HEESFTHHEITITEESHitRERNZEHR

W ALHALE TGN ERL G R B RN AR, %Fﬂmiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%M%—wM$:$%$ﬁ?ﬁ%mi”w?ﬁ$ﬁﬁ7%A
AR iR WP BRRAAMLE, MARRE “FILR AN L. EESEEP G LEIRRIATARNLLE, BA "2 (9) X7
FrAAXE T E AR, S SRR AT 8% B CE (W) K7 ARABRFEA A (W) X7 A, %IRRT A2 86 &l
HFHI AR AT EOLAGEF, BT FH0kR. RRTHFHIA SF4 FTHOME, ©E0T 5 IARGHE, H2HRT Fit
T3 442 & R AR £
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1 AR

PRI ] — 3T 4 (At ERAG R, AR — R AR IE IR, AT AR S T E AT, LIRS 507 Il es
NATH, WA TIIHAE 5 P o PR BLARR AR, AR T AL AR, PPk 25 P ACE 9D 108 i XU 7 T e A FE 22 1)
ER (i JLK, 2003). Akerlof (19700 441 “Frkiiity” KW, FEWE—ME SRR, R 3eE AN H A2
PAT G BILF A, gtk = 2% 13 ) 1) T S s TR R SO SS . DRI, *ﬁ*%‘k%ﬂwﬂ% “REME.

EAESE T, VPR A JLRI Z P ol (Levitt, 1998), AH T8 VT HE BRSS9 7= il — 87 T35 11 5 G A LA
T, SZ T BARE TR ARE, T R ST IR AL . BRI R A R E S L], SRR
B — M AR bR . JRIENESE i WA B RE e R s “ 1 (DY) K7 &J\%Olﬁfﬁﬁlﬁmﬁﬁﬂ S D1ESPS ESARITE 05
FER 30 (DY) K7 BB B e ok 2 I i T FE N e, 302 i 3% 7 (B TR RS AT T B ik
fRath At R, DU “HiNEFE 7 (Eik 2 i ediR) Bk, [ A [ By “ﬂ CPUD K7 R 5% B e T o P B R
BERZ. AT aL EEs T WD K7 RGP R WA SR, P E A SRR, S0 E R T (0D K7 Bt
FRIFH R, AR AR o (1 o o M 552

TRYEDAFZAE CEAREHI R (5 B HEA) (2002) —3Crhdt: P AUREE (Reputatlon WK AL, FoE i
55 FTAE 1999 SE BRI Z ), PBGETEW 1o HAE CYP AR T2 WRAFAEA 2, HrE L ?

2 —ANERHRR 5 HE S SCHR R B
2. 1 HiHmEEEwH I RERN: —ERER

Y AE 2002 T, EER CHRT RO, 2002 FEREPR “ IR et At A rliR I E AT, R PIARRCT “PUR” BT, AH TSSO
FUREAIYIE] A 2000—2002 4F,  PRltk, ZERRZ A EEs “ I (P K7 BT,



FH TR F T E RS, 1B —Fh50H (Experience goods), WA EHARMLIRS 2 )5, M E A R L iRk, X1
00T, LA TR T R A R TR R T RO T A RS, R I E A IS A AT R R R TR RS
i LT i XU ()3 A% 22— SR BURFE ), il o e S s bR U . BNV nT e S N RIS, (H E BRI 2 T ap L
HEI . A% Klein and Leffler(1981)F1 Shapiro(1983) i i & - 75 25 5 i iti A 1048 W STk, R — AN W VPO 5 28 55 o 11
v M AR

Biss (1) WRE TR EIIR L, T=123, 4 6 = (I+) R T, 0<r<I.
QW IR B R (P20 @) RATHAERY, o7 P IT DL 3 SOBSR AR : R (q=0) B (q=1).
BLOUIE SRR I R RASE cor SRR RIORBINA L 010 c>enr Hlep,'2 00 ¢0,">0 .

(3) HUPUBRIIE AR S5 i, M3 e RATEA BIIR S5 5 A BE TR, 76 o+ 1 I, W28 T ¢ IR0 i ot i .

TH B AR A R SO U], ¢ YT A Ry s U UAE e— 1 MBI R A UK B . R=qu - PRI, AlATTT
M qeRee BOE Ri=1 GHPRASCEOE S D . A p TG, BAZRMR D, JF - ERNEFR . AR A3
B U AE S — PR TR, W R AR N — s b k.

Wt A, W B H ARG VI — R PR iR, e gt a i . iy L, RO A S DR R (0 B AR 2,
XAV AR IESE pro HVHITBTERAF IS IR . (pr—ci) (1+6+6 2+°°')=%:(H_Tr)(pl_m)

R H VI LA py $RAUMR TR SS (BOE M PR BT, R TTRERI p1), AR 43k 45 pi—cor BEJAA 0,
I, B AR EA A



I+r

(—)(p1—c1)=pi—co, WliifH: pi1—ci=r(ci—co)
r

BRI, s AR, R IR AT A ks py B EEISA o) iyt r(er—co)o T AL HH T TIE 1 HI IR
IR, H RS A Ay (o —co)s MHIE, AL T AHEEM: (pr—ep) (§+8% ) =(pi—c)) /1 .

X B (R TE IR WA fRT D A U 22 f JOR W f SRUEAY TH0 o P BRI B A 2 1 X R A I,
THIA AR TR RS B L. SR AR PR B A r(cr—co) BB v (3R MM de Ry AKX AN p, PR E, fET
SRS T R IR, AR TR TN B 2 RS S AN RR T I o

DUAEBA B0 Jo PRI W SE B, R IR PRI SR BRI R S s Dl s T IRPEI S, il 00 2 B A i
AT TSR AL iR 55 i, X BT W SR A E 5 SE RS R TE R, IX AR ML 1) Akerlof(1970)5 ¥ “ —F- 427 i il i,
T I AR BRI ¢ —co » MUK W co=0, ZERMIIHEPREN q=0, p=0, WK co>0, TIHHK, FINH
WA AR TR 0 (RS uAesk, M TH Ul B e A A .

IR BRI E RIS DL, & T AR, ZEmHY T, S ehImi S uims s, 0 TRIEET S, iR AHR TR .
IR, WHARR, 5T WIS — G R B, Joigd R, Wi #i iyl qr=0. BRI T 85
LI T—1 BT ERFRSR, AR T—1 e BT RS A L AR, BTEL, fERHY T—1 o A G S Sy [l 4 1
oot I TSRV A3 ) g%, S AR v VTR R — IR SR A = B

AEBATEE LN VI 72 5 T S O A A A TR I AR AEEE SRR, 31 2 BE s H AN I S ) ORAS
TR FAR TR A Y S e AT 2 i T AR 55 vl LA 1) A B A I, 30l S W A+ Jle oA xet o A (R R 5 o A ATTIRT 1 ) AR it
AN, AR, TR A S R R R R, AT R, R A R SR . ORI AR AR (R B 40
R PITIE FCFRA RE  I ST BERAL  Fr fy oh P A 5 48 R 7 o XA BT AE TE BRIK B A I R4 AF N AR B0, A BRI S 1 4E



4, ST e n — AN, DABURI B G — AN, e AT AR R B ML
2. 2 FHSRICERIEIE

Mayhew (2001) RHISEIRZ G I7E, fE—MAHRGEH . KEAMEHT =42 550 a 0 milyth, 57 H iz
PRI R . BB H HA BN Z AAAES BAXFR, BB E LA B> I (Bid) MO vl 2 B4R 1
AR AT FEVER B AHITEE ) (Bffort), D4 74 MR v i, SB N BA SN HIAT o —BU s v, 762 g
(BARIH, ZXAAIAREZD, S — B2 BB A R NSO DL, T2 R N o IR 7 2

DeAngelo (1981) A\ h: AR F/NFS PR, BRI 55 Frde it 1 8w B i i v e g5, ORI L 3T &
FEAAIREEZ . Simunic(1980)IA A 1 T I 55 1 O (1 AR 5 22 o U807 AR L b 25 28 P A SRS = thi e« Bt
20 ZAEIIWETERY], Simunic B T 5E P R A 21 T3 KA R AT SR o

KT LI 45 B i 28 5 1 U B B AN (L B F 9, Moizer (1997) M7 SCHRIFIEL, JEALE S E, fE—Asedthd it i,
ARV TP 58 P 2 R R E e 22 5, AR T 0 @ e W v I 35 BRI ,  RRBORCR 45 B, S Th e im0
(Francis, 1984). #ii>% (Firth , 1985). Ji[E (chan 4%, 1993). & (Gul, 1999). Hnyk (Simon, 1992) FIE[E (Palmrose,
1986) S5 H KA X I, EFr “ K" Uahzs ke 0K, BUMDYRD Bt 2 /N850, Alivh s iR ErE 16.5%
F136.0%2 [

Crasewell S5\ (1995) LABUKAIN 1484 ZK LTl "N FEACKAR S )R 45 B (s vhie i oy, Ab A1 segiie2 “ )\
KPr” 28], A LA )R 55 I BB AL &R0 )\ R BTl 34% (K i, “ )\KPT” 55 “HE)URPT” LA, UK P2
EEAR UK BT Z W 30% 2647 Treland Al Lennex (2001) PATE[E ET A FUAFEA, WFFCABLR S5 PrEE S KA m R AE
g, ANHEPEE S DN ARIRRAE . EEHE LA RERF S I, KBE R “ 1K Prai v S AR R 19.2%, 1
FERE B A REFER ST G, KB “CTUR” Fraivhas g ik 53.4%,



FE| AR B IR SS SE N R N RGNS, 18T FHRAk (2002) BT830, 1% A FEE I £ 0 0 2 v Ih A %5 1997
— 1999 H= (] A AT UE I3 30 B MMV B4 25 VH T g5 45 T 1) o ML 2 R B A FEASHEATIIE S . R ME Gk 45 k], B “ TR B
DU 1997 —1999 4[4 FE 7 v 2 I 0 208.25 J3 70 1M A <3 HIM .45 i [ SO0 4 2 o o 9 I R~ 30ME R 27.61 T 6. B
A B NP4 BT, HEamr “ k7 st s s s b ook B m T “HEHR7 P, A b E # m 20%. BhIEZE4E A
(2003) WFFCRI, RS EM S AT R FARANE B ifeR, s R R EAOC, S 3~ e %, f715%
5RO AT B B P IR B O R . XREE N (2003) R I A R AL, 545 (0 &2 2R B L e BT 4
A AR S R T w RIS s I R R, AR SR S B L KA S B B A L s AR
F55 BT R S5 0] A Vo AN AT F

3 HIEER. BrEA SR EER
3.1 HIEER

1 BRI S § TR RE RS 2 5 Bl A R R E o vk 55 SEATHE R, 25 B w2 v 55 P s AT IE TR
WIBT M BE RS o E 1999—2002 1), 55 P& IF IR HUHE R VTR 55 Bt ML B A% 25 St DY, BA RS 391 B b %
RT3 v 45 A 1999 4E1) 108 5K, R3] 2002 FJE K 71 5K H2 LT A RECR AR, 1R IWWANUESRAS 2 B
ff1 Bl 2w AN 1999 4115 949 5K, _EJH#I 2002 4K 1250 %Ko

WERT TP RS T 7 AR AR S0 55 SO I T S35 prep . BEAT IR Bs T (YD K7 e e, MATEA BT, X
EAFT, XA R s “AHK7 rzsr. AR LA, BN “HR7 Frigmiamais Bis <1 (0D K7 ATz
WS K A FA o 12 1999—2002 FEPU4ER], fERA “+K7 Prr, K. Bl ber, BRERIT, dEatntl, iR
RIS S5 Pria & et 7R+, SMMRAI7E T B — @ B4 R . i TR v 55 BT fE 2002 £E5800 2Kk K
e, FSERIEER <3 (D K7 G ET, T BATRIZ TR SIS FrAkZ N “ 0 (YD K7 B, HEEs <30 (0D K7



JR G TARR Lo fEAS —$RIE) R4S, BARRER IR HE PR AL, (HRSFERARRAK, ERATTEE AN .
% 1: 1999—2002 E[Efr “H. (P9 K7 b PS5 EpN “K7 Priniafiat (%)

1999 4F 2000 4F 2001 4F 2002 4
Li'E7 L7 % ity
+Kp 2N} 2N} KT
RN . AR o ARG o RN -
Kig 8.16 P 7.27 P 6.32 YN 4.74
i il EK
WP R 3.55 R B 5.59 YN 4,50 o 3. 60

SR 3.29 | LfERKIT 3.12 g E KT 3.73 WL R A 2.65

WrTRAE | 2.98 bRt 2.87 W R A 2.62 |y 2. 11
HE T
HRN IS 2.91 WHT R A 2.81 BlangnEl 2. 60 ﬁdﬁ; i 1.92

(=]

VY13 A 2.75 SASIIEIPN 2.64 i b4 2.12 Bl N 1.89
b 2.68 B 2.47 Rt NS 2.10 fE 7Kl 1.86

HIFEA | 2.62 IEPFEgil 2.26 WIAEK A 2.09 | peyilhses 1.70




il

SAF 2.56 WIFE T 2.16 | VR R I 2.01 g b4 1.70
g A ARy

R 2.25 | LEAAEYER 2.15 VY )1 i 1.89 = 1.69

33.7 .

&t ) Bl 33.35 &t 29. 99 &t 23. 86

. Liip7] - % . % . i

EWNE AL i TLR BT i EIWNE AL o DU R 1 52 B 5

ZiAfEE | 1.92 LIEE 3.97 Be 0 jg 4% 10.66 | I EfEYR 10. 39
Ak

ek | 164 | WHAETRR | 2,67 | Wkt | 383 E+% 9.06

e K 1g 1.56 LKA 2.15 LIEE R 3.34 LI 6. 41

B dedik | 1,49 B o i Ae 4 1.46 TR 1.55 TR 1.38

AR Y] 0. 62 VRAR Y i) 0.97 VRAR Y i) 1.16 HlE LK 1.35

an 7.22 Enih 11.23 Enih 20. 53 e 28. 59

Hi U 5 UL«

(1) W #i=2% " ZE A0 #X 50% + % 7 B> T 5 5 #i X 50% ;

(2) 1999 E& T FETIH B F 7 58 T A A



SRR GfES T EIES S (1997—1999) ), FREMBZ S AL, 2002 £ERR;  (3) 2000 fER A0 SRR T G T EIES
Wi (20000 ) , HEMBEE HAE, 2001 46k (4) 2001 45, 2002 4E T 4 SR AR A Bl AR R HERE L, Bl A R4ER
SJelE T B R M EE (www.cninfo.com.cn) .

3. 2 WREA

HHERE R 2T 2001 5512 H 24 H#E TN FFRATIESR M2 w5 P FE I R 228 6 5 — SO v 25 B4 i A Fo bt 5 ),
XF T A AT 4 2 TR 55 BT 4 10 4 5% 9 R A T B e, JErp— 4R Bl A ml AR AR RN b R ST A At
ITEE45 B4, BT, FRATTH 2000 4. 2001 4F. 2002 HE =ZAEEE Tt b . bl A 5] S04 45 S v 45 B () F i A R AE 4

B AR T S ISR AR 55 v S AR A, T R SRR U T H ks, R REMER— S0, B LA A
RITEEAR 1 2 T 2

2000—2002 “E# i ERH VS I B AR 2520 58 (A& 2) , Horb, Wil Es “ 2o (P9 K7 s praivh g 113 %,
B “T (P9 R preivhi 418 58, A HAR T H v 1989 Ko

%% 2: 2000—2002 £F 11 2 m 45 A o T BTG

PeEAFERATESE | BEr T (PO | ®A T (WD

W | BT AT RKE X e e AU

(NS IAGIE &3 K7 P vE AL | R B vF KA
2000 4F 1088 532 12 116
2001 4F 1164 1007 31 175




2002 4 1250 981 70 127

EIHE 3502 2520 113 418

MR (1) 2002 E 2 RESEAER R “ . (P9 K7 @, PrelEEs <o () K7 prif oh 18t 2001 S BRI ;- (2) FHN
“H P KT B K (2000—2001 4F, 2002 FEECh R o RIS KT, Bl By dERUsTE, WA

3. 3 [EAHER

ARSI AR L Simunic (1980) £ JGR PR ARERY Gy Fefl, 454 Craswell 25 (1995) Foh A MV w1 Jifi 5 25 15 9l F i
WA, DA s R 25 L b A5 Ak 3 R e A 45 52 U (RTS8 AR 250 SR 1) el A S 22 TG 2k B ) A Y

LnAF=B o+ B {LnTA+ B ,Ssub+ B ;Reratio+ B 4Sfuzhu+ B sLocation
+ B ¢Opinion+ B ;Leverage+ B sgROA+ B gAuditorl+ B jpAuditor2 + ¢

(1) LnAF: FHH 1137 H (Audit Fees)J HARXEL; (2) LaTA: &) BB = 1 HARNEL; (3) Ssub: &) FA R KA
JifR; (4) Reratio: &7 NIKIKE S W= iz b, (5) Sfuzhu: &7 FEH R TTEUG P J5#8; (6) Location: JEflALE, &/
FITAE A ZR 5B AT I R IE HIIX, Location=1,75 0, Location=0; (7) Opinion: FE#l45&E, JEARAEH 11 W Opinion=1,75 ], Opinion
=0; (8) Leverage: &/J'MIH =M% (9) ROA: &R ~FIEZ; (100 Auditorl: IR, FHHLSFAEE “H (I
K7 Wbz —, W Auditor1=1, 0 Auditor]=0. (11) Auditor2: ML E, #5355 HT R E A “F (P9 K” frz—, Auditor2=1,
5 ) Auditor2=0

Hrfr, LoTA JeBt BT 2w BB K/ Ssuby Sfuzhu St BT AR 4850155 R AL ; Reratiow Leverage. ROA Bkt b Tii
A HIRESFERE; Location Sz E 1l 22w (U HUSAFAE;  Auditor] . Auditor2 Sz =55 BT OHFAIL .
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FAIITE: LnTA. Ssub. Reration Sfuzhu 5 mMNSECNIE, B LT AREEOC, S50l S8y, wivh )RS,
iR 80 ST NO VNS 4 N2 o S A el 7 G 81 i B =P G B < RN [ PG SR 7 S AP | S vt AR =g
(Opinion) AZH S HON IE, DAA H THITEE R R ARARVE (1) 7 v 35 Wl o 22 4 2 ks, MR T TAESR, Rtk oh 9 H
FELE Y ELPRAE S V1 WL 3% H 22 s W7 45K (Leverage ) AR & IS 00 1, BEHHE IR 45 USR8 v 2% 8 &5 5 110 Location
S Ik R 25 (AR S 5 o 1E, RN G5 R L WA S N ) 8 AR 3 A 8 B AN ik BB X O 1y o

AT Auditorl. Auditor2 P MERAR RS EM 0 1E, H Auditor] g5 &1 KT Auditor2. Auditorl 55 Auditor2 2.
B 255, BEMHE RS “F (09D K7 m Al B A “F (IUD) K7 FeRIAELE “SH i ik s M Auditor2 IS EC IE, ¥
WIEN < (PO K7 BT FE N A k3, EA “CH i ERN .

FATTH SPSS11.5 X [RIABLAY b R AHOCAR B AT HEIR PRS0 br (L3R 3D, TATTRIN, oI o 25 7 22 [A) DXl 32 B4R
WAy WNE PR EE, BEr < (DU K7 o P R =88R 75.85 4476, MEEH “H (P4 K7 Prifg ) % r=3Eh
20.74 1276, BPWILAETA 1643 1476, ML EREEE, Bir “H (0D K7 BUdifE T 7o X85 EN “H (9D K7
P RZBSEAA N 9 58, FLE N HALRTIING 5 K EL, Eig “H (P9 K7 MRS ER M WECrE4 40 70, & T RN
JIT 33 To IR IIRES G, NIBOKKS B8 BBl ek 3 A 24 BRI E Eobas %= nmiEE e “f (70 K7
RO TR T E W AT WE T ERIGE I E, EEs <R (D) K7 b By mes T, ERIRe ik, mE W irE D ERlge AR
WNE. WNERE A, s “0 (U K7 i B 5& Ptk 64.27 Jioc, EPE “H (JU) K7 i 46.35 )7t
1 38.67%, HW “H (DY) K7 B XLy HAR K 36.59 J1 TG 26.67%. {HJE, W1 =FEH MM AR, —Hi1
PR o TS B () RO 15 | T P (RSN )3 Jl PR 8 2 X st Bk i — 2B 22 Ja [R5 #7

R 3 R PT EURR IAHOCAR B RS
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X1 QL' DR N 5

E N “H (DY) K7 B (418

[ Py HoAth BT (1989 5

£ BT (113 55 %)
=
Sl (e} FRUE 2= BIH PR 2= BIH FRUEZE
R R
CFot) 758503.30 | 2740065.13 | 207375.19 | 192473.64 | 164300.46 | 225539.37
NS
%‘f,ﬂ% 8.91 9.60 8.88 9.28 4.61 5.65
b
INAINELIS e
58%re R 10.22% 8.84% 15.44% 12.95% 17.75% 13.13%
wiz b
SR P
. 39.70 13.04 32.89 10.50 32.68 11.03
T
Pty
Al 85.84% 35.02% 93.30% 25.03% 43.39% 49.57%
Hiy X
SR AE B
4'?*;&* 5.31% 22.52% 12.44% 33.04% 13.62% 34.31%
L
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A

B A
%
AR
0 e 6427.24 3797.02 4634.50 2361.70 3658.72 1675.97
)

4 IR, BOREXEHRAR

FA AR FHSPSS11.5%) 22 Ju MR H T RE AT 1 75 20 e [ml = e by (ILR4) . MWRA—1RTLAE Y, [ d gk |
¥ B (P =174.194: P{=0.000) , HE ({ 1 A< gl s RELR* 40,407, BRI 4EAR A T 15 55 52t S0 A 32 P RE 1 h40.7 %
RA=2VWIER TR B ARE R (P55 HEATHA A SO XA RA R E SN, RSN EAL L.

BATRIL, EEs “H (U K7 st (Auditor]) FIEQHN “T0 (P4 K7 B (Auditor2) XHANEEAEL% K LR
(1), AR S 405 5 40.218H10.078, Ui A4 2 7 B, % ) (L 45 B AR BE LU R P RS 2 fa, AR T “
(P K7 Frakiss, WEs “H (PUD K7 mebd B ai vhis e P B m21.8%, Wik “ it Fumiih” h21.8%, Sbxtm, El “H
(W K7 BT N ATk ut, “ il s ” h7.8%.

FATHIWIIERY], I B ST R I Won 5 5, 2] T RAIE, o s A AN, O E AR iR

7 Eo FNWEEN], BRI RAA ST WAL, B R T2 IR AR, SRR TR A R
AKEFRING o

41.85% 17.55% 50.73% 55.02% 49.94% 59.03%

3.38% 4.31% -0.35% 46.57% -1.58% 45.25%
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& 4: ZILEIRTRNTTZES S EIES T

®A—1: TTESN

it Ji 7% H EH A L5 7% F1{H P {8
VA 218.505 10 21.850 174.194 0.000
Bk 2 314.723 2509 0.125
SEIN 533.228 2519
Adjusted R-square 0.407
® A—2: [E5HT
PR LnAF CHEUR 9% FH I AR EO
it frs | s RIS t A P {E
el 4.494 0.111 40.513 0.000
LNTA 0.265 0.009 29.120 0.000
SSUB 0.049 0.006 8.181 0.000
RERETIO 0.227 0.059 3.846 0.000
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SFUZHU + 0.061 0.008 7.731 0.000
LOCATION + 0.063 0.016 4.016 0.000
OPINION + 0.028 0.023 1.210 0.226
LEVERAGE + 0.060 0.022 2.707 0.007
ROA - 0.026 0.028 0.931 0.352
ADITOR1 + 0.218 0.036 6.088 0.000
ADITORZ + 0.078 0.021 3.735 0.000

AW B S PITI, —2 ht 3E B wm A E SR I DI 55 DA (K0 S VUM =55 BT 1 I A S SR AR A b — A H 5%
FAAIE, S50l B H3E S I R I n g, R NIESR T RAT BB A d B b “ T (DY) K7 B BT AT b se s vk (e
SRR . WM IR TR N v s BIVER 2 b i d e 18R 2e (L, 2003), FERER S W BORATHE A2
VAT R A P LRI 0 435 B ol o AR IR S5 1y RS 73, AT B s MR o o 55 e, AT A R e 25 T 1 )
R

AWEF R PR E R AT AT I ke iy 2 v V1O A 25, A A Ul i UK IR o VMt A7 7 25, U BEDU I,
B2 BRSCRE . SiAh, HIRA R FEREAT 2 SU AR A S AT IS, PR ISR AR S IR AN e A 2. T 2000 FEEFR ¢
(P9 K7 BT (Auditorl]) ARRIAEAZOR D (U 12 50, MELLIETHRIASMT, 2001 451 2002 FP4E) Auditor] 42X &2
BN IE HAE 1%4K°F LE2E, SAMRE 8, WHEEs “H (U K7 R E S EL5EA . HERN “H 9 K7
Bt (Auditor2) AF & 12 E07E 2000 EF1 2001 44 IEHAE 10% 7K LBANE R, 2002 2500 1 HAE 1% AF LR, X
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An Empirical Study on Auditor Reputation and Premium of Audit Quality in the Chinese Securities Market
Li lianjun

(Nanjing University of Finance & Economics, Nanjing 210003, China)

Abstract: In this paper, a theoretical model about auditor reputation and premium of audit quality is firstly given. Then an empirical study is carried through
2520 observations of annual report audit fees disclosed by listed companies. The conclusion of this paper is that the value of auditor reputation reflects on
“premium of audit quality”. Controlling client scale, complexity and audit risk, ceteris paribus, premium of audit quality earned by Chinese “Big 5(4)” auditors is
7.8% more than domestic others, premium of audit quality earned by international “Big 5(4)” auditors is 21.8% more than Chinese “Big 5(4)” auditors. Our

results indicate that audit reputation as the signal of audit quality is agreed by the market. Although audit market is earmarked as “second-hand motor”,

multiple-period games attenuate information asymmetry of audit market partly.

Key Words: Auditor reputation; Premium of audit quality; Audit service pricing
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