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Abstract

High-quality audits have a positive effect on the development of China's capital market. They are
also an important reference for investors to invest, which is conducive to protecting the interests
of investors. Therefore, the factors affecting audit quality have always been the concern of people.
The data of listed companies in 2015-2017 were selected for research and analysis to find out the
relationship between accounting conservatism and audit quality. Through research, it is found
that there is a significantly positive correlation between accounting policy robustness and audit
quality. This paper mainly uses Matlab SPSS software for data analysis.
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1. 518

B2 G G, o AR T B HOREER, (FUR fRpA X AE S, EliA Rt Bl 1k
Kbk Z A TG B, B BB P 2 S ok 2 . EEAMT R T RIE A AR A F AR IE
VG BOREIEAE,  HIE A T B e SO TP AR AR VESCHORIE R WA ERET . S35l
I R S T BORRGE B XLV IE 24T Dy 2 o [ By A 58 B i e 7 R SR,  TRLHAT a0 0
HAATHIIT.

B R B BEAT OEFE AT UL, G RAE — € R LS S BURRR @I, BT &
AR~ 7 R ) 2 o BUROMGGE AL R B Ak is St B A e fE . BRI A SR
JE T BORRSENE 5 o TR S B PR (AR R 35 IR AR S R DU OIS T2 it Rafi thsh = 5 3
MEATE, R TSRV S F I ERSOED I Z . ASGER— R P DAER ML & 1
BUR KSR, R 70 T EATEAT A B, 45 3] — A LR A R AR R AT B T R BEAT B3 7y
Bre ASCHITTIRAE TR THBORAREVE I B AL AR B T RIS, oAb 7 2 THBCRA AN & 1 i
SCUERT LA A, MRS T2 5& AT IR IR T RS % . ACEZ I N=8r, H— 0 il
A SCHER PSR EANRIT FU B B SR, B8 R AR R AR A )b, BB =R N SAIERT AT, 58 DU )i i
PLEBT AT 458, RIMEW, B0 NS5 S0k

2. IR DA R

SRR B ERE T2 THE R M7 BORIRHE, UMM JEZR A AE AT 2T e
ABEEAG TN T, ARG RN . N BRI 2 D A A, RS A X i
TEPE ™ JE D00 PR LA S it R B AR 2 Aol T Bt o

[ Ah 2 5t i Rafd P T S AR s 48 1, Watts (1993) [1]5 54 £ i BUK R Faf@ PEEAT 1 F 5%,
PRBLC FARVRIASE 7 T2 520 2 THBUR ARV, J5 35 K2 DL Watts 10U s R Bl EA T I 72
Basu (1997) [2] & kR T EA6BII7, e rh i@tk fwt Fise ft 7R iEE . Ahmed et al. (2002) [3] [4]
I R AR ) A 7 N 2 e 2 TP BRI RS, U BB S AR R — B, b2t
I nadt, R WEC R, HANEEN AN AL, YO 2 BUR 2 CE =
Al A o

B P o 2 1B Fa i M 7t 5 2 DL AR SOk o 36 a, 2548 5R.(2003) [S]HRHE Basu $2 H 11 28 A i S 1E
AR, XFFE 1995~2000 A BT A R EEEHAT T, TESE T St BORRE AR R E A R
fEo MRS A ER, Zhang (2008)HF 5 iIE St AN BE AN ] Tk 45 AR Ll 2 T UK B IR g (1 £l
5 H T LA FEfE (B 3R R . TBHTR(2009) [6]SZIEIN et i B vl LLIR m A AR,
FEAR AL 52 55 BAS . FANIN(2014) [7]SEUEN N ERAT P 2EAT DK 0 B (6%t B i o] T~ DR 45 A0 8 23 TH UK
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TR A F] . 5RINDE(2014) FAFH(2014) [8]55 73 I SLUE T £ THEUR R M FI Al 5 55 A SRR R -
ML o A 1 B - Suijis (2008) 5 E A A AR {1 23 THEBUR R LA B A 9 sttt Al i S i s, A il
PABINFIARN SRR DT . Li Xi (2015) M\ I 5K )2 I 9T IR Ak 1D I 55 41 R A 28 T DA 2380 FH AR Aol ) £33
%EEZHM‘X i A . Artiach A1 Clarkson (2011) % 3€ [E ) 1T A J AT THFIT, A Bl ST FBURBFR

BTy, A AR, Xl A R E R e . FREZA(2015) [9ld@ X FRE BT A F
ﬁﬁﬁn&ﬁ%?ﬁ&m THBUR AT LA AL 53 55 A B R AR . AR BECR ( M R, Francis 1
Martin (2010)i# ik A 78 Ak 350, I e i 2 LB v] LLES Bh sl S 2 b AT 45 58, St Al %
%% . Gomariz Al Sanchez-Ballesta (2012)#F 773 B Fafa i) 21+ B vl AL R Ak i ik B 45, (R AE
FEBEAN R T7 T KA B35 56, PR AT DAS e Al A% B 3% E?%ﬂﬂkﬂ@%&ﬂm%ﬁwﬁf
LTRAN, KO AR RN, S BRI A T RIS RE, S .
ik EYR (2013) [11]8F LA AR B 2T BOR AR A L B E R BE AR KR HF. REZEMG
he F2 (2014) [12]38 5 0f B A AN RE A b dE AT B 70 R IR A P 2 TR v] LARI R 3 00 FE . e, X
BT (2005) [13]17E T 78 28wl ARER AAS 1] FRA AR 2 T BCR Fafd v 2 S m v H IR 45 1O B R, 21 B bl ey i
AR S K, BB R . IR X198 (2005) 38 id ZEFEACHE A SC B AIAH 9% R BIWF RV &5
ST R T M B R SRR B T A RS . T R 5 (2008) [14]38 i K #AH S AR AR A B B A 2 it
BURZ MR R, FREMSTTBORRS AR E I ENAT N, MigmattmER EZER, Mifina] LA
T . Wk (2010) [15]4H % FRE 1 HE B EEE R, NS TSRS it s oF iR s ol LA
A2 HE B E . 1D EiR(2012) [16]1 N F 55 Fr il th & ARIE R THE B E N — M EEFR, 4
M AT PABCTHE 1T B 2R 5 2 RARTE AL A 2 THE B U « 5K 36(2014) [17IMBALIE BT £ B 20 A0S
THATRL “abyE” AR IR B 2 HE B . 5 IR bk 2 E R B AT Al rp A e X 2
THE B EA RE R, e E A Al ax phegm & 34 523

LA SRR AT 55 BOAS . A st AR AL B 2803 = AN A FEAIE O 1 el T 2 ﬁﬂ%ﬁ@@z@m%%
WHIEEE RYVCNFME R 2 T BERAIHT A # B B M AR, MEE 2R EIEMGRR. BRI
AR 55 A L RS R A R o F 5 0 WA 3 e il O B R R O S 2 A I Ak iy . 244 ﬁﬁ%%%@ﬁﬁﬁ
AV R B T RS S 2 AF L (9 /) — 28, R (R U B A Sy, DR T DL R AR A SRR A
OB

FRAEE ) 22 THBOR T DA RS i &

3. RS T FISCIERST

A FEEFE 2015~2017 4 BT A R BT IHE AT, R E . ERZEREE, TR
A%~ Eviews. SPSS.

ST BURTR B M B ARIEEL

WRPEINA BISCRRIE T, ARSC5 340, REERL) ., FHRL . BlEAE R, EHEI6% T
B, OHELE, M RALLLER, JrIHE, GBI, B i sk i s b St BORAR Y, Bk
ik 1.

FeHR e L IHTEAR I, DR R EGE 2 5 R T A geit,  Boikgs Rk 2,

MFE 2 AT LA RN R E E T A R R A6 45 L R S S4B 9 9.0564%, HHAEECA 7%, T KR 43 Ak 1)
TGS LR 4%, KRR N 62%, (HIEhnifE %y 0.0745, BLRITERRE 1A 7 9 6 55 LR
BUEORE R RARARK, AFEL Lz 8] [ R 5 55 bR 2 (a1 0 22 S AN K FRE T 28 0 (9 35 I EL 2R (1
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YA N 2.93%, FAEFREHT S 1%, 15003 E b 03 L R BB LR BN, (HRARHEZE N 0.1799, ALK
THEWRER, BHE EH AR Y Hm b 2 ) B R RCOR, RAME 10 S 4 Ak b 2k
T 1, UEEARATER TE B I T AR BT, PR T R . WSS B LRSS Ch 1.38%,
HT BRI AL 3 1%F0 2%, 1t BV 5% 2 T LL 28 A0S LA e b, T HoAR#E 22 9 0.0283, i B T H &
BARFEIEA R, (BB KRN 33%. HTIHZEM 5508 13.5866%, HHALEUFIAEL 5708 1%F1 0.8%, 15
R T A R = 4T IH R R I K, (HR&FRiEZE S 0.3878, EHREEH M A FRAERE
] = AL EE, G BT IH U T [ e e K AN . B EL RGP EC 3.4923%, A ORI A £ 4y
BN 3% 2%, U BIGNBL LR AN LR b, [ AR 220 0.027928, UG T H SRR JEA K. Tl
THUE LR IO 0.2254%, W BRI EER 2 0, BERARRE Bl AR M # e A 2, K
B AT TR Y 0, T EHARHEZE N 0.019998, W] T HEHAEEIAK, XMIHEKEF
1EM
T EIRBAR TR T, R AR SRR IRE B AR S EOR R g

Table 1. Indicators of robustness of accounting policies
1. RITBERREM IR

AT N I 45 b Hrm b It 5% 2 FH L S IEES YRt Tt G fit
e X X, X3 Xa Xs Xs
o ik PODE g BT e s
Table 2. Descriptive statistics
= 2. kMgt
Xi X, X3 X4 Xs Xs
ek 0.090564 0.029327 0.013821 0.135866 0.034923 0.002254
% 0.07 0.01 0.01 0.1 0.03 0
it 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.08 0.02 0
Nl 0.074592 0.179934 0.028315 0.387828 0.027928 0.019998
/ME 0. 02 0.0038 0.0036 0.001 0.01 0
RKME 0.62 8.44 0.33 14.13 0.42 0.6
PURIUES 3549 3549 3549 3549 3549 3549

3.2. AFo#h

% 3 AT LAE A 55 % &1 KMO {E4 0.570 > 0.5, Uil &R Z MAEIEM R AL 5, Bartlett
Ko /N T 0.05, SRR REAT T dT .

HIE 4 IR A= R ER T 1, T E SRR KT 70%, N ER Y. E BATHE R
FAEERT 1 B p BTN REREACER A 7 B 2, IASSCE R = il R E & e
P

M 5 R s RATLAE 58— R i ER R R ZON AR 55 bR B8 R i
BERM K RO F I L s B = 32 il (i B R E O IH R
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Table 3. Financial Relationship KMO and Bartlett Test
3. MHXFH KMO MEEEFIEHE1

KMO kg U1t &3 0.570
Bartlett FIBRIE LRGSR LR TS 744.838
H 10
BEM 0.000
Table 4. Characteristic values and contribution rates
4 FHEESEE
i HITRRHEE PRI 7 RN
o FHEE JIETTRE S BiF T ZTTRE % RHEME TIETTREYS BT ZE TR %
1 4.254 30.383 30.383 4.254 30.383 30.383
2 2.073 25.805 56.188 2.073 25.805 56.188
3 1.913 17.689 73.877 1.913 17.689 73.877
4 0.332 9.513 83.39
5 0.197 8.55 91.94
6 0.128 8.06 100
Table 5. Principal component loading matrix
2 5. ERTRIBTEER
F A HATHE R
Eizg
FEHr 1 FH 2 F A3
FEIIf 55 LR 0.833 0.303 0.112
it & —0.252 0.780 —-0.102
ot 55 B I b 2 0.103 —0.308 -0.229
EiEES —0.095 —0.255 0.809
MBLE 0.539 —0.244 0.051
Tt 6 -0.705 0.061 0.245

SRIE AR EOR s BT AR, M 3 N R IA R
F, =0.833X, —0.252X, +0.103X, —0.095X,, +0.539X,, —0.705X,
F, =0.303X, +0.780X, —0.308X, —0.255X,, —0.244 X, +0.061X
F, =0.112X, —0.102X, —0.229X, +0.809X,, +0.051X, +0.245X

I JE AR 7 22 DR DA B T ey R BCRIA FOR H ZR B VPO 4R -
F = (30.388F, + 25.805F, +17.689F, ) /73.877
BRGEIEN R F 2 a, HERARS TR, K AR ST B fe s, 347 B 4.
3.3. WitREHIES
RFH R R, AICRA Gul (2013) [18]. RAZRAXE 1] (2015)3F7E 4 tH i) F 8 i3k 4 1
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PR PR B TR o XML PR, B D T 2 T I 5 55 i A R AR B R AL (75 R AL
TIEAR I T DA A S 4 2 T B (1 1 P B AR L) RO R %«
MAOS = &, + ¢, Quick ratio + o, AR +«a, Other
+a, INV +a; Roa+a, Loss+a, Lev+ o Size + a, Listae

Ex, Quick ratio ARE MBI LA AR AAEIAR R £ 5577 2 Lt Other A HAth S
Wk SR rE 2ty INV ARRIE IR 5 B~ 2t Roa AR EAIKT; Loss £REMA R, Hib
TR L, A ERFIE A 0; Lev ARFRAN BT = Fifii %, Size AR ANIME: Listage fAE LT HFRR.
LA N AR B ) 2 8093 79 9-0.162. —0.028. 0.202. 5.205. —2.139., -5.895. 0.835. 3.049. —0.259 LA X 0.071.
Xof L I 45 4048 S 2015~2017 (1) bl o8 = B5d, B SRR > [l 2 2 B I

R EXER F UG, R T o S v o R

Ag = MAOS - Actual opinion

£, Actual opinion RS TS5 A AR ISR THE L, A R ARbRE o T UL HUE 1,
RZHUME 0o 4 Ag NIERS, AR THRE MBoERE R, Sk BRER; 2 Ag Nfamr, RTHHk
R, R .

34. SitREMEREITTREREAE
DA IOSCHR, A S TR R AT B T A [ AR T

Ag =, +ao,F +a; Controls + ¢

Hrb Controls f33: %= % (Lev), ZFI/KF(Roa), 2 F¥ikE(Size), &= EH % (Tun). ERPHF
A LeIs AT, 37 RO RECE AR, R S ARtk

MRIEEALE R, R F R o AFEOE B R, It T L2 THBUR AR (g M ot o 1 o = 11
R E A

4. SLIELRHR

M 6 AT AE Y, F (S THEBCRARETE) B B S5 R 9-0.113*, BiAE 1% K1 T 22, H/AT 0,
VWIS TFBURA R E AT DU F 3R M T . GBS SR A A, Rade it & vH R AT DU R0 B A
b (1457 55 A AN B Fi AR, 3 7 PTG Aol PR 2238 DU, o U TG SRR P ol B 55t EL b T O B
iR, I AR, d T R WIRERIRA MR, iy R R A S
DN ot A 7 (1 A P e T 4 o e 6 1 0 P SR T DS B K ol e IS
BZBEGE THE B AT RETERCD, BRI T S /N, R TR R s TR A R
B, SO TR, ARSI T BOR RS i e A sy, o T IR X

Table 6. Regression results

6. EYAZER
Variable F Lev Roa Size Turn
Significance —0.113*** 0.233*** —0.115%** -0.001 -0.0021
N 3549 3549 3549 3549 3549
F Value 6.18
R"2 0.26
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fRrilb i, oo R, R R R MBSO R, A B SOR Er, 0 T 5E  A
N LSS e /NVRSY ST Rl 051 PSR e =k d e P WATT 1 P by ST A 1 i W oy D R AP
HETHR SRR S e NTHEMERE, JeAR TS mA. THER, SRECEINEE T
Jiik, A ST BOR R IR, WIS AN S54RI R B AT REPE B /DN, AR T R
P, HEME RS RRER S E . g, Al THBCR R MR, # RS K
G

5. &R FNEIY

ARSCE R FE b7 AT AT O T AT, A T BORAEME A o T R 2 (B A7 AE 2 IR R R &,
e T BRI AR PR AT AR s i T B . AT DRSS B AKX AR L . ZAp BB g AU iR S
RS HL). HRL ., B STt EEZ N EHAT . A8 THITEEAT ST, RAZN O il
SVFBORIIRTE, X SRt BORA N R f it A, W] AR S K, AR TAEERER, 42
[ NN {16 O VA A L N NN I3 G o P T4 ) WD WS (B U NS0 17 S (| 5 X
VN BRI, AROZUE & AL A, BN 275 8 TR A, EE B XS AT g
Z 8] RTA o

S50k
[ R, XA, AR 0 o R —— 2 T & T 9 5 SR B B SCLA). BT ST, 2015(3):
82-90+112.

[2] #h4E5. FiREE. TN AR S H R E]. #5485, 2017, 32(3): 35-45.

[38] FBEH, BR—. oitbfafate, @ ihRaEfas sARd]. & iwts, 2016, 33(2): 74-81.

[4] B, a5 S iERRe S i E——2& TR A KT [0, & 9T 5L, 2017(6): 76-83.
[6] Z3ER, /o0, S ERINARENE: KIS ERE] SiHsE, 2003(2): 19-27.

[6] Erik, Wi, SiHlELESERRENE: —BHER AP &iH7E, 2008(9): 26-32+95.

(71 BRI, B3, ERE. THRENESERATERRA——R BT E BT AR ML8IEED]. S, 2014(12):
18-24+95.

[8] JAF:, fREM. SibfaftS A R 6 &R AT AW A[I]. WBIE 5, 2014(7): 72-75.
[0] BREfe. By BrCE. it mARRAR[I]. f k2R %4k, 2015, 12(3): 72-80.
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