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2 #EsEe AFUAFZEA Y (Market Microstructure Analysis Method)& At
Bt AFHE APstux o TE/GLS A A vFEAAL FD
4 4350 & NASDAQ AlAelA AAstAT

828 YT E M&A AFLA d¥o] 87|18 wx ed, 979 49 1
dFE FAAHY A 20027 APHAH EAEFE FAE 10% ol ASE 7
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A Holx k. BATY BHE M&Ad Be Fus} Ab¥ol vEHE AE A
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A5 e AT %3 gozo] Ayt ua) =8 Aol

o. A9 A7

Ae AT Bk WA
= PEA dgrbg,e g o
AR - AYEATE 5 AFH DAY

o

71 GHLEE A Ao ofn zg
Ng EAGF, And WUy 2 A
o BF FaAge Aedoh

1. 383 o274 (Partial Anticipation)
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o2 qiatr] fE M&A LHEAAS HpE F271 Zdou
Ay, ¥ 719d AVIFAAGY dgoer £YHY) GEA H2F
H7F v g AAR FEFHL HRY P2 FriFdEdE EUE 9
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Freths Aolth ot FHLEA ‘AR FEFojA: A £rhe
H

Maletesta & Thompson(MT)(1985)9] H &3 AF & ST &3 J47H8,% 4
A 2HE RgFEJT

9 Asquith, Bruner & Mullins(ABM)(1983)8] dA+& ST 33 dx|3HA
%e 29E AANs HE2E BQth ABMo mad, g 3% HAxAw'e
SO’ 2 F 714 E(Excess Return)9] 2ozl @A 32 ¥ovin Ak 1
HY ABMO dFE ST ZApe npazx2 ‘Aldd 79 Ao A7 WE
Ho] Jthe HlES $A 3

2. A8 ¢ vt} A (Information Asymmetry)

7149 #8% HRE 7R (nformed Ttrade)$t % 7HAH(Uninformed
Traden)tell & FARHAA A3d HolF & BAY. WRAERE BT AEELS
d2i7tA e A3 E Rt & A ZE P (Signalling Model)& 2o 714
A FRopll ] Z FE2 wotth Ross(1977)9 Bhattacharya(1979) 2 <9 #ke] FA)
A WZEAFAd A 4 AERYE ALsATh. FH Myers &
Majluf(1984)& XA o] g rte o AFLego] o]Fojnvtm LF) 7|49
WHALA S Zote A9AE FRUYAS olgsted AFHPe HAs7] Qi
AF FALYPL Bz AL Y& Asr g3z 282 FFYED oY= 7Y
AFEokolA AuudAS FTH3E AT Tl B

2#Ed ArugAL WEAANSE FHSA dB=Eo dvn @ A7A
‘WEZZ dizle 7199 d9E dulshy o] &1 FHASA FHEAITHE o
Ao v g-Ate}t A Aol AHG BAAEL BE A WMIAL AEAA, 4L
2 BE o] HFd TEAE F dG. WEAHAE] A7|ET] BiHE JRE o
g3t} AAZ AYE dhe A AAlFEe] AFNA FHEHAADT. HFAHA
b dRkRzAEY 38 9 g2 £YES dUYe HE  Jaffe(1974),
Finnerty(1976), Penman(1982) 5 ¢ d7dAE 2AH A

3. A E - (Event Study Methodology)
F2 2457 QA4 29

AAAES FhsodE

=A%t a-d A

Brtel FaAtdo]l BAZIY FF9 Fo A= o
2ol "ol AtdAT(Event Study)elth. o] W
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T ZAME Al (Research Design)oll $1o] AHAZAY AFo) ¥Wge FEITG o}
€ do] f& W AHAES d@yelnt. Iy ALY FHe TEFAA
(Confounding Event),o] A3l Aozl FHA] Ax3)Ae AA¢ ALY FR7}
A z2o]E 7HE W, 2x FWA AFREeWyd wE xFIFdEC UAAA
A7t At e £AAE ZE=tHRoll(1986)][Jensen & Ruback(1983)1[Schipper &
Thompson(1983)][Travolos(1987)]. wWatx SAEL AAQATHLH ] FAE FH3}
© WebE 27 AR, ojd 54F Aol npg ‘A FAn| Al FREA T}

4, AN Ao Al ZE A (Market Microstructure Analysis)

FhFdES 7I2E St AHAdTFdE gE ARvAFERLHLS Dealer?

Bid-Ask Spread& ##@3o =M oW Aldo=Z A% HAA &E FE3 ux
gt} Demsetz(1968)E H]E3& o2] FAEL Spread® FFA T (Liquidity

Service)S % Hl&o=2Z moyrt W Spreadel W3l A 2] {-(Information
Cost)E E&3tly Hx2 FA3 ALEL2 Bagehot(1971)0] 9t} 1o]F 2 Al Zu|A]
TFZ2EAY FAAEe F2 Spread? A B EH(Information Effect)E EA3l= Aol
o ol Aee E8 98 71A sidserd EAdel e U AAAd TNy
of v B3I AFH ArWHo 2 HZd oL #HAS Tt

23849 Glosten & Milgrom(GM)(1985)2] 2 & o] w23 Dealer? Spreadt %
Zlole AEAGA HEA Guidtn s oy AR AN AHRZ FoE
wet o B2 FE7} Dealerdl Al A=y a2@ozd AU dxd ¢ g
of gl 3tth. 228 FHZ Dealer® Spread:= A17He] Ao whet 2Aiadtin ot
I% B2 dAs° GMEE S AA3e 445 AN B=EdME GMES
23l A8 71X S4E& HAAST £ 1 o2 MEAWE S A vy

b

o) Fe F REo2 vrold ok AWA PR FE ER/Q BE A
3 o 2

EE7IFdY o838 EHLEYL Funk and Scott’'s Index of Corporate
Changes(F&S Index)oll X 233t =59 OTC(Over the Counter)o] SE€ 7]
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S WHeE dgon, BF/NL 19849 RE 19873 7R] 4d kol Tt Yol
g#® = Wall Street Journal(WS])& %SH At wheF T 28 A7 x}o)
Ue AFoe WSJ2 Aro 948 Bd3igo)

EE27199 F4e ZF 97 71deld, dxdzE A84d-17/ A85d-317)
AB6-367F A87I-157] 3|AMGTh a2z 997 FEVIGE thAl QWA g
T 7143 @AY gle JIdeg JEFIAQY ofd sge] AAe Fgyuy
dERE F7 397 moe FyAEs e AL TqHAYe) J= MY, 0
B Y, B 3 39%5¢ APl e WE TFHAY Q= 71,9
&gt ol e 71F wil 3570 Al FHAYe] Qe AWoz T Unix
6478 3AtE ‘AHAGe QE Aoz EFAY. &d ZIAE 4F L AP o)
#3 A B = CRSP NASDAQ Tapedl A 53}
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2. A 99 (Methodology)

s=EdAE d8HA A9 T4 (Event Study Methodology)¥} A &1 A] 3
FEA7IMol FA AHEHATE ARATHHGE GAXNBEE D ANFRY

(Market Model)& AN&3tAth AR LAY (Event Day)e WSJol A= ?%‘:3 11
42 AL, o)gS t=022 Holst4th. Halpern(1983)#F Lev(1983)e) w=w 3
ol lojA] ALAL LS FgWagdo] ofyn FHo BE AFL 7Y ] &li
B EESE ol Tk 2 gHez A AAY FFdE F2 H2UEY

o]t 3
o} F7tel vtgdEdn THt AZRPL oo} Po] EHA

Rie= @i+ B R ¥ € oo o))
A7NA Ry = RN iFA] B 27508

Rmt = tAIHNA ] NAFFFIE

e = tAHAA Y i71del diE 2 Ao}

# 7] ZH(Estimation Period)®] A4 X<l & 9 B & &3] 95td T
AL 71202 st -1802%H -1147X 9 7148 E X4t 28
YA tA ol e T4 ge 21149 & (Prediction Error) PExE A& gt}

PEi = Rie - (& + Bi Ry )~ (2)
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A7NNA Ree tAEAM 40 g AA5E)TL (& + b RedE AF
so)golth UYLED g AALHY Fe 2H5ES ZAEY] A
* ¥4 %2349 &(Cumulative Abnormal Return)?! CPEE AAtaof 3t} o]
CPEE ©|E7H-1, 0l @A AMNE A0Z ofegist go] A s},

t=0

CPE,; = t=2—1 PEy ——------——— e (3)

a2 FEol N/Y FFez FAHY Aed HAATHzIAFYE(Mean
Cumulative Prediction Error)(CPE)& t}&3 Zo] A4t}

N
CPE = 3 CPEi / N ===-==smommmmommooomoooooooooo oo (4)

wop 23490 QT W CPEY 7ltigke 0o Bt olx FYLES
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Si = 0y {1 + 4/170 + [(RmAl + ZEm)2 + (RmO - ﬁm)ﬁ / RMSQ} _____ (6)

714 RMSQ = (Rmt - Rum)’
Rm = BQ7IERS X P48 B7
Rz AHAZAY 379 AF598
Ruo = AFIRA BAo] A G508
o = WA HFRY 2H5 o 3 EFAA I,
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Z = % Zi / SQRT(N)  ——mmmmm e )

A7 N2 27199 ot of ZFX& %3l CPE=0 @& Null Hypothesis
7t AFHE Aot

B2eidAes AZATEHE A4 T @& Dealer® Spread7} F & gy
& F7tstqd AR Fu L FEugoz FAHY dvn RFE. o7
M FEAYH S F90 9 AHdoldS X AN A HHe] Ay WE
o ©@rldezE AR Relr Fusnz BEMdiAdA dd A9
o 2-bd Umz F4R] 6 8F AuE e §L £ohA 74 (Price)d AR F
(Volume)® FH3 #HAES o2 FAHAHBIZ WA Spreadoll A 71A(P)
? AGFV)e] FHAE FES AYF UriAE HEuEo] AT A
3 Rl

297 253 24¢ A FAFIEReturn)F wE wiw &3t
(Spread)& =UT AHA A FHH(Event Study Methodology)S Ab&3lch. @
@713 (Estimation Period) ¥ Al @ 7] ZH(Testing Period)& % 161409 &,
ol ALY Hik 80Ut A PFETH(t=-80 AA t=+807tA]). A @I
[BE71%e A2 EYAAD #A9 A7 e @8 BAFE F 7ol A3
WHE Bt wjujEAe FAX G AAXNE vt oA FozZH T
W et Al 4~ 2] o] M (Shift in Beta Coefficient),°]8ts =&o2 RE o= AL H
g & leddd wddr M&A 22 AF &5 FHEIFATE Jtelvy]
Azt 7tA 3 A F(Price & Volume)g e 3F % 3o o) & 2 (Excess
Spread)E A3, & dFAE 2 BYPE A3t Venkatesh &
Chiang(1986)].

2x=%dA Spreaddti Z& u= Percentage SpreadE 2w &}n], o]RAL
& e gHo=z Ao

rir

SPw= But BuPu+ BouVit+es-——-———mmmmmmmmmmmm oo 9
714 Pue tdA FAi9] KEES o 9] shn

Vi t492F F21i9] log Dollar 445 ¢ain
en t8A F2i9] Za}H(Residua) & EA o).
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(9KANA &% Beta CoefficientS 16197+ A P77t A L3 274
W2 HHBE2Daily ResidualE AN e, oA ARAT}S did AT
(Proxy)2 3Hotetdtt. of ZFab(ewr % ulo]&xH(Excess Spread)(ES)E 3
3 ol otfd oz A" + gt}

ES = SPy-( %Oz'i' Plz P+ %z, Vi (10)

SRLAQ t¥9 HF ZHufo)&xH(Average Excess Spread)(AES)E A
A EE27FY 2ol & (ES)E AsgFitd P =

AES= () ZES ———————————————————————————————————————— (11)

V. 454 Ade] 24 2 &

°f FoNE X A& Lo we YAY Rae 24AHE AN 1
guj & Ed¥tt AAE EY vt 53] Fue FEAR 28L& 259 @

1. 27} (Results)

<E 1> "HF2 Ao £XHAES), 9] HEE 7|F °iﬁ°4 AANZE7IDE F
ez BERY d Z3dd 249 7149 "FHA 2359 (CPE), S A%
TAE AAGE 2™ o] FolH M&A 2ZH 769(-80, -5) B 3U (-4, -2)7t
o] AES7t "9 waoe g M33 7| (Negative Change), o "&7} ofd Higto =
W53k 719 (Non-Negative Change)s ZHole F3d xol& no FES Tt}
o714 7697379l 7 AESE ANH ARuUAd g AEZ, & 3YHD
7Nl &L AESE At@Aldo] Jdurgle e ARu YL AFHoz Vet
32 ZFEAT. G7IAES7E AVIAESHET e wE FWwEd oldd Amu|g)
Fol 22d0E AL dndt. U FolNe AT mat A Fo] FAEe
ol A& AR A7) YEo ur)de HEA 297H-1, 0) CPE, = 28 =

2" "Non-Negative Change 719.9] CPEE 1%F3dA dAAsk wbd,
Negative Change 71,2 %% skt ®uboluagl "Non-Negative Change 71
19 CPE¥ "Negative-Change 71,9 CPERTH dA 3 A ZtHZ=10.3689). o]&] 3+
YL FE2H A437d7 derde] 5 58 2R Yo AZE 4L A

Ate g etAslE ol
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<E I>& RY¥ RE %‘JE}«] 7]%]0] delgle]l iFel +X& 713 CPEE Jehy
ALt o= fﬂ"%“’l 71 5 F(EE I/ E 48 dAEdn A

34 FHe  dEdF: Oﬂﬂl EF=  Roll(1986)2] o w7} A (Hubris
Hypothesis), & FA33E ZFE Bt Fdo] AAHAZoY ERPL z2ds0
T 32 1A RS W, ¥ 2 ANE ErGe 22 n5r)dy FRAAE
o2 Atdelzy T F vk 28T I M RE FHo] o wgAdYgTE
Tk X@oh Aol 499 AR aHes AR 2HIYE AL JHE o
T dolE= o] Eopd fid A%AQA Axst Wiy A

<Z¥(Figure) 1>& "g§HAYo] Y& 7|A(Firms with prior acquisition
programs)s 3 ¥ A &e] gl 7)1Y(Firms without prior acquisition programs),
of TR 81U Ud AESE TAFATh TN BXo] Ty AEe 9
T 719.9 AESS T AYe) e 71daolE A2F Aolrh Ak Qe )
'Sl AESE 0(Zero)FH oz AZ gx¥oy ‘g 719’9 AESE & X9 A%
3 @A FA8 Zhse 2E&E2 JeEhYd Zhﬂﬂ‘ﬂ e zd <29 (Figure)
2>9 A% = AESE ‘g= 7]%! ©] AES® fA18 Heg Ry

ll

<& 1> Analysis of CPE by Changes in AES Between 76-Day and 3-Day

Frequency CPE POS Z-Stat
Negative Change 53 0.8152 54.72 0.9097
Non-Negative Change 46 1.2127 54.35 3.0895%
Entire Sample 99 0.9999 54,55 2.7715%*

Note.

Change: 3-Day AES minus 76-Day AES

CPE: Average two-day(-1, 0) cumulative prediction error
POS: Percentage of firms having positive CPE

*= 1 p<0.01

2. EE(Discussion)

Aol Med E2MNA7E 49EH MRALEE ALY ARYSE A8 A%
A 27 & F27b A R Aoz wdgc 234 odd dnE gAY
ol % 71 Afol MRALEAN AruAe sfA2ads T2 A vehta
TEE 20t FHolgE AdL oW FHZE /d9 HYPFEE YIS F
A wtdolzt ¥ o AAsE 2t 2R A2 gon s g i 3
A dgoldol 2 ZAAH At Folel ddEr] g fo] AEHA AAdAFHE
HHE 45 B2 0y HAsAE Esdn s
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<E 1> veEld A3 By, §HE ngr)dy FFAARE =] He AR
o2 Yegth M&AZE olAA ml=7]de E&0l1 wjF7]GoAE FAdFAE of
A7t 2908 A DA w3 E 77 giok 28y M&A td B33 Az
Hubris Hypothesist} Managerialismo] ti&sid s 2dA 37 433 &S AVse
Aolct,

T <2Y 1> F <32Y 2>7} HHFE AESY €ste WA de 71
o] Aol ArudgAe 18 H7dA g Aoz v M&AYE 1 AAe
RAREWN} X Fe& 3. 9A Dealer’t MEAZEE A58 + s 3% &
guAgel e 71l dsMe FEugAHe] A3, WA Spreadd IFFE
Aok 2A ZEEINA R AESS 433 4R #A] ALE AAME FAH

B8 MEALEolAd BEB G} FEBB{FAZ v o] oA 3
Het 3t & AFHoZ AASIAY. 2Z8AR ol oA AAE ZPE ¢
29 DealerAl £7F = HA Ze Pt 12 HE&AEs X A o
% R ArvdAolgdts FA A TR ol FE WAA o] =
FolA e Eod Atglo] Arizte] Qulg Zg £& Y& Aol

M&AT 2 REo] 4Fg vAEe BEFAY Adolnz 1 BFAH a8 A
gatA AT E AL 22 A2 9ol kvt AE7A gFEEe d7e AHd4
TFHEE A93td AlFo] M&A ZEE ZUSdEXE AN¥EY. I 2=
Al A28 E S AA9ste Spreade] WIE #FEFAT EAFA vEd 4
TH ZAdde AFol YHLITE - AR gt S AR §3 7E
o FHAYL HAsn QE 71 M&A 2HEE ¢ & A 2yt o
E 7199 WL EE Dealerst FRAN{AZ] ARuGA S dHardted & =&
€ FA Rt o Afde ERY ojded ARBFAL] HFEAH oiRE A
HHliA S Aoz AlgAA foE FHE A 2 5 dAG

UE olHe #§WE AYA 2 J1de) M&A HEE AE ¥gAL AHx
sted 42 7IgE 3} Ao dEE olE 7Y dsiAe M&A TEY 9
A7A ARB Aol EAdte Rz FYHEU, AL AFS MEALEE o
B B2 o 2(Partially) 43 oot BE=Fd AAY A2 ZAI}E Glosten &
Milgrom(1985)2] Al&A U Al 2283} Schipper & Thompson(1983)2] R &3 o3
& AAE RS BY FAY 2¥dn dx doz F o Fad EIJE
Mdste] M&A E3E FAHsle 94 23 42E3 dMe d=E= FAg AT
22 vt = M&AZE At gAlz meam o] o] Kool g s 9
HZolde A7 FAAE EEolL AAZGIANAE vf$ 783 BRI 2 Holn

£ L b,
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