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Abstract
For past decades, accounting scholars have seen shown an increasing interest on
the role financial statements would play in capital markets. After a series of
research conducted by Ohlson, researchers have shifted their attention from
explaining stock price to an era of accounting information and value-relevance
aspects. In this research, all data come from the U.S. stock market and has
considered earning projection from analysts in order to test empirically the
effectiveness of residual income model and the ability to create a portfolio
which produces outsize returns that outperform market average. The results of
this study indicate that earnings forecasting from analyst could be a good proxy
variable from other information and long term grow estimation from analyst
could also capture corporation’s future propensity to grow. These findings could
enhance the model in explaining stock price. This study, while preliminary,
suggests that grow opportunities and stock price are in direct relationship. A
company’s current stock price reflects investors’ expectations of its future
outlook.

Keywords: market efficiency, residual income model
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% 2-2 Ohlson model
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LRETAEFLARE 31

4 3-1 R#HE B4

R L PR AR

Pit *EER FHrT L P COMPUSTAT
P23 i

ab_return; AZIR F AR > 1 E L F 4 COMPUSTAT
A TR
A7 & LR & B2 5
1

BVt g3-&F R %7 p2F COMPUSTAT
SLME G

EPS_FY1;, A Vi EF %= £ B EPS 1/B/E/S

SIEIR] 0 * kTS H W
ESEE S
LTG_forecast; ¥ EF % EPS E # 2  I/B/E/S

£ ePIp R

a THRItAUALLEZIERF -

b b d g i ok Rl R RS B
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Fr e HFRE2352
S BREBEIILE 32 AT AT R Bt A WP 2 o
FFRE L ARE I S é@gﬁy b 5?;5\151—; Bl SR SPACe
LR FREfEERED fAt 0 FD AN B HE R %Y
BHF TR R F R YRR E R G RB A S
e %3 RE Btk SEARFTEEIDFTALF § AHRVT K

TRERTEP T AL EMFFAMBZRGREL A8t i

=

m o

I

v

AEF I FAZL-RELBEREAGZAE AL
RERBELZZLART EFETERSAD VPP ERES LS L
A ¢ (U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission » #§ - SEC) 4% % &4F o d ¢
AR EE AR A R MR A Y L T RS f ¥R
TOMBERAV A RIZFRRETAF E2 - 1 5 =0 R i ek E 2

- P RRFEENFD et R HEFER S RN 2 LR

2T Hox o A F AR ik g pEdp #(FTSE Group) ¢ i 7 4p #ic f B (Dow
Jones Indexes) #7 & & % B M 2 = % & #f 45 ¥ (Industry Classification
Benchmark - f§ £ 1CB) i $u» 22dq 1k 5 37 F BV E S 5 97 * > B3% )
AT R e EAE D B EERER T 10 BT E
(industries) ~ 19 i# 1 & #& ¥ (supersectors) ~ 41 # & % (sectors) % 114 B ‘w38
A Hf 2. A& ¥ (subsectors) o AF7 3 ik ICB 2 4 #f 4B R r5 ML fF4E L 10 B
FES P RBAS RIBE RRE ARE FRREE 1 E
FECF SINE SEC S SN 3 ST 3

1N
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$I8 KAERATHELR
- ~ R AER

AR a0 i 2 FINYSE-AMEX & NASDAQ !+ # 2 ¢ ¥ 2 /7 7 % % »
FyHmia ~ 20003 2007 £44F b pE2 ERTH T LELE
AT RABEFL SR PR T IR A
(1) g E il £ %

RO RFEEVIFERRET BRI HMARAFF AL e 2w
PEREX S ENEERAEESZ P ER > ER A EL e Y - P A
Fagadp o g2ty adle g ¥ o
Q% EFRMBTHELITEFRRI TR E 22 £ ¥
(€)= A

Hayn(1995)#& J1d *t 3k {455 1 &k enff] » & 2 P44 € X A4
FH O B ECTENE L ER R AR BTSSR AP P
FAEAR L £k e

Q)R E PRI 2 £ F

= S FRRR

AR FRE D FEMMMATRE R 2 et TH
@B p o+ 2 RARE Y f 4 % (Standard & Poor's)z. Compustat 74L& » A 45
PRt £ R= L PARIEPRIZ & F AL D L 2 FFR PP p » Thomson

Reuters 2 I/B/E/S F# & -
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232 AALEL G

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
T i 48 40 42 45 47 48 59 52
1¥ 132 125 131 144 148 169 203 210
iR IA & 8 7 9 8 13 13 15 16
o Pk ¥ 70 71 88 97 106 117 118 136
PRI ¥ 108 112 129 144 163 174 182 190
g 4 6 6 7 7 13 18 20
> E ¥ 48 48 48 50 58 58 56 64
£ ¥ 141 173 237 264 302 309 341 326
FRE 115 67 81 106 162 181 194 212
i RE 44 61 59 62 86 88 105 124
&3 718 710 830 927 1092 1170 1291 1350
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FrE} RERFHS

AFERAFTZFHELES > F- T HF LR B A BRI R E
Poz A PR TE R DT X EFAAMEA T eR L R 2 Y

Bl e %2 SRR - R S 2T BRI AR B A AT 0 R R AT 2

FEGRET R A REFE > D EHRE R Ao AT .

-8 gt

ERIES TSN E T S0 ST RS TR R GNP

s

BB EEEAE AP AITERABRRZY T L 2000 £33 2007 £ o d

4-1 ¥ F 2 AP W B E LR G B R 0 T iagcs W L 21.005 £

1T

11.184 % & B B2 88+ o

%‘ 4"1 fé’tii"r’} ju;’l__'%_

R LR Tioge #EL A )E Q1 ¢ oimdk Q3 B4
Pis 21.005 36.310 0.001 5750  14.191 26.250 9925
ab_return 0970 3556  -36.055 0.114  0.537 ~ 1.143  179.084
BVi 11.184 26.724  0.000 ~ 2.943  7.164  13.072 954.248
EPS_FY1; 1.236 2116  -19.09 0.360  1.000 1.790  88.850

LTG_forecastiy 16.241 10.398 0.000 10.000 15.000 20.000 296.200

a Py ZPaz L piEp 2% ~abreturn i A AR I BV R A ES §E

d % 4-2 7 &v o i (Pig) ~ A2FE & 4 (ab_return i) ~ F RtE G B E(BVig) ~ A
1T EF S E R F R F A2 FFRI(EPS_FYLi) % A 47 FF $+5 L F 4 £ I = & 2 FF R
(LTG_forecasti)2- i 2. Pearson #% £ 4p B % #ic¥? Spearman % % ip i ¥k o

Pearson ## £ 4p B T §chgr > H ¢ 2 AR F 4k (ab_returniy) ~ FXtE G W E

(BVig) ~ ~ 477 45 & R & 3% B 42 L I(EPS_FYL) ¢ 2 § (Pi) & AT F 2 4p
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Moo HApk dics B 5 0.659~0.788 2 0.808 - ¥ *t » p FHEcATEFFHETE R

W F A2 T RI(EPS_FYL) & = 54z $F & 4 (ab_returni) 2. BF ~ 2 7 =k & R =
W@ A2 SERI(EPS_FYL) 2 & itk g i B(BVi)2 B+ & B RApH 12

Bl R H p RBEHE S LR hE R IE (S 0 ik Spearman 4p B A 47 % %
B B2 BApM L@@ % Pearson & {73 % 49 11 > & 47 EF 4 & R 5 L P 4
2 FERI(EPS_FY1) & s i (P2 F¥ ~ 4 45 f7 $f = & B & % @ 42 57 B|(EPS_FY1)
215 AT Ak (ab returni )2 Y X OIRLEEE B R AP B 0 & OKAZER & 4R (ab_returniy)
Otk g E(BVi)A B ek (Pi) R RA F AP M -

FApH B A B AR ER L el - HuFadrl GRE A p
Rz Wenfp AT @ 93§50 s Ak MIER AL B - Ak R R

AHWEE R R T LSNP o SRS B 2 £ 2 98] (LTG_forecastiy) &

F.

# (e Pearson ## £ A B 4 47 2% Spearman #p B A~ 4720 T R E W § IR IR 40 BE
MeiApRE o BEE F A P REFM S AR LKL X R BT R EH LG 2

REFFr R 502 7RSS 171 7P o

% 4-2 4 A (2000 £-2007 £) & Sz o M G

Pit ab returni; BV EPS _FY1; LTG_forecast;;
Pit 0.6219+~  0.6227= 0.7811++  -0.1736+
ab_returni 0.659+++ 0.3923*+  0.7841++  -0.2134+*
BVit 0.788++ 0.493++ 0.7255++  -0.4510%
EPS FY1, 0.808x++ 0.885+++ 0.728 -0.3769++

LTG_forecastiy -0.064~~  -0.078~= -0.225++  -0.149++

. ERETERFLE S
b, ®wxi-3 % Spearman rank-order correlation

s 2 T 2 4 Pearson product-moment correlation

Do T T i kg 10% - 5% ~ 192 B F -k OE
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S8 ¥BEELH

- e

% 4-3-1~ % 4-4-1~ 4 4-5-1 i~ & > R4~ &£ ¥ 2000 & 3 2007 & 4~
R AS A B 2 {3 C Y P ﬁp; /% (simultaneous regression) #7 & ¥
WAL 2 Sk 8% o

2431 EREFRFAITEG S ELFEFAITLEE R
By 1% FRE > RABRIZ R ERET URBER T £ 4317
Aot &R 20T &R H0A] ff rald (parsimony) 2. 3 A 15 R¥(ag-R%)32 % + 50% >
2004 #¢2 2005 & B> 80% F W EEEFM > LRFEBEIAT ER

Rdcant S8 o j A2 @ 5 B 2000 £ 5 2007 £ F LA P AR
1% BEE-KIE » $P 0 (P s § 2w 2 RFRAL 4 5 0t - BB LR

1> 7= 9= L AZ 3 & 4 (ab_returnip) 2 & itk G § E(BVi)Z LB (P& 7 &

2 ME .
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% 4-3-1 #-3] Ai&ﬁﬁ‘/}’}‘r

-3 A ¢ Pisaptag ab_return+axBVi et € i

N 0o o o F-value Adj'R2

2000 718 0.510 5.073~ 1.936™ 409.86™ 0.5328
(0.48) (6.82) (22.34)

2001 710 0.358 5.000™ 1.918 1017.38 " 0.7414
(0.49) (14.00) (31.85)

2002 830 -3.619~ 5.697 1.837 1219.50 ~  0.7462
(-4.97) (18.54) (35.55)

2003 927 -0.384 4.550 2.081 1360.95~  0.7460
(-0.48) (16.11) (38.50)

2004 1092 1.116 7.182 1.694~ 2497.83"  0.8207

(1.57) (31.34)  (35.76)

2005 1170 6.409~ 5445 1577 263415 0.8183
(10.25)  (35.46)  (41.12)

2006 1291  10.07*  3.788"  1.470°  2133.18" 0.7678
(15.17)  (19.05)  (36.36)

2007 1350  8.191* 3549~  1.385" 93416  0.5804
(9.69) (11.51)  (32.12)

E4s-1
f 8088 4,351 4,968 1.602 10277.98 0.7176
N~ R
VIF 1.45 1.45
a *

G~ T T Nl ok 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%2 BF ¥ ok
b'VIF(variance inflation factor » % £ #ch ik i) * S0 H& B & AR EL - & VIF /]38 10 0 4 77
ViR R S SRR B FVIF A0 100 A7 $ETE B A AP F VIF 4
30 P4 T Hdz B E G BE s SULR AL > § i d i fF i R

SR A LS SR EYES TR S
W AR e ik B (& 4-3-2) e £ 4-3-10 F iR G i E(BViy) AP
R OLAZ IR @ AR (ab_returnig) { v fEFRLT 0 T ¢ Beta BTy £ RIS

Betay ¥ s g F R EF dpt - B3 o
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% 4-3-2 A A 2 AR e F i

N Beta,; Beta,,
2000 718 0.19 0.630
2001 710 0.300 0.683
2002 830 0.350 0.670
2003 927 0.293 0.700
2004 1092 0.481 0.548
2005 1170 0.493 0.571
2006 1291 0.330 0.630
2007 1350 0.227 0.633

a. i F e Beta fhie fF i xfﬁ [l & R SIS N 3 m i bF Ch ek
- AR LR EREL > LG ARARE L Sk
24412442 A A B FA2L 82 % iR 4417 g 0o
Fieyd 1% F RE > A2 G ERALF URL P L5 A3 i
Fi oo A R wg-R) AT ERBU D 28 2ME AP T2 TIF K

WARFATL S22 % 0 BT BARL Y RE o A HER2L
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% 4-4-1 $7%) B fF A 45

4 B . Pi =aptoy ab_returni,t+agBVi,t +a3EPS _FY1itt € it

Year(t) N o W a a; F-value agi-R?

2000 718 -1.256 -2.681++ 1.132™ 11.26™ 312.00"  0.5655
(-119)  (-2.11)  (8.26) (7.40)

2001 710 0.00179 4.645™ 1.886™ 0.686 678.71  0.7414
(0.00)  (9.42)  (27.88) (L.05)

2002 830 -4.098™ 2.686™ 1.495™ 4402~ 840.64  0.7524
(5.64)  (3.76)  (16.72) (4.66)

2003 927 -0.973 2.839™ 1.907 2.671" 919.64~  0.7485

(-1.19)  (4.68) (24.83) (3.18)

2004 1092 00662  -0.311  0.963" 10.25" 1934.69" 0.8417
(0.10) (047)  (12.79) (12.06)

2005 1170  5.066™  0.312 1160 6.509" 1940.57 0.8327
(8.24) (0.59) (20.93)  (10.06)

2006 1291 8341  -2.942  0.890" 8.966™ 1619.74" 0.7901
(12.88)  (-4.88)  (14.24) (11.76)

2007 1350 4512  0.436 0565 9.360 840.50  0.6512
(5.62) (1.29) (8.92)  (16.56)

>2%E 8088 3.084" 0698  1.154 6.327° 7594.740° 0.738

rY R (11.25)  (3.62) (46.63) (25.09)
VIF 2.63 204 4,02
a [+

G T e T w4 i 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%z A ¥R OE
b'VIF(variance inflation factor » % £ #59E ) * SN RIS MR EL o 2 VIF 52 100 & T3 fiﬁ‘;‘
PIEAR RSBTSRBTS E VIF 3100 &7 %’*ﬁ:ﬁ'ﬁf‘—’ﬁ Fet Nt AR AR F VIF <30
30 Bl A7 B2 BB F Bl s UL AT g SRl R

¥ Bliaf s T 0 & 4-4-2 o3 B Y A - Rz fF iy
Pk k2 R i S "$ 1 2001 £ 3 2003 &2t o s AR

#

AN

=&AL F ARz GRR|(EPS_FYL) R B R TS 5 0 H 2 AsF
B® B F R G E(BVig) 0 de » A TR E R F L F 2 AR

(EPS_FY1)% #ci| 35 7 5 A2 3F B 4 (ab_return; ) shia 8 4 o
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% 4-4-2 107 B 2 R0 1t §F i

N Beta, Beta,, Betays
2000 718 -0.102 0.368 0.502
2001 710 0.279 0.671 0.035
2002 830 0.165 0.546 0.271
2003 927 0.183 0.642 0.154
2004 1092 -0.021 0.312 0.677
2005 1170 0.028 0.420 0.561
2006 1291 -0.256 0.381 0.782
2007 1350 0.028 0.258 0.564

a. Rt ff e Beta i fF hlcd f H otk 2 B E S 2 L F fdcf
- A S RREAREL 0 A AERAREL L Ak

2 A45LlPFas R TRFAITET FEERRFLAITLES FE

T I%EE RS R AR LR AT ARSI £ 4510 5 hrr

4 E R 2T B A oo (parsimony) 2. B B 14 R¥(agrRY) 2 3t 60% >

2004 & ~ 2005 £7 2006 & § B+ 80% + ¥ W EAEY > AR FEBHAT

VAR R T Fon 2 ARt R 4312 % 4-4-12 FERE S 4 451

2B Ri(agRY) Bft g Hm ™ kB o AR RG] B 4 2 £ F R
R AR LG EF eniEr ) LB 22

B3 C 2 %% % & om 2000 # 3 2007 & & %tk o i @ (BVig)~ A 7 FF

¥ E R E R P 42 3E R (EPS_FYL) ¥ & 7 f7 4+ £ 8 & £ 2 5F i)

(LTG_forecastip) 4% 2235 (Pio) F45 2 F L A0 M > ¥ 57 1%2 B ¥ K&

R Pi)T F e R EF L R4 B OLATEE F 4 (ab_returng) 2 ffﬁaﬂz"ff =

BERERGEF e Rhd > FWA o P) TRl FM G-
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% 4-5-1 #-3] C it jF » 47

#-3] C & Pj=ootay ab_returni; +axBVi tasEPS_FY1i+asL TG forecast;+ € it

Year(t) N o W a ag a, F-value agi-R?

2000 718 -15.83" -3.659~ 1227 1297 0.718" 308.72  0.6319
(-9.86) (-3.12) (9.70) (9.20)  (11.40)

2001 710 -10.05" 4.128" 1959 1.651+ 0.561 574.73"  0.7640
(-6.98) (8.69)  (30.03) (2.59) (8.27)

2002 830 -9.223" 2457 1523~ 4721 0320 651.93"  0.7585
(-7.05) (3.48) (17.21) (5.05) (4.68)

2003 927 -4.420 2695~ 1940 2.841" 0.206™ 709.97*  0.7538
(-4.00) (4.48)  (25.43) (3.42) (4.59)

2004 1092 -5.962° -0.383  1.030" 10.24" 0.365" 1518.51 0.8476
(5.28) (-0.59) (13.82) (12.29) (6.59)

2005 1170 -2.502* 0.192  1.241" 6.594™ 0.429™ 1570.30" 0.8430
(2.39)  (0.37)  (22.78) (10.52) (8.80)

2006 1291 0.784  -3.118" 0.953~ 9.068™ 0.448™ 1291.56™ 0.8001
0.69)  (-5.30) (15.49) (12.18) (8.07)

2007 1350 -5.302°° 0.355  0.642 9.383" 0.559™ 747.57"  0.6898

(-4.08) (1.08)  (10.38) (17.13) (9.44)
>0 8088 -3.930 0545+ 12167 6455~ 0.411° 60549  0.750

2 (-8.73) (2.89)  (49.84) (26.18) (19.41)
VIF 5.98 2.80 9.63 1.06
a *

o~ TT e T A ik 10% > 5% ~ 1%2 B Ok

b'VIF(variance inflation factor » % £ 25k () * TRl & SUERAL o F VIF 30 10 0 & 7 e 75t
PR RET S AREAE ERE F VIFS 100 A7 RSB L 5 BAR MR F VIF <
%’W%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁﬁﬁ’g%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&x%io

% 452 B oo R B P ¥ ik r ArEE LD 2 £ 2 55
(LTG_forecastiy) » ¢ @ 7 " t& & i B (BVi)& & 4567 $F =k £ B 5 0 F 42
TRRI(EPS_FYL)faffa 4 { 42 > A B 5 kg § @ (BVi)f#flan * &

2 i A
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% 4-5-2 #3) C 2 R0 1w fF Tl

N Beta, Beta,, Betays Betay,,
2000 718 -0.138 0.398 0.578 0.270
2001 710 0.248 0.697 0.084 0.084
2002 830 0.151 0.556 0.291 0.082
2003 927 0.174 0.653 0.164 0.076
2004 1092 -0.026 0.333 0.677 0.080
2005 1170 0.017 0.450 0.569 0.106
2006 1291 -0.272 0.408 0.791 0.104
2007 1350 0.023 0.293 0.565 0.151

a. R i F e Beta fhir fF i v,%ﬁ Tk BE o E G i Chdgck 1
- A LR A LR L 2 Sl

- BT

dom A AT 2ZRFTREEFEE D - oo FRFES §EF
T2 PATAF A B AT ARRIL TR I e 222 HAIRE R E > H e
AR AT FF G o HHT A g R

Boj@rri Al REaaerze- REgag i) 2543 b2
M AL - KR oA 46 £ 4T R A8 LB R E A A BE] B YR

A CREFRFAITRASTIRRLFTLE A RFFHRFLT 252 5

i

RETORHACLZRFREUSKTRL AR TGS =B 20
FOUBRPMFIRN BT P E R KT S AR A
AB2ZHFHRML NI T LAR3 AFER 310
INPFTEEEGHFHE > R fFerlr KT REAS2 =B
P2V OBRBATIRAREY 0 L 4F R 32 0 4t - 7 7 % % {- Bernard and
Thomas(1990)¢r Dechow etal. (1995)*7# 12 2 - R 5 - £ ¥3 FH &
FrER B EF TRAPERF > SE-BRFFEAEF R EBT > PIEH A K
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BEARAE Z0 AT RETREFF I H L ERS LT

RFRE  EOTMBHEAFFT P IRFT LI P LI LA -
HPr PEFox? o AT TRYEN LS PFEE D FA R B

Z_AZFRAR Y o
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3046 B AETLHTF b A

#-3] A Pi=aota; ab_return; +a,BV;t&

Eit 1-week 1-month 3-month 6-month 9-month 1-year
long position 1.463 2.150 -0.451 -5.345 -7.525 -12.377
short position -0.714 -2.370 -0.554 -0.303 4.668 8.348
market 0.192 0.297 0.225 -0.208 -0.623 -0.907
long-market 1.272 1.853 -0.676 -5.137 -6.902 -11.470
(7.283)= (5.392)%= (-1.152) (-6.861) (-7.839) (-11.655)=
short-market -0.906 -2.667 -0.779 -0.096 5.291 9.255
(5.988)x= (-8.999) <+ (-1.525) (-0.147) (5.763)= (8.827)x=
portfolio(long+short) 0.749 -0.220 -1.005 -5.648 -2.857 -4.029
portfolio-market 0.558 -0.517 -1.230 -5.440 -2.234 -3.122
(34.516) % (-16.728) (-23.188)+ (-82.994) (-25.628) (-35.767)

a Ed] A iR pEe 1T 0 TR IR L0 (EiY) 5 £ FEFREL ISR E2Z A FPEFRESNIEFE ORI FPEEIN MG FEFRE I FFE P HFFE
AR F oo EAEE MG 20 E A2 - L g7 § ig(long position) > B 52 W A 2 — % & it {7 3x 3 (short position) o
b. dIFREZREPFE » 233 > &I F 28 2 3FpY L portfolio #

C. ®Fesdr~izsEpiz £ 4 & portfolio-market
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% 4-7 WA BE2Z L FT e sy
ﬁ:’_.‘t'] B: Pi,t=(lo+(l1 ab_returni,t+agBVi,t+a3EPS_FY1 itT€it
Eit 1-week 1-month 3-month 6-month 9-month 1-year
long position 1.895 2.842 0.439 -2.463 -5.615 -6.604
short position -0.952 -1.744 0.575 2.051 3.836 4.440
market 0.190 0.295 0.219 -0.217 -0.617 -0.970
long-market 1.706 2.546 0.220 -2.246 -4.998 -5.635
(9.047) = (6.898)* (0.346) (-2.780) %+ (-5.522) = (-5.423)+
short-market -1.141 -2.039 0.356 2.268 4.453 5.410
(-7.086)x (-6.486) (0.656) (3.289) (5.887) (6.130)
portfolio(long+short)  0.944 1.098 1.015 -0.412 -1.779 -2.165
portfolio-market 0.754 0.803 0.795 -0.195 -1.162 -1.195
(46.249)*** (25.344) (14.584) = (-2.801)#+* (- 11.057) (-12.671)%
a. Mid B & 111‘3’5'51-:\% BR AR AREYF CEEFPEEIFFEL A PEFREANIFRE - RIFFELI NG FEFRE )P FRE PP FFE
W F oo EAFE MG 20 E A2 - L g7 | ig(long position) > F 5 2 W A 2 - M E i {7 3x 3 (short position) o

b. @I FRE LA RPFE » 2% > R F L 2 WwpY L portfolio

C. ®Fesdr~izsEpi2 £ 4 & portfolio-market
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# 4-8 3 CEP2Z L F 2 &P

Pi=agtaiab_return;+o,BVita3EPS FY1;+adLTG forecastitei
Eit 1-week 1-month 3-month 6-month 9-month 1-year
long position 2.128 3.054 0.269 -2.418 -5.018 -5.928
short position -0.867 -1.249 0.752 1.562 2.092 2.511
market 0.191 0.302 0.222 -0.223 -0.653 -0.986
long-market 1.937 2.752 0.047 -2.195 -4.365 -4.943

(9.014) (6.541) -0.065 (-2.384) (-4.203) (-4.181)
short-market -1.058 -1.551 0.53 1.785 2.745 3.496

(-6.133) = (-4.608) -0.912 (2.417) (3.388) (3.711)~
portfolio(long+short)  1.261 1.805 1.021 -0.857 -2.926 -3.418
portfolio-market 1.07 1.503 0.799 -0.633 -2.273 -2.432

(65.358)+ (47.293)++ (14.612)+ (-9.112) (-21.191)++ (-25.644)

a. MEA C A fﬂ;/.,\ﬁ Ilerm LB (Eip) 7 FEER 1% @7 ii—n}; B2 A%f
Wrd e HWEALEERFE2ZHF A2 - % Eie(7 T} i2(long position) > i F

b. @I FRE L RPFE » 2% > R F L 2 WwpY L portfolio

FER R E A i%‘l}: BRI R RE  FER RS R B R

KIS
{w
2k
el
&
(\x
!
v
P}

£ ig {7 *x 7 (short position) o

C. #F sy dzdppi2 £ 47 2 portfolio-market
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Bl 3 B3 A~ B~ CEBLT 2 £ 470 )

I-month

_—
_—
12
n

~1-week

nth

(1 )85 bt w8 8 F 3
N S T o P

REASHAHE

B Model A

ModelB = Model C

ig%\ 4-6 ~ 4-7 ~ 4-8 z_ 1\ i
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FIE RmpER

AEFARERAP AP L ARFIRIHHAHY 2] U HA k2

Py e BEk o
¥ - piw

FADHEFG? > I R ERL 0 KRR Bonk o UMaRA ST P
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