1): 35-50.

Connolly, T., H. R. Arkes, and K. R. Hammond. 2000. Judgment and
Decision Making: An Interdisciplinary. New York: Cambridge
University Press.

Davis, S. M., and D. Hollie. 2008. The impact of nonaudit service fee
levels on investors’ perception of auditor independence. Behavioral
Research in Accounting 20 (1): 31-44.

DeZoort, F. T. 1998. An analysis of experience effects on audit committee
members’ oversight judgments. Accounting, Organizations & Society
23 (1): 1-21.

DeZoort, F. T., P. Harrison, and M. Taylor. 2006. Accountability and
auditors’ materiality judgments: The effects of different pressure



FL eV v 247

strength on conservatism, variability, and effort. Accounting,
Organization & Society 31 (4-5): 373-390.

Dikolli, S. S., S. A. McCracken, and J. B. Walawski. 2004. Audit-planning
judgments and client-employee compensation contracts. Behavioral
Research in Accounting 16: 45-61.

Duh, R. R.,, J. C. Chang, and E. Chen. 2006. Accountability, task
characteristics and audit judgments. The International Journal of
Accounting Studies. Special Issue: 51-75.

Dyckman, T. R. 1964. On the investment decision. The Accounting
Review 39 (2): 285-295.

Earley, C. E., V. B. Hoffman, and J. R. Joe. 2008. Reducing management’s
influence on auditors’ judgments: An experimental investigation of
SOX 404 assessments. The Accounting Review 83 (6): 1461-1485.

Edwards, W. 1968. Conservatism in human information processing. In: B.
Kleinmuntz ed., Formal Representation of Human Judgment, New
York: Wiley Press, 17-52.

Elliott, W. B. 2006. Are investors influenced by pro forma emphasis and
reconciliations in earnings announcements? The Accounting Review
81 (1): 113-133.

Emby, C., A. M. G. Gelardi, and D. J. Lowe. 2002. A research note on the
influence of outcome knowledge on audit partners’ judgments.
Behavioral Research in Accounting 14: 87-105.

Favere-Marchesi, M. 2006. Audit review: The impact of discussion timing
and familiarity. Behavioral Research in Accounting 18: 53-64.

Ferris, K. R. 1988. Behavioral Accounting Research: A Critical Analysis.
Columbus, OH: Century VII Publishing Co.

Forsythe, R., and R. Lundholm. 1990. Information aggregation in an
experimental market. Econometrica 58: 309-347.

Frederickson, J. R., and J. S. Miller. 2004. The effects of pro forma
earnings disclosures on analysts’ and nonprofessional investors’
equity valuation judgments. The Accounting Review 79 (3): 667-686.

Friedkin, N. E. 1999. Choice shift and group polarization. American



Sociological Review 64 (6): 856-875.

Geiger, M. A., and D. V. Rama. 2003. Audit Fees, nonaudit fees, and
auditor reporting on stressed companies. Auditing: A Journal of
Practice & Theory 22 (2): 53-69.

Gibbins, M. 1984. Propositions about the psychology of professional
judgment in public accounting. Journal of Accounting Research 22 (1):
103-125.

Gibbins, M., S. A. Mccracken, and S. E. Salterio. 2006. The auditor’s
negotiation strategy selection: Nature of the auditor-client management
relationship and flexibility of initial accounting position. Working
Paper, University of Alberta.

Gillette, A. B., D. E. Stevens, S. G. Watts, and A. W. Williams. 1999.
Price and volume reactions to public information releases: an
experimental approach incorporating traders’ subjective beliefs.
Contemporary Accounting Research 16 (3): 437-479.

Good, I. J. 1952. Rational decisions. Journal of the Royal Statistical
Society 14 (1): 107-114.

Guess, A. K., T. J. Louwers, and J. R. Strawser. 2000. The role of
ambiguity in auditors’ determination of budgeted audit hours.
Behavioral Research in Accounting 12: 119-140.

Guiral, A., and F. Esteo. 2006. Are Spanish auditors skeptical in going
concern evaluations? Managerial Auditing Journal 21 (6): 598-620.

Gustafson, D. H., F. Sainfort, and S. W. Johnson. 1993. Measuring quality
of care in psychiatric emergencies: Construction and evaluation of a
Bayesian index. Health Services Research 28 (2):131-158.

Hackenbrack, K., and M. W. Nelson. 1996. Auditors’ incentives and their
application of financial accounting standards. The Accounting Review
71 (1): 43-59.

Hamilton, R. E., and W. F. Wright. 1982. Internal control judgments and
effects of experience: Replications and extensions. Journal of
Accounting Research. 20 (2):756-765.

Hannigan, S. L., and M. T. Reinitz. 2000. Influences of temporal factors



on memory conjunction errors. Applied Cognitive Psychology 14 (4):
309-321.

Harrell, A., M. Taylor, and E. Chewning. 1989. An examination of
management’s ability of management’s ability to bias the professional
objectivity of internal auditors. Accounting, Organizations & Society
14 (3): 259-270.

Healy, P. M., and J. M. Wahlen. 1999. A review of the earnings
management literature and its implications for standard setting.
Accounting Horizons 13 (4): 365-383.

Heiman, V., 1990, Auditors’ assessments of the likelihood of error
explanations in analytical review. The Accounting Review 65 (4):
875-890.

Hirshleifer, D. A, J. N. Myers, L. A. Myers, and S. H. Teoh. 2008. Do
individual investors cause post-earnings announcement drift? Direct
evidence from personal trades. The Accounting Review 83 (6):
1521-1550.

Hirst, D. E. 1994. Auditor sensitivity to earnings management.
Contemporary Accounting Research 11 (1): 405-422.

Hirst, D. E., K. E. Jackson, and L. Koonce. 2003. Improving financial
reports by revealing the accuracy of prior estimates. Contemporary
Accounting Research 20 (1): 165-193.

Hirst, D. E., L. Koonce, and P. J. Simko. 1995. Investor reactions to
financial analysts’ research reports. Journal of Accounting Research
33 (2): 335-351.

Hirst, D. E., P. E. Hopkins, and J. M. Wahlen. 2004. Fair values, income
measurement, and bank analysts’ risk and valuation judgments. The
Accounting Review 79 (2): 454-472.

Hoffman, V. B., J. R. Joe, and D. V. Moser. 2003. The effect of constrained
processing on auditors’ judgments. Accounting, Organizations &
Society 28 (7-8): 699-714.

Hogarth, R. M., and H. J. Einhorn. 1992. Order effects in belief updating:
the belief-adjustment model. Cognitive Psychology 24 (1): 1-55.



Hunton, J. E., and R. A. McEwen. 1997. An assessment of the relation
between analysts’ earnings forecast accuracy. Motivational Incentives
and Cognitive Information Search Strategy. The Accounting Review
72 (4): 497-515.

Hunton, J. E., R. Libby, and C. L. Mazza. 2006. Financial reporting
transparency and earning management. The Accounting Review 81 (1):
135-157.

ljiri, Y., and R. S. Kaplan. 1971. A model for integrating sampling
objectives in auditing. Journal of Accounting Research 9 (1): 73-87.

Ismail, Z., and K. T. Trotman. 1995. The impact of the review process in
hypothesis generation tasks. Accounting, Organizations & Society
20 (5): 345-357.

Jensen, R. 1966. An experimental design for study of effects of accounting
variations in decision making. Journal of Accounting Research 4 (2):
224-238.

Joyce, E. J. 1976. Expert judgment in audit program planning. Journal of
Accounting Research 14 (1): 29-60.

Joyce, E. J,, and G. C. Biddle. 1981. Anchoring and adjustment in
probabilistic inference in auditing. Journal of Accounting Research
19 (1): 120-145.

Kachelmeier, S. J., and W. F. Messier. 1990. An investigation of the
influence of a nonstatistical decision aid on auditor sample size
decisions. The Accounting Review 65 (1): 209-226.

Kadous, K., J. Kennedy, and M. E. Peecher. 2003. The effect of quality
assessment and directional goal commitment on auditors’ acceptance
of client-preferred accounting methods. The Accounting Review 78 (3):
759-778.

Kadous, K., S. D. Krische, and L. M. Sedor. 2006. Using counter-explana-
tion to limit analysts’ forecast optimism. The Accounting Review 81 (2):
377-397.

Kahneman, D., and A. Tversky. 1979. Prospect theory: An analysis of
decisions under risk. Econometrica 47: 313-327.



L EPET v 251

Kaplan, S. E., and S. P. Ravenscroft. 2004. The reputation effects of
earnings management in the internal labor market. Business Ethics
Quarterly 14 (3): 453-478.

King, R. R. 1996. Reputation formation for reliable reporting: An
experimental investigation. The Accounting Review 71 (3): 375-396.

King, R. R., and D. E. Wallin. 1995. Experimental tests of disclosure with
an opponent. Journal of Accounting and Economics 19 (1): 139-167.

Kopp, L. S., and E. O’Donnell. 2005. The influence of a business-process
focus on category knowledge and internal control evaluation.
Accounting, Organization & Society 30 (5): 423-434.

Krische, S. 2005. Investors’ evaluations of strategic prior-period benchmark
disclosures in earnings announcements. The Accounting Review 80 (1):
243-268.

Krishnan, R., and D. M. Booker. 2002. Investors’ use of analysis’
recommendations. Behavioral Research in Accounting 14: 129-156.

Lehmann, C. M., and C. S. Norman. 2006. The effects of experience on
complex problem representation and judgment in auditing: An
experimental investigation. Behavioral Research in Accounting 18 (1):
65-83.

Leung, P. W., and K. T. Trotman. 2005. The effects of feedback type on
auditor judgment performance for configural and non-configural
tasks. Accounting, Organizations & Society 30 (6): 537-553.

Libby, R. 1975. Accounting ratios and the prediction of failure: Some
behavioral evidence. Journal of Accounting Research 13 (1):
150-161.

Libby, R. 1981. Accounting and Human Information Processing: Theory
and Applications. Prentice-Hall, Englewood Cliffs, NJ.

Libby, R. 1985. Availability and the generation of hypotheses in analytical
review. Journal of Accounting Research 23 (2): 648-667.

Libby, R., and D. M. Frederick. 1990. Experience and the ability to explain
audit findings. Journal of Accounting Research 28 (2): 348-367.

Libby, R., and J. L. Luft. 1993. Determinants of judgment performance in



accounting settings: Ability, Knowledge, motivation, and environment.
Accounting, Organizations & Society 18 (5): 425-450.

Libby, R., and M. Lipe. 1992. Incentives, effort, and the cognitive
processes involved in accounting-related judgments. Journal of
Accounting Research 30 (2): 249-273.

Libby, R., R. Bloomfield, and M. W. Nelson. 2002. Experimental research
in financial accounting. Accounting, Organizations & Society 27 (8):
775-810.

Lin, K. Z., I. A. M. Fraser, and D. J. Hatherly. 2003. Auditor analytical
review judgement: A performance evaluation. British Accounting
Review 35 (1): 19-34.

Lindberg, D. L., and M. M. Maletta. 2003. An examination of memory
conjunction errors in multiple client audit environments. Auditing: A
Journal of Practice & Theory 22 (1): 127-141.

Livnat, J., and C. Petrovits. 2009. Investor sentiment, post-earnings
announcement drift, and accruals. Working Paper, New York
University.

Liyanarachchi, G. A., and M. J. Milne. 2005. Comparing the investment
decisions of accounting practitioners and students: an empirical study
on the adequacy of student surrogates. Accounting Forum 29 (2):
121-135.

Lord, A. T. 1992. Pressure: a methodological consideration for behavioral
research in auditing. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 11 (2):
89-108.

Maines, L. A. 1994. The role of behavioral accounting research in
financial research in financial accounting standard setting. Behavioral
Research in Accounting 6 (Supplement): 204-212.

McDaniel, L. S. 1990. The effects of time pressure and audit program
structure on audit performance. Journal of Accounting Research 28
(2): 267-285.

McEwen, R., and M. Welsh. 2001. The effect of bias on decision
usefulness: A review of behavioral financial accounting research.



Advances in Accounting Behavioral Research 4: 3-24.

Mear, R., and M. Firth. 1987. Cue usage and self-insight of financial
analysts. The Accounting Review 62 (1): 176-182.

Miller, C. L., D. B. Fedor, and R. J. Ramsay. 2006. Effects of discussion
of audit reviews on auditors’ motivation and performance.
Behavioral Research in Accounting 18: 135-146.

Nelson, M. W. 1993. The effects of error frequency and accounting
knowledge on error diagnosis. The Accounting Review 68 (4): 804-824.

Nelson, M. W., and H. T. Tan. 2005. Judgment and decision making
research in auditing: A task, person, and interpersonal interaction
perspective. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 24
(Supplement): 41-72.

Nelson, M. W., and W. R. Kinney. 1997. The effect of ambiguity on loss
contingency reporting judgments. The Accounting Review 72 (2):
257-274.

Ng, T. B, and H. T. Tan. 2003. Effects of authoritative guidance
availability and audit committee effectiveness on auditors’ judgments
in an auditor-client negotiation context. The Accounting Review 78 (3):
801-818.

O’Donnell, E., and J. J. Schultz, Jr. 2003. The influence of business-process-
focused audit support software on analytical procedures judgments.
Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 22 (2): 265-279.

O’Reilly, D. M., R. A. Leitch, and B. Tuttle. 2006. An Experimental Test
of the Interaction of the Insurance and Information-Signaling
Hypotheses in Auditing. Contemporary Accounting Research 23 (1):
267-289.

Patel, C. 2003. Some Cross-Cultural Evidence on Whistle-Blowing as an
Internal Control Mechanism. Journal of International Accounting
Research 2 (1): 69-96.

Peters, J. M. 1990. A cognitive computational model of risk hypothesis
generation. Journal of Accounting Research 28 (Supplement): 83-103.

Pierce, B., and B. Sweeney. 2004. Cost-quality conflict in audit firms: An



empirical investigation. European Accounting Review 13 (3): 415-441.

Pinello, A. S. 2006. Investors’ differential reaction to positive versus
negative earnings signals. AAA Financial Accounting and Reporting
Section (FARS) Meeting.

Plous, S. 1993. The psychology of judgment and decision making. New
York: McGraw-Hill. Hardbound edition concurrently published by
Temple University Press.

Psaros, J., and K. T. Trotman. 2004. The impact of the type of accounting
standards on preparers’ judgments. Abacus 40 (1): 76-93.

Raghubir, P., and S. R. Das. 1999. A case for theory-driven experimental
enquiry. Financial Analysts’ Journal 55 (6): 56-79.

Rich, J. S., I. Solomon, and K. T. Trotman. 1997. The audit review
process: A characterization from the persuasion perspective.
Accounting, Organizations & Society 22 (5): 481-505.

Rose, J. M. 2005. Decision aids and experimental learning. Behavioral
Research in Accounting 17 (1): 175-189.

Salterio, S., and L. Koonce. 1997. The persuasiveness of audit evidence:
the case of accounting policy decisions. Accounting, Organizations
and Society 22 (6): 573-587.

Sanchez, M. H., Agoglia, C. P., and Hatfield, R. C. 2007. The effect of
auditors’ use of a reciprocity-based strategy on auditor-client
negotiations. The Accounting Review 82 (1): 241-263.

Schepanski, A. 1983. Tests of theories of information processing behavior
in credit judgment. The Accounting Review 68 (3): 581-599.

Sharma, D. S. 2006. Effects of professional and non-professional
investors’ perceptions of board effectiveness on their judgments: an
experimental study. Journal of Accounting and Public Policy 25 (1):
91-115.

Shefrin, H. 2001. Behavioral corporate finance. Journal of Applied
Corporate Finance 14 (3): 113-124.

Shields, M. D., I. Solomon, and W. S. Waller. 1987. Effects of alternative
sample space representations on the accuracy of auditors’ uncertainty



judgments. Accounting, Organizations & Society 12 (4): 375-388.

Solomon, 1., and K. T. Trotman. 2003. Experimental judgment and
decision research in auditing: The first 25 years of AOS. Accounting,
Organizations & Society 28 (4): 395-412.

Solomon, 1., and M. D. Shields. 1995. Judgment and decision-making
research in auditing. In: R. H. Ashton, and A. H. Ashton, Editors,
Judgment and Decision-Making Research in Accounting and Auditing.
Cambridge University Press: 137-175.

Solomon, 1., M. D. Shields, and O. R. Whittington. 1999. What do
industry-specialist auditors know? Journal of Accounting Research
37 (1): 191-208.

Sonnemans, J., and T. Offerman. 2001. Is the quadratic scoring rule really
incentive compatible? Working paper. University of Amesterdam.
Sprinkle, G. B., and R. Tubbs. 1998. The effects of audit risk and
information importance on auditor memory during working paper

review. The Accounting Review 73 (4): 475-502.

Stone, D. N., and W. N. Dilla 1994. When numbers are better than words:
The joint effects of response representation and experience on inherent
risk judgments. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 13 (1): 1-19.

Thibodeau, J. C. 2003. The development and transferability of task
knowledge. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 22 (1): 47-67.

Trotman, K. T. 1985. The review process and the accuracy of auditor
judgments. Journal of Accounting Research 23 (2): 740-752.

Trotman, K. T. 1998. Audit judgment research — issues addressed, research
methods and future directions. Accounting and Finance 38 (2): 115-156.

Trotman, K. T. 2005a. Auditor negotiations: An examination of the
efficacy of intervention methods. The Accounting Review 80 (1):
349-367.

Trotman, K. T. 2005b. Discussion of judgment and decision making
research in auditing: A task, person, and interpersonal interaction
perspective. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 24 (Supplement):
73-88.



Trotman, K. T., P. W. Yetton, and I. Zimmer. 1983. Individual and group
judgments of internal control systems. Journal of Accounting Research
21 (1): 286-292.

Tubbs, R. M., W. F. Messier and W. R. Knechel. 1990. Recency effects in
the auditor’s belief-revision. The Accounting Review 65 (2):452-460.

Tuttle, B., M. Coller, and F. G. Burton. 1997. An examination of market
efficiency: Information order effects in a laboratory market. Accounting,
Organizations & Society 22 (1): 89-103.

Tversky, A., and D. Kahneman. 1974. Judgment under uncertainty:
Heuristics and biases. Science (New Series) 185 (4157): 1124-1131.

Uecker, W. C., and W. R. Kinney. Jr. 1977. Judgmental evaluation of
sample results: A study of the type and severity of errors made by
practicing CPAs. Accounting, Organizations & Society 2 (3): 269-275.

Viger, C., A. Anandarajan, A. P. Curatola, and W. Ben-Amar. 2004.
Behavioral implications of alternative going concern reporting
formats. Advances in Accounting Behavioral Research 7 (1): 53-73.

Weber, R. 1978. Author decision making on overall system reliability:
Accuracy, consensus, and the usefulness of a simulation decision aid.
Journal of Accounting Research 16 (2): 368-388.

Weick, K. E. 1969. The Social Psychology of Organizing. MA: Addison
Wesley.

Wheeler, P. R., and V. Arunachalam. 2008. The effects of decision aid
design on the information search strategies and confirmation bias of
tax professionals. Behavioral Research in Accounting 20 (1): 131-145.

Wright, A. 1988. The impact of prior working papers on auditor evidential
planning judgments. Accounting, Organizations & Society 13 (6):
595-605.

Wright, W. F. 2001. Task experience as a predictor of superior loan loss
judgments. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 20 (1): 147-155.

Yip-Ow, J., and H. T. Tan. 2000. Effects of the preparer’s justification on
the reviewer’s hypothesis generation and judgment in analytical
procedures. Accounting, Organizations & Society 25 (2): 203-215.



