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KEPFE TR, BRI ER S TS EREFERICMA, 2000 FARLIBEEA © 54 FEER
MESN S X512 > 72 (Brandon et al., 2013), LA L. dLRICBI 24 v 514 vFEhaod
HEHKLT, BRICBWTHE, ChETH Y54 VERBESNWTI b o 0o
MWdh b, T, FEEEFF T, Python T7 v 7 5 4 %24ER% L 72 oTree 1T & % FEERASTENE =
NFLHBTW5 (Chen et al.,, 2016; %k, 2018), T I TANIFE TR, 75T KV —v v 7 s
H—EREMHL T RADERSINEEA v 514 v ETHD, oTree ©7 02 5 L %&{Ek L
PRI — sl nS vy VIS — A EREREEET S LIk T, REFfa T s R b
DM FEERAE FC ST 9 B MRGE L 7cs

FEEOFER, AMr — A 0 FEEL. BERREHEBOAHEEADRE S BLUFEHEITO VT,
253 v 77 2 b OEHRFEBREERICHE MDY >, TROOKREB, o v T2 2~ OEH
. 7 — 2 EROBRBREICHELSEIA NV END, ¥— 2 EREFEHT 2EREZR, 2~
FOAMELELE I VT I RAMEDOEDL SAERL CTHRENHEVE WS TEEREL T

F—O—F A VIAVER, /Iy -y s avFs 2, ARy —A FER A=Y
(%R 20194 10 A 4 B]
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W3,

AR OEBRF. BFF2EFRICB VT2 59 FY =Y v 7 BXU oTree #H W TR A
L7z dTOMERTH ST &, oTree itk b7 59 VY —v v rEEITBWTSia vy 57
2 b OFESFERERICHEELLVE VWS CEARR LA E, ERTEONLTF A F—

St Ly BEVERBRIC S WO HES ENFEERFE R LB L T\ 5 T & 2YID TR
RLIT &ETH B,

2 SEITWRSE &G

2.1 EBHLRZHEICEFZIVFIXMOFE

LT BT ZEBRMLZOIEEEZHE L T2 b0 RFFEHB LT 2 bOMEE L, LT
MRETEOHEERB LT 2600 FERTH L ERENTWS (Libby et al., 2002; [ -
I, 2012; BRZ, 2012; HHEIL 2012; FHEL 2013),

T EBAETFA VT ARIC, aoa v s s 2 CUR) #ANEZLEDE VS S
MHb, DEtOIVF IR M EANERETHLEVORARICKDE, DFf0a v/ b %
ANTZLEMERELEZ &0 (i, 2008), —/4. &if0a v 2 b EANENE
TREWEVS RffIc &k 5 &, BFFICH T 2 EREFER & [EMkc, ERE TR HRE
L, BEMRE GRS ATHREREAMET 2 2 &S T0 D (Berg et al,
1990), fhottaBl MR H 2T 5 & EBREFT TIE. ERSINE o S ERE AT
B BALEN D B LD BREO T B 5100 | EHRIEFRERBRTE, 357 2 b
L OFEBRPITRONTE L (Smith, 1976), L2 L. TFETIE. 7 4 — b FEBRDEHT
FERICAONDLESIT, I VT 7 R MEDOREFERGITHEHLNTVS (Harrison and List,
2000, Fio, BURFICBL TR, BERIES PHIEMEOH AN 6. ERIca v 77 2 b EA
NrHBRVEWS BfiEnd 5 (EK - @ik 2013),

LI, IVF I RAMOEMZOVWTEELAREAENRH D, VY —F « Fv u 7HEE
T3, TITAHHATIE, 3 v T 7 A FOHEITE - T, EBRBINEOBETREN TR 20 H
MEVS NS —F ¢« JTXF 3 VIZOVWT, 759Ky =y v 7 E2H0ioTree Tk 54 v
4 vHEERIT X > THRIE L 72,

22 SHFILBEIZHEMO LY IHRE L UARHT — A

A — 203, AN YLy~ RERBR LY —4TH 0, 11 Tirabn 3 NAD
VL vw e =%k n NTHEL 12 — A TH b, 2FMFTIR 1990 FER» o2y L v =
WROHESITTONTE O, MHREt. EHA. Bhw. RBait. SH#E. T8Hats
EONBHTHROER/ D B, LALEBAL, ThETENSDOXEOBEN B AT Eh
TIBMmoTee £ Ty RFE TR 9\ 20 FEFIHEE B S 17Tk 2 thuoic st
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TTROF+Z b e F=4 %27+ X b2 A =V JOFEEROTOHI L, Sl FIcB T 5442
YLy < HEOREERL 5,

Hhary Y vy < FRICBE T 2 SGRIEE O BARI IS FHt 2 (3. 201745 H 6 HIC Google
Scholar 12T [accounting] % & L 2FHHERE 2RI [social dilemmal & W9 2 #HiEEZ R
LTy b LEXEZINE L, FE7 o b aick 2REOFER, 53 thoHEENEHRAE »
b L7zo IKIT, Scimago Journal Rank (SJR) 236 & LTV 22 fla X2 INE L 12, T D
BRET, EHR LTV SN T, FOEn R L e, T OfER, 38 KOSk A e E
L ot, BB, INSOHITE, FIFAXEICOARAI Y L Y = & WS 2 HEEREET 5
bEFINTVE I LICHEEELET 5, NHRIONRIE. HESE 13K, BhEm LA 2
BB SA, THRF AR, MBI A, BB 2 ATH 2, EESFTOXRAZ WEH
RS 2EANH S ORIIEEBRT 2, TN & bHBORMEEERT 20, SV HH
BB YL Y RICBLAH 205 TH b, TDRICEZWAHHTH 5 EdmIc
SVTIE, BEADHEERET 57 LA ¥ —Th i FBEHHN. HOS ORI ZERT 5 Dh,
T b b D ERLROFRAERT 200, LVIEEERNICET 2HEAMY L
YRBICBILD D 205 TH b0 RAlEEDOHEH TREEMPFEADF R Z1EKT 5 D
NE LB RIEROFNEZERT 200, EWHIHEEATHITEN TV 5,

23 ZITHARDFFRAbvA=VT

ARFFETIE TF A b= =V 7 OFEEAMOT LG 38 RO XHkE ST 2, 9. 2
OHLEEE LT, AFLICPDF 7 » 41 v 57+ 2 MEREZIH L 72 KR T, 755X
CHERWERD Z0HRARICED 5 LW HHO S & AN, ¥4 b, FEEZA, BE. €7 Va
v BES R, ALSHRO PDF 7 7 4 W Sl Lo K. Bal. KIZEOMIZ: Bl
HI7SERH D S TR D SRS L e,

AR THOW A0 TR, D LEEo v v b, 2) EREERMF I L 725 A TO %5
DH v, 3) Term frequency inverse document frequency (LI~ TF-IDF) ic k& 2 HEE
EOHHE, D) N-gram DAY v MK 2 EHEBZOHERZ, Th b, STHEOMERIRDOLEBY
Th b,

D HEEoA Y v EEB. HAREOHBE LR T 2 HFEAEE LT 5 Ltk - Ty FE
OHEOFHRTED X ) THEMFEHSN TV 00 EIET 2 2 & Th b, AWK T Hi

% 3 BRE A LSRG LTV 5, 2) TEIERT ZEM L 72 5> A TOHE0An v v+ &id, ERE
FETIC L O XEZE G S LI L. 2o oo szt Ly SHE0RE 7Y >~ b
TEIETHD, SHaENT Y b T BT EICE-> T WERL el O Tl D X5 12 HiGE
MELHEHENTOVE2O0A2EET 52 ENTE %, 3) Term frequency inverse document
frequency (TF-IDF) C Xk 2 EEEOHERE (I, TF-IDF 2518425 2 Ltk » TEEEAF
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RITBHETH D, TF-IDF 3. FXEICB T 340 HHEE (Term frequency; TF) I
il D CEEICHE LB HE L e Db %2Rk 3CE O BB (Document frequency; DF) @
W T TEHR L7, TF-IDF 3. 20 HIcB U 527+ X b athro—irm ot Fik s L
ThE LS TWw 5 (Loughran and McDonald, 2016), 4) N-gram ® % 7 ¥ b T X 5 EEE
DR LG, BEOHHEHRKE A Y v T B LICL T, BRELALVTRAD S - 1cE
PEEART B ETH D, ANETIE, 2HEEELRT 3 2-grams OHBEHZE A 7 >~ ~
T 5,

[dilemma] & W5 HEEDRIR 3 D DB RERLIcbONEK 1 TH %,

11tk s &, [dilemmal ® 13ERITROZ HBIL TV 2 HEEE [sociall @ 76 BT H
5o INEF, HAW YL YIANDERMNEZVEVS TEERLTV S, RICEGEHNZ VH
BThD [s] WAy FEINTEBY, TNEHMTHZ EHENESTREEB VD, 255
MO HGEZ 2 LR TIREIC T 5, 70 b 5, [dilemmal @ 2§5RiIC [prisoner] 7% 36 [A]
BHLLTOWETEDL, ThiE, INWAD YL v < (prisoner’s dilemma) %5 L TL % & fEHR
THIENTE D, 2ADWMNT20IEWIT 20 EVSNAD YL v =K% n ACisk L
oD YLy <R THE Lo, WAD YL Y RIZPATEERBEZVDTH A
9o F7z. [dilemma] OHBADHFFEICHEZM TS E, ZOEZHHLTVWE DG, [game]
D14MITH %, HINMD [games] 8§hIEEHHZ & 22 &0, LOHFEL D &I
ZCHBELTVE, Thid, #2lY Ly <0 HRAY — 2HHicb ESVWTL 2 E 0S5 HH
WEZOND, 77— 4 (game) OfICiEHT NSHFEE, a2y L v =05 lEEZIRIE
L 72 Dawes (dawes, 3[0]) . %€ (setting, 3[ED). IR (situation, 3 [A]). FZER (experi-
ments, 2[0) METH B, Friz, FEEBE VS HERMAMEEE L L Cilillahic i, (e
VLY RHEOTEROFHAERL TS I LD LHEHTNELHTH 2,

FERESMT A L 725 A TOLaDH Y v b+ OFERET — 87 59 FOETELI DB,
X1<Ths,

1 Tl WEBRHEPZ WERERE CER LS BEBHED DR WAz s CERLTO
%o T OFEE, BEE (audit). 251 (accounting). WIS (research). 1## (information).
7V —7 (group). & (quality). 17H) (behavior). Z/# (participants) 75 & D5
OHBERHEAZVE VD TENDIP B, BEA (audit) BLURE (quality) W5 HEOZ
Eh o, YL YRR, BEEGOXRTHERSNDE S EMBZVEVD T LN A
5, Bt A (auditor) &WHHE S HEKHIZCHBILTWE I LML b, FlIcB T 51t
vy =Tl MICEARRE WO NHEPEETHLL VI LD LS5, B
P SEROARK DB Z A B LEHAFHI I3 ATH D, BEERDO LIALD 2V, LLA
Mo XEROXFAERE N 5 LEBSETOHMHFE R Z Bl 0 g Wickidam o Y
iz Bllans EnWHFERED -0, i, HkamicHEZRT 5 L, 178 (behavior)
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H) K1, EERMHE2LEEL 2 ZATOKFAD A Y v FOFERET - K7 59 FOJETER LIS
DTH %, BHMEHNZ WHilE KRS CERL, HEBEADEOEGEENS CFRL TV 5,
T EHER,

BLUBME (participants) & WHHBENRZWI Eh o, St T3 HAN Y L v <%

TRATHRFFIC S LSV FERLE WS FENERINTO 2RSSV T EMHS»ITE -

7o BRI, H2HY L < RERBIL 1A ) ¥ F VO ERP ALY — £ 0FERREE

it LT\ B SCERASTEAE L 72 (Grant et al., 1996; Grant and Fogarty, 1998; Coletti et al.,

2005; Tayler and Bloomfield, 2011 7 &), TD X DT, ZalDH v v b OFEEM» 5 &3

MPATEHEENY L v < IRICE T 3 EEROEEM & RO EEMRE S N,
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%2 TF-IDF &5t D LA 3038

JERL BEE
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) #2113, TF-IDF 12 X 2 HEGEDHRDIERER LIS DTH b,
HFT & Ek.



2ita v 77 2 s OFENFERERIC TS
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#2212k B E, EE (audit). 7 54 7~ b (client). AICPA (aicpa). %#& A (auditors).
8 (quality). FEB& (experiment) 78 & DHFED B 10 HEEICA - TH D, EEEICBHE T
HHEER, FRE VO HESHEGETH 2 LMWL I 5 1o, TOFERIE, Hflic#E %
B v Ll LiROEREBEAN TS 5,

N-gram ® /12 v M K 2 EEEOFEROEREZR LD, £3Th 5,

F3ck s e, O HBHEEEAZ W 2-grams 3. BERONE (audit quality) @ 369 [a]T
bb, Tz, ET L Ea— (peer review). B&riEA (audit firms). #kiEZE DRz
(going concern) 72 & BEEIMICOA T 2HEEN LALICHE I EBbrb, i, v bo—
e v 25 L (control system) AHFEZE (organizational change) 75 & OEMAFT
AT BEES EALICT v 74 v LT0E, TORRE, ¥ v 7 VNI B A B B O SRk
MENP - EEBBAENTD D, £, 24 AT RERRFF (experimental economics)
M4 LTED, HEBHY Ly BEICP AT 2 FERIPFTRFEREF FE~x— 1Lk
bDTHBI Ebh b, TOFEFEEF, THRFE -2 & LLEERMZ 2 Lo 25
LEMFONFICBVT, HANY L VIR BDBIRTH 2 ERRFFEER-2ICLTVWEE
LW A 7OMEEBTH L EARERLTVS, §HbE, SFFICBI 22N YL v~
WA FERT 2B, 7 — 2EERIC S E DV AEREFFOFEEN W TRIFanhTE T &
Y- TV BY,

24 REEDE

YLy <R ERBL L 7o AL 7 — 2 DA BRI, EREFTTh->TH, 23
FTH->Th, [AEDOTY — L L7 > TW3S (Camerer, 2011; Grant et al., 1996), L 725> T\
ERBINE R, 77— LDV — L ZEIEFEICHERE L O 2RI B VLT, Bl ERREICE
MIBWEBZONDE T ENS, ROWHEHRTET 5,

AR SEta v T/ R P OBFEEICEL > Ty AN — A OEEERIZZE D 5150,

F oy AP — A OEEBEA RS BB OFRAIC O VLT, ERBIMEFICE > T &ita v
TIAMELDOY =2 b, 2TV TR MAEDOr -0 A—DbDEEASNTVS E
WET 5L, ERBMEPILAT INEOES LHEEITOLTHENBTVWEEZOLNS L
m o, ROMEEZRET 5o

cER2-1 2Fta v T 7 2 POFMICL > T, EEEORERBICIAT A XEORS BE
LOYCR AR
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G 2-2: £Fta v F I A NOEMICL > T, HEORTEH B IIOAT S EOHEE 3

P s YCR AN

Fh. TVF I A MELEEONM Y — 210 B 2 EEEAOEERREIC O VT, Bl
& 0 BRSSO & W 9 Brown-Kruse and Hummels (1993) & 2o i3 Bk & v & Eik%d
MHE E WS Nowell and Tinkler (1994) 12tV RO ZHTET %,

k@3 3 v Ty 2 MELEMICE T 2 ZBRSINE ORI EBRE I B Z KIE

3 Hik

3.1 EEBBmNE

FER 3. FEFONBEMBEOMEMMEBREAZERICL 2B/AED L OKFERES 2T, 2019
F1A»S2HETPI T, A v 54 v EDI SRy —v v 7« 4—EXTH5 Yahoo! 7 5
TRy =Yy S EHOWTITRE - oo EBROTFNEIZ, ¥ 2 7BHKEHO A v 7+ —LF«avt

MCEE L 22 EBRBINE D, oTree FOERA v 257 v a VITBATI VT 7 R MEL
EtrErcida vy 77 2V EOEMOBER 2. HEF = v 7 inE T 5 (EET 5 &K
DB ), BREREZTE S, BRRVECHMBHHALIAT 2. ADMEHHEEEZ S
NEZFEBRMBEICEA D EVWHIHENTH B, ¥ 27 B IE Yahoo! 7 57 v — v v 7' TfF
B L. TNLIEIEE oTree T7 0 75 A2k Lic, #1277 12 R4 v 2T R
A4 v TR -t FERBMNE I, 2 v 77 2 MELSMHEN 199 AL I v F 7 2 MG D EHER
200 Ay DEEF399 ATH - Feo

3.2 EBFTYAS U LBME

KR TR, FRA v 2 b 57 ¥ a VITER RS HEER ARy —aTh 5 a v
FIAMELEMHE, 233 v F o RN EGARAMY —LTh B v F 7 A VY EHE
Wi 5 1X2 OWBRHEMERERA Lico NPTy — 2095 2 — 513, 3 A 1L IR
A 100, HERFAE 265, LVHREO S &, 0-100 OEMEAIC> W 1 ABETIREERITH S
EVSHAEERM L, 23 v 77 2 MEHEMETIE, Grant et al. (1996) 252, Nl
HEDETICEORE DI AT 2h EVHIRREZREL TV B, FRFAETIE. Fkb,
PRI, 708 A LB OEBRBRES, [Hc 3R ERE VI IHFELEA->T0ET
2?2 (BLAI->T0aE, DLAI-TVE, bFOAISEBL, £<AISKV)] S0 4 ERED
FEM S E AR 2 IE L 7,

W LIC > W TIREREEZ . (G 2- 112> VW TR XERE. KH2-2 12> W TIRFHEE,
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R4 MEFLCEIIZRRBOREDLHREE

ISRV A: AT R MELERIZHE T 2R EHOERHETE ELRIE=199)

FE FHERE PR{E
L] 58392 28,042 50.000
XFE 17211 20.646 12.000
S 5944 3.320 5933
FH 44.116 9733 44.000
EIFEREH 17.603 10.760 19.000
BEEBARE 2357 0.846 2.000

IRFILB: AVTY R MEYEHIZE T 2R EHOERAETE ERBIZk=200)

B RERE th{E
L] 59.849 28.964 50.000
XFH 19.500 20.243 14.000
FE 6.326 3.200 6.694
Fip 42352 9.453 42,000
EIFEREH 14.583 10.054 14.000
BEBARE 2377 0.734 2.000

) ﬁ4/\7/bA6i\ IV R MELEFICBT 5. REHOLBHGTETH 5, BHEAIZ
N — 2B AEBBEOREZEITHS (0-100 DR — V), XFHIZ, EE H%CAE@
EEEL)\T%ODj{%@(@%é’C%éo ARG, BERER A O RIZE AL L N VoS
ETHRENTLEDEVWIEHTHL UNFIHE=1DOhF I HFE=9) (LEIFE « K.
2010), fﬁmi %%ﬁ’%m%@ﬁﬁf%éfmﬁ% FEIRREBRER . 7V A A TOEFR
BRoEHE, EEMMRE R, SitER Il 2 ACHE0MEROBRETH D, Thinid
/A\;}Jé?ﬁ%ﬁfétmv{i%%%noﬂ\ia“bﬂj LSBT 2EE TEHCAI-TW5E =

VADLHI-TWA =3, bEDHISEVL=2, 2KHIS KW= ARXDLLLDTH 5,
ﬁz. NEIVBIE, IVFIRNEOEEICET A, EEBOLBHKEIRTH 3, KEHKD
NEG PO v 5727 2 MELSHEEREETH 5,

HAT EEEK,

TNTNY =2 VF Dt RTEICK > THRELET 5, T/, WK 3 I W TId, EHREAD PE EIN %
DT B7cH, V=S LD (D) XBXUO 7V 271vD (2) XAEHEET 5,

Contribution = B,+ 3, Context* Gender+ 8,Age+ B, Work + B, Audit (1)
Contribution = 8,+ 3, Context* Gender+ B,Age+ B, Work + B, Audit
+B:Grade + B Length (2)

BEBOERIIKRD LB TH S, Contribution FEHEEFTH D, RNIUr —Li1cB 3
HfffoKssTdsd (0-100 D247 =), Context 32357 AMEVEMEE 1, 2 v F
JAMELENE0ET 55 I —EHTH B, Gender 3% 1. ME0ETE5 3 —
Mch b, Age lZEH. Work iE7 V5 4 A9 0 FEHREBEK. Audit 3E5HERICHT 2
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HOHEOHRORETH D, [t 3AREFTTEEE WOILHEA -TVEITN 2] &
VOB 2ME TRAA->TWE=4, DLA->TW5E=3, b DMSETL=2, &<
Hotnw=1] 2%b L ELFBNSEERMNNETH 5, Grade IEETEHBIZ SV TREA
LI XEOHSENMEAL RV THE2hERD LD TH S (FE NE1IE=1»5Hh
¥ 3HE=9) (CEIR « . 20100, Length 3EEREHHITOVTHHALLEOES (X
FH) TH 5B,

«

4 FHER

AN — 2icB T 5253 v 77 2 POFMICOVWT, HEBOERERERDLICHD
MESNENVATH B,

01 AT 572010y = VF DL REICL D, 3527 R MELEMICE T 2807 —

x5 ARMIT—AILEITZRE 7T X FNOFEICDOWTOERIEE

IRV A BREEDSET I VT 9 X FOFEIZ DN TOERBRRE (R 1)

VTR MELEN AVTIRNEY & tfE pfE
SRS E 58.392 59.849 -0.510 0.610
R (28.042) (28.964)
A% 199 200

ARV B XFHDEREA LTI R FOFEIZ DO TOERERRE (RER 2-1)

VTR MEL aAVTHORNEYEE tfE pfE
M 17211 19.500 -1.118 0264
jE (20.646) (20.243)
AR 199 200
ISPV C:BEEDEF T VT R FOFEIZ DOV TORERREE (IRER 2-2)

aAVTHORMEL AVTORNEYEE tfE pi&
e i 5944 6.326 -1.167 0244
e (3.320) (3.200)
A 199 200

) E50x VA IF, BREMITB T 2 ERSERBIELRTH 2 EHBE BRI L b0 T
b5, EEEIE. DY -2 icB I A EBES v rOREETH B (0-100 D24 — L),
F5 %% VB i, BEHICB T 2 BERINEEHTH 3 LT A UKL L 7cbDTH %,
XTI, BEEEHLLAMO XFHROESTH 5,
FH5 RN C . BSREICBI 2BEREEKTH 22 TR LD IBREEL 2 b D
Th Do H¥HEEF., BEREHETLAMOMERMWEE L VoS E cidiian TV 50
LVWOEHTH D UNFELE=1 o 3IE=9) (Sl « i, 2010),

HAT) EEE.
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LOERES8.392 &£, IV F 7 XA MF OB 2 AHM S — 4 O ERRET 59.849 & i L
FAER, MRS AEEERA ONT. SSICIREL/NSV I EN S, KLl dFFanr?
(t=-0.51, df=395.59, p=0.610, d=-0.05, Wi,

AT -2 ilB I B2 3 v 77 A bOFRIIOVWT, BREVEHEBICOVLWTEIIALKLX
FOESICOVWTOEREREZRDL LILbONRS 2B Th b, Kt 2-1 2MEd 57
DI 2 VFOLREICED, 3V 77 A MELFFCBY 2 BRRERHOTHTH 5
17211 XXFE, a3 v 72 2 VEDEBIcB T 2 BELREHE O X FHTH % 19.500 X745 H
B LIAER, AR EEERA oS RES/NSV I LM, K 2-1 FdFranic
(t=-1.12, df=396.76, p=0.264, d=-0.11, WD, DfERIF. FEERSNE S 3253 v
T AN OFEICE - CTEEREHHICGEALALXEORESBEDL LBV EARBELTED,
LAV F IR ML > THT — 2 OHMHARRKELKEDLRVWEMING 2T ENTE %,

AT —sicB it a vy 7 2 boaMicowT, BEERERHIC O VLW THZA LXK
HHDE O FBIERERD LI bOWES N2V CTH b, ik 2-2 2T 5 72DITY =
VFDLRIEICLD, 2 v F 7 2 MELEHICB T 2 EEREMBOFETH S 5.944 F (B
BULRNFEOFEL L) & av 772 MEYEMEICET 2 EERERBIOFFETDH 5 6.326
F (BBONFEEFEL V) ZHELER, METNREEERA ST, REL/HIV
TEMD. K 2-2 REFa N (t=-1.17, df=394.31, p=0.244, d=-0.12, ififi), o
BRI, KRSINE S 3aita v 77 2 o & - TEEIVEM B O XEHE L HAED S
BOWIEAREBLTED, 233V 772 ML > T —2DHMARKRESED SN &R
NI R G-

AT — 2B 2EBBUC O W, T ORELERDONITFERERD LIcbDAEKE TH
%4

i 3 ZMREEd 2 7o, EElgoattick b (1D KB (2) XERIEL 72, T ofER,
V= EY) T4 MLEFTLVTHS (1) OLMHES I —OREPHGHNICERELAEOHEEZRL T
W3 (p<0.05), TMEF. T YT 7 R MELSHOLEDOEIEMEWC LE2EKT 2 &
5. VTR MELEEICBOTHME oM X b JEE%2E W E WS Brown-Kruse and
Hummels (1993) OFEREEBEE L TV S, Fly V—FE ) 7 4 DEHKTH 5 LFHEDOFHF L
FRAMZ 270 ®FLTHD (2) ITBVLTH, WS I —DBRBOBHFHIICHEELRED
fEERLTVWD (p<0.10)o TOLIIT, TV F 7 2 MELEITB VL TIE, HWRIBEHEIC
HEARITL TV EPD, GRS BXHanic, CofRI, EaER, &ilav57 2
PO WEER AT T 255 3. RIS RICRETRBAEE LS A TEBREGTET 544
EDD B EERELTOVS, BRI, FERIFICHERIO 7 — 5 ZHUF L. S HrREc 315
ZREIT B2 EVISWIEBBELEBLETH A, 122l &5ta v 7 2 s PEZEBROGAET
HoTh, WHNC X BN 2 AREME IR TE BV & 6, TEIEEHFOSITIFEICRE
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x6 EBMBOREERSIT

HREL - ETHEE

J—FEYTAEL IIL-ETIL
(0] @
EHIE 63.656™ 56.972"
(45.640,81.672) (38.651,75.293)
aVFHIR b 0455 0014
(-6.239,7.150) (-6.602, 6.630)
A ET— 9.031" (155 3) 7.484" (IR 3)
(-17.744,0.318) (-16.137,1.169)
Fin 0.149 0.17
(-0571,0274) (-0.588,0.247)
EIFERFH 0.044 0.041
(-0453,0.365) (0444, 0.363)
BEMAMRE 2073 1.634
(-1567,5.712) (-1.973,5.241)
AVTORMEETS— 1.041 1.154
(-11.172,13.255) (-10.921, 13.230)
PE 1.675™
(0.793,2.556)
XFH 0.103
(-0.243,0.036)
Rl 398 397
RERE 0.025 0.059
BHEREEHFRERY 0.01 0.04
REDIZERE 28339 (df=391) 27.940 (df=388)
XA E -1892.212 -1880.805
TRtEERE A 3800.424 3781.609

) **p<0.01; *p<0.05; *p<0.10, EroMMERHEEREE, TR ()

15

MNid. BREFAXMB AR L TWD, HikE IR, Ny — 2128103
B ORxETHE 0-100DR»y =), T ¥YF 27 ZbE, TV
FIOAMNEGOEMEE L a v T2 R NELEHE0ET B8 I —ZH
Thb, Ly I —ld, wxE 1, BHEA0E9 25 I LR TH 5,
Fil X ERBINE OFElm A, EERBERIT 7 vy 1 2 8B OEBER
B TH 5, BEMANE R, 2ETICHT 2 HCHEOH#RD
BETH., (B3 ARETTEEEVIHEHEEH > TOET A ?
vy ERMITkT 2% TEBCH->TVWE =4, DLAI->TW 5B =3,
HEOHIOIEVW=2, 2<HSEVw=1] 2EXDbLIbDTH D, FiF
REBREHHICIODVWTHA L L XEOHSE R MFEAL NLVTH B
MPEHRELLLDTHD CHE INELE=1» ORI E=9) (SEl -
L. 2010)0 XFHIZ. BRAEHHIISDLVTIRALLXEOES
(LFH) Tdh 5,
HIAD EFEK,
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Oy HHNEPATEF = BEUGT 2 EDEE LV EEZONE T EICHERATET S, BB,
T e EFVICTOVWTIR. FEOREDHICAELSIEOfERL TV S (p<0.0l), Th
. FELEHBEPBEE L TWA I EAREBLTOVS, Ll BERHZEEHOLND D
O, KNEDOFRIT >V TREEICRTINETH 2, I6bE, L OELEFEBRBINE
OEHBEMNES VWO, The b, MOEBFZIVE L CERSMENEH L WEELB L 20
DL AL S BN T2 ENTERV, TOHIKOVTIE, SEROMRETH B, L
L, EBROBEBIEEBICOVTO) =) F 4 IZPATETFR <A =V 7 IE, ST
MR CRREES N T IR c T En b, CORRFFZEIAMEOHMOVO EOTHLLE VA
51259,

INSORIHERE. Rita vy 77 2 oI, 7 — 2HRFEROBEREICEELS 2
Bl eEnmo, @EtnFHicbuwTr — 2 HRHERTET 2ERTE. a7 7 A M ELE
BavF 7 2AbFOOELESAERL CHMEPENVE VLS TEARBELTVS, OWVTIE,
SEFEVO I 3 v T o 2 P EPER U S REEAMH Lo LTh. KEFaEicku
T I9 8y —=vrrEfOict v 54 vEBREZZRITTHIENARETH L I L ERELTY
Bo 1012 Ly WRNEERRERICEE RIT T e H 5 & 5. HHID 7 — & (Z (KR
BdaNEThHA I,

5 BbDIT

AWETIE, 799 8y =y E2fOict v 54 EBROLEIIE O Rt 2 2k
L. &Fta v 77 2 b OFRB ANy — 2 OFEBREERICKETHEBEREEL 7o, IhETHE
BEFEBTiTbh Ay —2%2, 759 8y =y v 7AWz oTree itk 54 v 5
A vEBROIEX TRIEZITS - iR, Ay — 2 o Hlik%, EEREEHROZEOES B
FOHBEIC>VWT, £33 v 77 2 - OFMEEREFRICHE D - 72, ThOOFERI,
Ay A MOERE, F - sMmEROBRVEICEEEG ARV EM S, Etniick
W = AR EMRAERT 2 FERE R, VT /R MELEARRIVFIRAMEDDOLEEDS
AER L COREPEVE VWS T EAREB LTV S,

AR OERRIZ. SEFIRITBVWT I 59 FY — v v 7B X oTree & H L THEx %3
L2 HOTOWMERTH D &, oTree i2& b7 59 VY —v v rERITBWTSiFay 57
2 b DEERFERERICHE L BVWEVWS T EERR LA E, EFRTEONLTF R b T —
g o Ly BEIVEHHIC > W T OB DHEENERIEREBEL TV 5 I L Z2WH TR
KL ETH 5,

S, REMPFIRICBVLWTE, A Y 54 Y ETHISLAcE Yy 7 e T3 20T 5057
v o4 VERRES, A -7 v T -5 Lo GbEICX 2RO MS RAZN S
ThHhA9,
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Context effect of accounting experimental results:
Evidence from crowdsourcing online experiment

Yoshitaka Hirose and Akira Goto

Summary

This study aims to explore the applicability of oTree online experiments using
crowdsourcing to accounting research. We examined the influence of the existence
of accounting context on the experimental results of public goods games. As a
result of verifying the public goods game conducted in a laboratory experiment
through online experiment, the presence or absence of accounting context was
found to have no effect on the experiment result. This suggests that no compli-
cated context is required to apply online experiments using crowdsourcing to

accounting research.
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