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ABSTRACT

The stock repurchase and the cash dividend payment are the ways that firms
distribute excess cash to shareholders. The difference between them is that the
implementation of stock repurchase ismoreflexible comparing to that of cash
dividend payment. According to dividend.smoothing policy, firms won't change the
dividend frequently if no necessary; however, firms can adjust stock repurchase
program any time if they wish. This research explores:the difference between the
determinants of cash payout policy and policy=making behavior when they use
different forms to distribute cash to'shareholders: In this research, we found the
choices between stock repurchase and cash dividend payment of firms depend on the
magnitude in operating and non-operating cash flows. When firms have more
operating cash flows, they are more likely to increase the cash dividend; when firms
have more non-operating cash flows, they are more likely to increase to buy back the
shares. This phenomenon demonstrates cash dividends are paid when operating cash
flows are stable and stock repurchase is adopted when temporary non-operating cash
flows are higher. Meanwhile, firm that paid cash dividend, the underperformance on
stock price and firm’s value are also the reasons why the firms choose to repurchase
the stock. By using nested logit model, we found that firms make cash payout policy
in two stages. First, they make a decision whether to distribute the surplus cash flows.
If the firms decide to adopt the cash distribution, they will make further decision as
which the form of the cash distribution is adopted.
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PAHEEE Bl (F ARl ) ~ S A B (R re i) for Bk (=
PRAFERK) AL HRAI977 21996 £ > v E L H FEBRFEG T

Tobit model it (7Rl A5 B % 4eT (=) FLHEAD UM AYFIHFLHE

B MEER e (C) FLHRAD N RS PFLEREFTABR > P27 F 4
HFEA (T2 PEF T ARELARTHE) P §Fvni o Ly PR
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GIAPF G IERE 2P HEF R o (T) F ERBRANA DT IE
A APHRIREEITIPFE  FIRER VPP RPREG. (&)

FHEAREE L ED R PEPF RSP T g&;ﬂrjm‘; LA D P

(4) pd & xE B (Free Cash Flow Hypothesis )

Jensen(1986)4s 1% 2 P2 L R AR R L BE X OHA KRG T FLHRT
WEm B plepngd RAEFRERL L EFLICE DR T L RATS

AR D P AR P& o

LSRR R ES S SR AL U S AR L Sl
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%
ETIN
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FAKRPALG oG 2TRG
IR B ES S M EFULT 2 LW F 2% F b o 4 : Dann(1981)%
Vermaelen(1981)# 7 &-r » FIL W Miam § w2 @ Wi Ax - PP o F A

Y BLAAT IR AR Y e

e ,T%WE B F LG AWM 2 > Dann(1981) % Vermaelen(1981)3% 5 "% i
SRR AFAG 7 € A2 B B v Az 4 w2 k8 o & Netter and
Mitchell(1989)£r Comment and Jarrell(1991)~ ¥ SR H M L pw 2 2 2 I 1w K
B+ FH e L % 3 4 iF - ® Lakonishok and Vermaelen (1990) r1962~1986-#
FNYSE - AMEX %2 OTC %# X7 32 258%% 4 = Bz § w (Open market

repurchase) B i £ + 3 = @ Sk Ah o R fFES YT B REFL AR PR
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ELMTEBREEF LI R AP Lk AR ) 2P A A r R p B
221 % oo JETE24% 2 R WP EREE - f‘-i]*uﬂ;n*nj AR ESE > 2 3 Fi f;;;g
dOEE B EOLT A L B2 A e P AR MY R iy 2%

o EERA 2B R

Ikenberry, Lakonishok, and Vermaelen (1995) 1 2> @tk g @ ¥t 7 @

(book-to-market ratio) 3 %14 &% > #vrF 7 L 2B FRL R PP A L

I fAE s EE M- 25 k4 AR L (glamour stocks) 0 BB - BRI G H
E3% & (valuestocks) o &5 (T4 chR g% > d 2 H EAPLE AR MG DR
BBeE vy FOREMY S § LIRS R VAR AR o 4 A
LR AP R T NGRS ARPRLEDEE RS Y p A YD

E}L?%’_ ek Hp e H L_"f?;%éfg@o AT L m? ,,-42~ i T A %E&

—=\
=

FE AR T A B PIRG A R E R % e EE B e R ROR
23 A F R BAL P A e A RROLE v R B MR hE P
P TeRier L winio e P FBE S PR BARFF I L B

PR Hre R R

2 242 (2000) A7 # R 5200087 2000£127 o £ A 111285 B
2P HEE AP RGE P20 PR w P EESBL T R LA

EERERE IR EE SR R USRS b ) RS PR S

|

AP R 2ZFAIHEFEALEL SR BYBEBEAL RN A A
PRSI AL TR YR A TR VP L H TS Flch 475
MBI AAAT - FTREFR IF I 2P HRE A Y AP RN AER

BRI RARMRE P ARG R ERE e B FER v
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FANEATIEL NP LG EE TR ATOEL 2P F oy AP

iy isz. B ¥ IR F o

S /];Je < Z 4o RS 3§ v (Open market Repurchase) 2 2> Bf 95 4§ < P
(Tender Offer) #& = ;% i& {7+t & o Dann(1981) % Vermaelen(1981)% 7 %7 = &
PHRrE ORI R AP S B R 2w

ek LHF -

* Brennan and Thakor (1990 )« %834 % & 57 WL F Wk 0 F L
RRw Db gee- B auF it bl AT g e 8 T A A2 TIUT s

Ao AR ERN o FARTALLT DR G T B PR RE FTAS A
WA R R R g o TR T RG R £ a0 P HEILT L KT R
AR RS P R BFR R e BB P R KR Y §ER
P ALFTADARAEETA)RARF DG LA Flo A RLF LA hf
MATER AL G ARG LG od PR F ¥ F 5 RILE AEld &
© B RArBIFEG o PR LA ORA S BER AL AT o T B
TR A PRIl P SRR A AR e R
BFEAERBFOED FREMY ;S § A~ fRiiR s P OB g
§ BoX Frime

(2) RFEAFEREE S

Stephens and Weisbach (1998) m 27 Tz £ B wix L § | 2 T4 wpt
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PR R REEFE P RERYhE R BB TR 2P OB H N g

B R TR E L - RERF LA v B ATLITH

1981 £ 3]1990 £ LR WA P TR BIEE v L A FTHE T
SPEMARER T RAREEKD hiF S c HEH L (- )AL AR
Ar 2183 EOFEE vl LR ER WP X5 T4A%E]

B2% o (= )% EFFEMr ik p AT R B TR o BEM B S TR
B3k (asymmetric information hypothesis) — 3k » % 77 532 A € % € 3 4e pLw f
FILG P O ARRB RN G IR T (Z)FH 2P REGELAFHIRE

i~ % (expected and unexpected cash flows) 22§ % 5 w¥#cp T » B F M 5> £

TAGTEA GRS P R T AN RN R 7 5 R R 0T
i OPRT GEY 2B HRE Y E R anRE 0 2 R Y

SRR HREMEr I AARE BT L SRS 2 R Fl2 - o

(3)  AprgiE s ok

Fl P 2P RARKT AL PR HE R RS > o AP ER
ARG > T RE et S BE LR RS AR A
Vermaelen(1981)# .z 4 {4 F g & R E & v B 5> T2 P 2RHHAR )

'—_"_‘_-:L’ 'éi&%‘?igﬁmkﬂ °

@ Ikenberry, Lakonishok and Vermaelen(2000)# #* 7 4c £ < p 1989-# 3 1997
& 51069 # by TR FFEE o FlEERFE 0 AP gy i T
iy s i o {1 8 53 03] 2 Famaand French ch= #+ 033 ¥
PAFR RERRE S - RO ARG S A RERY L 2P g 2w B Y
B EARE e A FRE o FE B FEmE v TR S FR
M TEEE TP SR AT CEAH AP R AL E AN Ay - BEE
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Py R 2 PR AL 2P AR R AL 0 2 2

WAL € B o FP AR T A (S e v ﬁ »",ITT’J A EIE A DGR

Y O I ER FHEDPFY B g F i oy 3o
AP K AR B AT T
1. % 4l& B @3 (Dividend Irrelevance Theory )

Miller & Modigliani (1961) 2% = @ W i

=+

P <«¢\?\,Lg\wg 4 IR £ 0
od WAl 2 BT A - o M AR Sz AT (R4
BERRET A S N RTHIBEEEE L E o HRI A S LT A@ L
AFH R o) R PEI G E; AT A1 p f@%f](Homemade
Dividend) 2 i & H 35 415 { 2 Ih 47 pB gt A ird * G e L1 7 ¢ B ED
FRE M ERT &S AR G AP R TR E Rl R A

A &7 EE S A7 LR e 258 8

2. Gordon Growth Model (~ #% - & &< 3% (The Bird-in-Hand) )

Gordon (1963) & 4K F 4 %*?2?;‘%‘@ FFERLELTTAL DT A
FoH A mE PRI o2 e B A o AT o PRI R U MR
EAIL R B2 T § & RRF e BT A E
(RS LA A I SR Ea R CH € LA SRS

BoERE e
3. fREEITH

Farrar and Selwyn (1967 ) # ! #7118 5,45 323 (The Tax Preference Theory) -
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TEOP LGRS A B SR PART T R IT L RHFT LY > BT
S B RS S R LA DR T USRS SRR S
% @&k~ it o Millerand Scholes (1978) u & "AliT » #7424 2 B A #“TH 7 U
BaPEFPAATAE L 2GR AP IA AT A R A fe sl T A

ﬁ;g o

-

AR T TRG AR AEAFGEf 20§ E 2Rl

Masulis and Trueman (1986 ) 335 % "% K & Mfn g ¥ pr > vhat L /{54
FAFRARE < F 2P ERBE A GR A F s F A S BRI ERR

PERFOTRIAETELSTEFERT A 2 B2 FKS o FIM o dok B L

M

R E AL g s L oMY R EE B 2P RE S BT ;;!’K,értﬁb

B - R2ZEFIFLE Ko
4, wAlEsEs (Agency Theory)

#.Jesen and Meckling (1976 )/ gfa@h @ w3t 5 & 7 iy ¥ AT 2RE
S F o BEY FEFERLE P ERp PE Aot DRT o gy
FURABAMFEDP TR EAL ) AERFA A L TELERG hEF
ERE AR AME N R R g AL - B RES A (iR Fl ) R F
FA)IEREIEE B RER S PRAE AR PR Eeh s T

B RBOT AR ALS AN R RAES A o

Rozeff (1982) 11 T304 % f2 A m JIFc R et B35 7t 4 hfe
foefm s 2P g R hfl @R FIEE KL F e BT det T LR 2P
; 34

ST P SR PR R TR PR T T
£

3-
ST

KiRF &S ko2 EREINERT R S d B R o T2 P Anflac |
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PR S A2 NIk - g9 (trade-off) A mE s pE

F_
a4

W FEF R IR AER L F L ot FIOR I APR S A R L A B

A AP EIARM > T R RRE PSP H R H R

La porta, Lopez-de-Silanes, Shleifer , and Vishny (1999 ) #= 3 & B« 3L R° 45
EuAl > F e FhE T FEiE BREE S P RO TH R
F %% 473 ; (Outcome Model) o T4 % 44] ;  (Substitute Model ) Feix 41 4
Fef bl Gae FaRsd o TR R0, L § 2 BHEAT 47 4 7 PR
T gd 2 e BEHOPRER B 2P ARRql e TEAET, L
BAIRIT A ez BRI § 0 R T o PR S ER -
NPPL AR LGP A KA MF AT 2P e F A RKT o Y
33 M4,103 R PR TR ES > AR T2, > TEAFRF A FE

R AR A 1o N L ST e 0
5. 0B BB

Lintner (1956) 34 i — & = & 3 3§30 B e L e 20 R T SRRl
Pli(l) 273 LY hmenfIafdpit s SRS F R LSS
oA PR (2) FRYAREARELL GF PR > a2t 4
N2 B H A o Q) RAIRER P T aFphagha F& o T F

o4 % ;ﬁ%%?b’ﬁ oo - R fABE o TR FERELT - 41
oo @ s 2 R R (adjustment ratio)Ax B 5 Fpt o R4 FeiA TN R B P AR

PO AT > @ IR gL L R ARE A A e Fe i P a2

B P T 5

Kent and Phillips (1993) /6 # 32 ¢ ch & & &1 4 > J5d B X F %30 & 2 9 pird

24



RS RISIES N RE RPN ST RIS TR N
Blle @%b irgrmsn SO 1 % en @ ¢ 5 21088 31990 fF 5 4 A fie
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W % 136 F P B el
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FERIFEE L R RERAIHIRT H G
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T R, P p R T L BEH S P AR E REST e RS
Ferl R AT A AR SRR - Rem § OB O T RFIRE Rl R
FoRAORE LA EL g RE Rl AL BE LR P

F kB IR o

Fama and French(2001)# * CRSP {-Compustat i&= i 34 & kLg% W
WP 31926-99 & B o ARl A feenT i o0 FIRKIIT8E i F R F
7o eI & R Al e Rl 230 B @ et o PP Ag g ik & T ' oFama {eFrench
¥ Logit @ §F 2 e & (portfolios)| endhzha 472 kiFH - M % - RES
AT (DA FRERAIH T FEAEI TR SR E M 2P R
A ARl PR E G S R AR 2 PR - (2 21978 &
B B AP AR AR R 2R H N P g GlIEE T R F S
(11978 &g F Went 3 27 5 2 FHEEF AL GRS FH DD S
FeAGRIOT8 E AL B 2P 0 PP PR (QE R T 2

P 1978 & LS R entE e T o
6. kg % »c%32#% (Clientele Effects Theory )

FPREFAFHET DN FAERL RXE A A CZFFIA BT AT

F_*

FAEF R DR G A REFT AIE G LR R~ 5 F] > Miller and
Modigliani (1961) #& & "R £ c% 123 ) - 27 v uZ > - 2 w? ik
F g ARl AT 1R D DRk A B S REF Rl 2P
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3. FREZRAAT

FHIFELRA17Y T HIRPREARIINEF LR DT HFEEE &
- #% % 78 Logit #-3] (Multinomial Logit Model) 2 &% Logit #-7] (Nested
LogitModel) # % ' 7 o7 A EHEF RN ME R RZME L FANEFLE

PP AR ARG S

(1) Logit #-3

1. %3 Logit #7%

TR AN G E LY s P RFRAEMGE TR B
Logit #:2]"» # & % {4 jaff 28 * @t il s A4 A R o
Biiide- B § RS/ 2 2 ghlirEHpE &8 BRZGeaEfE e

] I Y

SR AL K

A wE B 8 IS T
WOR A | |BRAT BBk || e A

Bl3-1 Hree+RKFs

! Greene, William H.,(2003) Econometric analysis 5 Edition, Prentice Hall, 663-753
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#reg =120 s B % 7 9E Logit 03] ¢ K Y e

Y
prob (Y =j) 5 (1)
1+ > efix
k =1
1
and prob (Y =0) 3 2)
1+ ) el
k =1

P :

J —

a5 Logit wralw g ysga: N 5 1= X (By-Bu) g
ik

At % 38 Logit #7417 o logit, £ B Ec? 3 £ AR L H
(contrasts of nonredundant category pairs)=as=" 522X s » =% — B logit 4 %] #-

Ao FE%EF ]+ 1 B F 3 Logit #-32 5 J @ logit > Wi f IR

>

Logit #-41% 72 5 J BEE S &5 JREAFGRE R F- 20 F-

57 Logit ¥-3lie bF thdic (B) RIE HE > fdrdlH i p REechip it T
HRER - p - B 2 ApET SR e iy 2 v iR .

2. 55k Logit #-73)

FRREASFHECF L AR EFERZ T ¥ Y $5k Logit

Lo AE T AT T AT T AR E kR

é‘-

2 Kenneth E. Train, (1993) "Qualitative Choice Analysis: Theory Econometrics, and an Application to
Automobile Demand", MIT Press, 44-54
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1. f:Ei7 238 Logit ﬁr; A o ERPIE D Bz F’&K_:’t' R RS
MoEp BED G AE RS BN ERR  FI AT LA A AR

B# 7 #(Pearson Product-moment Correlation) 2 % £ #c/ % 514 kg 2 o

FAAPK LA B2 B R R R o ff £ A0 M ChBongE B A-1F]+1
2 HEARS AT BRAL TP AR o AARM - BT AL AR
EARME RAPBM o 4ory =08 2 FXFH oY RIF L L ApM » A ry=-08" %7 X
RIEACYRIE L M FXRA YR LA HAF L ApH 820
A AR B e & o 5N ff‘u—w&ue& BRIFNRAA B LzA B RiSEF A fpiz

> ZXZy
ABAR R o M AP M GBh TR 2 Naliilg. = - N (8)

% B #o%E 714 (VariancecInflation Facter, VIF) ¥ r2 %juk 2 3720 (o 58 B dic o
—
AT

TS T ROER N Bl cVIF b= ©)

2. &7 550 Logit i §F A4 AT T P R R0 RIFHT FREA

Py 2 B B AI pERI L B REHTEREALT F HEM G

3. ik Logit i fFads > 0TI P LR RIBH S P ER S
fel AT 23 RREAFANZARKETL » DA% pEpl T E p FEHT R

AT HEEMG

(3)  Logit i jF= f25¢

1 ®%FEFFSEFR -TAAMER AR ELfE FHREFRE L

mﬁa;fljﬁ—%?ﬁé T é\;:*g‘;r}p%/,,\ﬁow—\7rﬁg,ao

36



Yi=FBo+ p(BM )+ 5,(CASH ;) + B, (EBIDA;) + 5,(SIZE;)

+p(OPER,)+ B, (NOPER,)+ B,(RETURN,) + ¢, (10)

2 WAHRERS V=3 A FEHGT)
Bi=it §f ik

BM=t& 6 ff & 47 &

CASH=3 ¢

EBIDA= 4 # fa% 37 & i 41

SIZE=2 7 #-

OPER=% ¥ ;% 1

NOPER=2t% # ;% 4|

RETURN=3g ¥ &

R -RBRSP R RATRAMAEA TR FATAPG 0 B o R

®
RO A R AR 2 R RFOLE A G E RS E YR

R IS PN SR TR
prob (3 iir 4 3|3 7% 1) = P(a,CASH, + @,EBITDA +&,EPS, +a,SIZE,)) .(11)
prob(3Lkt =" )=P(y, BM. +y, EDBT, + 7, NOPER +y,0PER +y,RETURN.)  (12)

prob( x> 5V |3 g 7 )=prob(# 2x > N |F B ) x prob(F e E ) (13)
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AT RENARM T B TORE R

(=) B 2@ mEmge P paaRd Fd T 5B LAITR ) (Taiwan
Economic Journal - TEJ) Fi#LEB~{7 -

(Z) 2P R HRFRLZAPM T 5SS 2L 500 F Rl -
S TR ERAER
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AREAZH B BHETHF S O P Y RN

BEHR A AP R AR AP RS R S ER R LR AP

PFUFDLEHARPARES R 2ZPE S 2RI REL R A 4TH5%

2415 L ERBFLY wenffa) o d 3247 o038 F v s T AF R

S

IBERY RS

o
e
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oy
oy
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piur]
)
v
gh‘i

N

ERFEE v £ F KB R
& PR BB 50.46% o BER89E B2 FER T AR A
S RAREH ARG B o KEE ) THE w4

2ondch TR BB BT EHERRFIRT A TR A R o

# R Fowddc LR wRR AR TR Y FRREvREFEIVEN
BN LS -3 W EGR ik
[+ =] [+ 2] [+ =] [+ 2] R
(1) 2 (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
89 195 416,777,632 2,926,990 18,234,418 1,385,532 4.38%
90 197 684,918,422 3,372,530 25,549,052 1,801,514 3.73%
91 122 554,479,818 2,271,536 26,934,935 1,327,480 4.86%
92 154 567,761,701 2,677,878 30,785,377 1,495,172 5.42%
93 293 1,191,558,090 4,289,504 5,473,732 228,158 0.46%
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24251746 BB B2 2 PR o J 24 @ otks H @ (BM) -
FA4(EPS)2 2 P RH(SIZE)L B~ (B3 £ 4 % 518731772 1.104) »
POER T B RE 5 HRAE TEHL RS T AL D RERY TS

FCEER > o] L8 B o

AP R L RAELEBP R o d 2T e

N
il
\
e
7
[
p -]
=
Vo
A
fra

BM=2 &5 6,/ 277 &> CASH= (& + 94 M4&) /FARLE  EBITDA= & # f
FED A FALE  EPS=IR & WAl & 35 /imiing s dic » SIZE=In(F 2.4 &) » DEBT=
Wi %/ FARE  NOPER=2t4 %24 /FAM&E  OPER=¥ £:2 1] /F A4 & » RETURN

=(z 2P —g2p- EDRG) Ly a Pl .

a PR BB B B T A
BM 19.743 0.073 1.556 1.870
CASH 0.577 0.000 0.072 0.078
EBITDA 0.564 -0.403 0.005 0.070
EPS 25.960 -9.250 1.152 3.177
SIZE 19.990 13.449 15.957 1.104
DEBT 0.837 0.144 0.407 0.096
NOPER 0.300 0.001 0.041 0.041
OPER 3.269 0.015 0.704 0.481
RETURN 2.581 -0.926 -0.196 0.416
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2A43F BN A PR AELFRZIATOPEHPEZE LR > N TRHFL B

LA AFT
1. 27~ pRiEET2 4R

2437 ARG H 51 BMBET 0 3 RS LR 4R

FARREES S v o w2 G @ (TioiE sy 51.146~1.005% 1.308)

=
i
|
Jin
I=q
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(L¥E A% 5240420522 1.805) > &7 27 3% B

BN FEZ s s B2 AL FAR (THE AW 521652.680% 1.250) 7tk

|

’

’
%)
|

(L3oE s W 5-0943--0223%21.046) § > » 275 A el &%
R A
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2l A R AR ER EERL B RAE L5 ARRESAL GRS
Al P2 L a4 T E4] (FEEEA R 500122 0.017) g s w2
NPRER AT TR FEREIPREA AR o F R otk

WO E KT RN PR R EITE R N AR E R R RE

FAAE G SRR ES KSR EL 2P PFIRIEF LB R 1T RS
o ERGARR o P EHERLL cFARMAENI P RN ASRAEL D
Ao HMEg S Bt (TEA N 11465 2404) 2 f FF (4w 500972
0130) B Ff] o @ § ARREDS PN AL RMEZ 27 v H g (T35
B4 % %0.079% 0.056) > A fewm 37w E 4] (X ¥2E A % 5 0.012% -0.010) >
FFA (T32E A9 52165%-0943) ) 2y FiE] (LimEs W 500422

0038)3‘ élF‘/a‘-‘f (:L}"'VIEIA;\ 130803£O499) ij&?‘%‘ﬁ, o’AJ—’\\’J‘LFL
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ToFARBRESSF(THE 515993 R A A eI &2 o7 (Ti5E 5 15.883)
BERFX cBMa 2> FARMEZ DT 27 207 PR mRfEry W
Pt o f BRI e A dFE Z IR E LR Ay BB T B R

BEl o B AP ERE AR
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3043 A EMAEA R

PR

ke

REALABM=2 7RG § /273 @0 CASH= (R&+AERE) /FARE  EBITDA= L3 Aw 47 i {1,/ FALE » EPS=m 4%
FIAAR /iR vt e » SIZE=In(F & i) DEBT=£4 f /7 ARE  NOPER=22F £ 4] /FARE » OPER=F $ 27 /FA R
RETURN=(g & p % —z & p - E5%f) 22 p - &£0KH -

- E e Fole 51 ¥ e -k

AR E  FAfRE AAARE L IR E R FwREFR FWEFKR A E TR

PR BBk 569 1177 919 827 873 873 523
BM 2.404 1.146 2.052 1.005 1.805 1.308 1.193
CASH 0.056 0.079 0.061 0.084 0.075 0.068 0.068
EBITDA -0.010 0.012 -0.006 0.017 0.007 0.003 0.004
EPS -0.943 2.165 -0.223 2.680 1.046 1.258 1.466

SIZE 15.883 15.993 15.885 16.038 16.040 15.875 15.867

DEBT 0.130 0.097 0.117 0.102 0.118 0.094 0.100

NOPER 0.038 0.042 0.035 0.047 0.051 0.031 0.032

OPER 0.499 0.803 0.563 0.860 0.652 0.756 0.814
RETURN -0.216 -0.187 -0.235 -0.154 -0.161 -0.232 -0.209
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344 SRR EBALSRLEZ 2P FPRLIBHR T

BM=2 @tk §f &/ 273 & CASH= (R&+9%m4&) /FALE » EBITDA= L % f® 17
EREFALE ’EPS—IEA? L) 3F il Bh ki SIZE=In(F A4, i8) » DEBT=%# §
FOFARE NOPERZ# ¥ EEAFARE  OPER=4 $:4] /F 446 » RETURN=(z %

B“;’lf%’\—}i%}fl——ﬁf; Lpﬂ—-&aw x%

Btk AR T a<npEZ 1 0% PHELRE DA pEEZD NI ELKE cATDE
E1 %R E KR -

A peI & KA &

R A HT=iE (-t =iE 1-£ & P e
BM 1.146 2.404 -1.258 0.000°
CASH 0.079 0.056 0.023 0.000°
EBITDA 0.012 -0.010 0.023 0.000°
EPS 2.165 -0.943 3.108 0.000°
SIZE 15.993 15.883 0.110 0.033"
DEBT 0.097 0:130 -0.033 0.000°
NOPER 0.042 0.038 0.004 0.074°
OPER 0.803 0.499 0.304 0.000°
RETURN -0.187 -0.216 0.029 0.200

2. FGRFES A HMENFIZ LD

2457 @ave vy RESFO f R FL T RF LR o kG B
G BHREF RSP (T 51.308) B HMERTZ 2P (Lo 5 1.005)
¥ RIS - n § % RFOLAS P L AN P > Alg (ToEs
5 % 0.068% 0.084) « & 3 47§53 L 4] (T 45@E A ) 300032 0.017) ~ & 1% g4
(4o v 5 1.258% 2.680) « 224 % i) (X354 4 500312 0.047)  § %ix
F( T3t A w5 0.756% 0.860) % # — & W i§ 4R % (T 3aiE A w4 -0.232% -0.154)
SRl o 6 3OS FOLL 2 P RN (06 5 15875) Rt AR ERIZ 2P
(T35 516.038) k# | -
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FHREFRZ 2P - ERBHEMIRLGRER2Z 27 KEFR ¥ Hikg
HHEWPRAETRS > F AT ST REEARIE 2P ERNKE > A
EEF w7 RFgad 82 - 0 1@ & EF S iEER (Information Signal

Hypothesis )

ﬁ-
LEFARF > AT AP e BRI AE MR AR AN AR > @ e
TFHeBE T R w272 B o Rd PR E K2 FEf NS 7
DL REFITZR > ARFT AL ENRERT 0 ERERI IHREE A 2P

& f],%% %@f%%mggs,ti—ajﬁ%o

%45 FHREFREL R AR 27 HFHEL BT

BM=2 Mg &,/ 273 & uwH:(m§+@gmﬁ)/%éa@’Emnm:gﬁﬁﬁﬁ
BEE R/ FARE » EPS=IR & % I48F /il 4 %k > SIZE=In(F g‘m@) DEBT=£ # {
%/ FARE  NO ERzétgﬁuai//?ﬁ AiE OPER=# %24 /F A% » RETURN=(z 2
PR —g &P - EnRE) 23 P @R e

—

BERAEFHRET airpEE 1 OWTEERELDAF D EED I FRE cETDE
Z ] Yok E KR o

P hFn A HmERT

s LHEeiE (tiE D)-ALE P&
BM 1.308 1.005 0.302 0.000°
CASH 0.068 0.084 -0.015 0.000°
EBITDA 0.003 0.017 -0.014 0.000°
EPS 1.258 2.680 -1.422 0.000°
SIZE 15.875 16.038 -0.163 0.004°

DEBT 0.094 0.102 -0.008 0.322
NOPER 0.031 0.047 -0.016 0.000¢
OPER 0.756 0.860 -0.104 0.000°
RETURN -0.232 -0.154 -0.078 0.000¢
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AEFABRTRENA L F ) TFWRFL ) 2P ER TF % EF%R
mALHRERT > FQEeTAHdMERT | 2P ZERTEL R E%RAIA A7
HREFR $Q)e TRMELSFR ISP ZERAFTEEFORE AL GRERT
5 (4) e Fadz PR OPRERFSAERR AR RENA] L BiEFE

7 % 5% Logit (Multinomial Logit Model)it jF 4 17 % & Logit (Nested Logit Model)
REFLAT O RRIAKF IR EFAZTOLE > TS BRIAFEFRER L o

(- ) A= 2

F_*

#7538 Logit (Multinomial Logit Model)i §F 4 47 %1 » & L e jF ] £
TR AMERE T AP “f GO A A £ 4 M % sic(Pearson Product
Moment Correlation) & 3 i % SicEgh st 7 il ob » #3152 f Sl % B W
v #]% (Variance Inflation Factor, VIF)® > 12658 f B M enfe i - & WE aikE
AN EN10 LT LEEH L RET O A X AR AP f d %4-6
vk op M AR &M LM AL E(CASH) & LB L E 4T B i

(EBIDTA)F 2_4p B % 805618 % - #52 f i v 5 (DEBT)% 4 ¥ % 11(OPER) ¥ ¢
B 48c-0314=c2 > HApWw 50310 o FLEMA T 0 L ) RETTEF AP
A o 2 VIFS | 202 s&daim it % 5 Logit (Multinomial Logit Model)#74x * 2_ g

REIDT F AR ALMM -

= ) %38 Logit (Multinomial Logit Model):# A 1T e %

v xA

ZA4-750% — {7 (column) 3 % (1) 4 =] & 5 (2) ~ (3) ~ (4) v+ fshlogitie fF % dc

v A4

#PE > ¥ - f7(column) 3 % (2) 4 W2 % (1) ~ (3) ~ (4) =0t feenlogitie §F 0 fcr P

£

% = f7(column) & & () s Bl % (1) ~ (2) ~ (4) 22 grchlogitie §F T #c B PE

=F

F oz f7column) & % (4)m 4 B8 % (1) ~ (2) ~ (3) et fshlogitit jF ket PiE o 10T
FOPEEIEELRERPIZEE AT

e PRI} (2000)  FREGHE R A (1), i -
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# 4-6 p fﬁeﬂ:*' R

4Rk BM=2 75 f i£,/2 73 & » CASH= (1&$+<]$IPJ€)/? B EBITDA— .mm—;frt; A4 FALE  EPS=m &%
PlagE /imid bttt SIZE=In(F A4 18) » DEBT=£ { IP/; A4, » NOPER= 24 anx “LIE’OPER—*“i/iﬁ SEARE
RETURN=(% % p%if —2 2 p - &%),/ 22 p - £5%i -

BM CASH CF SIZE DEBT NOPER OPER  RETURN VIF
BM 1.000 1.230
CASH -0.243 1.000 1.977
EBITDA -0.147 0.561 1.000 1.967
SIZE -0.024 0.038 0.102 1.000 1.188
DEBT 0.083 -0.016 0.077 0.249 1.000 1.376
NOPER -0.229 0.214 0.229 0.009 0.052 1.000 1.497
OPER -0.220 0.128 0.000 -0.024 -0.314 0.024 1.000 1411
RETURN -0.093 0.240 0.268 0.074 0.015 0.266 -0.031 1.000 1.236
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% 47 557 Logit w §F A 37 4
IS EE YO

ERTLARERA A RAF W REFL > 5(3)4

RGO 02 P3%E R WG SRR A AL E
e | 3 A
i rr’b—*‘ 7 3

DR ERR SRR

x\ﬁ‘—\-

Al H(Qe T dmenT] 2P

&}i{ﬁm&mﬂ“i AXHIRE? ﬂ} ’ 37(4)

BM=2 @G i,/ 273 & CASH= (& +594mE&) /FARE  EBITDA= a?ﬁwﬁgw&f SFAR
i SIZE=In(F A %) NOPER=2L4 $£/2 4] /F A% OPER=4 £ 1| /F A% E > RETURN=(z 2 p % 7§
— AP - ERRR) B AP - EAERG
a%mpEit] Q%A EKE DA p it 5 %A F kE - ¢ p it ] %k F ok E -
MEFHEFE | QL HRERN | QRRESR | W3 FHF
(1)3 * B % e P@® e P@® i P@ 8 P @®
# §ETE - - -3.418 0.023° [ 9280 0000 | 1.105  0.369
BM - - -1.229  0.000 | 0.280  0.000 | -0.380  0.000
CASH - - 0.996  0.497 | -6.840 0.000 | -2.080  0.095
EBITDA - - 0.953,..,0.556 | -9.797  0.000 | 0.406  0.762
SIZE - - 0.250......0.002. | -0.287  0.000 | -0.050  0.463
NOPER - - 21.042 " 0.000 | 16.753 0.000 | -0.571  0.841
OPER - - 0,734°°0.001'| -1.711  0.000 | 0.697  0.000
RETURN - -~ 0.618  0.010° | 0.267 0193 | 0.427  0.030°
Q)% HIm &% -- --
# §ETE 3418  0.023° - - 12.698 0.000 | 4523  0.001
BM 1.229  0.000 - - 1508  0.000 | 0.848  0.000
CASH -0.996  0.497 - - -5.844  0.000 | -3.076 0.020°
EBITDA -0.953  0.556 - - -10.750  0.000 | -0.547  0.715
SIZE -0.250  0.002 - - -0.537  0.000 | -0.300  0.000
NOPER -21.042  0.000 - - -4.290  0.034" | -21.614  0.000
OPER -0.734  0.001 - - -2.445  0.000 | -0.037 0.836
RETURN -0.618  0.010 - - 0351 0120 | -0.191 0.375
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%47 598 Logit wfFadrE ()
MEHEFE [ Q2 ARERT | QRREAR | W5 3 HE
GfRRE&,R | B PE hge  PE | @  PE | hE  P@
#5EIE -0.280  0.000 | -12.698  0.000 - - -8.175  0.000
BM -0.280  0.000 | -1.508  0.000 - - -0.660  0.000
CASH 6.840 0000 [ 5844  0.000 - - 8920  0.000
EBITDA 9.797  0.000 | 10.750  0.000 - - | 10203 0.000
SIZE 0.287  0.000 | 0537  0.000 -- - 0.238  0.002
NOPER -16.753  0.000 | 4290  0.034° | - -~ |-17.324  0.000
OPER 1711 0000 | 2445  0.000 - - 2.408  0.000
RETURN -0.267 0193 [ 0351  0.120 - - 0.160  0.389
@3 F 4 5 i
# 5B -1.105  0.369 | -4/528 - - 0.001- | 8.175  0.000 - -
BM 0380 0.000 { -0.848 0000 -| 0.660  0.000 - -
CASH 2.080  0.095 [ 3.0767T0:020° [ -8.920  0.000 - =
EBITDA -0.406 0762 | 0547...-0.715 [-10.203  0.000 - -
SIZE 0.050 0463 | 0300  0.00 |-0.238  0.002 - -
NOPER 0571 0841 | 21614  0.000 |17.324  0.000 - -
OPER -0.697  0.000 | 0.037  0.836 |-2408  0.000 - -
RETURN -0.427  0.030° | 0191 0375 |-0.160  0.389 - -

Log likelihood = -1712.652

McFadden’s Likelihood ratio index= 0.275

% 4£d W& (CASH) 2 L% i 47 ¥ % {I(EBITDA) &k 5 » % = 712 § % &R

(et fades B 56.840~9.797 )~ L HIL £ %] (H ks B 5 5.844 ~ 10.750)

5 3 "ﬁ T (et es ) 58920 ~ 10.203) 2 =

PO E BN ARAE A 2

28 (PE50000) 2% B AT 2 Bi- 0 d 3027 LR AE L2 BFOL

R AR E KR FOLE FE LA RIME DT LA R LRI ET RS
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SRRl ES AR R R (4 B RO S L R A e
L2 §w a2 L e REF SRR P L R AR P LR
E2 LR RBITEREAE AR PSRRI HF

B Hm ARl P 2§ %2 I(OPER)R Y % Bk 27 (R34
#0.734 P 5 0.001) * 3R &~ pez 27 (fp3" #2445 £ 50.000) X ¥ 3

AR ERFOLD P2 2y 2 {|(NOPER)Y R £ A fe2 @ (3> 4#16.753 5 P
50000) BE@F > & £ {|(OPER)FFEE F 3 i 2 HIL A MF| 2 P (B3 14

#-0734>P®E 50001) ~ @M 4 A d (H3t %1711 PE 50.000) = Fu—g?
Bz (F3%8-0697 PiE 50.000) kMot FAmy B td 30y
ERENERAFEIRET T ERIY wF FE 2 I FERE RS D 4pBE -

-y 2
Y FEN L S EERLE r SR o A7 EFERE v AAS TG RE e

AP RE T G FEAERK OO PARERAR L e P (R
0.287 » Pi& 2 0.000) %184 o & I ERA|cha P 2p08 9 % Bk (B
0.250+ Pt 50.002) ~ & 7 & & fle (53" #0587 P 5 0.000) 2 & % ¥ 4 i7 (3

o

5 7:#0.300 - P 50.000) en2 PARWESR FRIEZ F 4 - PRSP LA 2
Bz CERRIA S P RERT ARl PR I o TRFF D

A NI IR 2= AL R RIS TE XD P P LR

B S FHEG D B BM)A 3 AR S RFRL 2P BA L HRERT (B3
% #-1.229 » P£0.000) % B2 Al e 472 29 (B3 %#-0380 Pk
0.000) A FB o 5% 1 & F LB P amUBLF S ER > A7 27 MW 2
PUEGREBEE W R T A - EAL GRS e o B A SRR
Wz X H B G E R (B i%#0.618 5 Pi20.010) * B X E & RAE
AP (380427 0 PE0.030) BFRAL o &7 2P e LAk & 7
PREE w R T N SRS E AT RRE 2P ENE LR
EAF S PPRG A 2P EREE -
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# 4-8 : Nested Logit Model % %

ArE FW)e TEREAR AP HERATSAEFLE AL HM AT a,(z)ewﬁﬂz &ﬁJ:2?;2&&?%"&%9;2?;\?1&% LA
\
I

FEETAHRAENRS P 2P FERTL AR AR A AT ERF R @) THFRFL D 2P HERTY FRF LA AL wAl o
FEITEBM=2 7tk § 8 /273 & CASH= (R&+X9%mE) /FARE EBITDA— LemmirEn gy FARE  EP S ame A
G inad fe vt o SIZE=In(F A &) DEBT=L£H § § /FARLE . NOPER= 2 ¥EEf/FARE  OPER=4 £i24]/F A% % » RETURN
=(2F PR —EFP - ERRG) 2P - EHELG
azrpiEd ] 0% k¥ k& bdmpEEDL WM E RE - chyrpiEd ] Wl F ko
RRE AP B K W R R A fRIR & %A 2 B R
¥ S Pig De¥ S PiE ¥ 3 PiE D S P&
BM -0.282 0.000° -0.548 0.001° 0.047 0.277
CASH -1.442 0.000°
EBITDA -3.292 0.035
EPS -0.071 0.009°
SIZE -0.005 0.000°
DEBT 1.728 0.021° -4.250 0.001° 0.619 0.438
NOPER 16.828 0.000° 8.149 0.000° 12.124 0.000°
OPER 0.544 0.000° 0.395 0.024" -0.290 0.086*
RETURN 0.184 0.219 0.562 0.005° -0.410 0.018"
JELIR B B 569 523 304 350

Log likelihood = -1827.177
McFadden’s Likelihood ratio index= 0.346
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(=) 3 Logit (Nested Logit Model)it i 4 17 5% %

L4-8¢ F - FATR DA D P A TFEARE ) B - PR TR TRET AT

=
Sl

FARMEFLIFAATFE od 29 v, 07 AT FMES T RIp2 T3
A =1 *ﬁ 2. £ 38 = (CASH) ~ fa & % 47 5 % 11(EBITDA) ~ & 3% & 4:(EPS)
2P J(SIZE) (2 3+ tadicA W) 4 -7.442 ~ =3.392 ~ -0.071 ~ -0.005) » % 7+ &
NPFEFZREINERE N ER N RLAPF S R T R LR EAREKR
w0 pt 2 5% 22 Netter and Mitchell(1989) 2 7% 2. 48 (2001) - & » ® 2 & 257 7 2 B3k
- Td NP ERAE BFOL S N AR E > BRI 2 R AR
BoPZRES LRITEREA FES LA o B 2 P RPAR ] B 2 AR T A
BIREAFRLELZ BT PR A0 A EIFR ZRERBEEJLHL AP
2§ E RELF 2 FEM > P - Z 5% 4ol Fama and French(2001):2 5 & 3R 4 %%
Flen2 PHBIENSTF - Y EPB M d Rl o AR LAY 2 Bz L E
B A feins P ALEER G A ek 1] R @RS,

=

wha P AR fIE S LT P AR E AR

—

4. 44-8% - ~= v {7
AR & A fe bk K 2 2 A SRR ES A (BM)~ f 0t 5 (DEBT) »
L4 % 1(NOPER) ~ § # /£ 11(OPER);y &A@ — & % 47 3 (RETURN) « & 47
”\ﬂgr~$@%”’@ﬁ@@%ﬁE“@Wﬁ%%ﬂ@$@€mmw(%y@

—
P
S

#er u) 5 0.0472-0410) Aor H 2P ERERE B S S 07 AFE

ﬂ

Dann(1981) ~ Vermaelen(1981) ¢ Dittmar(2000)2. #7 3 & 32 s = @ B AL K 5 » E_F
FRER w2 ARFH o A7 NP REFERKE Tnd T a2 HS LRI E L
Bk PR AHERBERR: BEAITLERE I P FUREE ¥R
SMESF N APRR E 2P R EHR MG o 2 H 2P 2 £2J(OPER) (F3+1%
#5-0290 > Pid 50.086) # itz 2Ly ¥ {|(NOPER) A& F i d (fo 3t dic i
12124 > PE 50.000) > 3% %7 7 2P oy f|* ®7F LT P2 MEE KT
B E wends (T UEF R A FRflid 2 A7 B AR B A F AR GRS
d N FERETERAFERETEERIN > P EEN2 I FERER IS
AREE O R R EAIZ P RFARE R AR APM o & T 2 < jkJagannathan,
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Stephens and Weisbach (2000) ¥ Guay and Harford (2000) # 3 % °

FoP Rl AR R ARMELKL > Bld 27 B 25Tk H#5 B
(BM)2 §# # b % (DEBT) ( 3+ fadich %] 5 -0.548%2-4.250) 3o i€ » @ § ¥ 4
(OPER)~ 24 % ;% §](NOPER) 2 5% i 4% f* & (RETURN)( % 3* 444 | 3 8.1490.395

20562) g c Ao AR ENTIZ 2P H FERRR AL BRAET 0 PP SR
=]
r

Y
W

LREFHRFLPY - FRASFPHFL T @I85 f2F 22
¥
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24-9: LA FRAN2ZT R Logiti&ﬁp’fﬁ:ﬂj PR

Multinomial Logit * 77| = £+ 1082 & (61.97%)

75
3ER B FOR mEWA % TR OBILE AR B3t
210 28 119 99 456
FOR e ROL
60.00% 9.21% 22.75% 17.40%
1 185 60 41 287
Fo IR & A
0.29% 60.86% 11.47% 7.21%
) 34 30 266 8 338
5%?%5
9.71% 9.87% 50.86% 1.41%
) 105 61 78 421 665
&ILE & PR
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