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®_ Financial Accounting Standards Decision Making Board, [FASB, 1987, para.3].
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1382 e+ Rank 1381 e* Rank 1380 e+ Rank
0182 1 1 (32) 04 81 1 1(1) 03 80 1 1(0)
18 82 1 1 (33) 18 81 0.92 9 19 80 1 1(6)
19 82 1 1 (50) 16 81 0.86 1 18 80 0.80 15
1482 094 7 01 81 0.86 12 16 80 075 19
06 B2 093 8 17 81 081 14 05 B0 069 20
16 82 090 10 19 81 0.80 16 01 80 065 2
05 82 083 13 05 31 0.75 8 12 80 053 2%
17 82 076 17 14 81 087 2 17 80 053 77
1382 060 23 13 81 0.56 25 13 80 050 2
1282 059 24 06 81 052 28 10 80 048 34
08 B2 052 kD) 10 81 052 29 14 80 045 35
1582 049 13 12 81 0.51 M 15 80 0.40 39
02 B2 043 3% 08 81 0.42 a7 04 B0 034 12
10 82 041 8 15 81 0.40 40 06 80 033 a
04 82 034 4 a7 31 0.28 46 07 80 023 51
07 82 034 a3 02 81 025 47 09 80 022 52
1182 033 15 09 81 0.25 49 1180 018 54
09 82 025 a3 03 81 023 0 08 80 017 565
03 B2 016 56 1181 0.20 53 02 60 005 57
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FIRM 1382 1381 1380 Average Rank
19 1 0.60 1 0.93 1
18 1 0.92 0.80 0.91 2
01 1 0.66 0.65 0.84 3
16 0.0 0.66 0.75 0.84 4
05 0.83 0.75 0.69 0.76 5
17 0.76 0.81 0.53 0.70 6
14 094 0.67 0.46 0.69 7
06 093 052 033 0.59 8
04 034 1.00 0.34 0.56 9
13 0.60 0.56 0.50 0.55 10
12 059 0.51 053 0.54 11
10 0N 0.52 0.48 0.47 12
03 0.16 0.23 1 0.46 13
15 049 040 0.40 0.43 14
08 052 042 017 0.37 15
o7 034 0.28 0.23 0.28 16
0z 043 0.25 0.05 0.24 17
11 033 0.20 0.18 0.24 18
09 025 025 022 0.24 19

Mean efficiency 0.62 0.57 0.49 0.56

Median efficiency 0.59 0.52 0.48 0.55

Maximum efficiency 1 1 1 0.93

Minimum efficiency 0.16 0.20 0.05 0.24

FJgu= (D) 15905
et 3 BOC s % ot AS iiial il
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300000
Correlatio coefficients EFFICIENCY SCORE FROM BCC 250000 .
Operating Profit 0.70 E 200000
) e o e e
Operating Cash Flows 067 5 150000 .
Sales £ 100000 oot
02 g 50000 .’ 20 e :‘ ’

Operating Expenses 0.55 o , g Jb.t s
-
Fixed Assets 040 0000 j£ 02 04 06 08 1 12
Total Assst 0.63 EFFICIENCY SCORE FROM BCC
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1382 e Rank 1381 e- Rank 1380 e Rank
0182 1 1 (29) 14 81 1 1(44) 1180 1 1(22)
19 82 1 127 107 81 0.96 [ 19 80 1 1(32)
02 82 1 a 03 81 0.86 7 03 80 086 8
06 82 0.84 1 01 81 0.83 12 04 80 0.84 10
13.7 82 0.80 14 19 81 0.81 13 16.7 80 075 19
03 82 0.80 15 17 81 0.79 16 13 80 074 20
146 82 077 17 04 81 073 21 15 80 072 23
08 82 075 18 15 81 072 2 16 80 066 26
17382 069 24 08 81 068 25 14 80 085 28
18.2 82 064 30 16 81 066 27 01 80 065 29
182 061 % 12.5 81 0.64 3 12 80 062 33
12.8 82 057 39 06 81 0.63 32 17.6 80 062 34
15.5 82 052 40 9.8 81 0.61 36 9.5 80 059 k14
04 82 050 41 17.9 81 058 38 05 80 046 44
11.9 82 0.46 43 11.6 81 0.49 42 09 80 0.44 45
05 82 045 45 05 81 043 47 07 80 041 48
10.1 82 0.39 51 07 81 0.40 50 06 80 041 49
07 82 034 53 09 81 038 52 08 80 032 54
09 82 0.30 55 02 81 0.01 56 02 80 0.01 57
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FIRM 1382 1381 1380 Average Rank
19 1 0.81 1 0.94 1
11 1 0.96 1.00 0.86 2
03 1 086 0.86 0.84 3
01 1.00 0.83 0.65 0.83 4
137 0.80 1.00 0.65 0.82 5
173 069 079 075 0.74 6
146 o077 072 072 0.73 7
04 0.50 073 0.84 0.69 &
128 0.57 0.64 0.74 0.65 9
06 084 063 041 0.63 10
165 052 066 0.66 0.61 11
182 064 058 062 0.61 12
08 075 068 o 0.59 13
101 0.39 0.61 0.5% 0.53 14
19 046 049 062 0.52 15
05 0.45 043 0.46 0.45 16
ar 0.34 0.40 041 0.39 17
09 0.30 038 0.44 0.37 18
02 0.85 0.01 0.01 0.29 19
Mean efficiency 0.64 0.64 0.62 0.64
Median efficiency 0.64 0.66 0.65 0.63
Maximum efficiency 1 1 1 0.94
Minimum efficiency 0.30 0.01 0.01 0.29
(5) 13903 V) Jgos
ROA 5 Ratio s o/ 8 el Al
035
03 .
025 b 2 Ratio s 4 S ) 5 o slgonsd G Klsssh a2
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R .
o1 .4 M 1EFF 0.33
005 -
0 Return on Total Assets (RoA) 0.89
005 5 02 04 06 08 1 1.2 Cash Return on Fixed Assets 0.38
EFFICIENCY SCORE FROM RATIO AssetTurmover 0.52
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t-Test: Paired Two Sample for Means

Efficiency (Ratio} Efficiency (BCC)

Mean 0.636 0.560

Variance 0.051 0.075
Observations 57 57
Pearson Correlation 0430
Hypothesized Mean Difference 0
a 0.05
df 56
t Stat 2115
P(T<=t) one-tail 0.019
t Critical one-tail 1673
P(T<=t) two-tail 0039
t Critical two-tail 2.003
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FIRM RANK RANK Diffrence of Total
BCC Ratio Ranks Assets
11 18 2 16 75,499
03 13 3 10 43,598
15 14 7 7 195,729
o8 15 13 2 90,916
14 7 5 2 258,859
04 9 8 1 132,654
09 19 18 1 172,662
13 10 9 1 278,928
17 6 6 0 239,960
19 1 1 0 808,496
01 3 4 -1 371,549
o7 16 17 -1 148,145
02 17 19 -2 184,159
06 2 10 -2 243,870
10 12 14 -2 217,291
12 11 15 -4 298,539
16 4 11 -7 408,051
18 2 12 -10 1,202,726
05 5 16 -11 881,750
Average of Total Assets 329,125
Correlation between Rank from BCC and Total Assets -0.671553
Correlation between Diffrence of Ranks and Total Assets -0.719898
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