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1
Table 1 D escriptive statistics of dual ssue sanple
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
PO+ 1 262 16 23 | 17.04 | 26.81 | 25 33 191 Q52 | 3299 16. 00 | 36.42 | 15 11 [ - 3 43| 19 46
PO+ 2| 277 25 41 | 24.91 | 25.63 | 29.02 1 94 0 54 |36 68 15.09 | 41.50 | 1100 [ -4 81| 17 81
PO+ 3 182 2379 | 4. 12| 30.22 | 43.70 191 052 |384r1 17.03 | 39.54 | 1230 - 123 18 63
PO+ 4 146 2024 | 25.25 | 30.85 | 37.69 | 2 04 Q0 64 | 36 80 17.17 | 37.96 | 12. 78 225 15
PO+ 5 109 21 28| 24.46 | 30.08 | 40.39 | 2 02 Q65 | 4471 16.32 | 4248 | 0.08 3 63 15 8
PO+ 6 85 14 2| 1175 | 39.32 [ 58 43 L 89 0 60 |44 51" 17.79 | 45.07 | 0. 10 334 | 2007
PO+ 7 57 45 87 | 50.52 | 2883 | 76. 14| 216 075 |5419 15.76 | 44.27 | 0.06 3 00 15 31
PO+ 8 29 25 86 | 49.28 | 28.92 | 40.49 | 2 54 098 | 4347 | 20.91 [ 42 43 0. 07 344 | 20 68
PO+ 9 20 1120 0 08 2411 | 2549 | 229 096 | 5830 | 36.19 | 46. 11 0. 06 156 | 353 63
PO + 10 14 14 10 009 [ 2443 19.33 225 103 4877 | 27.63 | 47.18 | 0.07 499 [ 25 9%
1182 | 21 14 | .17 | 30.21 | 39 61 L 98 Q 61 38 58 17.76 | 40.29 | 12 15| - 1L 70| 18 77
“ S : ( : )
2
Tabk 2 Descriptive statistics of single euqity ssue and single debt issue
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
PO+ 1 116 2. 33 3815 0. 80 17 27 203 0. 57 37 64° 16 03
PO+ 2 160 32 30 28. 01 -329 16 68 188 0. 55 40 79 16 05
PO+ 3 162 2. 22 22. 30 -142 17 67 192 0. 55 41 68° 14 17
PO+ 4 76 253 17. 40 13 89 24 74 2 00 0. 47 48 23 19 60
PO+ 5 73 24. 84 41. 03 9. 93 55 55 235 0. 88 53 36" 54 96
PO+ 6 52 30. 19 92. 51 20 10 93 29 241 L. 23 63 05° 94 27
PO+ 7 35 16. 01 19. 87 17 04 42 42 217 0. 61 60 70¢ 43 11
PO+ 8 16 16. 81 10. 46 36 66 49 55 2 56 0. 81 79 18 48 85
PO+ 9 14 17. 34 16. 16 42 12 78 81 2 31 0. 74 86 77 79 65
PO + 10 9 13. 82 11. 04 13 32 20 63 2 06 0. 43 57 39 23 10
713 26. 51 37. 26 5. 66 39 36 2 06 0. 69 47 15 38 79
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
PO+ 1 415 215 23,43 -370 17 41 179 0. 59 25 94* 20 76
PO+ 2 293 2. 25 21. 97 -3 69 15 96 173 0. 39 36 88 16 52
PO+ 3 2% 21. 07 18. 27 -2 16 17 90 176 0. 34 35 66" 20 29
PO+ 4 281 24. 66 31. 95 L. 36 19 36 1 84 0. 58 36 53° 24 73
PO+ 5 240 17. 37 13. 39 2. 00 35 64 187 0. 57 45 69" 35 90
PO+ 6 214 19. 26 23 81 L 68 17 78 183 0. 85 46 58 17 74
PO+ 7 133 2. 25 24. 31 5. 63 12 57 193 0. 75 49 57° 18 83
PO+ 8 57 19. 11 16. 55 3.76 18 47 211 0. 59 49 17 18 64
PO+ 9 57 15. 59 11. 79 5. 61 18 19 187 0. 53 51 94 19 02
PO + 10 30 21. 43 36. 63 22 87 66 10 2 02 0. 89 68 02 70 22
2014 2 15 2321 -0 00 22 57 181 0. 59 38 55 25 51

Lwa
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Table4 D etem inants of euqily Ssu{% and del)tisme[% in dual issue
t t
D
r M Prof T Log(A Ky 2
N B 1 O =1 %8 )rfl -1 R
) — Indusiry leverage,_,
018" 009" 0 o7 - 005 033" o 1ot
(6.17) (3 16) (231) | (- 155) (6 57) :
All 1182 T ¥ w
0. 08 008 005 - 003 ~ 100 o 4
(3. 55) (3 73) (225) | (- 128) (= 25.21) :
0. 11 -0 04 04 - 011 0.45" 0 1145
1. 69 -0 69 2 16 - 0170 3. 56 .
PO + 262 ( 3 ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )*
0 12 -0 04 Q0 - 0002 - 141 0 7145
(3000 [(-117 (132) | (- 005 (- 19. 59) :
0.23" 013 Q 01 - 008 0. 66" 0. 2745
4. 04 2 43 Q 11 - 148 6. 22 )
PO+ 2 | 277 ( )‘ ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
014" 0 09 0@ ~ 004 ~ 085" N
(2.71) (1 84) (0 42) (- 081) (- 896) 042
018 016 018 - 004 0.26 o 1300
218 198 23 - 053 2. 15 )
PO + 182 ( ) ( ) ( *)* ( ) ( )*
015 012 0 16 - 003 - 087" o 4600
(2 32) (1 88) (27) | (- 042 (9. 14) :
0. 08 047" 00 ~ 004 012 o 25t
0. 91 6 28 118 - 047 1. 03 )
PO+ 4| 146 ( ) ( )* ( ) ( ) ( »)*
- 002 025" | -aw - 007 ~0.88 o 550 -
(- 03) (4 33) (08) | (- 106) (- 0.95) :
0. 002 Q 02 -00 - 009 0. 44 015
0. 01 Q21 -0 - 076 2.40
Po+5 | 100 ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( »)*
-0 04 Q 14 - 00 - 014 - 095 0. 5425
(- 0.50) (192) | (-04) | (- 162 (= 17.05) :
- 005 - 003 Q M - 007 - 025 0 07
-0 34 -0 21 Q73 - 050 - 129
po+6 | 85 ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( })
- 010 013 013 - 010 - 118" 360
(- 123) (1 70) (1®) | (- 122 (- 11. 42) 0.7
0. 30" -0 05 - Qo1 - 014 0. 04 0 25"
1. 96 -0 36 - 006 - 092 0. 24
po+7 | 57 ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( })
0.22 -0 11 Q o7 - 005 -078" “n
(1.83) | (-0 93 (06l | (- 042 (-5 92 052
0. 56 —012 006 002 0.72" 061t
2.76 - 070 Q3 Q11 2. 96 '
PO + 29 ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( })*
0. 15 - 001 -0m - 020 - L2r 0 788 %
(0097 |(-009 | (-06e) | (- 151 (- 658 :
Fstatistics “ 447 1% s F s Len 5%
, F , wWEE 1% 0 w9 %
A)
2 2 2
) 1 PO + 1
; @ 2 3 .
(Q 45), (Q 23
, 0.18),
PO 12 (@14 Q15),
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2 3 , ,
456 22
7 8 ,
[ 17] , ,
, 221 BB
, 5
PO+ 7 ,
. ® IPO+7 PO+ 8 \ (206) > (1%) >
(1.81) > (172). ,
, (0 06) (- Q).
PO+ 1 , - 141 , (0.47)
(0.39). )
(0.08) > (0.06) >
(0. 03) (0.08) > (0 06),
, R T
5

Table5 D escriptive statistics andmean value test

M B 1 98 2 06 L 81" 172
(DA = Industry a0 0 06 - 000 0 o1
leverage )
D /A Q 39 0 47 Q 39 0 42
Prof a 08 0 06 Q 06 0 03
LogA 8 90 8 91 8 98 9 03
T Q 39 039 Q 38 0 41
M B Q 99 1 00 Q 97 0 796
Q51 0 27 Q22 —
(issue size/l )
AE. A Q21 0 27 _
AD A Q 30 Q22 —
AE,,, fisue ske 0 41 —
1182 713 2014 1763
PR %
s s 9%
(9.03), (8 98).
(Q 41), , 97%

(Q 37), L : :
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)
51%, ,
41%, ;
( 21) :
(0.27), (Q 30 s
(0. 22). 22 2 Binary LogisticE)a %
) 6 (3)  Bmnary Logistic
, Nagelkerke
, . R 021 Q28
6
Table 6 D eterm inants of finan cing m ethod selection
K Sig K Sig
Constant 073" 0 044" 0 00
M B -0 14 0@ Q14" 0 00
D /A -0 71" 0 Q 09 0 06
(DA - Industry leverage) - 052" 0 Q 06 0 64
Prof 0 03 0 6l Q1r Q014
LogA 020" 0 M 186" 0 00
T -005 0 3 o 14 0 00
M B - 0098 013 - 184" 0 00
(isswe ske A ) 154" 1 1. 86" 0 00
Nagek erke R 0 21 a 28
P,=1 1182 1182
P,=0 713 2014
S Wald Lerr 1% , Ler 5% ,
“ 7 ? 9
s
, )
(- Q 14), , ,
s )
> s
N « -
9 7 ”
’ “ - 7 s
) M /B
) M /B
(- Q71), s (0 14),

(- Q52
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Table7 D etem inants of euqily Bsu A—Ej and deblissue[A—lﬂ in dual issue
3 3

A A
4
N {%] . Prof,_, T . Log(A),_, A R?
— Industry leverage,_ |
020" Q11" o 09 - 005 0. 26 0 076 ©
(4. 66) (2 65) (2 1) (- 114) (- 0.55)
All 336 0. 03 Q 02 0 o1 - 007 - 005
(0. 46) (0 52) (0 14) (- 154) (- 0.93) 0 01
0 19 - 001 038" - 001 0. 08 aa
PO+ 1 102 (L 83) (- 012 (3 7) (- 009) (0. 67) 017
- 001 - 003 015 - Q24 - 029" 0 1084
(-0 11) (-0 34) (14 (- 207) (- 220) )
028" 016 0 o4 - 009 0. 14 a
PO+ 2 | 154 (3. 44) (1 96) (0 46) (- 104) (L 35) 013
- 004 Q12 0 o1 - 003 -019 0 043
(- 049 (L 46) (0 14) (- Q034) (- 175)
0. 21 Q18 Q27 - 007 0. 09 012
PO + 3 03 (L 74) (L 55) (2 39) (- 067) (0.79)
0. 07 Q 06 011 - 014 - 009 0 06
(0. 57) (0 48) (0 %) (- 122) (- 071
0. 05 07" 0 - 006 034" 0 520
0. 53 747 0 81 - 053 3. 26
PO +4 66 -( 0 09) (o 20) —( 0 02) (_ 0 31*) —( ) 03)
(- 0.64) (L 61) (- 0 16) (- 220) (- 019 015
0. 21 Q 08 -0 - 015 0. 18 011
PO + 5 4 (L 15) (0 52) (- 162) (- Q84) (L 26)
- 020 Q 21 - 013 - 041 -0 06 013
(- 1. 13) (L 40) (- 0 &) (- 231) (- 0.42)
0. 04 -029 -oo Q10 0. 34 016
PO + 6 3 (0. 14) (-1 11‘) (- 1 18) (Q44) (L 692
0. 23 - 058 - 018 - 029 -0 34 0 38
(0. 99) (-2 58 (- 0% (- L45) (- 1. 96)
t-statistics “ %27 1% s F s Len %
s F X “rn 1% s Q«"” %
o 4
A)
8
T able 8 D eterm inants of finan cing m ethod selection
K Sig K Sig
Constant 023" 0 00 132°% 0 00
M B -030" 0 0 o 14 0 02
D /A -056" 0 00 Q16 0 02
(DA - Industry leverage) - 037" 0 00 Q 07 0 30
Prof 0 09 02 010 0 07
LogA 0.30" 00 - 009 016
T - 003 072 Q19" 0 00
(issue ske /A ) 2 67" 0 00 212 0 00
Nagek erke R 0 37 0 36
P,=1 553 553
P,=0 610 1846
10% s “M B 7 L L 1% s

0, ” 5% , 0.
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Empirical study on China listed corporation dual issue decisions

LIUDuan, CHEN Shou
College of Busness Adm inistratbn, Hunan U niversity Changsha 410082 Chna

Abstract On the basis ofmatket tin ng theory and taget capital structure in the trade-off theories this paper

emphasizes the. dual issuers and, d iscusses the effects of same factors such as investors’ behaviors and target
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capital stucture etc, onmanagen ent financ ng decisions First the papermakesOLS regressbns to find the
detem inants of dual issues and how theywork And then, itmakes B nary Logistic regressions to canpare du-
al issuesw ith pure equity issues and pure debt issues to d scover the detem nants of different financ ng decr
sions In order to check the sensitivity of the results it ncreases the Iin it of five percent to ten percent in the
financ ng definitbns It concludes that maiket to-book ratb mplies nvestors’ ratonal expectatbn on corpo-
rale giow th andm aiket tin ing resu lted fran irratbnal valiation, and the wo kinds of nbmation affects corpo-
rale financ ng selection jontly

Key words dual issu¢ m aiket-to-book ratig target capital structure

( 100 )
[15]J Flen ng and B O sid ek. Tradng costs and the relative rates of price d soovery i the stock futures and optns martket
[ J]. JoumalofFuuresM atkets 1996 16 353— 387

Study on m icrostructures can parison between cash market and futures market

XIAO Huiy WU Chong feng
Research Center of F nancial Engineerng Shanghai Jiaotong Un wersity, Shanghai 200052 China

Abstract TheM rcrostuctures beween the cash market and futures maiket is different This paper nvestr
gales the strategy of the nfom ed traderwho owned the specific security infom ation The strategies of them ar
ketmaker and the un nformed strategic trader are also analyzed under he sane conditions The study consi-
ers the trade cost and the short sales constraints. The different between the cashm aket and futuresmaiket are
can pared through our research.

Key words cash maiket futures market m icrostructures trade strategy



