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Summary

This paper investigates how alternative methods of estimating abnormal accruals affect the results of
rational expectations tests. We first examine the time-series properties of normal accruals and abnormal
accruals and find that the persistency of abnormal accruals depends on the choice of estimation methods to
a large extent. As a next step, we conduct a test for rational pricing proposed by Mishkin (1983), in which
we use both the first-order univariate model and the vector autoregressive model for optimal forecasting. We
conduct firm specific estimations as well as pooled estimations, and demonstrate that the persistency of the
components of earnings cannot be correctly measured whenever the researcher erroneously pools the
accounting data. Finally, a firmspecific Mishkin test results under the assumption that future earnings are
optimally forecasted by first-order vector autoregressive model are conducted to reveal that the rational
expectations are not rejected for 82% of the sample of firms listed on Tokyo Stock Exchange.
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1. SEMRESORERECMINTISICSH
> D AASHIRL

XAt A4 H (accounting accruals) % FIF L
7o) & — 2 o P REMEIC B % S TR
Sloan (1996) Z¥ifi& LT, TDEIHI LT
A HEME X accruals anomaly. @ %\ X accruals
effects & I-IEN T %, Sloan (1996) 1%, AR
&~ 7 mREFEFEO SSRGS O 7T A b 2
Hity& L T4 S 7z Mishkin (1983) @7 & b
FHiEE T, SEHFIfR L 2 ORI H A5 Y
RIS B S 2 DD WM Lz Z
DS, BEFv vy aT7u—-X ) L EESES
DOFFEEPME NS D ST, #Rhig~oSsn
HESFRERORREEZFH ML TB Y, £
D& HFREICE T st o 7oAk R I & LT
MM AT I v 73nbE L7z, E£7-Xie
(2001) 13, &FEHIEAEE ZIEH IS (normal
accruals) & %% 54 % (abnormal accruals)
L5 L, Sloan (1996) & [l##1Z Mishkin 7
A NEWHATAZEICE D, FIROMKIEH OH
THRE SR ORI R DAL FRHZF:
BEtEAT R b BAIZEHE STHB Y, Sloan (1996)
DR REHFEER OFHRPEDMR W &) KR,
FEREIER ORI I D FHHI NS &
D xBTS,

o &) HaEtBiEORHERMEIEH L, Rl
Pihiaat s & £ OfRIHE ICNG S g
1E L < BRAMGIZ S SO L 72 v & & % accruals
effect DEHRETHEZXT, TbbIATIA
¥ v 7HiE, Sloan (1996). Xie (2001) LPLBE®
FEIHMIETH IR INTE L2LEDND
Teets and Wasley (1996) 1%, pooled sample %
i L 7z [a1E 504 Alearnings response coefficients
ZE/NEHES A Z LR LTWwA L, F7zKraft,
Leone and Wasley (2007) 1% Sloan (1996). Xie
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(2001) 1233l L 7= MeaE Lo I & L CRRA
/54 7 A (omitted variable bias) %$8§H L T
Wb, L7ZWoTo IATIAT7ITED
accruals effects DSFMHTREANIZOWT, L3 L
biAmmIEH TV RV,

1372 L CREMRAER NG S N2 THHR AR 12
BN S 1, HARDOBRAN S MG W= <
BB D E V) RREEFREIZH LT, Kubota and
Takehara (2011) &, KEHAEOFHET VL
L C. Chan, Jegadeesh and Sougiannis (2004)
ERBRICIBE D X2+ OV H AR E 7V (first
order vector autoregressive model, VAR (1))
ZE A L. Mishkin (1983) & FHIEEAR
HOT A MjEE VAR (1) ©b & THEEET
Z BT Y, KEPFEERIC X B Ko T e
OMEZFHET L Tw5, B FHIETVE LT
VAR (1) %M L7354 o Mishkin 7 A b D
Rid. IATIA VU TRHZZLFFT BB OTIE
% <. Kubota and Takehara (2011) & #kTH
P2 BT B FRFEE R OMAE T A O G 3 72 I
WUIFEH L3 7o Bl T b, L Lads
5 Kubota and Takehara (2011) Tid. Kasznik
(1999) XX 2 HERAEROHZETB, ThbbH
—fglIZra At r ¥ a YO CFOMBIE Jones B
TIWEMEIND HEPMEHENTWEDHRTH
%o D720, 137 U TEREIREROHEE D
Mishkin 7 2 b ORI L TEOREDOFE S
25003 AMLEETH). ZOMBEIZD
STHOMAEICL > TKRELBLHETHLLEE R
5o

AW cix. (1) JonesEF IV, (2) 151E Jones
£ 5 ), (3) CFO JonesE T )V, (4) CFOBIE
Jones EFIV &\ ) 4 FHEHONEKN 2 EF VIO
WC, 70 Rt ¥ a yEE RERSEUGEOW
(2 %) CTHOEZATV. Aat sHEHOR R 55
WIHRASEZHEHLTOMEIT) . TORREEI
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WBRTHBL &, BEEGOHEE TR - £
IR OFREDOWERERIITRE 2 EZAEL
EEBLbOD, TD—JTMishkin 7 2 b DR
(Mg, 725 CICHERSR) S LTEHER 5%
BIIBRENTH B0 L72D5> THREHERO AN
T BRATI A~ O SO A SR I IZBE I S e v & LT
by WHESMEDTERNEZ LD X9 ITHRL T
WBDPIZONT, KEHFEOHKERTH LR
AIFEAER OFRFORERFVFEE & 38 & L Chf7es
BHETRETHA 9o

I T O L) 1T S NG, T REITIE
AWFFETIHBON G & T 5 REREROHEETT IV
& T TV TRE AR EORBE DR
P L7200 %&RT . Fid 3EHTIIHEEET VT
DFFEDE & B F RIS % Kwiatkowski,
Phillips, Schmidt and Shin (1992) ® 7 & I #%
W29 5, 4 HiTikSloan (1996). Mishkin
(2001) ZB1F % Mishkin 7 A + &, Kubota and
Takehara (2011) TO VAR (1) #ZwHifgs L7
Mishkin 7 A MZDWT, FDOEIZ D WL
L. 5HilZBvTid Mishkin 7 A b DR ZHR
T 5o WEIC6HICBVW Izl RsE L}
12 AWE TR A Z S & 3 A EE0EIC
DWTEKT %,

2. EERSIRESOHERA

Xie (2001) X&FHERZ EF SR ER L
REREtAES~N L5 L, £ O 1T Mishkin 7
A bR L7 RS S BE ARSI
OREEHR O Tl b R oo, 2o
— )7 TR A 38\ TR E AR CER S
THBY. accruals effects \ITTEBMEPRE A
EOFFOEMAIE L Bk L T nZ LSRR
T % &g 720 ¥ 72Kubota and Takehara
(2011) b Xie (2001) & [HBk7 5041 % H AR T3

DT —% % HWTHE] L. pooling model % i i
L7212, IZIEFE URERPEON S 2 & 23
HLTwa Y,

L L7255 Xie (2001) ASERHFEAR OIEH -
RS EANO5#IZ, DeFond and Jiambalvo
(1994) ERBICZ T AXLZ ¥ 3 YERHIZE S
Jones (1991) EFVZMH LTV B DIZH LT,
Kubota and Takehara (2011) i Kasznik (1999)
TRESN/I-Z70 A1 7 ¥ 3 VEFIZE 5 CFO
BIE Jones EF NV & MEH L T 5728, WH OR
BAHMICHIRT 2 2 & idHkhv, FAERW
I Jones &7 VAR O L A N ) AN T =5
EHOWIZEERFIBGICE DEESINERETDH
D, raxtsva g RT—5
MR T E R WGEOREBEOIEK TH 5,

NS OB SARNFETIE, (1) JonesEF
V. (2) 151EJonesE TV, (3) CFO JonesE TV,
(4) CFOBIE Jones EF N &) 4 FEOM R
REFMIZOWT, 20 At Y a vl Kk
Falgom ) THEE Z T o 72, £ L CHRH 8 i
DR BHEETTHEDD L TORERAEF LT
5o

Z 2T, AREV, % &N M 5. AREC;,
2 SeEMEMEN 7. PPE;, % (EHI R A,
ACFO, 2 8EFx v ¥ 27 0—ii5r kg,
Jones E 7 )V, 151E JonesE 7NV, CFO JonesE
7V, CFOMIE Jones E T VI, ENENLT
OBFET NV (1), (2), 3), @) xhefHr
YR

ACC;

7

= Cj,0+ C]'VIAREI/]‘J + Cj,z-PPEj,, +6j,l (1)

ACCj’t = C]',0+ C]"l(AREI{"t - AREI/J'[)

+¢;.PPE;, te;, 2

ACCJ',[ = Cj’0+ Cj,IAREWt + Cj,ZPPEj,t
+ ¢;3ACFO;, +¢;, (3)
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ACC]',[: Cj'0+ lel(AREV;‘t - AREI{J)
+¢;»PPE;, + ¢;sACFO,, +¢;, (4)

CCEEHEBIMFBETNVICBIT HREE
(6;) ELTEHREINGZD, (EFTVDT 1 v
T4 KN a—Ths) IEHIHER & REIHAE
E ORI R 2 Felfg jOFRFOMHE L ) ¥
Ok,

WA ERTH 5 xat5AE (ACC) 122w
TIE, B, e EE X ) A TRE 21
W o, HH - B (2004) IXHE- Ty LT O
EHITER L7

KatgEA s = (A MBI EE — A BleH4)
— (AiERafE - ABSHIHEHH)
= (ABE5 44+ ARG 44
+ JRAMG BN )
WIZHERIRILE - HHICFREERIFIZS (Earnings Before
Extraordinary Items, EBEI) %
FERRIRE - FEICER TR

= UL — FERI RIS + R R
ELTERL REBEICEFEFyy va70—
(CFO) #

H¥EFXFrvaTa—

=FEIRIER - HROGHE TR — REP RS
2E D525,

ARIFZETIE, ARG % WRTREZRIG | T 55—
i ZH RSk B, SRsEZ RS 3 ARk
HASEL L7zo s0HT I IX19784F ~20094F T &
%o WMBHEMRO T — ¥ 1A H#ENEEDS 7 — %
N=AH 5, HR¥NAD & — 12T HRER
—F 7+ VATRY BT — 5 R— 20 LI
LTwa,

FruRt s va VERICE ) RERBAEE
AR 232 I&, REE3SSERE - 2 & SRl
(YT, FEgR TR ZBRAL L 723036 % 2436 A
ICEH L, HERSNI248EM L ISR SFHER

(v
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Tt L L4 ¥ FIOVDSHEAET 5 56 (2 0l s 45
WMLz $7230 5, BHMERED
WCHHRBEEICL D T 7L — b 352 812X

D, REHEOEZRHELTVEY,, $21R7]
B X DR 2HE100E. JE T 2 R Tl
FIERIDL B Y PV HIET D ¥ R &
L7z

Iz AL s ¥ Vg a AL ao
FoH SRR A R Y 7L $1335,002
firm-years Td %o WRYEG D6 % #E 212
R L7236 05 AR SERUEL 7374, ¥~
TIVEE34,125 firm-years TH 5o

F 1A - SRR FI%: (EBED. &
%% v v 27u—(CFO). &il3s4wE (ACC).
Z LT8O HIRIC L D EHE SN IERRAR
(NAC)., ##%4w (ABNAC) 122\ T, 1978
~20094E DWERE R4 ¥ T h S, Py, E
RS, 1S, YL, 55 3 DUSH & R
TR TH 5,

/b 2 g mOMWE D SRR TH 5 B
FEEOTFIMEIZE T & 2505 TR TO
WEH BBV T AT 4 7 H1FEEETHY,
B 1. 3 OMEANFITHE LW LA
b TRERESIHIG 2 5 OEARE LN DO
LEbhs,

WITFK 2 FIEEIAE (NAC), RHEIAS
(ABNAC) &#2t (EBED). ¥y vz 7u—
(CFO). &atskEm (ACC) L oMMk
FLOLOTHD, L LETORERLES
OPE B> T, EBEI &£ NAC. ABNAC®
A Z I E R v (0.016~0.158) DIk
LT, NAC. ABNAC & CFO. ACC i@\ 4R
¥, ZHIZACCHNAC & ABNACA & 45
RENTWDHZ &, ACC & CFOIZIERIZHRVE
OMBEDET 2 L2 AbETEZLD L, MR
DZEEHEbNBY, SHIER LT R



FIRBREGENEGTEN | BRI RES ORI EE Mishkin 7 X MEROTERE (ARA - 7TR)

®1 R BESHREESORHOLER

Mean S.D. 1st Qu. Median 3rd Qu.
EBEI 0.022 0.036 0.008 0.020 0.037
CFO 0.050 0.124 0.014 0.050 0.087
ACC 0,027 0123 0,061 20,029 0.003

EMP 7O AY s g Ly IRGHIC L HHEE
Model Mean S.D. 1st Qu. Median 3rd Qu.
NAC 0,027 0.102 0,046 0,028 0,010
Jones ABNAC 0.000 0.068 20,029 0,000 0.028
JSIE. Jones NAC 0,027 0.087 0,046 0,028 0,010
ABNAC 0.000 0.087 0,029 0,001 0.028
ro NAC 20,027 0115 0,056 20,029 0002
Jones ABNAC 0.000 0.045 0,022 0.000 0.021
NAC 0,027 0113 0,055 0,029 ~0.002
CFO f5IE Jones = p\ic 0.000 0.050 20,022 0.000 0.021

A1 1) B A7 e SR 51 IR s 50T L2 & B 3 e

Model Mean S.D. 1st Qu. Median 3rd Qu.
NAC 0,024 0114 20,043 20,025 ~0.009
Jones ABNAC 0,002 0137 0,027 0.000 0,027
JSIE Jones NAC 0,025 0.085 20,043 ~0.025 -0.008
ABNAC 0.000 0.084 0,027 0.000 0.027
cro NAC 20,026 0.139 0,055 0027 0.001
Jones ABNAC 0.000 0.087 20,019 0.000 0.019
NAC 0,026 0.097 0,054 0,027 0.001
CFO f5IE Jones = p\iic 0.000 0.064 20,020 0.000 0.019

EBEI : $¢ ) F2% - HIGHERM AL, CFO: E¥F v v a2 70—, ACC: KEt#EA R, NAC: IEF KA A,
ABNAC @ #H%&FH5E4 . Mean, SD, 1st Qu, Median, 3rd Qu.i&. 2RI P, FHEFEAE, 561 W56, I,

83 ML E R,

50V 0lE, WE T EORGAHBEREICKE %
HENWEELEETWEETH S,

CITHo L bHEELDIL, JuAtkrTay
|5 DA 12id. CFO Jones €7V, CFO&IE
Jones & 7V IZ B\ T, Kubota and Takehara
(2011) #%¥EH L72Z# ABNAC & CFO. ACC
EOMBEBZNLUINOEFT NI 55T 5 512D
%, (3)y (4) Xnrbbhs ki, HHAZEHIC
ACFONEENL 720, H¥EF v v asu—
B & B SEH AR OMBREIEIE e TH %,
ZDOCFONZEAL (ACFO) & ABNAC & H3fEAH
BMThbENH)WEND, 255 % 5 H O CFO
A & ABNACOMBEAE £ . #IZCFO &
NACOMMDPMELZ L b, —J7, W UIHE
IR RA G 2 L 7235612 o B 25,
7272 L CFO JonesE 7 )V Tld ABNAC & CFO,

ACC oMY NG IZES F 2 D3 LT, CFOf&
1E Jones BTNV OEAEIZIE, TR ERE EAL
FEL TRV, T 22, WD LD
AENhiz,

F 3 8HHDOWENED S & TORKIEES
FOMHBREATIITH S, EIIZBVWTIR, ET
SMATTNCE T Y YAHBL A=A AE T
< VIR ERTWS, ZOER»SHET
FEOENZL D, ABNACOMEIKE (ko
TWALIZENWLNTH L, 7oL 2ITET Y Ul
MThH2&, 70Xt ” ¥ a3 vd]Jones. BIE
Jones T? ABNAC D #4HEH120.884, CFO Jones
& CFOMBIE Jones DAHBH 120941 CTH 1. FEME
DEVIIERERE 2o TWh, —F, KERHIEG
DOYAEIZIZ, €7V 1B Jones & 15 1E Jones
T0.691. CFO Jones & CFO.1E Jones T130.567
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K2 g BEESERESEANS - Fvvi170— - SEHHRESHIERRE
¥R a At T a YAYRIC K AR

Model p (+,EBED)| p-vlaue p (-, CFO) p-vlaue p (-, ACC) | p-vlaue
Jones NAC 0117 0.000 <0.796 0.000 0.832 0.000
ABNAC 0.067 0.000 20533 0.000 0,554 0.000
NAC 0.090 0.000 20,679 0.000 0.707 0.000

51E Jones
ABNAC 0.100 0.000 0,676 0.000 0.707 0.000
CFO Jones | NAC 0.091 0.000 20.901 0.000 0.930 0.000
ABNAC 0.136 0.000 20327 0.000 0.368 0.000
NAC 0.078 0.000 -0.890 0.000 0.915 0.000
CFO B1E Jones | = e 0158 0.000 0.357 0.000 0,404 0.000

A1 B $ AT IR R A A L2 & B HiEE

Model p (+,EBED)| p-vlaue p (-, CFO) p-vlaue p (-, ACC) | p-vlaue
Jones NAC 0.016 0.003 -0.325 0.000 0.330 0.000
ABNAC 0.108 0.000 20581 0.000 0.613 0.000
NAC 0.091 0.000 -0.708 0.000 0.736 0.000

f51E Jones
ABNAC 0.108 0.000 20678 0.000 0.710 0.000
CFO Jones | NAC 0.081 0.000 20754 0.000 0.779 0.000
ABNAC 0.062 0.000 20135 0.000 0153 0.000
NAC 0.078 0.000 -0.823 0.000 0.847 0.000
CFO B1E Jones | = e 0.144 0.000 20582 0.000 0.624 0.000

EROEFRIIFEL ER— p (-

) FHBEREL. p-value lZXFIS T B A R,

x®3 BASETICKUHESNBRERSIRESHDOHERFRKTI

¥R 7oAty ¥ g v lE A3 $E AR R R 51 [l i
EIE CFO |CFO &1k 51k CFO CFO 151k
Jones Jones
Jones Jones Jones Jones Jones Jones
A Joens 0971 0.662 0.647 0.726 0.718 0.462 0461
202 51E Jones 0.884 0.646 0.667 0.718 0.720 0.456 0.464
e CFO Jones 0.663 0.615 0974 0427 0427 0.653 0.650
1 CFO f%1E Jones| 0571 0.572 0.941 0424 0.433 0.645 0.651
Jones 0.356 0.452 0.242 0.261 0.965 0.639 0.625
TEBI AR | BIE Jones 0.573 0.614 0.342 0.353 0.691 0.617 0.648
Edlmpr CFO Jones 0.308 0.217 0.321 0.299 0.161 0.145 0.967
CFO f%1F Jones| 0.400 0491 0467 0.485 0.596 0.757 0.567

ETFZMAITICE T Y M. A L=ZA1750C

AT VIR Z R L T2,

EH TRV

A ¥ 7 < ¥ NENAH R Tl20.965,

0.967 112
o xtrya vElEN,

WL 2o TWD, 72720, ML
KRG E RN T b

(Jones. 151F.Jones) & (CFO Jones. CFOf51E

Jones) MITIX, MBIZZFNIZEE L vy

g5

WCREA—DWEETVEMEHLTH, 72ty
v oa vl oYt L RSRYI A DYt & TR

BLUEI P LRI NI,

ERESAEETIVETOENE
DLEER

Kormendi and Lipe (1987).
KEFIZE DR

Lipe (1990) &

RERIIFHEICEH L. BEBORED T

120.321~0.614 & ZHUT EE L Vv, HIEET IV,
BIOHESRLELZLIZEY), BRERESOF
OMERE DBRIKRESEBLLI LN, F2.
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Twh, —Jj, Schipper and Vincent (2003) i,
FIZE D (earnings quality) O—J8iE &L L TH
Witk (persistency) %#Z8UF. FlEHT v ¥4
=210, Thbb 1BOHCHMEZ1TH
% & Z RS Ko TRIED B AT W &
FIRLTWBA, REFFETIR, AirgoL#E, 4
HbHHCHBOFE R ST E ) Rtk €%
19 Y

FIEICHERR L 72X 910, B pHEHEICLD
MR SN RE LSRR A RN CHBER RIS L
b E RV ENTIEREREBOME T,
PRt OFEMiRE R ED & ) B E 2185 D
TH?) o TORVIZEZ Z72D12, F 72
\ZRET LA TS A Mishkin 7 A2 M 2G> F
fRPIBGREESE & LT, AREICIAEBIERIT T & 12 1
RO B CAHBRE A INET 5. FMBo L)1
Schipper and Vincent (2003) ZFI2EA35 ¥ %
A7 — 7 ITHE D B A SRk & IR DB AR
ELTWE500, L<HAILRTWSEHIZ, H
CLARE 7R ER S N D KERSIE 7L DR HE
GHEE T EDBRYKDH D THAH 7201213, JERG
DEEBEIHED)  EDLETH D s TDOEE
Tid, G L ZOMRER P EFERZ W0 E
IOV THEA IR L TBEI R ITHE %S
v AR TIIREIGH 2 FRYI O R L L
T, ZOMENEE LT Kwiatkowski, Phillips,
Schmidt and Shin (1992) ®F & + %A L72°,
(LLFECIdE S D7 A b % KPSS 7 A b LITES,)
F 4121 o HOCHBRE D5 & KPSS 7
A M) BRI D EFEDSFEH SN EDL
(B %) Z2RT. TIT/NRVADFRG. B
¥ ¥ vy azu—, FEFEAEIIOWT, Hii<
INAVBASEMN 7 0 At 7 g YAYEIC L D
EXRAT- 2B DIEE - REKXFFER IOV
Ty RISV C MBI SRR BN IR IR 2
LV IER - RERAEREIE LB EO/RETH

5o

NAVA KLY, Al (EBED o 1B HCH
DX T4 T »5H30449, TFIAH30417 L K& 2
Lo THY, FESENZ EAVRENTZ, [
FRICEH D HA I NS DD HE)B9.87% &
<L FIREOBCRINR L CRERSIE 7V 2 45
THILIEETOMENES Z EBbhrb, —
JiT E¥EFr v a7u— (CFO) & &FHE
AH (ACC) @ 1RO HCHBIZ Y, X7 4
TrEbITEaIEL, 90—k I AV ThHo
T30332, 0282TH 5 &b, ROFHNE
T AHEEZRH > TWA I EDRHLNTH S,
WIZSAIVB XY, (JonesEF IV, {BIF Jones
E5)) £ (CFO JonesEF IV, CFOMILE Jones
EFV) MT, FEREORETH L 1 BOHACH
BB OGAME, Fo72 LB TRWIIERR
STW5hHZ ENDbHI D, JonesE F IV, BIE
Jones EF NV TIRIEEFHAEROHOCHEIZZ K ©
EEICOVTIEDEE > TVRBHDITH LT, £
WRAERIIAT AT U -008RETH Y., P
Do THOCHBREPADEEZ &> T
b0 L72A%o TIEEFAER & K L CRERAES
DFFHE ) FEBeEAME L PRGN TH B 2 &
2%, TR LTCFO JonesE7 )V, CFO
f51E Jones E 7V Cid. HOMBIZ—iE L CTRE
KEPAEEICBWTE L, IEFEAEREOHCHBE
B CDOLEICADEE > TWD, DF ) EE
FEHE O T A TR WS L2k
5o

KPSS7 A MZ X ) EHEHFEH SN B D
R —F T OITITIRLTWAA, JonesET IV
LA5IE Jones E 7V TIRIEHEISAERICOWTER
PEDIEH S N5 HERDHI25% & & \vo KRS
CFO JonesE 7 )V & CFO151E Jones € 7 )V Tl
FHEFEER IO W TEFE MWD TR SN B HERDH)
13% & TR L&, & z3EMplicr o
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At r v vEERHHL-L LTh, BEsA
EOWEETIMCED ., IEFRER. BERER
DFOFFHMEIIRE KRR 2 LW HD Lo
72

MBIy aALr T3 YOI E D IEERTTo
7298 OSFIVB) I2DWTHKRA D5 7Bl
(& 7ROV C ORERFIENRZ & ) S8 584 5 %
E LA OWTHIRIIERMTH 5, 72721
JonesE 7V, BI1E Jones EF N & L725A
IR A O FE TR S B HERI1Z40% &
HM2TBY ., BRYIEF LV 2EHT 5 EToOWRE
MR, CHELOBAICIVRITHL EE
ZAbN5,

ZH LT VETOmEWNE, SIS BICEE

Frvia7u—¥oREENTVENRE ) P
LoTHHENLbDLEEAIIEZ S, 28T
R L2 LD VEBESR v v Y a7 u -5 (4
CFO) SHMIZERICEZEEN LA, b2k
HEEOR MR LD, Fryvvayo—
By & SR B ORI TOMBIZE R %
72, TDOTEPIEF - BEFEAROFHEMEIIK
SR %o WHELRBI D ROV T X
e Fx v agu—H5 (4CFO) HHE
Buomsn, Fhuc & 3 HHEBIEFIERE
DLEF, HHVIIRERE LTH SN S BESAE
R L 723G s O AP EH I TE 720
BINETORMETHA I A I T THROLNIH
R b3 iud, SEtBEoRsEOMNE, LT

®4 BCHBREOSHEEEHREIR

2840V ACKERIGE - BOGRTTRIZR, EEF v v o o—

v KEPEER O B CAHBIRE D 546

EBEI CFO ACC
10%ile 0.051 -0.310 -0.363
1st Qu. 0.242 -0.169 -0.212
] w N Median 0.449 -0.001 -0.052
1 B H CAHBIRE D 5575 Moan 0417 0.004 0,046
3rd Qu. 0.619 0.183 0.114
90%ile 0.735 0.332 0.282
Hy, GEHRM) FEHE 39.873 17.440 11.322
AV B EMR 20 Av s v g VEREFVEMHE LGS
Jones f&1E Jones CFO Jones CFO 51 Jones
NAC |ABNAC| NAC |ABNAC| NAC |ABNAC| NAC |ABNAC
10%ile -0.168 -0.376 -0.185 -0.362 -0.522 -0.024 -0.526 -0.009
1st Qu. 0.002 -0.247 -0.020 -0.239 -0.402 0.115 -0.399 0.121
" . Median 0.195 -0.084 0.182 -0.081 -0.264 0.264 -0.263 0.263
1O B CAHIPIHREL DI Mean 0.180 -0.084 0.170 -0.078 -0.237 0.253 -0.238 0.257
3rd Qu. 0.381 0.073 0.376 0.076 -0.100 0.405 -0.094 0.409
90%ile 0.498 0.218 0.498 0.216 0.074 0513 0.075 0.521
Hy, GEFM) FHFE 25.809 6.048 | 25316 5977 | 10.127 | 13.010 9212 | 12729
284V C. BB SAIRERY G £ 7V &2 M L7256
Jones f&1E Jones CFO Jones CFO &1 Jones
NAC |ABNAC| NAC |ABNAC| NAC |ABNAC| NAC |ABNAC
10%ile -0.036 -0.397 -0.120 -0.379 -0.590 -0.016 -0.599 -0.011
1st Qu. 0.148 -0.270 0.086 -0.251 -0.484 0.125 -0.498 0.132
o Median 0.379 -0.110 0.331 -0.096 -0.334 0.271 -0.352 0.280
1RO H AP 53 A Mean 0.357 -0.108 0.316 -0.090 -0.301 0.253 -0.315 0.260
3rd Qu. 0.580 0.044 0.561 0.069 -0.160 0.394 -0.174 0.406
90%ile 0.733 0.184 0.727 0.214 0.047 0.504 0.014 0.510
Hy, GEHEME) =R 43.390 2.743 40.295 3.868 11.674 5.837 10.549 7.736

_28_



FIRBREGENEGTEN | BRI RES ORI EE Mishkin 7 X MEROTERE (ARA - 7TR)

accruals effects DERIHFAET 5 TH A ) ik
DO 7-DIZIE, Fr v 2 7a—0R ()
) HIBIRE R &R OREE B ORI EEATE IS
B TH?)REOGN, 74 E OIS
DFBFNZDONWT, SHICHEEIIRHITREITHA
Do

4. GENHASIRIOIRELSE

Fama (1991) 25XTW5 L 912, HHOE
BICET 23 A PERGIT A PEEBELIZGE.
TRATG TP ] BEIE (XTSRS A D 72 D DL
TAGIETIE RV, BARBIE LCld, BEFRES
R 2 PEEIED S 3 %DM ¥ —
AHERIRETH B LHIFES Nz L LT, 2ok
B OEBUCE AL %D I A N ZLELE T 574
5IE, PMTEETH > THKKE L THiIsE
BWCTHbo Lo LAMZETIL, Fama (1970) &[]
FRICIHHIUR 2 A P ERGIa A FASERTH S 1H
Bt LT, DBECHERtE2 3w % 2
YZ¥ B, L7zhto TLLBE® Mishkin (1983)
A M IR - G T3 R D OB AT
2 PGE L TR BB A BGE L T2 2 &1l b,

L BEEROK t MIKONEHERL F,. 4 7%
DPATD) I =2 %y, NyFI—=LRDBTH
v NTIAY Y TDLETOHME) s — kL
T 5o GtFRY Y — AT UMRETR VL Id, 8-
LIRICAF R LREHEGFOb L TOT T/ —
<) F = OFEMHIRHEAD e (727 - 7
—2A, Fama, 1970) THHIEHDT, £oT

E(ry,—r5, | F,)=0 (5)
ALY B & EITTFUATRE, O
LHIMT S NS, ZZTRY VY, EIERY ¥ —
v EBEMEE D (relevant) B2 E UL
Mishkin (1983, p.11) T/R&N5 X 512, &H:(5)

LREWRETIVIE
7= =B (Y, = Y)) + e, (6)
Thhb, (ZZTYHEt— 1HEKEETO Y, O
HWPRE BIENRT MV B, DEREEFEDT,)
CCTY, & L THBIAAE - 8 250 B A 4%
(EBED) #{EL. »2 1 koA CHwET IV
EBEL,=y,,+ty.EBEL, +v;, (7
& ) EBEIO&E P HETH S L35, L
7eh3o Ty (6), (7) K& b FMGRR, FM
BADSRLUTOHERR 8) 25,
EBEL, =y 0+ v;nEBEL, 1+ v,
Zie = 7T ®)
= B,(EBEIL,, — r*,— v*,EBEIL, ,) + ¢,,
EHICEFTLoESERE LT,
EBEIL, = CFO;, + ACC;,
= CFO;,+ NAC;, + ABNAC;,
AL B728, (8), (9) LD, Sloan (1996)
2B BT RET IV
EBEI,
=9,0TY1:CFO;, -1 +7y,;,ACC;,_y+v;,, (10)
75— 7%, =B(EBEL, = 7%= y5:CFO;, -,
=75, ACC, ) + gy,
B LU Xie (2001) TOHITHRET IV
EBEL,=vy;otv;.CFO;,_,+ y;, NAC;,_,
+9;3ABNAC;,_, + v;,, (1)
7, — r*%, =B, (EBEL,— r*,~ y%,CFO;, ,
—r*,NAC;,_,— r*3ABNAC;,_,)

+g“

9)

Zh Do

Sloan (1996). Xie (2001) 2%iE%k1) ¥ — > &
BV A RO E# e LT 1 BaRR5IEBEl # H
WzD 2K LT, Kubota and Takehara (2011)
&, CFO, NAC. ABNACH 34 &RV X, %
BT 5dDEMREL. X, 20T % Hmali i€
THELT1IROHCRHRET IV (first order
vector autoregressive model, VAR (1)) #&A
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L7227 2ol (7) RIS 2 PR
LT (12) XTH5 265,

CFO;. V.01 Vi Yz Vs
Xii=| NAC;, |=|Vjo2|+|Vin Vi1 Vjes
ABNAC; V.03 Vist Vise Viss

CFON—I Vil (12>

NAC a1 |+|viz|=Lo +5 X jua + v
ABNACj,r—I Vj.3t

L72zhoTET IV (10), (11) 12X 5 5
W4 €7 NIE, Kubota and Takehara (2011) T
(e
X, =T;+I;X;
7= 5= B (X = T = 15X, + &5
L% b,

SEBHSIIB W TIE, PR & R R
KHNOFIET 5785 X =7 HEE L L ZiFhudh o
B\ L727% TReiding

Sloan (1996)

-1tV

(13)

Hy 2 70=0%0. 70 =770, 732577,
Xie (2001)
Hy 2 730 =7%0, 150050, 732 =72, 735 =75
Kubota and Takehara (2011)
H,: T;,=T*,.T,=T".
TdH 5o BEE N, HHil# DA (Unconstrained)
OFE TR X OB 2 FH (Sum of Squared
Residuals) % SSR"., I #EARH O HER G % I
&M & L7244 (Constrained) o aFM 5 FE25%
72 Fefl& SSRCL 5 L &2, WIhoOREIC
b M I
2 N - In(SSR* / SSR") (14)
ThH 2z 51 (Mishkin 1983, p. 20). JF# AR T
DRI G E 2 B73F A — 5 $i& q(=3, 4 or 12)
LT, ZOMBEAANMTHME gD A 4 2 Fehidi
(x*(q) Do

-30-

5. DIEAVHAGIZANT A hOFER

ZN TR AT O E O #EWI,
Mishkin 7 A b D#EFIZED X ) BB+ 5.2 5
DTH A ) o R CTHIA L 7z Mishkin (1983)
DI % S S 7R RUE I B 2 IE Rk
DT A M, SR OWRSRY T — 7 2B LTl
AENEZREHDTH Y, Sloan (1996). Xie
(2001) THEHti E N7z & 9 % pooled sample % F
Wz HEE IZARE Y TH S Pooled sample z ]
L7z ric B id, ¥ 7Vl RIE 83
2b0D, ZO—FTEFNVHNDINT A= Df:
EMTORY—E, BLORFHEROERYICD
WTRVIMHBEZBEH L TWAE I L b,20F 0,
£ 5V (11) I B W T, earnings response
coefficient B;. 3 X UEUiE O Rt o 4 Wikt £
EhBy;, =0, SIS L IR B
LT UE R 5Dl LT, pooled sample
T BB L7285 2 — 5 Ofik 1 Fi2
\F3RD B Z & 127% 5, Teets and Wasley (1996)
3. Z® X9 % pooled sample i L7-34 D
HEENA 7T ADREZ IR L TB Y, FRICES
5 % pooled sample & H\ 72T IZFEARMIZ1Z 3L
FLZwv, L2L %255, Sloan (1996). Xie
(2001) 12 & 2 KEY TORMA L OBEBEWN %
&) S A 5 1%, pooled sample 28 L 72
AT S, PORFIREICE > THETH S
EEZ . RETIIRMIC Xie (2001) & oltike
% 5ET NV (11) % pooled sample ZfHif L T
FEL7RREEESITRL, HitvTH L < pooled
sample # il L7222 479 b OO FH H R
ELTVAR (1) 2HELZETIV (12) 1220
TORREFRK6ITIRT

FE5RXANVA BIZBWTHo & b HEELRER
1. 8B OFERAROUE HEDOETIZOWN
T, pooled sample D & & Tl idGah=M: A R
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ENBETH A, $T%bbHpooled sample TOHE
REPBETE 20 THIUL, BERERBOWE
BUSBIFRZ < M I3 RET AR & 2 ORERIA
HoROEHEZIEL IZ@BETETE LT, il
EIRATIAL Py T7ENTWL LRSS L
7% 5%,

WICHEBE SN FG A= FIZOWTHTAX
9. Xie (2001) TldzuaAxtr g yHEIFTH
Jones € 7 )V A%, Kubota and Takehara (2011)
T 7 v At ¥ a vuffi<coCFOMEIE Jones
ETNHREFEFGOWEI M SN2 22
TOMGEERICE D, EHL0ETFVEMEH L

ELTHHAMNG TOMBIIKRELETZNI &
BHLNE R ST 3T A= X FITEXTIE
181E Jones E 7NV & By CREFSEEIIHINT 5
s DD /NS I EHI G R TR B A 2% <
Yo BB K E VI, FE AR ORI A IR
BN D OO, BRTTHHZ R RS OR %
WRFMLCTVDE I LIl D, ZORERIZOVT
(&, Xie (2001) ACKREMHICBWTRZHIR L
ZIZFE—TH %,

WIZF 5 734V BITHERAVR & 7= ReR 51 [l
WL EERESZHEE LZ2HEIIOVWTTHS
A ST THHENOIZ, 7uRts g vl

&5 Pooled Sample, AR(1) DIRED T T®O Mishkin 7 MMER

NANVA, ¥R rzaARr v vEE

HEETIV Jones 51F Jones
Forecast Valuation Forecast Valuation
CFO 0.701 0.773 0.701 0.772
NAC 0.676 0.750 0.672 0.744
ABNAC 0.695 0.789 0.690 0.776
W e Likelihood Ratio p-value Likelihood Ratio p-value
' 362.739 0.000 362.340 0.000
HEETFI CFO Jones CFO51E Jones
Forecast Valuation Forecast Valuation
CFO 0.702 0.763 0.702 0.761
NAC 0.683 0.739 0.683 0.734
ABNAC 0.672 0.834 0.675 0.824
Wt Likelihood Ratio p-value Likelihood Ratio p-value
UL 376.649 0.000 376.427 0.000
28OV B, AR SRR R A 8] )
HEE €7V Jones 151F Jones
Forecast Valuation Forecast Valuation
CFO 0517 0516 0517 0.521
NAC 0.499 0.492 0.493 0.548
ABNAC 0.496 0.503 0.499 0.464
W e Likelihood Ratio p-value Likelihood Ratio p-value
342183 0.000 352.182 0.000
HEEETI CFO Jones CFO151E Jones
Forecast Valuation Forecast Valuation
CFO 0.517 0518 0.516 0517
NAC 0.496 0.504 0.490 0.505
ABNAC 0.497 0.487 0.506 0.495
g Likelihood Ratio p-value Likelihood Ratio p-value
UL 342162 0.000 341799 0.000

E7)V (11) 1281} 5 forecasting equation, valuation equation N85 A — F HEEM, BXOLERKRER NS T EE4

B (p-value) o
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DY EAAASTE R ) PR & Bl A
DB THERE ENI2/8F A= HPZNUTERE B
FBEEINT, ARICEEF vy vaT7u—, Ik
WA, REBEROZZMTY y,, =03
DFENINENWZ L TH 5,

7272 LF& 4 1Z pooled sample % H V> T Mishkin
T A MEERT D EIIEANIGRY) TH D L E
ZTWBHDT, /8T A —=FHEREIZDOWTI N
OB TRV, K4 ITBWTBRIHER LA
£ IEERARED 1O CHBED0/8—+
VEANHB AR 7 Y g vElERZ I Jones
TV, AEIE Jones €T & H120498TdH - 72D
LT £S5 28R VADOTFRARERICBITSIE
A DRI y, DHEEAE0.676 (JonesEFI),
0.701 ({B1EJones EF V) (3 HekeME o 3k 5 &
LCIEEd &5, ARICEEF Yy 2 70-0
HOMBZE Iz, RPN ElET 5 1%
Hafo Tl Mb o3,y OHEHIZ07
EunsiIMTENTEB Y. 2 dFliE (EBED
D 1RO HCHBEDFIFMH0417X D H 125 21
BEVe NS OISR, S, pooled sample &
U ABA (e b ok Yl Nl D QNI 1 | - Pl D)
R H o etk B X OB S
Bk AT L OERIEIIHO N TH S I,

BB E D720, pooled sample % il L T
Kubota and Takehara (2011) #»¥#&RFEL T\ 5
VAR (1) ZHifEe LzEF NV (13) 1220V T
Mishkin 7 A © & FEjifi L 72356 O RIZOW T,
REHEIST 2 HEMHRDOATEKE IR K

-

6 &0 FMHFERXELTVAR (1) 2 LzE
LT3, pooled sample ZfHT AR D IZBWT
(IR T 5 A EIIIERE IR b SEH
b,

UAAERUSEE DRI T — & 2 LT
&2 Mishkin 7 2 b %@ L 72856 O R &R
To AT HHR & LTSloan (1996). Xie
(2001) EFEEICAR (1) 2@ L-EFV (11)
20T, A% obER (KER) o
8T 2 EMEROGAZX 1. BLUR21TR L,
FRHHEXE LTVAR (1) 2BELHEOH
EMEROGAZK 3, H41RT. K1, K358
EHR 7O A Ly va VIR L) BERAE SR
Hisg L7e8ser, 2. [X 4 AYE SIS0 B B2 0l
X ) REFEBEHEE LA TH S,

FIFRIL. 21TRENZ8KD 7 T 7 HIEHIC
WP DTHLT ENLHLNER X DI,
pooled sample % f# &3l R $0AH & &\ FH
32 AR (1) £ LTMishkin7 A b 23 H L
7zE LTh, BEREROWE )L Mishkin 7
A POFERIIH L TREREREEZ S 2 TUdvik
Vo FIBRICKI 3. 42 5b0d k), HiEiS
DA TR VAR (1) OBEIZOWT
b, RERESHEETTVORBIRIIILALZT
TV,

RPN ERE LTAR (1) £ VAR (1)
DVTNE VD2 & 0 TR K & (R
5 LIiEFEA DEEELDRIEE S BV, KT
A BMEREA%0.05 (5 %) 2T, HERET

&6 Pooled Sample, VAR(1) DIRED T T Mishkin 7 X &R

B3 A S INA TP A8 1) $ A IR R 51 el I
Likelihood Ratio p-value Likelihood Ratio p-value
Jones 301.281 0.000 265.562 0.000
f51E Jones 310.693 0.000 275.616 0.000
CFO Jones 316.188 0.000 274.086 0.000
CFO1.IE Jones 316.147 0.000 262.798 0.000
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M1 BEEEROSE (FOXEI32ERE - AR(1))

, Jones 1 {&1EJones
I B > 1
2 g <
(=3 4
& 4 4 i
o =
s =
= =
7 T T T T T 1 e T T T T T 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Marginal Significance Level Marginal Significance Level
CFO Jones = CFOf&1EJones
©
3 3
(=]
=g o
= 5 S A
o & o
gz £ 2
f— S f S
S | g |
— —
o - o d
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
Marginal Significance Level Marginal Significance Level
M2 ABAEEEROSH (BRIER - AR(1))
1 Jones S 1 f&1EJones
o o |
21 B
> o
(5] B o O
; £ 3
El=3 5 2]
: " g =
o m g
(3N
g1 8 1
o J o J
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Marginal Significance Level Marginal Significance Level
=g CFO Jones . CFOfZ1EJones
= =
B o B
Q 4 Q 4
(=} (=]
g 2 g2
= § | = |
(=3 (=3
g1 g1
o J o J
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Marginal Significance Level Marginal Significance Level
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M3 BEEROS® (FOXEI23VENE - VAR))

Marginal Significance Level

Marginal Significance Level

Jones f&1EJones
3 2
— —
z I
=] =1
g s s
o — o —
& &
F &)
2 2
- |I||||I|||II|II||I||||||IIII|II||I|||| - III|I|I|IIIIII|I|||III||I||I|III|I||||
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
Marginal Significance Level Marginal Significance Level
CFO Jones CFOf&1EJones
= 2
ER= ES
o 4
&) e
S | | |
o | III|I|I|||||II||I||||III||||I|I||||II o I||||||II|III|I||IIIII|||I||I|||||||I
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Marginal Significance Level Marginal Significance Level
K4 BEEEROZH (BFRIIEE - VAR(1))
Jones f&1EJones
. B B
£ g -
3 2 3 S
27 g
32 2 |
- |II|I|I|I|||||||||||I||||.|n||||||||| . |I||II|||||||I.||||||n|.n|||I||||||
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
Marginal Significance Level Marginal Significance Level
CFO Jones CFOf&1EJones
(=3 (=3
> = > =
g 5 g o
28 =8
& o
f f
) |
- Il|||I||||.I||II|||.|||I||||II|||||||| - ||||I|||I|I||||I|.|.||I||I|..|I||||||
0‘.0 0‘.2 0‘_4 O‘_G d.8 1‘.0 d.() 6.2 6.4 0‘.6 0‘.8 1‘_0
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&7 Mishkin 72 b ZERISRADERIICERLIIZEDREED ST

NAVA FRHRERE LTAR (1) &M LA

EX T A /A I E A0 S AR IR 1 [0l )5
1st Qu. Median 3rd Qu. FEHIHK 1st Qu. Median 3rd Qu. FEHIHK
Jones 5.689 9.600 15.761 50.965 5.565 9.823 15.959 52.109
1&1F Jones 5.552 9.674 15.478 51.251 5.534 9.567 15.932 50.393
CFO Jones 5.435 9.508 15.721 50.250 5.466 9.549 15.359 50.393
CFO51E Jones 5.457 9.440 15.674 49.750 5.309 9.644 15.621 50.751
NRAVB. FEIGENXE LTVAR (1) 2MHLAEA
EZ T A /A I 1w AR 30 S AR e R 51 [0 )5
1st Qu. Median 3rd Qu. IEHIE 1st Qu. Median 3rd Qu. FHIE
Jones 6.684 11.386 18.270 18.276 6.310 11.321 18.034 18474
1&1E Jones 6.574 11.211 18.119 18.545 6.514 11.119 17.896 18.489
CFO Jones 6.573 11.281 18.484 18.450 6.528 11.206 18.094 18.051
CFO51E Jones 6.670 11.131 18.162 18.298 6.572 10.872 18.112 17.548

H B AR TR SN D BEOLEE R
o TORLY FMHERSAR (1) O¥AEIC
SRR AR SN S O W HD98% ~
521% CTh b, —HTFMHEXNVAR (1) @
WA EEIF176% ~185% TH D, 2% D
80% LL_E DAL DO W THIZR G H O &AL
BIIFEHN I NNV LR 5,

6. fEmEIPRODRE

AFFETIE, BEXAFEESOWED 720D
FWRETNVEE, BAKKIZIE Jones BTV, BIE
Jones € 7 )V, CFO Jones € 7 )V, CFO % IE
Jones EF NV D AFEFDOET VIZDOWT, 7 HA
Y7 g valg, KRG G O 5 THERE 2 AT\,
AEt SO R B R AR EFAE L7 £h
b MWT, BEFEROWET AR
&, FEHEEE L CORRBEOMEER RIZED X
) B RIEZT OOV THGE L 72,

FEEEAT DFER S S, Mishkin 7 A MZBWT
pooled sample ZfEH$ % 5. & %\ I3 SR
DRI T — 5 ZHT 20 b Y = BE
FAEBOWESTFEZT A MERISHLTIRIFE A

EWERE AW EPHLNE R 572, Pooled
sample DIFEITIE, B2 < GBI
FEHEN, HEHEDIATIA LV TITED,
accruals effect I EIND & W I FEHICE D,
—H T RETFHEFVELTVAR (1) 2H5E
L. MBI L1 Mishkin 7 A b % S0 L 7235
FIZE, TRTOHEEF BB LT, 80% 0D
BZEZ DWW THEMIRE AR FER S e
272

AR T A b &3, Bk
HOREF OB N, FEHEE L TORME
DUEAERIIIKRE LB EEL S, WED
72OONRETIVOHFHMEHE LT, BEF vy
a7 u—WENEENDE N E ) ML T,
FEbeED—RETH % 1 B0 B CAHBIRE O 54
WIEKE BB AT S 2 & &, RIFZEIZH S A
2L 7z

L7255 T SEAEEICE TN EBHRICOV
TOGHNMREEAEHN SN 2wE LTh, 1l
BBIMAEDZ OWHRNEEZ LD X9 ITHERL Tw»
DMV TIE, REMBHI NIV EWnWZ &
2% %, Xie (2001) & [W Uk T Mishkin 7
A MZBWTEIEE S N2 FIZsORERIH H Ot
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(5. 78RV A) B RATOHCHBEELT
OFREOMER R L &L EFoTRWITEES
WTRWHEFEZ, £ DEATHIZEIZB T S pooled
sample # W2 W FikoZ 4 E. 22 TH
BN7AERICHED L S E TR L TS
At b, ToORFREE. ZOMRIHE
ThoHEEF vy 2 70—, SEBEEOHS
RERFFEEORGE 2N & LT, FIASTAEATE) I
DNWTE LR BMENERET S ENEETN5,

GE)

1

N

7272 L Xie (2001) TIIFHliARERICIETE TNV TS
ZENTBY., BELERCTIIAHEWPITFEROT A M E
X725 TV, ZDEIZDOWTIE, Sloan (1996) @ (11)
K& Xie (2001) @ (3) XELS v,

BARMIIE OKEE - BARE, 838). (Al - ARkis, =
L) & R L7, FER T — Rk o Ko J[ s -
TEHEENE] (R A5 (s, M, =8 &
JiE - SRR ESE, R - BE3E) 2 1L LT T,
7o 72 LEBTHICO W T AT R EE TR L Tid v v,
CHIIRBEESHOHAER S s 2 L2k ), &
FHEL L P DB O— /L TH 2 Bd XIS ER IR B
LB DIRIIHT ZRETHDLEEZEZDINOTH b,
Kt O R L HOCHBRE L OBRIZOVWTIE
Kormendi and Lipe (1987) IZBWTH L& N7z, [
S TIE ‘earnings innovation” ASEEAIC G- 2 B AT
gzl FIEoFFFEE LV EVEERIN TS, &
DFEFIGE) B 1E ABRPETA T 74X (DFHHED
MEREAT0) TRV Y, earnings innovation 25kAfi 12
WNLTHEZAEELYXYITIER V. L7255 TSchipper
and Vincent (2003, p.99) (2 B} % “a mean reverting
process has no persistence” &£ ® (BZ 5 {idi#io7z) &
RiZbbhoRAITITEE S E RIFEIZBW TR O
H CAHBIRRE A Fibitk o Mfe i 2 RIE L Z 2 5 2 L ICHE
[/

WERHI O 5 % Pk & Mishkin 7 A + O BI#IC DWW CRUE L 7%
Do, XVEELGHPERS N RE L O EZD
EFRHE LD V2N LICEHEDIRHT 2, 200
ORI L CTid, RSz EHwEE LTT A MY
#:% KPSST A MIEFELTW5,

KPSS 7 A Mid. 57— % i 53k R @ contribution package
‘tseries’ 12f F N5 M kpss.test 2] L CHEhtE L 720
VAR (1) ZRETHEFVE LTRIRLZ2HHIZ, &5
FIERORERINIDOWTIX, SERT—F THHI bW
TVEERELL LD ENRTRETH D LRI E (5
7) MMEL NG A= FHAVNS BTNV LMEMIC R S %

2

N

3

N

4

~

5

N2

6

N%

7

N

- 36 -
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