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Abstract

This study utilizes panel data from Chinese A-share listed companies spanning the years 2010 to
2022 as its research sample. Employing an individual fixed-effects model, the research empirically
analyzes the interaction channels and effects between corporate strategic divergence, accounting
transparency, and audit fees. The study further investigates whether these effects vary with dif-
ferences in ownership structure and audit firm size. Additionally, it explores the impact of stra-
tegic divergence on audit fees in different ownership structures and with various audit firms. The
findings indicate a positive and significant correlation between higher strategic divergence and
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increased audit fees. Accounting transparency plays a partial mediating role in the impact process
of strategic divergence on audit fees. The influence of strategic divergence on audit fees is more
pronounced in non-state-owned enterprises and companies audited by non-Big four accounting
firms.
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1. 51§

BE & E AT AR B S ITE, STHImEE S e s T, AU R S i) 555, 16
B0 N ST A R 205 RS o RS 22 55 P R 1 Aol R Rl 5 A7 LR TR, SRR
S RAT A ) 25 5 o 5 I B T S A EOR 2 B Al 5 A AR , THIBGERAE 2017 4515 UOR AT 1
SN ARG X AT TR AT, B ST RIS B B O AL R B R AE R RN . EE ST W
ST, K R 2 St B T B I LR R A R SRR T o Al R 25 AT Ml R I T e
A B R s, 2 THE BB BRI, T RS ) 25 A DG (R S BRI AR SR, AR 2
WA TRA LT AR M 0ES ), T SR A A S, SR T FAT Ak o L
GUKF. ERXR—HRT, SRS 2 2 57 BRI Sm, SOABE AR AR B, 7R SR AR FL il
il e

AL, ASCEL 2010~2022 FEFRE 480 A B b T A w] B TR Syt FEREA, SRS 56 B 72 5 FEE 0]
FTRUS SR P AR I E FOR, JRiE— P il i A BRI IR | 2 TS EOE W BEAE bl A W R 2 e R
ma e T SR R R o ARSI BB TTRRAE T = AN 0T H 0, IRNERTT T Al kg 22 S50 s v g 1
SEMA N, AN R B LSO R e R 3R R SCHRBE Bt T =R B NS, IEHR T RS 22 R 48 T T AR (P A
FR, B XHE I RIE R T, 15 RS 2 e B R Bl P A TS BIE W R, A5 B Uk 2
Wi, sia, PRGN EiARMRERITRE -2 ENE, FEANRETTIE —CRE
EARAAR R BUR SR SR

2. XRKEIM SRR
2.1. 3CHRERIE

A 22 7 RV Aol A 55 BT AR AT MV 56 g £ i 25 A5 (Tang &8, 2011) [1]. 4BV 1 HE 558400
FHIZEF RIS, TRES R FMAF L E Mg, RAAE TAT I A E g . H il ARBE R
AV R HAN[R] A 22 5 FE 0 2278 BROR BOAE A RCRAAFAE S+ A (228 DO Al w22 5 R LG, BIR
G PITAEAT Ml R8s v 29 LA FR) RS B 25 5 3R 453 i D) (Meyer #11 Rowan, 1977; DiMaggio 1 Powell, 1983;
Denrell, 2005) [2] [3] [4]o SR, A7 27 RNl 22 57 UK ) il BEAT By T Aiolk (19427 (Oliver, 19915
Geletkanycz il Hambrick, 1997) [5] [6]. Fii AR TREAN T 4R 5w FIRFAIRTHL O F 68 ), R
i B8 FITAEAT M N5 R, SR T AR ) Al 22 e 2 W] R P Bt B vy ) XU o SR A b~ 485 22 AR R A
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PRLH, Ik 2 AR 5 8 fE (i (Deephouse, 1999; Gong %8, 2021) [7][8], Mk R B et .

A FREBEAN R T BTEAT ML H R 1 2278 B T B 2 R B R . T2 TH S5 BT R AR A
Ml 287 RS 7K P SR 7 BT 75 B AT R L AR T A T RRAS, DRIt 55 T AT R SR A A H B s
A . BFFERI, R 2 5 K A W) B AT BEAF RV 45 R B R R A, DRI B T N O3 7 SIC it B 1
FEFP I T NTE 255 J)(Bentley 5, 2013) [9]. tbAh, 2113555 Brn flms 2= 5 B K 2 7] AT o V1B T s
BRI, B VAL, B AR ILE LB P i T 2 D AT s o o 9% (& s AR B8, 2017) [10]
AR 72 S FE IR 2 B AN o v TAE & S s T HE R AR B, M PR T B EGUUE S, 2017) [11]. B,
R 2 S5 PEE 2 S I A TN RO BT AR 0 KU VP A, X R I S S AR R

2.2. HRMAK

VA TIEBZN I SE A PR R AR S, T RESR U B BT CEAT ML B 78 B, DL A% 0 56 4
71, WIIEAT 3 G BSR4 o 2B ATIAERE 50 R I, e 22 S %o b R R i 22 0 T » VB4 (2018)
(1208 FE I, R 22 5 B B i 2 R B AS VP T B, 2T HE BAXIRAREE EF, s < vk 55 i
e B9 PR, , AT AR o U 2R i BARIHE(2017) [1317E “SP4Psh” 5 “PRMEL LN MIESHFRIL, %
W 22 S R B USRS IR R AR o R 22 Rl DASREUR W SCBE BRI, T R A R IA RIS
AR o B U RR 10 H TR AN OGBSO, T B g R XU, AN e R U . AT
RS 22 SRR Bh T Ak sE S 4y, @I RGBS FRANE Il Sk 2h 55 07 25 R i T e, SR
THRUAR BT ARSI 0, HEMAEAS F i KPR ZE T BL e dr, ASSCHR H DL R

B 1. BT ] (e 22 e B I 2R IR AE O .

FEAN 2 THE BaFE W RS RIS 2R KO0 R AT BT . TEARRI E0N(2018) [14]8F 7RI, AR 1%
B R BRI A, S ih 345 IS ) B i B P T . Ye Z5(2018) [ISTRIBF AT R I,  Alb e 2537 W i el 2%
HTHS 2Bk o Park A Shin (2018) [1619\ 4, 2115 S B BERLAK ) T | /i ok 3 G o VAT &
T E RS 2 R R, S THE BB, KRB S AT TE A F I R AR S R R
Ko &M ESITHRERANEZ NAKIATHINE I FET, DR tF . BT Bk b, ARt b
S

e 2. fE BT A E RS 2 R S H ISR e R, ST HE BB BB R IE AN

3. it
3.1. HEREFESHIERR

ARTCLL 2010~2022 E4HR A e LT AT AU SR, FEX SR 7T AR B, AR T
ST\ ST*w], LAHERRA L E Tl m W AR AR W Fe 46 R0, Hk, ARSCHIER 1 AERT 7T A] diis
ZEFEIL . AR S RS R B SUR AR A, DUORIERBEE A Se YRR AT EL ik . ), R T i Ae
B, ARSCHAT T 1% 99% A4 AN ER, DAIHEBR ISR 5 R I TP G iR A BOD SR 2245 51
12937 F EW AR A FERBI A ASCHHE 28N Statal 7.0 BEATACLEE, Fra$udisk A TH
TUHARE

3.2. BEGE

S XPOSCRRABEAR I ZR G 7M. D9 7 SRR TR Al 22 7 X b vl 2 =) e THUSe g i sz, A
Lz tHE BB YR SRR 7 RS, RS RIEBEA E4H(2014) [17]5 K5k, Hg T T4
AR CAISEAR 1 1 FIRBE 2, [ AR A b A7 7 A [ 5 R0 o A s ) o
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Aud,, =0, +0,SD,, + Y control +¢,, (1)
ET,, =0,+0,SD,, + Y _control +¢,, (2)
Aud,, = 0,+0,ET,, +0,SD,, + Y control +&,, (3)

Hor, i RoREE i AN, ¢ RORMIMEE, control FortEi L. ASLMFTH 2 e REIASSRH 7R
Fefghritig. &R E R E XL 1.

N T DGR AT T, LA F] RS 2 S PR SR e A R S, AN SO RS (D) AT T
2 YAYALIENE: 1. F R PR O Al Rl o N G b 2RI SR EA Al 4L, 43 [m] DA 56 7 AU S S I
PEo 2. FEIEAY ) F VALK ML X 23 A DY R 2 vk g 58 B e o R R DY R 2 v g 28 B e ik i 4iolk, 43
590 ] VA 56 Aol B R S i
3.3. TRIEH

1) AR g WYL SR (Aud). A 0 F008 5 SR 7 AR B 1 2 F 40 248 3. %6(2019) [ 18],
AT F7KHE(2020) [19]. 675 55(2021) [20144 5 11 9% FH G4 H AR X HORMT &, 45 46(2021) [2112R
M # TS A Bt = R LR T B, AR OR R A 2 T H 355 Bl ol i s vk bk s . ARSCZR S
kPR B A R UE R SRR DA S B, DUE SR R ZE TN

2) fRRASE:: HRNE 25 (SD). f5% Deephouse (1999) [7]HIHRAE & A J5 kA A B fi s 22 5
£ FH S A A B, BT RIS I B« 22118 Finkelstein £ Hambrick (1990) [22]. Gong %5(2021) [8]+ Schifer (2023)
231/E, RANMEARGEE EE ARG Z 5. XSRS R (a) | 5m B (R & %/
BN )5 (b) WF A 50 (BT A 2 7B IR )5 (o) 9 AR 3 B ([l s 8 7= /78 N )s (d) JEARF= PRI 32 (B
B + HERHEN): (o) FEAEKTFURIFEVE N () WS AT (AT S A0 0 577 o
HE AT M AN W B N R AR AT bR e AL AL B RIS SHE, B Jm SRAF AN AN RAR K318, 159 3 g 2=
5t (SD).

3) AR S5 BBV (ET). A 2% Bhattacharya 25(2003) [24]. 37 XK X H12558(2007) [25]-
Dechow %5(2012) [26] Bk FI 17K #E(2020) [19]MIRFFE A%, Bt 500 G il (1) 4 A adt B A gt 4 T
W BT, B E e E BB, A BT. BB KRB R RS
HE BBV ERM, NSt EERERE. FRST, At T a8REEHEE)RENSHER
B FEET)BE 4T LA TR AT, TSR, 7 iR A B — B

4) R E: RSB EQ2021) 2010, &8 T AR FIBL(Size). H= MR (Lev). BEr=[H]
HFK(roa). FLFE Q (TobinQ). T=EHLMA(Board). Jh 7 # FH L] (Indep). 55— KM A FF L ELI (Top1)-
T “PUK” S35 T (Bigd) AP~ AU R (SOE) A% il A8 & . A S 2 B | 7 48 (YEAR) A1 7]
(FIRM) [ 8 RN, A AR & e CRBUE 77 035 1,

4. KRR
4.1. @AM

%2 RWREG I AT RIS R 2 WD, A E G 2 R IAME N 0.6777, K
fEN 3.7073, f/MEHY 0.0504, 6 BIAN[E] T2 5 R R IR e 22 S B 2 S AR, T ZE BB Al R 1)
G 22 S B A S P AR AN RN MR o R 22 R AR E ZE 0 0.3157, BRI PERUDN, FF 6 SLERT 7t 2
Ko EHIFURER A, HMEAN 0.0003, ARAEZEA 0.0003, FHOAEN 0.0087, H/AMEMN N 0, X244
LR PR SRR, B TE 9% F 2l Aol i B8 7= A B S 15 3 A BB R/
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Table 1. Variable definition
R1. TEEX

ZERMY REEREFT & B H
fRRAEE BNKZE 5T E(SD) 28 Finkelstein 1 Hambrick (1990). Gong 25(2021)+
Schéfer (2023) 1 5¢ FE & J7v%
WP # P (Aud) BT 2 FH R DA Al 5
hAAER EARWMIEEET) K Al F8 AR OIE P 5 B AP BT LR
HEH I 8 e HE ROE A
el AR AR Size) BT FEI E SRR AL
B U (Lev) SR DL B
PP A4 % (roa) TR B LA 5
FE5% Q (TobinQ) ST HERR LA B
2 (Board) i FISYN ISR TR
P AL H = EL B (Indep) MATERF ANBERUEF S BN

H— KB FF I LB (Top1)

VUK it (Bigd)

=B B (SOE)

S RIBZR Lt
WAz g, AR YR S HESITBUEY 1, SN0
WpAR &, AR L, dEEAH o0

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. kgt

3= FARE “FIE PrEE B/ME BAE
Aud 16,702 0.0003 0.0003 0 0.0087
SD 16,702 0.6777 0.3157 0.0504 3.7073
Size 16,702 22.1737 1.2906 19.585 26.3978
Lev 16,702 0.3845 0.1922 0.0274 0.9079
roa 16,702 0.0567 0.0413 —-0.2139 0.2321
TobinQ 16,702 2.066 1.2862 0.8024 15.6067
Board 16,702 2.1281 0.193 1.6094 2.7081
Indep 16,702 37.5214 5.3672 27.27 60
Topl 16,702 35.2567 14.4858 8.3218 75.8433
Big4 16,702 0.0606 0.2386 0 1
SOE 16,702 0.299 0.4578 0 1

4.2. EHiEYAS

32 HBRL 1 I e RN B RNESE R T o )RR 2 5 FE(SD) S I 2R (Aud)FE 10%H)
P NEFEMR, HARBOVIE. ZRW] LA R R £ 57 W AR Z 78K, 2555t 4
b T BRI T 9 A, SR BB 1. PSR RS R WA R, B B AR,
B KBRS v, DR T 55 B e T i il o i 3% e o
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Table 3. The regression results of strategic difference, accounting information transparency and audit fees

*3.MBERE. IHERBAESHEITSEREIRER

Variable 181)(1 1(32% 181)(1
ET -0.0000""
(—6.9871)
SD 0.0000" 0.1629™" -0.0000
(1.7098) (2.7592) (—0.5460)
Size -0.0002"" -0.2987"" -0.0001""
(—18.8307) (—14.3950) (—88.9612)
Lev -0.0001"" 1.1060"" 0.0000
(—2.9466) (8.4489) (1.2416)
roa -0.0000 4.5785™" -0.0003™"
(-0.5622) (8.6992) (—7.6489)
TobinQ —0.0000 —-0.1036""" 0.0000™"
(—0.8992) (—6.4936) (11.6962)
Board 0.0000 -0.4067"" -0.0000""
(0.5771) (-3.3341) (-2.3050)
Indep -0.0000 0.0003 0.0000™"
(-1.1539) (0.0796) (4.3753)
Topl 0.0000™" 0.0004 0.0000™"
(2.8516) (0.3152) (3.6768)
Big4 0.0001""" -0.3296"" 0.0002""
(5.1674) (-3.9759) (25.8451)
SOE 0.0000 0.0506 -0.0000""
(1.0843) (1.1034) (—6.2760)
Constant 0.0043" 12.5057" 0.0032"
(18.1755) (24.1617) (85.8980)
Observations 16,702 15,390 15,390
R-squared 0.1932 0.0250 0.5112
Number of stkcd 2937 2937 2937
firm yes yes yes
year yes yes yes

Robust t-statistics in parentheses. ~ p < 0.01, "p < 0.05, p<0.1.

4.3. {ERAREDH

FERUER B 1 REAL E, il AR Q)M R G) AT HE— PR . AERR ), Ablbdns 2= 5
FE(SD)5 & iHE BB (ETE 1% /K FFREEZFIEMKE, &0 14 0.1629, R LA & GG 27

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2024.142136 310 1B 512


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2024.142136

TRIR K

B, 2iHE BB ERIMEK, MERRMNSIHMEERE T, K5, BEQIMATNZELSTHE
SIBWFE(ET), 600 0 22 57 FE (SD)XT 8 THI R (Aud) ITE FIRIE . %2 3 55 4 SRR KB R, SiHE
SIEWE(ET)S 5 19 FH (Aud)TE 1% 835 /KR 20 C X R, MM 215 2% B B R,
SRS U M T AR E, TS B T2 3G . Sobel AIG AN Bootstrap A58 1) 4% 2 45 B
WEB T & 1HE BB W B (BT)FE Ak ik ng 22 5 B (SD)YX 8 Tl 9% (Aud) FIE FH FRAZAE SR 2 A 2082, B s
25 S EAMY B AR S T 2, IR 2 TS S IE B B R R e, e TS g e AR S e, BRAIE TR
w2,

4.4. BERMES

R4 N BT AL AR T AT 15 DK T L R R AR RR IR AR A
FEDUR TR, o2 o o TS B N IE, RN R . XA RER T S EA B A R A
b, RE BT A FEREEUFANEE D EIR AT SE 4R, SR R AT BUR RN TEBRESEAT N

Table 4. Analysis of heterogeneity
F 4. RERMEDH

vamasies 0 e ua s
SD 0.0000 0.0000" —0.0000 0.0000"
(0.35) (1.71) (—0.35) (1.95)
Constant 0.0025™" 0.0051"" 0.0026™" 0.0045™"
(14.75) (15.53) (7.89) (18.08)
Observations 4994 11,708 1012 15,690
R-squared 0.336 0.197 0.192 0.195
Number of stked 896 2154 221 2807
firm yes yes yes yes
year yes yes yes yes

Robust t-statistics in parentheses.  p < 0.01, "p < 0.05, p<0.1.

4.5. AN

45.1. BHBETE

ATCAEEE Gong 55(2021) [8] IS A WM R AR B UK 72 57t 2 (SD) I 77 3K, 3t i 1 BR AT A 5 2 (R
SZEHAL TR B T AR ZERZ(SDL), 4RI 5 5 2 51, ZRUKREEFIEMR, Sk S5HEA
BRI KARFAME

452. BHRYBEETE

Z BB A GEEL5(2019) [18] AIHIBKAD F K #HE(2020) [19]. BEIFE5(2021) [20]44 5 #1452 (Inaud) % 5
THER A SRR B AT . PR, A TSI FEE IR, ASCEH Inaud HHe Aud ARV S
B, SRWE S H 18], SGRERGHC—8, HARIEE.

4.5.3. FEVEEER
2014 4E, WMFEKRGRRA T (FERRBESERXTBOFH RS M NER) , 58 7 SHS
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I E MRS B . X —BURMSEE T 851 K S 1HMS 55 B 2 [RIPRIN e 5. FTbh, RSN T
ISR A4 B RN, SRRIFRIEQ21) [271HIMHE, FIFE 2014 F K LATERERIFEA, L2015 FEAEE
HIREA NI RN o G542 5 55 3 41, SEREREGRITC—8, KRFald.

Table 5. Robustness test
= 5. REMRI

VARIABLES Aud Inand Aud
SD1 0.0000"
(1.6865)
SD -0.0394" 0.0000"
(—2.3166) (1.8644)
Constant 0.0043™" 4.5698""" 0.0048™"
(18.1558) (11.7380) (18.1742)
Observations 16,702 16,702 11,210
R-squared 0.1931 0.5991 0.1364
Number of stkcd 2,937 2,937 2,824
firm yes yes yes
year yes yes yes
O] 2 3)

Robust t-statistics in parentheses.  p < 0.01, "p < 0.05, p<0.1.

5. &R 5EW

ASCLL 2010 4F % 2022 4E 1] 2937 K T A RUABEFAEAS, @B HT T, 0] e 22 S B E
TR R R AT T SIUERE T o [RIR, I 2 -5 S5 37 W 5 7 RS 22 S P oF o 11 UAC 2% PR VE L R o e
FIISEMREEAT T AT FFFRERWTR: B, SRS ZE 5 BRI i o v U ol = AR T RS IR
Wa), IX 3 BH R 22 S FEAEAR KAR RS bt M i e v 2 o IR, EAR bR 22 S ) o T4 2 fr sz e
AR, TS BE AR B P AN . B S, EARRAAETA SRR, JEEA A %=
S FEXTE VRIS R AR Al S B R 2, X TR B T EAA AR, 2SS SR
EAFRSTERSHT, BN PRI R 2 TS 25 Bt ol i THE, Aol w22 S B 0k o o1 USc 9% (1)
PERZCR R, X AT RESE T U/ (1 2 UH T 5% B AR 2K 52 Re 08085, S0 A BEd i 4 v v s 22
S5 B R AR B R UL B SR B AR XU o Al ks 22 S P i e s 2 TS ROE B, SR IR RS A F 1T 9
o @ ARSI T LR A ESE, RREEFE THMT TG R R, BUMAH G T/ s e B 5
5, DAE G T AU o IR AR G L A I AR AR A R, R T MO A BBk R A
BB, R ORE T RS RE B . eAh,  BORFIE RL i ) 5 56 O WA 2R, R B T
WsE 4 AT N, BTGB IERIAR S5 S IR BRI O o IXFE Y B 5 RGN HIKS A BY T4 5 T A7 b i B A
RAMSE, BORE TR RS T R AT IR A Az . HR, B A= N &M S M2 iHE
SOEMRE, =AM SRS RTHE B E.
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