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(LA ANG B SR 5 K% FEBRRT Bt . b5 1000292, 26 FE 4% B ik K &R R, 5% B 4E /R 32611;
3 E AE R MAERARE BN IR F 5 266100)

i E.XFHRATFIPHMBRAIRAERGHINE ZFER, AR, AL —F
AR B B R A PRI N S AL AL S AL E B R A L A AR AE LR Y B B ILA A
Fo KR A, ML, EHEEFRIHI AT, AR TREAETEEKNF XETRA
1, M b B A A K AR R A, P RAE A ] A AL B Bh AL E BT i 4 b R AR AR AE
Fo KRR A, H—FTHARELI, PHBEAS SHFBAEA R EWE@ G R,
BRI A RAT L KA A P AR A S R R T R 3F A B0 2 5 W 3k, o BLE B 208 5
TR FBAEF A HAEAR SO RAITL PR LG F R E,

KR PR R A AL B R

RESES F831 XEFRIAE A XE4HS:1001-9952(2015)04-0110-12

—.5l

AV Z BYAFAL 28w AT N BEAS T 3 3R AT B 4 R B T IR 10 3 Tl O 58 L B i
SR\ T VA P AE (Pagano %,1998; Renneboog %5,2007), IEEH F LBy iE L%, T A
s B AR Al & e Ry AR, TR E R AT N E A ek
HlR 55, LA R A TR T ARl b A A% B BRI 1R 22 b [ Ak 23 3 3k 45 56 [ R B L e =
b [ s SRS AT Y Lo, X SETESEA b Al CRLR AR T A A | )
iof BT T G R R . SR, N 2010 AEFF AR, U R 2011 A AR R A D 0 4 1A 4807 1Y
fELZ G REFEEE A B iy rp B Al i Bd o FA A A s AR i 3. R4 A SO 4t
2010 4F 1 H 2 2013 4F 12 H 34 31 RAERE b 9 HBEI A w58 UM A k. IR 4, ik 28
R JRE 2N W) 32 3 25 T BE AP BEAS T 02 B TR LE PR 2R B 2 0 7 e ST A 6 U RA AT Ak Y R
fta7 B AT R AT Ml A iy Gl ABE R 2 WA B A B S 7 3 2 ) B A R R A 15 BIAR
U 19 [R1 25, Al 2 S 45 5L 38 VAR R T8 A IR A

A EIRAA AR FE B4 BT Y 2wl g WO AR AT % ) 28 ) (Renneboog il
Simons,2005) . ¥ I /A Fl AAA fb & B A T S 8 3 1 — A4 . #9140, Bharath Al
Dittmar(2010) & ¥ ,1980—2004 4E L4 1 377 FEE F A AN A L., B, T/
A A A B 5T 22 DL S R R Al B FE X, i T B R AT E A R A

il

B #2014-10-31
BEEWA HE ARSI ATH (71472042,71472040,71332007,71102077)
TESE B BLAk R (1982—) T Wi VLR 8, Xt A0 28 B B2 5 K 2 1 Bk i 2 o 1 804 5
Wi (1986 —) 2 VLA R AL . 6 E B BLIR R 2 Al R Uy ) 45
4= #1990 Lo INAR RN . b B LM Ay A BR A R 75 5 40 A "I IR
O R fL 248 b2 50 F B v, AN 2 B A il iy E A B b8 s ik,
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PRAT 9. B4k A5 (2014) 3 86 K 1 30 il BB B 32 3B 1T A0 28 A 9T 48 L )R BB
Sl EshR T EER R . WX BEE LRSS E 58 17k 45 0% 0F 5% 45 L Fn B
T AT HE 28 0T RE I N RE AR 47 Ml it R B AR AE B 0 R AR T 3 i, (R 8 AR b K B
() R R B2 R B AL AR AT . T EL L G T Ak FA A A A BRAT BF 5T AR 2 43 B G R A7l R
A2 B4 5 i R RO

ASCLL 2010 4 1 H & 2013 4F 12 7 M\ 36 B B8 A 1 3 3 sl i 0% v i B 28 ) R F e R
AT T AL RAE R sl S 20 5 3. Ao as R0 . (D IWFAH 1 AT — 4 13X A 4% 52 i
FORE ASEACEE . A R4 R Z U AL KR PR A R B A T RERA L. XA &
JBe S AN (B AR AR B U8 1 R B0 4 D A 150 R 28 5 AR ik, U B P MR e R RA A AL Y Bl L 32 2
A M A (B AR AG 98 B P 3 A T R A 3 5 BLAS i L A R I L 4] 2 R T il
KB BEZEBOE T AL HAA I EERZE, (2 I LT B R 1L i A= fi B 0ok & L Ak (B K
S A A 2 R L 9] ki A P A R R R AT AR A KU SRR . X AT Al A (A A
5 U ) 55 T 9 A1 0 o U O R AR 2 R RL A Al 0 Bl AL 3 R R G A ol A 1 R A R R AR AR
HRRCA T, A R O AR R e v T AR AR KU LR (3D IR SR T kb A
JBE 2> EARDAT A 30 S 1 R o 3R B4R 9 3 e A MR AT A TP AR AR SR A . (O TP 2 mI RA AT
A XGF TR AT Ml R Al o A B 7 A T R B S O EL AR B R B A FA A AR A [ ATl
A AL A1 A AR 2N ) R SR AR A T B Sk I ) A A T T LV S0 AE FATE AR AR R = (il
KA L A B4 30 22 1 )47 ol v R R 2 ) o B 8 2%

AR SCI RIS DR J2 BRI 5 — , O AT SCHR 32 G TP A R A W T O XL W Sl
&t o3 THRN TS ) (B B80S, 20125 Beatty 45,2014 ; Lee 55,2014 5 5K SR 5, 2014) . A SC I
ARG T EFEE LR AR RE R Sl AR SCRIER Logit BRI T T v
JRE 2 B AL AT A — A 3 R A B AR e RL AT A TR SR I 3R L 38 R A Duration BT 53 BT T A
HRAE RN LT B RAE AL R A AR R R R S A AL R R L R L AR SO T T Al A
B AL AL A 1L 7 Tk — 230 8 T R TR BRI oY . B RO R A R
A AL A 3y 2 TR B 2 SO O 2 AT RAA A B Al o R A 2 R R L 1)
AL, B AR SO S IR X T B AR R R A FL R —E s . BB L AR SO T
T AR Fb 1 AL . B ST B AT T AR L E A AL AR T 3% N (Renne-
boog % .2007) T ZAR T 4ok B A b B4 s R0 . 38 ok A 56 v MR R 2 R RA A b A R K
IO, BT A3 B RAAT Ak % 95 AR 117 3 8 1 A B JHG At 7 55 )b Tl w2 ) e 36 2 i) 39k % e ]
AL HEAR T R E MG EHE AR RE X,

= 3R [E]

(=) ML BAA AL Bl AL

KT A PR AR L, FKAT145 H Renneboog l Simons (2005) | Renne-
boog % (2007) \Bharath I Dittmar(2010) 55 RIRIE 5T . H5 4 lb AL A AL 9 S LI 40 O i 52 1
AR AG ARG AR AR B B8 B WA B 3 W08 e % A 300 1 52 oy A AR B3

1M EARAS R0 . BEEE MM E AR AS B R Cundervaluation hypothesis) AR B 7R A4
PR AAAEAT BARKEFR S AR B AR FR AR FE w8 08 Al X LA 45 0 7 Bl 4 22 gk = W 5| g, i
M BUBCEE B Z B S 1 2 B AN B AT . Zingales (1995) 48 i, IPO B — > 5 2 A Al /&
B0 R A (8 T 37 A% /A (B o DT by HG B S 4 i s 1k o A SR Sl T R Uil B A T g
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FA74E . Renneboog %5 (2007) AN, 28 R EHARAG R FAA ALY R E N Z —.

2 A AR UG . AR AR UG Cagency costs-related hypotheses) B F T TR,
A5 A g O A A5 AU U AN F B AR U . R R PR AR U A R RAE Ao R v A
JEHE I AR AL A . Jensen(1986) & B, FAAT 1k ] LA &3 42 55 4l £ {5 4 38 )2 5 ok
IR 4 B R 25 I 0T A AL R . Weir 45 (2005) BF5E T 1998 — 2000 4R 4 [ 116 Al
IIFAA AL B, I CEO £ B L A AL 5% 9% 25 15 1B Lo 1) v i) Al B A mTRERA A AL . b
TR E5E e T R 5 PR R AR B30 . 42 M AU BN Oy s RO A AL A ) T RO o, B AR AR 3 AR
(Brau %£,2003; Brau il Fawcett,2006), Bharath il Dittmar(2010) %} 1980 — 2004 43 [H
BT A FRA AT T RS R B RIALZ R A AR R K R . A e
DB VRN o BB A AR A A oMl B AR it 55 Rl 9, ATk 2> A B R 42 . Lehn A1 Poulsen
(1989 LA 1980—1987 4 263 KA ALY F i 24wl A WFFEAEAS & B A H 30 4 0 2 Al
A ALY B R i B R e S R A A LB EAG,

SR UL . BB UG Ctax benefit hypothesis)IN K, BB AL B 32 & 4k 17 45t K S, 9F
T 7 A B G RN . Kaplan(1989a) Lh 1980— 1986 4F 76 Z 45 FHL 2 Wi I # b T 28 w1 0 #F 58 4
A RIS b 2w AL A A R 1 BE I AR o5 FA A R SO RS A Y 2100 — 72 %,
Renneboog &5 (2007 HF5E T 1997 — 2003 4FJE [ F i Al (9 AAA AT o e BB 2800 2 2
A AT FE B Z —

4. EHERBARUL . WE RV (wealth transfer hypothesis VINH  FhA b2 Al By
5195 MR AN . S BORA B F] 45 32 B 8155 TR B 2R 1A NI s 5 4 1 IR .
40, Marais 45 (1989) LA 1974 — 1985 4F & [E FAA fb A R 50 4,k MAAE 38 5 J5 4
MBS P2 (B 3l i 22 P ) T %, Travios Ml Cornett(1993) 3 F L E 10 A H 138 5
MBI s A LS R BRI M B2 O 1,084,

5.58 5 AR . 28 55 AR U4 (transaction costs hypothesis) N BEEE F 1T B AR
T E RSB AN A R K (DeAngelo 5%,1984) ., iUl . Renneboog %5 (2007) 48 H} ,
2003 AF—ZF M EHIB R 1 {2380 BT A 8 38 S FOIE 538 5 T 22 5 3% Cadmission fee) J&
43 700 SLE% RFAE Y BT 2% (Listing fee) S 6 280 Heg%, JHJE FIH A (2012) 48 M W — %
AP FEN A BT R BT SR &R TPO B N 9% —16% . B AT R
KR O L b 9% R 2 R B 4 8 55 9 A 21 900 70T

(O ML FAA ALY 2235 5 2R

KT AN A 22 T 5 SR AT 5T 32200 Bt Aol & A FAA AR I 8 T 373 S 0 LA lk A6 A 1k
LIS #9055 5550

1AM A L W T 3% SV . Renneboog A1 Simons (2005) 2 31 T ¢ - 38 [E A2 5 4>k
FOA AR B S5 117 37 B 19 SCRR & 2 34l 5 Al AL A Ak 25 il AR A9 2 25 S e i Il 4l ] s
DeAngelo % (1984) LA 1973 — 1980 4F 3¢ [& i b FA A £k 4 BIF 5 X 42 K A M 5 A FL AT AL A
38 R A DRI — 1, 0] P9 8 e f 48 e 22.27 %6 o T 4 Aol B A7 B0RS FAA AR R L G2 B, AN T Bk
8.88% . Renneboog 55 (2007) &I, M TE X ][ — 1,0 X A A28 55 24 5 19 B - 34
22.68%,

2 AN A AL LLIS W 55 i 8. i T Bk Al AL AR 09 10 55 s A0 R p Bl L o T
Al FAAT A LA 175 B0 B BIE S R AR X 8> o 140 Kaplan(19896) L 1980 —1986 4F 76 5 3¢
ERA A A FEAS R AR A R A5 B = AE N, 238 5 i 2 4R e AR S b
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HrI AN . Smith(1990) P 1977 —1986 4F 58 K3 EFAA 1Ll I EEA , & A FA
U5 B 278 B4 T I, 228 4 i R T

ZE LT, R T AE I S L FE I Z AR . B TR 58 00 A 0 5 X 42 R 5%
WIRUR ]S DA B SCHlR B 8 2538 vl REDF AN 58 e — 3, 1 HL L 56 A FAAT b 22 5% I SR A A 52
WAR D W K FAA AL 36 AN . TR I, FRATT AT 2 L5 A r K B2 )4 R o5 R T Ak 1 o R
g X HROABE 2 W) RA A Ak sh AL RS H A8O HEA T ER A A AT

= HREREHRIEIT

() WFFEFEA

2010 4 1 J % 2013 4F 12 H 34 31 ZAELE (AMEX \NASDAQ FINYSE) byt
AR R 2 1 B A I 58 R A Ak CIRATT AN R T 5T T AR B R AR (2 2 B R R OE R
FD R 23045 29 RAEEE Ly ER A A LA R . A SCEEER 2010 4F LUS B FA A fb Al
FE R BFFEREA SR A 2007 — 2009 4F H M 2> 7] (1) AL Ak D 5% T 8 45 3% 31 4 Bl e ML 52 g
S 3 AT Ak BRSS9 BIF I 45 SR AE A 22 . PRI FA Ak 4% i TR R 1) I 55 B4 ok
H CSMAR %4 2 . Wind #0421 Compustat %408 2 L B 5% R B ok B CRSP BUdi &
ONEDABRECE OR A A A FAEIR . AE 29 KPR AL B w AL N BT B 5E URA A AR
SR 56.9 A H o B A FAAG Ak B 58 L1 F- S8 1B 8.46 AN H L 79.3 % IR fk Al
KT EZ Ol g7 5K

(DD FEA T E L

LA FAA Ak . AR SCR FH M 00748 28 0 1 S Al 2 5 AL 4k (Delist) . a0 5 R AR L2 ]
fE 2010 4F 1 H 2 2013 4F 12 A E A58 i T A4 W Delise BUE N 1, B0 0,

2.4 R LA . FRATTAR 4 FAA L 0 R TR S L R SO T A TR] R 7% e R 4G 56 o A
& wl R FAA AL SR 15 (AH e 28 B i LW 3R 1) . A SCIE 4 Renneboog %5 (2007) 19 77
L R AT R Gnarket -to-book ratio , MTB) 3k 56 B 22 M B AR Ak R U8, MTB KRB T
%ot B B AR (R B . FRATTE % Weir 25 (2005) 197 12+ R FIE P2 5458 (Leverage) K A6 5
I R AR R Al A B (FCF) RE 5 A i B & WUt . AR SR H Al B i
(Tax) R A 30 BB » SR FH AR — R 25 35 I LU 1] ( Block ) St 6 56 45 il AU 56 . FR AT 246
Weir £8(2005) B 7 5, R E B ZE LG (Mashare) K56 M 25 h MR L, FATRA LA
Al KA (Size ) SFe S B ME B 2 W1 1) 32 5 AR S I 30 28 B IUAAR Ut . — R 10, RLASE K 1) 4
MBS AT 20 1T B T A s BRI A T BOIE B AS T & (Watts A1 Zimmerman,
1978),

(=) BT A A

LA AL T S LA 56

(DA FAAE AL R Z 43 Hr, FeA 115 % Lehn F1 Poulsen (1989) f 5 1. SR 01 & 11D
X 77 1 SR W FEAEAS T Logir BRI HEAT A 20 B . FATT LA A b RA A Ak 58 WA — 4
BEvE A5 SR FH AR BE CRAT b L% 7 RS S5 oA 42 30 1) 2 R AR R X RE AR

OWAFBRA B AAA AL E AT 2012 4F 1 H 20 H 520 6] 2 2014 48 1 H 16 H L B LA SO A BR . WA W A5
RBIATFFEREAR , LRSI IRIFA AL,

« 113 -



M2 2015 FE 48

x1 TEEX

BT AR L A AL Z L
Delist | WAAEFAA fb, MIERAE S 1,50 H 0
MTB | L—4F B B AR B AR T 540 (6 -5 T T (B LU (. Je S {ELARR A AL L
Leverage | L—41 B i 5 B0 7™ /9 LA W& e Ak
FCF lig—gﬂ?é%ﬁf;ﬁmfﬁi%Uﬁlé@r‘{;ﬁﬁ*J:—ﬂ=‘ﬁ”1‘$‘f$§i.ﬂ*J:—Q:ESH'D/ 1 th B4 v
Tax | L—4F2A RTS8 8 B A I E Tod W AR 15t
Block | F—4E5 — RIRARFFI LA P AL R
Mashare | I.— 420 ) & 2 R B LG A ) 25 B PR A
Size | L —4FB5E 1 H 2R XA 5 55 WA B
Growth | (CE—FEHERA— EWEHERA/ EPEHERA
ROA | L —4F il F 8 5 5 58 7 19 Lo (8
DROA | W2 ROA RTATL 8 WIRE D 1, 502k 0

N T K A M AL A AR S B FRATTA TR (D)L I % Lehn Al Poulsen(1989)
(75 1 S AERHRL P T Al A 85 B R (Groweh) L EVHE IR R (DROA) VLA AR BE 117
M i 5E R Al X 73R SIC — AR .
Delist =a+,MTB+3,FCF +f,Leverage + 3, Tax + s Block + s Mashare
+B;Size +BsGrowth + B DROA +Year + Industry +e @D
A AR H N Duration BB 73, FERY (1) 5T A B2 m) AL A AL Al — 471X
ANFEE I AT AT O T oA N BT B RAAT A R A i R s i Al R AL TR SR A I R
FAE % Bharath Fl1 Dittmar(2010) B9 757 %% . R H Duration BEBIR AT 4387 . X AL AT
DA, 58 AN [i] A Ml 5] 7 22 S Xof FA A A ke SR §18 52 Wi o T L AT R DG T[] — A0 Ml Bl R 7] 8 72 14 R A
Xt EFAE AP I M.t T Cox L ] AU A8 RS (R 2 XU bR AR B X, FRATTR A T
Cox BRI (Cox,1972) ., Cox FERI N,
h(t-X(t))=ho()exp(B'X 1)) (2)
Hoboh . X @) Al AE R ] ¢ 89 KBS R (hazard rate) s X () FFERTTA] ¢ B4l 4FAE
ho () g FEVHE XS PR BT (baseline hazard function) ,Cox FEBIXS by () SR E . Cox H11F
R TR KA AR Bk Al AL A (2) v iy B BRI 78 o Sy KU Bl %8, B R AL AT A I 2 W) S B FA A
PO XU L8 o XU b 23 8 iy ¢ WA Aol T30 1) A A S0 IR AR L B AT T 8 o IR e B AL AT AL
1E Cox B AN XY ZR 80035 20 1 W5 B ol 79 55 A4 R AR JBCLEL AR L Al R AT 1k Y L
W LB R . exp(B) R B Y A AL AR — A BRI L Ak AL AT AR XU, L R /b
FATTXS i A7 7 3 b T A REIBE 2 BN B AR A JT 4R GE B L X T 2013 4F 12 IR R FA
AL AR 2 AL REASILIGE B2 3 2013 4F 12 H 5 X F 58 A 1k 19 Al . #F A WL 38 B
3 58 MAAA ALY ARGy . X T ARAAA AL h A 2 5] Delist BB 05 %5 T F0A A 1 b #E i
A TEAE S AL AL B 2G4 Delist WARA 1, HARAE (3 BUE R 0. BERL(2) v i 4l

O M T FCF il ROA WAHE R BN 0.528, 4 T k4 £ 5 IR o m) 5, J AT 76 [RS8 b il DROA 45 i1 £ b 1) 281 1)

@ Logir AR H ML 2> R AL AT AT — 4F 3 A48 58 I A, X HE 23 A7 2 22 A AL it o A A 16 A F B ABE 24 W) X IR 4D
MARIE2E 5 . Logir BERIBEA % IR B i AR FAA L9 2 RUROR A W RERA A L. 11 Duration BEBSSS 5 7 A7 i W i) 0 284 2
A AL IR TR AR L 3 B T A I AL A R I R T B o ok W RERA A AL B . Rt AR SC TR I
Logit BERIFN Duration BEAYHEAT 0 47 85 042 17 . 45 Rl S A fek
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fEAE 7 (X)) A4 KR (MTB) . H B 34 i (FCF) | % 7 7 f5i %8 (Leverage) 4k B 171
(Tax) 35— KIIR K¢ K LB (Block ) V& FRZ ¢ K L 38 (Mashare) (A M BUAR (Size) VB H
BERK R (Growth) FUB B W45 £ (DROA) .

2.4 Mk BN Akt 0N 53 A

FEAT R AT 58 125 0K 23 A Aol B A RAAT AR A ¥ H 2808, AR B 2 W AL AR X R AT
Ay A AESE [ F T AR B W R s e SR Al S A AL A H O R I
(AR) 2 B Y 52 s 0] i ik 26 T30 [ i o 3R 3188 40 0] ik (CARD 25 T 40 %7 11 PN Jie 5% 8 4 [m]
W T2, FRATTR T R Gnarket model ) Ak W% 2295 3 71 4 A5 325 10 9 AR
—210 D225 H RS —10 A58 5 H T 8080 v i 1 3 [ 4 R A B A i 7 3 [l 4, 3R
I % Beatty S5 (20140 W75 85 AL — 1. LIE D9 AR 10 S0 2 11 P 9 58 R0 4 [ i
N CARL— 1.1 Al AAA Pt Hh 5 07 A [l U A2 28 O

CAR=a+B MTB+p,FCF +p;Leverage + 3, Tax +f:; Block +p;Mashare +p;Size

+pBsGrowth + 8, DROA +Year + Industry +e (3)

PO iR Ve GE 155 A0 M 53 A

2 W TR A AR RE 2 W) B B AR R . bl LUE L RAA
b8 m] MTB 3ME 2 1.061, % 7™ S fit R A X (E R 31.3 %0, A H1 3G N IE , SO Y BT 3 B
Hi BB AR 2 B 2.3 00 55— RIBAR P 55 B LB 4.2 00 B 3R 17 B35 Ik 1
Bk 43.3 % 4 B3 KR 30.2% . 79.3 %0 BIFAAT FB 28 Bl BB PR IR 25 R K AT b
B (FAA LA H ROA W3{E N 0.8%0) . HEEXF A A A A A MTB 2 8% /N T

P X 23 ) HA AR B AR SE i BN A 3 22

x2 FETERHAMSEIT
A2 7 HiE X} 22 7 B {H L5 HE L
HE T ESf ! HE THIPE | ZKEPE

MTB 1.061 0.793 1.870 1.549 0.0237" 0.061"
Leverage 0.313 0.291 0.305 0.282 0.845 0.846
FCF 0.002 0.008 —0.016 —0.008 0.593 0.549
Tax 0.023 0.018 0.027 0.026 0.565 0.570
Block 0.042 0.036 0.076 0.049 0.110 0.114
Mashare 0.433 0.430 0.402 0.413 0.596 0.652
Size 5.703 5.441 5.521 5.517 0.444 0.519
Growth 0.302 0.236 0.294 0.204 0.941 0.981
DROA 0.793 1.000 0.862 1.000 0.500 0.490

Tt R AMIFORTE 10% 5% R 1% K E R, &R,
FATUATAA A2 7 FIEC XS 2N &) R REAS , % E AR 64T T Pearson MR, F
1% B, A2 B R b (Delist) 5 E(MTB) B & A G, X 5% 2 g R —2,

M 4= FAH L B AL AR 38

(=) Ak AL A A S P 5

# 3 KM Logit BIEIX AR RA S HLAEST TR S . 7E50 (D H, MTB 1) R %%

G Uk B A Ml AG (K P B L B AT BERA AT AL, AT S35 T BEEE AN EARAG Rt . FCF B9 &
B O AE BT A B TR B Ak o nTRERA AT L. A AN fE RE 8 BRI A il B
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G U KT 804t 55 Rl B L DTN G2 ik L ER B 4 6T Al A (B SR T RS e, PRI 4 BT 4 2R 3
BT HBHIAEREUL, Leverage .Tax .Block F1 Mashare W RIS L, Size R L
FHONIE BLW R R A R A AT BB AL AL AUBT R il 2 4 b v b o7 79 O A B g, AT
2 5y WU T8 A6 28 5y AR B UL . Groweh WY B 3 O 1E , Ud B4 45 38 4 B i) Al T A
AIREFAA AL . 458 MTB #2508 % 8 70, ATy th MEIRRA A AL i 22 B B4 AT 2 i
PR T S Ak AR 2 /] . BLAk =5 55 (2014) & A il B T 2 A8 R % Jie B 1) — 3B 43 . AR 3¢
() SE TR 5T 45 SR 5 004k 8 A (2014) & — S0y L B P R IR 20 W) FA A Ak 1A a2 IR R i ol 150 A 4
KW I, M T Al A e s 19 % 08 . FIRZS BRI, rp A I 20 w) RD A Ak i S AL 3 28 2 i
G Al A (WA AL I 2D v B0 48 0 PR 58 2 A

TEAR ) 29 ZBERFAA AL A ml v A 23 R T & B2 W08 77 Ak S FA A 1L L
fib 6 Z A FAAT A6 7 20448 B AR WO | S JREAN AR 9% 5 4 ey 45 . © IR 4, SR FH A 22 i
T R LEBANA A B A AE AR A S AL B2 B AF A & 22 5 0¢7 3k 3 gl (2) nl A,
MTB i # ¥R E A, FCF Size Fl Growth ) ZE W EHIE, 55 (D MLEH—B. (A7)
(2)™h Mashare 1) Z ¥ 201, UL W48 F0 )2 35 B0 L0491 2 52 el 4 >R 4 3823 Wi 0 =K 5
MAA R EZEHNER,

x3 UFRFEHNKE

(D EFEAR (2B WA
S B iR EYEEY T o 15
MTB —1.578""" 0.565 —2.459""" 0.750
FCF 7.838"" 3.582 8.826" 4.540
Leverage —0.358 2.776 0.993 3.949
Tax —12.579 15.301 3.518 24.029
Block —4.166 4.869 2.037 4.352
Mashare 1.705 1.606 4.375" 2.377
Size 0.777"" 0.361 1.061"" 0.423
Growth 1.527" 0.814 2.364"" 0.963
DROA —0.392 1.112 0.031 0.981
Constant —2.580 2.348 —6.256"" 3.041
Year Xl 1l
Industry bagr| fags
Pseudo R* 0.240 0.332
Observations 58 46

T AR UEIR 20 57 Ak R KL

(DAL B 0 XUBS: EE 653

3 Mo AT T A AN AR ET— A 10 55 B . T Ak AL TR SRR — T ] e
% (Bharath Ml Dittmar, 2010 ; %8 4% & %, 2014) , & Fl Duration BRI (X (2)) RE % 06 4 #u K6
s FAE AL e S I K, 138 4 AT, MTDB (9 228050 2 0 17, 3 W Al A {8 7K OF
e o DU S it A A A ) AU Ll SR8 AR . 3 3 T 20 A Ml A0 (B AT A B £ Ml B A PT i B R T 5 A
Fib. Mashare %) F %002 0 1F , Ud B 22 45 I LU 481 885 sl RO A A A JXURS: B 58 s
A T REE R B A ML, FIRGE RS Weir 25 (2005) 42 H A9 F 25 D V8 R UL B FAA 46 7]

OFRAILL 29 ZZFA LA G AR, DLy FAAT A6 77 30 PR 38 CAn R AL A A 07 2 48 B0 e I L U IRCfE A 1, 5 0 o
0+ % BUAE B 45 e L A8 2 52 ol i ol RN Al 77 20 456 ) B B TR 3R A U2 45 B LG 408 ol A T SR D A U Aol
LR A RS R R
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DUHE o A B2 FR R DA R A B2 R 25 L BRARACFE A . Duration #5743 B 485 2 B, A
T PR I A Bk A A AR ) S B Bl AL ke A b A (BB A A R R IR B AR
F4 DAFFULIHIE (Duration FHE] )

EN 4 i Odds Ratio
MTB —0.051""" 0.019 0.950
FCF —0.225 1.077 0.798
Leverage —1.371 1.014 0.254
Tax 0.002 0.008 1.002
Block 1.453 1.505 4.278
Mashare 2.565""" 0.743 13.002
Size —0.026 0.117 0.975
Growth —0.113 0.499 0.893
DROA 0.977 0.620 2.660
Industry 4 1l
Likelihood ratio test —122.213"""
Firm going private 29
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Firm-year observations 1 085
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Privatization of China Concept Stocks:
Motivations and Economic Consequences

Zhu Jigao',Duan Yang®.Li Xin®

(1.Business School sUniversity of International Business and Economics »
Beijing 100029 ,China ;2.Department of Finance sUniversity of Florida ,Gainesville 32611,U.S.;
3.Qingdao Branch .China Telecom ,Qingdao 266100 .China)

Abstract: This paper studies the motivations and economic consequences of privatiza-
tion of China concept stocks.It shows that as for the special time at the previous one year
before privatization,the motivations for privatization of China concept stocks lie in the pre-
vention of underestimating firm values,the reduction in free cash flows and the decrease in
transaction costs. And firms with higher managerial ownership are more likely to adopt
management buyout to go private. As for the long term from listing to privatization, the
motivations for privatization of China concept stocks lie in the prevention of underestima-
ting firm values and the reduction in agency costs.Further study also confirms a significant
positive spillover effect with China concept stocks’ going-private transactions.More speci-
fically,other China concept stocks without privatization in the same industry obtain signifi-
cantly positive abnormal returns,and the spillover effect is more significant in China con-
cept stocks with lower evaluation and more free cash flows in the same industry.

Key words: China concept stock; privatization; spillover effect
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