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The Effects of Presentation Format of Accounting
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H, AT HHR By FE/ JA AL ol Eut ABIHRERS T M
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1) Robert Libby and Barry L, Lewis, “Human Information Processing Research inAccoun-
ting: The State of the Art,” Accounting, Organization and Society,1977, Vol.2No.3,
P. 245,
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BRUEE7F shte] B A 2dolzbs Aoleh,  olef3l 71 2xAl} g FAE
Foll Al QI7H BAEEK (cognitive style)2 AR HRERA 2B Hisot BES o
dlshe ol 83 Aoz FaEso got 53] Rkl d A2 ARERER
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(information set) (judgement ) ( predic tion /decision)
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A3 SAE A gittime) KRPE (SR, 2T, FA )9 wRresd &
50k & (cognitive structure) &= BERES K 93-S v A/ ? SRRE
AR G mAckal 9o F e 22t oA, vkt JFE v X 27

A7 =l gl o Fol F Al FFolA AEE b KK (contextual char-
acteristics ) o] oja} Aukals} HWHHE TAl ol = B3l GEHEH o] 229 =
Aol ol g RMEGTTES] BEMS A Ak TR Ao g GiHmRY REpEE
i ME Sl e B2 A3 Aol ek oL THAoR HitEES 42
e REARRBOTEDE &3 ol 249 BRBHERE} MAE F JdotE RS 9
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2) Robert W.Zmud,“Individual Differences and MIS Success:A Review of the Empirical
Literature,” Management Science, Vol.25, No. 10, Oct.1979, PP,966-979 .
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Ao Eamgol BERERFEGUERLE)A v X = o S Sirstast gtch, 7A
o2 %3ty gnﬂiﬁ%/&/] F8 ¥l £HF R (representation format)e} F
MEFHREEARY FouT RafEs FIAEY BREEREGERE) °§
e o2 =4, oFe “l At o gA deh 2HE-3t=x o] R AREERS
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%9 ¢ #E7t BRRER R TS v|d A%, A dd o Fahs Aol 48
HIEMR ;jjﬁ'ﬁ( interaction effect) 7} F#ES+=R = 4 #75}2A} dlek,
Aol A X Hes HIS EHshd oS 2o

OaEitfE®e] REWE7 FIAEY BREERE o= A HE
Qg HERFAEY RAME BERER L vHE 93 K@
@EitHke RBpEY FIAZ RalEe] HEFHDE S

olebzhe MEHEMS HAM N — 1 — 304 HA3 4 742 & EEH (u-
I hypothesis) H,, H,, Hy7} BEiER s wzxd Aol

3 HEel KHE
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oA T JE HBREHEB L (laboratory experiment)S FF sl o}

BBl H7Heh §ibsE (subject )= 4 EHIAE) RBE 2 @38 gy 49 2
KERE HLBE EBRECRA 22249 HEHOIY, ol HRESC LmMEAR
-t # (embedding figure test : EFT)E E3lo] 6{f HEEmOD SHrEe &
Bol Arlotslet, #BREES) BEREMBRS &FSREELH A9 (randomized
block design)o] o},

BRESIAN B SEHEER, BAHEE 2 $2 MBLE S gimgs)
2 2o AR A7 KBE o £HEHYon o] SoAE FojA HHI FIHEY
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of e AYATE AYAY o 2A LW TaMERtEe] N o =g
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Aol sl Ajlxte Ramse 587t BmmoZ 2AF 2 9} 9

A, A AelA Fodwl g TS A AND MBLE, B SEHE
£ 4 BAHEE Bitoh Baslds Aok ol ol ol MERM
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Eal B Aol $&% Zoldh, 1 K FEES JdAE BRERERE A A
BES A 82 ok @it oA AREHREEHRE @it g BA
pEe Bt FE 9 HEA AL #F 2 dw qredAE AF7A o] FoA
AR HEREF ] BaAM RS A= Aeigdd, gad AEER, Fim BR
RETHEY, RAER § 7t B3& Tz FLSt a7 FitelAd o
wEk BHRE 2z A i skaA gstoh ol & st WA @itel ARHHRE
HBRS HEMBES 49 oA g,

2. RagRe WE

1. BAHER (comitive style) o) W B4

@EHB HEolA GAAH WA ATSL WEREY B Bolz Aztel BE
BEBRgel B3t J1 Aol MBS ®orstE ol ok @Rl S A Ao 25
AAA AR AN o] T ohFA| @okth zel} A2 AFEL o &
A, BAERY ZRo| 7% JAAAGHL AusHn Aok o2 AT A
A2 A2 AEHNE A4S Bolw o 7 o= Felolit oAAA aAR
© REEHE AT vlFa A2 22n QX dae] Ha ZEA A
o] @ F-o]2kz ol a5 o},

Kige B b 23] elsl slo) oluel, MEME - AT Yoz 2= 2
o] Bhstcta dheh w QI ot HSLdo] gloo) FIEEMY] & « ALK
2 $EAHQUA HET & gt

KEGS) 7« HAEBRE AR 02 758 3 Aoz Fdd %o Kigs =
Y, RAVG, RER, ST PHoR Fa= g } , BREE B oaie, B
B, R e s A E sAdd oty o)

B4 B # % (electro encephalo graph:E.E.G.)ol|A=, S5 MM
Hol4 B 2 Sehgets RIES Hol . My TASARKE 9o v a
dolg o] #RIES ¥.olohx i) s)

ol MIBEEM O WelA 2. ST ojn §1%o] © o] AHLHE AL =

do}h, 2o FaHES RE-S % DERolA Zeglo] Watm o o] AME ol

A EFHE A5 5w FAE XEh Z A7 TANA & oheRS
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3) Robert Libbz and B.L.Lewis, “Human Information Processing Research in Accounting:
The State of Accountiong,” Accoun ting, Organization and Society, 1982.p.231.

4) W.Taggart, D.Robey and K.G.Kroeck, “Managerial Decision Styles and Cerebral Domin~-
ance: An Empirical Study(I),” Journal of Management Studies, 1985, P.190,

5) D.Galin and R.Ornstein, “Lateral Specialization of Cognitive Mode: An EEG Study,”
Psychology, 1972, 9, PP,412-418.
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Aol AbEste] wbA 54 EtEIA 24T F 9
T AT HEEL RAFRS 5 2ol o] s fPoz THsn

gnh

A

Cung 2 A& HAA o2 jmigsls EEA BT #30, SNz fE
Ste BER Hio R EHstgch’) Witkin & x|2h3) #elste) B EER S Bl
Birflo 2 E4 3t eh? Kagan & mIERRIS 44780 HEMHS BiFsloil, 2y
BBttt AT stk Wb S4TH BMREY FiR o2 FE5x 9l oh8) Huysman
= BT Rel wetA 54w/ Fel 28 Aoz FE5H ) Mckeeney 9+ Keen
<= fEWEES] Ado A My, BB RO R FEIy HEHEY JdAE
EBK MR R 2 TR 10

77| 5y ke #t@Bo) 9loh, Henderson 3} Nutt = Jung 9 “ &% ”,
Mckeeney 9} Keen o] “{§# %% ”, Driver 9} Mock 9] “{F#o & "< 7ro =
oAlA siHsts et = Jung o “ZIE7”, Mckeeney 9 Keen o “H5##F{g”, Dri-
ver 81 Mock o] “MEIE B” = 1A 2 Aol A Mz 9k

ofgh o] MY F dvkw the-F o] HAmT 4 YL AoT AzE

Jung o} “EBM” O Witkin®] “URULKAR”, Kangan9] “BIHEY”, Huysmano)
“Frel=E”, “Mckeeney 2} Keen® “@E#if”, Robey 9} Taggart 9] “A4PERAYg:
EBH”, Driver9} Mock® “##&#y”, Mason# Mitrof f ] ;‘Eﬁf‘éﬁﬂ@”f"} e
Kl A BHTE F 9o, Jungd “REM”E Witkin®] “HRR Brhy”, Kagan
o “Sr#7Hy”, Robey 9} Taggart®] “E4BREY : S #7HY”, Driver 9 Mock-ﬂ“ﬁ%fé
37, Masons} Mitroff o] “R5 45fM” o 2L KA HA=2 4 9 < Aol
ol gt MUkl E7otn 2o FE HEES #adtdE REE A ZTAo)
2 B3 Ao R FEH 9

2) BRRESES Hi HE

BREREES #thol = o8] 712 BHot o B A Fo A A HHEsS #

6) C.Jung, Collected Works: Six Psychological Types, Princeton University Press, 1970,
7) H.A.Witkin, C.A Moore, D.R, Goodenough, R.W.Cox,” Field-dependent and Field-indep=
endent Cognitive Type and Their Educational Implications,” Review of Educational

Research, 47, 1977, PP.1-64,

8) J.Kagan and N.Kogan, “Individual Variation in Cognitive Process,” Carmichal’s
Manual of Child Psychology,l, New York, Wiley, 1970,

9)  J.Huysman, “The Implementation of Operation Research,” Wiley Interscience. New York,
1978,

10) Mckeeney and Keen, Harvard Business Review, 1974, PP,79-90

11) John C. Henderson and Paul C.Nutt, “The Influence of Decision on Decision Making
Behavior,” Management Science,26, April 1980, P,373.
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%o RantER (cognitive style) #E 2 FiHsle Ad ¥ o n s o vl ) S
AR R A 28 o] EEBR#EsT 2o

1) e R 1&7&*

s (personality)o] gt FIZES =& A4S wHstd = Aletubd dobslyd o}
DEBW A “HEfg”olzt Mgl et 2 HBAM wEel A 22 4EIAAE
st 9w 12

ddA oz 44 54 Aol Askd Ale] sz gl dukH el B
1 oletm ExEh 3 Aol xd RBEY F4°] F99 7} (what a person
thmkS) 5 BEY A% (content of thought)? o adgl Zlo] A o)}

gl amERolat Melel BEST mEstE AR = HHES B, WK, &

B9 EEStE k15 2wk Afolo] ojw wha o 2 Al zbet =} (how he thi=
nks) & Abze] W& R oE BEY B £ Bk T o] g o] Wkt
ol

(2) & FHuagEXy Es

dAze ZAA Rerge AANA EHEREE BOAW BEERAY EER LA
A% ohe mol ol vt a7 @ Adle AAQ AYe dn dn A4
2 AbEe] BERK] ou stotm W £ Aok Bl RFEEET AES
fE @Rl FAEITCl s = B#SA 2719 Fad Ad F7F dEst 84, 29 &
Qe ARAo2 A7s AL §AL T8 AL Aol MHdtold EHO)
REBES MRS BiEet MBtslol glon RrkEE o Mo 27 HHz 9=
fE&o] o7k (what is believed ?) 3he Zol AHA R YA e} 16)

o 9pzrol 3 AMelol 27t FUe MESFEY, 27t 7HR BEE (attitudes) V) g
& Cbeliefs o] F521 7k (#48) 3= A3t 27h o9 Mo Abm shsh (A
R Abolell = #m3k FHo] & AHolxh

12) ol & o, AAAe, WEAL 1983, PP.18-42.

13) S.Budner, “Intolerance of Ambiguity as a Personality Variable,” Journal of Personality,
March 1962, PP, 29-50.

14) Herriot Peter, Personality, Methuen Co, 1982, PP.121-123,

18) Richards Lazarus, Patterns of Adjustment,McGraw-Hill 1976, PP.32-34.

16) Herriot Peter, Op. Cit,
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1. #HO EFXL RAKXE

1) BEe] BE

o] ATolA sz A= FES MBc #FMe HIPS (human information
processing system) ##l o 2 B E] HFE3c} & HA (input) —EH (processing)—
i Coutput) o] EAMEEN A HAY ERS BB ERE Eid oud I
E Zte=x 7 83 Aok, oS = sy F%ﬁ%A(information set)
of #tEd B 542 BRERERES ouidt BtRE ztvkst= &L ﬂ‘:}

At o7 WHWMESS HHE Jehis BEKY %@?4 E4E e = Hg
gl 7IAZ SEE Tz Jor BRAERE 94 A8 7 kol o5 7] r’}
2 BEE Jehold 4 gD

2 =Fe TolA FE3 #HEE et HRESY FESE XKBEME
ok HEe AR BTl A RAEE (cognitive structure), 7213 BRRER
REY 5 BUEHENES B2 et
2) BEO| HaH &

(D By # 8

BEREE FIAE O BERERE BHF#EK B L 3= Hyean 28
e W GitiEHRe REAPES o) £ AMlA EAHST RamEso ok,

KBRS GifE® £69 Bl Jehls U424 7199 A48 AA S
WIE - Giskar FEHHRE FIHE A ADshe FAA RAFES Brdd A&
A gaEtE®Re XEBER] BE (), N2¢ TR FA 2 JE 9
Heol ez, == Ao o3t Bk e TAPE So] ol #Esch RF

ezt AAZ o] S BEBE JFE vHz Qoks AL Bo o FA T
A A R AR gitEwRe] REREE FIRE RWERME J¢e
ol gtz Jd s F83 W shboloh, B o TFelA P gitiFEe]
ZHYA £ IAARE AR KBS =E o Zg 54T wet 2y %
A B PRI Exdoh oo ZERESEE | kot 2 EHE (one di-
mensional two factor) o2 viepd £ ek webA 2 o FollA] o EHBIH RS
€ A—3t gftFHRE <AV 2 =2 T3] wel 2 k¥o] ZHHE e 7

17) Robert Libby and Barrx L.Lewis, “Human Information Processing Research in Accounting:
The State of the Art,” Accounting, Organization and Society, 1977, P, 247,
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o},
= Shbe) BuBKEY RaMEs ARHRRES N BANS g2 515t
£ RS F28 5ol Qubd oz AR F2E “de HAY HHSS o
B 7R we 2 FAAIE HAIY £47 ol m FHATI o) 2 oy LA Zo)
stabE AMRREe] 7] dlEAl e e wmE w19 2 whed 2y R4
RERB = %20 (multi - dimensions )& 71| 7] o) Fol] 2 ol Fojl 4 9] S47HA]
et AAF2ATE U & AT Yoo} goh B dTolA amhEsE g
*ﬁfﬁm—@ﬁﬁm 2747 FFoz FRIHEL 1A Ao wxLot
714 Aolsls ZEAY AR A Yo BAMEEE MBEH  EEEE
ol 28] QA B 3 st B FolX GIHHR ol A EEPT H ol
B3 ARE BT § I Bat = B A®S oulsi
(2) e B s
GEHEE] RAMBY FAEES RakEt 47 92 222 d wo)s =
Aol A ol £7e] BERERE} ol @ o] & vhepll A7) S} g fio]
£ A7elA ®RiEd HRmE ) webd FIF%S BEACRESHE & B
B, EREPESEY Raksemne] BRSNS oo
2ot oA AFE ubsh o] MERERBEEE MEe] B By o
A Qe e c} Libby 9} Lewis AA A4S 3A 4o B QERES
o e vrn A B oA HatE, 3 (speed), EHEH:, w27 (res-
ponse biases) ¥ BHMEEH o8 FH3lm 9 }20
Heba] B ATl BN BEREREE BNEH KT WA RKEW
o kgl wet o) 83k B R A BEE BES duh) &S
©7H) AES Gl e deg Aghe olog BRRTREY Ao Bk
79 AR o et MM EmMEMAS wast: Aow Aed Aolgh
3) B HE
K WS AMIfEREREA ZH o] REESHE 2 713 TR3 #MEE BEdld 25
Aol HEMMAES SHstaA do wepy o =Eo @ giHMmHY ZygyS
SHEA St AFE AP 2o W} o] SRS WK WERCRES} gme u
=, @ F—3 gitEEst Tz deies o) 8 WAL AR o2

o

18) H. Schroder, M, Driver and S,Streufert, Human Information Processing, Holt, Rinehart
and Winston. [nc., 1967, P.4.

19) 1Ibid., P.2. :

20) Robert Libby and Barry L.Lewis, op. cit., 1979, P,247,
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of wet BRRERR MR Vehtex, @ giHH KR AEE
o A ET A2 BuMR Aoz BERERREN FES v|X =4 22 HE
fEA Tl BERERKR PES v A4S #¥ske AL F23 Aoz dx
et &, @EtEwe] KBRS FIAES R web FIHEY BABRER
Roll Aol 7k BAS A S BERS Sl AFTo2A Gittmrt FAEY BAH
AAA A FE347] A e oJgA KBi= ok el SAAR HAMS R
7] A A= ol Sk RamkE S oA EESoF stertE ®ESt A
St Aot

wepA Z Aol gl AT i 2 BR(H, H, B2 &®3d
.

AE7F FIAE BRKERRS HolE(xAHE xdd
BRERRE 2
135 AEsE FolA of HHAH HagiE] FHEt &

H :z#3iZz %9

fEd ot ol &=

H, :35Ys pre= I
DATHT A 01%1} Atolof BEHREREE 2Tt

Hy 1% B Raidrt #Estod o] 4319 BEREREA =A<
MEFR YRS 31‘4.

€
=

Hy, Hy, Hy= H7he] Ao oe e BEER ol oehy ERER of
o #EHE ATl o8 el At B dFolA A Wzt Whe
wFEE = Zlol}

2. BEFEY EED EHRFF
D AEHEY BE

NE R EFI% (HIP Reaserch) o] 5412 o] el #gest FHEWSZE
¥ERHY (exploratory) Y A& 27-3teh, o] 8] 3l #ERfy ZAbollo] EAAQl EkollE
E7oks HIPQA Tl glo] &R mES A3 WRAko 24 HEAXH® (field
survey ) B.th= E S5 (laboratory experiment)o] FEH) HHRFEC 24 o
AREE 2 ot 2L BREREC] HIPATS B75M=d A st yolais A
ol o,z u EREEERC WRERS S REES I HWAT = Aok
He HEA & E3t)

2 drelA e BEREERAES A9 2 BhE B AT Stz
st W 540 28H REy REt (internal validity) 9] SF 71 9 A 34
(external validity) 9] S7¥c}h 37] difolch A REMT AN REES A2 I
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ol A ARIc oA el Ay Sl s S 2niEe) R REN NS 4
v "ok RS BB 2T doR dolxht 1AL Ml Sl Bukst
o Alx el Adol 2olA sy BEMT MM S el ABEAE T A
o8 pEslolot @ FaAlolth THAEBTom Campbell o} 24 ol ity B
o] R M I5Aolnr $AH o7 QTHE HELRY Kol Hot Ao
AME AFE 24y o 24 BHREERS Aot o Ao AuE g
HRO BERES Q%5 23 2o

A, A7AA Ny REHELS oA o] S st Refps|oof g,

A, BREERS A% s "5 e REMGS BmA7E SEN E
Re oo e mEme FREMGS ASs 543 & Aok

AR, BB Wl BRES BFS RED 4+ 9o

A, Rl el o Wizl BA S EE ERM KA FEE 4
2leh
2) EEHE

(1) HREx

HEd GRS BES I8 AREERS J3A AP A F HAE T
Bk 1Bk Aoz (1w 2 X9 o] EAEKEAE AAHNAL 2B
M2 EREERS A5 BEN ERETXE (23 3 DA 2ol HfT
= 9wk,

1A A ez AAd AJE8zd4H(EFDE A A5 2245 At (high
analytic group) ¥ AF-A43 Act(low analytic group) © 2 F-F317] &) A8 =
Az o5 2 Ackel] MBER, MBLE S G3HEHES <2, 202, £A9 2
AZo 37bx19] BHY NS ATegleh s Aol oa AP AL P o=
AFAEL At 2 ANOVARA O od BRBEES Jstch

@) BEBE

o] A8l 7=
2 FES F Y=

EEER mEtRE

MHHEES] HE 2 MBLES 5319 o REY &K
118 Z+% Aol ojof dhch o] EEol: TEABR A
£ D B 3,484 FollA HEE LA BAEEEY 263

®/ &

21) D.T.Campbell, “Factors Relevant to the Validity of Experiments in Social Settings,”
Psychological Bulletin, July 1957, PP,297-312.

22) 9A4d, “ A el dojA ok whEe) FA - A S FA22 AR B, A 184,
A 23 (Aug.1981), PP.19=32,
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e HAAAAD ol 5 AT Suiold Hiel 2 M HRE A%
rtz AW AFERA, obFA Ragle] APl B

P AT E ollsh 2L ol Rold AL MBHNE (LRAKES RAHE 3
o122 ATEA R A e 22 AL WA A

A, NPAZ BES FUEL pEAHE BWIEY BLY BIE) 443

|

g 7}211 Ao,

=4, EBRHR¥C] d mo W3 o] oz AAAA | A AelH,

A, o] o] A5 gy o7 (wealth) 3 4|71 glon] AHA R ¢
& st Aol o,

npx|ato 2 FEMOE AL HA 7] Aol kst o HY HY A
7t B o 2 Afel Hrtel Fobe AL 7] of gy W Feldt,

EFT (FY=d A4 EFTA S Yo 9% 2 29} (task) S o
- A4 sdAAgs AR4d | | (29 oﬂ%)j

AR EF

gAgre ndygHE A EERE Db AHe A=
2] (treatment) — (dax" o o Hy
e e e e A&ALY) H,9 ANOVA
HZ 5 37pA AAFE) Hg
¥
o] amad
o (pilot test )

<(aglz > BAEERERH (EFT &)

EFT 739 #4 S " #9=x ( median) 9] adAe BE(nE
@ EFT g4t A4 /ARAA e
{383 ) RBHR (M)
3) DA WREBEVERES] RE
) BagERY 58
ﬂfﬂw BEHA S B Aok o) AFIAE 38 Al AARYEIA
Hel B

A} (group embedded figures test) & AA3tgct, =z A3 A= ZAAQ
HHERS 71 A J E4 A A A G L SR Ao ® o E e
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l'ﬂl

ABF B Witkin?) So| Awdl Aoz, Balgh 13 o4 dsl
ol Al sted AMIS] MmBHEE TES] 98 Holc}h2d)

SEEAEYHAE R.H.Doktor & W.F.Hamilton %), E. J.Lusk So0] 79| 5%
S WESe S8Etko] = o2 A A59 5, I1.Benbasat, A.S.Dexter26),
David J.Otley =22} 3 Francisco J.Dias?" 5 .o &x}5o] 3|48+ o Foll4] A}
&5t ok

SHBABPRES] MEKE 3 3242 12 167) S I8 167 A=
W= Slon, FrEmme 1,08 742 10840t EEBEABEMRE 27}
gt A A RIS Tt 2 o)l 4L 2E ANARAS HHTM EREEEE,
2 ol5HE 9t ARAE EHHFA A AT TR

2) gitHH REpRsKe B8

o] Frotell A W7t REMBKES BA7] Sstdd, BERZH A HEKE
&3t (a true experimental design-the post test only design)g- i lisIich, wpehd 5
AR mIERI FEe] EESIc YA EREHY As 9] Ao <X
FAL TE37) A% £EMBABKKRES D%, 2 A7 wat BHA o4}
ARG d FA4HQ AR AR dr-olhdeh Ao Woksle AT /ﬂ]
Mo A AelsF Z 2922 £HY A0S 9 Yorat bo] L(gxPuto
e AEE e A 2 ol B () 2l ZE EX o] ukE A cho 4] ?3'%%—5

TYFEZ, o] AP L MR Frglo] o}

2 gl 342 A3 A% SEste] B, (E1> 3 o] A 25233

Aol F& & Ut

4 ERFEY EH

) BB FE (task)
ol Bincts s @A50] dlof & ERJFEL 107) LBA%E] 1979 = 5

£HE
:L%‘—%

23) H.AWitkin, P,D.Oltman, E.Raskin and S.A.Karp, A Manual for the Embedded Figures
Test, Consulting Psychologists Press,1971., Witkin, H.A., Moore. A, Goodenough. D.R.,
Cox .P.W., “Field-dependent & Field- independent Cognitive Type & Their Educational
Implications,” Review of Educational Research, 47, 1977, PP.1-64.

24) Edward ]J. Lusk, “Cognitive Aspects of Annual Reports: Field Independence, Dependen~
ce,” Empirical Research in Accounting: Selected Studies, Supplement to Journal
of Accounting Research, 1973, pp.191-202.

25) R.H.Doktor and W.F Hamiltion, “Cognitive Style and the Acceptance of Management
Science Recommendations,” Management Science, Vol,19, No.8, Apr.1973, PP,844-894,

26) lzak Benbasat and Albers S.Dexter, op.cit,

27) David J.Otley and Francisco J.Dias, “ Accounting Aggregation and Decision-Making
Performance: An Experimental Investigation,” Journal of Accounting Research, Spr,
1982, PP.171-188.
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CE1) d3gd 71y

ARol FHFPe | Hlol B Y zalz2 THY | g2 =Ze el
ol A 4 ? AR Ay 2 3dd" Ax
* < A - G 1 G2 G3
9 4 A G4 G5 G 6
Gl : sAl2 Hd" WHS Ot mowmdl oAy
G2 laﬂv‘j_i ” ”
G3 : zell=ob dol & (£A)E Hdd #HHE e Somd AdRw
G4 A2 Xy" AXE e E517a9e ARG
G5 laﬂ.ﬁ_i " "
G622 xR BHE ARE v ESWH JIAAH

1982\ = 77}2191 47) SAAES] BSA BEHEE 2 HANEE, 2oz 78

Aol MHLES Un, Azkel s1qdo] 198309 E 19854 Atolo] K AUAE
BASHE Aotk 1048 EsaRFols 442 19834 ye 19859 Abolel 4
S5 7ljel 5707 £ sieh

SEEUBNE HRREOD AT Wbt g Ah el Zo] DA AT FHsol
4 %9z, iDIA AN REHS Bobshid 488 SR, i) 7
W e E B B A AT E0E Adel D+ 97 A%
o| £}.28)

Y AE TGl ANY A, AN FE Aol AP A& H Y

% ¥ol: o HES A
O XM Kt EFE
Beaver = 719l 43t WE, MLEHGETRE, T, EhkRel T WAE S
o Bages EHetn Qe

gt

Elam-2 B %2

A MEEEME B8t FHE TAST BR HE

#: (Federal Bankruptcy Act) o]l olAs) A 3|AtA e A&

Ae& BEMGH 928 A == was

B

A, [ A o

ol b el

=z
=
Kol o
2 X7 oTT &

WEL¥CR =

TES HEES By
#otz 9ok

28)
29)

Cornelius, J.Casey, Jr.,
William H. Beaver,

op. cit., P.37.
“Financial Ratios as Predictors of Failure, Empirical Research

in Accounting: Selected Studies, 1966, Supplement to Journal of Accounting Research
4, PP.77-111,

Rick Elam,“The Effect of Lease on the Predictive Ability of Financial Ratios,” The
1975, pp.25-43.

30

Account ing Review, Jan,
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& 7oA Elame] Ao wtet 19854 109 A, dFEAANLxo £
5 %W T BHEkE ¥ AEES LEsE A HEY LBl
Add A BEEAF AT TARY L BEHSKEE Tl Jdd A
19EE Aoz Aot

@ BExpxd BF

g A1 AR ge ML MEHETS At BE "o sl
et vIRelob ghet WA g 719e AAY H oleh wlset Asslx ke
e FEI Adeta G 7Y BEkre FA—¥Ee FHEC R o of
drhe TAT BREMAEC) BRS L SHEALS 2t oA BESMT )
ToE Aofok dtrbs F o] gin

[e]
T ATl s SYPE AAFRAFoR A e S AAsig
A 712 A Gl et 82 ~'84w Alolo] A x| EE FEEE
°f | mME&l vhed ¥B F 5 RBT MESE ST Asisx
B 1Ye “RBEIHE” A9 EEmES | web 19859 109 &) sy st
143 SFAFTols AR 7b4 w5 A9 5AS wEsgdg. 2 oo
A" 10 $21 (5D A 719, vhei =i Assln 22 7]d)e &/
GAA FAAZ B Aol web AA git4 e Solekx Sn A—JiAE %
Alstel 2t AR AEolAl EREECR A Fsha o)
AA e sabe g 3o
a7 Z 2 A %’&%X](D) (824 )
HoE s A )
°F & 4 <dE) : +RA(©O (824 )
A A F D dedd) (82 Al
A 5 A A® : AFENG (839 As))
*AqA = A A" Aol =, U E A e
e ol = Aol o,
® EBRFEEY fFR
HAGAA FolAl= 107 BE7IAS i@ BastEss wige 2
E MEHEEE dste] A= o Ve dAdBEH HJLLEL P
8 F AEF g
BAMFES MHLEL olde dFolA o] &3 AFul&e V122 AAHH
o, ZHE o] g0 wWEg £olA A THE o Lyl gow Ay [

BES FASGT AGAoA AFD AT S WA, EEkE, A,

AL HE 19854 109 7%
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REAFRE, BEADEZE, GRERMEE] 67|

aNE dAeR AT IAABE HAHZE, £ A, A Fu L BF
Zd 22 EA H¥e WAN2ZEE pie-chart 2 Eddm, Wig £
Al4bAE 1M Jarett 7F AFof A o]g3le] £ S A2} Yl 2HZ Ao

Fd3t ot
@ #HBEAN BAEY FEHFESY P

AG A el Al Aul &L A ATl ol o™ F)7he) A& A ATk EA A}
A 7)€l e}, Libby o} Zimmer< ]glo] Ashsir] A 347t MBLES #R
A5 3, Casey: 719 4fr 3WdA- 445309 v g ®RshEohI2)
2efv} Casey o] 727+ Libby 9 Zimmer o o F7Z3Y % BEmEs) 2
| WEbgtesl, oo Hdte] Zimmer & Casey 7} Eﬁ%ﬂ: 2 Ay 3dd .
4dd . 5dHe Ag A Ao FEF 999 ¥ dokw v gt Yo
o] o) Ao vl Fo, B dAFelE 7ol *J_JH szl A 4dziel
BHaES A At

(2 HB=E L9719 #H

RAEA T E537] A3 SEBABTERES YA Helst A 7HE o)L
st o e NHAH oZ AAF U A A AEA e HdREL 24y £
Aoz Addel Bmats, FAlol FAE ol Ao HAd AL HE R
AT FoE WIAA AZ dHEer) Zebl FoEd AP HEM 9

(%

¥ 2 & 95% EAsyc

w3k hsd @ wEE B3E o7 9o EMEO EREES 94 4¢ E
Hoz HYFozs oo w3 EML Brikstdcl

AW AR S FHE B HAA RRABS WA Do} 2ebe B

of Ae¥ BHE EF EME,
sAstoz Agdel BE Soz BEN e AL AN dd4 Asw 7

3. ER mEMRIHEESY HHEESZ

1) WER |
2 A mEMSE o $T AYAHYS REshyl Astel miEmel HHA

.

23 A4 E M2 BifE% (pilot test)% A3 5k,

31) Robert Libby, op. cit., P.152, 9} 1. Zimmer, op.cit., P.630,
32) Cornelius J.Casey, op. cit., P.605,
33) 1. Zimmer, op. cit., p.620.
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dl vl ZAbo Al AR W &2 T2 R

AR, dol & (A o2 B AES 2= FA o2 33y HuAl A
o] W&o Holzk vt ME.

4, 22 FAo 2 A3 HEUKREK, BERIFEES I AAA 54
BoBE oo W HERS /e A9 RE.

pilot study v AEZMKET A3 7|2Fo]lz HHRHI A8 4% A A
o]z, pretest+ HERIHELS] FamR, FamT TAAH AA = 55 g 2Alerk
2) BB mtko] 3t B EE

A9 AA H A Ao A BarBEo) RBEH Aol REWGRE HIds
St7) Sfste] A o] EErEE HEsk o

AA, EEBABEKEES Ndd Asoldt 58L H7shr] 93k Aol oA,
SA RS TES A Aolgte AL FxFoEN FEALES BEA
Atk

A, BBBRAA PG HHolIelE ofw JRE EAA Yousd T
k4t (demand characteristics)-& 23519 o),

3) METEEAE

B BEve 24 H8 A2 EE wed wks T 58S (two
-way ANOVA) 5 AH&stel Sl (SAAEY RBREY RAER) 7 T59
TEFHEA 1A o] FAALE FoAA JFE v AE e A
wetd SESHTel old REMESMEY RA%E SEUL #5EY EERERE
#FES drbt APl To 2 FERL o AEJAY SHEH Bk ol
49 ZHolt},

V. BB BRI GHRgE

1. %9 #RY BRI
1) $BBEAEVGEE &1

ERE ER BZMY BHRESS FOEENE ESY 93 1k ERoD &
ABERHEE? & A5 BAEFMEE M3 EEBRE e 26340 i

39) A s AAE Y8 AR, AAud 52 Consulting Psychologists Press, Inc.,577
College Avenue, Palo Alto, California 94306 8] “z ¢l 3174} @ AAubg o] 4 ol L& et
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ol oAl = EMBABEHKRETMESL Fol A o
CEBEAEKHESY AF3E 029 F 2>, (23 4)9 o,

(R2)> EMEBAEHHRE DMK

4 @ A4 4 v | Azds | A5 | F ¢ @ | A T @
Z A
¢ 263) 32 —20 8 7.99
ERE R :
e 32 9 16 15.25
A %A AR g
1) 7 —20 1 0. 98
OO A
o AESTE 8l AEAsE 329
@A ()
50 |- .
I
t
'.
|
0 ! I I
0 20 A4 (AH)D

(284 ) EMEABERE IXMSH

EHEABMGELH Prite 8Holn HRgEY F2 AFE LAY
A5 ZH4o4TH %H (high analytical group : HA) 0 2, FgtEcst @2 AF
5 deo APAEL &S £E (low analytical group : LA) 22 5%t ot
(¥ 4 ) oAep o] BARKMBERES HAic HAE JdFoz A
(skewed) e & Holw dwdl ol AdA Ak A Rumert o ES
R HERE H e dobe ARE uldiet oy YRS KEEeER ST
BT EEE K5 £EY FHEEE 77 15,263 0.8 2 £EG R
W SRS T80 HE T o

Sogtol ost ST FEoATH @ o= 1149, ESHTH EBHdx 11790
o, BEERET SAR(8AH) At AP 2WE RABESFAA B
= 9},
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RAREES TRE A% REEE e o BmeR mHsiol sk F
AL FURe AR o BUEMT Lo BME Moz YA BAMES ¥
Fohe Aol sl EEAAIE BAG, olB UL AL BUY AAT 4
e e ANRF Bxe) WERe 43 JIAEL BESe] AAFE BRE
S olut ol H@AY £ T3 A4 dohe TAS masl fe ok
A LEBESAA AAFE FFe did EFT AAET FHe EHBoR

Aol shEwb o] ESKES QX Fx 54 o) B AE 4 98 utE o
7b EARE . Hol S AR 28 & RS HAE &t oiul EFT A4E
2O o =A7hE o S5t Rk £mo g 3 Ayt Yo o Faok &
Alo] e,

2) BiRERSE

BEERS 349 g4 17 BEREmOE 3 1879 JPAE gatoz A
Astlet, B RBE{ERE R REPBEE o] £x1° RaoESK BEE
BUE RS AR Aol & kA A7)z 2}801 WA= AT BRERAREE AER
o AAAIZ AAE ez #Ei FERERESY £Ruo Sk o
obebA BB IS Hit, Rt @FHEHR WY Hitol Qo] F 938 S Ao| uh
A=A dskeh, = FEe Sl e A7 (208)9) WEHS Wote TA A
of WARA Askeh whebd Ao AASE EHREIHE 292 AAs] AP
o},
3 ERREET W IErEs

SEBABE KL A3 79 S5 £E (114793 E5T £m (117
)2 AR o8 A7 3AAF AN ® 6Ntz HamEYD
ol e}zte EEREMO H5MHol el AEMEERNER B3 FBREE 1AAAA
gl 374 F 227 olAde}, ol SolA Il oA FiHH EREERS A A
7t BRERS AP ASo] BT FE REQ LEMERN FEMS ( %
3> 7 7ol rebyte}

CE 3 )3 ol BHN BREBS ES MY £MEc A5 s <
2l Fold ASollE T4 22 BUERES Mol glow mwd vBAA HEAHY
BRER L5504 £ZBE B2 debdlo web §A8F A 7isl S e 2 gl

FEARE o BAEMRES dol Bl HHe ez AN E AR
frat moATH EEol A 7Y EA Jelde, dHol g o At AFE s

35) fE{F Bhttel 34 wEAA Aol e 3%, AAA A 4 6] oS Hek o
22 BAR Bihe A9 RamErits o S wisks] st A’ BER4 Ak
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#iey @l A 7 R deblz gt b AAA D] BRFEERY £

BREMMES Yol = £ES (Z 3)d A + 2 ZA3 3/ EREE| T} ol
AL @ FRAHEL FaEEs 2 EARY Ao 2 =g o &FtERot
Add o T2 aH=e] 9} go] B A AR A AT A ol &x] &
BRERRE Hob HFAZD & slom AFAA] o] &9 A¢  EHol &}
a2 AR} A AT g Z G AAE F AEE #BIRS)H
9
(E3 ) RREDF @t BAUTEREHE (F1H)
o A dol¥ (54) |2 . = | dlew zam| |
Arel Eddd A cy el I A
DEAH HIAF 6. 81 6. 97 * 7.51% 7.10
(HA) # 2 g ¢ 3D C 31 ¢ 37 111
B A (1.08) (1. 28) (1.30)
ALELIRA FFAL 6. 41 6.78 7.14% 6.78
(LA) S C 31 C 31 ¢ 3 (111)
EZ9 (1.30) (1.13) (1.55)
g A HFASF 6. 61 6. 88 7.32 6.94
* ¢ 1 ¢ 1% C 79 (222)
* A HE¥o =2 HERARE

i
>,

ol o} 3hA BwE7LY MEEADREE (E 3 A 9 Aor EAgg F 4
SALG Y] EXE bt A Ed s W (33 L THeA fFHT
of tHat g&FH T AlolS] HIF ERE %0}04 o Ao BEVE 23 /A 2o
W A5ALaIAE g Aoz BEdAt add (E 3 oA M) 3t (HA)
¢ (LAY a3k 2ol 0.40,G0) wig (HAYS (LA)S 3tk 2ol +0.19
(G+Def gt (HAY 9 (LAY i3k ol 037124 HFzk 2ol AEsE v
3 BT FY wdS Holx JoB Z ol L o) MAFANEE ¢t

-

2. RHR@EE
1) T # o #t (ANOVA) #R
RAoNA AHE uiel o] HEREBMS BRPERYE GRERL & WHAHE

36) F.N. Kerlinger, Foundation of Behavioral Research edt. Holt, Rinehart, Winston,1973,
PP, 249-252.
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| @k} MRS ZIREAC ek oS el geloh % F
B :} ﬁmﬁﬁ% o) slal 4 AQP TR Aol 7 HEHH O HEHIUA

HRBHE ws& =4 BT (two-way ANOVA) 9] A k= (E 4 deb 7
et

(R4 RREBKY —awst &t

4 E QA | El A4 & =% g| F @) radl g
(source of (degree of < (Prob.
variation) (variation) freedom) ( varijance ) F. ratio of F)®

F = 3 25,198 3 8. 399 5,105 * 0. 002

Ql A + & ( 5.838) (1) (5. 838) (3. 548) ** (0. 061)

243 (19.360) (2) (9. 680D (5. 883)% (0. 003)
A AL E 0,514 2 0, 257 0. 156 0. 856

Adg gz 25,712 5 5,142 3. 125 *x* 0. 010

ZF =} 355, 405 216 1. 645

2 B 381,117 221 1.725

* HEKE 5%l4 =0 FEH
w HEKE 1%lA =0 FH

(R 4D A BE uter o] RaEEsie) me ZH PSR 2474 o
TF 5% 10 %ol A o]l &5 el 3 9= nbw ol fBSE e BERERESK
(B ErEtE) o ZadE Sy - REVREEBIZ HEFEYES 4J zpo| &
YeEh 2 A Rtk 3l S @REY AR Aol 5 A" FE  RAME
3O RBAWEEHRS] e FHEY 6.7% EIste (o5 R2=0-066)ol 2219
BERER R FFE vlA e & WFFo] EAS AT Aok = #H
BMUT KBV EBHCT RAOBEBHI T ALY BERERR o9& 2 93
v e Ao vehta 9ot

oltgAl (E 5 ), (X 6>z BHFN BEREEN KL ERER
A R ET delste RHET o) o) F REAMEEET A7) REXREH
Bst=R & &gk Aol o

30D Pl % P Pr(F+) F(m,n) o 24 F*(AZEAZ) 7 AfrE mno FHRuc
€ Bgol fAFE alr} Fod JAY F Y AF71E0lh. N.H.Nie et al., Stati-
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(E5) DEMH MHEH(G,, G,, G,) ANOVASH

L A B S o T | ® 4| F & | Fael fo5FE
3 o 7k 2 10. 018 5.009 3.342 0: 039

A o v 108 161. 892 1. 499

5l ) 110 171. 910

(E6) EnHt EBREW(G,, Gy, Go) ANOVAHEt

o5 9 A A T = 5| 5 e 4 F 43 Fzke) o5&
A @ 7t 2 9. 856 - 4.928 2.750 0. 068
S 108 193.514 1.792

A Al 110 203. 369

CE 50, (E 6 )>olAg) o] RBFMBEE A 24 glo] &
EERS] REERE G0N £Ed e 5% FEKECD, EH5HH £E
A 10 %o HEA#EA M BYNF 2 Y-S &5 k. o8 SRS B
BRIEKR 287 REPES de|dogd FEMOZ B4 4 Jots AL 7}
A7)m zobd T Yo BREAERE vlRs o o] F8

I

¢

(E 7> HEESIO olazleM SA(2x2)

I

H o5 Y H | A FE il | 2 AL F * F3 o5
(squre of
variation) (d.f) (variation) (variance) (F. ratio) (prob. of F)
F 2 2 5.973 2.986 2. 069 0.130
9q A + = 1 3.270 3.270 2. 266 0.134
3 ¥ 3 ¥ 1 2.703 2.703 1. 873 0.173
AN 1 0. 432 0. 432 0. 300 0.585
AHd o g =}
= o
(explained ) 3 6. 405 2.135 1.479 0. 223
Z =}
(residual) 144 207. 838 1. 443
Fal P 147 214. 243 1. 457
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g, e Let Blol B2 o GHFHRE S AT EREES AL 2x2
$3 Aot 7S ANOVA | ~E3} Ax (B T >3 o] 93)8] BAkhisss
o) g@o| RBFREK LY o4 $A vehte T oWatel S MEFH HR=
obF AL Ao Yelgon, BF §oAQl FFol oAk,

2) fRE®mE

oo TollA @RS BB FIRAES] st wikel KApEI A4 #t
BB REEBNERE 93 o) A=A BEN dd BEER H,
H, 2 ZEsder] S3dsA4571e) MEFRABRT J=AE #E\ES7] A3
M H, 7F AAH A AAE BERR Hy, Hy, Hyol Hshe BBREKSS =
JLo 84 AT (two-way ANOVA) S Ed) 2 &S fSRE (% 803 2k

(E8) EBRAKERR

7t 4 2 4 4 % Az /A | o5 E
H, gA4pe sRRY. gazg4dn | A 7 0.003
Hoy ol gAel AAFx. AR A A A 0. 061
Hy Edge. AANFE, JARA 4 S 0. 856

ubeb A @EtERS REMEE o] 31 JAAA Aol o Fg v A w0l
o] &x}o] WA A A o] &3] BREAERFA 9 FE ul A= dFolth o
A gitiEwmel KA o] 219 QAR F=2 Abolo] MAEFHSHRE v A
2 yebdt & SAAEY T = o 1Y RakiEd e Ulilzl %
2 7i°1r4 o} 12 o] &2} WAL ) MAR KMo 2o b E HyEo] s
of Firtolets AL ofuglid

2y (E T AY 2ol 2|29 glo] && FA o S R e
e 2x2PA° (G4, .Gy, Gy, G ol H3F ANOVA -4 Ao ol%x}%ﬁl Frd
gl whet BRRE KR 493 2ol & el 4 vk A S HeFm
ek,

ol A4e BEMHF MRS Tt F&F L SHrEEHS HE F 9

A, sIA AR REHEEE) ol £ HAMEHKE: LY BH iEBE%OH
BFEHA 9FE uAdd

A, REMESES Bakssge 4353
o] &2 A AFxE TdYH o] oo 9

n”’- oo

ZHE BESA Ak ohekd
A ol A& A s E}
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MNAEAZ 2ol Hirkyol ehe LS HRMARES —F el

A, AR AdAvte] AAZAA ARt Fol vt ZH IR 2 L
2 AEE Axte] 4k A vhebge

o -2 Bk EE LS ol Biumelzte M-S 2o T & BE A A
= Holg WAl 2HZE AFteny HED 7 dde Fog AL 9w
dlA, ZE fREE Slol4 slol &3} 22 E 54
& A vepdoh o)l Ante o] &abFo] el ZR Folx fme] Ml B
hez A A AEE ol &3teory 2159 A AAA
Plgtet, &, ol &2 Alew el ZAH O o 2E HERT
o MLE ghofeta FobAd RS wolE ARR FH 3 53gE AE o
Stz Sleh zelvt olejgh A2 AR EEE, HH gk wE AgAEAAH A
olel] digh B} 22 A5 Fal ol FolFok & Aolrf

V. £ E

1. Wk ##H

o] HIeolA Fitel EEMRY ERAEES HEAAA AT HHS T2
o]l W& 4 gl

AR, 2HZE £HE GHEES BT BRAREEE do) (DR B
A ARE A Fure gApAA R pEAKHAEE 1 ErEs] Bwypsta e, =
gk Hlol & () za)| ZE Aol #®ARke BRMREE 7 =& AH%E
B Qioh 2 KRl vlAE EES #HiteR *ﬁ,anJOl o} oj#fdl R AHEY
T o] A3 ol Mo HRMRESE —Flo} 2P

4, 2TAAL AAEA A} AEAA AAAA AT = A LMBHEY E
mEdEe]l #EEHAIRl AN ZREZ B o EowmRl BRREX oAl o A vehdet.
ol B8l L X Fzol THa} o] H o Eﬂ%#%ﬂ} o},

AR, HHe FEEEY FanRSgE 45 BUMOR
< "R}

crﬂh

BRER R 4

tlI!H
o

stical Package for the Social Science, McGraw-Hill Book,Co., 197, FP.A%-433.
38) E.J.Lusk(1979), S. Moriarity(1970), D.Stock and C.J. Watson(1980) /&
39) E.J.Lusk(1979), !.Banbaster an A.S,Dexter(1979)"2 H.C.Lucas and N.R. Nielsen(1980)

2 S.Moriarity, op. cit.
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a2y AEAA] HEEEENA HolE (AR 18E gitFERE: AT
W A= o] wrolRI o}

2. HIREERS REE

DABERES A2 A AY o] &R0 BRREER 52 AMMRERES 08F
FozA gAAA S HA HEMES HEATIZA e =89 KBo|r oje &
S gitmHe FRRS XﬂJﬁM At FAAA HAHE ALE Fedl 2 AE
#l ool 7t gleta 3 Aol

olelgl BiFiolA 2 A7 HRMRE slAA B At st 4tk
A F83 RREES ®adteh

AR, BT Eﬂ%;ﬁ% e 38

RS KPR A 7o BERR, MBRE &
o HEERl EOHRES A 2t BRFIER S I od TR Reste
24 BH#EKRS] FAKE REYT F Ao Aotk ojzle olupd °J gEK A
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