MBEBRE £1+& F—5%(1993.6)

WERE FrAE7r BEBORA vX]=
PR B 'BE SE
—EEHAD REREHGEEE hbo=-

& B &

/7 N\
=4 ek)

BEEECRRTE 49088 v REGHERY REREABRAGR UL £ d7 =
REARMl BATH WB2RAFET vixe 9E¢E dd=iey d&xAd
MRMEFTEEESS BARYS B3 FRH Bo2A F KRl Ui A5 & A=A
Value Line Investment Surveyd] $28 7I9E 5 4A7IEES HEA 7= 238 &
£7195¢ 42 Lintner29 9] MRAY R MZRAAFSEI YRALFTRE
—KkEBERe 713 8 Lintner 2ol vh3te] AAG/m A JDH RFSHE W3tk
EA AR gAY, G2 AAE, BF 1% 9 FEAKEEAN WRA2 (T2 F2FHA
£9 BAE Jehin ddh oA WREALFTER € 7IFYESFE g8 23] Y
stobd A gk widrA s FolA v HEQD Aoz Fojdd.

I.F E

* BEEEGRC] ¥V v e HE U3 =ode AF#HHY Fd =AFY
stitoltt. £3] (1) X5 BEBR (2) BAEBNR#ELY P& 38 FEES RS
=49 tidol Hof goh. 2y oW AW ER AR S BSE e MEBRS Aol
o 5 94 fgs 74 B3} o

oY ¥ EERK AWONEE T EERESHEM(dividend signalling hypothesis)-
EESLs 7199 7o) te ZFAte] 71t dste] W wkg-olgte 713 3ol

* BABRABE RAR BEd
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B el BLEZAR(dividend announcement)] W& #BKIEERS o] L34
Rzl g HE SIS 3t Atk whAo) ElE IR AR ABER(dividend agency cost
hypothesis)> BEEEBOR O] AEAB A 3H FFRE Ayo) 753ittn 38 a
At

A HRANE 47 F RS vt 252 98l o2l Q) o] BEH i (dividend
pay-out ratio)™ ECEABIEGEE (speed of adjustment coefficient for dividend)dl
o Ae FES YN8 g8 NEEFEREY BARAL B 24
B3t

IR R

BCEBOR B3 ol8F Il B #49 tido] HojL o2E Fo& EE
& %R (dividend signalling hypothesis)® BLE LB A% 3 H8 (agency cost explana-
tions of dividend)°] 3t}

EEEVERSRS BEEBMbs ¥ KRIAFIZE(ong run earnings)el] ol &R&3%
7l shel] it whg-o) i webA] f¥e) nY 4 HPESE BEENA L)
AN BREEES T F4% o BiRe Be o8 2 BEN 13 g
BERE Fo3t I FEHBE E¥(asymmetric information)d] YL jFEzeE 4©
%9 7INE #FT F g1 AREEL AU A FFEY ES Fudsin
EBREAL £F9 WAV A9 Al dde RS 7S Y. EREA
© 2 A Bhattacharya(1979)% ELE ] tigt A5 AEAFTZEA EFREAE, John
& Williams(1985) A2, ¥+ ol Miller & Rock(1985)2 %] NPVE ZE 5219
70 g BAEE St ok o8 A S ghef wjFo] N2 98-L
Fod AL olutx K3k & BAEFlkolgt GA g

T BREREARARRS EBORS REAEZM ZHA 483t It} Rozeff
(1982)t ELEol BYATE AN e £z AeE F doa Asta ot

1) Black(1976) &=
2) Pettit(1972), Charest(1978), Aharony & Swary(1980), Asquith & Mullins(1983), Brickley
(1983), Woolridge(1982,83), Ofer & Siegel(1987) &=
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2 REAERE Sdde Aot 2 BWEXRS F7HMEARAS
AstAIRE o] W&ol Fo] FAMSBA 7lof dvke vl I AR 7]
AT ZAAdel Ede AL gu|ddh FFF A et dsd, o FHA
AEE AFAEEC] fRRAES] 3 33]'01] la«] EE %‘"7}/‘]7]‘:}% g &) dZd
o 873 A}
A7 2oy gu Eﬂ?é’é7‘ g &3 A H]%':°] & W%K%‘%
Aolt}, oA A EECl ALY REAERR 2 @1?;1‘% A Bde Zolth
Easterbrook(1984) @E’""ﬂ(%‘)ﬂ oA pES TS N
8199 sy o FUHEY. & REES SFFE A%
FAXEZZLLE 717 ﬁ%%*a‘—: 23 AAF AgAT FHE ZEAT FIAELS
35 BY AZFEol ANEY LEMRSY Q8H7) gEd 18 NELE
P

gl HAS 2T AW EEESL YT FARGE F£oe Hou A
2AE Mot EEES L TRAEY TAY B olg RAN &L WANAE
SEMRE WA, T FolY FASA, BEE DS WAID AZE

ZEAES WEFHEAN Z2E3HCI AL BEEKT AB30S) FAv &L 4T
Aol wpebA e A H4AT Aot YEFEERE ZZAEERRS =
28 AF olAE AHAAE 47A ZRIH FFERE EFHEENAZ F9
o]FMo] o]FoAA "t} oAl QUM EE 2YFrh WA FFEL YT
BAE 3] A s 3 BESIIE 98 Aot & EEERE 23Y
SBN REESS 159 ¥ AR L AP o3 tfdH &S Y +
Ack= ol

Lang & Litzenberger(1988)= Y ¥ A overinvest)d 3o A9 widE7HZ L)
© OE £do] YU HAYFAE Folu(E0lv) 2AE 7}245’-3"— et £
#2 N7 E BU(EY) Aolgta FRA% F v FS7H e H2(B2) 9
<9 NPVEZAEZ}L P He S onstn o|AL 37 ¥ FAF Y U
fHEEREECIA KEFZEA e Ase olvstes Aol

Handjinicolan & Kalay(1984)< ELEBUKS] Wsld o3 Frtzankge +
AR EY o] W& vk i A erata gtk 2Eo] o3l dF 3ol Wt
Sle ¥ES o2 IERLYL AAVE v X = FES F4P % (event study)S
T o 27 A4 FHRE AT Fo 7t Folvt vtgE viA A=
1% &4 A= A= g Rasly )

Woolridge(1988)< odl& #3F ELE#ML7E ¢ 71X = EFE Al5ane)

r2 >Iﬂ
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Hol olAaHe AYdcl 2 BEELARAY BEF 24F 181 AAY KSR
GHd 23 g ASaH7E SAe s B oldE “4' FAE 4 gtk 2
232 U

. Wzee) &at = Hik

1. KEBAERZ O KHAE(proxy)

E A7y BRSNS e REBAERA g :4& dtodok gt} Jensen
& Meckling(1976)°] F3§ tiZ UM &L BE o]F e o] idZ ol oA
A7) o & olet & BE FHE AUE dYAu§ g&XE FAdTe
AL FA gt :

¥ dTe REBCRY #ES vixe dEdu o] a7 ool EE-e
Wl A ZAHEZ o] AL diEE REARAAEIAER, @714
I F A}, T A 8] (perk consumption)]E-2 2H7]0] 71A Q1 PN Qs A] whA
WEEY Flikel FF9 Fmd Ayt 2¥ 55 o] BEHES AXNA Bh
WEFERE 571808 REH o7t FFolal9t X H 7] w& o
A L& FolEt) A E AT e REAERRY RAEZ NEEFHHEE:
ARt A7)M HEED 2EFEEY dEA B ¥ AT, FAZEA 3
ZE AARES grgth SECTHAC 93td ‘NEfE s oS /‘}‘%}a% BEA 7
B2 Reojdt

(1) £FEFKRS 10% 1S FES &

(2) °lAHE] A

(3) Gt

@) A ZEA A AT B F

(6 WF-AR HItss &

WBEFMEEES W3le SEC o9dx o 71#Eo] ZAst: Qo ol s
718EL AL E MBEEREY U £X& A3 9l o] FXEL A4
FR % A Aol EAFAT £ A S LAY W) B FRoA AHgstde
& Fo+= glege Algd

I 4!“
0 ome e o K OX

:12 {ﬁgé

r(r

&
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2. R =E
REERS FoEAFT stue BEHR 5 oE¥fiad FFEd4 &35e
of &3 Zolth EEKES B 7t 2AE A &S Len. oT -

2 A HER 8, 399 89, B4 € AFAE0] € F Ut

AR EEHRESIA BES HEA(volatility)S FilZke] ¥MEA4 2 BEEES
AR FaLole) 2RET AEFT, B AEESL AUiHoE BERENKRS
2 E BERKS #3k2 At Lintner(1956) OREZFSS F75E BEEERS
Aol ot U1 Utk @QEES 23 Ao V1€ BEEERS TE(eveDE =
W 3k(change)ol #4HE etk OLAFL 4F X3 Flike] W37t BEESRMEY
oG olfoltt. @717he B vt & A= EERLE 9 + e A= H3H
e AL TA R Rozeff(1982)« BLE & o) B B A% F(agency cost of equity)
oz M9 I&E 317] Wl EEkREC) NEEREAEST A9
= 1S A3 28y Rozeffe BEERIAFET 03 A5E
& ¥ ol BEEENRS F337] d8AN BEE-FEAAZIS A}
3511 ¢ @43 A 1Az EERRTES X2 43 £33 1v BEES
Rage ARAg e B g 2de AR E3 B BedAe o
B8l RERRT HFRPATEE PlA e PES RBARRY LA
NFEHEBEE T3 olv] /IdE RE-FIREEDS o834 o A=A

b
k>
>
N
fr
e
i

>.\I

f&f  RERRT REZRAASSEe ARERERES A9 A7 4.

EES BAS TN AREREREE7T AZTS 92 Eoen
o2y AREFEHE7T S71EFE 08 20 FdHR EES
REESNA 7He Ho AL ARH o2 SolEA dnt. o] AL NfE
FiE#E7 2 £XITS BREERS 7HAA He 2348 243
=3 AREHEHEER S BES 84 (stability) o = &L 1|
%, NEAERLTT 37185 REEES SHREF R 4@ 9%
ol 713 A BAE 7HAA "ok o) AL ARERERE 2
HFEITE FIER KERERS A E D I g2t vigzg s
T AREREEE 2 719YsS FAA 9o
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(1) EBALZE
Value Line Investment Survey(1980-1984) 1—13%(edition)2ZXE PHEFH
B BALES FEIY o] F Ug AP ddHE AEELS AJdSAT
(@) BFTA 74 (Gas, A&t} A7), v|P7], A, 233, B3, HEGN), 97714,
AHNE714
(b) SFEHLE WET 714
(c) A E71¢

H 2AAT4E 114

(@ BEVIL ¢ BES A AASAY ¥ 7Y

(h) 97t Industrial Compustate]l +3 ¢H€ 7Y

() EE717H1975—1986) &< F2ulF, EPSl &3 A5 |7t k" V1Y

olg 3 7|& HEZAT 2387/ At BEAIL oAk B AFE YA d
ERIE AHE3IA T st B8 EPS7E S AMA Aol A EA, £/ v
By REEC BES A9 ¥ A 7] ol

2 QLA R)
* 7)Z(primary)EPS? : 7145 At &%)
e 29 BEE-REE NANE
+ 1980—1984d Bt ¥T THNEE ek

RFIE-EEEY |

Fama & Babiak(1968)2 7HE7|del EEBMLE #H%Es7] A A8 4R #
R-WE FAEL S PRAT. 25 95t t— 145N tdE Y EESMLS

3) 238 ¥F 19648%-2 129 FH, 180%2 139 BH, 16%¥S 119 BH, so¥e 1049

4) o] FEL& SEAAY € EI945YE XPA ESPE 2|18l Penman(1983) & ESP9
&g o] WFE AT

5) Fama & Babiake LintnerZdolA Fag gloli A9 FiZke Al W42 718
BEdo] s AAFA o] &¢d dxo BES /13 & d9¥s Qlon Eugn gk
Brittai(1964)= izl ZA7H3AHE U@ AT ES AHEsioy AErYe) BEKk
e 2 AYEA X3 sl
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Aa t—1959 EE 28T tdx9] FizEcl B3t @EFSHTE Lintner=do0]
o] FELHE 2 Rl vs) AgjHoz MEriYe] EESMLE Z 495
ol FA3%) wetA 2 HFEAE Lintner£dS =Yt B A5
&t} LintnerEde 2224 % d(partial adjustment model)©]t}. Lintners d&
Abo 2AE S BEEES A9ste 2dg AX G o] Bdd o3t FYIE
BEREEAEr)Y o] BES A3Fes 23380 &, i t7]19] ZHH
D*)2

D*=r - E« Q

l,

o @Az EAECHE =A% 719 FI2). Foix AZhiA el WEe
EEE <22 7Fos wx 2EFoz £AUC g t—171d04 kA
Rgme e 2o mdw

DD.=a;+ c(D* —Di-1) + ue (2)

1), @ HAH 2R Lintner2do] o3 Zo] 73|k

DD:=atc - ri* Ei—¢ * D-itue 3)
D. A:%ﬂ} t7]o] EEF FFul
DD: ' Di—Di-
E« © f¥%i7} t7]o] ZEF EPS
¢ ¥ MdRASEAST
.Y BERENR
W - R}
a . FEiY 54X

6) Lintner(1956)7} AIA1& =dlol o3td t—17]e1A t719] EoE#be
ADi=Dy—Di-1=a+c(D*i-Di-)t w2 EAEH
D*=r;* E;
o) BEREER, B %S t7) FIf o 2% EEZASEAS
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4. MR FH &

| AREFERST SENRATH MTERSEAS) £Y BES UA%E 2
Bigcel RS LA P LintnerZWol ZEMTALT GRS EATE RHEH
HiEe s Ued 2e BANE G BAsYT

ri=atb* AlNi+e (4)
C=ctd - AIN+uw ®)

AIN: : £¥i) WEMERETS
2 Pl BRel o3tE bt do] FE3= AR 3"
D), @), ®E @°) HAsA ot} Z2 Ho] T3},

DD.=a+ (C+ d - AIN)((a+b - AIN) * E«— Dit+1) + 6)

el 432 A3 4 (6 AAG/AVE A EHSHE SA B
NY5HLYUY a7t BE £RSo] FASHE ARl muY FAsHe Bah
Ao} £ 8 B A a9} 43 2 DD,S EHEEFHES 95t T3
e 4g Ao

rie
i

L

DD.—MDD;,= (C +d - AIN.)((a +b- AIN,) *Ei— Dil—l) + (7)
MDD : W8 #:3i9 DD
4(7)94 DDn" MDDi% ’?‘%%9‘] %‘F‘S‘(AIN» Eit, Dit—l)oﬂ %8}'0:’ )‘] Zﬂ %/H] ’:‘j _Eg

IARHS FA FeAch £F A (NS FHY 7HHo2 FEELEAR (8)4
ANALMAE SAEHE st

PDD:—MPDD;=(c+d - AIN)((a+b * AIN) * PE:—PDi-1) +es ®
MPDD;=7R8£%i9 DD./P:-, S FHfE
PDD=DD/P:-1
PE.=E./Pi-1

PD:i-1=Di-1/Pi-2
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V. EEER air

(1o QoA EolT HBEFAREY FHE 1748% 01T BAME 77%,
B/MEES 0.1% 0|1, THEEEM(=HRERER/MEFIIS 0408(=0675/1.656)°]

},
(H1) QUSAHZ

W o o4& 3 EFHz} H4X Hoi x|
AIN 2363 17.475 16.871 0.100 77.000
DIV 2363 0.675 0.535 0.100 4.400
DD 2363 0.051 0.089 -.900 0.560
D1 2363 0.625 0.518 0.003 4.400
ENG 2363 1.656 1.449 -12.520 10.770
ADD 2363 0.001 0.079 -.833 0.368
MDD 2363 0.050 0.038 -.067 0.252
PDD 2363 0.003 0.005 -.074 0.060
MPDD 2363 0.003 0.002 -.003 0.010
APDD 2363 -.000 0.005 -074 0.052
1. AIN : REERTAEREE F5H(%)
2. DIV : REREBR(S)
3. DD=DIV,~DIV.-,
4. D1: DIV,
5. ENG : BREFIZE(S)
6. MDD : {EFI4%¥DDe] F5
7. ADD=DD—MDD
8. PDD.=DD/(t—1)718] F7}

MPDD : @543 PDD9] 5

APDD=PDD—MPDD

9. 2363=2839(X ¥ 7|4 B#3X))— Al A2 (lagged operation) .2 LA H BEX] 9

2
T
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(H2-A)t NHMEMFEEEAIN)E EEODIV) 2 EE#LDIV.-DIV.-)% F&
oz A9 AV EAgde Ag 2o F3 Qloh oA FEBURCl WMERR
FHEG gy 9FS v1 s HoF ok

(B2-B>v EET Fixd 7HEo 2 BELAT Zdold. ARERERES B
L8 BEEEL, S EEEBMLE Y KESE v+ *(@EDD)THE FEEN BAE,
EELE Y EEDS FENSE AY #AV &S vehi Sk oA
BLEE e Tl 53] wgH A7) Wi FEEEM BA TV AL, E I AAE
HEZ EBLS e 433 ATmFEBES FENY #A7 7] dEe=
Zoldt.

(BT (Boe IREMERHE BEEERR 2 WI2AEEA S v3 e
AEE F BELY AFAE I HRBT 2ot AUA HAFHAAS EF
5¥1& A A dukshe Gauss-Newton ¥ & AHE-S Tt [(E3)L HHE(LE A7)
%e A1 (BpH+v EELEES HES J)E AU Addoth] NREAE
BiE7t BEREERY vAe A=Y RERASEA T vAe AXR(=d=

(3H2) F{o|z&EAT

A)

AIN DIV DD ENG ADD MDD

AIN 1.000 -.369 -.096 -.179 0.003 -.230
(0.0000) |  (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.8799)| (0.0001)

DIV 1.000 0.275 0.584 0.015 0.605
(0.0000) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.454) |  (0.0001)

DD 1.000 0.509 0.902 0.455
(0.0000) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001)

ENG 1.0000 0.331 0.495
(0.0000) | (0.0001) | (0.0001)

ADD 1.000 0.026
(0.0000) |  (0.2009)

MDD 1.000
(0.0000)
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B)
AIN APDD PDD MPDD PENG PDI
AIN 1.000 -.002 0.003 0.015 0.067 -.264
(0.0000) | (0.8978) | (0.8809) | (0.4723) | (0.0011) | (0.0001)
APDD 1.000 0.927 -.013 0.403 -.130
(0.0000) | (0.0001) | (0.5435) | (0.0001) | (0.0001)
PDD 1.000 0.363 0469 | -.097
(0.0000) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001)
MPDD 1.000 0.249 0.066
(0.0000) | (0.0001) | (0.0014)
PENG 1.000 0.241
(0.0000) | (0.0001)
PD1 1.000
(0.0000)
1. PENG.=ENG,PR-,
2. PD1=D1/PR.-.
3. B3t A= P
4. 92 d5EY Ao (FDY Y
(3) ABHEMEEE REMR, EERBEEEHRIF
ZE&WUSF IADD BEH S 12363
=R F 3 A B E QA t 5 A F
A 0.7763E-01 0.3765E-02 20.618
(0.3765E-02) (20.626)
B -.6464E-03 0.2673E-03 -2.418
(0.2671E-03) (-2.426)
C 0.4538 0.1290E-01 35.168
(0.1291E-01) (35.162)
D -.4029E-02 0.8822E-03 -4.567
(0.8793E-03) (-4.577)

Durbin-Watson%Al % . 1.6299

R*1025
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F) 1. 2399 &&= HF YA heteroscedasticity) S White 5ikol 2JdlA 3

AL
B9 22 EESTS 913A —RILE Gauss-Newton W HAHE-
3. 249
ADD=(A+B * AIN)(C+D - AIN) - ENG—(A+B - AIN) - D1
R=C+D - AIN;
Ci=A+B - AIN;

4. ¥Fe Aoe (BpF=E
(H4) ABEFREHES KEMR, EERABREHBR(FTIIZ Ri1L)

244 I APDD  Durbin-Watson 4% : 1.726

2 F A A 32 t % A F
I 0.8373E-01 0.5355E-02 15.635
(0.5353E-02) (15.650)
J -.7330E-03 0.2662E-03 -2.753
(0.2656E-03) (-2.773)
K 0.4485 0.1585E-01 28.290
(0.1586E-01) (28.261)
L -.3663E-02 0.8050E-03 -4.551
(0.7933E-03) (-4.584)
R?:0.18 BEX 5 . 2612
1 5249
APDD=(I+] * AIN)K+L - AIN) - PENG—(+] - AIN)) - PDI
R=K+L « AIN;
C=I+] - AIN,

2. 2612=2363— 7} HA| 2234 YFA FFAE BEHAY F

5 A% BE 1%9 HEA%AN HEHY AY BAS YT Qo AL B
s SRS NBEFERES A9 BA7 Ao A Jud &
AL B Bis BWRS AXshe Aotk
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V. & E

A BFeol A= Value Line Investment Surveyol #E¥ v]Z7]|4& FAHe2
MEFERES BEENR, NREHEEEY RERERETERS 48 £43)
Atk MEH Y RERAREEY B5 AREFRERE #4802 &9 B4}
EA3te 2o &2 et o] A& BEEBURl 7199 REARES 9851 &
BoFe Aot feuete Fe- AV £4% Ao o3d EEREHRAFRE
AR g A2 vehta gt ol d3 HEHE vALHYN 84 F,
MEXEY RERXAS YE FAOES Ao I BEER T4 BEEBSREJ
JajA 2RH7 fELE Fold £ U, FF WEBKY AL} WMo HA
Syt 719 e BEBCR U mBRER 9= AR FAE AR 38
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