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Financial Constraints Based on the

Informativeness of Accounting Earnings”
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Abstract

Financial constraint refers to the situation under which the firm cannot obtain the
required external funds to achieve the optimal investment. In this study, I construct a
theoretical financial constraint model based on informativeness of accounting earnings to
explore the relationship between the informativeness of accounting earnings and
investment cash flow sensitivity (a measure for the degree of financial constraints). Using
the regime switching regression model, this study empirically tests the proposition derived
from the above theoretical financial constraint model. The empirical result indicates that
investment cash flow sensitivity is irrelevant to the informativeness of accounting earnings
itself for a firm without financial constraint. However, when a firms is financially
constrained, the investment cash flow sensitivity decreases as the informativeness of
accounting earnings increases. In addition, the evidence also indicates that firms with
higher growth opportunity have higher financial constraints. The important implication of
this study to financial management is that management should increase the informativeness
of accounting earnings to enhance the investment upper limit through financing multiplier,

so that the firm would not suffer financial constraints and thus affect its growth.
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Hope and Thomas 2008; McNichols and Stubben 2008; Biddle, Hilary and Verdi
2009 £ Chen, Hope, Li and Wang 2011 ) e # ¢ 3 F £t ¢ 3148 24 & 046 & 4%
T 3 &R 5(Biddle and Hilary 2006; Biddle et al. 2009) ; & #F3¢h & &
& F 2 B 7 (Hope and Thomas 2008); & 3% i+ ¢ 3+ 3% 2 & FHK TR LI RE
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@P”#m%ﬁ%*fﬁﬂﬁﬁ”#ﬁﬂmﬁ?’ﬂ&ﬁaﬁﬁﬂzwﬂ%
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o ( ol B
- = - 5 <0. (4)
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PR EZBETREGERE R € ErE R om0 od WrEH L F A
%ﬂﬂs;%lﬁ*ﬁmﬁiéﬁmﬁﬁﬁ"“%Eﬁ$5%ﬁk&§%ﬁ
7] e 4o @ R > (Almeida and Campello 2002, 2007; Cleary 1999; Kaplan
and Zingales 1997) » i & § 2 P @ T LI > L BT X VR €EF AT
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tEF R B U e B I E oS o 12§ R 4K T (over-investment) 2 # @ 3
PHEBT ARZET cFIERRFTOCEN 7 AART U Jf”%\ bt
o FATARHELE TR TS AL o

CREFRIN R T

FALBT U R EER AT AR RTRESEREATLRT
*L| e 457 - Tirole (2006)2! Almeida and Campello (2002, 2007):% 5 %3 i &
FILAEA T R FTRENEFE AT ERT U oA T RFTREGE
AR R g MERET U SRS e EAN

#= 5’3" AR ARE L od T B R R G R A FAT LT
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&_12 Hu and Schiantarelli (1998)£? Hovakimian and Titman(2006) 74 * 94f 38 %
Eua ﬁﬁ?ﬁi‘“l (regime switching regression model) /¥ % @ & #-74] » & B -3 Jr’ﬁiz?)*
BRI ERAE S R B BB RTURS e A R
BEARR AL ek 5 A 2 R ATE S B ALY PR K AT A 7 R ATE
T T R e
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Investment ; =X, ,p, tuy, )

Investment,, =X, B, +u ,, , ©)

Vi =Zi,[/1+8iﬂ[, (7)

P FR GV RATIMEL EPRLET TR MR T AR ETHE f?mﬂwbﬁ<%%@

1) BERKF PR TR A F A o Li Q011 il S A E 0 Y RA T

A EREF NP SR TP F ARl A Liv) R enTEAS L 5 4
WL gL E TR S

2 AR j\iﬂma‘%‘%;}l}\? REMERERFLFERT X UER g fhd & i d 3ot A

TR oL R S Y i ,@;#Fﬁ. o n%ﬁ?;{ﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁ’m@lfg% TS - Qmﬁ,&?m% }ipﬁ" Y
KZ index (Kaplan-Zingales Index) » Kaplan and Zingales (1997)1% #74c f 2. 2 & Tt kA7 7 b 3 L)
FRBAUPI2FRFTRETERERM o d B KZ Al d By < " URRE R %ﬁ’f:f 3 (¢ ‘%‘;*
é ek A = B en2bpd i3 R ) > Lamont, Polk and Sad-Requejo (2001)i% KZ ehzr @ 5 A # > *U5>
BAI SR AR ~ G F R MR B & Logit A1 H - B cha NG KZ index o sk & F
34\”?%7)2*@‘}—1*?\13” SN B N e KZ index EAXE ﬁﬂ:pf"mfiﬁk% o d % KZ index 2%
i‘f«‘fﬂ*%’-}&.“.aﬁf’“ﬁl?pmﬁﬁp}%“lmliiﬁz’ﬂL ‘uzﬁ’%hiw AR NS o F A g
FAREFAL o FP AP LR ESY kg o KZindex il b G uE c HE AR FTRENE
SR R KZindex 7 B otk v 8 Fazzarl et al. (1988, 2000)% Kaplan and Zingales (1997, 2000) -
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F(5)EN6)E L Eﬁ ;\ (maln regression) A | & 3 8 g T OUHIAE T R oD
FFEFE A NTREF L 423% (switching equation) e

EREy ft]* ;P % ® X, = [0, CashFlow,, Informativeness;, Cash flow;, x
Informativeness, ;] > @ "“r*if/% 2_ e & f=[oy, a, a3, 04]° Q;; % Tobin’s q° Cash
flow; GBS K FTIRET TR R Informativenessl, BFRART I o R en
FEFELEFHIE - vﬁ.i’“ R ﬂ"_.}\ Py, bR T RRGSEL %ﬁi(latent
variable) * " #F R F T (7 5 if*%*ﬁﬁ VIR EART AL UILE > § yiy
RER-FT ﬁ’*ﬁvﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ'ﬂ'iéﬁiﬁ‘i%’ e B 7, B 5 AR B M e i T
BT ) e Fpt 0 KR
Maddala 1986 £ Hu and

*"i'?i‘;i@ *\*3.11

7%t E 2 j’,\ B
Schiantarelli 1998)

Investment; , = Investment ; , iff yzt <0,

(8)

Investment , = Investment ,, , iff yz ,=0.

Fl o Z; RAR B He ik Lr]+ra~§1_ @) F A e B¢ 2 T FF
F7 ﬁﬂ?}i"laﬁr&?ﬂﬁﬁgéﬁ-ﬂé PR AR 2 P T R MR s AR F B E
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e9% Ay f23 4v (Hu and Sch1antarelhl998) it AP HARE 1 BT AR
R D AR 2 X URR o

*E T LR Cash flow 2 Cash ﬂowxlnformatzveness R E X
BRT AL UED l[a;é;li*“fmfa@ﬂ J ﬁu%; AT 2 B :g;\ﬁﬁ?‘%xg
ol mEXURR €S E %l“*mi‘aﬁm/ﬁ\/’“’f’:b\ L& E AR RN
BT L e B - 0§ 2 PR T A U Aﬂﬁibﬁﬁﬁﬂ
kYA

BB e B R EEAY B X UER 2 Cash flowxInformativeness i
RBREF R0 (& A L_alnvestment/GCashFlow = a, + oy xInfomativeness )

o R A X U 2 Cash flowxInformativeness 0T Bl 7 B ¥ o 03P 2~
Tobin’sq £ F]=x £ 7 37 »Tobinsq = X P LK FP L B w22 h
HAPPRF L DA SRR > P22 DT =
F7HBK o REFEF > L FEIEITLA E AT

¢ Investment; 5 % i } T F 1 EDFALTAME £ G F
5m‘,&$é£%‘E°ané~ £ B WAL+ z‘ﬁﬁM”mTEJ WoE s o
CashFloWi,tT%:ﬁi’i\é tﬁm$/r|EZ\‘:’ :LEI o iE Eﬁ-‘4}/”.‘a‘ﬁﬁ;~'/ EN S )]
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model » @ R B AT EALAR G - ﬂmMchchols and Stubben (2008)z. &
5 T 4 3% -1 fc »~ (discretionary revenues) (F 4 E 257 7 F AT 425
Ep o FHE R 2P PR BT BTk AR b om B ot T G L
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R RERTREG N T AT RN g Gy P
Ep- A2z FHAT A tt-dp ¥ informativensss 2

AAR = COt + CltASi,t + ni,t‘ (9)
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& % 4] DIV > Fazzari et al. (1988)z% 5 I £ % | 4 &2 & &_
LR 2 K@E ﬁﬁ"”# SN A EFHE BRI T M
‘lﬁflor]bﬂ%ﬂ’“u #%Eéeﬁti*“lz\ TR RSP R -l #3 LA HREK
LA/ TR E R A IR i—Lr]+ 2 l“ﬁ(p foowm= B ¥+ A Mar
ﬁ“q)ii(ﬁnanmal slack) » ﬂ\ﬁﬁi FIFrE P 2RI RELTHHT f” Hy
ARFT ARG B EITL M UR PRI %%:FSLACKO Fl s BiTH FE I‘Jc(iir
Almeida and Campello 2007; Hovakimian and Titman 2006 ) pd 2P AR 1% 28
BT T 27 7 dd T BEX N AP TR q+7ﬂ&
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F2BFRNIFIACPERAGE 7 52 BFF L PR PSIZE - Flo P ¥
ERE - R A L AR A .45 = & F e i 8 (Oliner and Rudebusch
1992) » & g ehier & G ¥ A t"liﬁaﬁﬁf 2R AT R (RO E &

o p AT L 2P ﬁmm&;\m%gﬁ R FA 2P

B F AT UF PRSP R B A RFT ARG G

T |+
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%1 fr%<@fﬁ-\1paﬁpg¢Lnmeﬁ ¥ § % STDEBT- 324 %

BRI T #kﬁ‘li$ * 2t F (Lang, Ofek and Stulz

1996)qukﬁ¢gﬁmoﬂ\pmu ‘l'g\é yrEPAEG G z;u;},, | (E¥f & i

,% LR T ARG @) 175 LTDEBT «hi 3L S i *lz:},lﬁé*a’;t&,ﬁp@»
,’rr,'ﬁpé ]F Ll f;l] (T‘F'js"ﬂé l ?Il 5 ««}‘5{ tE H l%' T/F:—:\ STDEBT ik é%";ato —}’E
L) e S "‘@t“f—;i o

] FoofeN g B R R EE S i (maximum
hkellhood method) » FFEmi ARG 5 fiph o b b 0 Rt ARY RO A aw st e
v~ E @%&%&(year dummies) '™ 5 F2 4 2

FHRITAANRE TEI A F 5 19912011 o d 030 7 ZRET R F
o OF B3R ERCA A7 1997-2011 £ A P AT AR 72 o F ALk E TEJ
SHIIHAT  miep AREIARL AT B RET R
Informatlveness 1 2 Informativeness 2 i 4% ¥ 4oid i 3147 % cfk A 42 B A AT
ﬁ%%&ziﬁzﬁﬁ%mx% %Wﬂ;#@’ﬁ%%&%@#@Wﬁﬁ
Ead: .'H“J"f o Pt LW AR E L AT f%ﬁx Q FT O l%mfi
oo Bfs B }_%@"ﬂ”ln\%‘r.\ Mﬁﬂ\p 8,253 4 = & — :
o~ Informatlveness_l e @ —& TG S 327 = M %\3 iz 17
Informativeness_2 #icid e @ — & FHlE 5 6,842 & o
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F1RET AP ERRL A SAPE cPHRT AL S A

PITE i Q hT o) 1.854’ AL L 14415 A& G T &%
B CashFlow * 328c 5 0.134> m 8 % 5 0.1120 358 g & R *hagin = ;,;L; ( &
4 Hovakimian and Titman 2006 = McNichols and Stubben 2008 ) % £ % + >

TR ATIEa T S RE TR PHE ﬁﬁg BiEF PG R AEDARFRTIVYE
F R R o H i k% Investment T gk 0.086 5 v T R b EE N 2 )F*% =3 S
B ER AT T SRRE TR AAEPERLT c FAT ALK
Informativeness_1 0¥ 2% % 0774 i&kw T0m 3 » o7 ZARE T (fis
XA F ) PR G 22.6% 5 AL BEGS R d 7R o @ Informativeness_1

AR BT RBARL > AL PARE I LARD LY LR E I T RRE
AR o Z AR % H %2 ¥c Informativeness 2 T 5%k 0 019 B BT R PR
k%ﬁ%%%%“ﬁ%%ﬁbﬁﬁjﬁﬁﬂﬁ,»? R AR

%] s 4ok Informativeness 1 0 & B EAX X ZATAMARL o @ HEREE 5
0.020 -

LH AR R f AT L > R &S] DIV T i5E; 0613
d*DWaﬁﬁ%%’ﬂ“*@mﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁp6H%m>ﬂ4%km$”
J o PAFEE VR FSLACK chT 3ofc s 0.121 - 4 S MB35 AR P E 3 im s
4n:r§,_gp#; Kfu 4 7 T ARG ,% EoFMEBEAL TSR Mo > B A J;;Eé ‘Fl_r )
SN EPRTAY G 121% 5 2TV RRDTA c 2P 22 Bl (£4)
AGE ~ 2 @ . SIZE ¢0% yaggcr w] 5 3225 21 15743 » 28 714 22 7 R
kBB p ¥l £ § i LTDEBT #+T 3542 0.131 /| >t 424 § & STDEBT
Tiofk 0252 BB Ti0a 3 0 SARF AR S E AR EY R
BEERFTRET AR oo

S RBPRFTEE O R

b3t A% ED 3T > Tobinsq 5 2 PHFWE Lo b il % 2t
2P T D o AR B 2 fe(Hubbard 1998)7 % 2 P et
75 ez > Tobinsqi 1 & i 5@&( HFERT X URASILFTIRE
mBERRER) AROLEF AT EREETERPRFORTAFIALAT F LSRR

%\, s Il IFP‘ ]9“@;% F;S/\*%mé@

F 2 B2 P —FEHAHFTOLS thd % o #4 1 © % Q(Tobin’s
q eI ) *;c%zw&“\ 2K O LER FH(rES 1896) T am
o fERRE T AR ( Adjusted R° ¥ 7 0.0376) o A 2E /A3 P
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BEWE :}F:] & CashFlow it 8chg % <> 0 (¢ 24 B 5 836 ¥ 10.30) - iz
z\“&riauf‘]}?}%ﬁc B E AR Qo gyﬁ}‘;\r‘;e:}’;\?f"r%ﬁ’lﬁ‘-‘ﬁ%ﬁiOﬁIﬁa
B8 FHRT IR L H CashFlowxInformativeness ¥ s § -
ﬂp‘ﬁuﬁmkg’?()@f}igﬁi Fﬁ—‘;%,t}_#ﬁﬁli\gétﬁ*rug ;}ﬂs’\j\pz‘v’ ”Jé,g}
PAptREH e R 2 FR[HEY ¢ R LW/ H BT ERDERZT LR ’_?
KERENE Js’z)gz B € SERRE LA g A @ R (Almelda and Campello 2002,
2007; Cleary 1999; Kaplan and Zingales 1997) o #& >t #-3] 2 23] 3 ¢ - L ik
feom o L R 2 ﬂ’#fa,ﬁW”ﬁmmﬁ&§%¥§%ﬁﬂﬁ
D @ g Bova o

O

21 FRPEL gt

S LA TS T 3ok S 1" Quartile  # =¥k 3" Quartile
Investment 8253 0.086 0.091 0.024 0.050 0.112
0 8253 1.854 1.441 0.960 1.650 2.230
CashFlow 8253 0.134 0.112 0.063 0.112 0.175
Informativeness_1 5327 0.774 0.130 0.716 0.760 0.818
Informativeness_2 6842 0.019 0.020 0.005 0.013 0.028
DIV 8253 0.613 0.550 0 1 1
FSLACK 8253 0.121 0.124 0.033 0.082 0.171
AGE 8253 3.225 0.512 2.821 3.250 3.523
SIZE 8253 15.743 1.210 14.850 15.668 16.295
LTDEBT 8253 0.131 0.114 0.037 0.102 0.190
STDEBT 8253 0.252 0.157 0.151 0.232 0.339
FE Investment,taavl?\4 FrEDHTFAME &% %‘l%t&ﬁﬁ%”i’??ﬁ”’~i§;?é_§$ O, » %1%

7% £ YA N TEI R B o CashFlow,, 2 % i 3P 5t #RENEERY kP ?ﬁliﬁaﬁf‘?_“f” ¥t
#ﬁM"/f DPRT AL PART Atdp i Informativensss 1 5 % t # #F k& RO 7 eh% (5 #3 &% ( £
RISEIREFHE 5 EDF (& DD FRYIRR T R RST - B2 fr;f"‘ﬂrRZ’”(l Rz)ii" °

;‘aﬁff;%fqzéga‘vvm H \ﬂ“t&igq;:%ﬁa““?;zﬁw‘\ﬂwfg,g;m foRb dom %Y RE
Hs (FrEd Eer-% FERM ) /Bl #FEfer > FrERBEFRE S :%&a(‘)vtﬁfmuui

H-% -1 & fﬁ,%é e UDYES t-l 4'* ﬁif& A AE LWL TR A ESRF2 - 2RFT AL Informativensss_2
A 1%'\\?:)7 1 &2 AAR, =y, + ¢ AS,  +n, P ona PG HE [0 AN DAR; G R
B 1 IR 3 B g 1R t&ﬁw;z:\“n’mg EFF 0 A AS; 5 ¥ IFR P H 0 E DY R
fﬁﬁﬁ;l‘fuf*tﬁﬂp&vgjé\jﬁﬂﬁﬁ‘,ﬁfgp’co RS ijoP 5 tETHAENFE S Gtz - DIV &
BRREEN 125 I 3O 78 1 83 L QM ER LI/ R E BE o MIERUR FSLACK 5 % i Fe
G ﬁﬁﬁfr”m$4cfrﬁF’1>~ ?v’!ﬁwmﬁ}“‘gm'%'ﬂ'F:?’Jz%E”"’/imn* PR 2P AW AGE S H i
FO PRt EYPEFLT A iﬁ:ﬁﬂﬂ' BRYtHc o 2P RWSIZE 5% i F O P St EY A RFT ARG § Eihp
R LY §§ LTDEBT}‘%%?i?\')?‘aﬁtiﬁMvrﬁﬁﬁ ,F o] (K p R fl‘]ié’(é_r}%ai‘ﬁ@_)o_’r_{z_}jp i
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MR W LR SRR FRET AR R B LT 47
o A o B 2 S 3 R R AR L BR o BIA S F B
Bl 4l 2 5 RN it

22 RPRTED S hi it

gﬂa

L LA = #3l 2 ZE
¥ 0.0450 0.0364™ 0.0436"
(35.46) (4.85) (9.82)
0 0.0096 0.0088 ™ 0.0084 ™
(18.96) (15.79) (16.59)
CashFlow 0.1196 ™ 0.0792"
(8.36) (10.30)
Informativeness 1 -0.0072
(-0.67)
Informativeness 2 -0.0297
(-1.41)
CashFlowxInformativeness_1 -0.0598
(-1.37)
CashFlowxInformativeness 2 -0.5801 "
(-2.88)
Adjusted R 0.0376 0.0801 0.0932
R S 8,253 5,327 6,842

30k Investment; 5 % I R AP H t ESAFEFTAMY $€Ef"1¢’fv‘tﬁﬁﬂi”é%‘\f’m_ﬁ%?éﬁiﬁoQ,;,;;-
PR D% t EY AN TEI LB Z @ o CashFlow; 2 % i 7@ 5t ERETE R Y kP %’@'LE&&?#&E‘_%
MELEHAGAPDRT A L. FHT AR Informativensss_1 & % t E EKF RN P R
tﬁrﬂfﬂ..g/i'f frﬂiﬁfaizSﬁ_L“zﬁmg%{.;%ﬁ%ﬁﬂwww»f*..g#ﬁ—IlasJ THBER  U(1-RY)
T2 Fwﬁxé%»)w@ﬁﬂm;)ﬂ%tﬁ%‘»)zﬁgﬁﬂ,ﬁ‘wzﬁ*r%ﬂw%aimng% Fom ot EY
TR FIEZ (P rEFER - FrlEagErr)/SrlEagEar S rEREENSHTEEL (¥
tEFISES-F 1 EREEN) /] :ekafﬁ.%éii*} ’é_#‘h\ gt TE] A ¥uf 72 - FHT F%I”*a‘pﬁ—r
Informativensss 2 5 % i F2 @ % 1 £ D2 AN AAR,  =cy, +c AS, +n, ¢ 0BG HEy A2

FIAAR, 5 5 0 R P F 1 E T A%ﬁagcfuaizﬁﬁwﬂ’?\ﬂ: WFALE A AS, 5 ¥ QRS
"*vtﬂm%k%%ﬁzfu%‘vt&ﬁMv;zé“dﬂNg EffrcoB o RIS i RO P A £ UG Bk o

sk Kk

P S, AuEREAE 1% 5% 10%EFRETREF -

a

FARBANALT OB HY 1 63 B 5T HFTRENENRE AR &7

o eRAR B (T L PRE T T e o BEAR A f@; R AR RPEE AL
(¢t EA %5 9.63 1348) e ARE XUV TRENERNRE AEF R R
p A X "UAE I > 22 Hovakimian and Titman (2006) .5 & 55 17 o 7 :§F7 7 B <
{F@%@”@ A UR R S AT AL R T AL AE A
%x“ o &3 2 ¢ 0 AR Y Y Informativeness 1 W F AT AR LR D

ARFTXTUVIRTREY (1 E5-376) 5 f 5 0 ARF A TUERE TR

"%F'“g PP AF AT ARERE LG o F ﬁﬁp A X UPEF ;_5’5# f M AL
ﬁﬁ-ﬁ\mﬁ; Y B 7&‘7 N l’%ﬁ?x; PEF Lbﬁﬁ?é AR R gu&;{;/gﬁ*;‘m.f} r’-h;h‘a'éc
MRS o PR IR £ U £ AR )ii":s’.ﬂ’f?ﬁ‘i Bz EHem B4 L ALY
i * e Informativeness 1 A% 1738 7 £4% % > @ Informativeness 1 4%~ [74F 2
B A%% ) o 4 Informativeness 2 W F AR F ']iiﬁ HenG 23 A 30 B e e
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S BRFIDHEAIC ARAOBEERT X VFETHF (1 5-559) 5
ﬁ"kg“*%& LR AR A URE T A T e SR E 0
G PR F(E 181 ) A D S A L XA F (p B & 0.0001)
@@”ﬁﬁﬂ3ﬂﬁ%% EEFAFET A R e

AL D RFRTE R hie s

= AE I 2N AT N
RS | R4 2 AR
ﬁé;{%x 3 XN Wi i
% #ic t i@ % #ic t i@
1] 1(n=8253)
¥ 0.0470""" 27.46 0.0457""" 2575  0.1087
0 0.0129™ 14.27 0.0072"" 11.34  0.0005
CashFlow 0.0247" 9.63 0.1120™ 13.48  0.0000
Ok 0.0557""" 49.20 0.0813"" 66.44
Ol 0.0083""" 11.60 0.0098""" 19.79
1] 2(n=5327)
¥ ¥ 0.0382"" 7.53 -0.02317 =379 0.0000
0 0.0105"" 7.10 0.0054""" 6.97  0.0022
CashFlow 0.0315™ 3.05 03545 7.03  0.0000
Informativeness_1 -0.0621 -0.82 -0.1094™ 2.07  0.0064
CashFlow xInformativeness_1  -0.0882 -1.01 -0.4200"" -3.76 0.0000
o 0.0485™"" 35.76 0.0797"" 51.72
Gie 0.0080""" 10.56 0.0102"" 21.09
1] 3(n=6842)
¥ #ic 0.0569™" 16.92 0.0472" 1423 0.0009
0 0.0113™ 7.48 0.0048"" 6.59  0.0011
CashFlow 0.0662""" 5.58 0.1113™ 8.92  0.0000
Informativeness_2 -0.0249™ -2.33 -0.0172 -1.56  0.0003
CashFlow xInformativeness_2 ~ -0.3026" -1.81 -0.6993""" -5.59 0.0001
i 0.0648"" 38.67 0.0898""" 54.21
Gie 0.0084™"" 11.61 0.0096""" 19.48
AP k%W Investment; 5 R I RN P F t EOHILFTAME & ”f"“ﬁ tEPAFZITDRT AL -
Q,-y,;f;\i)ii’i\;}f’:ﬁtﬁﬁﬁwfﬁTEJ BEEY o CashFlow, , % % I FRN P Rt ERETFE A Y Lp%sﬁvm
ﬁ;finf MEtEHAFZTNRT A R FET IR nformativensss 1 5 %t EEKE RO P R
-5 8 3 % ¢ EenfisE g #*ﬁﬁt5&4%t#m@ﬁwﬁk%%ﬂmﬁﬁ»%wﬁg—@1&%&#*
(1- R T H 2 o &ﬁﬁ“ﬁ%%ﬂﬂ“\j%tﬁgk%%*ﬁ%tﬁﬁ?ﬂ%%ﬁim [Eh S I

tE%ﬁ%ﬁ-iﬁa(+tﬁ Eqer-F ol EY Efr ) /Bl EY Edr 0 B EREEJISRF Uk
> O ARG t'l‘&’f"“”*? ) 1l E A A é_?%/»\w TE] A ¥ 872 « PATILE
th Informativensss 2 5 5§ §3 78 4 & 5 MR, =, +QAS, 4, 0w P AR A
PAR e RSP R E TR A%?‘hﬁi?u%ﬁ FEHFEOPIRTAEF A AS,, ¥ RS
PR EDYREBRE IR L EWFERPDRT AL 0 o REY I 3O P RAE RS B3

sokk kk ok

E
2o A AR thlic £ ik 3% Waldtest o k= 1 25 NI 1% 5%~ 10%3E oK BT A o
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13 RPRFFL B AFRFEL ()

B2r4g 2 F* #£57% (Switching Equation)

A 1 A 2 A 3
[N b
¥ 1.4260 " 1.1826 ™ 1.2052"
(8.58) (7.33) (7.50)
DIV -0.1135" -0.1002 " -0.0989 "
(-4.07) (-3.14) (-2.87)
FSLACK 0.4515"7 0.3392° 0.3207°
(2.90) (2.48) (2.37)
AGE -0.0276 -0.0192™ -0.02137
(-4.26) (-3.67) (-3.90)
SIZE -0.28527° -0.2315" -0.1794™
(-9.56) (-8.36) (-5.34)
LTDEBT -0.0519 0.1087 -0.0825
(-0.35) (0.88) (-0.76)
STDEBT 0.4180"" 0.3550 " 0.3141°
(4.03) (3.40) (2.45)
Informativensss_1 0.7517""
(3.38)
Informativensss 2 0.2396
(1.90)
F T X PUR A B 52.17% 55.72% 54.39%
HIRFRAAFE] Lo L FREGERD P RBT LU (FE 2) P LS BT LU E
P TR ERDPHBRT L UER (T r BT AL UEE (8 1)) 7 it o DIV 5 G
REEN VA7 R I FO PN 1 £ 2 ARERLf/AR AL BF. PMIrEUR FSLACK 5 % i 32 7
§o0E AR A SRR TG A ’”"iidgm %L mﬁ%xwm.x W Sgdco 2P E 8 AGE L ¥ i FO

PhEPIFESD S iﬁzmg R¥fce DTRWSIZE G ¥ i 7P H t YA R F A G § Ehp R
#c o Fﬁﬂéxp LTDEBT“”:?\ “tiﬁM”Fﬂﬁﬁf;‘“f»l ﬁﬂél f'lmpﬁ*é\ii}ifi)ﬂﬂiﬁ?éf%
STDEBT % % i }27 % tﬁﬁM” YL F e CEP L FFRT ARG B E) BAT AR
Informativensss_1 %%‘5[3#@4 NPEHR S EL R LE rmfmfe/i‘} REFHEHF S EL St BN LY
ﬂi%ﬁéﬁf#ﬂﬁﬁ"f%@élﬁ— B %) fr;f"‘gtRZ’ v (1- Rz)i%v o BEHS %1{%?’7%9 AP EEYRRE
TRy rEZLDHAE LY »}z%frv‘om“t& R BFERL(FrEY é‘;»}f:» Fo-l & F )
/% -1 &5 £ a~ t-ﬁ;fmfswi’f BEF UK G (a~ tE RIS EF-F t—l-&;frcféii’f'l)/f‘ﬁ t—l-’&;fftfé‘]i’f‘l ’
é_#é\a\? 0 TE] A F w372 e ”’fﬁ}i‘f% 1435 % Informativensss_2 LR 0P PRt Eh N
AR, = ¢, +¢,AS, +77,, oy BE A AN AR R R R T F 1 R A R R
ﬂ%u‘a‘; PEPFZOPDRTEEF A AS, 5 F IR H t-&m%ﬂz%ﬁaﬁ;fu% t&ﬁﬂw;zéﬂmgg,
FTAEW o o REY RS ﬂéw@é_#uﬁ%ﬁ Gt o dzEEe Lorim e Tt MmN A A 1% 5%
10%8 ¥ K BT 8% -

HABRBRIF S RAPEIEE A G 25 E 52 Ep o hE 1B
‘”J*'Jt‘ ’*‘,:MiMsPamJ Pa g A e el Emy (& H3 DIV
GEFEMF L L) 0 A FRMAMBT VR (&3 FSLACK &t dcyn
d«ﬁ—ga ) ’%\“ﬁﬁdﬁf\ (&3 AGE eh et 8 F 5§ ) > 27 %
BFAWS B E (& BRI SIZE DGl AR F L E ) o mY f o bR (&
¥4 STDEBT st gz;m{%ﬁ%*:% I) o M PeFALpRaERE (H 2

® Informativeness 1 ¥ ¥-73| 3 ® Informativeness 2 #11% &*K Exir) 2%
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¢ 3+ & B (Generally Accepted Accounting Prmmples’ i #- GAAP) & - i *
0 T ALHGLF L ETRE(FEHFZENFRTFTE 2 &FF &2
P FIEFATIEZ E 2 42(36 *fm'r!rﬂ 53 ﬁ)’ &% L_? AT HB 1 g
FRFTAEHNF2FE A NRBT UGG TP 22T PGS L
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AR m AT RES LW EAT ARTRGIFF P2 A5 RS L
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,}g‘m‘r BB E LT GERT U S A4 4o

BERIF AN OGERY FRoGE SR e L 3 Iagnae 8 BEEAY
FWER 27 &L AR & é FREw (2803 DIV enfifieyh 4 ¥ &
f)0 S E RS MaEUR (3 fa] FSLACK et LA F 22 ) > &5
PO ARG E(E R JSIZE gl @:j’@ﬂdﬁf’—a‘ I bR (F
13 STDEBT enfifici A48 % 5 1 ) M2 T A RamERs (3] 2
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