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I. S3Y3 oluigAl4$
m. o2 9y

1. dFsi4de 44

2. 3Ee 434

3. H49 23

4 AFH HF=Y
V. AFE49 Az
v. % &

I. A £

HAAE, 53 Alelelo] Zld XYl FEF ARE AT YeA A%, F Al
ole] §g4dol W3 AFE I FYsiol HAGAT Lol F 7 & BAUL Eold
Zxzetn ¥ 4 9o}h. Ball and Brown(1968) € Al1zte2 ©@e QdFEo] 7|d7xH el loiA
gAololo] st g 2L, o€l ALY 7 EAA dT¢HLE () 3] A o]l 9]
ZAlo) @2 Frie] HES BASA Y (event syudy) £ (2) 244U E (abnormal returns) F
] 7]t 8] A o] 2! (unexpected earnings) 7+e] A PJAIF HE 3= A (association study) ojch ” F
aho] 2Aglo] AFAR S AFAE Zd7raH ol QloiAl 3Alo]ede] {EF UL
odzx ot a3y oS A7 gpte Aol Frio] A, F 3Alo|de) {840l
Zledw =& Z|7HE2 Fdsicn shsigld.

* 2 AR & 314832 (Dept. of Accounting, Cheju Univ., Cheju-do, 690-756, Korea)

1) Event study§ A}&% o7& Beaver(1968), Wilson(1986) ol gl2=, association study 2%
Y& A4 % 972 Beaver, Clarke and Wright (1979), Beaver, Lambert and Morse (1980) &%
= 4 9)c}. olo] B AFSe HEE Lev and Ohlson(1989) 3 4<1H(1991) & #=4¢ 2L
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o A &

Hao JdF A7l 2344 E3 v)sgYAolole] AP F YehE o]Zu} ‘o]o)ule
A4+’ (Earnings Response Coefficient : 0|3} ERC2 #)7} 7ide 43 Ax= 2] o) AAd

< A% ANEE BodF 2 Ui (ol, Kormendi and Lipe(1897), Easton and Zmijewski (1989),
Collins and Kothari(1989), Dhaliwal, Lee and Fargher(1991) %).* o|& T4+ ERC9 HASQ
Aoz (1) A2 Ao]d4Fo| nlao) ALEHE A=, & o= % A4 (earnings persistence
coefficient), (2) MAZANY, (3) A2F=2, @) 7IdFELY HAARY A (quality) & 2L Fu
#74, (5 AlFolz g F& M Y} ¥

FeiveldA s A7l st 234U ulFjg Aol Alololls Foj=el A (+)9)
A7 Qlo] gAlolele] I Aol § 4% ARI Hobe 2AE HAEn Ut o, £
2H(1989), ol'dF ot WA (199D §). 2Bl olF 79 WF- £ L event study HEYWe A}
£33 QlojA o]dFA|AlH Y e}, HF7170e 4A, confounding events problem %3 &
TS HEstn Yok =3 hF9(1989,1990) & B Aol A AT} JYFE, Z2AS
EC1BFALY FHLR01R), ZIdEFTR, AN 59 JAdEA 20 g gaAce
FAE AMAlsgich. 22v 29 AF 44) event study A4 ¢ AHE3tam glom, 3)A o]el
-7t BAE vl ERC7} obd o] FAlo] @2 Frlubgo] A golo) 2¥E 53 9
o v Zlde] AEA AusHe o2 xE Fozd 7 $¥oly ollxLA S
2 ZAA H5rh nesiz] ggdel

2 A7y 5L feveilME &g u|7jds)Alo)ele] A (ERC) 7} 7 E Ao
wet g evbE AEdE Holdh 53 ulFe 7| AZAFAIA AAIsE AA A Y
# oAz AlS vk ohz} Fl)do] MEAFNA =3 £ 2 (monopoly power) e H 7}
ERColl %2 olalex§ A%z, $del 7d87el E43 ALrda vALdr
Atolol AMA A ERCE xlolz} EAshex] o4& 7 Zsioc)

71454 o2 Aol Frb Alole] A BAo iy SelteloA e S ZATS} u)
2 &9, 2 d7E o e AolHg Zrech A, A Do i S2U4e] EHS
Ad 7197129 e Y5t o) 88 ERCAF MAANY, oldx&A4 22ln 429
TY9E 223t A4, o]23 &3¢ HFF Yl oAl & association study HE UYL AL
Feo2x event study FwHe FAYE -5'-943}" Felvetol A g 3lAolole] G&4o] o

ui"-l:l

Fubdol Aol vebbeal o825 WY 4 Ysich A, Aldrieds wiALs Abolol
AMAA S Yol s|Aolele] AAAEY $7 2L AAH FAo] solsh YA E LAY

2 A8 %L ERCol 5ol oy FoHH4A L RedFc)h o o|2A olZ L 17979

2) I8 A4 ERC) & s17 A A o] 19917} 2 A4 g9 27lof o)Al: Age] ALE epiE
A | c} (Kormendi and Lipe (1987), p.326). ## A% 24ol4 ERCE 23423 vir|chsla)
g 242 F4se TP Agote ARLAY A 27le] Jajod FHU,

3 ol gA4ol B F1ZAFEoA Y A 3FL Cho and Jung (1991) & =g A
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7lde) 5333} ol gA+

T2 gt MAANYS o]ANEA4F FAE F ERCoH AG7Id wAL7 A
olof o]zt YEAF vagezd AFaUch UFEAAAE ol AF3 viaH A
gt &, AG7IYEe] wAGZIYdE 2o ERC7F & Aoz dsixten 2 Aol 10% +T
(one-tail tes)oll 4] EAIA o2 fojsigict. a2l 7L E FAY Aot FAR2E £
g stol g Mol @gich ¥ AT A Aol FrIdsA) S BAE Uit =Y
o AU S 2rHel FAE A, B3 favete) ZidE$Fd A Ao F
stel #42AAE FHs2 AF 712Hd FAE ANE + Y& Aol

L AT o2 o] FAHY M2 FoUFe] pHRAA sl AL NFE A
st e £audst st BAE Hedozd A o] ERCH ulale 9% o
2oz £&%ch AIPolME AT/ 4R, L 33, H5 &3, AFEHE AT
2aje] Ay Sol U ek AFEe AF L AAE Ao, ofATez A5
AE d7e ok HE @A Y e A7YY & A3V

1. SHHH ol u3A%

1. 7ok gotey

270l g3} ul|thslAlojele] WAEF HEYo A FAlolode FE4E FAY AAY AT
A E 7ol (ee 249 WolRYE FAA e A odn Bl dFA oz AP 2
o] gt x40l ul|ti A olele Al &, ERCr} 7Y =& 7I17H2 FU3ictn m9)
7] @l Folch, v ERCY AA AL 24317 flaAE 71d7h2ieh glAlofelziel Al o
g 7" srtzae] HMaslojop ¥k WEsE ERCATFS dipge ol WigS .
Garman and Ohlson(1980), Ohison(1989) ), ¥F &5 (ol : Miller and Rock(1985). Watts and
Zimmerman (1986) 5) F+ 3|#)o]e] (Beaver, Lambert and Morse (1980) & HA ¥ Fgol gz # 2
3 oz 7|ostNE Hosks 2y Fo o sl o] EF 712§ Fx o *

2 odojAs @589 ¥<9 28 (cash flow discount model) & 7zl2e3 ez 3a oro) ul
A ¥ISEL AASE Fo¥4el YHE nTPorH 529 WAL 3, £ & (monopoly
power)o] ERCO HAgg FH%ch S5 FY #olz 8o Kormendi and Lipe(1987),

4) Ball and Brown (1968), Beaver(1968), Beaver, Clarke and Wright (1979) §9| &7] oA 4%
Aoz ANy HrlEY L 71 K9 Al &, 25 EH aFHA YL A (+) 9] A
£ et Aol

5) 717138 7l 2 g 2e <] A 873 & (information economics) off 7] 3o A o] (Fr)-F714
P4YAEF =43 A Fa9yyol ot Holthausen and Verrecchia (1988), Lev(1989),
Choi and Salamon(1990) Foll o3 M4]® o] 23& 7|aje] A ushydn g¥44de] ERCY A8
A& BeiFo
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ol 3 #

Collins and Kothari(1989), Dhaliwal et al. (1991) 59 ERCAFolA Al gsin Qlony, Z4Y
€ JIdEIIE 3ol ne{¥ HAF2+ Thomadakis (1976) &4 Subrahmanyan and Thomadakis
(1980) Fol Utk & AFeMe o] F Y& H =3l 2442057 w7 FlA o]l 79
U4 AE =&}

2 AfolA A% 282 Ahmed(1990) ] £ olf fAlslAn o Ze zele]
o AA, 2E 7Y HEE melskA gL vy, 2 dFoie AR sAAAPEY
(CAPM) € 7} ¥tc 24 7|qle] A S Yol ERCY ZHA8YE =&3tdct. 4, 2& 4
S¥4 ¥t olde} v 8P4 B4 nYozd 7o WrlFzs} ERCol A3 m 3}
€ Ag 2oy & dFdMe ol msiA gdc)

2. 2% Ity

4L 2o} dEsatr] Hsted Zide $4 (04 Fa4 9 ALz o} i oL e s}
& ot

AL 714 2712Ha71sk 27)) Fdel et 43, vhole) 2ol FlQde ule) AFEES WA
Ag st 443 (@ ¢ AAU AAYY T2 4] )20 o) FoiAm Qa3 @
A FAAL k24 o] sl

A2 A17] 29 F2E A AL FAYYl A =¢sio] 17] o] $YIBE F 2700
o $Alg 2@ e FEe Al igos AFUchFAL v 2.
webd e AzjalEntez FHY ARF2E Zech

oy |

A3. 71de o&3 e 2 ¥4 (demand function) & ZHtt.
P = aq™ t=1, 2

o7l p = t719] AE DeF A,
a = 18 AF A,
a = t719 £2%sol U BHUYLS dehie YgHLTA HE BN Y
AN ) gargte] FEA 25 ohsle] YA o)
0 o= 0% 1 Aol9 @ 2E A4 0<n<l.

A4 7149 ] £ (cost function) &= otg 3 Zo)
TC = aqr, t=1,2

oJ7lej 4] TC, = t7]9] 2§,
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7Zidel 5AYHFA ol gAF

co= trle AR B vgozs HF, B4 9 AN QuPe ¥
2ate] AW BERE b a Y ah FEFPH oIk

A5. Tl 7| 7+e] CAPMo| wi7lo] A $5lw, CAPME ZAAste Al shetole (F4d olaHe,
ANHZEEelee 4og MAANY T Aol n Wiyl Aok weby &3 Zidol o
s Y =A 7|42 | (risk-adjusted expected return) K& &3 Ze] Fo{Ach

Ky = Rf + B(E(Rm) - Ry), t=1 2

A7lol4 R, = $HY olA,
ERm) = A3TeEegol dg 7l g,
8 = Zliel AAA Y.

A30l4 Zold 48¥s4ol o3l rialel @A 4 (marginal revenue : MR)#H HF 5
(average revenue : AR)-2 Zt7 of&2t Zc(ZIHg dehie FA te 43Y).

MR = (1-n)ag™
AR = aqm

$] 40286 n=09] A$olE MR=AR=p, & FAZA7IdE vehil€ ¥, n)0d 3+
E =24719¢ Yehicte AL ¢ 5 Uch o9l nd £EE FAT F2RHAYL AdFol=
2 nol 248 48% vgtgAo] "k ® g ne 7o FHYY £ F dspHE Aol
2 % & ol oA SAHE AeE Lerner A7k 1/(1-n) Vel & FYAAt ¢
AdollA] ZoiA u] £ 4 A u] R (marginal cost : MC) 2} % F 4|8 (average cost : AC) ©| U3l
t}. & MC=AC=cold o|3-& 7|aje} F2oll i L4 (returns to scale) 7} YFHE& 2lv| @
}.

3. olyer3Hise dHe

gl ZoiA FAstel Al ZIdY AR EAE hg A ek 17] 2(=0) 7142 oA ¥
2582 Iushsty] A 1719 FAPARQ) T ool B FxAL AAWE” of o 2719
g4t 5 ExpAAe 17] ga=Dol o] Zojalcke g malsle Al YMAL 1719 7t
Az )3 1] gL 17] ol A=z, olof wat 7Ide 2719 AFEEN AHF 0A1ANA

)
>

6) 422 A (p)e Hojoh 25led, 5 = [8ln(g)/8ln{p) | = 1-1/nl. =t2k4] n=1/7.

7) #8494 (random variable) 8} A ¥ | (realized value), 2 lx 2)+}7 4 ¥4 (decision variable) 2}
# A 2 (optimal value) & 77t 72317 Hisled AAAS} A& A FAE AHS ¢ Pt G 8
949 pot ool Ao, QE JAAFEFA o) AAAEF ehdc
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of A

9 &g FAs 27)9 Y Ya(Q) € AAW 27 Lol e A,
ojobE AHstolA 271 x(t=1)oll 7|o]9 HHEAE & o] Yehd 4 g
g}ax E1+K_C )-qu .............................. @-1)
q7]eA E& 17] U7tz] o] 7t L5 Fyol g &g Jrlin, g% 27)9 A4k
F Kt 719 Zldsdg, azin kqv 27l i@ Fxiodo|ch $ Eaje 1xbz7 (first
order conition)-2 t}-2 3} Zo] Fojzlit}

(1I-n)E, (p.—c;) = K ceeeererecreeieniaiiiiin, -
i +ﬁ = k 2-2)

ol dezyel HAYNF Q. A AFHL" &8 4 (2209 ol Q,F Fotm Fs
W, 14189 AG7A (V)L ohes o] EAlH

= E(p:Qic,Qy) - nE, (p,Q;-c,Qp) ... _
v, 13K kQ, + TVR 2-3)

A AolA) 17] el 71937k 2718 FRbel (,=kQ) F 2719 27401 WM, (nE, (:Qs
S GQ)/UHKNS F $Eoe F4s UsE F 4 Yok olAe dARAYSYY A$ (=
0). My=0olx wtebdl 7lQi7bxt Fxtabel chAW7H(1) 9 BAHE voiZch

A @D, @2, @3l A8 FAY Qusk Mol Y7stod Z1GL 17] 2 (t=0)o oleh 2712
Ul HFEEL Idsdse 1719 AP Ng Q) AAs "ok = sldy Fals

I

gdax E1+K-C ) ka, + 151(}1;41) (2-4)
13

M& a3 S50z fEde) 13208 ohgat 2ot

%}]?_0(2&)_ = K eereesveeveneinian (2-5)

H A (259 el Qe Fated Ajsld, 0AAHY ZIA7bA (V) & 23 o] el &
et

= E.(p,Q,¢,Q) E, (M)
Ve 14K *OTEK

8) p: = a,q,"¥ (2-2)o] AUz g0l HEA EFH, 93 2o
Q. = ({I-n)E, (a;-c,) /k (1+K) )'/n,
9 ZIsi7kA 7} ap4ke] M d7ie} x40le] Wrhks F4gche 2L Lindenberg and Ross(1981) 9}
AR e FAbshc
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71949 A3} ol g+

= nE, (p,Q,—c;Qy) nE, (p,Q:c,Qy) ...
kQ, + —REa(Pis ARGl )

4] (2:6) 4l Z1d7kA7E ko] Ao Al B47)7 ok wANE EA4le] WA
Ae) Yoz FAHE LeAF
Jlede 1719 @4 g R) S theH o) Fejdch

R, = ViVatD,
0

7lo4 D,=P,Q-C:QKQLEA 1710l 48H WIEE Fol4 2719 FAAE AT ¥ &
Z5olA AFY WZolch 1715 2A4AEAR) S 4PFAER)FH AL K)
o) oz Aefslme, 'V o Aejsh 4l (23) Y (26) % olstel AYshd zAselge o
3 Zol vebd 4 ek

AR, = R, - K

-C,Q:) “Ev (0:Q:C2Qa) I} - 27

= o {{((P.Q=CiQ)-Ei(p,Qic,Q)) l

) Yoz R x4 g v)7idhs| Aol HAl, & oA ASF(ERCS HYAYE =
2317 $Isted o83 e 271 FHAE ok AA, JIde] dFEES HAA X)L F
dsich &, X, = pq - cqe. BA, 7199 HAlold e dhE AL AR vebd 4 e 4l
Ald44E Zeh

E, X;) - EvX) = A X - E, (X))}

o}7)oll 4] A w@7)9] u]Z|chAlo] o] njefIzte] NP EEol HE 7 (revision) o B¥
€ oxE AEE el Aoz, g olAX&As S el A s UL 7Y
3jAololo] AJAIG& Aol o3l AR} olAke] FrbAA SAFA A5 £ E KM
it Aol E o] &3ted 4] (2-7) & oiAl 2H ol ot

nA ) Xx‘E» (xx)

AR, = (I + {IRFF (E®mRD v,

$ 4 (2-8)9 EHEL ERCY ¥43ulE LoiFE Aoz, o2ty o3 e BA7L

100 At ez 12149 Z1d7kae Vy = | + M2 EA]€ch (Thomadakis (1976)).

1) 7lch4ol gL Aolol osted K = (E(V,)-V,)/V, olch. mebd 23+d§2 g3} ol H41HE
. AR = [V1+DI_EI(VI))/VI-

12) A elele) A)Ad=}Ao] JubAQ) ARIMA (pdq) 2qod ek 3hd ojAdA A4 A& 4AH 4l
A zyol sjelujele] #4542 FAgct olof s+ Collins and Kothari(1989, p.148) & &=
g A
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=g

dERC <. SERC 30, 6ERC

SERC
3 8 a1 FE®m)-Ry O 20

on

Ago § HAze of2 zo] FUsiciwl ERCAE 7| MAHSYH (8) e ()9 BAE,
ol l LA S Rk A (+)o FAEF ZAHE BodFE ZHoloh Kormendi and Lipe(1987),
Easton and Zmijewski(1989), Collins and Kothari(1989) 2 A& 24 A= o] olZ 3 dxsln
Ak Al A= ERCe} A1) $1g=zan|qle g9 #A &€ vepuind, Collins and
Kothari(1989) & °l& A A3t A7AAE AAlstn Yok siAY Azs & A9 F2 A
3ol sle Aoz AFAIZNA 7109 FHY (n) 2 ERCAF A (4) 9] FAlol &L 2oF
< ZHoldh

m. a2 ¥

1. dqotdel ¥

rle

A7) F8 WAL ol AFAZANA A she AL A2} o]Adh-gAlFol MHA
dako] gl oJ4EF AEsE Holoh AM2FoNA HAY 2¥e| °]E3 AdE ERCH
o] =43 A (+)9 ¥4l ULE 2odFn Yok 2By JI]do] YR FHHY
AL &322 oJY7] WEoll ¥ dFolAE A Zigjol Ay ALVl S BH
o] 7lgde wlAd7Idel vl SHHel ol ANH L4 S ZEdn s v
ol E3AFAYe HEE e 7IGES Lol Adridelzts Mol wlFe] & 9 o] 7}
e vz 43 ed4d g Fecan ¥ F A4

Adrld wjAldrId Abolol SAdel oA} Holzl ok, AAZIGEL ALYl
ult) £ ojolulgA4E 29 AHoloh webd & A7) oM 74 (alternative hypothesis) & T
€3

2

7]

=2 2

7H C ARZIdEL A rIdE 2o oj Ak AlS T A

2. xee 43

B ood7oa] Al 8" FEL 1991d o ¥R Svel FHAIF A" 71 FolA o9
2718 247l HAER FAS
(1) 27140lel, <23 3 7} A2 1981455 1991472 119 F¢ ol &7h5E 7
.
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7ol SAYA oA+

(2) 484421 § (monthly returns) A&7} 1981 1448 1991'd 129742 o] & 7hsd 7]
od_

3) <9, 234 5 FEIFel okd 71

ol4te) 87 F (N7 (Q+ AFEA0l Yo VAASE Budy] A% Aolz QL FF
dFe B44E naigs] Witk o4 AA7IEE FHAVIE A 25 1994 ded,
olf FE7Ide dFH FXE oiS ksl vehvta ok ad B2IIdEL AYERs)
edsln F27 & ZldE2 TPz o|2ul ‘BEHL (survivorship bias) S| EA7F A7)
ek 2 olpe] AFEAL 1994 7 AMI Loz Hu 53(1986~1990 FUS ARE ©f
§3tel Y=gl

3. Hiso &F

3.1 87chE Aoy

v} 7|t ) A o] ©] (unexpected earnings : UE) & & 3t7] $IMAE olloF2yo] Yesjct o
A olele] AAdLEHLe FAME 2P WYY (random walk with drift : RWD) el 23] 7}
A M3 dggcie AAel dFZH (A, Albrecht, Lookabill and McKeown(1977), Watts and
Leftwich(1977) $)oll wteh oh&3 7L 4oz Foixle olddFAE A&l

En(Xd = X + e

oi7lol Al X& sledel BlEolel, & 2AE e Aoz oA 5328 BrlEeld F
el HEAl olsted B @k ¥ ATol 213wl A ol UE) L Aol
oloj4] RWDZ Hol o¢ dl&XE e § T A7z BEstezs chest ol
A sgict

Xit - Xi-1 + dit)

UEe = Pit-1

A7lolA pae tdE 29 i71d FAS AN (E FoAxgdFAF) ok
w7l B olol e BZsshe dlE F4A9 A37A 2 ohizt ol AL AF 4§

13) olelzt2 ubilol] o4 Zaje] £4.2 Ball and Brown (1968) & Beaver et al. (1979) 5ol 23t A}
4=lgld

14) 22 dAFAzte] o)l AL o) 4@ ol EAs HUY W A1A7Idelde] HEHN2A A
£ DY AYNLY 59 AALEYol o AFAnc ¢ Aoz dshda Yo (o,
Friend and Givoly(1982), ol7ZdZF s} #x121(1992) §). MF L4719 AZ A d4l AIAL2¥E 4}
4ol g u]7hBiAolole] EAHIt £ AT Ao} njAE dB8E & 5 U
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o A 2

t}. (oll, Beaver et al. (1979), Beaver et al. (1980), Collins and Kothari(1989) §). 2 -pofji] F:4]
of | @7kA & AR olfv 2AHOl M2 =& 29 deflatoroll F33je], o]ER o2
2t} $43}3 (Christie (1987)), #-& 71&€%7(of, Easton and Zmijewski(1989), Collins and Kothari
(1989) )4 ALSERZ] wf Folet. s|7|f3 A o]l FANA U= LF £ Solx
(outliers) 7} AF¥+H Al vl 4 U F%E 337 #sled [UEI>300%2 7 -fole ol &
+300%= A2 (truncate) 3} e}

3.2 MA=SY
J18) is) td = MAHAYBETA), Ak e Ao Folale Ageye 2ystel Astad
o},

Rij = @it + BiRmy + €45 e (3-1

o] 7] ol A, R 714 i9 tdE j¥o )4l g,
Ruj = td = j¥e] A4 & (387144 #H28),
ap, By = 714 io tdE AIZEY 39 A 9 71&7].
# A1BEY L SASAGE ANAFE 3AY ofF 480 Fd A EABE o] §3le] 2A 3
dod o|&rbsdt +UAE AE7E 240Y T dx: FANAAANA] g o] shgict

]

3.3 SHRISG

A2yl A G-DelAd A" AT apet BE ol f3ted ¥W 342§ (monthly
abnormal returns : AR)-& t}-&3} Zro] Alikglc),

ARyj = Ry - (@i + ByRamyj)

A7le14 it 1A, te dE, Zen j& 48 vehdch olsigol A4 ARS Hdss
SAAME A% 44Y el ALY olF BUYAA 12709 Fob Yalspe] FEEN4olS

(cumulative abnormal returns : CAR) & &# - A} &3}eic} '@
CARy = Zj ARy, t=1986,..., 1990

aheby 1249 o A47199) 49 CARS SAUE 49358 ods 38 1209 5o ARS

15) ol 39 9 YEsdgol ofsted AF2HE 32AY o 60714 AEEF ALt Fo] vHAHo|},
22lvtetel A$ dl&7|7ke] oA wf odAksle g9 tAAEA wlFoil 4814UE Bt
16) Collins and Kothari (1989) & Z=}42} g9 = 7|3bo] ERCofl 3§ ol FAE AAstz, o
27)¢jel sl Aogge] xolE T Ao £ L Fiejel vls] M7 e] B} YR 4]
ztslojo} dickm Atslgich el FAAR] A]HE AR 3L Aol vif oegEa & AFo4E
71 2ol PAglel FLY FAANNE A &350
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714 FAYS oA gAs

FAg Feld.

3.4 O|YXISAHIS

o] o] x| & A] 4 (earnings persistence coefficient : PERS) & & 317 f3 7 Z-27|sdoll o3l 10
(1980~1990) Eate] B7lgole] B F 4183l o} & ARIMA(O1) 2% 335"

Xp = Xi-p - e + &

oJ7lol A4 8% o] 5% F(moving average : MA) Setulelol L, e WFo| Oojn E4bo] AAH
BgHsas t7]9 oELaE Jehdch o 23-E ¥y olf+ (1) Beaver et al (1980),
Collins and Kothari(1989) 59 o|&3d =& AZ ATl gz, (2) AAS 4FATol
A} AHAE AA o]l AjA AL AL o] Yo S Ao HFsr| Wl F, 0=
00) AeE AHWEYo|x, 6 =12 29+ mean-reverting 3ol Hch AAE sehulE
Axxe 0% -13 1 Abole] & 7 W @oll PERS=1-00l ofslel olelx&A 4§ &Astaict

4. AMAEH HEDY

Mool 228 o] ol Zol o5t ERCE S Fohatsols] meby & 479 7|
2r14e Adriade ERCo} vldAld7Iqdel vlal 24 debdets Aeoleh a2v ERCe =3
7ledel MAAAYEBETA) FHE ()9 BAE, olUdx&A4PERS) e F(+) 9 BAE R
W 2ol FhE AZE7] HAAE ol T W4l g FAsort Bt mepd ohEd A o
F3A 2y & 2§t

CAR; = b, + bUEy + b,DB*UE; + b,DP*UE; + bMONO*UE; + & - (3-2)

oJ7lolA CARy = 714 i9 td= FH2IA4FAE,
UE; = 71 ig] td & u]7|i3]A]e],
DB = gty BETA;> %%t (median) ol lojx, ot& A€ 09 &L %<
dummy ¥+
DP = g9}% PERSy> %3 (median)o]® lolz, of& A& 09 ¥ Z=
dummy {4,
atel 71q] i7} AL Fel £3hd lolxn, viAldrIdeld 09 ¥
7} dummy W4
%) A28 (32014 W4 UES oig HAASF b2 AR §84 S5 & §H3ke 2
o024 of(+)9 T A=, b,et by M A= $YBEAT) ol x4 A4 (PERS) & ERCell o

MONO

17) AlAld 28 el 242 RATS Package® Al83%ich
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of A #

 dHE deldle Aoz b,<00lx by>00] ¥ Aoz o2} ol 9 B¢ AFEAA
© ol4e] o] 2 ol &3 Yx st Utk (o, Ball and Brown(1968), Beaver et al, (1979), Beaver
et al. (1980), Kormendi and Lipe(1987), Easton and Zmijewski(1989), Collins and Kothari(1989),
Dhaliwal et al (1991) & ). z22lv ol2ig A7} $alviele] ASols AEHER oJBE 4S
A o) FAl3to)},

¥ A7l F3 PAdAo] sle H4E %33 (MONO) o] o 2t Al 2} A2 7)q) e
TEol SHYY A=E M EYsI: NEXn s, HAAS b F(H) o g 2
Aoz ol&dc wdels £ A7 4L oga o] Yehy £ AUk

He: b,=0
Hy: be>0

V. AZ¥He A

1. 718

b
ok
o

(B DL 2 d70A 2149 Fa¥4 g Fo E Yetdl & dHaol did Z1eEAE
HoAFch Aol AHEH of2iztx] 27 o Foll FLYQYEL F L HAER FASYL 7}
40l ok F49 A A2 FAY 7T EGIZE) ) HF W1, 03992 o|9}pe st
A3z glek 22u viad Be FYR WS H £ FTIHA (W2 5020 = FEIYS
9 27t g dehle Reloh @ A A Y BETA) o HF (222 0.806(0.807) °)
2 CARx -1.2%(-1.8%) & 4Yeliz 9lch

FAE nd VDY RWD) ZYE olg3ted S wirltisiAolale FAe A)AsixE
deflator2 }-8-31-&w| (PRCUERWD) H # (33 ol 1.4%(0.4%) 2] ololol&Zx & &8 RS
(PCTUERWD) &} 33. 9% (9. 4%) £.c} A Jebtz gie}. o] A& Collins and Kothari(1989) ¢ 7 =2}
o uiEtet ¢ FHHERW) LY L o] 38 A9 ol deflator& 212 =7t wap Zopzre
77} 2. 4% (PRCUERW) 8} 17. 5% (PCTUERW) o]t} o] A& RWDZ o] RWE 8ol uja| st} ya
¥ ool F(F, e X2 Pot AL BoiFE Ao o)HFe A9 e A7A
o} X gt}

RE71d9 olAR4A 4 (PERS) + HFo| 0.9660]5 Ftgto] 0.9700|c}. PERS:1-92 &
AH ez 2 AdFolA AEH ZEIIJe AS slAlolole] AA ALY L WY T4 (g=0)of 2
3t wlad F ddctn & £ Aok o]AL WA AY AFARE NAE Fof
. a2 0.5869) EEHsE HA ol AAGEN ) 7zl o7} Qi EAE vof
Fx 3t

rle

rlo



7lde 3P oldutg A+

(E 1) FaYHsEe 71884 M4 "

T
a % CI EE LR

25% 50 % 75%
CAR - 0.012 0.431 - 0.243 - 0.018 0.237
PRCUERWD * 0.014 0.123 - 0.014 0. 004 0. 025
PCTUERWD * 0.339 0..960 - 0.206 0.094 0.547
PRCUERW 0. 024 0.121 - 0.006 0.007 0.030
PCTUERW 0.359 0.876 - 0.108 0.175 0.567
BETA 7 0.806 0.377 0.588 0.807 1.038
PERS ¥ 0. 966 0. 586 0.484 0.970 1.336
SIZE ¥ 10. 391 25. 429 1. 450 3. 457 9. 320

1) 19978 Z271del o3k 5 (1986~1990) ot & 99542 HEAF A1 8.

2) AdE AN HYERE HAds FEE PIYAR A} 23rAd g,

3) 24§ zeig WS (RWD) 8ol ¢ ol ZAE A4sla, d2e F49 A7l 353
3 ool A3 A o],

4) H24E 27 AYYRWD) 24} g o] XA E AHEsln, ojdollZxz FF g oot
Aol<l.

5 @Y (RW) 280l o4t o]olo| 2 A& AbEstm, d&xo F49o AArixa F3Y vjc] A A o]
o_].

6) MDY (RW) 2ol 2§ o]2dollZAF ALE3ln, o|dclZ Az FF Y ol 4z Ao]al

D AIBEYE olfsled AT MAANY.

8) o]e]e] x4 A| 4= (persistense coefficient) : ARIMA (011) Z 3ol 2}#] 24 € 1-6, of7|olA] 0+ ol ¥
R B TR

9 FAl9 AA7EA (F2h X S FASF) ¢ dH = w1009,

2. o|YSAHTo dyeel

fetete] AfolE ZEAdE(CARF ulZIti 3 A o)) (UE) o] A7 MA =Y BETA) 7
o]}z 4 A 4~ (PERS) T 7| B4 el o3t Hetxl=rE HE37] Hild 4FA FFE
Y 32004 4y H4 (MONO) & m2istx] 92 3HLYE 2AsHct vFe 7|E dF
ol 4] A=l ERCe HA89-E o|Ae §F w4 oo AFaiwelx], 4=, 7IdHE 5=
Aot B AFale 23 o]EH dFel FAdNc W J2AY FAE &7 HIA of
Hege n2lsha] gglte)

(B 2> ANIL 19970 7Idol dHated 53 FH(1986~1990) ] A& & ol &% FFAAE o
o§t UES] &43xW2 wojFch ERCE dehie HAASF b2 F(+H) 9 & 7ixe FA4A
o2 $93che<0.01). 53] ol A UEY Ao TAglel dBsiA debdx Ut o]
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(B 2) olyut@A|se| dXyol "
CARy = by + bUEy + b,DB*UE; + b,DP*UE; + €

ool AL 3] A o] 2 (UE) 9] &4 R
an ol &¥3%
R Riby PRCUERWD | PCTUERWD PRCUERW PCTUERW
-0. 022 0. 049%* -0.023¢ (0. 042%*
A ?
(1.628) ¥ (3. 484) (1.679) (2.912)
OB . 0. 551** 0. 132** 0. 588** 0. 146**
(3. 960) (5. 875) (4. 148) (6.152)
-0. 191 -0. 106** -0.678** -0. 180**
DB*UE -
(0.717) (4.053) (2. 396) (6. 411)
0. 479* 0. 068** 0. 205 0. 064*
DP*UE +
(2.052) (2.627) (0. 878) (2. 265)
R® (%) 4.04 7.83 2.83 7.00

1) 19971 &7l disled 5 (1986~1990) 59t & 99502 V& A E A &sled 4% A9l
2) UE = 9|7 3] A o] 2. .
DB = gte] BETAy> 5% %t (median) ol 1oz, ©}& A%+ 09 & Z+& dummy He.
DP = utel PERSy> % %3t (median) o]m 1oz, of& ¢+ 09 & 2+ dummy H4
3) FEgL tghg ey,
R4 0.010 *: $4F 0.05:6: FAFE 0.10 (357 AFHE A+ one-tail
test, 2%z %L AL+ two-tail testol]l 2] A,

AL Ale]de FEAHE HoiFE A2 event study AW L A& $27H(1989), ol
ot YAAH(199) Fo AFAA} A e Aol

BEAT#} PERSel Wigt dummy#2] 3| AA+EE " UEE A183Ex 42 &(-)3 o
(+)2} gtg kA, 279 oo E A9slat «<0.05 FFoNAH FAACE Fosic) o An
+ Kormendi and Lipe(1987), Easton and Zmijewski(1989), Collins and Kothari(1989) &) o+
Aot Az Aoz fElvele] Fos ojelutgAlgrt MAS Y} o]l LA S0
3t datilchs FAE 2oiFE AHeloh z#lv 289 R'& 2.83%0l4] 7.83%2 =9 u)ef
A ebvtba Yol g2 pHMSEFol F=EdEE AlAbtn U

3. SHHY oYurSH I+

(E Dol ALY/ I3 AL YL Fadsol dg 7I€EA (2 3PS o F HE
o tol7k A2 FeWoHE B A8 L@ o) ZFEA A5 PE Wilcoxon rank
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e £443 olelggA4

sum teste] A=z} Baosigdch HAA 27 19970 FollA 2070 7142 1987d4-H 19904 7
2 ApsiA Ald £= ejAGA)dFol LA W@ty dFol MAS =, Fokle 1794 7
z Adr)de 647, vlAIEAIL 115005 24z 320709} 57570 2] BAA (1986~19909) 59) &
Apgstod FA skl

CARS} UEolAl = 5 73 Abolol ztol7t gigich 22lu Aldr|ie] BETAE HF (533D
0.923(0.922) 241 ulAld~|32 0.728(0.726) Ltt 2] 2 Hol& FAH LR £ (a<0.013kch
o] ARt EAx BETAY &(-)9 ©AE zZ&ch Subrahmanyan and Thomadakis (1980)
o] o]24 Azlsl AutsiE Fojch 28y o}z e A|F LYol o8l BETAE FA3edlAd 2=
Asteln @79 & ARLEZL9 $Ee AL FHsE VAT FAsAE
ol o3ted AAN D AArAEL AL Feste dFLrIdEolaz 289 FAEL A3
5ol ma} o] 2 o|Al sle] AT BETAL aAl F3E Heloh

§11 Aldd~]qle] PERSE 7 (Fakzh el 0.993(1.004) Q) b wjAld 7)< 0.959(0.930) 2
el Qe o]z Aladriddel #$ slAlolale] AAld& o] RWEHol o8 & Adgd=s v
A7) o] EHF(MA) ZY (5 0+00) Beh 7bgeke AL A E 2y HFHezRe
= 7|3 Alolol AlAldE o] FAHCR ol zfo|s}t glomz oo Y HES A7 H
A B AT 4] s7do

(B 3 F2 HS-E0 oigt 7(22e vin  WHEE ©

A 7)e” SEEEER Wilcoxon

W 4P z

3 7 Fotat 1 2 ot 5 A%
CAR - 0.033 - 0.012 - 0.007 - 0.025 - 0.071
UE 0.011 0. 004 0.014 0.003 0.632
BETA 0.923 0.922 0.728 0.726 7.856**
PERS 0.993 1. 004 0. 959 0.930 0. 415
SIZE 23.181 10. 327 3.830 2. 106 14. 875%*

D 1987 4% 1990742 gusiA Adry 2 elAAr T 31 1794 27198 A8,
2) UEE 24§ n2i¢ AYY RWD) 24l o8 oldol 3§ AH§stan, e 49 372
BZ 3¢ 7)o giAl el 2l
71} W49 Ade (F D3} FEH
3) 64-42) Ad7lodol ol (1986~1990) F2+e) 3207M9) B& & AHEd A3,
4) 115702 s)Ald7]doh chsl 59 (1986~1990) Fkel 57509 B& A& 8¢ A3,

s ooz (0% §24F 0.05: £ R4 0.10

A Z AR QEL uAG|del 8 FEZF E Aoz debytch F49 A g7} zlel 9
M 229 71dF2GIZE) o Adr|d HF(FUD S W2, 318. 19 (W1.032.79) 2.2 u] Al 71¢d 9
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o A %

W383H W210.69) 2o} @A Al 29 2 Mol FAMoz we o E At @<0.01). o]
© 52¥3} ERCS BAE AF37] A8 71T 2ot Sasolo} @ Mg Alabsle A
°leh. watd 4 322 FojAlt AFEY(xy 1) Bl oje} e g AN (2yY 1)
= FA3e

CARy = b, + bUE; + b,DB*UE; + b,DP*UE; + b.MONO*UE; + b,DS*UE; + &

7|44, DS+ w SIZE; > 5 %3 (median) o]® 10|z, tl2 Hox 09 & Z+ dummy ¥
4ol h,

(B OF 1790 BL719¢ AH43stod 29 15 28 1§ 24¢ A48 volZch 94 %
¥ Tol4 ERC(b) & $AH o2 $o¥@<0.0) %¥(+)9 gg 7xw), BETAS PERS# 4o
B A = b9} byo] EAxE 7z} -, 4799 0.5062.2 25 ol &2 59} o3l by a<
0.05 4314 FAMo2 fojsjch 2 a7 W4 W4l MONOo| gt 3 HAM 4 2
€ 0.57622 ol &dh2 o (+) 9] kg 7o ulobsialat a<0.05 43 (one-tail test) ol 4] £
Ho2 felstgict olde s1del SHHol ERCS A (+) o Balo] ohe £ d7el rjde

A2 she ol

(E 4 SHHO| 0|28 H$0l 0|X= g : MyFE"
CARy = by + bUEy + bDB*UEy + bDP*UE; + bMONO*UE, + b:DS*UE; + &

syHen oy L = 9
L ? -0.026 (1.802)¢ ~0.026 (1.790)¢
UE + 0.521 (3.055)** 0.514 (2.989)**
DB*UE - -0.479 (1.506)¢ -0.485 (1.522)€
DP*UE + 0.506 (2.001)* 0.505 (1.994)*
MONO*UE + 0.57%6 (1.610)* 0.537 (1.256)
DS*UE ? 0.136 (0.312)

R* (43 RY) 3.93 (3.48) 3.93 (3.39)

D) 1987975 19904742 J@sA Ad7 mE wAdrIg P S5 1794 8710 A%,
2) MONO = =kl 719f iz} A d71d 2ol £3bad lojx, w]A|d7|qo|nd 0] g€ 2+ dummy 4,
DS = gl SIZEy> 543k (median) olwd 10|z, o2& H$& 09 e 2+ dummy ¥4,
UEE 2414 22¢ A9 Y RWD) 28] ¢ ojolo &5 & A1 g5x, Ao 49 Agrslxz
FZ23 w7\ 3 A o],
Zlel dsel Aode @ 1D 9 (3 D9 FYY.
3) BEre t3hE el
RS E 00 *: FAEF 0.05 £ §94F 0.10
(#27} &5t B 9¢ oneteil test, 2 F =] e ALE two-teil testef 2} A3},
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71ede] S5 olduhgAF

9 AYFELGIZEHSE T =Y 19 FAAAE 2Y I o} fAbsict SIZEW S

of e 2R (by) & %(+) 2 &L Bolu FARoz fosiAE Wokeh &I FIY A2
2% 18 Agsts A% SAH o HAAAFbI v FA3A wstch oA AL 1sd =
uj |7l 7roll EAsE ERCO abolzt ™ 2t ohvz} 7H29 ool Zddete + 5
ghet

olapel Ashe HABLIIG (1790 & Aol 529 Ao2A ohE 2L FAAel Uk
AW, Adr)al a3 uiARsId 159 S22k wiARelei A ol =E FAe) Hei7h 9l
g 4 9k S, 5 AldFolE F27F He 2AG AL A1GEe] EHslel a4 ol
AxAze] odehe olA 4ol ek A, ArI nAdIde ddd 25t oE 2
o moEAwas} Asel YL E 4 Aok oY AEAE AW F FoHEU 4L 8
51 #sted AR i A DA YE AaiT Fool A Az HE A=F stdch A T
o samgde Auuoizlel Biol AsYn, FLE 59 Feaws~1989) S FFAF s
£ olgslgdch

(E 5) #HA®Ol it j2Zie| i@ AH F20 o/ ®E olF 2"

Aojol il g olE H L F2ol o# g olE B
- u] A Wilcoxon A 9 sl A Wilcoxon
E g 4 2 % - - 23
G (FAR) ($142) s G A 1) (53)
CAR -0. 003 -0. 009 0. 006 0. 000 -0. 044 1.291
(-0. 020) (-0. 024) (0. 995) {-0. 001 (-0. 036) {0.197)
UE 0.012 0.016 1.163 0.012 0.010 1.519
(0. 005) (0.001) (0. 245) {0. 005) (0. 001) {0. 129)
BETA 0.901 0.771 4.105** 0. 881 0.759 4.880**
{0. 900) (0. 765) {0. 001) (0. 906} (0. 731 (0. 001)
PERS 1.011 0. 980 0.016 1.010 0.935 1.163
(1.017 (1. 050) (0. 987) {1.012) {0.841) (0. 245)
SIZE 18. 314 4.483 8.888** 11.134 6.289 5.155**
(8. 940) (2.563) (0. 001 7.840 4.200 (0. 001)

1) UEE 24§ ey A4 (RWD) 2aol o ool A& A3, d2s 49 2@ =
B2 84 ul7| s Aolel. el W4 Aole (& D $4%

2) A7z wiAdrIa] A7 480 4. wetal 7t Z1]d 2ol hsted 24070 (48X5) BEAE AHEY
7.

3) Adria s siAdsld 27k 520, wrekd 7 Al el dhshed 2600 (52X 5) & BEA & SR AU
A=,

*: feleE 0.0L
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oo B

Aol 48 B o] H-E(matched sample) & 3 4edof 223 Az s} v|A A2
8 2E Z19E TRl Asld £H(ank)EF Y F A DigAoH AR =} gty
AH2) #pain ol hgt F2o ztol: malsha] ket ojojpe ol o8 HFHoz2 9679
(% 48 8 Aedoll o8] g ol & B o) YAt W FRol o BHE o] Ige o
&3 ol AdAsg $4 HANIFLE Yoz Adr gt d| A G 7)Aol ] 2
o SAsle] £HE AW £ J5PY vsY F2Y SIS #E o]F =& 3gch o] A
ARG F A2 E 49 UA A eA LG 3 89 62 Z1sd ol A A sl 2 525
42 71qdo] HEo) Z3tsigic)

(R 5+ A0 F2o] o3 B o] Fo| Adr ays slAld7Iodol gt Fom4e
EFAEHTH 3PS F YY) o] WETo] spols} gix ofuE RoiFm gk Aze
ANELL A% 399 v)9 §2lslh. &, CAR, UE, PERS- zpo]z} glov} Aodr)ele
BIAIF71del 8|8 BETAS) SIZE7} an] o] ol SAHoz me FAF Aoz el g}
o 53], FRel o3| HL o]F TR H Adr e BT (FUW TFEE W, 1139 wrss
d) 22 wlAd7Iode) 200 FRoloh o] AL AMI Lo Hool vny 2ol 7} ol 9o
HHE 5 Al 4@ F29 slols} ULE Bo=E Ho|ot

(B 6 SH20| olur@As0l DlXl= 8f: A 720 o5 %E olFz mE"
CARy = b, + b,UE; + b,DB*UE; + bsDP*UE; + bMONO*UE; + b,DS*UE; + &t

ol & thejol o3 Hg o]y gy F2ol ofsf g olg F2v
Sy -z Y1 29 1 2y 1 2y 1
A ? -0. 026 -0. 026 -0. 027 -0. 026
(1. 235) (1. 226) (1. 458) (1. 446)
UE + 0. 594 0.597 0.945 0.942
(2. 262)* 2. 276)* (3.031)** (3.015) **
DB*UE - -1.037 -1. 062 -0.912 -0.917
(2. 448) ** (2.505) ** (2.149)* (. 155)*
DP*UE + 0.259 0.224 0.104 0.107
(0. 755) 0. 653) (0. 283) (0. 292)
MONO*UE + 0.803 0.577 0. 646 0.621
(1.647)* (1. 111 (1.389) € (1. 296)
DS*UE ? 0.935 0.134
(1.259) (0.211)
R® 3.8 4.18 4.07 4.08 |
43 RY (3.05) G | aw | @

D UEE 248 2% 99 @RWD) 2o o3 oo 24& AHEstm, dzo) Fao A gstxz
EZ8@ vizidgAela. slel H4e) Hok (2 Do) TUR
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CERE LERSEREE P

2) Mg wAId7I) 72 480, wela] 2t 7i) Foll o ste] 2407 (48X5d) S BEAF AL S
A 3.

3) AQriadd A A7 22} 5204, webA 2 714 2ol o sled 26078 (52X5) o VA F AL
A9,

4) JERL 1%E Y=k,
RS E 0.0 RAFFE 0.05:6 0 FAFFE 0.10(R 57} ol Zs = A $E one-tail test, 2
gz o4& 7S twotail testel] oA,

(Z 6)oll= Bg ol Z o thsled ALY 13 28 1§ 4% A3s vehygle 4
doll o2 A& olF F Lo AH, ¥ 1€ YL wiv SHYH4MONO) 7 B (+) 9
$3E 7A «<0.05 FFoNA foslg oy SIZEE me wi(2y Do+ FAHz &
2| 5tA| gkokct. @M UE, BETA, PERS 39 H4E2 2F dl&y 39 Yxlsis, PERSE A
itae &5 FAHLZ {9 @<0.093lch FR 3 BHE o]F B2 L AEH AS o4
AN o2 FYF AAEF HoiFm Qch. HER o ol Ax: AdridEel slAIRY
of 8|3 ERC7} zA|gt 2 olf & SHYA Fro Aszgagdd 7IUdddcte A& AAste
Holc}.

v.a £

& dTE 23A5Ad L& vZltdAlo]ee] FAl &, o]dubFAH 4 (ERC) 7 719 AAH &4
of wet defxl=rE HAEIT Aeolch 53], nixo AFATAIAANA AAl=HE AAANY
olel 2| & A4 ul ofv el 7ol A FA|FellA AR sl 5 (monopoly power) 3 ERCS] o
Ag 4oz 7IE ERCATE BA3hE Zolch ol Hsto] AFol iy 42349 &
AL ned 7Y 238 AAsla o2 8E ERC7F AAAHSNY, oldA&A4+ 282 53
gl g olEHor =E3jgc

ole}zt e oA oZ L& (79700 AR L TR 3t 59(198~1990) Fe) ABE 4}
£3led AFscdch S35, Adrida wlA 7| dole] L& Red s 7Ide FHYE SAY
224 Sevele] 718l S4% 5 713D Atolel ERC Abol7h ez & 43
AFEMe AAE goksld oS3 o

AR, oldubgAlr= i AMAHNYA F ()Y BAE, oldASAFod: H(+)o B
AE e o] AdE vZ|visAleld e S Ao PAIgle]l dBA UA deldm Ut oA
£ fElvetd A e Aol FE&Ao] 7Y FAH S48 =et detacks FAFE L
o F = Zo|dh

A4, AldzIdol vlAG7Idol viE ojlubgA St Aot oA Aldr|do] w[AId 7]
oig] ¥ SAHHE FH3ln UL E AAEE Heoldh zEv AlYdride vAIEId v A
gdoz F27 & ZIdE2 T4 YA F Z1dA D2 ERCY Aol SHYA #F29

B
o
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o 4 7

Az ztgasel 7jdde Aoz eyl

AR, Aldzledzt v|Adr]ed Abeloll= FE 2k ofz} A HAYA 3Alo|AdY AAdL
B elAAEASE) o B E4o)A xlo]r} QU

2 AdTE ¥ 2 HAAE Adz ok A, o2 2L AN ojA ==t
rtee 7Y ZIdE Aoz AETZE £ A5 2| 9 Y (default risk) & ERCo] 3
Azt ne =R #otch EA, Al viAldridde FEo] Y A E Jeldga s}
Aztx AFEAE st o] 7t A R AFH o FAgolt Y97 oleige
SAHY HEA proxy) 7t ST AFAe] FYE FUL AL AT £ gk AR, A AA
Ha (ol Ag3 A13428) 2 ERColl th3t o] mefslx] adgbch wlsl, sduwixtg ol A d=}
BEE U HAAZYE FAsEuA 2 39 F44 (cross-sectional dependence) @] T
(Bernard (1987)) & t2i3}=| ¢gltc).

ol e FAIAEI BAslo b e FAEo| viale A7t 2 4 Yok A, 2
A7 7Y HE Y b7 7Hmutiperiod) EH 02 Btz $47bAA W LY OPM) T A4
ZHezy 7|l AEFz7 ERC AA 2L olB3oz 2% 4 ok 4, 429
g2 24 Fa4A g, Lerner A4, Tobin q ¥l & 5& $A3lx ERCY o} w4ote] oA
€ JEY & Uch A, d2HEY £+ dF dummy HEE Al YdA FEAEAE
g + 9

2 3 23

FAR, “Fvel Z1de dz3Alel Y AAdEA, T "BlA el 7, (19899 114), pp. 71~

97.
pEt, Aol gl Fr Aot FdEY8 Ul g, " THAsAE T, (19899 1Y),
pp. 311~336.

et “HAlold gAY FrHbI AR EA" AT, (19903 99), pp. 1~18.

gk “YAlelAdAu Y FEAe UV AFH AT FHSFAEE o] & Aol FAAH
ZAE," "YA AT, (19899 114), pp. 1~24.

Flah "FAX B 2AF AFAT HF £3n," THA AT, (1991 12%), pp. 133~
156.

olZF, AAY, "AFEA47I Zid Aol AEFH," siA A7, (19929 7Y). pp. 193
~216.

oldF, UAA, AFEAHLY AZAE ol &3] FHY Aol ue HEA R FEA
VG AFH Q3,7 'FuENA, (19929 3¥), pp. 523~553.
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Summary

Monopoly Power and Earnings Response Coefficient :

Comparison Between Affiliated and Non-affiliated Firms

Kyung-Joo Lee

The purpose of this study is to examine the effect a firm's monopoly power on the
coefficient relating unexpected earnings and abnormal stock returnsf(i.e., earnings re-
sponse coefficient : ERC). This study is an extension of recently growing literature on the
cross-sectional and intertemporal variation in ERCs. Using a firm valuation model, which
considers explicitly the demand function for the firm's products, we demonstrate that the
ERC is a function of, among others, the firm’s monoploy power (i.e., the inverse of the
elasticity of demand for the firm’s products). Specifically, we develop a hypothesis that
the ERC is an increasing function of the firm's monopoly power.

We test this hypothesis by comparing the ERCs between the affiliated firms and the non
-affiliated firms. Our empircal results, based on 179 sample firms over 5-year period
(1986~1990), are generally consistent with theoretical predictions. Specifically, the
affiliated firms exhibit larger ERCs than the non-affiliated firms even after controlling for
such factors as the systematic risk and persistence coefficient, and the difference is
statistically significant at 10% level. Overall, our findings suggest that the firm's monoploy

power is an important determinant of ERCs.

-MI-



	I. 서론
	II. 독점력과 이익반응계수
	1. 기업가치평가 모형
	2. 모형의 가정
	3. 이익반응계수의 결정요인

	III. 연구의 방법
	1. 연구가설의 설정
	2. 표본의 설정
	3. 변수의 측정
	4. 실증적 검증모형

	IV. 실증분석의 결과
	1. 기술통계
	2. 이익반응계수의 결정요인
	3. 독점력과 이익반응계수

	V.결론
	<참고문헌>
	<Summary>



