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Abstract

The extreme events that happened in China’s stock market in recent years present a serious chal-
lenge to the management of portfolio risks and the stability of financial markets. With an increas-
ing proportion of institutional participants in the Chinese stock market, the importance of institu-
tional investors’ influence on the skewness of stock returns, which can serve as a measure of stock
crash risk, is also increasing. This paper investigates the relationship between the institutional
ownership in Chinese publicly-listed firms’ stock and the stock’s future crash risk based on the
data of 3559 firms listed in China’s A-share market between 2008 and 2017. The empirical results
find several regularities. First, institutional ownership is overall significantly negatively corre-
lated with the stock’s future crash risk. However, a closer inspection reveals the direction of the
correlation depends on the types of institutional investors. Second, institutional investors influ-
ence the skewness of stock returns by affecting the firm’s financial opacity—a higher proportion
of activist institutional investor ownership reduces the positive influence of financial opacity on
crash risk, while that of mutual funds as passive investors strengthens such influence. Last but not
least, institutional ownership may amplify the positive effect of analyst coverage on the stock's
crash risk caused by over-optimism.
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1. 5|8

MRS, o BT A I SR U S IS T, a0 BUFFESPE 2015 4 6 A 19 H Nk 6.42%,
6 H 26 488 Nk 7.4%, X T AT G gl W Ry “Bek” o BER LR 2 I IR, AL
itk T H 2001 4E 1 H 1 HE 2018 4E 1 A 1 H3tit 4120 N385 H L 24 H ik i 4 e 5 100 325 H
L, 62 HATNER. MRS/ E i mE ke, ST R E R —ANEET m. KR
W B B R AN e ma 4R P R R A G, o sl kR E R T A e R R, HREEN
PR E AN S LA T 37 MR AR R ER Mk . FRE T O, ST 3 B XU EL BN R I Al T 37 52
SE I — NN BAR I R 3

HEEEN T, T B, FIAAN AR5 b s . (R ask, i E T I NGB
HHIELBEZ IR T, R4 WIND B E gt 3l Bk, Wil 1 pos, PO & e iiE i E
7 EE A 2008 SEAEIR A 6.49%3- T 2016 FEK K] 50.21%. Ak, 2002 SERE WA T (AL
WHBENIE RSB AT INE) | SEIAMEE H (QFIDE A S 5 E R 253 %, P E 2T
Wt is AR 3 555 o1 L, 2018 4 6 H A E A ek 236 R EEIE G MSCI #12% i % $a 44,
XEWAE A REPMOREEE— DA, W2 2R E 2 M B SR v p B S . R [ 2 AT

DA MR B B MBS B AT BT ANED « O T RIE AR BT BUR FTE P E BN IE SR TR I BURAT N, R E
WEFTAM AR, WRIEA A ATBEEMEE . i IR R PR R FEANRRAT T 2002 £ 12 A 1 HAAtE4T, 3t
tE=1%.
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Figure 1. The proportion of institutional ownership in China’s stock market

B 1. hERHEREE S

ARG P SR AT 2t 3 P i P52 A 20 680 A5 ARG, BB /) v 2 A R0 v PR 48 LR o ] A A1 SR X
WURS B 58 3 R MBS VAL R i L RV RIT FUIRANE 78 50, 7 ALK 50 5 8 S i M S AL 3 B 1) P E S ML
i B SCHRIE IR R = . BT BRI, fECA BT EEal b, RS0 i SR T 2008~2017 4
3559 K B ARIESE, WHFC 7 UGB b L R OR I SRS R A B (K52, A7 28t kh 7817 1] A R R
WEFE, X TGt ERARH UG B BT E AT R B (S R AT B AR E . A SOR A AT DUE SCRR7E 56
[ T3 DL, WU BB o LB A 2RSS, R B HLR #5583 36 T 4R B4 i I i T A g B
A IR EH, KRR P 37T ORI 358 5 0 Ak i I Ae e 1k o A SCE s o [ iz f L AT
K, RO FERNUITEH AANE o Hoh A 5i gy sy, i AR S OTB R, X2 BLA SR
BJRAT RIS o ASSCHR Y T LA B35 X0 i B P 9 b R BE O SEMA SRTE . — 5 I LA 50 B8 3 T g szmi b
T 2 7] W 55 AN W B i L R P20, 53— 75 T LRI 3E B8 2 vl e Je e 5 i 23 A AT D i i 2 i B 2 i 2
FARMPL . AP W T ARSI I 500 2 = 55 A 32 B PR X M S0 i E PRI R o

2. XRGIRSMRRR
2.1. RRY R mE AR

X1 S AN FR PR BB SR UG T B AN AL B NS, e BB I 38 A B T 5 AR S B A T
FMEZEFE T . Blanchard Al Watson (1982) [1]32H FIFEALVEERE, 1S3 TR A E AR HER . ¥t
= UL 3 28 3 AT S AN KPR A2 FH TR R AR B a2 2 A1 B B R ) B 02 A Al K, RV IX P Kt
PAINEZE LI o TR K 110 I 52 AR SE A AT e AR VAR AR RO I ISR S TR A SR A7 A B K IR BB 22,
AR i £t 55 A AT e A AT
> M KR T Wind HRPE .
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French 25(1987) [2]L }2 Campbell Al Hentschel (1992) [3]#2 ik sh 3, Hilh, wmEmig L
BRI BRI, T shk & m T B ebdim BT, XESEAN a2 BT, RGE SRk ke
Sl oy g T 0 XU R A TR o i R T R R B, T35k 3h R R S B R 2= 9 B K e BT
AP R ) 23 SR PR L 5 e A RURS: i A 1) 7 Tl 8 — B ), AT BRSO R BT A5t T [
REI R 257 J2 R T SR B 2 DR T FRRE (0 R 3 S A SR b s o R bk 38t 0 238 KD e oA SR BE A T
BURIE o IR )R SR AN BE XS B R AR 1) TS B3PS & B AR . Poterba M Summers (1986) [4]
WHEI K T sl i s &2 T R 1, FEAS BRI 1 8 A0 i JRURS: i 0 A7 E R SR PR

Hong F1 Stein (1999, 2003) [5] [6] \ERIS FNSTUE /> 115 HE S5 18 . B0 38 S oW & A sz = BR il (R 777
SRECRKREIRAETRE RIS, FE KRR 58 70 B AR RS S B ITBOR, BRI A g 5ok
{10 B S AR SR TE A P R A7 52, 19 B B KR A A8 XU

Ty Be B R I 5545 S AN B FE B RE AR AR R AN W BR K B i 52 o AR Jin A Myers (2006) [7]
(AR gT, b A RE BEE TR TR NIRAL NS B )5 18, A3 ) S8 AFIAN 58, 18T W5
SR E BT, Mz wr BRGNS SR R RO ok, e T EUR RS A 1) e AR TE -
Hutton £5(2009) [8]3F—*E# £ T Jin A1 Myers (2006) [7]5¢ T4 5% 4533 B 6] i 485 UK (ORF 78, R IV 454
I W 52 R AR B A 35 IR R o R, SRR — AR RE(2011) [9]BAHRE 2002~2009 4F1H] A i |
WA FWENFEAR, BT T W55 AN I B 5 I R0 38 FE TR DG 2R, DA M I RV BE XK R (152
M, R IUES 53 BTl st 745 EAKEAR, 5540 T 0 55 AN 32 B 56 1 48 UG (1) 520

FRiLZ 4, Bae 5(2006) [ 10142 H 23w v6 AN SR 46 1 8 AU 2 (R AFAE S DI R & ARATIBESE 1 42
Bk 14,000 % BT A, 43 HAE R — 8T A R VA KPR 2 I I S A A R L B R 1 I Kim 25(2011)
[T1RFF T £ ETE 1995~2008 4 LA A HdE, KIL TR BT N -5 R EE 04 14 A 5 XU 2 80
REH ARG, A AN R BRI T, B SR ) 57U RS A 2 B A 55 . Kim 55(2011) [12]8F 5%
T RET 1993~2009 4F LT A FFHE SR H 1T A F CFO [ AL A 56 B S0 4% (1 BUB M 5 AR I 5240
% 119 A 250 JRUB A7 76 S5 35 ML IE AR DG, T CEO AU & MU ) 5 I SR A I SR RPN 3 . B TR 1ER XL
RIL CFO SRR A X i 485 XU £ 52 10 76 75 W 55 AT AT 16 2 =) PR B Y A o Ni AT Zha (2016) [13]RF 58 132
2 PR A1) R B AR R O 2R, B UE 1 A L R k% 7 o R A A SR A BE ) O R, R BT DA B R P R S R
SRR A RS S T BE K, IX A5 SEEMIE T 32 AT A N i 330

2.2. Yl FEE RS HRIHR £ RS BiERRE AR

SCHER A AN DA T B X WAL 5 58 AT ot T 5515 EE W FE (R &M JF & AE . Callen 1 Fang
(2013) [1410F 50 T HUAHE B B AT AFI IR RS IR OC &, 4@ H 1 e BHE R A A AE 5 PR FPAS [R) R A e S
RIS HETT 38 o5 LG5 I B AN A 285 XU 2 0 35 TR AR O I R ol I SR LA #2553 K1) o i i e 43 ¢
(Transient Institutional Investors). % E#% ¥ # (Dedicated Institutional Investors)F1#8 £ #% % 3 (Index Institu-
tional Investors), X612 FUATLAL 5 B & Xof i i AU 1) TF 1m) 4 FH 2 SR IR TR 2R 4% B8 3, T L v ALY
WREEZ R AN T IRBERM MG, dsh, EMSTIR T, KIAITFR 2 IS5 B 8 R 7 OC,
MEARATAS G BT F] SR S5 (1) 45 B it i) 5 A R 1) i 25 AURS: 52 B IEAH 9G o k4, Callen #1 Fang (2015)
[1STREAR SR IT 1 o> vl 375 B BERT LA F 58 & 3OS (R s, R ARG o Bl 5 3% BH A8 SCI 9K 23 N IE, &
HHANZS B (%) I 55 F R 3G 0 1 0 2 LA 45 % 28 o 2R ke i i XU PRI 2 )

An Fll Zhang (2013) [ 168 138 B LR AOHLAG BT 38 5 56 [ T 3 PR e SEA/ A% TR A 1 R 25 XIS 354 7 A
KRR, JERHETHEBB B R KA i A w IR HAR TR, MhAa L% £ g B s
Ao 3 J7 T, RN S R AN A AU 350 9 402 TEAH O, T ERIE T AT A AT SE A ) 152 2 T A B
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o F R E AT N R HAE AR FE . Chen 2£(2007) [1718F 78 T ANFEINUIFEEE 38 % BT A F
WBHER o B B IR R R M BAE A, R E KNI B8 A A B B AR .
Gaspar Z5(2005) [ 1818 5T T HUKIHE 7% 35 145 B8 PR of I BHE FH R i, R 0L ZR MLR 13 0% 2 LA o 55 1) 1A
BRCR . Yan #1 Zhang (2009) [19]8F 5T 1 AN [RILAL 4 5% 5 06 AR B EZAN A% A TR B8 7, 3R WA 245 5 5 471
AR AR S R P T B T, TR IAUR H 0 2 AN B RS TN RE 77, e AN 243 5 3 Rk 1 B
Pl G B A BETIE . FREET, MR T E T RAAEE Z1E B, FFHIIRA.

A R — P AN BT E 5 0 7 55 FE X R . O’Brien 1 Bhushan (1990) [20]#& H LA # 5%
Xt IR H A B R E AR )5 T A 70 IR 55 Frankel 25(2006) [2119 A K IIHUMIE % & & L4180
PR R 8 A T 45 B AR AL T SR . Elyasiani A1 Jia (2010) [221 A WML Z HESH T EH S 546
T 37 1B 28 308 17 45 B8l b 7T 2 WD 5| 5 22 43 BT (9 5G9, 3K — A P [0 S35 B B TH AT LAG) 45 5 1 48 50 1
R BT A RAE 5 MR BT A . Lin Al Fu (2017) [23 B0 [ A3 AL £ 55 3 & Boxh BT 4 =) 3R ILA B3
MR, XAEE R HAh— RIERI AL ST AN AR A BB R BT X bl A =]
BIEAER, IR SN G HL (QFIT) L A BEHLAL X 2 =] & I B A S 58 (1) IETH s . SCE I — DA
RN HE 5T 35 % A =) RIS PR I sg e, F— MU 5538 Reig e 51 58 2 1) S2 5 40 i im, H =
WUR £ 55 2 0] LLAT BB IS N %558 5 & (Insider Ownership) Y 4 EE .

A, RERSCERIIRIAR T UESR 2 A -1 35 o] BEA7AE SROULL R . Hayes (1998) [24]+ Irvine (2004) [25]
H1 Jackson (2005) [26135INK, 3HTIRN T3R5 5y 4, i AR TG SL S 200, PRk e A il R 3R 0K
WL R S BT EANAL Gy, AT AT A& 4 U « Dugar A1 Nathan (1995) [27]+ Michaely #i1
Womack (1999) [28]. O’Brien 55(2005) [29]#2 H 73— MWl at, AL THARAT A I E ¢ R BIES# 75 H i,
N T AR F R ARE LS5, AT 2 B A AR PR OC R I 0 AT TR AR SCAR B BE I AR W . Mola #1 Guidolin
(2009) [3014&B: 4541l BT Bt & (0 2R 4 A JI SENAT NG, 2 A B A AT e AT 2 b6t A SSAR AT 43
M, BOZFRIIVFg S bE . Xu 55(2013) [3117EXS H E di3g b T A FEm 52, 24 I SR WA 1) 2 (56 754
MO BCRFN G S, GRS, G T — @ R ARNUE B9 e bl B /s R SR, FFRIR ko
BT JCvk R 2L i sz vy, RS T8 S22k, R4 Hong %5(2000) [32]. Hutton Z£(2009) [8]H 2L,
G M U7 25 7 SR RARRAR R 2 ¥ SRS R R e S X AR R 97 Al F5E (4 3 TE AR ) o A 3 R I8 S WL 1 B
Ui ORI 52 B A a8 O 2 1 20 A i B8 25 5 368 1K 1 o i XU

Cao Z£(2016) [33 W70 T Hh B B ZE 1734t 2245 4F(Social Trust) FH 22 ji 45 XU 2 8] ()% R, RIS {5 1E
7 5 D S A S A A8 LS B/ o o TR o5 L iy s 2 AT T s e R 5, P A R R I B E AR S DA RBR T
DR A 25 AR X B 25 U I S 2 0 95 . Xu 25(2017) [34] %50 0 R 5 22 11 37 1) 3 B TS 2 66 25509 (Analy'st
Herding)-5 AR T2 A4 A 250 XU 228 TEAH DG, AAALE 30 KIS A FRIGI g, 35 1ok Raxdt— D hnag.

3. MIREE

ASCEAEWTEN BT o B et 300 B B2, DLRHLR o LS fi B2 1 N AERILAR o BRATDRE 23
PR35 5 IR R R AL R AR, It — 2D A WU B 58 3 R it P2 B PR AT REI SRIE . T 30Hs
xR R AR ERIR A — R AR

3.1. Pl RESLE SR ERRERXR

DT IR SCHR SR BRI ISRE, WU 53 3 AT R I A RO L DT b7 =) AR50, 25 RAT RE R IR
(It AT RE R Bl o AP SRIE A BRI 3R o5 2 DAL o Ll sy i 2 KUK, R B IR R L 49
S AU o7 BB ey A i RSB /DS o I 7 B3R B A LA T UMK b i 24 W) B v 345 5 2 (1 47 Ak (Shileifer
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A1 Vishny, 1986, 1997) [35] [36]; MUK MR nag b1 2 = 1A 536 B (Hutton 5, 2009) [8]. 571 1 K 2% Wil
FHE R F A I i B0 BT A IR B, S A B RAS IR TR 22 51 R R MU 3 B 3
[ K M 385 (Graves A1 Waddock, 1990; Porter, 1992; Bushee, 1998, 2001) [37] [38] [39] [40], BRAd L1/ ]
M EH BRI RN AT E R . BT, RAHEHERE 1la, 1b.

BRi% 1a: FEFMHT, PHERBE S, RRBERREBRK.

R 1b: FEXMHT, PUAREEE SR, KRR REED.

3.2. PR BEE G S AERE S s R mE X R ETER

T, MR CA SCERIN AW 55 ANZ BH FE 2 o0 I 5 AR I 58 o 5 U o SR IRIFE T Bl A R EE A R
MRIEE B BRI AT EA, G T AFUE BRIMERL, FERI AR RAE A%, 25| E Bk i
AR (Hutton 25 2009) [8]. W&k, FIr—FAMGEEREQ2011) [915%F i IR 7R AR 2RSS 1. Rk, F&
AN RTE [T 3% W 45 A3 B B T 66 -5 2R ok i 485 XU TE ARG, BRI W) I 45 8RAS 328 W A SR IR 28 2R M P /)N
WA SCAE R E T B AU R 2.1,

Ri% 2.1 FEFMHT, EHATRMEZBAER, RKHARREBAK.

KESCHRAB IR LA F v RERE M A 7 W S ANE I E . —J7 T, AL nl REXT BTl A = 0
HEAAEWEBER, R LA BRI A R B AR, MG A 717 %% ¥ (Chen 5§, 2007)
[17]e S3—J5T, HTRAHREEHE AL, AT VR HERIKT, SEREE)ZEMER,
T B T 28 ] B3 9047 J9(Bushee, 1998, 2001) [39] [40]. £5& B 2.1 BIWL A, HLRHEH: & T st b
A FAFE M BAE T, 3 B A AN BA BT o 450 RS s ] s 40 2R LA 8 08 3 0 P8 Oy 4R R R 2
TR 4% AN 325 B 3 56 A 28 IR (O B2 o TR IR FRAT 145 281 LA P b ] RE AR 4% -

Bt 2.2.a HLH—: HUH & HLATZE BA BE B 38 TR PR R ¢ 9 28 XU

R 2.2.b HLI—: AL o5 Ho 03 BA B A 32 T o A 48 XU

% 2.2.a SRR PGB R E RIS EVER, SRRSO NAL, HUA b BTN IZE B B 1028 T 2 PR
ARSI B RS o R 2.2.b RBLFRNU IR # LR 54T M, WRAZR B AL, LA o EL RIS B
FEE I A8 TGOS 2 386 0 A SR PR o A XU o

3.3. HLA AT EL AN S Hr)im 78 55 A9 3Z ST B B2

J4E Hong 55(2000) [32]48 Hi 43 41 I8 55 ren (10 I 52 R K B A mT R th B 870 252, 5 FH 0 A DT 2 SR A e
S 7 3 /N i A B S B R IR R, AHRAEH IR A RAM A BRI — IR . 45EX T ImAT A
WZE AE 7T (Hayes, 1998; Irvine, 2004; Jackson, 2005) [24] [25] [26], 43 MrIfiAE SR FR b o] g SR AG B
AR, BORMIEHE B, AR 5 B ek satb, 1& ook ki as al g Hh IR R 1) A A XU, BRI
AR I A7 A P AU ) o Xu B5(2013) [3 1B TR SE 1 o B 77 2 1052 73 A U o A0 A7 4 RIS 2 2 O P2 D 520
AT S FRAT it AR 15 23 BT T 78 5 20 v D IR S A SR Ml P55 T R B /0N, 8 XU XK o

7% 3.1 AELHT, SBERRE, KRR EXKEK.

BTS2 07 e A I AN LR #5538 AR AE B ML S5 IR S5 R &, RIS 75 40 B I g AL AG 5 % 2 B2 R 7 R
%, M1 5 M55 Frankel £:(2006) [211IAJ8 s FIHLL & L A AT RERE hioxd 70 i i BF 72
MR %5 oK, Wk SN AR A HT T IR e A R I R . 45 A A 3.1 OB, LA 7 b sm 2 5] i 5
ZONTINE 2 55, 115 2 o M M8 55 2 R 2 A R WIS 2 IEH, B A E 2 ARG B2
B A AL, SRR R 2B S /N, BRt, FRA T AN B 538 5 2 i B4 43 4 i DG B2
TS 4 AR SRS et 0 2 B /DN, HB 0 R SR ) A A8 AU
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B 3.2 HURIZ: HUHD o LRI NS BT 25, RETO SR SR A 2 S
4. WIRFFTE

A AR T ORRPTAA OB | s S T AR R TR IR R B
4.1. BEMBE

ASCEE E T 3559 K A B LT AR M 2008 FEF] 2017 FHEYE, AEE 2017 FHRERIEE .
SR AR AL T RIIE S AE 5 T RRYINE S22 5 BT BT A IESE, AdE 3 /MR AR . AT
MR T RTE B RAZ G IR ST . i ANHIE 45 (120 N3 5 H)IIFREA DL A BRAE I 22 . FE
AT BT A RATIE S 5B R — BT A ok H T WIND #di . BEARIX R S T ATE b
A E M 2008~2017 4 (1445 FE R CR AR R AN 4R 2, 8ot 18 M. A ST LA 207 AR A
B —FAT I o 2o brite, 3Eit 29 —R ATk,

4.1.1. FRETE

AT 7 Chen %5(2001) [41]%F 145 AR Crash,, (Wi F B2 #7775, B NCSKEW, , #1 DUVOL,, -
NCSKEW,, & S (Bt =i s 2w i, 5705 T 7 ), BORAR R KRR . TH 807 200 B 77 U R i
{109 = A R Bk DA% 7 A 2 b o 22 10 = IR

3
nesgew, ——— "2 (1)
(n=1)(n-2)(Xr2)
Hrb, r, RICE (RS ¢ ANEHE X R A ESME G B H R e 28, H BEN AR 2K BN 022 43 7k S
PR At H s, THRAE RE AR AR n SRR ] X 5] A A BRI R, NCSKEW, , W%}
RN § LEER ¢ AT B S5 4D 7 AR UAC a f  o
DUVOL;, (Down to Up Volatility) MR HIAXFR —BiriE &, —BraE A FRsEbs B =FrEf i —
o AR IR L =5, R nT DU — S m B EAE T . o O, TSR 2
AN H XA A XTE],  BATTARYE H Wi as i T B T X (g yse s SR X 1) 4 9 EAT AR AT AN X (],
SRIG T I S PR T X T RE A AR AE 22, ARG I N AT AR EZ2 0 _EAT e 22 LU R K BUE A 8 DUVOL,,
JIFE R

DUVOL,, =log|(n, 1) 5,7 /(n, )T, 7). @

DUVOL, , B KA AR o n, F 7350150 2B AR AZ A A DX TR v ) _EAT AR AT 1 X TR R R A 2
B . NCSKEW, F1 DUVOL,, BATSEARALRE, TR AR A B i 2 25 sl AN 0 BR 07 T EAT R S i AR

A SO G T A PR 24 A Y et AN RO B, R E, 7R [ T R A 240 NS H A,
B4R 120 MRS H A . ST 2SRRI NCSKEW,, F1 DUVOL, , , ASCiEFRE4ER 6 H 30 HA 12
H 31 BERE A, FEZE 120 M5 HEAR AT IHE . AHR i TF A IR AR BRAE, FRATZLR AR
WZEADH 100 M RAEA T ORUE M E R ZEA SRR, WK XA S NCSKEW,, Fl
DUVOL, , WIBUE BE NGRRAE -« X TR RFR bR, A0k 12 A 31 B e s, SRAE 2 240 A
A5 AR RFEARRXIE], FHERAG MFEAR 2D 200 A MRIEFE bR T B R ZE A2 KK,

4.1.2. RBRTE
R AR B AN BRI L AT DT 5 R DA K b T N ) I 4558 B
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e, PUARRBERE DR BT LT AR MW 5 . AT WIND b FE R EU 2008~2017 T F A
Jie b A B R AR SRR R, A9 B TR L Inst, L, ASFFESFER G Fund,,_, ARESA T
b Insur,_, » ARERIES A LE SSFund ,_, » AFSEREBCS B Ofid, o BLRN RHUII SR o5 L Domestic,, (M2
WU L8 2% Ofi ) FErh 5 I LA 22 #2 MR IO B o b T A ®) | D d A Ee 9l T 50, A8 IR
IS NAT 5 LE BT LA 100, U Sz 5% 4k 3 b Jo X BN UR R B0, i MLA KRR L Blie A O Ab 2 .

FR, b ImzE a6 208 ok B WIND —SUHOHEE 2. 2 Hr i a5 B0 2 0d 25 120 a2 5 AR A
465 R R TP A T R B, A SRR A s B R TG, I AR R 0.

RO, T W W 5532 B R A AR DL R A T4 2. Hutton 55(2009) [8TWAATE—NM A dr
JARF, RN R (Accruals) 2 flh g AR, HFNE 2 Mt @S F IR M. [HREXATREF, «f
RE H IS TR DR A 25 9 IR, A LT R AR AR K I 000 o R R 3t 2 ) 90 22 57 vl e Sk U 1 281
REEDAT N, TR B 2 2 I ) 0 BT RE BT B V- o 9 T X4 1B LT R AR R 5 N RE, A
3R Modified Jones Model (I, Dechow £, 1996) [42], BIAS SR 2008~2017 4E[AI I ¥#s,
BT AR AT I3 LN B AR I R -

T4, 1 ASales ., PPE .,
—=q +5 —+p - 3)

0 1 2 .
Asset Asset Asset; Asset;

Hrb, TA, RN jAEE HERITHRRE, ST ] REALER L a8 m s B e, B

TA,, = Income,, — OCF,, . Asset, , ¥ PPE,, 535\l J& /x5 j AE 55 ¢ W AR BAE U B FILE [ 5€ 587, ASales
RN G CEM - ER BRI . AT RS R BRI TR DiscAce; , BITHR 2~ 0
T

) T4;, . 1 ~ ASales; , — AReceive,, . PPE,,
DiscAcc;, = ————a + 5 ——f : “4)

0 ) .
Asset; | Asset; | Asset; | Asset; |

) IS EE R AT (3) AT R A0, A 753 21 AReceive; , FENFE] GIESE RIS -1 4
A N UACK 2k B T, 383k A B 87 T3 9k 2 1 5 B2 113 (Normal Accruals), #2445 B H0E MG T BT S 1)
FEIEH N A DiscAce;, , HEUE KBS S /NYRW] T L2 " N REAAAE R .

Dechow %#(1996) [42]%iE | DiscAce; A0 LA A B ARMPAT NI — L. Discdce,, BiH B AR
BT NG 2 BTG N, SRJE TR 2 IR B, AEARSRIEAN I R BRI 2R . 1
i DiscAce; 5 B ARBRMPAT NAFAE R — M, Tf)a DiscAce;, BRI B R A8 I [ % . 3t —
i, Dechow S(1996) [42]i& K ILE RIERMIT NAEWAN R I TTFFEE— B =4, 1Mk 5 S e A AR
ftrdad . Z55 K10, Dechow 55(1996) [42]7E MEEAll BAGIE | —AM] vl B4 i B I 95 2 W EE 1Y)
164 Opaque, , . WIS DiscAce,, FI4AHE = EMIREN KA. Opaque,, A TR A BARE , A 4540
RMEAIEY] . Opaque, , K ARSI 00 F 5158 K(5) R -

OPAQUE; , = abs (DiscAch ) +abs (DiscAccjytfl ) + abs (DiscAccjﬁ2 ) 5)

4.13. FHTE

ASCE LN TR R R BRI AR R W E, Volatility,,_, » FFTUIY Volatility, ,_ KIS 5AK
IR 22 /N . X SR Campbell A1 Hentschel (1992) [3]45 58 H 10U sh 2 S R FE 8, R EAIAF
RS BT, BT RS E A T, H AR EA SR AR R, AN JE S RS v A
PSR R F D ), e 2t B kI AN G0 RIS R RO, R A FE . IR, JEALLT Chen 55(2001) [41]
Bk AR 77, BT 2 6 A H ISR e A R m R R IR . AN T id 2% 6 NMHBAH
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(Fpik g, 43 HCHE Retl,, » Ret2,,, Ret3, , Ret4,  , Ret5,  , Ret6, . =458 R
B IR PE, KLT Chen 55(2001) [41], A S FH # T 2o #5588 W i 22 e QB AR & . BT
N, W LS, TURNOVER, | 2id % 6 AR A 8T % . ilid Fl TURNOVER, ,_, i
%18 A A BEF i T2t 1M 13 2 258 3503 T 2% DTURNOVER,,_, . DTURNOVER, , | K%K
SRS RBOR , R 12 BB U A 2 TR OK o B DU A2 ) AR B IR SE 0 BT B LNSIZE , » Harvey
A1 Siddique (2000) [43] 5% Chen %(2001) [4 118 7RI T 1E3E E i3 KA S5 A T fg RILH FUfm% .
BB LA ) AL B B UL IR S T, RN Crash, , R BHATAE— € K B AR ME . FEASCIAR @ A g,
ARSCHREZE SRR BT IR 25 % ROE 17 {f+% Pb MM S5 ATAT % LEV AE kil & . &5, RNEHIEZ AF
JEREE R R, BATIMNT 28 MTAEIVER,  Indusl;,, Indus2,,, -, Indus28, . FLLIZH] %A RIFE

ATV Z T AR E . & 1 BEZEREAER.

Table 1. Summary of variables
F1. TELRE

A LA RS B3 xiiy
— NCSKEW,, SRS AR, i3 120 ANAS 5 H R R F A R
DUYOL,, P FRIE SR 2 b, FATIEIA R AT RSN ) B e Hoi
Inst,, BHURL B G, WU R I E i) o 370388 e A 1 g5
Fund,, NFEREL G E, A FEEE ORI L] 5 AT A i LL 1)
Insur,, TREHULR (5 L, CRBS AU R B LB o 37 388 S AR (1 L A1)
— SSFund,, FEARIE G i L, G G IR L 081 o i IR 388 PR A 1 L £
OFIl,, Er BN T R 5 R AR ) EE A
Domestic;, [ A LR b, LR o HLI 25 QFII (L
Opaque,, WS ABWIE, IRl = AR IE % BRI 40 (2 A0
Cover;, SHTTBE R, 95 120 ANE 5 H 4 th 8 R FA00 £ 430 7 0 1 5 B
LNSIZE, SPTE, TE  UE
Volatility , WeasZash, 22 120 325 H H B aE 2 pobRi 2
DTurmover LRAWIHTER, HTEELRE BRI, Tumover, At 6 AT
" RAEEHTFR, WMELE 18 DA AT T LG8 2 EHB TR
. kA A A B, ASGEMA T % 6 AR A KH Bk EE,
A B Retl; ., M Rer2,, %
Pb,, iR e
RO4;,, R, A
LEV,,, VR, B R
Indus, AT AR B, Skt 29 AR E Tk, 28 MR

T2 T ASCR AR B IRE GRS, Horh NCSKEW, , R FIAME 9-0.032, BRI 28 2 i 2 14

KA R 0.032, ENRIZHAFAEIER LML, X5 Chen £8(2001) [41HIWFF 4516 — 2. I B2 1A
BFEAKEN 36,131 A, WE> T LNSIZE,, | B BOEUR 42,669 >, T SR T 554 P2 AR IR AT 4k =4
FEEEE R, TS AT 100 NMFEAR, FATVONRIREEA, KWtk 1B
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FEBEER A ORI TE FARZ IS o WUARR B LA Bl 5 M 95 e R B W 54, BT REAR RN 42,669
Ao I HTITE g Cover,, , FIBIMEN 6.29, FEEATI9H 6.29 A7 Hriiin i eSS M M T, 4R i
HNIRZERZ A 40 ZHUE o -

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. ikttt

BE FEAL B8 PRtz w/ME L I=IN -]
NCSKEW,, 36,131 -0.032 0.4583 -1.873 -0.003 1.593
DUVOL,, 36,131 0.0166 0.2404 -0.719 0.0205 0.716
Inst;, 42,669 36.892 23.755 0 36.696 98.625
Fund 42,669 6.5272 10.199 0 2.1372 89.939
Insur,, | 42,669 0.5374 2.6254 0 0 92.79
SSFund, 42,669 0.4373 1.3222 0 0 38.64
OFIl, | 42,669 0.1511 0.8528 0 0 22.996
Domestic; ., 42,669 36.74 23.7 0 36.51 98.625
Opaque; ., 18,591 0.07 0.05 0 0.06 0.49
Cover, 31,352 6.2912 5.7368 1 4 40
LNSIZE, 42,669 13.288 1.0674 10.224 13.173 19.395
Volatility | 36,131 0.0283 0.01 0.0085 0.0274 0.0667
DTurnover, ., 40,039 27357 4.0647 0.0026 1.4925 93.6
Retl, 42,416 —0.008 0.1579 -0.662 -0.010 5.7319
Ret2, 42,154 0.0342 0.2107 —0.645 0 5.7346
Ret3, | 41,892 0.0303 0.1606 -0.521 0.0068 5.7260
Indus;, , 42,669 - - - - -

: Opaque A EHSE, HAAZEIL L4 EZHE .

4.2. BEENEE

X T HT ST PR, AR SRR I T B ) T B 8 5 2 B A AT SIIE 2 A

SRR RIS T, A 3% 1 Chen £5(2001) [41].Callen A1 Fang (2013) [14]LA % Xu 2£(2013) [31]
FRIRIE 5T, 3K SC R4 HH 428 AN AR TR] 25N o Eorb Chen Z5:(2001) [4177 In R 8] W 25 -5 A1 AT M I AR B AR
Ja AT A OLS [FlJH; Callen F1 Fang (2013) [14] A58 AR i 1 B (] W A% B4 i BN [R) R8s 1747k
I A5 5 25 ) AMA RN HE HEAT IR A RN 1V Xu Z5(2013) [3 1R A INAT ML W A8 B 4% i AMA RN, SR 5 1
D60 ] 52 RS2 TR AR [0 U1 o A SCRITAF 9 11 ) 850 RO A7 B T [ 2 RO SAFAE AR ] 52 R, PRI, AR SR
IAT I ME A £ (Industry Dummies)E X AMARN (3%, TR ES [ WEAS £ (Year Dummies){E A5t i
() 280 PR 4 1

4.2.1 HAGFFRR LR Crash; , KIF MW

N TR 1 HURLE R DU AR K Crash, , (520, ASSCE S A05E 2(6) 7 B T AR (0] VA AR
Inst;,  BUONHUR SRR OL, BB b a1 3.1.3 ik iz 42 & Control,, , » A AT LWL &
IndustryDummy J I (8N AS & YearDummy « WIS 0, J9fi, MIZRBANURE & LoBk &, ARk I 52 Bt XU Bk
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Ny R, R0, NIE, MIERBIHUR E o ERR,  AROR SR A i KURSBK

Crash,, =0, +0,Inst; , , +0,Control, | + YearDummy + IndustryDummy + &, , (©6)

HDh, BATEBAEA R B R L LU ZER, 5 it RN R B LA B ¥
WASEIEE L Fund |« DRI B 6 L Tnsur, ,_ AL 22 R B 3 8 15 HE SSFund ;| SEWARIRIF], JFESL T
R EEEEAL, 6, 0, M o, B xR At 2 4, Hothod i) 22 B AN Hedi kil 5 (6) .

WIE, TR E AT XSG AEVB B e F AN B, BAIRRZ N G54
BBEH OFIL,, > BREIEEIMR B SN 58 JATE SO N BB Domestic,, , - AT
(8) 27 RS TR B0 E 55 A S LA L B8 38 X R SR i . 45 5(7) RI(8) HT BLAISRIRAIE 2.2.2 *F sh A EIHLAG £
GBS AR Crash, , BIFEHE, 53 3% BAS FINLA B2, LLR A SR BEHLAA AR B2

Crash,, =0, +0,Fund; , +0,Insur;, , +0,SSFund;, | +0,Control;

J.t=1

(7

+ YearDummy + IndustryDummy + &, .

Crash;, = 0, +0,0FIl

4o +0,Domestic;, , +0,Control; ,_, + YearDummy

®)
+ IndustryDummy + &, ,.
4.2.2. HlHl—: AR SEMARTERE Opaque, .,
KT AFARNEYE OPAQUE;, | SRK Crash,, KK F, UGS QLA AR R 11X BB
BE HERRNSZAESE B AR SCUBSR B S BIRIEAE o [ T 1715 OPAQUE, , | % Crash,, Him, B4 dLit %

J

AT W R R £ KBSt K, B OPAQUE,; ,_ R AR K Crash, , WESBK o 9 BEBATEE S 40(9) U PTm AR

J

B, T OPAQUE,, , &% 6, NIE.

J

Crash,, = 0, +0,0paque;, | +0,Control; , + YearDummy + IndustryDummy + &, ,. ®

P RBATHEL AR AN Opaque; M Inst; ,_, B2 IR Opaquex Inst ;,_, RIGUEHURIRRG o HLAT
AT BRI R, BRERLE . SR S N 51, B Inst,,_, IS5 T Opaque, ., IITERT,
B BNIGE R 2.2.a, HURIEEHE A3 LE Tnst ;05 B 77 28 W) A7 78 M A I (Monitoring) AT AT LA 24 AR 2 )
ANIEWIE, HETTIRES Opaque, , | XS R AR Crash, , KIFENE; ERZIAT SN IE BT, Inst,, | 355
1 Opaque;, , FIfFHT, BBRISGIE 1B 2.2.b, HUMAHE S L Inst;, K T A S AEME Opaque;, 3R
R LIRS Crash, , FIFZI . PRILBRATLE(9) A Al _E N E52 X0 Opaque x Inst | 132140 48 34(10).

Crash;, = 0, +0,0Opaquex Inst,, , +0,0paque; , , +0,lInst; , , +0,Control | (10)
+ YearDummy + IndustryDummy + &, ,.

B, TR T AR R 2E 5, BA TR A F SR L & EEATANE B Opagque;;,, BX

AESIR, B FEAS RN AL R 55 AN WA L ROAE F oG o 1T A3 HE T 30 am (1) AR 2

Crash,, = 0, +0,0Opaquex Fund ;| +0,Fund;

Jit=1 + 830paquej,t,1 + 64C0ntr01th71

+ YearDummy + IndustryDummy + ¢, , ah
423, HUHI=: MR BELRAHITERE Cover,,

AER T T ERAENG BT E L E st FARK W 2 Cover; , ZIAIHIR o AR AR 2.2.3 HEZHIA,
S2T7 5 A A 22 P A AE (R A At AT T SE AT ) TR I o TSRO, A A e AR AT AT SR AL 43 A T AT e
X ) I B S R TR AN R R BN, 3R T — e R AN RS B 78 R, 455 Discretionary
Discourse Theory, 241X %887 I 748 55 ARG B AR5, 2k fimfE. K —2, AT
SUSUE 7> AT I o R ARG ) 6 2R o AREEIRATH AR R, Cover,,, R TR 2 — BRI [R] 43 A7 I
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sk, SWEAFE R R E , A ARKEA AT RERIL N Gl BB Crash, , 80K . NIRIERBE 3.1,
PARIE12)H T 0, N IE.

Crash,, =0, +0,Cover;, , +0,Control, , | + YearDummy + IndustryDummy + ¢, , (12)

B RIAVE I AN =, BIAAAE AT MERBEAT Ao o R £ v B T 3 5207 40 M AR A IR 55 T-HLAA
TP ORERBT TR 55 LU S S 4, RIRARGE AR BE 3.2, HUMISRLHRE Inst,, W RE 2 IBIE I 5] 52
T3 53 W I s TR IR K B 20 M7 T 5 Cover, o METTAE MMM S B IMAIE LN, SR 3.1 o
DUR A SRS 2 200 2 2 H T BE R ) A0 A AR LIS 28 500, i AR B K . PRy 1 BeiE b L =, 3R
MIEAYIIAZZ XTI Cover;,  x Inst; , , #32(13), FFHUIIZAE I AL 1L

Crash;, =0, +0,Cover;

x Inst .

i +0,Cover; ,_ +05Control; ,, + YearDummy

St-1

(13)

+ IndustryDummy + &, ,

5. SCUEE R KR 53R
5.1. HIARERR AT LRI Crash; , KYREMMEYSEIELE R

TG, FRA e BB A (R A NAE A &) EAT SRR FE . A 1 ISR ] e RSB (A R, A1k
Gy AN T[] 52 RUNAR L (FE)FIBEN LN AR Y (RE), 485 #EAT Hausman 56, X FHAR&E, FATRAT
PIAAS R R i bR i NCSKEW, ,_ f DUVOL,, , # 3 JE/RIZ—#r SHIES IR, b Panel A JR7R 1 2E7l
TR I T) ] 5 250 N ML T )45 5, Panel B U 7R T Hausman 856 ) 45 Bt . Hausman #6536 A R 4B
AR BN — B0, a0 A 58 e 2 R B R AT R Z ke B B AL SR AL, SR 448 S B B B AT B 2
FHEF ][] e AR . P9 4H Hausman KE3G T 57 Geit 707000 365.26 F1 178.42, XM p fEIIN 0, 1E
1% EAE B BB s, WEDBENLS A —E, BOZadk £ @ N FE, X AR A FRATT 2
WU Bk, NOCEES RS TR AT X — 4518, R AR HIAT R ] [E 58 RN S FRATT )
SRR 78TV

72 3 1 Panel A FR5E 1 A1 3 B4 E BN IHEE IR, 55 2 F1 4 ZIDNBENLRSISE e LA 1 51 9,
PRIAZ B 5 — B NCSKEW,,_, FIREUE 0.068, RFENIE, X450 FFE TN, XE0TE LNSIZE,, | 1)
FHN-0.036, t{HN-11.9276, LW HIE BRI AR KK NCSKEW, , BN (W), B EIEHAb %1
AAEHIEOL T, KT REER AR I B A5 XU SO SE /)N, 177 Chen £5(2001) [41]HIBF 78 K 036 E T 4/ N A
I A AT A B TR, FE TN 3R L 3RATE T E AT 3415 R 406 0 A i, /2 Chen %5(2001) [41]1H42
WA SE B B T DU A L 5 o PR e AR SC R BUAE v [ 7 3 R IR K B R B K, X ) T3 S
BRAEME AT 3 IR R I, 73X — J5 DRt P A ARk T 47 5580 % 1 3 2 1R 1 DX 3 o %o e 3l %2 log(volatility,-,,_l)
RN 0.1048, t1{H )y 7.2805, RFEAIE, FKUIHTHAR S ZBRK 1 BEEAK K I B 2Bk, X —25i0 5
Chen %5(2001) [41]1HIWF 74516 —5, tHENE T Campbell 1 Hentschel (1992) [31/13hH iR FH1E, 1E7UE
ST KA BT S BRI E, FIH B S5 XSRS, R0 85 RS w 0 [F Dy fa), BRI
BN AR RAEAE RIS L o 558 W 22 57 FE R AREAR | DTurnover,; 115241 0.005, t 624 4.7076,
TE 1% BAG R T RN IE, R EEE A2 RO IWE 2T/, 1IX—45185 Hong 1 Stein (1999,
2003) [5] [6]4 H 1L B8 7 (S S BRARAT: BT E AT RS S 400, N TE 2 i T AR AR B 1
G, IR B E IS B S B, AEARR B IR & BT W, E,  DTurnover,
Ko RKHM LR, B NCSKEW, 80K o A H A RUNRTI% Hikad, Rerl,, Al Rer2,, IR
902253 F10.0804, H7E 1% M EEE FRZENIE, WG 3 NMAFMS, WEREEREHERK. T
Retl,, | FlRet2;, | ZEIAREAIE, YL FA AR FIROTO0 T, T 3T3k0R 8 s P BB SR AR R 0 1 i U
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A ARERE K, X455 Blanchard Il Watson (1982) [ 114 Hi (I BENLIE AR 18 I HEWT & — 20, A
R BEEEAE AR R PRI K DA 2 3 RO N ik, B G 2, T R A I YR ) — P i 7 5, i En
E T AT SHBR IR R B SRR SE 2 5 R IEUK I Crash,, o BEAh 28 AT M0 WA 510 1 D92 ) 42 i A A A
2, AHONfREE L, % 3 LN U R IR R B AT ML AR B S A R

Table 3. Benchmark models: FE and RE
< 3. BEMiRE: EBlEMERFEN M

%

il

Panel A: [A]JH45 5%

NCSKEW,

i1
DUYOL,,,

LNSIZE, .,

log(volatility_,,,,l)

DTurnover,

Retl, |
Ret2,
Ret3,
Ret4,
Ret5,,,

Ret6,;, ,

17 FE
AR
R
F Giit i
B
Panel B: Hausman &3
JEARBE

2

X

Q) 2 3) 4
NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,, DUVOL,, DUVOL,,
0.0676"" 0.0731™
(8.9931) (9.8202)
0.0794™" 0.0895™"
(110329) (12.7031)
-0.036""" -0.0338™" -0.030""" -0.0281""
(-11.9276) (-11.2124) (-19.060) (-17.9873)
0.1048" 0.1278" 0.0452™" 0.0544™
(-7.2805) (8.4667) (5.7459) (7.2307)
0.005™" 0.0052™" 0.0028"" 0.0029
(4.7076) (4.8101) (4.6829) (4.8880)
0.2253 0.2204™ 0.0900"" 0.0881""
(8.9651) (8.9694) (6.6093) (6.5331)
0.0804™" 0.0934 0.0273™ 0.0371™
(4.2432) (5.0561) (2.6475) (3.6772)
-0.0349 0.0012 -0.0216" 0.0048""
(—1.5548) (0.0534) (-1.7818) (0.4080)
0.0458" 0.0685™" -0.0035 0.0153
(1.9041) (2.9489) (-0.2787) (1.2482)
-0.149™" -0.1636™" -0.0717 -0.0754™"
(—5.7482) (—6.6772) (—5.3988) (—5.9595)
0.0137 0.0484 0.01761" 0.0407""
(0.6852) (2.2000) (1.6454) (3.8995)
Yes Yes Yes Yes
28,655 28,655 28,655 28,655
0.037 0.039 0.050 0.052
29.08 30.49 40.176 41.22
FE RE FE RE
NCSKEW,, DUVOL,,
i AL 25 7 A — B B BTLRA N A — BT
365.26™" 178.42"

e WS L RNEARE, 1S N REE t S, L8 RIRE 4 AL TTRITE 1% B ERREE T RE,
TRIAZE 10% M B EMEFEE T 8. Panel A 55 1 M 3 F &I E RN, 552 F1 4 FEX S HIBENLZN, Panel B /&

Xof B2 1) Hausman 5645 54 o
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BTk, AV NI L Tnst, SRR B Crash,, BISEW . 4% 4 55— 345 T ()=
MISHEMA LR, HA B REE G L Inst,,_, DA RECH-0.0006, Tl ¢ St 2-4.606, XfRAE
1% 8K N RE A, MR SRR OL R, S bk s 0 B S AR I R 22
K, B NCSKEW,, #/)n . 3X Ui BIFE P E g b, AR E) S5 T S L) o LR 225 10 B S R ok o A AW i A
AU R RT REIEER /)N, LA B8 8 5 bL 2 3 PR AR M B S A B A KU . P iR B g it 55 3 —
B RRERM: WU Inst,, | RECZE RIS RAE S LR RN TKARLE, W T4
fafgtE. X1 Callen 1 Fang (2013) [14|7E£ E 5450 A P25 . Callen 1 Fang (2013) [14]
TEWEFL T R 1980~2008 I SRR A 5 A IATURA #5538 155 LG A5 2 SR IR S 4 3 288 IR0 A7 7E T 35 1
EMRR R, RIHLR & b e A SR A TR /s, 3 5 A 7E e [ 1T 3 K0t 78 R B0 BT AN A Callen Al
Fang (2013) [141IA MR $8 5% 8 38 m 15 252 o 2 XU = B0 e Jo 2R P B 3 i s A R A o 1 O A
R AR T I L, R AR R i T MR R o DRI SO oy A AT R B T I AN R 2R L
AT 5 3 0 i S A 2 2R Al P R 52

S TF 45 R 4 3 2 FUFR . A5EEEE N Fund,,  RECH 0.0013, 7E 1% 25 MEFRE T E
ERIE, RFEFM T ASIESE SR BT 1 ANE 8, KK NCSKEW, , 223811 0.0013 A4z, B
AFEIHE G o5 LR ST B AR 1 e B S TN . A BE RS 5 SR BT sy AR R, N — e RREE b
R, NGRS EAT AT LA F R . DRESHUI L Insur,,_, RN 0.0007, ot Goit&
79 0.8332, XTRF) PAEN 0.4047, 1 10%1) 5 E MR T WA RRIE L 5 ke, BIORBS MR #0835 LLxT
I 52 0 A KBS S AN 35 o AL ORFESr SSFund,,_, 1 2 HCH-0.0054, ot Git&ER-2.7378, £ 1%%
EVERRE RN R E NG, SO E SIS DL T AL ORI S R I o ey, AR SR I I S0 B 2 B AR Rk
S AR /N o R, R [ SR AR B % NCSKEW, , WSS WAEIE I 22 57, A S04 5 R ok RSN 4% 3
R R 35 IEARG, GRS & (5 Lext NCSKEW,, W mafE it EAR S, Mtk (RIE 4N 5 NCSKEW, , &
I HUAH K

A3 B T AN OFILL, | RIS A B9 Domestic,, 5 AR S A5 26 52 18] 14 S IE
45K, OFIL,  KFIFHCH-0.0021, HEH t GitEN-0.7904, 1£ 10%HBZEMAKF A RE, 5
BB IR REAT I AN R A 0 A R i SR A B AT R S R . BE R BT 5 L Domestic,,, I R ECH
—0.0006, F t ZiilE ~-4.2939, XN P{HAN 0, 1F 1% EEHFEE T RENT, RIFESE&ETEAL
PR BT bk sy, R R M SRS A e i BB K o XS5 IR BT & AT SR SR R B3 5 bE S A A R 2 T
A FHAE, JEETE THU B8 b QFIL %58 (5 LL AR, KES B e siss, Bt E N 5%
i H S S B oM — B, 95 NCSKEW,, 5k <.

Table 4. Empirical results for Hypothesis 1
F4. BIg 1 HIELER

e (1) 2 3)
/) \E
NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,,

Inst ~0.0006""

b (—4.3052)
Fund 0.0013™"

ot (4.7443)
Insur 0.0007

bt (0.8332)

i
;é

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2023.132030 322


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2023.132030

Wrfl 2

Continued
SSFund,, , Eﬂ-zogg‘;g)
OFII, —0.0021
o (—0.7904)
Domestic;,_, 29402(9)29)
NCSKEW 0.0665"" 0.0655"" 0.0665""
o (8.8461) (8.7144) (8.8438)
LNSIZE, -0.0313™" —0.0414™" -0.0312""
sl (-9.7006) (—12.2981) (—9.6689)
. 0.1129"" 0.1105™ 0.1126™
1 latility .
og(volatility,, ) (7.2067) (7.0386) (7.1709)
DTurnover 0.0032"" 0.0053"" 0.0032""
o (2.7960) (4.8867) (2.8001)
Retl 0.2467"" 0.2120™" 0.2467"
e (9.6337) (8.4488) (9.6331)
Retd 0.0874" 0.0700"" 0.0875""
1 (4.6099) (3.6720) (4.6131)
Ret3. -0.0290 —0.0412" —0.0289
e (—1.2895) (—1.8382) (—1.2857)
Retd 0.0479™ 0.0359 0.0479™
S (1.9902) (1.4889) (1.9922)
Ret5. -0.1430™" ~0.1560"" -0.1429™"
e (-5.5071) (-6.0217) (-5.5034)
Ret6. 0.0164 0.0114 0.0165
e (0.8215) (0.5705) (0.8254)
17k FE Yes Yes Yes
i 18] FE Yes Yes Yes
FEAE 28,655 28,655 28,655
R 0.0378 0.0379 0.0378
F it = 28.89 26.93 28.18

FE: HS EARERE, SN RRAME t Gt R, RS RISRE 4 NG TTRIIE 1% B E MR T B
%, URUME S REVERE TR, TRYIE 10%M BE R T RE.

5.2. SENEHLHI—HYSEIESS R

X5 R R 2.2 MSEIESS R, HRAFE T Z a1t E R, X —#Max T L AH
AW Opaque,, , S AEAE I FEEGE, BRI — 0 FAVEH H E R 2008~2017 FEHA LA
w (A, AR AR E A .

R5HEHRRTORMMELR, Opaque,,_ (MRHCH 02008, H t Giit &4 2.6736, XKL P {H
N 0.007, AR 1% EEWEE FEENIE, REFESZMT LA & 55 AN B H KKK
NCSKEW,, MINREK, BIR LN, A R BT K. 1245 RIGIE TS 2.1 (W95 48, 53Eie L HUH—50.
EAE, EHAREENRAERIA T BRGNS, 2l Rk E RS ARG A
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A, DRI 2 i A AN S BT I R HE AR B A Ok, 5 B AR FEAN I 2] 7 4 W) 4 35 0k 4k 4
DB B RIS, BT HERR AR B BRI, AT 5 R R A8 AU

%55 2 A EoR TR0V I SIESS R, 52 X Inst,,_, x Opaque, ,_, {1 5%05-0.0057, 3 t Git
B8 2.6537, X P {HA 0.008, 7E 1% E MR R RENT, B Inst, 35 T Opaque, , | Ak
NCSKEW,, 20, [FIAERERET s Inst, , BEEIN— AL, Opaque;, 19 ZREL(RIRL ) RE2000 B2 0.0057.
X GERIGAE T 2.2.a, BDAEHUIRERE S EE Inst,, KRG, WU # %t BT A RAEE BHER,
B A W1 b 55 A 325 By SR 1R A S 67 2

BEANRATIAERT ST TR I Fund,,_ W RBURENIE, ASEEE4E NS NCSKEW, , B35 1EMK, X5
UM 5 LR e e A S o BRIUE, X — 2 JRATT B G A 2L G B8 % bl 2 = 1 I 5 AN B 52
s . 225 55 3 Flgnt T ARG SR, XX Fund,,_, x Opaque,, , 11 Z%079 0.0010, t Fiit&N
2.9877, XRiF) P AEZ 0.003, 7E 1% RFEMARE NEZENIE. FREYAFEESE EH Fund,, | 15 T4
BB Opaque,, | % NCSKEW, , IIRZ o 145 REGIE T 2.2.b, BIASEEES 0T AT R Ry Al 6 39 2 )
ol REIESARE, BHREE L E RN SEN, AGFESREHETREZHE T L5 H
i, SEAFERESERRHL D REEMGES), BOKT AR BREIT NG H .

Table 5. Empirical results for Hypothesis 2
F 5. Bi% 2 HDIEER

e ey () 3)
/ \E
NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,,
Opaque, 0.2008™" 04146 0.0805
(2.6736) (3.7214) (0.9381)
Inst -0.0005 0.0001
et (-1.5703) (0.3163)
Fund 0.0006""
et (2.6802)
InSti,r—l x Opaquez,t—l 292022;7)
Fund,,  x Opaque,,_, (220837)
NCSKEW 0.1258""" 0.1249™" 0.1175™
it (9.9010) (9.8607) (9.1944)
-0.0294™"" -0.0281""" -0.0414™"
LNSIZE, 0.029 0 0
(-6.1624) (—5.8783) (-7.9263)
. 0.1165™" 0.1169™" 0.1038™"
1 latility .
og(volarilty,,.,) (4.9148) (4.9231) (4.3859)
DTurnover 0.0077" 0.0068 0.0104™
Jut (1.8174) (1.6201) (2.5241)
Retl. 02713™" 02716 0.2540""
s (7.6740) (7.6748) (7.2327)
Ret?. 0.1059™" 0.1080"" 0.0889™"
o (3.4048) (3.4733) (2.8361)
Ret3. 0.05310 0.0523 0.0527
7 (1.6040) (1.5769) (1.5918)
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Continued
Retd 0.0549 0.0543 0.0446
(1.6380) (1.6221) (1.3310)
Ret5. ~0.0714" ~0.0710" ~0.0799"
! (—1.8772) (—1.6894) (-2.1176)
Ret6 0.0905"" 0.0913"" 0.0826""
: (3.1975) (3.2267) (2.9182)
17k FE Yes Yes Yes
i 8] FE Yes Yes Yes
AR 10,324 10,324 10,324
R 0.0518 0.0525 0.0540
F il & 14.84 14.30 14.75

e 5 ENEARY, SN E RN t SiiE, EES RN 4 6N TR 1% B EREE T
%, R S%I D EMEEE T EE, TR 10%NEEEE T EE. BT Opaque it EAEFEEHIE, %40
o345 SR 34 A B B AT AT o

5.3. MHLHEI —ISCIESR

BT RBAVE TS 5F5 AT FIRE 3, EINUAHREE S0 IME SRR KR, S BRI
BARIE IR . 4 6 55 1 AR T (12) I E SR, Cover,, RECN 0.0103, 1E 1% REMRE T
ﬂ%ﬁE W) 25 2% AT 43 7 i ke P R S R SR — WA (i P AR B/ o A T BRAEN U B B R

Tob 5 e 43 BT U 78 5 0 AT R R B SRR R R IE, K 6 B 2 A TR MBAL R, T X
@wrxm%”mgﬁﬁomm4?ﬂ%mﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁTM%ﬁE,WMﬁ& %Ewtm,A%%E
ZIT7 IR TC, BT AT RE A IETE, 2MRMAFIE S, EAFME R, JHERK
Bl -

B, FRATHEIT T A 5EEE G o Lo 7o 5 4 i T i T S mA i et e A . 42 6 58 3 B4Rt
TN 5 — WA SRR G o HORIA S5 — 39393 BT 235 1928 XU Fund ,_, x Cover,  INEE R, 238 XA H
49 0.00006, 1E 10%1 R EMERLE T AIE, FIRIGIE TIRE 3.2 MWL, A SRS MR 5] /04T i o6
T AR SR 2 2 A7 R

Table 6. Empirical results for Hypothesis 3
< 6. Ri% 3 FISCIELER

o M) @) ©)
A
NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,,
Cover,,, 0.0103 0.0422 0.0029
’ (2.7942) (6.5021) (0.6765)
Inst,, , x Cover, 0.00004
| (2.3857)
Fund,_, x Cover, 0.00006
(1.8934)
Inst, —0.0006 —0.0009
’ (—4.0259) (—4.4722)
Fund, 0.0001
' (0.2708)

i
;é
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Continued
NCSKEW 0.0558"" 0.0549"" 0.0563""
o (6.5617) (6.1856) (6.6133)
LNSIZE. ~0.0363"" -0.0330"" ~0.0422""
o (-8.6390) (-74112) (-10.1126)
. 0.10917" 0.1128"" 0.1089""
log(volatility,
og{volatlty,. ) (5.8715) (5.6948) (5.8302)
DTurnover 0.0036™ 0.0022 0.0059™
" (2.5918) (1.4765) (4.5487)
Retl 02233 0.2477" 0.1907""
o (7.6520) (8.0450) (6.6556)
Ret2 0.0806"" 0.0924™" 0.0666 "
o (3.7960) (4.1795) (3.1092)
Ret3. -0.0391 ~0.0252 ~0.0509°
o (~1.4820) (=0.9079) (-1.9252)
Retd 0.0484" 0.0491" 0.0385"
o (1.7557) (1.7221) (1.3955)
Ret5. -0.1629"" ~0.1547"" ~0.1766""
" (-5.5063) (-5.0183) (-5.9675)
Ret6. 0.0430 0.0411° 0.0333
st (1.6131) (1.6678) (1.3979)
172l FE Yes Yes Yes
i [H] FE Yes Yes Yes
FEAE 19,291 19,291 19,291
R’ 0.043 0.048 0.043
F Giit& 23911 23.130 23.094

Ve HES EARE RS, S AR t Gt R, RS RISRE 4 NG TTRIIE 1% B E R E T B
%, TRUME S REVERE TR, TRYIE 10%M BEERE T RE.

5.4. BEMEE
R IE A R R e, A SO T A E AR R, 3R HA A AR B R A

5.4.1. FEIMIEHEE

A LAO) I, AERERL g B A N AR R, IR AT AT R [ e N HEAT R, A5 Rk 7
Fise #7551 AR TAUSHITERAT VR EE R, Inst,,_ ZECH-0.0008, 1E 1%I01 5% & MR L~ &
%%ﬁo%7%2ﬂﬁﬁﬁm%miﬁﬁTﬁ&iﬁ¢%ﬁﬂ%&ﬂ%qummmﬁ\%%HE%%
W& Ret1,, ,,---,Ret6 | I E TN DTurnover,, | « G5R8IR Inst, , | Z¥N-0.0006, 1E 1% 22 VEE
JE IR A 227 5 3 At — 545 T Kim Al Zhang (2016) [44]556RT SRR BT 45 % Ph,, |« B
PR3 ROE, ,  FVR = U3 LEV,, o iR EIR: Inst,, | ZECN-0.0006, 76 1%12FE R T2
ENG WA, ARSOGE RIS 5 AR 5 B35 ARG, Ml E S AR T 5 LGl &, 1%
ZERIGIE T Chen Z5(2001) [417PA S iBHZE(2011) [9]HISZIESE . B, 2 7 28 4 HI1#5H] T Chen Z£(2001)
[411BL K& Kim A1 Zhang (2016) [44 ] (PR A& fg — A2 &, JFRIL,  Inst,,  ZECH-0.0006, 1E 1%H] 5
EVERRE NN RE NS TEIRINIIA R R B AR 55, MU & HAR IR AR o 45 AU 2 B
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Table 7. The robustness of the impact of institutional investor after adding different control variables

= 7. MAREHEHIE EEHA SRR IR YT

- M ©) ©) Q)
B NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,, NCSKEW,,
Inst ~0.0008™" ~0.0006"" ~0.0006"" ~0.0006""
o (-6.6678) (-4.6157) (-4.6023) (-4.3277)
LNSIZE -0.0323"" -0.0371"" -0.02266"" -0.0305""
o (-10.8937) (-11.1659) (~10.6004) (-9.1314)
. 0.0824™" 0.08317" 0.1133™
log(volatility,
og(volatiliy, ) (5.2220) (5.1960) (7.1306)
Retl 022117 02121"" 0.2389™"
. (8.7765) (8.2629) (9.1547)
Ret?. 0.0715™" 0.07117" 0.0898""
ht (3.8173) (3.7017) (4.6145)
Ret3, ~0.0528™ ~0.0443" ~0.0209
s (-2.3793) (~1.9885) (-0.9259)
Ret4, 0.0375 0.0361 0.0457"
s (1.5678) (1.5013) (1.8904)
Ret5 ~0.1644"" ~0.1609"" -0.1381""
. (-6.3843) (-6.1971) (5.3048)
Ret6, -0.0100 ~0.0042 0.0222
o (-0.5083) (-0.2081) (1.0957)
DTurnover- 0.0033™" 0.0033"
s (2.8639) (2.8238)
Pb 3.85¢-06" 4.01e-06""
o (8.8162) (8.89658)
ROE, 0.0002 0.0002
o (1.1747) (0.9603)
LEV 9.99¢-06 8.54¢-06"
b (0.6536) (0.5808)
puvoL, 0.0662"
b (8.7078)
1Tk FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
I [H] FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
A 28,655 28,655 28,655 28,655
R 0.0256 0.0349 0.0312 0.0340
F 4iit & 30.07° 27.83" 2325 2425

e WS ENRIHERS, FYNERAEN SR, FESRNGEE 4 00 TR 1% EEEE TR
F, TR S%IEEMRE T B, TRUE 10%0EEEREE T R,
54.2.DUVOL {Eh# R RTE

% 8 JER T UL DUVOL,, AREAS 5 R, BLHIHEH % 5 Bt SR OB . 2 8 55 1 81 Inst,,_, HO
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Table 8. Empirical results for Hypothesis 1 using DUVOL as dependent variable
% 8. DUVOL A MRTERMRIZ 1 HIEER

- (1) @ ©)
- DUVOL, DUVOL, DUVOL,
Inst ~0.0004""
b (—5.4917)
Fund. ~0.0002
o (-1.6979)
Insur 0.0005
e (1.4761)
SSFund,, , *9'20%22
(-2.7822)
OFII -0.0031""
i (-2.4891)
Domestic;, | 29502234)
DUVOL 0.0777"" 0.0794™" 0.0776""
o (10.8010) (11.0383) (10.7809)
LNSIZE. -0.0270"" ~0.0287"" -0.0269""
- (-16.1535) (-16.5438) (-16.1040)
. 00442™" 0.0463"" 0.0435™
log(volatility,
og(volarilty,,.,) (5.6282) (5.8620) (5.5251)
DTurnover. 0.0016™ 0.0028"" 0.0016"
" (2.5334) (4.5441) (2.5435)
Retl. 0.1036"" 0.0937"" 0.1037°"
g (7.4878) (6.8650) (7.4867)
Retd. 0.0318™" 0.0300™" 0.0319™"
e (3.0613) (2.8817) (3.0739)
Ret3, —0.0179 ~0.0206" -0.0177
o (~1.4767) (-1.7020) (~1.4599)
Ret4, —0.0024 -0.0017 0.0023
o (-0.1894) (-0.1337) (-0.1832)
RetS. ~0.0680"" ~0.0700"" ~0.0678""
o (-5.1139) (-5.2770) (-5.1016)
Ret6. 0.0192" 0.0189" 0.0193"
e (1.7934) (1.7660) (1.8062)
172k FE Yes Yes Yes
It} 6] FE Yes Yes Yes
(EFINs 28,655 28,655 28,655
R 0.0517 0.0510 0.0518
F iit it 40.08 37.61 39.15

FE: HES ETARERE, SN RRAME t Gt E, EESRISRE 4 NG TTRIITE 1% BE MR T B
&, TRUIE S REMRE FRE, TRUIE 10%10 R E R TR,
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HN-0.0004, 16 1% 2 E MR T B30, EIUE T AT SCHLRA o TR i A SR i 25 KU RN R 4518 . 40
B R NSRS SR E G BT N R, ORBEHLI 5 L Tnsur,,  IROAAN B2, ALORIES: 5 LE SSFund,, A7)
SR NG, ILAMESS 3 4, OFIIL, | IRBCN-0.0031, 7E 1%MREMERRRE T RN, X RHTsCh
OFIl,, | RECAFEARZE, 58, BNREE Domestic,, | FEH-0.0004, SHiCL50 8, BF
i U SRT ESE N AR TR 1 2 e I, BRI R K TR B, AR T
XoF AR AER i 285 IR, R SR T B B 5

B, AR A S ARG B 38 ok ot i 258 JRURS: (0 P S e AL A R AT R A 36 . FRATTHE 2 5
2% 6 P AR RIS B & e DUVOL,, , BBHEAT i, BRgs Rk o fow. o Fhuml—,
FE55 1 B poHL 5 L5 833 W2 58 SUIT Inst, ,_, x Opaquee, ,_, (1) 0525 47, WU & BEAK 1 ANz 1]
FER i FE RIS, A 55 o b 5 ANE B FE I AE IR Fund,,_, x Opaque, , | R EUR 1T B, ERAKIANIE,
HHISCRF S —8 X THUH =, Bk & S R R B T o (128 IR Inst, ,_, x Cover,,, I REUR N IE,
MUK &5 LU 3G 58 1 4 B I 26 FEE SR BE RS2, 2510 ST SC— 30, J0E TR 3.2 MW e, HUMHRsiE
TEWR 5153 AT T 56 AN TG 3G T A SR 1 A 28 RS o

TE# S UL DUVOL 1ENBMRR RIS, AU T 5 KSR S AR G R R TR, AFHES
15 Bl o S i 45 XK P 2 SRABAS NS5 o HEAMILIA o EL AN ] Y ALK o5 L3855 i 5 XU F kR <, L QFIT 5
BRI IMANAE XOTUHAER 1 2 R 3 A5 SR, U ot ik s imid i BHE F BRI Bl A RIANE
B B I AR A B AR, A SR TN R AN T2 B BT A 2 RS (R s, R 8 P PRI . AR B 5 43 #r T
T 5 A ST I AR (0 i 5 AR, AU T 2l W 5 A i o, Al A & 26 1T R fr (i 2

Table 9. Empirical results for Hypothesis 2 and 3 using DUVOL as dependent variable
% 9. DUVOL AMREENRIR 2 1 3 SHELER

.. 1) (2) (3)
- DUVOL, DUVOL, DUYVOL,
Inst,, , x Opaque,, , 1920(6)3?7)
Fund,,_ x Opaque,,_, (83352)
Inst,,_ x Cover, (()10;)3;) 01)
Opague 0.1465™" 0.0243
b (2.6812) (0.5950)
Cover, 0.0256""
b (7.6807)
Inst -0.00003 -0.0005
i1 (-0.1593) (—4.6949)
Fund 0.00007
b (0.7310)
DUVOL 0.1396™" 0.1392"" 0.0727""
et (11.8477) (1.8063) (8.4566)
LNSIZE,,, —_0.0251 —_0.0285 —9.021 1
(-10.9518) (-11.5871) (-9.1942)
e 0.0552""" 0.0536™" 0.0454™"
1 latility
og(volarilty,,.,) (5.0006) (4.8491) (4.6051)
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Continued
DTurnover,,, 0.0058 0.0074 0.0013
(3.0740) (3.9567) (1.4469)
Retl 0.1120™" 0.1090"" 0.1133™"
" (6.6526) (6.5006) (6.7344)
Ret2. 0.0487"" 0.0444"" 0.04317"
e (3.1986) (2.9053) (3.5468)
Ret3. 0.0329™ 0.0333™ -0.0111
e (2.0630) (2.0879) (-0.7477)
Retd 0.0152 0.0136 0.0045
e (0.9421) (0.8424) (0.3008)
Ret5. -0.0648™" -0.0678™" -0.0667""
o (-3.6001) (=3.7684) (-4.2407)
Ret6. 0.0341” 0.0315" 0.0325"
o (2.5735) (2.3704) (2.5131)
17k FE Yes Yes Yes
I [A] FE Yes Yes Yes
PEAE 10,324 10,324 19,291
R 0.075 0.075 0.066
F 4iit & 21.02 20.77 32.60

VE: 55 LPARIARE, FES A SRR t Gih e, FESRMRE 4 SN TTRYITE 1% RE R TR
&, TRUIE S REMRLE FRE, TRUIE 10%00 R E R TR,

6. &g

ARSI A5 e B SR T3 2008~2017 4E 3559 5K i A E EE, T T LRI o Rk R 2R
WAL 2t 2l B2 (Y2 T, S — 2D BRI LR 5 B 38 S AT UAC 2 2 i P55 P 52 R L 1), R S 9 e T R ) e 220
— 77 MR % 38 P RE 20T 2 ) IV 95 AN 38 W 5 S fim P RO FE 80N, 3 — 5 TR ML ARG 43¢ B3 3 T g Jl i 7
M) AT T AT g 338 17 5 e ¢ S A2 e A B o AR A SR HA I — RAIMIRBE,  FRATT AR S TR AR B3 [ VAR Y A T
SHESHT, AT RUNS R

i, FSFRMT, SR TIEE 5 LS Rk 8 RS A7 7E 3 ARG R &R, BN o Lk
[, AR SR A P TR R, R NI O R . 145 1R AN [F] T Callen F1 Fang (2013) [14]7E3£ E T
W it , ARSI FNRAE T E A Biids, AU b R A R T R SR R KR, TSR
[ AT S LA A3 % 3 o Ll 5 9 i XU TE A 5

H, AT FA R SR 55 35 15 I SR U0 o 2 0 B2 10 O RO I, A 5544 o LU 5 AR Sk i i XU
BRFEMRRR, tES RIS 5 L5 i AR 535 U 5, PRI LA &5 b5 3 B XU 6 R R R .
TR T N AU RIS SMLAL o5 LU A B, 38 5 AU AR DG, EL IR S5 5% 1R T WA MTLAG K 48 SRR
{52 T AL S R S TLAAI B R o SRSkt FRATTR I A B2 5L S AN 5] T~ H A SR R WA B0 B8 &, 2 109 i XU

B, ARSCIR AN Bt 38 s me b7 2 =) W0 45 A 32 B Bk T s o B SR R . 1 g, kAN
RIRIEV G2 N A =0 55 AN 325 B 5 AR R i B B AP A B 35 SAH DG OC R, IXNE5IRISHIE Hutton 55(2009)
[SIERH AL W . — 7, FRATRILGNU & Ho B 1 IV 55 A7 BH FEX6) i 5 JRURS AR 5, B0 IE 1 LA 4% %
FX B AR AAE R B E A PR MUEREE B B A RSN, B LT AR N
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SYRMHIRERL, BRI S5 ANEIRL, AT AR 55 ANIE Wi B i SR o o5 — D5 T, S5 SRR WA RIS
RN T, ASFEEEINGR 7 ANE W BN R I, X — 2500 E 7RIS S AT N 2T 55
AIEWE R — R, RV T ASE TR OE T i A m LSS O, 32 24w IR 5 45
SN SE R PRIE, ARSCIRIE T AURI #8583 FT REIE L R IV 55 AN W P2 a3t T S i Uc ot i, ELES WL A7 A
PR G5 A TEOR PR T RE o A AT $5 % 8 0 oL M AT SR BRI 35 AN W RS, 17 7 B < I M R B0 ¢
AT TR 55 AN WIS i 2 XS (520

B, ASXNHHSEEMBENT, 08T 7Y 8 f 00 7 AT DAt i 2 AR i 22 i
MWL EoG, SRR RN S — WA 25 ROR R S XS A2 AR B 3 IEA G R R . IRIRIE T 3K
TR e, BRI AL SRS 26, TR 0 e DT AR i 07 R 2 0 2 2, 3 B8ORS K ) 2 B A
R, FERE S TCVE AR SEFEGEON = B, A B 2 BRI, SR TR . HETT, SRS R AT
PR B W51 205 o M I ati » MUAA) o7 B 53R 1 2 M DB i Xt SR SR 8 AR (5, T A A B0 s
XA N R

S, IR YOI AL R I BEAE R AR, 0 HANAHT W SR E s f AR R A,
TR g . AT — PR DUVOL 1EE RINB R AR BRI, AT SCh A5 e MR E A
IR, (HRASCEEH A RARTAE

B 7 LR KBS, ASCHRIRIE T — RSP E AR T EANTIZ IS, 40 Chen 5(2001) [41]HIH
FORINSE [ T 375/ ) B AE AT R L SR, (HR A SO ST R B i S e e A S, AN i SR A
BE TR -

SE 3k
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