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Evaluating the Validity of Estimates of Implied
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Abstract: This study examines the relative validity of alternative estimates of
firm-specific implied cost of capital (ICC) and provides descriptive statistics of those ICC
estimates for a large longitudinal time-series and cross-sectional sample of Taiwan listed
firms over 1994-2013. To address the problem of limited coverage of analysts’ earnings
forecast data, | use earnings forecasts estimated by the cross-sectional model developed
by Hou, van Dijk, and Zhang (2012) to proxy for market earnings expectations. A series
of tests have been conducted to assess the validity of seven ICC estimates based on their
cross-sectional and time-series performance. Based on the empirical results, researchers
are advised to select the model with the best time-series validity including the GLS
(Gebhardt, Lee, and Swaminathan, 2001) and the GG model (Gordon and Gordon, 1997)
to estimate the ICC when they attempt to identify the effect of a certain event (e.g.,
institutional reforms) on the cost of capital. In addition, if the researchers aim to identify
the association between certain cross-sectional characteristics (e.g., information
environment and governance structure) and the cost of capital, they can select the GLS
model which has the best cross-sectional validity, or alternatively estimate a ICC
composite by combining the GLS’s ICC estimate with three second-best ICCs estimated
by the CT (Claus and Thomas, 2001), GG, and PEG (Easton, 2004) model in order to
mitigate the measurement errors by individual ICC estimates. The evidence documented
in this study suggests that several ICC estimates can serve as valid proxies for expected
return and are useful for the valuation practice and academic research in Taiwan.
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ki S ‘5'*3‘7?*"&’1‘?‘:”‘5’5\7'" f’ﬁgﬁiﬂ“} I RETETRETESARBELTA
TP 2 ek o BRI R F > SO RAEARY 2ICCRP 2 F ALt B2

CIFAFHE - TREZLILET

Botosan and Plumlee (2002)4£3t 7 Al ik 2 p BRI BE H W EEZ T £+ 2 B8
2. £ & - Francis, Khurana, and Periera (2005)4£ 3t = & £ 3¢ ¢ p B2 40 G K #4048
FT £33 AL 2LBERLE - w ﬁﬁ:ﬁéBP%i;“ ) %édﬂz%a‘éPEG%i;“ > Francis, LaFond,
Olsson, and Schipper (2004)£ Francis, Nanda, and Olsson (2008) ‘& 4 BPfi=5% » 4 %]4F
HARFREHERETEASAZMBENZ P FEHEEFRLTHY LT £
= A 2 4p $+32 5 - Mohanram and Rajgopal (2009) " PIN#=# 3 3 # iz & » $GM
B E TR T BT S AL B F
(C)REXREDXP N

Chen, Chen, and Wei (2011) 2 G-index (Gompers, Ishii, and Metrick, 2003) & %
L AEfI% K5 A > 32GLS ~ CT ~PEG#2GM=z fICCH 3+ 2 ¢ #kfrE 5 F & &

Ao FHRABNL FRBAEPIRENEAE S AN EEIFTES AP -

Cheng, Collins, and Huang (2006)# GMH-3¢ 31 & F £ = & F 3 % L1 % el
B (MG-index#T® ) M FEAEP RN REFT A A2 AT
E)rBEHRLaMBELLSR

Ashbaugh-Skaife, Collins, Kinney, and Lafond (2009)£2 Ogneva, Subramanyam, and
Raghunandan (2007) 4 %] BP#-5% 12 2 GLS ~ CT ~ PEG ~ GM#2 MOJ (modified 0J)* %

3

Bkl B4R 2 fed I 10C L8 AT S 9iE® 2 ICC 5322 % » 1 it S Z
B E > A

¥ Ogneva et al. (2007)#74 2. MOJ $i-5% 5 @ P g2 AEG 5% » & - FA g 5 T &2 § "W

_% i
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CRERVEIRETES A FAM RN A LBBRERET A AT
Hribar and Jenkins (2004)#GLS - GM&MPEG= fd = Z 3" '8 2 BEF &~ ~ » i

FHAFEL LR RET A AT
(m)B 57 H2 A8 ¢3-%0

Hail and Leuz (2006)##GLS CT - GMZMPEGe fICCH 3+ 2 T i2dcfrg # &
FESA  FHFTABBZALIFRERF 2BRLIEHTBRELZ T & 4
2@

28 o Daske (2006)4 #% 7 if * IFRS/US.GAAPZ g, W = 7 5 t &~ > % GLS¥EGM
st B 3HICC o #R 3t w0 i * IFRS/US.GAAPHH # X T £ = ?"\,ﬁz’»fgg °

(EQE QP X5 X Ik X

Dhaliwal, Krull, Li, and Moser (2005) £ Dhaliwal, Krull, and Li (2007)#GLS ~ CT
BHCMZ fAICCH 2 H T o rE BEFT &4+ 4~ A RS F A2 £ 5]
gz £ R2003 & Ffz FHWEL T £ AL B $o

FEFRZEEFAET = (CSR)

Dhaliwal, Li, Tsang, and Yang (2011)$:GLS ~ CTZ MPEG= #ICC & 3+ 2 T 2k
FREREFT £~ FHBE v REFTES AHE 7 p FEHBECSREHF Fl2 2
Fouz pFHECSRE® frCSRE »e¥ > B B E T & & 42 % - Cao, Myers,
Myers, and Omer (2015)$GLS ~ CT - GMZ MPEGe fAICC2 T o frE # 5 F & =
A BFHEERIHTRET A BT

(C)F & T§ IS 2

FFHABFTL MICCE- R ¢ FRAFPF G TRYHFM T > FHURBEE LT A T
%ﬁé’%ﬂWﬁ*Hb?m$W$é£#;Fi’ﬂﬂﬁé%ﬁﬁgﬂ%ﬁ$°
b4 > Pastor et al. (2008)#k PSSHcs¢ #1 iz 2+ ICCip| & 85 #F IF CAPM (intertemporal
CAPM) - Lee, Ng, and Swaminathan (2009)#: PSS~ CT - GM# MPEG % #i-;' #11% 3+ ICC
RlFERE A TR A5 (international asset pricing model ) - Chava and Purnanadam
(2010)#£ PSSH5 #1 1z 3+ ICCip| 2 & M b *& (default risk) 2248 5 5 #p 47 p % 2 BE 5%
1+ > Wu, Zhang, and Zhang (2010)#: GLS#7 iz 3+ ICCip| 3& 12 q32 % -5 ( g-theory model )
(Zhang, 2000) 5 A # 2 &3 2 % (accruals anomaly) 2 i 4% 7 3 (optimal
investment hypothesis ) - Frank and Shen (2016)1 GG PSSH-:* 3 5 F & = » >
PIRQEA BN H RN FEP I E P TREL e M B2 -

= S APEFIERRELE ICC B2 %R

VR FATFRE LD S LSRR GI S ET ST E2 AEG p F = EAEfE Rk > AEG
AH S £ &2 %2 Gode and Mohanram (2003)4p k= o
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MATICCH #ocR 2 35 % et 2 BRI S B FF F L # R AICC
B3 EE G UF g o b4e  Botosan and Plumlee (2005) 2 ICC s 3+ &2 v gLz o
TR e ML 2% =5BP GG~ GLS - GM#PEG% 7 #ICCH 3+ 2 »x

3 LBPE PEGH ;Y 71 iz 22 2. ICC» :)iﬁui - Botosan et al. (2011) 2 3¢ #p 45 v & i~
z@é@ﬁltﬁ”-“% RAFFIZAERIA 2 B0 P g aF 2 ML B E R BP -GG
GLS ~ CT ~ GM ~ MPEG¥PEG % #-3% 2 %2 w F]3F #-;% (Carhart, 1997 ) #1 i 3> 5g #)
FEP 2R o I A d T M EER E'\.,vi’ff*rIPu’ AR P73 ICCTR 3T A
RAFPYE B 24 anigipl4 o BP9 X UBPHESG A o i F]F BN TR 3 2 PR
FUET R CREF R B F TR c AL R AT REL PR G B BPY
PEGH ;' #7 iz 3- ICCZ 4p¥»c B B i3 ° Lee et al. (2011) 2 ICC e 2+ ¥4t A K4p o2 g
B2 EERFEIFEELREMTLGG - GLS - GM ~ MPEG ~ PEG¥ EPR % #-5¢
11 % CAPM~FF= #]3 (Fama and French, 1992, 1993 ) #? Carhartz %]+ #-3;% ( Carhart,
1997) #7 iz 3 IEH4RFY S 2 55 L2 PR & 7> o Leeetal. (2011)% 3 » %74 ICC
B2 TR IDBEIT U TFF N2 FFH T o R R 2R 0 GLS »
PEG - MPEG#EPR¥ A k4R & 5 iR+ PR R 7 »c &R =% » GLS ~ MPEG -
EPRz R EFFEFELAREMEM - UFSa BFFEIPLRIFEL TR » UGLS
2% E  GGEGMB] & L -

R o> R FETRR 'é'}*% FA* 2 ICCRI/I ik L Fdrm 2R > &84
G SR 3 T RRE 4\1‘%“?/?]1?.1 BHTE 2 NIRRT EEL 0 H KR A
7 EF TR 2. # LI 3% (optimism blas) F J a2 (sluggishness) 12 % ﬁ*‘*#ﬂ‘r A A
2. F M F &7 & (underreaction) £ i & & & (overreaction) e
(- )RRRF

Easton and Monahan (2005) 1 3 % ICC iz 3+ ¥4t A k@ F AR 2 FFIp| 4 =6
GLS ~ CT ~ GM ~ MPEG -~ PEG#EPR % #-3% #1iz 2HICC2»c & » ¥ B I 5 +ICCH
Yrm R AL G AR FER B RETER LEITRI AL 3 ICC
FIEA AR FREP Y AL FIERA 0 27 ICCRIZ TR AR F MY
f ff B FEPRECS £ % ?A\%%Eﬁiﬁfiér,ﬁ?“f#%\wq; FiRlg# 0 RIICC fir®
FAGS - HANFR AAITFEY AR FIERIE 2 A 5 CTHS AT
BICCE § adFamah 5 gt AATEFIERIFEL R Mz 347 > #4 ICCR 3
BA ke FIRAFFISE F B F D » B o Easton and Monahan (2005)45 2t 423
AATERIRRIRE AL (A H E L K FIppE st )V 0 RICCH 4 L 2cR 24 Fo

(= )F Bk

k47 EF F e & (analysts’ sluggishness ) Pedpdpdice & poav il 2 N AR U
FF R IR4A £ PF ot o Bl4e  Lys and Sohn (1990)% 3R » A 47 fF SR R] 47 & pr 2. AL 1k
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Bg#pwme g3 3 2.66% o Ali, Klein, and Rosenfeld (1992) 7= 4 3. » A 47
PRt e ot R AR TR A ka2 P ATIER - Guay et al.
(2010)4F 24 & 477 F o2t 2 ¥43°GG ~ GLS ~ CT ~ GM¥E PEG % .58 #7 i 3 ICCa & 2.
PR ZFE NG D AR fpue B RIFPIEAL 2% o Guay et al. (2011)%
W AATFFIRRIEEZ M2 ICCR - EE MR E fARM > A TE F putid 2
Ba- R ZABI AR RUEB T ERL FREL #5 ICCH 3 & A h3ppy
27 ERF L v Aph o Guayetal. (2011) B4 — #OR AR G AAH . B AT R
Mot B R TEPIIEL 0 XU AR L (42 AT IR E AT R FICC &
FGG ~ GLSECTE B 2 ICCHRI- % & § L4Fama i o

(Z)ERF BEF 7 &

Mohanram and Gode (2013)4F 3t~ +7FFfE Rl & F BE F B+ L GLS ~
CT ~ GM£PEG ¥ #73¢ # f7 3+1CCrx & 2 2 4F - Mohanram and Gode (2013)#-+ fx *
BT ¥ AR AT RRF AL REAF R AN F R RRERF BT
2 S ATEFARRIREAZ B 0 R A ET %WJA\ 17 EF IR RIEA 18 2 A 7 EF IR
2 A# £ 37%3ICC - Mohanram and Gode (2013)% 3 » & A 3 B ¥ SRR L » &
3 GLSHS 1 3 2 ICCH»t A RARPVE 5 FRRI 4 - F HEAF T IRRREL S 2 A H7FF
TR E2HICC v FEICCH > R K3 v 2 EE/FJ Ao gk oo Fa 3 > GLSHER
BELICC (2 ICC2 T10) 2 & it o

o~ ISR FATRRIEG S A#F2 ICC B3t

v

BB RA TR AR A B S TR AR TR E R HTICCRE Y 2
FlrEF AT E R RN IR B R A TR #gu F3E 7 F £ 5 ~(4rHouet aI.,
2012; Tang, Wu, and Zhang, 2014 ) - % #p 2 437 8] < 1,?% FERFERFR PG B
PR EYPPERTRE FE 2 FATERH Y (4-Brooks and Buckmaster, 1976; Freeman,
Ohlson, and Penman, 1982 ) X m » BFRF B 7N FAE DL T2 & AL
W3k B & o3 S R (survivorship bias) ® # @4 # &_ - Fama and French (2000)%

JEA i 4 (profitability ) 2o # %76 SERIHCS > L RAPFR B 20N 5 S R
W4 T E2 AL {8 F 477 4 ¥ Fama and French (2000)2. # %7a g iRl o5 o
* i Ipdp g lat 4 (4oFama and French, 2006; Hou and Robinson, 2006; Hou and
van Dijk, 2011 ). Hou et al. (2012)¥2 Tang et al. (2014) 12 3% & # %o fi;% 2 A#HE > 2
ARIEPIBGY 0 T URGNIE R P AR N ST ER IR G P IR 2 AR U
PEIHET A A

B A ERIE B - EAR Ak () A2 SRR (f ) dFEPE o d SO TER IR A 2

PR P d AREOTE F T 0 2 ERATEFIRIEN () A2 § () FHERFEL (GERIZ&#F
FHEIA) K (F) G ITEFIERIRG T HIES 2 MRk a@ W R ICC B3t (B) f o
YRR LR 4T - RGP ET - EATEFERIB L B A BRI BT A

FFEP I EFIER~T- BFRAEF - FAIFTEASLFEE RN FTASLSFTE o
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(= )Hou et al. (2012)#=5¢

Hou et al. (2012):2Fama and French (2000, 2006) ~ Hou and Robinson (2006)£2 Hou
and van Dijk (2011)% # %rm SEflic # FRRHN 5 A#H > 2 2 F o FA LRI
P T A T RS 2 R B AR RO A #‘rﬁﬁﬁ‘«ﬁ'l;?fﬁ P D FHFEARART 0 i
HEsC TR 2 42 BRG] o 2 24RF i (ERC) #e o BT SIS TR 2 40
P AT EF IR R F AR 4217 H3E ) o Hou et al. (2012) 4 %) 12 #5535 75 P & AR 5 o 47 FF 5
PIEARGAH 53GG~GLS~CT~GMEMPEG% T fa #1534 2. ICC» 1 #3% 7 5 ICC
f 38, % % £ ICC(composite ICC) v 3 UHVZESN SRR 5 A B L T ER IR R G A
TR F EICCLARP TR - R R I - PR UL ATEFILR] 5 AATR LT E
ICC > BN 3] 2 fﬁ.afé@vm 2 L ICCH # 475 > L id o

Lee et al. (2011) f MR FTER IR R A AH G AEICCH s A I HVZESNTER A A#H G
3+ &£ 3ICC - Leeetal (2011) 2 ICCH 24>t A KRz 3gipl4 2 HPERF B 5| 3%
£ %R M= EGG~GLS » GM ~ MPEG ~ PEG£ EPRE #5811 2 F] 5 ;8 97 iz 2 Fp £
PR B R AP o F AT ICCL s R BB U F]F H5N g 3t 2

TRH T o R ETH 2R T 0 MGLS - GG EPRE i » GM ~ PEG¥? MPEG»x &
A RPEFEREADCRETE UGGk & » GLSEPR#PEGEA =t » GM¥? MPEG# £ -

(= )Tang et al. (2014)#3¢ (4™ FHTWZ)

Tang et al. (2014)#GLSHE 3 3-ICC » £ ALY b & e 38 4 » &
r2Fama and French (2006)# %7 & JE 44 4 SgplHS 5 E»’sﬁ’ TERIGLSHEN 7 p Hp 7
2.ROE > # HEMICCE- 1t T30 FRAFHEEFH RS > F 553 H R %7
(1 =R

B2 1;& PR ST B ARTR RIS B3R ICC2 7 3 fit o Jones and Tuzel (2013)
TR AP H T PR TR BRI HEE 2 SE Y - Jones and
Tuzel (2013)# GLSH-:C 3+ICC > * F F% v R AR R 2 HVZ 2 TWZHEC3S R85

PUIE 3P| #P Y 2 ROE -

FoF LR
FoR SRSk A E B
AR LE A EREIIROPLEIRET £ 4 (ICC) Rz
BT R Kb RS E T AL AL B E R 1994 & 1 2013 & £ 3+ 20

=

=
#1993 £ 3 2012 EHFEF R EHBFTHETHE HVZ WA TFRIE A LT & Pépz

Vod i RS TR L AR R s LA KB (TROA) A Ak (Ao EPS &
AL R AT R BT L R A S R0 Houetal. (2012)5
BTG BTN S FRIS B %G PR AN ‘J*ih
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BLFREDG 2340 £ 207 2o FPHPRF R FRA2 o0 28t 3 23481 £ K op
95911 b 2 SRt EE b B RS O T 3R HVZ R Wﬂﬂ%%vﬁ“%”g ® %
3 7% % (survivorship bias) P AZ o d 3t TE) X F3g R FALE p 2000 £ 403 - X 7
FARTLRITRE ot RAEGYIERI S 2 AT EFARRIPE 0 B A F R p 1999 £ 3 2012
EofP B R EAYE (BN PATERIZ &7 &8t 7,999(14,462) %
B4 ompEs EAME (B ) BATERIZ 2P Bl 2,617(14,462) 0 & F W pE-
£ (A E) SATEFIRRIZ o P & B E HV IR0 55% (2 18%) 0 R S #E A 4T
FRApRl mE R 27 B BTSRRI RGN L E R R A AT A
FHEEA 2.

FIREIEET A AR #*”Tﬁ*zﬁﬁ‘ﬁg_ﬁ EFA S BIICC A 0 <3 1
1% 23EGLS ~ CTEGGE K ICCHF & 2 ek 2 & foffma - &4 B &f22ICC
(4rOJH58 2 MPEGHSS ) 2N 8 @ g2 gL (dof iz T243) 55 3
g - AICC R E G 16123 £ 207 Fdc Y AL 2T G
T T0% ;PR AR E L RS P 2ICCH BRI E R A Bk ff A At g o
FiEod AR Y 3T LIICCHRI LA FE L - LR E - FICCH S
B EGTRICCA e R SR ® 2 ARG 10,843 £ 20 P Ed Pog ik k-
ECFRAFPIZERE (S 3 A RN T TR FtTF B3tz At 3 10,058 & o 7 &
BooF o RV EIMERGEFEL G MM PR BRI LGS
PRl RAREE FELG “F b G HEEHE - BICCL RBEEFF 8307 £ 2
PER B AP EFRRIFEFARE R R R 7 I P8 AL TR
N?ﬁ’éiﬁ%@ﬁ%g#?ua;%ﬁﬁwwgﬁé%ﬁ%74 [l
684 F e

AL A FALEE-p TEIJRFE2 %l TR (AR T4 p TEJ# 2 7 M4k
FTARE A g R TP TR X FRRIFRE S B3 EE LRI TRPA
TEI i FHE

= SRR @ ARTR RIS

ARy 3t Houetal. (2012)4 %75 @4RTERIHS > S TERI A 2 P A kT &
)i.;}éﬁ F]i fl}i_lggB“LZOlZ&Fm?A_‘&}i(r’r’%t<&>"1“«&)§auloﬁ
iR & T (pooling data) 3+ 7w fF s

= [, + B Asset, + S,Dividend,, + £,DivDum, + g,Earn, + S,NegEarn,
+psAccrual, + &, (1)

"-’%

B ey %9 @en0.01% o
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H? Earn,, =% t+r & (=1~5) BF F EMPHE S Asse =S tEH A FT AL
¢ ; Dividend; % t # % i "R £ %4 ; DivDum, 7 = @ £_F § 4~ etk ]2 m# % fic
DivDum=1 - % Dividend;>0- & B| % 0; NegEarn,=1- % Earn,<0- & B = 0; Accrual;
SSRER N S e t&w&igi*wnﬁi—”t&%é*“E%ﬁéﬂﬁéo

Pttt EFA2ZFR O HABIRASCESNtr9E I R tr AL 10 E2ZRETF
Ao (1) l’é?ff‘ﬁﬁi%&«” FULELBRREZE > TP ENE the & (1=1-5)
2ZFEIFREF AT RFTPHROPIFHL B2 EZFT &3 & (7 E(re)) PFo
LR tHl E S T K2 EE D B L AH TR Ftr9ET Y tr &7 MAE
FTRATHEIPFITEIRTA S kAP L FRFREEIRETESART B
# A ¢k 7gp] (out-of-sample forecasts) (Hou et al., 2012) - £ Ko rAEF WE KPR
zs%t&g&&%;ﬁﬁ%&ﬁ%%%?ﬁwﬁ%%?&ﬁ%’ﬁ?%ﬁ%%#
Lo 3T WARMER TSR AR REGFEZ R B Y 1
jai 99 F A it (T B A A (winsorize) o

WUR LA AT FAIFR ICC G E ICC R TR 2 R A o

=
AR
:4
?“

(DEEIHtE P2 BERINPESDS tHL E DD
g RIE R G IERE P E R Jfﬂﬂ\ TRIR B AR E & AT R AR
BB A2 ST

\ \
( | \

» 1 FUE FtHlE FUHLE Ht2a
6" & EIHONE 2 N 4
Mt 679 & MiEES4 60 A

| | | | —

\ v IT\ Y J

@it rd BFORZINZIELIDE T MpHtHlET Y 1p
F 2P E 19 EEFREFIQZHFPR L gpEo o nL s

1

E1% trevr BORRPHELSTE 1 I oy (1338) 27
me Ry, DELIE TS ELE gapp e a3t
Ry thTE T 67 R2ZEFED B A#H & ICC 2.3z -

2fure Ry L P RS EE UL E2RG e R
2 i o BEF &£~ 4+ (ICC)- P2 ICC2 5% t+#1 £ 6

BB R tHL E 6 P 2 KPS FVERL%
FiwoHWPIPHRST S tHL E PR M 3T
3% 42 & P AR IR o LHGUE R ICC 2 %2R o

W1l 23 F4FRICC R ICCHARITRLFRTR
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=2 EEEET &S A (ICC) 2 /B3

AFTUSHLEG Y R EF T EE S L I ¥ 45 2 A FRIF AL A
o BFRETIREGS - FIRFZREERT FAL L8 > B3P % t+l &
"7‘\ A\}E *E-& F ﬁq\' j\ °

(= )% 147 4#558 (Dividend Discount Model, DDM) :
1. GGH 2 '8 5 # £ épﬁi(&6>”

Gordon and Gordon (1997)# & FF E 4TI 53 ICC Y % - PR G w &
(t+1~t+4) > p % T #A=E » TR 3 (t+5—>oo) o Ft+l T t+5 E F A GIEHVZE
IR AR BRIERIDF L &R ﬁbmiﬂﬁ%mwk FRIEZHARLE P
" g?\f:}’ 2 5% 3k F St @4 (normalized earnings) r 3k BRI A e o % g
2 By IR OGRS RSB EENNT & R F AL o WHGG
st\_;\ ;ljm R L
L OE(.) |, E(Eam,)

Me=2,

= L+ Tige) tGG(1+ GG) 2

',‘E': - Mt EN t+1 .& 6 A }% *E‘ T IE' ; dt+‘[::}§ t+f '/&:}'E)‘EIJEF—’TJ Earnt+l’ ‘}7 t+
T EIPPIF AR O

(= )4 2 4#5% (Residual Income Model, RIM) :
LOLSH 227 EEF &+~ ()

Gebhardt et al. (2001)#: = Fe < F148 &4 (RE) $5% > % - FFEg ° 3EiE'JﬁFFE’F a

Z & (t+1~t+3) > % - P 5~ & (tHH4~t+11) 2 i"ﬁifiﬁfﬁﬁ}’ IR S
(t+12—>00 )o % t+ 7 & 2 F|4p P4 RE,, = Wlxmoaﬂ—h&g,ﬁe aﬂfr‘n
TEPA LG § E ROE,, =Earn, +B, ., ° % - Ff & RE M3 HVZ #5335 R

Fo EERG B B2 IR R D7 FAM G (clean surplus relation, CSR) :
B..=B.,,+Earmn,  x(1-PR,) > 27 PRu,=% t+ 7 £ L flApF » HiERE GG
s 4p e o GLS 3K ROE p % t+4 #4423 & tH12 & L2 ML 71 2 ¥ ROE -
AFROE%M%t-103 % t-1 #2102 2 ¥ ROE 2 ¥ ::E:x;; o % P& Gebhardt
et al. (2001)z i®;# » 3+ % & ¥ ROE p¥ » :}“ﬁlﬁ ¥P i 7 o A ¥ W %3 TSE 2
AR e BB B IR IPEEER > & TV, F3 REt+12~ ) ﬂ‘ f o GLS fi-5*
Z| 5T 4 F 51](3);\1 :

Bt it B TR EEFRL 0 LA A 4R BP S 0 W3 GG it o 4 PSS
B el LT oo R L A e 2

20 Gebhardt et al. (2001) 4 14 5, 5 & 516% i 3+ ¥ 21 F 4> 6% % Gebhardt et al. (2001) % Bk & 2 & 2.
TROA ARG U AYE S DS P2 TIROA G 5%R R AR Fa o
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4 E [(ROEm tGLS)BHr 1] E [(ROEHlZ tGLS)BHll]

M, =B, + Z

p L+ tos) It 6Ls L+ t,6LS ) (3)

2CTHNZEZRET &+~ ()

Claus and Thomas (2001)#x & F& £ f14 & 48 (RE) #55% > % — FF £ 3 "LIE R
R LT & (tHl~t45 ) > F - PP B L A2 TR B (46— o0 ) o
RE. =B 1 x(ROE,, —ficr) o & - ps RE 8 HVZ IS SEiRI B 46 > 1 5 15 5 0
B 2- FF iR R & I CSR » * 4| 5x K 2. i3k 22 GLSH-5% 49 = - Claus and Thomas (2001)
B SR OPEEK B R R FtH6 AARERAFIEF o 2 £ -
Claus and Thomas (2001) ik A S = £ 5 Up E303p sl e > £ 2 p £ 8
EReTIF (FR10EH 2G5 ) 8 3%k 2o 28 7 %% Hail and Leuz
(2006) B+ B REFHEF &S A2 T2 > N HHLE HH2 E5 &2 Tio [
B kAL £ 6 0 RZ TP PR > {0 o CTH 40T 71(4)
o

> Et [(ROEI+T — CT)Bt+r—1] " Et [(ROEHS —f; t,CT )Bt+4:|(1+ gP)

M, =B+

p= @+ fer) (fer —9e)A+Rer)’ (4)

d 3t GLS #1558 ~CT #5382 GG #2283 F &4 = #3254 B & 2 (closed-form
squtlon) CRAFPTHREEAT IR PRI LEF T A A 0 A ]
REREET B2 FAAREY E501% vRTHELBA -

()&% 242 & ;% (Abnormal Earnings Growth Model, AEGM) :
TR T Y FeA LS (AEGM) R EIRETES ALY ¢ 8

Gode and Mohanram (2003) 4 %2 Easton (2004) - & *38 AEG % #-3% 4T 7(5) 5%
( Ohlson and Juettner-Nauroth, 2005 ) :

M — E (Earnt+1) + Et(AEGHZ) Foeet Et(AEGt+T+1)

e, re (L+re,) e @+re) (5)
He
AEG,,, =Earn, +d, ,xr., —Earn, ,(1+r.,) (5a)
=Earn,,, x(G,, — 1) (5b)
G,, =(Earn, +d, , xr. )+Earn, -1

gt+r = (EarnHr - EarnHr—l) _1

2O3%E N THEY YT ODP FEF > BURBTENTFRLGTF -
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(5a);* ¢ ( Earn,, +d e ) =% thT £ 2. 7 4 @48 (cum-dividend earnings) o
(BD)& * Gurd ¥ thT 2 7 .ip_%‘%'\'v\—r G- )R F T ELRE R

t+z'—1

£ %o
Ohlson and Juettner-Nauroth (2005)#-(5) f§ i* % £& Tk fi 22 AEG #i55% » B3k -
AEGt+T+1 AEGHT X (1+ 7/) Vr>2 (6)

He py=f okl (p $ 43 A )AEG 2 A F AL 5> y<rg o ()2 BHT >
(B)¥ :x® & T A7)
— Et(EarnH—l) + Et(AEGt+2) (7)

Meq rE,t(rE,t -7)

Ml
Ohlson and Juettner-Nauroth (2005)z F* > ¥ & #& %4 i 2 % J1 5 {43 1% 1=
(sufficiently generous dividend policy) % » By = lim,_(AEarn.,~Earn,,) - | >
AEGZ A & FFIEFLFHL AFIEF g K77 Tyog, (N7 -

BTH A (8)5

v Eu(Eam,,) ( E,(Gy..)~ G J

t
rE,t rEt _gP

(8)

2 ﬁ% FAL(B): 5 & Fe B @ A= & fic7¢ (Penman, 2013) » OJ #i-5% - 4& 245 (7) &
(8)5* - u OJ H3 4 2%?31’ EITHN Y g, 2R lFc R (PRuy) g;giﬂ,\ N
FPUREN e EEIRET A S AL BN ) AT o

LOI 2 e EEF &>+ (fy,)
@) BEERE > T ENEEFT LS AP EfE 4o #)(9)5¢ - Gode and
Mohanram (2003):#-9) s\ #& (F1 > S G EZHF T & AdoT ¢
05
E,(Earn,)
IM—”X(QS_QP)}

t

t QJ A)J |: J + (9)

He

t

g, = 0.5 Et (Earn‘+3) — Ef (Earnt+2) + Et (Eal’an) - Et (Earnt+4)
s E,(Earn,,) E,(Earn,,,)

22 Ohlson and Juettner-Nauroth (2005)#-4% e & 5 e R & 5§ A F RIS et > (l-y+r) » hik
LB T > I ROE=1, > & (l-y+r) £ 2 aF FHAE S L Fyz wqlspF
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He g =P FH>LF > 2877 4B Gode and Mohanram (2003)2. 172 » v
FUH3 EFAS LI LY 5 E PR L F2 Tiafhitg, o wpE- & RS Y
PHRLIEF U HVZENZA L A#H R - g, 5 AEG A+ £ F > ik CT
Bl Ap e o gt #h o B PR, =PR °

2.PEG V2 "2 7 # & F £ & (Tf, ) (Easton, 2004)

PEG #i3% %% 8 % {14 fle % PRy = 02 A H £ 5 g, =0pF - O st 2
B o & 7 = &+ (Price-earnings growth, PEG) z_ 7 _#&4c(10):¢ & FAE 4= £ fiC
F8)iET M PEG G EF T & A2 WG AH - 18(8)5 P w FA L L : G2
BELERIET LR R PECGRFL Y ey L EHAE S g, P 0 B
WARP RAIA e F PR =00 RIG,=0,, ° ¥ » B® AL Fg,=0"Rd(8)
FFE ST A(10) 2 (12)5¢

PEG. — M, +E (Earn,,) _ 1
! g, x100 IPEG x100 (20)
g 0.5
PEG, x100)° :
fupee =( ) {Mt + Et(EarnM)} (11)
Ho g, =05 Et(Earnt+3)_Et(Earnt+2) + Et(Earnt+5)_Et(Earnt+4) , PEG%‘L;EI:
E,(Earn,,) E,(Earn,,)
SiY 2 El AR Fog o Higt=2 220N e 2,
SMPEGH 2 "E 7 H#EZF £ & (Typee )
BRAFFEF Q=0 MABEFEIEFE@)TH 5771258 -
E (Earn,,,) °
+ A\/] t t+1 Xg :|
tPEG A MPEG |: PEG Mt S (12)
- :0.5( Et(D|V|dendt+l)J ,
Mt
_ o5 Eu(Earn.,)—E (Earn,,)  E (Earn,)- Et(EarnM)J
) E, (Earn,,,) E, (Earn,,,)

B OB PEGHFAEH S EFL R 22 (PR - R FEFTNY 2 EPEIE I Y
(Easton, 2004; Easton and Monahan, 2005 )- 3 & 12 % t+5 & 2. @ 4= £ F 3+ ¥ (Guayetal., 2011)
R Jauw‘i % (Botosan and Plumlee, 2005; Botosan et al., 2011 ) o &7 3% f5 2 r.)iﬂ%# &
i #fﬁpfﬁ fs_ F 7 RF)EF ad hoc 2 £ B B =R > &ty PEG 2 mi) & £ Fprirs O
Model 2 MPEG Model - 3% sk -
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g (11)22(12) - 7 02 % o PEG #0552 £ B8 {14 fie % 0 pF MPEG
S BBl Eew et #(12)5 45 1 I 5 PEG fi5¢ (modified PEG, MPEG) -

4, EPR’h—} itéﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁq\'% ( EPR)

d (7) @) 20K » 2 FmEe XL g > 3§ AEGL,=0 (£ 7 1
G,=I,) P> #FFT &= A%E 3 245% 15 (earnings-price ratio, EPR) » # =

;\‘ o T 24 :

l’.‘ _ Et(EarnHl)

t,EPR Mt (13)

A= I g R RETE e S ICC B2 T0EE - L ICC
(rCOM ) iz -5 38 ICC 1"“"‘? r L L - IE\_.‘,‘FV"#F}%}T ’ n—\—t’t-*l B30 0% W B ] |ICC im
T2 HTEEAL o
PR RET S ARPELRRAS B
AFEE 1 EIEICC 53 fﬁ\i FIAEP2 TR 2 HE 2PV RBRL G
ZMBH T EESa R T AR ICC 2 BREAFERLI R E k=G
BRI -
(C)EFREFTEF 2 F AR FRFPLITRS
A&7 % 2 Vuolteenaho (2002) = 5 34F f¥ 2. S 4 f2 405 5 78 4§ -3 Botosan et
L 01> Mg m B8R L2 FFHHEP I L2 H3 202 > 0T ARG RBREL A
EIRETFTESABIHEIA R F R FE P

RET,., = B, + BICCy; + B,CFN; , + BERN; ; + &,y (14)
He o,
RETiw1 = P HHIET P41 5% H2£67" K12 B " 2455 PR
ICCkit = MFHLEG? K2 j#F7 B2 HVZ H5NFERF AL AH Hir
b K('!ir'GLS)“rr"‘J-? Q’g‘ﬁ;ﬁ?!ﬁ:‘,\:j\ ;
CFNis1 = S tHlEc FRFMPHPF2ZRESENL > ENF HL EFE P4

BHVZ NS Ll R FA- NS H1 26 2 AHEFH BT
ERNjws = % t+1 & ¢ F IR ¥ B 2 3¢ & 38 ¥ 20 4 =Betaj.,—Beta;; °
Betay,.;(Betay) 412 % t+2 (t+1)# 6 * &% 60 B * (3> 24 B * )
22 VAR R 0 T SN 532 Beta o
*EF U(14)N P GBS BRI T A B L BRI L R
FKHCGLS)#7 fe 3HICCH > K ke 4Rz FEiRl 4 » Bh B E <> 0 B ICC¥»t &

% gl EIERIFALE O B H B

=k
P
=9
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KR EFERIA - AT TR I/ AT AR FENE T BFRT 2 Iﬁ,;{ﬁ 105 - 3
% o AATY BB A & fF iz t % (Famaand MacBeth, 1973) 3= % é\j\;ﬂ;ﬁm;g
R 2ZART TER GRELBIRET EF AR AR g
(C)EEWET &S A2 2P R GH 12 M

*Pi%@é%iﬁ%@@x;p A R NP RGN 22T B
U PRI R R ICC Bt 2 P btk 42 BB (Botosanetal., 2011) :

ICC

e n\

=7, + UBeta, +y,Size, +y,BM; +y,LEV, + 7, AQ,

Kit
+y volatility, + y,Growth, + ¢, (15)
He

ICCxit = TERW

UBetaj = Betay+(1+Dy+ My) o Beta 2 78 * s\ % D ¥ t £ R £ 3 4
ﬁ f(zg-EpIPHL ) M=5 t EHAELZD B FH y>0

Sizej; = S+l &6 REFD EZ p Rt FFH y2<0;

BM;; = FtEHPREFEG Y E/FLEDAEED B Y v0;

LEVi = Di+Mi> 58 v4>0 5

AQit = r2Francis et al. (2005)#57% & 3+ 2 foit & =12 $tE R K
(Accrual) #t%t-1 & ~ Hte 22 5it+l & %’@‘mf:ﬁ% - FtE
e r RF 8 StEDPRFATFT ARG (977 Ly
FtEHARFTETR) » 4 ¥ ETF’"LH—# :’—’*L@if I ERE
z.uE%hz<1%aﬁwwsm6

\olatility;, = P+l E 6T R 60 B (L2400 )2 P FFPEHR

%‘? e REIREZL > Y v20
Growthj; = StERFAILES > IEH y00
A F7 7 B R & TR i ¢ Fama and MacBeth (1973) 4~ - i j fhdic2 & 0 1
(15);% ¢ LR GERGERIIEED 2 o B LY LR MBI PR E 7T
Mo RITFEGEZES .éié-j‘\iva:}i c E LT R G G ~ S b B ATEH
THUEARTE AR g

B A7 A% Easton and Monahan (2005) 4 & 3 & i B2 L & sg 4 pian L 2 3 % - Easton and
Monahan (2005) 14 ICC f 3+ 2. % & =2 g # 4F f* 31 4, - Botosan et al. (2011)4fF » P AERC R
KAt A kIR T FER fiwafﬁ% » ICC ta#kc* = ¥ & B2 ¥ - Botosan et al. (2011)4558 @ 3 &8 &
WA 2 P d iy 2 45 Value Line B AR FRRIL R *?;/?/\#%ETB TR O rv:*
B3 A~ g ¢t ¢h > Botosan etal. (2011) ¢ FEHP AR L 2 Al Bl ¢ R R G IS
ZZgE o d TR ELAFTY P AR %?L =& S ]| PRI T Guayetal.(ZOll)i;;ﬂ“-n’;'"‘v %o d
AT R E RN S m?ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ’” AL ARG AR EL 0 A Y 3 ICC A E A
@’%ﬁ*‘l’ilp %o 2R o

B gt AEEERIEAED N &FtEZAQANT L2 tEZ EHE S 2 (rolling) i
BERAFRE IR 2 ERAER L20EF M e R ¥ u|k TSE 20 & £ A 47 o
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E)ETRET LI 22 PRAAFEHLIPEN

Leeetal (2011)45 41> £ F *c R 2 B E T f«iakm e OF dE 5 R AR S
ZRETR ARHER > AR A TR S LR YR xﬁ%‘ﬁﬁfﬁ%ﬁv °
Leeetal. (2011)% B ' G+ PR A7 e L %2 V’fﬂ RRERESERE RSl A
FTAEIARH2ZBEAIR - B AR Fﬁ;}_%ﬂﬂ( 12 ICC fz3* > HpF
Fé‘*)iw] »h f & o Leeetal (2011)2 A& A 458 4o ¢
=er, +,

it+1 (16)

|t+1
eri = er, + , 17)

Cov(er,,d,,,) =Cov(er,,®,) =0,Cov(5,,5,, ) =0,Vt =7

it?

LL.

Fit+1 = t+1 & FIRIRPFY S

erit = REBFZFGLEALFFHEP

Oit+1 = FtH1H AFEH L F IR B > Cov (eriy, 8it1)=0 ;

ery = RFFIPHRAFTERZFFT TGS t+1ﬁ‘§5%§ N A

Wit = RIFESRARBFZHFESL -
327 i ICCHFEHL o2 ¥ B H7 - E 40T

Var, (e, ) =Var, (é}it) - 2[Var(e )+ Cov(er,, a),t)] +Var(er,) (18)
d (16)5¢ »
Cov( It+l,erit)=Covi(er +0,.,,€r, + @) =Var(er,) + Cov(er,, w,) (29)

#-(19)5% & w (18) 5% » ¥ ¥ ¢
Var (w,) =Var, (eri) — 2Cov(r, ., er«) +Var(er,) (20)
£ MVar, (@,) =Var, (eri) — 2Cov(r, ,,r«) (21)

(18)5% ¥ & {2 - 78 Varerp)? % ICC 33 ZEH 2 B it #&72 F ICC
FEFAZFRRI|FRE P> 55 E w38 > 7 MVar;(wy) ° Leeetal. (2011)#-
HEHZLB01 ICCHFRERAPTAIREE - SBQRYN > v IEEL7 i 2/
B R A3 5 0 & 95 ICC & 342 MVar (wy) » #5007 v e ﬁﬁx& 4 (20)% (21) >
MVar; (wi) =Var; (wy)—Var; (ery) = Fl#t » & ICC I pH R F 2 = F N2> P
MVar; (wy) = —Var; (ery) » #&—Var;(er;) = MVar;(wy)2 = % (lower bound) -

RFEL 01994 3 2012 & (L AER 60 RRED B LA KRS 19
E2 ERAEFITH (RIS F 8# ) - Fanit 8 4pik2 MVari(wy) ° » &7 7
B ICC Bz 4 i » e dwigE 41 8 7 4p e iRz o7 AtkA 0 232684 7o 12
&7 83 ICC 4p 1% MVar; (wi) 2 = ¥ t 1 T -
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23S

- ~Houetal (2012)# %7 PATFRH N2 3-8 %

#. 1 Panel A7 |+ 7 HVZH5Y & 248 % iz s szt - Panel BRY| 71|77 HVZH:5¢ 2.
fyribd o A ¢ HF4 (5 1993-2012 & £ 20 & A & @ fF 3 R Ad). RP2 ﬁﬁﬁ
7T af ) 2 20 £ A £ Ep; % Bickk Newey-West & # 282+ & 2_ti& - Panel B&g T » 11 &

AEREIIFOPTHREFHVZESHA R - E1T 2 2R FRI2 —li”adj
R2 kw5 72.0% ~ 59.3% ~ 53.8% ~ 49.4% )1 2 44.7% > H R4 245> BB E S
mmaaamaawwé%—ﬁﬂo%mCNﬁﬁumaw\wfix £ P2
Bl&H o 2RHVZ > 28 7 3E Rk (Bias) &4 72 (Accuracy) k3iFi ?E;EJW
B o # ¢ Bias,, =(Earny,. - FEarnu,)+M; - FEarn,, = % t+r# g/ 24 > Mz 5t+1 £ 6
" R E P B > Accuracy=Biasz. F #fiE - Panel Cig-r - % Tgip| & BRIR P HiE2 T35

B 5 p 0 BT HVZESGSIERIE 5 B & B ©Houetal. (2012)2 B % #g iz o 7 i >
HVZ S 20 SRR B F MO A7 B3R R] 0 4rd 2 9771 o
SRR A PR R

# 2 Panel A & Panel B 4 %] 77 1999 1 2012 # #j FF =+ - & & » -2t & g

FroafmoaompE- & (1) #wpEs & (142) HVZ fo3CSEiRl 2 4 2 47 (7 3
Wﬁ%(UMH{E6E%*ﬁ;ﬁﬁl%)’lb&ﬁé%&u;gﬁ@#&o
AATEF R IR GHER LI S L E 6 0 Ko AT KB ARG E TR Y o vt
F B - ﬁiﬁﬂﬁ'wfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂfé T T OCLE I LA 4T R TR
TR EMEFFPES L LHEWpES E IR AT IR L 8K (2617) i
F RN TR A B (14,462) 18% - Panel C 717 7 7% 35| 22 & 47 fF TR &
L SR A S #Bwﬁ§i°?”iWquﬁu%”WN$ﬁ7#P%
Gl =T AT K R BRTRIEE LD BT R (52 49 B fhdice Panel C AT
B TRRIZARE ST ERIZ AR F R RAPH O wpE- (2 ) EFHREHL
na;EJ C S X2 P M Rl 0920(0880) Hxtwptk- (2 ) EEED BT REF
Bl = K2 ApM fhic s 0498(0.319) $3wpE- (= ) & A& TR
J vk’*‘“* REAC F 2 A Tl 0.819(0.739) 0 4 17 EF R R F AR S R
LD A5 09T(0.T96) 5 81 PR (2 ) &I E IR
R’ 1‘1;\ RIFARE R R 2 A (i85 0.501(0.180) 0 A A7 R iR| &
FREH K2 AP (85 0.306(0.109) -

4y 44
wr_m, *mﬂ

\.r «%% & "‘
Iy

T Glde s Pz BHPBAER > HYA K- T2 E Do b2 fo 3+ fides w)iE 0.715 ~ 0.658 £ 0.668 -

WA ART EFRAFYTARCEHFLAM LD RBFEEHT AN n R
TIFTR 2 BRI o £ FWAEIE 2 7 A R BRH e FRRS Y R F R 202
LR LR RS
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o 3HHEN ARG AP IRRIL SRS B R FaE
Pe- £ @B apES & PAUITIRS 10%$7IR 18 2 & ¥ (Houetal., 2012) - Panel
ABT o BE\FERFAEL|TIFIRERIEAIDE § BB B2 Hh - £83 &
2. FARIEIR] > BN TERI 2 TR R I EESRE F ) Y o T ER SRR - Panel B B ot 0 7 an 1l
Pe- EAMPERS E2 FAIR O HNFFRIFAE SRR PR TIOHER YA
Myrid ol )]*uq‘a‘ﬂifif ¢ TG o A FTERIRP 2 M AR R iR F - Panel A &2 Panel
B 2 %% ¥ Houetal. (2012)2_ & % #5 i1 - Panel C 2_ & % &7 » fio3V TR P22 o 47 EF 3
2. ERC ia,&s B BT RNIER B ARE S ATERIERI ZARIDE 5 BT X
= ﬁa ERC ¥ %” B oo Tt AR uﬁ_' TRIR| F AP o T EFIR R B AR TS
YA 11&.4?/ Bz A HH BRET T o

SRIBET &S AR Ry

47077201994 5 2013 EW R - kP LEN TR oA ERE L HD
“%§ﬁ3ﬁ§$i\&#i?m % 4857 > %1994 3 2013 £ 120 EHF 5 14

FEICCR T —Tlooy » 2#H > & fﬁﬁiPﬂﬁf‘ "’fﬁg‘d\f‘?\‘ﬂ‘lij&(é
4 §1029M94%@"§§*En *ﬁmﬁwfl&aﬁmélzgg % 7.55%(7.16%) -
s RN 2 ICCR P A RT A L S BHEE I OJEMPEGS RN 2 B EkE

H=xi& A 5 CT~GLS - GGEPEG > EPR7 e L&nk& BPEREZIRGN K
Moo bl CTEGG Y #7 FFE 5 "ﬁ TIEIRIEP 7 4Rt > ACTEGGZ # i
WAoo FHB LA IDHEERK 0 R BERR B L B ER K
Py > © AFF 7 #7% 3+1CC ¥ Hail and Leuz (2006) 44 - A+ B 1 = 7 ) &
P2 ICCH ST - AT TRV LRI MER RIEP T RT TR AR =
éﬁy\i%&ﬂg-ﬂf 2k 2,

Z4Panel C7|7 7 Szt b ¥+ 3 2 7 1994 3 2013 & [ g, 2 % 2 HE5
ICC r"‘“*’m&‘éﬁ'f ZPERARAFH Y GRGTIF AL EER G SR A
10 & 2 =xd |5 grR W= g7 7 1999 1 2013 & P& 5 £ 5 b " % F*(IRP)
B 5P GDP 2 & F2 A% W - Bl-Kr L EERGEME P GDP 2 L X ]}
PAGF o e RRHEHARSL (RI)DF LI RIRGEPRK (F) &
¥y i CAPM(intertemporal CAPM)(Merton, 1973)2_ 32 #4575 8 — 3k ©

[
v>‘_ “l'\jk-

KN

b

e

I

W

e

B L ARREAWNICC Rt AR GUB BN ERAEZ HALAH > A 2LERE R AL
Fot Bt AR b ICC B3N A B ¥ 4 £ B 424 - Panel A 887 » OJ~ MPEG £ PEG
BAZRS > pPEd o F IR @ i) (e PeRIEFEE) £1F7 M EPR 24
AETEFPE-PFRL L 2B - Composite 3= 3 ICC 2 T354c (53 -8 ICC &k if) -
BB ARIERPE > B £ fBICC B % RAIR > KRR ER PR A 2 foit at;Lf 243k -
Hail and Leuz (2006)2 i B4% ~ 3P F¥ j&d 1992 1 2001 # - AL BRG] 699 L0PER HE
GLS ~ CT ~ OJ £ PEG = & #i5% #7 iz 3+ ICC 2. T sadcfrE # 5 7 %\j\ C LT AIITICC 2 ¢
gt 9.87% > *F= % 4% GLS ~ CT ~ 0J & PEG = 3% ICC 2. T35 > H 1993 % 2001 2 # » T 3aic ( #

) 5 10.39% (9 87%) - ¢ *+ » Damodaran (2012)%4>* 2012 # [ %% ¥h "G F 2 2355 5 7.05% -
HFET LA RO P 23T LR 6.5%3 7.5%2 % Bh G E Y 3t (F Fakt 0 2010) -

29
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% 1 Houetal (2012)@4FERIH2 B3-S % 2FREF
Panel A: Hou et al. (2012) & 43¢ B 5% #75 % #ic2 st 3u3t (N=22,340)
Variable Mean 1% 25% Median 75% 99% STD
Earn, 393.88 -1210.99 5.38 70.62 259.15 8735.80 1591.11
Asset; 7804.02 49.47 794.54 1967.38 5422.33 116000.00 22020.00
Dividend, 219.63 0.00 0.00 5.00 101.82 4680.50 903.99
DivDum, 0.51 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.50
NegEarn, 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.40
Accrual, -148.03 -6928.20  -154.96 -16.64 74.23 3219.60 1328.12
Panel B: Hou et al. (2012) 5% 4 # # #76 it §f 33+ (2 ez PFRF & 7] 358527 Newey-West t (&
LHS Intercept Asset; Dividend;  DivDum Earn; NegEarn,  Accrual; Adj. R?
Earn..; Coefficient 15.286™ 0.013™  0373"  -7.309 0.715™  3.656 -0.100™"  71.99%
t-stat. 1.87 5.10 2.53 -0.38 18.02 0.26 -14.65
Earn.., Coefficient 16.284 0.022™ 0242 20.640 0.658™" 58.418™  -0.100™"  59.33%
t-stat. 1.42 6.50 1.40 1.02 17.69 3.53 -5.79
Earn.; Coefficient 33.356™"  0.027""  0.108 28.085™ 0.668™" 83.714™  -0.148™" 53.82%
t-stat. 3.15 452 0.68 2.97 8.17 4.15 -5.12
Earn., Coefficient 58360  0.029™  0.177 10.800 0.691"  95.021""  -0.146™"  49.37%
t-stat. 5.23 3.55 1.26 0.90 6.43 3.92 -6.11
Earn.s Coefficient 59.497""  0.033™  0.175 20.724 0.687"" 120.864™  -0.106™"  44.71%
t-stat. 4.02 3.36 0.98 1.09 5.30 3.42 -3.15
Panel C: Hou et al. (2012)#5  fipl A k7 # @ 4p2 SpRI 51
Forecast Quality N Mean 1% 25% Median 75% 99% STD
Earny, Bias 14.947 -0.0351  -0.6747 -0.0610 -0.0117 0.0222 0.3452 0.2038
Accuracy 0.0880 0.0006 0.0163 0.0409 0.0898 0.7657 0.1871
Earn.., Bias 13627 -0.0469 -0.7192 -0.0882  -0.0254 0.0223 0.3821 0.2163
Accuracy 0.1062 0.0008 0.0242 0.0569 0.1188 0.8051 0.1942
Earn..; Bias 12357 -0.0617 -0.8193 -0.1130 -0.0378 0.0190 0.4262 0.2241
Accuracy 0.1242 0.0012 0.0305 0.0694 0.1441 0.8624 0.1965
Earny, Bias 11137 -0.0714  -0.8852 -0.1323  -0.0475 0.0180 0.5485 0.2525
Accuracy 0.1458 0.0011 0.0363 0.0820 0.1709 1.0518 0.2182
Earn.s Bias 9.047 -0.0708  -0.9779  -0.1425 -0.0541 0.0193 0.7029 0.2871
Accuracy 0.1630 0.0016 0.0418 0.0912 0.1890 1.1522 0.2467

1. #% 75 Houetal (2012)’5%&;/? AR F A R} AT

3% % (Panel B) 1z 4=

%%ﬂﬁ%

)

“FtERp FE2

st (Panel A) ~ % ﬁ}ié\ﬁﬁ?ﬁjﬁi'é

N Bt B R TRRIA kKT E P a2 SRR n—’?“r o H M1 E 6 7 KiE

L% t+1

3% t5 2 PRI o
DivDumtzl % Dividend;>0 » ;’u Pls 05 Earntzif; t &

iﬂfﬁﬁylliﬂ& tid 5 20 & & it GF fhdicdk Newey-West #2353 5 2

=(FF IR TR W)TH L E 61 AHEE B E - Accuracy=Bias 2
w47 i2 0010052 012 BE-kiEt (FE) o

Kk Kk

2. N N

’wﬂéap/? Bt g2 10&%;%1& BABFTHEAF G NP R tE LEES R ERS S L
S 5 EARRIBN 2 Bt Gl R R A
;T ; Dividend=% t # ¥ @ %R & %71

¥ EIM S E 5 NegEarn=1-> % Earn,<0> % R % 0 Accrual=% t & % &3 £ ¢
BERE - PaneIA‘,!r‘.r;;%a%gt?F v H s %&\E ::&:mﬁ“frg
Panel B & % #ic2 i #c2 Adj. R* % 1993 I 2012 & 4.3~ 20 & & & P F 2 o3t e Ad). R?
t i& - Panel C z_ BiasS;k
F¥E -

Asset=% t #8 X

§ t

.:-Fi A
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% 2 Houetal. (2012) & 437 B 17 & A 45 7 2 AR TE R 2 it 03

Earng Earng., Earng Earng,
£y N Nees Niss
Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median
Panel A: #-3% 3p Panel B: 4 47 f# 3¢ i
1999 543 0.029 0.045 0.064 0.060 523 0.058 0.055 105 0.078 0.070
2000 657 0.054 0.078 0.127 0.109 632 0.074 0.082 248 0.095 0.086
2001 760 0.038 0.065 0.085 0.083 731 0.035 0.064 221 0.095 0.093
2002 851 0.048 0.073 0.093 0.089 592 0.083 0.086 174 0.098 0.103
2003 951 0.059 0.074 0.088 0.079 632 0.114 0.113 155 0.126 0.116
2004 1,023 0.034 0.066 0.091 0.090 977 0.074 0.096 171 0.112 0.111
2005 1,066 0.019 0.057 0.069 0.081 606 0.103 0.107 233 0.118 0.119
2006 1,093 0.034 0.046 0.053 0.051 601 0.078 0.077 322 0.091 0.086
2007 1,155 0.061 0.078 0.087 0.089 588 0.129 0.118 227 0.128 0.119
2008 1,190 0.002 0.061 0.056 0.077 456 0.081 0.080 223 0.098 0.084
2009 1,220 0.031 0.053 0.061 0.072 519 0.085 0.083 183 0.101 0.099
2010 1,270 0.052 0.067 0.084 0.089 511 0.095 0.092 154 0.094 0.089
2011 1,320 0.058 0.080 0.098 0.098 366 0.090 0.087 45 0.077 0.078
2012 1,363 0.041 0.061 0.069 0.071 265 0.074 0.072 156 0.087 0.088

1999 1 2012 14,462 0.040 0.065 0.079 0.081 7,999 0.083 0.086 2,617 0.102 0.096

Panel C: HNFERIF 4 ~ S 1TFFIERI D ARE T Z I AR2 4P M ik

PSS TR B AR A A B TR R E AR 7R AR

Earng., Earn., Earng., Earn., Earn.., Earng,

B IER B AR Earny, 1.000 0.992 0.920 0.888 0.819  0.757
Earne., 0.752 1.000 0.901 0.880 0.802 0.739

A TEFIRRIE A Earng, 0.498 0.278 1.000 0.971 0.897  0.795
Earne., 0.318 0.319 0.594 1.000 0.878  0.796

FRES Earng. 0.501 0.209 0.306 0.149 1.000 0.855
Earni., 0.344 0.180 0.248 0.109 0.425 1.000

Panel A 7] & # & (1999 % 2012 # ) f=¥5 Hou et al. (2012)} 5 fgipl2 # pe— & (t+1) &ripe- &

(1+2) ii’%ﬁﬁ;ﬂ? i zkﬁt(N) T iagcr ¢ #c o Panel A ¢ oz ;’f# E;‘E‘Ji’auiﬁ t+1 # 6 7 K2
#ED BT oPanel B 7w & & & (1999 3 2012 & ) ~ s gd»hanph- & (t+l) Z2wpi- & (t42)
2 FARTERI 2 A (N & NHZ) MR T iageer Yo m i Panel B P o2 A 5 EF ZARTERIS K t+]l &
6" Kz JEE D BT R oPanel C 751 #NFRR| 24~ 2 17 FF IR R 2 AR F %% Z 42 Pearson 4p B i 8k -

TTELZUEED BT RS Fe2 ol Gl L AL AT R PR AN Gl (MANMEAT) o



SHIIEOPEIEETAS AL B Hoch im0

% 3 Houetal (2012)#538 8 A 47 fF ZARTER| S 2 v &

Earng, Earng., e fs P AR
Wt At A3 st AARER i3 s AYiEE 4B
Panel A: 5% 75 i) &2 & 4 f# S5 3R] 2 3R] i 3% (Bias)
Mean -0.0339 -0.0550 0.0212™"  -0.0153 -0.0392  0.02407" -0.0284  -0.0650  0.0366 "
-354 573 5.76 -1.44 507 4.35 -1.58 -5.15 4.49

Median  -0.0128 -0.0228 0.0100”"  -0.0079 -0.0276  0.0197™" -0.0090  -0.0370  0.0280""

-2.30 -5.03 3.31 -1.04 -5.40 3.75 -0.69 -4.65 3.45

Panel B: #-3% 7g iR 27 & 47 fF 3Ep) 2 SRR Fx & (Accuracy )
Mean 0.0721 0.0739 -0.0018 0.0690 0.0707  -0.0017 0.1048 0.0989 0.0059
8.34 7.99 -0.85 14.20 17.55 -0.65 11.44 11.58 1.57

Median  0.0386  0.0340  0.0046 0.0429  0.0464 -0.0035 0.0656 0.0604  0.0052"

12.12 9.67 4.09 14.49 19.83 -1.43 10.34 12.98 1.85
Panel C: #-5% 3Eip| 22 & 47 7 SRR 2. @ 48 5 i e (ERC)
Mean 0.1249 0.1188 0.0061 0.2274 0.2313 -0.0038 0.2230 0.2271 -0.0041
10.50 9.26 0.81 4.56 5.00 -0.24 4.48 4.89 -0.25

1. ~#7)7 & &/ (1999 3 2012 £ ) 4% Hou et al. (2012) 558 &2 A jefr i pe— & (t+41) &%
PE- & (t+2) 2 FARTER| > & & BRITR M (Bias) ~ ##8& (Accuracy) ~ #4F Ji ¥k (ERC)
[PIER -2 ?EiE'J%—L?/fH‘rEﬁEiE'J: FHARRIE MRS ERCZ LR - H 4’1)%.%%%“ T yafpd ¢
B2 BB TIE A& LHFFIT B GRGRGIERE SRR SRR A B 7 o Hou
etal. 012)fs 2 o3t 2 234 L2 38P > AT R BITR G S tHl £ 6 7 X3 #0 t+1 & & t+2
E AL E IR P e 4 ﬁ;;; TR E S tHl ETRRIF ALY R (2 &1” B AR 10%2. 37
AT 2 &3 d o Panel A G BC5SIEIRI & A 45 R SRRl 2 ?Ez? 3% (Bias) o Biasw=(# "% &
kBRI FAR w)FF tHL £ 6 7 A{EF T E o Panel B E HUNIERI & A 45 IR Rl TR R R

(Accuracy ) - Accuracy—Bias 2_ % ¥ - Panel C % r #5838 ,? |82 S AT ER SRR 5 TR B ARz P AR
B8 (ERC) - & # & ERC ridrs & B appr4tig it %’wﬁﬁﬂ Wf#xﬁiﬁi@fﬁ ot B (14
'337\7) R ﬁ)i%a Yo Tiofc ¢ ol PR G 538 2 Newey-West t & o

Hkk

2. 2w A 732001500523 012 AEEKE (BBEE) o

L5577 o ;h%ﬁé%jﬁﬁ“’)?’ 1994 3 2013 & B 7 b 5 “F 3t 2 A %
AT AN A A0 A %5 CAPM BetaIj]LLLﬁiioﬁ}fr*ﬁ*ii\ﬂFFﬁ(1994
;2013;),%“; g# Cf<&67041180%on;< foow - 2 ¥ ¢ B R
EF &3 AR Mon BEEERA LEE (6.70%) HoE (7.06%) #3514 % (7.32%)
;,k;ﬁ(8_14%);§£mm BAERA LT LB (11.80%) F 3 pRAx (10.44%) ~
73 Fmi (10.40%) &ﬁﬁgle (10.37%)° # 3 BT 27T AXEFTF &£~ 4
214 ¥ Beta2 Aph o 4T A¥ EPR& A ¥ Beta & fApM (27 3% ) 4

2R ARH o 'JGLS%H‘I‘.#?LZL ICC & 2 % Beta T ¥ & 49 B -



9 § kg

0.12
0.1 #%\
0.08 /A\ fw/ “%V
0.06 N/ —
0.04 / — —
0 S
-0.02
-0.04
1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 2013‘
—t— |RP 0.015/0.024| 0.07 |0.052/0.085|0.064|0.081/0.078/0.064| 0.1 |0.099|0.083| 0.08 |0.091| 0.07 ‘
AGDP% |0.048/0.056|-0.03/0.049/0.027|0.063|0.033|0.043|0.055|-0.02  -0.01 |0.086|0.009|0.027 0.024‘

W2 '€3#ER 4% (IRP) & GDP % £ % (AGDP%) 2. B # (1999 2 2013)

AR EETEEIRREN (IRP) 2 R 2P R a2 a4 47

26771 AFF5 8 ICCHE S R REf2 S5a b Alics Bk k- 2o 2
LW E P (EXRET) ™ 2 2 4f % Beta(UBeta) ~ = @ 450 (Size) ~ 25k S dp poid
#02 (Volatility) ~ 5% @3 @1 (BM)~ M7HE# (LEV)~ B3 & (AQ) 4T
AL % (Growth) $- 5 h G EB SHT2 oM hlice 2 647 »CT % GG 1 2
OJ &2 MPEG #Ap M A2 R BB 2 A ¥t (4p B Thdiid 0.997 ) EPR & # s #0552 4p
AR I o N B IRP S A k- & MM FPLTHFL M o 5
EAFRICC &S A RAPE F TR LA H3eH 4 ICC 6 3 £ T R R AR
Bz MR 0 % 0 OIS 2 IRP 22 3 & 12 2 EPR 058 2 IRP 22 A 747
EEFARN o R O IRP 200 bR LRSS F AN 0 T 4
2Lk s ARk B 12 (Volatility) 22 IRP Ap M e 5 3 BAEHeh o B H i b g
B2 AR M o T - o GLS~CT & GG = K 112 %4 ICC &2 B © %14 b '
FRPETIDEEF M2 50 £ > GLS & \olatility 7 & 23p#4p 2 B F 1
PR o F 2 ¢ FOIRGEFE R G2 MR ICC MY EF EIEH S 9 B
- & (4o UBeta R 2 F A 40 ~ 2 AQ AT EA0M Do AREM 2 > 4 6 2 ApBE A 45
AFIAELHEIICC LG - TAAR DR % >R > HP x W GLS~CT & GG =
BRI R S L ICC 2 s R i o

7 ~ICC R3*$t& %o § mAFF 2 TR 4

AT IIETEET &S A (ICC) 04 ke FMBP2 FR 4 > k=R &
FEIHRETEF AR Lo ek o F A kT s L AdueERE 4=
A ke FRAFPEICCEFT F A fF a4 I AGFH R B L
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24 CAZERBFEIIFIIEIRETEFAEEER GHL ARG
Panel A: " 5 F 4+ & (ICC) 2 Acif 53t (1994 % 2013 & )
EIHEFT £+ 4 (ICC) 2 Bt
Statistic
Composite  GLS CT GG OJ MPEG PEG EPR
N 16,123 15,927 14976 14,897 12,482 12,835 12,604 13,523
Mean 10.21% 10.04% 10.63% 9.99% 12.18% 11.60% 9.88% 1.77%
1% 2.97% 2.63% 2.59% 1.82% 2.72% 2.25% 1.47% 1.50%
25% 6.91% 7.26% 6.86% 6.25% 8.17% 7.72% 6.33% 4.40%

Median 9.42% 9.63% 9.69% 9.26% 11.14% 10.70% 8.90% 7.11%

75% 12.59%  12.31% 13.32% 12.94% 14.96% 14.49% 12.14% 10.37%
99% 23.90%  21.82% 28.36% 23.99% 35.06% 27.50% 26.40% 22.70%
STD 4.51% 391% 515% 4.96% 5.88% 548% 524% 4.47%

Panel B: "&£ 5 b % (IRP) 2 st szt (1994 1 2013 & )

3 RE B GEP (IRP) 2 B P50

Statistic

Composite  GLS CT GG 0J MPEG PEG EPR
N 16,123 15,927 14,976 14,897 12,482 12,835 12,604 13,523
Mean 7.55% 7.38% 7.97% 7.33%  9.46% 8.89%  7.15% 5.03%
1% -2.46% -1.66% -254% -3.49% -2.05% -254% -2.80% -4.58%
25% 4.09% 429%  3.93% 3.36% 507% 4.65% 3.35% 1.26%

Median 7.16% 722% 7.43% 6.99% 875% 8.29% 6.36% 4.81%

75% 10.47%  10.15% 11.22% 10.79% 12.77% 12.30% 9.76%  8.30%
99% 21.56%  19.81% 25.33% 21.89% 31.22% 25.87% 24.91% 19.37%
STD 5.09% 447% 574% 558% 6.39% 6.01% 5.63% 5.14%

AEFF R EREIIF LT 19943 2013 e PR L L &R 6 AL D B 5 AA KT GLS
CT ~ GG~ OJ ~ MPEG ~ PEG 11 2 EPR % = 3% 5% 7 i3 3+ ICC 2 4cif 563+ > Composite %~ 38 1CC 2
Tiofce A L £ ICC 2 B3t tidk HVZ BN APgipl2 % tH1 2 % t45 & @45 A £ it 2
ICCTLREFEHF RGP MEPEETH H1 £ 6 7 RIEF D B2 47MEF o ¥ thl & LHGVEZHE

L (IRP) =H L E 67 R ICC-% tH1 2 6 " @R 615 (R) (HFo#LF10ay 2
FENCAUIE S U DI
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Panel C: ‘£ #5F &+ 2 (ICC) 2 2R 2 Y ik
ICC &3 #c3'

Year N
Composite  GLS CT GG oJ MPEG PEG EPR R¢

1994 197 5.65% 6.95% 6.35% 4.43% 7.61% 6.01% 565% 4.09% 7.07%
1995 228 7.22% 7.94% 7.65% 6.24% 9.01% 8.01% 7.54% 4.86% 6.72%
1996 270 7.62% 809% 7.73% 7.07% 9.01% 8.45% 8.21% 5.07% 6.08%
1997 316 6.24% 6.55% 594% 534% 8.16% 7.67% 7.52% 3.20% 5.84%
1998 378 6.94% 7.18% 6.40% 599% 8.94% 8.62% 8.33% 3.64% 6.40%
1999 456 7.69% 845% 753% 7.43% 880% 8.68% 7.95% 521% 6.20%
2000 535 8.20% 9.00% 7.72% 7.70% 9.54% 9.40% 8.67% 5.14% 5.78%

2001 650 10.82% 12.26% 10.49% 10.28% 10.38% 10.38% 9.73% 8.95% 3.84%
2002 758 8.96% 10.61% 8.75% 8.71% 9.97% 9.97% 8.90% 7.49% 3.78%
2003 848 9.89% 10.66% 9.61% 9.22% 1252% 12.27% 11.18% 8.11% 1.42%
2004 948 9.36% 983% 9.47% 8.66% 1297% 12.33% 11.06% 7.76% 2.97%
2005 1,015 9.92% 10.59% 10.45% 10.01% 11.56% 11.15% 9.73% 7.53% 1.87%
2006 1,055 9.97% 10.03% 10.44% 10.10% 11.04% 10.73% 8.50% 7.39% 2.17%
2007 1,076 8.84% 757% 9.59% 8.36% 11.78% 10.84% 8.88% 6.30% 2.43%
2008 1,146 12.68% 10.94% 13.19% 1291% 15.33% 15.01% 12.02% 9.98% 2.71%
2009 1,156 11.50% 11.01% 12.03% 12.04% 13.10% 13.05% 11.04% 8.35% 1.63%

2010 1,196 9.73% 9.24% 9.48% 9.16% 11.79% 11.52% 9.31% 6.71% 1.44%
2011 1,254 9.47% 9.74% 10.37% 10.04% 10.51% 10.03% 7.15% 7.80% 1.49%
2012 1,305 10.30% 10.58% 11.11% 10.77% 11.96% 11.16% 8.39% 9.13% 1.20%
2013 1,336 8.37% 937% 879% 834% 9.75% 9.04% 597% 7.49% 1.40%

AAln SAAEREL T WA 1904 3 2013 AREULER 6 U ARLD @2 RA T ICC FEhiE
(Composite) 2. # =i o 3% ,m#p’fﬂrmz'f— R 3 |cc 2 Tyofe (30 - B2 ICC RAAE) 1 GLS
CT~GG -0 MPEG \PEG 11 # EPR ¥ = 3 iy 5 -2 31‘%; F a3 A (ICC) 2 £ &R Y =i N= M’if; IcC
F& 4 (Composite) § ¥R i Bl o Re=ILPFE B G115 =5 thl & 6 7 Sk (7 10 £ 2 f = s 313

CRFTEESH

HF e g @R T e e (grouping) > iR e AR e F R
ﬁﬁwﬁwg$§HW14ﬁgj£éoiﬁﬂ{v?“t+1ﬁ:6”}%’wﬁipICC%&‘HI% CAPM
TEFZBETEAS A BT RIS MIBALT B UERT BRT &
Lo HBF BRFTEL AR F D EH - B2 FFHTHEPM > T URFRET
£ AEFEEEA BRFTEEN AR IR 2FIL (MR, %57 ) (return
spread) kRFEEF IR TR BE T E I AHA L PR LIERS 0 H B
SAdrk 797 0 2P BE G AR T EENAAEF PFFEMLFT A 5T 5851
REEERR,  ZFFEZ|TIoH2 2 Newey-Westt i o £ 7 &1 > % wh i@ 48 ICC



I TEIRETES AL B E AR 2R 07

B AAR- ERFGHFZHFPAR, EHEF A0 AR & (Z &)
P W %0 EPRAES (O)FE) o m3f i @ ICC R “d T
B SFPILR, SORF AN 00 F 20 i CAPM “r -85 7 & % & “fi2 fi2 &
TRt BARLFFHFZHFMIAR, 5] 0(Ak- 223 Z2AFE0)
B CAPM iz 2 fE 5 F &% Rt A ke F AP 5§ R4 - 4 T gt
50 ICC B3 E A RPF I HFHPILIR, 2FRFAEAEFIH R 5K
Fo AR ICC A kHFF WL MPIILR,  FHF L CAPM > & ICC 2
#f* WAL GLS R F L o $HF w1 W ICC R+« RRAT &
ZURRARRB RG> ML ICC &2 GLS > A k3pp2 Fpp 4 & "EPR P& £ -

(= )ICC 4 % RAFPITERI 4 2 it fF4 ¥

%877 T HN (144 EH UG R F R LSS o AP Gl AR R
19 i A & (1994 & 3 2012 & ) § 875 i ff fidicx A F 1 R 2 T 3ok 40 g
FREER GBI HHc2 Newey-West t & % 8 =7+ 19 TE;A\JI%&E]%" » |ICC &3+
G F 002k 282 8% B L THRFTREL AT, - R &l
FIAKR- EFB FRFPZRETEARLZIFHRPALE AL AR ICC
e E R ETG @ G Rl TIOBIORF <20 00 Bn i ICC RPETA K- &4
FHPEEP T E G IRRA o 19 E A ER TG ﬁﬁp‘fr’ » 12 GLS #1558 B 32 ICC %
TR R AL (19 E A Eu g 15 &2 R RESORF 130 0) L
A9 BAEREEY § 123 13 BERL B A F S0

dRFRL AR FESITLIRES 0 FREEICC A KA FER
FHHE%R R U GLS ¥ %L ICC 2Lt B  EPRPI&Z o P % Leeetal.
(2011)% 240k o Leeetal (2011)%f 47 »c /R 2 3% % % 17 GLS ~ GG ¥ EPR %

» 0J ~ MPEG ¥ PEG 3 % - {& Leeetal. (2011) 2= CT 225 & ICC -

AEEIEERGE (IRP) 127 R a2 MBI

% 9Panel A 7|77 7 #5;8(15)2 %%k (£ ICCH- 2L F b Kﬁ;i‘f]ﬁlﬂ) g it
7 AR RE (a8 ) 2 byt - Panel B 5|7 1 1994 & 3 2013 # £ 19 &
MeFHeFeires AT - AR GFEHENGICCRIETRGE
2 ff” #4 1 GLS *m“ﬁws (36.7% ) EPR 5% Al & 1“&(64%)0 AN B IRP
b2 BB EE > AT 53 IRP & 2 4 4% Beta (UBeta) ~ 2 & 2R 4C (Size) ~
AEd v (BM)~ B3 & F (AQ) & fF & = & 5 (Growth) fa—%’ﬁ BEME >
B 5 LFEH 0 e 4 GLS ¥ PEG #5742 IRP &2 47344 (LEV) &4 # & 558 2
BEF DT APRE o fEPTF B3V 2 B3 IRP g22h k sipap iR £ (Volatility) 325 7 #

ORI BIFE L ARM oA i 2 gk b F R Y 7 AT 00 3 (e Gebhardt et al., 2001;

Botosan et al., 2011; Hou et al., 2012 ) -



98 it g

25 SAEBEIIFOFAEUEIT L&A

EifgEF &2 (ICC)

A 3 A%

oV TS 4 N Bea Composite  GLS CT GG 0] MPEG PEG EPR
1 ki 139 0711 8.14%  7.85%  8.00% 7.84% 9.87% 9.60% 7.99% 6.28%
2 4% 426 0.658 8.18%  6.99%  8.72% 8.43% 10.60% 10.16% 8.73%  6.49%
3 %9 468 0.866 8.93%  8.86%  9.26% 8.72% 10.85% 10.19% 8.48%  6.80%
4 912 0.840 9.42%  7.94%  9.72% 9.45% 11.47% 11.18% 9.86%  6.59%
5 FsfsH 834 0807 10.36%  9.74%  10.81% 10.42% 1227% 11.83% 9.81% 7.64%
6 TETH 259 0937 9.29%  8.06%  9.56% 9.56% 10.65% 10.30% 8.45%  6.86%
8 HIBHMZ 78 0928 7.32%  8.47%  6.99% 6.53% 0.32% 8.68% 7.42% 5.34%
9 B 136 1.063 8.80%  7.73%  9.22% 9.02% 10.52% 10.05% 8.99% 6.92%
10 448 607 0.773 9.85%  8.58%  10.22% 9.91% 11.74% 11.28% 9.73% 8.12%
11 #o% 195 0.872 7.06%  7.62%  7.06% 6.54% 823% 7.81% 7.24% 5.99%
12 ## 83 0707 8.19%  9.56%  7.90% 7.66% 8.54% 7.94% 6.96% 7.55%
14 #4143 994 1006 10.37% 10.03%  10.61% 9.83% 11.82% 11.48% 9.98%  7.66%
15 #ug 377 0795 8.92%  8.80%  9.40% 9.02% 10.38% 9.83% 8.33% 7.54%
16 g 186 0914 6.70%  5.60%  6.62% 6.33% 8.83% 8.30% 7.56% 3.93%
18 FEFf 302 0759 841%  7.92%  8.48% 8.18% 10.39% 10.14% 8.30% 6.27%
20 Hu 949 0.743 961%  9.72%  9.97% 9.51% 11.08% 10.63% 8.77% 7.16%
21 i # 564 0.829 951%  8.46%  10.09% 9.75% 11.55% 11.06% 9.18%  7.48%

22 2 PEFR 465 1.035 8.22% 7.95% 9.28% 8.43% 10.23% 9.69% 8.27% 6.01%
23 WL F 185 0.485 9.72% 7.79% 10.54% 10.39% 11.95% 11.64% 8.85% 7.95%
24 L gy 1,273 1380 8.41% 9.78% 8.32% 7.68% 9.99% 9.59% 8.05% 6.45%
25 T%% k#1198 1172 9.85%  11.44% 9.99% 9.43% 11.28% 10.94% 8.71% 7.68%
26 kg E 1,009 1.391 8.82% 9.98% 8.57% 8.05% 10.41% 9.92% 8.68% 6.23%
27 iR 746 1171  9.76%  10.72% 9.99% 9.60% 11.17% 10.76% 8.67% 7.44%

28 T3 Faett 1,977 1169 1040% 11.30%  10.71% 10.32% 11.66% 11.28% 9.28% 7.80%
29 TR 452 1.148 11.80%  12.63%  12.52% 12.00% 13.65% 13.10% 9.85% 8.97%
30 FmJRFF 452 1.069 10.44%  10.63%  10.54% 9.95% 12.45% 12.06% 9.68% 7.06%
31 #e g 734 1.001 9.92% 11.29%  10.10% 9.72% 11.21% 10.74% 8.57% 7.50%
Pearson Corr (Beta, ICC) 0.205 0563  0.119 0.047 0.115 0.105 0.114 -0.008
Spearman Corr (Beta, ICC) 0.308 0.608™" 0.161 0.078 0.118 0.094 0.098 -0.025

REFIF LA ERBEIIFAOPN1994 3 2013 EH B EER 6T REED BLAHTRFICC
.3,%?@#%%(Composite) 2% {m e % FEdpik BT S BN B ICC 2 T (20 F - ARt 2
ICC @,iﬁ;‘%iﬁ) GLS~CT~GG~0J~ MPEG PEG 112 EPR % - It 2 B HFF & &
* (ICC) 2. 2 ¥ ¢ =¥ > Composite %~ 38 ICC 2 T2 (1> F - ‘2 ICCE&RBE) - N=

L & B ICC % @#ﬂfi (Composite) F H:EL?)»IB B#co - CAPMBeta 4 % t+1 # 6 % K% 60 B* (2

24 B ) 2 VPR IRN R WS L E T ASAGUY L £ 6 A2 EE S E2
Hou et al. (2012) 4 7 & 2 T RIFES “HfRI 2 A KT & Z o5 ATy B2 p 30 (IRR) © s
@ 7|4 ) % Beta £ £ 38 ICC 2 Pearson £7 Spearman 4p i ¥ >~ % 77 i 0.0 BE 3§ k& (R ) -
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£8 CRREMHEITEAL (ICC) 24 £ ff

Intercept ICC CFN ERN Adj. R?
Composite -0.0464 1.7517 1.2931 0.1754 8.99%
Ho : = 0 (j=1, 2, 3) -0.99 3.86™ 2.34" 2.70"
Ho:pi=1 1.64
No. of Years: ,>0/<0 (12/0)
GLS -0.1617 3.0992 1.4608 0.1627 9.83%
Ho : =0 (j=1, 2, 3) -2.19" 3.29" 2.29" 2.65"
Ho:pi=1 2.23™
No. of Years: ,>0/<0 (15/0)
CT -0.0553 1.8235 1.5712 0.1740 10.06%
Ho : = 0 (j=1, 2, 3) -1.03 3.24" 2.48" 2.63"
Ho:p1=1 1.46
No. of Years: 3,>0/<0 (12/0)
GG -0.0310 1.7359 1.6046 0.1765 10.20%
Ho : = 0 (j=1, 2, 3) -0.65 3.26™ 2.45" 2.68"
Ho: =1 1.38
No. of Years: ,>0/<0 (12/0)
0J 0.0050 0.9315 1.2020 0.1705 8.03%
Ho : =0 (j=1, 2, 3) 0.90 4.01 2.48" 2.63"
Ho:pi=1 -0.29
No. of Years: ,>0/<0 (12/0)
MPEG 0.0199 0.8664 1.2092 0.1796 7.99%
Ho : = 0 (=1, 2, 3) 0.72 3.98™ 2.45" 2.65"
Ho:pi=1 -0.61
No. of Years: 3,>0/<0 (12/0)
PEG 0.0310 0.8551 1.1992 0.1770 7.62%
Ho : = 0 (=1, 2, 3) 0.60 3.70™ 2.37" 2.54"
Ho:pi=1 -0.63
No. of Years: ,>0/<0 (13/0)
EPR -0.0084 2.1145 1.8017 0.1683 10.76%
Ho : =0 (j=1, 2, 3) -0.17 3.56™ 2.93" 2.35"
Ho:pi=1 1.87
No. of Years: ,>0/<0 (13/0)

1. £ 77 1993 7 2011 # 19 B A # # %Tw ﬂ’ﬁﬁ?l’é? ¥z Adj. Rzii‘i’aﬁx’ AV RERGLER
w3t e t & T2 Newey-West t & o & ¢ 7% 7|5 19 iﬂs/»‘ﬁi&ﬁﬁ?t‘ » ICC FtadkclgF <~ 0 %
0 (r2ik 0.05 Z BEE R S HEE) 2 ik e

Fkk

2. 2w 472 001,005 2 01 2 BEEKE (BE) o
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Panel C 77 7 & & 5 ® fF s 2 %% > £ ¢ #7| il adj. R® % 19 @
A E R TG 2 T 30 Panel C 77 R 19 A it FY 0 LR R Kﬁ*ﬁ—f'}ézﬁs;7
B EMF AT 0/ 02 e BRBA %0 L EPR “r 2 IRP ¢
94 ICC 2440 (Size) 2 s @y (BM) 392 F BEF MMy = rfw‘@??
#HoH¥ PEGH T IRP ERW2Z MBI ZET (197 3 18 & L F
Fapd ) BRI BT (A s 1987 5 152 F f 400 ) IRP&Z BM
2 BB > 2 GLS 22 GO H- B 5487 (19 # ¢ 5 4% 172 16 & A ¥ ¢
B> HARHCS PR BT e & BO5S IRP 22 3 4f % Beta (UBeta)2 B B> 4 GLS
B 9rB - IRP 2 UBeta & § ¥ P R &b ot » M (19 27 5 11(1)
EGBEFD (F) M) BN UBeta T F A 40M - “75 #5533 IRP
BeF s p4andE e (LEV) B4 9 SE® 2 B 4ph > 4 GLS 22 PEG 1058 #4 & 3+

2 IRP# LEV X A& %M E 0 4ph > 2 ¢ GLS(PEG)19 & ¢ 4 7(13)# A % 1o
AAH > 0Q2)B & R GAF L 4AM - GLS~ CT 2 GG £ H-55#r 3+ IRP 2 5 & IRP
BT RT (AQ) ¥ B RATEHLMF LM B 2~ GLS &L 4E% 0 19
#9315 & A FALAPMTT N2 IRP & Volatlity 325 s f 4p B 2 + 5 kg %>
BIEH A o Bl 4 IRPRIBRFTASL F357 24 BEMM -

# 9Panel D 4,7 Panel B ¢2 Panel C z % % » % ¥ 14 roJ *oMEDR
Wt I 2FFIFREFH U TA AT FF - N ELL R
Fao®mei®h 1 GLSH i3t IRP & b 'a L2 BB &3> A= 5
& IRP 22 PEG #:5¢ » £ % 5 CT & GG #05 » # 14 5 O) &2 MPEG #.5% » S £ %
% EPR f£5¢ -

RS ICCHERAIIFEFLRAEL VRN

AET Y B8 12 Lee et al. (2011)5%’;‘ 2 R FEFAREBERITR LS
ICC itz R AP R o H %404 10 #7571 o % 10 ¢ Panel A 7|7 13 8I§ ICC
ZAFECHRTR L Jiy}gﬁ%ﬂ i MVar; (wi) (% * #cF % MVar,; (wiy) X100) - % %
B > GLS 22 GG o5t #4 % 3+ ICC 2 MVar; (o) &% ICC 3+ ¢ #14 » ##% ICC
B35 ¢ o MVar ()b ® % 5 EPR> it CAPM 7 &3 5 7 & & & 2 MVari (o) % *
73 ICCe % 10 7 Panel B2 ¥t £ B tH w4 i 87 ICC 2 CAPM *rim3 %
TEXAPEFRFDTE ZAPHER o &7 B E %5 MVar (i) T 32808 7 MVar; (wi)
Tofz ¥t tie o & 10 ¢ Panel B &1 » GLS &2 GG = #ic;t #7iz 3+ ICC
2. MVar; (i) 3 % 430 8 #74 ICC> 2 GLS # GG = + & & ¥ £ £ :CT 2 MVar, (wy)
PIBEF 1420 GLS 22 GG b2 # 6 %44 ICCo 5 & ICC 2. MVar; (wi) 3 ¥ i1 GLS-
GG % CT ¢ 2 # s #r3 ICC; MPEG & PEG 2. MVar; (wi) % ¥ <> OJ » MPEG
2 PEG ';F'TF’“;EQ aE LR -

L3
A
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FeLout L ICC HH2ZBFREH»CRZEE 52 GLSE GG-~CT -~ %4 ICC
MPEG & PEG ~0OJ~EPR - A 7 P R 7508 23715 55 % & Lee et al. (2011) ~ 3%
#gi1 o Leeetal (2011) A #-CT 5| » =% » HER AE 7R 2 T2 %11 GG & & »
GLS~PEG £ EPR &= »0J &2 MPEG £ % - & Leeetal. (2011) £ £ & = —'F."’ % EPR -
I AT Y LTSk EPRZPFRFRIR L o

29 AHESGIHEIEERGEP (IRP) 22 R a2 M

Panel A: B3 "8 2 5 b "GF Y2 b "k F 1% B2 Ao st (N=8,426)

Variable Mean STD 1% 25% Median 75% 99%

IRP_COM 0.074 0.047  -0.022 0.043 0.074 0.104 0.190
IRP_GLS 0.075 0.044  -0.017 0.046 0.074 0.102 0.188

IRP_CT 0.083 0.057  -0.022 0.043 0.079 0.117 0.247
IRP_GG 0.079 0.057  -0.032 0.039 0.077 0.115 0.232
IRP_OJ 0.087 0.053  -0.023 0.048 0.085 0.122 0.216

IRP_MPEG  0.084 0.053  -0.025 0.047 0.083 0.120 0.212
IRP_PEG 0.063 0.045  -0.029 0.033 0.061 0.091 0.183
IRP_EPR 0.049 0.052  -0.045 0.011 0.046 0.082 0.192

UBeta 0.933 0.444 0.080 0.608 0.901 1.209 2.173
Size 15.128 1324 12751 14195 14996 15863 19.321
BM 0.866 0.522 0.167 0.493 0.741 1.111 2.703
LEV 0.102 0.101 0.000 0.017 0.077 0.158 0.430
AQ -0.047 0.040 -0.205 -0.058 -0.037 -0.023 -0.007
Volatility 0.123 0.053 0.045 0.090 0.114 0.146 0.290
Growth 0.107 0.228 -0.254  -0.009 0.062 0.166 0.941

L #%7]7 19933 2011 # ¢ W G R g A B G p (IRP) 22 PR G FH 2 v i3
% o Panel A 77 i RO 9 F Rl fod Byt (9597 ) REISRARZ ERIEA) o

2. IRPM=fA M2 R % EM=HA M Et+l 26 " A2 L WFFT LA ARFHLEG Y 2
A 1710 # o f =B B1F ; IRP_COM fhdp 57 & ICC 4 1% (Composite) 2 IRP » &3t 475
B3N 2t IRP 2 T 354 ; UBeta= CAPM Betar(1+% t E 2 EH 2 L f B/S t 2P A5+ ) >
CAPM Beta % & t+#1 £ 6 » &% 60 B % (3524 @7 ) 2 7 Rp » 323 BH50 &3 5 Size=%
tHl E 6" AHEF D B2 p AW BM=S tEH R EE-H tEYAELFF B LEV=SE tE#PH R
WL IR tE P REE D E 5 AQ=ik Francis et al. (2005)H55¢ 1 & ¥ %7 ﬂﬁ'ﬁ%\ﬁ rif
ALz T BRELR Y (1) ; Volatility=r2 % t+1 & 6 7 A% 60 B * (T 5 24 B 1 ) 2 41 4
B D BN BT A LS Growth=% t £ R F AL £ & o
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10 AR FTEFA2LEFFAFHEFLFLEE & (Mvar(w)) 2" & A
Panel A: 2\ B3 T &= A2 B R T2 54 % 8 Bz ff A3t

Model Mean 1% 25% Median 75% 99% STD
CAPM 0.320 -2.280 -0.150 0.220 0.670 3.340 0.943
Composite -0.454  -4.808 -0.927  -0.328 0.149 2.690 1.106
GLS -0.648  -5.074 -1.046  -0.493 -0.101 1.580 1.008
CT -0.515  -5.519 -1.088  -0.384 0.235 3.404 1.337
GG -0.601  -6.017 -1.190  -0.470 0.160 3.380 1.384
0J -0.303  -4.360 -0.947  -0.241 0.341 3.874 1.297
MPEG -0.333  -4.368 -0.979  -0.241 0.342 3.781 1.290
PEG -0.343  -4.959 -0.852  -0.257 0.327 2.954 1.185
EPR -0.156  -4.984 -0.772  -0.122 0.581 3.532 1.383
Panel B: ¢ X R3F &L 22 BRAIIAAHEFR LIS B HL S HLI Bt T
Model CAPM Composite  GLS CT GG 0J MPEG PEG EPR
CAPM 17.94™ 19.95™ 1534™" 15897 12.08™" 12.43™ 13397 9.16™
Composite -17.94™" 74577 273™ 6397 -6.98"" -6.207" -4.02" -7.83"
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