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Abstract

This study examines how fast companies conduct their first seasonal
equity offerings after their IPOs and further analyzes the announcement
effects of first SEOs.

First, we adopt Cox-proportional Hazard Regression Model to see
what firm characteristics make IPO firms decide to conduct first SEOs
shortly after their IPOs. Using a sample of IPO firms in Taiwan from
1981 to 2010, we find firms that are larger, less profitable and higher
growth potential would conduct their first SEOs faster. Also, market
timing plays an important role for SEO decisions. Moreover, the
announcement effect of their first SEOs shows that elapsed time to
conduct first SEOs after IPOs has no influence on the cumulated
abnormal returns. By correcting sampling bias, Heckman Two-Stage

Model is adopted to reveal better explanation of the results.

Keywords: First SEO; IPO; Hazard Regression; Announcement effect;
Heckman Two-Stage Method;
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kg FEESE FRRED R B 0F FRIRC Y

P

2% = FEF O RAARRFT AR AP E LT T
T HROTERE LT A BRI OFRT o B Jfgﬁ;ﬁ v 1
BRI FEIE T A MO P A T4 R Bl R
PR Pl APRIEH R BT LR 27 § e {1

EE S P RGFRMAHT N BH AP AL T

_H>

SR TR T4 NS F AT A A -
i i i

DA R ED BRIHEG AP gg}},ygm—ﬁ-( éi:!'?co
BPIBUFAREMT T L MBS

FAREH TR Aok 2 v s 2185 TP E 2T

B REEFRER GE ,fﬁd A)%m:{l'gj*%b%_ﬁﬂq}iéﬁj.ﬂ , F,ﬁ
AL R BT S > P BT A T R ML B R
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S d EAERETHEIR

- FRREHTAFH I I FD R

PR ER2 A 31981 F 12010 H A S EERE AT 2
ﬁ%%%“"uiﬁfﬁjé}?’ﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ'P“ﬁflv »E k- E P
B2z 2 d BT 2@ REe 2p 3 REFFAREH T TA
o RFEPIE ARG AL A A R FARRE R 0 R
rp AN P A 1129 fem a3 R s B RMEHTE R M

AR T ALY R p T SRR TR E(TED) -

=3P P AR EN T R REF
BN F A e F 1981 3 2010 & B A S 2 b AT G
FAZFHE IO T E A e B G RERRPEL
BPAREHFT AP (ed 31) I AN EPEFH AR EH
T2 d sl i st A - FREEIAEY L I FERDF AR AH T
WROTH HRFEANLR LI HERIZEF T 2T RITSH
P3P ' (SEOYEAR=S) 247 3 JI'f & i e A % 2 TAL AR 4 » 43

ArF AP EF 1199 R 2P P S FARAHFTE A

TRRcHR 2 R AR S ALY R SRR TR E(TE)) -
29



# 31 19811 2010&# ¢ #R IPO~ 5% SEO %2 A SEO2 2 &

YEAR IPO % #%=SEO2 2 7% 4 SEO 2 27k
1981 20 4 16
1982 4 4 0
1983 2 1 1
1984 2 0 2
1985 5 3 2
1986 5 1 4
1987 8 4 4
1988 15 13 2
1989 17 17 0
1990 18 15 3
1991 21 14 7
1992 26 23 3
1993 19 16 3
1994 22 17 5
1995 38 32 6
1996 50 44 6
1997 26 21 5
1998 41 26 15
1999 93 45 48
2000 87 48 39
2001 91 37 54
2002 124 58 66
2003 101 47 54
2004 92 53 39
2005 57 40 17
2006 39 38 1
2007 52 51 1
2008 36 35 1
2009 42 35 7
2010 46 38 8

Total 1199 780 419
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% 3-2 k& 1981 & 3| 2010 # FF + +

ITHAPRFAEARENT

2_ i & (N=780)

BAREHTHER Sl Sl A BoahL ¥
IPO % # 427 427 54.74%  54.74%
- 197 624 25.26%  80.00%
LR 64 688 8.21% 88.21%
S E 51 739 6.54% 94.74%
g 41 780 5.26%  100.00%

Total 780 100%

%233 FHRHEIrFAELRE

KL E 2
451 F 8
) - 4 8
e R 38
TR 34
TETH 7
LB A BE R 49
BB IE 4
BRI E 1
a1 ¥ 28
i B 4
T+ I1E 496
E Y i 35
E] 13
Bk 3
FEPRER 8
BT 5
His 37
& 2t 780
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I IFURFAREHT LRSS

PRS2 FHEBRAP N B EAITRTREETENE 2T 22
HREEP-REHMTE AP PR 1991 £ 3 2010 £ 2 FF 2P 2
AREHFTFELEE PR L P I PR ENEN HY B
WPLED DTSRI IR EAE > PR T R Y o
BAFLFLPIFERFGAFEMBERER - RA T DT A

A TR AR A O BRI ATDS T L5 293 Rlivk 3-4) o

# 341991 #2010 22 REHFTE L AL F

£ R IPO = & %k SEO = & 3dic
1991 4 0
1992 7 2
1993 6 3
1994 10 0
1995 22 13
1996 25 1
1997 12 17
1998 19 29
1999 21 48
2000 20 33
2001 11 0
2002 35 0
2003 41 0
2004 33 0
2005 11 15
2006 7 70
2007 8 56
2008 1 6
2009 0 0
2010 0 0
Total 293 293
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Fry RER¥

—_\

-~

PEIRL LR AR B AR o A WA e ankegt R

FESE AT L A S R SRR A TR 0 F A

PN

TR

~=b

EHFT P H D e i g 2 #ik Wilxocon Two Sample

Test > j2:8 (7 « HATH P 2 P8 (TF T EH TR 27 &
SRR G T AR AR T o P A G fFiAle
(7o BfS AT BFHCAISRE Y B RIS T IMER T2 L onk o

d & 4-lacat ot kg o #1981 & 7] 2010 # 7F 1+ 3 {2 2 2
HA XM ARFTOPERTIO, 082# « 2P 4t 3 hERTIH AR EH
FORMf G395 36%; Mt T5 198 ;5 4 jedppig T

25 T714%; 2 TR AT H P & 5 17.54% - £ 4-2
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% 4-1 9 @i Kt

£ (N=780)

SEOYEAR : #%4 {s & #ic ;

LOGTA :

IR PR EAVE

IR PR

BEELVG: B Fa P ﬁ 1;1 W SCASH: 78 > @4 v F S ROS
g o P Ea 4 s Oprisk: & 7 ¥R HOT: 3 WA F 587
é}*‘%&%@:’%&ﬂ & 1a;¢‘r‘* % O
Variable Mean Median Std Maximum Minimum

SEOYEAR 0.8231 0.0000 1.1552 4.0000 0.0000
LOGTA 14.6651 14.5441 0.9848 18.8151 11.9929
V 1.9037 0.9850 5.6408 95.5353 0.3274
LVG 0.3609 0.3597 0.1547 0.8763 0.0350
Cash 0.1334 0.0893 0.1303 0.8186 0.0003
ROS 0.0714 0.0776  0.2704 2.2974 -3.5973
Salesg 0.1754 0.1139  0.3527 2.3592 -0.9458
Oprisk 0.0606 0.0597  1.3550 0.0070 0.0000
HOT 0.4679 0.0000 0.4993 1.0000 0.0000

% 42 R At L R4 ¥ T390 F(N=780)

SEOYEAR : #4% {5 # #ic ; DLOGTA :

" TE) A ¥ N A 5

2 A ETHA K2 A

PR DV N TEI A FRBARZ AF TR F2Z I Faas fEEe.

DLVG: 2 TE) & ¥ A g A 452 A ¥ T a3 fr2 mﬁf 7 f % DCASH :
TEJAENBAN2Z AL Tk X R % ; DROS: 2 TE) & ¥ M@;A\t?i
AETon 2 o7 ¥ LR S ; Salesg ¢ 14 TEJE LN g A KE 2 ﬁ”"l‘f’ﬂ"%f’f% o
P R F ,Oprlsk M TE) 2 ¥ A A fF2 ;Zc ¥ li”’% - 2 P YR % HOT :
FAREELE AT o S REFHR R S 14 500

Variable Mean Median Std Maximum  Minimum
SEOYEAR 0.8231 0.0000 1.1552 4.0000 0.0000
DLOGTA 0.1625 0.0634 0.9579 4.3483 -2.8645
DV 0.2440 -0.5057 5.6158 93.7743 -2.8979
DLVG -0.0187 -0.0273 0.1514 0.5166 -0.4605
CASHRATIO 0.1334 0.0893 0.1303 0.8186 0.0003
DROS 0.0064 0.0169 0.2687 2.2226 -3.6182
DSalesg 0.0792 0.0271 0.3446 2.2230 -0.9958
Doprisk 0.0202 -0.0135 0.3163 7.1468 -0.0797
HOT 0.4679 0.0000 0.4993 1.0000 0.0000
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= AP Cids 41

2435 AP PIHIFAMENT £ RTIEE R (SEOYEAR)
rE % Uk s ez B e Pearson ff £ 49 B TR #ict 2 Spearman & s 4p B T dico

HoAR K B P S E B LA P AT A S H(DLOGTA) % i i1t (DV) ~
f R AE 4% F(DLVG) ~ § dc= & 5 (DSalesg) ~ 7 3545 (HOT) & & H %

4% XM AR FEAL B(SEOYEAR)Z AT F 4 4PM 5 ¥ - * & >

%
e

&

k& (Doprisk)P| &5 XM EH FTHE LM - B £ 5 (DCASH) -

¥ 3R 5 (DROS)E 7 =t I & 7 AR R 05 il F endp B2 o Sl @

5 u/f 7 IR 4 & (DCASH) ~ 4 o ¥ 5 (DROS) 2 “ » % # &_j&_Pearson
A Ap B

% #c:R §_Spearman % & Ap M fhlic> ¥7F RBfrE XML H T

22 B ip By B IBGRAE ) B ELAR R o
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F 4-3 jpM e

DLOGTA :

 TEJ &2

%%ﬁﬁwfﬁii%ﬂﬁfrﬁﬁgﬁ

FAFLPD HEE s DLVG ¢
AEXNEAMN2Z AL TN O

T
P gv 5 DROS:

Foe

DV :

™ TEJ
EJA X NmAM2L AL TR 13 o7
™ TEJ}§$AEB}A}*\F%

A%
&

RS Rp 2 A FE TN K2
f 7% % ; DCASH :
-‘_“'J. P! ﬁi’?‘ AR 4 .1,:§J;ﬁm

12 TE]

DSalesg: 2 TEJ A ¥ g A #p2 A ¥ TR F2 o2 F e £ 5 ; DOprisk : 7 TEJ & ¥ 78 &~ 52 ﬁ LT 153 ﬁf
S NP HER % HOT : ¢ 3 A3 5 #09 ﬂg;%gazgt afgm,?lu # % 0;SEOYEAR : # 4 {5 ﬁﬂi eSS
R+ PG Spearman F s Ap B il H AR T S 5 Pearson g £ AP B T8 o * & 10%0AE F R RN L 5%
SRR F ORI O 1%l F KR o
DLOGTA DV DLVG DCASH DROS DSalesg doprisk HOT SEOYEAR
DLOGTA 1 -0.05297  0.19162***  -0.08801  0.17669*** 0.23974***  -0.04497 0.05258  -0.05256**
DV -0.03504 1 -0.00031 0.02401  -0.10201** -0.10231** 0.033 -0.00081  -0.05834**
DLVG | 0.21453***  -0.04399 1 -0.31059*** -0.20755***  -0.02532 -0.05005 0.03653  -0.03825*
DCASH | -0.10151** 0.16117*** -0.28432*** 1 0.09116**  0.02804 0.07152 -0.0955 -0.00801
DROS | 0.17717***  -0.03429  -0.38603*** (0.18531*** 1 0.24346***  -0.02976 -0.00286 -0.00558
DSalesg | 0.26101***  -0.11729 -0.06767  0.10487**  0.24256*** 1 -0.169***  0.08549  -0.2887***
doprisk -0.0618 0.29846*** -0.19965*** 0.24068*** 0.0491 -0.16068** 1 -0.0267 -0.02665
HOT 0.0522 -0.00877 0.03272 -0.08542 -0.00657 0.10024** -0.04186 1 -0.03863*
SEOYEAR | -0.0558**  -0.03106* -0.06583***  0.01053 -0.00751  -0.24421***  0.03104* -0.04439* 1
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%44 5 SEO27 ~ & SEO &7 2 ﬁIL g (N= 1129)

24450 Fiow EP G SEO 22 @ SEO 2@ &R~ Al 4 2 2P
A B2 TP ke v]z(SaIes)li A *MBF(TA)E [ H‘*p -~ ¥
jo = & 5 (Salesg) ~ F A 3R ¥ 5 (ROA) 7 <3 B 5 (ROS) ~ fom 5; 70 % 4] 5 (ERATIO)
% 1§ 4% vt 5 (Debtratio) 5 4 #iciE o § SEO Ba SEOR g 2B v i
2 2 Wilcoxon Two Sample Test # & 2. o *i& % 10% =8¢ 3 - J\_% ; **R& BO%enkp ¥
L} . ***]jq 1%m§$"3§‘ J\—E‘

% SEO #& SEO

Variable Mean Median Mean Median
Sales
(-2,-1) 3066.226 1222.921 3612.545 1118.682**
(1,2) 5873.526 4680.431 4032.726 1679.985***
(3,4) 7464.023 2135.995 5723.605 1832.119**
TA
(-2,-1) 3251.708 1348.629 5043.042 1233.587**
(1,2) 4112.073 1869.454 5305.34 2355.833***
(3,4) 9803.673 2730.141 6712.725 2506.714***
Salesg
(-2,-1) 0.1301 0.074 0.1594 0.0389
(1,2) 1.367 0.59 3.131 -0.0410*
(3,4) 3.9294 0 2.6445 -0.0441

dode 4-4 w0 Al 3 oo 0 N F AR F(ROA) ~ ¥ fedrpr
(ROS) = fidh L3 % 115 (ERATIO) &7 § + # 1k 5 § SEO e @ 8 i
Flae 4 e d > 2 E P 1% F o Ko 2 PN 4 RELAFRT S
EZFRRTRITE P ERVRESNEERHT 0 LI E

=S 4

JJ"L’IF}sFJL I g — 3R o

32 Penf it 5 (DEBTRATIO R % » 5k ¢ et » ffism & p
TEEREH TP L AL PR RBOFFRRE > LT BIUE

IR R AL R DR
39
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MELALE 4 HERE A -

% 4-4 ’ﬁ SEO =@ ~ & SEO st su3t§ (N=1129)(¥)
Variable Mean Median Mean Median
ROA
(-2,-1) 0.0909 0.0807 0.1045 0.090%***
(1,2) -0.0289 0.0225 0.0326 0.0466***
(3,4) -0.0004 0.033 0.0396 0.0459***
ROS
(-2,-1) 0.0923 0.0867 0.1237 0.1034***
(1,2) -0.0082 0.0099 0.0333 0.0535***
(3,4) -0.0569 0.0398 0.0481 0.0547***
ERATIO
(-2,-1) 0.1137 0.1115 0.1495 0.1302***
(1,2) 0.0038 0.0254 0.0617 0.0748***
(3,4) -0.0192 0.0624 0.0745 0.0741***
DEBTRATIO
(-2,-1) 0.4071 0.4062 0.3678 0.3599***
(1,2) 0.4072 0.4638 0.3719 0.3550***
(3,4) 0.4019 0.3911 0.3836 0.3780*
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%452 ¥R KT SEO 27 ~ & SEO 2 7 2 kit 33+ £ (N=1129)

M TE) AR A B A sg2 2 £ T390 K2 4 jz(DSales) 2 & 2 Rt (DTA)E = 337 S F &
3 U TE) A ¥ A A sE2 & ¥ 1350 2§ Jo & 5 (DSalesg) ~ F A 3% ¥ 5 (DROA) -
Y yedp v % (DROS) ~ 2 TE) A& % 545 A #7 2. & ¥ T 353 2 fa® 4 7% 1] % (DERATIO)
% 1§ % v 5 (DDebtratio) = f4-#ici® - 7 SEO 22 SEO S 3g 2 2 & B ¥ #c2 ¥ 8L B
Wilcoxon Test & #.2_ - *i% £ 10%%8 & -k & ;** (X £ 5Ookg 5K I ;*** X £ 10pekf & K& -

7 SEO & SEO
Variables Mean Median Mean Median
DSales
(-2,-1) -28,112.740 -1,312,649.770 60,667.290 -1,344,416.22**
(1,2) 1,768,893.260 -1,652,791.130 -381,677.950 -2,069,897.29***
(3,4) 1,551,624.720 -1,834,770.380 -653,762.530 -2,459,612.33***
DTA
(-2,-1) -449,648.770 -1,819,264.550 796,616.610 -2,004,426.55***
(1,2) 2,401,279.370 -1,902,672.810 -518,129.280 -3,219,632.88***
(3,4) 2,320,401.500 -2,897,237.030 -977,679.430 -4,005,923.21***
DSalesg
(-2,-1) 0.029 -0.0445 0.0454 -0.067*
1,2) 0.0741 -0.0893 0.0040 -0.1862***
(3,4) 1.0179 -2.4779 -0.4119 -2.2841
DROA
(-2,-1) -0.0119 -0.0182 0.0345 -0.005
(1,2) -0.0233 0.0032 0.0065 0.014**
(3,4) -0.0178 0.0192 0.0228 0.0351***
DROS
(-2,-1) -0.0035 -0.0062 0.0297 0.0087***
(1,2) -0.0745 0.007 0.0146 0.0165
(3,4) -0.0839 0.0142 0.0201 0.0269***
DERATIO
(-2,-1) -0.0112 -0.0099 0.0242 0.0083***
(1,2) -0.0622 0.0093 0.0133 0.0125*
(3,4) -0.0665 0.0144 0.0279 0.0293***
DDEBTRATIO
(-2,-1) 0.0128 0.0151 -0.026 -0.0317***
(1,2) 0.0075 0.002 -0.0016 -0.0113***
(3,4) 0.0107 0.0022 -0.0045 -0.0084
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M-
P

HEERe 2o At Flg M- 534352
Cox-proportional Hazard Regression - 335 2 # 7 ek &~ 7 % F &1 (4o
F 4-6) 5 FlTA R FARE C RBPAR S PR P RA DD D § e AR
T AR EHF o 0o 0B A EEEY D RS P e R

Pt FE AR EH T

FHREEHET > 27 F AREARS -ﬁi*ﬁéi&}#@f?-‘ﬁ:’zl&ﬁﬁgﬁﬁ ) gL
F% 8 R LM - 4p % o Harjoto and Garen(2003) %+ 1992-1997 # RF »*
FRIIFAOIPEFFAREYFTZ2ALIFR VLRI FEe £ p
FREFREHMT DS 40 FEFREFNFT O P FTAREINLE F it
B EF AR A EPEEREH TP - PEFERAFTY - Ko
FRAEF G > APFRLOP NS EFARFHEARPRFTFAREH
FoprRELaFiipn e /,?% g 78 % % 4p i+ o Harjoto and Garen(2003)
-4+ 1992 £ 3 1997 # 2 W+ 7 b P4 H g =t SEO ehiF G Y o
HIRS NI n SR FF 2T e 3 Se EPEFE SR

EHFT o B ®F(2003)% 4 di v B FRAXEFL DD DARE e (B
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WA XRERT > B A o 27N AAFHREAY o EH
WRTP DI A KIMAERFAELY AR BE A
2B A RA S SR B SRR SR AR T 0 B R
AR Bl REHD PN D ARG 2P P IMBERF AL
Foa BT AR T AR EEL T £ o
FPAFOPHE R F e IRAR TR RETREARM > Ka &
HRFIHY  BRr AERF P REA c L EEREI AT RERE

HF R

:\‘:r

AEDPHBGET BT RN - TN RS

R s P AR REPT A ST T AR R

Fh e R P 0 IPO B EL L > (S FE TR RGBT A PR T
% & 7% Welch(1996) 597 § 4 & Rbrpt B % » 630 i @82 2 7
S e IPOFBETE BN IT L 57 5 EFFIRTFT AP

FEFRRE AR LREFREH T b iF o
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# 4-6 A7 B @ AR &3 F A% F Hazard #03) 5% % (N=1199)

DLOGTA: M TEJ A ¥ B A2 A £ THA K2 3 o 2 R DV !
TE) A X NBAN2Z AL TN g2 b3 P §EEe ; DLVG

MTEJA ¥ RBA2Z A ¥ TR F2 3 Had f Fv 5 DCASH:
TEJ A £ AmBApz A X TR K2 2745 ;DROS: 2 TEI A ¥

R Rp2 A X TR FE2 o P P RS s Dsalesg : 12 TEJ & ¥ /g &
W2 AFTIOAF2 o9 P e & 5 Doprisk: 0 TE) A A sz A&
¥Tiom g 2P $ER % HOT : 3 R E 2 247 » 2 RS

Fi 5104 5 00 R & 10%ekg FoRHE XN L BOhernkg oK R
N4 1%eEg F R o

P Rl S %22 Chi-Square Hazard Ratio
DLOGTA  0.23091*** 0.05281 19.1205 1.26
DV 0.01389* 0.00833 2.7775 1.014
DLVG -0.55388 0.45035 1.5126 0.575
DCASH -0.41233 0.55271 0.5565 0.662
DROS -0.96872*** 0.15466 39.234 0.38
Doprisk -0.05374 1.13993 0.0022 0.948
DSalesg 0.94902*** 0.16336 33.7476 2.583
HOT 0.46511*** 0.11857 15.3884 1.592

REVFENPEREFFAREWMFTERAT RERZAM BHR> 2 22 o
AFTRFZEI VRSOV ATFIES OFTEFREM T ORP T2 - 2

K p NI £ IR aEAl o b B % 22 Myer and Majluf(1984)#% & & ¥ i sg i

&

PR ARMAFEREFTREHT - R FPr 233 Fidahy =
REHFTH LY SN & R AL B F i R 1 e p
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R SE L

FL5F & 0Py ERGELEFE AR

v

SRR B G R R e AFTEGRE T AL D

‘E\

$i‘§1”‘r‘f‘h§)§ F'&T'

RFIET A RT Y E R GRS 0 P R AR AR

BHPEHC G PO EP H LM RSP REILEFRTIRE
¥ T 0 d Hazard Ratio 8877 » &7 o Q2 TR EH Tt F 240 pF

116 1 BN A2 o LR Lo F P BT REPEY > T £ 3

<

B R RE o KT AN P A KIFHNE BT 2P il ER s &
B Flpt oL L EHMPLRENFHZT o 0t Ljungguist, Nanda
&Singh(2004) sk Bk~ %0 4 ity A1 F 1 S IRAL D P § A BT pEY
A *’ﬁ“ [ 3 B b R TAREET BHE 5 > B gk
BREHFT - 1B LIRPIIFOE B E 2T LB H

B Jo R A I T TR
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EHEIA LR PHL P Pl r PR AR AR T 22 PR R

xakﬁﬁfﬁ"??ﬁ »fkAE p 1991 # 3] 2010 & F B PR e & PE(TH

MEHFTHLT o d P HEAER S FRT N SHEL T EFREHT

\3\
2
T
&

BRI T N PIEE TS 0 A R MBI D P B kTR

AP HREH T O E28%k o LPIRETAA D AT PR AEH RE

M

POREFTEEFNAEL S AT AP LR LT 2R kA A
BHDEE A R AEEDREFEVRT 0 AT A

Heckman(1976) 4% ) c73 Ff Bird] sk iz T 08 B AE » & FF BOc ] Bdp & 3
L% - FpE L v Probit HE5NaE 2 E R 250 0 g 1R LS P ek

RER o~ s BN P AR AR

=F
Ri
(w
S
%
i

% Ft o TN E0A
¢ o224 Inverse Mills Ratio » 42 3% B 3% - FREE-5 - B TRt eh

Inverse Mills Ratio # » 3|2 A7+ 3 oA ReEHFT 22L&

FE2EREHT 222k 2 BB P Az A/ oL 5 5% 2255 i1 $.(1998)

B 1991 £ 3 1996 £ FF S F D 2 P2 MAH TR L k- Ko
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FRFALT G TP LGRS R ST IR T HE TS
Al indRp e AN AP FARBEHRENT L5 HFLEE 2

BoAS 2 2P R FAREH T2 g 2ok b 8L - Hofaffi o 27

ZoFEREHTEA A LE [ o Apb > BB (20077 1 < 12

LR N S e Rty ~ 5k %4£(2007)3R £ 34 SR R
R o
B {é Inverse Mill’sratio H * & & A B A EJF R 45 > (hdcli f 7

F A 538 Inverse Mill’s Ratio e33 &> G 5l § 7 F1 5 AR Hhih
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IPpREFEPMNN= 293)

VR E S

;F—’l $52 Q,ﬁf7
Qﬁgﬁﬂwi

= £ & ; DOprisk :
HOT : + # &% 5 #7

bg F ok

%47 AMIIBEFFAREH T LS
PARERHFTEzEPI AR

TEJE): x*%’%é\txﬁfﬁi—l

B AT 1A

2z gi_lijpgﬁr7 B F—’Jé 3

SEIR L XD

R L (CAR05) DLOGTA :
TR F TR DV
% Z i s DLVG:
.’é DCASH : r

" TE) A ¥ ll‘lﬁ—%’é\‘kpi )3 #li:’p’% Kz

D%MngﬁﬂéPAﬁb

R mER R
; ** ik £ BYochRE ¥ oK B

g2 A % T o2 a,ifﬁw
2 TE) B £ R A A B2 A LT 0 g2 2
£H 5 14
I 1%@&?%4‘@ °

™~ TE) 2 ¥
12 TEJ A%

é

\"J»N

#0"

RS o3t fhdic A tig
Intercept 4.0730 2.4954 1.63
DLOGTA -3.2328** 1.4510 -2.23
DV 1.2317 1.6230 0.76
DLVG 24.1741* 12.2910 1.97
DCASH 4,4357 11.9101 0.37
DROS 9.5399 10.4905 0.91
Doprisk 1.7291 1.2868 1.34
SEOYEAR 0.5291 1.0513 0.5
HOT -2.7991 2.4146 -1.16
IMR -1.2564** 0.5924 -2.12
R-Square 0.1967 Adjusted R-Sq 0.0699
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B Feha 90T 5 448 0 i * Hazard Regression %534 2 & # ficdhe i 82 58

\

HEFEEEFRART LR - FHLEFFR AT F 2P H K
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