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ERATH A hESR BN FELFEAA, RERTEXGAE, TA%
FEERS ERTITAHE (Allen er al. , 2005; WA 4%, 2013), T %4
PATHEN F 5 E DL RCEE 4 3 05 5k A, 7 2HLH x4 E T b7 e %
WEEHLTHEF AR EE (FFEH, 2011, HE kP EHRFEERERKR
W EHBEENEN, TRAMELFENHAZE R, A AT HF TR FEE
MeE, —F W, PERFRI TEMHMEGF T F R AN EE, BHR
EMESHZAABARAFETABRBRS, BLFEAT. AEAN LSS
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B4, BANGBEATE,

K, BHARKA, PEFUTHESROBBFAREYE, #EEW
WALE 3k K EP B EA (Wang et al. » 2008), 3 H, %5 5B it #
RERNEHRN T T HRZEM, W ERZE, BT LTHHFTHMSA
Wk — WA EEH (Weber er al., 2008; Zu £, 2016) 4, & it JfiZ &
REREWFIHUEREFAET (EE%, 2011, F a8 oo i F & 2
RANHEARNRM, EXTHBZRERZARR I WL RIERE, EHE
TESHAFAEARANHIRZES A RBEENARENEY N, HEEL
WK, BEMEFE FLTXXBHEF), 0, B—F5HAEEFA L5
MELTHANSRAREANEFHF IR, Hik, EAHBUFLHHAE (b,
REBTER “BA” 2 FFESH) BHEFESGK, BUUH A,

T, X TFHFHUEHFEANHBERERAT PN BERNEA, R
CERERANLTWHEXE, HARREF, EEWHBNFITEEHSF A
BRANH A EAT AT LEFTRNEFER, HEARRDY LB HE R
B, AXKEURATHF LT AAMEFREERFTHENEEEEE—
AFFUHHAFAREE, RITEEHFFEARANNGBERL, BRTEFF
HFEBRFAB T EA W THhE: (D) THHENANELHEMENS
RS EEFHEFIT X —FIHHRRGHB K, RBAEW “KXH” X
BEAEL X —FABEETERMEZWRE, FTRE “FiHFEEAL 5
FR” R “ELHRARET WEAKFEME, (2) FEASLELHIRLE—
B, ATELFHEENAR, BUKHEHFK 2 &k (DeFond and Zhang,
2014), ¥ FaFHUHAFEARANE, HELB ) —BRAL2IHLEE
fh, BAREZHD Tk, THFIHFAMAR AL “£247 Hk, WM “E
B OHAANA N E TR, (3) 2010 £ EE ML IFHS (LT E A
“HEWT ) FERAFEHRALERER ST A NETF A LT K
AXRB/RT - NRENARER, EROTEINEZ 2B HE N HAEY
FRER,

AXHERRA, EALETAGEEUSNELERPRENEEN T L E
H, BFHFITFAFAARALCEEY A LERE, Y— 4% “LTRELFFIT
Wi KA CRREMASNRE kAR, HALKBREFETRE A EREF
HEL, #EEASAAMERIALERG. AAMSFARNERNMEE
FRER, - P RRI, XA FER A RS E R A AR R
REmEE, HZEERNFARAZZEN, OEBERENRAF KM
BERHE M, XLBEREW, X —HEERME, FiHEETHFER

P EEATFINN, FFAEEAARE, R ER, PEEEAXFES
FrrHEZRER B A ENEFTFIT.
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ANFEFEHRAEFARATY FIUHEEAEFTRENEFTACE “FH”
e “FH”.

AXWAMEEGRANEUTIAAZTE: () EHXTHFIUTREHF AN
XHHERN “BE A LTI HEFEKF, XBRE2E W XA
R L, RXKRET “REEMSIHF” XD T E E w2 A
AHy “EER” RAEE, ABTH “HEBEHFFEARAT RN GERL” R 4@
FAGURAWERIER, FEFENAN TP mARTIHEEEE T TN X
@ (4, Francis et al., 2005; Weber et al., 2008), (2) W TF M. %
AT EFENFAETE, XTEENHNEFERNEFRERE A, K
XHREW, FHHHEEARANFA TR F R T AEUNE L ERANY
“Wm”, WA “FHA, XABTEEFEFERANHERRAEF R AT BT
BEFRENERAC, FTAHTRES>. RUERENFAEARERF X
ERELR FANMNERAT I EELETNEANERLR, ) T+
E % AEL T©E (Keetal., 20155 FRARSE, 2013), A EHOE KR MY
Fdk (ZLIL, 2012), FERFETRAFTERAT S SEE N EEZ N
fr (BRA4E%, 2013), EEFit R BEH A EARANFG A BB L, 2t
BREEV AT ESHERMLEFEAX - FEXANEAKE LA B HE
FEPRRTHERARFOER, RAEESHRERBENLARLELA — %
WEENE, AT A TFEFEEXFEL A BENA X LB (Fl 0,
Guetal., 2013; F5F%, 2016; HRALE, 2013),

=, XK, RESER®

(=) Xk BB

HTHEEHKRELRTE (Keeral., 2015; FRAE%E, 2013), A EH#
ERBER AL (RLT, 2012), FEXRAETRHAEFERAFT G EHE
HEEWMA (FAEE, 2013), A, YERFEZREFZEETREEW
Flat, FEEMEEXh, HE, FEEEANEERANENER., REF
EX—FEXRFEHHZZANFHNMAE (REHZP KRR, 2017; F 4K
%, 20100, EXTHATH PHEITEEHFARANG L E B0 FH A, &
# WARRAWE RIS,

HREAATH LT A F IR EEENS, EAXTHITIIX —F E4%
KEH#FEAZFERNHAR, KEEXTESHEBRI. DeAngelo (1981)
AH, R TRBESH BT EMEL, EFFEX KT FRBHNEAY
FMEFHEMR, CNEAREERNRE, BlimsS "X BREHEE
REES., ME, BRI THIET WA (F 4, Francis et al. »
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2013; Lennox and Pittman, 2010), &, 7 —%#FHREMKH, EHm5F L
BEHER “IA” 2UHMESFTNFHEEREFRALEMESiE (F
4, Lawrence et al., 2011); BN —WEF T XA EHEMELS AL, “K
Bt AARBERRENEERS (Fln, 3 EMEAZIEKE, 2000, UEXT
RATGFUHEEHFASEBEREXAN X AELEL, FETHRA
T: % —, DeAngelo (1981) X THITHEHEAE (FEX) FHEEMEEM
KWERRBTHFE "X HAESLEMAX - FEWR, A, FE
LEMAF—ERBTESP, Y EF T HmE, BEHL2ETEFHIUT
RAFIHAR (PRLE, 2017); =, XMFRAER “KH” FEheFE R
ELMRERE, EAEARLREXFERT, LFER “AH” BEAFI
FAREEEN MO T ELRTHAE; =, PRSI RAAE—R, £
TESETNHR, UK 2HH %M (DeFond and Zhang, 2014), [ B
ELSEHNHARETRZTEAFRANE W,

(Z) HE® R 5E L2,

FHWREF T HEFARTATH L, EABTEIENE =T, F
HHEBEERATH RN EEZNER — LT AF., PEKFHXEEN
WhHLAGK-—ERATHEF U (EHHEBMEAFFIHFET) #EHH
#Z%., B, 2016 FHEHMA (S ESHAEEERET) 1 (EM2
AT & B AL XD (2016-—2020 4F) ), MMM F 55 7 2N H E%; X
#r, 2008 £ 10 A, #EWMA T (FEEMS IS RES RITFEALZE),
FARBT L “HRELR” WEAFHFHFAFER “FEEMS T itha &
BeR” (UTHEKE “REEMSITHE” ) HF5.

UEXtrth e, RABFHABNFLALB IR TN ESIfmAT
T E AN, A EL AT F I ES A ET I EERE. K,
— W, WEFES “BEHA” UM TG FEARENRSE L -k
BEEREWRG. flin, 2009 F 7T H, BEARLEL st ly “REHE
BEE” #E, 5530 24 TPO FEH# #1EY; 2016 £ 8 | 4% & K
S ESFLEEAKARFTFILRERNE, EXEBALTGASLETHNE £
BRAFIFR: %, 7—F @, ¥FARNELSI “BEHA” FHFIHE
BREFANGFS N (Flw, EokEMPE X, 20105 ZFE, 2006; ¥ T&
skt £, 2010), RBE WA —FRE RN, EFFIHITF LR ANH W
ZRER, BT AR RBFEAEANAN IO EULKI T ELE, AF

2 % I http: //finance. eastmoney. com/a/201907291190791135. html, 5[5 B #1. 2019 4 10 A 20 H,
3 % W http: //finance. china. com. cn/news/gjjj/20160816/3860570. shtml, 7[5 H #. 2019 4 10 A
20 H,
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R, MTE(FEEM2ITFRLELEFNE =5 L VRS H
AERER) WAl e, A2t A AL T UBR LS, Bk,
BRER “HA” Akt “+ X" 2 MESFHEFRLFUHINMET NEF #
i, EMSUHAANFEERKFHLE G R A, T “FEREMESIT
Ji” 4B ATESETHERT NS ERAEFEKRTFHERERE. 74,
“TEEM AT KA A F AR R SR AE, 2010 B A RN AT B
“TREMSIIT” AHK A 394, E10 5T 4 FERLEMLITFF ERTR
0.4%, B, T —% “HRBEMSWF” s, “FEREIMUF” ok
REKREHRAE, THAN FEBRAN L.

PEFITS Y, MR TAFHEIMAF AR (L%, 2017),
FUHREBEARRERAN S ARMNIEAR, SFEREERERLKH T i iwA
A% (Nelson, 2009; Nelson and Tan, 2005), Kb T FE % ff B Wi T
NBEEHFEASEEREXANAREUBRERENZERIEHE, RHFEX
4B 7% E®W (Carcello and Li, 2013; DeFond and Zhang, 2014),
Mo, BFEIHMERBFREINMIAFREAN “FEREMSITIF” FEHKES
B, EEEBERER WA LN? —FE, STHEMALETEFFIH M H Fit
AR (rh L%, 2017), R EEMSIHIF R RANE P U5 4W|, ERF
Tl B R B, AP 4 BT W AR R B AT DeAngelo (1981) % F % £ 5 % it I
BREmith, EEAERATE, BHAXLCHARBAENE S (FRESE,
2016; Weber ez al. , 2008), #t Wk £EMA (vFLE, 2017); HFH, RiE
(FEEMS TSR RS RIFESE), REEM ST —-EFiHEE X
W, R FELT., ATHRATRATLER, ERE2REHEBKEELLZ
BRBTE “REEMSITIF”, Wi, Heeral. (2016) K3 “4R) E” E4#
BH “PRY” BIRNEN, AEFEXAKARKRFIULENEMRELE LT 8
WEaEEESER. W, £FFIHMEAE “REEMHSUHT” X,
HEFX—Fish “2FHB” S5EMEL, ETRGHBRR, IRATHE G
FEREF It R EMRS.

A—JiE, REEFRELR, E&HEMK (XTT, 2012), FiFm®@
I B 52 PR vE AR s UG R 2 K (Chan et al. , 2006; Wang et al. , 2008),
EFHBRAERFOANETREERET, £F % A5 KK o7 8 RN
5P RKBAA, e “FREMSUHT REERAFHAITE, & F
FUMRAE “FREMSUHT” FE, FHBRAFT RN -—FRBE, ZF
T EE TR L BEFERBRELSMBFNAT, B, XTHLEHEK
BEAHL T MAEWMEH AL E “BEREMSME WAREEE
ME, WHERESE “REEIMS U FHETRERBLAGRN “BH7
BER, B, “REEIMSHH” REATRETLEFHEF I LSFEHR, FHX




218 Z % F (F D % 20 %

AETHEII W& REARESY, B o5 e RENRRKEK
R S ALY &N
UEgAr, RN TFHTAAFEARAMGFITEEREY B
%%ﬂ%@(@D,w@%T,A%EﬁW%ﬁ&ﬁTLﬁ“ﬁE”5“%
7 WA B L As mERENLE, ik, AXRYUTESERK:
BRigla. FERSGE, FHEBLZNEEREREZ RS, KA AHE
BRrAAARELRZRE, KAMSFEANEANMEEFRMK, FiHER
HEAREAEFFEFITEL
Big1b: FARAGE, FiHEBEANOEERERLFBMRK, A LHE
ENdAlBARERERK, RAVWFEAXELNHEEERE., FILER
HFEALTREAEFEFITEL
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G R
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P ! B
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0 <Y
e T

Wi
BRI AR R R W 0 S50

= AR, HB5 AR
(=) HAEREG B KK

BT 2000 F 11 AFERFFHAAAT EHALFREMS T, BE
BETRNENRTEARE — ., Hl, ETREZ2FRITER, £ EEF
2007 4 [ 4 E W IF 44 54T, ARSI 2010 £ 31 5 = 4 (BF 20072012
E) BE AR ETAT NG HEA, FRERXEFLT: (1) FlK ST/ % ST,
ATV FEFITHEEHREANAT; (2) JRELTMAEHRAEFTFITIFZ
ey nE (WAL, 2016); (3) HlhdmE&E R EBE H AT T
T AR, Bh “REEMS I RER TR BT AN ZEREER
mEA, FEANZERTEHBENEHRA, HFERAWMEF AT AN
TURTREREHBET RN (D HBRRKEFSFEHREGHFNAE, BN

! E#ZKL B, AT UARE RE - “HREM S Py AR, TERZHTHREK “TH
BB X SUIE AR R ME R W

CAHERUERB AR 2EXEEAARE (HWBERD . EESRTEZRER B AR - F

BREELERUTHELSRBEAFFIHTFIHOGLAT, FRELKRELREL L,
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HE AR T BEAT R (5) M BRE A A S AR B koA
B, AXERBEERE LT AT FREATEENE, mlﬂ:&ﬁﬁ/\ﬁ’ﬁﬁgi
KRBETHERE TN, HAELSGRERIEHMAR, BRFIEES2%E
W3k, H k% R JE T CSMAR A WIND # 42 & . ?ﬁﬂ]@%ﬁ%/\ﬁiQTﬁi
AAFIBRANGEENER; BAHRXGEYEHERRER. 2375 fﬂkﬂi%’ it
HATEHNENEN (Heetal., 2017, AXHEZTEH#RATT ET 1%
%y Winsorize 4 ¥ ,

(=) #F %%t

FEARA, FHHEESEANE
ok, RATmAEEA (1), XA Tobit HE, Hh&F#FitFMAFE
RAWMARHHEELAAMERERE, WEAAREEAMERERELER
TE,
EQ;., = ay + a1 Senior; + a; Post,,, + a3Senior; X Post;,
-+ 2/3’1 Controls; ., + Year fixed effects + Industry fixed effects + ;.. »

(D
o, EQERTARME, KXEATHRENIT | DD_DA | (% E DD ##
7k = Ty 4 3 5, Dechow and Dichev, 2002) #1 | Jones DA | (& E#H @
FEHT AL A R E By 48 3, Kothari ez al. ., 2005) k# &, Post Y EWNETE.,
LYFIFEBALT 2010 FRUEFE, B 1; ENIE O, Senior K EWE &,
EEFHEIULMAGE “FREM2ITW” REKRES, W1, FMHO, KA
Senior X Post ¥ %% ay k7= 7 2RI+ % EQ KW % H W,

Controls Y 1EH T &, X AKX (Guanet al. , 2016; Wang et al. ,
20085 Guletal., 2013), ®ATEH T . (1) A" MEFFEEF, Wi
fiF (LEV)., 54 (Loss), 2% & s W4 % (OCF), kKK (Q. AF
A (nsize), EHER (Age); (2) $IEHEE, WFERER (SOE). k&
TB/HEKZE (BH), #E3*X3IFE (Market_Index)®; (3) #it i FE KT,
WmEHFEL A “TA” (BIG10), F 4 fi#it#g (AFRANK), & F % it
EPEEME (CD. ZEFAEFF T HRH# L UNITENURE)., &5 #
Wi £ % (Experience) . Z&FHF W RA (Title), £FHFIHFEZEHESH
fr &tk A (Partner), &5 Fitlig® A% R (CCP), REWH T &5 L&
FR—F, xRERH, KXFHEHRE,

S B E ARG A RATH X W1 5 &, 20072009 FZAEHMET (P ETHMATH.: ST
A H AR ED), 20102012 FiZAEHRE T (FE 2L B H AL HME).
TUBANANG - EERER, KFHEIIFEAL (Experience/ Title/Partner /CCP) B AL K fT H & F
FAARAE R T UM ARNEFHE I — S BAE R, B R AT F oF R AR SR Y A R AR AE B R
1.
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2. AR, FiHEBESMSEARER
HR, RNHEER (2, RA Logit B, Bk A F F A FER
FHPEEAA S EARERERREBREN .
Irregularity;, = ao + a)Senior; + a; Post;,, + asSenior; X Post;,, +ZﬁjC0nthsj.i_l
+ Year fixed effects + Industry fizxed effects +¢; ., » 2)
o, Irregularity kv W % # AR ER, 5T HH K (He et al.,
201), HEFPHBFEERAAMSHEAEFEE R SR MHBITLT, K
WHEEMSMEENTFEE2UHEAW ER, Drregularity B 1, & M H
0, R I Senior X Post W Z B ay K7 FEXB I % Irregularity % K %%
. Controls Y #BH T &, 2% & H X (Guan et al. , 2016; Chiu et al. ,
2013; Wang et al., 2008), HATEMEA (1) #£H L E CFaF A7 KK ME
Q WEa b, #—FHHTUTHEER, wERIKKLHA (AR, #F 4t
(INV). & Ffl# /1 (ROA). # & H K £ (Growth) f# it & L % &
(MAO),
3. FEARA, FUHEEBESERENL
whE, RANMAEEA (3), XA Logit B, BkA&FHIFHMAFEER
Frad AR EFITELNZE.
MAO;., = ao + a1 Senior; + a» Post;., + a;Senior; X Post;,,
+ EﬁjC()nlrolsj,,_r + Year fixed effects + Industry fixed effects +¢;,,
(3
HE, MAOX rs#FH+ENEA, 2BEAFHF X (Heet al., 2017; Chen
etal., 2016), FHFEFEFHFIWME L EREFITEL, MAO R 1, &
A 0, &I Senior X Post W] % # as K 5 AR I %5 MAO W R W% 3,
Controls R =% % &, 5% & #H X# (Guan et al., 2016; Chiu et al., 2013;
Chen et al., 2016), HATAEMA (1) wHEZEHEH L, #—FEH T U
THZ, wHEKKG (AR, WaHFE (CR). ## ki (INV)\ A A
/1 (ROA) b —FFHFIHELELE (LMAO).,

g, ELiEL R

(=) #i# M4t

Lo PR M4 i T M St

FIMETREAMS I IR E oA, FEHBGR. EFES 5 AR
FHRAEFERFI, URESHFERFEIN. N Panel A T, EHFAEREE
RENBXTHRAAES N TR EMNS ﬁﬁﬁ M Panel B 7 %1, P EE M 41t
Jid, A63ABEAAREK. B ZER., EE2AFEZRAR G LT ZE
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ZREHEAM. A Panel CH fn, 55 A & 728 FWF o 5% FE M
LA 1ML, BEAF 0 LR EEMSUHTLE AR ET AT ERS
i, MPanel D 4, 25 AR LtH A EMFHNEETEM T+, #H
Sl & RAMTKRESP, HH38%; 12 4KAER “WA”, HH 9.0%,
I il I i R NI e -0 g

x®1 BRIFMESITIHERES T

Panel A: HHEAEM S X 2HF (N=3940)

B HE B () Ak HE  EAK D AH HE  EAK OO

ZH# 10 2.54 7 14 3.55 T 16 4.06
x 57 14.47 bl 20 5.08 gl 24 6.09

% kK 7 1.78 & 4 1. 02 FE 1 0. 25
2T 10 2. 54 # 15 3.81 +4 1 0. 25
I3 34 8.63 M 12 3.05 IS 25 6.35
Il 6 1.52 + 7 1.78 7 13 3.3

# M 4 1.02 i 19 4.82 B 7 9 2.28
i 2 0.51 T 5 1.27 Lt 23 5. 84
E &S 6 1.52 x#E 7 1.78 Wi 6 1.52
T 19 4.82 W 9 2. 28 8 9 2.28
Panel B: %R EM21HFEA BB HBEIL (N1=63)

Bk BB #HE HEMWE B () BEhthkmE (0O

THAKRREK/ B ZER 44 44 69. 84 69. 84
NAPEEEACRTE/HAMELNEER 11 55 17. 46 87. 30
WA LXP/ERXFFETEZER 1 56 1.59 88. 89
B B A& DL L 2/3 A & 7 63 11.11 100
AT G R AR 394—63=2331
Panel C: %5 20072012 4 A Jk £ 772 & W 430 & % F 69 % 5O M 2 10 St (N2=134)

S 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 20072012

HE 73 84 78 79 83 79 134

Panel D: %5 2007—2012 4F A Jlt 77 2 3] W 4 & % iF 89 R B M & F I FE 5o f oL (N2=
134)

+ X 51 E+ Xk 83 +AREE+ KA 134
PN 12 EFUIPN 122 WAL 4 W kAt 134

2. TELXEHR KA

R2WMETEELTEWNMHRER . | DD_DA | 5§ | Jones_DA | #h#&
/NE R F] K 0 A1 0.001, F& K4 H] 4 0.155 F1 0.255, 3t ¥ A B A & | #y it
SMEB KN EH =7, Drregularity WHME K 0.097, W& FFHH
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9.7U% M T AT FEAMEENBRERTN, LTAFABEXTREYRER
HH#RE., MAO W4 ME 4 0.028, W FHEER2.8%U MW EFT AT FIHTENRL
KA N EAEFITE N, Senior tWHMEH 0.091, SLHELF, KEEM2IT
M rHEEFITT 9. 1% N LT AF,

®2 TETEHEMST

R E HAE HEAME P25 1 P50 P75 A FEE

| DD_DA | 5317 0 0.011 0.032 0. 024 0. 044 0. 155 0.029
| Jones_DA | 5331 0.001 0.018 0. 054 0. 040 0.075 0. 255 0. 049
Irregularity 5526 0 0 0.097 0 0 1 0. 296
MAO 5526 0 0 0.028 0 0 1 0. 164
Senior 5526 0 0 0. 091 0 0 1 0. 288

(=) BEHERE 2 H

FARA, FUHEERERSAANE

RIMETHRA (D) WwEELER, £, THELEIW|[DD_DA |
| Jones DA | A M4 EMENWRELTE, Y MELTEN|DD_DA | #n
| Jones DA | B, 2 % T Senior X Post W % % as 4 % H — 0.005 #Fn
—0.016, T H 45 —1.967 fn—3.276, 2R A S%f INKITAFTEZ,
HALEFHEITHINIAFTERAG, HFUHE PN TRENITEETR, HH
REAAMEREREG, XLLERELW, EFFUHFIAFERAT, Bi
WABETHEARATY “GHRER” WEERSE, BT hERE, XX
T & la,

R3 FERA. FHEBEERLRE

#A (D
TE4 |DD_DA | | Jones_DA |
ES T % # T &
Senior 0.003 1.558 0.007 1. 468
Post 0. 002 —1.168 —0. 006" —2.260
Senior X Post —0. 005" —1.967 —0.016" —3.276
R = x
Intercept 0 0. 000 0.027 0. 059" 3.158

Intercept 1 0. 050" 1. 962 0. 065 1. 402
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(&)
®A (D
TEA |DD_DA | | Jones_DA |
2 T 7% T

A /AT W 2 =
NEREHE Z s

N 5317 5 331

Pseudo R? —0. 044 —0.019

Eo O AR ERRE LY. 5% 10NAKTRE, MERERTEBE.

2. FEARA, FiTLEEMSHEMRNER

K4 HFPanel ARETEFFUHHFARAG M FH AR ERZ H X
. N EERER BEIN, RNTRE, FERAR, EFHFUHHKE
MG HRBHFEIRERE ETAZ, EPASNELATRBEAMFEALERF
Wy MM “FEIM BRI, RNTREEHELNTH. k4 F Panel A 4
BRE “mERXME” BRZ 2N —3.: Senior X Post W &% K —1.291, Z & ¥
—2.985, E INGUHAKFTEE, XXAKHB “REEM2TE” FXE,
BFFEHMAFTRENAAELATRALEMSEN RN ERESF, XF XHF
T 1B % 1a,

3. FARA., FitLhEBEEEREN

FA4H Panel BIRRETEFFUHIF A ARA LG H B EFAREFIHE LML E
ZHEWHXF, (PEEMSTIFETEN) EXEMS T It FEERLERN 2
THEMNERGAG BEFEREFHENL, UATHREXHA, EFE, EhhkdF
HERLEEFEABMEANFIHREERES R (Kee al., 2015; He et al. ,
2017), M % 4 % Panel B 7 W, Senior X Post 8 % % % 1.992, Z {& %
1.966, Z 5% G ATFTRE, XEARSE “FREIMAUHT £ 5, £
FHEUHMET AR EEAAHEEREFITENL, XEFLFT FRE la,

K4 EERA, HITUESUESEANERRFEHFEL

Panel A: # & (2) Panel B: # & (3)
T E4 Irregularity MAO
% Z {8 A Z &
Senior 0. 386 1. 366 —1.553 —1.012
Post 0.513* 3.083 —0. 345 —0. 826
Senior X Post —1.291" —2.985 1. 992 1. 966
Control variables = =

Intercept 2.365" 1. 662 2.465 0. 769
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(E%)
Panel A: # A& (2) Panel B: # A (3)
TE4 Irregularity MAO
## A 7 H A

EF /LK £ £
NARELE = =
N 5526 5526
Pseudo R? 0.062 0.431

Eo U Rl RRE LN, YL 10N KT RF, FEREFTEBE.

EANE AN 2 ¥ RNy

(—) 2T T A A By SEAE A

“REEMSITR” WIFATRXFUHIMCARLEERRZE W, FHER
AERNEAHN “FERA” SRFAFEMI, ARTRERERINEAEKX
KEREGAXHARE RN W, ROXAM @/ 2 EEE (PSM) 47 #
— SRk, RE (FEEMTIHESEFRS RIFEAE), BATEREF 1HIF
Hol £ 3% (Experience), Hit WA (Title), Fit i & & H &k A (Part-
ner) fHFIHNiESHHXR (CCP) XWARERHRA (4 F PSM B # %
B, FRIHEA (O REHTBLELFFIHWETRBIFEY “FREM 2T
Ji”, X H AT Logit BIH, 4R 5K 5 Panel A,

Logit(Senior =1) =8, + &1 Experience + §; Title + §; Partner
+6,CCP +«¢ . D

% 5 Logit [BJ35 Balance Test Z&5 5

Panel A: Logit Model

BA (4
4

A # A
Experience 0. 111 4. 813
Title 0. 389" 3.863
Partner 1. 335" 5.415
cCcp 0. 621" 2.598
Intercept —5. 722" —18. 310
N 2 854

Pseudo R? 0. 187
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Panel B: Balance Test
M ERBR
KRS N
Treatment Control T & P {4

Ex perience 158 8.0353 7.5714 0.5516 0. 5820
Title 158 2.9412 2.8333 0.5175 0. 6055
Partner 158 0.6118 0. 6667 —0.7398 0. 4604
CcCP 158 0.4471 0. 4642 —0.2235 0. 8234
Pscore 158 0. 1049 0.1035 0.0972 0.9227

ET U AR T 1YL 5. 10N KTFRE.

K, ROFA L1 1T HBEERE Y &, Tk “REREMSIUHE” &
TP BATER, REA R &> RELNEF LR, I K E P K FRME
T F A5 (Balance Test), A%k 5 #Hy Panel B 7 ., 26k AR %4 (Treat-
ment) 5 T %5 2| 6y 45 % £ A4 (Control) o 255 & it Wi £ 4F & 11 1] /5% 4
(Pscore) # LR EER, b b, RATVUITE R o & 5 F F fi fr & it
WNE s ARA, BER (D —#E Q) EFHATTEHAIHN, &1
(FR%E6) KK EELMMERA,

F6 PSMILEHAEIIFER

AR (D HA (2) A (3
TE4
|DD DA | | Jones_DA | Irregularity MAO
Senior 0. 003 0.003 0.003 —1.834"
(0. 959) (0. 710) (0. 959) (—1.850)
Post —0.002 —0. 006 —0. 002 —1.468
(—0.563) (—1.077) (—0.563) (—1.100)
Senior X Post —0. 006" —0.013" —1. 348" 1.934"
(—2.366) (—2.970) (—3.666) (1. 967)
B EE £ 2 & 2
Intercept0 0. 039 0. 106 21. 946 —3.797
(1.388) (2. 40 (2.207) (—1.060)
Intercept1 0. 055" 0. 124
(4.597) (8.941)
FE/AT LN = = = z
NERELH = e = =
N 1098 1098 1098 1098
Pscudo R? —0.062 —0.047 0.116 0.579

E A ERAE LY. 5%, 10N AKTFEE, FEREFFEBE, £ (D HELEd
HFERNNTHE, #A () 1 3 BHERFHESHNY ZE., b, KMNF 1 I FAREERT . &
WAEEHWNFIHITRL GG ENEE (Pol_ Dummy), EHHTEHEALL, LR LK ELFELDT.
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(Z) HIEHFEAFARFIA F R E e

HEAEXFITIRENEERSFSREEAEEZ P W (Chol er al.,
2008; Francis and Wang, 2008; Ke et al., 2015), B W, K X3 —F #H &
THEXRREFEARANFH G ERA N HEANAC, KONRE LT AF A
RERATHER TR m s, $ARFERN2HHE, £, kT
ETwhERFaEh G WA THERERF MK AE (H_Mar),
RZAXLTHERERZHM X G AE (L_Mar), £F U EHE, RO XHE
A (D —#AE Q) WEFAEAFERSFHITT2AEHE, X TWERENA,
FEXRBEWNAEA THEIT R EH FARANHGER L RE,

xR7T AETNEESERANIDPHENGE
Panel A; H T4 %
#AE (D #A (2 HAE (3)
TE4 | DD_DA | | Jones_DA | Irregularity MAO
H Mar L _Mar H_Mar L_Mar H_Mar L_Mar H_Mar L_Mar
Senior —0.004" —0.004" —0.001 —0.002  0.140  0.176  —0.342 —0.073
(—3.356) (—2.459) (—0.272) (—0.847) (0.836) (1.091) (—1.008) (—0.215)
Post 0.002  0.005  0.000  0.013* 0.621  0.082 —2.050 —1 298
0.871)  (1.416)  (0.051)  (2.230) (1.480) (0.215) (—1.558) (—1.135)
Senior X Post —0.010"* —0.003  —0.018" —0.017"*—1.468" —1.070" 2514 1981
(—2.770) (—0.772) (—2.592) (—2.780)(—1.973) (—1.975)  (L.727) (1. 496)
BHEER N L T T S
Intercept 0 0.026* 0. 022 0. 082"  0.058"  6.146™* —0. 837 6. 026 2. 860
(1.678) (1. 300) (3.412)  (2.215) (2.643) (—0.378) (1.341) (0. 646)
Intercept 1 0. 0227  (2.161) 0.071* 0.037
(45.346)  (43.465)  (59.067) (56.273)
/AT BN = = = = = = = =
NERELE & = = £ b £ &= £
N 2 857 2 460 2 864 2 467 2 977 2 549 2977 2 549
Pseudo R? —0.031 —0.028 —0.031 —0.042 0. 041 0. 0409 0. 385 0. 345
Panel B: Post X Senior % # % % 49 £ %
| DD _DA | | Jones_DA | Irregularity MAO
FE LK
zxf PH 3@ PHE R#HE PHE ERHE PH
HO: Senior X Post (H_Mar)
—0. 007" 0.040 —0.001* —0.089 —0.398* 1.750 0.533 0. 837

= Senior X Post (L._Mar)

R AR LN SN WO ARTFEE, RERERTEBE. BE (D BEEZRE
HEEWHTHE, #8 (2 f ) HHERFHESAN Z H.
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(=) BT 9 3 8B 5% AL/ 09 Bk AR R 38 2 AT

BEA YK ZHURSE N E P REEGRENFTITEERS, £ T
EtU RRELEMS, EXEP XA EGFITEE %A (DeAngelo,
198, Az, RFFUFFARANKEERERGWEAN, ESEXKE P
IHEHNFIEERA? VEEX -, AXHRTTHEAE, #4TH
VA e

Infee;,, =a, + a1 Senior; + a, Post;., + a3 Senior; X Post;,,
+ ZﬁjC()ntr()l.s‘,-,i,, + Year fixed effects

+ Industry fixed effects +¢,., » (5)
He, Infee HHFIR AN B KA #. HELHARX (Guan er al. . 2016),
RMAHR (D EZHETEWES L, #-FEHNTUTER, R LE
(CR). MYtk (AR). H#htb# (INV), AFl & H (ROA). XEF
g (RPT), #itE WLEA (MAO),

ESWERET, £AFFUHMAELRANANWBEERERAFKHLHE
B FEWEm, FEEFHFIHHEAEARASF U EERFZEN X AHEKE
HEXRBEWARMEAREZ R, T, FARANNESL ML FF iR
mEERESRENRME, FREHEEFFTRIINEFAE, XLAEA
O g A B AN A AR AL B R R R R

x8 ETHIHTMEWRENABHMALESN

WA (5
In fee
T E 4
A FER H_Mar L_Mar

B T & %% T 4 T
Senior 0.003 0.083 —0.030 —0. 604 0.034 0. 004
Post 0. 007 0.503 0. 001 0. 061 0. 040" 1.916
Senior X Post 0.039 0. 987 —0.033 —0.556 0. 064 1.153
wH K E P P =
Interce pt 5. 689" 24. 041 5.312% 15. 884 6. 481" 19.151
5B/ AT b O b P Z
NE R EAIE P b =
N 4931 2 656 2 275
Adjusted R? 0.596 0. 621 0.576

Eo B ETAE LN, SY. IONATEE, RERLZFFEBIE,



228 Z % F (F D % 20 %

(W) % 3 75 AW K oy # A2 A 35 2 AT

UEptrke], FERABBFHFRTTRERE, A REEALR
BEITRE., AT, RELEREERAFIHFFLAEFAHBEL N T,
Mo, FHHATREELH MR ENEATY “ESWFHFH” F 22
BEFAEMBAERMNG, TUNFHFNEEBAAEFERATEN T LM
MR “HUZHFAT MAThARE, Ak, YRR A XL LWAEER, K
XAETHEA (6), NEFHIITIPO L 4 AEWAH — F IR T FiT i 4
PERT R R BAERR.

IPO_Dummy,. , = ay +aSENIOR,, + a,After.,, . +asSENIOR,, X After.,, ,
+ Z,B,-Controls,-, w.  +Year fixed effects +¢.., . (6)
dFEA 6), RANEKAZEFFIH-F40E@h#4E, SENIOR, IPO_
Dummy #a After ) H EWNEE, YA FFHFAH “KEEM 2T B,
SENIOR B 1, % B 0; % % if Jf /& # 2| b o 2 8 IPO W % &, IPO_
Dummy B 1, &N 05 4 F A& 2011 FRUEFE, After B 1, TN EK
0, RAMNELHTHA (D FHAF U FHAREFRE T FIHIFHLZERHNF
7 I (Experience®), & 9 & THAE (6) WEBEEE, NPT N, 5w
WHARRE “REEM TR LB, EF A TH EAES PO L5,
KEPAAEP FETALFITIIHERBENEFATZRAN, EREWXHARL
ARFAERATY “BREEFA” BRIEW,

*F9 WHITWEERALE IPO A K &EZE

A (6)
TE4
IPO_Dummy IPO_Dummy IPO_Dummy
SENIOR —0. 245 —0.212 —0. 160
(—1.046) (—0.898) (—0.659)
After —1.011% —1. 116" —1.067
(—10.054) (—10.961) (—9.821)
SENIOR X A fter 0. 721 0. 724 0.733*
(2.066) (2.057) (2.049)
BIG10 0. 054 0. 282"

(0.735) (1. 904)
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%)
A (6)
EEA
IPO_Dummy IPO_Dummy IPO_Dummy
AFRANK 1. 646 1.118*
(7.774) (4.078)
BHEE = b =
Intercept —2.633" — 4,042 —3.195%
(—23.598) (—19.723) (—6.543)
R 2 2 2
Audit firm fized effects % % =
N 10 130 10 130 10 130
Pseudo R? 0.112 0.112 0.112

ET A ERAELN, 5K, 10N KTFRE. FEAN T HE,

(H) B & 0t %A % | AT

%RTWL% WEXERKEHBNT W, WIXHARHNGBT EEL RN

BHEAR) REHBFEITFFEITGAE, h#—FNRBE BB DN N,
&m%%T%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ/%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬂ,ﬁ?ﬁ FH AR,
RIS (D AERGARNEFFIUHMERS “REEMSITH” X
B, B EEBEREFAARE: (D JIBREEB LA GO TR EMSITFIF
AR, FEARAFFANEERNRIEE; ) FHKRELB LS
MHFIT R E T AT, EhTiE, FEARAAFRNEERNNAFE,
BN AHRRE, XERABLER A RMEFFIH, HFEEARAFT RN B
= QU B R

() ki 5 oM

AEBFRELWTEM.E, AXH-—FETHEME-LRBE L2 (D %
WOHEIRT M E R R T A 2008 £ 5 2009 4, kﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬂ
BE, ERKIAKKI Senior X Post WARAT L H, TRAMXE R G F
WIHFEARFEHEAMRN; (2) VEMRRLEMESNEL AN XK
LI ERTRGBEL Y, AXH# - S Z2REHAA, FHHERZRMN,

S ZRBRHA, RATEHALER,
ZREAR. RFIREASER,
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MERHTESHEBRELE, SR RRKELRERMA; 3) AHFEE —
MAE —HFREM ST, EREEE _HFREMITITHELR, LAF
HHEEARAGBERNNAFE, EAHART, XE-—LBEZLWIET
“TEBN” WA (D H—FHNEFHFIHTE@EE, LA A M
KB MEMSIUMAIFE CKFREMSITN WMEFLTEFE R,
& EH i PSM A, xR W, BT XE R HEARFHEAAT A T
RERE; O (FEEMKTIM2 TR AP E) REXRXRESHT
FEREEARF, HE3ME 4T ERN Senior REH LR F, XFW “UE
FPBEARFENTMETRPBOEN FREMR2HT 7 X -KmWEX
HERBEAURL; (6) ETHMEM T HIAREERAEZ -—TREAL L
WARTR, EAXKRRIAFRES FXFREM 2T A 2010 F 77 L th
EREFAEEFZR., E, RAOAK, "B IFFFREM S0 EE -
BEUAMNELE, ERAREEREEFN T IFEFH#IFEN KR EM
E I I = S N b Y A

. R EH

MERKFHRBIIAREF AT ERNRRWER, FTEMENF L
LRl B . A, kT & B HF A # R AT AT 6 RN E
M, REXBENEFALTHEERE, MXRRBF, EEAHM T EE
HFEERANMNAERA T RES QA ERETENEFRER, HREARRY
WERIEHEEE, AXURATH TN “GFER — EFHFITWHAFR
ME, R THFITEEHFARANA N A B HEKLE, FREAA, £FF
WHEARAREY HHEF T EREERN, 4% “STRLFFIHF” &
B ORREMKWIFT REAE, RAFITERIR P ET M@ H A 50k F It
B, #EBEAFZARERALZFREG., WHHALELFHRENME
DEBR. - FHARLIA, TN FER I T RN E RN A ETERST
HMXEmEE, HZaEENAFERRRERN, HEERENRSFAH
FE S Bk B B

HEERKN, A -MEERHE, FiFEEHFFERANA A+ E
BREFFATIHFHREE SR RENERSACE “BR” W4 “F
7, HxM “FERAGH” FeRAREREN, BHEERENRSFRHF
MM Bk F G, AR —FEMN FWHB SRR FEITIFAAAFER
AUAEET FANG T Y mF AT EEBETE N B (F o,
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Francis et al. , 2005; Weber et al. , 2008), % % it W5 B 2 = X2 F L #| £
FUTHREFTARNEFEREFETRAARINERIERE; F—FTHE. K
HRFETHEEXRFE G AEBEA K CER (Flam, Gueral., 2013; HFA
4, 2013), HB TR, RAERENFEARANEREFALGRELRFE
AN EREXR AT EEBE P OERANEMZR, BT EE N0
EHMERMRAEFEAX —FERAANEARELNA BEMET R AT #E
REFNER., BFHNEEESHERFENTRAEA-—EWEENE.
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Abstract Based on the event of signing auditors’ reputation promotion, we investigate
the economic consequences of the improvement in reputation of external supervisors in the

capital market. Results show that when an auditor is granted with the title “Senior Auditor”,
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he or she is more likely to issue modified audit opinions, and illegal activities related to ac-
counting within supervised companies decrease significantly, supervised companies’ accruals
quality improves significantly. and this effect brought by signing auditor reputation promotion
accords with cost-benefit principle. Further analyses show that the effect of reputation promo-
tion mechanism on audit supervision is more pronounced when the client firms are in locations
with a better institutional environment. These results show that the leading role of reputation
promotion mechanism in the governance of auditing supervision in transitional economic mar-
ket is “incentive” rather than “rent-seeking”.
Key Words reputation mechanism, governance effect, supervision quality
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