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1 1
3

LAG 1 = ~ 0+/3,0PINION + 3AJE +jS3SIZE + "LEVERAGE + jSJAUDRLT

+)66 Due+/37UE* Dwe +/38UE*OPINION + ~ 9INDUSTRY+ £

Explanatory  Predicted

Variable sign (@) 2 3) 4 (5)
Constant ? P 16.302** 47.977* 47.444% 47.287** 50.042**
(t-stat.) (13.465) (7.817) (7.716) (7.683) o R5)
Opinion + P -0.542 -0.074 -0.115 -0.094 -0.726
(t-stat.) (-0.995) (-0.135) (-0.211) (-0.169) (-1.316)
UE (3) - P -0.065 -0.075 -0.118* -0.206 -0.125
(t-stat.) (-1.335) (-1.573) (-2.045) (-1.432) (-1.373)
Size - P -0.364 0.581 0.536 0.563 0.121
(t-stat.) (-0.812) (1.217) (1.121) (1.173) (0.231)
Leverage + P -0.477 0.419 0.448 0.442 -0.519
(t-stat.) (-1.026) (0.857) (0.915) (0.899) (-0.997)
Audrlt + P -0.788** -0.784** -0.789** -0.704**
(t-stat.) (-5.261) (-5.231) (-5.261) (-4.686)
e - P 0.834 1.019 0.771
(t-stat.) (1.324) (1.530) (1.232)
UE*Dwe ? p 0.157 -0.053
(t-stat.) (1.046) (-0.422)
UE*Opinion ? p 0.004 0.059
(t-stat.) (0.037) (0.619)
Adjust R2 0.30% 3.00% 3.10% 3.10% 8.80%
F-statistics 1.688 6.925** 6.068** 4.724** 3.932**
N = 943

oo 0.05 001
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2 1
4)

LAG 1 = £0+ (3,0OPINION +&UE +/33IZE +/"LEVERAGE + /33AUDRLT

+/36 WE+/37UE* Dwe + (3gUE*OPINION + (39INDUSTRY + £

Explanatory  Predicted

Variable sign ® )] (3) 4) (5)
Constant ? p 16.327*  48.748**  48.264**  48.336** 50.869**
(t-stat.) (13.494) (7.921) (7.829) (7.830) (7.912)
Opinion + P -0.544 -0.055 -0.083 -0.051 -0.712
(t-stat.) (-1.000) (-0.100) (-0.153) (-0.092) (-1.292)
UE (4) - p -0.086 -0.095 -0.169* -0.107 -0.168
(t-stat.) (-1.456) (-1.826) (-2.333) (-0.701) (-1.511)
Size - p -0.382 0.584 0.538 0.517 0.156
(t-stat.) (-0.854) (1.225) (1.125) (1.076) (0.297)
Leverage + p -0.482 0.445 0.463 0.480 -0.526
(t-stat.) (-1.038) (0.910) (0.948) (0.978) (-1.011)
Audrlt + p -0.807**  -0.803** -0.800** -0.724**
(t-stat.) (-5.370) (-5.340) (-5.317) (-4.756)
Due - P 0.788 0.713 0.657
(t-stat.) (1.240) (1.088) (1.032)
UE'De ? p -0.072 -0.040
(t-stat.) (-0.444) (-0.316)
UE*Opinion ? p -0.016 0.065
(t-stat.) (-0.132) (0.673)
Adjust R2 0.30% 3.20% 3.30% 3.10% 8.80%
F-statistics 1.773 7.227% 6.282* 4,732% 3.932%*
N = 943

oo 0.05 001
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3 2
3)
LAG 2 = [30+/3,0PINION +/ 2 E+/3SIZE +/3,LEVERAGE + 3 /AUDRLT

+& Die+/37UE* LE + £ B8UE*OPINION + /39INDUSTRY + €

Explanatory  Predicted
Variable sign (1) 2 (3 4 ®)
Constant ? P 58.325** 50.402** 50.529** 50.413** 50.570**

(tstat)  (151.561) (25.691)  (25.700)  (25.648) (24.594)

Opinion + p 0.966** 0.849** 0.858** 0.847" 0.789*
(t-stat.) (5.575) (4.873) (4.922) (4.758) (4.432)

UE (3) - P -0.004 -0.001 0.009 -0.057 0.016
(t-stat.) (-0.245) (-0.074) (0.489) (-1.231) (0.536)

Size P -0.113 0.349* -0.339* -0.321* -0.153
(t-stat.) (-0.7912) (-2.289) (-2.213) (-2.098) (-0.900)

Leverage + P 0.237 0.013 0.006 -0.005 -0.103
(t-stat.) (1.603) (0.082) (0.038) (-0.030) (-0.613)

Audrlt + p 0.197** 0.196** 0.194* 0.196"
(t-stat.) (4.117) (4.093) (4.045) (4.049)

Due - p -0.199 -0.076 -0.227
(t-stat.) (-0.987) (-0.356) (-1.124)

UE*Dwe ? P 0.096* 0.089*
(t-stat.) (1.971) (1.998)

UE*Opinion ? p -0.015 -0.059
(t-stat.) (-0.471) (-1.910)

Adjust R2 3.90% 5.50% 5.50% 5.70% 9.30%
F-statistics 10.497*  11.931**  10.104** 8.070** 4.130%
N = 943

oo 0.05 001
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.
4)
LAG 2 = (30+/3,0PINION +/32JE +/3SIZE +/3,LEVERAGE + &AUDRLT

+/ 6Dwe +/37UE* we +/38UE*OPINION + 39INDUSTRY + £

Explanatory  Predicted
Variable sign ) ) 3) 4) (5)
Constant ? P 58.323** 50.472** 50.479** 50.403** 50.852**

(tstat)  (151.670) (25.639)  (25.578)  (25.547) (24.507)

Opinion + 3 0.973** 0.854** 0.854** 0.823** 0.760**
(t-stat.) (5.620) (4.905) (4.900) (4.678) (4.274)

UE (4) - P -0.015 -0.008 -0.007 -0.073 -0.051
(t-stat.) (-0.807) (-0.422) (-0.308) (-1.495) (-1.426)

Size - P -0.113 -0.347* -0.346* -0.319* -0.144
(t-stat.) (-0.790) (-2.273) (-2.260) (-2.076) (-0.848)

Leverage + P 0.244 0.019 0.019 -0.002 -0.086
(t-stat.) (1.651) (0.122) (0.120) (-0.014) (-0.510)
Audrlt + P 0.195** 0.195** 0.192** 0.185**
(t-stat.) (4.065) (4.061) (3.999) (3.756)

Due - P -0.011 0.069 0.091
(t-stat.) (-0.055) (0.329) (0.442)
UE'Dwe ? P 0.099* 0.109**
(t-stat.) (1.979) (2.698)

UE*Opinion ? P 0.001 -0.051
(t-stat.) (0.008) (-1.637)

Adjust R2 3.90% 5.50% 5.40% 5.50% 9.40%
F-statistics 10.651** 11.967* 9.963** 7.878** 4.160**
N =943

oo 005 001
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(Regression Analysis)

Kolmogorov-Smimov Test (K-S Test) ,

0.05 (Sig.>0.05)

0:
H, :
5 Test of Normality
Kolmogorov-Smimov
Standardized Residual ~ Statistic df Sig.
LAGL (UEL) 0.059 943 0.000
LAGL (UE2) 0.056 943 0.000
LAGL (UE3) 0.060 943 0.000
LAGL (UE4) 0.056 943 0.000
LAG2 (UEL) 0.055 943 0.000
LAG2 (UE2) 0.132 943 0,000
LAG2 (UE3) 0.121 943 0.000
LAG2 (UE4) 0.125 943 0.000

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction

asymptotic normality (Kutner and Wasserman : 1996)
( >30)
Sig. = 0.000
943



H1:

(Homoscedasticity)

0.05 (Sig.>0.05)

6 Test of Homogeneity of Variances

Standardized Residual

LAG1 (UE1)
LAGL (UE2)
LAGL (UE3)
LAGL (UE4)
LAG2 (UE1)
LAG2 (UE2)
LAG2 (UE3)

LAG2 (UE4)

HO:

Sig.

Levene Statistic

0.681

0.713

0.704

0.736

1.145

1.086

1.059

1.166

0.05

Sig.
0.604
0.583
0.589
0.568
0.334
0.362
0.375

0.324

(Autocorrelation)

g

ef

17

Levene’s test



18

Durbin-Watson Durbin-Watson 2 15

7 Durbin-Watson

Std. Error of Durbin-

the Estimate Watson
LAG1 (UE1) 7.72765 1.893 .
LAG1 (UE2) 7.73379 1.893
LAG1 (UE3) 7.72959 1.898
LAG1 (UE4) 7.72933 1.890
LAG2 (UE1) 2.46223 1.886
LAG2 (UE2) 2.46633 1.888
LAG2 (UE3) 2.46854 1.887
LAG2 (UE4) 2.47044 1.888

Durbin-Watson 15 25

Multicollinearity

Tolerance VIF

Tolerance 0 VIF 10



Opinion
UE
Size
Leverage
Audrlt
NE
UEx WE

UEXOpinion

10

UEL

Tolerance

0.828

0.121

0.820

0.799

0.702

0.566

0.182

0.307

VIF

1.208

8.256

1.219

1.252

1.425

1.766

5.517

3.260

Tolerance
UE2
Tolerance  VIF

0.842 1.187
0.147 6.785
0.817 1.225
0.801 1.249
0.699 1.430
0.594 1.684
0.233 4.299
0.353 2.830

Tolerance

VIF LAG1
UE3
Tolerance  VIF
0.819 1.222
0.107 9.316
0.815 1.227
0.795 1.259
0.700 1.428
0.601 1.665
0.149 6.709
0.374 2.674
Tolerance
0 VIF

UE4

Tolerance

0.839

0.144

0.810

0.795

0.695

0.600

0.220

0.342

10

19

VIF
1.192
6.947
1.234
1.258
1.439
1.666
4.553

2.926

VIF
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