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Abstract: According to the panel data on audit fees of 137 listed companies in China from

2013 to 2015, this paper is aimed at studying the influence of CEO financial background on

audit fees of listed companies. The results show that if the listed company CEO has a finan-

cial background, the company will pay lower audit fees.

Key Words: CEO of listed companies; financial background; audit fees

1 ERoHEARRKRER

e B b T 2y W] WO g B0 sz BN ] I
RHI A PR — A — ATl bR i BB
JAE 5 SO T 2 2 B0k b 2 il g 55 P
AP T B PR W E . KRR, bl
2vH CEO WA K@k ik ) AF e BOE 3 5%

S5 R E I 5 4R S B —E 1 s . Kim Al
Wysocki S5 IN Sh  CEO AL B 534
TR RUBS: 3 T 5 W gAY . Hribar %
K. CEO M T B A5 B4 E ML it ik
B2 w0 w2 L LLIR RN 55 4R 4 B9 AN 2
Z AP Judd, Olsen F1 Stekelberg A 7, 3 M

EE&TB - HRAKBFRETH (51374114) 52016 4F FF % 3 & A SCHE & B % 5 S0 52 i H
(SK2016A0851) 52017 4% i ¥t B VIl i 2 Bt Bl i 52 501 H (2017%j26)
EE B 2 (1987 —) . B LR M YR L A7 1, 352 A |0 55 L a5



T JE L B R

% 30 %

STHIRTE S & W 1 2% i & 2% & CEO 194~ A
B A EN B BT REHNEY . De-
Fond Ak, EiiA®MEHITHEHSHEEEN
XU AE & 5 3 b i 20 v B v 2 BN D XU B
S fsE M 2 — T . Bedard %5 &
Hogan %I\ k81 it 2% 5 b i 2 &) Py i i
ST T AFTE T R BB AT 56 . b v 20 m) N 4 ) sk
Fea el R, D) 2% w) G o T H 2 B RS . Abbott,
Parker il Peters IA K. # it 2% H 524 6l i & &
EHAHSC, — kvt Eoiv A w8 ARE BE
S Wl B R R 2 R

VEAESK BB N CEO AN @ M v I 4545 5
WEIE I AR W5 & B, i w) CEO
[ W0 55 5 500 2 w) ol 45t R 0 55 4 45 1) 5 ) B
R PLAE 2 E. Custodio Fll Metzger
W5 &I, CEO HA M 5515 Fe i b 2 v] — %
FeA B AW B4 U (H AR 98 A 11 3 20 B 52 A B
x4 | BE 42 i g B, Matsunaga %
Rachana Z5i\h, — k3t ., CEO HF W %
s b2 W) A AT R W S5 4 A B bl At 4
A RO

PN ORH B 11 9% 5T S AR AE BTy
w) R ST R B SR R . SRR R
ANFE B, i A w) P R ] B S e g
L IEAH G . N ik P P R R & L i 2R
. S R K B A T S P
P BT 5 0 PN s o) e e o) o 1 2% G
AU il N 7 s == 1 B SR 25 O o A A i
IR, D HE - 2% AR . R A
LLEFWRIT R B, N R T B s m) R A XURS: 5
B2 2 E ARG X BB T ORI A A Y
DAY T 2 ) IXUIRES %o P s s i) ot i 22 1 2 ) 2 B4
SN L PR T 8 A B B T 2R A
b H RS T M XS R

BHAWSE 50 LA e CEO, — A
B3 i b2 w0 S5l 4t e AR P XRS5
—J7 WA B TR A w55 R R
& DD R R SRR A VT B L DA R AR T 2%
. RFIe FRATTE gl T A ST AR .

H: ki a CEO W& R 5 it 2

A, Bl E iz & CEO B 553 500 8 it
PFMEAR 2 AL
2 BRI
2.1 HA&H

R 5 S € 1 & I E M s AR Y &
JE (CSMAR) I WIND 4 % . H o A 550 3 4
B 7 b A E Y AEAER . AEAS ) 2 2013
—2015 4F, JEPEAEAR, B AR LI T 5T . —
b |7 ey 8 O el i /AN = B oY L R 7Y
2% bii s m) 5 H AT b2\ Bl B 2ot
N DL S5 ERT BRIt RS FE R R ER;
AR TR T TPO 55— 4F (1 A B4 LU % e
A ST A FEA; =250 T [H i %47 B B
H B FEAS . AR SCTERF & 4540 09 28 w) v B AL
BEH TP RE 57 38 & B 137 3% bafi 2 W] 2013
—2015 4 i TH AR
2.2 HAME

TR BT |l CEO W 453 56 6 8 it
B R S0 A4) 3 400 [l YA R

AFee=f, + pi FinBac+ 3, Size + f3; InuRec
+ B Segments + s Foreign + B CurrRatio +
B:GCH- By Distress + 8, Bigl0 + i, ICweak + B,
Exord=+ i, AudChg—+e,

BRI AR B & WL 1.

F1 EARBEHERTENE Y

ERAT R R E X
YRR AFee Cila LS RER ST
fEFeAs®  FinBac CEO By 5575 &
Size 25 ) R
CurrRatio  JRBNWEFE & 98 F2 BN L 2R
[Cweak PR s ol o A Bl
il A2 ,GC ok é’é%}ﬂ =
Distress e 7= XU
InvRec  FLMCMR AR LT i B8 P2 I b 3K
Segments AR RATEE 8
Foreign oA R T A AN S
L Biglo i JEE AT 10 02 i1l 55 B
e ) .
AudChg A2 i g 55 B
BRIEE  Exord 2 Wi H

2R o] VAR R v £l BT AN B H 2R Y
$8hR A AFee, R i+ 2% H 09 B 8- %1 4% ; FinBac
For BT H CEOCRE B E R K W %35



%6 H E

B2 B A E CEO M4 # %20 & i % A a9 B 9F & =75

5.4 CEO HAW 559 5t FinBac UL, L2
Bo, fEBI RS 7 H T RURS: L 2 W) G DL
B Wi Il 55 1 52 e P A il AR . W TR XU
B85 O RN DS AT SN B B S AT T Bt
JEAER Z . BRI Size fRARA IR, DL ¥
FE% Bk A & s CurrRatio R34 w)IL ST, H
B TR PR A b R OR M i [Cweak R
Fe oy m) N BB ) S8 5 O 5 4 W) N R4 ) A
TEERFE, W) [Cweak BUAE R 1, L ZBUE K 0,
Ko T2 F) B AR AN FE bR R A & < R
XS (Distress) Mg 82 28 W (GO . L BT
NI = a3 i - QU1 Sl ol TP
T R LA H 2 W) A7 A B 7 XU R R 2 225 X
B EAE YA 1, R 2 BB R 0. BT A w
W 55 1 5 % P e 2 5 0 o B R TR a5
NAZS & InvRec Fl Segments ., InvRec &8 MUK
W R A BT o B PR R B 2R 5 Segments T SR A
el ol /N e /AN = O (1 B S ol T e /A
BERT 10,0 Segments BAE ] 1. L4 0,
P i) A B R A B A W) 2 5 A HE S 55 (For-
eign)  JNRA  Foreign BUE K 1, )R ZH 0, 5
B H) Bigl0o Ml AudChg H 48R 728 & : Biglo
FR TR 55 P LR R A, n 2R 2 1 Uil R 55
B i e N dif 10 4%, W) Big BUE N 1, 2K
05 40 SR 2 7 B4 25 i+ Il 55 B, I AudChg BR

Bk 1, 2R 0, oAb, FEAR R o 5]\ i LAE
& Exord , QIR AR FEIEEHE LW H W) Ex-
ord BUBE R 1. X2 0 0,
3 KIUESHh
3.1 HEAR R ML

%2 RAEAN IR EG 4R, WFE 2T
DIEH 137 R ETi 2| 2013—2015 4E 5 i1 4%
FH ) F 35 20 R0 2 5 ) R 119, 46 T3 ST Al
92.21 Jiot. REA R Ky 5% i i 48 &) N
5 il A7 AE BB - DA 3 A0l 55 89 B T2 | R AR
b 37 %% A HEIT 69 Y0 By T4 w4 T
PIRG 10 A9 £ Ui 25 55 17

WAy i CEO AW 453 = ) B 28
Al 5 CEO ARG M 80 B a. 45238
FW,CEO W %75 5t 11 28 &) H o i+ 2% A
()P 3 5OR A 5 oy ) R 117. 33 J5 5T 182, 35
178, CEO AW 4575 5o i) i 24 m) Hodi i 2%
FH 8 ~F 38 %0 R0 w2 5 4 i) SR 120, 33 5 JC
99.45 HIt. Mk, CEO BAF M &3 5 Eii
25 ) H N IR B BE A 126 .0 CEO AR W
S50 ) b i A w) L g R R A 1000,
LA & - CEO A RAT W 455 5 b1 24 =)
FEkHENHEART 10 St iiESr, BS
THUIT 55 Py () A8 B3 R 2 i T CEO B W 45
HRM EHAHE,

®2 HAERMESET

Ak FEAS B A CEO BA W 5585 AR CEO A HAT W 4595 AR A Bdi

Rk AR Rk AR Rk LLEDR

AFee 119. 46 92.21 117. 33 82.35 120. 33 99. 45
Size 38.32 10. 11 37.69 9.82 36.11 9.22
InvRec 0.22 0. 22 0. 24 0.24 0. 20 0. 20
Segments 2.16 1. 00 2.06 1. 00 2.23 1.00
Foreign 0. 37 0. 00 0. 39 0. 00 0.35 0. 00
CurrRatio 2.41 1.65 2.23 1.68 2.31 1.57
GC 0.01 0.00 0. 00 0.00 0.01 0. 00
Distress 2.24 1. 14 1. 87 1.02 2.47 1.21
Bigl0 0.69 1. 00 0.61 1. 00 0.70 1. 00
ICweak 0.05 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.10 0. 00
Exord 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0. 00
AudChg 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.03 0. 00

Xop A i 2 Ta) BEAT AH S 1k 43 A . 4 R 3
PR, W3 3 mlhn. 8t g A CEO B 55

Hom )R A 56 (R B —0.03) . Xt B
R b E CEO BAW 559 5% I 4% i1 2% A



.« 76 o

JE L B R

% 30 %

A 84K, e Ab & B, AFee 5 Size (RE N
0.81) InvRec (R %473 0. 03), Segments ( R L H
0.09) . Foreign (%} 0. 46) . Biglo (R %1 K
0.23) 2 1IE # &, M 5 CwrrRatio (R ¥ K

—0. 34) ,Distress( 2%t 7 — 0. 36) , ICweak ( R
F1—0.02) AudChg( ZE R —0. 09) B FAAH K.

R CEO FA I 25 45 5047 ) T 1 7 4 7
REARHT 1T 2%

x3 TEZEBEXESHT
A AFee FinBac Size InvRec  Segments  Foreign CurrRatio GC Distress Big10 IC Exord
AFee 1
FinBac —0.03 1
Size 0. 81 x 0.03 1
InvRec 0.03 0. 05 —0.03 1
Segments 0. 09 % —0.01 0.01 0.11 % 1
Foreign 0. 46 * 0.07 0. 24 * 0. 05 0.01 1
CurrRatio —0. 34 * —0.02 —0.33% —0.11% —0.01 —0.02 1
GC 0.03 —0. 04 0.01 —0. 08 % —0.04 0.02 —0.07 1
Distress —0.36% —0.09% —0.35 % —0.07 —0.05 —0. 04 0.61 % —0. 06 1
Bigl10 0.23 % —0.07 % 0.27 % —0.21 % 0.01 —0.14 = —0.05 0. 04 —0.05 1
[Cweak —0.02 —0.17% —0.12% —0.05 0.03 —0.13 % —0.05 0.03 —0.04 0. 04 1
Exord 0. 06 —0.12 % 0.02 0.01 0. 00 0.01 —0.05 0.09 % —0.05 0.01 0. 00 1
AudChg —0.09% —0.08% —0.01* —0.08 0.03 —0.04 —0.01 —0.01 0.05 —0. 05 0. 09 % 0. 05
T Ho o« R 5 % B E K,
3.2 Witk A= asAr BEZ B ARG TEA B2, W 5 BA W 59 =i

g =4

2R 0 B SRR AFee 1F 18 A8 &
M A TTLLE M EIEEE R, £ 4§ A F|GEAR
R LI CEO B AW 558 s E 0 B 28 & (Fin-
Bac) , WASE R ] 5 43 47 45 5Ok B, A A8 & FinBac
55 50 28 2 U 56 (3= —0. 154) . X
— 25 R CEO AW 5595 5ty b i 2wl 324
BEARA T T8 L LR 15,400, $a il AR i Il g
ZHRR IR Foreign Z280R TE, F W ISR 24 w) B
AN S5 828 T 2% AR s W 2 5
CurrRatio B35 A 56, FEMH 43 w) i S8 i, D) i
TR, it 5 Size, Segments, ICweak
TEAHR 2B 20 R RUBL R K -2 m) R 22 L N A
TSR FE A 2 D) T 2R . AR B n Sy
T 55 i 0 RS RI 2 U £ 2 B0 o 1 9%
FH B3 0 D 3 F- LB, HE B AR B RS v 380 2% 8
CEO BSAEE 3 HIAEY A2 N i #0148 &
Departure (Jo W %5 15 = 1) CEO & {£) Fl
Fin& Departure (W 5545 500 CEO B45) . R
CEO E§4E, MBI B HE R 1, K20 0. #id
W TR [m VA 53 A7t . BB FinBac 5 AFee 4k
SLPR R U MK (8= —0. 168; P<C0. 01, [H]
I [l 45 R R 2 5 T 557 iy CEO

CEO & {F (Fin& Departure) 2 [8] B4 5. 2 14 41

*, HEIEMHRX KR (P<0. D, XA
LR e g

A IE ] 5%

Wiy B

SNEINHE ST .
x4 EIASH

Jb B
5 5

2R B
i) CEO B AER b v 28w ) H 1 3%
i CEO BTG L1

AFee (B 1% HHLA XM HD

At A B
EY T A5 E T R
AR 10. 675 %xx (27.64) 9, 543 x%x (28.13)
FinBac —0.154 %xx  (—4.79) —0.168 xxx  (—3.59)
Size 0. 421 xx (12.05) 0. 445 %xx (11.98)
InuRec 0. 561 (1.26) 0. 602 (1.23)
Segments 0. 221 %% (2.2 0. 209 ** (2.3D
Foreign 0. 489 xxx (5.15) 0. 891 xxx (4. 95)
CurrRatio —0. 046 wxx (—3.03) 0. 047 2% (—3.02)
GC —0.232 (—1.15) —0.229 (—1.17)
Distress —0. 004 (—0.51D) —0.003 (—0.52)
Biglo 0. 091 (1.02) 0. 092 (1.0D
ICweak 0. 229 »x (2.5D 0.231 #x (2.52)
Exord 0. 062 (0. 66) 0. 062 (0.65)
AudChg 0. 035 0.27) 0. 039 0.29
Departure — - —0.013 (—0.1D
Fin&Departure — — 0.165 * (—0.42)
Adj. R? 88.76% 89.6%
TEs ower w0 R 106,500,107 B L HEKF



%6 H E

H.ofrtR: EWAS CEOME K EXH I ANZmAR

o« 77 o

3.3 MBI EE WIS

E 5 B 5H B AR & 5 v 51N & RlLAA )
P (Density) X —728 & . Fr il 4 bl H 1) 2
JIF B REAR b 4N w) SR T AE R 4 LA
CELHE £ 1 H U 55 55 B BV 2 5% L 4l it 1) 558 7
e, fEREDL R A R SR A A A
K SR . B4 Rl ATL A () 285 B A R I b
MAEAELZMISKEGRAMSFE =M
CEO. M55 2 iy M9 45 SRR E . 76 Uk
HAh = hl A2 & )5 &Ml EE S5 A
W 2% 35 509 CEO(P<C0. 05) R IF A%, A4
F (1) [l YA 285 SR SR T« A 0 e L A 8 o) A i P 3R
5 . CEO AW 5515 5 5 W it 2% A 2
PG (P<C0. 01), X —Z5 i L2 /i £ 4 (19 [ 19
ghER 3.

x5 WHTEEESH

5 FinBac AFee
EY Z K5 EX Z k%
I 1.721 % (1.68) 9. 764 xxx  (29.18)
Density 0. 263 *x (—2.2D — —
FinBac — — —0.563 %%x  (—5.89)
Size 0. 0273 xx (0. 92) 0. 512 %xx (37.95)
InuvRec —0.461 (—1.59 0. 566 *xx (3.89)
Segments —0. 041 (—0.6D 0. 109 %% (3.99
Foreign 0.127 x (1.62) 0. 231 %xx (7.04)
CurrRatio  —0.043 %% (—2.02) —0.032 %xx  (—3.52)
GC —0.341 (—1.15 —0.049  (—0.43)
Distress —0. 001 (—0.18) —0. 006 * (—1.62)
Bigl0 —0.125 (—0.9D 0.121 *x (2.25)
ICweak —0.142 (—1.22) 0. 368 *xx (6.32)
Exord 0.051 (0.41) 0. 134 *x (2.49
AudChg —0.171 (—1.54) —0.257 %xx  (—4.45)

Log likelihood —2732.41
L RE1YL.5%,10% 1 B MK T,
4 WRLEiL

AL LA 2013 — 2015 4F P ¥R GE 55 38 5
137 5 i 2% w) T AR A S A B T B
i CEO 19 W 55 1 5 06 o i 2% 09 52,
gEREH R BT A R CEO A 4515 5.
W% b 17 28 )R S AT RAR A B i 2R A

S

[1] Kim Y, Li H, Li S. CEO equity incentives

and audit fees[J]. Contemporary Account-

—4902. 69

T %%x , %%

[2]

[3]

[4]

[5]

7]

[8]

[9]

ing Research,2015,32:608 —638.
Wysocki. Corporate compensation policies
and audit fees[]J]. Journal of Accounting
and Economics,2010,49:155 - 160.
Hribar P, Kim J, Wilson R, et al. Coun-
terparty responses to managerial overcon-
fidence[ R]. Working Paper, The Univer-
sity of lowa and University of Pennsylva-
nia,2012.
Judd J S, Olsen K J, Stekelberg J. CEO
narcissism, accounting quality, and exter-
nal audit fees[ R]. Working Paper, Uni-
versity of Illinois at Chicago, Utah State
University, and The University of Arizo-
na,2015.
DeFond M L, Lim C Y, Zang Y. Client
conservatism and auditor-client contrac-
ting[ J]. The Accounting Review,2016,91
(1):69 - 88.
Bedard J C, Ettredge M L, Johnstone K
M. Using electronic audit work paper sys-
tems in audit practice; Task analysis,
earning, and resistance[ ] ]. Advances in
Accounting Behavioral Research, 2007
(10):29 - 53.
Hogan C E, Wilkins M S. Evidence on the
audit risk model: Do auditors increase au-
dit fees in the presence of internal control
deficiencies[ J ]. Contemporary Accounting
Research,2008,25.:219 — 242,
Abbott L. J, Parker S, Peters G F. Earn-
ings management, litigation risk, and
asymmetric audit fee responses[J]. Audi-
ting: A Journal of Practice & Theory,
2006,25(1) .85 - 98.
Custodio, Metzger D. Financial expert
CEOs:
firm’s financial policies[ ] ]. Journal of Fi-

nancial Economics, 2014, 114 (1) 125 —
154. (T#% 82 70

CEO’ s work experience and



£ 82 - B 2R 2R

% 30 %

BAFEI 5 55 AR R BUR DL B RS
SENA . JE I R Y SRR B A T O B RS
FEFT L PRAP Tolk i I SCHA R VR -

L BRI Tl iR i 2 % 4 Toll st 7= 5 ik
ol B2 L BE W o S Ak AR B R R
A Toalbst 7= i i 8 4 3 ol Aolb B InE 42 7+
FRY ) IR« BE 4% fie 1 7 R i AR SR & e . PR It
TEAR SR B K Je v - BR VG A8 i S AL 5 97 & Tl
M7 B PR AP 5 R I R B PR Ak AR L O B OF
Joe 4 SRR e B4 E B

S Uk -

C1 PSR B ARl SCAL RO AR S s —

(B35 77 )

[10] Matsunaga S R, Wang S, Yeung P E.
Does appointing a former CFO as CEO
influence a firm’ s accounting policies?
[R]. Working paper, University of Ore-
gon,2013.

Rachana Kalelkar, Sarfraz Khan. CEO
financial background and audit pricing
[J]. Accounting Horizons, 2016, 30(3) ;
325 - 339.

SRA RN b T2 WP R A A A
MEHEITRHACRMR —KRATHE A
JBE b T2 D A TR [ ). & TR A B
2010(9).108 —113.

R R N TR R R B S B A X

[11]

[12]

[13]

[2]

[3]

[4]

[14]

[15]

[16]

o SCfb s e R B AR R 5 L (ML
Rk A, 201015 - 18.
AL JE M AR M SR s R A
FIM . Ab ot b B A Tk 1 iR A, 2008
25 - 53.
Ik FL I 0 L ok e L 45, TR B B IR AL Bk T
Toolk ast 7 i i FF A B A g L) ] B 5
AP ,2009(10) 13 - 17.
W peAe. Tl 35t 7™ R 4 55 i i ) ] 82 =X F
FELI ] W AR Al T 72 2% B 5 4k - 2016 (8) -
108 - 109.

(FTHEHKR . FEF)

T I 2R 1Y 5 e FKHTE AR
ONELVRYBCE [T, 3T 5 2 55 iF 9, 2013
(3):21 - 27.

WEE, op. KU 5w 8 RS S
W AT y— 3 F 3R E b &Y S
MRS T]. 43518, 2012(5) 1123 — 133.
R, T 20 B AR XU L KU s A S
s — Sk B R BT A H] 2007 4EAR
g miEdE )], % ik 5 & 5o, 2010
(3):46 - 53.

BERLL R TR NS &
W53 3 H—% T 2009 —2012 4¢
Eam B AR R mar )] W
H 5 4L .2014(4) 40 — 48.

(K. w4



