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The Behaviors of Local Certified Public Accountants:
Evidence from the Chinese Market

RAO Xi', LIU Bin', CHEN Jiarr kai’
(1. College of Economics and Business A dministration, Chongqing University, Chongqing 400030, China;
2. College of Business A dministration, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract: Comparative study of the local Certified Public Accountants with those of top 10 in
China has been done by data of listed companies from 2007 to 2009. T he results show that the lo-
cals provide audit service with higher quality. It indicates that the local Certified Public Account
ants taking their regional advantages have formed their unique competitive edge. T he research is
useful for authorities to regulate the audit market and Certified Public Accountants.
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