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Abstract

Based on the Cournot Model, Hao, Jin, and Zhang (2011) predicted that stock
returns of less profitable firms in an industry are more sensitive to industry-level news.
In other words, relative firm profitability is inversely related with stock return
sensitivity to industry-level news. Further, considering the effect of capacity limit,
they suggested that this inverse relation between relative profitability and return
sensitivity is more pronounced when there is positive industry news. Using industry
returns as the proxy for industry news, they found results consistent with their

predictions.

This study uses a sample of listed Taiwanese companies that have available data
from years 2002-2011 to examine the notions suggested by Hao et al. (2011). Based
on the research design of Hao et al. (2011), this study performs regression analyses
and finds empirical evidence consistent with their predictions. Using alternative
measures of relative profitability and industry news as robustness tests, the result that
relative firm profitability is inversely related with stock return sensitivity to

industry-level news remains unchanged.

Keywords: relative profitability, industry-level news, return sensitivity, industry beta
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B bk P AT LM A FHEP RS AL LR G2 MEE R
RS FW > AT HE B g TEFIEBEFEATR-AREETT
ME A E SRR 2 MR o

2 Sharpe (1963) ~ Lintner (1965)22 Mossin (1966) % £ ﬁ R THEE M 2

11



CAPM » 2% rify st 5 3247 162 53] - CAPM 35 » SR 2Z L %7 & 5
BLR 2R SR M B IR e kSR e A dp E R AR BT T D R R
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Ao GFHCT R EIE S B R Y T L PV B R R g s
REHWA LI o AP T BBRL AL L B S 2 AR TS SR TS it A
REXF AN S e PTG BRELZEFPETFI TG TR
TR A s AR 2 2E K Bual 4 o gt vh s 3 7 SN (2.2) 3K E(e) = 05 cov(Rpy, ) =0 ;
cov(si,sj) =0 Ti#j:cov(gyei—1) =0 g5+ #FEK > E(RDEER,)2 B

BT g (23) i
ER)) = o5 + BiERy,)
(2.3)

d 2 fest (23) VAo BT AR ¢ dd JF e & AT kS
(TE(R)=0)2%#% T > BREIDLFMER)ED Fe &I RPMERL)Z
B ko Bt BRIE LSRR Y2 AR R 0 TER) 2 TPy F oo
FEAF FREPTH DAY AR (22) EFRFST FhaeB o T

HiE AR (23) NA F e PP REBERES P LR -

Aomn AT B R F TR B RE S AR B SRR AR R I R
AT REARL Y UL HESFM AR E 2 dpthed 3B BT REES DY
WPERER LR & BHEF I RB LT IFLRFP Gl -5

% o

® Sharpe (1963)3- 4~ 4 i¥ Diagonal Model °
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Beaver, Kettler, and Scholes (1970)#% 34 € 3 A # b '& 7€ 45 ¥ (accounting
measures of risk) &2 & F-A # B *& & itk ( market-determined risk measures ) F
2_ R B4+ - Beaver etal. (1970)12 307 #2 2 WFE X R S ort 2 07 Sk 2> T
U FHA Y B i KR 2 kSR 'R TR dp R A7 7 1947 T 1956 # &
1957 3 1965 & & LM A » = 37 ¢ 3 ShAh G R4 0 % 4 2 @ % (dividend
payout) ~ T & = & %5 (asset growth ) ~ B4 A R A" (financial leverage ) ~ AR
#- (assetsize) ~ jadst & (currentratio) ~ F4p s B 48 (earnings variability )
2 €3t beta® (accounting beta) £ % sih *4 #rE Apih P R 2 BB - By
AT p b g F A B~ p Compustat FALE ; R L 4R FALR B~ g Center for
Research in Security Prices (CRSP) FALE o HFm 7 S5 8T » €3 A#H b '
Ry S o oF o L (R QL R Y G REL N (es S )
FASEF S MIMEE  FRFEEE g beta Tl B REEEFIAY o
Beaveretal. (1970)4* ¥t # A7 7 5 % (T g3 AL "G T 152 B i Z AP B 1E)
BT LR R - ARG O KRFTARAERFE LT D E g3 AH
B rEdpth @ A L S5 BB Br Pt gL L REFAHLGIE
ApiRATE RANT S b e iR B A 2 B ¥ - EiEfs 0 g3
A#HDGE RIS A G R R p Gl T B G BB AR EFL S
FEEPORFRER G2 T AR T A AL ANBELT R B a2t
FHRHEFTAMRNFE Ko BVt - BRI LF P FAF R

;?2%‘35;7‘3}.&!&7‘1& ’ LL’W«J:'L_';& fﬁ}?¢‘%$—rf’1%\f .

“f gtz 7b > Beaveretal. (1970)* /3 ¢ > Bl €3 ¥ s 1 L Rk

® Beaver etal. (1970) /147 § B30 % F AW G if £ R LI B WA F ARG B h A
@#V”PQHW’@ﬂF*MWEQ§§$£$O
" Beaver etal. (1970) 1% f if i F A 2 0t bl s M FE A -
S P B ih A F v eniR® £ (standard deviation of the earnings-price ratio) # & -
o €3 beta BB NHFE B F AL FFEW TP e Bk 14 Beaver etal. (1970)
M BESPE AL 5;_;&;@_1 ¥ Al e "’%ﬁ’tf A }g—ﬁ’rgﬂ‘rl mF A2 H R EciE §€¢
beta % #k -
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(instrumental variable ) » ™ 3R] T - BARKIPF 2 B fxfkc- E 485 = > Beaveret
al. (1970)F]* 1947 3 1956 & & & = & e ¢ 3% #oo FF R 1957 1 1965 & i & =
Pk b e R AR IR Tl AT L B R AT o1 g3 RECTRIB Th ks 4 >
AT By P ABTERI A K P MRl 4 o a0 a2 B eaTh A 1
2oghREE L G MEahiTT o 2ty 3 il B s B hiRla

4 - Beaver etal. (1970)#7:& 2. & if it ﬁﬁ B W o~ wh ik - IE €3 Rl B

RV

B LG ARLEAF FASEIUZ PRI TR LA

H3 e B aliMEFl oM FTASES

’

FRFIPE P AEEIEFE v Y

B\
T
g
F_}:
E'm

3

E_ 0 BEFR €3 beta TRl A 0 B L MR R ip & B 4 #iceh
FEL PG BiT > PR R MrE 5 5 ¥ % #ic- Beaveretal. (1970):2 5 3+
beta a#c? * F e (noisy) * H FAF R M T B AT M > ¥ 4 4 L 2% 7

e B e

2 ki o Beaveretal (1970):% 5 » 2 H Wi * fre B R SERIA KB %
FApr BB HAT T P 2 BGEHCATERI A kenB Rl VA S - BRESB Gk
B EHOEE §HE B R Bt BRRE T F I BTy
PR G Rl Rt M G A phehy ko B 1970 £ KR B e {2 F

Bk 2 2

;@ ,/:]. °

e

Logue and Merville (1972) 14 287 3 _Fortune 500 7= & 5tk ~ > p Compustat
TR BT 4 A o 2 1966 1 1970 & Ap B PAAR TR 0 TR 2 B3 P iR d
Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner and Smith #% i& - Logue and Merville (1972) 2 iz 3+ B
Celicidis U~ g RIRLG p Rl BRRFAIT Y 7R KL B
B 2 B %% - Logue and Merville (1972)#-4% & o @ T & crpf ix Tl 4 0 L 355

g r chg R le 38 indot 5 (el m f f R FTA2 S

SEY L FRATAZ S (FEMMERA) RA LA S ORI EFR 4
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B FAFEF - FAYEIESEF (FRENNS ) Y2 854 (R 2

Logue and Merville (1972)3g #p jnde it S 22 B ixdck f = M 0% PAIrE B R &
Brarskim e i MAAAFEPREEIf PG FTASLFE P R
ol S PR BAEE f e B IR S BB Rl TR M AR P
FEo A SRR Al 4 & B RdE foe MRERRA Rl Y R KT
W HARFARF AT B AP R RnlEiRT > BRLEL ) 4R
AR o AP RBARR o LSRR A 2 B TRl E T e B TR RIS S 0 RS
fiE e P > B8 & % 4 pr (business failure) e &g i 5 d 3t p X p oo
Ere i dgth (oM is R ) 2 BT 2w B Flpt o B ¥
B o B dla 4 o R BORECE oo B TR o GFS S BT o R
F B RBc MR AATEE > H e Ec Bl MR B AR - BEAR
A S BB RIRE f e M A 2P BN A ARE o H AR AR
KM 6o MArFR R~ BIR4 C 2 PR R L L H e 1% F K

# o

&%+ Beaver et al. (1970) & 2 ¢ 3+ AL A 5 #eid B % BIE P 2 o o
Rosenberg and McKibben (1973)3% % » e B * & A # R #2373 k3E
BIR R EVLE R T o F - B { 4 e 780 7]t > Rosenberg and McKibben (1973)
ERemT Y I g AR S AMPE S SHF P AR G2 B
Phdfc 1R F PR SR 2 R RAFPRE L o RURR] AT ATV R AR

F A .

ﬁ s
4

I

10 Logue and Merville (1972) 12 f3 & % 7% ] (EBIT) rf DE S TN S S RN S A
%4 % +h > Logue and Merville (1972) ¥ v & 4 4 3 #7117 2 F A7 5 (ROA) s A1
f%T,J} o
1 Rosenberg and McKibben (1973)# * & 2 £ (trading volume) ~ % £ ;
35 i (share price )~ % & fc § 5 (leldend yield) 5 7 F-A # g Hco ¥
bwmw)iﬁfmé”%&P%ﬁMWﬂfﬂo
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Rosenberg and McKibben (1973):3 5 B G #icX 3|7 ¥ 2k L E & 92
AL g B A F B R BT A2 (24) A

H

J
Bne = Z bj Wint t €nt
j=1

(24)

FAEN (24) P oW RAF RO DM 3 REAF PSS B2
AHFE N AP REAEEIAWRERATENALBFYRE n=1,.,N;
THRESAEF t=1,..,Te 35 334258 (24) 4 » % g% 7@
23 (25):

J J

g = a + Z b] ant + €nt Mt + Nnt = A + Z b] (antMt) + Unt
=1 =1

(25)

=428 (25) ¢ o vy = £:M; + Ny © Rosenberg and McKibben (1973) 2 578
B Z2RES LT 228 S fkdofk297F TP p Compustat FR E >
$021954 1 1970 & AT HE 1% S 28 (25) 0 0 AHREA D B4

HREE S SR PIM 2 AP 5 p R HRREILE R r R TR A 4T o

23 (24) BREA#RES D S AH B P i E B4 o L REEB
el B B3 kb S AR (25) B G AARES T S AR R K
AR R SREY r HT S BRI Mae e R R R EHT AR R Y B

Ghdicbyid- 2o A3 B RR R AR PR SR At R 0 TRAp BRI R 2 K b
s o @ PTRET S R kSR a2 dpth e Bl SEFREEAITE TR

d O Rfc2 B3 Tl Ward g3 AR RS FAHRES BRPLRARMH

omrg = ot BueMe Mg M 5 AL ¢
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T OHAR AR BT k2 B2 TR R ORLIEEVRE 2 BB o e pF
gl 2 AR (24) #rFI2 BTSSRt Nl & R g3 AR REA D FAHR

BB i B T L Rl PR LM e T2 AT TR
SRS SRR TR UV R S

P asks € ARSECH LML EFPE . § AR R I
PO NFARRN REREIEFT O HEGELD O RAFAYBEM S BEILE
RS SR TR R D PARELE BRI M kg FHY
B2 s E o N4 FARRIARS RE 2 N AR GRS Rl
HOEW o PARREME P REci M o 2 %% 22 Beaveretal. (1970)2. 7 3
Bh o IRt R R T 0 B~ 3 A AR e fFRCA AR 0
FHEA e » 3 B A H R B AR PR PR -

"# 442 *t > Rosenberg and McKibben (1973) 2 % 4 = # 1954 1 1966 £ 2 F
Ao Bt 4258 (25) P & p %l b £ 0% B4 o 7 1967 3 1970 #

2 AL TR E R 2R AR o TR R PR T B AE RSP

=\

B

%

KH12 R ARTR LM S A2 P L Bl (121954 3
1966 & 2- T E 3@ ) L IR A Kk ;i;_é’l;’ﬁﬂ,,:&.—'zm_,?/? J,FK[,LZ op
Bl K RO R AR 2 SEIRLA 4 o B e E e TERICA P R~ 63 A R K

LRy Y Ry 4 iz o

Lev (1974) s » 7 &2 1 g eh™ N P @R SR L b ' (7 FHMR ‘G2 )
Shot) B2 Mo g RTiEd PRy o Lev (1974) M MR & AH D @ 2
ERIAEZ N EP Y EFRYE B R I e M %o Lev (1974) 8- EF 1 T
HLBIHEIAEHH Y EIAF 2L F L EEAF R YEFEELL

bo'eE T AR BE 2 R o g BGR2 G aklt P A R R 1L (industry
F

B Rosenberg and McKibben (1973) 4 » 4 & 1§ - % #ic# 45 Beaver et al. (1970)#77] 2 % & %
TMAHE R FARM B F o E A RIELIE § 3 beta AEE § 30D % BE by -
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homogeneity ) £ 2 @ P 40 & 48 %4p 5 2 Bk 1 o

FHEAT w0 Lev (1974)2 7 4 o @ (electrical utility industry) ~ 4xd1 %
(steel manufacturers) 2 % jé A ¥ (oil producers) = t ~ > o Compustat 7 4L & 2~ 17
TR PG ¥ p CRSP FALE B~ 417 2 i 3o 10441949 T 1968 &
TARATHF AL HIE A A S P EL DS ARG R DA DT

A pREEFRFAITFTT L p BB BRI G F A T oy

/%’,E

Bod ko B Tiod ARG F AR IR R HIZANUEH AN 2T
PRE A AL p R AW RREOLESFPERE L o AR e P RBGE (T
i FA 1T o

HRBERSARAPFERBRARAEUNE LG L T APR 2 B3R 2 B fFst

(ZBA% - FRAERFEAZRFEAF)$° F1 LEHAENP lE

A
g
g
(=
&=y
(\x
it
&

2l

RT B GFS G R IO T THRE L AL R R E
SRR AAPRE > P EF| B0 P nBEF RS s RAFERERF (THEH L

F) AN F 0 HLE B R o

% >t Beaveretal. (1970) 2 Z 4% B H s ¢ 3 AH S Bk & A2 v -
€ 40 0 Levand Kunitzky (1974)ie - #H #-% B P2 i 1 2 248 -
RFLEFTARZ BAG -84 o B3 30405 - 527§ LI K IRIC
TR e E A ERE TR T IR Y A TR D P e
MRS E TG Teehh 'k o F]Rt 0 Lev and Kunitzky (1974)47p] - s ¥ B4R
R F (FTRE SRR ) SRR HAHR G R TG - R N

T o

Lev and Kunitzky (1974) 0% 7 % k. A 4p B 8 17 5 532345  Simon, Cyert,
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and March'®ss — & 7 s 179 35 00> sk % 246 R H g @ T 4RI > s
B FE AT ¥ B P o Thompson™®sa 5 0 e g e g~ 1t o g
CETE TR A SN R o S SN 2 B G HCAIELG c R 2 AR

(production level ) T 4&i » TP E P2af e+ P2 P o o EHR o FELAE

Fi2 - o B MREE A E SV A R FETAEN > LT
A

T
=
5

ml%¥1L7‘_|— o?{r—ﬁ ’7.

B
A~ A ’%’Kg%i"ﬁﬁﬁ“‘ PR F T @A A MR 7

JENTN
2
(,.q.
A

3
E-D
N
v

LB

2

&
L
)

/\ -
¥
hpas)
g
_ﬂ

_‘mﬂ’
|

ol

iz E AT FenT i

-
N

3
AR
=
N
1
¢
[

T,
_r
H
4
a\
=
5@%
W
=
’}1‘\
3
N
o

T - TR o
2HEONBHRFHERESHN LA H B S PBP & LRS- il
S F R MEE LA A R R R R 95w it 4R B 2% > Lev and KunitzKy (1974)
EE B NSRS BF HF L ARE LS RN ESN-F EIEy Ry
Lo gF R AT I FHESE S NPT A MR T A e BT TRk A
2 GRE o SR § B EART S W T AR X DRk fg A% ] o F]gt o Levand

Kunitzky (1974):2.% » > 7§ T R 2 H N EZ R 'e & fARR o

Lev and Kunitzky (1974) 12 260 32t %2 WE S R & #7+ 3 2_ o0 P

ETTS

A p

Compustat F#L BB~ {891 % 2 P42 F 4 > ¢ CRSP FALEP~F4p ML T3 » &
T T W R 5 1949 3 1968 & - Lev and Kunitzky (1974):#-% g 4 4 % £

P REME T AL NRREE S RJIRE R FEF S smoothing variables
2 #TrAfEst % %8 smoothing variables > 1 & S F] 5 g0 ¥ Rk poB IR O
BIA B IER < PR F R R IRAE TR R B § PR
2 %R PO o F]P o (P S5 smoothing variables 2 fhdici & oo A £ 3%

Bk B > HOILE b RE o

4 H. A. Simon, Administrative Behavior, 2" ed. (The Macmillan Company, 1957) : J. G. March and H.
A. Simon, Organizations (Wiley, 1958) ; R. M. Cyert and J. G. March, A Behavioral Theory of the Firm
(Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1963) ; H. A. Simon, The New Science of Management Decisions (Harper, 1960).
> J. D. Thompson, Organizations in Action (McGraw-Hill, 1967).
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FELEFPLER AT LA ML T AL N2 2 BB

NPRE R G RGO F 2 BRMA S RGNS o Ra o
BETRGINRLALNRBAAFEC € R L AT TR 0o 2y

ARG T AR S 2 o F1 o Lev and Kunitzky (1974)ie —  #4% A 4
Lw A %3 w0 b i smoothing variables 27 5 b % o & i ik 'k B fhliceip B
folfce % BT otk A F A H 18 ek A 2 2R & 0% % - 5> smoothing variables
BoE PREETEEFIAN RA2 A ML FTALNZE Rl FEBRAP

R DI R R E AR TRIBIRGE -

Bildersee (1975)“*1H T e R P R BB o (- HIFEHARE
#z (decision variables) £1 B ez B el T o 13 AR Rl g R 2B U
TENE-e E2erd 4 it % o Bildersee (1975)#% * v B A ¥ (1) %
R BPLBAIFT R o BASRE T RO TR T2 4 R R
(arrearage ) ; (2) » 34 4 i 28 #9594 (regular dividends) =k pF » g

SH g f Al E R (zerodividend);(3) > 7 EFF a4 REHAfIL e

ML) PR LY cw BAREELY  ALRE (3) 27
LFF a4 REAPASBL Rt £ g2 7 - 8 PE I P ks
BEer- P PRI R FERRARER Y 2 O R AR Y E e

i?ﬁ»%j‘ﬁ%ﬁ*‘ﬁaﬁié Foi7 o M F B rneF Rk h- g @ %ﬁi#‘a‘w%é_i ik

% o

Bildersee (1975)1 98 #3t 2 RFE X 2 5 #71 % 2 22 L~ > ApMMBAT
#18~p Compustat 34L& » 1L 4p b T30 R P~p CRSP FALE » 3 1 1956 & =
k3 1966 £ = ! men120 B P F A7 3 # FF o Bildersee (1975)& 157 3 #p B 120

B4 ’riﬁlﬁm—««}i,m@ﬂ ff‘%ﬂ’—’"‘]%?‘ﬁ'ﬂ%ﬁ‘“ﬁi ATtz B hEkE R
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%8 g?%ﬂtmé pPRE BERFLAIT AL EENET > ZREILLEE
Fen®lc 23 9wt} - 3k o Bildersee (1975)i& - # #-1k £ A EM ik a5

Fobe » I FHCAZ Y o R B e 0 A ¥ BRSOl P TR

Bildersee (1975)4% ¥ £ ™ P Tidics B ¥#ic~ WA A AR ¥ m i ¥H s p
B RFRFEST BRSO AR (D) 2K RE () A T - &
(CRES S L SRS S S TR R S L R kS IR S o R
jRfRi 4 4p g o Bt Bildersee (1975) f P -4 3L S8 B2 € 3- dcde i A 2

P SRR o S HCAI R R R W g P R s p R lenRCE] -

WAL 0 % S ERE LR AA RFEREOFREAT > R L o
W # - Hamada (1972)F £ 0 &5 e en= 58 P 2 7 P i 2 2 f
U2 kbR B TRECS TAPK 5 Lev (1974) 7 S A 4T 0 GER F AR kb

P Thdcs L APM -

Bowman (1979) 2 CAPM ik & A7 > 738 * Hamada (1972)##¢ * 2 &
153 % EP MBS AR G B AT R e M vt s L i2— b 454 € 3 beta
G FARREE S RAIL COPRHEE S EFE GV AAREK A e
B % dcz. B enBf % o Bowman (1979) 2 o> 5% 4g Hen™ 38 o B PATME R 22 K AR
P BT L APM B Y RAME AR SREATERDBERT 03 F 2 Bl

VU AR5 (26) £iE
Dy,
BL—BU<1+S_L>

(2.6)

'° Bildersee (1975) 2 available for common/common equity ( AC/C) #=& & {14 # ~ 2 debt/common
equity (D/E) #7E MAFHE 4% ~ rainds vt S g8 Jnds 12 - 12 sales/common equny (S/E) g rx
(efficiency) ~ 12 cash flow/debt plus preferred stocks (CF/ (D+P)) #& % ¥ & (Coverage) ¥
ferZ BB EI T2 £ R TR g% beta i #cer T & & £
! Bildersee (1975) %4 A A % * & « 8 5.« F & ~@EH - hE He 22 B A fi e
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S AEN(26)7 BLE S P EGB BBy E 2P ARG P BESS E S
Find b H RS B Dy TR far e gt 2 0h > Bowman (1979) 77 3548 &

1% 63 beta Bl i sih G B IIRE R APRES F 2 BT 2 A2 (2T)

i

(2.7)

S AN (2.7) % SRR 2P i Ak sh g Gl BAL 2 7 i 4¢3 beta
Gl Spme D B FELE S B85 2P I HH KD & o IS B
BeS 5o PSRN S P AEE D RO G R e B AlE A b
TR B N R S

o) & & 58 B o™ @I B T 2302 P RE 6

2

SRR Tt SRS C N £E RN R

ERR G2 WA A 2 VIE E P R ET AR D - R[S I FELESTAA
R

4 - RR2_%% - ¥ > Ang, Peterson, and Peterson (1985):% % » 2 R F]¥ &
AR R R #"T} g3 R D B A AR R g 1R(B i )2 B ol
Fh- BRGEEIEAAH N ASH PR R €t 2L D
A2 ¢ > AR S S enfz o T4t > Angetal. (1985) - Er g AH
RS S AHR IR AR TInicd > B9 Rl kh e R AR B
ez oA 3 A5 (2.8) £ iE4eT

S omn A C D
In = ay + alln + a,ln (65) + a3Bs + ouln (E) + asln (1 - K) + a6an

+ (X7lnA

(2.8)
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S A5 (28) % S AN e v A Y EIF S/ LIS il
Om/oS K F EFIE 2 KB AR F e R H B R Y EFE 24 i
BshF FFR 2 kbR CARERTA CERERAELS CAE R NiIFE
PAAF 2 dq 15 C Sind FA CCIA Sind FARRAFT A 20 6~ (1-CIA)p 2
il AR A2 b gtk BIARE 0 R ARG AR D R e Bl -

DIA imE WAl g T A2 6] 5 INA R % U irg o 7R Sk
P

Ang et al. (1985)77 # & {1t 4 2 R ¥ In(S/m)™® ~ 8 § £ b2 Bk
IN(Gn/6S) % InBs 2 B afics & & B 5> T oy ~op~ 0z FEH 5 1 5 T GFE AT
£ B 2 %8 IN(AJE) 78 24 2 %8 In(1-C/A)2 B tadics & » B %0 T ay

o5 R 5 5 FREP TR ORI skt B2 R In(D/IA) ~ R o 7 AR R

InA £ B s éraﬁﬁéf’f* » T o~ oy FRH G B o

Angetal. (1985)r2 1973 % 1980 & L 77 3 H > & b4 4tz ~ BE BB (7w
et b Rafkh 2 @ 300 1 372 R B o HATE AR 2 MAE TR PP
Compustat 4+ B ; o 3+ B (hdic?TF 2 " R 3R AR B FALAY %5~ p CRSP FTALE -
FHRSERT ORI B2 2P L PRI MR LY EHEF D]
w b o FATHER E 2 E R E In(1-CIA)S B Gl B i B L 0 B A
Fenl o B 3R BN 4 2 R In(S/n) > GFE Y L R & 2 % ¥k In(0n/09)
Bl Pl f Bt EREPAEKE f ol A3t ERX BB AEED » B % o
PEERTOFE YRR R R PR R - R P Fergz v
Angetal. (1985)7 &£ ¥ L aF 2 b e o8 TR fFA 17 Hig % < k& B il

2 fpa ik .

Chung and Charoenwong (1991)#7 34 = & = £ 4 ¢ ¥ H W & % 2iph ' 2 B2 58

Chung and Charoenwong (1991)4 ! > #84 %= 3 - 4= Hamada (1972)# 3 P4 #4147

S5 I 2 il F SmARS 0 S A I AR E i 4 AR o Tt s T S/m B3
T B %o GBI Y AR 27 5 H kR R -
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P G AR R 2B Lev(1974)F7 7 PR KR te 2 M TR 0 T AR R
A RBTIMG FTAZIA MR PR RS RS E 230 H s T 4o Beaver
etal. (1970)%2 Rosenberg and McKibben (1973) % #= 7 = & F &2 B a2 dc2 = )l% ) 7R
AP FERW ) S L ARkA R FAHES S KPR LR FHE -

Chung and Charoenwong (1991)z% 5 " & eh k il & fad T3 F A2 k5h e &2

ARXEPE 2 )}Uﬁhﬁ#;\o* HIpf il s h ' p Al S L6 5 1

A

Chung and Charoenwong (1991) 2 B T #ic s %8> & WIRF T A2 & Lk
GUB ALY G R RH RFRGFAY AL YT L 1979 3 1088 & 0 41 F R
%38 B~ p Compustat FLE 3 R L3R FHB~p CRPS FTHLE o« & £ 5 ¢ 2 %
WG - B - AL ETHF A H D SRLEES BN A SRR B2
Whlo FHSFAFRAZIGFYH TP RBEELSEPEE I G A XL

§ ik 2 PR R G LR Sh RRE

Hong and Sarkar (2007) 4 contingent-claims model # 3 % & 2k ¥l ' - 1 g
> B E &R FERERAE 0 7 default option £ growth option - & 4@ 5 0 H
WRFHCR T B RS R DM S P FARE T FRT R PR
AR ~FAAFE A LPE  FRIEF RFZARGTIFE - B
W P ORB IR R EE A AT o MATHE R L R B FrEw BB LA R
FHEZArHE s 2R PBE R EL D f_ﬁ_v,frtu A ELFER EFE - Hongand
Sarkar (2007)2 S & P500 s> 2 5 R A& > B4k A s 4353 R @ 0 4 w0 1998
E5=2F (327 0@ )~1999 # 5 = % (346 %7 )~1996 & % = £ 3 1999

S2FELFTHRE xé-m‘?ﬁps/»\%fr B3 AT E 2 T A B p Compustat F L

' Miller and Modigliani (1961)45 1 » £ 2 @3+ F 2 P MFPF EN A F oS~ 5> o A&
FAERET RS A R4 LR R R e o
? Chung and Charoenwong (1991) ™ % %] 2 # ROE % i % #ic$t p % #c 3 ROE i (7 i fF 4 47 »
RSN S a3 SEE I LAY B
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B 5 % B ki B~p Compustat T4 E & CRPS FHLE -

Hong and Sarkar (2007)g #) B4 7345 4% ~ & @ F 425 S T 0 & 42 okl
R SFHAFE I EBEE PRI I P MG FAIETFE Ty B Ak

AR MG I RR RIS H P R BT RF RS P MRS K

AR E PR RARSE AL G FE P aEE I e M G 2P
Egﬁifi_&ﬂ‘\:(lq«%’jﬂ&l‘ﬁ?_f '? %gifié.é’ﬁ;gﬁ‘°ﬂ'??ﬁ%—%k}2fj
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PR FEFRA (FERG) Bl o nd
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SERE)SBMAG FIE 0 UEAFEFEAMERTE o T A HE2
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etal. (1970)zn 5 inds (422 B e & & ¥ «n4p B 1+ 5 Logue and Merville (1972) -
Ang et al. (1985)¢ Eldomiaty (2009)3g # - ﬂ#j& g B 025 @ Pettitand
Westerfield (1972)¢2 Jensen (1986) Yz & = dz &L 5 & w B % - Beaver etal. (1970)
chfp Bl A 4T AE R RS B 1947 3 1956 & gt B ialic s BEE L AN S
Fry PR 1957 3 1965 & o A H R IR ARRE o A A o Pettit and Westerfield
(1972)¢2 Rosenberg and McKibben (1973)s9 2 2 % k1 > & ﬁ NI BN
Logue and Merville (1972) 5= 3 & % &g om & & @ B ¥ B % @ Ang et al. (1985)
% Eldomiaty (2009)s79#7 1 5 % R T & H £ F f o M 0k o

XS BT Y O L AR R 2 K ALh e 5 v M 1% Beaver etal. (1970)
Logue and Merville (1972) ~ Rosenberg and McKibben (1973) ~ Bildersee (1975) -

Mandelker and Rhee (1984) ~ Ang et al. (1985) ~ Hong and Sarkar (2007) % #= 3 2. %

i 3}3 "L ",L
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Lev (1974) ~ Mandelker and Rhee (1984) ~ Ang et al. (1985) ~ Hong and Sarkar
(2007) & 7= 1 Fp & b2 B isch v B %o Lev (1974)~Mandelker and Rhee
(1984) ~ Hong and Sarkar (2007) 73 % % & #F %2 5 @ Ang et al. (1985) 7%=

TREDIMA R B G RRH P AR BT - R BB

Logue and Merville (1972) ~ Ang et al. (1985)z% 5 fEflac # 22 B tadics f » M
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LIEHp o K@ o v ;ﬂ«‘h;l "3%?']’;;”535%%1%

WA B AR R e M

SR PGRA LA e B REE G e MR R T2 - RRLG R I
PUAREH Y BREF RDAFREPLZ VI F - BRFRIBIRALAAIER
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Sullivan (1978)z% 5 #ficdic ~ 2. o @ » PSR 8 = 2 W ek g 4
o F]p Bk BLR % < - Logue and Merville (1972)~ Lev and Kunitzky (1974) ~
Angetal. (1985)% /7 7 2. P E 5351 F L bk T o P40 B hdich fv M

%5 fa Bowman (1979)R13% 5 & 4 & & fR2 B 7 o

Chung and Charoenwong (1991)%* Hong and Sarkar (2007)325g 8 = £ % ¢ &2 B
%“¥#c s v M % > Beaver etal. (1970) ~ Logue and Merville (1972) ~ Chung and

Charoenwong (1991)22 Hong and Sarkar (2007) %% 7 % %=L #Fpt 48k o

d ﬁgil?‘};k%g'i‘r”ﬁ—il s BRI A =S B bk B RS f e MR
(Logue & Merville, 1972; Angetal.,, 1985)  4p & ch> A7 3 €3 FME A ¥ L st
b & 2 B Hiﬁ—‘*‘ AlAp$ti cHaoetal. (2011)4p ) > = @ Ap & flae # (g3 F 30 )
BULRMEAEE B LR EEG F e B R AR HE S 2 A E

R EF b e AT H LU LB 2P NFR BB TAAKES

27



AE b 2 M
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AP o AR R 5 #4073 (Cournot Model ) » Z# P 2 7 4p $HIEF1 it 4
(APt e A £ 8 W UL ) DRt 4 £ & o) 4 2 STR 12 BB o
FREL AR - AR AL T HE A kAP R R SR
WAl e B G b B EREN (LASRFE) ©F 2 &P § Uy
B2k (FPEFEL Glic: RRE)Sfpe L3 22 (RFEL 0 6
de T B E) AR P FE G 43 &5 (interdependence) £ 4p 3 & 4R
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o

AR D Henh b EILL  ART LRI S RN AT 2 P A g

Flae 4 B LRV A E R s L2 AR M2 M R e

BABKDHEG A FRE S TP LANRDAER - UCGE T A 5D
Hieg®d A A j=10 2 2R A RFLERF2HE 83 224 -

TREA RRF I AR SERL A A (RidlR ) 5P %R
YAASARLF RSO BRARLT KIEE P=a—bXP5A SR X
Fa el o TP F EF A FRP o EmX =X Xy X frxg A B R AR P L

B 2R R o UL R 0 B R SPTIET 0 AEs (31) 4



a[b(x1 +x,) — C]-]X]- ,j=1,2
(3.1)

SEMRERPFAERS CoBRFAE 0 RS AR (31) MAa s R R

F R AR (32):
a—bx;—b(x; +x,) —C;=0,j=1,2
(3.2)
B AE Y (32) Frmis > wou 45t (33) 2EF R JIEE L gk A
£

1
X =%[a—3cj+(c1+c2)],j =1,2

(3.3)

#2250 (33) F 2425 (31) v ISR Ao 258 (34) T

, 1 2,
Ej=bxf =-[a—3G+ (G +C)] j=1.2

(34)

PV R ORE e SRR R PRIt E S R | i F AT

R PR ehp EF 3 4250 (35) £ 40T

Vifr]_[

2,
a—3C+(C,+C] i=12

(35)

FORAER SN LHEHRP R EORE RBER - AP A ¥ T
(unexpected shock) Aa > @ F R #¥ iP=a+Aa—bX - AEEFAE S -

25

=

RF
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V-’

Aa — =1,2
, 9brl[a+ a — 3( +(c1+c2)] )

d RTEH B 05 2 B AR T 023 A2 (36) A7

Vi = 2(%a)
R = = j=1,2

(3.6)

Big AR VREIS BRI o 5 A dEd 2R (33) MxHGHK
A 0 18 5]0%/0C; = —2/(3b) > FIb >0 &—2/(3b) <0  Er2 A+ 4R
EF oM G REAEJR A FARP (TLAEASAGRUDPF ) §EHRSF O
AR H 0 fhd 24zt (34) @ 110E;/0a = 2x;/3 > 0¥ 0(0E;/0a)/0C; =
—4/(9b) < 0> &7 - £ ¢ &% (commonshock) ¢ i€ & ¥ 7 #75 i & 4L
-2 8 REAIN S REIRF > FAIRRORAERS RS BER
Flen2 A2 a W RE 202 A+ 45 7€ <Cp - BE> 425 (36) #F4r>
$0a>0pF "R, >R; >0 §Aa<0pF "R, <R; <0 ¥ A FWHF RT3
B LR AR AR S e B o DA £ (DA E K sl L) £ R

BERRARM L 0 5 R A EHE (LA ER B L) § T R

FELEARFIG f h o B o B A X B S EHEFLf A AL AR
BB DA BREFPEEFEF DF BARR T N A S ARMPRF L

i
LRBRLAFERT A RPN FAE S AL A S ARG F T RCFE
Bl BT A 2 A ARE PRE 20 S BTN 4 R o s
RAFH A L O R BATR Bt o 4 S R BTN 4 R e
$HA LR B Lea Rl (0T R R ARG F e M e 5

Arif o VOE B - Ao T

HL: 2%-#F2 2 ¥¢ > @A A RG22 2740 > Efia 4 ﬁé_—‘ﬁ ' L
FPHTEAERRG LB BRB TP HEN S FREEME L
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HEAFTERBRFEACIF T Ad BEE KRR RA > AN R AL
3R PRl H TR R o F o XFI A DR i H 0 IR
# (favorable shock ) » B i 7 ¥ i 2 #-A4 J R BH A T S HH G AR o
dem it R - AFEBFR TG RF IRLEFEHPR S e Fh o 5 JIEFF €514
BHVEEAER e R o 4 R EIAN PR E s AN T A R L B AR
g I or ek (ATR) e 72 KPP AN PR E > kD 50
MG T R AR R AR PR I B AT e § X T - TARR e
BRI T AL G LA R CPUFIEOTR BRI R e an koo B S dom orid o R
Flac 4 BB IHRF ERRF DA RE LERF AR (DESFTBETE

FARR EE A A ) Z R T o B 4 B TR T AR i R R
Fleb o BE R 4 RO TR AR o A 4 RE R BRER IR )

A g 0 S ek R PR 5 1A -

B FEH AR B P HR LSRR M2 B A F e B o & T B
BB BRLFPHEHAEE R LaF RAERRK - B FY B ER- 2
FH e T A VPR LR PR gk R A E R &L S T F
(F U ) ppHEN A B LR R F el 7 5P -
PEdoF BRI AN aprdrak o ¥ AERE B LG T RE g 4 o
LD AR BT R PR s AF LT  E AL R &
WAL SR d AR A Tl Ac2 MERPIRE AR RRI P AT
B R GRAEG AR E N A AAER Y LI EAER LS Y

B)f;%g';ﬁjmiﬁ@\‘: ,H—_f_ < 7 'li‘hfﬁ—w LER 4 o FhoeriE > ¢ [ jgfgj‘gy;‘: 4T

]

H2: $ 2 ¥ & L 32 d fpHENR S #3142 REFPRR LR RR
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WERPRRLL P HELHF

A3 11 Haoetal. (2011) e A Sk AP HIE J a0 # 30K E AR
PEFELFREREFPRE LA 2P R EFPH A E R e L2 F
AR B RRFRAY AT U - ERFFCAFL TR

AEFERAER Y L2 AR AETIEP L 0 N4 G R PEER
B AL AETRPL Lo R G f A £ s L o B R R §F

Szt (3.7) fA

kt = a+ B,IR} + Ber{(,t—l + B3IR} rp{(,t—l + Z y; Control; + 8{<,t
(3.7)

@ Fs AR (37) ¢ MR AE TP KNS th 2 mE4ppy; RIS
FAEI NS P2 T on s P pl  REAXP KNS L AL
oHp gl o 2P K S L1 2 A EEFMF (ROE) A i o
BEEMGHEAFL 2P RRE LA W Bl R L 2P L5 1%

Fz PR LS 2. gt EEAE 0 PR BRGS0 R L2 B Bl 4 R

3 pF RS0 (37) F A 2 P ek R AR R $T A E T 308 UIRLEACR

o BBy + Bgrp{(,t_1 s WHH AL L o 2 ehA ¥ beta ¥k (industry beta) © 4

% %
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— it § - A LB RR T R VLR RS e 8§ 1)

an
U

i
10
O

Aot B RAREY > A JIHBE § 5lde | e R AR EY o g o A ¥

2l 32 v 7 40 ¢ Roll (1988) ¢2 Durnev, Morck, Yeung, and Zarowin (2003) » # ™ & ¥ T 323 £ 37
otk R & BC B A ¥ i) 4 (industry-wide news) & & ¥ 7k 5 2. % i* (change in industry condltlons)
ZAETINEIRPARSIDEE Fhoo kbR P2 REFRPARE LG
Fp o kb 2P pdi FIRL= Yo RL /(N — 1) - N5 4 3% 4 $£2 2 2 5 i o
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leverage) >tk L 4R Y2 55 £ 8§ R F faf@a 4 o £35F75 > 5 o Chen
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b e dp ik B e B BT IO LARRY X RS i) % dk o ¢t ?h > Chenand
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=~ FTHAREEREE

ARG TR 2R MR A TR Bep S BASRTER (Taiwan Economic
Journal ; TEJ) 2. Tp45% (%3 LA E T i FALE TE)2Z T3
B (R ) S RLAE  THREREFM TR TR Z TR (0)

ARG TR P GMkBop TE)Z T EdRp (p) Beta i, FALRE o

AT p TEIB@EH A 2 7352000 & 2011 & #14 72 5 #7% 2 F4L - 2000
EHPRZFLARFLFTHE P ARLIEERG &> 25 * 138 2001 & 2

ROE-2001 # 2. ROE % § & & s § #3050 ok ih ok 5 o (T
2000 # #p tE & &) 3-8 2001 £ ROE 2. P sh% = @ % — ~ 3-8 2002 & s
Jilag 4 B Ap, o % £ B2 EAA 4 222001 &2 E A5 4 4R o~ 2001
#£2 ROE %t B & RARHE A5 4 2 v o Jie# > 2001 & & 2 2 2 ap g
4595 2002 & & o P A - dp 2 dp g fla 4 o R R 2002 £ * ki
B g AR SHE 10 4 2 Bl e o gt b o GFE 2002 E &R E R

CapInvy A P~17 2001 # 8 % % A £ X & & e 8 2002 # 2 BB & h% #Ar,
JBP~18 2001 & 2 473 % 5 @8 2002 & % g iE s #idlagSize 0 Jp B~ 2001 &
oo P ok g vt s PR 2002 £ & L% e 0% diclagBM > Jf B~
72001 & £ 2P WARAIEFER EERKEED & (I A § foind
hoehindic); 7R 2002 £ & R % #cdagDE > P17 2001 £ 8 kK B f F kR

BEELAELD E o

dom Arif 0 L TR R ELEE 2002 £ 0L FHcanE 0 Rt 2000 2 2001 & 2

%

T (blde: P RLAEEER E) QLT Eoh; FRZFTZETHE P

o
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Panel A : # * &5

BABEERR A E/ERA RS

2002 1 2011 & -z e pmE LD 2K A

B RRFFE

RLHBETIFE

B R R L T R
RRREE

7024
80
331

1031

PanelB: k& 2 @

AELH BRE
ki3 % 70
851 % 198
FHaE 210
f:%z Bl 437
TR 327
TELE 129
1% 225
2 HFRk 119
#IEE 40
G 70
sl ¥ 270
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iR AT A

1.25%

3.55%

3.76%

7.83%

5.86%

2.31%

4.03%

2.13%

0.72%

1.25%

4.84%



a1 ¥ 94 1.68%

A aw 47 0.84%
LR 479 8.58%
TR 493 8.84%
S 436 7.81%
AT S 23 299 5.36%
T3 R et 631 11.31%
TS 186 3.33%
TR 108 1.93%
EH Y 366 6.56%
SE ¥ 171 3.06%
LT ¥ 78 1.40%
FrTE 2 —
" 5582 100%

PanelC : # x & B & f# /%

ER REE bR AYE A F A
2002 451 8.08%
2003 503 9.01%
2004 532 9.53%
2005 550 9.85%
2006 566 10.14%
2007 560 10.03%
2008 581 10.41%
2009 596 10.68%
2010 617 11.05%
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- Foakfd st

5 iRy @ (extreme value ) B2 5818 ,33?1335;??&\ ¥ ARG LR P AT
F o Rl 1% 1%?&%{5&.@91_ (winsorized ) o > %84k A 2. T 3598~ ¢ =
B BEL BB - A R AEEE RS ERRN A 3o KA 30
Baes PR B F 2L Tiogch 20.8% 0 ¢ mBich 34%; B BRI T
i 21.9% ¢ =¥ i 14.2%; A £ T iodRp2. T iodc s 22.1% ¢ @k i 11.5% -
Ptz Rl TiodgE? CHRFLG - TARRZAR BT RAY 5 AN O
o AfRBEL 3G > DR EFPF2ZEREL L TLT%; P IR REL L
49.7% ; A ¥ TIodRANz HRM X 5 57.9% 0 AT YT hA STARR (%R o B
Rend = BHRPMREY D7 UBERP L EEL RN BT O P RL D

mﬁﬁ%%éiiﬁ$MKﬁ%$Mo

4l %8c> 5 o lagMbeta 2. T 358 5 0.895> ¢ =i 0.922- 4% £ 5 0.270 ;
lagSize z. T 58 7 22.309 5 ¢ i»#c i 22167 % 1 5 1.432 ; lagBM 2. T 358
50965 ¢ i»#ci 0799 % X 5 0.639; lagDE 2. T 32#c s 0.160 > ¥ i=#kc s
0.048 &% % % 0.278;Earn 2. T 35%c 5 0.085 7 = #Hc i 0.077 £ % % % 0.156 ;
Ap 2. T 328 5 -0.007 ¥ =8 5 -0.003 1% # % % 0.133; Caplnv 2. T 328 5 0.076 >
¢ oifcs 0048 E X 5 0.200; Ar 2. L3585 -0.003 > ¢ =#c i 00 B X X
0.004 - E ¥/ & & > lagDE 2 & | B2 % - & =855 0 &or k> ¢ lagDE

202ZBBEd ;2 Tiofy? ki e T2 AR B THRAT 7 G Y

=Y
=3

TEG -
~ g o H=x > Earn~ Ap 2 Caplnv 2. £ # % 358k~ > &5 o F

s % Ik
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23 2HPEI2LHpPEHnE

N=5582
% ¥ Tiofk ¢k HEI K| E F-4 HZ A KL E
> #c > #c
R 0.208 0.034 0.717 -0.720 -0.258 0.446 3.312
MR 0.219 0.142 0.497 -0.438 0.004 0.354 1.442
IR 0.221 0.115 0.579 -0.597 -0.197 0.424 2.121
rp 0.512 0.500 0.281 0.028 0.273 0.750 1.000
lagMbeta  0.895 0.922 0.270 0.229 0.707 1.096 1.439
lagSize 22.309  22.167 1.432 19.391 21.304 23.138  26.458
lagBM 0.965 0.799 0.639 0.161 0.523 1.229 3.598
lagDE 0.160 0.048 0.278 0.000 0.000 0.207 1.738
Earn 0.085 0.077 0.156 -0.482 0.015 0.152 0.615
Ap -0.007 -0.003 0.133 -0.464  -0.063 0.047 0.462
Caplnv 0.076 0.048 0.200 -0.424  -0.018 0.138 0.959
Ar -0.003 0.000 0.004 -0.018 -0.005 0.000 0.005
%P
R = PR ESER
MR = B HTISER e Rdp B LY G ST RE L BT 5%k .
IR = AFTHOHPoAFTORLFMARFIPRAF SO kAR 2P 0E
R P EAE LT KL TR PHA T L
rp = BHARHER S 2P K 12 ROE A F 17 22 Lk FHEAR
PR FHFE AT E NS KA TR L LA TR LL 20
PIQVEEHE o Erp A 0 R L2 B Al 4 RF 2 2P rp Bk o
lagMbeta = & Fh ‘G R gtk P fhdlc e w = E 2 L P RS E CAPM Rt a (7 e
lagSize = PR R RRLAEE D BT -
lagBM = WPEED P o UmPHARLEIRR BRI AEE D B E L
lagDE = WM R W ALY L FiRs B OLAEE D B T2
Earn = REF o ERBE YR H LR D ARERER R EL
Ap = JEfli 4 %6 o A ROE R+ ROE 5 F2 -
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Caplnv = BEFTARF - WRAIRERSG B2 REF PR LR LIRS B8 Fz
Ar FRF R o LADITRF PR PITRF T2 o

S NS

AR RE R M7 A 4 B A AT IR 2 PR L SRR
e F F (Ean) ~ Eqliw 4 ®% (Ap) ~#F F A% F (Caplnv)
EATIF R (Ar) BHLEEFRM > E D 2w A B L0 1 1~ f o a2
Chen and Zhang (2007) &%= 5 ‘& % — Tk o pt?b > A H w30 rd |8 5 > KL 3R
gz e vt (lagBM) & &g % it 4p B > ¥2 Chan, Hamao, and Lakonishok (1991)
% Famaand French (1992)z2_ 77 7 %% - &R ; S L3RV o 7 44 (lagSize) & &

¥ p AP B > 22 Famaand French (1992)z 77 3 % % — 3k 5 3L L 3R ¥ 2 p4 7347 45

(lagDE) % B % i 4p B > 22 Bhandari (1988)2. 7 7 %% - & o

Al AT o ¥ G - BB EILE 2 e Lodp gkl 4 (rp)
PP RKCEBE D A B R 02 A R AT A A0 - B B

At

2209 BB F R EED B2 MR R R e 2 BT
fet B F S (Ban) SR F L APM > A A FREFEEF VD B KL

Ko ApETEAR S Rl R (Ap) ZEF AN > KA DI RE SR
@ kRl Y F 2 e 8 R HETIR Y S RE T ART

(Caplnv) % AE¥ T 4ahl > %4 FEAla 4 44 RRF PREFTART -

port s BiEER AV FRD FHEP (MR) 23 £ 2548 (IR) 28 AL 4P
B o AR B fa it 0.862 © H R TV A At 0 B BIRpY F B MRS BORY
EARFEHTAERBR 2L ERE G - IRADRE 7 A ERB2Z R F B
AETIORM, & SHME AL TORMFZApBPETIED e SEL S A
HAME 2 B AL VA B B EOUE TS (VIF)E 75 M2 kP -
ZVIF <310 (2 I/VIF<01) p R&F TR 3R -d £ 570> &k
¥

B AR B 0 & RHez VIF 12 100 S A 0P s R
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MR
IR
rp
lagMbeta
lagSize
lagBM
lagDE
Earn
Ap
Caplnv

Ar

0.660***

0.736***

-0.005

-0.057***

-0.204%%

0.423***

0.158***

0.374%**

0.381***

0.284***

-0.089***

MR

0.862***

-0.002

-0.025*

-0.156***

0.345%**

0.114***

0.115%**

0.166***

0.114%***

0,124

0.003

-0.071***

-0.191%**

0.419***

0.161***

0.154***

0.197***

0.106***

-0.123***

rp

-0.075***

0.342***

-0.383***

-0.241%**

0.387***

-0.288***

0.227%**

0.021

24 L REFAAM K

lagMbeta

0.417***
-0.117%**
-0.021
-0.060***
-0.052***
0.037***

0.049***

lagSize

-0.473***
-0.112%**
0.098***
-0.123***

0.081***

0.085***

lagBM

0.380***
-0.214***
0.120***
-0.252%**

-0.180***

Pearson #p B i ficie 3 %o <%, % awl kT 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%4 F K o RP XK F LA 3.
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lagDE

-0.165***
0.086***
-0.065***

-0.058***

Earn

0.435***

0.534***

0.033**

Ap

0.419***

0.010

Caplnv

0.074***

Ar



%5 s AXAPEHEBR

Variable VIF 1/VIF VIF 1VIF
IR 4.41 0.226608 8.15 0.122659
Earn*rp 4.26 0.234881 6.86 0.145732
Earn 1.15 0.868673 5.79 0.172593
CaplInv*rp 5.18 0.193202
Caplnv 5 0.199899
IR*rp 4.77 0.209487
Ap 3.98 0.251294
MR 3.95 0.252977
Ap*p 3.54 0.28218

rp 2.76 0.3626
lagBM 2.1 0.475873
lagSize 1.76 0.568195
lagMbeta 1.36 0.737395
lagDE 1.24 0.806284
Ar 1.05 0.956815

Mean VIF 3.27 3.83
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£ EEFSEEAA

RO AHERA S M IR WS F R B LGRS AR
A s Pl B wFS S ok F o A & $icA £ TP (IR) 2 ks 1.035
B edpk 0 2 1% B EoRE S AL TR a Rl 2 kA
(IR*rp) ehithdic s -0.244 » BH3FH > v dple » 7 iE 1%2 B % KB o d pL7 30>

F AR ETN N 4 SRR P B B TR T - BARHETIR
Bg o (rp=1) HRELAFRE A ¥ T planacg 125 0.791 (7 1.035
—0.244%1) 5 F 2 ARl 4 2 LR 2 2P (rp 42T 0) 0 H L BRI
AET 42 SrR HART 10350 pt Bk A7 ALk s L (AL TodEmp)
BN PORR AR R E iR 4 > ROR R ARV A R s L a4 7]

AEEANG S DA D F ot LR o AN S Ry BB AE F R s L
A

R geoe r Rl REE 2w iF gk kg0 AE TP (IR) 2 s
0.675> &3 = wipk » & id 1% ¥ k8 1 & ¥ Tiafepiddp stk flic 4 =

233 (IR*rp) ehth#c:-0238 » 25 = v dple » i 1%z kg ¥ K& o @17

B

AR A A ETIDFMAAAHE N 4 2 2 kE (IR*p) hikfic > At » B

V'

FIREH BT RS AL WA MHETN S SRR PR L B 2
WR AR TEF 2B R o SR RET o e MR AR 4 &

BESRPUATR A E 2 F e M B A B 2T o

Bibpemdlgen 5 0 d 67 w0 3 HFP (MR) -~ (lagMbeta) ~ %

# ot (lagBM) ~ 4z F % (Ean) % % F 23 F (Capinv) ¥ % E4Rpv 2

-

BEMRES o Az ¥ o JrE FEApHESIN 4 2 2 §E (Earn*rp) i 1%2 &

:’gj\§ > %?7'1‘ ﬂié$%}'%%§?ﬁ’”i%%‘3 ’ %"@“ﬂ 4 7 % }‘f'm 4 LR o



26 2HEr2FELE

EE et IR S do o P %
Constant -0.012 -0.285**
(-1.09) (-2.49)
IR 1.035*** 0.675***
(26.22) (15.66)
rp 0.037* 0.023
(1.89) (0.66)
IR*rp -0.244*** -0.238***
(-3.76) (-4.31)
MR 0.185***
(5.70)
lagMbeta 0.088***
(3.53)
lagSize -0.007
(-1.30)
lagBM 0.277***
(16.78)
lagDE 0.041
(1.33)
Earn 0.927***
(7.58)
Earn*rp 0.543***
(2.59)
Ap 0.100
(0.87)
Ap*rp 0.757***
(4.65)
Capinv 0.449%**
(4.61)
CaplInv*rp -0.085
(-0.61)
Ar 1.533
(1.16)
N 5582 5582
adj. R? 0.544 0.690
FEHLN SUE 5 R, R x4 nl L 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%E7 F R o RETEGF LA it kil
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WL e G 52 B %R (heteroscedasticity ) £2 & 7[4p B8 (serial correlation) fai2 it

RORREETR Y AAF R LA B A FR A LG LR R
FRREELT] P FRRALPE ) ML H R A REE L SEP (IR)
2B A RTFAS FEEFRIRNAT o8 A7F s FAE TP L 2 (IR>
0) A% T34 (IR) 2 ¥ 0.629 i > g it > ¥ E1%2 B ¥k
FAET ML b (IR<0) » A% T8 (IR) 2 #0601 # 25
3w 2 F 1% FRE - 2P LELHRPM (R) BAE T (IR) £ 1
B 2T AHAFTIBRPLIEIAL L T8 7 > ZAEN DO D IR
e g £ TS v - RO BLES R - 2 —E- AEHF (A%

Rl L) R BB LRI RS b B

B $AETIHEME L (IR>0) » A XTI EpHE N 4 2
2 %% (IR*rp) ik #icc-0272 H3pHh > winfd > 2 F1%2Z B F K& L § A
Y Todpp i fpF (IR<0) » A2 £ T3odppuer sp$E i 4 2 2% (IR*rp)
hHc5-0004 B3 wip it R AEHEERE c BEALLNE BHAE
Tiadpp (IR) A1 5 f > A ¥ TI0dFpe Bl 4 2 2 %5 (IR*rp)
FGEE B AT S s Ra o AR GEEN A E T L 1 (IR>
0) EHFKE - %27 FALAS LALLM pHETN 4 $LL
AR LB EF REFOREA S F 2 FAERRY LI LR AHER
PR RPAE LR 2 RS RIRABE S AR EIE R 4 R
RAEFPRELE  AEFELRE Y AF R s LS D AR LR T

Sldez M LARPATR LA RGP AR -

AEAREAREEAG S A R TISRP L DA R T ISRP L P H L

Wéﬁ)&ﬁ:ﬁ(é%ibﬁw.é)&wé%ﬂé# Yo 1 n A

2238 (IR*p) il 35§ HFPLE - 3 F L HFLE > 7l
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T AREE I 4 A F TIFEPM L T B A L T I0ERN L § R N IR L AR VAT
BHZPLREIR > EF A2 BES od 270 & GlcY 5 f 8 ©
AETIORP LD FRE L GRPBHERS - T FA RN S - Fa b

AROR R AppEESIN 4 A

J@B ETF p_\gty ,ag{,_ “F' #—li’liﬁﬁ”} i o

R LR L PR PR

R TE - W FS R LGP RS ST

—mﬂﬂ

FU G HE H ] R
P ARHEA Y A A E TP LR HOTR L SFPRR 2 BB o
Ra o A FRHFEM > 2577 2seemingly unrelated estimation (SUE) & & p] %
- WEF o eFRRL kA (IRYp) chitde LFHFAE - RIER*
BT o s RBcdp &2 & & B3K T o chi-squarestit i 5 3.52 > piE 5 0.06 5 :£10%

Z Bk, MR G ANERIES S BB 2 m B B o e S
10%:ents s R ET H A GEAEF 2 P E o S oariE > M 3 KRR A F G

=z 2 PR OAFE TR G L AREHE R 4 TR SR AR 2 R

LB o
27 AEFARAFTIOFME L RLALRERS
IR>0 IR<0
Constant 0.196 -0.781%**
(1.25) (-7.77)
IR 0.629*** 0.601***
(16.32) (8.34)
rp 0.088 0.056
(1.61) (1.35)
IR*rp -0.272*** -0.004
(-5.03) (-0.03)
MR 0.264*** 0.084***
(9.36) (2.88)
lagMbeta 0.243*** -0.201***
(7.00) (-8.90)
lagSize -0.038*** 0.030***
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(-5.09) (6.66)
lagBM 0.286*** 0.195***
(17.94) (12.15)
lagDE 0.061** 0.026
(2.12) (0.99)
Earn 0.867*** 0.990***
(7.92) (9.46)
Earn*rp 0.764*** -0.332*
(3.74) (-1.92)
Ap 0.102 0.228***
(0.90) (2.72)
Ap*rp 1.022%** 0.514***
(5.06) (4.07)
Caplnv 0.578*** 0.168***
(6.66) (2.81)
CapInv*rp -0.044 0.015
(-0.29) (0.15)
Ar 4.013** -1.050
(2.11) (-0.83)
N 3376 2206
adj. R? 0.614 0.498

FEP SUE S

oy ks w] 47 19 ~ 5% ~ 10%BF F ok OF o SR ARG L A3

N
fo 3 Mhic2

ERLe SR LR B E (heteroscedasticity ) £ A 7]4p B (serial correlation) #iis i
¥ =& fEipiE (robustness check)

Lk R A R 2 R (robustness) - A&7 12 H i R g AR
EApstEfln d A FE R Lo AR RRFR S DT Lph &
m A2 e

- = &1 49%%&% éik ;3&1

AL RSP EE AT F AREN A 2 KR HATA G Aok
% (cost efficiency) % # it % (marketshare) & 84 » & 4% i&ﬁﬁf—% #35;¢ (3.8)

AT o
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ke = o+ B,IR} + BZRCli(,t—l + B3IR} * Rcli(,t—l + B4RM1i<,t—1 + B5IR} * RM}i(,t—l

+ Z y; Control; + si(,t

(3.8)

RCE A 2PN Ft-18 4 Fiv 2 = A2eF g 2 o P kEt-18 2 %
LR R R RS S E AL R AR R R & LA
BRI E A T CRMA &2 2K Rt-18 A A2 Fiv 2 45 xR L Pk
R M PR YA RRE P IERLE LB RARIZ R L g Y

gzé_‘#‘—’»‘ vuwi -TTFﬁ I" ° ’:’\‘ﬂ‘ 9: ﬁ’v}Li ’ik"‘? ﬁ"%? ,‘}‘;‘j#k

4
— v

1=

i

Lz PR L52......) gt EE 0 FrRCERMeniE #-4 200312 F > & A F i

A bEFmE2z 0P HRCARMeEf + o

285w F > Azt (38) 2 fFiek o 487 2 T g Aok
LB R A E ful,rd PRt 2 IR A B A AHS TRE
R R S £ & SUE R LR RSt R SR X &

Yo 84757 e r?fJLEl’J ’]’&q“’t’ r?fJL]gJ *&gg li‘)§;’ﬁlﬂ|R7 Iﬁlgtév\ z
0.738220.740 > 225pp > wAp 4 » ¥ 1% g F LB > B LT =2 5 - 2T
—F - AFEF(EAFR B LORRAT) MFLRERMY RS e Fh o S

Al Y A E TP e p S A2 F 2 A R IE(IR*RC )Nk 5 -0.192>
A FIOF LS 52 LA (IRRM) enitdies 0154 > 3 &34 =

Apf o 2 1% B EORE & TR Y 0 AF T E AL Ao 2
2 % F (IR*RC e tadic 5 -0.194> & ¥ T 3adp v 2 dp 445 1k 5 2. 2 38 (IR*RM)
s s -0.155 0 ¥ S TEH S e Ap S0 2 2192 B E KM o d BT dr o HE i
KR AR EFAEFE D EFAFAAEF U O FREFCAFILE

AT R EER P E B LT PR S R LR G F e i

o
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28 MEJ NS BE S itz bFAAAL R

Fw FiLts
Constant -0.504*** -0.495***
(-3.25) (-3.19)
IR 0.738*** 0.740***
(13.42) (13.42)
RC -0.007 -0.004
(-0.23) (-0.14)
IR*RC -0.192*** -0.194***
(-3.64) (-3.68)
RM -0.021 -0.020
(-0.63) (-0.57)
IR*RM -0.154*** -0.155***
(-2.80) (-2.81)
MR 0.185*** 0.184***
(5.65) (5.62)
lagMbeta 0.086*** 0.085***
(3.53) (3.52)
lagSize 0.004 0.003
(0.47) (0.42)
lagBM 0.282*** 0.282***
(16.51) (16.42)
lagDE 0.051* 0.052*
(1.66) (1.69)
Earn 0.871*** 0.880***
(5.19) (5.31)
Earn*RC 0.421* 0.394*
(1.92) (1.81)
Earn*RM 0.289 0.293
(1.29) (1.31)
Ap 0.023 0.037
(0.14) (0.22)
Ap*RC 0.785*** 0.740***
(4.54) (4.24)
Ap*RM 0.147 0.161
(0.68) (0.75)
Caplnv 0.607*** 0.593***
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(4.76) (4.69)

Caplnv*RC -0.016 0.026
(-0.11) (0.19)
CapInv*RM -0.398** -0.411**
(-2.50) (-2.57)
Ar 1.681 1.685
(1.28) (1.28)
N 5582 5582
adj. R? 0.691 0.691

#é%ﬂkul])‘ [;tf_éi ;okkk Kk, kN Vv'l%‘/‘_l"l% ~ 50 ~ 10%%@‘.‘?’1\@‘_ o uﬁgﬂ: 3]].%&(7]‘ , ﬁéﬁ%ﬁil 3—‘\%
FRAZ Btk B L e A L2 B TR E (heteroscedasticity ) £ A 7 4p B (serial

correlation) #ai3 i+

RC = EHARE A AR F R L o 2 PRECLE 2 Y NP S E % Mg E RS
ZHGENAEIY 2R L o P EAEZ 2P BRI E A E o 2 Ao
Bz 0Ppasl x4 DR LL2. Mgt R 0 @ RCeE #4300
PII2Z B A A itz 29 0 BRCERL o

RM = AR EFE LT KB LM R EEE A LR

1y

© o ET e R AR EN

B A 41 F F (operating profit margin ) B~ 3 & 4 45 ¢ #74 * 2 ROE »
W BTN A 2 Rt A& 2459 MROEZ % M > ki i BTN 4 F
2 B ORI R Y EIE F 2B Mo R RS APHE D 4 B L SR

L rOPP~ % ik b = 4% 3¢ (3.7) % 2rpe Flgt > mpdpHE A 4 2 TR BB F L ¢

Fad w2 FE L R d F ‘#%*’é"‘,!f«”vﬂﬂéié_#w\“i‘aﬁ\ﬁi
SEDF F R 2P P L El M PR L L2 R EEAE S & S (0

¥
i #0512 B B Ali 4 d 2 2 P rOPhiE it o

=0 0 F AR S (ROA) i Al 4 2§78 4p k- & L ROAP~ it
oA (37) Y 2. B pEfln Y 2 REDEL T F 27 9P 2LROA
WHARAEY LB LA E 2 27 LR ROAR ML 2P R G
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1~=tmz @ L 52 gt R o e BrROAHE &4 200312 & - &4

4 BB 2 0 PIROASEH A o

MEFNNESF R FAFPIRG RN FEAFRLTES SR AQF

R iad

S AFTIoppYIRZ ek W] 5 0.67850.679 B S wip i 0 ¥
F1%2 HERE - BLE=2RE - S22 TE- FEFF (AL L)
BT RPN EERPY RS ®H o 3 IR*rop h#kc 5 -0.243 5 &2 AE Y

AP P E1%2 B F-RE S IR*TROAZ ¥ s -0.240 > &23pptp 2 > 7~ 1%2

Bkl od v v, @ MROES F £415 5 fROAR G tpHIEA i 4 2 78
Apth o B R AT B LW AP EE A A ORISR LG F e
ZOm*Hu #ﬁ%ﬁ?iiﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬁ 4

VEENEFEFEEN R MFTAEPIFEFERRIIN
3 3
Constant -0.277** -0.271**
(-2.48) (-2.40)
IR 0.678*** 0.679***
(16.58) (15.86)
rOP -0.006
(-0.25)
IR*rOP -0.243***
(-4.61)
rROA 0.026
(0.85)
IR*rROA -0.240%**
(-4.63)
MR 0.187*** 0.186***
(5.74) (5.72)
lagMbeta 0.081*** 0.089***
(3.28) (3.57)
lagSize -0.007 -0.008
(-1.28) (-1.46)
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lagBM 0.275%** 0.275%**
(16.90) (16.74)
lagDE 0.044 0.044
(1.43) (1.42)
Earn 0.945%** 0.917***
(7.71) (7.48)
Earn*rOP 0.537***
(2.72)
Earn*rROA 0.554***
(2.72)
Ap 0.091 0.103
(0.79) (0.89)
Ap*rOP 0.738%**
(4.73)
Ap*rROA 0.755%**
(4.70)
Caplnv 0.452%** 0.449%**
(4.61) (4.59)
Caplnv*rOP -0.079
(-0.56)
Caplnv*rROA -0.089
(-0.63)
Ar 1.515 1.604
(1.16) (1.21)
N 5582 5576
adj. R? 0.691 0.690

FEHN SUE ;oo e, o w47 10 2 5% ~ 10%8 ¥ Ok o p T R g A ARl A
FRA3e B3l B SN L2 B %S (heteroscedasticity) £2 & #4p B (serial

correlation) #iig i+

rOP =

rROA =

MR FNESFE LR c IR D P2 “*1 Faond
RAEY LP LR WAL 2P R RGN §EE %
Mz PP L LM 2 d @5 2. Ppt R > F BB rOP g A
WO 12 Efla 4 B2 27 rOP Bt o
MFARMIEREZDIHAPHIEAIN S o B R 2P B P 2 ROA X H A
¥ ook uE AL 2P R FHEIE T2 ROA Btz 2P
Ll A Mz PR LG 2. Izt i;fa"si ) H B rROA enE #4303 1 2
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. HrHERFRIAFERS) L 2K

AT T USRS B A E TN L AR N B T 104 £ IX L AR
MLAER B L2 A SE e FHEE SR L1097 0 g T0F F R L dpp
(VWIR) 2z ##c 50488 &#3gh > wp it > » 1% BE k% B L% =3
BoE2TGY TR - AFEF (AFER L) BRI RPLREFMD R
o o Bt e T I0A SRR AR EAREHE IR 4 2 2Rk (VWIR*p)
%H#c5-0209 B2IEH S AR 0 P 1% BEEOKE S B ABE- 2 TR — AP ¥

TR TR I R R P r o S LA T

210 g 2 6 #E;’F,"r‘-fri% AFR L2 NERE

Constant -0.409***
(-3.49)
VWIR 0.488***
(11.25)
rp 0.051
(1.39)
VWIR*rp -0.209***
(-3.36)
MR 0.406***
(15.02)
lagMbeta 0.099***
(3.85)
lagSize -0.006
(-1.14)
lagBM 0.314***
(18.46)
lagDE 0.061*
(1.87)
Earn 0.915***
(7.29)
Earn*rp 0.666***
(3.07)
Ap 0.128
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(1.08)

Ap*rp 0.724***
(4.30)
Caplnv 0.469***
(4.76)
Caplnv*rp -0.129
(-0.91)
Ar -0.130
(-0.10)
N 5582
adj. R? 0.668

FELPN StE S R, R x Swld 71% - 5% ~ 10%588 F ok # o CEEES SO Hep Rl 25

A3 Bkl ML o AR L2 B R A (heteroscedasticity) £ 7 7 4p B (serial

correlation) #ig i

VWIR = TR EMLIRM e RN LR A Ere D H W NP2 LR A
Bl ET B4 0 LR B 4;%#;5Jﬂ;}gét,7an/f. A s

2P KL R -

qa
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¥Ig Ay Wlags
F-8 FLyH

A7 11 Haoetal (2011)2 77 % 5 A& 1% S8 3 22 3P H% o %

o P gL 2 AR LT R FHNRFMHT AT S LA

\

EFZFF5- &¢ 0 A3 ikfh Haoetal (2011)2 e 0 4% 40 5 IF B o BRaR-
RN R - RFTAEY R R 2P B A H K
RAFPHt AR s LR RGBT A E R LD P
dARSFE M 4 Ar5lAc 2 MBS R L B R AP A TAEE N 4 AA ¥
Ry LAt @A ER e L4 SR BRPAE R P HELEE

4 o

FRSE ARE B BRI o R i s AT RN R
177 12 ROE s Ap 3tk i 4 2 GrB 4p kvt o ¥ nfRRERIGEY o 1Y ¥ ¥
fl& & & ROA FipthfrE Ap¥Ela 4 - m#m#F* ROE~ % 115 F & ROA
RAEFIN S 2R FREF P S - FRAEY > BN
PR AR Bl A L BORR AR A R ) L i 1

B oWARHEN 4 BN R AR E R G R e e

B R AP RIS L AERBY LI EAERBY LA
B+ 44 > A ulig {7 fF 4 47 > & r2seemingly unrelated estimation (SUE) 1 il

IS A 4 KR R AR 12 B AR

-

l’f’"— é‘lklﬂ ;\_;F"T—bt’g é]k/ﬂ [N
PR AT RFEZAR  CPIFSRET OAHESIN Y LA FETBHHEML L

P %J"}’?Eigﬁiﬁﬁmﬁi}é 142 fx:'-gﬁ ERL FE e N ST/

NPRERPH A R R LR T AL - BN AR R —
AF ARG - FEFELS RAESTAFEN A LT B ELL R
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AXkay L2 R vRAP EMAREELY TERZ 2P TR

(firm-specific information ) » &% & R4 2 ¥ & B Loandeg 12 ¢ frd i
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fRiem ¥ ZE L FHF FTRORE)LHNFIAET I LA BRI ART

A e

Y-8 Firilgez
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SN AFIENEAP I 2P LI HR SCEFL AT R ERB
mad > NREATFALHFLFES S o

= ~ 4p#t Haoetal. (2011) 12 1973 5 2004 # 2 3 P 252 5 2. F2 5 # F 1
L& (20023 2011 & ) B FFL AT HRELHFLE > UHRELT €4

ERULER EE LA

AR A LT AL Ak ) L2 NIl A ¥ TR E iy
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AENT AR EF G RNEYRE S FEFTAELHFY > 2 | FaEas
PRBEA UL AELNLAH T2 AL T M, T3 R URATE
et B R Pw TR B o ApRT Haoetal. (2011) 12 * & s m e £
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APERI e BEAL AT R AL mdd o iRE o
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