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BAeted 2488 Fo len 53 &5F 78 (pureplay technique)d AR B 93 7EHH 2
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' = FRe oot Y HEY FAHL F71

of 9% APHoR WA AT 2 994U
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Markowitz7} #ej4Ql FAEA 71F22A o] 88 BAUEE oL 2uls}t L A
W PAHmean-variance) 71ES AAG olF o2 2o mad B AFdAE WA CAPM
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fundamental methodE &3l HE} DA
AMH A HES Bogtern A2 Ao AF
o M accounting equity bete?t LA H7tH
A EAE Bt

IR Ri2dI&

Z1ge] st Y8R &N Hopdr) 9
#HAe 71949 ¥ H’Jr FAG7MF oA Su)
2 gatAAe] FHuetop @k o] <AAA
M F8F AL ARF AREE ot
192 BICEREH AFE 4URE e &
€ A7AR LR 29 BAdE I Yits A
FaoF gk o]M Y EJIAERE opz} 2|
Loz H]go] e RAojn AR AL
G2 N 4& ALugolgn H}

OGee HoA AFF ARuEo] YA
AR 2A HELHEANE BAZFY 7199
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g FAHEFE 5 (discounted cash flow
method: DCF )& cl&3h=d o7]M Kot &
18 AEn| 49 Aol
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V:79e 7} £ Z2AES 71
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CF:d33§
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283 DCFY UxAHQ wyozd &+ e
& @71 ( net present value method: NPV)&%

3 AEHEE AZE BA NPVEE 9A4 &
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d&® #7389 @/NE FiE Ao F
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ko V 1 1
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V=B+Sol=&

B+S= (B+S)+B B(kﬁ) ®
0|2 kool thate] Relstd To 2o

S B ,
ko= (B+S)ke+(B+S)kz )

AA 9% 7147 E Hrpsted o8t @
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RoZ 7t5¥d A& & (weighted average
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| 33 7} 2 & (dividend valuation model)o]® ¢
g AME F e HHEFY syl Divi-
dend valuation model®] 7]EolojtjojE= o}
Aol g FA7A LE v g A
MR BgE 4 9l

pp——Dl 2, _ _ Dx
(+k) (1+ ke)? (1+ ke)®

& Dt

= 20 rr 12)

o] g2 mgnjgo] FI1E AAGE Ao
2 23 97 W& °]E dividend valuation
model°| 2}3}9 o}z oz HHojgct

__ D D _
Po= 0 " At T
__+*D _ D
(1+ k)™ fee
oltt, webA, ke——PL (13)

olBg AZ|AEMEL wWEFIS( dividend
yield) ¥ 4 g},

a4 1304 W] W gEel g
2 AAstn, g7t A7) AEH & keBTh ZriE,
ke T3} 2o] ok

Ke=—+g (14)

A A O 2e 348 AH T390
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Do(1+ g)*
(1+ ke)?

_ Col+go

Po=—11% o)
_+_120£1_+gﬁ

(1+ k)

+

(14-1)

A14-Dell (1+g)/(1+ke)& F3td 4 (14-2)7}
A

Po(1+g) _ Do(1+g)2+
(1+ ke) (1+k )2 (14-2)
+ Do(1+ 2)°
(14 ke)™*!
A (14-DAA (14-2)8 wW3d 4 (14-3) 92
& A

_1+g\_Do(1+2)
P"(l 1+ke)— (1+ %2) (14-3)
Do(1+)=*!
(14 ke)™H!
ke>gold, Doll+g)”" / (1+ke)™" = Qo] Hug
_1+g\_ D1+ g _
Po(l 1+ke)_ (14 ko) (14-4)
4 (14-4)8 Agsid,

_Do(l+g D
Po= ke—g — ke—g

(14-5)

A3 4 (4594 ARG ke B3
s 99l 4 149 2o

AHES0I2 H1H M2 19984 1€
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oA Aud AL AN FEL AT
A &3] & 4 A& Abddolth ey
71949 A GAEdA AdE SHeRe
A7 AEuEE 7 5 gl FCAPMo|Y
dividend valuation modelo.2& B|AE7149
AZNA2E LS T8 5 vk wEA ojde
FHREZF 99 9 AAAYGS 01‘371] At
HE7te AEsa o A% AAHAEL T8
T WYo2A A AMEHE pure piay method
9} accounting approach or fundamental method
g A48y,

4.1 Pure play method

o] #& Conine and Tamarkin(1985), Fuller
and Kerr(1981)59 A7olA AAdut o}, 7]
dol A AR GAY 2L FA
g distd & ¢ Q& de FAAH F4AME
‘ﬁ}‘°ﬂ &3t 47149 HEE g AL

itk Pure playgte ol§& Hluddoz A
AE 71950 2AY v 9d dFel%t F
Aste 57198 ode diA U4e Aot
ol -£-& Pure play WS o] &3t A&
A B7t ZAHE AR e THALE HAFn
At

AA, FAQH FAE
7)Y (proxy company)g T ‘_E}. 4, 4714
F49 wEe & d&¥E (proxy beta)s T
‘4 AR, d&71g0] ERJIZAES S8t St

, 871 F49 dels gAZE] ALEo

IHde 2= d&
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HEE ERIZES A48 dE7|dF4Y Hg
g Amoldt & W vge] BAYE o]&3lo
87190l BRIAES AHEEA ke H$-9
e A& T3

Bru Br (15)
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+S,,(1 T)

Bp : di47i<d9] AR
Sp: 47149 A7AE

AR, A F& frE ArIARTOR 2
2 FALY WiEg givE AL, T A4
< olg3] ZEFAES S WY A
9 Hets Fad.

BiL=[1+%(l— T)]BPU (16)

294 g4e
224 A7) E

Bi : Fx}qtq]
Sio¢ FARk

fell A ALER A 159 16& oW 71go] &
A2 g AHEE AL ule ALH AL&3}A
& F49 vE Byt FAXNA A 179 2
ﬂﬁ

amn

BL & Bud] FAAF B £ e 4 179 &
FH4L gy 2

ofd £ oz He usle oz ¢ ¢
HolY(EBIT)S Y1 3. oY oW Expz}
b 25 AIAENE BAsY Yo 41

Ry=X1=1) 107-1)

Vy @ Ad ZrxE8 FAE
FA7| AR ZY
T: A&

459 7197, &

odelE FLGF T2t z}ﬂx}ﬁ'— S)# &
AAEB)E M4 FAFAE T A48

A7) WA o)) 77N E vLolah s
V,=8§+B (17-2)
7} Hn SUES FAR F7e $98L T

I 2o 94714 R EAAE AHgel b o)

R = X=ERU=-D (17-3)

olA A 17-13} 17-302R¥ By9A %
T3 Bz 9A Z4zte £g3 AATEZ
29 F£YERm Y FEAES AZ3 y_x}

o,m= Cov(Ry Rm)= Cov

[-Z“V;Q , Rm] (17-4)
U

—U=D) . covl v, Rm)
U

orm= Cov(R;, Rm)=

Cov[(T*RB)(l——?,Rm]
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. Cov (Y, Rm) (17-5)

(" Cov(ax+ b, y) = aCov(x, v)

2 17-4% 17-59M 522 E9 A& Cov
(YRm)E& 2A3te As] BA 4 17-4904
Cov (Y, Rm) = [Vu / (I-T)] o um& 4 17-59]
Hestd g 22 A3E d=o.

_ Ve
ﬁm=lsT'1—T

(17-6)
Vy
¢ O'Um=’—§_ Coym

194 HUAE 2@
ojZg Vy=V, - TBE 2

A% VL =Vy + TB
A 17-691 I YslH

oym=—"g ‘oM (17-7)

o] B1, 4 17-22%H VL = S + BE 17-79
ENE SRR

pome SEB=TB
S (17-8)

=[1+(1— T)%]o‘um

9 4¢ A A o)A 4 17-89 FEE o’
o2 rd Bt BuAteld] BA o) 29

i+a-nE]oL

o

;BL=[y+U:—T€JBU (17-9)

SO 1A H2s 19984 11€

XH-.—éEQ} I:HIE}Oﬂ"EC*‘Oﬂ st i

A 179 BuRHH T4 BS & ¢ 4% 8
Adsted AHSER 2 17-98 Buoll 24
s A 17-10& fuL 2HE BuE Adstz
A & o Agg)

o
o

_ 1
1+(1—T)%

* B (17-10)

olxgo g olg FAAZA o Mo
A T3 WEE dYstd ety A7)AE b
£ ke® T34

ke = E(Ri) = Rf + [E(Rm) -Rf] BiL

4.2 Fundamental Beta: Patterson@
HIEH=2EE sAlo=z

ARE FAAFANE LIS FE AL
A @t} = Pure play techniques & AHE3
o A7) ZA2H &g FIhe AL FEYo] oY
o g2 FAESE WEstz Jdok wkA pure
play Aol fundamental approach® Ab7]AHE
HELE F3ked AHEE 5 o of W2 A
FARZRE T3 A¥EgE FAMANF S
Z Adste AAF -‘H“%M HEtZ oA AHE-3
o ZAANFAANA AL Fahe Holth

Fundamental approachQ‘r gdd JEse
29 48 dF ToA #4E 4+ Uk B

S

and Brown(1969)& 2uoj% #H4&A -31’--1%
55t sAMEre FAHE Y AsAHEALS
A3 Hamada(1969, 1972) CAPM S| &3
BEFY AAAHE S AW Ho 43
A J&E FH P Meyers(1973)= A A
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AUdY AAA0ZAN HAgnig, AAAT 4
el AAANEEFE AN 22 Bilder-
see(1975), Beaver and Manegold(1975), Turn-
bull1977)5 = SARTE AAHNYRY o2
ABAAEAA Fou Callahan and Mohr(1989)
= ZAMEE F3 HdRY Heg A
& g Sl 9gugle 4SEdS BHAAL
3 Patterson(1993)= AvtciAZd A 3] A
BE ol& ARWES dAT £ JdE grgle
qE29E AANREH FAHA WELe ol
rig=y

Patterson®] E @A Accounting equity beta
(EAZRZFE 78 A7 AL Weh:s AZE
EZYLE Tz A digt a3
o EAeYY WUREZ F&A "o o714
3710192 M Z o] A(NIAC: net income avai-
lable for common equity after payment of
preferred  dividends)E& %3t} Accounting
equity beta & Al 7}x] Q99 Fz T3
Hed, AAs 7199 +24E (demand beta)
2R ABAA ofjEd o3 AEnde uzg=
2 AMHEY, Ede 9dueAE (DOL)°]
o, Ade AFdHA= (DFL)olt}. Patter-
sond A& #4032 Aoty oy g}

BNIAC = a(BREV) (DOL) (DFL)
BNIAC : 71¥7)99) gAoldoz gFsce)
BREV : 471909 Wzl waka/N4a4 o2
9 Wsg
DOL : A714e] ddolel dsg/Aurede o
ST
DOF : 47|49 AFeole wake /Aurge
33l0le] Wake

BNIAC & A4 78 €3 948 #45 o
&3t ol NIACY 2 W3} woly~y
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o A= GAstE FAE AA7 AdAolxn
AT IAFEZEY NIACAFolel A& ol&st
717t 41 o)gfdst 2 dAsE EAEE A
A% & A7) gl W olgd WEE
of gA FAHH=A FAHoR AHRA
W2, BREVE % dRevenue / % AMarket®]
HAE time-series regression®.Z T}
DOLE Al 7t 2 &A7Msdd &3 2t

N %AEBIT
1 — _2dEBIT
A, DOL % AdRevenue

EBIT: $%0]9
Revenue: &9

] _ _CV(EBIT)
AA, DOL CV(Revenue)

CV: AAIE ABE ot 78 T8

DFLEA A 7HA =2 &3 7153t

- % ANIAC
3 — 204NIAC

A=, DFL % AEBIT

A, AF oAl ol AW AS,
pFL——EBIT __ L _,

EBIT—1 L-1
7|4 L& EBIT / 1 2A4 ojARAH &S

Tt ERIAEY] Ao WA oz}
A=AHE 7]l ¢utg AL ENE BE A
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4A, Aol ARG AREE 74
A8 o4

_ _CV(NIAQ)
DFL=-Cy(EBIT)

M7 9] BNIACE AAHElYl BMKTZ
2 ok o2 ujB3g #4o7 BA g

3 2e A%z oag 4
BMKT = (dPjt / Pjt-1) / (dPmt / Pmt-1)

719 j9 market equity betat $ o8 A
Aed AR g Ad F4e WUz
10‘1-’? Aem dpe wiFEo] ¥rgdE F
gtk A|A7EAL NIACS PER
T ez 9 AL offe} Ao
991

1 lo
ot
4

=

=
PR
=
P
n

[ (dNmt/Nmt—1)[(dCmt/Cmt—1)]

* NIAC
Ct Price - earnings multiple

Q44 Cj s Cmel g3l oy oz

A@7F5 3

(dNjt/Njt—1)  _ o
(dNmt/Nmt—1) — BNIACel

A& PERJF 4Asde xwlzzﬂ; Fi 71
o FAQ odxE &E}
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g7t gg Aoz HE ﬁOI Zé*éow}.

mEtA $el A Fos 4 BNIAC = a(BREV)

BMKT=

S0 H1 K2E 19984 11

(DOL) (DFL)2
2 A" F Jdon HFIAAE T3 JA
BE 737 f8te ot 22 21 F A9
AFE o] &% regressiontA2o] & H}

BMKT = a(BREV)(DOL)XDFL)

log (BMKT) = = al log (BREV) + &
log(DOL) + a3log(DFL) %+ log (BMKT) =
ao = al log (BREV*DOL*DFL)

O

1 Aex Adz2a2E HAA FALAT 9

A SAEAE &olstA 37 Y3tel
23 99 A Ae] dHgo] Y ¥MFT} 9
e A Ao2 YEdTHE ol o]&
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log BMKT = -033 + 0.14 log DFL

+ 024 log DOL + 0208 logBREV (18)
R =041 *
HEsEL BF (& H29°o9 DOL % DFL
AFE 1%0A4 Fo4 9rlg By dy5e
40%% ok 994 < DOL , DFL , BREVE
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A Study on the Predicted Model of the Relationship Between

Financial Information and Market Beta
Chang-Sup Shin*
Abstract

The paper discusses several means for estimating appropriating discount rates to value
non-traded assets. That is, this study discusses the relationship between market equity beta and
observable finance information. The relationship can in principle be used to determine betas for
non-traded entity for which conventional market model or pure-play techniques are impractical. In
addition, the paper shows on model researched by Patterson in 1993. Patterson’'s research
investigates the cross-sectional relationship market beta and accounting beta in Canadian capital

market.
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