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ABSTRACT

This study examines the association between key audit matters (KAMs) and firm performance, audit
fees, audit report days, and earnings management. The study also investigates the association between
KAMs and firm characteristics of Thai Listed companies. The results indicate that the number of key audit
matters is negatively associated with firm performance and positively associated with audit fees, auditor’s
report lead time, and earnings management. The results on firm characteristics show that a big audit firm
is negatively associated with KAMs while a number of auditor reporting pages and firm loss are positively

associated with KAMs. However, the results on firm characteristics vary across different types of KAMs.

Keywords: Key Audit Matters, Firm Performance; Audit Fees, Auditor's Report Lead Time,

Earnings Management
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Juagiumuuanssvesanimuandeslumsasudyd Jailinanisitounndrsluanauideluedin

A a
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v 6
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a1 a

nsaeulnddimansenudavinaenmninnisaeudyd luvaed Martinez and Moraes (2014) lavnaau
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3

AuduTuS senisAraeulnuaznanisandunuresustvaanedeululssinausda Faniniausond
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HanuduiusiauInAuNanIsALEueIu (Afza & Nazir, 2014; Bouaziz, 2012; Sayyar et al., 2015; Sim Chia
Hua et al, 2016) Fsenaguldnmuamnisasudaddmalinanisdniunuvesianisgedu
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Fadusrenisiianudsdunisnsivaeu wazlaviinisesiaasusessananaudunnelandifedndulalunig

LY

\Hen KAMs Nagdeansnugldteya Juiligaeudadnediniussdnseiaunndsdy (Tangruenrat, 2015) F4ifin

' = Y]

mauidinisunawediuan KAMs 1unsdsdyarafnuninnisaautyduasauninvesduanluaunisdu

g
'

viold Femanisdrmalutsymalnenuindninauaeutnd Big 4 dnisiiauesiuin KAM fiunndnddna
aauly¥ Non-big 4 (Tangruenrat, 2017) wsdelifauideladnwdlselovivas KAMs Tuyuuesves
sgiumsdansiils saielfsumaiuiinnuaantsdsausslonidldsuesnanntuiFesddiylunismvaey
(Elizabeth et al, 2016) vwAdoadsiiFemaingiuain KAMs avflanuduiudidsuaniusedunmsinnisiils

YIUSTHN FIN15I9ASILIATEAUNITIANITATNSAILAILUYU Modified Jones Model (Dechow et al. 1995)

¥
v

Jsimueauuigulunside fadl
H4: 9771599 KAMs Sanudunusi3auliniun1sdannisnils
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AudnwzYaIUTENLazsasdAylun1IATIRsaY

= aa

AuNIRsgIuNsaeulnd s 701 eSutedn KAMs JudesivedAgyfianniunasiide

o

=
()
Zo
e
faM}
®©
c
2
=3}

P

v

lunsesvaeuun1siunadagiu lnesesminarndusesnlasumnuldladuiiveyandaeudad nvdiulng

Y

dndusenisiiertesiusesdiiiaududou s1ensifianudss waznisldnasfidandidyaeduims

o

'
v A = o

lusunsiu ey Seanaildndwansenusenagnsnisnsisdeulagsiuvesideutnd inisiiaue KAMs

<
'

puNInsgIun1sae Uty ddinaneoduuandiifiuisnunmvssnisasuliyfuindatwiiosandaeutyd
FesUfiantietesziase Tuazuinelalunsiausisesddylunisnsivaeudsnan
naAdelululssimalnenuinnmsdamediuin KAMs TussiazUseinnuananeiu uwagdanuitdiinau
goutyd Big 4 fmsiauesiuiudes KAM fiunnndn Non-big 4 Tull w.a. 2559 (Tangruenrat, 2017) et
FaAamaufinlunsdiiviendaudnuasiuandaiuagshlidimauies KAMs unnsrstuneld ideves
Tangruenrat (2017) nuin d1dnauaeudad Big 4 Wameides KAMs wand1991nu3em Non-Big 4 way
faaoenguianadafisiuiuntivesnenudaeutiyunndeiudndae uenanduiluitelusfianuia
HaoutBmandslilddiofiuaunmnsasuinyiuasdanuduiusiusedunisdanisiils (Garcia-Blandona,
Argilés-Boschb & Ravendac, 2019) widauidelaudvindaeudadinangiiaiusednseTaunnnindasudnyd
wiage (Niskanen et al,, 2011) wia1WIdeves Owhoso (2002) lanuIndANLANAIAUTENI1LNAVDS
Fasuliydfuanudsanaznisnunulunsnsiaaey egialsinnuidelusindlidaaunazidunsinm
Tusinadszina swddendsidfaimavosfaoudniuidufudmudnuuronwsd Wesnmadame KAMs

Aevenfenasiidiauasarusednsziforadulliiinavesiaoudndazdmansenudodiuin KAMs 5307

Aa o

UsEnndidnuuidndesun uandbiiuinnududouresgsiauin suddenndnavayululndiasisaey

[

oradudsziiulunisfiansananudsdunisaeudaydniuiu wavernhlvgnmaduseniveddgyiidaeudyd

sodlaladufimuiidula
INNINUMILKIAnkarIdsluefnd LA NgIRUAMENYUEYRIUTEN NaAe N15LEUINI5aIN

o

ddnauasutaydvuinivg (Big 4) wavesda@oudyd Tutuntisenudaeudy® Tuiuusengesy way

o

v ¢ o

HAYIAYUYBIRANTT Azdianuduiusivduiusenis KAMs Milaweviseldegials

s:1U8UDSI9Y (Research Design)

iesan U wa. 2559 udusniifuunlifaeutyddenaniaiesddnlunmaaaeulilumieay
Haeutiyd miafeiididoyavesusdnaamzdoulunainndnmingd wea. 2559 uay 2560 (sismamandnning
Bu 10 o) Taefiswauedieisiu 872 faeghe (Firm-Years) Tasdeyailélunisideadadlismuidniign
dinaeu iidregnifinaey egseninentsiiuynisddiuenu desnnldamnsalidoyanistiydiduduse
nsthanideldegansudn sauiuidnguenamnasuntsiu uasnqussianesuadIuming saufauity

A

fidayaliasudiu lun1sideaseiliiusiusiudayasnaunisiusy Meulszdn? senugaeulydann
gruloya SET SMART waziiulesvesruznssunismidundnninduasaaianannsndunsdszmalng uag

9 Y

Iwatian1sinsieinisanneenvan (Multiple Regression) tensmadeuauufgiulun1side

UR 15 QUUA 45 DuiAu 2562  91sa@1sasrBwoyd 13
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[ '
v

Amsudkuu (1)-(4) Tun1s3deasetldiienndaunNuduniusyas KAMs AUNANISANLRNIY 31UuTU

1 v A (% [ [J

lunseenseugaeudyd Aasudad uway sedun1sdanisinls dedeludl

o

ROA = KAM + Control Variable+e . (1)
AuditDays = KAM +Control Variable+e . (2)
AuditFee = KAM + Control Variable+e . (3)
EM = KAM + Control Variable+e . (4)

1o

KAM Ao uusesdrdglunisasieaeunuansluninsenudaeulyd

EM Ao N13IAnTsATls TaAMuAILUUYEY Modified Jones Model (Dechow et al., 1995)

ROA A9 WANIALEUIIUIBIUSENTAMI8AT ROA

AuditFee @B FuIUAIEDUTYT (MUE: UIN)

AuditDays fe duruiuluniseansienugaeutnd netduaniunlusukansgiuenistuauieiungaeudyd

asuulusgau

AaudsaruAu (Control Variable)

smidoadsildFudsnunn THun sweianis Samdumiay wavieyuvesionis gramngsy wagd
Wugiuawidsluedn (Elizabeth et al, 2016; Srijunpetch, 2017) wagiITeAIAIFIMUTAINAITINANTENY
doispsdfnlunisnsiadeu Tngvuaianis (Size) TnA1anaA1aen 3RiusssuYRvesdunings I Snsdu
niidu (Leverage) Inrnanuilausaumsdaeduningsiu navanu (Loss) Taandusuusu wagduls
gnamnssuuazy (ndustry & Year) Taanduduusyuiguiu

ALUUNTTILATIZINANTENUYDIAUEN YU VBIUTENAD KAMS
INNITNUNIWITIUNTTUAINAMTAARALNIUTENALTUTNsd i ugeudny® Big 4 Tduimsiasudayd

o

wenee uInUTEnges wasuTeniinaviany swdwansenusensiUame KAMs fssiauuusialuil

KAM = Big 4 + AuditGen + AuditPage + Subsidiary + Loss + Control Variable+¢ ... (5)
o
Big 4 fo ddnauaeutyd Judwdsiu wndudninguaeudyd Deloitte EY KPMG wag PWC

Tidandu 1 winlalawiiu o

AuditGen e avesaeulyd Duduusiu mindasulnBidumavedidwindu 1 winlalgwindu o
AuditPage Ao FuunIITIENUEaRUTYT
Subsidiary fg FUIUVTENYDY
Loss fio USEdiTinansiuduanunenu mavieniinananuliiavintu 1 maladldwindu o

14 9sa1sdvrdwlngd  UR 15 aOun 45 DunAu 2562
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AauUsaduau (Control Variable)

MAeasllddudsauay loua uafants dnsduniidy anaivnssy uwasd (Elizabeth et al., 2016;

Srijunpetch, 2017) SoanauefuFuun (1)-(a)

wan1sdivey

151901 1 Panel A wulingusieg1euesusEnisduldiuiy 436 usenlul w.e. 2559 uay 2560 lneidu

3

ssnvlunduedwsuninduazusnisusvunuiovay 50 NquNYAT BIMTHaTNIARRAIMNTINUTEINMTYaY 25

(115797 1 Panel B) 15797 1 Panel C Wud131u3U509 KAMs adgn 3 SufUWINAB I1UIUT09 KAMS

Aunssuinegld (25.3%) MsUssanunsdesAduning (17.0%) wazn13diAlien1sanyardun1adumie

(14.3%)

A1 1 fregreiildlun193de (Sample)

Panel A: $1U2UUSENAVKUARTE TUNTS3Te

usen 2559 2560 Sou
$nnuvstnaamzdeuioms (dswean B e lo) 601 620 1,221
Wn U3Eni Lsi’hsmsmmwrmaw,mmaaamvmwmwuﬁamﬁ 6 6 12
Uitmileglugsfianisiiu nesu uavUsiuse 56 55 111
Uitmitiideyalinsufiu (Missing Data) 103 123 226
FrunuusEnildluniside (Final Sample) 436 436 872
Panel B: $1usumdegniumsddeduunaiuandinnssy (Number of firms by industry)
9AANNSSU Aowi %
NYATUALONAMNTIUBINNT 88 10.1
durgulanuilan 58 6.7
Aufgaannsy 140 16.1
DRIWIUNINIUAZ ABAT 1S 240 27.5
NINYINT 80 9.2
UIN13 192 22.0
walulad 74 8.5
872 100.0

1 15 Q

L
L

auu

A
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A9 1 fregreildlun19ide (Sample) (#19)

Panel C: §1uouiSou KAMs smunmuus:zinn

Uszinn KAMs (Type of KAMSs) 2559 2560 sau %

57819 (Revenue) 268 239 507 253
n1sAeeA1 (Impairment) 152 189 341 17.0
duAAunde (Inventories) 145 142 287 14.3
MsAIUTIAINsLazRanIsTEITesiu (Merger & Acquisition) 137 71 208 10.4
nsinyaduning (Asset Valuation) 120 85 205 10.2
Qﬂw‘fﬂ!’ (Accounts Receivables) 109 60 169 8.4
3uq (Other) 129 159 288 144
2,005  100.0

n19duATelTingUsrasAiaAnwanuduiusvessesdAglunisnsirasusazanuduiusssnituies
drdglunisnsiaeuivaudnuazvesuTnIansdsulunaiavdnninduvisdssinalng lnglddoyasenined
W.fl. 2559-2560 FeafiAnssaun (Descriptive Statistics) Yoeiuusnldlun1sideassll wansAade Agagn

ANgR ward uleuuulInTgIY faaNs1eR 2

157990 2 @DANTTAUUN

AaNUs n Mean Std Dev Median Minimum Maximum
Kam 872 2.114 1.114 2.000 0 7.000
ROA 872 0.046 0.095 0.048 -0.676 1.020
AuditFee 872 3,956,343 11,147,702 1,897,500 128,600 141,391,524
AuditDays 872 53.695 8.511 54.000 26.000 236.000
EM 872 0.073 0.117 0.041 0 1.650
AuditPage 872 5.879 1.283 6.000 1.000 20.000
Subsidiary 872 2.569 10.290 0 0 131.000
Fauvsanlaisiaiilos (Discrete Variables)
fiauds n Dummy =1 Dummy =0 %

Bigd 872 568 304 65.14%
AuditGen 872 380 492 43.58%
Loss 872 157 715 18.00%

16 915d189815WUONYT
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INANTNVIAY WU KAMs vausenlnedanadeagdl 2.114 1509 9UIUNTNTI8UL#eU

=

a
fAnadeUszinm 58 wih daeudyfadeegil 3.9 &wum wazszerainseensenuveaeulyTeyd
54 $u wenntudwiuiiedieiliuinisaeutydan Big-a fdwau 568 Fogrshalu 65.14% faoutind
wAmefdnau 380 fega Andu 43.58% waruinidinavievuisiuiu 157 deg1e Andu 18.00%
nideedsildmaiiansiengiaunsonnoslunsiiesgiauduiusvesiudsiiaulafinu nouns
Anneinadinaneiddeildnmraeuanuduiusssninaesiudsdase ieRarsanitdudsiaudusiug

Tufiemslawazineldlvifadym Multicollinearity winusaggiuUsiiauduiusgeunn Jeavdanaliinig
wlanalumsifeRanan lnen1sinsgranduiusianifanisned 3

A1999 3 NANITATIZRARAURUSTENINFILUILUU Spearman (ANUITUY) LAZWUU Pearson (ANuUgea)

Aanus Kam ROA AuditFee | AuditDays EM Big4 AuditGen | AuditPage | Subsidiary Loss
Kam 1 -0.1727%** | 0.3427*** | 0.0335 0.0569 0.1066%** 0.0722** 0.6622*** | 0.0331 0.0733**
ROA -0.1743*** 1 -0.0021 -0.2562%** | -0.0760** 0.1402*** | -0.0407 -0.0758** | -0.1543*** | -0.6790***
AuditFee 0.1913*** | -0.0021 1 0.0127 0.0817** 0.2530%** 0.1002%** | 0.4688*** | -0.0466 -0.0468
AuditDays 0.0645* -0.2562*** | -0.0430 1 0.0394 -0.2935*** | -0.0528 -0.0244 0.2603*** | 0.1792%**
EM 0.0977*** | -0.0760** | -0.0209 0.1249%** 1 -0.0037 0.0115 0.0438 0.0137 0.1198***
Big4 0.1038*** | 0.1402*** | 0.0539 -0.1537** | 0.0011 1 -0.1024*** | 0.3894*** | -0.8013*** | -0.1025***
AuditGen 0.0604* -0.0407 0.0104 -0.0558 0.0252 -0.1024**** 1 0.0006 0.0759** 0.0495
AuditPage 0.6237*** | -0.0758** 0.2651*** | -0.0020 0.0813** 0.3097%** 0.0384 1 -0.1911%* | 0.0172
Subsidiary 0.1497*** | -0.1543** | 0.1870** | 0.0263 -0.0229 -0.3227*** 0.0356 0.1236*** 1 0.0747**
Loss 0.1064*** | -0.6790*** | -0.0449 0.1463*** | 0.1092*** | -0.1025*** 0.0495 -0.0133 -0.0307 1

'
o

naEmR: *, **, o syauledAyi 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

HANIATIADUANNENTUS TENIN9AMILUTaseINA15U191nA1EER Spearman Wag Pearson Correlation
MUMITIN 3 nudddsdaseynaiia1desnid 0.65 (Burns & Grove, 1993) vivliliifideymy Multicollinearity
Jahlviesginisanneenvan (Multiple Regression) Lilenageuauigiunfidelutuneussly

NaN153LAS1ZY Multiple Regression
A151997 4 Panel A WUININUIULSDIANAYNITATIEUTANUAUNUSLTIaUNUNAN1SANLTUINIUYBIUSEN

o

v o [

(ROA) Tasdinanisatiiuuanasiovas 0.6 (Szaviludidgy 0.10) A151990 4 Panel B WUIId1UIULT0sd1ATY

o
'

IS =

n1snTvgeulianuduiusideuiniuataeutnd lneddraeudydgu (serutdedidgy 0.001) uagn31ei

=

Panel C wudrdwiusesdrAglunisnsirasuiianuduiusidauinduduwiniuluniseansigaugaeutyd
Useaad 0.728 U (szaudedifny 0.05) 31NNANITIFEAINAMTIaNTUANNATIN HL: 9119509 KAMS

UR 15 a0un 45 DuiAu 2562 91sa1sIBNBWONYS 17
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fAnuduiusidauiunan1satduany auufigiu H2: 311use KAMs Jauduiusidauiniuaiaeudyd

WATANNFAIU H3: TIUU509 KAMs dianuduiusidauinduduiuiuluniseensienugasudad

M3197 4 Sesddylunsnsivaey wan1saiua Maeulnd wardwiuiuluniseensenudaeulnd

Panel A: wanasaAtudu

Model 1: ROA Model 1: ROA
Variables: Coefficient P-value Coefficient P-value
Intercept 0.084%** 0.044 0.083** 0.038
KAM (0.006)** 0.020 (0.006)* 0.063
Control Variables:
Size 0.000 0.962 0.000 0.949
Leverage 0.000 0.470 0.000 0.497
Loss (0.145)*** <.0001 (0.146)*** <.0001
Industry & Year No Yes
N 872 872
F-value 118.560%** <.0001 48.840%** <.0001
Adj. R? 0.372 0.376

Panel B: A1doulnys

Model 2: Audit Fees

Model 2: Audit Fees

Variables: Coefficient P-value Coefficient P-value
Intercept (61,622,623.000)*** <.0001 (62,337,179.000)*** <.0001
KAM 975,155.000%** 0.006 1,094,143.000%** 0.002
Control Variables:

Size 2,808,773.000*** <.0001 2,839,619.000%** <.0001
Leverage 36,232.000%** 0.001 36,047.000%** 0.001
Loss 526,062.000 0.592 547,329.000 0.654
Industry & Year No Yes

N 872 872

F-value 41.820%** <.0001 18.710%** <.0001
Adj. R? 0.171 0.182

18 915d189815WUONYT
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A58 4 SesdAglunInsvdey nan1saiuay maeulnd werdrwiuiuluniseensienudaeutnd (de)

Panel C: $1usudulumseansigviubaaulnys

Model 3: Audit Report Days

Model 3: Audit Report Days

Variables: Coefficient P-value Coefficient P-value
Intercept 67.392%%* <.0001 65.4617%* <.0001
KAM 0.698** 0.015 0.728** 0.012
Control Variables:

Size (0.696)*** 0.001 (0.699)** 0.002
Leverage 0.002 0.841 0.004 0.003
Loss 2.398%** 0.001 2.394%%% 0.003
Industry & Year No Yes

N 872 872

F-value 8.220%** <.0001 4.010%** <.0001
Adj. R 0.035 0.037

'
@

naEmR: *, **, o syauledAyi 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

NANI3LATIZAITBIE1AYTUNIIATIVEBULAZITAUNITIANITALS

M157 5 nunduusesdidgnisesivdeuiianuduiusidiuiniunisdnnismilsiiugasitdavesiuims

v @ o w

a syAutediAgy 0.001 FewauduanufgIu He: §IuIUEe KAMSs Rnudunusidauiniusedunisdnnisnils

A1 5 1399d1AEUNIIATINEBULAZIEAUNITIANITANLS

Model 4: EM
Variables: Coefficient P-value
Intercept 0.319%** <.0001
KAM 0.014*** 0.001
Control Variables:
Size (0.013) <.0001
Leverage 0.000 0.721
Loss 0.017 0.114
Industry & Year Yes
N 872
F-value 5.130 <.0001
Adj. R* 0.050

nagwme: *, **, o syauiledAyi 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

UR 15 aUUA 45 GuiAu 2562
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N1531AT1ENHANTENUVDIAUANYULUSENABITId1AYN1IATIAEDY
M1397 6 Wunsuanaaidedui 2 AfnwianuduiusIznInedIvIuges KAMs Auaudnuaeueiianis

launnisldusnisddnauasudnylvuining (Big 4) wavesaeutad Iuiuninsenudasuind d1uiu

<

USENY0Y UaZAITNAVIANUTDIUTEN KanTITenuinusennlduinmsdinauasulay® Big 4 Tanuduius

Waauiudnuiwses KAMs (Msgdudedisy 0.05) luvaeidnuiuntisienudaeudyinaznnisnavinny

'
= v v o W

YeIUTENIANNFURUSFIUINAUIINIUGTEY KAMs (Misgaulladfty 0.001) drunavesaeudaiuagzdiuiu
vievges ldwuanuduius

M3 6 WaNITIATIANAN YUEYRIUTENTIdINasa KAMS

Model 5: KAM Model 5: KAM
Variables: Coefficient P-value Coefficient P-value
Intercept (1.878)%** <.0001 (2.151)%** <.0001
Big-4 (0.175)** 0.018 (0.182)** 0.014
AuditGen 0.031 0.599 0.015 0.807
AuditPage 0.486*** <.0001 0.477%** <.0001
Subsidiary 0.004 0.166 0.004 0.165
Loss 0.327%** <.0001 0.335%** <.0001
Control Variables:
Size 0.052** 0.019 0.070*** 0.002
Leverage (0.000) 0.861 (0.000) 0.861
Industry & Year No Yes
N 872 872
F-value 83.480%** <.0001 46.610%** <.0001
Adj. R? 0.403 0.409

U o o w

NUBAR: ¥, %%, ¢ seaulludA?l 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

FodanaiinAuiieriuaudnynzvasuTindeUssanied1Ayn1InsI9sEey

namsidvduiiauidesanuaidedd 2 Tngludiudazuenfionsansiuaudos KAMs Tuaausiazyssam
199 KAMs léud $1unudes kAMs MAeatunisfuiaield nisuszmianisdesdn nisussanaenilegnwi
nsUsvanauAilenisanyaridudn nstayadiduning nssmfanisuagsiensitisddestiu uaviesdus

an91eft 7 wudndeineuaeudayd Big 4 Sauduiusidsauiusiuinbes KAMs Fezwumnnly KAMs
UsgnnnsUszanaaniiognuil (KAM_AR) msuszanmuAilenisanyandudi (KAM Inv) fissdudodid
0.001 waz 0.05 Muddy drwduunihonudasulydfinnuduiusiduinduiiuiuies KAMs Usziay
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n135uisele (KAM_Rvn) msUseananisaesm (KAM_Impair) Msusganaaniegnil (KAM_AR) n1suseanau
ANNBNITANYAAIENAT (KAM_Inv) kazn1553uAanis (KAM_Merger) fisgautodndsy 0.001 Tunnsiauys

M990 7 wamsiesgvinuanvuzvesuTENNdwane KAMs luudaguszian

Model 6: KAM_Rvn Model 7: KAM_Impair

Variables: Coefficient P-value Coefficient P-value
Intercept 0.804%*** 0.006 (2.463)** <.0001
Bigd 0.123%** 0.006 0.088* 0.094
AuditGen (0.065)* 0.072 0.120%** 0.005
AuditPage 0.088*** <.0001 0.095%** <.0001
Subsidiary (0.002) 0.364 0.006*** 0.008
Loss (0.110)** 0.012 0.277%** <.0001
Control Variables: Yes Yes

N 872 872

F-value 9.660%** <.0001 16.340%** <.0001
Adj. R? 0.116 0.189

Model 8: KAM_AR Model 9: KAM_INV

Variables: Coefficient P-value Coefficient P-value
Intercept 0.477** 0.020 0.639** 0.014
Bigd (0.089)*** 0.005 (0.100)** 0.012
AuditGen (0.018) 0.471 (0.027) 0.398
AuditPage 0.078%** <.0001 0.032%** 0.010
Subsidiary 0.003** 0.024 (0.002) 0.302
Loss 0.040 0.198 (0.070)* 0.076
Control Variables: Yes Yes

N 872 872

F-value 9.310%** <.0001 9.660*** <.0001
Adj. R? 0.112 0.116
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M3 7 wamTiATginainuugresuTEnfdwaie KAMs luusiazUszian (de)

Model 10: KAM_AssetValue Model 11: KAM_Merger

Variables: Coefficient P-value Coefficient P-value
Intercept (0.044) 0.849 (0.457)* 0.063
Bigd 0.025 0.490 (0.004) 0.915
AuditGen 0.026 0.370 0.026 0.391
AuditPage 0.006 0.585 0.063*** <.0001
Subsidiary (0.002) 0.192 0.000 0.916
Loss 0.048 0.177 0.044 0.241
Control Variables: Yes Yes

N 872 872

F-value 10.060*** <.0001 7.970%** <.0001
Adj. R? 0.121 0.096

v W @

NUEIR: *, ** o sygutfediAnyi 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

asUwannsdvey
nan1533ulunImsmnuITIuIuEssd R yn1InTIaeuianuduiusidsauiunanisaniiunuve sus e
agaifedfy lunnsstudusunudesddynisasdevimiuduiusidainfuaiaeudyduaysuiuiu
lun1seensenugasulnyd aenndesiu Tangruenrat (2015) ﬁa‘%mEJ'J'wﬁaauﬁzy%ﬁaﬂﬁi’fmmwﬁmﬁqmﬂ%u
Tunsufumau ﬁﬂmﬂﬁﬂﬁmaauﬁ’m%qﬁu uaﬂmﬂfuﬁwmuﬁaqeﬁé’aﬂumsmmaauQ’Qﬁmmé’mﬁuéw’?}amﬂ
funsiansiilsfiofeannasiidavesguimsesaditudfy aoandearu Taktak and Mbarki (2014)
fiszyinderdusvesfasudadliaunsadesiunsiansiilsle egralsfia Kams Aerduisesiidesnisainidle
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