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Capitalization of R&D Expenditures: Real Signal Transmission or

Earnings Management

LI Li' QU Xiaohui® XIAO Hong’

(1. Department of Accounting Guangdong Business College Xiamen 361005 China;
2. School of Management Center of Accounting Study and Development Xiamen University Xiamen 361005 China)

Abstract: By using samples of 711 companies this paper researches how the capitalization of research and development ex—
penditures act as the role of signaling and earnings management under the background of current economic and emerging trans—
ferring capital market. Regression results underline the market absorbed the capitalization R&D expenditures information selec—
tively: the real capitalized R&D expenditures increased company’s market value and pulled the enterprise’s following business
performance; while parts of R&D costs maintained in account of “development expenditures” were negatively related to the
earnings quality which were viewed as earnings management by investors.

Key Words: R&D expenditures; capitalization; real signal transmission; earnings management; R&D capitalization;

R&D expenditure
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Internal Audit Outsourcing Content Decision-making Based on AHP

ZHAO Baoqing LI Na
( School of Business Beijing University of Industry and Commerce Beijing 100048 China)

Abstract: Internal audit outsourcing is needed to address the specific content of outsourcing and the Analytic Hierarchy
Process ( AHP) is suitable for internal audit outsourcing content selection decisions. AHP is a qualitative and quantitative
systematic decision-making method. In AHP subjective judgment and practical experience of the decision makers will be
transformed into a model and then be quantified which reflects the basic features of the analysis judgment and integration in
decision-making. Through the establishment of the hierarchical model the content decision-making of the internal audit out—
sourcing is unified into one model so as to solve the complex problems in the multivariate analysis and provide some basis for
the enterprise to choose the content of internal audit outsourcing.

Key Words: AHP; internal audit outsourcing; outsourcing content decision-making; financial audit; audit externalization
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