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National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

In the past , there was lots of literatures treating firms' performance after issuing
convertible debt, but few scholars tended to discuss the long run performance after conversion.
It 1s difficult to collect the information about the date when the convertible is converted on.
Therefore, in this study, we treat the case where 'the. price exceeds the conversion price as the

timing of conversion. Then, we exam the long run performance after conversion.

Literatures suggest that convértible. debt reduces the debt- and equity-related costs of
external finance, so many firms issue convertible.debt instead of standard securities such as
straight debt (Green, 1984) or common equity (Stein, 1992). This paper also contrasts the
long-run abnormal returns after conversion based on two different incentives. Besides, we try
to explain the firms’ financing decisions to issue convertible debt by adopting the duration
model.

The result indicates that firms on average perform poorly in the long time after
conversion, particularly for equity-like convertible debt. Moreover, it reveals that the business
cycle, firm size, offer size, stock volatility, financial leverage and future investment

opportunities have significant influence on the financing decisions of issuing convertible debt.

Keywords - Convertible debt,; External finance; Duration model
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7 # 2% _Billingsley and Smith (1988)~Lewis, Rogalski, and Seward (1999) ¢ &_Lewis,
Rogalski, and Seward (2003)#72& = efi- 3| > g7 * 2 P87 = 240k > 7 HF R
FTHEESDF %dﬁﬂmP“ﬂwg{, FHRIBTELG S Fams -
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¥=2% HrAEHEzFT

Fo W EARV AR

2 T H %G M F 2 % & New York Stock Exchange(NYSE) ~ American Stock
Exchange(AMEX)#* NASDAQ 3 #M I3 2 vl P G (7207 « A KA
Securities Data Company’s New Issues Database (SDC) » B~{§ 1989 & 1 2003 & - 7 & fF
F TR R 560 £ o

AT EESTFERCOEDE O FFOTFE G S E IR 2 Fp
TR > 3% F B~ p Center for Research in Securities Prices (CRSP) © i
@ﬁﬁawﬁi,;Mﬁgcmpﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁioné%ﬁﬁ@#M%
BEFF (SIC 1*490~494) &2 £eAphf 2 % (SIC 4 *+ 600 ~ 699) & F4k & 408 £ -
SR EEG s Ep L wIWET 2003 ERMBE TP FFE ST RG
TR F TR ACE R G PIEAMAR A 299 £ o Sl - FHEH LD
fAmELOG TR - VHES P FEIBAORF ML E- TRHE TG
FaPMERPEZ BN F Y S RS PG k> BRBETHE 2798 o 4

G BEF L oL 3.1 o
(Bt et > 4&3.1)

IR AV PIGE * PN Rk ”KEE'J?%ZF\”'“W ORISR S
NP BRHEECEF - AR FEERTFT DTS P A G MY A e o R E R
3 X R rFHY C~)PT R P TR TERE S IER R R - KPR
GHEIFFAIEIRGEERE T AFHEDPTEIGP POEFRI IS g vET &
PHDPLEFH - IZIEPARRSFFLE S - TED G PR ()52 FAF
AL T R U7 0 EFFPO)F L P AEAFARSTER SRR
:;’;—:’zgiljfﬁp\wrﬁ IR

B Jagit ~ B 3.1)

232RFEERPTE A PR it A H TR 284 1 < =@ 102 %

3

PHREGEI2ITER L BT VRSP ERS e TR RO MRS VB 32
et d A 32V HFRE)EL 12 KT S RTERITF - FFRTT

-3,

mAg 5 A

~my
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P

e B % 20 8 Stein(1992) gl > S REFF LT AFEL oA B B
2109 % > X Bm G CERVEH S TR A G AEREL A -
(" Rdft > % 3.2)
(& kit ~ W 3.2)

YA B33P ANMAT BaoAhr EBrE A 8K 1993 2wy s &

P 62% e AN E X AURS BEFED THAELAG LN A A e E M RA L ik

M- EUIARLEY AT - B (25025 p)E A J\EP‘ %—”Lr);fiﬂ\sp/w\;;x%

FAERFAOTRE DTG 0o Fenfador S 800199 B S T PG
WHEEG- EPFRATIREFIATEL F R FEURAB T R LTS &

2003 & A& H A R R AR o T KA 33 B IA 0 S HE VRS P G P
5 8 ¢ st 22 & (Wholesale and retail) 2 ¥ + #  (Electric and electronic
equipment) > & 3+ 1k 29.8% -

Bk £ 33)

¥ - & F ¥ FEp
GiBd BT AR e P AR R R A B R S R F 0 R
ARG T ¢

o RFEHFEP AR ZRFEVEZEOIFRBEL LD FAANLE » 8

AL el A EEE SRS TN R

RIS
7 £ ¥ 4F f* #-3) (Buy-and-Hold Abnormal Returns Model) -
Doukas and Gonenc (2005) ~ Omran (2005)¥2 Ngatuni, Capstaff and Marshall (2007)
FHELAFFOE D apFEg R § o~ 35 B ¥ (BHAR)HA] » @ Chang and Sullivan
(2007) aFm 7 B w B R (S ek B ok pFe @ % i BHAR B2 o AT K g 7 R

v s 2 (S chE T o BHAR HAI 7 SR £ % 2 i i Henf B %

b ke w gEi A Y pend - BHCA] 0 i LBHAR #£3] 0 7 BHAR S 4 729 F

En

%ﬁwgg»ﬁ¢$w@mmmzﬁ’@éww¢%%ﬁx’mmééﬁééﬁﬁt”
et B eAgflerst B @ (7 o BHR 23840
T

BHR ., =] J(1+R,)-1 (1)

t=t

B RFHR A o E 5 ] AMEp
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T 3 FHFnL

it

R, 1i =@ tH) Ry
BHR, ., i 2 @ (0~T) 0§ &5 R -

22 BHR 73+ 5 3 ;2 4p 02 » BHR #) 3% @2 5840 o

E(BHR,,,)=T](1+ ER,)-1 2)

He¢  E(BHR,,) :i 2@ (c~T)¥f ey L p s
E(R,) i 2 2%t #p enp Z AR o

Ae ALY Z B Y B BHR kiEL B PRt g A ud g
CRSP #7# #éh CRSP i & 4 3 343 #ic ~ CRSP 3247 B4y #ic 2 6 2 7 (matching
firm) o £ 0 $HR 2P EE - R GEG P )T - R RS T DREE BM
% fie & iF £ 971 B~ o ik Lyon, Barber and Tsai(1999)#7#& J1 e % » Lk & o @ jg £
B HH BN T0%I 130% 5 - GEERE > p CRSPF F Nt & it et @ > £ 12
B/M b fofbif f & 2 2 ci 5 AR A P e (2 R R Y R R 2
FAPe TA A R R ke

3

L AP HOBHAR A 7@ @ e g 2B~ 5 £ (BHR)« 4L %f » BHAR

o N AeT ol

T T
BHAR, , = {H(HR”)—I}—[H(HE(Rit))—l} (3)
He  BHAR , i 2 @>(c~T)Hh} &35 A28 pY
R, ti = @3t endp v

E(R,) i 2 2% t #p enp Z AR o

d **BHARE A&7 - B Reimit @i B2 ¥ WP > AR 24 gI] 5 %R %G
* % % Doukas and Gonenc (2005)~Omran (2005)~Chang and Sulliran (2007)£2 Chou et al.
(2007)¢7 3% > 41 * Fama and French (1993)i = ch= F]+ {4 k4 7 7 fdk o0 7 7
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FEOPNERHEGE LG R F Fdim oz FIF A0 o~ R e e s
AFF]F (SMB) ~ = @9 e (HML)# F1% R FRiFA 47 G0 3 b 2
HAEA P EEED Fobehg KL F A NEEN Y B R ERLFPER)
BB R T RPN PR LR E BT R D R ET YRR LR D

P}

B b

PR TEEED G PRI E G B ED L hD P o Bl G

® | [ | 7
FAS KSR G A R P 2 F SRR v 0 o ez B G
#_> 4v t Carhart (1997) %74 1! chd iy F]13 (Momentum) k 2& * chw F]3+ #77] o

FFesau>

Wi
I

EH TS AT e s 0 A R A 2 P ]* calendar time 17 5k =
PR T ELEED R - REHAREOT L p R A By A F A
v RA o TARB S FHEFYPTERS T kA RFE LB E S

+
*{m}&
\ o]
l*:t ™

v‘f%‘t

TR NP ERF LS P I RRETIF R 2T e i
flod BERFe sz 2 F > gEFEREDOLED | ATOT e r > R OHF
FIC R FEL LB s PP FRIPFEEE B A DR ATHR S L0 RE R
FEEWRPTEGF 27 Rk R s il 47 ¢ 4% Mitchell and Stafford
(2000)é17 3 PI% 4 F o & & 99 A RACT TR o RS E RS B R &
BIE S P SFp (TER e S) ke RETE & B -
Fd PR S VA E 2 2 B3 08 e F]S H03) > Fama and French (1993)

Z FF A 2 ot e
R,—R,=a+p(R,~R,)+sSMB,+ hHML, +, (5)
29¢ R, CHEAEFTEE (W dEp

R, 7 Ficfgdg B B R

R, - B WRES ¢ pendpp ;

SMB, @ | $HR ~ A e ¢ g e Y

HML, © % %= &7 [ VLR MO B [ ¢ Hp EdR

t

1~

#Ab &5 5 p Datastream ¥ B~ HE R - B PREX 0 FFYo & p FHH T K+ Kenneth R.
French #73# & 4 =k (http://mba.tuck.dartmouth.edu/pages/faculty/ken.french/index.html) °
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%3z T3 03] 0 i » Carhart (1997) ed it F]5 (8 > v F]3 03] e N 4o T

R,—R,=a+p(R, ~R,)+sSMB,+hHML, + mMom, + &, (6)

#He R, CHRARFTEL (P adRp;

R, * 7 FicfEdg e B edR

-

R, - " HRE X ¢ fpchdp o ;

SMB, © | 540 % A ot B edR Y

HML, : %% @ § bR ig @n o 4R ¢ 9 endp

Mom, : ¥ 5¢ F]+ t #p 3 o

Fama (1998);3 i L F o & HAFME 2L § Bzt B €3 S B3R ang

% o Loughran and Ritter (2000)#r2% 5 88 % @ F S oc 8 7 30 [ R4 7 pF o Bt
AT R R T R W Honha 4 AR M AR BT F P EREES
BEAEAPERT MR URIEAVRE L DY B L AN 2 E
thoo Bt o F AR e SRR E SRR § A b e B4R 1T Fama s 2 o B B4
1B R BT AR :*m%@*ﬁﬁﬁizﬁ%igﬁﬂwﬁﬁ’émﬁﬁ
Loughran and Ritter (78 /% » xRV BT E LRV RGE & - #2020 A i BEFR
FHRBET G ke iz B BRIFERCA]D S T R 8 L AR B0
BERE s Bl ke PR F Hoxe

AT R RE
REZTVEBELSIGHE FEPBERE  RFH - LG
PR LT AR FRTHHEHPF AR PIRY > D L REAF LT RE - &
VAENFTAIHEL MBEPBERE S A R ERTHE
AR -
37 #4 (Asymmetric Information)
SPFFREREOERFENFEF AH ARG IEY DT FLFT AT HHER

Hebvgk eha & > Korajezyk, Lucas, and McDonald (1991) 325 § F 3 7 $HfLaiz R iR

Py

|

P o @R ACE (7 R ER T o Choe, Masulis, and Nanda (1993):u 5 = & 2.3 5 4
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TP RIE R F ARG MO TR HALS ARG R B F A A A Jung, Kim
and Stulz (1996)~ ;25 # §F ¥R 27 g M F FHREZAMTAES - 2% %7 Jung, Kim
and Stulz (1996)1 % B AR T 4 gaHECQWEM%WEBOAm»wﬁ¢rniwﬁi
HANp TR S A REANE P R IR

Lucas and McDonald (1990) » 45 41§ = ¢ @2 WG FF(F B> L1 7 i § { 40
FF 4] o A2 & * Lewis, Rogalski, and Seward (1999)e3= 2 gt 7o 11 B 7 ek 5§
ARFRARPARL G D P L A RN TP o

Krasker (1986) 335 #iE# chd A2 B X ool TR M - #35 FRIEA §

ARG ORANBEDAGHL T RESF TR AT E
#g e 3 kil o & % %7 Lewis, Rogalski, and Seward ( 2003)#-3 {7 #1002 3 (7 347
“*, WEARD EREFESFIF o2V FH 2T HEFSAFE GEF RIS
¥ AN xF[ °

Billingsley Lamy and Thompson (1988)4 3. > @ 2~ [ H# FF X i 5 & =
B¢ % > @ Lewis, Rogalski, and Seward(1999)i& & =R H-~ /| 7 &+ * 1178 73 7 ¥4
ik s fAR G BLA = A ehik J2 e o Lewis, Rogalski, and Seward (2003) { 4p #1445 4
RN P HEEMT O AGF ok RIRILAAE Z D S B R FL - BER
TR RO R T EAR B AP A AR S AT HE PG
A7k B & &£ & (Costs of financial distress and bankruptcy)

Brennan and Schwartz (1988) 45 J1 % = 7335 3 S E b 'GEH TR > 5 F 5
THERESTFRAF - RO FELURERERL 2 F 2T R GRFPF > F TS
ES gk AR F o Lewis, Rogalski, and Seward(1999)~ % 5 Mixh & g B Ao p43% 5
WA g+ & > 2 Lewis, Rogalski, and Seward(2003){ i&- #dp ik ' % >
FRLOFARAF b GAR GIFFRPELT OV HE TG A RY
PR AT A RFE ML GRFEAR

et b 1 @R MR Y& 0 31 % Lewis, Rogalski, and Seward (2003)#-% % 7
Bh p il pAaFRR s FARL S b e R RO R A FEGE I RS ORT
$i$iﬁ%’#Fﬂ?ﬁ%¥%ﬁﬁ25%¥%§ﬁ$’ﬁwaﬁﬁlﬁiﬁ?ﬁ
Wik P R o

'8 (Tax shield)

N
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ﬁ%ﬂg;ﬁgﬁﬁﬁwﬁ%,?gaﬁ$¢$%@ﬁwﬁﬁ$i,ﬁ—?gﬁw
w5 e 7iEH o Jung, Kim and Stulz (1996)# Lewis, Rogalski, and

Seward(2003)7% & f. 8 ﬁ B A R S FXAESE o #1112 %4 Lewis, Rogalski,
and Seward(2003)12 3 {730 — & chg TR R Y *g RFAFERG R kDAL
ik -
# F 1 ¢ (Investment opportunity)

Green (1984) ~ Brennan & Schwartz (1988)£r Stein (1992)% @il 3 F > X717 7 &
o A2 FRVREBOIEAFPUREET RFFLI ARG I NEERS A
McConnell and Servaes (1995)% 3.7 1% L fﬁ BAOXSPFRFARLAE LK T IPT A
25 TP B e A ﬂgﬁﬁ;_&h?&&g CH R P E ARG I o Ap T
MA FEEB AT RFOFTATHENL - FP > R/ T ERIm AT MR
Wegha PR BT ERF T HG kBT - Lewis, Rogalski, and Seward (2003)7% = 7
BRHEES AR AARRTAEBE R A EE LT PR f
% @ (MB) & F5 frf A R FR L e 0N m ik -

Mok RlouE 2 2 I e A

1. # § 4f 4 tk(Leading Index, LIy7r®sa i {75 - * & ”The conference board

leading economic indicators index” o
2. 3 R AP (11-month prior cumulative excess return, CER) » #-3 {7 2 &
12 CRSP 7 B4« Jfﬁ;}ﬂﬁ(; W AR s R E A 11 B R FALTEIRR -
3. 7R (Issue size, [S)» M 7 #hdk o & 3 (7 AR #®ER A - R TIE

'I:‘

o

o

4. 2 7 H# (Firmsize, SIZE) » #-3 75 — & RS BB #c -
5. l%l /}ifﬁ (VOL) y np;;& TP a1 75 IB; )3 p el ,% p ﬂ;ﬁm*w__g_; R
6. PA7tif{+ (Leverage, LE) > # 7P i - & ROE Y L G RHRF A -

7. frBEd h (Tax payment,TAX) » 4 7 p o — & & 4 90 feid L Up R DR T A

P& iR B T TR A & % f Compustat o W #29% A4EF D B3 f % CRSP > 7 4 2 7 4 7 40
p SDCP~i# » F § 4p44p1kp Data stream B~{¥ o
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8. ® W EiE & (Market to book ratio, MB)> /4 {7 P @t — £ KT A 4o P IRAE
B REREG RS | “f UEHRFASER Y E -

Sz & #HEFHT (Duration Model)

# B $-4] (Duration Model)* #7357 #=3] (Survival Analysis Model) > # ¥ £ * & f& &

e

fe R IR/RFNAPFHEERTG o TE RS W RFNGHFLE AT
BT a2 27 EBESP R AR RER LT HESTR AT AL
FI%- PR T s p A FIAYARE LN - s g -
FHAEAT ALY EFFRANGFEEE S LRLF L fEAFFESTRDEG
BARGEREFEEE S ZRL 0 TGP DT B RE e d 3 FRF
# 7 4 (Count Data) > & P &+ U & fw 2B (L ] 3.2) > FiE(7 ™ OLS K $H#775 th & i fp

x\’i

g EE

“‘»;‘L ’ ;’z—‘}i’/é [l - —i(mll ‘E‘_ ‘_—:cﬁéi—:}%?f ﬁPF'&ﬁJ: ]j\xE‘.]”rln\ﬂ}ﬁ- °

11T Ry Greene (2002) 0 F AL - SR ET S A TR IE S - B PR
”T%*¥%ﬁtmﬂﬂpﬁ%fm&uﬁtwﬁﬁTSt’aﬂﬁf%&&ﬁﬁ

t
= jof(s)ds = Prob (7 <t) (7)
4 % Jo#c (Survival Function) sP@idk 5 A fdeBPFEE2 m > 2 72 7% AALE Y
R TEEGAFL P F o K LoT N
S(t)=1-F(t)=Prob(T 1) (8)
& '& e (Hazard Function) ™ % A pFEgbs > #7227 R G ED G p > T g
A oo K AT 3

Pr(e<T<t+1t|T>1t) f(r)

Ar)=lim, i 0] ©

AERBRE SHK > B EE 2 TSR T A B A ST

S()=5(¢)-A(x) (10)
_ —dlogS(1)

Mr)=—— == (11)

SU)zexp(iﬁﬂ(syk):exp(ﬂ\an (12)
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H ¢ A 5 3 r & S #ic (Integrated Hazard Function) » # 2 5% 4o7F

A(t):j(jxl(s)ds (13)

AP F L fpeendics 0 > 7 #4Ei 3 #c (Likelihood Function)i® * 40

“T17(t0) T15(.0) (14)

He d=0%ithd BBy F? BT >4 (Censor data) > d, =14 it~ L)

e "ﬁ?’} e ik IR S SRR T
L(0)=1nL (8)=Yd,Inf (1.0)+> (1-d,)InS (1.6) (15)
i=1 i=1

#R(10)2 R (12)% ~ 7 18
Zd InA(2,6)- n A(2,0) (16)
P P
dOS AT AL AT AL A AL, rrid =1 o BEF I AX PEIE R
P FBcahitE o @ & 34 5 BN R F A R T s e
HRGR X 2 34)
jo ' Stk - #p FF 4p & (duration dependence) it L o FH A S L I RIfL2 BT
w #p fF 49 i& (positive duration dependence ) * ' r REFF RSB 0 T o P FE IR P D
BIA® S FHAFL LR B E » I 7 Ap & (negative duration dependence) » % 77 4
BESET RSP AT PR R g 2 Y RT LT L B Rk B
*# Exponential 4 ¥ i £ K AL FIH prgSlics - HRA Hoo sy A v g
7 e A el i 3T Ep B RCA] 0 )4e Lognormal 22 Loglogistic 4 fie ™ % & 31§ U 4 a8
Gl TRAGBFEREL AL AL TR RGBT Pk 5 Weibull &
oo B B g ik TR RR
& _Weibull » flecha> 55 ¢ > 2dic itz =% %-#ic(location parameter) » 45 5 " i
A fEehx 0] 5 p fE2 © B 4-¥ic(scale parameter) @ B S HAE R A e 0 TR BB E B
(monotone) ¥ & VB At p A A A 1o Fp AN T RREE v P AR S p )3T 1
Rl E B A Apix 5 p 3% 1 R Weibull » 22 Exponential » fiz o i Lawless (1982)

e E R ﬁw s -F;M-"Féa\ﬁom‘l L}'—Qrﬁ{xif‘f&?ﬁ*ﬁ N ff!'r 7\
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Log{—Log [S(t)]} = p(Logt +Loga) (17)

dopt g Log{—Log[S(t)]} Y1 Logt &3 - £ 55 po BRI L p-Loga sPAUIEH

XN

oo F AR AL TR A AT G RIS ESER TR AP Ay D R
it & Weibull ~fi2 o B2 2475 - %8m 3 4 chffes 1 8B > 7R L@/ W F L R
GERAFeT PR GRS BT A ALY R B LT AR

B2 TP LB RRLEIR AR Y R AL e 0 A% 57 Lawless (1982)#-4 * & * dkc
4 472 Kaplan-Meier product limit estimator (4 # Kaplan-Meier 53+ & )k = 2 T
S o @ il 3t AT

A(t,)=h/n, , j=12,.K<N (18)

He NSRBRBERA S KPR PR TR ZR P hii Al 5 @
Bt T AL p e Adice @ 2 gubidlechm st &

' =f[(1—i) (19)

PR BEEEN S PEBSTEHE FR B LR AR o 2

w=p(lnat) > 2 @3 T4

ai=e  i=12,..N (20)

¥ ET N
(Inz, —xB) ,
w,=p(nat)=—— ,i=12,..N (21)
o
En IS - A b
Int, =ow+xp , i=12,.,N (22)

RPE SfciG e o A 2 WP S Bicde T
In L(B,o|data) :Zn:[d,. Inf (Int,|x,.B.0)+(1-d,) S (Int,|x,.B,0) | (23)

i=1

BEEFHFLAAF L Weibull Afe st B ApE Sl EFRET TR
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lnL(B,O'|data) = Zn:{di (M—ln aj—exp(wﬂ (24)

i=1 o o
2 I A2 EER AL AT TR AR XL > 10 d, =1 0 Bt B & PR
KA N BRI R R g R AL T Tl R AR

Int, = B, + BLI, + B,CER. + IS, + B,SIZE, + BVOL,
+ BLE + B,TAX, + BMB, + ow, + ¢,

(25)
LA TR SRR RS P Ak
w : duration model T s B4 S
Bofpz REGHLa3 528
& A ALIE o
B S e £ (23N B & A R HANS T o e 0 BT L BE R T &3

NP RFFARDfREN S F - HFEE
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Yri RELSW

RN RS A

4
&/
3%

e NP RIS R VP

241l vESVEESTFVEEL AR LrEPE R o) BE B
(BHR) » # 3t A~ BECERix o A B 7] 414 (7 2 7 &3 H-do 4y #(CRSP V.W index) ~ 3
H-o1g ;8 (CRSP EW index) &2 #+P8 2 @ (matching firm) & v* g A #73+ & g po
I3 UHBEA(ANOVAR M ETHEF LR ca L FHFHhi g 19
(LI2)~ (1242 (136) 7+ Wi mp v RE# ST FRBLERFTFF L L - £ - 2B =
Efp oo (13,24)8 (2536) A B4 7 p VPER S P FERE Y - 28y 2 &l

¥ o

b AR R kR L BN R SR - 12 & 5 598% (F-iB
2.35) ~ -3.50% (F-1& 0.4) # -13.50% (F-i& 3.33)» % {f’ﬁ CET O RAIEN B
Y B A BT T 5% T A REEARE > A T RO P G Rz &0

BF o MRS ] PR R R AR S B s kel LB A N5 -5.58%
(F-15 2.05) £ -6.23% (F-1& 4.05) "% @5 42 § =52 @pELs » vie— % 2%
P A g e s v R R N TR A P g ek A REE T
P AR ERPE -

B3Ry 5 Hiofgdndic s v RAB T A B N hehi k> ks - 12 &
R BE ANGTN HIFF 2 ETHEIRLEFH 1% THEFLES > L %E
2P ENERE B F PR PARE TN B AR ¥ Bl E &g
B AL 888% (F-id 4.36) 22 -8.15% (F- 6.85) 142 A 28 (e & { it 2P %
FOPNTHESDFRHESIRR AR TR ETE P GgERE L LRRE

WA IR o

CeMm a MRS P AV RAETZE N fmEsk s H AP L5822 cA-B A
WP LAY AP ALR DT ERBHR AP A T BNV ER NP FHEKEG D
2 4B B - E2 (8 TIOWPE HONEB AT o

‘A FwiEaY 0 9T LB AL § % % Mann-Whitney U Test » o %% % 22 ANOVA s & 17 -
RS EAHFESE
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ﬁ")«*@%ﬂ* % 4.1)

K A4lP e gRVER ST ENERELE > FFOP P LR AR - &
oG A ER - E AT AN & Sz E PR AE RN HAR T
BEEEFE FT 4 47\ v IR % é‘},ﬂg BoRmFWL 429 hA-BE CINip A WA TH
A -FRASEZATHEE G EHL2ZE 2 £ ¥ EMBHAR) > T 2
BHAR £ EZ 8 ¥ &5 % -

ARG 5 B B fEdy Bich Bl B B A KR T 0t B o BHAR 3t 3 1 4
F -2z ESEELE G 598% (t-E 1.66) ~ -3.50% (t-E -0.67)¥ -13.50% (t- &
-1.92) #+4 Z #BHAR # @3B Fnes o { Gl pREY - 2% 7HR

# BHAR % -6.23% (t-& -2.13)» £ F 5% T b % K8 » L @PF 720 7307 #
B P R AREFFLES 7 ILE T A0 o4 T < BHAR
TR IR e g o A RN 2 P 5 BT i B BHAR 213 B K e - 63
PasH i B R»t S - B FY AT A A RAREL P PREP R
A BHAR * 34 5 & > gL B @ Rp'd o f > * 3 BF RS o

B> A5 A1V i 2 P R BHAR S C3vix 5 f X417 4 2 7 f ¢h BHAR >
73t B BHAR cvt o fhdf 5w i qp v 2 T B B AR E 4D A 5 AT
o EREF 7O P BHAR S TILE B Fehi % 0 S I % Bt D Bbfgdn

MIRABHT RSP R REAAT REATVEBE SO GEG - I L E G
-0.61% (t-1& -0.16) ~ -14.03% (t-& -2.27)87 -30.61% (t-1& -4.60) > #§ & & 1= &7

EHESEF F AL UTEE P F R OBHAR AR o 0T F IR
oA BT R e P A F o s o A HT S BHAR SRR S B S g R
R

(t“)é‘@#)» % 4.2)

ZAZFNBTEE P FRAFMAGFEAULREANLL RS FT G B
FPBHAR)NHZ B A2R » L3 A~B & Civird 2w s[ Mg 7o 7 &3 e i dpdic
BB B R S P S RA#HT o B e BHAR Y 300 ANOVA 6 25 24k 4
:7"BHAR 2.7 % £ & -
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AR ] 2 EORRR LAY EE > BEPLERE L 22000 % (F-i
358) » VHRGHLEFEREALE > D "F*-,’;L?l ,g * o BT i%i’afﬁ#%&; o AT o
ek (P HEHSF - & A 2 R LR A w5 -15.94% (F-& 4.37)
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(1,12) 17.45 11.47 5.98 2.35
(1,24) 25.63 v by | -3.50 0.4
(1,36) 32.97 46.47 -13.50 3.33%*
(13,24) 10.68 16.59 -5.58 2.05
(25,36) 7.45 13.68 -6.23 4.05%*
B Ri» @ 2 CRSP E.W index 3 ‘“#fk &
(1,12) 17.45 13.41 4.04 1.03
(1,24) 25.63 32.78 -7.15 1.68
(1,36) 32.97 52.20 -19.23 6.98%**
(13,24) 10.68 19.56 -8.88 4.36%*
(25,36) 7.45 15.61 -8.15 6.85%**
C 3% 2 matching firm 5 ¢ #igk &
(1,12) 17.45 9.96 7.49 2.01
(1,24) 25.63 33.40 -7.78 0.78
(1,36) 32.97 39.08 -6.11 0.75
(13,24) 10.68 20.30 -9.62 2.79*
(25 36) 7.45 11.07 -3.62 0.76
AN EEEL REEF RBIEMF (%) -
_wbﬁ»azﬂw&bt% BobABEE T BN A -

+

* % p-value < 10%; ** # p-value <5%; *** % p-value <1% o
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3 4.2 FiEaod CB##is2 B ¥ $x

21 & BHAR 2 W ik

HEYR , , ,
N CRSP V.W index CRSP E.W index matching firm

(a,b)
W% ot E %) tiE %) t

N L EE

(1,12) 271 5.8 1.66* 4.04 1.16 749  1.67*
(1,24) 259  -3.50 -0.67 -7.15 -1.38 778 -0.90
(1,36) 248 -13.50  -1.92% 1923 -2.77* 611  -0.83
(1324) 259  -5.58 _1.48 -8.88 2.26 9.62  -1.92%
(2536) 248 623  2.13%* 8.15 2.79% 362 -0.93
B iyt F AT RS PG

(1,12) 192 221 0.55 -0.61 -0.16 6.09 1.18
(124) 183  -7.95 1.26 1403 % -227%*  -11.59  -1.03
(1,36) 175 -22.03 -317%%* 306" --4.60*** 701  -0.78
(1324) 183  -5.41 -1.09 9.30 |- -1.98%*  _10.61 -1.63

(25,36) 175  -8.51 -2.65%*% 1039~ -3.27%** -4.95 -1.04

C #niy @ X7 st 2 7 6

(1,12) 79 15.16 2.01** 15.33 2.11%** 10.99 1.21
(1,24) 76 7.22 0.78 941 1.01 1.89 0.17
(1,36) 73 6.97 041 8.05 0.47 -3.74 -0.29
(13,24) 76 -5.98 -1.23 -5.56 -1.11 -7.08 -1.14
(25,36) 73 -0.76 -0.12 -2.79 -0.44 -0.11 -0.02
A(a,b)? »a APt E4sdn > o b A KT N AHE AR

* % p-value < 10%; ** % p-value < 5%; *** £ p-value < 1% °
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% 4.3 FRAGEFANCBE TN EHE2Z E VL BB

PHEHE

(a.b) & 3 # %Al FFpH LR F-i&
A 3R> 1 12 CRSP V.Windex 5 ‘“ i zL &

(1,12) 221 15.16 -12.95 2.68
(1,24) -7.95 7.22 -15.17 1.75
(1,36) -22.03 6.97 -29.00 3.58%*
(13,24) -5.41 -5.98 0.57 0.00
(25,36) -8.51 -0.76 -7.75 1.46
B %> : 2 CRSPE.W index 5 '* B i

(1,12) -0.61 15.33 -15.94 4 37%*
(1,24) -14.03 941 -23.44 4.30%*
(1,36) -30.61 8.05 -38.65 6.60**
(13,24) -9.30 -5.56 -3.74 0.22
(25,36) -10.39 “2.79 -7.60 1.41
C ¥Ri» 12 matching firm 4% # A #_

(1,12) 6.09 10.99 -4.90 0.24
(1,24) -11.59 1.89 -13.47 0.49
(1,36) -7.01 -3.74 -3.28 0.04
(13,24) -10.61 -7.08 -3.53 0.10
(25,36) -4.95 -0.11 -4.84 0.26

AP FHELFESF RBAFMF (%)
t(a,b)? sai RFHEP AL Pob AR B o
* % p-value < 10%; ** # p-value < 5%; *** % p-value <1% o
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# 4.4 12 Fama-French = %]+ #0313 8 7 4 o 2 f B AR § 3R p

R,—R,=a+p(R, ~R,)+sSMB,+ hHML, +z,

#e R, CHRARFTEE (HenEp S R, H gk P ndEp; R, - B HREX (I RS

mt

SMB, @ | B ~ Ak e B endR Y HML, @ F B R MG D o e g o

FFEDE E.W portfolio V.W portfolio
(a,b) a B s h Adj-R’ a 8 s h Adj-R’
(1,12) 0.2772 1.4100 0.9660 -0.0936 0:81 1.3355 1.1755 0.3110 -0.2063 0.60
(1.14)  (13.75)%%%  (7.74y%%%  (-0.78) (3.88)**  (10.14)*  (2.08)"*  (-1.27)
(1,24) -0.2093 1.3688 0.9128 0.1506 0.84 0.9259 1.0725 0.1474 -0.1421 0.65
(-0.88)  (17.80)**  (10.61y**  (2.59)%* (334)*%  (13.74)%  (1.08) (-1.04)
(1,36) -0.3888 1.3497 0.7541 0.3760 0.84 0.6620 1.1400 0.1100 -0.0190 0.69
(2117 (21.03)%%%  (9.14y%%  (4.99)k*% (3.09)*  (13.65)%*  (1.02) (-0.16)
(13,24) -0.8500 1.2458 0.8776 0.2964 0.73 0.0288 1.2072 0.2382 0.0505 0.47
(2.45)%  (12.53)%%%  (851y%  (3.58)k** 0.06) (733  (1.15) (0.28)
(25,36) -0.7544 1.2741 0.5811 0.6819 0.62 -0.0087 1.3103 0.2351 0.2847 0.51
(30005 (10.00)%  (4.65)%%%  (4.30)%%* (-0.03)  (10.63)**  (1.52)  (2.32)%*

3 EWportfolio # & Fle & 2% €A #F ; V.Wporfolio 2L F e &5} Ecfm
) ANiE A b Gl () ShiE A L F b

* 4 p-value < 10%; ** % p-value < 5%; *** £ p-value <1% °
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# 4.5 1 Fama-French = %]+ #7313 B £ 3|7 o 2 f 0B § 4

R,—R,=a+p(R, ~R,)+sSMB,+ hHML, +z,

e R, CHRARFTEE (PR R, HAcipdplic e endRp S R, - B W RE R I ndRp

mt

SMB, @ | B ~ Ak e B endR Y HML, @ F B R MG D o e g o

BEYR E.W portfolio V. W portfolio
(a,b) a 6 s h Adj-R’ a B s h Adj-R’
(1,12) 0.0730 1.5584 1.1285 -0.1041 0.74 1.2242 1.5313 0.6183 -0.1733 0.57
(0.20) (10.73)***  (7.24)*** (-0.72) (2.42)** (9.13)%*x* (2.57)** (-0.98)
(1,24) -0.4131 1.5082 1.1487 0.0653 0.78 0.2592 1.5690 0.4784 -0.0980 0.62
(-1.24) (13.35)***  (8.51)*** (0.60) (0:55) (9.11)%*x* (2.67)%** (-0.68)
(1,36) -0.6783 1.4899 0.9704 0.3842 0.78 0:3735 1.5101 0.4745 0.0565 0.69
(-2.3D)**  (13.21)***  (7.91)*¥**  (3.44)%** (1.06) (10.24)***  (3.82)*** (0.47)
(13,24) -1.1992 1.3260 1.1425 0.1979 0.65 -1.1588 1.6028 09111 0.1770 0.46
(-2.52)**  (10.97)***  (7.26)*** (1.47) (-1.60) (6.67)%** (3.24)%** (0.55)
(25,36) -1.0002 1.4622 0.6887 0.8266 0.46 0.3782 1.5428 0.4516 0.5528 0.43
(-2.21)** (7.11)%** (3.65)***  (3.81)*** (0.88) (8.50)%** (2.40)** (2.15)**

3 EWportfolio # & Fle &% €A #F ; V.Wporfolio 2L F e & 5§ EcfEm
P i e F i OP e A & R Gl i

* % p-value < 10%; ** # p-value <5%; *** % p-value <1%
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# 4.6 12 Fama-French = %]+ #3403 8 A v 4 o 2 f 0 R ¥ 31 p

R,—R,=a+p(R,-R,)+sSMB,+hHML, +e,

A9 R CEARFEE (WdEp s R, D B il WP s R, G- B BEE X (8 chipp ;

SMB, @ | B~ frdi e @ adp Y HML, @ % B0 B R MG D o e g o

’

FEHF E.W portfolio V.W portfolio

(a,b) a B s h Adj-R’ a B s h Adj-R’

(1,12) 0.6336 1.2848 0.6545 0.1676 0.61 1.4730 0.8377 0.1374 -0.3525 043
(145)  (8.56)%**  (547)%*  (0.97) (B36)*** (677 (1.06)  (-1.54)

(1,24) 0.3227 1.1258 0.5514 0.2358 0.62 1.0804 0.7836 -0.0760 -0.2929 0.42
(1.04)  (12.22)%%%  (3.91)%**  (2.07)%* (B.04)**%  (T74)%%%  (:0.42)  (-1.66)*

(1,36) 0.1186 1.0374 0.4940 0.3135 0.65 0.6051 1.0038 -0.1199 -0.0792 0.54
(0.50)  (I5.63)%*%*  (5.00)%*%*  (4.28)k** (1L98)**  (9.19)%%*  (.0.97)  (-0.53)

(13,24) -0.2479 1.2038 0.4970 0.3390 0.48 0.0257 1.0423 0.2611 -0.0559 0.28
(-0.66)  (9.82)¥%*  (3.96)¥**  (3.48)F** (0.04) (5.98)¥**  (0.74)  (-0.24)

(25,36) -0.4495 1.0708 0.3518 0.5170 0.48 -0.0049 1.2726 0.1831 0.3272 0.35
C1.12)  (9.36)%%*%  (2.33)%*%  (4.70)k** (-0.01) (9.22)%%%  (0.89)  (3.04)%**

i ! EWportfolio 2 F 2 &5 Em ¥ V.Woporfolio 2 F 2 &3 Bicigm ¥
) eiE Ao b il OP HEA L F il ¢
* % p-value < 10%; ** % p-value <5%; *** £ p-value < 1% °
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Z 4.7 2 RARFETH T

AN
=y

P CBHE#iE2 & ¥ §ox

2+ & BHAR 2+ ik

I = Hp fE
FEUR T CRSPV.W index

CRSP E.W index

matching firm

(a0) B %) & W% L& P tE
A R P RBOH TP

(112) 137 437 0091 327 0.7 1002 1.71%
(124) 131 -555 072 -661  -087  -117  -0.12
(136) 124 2144  -1.88% 2308  2.03%  -11.60  -1.06
(13,24) 131 -8.62 -1.81% -9.41 -2.00** -10.39 -1.64
(25,36) 124 -11.18 2.47%* -11.80 -2.63*** -11.31 -1.83%
B i < fE A

(1,12) 134 7.63 1.42 4.82 0.93 481 070
(124) 128 -140  -02 970 -1.09 11495 -1.03
(136) 124 556  -068 15380 -1.92% 027 -0.03
(1324) 128 246 042 7697 1126 877 -1.12
(2536) 124 -128 =035 451 121 449 099

L fA(ab) ¢ ovad AFAFMRALE G bdet I N £ (R A g o
* 4 p-value < 10%; ** % p-value <5%; *** £ p-value < 1% -
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2 4.8 PFRABETCBH TN L2 B YL EBA I

HEHPF

R L LR F-it
(a,b)
A 286> : 12 CRSP V.W index %  #i fh g

(1,12) 4.37 7.63 -3.25 0.20

(1,24) -5.55 -1.40 -4.15 0.16

(1,36) -21.44 -5.56 -15.88 1.28

(13,24) -8.62 -2.46 -6.16 0.66

(25,36) -11.18 -1.28 -9.89 2.88%*

B 25> : 12 CRSP E.W index 3 ‘' ik

(1,12) 3.27 4.82 -1.55 0.05

(1,24) -6.61 -7.70 1.09 0.01

(1,36) -23.08 -15.38 -7.70 0.31

(13,24) -941 -6.97 -2.44 0.11

(25,36) -11.80 -4.51 -7.29 1.56

C 3% i o _matching firm, 5+ # 2L A

(1,12) 10.02 4.81 5.21 0.34

(1,24) -1.17 -1495 13.78 0.63

(1,36) -11.60 -0.27 -11.33 0.59

(13,24) -10.39 -8.77 -1.62 0.03

(25,36) -11.31 4.49 -15.79 4.60%*

AP GBS f e G B R (%) -
t(ab) » raZ AFMP AL P obERSELET o

* % p-value < 10%; ** # p-value < 5%; *** % p-value <1% -
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7 4.9 2R KT FXAEEFZYANCBF T EELE2Z RV L R P LY

FEHF < A )R
(a,b) a3 [ e F-& # & 3l 7 %4 B F-i&
A 3R> 1 2 CRSP V.W index 5 ‘b die L2
(1,12) 1.24 22.11 -20.87 3.25% 3.11 7.66 -4.55 0.18
(1,24) -7.64 12.34 -19.98 1.73 -8.23 1.53 -9.76 0.32
(1,36) -7.28 -1.81 -5.47 0.10 -35.97 17.03 -53.00 4.43%*
(13,24) 0.11 -8.12 8.24 0.42 -10.52 -3.60 -6.92 0.42
(25,36) -2.16 0.63 -2.79 0.12 -14.51 -2.36 -12.15 1.43
B ki : 2 CRSPE.W index & ‘“$ixfi#
(1,12) 4.10 5.19 -1.10 0.01 1.33 8.33 -7.00 0.45
(1,24) -9.23 -8.62 -0.61 0.00 -10.50 3.65 -14.15 0.69
(1,36) -15.77 -21.95 6.17 0.14 -39.19 19.57 -58.77 5.53%%*
(13,24) -5.07 -12.36 7.28 0:38 -11.72 -3.33 -8.39 0.63
(25,36) -5.78 -3.88 -1.90 0.06 -15.06 -3.16 -11.90 1.41
C 3% 2 matching firm 5 v f LA
(1,12) 0.99 13.86 -12.87 0.73 10.77 8.04 2.73 0.04
(1,24) -22.18 1.97 -24.15 0.58 -2.25 1.79 -4.05 0.03
(1,36) 2.58 -7.09 9.66 0.20 -15.62 -0.17 -15.45 0.38
(13,24) -8.52 -9.37 0.85 0.00 -12.46 -4.73 -7.72 0.29
(25,36) 3.29 7.38 -4.09 0.17 -12.44 -8.08 -4.36 0.10

AP ABEL FEFF RV HPF%) -
t(a,b) ¥ vad BAFWEPFEALT P obA KLY o

* % p-value < 10%; ** # p-value < 5%; *** % p-value <1% o
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2 A10F S S EFATER P FF D L MAT AL LEBA
2 %l %7 52 ig F-i&
¥ F %‘ﬁ i 4.4993 4.5345 -0.0352 3.59%

AR AT ER AR B 0.0612 0.2734 -0.2122 5.60**
T AR 0.2267 0.1980 0.0287 0.62
A . 13.9148 13.5878 0.3271 2.03
L l% g 2.4440 2.9171 -0.4730 6.01%*
PA3%4E 15 0.2357 0.2535 -0.0177 0.32
Fp L 0.0276 0.0235 0.0041 0.73

w l% e R 1.6342 3.5941 -1.9599 0.75

AP G EMAT AT S

* % p-value < 10%; ** # p-value <5%; *** % p-value <1% -

% 4. 11 Duration model

A & fe
[ESEE &S : ' — .
Exponential Lognormal Loglogistic =~ Weibull
#EEIE 13.01 11.00 12.12 13.06
(4.35)%%*%  (2.83)%¥%k  (328)**k*  (3.65)***
FF AR AR -2.15 -1.91 -2.38 -2.22
(-3:00)%%%  (22.05)** = (-2.68)***  (-2.60)***
AR AL AR Y -0.18 -0.24 -0.19 -0.18
(-1.40) (-1.49) (-1.17) (-1.20)
BT 1.19 0.97 1.27 1.20
(2.70)*¥%%  (1.96)**  (2.46)***  (2.32)**
o P HLHC 0.23 0.22 0.29 0.24
(3.69)%**  (2.57)*k**  (3.56)**k*  (3.13)%**
ESEDS & -0.33 -0.22 -0.23 -0.32
(-4.54)%%%  (L2.40)%*  (-2.59)%F*  (-3.62)%**
P4 A 15 -0.95 -0.55 -0.67 -0.90
(-2.20)** (-1.16) (-1.55) (-1.80)*
Frpp L 131 2.24 3.26 1.63
(0.44) (0.73) (1.15) (0.47)
O -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01
(-2.63)%**  (-1.65)*  (-2.07)*¥*  (-2.14)**
Ll S 1.00 1.39 0.77 1.21

fixed (20.59)*** (17.51)*** (19.08)***
30 A& M & #kid 2 Duration model T ik ﬁﬁ?‘ [ : o
() #E R hlceh ¢ & o

* % p-value < 10%; ** % p-value <5%; *** £ p-value <1% °
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oy

4k~ 14 Carhart » 13 3] k3 B v o 7 0B ¥ R
R,—R,=a+p(R, ~R,)+sSMB,+ hHML, +mMom, + &,

#e R, CHRARFTEE (HenfFEp S R, H gk P ndEp; R, - B W REX I RS

m

SMB, = -] AR < AREE e B endR Y S HML, ¢ B R RGE B R e EREY S Mom, B i B3 ¢ B SR o

FFEDE E.W portfolio V.W portfolio
(a,b) a 8 s h m Adj-R’ a 8 s h m  Adj-R’
(1,12) 0.2512 1.4172 0.9701 -0.0777 0.0178 0.81 1.5472 1.1167 0.2777  -0.3355 -0.1443 0.60
(1.04) (1338y%* (7.53)%* (-0.66)  (0.21) @.17)%%F  (10.12)%%*  (1.88)* (-2.01)** (-1.18)
(1,24) 0.0089 1.3044 0.8770 0.0125 -0.1516 . 0.84 0.7186 1.1336 0.1813  -0.0110 0.1440 0.65
(0.04) (18.40y** (10.75y* (0.17)  (-1.97)* 2.56)%  (15.93y%* (1.54)  (-0.10)  (1.20)
(1,36) -0.1056 1.2625 0.7089 0.1864 -0.2087  0.85 0.5786 1.1657 0.1234  0.0369 0.0615 0.69
(<0.53) (23.84)%*% (9.00)F*% (2.84)F** (-3 3] )Hkx (2.92)%%% (1546)*** (121)  (0.40)  (0.73)
(13,24) -0.3877 1.1069 0.8015 0.0161 -0.3023  0.75 -0.2446 1.2886 0.2814 0.2173 0.1804 0.47
(-1.14) (12.88)%%* (8.74)*  (0.15) (-2.59)** 0.51)  (8.82y***  (1.56)  (1.36)  (0.94)
(25,36) -0.3136 1.1438 0.5194 0.4105 -0.2915  0.63 0.1844 1.2549 0.2094  0.1664 -0.1281 0.51
(-1.09) (11.92)%%% (434)%% (2.93)%#% (-2 29)* 0.59)  (11.69)** (137)  (0.98) (-0.89)

3t EWportfolio # L Fle &30 E#Em 7 V.Wporfolio 2 F e &5 B4 7
3P i A F G OP R & lien

* 4 p-value < 10%; ** % p-value < 5%; *** % p-value<1% °
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4= 12 Carhart w F]F 03] k3 B Z AT B 2 0§ HR R
R,—R,=a+p(R, ~R,)+sSMB,+ hHML, +mMom, + &,

#e R, CHRARFTEE (HenEp S R, H gk P ndEp; R, - B HREX (I RS

SMB, = -] AR < AREE e B endR Y S HML, ¢ B R RGE B R e aER Y S Mom, B i B3 ¢ B SR o

KR E.W portfolio V.W portfolio
(a,b) a B s h m  Adj-R’ a 8 s h m Adj-R’
(1,12)  0.1257  1.5430 1.1192 -0.1376  -0.0369 0.74 1.5077 1.4495 0.5703 -0.3511  -0.1959  0.58
(0.31) (10.10)*** (7.33)***  (-091)  (-0.29) (2163)F** (8.13)%** (2.65)%*%* (-1.67)*  (-1.05)
(1,24) -0.0757 1.4077 1.0932 -0.1502 -0.2367 _10.79 0:4657 1.5075 0.4444 -0.2299  -0.1448  0.62
(-021) (13.56)%** (8.81)%**  (-130) (-2.16)%* 0.91)  (8.72)%** (2.57)** (-1.46)  (-1.00)
(1,36) -0.2143 1.3483 0.8960 0.0757 -0.3394 .. +0.80 0.6705 1.4195 0.4269 -0.1409  -0.2172  0.70
(-0.70) (15.64)%** (7.98)%**  (1.09) (-3.43)%** (71 (10.24)%%% (3.74)%*%  (-1.06)  (-1.65)
(13,24) -0.5179 1.1222 1.0272 -0.2086 -0.4392  0.68 -1.0420 1.5680 0.8926 0.1057 -0.0771 0.45
(-1.04) (11.56)%%% (7.54)%%%  (-1.46) (-3.05)%** (-122)  (6.93)%** (3.20)*** (0.40)  (-0.38)
(25,36) -0.2987 1.2547 0.5906 0.3947 -0.4639 048 0.7952 1.4232 0.3962 0.2973 -0.2766  0.44
(-0.66) (7.37)¥** (3.25)%**  (1.85)% (-2.86)%** (1.57)  (8.49y%** (2.13)**  (1.16)  (-1.56)

3t D EWportfolio # L Fle s BmL #Em 8 ; V.Wporfolio 2 F o &5 E4cfn 7
3P i A F G OP R & len

* 4 p-value < 10%; ** % p-value < 5%; *** % p-value<1% °
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“t45= 14 Carhart w F]+ #°34) k3F B G X A7 @ 0 @ F hf 4 Epy

R,—R,=a+p(R, ~R,)+sSMB,+ hHML, +mMom, + &,

R, #haLFus P R

mt

P S gl P endER R, - B P RIE S ¢ B SERpY

SMB, & /| SECR A B o g 3 R 5 HML, @ B R RGE D e R 5 Mom, ¢ B i FIS £ 8 cdR e

KR E.W portfolio V.W portfolio

(a,b) a B s h m  Adj-R’ a 8 s h m Adj-R’

(1,12) 0.2454 1.3115 0.7091 0.3699 0.3412  0.63 0.9217 0.8729 0.2129 -0.0568  0.4987 0.48
(0.53)  (9.94)%¥% (5.69)%** (2.24)%% (3.00)%*¥ (2:05)%*  (7.64)***  (1.48) (-0.37) (3.12)%**

(1,24) 0.0256 1.1921 0.5912 0.3963 0.1838 10.63 0.5211 0.9084 -0.0010 0.0093 0.3460 0.47
(0.08) (13.63)%** (4.41)*** (2.60)** (1.67T)% (134)  (11.06)*** (-0.01) (0.07)  (1.76)

(1,36) -0.0892 1.0946 0.5211 0.4355 0.1320 . 0.65 0.3730 1.0676 -0.0896 0.0571 0.1473 0.55
(-033) (1536)¥%% (4.86)%** (3.89)¥** (1.91)* (124)  (1027)***  (-0.76) (0.44)  (1.38)

(13,24) -0.2196 1.2004 0.4964 0.3244  -0.0207 0.48 -0.4204 1.1685 0.3291 0.2046  0.2787 0.28
(-0.54)  (9.20)¥** (3.95)¥** (2.15)%*  (-0.14) (-0.79)  (843)***  (0.97) (0.75)  (1.15)

(25,36) -0.1805 0.9702 0.3026 0.3160 -0.1988 0.48 0.2319 1.1932 0.1447 0.1725 -0.1619 0.35
(-0.46) (9.54y%%*  (2.13)**  (191)*  (-1.28) (0.45)  (8.66)***  (0.68) (0.74)  (-0.84)

3t D EWportfolio # L F s #30E #Em 7 V.Wporfolio 2 F o &5 E4cfn 7
3P i A F G OP R & len

* 4 p-value < 10%; ** % p-value < 5%; *** % p-value<1% °
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“t4Fw Kaplan-Meier # & & #

%) BA#Kk 2E AT hj nj Hazard rate Survival rate
1 1 6 279 0.0215 1.0000
2 3 1 273 0.0037 0.9785
3 4 1 272 0.0037 0.9749
4 5 3 271 0.0111 0.9713
5 6 2 268 0.0075 0.9606
6 7 1 266 0.0038 0.9534
7 8 1 265 0.0038 0.9498
8 9 1 264 0.0038 0.9462
9 11 4 263 0.0152 0.9427
10 12 1 259 0.0039 0.9283
11 13 4 258 0.0155 0.9247
12 14 1 254 0.0039 0.9104
13 15 1 253 0.0040 0.9068
14 16 2 252 0.0079 0.9032
15 18 1 250 0.0040 0.8961
16 19 1 249 0.0040 0.8925
17 20 1 248 0.0040 0.8889
18 21 1 247 0.0040 0.8853
19 22 1 246 0.0041 0.8817
20 23 1 245 0.0041 0.8781
21 24 2 244 0.0082 0.8746
22 26 4 242 0.0165 0.8674
23 27 1 238 0.0042 0.8530
24 28 2 237 0.0084 0.8495
25 29 3 235 0.0128 0.8423
26 30 3 232 0.0129 0.8315
27 31 1 229 0.0044 0.8208
28 32 2 228 0.0088 0.8172
29 33 2 226 0.0088 0.8100
30 35 3 224 0.0134 0.8029
31 36 3 221 0.0136 0.7921
32 37 5 218 0.0229 0.7814
33 38 3 213 0.0141 0.7634
34 39 3 210 0.0143 0.7527
35 40 3 207 0.0145 0.7419
36 41 4 204 0.0196 0.7312
37 42 3 200 0.0150 0.7168
38 43 3 197 0.0152 0.7061
39 44 6 194 0.0309 0.6953

#7TF

55



) BA#Kk 2L AT hj nj Hazard rate Survival rate
40 45 2 188 0.0106 0.6738
41 46 1 186 0.0054 0.6667
42 47 2 185 0.0108 0.6631
43 50 1 183 0.0055 0.6559
44 51 1 182 0.0055 0.6523
45 52 1 181 0.0055 0.6487
46 53 1 180 0.0056 0.6452
47 54 5 179 0.0279 0.6416
48 55 2 174 0.0115 0.6237
49 56 1 172 0.0058 0.6165
50 57 2 171 0.0117 0.6129
51 59 2 169 0.0118 0.6057
52 60 1 167 0.0060 0.5986
53 63 1 166 0.0060 0.5950
54 65 1 165 0.0061 0.5914
55 70 4 164 0.0244 0.5878
56 73 1 160 0.0063 0.5735
57 74 1 159 0.0063 0.5699
58 75 1 158 0.0063 0.5663
59 80 2 157 0.0127 0.5627
60 83 1 155 0.0065 0.5556
61 88 2 154 0.0130 0.5520
62 92 9 152 0.0132 0.5448
63 93 1 150 0.0067 0.5376
64 94 2 149 0.0134 0.5341
65 97 1 147 0.0068 0.5269
66 98 2 146 0.0137 0.5233
67 99 1 144 0.0069 0.5161
68 100 1 143 0.0070 0.5125
69 101 2 142 0.0141 0.5090
70 102 1 140 0.0071 0.5018
71 108 1 139 0.0072 0.4982
72 109 1 138 0.0072 0.4946
73 110 1 137 0.0073 0.4910
74 111 2 136 0.0147 0.4875
75 112 1 134 0.0075 0.4803
76 116 1 133 0.0075 0.4767
77 117 1 132 0.0076 0.4731
78 119 1 131 0.0076 0.4695
79 120 1 130 0.0077 0.4659
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) BA#Kk 2L AT hj nj Hazard rate Survival rate
80 126 2 129 0.0155 0.4624
81 127 1 127 0.0079 0.4552
82 128 2 126 0.0159 0.4516
83 131 1 124 0.0081 0.4444
84 132 1 123 0.0081 0.4409
85 137 1 122 0.0082 0.4373
86 138 2 121 0.0165 0.4337
87 140 1 119 0.0084 0.4265
88 143 4 118 0.0339 0.4229
89 144 1 114 0.0088 0.4086
90 146 1 113 0.0088 0.4050
91 147 1 112 0.0089 0.4014
92 153 1 111 0.0090 0.3978
93 154 1 110 0.0091 0.3943
94 156 1 109 0.0092 0.3907
95 159 1 108 0.0093 0.3871
96 172 1 107 0.0093 0.3835
97 176 1 106 0.0094 0.3799
98 177 1 105 0.0095 0.3763
99 180 1 104 0.0096 0.3728
100 181 1 103 0.0097 0.3692
101 183 1 102 0.0098 0.3656
102 185 9 101 0.0198 0.3620
103 187 1 99 0.0101 0.3548
104 190 1 98 0.0102 0.3513
105 193 2 97 0.0206 0.3477
106 202 1 95 0.0105 0.3405
107 206 1 94 0.0106 0.3369
108 207 1 93 0.0108 0.3333
109 210 1 92 0.0109 0.3297
110 214 1 91 0.0110 0.3262
111 216 2 90 0.0222 0.3226
112 218 2 88 0.0227 0.3154
113 226 1 86 0.0116 0.3082
114 231 1 85 0.0118 0.3047
115 241 1 84 0.0119 0.3011
116 242 1 83 0.0120 0.2975
117 244 1 82 0.0122 0.2939
118 249 1 81 0.0123 0.2903
119 259 1 80 0.0125 0.2867
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¥ B s AT hj nj Hazard rate Survival rate

120 263 1 79 0.0127 0.2832
121 264 1 78 0.0128 0.2796
122 266 1 77 0.0130 0.2760
123 270 1 76 0.0132 0.2724
124 272 1 75 0.0133 0.2688
125 275 1 74 0.0135 0.2652
126 277 1 73 0.0137 0.2616
127 282 1 72 0.0139 0.2581
128 283 1 71 0.0141 0.2545
129 300 1 70 0.0143 0.2509
130 311 1 69 0.0145 0.2473
131 312 1 68 0.0147 0.2437
132 361 1 67 0.0149 0.2401
133 364 1 66 0.0152 0.2366
134 393 1 65 0.0154 0.2330
135 395 1 64 0.0156 0.2294
136 407 1 63 0.0159 0.2258
137 414 1 62 0.0161 0.2222
138 416 1 61 0.0164 0.2186
139 440 1 60 0.0167 0.2151
140 464 1 59 0.0169 0.2115
141 473 1 58 0.0172 0.2079
142 475 1 S 0.0175 0.2043
143 487 | 56 0.0179 0.2007
144 498 1 55 0.0182 0.1971
145 521 1 54 0.0185 0.1935
146 540 1 53 0.0189 0.1900
147 560 1 52 0.0192 0.1864
148 566 1 51 0.0196 0.1828
149 580 1 50 0.0200 0.1792
150 601 1 49 0.0204 0.1756
151 603 1 48 0.0208 0.1720
152 608 1 47 0.0213 0.1685
153 611 1 46 0.0217 0.1649
154 634 1 45 0.0222 0.1613
155 641 1 44 0.0227 0.1577
156 656 1 43 0.0233 0.1541
157 659 1 42 0.0238 0.1505
158 682 1 41 0.0244 0.1470
159 685 1 40 0.0250 0.1434
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¥ B s AT hj nj Hazard rate Survival rate

160 721 1 39 0.0256 0.1398
161 744 1 38 0.0263 0.1362
162 753 1 37 0.0270 0.1326
163 759 1 36 0.0278 0.1290
164 761 1 35 0.0286 0.1254
165 765 1 34 0.0294 0.1219
166 769 1 33 0.0303 0.1183
167 780 1 32 0.0313 0.1147
168 817 1 31 0.0323 0.1111
169 826 1 30 0.0333 0.1075
170 840 1 29 0.0345 0.1039
171 850 1 28 0.0357 0.1004
172 862 1 27 0.0370 0.0968
173 879 1 26 0.0385 0.0932
174 918 1 25 0.0400 0.0896
175 922 1 24 0.0417 0.0860
176 940 1 23 0.0435 0.0824
177 959 1 22 0.0455 0.0789
178 984 1 21 0.0476 0.0753
179 994 1 20 0.0500 0.0717
180 1107 1 19 0.0526 0.0681
181 1149 1 18 0.0556 0.0645
182 1150 1 17 0.0588 0.0609
183 1162 1 16 0.0625 0.0573
184 1259 1 15 0.0667 0.0538
185 1291 1 14 0.0714 0.0502
186 1343 1 13 0.0769 0.0466
187 1418 1 12 0.0833 0.0430
188 1425 1 11 0.0909 0.0394
189 1462 1 10 0.1000 0.0358
190 1546 1 9 0.1111 0.0323
191 1553 1 8 0.1250 0.0287
192 1558 1 7 0.1429 0.0251
193 1604 1 6 0.1667 0.0215
194 1720 1 5 0.2000 0.0179
195 1747 1 4 0.2500 0.0143
196 1816 1 3 0.3333 0.0108
197 2069 1 2 0.5000 0.0072
198 2109 1 1 1.0000 0.0036
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