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3 0.760 5 0.507 0 0.587 0 0.667 5
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1 0.747 6 0.5275 0.832 6 0.648 0

2 0.759 5 0.544 1 0.840 4 0.648 1

3 0.745 6 0.601 3 0.835 6 0.662 1

4 0.737 2 0.539 9 0.8313 0.650 1

5 0.7450 0.506 9 0.850 5 0.646 7
S5 0.747 0 0.543 9 0.838 1 0.651 0

Panel C: #ZBAIY F1 1353
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Table 2 The statistical analysis of main variables

Ap e LA I PRifiizE /M RRME
ret 171 798 1.414 8 13.870 1 -37.689 6 47.695 8
pos_kol 181 612 0.044 6 0.440 7 -1.000 0 1.000 0
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23 W 2 v 52 ) g e v B H 1% K P AR 2 H &
DTl A > i T P AR Sy Al 2 L it
AT 3 B 26 6 Al 22 1)l X, 2 — ZR A 5 ol 722
i, AU ARG 25 ( media_senti) >R R B9
I SRIINITRZL € ke =k D SRy N Vi [ TR
B ((upgrade) 53 A7 U T PF B B ( down—
grade) WA T {E F( bm) TR ( turnover) .
Ab B FEH T A Ay (-month) FIAT L industry) 5%
Wiy, A28 B J2 BT R 28 ( Cluster at firm) LL$5
A AR

AT MU AR T DA KK AH ~
3AAMAK4ADH ~6 DI R F A
g, FI A RY( 3) A6 50 2 UL imh A% 28 A, B

RN 3 FiR.
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Table 3 The impact of opinion leaders’ sentiment on stock returns

£3 BEROHEEXREWERAZME

_— (1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
ret,y Tel 41,143 Tel; 4,146 rel; Tel 41,143 Tel;i4,146
ol 0.479 0*** 1.194 0*** 0.713 4***
pos- (6.91) (8.55) (4.90)
sos_other -0.575 5% —1.154 3% -1.097 3***
( -6.54) (-5.98) ( -5.77)
sl ~0.477 6*** -0.996 7*** —0.941 37
(-5.39) (-4.97) ( -4.78)
-0.067 2*** ~0.258 §*** -0.031 9*** -0.066 0*** -0.255 6*** ~0.030 6***
o ( -20.70) ( -43.93) ( -5.65) ( -20.39) ( -43.59) (-5.43)
~0.025 1*** -0.176 1*** 0.145 6*** -0.024 6*** ~0.175 2*** 0.146 0***
el (-8.14) ( -28.94) (27.67) (=7.99) ( -28.79) (27.74)
mhi_rel, 0.371 57 0.337 97 0.180 57 0.370 7% 0.335 6 0.179 8***
(71.60) (37.42) (19.22) (71.48) (37.21) (19.15)
mkt_ret, ~0.157 9*** 0.051 7% 0.022 3% —0.158 7*** 0.049 9*** 0.022 1***
( -33.26) (5.43) (2.60) ( -33.40) (5.24) (2.58)
warade 0.336 8 *** 0.722 7*** 0.087 9 0.335 §*** 0.720 8*** 0.086 9
(6.41) (7.53) (0.92) (6.39) (7.50) (0.91)
donngrade ~0.341 4*** ~0.946 1*** -0.265 5** ~0.340 3*** ~0.942 7*** -0.263 2**
( -6.85) (-9.08) (-2.54) ( -6.84) ( -9.08) (-2.52)
i s 0.0213 -0.366 3*** —0.412 0*** 0.0213 -0.365 8 *** —0.414 5™
(0.40) (-3.47) (-3.78) (0.40) ( -3.46) (-3.81)
. 1.773 2% 5.491 4*** 7.691 1% 1.797 4*** 5.555 1% 7.779 7%
(12.02) (11.66) (12.35) (12.13) (11.75) (12.36)
~0.114 1% -0.020 2 0.041 4 -0.115 0*** -0.0238 0.039 4
urnover ( -8.14) (-0.52) (1.22) (-8.19) ( -0.61) (1.16)
o 6.434 0*** 9.272 4*** -2.788 6*** 6.472 4% 9.365 6*** —2.749 77
(28.45) (13.62) ( -4.51) (28.60) (13.75) (-4.43)
month Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cluster at firm Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEAREL 161 438 146 515 134 769 161 438 146 515 134 769
R? 0.080 2 0.082 6 0.056 6 0.079 9 0.082 1 0.056 4

RS O, AARIRR 1% .5 %110 % B E KT

HR A b4 3R, 745 i 52 4 Jie A R 25
(ARG =5, F1 (1) JF1(2) Fg)(3) i e
W17 25 ( pos_kol) B ZE04r 54 0.479 0.1. 194 0
F10.713 4,3 B 1% K TR E, FHE W
RN 25 AR08 76 B0 i A R i 45 2%, 9F 5
XA PR A 2 23 A EL AT T /3 5. A R D0 45
1845 ( pos_other) B ZE N -0.575 5, -1.154 3
1 —-1.097 3,3 HABLARTE 1 % /K b i 2, £MHE

T LB 17 28 5 IR SRR R A R T R RS
(2) FIF(3) 5%, SR M 2518 3 Hh 3 L A0l 1 T
TIN5 Z 2257 o FE B RE4R = 10 % , AR LA R
KIAA~3PAMERKANA ~6 SHBREM
W i ARG 24 B85 0. 119 % 1 0.071 % , Y W7 Il
T 48 RERS TN AR R Wi ss , SCRF T IR HI
HOE (LTS

TEFN(4) FU(S) FIFI(6) JErs T B M 2518
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¥

SRR T 25 ( pos_all) R AR 7 < 19
SR SRR AR BT G 26 ( pos_all) 5t
AEIADH AKKLADH ~3DHFARKSNH ~
6 I H WitaR AR TR G, TR 4R B o R AR R B
HE I BE SO IR , 2 4 RIS, SR S &
BB Al IR R A R RS S S TR A
2 2 ) S PR R — B 3 T iR T AR SEY
PRI £ O AR A S, T ABATT L 3R BFURE A 4 0
Ve PRAZ B TR, AR5 ) W i UL 40l 15 28 g A
R AL 5 HA A [
3.3 ERGHBEZEEBTNHHNERE

LT 4 R A% T R A T e PR A O
KPS T MRS L RS B, ] BB
Je HAEE | RV 47 0, IR B A F 523
T ( self-fulfilling prophecies) %4 5. A< 25 LA
A F R AT ZE R G O R R A
A R AR T DL S 17 26 e A5 IO B AR AR L
IHG I D 25 DL 5 15 2 b S 0 S AR

% Chen %'° S PEIFAIZE ) 00 1L, A
WFFER LA A5 3 UL ARUAT 175 2 0 =ML AR
)5 ).

SUE,, = a + B, pos_kol, , 5, o +

B, pos_other, , 5, o +

z 5,' Xi,j.t + &, (4)
izl

Horp SUE, , R EWAF i 1 ¢ BB SRR
IR Nl M /A S A /Nl RS 5
W25 o A U T 4 D, P R DA% 2 B OR B s

pos_kol, , 5, oo REN BTN K AT HET 3 H ~ i
90 H PN & WLAGHH B T2 pos_other, , ;5 , o0 R
RGN ERAHAT3 H ~ {590 H A AEE W4T
MG T4 X, R, A A 2
(' media_senti) . b —4F R T {E H( bm) | L
—ZEEIE ( size) M BTAEKATH 3 H ~ i
90 H IBIIH] i) e 5% R A 45 32 ( cret, 5, 90 ) «
FEEAMIAR( SUE, ) 384 53 i g bl 15
(ana_disper) , JE4g WG/~ H KM HE 3 H ~ Al
90 H 1] , 22 B M VR 5 1) - B Vil o 00 4 15 221 4%
AIBRAE 22. 53 4b, B FE i) T 453 ( year) i1 43
( month) WYFZM , I 7E > 72 A T B2 ( Cluster
at firm) LAAE A0

BAL(4) Bk g2 Rtk 4 froR. H, 31
(1) S5RFEB, & W ATh 155 25 ( pos _kol) FIHEZ L
G2 ( pos _other) Xof B A LAY Y 52 Wi ¥ A (i
F.H0(3) FF(4) o T HEBRTC IG5 B2,
TEHIBR T AL &7 53X — S B R 1 b 5 /5 =
HH T DL AT 25 ( pos _kol) FAE T UL A5THH
1545 ( pos_other) , W , 25 W4T AF 25 ( pos_kol) 1
AR R UL 17525 ( pos_other) #8 5 AN a1 A% 3 11
HHIC. B(5) FF(6) HEER 1 ST B AR A4 fl gy
v BT FIREAS 25 2R 3 B R DL Gl 1 45 ( pos _
kol) ThK 5 R AN A 10 35 SAAH O, [R]INE, 751 (4)
BN 6) h, BARTEH FAH L (pos_all) W H
HMELAR W ARDC. EREE R , 2 WL Ah A
FEHAbA St R 2 0T Bl & " A EAS
B Bis H2b 4533 1 ENIE.

®4 BEROAHBEXNZINBRHTREES

Table 4 The prediction ability of opinion leaders’ sentiment on earnings surprise

2022 4E9 H

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
SUE SUE SUE SUE SUE SUE
1ol ~0.000 3 —0.005 4 *** -0.005 6***
POs_ko
( -0.36) (=5.74) ( -5.09)
X -0.000 9 ~0.002 3*** -0.002 7***
pos_other
(-1.17) ( =5.16) ( =5.34)
0.000 1 —-0.004 2%+ -0.004 7***
pos_all
(0.07) ( —6.95) ( -6.76)
—0.000 8 *** ~0.000 7 *** —0.001 1 *** —0.001 1% —0.001 1 *** —0.000 9 ***
media_senti
( —3.40) ( =3.26) ( -3.32) ( =3.65) ( -2.98) ( -3.01)
SUE 0.333 2% 0.336 5*** 0.209 4*** 0.272 2% 0.206 3 *** 0.258 1 ***
“i-1
' (7.12) (7.20) (4.74) (5.31) (3.80) (4.26)
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Table 4 Continues
e (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
SUE SUE SUE SUE SUE SUE
-0.002 1 -0.002 2 0.003 2 0.000 6 0.001 8 -0.000 8
o ( —1.40) (-1.44) (1.55) (0.33) (0.80) (-0.44)
ana_disper -6.550 6% -6.570 0*** -6.640 3% -6.098 8% -6.580 4% -5.866 3%
( -8.53) (-8.54) (-6.37) (-7.76) (-6.02) (-7.92)
) 0.006 2*** 0.006 17*** 0.005 57 0.005 6*** 0.005 0*** 0.005 17**
e (13.54) (13.68) (11.43) (11.40) (9.58) (9.73)
0.006 6 *** 0.006 9*** 0.003 77 0.004 1%+ 0.004 77 0.004 8***
et (6.85) (7.17) (2.90) (3.98) (3.31) (3.79)
-0.090 0*** -0.089 6 -0.074 7% -0.078 6*** -0.066 1*** -0.070 3%
I
( —12.40) (-12.79) (-9.70) (-9.89) (=7.99) (-8.32)
year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cluster at firm Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEARK 48 163 48 897 24 828 30 628 19 408 23 900
R? 0.190 2 0.1912 0.141 4 0.166 7 0.1102 0.1332

RSO L, T SRR 1% .5 % H1 10 % S E MK

3.4 i FE YR DG T A R A2 AT Y S R

SRR HER R (ace_all) A0 A FIWTIERRBE T

R T L &5l 52 W0 g B9 AR T 3 A B
AN PRI TR] 2 26 L A, UGS ) g 924 R B,
2 HE W 1R 2 DI, 38698 35 6 T L 4l
(R AR S5 Rz AT LA 3 e 2R O 2 i 7 19 72 e ok A
T A A RS (5) 4G 565 15 DL S5 Aeh ) W v
S HARAF M T3 (V. RIS, by T S22 i A
52 e DRI g S A ke B D S T AR T
4 LT 22 67 TR 9 8., AR TR SR (6)
6 T 5% 14 L AT 3 R 0 T s e X 7R
AR 7 B A .

ASBIFSE R P LT ARG 56 T o 1 2R RE 75 2
1+ T UL A S

PRj.m = a+f, acc;, + z 3,' Xi.j,t + & (5)

Hoh AR PR, ARRE WA+ 1 3T
AL PageRank FILAF 520 J1: ace,, {3
LA AR ¢ F TR T IR HERG 3 2ol
AR B 22 (ace _all) | TE TH W - HEBH 2 (ace_
pos) I T HERA 3 (acc_neg) 3 ZKF8HR, Horp

o AV A ) L BB, e i 19 4% by T THT ELYK H AR
WA B 45 2 R TE©, Tt 7 R0 IE B G, 75
DSl S TR 5 T T 5 M 3 ( ace_pos) FI 1
T s 5 A 3R ace_neg) FARITI 7155 Z A0
Xy RS, G4 2 DL A Al SRR
( msg_num) 4 H 35 K Wi NEL( poster _num) 4
AT B3 5 bt _ret) . 356 ARG b
Hl T 4R ( year) A1 H 13 ( month) BYFZMH.

ARG HILA T ARG 304 T T SR A 1T
T S T 80 o T ALl 2 1

PR, ., =a+B, pos_r;, + B, pos_w,, + B; neg_r; ,+

n

Bf?neg—wj,t + z 5_,' Xi,j,t + &, (6)

Hrfpos_r; , Fl pos_w; , 53 AR Z LSt j 76 ¢ H
JIt 2 1 T s = H DB L A RN DR A B i negr,,
A neg_w, 73 T WAGHH 7 78 ¢ A B & Sl
T AT IE A A A DR AR X, R R
SRR S) AHIA.

FRRL(S) FIELAYL( 6) IUREIRAS RANSR S Fion

©  ABFFHRAEAR 3 H RBUCEE FORFIWTE 5215 A, SRR A ot — 2.
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Table 5 The investors’ reaction upon the prediction power of opinion leader
- (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
A2
PR[+1 PR[+1 PRr+l PRt+l PR1+1 PR[+1
0.060 0 0.004 6
acc_all
(1.25) (1.56)
0.0517 0.011 8**
acc_pos
(1.52) (2.36)
-0.053 8 -0.000 3
acc_neg
(-1.38) ( —0.04)
0.039 8*** 0.053 4%
pos_r
(9.02) (14.17)
0.034 17 0.049 17**
pos_w
(6.90) (13.88)
0.011 67 0.018 37
neg_r
(3.77) (7.87)
0.011 57** 0.014 6™
neg_w
(3.23) (4.03)
0.764 47 0.872 27 0.502 4% 0.679 87
msg_num
(28.43) (25.89) (68.23) (57.90)
~3.104 27 ~3.043 7% -3.060 4 *** -0.860 9*** —-1.197 2% —0.842 3%
poster_num
( -19.13) ( -19.96) ( -19.00) (-32.14) ( -29.07) ( -31.64)
" 0.005 37** 0.007 0*** 0.005 27 0.001 6™ 0.003 07" 0.001 17**
mirt_ret
(4.48) (5.05) (4.26) (8.87) (7.76) (5.34)
T 57.468 4*** 56.970 4*** 58.589 5*** 14.262 5% 19.699 1*** 14.591 5***
iz RES A0
(27.49) (27.05) (27.81) (42.94) (36.91) (43.59)
year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
month Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEA KR 366 452 315 802 366 452 3 077 369 1 532 542 3 077 369
R? 0.274 9 0.3354 0.2823 0.146 3 0.2015 0.156 8

RSO LT SR 1% .5 % F1 10 % B E KT

MG ARG FI(1) MF(2) KWL, AR
A W HE B R (acc _all) | IF 1T oE 6 R
(acc_pos) B G THI W 1 HE ) < ( ace _neg) #PXT
HEARAEWII( PR, ) BA BEE. 51(3)
gl R WL A 18 R A W IE B B0 O TG
( pos_r) 12 Wi i 1% ) L T 5~ ( pos_w) #PfiE
BERRBLTAHNRZWE I, I X AL &
(4 ZRBOREH 2, 75— J7 T, 4 W7 TE 4 114 97 1 i
T neg_r) FIHIWEE B B T B 5 ( neg_w) QL 4P
RE M2 i O L il R A RS2 R {ER
S RO AR T PR IE G 1. 51 (4) JB1(S)
FOB(6) UG 46 1 18 32 BT A7 1 T o4 1 %
HHTAMNAEmE AR RR, SR 550(1) 251

(3) FA—F X UL, B W 4518 32 v A9 T W
G 2 2 7z o I AR I O H 8 08 HE A iU
i3, 12 P oy AR 18 48 b 0 0 BR R B R
S KA I T A A Bk B 1 BE 8 A R B O
SO T X — S5 O 355 IR AN RE B A
WAt N UL 5 TE A 45 A5 i A A () 2 A I T
T JEL B T L oF BE 08 Wi Af ) W T 3 Bk
S WL A0 B Sy R B H3 R e A E T
SCHF

AN PS é y U SR DR i
ESSE NN ALV PS iR WSk CENTTE DS
X THT G 5 S 3 A0 67 T HERf R 5 R A H
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M) S ) 4 2 R IE AR @, ik 538 5 45 SR —EL

3.5 REMew

3.5.1 A E#IFKRP FraheitE ik
FIERFTSCR B ML PageRank B35 %45

RIS , AR TC AL PageRank 351t

SBIAK T B RE0E F), FATIse B E A SR ) iR
1%l P24 A LA, 2 6 Jios T AR 2 S i
SR AR ISR, BRI, R UL AT s 4
SN i H ARG, i AR T LA 7 45 AR
PRBEEH LN S AN AT AR TR

RO HREAMFREHE RO EE X R E W SRR

Table 6 The impact of sentiment from opinion leaders using alternative method on stock returns

- (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
s
rdml rett+l,z+3 re[l+4vt+6 rett+l r6tt+l.z+3 rezz+4.r+6
rol 0.432 17 1.009 2*** 0.611 57
pos_ko
(6.18) (7.22) (4.16)
-0.531 37 -1.121 6 -1.069 9***
pos_other
( -6.00) (-5.87) ( -5.70)
-0.477 6% -0.996 7*** —0.941 3%
pos_all
(-5.39) (—4.97) (-4.78)
6.445 9 9.308 37 —-2.755 7% 6.472 47 9.365 67 —2.749 7%
TR I
;) N
(28.50) (13.68) (-4.47) (28.60) (13.75) (-4.43)
YA Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
month Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cluster at firm Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEAEL 161 438 146 515 134 769 161 438 146 515 134 769
R? 0.080 1 0.082 5 0.056 5 0.079 9 0.082 1 0.056 4

RSO R IR 1% .5 % 10 % 8B KT

3.5.2 BB FILAAG 0 R BT

7 LB 2 ULt 8 BOhR T AT RE X 4 R A
SN, ASHIF 2 B0 T R L A Y e RS o, T BT IS
ATRERL 1, 855 3R 7 fros. 7E510( 1) \F(2) Fig)
(3) v ACHIE 50 2 DL St 0 2 BORR S K I
H 52 71 B i R S Y% M P, 45 5L 3B /T 5% &
VLT 25 ( pos_kolS) [RIFESASBARK 14> H il

34 H 2R R E IEAR S (HE W R EUNT
23 TPRYHIT 1% 35 UL ( pos_kol) , 15t B 7 WL 451
il X AR A RS 2 23 B0 R W B S e ) A B g
TTHE 5, AT RE 2 1R T 52 W) 7 45 e Y 5 DL 45T
5| FHEZHRTHATE. 7E51(4) ~F(6) B, AR
WFFORE A R0 ) B e B T 10 % K 7 8 2
Gl ( pos_kol10) , 75 R i SC—2K.

RT BIS%EAET 10 % B 0454 X AR R R A0

Table 7 The impact of sentiment from top 5% or 10% as opinion leaders on stock returns

.- (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
AR
retyy rett+l,r+3 re£t+4,r+6 el Teli,y 143 rely 4,146
0.277 77 0.622 77 0.360 9**
pos_kol5
(3.61) (4.10) (2.38)
-0.606 6*** -1.138 3*** —1.134 7%
pos_other95
(-7.11) ( -6.28) ( -6.42)
1oll0 0.250 6% 0.362 37* 0.311 6™
POos_ko
(3.25) (2.37) (2.01)

FRT R, AN BT AR AR M 7 4 28, WG R A 35 R I
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Table 7 Continues
e (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
A2/
r€t1+l rett+l.z+3 ret1+4,t+6 re[m rel:+l./,+3 re':/,+4,1+6
-0.613 17 -1.061 5*** -1.197 6***
pos_other90
(=7.23) ( -6.13) (=7.21)
. -0.114 5 -0.017 8 0.041 3 —0.114 3% -0.017 9 0.041 1
U
(-8.17) ( -0.46) (1.22) ( -8.15) ( =0.46) (1.21)
il Ar Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
month Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cluster at firm Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEAEL 161 438 146 515 134 769 161 438 146 515 134 769
R? 0.080 0 0.0823 0.056 6 0.080 0 0.082 3 0.056 6

RS,
3.5.3 JA @ JZ Senta TA® #3 & LA AN &

T SCH A R DL SR 2 2 R AR5 F 2 1Y
Stack-LSTM 45 Y 4 Wr 732 , Yl ZRK00 40 1) e 6 A0 5
PR A R T RE S A B ST 45 AL, 3 8 R A
TR Senta TH 43 51 4 W L S AR UL
TR 1 28 S AL, DT R 5 A L el A7
R BR( pos_kol) FNAE L WG 25845 ( pos_oth—
er) ,JFARYERIAL( 3) FRRAG S 1 2 WAl 16 25 5
ISR R B . A (1) FF(3) w28 WL A

U ORNFIR 1% .5 % F 10 % B3 K

1F 28 ( pos_kol) I ZR K350 0.438 1 F110.743 7,
I EHIIE 1% 7K B 25, U W DL 40 155 26 5
ARSI A S BB i 4 230 8 25 AT . 1E510( 2)
B 3) i, AR5 DLt 1 2 ( pos_other) S AR
KA AR B E ARG S350, 1e81(4) Z=F1(6) T,
BB 2 ( pos_all) Tt AR N 4 5 1 R
TERE AT FR . X LELE S RS2, R VI
PUAR UL Al J5E UL A 15 2 RE A8 2 3 HLAF A0
PRI et AR M A R

®8 ETHE Senta IE N T IELE W IRFZ W R HI M

Table 8 The impact of opinion leaders’ sentiment based on Baidu Senta on stock returns

N, (1 (2) (3) (4 (5 (6)
SCHL
rel; . rett+l,r+3 rdt+4,t+6 rel; rell+l,1+3 retr+4,c+6
0.438 17 0.229 6 0.743 777
pos_kol
(5.93) (1.53) (5.18)
-0.202 0 —-1.369 5*** —-0.749 6
pos_other
(-1.63) (-5.13) ( -2.86)
0.196 5 -0.892 8*** -0.182 1
pos_all
(1.51) (=3.07) (-0.63)
6.484 5% 8.792 2*** -2.976 3% 6.506 47 8.906 4 *** -2.981 5%
FHE I
(28.24) (12.85) (-4.71) (28.28) (12.99) (-4.71)
AR Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
month Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cluster at firm Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEASER 161 825 147 794 136 007 161 825 147 794 136 007
R? 0.079 9 0.081 8 0.056 3 0.079 7 0.081 7 0.056 2

RSO R, T SRR 1% .5 % 10 % B E KT

@

A3 ZEUERGPR M 90 %. SR https: //github. com/baidu/Senta.

Senta & 77 BE/2 T T 2018 AFA4fi 9 F AT AR TR T H G e PR B2 2 ~) Bk A OB U VIR 3, 16 0 B2 A RO 48 1 AROCR
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3.5.4 A 30 RbEFHE LA %S &
MBS B AL F
Z R LIFE 90 KHME Bad FREIH , #9& Al

PR WLATTHI 17 26, I LA 23 BT 0 st 4% F900 ) -
PH AN LA ) — 2= B2 S B 21 A% ( FEAIL I AE B )
PIRR T B RAR S TR AN AR B (1) FIF(3) w3
SrHTII R AN BE R PEAL LT A R RSN AR, RO WA 25 ( pos_kol) 15 AR BEXY N GAMIG , 4518
TS & R ATET 3 H ~ A 30 BRI A% SHESC—EL

R9 i 30 RELOHMBENEINERHOTMEE

Table 9 The prediction ability of opinion leaders’ sentiment in recent 30 days on earnings surprise

(1) (2) (3) (4)
i
SUE SUE SUE_diff SUE_diff
bl -0.005 6 -0.003 1***
pos_ko
(-5.09) (-2.84)
" -0.002 7% -0.002 1%
pos_other
(-5.34) (-4.82)
-0.004 7% -0.003 7%
pos_all
( -6.76) ( -6.20)
R -0.066 1% -0.070 3*** 0.011 27 0.010 47**
el
(-7.99) (-8.32) (3.18) (3.15)
A Yes Yes Yes Yes
year Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cluster at firm Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEAKK 19 408 23 900 19 400 23 890
R? 0.1102 0.1332 0.095 9 0.120 6

SE: SUE_iff = ( S2b EPS — J4E R FRIE EPS) /HEH.

3.5.5 FFTHAAT S % AT 10 % Z I AR Ad TR
fe ) # R

10 LU H 5200 77 e B 5 % 5T 10 %
T P AR Sy e DL A, G 6 G T s T 23R 5 AR R i
WA R FR. K, 20 (1) ~F(3) 2 LLsZm ) fx
TR R 5 Yo i P AR kg 25 DL AT AH L 1R 2 s o iff 5
(‘acc_all) X FF A H 5200 77 A i 35 0 , 1 1E
T VR 3 ( ace _pos) W) 5 HF A4S F 5200 1EAH
O, R I 7 TR TR 32 ace_neg) HH T A H Y
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Table 10 The investors’ reaction upon the prediction power of top 5% or 10% as opinion leader
e (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Se L
PRH—I PRI+1 PRH—I PR[+] PRH»] PRH»]
0.003 1 0.002 6
acc_all
(0.28) (0.38)
0.023 3** 0.019 6™
acc_pos
(2.39) (2.82)
-0.027 6** -0.017 6"
acc_neg
(-2.10) (-1.84)
0.046 47 0.048 9
pos_r
(12.33) (13.10)
0.041 07 0.043 77
pos_w
(10.66) (12.03)
0.014 67 0.015 77
neg_r
(5.69) (6.47)
0.013 47 0.013 9
neg_w
(4.01) (4.10)
R 29.969 1*** 31.489 9% 30.524 7% 23.114 7% 25.429 7% 23.566 7***
I
(37.15) (34.14) (37.61) (39.99) (35.83) (40.50)
P A Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Month Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEAKK 1 204 670 894 387 1 204 670 1758 291 1179 238 1758 291
R? 0.217 5 0.262 6 0.228 4 0.190 5 0.233 8 0.202 4
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Opinion leader at the online stock forum: Having the discerning eye or
eye-catching
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Abstract: Internet is a major information source for investors. The opinion leaders’ views can spread widely on
the Internet among investors and alter their behavior. This paper uses social network analysis technique to i-
dentify the opinion leader at the online stock forum and the text analysis technique to judge the type of the o—
pinion leader’ s posted message. The mechanism of the return predictability of the opinion leaders’ sentiment
and the subsequent investors’ reaction are systematically investigated. Based on a sample data from 2011 to
2017, it is found that opinion leaders’ sentiment can predict individual stock return in the next month and up
till the next 6 months. The reason of return predictability is not that the opinion leaders know the value—rele—
vant information of listed firms. Further studies show that the investors’ identification on opinion leaders is ir—
relevant with their prediction accuracy. Investors place more attention on opinion leaders with positive opinion
and ignore their correctness. In addition, investors repel opinion leaders who make correct negative predic—
tions. Our study reveals the impact of opinion leaders on the market and their formation mechanism, and also
provides theoretical basis for investor education and protection.

Key words: opinion leader; investor sentiment; return predictability; investor education



