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Abstract

Patient capital emphasizes a long-term orientation in value creation, and shareholder stability
represents a key micro-level manifestation of this concept. Prior research has largely examined
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ownership characteristics from a static perspective, offering limited evidence on the economic con-
sequences of shareholder stability as a dynamic attribute. Using a sample of Chinese A-share listed
firms, this study empirically investigates the impact of shareholder stability on auditor decisions.
We find that greater shareholder stability is associated with lower audit fees and a lower likelihood
of receiving modified audit opinions. Mechanism analyses indicate that shareholder stability affects
auditor decisions through two primary channels: enhanced governance monitoring and increased
stability of corporate strategies. Further analyses show that audit quality is not compromised, and
the effect on audit fees is mainly driven by a reduction in abnormal audit fees. From the perspective
of auditor decisions, this study provides micro-level empirical evidence on the governance value of
patient capital.
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LA IR F) 22 52 A B BB B A AT s AT R0 . Lk, RO BA” N HE
BUORWRE, HAZ O T 51 3 3R B A e i KA GG . WO A A B X LB IR, R K
W, RO R IR ADL A I E A, thRHRFERE B I E R MS 5 ORI i .
PRI, ASSORE AR AR E PERL TR 0 BEAAE b 23 =) J= 1 (0 AT RALE, R B Z LR ol A 22
BERAR 2R T RS, 3 T 20 e T R 55
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BT N BT 1 B BE B, Hle 3% 5 5 L R SO TR IR AR A e 1k 10 XU ¥ B AR S A1 1
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W 55 4 i RS ANFF S22 B R T ML VPO . BRATEFURIL, b 55 KU 228 e e i &
AR BRF AL 2 SR B TR (8 RSz, I3t — 2D A T IS B A TR L5 ]-[8]. (EEIAT STk D A
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i A BN A H RS E P 2k AR RO o T TR SR

F—s RARREVER BT oL B A B . KB IIW & 5 A R A R E R, A
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BERAER R - A IR HH Bl & P 5| B VR AN . A PIAUR I, AERE I R AR IR B 234 e o 11 9
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S SN & - N NI R R L e N D vl R AR S  | 2  e a  S AN DT oy G S Sl 1

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2026.154122 1167 [ bR 2 1A


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2026.154122
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Fliks 55

FOEEA B TR s A HESE . MR A OQERINL S, W fefe (i 2R R B A s sl &
T IR N SE AL RSB A, RERS RS T2 I A R UIME S 0, SRR Al SE 30
HAR[3] [10]o  H FRAE I 508 ¥ AR DR RC B B AR 1, AU thlk 35 = sk, s
LEAEE N B ARG BB 11]-[13]0 P, A€ BOARIE EHF H AR S B AR 228 XU, 8 )i
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AR TR E BRI =AT5HT: 28—, ABARSFSEAE LA KRR B 4 F A (30 A5 WL A 0 JEg JI A 4544
LUFRRWTIT; 5, KRR E RGN Tl RS R FAESL, R M E IR BN 2 H ARAS E P12 A
FIBRARs =, ANEHUE RS A e T B A, DT B A IO OUL A BE A (B SR (e BRI

2. WA
2.1. ERIENSHIERIER

ARICIEHL 2007~2022 P E A BT AFCAWTFREA, FFREATIR L. ARG, e
AL A K SRR AR B R R B A B - AEEREAS . BB IRARARE VR SR AR R ARSI W) & 11, AR T 2007
o RXFTHRMALR, it AFAHLRM % EHE K 3 CSMAR HE % .
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Table 1. Variable definitions
F1. TEENX

BRI ZEKHT ZEEEN
JBE AR R CSTAB5 R 5% LA B AR AIRR e e, BRI R L IE ST
CRN & AUDITFEE bl AR EE o o1 9% -G v BB 2R 4.
HEUBENN “DRHELAEEL” , WIRERN 0; HHITEILN
G-y OPINION RERN” . OHAFIBMEREENY . CTH RN
TREEN” « “HEFRREN” S, MRER 1.
Al KA SIZE A B 7= A B SR B
FufrsKF LEV Al F il AR P R A
AR ROE Ak R 5 BT AL I E .
ZEDER CFO BT A k=8 ] Fagla X B/ el = R 8
1715 B SRR T INVREC VA7 B AR RS ST A e B IR BB
BN QUICK ANV IR B BT 8 2 A7 B S T B U IR LU AR
] 2 B L E PPE il o] B 7 A S R P I LA
T {E K T L MTB A bt T 5 BT A B i EE
PR R SOE A HUE R 1, HAbg 0.
B E R L MGRHD AV BRI R S A U .
T ITRFAIE BIG4 HI AT RS HITHESFZ—, N1, BUH O,
JBER B HERFD AL 10 A7 KB AR e i LU A8 ¥ ~F 5
BRI LOSS R AERT—FERETH, WA, FNUAHO.
H oA BSIZE A b FE o NBH) B AR
7 o = L INDEP Al E A S E S AR HE.
AR AGE Ak EATEERR DN 1 )5 I AR

2.3, EREEIT
9 B A R AR R T B TR TR AT N IR DG R, AR SR [l AR
AUDITFEE/OPINION,

it+1

=B, + BCSTABS,, + BSIZE,, + B,LEV,, + B,ROE, , + B,CFO,,
+ BINVREC,, + B,QUICK, , + APPE,, + f,MTB,, + ,,SOE,,
+ 4, MGRHD,, + 5,,BIG4, , + B,HERFD, , + ,LOSS, , + B, BSIZE |,
+ B, INDEP, , + 3,,AGE, , + Year FE + Industry FE + ¢, ;n

&)

H.F, AUDITFEE 1 OPINION 4353/~ R —Hidi it 2t A8 it 2 W, CSTABS £oniif 5%LL AR
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3.1. fEiREgt

"2 T FERENRRES ISR . HH 3 FH(AUDITFEE) I 3ME N 13.877, dEbrdEdithE W,
(OPINION)[PJ35MH N 0.047, KL 4.7%MIREARA A H B AR #E S 1H B W AT e PE(CSTABS) I3
55 0.935, VEHIREAR LRI 5% L i 4 38k B R mka e v

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. fEi gt
ZE HAE HE PrifEE ®/ME p25 g p75 BXE

AUDITFEE 36,277 13.877 0.696 12.578 13.385 13.816 14.254 16.253
OPINION 36,277 0.047 0.212 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
CSTAB5S 36,277 0.935 0.132 0.537 0.962 0.997 1.000 1.000
SIZE 36,277 22.210 1.292 19.582 21.311 22.045 22.945 26.157
LEV 36,277 0.448 0.203 0.062 0.289 0.445 0.600 0.895
ROE 36,277 0.046 0.162 —0.941 0.023 0.064 0.113 0.354
CFO 36,277 0.046 0.072 -0.177 0.007 0.045 0.087 0.252
INVREC 36,277 0.265 0.166 0.008 0.139 0.245 0.363 0.744
QUICK 36,277 1.678 1.804 0.167 0.692 1.111 1.875 11.501
PPE 36,277 0.219 0.164 0.002 0.090 0.186 0.313 0.706
MTB 36,277 2.867 2.990 0.319 1.227 1.993 3.324 20.680
SOE 36,277 0.391 0.488 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000
MGRHD 36,277 0.056 0.120 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.032 0.563
BIG4 36,277 0.058 0.233 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
HERFD 36,277 0.154 0.113 0.015 0.069 0.122 0.211 0.551
LOSS 36,277 0.107 0.309 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
BSIZE 36,277 2.131 0.202 1.609 1.946 2.197 2.197 2.708
INDEP 36,277 0.375 0.053 0.312 0.333 0.357 0.429 0.571
AGE 36,277 2312 0.670 0.693 1.792 2.398 2.890 3.367

3.2. ZREVAFHLER

3 RAE TR AR M E TIPSR 1 = mESE R FI(D)AFQR) BN, TEMAERIZEE S, CSTABS
X # TR R EE RECRN-0.105, FFE 1%K T L8, RPBARR S, &% K. 5/3)M51)
@R, MAERAZES, CSTABS X HEbrEd v & WL [ H R ECH-0.023, FEIE 5% K LR, K
JE 2 Fe s M R AR A e th B AEARHE T R LR . IR SE B SCRE HIT A H2.
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Table 3. Shareholder stability and auditor decisions
3. W RARESSEITRRE

B ) (2) 3) )
AUDITFEE AUDITFEE OPINION OPINION
CSTABS —0.186™" —-0.105™" —-0.055™" -0.023""
(~4.55) (~4.17) (~4.72) (-2.25)
Controls AFE il AN Eadll
N 36,277 36,277 36,277 36,277
F 20.690 337.927 22.295 32.305
2 a 0.174 0.661 0.008 0.109
Industry FE YES YES YES YES
Year FE YES YES YES YES

VE: LT IR 1%, 5% 10% 1G5 B FEKE .
33, BEMRE

3.3.1. AEHLE: BRETERRIZRE

AR Oster (2019) [16]00 REFE B ME 3G IR A iz . KI04s BN, TN 43 i A
Ja » B AR A g MR 1A R U —0.186 A2 A—0.105, F57E 1%/KF b 53 R4 B i 0.175 $2 5 &8 0.662,
Ho=3.15 KFIRFME 1, KPR EMRWIZEA L CUHER AR,

33.2. ERERTENEEO

9 HE By E I TR) T B R, AR ST Jal SRR LA M -G T R I B AR R E A AR

CSTAB5_5 #il CSTABS5_7. # 4 855 EoR, WBdabmxs 8 i 9 A SEAR A s vH = L B3 R B0 B N
B, RIS R AU TR o I B 1 (IR 4%

Table 4. Robustness tests using alternative time windows

4. ETERNEEOMREMERE

2 E @ @ &) @ 3 6 U @®
AUDITFEE AUDITFEE OPINION OPINION AUDITFEE AUDITFEE OPINION OPINION
CSTABS_5 —0.124™"  —0.091""  —0.060""  —0.034""

(-2.95) (-3.50) (-521)  (-3.41)

CSTAB5_7 -0.108" -0.095""  -0.069""  —0.039"**

(-2.33) (-3.29) (-5.39)  (-3.62)

Controls Eiatill il el il il Eiil Eiil Sl
Constant  14.028"  5.650"  0.105*  0.148™"  14.085™ 5567  0.114™*  0.173""
(356.44) (29.25) (9.61) (2.98) (343.62) (26.25) (9.93) (3.04)
31,029 31,029 31,029 31,029 24,768 24,768 24,768 24,768
F 8.684 289.944 27.165 31.150 5.426 249.964 29.006 29.226
2 a 0.170 0.656 0.010 0.112 0.133 0.637 0.012 0.119
Industry FE  YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
Year FE YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES

VE: LT IR E 1%, 5% 10%1 G5 B FEKE .
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333. ERBETENES X

DN HERR R E T A AL 7 AR, AR ST — 20 DART KB AR AR AT AR B R 1 LU A9 78 ) 1 8 3 2 4003 B2
fRFGH% Vol_Stab, FEM AR R RFFMR LB E . % 5 4R ER, Vol Stab X & 113k F fldEAr#E o
TR EE REOD BN T, OSSR,

Table 5. Robustness tests using an alternative measure of shareholder stability

5. ETRAREMERNENREMERE

@) 2 3 “@
B3
AUDITFEE AUDITFEE OPINION OPINION
Vol _Stab —0.027""* -0.012™" —-0.007""* —0.004""
(-5.15) (-3.82) (~4.57) (~2.96)
Controls 1 i P il
Constant 13.912" 5.692"*" 0.041™*" 0.103*
(1056.76) (29.45) (16.23) 2.17)
N 29,229 29,229 29,229 29,229
F 26.528 299.307 20911 29.900
2 a 0.139 0.645 0.010 0.112
Industry FE YES YES YES YES
Year FE YES YES YES YES

e LTS AR 1%, 5%, 10% R 40T R E K.

4. SZMHLE 9+
4.1. IEREH M

R B AR A AR KNI SIHL, BRI B R MY sk MR AL 2 2 AT . TRk, AR
ERCR B e B AL AR EE P R A BHR EE K o £ % Richardson %5(2006) [17]18F 78 L%, ASCR A 5%
ZEEFEE AN AR TR BIAATE, & etiE o 2 5 08 B 48 b (inv), P — 2 %0 1
b E 1 T SR [E] R B R AR KT, KA B G AR P 3 40 ([ VR 22 ) A0 A i 25 1 4% ) AR
RN TR o AV 2 AR R 58 T X 22 TR 55 7= i B A R, I LA B8 P AT AR AL AL 2,
HEITAN:

, AFA,, +AIA,, + ACIP,, + ALTI,,
inv,, = : ;FA. 1 : : 6)

10—

Hrh, AFA. AIA. ACIP. ALTI 735l R € 5=, IR0, FEE TR AR 55 1 A T |
—HIRE I, TA,, IR B AR AN AR SR AR ST, I A Al B B
B, THeREVE R IR AT, JRE I AR AL DO s e bt . FERIRRE b, AR
IR BRI, DY SR A AR &, AR KL AT S, RS, B
SR IR DL BT R S DA 43 B 16 1k R B BROAR), I N A [ 7 25508 AN AT b o] 5 2
Rio BARBRBEW T :
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inv,, =, +a,Growth + a,Lev,, + ;Size,, + a,Age,, + a;Cash,,

O]

+aRet,, +a,inv,, , + Year FE + Industry FE + ¢, ,

it-1

Hrr, Growth Ron VM KHLE, Lev AE 273, Size NN, Age N L4, Cash NH4:
FFA K, Ret ABCEEIBERE, inv,,  NFRGERIG I L 6508 15 1 B R AR RO o A 7Y [ g 42 il
SR [ RN AT [ 2 RN . AL Tobin’s Q I JG —HAME MK AR &, $EEUR TR 210 H
RNINVQ, i JE B T 4847

TEMCEER b, AR SO B0 1 AR A e PERT SRR 48 s i sg i, DLACAE SR B 5 di T e s 2 (A1)
K F, WIS AR AR R L AT E 38, % 6 B7R, CSTABS %F RNINVQ FI[EI 3 R %8—0.022
(p<0.01), R AFEEREBINHIHESCRIEE . H— DRI KM, RNINVQ 5 & 11H3% FH A& i1 & L&
FEREOG, UL AR A e M R 8 00 I s Ak MR B R B R T T R

Table 6. Test results of the governance monitoring effect
6. WEIRIBYNMRIER

SR @ 2) 3) “) ) (6)
RNINVQ RNINVQ AUDITFEE AUDITFEE OPINION  OPINION
RNINVQ;, 0.344™ —0.225" ~0.184" ~0.074*
(8.08) (-8.15) (-12.02) (-5.72)
CSTABS ~0.015™* ~0.022"*
(-3.24) (-5.05)
SIZE 0.004*** 0.364™ ~0.007"**
(6.36) (49.27) (-3.50)
Controls ANEEE il 75 il A i A i
N 34,168 34,168 37,633 37,633 37,633 37,633
F 10.472 99.857 65.241 358.928 144.440 48.703
2 a 0.006 0.072 0.220 0.684 0.015 0.181
Industry FE YES YES YES YES YES YES
Year FE YES YES YES YES YES YES

e T TR 1%, 5% 10% 40T R E KT

4.2. EEERREYN

A8 AR S NS A AR, A B T A8 B2 D9t & R 00l S o 55 R B Aolk b BRI,
AL BERE M Al 2278 H AR AR SE M o RS HEMEFE S (2014) [18]5% T4l H AR 1A 3R P Al
S Ml BRI A B D24 Ot A il AR HE AT (StratStab) o LT 5
5 HU Al R B 17 A G B S5 A PR 22 T S5 AR AR Aol FARYEEA &, 6T fill i RS ¢, DA
NEELE=F( -2, - 1, )ONRSNE I, TS B bRAE AR bR 8 P35 %2, B

Var(X,)=—= ¥, (X, X, ) ®

T L k=t-2

b, X FonAll i R kIS — S BAR IR B b, X, MiZIEhadE = w D g, B

=
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n=3. BlJG, XEAHIREE T ZRARTEAT W2 H AT PR AR R, DAY BRAS AT ML AE Al H A 5t
JERCE S50 LRGSR, R bRl 5 5 4R 7 ZFabr g, 13204 § TR0 ¢ f Al H AR &2
FEFEFa bR (StratStab) . ZFEAREERE K, FoRAAER & =Wl B bR SR AL B p s, Al B AR
REFRPE R R o P T3 A A S R P A o T 0 20 i A SR Aol AR B PR s, AR SR A R R B
HW, DA R A E br R R P BT S W F 45 SR BT [A]_E 2 T BRI T8 v T 38, AT BB 7R & A SR T
BT 9 FH RN A TH R L TR B L BRI 7R 8 4

AR SCE— A B 1 AR A e M Al B bR R AR B R, DR A H bR R R S T R 2 TR
IR F. 4 7 78, CSTABS X StratStab (1[5 RECH-0.101 (p < 0.01), KR E, ®IH
Fr i BERE B BRAG . StratStab X # TH 9% AN bR #E 5 THE WA [EE 250557958 0.050 (p < 0.05)F1 0.086 (p <
0.01), BEEIML H b5t m s ik R S o iF 2 42, LRREE B Arfae itk SR

Table 7. Test results of the business objective stability effect
* 7. FEEHRENNMREER

55 ) (2) 3) ) ) (6)
StratStab StratStab AUDITFEE AUDITFEE OPINION  OPINION
StratStab 0.020 0.050" 0.225™" 0.086""
(0.66) (2.50) (12.93) (5.78)
CSTAB5 -0.151""* -0.101""*
(-7.84) (-5.82)

Controls AFaE il 75 il AN Eigl A il
N 36,747 36,747 43,786 43,786 43,786 43,786
F 61.508 23.938 0.430 425.812 167.094 52.612
2 a 0.023 0.167 0.223 0.686 0.045 0.183

Industry FE YES YES YES YES YES YES

Year FE YES YES YES YES YES YES

e LTS TR 1%, 5% 10% 40T R E KT

5. IE—E 0
51. REREMSHITRE

BISCOHRFUR I, M ARfese R PR 7 ke ok S . SR, @ Th 2 A R R R I s ik i &=
B, RAIIZAIRETT SR E R N . AR, B R R T e R TR, BT RE
PRI T RS AN (Simunic, 1980) [5]. A8 1F 8% BT BEJ2 BT o VAR 3 A D B e B et FE R BB, T
ARECEPE R S HAE BT, WM EM SRR, K2, &R TRETARREARRSCERE R
R FAG, AN L2 3 8 R FEAKSF b e BRI, B — DA 30 I AR A e Mt Al 8 R F AT
sz, DAUH T2 R BRI SR

AR F Modified Jones 57 (Dechow 25, 1995) [19], 43TV - 4F B A Al A 4 e R 1)
LALLM ABSDA 17 5 50 R B B - ABSDA K, RV R HFERE . if—2 Ll ABSDA
NSRRI AR E A O AR R AR B AT DA, BRI I 55 A R]VR BRI CHITREAE DA K
A7 R E RN . 22 8 RIS IR BN, RARFE NS ABSDA 22 fiAHK(8=-0.028,p<0.01). X—

]
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SRR, MAREERE RN VEREIKT. EEMCER, RATREEAMUHEEHE TR,
It P AR A AR AR E U o T 2 R BRI AR LA o TF B R

pul

Table 8. Shareholder stability and audit quality
=8 REAREMSHITRE

B3 ABSDA
CSTABS -0.028""
(0.004)
Constant 0.054"*
(0.017)
Controls Ectil
N 31,034
2 0.157
Industry FE YES
Year FE YES

e T R 1% 5% 10% I GE T R K.

5.2. HitBRASaO#®

RISCR I ARt e PE R PR T B ih 3, (AR — S5 R R E RIS A e H—, ARt
PRI IS 5 A WA B S5 BT RRAC T AL RS, T HITAR Rk T XU B E A, R R
MR H, R R AR ESRIUNGE S B RAR T B e 2, IX I R A a0 £ B i b SRR 1) 5
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