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Abstract

Based on the theories of information asymmetry and information transmission, this study takes ST
Zixin as a case study, and uses management discussion and analysis (MD&A) text information, fi-
nancial data, and related industry data in the annual reports from 2010 to 2022. Empirical analysis,
Python web crawling technology, text analysis, and other methods are used to measure MD&A text
tone manipulation, and then compared with the profit margin after excluding earnings manage-
ment. Research has found that when the profit margin of a case company decreases after removing
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earnings management, the frequency of positive vocabulary in MD&A increases abnormally, and
management may consciously use optimistic language to balance or conceal unfavorable financial
performance. The conclusion of this study has certain significance for understanding how listed
companies influence investor decisions through non-financial information, especially language and
tone.
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1. 518

M EAIETRAE 5y T AR YINE SR 28 5 BT kS, T EF BT a2 7l 30 SFRIFFEIRE,
WA A B HRE B AR AT K. Dy 1 — RS B SRR E, BRSS9
fEle, H S R A T AN W L s L, T Al I 553 WA P A% 0o A T 2 W s R AT D I 954
H(fAR R ), BEORBE MM E R AL 7 — A 1R A Rk 5 IE E AR KR K A

AR, FEEE B BORIIAR LI B IR 5 AR BRI N, AR A SO BN i S ATE W
FESIE TEARFRIE. ORI, FERGERE—F, SORERB Y 172G B AR A S 2
o A B R AE EASCARTE R SE RN, AT LU ROt R S B R B AR A A, SR, HATSR
TICAE R RGBT FORARXT D, AR e B R BIE T53% . WF OB IS MR R ag 25 b ety
A IRA T (AR R B A B FRA B, EHG 0 ST KB NREBI WX R, 4RI 10 B AR HE A
AR R, I SCAE R BT RRIR T A SRR AR AR B EE R TR AE A

2. HxEAS3cEiEm
21. BERER

AR BTS2 A T 7 45 B Al 1R, ORGSR BAKIRR, T AN IS 2 2R A
b B OB BE 2 B4R BORGE S B AT R[]

B A b2 THAE I B OB AT ST, Alb A5 23 e i AR IRV, 5 2 AR S A A SE A5 21
TIN5 o AE ARl A G 1) IV 55 40 55 B AT RE 2 T 2% A R HEAT B B A TR AR N BRI 1 S ) S Lt
ATSUEWE AT, BRFURILSE [ B A mlil i S TP BORAS T B, BN AR, BRI A BT B AR 4
P AT NE T T H AR ACERAR A BT I H [214E 40 T3t 1 Resf i & b i A m IR S s i AT ok, RAT
IR A BT R (GEA BT SCHL 1 R MR U H B TH[3]. b, 1 2 SR 0 TR R A A 4R
o7 EEE, R TR IR MBS, W TR DS IR BT AR A B, AR R T _E A 1R B
PRI RE TR M [4]. PRIk, WFFCRAME IR BRI R R R 50, A 550 LR Alb R PR R T 7, A
TR H AT BE R B AR IR T N -

2.2. MD&A KB
BRI TEEAXIR, fHEBHEM BB B E T LS ERER .. SEEREER
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AR A RIS R, ZRE BRI SO B DR mB AR R . X2 E 3 EAE W 55 40 55 (1
MD&A X7 28, Hrf MD&A 52K, i ih 5 MR AR R SRR, 5 A
XFRe A B LS 55 5t BE R, RSB, RV EE SR AESIEN, HEEEE
HERBOEZ AER, FEARE T M. 07T CICIEI I EIR A, 2 MR B B0 St i bt x
ST KB HEM P MD&A MUARTE BT &, JF4i & LW a MANEFE AR AT X LE 2 #r, #IHT I MD&A i

MRS .

3. REINAE
3.1. ROHEEKIES HBRIKEIR

WFFTLEL 2023 4E 7 BT A E A T ST K8 AN G317 R0 M, TEAEPAERE: —ZERK
ARECME, @ BT A E AT R ARG B TIRAN T, BRBBE X BARIE L, SRR RS SR
SR Z AN R RN R MAE, AE 2024 £, ST HEH Ll ZiE M, #s
AFEEG BB EE, ST REN T R AEAFI I SR T R I 5] S8 5 & T, Al A2 R
MD&A 5 15 LU I3 FIWT . 35Tk, BFFTLL ST 88 N X SATIR AR 7T

FORBRIE 4G : (1) FAROCANEE : ST K58 2 ORI 55 58 BERE S5 15 B 3 ML IR B[R] 7E 2010 2 2022
OB TS B E D 2010 AEZE 2022 AFEIAIE],  HLAEHRSCARY R 55 EOA AT AR BEA TS S AR AR RAS
BT L ARSERK, NTIREBIEECE, HFARERRIE RS 2012 AT 72 ST R &R 258G
Py 100 K B AR K& ST %8, K Python € ARSI A 3 T . (2) MEEdEcE: E#H
AR SCARYREE ) 100 K BT AR & ST K8, FIH B 2500 FE T %k 2009 F5 2022 1 554 . (3)
SCARTRALEE:  SCASTRALFR S T BT (A w44 PDF #3738 4 Python T LR A txt 43 9 7 BERE IR
BB B 5 8, e AR B, B985 1 Python f) PYPDF2 S 7E 3 0 v IC B S ) AE R0 AT ks 2R
e, RN STE RN ZS, TR R 4 58 O 2 FAEAR txt SCRFEE e — A txt SCEFRAE, (BT
— BRI B BT L

3.2. REIATHER

ST 2&EHALT 1998 £ 5 H, A HZ S R sz ralk. Al FEEMFAG=Y, szl
PN NS PR T KRR o e B2 BN 5

ST L3 T 2007 FFAEHACHT ETli, 2011 4E % 2013 EM & Mg 45 prtl B “IREEE N7 M= 0.
rh R IE S B PR DL 2 (LU R FTRRIE R £2) T 2014 46X} ST Sk T4T B T, 2022 48, Ho (P EBIEH
RS i R TR EE . 2023 4E5 H 5 H, ST REBELMGHSE T “ B HGER” 5 “Hith
KR, HHAN “*ST %87 . 2023 4E 7 [ 28 HIRYINESRAE 5 Fr v &b Bl , Ik s
NG B R AT HE R A AL

3.3. REEH

1E 2006 FRIFEEHR S R, BN BTTH0 ST K9 eE 7 HRAZE M . B P30 A IR 5452 & (8
FRBEFI GO N ST L EMIE IR E, HERFE AT 8LIT%M A . /A a3 H Kl 558 58 R A%
il JE 0T 77.85% %43, Nk ST K Lbrity, MimlalHe ST 558 73.19% MM, J& 2 ) 1 S bt i
Ao

A 2021 HK, ST RKEBMH — R ARSI, HILEBERFR LG D20 42 16.43%. 7Rt
W], B S E 25 IR (KB E 25 BRA B (FRIARE 259K FE) 25T T (RRREFE L) , 15 E 259K
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RERCN T ST KB IB AR (ST LKA Lhrimhl N), HEHK A HIPrIEH ST %44,
3.4. &R

N T AT ST HFBANLSERIL, WUk FACRYE R FE bR BT I s R BT 2010 45 2022 41
OhFIXFLE, RIS A ST S8 B I o R 5 [FAT WAL #EAT B A XS B

Table 1. Return on net assets of ST Zixin and its peers from 2010 to 2022
= 1.2010 £ & 2022 £ ST £KFBSRITASBFRERIER

FAER ST S&1# 0 L /% A% BEZEEI% SfE
2010 10.88 1051 0.37 0.971
2011 12.01 10.09 1.92 0.865
2012 4.55 16.87 -12.32 0.878
2013 2.59 6.79 -4.20 0.840
2014 2.37 8.73 —6.36 0.617
2015 1.97 7.80 -5.83 0.693
2016 4.36 12.14 ~7.78 0.697
2017 9.00 10.99 -1.99 0.904
2018 4.04 0.30 3.74 0.960
2019 158 3.55 -1.97 0.932
2020 -18.88 6.42 ~25.30 0.330
2021 -36.24 1.98 -38.22 0.423
2022 ~75.90 6.38 -82.28 0.001

HeRUR: ERLHEE, 1R B

MR 1 BT LU . 4R 2010 R4 2015 EAN 2017 SR 2 2022 45 ST SR A0 B> Il H
TR, {E 2012 £ 5 2022 4 EAR T FAT L FI(E, H 2020 4240 2022 4 S /T 0.05, SATILAFAE R
FHXES, VY] ST SEEALIX BUR 8] A HL A R B8 A2 RF L0855 -

4. ST BB AIB BRI IHERT
4.1 XAIFRFRYHERTRF A

CABTFURIL, MM 8, & B2 ORGSR TR R ki, A B A i
B B TE i FR R R, W TSI E[5], MBS, R ST KEAEMm P
TSR, T SRR AR AR R AR L S, WIERHT ST KB AF L TE IR .

4.2. ST % MD&A X AIBANMES Hh

4.2.1. XKXBRENTE
SR PR SCA NG M ik, 22T O I ROR N SOR P R C B T e i k. T iES
22 57, JESTH) I A AN I T rh SO 5 I B, TBLA 1 vh ST JgGR] St , 40 HOWNET . DLUTSD.
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NTUSD %, KZ &0 B a0 A MENE, JEIEL AR e Ok it thah, SEfiom a4 A =)
BT AN, DR O 1 2021 R 22 & A AN TE R I S0 Rl R B [6] . %R HUR BT LM S 4R
17 A SUNTIAT 1R o SE P A R B, B 7] g a4 R ) 1E X T
SiE RS, S EFRE R RIS ST KES FEAT WA ETE A FERIG L. 3% 2015
SEBMEA R SR XHE R I E 7], KA AT J7 WG & MD&A 4+ IE T i -
T=(P-N)/(P+N) (1)

A PORRIRNCEE, N ORIEAORICEE, SORER T iR $ads, BUETEEIN[-1, 1] [8]. wiAR
AR AV R BRI A RO —FE R, BP T = 0, AR AR AL MD&A FITAL i t Sk i 475 s fi i 42 v 7
(75 4 SRR RN R BOR T AR v, B T>0, 84 MD&A Tk H o (1155 et i S AR AR 1
FORAR P RRANC . BB A A A B SRR A S, 2 A R .
422 XXFRAT ENRES S

R TCHEN ) ST LEFEMEATIMER, SFEHRIEHEMAEA R R AR S NMER T M
MR EG T, I

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of T values in the same industry

F 2. EfTL T EfAR ML

T N BRI B/MA SON| BN briEZE
2010 65 0.446 0.781 0.652 0.068
2011 71 0.471 0.752 0.639 0.064
2012 72 0.447 0.748 0.637 0.067
2013 72 0.407 0.753 0.643 0.063
2014 72 0.454 0.752 0.639 0.057
2015 73 0.515 0.763 0.657 0.521
2016 73 0.508 0.782 0.691 0.059
2017 80 0.526 0.766 0.682 0.057
2018 82 0.484 0.772 0.681 0.063
2019 83 0.541 0.768 0.676 0.059
2020 85 0.567 0.788 0.685 0.057
2021 88 0.540 0.778 0.684 0.058
2022 94 0.537 0.784 0.682 0.056

BARRIR: ot SPSS 4L, 1EHZ I,

R 2 LAE W, SCARER T BES I 0.63, R KZEHTFIR MD&A SCAE I S AAE T IR

AR ST KESFITIM R T EMATEEE AR IIE . WEEE;: FEREEIR LR
R PRITFFIIN SPSS AT BAIAEAS T 405G, wITLMS R ST %588 SRR, BHENHE 3,

MRPEE 2 Fde 3 nTLAE H 2010 & 2022 [ HIL T B ZE R XA, 437042 2010 4% 2011 4FF1
2015 4F %2 2018 4, FEIXMERIXIAIH, ST HFEWERIE 7 HUTILAFK MD&A 5. 456 A [F IR 11
HRPA IR, SFEHE LN 4 fioR.

i
;é
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AT, FUE

Table 3. ST Zixin T and S values
FTISTEETEMSHE

FEr STHRETH HEZEME S1H
2010 0.723 0.070 0.047
2011 0.714 0.074 0.050
2012 0.591 —0.046 0.628
2013 0.626 —0.017 0.206
2014 0.633 —0.005 0.980
2015 0.703 0.046 0.322
2016 0.711 0.020 0.066
2017 0.701 0.018 0.042
2018 0.7112 0.030 0.051
2019 0.704 0.027 0.640
2020 0.668 —0.017 0.854
2021 0.667 —-0.01 0.874
2022 0.655 —0.026 0.434

BRI ot SPSS 4L, 1EHZ I,

Table 4. Comparison between the intonation of ST Zixin’s text and the return on net assets

4. ST REKIBES S E~WEE ML IER
EMTabr ST KT R /% Y Z1H1% Sl SETMH Y ZE S1H

2010 10.88 0.37 97.10 0.723 0.070 0.047
2011 12.01 1.92 86.50 0.714 0.074 0.05
2012 4.55 -12.32 87.80 0.591 —0.046 0.628
2013 2.59 —4.20 84.60 0.626 —-0.017 0.206
2014 2.37 —6.36 61.70 0.633 —0.005 0.98
2015 1.97 —5.83 69.30 0.703 0.046 0.322
2016 4.36 —7.78 69.70 0.711 0.020 0.066
2017 9.00 -1.99 90.40 0.700 0.018 0.042
2018 4.04 3.74 96.00 0.711 0.030 0.051
2019 1.58 -1.97 93.20 0.704 0.027 0.64
2020 —18.88 —25.30 3.30 0.668 —-0.017 0.854
2021 —36.24 —38.22 42.30 0.667 —-0.017 0.874
2022 —75.90 —82.28 0.01 0.655 —0.026 0.434

BRRIR: ot SPSS 4L, 1EHF I,

H—EBZERXIE: 2010 £ 2011 4F ST %5Z T H 57 8E 218 &3 S {E4 74 0.070. 0.074 1
0.047. 0.05, b S{H/NTELEET 0.05, UEB ST 3B 1E 2010 4% 2011 F 5 FATILE Z R B3, HEH
MD&A i #5350 73 R BN LE FAT MV B I AR SR 110 M 45k it Ll T LA H 2010 HE 48 2011 4 ST 485
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R B I e R 8 TAT A, (H 2011 4 ST 488514 03 IS 26 N PR P 12 68 HE AT b4 55 7 W R R 1
NEEIREE, 3302010 £ 2011 4 ST K& 5t i 2 ST WA ZE 5 7 22.86%F1 2.77%, 2011
SE ST B FZ T HEAF/E MD&A F i1 .

B BE XA 2015 % 2018 4 ST %53 T E 547 \WIMEZE A S {H4 %175 0.040. 0.020. 0.018,
0.030. #10.322. 0.066. 0.065. 0.042. 0.051, #iA ST 4535 2015 4F & 2018 ALk MD&A % F5 77
RIUA L FRAT AR SR M, o 2016 4E 8 2018 4E1 S {H/NFEEL 0.02, UEH] ST %KFE1E 2016 £ 5
2018 E 5 RATLIA 2 e 3, X B A ) ST 288 1 55\ 4 5 [EAT AR EL AR T R iR K, 4 4 1 ST
L FE ISR TAT M, 2015 £ 2018 £ GEFEAE MD&A F 5151 .

MR ST LFBERP M MD&A UAEHEA TR, 7E 2010 4F 4 2011 4EH1 2015 4F 4% 2018 4F Hi[H],
ST REME AT & TRATI, SR RRRAUR M, (H2H S R E BACELERAT L HIK
SFAnfal? 7E 2010 4E A 2011 4EA1 2015 454 2018 4F ST K324 HIL T MD&A R H iE AT N ? W Fu 4k 4k
SRTCARTE S HEREBHLR,

4.3. ST ZBRFIMRBREENM S SHERRHTE S 7

4.3.1. ZIBREREERNMS I SEREERE
FE DI SR AL, 8 A 55 SRR bn G4 58 7= SR IR 2 R4 0 - I 2 2R, (IR e di b
ATREA S TR SR BN, IR AT DA — B MR [9]. DN THBRIXRD MR
KBTS T Cornett 55 NFIJE, 1 HIZ 0 148 A 53 7 BRI RIE 245 D9 W 55 S8 i Am [ 10]
HARfigse, WIRAR K 57 BB ANE 3 sh SO BR R R AE, T3] — O HER K. SER T
FLARE BRI Y 55 SRR bE -
UnEi,t :(Ei,t )/(A,l)_Di,l )

A UnEic N i AR t FEHIBRERE IG5 SRR, BN i AR t F R BRRTRNEZE,
AL RITATEt = LR, DA i AR t RN RN TR o
4.3.2. ST HREBRY MR FHATHE

WFFCLERE 9T ST 8B M T H 7 R HL R HAZ IR BB (4], #PPERLTHRIE D Bk A

Di,t (A,t—l) :TAi,t/(A,t—l)_ Ni,t (Ai,t—l) 3)

A TACH T AR tERBRITEREE, N i Aa 5t EIERRE N TR .

MTEEL K] ST 28 28 A [F 47 M AR AR b SR ECH AH . 1M 55 3k, i ab BRAS 2[RI 4Ry K ST SR
AT A E B D RS g, B3 U (R 5):

Table 5. Descriptive statistics of D values in the same industry
% 5. FfTd D EfER M ST

o W E R BoMA SO BN PRifEZE
2010 64 0.002 0.549 0.070 0.101
2011 69 0.001 0.320 0.062 0.079
2012 74 0.000 2 0.437 0.06 0.066
2013 72 0.001 0.319 0.067 0.069
2014 72 0.001 0.349 0.057 0.053

i
;é
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AT, FUE

gk
2015 72 0.002 0.151 0.049 0.035
2016 72 0.002 0.290 0.063 0.526
2017 73 0.0002 0.407 0.058 0.073
2018 80 0.001 0.471 0.063 0.064
2019 82 0.000 4 0.302 0.059 0.047
2020 83 0.000 4 0.173 0.062 0.040
2021 83 0.001 0.330 0.067 0.058
2022 84 0.001 0.397 0.069 0.064

BARRIR: ot SPSS 4L, 1EH I,

WS EIM ST KR 5T IR G D (H BT B8 A PR BT WIME . WM, BHARE 11 ST
KRESFTL D EMRYES I AR BEREAT AL i, HEBEAIASAE 6 1 ST %58 D (A S {H.

Table 6. ST Zixin D and S values
6. STEEZEDMEMSE

F ST##EDfH WEZA S fH
2010 0.549 0.479 0.001
2011 0.292 0.23 0.003
2012 0.092 0.032 0.629
2013 0.155 0.088 0.210
2014 0.004 -0.053 0.312
2015 0.060 0.011 0.759
2016 0.065 0.002 0.964
2017 0.241 0.183 0.012
2018 0.097 0.034 0.603
2019 0.029 -0.03 0.541
2020 0.075 0.013 0.734
2021 0.035 -0.032 0.588
2022 0.119 0.05 0.444

BARRIR: ot SPSS 4L, 1EH I,

4.3.3. ST ZE BRI FIASITILNER S

MRPEH 5 fge 6 WTLAE H, ST 4K%E D MBUEAE 2010 4E & 2012 E 2B FR&#A, 7F 2014 £ 2017
SE ZPBETHEAR, mfEiAT] 0.241, mFFEATILI{E 0.058, H 2010 4. 2011 H1 2017 41 S 1H 7
%24 0.001. 0.003 1 0.012, /T 0.05, iERATE 2010 4. 2011 EF1 2017 4 ST K52 5 R\ 2 (A7 1E &
75, FTUALE 2010 4F 25 2022 F[A L 7 B S X ], 43 )2 2010 4F 2 2011 4F A 2017 4.

F—B o X E: £E 2010 4% 2011 4, ST K& 5T [A D fI35ME %8y 0.487 A1 0.230, H
2010 4EF1 2011 4F ST X521 S {5 0.001 A1 0.003, 3L 0.02, UERH ST 48351 D H 98%/[ vl REME &
HEAT\LZ AR R 2R .

i
;é
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A ST %63% 2011 FEEMR AT LIR I, M 2010 £ 2012 4F F24E, HE IR R 8 FlE N IE, HE
BN SWMEA Y, —BE . BT, ST %KFE1E 2010 fFEA7LE w4 B Nl B 55 oA 1)
ZIH]. G54 ST SREEAE 2014 - p BEIIE I £ HEAT AT BUG § vT %, 2010 4748 2011 4 ST K515 %5 5 ik
FBAW R T RBE A 5 BB —— KA bR R P AT DL IR A S R R, IR OGRS R AR A 5
R TEEAXRER, Fril ST %31 2010 44 2011 FEAF1E R A5 B,

BRI XE): 7E 2017 4, ST LK 5 [F4T kA D (9415 28 v 0.183, H 2017 4/ S {H >N 0.012,
/NT0.02, FHH ST %81 D 5 98%I1 AT At & 5 AT\ [AIAFTE B3 22 57

MR ST 2£4% 2016 4F AN 2017 AR Fr il S Bt ml i, ST 835 8 IO B 2016 4R 1) 8.2 {234
F] 2017 4E () 13.27 12, FILLIEINT 61.83%, {H E7E 2014 4E % 2016 4= ST 1 E WARIUKFAF47)k
FAKT, X—ZRE0U ST KSR R EHII .

ST R&EAE 2017 M BIR, BRI EEF N, 8 NS TANEER I # fh 7 2k
SEILER, (HAZ 2017 SRR S ETH 2016 -1 4935 JIlEKE] 3178 JiJt, LA H-35.60%,
ELIRIN ] B A ST SR M8 WK T A B N2 20 127C, 40 # ml RN Hh R R B DR el 45 1) H T e
NT HEIFIER, ST XEMAEMAS RIS AKRNEE S, XFH TE5HIR, R TWRIIHRTEHE ST
REAFRPIR B R RERNF X —BHE S, BHECEE RN, KRG IMB#es, 2 SE NS
THEMEAR T Z, FARYE ST 445 2017 22 & TRATL D k&, ST %3E1E 2017 FAAERMRE R
B

4.3.4. FIRERERHM S SHEROHE
LR EAF R FAT N A F RANEG UnE [ERRR ST, BRI (L 7).

Table 7. Descriptive statistics of UnE in the same industry
= 7. EfTk UnE iR 14t

Fr NI /ME NI HfE i 22
2010 64 —0.451 0.432 0.152 0.134
2011 68 —0.297 0.473 0.127 0.132
2012 72 —0.383 0.415 0.150 0.112
2013 71 —0.245 0.439 0.150 0.119
2014 71 —-0.279 0.435 0.145 0.108
2015 71 —0.115 0.408 0.152 0.100
2016 71 —0.418 0.378 0.161 0.101
2017 72 —0.418 0.370 0.129 0.115
2018 79 —0.025 0.450 0.176 0.084
2019 81 —0.034 0.372 0.173 0.094
2020 82 —0.029 0.400 0.192 0.082
2021 82 —0.123 0.378 0.172 0.099
2022 82 —0.024 0.631 0.181 0.102

BRI ot SPSS 4L, 1EH I,

K321 ST K5 FAT LA B 4G UnE (AT Hn A BAG 2AT WL I8 . B 2210 IFREAT SOT A
t A, BHEWHE 8.

i
;é
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Table 8. UnE and S values of ST Zixin
2 8.ST XZ UnE EF S &

T ST %% UnE fH SSlIER ] S1H
2010 —0.451 —0.603 0.001
2011 —0.163 —0.291 0.026
2012 —0.028 —0.178 0.109
2013 —0.092 —0.242 0.039
2014 0.079 —0.066 0.541
2015 0.120 —0.032 0.748
2016 0.012 —0.148 0.140
2017 —0.140 —0.269 0.018
2018 —0.025 —0.202 0.015
2019 —0.024 —0.149 0.110
2020 0.085 —0.107 0.236
2021 0.038 -0.134 0.174
2022 0.117 —0.063 0.536

BRI ot SPSS 4L, 1EHZ I,

RAE 7 fde 8 W LAE Y, ST %25 7F 2010 £E % 2022 4 UnE (5N FEATLIIME, ViR ST L& 1E
2010 E % 2022 fE MM S5 G0 3R AN, Horb 2010 42 % 2011 4E. 2013 4E 1 2017 4F & 2018 4 ST &
R A AR B S IR B BB R FAR T RAT I 2 [ 394 0.2 B, 454 2010 4F % 2011 4F. 2013
FEAI 2017 4E % 2018 4E S {H, AILAAH] ST K854 2010 £ % 2011 4E. 2013 £E A1 2017 4E % 2018 4E51 (%
BAREHZ GRS BRI REREART &, MEMSESFTI 2 AfFEE REER, ILLE
H ST K885 a8 HE 2 5 1R 58 = R RV 28K (1) [X [R]/E 2010 4F %2 2011 4F, 2013 411 2017 4F %
2018 .

4.4, ST £E MD&A XK BARENHES 0T

MD&A {5 B35 & 15 VR RLIZ A A 7] (1 B S 45 SR RE— 2, B9 2 w0 55 S i %, MD&A
SRS W HARRINER, R A TSGR, MD&A {5 Bk iE 2 £ I H E R IIE A,
KL, WFFEF ST MM 55\ 8 5 HOURERBEAT X B i, R I SAFETE R 7 s 0. Herh i 5%
gt br FH T 51 bR 88 R S B Ik SR AR, B UnE.

MRPEH 9 W) ST 452% T M UnE {H AT LU H, ST L8055 5 A5 BE 2 5 1S 5 77 KB AT R A%
FIX [ E 2010 S5 2011 4F. 2013 4EA1 2017 F& 2018 4, ST LEZFEMR A Z I 0 75 BN SR WA 24
[X [H] 7 2010 4% 2011 4FA1 2016 4F % 2018 4, Hrf 2010 4F % 2011 411 2017 4% 2018 4E N ST 4£5%
A 25 A TAT I R Ui, AR AR AR R I H SR AR SR AR B A AT B, X E A LTS,
RN ST %22 17E 2010 4E % 2011 4EA1 2017 4E & 2018 SEFEE R W IE TGN, AT T SUAE R .

MM ST SRR tH B ARAR I o v WA TR, A PN Be: 2011 4228 2013 -4 <3 tH Il
SRR “IRRE RN E R, 2020~2022 4 ST KM &R & 40 ) H B AR vE LT . AR EE = L.
TFEFORE W RN ATRLEH, 58 DR R N RBOY £ 2 J5, ST RFEEMM ARG ik
PASIRAFAE, (HSE R SCAABE R R i o X — IR, R T Akbre i & WA B fa), R T
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Table 9. Comparison of ST Zixin text intonation and UnE
= 9. ST RFEXAIEES UnE 3TELIER

FEhr bR STHRETH HEZEE S1H STH#ZEFUnEE  HEZEE S1H
2010 0.723 —0.070 0.047 —0.451 —0.603 0.001
2011 0.714 —0.074 0.05 —0.163 —0.291 0.026
2012 0.591 0.046 0.628 —0.028 —0.178 0.109
2013 0.626 0.171 0.206 —0.092 —0.242 0.039
2014 0.633 0.005 0.98 0.079 —0.066 0.541
2015 0.703 —0.04 0.322 0.120 —0.032 0.748
2016 0.711 —0.020 0.066 0.012 —0.148 0.14
2017 0.700 —0.018 0.042 -0.14 —0.269 0.018
2018 0.711 —0.030 0.051 —0.025 —0.202 0.015
2019 0.704 —-0.027 0.64 —0.024 —0.149 0.11
2020 0.668 0.017 0.854 0.085 —0.107 0.236
2021 0.667 0.017 0.874 0.038 —0.134 0.174

BRI ik SPSS 1, {EE R,

5. &it5RB=
51. 4ip

AWFFELL ST K3 NI, T ST %5% 2010 E & 2022 FEW MM S5 FEE R, 18 CAER
P BB RURI G B F AR S I S b S T TR T, A H DL i

AR KL ST K3E4E 2010 4E % 2011 41 2017 4E 5 2018 “EHIIE], HEAHAER MD&A SUAE I,
AILAE H: AR BRSCARE BRI, A H T LR RSN, SRR IS
ATIE AR 24 2 AT A0 N (2 A B, 2 [R I S AR RO T HEAT 7 BN . ST R 85l i 1 % MD&A
R SHRIIT AR B H R AR T, AT AL (15 -

5.2. AR

MG FIREE R, S5 A AHICHI RSO BRI SR, IR T 28 SCAME BB R A R IR 2 AR 2%

2014 FFAEM S — OO0 ST HEMATATEAL T, )5 ST EEAVFEMAE Bk M BLH A, 2016 F44
PFRIER, MR LA, AFFERMPRIERIEIR TR, BIXPOESR 5 T, EE| 2020~2022
ST LW H AR THE W o THHE NS 22 S5 AL () 2045 2023 4. AJ L, ST K88 A SCAR 8 1 SR
MR F IR ARG BRI, MR 7 AR # TR LA R (8], IR 7 IR 2 57 58 W 2 AR I (],
BUAT AR 65 1) JEE 15 AR SCAS A DG BE B BN S TE 8, I RIS A A2, JFOR 65 B0 AR TR
VT T IR PR A4 EOR BOMVE SO, N2 SO B AR B B s AR MEERIMRF A, N BT A
AR SCAE B ESR A T AT SR 2 B, DR R i A 2P 82 DA AR SR 7 P8 7 2 T R T B 5 1D

UEAE, 4 HT RS SR VP R R 2 R AR T S AR AR I, A R T SOARE R SR A U E
Tk, CREEE B R A R, HES WA E SR ARG B R UE, o TE R R B

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2025.152041 407 G


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2025.152041

AT, FUE
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