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Descriptives
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum | Maximum Mean Std. Kurtosis
Statistic Statistic Statistic Statistic Statistic Statistic Std. Error
DAC 36 001875 .372300 | 10361547 | 8.552E-02 1171 768
FEE 38 4.1761 5.3424 | 4.655261 .283688 -434 768
Valid N ’listw_ise) 36
(r) ad) gl
Regression
Variables Entered/Removed®
Variables Variables
Model Entered Removed Method
1 TAX, OC,
L, PR, PD,
LGSS, Enter
FEE,SG. .
SlZEaS
a. All requested variabies entered.
b. Dependent Variable: DAC
Model Summary
Adjusted R | Std. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 8552 730 637 5.1512€-02
a. Predictors: (Constant), TAX, OC, L, PR, PD, LOSS, FEE, SG, SIZE
ANOVAP
Sum of
Mode! Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 187 9 2.078E-02 7.829 .0002
Residual 6.899E-02 26 2.654E-03 L
Total 256 35
a. Predictors: (Constant). TAX, OC. L, PR, PD. LOSS, FEE, SG. SIZE
b. Dependent Vanable: DAC
Coefficients?
Standardiz
ed
Unstandardized Coefficient
Coefficients s
Model 8 Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 {Constant) 464 202 2.298 .030
FEE -6.026E-02 043 -.200 -1.387 A77
SIZE -1.623€-02 020 -154 -.824 417
oc -8.996E-05 .000 -101 -.875 390
LOSS 1.300€-02 028 .057 456 852
SG 1.837E-02 026 128 694 494
PD 7.197E-02 021 421 3.395 .002
PR -1.043€-03 028 -.004 -.036 971
L 5.771E-02 025 443 2280 ,.031
TAX 1.286E-02 .029 076 444 860

3 Dependent Variable: DAC
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Regression
Variables Entered/Removed®
Variables Variables
Model Entered Removed Method
1 FEE® . | Enter
a. All requested variables entered.
b. Dependent Variable: DAC
Model Summary
Adjusted R | Std. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 4192 A75 151 7.8802E-02
a. Predictors: (Constant), FEE
ANOVAP
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 4.484E-02 1 4.484E-02 7.221 0112
Residual 211 34 6.210E£-03
_Total .256 35
a. Predictors: (Constant), FEE
b. Dependent Variable: DAC
Coefficients?
Standardiz
ed
Unstandardized Coefficient
Coefficients s
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 691 219 3.155 003
FEE -.126 .047 -419 -2.687 011
a. Dependent Variable: DAC
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Regression

Model

Variables
Entered

Variables
Removed Method

TAX, OC,
L, PR, PD
LOSS,

SIZE, SG

Enter

a. All requested variables entered.
b. Dependent Variable: DAC

Model Summary

Adjusted R | Std. Error of

Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 .8432 711 625 5.2387E-02

a. Predictors: (Constant), TAX, OC, L, PR, PD, LOSS, SIZE, SG

ANOVAP
Sum of
Model . Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
. 1 Regression 182 8 2.273E-02 8.284 .000°
Residual 7 410E-02 27 2.744E-03
Total .256 35
a. Predictors: (Constant), TAX, OC, L, PR, PD, LOSS, SIZE, 8G
b. Dependent Variablte: DAC
Coefficients?
Standardiz
ed
Unstandardized Coefficient
Coefficients s
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 {Constant) 268 147 1.827 079
SIZE -2.625E-02 .019 -.249 -1.410 170
* oC -1.098E-04 .000 -124 -1.061 .298
LOSS 1.151E-02 .029 .051 .397 694
sG 2.451E-02 027 72 924 364
PO 8.292E-02 .020 .485 4.144 .000
PR 7.597€-04 .029 .003 .026 979
L~ 5.443E-02 .026 418 2.124 .043
TAX 7.194E-03 .029 .043 247 .807

a. Dependent Variable: DAC
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Regression

Variables Entered/Removed®

Variables Variables
Mode! Entered Removed Method
1 Stepwise
(Criteria:
Probabitity
-of-F-to-en
. ter <=
PO 050,
Probability
-of-F-to-re
move >=
100).
2 Stepwise
{Criteria:
Probability
-of-F-to-en
L ter <=
.050,
Probability
-of-F-to-re
move >=
100)
3 Stepwise
(Criteria.
Probability
-of-F-to-en
FeE G50,
Probability
-of-F-to-re
move >=
100}
a. Dependent Variable: DAC
Model Summary
Adjusted R | Std. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 6822 465 449 6.3455E-02
2 7990 .639 617 5.2928E-02
3 B39° 704 677 4.8638E-02
a. Predictors: (Constant), PD
b Predictors. (Constant), PD, L
¢ Predictors: (Constant), PD, L FEE
ANOVAY
Sum of
Modet Squares of Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 119 1 119 28.570 000°
Residual A37 34 4.027E-03
Total .256 35
2 Regression 164 2 8.176E-02 29.187 000P
Residual 9.244E-02 33 2.801E-03
Total .256 35
3 Regression .180 3 6.009€-02 25401 .000°
Residual 7.570E-02 R 2.366E-03
Total .256 35

a. Predictors: (Constant), PD
b Predictors (Constant), PD, L

¢ Predictors: {Constant). PD, L, FEE

Q uvepenaent variavie. DAL

V84~




Coefficients?®

Standardiz
ed
Unstandardized Coefficient
Coefficients 3
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) | 5.501E-02 014 3.973 000
PD 417 021 .682 5.438 .000
2 Constant) 3.774E-02 .012 3.060 004
PD 9.301E-02 .019 .544 4934 .000
L 5.723E-02 .014 439 3.984 .000
3 (Constant) 441 152 2.901 .007
PD 7.110E-02 .019 416 3.706 .001
L. 6.451E-02 .013 .495 4.785 .000
FEE -8.550E-02 032 -.284 -2.660 012

a. Dependent Variable: DAC

Excluded Variables?®

Collinearity

Partial Statistics

Model Beta In t Sig. Correlation Tolerance
1 FEE -.180° -1.338 180 -227 848
SiZe -.0122 -.095 925 -017 997

oc -.0882 -683 500 -118 972

LOsSS 1402 1.114 273 190 .994

SG 3792 3.401 .002 509 .966

PR -0162 -123 903 -.021 978

L 4397 3.984 .000 570 .901

TAX -.0822 -.646 523 -112 .985

2 FEE -.284° -2.660 012 -.426 813
SIZE -208° -1.867 071 -313 847

oc -.163° -1.545 132 -.264 .945

LOSS 1100 1.044 304 182 .989

SG 1320 797 431 140 402

PR .057° 529 601 093 .950

TAX -.130° -1.234 226 -.213 .973

3 SIZE -.069° -.539 594 -.096 574
oc -122¢ -1.223 231 -214 918

LOSS .055¢ 552 .585 .099 940

SG .118° 775 444 138 401

PR 043¢ 428 871 077 947

TAX -.003°] -.027 979 -.005 738

a. Predictors in the Model: (Constant), PD

b. Predictors in the Mode!: (Constant), PD, L

¢ Predictors in the Model. (Constant), PD, L, FEE
4 Dependent Variable. DAC
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Regression

Variables Entered/Removed®

(A) Ay Gale

Variables Variables
Model Entered Removed Method
1 L, FEE, PR,
OCa LOSS, Enter
SG
a. All requested variables entered.
b. Dependent Variable: DAC
Model Summary
Adjusted R | Std. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 7802 608 527 5.8815€-02

a. Predictors: (Constant), L, FEE, PR, OC, LOSS, SG

ANOVAP
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square E Sig.
1 Regression 156 6 2.594E-02 7.499 .0002
Residual 100 28 3.459E-03
Total 256 35
a. Predictors: (Constant), L, FEE, PR, OC, LOSS, SG
b. Dependent Variable: DAC
Coefficients®
Standardiz
ed
Unstandardized Coefficient
Coefficients s
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 * (Constant) 650 170 3.814 .001
FEE -122 .037 -.405 -3.302 .003
oC -1.375E-04 .000 -.1565 -1.192 243
LOSS 1.654E-03 029 - .007 .056 956
SG -1.128E-03 029 -.008 -.039 969
PR 1.761E-02 .030 072 587 562
L 8.630E-02 .027 .662 3.253 .003

a. Dependent Variable: DAC
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Regression

Variables Entered/Removed®

Variables Variables
Model Entered Removed Method
1 TAX, L, PR,
OC, PD,
LOSS, . | Enter
FEE, SIZE.
5G

a. Ali requested variables entered.
b. Dependent Variable: DAC

Mode! Summary

Adjusted R | Std. Error of

Modei R R Square Square the Estimate
1 .9072 .824 865 5.5495E-02

a. Predictors: (Constant), TAX, L, PR, OC, PD, LOSS, FEE, SIZE, SG

ANOVAP
Sum of B
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 144 9 1.597E-02 5.185 .0082
Residual 3.080E-02 10 3.080&-03
Total 175 19
a. Predictors: (Constant), TAX, L, PR, OC, PD, LOSS, FEE, SIZE, SG
b. Dependent Variable: DAC
Coefficients?
Standardiz l’
ed
Unstandardized Coefficient
Coefficients s
Model B Std. Emor Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 648 356 1.819 099
FEE -8.403E-02 .085 -.226 -.984 048
SIZE -2.419E-02 032 -.190 -750 471
oC -3.614E-05 .000 -.041 -.239 .816
LOSS 1.398E-02 057 053 247 810
SG 3.766E-02 043 316 .880 .400
PD 4.686E-02 034 251 1.395 193
PR 1.933E-02° 037 .083 519 615
L 5.224E-02 043 449 1.204 256
TAX -5.681E-03 041 .030 -139 892

a. Dependent Variable: DAC
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Regression

Variables Entered/Removed®

Variables Variables
- Model Entered Removed Method
1 TAX, OC,
PD, PR, L,
FEE, . | Enter
LOSS, ,
SIZE, SG

a. All requested variables entered.
b. Dependent Variable: DAC

Model Summary

Adjusted R | Std. Error of
Model | . R R Square Square the Estimate
1 .8562 733 333 5.8962E-02

a. Predictors: (Constant), TAX, OC, PD, PR, L, FEE, LOSS, SIZE, SG

ANOVAP
) Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square £ Sig.
1 Regression 5.734E-02 9 6.372E-03 1.833 2372
Residual 2.086E-02 6 3.477€-03
: Total 7.820E.02 L 15

a. Predictors: (Constant), TAX, OC, PD, PR, L, FEE, LOSS, SiZE, SG
b. Dependent Variabie: DAC

Coefficients®

Standardiz 1
ed
Unstandardized Coefficient

Coefficients s
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 257 350 734 490
FEE -2.920E-02 .067 -.129 -.437 877
SIZE -5.617€-03 .048 -.067 -.116 911
ocC -1.267€-04 .000 -.128 -.461 661
LOSS 2.306€E-02 .089 129 .260 .804
SG -205 651 -.190 -314 764
PD 9.911E-02 072 857 1.372 219
PR -1.562E-02 075 -.054 -.209 .842
L 6.761E-02 080 326 755 .479
TAX 3.461E-02 076 229 453 .666

3. Dependent Variable: DAC
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