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Abstract

This paper examines whether firms manage earnings based on permanent book-tax
differences of cash dividends, capital gains on stock and futures, and land capital gains using
data hand-collected from income tax footnotes reported in firms annua reports. Our
empirical results reveal that Taiwanese firms manage earnings based on land transactions
and cash dividend revenue which are tax-exempted in current Taiwanese income tax laws. In
subgroup investigations, we suggest that electronic, non-affiliated and small firms are
statistically significant by engaging permanent book-tax differences tools in order to avoid
earnings declines. This paper contributes to add empirical evidence to earnings management
and permanent book-tax differences literatures.

Keywords: earnings management, permanent book-tax differences, cash dividends, capital
gains on stock and futures, land capital gains

"W AR L EFRET AL GEAFL PR L
28 b B R Pk

-1-



B REFE T Vol4, No.l, 2007

LEI PRIy 08

FHRPEL VLR OE LRI A RN EFEMRPR T DT
f5 d Hp7A cdp MR e R 2 oK EF R ER e A2 R ETERE IR
A A RA IR E R SR EE LT G RER e CEE T
EME A R LR ARAEE R i?/— Fh F Al AAPMBRLR A
B P LT AR DY ke

%ﬁz‘ii&?ﬁ%?@é&%ﬂliﬁﬁgk’@—i H PR g rni S r@%xﬂl
(Zmijewski and Hagerman, 1981; Healy and Kaplan, 1985; L= » 1997) ~ #7{#& i p *
(Dhaliwal et al., 2004) ~ 1Lt 718 f38 p (B4 Bauman et al, 2001 1% & % 2 2t #7187 fi
FA PRI )Rt hi $=§ P (Wuand Lin, 2003; Frank and Rego
2006) ~ Lt #riF 47 * (Phillipset al., 2003) - ¥f.ut 1 1¥ f(Gordon and Joos, 2004) % £
SR ALF AL 7 (Phillips et al., 2004) & 5 p ifg@nfk e L I ST el g ﬁmi#‘l
kg I P AR FWH&R > R o F 2R Hanlon(2005) ™ 7 PAf £ B 2 AR B ~ R A JE
PAfRAR - ricE e A& LR E 0 93y KR - mﬁﬂmii{% FFAREHEF
xRk FAFEF S5 > ¥ Phillips et a. (2003)+ A iR HE KA RLEFLF

AEIEI B (% 492 F) o e ivak LR R -

PP FF 7 2 R(2003) AL R 2 feid Ao o B oA LE L L R
FHE2 o RUE-EPFRAFHARAEE  BAGIRG FL > E¥RAXABLLELT
PREFEd ST AAXAMLRSERE L ARES 2 LR ATE R S
EPRFLE G oL A SR FF rikp(Chenetal, 2001 o ig 0 2003) o it F H
% AR TG R FL > RO A AR LR A FAREIEDER S o

AP AR AN S ER AT ’gwﬁ?fm - RATERE S % 42 g WAl rd R

80%@?*“« 100% ¢ i ife & > 2t 78 R & J5 Livetal. (2001) 87 7 2 3R> $5 2 5 & B L 4E
RFE2EIFTFoPRIF ERFRFOEfE L F o paAR~L - &0 2L
PRBARAIDEIHLE  a@AL &2 - L] fgg%wﬂfwgﬁ;‘; §420% R
TH b A TR - 41\?;}?_’5 5 orig %‘FE‘*'#‘ b e Flt 0 FE AT UIRFZE Y R AR
Fe » S X FEY % DA S U WL e %fmifk Ao ELH{,,TRJ&"E_{ lfp;y.’%‘??
B F A KA RFE A VY I AL BN EEY LI EF TR RA
A PR BTG SR E R - o R ATBRGUET T 0 7 S £ R
FOR A FEA PSP A T - BREE RS A BRE KRR BRI L
FEH QP EIRI B2 LR

R ﬂfé%’“’ BFPIBER FZ2& s FTRY Fe ST RS A7
BN s BB Ek o



ST 232 IR LR R LA F LS ELER Py BIUIRE E L

2. % JReFH &1 B 2

21 4g R

F IR EF AR TLAD B v/‘% B ARA D OEN IR AAPRMRIBE IR RS
SR %m“%?—?ﬂ §ﬂ;ﬂf@?ﬁﬂJﬁr§“@W§“ FE o bl
Healy and Kaplan (1985) 1 > 3R ezt 78 P 1% 5 Y 278 P oan i 32 5% #io Jones (1991)
Mgt ¥ R P oeh firm-specific expectations models k4 R F 4 E LG 0 A
Dechow et a.(1995) A1 i it Jones s st k ip| g £ enF R F L o G F VA7 7 AR H
PP osiipl g ¥ @12 i Bernard and Skinner (1996) #r3 3t 38 B 7 E 43
FE Ll o FpFF LA (1997) rf@fiiﬁﬁ SR TEFRAIEY | A ﬁ}%?‘rﬁt
BROFAEEI1IEFHEF Y L FNFAFIEE L ot By o fEFT NER 7
BB g & AL 3wﬁg&@ﬂﬁﬁm%%iﬁiﬁ%ﬁmmmeuﬂ1%8
Gujarathi and Hoskln, 1992; Bartov, 1993; Lin et al., 2004) -

?M%%ﬁ%ﬁi§%¢%¢wmxadQWQuQ&%@ﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%
W1 B FRETERLLPRHER T(D)ELBRT EQE LT Q)P
ERLATEF N ZARIEPIE = 2 g PR mfééﬁfg ;91_1_9_ cFER R AT E T m @
3P 3 * o ¥ > Burgstahler and Dichev (1997)R| 11§38 F £ gt 2 d FiFm ke
RENERPERTE AEZE B LIAED O YTe /»\lrrf AR P’“’?Iﬁ,u—_?‘r— VIR F

Aol bR D R MERSEE COS F AR L K 20 MILF AR MRS 2 ] Mg B AR S A )

+ g #fygﬂﬁwrg%éb”d mEa ROMETEE FEFT LS A
A R F P AR W 5 b A fmu%%&;ﬂ’—x%, P (Miller and Skinner, 1998;
Schrand and Wong, 2003; Frank and rego, 2006) ~ *# % * (Dhaliwal et al., 2004) & 1.2t
“riF gt B (Bauman et al., 2001; Phillips et al., 2003; Wu and Lin, 2003; Gordon and Joos,
2004; Holland and Jackson, 2004; Phillips et a., 2004) % 58 p iF & Fap LT LR
1 E ek B A TR ARG

Mt R A FORE? ;’%&ﬁ% & é‘r.ﬁ ER N RS S R Eh N LI B
B R I AR FREIAE IR E AT BT R F MR
FAPE R ARE o BT A /;?.:liz:}“iﬁszl~“ri§’f§_*\ i (Mills, 1998) o ¥ *F » F T A eh* Fr
RgFEERFRER ST PHMRLE > PRSP RERFL SR O MRABE AL ¥
FoEFELFE- €k d > T THBRL R RREERTLEE AR F AT Hanlon
(2005)4 ML F A B L EEHF AL O RLBR2ZE G O BRL B g
¥oRFFPEZEEARNIRRAZEFS BT 2 - FAUDEEFLEFTV L -

B2 FEFTRBERIAD ~ 3 FEREF AT EDTLE CATRAIF L

PRAEY OERRE kI fg&ﬂsmg,my@wwfﬁﬁﬁxgﬁ§¢\
FEFBORETE  RETERT T AR ERETERT AL EHP
EooovEivE I E X

AR LFHE o R TREEH D F 2 b



BREPLEFAE Vo4, No.l, 2007

2.2 #718 futp M < §Je

WY A ~:@%%gﬁwwﬁmﬁaﬂdgw%ﬁﬁwﬁ£3%$w4ﬁ93ﬁﬁ§ﬁ
i (Zimmerman, 1983) 0 & 2. > Ay » FIMF S L F G EF P ME > ARF €324
EAEY > EEA G RF g;fi i mﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁmﬂ(Erlcksonetal 2004) - » ﬂﬁq\Mllls(1998)
TR g F L B 12 o ¥ > Hagerman and Zmijewski (1979)F AT 7 B4R E L
PP RIFISFRINDPFFN RS F2 MR FREFREIREAFL - ot b
FOEEMS G FATAA PR PO R K F IR 3P A (Krull, 2004) - B}
EARANL S ERfLE - ATRFE2 (54 3 ARMA Y 0 bl4e Linetd. (2004)F B
FORLELE Y o i 1P T AR B R iafmz»%ﬂ TEBEFE CFIRRTROFEEE TR
il e A F P A FEB%V,%¢;J, U ’—"Tf—:;fm,d uzelxﬁ)§:¢&ij THF
E - BER FEIRANT ORI L FHRELI M ot L TR F
& FURATRA] PR 2% é;s‘zi@aﬁf Bk R ARTRAT i | (L
7~ P iE > 2003) o FF oo EXIP\ Pv;‘k”“ B AT 5 Ty o PEA SRR
ML RITL PAEELE DT fsxzﬂ;g o

B3 AR gL o T M g Eﬂp\ P pRomT LA KN %E.ini/n\ 732 & F 247
> R BAl(Chenetd. 2001 ; Liuetal., 2001 ; fap & > 2003) > H ¥ 2 g 3+ £33 X ?eh
ERJE ARPIERTEELT R GRS DREMRTE mp?if‘ W B3 FEREF DL
%ﬁiliﬁ;@%ﬁﬁﬂ”ﬁ; fr)i#kl“ﬂm »rfF (Chen et al., 2001) ¥ O RpREST
B- RERCESZ IFAEMFLRFARS PG oI R Flt o 20 L
¥ TR s\r‘sz‘ﬁ?ﬁﬁiﬁ?#k% LA 'lzkz%%ﬁafmm/%/k(Chenetal ; P iE > 2003) o
BE AR A o T Fﬂ"’t’,Ly—_%%%s-\ﬁ&?%ﬁm?/;’v“’ RPN SR - R EH G A
rJTI/r-G\ﬂ\lF)'»f—J'-'J (Zimmerman » 1983 ; Chen et a.,2001 ; fit f? i& » 2003) » 7 5 & 4% [ 5
o1 A EER F](Slegfrled 1974 ; Porcano > 1986 ; Liuetal., 2001) » ¥ 5 # 7 B & % R
- % 5 & ¥ 4p B (Stickney and McGee, 1982; Shevlin and Porter, 1992 ; Manzon and Smith,

Al
1994)

237 3 BHR

Bt A R RRRRA D S b @ £ BB S el - AT
Bler (70 IR~ d B0 T L 100%R A0 47 5 RS H5 L0 iR
PRS2 TG 5 R ek (Luetdl, 2000« et & F T A
EWHE T oG ETamflE o F o ARRARZY FLED LI TEL I
FLMmELEF T BRI EFRE - ﬁLIEgbyfm;}d—%&mr BERFHMAETLD |

2 b o R fL iRk (Chenetdl., 2001 5 BUPT & » 2003) o F] & = T 5 = 3 B

Hmﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ>%ﬁﬁ;§@gg
Hib: g $ 6 @S EHF 3 TR A RAE o2
Hic g $ §#d 1 ¥ 23 R LRAT ZHF L

I pEEse LA ”‘*’f‘ié‘ A ¥as g F A = R p)(Chenetd., 2001; Liu
eta., 2001; P ie > 2003) > ¢ x w3 EEF RS sl E o Chen et a.( 2001)



NI BEETEPF I MTEE IR AL NEFALREIAI L BT 28  2 7wy

T L.,‘Elféé_;%}; ey g o Liveta.(2001)s#7 3 R AEE T 5
g oo B > P 2 (2003) 8§ R IR R A 24 S e iR A A vl d
ﬁwi**4#3$° St R

THFERETFE g%’ﬁd REVAEr BETHE LI HEZ I H L HNELR
4&1}?%%3“'mﬁ§7 e
FRER? DML - BRI RV AERRIEEE{ T pd 2 G oo
f%ﬁam%@?%’&%wv\f¢wf%ﬁﬁmvgio@¢m;$&@¢%wg
FIBFE g > Chu (2004): & 541997 2 199 # F S E B4 £ L Fwm2LEH
B8 P RhEERRETM TR EE AR R HRE 0 3 fih”ﬁ:@]g—_%
B ¥L 3 R L+ = Chang and Hong (2000)m4‘:ﬂ"’;>lﬁlr$ ﬁﬁclﬁ]l“
qﬁﬁbt’ﬁflzﬁgz)ﬁmjénfm__%m mm?}%&;—p’ﬁ:lﬁlﬂ - R
i 4 sefed (Chenetal, 2001) » * BB S ¥ RAB BN & ;9; 3% iEE X
AT fdy 8 end o R Ae i enif i (Chenet al., 2001 5 Fp? i > 2003) - Liuet .
(2001)s%= 3 7 Rped o LR BER T E BT S 2 —’13@,:‘; E o B R ok
o FERAGEFEL I FBROT zﬁw\i#ﬁf o i BaRArT L
H3E B s ¥m2ELBE B {e#g;ﬁd RERF Iz BEFHRE I EZ I H S
TELRKI FHER
Hagerman and Zmijewski (1979)% 7 % IR & 45 T2 £ L0405 B > 1305 »of
& s 2 2 B | (Zimmerman, 1983; Chen et al., 2001; & » 2003) ¢ " eia g 4
B | (Siegfried,1974; Porcano, 1986; Liu et al., 2001) » iz & & & — R 2 S > B85 5 B
NPT RREERE T A AM 0 BRI ?}I?v BT Fw bl e F e i
12 bl4e Chenetal.(2001):% 5 ~ 27 F §|® 0F »fid > L ¥Fprip = AR @ Live
a|(2001)El' S-S /‘iiﬁ,ﬁf\}"\ ' 3 .,;;;fm_—_, g o AFEFFSEA B i EF ARG
PREEFRFEDEL > RARHEE I o
Ha: & £ 050¢ ¥ fﬁ!‘ﬁ?_#fﬁd REVAEr BETHE LI HE2 I H L HNELR
KEFHER 2 BREIBE Y »
w3 v II?%FT Q%ﬁd R E BRI FEAY EET lf;ﬁtiéﬁ#ﬂﬁ
I B R r]ﬁf;iur % I e 4 (Burgstahler and Dichev, 1997) ¥ ¢k Phillips
etal (2003)tw iRkt i@ Ay * F1P ITL BRI EFEFRFRII LT SHm S 0 £ F
gud MEFEIPARDRENERBERFELEE T D S mdEHBERAT
HS:%’%‘;;E%%BHJH,’F% REFREREEL %%’ﬁé BERF T ~BEFEH R S 9F
2B EHELRERT FAER
g v e E R G AR LR ITIE D R R T s R R SRR R S
8 $U A TE P S ﬁéaé(Phllllpsetal 2003; Wuand Lin, 2003) > ® 4 5 >3 &k 4 iR 7}%?
ST MRy P FAEA S ERBLERE B 5 A8 T E Rk BR %
R E A B Fsé % (Shevlin and Porter, 1992; Gupta and Newberry, 1997;
Chenetal., 2001, P i& » 2003) » @ 73 ?%&ch\ﬁpﬁ mFUL B o WA A R D
2P 3 Rt sefd (Liveta., 2001) o Fedidh £ B la 4 € BB A2 ik ek

F>

;ag

1:
[pa) F_*
x"\

b
Aﬂtwgmv

WO g

aﬁ« - \w:

f“f*r
LR

A



BREPLEFAE Vo4, No.l, 2007

T8 ﬂfk?k y {2 A ;Eﬁpﬁ M3 D oo
HE: Ik + § M FEFHS RERAR > » EHREIHEZ IR HELRM
KEZHEIE > 2 BRARE »

3.?2"‘5 =

313t
Burgstahler and Dichev (1997)% 77 7 4% & i % » T > AL # R EEF IR F
MR D 2 RRRSIE S AR S B 2 o IR F AR IFH{ S0 B ] R B ARG T 4
%wms > Phillipsetal. (2003) 4 * EM 4+t F {001 2 8 % % & 5 L %% 45 £
LR EFAT A D R R IRGT  FE R AE A T A R
Phllllpsetal (00> A FHEFHAFRLPhE & > T ERBPR LN o8
Yl
EMit = (NIit = NIit-1)/MV it-2 (1)
i NIt & & 3 s =4
NEit-1 & # % — g ffs & )
MVit-2 & sa-fHaas B
Burgstahler and Dichev (1997) 4 0 ~ 0.005, 0.005 ~ 0.01 2 0.01 ~ 0.015 = & e 37 42 5%
%z 2 0~001,0~002% 0~003 = %ehF 4k &% » Phillipset a.(2003)%
4 ﬁfk%ﬁ%‘& ¥ 5 0~0.01- 2 Phillipset a.(2004) 7] 14-0.01 ~0.01 % FA%H % &
BEFT o A2 X TEMIt 132 0~0015 % &> A& AD T EM BEFE AN FR
PIEV 2T @APRT AR FRAFE, (FLE RS SHEL 95 1285 5
:ﬁﬂ\ k724 £ 4wl v EMit 22 PD_Dit ~ PD_Sit 2 PD_Lit ¢h-T 3ofic t 6 %> "2 & )
ERANM > ~EF Eﬁﬁ RO 2 b L RA ML R A N P
Bf it o

32 7% %k
PD_D & &%y » 22 A A M pf L B o IR & e » & fid = ek Ay

(EE - -k “f'!ﬁ—d b /i;p TS AT PD SHARETED L2 AR
ML R ES TN R E LR NS d B Sy
;1 TR AR PD_ L A A2 B E 2 A ABMRAR > B TR LR S

ZERNEWERL N LE (O ST 5 O “f‘%’d bEgp o 1TL A% - PD_D,PD_S& PD_L ¥
1"?’~B AP P ERESMBFEL Y TRTER) A 0§D wmg
TR P R E A A TR e Sl o P S R 30 T i
25%:ny JIF AT BB T B TR AR Tl B RE TR AT -



$’§£‘TIJ\?§‘£\‘ ’F, {% 'T] % -lfn Q5 'Tl é’ufﬁ.x{'f?%?ﬂ }g_gi;/#_}—ﬁ 2\“;3_??&&52

335 %
ACFO * £ R £ in & chig &+ ,ugwg: FH2Z B ERER T - P EER L
& /ecézévﬁ”zﬂéfff F? Ed 2 B E o F5 NI - ROA 4 E T

ﬁ*’Umﬁﬁﬁwiméﬁm%&ou1Sﬁarﬂvﬁaﬁ’ufwaﬁﬁﬁga
&2 ¢ﬁ$”?ﬁmw’maﬁ P gdc o LTI L R A EH 3 R BT EHHFA
BB A2 BTG T AR P AR TA R A £ AR T AR
ﬁ“w:“a REER S
BHEBELEARAPMMLBENT)Z > A EY P ET A BREEL P a@gp
P4om it > Burgstahler and Dichev (1997)% & 5% % B 24r° B @i daom s
FEFTETHEA TR REF T %wyw’%Wmade$ﬂa¥A£RW%§
-

ED

%

* Wmﬁ$ﬁﬂ%%)ﬂﬁ %ﬁ’ﬂﬁp“‘*@*d“ mtew keI & E A
T E R E ot fEE F A R W%mﬁﬁﬂﬁbﬁ PN I F AR
B2 T i A HACFO (Fi ¥ $aham s i R HANEE PR - M
* ROA i¥ & & 4lic 4 shit L deenv & § Chenetal. (2001) ~ Liuetal. (2001) ~ Fp ie
(2003) > F]pt 257 7 » $* ROA 1% 5 j& 415t # z’v’ﬂiii@é%éﬁﬁ:’ MR E A AL R P
Fieh o ¥ b Liveta. (2001) sk £ % 05 safd B MPF o B R ORER T IFS
@ﬂ%&’ﬂﬂ%éﬁj4iﬁﬁﬁﬂ%@xyhﬁafiéﬁm;ﬁ’ﬂﬁmémwﬁ
ko RATETHEYLPREZ A EHTFT kR E X ?%%éﬁxaﬂiﬂ I AER
EPIEEABABTIEL A REGENEDREE A 2R T FLRPEHI 2
AR AL B2 FEARRE o &w’x;vﬁgwmAg Fh g RN I g B
Liu et al. (2001), Chu(2004) ¢z i 7 i&(2003) & 2 ¥ 5 o

44l R

| ELE R4 33 % A BR 28E L2 b ez A L% RPN g Lo
BRI g o Y T AE T RARE R o P 2(2003)% - GROUP © # £ & ]
TROEF FHEBME Rl oY BB EF T RHE¥ED] Chenetal
(2001)#2 Chu (2004): # < k¥ &gtz “Tdy 3Rz “2003 - #H B A £ BT LR
Tedech 2 B EMEF A8 RAFIZFHRE LIRS 1 FRIARS 0°SIZE * 4 ¢ ¥
R 3 W,%y B & ¥R B #H KR > Chu (2004) %4k & & 5 = /[ 3 AR &)
DR P g EE b E s AWEAHLIR L Ak A% 5 100 42T > 100~500 4 £
500 4 1k o A2 12500 A E AR R ARB A BRN] g E S

ﬂ\?? ’)E. E:T’F' V‘J'(l]7 f{%g{ L%?ﬁffar—f :"\, o



B REFE T Vol4, No.l, 2007

21 PRI RELE

[ 7 % ¥ T Y
EM  @4§mafeh (W REEFFEH - PREENH P29 &
PD_D &%y » & ff Tk LW RIS UTERAE I o5 8 7 a1
PD. S #A TP 2B AP PE HFLTYE L ELRE PR F L
PD_L 2 %37 f il Pk EE R R AR x5 S g
(RO FEEH2RETERT-PFEFERIREN
CFO m4&nE%bIFhA B) w-PFEEHIRENE
ROA  #E{lit 4 fs 4 I F AR
LTI.S £PHRF--—-%E2 K4 NEZ A L2 EPRFTIFARE
LTIL £HHRF-—-2¥2384 2HZ AW E L EPRTIF AR
TA  EERHE In(F 2 &.37)
|_ELE T+ 2 ¥ BR+AEE 15 R0 5
GROUP # ®m & ¥ EEMaP L1050
SIZE  § ¥4 S2P L1 ER A0 B A #AA 50045 4D

A AL kR i\iﬂzfﬁ’

5 it s

A ~ 12 panel datatechnique i = 47 & §F #3840

PD Dii= Bo+B81 ACFOi:+52ROA;: +B3LTI_Si+ B4 LTI Lt + 55 TAi
+B6l_ELE;+/37GROUP;: + B SIZEi: + € it 2

PD_Si= Bo+B1 ACFO;:+52ROA;+B3LTI_Si+B4LTI_Lii + 55 TAi
+B6l_ELE;+/37GROUP; + B SIZEi: + € it 3

PD_Lit= Bo+B81 ACFO;:+/52ROA;+B3LTI_Si+B4LTI _Lit+ /55 TAi
+B6|_ELEj+ 87 GROUP, + 85 SIZEy + ¢ ¢ 4

Eit MEARAEF o P ANP LKA NPt AL ER - L BHWIBFLEL L

7

#3"; F1R TR B A2 2 White's (1980) heteroskedasticity-consistent standard errors 2
N

I e

ETF SitiE e



EURFEEFEP PRI ATEE IR AL T AR FRF L PE - S D

N
]
i)
[
k|
ot}

36 %k AEFBE

Wl

Bt

AR AEDORE A CHES TR S 2 @ 14 Phillipset al.(2003) $5¢
KEPHREIRFNTE FLERBEE FIHPFLAR L2341 2501
AL = & L ARATRAID RE - B4R s - & o 2T Y #Hfr}_g *%IJAJ;{ Mg
EEREEE 0 P TIE UL g PIp i 3 R T R
ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁu,@*r}zia& ERITET R 2 ERIBHEL S E N AT 22 £ RITR S

P PAIR TR L - R o BfS Mﬂ;ﬁi"#ﬂ,ﬁﬁ}?ﬁiz R, 0 X R 1284
F etk A o 34 2Pand Ao ¥ A2 X Bk A A 5 EM 52 0~0.005, 0.005 ~ 0.01 %
0.01~0.015 = % [ cha k% » 3354 2Panel B - % 2Panel C B 5 1% & ficehs B &
fkim e 2 3P 2 BB A2 AEBERD GRRA o

fm w

% 2 )krEH

Panel A: P~4% iF 42

d TEJFHEER AR BT £ 2 Ol & & S/E 5 23 st v eha @ 2,412
VA4 2 R P (362)
RIS EN 3 2,050
B CEM 43t 0015 gk iE (729)

EM /] # 0 i (1,060)
430 I 0.015 sk A i 261
B ERTRERVEE MBTRE REGREREE (133)
B A dc 128
Panel B: # # #icfs EM A § duk v
EM 43t 02 0.015 TaREFH

BRI ek A i i A i Bt Ak
EM 4+ 0.01 £ 0.015 77 40 37
EM 4=t 0.005 £ 0.01 90 45 45
EM 4% 0 £ 0.005 94 48 46
GRS 261 133 128
Panel C: # ~ #icds & B A 7 iy

ey B A M B4t i
1998 18 312

1999 28 346

2000 20 405

2001 36 468

2002 26 519

23t 128 2,050




? IE{?TJ‘ %;ﬂ ‘i‘ Vol .4, No.1, 2007

Ikr2BEHER A HRRE ¥ hdi
AELH A K 2002 # 2001 # 2000 1999 & 1998 =
ki 2 0 0 0 0 2
a5 8 1 2 2 1 2
Eab 4 1 0 0 2 1
5% 1 2 5 1 3 0
T 9 1 3 3 1 1
TETH 7 1 2 1 2 1
L84 B 14 6 2 0 5 1
&5 1 0 1 0 0 0
4 48 3 1 0 0 1 1
Hog 5 0 3 0 0 2
T+ 35 8 12 7 6 2
Y 5 1 2 1 0 1
Eh 4 1 0 2 1 0
B 6 0 0 1 3 2
R 2 0 2 0 0 0
7 & 1 0 0 0 0 1
Hw 1 3 2 2 3 1
&3 128 26 36 20 28 18
ER 100 20.31 28.13 15.63 21.87 14.06

FA AR R T

FH &k
AFETMBFTHELLHE SHBERRTET 'EWWHEmeNmeMa
Bank; TE)) » & SA% ¥ 2 3“2 B Fas=h(TSE) MBIz A B S FH {7 53 B4
é%%ﬁmiPﬂ*ﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬁ;ﬂpﬁoé_iéEﬁﬁﬁﬁé%ﬁ%i%
wﬁ&&ﬁﬁﬁ’&@];Mﬂ%ﬂ¥&QW¢$V”ﬁ‘@:ﬂW' “CErRLER
By (FE A

3.8 ﬁ@lbi%

AETL R A LT R AR AP T BRBR AL A RIS | T
ﬁlﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁim,\%f,fkfﬁ’?¢$£%ﬁ%ﬁ%%kkﬁ£¥1%@
P A At MR LR A2 A Wk £ 12 Pearson & Spearman Correlation
Coefficient fe4p B 124 47 > ek F & 2 AP 2R - B (3£ (F4F R F A 17 > BRI
LB F 1 o

RO AR AL R FEHT T EEAT I R ERT Reag Fa
?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%’uif;%wh«m P g ERWRC]) D P A BERE ) R



AR BEEEPFREAEE IR AL AW RHERI I PR SR 2P YR

PR g R K AL FRRFILI B g B AT R Y L g
# 4 5 SPSS10.0 4= Eview 4.0 -

4 F@EF A

4.1 4 3k szt
d 23 AAELAG T o A XA BT T EpIE I H L84 B
ROl g Big et LTI a3 07 R 27 RIVCERE
Mo ERANAFTRNARY L EchfiAlich 5 ARAL - B AlE b o SEBRE
% Hochilichy & M@W’Mﬂ"izf*%ﬁv it atrod £ 4S5BT oPD D
BPD LTl fi 7 ATHa 3 kAP ARERINT 2 2L EL
PR R MAMRLE ﬁnﬁﬁﬁlg—g e PD_Stdok i Il PHEELIRF VLG L
AT IRES LR ATEIEA TP TR R R o R LTI S &
LTI L #RfFEA279 > EPHFIREZ A LT o502 8 2 3 AT
ficom ROA T30fcx 2 » 2 F A RIBE AP AN EJRE AP 74 5
FREHF >4 3 E£5-103007 L - 5L

304 29K Rl AR RFE

¥k I a9 LA :fd BX i B B it A~ #c
EM 0.723 0.711 1.466 0.039 0.427 128
PD_D -0.001 0.000 0.011 -0.146 12.989 128
PD_S 0.000 0.000 0.175 -0.075 19.560 128
PD_L -0.002 0.000 0.009 -0.045 6.794 128
ACFO -33.149 0.013 35.992 -4269.185 377.391 128
ROA 6.983 6.990 24.2 -10.300 5.214 128
LTI S 16.354 0.290 927.747 0.001 96.369 128
LTI L 0.163 0.000 19.714 0.000 1.742 128
TA 8603855.8 3161802.5 139157063 11598 18898870 128

FRER : A7 ER Rl F LT 2L

42 Hitt¥E
d 4 SPanel A chid i A T30t 27 Lo &N flier» 2 R A PRI E S Z 4
FIE MR F (p=0000) H=x 52 ErELAABHRLE > § IR 5%aA
Foh#EP=0021) > 2 NHELFHRILTEZAAMMBLBER AT > NEARER
ﬂﬁ»ikiﬁ%ﬁiﬂﬁﬁ%? T E BB B E A EL AR
Po2NBE TP RS NELARABMMRLE HFAY LT 2 M e A s
SR F ORI o Flpt o Hip B2 28 L3 > Hp A A 45 > Hye B Z%E‘M\ X FE o
7 5Panel BT+ ¥ EA2TFELH RAEFFR > AmT T EA2ET 5

g

-11-



? IE{?TJ‘ %;ﬂ ‘i‘ Vol .4, No.1, 2007

AT r 2 R A MR B FARE T 2 MBIk A F (p=0000) > 23 22
T \’F*?%meiﬂbt’“@/?? 9 RY 2 B W4 0 A B % TR 0,102 5%chlE ¥ oKk > 3 0
EITEH R AAMHMALR B PHEEILE M §F £ R R 10%:8 5 -k
m—owa’ﬂiiiwﬂkf’d‘L-wm+$@ RS EF AR Hy 2iE 2
FeAp s o A SPandl CHREZFEFMEF A #FR L SEERAGKEFBEF A AEF
e miy ﬂ}»j{»y KM LR R BAE LE 2 M 5 b (p=0.000)
BAEABELARARBMBRLB S PRI T YO o 2R § LS R 1%
MFkE(P=0005) FEW© £XET KN%m%%L?@(mm)ﬂﬁﬁﬁgw%*

1

PR AAPMBRLE  RHEECSALE FEETEF T LEHA T B H
S *ué;ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬂ%¥ﬁﬂﬁ%’ﬂ&zijHy
Bg 3 )5%7»14°z\5Panele}:z-4Liiﬁ,+s_/»\ T T dodctie ¥ BRFIL L ¥ a s AR
o BRI AAMMRLE S PN T2 MM E R 1%:55 F Kk

(P=0.002 f 0.004) » fe3 & W41 Hc » 2 A A4 P AL B 2 6 AR g % % I 0.1%
HEE F K (p=0.000) > RBH L g EE R IR 10%:05 % kB (p=0.082) 5 1@ X
FHREE AL :r}?%fiii.,ﬂl CRHCRA g RS B 0 B I S%nRTE ok B (p =
0.050) = o o+ ¥ 5 & ¥ AHH T FRFILARIF BFS - L4 Hyo

FreTeg® A 0LFAAMMBRLIERRY > RERJ T Z A APEMHEL
PR EeE R %%ﬁ&ﬁ’;$¢m09&pOWMm%¥L$ LB R Hug
FRAXTHFIILAALMBLE 2 ZHERRL WAL %0 T3 FPlRRIER
10%(p—0052)m%§:’§ Ko & % RHR A chikip] & TR 5%¢0AE % -k 2 (p=0.050) ¢ > H
HEa K ERE R > FIR G A EE Hpo 2302 K 2 B B AAPMHALEE ZH
BT 2 WAL HR] HF 2B de R &R er L R AP LR 5 g
DATE R 0 Bt R A gE Hie o 2384 2 kdp 1

%5 L R Ttk T
Panel A. 4k ~ 2. T a8t & T

i b S P BPEEFN oA~
PD_D -EM -0.284 0.000 t 128
PD_S-EM -0.660 0.232 128
PD_L - EM -0.721 0.021 o 128

Panel B. &7 3+ £ 212t 3 3 ¥ 032 Tiofict s
TEFE

i T ol P R HER R A
PD_D-EM -0.253 0.000 1 35
PD_S-EM -1.932 0.052 * 35
PD_L - EM -0.250 0.000 t 35

-12 -



RERP - BELTFDRREEZ IR AL AL RH IR BE - B 2P EAY
%5 &7 k2 Togt (W)
Panel B. % F+ £222b3 3 £ 432 Tiofkt i 2(F)
PR
% T yagc PiE I # A
PD_D - EM -0.296 0.000 1 93
PD_S-EM -0.142 0.452 93
PD_L-EM -0.913 0.033 *x 93
Panel C. % f M ¥ 2B M § ¥4 32 Ttk T
FEe¥
RS R Pie s R
PD_D - EM -0.299 0.000 1 79
PD_S-EM -0.712 0.109 79
PD_L-EM -0.769 0.070 * 79
AW g ¥
% =S P& I # A #c
PD_D - EM -0.253 0.000 1 49
PD_S-EM -0.558 0.411 49
PD_L-EM -0.627 0.005 *ox 49
Panel D. & ¢ £ 4 2 Tiofct s T
AR hE
% T ¥odc P& I ¥~k
PD_D - EM -3.279 0.082 * 63
PD_S-EM -2.708 0.050 *k 63
PD_L-EM -1.722 0.002 *kk 63
AR g F
% T ¥adc P& I ¥~k
PD_D-EM -0.806 0.000 ¥ 65
PD_S-EM 1.225 0.343 65
PD_L - EM -2.986 0.004 ekl 65

Forx R g Sn R ARFOREL 0.1%, 1%, 5%, & 10%

RHRTAEFET AL
4.3 B A 5

d % 6 = Pearson Correlation Coefficient 2 Spearman Correlation Coefficient 4p i %
BB 2 25V av s LARR B35 F 0 W € R ERBIEE o

-13-



B REFE T Vol4, No.l, 2007

% 6 Ap M GicEd (3 % 3K=128)

3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 PD_D -0.004 -0.133 -0.008 0.174 0.017 0.009 -0.148
(0.965) (0.133) (0.931) (0.050) (0.849) (0.916) (0.095)
2 PD_S 0.053 -0.470 0.005 -0.142 -0.102 -0.106 0.007
(0.551) (0.000) (0.953) (0.110) (0.254) (0.234) (0.941)
3 PD L 0.168 0.190 0.562 0.155 -0.076 -0.112 -0.039
(0.058) (0.032) (0.000) (0.081) (0.396) (0.210) (0.665)
4 CFO 0.121 -0.091 0.048 0.000 0.015 0.008 -0.127
(0.174) (0.306) (0.588) (1.000) (0.865) (0.926) (0.153)
5 ROA 0.205 -0.006 0.143 0.040 -0.024 -0.076 -0.013
(0.021) (0.950) (0.108) (0.653) (0.787) (0.393) (0.887)
6 LTLS 0.012 0.076 -0.107 0.075 -0.056 0.842 -0.492
(0.893) (0.396) (0.229) (0.399) (0.530) (0.000) (0.000)
7 LTI_L 0.091 -0.035 -0.101 -0.043 -0.175 -0.017 -0.296
(0.308) (0.699) (0.258) (0.630) (0.048) (0.851) (0.001)
8 TA -0.116 -0.185 0.061 -0.111 -0.061 -0.061 -0.018
(0.192) (0.037) (0.496) (0.213) (0.497) (0.000) (0.837)

w3 L Pearsonf ZApM A4 0 =T 3 L Spearman ¥ Apl A i Bk o ()P BT SPIFE FEART
%ﬁ’iiiﬁp 441

4.4 3F e B A 15

$7459ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%%&kﬁﬁﬁiﬂi%@ﬁ&%&ﬁﬁmﬁ&
17 A S o AR ATE P DT BRI R 2 B 0 A E LR AR 9)
18 ;0] » F-value & 35 5%;¢r4g % -k & (F-value = 8.313) - £ ﬁk‘é B ELS AT  BEA
CFO t 3 0.1%:7 § Mﬁf%fkﬁ P AR B E o A EMA T o Y EER IR ANE
R ABRDEEFEUI B IITEARABHBRIBZEI FHAEIE NS L F Hso
¥d$7ﬁ$8?w,y«iimgﬁ,mﬁﬁﬂﬁ»ﬁﬁﬁﬁwgi¥%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ
A~ Fvaue ¥ AE k¥ KE - ﬂﬁf‘w’z w}%gwﬁ » Bl 4 7 5 ROA & 10%¢nit + &
FROASTARET > CARIN G AR PERE G ORER N PAABRfRL R
%gﬂﬁ%’@ﬁ?ﬁzé’49A%Hw?wﬁ@m€’dwwwﬁAu 7 P4 7%
AR SR E o 2 B R E AR A SRR AL R Y B EE
fooom aT B EY > B ACFO iy B R F4E I 5 0 %3 Burgstahler and
Dichev (1997)¢ Phillips et al. (2003)2. 7 § ‘&% o

b #&%\» 731497 IEE%§2#%%$1A\%i%§iﬁ'l.ﬁé%%§li’ # 9/ \CFO & kg % » # ¢ 2t

THECBFEEEERER D "”bilﬁao.l%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ—?”kig’a?%ég\ébg;@ﬁ;g
k’i’*ﬁﬁﬁi*m;t%ﬂ‘ﬂ%ﬁf M\AszHg,oz\, Y EEE DI LT E R R

PR LSRR Y2 '“k?—*i“%@] FhpERERC P E LW
FA o pheh > ROA fd 72t 3 £ 4o f B & ¥ a0 ¥Rl & T 10%:08E 5k F 0
.

FEBEATIEIR 1% Y EREE $iﬁﬁ%m%¥*ﬁ’&%9ﬁ%ﬁ@

g Fe NI 10%RE F R > L FHe o ARl A AR L DER AR
ML R T B4 > RBES 2 AR o A= IE?%zz»a‘ﬂ%ﬂEJu TA & 7250 8

-14-



MERA S TEHF I AEE SR A EARMEGIRLPE S 2P e

)

FEASFEMZ BB B f A A U % IR 10%]e 5%nEE ¥ -k 85§ ¢k LTI_Se LTI L
AN - F

-15-



¥ Vol No.l, 2007

I¥FRNYEaas
FEFALHOMB IR YAUVARE Y ETWEN RV AT LR RS Ol WY W 41 - R TR AL
CERERYEF ¢ WD W WU WYY o oo el

G| £01a 1A (L =] L4010 ] A

P a0 =PI D FeEd wTL FTED CEDT AR o

1 e e il Ed 43 il | H

e = L LB r LIEE: i L gl | [Ew i I - i 2205

1xEr a6l Pl 3 o Fir bl ETn 1Z°0 L1 e + D

I[E e e sl Wb L880 sorn LEST w0 nErer + ERE R

i iy [ HEET LT wBLE [ olwor il el = L8 oo - e T o[- d "l

IEED SIET sl nart 6T 1 101 LRl FeEl oo 1= o Gs0r CELT Lol BeE0 + TLLT

ol Lo eLEr welr L] kOO0 fopir Eoocr FIl0r e e o0 o CEC iy + LT

R SC00 arEl L ) 1860 i =681 4901 wLLE L w0 LESIr canr 0 | il N W

A el il il R - Lot [ Fany bodr e i - By SE0d- st b i [ adoF

: R0 I i e i AR 1 JE t B0 i JF) I A=

AT A-EE EPa-lwE ZTFEE ATEE EXR ek I

EE SRR TE BEERS BEETE FehF L LT

(T a4 sous prepms uaased-AnaEpsseanag @ (5610 5,50y WY - Arampepoaa FE R B TR EHY)
Ty BT HZIS M+ FNO0EO M+ ETE 10 YL S+ *T LET M+ TS LET M+ 'Wod S+ Fod0 e =T ad

FHEHNTTRIVRHET N &GS L ¥

-16-



CEETEHFAEATEE IR I LR PRI PE SR 2P R

R4 Al

[¥FEny AR

CERLADREAE VAR @FAEATWEN - UBY MW R RA ¥ WY D A & Bl W A
CERWRYEY - W01 W W W0 FEFTE RS o W ]

a0 i1 3311 oeen L] FLID iyl |

SO FEFD o e TE T BLn IED %0 e ' -

W £p tik L £ LE ar H

i i LR &t 0 1- ELal- 211 e ale'l i et ] 4215

el era- (G Lalre anr i [[ayiy caro #1ra D + LIpsE

o i ased FIE1 oo iy w00 S0 LA EI10 * T 1

P SECT AL HEST greo ST w0 T G5 1- Mo s =i G680 BSTr I6E T b WL

gl L0 neeor LKr FEIr i1 Py B et oel e o[- Gnrn L300 e - Wit + T

EED LN Basor Taoor 2ET0 LET D 3o EDNDr [0 nooro LA Lo arl'or S0 + g LT

wEl 01 L1air A oL 178 wa P T EFFir 5001 FaGr «FR5 1 LR arg - e ¥ird

TeAl] oo nata L] LA e Sl i noon aarn roan Ly oo nra 0o ) Ty

L IR0y i = i ARy I Jpg) i B i Jp00) b JF

BT T ATEE ATEF BEL i o &

BOWEEDE BLSEES LR N TEET g EF

{8 42 8 I 4 23000 QRPUES USIsu00- AETERpaNs0saaY A (0861 5 AWM BRME o o Aeumpansina HE R KM EHY)
P24 BT TZIS ¥+ *dNoED L+ *ITE 1%+ *WL 5+ ™1 IITr+ *8 LTT g+ *vod 9+ P00V Y+ =" ad

FUHEHNETHF RGN NEFRINERS 8 ¥

-17 -



cERYESMEAE VAT ST EYATERHN  UBNYR IR EN A Y D I S R — T W W AL
CERERYOEE o w0l W WO WID FE R E R EE S o W ]

] SEID ¥a00 6E5°D LD £L071D) HED d

Teeca LI BEE D Teeg lsre SO0 e s 4

58 £ ik Gl 6 £ 71 H

SIFD zoo'1 LETO SED EES D W0 Y0 (ETO ££50 S0 i Vg

1610 BLED sl o cEl'l a0 TEd I e Fa ] el +  dNcdg

[Teaiy Koo PRl gl L1q 0r'1 L0910 6160 29810 Fa @i - cacl

e ot SR L 50 [een- oL 6oL 0 (320 £En = D 00 mra =00 ] YL

91Tl 6151 e 1 i o Fn) B 615 o0 PELDT SSDDr GREDr FILOr o+ T LT

R = Zeln L0000 a0en- i LRED 000 LD L0 a0 1o 200ee LLE + ST

o196 1 L1 LEDD £000" 95D 9910 el ECT0 LETT EI0 WTO0 B0 o | W0 . WO

Yoz oo oalir it (A i r tois s 0T Teeze aurn FIE0 W hogws oo & 0LV
i ey | Jpody i LS i A i Jecsy e JpEay i Jp0sy I
2T HwE 2T AN 2T@EN iTaw RERW 252 &

BiEE TR R L2 R FRHE e k-1

(AW MBI 0003 pREURE 2SS0 AP B (0261) S AT WO - Annmpansosnay B R B )
Py BT HZTS M+ WNOED M "TTE 1T+ WIS+ FT IIT M+ 'S LIT 5+ "o g 'Ol YW i ="T ad

FUHENETHFHWEEIHTHRIAES o ¥

¥ Vol No.l, 2007

-18-



ERFI - BFBEXTFY L HEE IR AL ALMHIRT R PE SR 2T RAY

a = ;I L—‘Jfﬂ‘\!_}r'/? K?'g'jlﬁaf17fﬂ»/z‘ﬂlﬁa$ 'f"i/’:)“vﬁi‘zﬂ};%'
.i%i%b#w%ﬁwbkaﬁw#w&éjhfpnfﬁ?ﬁnu.B?T% T2+
Ep 1 B A GPHAORALT AR BB FEETRAGE S EL § %
KRR AP RFNEEEY PP IR I T F L BU A NEARE7 &
301 ERF LI 2P EFY B R A ERESERI DA 0
Burgstahler and Dichev(1997) R »* & % % & & 44 *% 2 %34 27 Phillips et al.(2003) %>+ #
PSP O E > AU TRt £ ST FHBRREPIAAELE S
PFARR o A FEIBPN P F 2 AR R 2 2 AF R R 1 AR T
WA TR R ER P”o%%%%%m’*iﬁﬁggdm$%$ﬁxa4%&
A ABMRARFLFRELAIE I N EELT EUES T LS
’“Aﬁ“f%iﬂmmn%?mlﬁ’%P é%ﬁ@ﬁ?o+9aﬁf6,m+i\
EEE M EF ORI N EERAT IR BB EEERARS D R -
R > Y ERBTRETERBIRREE NS A iﬁﬁ‘f]z&#ﬂﬁl EREEEF AR AMMF
iﬂﬁﬁﬂ°

=

W

ip*gbﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ’&@ﬁﬁﬁ%é?@mﬁﬁﬂﬁ”‘ﬁ”%ﬂ% 5o
B2 e TELRERABHMRLRE L34 %‘T@P"'»ﬁféﬁﬂéfk g ehp s

“‘””ﬁiﬂm?&?ﬂr?ﬂ°¥’%v%.E%mmad(mmmﬁ“\ﬂw
BRI T 2 PP e R B ET (pp 64 - Ko f kB 0
ZNF AP ERBBHMLENEIE S NI - R Bhej 07 hEgpd T i
TAAMELR  H-Bdh FR27R T A A BEEELIE HErdid, e
BT B é’uﬁ,\%’l?ﬁﬁ‘:ﬁ%, ﬁE.mevb S TARAMELE 8P 2 FHd &3 ary
LA (LIS F A P R0 A TR BEAEF b » RIS R R R
ﬁi’ﬁgﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁz%wﬁ’wi?bﬁﬁw%,#ﬁ??mmﬁﬂ*ﬁfﬁ°’
BIEFRAS RERERY B EREIE T HAABRLE DAL
FHFLE L B RGE I BRE ] SR EFL P LR AR ¥
S RRAIFBHGES RO A7 - REPHEEN > GRS TR
EHIRFEFTAHBEP R o

-19-



58T Vo4, No.l, 2007
FEPEFR

N

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

2
VOEAE T ER U2 P (2002) 5 R g E BB 20088 LR 5
S LS PR
ARA(1997) 0 TEELPHFIL LGP EEY o RPER 6l

BIRIES FE 8 % - 80 11377

AR PP iE(2003) 0 T A fLE - A B o7
Se iy - %5 169-190F -

PR iE(2003) 0 TARAEREAFHFNEEERIBELEE ) > F2T% ¥ -

% - > 127-1517F -

F 2 R(2003) > A RHARATE R 2B B Bkt o i v - A2 = T-15F -
AT fRIE o

Bartov, E. (1993), “The Timing of Asset Sales and Earnings Manipulation,” The
Accounting Review, 68(4), pp.840-855.

Bauman, C., M. Bauman and R. Halsey (2001), “Do Firms Use the Deferred Tax Asset
Valuation Allowance to Manage Earnings?” The Journal of the American Taxation
Association, 23, Supplement, pp.27-48.

Bernard, V. L. and D. J. Skinner (1996), “What Motivates Managers Choice of
Discretionary Accruals?’ Journal of Accounting and Economics, 22(1-3), pp.313-325.
Burgstahler, D. and |. Dichev (1997), “Earnings Management to Avoid Earnings
Decreases and Losses,” Journal of Accounting and Economics, 24(1), pp.99-126.

Chang, Sea Jin and Jaebum Hong (2000), “Economic Performance of Group-affiliated
Companies in Korea: Intragroup Resource Sharing and Internal Business Transactions,”
Academy of Management Journal, 43(3), pp.429-418.

Chen, Ming-Chin, Suming Lin, and Tien-Hsun Chang (2001), “The Impact of
Tax-Exempt Stock and Land Capital Gains on Corporate Effective Tax Rates,” Taiwan
Accounting Review, 2(1), pp.33-56.

Chu, Wenyi (2004), “Are Group-Affiliated Firms Really More Profitable Than
Nonaffiliated?” Small Business Economics, 22(5), pp.391-405.

Dechow, P., R. Sloan and A. Sweeney (1995), “Detecting Earnings Management,” The
Accounting Review, 70(2), pp.193-225.

Dhaliwal, D. S, C. A. Gleason and L. F. Mills (2004), “Last-Chance Earnings
Management: Using the Tax Expense to Meet Analysts Forecasts,” Contemporary
Accounting Research, 21(2), pp.431-459.

Erickson, M., M. Hanalon and E. L. Maydew (2004), “How Much Will Firms Pay for
Earnings That Do Not Exist? Evidence of Taxes Paid on Allegedly Fraudulent Earnings,”
The Accounting Review, 79(2), pp.387-408.

Frank M. M. and S. O. Rego (2006), “Do Managers Use the Valuation Allowance

B

IS ERYER b 7o RE R A

-20-



RAERT EEITEDFRIAEE IS AL G LAHEAT RS S 2P e

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Account to Manage Earnings Around Certain Earnings Targets?” The Journal of the
American Taxation Association, 28(1), pp.43-65.

Gordon, E. A. and P. R. Joos (2004), “Unrecognized Deferred Taxes: Evidence from the
U.K.,” The Accounting Review: 79(1), pp.97-124.

Gujarathi, M. R. and R. E. Hoskin (1992), “Evidence of Earnings Management by the
Early Adopters of SFAS 96,” The Accounting Horizons, 6(4), pp.18-31.

Gupta, S. and K. Newberry (1997), “Determinants of the Variability in Corporate
Effective Tax Rates: Evidence from Longitudina Data,” Journal of Accounting and
Public Policy, 16(1), pp.1-34.

Hagerman, R. L. and M. E. Zmijewski (1979), “Some Economic Determinants of
Accounting Policy Choice,” Journal of Accounting and Economics, 1, pp.141-161.
Hanlon, M. (2005), “The Persistence and Pricing of Earnings, Accruas, and Cash Flows
When Firms Have Large Book-Tax Differences,” The Accounting Review, 80(1),
pp.137-166.

Hedy, P. M. and R. S. Kaplan (1985), “The Effect of Bonus Schemes on Accounting
Decisions/Comment,” The Accounting and Economics, 7(1-3), pp.85-112.

Holland, K. and R. H. Jackson (2004), “Earnings Management and Deferred Tax,”
Accounting and Business Research, 34(2), pp.101-123.

Jones, J. J. (1991), “Earnings Management During Import Relief Investigations,” Journal
of Accounting Research, 29(2), pp.193-228.

Krull, L. K. (2004), “Permanently Reinvested Foreign Earnings, Taxes, and Earnings
Management,” The Accounting Review, 79(3), pp.745-767.

Lin, Suming, Tzong-Huel Lin and Yann-Ching Tsai (2004), “Earnings Management in
Taiwan’s Imputation Tax System,” Taiwan Accounting Review, 4(2), pp.127-152.

Liu, Chi-Chun, Suming Lin and Der-Fen Huang (2001), “Factors Influencing Corporate
Effective Tax Ratesin Taiwan,” Taiwan Accounting Review, 2(1), pp.57-84.

Manzon, G., and W. R. Smith (1994), “The Effect of the Economic Recovery Tax Act of
1981 and the Tax Reform Act of 1986 on the Distribution of Effective Tax Rates,”
Journal of Accounting and Public Policy, 13(4), pp.349-362.

Miller, G. S. and D. J. Skinner (1998), “Determinants of the Vauation Allowance for
Deferred Tax Assets under SFAS No. 109,” The Accounting Review, 73(2), pp.213-233.
Mills, L. F. (1998), “Book-Tax Differences and Internal Revenue Service Adjustments,”
Journal of Accounting Research, 36(2), pp.343-356.

Phillips, J., M. Pincus and S. O. Rego (2003), “Earnings Management: New Evidence
Based on Deferred Tax Expense,” The Accounting Review, 78(2), pp.491-521.

Phillips, J., M. Pincus, S. O. Rego and H. Wan (2004), “Decomposing Changes in
Deferred Tax Assets and Liabilities to Isolate Earnings Management Activities,” The
Journal of the American Taxation Association, 26, Supplement, pp.43-66.

-21-



58T Vo4, No.l, 2007
FEPEFR

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

Porcano, T. (1986), “Corporate Effect Tax Rates. Progressive, Proportional, or
Regressive,” The Journal of the American Taxation Association, 7(2), pp.17-31.

Schrand, C. and M. H. Wong (2003), “Earnings Management Using the Vauation
Allowance for Deferred Tax Assets under SFAS No. 109,” Contemporary Accounting
Research, 20(3), pp.579-611.

Shevlin, T. and S. Porter (1992), “The Corporate Tax Comeback in 1987: Some Further
Evidence,” The Journal of the American Taxation Association, 14(1), pp.58-79.

Siegfried, J. (1974), “Effective Average U. S. Corporation Income Tax Rates,” National
Tax Journal, 27(2), pp.245-259.

Stickney, C. and V. McGee (1982), “Effective Corporate Tax Rates. The Effect of Size,
Capital Intensity, Leverage, and Other Factors,” Journal of Accounting and Public Policy,
1(4), pp.125-152.

Trueman, B., S. Titman and P. Newman (1988), “An Explanation for Accounting Income
Smoothing,” Journal of Accounting Research, 26, pp.127-139.

White, H. (1980), “1 Heteroskedasticity-Consistent Covariance Matrix Estimator and a
Direct Test for Heteroskedasticity,” Econometrica, 48(4), pp.817-838.

Wu, TsingZai C. and Song-Horng Lin (2003), “Determinants and Vaue Relevance of the
Valuation Allowance of Deferred Tax Assets. Empirical Evidence in the Taiwan Stock
Exchange,” Taiwan Accounting Review, 3(2), pp.201-236.

Zimmerman, J. (1983), “Taxes and Firm Size,” Journal of Accounting and Economics,
5(2), pp.119-149.

Zmijewski, M. E. and R. L. Hagerman (1981), “An Income Strategy Approach to the
Positive Theory of Accounting Standard Setting/Choice,” Journal of Accounting and
Economics, 3(2), pp.129-149.

FHRMANLHEES =3 L RL A FELL MZFRE-PHLE
20035 FpAE I € R P 1§ ¢35 Tk 2005 International Conference
on Accounting and Information Technology ~ R = sxis~ B £ B R - W2 P 2~ § %
ERRPRE P RAEMIMGEFEF IREFENFF AL ovEA P F v d -

EX
P

o X B R ATk Bk T NG ﬁsﬁﬁ%ﬁ 1+ 3 (%5 0 WFC 92-M-02-001) 5 % >

— B R Bt

-22-



