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Abstract

This paper examines the association between corporate environmental performance
(EP) and the properties of analysts' multi-year earnings forecasts. It tests the difference
between long- and short-term forecasts to explore analysts' perceived economic
implications of EP, as well as the bias and accuracy of multi-year forecasts to determine
if EP provides informative insights for future earnings as well as helps improve the
informativeness of analyst forecasts. Environmental expenditures may require
substantial capital and time to realize the benefits and/or add to the current-year
expenses of the companies, posing challenges for the market to understand their value
implication. Research results show significant association between EP with multi-year
forecasts, particularly for corporates with outstanding projected EPS. Companies with
stronger EP receive higher earnings growth evaluations. The analysts, nevertheless, still
appear to underestimate their future earnings. The findings suggest that multi-year
forecasts may overestimate the costs of environmental protection and/or underestimate
its benefits of excellent forecasts. Moreover, firms with strong EP are accompanied by
lower analyst forecast errors.

Furthermore, even the measure of whether a firm is with missing environmental
scores still provide supplementary insights into multi-year forecasts. Namely, including
the explanatory variable regarding the availability of environmental scores helps
enhance the predictability of multi-year forecasts. Specific components of
environmental scores, including emissions, resource use and environmental innovation,

have marginal explanatory power for long-term forecasts. The study supports the
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incorporation of the non-financial variables of environmental performance, for firm

value evaluations.

Keywords : analyst multi-year earnings forecasts, earnings forecast bias, environment

performance, earnings forecast accuracy, observations with missing ESG score

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



p =
BPE e By Qe o e 1L S ii
FEE e e (G T iii
ADSTTACT. ...t bbbt e e 1\
L SRS Vi
OSSR vii
¥ - B B tvvereerees et e et e ettt Ee Rt E e e Rt et et Ee e be e Ee R e e Re e R e e r e et et et reareereanen 1

f- O BB EDERE SE D DR E L F P

28 AR RBEFEITTIER s
S8 BRBEELTFFIRRHAE FATER BRSO G
g BK 3 ottt

)‘FVF
Ji
y

N B BFHEA] e
o R T
- g R
- & B B o
EE L N e B
§om B A A TREE A B2 IBIIE e,
E T B A B2 A0 T8 B B e e
5z & i# * Cook's Distance #1 “$ FEZH (B e
Fw & B O L B B2 oo s
£ o B et ettt e et et e et et et areete e
PR }gk ........................................................................................................................

Vi

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020

.6

.8

31
32



Ze LHR B E B 0 e 12
Fe 2F7 TR I TUER oo s 14

e R L T 18
N S B o35 AT 20
T I - < SR 23
2O0HBFEES - FARE A BZ PR 27
FTHBFHEEE - TRB A BDTE B3R e 30
2 8H B F LT — COOK S DISTANCE ..ot iviieeeetteteee et eeeeeet et se et e e s e ere e se e seensre e 32
T I N O 33
vii

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



*E Y g dE R £ ¥ k8 5 »(Environmental Performance; EP) ¥4 47 fF £
#p & 43 p1(Earnings Forecasts) s, B o AF7 7 4 B p R BB Frc ZARH
o e TR R FARTERIZIE S A TEF S E D PARBL > LR S TEF S E S
PHTERL > AT S ED PATERI T AHTEFZ E D PR 0 LA TEF
doie 2R A B SRR a‘%ﬁqhﬂ RRET O R A BT R R
e ARIERIT A -

EFEHEBRRFEERR T 2T AR WRY 4 HE & £ K ((Porter & Van
der Linde, 1995) ~ (Kitzmueller & Shimshack, 2012)) » & # enZh 5 L > BB F
TR A e T ¥ 1535 »x(Lopez-Gamero et al., 2009) - & & ¥ $ T B % ik
FEGOTHF A s wt Al ) R e TR 2 TR LR T AR

o R o Tk s B R A HOR IR R E Y 2 o

W
S
2

‘g“\%
FEEAEFT A RHEFH B ESTY A F MR G RBEET LT EL
PER e F IR o B L D ACE P IR R 2 P Rer 4R > £ H E 9

E3EER] ¥ R

&
;“J
ﬂl‘—k
)u-
It
&
\
>
!
cd
o
1‘ 1
v,

LY A BT A kRl

F& T 4ol Nakamura (2011)% 3 & ¥ ¥ 7%

=\

BEE L D aved) aagp i g

Robaina and Madaleno (2020) % . & ¥+ it € BB F o0 3 2 A (FEH 3 ¥ ) &

GRATRIRT R AR SR L E A K B M BRI A4
BT ML LR e hE 8 R IR A MenP TR B PRT

Fi ) o BERAR AT R G FRLY AR AP FHRBLEFLES
PRSP e R 2B L ERB AR DEHL L N AR B AT AR R
g IR TR
MATIG < JF*% ESG(Environmental ~ Social ~ Governance) s sc4e im 82 58 & 4R 3F

1

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



| gk > Dhaliwal et al. (2012)% Tib > & $£4b ¢ F T4R 2 3 F 8 i A 4
FRIpRlgs 73 M > @ Derrienetal. (2021)45 1 f & 9 ESG £ MER 2 45 FF + T
A B ok B F 4R 0 Hinze and Sump (2019)4 ) & ¥ AL ¢ § = i 228 A 47

FPenREF G 2 ob ko d V@A ST RFARTTRIFE > A7 i § ¥ £ ESG

BARMLMABEPH  §FERE - pRTRBHUERRFF IR
FRE EEIBBE R LHETY SR oAb § X RM I fE R
AR ehil ~ ARG € 2 URTRR G 0 i T AR kGRR > Y TS

BORE A L% S Ak TN AT HEHREE G P

g
%

TRB L MRS LD FARFRIDEE AT E R

BB Foc G AE E Y ausiFm A > R e 3547(Pooling Equilibrium)’ R vk ¥ F fr

IR G on f F PR A TR AR P hfa > B2 ARBL S RF I RS Tk

TR EENA R FALIZN S LB 0 @ FIE297(Separating Equilibrium)’

Al T BIrHMBEBR S FNARFELEN? T URFERAL 0 & ATFF L {

Brgy PRI EF DA R FH o ST TRE Honanfaid F pho Ak B ZARIERT
A

DREfRF G A S ¥ - B RIS A AR ¥ B

Bei% & A FFh A LR > 0 LAEDG AR A BB TR G A TR LR G A
FEY RF AR FHRBEG MIFRLELDFARLIE N DR THA T A
% IRIOET 0 AR E L 4F IR B R R REEA BCT 0 3 3 3 2 JE % (Greenwashing)’

E ¥ F Rid 0 4o Horvathova (2012) 3 Ik B F o8t £ £ »aeh P B E 5 B ox

DA BRI B D S Bl (75 0 B0l o A TRl g R iR A PR
PR T HEAT BRI R L B A A PR R E KT UARA TR
S BRAE M A A Fdofe TR iR agh BREr h NI EM G o

2

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



o BBESCHMAS P T Ll ER L f > LA 28 8E L 1w o Ortiz-de-
Mandojana and Bansal (2016) % Jfk i et € 2R F B > F A E L P L 5 L
PAGEA B RF B E o hE §ERREEF D IRBER S SR Y

FHIEA G EBRRFRE A

Y
=
=y

o e F E (S BB o Flpt o fRAR S E

PREFREF{LIRBRFT IR >FRPBE SE,TFL 2 FHFR L
R O NMNE R FRIFPRIRLEFA LR APRE R A 77— & B F AR

Bl AR L ART AR R ARE R TR R B

+

3 F7 3 #F ESG ¥ CSR(Corporate Social Responsibility) srdh & 22 & % p4 7%
Frxk G e ehpd B ((Friede et al., 2015) ~ (Chen & Xie, 2022)) » fe 44 F 85 5 o«
doie PR AATEF FARIER T T A L B P PR e & IR B A 47 B anTE R
FHR T F i ok % FIZE § 4531 75 % (Brown, 1993) » ¥ A 47 g7 K B R ] &

TRR A Bt f2 R A 7 FF 48 B L £ % F)(Bradshaw, 2004) > #53 ks A 2 § E ¥

1“:}

ARIRIOBE TS > § B4 IR IR TR R BB AR B A 5 el
B A REE > BB NG R BT
A RE S P (Texas Instruments) a4l » BBV IHFHE 0 § & kZEE L &K
F0E I Y 0 2010 & 4 AR A 95 A b o 4L R E S P L2011 B A o
R AP E (CETRAQ)  # R dk B foit § § ZA P » T £ - &
2011 3] 2020 & 2_ FF » o y7fF ez ) PARIEPIR - 2P F %?E/P'J“/Tf PR TR A1)
L5 % 1.53% 0 ¥2 2006 ) 2010 & - 35 1.51%4p 7 - 2006 3| 2010 & = & Hp

FAIERIATIEE R B 1.26% > v F g R 2011 1) 2020 £ 2 F L2 2.2% 0 F

CHERE RS R A A/RH(C) BT B E(E)  PHB(T)  F ORI R4 (R)
B REIBIE(A) & F(QE R P o

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



E—ﬁ&ﬁj@%ﬁ%ﬁoé&%ﬁ’Qﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁgﬁﬁwﬁﬁQ?ﬁﬁﬁ?
FREFIHE AR F AR TR ALR B E e KA EE T F R
ﬁ\éﬁ&?\iﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ&%%ﬁc

Cordeiro and Sarkis (1997)&2 A ¥ 5 5 3F 5 4p e’ 3247 1 $ 3 A8 7 417 30

£ @ S ATE FAERIAG ERETFERE  RENREFEEREIALE
L FRIFRIDFE o F BRI R DESG FriTlE 0 AL FROTE F RO E
ERE A AR o 2 W R R RIS A AT - £ oD £ 5 LRI
mBEFLAPM 0 B AR AR 2 i FRAFT G TR B AR M TR B ARTRR] D

BE apd EAFT Y TR BET ke Y TR L R R R AT B

R EP I A bR ERART s AT LT R ALY

=g
£
N,

FHEE RSB G sk H) B e Bl BBARFERE HRAES R
B

£
A E2m AF CFRRIERET o WE BRI PAE B 0 TR P IVILE b i S

=
4
=
"CE
m

B2 R agr L TR FEDEERERT LY

>\_
BN
dot
fon
)
Wy
=
S
W
W
)
P
[
>\_
it
&
ol
g
3
A
e
[
5y
Wy
e
S
g
=g
RE
T
A
A

TR S BBAITE s v { FERACFHERR G dnERE > - Hw AT

FREIRIET 5 2 R TRE A BRI 3 R AT -

AT F = R ARE S o S TEF P ARTE R AR @,rﬁ:ﬁioi
SREMFLRT ¢ REEFE S N 2B R A E i
R BBAE AT R FRARERR S AL RFESRE 5T TR

FRPE D RRRE SR A B E BB A e SRR o Bl 5 R B

TER S FAEL U DRI A R ER

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



Fo% FITR  REHE ERE R
=i AR
WTE L R AP GRAE R L A BT e > 2R 2021 & 110 o A
"2050 % F pikz g 0 E KRG 0 WP TRB R HE & 2 2050 # i <
R P ARG 403 2023 100 K A AT Bh ok % 0 62026 &
B KA MY LR 10 REAND FIBIE R F WP R 2027 B4 0T
Pl A ) PR - P AE B B 4] (Carbon Border Adjustment
Mechanism) @ 53t 2023 & 10 * L 4-4%t7 < pip e g 3517 > 5832 2026 # 1 7
FRARE BT I HEPASBTE LA B 0 A RACE R B
W REER BN N T PIRE £ RS [ R foin TR

% , (Clean Competition Act) » ** 2023 # 10 * A kI - F > =

7/

BT

\n

8 0 T3 Bt B 2024 B 4 vk o iR BT RTT 2 IR FORES AR RS (T R ¥ A
GERBAMPORA S AT RERA DL F R o o
MEgEd e M idgE B FENESFHL D FERBR G %

¥4
P A2 R TR A A 0 AT SR @ TR 2

% 1LY pE &
RN EDFRIER > 7 FFHBEBEFER AL IF AT R EPFR
TR R RER AFE A dom S BiEBE PR T F R A & PR

BIP o hETY BB AR EASEH AL ESG AR T | AR R
FIML ¢ RS F A IR B RE  Jf AL 4T IR S iR
L E Rl ZARTERILE 0 2 B E D BRI A LE

Fe AP o BB TF KehF L E o FI RS R FRPRDRE KDL

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



-8 BEHRCNRPPFPRESEHDILERFHL F P

g R EREFRMBBREREL M DLIARG T 0 oa GLRFTIE
T g & 5 ES A s B - Nakamura (2011)F7 2 I % U R B IR TR

DEFFPEF P REF > IR FERT AR FRIALEF - EZ2 52 &0
P4 7% 4 »z(Return on Assets, ROA) - Horvathova (2012) % 37k 8 4 >3t & £ o0
ROA # Return on Equity (ROE)p4 7% 2 & § B8 B 5 TR 5§ M 105 veen

PRALIESL e RA2EFSE ST o Fultonetal. (2012)15 % K ¥ # 5 1%

<
R
k!
o+
8
ez
it
T

| ESG #afed A P AP B B AN E P BE AR
¥ =517 # 53 - Tengetal. Q014)F 3 M & % 2 ) F5k
BAEMS A ERETAS > £ EATRA YL~ = & BB LS

53
RN ARBERER A 2cF € % 3 4 o Ortiz-de-Mandojana and Bansal (2016)

\—k

RIS EEDEER TR FREENEEIrREFT R G 20y § £enp it &
B RBOH LI LA F FF o FE P R Y S EY ZHITRINA T
RERAREBRILT F R Bk o
SR FAAIFFRNE R LA BT ¢ IR o Huang et al. (2017)% 4 47 FF
PEYFHRARAAPBET AT STRE P a TRl fri v
3% o Basu and Lee (2022)% Jh o> @ P # 5 £ H) FARTER| G B4E MR L AR
RRIECE B SRR L U e P

FEYW S SR FAIFRF T FPL #m&?jfﬁfﬁyggiﬁf]’gé@ﬂ?;ﬁ

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



v
b
A
ﬂ\i
=
i

LEY g rcfrh PGP E o
P28 SN BRE Y iR

WL AT P ESCEFRE X P Mg onid ¥ L o E S UEERG &
¥k € F R RALEE < v 5 P 45 (Friedman, 1970) » 78 # 7 & jbiog 2

ESG 0 B4 55 5 »c2. ¥ chfe B4 (Orlitzky etal., 2003) » 12 2 ESG 4 4 4k 1 & ¢

FEfeEE 2 B R IRT » 49 M (Giese et al., 2019) - Chen and Xie (2022)% % It
M BRRE S WHEIRSSTY L SHF

CEBRBEH B L B TR G RO RET LR PTG I 8B
FHAI7EAE 6 A EL f S A ARBERTROREE T 2 HA
kit m B2 o Clarkson et al. (2011)% s #p Tk 3 4 soernde 2 7 ac R 18
YR pAAE e § > Kalash (2021)i8 — % 45 MR8 20 B ' 1 782 A3k
BFAWIEFZ FEAIESF - Nguyen and Adomako (2021) % 3 i #» ez 5 1538 §
VR RS FEORREE PR RS S e M ko

Brown (1993)4; ) & RFFRIF T A D e e ZAERIER S oA B

FRT AT A0 B A2 RBR Y - B3 AL F B R R

Ik

WAOREE b M TR A TR B R ~ H =15 #3] (Hunt & Grinnell, 2003) -
W5 3% TEFIR AL 2 ZIRBEWAL > T A FE o P g o 2 {2 (Nilsson et al.,
2008) » xd A ATEFETALE F E Y R F RS CERE BT { e FR
(loannou & Serafeim, 2015) » T H A 7 A om A {7FF R R ik € F EH 228 T v

w & > Hinzeand Sump (2019)# I & ¥4 € F T8 B A {7fF R EF Z & v B

=

PP RALE T ESRE ST R TGP o B IS 1T EHE R

L ARG AR

=

BEGEEM At BAREN TR ES T

P PRIFRIEE  FALE oy AT § & EW AL B A - Derrienetal.

7

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



(2021)F M f & HESG £ M ER A {77 L 15T A Effo & B PAIFR » 7 ESG T
B ens AR S L BAEOIER] c ARG R FEFT 0 AT HIAENE E
BB de s A1 EAFTEFENRE S N R R A 0D % f33F o Daand
Warachka (2011)% 3£ # fredp FARIFRIZ FFnd B E A R wfFfok B A 477 3F
BT LARR TS o AT A EA L I FATTRILG T FE R

— ’f}?ié}*q’éﬂ;ﬂzé ﬁjé}?&fﬁ&{:ﬁo

7
~

ke o e

AR R AT e AR A BeF £ E TR A

BAL¥FH BB RENEY T, G2 AR T RBARBE DT AAE T

{Hapirgra ¢ L FPEAN A4 ~ U KPPk %2 { ek 4 5 4
NHRBEH O F KL R T H A EENE ST g B
?‘;j{J_

H1: R A REG(L)HD P AL ZARTERE D FATFRIDLFRA
1)
SEHFFEPHPT C R EHELP Y B F1F 0 SRB ST LA

b FHRERART LT A AEE L 27 A RMB g g £ F
prhz B PARTERY o B YL - AP L AT RSP i
RAIRE  AHFEEAITEERBARF R G iol ¢ > TR FA AT #
FHOPE > SEAITFIERER EF TR GARFTRE G ER B2 T end
P drESGRRE BB FERTHARFRAL PPF

FZ 8§ BN s ARG LR BATTRIERE M

\u

WL IR T R o A EARTFRBLICARETIIDNI 2 FEFEE A ER

B A kF4 > Guoetal (2020)7F A 47EF A LA 1% B ¥ ELT > Mo Hak

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



FAEs 3 e R0 F flende i £ 38 o Lim (2001)4p 21 & i @ ARTER] 3 A

A 0 B ATER o @ B Ap B o Cenetal. (2013) 4p 21 g 2 @ R R F AR R
M A E P B o A TEF IR L BRI R

Da and Warachka (2011)45 & A 47 (% ek #) 3R] @ 40 2 £ 5 3 7 ‘&8 R 2 4

FEFMREERPAIFRF 5 o Dasetal (1998)% 4 7 FF $iE2 FE PR F Brg
S 7o W g F | BB P ARTER I ERF 10k 22 3 o Abarbanell and
Lehavy (2003)% 384 47 f% B ARTER] h £ 4 (673 i B3 S 7 i H A 547
A RS S N E o

FHERFATHFROESCAMBRE DL E A YIF L { 5 4&x(Dingetal, 2021) -

TR FAEL A {5 B ¥ ((Nehrt, 1996) ~ (Horvathova, 2012)) » 24 chzk 3t 5
roae S92 ¢ ¥4 4 ((Porter & Van der Linde, 1995) ; (Kitzmueller & Shimshack,
2012) ; (Ghisetti & Rennings, 2014)) o #k @ A 47 F i & 8 ZARITERIPF » $0 BB
TR A AT R G ART e FR I g Aoy B2 TG
(Nakamura, 2011) > ® A 47FF A RBHR > D E BV R L A 0 P FE T (TR %
(Hunt & Grinnell, 2003) » & 477 g 8 $430 4 » BB R fFiech s d 2@ p - 2 7
# i g g g 4 (Cordeiro & Sarkis, 1997) » A VR TR ALK T 5 %
#-ESG i & % > f o &% (Amel-Zadeh & Serafeim, 2018) » ¥ it # 3R A $7FF M 5
BHRARLBREOTHEDFRIEFES o« FL PRS0 AT FARIFRA, S B
iz &5 R Frd > 3 BGR

H2a: BBEABGEDIP » AHFLPFREREHHEB &

H2b : BB ARBGIDFP  AHFRPEFRFREHHNRSE

LT 0§ E4hE CSRAFL foik = ESG 34 § 243t F 4 177 o3

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



B 2% Fr 4+ ((Cormier & Magnan, 2014) ; (Hinze & Sump, 2019)) » # = 1 CSR #F £
B s en A 7 R SR R4 3% BE (Dhaliwal et al., 2012) » & ESG 4 #® 4 ¥
PEE LR e btk Rk A 4T EF endE R 3 FE 4 (Luo & Wu, 2022) - ESG
LR B AT P R IR AT 0 @ ESG G R IE T S FEE
4 e4z & (Schiemann & Tietmeyer, 2022) o &7 3 #-2f # &£ 8 F 470 P i Fr
t}_ °

Aerts et al. (2008) % I 4e 38 chTR B $h i 82 { B racns 1757 FARTE R L IR T 4P
B > Derrienetal. (2021)45 2t f & W ESG # MAER AT < g7 A &P {r & I

FATER 0 P TAL NS o a f o5 ESGI LHE YR BEL 5P

H3: % 4 Rt (L) @ » AL B PRTTRIELR ) (1)

-
w2
[*p)]
o
-u‘}\.\‘
(4\}
b0
ﬂ <
N
)
wE
(g
b
G
i
=
s
-_\_
s
o
Ny
1+~
v
2
3
e
[
|
S
=1
g
=%

CERenE 2 A F RN

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



W
I
ey
e
o+
=
)

‘-

-8 FPIUPRFERAER

AR * 7 F & F 4 E Thomson Reuters Eikon » 3% F 4L E & 7 M4 a3 Bcdy
ESG 4 #c ~ A~ 47 EFFEiR1 % T8 » A 47 EF SRR % p >t IBES Estimate’ » ESG 4 #c 7
H % o+ Refinitiv ESG Score® e A 5 # & ¢ 77 2B 7 2 A F Fp chn @ o
§ 7R FET BRI OEE 2 2004 & 5 & Bk D e (Who Cares Wins) 3 2

P % - Sk ESG b A 2 * 3% > Refinitiv ESG Score £_i%_2005 # B 42

ek AT R AE B 2005 # | 2020 £ h P ARTERI TR 0 F R L P AR
B ATE| 2023 8 77 o R R RS ETH T PRSI ATR AR

AR FHEMEG G FRE A BE ST R R FARTROM T 5 A R

£ EARTRRIDW A o S F R RS E I FARTR A 4T B]
Nk > R R BB R AF(FYRY - Y PRITRD DA P
Ak AR A o BRSO TR B A B R 0 B8 B PR T e

1#57] o

TEAE T R TR R Rl 2 P gy S B R A TR -
83 f e et &% LSEG ESG Scores » #F 700 5 %32 i ESG FAlic g By ehp A5 A 45
BF o 44 ESG FBIP chBE R P £ 6 mJZ A7 630 7F ESG dp ik 0 e £ R B X PESG P B e
L

11

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



i L8 Yi_s Yi_s Yaccuracey

Rdeth A BB 59,413 59,413 59,413
Bk D4k % = & 3 @ 4RTTIRI L 5+ 36,612 36,612 36,612
Plg Dz B FARITRIAS AT EE

F 12 RRTRRA TR 7,040 7,040 7,040

P2 A

ZEYFARTFRI ST RE <302 2

e 15,761 15,761 15,761
IR S RN RS 1,134 1,134 1,134
%“'J“fld#—'/~ﬁﬁ}9§f# R R = 2 2 2
M%:%*;ﬁf? EE R F AR
i 4 - 1,658 1,658
IR RS = R SH S 3,558 3,401 3,401
F'J“,f THUE LIRS R A 11 - 9

P2 R i 11,056 9,566 9,557

Fo8 REIR-FHAFHRLIFLEIZZAEREFE

AP 2R EREG P TERPZRIPPIT UL Z £ ZARIERTIE
(FY) s e A#H > T 2= #H PHRFRZ R AL 2300500 0 2 FYSEUE
Pe o TR f X R R R 0 A RPIED RS RE A Hco

oE F SEE
Y, s BRI PAIERILIE > d AP EH IR T IE(FYI) R A $7E7— &
Eﬁﬁéﬁﬁwiiéﬁﬁwniﬂ$uﬁ&ﬂ&&(ﬂﬂ)ﬁp CREAE S TR AR

CEEY P E B BALsE I > Y, _ohik B (Skewness) & 21.08 »
WY, _gia it o %% B (Kurtosis) 3 724.26 0 & < 3t 30 3% fik#h e (Extreme

Observations) » iy Z_F AL kdT 4k P4 & 2 2] ~ & F B ER > Fp ¢ 1Y)

12

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



W & £ 1%e0dE B AJZ Y (Winsorize) -

Ypigs # £ 80 Z4RTERIMH AL > d = # {59 " EPS @ (EPSY3)i A 477 = & ) @ 47F
R I2E(FY3) L ip 1t IR (Peog) 17 5 T RaE R F > MR ST L 0 &4
TR R ARG AL AR Vi ik R 558130 A T % 0

B i 4832.88 ) Ypige> 3 M BB B I % o K AT 3 AL § ik

—\

B
BT Ypias BOEE & 1%60%5 2 AgD o

Yaccuracy & & 9 FARTERIZEL > = #{59 % EPS @ (EPSY3)jg A 7f7 = £ @
RIS (FY) P& A o W R (o) (75 0T 7 18 1 el
FTEF £ P FARTERIERR o HRALE AE A YViccuracy TR 5 6477 > YViccuracy
PGB E LD R L 5403270 G A RIER G 0 fRSE S o
FI2t e 1 5 Yaccuracy P BR B & % 1% ke IR o

RGO ETREFR(ENV) TR L& p %k 4+ Refinitiv ESG Score #
Voo FEAPFAGAARMAILE > VA EEUMIREYE BRSO 3
BB R Bl o~ 2 PRAERMARBR YA RLIDD D o B ERE
P Pkt 0 2 B Egpove - Escore £ Epetow % 7 2
Eqpove * 728 F Rz SESLTRBE A ¥ B WA 5 o Ba - ER SRR A K
BEER G A TR A Y ot R F N E R RE A Ik
oo RIR-H ARSI E R TRE A B o SR D R R A el
o R RO Y R B SR A T R L -
Escore * 0 — & R TR B A B> BER Y W - & R DTRE A B REFSITE LR
BARIERIFEC 50 22 P AR F RN o

Ebelow : ;zﬁﬁgﬂ%&?} ﬁiﬁé@r@ﬁ”fﬁﬁ/u\j@; ’ f’_%_gr'ﬁ "; s :‘F“r'g —g'\g =3 fiﬁ’llﬁf}tln\

s | 1%L E W H S LNT AL > % 5t 00%cn TR Y F 99% F AL chiE o
13

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



P P PIREAF LG ERDER LY e PHRFT il il =3
Moo 3 RIS G MY Rl A .
ABRTRFZ AP FEDIRT Fentilict ] 22 5 Egpopeis W RIR S

BB At AR A R > By B IR 0000 B A g o

TEECREE L P PRI PR ORI NIRRT LR L AL
ARl Bor S AR R BRI RN T AL 20

2 24 R A

i # i Ry
AATEFA K- EFARIFRTIEE /) - ERFY
:@ﬁﬁé'gf};?—/w 2 ;% o iH— W H | ET - ﬁé 1}1"‘1? ¥ P E
(Short-term Earnings PEARERIFY chip il £ AT H O P A
Forecast) % & ;%mg/ﬁﬁ&#gﬁ» - R UL
R X E S ATER R B ARRIPE 0 25 e @B BB
In(Market Value) p AR ¥tEcIn
FEOPEL T EDFers L iR L S T
B N MO

B 2P P R R B A R

(EPS Volatility) B AR o

ERRH BT ELRE YRINAFERZE
£iddp WaoARE TS~ FHFT . B e vk
(Year Effect) BB FERAR S ZRAE
e 23k 7 £ 42 5% (Global Industry
g—'“ﬂ 17 Classification Standard ) = 78 S|z &2 £ 3
(Industry Effect) (Industry Group ) 4 %7 i 5 % # - :é *Rp ]

oA R AEFEZFhSLPELR -

AR AT AR R BB ST F p ez EY PARIERIY P  HHL

v A (DR e

YL—S= a0+0{1 X ENV + a; X

x ENV X -~ +ay %

t-1
In(MV) + a5 X EPSy, + ag X Year + a; X Industry + ¢,

1)
14

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



Ay i wFHAD) %k 27 LB FAFRLE - J Az £ h F
R R T 32 E (FY3) R A 17EF — & 8 F AT R T 2E(FYD)ar L 3T ",ﬁ% 4 Hp IR i

()7 #

FY3-FY1
Peq

Y, _s=

£ ENVE 7 Eqpove * Escore #Ebetow = FHE > 3 7 Egpove = 518 RJL IR

B Bw - ERGHRREAFMY T A > P IAFIZERBRE AT
# 5 Egcore 50— & B R 40Tk B A 85 Epoiow & S8 AIT TR A B B — £
Both B A #cg dt Y ek A 0 PITAETE RTRE A Y ik

Fy1 .

SR FATRDLG L o AT E D BRI ISR B PR

t-1
8 o O'Brien (1988)4 7 553 FEiRI P #p $ R N 5 > ¥ 5538 2 45 R AR Rl ch 5
Mo AFLEHEYOFYLE FY3 S " AGERIPH)ZFELF ER PAZ B

2

Qi ©

FY1l
Pt_q

ENV X STRB A B - E Y FARIER s;;%»bm‘ﬂmr@r, B e e

RIS E B PARTER L IR HFIEF o
IN(MV) & 2 @5 > TR+ ZARTERIY P ch 98 BB p R EE 2
# o34 - Famaand French (1995)% § = @ A B BN L o 5 Feh- B £ & 7]
% - Bathke, AW. etal. (1989) % 2 7 JAH TEAFER > + A 4c? 4] 2 7 ch%
Bolc g gl 4 BFF A 2 o
EPSyo o EARR I d 207 T & ZAERZ §FE o 9 @ 4§14 - Dichev
and Tang (2009)% & &8 = P4k &+ (4 £ ) P AR R Bzt 3 B f » 828 - Clubb
and Wu (2014)#F F R P cnFAFFHE ZAEBME 2 B ERE » B %o

Year i/t Sk o 47 U R -

15

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



Industry % 4%/ SIC w B Sh#l2- 2 £~ 4F > % s ik o
ARCAIEH S LRz p REIDE RS TR E T AR

BFFHARB A S 07 = 2 AT RR L2 Foofrg > #3 H2 chw
(2Rt

Ypias = Qo+ X ENV+ay X o +aay x ENV X - +
t—-1

t 1

a, X In(MV) + a; X Year + ag X Industry + &, 2)
H? Ypigs o= EH FAIERHZL > Lim (2001) -4 45 (7 55 B th £ T_& 2 P TR

BERFFEEPS EX A7 SORPF A o R T AT B FARTERITIOE

(FY3) = & {& 9 % EPS ®E (EPSY3) # ",% vaan Bp AR (Pe_g) @ 8 C

_ (FY3—-EPSY3)
Ygias = Pr 1 °

2 i) (1)mp BHEAR WA f??é_ T £ A (2)6 ‘}}1’}5 Hor EPSVolatility B A

R P () e
Bofs EATTRB S B ST Z EY FARTERIEL 2 M i 0§00

H3 v jFHo] (3)3k 3240 T

FY1
Yaccuracy = @o + @y X ENV +a; X — +d3 X ENV X P +

ay, X In(MV) + a5 X EPSy, + ag X Year+a7 X Industry + &,

©)
¥ Yaccuracy » = £ W FRIFRIEFL 0 5 = £ 187 % EPS @ (EPSY3) 4 7 §7 =
EPFHERToE(FY)I B3 4E £ R R (Peog) @

|EPSY3-FY3|

YAccuracy Piq

2 ics gL B () -

16

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



Rt

)’f? IEY@;%&I}J E %j@tmﬁ'{d’ ]"} jb;‘l‘ s t‘l v = 1@‘]@%&,_,,14,{& *e :

F

.

LGB AIL S g % GLaRP e B 2§ 52 &) o 7 0b o EPSyp te Vg%
Vaccuracy Stk A HeB T o iR 84 3 T4 9 & % 2 5000 > fEERE o F] H
EPSyou i fo & 19055 e RJZ o s 0 feit i3> 4 ¢ SEPSyo LG
¥ ts eni B o

L 3EA A L RHESGE AT o A RREKY, > F 0 Ti9E 5
0.0278 » ‘@8 B ARTERIL b inT 3518 5 0.0467 o EgpopetnT 3018 5 32.02 0 1R1E
£ % 2899 EppopesnT3oie 5 4037 » 8 X 5 2211 5 BB A BB X Ao o

0P 2T R

“J\i:

PHRB ST A R B ESGiEA B 2 A
o IN(MV) 5 % EBp R4t#k > B Tio@ 5 87671 % 1 5 16103 47 2
HAHCE F AL B o EPSyqenToi 5 00734 8 £ 5 01621 BrteA? 27 @
b B X FRAR P AEREY - B 52 6 6 bk 'GARA
7 oo

1994 30 Ypigeth T390 5 0.0215 0 HH TR » hE - N & FHE A
ZEDPIHITRIT OB G E A "2.15% o B FAAIER FhT e L 0.0550
B Z 5L 00889 > 35T g vt 3R (5.50%) 5 B v H A F L TIOIERIEY
18.18 & o AVpigs ik 2T Egeore N L ¥aie & 32,22 B £ % 28.89 0 Egpoves’
TioE 5 40430 8L 5 2219 BB A BOEELRFEETRAY 2P RR

gz AR e

0 Aot 1 Lok F v (EPSIPrice)shisldie » # AL 5 F44F S (Eamnings Yield) -
17

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



403 i

—\J_

-/LJF

% 3a Y, _g #ritpiit 4 (N—11,056)

R . Q1 S Q3

Yi—s 0.0278 0.0435 0.0098 0.0168 0.0292
FY1/P,_4 0.0467 0.1296 0.0328 0.0583 0.0813
Escore 32.02 28.99 2.05 25.56 56.93
Eapove 40.37 22.11 23.39 34.60 56.93
Epeiow 15.87 12.05 2.05 16.20 24.44
In(MV) 8.8822 1.5059 7.9550 8.8674 9.8371
EPSyq 0.0600 0.1286 0.0081 0.0175 0.0466

% 3b Ypiqs #oif 503+ 4 (N=9,566)
% . Q1 ¢ Q3
YBias 0.0215 0.0973 0.0456 0.0091 -0.0137
FY1/P._4 0.0550 0.0889 0.0394 0.0612 0.0835
Escore 32.22 28.89 2.81 25.74 57.00
Eabove 40.43 22.19 23.77 34.60 57.00
Epeiow 16.13 12.26 2.81 16.20 26.95
In(MV) 8.9708 1.4389 8.0658 8.9425 9.8752
EPSyo 0.0544 0.1174 0.0078 0.0165 0.0420
# 3¢ Yaccuracy #oit fh 23t % (N=9,557)

R . Q1 s S Qs
Yaccuracy 0.0607 0.0898 0.0113 0.0290 0.0690
FY1/P._, 0.0551 0.0887 0.0395 0.0612 0.0835

Escore 32.24 28.88 2.86 25.76 57.01
Eapove 40.44 22.19 24.00 34.60 57.01
Epetow 16.14 12.26 2.86 16.20 26.96
In(MV) 8.9729 1.4358 8.0670 8.9430 9.8753
EPSyq 0.0532 0.1121 0.0078 0.0164 0.0419

. + D
*Q%"»T\' 3¢ Y;lccuracy T I3iE

395 6.07T%% A - iy &

TR I2TE g A 5.51% o BTk

= 0.0607 > FHch= 2 ¥

32> 0 Egppres T 3218 5 32.24 »

L iaE 5 4044 5 214 3a % 4 3b 3R ix4p T -

A #7131 Pearson fo Spearman 4p B % o 1735 31 & % ez B enR

M RBCEE o K F 4ar 'Jﬁ &Y, g5

by
YL—S—% EScore

* Eabove—‘ Epetow

b Y

fApRE >

"
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FAPM A B o AP 28502819 ° B L R T H Egpove * Escore? IN(MV) 7

B el ApRE ML > AP RBE Rl A W] E_0.5638 ¥ 0.555 » Epoion? IN(MV)ehdn B 4 B P
%_0.4339 -

d & Abo Vg2 B RUcnip LS 7 F - 2 FARTFRPLG N 5 24
B o AR B s 0.140 5 Ypigs & Escore LT f 4P B > AR B (i ™ % -0.0210 > & 1%
B KRBT EFE > Yoins B Eqpove TR F AN > 7 B0 M T2 8T 5 -0.0176 » & 5%
B kBT EE S ESSAp M Gl 7 N2 &Y PR L 2 TR A deeh
% ° Egpove * Escore® IN(MV) e # 5 % et 4p b2 > 4p B (s =] 5 0.5684 &
0.5610 -

d % 4C > YViccuracy B EPSyostin 125 % » 4Bk Thdic i 031015 &2 = A %3
AHERE T If APM 0 3 EFEH 0 AP M T/ #5-0.1293 $1-0.1143 © Egpope
Escore IN(MV) e #21 $2 B cnE 4p M4 o @ B ¥ Egpope Escore™ ¥ AP M Ml s
0.9466 » :THFRIXE T 5 Egpope B 5B ad2 eIk B A Bk 0 B AT Egrope = 204 e
40 @ Eperow Escore™ % #10 B Thdic: 0.7530 » 107 3 0 Eperow F " #27 -
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A 4p B TR

% 4a tp B e (N = 11,056)

%g( YL—S FYl/Pt—l EScore Eabove Ebelow In(MV) EPSVOl
Y5 1 -0.2819***  -0.1046***  -0.0975*** -0.0681*** -0.2401*** (.3853***
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
FY1/P,_; -0.0380*** 1 0.1534*** 0.1411*** 0.1827*** 0.2958*** -0.2634***
<0.01 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Escore -0.0860*** (0.2579*** 1 0.9487***  0.7621*** 0.5638*** -0.0783***
<0.01 <0.01 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Eabove -0.0660*** 0.2444***  (0.8898*** 1 0.6328*** (0.5550*** -0.0802***
<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Epetow -0.0091  0.2849***  0.8197*** 0.6876*** 1 0.4310*** -0.0467***
>0.1 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.0000 0.0000
In(MV)  -0.1565*** (0.2933***  (.5654*** 0.5518***  (0.4349*** 1 -0.3394***
<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.0000
EPSy,  0.3155%%* -0.0250%** -0.0937***  -0.0814*** -0.0478*** -0.3543*** 1
<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
% Ab AP M ta e (N = 9,566 )
%ﬁ’t YBias FYl/Pt—l EScore Eabove Ebelow In(MV)
Ygias 1 0.1400***  -0.0210** -0.0176* -0.0160 -0.0019
0.0000 0.0399 0.0858 0.1176 0.8520
FY1/P,_; 0.0672*** 1 0.1916***  0.1894*** (0.2224*** (.3347***
<0.01 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Escore -0.207** 0.2565*** 1 0.9466*** 0.7533*** (0.5699***
<0.05 <0.01 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Ebove -0.0201**  0.2460***  0.8890*** 1 0.6297*** 0.5684***
<0.05 <0.01 <0.01 0.0000 0.0000
Epeiow -0.0222**  0.2824***  (0.8112***  0.6786*** 1 0.4208***
<0.05 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.0000
In(MV)  -0.0321***  0.2624***  (0.5684***  0.5610*** (0.4250*** 1
<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
% 4c AP fa et (N =9,557)
%ﬁt Y;lccuracy FYl/Pt—l ESCore Eabove Ebelow In(MV) EPSVOI
Yaccuracy 1 -0.0240**  -0.1192***  -0.1293*** -0.1143*** -0.2133*** (0.3101***
0.0189 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
FYL/P,_1 0.0874*** 1 0.1905*** 0.1882*** (0.2212*** (.3321*** -0.2292***
<0.01 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Ecopre  -0.1202%%* (.2556%*+ 1 0.9466***  0.7530%** 0.5699*** -0.0661***
<0.01 <0.01 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Ebove -0.1531*** (0.2453***  (0.8891*** 1 0.6293*** (0.5684*** -0.0703***
<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Epotow  -0.1244%** (0.2834***  (0.8107*%*  0.6782%** 1 0.4201*** -0.0328***
<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.0000 0.0013
In(MV)  -0.2246*** (0.2614***  0.5681*** 0.5608***  0.4244*** 1 -0.3038***
<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.0000
EPSy,  0.3924**%*% (0.0480*** -0.0709***  -0.0629*** -0.0229** -0.3066*** 1
<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.05 <0.01

1.+ % Pearson #p i t2#c ; =™ 5 Spearman #p i % ¥ o
Q. FxK | Kk | Kk \gJ%\,{F 1% ~ 5% % 10%5—;@}3%%]41% o
3. & Fe?  E¥cE LAPM e TR HF L p-value -
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AATEHE Z m ) FAIERIE A 2 NG 0 Egpope i B 5 -0.000270 5 t E
360 FIMBF cip- f GEkATE P BB ARRERE > = B PR K
g B d kR OELE AR R L 0 TR AR R T TR A 91 A 2 K
B FHIE o BT Voo hT 39800215 » ¢ (=i 0.0091 » A 477 = & 8
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% © X Egpove 14405 0.00400 > TRt 5 vt B ZBTLR I S 0 £ 204
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AL o2 {'&‘7_,5- = A = # Q3(0.0835)F* » @, + a5 x—mﬁ:@,—u}. :l
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4R FrERARS o B g Rl 4o In(MV) ~ # & Rfcfo A § #8000
FEME A THWAFZEDFRIERHLEL T BE
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YR H = B DRTERIELBC] o Egpopeth 85 -0.000418 > t & % -6.38 0 L Af
Fenf o Mih o A7 8 O7RBHYTARRER ATz Y FAIFRIGEEL ¢

FY1
Pyq

AR o - HAE Fo— N R EE R 2 5(0.0612)F > T g

22

doi:10.6342/NTU202401020



%25 1 EFHEES

#5231 8FEL%E Egpove
Dependent Variable Y, _s Ygias Yaccuracy
Egpove 0.000124*** -0.000270*** -0.000418***
(4.81) (-3.60) (-6.38)
FYL1/P,_4 -0.00766 0.0713*** -0.0233
(-1.14) (3.15) (-1.17)
FYL1/P;_1 X Egpope -0.00219*** 0.00409*** 0.00492%***
(-9.77) (5.89) (8.11)
In(MV) -0.00224*** -0.00415*** -0.00796***
(-6.70) (-4.61) (-9.76)
EPSy,; 0.0938*** 0.210***
(29.90) (25.69)
Intercept 0.0616 -0.103 0.285***
(1.62) (-1.09) (3.47)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R"2 0.2472 0.0725 0.1761
F 83.52 18.39 47.44
N 11,056 9,566 9,557
% 5b 92 % Egcore
Dependent Variable Yi_s Ysias YAccuracy
¥ % #c % #c % e
Escore 0.000118*** -0.000139** -0.000226***
(6.26) (-2.45) (-4.56)
FY1/Price;_, -0.0438*** 0.151*** 0.0703***
(-12.50) (9.86) (5.22)
FYL/P;_1 X Egcore -0.00202*** 0.00191*** 0.00246***
(-13.30) (3.59) (5.32)
In(MV) -0.00223*** -0.00403*** -0.00803***
(-6.65) (-4.46) (-9.78)
EPSy,; 0.0929*** 0.213***
(29.63) (25.87)
Intercept 0.0670* -0.117 0.270***
a.77) (-1.24) (3.28)
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4 50(F) FH %% Escore
Dependent Variable Yi_s Ygias YAccuracy
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R"2 0.2527 0.0704 0.1729
F 85.97 17.84 46.39
N 11,056 9,566 9,557
45 #E% Epotow
Dependent Variable Y, _s Yaias Yiccuracy
e fi dc fi e fi 4
Epeiow 0.000195*** -0.000214* -0.000124
(4.44) (-1.73) (-1.15)
FY1/P,_, -0.0430*** 0.162*** 0.103***
(-11.56) (9.86) (7.11)
FY1/P._; X Epeiow -0.00311*** 0.00182* 0.000836
(-11.08) (1.94) (1.02)
In(MV) -0.00244*** -0.00390*** -0.00866***
(-8.12) (-4.84) (-11.85)
EPSy,; 0.0923*** 0.213***
(29.50) (26.08)
Intercept 0.0693* -0.120 0.269***
(1.83) (-1.27) (3.28)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R"2 0.2491 0.0696 0.1703
F 84.34 17.63 45.59
N 11,056 9,566 9,657

1. **x
24550 5 Ui
3.V, g

D45t p<0.01 ~ **:

%57 p<0.05 -~ *:
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24

Pl e Er B

76 2 FRSF -4 RE L2 PR
F6ad s FEEE - AL BB AL 2w FHD
Dependent Variable Yi_s Ysias YAccuracy
%k % e % #ic % H
MISSg 0.0881 -0.126 0.258**
(1.64) (-1.07) (2.40)
FY1/P,_; X MISS; -0.000229 0.0494*** 0.0350***
(11.33) (10.02) (7.70)
Elcad 0.0880 -0.155 0.236**
(1.64) (-1.32) (2.18)
Egehind 0.0815 -0.146 0.240**
(1.52) (-1.24) (2.23)
FYL/P._1 X Epqa -0.129*** 0.247*** 0.188***
(-12.77) (8.47) (7.02)
FY1/P,_; X Epehind -0.0563*** 0.154*** 0.108***
(-12.26) (9.15) (6.93)
In(MV) -0.00395*** -0.00350*** -0.00954***
(-10.22) (-3.87) (-11.13)
EPSy,; 0.0968*** 0.212***
(34.06) (33.88)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R"2 0.3974 0.1153 0.4117
F 205.39 38.82 193.34
N 14,564 12,957 12,920
1.*¥*¥*¥ 1 &5 p<0.01~**: %77 p<0.05~ *: %7 p<0.1l-

235500 :% tie o
3. MISS; © # 4 &5
o Bl % 0 Epeqq :
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Dependent Variable Y, _s Yaias Yiceuracy
i % e % D% 4

MISS; — Eppna 0.00005 0.0289%**  0.0226%**
(0.03) (6.62) (5.62)

MISSg — Egonind 0.00657***  0.0202%**  0.0182%**
(4.80) (6.40) (6.24)
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(4.86) (-2.49) (-1.37)
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(11.33) (-6.07) (-4.59)

el —e2 -0.0731*** 0.0927** 0.0798**
(-6.70) (2.81) (2.63)

1. *** 1 % = p<0.01 - ** : 4 7 p<0.05~ *: % = p<0.1 -
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27THEFRSS - BB A B PR
Yi_s YBias Yiccuracy
% ¥ % $c % 3 ¥ /o
Emission 0.0000788***
(4.85)
Resource_Use -0.000181***
(-4.00)
E_Innovation -0.000318***
(-6.75)
FY1/P,_, -0.0524*** 0.140*** 0.0796***
(-15.39) (9.73) (6.75)
FY1/P,_; x MainX -0.00127*** 0.00249*** 0.00342***
(-9.61) (6.00) (7.44)
In(Market Value) -0.00226*** -0.00389*** -0.00821***
(-6.77) (-4.35) (-11.55)
EPSyo; 0.0940*** 0.206***
(29.91) (25.20)
Intercept 0.0688* -0.116 0.268***
(1.01) (-1.23) (3.28)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R"2 0.2470 0.0727 0.1754
F 83.42 18.43 47.2
N 11056 9566 9557
1. ***: &5 p<0.01~**: £ 57 p<0.05~ *: &7 p<0.1-

23500 5 tiE -
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3 8 # 4@ %% - Cook's Distance
Dependent Variable Y, _s Yaias Yaccuracy
¥ % % #c % ¥
E bove 0.0000688*** -0.000161*** -0.000344***
(4.02) (-3.02) (-8.16)
FY1/P,_, -0.0726*** 0.0724*** -0.0330**
(-11.05) (3.63) (-2.09)
FYLUP;_1 X Egpope -0.000936*** 0.00331*** 0.00496***
(-5.04) (5.85) (11.16)
In(MV) -0.000406** -0.00444*** -0.00609***
(-2.09) (-7.46) (-12.48)
EPSy,; 0.0796*** 0.168***
(33.74) (27.42)
Intercept 0.0304*** 0.121%** 0.148***
(13.42) (18.11) (26.75)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R"2 0.2735 0.1054 0.2401
F 93.14 26.20 67.71
N 10523 8981 9078

1% 1 %57 p<0.01 - ** : % 7 p<0.05+ *:

23BN L tiE o 3 HBRP Ack £ 5o

% 77 p<0.1 -

¥ & @ QP RHEA ERE

FTRI PR INMV)E R 2 BEpope T T RAPR - L&D B X ] K
NP AERGPEE S T B mEcL RS LS 2 7 e (BigCom)r ] o P e
(SmallCom) #aZg “b ernplz& » " O P RBE BB A BB BAPM PR B o
2950 2P BAEDRFEEE 0 BT Egppove = B R R o (22
BEM 2L baig kil o B4 1 7 8% enfEizi o SmallCom Y, &
Lol E AL 2P R FRL LRS54 o BigCom $Vp.
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SmallCom #4Yg;,s & T & &p‘%‘ v Fom A FTER RS O P hk H) B ;E,Jqﬁ Tk o
eI g o BIgCOM ¥4 Yy cpraey TR E # B ¥ > T AT A o @i ) F A

CERS TR R Y

2 9B U FHFEE-F EALE
Dependent Variable Y, _s Ygias Yaccuracy
LS 2¥ 3 2 S D2¥ 3
Eapove 0.000101*** -0.000278*** -0.000531***
(4.08) (-3.84) (-8.44)
FYL1/P,_, -0.00226 0.0688*** -0.0224
(-0.34) (3.00) (-1.12)
FYL1/P;_1 X Egpope -0.00230*** 0.00413*** 0.00483***
(-10.25) (5.92) (7.92)
BigCom -0.00166* -0.0108*** -0.0105***
(-1.81) (-4.44) (-4.92)
SmallCom 0.0145*** 0.0102** 0.0237***
(10.42) (2.57) (6.70)
EPSy,; 0.0912*** 0.215***
(29.39) (26.33)
Intercept 0.0395 -0.140 0.211***
(1.06) (-1.49) (2.58)
Year No Yes No
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R"2 0.2520 0.0732 0.1743
F 83.78 18.17 45.83
N 11,056 9,566 9,557

1*%* 0 %57 p<0.01 ~ ** 1 £ 57 p<0.05~ ** %71 p<0.1 -

2FE5N 5 UIE

3. BigCom: @3 BiiER S BV =ft # 51> FR% 0 SmallCom :
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4. LR HAP 4 5o
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