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Abstract

Using the data of China’s A-share listed companies during the 2015~2019 period, this paper em-
pirically examines the relationship between environmental uncertainty, management ownership
and audit decisions. The results show that: 1) The environmental uncertainty faced by enterprises
is significantly positively correlated with audit costs and probability of being issued non-standard
audit opinions, which is consistent with previous research conclusions; 2) Management ownership
will strengthen the positive correlation between environmental uncertainty and audit fees, but
weaken the positive correlation between environmental uncertainty and the possibility of issuing
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non-standard audit opinions; 3) Regardless of size, management ownership has a significant posi-
tive moderating effect on environmental uncertainty and audit cost, while the negative moderat-
ing effect on environmental uncertainty and the possibility of being issued non-standard audit
opinions is significant only in small-scale enterprises.
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1. 518

ROy — P B RSN B LA v B R A H T R EO A S R A G R E R, IR
FEACBERE S, o 2 A o o I RE A AR Al A A OB A XURG: , gD Al M) S AR DG RO R e, B
RBR 58 Z ARG BAXIR, SRR . RIS S B, ik St AT TF g W& 1)
GRS T 3 % 3 A o 75 A7 A FE R XU AR 75 R S R R 45 5, AT R i il A 2 AR SS3 IAT 8
R B H T PSR RR — HR S RN R Z — . B RS AT IR, B
ImEIAN A R AR EE, HAniE M E PR R  Fd BB RE . BRREREMB AR
SRS R oMl ) A A RRE (1], B e A B R [2] o R O S A AN E M S S
TFE LAY IEAR SRR BEAT 1 SEIE S, ASCRHATZ A SR R BEAT T AN AL, 25 S BB AE A B A
SE SIS R AR T 22 JT 2RI R

BN A2 A VR 8 7 B A AT B AT I 45 T Al i S8 BN s 75 53 ) —Fhisah 5%, Sk
T2 5 I 2N T R R TAREL R A, SR DL 2 SR A N ARER I — S8 55 R S A AT R S e
BUSAR T BEAR A T8 2L 4% 35 Fie A M) st A IR ER) TR, 0 il iR e o 7 AR AN RS . IBEAL K
JhEss AN AR TR E R R S A s RSB, BORE R BT, B RIR R R, g2
AV ACEE R BB “ B FE T R SR CabL, MBS BT EURAT,  PRAT BB 2 T A4 S 451
FANANE, REBRARFIZEAIAT . R RR I RE 33 2 v A AR RR 2B LR 5 PR AN
SETES S TR R R ? IXRASCIRIER AL

ASCATRERIBE FE DTk S, UESE TN E PR TR RS, sl T O R T TR
Wi AR BT TT, 9B AT SRR AE 1 o v TAR T SR bt . 5=, Wk /BRI B A E
PES BT S AT TR AR SCIE PR, XEEATRI R RBAT THN eI, 8 1 B ROR K SR,
NARN R B REAT IRBCER tE— S B W B=, RHABARTTES T 7 AR R
TR RE O B AN € PR 5 B TH R AU RE RE R ZE 5, IO B 2 =) o) e 2278 TR 3R

2. BEIH SRR
21 EREFR. METHENSHITRA

KA H AL IR0 K 3R, Simunic (1980) [31RA R 5 T i F X P oK 5 B JL PR 2 i ol 5% 75 22
FE IR A GEIARS 735 8 T BT T B0 o O KUz A T ML RN B IR ARG IR, AR, di il
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5553 A PR FE SRR A SR SR VUSSR O ST T, AR RUBEEOR, VB e, S SRR R
T M R K . 2 TP TS 55 BT 5 AR UR B SR IR I T, AR B B 2 R (RO g, AT YA v 1
BT SR 4], M TR TR0 B T USSR TG, Aol 2085 JXURG: AT 45 PR A2 - A 50300 e - IR 1) 5 2 [
o MM E R E, koA BRI AT REMEROC, B T A DRTHI N R B RS RO, e XU
(R Tl 28 2 A TN B 22 1 o T SRR NPT B 22 ) o VTR T R B B B A A, TR A A
SR [5]. AIIA 45 IR, AR SR B T N 5 DR i I A AN 45 7% 20 UG 17 08 T8 52 1 A 5 432 1) T R M
PR TR OB T 2R 6]

PO S 0 RN 5 H U SR A IE A S AT 1 SRR A7, Al I R PR AN A 5 1 AR
F RSB UL R . B, 25 (2015) [8]H1 & Hk—(2015) [T\ IR AN 2 4 o £
G A S BRI R, SR H S AME R RS, At SN & A S B s,
TEA G E SRR T 22 (1 B URRORS 0 R RS 7038 2 0 B THIE 4 DR A o R . LR, Ak S 4k
SBR[ —HR 5, AN A RE A R BRI %, s R 2], @
Al K 5 1 2 R e R KR L v A A 2 R 2 s Tk AT XU 23 B [10], A b MU AL 55 5 2 7% B i 2>
BEZ K. Foh, B E AN S BRI R RS, IR BB ARE[11], B2 5 S 8UA = %5 %
BRAR L FH[12] [13], 380l (0 45 R

B R I R Al St A R 1 77 o —, i BT SR, RSG5 LA
FHME . BAEIHZ R T REI A E S # 1H S O R P AFAE T RN e 2 2ok, B3R
FRIN, AU & R I AR H AR 5 B AT A R 2 —[14]. & ReRAE i 5 Ak [ Rl
e RS C R, BOREHE TAERNLE, BBUSE BT RN SR LAk | T8 R AE,
MAASER B T e B 8 BRAT N [15], PR AIAT o m] B BILLE Py 42 1 B = R 4R [ 16] o 1T s /K-
(14 PR s 1) 2 AR o T N A TR 19 E R SR AN s e 5 | e 1) B DR R XU, B N TR R P o IR PRI
TS o R, RAUE 2 SR & E R DL, 3R RmEF[17], A 7 RPE BT G
P, FRAF IR 25 T3 36 XU 5 i ) RS [ 18] o 24 A b T I AR B AN s PR, XU A 2 v ) i 5 2 {1
TEBEZ o g, SR, WS BRI 2 R, AN R EREREZ IR A, K
T BB S B R EAESINLEI R R & H B WA R FRAKR, — 9 5 E ARSI FEE 5 Ak
BAREHIEMG, BBUSBI 28I B AT R ARG BLABIHL, bl il i 7 4 5 2 PR BB 1 AT AL
FRbR UL PRIE BT RUE R [19] [20]0 55— 0532 3 WA A IRCHUih e % B ] 5 8 B RRAT g, 300 s 1)
ML 3 S, S AR BRI BINL[21] [22]0 e IR A 4 VR A0 1) BE % 5 0e) Fh PR S5 AN o 1R 5 S 1 28 AR
EHAT RN, SBEHTHAGEES . LG LR, N2 MR ER 2R ER U NGRS, FIHARSHRH
PSS AR 15 -

Hlp: EHEERR 2 s R 55 AN 0 g % o 11 2 FH P I AH G

Hlp: & HR 2RI 2 M 99 BEA 2 %) o 1 9 FH 00 TEAH OG M.

22. EEERHR. METHEMSHITER

KT HIZARRIFEZ, o0 A0 E AR o o B A A AR B B L 2B RUAN Py 43 ) S5 SR PP A
bR A EE AR AR, AT He A5 BT AT 2, E A R T L. Bartov (2000) [23]F 7k
A A H Sl L ARARHE B R W AT REME S IEADE, RISV S N R, KR S
BARFR#EF TFE Mo A/N1-(2003) [24]38 i 12 B — Se 8 bkt & A 2 B S R IR B L 2 . 5577 67 it
R, A ETERER R SRR IFE AT REE ARG, BIEREILR, S R, AR I
S BLARARUE S TR OMER IEAR DG . AV TR P28 KRR K, R AR B8 R 1) vl RE Mt b K [5]
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KW, Al AR R, S, TR 555 SRR, o A St
A H R AR AR U R R R T A 10 T XU [25] -

[ O A R I BAH E V5 TR B IEAR SCEREAT 1SR [7], PR BEANA 2 Pk B Y
Wi i b, 8 S BN 20 7 YR s R et AR AR v T I AT e . B e, RIS BRI AR ER, P
AHE VR, B S L AE BRI, B8 SR AN OGE A R R L, Akt
MM ARE BB, RN R A%, BN RS, TR R TR, 3R
TR, Bk R AR d T B W AT REE[7]. FoK, VLIRS ATFIEE, B E
PERZ IR Al P S i BN 2278 V5 Bl o AL T s PR A B AN e VERR G, AV BAT I 28 MO AR KRR
JEEANREIE RIIA AR, 3008 A KR P R B A LRI [1], 3 2 i Al F) T 4 T I K R fE R 2]

LG BZ R BAE P (AR AP AE T RN ? i ESCorAfr—HE, — 5T, IREBURURh 30K = e (1
BB, 3R A (i P B KT [16], 8 R AR R A URI[19] [20],  FAAIR E A BE AN E 14 51 S ) B KB
AT RENE . o3 — 0, BB & 51 R e B A CatL, SIS e aF[17], = Aol i s A 5 A E v
I 2> B Sy AT fUAR A BE[21] [22) A0 XU RGr Fml B 1k 5K [26],  Ha b5 B FUHREEATI(E . PIAMRCRIRNTE
IFHETR RO LLES,  PRIA SR BEPT AN S AR e

H2,: B RR B2 ISR S ANE 5 6 4 th BARFR B T i WL AT

H2y: B B R 35 2 I 5990 51 AN 8 B B ARAR v o T R AT

3. ARt
3.1 HEARIERNEHIELTE

ASCEELIR E 2015 F~2019 £E A K ETH AT SRR, IR SR ML AR 1) MR ST.
ST*. PT 4lk; 2) HiBr&mirial; 3) MERSERMEAEAR, R&55) 10,410 NMUWIMIE . kb 5w
RIS, A SO T S AR AT B 1% 046 FE AL FE . SZUERT 70 A S B s 43 U5 T CSMAR %4k 2
iz H Stata FdE B AT b HE
32 FRERESTEEN

N T AR P JZ R RS PRI AN i 1 R SR R T AR, T TR ] S 2 [T AR A (1) -

Lnfee = a, + o, Eu + ,MRatio + o;Eu * MRatio + «,Size + o, Lev

PR IEAR S
PE A IEAH A

b
B
=Y
B

+a,ROA + a;CRatio + o, L0ss + o, Big4 + o Arlnv (1
+ oy State + o ,Age + 2 Year+ 2 Ind + €

Hor, Wk Az B (Lnfee) 2 1T 24 W) 4o 2 T Mg 55 i o v 75 BESOAT I o T 3% T B0 8 SR 4. MR AZ (B )
FE AT\ BRI AT E . A5 % F R (2010)ITHEE T8, DLREAR ki 25 5 SR AR BRI\ D 2L il
R f5e /s —RIE(OLS) | A T Ak id 25 5 SRR IEH YN

Sale =g, + g year + ¢

Horr, Sale NN, year AFEEAE, ¢ MAFIEHEHERA . FHE % 5 FARIEF IR brEZE
BRI 2 5 FHERNTEMES N REAT IR B E V. T AFAT A2 2SN 5
WAANTE], 7 T PN E PEEAT A, (I OR AT ML 3 O R S5 AN B 2 1k Bk A R) — 4 2[R — AT L i A
N AREAT B AR BT A E Pk B A2 805 2 AT B A B A EVE . IZAEBOR,  Ron Al Iy
RIPR AN E VERE OB . 1T SR (MRatio) 2 S 2y IS 2 AN U BN 0 45 4 0 2R 1 75 B8
BEMS B AT SBREIE, B EERR . EuMRatio A& RSN M R HE 2 R 14 28 R T
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SRAGLIG AE 75 A7-1E T 1T R o
ORI B R RO PR AN S T T S LR RO8E, Bt Logistic [ (2):
Op = S, + f,Eu + S,MRatio + S,Eu * MRatio + S,Size + f,Lev
+ B;ROA + ,CRatio + S;Loss + 3,Big4 + S,,Arlnv )
+ p, State + ,Age+ 2 Year+ 2 Ind+ &

Horp, YR AL B (Op)s2 LT w28 2 T2 55 o it L A e S AL, ARFn v o v i JE 1, 5 T 0.
HoApb R R F o MRS DAEWT T, X AR R A B ) R F AT ], BAAE e 1R

Table 1 Variable definitions

F1LTEEX
AR B R LB AED AR E X
711 2% ] (Lnfee) Aol 2R S A R T B A 1 AR
WA &
# 1+ = . (Op) FEbRAEd TR 1, BNEC0
fifRE A B I 78 T (Eu) 24T LR RE R AN s T
WA R FF B (MRatio) EELE R L
Ak HUAR (Size) EN e I=E P OE
B R (Lev) MR
B a5 % (ROA) I B
Ji 5l H 2 (CRatio) AN G B S
P AR B JE 155 4 (Loss) FEVAR R, ANEANT 0B, RIE 0

EFs “PUK” (Bigd)

REM AR, TS5 FrOAE BRI 1, IO

A5 IR (Arlnv) (RSO IFAT + A7 B2 ) 1 3
P (State) MEMAZ R, AL, SO
EAERR (Age) KPS — LR

4. SEUESTHT
4.1, fERELE

2 AR ARG 45 R B
R IR o T 2 AR I R 22 57
EiAm g B bR T E W 3) &

1) it 2% F (Lnfee) I ¥9ME v 13.97, f/IME A 11.51, % KAl N 19.40,
2) HiHE I (Op) 2N EL
AT R FE IR A e YE(EU) BN 1.347, H/ME N 0.0114,

PEAS R, J{E N 0.0347, FHHIE 96. S%EI’J

KAB Ny 28.48, F WMV AFAE AT HG 2 M HLAV R 022 250K 4) & B2 Fr i (MRatio) (1 #418 « A A7 41
Be/MEL BB 0.0972, 0.0025. 0. 0.596, i BHFEAME B EF R LLBIFAEZE R H R ZH 4

FrD
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics
= 2. Wik gT

A RS HME iz % PREZE B/ME RKE
Lnfee 10,410 13.97 13.86 0.706 1151 19.40
Op 10,410 0.0347 0 0.183 0 1

Eu 10,410 1.347 0.970 1.450 0.0114 28.48
MRatio 10,410 0.0972 0.00250 0.158 0 0.596
Size 10,410 22.54 22.36 1.245 20.14 26.32

Lev 10,410 0.442 0.433 0.201 0.0650 0.900
ROA 10,410 0.0283 0.0307 0.0678 —0.333 0.185
CRatio 10,410 2.080 1.562 1.763 0.288 1151
Loss 10,410 0.115 0 0.320 0 1
Big4 10,410 0.0622 0 0.241 0 1
Arinv 10,410 0.264 0.243 0.166 0.0104 0.734
State 10,410 0.399 0 0.490 0 1
Age 10,410 12.88 12 6.718 3 29

4.2. [EYA5Hr

4.2.1. FEFHEMMNBITREHFW

R CMERE S5, A SHIFR A Fi R LR IEMSE, B I RS A A
FERE T, SERRSCAT R U S b, e LR B R L T R Rt R . IR 4k R TH AR
[ RYEAT AT, 32 3 %1 1 41 2 i mAZE . 45 R R A & PE(Bu) X 8 1 9% FH (LnFee) 1
1T IL(Op)7E 1%/KF F R 2 EIEM R, FELMERIRER, 7TLLHT T —BIiE. Bah, HRIEEHEe
BREEAGRTUEH, DIVEE(Size). = ffiZ(Lev). ST~ IR 2 (ROA)EH S di T R HA B
EFNE, IR S AR R A48 2 B AL, AT S AR R AT VIF 56, %2848 VIF [E15/hF 10,
Ui B S8 B (M ANAZAE 2 LR I, [ R AT E

422 EEERRIEFERRENSETHEARNIESER

A SR PR ()RR BE 1. 2 AT TIAR 5 4082 R KB, 72 3 ) 3 R i A 45 SR . 45 R R FR R
T P (E ) 5 85 0 2 55 (MIRatio) O 22 R 5001 W 11 FF (LnFee) A 1A R UAE 1900 /KF F 55 0E, %
T R R o PR A B8 e 5 0 9 R AEAE B 0 IE PR O, E ) T R R L (B
I RFREE AN 5 P 6 1 3% PR IE AR S, B HL A

4.2.3. ERRFRAEFRTIRHELSHHERLPHRTER

ISR ABR ()08 3+ 4 BEAT Logistic A1, 7 3 41 4 i [PIHEER . 45 R B EEAH &
PE(Eu) 55 32 FF I (MRatio) 1922 e Ik B T & WL (Op) I IR R ELAE 1% 107K R 3E N f, RUEHZ
RO PR EE AN 2 P o T R A 50 AR AR AE S I ) R R RGN, UE R T R R LB e e SR AR A
SEEANH RE M o TR LR AR, B BE H2, BROT
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Table 3. Regression analysis

# 3. @ AN
yl1 51 2 %13 5] 4
A
Lnfee Op Lnfee Op

Eu 0.016™ 0.195™" 0.016™ 0.197™
(0.003) (0.028) (0.003) (0.025)

MRatio -0.034 -0.880
(0.029) (0.560)

Eu*MRatio 0.073™ -0.364"
(0.019) (0.144)

Size 0.402"" -0.407"" 0.402"" -0.401""
(0.005) (0.067) (0.005) (0.067)

Lev -0.090" 42677 -0.088" 42417
(0.038) (0.477) (0.038) (0.477)

ROA -0.788"" -4.822"" -0.790"" -4.822""
(0.086) (0.806) (0.086) (0.804)

CRatio -0.021"" 0.123™ -0.020"" 0.124™
(0.003) (0.046) (0.003) (0.046)

Loss 0.007 1.116™ 0.006 1.116™
(0.017) (0.191) (0.017) (0.190)
Big4 0.625™" -0.333 0.624™ -0.409
(0.026) (0.426) (0.026) (0.449)

Arlnv 0.012 -1.515"" 0.013 -1.449™"
(0.032) (0.440) (0.032) (0.435)

State -0.116™" -1.141" -0.120"" -1.2007"
(0.010) (0.165) (0.011) (0.166)

Age 0.008™" 0.0407" 0.007"" 0.032""
(0.001) (0.011) (0.001) (0.012)
_cons 4,947 3.247™ 4,964 3.312"
(0.112) (1.471) (0.113) (1.475)
year/ind control control control control
N 10410 10302 10410 10302
Pseudo R2 0.649 0.298 0.649 0.3008

¥: "p<0.1, p<0.05, “p<0.01, [T,
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Table 4. Grouped regression

= 4. oyeAEY
AL 51 1 AL 51 2 2 3 AL 51 4
B3
Lnfee Op
Eu 0.010 0.008" 0.150™" 0.239™
(0.006) (0.004) (0.038) (0.036)
MRatio -0.007 -0.019 0.921 -1.904™
(0.065) (0.036) (0.901) (0.764)
Eu*MRatio 0.098™" 0.0917" -0.187 -0.6107"
(0.037) (0.021) (0.209) (0.214)
Lev 0.967"" 0.1517" 3.162"™" 4797
(0.082) (0.048) (0.966) (0.573)
ROA 0.396™ -0.273" -8.767"" 4477
(0.195) (0.106) (1.713) (1.000)
CRatio 0.009 -0.032"" 0.101 0.156™"
(0.010) (0.003) (0.133) (0.052)
Loss -0.076" -0.007 1.390™ 0.899™"
(0.037) (0.022) (0.321) (0.244)
Big4 1.067" 0.385"" -0.328 -0.518
(0.039) (0.042) (0.452) (1.088)
Arlnv —0.422"™" 0.072 -2.051" -1.201"
(0.065) (0.045) (0.827) (0.576)
State -0.023 -0.114™" -1.785™" -0.881""
(0.019) (0.016) (0.284) (0.209)
Age 0.007™" 0.008™ 0.027 0.026
(0.002) (0.001) (0.019) (0.016)
_cons 13.720" 13.447 -5.588"" -5.502"""
(0.088) (0.043) (1.124) (0.665)
year/ind control control control control
N 5206 5204 4736 4946
Pseudo R2 0.328 0.198 0.331 0.316
DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2022.123079 755 1% S5 5
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424, UHMELRRHNESR
FEVMERE TR, bR — BT

|SRSIA
FE TS

Mg B T PR SREE SR IASEEANA 5 Ji5 AT BB ROR ) S LA 3R

PRI, ASSCA g il AN 5 e AS B et 0 AN B 52 5 o T GRS TR T RN A T BEAN Rl e A SCAREA A
b [ # A AR 8 o S KA AR, SRR A Aill 5y Dy v A AL AT AR AL, ) AR TR (1) () EAT 20 4LIml A,
FARZIMAGE R SRR UL h PR AN 52 1 (Bu) 5 8 2R 1R i (MRatio) IO 52 e 0 o 11 3%
HI(LnFee) a1 R EAE 1%/KF LR EIVIE, RUITC IR R/ HIUBE B R 5 IR0 PR 58 ANl i 145 o 11 3 A
5% 28 AT AF A8 0 35 X I TR0 R 1808 R TP, AN 5 1 (B u) 5 8 B Z Fr B (MIRatio) (¥ A2 SR T 0
THE WL (Op) I A R EOA 25, (B A2 TR I [0 V5 R EAE 1% KT IR 35 9t SR B BE 2 R

[ 8] 15 O AE /N RIS Al B 2

43. REMKRIE

AL VAR R I LU A BORRR T, R RE A Al 20 e RR LA R IR AL, ) P TSR 2] 5 28 AR
RBAT AR, % 5 8RB RFFB AL B E T R B — e BE A A, HERS
BB AR AR

Table 5. Robustness test
5. REMRE

RS e IR RS e! ERFEIC A
A
Lnfee Op
Eu 0.031™ 0.003" 0.184™ 0.208™"
(0.005) (0.004) (0.055) (0.029)
Size 0.386™" 0.410™ -0.122 -0.561""
(0.008) (0.007) (0.114) (0.088)
Lev -0.090 -0.056 4.214™ 4373
(0.055) (0.053) (0.742) (0.623)
ROA -0.674"" -0.944™" -3.565"" —-6.571""
(0.115) (0.131) (1.168) (1.197)
CRatio -0.033"™" 0.001 0.089 0.189™
(0.004) (0.005) (0.066) (0.061)
Loss 0.021 -0.014 1.619™ 0.679"
(0.025) (0.024) (0.278) (0.266)
Big4 0.603™" 0.6317" -0.231 -0.313
(0.041) (0.032) (0.685) (0.548)
Arlnv 0.033 -0.002 -1.601" -1.658""
(0.045) (0.046) (0.747) (0.597)
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Continued

State -0.083"" -0.142""" -0.870" -1.225""

(0.022) (0.014) (0.349) (0.192)

Age 0.009™" 0.008™" 0.043™ 0.011

(0.001) (0.001) (0.018) (0.018)

_cons 5.222"" 4.845™" -3.526 7.140™

(0.169) (0.149) (2.522) (1.946)

year/ind control control control control

N 5206 5204 4916 5073

Pseudo R2 0.597 0.675 0.301 0.334

5. ffzR4Eie

ASCH IR [E 2015~2019 4 A B BT AR RS R, SHESHT TR E M. BHE RS ®
THRSERI R R g R 1) VIG5 8 TS . B AEbR v i v W B3 1
FAOG, UESET DMERIBEALES 0 2) & HLE R 2 ISR PR B AN 8 X o v 2 FH A TEAH G, 1 i S5 3B A
B o L AR AR UE B R DL AT e I et 3) TEAB R/, 5 B2 5 ot IR B AN o8 1 5 e
e FH 0 I o) 815 2800 A S5, T X B AN o 5 At R A o R L AT R 4 A7 v U 8OR HE /
TR Al 2

2005 4P E 1A A I SR AR TR, BRI AU E R E O A2 TIRE &7,
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