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The Effect of Goodwill Amortization
on the Comparability of Financial Information

1] FRNER

Ichiro MUKAI

MXEER:

HADEEH#E (JPN GAAP) & EEM B L (IFRS) L oRICiE, KRk LT3 EF
GALEDH Do TNHLOH T, [ONADWIES] (2B 2 X5HLEIZ, F 312 JPN GAAP &
IFRS OMOEE2AEE LT, MEHBHROLBIT L) KR EEZ 5N b, KUIGEIE. O
NWADEHE DG Lo EE)S, IFRS LR &3E & JPN GAAP @ 43 & OB oM B IEHRO
BATREMEICE D X ) B2 RIZTOPICOVWTHLNIITH I L2 HINE T 5, W &IE,
HARD IFRS B EHMELE . 205 L FEZEM T, HiEEOFHM T 5 JPN GAAP BHMA¥ER X
va—uvGEs (EU) EEO IFRS M ®ETH 5, T id. EBESEHEEERS (TASB)
OWEET L =207 — 271285 LAtk ERT b L ICKFHIEILE 7 70 — F L RIF IR
kg7 7u—F% v, 2RO NAEHNE OMEREEESITSECTHW ST 5 FE%
BRL7ZTET VEREE L TITH o AL, HROSKEIHAHED IFRS ~OE & ORHE T, @
NA T REHILE S 2 AFHEEPDLENEPICONT, 1 20|EZITH Z LICHT %,

BXEE:

The purpose of my research is to examine the effect of goodwill amortization on the financial
information comparability. The accounting for goodwill is one of significant differences
between Japan GAAP and IFRS. As the result, the goodwill amortization would be obstacles
to establish the financial information comparability globally. I focus on IFRS firms in Japan
and pair firms that are selected from IFRS firms in the EU member countries and Japan
GAAP firms. I develop the analysis models that are based on “Accounting System
Comparability Approach” and “Economic Outcomes Comparability Approach.” I measure the
comparability of financial information of IFRS firms in Japan and pair firms between in the
pre-IFRS application terms and in the post-IFRS application terms. The results of tests show
that the amortization cost of goodwill does not decrease the comparability of financial
statements. This research contributes to give an evidence that Japan GAAP does not need to

revise the accounting for goodwill to non-amortization from the amortization.

MXFx—7—F ¢ EEYEREEE (IFRS). IFRS fEEEH .. ONAMEHE, LB
T F—"]— K : Comparability, Goodwill Amortization, IFRS, IFRS Voluntary Application
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2015 4 3 HkE F Tz, HARD a3k
D9 5 60 1S B # 5 2% (International
Financial Reporting Standards: IFRS) #%* {T:
EHMLTwA Y, 250 IFRS L& i3
. RS WIHE AR R IR B X OV e
BILETH L I Lh S, IFRS OMTEHEHIC &
% EIBE ) 70 B B G R0 LB B o 1) & v )
it % KO TS (ERIT [2015]. 1A [2013].
[2015b] & [2016a]).

FTATMIETIE, HARDOEENIFRS @ T
HZrIZkoT, HRDIFRS (EEEAMEL
g—0 v /X4 (European Union: EU) #4[E
O TFRS 3 23 & O O F 15H D T fe
P bk 55, HAORGE&EE (JPN
GAAP) 3 & O M oM B EHRO LT §E
BHIELTLHET LA EDHL MR- T
v % (i) [2016a] & [2016b]). JPN GAAP
L IFRS ORICiE, S FEFLMENDSD S,
ZNHOHTL, [ONADOFE] BLU 2
OO WIEFILE ] (2B B REHLESE L, 3
& A & # T B 4 (Accounting Standards
Board of Japan: ASBJ) 7% 2015 4E(ZAFR L7
151 [EE3E# (Japan's Modified International
Standards: JMIS) (2B T, IFRS ~® [Hl]
B XASMEIE ] Sfrb i TB Y., T SITJIPN
GAAP & IFRS O OEZE 2 AHEE LT, W
TEMOLBREMEZHZ )RR EE R 5N 5,

Z ZCAMZETIE. ONADEHEDF Lo
B A, IFRSIEE # A 4 3% & EUFEE o
IFRS B H DB L 1F JPN GAAP # i3 &
DM O F GO BRI &0 & 9 g
ZRIEFTONITOVWTHLENITEIEZHY
1) 2016 4E 7 HBAE T, IFRS #4313 86 £, IFRS

BT 31 2o T 2 (ARG FT 7 )V —
ZTHP L V),

85 235 2016 4F 12 H

E5 %o IHTRRIE. HAD IFRS tEE#EH
L, FNS LFE¥EMT, BIREOEMT S
EU #[E o IFRS # H &% B X U JPN GAAP
BWHEETH Do 5L, BITHIZETH 5 1)
[2016a] B £ O] [2016b] & O#EE %% 2 C.
B o2 B A& # % 3k & (International
Accounting Standards Board: IASB) O i &
TV — AT =7 1IBI A HEBTREEOERE D
CICEFHRE T S0 — T L RS Rk
7 70 —F %\, ZIUCONAEHE Ol
BEEPE AT TR B LT B 45047 T % ik
L72m T ET VERESEL TITH . AWM. H
KOEFHEHED IFRS ~OYE & OBE T, O
NA % IEEFNLE 5 2 SEHEHEDLE T D02
DWTC, 1 DDOREEITH ZLICHEBT %,

2. FATHIR
2 —1. HEEFEEEICET 5 %1THR

AL ETIX. IFRS ORI #1281 2 W%
M OZALA S IFRS O H & BB H o Hg
AHENE & DBIFRIZ DV T L 72547 9E 033K
%l b, TITlE. ETL—2T—2 Dl
BAREMEDERB L 2D 2 20D S, 45
MET VPRI N TS,

IASBA* 2010 4FICAR L& 7L — 247 —
7%, e . EH B oM B X O
ER A HHRAAE N E L. BBTETHL 2
LrEF L Twb (IASB [2010], QC2l), &
iE, RO 22005 EN S,

8103, TR, FRETRWH O EE
FRICRA D Z Tl EEd, FED DL DIERE
IS, B2 DidB oL ) IC/RES
& THAH (IASB [2010],QC23). Z ALid. [A
—DEEHHE T T L 7B H RO S
HIEIWZEoT, HULBEFFEREWUAL /-
AFHEROGEM AR L E V) D
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Td % (DeFranco et al. [2011]), ZOFLH%E
b LA BT RENE & 434 L 7212812, DeFranco
et al. [2011]. Lang et al. [2010]. Yip and
Young [2012] . Barth et al. [2012]. Casino
and Gassen [2014] &4 5,

820, BT REME. FEARIE IR EOTE
ErLERINLLOTHY . BWESHD H
B EEHS O MFER KB, oG EFEIC X
LHEUOBHEEEDO D HFEHHR O RFERFE
HeHorBERBETREE 25 2 & TH S (IASB
[2010], QC24) s Z#id. SEHEUEARE I )G
fi L FAROZAL 2 T 5 72 513, SEHEUEIX
BT TH D E V) bDTH L (Barth et
al. [2012]). COFHE b L ICHEWTRESE %
S8 L 72078212, Jones and Finley [2011].
Yip and Young [2012]. Barth et al. [2012].
Liao et al. [2012] %% %,

N6 OEATIGEIX. FI2 EU #EZ .0 &
L7 IFRS #HEEICHE S 24T T, IFRS %
BWHTLZET, BhoERMOSZEIZBIT
5 WM B IERO TR S £ 5 2 & 2B 6 »
IZLTWw5, T, £ oAt HE%E L #H
L TR S N2 B TER O M DL 12, TFRS &
V) [ —OREHEREL B L CIER S 2%
TEMOM DT ) BHEWRETH L Z L 2R LT
B KEHEEOEEWT— 2 M B IEHROFH
FHIZL > THBTHLZ EHRRLTVD Y,

HARTIZ, 27 % TIFRS OfEE#HHEFED
¥irsd T )% eho722 &6, IFRS O
DI s G FB T BEMEIZ T 9 522D
TOMIRIIITON T VAP o 72, HE—, [f]
[2016a] # &£ UNH) [2016b] &, 2015 4D 3 H
P F Tl HA O IFRS 1308 3 o s
60ttE o7z b, WHEHT—7 % Hwv
THMZATH 2 & THMEEMHEAMHER S NS
L% 2 C. IFRS O & WM& HEHRO LBl g
EIZDOWTDOEEGTEIT > T B0 BEIHHR
DB REME L, SEATIFZE 2 2% 12, TASB O
2) —EHOMATIIZEIX. IFRS 28 EHIF 3 D72 &3]

HETHDL L, FERBILVZERFEOREE,ND,

IFRS 3# 7% TFRS 5 H 423 o [ 0 W B 1 o Lo e ]

BEHEEZLITLIMELZVWZEEREHML TS

(Shipper [2005]. Lang et al. [2010]. Liao et al.

[2012] %),
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Me7L—207— 7 OBWEEOERB LV
ZFD2DODFHWPNS . 2 DDGHT T I % i
LCHranTtwid, oIETIE. HAROME
0 IFRS #H D%, HAO IFRS 11758 H 4>
¥LTI5VA, FAYBLOA F1) A0 IFRS
WA & O M O BB ITEER O BT Rk 1L Ak
B B35 2 EBHEL IR o7 2T,
HARDMEZEIZ X 5 IFRS DAY, YRE A O
EERZII LD E LERFEEICS LT, B
PE N H 2 BSR4 2 & & 2R ER
Wb EFHENTWDS, 72720, HADRE
@ TFRS #H AT BT 5 MG HR O BT 6
PEDOWEEDOZAIZ BN S . HEDMRZE
(28T % IFRS # 25, HAROD IFRS &8 H
3¢ & JPN GAAP & H &3 & OB oM #1E T
DB EEEZETSELZ LT LS
MThPoTze UL [ONADORIESE] 12
3% JPN GAAP & IFRS O & FHLEL o> A 3%
A B IERIC KA T HEIIOWT, MR IgE
PUETHALI L RB LTS EHH ST
Who

2—2. OhADORKMLIEICEIY % EITHR

DONADFAMMLELTH L DN AMEHEL LV
TBARTE I E %2 YT TR D% 1k, #
OB OMER EEIZ DWW THHT L Tw
%7,

FNsoh TR ENIIE LT,
Jennings et al. [2001] & Moehrle et al. [2001]
3% %o Jennings et al. [2001] &, 1993 4F 2~
51998 FF TR EMH & LT, onAD
EHDEEIL SN D HOT A1) 7 DA% x5
E LT, FliE & RN E ORS00 21T - 72
LDTHhH, T, OIAMEINEERTIFILE
BLUOONAMEHBE LR RR G 2 SA R L L
72 2o0mYEAL & SO AR A
fr & DNAMEAE 2 HAE K L L2 E R
5. Bl & O ER ENE % 5T LT, i
FERTIX, ONABIRESH L2 ) 4 X2k
THBY . DNADEIE Z RV FFHEDIE) D
PhAti & o B OB RS E A = 2 & 2 B 5 62
3) 7k I [2014]. 7k H [2016]. KHJ [2012] X, @

NADOEEHCHT 5 EIEM R AWML 2 —L

TEY., BESHL CnizZEzn,
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L 725 Moehrle et al. [2001] &, 1988 4E » &
1998 4F £ T & s Mt S & L C. Jennings
et al. [2001] AR, 7T AU T OMEETZEL
TWho i h#EL. Biddle et al. [1995] %%
ZL LT, L LAl oM B R IRIE & AR
¥ = EDOERIZIEOV LD TH D, BIEE
FRTREE L B TR BR AT LA R (BT 112)
EEEHCLAER Yy 2 - 7O— (HE
Fyvia-70u—), BLOEREEENEE
Wi o S R A B T L IR 5 (BiF1#2) <
Do HTHERTIZ, BERARPERR T4 A
e (Big %) B X OEEIE EE B o %
WIS PERRET G AR (BT 1) X, wih
bEEXFry o 7u—k) by y—o
DFIATIDTE DS, TR PR AT S AR 2%
(BiG12) & MG e (8 B A B R o S F fH 45
PEBRTT L HIAR 4 (BiE1#%) & oM TiE, fEt
HIZAEBELREZRIIZWI EDHL IR 572,
HARTYH ., 7H [2002] . P [2003] B &
Ol [2008] 7%, Jennings et al. [2001] @
GHTE TV & FEHE L L C o AEINE OB
BIEIZOWTHIT 247> T\ b, 7kl [2002]
(&, 1997 4EA 5 1999 4E F T & A xt S &
LT, HROMHEEZ RIS, ONABHE (4
BRI, A A E AR V) OffiflE
DWTHITEIT> TWh, SHTFERTIZ, Ol
ANEHEZERFT R DT D AL IR 5 DL -
(2, MEREEMEATE WA, DA I & R
V5= EDOMIZIIAEELRAOBRIZ RN &
S M2 S N7z, TEiE [2003] i1E. 1997 4F
75 2001 FFF TR GIME LT, HA
DEEEWRE LT, ONAEHNE DM
PEIZDWTHIT & AT > T b GHTRER T,
DIA MBI BT F S & LIRS & O
T, MEREEE A E R 2T VA, ONAE
LR e ORICADOHBEEREH S Z L %
S22 L T b, [iHs [2008] &, 2002 4
25 2005 4FEF TR LEIME LT, HA
DFER TR, O AAEENE O R 1% 2
DWTHNEIT > TV 5, SHTRERTIZ, 4
KR ZE DT D ASD I ANE FVE B wi A 25 DL 1
4) HATIX, 2003 4F 2 e ms & A rt DT E S T
BY., ZRUFIRORATIR A CGEEERERE S L
T E LTz,

12 AEBSEEA B N E 2SS I E Tz,
N B DDA DIERVE OAfE B EETZE T
1%, Jennings et al. [2001] & X U°1liH [2008]
DIAS DI AAE IV EFE R RIR 4% & SRR 2% (0
NAMBERI B EAR) & oM<, MR
PEIZHH S 22 ST v,
DONADOFIRMI A B S ILTLRE, 7 A1)
h D E&FHHEEE (US GAAP) B X OVIFRS i,
DONADENZEEEIEL 722 L6, I ETIE
DNADIFIEIELFNEI T 2 FAEDHT AT b
TWw 5, Jarva [2009] (&, 2002 4F % & 2005
FEFTEHIRGIME LT, 72D T OMR%E
B AEHEBELZFI E L LGt E L T
BRWEEIZOWT, ONADRIEHI & RF#
Frvia- 70— LDRRIZOWVWTHITZ
Tolze THHERTIE, ONAORIEELKE 1
~28BDFXF vy v - 7a— L OB TEE R
BRI R SN TV EH, ONADRIEELD
A EEEHAAY, O A OREFEIIEARI R L TIERL
BEoTWhLZERIERML T, Bens et
al. [2011] X, ONADIFEHPHEIND
HI 7% 1996 4E 2 5 2001 4F F T & 2002 22 5
2006 £ F TEOMM M E LT, ONAD
WARIEZDST ;7 v A SN2k, wAAIZHGE A
fibi/-H E ToRERN) & — > LiiRIAL
EDBRIZOWTHM 24T > T Do HTHER
Tld. WIRERPEEHRKY & — 123 LT
WTFNOEE D ADOBRIZH L Z L2 LN
L CTw 54, Laghiet al. [2013] &, 2008 4F 2>
52011 FF £ TR RMME & LT, EUD
6 PEIOMIEZKRIZ, ONAOFIHRIEL O
ERSEPE IOV THIT 24T > T Do HHTHER
TlE. BIRIRRAS M2 B O flifiE B % 2 A
THZEDPHLENZIENTWS, Chalmers et
al. [2011] (&, 1999 4E7>5 2008 4 % T & 4047
MHEHAME LT, F—AFT) T OMREL R
LT, ONAPKAIICHEI S LT 7R
CIRABALEE 72 s HE E - HIIC BT A o
ADBEFIEZDOWT, WINHPDILA DK
HAGE % SO L 72 X EHILEE T 2 212D\ THR
FLTWD, oWk ETIE. HAEN T b
NI DL S R 72 0 A3 e S 7=
HMDIZH DS, ONADAEAN#E G FLk 2T
WAL ZEPHLNZENT WD, 2L DT
WD 5T E T VIE. HIREEOF B, 3
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DM BRI, AL H), FEHEOR=EE, &
i?i&%@t%%?é_k#mktéﬂfz
0. BERALEE & 2R fE R E ORI O WT o
IMEAELTbDE Lo TWD,
ZDEHII. TNFTFTODINA DM
B9 2 GITIZRIE. DI AMEENE ol R
ST B & OTRAEALEE & AN IE A AE O B 9 5
7eh % o JPN GAAP & IFRS O #H#E T &
LONAEHNEOF LI L T, MBIHBHROL
BT REE O MITH 2> 5 #eat L T 2 5847513 AT
LRV,

. REEVY—F - THA

3—1. k&
ﬁM‘nf i3, UTFTOEHO S 2125 %2179
CONABHEE X, MHBEHRO LB R
‘I& ?igi“%}iufé 7\,

H, @ ONAMEEEDIEET FiE. HAD IFRS
EEE M S EUGEEO IFRS #HME & D
[ D B B 5 o S etk o 1) EASIZ ST,

H, : O AEHEOIERT FiZ. HAD IFRS
fEE#E A% L JPN GAAP @ &% L oMo
WM BTHHRO LB RO T ORK E 72 5,

Bl o 2EROHELL 724212 IFRS &9

1 OO&FEHE#EZEHAT 5 2 L ik, JPN GAAP
& IFRS O M O & rTHE#E DR E DB B IHHR I
ETHELCOVWTEETLLEN LW &
5. FNEDOMEBIZBIT B MBHEHRO L]
e BT A2 EZONL, W2, F—ER
DFEPLL 72 %¥ 2 B Vv T, JPN GAAP &
IFRS &\ ) B7p o - RFHEENSEH SN S Z
LT FNSDOMERIZBIT B MR L
WHEMEIIE TS 2 & E 2605, 20k 2l
BIEMO WL ISR % T3 JPN
GAAP & IFRS @ [ O Tk 7 &5 0 M &
D120, ONADOEINEOFE - JEET B
THbo

3—2. HEFBEMOMIET IV

WHIERO LB, a7 L —207T—
2B 5 A e OB ICE DO W T, &5
HIEE 7 70— F L EENIERE T T e — T 0
2ODFMET VE WD, TILD 2 D055

o LT A

FEANY AE N7 4 81

TNV, ENENMBEERO T
ODAF Y FIZE VKREET B Y,

7% 4

(1) &EtRERE T 70—

SRR 7 70— 1%, SETEE IR
HREGHELTWD I e, ABORKFEHR
cHLPL-SFHHIEDOS L TS 52 TR
FEEILENT 5 e E 2D, ZOYE, UTO
22X (la) 1I2EOWT, 420D AF v 712X
50 %47 9 (Lang et al.[2010], DeFranco et
al.[2011]. [A[2016a]).

FSX_Z = fxl,t (EExt)

where:

foe 1t BNTHIT D% x OEFH R
EE ., :t HIITBIT A0 x ORFES
FS.nt WHCBT 54 x OMBER

(561 25 v 7] &EHHIERBOHEE
Slpre = Wipre T Blpre EElpre
............ (2a)

Qi post T Bi,post EE i,post T Eipost

........... (2b)

+ si,pre

FS . =

i,post

jpre O‘j,pre‘ + Bj,pre EE jpre + gj,pre

............ (33)

+ &

Qjpost T Bj,post EE jpost j,post

........... (3b)

Jjpost

where:
Ajpre & B; pre -
5 HA® IFRS %3

A post & Bi,post:

* HA® IFRS #H LN BT
A | OFHIEERI %L
HZAR® IFRS #2125
V7% HAR®D IFRS R0 2 © OSFHREERIEL

aj,pre & Bj,pre : El ZIK@ IFRS :@i}ﬂ U\ﬁﬁbiz‘o‘
VBT AR5 j OEFHEE B

A post & B] post - HAR®D FRS ®mHAHLIEICE
VT % RT AR j OSFEHRIEER £

5) FEAIC O W TIE, 1) [2016a] B & O [2016b] %
BTV & 720,
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(562 27 v 7] Pl HIEHROHE

E/(F\S)::,pre = Qipre T Bi,pre EEi,pre
.............. (20)
Em)%,post - O(i,post + Bi,post EEi,post
.............. <2d>
Eﬁ:\s){_pre Q) pre + Bj,pre EEi,pre
.............. <3c>
Em){,pgst O post T Bj,post EE; post
.............. <3d>
where :

E(FS) : Fill & L2 W1

(463 27 v 7] HETRMEOWEM DT
ipre

PreCompAcct = —1 X Average

| (ECFS) e — EFS)L )| - -

i,pre

- (4a)

PostCompAcct;Jost = —1 X Average
| (E(Fs)é,post - E(FS)L!,post” t <4b>

[ 4 27 v 7] HEWTREMEOZALOFH
Comparability Increases :
PreCompAcct;’ < PostCompAcct;’

Lpre i,post
..... (5a>
Comparability Decreases
PreCompAcct;) , > PostCompAcct
..... (5b>

(2) BFIFEE 7 70—

BRI 7 a0 — 713, St E
BAEAFRLTWLZ RS, SFltEEE VT
BB R E 24T o 728 R T B REHE T
TR 2 EEZ D, 2OWE. LTO%ERX
(1b) 12DV T, 4DOD AT v FI2 XY 57
% 17 9 (Jones and Finley [2011]. Barth et
al. [2012]. 1A [2016b]),

EO . = fxz,t (FS 1)
where:

[ BB B0 x ORFHRE L
EO . : t W2 51 5 3 x O

23 75 2016 4 12 H

*

(%1 27 v 7] BHEDREEOHEE

ipre . Qipre + Bi.pre FS ipre T Eipre
.............. <2a,>
E0 ipost — Qipost * Bipost FS i,post T Eipost
.............. <2bv>
5o jpre = %pre i Bj,pre kS jpre * &pre
.............. (33’)
B9 jpost Gpost * Bjpost FS jpose T Epost
.............. <3bv)
where:

ai,pre & Bi,pre : EZIK@ IFRS ﬁﬁﬂ:)ﬂuﬁﬁbiﬁﬁ
% HARD TFRS AL EG# A3 § OREFHRDRBIL

A post & Bi,post CHA® IFRS #HAUZIZE
V7 % HAD TFRS s 5 § OREFRIRB

O(j,pre & Bj,pre : El i\‘@ IFRS l%,}zﬁ Uﬁﬁb:iﬁ
V% T AR ] OREERN AR R

aj,post & Bj,post . E[K@ FRS ﬁﬁﬂifi‘blﬁ
VF B T A3 j ORI R

(56 2 A7 v 7] FUREFERREOHEE
E(EO)l = Qipre T+ Bi,pre Fsi,pre

i,pre

where :
E(EO) : Tl & 1L 5 fE5 )R 4k

(565 3 27 v 7] g Rett o HEEOEHE

igjooo_
ipre = 1 X Average

PreCompAcct

| (E(E0)! e — E(EO),0) | - - - (4a)

PostCompActhwst = —1 X Average
| (E(EO);pose = E(E0)] o) | -+ - - (4b)



DA ANEHE 738 T R LT

(554 25 v 7] BT
Comparability Increases :

< PostCompAcctl post
..... (5a‘)

PEDZAL D RFA

PreCompAcctL pre
Comparability Decreases :
PreCompAcct;’ > PostCompAcctl post

..... (5b)

i,pre

3-3 GDhA,U)f"é“fﬂﬁ’&ﬂﬂﬂikbtﬁffﬁ:E?lb

DA AAEENE: 703 B 5 D HEBT RE L2
THECYONIT L7720, ERLD 220 \1‘5
ETFNE D LG ELT

(1) &EHHIEEE 7 70—

(a) Analysis la : FS OB E L LRI Hi
LHIHF 5 % 72 0B TV

ZHE, FSORBZERE LT, &¥ENAE
5 MR EFOR ST BB HT S WA
WEHNT, HARD IFRS EE#EHEZE I &)
TAZE & OMBIERD BT RIS 5 45
MTHb, ZOWHE, ONADREME &ED X
IR B0k - Ty B o 7-Rtk & 5 510
WFEBEDPLETH L, HEAOKFHHEETIE, @
nA%ﬁ%%;%HTé_&#%\ﬁﬁmé%
AR ZR L ONABHEEREALE & 2 5,
IFRS Tld. ONADEHZITHO RN &b,
B IS MAR IO NABHE & F v,

(%61 27 v 7] &EthlEEEOHE

FS{pre = ipre * Bipre EEipre T Elpre
.............. (%)

F‘S‘gpost = O‘?,post il,post EEi,post + Si(,lpost
.............. (2f)

FS].(?pre = (X;-ljp.re B?,pre Eb}’pre + S}‘?pre
.............. (3¢)

FS;,lpost = a]q,post + B;‘l,post EE; host + E]!,lpost
.............. (3f>

where:

FS{re : IFRS 8 LLETIC 51T 5 HA D IFRS
-2 8 ASE | OFLS |1 24 B 5
FS st :IFRS B H LRI BT 52 HA D

i,post -

IFRS & #E A3 « OB5 H7 2 IH0F) 25

AN 7 83

]pre - IFRS s i LLai 2 bﬁ’él\'/’ﬁ}%]
DG | 24 AR 2
FS{post * TFRS 3 H DL 12
DG | H 24 B 2
EE; pre : IFRS 8 LIRTIZ2B 1) A HA D IFRS

EEBEHESE | ORFHER

BIF BT ¥

EE;pose - IFRS 3 F LI IZ BT 5 HAD
IFRS fEREEH A3 | ORFFHFR
EEjpre : IFRS #H LT IZ 81T 2 R 7 {23 j
DREFFESR
EEjpost - IFRS B LLRIZ BT 2 <~ T i3 )
DREFFHSR
(5652 27 v 7] Pl BiERO S
E(FS)Lp‘r'e = O(‘il,pre + B?,pre EEi,pre
.............. (2g)
E(Fs)lpl]st = O‘zpost + Blpost EE; post
.............. (Zh)
EFS) e = @pre + Bipre EEjpre
.............. (3g)
E(Fs)lpost = a]('l,post + B?,post EEj,post
.............. (3h)
(56 3 27 v 7] HETREE D HIEMDEHE
Pre(]ompAlprE = —1 X Average
|(E(F5)?£Tg E(Fs)f,fre)\ « o+ (de)
PostCompAlpost = —1 X Average
| EFS)pose = EFS)pos) |+ - (4d)
(565 4 27 » 7] HEBRelk 2L R
Comparability Increases :
PreCompAlJpre < PostCompAlpost
..... (56)
Comparability Decreases :
PreCompAL]pre > PostCompAlpost
..... <5d)

HARD3 0 IFRS #H DRI oM <TiX, H
KO TFRS L& # 423 & JPN GAAP # f 4>
KX, LD ICONABHEERZEOF L D &
VZHEDL L 7o SEHRER B L 72 5. HAD IFRS
DO TlX, HAD IFRS T &8l 4
ETIXONAMBIE DG SN WFIzgIZ 3D
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WS EHHIEEB R L 22 ) . JPN GAAP 3 4
ETIZONAMBEHELERER ORI IEO WS
FHIEEBIEL L 72 o T 87 o 7o FHEEE B RS
RHE SN L. CORE, HAD IFRS FE#E
3% & JPN GAAP # f 23 O Tlx. IFRS
BHI I #2123\ T, PreCompAl, , > PostCompAp,
7o T, HRDIFRS#E A L&, HA®
IFRS 1T %3 Fl 4> 3% & JPN GAAP 5@ 3 &
D O HIEMO LB BRI 55 2 &8
TS5,

EU G E @ IFRS # H &2 Tld. HA D
IFRS s M Liai B £ OV IFRS @ Do w37 it
OHIHEIZBVTH, ONABHEI T LSk
Vo L72ASo T, HAD IFRS 3w sk &
EU #E® IFRS #A &% & O Tid. HARD
IFRS #H LARTIZ B TEL o 7455 BRI EL
L7, HA®DIFRS @HUZIZB W THEL
7o xEtHI R L 2 5, TOfER. IFRS ‘fjﬁﬁ
22 B W T, PreCompAi]pre < PostCompAY
& 7% - T, IFRS#A LR, HAD IFRS £ &
WAL EU G4E O IFRS @AM~ & oo
W IERO LB eI E5 2 2 &5l &
b,

i,post

(b) Analysis 1b : FS ORI EE L TONALE
FVEPERRTIBLG (AL R 4 2 72 E 7 v
ZhiE. FSORBEH L LT, ONAEH
BYERRRIBLE A7 L HMAIE 2 W 7256 O %
T T EEME I D W T, Analysis la @55
s & T 50 HARORFHHEMEIIHE - TE
W S N7 B REER OB A S BRI Tl o
NWAMBEHNEPEREINTWDL I E D, DA
EHEZMEST HZ LT, ONAMENEERH
BL5 IR S IAA A 13RI H S b IFRS I2HE-
THER 8 N7 R OFLE |7 L AR 45 1
DONAMBIEDIEREIN TR Ens, Bl
58T 24 FRERI 25 23D I A BN B YRR RIS | H 24
BRI IG T 5 2 & 127 5o 2 DTl
E$®ﬁ%@ﬂ§%ﬁtﬁ%&ot%®%mw
A Z X5, Analysis la D0 & ik T 4 2
LT, ONABEHEOF L - FEEFEIZ X 2%
TEFRO LB REMEAN DB 5 02 o
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(561 27 v 7] &EtHlERB Oz

FSlbpre = O(?,pre + ?,pre EEi,pre + gil?pre
.............. (28)
FSiI,)post = O‘li),post + B?,post EEi,post + sil?post
.............. (2f)
FSPpre = &pre + Bipre EEjpre + &pre
.............. (38)
FSjI,’post = O‘Jl‘tpost + B?,post EE] post jljpost
.............. (3f)
where:

FSPyre : IFRS #H LLATIC 51T 5 HA D IFRS
RN § OO AN B RIELD 7124
RO 2%

FSPyost 1 IFRSE I UL I2 B3 5 H A ®
IFRS =@ | O O N AMEINEZERRRIB
AT U E O aIESS
FSPyre : IFRS 58 HI LURT 12 BT 2 < 7 23 j
@@ﬂME%U%%"“K’?E‘ﬁﬁE [ 7 214 B 25

FSPhost - IFRS I LU 12 BT 2 <7 {3 j

D DI AMEHEAFZERRRETBLG [H 24 B

(562 27 » 7] PRl BEHROHEE

E(Fs)lpre = a?,pre + B?,pre EEi,pre
.............. (20)
E(Fs)lpost - O‘?,post + ?,post EEi,post
.............. (Zh')
E(Fs)lpre = a]l?,pre + B] pre EEj,pre
.............. <2g)
E(Fs)lpost = O‘]l').post B?,post EEj,post
.............. (Zh')
(553 A7 v 7] HETREMOHEM ORI
PreCompBlJpre = —1 x Average
| (EGFS)]pye — EFS)D )+ = = v+ - (4¢)
PostCompBlpast = —1 X Average
| (E(Fs)lpost E(Fs)lpost | ..... <4d>
(56 4 27 v 7] R ReEOZAL ORI

(H A o IFRS % # H 23 & JPN GAAP
AR D )

GWA Negative Influence :
< PreCompB”

i,pre

PreCompA;’

ipre
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GWA Negative-lnﬂuence :
PostCompA? < PostCompB

i,post i,post

(H A o IFRS 11 7 i
IFRS 58 F {3 0 JLi)
GWA Negative Influence :
PreCompA;’ < PreCompB

EH 2 & EUGEE O

ipre ipre

HA® IFRS # I LLAT S L OF IFRS #H U2
BT, HAOIFRS 1 & @ H 4 % & JPN
GAAP #EH &L, & B IO AN ZERRH]
BE 5 1 4 R AR B D W7 L 7o & R
PI% L %2 %0 ZORR, HAD IFRS #EH RO
oMo B v T, PostCompAlpost <
PostCompB,), . CaiLiE, 0)%/\/1’%'%[];%?0) itk
B HEHRO LB RIEICEOREE RIZTL T
WAHIREME R, F72, EIZI-W) IFRS & Ll
oo oI B w T, PreCompAlpre
< PreCompB), - ThiuZ. HHHEROBTHIYS
WIRRE %2 72T 0T ) A, ONA BRI EE
FRETBLS R LA 2 72T L 0 b, s
THH O LA R RV 2 & %% L. ONALEH

BB ERO BT RMICAEDOREE RITL
TWLHHEMEZ #9

H 7 o IFRS 1F %@ H 2 3£ & EU & B @
IFRS BHAEEIZOWTYH | WO 217 o
DN AMEENEPERRFIBLS AT S IR R4 2 T 5
Z & T, HA® IFRS #H T OB 12 BT
HA® IFRS fEE@EH 23 & EU G E o IFRS
WIS, UL - REHHIER B L 2B 2k
VNN PreCompALpre < PreCompB} pre’CZ?)ﬂﬂf\
O)ﬂ/\ﬁﬁfﬂ%@quLﬁ‘E?ﬁ%lﬁifi@itf—fﬁE‘[?H:

DFEE RIFL TV LR R T,

(2) BEFEWIFRE BT 70 —F
(a) Analysis 2a : F'S OELH & U CRE IHi
LHNFALE 2 72T E TV

Zhid, FS ofRBEAL L LT, #@E oM
FtFe LR ST BB 1T AR 45 2 F v
T, HRD IFRSEE#HMBIE L RTEEL D
W HIERO BT RIS 20 Th b, H
KOLFHERETIX, ONATHHIEHNT S
ZENS. FS ORBELTH %P5 |Hi 4 Wt

AN 7 85

FIZIZ DN A MBI BN %F4R & % 5o IFRS
TlZ. ONADEAEZITO RN b, Byl
B SRR 2 12 IE DN AEIE S E T v,

(561 27 > 7] #EHERBEEOHE

EOipre = Oipre + Bipre FSipre + €ipre
.............. (2¢")
Eoi,past = O(gposl: + B?,post FSi(,lpost + gi‘,lpost
.............. <2f")
EOjvae = (th-l'pre B;ljpre st‘:lpre + Sﬂpre
.............. (26')
on,post = a}q,post + B?,post FS]F,lpost + gjf,lpost
.............. (2F")
where:

FS{ypre : IFRS T LLRTIZ 315 5 HA D IFRS
L300 A2 ¢ OB a7 4 AR %

FSlpost - IFRS I DL t2 1213 5 H A D
IFRS fEE# 3 i OB |51 4 EHFI%E
FSiore 1 TFRS #H LUHT 12 B 1T 5 R 7 ¥ j
OB 1T 24 WIHER 25
FSiose : IFRS W LA 12 B B R 7 2% j
OFLH A 24 R 25

EO;pre : IFRS 3 J LLRT 2 B 1T 5 H A D
IFRS LR A3 | OREFIImis

EO:post IFRS ﬁ)ﬂ LJ {7\ 3"3 H' Z;) B ZIK D
IFRS 1E & A3 @ OFFF i

EOjpre : IFRS I LRTIZ BT B X7 23 j
DIEFH I ITAE

EOj pose © IFRS 38 I LL#2 12

j.post -

DREHE I ik

BU BT &

(%6 2 A7 v 7] FHREENEEOHEE

E (EO)Lpre = ofpre + Bipre FSipre
.............. <2g”>

E(Eo)zpost = agpost Bipost FSipost
.............. (2}1")

EEO))e = fpre + Bipre FSpre
.............. <2g')

E(Eo)lpost = a]‘%post + B;’l,post FS]",lpost
.............. <2h”)
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[ 3 27 v 7] HsTRetE Rl EE oS

PreCompCii'{,Te = —1 X Average

| (E(O),,, — EGBO),,) | - (4e)
PostCompCii;;ost = —1 X Average

| (EGEO) o5 — EGEO) o) | = -+ (4d")

(554 A7 v 7] BTV ZAL O
Comparability Increases :

PreCompCil,;Jre < PostCompCilémst
..... <5CY>

Comparability Decreases

PreCompC;,., > PostCompC;l
..... (5d'>

HZ o TFRS #H LRI Cld. HA® IFRS 1F:
Bl & JPN GAAP #H &3, & I
DONAMEIIEIEGH ORI L b & ZHBLL 728
BRI E %2 5o HAD IFRS #H DLk oH
fCld. HAD IFRS fEE#HMAETIIONA
EIE DT E SN WHRIZRIZ TR D W 7R R
A%l 720, JPN GAAP #H®ETIZONA
HHEIERE R OFIRIZEE D W 7R SR R K &
%) B o TREMRBEBSEHESIND, £
DG F. H AR O IFRS 1 & # H 1~ 2 & JPN
GAAP # &3¢0 Tid, IFRS #ARIZICH
W, PreCompCii’;,re > PostCompCiiémst Lo
T. HA® IFRS #H L, B HRO g
REMEIMR T 326 2 &8 Filll st b,

EU 6 E @ IFRS # H %6 Tld. HA®
IFRS @A Lar B L N IFRS @A LUZ O W It
OHIHIZBVTH, ONABHEI T LSk
Vo L7z T, HAR® IFRS (T 5& 8 A3 &
EU #E @ IFRS @A &% & O Tid, HARD
IFRS @ LARTIZ B\ TE L - 720 R B %
L), HADIFRS #HZIZBWTHEUL
ToREERNRBE L e B F DRGSR, TFRS #H
ﬁﬁf&b:;}'&b\f‘PreCompC;’pre < PostCompCil';ost
&7 o T, IFRS @A L&, HA O IFRS £ &
A3 & EU #EE o IFRS #H a3 & oo
W IEH O I REM RIS B 5 2 & STl S
N5,

(b) Analysis 2b : FS OfRFZF L L TONALE
FVEPERR ARG [Hr SRR 4 2 72T E 7 v

i, FS oA L LT, ORAMBH
BPEBRRIBLE A7 LRI 2 H W25 6 O %
T T BEMEIZ DWW T, Analysis 2a D%
Mt & BT 5o HARDXEIEEEIIHE - TE
il & N7 M B FER OB [Hi LM E TIE. ©
NWAMEHBEPER SN TNEZ L5, ORA
BHE 2 NHE T2 2 LT, ONLAMEINEERH]
BEDIHT L HIHA IR S NS IFRS (26t -
THERL S N7 B RE 3R OB | A L A % 14
DONAMEIEDEREEIN T RnWZ Enb, Bl
5 AT 24 FRERI 2SS D I AAE N B PEBR RIS | H 24
WMARIHIST A LI b, ZOHHD.
Analysis 1b & £ 12. Analysis 2a O 5547 &
WL T, HAROREDOFIZRIERIZTELR 7
bOEHVLZ b, ONAMEEEOR L -
FEFt FAC X 2 MBSO BT RE A~ D 5B
HOZ %5,

(551 27 v 7] #FERRBEE O
EOi,pre = a?,pre + B?,pre FSil,)pre + g'b

i,pre
.............. <2e”')
Eoi,post a?,post + Blij,post FSiI,jpost + ‘gil?post
.............. (Zf"')
EOJ'-PTQ = aJk':Pre + B?,We FSJ'IIJPTB + gjl,’pre
.............. <3e" )
EOj,post a}l?,post + B?,post FS]'I,Jpost + gjl,Jpost
.............. <2f’")
where:

FS{pre : IFRS I LART 2 51F % H A IFRS
RGBS | ODONABHBEYERRFIBG 24
AR 2

FSPhost  IFRS A DL #2125 17 2 HA ®
IFRS 113 H 13 @ O O AAEH B R B
5 1R 24 B 4

FSP,..  IFRS I LIBTIC BT B T ¥
DO ANEHERERETIBL |Hi 24 WA 2%

FSPhost : IFRS i BL4 12 B 2~ 7 {3 j
DO ANEHEPERRTIBLG | Fi 24 WA 2%
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[55 2 27 v 7] FllEEW IR OHE
E(EO)Lpre = {,pre + Blpre FSlbpre

E(EO)™ = = o

i,post i,post

+Bpust FS

— b b b
E(EO)Lpre = Ypre + Jj.pre FS]',PTG

EED) . =

b b b
i,post aj,post + Bj,post FSj,post

(%6327 v 7] HEEE
PreCompD

HOREMOFH

ipre = —1 X Average

|wwm$w—Ewm3@\-~-~<@w

PostCompD —1 X Average

i,post —

| (E(EO);pose — E(EO) - (4d™)

i,post lpost) |

(54 25 » 7] HBOTHENEOZAL ORI

(HA®DIFRS fEE# M3 & B X VIPN
GAAP #H D )

GWA Negative-Influence :

PreCompCY < PreCompD”

i,pre i,pre

GWA Negative-lnﬂuence :
PostCompC;’ < PostCompD

i,post i,post

(BADOIFRSEE#EHA¥ L EUME®

IFRS i# ] 3 0 )
GWA Negative Influence :
PreCompClpre < PreComlepre
""" (5e 1IZ@E L)

H @ IFRS 3# f Lt 8 & O IFRS 58 i DLk
2BWT, HADIFRS % H &% & JPN
GAAP BWHEEZ, & IO AEIIE R
CIGA TR R e N SRk = U Y B Ad  37=27 ]
RELE b ZOMER. HARD IFRS 58 L
HOHMIZ BT, PostCompCylyg, < PostCompDi,s,

THhitk, @hh%ﬂ%@ﬁiﬁ%%hﬁ@k

BOTREVEICROFEZ RITL T ARtz &
o T2, ZIW) IFRS 3 H LLET OB 12 B

<. PreCompClL;Te < PreComle”pTe“C HiE., @
A FNEAZERREIRLG |5 24 AR 5% & V7200

AN 7 87
Hr o3 ) A, METEIO BT et s w2 &

R L. ONAMEHE D W IE#RO LB et
WCHOZEZ RIZTLTWLEEEE R,

E] KO IFRS 11 & 38 H 4> % & EU &6 & o
IFRS #HAAFEIIOW T, FEEOSHE1T o
HA® IFRS @A LURTOMHE 2B WT, HAD
IFRS L 3E & EU #4E o IFRS # H &
% HEOLREMREBE 2B 2 L5,

ZT {)PreCompClL;re < PreCompD;Jpre“Cﬁ)j/LLjf‘
@ﬂ/ufaitﬂ%@ufif)‘ﬁi?%[Hiﬁ@ktf_fﬁ'é‘l‘ééb:

DFEZTIT L TV AT REMEEZ T,
(¢) Analysis 2¢ : FS ORRHEEHE L TONA

TEENVE B TR | H 4 AR % & o AEHIE
o AV e ) 2

%I, HARD IFRS &2 423 & JPN
GAAP # A3 & oM T, HA® IFRS i#
Vi oM BT, DI AEINE RG]
Y ERIR) i & ONABEHEZ W20 ET
VB, OIALEINE: O M TEHRO e gErE

AT T 5B O W OREE L. Analysis 2a 3
& O Analysis 2b O HTER & T %,

(561 27 v 7] #EFERBEBOHE

Eolpre - chre + Bf,pre FSprre +
i,pre GWAlpre + Elpre
..... (29)
EOj,pre = O‘]Cpre B;,pre FS]'I,Jpre +
]pre GWA} pre + 8] pre
..... (36'”)

(56 2 27 v 7] FRRENESOHEE
E(EO)Lpre = lcpre + Btpre FSi,pre
GWAS

ipre

+

z ,pre

EGE0)) . =

i,pre G pre

C c
T ¥ipre GW A5

(563 27 » 7] BT Rtk HEMEOFH

PreCompEl;,re = —1 X Average
| (E(EO){y,, — E(EO)f,])reH (4e™)
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(54 257 v 7] ONABHEOEENDS X
DO NAMEENE DT ICETREVE I KT 5 52

(H A& o IFRS 11 % 3 f &2 3£ & JPN GAAP
3 FH A O i)

GWA Positive-Influence :
PreCompD;},, < PreCompE] .

GWA ORERRE y D5 (x4 FA) B
YOt fE

S (2¢7) BEIUER (3¢7) 13, ONAKE
HBYEBRRIAIGE & ONAMEHE D 2 O % WK
e LTHWT, BERBEE R HEET 2047
ETIWVTHb, TNHDET )N %, Analysis 2b
12B1F5 FX 2¢) BLY @) LHEKT S
ZET, ONABHBEZER L Z2VEEGEON
AEHE 2 PEBR L7256 OB Z T, o
AEHE O & — IR TREDH S
2% 5o T ZTl, PreCompDy, < PreCompE; .
THhL, ONABHEOF LM HHERD
BRI IEORE % KT L T b aek
2#EL. ONADTFGHYAF AT, yDtfl
PHETICAE R THIIEL, ONABHE K
BRI L TR RITLTWwDH 2 L
E N

4. 7 I EERBERET
SHER AL, HAO IFRS {558 FH 3¢

CHEBSEIT ) TLODORTEETH b,
IFRS & # 3 1%, 20154E 3 HE ¥ T

IFRS ##H L7601 TH B, DI b 2%
EHH B EETH ) T — & BUS A 87 72
B, 4 FHEERIT. R FEREDD. 9FEIE
IFRS @ H LRI 127 A V) 71 o & FH3E#E (US
GAAP) D#HMETH L7205tk 54¢

L. BB GHHREETH D, 209 B,
BHPONABEEZFFEL T iwnZ &
5. ONABHEOREIZET 55 %17) =
TOGHR GAFE 2L 2 b, HHEFTH
MZEWIRH Cld. IFRS # F LA 4% 488 431
IFRS 3# f L% 25 302 i ch 2 (FR1 %
ZH),

N7, IFRS Z 5@ L C\wb EU
FEENCB VT, HA® IFRS EE# 4% & 4
PN 7B DO RHEDSTFIESTH T T Y AL FAY
BLOAF) A0 LML, IFRS 2 @A L
T2\ JPN GAAP I TH B T4
EOBPSLMEL, TR ESE L, DUTok
BHE L,

OHA® IFRS 11258 F 4235 IFRS % 38
L 72BE 5Ty IS L AT ] HE 70 1 3 o JH 3
#: (Global Industry Classification Standard,
GICS) @ 2HMiEEDSFIIBWT, H—HEET
HHLZE, BLY

@H A O IFRS L3558 4234 IFRS % @
L72HER T Bl R D i $ 5 2 &

STV 2 XEHEE B X ORMMIZ. S&P
2 X B Capital IQ 77— 7 X— 22 5% L
720 DINAMEHE L, Capital IQ 77— ¥ N —
AZBWTREN TV RWD, BHEATAT
~—7 7 4 ¥ 7% ® FinancialQuest 7 — %
NR=APSHEF L7z,

x£1 HUTIDEDRER

1 ZE 1

o TR ZE O ERR FE YR 3% 1FRSI#E IFRSHE

JVIET R
HARDIFRSE HA 3 (201543 HHi £ C) 60
BB 2
ST - R - GEARFERE 4
IFRST#EFHLARTC T A U OSFHREEEZ @ L T\ =2 9

45 663 409
DIVAIEREr DIEF A3 13

B 72 T AR 32 488 302




DI AN 3 B H O LLB T RS

£2 YrTNREENTEEORBHE
IFRSH# {3 : AA

TFR S5 11 DL i IFRSit FH LAt

Mean St.Dev. | Mean | St.Dev.
IBIT 0.0244] 0.0349| 0.0222| 0.0289
IBITA 0.0254| 0.0836] 0.0222| 0.2195
GWA 0.0245] 0.0314 - -
Return 1.0382] 0.2382( 1.0493] 0.2195
CFO 0.0246] 0.0311] 4.8146] 23.8938
IFRSHEHEFE : 77 X

TFR S JH L it IFR S JH L%

Mean St.Dev. | Mean | St.Dev.
IBIT 0.0172] 0.0201] 0.0143| 0.0210
Return 1.0179] 0.1842( 1.0320] 0.1622
CFO 0.0189] 0.0249| 0.4233| 2.4905
IFRSH AR : KA Y

IFR S H] LA IFR S H LA

Mean St.Dev. | Mean | St.Dev.
IBIT 0.0186] 0.0258] 0.0135] 0.0188
Return 1.0301] 0.1808[ 1.0419] 0.1785
CFO 0.0223] 0.0346] 0.1690| 0.4867
IFRSHE A - A XU X

IFR S HI LA IFRS3# H DI

Mean St.Dev. | Mean | St.Dev.
IBIT 0.0307] 0.0224| 0.0327] 0.0263
Return 1.0430] 0.1846[ 1.0320] 0.1586
CFO 0.0329] 0.0204] 0.0623| 0.1046
JPN GAAPi# i3

IFR S ] LA IFR S H LA

Mean St.Dev. [ Mean | St.Dev.
IBIT 0.0190] 0.0158] 0.0190| 0.0135
IBITA 0.0221] 0.1528] 0.0202] 0.0791
GWA 0.0214] 0.0271] 0.0235] 0.0153
Return 1.0188] 0.1528[ 1.0608] 0.1528
CFO 0.0214] 0.0271| 0.0235] 0.0153

IBIT : M3 EA%E5 |5 i Fl 25 / BAE e &

IBITA : M3EHDN AEHEIEERAT SRS / SIEREE
GWA : M¥HA @h/uf"'i’il]% HERERRE

Return : MEKRU 2

CFO : MYHEEX v ‘771 - 70—/ HEHEE

K3 OhABIVDONAENEORLBHE

IFRSi# A B . AR (B BAM)
TFR S JH LARi TFRSi# 1 w&
GW GWAmor GW
Mean 130,816 1,441 269.829
Median 24,847 342 50,204
Max. 2,189,494 27,181 1,663,363
Min. 13 0 108 —-
JPN GAAPj# A% (B EmAM)
IFR S FH LARI IFR S JH LLT%
GW GWAmor GW GWAmor
Mean 32,247 371 78,486 564
Median 18,361 27 41,208 28
Max. 177,536 9,840 493,733 11,678
Min. 64 0 32 0
GW: DhA

GWAmor : DhAEHE

ESR 89

EBEOGHTIE. HARO IFRS 1558 f 43
ERTAEFEIZHE L T, EIZIKOD{E% IZBIT 5
IFRS & F L 16 981 8 & OF IFRS & F L.
#% 16 WUEHAIZ 0 T WG A T b b,
EE B XU EO OB ILZ, HX) vy -2 &
WEFEBC LA F vy - 70— (FEIF vy
Ya - 70—) OWGET S, MWEHT— 512
Fy. #R) ¥y — iRk ¥ — o~
(Return) =, B¥F v v 2 70—
VOIS v v 2o - 70— % YRR E R
HEEIZL VB LTHWS (CFO), FS Ot
BRE, REEBROEBELIBETH 2 FilHik
EDONAMEHE % D 25 OHIEHHRD
WE S LA ANESRUES i RE P gr A AN
L7zb0% w5,

2 BLUE 3L, SFtEEB L OGRS $
B EERT 2 T VARZEORLR R 2R LTV %,

5. AHER

(1) &FHHEE 7 70 —F
(a) Analysis la : FS OfCHZE & L THG HT
LIAMALE 2 2T E TV

#% 4 @ Panel A&, EE £ L T Return * H
WA R AR L T b,

HA® IFRS #H D%, BB EHRO LB Rk
HOWEEMIZ. HAD IFRS FE#H % L~
T TH SH EU3 22 E O IFRS #H &L £
N JPN GAAP #HEEDO W& DT b i
MLTWwW5b, REKIZBWTIE, HAOD IFRS
AL, HARO IFRS EHE#EAMEE 1 3)
ZVUNDT T AB LKA Y@ IFRS @4
L OMTIE, MBERO BT RO Ml EH
AL EEL DS, WINL2EE0I1Z)H
% v, H A @ IFRS 1F & # M 4 % & JPN
GAAP #H 23 B L V1 ¥ 2 @ IFRS i# H
3L DM T, MHHRO LB R0 RlE
ESSEEM L7223 L0, B Lz eEDNIT)
B\,

%4 ® Panel Bld, EE & L T CFO % H\w»
7RG RE IR L TV,

HZAR® IFRS # M Uik, BB RO BT ie
PoMlEMIZ, HAD IFRS & #EH AL A
FYV2AZHBL T IV AB IO A Vo IFRS #
ARELOBTHEMLTWEHE, A F1) AD
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* 4 LEFREMOAIERER (Analysis 1a)

Panel A: IBIT & Return Proxies

Panel B: IBIT & CFO Proxies

Pre-Application Sample J-IFRS firms Pre-Application Sample J-IFRS firms
Function JPN-GAAP Function JPN-GAAP
Variable IBIT System Variable IBIT System
Pair Firm France Germany | UK Japan Pair Firm France Germany | UK Japan
Function IFRS-FRN | IFRS-DEU| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP Function IFRS-FRN | IFRS-DEU| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP
Variable IBITA System IBIT System Variable IBITA System IBIT System
Post-Application Sample J-IFRS firms Post-Application Sample J-IFRS firms
Function IFRS-JPN Function IFRS-JPN
Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System
Pair Firm France Germany | UK Japan Pair Firm France Germany | UK Japan
Function IFRS-FRN | IFRS-DEU| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP Function IFRS-FRN | IFRS-DEU]| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP
Variable IBITA System IBIT System Variable IBITA System IBIT System
SRR R REE O IERS F PEHE AT BENE OO I AE A5 5
Pair Firm France Germany UK Japan Pair Firm France Germany UK Japan
Pre-Application -0.0217 -0.0233 -0.0246 -0.0167 Pre-Application -0.0388 -0.0199 -0.0184 -0.0188
Post-Application -0.0177 -0.0199 -0.0202 -0.0147 Post-Application -0.0188 -0.0163 -0.0206 -0.0137
Differences 0.0040 0.0033 0.0044 0.0020 Differences 0.0200 0.0036 -0.0022 0.0051
Evaluation Increase Increase Increase Increase Evaluation Increase Increase | Decrease Increase
No. of "Increase" 19 16 14 16 No. of "Increase" 10 14 13 5
No. of "Decrease" 11 13 19 17 No. of "Decrease" 8 11 13 2
Sum. 30 29 33 33 Sum. 18 25 26 7

IFRS A E¥ L DM THA L TWwbH, HEAD
IFRS 11 & # ] 423 & JPN GAAP & i3 &
O Tl MEIHBHRO LB ek o B 2135
MLTwWb, ¥ BIcB T, HADIFRS
FHUE, HARO IFRS EEEHMAEE 1 ¥
2PN DT 5 v AB LA v o IFRS @4
¥B LV JPN GAAP B L O T, W
TEHRD HBT et OB E AN L 7o L D
b BIML 7200139 % v, HAD IFRS
EEEMMFEE A F) AD IFRS #AHAE LD
Tl BB IEHRO BT e oMl 2 E A58 hn
L7zl WA L ERHBTH 5,

(b) Analysis 1b : FS OCEZEEE L TONA
TEHVEERRRTBLS | R 24 AR 2% 2 BV 72 04T €
avlZ

#5® Panel A l&, EE £ L T Return © H
WM R ZIR L TV b,

HA O IFRS # F L%, M B 1EHRO i 58
O EMIZ. HARD IFRS 1 28 A3 &
EU3 22E o IFRS # &3 5 & 1V JPN GAAP
BHMELOMTHINL TWd, BB
Tb. HA® IFRS #H L%, HA O IFRS 1T
Ea A2 & EU3 2 E o IFRS #H %S &
" JPN GAAP BH 3 & O T, MHEHO
BT BRI DB BB A Lok L D b, 1
MU7zEEDITH %0,

#5® Panel Bix, EE & T CFO % Fi\»
TR 2 R L TV b,

HZA @ IFRS #H k. BB E RO I g
HEoWEMIZ. HADO IFRS 1T 28 4% &

EU3 22E ® IFRS @ REDO VW3 1L L O T
HEINL TWb. HAD IFRS - E 8% &
JPN GAAP @)% L o Tld. MBIEHO
BT REE OB E MM L T 5, KIS
BWwTd, HADIFRS #EH Lk, HA®
IFRS fF 7 # JH 4~ % & EUS3 % [E o IFRS &
3L ORMIT, BHERO T REME O W2 M
DA LIEEL DD, WINL2EE0I13)H
% v, H A @ IFRS 1F & # H 4> % & JPN
GAAP #EH % & O Tld, WBHERO LE
TREMEDWIEMEIE, B L D b, s
L72fEDIT D D%\,

6%, BL5 AR E V25T T
)V (Analysis 1a) & QAN IERETIBLS |
G AR LR & v 7208 E 7V (Analysis
1b) OHiFEFR% L L T, HAR® IFRS #H
DREIZBWT, MEIERO LB o 2 M
WZED L) BREADKE L 22D TRLTW
5o EE £ LT Return 3 X U CFO % F\~ 7>
WTHOGHHFERIZBWT S, BBIEHRO
TREMEOMIEM L. H A IFRS 17558 F 43
& EU3 2 [ o IFRS # H i % B £ N JPN
GAAP # DTN E DM TH A LT
Wb,

(2) REFWIRS I 7 7a— 7
(a) Analysis 2a : FS O E L CTHB 7T
MR 2R 2 72T E TV

#£ 7 ® Panel A 1X, EO & L T Return %
WA R Z IR L T b

HA® IFRS # f L%, M & IEHRO i 8
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*x5 HEFIEEMDBIERERE (Analysis 1b)
Panel A: IBITA & Return Proxies Panel B: IBITA & CFO Proxies
Pre-Application Sample J-IFRS firms Pre-Application Sample J-IFRS firms
Function JPN-GAAP Function JPN-GAAP
Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System
Pair Firm France | Germany | UK Japan Pair Firm France | Germany | UK [ Japan
Function IFRS-FRN [ IFRS-DEU]| IFRS-UK [ JPN-GAAP Function IFRS-FRN [ IFRS-DEU]| IFRS-UK [ JPN-GAAP
Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System
Post-Application Sample J-IFRS firms Post-Application Sample J-IFRS firms
Function IFRS-JPN Function IFRS-JPN
Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System
Pair Firm France | Germany | UK Japan Pair Firm France | Germany | UK [ Japan
Function IFRS-FRN [ IFRS-DEU]| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP Function IFRS-FRN [ IFRS-DEU]| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP
Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System
FEE AT HEME O JIE R 5L FEH AT BEME OO JIAE A 5L
Pair Firm France German UK Japan Pair Firm France German; UK Japan
Pre-Application -5.1307 -5.3637 -5.3833 -6.2227 Pre-Application -0.0433 -0.0415 -0.0422 -0.0433
Post-Application -0.0185 -0.0197 -0.0209 -0.0192 Post-Application -0.0188 -0.0163 -0.0206 -0.3298
Differences 5.1122 5.3441 5.3624 6.2034 Differences 0.0244 0.0252 0.0216 -0.2865
Evaluation Increase Increase Increase Increase Evaluation Increase Increase | Increase Decrease
No. of "Increase" 27 23 27 4 No. of "Increase" 10 17 18 0
No. of "Decrease" 0 2 5| 1 No. of "Decrease" 8 8 8| 4
Sum. 27 25 32 5 Sum. 18 25 26] 4
R6 HEFIREEMOAIEMBELE
Comparability Evaluation (IBIT & IBITA
Pair Firm France Germany UK Japan
Return_Proxy
Differences -5.1090 -5.3405 -5.3587 -60.2059
Comparability Decrease | Decrease | Decrease Decrease
CFO Proxy
Differences -0.0044 -0.0216 -0.0238 -0.0244
Comparability Decrease | Decrease | Decrease Decrease

POWPEM I, HA D IFRS 158 % &
EU3 2°[E @ IFRS # H % 8 £ UV JPN GAAP
HHAEOWTNEDBTLEP LT 5, @
¥HIZBWTH,. HA®IFRS @MUK, A
® IFRS 1 & # H 123 & EU3 » E @ IFRS j#
%35 X O° JPN GAAP @ 2% & O T,
W R ] REVE OB EME AT L 72 A3
X0, WA LEEEDIT) DS,

7 ® Panel Bid. EO & L T CFO % H\w»
TR E R L T b,

HA® IFRS # Lk, B IEHRO LT 5
DB EMIE. HA O IFRS 5 % &
EU3 % E® IFRS # &% & o<l LT
W5, HARD IFRS L& 3 & JPN GAAP
AL OB TIX. MBERO BT T
HEMIZHEMNL TWa, f¥EICBWTiZ, O
A IFRS # L. HAD IFRS 15 8 4
¥ L EU3 22 El o IFRS #H &% & o<,
B O LT REE O W E B AN L 7243 &
DY, WA LEZREDIT) DL V. HEAD
IFRS L& # H >3 & JPN GAAP #H A2 &
DOETIE, MBIERO LI Rt 2 52395,
BLU7RFELD L, BINL 72D 5%\,

(b) Analysis 2b : FS DL E L TONA
B ENE e BRai R | R 24 AR 2% 2 V72047 €
T

7 8 @ Panel A 1&. EO & L T Return * H
W AHTAE R E R LT\ b,

HZA o IFRS #H k. BB E RO B R
PO B EMIZ. HAD IFRS &5 )1 4% &
EU3 %[ @ IFRS i# 35 £ UF JPN GAAP
HHBEEOWTNE OB TLHA LTS, @&
EBIZBWTH, HAD IFRS @A LI, HA
@ IFRS 11 3# 123 & EU3 » [E @ IFRS #
3B X UV JPN GAAP EHMEEO VT E
DOFTH . WBEHRO BN Mol EH A
MU L ) & P LB EDIT) 3%,

# 8 ® Panel Bl&. EO & L T CFO % H\»
7oA R E R LT\ b,

HZR® IFRS # H ULk, BB E o BT fE
PR EMIZ. HAO IFRS £ 581 4% &
EU3 7 [E o IFRS # 3 & O TR A L T
Wb, H A @ IFRS T & i H 4 % & JPN
GAAP #EH M L ORI CIZBML Twb, 4
¥HIZBWTIid. HA®IFRS @MUK, A
DO IFRS FEHHAMREL 75 ADSD R A
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F7 HEFEEMOAIESRER (Analysis 2a)

Panel A: Return & IBIT Proxies

Panel B: CFO & IBIT Proxies

Pre-Application

Sample J-IFRS firms

Pre-Application

Sample J-IFRS firms

Function JPN-GAAP Function JPN-GAAP

Variable IBIT System Variable IBIT System

Pair Firm France | Germany | UK Japan Pair Firm France | Germany | UK Japan

Function IFRS-FRN[IFRS-DEU]| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP Function IFRS-FRN[IFRS-DEU]| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP

Variable IBITA System IBIT System Variable IBITA System IBIT System
Post-Application Sample J-IFRS firms Post-Application Sample J-IFRS firms

Function IFRS-JPN Function IFRS-JPN

Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System

Pair Firm France | Germany | UK Japan Pair Firm France | Germany | UK Japan

Function IFRS-FRN[IFRS-DEU| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP Function IFRS-FRN|[IFRS-DEU] IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP

Variable IBITA System IBIT System Variable IBITA System IBIT System

PR ol REPE O M ERE SR

PR AT REME O PE K

Pair Firm France German UK Japan Pair Firm France German; UK Japan
Pre-Application -0.1267 -0.1264 -0.0975 -0.1037 Pre-Application -0.0303 -0.0324 -0.0279 -0.0325
Post-Application -0.3064 -0.5539 -0.2989 -0.1402 Post-Application -0.0430 -0.0547 -0.0588 -0.0168
Differences -0.1797 -0.4276 -0.2013 -0.0365 Differences -0.0127 -0.0223 -0.0309 0.0157
Evaluation Decrease | Decrease | Decrease Decrease Evaluation Decrease | Decrease | Decrease Increase
No. of "Increase" 11 12 10 No. of "Increase" 8 6 6
No. of "Decrease" 19 17 25 23 No. of "Decrease" 8 14 16 2
Sum. 30 29 33 33 Sum. 16 20 24 8
*£8 HETFEEMDBIERRE (Analysis 2b)
Panel A: Return & IBITA Proxies Panel B: CFO & IBITA Proxies
Pre-Application Sample J-IFRS firms Pre-Application Sample J-IFRS firms
Function JPN-GAAP Function JPN-GAAP
Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System
Pair Firm France | Germany | UK |  Japan Pair Firm France | Germany | UK |  Japan
Function IFRS-FRN[IFRS-DEU]| IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP Function IFRS-FRN[IFRS-DEU] IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP
Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System
Post-Application Sample J-IFRS firms Post-Application Sample J-IFRS firms
Function IFRS-JPN Function IFRS-JPN
Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System
Pair Firm France | Germany | UK [  Japan Pair Firm France | Germany | UK [  Japan
Function IFRS-FRN[IFRS-DEU] IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP Function IFRS-FRN[IFRS-DEU] IFRS-UK | JPN-GAAP
Variable IBITA System Variable IBITA System
PR AT RETE D JHIRE 5 PR AT REME D I E 5 S
Pair Firm France Germany UK Japan Pair Firm France Germany UK Japan
Pre-Application -0.1284 -0.1544 -0.1276 -0.1210 Pre-Application -0.0305 -0.0346 -0.0271 -0.0184
Post-Application -0.3893 -0.7144 -0.2645 -0.1431 Post-Application -0.0430 -0.0560 -0.0607 -0.0170
Differences -0.2609 -0.5600 -0.1370 -0.0221 Differences -0.0125 -0.0214 -0.0335 0.0013
Evaluation Decrease | Decrease | Decrease Decrease Evaluation Decrease | Decrease | Decrease Increase
No. of "Increase" 6 8 6 10 No. of "Increase" 9 7 8 2
No. of "Decrease" 15 12 19 12 No. of "Decrease" 7 12 15 1
Sum. 21 20 25 22 Sum. 16 19 23 3
N e
xR9 HEFIREMHEORIEBELEE
Comparability Evaluation (IBIT & IBITA)
Pair Firm France Germany UK Japan
Return Proxy
Differences 0.0017] _ -0.0281] _ -0.0300 -0.0173
Comparability Decrease | Decrease | Decrease Decrease
CFO Proxy
Differences -0.0002 -0.0022 0.0008 0.0141
Comparability Decrease | Decrease | Increase Increase

BLOA ) A0 IFRS #HMEFE L O T,
BT O R REME O W E AN L 72 A3 &
DL, WAL LEEEDIT) NS\ HED
IFRS 11 & # ] 423 & JPN GAAP & i3 &
DOTIX, WHEHRD BT RO JIEH AN
DLIEFELY S I L 72REDIT ) B3\,

F91E, BT a7 LR 4 & 72T E T
)V (Analysis 2a) & DN AMEHNE RG]
B 2GR 2% 2 V725087 € 750 (Analysis

2b) OFHEREZ L T, HA® IFRS #H
DTz BT, MEIEHO T 58 1% o Rl % fiE
WZED X ) BREADKE L2 DV TRLTW
5o EO & T Return % H\\» 720 0TE £ Cld.
W HIEHRO KT REE OB EMHIZ. HEAD
IFRS %% H 43 & EU3 7 E @ IFRS & H
TELOMTEA L TwWb, EO & LT CFO
W2 R Tk, METEHRO T Rl
OHEMIZ. HARD IFRS EEEHEE L 1 F
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Pair Firm Japan
FS / EO| Return CFO
Analysis 2¢ : |IBITA+GWA -0.7325 -6.1163
GWA t-value
IFRS 0.055 0.051
JPN-GAAP 0.057 0.083
Analysis 2a : IBIT -0.1037 -0.0325
Analysis 2b : IBITA -0.1210 -0.0184
VAL 77V ABLOFA VO IFRS #H 6. ©IU

WL OMTHA LA 4 XY 2D IFRS i#
FaZE & OMITIE, MEHHO BT RE O
BT L 720 HA® IFRS 2843 &
JPN GAAP #H ML DM TIE, EO L LT
Return & V725 Wi R IZ BT, MEIEHR
O W REMEDMEME 2SI A L7225, EO & L
T CFO & W7o R Cldy M3 HEHRO It
BT e M B A A0 L 720

(c) Analysis 2c : FS ORBZER L L TONA
TEFVEPERRHIBL |Fr L RR 2 & O AEHE
T W72 E TV

#1012, HA O IFRS 58 1 LLi o 1 14 12 B
LT ONAMEIVEPERRRIPLG (17 2 AR 5 &
DIAMEINE: & 7200 TS & 5 55Tk
RERLTWS, EO & LT Return &\ 7z
ITAERB L UVEO & LT CFO % R\ 7245 #F
EROVTIUIBWTYH ., BT REE ORI 8
DA (ROMEAEER) L. 85 A5G IR
V720 E R (Analysis 2a) & ONAME
FVEPERRAIPLT | HT 4 AR 4% 2 D 72 AT R
(Analysis 2b) (ZILEZ L T, W#1HE#HRO T
BEMDPME T L CWwBZEEEL TS, DA
BHEOFRHIAEEEICEEZ LT, HARD
IFRS &2 # &3 B X OV JPN GAAP # 4
EDOWTNIZBWTY, tfHIFFE TRV, 2
5, JPN GAAP & IFRS O H % 7 & 1.
EEZBNTONADEHNE L, METERO L
I REEICEE R E L RIZT L TR nZ &8
HgEI N5,

A2 TlE. ONADOIHMEIILEA, BAD
IFRS fF 3@ 43 & IFRS #H A% & oMo
M HE#RO LB R n) LS8, SIZHAD
IFRS (£ & # H =3 & JPN GAAP & H v &
D OMHIERO I TREEL KT ST 5
DPEDNIONT, RO ERICE DN
72T TV & W CERERIIC MG & 17 - 726
SRR TR, KEHHIERK 7 7 —F B LV
BEIRRE 7 70 —F OWT N E 7200 G
HI2BWTDH. JPN GAAP IZBIT 5 DN ALE
HEAINE LT, IFRS BHET 50 L [AED
DONAMEHEZRm AR5 H T2 LT
I IERO BT REMEAME T34 2 L 25 &
M olze T720 ONAMEIED, BHIER
DO HEEZ BIE T 5 LT, MEMYICEE T
HTWZELBHBENI o7z IUE. ONAE
HED, B3 L b MEIEHRO T gk % 1 -
BHBEIZTD) AR >TWHR W L &R
L CTW5h, SiERIE, BRAHEIL oh
ADIEHILELD X 9 7% JPN GAAP & IFRS &
DO OEFEMEDOHES M BTG & ORRE
BERIZTOPIZOVTHICHETT 22 &%
<L BEDPRRT HWMHIFHR (k) 129> T
BEPGERIT> TV LI RER A RIZ L T\ b,
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