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GELTIKE W95 305 2316 A4 JET] 361005)

H E.XTAEFRENARRT FHITARERARALFTHENPA, AR PE L
T8 2008—2011 F 2B HE R T FitIFRBIZE T R F i £, AR AI. 0 T4
ZWGRHB F AR ZEE P GF IR FZEFRTBEE P AAFLERGFIHIFA LR
8 M= 1) A AR A P AR E M 6 he K T e ds B T 3 84 3 LR 2L, F A U xE
iz B P EIRF IR ERAETHF I ESFRARSO T P, XL ERHUF I IF a2
15 B Hoa T LN A Fo 2 N Kok, f F 0T 2 2 18) A 5 it W 3% 58 0 e B T M2 A5 B xFF
FEMW e, LFTNAREATAAMERERNTAEF T HITARBR ZGE5E,

FEWEF A REEE F AN TR LER;FIH TSRS

RESES F239.43 XEERIRAE A XEHS:1001-9952(2014)09-0121-12

—.5l

T M )R — B A2 9055 RS AR R T . — ek D o 3 2 i 32 2ok T 3
VR 85 Ty R BE B P B T RURS: L B 5 % P AR U BE ) 45 PR (Simunic, 19805
Casterella %,2004) , # 71ITBESS Iy, 8 7 H B A B2 U o T F A0 s . 26 7 A9 o o1 XU
e o BT M S R VA XU A0 A, A IO 9 2 g ) B TR SR AT A . e A I B
I IR T U5 7 2 ) i A E T U A SO BE T L S . —
FBEoR UL o T IO I 3T 7 B R A AR T i 2 B R U A B T AR 2 SR AR
Bz o SRR (ELR phy T SIS A A 45 B 0 3 DA R S WO AR B S A NG AR N
VT P AT LA B T 0l 2 36 el 4 AR b o U A AN RE AR LAt . AT UL o U
Mo A E AT A E AR — D R A S ) S, B A SCHR (Choi 48, 20125 X 0%,
201 WFSE 1 T UM A) 3t BE AV B T R A S AR R B AT s P T R . HH
T 1) 0 SCHR e A 36 v [ o 7 3 W 1 0 e 67 " A0 e 52 00 o 31U G L AS SCRYRIESE S R
A T T A

FEAE T TR 2 B AR LR b DX 28 55 K KK 55 IR 3R e AR ST 5 & B 3 Uil
Xf i 8 ) TR AR . AT R X EE X T 100 2 LA B P, B THIBR 100
AWLMo EAR 4,963 00, 1252530 908TT . X B Ui xk il T A i
FUA ST E A SR o B TR AT Ml e R T A B R RO T T S 2 AR A
fiE J1 (Casterella 55 ,2004) , i T B = 3 G A0 B A7 31 060 fi 32 20 7 1) A 8 0 AR T Il ol %
Fro R B AT b e A B o T U PR LA MR 2 5 T A AL B A TR B T E A S
], FAT] A BURA A7l LA 0 8 T D0 it 2 7 ) H TS AR . A, H I T g s IR B

il

s B H#1:2014-03-27
TEF BN R SCE984—) B ZBI N N BT RH¥M %5 5 &1 Be s 4 .
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EAE S AT Sy o T T 3 e A MO AN H U ) Ab R T 3 B sh AL . FRATT A
B TR R I % P BEAR R T 2 R PR A R E R E T T,

A SCATRE ARG BTk E EARBLAE LR LA T (D) 5 T U0 4 R 2 11 R 45 40 38 24k 1) A
22 % M AL A BF 58T 3 FEARAT N 9 SCHER (Baik %5, 20105 Ayers %, 20113 Kedia #1 Rajgopal .,
2011; Chhaochharia % ,2012;Choi %,2012;Ghoul %,2013), &A1& P I & B8 47 &
T E M R E B R X W Ah R T T M ST B R SR . (2) A B TR R AT 4
I AR ] N A K23 11U 35 55 T 2y 3 ) 45 bl 37 4 SR T R i k55 . X2 5% il
AT BE 5 AR AT i 5 A0 A5 SR T ST E AN . (3 BFFE A58 T DA AR DG WA IR T T 1A 25 9
JA7RN o T T OO G2 2 OB A B T 2 2 5 o e AR S R T R A R S A R Ut
HH B 1T I 5 6 # F U ] BE X Gt & AR 95 B AT N (Low-balling ) W) Wi 4 . [RIA, 22
Ba Wi R B PR o Tk Nk

AR RS ML HE W T 58 =80 4 SCHR 28 38 5 BT IR 5 =84 s it .
FE A A BE B 5 B0 >R R DA R AR it g SCRIAR RIS 5 5 5 DU 40 o SR 285 2R A 4% 2 A8 4 3R
L5 I TN A W G I E B T VW& X (e X S B T =R e R ol

—. XHER SRR

ITAF R, KA oT 26 B 28 3% FE 4R 2 (8] i B 1G5 19 I 3K (geographic proximity) BE S Ik
A WA N A BEARAT BN X AR AR B, AT 45 28 0% B Sk s e, pil AR AT
S Aok DL K A AR AT 22 8] B B B 4 52 M 68 3 4% /4 (Degryse #1 Ongen, 2005 ; Agarwal
Fl Hauswald,2010) ; 4 b /) HLAY 45 95 5 Al 08 4 b A7 W5 BF R fig (Chhaochharia 55 ,2012) , 2
P55 445 1Y A R 2 1) (Ayers %5, 2011) , 5 4 Ml 00 R Sk i AL 25 0 5 R (Baik 45,
2010) , - W BUE £ A 25 (Coval 1 Moskowitz, 2001 ; Baik %, 2010) 5 Il 37 23 &1 #9447 Ui [t
S Al 43 A U 3500 2 ] 2 A S A ORE i (Malloy . 2005) 52 7 58 3 42 il o0 25 B AR AL 35 WE AR A9 K
AR (Ghoul 4£,2013) , MiFE 1T SEC F 2 &) W 51 /0 8 3R W 45 4% 45 (Kedia 1 Rajgopal ,2011)

AT SCRRO B A7 LA R 1 3 B A SC R L 40 DeFond 45 (2011) K BLiL B SEC
DX I 3 0 AR DO R BT 465 W 55 TR B 2 ) i LR 282 2008 o 0 2 DL A 3R AR, Chot %5 (2012)
AR SCAE(2014) J BLAE I 5 26 7 i BE g B3, o 1 o o Ay . (EUH T O Y b B R A
e o S AT oA AR A A SCER P, A SO AT v B A 1T 3 ) Bl B e SR 0 204

iR DOR TRl il W &l e = I PR A e W DO T B S UG 2 W N WA
P, WIHIME R & W E S 2 s E M 2R . iR A IR RE & P e A L
M ARAT O T8\l 9 2 BLARAE B AT G b 1 A 2w % 2 P R I R L DA > R AR R 2
W2 05 AR . MO ORI A9 28 5 8 3 T Bk = 3R BP0 3 L o T U A5 2 AT A A0 i o T AR
Jo IR 2 T R T, 1 T AR T T RO T 2 i S R R

T U0 e 228 2 P Wi 9t T RE SEAR PR O WO AR T A L AEAE 5 A Ry A B 3k b
B S ' TR RO B v N N U R NG S S N 08 L 7 10| 45 O 1 E RO - S i
Tt RE B HE R A AR RS . N IR SR 7R E L B T 0 R A A 38 L A R
A LRSI U 0 A, X R W] IR AR A M T g A L, B T W
XF i % B RAR A s 2 L I FE 5 % 7 R A b oA 3R B BN BB ) . 3 b b 2%
e Al 23 37 O 5 A AL B L ik 57 BRI AR B (2004) & B v [ A7 T T 3 A7 7E 7 Y b X 4
NG A o T I AE A M AR A A RS AT S A, RIS 2 P I T g T R
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A Tl A T 2 R i R T U AR B A O R T S5 AR A RE S . NRVR R
o [ o T T 3 MO B SR A R T 3, o TS T AR AR S R A T 3 A A Sl HIL 1) A R
Wil 55 . T B A e BOR B L, O T AR IO 2 A T W a0
wH BRSO E 5ahTT TE A—RE L R B A O A R A T AR A I Y
Fh3e 4 SR MG, AR dy T b [ R R T 3 B = S A Y T E R oK (DeFond 48,1999) , & 4
JF o JBT A 0 A T E (RN A, 2002) , T HL H T 2% 45 35, X0 i dze 7% 7 2 At e T i o T i g% A
Wk W0 2 B DALt T RT BB O 2 3 o R e G 2 ) B At e BT R A R R IR 55 SR TR A
M55 . AR SE S BEHE T I i O % B BT ST B AR (X S, 2014) . s Ah i E
T 0 TR KU AR R T AR B G & P o T AT AR 2 AR T TR Wi g, RISR B
RN K (low balling ) KM, BT bR Hr, FATHE 40 TR -

s 12 AHXE TG 3 2 7 o o T U O G2 25 7 B o 3 U 2 AR

i 14 A aF T F O A A [R) 5 o AE S B B O [R) R AF 6 30 %) | 3 23 B A7 A 25 51
X235 W HOM R 2 P s Tt . Hean, B AT b R KR H T I 2 SR AR B G T IRk
25 DT A] B 7™ 26 W T3 A () B 5L A B ASE 28 5% A8 g O 4 A A G e s TR b FL o A0 2 ) o
Ko BTHIAT Ml L A 8 3 A 152 Wil SR T o TH 0 5 % - B9 AR XS IO BE . LB, Cast-
erella 55 (2004) & BT THIMAT Mk % K REAE WRIBCHT 1 i A (BAUAEAE T/ P il 3 . 12 R % 1
T M FEAE L = S B T 9 . 302 I S /N % 7 B9 U0 B8 0 #5055 o T DR 26 1 1 A B
JIH R BRSO IR A BibE . TR T 2 b = S B, 3 B U % Y
WA RE SIS0 . AT A iy T I B A SR A B B s )L O 1 R 3 i i & Y
Tk 55 T BE SN ME B 4n T SRR 9 drdn . 36T B b AT T4 Hh an R R -

B8 2 BA AT ML A 0 B T T J2 25 7 B H I 2 AR

B 1K o 1T 3 58 G R B S B g 19, B SE B L o 1T 3 58 G R BE AR AE 25 00 T 2%
SEME T 2 % B E AT O . TR SE A A T g b O O T AR 2 R
Yt #0145 AR A TH 0 9% X A (45 26 P 18 85 A7 1 U A9 BUAS ARG T S04 BB 0 A AR B . A X
fik (Kallapur 4¢,2010; Numan fl Willekens, 2012) 5, & Bt 11 77 ¥ 5 4 F2 5 A 11U 2% 1
FAOG . BifE o T T 37 A TS 4 0 IR, B U ) S0 T S R 55 B S LI B L R4S 1Y
A& IT 00K 5 107 BE 2 T T 37 8 v B 0 KR G 884 00 o 0 A R S A Ml T 30 45 T R A
W B B S ML . PR, FRATTHE I B 25 o 11 T 35 5 S 8 n R o S 0 X e 22 % 7 B AT R R AR
WIS . T FRATHR A R

15 3+ B U X i 2t 5 7 RGBTl 2% T SR AR TN SE i H i i g,

= HFR&‘T

(—) FEAR 1B 4% 15 40 SR U

FAT 4 IR T 2 AR R B R 0 8 5 o T A 4 v R T A T U P 2 It Al A R A
W R GEAR IS 7 AT I I 23 TH 0 255 7 sl o0 STAUA 9 18 240 M bk, b 77 2% w130 0T b Ml bk
HORIET RESSET i J& , W 55 B4 M 28 WA BEEUE R B CSMAR Hda . o 11 28 5%
3 DA ] 22 U B 2 00 3 2 A AR AR A I B PR T TR LY A B IR T
RIBE N 1T Al AR T TR . AR SR 2008—2011 4F BT W HIERFEAS IR IR T LA

OIRATBA K 55 B1G I WY LA 223 I 55 BT S e LA o iz e
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TREAS (D AR AR () WA PR 2 A I BT A R 5 (3) Je i@t vh i P 4 i)
R GEA N T T BT 45 BT O B T R s (O WS B N i BT A FLL BeAh.
F T PR PO R B 5 4 5 W EL AT I FR AT AR S B T < PR DU K B B A R, AR SO T
S RAE LT 1% i 8 LT Winsorizing A3 . ARSI HIFEA R5 016423 wl WLINAA .

(O H I 5 % 7 B 2 0

FEATAR AT I T 2 5 T A0 ik S A b R A S R (o, s Lat ) FEARTE
(TN S B P A RO PR A S I A (Lon sy Lae ;) SR JEAREE TR B 4 TR U
H5EPFMEE (Dis), Hi R ARIEFEBEHN6 371.004 8 L,

T
Dis =R s(C —
is X arccos(C) X 180

C =sin(lat;) X sin(lat;) + cos(lat;) X cos(lon;) X cos(lat;) X cos(lon;)
+ cos(lat;) X sin(lon;) X cos(lat;) X sin(lon;)
Horr, Dis Il % P i SEBREE 2, sin 24 TE 5% PREL . cos A AR 5% BRER , arccos R AR 5% PR R .
ARSCLA Diss =In(1+ Dis) VYN0 5% P e 0y 2 AR &, 8] Ih 25 300 R g o 11l 2% 1)
ALk S, A SC AR R B B8 MR D78 Bk (D_Dis) o #5 Dis KT 100 A B, D_Dis B 1, & MEL 0, P
Z T LARL 100 23 HLh BE , 2l % 2Z 1 SCaik (Kedia A1 Rajgopal,, 2011 ; Choi 45 ,2012) BY i,

(O ST AL

H TR SR 1, AT T AT RS A AR Y LR 1.

LnFee =a, +a,Dis ++ a;LnSize + a5 SqSubs + a,Arinv + a;Quick + a;Lev
+a;ROA + asLoss +a,Opinion + a,,Switch + a,,SPE + a,Auditcom (1)
+a;;Bigh+ a1 ,SOE + asRegion + yInd + 06 Year +¢

FHorp, AR 2 Ry BT 2R B E AR XS B (LnFee) » H 78 £ R 81 1T 0T 5 % P B9 FE 25 (Dis) , AT U
Dis B ZHCh 7, MR SR SCHR (Simunic, 1980; Casterella 25,2004 ; 512 FI5K 42 1F . 2012) 9 %
P IRATTIR TS T & Ol 55 1 2 24t (LnSize M1 SqgSubs) H# 11 KU (Arinv \Quick \Lev \ROA |
Loss 1 Opinion) FV# T H# 4 (Switch \Big6 1 SPE) %57 Wi # 7H It 2% 19 B % . & P LA
(LnSize) MR, A4 A G FHE BIR) 724 ) B B2 W25 Pl 55 8002 2 i ki o s, PRI
LnSize Fl SqSubs W ZRECHUYI A E , HF T XU B, B 3 I 7 22 WSO08 2y 7 2% 1R M T ek 7Y
YRIA RS TR Arino . Lev . Loss Fl Opinion B 2 EUN IE . Quick 1 ROA W RE i, ®#it
AT BE“ MR E % 8 Switeh B9 FRECHUH Jyta, AR AT L4 BRI L K
I (SPE) 19 8 357 5 &  AF 76 3 T AN, B I U8 SPE 9 R ECHIE., BN/ K7 (Big6)
FAER BTN, LTI Big6 M9 RECHIE, AT T T %58 SR B (AditCom) , O 3

QAT 2 B 150 23 HURT 200 23 HEHEAT R 43, BIF 9045 18 BeAT S BTt e 4k

O 1ty W T T 3 5 SRR I R R A T R O R S AT M )2 TR X8R TR B ¥R (Caban-Garcia fl Cammack, 2011) . R &
BB R T TR SR AT P A S5 T T S 0 A R O K R AR B, R A R T R I S A5 A S 55 B A DX o
T3 37 13 B 04 B S AR 48 B, S HTOF S A O T 3 R i BE Y SCMR 32 R T 26 [ 1 11 3%, Kallapur %5 (2010) il Newton %5
(2013) 58 T X 3l 23 10 79 485 428 D7 86 5 10 GAO(2008) T SR FAT Ml J28 T od 4 oy ke . X3l )23 T ek o 3 7 3 36 4 A BE 110 32 AR
P2 T H A B X PR AR AE . AN, Choi 55 (2012) R IUAE 26 B H T 34 80 %6 W& 1 A T 15 w1 A [R] i) K #B
mﬁi‘]’[ﬁ(Mﬁru[)olit(zn Statistical Area \MSA) . A 83 %M % PR B #3106 100 AH LA, AfIEH, EEF TR R
B A DS PR ARAE o AR B AT A SETTBIT ST TR of R T 6 0 S AR R — A B L 20k 53.8406,100 4 L
VLY 2 P AL 4526 o FT UL, A D7 o 52 B0 0 0 0 B DX IR B 55 A R AE L O S B W S X . TR R AT
SR FAT Ml 2 1 A7 0 o T 3 5 A B E R O 1R
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T3 58 S RN, T T BRI R U AdicCom B RECHIE . EA )k (SOE) fit
Z % BRI S BRI SOE By R KON . LA AR K 77 16 (2005) DL PR &4
AR5 (2006) BIDFFE L 2 5 T 78 b DX Y 28 57 e e B8 U 25 52 i o 1 S ot DR FRATT 45 )
% T X AS B (Region) » WUWH R BON G, FRATIE AR 147 Mk F4E FZ [ 72 200
TR 2, FRATFERLAY (1) B B Al AT IR AN S A BE R (Dis) 58 1
HA & R (SPE) MBI, HAAKIRANT
LnFee =a, +a,Dis +a,SPE + a;Dis X SPE + a,LnSize + a;SqSubs + asArinv
+a;Quick +aslev+asROA +aLoss + a1, Opinion + a,, Switch 2
+a3Bigl0+aAuditcom + a1;SOE + a ;Region + yInd + 6 Year + ¢
WRAREE 2 ST, BV A7 Ml e 0 o 3 U %5 i JC 2 7 1 o 3 Wi 2l SEARG , DA A (2) v
a; R B H NI
TR AR 3. AT AditCom /T T WU 43 AL ATl 5 SCA R 2 3 4 i SR 3 H T 4
¥ AditCom KF W43 A AT b g XA A% BE 36 4 0 o 11 i1 3, e JRH 1 i 3 o 4 R
(AditCom) X (1) AT 43 LK B, ©
*x1 FETEEX

i s AR i L
LnFee N FAE B TR (Fee) BUH S8 X5
Dis Sl R i 2248 & Diss MEEMAE & D_Dis K Fn

LnSize 23 FEBE T HL A SR X AL
SqSubs | WA I 1 F 2 7 ECEBOT 5 R
Arinv R, YR 3K+ A7 52 / o 7™
Quick R BE 7= — 1750 /i 3h T ot
Lev BLEAT/ B5E
ROA | Al / e
Loss R AL A i, A A W RN 0 B 1, A 0
Opinion | VARG, 250 6] g HARHE S TH 2 DLHC 1, 75 I 0
Switch | M A5 20 B) AR AR TS S 1, I 0
Big6 HE DA Ik, 2 2 ) Bk R 9 S R A 1B 1, 75 D 0@
AR B B 25 PRS0 (201 D) DLRTAF R R R (2013) i - L 1006 0 B fE . 45 o 31 Uil
SPE E%ﬁikﬁ)j BE7 ARG AT T A A R R LA O IR AT A T 3 3 0D 10 %6
W1, A o
AditCom | H THITAT b 7 37 173 450 9 8 25 35 R 46 8
SOE AR i, 2 W) O A Al 1L AR R 0
HE PR S, 2 2% R A AR R 46 SR (2006) A0S L #5 B Tl A WA I M M 7E 200 i i L HON VT R
FIBEVE L2 B 1, 75 WHC 0
ATl R AR 4t , T o IR W < AT 43 25 B X 3 ol RS AT M e — r AR 43 2 il i
b e Z AR 43 2
Year A B AR

Region

Ind

OFFIF B RAREA T 0 B 1 Z 0] AH MR 7R T3 4 P B M 32 4R B Z0. o8 T S04 M T L o AT ol 5 4 X 3
Wil Yo i 2 0165 3z 2 7 o e 2% 54 5 T AT DR D G 5 R D 57 7 A A Sy A e P RS A3 SRR AR

ONEISE Y NS e i L EES IR 5975 s M w N U [ e v NGRS Rl m 28 Y T T ol 5 1 N (T R (R0
AT BIBR T PR DY R PR B AT A 5 55 7 2 S X KRR AR 7N K7 XN/ KRR AR S R (e i g 55 B 1 23 26
SR AR A T 2 I T 2 T 3l e A N A 0 TR 55 T HE A
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M. SHELR

(—) R g1t

2 N EBAR BN AREG IR NPT LUE B, ETTA A A S (Fee) 290
62 J3 70, TALECH 50 J7 0. AFBE R IT 3R A SR XA (LnFee) (¥ H 2 13.2003, i i 50
13.1224, #iFI S & PR (Dis) 20 444 N B P52 143 A B, Diss WA
b 4.5728 i Bk 4.9681, D_Dis BI¥IE N 0.5548, F B 55.48 %0 1Y 2\ A BE B a7 11 Il 78
100 A B LIAL . 2 BV A B SR X0 (LnSize) B (E K 21,5158, th i BN 21.4296, Sg-
Subs WIIEN 2.7946 , AL ECH 2.6458 . N Y RN AE 4R 7 B0 7 19 He 9l (A rino) T35
26.29% IR 23.60% , B L (Quick) IIME N 1.9719. H {7 %k 0.9150, F W LT 28
ALEARE I GTRE ) — M. B RBUR (Lew) INEE N 49.1 %0, A BCK 47.84 %, # W LTl
N AR AR T T, IR R (ROA) T YIE R 3.86 % i B0l 4.12% . Loss BY341E
916,09 % . B LT m)EAAR KA GE Ak, Opinion BIME K 0.9434, £ 94.34 % 2>
AlBE AR TR B AR L . &R AR BT (Switeh) (A R GBI 7.24 %, BN 7R R
(Big6) it 5 il 46.27% ., SPE BYXIME H 0.1204, F B 12.04 % 1/ 7 3k 8 B A 47 b & K
W, AditCom BIXIE M 0.1139, FPAi % 0.0789, F B 1 37 35 e Ak |8 i zl, EA
AP I 7 Ly 54.61 %0, SN CF I CHOR T BT T i T A w T B 5.04 %,

*2 FTETEHAMSIT

AR [EWIN s YA BL R A LR IA BN LEAR VA b v £
Fee 5016 622 820 390 000 500 000 710 000 391 482
LnFee 5016 13.2003 12.8739 13.1224 13.4730 0.5081
Dis 5016 444.4164 11.6397 142.7547 677.7048 612.2971
Diss 5016 4.5728 2.5368 4.9681 6.5202 2.1920
D _Dis 5016 0.5548 0 1 1 0.4970
LnSize 5016 21.5158 20.7447 21.4296 22.2386 1.1746
SqSubs 5016 2.7946 1.7321 2.6458 3.6056 1.6025
Arino 5016 0.2629 0.1258 0.2360 0.3640 0.1777
Quick 5016 1.9719 0.5439 0.9150 1.6752 3.4507
Lew 5016 0.4910 0.2992 0.4784 0.6376 0.2996
ROA 5016 0.0386 0.0122 0.0412 0.0752 0.0810
Loss 5016 0.1609 0 0 0 0.3675
Opinion 5016 0.9434 1 1 1 0.2311
Switch 5016 0.0724 0 0 0 0.2591
Big6 5016 0.4627 0 0 1 0.4987
SPE 5016 0.1204 0 0 0 0.3255
AditCom 5016 0.1139 0.0654 0.0789 0.1298 0.0849
SOE 5016 0.5461 0 1 1 0.4979
Region 5016 0.0504 0 0 0 0.2189
(=) Z It H 2 Hr
1. Ri% 1 BK 545
R3 HITBANERAESSHITKENOEER
D 2)
—0.0106""
Diss (—4.387)
D Dis —0.0509 """
(—4.907)
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HZR3 WHFMEAESESHITKWEMNEDERER

(D (2
e 0.223"" 0.223""
nSize (33.81) (33.89)
e 0.0862"°" 0.0862""
SqSubs (20.51) (20.56)
. —0.197"" —0.200"""
rinv (—5.306) (—5.40D)
' —0.00391" —0.00403"
Quick (—1.825) (—1.877)
3 0.0927 """ 0.0956 """
ev (3.656) (3.775)
0.230"" 0.233""
ROA (2.030) (2.055)
o 0.0512""* 0.0506 """
0ss (2.731) (2.696)
- —0.110""" —0.1127
pinion (—4.292) (—4.375)
A —0.0631""" —0.0638"""
Switch (—3.257) (—3.298)
‘ 0.0862"" 0.0868 "
Big6 (7.950) (7.997)
0.0673""" 0.0671"""
SPE (3.671) (3.666)
o 0.279 0.290
AditCom (0.877) (0.910)
7 —0.0719""" —0.0707 """
SOE (—6.626) (—6.522)
s —0.209""" —0.2117
egion (—9.082) (—9.191)
. 8.269"" 8.2467"
“onstant (61.23) (61.33)
Ind 2 36l Tl
Year il F
N 5016 5016
R? 0.5180 0.5184

ARSI T Gt L R A BIERLE 1% 5% 0% MK R, FER.

3R 1RGSR, NE (ORATAL Diss B9 R 50N —0.0106, 3 HAE 1% Bk
b R T MEE B P T S G B I S T e & P T A . A
S OREAT ML D _Dis W R BN —0.0509, FF HAE 1% (/K | W2, 200 % 300 X5 5 2 100
INEPIANE PO B AR, EIRSE R S 1 B — B0 S A XS TR I & 5, B 0 k4R
I P BT AR A AR EGR A B BE T . R, O T AR R T T 00k 55, A LT AR
Wrdts i A XA MR A BRI & . NGB E X EE, F X B 100 A B LAY &
PRI SR EAIK 4.963 %, BRIP4 45 3730 908TT 441,

IAFE R B 0 1] 9 45 SOk L 2N L (LnSize) 8K, A0 A& 3576 Bl 89 T2 5 (Sq-
Subs)#Z , HTHU ok s, Rl 55 &2 220 5 w0l 2 IE A G . B3 LU 3R (Quick ) By, #7 1T
W R R A 7 B AN ] (Loss ) R EL AR A5 o 5 11 D0 9 20 =) HF 31 i 2 R sy, X 28 5 14—
5, B T KUK B v L e Bl s . S AL B (ROA ) B, 7 3 e 2 i s L X 5 1 OF A
— 0, WA A AT (Switch) 47 H TSR TEAR, RV B AR AR BEE "R, B
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W 7SR (Big6) [ T 9 B sy, BD“ R A AE A 5 st o B AT L K # iHIii (SPE)
WIS R AT B RAEEFR M. T HEA S (SOE) it Z & it 9 % 1T 7%
SKGH S AR, DL BRI R m A S5 R S SRR AR AR AR (2012) By R B EE A — 2, i
5 BRA AL RE A R (2006) 1 & IAH— S0 2 AL AE 52N I CHON LT E RIS A R b
O EVH R R AR, T S R S U — B H AN B3 L K AT RE R R o
i3 SR o B B T 1 3% 5 i B AditCom Be/b 78 Sk, IS I TR R AE % o 9% 7
GBI (Arino) 1 8 HHICSRBRAR 3 5 B O AR — 3, @

2. BB 2 IR 45 R

A BB 2 MRS R, NERTLIE . Diss FRBEE N .SPE REE
FHNIE.Diss XSPE WMARBARE . HNE ORI H.D_Dis W RECN —0.0414, 3 H 7
12 M KF b i 32 SRR B A7 L 0 8 11X 100 28 B RLAR B9 2 7 1 a1 e 2% 241K
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Auditor Location and Audit Pricing Strategy

LIU Wen-jun

(Institute for Financial & Accounting Studies, Xiamen University , Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract: This paper studies geographical advantages and audit premium of auditors
from a perspective of economic geography and audit fee differences resulting from auditor
location by using the data of Chinese listed companies from 2008 to 2011. It comes to the
following conclusions: firstly, owing to the lack of geographical advantages, audit fees au-
ditors charge from remote clients are significantly lower than the ones auditors charge from
neighboring clients;auditors with industry expertise have bigger pricing space and greater
reduction in audit fees they charge from remote clients;secondly, due to strong motive for
the expansion of external markets, the reduction in audit fees auditors charge from remote
clients mainly exists in audit markets with higher competitive level. These results indicate
that auditor location affects auditors’bargaining power and pricing strategy, and auditor
pricing space and audit market competition exacerbate the effect of auditor location on au-
dit pricing. It provides useful reference for the regulation on audit market behavior by rele-
vant regulatory authorities.

Key words: auditor location; audit pricing; auditor industry expertise; audit market
competition
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