The International Journal of Accounting Studies
AT 0 % A8 Hp > 2009 £ 1 7
% 1-33 |

BEFRFRB -TELFELERE2
B B3 4L

HAl 4

ERAin s

EYE
CERY S it

A
| 4
T

2
*< st E&lmé#%if g

ﬁ?ﬁii%Fwa”&@o

BT oo ApRNZERE LT BECPETEIATENRER L HE TR

fﬂ#%%“wﬁﬁﬂﬁ4%ﬁmL®w%&~$1B*iﬂ¢$°mﬁ

FELE DG O APEINATELE ) RELEF A BRI F RN

: %f“@ﬂ%%m:‘éﬁﬁu;.%@éz%«fvfwwﬁc%  $ o J - @\
: bl E A ; eI iiﬁﬂaw%w’iiiﬂ%

IRZEEREPFLL D %ﬂﬁ%o

3 S ERE PR FT TR HE LY

51 2\
)

]

e
s
G
=

=4

TIFEREHME RS 2R LA A A RRHEI LR KRLIFTE AL TP 2007 £ 325
*—f’ﬁ’zz»ﬁﬁ g q-i*”’ff{:}”’frbk’gi waE R o AT F RS R A Fu g BRI 2 Fe
(NSC95-2416-H-002-026) » 11 & 354~ BUISHE « FI % 30207 13 F R4 iP 3 2 ehfams TR E § -

Jofi B 12008 & 17
BEZp 2008 & 12 *
Z B



2 FLiTH % A8 2 2009 & 1 7
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Abstract

This paper provides a comprehensive analysis about fraud firms in Taiwan and
empirically investigates the relation between corporate governance and fraud
occurrence. Considering the characteristics of corporate governance in Taiwan, this
paper develops hypotheses relating abnormal change of board members and family
firms to the likelihood of fraud. Empirical results show that there is positive
association between unexpected change of board members and the probability of
fraud. Further, the above positive relation exists mainly in family firms. This paper
also shows that family firms alone are less likely to be involved in fraud than
non-family firms. The result implies that alignment effect of family firms is
dominant in Taiwan’s capital market. This paper contributes to the literature by
providing the evidence that unexpected change of board members, rather than the
percentage of outside board members, may be regarded as an important governance
indicator to fraud occurrence.
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AR 2004 EHE ARG B ARHE AR HE - BET N (8
BEAR).LEF LR KL g o d & = o0 Panel A ¥ 42004
£t AR g 2 e B ® 0 33t 2003 12005 A u| AR A e
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Panel B : #-¥d=4n8& B
1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 Total
N 1 1 0 1 4 6 3 2 2 5 6 4 3 38
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i a. ?] AEFOG3S)mE T AL ER > wa i Tl B F'“ﬁ,, g ER 4 iR 1'5'«'1,‘\7"5' £ ¥rde
PR P B LR (49 TR I 48 O T oo d SHEAGTE R 10 7 HRE P > N

tfvz} AER BB RIFREALLER HAZTTERAEYPRTREBDEITER 2 5 F ’frﬁ Fi B de 4
peiggp ek L /2R (48 R X 38 R
b.3 FHEE T 5 I LRBFE L AHFETT S ddke 2 54458 -

2 BEABBEZ AT VU RIFBM LT LR NAEFT O
A Flz- 0 d 2051% YR LRSS R AEREFE LR
2051% e AR BZ REIF FHAKRE L 1795% KA d FER

BEOTF 242 (& BEAZ 513%) -
ERRIRLS IR - L SRS el A

AREESPHARESTHEARY S G ’ﬁ—i vfg k- S FE S
- AR LD RA G- - e oo B2 é?d\ S A T A
FAr o P pdeant Fp £ H 3 i&-lga\ﬁ)i#d:ﬁﬁg PRt AR R BT B
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Aol % 2 0L HELCTRISTLAFH P A ERY 6 > d £
T sPanel B» ¥ M 4rif 3 36 R(41.38%)2 4 > P e d| B wp (A TEJ A ¥ £ 3>
A Aed| TRI A% 228 ' 2
32 7(36.78%) °

21 AHDPHARFIFRHELAN
Panel A : p1i34F 2 827 F-FE P2 1S 5

AL"-. :' :L.b
Y e ze 1P E

. LS 3 . L
IANLE S PARAE i o I 9%k LIS 4
FARE (F7)
FEHR A 9,469,029 11,200,000 2,741,128 4,733,891 13,800,000 1.18 0.90
etk & 7,438,586 8,643,091 2,344,684 4,088,369 9,679,108 (0.24) (0.37)
B o E AR 2)
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3 ()
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PanelB: £ H {27 F F it %
TE] A ¥ ¢ ANSE °d A
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TE] 2 ¥ %2 19 21.84
TE] 2 ¥ 2z 1 32 36.78

5:* 87 100.00
Lladdh 2 FETHY G dE R - E R
b.t-test * K& RIFE D FE BN T L $enT o8 F § i ¥ £ E - Wilcoxon Rank-Sum Test * %
BIFEF P AR DT L gl LT FHFLE -
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e Ol HHIRE o
7 HEIXPBEAEFHEITHBEL SRS SR $Ec &R
s 1 e $-w . $zw ES S &
% Tiofg HEZ e i A S St T o o
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Fedtte & 1.40 2.16 0.21 1.01 2.23 (0.00) (0.00)
EFPE GREE) g FALE
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fedtiE &~ 0.06 0.10 0.01 0.05 0.09 (0.00) (0.00)
RpFRFERETE G AT ERE
HFEH A -0.06 0.24 -0.12 -0.01 0.03 4.61%%%k 5 D5kkk
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RO E S
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AT R4 £ 5 ¢
HEk A 131 2.64 0 0 1 3.65%K% D GOk
fedtiE &~ 0.21 0.73 0 0 0 (0.00) (0.01)

X | RrgRRE L G 2 7 ik 10% ~ 5% %5 % K I -
a. AEZREFTHRELIAEFL ERT - EDTH
b.ttest * R{gRIFEH 2P B AHH PR L FleenT o8 T § B F L E - Wilcoxon Rank-Sum Test * %
RAFESPAREPIET L Hlh? t LT IHFLE -
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Al i o
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o TE] $dc? o L E AV R BRSSO

PR BEF A0 HBBFHREER L2003 E 0 uHEFA - ERLFTER A2 3HE 2002 £
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BEAA G ARF L ERE S g INFETE VLT AZ REFAAR
frﬂﬁﬁrm%{’wﬁﬁWA’Eﬂ{*%buWhagn%&;ﬂwﬁﬂﬁﬂ
POUT) (T2 Rk  BRFHHIE L L TR G A P EREF Y o

P FELENT D AT TR B dES - ko H
R L kR L e o L R E
FEEFTF L FESA L EZ CEO R FRPGF 75 BELAER
Az & % 3 35 44 8 41 (control-enhancing mechanisms)f& 2 H# & & ¥ 7 iy
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- T P ERFIRGOSD MR N HEFIETRE DE
Fooom e RS G e iR B R AR3E $ A5 A5 (Hackenbrack 1993) o i
i’“”f’ B APIET D R E LA AP R RTRETL H A
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WpE K thiE ,.zﬁ.,ng%\ FALE > F e F M AR & A ¥ eni$ S o @ Dechow
et al. (1996) = HF AP F Lo » 2L if A LIS § S S E i ihE 3
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A2 EREREE 1998 1 20060 HF 2 FAREREE G TRE 0 ELF
FUEHREAEFE L > F S ERTL F TR o 40 2005 EmF T R 5
BERTT BT E FR R AR AT Z RN g g P 222,
o 4t BE S EOAPAD SR i FH I 2T 4
p S A LI L Kfagxt—g;wgﬁ ik Bl E R RS FI L o
FHERDPFLERDEARF FEZRLF > 225 77 Jfﬂ—]“’ﬁ)‘ﬁ}i@_
#FHE(YEAR) -

PR B g () AR SR A 5 SRR ST ER G 1 R Q)
»ruw RELES LD P20 K (3)7}‘%%’;—;:}2—3]1\ “1(1#%%—* S R

BEF S B ERUTR R AR S N -



HAEE R E-FEF RN RB - TELEF L L E R 2 Hmp 19

i T2 {8 l“ 4t VIR e
-~ gk st E

FAE IR N g I - P %%%P@:ﬁ'h&?fu?ﬁ JEPIP SN - I S Al g
AR T > B? ttest ¥ KBRS EREDTEOERIIHRFLIEC B)
Wilcoxon Rank-Sum Test * %  ip| %ﬁiﬁ”“ A THEELR(Zz B)

?u—%jr, s AR 4 Bl - £ ,%ﬁéxnwiiﬂﬁ%ﬁé
(UNCH D& F 3> 2B 80 P (tE=2.72>2z 8=224) ¥ ipE»r 2B 802
RESTITEFR A E%‘«(UNCH_Z)» BEFR3(tE=3482zE=295)-

FEFERFELE o ’,T%LFAMILYI SIS . ¢ GPAS 2 E%ﬂi’{éﬁjﬁ»- 7
BENZLR - L FABRRRIELE TR FAMILY 2 T s sp¥3 2Ll o 7 0 &
£ P Rk R ERS .

B 2@ mAp %8 o > AR E L7  BESPEFT LA

EE S

&

‘ﬂ#

»

EREIM(C EO)rJ’”fL g 0 i 10%e0EE F KB (t =181 z ©E=1.79) - i
Bk AR E ORI E R AE(CONCASH ) s endg ¥ X R -8 1
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yobd -0 U A:’ iR SR i A ’ﬁ*iiré Phdges I ER
BE4F 2 HI(LOSS ) ~ § xi W (LEV) S it M E SF S Y R R EA LA b
(GOING ) ¥ = o 3R F g » L 1%enlg ¥ k& Lbﬁ%i-é‘%—%ﬁ?'fi‘f* L2FA
T %% XXk (Dechowetal 1996)c &< 7R 2EH 2 d X A F 974
Prert G{(BIGN ) AT E R WA 27 » i 5% E KB E=-219 2=
2.16) PEFEEEED A 27 %5 L X R (Farber 2005) -

REFLTEE

% ~ 3t Panel A ¥7 Panel B 4 %] 7]5+ Probit % Eﬁ?ﬁf_‘i‘l %2 WESML Probit % Eﬁ?
BAlgs R - IR AN RETFR A RFAIFAVEFE D
£ (UNCH 1 % UNCH2) % & 6 3% & % # € = ;% (FAMILY 1 #
FAMILY 2)z_ % = {3 > d Panel A ¥ Panel B # 4> 7 3 &_# Probit % giﬁ; il
%2 WESML Probit % Efsﬁf_“"l‘f e AR R EEE - ROMT AR %ﬁfﬂ‘],_
wrrg EE R F ¥ (UNCH 1) & ik ﬁ* & ¥ (FAMILY 2) > % i &3t
A e



20 g im0 % A8 2009 & 1 0

- HBEAKEE

) y- N S TR
237 ST ;&& = i,;;*ﬁ?],ig{

UNCH_1

fErde & 0.09 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.13 2.72%** 2.24%*

e ¥tk & 0.04 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 (0.01) (0.03)
UNCH 2

e~ 0.08 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.13 3.4%** 2.95%**

e dtiR & 0.03 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 (0.00) (0.00)
FAMILY 1

FiEA 0.51 0.51 0.00 1.00 1.00 -0.72 -0.72

fed 5~ 0.57 0.50 0.00 1.00 1.00 047)  (0.47)
FAMILY 2

Sl A 0.31 0.47 0.00 0.00 1.00 -2.28%* -2.25%*

Atk & 0.51 0.50 0.00 1.00 1.00 (0.02) (0.02)
ouT

FirE A 045 0.33 0.14 0.50 0.75 0.11 0.16

e dtiR & 0.45 0.32 0.22 043 0.67 (0.91) (0.87)
CEO

FiEA 0.39 0.49 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.81% 1.79%*

e ¥tk & 0.24 043 0.00 0.00 0.00 (0.07) (0.07)
CONCASH

e~ 0.02 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.03 -2.35%%* -2.33%*

Aotk & 0.05 0.09 0.00 0.02 0.06 (0.02) (0.02)
SIZE

¥~ 9.22 2.99 7.00 9.00 10.00 -0.33 -0.47

Ao th & 943 3.58 7.00 9.00 10.00 (0.74) (0.64)
BIGN

e &~ 0.69 0.47 0.00 1.00 1.00 -2.19%* -2.16%*

e ¥tk & 0.85 0.36 1.00 1.00 1.00 (0.03) (0.03)
BLOCK

e~ 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 -0.15

Fe ¥ttt & 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 (0.98) (0.88)
LOSS

FiEA 0.29 0.46 0.00 0.00 1.00 3.02%** 2.94%**

e dtth & 0.09 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.00 (0.00) (0.00)
LEV

Sl A 0.52 0.21 0.37 0.52 0.66 3.47%%* 3.05%**

Atk & 0.42 0.13 0.36 041 0.49 (0.00) (0.00)
GOING

¥R A~ 0.14 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.75%** 2.69%**

Ao d ik & 0.02 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 (0.01) (0.01)

FLDLR S kgl ) ) Lo 10% ~ 5% 1%8 F K .

22.FRAUD : m# %8 HELS7RE 1 FR5 00 UNCHl'%“Fiﬂ’Mzﬁs UNCH 2: £ %8 45
Boo FAMILY 1@ E# %8 R RTET 22 7FLFMZ 10 205 0 FAMILY 2 m#R%#
RN EE T OELFELENL 1 ER S 00OUT: #AHMEEAKE 2METAEF A -CEO:
EESE FEE L TREEA A 1 FR 5 0 CONCASH : B2 & n & 1 hapse R - SIZE : #
AEET ¥R BIGN : mi¥h ﬁ”‘ﬁ’lﬁ*:ﬂﬂ‘lﬁ’lﬁiﬂ» sRl 4 10 B RS 00 BLOCK : # &#%
AR 3%2 PRI R AR HORT A o LOSS AR RS EE I ZRASHR G 10 FRIE 0
LEV : & R% 4§ fl““*)i cGOING : B#E%fk BN LSF oY BRARZ EHLLMNE 10 20

200
bot T * RgRIFEHE P EAHFEHE NPT L FhhT o5 LT FFLE - Wilcoxon Rank-Sum Test *
KRS P R RO P L Pl T FFHEELR -



HEE R E-FEF RV RS FREFEEFRE UM 21

ﬁ%ﬁﬁ—%ﬁ’&%iﬁﬁﬁﬁ—ﬁ’ﬁW"é TEFRVRFOH
Ergh 4 epis 2 4 B F R m 1 (B=PBs=0 2 $& =T » + 3 @4 B 5 Probit i Efr?
WA T 722 % WESMLProbltx&ETF%s’_‘”‘J"fm1265) rREEAFER— b
AEE S %"ﬂti& e pARETELEY CTEFRVRBERET S
TG REFMIM . A %ﬁ**ﬂﬁﬁWEm%¥¢BM(&wf
2 ¥ T T ’r‘ix‘]ﬂﬁrﬁﬁ:'“‘]7 + 3 EAH L 6.60 % 1226)0 “L%‘%Aw?iﬁ#
RELEHEFABIFT MR R FELE > A ZR R ALERIEL
TAEF

B o % G o Probit i jF 53] 2 WESML Probit @ (#0355 & 4 &
FOEAEEREF S PSS TR APH (BP0 2R T o S EA
m83ﬁ997,%&1%%m%kﬁ)«ig%¢fmﬁ;g$; ;A O 2L Ok

FoORELEFIRE OB 2tk AARTORE XM LA
“if@wr-cmetal 2007) - i8S 0 i > ARRIE L FOIE S
Ercdk Aot ORE 0 BN SR EBI S g QA B b

5

BAMEFEFEOUD 6 > GE e B FYARE > L 22 EHET I
FREEMBME B LAY L G TABLLEREC F R dFEE
R R REFRARS PR ORT R AT LR REAR
PEEZF2REIALYS L FPUEAFF I REBP2FTETORF2 LA
z%é%ﬁaﬁ%ﬁigi‘iﬁﬁﬁiiii’%ﬁigéﬁﬁﬂ@ 1]
o VR BEE gm/i—a‘\r‘%%‘rl »ek o g‘;afj&;j-\v' ria g 2 A PR RPN
“ﬁﬂ%gﬁiwwﬁs%aﬂmuj,viﬁuﬁiaﬁﬁ:;z?ﬂ#ﬁ
%‘;iiﬁ“@’”’% FEE2RES SR RZRZBE R T d FEERE
SRR R G AAr s ) R A2 513% éii.%j\v‘ R 2 FEE AL 2
:a}s‘ia‘g‘?'r’kaﬁwixfﬁsb%”ﬁﬁﬁi@&°

Tk kond dg MR R E R &0 £ 4 % 442 A (CONCASH) £ 5 K73 4
e g An b & 10%::8 % 4 ¥ -k 8 ( f Probit i fF#-1] 2 WESML Probit i j&
AT oz BA N E-1392-189) L REEB A2 TFHAPF » A BT A
RF G AR R 2§ ¥ AR a2t ﬁH&ﬁ%HL doAcit R R T
B dERMN2 THgs 55 0022005 A0 x> F7HREPN - FHT 3
T 3EE G5 0.098 (b SHEHARIMBEETHREGE ) A3 A2 28 BT
# o $.i1T Wang and Lin (2008)2 77 3 7 4p &1 - B2 2R if dpde & 22 2 Rt oE B
BHETHFLAAM BAMKRRRAEAY >3 FF A TREF LM
PR FREEEF A2 o

BH WG G o) R~ d T g F(LEV )RR A
B R IATFEAPM (& Probit it {71 * WESML Probit i [ 4731~ » 7 i 4

—-\\



22 g7 0 % 484 > 2009 & 1 7

P

|5 2.092 1.88)> pt @& 225 4 — 2 (4 : Chenetal. 2006) > *£ 5 p45%
ST £ N 7 HRE R RS AP o

% ~  Probit i jF2 WESML Probit i §F 4 475 %
FRAUD, = S, + BUNCH, + 8,FAMILY, + 3,(UNCH, * FAMILY,) + 8,CEO,
+ B,CONCASH, + 3,SIZE, + B,BIGN, + 8,BLOCK, + 3,,LOSS,

2005

+ £, LEVi+ ,,GONING, + > S, YEAR, +¢,

k=1998

Panel A : Probit it jF & 7.5 % » LB E=136
g 37 4 HA) - H3) - HA = A e
2 % Gl oz ®  G# z ® 2 G# oz ©® 2 G#k  z ®
CONSTANT ? -0.517 -0.49 -0.569 -0.55 -0.559 -0.54 -0.685 -0.67
UNCH 1 + 0.025 0.02 0.724 0.52
UNCH 2 + 2.052 1.16 2.859 1.82*
FAMILY 1 ? -0.872  -2.34%*%  _0.748 -2.21%*
FAMILY 2 ? -1.095 -328%** _().862 -2.72%**
UNCH*FAMILY + 6.075 2.34%* 6.415 1.98%* 6.455 2.02%* 5.472 1.11
ouT — -0.261 -0.35 -0.269 -0.36 -0.308 -0.47 -0.310 -0.46
CEO + 0.351 1.20 0.238 0.77 0.324 1.08 0.251 0.80
CONCASH + -4286 -1.98** _329] -1.65* -4.304 -1.93* -3.076 -1.55
SIZE ? 0.013 0.31 0.006 0.14 0.031 0.70 0.020 0.47
BIGN — -0.603 -1.70* -0.609 -1.76* -0.634 -1.77* -0.608 -1.78*
BLOCK — 4.906 0.47 3.296 0.31 0.026 0.00 -0.543 -0.05
LOSS + 0.861 2.34%* 0.871 2.37%* 0.912 2.36%* 0.900 2.43%*
LEV + 1.966 2.04%* 1.879 1.94* 1.953 2.09%* 1.918 2.03%*
GOING + 0.099 0.12 0.191 0.23 -0.127 -0.16 -0.041 -0.05
YEAR 995 ? -0.019 -0.03 0.050 0.08 -0.080 -0.12 0.028 0.04
YEAR 999 ? -0.004 -0.01 0.082 0.14 -0.128 -0.20 0.020 0.03
YEARy0 ? -0.568 -0.62 -0.420 -0.45 -0.555 -0.57 -0.418 -0.43
YEAR,, ? -0.407 -0.42 -0.330 -0.34 -0.567 -0.55 -0.424 -0.42
YEAR ? -0.402 -0.63 -0.351 -0.55 -0.548 -0.79 -0.440 -0.64
YEAR3 ? -0.123 -0.22 -0.117 -0.19 -0.174 -0.27 -0.133 -0.20
YEARp4 ? 0.045 0.08 0.055 0.09 -0.038 -0.06 -0.014 -0.02
YEAR 05 ? -0.570 -0.69 -0.196 -0.22 -0.513 -0.57 -0.113 -0.12
Pseudo R? 0.226 0.234 0.243 0.241
Chi-Square 33.53 35.62 41.95 45.61

4+ p@ 4@ p@ 4@ p@E +3@E p i
B:1=p;=0° 10.33  0.006*** 10.41 0.006*** 7.22 0.027%* 6.19 0.045%*
[31+[33=0d 10.21  0.001%** 9.30  0.002%** 6.69  0.010%** 3.12  0.077%%*
B,=B;=0° 7.53 0.023** 6.93 0.031** 10.83  0.004%*** 7.40 0.025%*

Tt LR s RRgrRRR R 45 iE 10% ~ 5%5 1%8F 5 K OE o
2. % p REZF PN GFHT L -
b. WESML Probit Model %4y Weighted Exogenous Sample Maximum Likelihood Probit Model -
C.pi=Ps=0 RPIFEEL R ¥ %FH (UNCH) & &g 4 5 (FRAUD) e #8 B mis o
d. BiBs=0 “iplzE*» L E£Y T B ¥ %5 (UNCH) £ #8554 5 (FRAUD) «hf Bifs o
€. B=PBs=0 ARl 125 & % (FAMILY) 22 # #0325 (FRAUD) i dg B B 12 o
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% ~ Probit i

FRAUD
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i 72 WESML Probit  F4 475 % (§)
= B, + B,UNCH ; + g,FAMILY ; + S, (UNCH ,

* FAMILY ;) + ,0UT,

+ B,CEO, + B,CONCASH , + B,SIZE, + B,BIGN , + 8,BLOCK |,

2005

+ f,,LOSS, + B, LEV, + ,,GONING , + > S, YEAR, +¢,

k=1998

Panel B : WESML Probit® wFLtEE ﬁ,$~m=l3,408

bt _;E f—'P _ oA - _ _ 3 = _ _ A = _ _ A w :
e % #c 7z B % ¥k z B % fic z & % z &
CONSTANT ? -2.898  -2.84%** 3066 -2.76%** 3038 -349%*%k 3196 -3.17%**
UNCH 1 + -0.850 -0.69 -0.178 -0.16
UNCH 2 + 0.655 0.33 1.795 1.07
FAMILY 1 ? -0.601  -1.99** 0447  -1.70*
FAMILY 2 ? -0.799 -3.05%*%* _0.586 -2.50%%*
UNCH*FAMILY + 6.530  3.18*** 6441 2.47%* 6.761  2.84%*%* 5803  2.12%*
ouT — -0.021 -0.03 -0.041 -0.08 -0.370 -0.64 -0.399 -0.73
CEO + 0.274 1.02 0.169 0.64 0.278 0.94 0.157 0.55
CONCASH + -2.226  -1.95%  -1.859 -1.64 -2.433  -1.89%  -1.916 -1.60
SIZE ? -0.003 -0.08 -0.018 -0.46 0.017 0.51 -0.002 -0.06
BIGN —  -0.440 -1.69*  -0.313 -1.31 -0.370  -1.89*  -0.274 -1.44
BLOCK — 8.388 1.07 6.567 0.76 7.017 0.87 4.309 0.49
LOSS + 0.403 1.41 0.459 1.72% 0.460 1.54 0.491 1.72%
LEV + 1.738 1.99%** 1.528 1.61 1.607 1.88* 1.391 1.46
GOING + 0.227 0.42 0.258 0.46 0.232 0.42 0.263 045
YEAR 995 ? 0.096 0.21 0.356 0.63 0.270 0.56 0.570 0.92
YEAR 999 ? 0.168 041 0.357 0.68 0.256 0.59 0.516 0.89
YEAR009 ? -0.563 -0.99 -0.249 -0.41 -0.535 -0.84 -0.131 -0.20
YEARp01 ? -0.823 -1.42 -0.609 -0.95 -1.283 -1.75%* -0.846 -1.09
YEAR ? -0.309 -0.68 0.089 0.17 -0.259 -0.53 0.205 0.35
YEAR03 ? 0.116 0.33 0.298 0.67 0.247 0.60 0.480 0.94
YEAR04 ? 0.025 0.06 0.221 0.39 0.172 0.34 0.417 0.65
YEAR05 ? -0.622 -1.44 -0.367 -0.70 -0.480 -1.02 -0.170 -0.30
Pseudo R? 0.176 0.176 0.176 0.173
Chi-Square 164.66 231.64 176.27 223.63
+2@ p@ “+-@E p@E +2@ p@E “+-@E pi
B:1=ps=0 20.37  0.000%** 26,60 0.000%** 1265 0.002%** 14,18 0.001***
B1+p5=0 19.70  0.000*** 2539 0.000*%** 12.26 0.001*** 12.84 0.000***
B,=B;=0 10.15 0.006***  6.10 0.047** 997 0.007***  6.40 0.041**

Tron L REgRRRL B m iE 10% ~ 5% 1%A F R IE -

2.a. FE= o

SR T I FT T Y

b. WESML Probit Model {%4; Weighted Exogenous Sample Maximum Likelihood Probit Model -

c. B=Bs=0
d. B +B5=0
e. B=B3=0

kg

22 /\ =
2w

FHEAT Y R
SE M BPRRY L ERE D

~ R H R

G 4 RVRE > F b4
R B

RFEEE B Y ¥e (UNCH) & #4434 85 (FRAUD) R B B4 -
BRRT ROE L EY F L B F %% (UNCH) & #4044 45 (FRAUD) hbf 5 4s o
iRl Ro% £ ¥ (FAMILY) & #8044 5 (FRAUD) hsf R B s o

AN > B 4%
6%~a’~~§r‘ °



24 £7tiTH# o % 484 > 2009 & 1 ?

- CEEFRRVRELBRPANYE

AT RS RN FE TRV RBA T A BEE S S
AR s FVREFEETRECPRE LI L ZBALT I RSP
BoFrEEFTRFL S EREQ AP 2 BRI - mhv - HFa PR
Al MRt - Bl 2R AL

wE - R » A T ¥ B(FRAUD)& M > 2 frp %ﬁx(UNCH)’ﬁ
Mz 1 5 %h- ﬂ\?%ﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁ”wigfﬁ“ﬁ%(TENURE)i hIMF T E R
(OUTCH)# % 1 2 % %> 2 ¥ TENURE 2 78 = 2 3 § % gﬁ?ﬁwe z &2
Fﬂ?%&f 1GED R A AP EE AR 0 R A AREITE Y
ﬁ SRR AT AT §F BB LA el ] i bR )
TEFHPAFFARS > kA2 P AFFY TENURE S5 £ R ¥ %% 70
Fﬁé%h‘o»*“ﬁ" 1 2 %3 OUTCH 2 =% > ;4 ; ﬁP%,ﬁ\ﬁﬁm’P“KﬁE"i)ﬁ
?””V*WE TAG BT LR BN ET TR R Rk
TNEE S AP gi%@°ah%*ﬁﬂ’ﬁigﬁﬁﬁ*%ﬁii%,
TEREFAPIRIEFNE > A FEREF 2 P52 Pearson iph ik
(A7) &% % 0016 (P &% 0.850) £7-0.080 (P & % 0.353) % 1 > Panel
AFIT % - B FES S o %% %450 TENURE & OUTCH ¥ 25X ¥ 8
Fd s AR 95 8%

21 ARREFELA1TES
Panel A : % - Fe e fF » BB =136

UNCH; = a, + &, TENURE; + a,0UTCH; + a;BIGN; + o, BLOCK; + a5LOSS;
+agLEV; + a;GOING; + 1

A Y=UNCH 1 Y=UNCH 2

xR i _— i _—
CONSTANT 0.098 2.05% 0.073 2.20%
TENURE 10,049 148 20,048 2.06%*
OUTCH 0.123 177 10,094 1.86*
BIGN 20.030 1.05 0011 0.63
BLOCK 0.972 0.82 0.589 0.76

mT o AEE A - E
m,ﬁﬁm_ﬁw;g#%ﬁ,f@,; BEARR 0 TP AR ME L NP > FEF R BN F ERF
HijHERZE wn%bJWF%&w*E%&ﬁ%’*ﬁ’ﬁ Ak g A B
i #;;Bﬂ.m Pearson AR ThREcE 02050 S%MFRF - MEEFRABFEHR > HEIF
RN RIS AT AN FEERA RO 0T E LR M AN P L1 D
BREAMZBX - Av H A PEFLTREF RO TS 1L R B2 SRR FAES Y AL HR
M- NEBS o T A2 T ENFTEEM KL 1L ¥ (Chen, Lin and Lin 2008) > F 5% F &
FaEeAs > PRI IRI BT HBAEL DT A BN ﬁﬁufz EFHAE R ML
R TP @EARAP Y B 0 %k v 2 ¥ TENURE 2 OUTCH 75 1 & $#c2 B %
MOREANAE R R FOMEA R B BB 0 A RE RO M e E B AR IR A B -
Foboit fFtcdl 2 i ¥

P oAb bR 1 LR EIBERFERD A D 2 ﬁfiﬂ#%“aﬁv R
-
b
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24 3 F?fli&ﬁ?&\ﬁ.s%%(ﬁi‘)
Panel A: ¥ - FFfie fF » LB E=136
UNCH; =« + a;TENURE; + @,0UTCH; + a;BIGN; + a4,BLOCK; + a5LOSS;
+a4LEV; + a;GOING; + y;
. A%\?UNCHl,u _ Y=UNCH 2 _
x,bﬁi: t B 1,,“.@: t B
LOSS -0.012 -0.52 -0.018 -0.94
LEV -0.005 -0.08 -0.005 -0.09
GOING 0.086 1.39 0.076 1.73%
Adjusted R? 0.079 0.083
Panel B : % = Fpfiit fF - BB =136
FRAUD, =, + #,EX UNCH, + ,FAMILY, + S,(EX UNCH, * FAMILY, )+ 3,0UT,
+ B,CEO, + B,CONCASH, + j,SIZE, + ,BIGN, + 3,BLOCK, + f,,LOSS,
2005
+ f,,LEV, + B,,GOING; + ZﬂkYEARki + &,
k=1998
a2k a ey = 4 ﬁfi‘] = ﬁ)—“jtl] z
iRk W % #ic z & ik 7 &
CONSTANT ? -1.006 -0.90 -0.918 -0.91
EX UNCH._1 + 0.486 0.06
EX_UNCH 2 + 3.592 0.47
FAMILY 2 ? -1.673 -2.26%* -1.160 -1.35
EX_ UNCH*FAMILY + 15.278 1.45 10.402 0.71
ouT — -0.061 -0.09 -0.153 -0.20
CEO + 0.307 1.04 0.244 0.78
CONCASH + -3.266 -1.48 -2.661 -1.21
SIZE ? 0.024 0.53 0.019 0.44
BIGN — -0.379 -1.07 -0.575 -1.71%
BLOCK — -2.140 -0.21 -2.771 -0.26
LOSS + 0.823 2.12%%* 0.893 2.37%*
LEV + 1.777 1.83% 1.857 1.97%*
GOING + -0.309 -0.29 -0.223 -0.23
YEAR 905 ? 0.162 0.27 0.126 0.20
YEAR 99 ? 0.242 0.41 0.199 0.32
YEAR 00 ? -0.348 -0.40 -0.319 -0.35
YEAR; ? -0.017 -0.01 -0.035 -0.03
YEAR, ? -0.108 -0.17 -0.283 -0.41
YEAR 03 ? 0.118 0.21 0.003 0.01
YEAR 04 ? 0.087 0.12 0.084 0.13
YEAR05 ? -0.379 -0.41 -0.166 -0.17
Chi-Square 33.87 36.08
+-= @ p & + =& p &
B=Pp5=0° 3.45 0.178 1.83 0.401
Bi+B5=0° 3.35 0.067* 1.46 0.228
B,=p5=0" 7.61 0.022%* 4.32 0.115
SE LR RRERRR N G4 7 iE 10% ~ 5% 1%EE ¥ KO o
zanmmm:iigﬁﬁ’éiig%wvaz&zgng%&%uzgaﬂ%%&°MHﬂv“%i
RIs

EEREF LPREDA ?*’;‘Kﬁ'iﬁ:’z‘%flﬁw” FREF A S cEX UNCH_L: o % - Fe b jf o 3+

e Lo

FHELFR A RS -UNCH 2 d 5 - RRFRITNZFHETE TR YR o A0 p Rl R i77

&L S S S
b. Bi=Bs=0 ~ B+P:=08 By=Ps=0ch T & 54 & ~ »
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B¥FA RS -RBESFRITNNEHEEF R Y ¥H (EX_UNCH_I
1 EX UNCH 2)# » R pH3] » § %% %7|m3t %4 » Panel B® - 9 3%
R B 0 WRELEY FTF 4 ¥ R6(EX UNCH D & 55
AWFERFLAM (BiPs=0 24 T -+ 3 B L 3350 10%4F kE)
FERFEEF R A0 AlAle? > FTF R ¥ FHREX_UNCH 2)& #
i’f’eﬁ‘*ﬁﬁﬁniﬁﬁ B B8 (B1+Bs=0 2 Jf'w?ﬁT"{‘”lE_al46) GRS E

AXHPI IR RREET AR L L RO ER B L B2 Y
P R E A R R ER T R L 5 R H e
ETF BoAl g = ik @ € §] (Larcker and Rusticus 2005; Chan, Chen,
Janakiraman and Radhakrishnan 2006) - %1% % i1 & $#cr A2 ;1

% #& * Probit 1% ETF #-4) &2 WESML Probit 1% ETF BoA 2 BEE ) Vo B AR
e

w
N

I S pHEaP ERELPV R

A2 Y 3 GEYIIREECNGERE S E A U AR
GRRREHARE ST RACBERAL AR AR BRELREER G2 KA
”5ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁi~@?ﬁﬂ’%ﬁﬁ¢?ﬁﬁﬁl IR X P
oo SRR TR HRAETE G FEA AL 0 A2 %% Chen et al. (2006)%
Wang T. Y. (2006)2 % j# » #-3 & Pl 4~ 45 £ 0+ 6I(OUT) £ £ L
A ERERCEO)-HEEER L EERPEAR (CONCASH) 5 R
(SIZE) - $ % ¢ 567 2.3 5 ~ A/ £ #57(BIGN) ~ #F #1832 & 1 4 4% %% % (BLOCK)
Fof ey MEERFELIHFEFE e ¥ ﬁit(propensuy to commit fraud
model) ; F#&J ERPREREN O MR A RN E R EY R R
2 $% % L(GOING) ~ § # " F(LEV) - L3 45 # 2 | & BASIF(LOSS) % %
PA A5k L R B (T 5 S5 8F 1 ip) % #ic(fraud detection model) 5 fdrdl & E R R
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AT g F LR (HEF2 MRS HEF G RPEI S p B4 %5 1.000

SN #iéﬁiﬁ%ﬁw?\ FEFESN T FAMILY_2 o

0Om - R HIEMERY 98 G 8% T R R FES RS VIUER s Av 1 BPRE
%ﬁ(l“&\%ﬂ&’rﬁ mOEHR B 2 (%zruf‘*f‘;‘i %) EX UNCH 1 ##ic%® #cd 1393 %3
7] 8.092) »

¥ Maddala (1992)7 45 21 » % = Fifie FA £ 53 L3 A > &1 B Ry ,,.‘7»

B LA iﬁk\ﬁol - R T Probit i [FHCA S % H BP0 A
WESML Probit it ETF B o



HREE R E-FETE ARG RS LB L2 M 27
#0991 ) & v ARl HE A T aRE P L REET EHAY 2T ER
FdaE s
21 HZHEHEITHA SELAF P T RAMHZ LRSS
FRAUD, = f3, + B;UNCH, + 8,FAMILY, + B,(UNCH, * FAMILY, )+ 8,0UT, + 5,CEO,
+ ,CONCASH , + 3,SIZE, + 3,BIGN, + 8,BLOCK, + f3,,LOSS, + /3, LEV,
2005
+B,GOING, + > BYEAR, +¢,
k=1998
L @ ﬁF WE//SML Probit Model f“iﬂé’ﬁf 4 M 1@;] //ﬁi’f 8 i) ﬁ:y
> o % Hc z & % Hc z B % #ic z B

CONSTANT ? -3.038 -3.49%** -2.215 -4.0]*** -3.339 -4 58 **
UNCH 1 + -0.178 -0.16 0.004 0.00
FAMILY 2 ? -0.799 -3.05%** -0.818 -3.34%%*
UNCH*FAMILY + 6.761 2.84%** 6.159 3 1x**
ouT — -0.370 -0.64 -0.699 -1.30 0.529 1.41
CEO + 0.278 0.94 0.288 1.20 0.086 0.39
CONCASH + -2.433 -1.89* -2.869 -2.07** -1.800 -1.80*
SIZE ? 0.017 0.51 0.038 1.74%* -0.013 -0.55
BIGN — -0.370 -1.89* -0.398 -2.51%%* -0.254 -1.43
BLOCK — 7.017 0.87 3.320 0.47 4.429 0.68
LOSS + 0.460 1.54 0.366 1.63
LEV + 1.607 1.88%* 1.482 2.04**
GOING + 0.232 0.42 0.420 0.82
YEAR 995 ? 0.270 0.56 0.180 0.49 0.179 0.53
YEAR 999 ? 0.256 0.59 0.211 0.66 0.246 0.72
YEAR 000 ? -0.535 -0.84 -0.445 -0.90 -0.174 -0.46
YEAR01 ? -1.283 -1.75% -0.836 -1.39 -0.991 -1.98**
YEAR > ? -0.259 -0.53 -0.095 -0.27 0.058 0.17
YEAR (3 ? 0.247 0.60 0.136 0.41 0.340 1.25
YEAR004 ? 0.172 0.34 0.125 0.34 0.047 0.12
YEAR0s ? -0.480 -1.02 -0.574 -1.37 -0.393 -0.95
Pseudo R2 0.176 0.122 0.125
Chi-Square 176.27 106.29 127.65

+ 3 g p iE + 3 g piE + 3 & B
B1=P5=0° 12.65 0.002%** 15.93 0.000***
Bi+B5=0° 12.26 0.0071 *** 15.33 0.000%**
B,=B5=0° 9.97 0.007%** 11.91 0.003***
Hausman Test® 0.73 1.000 6.28 0.991
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2.a. & % 7]+ Weighted Exogenous Sample Maximum Likelihood Probit Model 2. % % » BL% {&=13,408 -
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