Jlde| XpRREHS0| &AHo]2H Fa|4el g
ZAol| x| Qe

2 %
o4 & 3. Weel &4
I. o127 2§ 4 AZ¥He) 332y
m. AZ34e) 2§ V. AZedel Az
RS S IR v. 2 %
2. A¥sl 4%

I. A

rfu

Ball and Brown (1968) o) %2 o7& A c|Yo] 7I7txH7lel] #-8-8 HR2 X Y
2 sz e g3, F A -84 HEsA sich ol ojnt AR AA
Ag AT 2 7|2 Qb (1) FHAelYde] FAle wE F7he HEE FASAY
= (2) 2748 (abnormal returns) 3} v]7)1cf3)Alo]2] (unexpected earnings) 7+ AbHFAA)
F-Hske Aojch Aol BAgle] NF7R L) ST A= 71177 SleiA FAl o] e]
g AEY S BodFa ok e o) 7] e Ale)elst Frte] AL F Aol
o] f-84ol 7|xdd = 7IzpEE Fdsicln 73 skl

FH ol 2% ATEC) 2o gt vz A o] FAHTE viehlls o] Evl ol Al
(Earnings Response Coefficient : ©}3} ERCe} &) 7} 7149] E45} A4l H 890 o3 A=
o= Az ARES ¥odF3 9o} (9, Kormendi and Lipe (1987). Easton and Zmijewski
(1989), Collins and Kothari(1989) %). °l& «7eix= ERCO AYLN22A (1) 7149
ole]x& ol 54, (2) AAA A, (3) AFe)AE 58 AT Q) Yz o] F a4
£ 21977ty Aol FAHIEY L o]43le ERCH AARE =F8ch

e 17l

* Aot s

1} 7189 gL AToMe 7IHEE ERC 7 aqle] vk FAHE AAsla 2dck(f; Burgstahler
(1981). Freeman(1987)., Easton and Zmijewski(1983). Collins and Kothari{1989) %)}. °|§<&
7127 AAAH Y, wzlisAelele] 2o [, clE AEUME ol8rlsA T3 il gl
ol ERCell 33 wlidz FA3)3 glch
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2 AR

ghel zlAlo)elo] whes] FAle] ZhA7L ohdzt v MM Xl Y YEF ATV,

A3 g Subsls ¥AE waslT Qe 71 ERCE A5-2ol3 318 (default risk) ol 28] de&
AR stk o]RE AFEolPHe] wriHAc|deZ A 7Igde] 9} Hs(wealth
change) & $x}zte} A Az} Atolel] Fuhshe w7 FES A7) oot weby FAHF72y
o ZTAY 7129 ATFEL ERCY AARJeRA AFFolgAede iy & + Uk

¥ gFe) 21 vigde] Bgstn e FA i@ 9y, & AFRoIPAHo] 23rlEn
v 7|3l o]l 2] A (ERC) o d8-g vlAe7hg AEsH: Aotk 229 dFel4 Dhaliwal
and Reynolds (1988) £ 71957123z} §4714 4428 Asted, ERC7} 7Isde) AF-Eoid 4
ol g B (-) 9 F4BAE ek AL =&s8lgdc)h =3 Dhaliwal, Lee and Fargher
(1991) &} AFAFel4e 7149 ARTEAAH FA9) Exq ¥ 9 =27]7} ERCell ¥%2 =Wk
A58 BFT glek ¥ ATNAE P1de] HAbAE AgssiA dsge 2 ws AR
Fze] wigo] ERColl MAAQ g8kl Ae#&F #A¢e 2, Dhaliwal and Reynolds (1988)
024 AFE FFsx =¥ Dhaliwal 5(1991) o F7e) A 4L A=A

2 AFolA ARgE 712 d7he BEI|IQE st ARTF 2 WEol ¢ oA
77k (%4 717t (pre~change period)’) # “#%%F 7]7}(post-change period)’ Atejell ERC2|
2}o]7} 9l GBS sk ZAelch 1987-19899) 3:3F<t AN E Al gAY Ao
A 2Rz HES AU 41009 A7l FRoE AT AFEHATE <1&A 439
lzA dzxsidch &, AHE AHgste Aol AR o)F712k9) ERC o HI7IHE Aol
Zoppolge] AbA7E A o)A 7Izbel vid Frhstlch Wb, ABE AEAHe dede,

ERC 3 AgtaAZ} st zeiv, a2 el FAHo2 Fo3iale ogdoh

1+

2 d7E g 2ol 7A€ 2l 244+ Dhaliwal and Reynolds (1988) 7} AH3-3 28
NREE o]lfsle, 7]gde) AFEolANYH ERCY BAE o2 g =it A 3%l
A7ridel 4, REe] 3%, W59 34, AFEYE AT 2¥9 44 Sl deid 71edot
A 47 AZFNe) A7E A, viHFo 2 &) 5P E AT 2o AE 23 v)H

QP Fol AFLek
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el AEFzETel AT FALAE WA vlE 4% 3
I. o2 B3

2ol g3t v]rld A o)ele) BAE REFoZH Bl F44E BHY FA AT
S ez %o gl FANstERE Fhstdch P T HEAH F4H7EYE Modi-
gliani and Miller (1968) &} i (s= o)<)) AR st2 ¥ Garman and Ohlson (1980) & PR H<
(information variable) 2&je]c}. ®&sh= ERCATE ol¥-¥L of ¥ 2¥ 39 o= |
ol&4 7|24 F ¢lch(dl, Kormendi and Lipe (1987), Easton and Zmijewski (1989), Col-
lins and Kothari(1989) %).

Dhaliwal and Reynolds (1988) = 7147tx1% 71285 34371424 2% (OPM) & AYste ERC
o A aele Hetstmat AlEstgdch 58, 15 ERC7} 71919) AFEe1d Al HE ()
o EAAE BARE S2dch @71 oy o]&H ATE Hoh FHHLE ANRIIE
o). B o4 AHEE 2aE HAolele] AAd4del A 7HAel4 Dhaliwal and Reynolds
(1988) & i} ? e HFHez ©2% ERCH A7} Aiste dvis EdHo=
S}

24g v} ceshaly) At ke e e sPIR Boh (1) VIl F RS ARExe
wpe = 2413 gaphe) el TF ojgdch (2) ZIgel o)Al g Aol ¥FEELS
sasit) (3) 71gdel FE5E A ee A BAde) dAsct ojel FHAselM, |
717b t7] =9 7197k (Vi) & b3 o] viepd & Sith

2 EX+s)
Y, =S —hits
o s§ (1+K)*®

A7) A, Er1(Xie1+k) & t-1A1-0A el atsle vl Aol (X) o ZIdiAlold, K= 7139}
2] O Al g eich 249 MRS el Aakel, 19e dehis ok
i= Agsiadch AEAAIAZY R (CAPM) & FHANA Ke o3 7ro] EAIE 4 Sl

K=R¢+ 8a(E (Rm)-Rt)

dA7)oll4], Bai= 71918l AMAbel tHE MAAH AY, Reoh Rmd 232} FHUALS AP EEET

2) x7]e] 7oA (d: Ball and Brown(1968), Beaver, Clarke and Wright(1979) %) 8o
g FAR N RY e 2ol gn) wzldsi Aol Aoldle A (+)o] [AE Fevhe Helch, olF
Q7o 4= ERC7} 71 =& 717h8 7 Fodsicin 2947] dgol, SHe] F7hEy e g A
da7 gadch

3) Dhaliwal and Reynolds (1988) &= #l#lo}2)e] AAA44 o2 WY LY (random walk model) & 71A 8t
ac). @aja ERCS AW8glozd ‘olddx&a4 (el 439 7 Fa=geh & d7elMe dubA <l
AAGRES sldgozd, o W4E sk
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4 ERANR
20 Y $IgE ehich

Al ZApolele] AR tr)gel, AAbH £ olAdWF(AX) o) we} @A Z1gAA
WE(AV) S e Zo] depd 4 Qich©

AV, _ 1 [ “M] ...................................................
Vi Vi AVt Z;' (1+K)* (W

47164, AE:(Xivs) & olfolols] DAt s1ehs] £ (revision) & vhehdich. 9 o2y x3
&7} w7 A clele] fA) F, o)oubgA 4 (ERC) o AYAJE =45 st ke
A e o & Zlds sAele (Faeldd) & e 2e BAZ ek 4 Qe
AALEE Bed

[«
e

r

AE (Xi+s) = OAX:, s>1

714, 8 ©719] w7lhsAclee) nj 7|7k F)tholee that Aol Fg vl AT
£ vheldle o244, &3] ‘oldA]4A| 4 (earnings persistence coefficient) g}ty 2el$
@2 739 g2 B 71d9 FAlolde] 2@ AA A5 2Jsted AL A (1) 9
AE: (Xe+s) o Kell 742t $lofl4] Aol® #AAE dijlsin Helsid, oge] Ans o

AV, e B
Vi [1 Ri+84(E(R ,]]Vl 1 @
A S74A)9) gL AFe)A o]45 ERCY #48els ¢ A (2) 9 E4¢ Ao dizggcn

e

T ok A, =kl Yigde] RA} glew (F AY)AHERte g TR ARTFR), 7griAE

rﬁ

T3] T4 72 E vehER A (2) = FAYIZYE ol S2EE UAE ¥dFo)
=4, ¥E3hks ERCAETHME 09 @& ATl dolM gAlolde) A&aays Jehlis A
of thal chefyt 713 staglc}. <51, Kormendi and Lipe (1987) 2 ARIMA (210) 23

& o838z whd, Easton and Zmijewski(1989) = ARIMA (100) 8¢ g3ty
Hl7I A el 3121%) Z)sizkal e wiFe] 4 (2) o o] Folggw, Fr} wi g 7))
A7b FFt AAALAA BulEls el ES vi]de] BHET ol Ao PR o shed
27" Zlolch. o] Fdsld, Abe P el EAshe Afols, o7)x 2 oldwFo] ¥y

4) Miller and Rock(1985) = Watts and Zimmerman (1986) & §A}g a4 & Z&sldr}. olEL B H
2717 2¥g o]l on, Aol AL el] et 2zt 13} o] FHTLH AL ey 73 8
Eii= 3

5 o4 &AS 6+ 4 AAdEYe] T4 (parameters) o T4 HAY £ 9ok oo} g A&
Aduz o= Collins and Kothari(1989) 9} p. 148 # =,
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719 AETFzEFel SAeldn FASAgs PA wiAe 4% 5
F7tell wredsl] @erhe Zolch o] § Mol FAH o AHur] dile, 4 FA7 e 714
ZA7}21(S) = 71997121 (V) ol gt 34 (call option) & FE§ €7} ok 47134 Ry
(OPM) & o2& c}&3 72-e A7 =25i0)= AL % odeyA ¢} (Copeland and Weston
(1983), p.143 %=x).

AS_J3S AV V.
S 6V V S
8 A1e 717t e WE(AV) ol ©& FA|7lale] HE(AS) 2 M5 §S/6Vel 8 Bl
&g Vel Aojch. 2] Eyshd, §S/6VE AVE FR-EdA wEks o7t SE el
T B 4 gl OPMollA =28 §S/6V=N(Z) k= 3 & o443, 4 2)F ¢ Ao ddztod
Aelstd, ©hge AAE dARACL
AS, _ 6 N A
o= Yo (U rrnao—r))5. @
odrlelf4, N(-)v= HZ23 FHYFYE3I(standardized cumulative normal density
function) o]3, Z+ g ez HA¥M,

In(V/D) + Ri+s%/2) T
stz

Z=

od71efl4, Dt M9 Axzix, T FAe 271, s's Zigi7iael i 449 4t
(variance) €& yYepic}

A (3) 9 BIRPL o]ubgAIS(ERC) & ¥y E eblls Aoz, olF ol&3lo 6,
8a, 223 N(Z)7} ERCell vlA= <332 o3 7 $AIRYH A =2t

§E,R,C,>0 SERC

{ SERC.
&6 084

O SN@)

0

A& F e o8 zAe] FYsicid ERC7L 719 olA&EAS(6) = A (+) 9] JAE,
7109 Fapadell iyt MAH AY () FH= F(—) 9 FAE Peoke AL BAFe AHolch
Kormendi and Lipe(1987), Easton and Zmijewski(1989), Collins and Kothari(1989) &
AFZEN AT o d&3 4|tz Yot ”

6) Easton and Zmijewski(1989) ¢ Collins and Kothari(1989) &] ool &2}4lel] gt A& (8a) ©)
ohvjg} F4lo) HAA HY(8) ) ARSI Uk 7 o] F AFe] HEU|PEo] HYE FutE
= FHE ER3IT AT, Bast 87 kA wRislelglA] ke, Batial sF AHRE=
7A5-52 82 errors-in-the-variables ¥4 & ztA€ o]t} Easton and Zmijewski{1989) 2}
ATAse) A ERCoF 89 FAI7} folsia] @A dehds R o] ojf dZelaly &8 £
alch.
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6 ERAE

E A7e) 22 DAHAe] s AL A Aelch el dFWRel, N(2) & FF54A
Wl R-EE 77t WE Rl wmy N(2) & We 9uleA & o 7Igdo] A=) o &80l
Z2 #Hg 4 ok 902 1-N@©2) & 7Ige) AFBolgHgS vehdickr & 5 oo} 25
A, ¥H7 gl 71 (all-equity firm) & A$E N(@) =1 5, AFEolgAYL A3 g=rh
abzba) $ie) A A= ERC7E 71 AFEolg el el ¥ (—) o geAE #ANS
HoqFE Aol

o]gAH o2 £&% ERColl i3t YF-Eolah 1o} g2 (default risk effect) & e} A o)z}
7] $isted, EHAMAE LAY SH7IAL 7R slab o] ZIge] A Wiy AYe FE=
N(Z)=0.72 A% & 5 dokz 7Bg@ct o] A%, 471X £ A ojfo] W1.00 F7Hslg,
o] 7lge) FFEA W0.70 F &AE Aokt el W0.30L AAEe] FEHA
Pk o714 o] 7igdel ARTFEIL WEs N(2Z) =0.47 Stz 7pskah o] A4, «7)A)
3 A oloe] F7H(RE) ol e AA7ER FIHA) ¥ W1 000 th3te 352 W0.409]
ole}(&4l) & AARc ATV} WSSy Mo Aged viws & o, AAAAE] FHIE
E4o] W0.6022 F71gct o) dE, B Fd9 uzivjgAe]de] Foixd o, ()

2Rl S 7 7Igle) FFEo] Ao HL(YR) o5 &4 AHE et
o]R& AF ERCS NTEoANY Abolole ¥ (—) o A7 A& ¥oAFE Aolh”

SES LRI
1. HdAF7Kdel 4%

2 a7y F2 FUL 7198 ATLolR o] 2ol gt wis AR A s BAl, F olely
874 (ERC) ol AAHY Febo] Uex) 455 REshe Aolch A 2314 2L 2y o)2
Az ERC7} 7190e] 3o B A2 gl elys 3(—) o ¥5Ael Aee BAFR Ysk,
e 7l ATRolgAYe) WEE AYspI} oigy] B Eel, B AFAE SAb yuz
ARl Y ARTZ WEE ATLIAAYS FYAD Mgtk

7l ART2E e 719E Alolel ERCE wzshs F5elE FUe 2801 24% 4 ek A74e
T ATl ST JHERES J1EA gTPel sl B sldel AT ATEolgAYsl @
ERCel w18 4 it <%e ddsiaz sch

-162-



sledel AuFEMEe HAoles FASelgs] A nAE @Y 7

2 g9 71% 3 #5714 (null hypothesis) = ERC7} 71]]9) &7z 9} S oleke Zoloh
o] FpHe HZar] ke, & AFHE ARFERI HEE) o)A WE ol F9] 717 Apelo]
ERCSY #}o]7} Qx| «¥-g A=sidch sae) 48 = Adsgel VIjle] ArgolR AU
NAs) P, 59 e AFYHe ERColl Ahig dgg v Aejch =, &
Ao A=stelz ste FHe thY7HA (alternative hypotheses)& th&s} ztch

7 1 : vsdo] MAAE ARsRs A9, AR o F7170 ol uiSASE AR 1A

o] ®ldte =t}
74 2 1 71gde] SAlE AFRdEs B, ALY o|F17HY oA e ¢ oA

717kel] w)aled Ak,

2. EEe| 4%

2 APolA] AT HEE 19873004 1989139 3135t HAAE A s A2
ARTFZ7} AER 41709 AA/IPSE FASAG. 4 BRI ARRTE RS R dsd
GE Soll 43 28E IFARYYHY (4719 o208 SRSt (7I9EE-1992,
J 42" RE 7 F Lol 878 EF $FA7E AW E@d TRAA

(1) 1987'3%€] 19894 Atolol Ay 13 o4 HAHE AW =x ATFEPYE 714,

@) HAAY A/ AFEY AH xE ARel 2 HAA A/ EYe] g= 714

(3) AL AR/ Al o]} o] ol Hag 1 o4 w7 Alole] | Fle} AAH,E

A4tslr] i AR7E o87Hs 7).
(4) SIAPRS] ARt/ A TFae ol o) Foll A4y 19 o4 AL AT A% FA
Ad§ 287 ©)47FT 714
ol4e} A F (2) & ARF2HEo] ERColl tlUAE Z2: ‘YHANE H3}r] HY Relo
B3], FdRZL A% 2 979 JIuhe F U1 (AEF2 w5 9EF) Aele] ERCE
H@ehs AolEg, ARTZHFo) LAY IEE B4 AUt 21 F WE F

7174 Apololl HAol)} FA40l g 2B FE ol47HeHE R AT Aelsh U 71l

g8 odzishe) ARFZHE g wels, 9 22 (2), 3), W& =F FF3k= AeLE

o LFAAT
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4 = A o5 ¥ & 3 3 F o T+ A o
(%) (W q1) H] & (%)

1987 2 11.8 1,477.00 8.37

1988 20 58.8 3,439.30 6. 66

1989 5 29.4 2,920.00 10.63

oM 17 100.0 3,055.70 i 8.03

2. AE AT Ae

ERENE M & 3 2 2 9 2 ¥ 4 o
| (%) (Wi =) ol & (%)

1987 1‘ 7 29.2 11, 428.57 15.93

1988 8 33.3 9,228.00 12.29

1989 ] 37.5 11,047.78 ] 13.92

H oA 24 100.0 10, 522. 25 13. 96

olidel AY7IES FF A7 Ak 2F 387, ARTFRAFTL 417 Aok P o)F E27)4]9)
192, I, ARTFERETIE F FAo] (FHel deht Uk B (E DL 41709
ARTFREE Ay BEE 95 ¥ RYEE ¥AFT o (F DY A oy g
HEE AIABIE glch A, 1078 (58. 8%) o) A Akgto] Add 198832 AMeslnE, ARTFZo
WEE o= 5Pd=el] FFHT QA obeh =¥, BEVIQE) AgE FEE st Jehn
A 4. AHE ARY oo HFFAo) 3049 HEu Hete AFLHFAL PF 10599
°olth. °}Z 1987-1989F < Fejuiets) 71 Eo] AZ£R7} of$ EUQ AMARG wodsis
Zelet slct. A, Abde] ARt/ Aol 19 MM ANETZol| vl Feo] HEE 2RI
ol HE Ao Add = AluIAe) vlgol osted MY 4 ek o] wlge AR
7 8.03%, Alfrdadel A= 13.96%2 Jephz ek o] uig I Ao 2= Alfe) Aba/A)
ol F1de AFEAAAYY HEL JIAHE UVF FUA) AV E BHY S 9oy, uy
2 F8A0] vivlsity oL ¥ AT /M-S AR shs ARE ded 2 F4Y Aok

3. weo &¥

31 FHEINPYSE
719 19} A= AAYNY(BETA), St the 422 FoixE AR s g 245t A4bsigdc)

Rij=ait + SiRmij+ eiyj

8) 3709l JIA(F% FUN, VIARF) L 77 289 ArP2AFo| wAsiA.
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719 AEFzEFel Aol Al g A vlAe 4% 9

oq7]el4, Riy=714] i9 tdx jY9 F7ldE,
Rmy=td= jY9 AJA5d&(FUF7IA4+ Wihg),
ar, Bu=714d 19 tIE AFEY FAH HH ¢ 7]E7)
AL B4 IAGT AR 6070Y 5] &R ES o 43t Ao, o] &7)
T FAE 2B 24004 o]l A= FAHAAANA A Yslech
AR 4 AdA Y AL ans} fuF o83t YH (monthly) Z55<]§ (abnormal
returns : AR) 2 c©}S-3 o] AAbsich

ARxU RIU (ait+.8itRlT!lj)

7)ol 4 i 714, te dE, 283 j= Y& dehdch elsite] A4 AR P xe
FANAE 9 o z)sl= 12709 E9t gAksted ¥ 2349] & (cumulative abnormal returns : CAR)
& 23 - Aok Y gebA 129 2 Z47190e] A9 CARE ST 1Y% 129717 12704
¢ ARS ¥H{ 7otk

3.2 B|7|cizHlo|
u]7)ch &) A} o) o] (unexpected earnings : UE) & #3817 flslM= oo Fmsio] Pasic)
A7 A o)l e AlA|GE AL F4F Teiyt WHIHN (random walk with drift : RWD) 280
o3 71 HAHE) Mdusichs (Ao A7 A (A Albrecht, Lookabill and Mckeown (1977),
Watts and Leftwich (1977) 3) el we} e 22 A2 g Foz|& o] ZA]§ AHg-stdch 'Y

Ei-1 (X) =Xt-1+ 0

A7l A X 719l e wrieely, FHE el e 24 3A 53209 o]oF 3o i3
of e]3te] ZA3}lct. maby £ AFollA ARgR] w7ty Ao} 2] (UE) 2 AAlo]eel| A o] el &3]
EX)& 213 ¥ F4] A7z Ao 24 oo o] FAANA.

— 'lx_ (Xit~]+ b\i
VB= =5,

A71AA Puer e % 29 (FAX2RF 442 2YSE 1719 7499 A7 olch. w73
Aol g EZIEHE dle T AYrha Bk ohle ol 3% 2T AHgETHe): Beaver

9 EA dx9 iAWY MAE ORUTE AU olF 3/ AR 12709 ¢ AT FRRIASER
M3t € el f4Rt ASE dck

10) ZHE& 23 ILH2YE 7pAN7] dFe o]YAFATE AFEAAM ZAsA ggich zev
TEE 7ol sl ERCE 7I7PER wimshs 7le] & Aa7-9] slgubioln=, o] W4e Fgol
AT AT mlAe Y AZEA & Ao dil=c
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10 ERAR

et al. (1979), Collins and Kothari (1989) %). £ |74 o] T/ 2YXE L5 L83
o} g3, wizidiEAiole] ] FAelA wlshs o F wi= 5o} (outliers) 7} A A v1H
4 ole g5k 7 st (UEID100%3] Sl o8 E4e4 Alesladch

4 438 &

o

k-

olehulgAl4 (ERC) & A2o)disige) agsehs A 2404 £28 0|84 d3e A3
dated, 2 AFelAE sl A wmE AR Rel BE slge) AFEolPdys] WFo] ERC
of Aeg P14 Aolzhs FhdE dAskdch o) M W) Hskd e gL HARYE
FHsigdct. "

CARit=a+bUEit+ @Di sk UEjid & -vcvvrvrrrermrereee s 4)

o7l 4, CARx=71g i9 tdx FHZLAE,
UEe=714 io] tdx wiz|chs]A o],
Di=EA71q iol &l 9= t7} ARLFZHF ojFojd 19 g, ARFZHE
oldeld 09 & & dummy HS
A AFRYH Jx t= AAAH (calendar time) o] el A} A (event time) & tepdich
<d Fo#iof ot ARFZI HFY QE(=o)v ARTFZHEEFS ERCel Wiy YR A&
3z, wF olAH o} F 717k Alele] vinE AR 3}7] Hsted EMelA At =%
3] BHEY - R A|Arlaie} F)ho]e] o2 TZEHe Tl w]7|hEA 0] 2 RS AME-EHA,
A& Ashs Aee Awgdshe A2 e FAskedch
ARTF-Z7} HES 7] o]} o] %9 7|2} Alojo] ERCH #o)7} Sl A A5-&F FHFdh= AL
ALY (4) oA FAL AAAT g9 FIAE AFske A Fdsich gepd £ d79) sMde
o33 7ol viebd 4 glch

74 1 : Ho : =0, Ha : 650 AN E ARl S
719 2: Ho : =0, Ha : <0 BHAYFE AFsfists A

) 7HEE AEE7 g e 95 22 2w HEY = ook (1) A$E (restricted) 283}
24 (unrestricted) 28 9] F712| 2 4] (4) & 274 FHIL (i) F Z¥ 2|2 xpxeresidual
sum of squares: RSS)€ vlxsld, o}Lo] BA=EE AH4Rich
si 60: F(1,N—2)=({(RRSS—URSS)/URSS)/(N—2)

o7l 4, RRSS#} URSSt ztz} Aty 233 912y expalggelsn, N& M A&5§&
depdch ey, o] FTud2 HAARY (4) 9 TIH2E FUstZ=E (Johnston(1984), p.237),
2 dFelME B} hedk oepds FHIugs 9o
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7198 AeFEeFel Aol FAreleel Wi vlAE 4% 1

V. ASE49 2%

1. 71&3H

AT O

(£ 2 2 AT fAHAle] He g Fawsd i 7|54 & BA4En}. o] ¥FES
(1) 49 MAAH 948 (BETA), (2) T BFF7ldel i3t A A7tde) v &2 S 448
(GROWTH), (3) 21¥-22] A4-7ladd] th3t 2549 »&2 5™ FYu&(LEVG) Folth

W4E5e) Fokgh(median) o] Aol AHY mE Alwrafo] bRy 1EAHYEH HAF 13714
3d%qt 7 Weda veh} gloh =3 AbiA4Y/ P @E ARTFZEF o)H7IZF olFg
717 Aelel| o]5 WHSe] lo)r} QLA J¥F RFsh= Wilcoxons] Z-FA#sE 5 3 glct.

)5 3709 H45E AT 712 vinE T olfE o] WFFo| o]uk3 A (ERC) & ¥

(<]

s]o] gl7] = Eojc}. Easton and Zmijewski(1989), Coliins and Kothari(1989), Dhaliwal,
Lee and Fargher (1991) 5ol 2J3 Q74 3= o] W-Fo] ERCH A 8UYE RA4F 9l

(R DM ARTZ] WS wel olF HLTo] YAY FAE el AUSE BAE
Al g ARee A4S, AAA AYS FAuge ke i A4S FoEa gld &3,
Wilcoxons] ¥5¢4 A5 A7 AR o= o) 9] 7Iztatelel]l F-Aw &3 Y3&] W
0.10 $Zol4 #o3 Ao Jehlm ek T, HAME AFEPY 39, A4H2 AAA
AP FAqu g Svlske wbd, AAES ks F4F dehl Qs gy ojgRE
Hilk= FAA R folskAl Wglth

(E 2 F2 ¥458 71884 : S

1. A& ARy A5

A} A} g1 o] ¥ TE& A4 ROW »
Faf Apghol] oh %) BEx) 5 BETA " G TH LEVG *
Y dx (N) (%)
-1 17 0.941 73.38 3.128
0 17 0.973 78.02 2.053
1 17 0.868 89.01 1.421
Wilcoxon Z-3k -0. 989 1.791° -1.722°
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2. AHE AlTue As

A tregol] o g BaAs | GROWTH
1 BETA LEVG
AR s (N) (%)
-1 24 0.873 179.48 1.204
0 24 o091 117.93 1.536
1 24 0.940 132.03 1.524
Wilcoxon Z-gk 0.505 -1.227 0.320

1) ARye g8 FAw HAH A4y,

2) AREge] ARvteled iy ATt v 24P ARE

3) AT AATIA ik FEAe] wlgE 2P FHus.

4) 9E&o) 349975 (Wilcoxon signed ranks test) FAIk

x ¥ 1 fFoE 0.0l * ¢ K$F 0.05; + ¢ f9F 0.10.

2. JKde| HEEn

2.1 di7|cH¥ A2t o go| LI blm

A 27l =&d o)A Z¥olMde AFBolPAYH olqurgAF BAE el ok
2 AelAe HF-EoldHYe] wrivhgAle]o] (UE) & 234 &(CAR) 2t #A9 7w
(strength) ol AAH <l Fao] AUEAE EAshLa} ek HYH o2 UES CARE AMLY AR
He 493 E dehle AAAS Rol 93t UES} CARY A9 =2 339t AYAS
RS 3 AR YA @A Al Folng, xgT2e WEo| virIth YA olels} 23542
Al vlale FEL WEold (pre) 3 o F712H(post) o AHBAS(0) F wimPL T4 BHY 5
uch F, o 22 vhde dAsidch

o

Ho . ppost = ppre
Hi:  Opost) Opre, A& Absishe 4SS
Hz ! Opost{Opre, A& AlFdg e AL
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o] ZMEL BREYFEZE w2 oo 545 A3l AF5E 4 gk (Morrison 1976,
pp. 104-105) :

Z = 29051_ me
(1/ (Npost—3) +1/ (N —3) )12

og71e A, z& AFEEEF g2 wWzko T FEAPAS(r)o Fisherd] '#% (Fisher's
transformation) & #8led G gheloh: &, z=1/2In ((1+r}/(1-r)). ¥H, N #&3+F
epdct,

CE 3 A7z slHHeiAlol (UE) 3 5 x5l § (CAR) <
Szl ojxle Y
L g guY 38

F712 &Y Zldieole]o e EE& Y

R EE NSRS OHEEE BB E
I

ded REgF Z-% d8d 2w F  Z-

Pearson 0. 057 0.602 1. 690* 0.079 0.483 1.601°

Spearman 0.245 0.630 1.299 0. 206 0.640 1. 455

2. AARE AFUYY AL

F718 2EY 7ol &
H| 7] 2] A o] oo} A4 ulZlci 3 A e}o)e] AL
4 # A £
Wy d ¢y R z-g Ty wy R Z-%
Pearson 0. 208 0.030 -0.586 0.258 0.058 -1.042
Spearman 0.192 0.014 -0. 586 0.193 0.088 -1.913

+: RfFF 0.10; * : Hol$F 0.05; =5 one-tail test 9.
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(B DL 9 7Mse 22 A0E 33T Q). 5719 7ldjole]eg &R W7o 5] A o]
o] thsle] Pearson ArTHA|S9} Spearman =AreA47E vehd ek ABNE ARG AL
A48} o) 37| 7ke] AbwA| S A4 o] W77kl wlEte] @A) FFuh wZ|HE A o] A Ao
BAglo) ZA Jeh)x Qe =3, o)jeizhe ATAFL) T 0.10 FEoliA FAHLE {9¥
<+ X453 ek

3, IS APg s A, Do) AgAeE e ol v Zasidch a2
2 ol EAA SR HolaiAE @otrh olAte) Az HAbe] A% me AEAeR I
7191e) ARTEHEo] AASE A5 w73 Aol 2akrdge A MAHY FoFol
Reg AlAtsks Aotk B3] Akle] Abgle] wE A FAHoEZ FesiAch

2.2 o|Yer3Al+ (ERC)2| uvim

(E e Y AR w= ATSdel gah AT daks A% WF oAy A2 olFe)
717t Abslol 1% ERCS) gk} QlER] 5E A5W A& BoAEch A 403} Vg
2ztel] st wlslAB A o]l 2Tl ge) WEHARY S 71PHE FAskT, =P HALY
@) & HA7e) BAA 2ystach 2UATHE FIE EEHG wslsAc e AT A
R2asgch

ANE HEG AT, HARYS 2HATHE o2 23 YAHT Utk ANLR ol ¥
ERCE 0.77124 ABAAEH ol1e) 0. 4440l wlsted 73.6% Z7}sheich. meld, ERCS 43§
axshe @)Y HAAF 49 2HNE AFNZ H(+) 9 @ FETh RS AR gy
2 Qsted ERC7 F7hetgee oulshe Aoldh. Tefib olsize ERCY F7ke $ANoz
Soy8x @gtch oY Az 2 AT J4A le) tald wA 1wkl AT AL
EEE2N

AAE APUAYG APE ALY 2YAFHE 1 256l AfH ol2H a3 YAz
Qlch. Alshe] whsolHel ERC= 3.5629 21 AHH & Al 8¢ o dxol= 0.2032= st
A olAL & (4)9) AAAS 9 2HAY AZVAE $(-) o ghe ZEF 4 vheht ok
2o APIAE, HAASE AP F512) ek o)A 7H 26 HalA @A) 2 el
AL YL ReAFch,

o)4¢] As ERC7H AT ¥522 24¥ 7199 ATo|dAge) gageae &
Q7o) ARAR S AAA 4T YL AT oliRe A theF 2L FAR olfel
A & 4 ok WA, Seltel vl ARz Bael loiAe] Bhaelch F, A
AFLRE AP7Ige) ATRolPAYE F7A7)Y) Boke 23] AT R A AP AaAYR
W AHRe) AR wE Awe] AFEAAYY HEAF A Rk FA, S A
s HARS 2 A RAERE WwoRAe) wFe) ¥ouR Abfel AR/ ATFIRL ATl
gAgel  FBL v1AA Yhee A5l ok

12) 7idjolejog EZFHY wrIdis Aol AMY ol AFjE FASHAT
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(E 4 AH2P=wHZo| o|ut3ASol o|XE Y
CARi=a+bUEi+ ¢Du*x UEu+ &

L AHIE ABY A%

% g dq = PYRE VIR PYRE VIR I |
Wy 4V ¥ = o] A 7] 2 o] ¥ 7
-0.1 .0 . 088
4w 9 0. 189 0. 026 -0
(1.298) (0. 455) (1.087)
0. 444 0.711 * 0.302
U E +
(0. 720) (1.980) (0. 659)
D*UE + 0.081
(0.093)
R? (%) 3.34 20.71 2.50
9. AE AU A
= g o & REETIEI NEE R -
" 5 2 3 ol M 7] 7 ol ¥ 7 % -
49 9 -0.34]1 ** 0.036 -0.131 °
(2.554) (0.619) (1.757)
U E + 3. 562 0.203 0.979
(0.997) (0.139) (0. 348)
D*UE ) -0.734
(0. 194)
R?* (%) 4.33 0.09 0.29

1) Das tu)¥i4(dummy veriable) 24, 54714 id) s Q% t7} ARRTEZHE7 o) ¥ ol
19) ghe, ARTzEA olHeld 09 ;& Feth
2) BIFL e el

+: #9432 0.10; * : fF5FE 0.05: *x*x @ {4F 0.0L
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16 ERAR
3. Zvbsel 2Me| Ha

e} F AellMel Aol ojsta, Fabde] Aekn AFuse 242 ERCY 3719 ad 7HA e
ok a2, olebe ARFxe| Wl whE ERCE] Wishs wHiat A £ 1 A A
2 FoghA] g Aog vehia gloh el|y AF¥A AT ERColl d%& v)ale dusE
o] ARETZE) WFLE st gbyy] EYANE RECL Vo] Fhea e e Al g
22 ALY S FAYZA F7HENE FYsidc

CARi=Db,+b,UEi+ Db,RISKi % UE;;,+b,GROWit % UEii+ b,Dit ¥ UE;; + &

714, RISKi=1rd 714 i9) td= MAH $Y (BETAW )34t (median) o] 1],
9 ZA$= 09 g ZE dummy He,
GROWy=7=1d 71¢] i8] td% 43§ (GROWTH:) Ztgt(median) o)™ 103, t}i&

74%= 09 g8 ZE dummy €S,

9 AAZYe) 2749 F @4 RISKS GROW7} ERCell 488 olichs d7Ans oo
B =gc} (o], Nayar and Rozeff (1988), Easton and Zmijewski(1989), Collins and Kothari
(1989) %), 22} (& 2)¢) Aol stal, A4S ABY 392 GROWE Aejsns, ofs
oA ARNTRIL HFE] oW o) o] SHY Aolg HolT x| Yrh Waky o] WEEE
FAQCT sodE, A9 QFARE 2A wAA 2 Aoz Gac

9 »ARYE) 2YAAE (E 5)ol Jeht ek £ 84 RISKe GROWel| it 277459

T s LA dehdn itk 53] o] AnE wsldinAclds AxHe] Pue wr)
Row), AE JBY Aol 1 AT FAHeE Hejstelch

2 A7 AR 85 DX UEel ohg HAASE, A48 AAA, kael dAzhel fapsia.
BANE ARY AeelE AAST B () 9 @ ANE B, 3ANE AFeRshe el
F() S RE RogFoh BHE), o) AI: A8W HACle] AyAe} VAl Uk 9lc)
2o ol AR HAASY FYAE FANCE Foish Yob meEpd, AZypHARS
¥ AFe) FHdE XL A %ee HeFm 9ok

139) Ae7zel 93l BE wirlefgiAolele] AmeFe) WHE ERCo «d8e F 4 b L]
& ok ol Fbeael tiE AFL AL oleldzrly oleldaAg ASPoDTH LY £
xR, B AFME FEsA Yt
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71iel AT EzEge] Aol FAfe g AN vAE 9 |7

(Z 5 XETFx=HYo| oyl olxle IY :

#1# (RISK)

! 4%8(GROW) & Exlet 2=

CAR:u= b+ b, UEi+ b,RISKit % UEit + b,GROW;, % UEi+ b,Dit % UEi+ &

L A& g 7Ae

= g o 2 F712 #3239 7ldjele] o2 EZ: Y
W 4 L u] 7| 3] A ojo A4 a7 g A o]} Ap&
4 3 7 -0.089 (1.212) ® -0.112 (1.421)
U E + 1.451 (2. 446) ** 0.427 (1.467) °
RISK*UE - -2.165 (2.957) ** -0.631 (2.090) *
GROW % UE + 1.940 (1.396) * 0.396 (1.303)
D UE + 0.552 (0.694) 0.099 (0.331)

R? (%) 26.92 15.37

2. AHE Aoy A4S

' ¥ 4 = F712 EE Y Z|thele] o2 EF Y
LI ¥ =z vl 7)o sl Aol Apg w7l gl A oje] A4
3 = ? -0.137 (1.793) ° -0. 142 (1.860) °
U E + 1.625 (0.377) 0.014 (0. 054)
RISK*UE - -2.004 (0.515) 0.036 (0.156)
GROW % UE + 2.491 (0.504) 0.123 (0.521)
D% UE — -0.678 (0.165) -0.006 (0.025)

R? (%) 1.60 2.09

1) RISKu=7wkd 714 i9) td= MAY $1¢c] FIUuc}t 398 Jo]Z, & Agois 09
&g Zt= vu)wg(dummy variable).
GROWy=xrta 719 i9] td= AAgo] F4@E} 3H 102, g&
o)+ (dummy variable).
=547 iell sl 9= t7} ARTFZHA ool lo)R, ARTFZEA o]Holn
09 BE = oo
2) FEe tghg ey,
+ 0 FEFE 0.100 x @ /YEE 0.05; x*x 1 942 0.01.
(F37} d&sls 2 4= one-tail, 23R 2L 7St two-tail testel] A,

= 09 Te Fe
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18 ERRE

V. 3 =

£ dFe TR st Hd 719 fRgelA o] 23rdgTt vlF)d A ool
A ZF, o]oukgAS(ERC) o) H g vlAE7HE AE3R: Holoh 7IfA7M2y R §4714 44
2YE A 23S o4 )8 Yo ZHE], ERCI} 718 ATEolsiAddel d@ o
ghe 7S =8 £ dFellMs 198730014 19893 Alololl HatAE ABEA G AFLY Y
38709 AA7I9d (41709 X)) & B o B AMgsle, Abfe) AR (= Alus) ojH o]F9
717k sbelel ERCE wlmgezs, o 7Hde HFHo= ZFF3dn

AFEA ] Azl o3, HAE ks Aol ERC7L $7hsks whd, 3§ A
g3 A 9ol Aashe Ao Jeldx ek 22y, o9k ERCH Wil: FA|3o 2 {93
2 okt o] Adb= M2 & wV|HE A 0] HAHAE AN-EAY, MAY AEY HAEE
T3t Aol SRR iskel webd, dAAHew § o, £ A7 AFENA}= HAL
7Hd& AR AR gt

o]}z Ashke chgH e H7HA ool 711z £ 4 Aok AA, uE 7149
ARz Aol ojAe] B5Adelnk F, Ao AL Mg HFEe1EAYE T
AF)I71 Rk 23] A F-Eolq HYS Aoz Al Al £ Aste] fF-HelPAY
2] gx7} 57 R¥ck A, feivel 714 P Ao 2 V)RR chs 4R
ulFe] Fou 2 Abfe Aal/Alual AFEo|R Yl 2 FuL v|AA gt 7HsAdol Ak
mpe}d, AF-Eolf Ay ERCH FAld] iy 222 271 HaAc ol2ig 7oAl ai B
HAAH] A7 8.3«
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71949 AEFEagel HAolels TSy WA clAE g 2l

(R E> E 2 71 ¢

1. APRE AP 71y 2. A E APege 74

7 4 g ° 71 gy F 9
sz E % Léi (ﬂi‘&\f’) i: 7l k % B (d7hw)
1550 % d 4 7 198 1,000 1871 % d Al #1989 5,000
1800 A+ o 4 E 1988 5,000 1873 = = & A = 1989 3,000
2304 &= & 4 F 1987 1.974 2858 Al 4 & 4 1988 10,000
2500 of 1988 1,991 3700 ¥IFIrZzYg 1989 13,000
2651 & o o 2 1988 3,000 3704 F ok 1987 2,000
265¢ o & % A 198 6,965 3902 % ¥ A 4 1987 4,000
265 ¥ o ¥ A 1988 4,474 4056 d F A &+ 1987 3,000
3450 4 ¥ A §f 1989 2,600 4057 4 A4 Al o 1989 4,000
3501 & = A = 1988 2,987 4202 ¥ 3 % A F 1987 3,000
3508 4 ¥ A = 1988 5,000 5400 ¥ 4 3} o] T 1988 5,000
3704 F ok 1989 2,000 5406 x ¥ A 7 1987 5,000
3902 4 4o 4 0 1989 4,000 5601 W ¥ % 4 1988 8,000
4050 & ¥ ¥ ¥ 1988 1,98 5701 o & & 4 1987 3,000
4202 ¥ X & FF 1989 3,000 6452 A4 A # ¥ 1988 5, 500
5000 = 4 4 5 1988 1,990 6453 4 A4 A 1 1988 25,000
5401 ¥ 3 F H P 1987 980 6454 ¥ F A A 1988 12,000
5409 % & A 7 1989 3,000 6455 < ¥ & M 7] 1988 4,324

6700 &+ X H 71 1989 3,000

6751 ® o = 5 2 1987 60,000

7509 A4 ¥ = A 1989 9,430

7802 A& 4 ¥ 4 1989 20,000
7804 ¥ G AAA 1989 30,000
7807 A4 = E 4 1988 6. 000
8000 " = = 1988 10,000
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