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et. al., 2006; Lim and Tan, 2008). &1} 4F A= olelst #AAE 2 X3t
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oA AlFdte AFPEIA O] IV, ZAA Tl skt s re R EEA A outlier
AL 7k Wee BE 199 009%3k vhgel 9AF pAAS AHor Haga AU Hold
+ winsorization(Z4) 7|HS AHE3HY

<Table 1> Sample List

=]

Non-banking firms with a December fiscal

year—end listed on the KSE, 2005- 2012 Years 1,432
exclude:

observations with non December fiscal year end” (180)
observations in Financial Industry (121)
observations for administration (154)
Missing any regression variables (55)
observations without date for percentage of major shareholders’ holding (145)
ETC(observation with outliers?, impaired capital, net loss ) (19)
Final sample 758

1) included the observations with changed fiscal year
2) top/bottom 1% of variables
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1)

<Table 3>2 F2 W
Wl CARS EAA o=
M

<Table 2> Descriptive Statistics

Mean Median Std. Dev. Minimum Maximum
CAR -0.0037 -0.0021 0.04241 -0.0029 0.0316
UE 0.0954 0.0194 1.7467 -11.934 15.0824
NAS 0.0651 0.0000 0.14% 0.0000 0.7069
FI 0.0014 0.0034 0.0771 0.0002 0.0963
yés 0.9175 0.9007 0.3925 0.7504 1.1021
M 17.634 17.089 1.8451 16.054 27174
A 3.8631 3.004 1.3183 1.0053 8.3274
B 0.9503 0.7583 0.4053 0.2943 2.4326
DE 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 1
Wol Aol UE=(97| 7570 Y775 70! Y)/ Tl NAS=B|ZAA B2 H 3=/ F 0, FI=7] %
=R ‘Jﬂf, B=A A= 8, M=log(ZIT7TxAI7}), A=FALFFI7}R/ HE TR 27713,
B=X / PSR IR ?—/%X/v’:“/ IR, DE/M=92] 9] o] S0l 1, 78x FoH 0

ATBHAAE B AIE A A G

7t
Frelg o
Atk o]ol wha] B} HEE 9 1% ForTolA ()9 AaddsE 2a Jde A=
yelukth, w3 AN S"HWSE = Ut FE EAA oS 1%l o BuAds zb
I JAARE UESE NASE EAA Aol SAsHA Edth. v @A H 29 7|4 H A2
FAASE 5% FwolA FHe AHAdS Zta v ASE e, o= HIZFARAH] A
2 B9 1994 4% 24kl UE B AT T4 AgHen AAshe 45EA
205 ol
<Table 3> Pearson Correlation Martrix of the Variables
CAR UE NAS FI yés M A B
CAR 1.000
0.078
UE 0.021 1,000
0003 0.005
NAS 0.876 0.265 1.000
0.231 0.101 0.076
£ 0.000 0.000 0.037 1.000
-0.237 0.210 0.001 0.000
s 0.000 0.000 0.743 0.634 1.000
-0.256 -0.089 0.395 0.176 -0.276
M 0.000 0.045 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
4 -0.007 0.005 0.563 0.002 -0.098 0.476 1,000
0.653 0.462 0.000 0.108 0.011 0.000 ’
B 0.025 0.004 0.175 0.000 0.035 0.143 -0.361 1,000
0.078 0.265 0.000 0.784 0.043 0.000 0.000 )
1) A3ATE dojs ATl B Y FA = pAhY(FSHE S
2) W9 7*4 UE=(%7] 7% a0] -2 7] 7579 9)/ 577 NA = /7“}HH/*£T/+£’T, FI=7]9] 5
G H, B=A A X, M=log(FF T 7TxA7}), A=GAFREI}7}R/ B ETR 22713, B=1HE&
TR YRR B E TR EA S IFR], DE/M=90]9]o] &0l I, JE*Z/ OLE/“# 0
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<Table 5> Regression Results on the Full Data

Modell Model2 Model3
Estimate t Value Estimate t Value FEstimate t Value
int 0.251 5.34 0.315 4.78 0.521 9.67
UE 0.071 3.53 8% 0.069 3.81 sk 0.074 4.1 7 sk
NAS 0.002 1.50 0.002 1.56
FI 0.078 3. 72k 0.064 3.51 sk
NASXFI 0.096 6. 793k
B -0.008 —2.45%:%x% -0.009 —2.46%%x -0.008 =211
M -0.084 D16 -0.084 =D.15%:%x -0.079 —4.01 %
A -0.000 -0.26 -0.001 -0.93 -0.000 -0.92
B 0.001 0.26 0.001 0.45 0.001 0.98
DE 0.001 0.54 0.000 0.15 0.001 0.23
F value 10.69xx: 15,823 16.34 %
Adj.R’ 0.069 0.072 0.076
VIF 4.00 5.23 5.46

1) WMol Qo) UB=(57)F 0] -1 7] F 550 )/ 77} NAS=H ZAPA i 25 7/ F1 7, FI=7]9]
Y7, =AY A%, M=log(FY T TxA7}), A=FILYGPIPIR/ BETF L7715, B=%
ETA RGP EETAZAGIIA], DE/M=0]9]o] 2o]H 1, 2%% FrlH 0

, % skx denote significance at the 1096, 5%, 19 level, respectively
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<Table 6> Technology Industry .vs. General Industry
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Model4
Estimate t Value
int 0.369 4.78
UE 0.070 40033
NAS 0.001 0.67
FI 0.079 3.95#:x
DXFI 0.048 2.31 %%
NASXFI 0.093 518k
DXNASXFI 0.031 1.78x
5 -0.009 =212
M -0.079 —4.03sk3k%
A -0.000 -0.36
B 0.000 0.51
DE 0.000 0.26
F value 14.16
AdjR° 0.084
VIF 8.11

VDUE=(97]F 57019~ 717 G20] )/ 7L NAS=H g~ R4/ F 07, FI=Z| 8855, =A%
HE, Medog(HYFH7xA7Y), A=FAPG PRI L EF RGP, B=id ARG B EFA
A E7FR], DE/M=0]9]o] £o]¥ I, 28X v 0

2) *, *x #xx denote significance at the 10%, 5%, 1% level, respectively
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Lakonishok et. al.(1994)2 57 7]# ¥4 (fundamental variable)9} 7] gG71x el @ Aol &
F AT AASE mE AR AAJAE BA s Y BAVINE ‘=2 BAG

F/H(good state)” 2} “v}¥ 7 A AEl (ba

B AT =ye ZIdEgA Ak 47 s A9 2 A g8 dsew s
AREA o] FIHA A ES Qe Ha, A7 HY o]y gk F el Ee wE AHEA]
Z ukgo] mZEAbAH 29 7] #HHge S & AR #HdEr] Wi o] tH(Fama
and French, 1997).

whebA] AT AA FHE 20109 5597 AES SASE 200749, 2010 2 2011
Ws  “F2 AAE(good state)”= 20081, 2009 1]l 2012WS SFE 7)7EQl “upud
AA el (bad state)”= 38 ThD

<Table 7>°l A€ EAAI}= “F2 FAZH(good state)”s} “VE ZI A4 E (bad
state)”e] FI A2 3 AA G Alolo] AFol(F, good state=0.014 : bad state=0.068)7} &=
stk ARG A7Igwol] wet Al tig Tt ATE Aol F des HAFE

HAZFS7 ol th

53], A ~eh 714 al e A AR (MSXF) Wae ARAIG A 71dE 7

oM 2HEA ¥ AFEY w2 HAAFt FAA FeAHE B Fa e, ole

04
H
Sk, e FAA 2 AR AagE 2D

1) 2007355 201297HA] 57145 Fole v 2.

A w 20074 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
BN =
°enT f 1,712 1,529 1,429 1,764 1,983
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<Table 7> Good Economics State .vs. Bad Economics State

Good State Bad State
Estimate t Value FEstimate t Value
int 0.167 1.85 0.456 7.47
UE 0.101 3.67 %% 0.046 4.45%%x
NAS 0.000 0.84 0.000 0.92
FI 0.014 1.78 0.068 3. 78k
NASXFI 0.007 0.56 0.86 6.673x:x
B -0.003 —2.56%: -0.008 —4. 275
M -0.068 =401 %% -0.012 —2.46%:
A -0.000 -0.27 -0.000 -0.41
B 0.000 0.15 0.0012 2.15%x
DE 0.000 0.16 0.000 0.27
F value 11.56 17.15
Adj.R’ 0.061 0.085
VIF 4.82 4.62

DUE=(97]7 550277 550] %)/ 77k NAS=uJZAM =57/ 807, FI=] Y87 =45
2%, Melog(FGF475A7Y), A=FAG AP 1 EFARGRI], B=i EFA LGV B ETFA]
413713, DE/M=0]¢]o] o]l 1, 255 Q¥ 0

2) * *xx sk denote significance at the 10%, 5%, 1% level, respectively
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