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Value Relevance & & %>

B 8 k&

I. ¢

FEAE S FTEF Tldvalue relevance & ) HFEDS LIZ LITH WO N5, AFIE 2 OHFEOZEK & FIH
HFAICOWTHE T4 2 HMWET 5. £ 3 value relevance Dih% & 1513 5 12 72> T, Francis
and Schipper (1999) IZFH L7zo 20T [MHEHEDOL ) N A LD TWE] L) Eif
FEMLETEFROBSTHET L2 DO TH LD, ZD5HTIZYEIL - Cvalue relevance® 4 D DFRFRAHIR S
NTWw5, AFIZZOERS 123 H L Cvalue relevance D mM x M5 %5, €D 1T, F@RIZBIT5
value relevance?S & D X 9 e TR &) 2 DO 2 it $ 5. 2 OMEIZ247: 5 TldHolthausen
and Watts (2001) (2% H 9 5. Holthausen and Watts [2001) (345t 5EHE 3 %E H 1Y Dvalue relevancefff3e
% 3DIIHH LTV DY, ARITEMRIZEB T 2 value relevancenS & 515 MERLTE H 1Y Dvalue relevance
WhFE & xRt HERE 78 H 9 DLA Ovalue relevancel DO WFNTHIFI SN 2D b)) T L 2 ETT
bHo TDO XN, KAFETldvalue relevance & V> ) HFED IR & ZAFRIZ BT % L% HREOF G %
Francis and Schipper [1999] & Holthausen and Watts (2001) % HULHYZ B & L THRGET L T b,

KIORERILLLT O ) Th Ao 4 2 HiTldFrancis and Schipper [1999]) 27K L 7zvalue relevance®
A ODRRETERT o HBIHNLECH TIEZNS D A4 DDREFIZOWTIEIZHET 5. £ 7HIT
{ZHolthausen and Watts (2001) |2 3317 % & EHEL#ERLE H 19 D value relevanceliff 750 3 434122 TR
T 5. HE8HTIZ4DDOMMOFAHHPIZONTHETT 5. FEIFHIIFOTH %,

Il. Francis and Schipper (1999]) (2817 % value relevance® 4 2 DR

Francis and Schipper [1999) 13 =2 ® J7#: Cvalue relevance = #E{EIL L [T D L) NV A7)k
DNTWD| L) FIREEEMN LR EEZ S o TR L2 TH b, €DTo0TEELE, —2ld
MHENRE TRTLZETHERTERLZY ¥ — Y OBGEETH ), b ) —DideHERA RO T HiED
BT ORGRETH B0 L72S> T, TOWRIZBITE [MHHLOL VN ABEDITWES] &w
9 ERIE, FEIHEEROVEDSIE, MWHERET PRI ETEGTREZY Y- 0idd LIEs
FHEMOBRA ) & — Y OFHIT WA DL L EL =T RME LTRIND I LIk
bo B, INHLDOZOOTTU—FDH L, WHHEHRETFRY L2 L THERTRRRZ) Y —2I12L5
FEOHDNEE L VESINTVED, THEZDE ) LR- 72V 47 T0—FHF) 5= DRI
TANTADOEAE I PO— LT ERLTHDLEV), TN LT, KEHEROKAMR) & — >~

-129-



246 LD V<

ORI & 27 70 —=F 2 HC725E120, MR Er 2 B HER R ST Ty, ZRTH
I ENTELNEI LRI I ANGWNY) S = BELTRLE, LYUNYANEDLZLS
IZHES L9

AEEAER T2 DI, 9 o 72FERESHTATREIL D 1) T V> 2 value relevance® BAKY 2 R 36T H
bo TOHIZODWTERT H72DIBEI 500 FEROFEFHHIIE - TR EN TV Svalue
relevance® 4 D DM TH Do AFETIZT ZICHEH LT, value relevance &\ ) HEEDO B IZE T 5
B LEZReED D,

Francis and Schipper(1999) T7R & 11T\ 4 value relevance® 4 D DfFFIZFR 1 DL B Y TH D, Al L,
value relevance &\ 9 HFEIE, 7 7 ¥ ¥ A Y ¥ Vo Miiise, ®EMERE 7 Ve, [SHANZET
gel, WBTEME AR ) & — v OMBEBROIETHW N TE L Z LR TE %o LUF, Francis
and Schipper [1999]) (ZB1T 5 KM OFHZ RS 5o

— O HOBPUL, TARBEMMEZ & 5252 THBHEBIIHEME 53 5 | (Francis and
Schipper (1999), p.325) £ \W) bDTH L, ORI AL, BB THBBERIZEVWDOWT
(B LI BDT, FEEM FIIARFT— 2123 L DOV THREREBIE X AT > THRANAZ D J A~
BWTC DR LTI NT LIl b, F/2, THERBEMMEL & 5 2 572013 £ D &5
HHREEHITRETHDLE NI EIFLEEEGT S, 2 DEKRTDvalue relevance & 9 HEEDSH W &
NTWAHIZEEL L Clx, Ouand Penman (1989a) [1989b) Z0%d 5,

ZOHOMBIZ, [MBIERSEEMEFMET VCAHEN T AIERIZETN TS LKL
BZENLOEFOTFMELET 5% 01, ZOWBHIHRILMMEE#EATaH 5 | (Francis and Schipper
(1999]), p.325) W) bDTH Do I DEMKTDvalue relevanceld, EG Y ETNVIZBIT L FRD
M4, HylFryia  7O—EFVIBITLEERFYy vy a - 7u—, E5HESFRETIVICE
VT % R A & R RAVE M O T MEE I L o THIETE 5,

=0 HOMRIZ, [#HERDMME % e 2 B2 L EERE ERICHHA L T a0 89 e fativi
I L > THEST 2D TH Y, value relevancel I MG~ — 7 v MIBIT L IHHMOES
REZEZ DREINC L > THMEE N 57259 ] (Francis and Schipper (1999], p.325) &£\ 9 D TH S,
Z D FEWR T Dvalue relevancel M HIHHE AT L 72 ERES OMFHEEZ BT 5 2 & THABHZE
BT5L0) THLARFHRE L TVREDTHDL, TIULT A A7 0= ¥ — Ok L BtRT 2
WTH 575, HETEEFRIGERDFHR SN D LRI 2 DIEROZ < AREAMICHE D A F 15 D THEE

%1  Francis and Schipper (1999]) (Z# |F % value relevance® 4 D DRIR

fiRFR value relevance - 7ES 5 7 — A
R 775 X5 VAHT HRXORFEMEZ & 525 & X
R 2 SEMMERTEE 7V MR 7V ECro L &
3 IHHINE FEBIMRMEOPSEICFIH SN T 5 & &
fER 4 Rl ) & — > & OB RAGZ 285 I e - 232 L &

i o Francis and Schipper (1999), p.325-p.327 & 1) {ERL

1 Francis and Schipper (1999) 133 1 OfffR 3 % [HHRNE /S — A7 7 4 7T LIFATWw5, (Francis and Schipper [1999],
#29)
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FIZEDOBHRZIZED Z AR L 72K E GHRMEEISE LS ZEIFEELIZCWEEZ LMD, Ih
EREEBERLT VYA ML PREARERR EOFEEPRE VD, FHEICE L PRETWSITE
FEREFITGE M AR DO D AN SV &) T & LRI OB RO B.LOHF #E L 13X 509
HUEDRHDLDIITEI)ETTLHRWVTHAH s ZTDRIIDWT, Francis and Schipperld [$2& % 2% # IRy
HIICBR SN2 BER ORI O D L 0 b)) [HE L FHIEE & Fio 72 W B R ONEE I
LAS® D DH ) BEAE R 31X X BT & 72\~ ] (Francis and Schipper [1999), p.326) & LT\w 5,
IR 3 D K T Dvalue relevance D ZALIZ D\ T B THER O FTFE LA OIS B %2 1 CTHF%Ed
LUENDLHIEH %

o B oI, [SFHEHRe HiiEDd L xRN0 & — 2 L oICHETYBEEE A H L,
SEHEREBERDFIH LT A5 E OFIZAHBIRIFR2% % | (Francis and Schipper [1999]), p.326)
EVI)IDLDTH D, ZDEKRDvalue relevance VSIFEIET 5720 121E, XEHEMARAM I R22ES 5 1HH
ZHIPE - B LTV A REDRH D, L L, I3 DOLED L) IZERPERINTH 5 HEIE % <,
AT A MOEHRIFEDTEE L T T b ER 4 Dvalue relevance 2K T3 5 DT Tld v,

Z® X 912, Francis and Schipper [1999]) (dvalue relevanceD R & LT 7 7 ¥ & 4 ¥ ¥ )V HT ik
FelZ BT % value relevance, RSEAMAEEHME 7 VT2 351 % value relevance, THHNEIITEIZB T 2
value relevance, FRfM=°1) ¥ — o~ & OFHEBROIZEIZ BT Avalue relevance® 4 D% /R L TCWAHDT
Hbo HIFMLHEEHTIEZNTNOBHRIZOVWTIHEL HETT %,

M. 77 2% A% VO & value relevance

Francis and Schipper (1999) TIx7 7 ¥ ¥ X ¥ & )V 4E DO FEISZ B 1T % value relevance % T4 L
7eWF%E & L COu and Penman (1989a) (1989b) % Z8F T\ 5, AHEITIX, T b OB BAKHAE
R LT, A1 ICB1F S value relevance D FE X HRET T 50

Ou and Penman (1989a) 1%, MHEERIGRE RO Z Tl T AL LTHEHL, ZhUlb L
DNTCY I — VPR TELDE I DEFIT L T be (GRINR T 7 2 5 AV VG EFEDT 7
Y E AL I VAIMEIRM FHFERIR SN T VDA, WiliA 7 7 > 57 A & ZOUAlifiE & 872 5558 12135
WHRATAS 7 7 7 A 2 5 IEIZE D C & E 2 TW 5o AFAYMIE 2 5 BRI L 7oA i 121
T7 A IIVENL G EHFEONLDTH Y, TOWE LR L THLOHNEZ H\ WEE O
Wz B A I L o> TR ) & — Y OBEDPTERTH L L) T Ll b, ZORMKNZLTTEC
DWTHGEE L TV % D%%0u and Penman (1989a) Th %, AL, FERAIZGOHEH L R IIREICL LD
(T 7Y T AT VGHI L BHEEMEE T AP LTWEDTHS

2 ZOHIZOWT, [T4A70=Y vy —ONEDPAE LTSS L AT 2 HHROBRMEC THIRE I 25E v L #%
BERIZE o COMBHEOFAMIMKTT 5] L5 NTWv 5, (Francis and Schipper (1999), p.326)

3 Ouand Penmanid [ 7 7 ¥ & X ¥ F )VAHHEESEDMMEDS M HHEERIC L o TREND EFIRT 5. LA L, #&3%
filifif & B a2 20 LY M HEIAIETDH 50 (BN R M HHESIE I OMEEORH 2 I L ALREL Tk
V3, ] (Ou and Penman [(1989a), p.297) &, HfEREFEAD O EFMMEZTY 113 & v ) LB LT 2 LEEE +
RLTW2,
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BARBICIE, BRI OMR % A A SR IS % 3l 2 Pr 2 v ) REFHV SN TV 5,
CORBEIMERIZR 7 7 2 F A2 5 VNI BT I RFREARIOME 2oL ) TORE
PREEEEO T VTS5 2 MM LZ0Y Y PEFTLVTHEHEL TV D, ZOETINTIEIAGT MO
72O OO O WTI6E 72X I8DIHEDMEH ST\ 2, BARMIZIE, BIER Y ~F v v P a-
T H—, — N7z 0 M A O LA, A A 022 s, a0 Z L, ROA%TH L, LT,
O BREFHT I EDVTEHE SN P Sz O Y RV Y 3 v RV HE Y 3 —
NRY T a e LIGEICELLZRRONY D) ¥ =S 1 EHREEOLETTIASUN TR A
ENRENTND Y,

—7J7, Ou and Penman (1989b) &, Ao RERAZGETHMAES) & M EiE3RIE B ORI T HEE %+
W L 72098 Cd %o Ou and Penman® 73 #HT 12 L AUE, BRI RFGSTHEETT L 0 b Mt iE H
DORRFMBEFHENDO I BB EDPREINT WS, T2, P/EL ¥ F OMEIIH B HEREHR TR
TELIELREINTWVD, T LT, —RENIHEDZE LN T2 8FHFIERIIMRMICE ThTw
LIEME BN TS 2 L) E TR, FisOFRNERZT % KT 2 RGO ZE T 7 5 1&—
MHREZEIYBEIPNThDEENnIEZTLH B E WD (Beaver et al. [1980), Beaver et al. [1987),
Collins et al. [1987]),

COE) BT EITHIRAIC, Ou and Penman(ISEHEROEM 2 FR L T 5o BARIIZIL,
OFEEAEZ N BEIEIHRIGICHK ) AEFN T LEREENTLE LR 2b0OMBHEICEINLZN
DM OEB A ZOBHERBICHL ML TWDEZ &, QMBERERICE > Tl SN b FED
— IR ZE 2 O BRI SO S L C B 1) (MifiE B 20 Ml 2R 2= Cld e v & R LT 4 (Ou and Penman
(1989b), p.112),

T/ Bk F = OFMEENIICOWVTIE®, P/EICL > TFMEER ) ¥ — 2 L &EHFIEIC L - T
FUWREZR ) & — VIZHEOBEENH L T LR ENT WD, TD LI IZ, P/EL SEHEHRILIN A
DTN L CIEEELHER R L TB Y, FRY = OTHIIH L TERL 2 1EHm e it L
TWAHIENRENT WS,

Z Z Tl3Ou and Penman [(1989a) (1989b) Z MBI L 7243, N TIE I NS DORFFEIZ BT S value
relevanceld D L ) BREREZFF>TWADTH A ) Do D EELR NI, MEHER,SHEHRZIL) H
LCENEZREEBEIGERERE LTHHELTWA W) HTHhE, METIUEL, FEERIEICBIT
5 EE EOA D SR Tvalue relevance & W) FHEEDHWONTWAL ERLZZENTELDTH D,

V. EAMEEREE 7V & value relevance

WIZZOHDFEHIZOWTER L2, o HOMARIE, [HEBTEHRAS M HEETME 7 v TR
ENTULRERIZEEINTVE L LAIEENSOEEOTFHZ TR 54618, OB HHRIZME
BRI CTd % ] (Francis and Schipper [1999), p.325) &9 b DT D, I FULHEFED Sl fEFF Al

4 24EMIRA OYA131453% TH S,
5 P/ELYAIZLBY % —2FRIOWZEIZIE, Basu (1983), Jaffeetal. (1989) %4 5,
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ETWVICEES LERBZOLEHE TPHT 27— L L THARINTWL 2 L2 EHTH2EXTTTH
B 5, REMERHGE T VITEEORNTZOREFRELLR DI ENTE L, LD o>T, Bz,
EO L) REFHEHRPEEINET N TH 2000 ) TERZDET VL o TR L 7R flifil
DOATFI D OF W N CRESLIF RO 70— 2 by 7 OFEZ TS 5 72OICFHTE 2089 »
EV) ZEDRET—FICRD IS THS ).

WTNOBETH > THREOREMEFME T VAREICBANTVLI LI DD, LOE
TNWEERTLIRELONE V) T EIEmEICL>TERY S b, Bl21E, Demirakos et al. [2004)
12 & MUE, Penman® FHEIZFER AT T VISR S EH L THB Y Copeland 5 O FH/E 1T EH] F v v
Ya - JU—FTIVIEEE L TTWDS L) (Demirakos et al. (2004), p.223). 73, Demirakos
etal. (2004]) 1%, MMfERSEMEME (value-relevant attributes) (25T % 24 C CAEMEFFMET VO T
F VX MOFARIL ZFEL L 7WFETH Do T 2 Tvalue-relevant & ) FHFESHWOLNTE Y, &3
EAERFAR € 7V 12 B3 2 WFIZE O Tvalue relevance SV B s 2 & # HAHT T b, F/2, M3
EEHEE TV EOEHO T EZ LT 5 L W) EFICHEZMT S 251, FkFrvia - 70—
LR RFLEE DT HEESTNZ BT B IF9E D 2 OFEIE Ovalue relevanceff5E12 7424 T 5 £ £ 2 5N D,

V. TEWNE 5T & value relevance

RIZEDHDOFRIZOWTERE L2V, =2 HOMRIE, [HRERIMIE 2 Jd 5 B2 M3 1EHR
FEBICHHL TV 220089 22 MEHIBEEEIC L > THIET 2 5D TH D, value relevance LU
HREMS~Y =7 v MIBU L IEMOEEREER DRINICE > THIEENS72% 9 ] (Francis and
Schipper (1999), p.325) &) LD TH L, ZHUIIEFHEROMFIE G & BE) ¥ — v LDl
fR2m BT L72WiE2s 4 Tl % 50 2 DEMRT Dvalue relevancelI [N (information content) & %
I 5,

EZAT, 2O [ERNE] L3z ERTLHETH A ) e TDEIZDOWT, Christensen and
Demski (2003) CTIIMMifEHIEx EHT 27 70 —F 120 L THERNAE 7 70— F I3E Sk @812z
ET LA LMEY AT A OBEEMEZ 5T 5 L3 & LT % (Christensen and Demski [2003] [FR
#], p6)o T DOFBIEFrancis and Schipper (1999) DfFR 3 I2B1T 5 [HERDMIME % Jed HFBEI2 Y4
FIEHE ERICHA LT a0 E) 20flE] Lotk L BET 5, B, HHRWNAEZEE, &6
HEOH L ) THANOXFHEMORML L VO REEZER L TWE I &Ik b, Lo T, IKER
DEBIZFHHL TW S EE 2 SN LXFHEROBIFIMR & REOERIRER T KL Twb &2
ONBHEFE) Y — 2 EORRB LITLIESIHRICR 2 S DO TH 1) 22 DM D F7R O @ REE: < B
B E DN OB WIEHRIEAFRME T 2 HMOE R B PMERA BT O RICEELRIZTOTH

6 McKinsey & Companyll & 2F(ETH %,

7 flziE, Barthetal. [2001) l3¥Dechowetal. (1998) DEFTIVAFM L CTRHEF ¥ v 2 - 7u—FHII BT 555058
AFEOEENDOWTIRIE L 72 TH B B, TOHMIIFASBOME 7 L — 47 — 71281 5 FiR% EiE R H#IHE
HPOHEES 2 2 & Th b,
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VI. BRM=eY) # — > & OFHBIBIAR & value relevance

o HORIE, TEFHERETHMMED L CREMD) ¥ — v L o MICHFHAYB EEL B L,
SAHER B RAFIH L T 2 1R E ORICAHBIBE 4R % | (Francis and Schipper [1999), p.326)
£V HDTH B, Francis and Schipper (1999) 34T - T\ 5 FEFEGHTIE & O FEFUZ BT S value
relevance DIRFETH V), T D=L T Dvalue relevance DIRFE T ~ DD 7 7O —F TlTo T\ b, —D
EANY VR= I T3 )AL MR TR A2 L THERTRRY) Y - OREETH D, b
I — DX EYRHHTIC & 2 REHMEROSFOWNIGMEOFHIIIOMGFECTH 5. Z 2 TIXZDONEL S L
T, MR 41281 SHvalue relevance D EAREIRIZ DO W THGET L 72V EILEND 5T OBERE % 7”&
XU ToO#) THhb,

WsERE PRS2 2 & CHESTRERY) ¥ — v olRE e 1k, BRloAy VR—= 75 1)FTAMT
Bho FITEHEEND ) ¥ —VIZEFHEHIZL L DWTHIL IR 52Dy VR — b7 4 1) F 12
R D 5150 A O ) & — 0 Th b, R— b7+ V) FEROI#EL 7 5 5 ODOEFHEH
L, FIRZEOBE RIS L7-8FIconwca y 7RI Y 5 v % L D ild L7 8iliconT
Ya—bRYVa rENL), RO G LB (FIZRRZILD LA40% DERIZowTr ¥ 7K
PvarEEN) A% DHEIONTYa— s RIaradrd), Frvia - 7u—0 LE
(Frvvya - 70—FLED FA0% DEHIZOWTHT ¥ PRI T a v & 0 FRi40% D4k 1c o
WCya— MRV Tarkes) MWHREETVICLD T 7 252 7 )VlilE (EA740% O 64712
OWTOYTRY Y a ke A% DHEHIIONWTYa— R arkes), - @it
TN LB TFHENME (E740% DOFFICDOWTH Y FRY v a vi &) F40% DOFEico Ty 3 —
NRYvarvrdd) Thb,

INLEDORY Y arwbkbZl T 19524E 519944 F TT, 139% (FIZILofr5), 196%
(FIZEZALDF B LB, 60% (Fy v va-70—0%%R), 170% MBLEREFVIZILT 7
YE A MIE), 176% (Rt - #HE TV L 2 FHIE) OFE) & — o 0 ERESND L),
EHI, INHOANY VR—=FT7x)F )T = UPREIFHICHD LT 0E ) NZonT) ¥ —r
OB LR M A2 B T 5 RRET NV E OGS fTbi v b, SEsIE, FIEZ
LD H LB, MEIEETNVICLE 77 v 5 A2 5 VE, FliE - e 702X 5 FHlfE D
WC Y= UPHBEIZHA L TWAZERZDL )R 5 — 2 OMDPIFRIEINTH 2T HEMEZ R L
TWa,

KEMERATFE O HME O FI ) OMGEE L1, BT L 2 SEHE L BRifio) & — > L o
DT AP THDo BARMWIZIE, FEOZALR UKL TMREEY) & — > OBfR, EERTHEE Lk
D BAGR, A EHA K OF 2 O K HEFEH & AR O BIER AN 34T THEGGE 2 LTV B 1952425 1994
BT B Ad). RO AL F - FIRAKEE T V0 D E < 62%, RWTHRE - AFET IV
H41%, FIZEDZAL - KIEETNH22% &> TWb, Tz, FEERM - FIEEAHEE TILREIE -
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BEETIVOA. RIG ERENICH D, FIZEOZL - KEEE TV OA). R THENCH L, ZDZ
i, A R*ZERAR L LR 2 0728 L 3 5 HRSITIC L > THRER ST b,

Z® X912, Francis and Schipper (1999) T~y VR— k74 U F 7 A b R CEIESHF 2 AT
R 4 Dvalue relevance DFRFEATHIL TV 5 o & DOFRERIZ BT % value relevanceld, Flige ¥ v v o =
70— REEAE LML R 0) & — L OBEEIZ L o TGEO T 5N b D TH B 2 & o5HERR
T&2, TN, BRIDEICT 7y FAXA Y IVHICE o TRFRD ) ¥ — v 2 EEST L2 AT
ELNEIPEBFEL TV A LDOTIE AL, F2MR2 0 X9 IZHEE O SSEMAEEHEE 7 )V & A7
HRES L 720DRFTT— 5 OEENIOVTHERTVNEEDOTH %, SHIHMI DL ) IHFES
FHERAERICHBER A SN TR EI) PEBGEL TV b DT v, ZOREOAE L
12 & o TIER E N B LEHERDP MR EM DY ¥ — > L2 o0 &) »AMEERETH ), £
DEFICEHIREEFHNERCH HNEKFIEEL VIO RAS LV HEICHFEL TWL EEZ LR
5o

VI. Holthausen and Watts (2001) 2 B17) % value relevancebff 72 3 45748

Hifli ¥ TldFrancis and Schipper [1999]) 1281} % value relevance® 4 2 DfEFRIZ DOV TZE D EIK %
TR L TG 2 Ml 2 7278, & Z TldHolthausen and Watts [2001) 12331 % value relevancefiff5E® 3 53
AL TR E A TB L IR OFZE b value relevance & W ) JFEDSFF D BIRIZ DWW TE %
T LD T 52 EHNEYITH S D DD, Francis and Schipper [1999]) TR XL T\ % DASvalue
relevance® 4 O @ [f#R] T&H % DIk LT, Holthausen and Watts (2001) TIZFEATHIZED [ 434 ]
ERLTWD E W) BITERL - T 5, HIL, value relevance DRI & 53O AR IZ O W TEE T 5
PR L5 272912, & 2 TldHolthausen and Watts (2001) 2B 25 FICEH L TWwb e WnwH) 2 LT
H5bo

Holthausen and Watts (2001) (2 X 4UiZ, value relevancelf 7813 A BEE 4 HFSE (relative association
studies) @555 B ENTZE (incremental association studies) BEFHERMZAIZE (marginal information
content studies) (27 E N5, B, FHOKSL L S5 value relevance T FE IZ A FHEHE D R 12 B
THHDICPESNTRE L) FICIBERL TR LIRS 2w 72, SHIEERTNER
1%, Holthausen and Watts (2001) (%, value relevanceflf 72 D3 F1 3L ¥R 2 1235 1F 5 1% 3L B 121X IH MY
BN b 5 T0WAHIETHLY, L72A > T, Holthausen and Watts (2001) A & FHE#EREEICBI T %

&  Holthausen and Watts [2001) 1Z, value relevancefff7E25 D S RTHHEHERR E EOEFRICOW CTHGMNERISE H L TRE
L72bDTHb, Liznio> T, HlEREHIEBEHRDOD 2 value relevancelf 722 b TV %,

9 Kothari [2001) (&, EARWLHIEOTRIFRIE, 77 ¥ F A 2 7 VAT & EMEREE, mHoshEEo s A b, 2
FIRBUR 7 O A B B ERETORE], FHARBEIONIsE (EHEZEICET A% ThhELTWDE, 2D L, BR
Ml oWz (FLHERL %2 12 B3 % WF%E) 13Holthausen and Watts [2001) % 283 % X 9 123 _CTv %, (Kothari [2001], p.108,
p.112, p207)

10 SIhERFDY;% &5 D7 Barth et al. (2001) T& 1), Holthausen and Watts [2001) & %t HE12, (Dvalue relevance
Wh7e 2 A8 G B O FH DAL O BIRE OB LI EI AL E 5- 2 T\ b, QFASBYE O F % 7 LR e i B 13 kX
FEIHE T TV W Haf R IR 225 TR % 2 & Tvalue relevancelf 72O EE DT 5 2 bIF Tld
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value relevancelff7E D3 2417 - T 2 DI, BEIHE 2 135 728 TH - Tvalue relevancelf 58 D XFT
FHEBEIIBIT AL BT 5720 Tld v, WIlLUle X, AfRICE > CTEELR L
i%, Holthausen and Watts (2001) H &7 7E 2B 3 % value relevancefil 78 0 @E 1 2 SCRkTHTE & 73
HelToTwbEwn) HThb,

BERHOBAWERIZONWTIEIR20EN THD, Thr /b L, FHMBEEMENZESR AT A
¥ Ovalue relevance & L L 72 % O TdHh 5 OVt L THE B EMENT 52122 WAL O K FHE R Dvalue
relevance * IRFE L 72 b D TH 5 Z L DHEFRT X Do FHMBAEEIRIIR ML T A V2R E LT
HDOT, Bl zIE, FiFZE L GIEFEE Dvalue relevanceD EIFZENS T NIZFE U T A L1k b, BT,
BB EVEIT 1L, AW EEFRIE H Ovalue relevancelZB T A WFZ7E05% 43 5, Iocx LT, BB
FUBMANZIIIETIE, RAf & SFHIERE & OFBIBIFRTIZ 2 <, HERIZ L o TR W R SFHER
PRELENTEDENEIPEV) TEPANRY FAY T A ROGHI L > THREE N TS, $72,
FHERLE & OBHEMEIZOWTE, FREVEMAZENIZE & 0 b A B A8 <o 5 55 B 1 F 78 0 75 735
VeV L H 2,

%2 Holthausen and Watts [2001) (Z 31+ 2 value relevancelf72 D 3 248

value relevancefiff 72 0 4348 Holthausen and Watts (2001]) (Z351) % 2685
iR OY ¥ -2 R MLT A v EORMEMEE L LZZETH Y, ZIIEBUT
GAAPD b & THESIN/-FZE L D b EERCTRIE SN Mo F AL Ko
5 — 2 L OBEMEATE Y & T S Dhaliwal et al. (1999) R KEGAAPIZ D & DWW TCEHE S 7
Flzs & KREDALDOGAAPIZ b & DWW CRME S 72 % % HLEL L 7-Harris et al. (1994) 7 28
HbHo TNLDOWIETIE, #WHE, KA TA VHEMOEFERIZB T 2 ERROENE T A
M %o PERBOREWARIEED L ) MEREN TH L L S,
2R & G- & U CERFEEA MR B 0 ) ¥ — L OFBI R0 &9 h R MEE L 7
e Tdh 5. W, UHESFTEEONFREDEEICIEE T THIUIMMREN TH 2 & )
ez, B 21E, Venkatachalam [1996) 13V A7 <% A ¥ MHTFT Y INT 4 7 ONIEATE
DR BIEME 2 A L T %o B BLEMERTZE O I d & EHEE & T RHIE TV~ D AT)
2 BEOBIEVERZE | OBRICHETAIEEZ BT 200 H L. T, REoMEFHT L S ERET
BT L OFHIIE TV B 5 ANNEBOBERBRAEDECEFHIT S Z ESHTH B, Bl
Z1X, Venkatachalam (1996) TH 7V NTF 4 TORIMEDRESEETIZ L E R L0 ED
BT AP ENT VD, HEFEMEE FUEDEIZZFOEFIMEIZH T 2 NEBREOIMNTH S
IR ENS ZEHNL WV, S0, 0L B MEEEIERI LI2T 5,
H BIFEDOESTHEDTERIZ & > TR REZ BIERIC R > TW B2 L) R GEET 5
g, M, SEHEUEOARPMEDZAL L MEEZF> Tn ) rrEllo) -
EHWIZANY AT T AL o THRET 5o BRI I ZMIEREEEOIRTH L L L2 5
NCTwae BIZIE, Amiretal. (1993) X, 7 4 — 420-Fi#3 L K EIGAAPIZ X 2 s Hudl
DORFUFBRNEEZ T A P LTV 5, £ 2T, REIDIFOGAAP & KEIGAAP & DO DT (Z
DEF) L5 HBORE) ¥ — 2 LOEIRSITAT T TV S,

4L Holthausen and Watts (2001), p.5-p.6& 0 7ER.

I Eb )RR T

3 BRFMEHNENZE

W, @Y Y TIVRIRE E BV 7B O SSEMEEEM € 7OV I2 b & O { FEREF3E I value relevance DA ) Z L H3T
T2, @value relevancefifFEIXRT EFROFM M EZ WA TE T 5D L ZOEEIIESFHLM & BRA & OBROIZE A
FIT&%, Gvalue relevancefF 3 L 4% % O X EH M AN 3E OF 5 % FFM T 2 BUIHE R OSFIH L T 2 153k a )KL L ¢
WL E ) DEFMT S L ) REFFSN TV A, Bvalue relevanceF 7813 G AR T L OFGRHIED R Z R 5 72012
TS S NI FEEFAL T b Lili_CTw 2, (Barthetal. [2001), p.98-p.99)

11 Holthausen and Watts (2001) 13 F#55E H B Dvalue relevancellf 7812 B35 k) A M B 215 MARNIED L 7% &
AL LC [B25 CBRAERNEIZIEEREIZ L o THLE R b O TlE7Z ] (Holthausen and Watts (2001), p.6)
LIk _RTWw 5%,
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12 Holthausen and Watts [2001) TR & 31T\ % FH#EFL 58 H 19 Dvalue relevance D JGATHFZE Y A b [ZFrancis and Schipper
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What is Value Relevance?

Toyotaka Nakagawa

Abstract

The aim of this paper is to discuss how to interpret the value relevance, and classify the value relevance
studies. According to Francis and Schipper [1999], we can interpret the value relevance as four types, which
are fundamental analysis interpretation, valuation model interpretation, information content interpretation,
and correlation between prices (or long term returns) and accounting numbers interpretation. On the other
hand, Holthausen and Watts [2001] shows that we can classify the value relevance studies for accounting
standards setting into three types, which are relative association studies, incremental association studies, and
marginal information content studies. I discuss relationship between the interpretation and the classification,
and then conclude that the interpretations of value relevance in the accounting standards setting literatures
can be different from those in the non-accounting standards setting literatures. So, we need to understand the
differences among them in analyzing the value relevance of accounting information and reviewing the previous

value relevance studies.
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