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B EaFRENAAN 2 OREBAXEEAE, FXFEFARITFHOFH
ARAE, XFAEAFITVERPOANHAELL RIAXEFTHEH A THRER
A EBFTHHITRARHAGRBAA T AL, EXARE REE M EFLF. FREH
Byt EESBIMFRRANREFRATEF AN ABE R TR E S
FHFHAEEF LR FEENBREATRABRFFHFAUZB UBLR,RALAL
BK M HAIL T T AES AR L RHIEE,

KR ARERFREAR; T A, FiH Tk

HESH# S F239 RIRIREE A TRMHS:1001-9952(2006)04-0091-12

FRIEAHIES ML 2 AR AR A W —fiLH . SRR
22 T A TN B REE T NTREAR RS, R A, A R SR K
BHIHRBATH T AR, XOBIXRERF2RMEMNETH. B
2. A UMAEZRUAETGHEBATHEELEANEENTREN. &
BE, FTARERREH ARBRESFESXETEERER, ATMAH
NHRBEXRSEENRTEERBERR, BETHALHENH N A EBRE
URFEHTHEFESEEMAERRER  ARMEFE SR ZEEFITHE
BEFETEFERELER UM IR EBERT . E4 TEREFXEFTRE
AT RN RS E S B R B KA ML, BRTH R ZE 58 Mik
. Hi, EEAREES HESR, L2002 7H1HBE2004 56 H 30 A
[E]PIRFAT 179 K IPOARAHRMEL , EBARBRAMRE LT AR
TR AT R BB 0, R T 2R TR B A R B C ZE R E 018 I
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FIAURE A AS) B E (Jensen #1 Meckling, 1976), DeFond(1992)#5 H,
REWPROBERE THHEITHFERBE. REPEROBERS, REAR
RARERA R 3 R8s, A AX HH i RENBRRER. MRAEAR
AU RIS 2 1 8 1 U8R 4t i 87 11 1 B R F] B (DeAngelo, 19815 Watts #1
Zimmerman, 1981; Palmrose, 1988), iX#E, XA ] B & it i B TR ji 55
AR IR RER . AEPREE, A RS E L RE ST
HiHHB) IR k.

Chow(1982) & 5515 VIS 7T 7 2 AL X i J/ R &g, fth
fEX 1926 4F 165 RIEAAZE BT H M OTCUE LT B) X 5 WA F B
5a, R FHAF LSRR S RANBES A FEEFE T BEMEX.E
B RX OTC L Z A G2, Francis 1 Wilson(1988) % £ 74 F1¢
BRATALSHFIHITERZEAHRR, EEHBRRKENEFARER)SZH
R S8 IR & 8 Z BB R . DeFond(1992) 38 T 131 B it
IMEEREAERRAOTEASFHHRBEEANRR . EREAN, FiHERSE
BEFRBRAIATHEAHEX, 54T NERENELNRETRITHIESTX.

HBHE LR, ERMTIREERUA T MR KB E hREE,
XEAHEEE . B KT RSV EEERRS . REAEER,
AP AR, 5 (7K GBI A 0 97 F04F 2 7= 1 4 30) e, B PE IR,
BHZEHFRLD, SR EN R, B SRIERS BN FHIF,

(DAFRINE, ZEPIRERA, ZF A TREFITHTNEEREEE
B RARERADEFRER EH L NWEF B # 1+ (Healy # Lys, 1986;
Johnson #1 Lys, 1990; Simunic ] Stein, 1987; Francis 1 Wilson, 1988;
Dopuch H1 Simunic,1982; Danos #ii Eichenseher, 1986),

(AR YE. RIEUE R, R MR, AU R A R, H a4
EEERWHITIMESH. B LT HREENERHRREIHFX— A,
30 Eichenseher 4F(1989) 3L, ARL EHF B & T MIE“ AR EE RN K

AR SRR EBASE TR AR R AR HA TSRS RE
F AR/ F] . DeFond(1992) th R LKk 5 EF TN/ NEH FFEE A
KEFHFTBEEEMA, Menon F Wiliams (1991) W R EE ERB KM S
IPO AR H BN X B 55 BT R RN\ K Z BB ERE.

(3) A (W% FT4F) . Palmrose (1984), Eichenseher 1 Shields
(1986) , Johnson Hl Lys (1990) &3, A A KM FIAHF SHBELF SN
A REMEZ MAIAFZEIE (A1 68K, Simunic F Stein(1987) W) &30, M SATAF 5k 4%
WAV =33

(DEEZFERE. Firth # Smith(1992) | Simunic i Stein(1987) £ 3, &
BERBUKF 8K, [PO B BA S HB AKX EEFHEH.
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TR HERFSHIHITER

o, E B DEVR T & P B B W E W (Palmrose, 1984; Francis I
Wilson,1988) . it B (Becker %,1998; Francis 28 ,1999) Jh 7 B EH fIH
i+%& R 4 (Eichenseher #! Shields ,1985; Abbott %, 2000) % 5 {{ 38 i 4 4§
K E B F ISR, ‘

BRI, REE RIRNESIEHM AR -8, BT BEMREN L HAE
BA SR ERT A Z B EEEREK.

BRl, REMGKS HEXTARAIRERE S FiHHERTRIZEERN
SRR B~ B R HFRARNEELR LW B hE, mERE
(2000) & B, BE 7= HAEEE K VB SP AR AG TPO A RIEIM FRGE F E B+ K7
EREHBELEFT., RE2002) L 1997~1999 SR E & A4 #9110 49 1 H7F
BRAREA, BB R KR A FI7EAE R ST, B A] fEE MR B K
TFRIMERBEFEITIHES T, 20K(2004) ZHFE KM BB, FHE LHl S
XAMRE TR REX. H2, LA R AR A KA BT i R R
B0 AT RGBT, H A HI RS BAK A AR RS K MR R R
HE.

£ LT, REWH B 28 KB X FAHE A HH IR ET AR
BT, X e A R UREA TR  EEATHERNE RN, 5t
THEZF T RERAENE T ISR WP, WA=, BT ik
# 8, A SO UTRE 1PO AR X8, HFAHE A BT ImE R &,

—REigit

A SOKE DA B R VIR R LR B R BRI L L B AR R
R EHLSMERITBRERAE, HRA logistic A, & A HEBZ
ZBXRE IPO AR #FiHMERT AREN.

1. BFRMBiL

Jensen Fl Meckling (1976)3A 4, £k &K, BAUEE Al ok, K
{59 B ThEb A S g8 R v L 5F B 5, R O, SR TR B 1

Bi% 1. IPO AR MBEBK, A 5 B KEF T H .

REAHEER, AT R ERE, BERELS8>, EERRERNBAS
MR AR Z M BAERE, B R4 RB AR A MK (Jensen, 1986,
1993) , HHEE WE A5 HTIEHER AL 3D, BHiL, BATR BB 2.

BRi% 2. AR RK R A EERBFHHTHEIT,

KT, BHEEMRA T AEBHY ENEBESHREE  MHEI
AFCEHBEME RS, TR, FHit, A8 0K,
AR RS R , 5 A e , FRATER B BN 3.

Ri% 3: A FAEEAHEREE . BEHBERESHHTHEIT.
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BRI EHERE A E B G AL, MBAE S SN FES B,
PR F MRS A At R R, QG HE A A K5 B i (Jensen 1 Meckling, 1976) » A F]
BB B B W UM A 30 0t RkeaE , BBt FRATHR R UL 4.

RiZ 4: A EEEFR LR, BE G BERKH S HTTHIT,

AFMEFNER ST LS B TIAE SRR EH LB £ R
A8 /ME(Fama,1980; Fama #l Jensen,1983), M EF M-I EEEH,
MR ERBTIN AR I L R X NI ARME I A1EF . Beasley 1 Petro-
ni(2001) BB, FRES 2w B MK T OR6 b 13 48 3545 57 I R R 44 il 8 DR
FHBEMRE MR, B, BB BB 5.

B 5. AREHSMI R, BE D EERFFHTHIT.

Alchain #1 Demsetz(1972) 38} , T AR E T X B HB R E &
me RS R ERE R ER LS, B, T &N ERETH
KARSHAENGHERR LB RF . Fama A Jensen(1983) 35 thy , A4
BRIy R AT LA SE o P4 35 o 50 8 3 AN 55 4o o AU AH 40 B8 o gk e A B (R
Francis #1 Wilson(1988) R BL, AR T AN EFE TS R BB HITHE S
B E RN NKFEEAMER, B, BATR BRI 6.

B 6: AR AR, A ERKFFTHETHIT.

2. BEAE SR R IR

PO JAFF5E # iR FER Gt T R 4F LS, BT F A LA H]
IPO 1~ R EH Y R RAEEA RS I E R, Eilh, 23X IPO A F4E
ST R B T IMAERRT ., EHEET 200247 A 1 BH~2004
6 A 30 BEPEMT 181 R IPOAHLEHBRFRERIV AT RES
T VP EEH ZE, 8T 179 RAH.

IPO A H M &MBARK H FARNBRHEABER LT AER®., £FL
IR EE 55 B B 5008 W SRUR T o BRIE B4 2001~2004 4E & Fi OGS -+ BlHE
FH T FRMRE .

3. ZEEN

(OHBMABAE. BIE DeAngelo(1981) HIBFST , i FHEM WAFTE , (U E
B MBUR T LA RER 1T B . Watts #1 Zimmerman(1981) #1.iA 7, K
FEHRSRERFTEMNF RS, B S NESTHE, KEFFEREAR
HWTEESKARTRH., ERES, —BRUE P ORISR S ERAENE
FEBRERNIE AR, FEIEKS(2002) LH T BUA GEZE WA W Z P ¥
FP BB CPA NS IESR B BEAR B T A2+ 00 A 3048 LI #5473 A
HERPERFFI. HitBWATIAR 3 8, RIEFBAFTIART 3 £ FEeHE
H 1 MEABIESRFTIART 10 8, 80F 2 WA LRI ASMATERRFIART 10 4,

WANRKES, RELU LREREHRE 11 FAEEHHT . K% HE,
. 04 o



FOE: REME SHiHmTE

L SAERIL B EAE(E ALK AR (K P AL 6 R R IR L HE D
R EEEK BEKERR. LR REEHFEPAR=ZPEELS
A RS WA (P EIEN S, 2004), &L FRHEE B2 RIEARE
RESFITHE iR 1PO A FIEE R & e EHFHEEF7, I AUDI-
TOR=1, %N, AUDITOR=0,

O BBRTEMEHZR., ZXNEBRTEAR. A8 H8I(SIZE) . AF
BEM (GR), B E#H B HF (MNG) R E ¥ 55 (MNG?) | f % /L #
(LEV) RBUEHE(CRD) EH LM M (IND), S5 ERQERETI
#%#(ROE),

1 TROEX
R’ AL
FHH(AUDITOR) | RIS, 0k k845 Br , ] AUDITOR=1, 7% I, AUDITOR=0
AT (SIZE) In(total asset) , BATRIRIEMNE A MEP BT B R
AGR T =/MEE MU= B0
ARBKEGR o, B MR ERRARAE R
EHRHRMNG) |(FHE(QEEE BHASEAREERRLY
4% ALFF(LEV) TPO BB 98 7= 6 3 o 0 90 7= $ B8 (A 3R/ P )
AR EE(CRD | TPO BTS— KB AR I AL L4
BEHLHMTHOND) |EESPRr RS LT
B2 R (ROE) |35 Z4F 12 T w0 9 7 i 25

4. KIERHIRY

A3 logistic AR B RAXT IPO A A F ik EFr#Em. B
B, FARIRKESFIASRTHERNEE L FBRAEKERRRK.

AUDITOR= a+8; SIZE+ B GR+ B MNG + 3, MNG* + & LEV + ;CR1

+8,IND+B; ROE+-¢

H+,SIZE.LEV,ROE B 5 Hiit A 1E, T GR,MNG,CR1,IND K%
SRt

= KEER

1. RS

# 2R T AR BEERFSITEA REFREFHHARNNER
A B REHEBRIOMAREITER.

*2 Hgtksit

TE N B/ME | BAME ¥E PR

- TOTAL 179 | 18.47 | 25.46 | 20.0438 | 102
SIZE | AUDITOR=0 | 127 | 18,47 | 23.07 | 19,9396 | 0.80258
AUDITOR=1 | 52| 1863 | 25.46 | 20.2981 | 1.40588
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I #2X5F 9, 2006 5 4 MR

gR2 HltEgit

TR N B/ME BXHE ¥A PR
TOTAL 179 0.10 0.91 0. 5505 0. 13129
LEV AUDITOR=0 | 127 0.10 0, 80 0.5393 0. 13003
AUDITOR=1 52 0. 28 0.91 0.5779 0. 13157
TOTAL 179 9. 83 98. 98 64. 0850 23, 34814
CR1 AUDITOR=0 | 127 23.40 98. 11 6. 2833 22, 55884
AUDITOR=1 52 9. 83 98, 98 58, 7162 24, 57485
TOTAL 179 0. 00 100. 00 12, 1493 26. 30563
MNG AUDITOR=0 | 127 0. 00 100. 00 8.0772 23.17911
AUDITOR=1 52 0. 00 100. 00 22,0946 30, 75143
TOTAL 179 0. 00 0. 56 0. 2985 0. 09901
IND AUDITOR=0 | 127 0.00 0.56 0. 2999 0. 10097
AUDITOR=1 52 0.00 0, 44 0. 2950 0. 09492
TOTAL 178 | —0.10 1.03 0, 2282 0. 18938
AGR AUDITOR=0 | 126} —0.10 0. 90 0. 2089 0, 17616
AUDITOR=1 52| —0.10 1.03 0.2747 0, 21281
TOTAL 178 | —0.20 1.27 0. 2740 0, 23321
IGR AUDITOR=0 | 126 | —0.13 1.27 0. 2673 0, 23439
AUDITOR=1 52 | —0.20 1.18 0. 2904 0.23178
TOTAL 179 4. 89 58, 45 21,5121 9. 67624
ROE AUDITOR=0 | 127 5.65 56. 80 19, 9976 8. 38429
AUDITOR=1 52 4. 89 58. 45 25. 2111 11. 55206

BEETFRE 177

B - K 7LE 7 (600900) A I M SR ik 5 , B AGR F1 IGR A AT AR K 178 4,

2. EBHPHE

AL A K-S I LAAE, RAEMFIH. F— KBARRFR LA
MEROMUERANESSH, K TR S FAAHRHEELREZR, B,
ARERAM R TRES, UTRAESHRE. £ 35 RMEM AR
Mann-Whitney U #1645 R, 7T LAB B, SFEKE S AT H 1K [PO A F
(AUDITOR=D1) 5%k %% KXH % T H T IPO /A 8 (AUDITOR=0) &
HERK .ROE WA HHFAEREERGig =0.01 K, Fik# 8k
FRARFFRE LAY FI7E 0. 05 M 0. 10 K L FERELR, T FHE . BH
SWMENAFEREER,
£ 3 I RZE Mann-Whitney U 18

SIZE LEV CR1 MNG IND AGR ROE IGR
Mann-Whitney U 3077, 000 | 2788, 000 | 2783. 000 | 2226.500 | 3159, 000 | 2575, 000 | 2295.000 | 2962. 000
Wilcoxon W 111206 000(10916. 000| 4161, 000 [ 10354, 500] 4537. 000 |10576. 000} 10423, 000 10963. 000
Z —0.715 | —1,633 | —1,649 | —3,884 | —0.467 | —2,242 | —3.199 | —1.004
MEpHEME) | 0.475 0,102 0. 099 0.000 0.641 0.025 0. 001 0,315

. SHAT /A AUDITOR,
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TR KBNS SHITINESE

3. Logistic K1 I

AICRAE 3 R EFAGR) MEBE L FRAKEIGRI B
ki AR MK, TERARS KRB R KN, AR R
55 il HE A (Enter) S Bg 9617 Logistic #3, Bl L&A, BEIZE 0. 0L /K F B E
(¥*=43. 759, Sig. =0.000),Cox & Snell R? #1 Nagelkerke R? 4353 0. 218
0. 311, EBRERN 79. 220, IRRAEE W FHE KRB, HERIFR
# (y?=43. 994, Sig. =0. 000),Cox & Snell R? 1 Nagelkerke R? 435I %

0.219 F1 0. 312, [E#% Y 80. 3% . Ik, J5H AR A BRERIT—1k,
+ 4 Logistic 47 (Enter, GR=AGR)

EP=EY NGES Wald HEE BEHE

SIZE 0,770 0. 221 12.109 1 0.001

LEV 0. 502 1. 660 0. 091 1 0. 762

CR1 0, 001 0.010 0.017 1 0. 895

MNG 0.115 0. 030 15,154 1 0. 000

W1 | MNG | —0.118 0,033 12. 466 1 0. 000

IND —3.236 2.016 2.577 1 0.108

AGR 0.188 1. 082 0. 030 1 0. 862

ROE 0. 062 0.022 7. 869 1 0. 005

Constant | —17. 691 4.521 15. 311 1 0. 000
Lt AR 1 RN SIZE,LEV.CRL.MNG,MNG* ,IND,AGR,ROE,

# 5 Logistic £ 4F(Enter, GR=IGR)

BY=ES nEE Wald B EH

SIZE 0. 747 0. 210 12.718 1 0. 000

LEV 1. 202 1. 546 0. 604 1 0. 437

CR1 0. 001 0.010 0.012 1 0.912

MNG 0.114 0.030 14. 959 1 0. 000

£B 1| MNG —0.118 0.034 12.375 1 0. 000

IND —3.191 2,012 2.514 1 0.113

ROE 0, 066 0,022 9.078 1 0. 003

IGR —0. 467 0. 833 0.314 1 0.575

Constant | —17, 545 4. 354 16, 238 1 0, 000

o AL R 1 A RN SIZE.LEV,CR1.MNG ,MNG? . IND.ROE.IGR.

MFE 4. 5 TR S, i ITEE S [PO A7 FHE B E 2R .ROE
FFE B K F (Sig. =0, 01), TS5 F5ATHF . AR HE B8 — KIR AR R A L 4ol L 2
HLWITENARE.

(DL, ARARESREREREFHZHAFEREEEXR, ZH
IPO 2 A M MR K , B T BERH & BT W, X SR LS A9 T
H—3 th 5 R E H AR (FERE, 2000; R, 2002) HEEIBH—2.

(OBREE. AE4.K5 ATUFY, TERRARTHKEBERRAE

. 07 »
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B S KRR, RKESHIEEZ YA FERERXRR, KE
SHFRUL 2.

(DMEFFF, NEKS TUFH . FEAMRSEEEFERBFHEITE
EmRA,XSREHSHTNY & EARBE, B, BAERRAY S
SH kS MAEREXR, REETRMB 3.

WEFZFFR. SRERENHHHR . EERHRSREEFERES
FRZ A BEEMXR Q. 1KY, RAEHR B R T RA S E
KBS (BRI, =A% B . AT HEZE R 5 MNG?) L
BoAFRARSAUBHERERFEREFHSEERBRFERZTEmMX
RMEEHEZHBROFIRFERERMEXR .01 K¥E), XRH, B8
ERBSERERBEREFFIZRAARMENEEERZAMRR, HE—
BUBXRER, ATRTER, 55=48% (R{EER 5 BIAREXT MNG sk 18
2D, NEHERRRET 8%, BHERFRSEFREXESHZAEEE
IEMXRFR.01 K, MBEHZHM KT 48X 8F (SEFF £ K4 A FK Ml
), ERBZRBRUASRERFEREFHZRAEAMXR . EAEE, H
Iy, B 480 8], EHZEHBREMK, BEZEFEXEFFT, X 5K
FRIES A FI R M) & B, 557K (2004) 36 T3 [ 5% 4 b Bk = SN 113)
HHEBH—B, BATAAREEEFRE BY U TN, FEEERSH
HImEEZ RS2 IERRX R, BT —FH5E.

(OHEHLSHMTE. BRERAES, M T EEFEERLSFHEHESE
BEFRBFIRTHEITRAMXR  ERRE BIX 5 REBRIXTE,

(OOBAEFE. AR5 TH, B—KBRFFR LR SH i REZ A2
ERRRERRE, B, A & BB AUE B0 8 e B .

4. g ILELR M A1

B F Logistic M3 T AREER— ML BB AL FE B WA B E,
HERKE T (VIF) FHER S5 B, AT AR HE TR L HEHEENE
B, X4 HARMT Pearson XK G LI, AR 2 R FF/ELIEM X,
Hoe, U 50 50 RIVEFE B EFIEAHX, 5 ROE BEFAME; M FiL
PSSR IEARSK ; A P B S5 BRI AR KR A B8
ERBSEFE LM ROE [EM%  BEH A0 %5 ROE IE4H%;ROE &
AR R IEA X (UL L Sig #5280, 01), XFH, iR Logistic BRI AT 8B
TEZEIEN (AR REYR/N, A S TR A E,

EEDFXAEG)] FHERI(200D B F &, HEEREITHBERERT
B AR, ZREHKRT0.20, FE£EKETF VIF 985 F 1% 6),H
i, AR B 2 [B] B AR P R

« O o



TR RENESHIHT%E

6 RARMmAXKEEHREYE

AR EIFB?:PE%E_}F«%‘( ERE) Bk gt
AR tiRE B ARE HmEEKET

Constant —2,288 | 0.697 ~3,284( 0,001

SIZE 0.122 | 0,035 0.274 3.544| 0,001 | 0.814 1.228
LEV 0.148 | 0,260 0.043 0.569| 0.570 | 0.865 1.156
CR1 =0.001 | 0,002 | —0,066 |—0.825 0.411 | 0,766 1. 306
MNG 0.003 | 0,001 0.169 1.993( 0.048 | 0.676 1.480
IND —0.553 | 0.337 | —0.120 |-—1.642} 0.102 | 0©.811 1.098
ROE 0.013 | 0,004 0. 281 3.376| 0.001 | 0.707 1.415
IGR —0.093 | 0.146 | —0.048 |—0,644| 0.520 | 0.896 1.116

{HR , ¥ B 1 X R AR I AT 5 I OMNG?) A W FA 73 7™ B A AL
ZtE. EHit, BERER MRS EMLENEW. 7 Logistic BT,
BE R ERT VR ERETELREAEMN., X E KMO(Kaiser-Meyer
-Oklin FYBUREE Y RBERD UM 0. 62, 34T E R UG H B A
F Rt = mEk R WK 49. 00556 (M AEE) RIE Kaiser(1974) Bibr#E,
AXGEE AT FRS . Bk, BERARAFEES TS, BE %
HEg Logistic [{H BATTREFB— BT RHER, BT LIES L E LR
. F7FIRT BLIFRERME Logistic BHGMER (NFIRBE —$ 7
WEHER), A RBE. Cox & Snell R? P K Nagelkerke R? 43 8l 3
174. 3090, 205 F1 0. 292, FM IE#E Y 79. 8%,

7 Logistic 5357 (IR D ik KAL)

Tt B | WEERE | Wad | AmE | BEE

SIZE 0. 769 0. 204 14, 279 1 0. 000

MNG 0.109 0. 027 15.943 1 0. 000

$FE4 MNG2 —0.115 0.032 12,792 1 0. 000
ROE 0. 062 0,021 9, 141 1 0. 002

Constant —18,175 4. 320 17. 704 1 0. 000

W RER 7RIS Logistic [HIRJ7#
AUDITOR=—18, 175+0. 769SIZE+0. 109MNG—0. 115MNG* +0. 062ROE

[FIREF] LU L TPO AR B R4 54 R AT B2 19 IE 1o)
XR SEBEHBRNER URXR, MHAERA BN RAE# AL,

u.% #®

[ 515 % FH e B A T A T I B T IR AR m it AT T KB
« 99
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BroE, KERIFERE, B AR EE A R BEm TEEE L WKEF T
Hit, AZCHRE PO 28] M8 ITE 31T A#AT TR, & R{UER LA
B S R EEFXES I ZEFERENIERXR XTSI B L
FERSHMIHSEHE YRERESF T MESFFEREXER. TSR
AR AR MR, AL EREHERREASETHEEXESHZHEEH U
BXFXERBEEATLYWE, KFENFHE S0, Hi, 3|47
WHEE EHAANHEHMEERTIESREZERFEEANESR, REER
HARAMBERRE IPO AR EHF ST MBSl KIRHEATEAR:
(DREETA R JAEEHIBRE LA AHBREXR
5RENFFEESEER, Hib, @I ERERTEHELE T KRR
A KH TR X, Piot(2001) X H: E WAF R LR B TR B IS 7ED:
HAOAEHAE.CQOEAMZHF T RELTAAETHEYRESFEMNRE
BAS/MEKSHL. RERAEA R EERREFEHHHRER, EHTH
RFEF R, T E AT LA TG R 22 #4818 A % 4 b A E R S48
535 B8 (Jensen F1 Meckling, 1976), ZEWEHR T, MR A &%
B A BA A 2 HABARE, AMAEAA A EFEZEREN T LI
BAERENS T, METHARENZGT . RBAFHFRLEABCHAF
CIAMEAHEZHEEMEA, HERERFITHEFRRARACH
R kAR, RE ETFARBHEYRESTEELBERREF T
&R meEXT 3 O M2 LLRR R AR BB, M T A #E— % RIELE.
GEEFEFITHORE, #EF, “WA"EHSHFE2E RN, &%
B BT, MOV RE IRt R R B H H H AR E R A R RBNE
B, BERE, HIHHLREAERE, RKESF WA ERE, A
HEMWEITREEER FHMEF ST, Wi EEHIERE, FIER N, %
Prix B KH & Bt Ay W i HE B LA RS A L (B 1S IR EE T,

W A 5 R — N 2 AT 0, AU B e X R o i I B4 AT
Mg, MR EEZWERIEE, RHEM TRNEHR EEERBREHES
T I R 43 £ 56 7R 25 [ B 1 B0 2 6 B B R, Tl — 2B OISR

R

OZ LA 20024 7 1 HE 2004 £ 6 A 30 B IPOAA]L AR KK E FEER
B FERETHERRENEE; 5 40,2004 4 8 H 30 B, FEEBSERCETER
A RAT IR LT A ] B T R 0B (TER B R VLS &3 T 1PO, XLl
fHABA R 2004 F£RF PO AFMSE—RE.

QPO ARIA B RBERHAH. L HAEHHUIRE S8 F M. hip,//datacenter. i,
com. en, 2004 £ 7 H 9 H,

ONMHFALFF B — KRB R HIPA LR FTH A TR, /T EH, FERAF
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TR RERFSETHR®RS

ERBNERNTERARESR BHITTRSMEE O 1 K P LEEREER, B
KB RIFR BRI EMEE 0. 05 KFLHEERELER.

@Piot(2001)%f 3 B b i A B =X H iR BT ROEWHT TRE GEE M B E
MREET. REFHMEMTE), &R A XRFANERR, A7 4 R$ . @
M AbdE i, EXM B —REENERNETNEEARRBEER TRAEL IR
B,

$E M :
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Agency Cost and The Choices of Auditors
Evidence from Chinese IPO Firms

LI Ming-hui

(Department of Accounting , Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract: A large amount of western research indicates that the desire of
management to get bigger auditing firm would increase when the corporate
agency conflict became fiercer. The study of 179 Chinese IPO firms in this
article, however, shows that the explanation power of the preceding re-
search with the background of U. K. and U. S. is insufficient. Among all the
variables representing corporate agency conflict such as corporate size,
growth, leverage, ownership hold by the management, independence of the
board etc, it is only the size of firms that has positive relationship with the
choice of big auditing firms while the relationship between the ownership
hold by the management and the choice of big auditing firms can be ex-
pressed with a downside U shape. Meanwhile the author does not find evi-
dence that there is significant relationship between other indicators (growth,
leverage, etc.) and the choice of auditors.
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(E#% 90 @) earnings by a sample of A and B share companies in China,
hoping to provide reference for integrating the nation’s accounting principle
with international standards, This paper finds that the PRC GAAP earnings
is similar to IAS earnings in terms of the value relevance, and the IAS oper-
ating profit is incremental value relevant to that of PRC GAAP, simultane-
ously the PRC GAAP non-persistent profit is incremental value relevant to
that of IAS,
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