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ABSTRACT

This study examines the association between knowledge sharing in audit firms
and audit quality with the focus on the roles of sharing mechanism and audit stage.
Specifically, this study identifies knowledge sharing mechanisms and resources
employed in audit firms, and examines questions including how these mechanisms are
employed in different audit stages, how the use of these mechanisms is associated
with audit quality, and whether the association varies with audit stage. Adopting a
multi-method approach, this study collects data through in-depth interviews with five
partners and two senior managers in six audit firms and an accounting professor, a
questionnaire survey with 140 auditors at various ranks coming from the same six
audit firms, and a publicly available database. The results show that review process,
consultation within the firm, engagement meeting, and employee training are the
mechanisms through which knowledge sharing is implemented. Knowledge sharing
resources include previous working papers, audit software, databases, publications,
and intranet. Audit work is proceeded with two stages: planning, and fieldwork and
forming audit opinion. Using absolute discretionary accruals as a proxy of audit
quality, regression analyses show that the extent of knowledge sharing at the second
stage of audit work has positive effects on audit quality. Furthermore, during the
second stage, the extent of sharing knowledge through review process is positively
associated with audit quality while through previous working papers or engagement
meetings are negatively associated. Lastly, when conducting review process during
the second stage, the extent of using audit software is positively related to audit

quality.
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PrARAZ A XiE- ARG A TREL S eRT A g e TnaY o 2
WA 4 TR 32k Ki(Jackson et al. 2006) > SRR B4R FARAT R 475 AR MR
1R AT LR E A AR R L AP A RS A Y
(Arthur and Huntley 2005) > 2> & ¥ 3% = % 3-1 iTamed % »ck o

o > R3OS ITIE R g E TR A R nEF 0 # A
PR el 2 T g 1 TR FE 2P Fad A4 | 2 B aiegs
93&&’%ﬁ%%%§ﬁaﬁﬁu%ﬁﬁﬁ%g,j%%%ﬁﬂ§£$?§u
KL RN E P ERTRILL AR AR T o AT R

¥ - B Ew
HL: P39t P RRLBA L RRAFIVETEL M -

d 3 g PR R AR AR s R RSB L A (e D AFPARR R4 K
FoREA /TR E S Tt gd A EBHA R E RS g3 E
BTN BRI A R AR AT A > L2 FREAGGERY 0 T &2
A4 PP sk o

# 6] %0 Rich etal. (1997) 4448 PAZA > # 11 A SR %% § & BRI P
¥ BB B AT T AL S B P S B ST P
25 1 € 7 »< ; Bonner and Walker (1994)s7F B g% » » 325 R 7" RIE 5 &ds
eip § hw AR 3 ISR 0 A A HEEF 3ok 2 005 Joyee and Biddle (1981)
PIRes > B RARMEE § m 1 1085 5o N B S5 HATH L
SARH B 0 LB RE D LF B R R RER BT
YRR KA S o
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§ bt pRAR] o Ao 32 FORE AR R RGE AP A |2 B e
B R A BRI F KR R o B SR g R AT e 3 48

$12 TR LFHEFRLET A2 Y 5 o 05 - B EELT
H2: 4 PR 9 h BB 2 8412 FRUA T M BERAF LT IM -

A Y A PARA 2 £ Flh S ML T 7 RATZ -

(Trotman etal. 2015) » F] 2 AF P42 5 5 B3 R sr d R T g - 428 > ik
BF S o THEFAEA S R EERRE R E R R
FBFA A 5 W RFOEPALAE > § 0 T F i auE 3 (Agoglia et al. 2010) © i i
FHHMAF PR LS R FRGOBE > LSy A |2 Fahrmn
WpR o #d $ 3 5 (Bankeretal. 2002) > e B Ak g L P AP A f AL R Y F
Mt 2 ERE R ERL ORTIRATEE > 24 R4 3 &(Braun
and Davis 2003) » R R 81 (v»cd > £ R]F a0 FlFEe fFgnd > F R 1L IFRH T

oo A LR Y FREMEA A L ST BT AE AEY S e o B

B3z 4T !

B3 : § B orf FAT PR B > BB HMPRR > R FPETIM -
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¥=F =i
AL AEE L G AR ARG PN AR ek 38
FI2 B Z TR EFUNEAES N W PR OR A A
Boisrrirw qrz B AL 5 SRR (TE)) §F iz FRCY
AT G RIS R TR AE T EF ST E L e M 3 i s

FRHLEHFF SRR ORE S 02 PR Rl L TRLEHE

B2 E TRl RS 0 B Y T Ak seniE g

A

\n

i €77 22 (multi—method)’%v} TR ERL - AETH
- ",% ¥ = & % (triangulation ) > +* ¥ F 4L & £z 2 “F (Adbel-Khalik and

Ajinkya 1979; Birnberg, Shields, and Young 1990) » 7= ¥ &£ {¥ < 11% vk e R AT Es
AHE LA R F VAL TBLIHEFF SR TFELHA R TR

RS ]
dOTH R RRG RSB GV RARTR D BAae 3] Ay

FAREIGIN I R s T E PR AR X P §

BRI IA R R e 3 B P
p;‘:ygsg,: B P AEFERELE DT R ?—F’qﬁ‘%;ﬁj{?—"t’ij*”T/{k—#—kﬁ—;p.u.

Slp B AP E R HE SRR G RS SEE AP L A R

Vi TE) FALRE® - ZE AT EHE L DR L E R
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PRATE LR VAR RF SRR B 2 P EFIRER i 0 A
A=Y ok el B SR N 1A ek SUR-REREE ROR S = S i R X
SN A 2 TR o U HE RN B 3 { 2o 2B R

=5y ﬁ #¥_Gendron, Bedard, and Gosselin (2004)2_ 2= 3% 2 Whiting (2008)=fa
S 14E o B /,;J‘W’@F‘i WHEHRE AR R > T F AN

HHFET L P HTHD R ER o T PR ORI R AP (2

o PRI LR A S IR B PR s £
FmAALETERMZFRTHTELIR SRR TP LIHR R

g%
&

PEFFHMUEEL o BRFLBEFLFHN L) 7235w > AR
Pdaitd & RERTAR 2 H 0[R2 RESEE o
AHETHE S AULR > AP LNE P HBLT  OP e £ K REY
HAEFGURA T E L ERF A 2B R g UE L A RE2 )
ERGFEE RSP LR R 2 RS > IR AT E
IS B Ed EELE K- R Aot LA
HAvr 2 p FRIEEMEG -

ARG R RS P T P FLHAARE BB

“\
-

PHEBEFANe LA &I - F A

&

PE PETR R P HBE R AP TR
f TR E R B e ﬁéﬁs‘a’?—'ﬂ%’— BEZ gEFFEARATA R

<)

PHY R R EL R AR XSS e as

-

o AP O RPHFREIPE I AR - P ERRRR 0 & 2] ERX

Pt BT
FRIENERPHELG - aR o F RSESHSE R E P RE Ao A
T:f')’b"‘gl Z Fig},}q%‘,\ Fﬁiga’%ﬂﬂbz‘i’ﬂﬁvimm"hT# R G ”}q:‘%‘
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Glaser (1978)2_ #

1234 (grounded theory) » # % —‘F'i‘

BAFIIMZEEF P AR - PEFH -V REIER S REELELY
> F oo
% 3-1 %‘%"ﬁa”?ﬁ
ié’?—‘ﬁ KEH > %‘27}‘ EFLE%‘Z%»?&Q*

e B TR 3

¢ PRl g AT €3 E

K PRl g AT €3 o fLar

B * A G R AT £ F =

~ Aﬂl]gglga::g:gg.wr g)i—g’a: Bl Aﬁﬁ

2 = A € 3HEFE AT 32 B IR

A S g T e B SR

3 L] § A CE AN S T

S8 BPE¥ai
FIRP] & g3 A 3R 1L s m a2 5@ o B R KR
PR mAETEYFED LA EZT R gg%w&%g%&ﬁ%u@&wgmg
F* R LA 41T 5% 2 2 (Duhand Lin 2010; Duh et al. 2017) -

Rip o BFEFRFTHEFTHE > 21201867 " ARANZTIH -~ 55 §F

EIFFERATE ML DT E G 1,670 7o~ Bl d 43 Tf 3 E AR B AR £
EHEIRIE B 5 993% (1,547 ) 22 8d = ~ ¢ FFE TR IEEHEIR
o m AT TS TREEFRERSL
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b Fg%%‘y{
FTEEVFERTLRN AR AP R EF ki £ € FE

PEETE 40 B s FARS STE 10 B0 3180 1 3 R EIH Gk RS F R

2 AR (iR EE EF LI ERRBEDAFL > BEBATE A
RBBHA L P4 ~Beif e 2 ke BB DTREBHRLERGG

Frhka iRk g B ELR 2 0RANE 112125 2577
VR R P P E R L R AT A R S ko

i% P& Dillman (2011)2_ 2= 3% - P’“—fg%“ L am o - - R7 L ERIT2LEBE
FURPREEF IR TN E AT R PRI PP L AAFEZ
I BESRT2ZE R HY - pE TR E 2 T F NP HeT i
M AT (A ) PREEF Y -

AT EPFF N80 R E s w g 178 i ~ BB F 2 140 22 (» B F 5
79%) > 140 (> 5 »<R & ¢ > 81 (571%) kp &¥ A %4505 (32.14%) %
pIZsi F 320 (22.86%) kA AEE 550 (3929%) kp AR % HE
FAGAM (6286%) v /ARMEL LA (6429%) H4A7P ¢ 22 FAPTE

A BIE2Z AP AR 0 A 31 EMFRREEHEE F 2 A v AP TR

2R B - ﬁﬁkﬁ&;—aLéa —MF AL FHEE LA F e v R
AT Pl EBARE B AR 2R EER IR Bl
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£32 BEwRE2ZACAFTH
g s

i

g 52 37.14%

+ 88 62.86%

T ARR

Ey 90 64.29%

L 50 35.71%
LR RS

N 33 23.57%

BEI T E 49 35.00%

P R 20 14.29%

gLl 15 10.71%

LEar-Lg 18 12.86%

s - L g 5 3.57%
WRBRFRLEF

N 33 23.57%

BEI T E 49 35.00%

> E 5 E 20 14.29%

- F 3L E 15 10.71%

LEgr oL 18 12.86%

oo L g 5 3.57%
%‘it"_

L 35 A 8 5.71%

IR 45 32.14%

4 e 32 22.86%

HHER 55 39.29%
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= ¥Ry

P E RS B BItA GELHE) ) ANA AR T AT R EATE A 5
AR E AP RSERYT VIRA ZABORER S BINSARNF L T
BIFbE o AP A RSB B SR T AR S FRA S oBae R

.~\

Ciim 2 P 2 BItA = 24pk > E&¥ R0 Ay AP LB DIt
FATERPTH cANMSPTHT BIFL BIAZ CINA REFE ik o

1 ERF R ® A ~ B WA E TR A E TRRD Q}I?QT?'@FI Bt
BOGEREE R ) f AT RPFRA O R EREF R 1T P AL BE RS
WIREE RN EF AP FauEARY o P TN B2 B A o 1 A R &R
ERNAARTNE S R

LR S e Bt a4 (construct) 353K 3 A AP M AR - & AT
Pt o e S PR b B A 0 s R BRI TR T A R p R
Bk R EBr et al Y S C G 14 (A p iRy #2

PR IR i) chTI0W A L5 A 0 CBE 24T (1 PR PR S

-—\

AN |

BRI T aom) hTHEA LT A > BA AT R AT Fath i

AR AP AR BEATARAR AR ROBERE L6 A o
E32AFAFLHFHLEG F AR GEAAE R NP2 p 5 ) 4

33RERFATREEP L ame 3B 2K o

TRRRILR s HET RGP ALRE AR M A £ AR o
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%33 MIEHFHIFLEFACR
RS L A
A ¥ AT EA
FEET VRS F B R 2 0.5800
SEARLRBIE B B i eniE R 4 0.8434
B TR AL AP R AR A R iR B 4 0.8003
TOTEMA § o R 10 0.8639
B. gt § it RAIEE
HEATP TR A4 R AR R 2 0.6468
BERE RS AR 2 0.7997
B LIRS F AR R 2 0.8674
BEFTHHAS L B ORR 2 0.9090
B TR R A 3 oakenie B 2 0.7462
HE R A § iR B 2 0.8932
=R RSP SR e N 2 0.8432
F 1 ERBIFE LS R R GHER 14 0.8888
C. ¥R+t Pp1 T2 X HALALME
B PALS A F o e B 2 0.8574
BT iR A R Al enfR R 2 0.8007
FiER R E kA TR 2 0.8477
BEHH I FRAFA F OB IR 2 0.9218
BB F WA S B aHER 2 0.9202
B TR R A § Reig B 2 0.8552
B R A R AT iR B 2 0.9166
RN A A o N g P 2 0.8622
BRI IER AR B R AR EA § ek enfe B 16 0.9165
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% 34  @Ee i Edlas

HEI AP N2 S RA S A RIThEE B

o

[ENE R Y

EP A STRBAE RIS FEFFEWS T A5
H AR

H1EeRE i 2% PP RASRLBE LB S -

BEAATR LGRS GRS TR = (4 AT 2353 30
N | PPy i g~ 8B EEF ) TR N2 N2 3 0 1R

A-FELN LA RE T -

CRBEEGRAL (o BPCRA] S TORFEE C SERE 4B
REER (K AP TEROERE) N ERFRITRE Fi2 0 i

AEmoE T HhRPERESEER -

FAAATIREZRT VIR N T R AR R FARE > Bk
TR

it
e
(=
= »
oo
.

N
~

o

G e FEAL RS FIS R

FIERAs R B2 A - 0 S TR K AP A BT AT A
PR AR AL F TG ﬁt&"%x’z:iﬁ“ﬁ%kzz-&/};m BB Y
SRR TS B B (AERE AR BRI F 2 P A)
SRS DY S LRSS E iy L ERE X
= LFEIERREAREBRLY

N

F|E (- ‘—‘F,k v ESRBFALAAERG 2R 2% 2 5 0 1395 Podsakoff

etal. (2003) > *FF§ ¥ A MR LY FRATT P 02 FH LA AN P U

N

=

;I #

xS

Ao FE

7~

REPREP ARG T S TR LU P TR

ok
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BRI2WREEAHGRPPFEIRT LEF "R LLFTE A2 2]
B> gBBBHEE o

FETILE 0 SRFEFIFSEAT AR ZRE SRR AL HEF ST
74§ ¥ pl3# (Harman’s single-factor test method ) » ##73 B £ 38 p & (7 F| % &~
17 2 A4 4 BFucE (eigenvalue) 4218 1 0% Z ~ £ 7 R AZE 76%2 ¥
Bor%-BREAMAEENR% T ARELERF S ZRE 2 F LN
50%(Podsakoffetal. 2003) » X EFRATHF L3 EFTE R > 2R AR -

SRBFALRFE2TR > AT IUE > T FAPA A RN SR A
FTAE GRS 2 B EENF A E R (AL ) AR ENELE T

BEADM 5 50U FE AT HE D L R AT T2 1Y E (Var 1998) » B3R 5 A

R AMGE A = BHEAEAIN 1 hFE > LHT R 4% %R > 7
-1 ®d A3-A4-AT A8 il > REABMEBHEAEIH (RS
F)) AZWAER ; FlE - d A5 A6CA9AI0 e JE e A 5 (XA B EEE
AT f (TBLZTFR) A FRGHER S FlE 2 d ALNA2 A RS
REABERT VRS F B -

BRa el 382 £ 4% 311 (eI FFE o TR AP AR A AR 4
CEER L AR BECREFPARA > AL REHF Bl B2 A A8
PAZAARMEIER o % B3I BI6E e F A HATIEAFA B
PEGT R A% %A e BRMEA 1 D% F > AFF AR 2%0%E > 7

%-i%&4d B9-B10~Bll ~BI2~B15 -Bl6 » 3gle= » R4 E* Fihs F g

FEEA SRR A T H R BREY -
5 ﬂ\/p:r;i’ﬁ"ggﬁf},%\ﬁlljf’f'ﬁ{p 2 TR &Y B i
22

i

AT R

d0i:10.6342/NTU201801841



fER s FlE - 1 &d B3 -B4-B7 B8 dged s FihAp B ARA (TR
{) NS TR (R AR Y EoRede R FlE =1 8d BI3-Bl4 A
e RAFENRSAS T OBORE TSRS E L E R FRA

AEATRALZ TR APARRY RS ORART AR TR AR

BS B6 A LS > R ASEEE §RA TR > B § Rt A 3 g
FIpz AR B L > R Fr Rk o Y o R F R MRS
EhaEs R B A LR FE R HRTRA R FAERLS

CpAAZ BEFAEA 10T F > ARTIER T0%%E > FlF- 2
9 CII~CI2-CI3 Cl4migies » %4 4914 RSB FHEE RS JE 7o
fE R FlEZ A &d C1-C2-C3-C4-C5~Co~ %1 » LA RS
AR TIARF C AT ERE 0~ 2 R g R AT T A R Avande R S Bl =
A8d C7-C8-CY9-CI0O~CI5~Cl6 =35 » R& A A B padp1ivti
o F3 WM 2 PR BB TR LTRSS ORSRER

2 =8 R & * 5.4 ¥ & %% (Cronbach’s alpha ) » "f HAFFE A BT

e A F Al Gl 0.64 2 AP ERSERT PR F Ao lics 0580
PRRE S Bl (3R A 32) 2 kT AGREISE 0T B BAE
(Nunnally, Bernstein, and Berge 1967) ; ¢t b %77 3 7 4245 James, Demaree, and
Wolf (1984) » 2 & #3347 5 B = > 32 530§ & & (within-group interrater
reliability ) - #73 i FHAl 7 @& * FleafE & 0§ RIDZ 0.6 0 Bm T w feig ok

REP s AERTEPARZP RV UEL  NEBRTLIHEEEAA -
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%35 FlEArESE
F1% A5
BE AN Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 A7 A8 A9 A10
F% - 0.0886 -0.0728 0.5368 0.4493 0.0704 -0.0055 0.5271 0.4601 -0.0360 -0.0306
F% - -0.0145 0.0046 -0.0334 0.0330 0.4749 0.5351 -0.0220 0.0407 0.5104 0.4723
5% = 0.6697 0.7201 -0.0108 0.0105 -0.0700 -0.0445 -0.0205 0.0294 -0.0235 0.1548
B B B3 B4 B5 B6 B7 B8 B9 B10 Bl1 BI2 BI3 Bl14 BI5 B16
7] % - -0.2225 -0.0244 0.0340 0.0149 0.1154 0.0148 0.4685 0.4566 0.2390 0.3782 0.0221 -0.0512 0.3457 0.4293
7] % = 0.4492 0.3778 0.0443 -0.0662 0.4798 0.5906 -0.1024 -0.0701 -0.0211 0.0297 -0.0098 -0.0247 0.2005 0.1117
7] % = 0.1542 -0.0705 -0.0209 0.0401 -0.1320 -0.0232 -0.1301 -0.1342 0.2292 0.1340 0.6399 0.6392 0.1488 0.0749
7] ’% P 0.2037 0.2720 0.5815 0.6424 -0.0499 -0.1274 0.1358 0.1450 0.1287 -0.0237 -0.0663 0.0836 -0.1738 -0.1294
B Ca:p Cl C2 C3 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 Cl0  Cll Cl2 CI3 Cl4 Cl5 Cl6
7] 7% - -0.0238 -0.0126 -0.0498 -0.0655 0.1691 0.1506 -0.2577 -0.2555 0.1552 0.0855 0.3969 0.3532 0.4362 0.4590 0.2051 0.2300
7] j% = 0.2919 0.3296 0.4526 0.4675 0.3563 0.4041 0.1526 0.0985 -0.0955 -0.1277 0.0774 0.1310 -0.0423 0.0064 -0.0408 -0.0859
7] ',% = 0.1696 0.1369 -0.0342 -0.0316 -0.0273 -0.0612 0.4069 0.4471 0.399 0.4698 -0.0009 0.0307 0.0302 -0.0587 0.2965 0.3275
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8 HEFY
R 1= Ty I L S AN B R S T
BT N L= FER Y2 3F S R SRR DS
RU BRI FPET 0 AERD § R BRI ISR A EE

A2 o

SN PR LRV REACBAIRA - SBLIBTA L oBER
LERA 3 OBAER

§ PR AT A TV A R ORI SR iR~ 2 B
AROTIREALS > AL HRFIFIITRLS LA BIFE RS a2
A AP RIFE G R AT e A BRI G AEPARR TR
ACREEHE N ERTVI NI F TR I TR FURME F
BE S AER 2 o 1R $Er BB EAET2 > E A AR

5%

¥ =

: B¥E: 35T

ErER B R T R RS A EF R AT Rl
TRR A 2 Rt A AR G TR £ 0 B 2 },?Jcﬁ? DRSS T8 kS

2 FAREIEMRR  FAREFEBRERFOEE  BFASTRM B ¥ B
& # % (Dechow, Sloan, and Sweeney 1995; Kothari, Leone, and Wasley 2005) > @
EPFEDRTAABECRRAGTADBFL AP RadrdlX 4L 22 4
oo B F e dcE L B ¥ RV (R3S 2 F S % #k(DeAngelo
1981; Kinney Jr and Martin 1994; Becker et al. 1998; Francis, Maydew, and Sparks
1%%’$%@4¢%,ip;%¥¥#@?&1§%@ﬁ;$fgyiﬁﬁ%
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#c(Francis et al. 1999) -

rETEY LR GARRB %% 2 Modified Jones Model 7% & ¥ it #ic
(Dechow etal. 1995) » T M HAK X R T4 PRPAAFI| L4752 22 4 %
L] %79 4 17 (Dechow et al. 1995; Becker et al. 1998) » #245 Kothari et al. (2005)
PR AEY O DR R e TARP S (ROA) > MR E R ¥ S

A2 BH AL BT R PRI (1) 2 Rk T RT

TACCjit / TAjj—1 = a + :31jt(1/TAjit—1) + ﬁth[(A REVj;y —A AREjit) /

TAjit—l] + ,33jt(FAjit / TAjit—l) + B4jtROA;jt + €j¢ (1)

TACCjjy = jA¥7 2 ig$" % tP2 Qs FPAREZTHTAE

Phdco dop i i (RR- BN R R ) #
g

B~ FHITE S 3 oy PEs
TAjjp—q = JAF? 210 ¥%% t-1 P2 3F 28
AREVy, = jA¥? 21 f¥3% 2y Fijer ghidk;
AAREj, = jA$9 2 i 5E7% (P2 BloiE 5L s ik
FAjy = jA¥?2ig¥3 % tPh2 FHTF A L
ROAjjy = jA¥? 21 8EN 5 tP2FAEMS";
Ejt = JAEY 2 I fENR tH2EALI o

2
)

AT F AT FE A (1) N2 R8Py ~ Boje * Baje ~ % Paje

G HEEE A A A E R F R A GRS 1 K R R

Gﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬂ%uﬂiﬁéﬁﬁo
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TE R R JAEZ i fENtEZBF RV EE 0T 0 A

o R S RERRE ' F gl e

DACC;, = TACCjit/TAjir—1 — {B1,e(1/TAjit—1) + Baye[ (A REV;yy —AREVy,) /

TAjic—1] + Bayc(FAjir / TAjir—1) + Ba;eROA; () (2)
= il

AEAAR AAHAY R R A L RE A BB o R T
P ke

Skinner and Sloan (2002)#% 11 = £ 4| & £ T 4E 1 F A~ i 2 F e p R2 R4
Pk o 1y AT FAE L ek BEEY (MB) o GEH e i
& 5 Dhaliwal (1988)2 7 § BIAf7 & & L B4l %4 pF> F104 5~ 7 i 5
LRI ORI e 2 1T EY R 2R R A
( VOLATILITY) » 358 > % % 1 o

Burgstahler and Dichev (1997)3% 5 & ¥ &5 FF > 'g L VOB GRS J g LR
B B EEFERZENLTE G L (LOSS) B r H1 R4 FH > 5
Iosw Ft o ML 2 ERG BPEFTFREIE > HFY A r
¥2 FTAFEMS (ROA)> ¥ > » 5 f ; DeFond and Jiambalvo (1994); Becker
etal. (1998)4p 11 5 i i3 & H 7 & PE AT ELE B FEL T
et b (LEVERAGE) #3 hg ¥ > B ¥ Ry BB WH B bR E
%’*piiﬁﬁ“wuﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁiﬁﬁéﬁi’W$*@§E°{

EEFHRFBREFNE7 A n PRV R E AP g(FERFE
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By 2003) 0 F fEHIPAIEL LRV A LD AF IR mAEY
Fotir R 4o~ F R A Rk (LIDACC) -

Beckeretal. (1998)in % & ¥Rz 2% v L2 sk @
Rprhe s 2 FERGIAID > FRFHET A ANERFR AL P BT
T @4 ¢ 72 (Watts and Zimmerman 1978) » sx P R T A RFE 2 p AT
(SIZE) 3~ yodl R FH 2w 5§ 2 " g KR en g

(CFO) %13 % Je ek fAPM 5 Y ApBOTH 6 g 2 £ 097 » 4 g3 T

TR G oI R R T FAE IR ,r{m L g LERE AT Rt
T > M E i T FEPEER e A £tz - (BIGE) R

miRFE L 1 L FIRBEIEH S e 5 o
TR TR R R TR FIRIE R > VA E R s g S
£ < § ¥ (Hambrick and Mason 1984) » i& @ B8 F - 5 F > - H%E R E 97
A F AR E 2 nE ¥ B (CHAIRMAN CHANGE) > % SEH 328> v o Bis >

B~ S BAEE £ AR  REE  EFER  H o A 0

AT R R B F ST BB N 2 R BT

IDACCy| = a + BLEDU; + B,KS_STAGE1; + B;KS_STAGE2; + B,MB;,
+ BsVOLATILITY;, + B¢LOSS;; + B;ROA; + BgLEVERAGE,;
+ BoL1DACC;, + B1oSIZE;, + P11 CFO;, + P12 BIGA;,
+ B13CHAIRMAN _CHANGE, + yINDUSTRY + 8YEAR + ¢
(3)

|DACC;| = 18 FEN St R YR ELEHE

LR

ik

TR GRS HREE S B R
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EDU;

KS_STAGE1y

KS_STAGE?Z

MB;;

VOLATILITY;,

LOSS;;
ROA;,
LEVERAGE;,
L1DACC;,
SIZE,,

CFO,,

BIG4;,

CHAIRMAN_CHANGE,

INDUSTRY

YEAR

Eit

FEFFERTEBBRTVRASZ B ARR
FEFEF R F 2L R ETHLZ 247
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f e RT3l iv2 A8 410 1
LB s 3 2 2R

P ER tE RS GEE
R E (25T &

FEIRAREL (F

B3 F LA BRE 05
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IEENStPZFEREGE > NFHRTA
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F1#* KS_STAGE1; % KS_STAGE27 (s ¥, ~ Ps7E ¥ > & 5 f » EDUpch 28,
P2 TR e o

FHEVIERL OB ERREEFFET T MBI RIBES (4) &- H R
FH2 B B MR Bs 33T S EEA B2 TR S L
W2 TRA S TR BR - BF ST §F Gl SRSk o ATY PR
s R P42 FTihe R EF ST R ES % 0 ZREVIEW
CONSULTATION; ~ MEETING; ~ WORKSHEET; ~ SOFTWARE; -~
DATABASE; ~ PUBLICATION; ~ INTRANET 2 58, ~ B3 ~ Ba ~ Bs ~ Bs ~ B7

Bs ~ Bo & FRE e o

IDACC,| = @ + B,EDU; + B,REVIEW; + B;CONSULTATION, + B,MEETING;,
+ BsWORKSHEET; + BSOFTWARE; + B,DAT ABASE;
+ BgPUBLICATION; + BoINTRANET; + B1oMB;,
+ By VOLATILITY;, + B1,L0SS;, + B1sROA; + B1uLEVERAGE,,
+ B1sL1DACC;; + B16SIZE;; + B17CFO;; + B1gBIG4;,

+ B1oCHAIRMAN_CHANGE, + yINDUSTRY + SYEAR + &,
(4)

REVIEW; = fEFFERNMEBBYP AL L F TBLAR
CONSULTATION; = fE¢PFEBRTEETP FNHA T OB2AR
MEETING; = fEFFEBRTEEFERE E€RAF BLARR S
WORKSHEET = f¢PFPEBRMESEDH L TRMHA I OB AR
B
SOFTWARE; = PEFFERTEBF T les 3 2R
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DATABASE; = fEFFERTEEFTHELS Z 32 2R

PUBLICATIONy = fEFFERTEFINRELS T OB2LALR
INTRANET; f e FFER TS BN L3 B 2L R -

AL 2 H3 WA PATA R Y G R  Fo § R
S A B o & AP e » REVIEW, 2 SOFTWARE th3 %38 » %%

AT BB s 0 R AR ASER MR AP SEF R

\u\

FHPEAREEEN G D0 P Fu AL f o MAASEF T RRR A

PR B F 3 5 T ek UL o

IDACC,| = @ + B,EDU; + B,REVIEW; + B;CONSULTATION, + B,MEETING;,
+ BsWORKSHEET; + BSOFTWARE; + B,DAT ABASE;
+ BgPUBLICATION; + BoINTRANET; + B1oREVIEW,
X SOFTWARE; + By, MB;; + B1,VOLATILITY,, + B,3L0SS;,
+ B14ROA;; + BysLEVERAGE;, + B1cL1DACC;, + By, SIZE;,
+ B1CFO;; + B1oBIG4; + Poo CHAIRMAN_CHANGE,

+ yINDUSTRY + 8YEAR + ¢, (5)

2 R AT T REDTK o

T FAERZ TR LR
ﬂ\k’ﬂ'ﬂ farl= X g“J'EFFizZ»"'T ,{f—r ‘_33—}-?\ F{fgf %“’L L ’Fﬁ‘]ﬂj? ’ Iﬁ"jj’é 2%

AREPFEREPL AR RAYFEET L@ FFRFL 0 A
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Mo § AL 1
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K

@R AR R (B AP AR e BTk

fooEAsTR TR o

AESE AR L A

£

B s (TSE 48 )- 2 ¥ (R4 17)

L EFAERE QPP AR R E S BAr AEL LA

A% (R 20) 2 £ %

& 5 RIS

CRIFIA R FEF - R 7

Tt A

ZAF > FIRRED AV a B

L

Pelt s AT A ET 0L ERREITLERA L2 R FE ERRED

a%%za%é§«%1%<@m1n\

1,1

75 18)
Epp (R 33

(R 91) HhAGEEAR

(R 19 #%1 % (48 21)-

)T A

(R34 BT RF E (RBIT) 2

B A 350 AT RK

B 4 36]1%_53&%@’5%}%‘ A

{w
Y8
\:\‘_\{%
3
=

2 .

IF FJ"

TELH (R 14)- 3|z (©~

AL (AB2) B

e

FH 2R A 5998 5

%36 HAHEiEAR
3P LRk
2013-2017 & AR+ » 2 7 8,410
4}@; (TSE #7% 17) 2 L2 & (220)
A% (TSE * 75 20) z gL iE (557)
ALYERBREHS 20T 2 RE (455)
Zhd 2 A EPEFE TR BRE (591)
BHA B ERE (589)
AT BN ZRRE 5,998
8 Ay E Fé.%i;r 2017 2 Bt a7 BHTE R
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TSE 2 % ~75° AE L B EL gk LN S
12 551 ¥ 121 2.02%
13 P 129 2.15%
14 T ¥ 247 4.12%
15 T 382 6.37%

1721 LB ¥ 175 2.92%
1722 2P F R 432 7.20%
20 v AR F 94 1.57%
20 o ¥ 176 2.93%
2324 L 626 10.44%
2325 T Ha% i 475 7.92%
2327 O R ¥ 397 6.62%
2326 kT ¥ 559 9.32%
2328 T+ Fei 912 15.21%
2329 THHBE 174 2.90%
2330 TR E 142 2.37%
2331 g+ ¥ 318 5.30%
25 g 220 3.67%
26 B 127 2.12%
27 BT ¥ 144 2.40%
29 TAER 148 2.47%
&3+ 5,998 100%

22007 £ > AR 17210 1722 2 A E G F A HFRFE S N5 2324-2330 L A F EHET T
-
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Srd Pt

y

|9

PREGVATON RS TS B T 22 E R AR
o AR i%’f?ﬁ?ﬁ v %2 —‘F*{ 5L 5T APEHRL FTIRAEAR A
RS RN AR RS +ﬁpi;ﬁ7 fEE S o

e R AT R TR G A B E S B AR A
B ERATN > AR PTRA RS N RA L e A AT PR 2 s

FHHE A HEAEIRB WL T TR AR AT - H B &

HOREIRH W g g R AR B A 3 AR B 9 mRAL -

lH

SR

AEHPH PR & AR T B S B8 R A
R AR s 384 3F 5 A4F PiA2 A (Trotman and Yetton 1985; Libby and
Trotman 1993; Asare and McDaniel 1996; Rich et al. 1997; Harding and Trotman
1999) ~ #3439 (Emby and Gibbins 1987; Asare and Wright 2004; Ranzilla et al. 2011;
Gold et al. 2012; Knechel and Leiby 2016) ~ @] [} & i¥(Cohen and Levesque 1991;
Duh et al. 2017) ~ %a # jcif (Carpenter 2007; Hammersley 2011) ~ % & B2 it
(Bonner and Walker 1994; Bonner 1999)7 #& -

SR S E BT SR AT A W TS e 34

o ARG RSRA LR TUFT SR RTR AR 0 T AT 2
R GRS RSEL AT D E A GEEE R N AL S A

Trotman et al. (2015)*74% F 2 gl - 3 5 ¥ > J et 7 H 305 MR & 172 Tk
TR P EH Wl s TG TE A 0 AT BN AR R

FRPETE R A SRR GRS - 2R T
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PR > £33 thin i) i 9 B (Osborn 1953) » 5 3% 5 p o
FRN DL HORER > U - e RAB R AT Y R
O ERITLBA TP G R A ARSI
B2 3nded Jp i § ok e AR R ] (e D AT PURA ~ 9T 3R ) FRRED

PN SR AP AR AR F AP (TR EHHE 0 SERBE L E T

WA LA R g AiHBEY b P NHEB AT HE - 3N S E

MR L R AN AR AT AR AR R B T RE
T DR B A N2 o

Bod o AET G ERATN AR A 3R A LA PARR T
mﬁ:\$ﬁ§ﬁ~ﬁﬁ?wﬁwﬁﬁﬂ’”Tﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁggmﬁ*p e

tl i*;

ES

"I"_'ll“\

¥
- \«

ﬁﬁmﬁ

- HE AR
MR Ed 3B+ R e & R g1 %2 % (Trotman et al. 2015) »
EARZ A EFFERTY O TR RAS T R 2 BET N L ARGF (X

<r
* = ‘x‘_{g—

ke

AP RRTF AR A% s R F AT HE (review
notes) > HAF L&~ kA Fdpm ~F B R D LA R g
AR AT TGV E S TRV AR Y (P CXPHP ) '

RRFERAEREF (P 4f ) AR B TR AP T
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B~ RN S E LR AE LR PARAL LA (T AP e

e A BEFV ST 6N W TR R Bk TS

=¥
W

BREREBIB S o |
WHARR ARG B e A o B F A A LTRSS
WA (23245 [ ) (Trotman and Yetton 1985) » 7 % TP 7539 ~ % i § 3%

ERTVHR AT EANERY S H - S 4P PRSP ITRA

—a‘l
i
A
—~
Wa
-k
Wa
-k
?—

Lpge ) MEE Y EAFEFF]HE
AEE (1999 Ep o se T g2 pfB A Y BAMEFFLHFEAL
§ (2009)F - ER 2R FE LA S BHPFAPARER R F 2 P hEdp
MR e P AD Rz h (R F A X )RR EME (£
Fe ) PARERRG (XREF 2P F ).
MAEPFRGPPABRIBRERFIEP Do 284 (257 -
RPFET ) aEERE (XPHA ) T LT ERSPTF O TRALFR @
L2 R AP A F B2 E P Penke B TR sl fERfR 0 Fookh

B Ao s $o EE TN EE o FFRT A (Ko Fe )

WHAELFL RO T 04 N F R (1R 7
3 R Wi S ol &= v R SR U S S R R

@ [ﬁ’mﬁfr;jib,‘#f—T /E‘/%f,‘ﬁpl‘;@-;hlrlj I%/)&flx—:'ﬁ%a?é; (,":’

N
2T AN 3R E%?ﬁi‘gé%ﬁé)gkj,ﬁ‘: oA ETEEATA R

HiFh 1:1‘1nvﬂ«%}r‘]igfﬁ’“/f@?yf*@]%t‘%&ﬁ&rﬁ e R 2 e iz et
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HERPER ) A B REIF RPN R (XD HF LT A
a\ﬁﬁﬁ&\£¥ﬁ$%§w@%?§W%F 2 KEA R G Ak (X
PHP CXPEA) SRAFWRS > TR VR AR AR R
Mz AR RAAN APEGEA ] B aRG S Ao g 7 Rsd g IR
WEFAFLINPATN EARME £ 2 g1 o

FECRIEE PR AL HA R AL A G T HET TN L
Pob GBI s (el TR RN s P sd g B B EhER) BT
DR ZET N2 s URAFE A E L RER -

REFF Tamffpd - XL LRA R ER Y AR kA (X2 4
PoXp e ) BAFEEY TN BOIR > f XA FHMELRE
HAREME L ol 4 o RIRRTIE H ML > RETHMBEL LG i
F14RRL DT ERFFB G2 mF B R B R (X9
Fe X g e RIFZFBAP L ST F AR F 817 R U
TG AR ERERF L E TR BARERERAEEFVIILE 4R
BTG RAE D HHEITORFFIRFRL IR BT R

P
LA AT LIV o

AN

BRI EERE O FIFE Ly RERAHERN F TR ONIE (9
Poxege ) S RASEEEARY o A WA AR 2 T
B PR R BRI R AR R w o~ L FIRER TR AT R aha iF

FRA o Wb AR (S E e v E e S P EA)-

AP FEERGFN I 2P (G757 g EFD o (f
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EEALPE D AFE I AR L Mo dpi BN D FAD T
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FEELY WP A AR 2 o

T RAMEE A EAREFELEEEEE (1998)F 7 H R 24 %
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Q.

e BN L FEE A FAREFALFEALE (2009)F 3 HR
AEEFELAESZ - Y SR PFEETENAPC R R EH GG &
Lo FESESRTR AF RERFFASLAEF HW o FAs g
FRAFZARA I R F LA R I e 3 R e

3 fErkk BRI LR AIERE FAA R (L4 )e

YT

T

F RSN RE TR AL Nt T AP R R B

B R 022558 0 SRR BT - S BRI R BT § T

A GRLF GB AP RD - TREE FEREA L% LF FHEL
FE(RPH T P HA) HEMEE Y FARETFLEEALS
(2000)F + HRI2FF e S w BLH - L - o ARGV IR AP BIES R
ECRE BT RRAMER FRAL N2 E AP N I BR g
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R e F U RTIMBE A Y FAREFAELFELLE (2009)F 3R] 24
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FRATREIRE) T ERPFRNTNZE A2 S %o A ¥ R ke
=
Bkt g > A VALY RN FEG L FREWMML T2 L FApH
B2 AR SE s APBETERY ROAN DI ApRATRI SER R
CEFRCREFRAFRE SRS AR 0 RAHHERY E AR i

FringFrk2 ki Ap 5 Jles (fpge ~gyFe )

T ARG RGE P R G E  E) Eih EA A A R

T }fﬁ, ;71’;”/7‘ 5 ?‘fﬁﬁfg_ghu 137»)5?»7 _ 75{-:7/7427 ...... 7 4 // fm$
L I BRI e ¥ REFRIT 5 B iR o T A f
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{@ﬁ};—%ﬁ,%ﬂ CHENBIF SR AL B ITRREAS YA A TRA SN

25 » Chow etal. (2008)1 * 222 A7 7 %25 % i 2 53 3 8 8 b % 93 pb

)

[RFFEERALZBHE DR RERLTFAZ AT b1 (TR

B2 ERARAEARTFRG APl FLR o

A EPEAAEPHA A FarL AP AT NRGE AP EDiE
FRP EHAE 5 PR AT N F LA I G PG B wREFB T
EFALEPRALAFERARIEE S SEURIE AT FPL ARSI TR

AR PEER IRBIFE B I IFE AR BPR RIEE o
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&2 (on-the-job training) B 7 f AF7 § E ¥ - AT ek A 5 454
2_3] 5 e % fi%?ﬁ—fgi’;;}&a ;J"F DIGGT R A RS Y 2K 2 B iF aea i AT
2. € & & o Mincer (1962)#- & B3 T & 3 BT SRR F 2 E > b4 1 7
A (X A); 222058 - RgRPIF > A ¥ o Fgm? £Y (X3

Mo EFd AP AR b TR B AEERREL A (X Ee ) Ba

FEERE AN B FTRE S SRt Sk (£ ET cEpge )
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MR ARG - RPRERA A DEY > RAARS TR B Gk
ST bR P ey e MR S IR

43

d0i:10.6342/NTU201801841
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PlREM |34 5-2 2 £ 5-3 FIH] BaplEZ B5% (ELisd) RAIBE
Z AT R R T B A F M o s H2 - H3 RIGEE A B 1
AR K A

A ATiE s AT RREH2 2 H3PF > 97 * 2. p FHIDL e T2 A58
PR LMERLZTH X FIH3 Rt » 2 k3B Y > 5 B p i b i
WE (MM B A 54) T AT B T4~ A ARG BB R A
A N ER (L) & 5-3 BT L 2Rk ASOFTWARE 07
@i A% %A NSOFTWARE% *+ ¢ »#z 3 # * (PanelA) - %
SOFTWARE 5>t ? i~#ic2. 3 # & (Panel B) 2 4cif o2+ & o

FRIEAD T PR S E P AR SEF RN S

WARR 2 ¢ ¥l 445310 AR Y RSB DIE AT A S K0P miE
WP A A FERE NERTLERFRE oA AR Y BT R
PEFLRREF R A2 NI APLE R mA BT RAZEFELET
a2k o 3P 2z 34 A (Panel A) T3a%ci 5 5.0937 ) LR E Ak

5,085 % ; Mt P ez F A (Panel B) T 35#c s 3.8343 » Lz E ¥ # 913
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# 5-1

R E 2 gt

45 2> L
WL P

Panel A @ B % A %4 » R apor il (% @ 34 = 140)

LS Tioge fRRZL Bl R 1S BB
EDU 5.6571 1.2278 2.0000 6.0000 7.0000
KS STAGE1 »<#% 5.9203 0.7707 3.5000 6.0000 7.0000
KS STAGEZ»<fk 60230 07238 35000  6.0000  7.0000
Panel B: ' & B84 - gp gt RPN E (7 EL H =140)

LS T ok EEL Bl B R S Box (B
CONSULTATION 5.9357 0.8110 3.5000 6.0000 7.0000
MEETING 5.4643 0.8787 3.0000 5.5000 7.0000
WORKSHEET 5.9071 0.9107 2.0000 6.0000 7.0000
SOFTWARFE 4.8429 1.1921 1.0000 5.0000 7.0000
DATABASFE 5.1214 1.0942 2.0000 5.0000 7.0000
PUBLICATION 4.5643 1.4677 1.0000 5.0000 7.0000
INTRANET 5.3179 1.1079 2.0000 5.5000 7.0000
KS_STAGE1 5.3077 0.7493 3.4286 5.3571 7.0000

PanelC : Fi* ¥ C¥R4& > ?&%%‘-ﬁ’:ﬂfba BEAFERALRBE (BRREY &k =

140)

% =) Bl T LI 'S R
REVIEW 5.6750 0.9405 2.0000 6.0000 7.0000
CONSULTATION 5.9000 0.8528 4.0000 6.0000 7.0000
MEETING 5.5464 0.8894 3.0000 6.0000 7.0000
WORKSHEET 5.9250 0.9926 2.0000 6.0000 7.0000
SOFTWARE 49611 1.1693 1.0000 5.0000 7.0000
DATABASE 5.1143 1.1542 2.0000 5.0000 7.0000
PUBLICATION 4.7643 1.4362 1.0000 5.0000 7.0000
INTRANET 53071 1.1868 2.0000 5.5000 7.0000
KS_STAGEZ2 5.3992 0.7704 3.3750 5.4375 7.0000
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£ 52 Rl HI ~ H2 #r% Sz i st
Panel A : H1 (% E 38 = 5998)

Rk Tk HEL bR Yl R E
|IDACC| 0.0891 0.0817 0.0000 0.0688 1.54238
EDU 5.5222 0.9333 3.3323 5.2396 6.4692
KS_ STAGE1 5.2661 0.5085 3.9164 5.3051 5.6557
KS_STAGE?2 5.3329 0.5500 3.9536 5.3359 5.7545
MB 1.8710 1.5368 0.3500 1.3900 9.1000
VOLATILITY 1.6035 4.5417 0.0000 0.4236  80.9150
LOSS 0.2184 0.4132 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000
ROA 0.0795 0.0964  -1.3944 0.0786 1.1427
LEVERAGE 0.3998 0.1788 0.0499 0.3963 0.9388
L1DACC 0.0905 0.0848 0.0000 0.0699 1.5523
SIZE 15.3516 1.4331  11.9741  15.1177  20.4593
CFo 0.0591 0.0956  -0.2917 0.0630 0.3404
BIG4 0.9575 0.2018 0.0000 1.0000 1.0000

CHAIRMAN_CHANGE 0.2454 0.4304 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000

Panel B : H2” (L% & 4 # = 5,998)

3 Tiof HELZ R E ¢k Rt @
REVIEW 5.6107 0.6140 4.0375 5.6823 6.0446
CONSULTATION 5.7781 0.5106 4.0646 5.9063 6.2500
MEETING 5.4595 0.5445 3.9604 5.4167 5.8715
WORKSHEET 5.8005 0.6499 4.1354 5.9792 6.5625

SaET T F TNV

0 w5 Fle < g3 E et Bendoia 3 4000 0 @ BIG4R H W 1 R p O lics M AR
€ o s H2 ~ H3 #0315 A~ BIGH 1% 5 44 % -

LS A S SURR R & T2 3 Sok i S

2Rz FALL B ITE A A AP R LR B A R A .
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# 5-3

BIi H3 v s it Bt £

Panel A : £ F KWL 3 o

LefR B ;g%"r! 82 F A (gj‘-" iz 4 #ic

= 5,085)

RH Tioge WL Bl E Y&k R E
SOFTWARE 5.0937 0.2443 4.8438 5.2013 5.4023
|DACC]| 0.0872 0.0797 0.0000 0.0672 1.5428
EDU 5.7949 0.5401 5.2396 6.0481 6.4692
REVIEW 5.8368 0.1786 5.6458 5.9854 6.0237
MB 1.9202 1.5880 0.3500 1.4200 9.1000
VOLATILITY 1.6052 4.4293 0.0000 0.4350  80.9150
LOSS 0.2136 0.4099 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000
ROA 0.0809 0.0983 -1.3944 0.0797 1.1427
LEVERAGE 0.3987 0.1763 0.0499 0.3956 0.9388
LIDACC 0.0882 0.0825 0.0000 0.0687 1.5523
SIZE 15.3616 1.4387 11.9741 15.1327  20.4593
CFO 0.0609 0.0963 -0.2917 0.0640 0.3404
CHAIRMAN_CHANGE 0.2576 0.4374 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000

Panel B : 5§ 2 - M 4 3 i

SERR 0 MY 2 TR (BRRELK

=913)

LS Tk FEL R )E PR RS E
SOFTWARE 3.8343 0.1080 3.7583 3.7870 4.0625
|DACC]| 0.0998 0.0912 0.0004 0.0782 0.8093
EDU 4.0030 1.1732 3.3323 3.3323 6.3750
REVIEW 4.3736 0.6493 4.0628 4.0628 5.7500
MB 1.5969 1.1768 0.3700 1.2600 9.1000
VOLATILITY 1.5940 5.1253 0.0000 0.3698  69.8124
LOSS 0.2453 0.4305 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000
ROA 0.0717 0.0845 -0.4187 0.0745 0.3377
LEVERAGE 0.4058 0.1923 0.0499 0.3984 0.9388
L1IDACC 0.1034 0.0957 0.0003 0.0797 0.8093
SIZE 15.2957 1.4008 11.9764 15.0434  20.4345
CFo 0.0530 0.0959 -0.5405 0.0560 0.6426
CHAIRMAN_CHANGE 0.1774 0.3822 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000
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% 54 Aph il

|DACC| EDU KS_STAGE1 | KS_STAGE2 REVIEW CONSULTATION MEETING SOFTWARE MB VOLATILITY LOSS ROA LEVERAGE L1DACC SIZE CFO BIG4 CHAIRMAN.CHANGE
|DACC| 1
EDU -0.0185 1
KS_STAGE1 -0.0382%** 0.9017%** 1
KS_STAGE2 -0.0368%*** 0.9268*** 0.9849%** 1
REVIEW -0.0385%** 0.8968*** 0.9862%** 0.9959%** 1
CONSULTATION -0.0232 0.8369%** 0.9209%** 0.9506%** 0.9633%** 1
MEETING -0.0313%* 0.9442% % 0.9788*** 0.9957*** 0.9852%** 0.9417%%* 1
SOFTWARE -0.0430%** 0.8896%** 0.9723%** 0.9412%* 0.9300%** 0.8104%** 0.9424% 1
MB 0.0042 0.0676%** 0.0792%** 0.0659%** 0.0657*** 0.0523%** 0.0676%** 0.0866%** 1
VOLATILITY -0.0415%** -0.0028 -0.0017 -0.0044 -0.0059 -0.0167 -0.0043 0.0077 -0.0266%* 1
LOSS 0.1675%** 0.0066 -0.0118 -0.0077 -0.0096 -0.0006 -0.0045 -0.0161 -0.0941*** -0.0301%* 1
ROA -0.0961*** -0.0230* 0.0099 0.0028 0.0069 0.0007 -0.0010 0.0125 0.2781%** 0.0254%* -0.6221%%* 1
LEVERAGE 0.1036%** -0.0052 -0.0115 0.0033 0.0022 0.0079 0.0015 -0.0175 -0.0851*** 0.2030%** 0.0538*** -0.1558%%* 1
L1DACC 0.4985%** -0.0247* -0.0455%** -0.0408%** -0.0432%** -0.0259%* -0.0348%** -0.0508*** -0.0097 -0.0326%* 0.1172%** -0.0611*%* 0.1190%** 1
SIZE -0.0835%** 0.0032 0.0138 0.0192 0.0180 0.0135 0.0187 0.0172 -0.1194%+ 0.4862%** -0.2105%%* 0.1760%** 0.3572%%* -0.0588*** 1
CFO -0.0700%** -0.0161 0.0089 0.0004 0.0028 -0.0043 -0.0011 0.0145 0.1677*** 0.0232* -0.3927*** 0.6449%** -0.1590%** -0.0610%** 0.1305%** 1
BIG4 -0.0408*** -0.0478*** 0.3104%** 0.2020%** 0.2272%** 0.1200%** 0.1923*** 0.3930%** 0.0543%** 0.0191 -0.0406%*** 0.0691%** -0.0280** -0.0418%** 0.0361%** 0.0636%** 1
CHAIRMAN_CHANGE 0.0030 0.1159%** 0.1033%** 0.0839%** 0.0756%** 0.0516%** 0.0959%** 0.1276%** 0.0147 0.0097 -0.0014 -0.0032 -0.0262%* 0.0150 -0.0097 0.0031 0.0683%** 1
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-~ H1 2 3% %

A2 Hl BREFFFERTLOBLIBRLFFSTE M 2
1 EFERAFFLIE 5 - ERIRYFE S SR ER A
B E ER T VIR AN FE I ITER Y o Ep S PRt o

A SS52mfFRE  SHERTYRAF oL 2R (EDU) 2 s
0.0051 > fe RE A F K (p=0.2060) A7 € 3 FFEBHTHERT VRS F &
WAOERBEI ST EMBY > T PR FL AP RT PR S
T b AR AR R R FlA A R (Ko ) A BRI ET 0 &

EFFERTLE A B EFREERT VRS T ORHF ST

o

=

RAre iz ok 3R (KS STAGED) iadic s 0.0133 » 7~ A & ¥ K
B (p=03810) " g FFE B F PRIV ER L OBLIRALF VS
TR B T RF R ERFEN AT RS R BRI EE SR
o v ACEEEIAGAPER FRLTARH  &HFIFTESTLEETLT
9 .

$ oS 3 2R (KSSTAGE2) 2. ¥R B % % f (p=0.0860) >
BIEY S w0 RA AP TE X E L LR AR A R
P2 P ERAT RS RARF L EVFERY HE SR B F

B EHERK » F3 SR o
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HI BFZ 2% 87T > €3 LEFE AR B B TR 2 AT A 3 AR

B> 3P ST 1 2B R §-HEROTBELIREEF ST ANE
REFM ¥ - FEROTBRLIBARNEZ I ST I Ap R e

TAl g o e (MB) 2 Gfici &> BIEH PR 0 R AEHF K
B FAFPMF (ROA) 2 Glci I ~ f ¥ EEHR&ME (CFO) 2 ik
S NAFd A PR AY (BIGE) 2 BEcA T > BB RE 0
AEAF LR EE {75 (CHAIRMAN CHANGE) 2. th#ics f » 2 KAl
ForE S AR FRE SR ¥ R L M

& ¥R (LOSS) 2. tafici i (p<0.01)> #3EHpk > Bor d &
BAEANZEOEERG PREFZREIIL ) @B ¥ B3B3 4 5 B
(LEVERAGE) 2. a¥#cs & (p<0.05) BEmiffe st g 2 £ % 0 58 L%
EXFEE R VAR B Y RS YR R
(LIDACC) 2 t:¥cs & (p<001)  25pfhipk > #HH PP IR B hE
o AEBE P2 AR TR L ERH (SIZE) 2 ks § (p<0.01)> &2
FHARR o RBR A2 FFELHEBEE MR A BV R ERRE e

Y@l b2 R L (VOLATILITY) 2 s § (p<0.10)> 238 4pF -

oy H2zZmlBE%
AT HLRIE? » FREFFERTE LIRS BRI BLE
BREBEHFIEFTE L o BB ’**F'r hEra TR AN B PR AR TR
- AP ERY > BEF BRI AT RS LEHE ST
e (H2) BRER S ERW A 5-60 FIRTPIREF *20 g iEiva

FRERFFSTAZEF wdFy PREGERT VRA 5 WL AR
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(EDU) 7| » p* 432 30 & > et e EAZHF-LE (p=0.1630) -

BB AR A S fok e B (REVIEW) 23 % eit#cp » EZ B (p
=0.0410) > 233 v prig k2 SR N AR THGEBLPBGE S K
AR TRfe AP A BT adrdl 2y h kT FE02 75
HFFFETBETNFAALZ B2 2R (CONSULTATION) =21 3 % J&
T peph (p=0.1960) it hBch B E KB Y GHCF H B ) A
AR Mo T AP e FIEE A R > Bt E B HPEE RATp

12 2F  FaaARIFV ST O SERLE LR, OBLAER

(MEETING) £ 3 % 3k o lg ¥ 4p b (p=0.0620) & > w4k >
TR RFsEEEREIARPFEG AP BB ABN R 58 ¢
APAR TR TR I E R e R - R EE P LR ERA RN A AER
F2ird (9% ) $RDYL FRBL AR (WORKSHEET) 2 3 ¥ Jb
VR REFAME (p=00190) A R EPCERRS > 5 PR RIE D
WA PMF 0 AR E e ILfE o TG FUBRET R A R B B (Joyce
and Biddle 1981) » & Z H ERFF- & F T "E 2 54 o

H2 8537 #73 TR FAM 254 R 528 Hl fplk o 27 B ¥ AR
%8 %508 (SOFTWARE) ~ F# B ( DATABASE) ~ )45 5
(PUBLICATION) ~ I % (INTRANET) » 3 el st i~ fF 03] - % e

SR ERARRER RARTN S AREPA RN AT FERY 2 F

LB LATR (XE ) 23 THE 2 RSOV EEN #
Bew A (RPFF ~LPFF ) e A TR BRI RS LT
A AR AR ST F PN L T i R B TR

B IREABL R AR PERERS T AP R A F R
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Bk (BEF PR PR PER > ERPEVRT) N1 EE
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R oo AR Glick ¥ T v REVIEW 2 SOFTWARE s4p B tadic® i 0.93 5 &
BRAM > FHERYAFAAN  wAFL RIS EL S SRR
#4575 SOFTWARE ¢h? = #ci A% » BBRERA 5+ 307 2l &)
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Fwo LR EFFARLFRE S » o AFPERY 0 FPHMWT TR FETR
BiF PR > (AR B RAFPIF S 22 L TR BEA AL
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Fobo BTSSR Y il w0 B BT IR
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# 5-5

HI & § 3R d 3428 2 335 5 12 ML

IDACC;| = a + BLEDU, + B,KS_STAGE1, + f3KS_STAGE?2,
+ B4MB;; + BsVOLATILITY;, + BsLOSS;;
e + B,ROA;; + BsLEVERAGE;; + foL1DACCy;
+ B10SIZE;r + B11CF Oy + B12BIG4y;
+ B13CHAIRMAN _CHANGE, + yYINDUSTRY
+ OYEAR + ¢;;
|IDACC|
R LA > DeE 3 tig"
EDU ? 0.0051 1.27
KS STAGE1 - 0.0133 0.88
KS STAGEZ - -0.0213 -1.72%
MB + 0.0004 0.56
VOLATILITY + -0.0003 -1.72%*
LOSS + 0.0264 7.21%%*
ROA - 0.0082 0.29
LEVERAGFE + 0.0157 2.30%*
L1DACC 0.4067 12.017%%*
SIZE - -0.0024 -2.63%%*
CFO - 0.0100 0.52
BIG415 - 0.0020 0.22
CHAIRMAN_CHANGE ? -0.0019 -0.97
AEHTIE Yes
£ F Ik Yes
EEFHEFR R Yes
PR E S K 5,998
BELGRTE 30.36%
1ok kRN w2 100 5%~ 2 10%BEF R (R )
VORI RE BIGE PG o RATFIRES H2H3 - KPP ARRFREELIRTR -
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% 5-6 H2#iE

R AR

\/};?'/’v\fr’r

BEF PR M

IDACC;,| = a + B,EDU; + B,REVIEW; + B;CONSULTATION; + B,MEETING;

+ BsWORKSHEET; + BgMB; + B,VOLATILITY;, + B5LOSS; + PsROA;,

ﬁ E]% ﬁ:ﬂq : + B1oLEVERAGE;; + $1,L1DACC;; + B1,SIZE;; + $13CFO;;
+ p1,CHAIRMAN_CHANGE, + yINDUSTRY + SYEAR + &,
|IDACCy|
Fhe LA Y i B ti”
EDU ? -0.0071 -1.40
REVIEW ? -0.0263 -2.04%*
CONSULTATION ? -0.0137 -1.29
MEETING ? 0.0366 1.87*
WORKSHEET ? 0.0145 2.34%*
MB + 0.0004 0.53
VOLATILITY + -0.0003 -1.71%*
LOSS + 0.0263 7.20%**
ROA - 0.0087 0.31
LEVERAGFE + 0.0161 2.35%%*
L1DACC 0.4056 12.03%**
SIZE - -0.0024 -2.65%%*
CFo - 0.0100 0.52
CHAIRMAN_CHANGE ? -0.0022 -1.09
A ¥ HE ok Yes
£ 2ok Yes
& EFRAEEEE L Yes
B BT K 3,998
BELGRTE 30.40%
L b € EFE A R eanae B s R AR @ BIG4 2 H 8 A B p R R R

F o H2 -H3H3 5 A5~ BIG4 ¢ 5 -4 % ¥k -
2 10%E8 5 k% (FE)-

17 %

N AT 4

1% ~ 5% ~
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% 5-7

H3 S8 FHA A PR GV ST mE

IDACC;| = a + BEDU; + B,REVIEW; + B3 MB;,
+ B.VOLATILITY;, + BsLOSS;, + BsROA;
% fﬁ‘ A - + B,LEVERAGE;, + BgL1DACC;, + BoSIZE;,
+ B1oCFO; + By, CHAIRMAN_CHANGE,
+ YINDUSTRY + SYEAR + &;
|IDACCy;|
B ik ERRLINLE 2
ip iE
:f] )
o3 A L te® || t i
# B
EDU ? 0.0090 2.22%* ? -0.0022 -0.28
REVIEW ? -0.0286  -2.18** ? 0.0066 0.41
MB + 0.0004 0.53 + 0.0014 0.62
VOLATILITY +  -0.0003 -1.64 + 0.0000 -0.09
LOSS + 0.0232 5.97%**  + 0.0429 3.93%**
ROA - -0.0015  -0.05 - 0.0744 1.08
LEVERAGE 0.0122 1.57 + 0.0315 2.13**
L1DACC + 0.3997 10.44*** + 0.4007 6.25%**
SIZE - -0.0027  -2.93%** . 0.0000 0.00
CFO - 0.0050 0.8900 - 0.0357 0.64
CHAIRMAN_CHANGE ? -0.0027  -1.1800 ? 0.0064 0.59
AFFH Tk Yes
i E Tk Yes
& FF R IR R Yes
BBk 5,085 913
AFEBRT B 28.42% 40.59%

18 Lok L kEE N g Y
;

1% ~ 5% ~

2 10%E8 5 k% (FE)-
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