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Abstract

This study aims to investigate the relation between Chinese listed firms
manipulating earnings to meet or beat analysts’ earning forecasts and shareholding
structure. This study also examinewhether nonstate-owned businesses is more
likely to manipulate earnings to meet or beat analysts’ forecasts than State-owned
enterprises. We investigate whether firms owned by local government is more
likely to manipulate earnings to meet or beat analysts’ earning forecasts than firms
owned by central government. Furthermore, this study investigates whether CEO
political connections and the percentage of shares owned by institutional investors
are associated with the likelihood for firms to manipulate earnings to meet or beat
analysts’ forecasts.

The empirical results reveal that there is no significant difference in the
likelihood of manipulating earnings to meet or beat analysts’ forecasts between non
state-owned businesses and state-owned enterprises. We find that firms owned by
local government are more likely to overproduce or reduce selling, general and
administrative expenses to meet or beat analysts’ earning forecasts than firms
owned by central government. Moreover, there is no significant relationship
between CEO political connections and the likelihood for firms to manipulate
earnings to meet or beat analysts’ earnings forecasts. There is no significant
relationship between the percentage of shares owned by institutional investors and

the likelihood for firms to manipulate earnings to meet or beat analysts’ forecasts.

Keywords: Meeting or beating analysts’ forecasts; Discretionary accruls; Real
transaction manipulation
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1 @3 & EF IR

B A7 EF — IR F ARFE Pl (consensus forecast) » AFT 7 2 HR A U H
HNFIG DAY o M7 1245 Kasznik and McNichols(2002) - & =

PREFAEI AT - REFAIERIE § 0.005 B > ARG & DA 47 FF IR B

(1) # -tz P

*# 7 1395 Dechow etal. (1995) #7#& 1 enig i 15 Jones #-4] » & 7 $% 41

Bt I8 P hfrg o AT E R ¥Ta 12 & Jones B3t o A B3t AeT
CTAE (ASaIesk t) PPE
Asset ;%0 Asset Assetl<t o t 4 Asset 5 Assety T & (1)

TAG D K2 @ %tiE 2 904 b s p 4o it

Assetirg - ko & Ft-1a & K2 BF A

ASaleyy : K= & % t# g d ¥ ;

PPEc i K 2 7 8 t & & & 7 51 B 25 A 37 -

b etm g (NDTA) et 5 N deT o



A A | ASales —AARy j A PPE
1 [ ’q ’q q

NDTA, =0 geczt—— + 5 +f 2
k.t Assety 1 Assety 2 "Asseft) 1 (@)

AARyy : K 2 7 5t Ju johE 30 % 6 B

d % (3) A REFLAMEA P (DTA):

DTA, , — 'S NDTA 3
k.t = Asset, . 1 k.t (3)
DTAk: : k = t &2 3R R o

(2% FEein

A2 % 121395 Roychowdhury(2006) 4 =12 2 ¥ ¥R &N E B ¥ 2 A A2

BAHFFY > FLAEEF TP LN EEE L &R Cohen et al. (2008)

2 Y o E2 FEF FEAE RGN E 4tk o 199% Roychowdhury (2006) @ 7

THETS (4) FPAERF LA DY ERENE > B B HAT ¢

CFO Sales ASales
Assetk 1 2T Assety Ay Asset, 4 ) Assef, 4kt ()

~?’§§/'§', BENEES (4) Nptdiap #% BT A AR 4B

AARAGZE P A AE G R E 4 i o iRPp Roychowdhury (2006) 0 #
Frrad¥  Gr ¥ kETod 2450 B E3 a5 e

PROD Sales ASaIesk (ASales, . 4)
k.t Cuia 1 4B k.t B t B k,t-1 ve, . (5)
Assetkt a 0" Assetkt A 1 Assetkt A 2 Assetkt a 3 Assetkt a k.t
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BLAEAIARARTO) N R F A AR Ao

iz 5 Roychowdhury (2006) > 12 & + 3 222 & ¥4g%] > &k hH L 2 ¥ iFiw
xRy g it (ABSGA) TRALFHEHER T FRF (6) 9rkirz

iﬁrﬂ?%w ﬂ?%}w e R 5 N e

SG Sale
Asse;Ak L ag t 1 Asse;[L + P Asset, . Skt (6)
k,t—1 k,t—1 k,t—1 !

BT AR Lok o A & Cohen et al.
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E
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e
%
S
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(2008) ciF7 g » MR F FEREGE RV AARAZ R FH g7 * el 17

FPEEEEBILA I RAFRFRARLFEHERM) -

RM = (ABCFO + ABPROD + ABSGA)

3. ¥R AAFR

1245 Fan, Wong and Zhang (2007) » & #7 3 #-p % & 8 55 ¢ & S 2 oy
FRE M EFrstRgmap o

329#EALIT

1 EREWT

SHRARBIR - AT RIS FAIFRBRASTALAZRF £ EME X
FEF -EY R EAFEX A AFAHIRG EF VR E S RARFIRT &

o AT F F* tik T F Mann-Whitney test 4 % g AR F| 4 47 FF FARIE R 2 B G

tFEeEF L RERRET T FHEFLR A A URARE P AT
FRERIRIZTT EFY 7 SRR IR £ FE R G iRt IR £ 502
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7
+ 2;NSOE*RM, , + 2, APROFIT,  +0,SIZE, , +¢,,,) v
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=
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FEEAAEIE A %12 ABCFO~ABPROD -
ABSGA 2 RM v 4 § @4 L g H  SIZEq s k27 % t &8 B2 &F
AP~ p ARG APROFITY 4 S8 % K2 2 % 1 2 0% fldgad & ] p%

Bzl F3 RHEEZO0-
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Prob(Y =1)=F(s +pLSOE_+ 5 DTA +;5RM + 5 LSOE*DTA (8)
k.t 0 1 k.t 2 k.t 3 k.t 4 k.t
+ 5 LSOE*RM_+ 5 APROFIT + ;5 SIZE +¢&_ )
5 k.t 6 k.t 7 k.t 2k t
efx
F(B'X)=——r
) 1+e7”%
¥ o LSOEq 5 BE¥H § 27 5+ st £ 587 Ligadid
LR HIRG £ E o RI%S 0o

Bz

AT A E ()N EEA R L F AT R A PEY FeE L

&P A AT EF AR T A P B

Prob(Y, =1)=F(4,+2,CEO, +; DTA +,RM _ + 7 CEO*DTA

9 1
+ 2 CEO*RM( ) + 2 APROFIT + 4, SIZE +¢
5 k,t 6 k,t 7 k,t 3kt
A'X
e
F(A'X)= ,
( ) 1+elX

A¢ o CEO = m#R¥ > #1727 G2 A A Asun® R 0 %3 10 %7 0 1l

j\p;i%gﬂ% % (10) " & 4R - %&f?;};? A FEL g J ;}E«H% P

I P A T EF P ARTER T a2 B

PrOb(Yk,t =1)= F(a0 + (51INSTI w79, DATk‘t + 53RM ot (54INSTI *DTA

10
+ s INSTI *RM_ + s APROFIT + 5 SIZE +¢&¢ ) (10)
5 k.t 6 k.t 7 k.t 4kt
S'x
e
F (5')() = S'x
l+e

H# o INSTI 5 BHAR T A #5500 6 -
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¥ - S

KA G H R S 2007 2 2010 & 4 A 45 EFE L PARTERI T Y W 2
Fooom £ 2969 R P ¢ A - S 2007 I 2010 4 & B4R A GIE B4R o
AEES L R4tk Adk: 6,773 F 7 o IR G E@ES B
LA EFE NP FT 5,051 B AP ;#{“'J%ﬁ&\#%gﬁ?igﬁﬁ\ﬁqﬁ% DT
3,780 Ft B 27 L RI% AFTL 4 Logistic i ¢ 0 p A R etk ko

Bfs ik M 8305 2711 A7 22 o

32— T HEANGE
ER 2007 2008 2009 2010 &3+
R etk A 1,252 | 1,302 | 1,641 | 2,578 | 6,773

PIFHR RS G ERERHE B R
969 974 | 1182 | 2426 | 5551
B A S FlIR A

BIME A ATEF S BRUS FIAR 1R & 939 765 713 1363 | 3,780

709 687 502 813 2,711

FeZ P AT LR T g ¢ e 2R T o A - A
MET T s 5 0.385 > Bf 7 $5 & ¢ 7% 38.500ch2 7 ik T A 45 §7 @ 43R > A 71
LEA > AL T A RATERZ LY 0 309%5 AE £ ¥ 227%5 bk
AL R LR B A F 46.2% 5 B E A4 A G R BT AR

WA EE S AT L EE I AT ZARRD GIRE
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NSOE L sadc% 0332 Bgmth~® 3 332%% 2% £ % @ LSOE 3ok
50667 BARG &% > 667%= WF &% A M4 5+ 2 5fe CEO
Tiagei 04240 ¢ i 00 AT F ARG L Hcp 2 S A A B g
¥ § > DTA T3adc s 0.034 ¢ i=dcs 0.029 B4 2 P * B 38 p
WP THOER L0 o RM T 3585 -0.001 5 ¢ =85 -0.003 4 2 2iF
FHEHE RFERI 4 TR 5§ - APROFIT T 354 h 049707 =8ci 0
49.7%H & 2 2 H Az » f1wh - # B -ABCFO T 354 % 0.004> ¢ = # % 0.002 >
BAXPEY B Y ERENEHBET 4 TFR ST - ABPROD T 3ok
-0.008° ¥ = #c5-0003 AL PEF BF A AN AFHEDL TGRS L o
ABSGA » T tafc s 0.003 > @ i=#c5-0.005 » 448 & et & 2 2 1% 0 4 F

EE T e
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R e

T paf LS A
MET 0.385 0.289 0.567
NSOE 0.332 0.000 0.471
LSOE 0.667 1.000 0.471
DTA 0.034 0.029 0.125
RM -0.001 -0.003 0.126
APROFIT 0.497 0.000 0.500
SIZE 21.939 21.816 1.184
ABCFO 0.004 0.002 0.110
ABPROD -0.008 -0.003 0.126
ABSGA 0.003 -0.005 0.099
CEO 0.424 0.000 0.494
INSTI 0.811 1.000 0.392

IMET 27 5P R 7 2@ 94L& 1280 477 ZIER(T § 0005/ » 2B
;f;»l:%’?n’E'JﬁnsaODNSOEéﬂ%’t%&’%‘?kz AR tELAY L BT 1 E
NP LEFEEORES 0 LSOE 2 m# ¥l § 27 28 2 Bt RWG £ % 0 %7
1: 57 4 s hidl@F &% 0%5 0-DTA 5 4B EHE P -RM & i?’}?ﬁéﬁ%%
B ?@%‘F]ﬁ—— APROFIT i ¥ ko P flay tEdgdxd 2 2fpp - 2B 5 1; %
FORMEBEZOCSIZEZ KA % tEE K2 BT ADp Af#c- ABCFO : k27
FtERFFEMESE-ABPROD 5 k2P 2% tE2# 2% 4 234 -ABSGA 5 k27 &
StEBKHEP Y -CEO 5 AMSH FKAPEIAfEsiivd > %7 10 55 -
143 0. INSTI ,aﬁ‘ﬁ##i? L G e

F_k

%= % 2007 312010 &£ ¢ R 2P LAY LR 2 MET(L 3 278 &
Arid T 2V A AR A 7 EF F AR TR R]) < Pearson ApRE 1 thdick o d £ = T E IR > MET
2P Y HEREIE(ABCFO)E AT F T 4pH 5 @ &2 NSOE -~ £ 4 2 & & 4
(ABPROD) 2 2 APROFIT % A5 ¥ f 40 B o

NSOE & DTA R 8 F it 4pk > A~ H BT A ¥ EFRAGF A F e 3t * £
AR EFFAER AR Y2 A A(ABPROD) XA [ Ap M - & B
FHERETEABCFO)S B F n4phd > 7 WG £ 5% 7 F &4 ¢ 2Z(RM)
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24



% = : Peaeson 4p B % (% B &
met nsoe Isoe dta rm A profit size abcfo abprod absga ceo insti
met 1.00
nsoe -0.04 * 1.00
Isoe -0.01 -0.04 * 1.00
dta 0.01 0.048 *** 0.01 1.00
rm -0.01 -0.03 0.03 -0.123 ™ 1.00
A profit -0.073 *** 0.068 ***  -0.063 *** 0.076 *** 0.01 1.00
size 0.091 *=** -0.245 ***  -0.074 *** -0.01 0.061 *=*= 0.00 1.00
abcfo 0.044 ** 0.03 * 0.062 ***  -0.245 *** 0.507 *** 0.039 ** 0.00 1.00
abprod -0.086 *** -0.073 *** -0.04 * 0.080 *=*= 0.175 *=*= -0.01 0.057 ***  -0.316 *** 1.00
absga 0.03 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.482 *** -0.02 0.02 0.058 ***  -0.497 *** 1.00
ceo 0.048 *** 0.00 -0.02 -0.02 -0.01 -0.184 *** -0.02 0.00 -0.03 * 0.02 1.00
insti 0.159 *** 0.02 0.04 * -0.01 0.00 -0.045 ** 0.167 *** 0.120 ***  -0.212 *** 0.119 ***  0.043 **  1.00
L F R FEREL 10% > < B EFOREL 5% YL EFAREL 1%

L2 BT AL -
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- 8%

75T

ddw it a7 L E AR RIRT &

P B S £ 4 RRM)SH

@A

E DA E

ERE YA

HRIRIZBT £ F

FAEFEAAE AR L O
¥2 B ¥4 &< 4(ABPROD)

F K o @m 4 = Mann -Whitney test & % &1

AR E DT FAAFRZFG E AT A ERERLAY L EEFS
MHBFHE R 2 AR PR B FRE
A L ET AT FRTPRIZET EEEAY EEFAEEAR R

B3 &% |2 &% [thT W3 &£% |[2¥£%F | Mann-—

Whitney test

ABCFO 0.009 0.011 -0.273 0.007 0.008 -0.410
ABPROD -0.016 -0.035 | 1.927* -0.004 -0.005 -2.010**
ABSGA 0.009 0.009 0.070 -0.012 -0.016 -1.652*
RM 0.003 -0.015 | 2.078** 0.000 -0.012 2.603%**
DTA 0.033 0.041 -0.904 0.026 0.039 -2.923%**

il BT EHFELLD
BEREL 10%

a0 % -
X 2%

.
% 1

Fm

#p A
E*e

KR4

| T B ARTE R P L ARG &

ﬁ’&’\f;z\

2 By

Mann -Whitney test ¥ 4> 4p fi 3
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itk T

& 3

CEEEOKE S D%
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CRERES 1%

IR E
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¥
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LT HTIAKFREERL LRAHTIRG EE SR S R IRG 1 F
HE TTAR R LR
LR | B R | TR ¢k PR | & 2 FfE | Mann —
AT | 3R FAIRF | #4183 | Whitney
& ¥ & ¥ & * & ¥ test
ABCFO 0.001 0.014 -1.442 0.005 0.008 -1.474
ABPROD -0.014 -0.016 0.202 -0.003 -0.004 0.063
ABSGA 0.007 0.010 -0.476 -0.008 -0.012 -0.234
RM -0.006 0.008 -1.349 -0.004 0.005| -1.792*
DTA 0.032 0.034 -0.225 0.028 0.026 1.291
w1l REAAFELAD o
FE2.% D BTE ORI G 10% 0 BTF R S 5% 0 Y AEE R S 1%

FA AT ERA R B F R E TR HEIINAHFIRIFRLEE L P4
FRARVR D A2 MtREET e AR AU R g Ee gL
L R HPARERLIAR FERF RS WL D] L ATEE P AR
FRIZEFE  BRHEEARIXFER T A B ZRpRIOalpF A8 XA

Mann —Whitney test % % &7 » 2B ¥ &7

- _Im’(ﬁgl}/’:/r'%bﬁ

g

¥ plem B2 25nd R ad 18

22 L EBAR R R ETHENNAFFERERLE TS AR VR

a4 B ARt E cI@ AR | 5@ AR | Mann -

* Erie | £ Eit s A * Egis | Excia#® | Whitney

TR R 3 R test
ABCFO 0.008 0.013 -0.782 0.006 0.008 | -2.121**
ABPROD -0.016 -0.028 1.352 -0.004 -0.004 0.555
ABSGA 0.007 0.012 -1.017 -0.012 -0.014 0.219
RM -0.002 -0.003 0.055 -0.004 0.000 | -1.964**
DTA 0.038 0.033 0.683 0.032 0.028 -1.083
Tl T ARFELEA S o

o % -
X 2%

B KR 5 10% » **

DBFRIE L 5% » e
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B PR R T
R ) A R I RO T A B R T

/{;}é’;ﬂf" L l’)"JI’S rr]lr%-/ﬁz,—[ ’ ﬁ ﬂ '#‘ Xkl

AFER B MR D] A RARTERIZ f £ P

SEL

I 4B (ABCFO)AE ¥ 0B 5 b bt fuat

P (DTA)  BHERFTAF R M F HL P E PR T ALFRL G2 27T 8
BM¥AP -
2P HERT AR RHER AT IR L E IR ERR R
WL | BHEET |[thT WA FT | BHEEFT | Mann-
A gL A FEagL A gL A F | Whitney
] 14 (| % &) | r“g test
ABCFO -0.013 0.011 -1.872* -0.008 0.011 -1.474
ABPROD 0.003 -0.020 1.485 -0.008 -0.003 -0.063
ABSGA 0.004 0.007 -0.235 -0.005 -0.014 0.234
RM -0.005 -0.002 -0.243 -0.002 -0.002 1.792*
DTA 0.030 0.040 -0.682 0.033 0.030 1.291
Pl BT EELL S -
2% REF ORI L 10% 0 *F T BEE R G 5% 0 R AEERE S 1%
5 RERP A
B fRlip Y WRG £ % EEFIF F g LI D] A ATEF FRIER

¥ Gy EE ek o & N Bor 2007 1) 2010 & ¢ R B o P E D A TR F AR TR R

2R EFEANY £ F 2 FHREILE L G Logistic it b 5 %
d 2 A7 > NSOE G#ics 2 ¥ 2 f "M - AARYRY EF ¥ %L

Pl ATEF FARTERIZ ¥ a4 (2T A B ¥ g o m NSOE*ABCFO~NSOE*ABPROD -~

NSOE*ABSGA + NSOE*RM 11 2 NSOE*DTA % #ic’ 7 8 % » B+ B4 £ £ 1

YEFET R FROF R ST B SR 4 @ TR

AR -FEIE A TR EFEAY EFEY PRI LT AT FHRIFR
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FIRY AP A 0 - AELF
Both ol AN % T I SIZE 22 APROFIT chitfic'd 3% 5 1 > 7

2P EORAAR A R S EIRARE L IR TN A A T PRI 2

Tk ARF T ETRRFL O PR A AR G ARy 2

£ P A ATET AE BA AT 0 2w 5l A T A ML @ P 4 B i ) A 4B A 1
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A TED A IRPRZIEG EEEAFLEEZ IR ERE S
1) (2) 3 4)
Constant -3.412 -3.659 -3.406 -3.453
(20.770) ***  (23.643) ***  (20.737) ***  (21.256) ***
NSOE -0.019 -0.037 -0.021 -0.029
(0.046) (0.161) (0.054) (0.102)
DTA 1.151 0.856 0.730 0.659
(6.108) *** (3.924) ** (2.957) * (2.313)
ABCFO 1.605
(11.504) ***
ABPROD -2.121
(24.653) ***
ABSGA 1.560
(6.384) ***
RM -0.065
(0.027)
NSOE*ABCFO -1.002
(1.558)
NSOE*ABPROD 1.053
(2.623)
NSOE*ABSGA -1.099
(1.795)
NSOE*RM -0.360
(0.293)
NSOE*DTA -1.192 -0.931 -0.898 -0.886
(3.019) * (2.032) (1.953) (1.839)
APROFIT -0.319 -0.314 -.299 -0.298
(16.438) ***  (15.881) ***  (14.598) ***  (14.503) ***
SIZE 0.142 0.153 0.142 0.144
(17.819) ***  (20.545) ***  (17.788) ***  (18.362) ***
y? 49632 68.101 48.094 40.485
#*AH 2711 2,711 2,711 2,711

1 5 A Wald & -

L2 BT AL -

LI FIEFELEL 10%
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%?g P A EFEARTER T A E IR, A4 AT BER D FHEES 0 £ 4

v LSOE e’ 3 B ¥ 27 ¥ A roiindl B £ F 002 B0 roirdlL

T EEET AR RHRTFROT BT AT EFLE o b » LSOEXABPROD
“HHF 51 0 7 LSOE*ABSGA %A ¥ 5 § » M7 A0t ¥ 4 s R 41 B 4

CE R AT CEMTS T BRL A F AT S R A

g7 B 43E R - @ LSOE*ABCFO ~ LSOE*RM 17 2 LSOE*DTA s 7 3 % » 4
PATOHRAIRG EEN RS WG EEE BFRESE 2 S

B P LRI AT BARTEROM A X A AT SR E bt AR AY T 0
AEBET APEOT Y PRI fE o H S SO 2R e E kY
B4 AN A ’F" CE VRS @/ v}%éﬁv‘ﬁ%?ﬁi?'}fﬁﬁ“}ﬁ’ ﬂ\ﬁﬂi [Z VL A 3

PaF=a
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2L DR EHAAHENN A RRTERLFG LEPRERELLBP
1) (2) 3) 4)
Constant -2.438 -2.753 -2.486 -2.545
(7.717) *** (9.738) *** (8.036) *** (8.394) ***
LSOE -0.024 -0.009 -0.002 0.004
(0.051) (0.007) (0.001) (0.001)
DTA 0.681 0.61 0.362 0.232
(0.789) (0.67) (0.248) (0.103)
ABCFO 1.493
(3.218)  *
ABPROD -3.401
(16.553) ***
ABSGA 3.437
(6.808) ***
RM -0.473
(0.385)
LSOE*ABCFO 0.142
(0.020)
LSOE*ABPROD 1.839
(3.590) *
LSOE*ABSGA -2.522
(2.846) *
LSOE*RM 0.592
(0.440)
LSOE*DTA 0.569 0.245 0.406 0.527
(0.353) (0.073) (0.208) (0.345)
APROFIT -0.161 -0.155 -0.138 -0.138
(2.867) * (2.643) * (2.120) (2.126)
SIZE 0.096 0.11 0.097 0.1
(6.012) *** (7.811) *** (6.228) *** (6.548) ***
XZ 22.229 38.823 19.979 10.834
* A 2,711 2,711 2,711 2,711

1 FEHAp) 5 Wald & o

2 BB REFELALC
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L3 UM FORES 10% K B EAKES 5% I R EARE S 1%

AP BRI RILEEA R LT R R R 7B ZAYRET L
FFEARTERIT a2 M e 2 L7 B §HES Y KA LB % ¥ M CEO
GERTAHEF AT AREFUST RO TN L R A T PRI R &
P1 AT R 8o o #h > g2 CEO*ABCFO 4 #ic & It + %8 % » CEO*ABPROD~CEO*ABSGA
11 % CEO*RM fh#c's # 8% > CEO*DTA ™2 ¥ Hr 52 A B £ 72
FUST RN L EEY F A IRF LU E PRI P 0 d B A TEF P ARTE
BT ABFLR & ot S A R S FHEY FRF R ED] A 4T

FREARIERIT m B 2 Ay B AELE -

33



FL R A R AR R A EHEDN A EAERLEFA TR L2
1) (2) 3 4)
Constant -3.785 -4.023 -3.735 -3.782
(26.126) *** (29.167) *** (25.508) *** (26.042) ***
CEO 0.11 0.118 0.135 0.137
(1.645) (1.919) (2.545) (2.626)
DTA 0.191 0.172 0.128 0.040
(0.188) (0.156) (0.088) (0.008)
ABCFO 0.521
(1.104)
ABPROD -1.421
(10.455)  ***
ABSGA 0.702
(1.750)
RM -0.534
(1.579)
CEO*ABCFO 1.537
(3.709) **
CEO*ABPROD -0.464
(0.497)
CEO*ABSGA 0.83
(0.908)
CEO*RM 0.752
(1.304)
CEO*DTA 1.185 0.667 0.481 0.599
(2.778) * (1.030) (0.555) (0.820)
APROFIT -0.309 -0.295 -0.281 -0.288
(14.392) *** (13.108) **=* (12.037) *** (12.596) ***
SIZE 0.156 0.166 0.153 0.156
(21.647) ***  (24.284) *x* (20.92) **x (21.531) ***
v 53.054 66.779 47.699 42.435
#* Ak 2,711 2,711 2,711 2,711

L 4E g 5 Wald & o

L2 REAAKFLEL S o
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B X AEF KL 10% 0 ** D BEE KM L 5% 0 *RF o REERE L 1%
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2L TRERT AR MHET A IRTPRIERFREEET L ZET
1) (2) 3 4)
Constant -2.644 -2.971 -2.609 -2.666
(12.527) *** (15.600 *** (12.231) ***  (12.699) ***
INSTI 0.646 0.619 0.659 0.666
(29.965) ***  (27.412) *** (31.344) ***  (32.138) ***
DTA 1.523 1.653 1.563 1.542
(7.313) **= (5.084) ** (3.766) *** (3.665) *
ABCFO -0.468
(0.259) **
ABPROD -0.941
(0.985)
ABSGA 2.469
(2.582)
RM -0.371
(0.207)
INSTI *ABCFO 1.909
(1.260) *
INSTI*ABPROD -0.631
(0.392)
INSTI*ABSGA -1.752
(1.045)
INSTI *RM 0.203
(0.052)
INSTI *DTA -1.226 -8.302 -1.211 -1.675
(6.380) *** (5.543) ** (6.645) ** (3.616) *
APROFIT -0.329 -0.320 -0.308 -0.307
(17.330) ***  (16.423) *** (15.387) ***  (15.257) ***
SIZE 0.083 0.099 0.081 0.084
(5.605) ** (7.797) *** (5.378) ** (5.680) **
v 103.263 112.298 99.058 99.075
S 2,711 2,711 2,711 2,711

155 5 Wald & -
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