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Abstract

Based on the sample of A-share listed companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen from 2012 to 2021, the
influence and mechanism of goodwill on audit fee were discussed. The findings suggest that goodwill
is positively correlated with audit fee. The mechanism analysis shows that when the enterprise is in a
high business risk, the positive effect of goodwill on audit fee is significantly enhanced. Further in-
depth analysis shows that the accounting treatment of goodwill impairment and the introduction of
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goodwill impairment policy have an impact on audit fee: goodwill impairment can positively and
significantly affect audit fee, and after the introduction of the “Goodwill Impairment” policy, audi-
tors will invest more audit resources in higher risk areas and charge higher audit fee for enter-
prises that provide for goodwill impairment. This study is of reference for goodwill auditing.
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1. 518

A4, A A B R AR T E CER K 520K, I R s 1 2 I PGE BT
e 7 A T Ak (R I, L SEARR I TS AR 0 ML AR BRI BE ST IR U o B R T Al A8 X 7o
VHEAE ST B R A A BAT SR 2 00 F WA P 5 Al T ANERE 1, R B A Il R OR R AR I
T URE. YOMBARE XTI, mrE PR F BRI, FERR Bk S— BRI, i ZEX
AT AL, B B IRE AR K B R BEME R K

FETH T 320 0 2 EAURAE R, HIERER 2T 2018 FF i &5 (S THRE MRIER 5 8 5——ii%
TRAE) S TFBOR, ZER BT m R ERE 5 PR UGIAT, IR WIEHAT (5 B 4ER . BT iF 2
BN NP RN 1 S Y AN o= T e e Ry e A o (VBT 30 0 97 N P 2o = 9 AN v N P
THIMVP Al BB XS R e Do T XUSS: AR 22 T 132 32 IR /KCT, SRS TR ANG AN R T L
S SE N B SE BT AR R, TR 78 038 24 1 A THIE R R AR At A BEARAIE . vk S I A s vk i i
T RER Ty, A BRAN B TR 2 o TS A Ml U 5545 JE PR Sk 5 T FE IR A SR S F) o T DL P AR
b

Tk, ATV 2012~2021 4 2 [AIFRE R A B LA w0 55 s e mt FOREA, RS
TR B 2 T8 (F3K 2 L R 228 XU 2 LR i i A2 L ke 8 (K4

2. k=l
2.1, Bt ERNHEXHR

WU 2 A R U T — DR ARG 4, AR T TR R I A R AR R R R T TR E
BN BT RS E AN BT BT = AN 5T . [EAh223E Simunic (1980) [1]5 82 T 2 e i A,
HAN R U T B H T AR A A T T XS AN 2o i 5 45 BT RS 0T DR 3 o e gk 2 5
R AEAE R R 4518 . Simunic (1980) [1]. Firth (1985) [21K& I3 45 i U AR B IF A2 5 5 A0 &
1fii Francis [3] (1984)Z1#5 % T 5 HAH R A 4518 . BN S8 o T E S I hsg s it Bt 81
WHot. BT Simunic BEAYEEAE, FEHTF TAEERATTM: XREE(2003) [41ABUME  vF BAL 58 = AR . ol
% B ARG O S T SR B E LR R . R U KRR 7T A AMEORAUN — BUUR R R, A
TeHG = UEHE (7K 4% 5, 2005) [5]5 Al B 7= 47 57 e th 2 2 5 LR SR KT (R, 2013) [6]. FEH THIT
HEITIH: XHREF(2003) [4] I H TS 2% 5 55 55 T IS AN AE IR DG &R o TITATLR 48 (2003) [7]4E H THA
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FOH ORI AR ZE 18, SIS 55 55 s OBk, RIRURBSROR 1R 55 45 B 140 o A0 2% 4 N 3t 2
ey o [N S 4% T AR B AR S el TR UACRR P AR B SR R (R AT #, 2005 [8]. EfL, 2013 [6]).

2.2. HEABEEWHEXHR

1) FEM LA

B P4 R A DI AN N TETE 572 — Ja SR R - SRR I = AP B, 1260 ) [ Br 2 1 v I
oo 0T A2 PR R E L A, &I A — . JEBES5R(2008) [9]IA iR ity 2 A 9
M ZE ST — R o Tk E%5(2020) [L014E H —Fh B AT AT T 2 5 St 2=, BP RS s e A
2o S E T A A 5 A (T T 3 7= — B, TE RIS A T 0 3R JOR R & I 45 20 fs B R I
Dy T A B M RIERAE, R R R R R A R AT A

2) REATE R

X F R 5 R WEG G RO EE . DE2018) [111RBL: fE— A FHREE T, At
A F IR AR« 3o v RN R 2 VAR i AL, AR T3 IR — PR 2, R —Fh 5 v B
SO, EOCI(2017) [12]. F$1(2021) [13]AR I E AR & 5 7= o IR AR 2 THE BRI AT REE, ok
St E BB . HARR B B 5 MR A e . X1 2R (2021) [14] & B #1238 0 6o i 2 e AT DA Ik, 3t
P2 005 25 DA Ak B4z R E H 1 o

2.3. BESHEITSEEXTR

KL G AER TR 2 R I, P2 T o U 2 KT = AR IE [ SE i (VPRI R, 2022) [15]. {H 250 e
TR R0 R BEAR T FE VAR AR, AR TR R ETAT AN . B ARSI A . A
FHR55(2018) [16]. AJ2Fa(2020) [17]AE AR E B 1) A FE R I 225 ) O A A R N T E . fhfi1a@
B R AR E AR B I R I ARSI R B TR ER . R (2019) [181HF 7T R A v AR A B TR 9
k&S, RIMAFHREBRERE, RRAF KRB SR L . X SN T AR KER.
LGRS, AT T XU, BRI B T E e A R . AR A (2021) [19]: T Ak Py sl £ B L TE
PSS o UL 9 AR IE [ B R S, P s R A B S R T A A

3. B ERSMRRIL
3.1. EipEAM

1) MRS G SRS S RIS RIR, ol A R B H i, Bk a LT
FEAPVEAG LR, T 2 VR R R U, BLK DS T B AR s (ESE e, R
S PR PERTFLY AU 25 303 B A JE K TR BRI

2) FHCREEE, ML FIE LA TR I, Bt Rl “PIhUN S —— I b i
B BALEIN SR (FRUT BAEERIZINTE, M ATT RS 17, B S AR L
WS O LS TR T PR BOStRi , PUIREETE AR TS Se Rt TR IR 2
FE77, R ERT 5, MRS &S, R TR R .

3) s BRMARER G, T S AR T T TR, 38 5 007 o SRR R
R, (R R MR R (R AR RS k.

3.2. MR

B T A R T e XS B AT e SR e T R IR B T R, A SRR vt o AL B AT R B
BT DR AR AL o 30 SR 2 W) B 0 i P XUz v, o RIS B . LA SCRRR B R B R T

— SN

e-RAN IR

Y,

]
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Ak 2 THE BRI AT BENE, RS THE B IS, IRt i £ AR (50, 2017) [12]. JFHIF
VT 2 B BOR (K _E i =], LB AROR A S ML B (£, 2021) [13]. PR RESR Aol (1 KU
RO R XU G g 2R o B, B T R T KU AR R T B2 AR, o T ok B 2 f) o o
IR RN A T2 h e [R5 2 25507, T G ZE AR R ) B THIE S RS o T 4
W, RXICREIEIN TR T AR R, A SR S TR . BT, ARSCHR BB Hio

R Ha: RS TR IR AR R

USSR R ARV 228 WS 5 U B B DA G, Aol XRG4 %50 5 o T U JURG: fi 47 S22 B0 B 5 )
Bl E ZR (R 5 2020) [20] - ARHE LA ER 18 LUK AT B A ARERLIE , 72 Il i = R 2278 KU S 00 T
SR AL R AR E B TR, VE R RN . & BR AT OB T f 2 1 R (A A K
B HE, T ARRM SIS F AR A . RS SUS T8I TR B R A M ok, Xt
TUURHE, BHZLHFR TOLSURINIIIE T, I e L7 o S0k, A th ik H2.

fRBE H2: AHEL T2 USSR AR Aioll, 288 XS ey A ol o 3 5545 o o i PR 2 TR) A TEAH 9% 5 22 5
&, RlaE KR 2R R .

4, fFigit
4.1. BRI

AL 2012~2021 FEFREVF . BRI A R BT AR R, IFil i E 222 (CSMAR) 24 FE A1 75
75(WIND) S BE SR I A REAS B, 54 R B EXCEL BEATEI AL . MO, i bl R A%
SEREARBAR AT I3 (1) BBk 2012~2021 4EHISCAS B 45 M B IO A FIREA: (2) TRBRITA &xfids 1
WAFREAR; (3) kR 2012~2021 4ElE] ST, *ST HUFEA; (4) AME AT HARCEDE, I B 10
ERATREA; (5) N T BRI, A ELA BT 1%48 R4 . 40d IR EE ML, &
SR AR 20,280 M RBIEFEA
42 BEBEX

1) pefireAr . it (Auditfee)

AR (R SRR AR B IR R, (TS Auditfee o, i %, 2t 45 (2003) [4] & 7 =K
DA b A SR 2 AR AE B IR 2 1) B AR BOR FE R T2, S BUEERS, R A I i Bk s

2) R E: FE(GW_1, GW_2)

AR R P N R AR R, AT S GW FoR. ASCH GW_1, GW_2 4: RSk 2% %
77 Hrf GW_1 Nr AR, #E R A IR PR WIE S 1, BN 05 GW_2 NEUE L&, H
A I A P 2 AT T 7 R M T AL ) AR B i A P i 5

3) AT E

ARSLUAAN S RSV E AR AT AR R, 5% 508 (2020) [21]5 N E R, H Z-score 57 K iy
B, B Z A, A R ST o

ZR R T SN

2 MR FE B = 3.3x BB AT / SR 7 + LA BAAFIR S | R P +1.2x BB 7 | A
+0.6x I FE R TIE / S A +0.999 < 48 B RN / 8 B 77

5 N

)

=

N

€]

4) A
2 R R TS R K 5 A A R ARG, ARSCAE 4 Simunic (1980) [1]F1x1%#(2003) [4]%5 A\ HIHF 5T
EH N AR s A RS S8 (Size) s MISGRI(ACT) 17 57 (Stoc) Al KUK 2K : T8 LE % (QR)-

. SN

e-RAN IR

]
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WA,

MSZHEFLEBFI(IDP). B ffii % (Lev) . KIRAR KRR LLGI(First), i 1T 55 B 28 di 15 W (Opinion).
PFrUUK(Bigd). AMvERiZE: =AU B (SOE).
BEAh, AT AR A0 AT L (IND) RS AN 473 (Y ear) RS BEAT#2 « BAAAR B E XU+ 1 s

Table 1. Definitions of key variables
Fl TEENR

A ERAY E TN AR B AR 5E X
Wefp e Ar i Auditfee RS R E SINIE RN P
fRRAL & GW_1 [k FEAERIZBUE N 1, B0
fiR AL & GW_2 ik R 5 VA S
AR z 8 A Bk A (D)
A Size B BB E SRR
Il A Acr ISAle el LS I e
AR B Stoc e IR
P A & QR L2 BB ) S i
A R IDP GLRVAEE AR ] M EHNBEE A
A Lev P B i itk s
A & First KIE AR LA R AR FF IR S B8
P A Opinion BT R JEbRETC AR B I 1, A5 0
Il A Big4 B[ 7THUIpN B F AT [ BRPU R 1, 50 0
A & SOE PR T A AV IBE A 1, B0
PR IND A7l 5 R P
PR Year A3 I 5 AR P4

4.3, BRI E

ARICAT ISR S W 2 KOG R, &% Simunic (1980) [L]FIX1%£(2003) [415 AR FE,
SEANTR F EAREA(L), FHEEA R GW I RECN a1, TINZ RERE NIE.

Auditfee = ¢, + o, GW + o, Size + o Acr + ¢, Stoc + . QR + o, IDP + o, Lev

+agFirst + a,Opinion + a,,Big4 + a,,SOE + Y IND+)_ Year + ¢

FERA() T Auditfee Y T3], GW VR, HARAELINIEHIATE, IND Rt b E v,
Year LR [ E R, & RonBEHLILZ) T .
N T A2 B ARG AE USSR AN R 2 T (R RO, S n R el AR (2), AR GW R 5K
PRSI GW  Z KL oo TN GW REL 1 NIE, ZIRITGW * Z REY fo & N B
Auditfee = g, + S,GW + B,GW * Z + f,Z + f,Size + S Acr + S;Stoc + 5,QR + S, IDP + S, Lev
+ B First+ B,0pinion + 3,Bigd + 5,,SOE + > IND+ Y_ Year + &

FERBTY (2) Hh 22 BB ST ST GW * Z ) ) T 1 2 J (Auditfee) FR R MRS TR , 58 W 22 7 XSy PO 1 45 200
HARAEE 5 QBRI .

(1)

7Y (2)
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5. SLELER
5.1. RS

FEBENRRMESFS Ra2 2 s, #1125 H (Auditfee) P IME A 13.750, i K{E N 16.060, %
/IME N 12,540, ZERERCK. (HAE HARAEZE N 0.679 AT LUE Y, ACFE f5 1) & i 2 AR A B &), U
NN B (GW_1)¥IME N 0552, N 1, RIAKI PEFEAFIER T, A GW_2)(EAN
0.029, ¥l 0, ¥MERT FAECRHBEE S A Wi . 28 XK (2)%1E 9 5.787, H{7% 3.308,
AR K 22 B Ml T I P X R B e ) 4252 bt 2509 7,537, BB I KR BHAEAR G 8 UG A Ay, s
K. RN/ MECA-0.205, 5 KMEH N 47.790, FRAIHEEL AV 2275 AR K, T I B8 =38 5510 T g

Table 2. Descriptive statistics results of main variables
2. TETEWEMSITER

AR, FAR ®fE iz % bk /MA EON |
Auditfee 20,280 13.740 13.650 0.679 12.540 16.060
GW_1 20,280 0.552 1 0.497 0 1
GW_2 20,280 0.029 0 0.069 0 0.377
Z 20,280 5.787 3.308 7.537 —0.205 47.790
Size 20,280 22.400 22.25 1.305 19.740 26.240
Acr 20,280 0.137 0.114 0.115 0 0.496
Stoc 20,280 0.147 0.111 0.142 0 0.726
QR 20,280 1.731 1.111 2.001 0.166 13.220
IDP 20,280 0.374 0.333 0.053 0.333 0.571
Lev 20,280 0.447 0.440 0.209 0.056 0.934
First 20,280 0.560 0.562 0.151 0.230 0.899
Opinion 20,280 0.036 0 0.187 0 1
Big4 20,280 0.059 0 0.235 0 1
SOE 20,280 0.420 0 0.494 0 1

5.2. EAhEVILER

AR SO BT (1) RAR I 7 25 (GW) 5 B 1 9% FH (Auditfee) Z AT YOG 22, MTTSRAIEMEL 5 1, EL[al 45 S an
3PN H(1) 5145 58 (4) FHHE 2 A A A28 i B [ [ g 2088 AR A b o] s 280 7 T A N HE At 2 1) A8 2 i 1)
S5 Ak 2R (GW_1) 5 5 11 2% F (Auditfee) 2 8] ) R0 0.185, il i 2 (GW_2) 5 & it %% H
(Auditfee) 2 [A] [ RECH 1.324, HIYTE 1%/KF L0 . RPFEREWEXT 6 M5~ B EREm. 25
(2)FI AN (G)FNEARE o AN BEAAT A AR B, R 2R (GW_1) MR 25 (GW_2) 5 # it 2% H (Au-
ditfee) i1 R %5318 0.054. 0.244, HIGTE 1%/KTF L8 EMC. M INERRT ST EE, B
(GW_1)FIRG 2 (GW_2) 5 5 it 3% F (Auditfee) ) REUKIALE 1%/K-F EEZFHIEMIG, HEMPIEIER?)
BErbEmE. LA EEEEEI AT AR SR, 68 AR Z SRR . & 3 RIS i 2 H
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HA RE RPN, RS S A B EOE, (R 5 SOV E BURIRARE B T H, i A 4
b 2 F R R AR R 2 P e o AR RS e ) L o T PG, o U B R B e T AR R A A
JRURR: AT S - PR BERAR 28 T 33 32 IR K P o (RIS gy o R W %o o i 5% BT ) AR T i), 75
X DR 52 e PR MV MACHRCSE v 4 XU A7 o BT 51 A2 o T 2l P K BT R HL ST

Table 3. Regression results of goodwill and audit fee criteria

3. MESHITNEEERAER

1) 2 3 4 (5) (6)
AR & GW_1 GW_1 GwW_1 GW_2 GW_2 GW_2
Auditfee Auditfee Auditfee Auditfee Auditfee Auditfee
0.185™" 0.054™" 0.055™"
GW_1
(13.54) (5.02) (5.48)
1.324™ 0.244™ 0.405™"
GW_2
(13.56) (2.71) (4.72)
Controls NO YES YES NO YES YES
13.34™ 3.924™ 5.974™ 13.34™ 3.848™ 6.021""
Constant
(1367.41) (17.58) (22.23) (1367.41) (16.72) (21.63)
Year & IND YES NO YES YES NO YES
N 20280 20280 20280 20280 20280 20280
Adjust-R? 0.4315 0.5833 0.6218 0.4361 0.5822 0.6222

5.3. {ERHHIHRLE

N T BRAIEAE AR TG AN (5] (1 22785 AR 7K ST R R 2508 6 THUSC 3R (520 A TEAN [ o AR ST A (2) ke
s RS ER, EERRFEZGW) S MR ZRITCGW «Z R B EE, FH/FSEE
Hft. RERA RN 4 Fin. HAIRSE BB WA B (GW_1)5 MW (2) /™ A= I A2 e T3 GW * Z AT B
TH 3% FH 2 B 1) R %08-0.002, HAE 5%/KF B3 B2 (GW_2) 5 Ml X (Z) 7 A= I A2 e Tt GW =+ Z Fll
BT 9 P [ R E0N—-0.032, HAYERFTE 1%/KF B3 . RFATETIIG Z B8N RIS R R) (1 4
MR, RS TR ) IE TR N TN A, R IR 7 7 S TS B R R A5 S B IE R Y
LR (B P 2ot o PN v R 7o e T e 1) = A o 42 P 6 R e @ Y G S R L 3 E N
SO H2 73 BI5E .

Table 4. Results of the moderating effect of operational risk

= 4. ZERGHETRNERSE

1) )
& GW_1 GW_2
Auditfee Auditfee
oW 0.068™" 0.664™"
(5.81) (6.40)
GW 7 -0.002™ -0.032™
(-2.23) (~4.96)
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ak

7 0.001 0.002™

(1.15) (2.07)

Controls YES YES
Constant s.970 6.020
(22.08) (21.50)

Year & IND YES YES

N 20280 20280

Adjust-R? 0.6221 0.6243

e UL TN A RIMRERTE 1%, 5%, 10%KF LR, S AN E.

5.4. RREEARE

B vhue e U7 0 ARSCR A v 2 5 I e ot i) 22 A (B R 0SB R G &) 1
i i PSSR BOARME . SR AR (1) EAT R R1H, DRSS R W 5 Bk, A 5 ATAL: (3) (6)FIRBIMA
S AIAT L RS B A AR ) AR RS, RIS (GW_L) (GW_2) A1 T4l 3% (Auditfee) 2 ] ) R EUAE 1%
K E R ENIE . AFIER A AR o vh i i s, JF As8ai s, diitiilkEk,
B b A F TR RS S BAT R B TP R ARG, MU HL B RIEE, AR EEIELE A R
P,

Table 5. Robustness test of alternative measures of audit fee

5. BHREITH RN EEANPREERE

1) 2 (3) 4) (5) (6)
Bl GW_1 GW_1 GW_1 GW 2 GW_2 GW_2
Auditfee Auditfee Auditfee Auditfee Auditfee Auditfee
65836™" 36352"" 31229
GW_1
(9.97) (5.89) (5.04)
584842™" 452718 358834
GW 2
(11.59) (9.09) (7.26)
Controls NO YES YES NO YES YES
Constant
(4.49) (-12.64) (-13.96) (11.72) (-11.47) (-13.19)
Year & IND YES NO YES YES NO YES
N 18252 18252 18252 18252 18252 18252
Adjust-R? 0.0166 0.0418 0.0524 0.0229 0.0470 0.0552
e LT R RAE 1%, 5%. 100K ERE, ES NN LE.
6. H—L 5

B THITAERS 24 R BEAT BTN, 2 B R SR AL A R 2 R, DAZE 70 W 5 9P A il ) XU R
ST A S S E 6 0] B T SR KT AR B B2 A IR A s, HL 2 28 ) T I B v A 2 RN, IR

— RV

A RIIRES
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RONLAG B S E N8 o AHRAEAE A T o S B e B AT RSB A e, P T ML AR B AR )
HZ o BEIAAAEAR G 2 AR XSS, (H 2 KA R B I SR I, T XS S 5 A A B
FEW SRR Bk, RS ST ARE A O T R R E A B AR o A TR IR R A 15 2 2
SN BT RKT? JF H 2018 SEE K & (RERE) BOR)E, EXTIBERAIEM T, HEREX 5%
TR SR A A A RERIREN 2 SO AN A AT iE— B e fr 5t

6.1. MEMESHITEE

AT BSOSt KRR RE R A R R, IR EIA A 4152 1. KR {E(DGW) &2
BE (D) A (GW) R, A7k HI A& (IND) & e A 4 w2 2 )38 & (Company), HR{zHH| 2 &
WRFF— B T MM AR R EEATIER 2 )5, FR AR SRR b — AT AR, B4
RN 6 frone B(D)FERIUST T Z R RbsiER, SQ)FIRMA FJZ MR E A ER. 5(1). (51
IHAE (DGW) -5 i T 58 2 [A] R AH G R %0388 0.009,  HIHTE 1%/KF 1R . RIARIERIE 2 B
Wi e TS R Ko 62 T O T ToiESE DN SR Ve, AR T, PRl A AR R RS . BT
X PR S R AR R DL S AEATE SR IO 22 HO A0 79 I iCOR B IE TH SR R BB A BEE B2 1 HR T TR RS,
BT B T B o e TS KT, FF A B T

Table 6. Regression results of goodwill impairment and audit fee
6. MERMESHEITWHREERIER

A Auditfee Auditfee
0.009™" 0.009™"
DGW
(3.41) (2.73)
Controls YES YES
8.645™ 8.645™
Constant
(18.20) (12.93)
Year & Company YES YES
N 4152 4152
Adjust-R? 0.9356 0.9356

Ve LT O RIREAE 1%, 5%. 10%KFE FRE, FESANt{E.

6.2. MEMEBIRSHITUS

kR (FEIRED) BURIRHS, Hx T il st i, ASCHyd DID B, JeAh5 i RIANE 2
AR TSR ACT AR, [Fl— AR AR d T A e 22 5, DA SO S e i . LA
B E IR

Auditfee, = j, + Streat, + S, period, + S,treat, * period, + >_ B,Control, + f, + f, +¢,

A, 0y t RIRIRA T SEG(CLERNBALD), Auditfee, R g RAT B THIR S, AR 1§ A7 tEXR
B2 . treat F1 period AEMALE . treat BRIV E, W RE 2 EBUR W W EUE Y 1, F
4 0. period Ay E EEFNAE B, 2018 F K LAFEUEN 1, ZATHUER 0o M HAL AT i 52 3 5 2 s {H B
S I H. period >2018 i}, treat ™ period BUE N 1, 75N 0. Control Z 7 S B A 98 i) H Al 4 1l 25
&2, B EHIC—8. iR AR BERN, f 3R R 2 8 .
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FEAGTHEE R 7 Pros (Bl Sl PRI . IR A W IATSERMALE treat * period 5 Hi it
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