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ABSTRACT

We examine the impact of managerial financial reporting incentives on accounting quality changes around International Financial

Reporting Standards (IFRS) adoption. A novel feature of our single-country setting based on Germany is that voluntary IFRS adoption

was allowed and common before IFRS became mandatory. We exploit the revealed preferences in the choice to (not) adopt IFRS

voluntarily to determine whether the management of individual firms had incentives to adopt IFRS. For comparability with previous

studies, we assess accounting quality through multiple constructs such as earnings management, timely loss recognition, and value

relevance. While most existing literature documents accounting quality improvements following IFRS adoption, we find that

improvements are confined to firms with incentives to adopt, that is, voluntary adopters. We also find that firms that resist IFRS

adoption have closer connections with banks and inside shareholders, consistent with lower incentives for more comprehensive

accounting standards. The overall results indicate that reporting incentives dominate accounting standards in determining

accounting quality. We conclude that it is unwarranted to infer from evidence on accounting quality changes around voluntary

adoption that IFRS per se improves accounting quality.

1. Introduction

We examine whether accounting quality improvements around voluntary International Financial Reporting Standards  (IFRS)

adoption can be attributed to the change in accounting standards per se. Following the mandatory adoption of IFRS in many regions

of the world, much attention is being given to the association between accounting standards and accounting quality. Some prior

studies document accounting quality improvements (e.g. Barth, Landsman, & Lang, 2008; Barth, Landsman, Lang, & Williams, 2006;

Gassen & Sellhorn, 2006; Hung & Subramanyam, 2007) or favorable economic consequences (e.g. Kim & Shi, 2012; Kim, Tsui, & Yi,

2011; Wu & Zhang, 2009) around voluntary IFRS adoption. Yet, the extent to which we could expect the same improvement for firms

forced to adopt remains an open question. By examining this question, we provide evidence on whether accounting standard

regulations improve information in capital markets.

To isolate the effect of IFRS, we need a setting where we can identify managerial financial reporting incentives. Germany offers such

a setting. Between 1998 and 2005, firms in Germany could choose to voluntarily adopt IFRS, and in 2005 compliance became

mandatory. The German setting enables us to analyse firms that voluntarily adopted IFRS before 2005 (the management of such

firms are likely to perceive net benefits of doing so), and firms that were forced to comply as of 2005 (the management of such firms

are likely to perceive no net benefits of doing so).  Examining the German firms that are forced to adopt IFRS against their will is

different from estimating the consequences of mandatory adoption when such group includes firms from countries not allowing

voluntary adoption; mandatory IFRS adoption in countries without voluntary adoption does not distinguish between the underlying

managerial financial reporting incentives. To highlight this important distinction in our German setting, we label firms that delayed

the adoption of IFRS until 2005 as ‘resisters’ rather than mandatory adopters.
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German accounting standards, according to the Handelsgesetzbuch (HGB), are generally perceived as lower quality than IFRS (e.g.

Leuz & Verrecchia, 2000) given its code-law origin and insider orientation (Leuz & Wüstemann, 2004). One way to define the quality

of accounting standards is in terms of quality of the financial statements prepared according to them, holding financial reporting

incentives constant. We argue that reporting incentives among IFRS resisters are likely to stay constant around the time of adoption

whereas this is unlikely to be the case for voluntary adopters (Leuz & Verrecchia, 2000), even if there are cross-sectional variations

in reporting incentives within both groups (Daske, Hail, Leuz, & Verdi, 2013). Thus, in Germany we have an interesting setting where

we are able to investigate the complex interaction between reporting incentives and accounting standards in determining

accounting quality. In essence, the German setting allows us to test whether accounting quality improves when firms are forced to

comply with what is generally perceived as higher quality accounting standards. Although the sample size is relatively small in our

single-country setting, this is compensated by the fact that we are able to explicitly observe the voluntary adoption versus

resistance choices of all firms. We are therefore able to partition firms according to their managers’ perception of IFRS adoption

based on revealed preferences, whereas prior research has relied on proxies for assumed benefits (Armstrong, Barth, Jagolinzer, &

Riedl, 2010; Christensen, Lee, & Walker, 2007; Daske et al., 2013).

We examine three dimensions of accounting quality, namely, earnings management, timely loss recognition, and value relevance

which are often used in studies on the effects of accounting standards on accounting quality (e.g. Barth et al., 2006, 2008; Gassen

and Sellhorn, 2006; Hung and Subramanyam, 2007; Van Tendeloo & Vanstraelen, 2005). The first two constructs are especially

relevant to our research question because they rely on managerial discretion and are therefore likely to be influenced by the

reporting incentives of those preparing the financial statements.

Consistent with prior literature, we find that voluntary adoption of IFRS is associated with decreased earnings management,

increased timely loss recognition, and increased value relevance. In stark contrast, we find little evidence of such accounting quality

improvements for firms that are forced to adopt IFRS. The results suggest that adoption of IFRS does not necessarily lead to higher

quality accounting, at least not when the preparers have no incentives to become more transparent in their reporting.

There are two potential explanations for these findings. First, the flexibility embedded in IFRS might render it ineffective in

restricting earnings management of firms with low incentives to comply. Second, IFRS might not be sufficient to decrease earnings

management, increase timely loss recognition, and increase value relevance. In this case, the observed accounting quality

improvements for voluntary adopters could be driven by changes in reporting incentives of these firms around the time of their

adoption. Although we are unable to distinguish between these explanations, they are both consistent with IFRS per se not

increasing accounting quality even when firms’ prior accounting standards are generally viewed as lower quality (a conclusion that

is consistent with Daske et al., 2013).

In further analysis, we attempt to gauge why some firms resist IFRS adoption. We show that these firms have closer relationships

with banks and less demand for information from capital markets. These findings are consistent with prior literature and suggest

that resisters have closer relationships with insiders. For such firms, financial reporting may primarily serve the purpose of

contracting with known insiders rather than relatively anonymous outsiders. We argue that this could explain why these firms resist

the costly adoption of IFRS because management sees no need to improve the transparency of reporting.

Throughout this paper, we follow the methodology of Barth et al. (2008). Barth et al. document accounting quality improvements

around voluntary IFRS adoption, and is widely cited as evidence that IFRS increases accounting quality.  Although the authors are

careful in not attributing the accounting quality changes around voluntary IFRS adoption exclusively to the change in accounting

standards, that caveat rarely makes it into papers that cite them. Our main contribution is to provide the counter evidence, which is

strong, and hence reinforces the original caveat in Barth et al. In this sense, our paper is similar to Daske et al. (2013) that

documents evidence that voluntary IFRS adoption entails few capital market benefits.

The key difference between our paper and Daske et al. (2013) is that we follow the methodology of Barth et al. (2008), capture IFRS

adoption incentives through revealed preferences, and that we examine both voluntary and mandatory adopters using a single-

country setting. By confining our analyses to a single-country sample, we avoid variations in institutional factors that may confound

evidence acquired from studies that rely on cross-country samples. For instance, Christensen, Hail, & Leuz (2013a) document that

enforcement changes differ across countries and significantly affect liquidity changes around IFRS adoption. As such, single-country

studies offer an alternative identification strategy to disentangle potential IFRS effects from contemporaneous non-IFRS effects, and

consistent results across methodologies increase the validity of the overall takeaway from the literature (Brüggemann, Hitz, &

Sellhorn, 2013).

Evidence in favor of the importance of financial reporting incentives in determining accounting outcomes has been documented by

previous studies. For instance, Ball, Robin, and Wu (2003) provide empirical evidence at the country level consistent with accounting
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quality being driven by reporting incentives rather than accounting standards. They argue that such incentives are driven by the

firms’ institutional setting. Further, Ball and Shivakumar (2005) and Burgstahler, Hail, and Leuz (2006) show that earnings quality is

lower for private than public firms despite applying the same accounting standards. Our contribution to this literature is to

document that even among publicly listed firms within the same institutional setting, financial reporting incentives dominate

accounting standards in determining accounting quality. In most countries, accounting standards are identical for all listed firms;

yet, managerial financial reporting incentives are likely to vary. Our results suggest that the objective of improving accounting

quality cannot be achieved for all firms by mandating higher quality accounting standards, because such attempts will have limited

effect for firms without incentives to comply. This conclusion reinforces the conjectures in Ball (2006), caveats presented in Barth et

al. (2008), and the conclusions in Daske et al. (2013).

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the institutional setting in Germany. Section 3 provides the

conceptual underpinnings and discusses prior findings. Section 4 explains the research design and the data sources. Section 5

presents the main empirical findings, sensitivity tests, and additional analyses. Section 6 concludes and discusses the caveats that

inherently confound this and other studies that attempt to address the question of what determines accounting quality.

2. Institutional Setting in Germany

Germany is generally classified as a code-law country (e.g. Ball, Kothari, & Robin, 2000; La Porta, Lopez-de-Silanes, Shleifer, &

Vishny, 1998; Leuz, Nanda, & Wysocki, 2003) with limited investor protection and an insider orientation (Leuz & Wüstemann, 2004).

German accounting standards (HGB) traditionally emphasized legal form and catered to creditors (Nobes & Parker, 2004). Thus,

from an equity market perspective, they were generally perceived as lower quality than IFRS (e.g. Gassen & Sellhorn, 2006; Leuz &

Verrecchia, 2000).

Interest in international accounting practices in Germany began in the late 1980s when German firms increasingly began to access

international capital markets for external financing (Liener, 1995). Several key stakeholders of German firms, however, had strong

reservations about IFRS, which they perceived could give rise to arbitrary judgements and subjective assessments (Heidhues &

Patel, 2012). Such resistance is reflected in the formation of interest groups such as the Vereinigung zur Mitwirkung de Entwicklung

des Bilanzrechts fuer Familiengesellschaften e.V. (VMEBF), whose official comment letters to the IASB provide examples of

Germany's continued concerns towards IFRS.

In terms of process, voluntary IFRS and US generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP) adoption began in the early 1990s as

dual reporting. Under dual reporting, firms voluntarily prepared two sets of consolidated statements, one complying with the HGB

and another complying with either IFRS or US GAAP. Starting in 1998, firms were no longer required to disclose the HGB's

consolidated statements if they produced either IFRS' or US GAAP's consolidated statements (regulation KapEAG). The lack of

required dual reporting and the introduction of stock exchange segments that required the application of either IFRS or US GAAP

(Neuer Markt and later Prime Standards on the Frankfurt Stock Exchange) greatly increased the number of voluntary adopters.

In 2002, the EU formally implemented regulation that made IFRS mandatory for fiscal years ending on or after 31 December 2005

for most EU-listed firms, including those domiciled in Germany. Against this backdrop of choices available to German firms, 59%

voluntarily adopted IFRS and 41% waited until 2005 when adoption became mandatory.

Because we can observe all German firms’ actual accounting standard choices, we are able to accurately classify firms according to

their managers’ perception of IFRS. This allows for the analyses of a group of firms that perceives relatively greater benefits of IFRS

and a group of firms that perceives relatively less benefits of IFRS. Thus, the German setting provides an opportunity to examine the

interaction between accounting standards and reporting incentives.

3. Conceptual Underpinnings and Prior literature

Over the past decade, accounting researchers have produced a large number of papers that examine the economic consequences

of voluntary and/or mandatory IFRS adoption (see Soderstrom & Sun, 2007 and Brüggemann et al., 2013 for overviews). Many of

these papers document substantial economic benefits around IFRS adoption, especially in the voluntary settings. Although the

authors of prior papers often include caveats, it is common that the benefits are either implicitly or explicitly attributed to the

change in accounting standards (see also Christensen, 2012; Christensen et al., 2013a; Christensen, Hail, & Leuz, 2013b). It is not

surprising that accounting researchers have flocked to study the implications of IFRS adoption because it is one of relatively few
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areas in accounting research with direct policy implications.  Yet, exactly because of the policy relevance it is important that we as

researchers are careful in drawing inferences based on our own evidence and when we cite prior work.

Conceptually there are reasons to be sceptical that the benefits documented around voluntary IFRS adoption can be attributed to

the change in accounting standards. The early IAS, which voluntary adopters complied with prior to mandatory IFRS adoption, were

compromises between delegations from up to 14 countries. The delegations, for the most part, had a policy of including free choice

in IAS among the various national accounting rules that existed at the time (Zeff, 2012). The choices effectively gave firms the

opportunity to continue using local accounting practices after adopting IAS.  The free choice in IAS 16 between the revaluation

model and historical cost for property, plant, and equipment is one such example. The question is: how effective are such

accounting standards in promoting accounting quality? It seems almost self-evident that it must depend on the reporting incentives

of those adopting the standards.

3.1. Accounting Quality Changes around Voluntary IFRS Adoption

Despite the conceptual reasons to be sceptical of the ability of IFRS to improve accounting quality, Barth et al. (2008) document

accounting quality improvements around voluntary IFRS adoption, and both Gassen and Sellhorn (2006) and Hung and

Subramanyam (2007) reach similar conclusions.  In this section, we discuss why we may observe accounting quality improvements

around voluntary IFRS adoption even if the change in the accounting standards is not the source (the arguments in this section draw

heavily on those presented in Christensen, 2012 and Daske et al., 2013).

The purpose of financial reporting is essential to reduce information asymmetry between corporate managers and parties

contracting with their firm (Watts, 1977; Ball, 2001). The contracting parties may be shareholders, lenders, suppliers, customers,

employees, and many other firm stakeholders. As financial reporting develops to facilitate efficient contracting (Watts &

Zimmerman, 1990), the relative importance of different user groups and their differential information needs influence how a

particular manager applies the discretion available to him/her in financial reporting.

Now assume that a firm experiences a positive shock to its growth opportunities. To exploit these new growth opportunities, the firm

needs external financing. Contracting with outside investors is better facilitated when earnings are not managed and losses are

recognized in a timely way (Ball et al., 2000; Watts, 2003). Thus, in order to attract cheaper external financing the firm improves

financial reporting along these two dimensions. In this scenario, there are essentially two explanations for why a firm may

voluntarily adopt IFRS in the process. The first implies that IFRS has an incremental effect on accounting quality while the second

suggests that it is a manifestation of other underlying factors.

To elaborate, the first explanation suggests that voluntary IFRS adoption could be desirable because the rules themselves reduce

earnings management and increase timely loss recognition. This may happen because IFRS limits the options available to

managers. Consistent with this explanation, the IASC and later IASB have eliminated alternatives available to management under

IFRS since the beginning of the Comparability and Improvement Project in 1989.

The alternative explanation suggests that voluntary IFRS adoption may simply correlate with other managerial motives. Consider

the following three scenarios. First, IFRS may offer firms a clean break in order to move to a higher quality. It is possible that the firm

could have achieved the same quality improvements under local GAAP but this would have involved changing accounting choices

and implicitly accepting that previous practices were less informative; a change to a new set of standards allows firms to adopt new

practices without having to acknowledge the sins of the past. This explanation is consistent with the observation that many of the

accounting principle changes that occurred upon IFRS adoption are voluntary in the sense that IFRS did not require the changes

(e.g. Christensen & Nikolaev 2013).

Second, the act of voluntary adoption itself may signal a change in financial reporting incentives. For instance, assuming that there

is a need to acquire foreign capital, voluntary IFRS adoption may raise the profile of the firm among foreign investors, perhaps,

because this allows the firm's stock to be traded on high-profile stock exchange segments such as the Frankfurt Stock Exchange's

Neuer Markt and Prime Standards.

Finally, voluntary IFRS adoption prior to 2005 could be a long-term cost decreasing response for firms that are undergoing change in

their financial reporting anyway since they know IFRS would be mandatory as of 2005. The positive association between voluntary

IFRS adoption and accounting quality improvements is predicted by the three scenarios, yet in all of them it is a correlated outcome

rather than the cause. Hence, it is possible that the quality improvements that prior literature generally documents around

voluntary IFRS adoption are at least partly driven by changes to financial reporting incentives rather than IFRS per se.

3.2. Accounting Quality Changes around Mandatory IFRS Adoption
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For firms that resist IFRS and postpone adoption until 2005 when it became mandatory, the circumstances around IFRS adoption are

different from those for voluntary adopters. These firms could have adopted IFRS as early as 1998 but decided to wait until they

were forced to do so in 2005. Prior literature has documented a ‘tick-box’ approach for some firms around voluntary IFRS adoption

(Daske et al., 2013). Yet, such behavior intuitively might be expected to be more likely in a mandatory setting in which some

managers are forced to adopt IFRS against their will.

Survey evidence suggests that the implementation of IFRS was costly to EU firms (ICAEW, 2007).  The costs of compliance are

likely to vary with the way IFRS is implemented. PricewaterhouseCoopers suggests that the extent to which IFRS is embedded in the

organization is a key determinant of the resulting accounting quality (PwC, 2004) – IFRS is considered embedded if it is used for

internal reporting and if systems are adapted to automatically generate required information. Similarly, the degree to which IFRS is

embedded in the organization is likely to affect compliance costs. Changing internal reporting (and renegotiating contracts that rely

on internal reporting, e.g. compensation contracts) and adapting IT systems are potentially costly. It is plausible that voluntary

adopters that perceive net benefits of IFRS are more likely to embed IFRS in the organization than resisters that are forced to

comply with IFRS.   The idea that a ‘tick-box’ approach is common among mandatory IFRS adopters is empirically supported by a

survey of 200 first-time IFRS annual reports drawn from all the EU member states (ICAEW, 2007, p. 96). The survey finds that the

accounting policies sections are often characterized by standard wording, suggesting that it is copied from the model financial

statements produced by large audit firms rather than tailored to suit individual firms’ circumstances.

In this study, we examine whether standards or reporting incentives dominate in determining accounting quality by contrasting the

changes for voluntary adopters and resisters around their respective IFRS adoption. Based on the above-mentioned arguments, we

expect financial reporting incentives to dominate. Observing a significant reduction in earnings management, more timely loss

recognition, and greater value relevance after IFRS adoption among the voluntary adopters but not among the resisters would

support this conjecture.

4. Methodology

We examine three dimensions of accounting quality that are widely used in contemporary research, namely, earnings management,

timely loss recognition, and value relevance. In the analyses we compare the same firms’ accounting quality pre- and post-IFRS

adoption separately for voluntary adopters and resisters, effectively using each firm as its own control. We do not attempt to test

whether firms that voluntarily adopt IFRS are associated with higher accounting quality than firms that resist IFRS. Such a test would

require a matched sample. Matching would either greatly reduce the sample size or be ineffective due to the small number of

potential matching candidates in our single-country setting.

4.1. Earnings Management

We follow Barth et al. (2008) by focusing on two kinds of earnings management, earnings smoothing and managing towards small

positive earnings. Earnings smoothing is measured by three metrics: the variability of changes in earnings, the variability of changes

in earnings relative to the variability of changes in cash flows, and the negative correlation between accruals and cash flows. A high

variability of earnings is consistent with less smoothing of earnings (Ball & Shivakumar, 2005, 2006; Barth et al., 2008; Lang, Raedy,

& Yetman, 2003; Lang, Smith Raedy, & Wilson, 2006; Leuz et al., 2003). Although it is intuitive that managers who prefer smooth

earnings will discretionally apply accruals to reduce the variance, a high variance is also consistent with managers applying their

discretion to take ‘big baths’ or with errors in accruals, both of which are associated with low-quality accounting (Barth et al., 2008;

Leuz et al., 2003). Thus, the interpretation of the results is ambiguous.

We apply the methodology in Barth et al. (2008) as closely as possible to ensure that our results are comparable to prior literature.

For the metrics used to examine earnings smoothing, we use the residuals from the regressions of Equations (1) and (2). Note that

we use the residuals rather than the raw changes to mitigate confounding effects. In particular, Barth et al. (2008) argue that this

methodology reduces the influence of changing financial reporting incentives around IFRS adoption. Thus, by applying this

methodology we effectively load the dice against finding support for our hypothesis that financial reporting incentives dominate

accounting standards in determining accounting quality. The equations are as follows:

(1)

(2)

where ΔNI is the change in net income, scaled by end-of-year total assets; ΔCF is the change in annual cash flow from operations,

scaled by end-of-year total assets; ACC is the earnings less cash flow from operations, scaled by end-of-year total assets; CF is the

annual net cash flow from operating activities, scaled by end-of-year total assets; SIZE is the natural logarithm of the market value
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of equity at the end of the year; GROWTH is the percentage change in sales; EISSUE is an indicator that equals one if the firm issued

equity; LEV is the end-of-year total liabilities divided by the end-of-year book value of equity; DISSUE is the percentage change in

total liabilities; TURN is the sales divided by the end-of-year total assets; AUD is an indicator variable that equals one if the firm's

auditor is PricewaterhouseCoopers (PwC), Klynveld Peat Marwick Goerdeler (KPMG), Arthur Andersen, Ernst & Young (E&Y), or

Deloitte Touche (D&T), and zero otherwise; NUMEX is the number of exchanges on which a firm's stock is listed; XLIST is an indicator

variable that equals one if the firm is listed on any US stock exchange; CLOSE is the percentage of closely held shares of the firm

reported by WorldScope;  and IDUM are industry dummies.

We estimate Equations (1) and (2) as pooled regressions including all observations. We separately calculate all of the metrics in the

pre-adoption and post-adoption period for both voluntary adopters and resisters. To test for statistical significance, we follow Barth

et al. (2008) by applying a t-test based on the empirical distribution of the differences. To obtain the distribution, we randomly select

firm observations with replacement and calculate the difference between the pre-adoption and post-adoption period. We obtain the

distribution of the differences by repeating the procedure 1000 times.

To calculate our measure of earnings management towards a target, we also follow Barth et al. (2008) and run the logistic

regression expressed in Equation (3):

(3)

where POST(0,1) is an indicator variable that equals one for observations in the post-adoption period and zero otherwise, and SPOS

is an indicator variable that equals one for observations where net income scaled by total assets is between 0 and 0.01. A negative

coefficient on SPOS suggests that firms manage earnings less towards a small positive target in the post-adoption period.

4.2. Timely Loss Recognition

For our first measure of timely loss recognition, we follow Barth et al. (2008) by running the logistic regression in Equation (4):

(4)

where LNEG is an indicator variable that equals one for observations in which annual net income scaled by total assets is less than –

0.20, and zero otherwise. A positive coefficient on LNEG suggests that IFRS firms recognize large losses more frequently in the post-

adoption period than they do in the pre-adoption period.

Our two remaining measures of timely loss recognition follow Ball et al. (2003). The first measure relies on the methodology in Basu

(1997) as expressed in Equation (5):

(5)

where NI is the net income per share, P is the share price, R is the fiscal year return including dividend, and RD is an indicator

variable that takes the value one if R < 0 and zero otherwise. We run the regression in Equation (5) separately in the pre-adoption

and post-adoption periods. A higher incremental coefficient on bad news (β ) in the post-adoption period is consistent with more

timely loss recognition after IFRS adoption.

The second measure we apply, from Ball et al. (2003), captures the persistence of earnings changes as expressed in Equation (6):

(6)

where ΔNI is the change in the net income, TA is the total assets, and NID is an indicator taking the value one if ΔNI < 0 and zero

otherwise. A larger negative coefficient on negative income (λ ) in the post-adoption period is consistent with more timely loss

recognition after IFRS adoption, that is, losses are less persistent.

4.3. Value Relevance Tests

For the value relevance tests, we estimate the following regression in Equation (7):

(7)

where P is the share price 6 months after fiscal year end, BVPS is the book value per share, and EPS is the earnings per share. A

larger positive coefficient on earnings per share in the post-adoption period indicates increased value relevance of reported earnings

after IFRS adoption. This would be consistent with a post-IFRS increase in accounting quality.

4.4. Sample and Data

Our sample consists of all firms domiciled in Germany that have data on accounting standards applied available in Datastream. For

each of these firms, we manually check the applied accounting standards to the annual reports.  presents two general

samples. The Switch sample is used in all analyses of accounting quality while the cross-sectional sample is used in the additional

tests of insider characteristics. A firm is only included in the Switch sample if it states that it complies with the HGB the year before
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adoption and the IFRS the year after. We include firms for which we cannot find an annual report for the year before or after IFRS

adoption in the cross-sectional sample as long as we have an annual report according to IFRS or HGB for 2004.

Firms that comply with US GAAP or that complied with US GAAP in a prior year are excluded. We also exclude firms that adopted

IFRS prior to 1998 from the Switch sample. 1998 was the year when the IASC completed its core standards. Thus, firms adopting

IFRS prior to 1998 complied with a less comprehensive set of accounting standards, which could be important in the assessment of

accounting quality. We obtain the annual reports from Thomson One Banker. If the annual reports are not available in Thomson One

Banker, we search the firm's website. All other variables are obtained from Datastream, WorldScope, and Thomson Ownership.

, Panel A, describes the sample selection process in detail. The final Switch sample consists of 177 resister firms that did not

adopt IFRS until 2005, when it became mandatory, and 133 firms that voluntarily adopted IFRS prior to 2005. The cross-sectional

sample includes an additional 123 firms that adopted IFRS prior to 2004 but for which we cannot identify the year the firm switched

to IFRS. For the accounting quality metrics, we include data for fiscal years 1993–2006.  , Panel B, presents the distribution

of adoption years for each sample.

4.5. Treatment of Outliers

Following Barth et al. (2008), we winsorise the variables used to construct the test metrics of Equations (1) and (2) (ΔNI, ΔCF, ACC,

CF, and all non-dummy control variables) and Equation (7) (P, BVPS, and EPS) at the 5% level. The high level of winsorisation

reflects the fact that metrics based on variability are sensitive to outliers.

We follow Ball et al. (2003, 2005) and Basu (1997) and truncate rather than winsorise the data used in estimating the timely loss

recognition tests in Equation (5) (R and NI) and the persistence of earnings changes (ΔNI) in Equation (6). We report results where

the variables are truncated at the 1% level for Equation (5) (consistent with prior literature) and the 2% level for Equation (6). If we

only truncate the variables in Equation (6) at the 1% level (as prior literature does), the results are influenced by a few outliers.

5. Empirical Findings

5.1. Descriptive Statistics

 presents descriptive statistics on all variables used in the analysis of accounting quality. Among the test variables we

observe statistically significant differences between voluntary adopters and resisters in operating cash flow (CF), proportion of large

loss (LNEG), stock returns (R), net income divided by price (NI/P), and earnings per share (EPS). Returns and net income are on

average higher for voluntary adopters than resisters, which could reflect industry differences (in all tests we use the firm as its own

control; we do not attempt to draw comparisons between the two groups). The descriptive statistics for variables used in the tests

that follow the methodologies of either Barth et al. (2008) or Ball et al. (2003) are broadly similar to those reported in these studies.

The descriptive statistics on the control variables show that on average the voluntary adopters have higher growth, issue more

equity and debt securities, have greater sales, are larger and listed on more exchanges, are more likely to be audited by a large

auditor and cross-listed in the USA, and have less closely held shares. This is consistent with the findings of prior research.

Compared to Barth et al. (2008), our sample contains fewer firms cross-listed in the USA, as the majority of German firms cross-

listed in the USA comply with US GAAP and consequently are excluded from our sample.
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5.2. Accounting Quality Changes for Voluntary Adopters

 presents the comparison of accounting quality between the pre- and post-adoption periods for voluntary adopters. The

variability of earnings (ΔNI) increases significantly in the post-adoption period, which is consistent with decreased earnings

management. The change in the variability of earnings could be driven by underlying cash flows. However, the variability of

earnings relative to the variability of cash flows (ΔNI/ΔCF) indicates that this is not the case. The negative correlation between

accruals and cash flows is also reduced significantly in the post-adoption period, which implies reduced earnings management.

These changes are mostly significant at the 1% level. The coefficient on small positive profits in the regression of Equation (3) is

negative, which would be consistent with less earnings management towards a target in the post-adoption period had it been

statistically significant. These results are consistent in direction with those reported in Barth et al. (2008, Table 5). The magnitude of

the change and the statistical significance is stronger in our sample.

The positive coefficient on LNEG in the Equation (4) regression suggests that firms are more likely to recognize large losses in the

post-adoption period, although this result is not statistically significant. The incremental timeliness of bad news in Equation (5) (β )

increases significantly (p-value = 0.051) from pre- to post-adoption period, which suggests more timely loss recognition after firms

voluntarily adopt IFRS. This is corroborated by the results for the regression of Equation (6), which show that the persistence of

losses (λ ) is significantly reduced (p-value =0.080) in the post-adoption period. Finally, the analyses based on Equation (7) reveal a

statistically significant increase in the value relevance of earnings per share (δ ) from the pre- to post-IFRS period. The difference in

value relevance of earnings is significant at the 5% level. Overall, these results document a reduction in earnings management,

increase in the timeliness of loss recognition, and an increase in value relevance of earnings after voluntary IFRS adoption. Later, in 

 we present further analyses where we partition voluntary adopters into early and late sub-groups.

5.3. Accounting Quality Changes for Resisters

 presents the comparison of accounting quality between the pre- and post-adoption periods for resisters. The variability of

earnings (ΔNI) significantly decreases in the post-adoption period, which suggests an increase in earnings management. The

variability of earnings relative to the variability of cash flows (ΔNI/ΔCF) indicates that the majority of the change in earnings

variability is attributable to underlying cash flows, although part of the reduction remains unexplained. The negative correlation

between accruals and cash flows increases significantly in the post-adoption period when no controls are included, which would

suggest increased earnings management. However, once we include controls we observe that the pre- and post-adoption period

difference is no longer statistically significant. The coefficient on small positive profits in the regression of Equation (3) is positive

and significant (p-value = 0.090), which indicates more earnings management towards a target after IFRS adoption.

The significantly negative coefficient on LNEG in the regression of Equation (4) suggests that firms are less likely to recognize large

losses in the post-adoption period (p-value =0.005). The incremental timeliness of bad news in Equation (5) (β ) is also reduced in

the post-adoption period, and the change is significant at the 5% level. The results for the regression of Equation (6) show a reduced

persistence of losses in the post-adoption period. However, the difference in loss persistence is small and not statistically significant.

Finally, the analyses based on Equation (7) suggest a decline in the value relevance of earnings per share from the pre- to post-

adoption period, although the difference between the two periods is not significant. Overall, the results for resisters generally

indicate marginally more earnings management, less timely loss recognition, and even reduced value relevance in the post-adoption

period although most changes are statistically insignificant. These findings are in sharp contrast to those reported for voluntary

adopters that showed a reduction in earnings management and an increase in timely loss recognition.

5.4. Sensitivity Tests

There are three main concerns regarding the results reported in  and . First, the metrics used tend to vary over time and

consequently a time trend could be driving the results. Second, perhaps accounting quality improvements take time to materialize

and the lack of improvements among resisters could be caused by the availability of only two years of post-IFRS data.  Third, the

Table 3

20

Table 3. Accounting quality changes of voluntary adopters

Display Table 

3

3

2

Table 7

Table 4

Table 4. Accounting quality changes of resisters (mandatory adopters)

Display Table 

3

Tables 3 4

21

In this article

About Cookies On This Site

We and our partners use cookies to enhance your website experience, learn how our site is

used, offer personalised features, measure the effectiveness of our services, and tailor content

and ads to your interests while you navigate on the web or interact with us across devices. You

can choose to accept all of these cookies or only essential cookies. To learn more or manage

your preferences, click “Settings”. For further information about the data we collect from you,

please see our Privacy Policy

Accept All

Essential Only

Settings

https://www.informa.com/privacy-policy/


lack of observed quality improvements for resisters might be driven by a lack of statistical power. We address these three concerns

in the following subsections.

5.4.1. General time trends

Barth et al. (2008, Table 6) provide evidence that could be interpreted as consistent with a time trend explaining at least some of

the changes in accounting quality from pre- to post-IFRS adoption. Similarly, Land and Lang (2002) document that accounting

quality has improved worldwide since the beginning of the 1990s, which is long before widespread voluntary IFRS adoption began.

An additional reason to expect that quality might have improved systematically in the period examined is changes to enforcement

in Germany. For instance, Brown, Strohm, and Wömpener (2008) find that a German internal control regulation implemented in 1998

is associated with systematic improvements in financial reporting quality. We test whether our results are driven by changes that are

time specific rather than related to accounting standards in .

In , Panel A, we counter-factually assume that resisters adopted IFRS in 2002 (the average adoption year in the voluntary

adopter sample is 2001.6–2002). If the results are consistent with those reported in  for voluntary adopters, this would

indicate that our findings are period specific rather than related to the accounting standards applied.

We find that the variability of earnings (ΔNI) increases significantly (p-value =0.003) after 2002. However, a large proportion of this

change is explained by the underlying cash flows. For instance, the change in ΔNI/ΔCF is statistically insignificant when controls are

included (p-value = 0.279). Thus, contrary to the results in the voluntary adopter group ( ), the observed increase in the

variability in earnings (ΔNI) among the resisters over the same time period is almost entirely explained by changes in a combination

of underlying cash flows and the control variables. The decline in the negative correlation between accruals and cash flows after

2002 is statistically insignificant both with and without control variables, which suggests that resisters did not experience a

reduction in earnings management similar to what we observed for voluntary adopters. The coefficient on small losses in the

Equation (3) regression is positive, which would suggest more management towards a target if it were statistically significant. In the

voluntary adopter sample in , the coefficient is negative.

In terms of timely loss recognition, the results we observe for resisters around 2002 in , Panel A, is also different to those of

the voluntary adopter sample of . For instance, the coefficient on LNEG is negative for resisters but positive for voluntary

adopters, although the findings are statistically insignificant in both cases. The Basu (1997) regression analyses show that timely

loss recognition remains unchanged among resisters but increased significantly among voluntary adopters. The analysis based on

Equation (6) indicates a significant decrease in the persistence of losses among resisters after 2002. This is the only case in ,

Panel A where the findings are broadly consistent with those of the voluntary adopters in . Finally, , Panel A, shows

that the value relevance of earnings declined among resisters around 2002. Again, this is in stark contrast to the voluntary adopters

in , where we observe a significant increase in the value relevance of earnings after adoption.

In , Panel B, we address the concern that the accounting quality of resisters might have increased post-IFRS relative to

voluntary adopters, and that the observed decrease in quality in  is driven by a time trend. We counter-factually assume that

voluntary adopters adopted IFRS in 2005 when compliance became mandatory. If the results are consistent with those reported in 

 for resisters, then the evidence would indicate that our findings are period specific. Across all earnings management

indicators, we observe no significant changes after 2005. For instance, while the variability of earnings changes (ΔNI) appears to be

lower after 2005, the findings are statistically insignificant both with (p-value = 0.135) and without (p-value =0.323) control

variables. In the resister sample in , this measure is significantly lower in the post-adoption period, although the difference is

likely to be driven by cash flows. The coefficient on small profits in the regression of Equation (3) is negative but insignificant (p-

value =0.365). In the resister sample in , the same coefficient is significantly positive, which indicates increased earnings

management. The results for timely loss recognition are mixed. First, timely loss recognition is reduced after 2005 as measured by
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the coefficient on LNEG in Equation (4) (p-value = 0.073). Second, the test from Equation (5) (based on Basu, 1997) indicates an

increase from the period before 2005 to the period after, although the results are not statistically significant. Third, the regression in

Equation (6) indicates a large decrease in loss persistence after 2005.

Overall, the evidence from  suggests the existence of a time trend in our sample period. However, it is not enough to explain

the difference in accounting quality improvements between voluntary adopters and resisters. Although this effect works against

finding a difference between the two groups, its very existence independent of the standards applied suggests that factors other

than standards have a strong impact on accounting quality. The majority of our evidence implies that voluntary IFRS adoption is

associated with accounting quality improvements that exceed the time trend. For firms resisting IFRS the results are mixed.

Although some of their observed quality change in  appears to be explained by time trends, we argue that this does not

contradict the conclusion of the main analysis in this paper – that is, we do not conclude that forcing firms to adopt IFRS will either

improve or reduce accounting quality; rather, we conclude that it has little or no impact, which is consistent with the results in this

section. However, because accounting quality changes around resister firms’ IFRS adoption are important to this study, we perform

further tests on accounting quality changes around 2005 in the next subsection (specifically, we compare the quality changes of

resisters relative to voluntary adopters around 2005).

5.4.2. Balanced panels around IFRS adoption

One of the concerns with the results in this study, and in prior literature, is that the panels are unbalanced, that is,, they do not

include the same number of observations for each firm before and after IFRS adoption. Among other things this raises the concern

that accounting quality improvements take time to materialize, and that the observed differences between voluntary and resister

adoption are driven by the longer time series available after voluntary adoption.

We address this issue in , Panels A and B. In Panel A we restrict our tests to firms with data available both the year before and

the year after IFRS adoption. In Panel B we restrict the tests to firms with data available two years before and two years after IFRS

adoption. We focus on the variability of net income (ΔNI) and the variability of net income relative to the variability of cash flows

(ΔNI/ΔCF) because these two measures provide the strongest evidence of quality improvements around voluntary IFRS adoption in

Barth et al. (2008) and in our study.  We only report results for changes without controls to reduce the data requirements and

increase the number of observations available.

The variability of changes in net income relative to the variability of cash flows (ΔNI/ΔCF) increases sharply after voluntary IFRS

adoption, regardless of whether the change is measured one or two years after adoption. For resisters, there is an increase in the

first year but a decrease in the second year. This suggests that quality improves right around IFRS adoption for voluntary adopters

but not for resisters. However, these results are only significant when we apply the standard errors from the larger sample in 

. Based on the standard error within the smaller sample of , none of these results are statistically significant. We therefore

view the analysis in this section as suggestive only.

In , Panel C, we compare the quality changes of resisters relative to voluntary adopters around 2005 (the year resisters

adopted IFRS) based on the balanced panels. The advantage of this approach is that it is the most intuitive way to address the time

trends documented in Section 5.4.1. The disadvantage is that the two groups of firms, resisters and voluntary adopters, are

fundamentally different, and it is not obvious that a time trend should affect these firms in the same way.  Nevertheless, we find

that regardless of whether we measure the quality changes from 2004 to 2005 or from 2003 and 2004 to 2005 and 2006, the

inference is unchanged. Either very little happens to accounting quality or the changes point towards lower quality after mandatory

IFRS adoption by resisters.

5.4.3. Statistical power

The setting limits the post-IFRS observations that are available for firms resisting IFRS. It is therefore possible that the lower number

of observations explains the lack of quality improvements subsequent to IFRS adoption.  indirectly addresses this issue with

every panel having fewer observations for voluntary adopters than resisters. We would generally observe quality decreases

subsequent to IFRS adoption for resisters and quality improvements for voluntary adopters had the test results been statistically
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significant. Furthermore, the signs on the equivalent quality metrics tests in  are also generally negative, which suggests that

the lack of improvements observed in  is not attributable to a lack of power.

5.5. Additional Analyses

5.5.1. Early vs. late voluntary adopters

In , we present the findings of an additional analysis that partitions voluntary adopters into early and late sub-groups.

Existing literature (Christensen, 2012; Daske, Hail, Leuz, & Verdi, 2008) suggests that the former sub-group comprises truly

voluntary adopters with greater financial reporting incentives, while the latter sub-group includes firms that adopt voluntarily in

anticipation of mandatory rules. For instance, Christensen (2012) suggests that as early as 2000 the European Commission had

already outlined its strategies to mandate IFRS by 2005. As such, truly voluntary adopters should be those that started using IFRS

before 2000. Alternatively, Daske et al. (2008) classify early or late voluntary adopters depending on whether firms use IFRS before

or after their home country formally announced the decision to require IFRS, which is the year 2002 in the case of the EU (including

Germany).  If our findings of improved accounting quality among voluntary adopters in  are at least partly driven by

financial reporting incentives, then we expect the findings to be more pronounced among the early than late voluntary adopters.

In , Panel A, we classify firms as early voluntary adopters if they do so before 2000 following Christensen (2012). In Panel B,

we classify firms that use IFRS before 2002 as early voluntary adopters following Daske et al. (2008). Both panels consistently reveal

that the improvement in accounting quality is more pronounced among the early voluntary adopters. For instance, such

improvement is indicated for early voluntary adopters in Panel A by both the change in the variability of ΔNI and the change in

correlation between ACC and CF, and in Panel B by all three indicators including the change in the variability of ΔNI/ΔCF. In contrast,

we observe better post-adoption accounting quality among late voluntary adopters only through the change in the variability of ΔNI/

ΔCF in both panels. Overall, the findings in  help substantiate the inference that financial reporting incentives contribute to

the accounting quality improvement among voluntary adopters.

5.5.2. Determinants of resisters

The results of the analysis thus far are consistent with accounting quality not improving when firms that resist IFRS are forced to

adopt. But why do some firms resist IFRS? That is, why do some firms lack incentives to adopt what is generally perceived to be

higher quality accounting standards? Based on the discussion in connection with the development of the hypothesis in Section 3.2,

we address this question by looking at which firms are less sensitive to shocks to growth options and more likely to respond to

regulation by exhibiting ‘tick-box’ behavior. More specifically, we are looking for firms that are less likely to respond to shocks to

growth opportunities by improving financial reporting quality and adopting IFRS in the process.  Such firms are likely to perceive

fewer benefits from a capital market-oriented set of accounting standards like IFRS and consequently apply a cost-minimizing

strategy when subjected to it.

Several authors have suggested that a country's orientation towards insider or outsider financing is important in understanding its

financial reporting system (e.g. Ball, 2001; Ball et al., 2000; Leuz et al., 2003; Leuz & Wüstemann, 2004). If accounting regulations

develop to satisfy the needs of the main contracting parties in the economy, then we would expect the role of accounting to be very

different in an insider economy relative to an outsider economy. In countries with an insider orientation, information asymmetries

between managers and capital providers are resolved through private information channels. Thus, public information channels such

as the annual report may serve other purposes, for example, the determination of dividends or taxes. It is plausible that this

argument extends to the firm level. Some firms may exhibit a higher degree of outsider orientation than other firms. The orientation

of firms could be driven by a trade-off between the costs to insiders of losing their information advantage and the benefits from

being able to exploit growth opportunities because external financing is more easily available with an outsider orientation.

This argument suggests that a firm's insider orientation may be important in understanding the decision to resist IFRS. Assume that

growth opportunities are equally distributed across all firms prior to any financial reporting decision. Since firms with insider

characteristics likely have greater insider benefits, a larger positive shock to growth options would be needed to motivate them to

change their orientation. Thus, fewer firms with insider characteristics will switch to outsider orientation. Furthermore, the analysis

of accounting quality changes around IFRS adoption in the previous sections indicates that voluntary adoption is associated with
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changes that could be interpreted as a move towards an outsider orientation. These ideas are closely related to the reporting

incentive factors suggested by Christensen et al. (2007) and Daske et al. (2013).

, Panel A, provides summary statistics on key characteristics that capture firms’ orientation in the cross-sectional sample.

The variables are closely related to those used in Equations (5) and (6) but not identical, as the purpose of Equations (5) and (6) is

to ensure that results are comparable to prior literature (in particular, Barth et al., 2008). The purpose in this section is to capture

differences in insider characteristics. The summary statistics show that resisters have more bank ownership and less equity analyst

following. This suggests that resisters have closer relationships with banks and depend less on the equity markets for financing. In

Germany, banks are often insiders with representatives on the board and access to significant non-public information (Leuz &

Wüstemann, 2004). Similarly, financial analysts act as information intermediaries and respond to demand from capital markets

(Lang & Lundholm, 1996). Thus, the observation that analyst following is lower among resisters suggests that there is lower demand

for information from the capital markets for these firms, consistent with these firms having an insider orientation.

, Panel B, provides the result of a logistic regression where the dependent variable takes the value one when a firm adopts

IFRS in 2005, that is, resists IFRS.  The independent variables are the insider characteristics and a set of control variables based on

prior literature on voluntary adoption of IFRS and US GAAP (e.g. Ashbaugh, 2001; Cuijpers & Buijink, 2005; Gassen & Sellhorn, 2006;

Tarca, 2004). The advantage of the multivariate analysis is that we are able to assess the incremental association of each variable

with the decision to resist IFRS. The disadvantage is the greatly reduced sample due to missing variables that reduce the power of

our tests. This analysis generally supports the findings of the univariate analysis. Bank ownership, leverage, and analyst followings

have the predicted signs and are significant, although not at the same levels.  Notice that bank ownership is only positively

associated with resisting IFRS when the firm is not a bank itself.

The analysis of resisters’ characteristics suggests that the insider orientation of firms may be a contributing factor to why resisters

lack incentives to adopt IFRS. The lack of incentives to adopt IFRS could explain why this group does not experience accounting

quality improvements in association with mandatory IFRS adoption.

6. Conclusion

We examine how accounting quality is affected by the adoption of IFRS for two groups of firms: (i) those that supposedly perceive

net benefits of IFRS (voluntary adopters) and (ii) those that have no incentives to adopt and are forced to comply (mandatory

adopters). The purpose is to examine whether IFRS per se leads to accounting quality improvements. Towards this end we exploit

the setting in Germany, where firms were able to voluntarily adopt IFRS instead of local GAAP starting in 1998, until it became

mandatory to adopt IFRS in 2005. Revealed preferences imply that firms that voluntarily adopted prior to 2005 did so because their

management perceived net benefits of IFRS compliance.

Consistent with prior research, we generally find a decrease in earnings management and an increase in timely loss recognition and

value relevance after voluntary IFRS adoption. In contrast, we generally find no accounting quality improvements for firms that

resist IFRS reporting until 2005. These are firms that postponed adoption until it became mandatory in 2005 because they had no

incentive to adopt IFRS. The finding that accounting quality improvements are confined to voluntary adopters and the existence of

time trends independent of the accounting standards applied suggests that IFRS adoption per se does not change accounting

quality, which is consistent with the findings of Daske et al. (2008, 2013) and Christensen et al. (2013a). In additional analyses, we

find that the firms that resist IFRS adoption (i.e. adopt in 2005) on average have more insider characteristics, which is consistent

with an insider orientation. These results may be important in understanding the lack of incentives to adopt IFRS and the

subsequent lack of quality improvements after forced adoption.

One implication of our results is that accounting quality does not necessarily improve with IFRS adoption. Our results suggest that

mandating IFRS will not improve accounting quality for firms that have no incentives to adopt. A second implication is that even

when publicly listed firms are operating in the same institutional framework, managerial financial reporting incentives dominate

accounting standards in determining accounting quality. The results suggest that the current focus of regulators on accounting

standards quality might not always yield higher accounting quality. Accounting quality improvements in connection with the
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application of new standards are dependent on the reporting incentives of those preparing the accounts, rather than on whether the

new standards are perceived to be of higher quality.

As such, we contribute to the large accounting literature on IFRS in the following ways. First, by applying the same accounting

measures as Barth et al. (2008) in our German setting, our results reinforce the caveat originally included in their paper, that is,,

that the accounting quality changes observed around voluntary IFRS adoption may not necessarily be attributed to the change in

accounting standards. Second, we reinforce the inferences of Daske et al. (2013) by using an alternative proxy for firms’ managerial

incentives to adopt IFRS, namely based on revealed preferences rather than normative conjectures. Finally, we also add to the

mandatory IFRS adoption literature (e.g. Brüggemann et al., 2013) by finding no evidence of accounting quality changes.

Our study has the following caveats. First, Barth et al. (2008) argue that while voluntary adopters may choose IFRS because of

changes in disclosure incentives, the fact that they choose IFRS over their domestic standards could imply that these firms believe

that IFRS better allows them to demonstrate their improved accounting quality. Since changing accounting standards is costly, these

firms may recognize that the new standards have features to facilitate accounting quality improvements. However, this still implies

that standards per se cannot improve accounting quality unless firms have incentives to adopt, which is consistent with existing

empirical evidence of heterogeneity in the impact of mandatory IFRS adoption (e.g. Armstrong et al., 2010; Christensen et al., 2007;

Daske et al., 2008).

Second, measuring accounting quality is inherently difficult and the measures we adopt from Barth et al. (2008) may capture

operational differences between the firms in our sample. Dechow, Ge, and Schrand (2010) argue that it is difficult to differentiate

between the smoothness of reported earnings that reflect the fundamental earnings process and accounting rules. Our analyses are

joint tests of the underlying theory and the earnings quality metrics we use. However, there exists no perfect accounting quality

measures and our decision to use the measures in Barth et al. (2008) better enables us to compare and contrast our findings to

their findings.

Finally, accounting quality measures do not capture all possible benefits from IFRS adoption. For instance, Brochet, Jagolinzer, and

Riedl (2013) find capital market benefits following mandatory IFRS adoption in the UK, which had previous domestic standards that

are considered to be very similar to IFRS (Bae, Tan, & Welker, 2008). As such, they argue that the benefits are more likely to arise

from changes in accounting comparability (DeFond, Hu, Hung, & Li, 2010; Wang, 2014) than changes in accounting quality. Existing

studies also document IFRS benefits through alternative indicators such as analyst forecast accuracy (Byard, Li, & Yu, 2010; Tan,

Wang, & Welker, 2011).

Consistent with the many caveats to this study, we do not conclude that IFRS adoption, or more generally international accounting

harmonization, has no positive effects. There are many potential benefits from international accounting harmonization (see also

Hail, Leuz, & Wysocki, 2010a, 2010b). Yet, we note that it is unwarranted to conclude from changes in accounting properties around

voluntary IFRS adoption that IFRS leads to accounting quality improvements.
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Notes

IFRS covers both IFRS issued by the International Accounting Standard Board (IASB) and International Accounting Standards (IAS)

issued by the IASB's predecessor the International Accounting Standards Committee (IASC).
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While there may be cross-sectional variations in reporting incentives in both voluntary and mandatory adopters (Christensen et al.,

2007; Daske et al., 2013), the average reporting incentives is likely to be higher in the former than the latter group (Leuz &

Verrecchia, 2000).

Additional tests confirm the existence of temporal effects in accounting quality improvements over our sample period among both

voluntary adopters and resisters. However, this result does not explain the entire difference in quality changes we observe between

the two groups. The fact that the temporal effect exerts an influence on firms irrespective of accounting standards further supports

our inference that the accounting quality improvements among voluntary IFRS adopters cannot be attributed to standards per se.

As of October 2014, Barth et al. (2008) have more than 1000 citations by either published or unpublished papers, making it one of

the most impactful papers published in accounting journals over the past decade.

The lower quality is also often attributed to HGB's code-law origin, tradition for prudence, and tax alignment. However, HGB

prescribes that the sole purpose of consolidated statements is to facilitate decision-making (Gassen & Sellhorn, 2006; Leuz, 2003),

so the perceived quality differences cannot be attributed entirely to legal issues.

Examples of VMEBF comment letters to the IASB:

http://www.ifrs.org/Current-Projects/IASB-Projects/Income-Taxes/ED-march-09/Comment-Letters/Documents/cl49.pdf

http://eifrs.ifrs.org/eifrs/comment_letters/2/2_236_FrankReutherVMEBFTheAssociationforParticipationintheDevelopmentofAccounting

http://eifrs.ifrs.org/eifrs/comment_letters/27/27_3147_DieterTruxiusVMEBFeV_0_VMEBF_comments_on_Conceptual_Framework.pdf

See  for details on these statistics (177/433 = 41%).

Existing studies suggest that voluntary adopters are not necessarily a homogenous group. For instance, some studies further

classify them into early or late sub-groups (Daske et al., 2008), and into label or serious sub-groups (Daske et al., 2013). However,

despite these variations, the overall reporting incentives and IFRS preference of voluntary adopters are expected to be greater than

those firms that resisted IFRS until they were mandated to adopt (Leuz & Verrecchia, 2000).

Hail et al. (2010a, 2010b) discuss the costs and benefits of potential IFRS adoption by the USA.

Such flexibility also underlies the label versus serious adopters distinction examined by Daske et al. (2013).

There are also papers that find no evidence of accounting quality improvements around voluntary IFRS adoption (for instance, Van

Tendeloo & Vanstraelen, 2005; Goncharov, 2005). Consistent with this evidence, the reviews by Soderstrom and Sun (2007) and

Brüggemann et al. (2013) conclude that the evidence is mixed.

Despite these eliminations, IFRS offers managers significant discretion in how they implement the rules.

The survey is based on answers to an online questionnaire. Compliance costs for the first set of consolidated statements are

estimated at 0.31% of turnover for firms with turnover less than €500 m and 0.05% of turnover for firms with turnover greater than

€500 m. For subsequent years the costs are estimated to be between 0.06% and 0.008% of turnover. For details on methodology

and the analysis, see ICAEW (2007, chapter 7).

Prior literature suggests that bookkeeping costs influence managers’ choice of accounting standards (e.g. Watts & Zimmerman,

1978). We suggest that costs associated with a mandatory accounting standard change may also influence how managers adopt

those standards.

 Ball (1998) provides evidence that Daimler-Benz AG voluntarily adopted US GAAP instead of HGB to decrease earnings

management in subsidiaries. This is an example of embedding a new accounting system in the organization.

A setting with larger sample size would be required to carry out such analyses. In the sensitivity analyses of Section 5.4 in our

study, we compare the changes in accounting quality between the two groups to evaluate the extent to which they are driven by

time trends.

Closely held shares are not available for all firms. In order to avoid losing too many observations, we set this variable equal to the

median of available data from 1994 to 2006, or to zero if no data are available for the entire period. This does not change the

coefficient on CLOSE significantly. Furthermore, we also estimate all results using the raw variables (▵NI, ▵CF, CF, and ACC) rather

than the residuals from Equations (1) and (2). The use of raw variables does not affect the results, consistent with Barth et al. (2008,

note 16). As a consequence, it is unlikely that this data limitation in our setting affects the conclusions of this study.
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As we need to calculate the change in the accounting variables, we lose the observations for the first year for all metrics. For the

loss persistency measure in Equation (6), we lose the first two years of observations.

We replicate all tests with winsorising or truncating the variables at the 2% level. In these tests, the inferences we draw from the

results remain unchanged.

The stronger results are likely due to our hand-collected data on the accounting standards applied. In collecting data for this

paper, we observed that the information on accounting standards available in commercial databases includes many errors prior to

2003 (see also Daske et al., 2013). These errors may have weakened the results in Barth et al. (2008).

While extending the sample period may address this issue, the benefit of doing so is likely to be offset by confounding effects that

arise from the influence of financial crisis and recession over the extended sample period.

Furthermore, it is difficult to measure timely loss recognition and value relevance with a small number of observations.

A firm's exposure to the time trend is likely to depend on the firm's stage in the life cycle, for example, through the growth rate. To

the extent that the trend is driven by internationalization (Land & Lang, 2002), it is also likely to depend on firms’ international

trade. Both age and international exposure vary systematically between voluntary adopters and resisters (see ).

Following Lang et al. (2006) and Barth et al. (2006), we do not provide statistical significance tests since it is difficult to do so

between ratios of variances. As such, the findings in , Panel C, are meant to be suggestive and it would be difficult to draw

inferences from them. In untabulated analyses, we obtain similar findings for the other quality measures applied in this paper.

However, because these measures generally rely on a large number of observations the results are less stable, that is,, the

conclusions for some metrics are sensitive to the inclusion of specific observations.

See Daske et al. (2008) , Panel A.

The fact that firms adopt IFRS in connection with accounting quality improvements does not imply that IFRS causes the quality

improvements, although this is one possibility. This issue is discussed in Sections 3.1 and 3.2.

The lack of data for variables such as closely held shares and bank ownership for earlier sample period caused the reduction in the

number of observations for voluntary adopters.

Independent variables are measured in the fiscal year before IFRS adoption.

Some variables are defined slightly differently in this study compared to earlier literature. Although levels of significance and the

specific combination of variables included vary across studies, the results presented here are largely consistent with prior literature

on voluntary IFRS/US GAAP adoption. Thus, the presentation of the results here is simply to illustrate that the insider characteristics

are correlated with incentives, not to suggest that these findings are unique to this study.

In additional analyses, untabulated for brevity, we partition our sample into sub-groups based on the strength of their incentives

to adopt (similar to Christensen et al., 2007 and Daske et al., 2013). We measure the strength of incentives to adopt IFRS by the

predicted values from the logistic model developed in this section. Consistent with expectation, among the strong resistance

incentives sub-group, we observe either no significant changes or even significant deteriorations in accounting quality after

adoption. Among the weak resistance incentives sub-group, we observe significant improvements in accounting quality based on

changes in the variability of ▵NI/▵CF both with and without controls. This evidence supports the argument that improvements in

accounting quality following IFRS adoption are conditional on financial reporting incentives (Daske et al., 2013).

References

1. Armstrong, C. S., Barth, M. E., Jagolinzer, A. D., & Riedl, E. J. (2010). Market reaction to the adoption of IFRS in Europe. The

Accounting Review, 85(1), 31–61. doi: 10.2308/accr.2010.85.1.31

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

2. Ashbaugh, H. (2001). Non-US firms’ accounting standard choices. Journal of Accounting and Public Policy, 20(2), 129–153. doi:

10.1016/S0278-4254(01)00025-4

18

19

20

21

22

23

Table 8

24

Table 6

25 Table 6

26

27

28

29

30

In this article

About Cookies On This Site

We and our partners use cookies to enhance your website experience, learn how our site is

used, offer personalised features, measure the effectiveness of our services, and tailor content

and ads to your interests while you navigate on the web or interact with us across devices. You

can choose to accept all of these cookies or only essential cookies. To learn more or manage

your preferences, click “Settings”. For further information about the data we collect from you,

please see our Privacy Policy

Accept All

Essential Only

Settings

https://doi.org/10.2308/accr.2010.85.1.31
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr.2010.85.1.31
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_2_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000273022800002&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.2308%2Faccr.2010.85.1.31&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D85%26publication_year%3D2010%26pages%3D31-61%26journal%3DThe%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D1%26author%3DC.%2BS.%2BArmstrong%26author%3DM.%2BE.%2BBarth%26author%3DA.%2BD.%2BJagolinzer%26author%3DE.%2BJ.%2BRiedl%252C%26title%3DMarket%2Breaction%2Bto%2Bthe%2Badoption%2Bof%2BIFRS%2Bin%2BEurope%26doi%3D10.2308%252Faccr.2010.85.1.31&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2308%2Faccr.2010.85.1.31&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0278-4254(01)00025-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0278-4254(01)00025-4
https://www.informa.com/privacy-policy/


 Google Scholar

3. Bae, K., Tan, H., & Welker, M. (2008). International GAAP differences: The impact on foreign analysts. The Accounting Review, 83,

593–628. doi: 10.2308/accr.2008.83.3.593

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

4. Ball, R. (1998). Daimler-Benz AG: Evolution of corporate governance from a code-law “stakeholder” to a common-law “shareholder

value” system. Unpublished manuscript.

 Google Scholar

5. Ball, R. (2001). Infrastructure requirements for an economically efficient system of public financial reporting and disclosure.

Brookings-Wharton Papers on Financial Services, 127–169.

 Google Scholar

6. Ball, R. (2006). International Financial Reporting Standards (IFRS): Pros and cons for investors. Accounting and Business Research,

International Accounting Policy Forum, 5–27.

 Google Scholar

7. Ball, R., Kothari, S. P., & Robin, A. (2000). The effect of international institutional factors on properties of accounting earnings.

Journal of Accounting and Economics, 29(1), 1–51. doi: 10.1016/S0165-4101(00)00012-4

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

8. Ball, R., Robin, A., & Wu, J. S. (2003). Incentives versus standards: Properties of accounting income in four East Asian countries.

Journal of Accounting and Economics, 36(1–3), 235–270. doi: 10.1016/j.jacceco.2003.10.003

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

9. Ball, R., & Shivakumar, L. (2005). Earnings quality in UK private firms: Comparative loss recognition timeliness. Journal of

Accounting and Economics, 39(1), 83–128. doi: 10.1016/j.jacceco.2004.04.001

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

10. Ball, R., & Shivakumar, L. (2006). The role of accruals in asymmetrically timely gain and loss recognition. Journal of Accounting

Research, 44(2), 207–242. doi: 10.1111/j.1475-679X.2006.00198.x

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

11. Barth, M. E., Landsman, W. R., & Lang, M. H. (2008). International accounting standards and accounting quality. Journal of

Accounting Research, 46(2), 467–498. doi: 10.1111/j.1475-679X.2008.00287.x

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

12. Barth, M. E., Landsman, W. R., Lang, M. H., & Williams, C. D. (2006). Are IFRS-based and US GAAP-based accounting amounts

comparable? Journal of Accounting and Economics, 54(1), 68–93. doi: 10.1016/j.jacceco.2012.03.001

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

13. Basu, S. (1997). The conservatism principle and the asymmetric timeliness of earnings. Journal of Accounting and Economics,

24(1), 3–37. doi: 10.1016/S0165-4101(97)00014-1

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

14. Brochet, F., Jagolinzer, A., & Riedl, E. (2013). Mandatory IFRS adoption and financial statement comparability. Contemporary

Accounting Research, 30(4), 1373–1400. doi: 10.1111/1911-3846.12002

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

15. Brown, N. C., Strohm, C., & Wömpener, A. (2008). The effect of internal control regulation on earnings quality: Evidence from

Germany. Working paper, University of Southern California.

In this article

About Cookies On This Site

We and our partners use cookies to enhance your website experience, learn how our site is

used, offer personalised features, measure the effectiveness of our services, and tailor content

and ads to your interests while you navigate on the web or interact with us across devices. You

can choose to accept all of these cookies or only essential cookies. To learn more or manage

your preferences, click “Settings”. For further information about the data we collect from you,

please see our Privacy Policy

Accept All

Essential Only

Settings

https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D20%26publication_year%3D2001%26pages%3D129-153%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BPublic%2BPolicy%26issue%3D2%26author%3DH.%2BAshbaugh%26title%3DNon-US%2Bfirms%25E2%2580%2599%2Baccounting%2Bstandard%2Bchoices%26doi%3D10.1016%252FS0278-4254%252801%252900025-4&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2FS0278-4254%2801%2900025-4&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr.2008.83.3.593
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_4_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000256277400002&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.2308%2Faccr.2008.83.3.593&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D83%26publication_year%3D2008%26pages%3D593-628%26journal%3DThe%2BAccounting%2BReview%26author%3DK.%2BBae%26author%3DH.%2BTan%26author%3DM.%2BWelker%26title%3DInternational%2BGAAP%2Bdifferences%253A%2BThe%2Bimpact%2Bon%2Bforeign%2Banalysts%26doi%3D10.2308%252Faccr.2008.83.3.593&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2308%2Faccr.2008.83.3.593&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fhl%3Den%26q%3DBall%252C%2BR.%2B%25281998%2529.%2BDaimler-Benz%2BAG%253A%2BEvolution%2Bof%2Bcorporate%2Bgovernance%2Bfrom%2Ba%2Bcode-law%2B%25E2%2580%259Cstakeholder%25E2%2580%259D%2Bto%2Ba%2Bcommon-law%2B%25E2%2580%259Cshareholder%2Bvalue%25E2%2580%259D%2Bsystem.%2BUnpublished%2Bmanuscript.&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fhl%3Den%26q%3DBall%252C%2BR.%2B%25282001%2529.%2BInfrastructure%2Brequirements%2Bfor%2Ban%2Beconomically%2Befficient%2Bsystem%2Bof%2Bpublic%2Bfinancial%2Breporting%2Band%2Bdisclosure.%2BBrookings-Wharton%2BPapers%2Bon%2BFinancial%2BServices%252C%2B127%25E2%2580%2593169.&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fhl%3Den%26q%3DBall%252C%2BR.%2B%25282006%2529.%2BInternational%2BFinancial%2BReporting%2BStandards%2B%2528IFRS%2529%253A%2BPros%2Band%2Bcons%2Bfor%2Binvestors.%2BAccounting%2Band%2BBusiness%2BResearch%252C%2BInternational%2BAccounting%2BPolicy%2BForum%252C%2B5%25E2%2580%259327.&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-4101(00)00012-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-4101(00)00012-4
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_8_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000089624300001&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2FS0165-4101%2800%2900012-4&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D29%26publication_year%3D2000%26pages%3D1-51%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BEconomics%26issue%3D1%26author%3DR.%2BBall%26author%3DS.%2BP.%2BKothari%26author%3DA.%2BRobin%26title%3DThe%2Beffect%2Bof%2Binternational%2Binstitutional%2Bfactors%2Bon%2Bproperties%2Bof%2Baccounting%2Bearnings%26doi%3D10.1016%252FS0165-4101%252800%252900012-4&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2FS0165-4101%2800%2900012-4&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2003.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2003.10.003
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_9_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000189213200010&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2003.10.003&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D36%26publication_year%3D2003%26pages%3D235-270%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BEconomics%26issue%3D1%25E2%2580%25933%26author%3DR.%2BBall%26author%3DA.%2BRobin%26author%3DJ.%2BS.%2BWu%26title%3DIncentives%2Bversus%2Bstandards%253A%2BProperties%2Bof%2Baccounting%2Bincome%2Bin%2Bfour%2BEast%2BAsian%2Bcountries%26doi%3D10.1016%252Fj.jacceco.2003.10.003&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2003.10.003&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2004.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2004.04.001
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_10_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000228147100004&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2004.04.001&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D39%26publication_year%3D2005%26pages%3D83-128%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BEconomics%26issue%3D1%26author%3DR.%2BBall%26author%3DL.%2BShivakumar%26title%3DEarnings%2Bquality%2Bin%2BUK%2Bprivate%2Bfirms%253A%2BComparative%2Bloss%2Brecognition%2Btimeliness%26doi%3D10.1016%252Fj.jacceco.2004.04.001&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2004.04.001&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2006.00198.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2006.00198.x
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_11_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000236395700001&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2006.00198.x&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D44%26publication_year%3D2006%26pages%3D207-242%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D2%26author%3DR.%2BBall%26author%3DL.%2BShivakumar%26title%3DThe%2Brole%2Bof%2Baccruals%2Bin%2Basymmetrically%2Btimely%2Bgain%2Band%2Bloss%2Brecognition%26doi%3D10.1111%252Fj.1475-679X.2006.00198.x&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2006.00198.x&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2008.00287.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2008.00287.x
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_12_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000254953100001&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2008.00287.x&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D46%26publication_year%3D2008%26pages%3D467-498%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D2%26author%3DM.%2BE.%2BBarth%26author%3DW.%2BR.%2BLandsman%26author%3DM.%2BH.%2BLang%26title%3DInternational%2Baccounting%2Bstandards%2Band%2Baccounting%2Bquality%26doi%3D10.1111%252Fj.1475-679X.2008.00287.x&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2008.00287.x&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2012.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2012.03.001
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_13_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000305864700004&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2012.03.001&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D54%26publication_year%3D2006%26pages%3D68-93%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BEconomics%26issue%3D1%26author%3DM.%2BE.%2BBarth%26author%3DW.%2BR.%2BLandsman%26author%3DM.%2BH.%2BLang%26author%3DC.%2BD.%2BWilliams%26title%3DAre%2BIFRS-based%2Band%2BUS%2BGAAP-based%2Baccounting%2Bamounts%2Bcomparable%253F%26doi%3D10.1016%252Fj.jacceco.2012.03.001&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2012.03.001&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-4101(97)00014-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-4101(97)00014-1
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_14_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000071928500001&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2FS0165-4101%2897%2900014-1&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D24%26publication_year%3D1997%26pages%3D3-37%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BEconomics%26issue%3D1%26author%3DS.%2BBasu%26title%3DThe%2Bconservatism%2Bprinciple%2Band%2Bthe%2Basymmetric%2Btimeliness%2Bof%2Bearnings%26doi%3D10.1016%252FS0165-4101%252897%252900014-1&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2FS0165-4101%2897%2900014-1&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/1911-3846.12002
https://doi.org/10.1111/1911-3846.12002
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_15_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000328696100006&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2F1911-3846.12002&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D30%26publication_year%3D2013%26pages%3D1373-1400%26journal%3DContemporary%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D4%26author%3DF.%2BBrochet%26author%3DA.%252C%2BJagolinzer%26author%3DE.%2BRiedl%26title%3DMandatory%2BIFRS%2Badoption%2Band%2Bfinancial%2Bstatement%2Bcomparability%26doi%3D10.1111%252F1911-3846.12002&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2F1911-3846.12002&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.informa.com/privacy-policy/


 Google Scholar

16. Brüggemann, U., Hitz, J., & Sellhorn, T. (2013). Intended and unintended consequences of mandatory IFRS adoption: A review of

extant evidence and suggestions for future research. European Accounting Review, 22(1), 1–37. doi:

10.1080/09638180.2012.718487

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

17. Burgstahler, D. C., Hail, L., & Leuz, C. (2006). The importance of reporting incentives: Earnings management in European private

and public firms. Accounting Review, 81(5), 983–1016. doi: 10.2308/accr.2006.81.5.983

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

18. Byard, D., Li, Y., & Yu, Y. (2010). The effect of mandatory IFRS adoption in financial analysts’ information environment. Journal of

Accounting Research, 49(1), 69–96. doi: 10.1111/j.1475-679X.2010.00390.x

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

19. Christensen, H. B. (2012). Why do firms rarely adopt IFRS voluntarily? Academics find significant benefits and the costs appear to

be low. Review of Accounting Studies, 17(3), 518–525. doi: 10.1007/s11142-012-9202-y

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

20. Christensen, H. B., Hail, L., & Leuz, C. (2013a). Mandatory IFRS reporting and changes in enforcement. Journal of Accounting and

Economics, 56(2), 147–177. doi: 10.1016/j.jacceco.2013.10.007

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

21. Christensen, H. B., Hail, L., & Leuz, C. (2013b). Proper inferences or a market for excuses? The Capital-Market Effects of Mandatory

IFRS Adoption. Chicago Booth and Wharton working paper. Retrieved October 11, 2013, from

http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2319475

 Google Scholar

22. Christensen, H. B., Lee, E., & Walker, M. (2007). Cross-sectional variation in the economic consequences of international

accounting harmonisation: The case of mandatory IFRS adoption in the UK. International Journal of Accounting, 42(4), 341–379.

doi: 10.1016/j.intacc.2007.09.007

 Google Scholar

23. Christensen, H. B., & Nikolaev, V. V. (2013). Does fair value accounting for non-financial assets pass the market test? Review of

Accounting Studies, 18, 734–775. doi: 10.1007/s11142-013-9232-0

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

24. Cuijpers, R., & Buijink, W. (2005). Voluntary adoption of non-local GAAP in the European Union: A study of determinants and

consequences. European Accounting Review, 14(3), 487–524. doi: 10.1080/0963818042000337132

 Google Scholar

25. Daske, H., Hail, L., Leuz, C., & Verdi, R. S. (2008). Mandatory IFRS reporting around the world: Early evidence on the economic

consequences. Journal of Accounting Research, 46(5), 1085–1142.

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

26. Daske, H., Hail, L., Leuz, C., & Verdi, R. S. (2013). Adopting a label: Heterogeneity in the economic consequences around IAS/IFRS

adoptions. Journal of Accounting Research, 51(3), 495–547. doi: 10.1111/1475-679X.12005

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

27. DeFond, M., Hu, X., Hung, M., & Li, S. (2010). The impact of mandatory IFRS adoption on foreign mutual fund ownership: The role

of comparability. Journal of Accounting and Economics, 51(3), 240–258. doi: 10.1016/j.jacceco.2011.02.001

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

In this article

About Cookies On This Site

We and our partners use cookies to enhance your website experience, learn how our site is

used, offer personalised features, measure the effectiveness of our services, and tailor content

and ads to your interests while you navigate on the web or interact with us across devices. You

can choose to accept all of these cookies or only essential cookies. To learn more or manage

your preferences, click “Settings”. For further information about the data we collect from you,

please see our Privacy Policy

Accept All

Essential Only

Settings

https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fhl%3Den%26q%3DBrown%252C%2BN.%2BC.%252C%2BStrohm%252C%2BC.%252C%2B%2526%2BW%25C3%25B6mpener%252C%2BA.%2B%25282008%2529.%2BThe%2Beffect%2Bof%2Binternal%2Bcontrol%2Bregulation%2Bon%2Bearnings%2Bquality%253A%2BEvidence%2Bfrom%2BGermany.%2BWorking%2Bpaper%252C%2BUniversity%2Bof%2BSouthern%2BCalifornia.&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638180.2012.718487
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638180.2012.718487
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_17_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000317759500001&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1080%2F09638180.2012.718487&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D22%26publication_year%3D2013%26pages%3D1-37%26journal%3DEuropean%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D1%26author%3DU.%2BBr%25C3%25BCggemann%26author%3DJ.%252C%2BHitz%26author%3DT.%2BSellhorn%26title%3DIntended%2Band%2Bunintended%2Bconsequences%2Bof%2Bmandatory%2BIFRS%2Badoption%253A%2BA%2Breview%2Bof%2Bextant%2Bevidence%2Band%2Bsuggestions%2Bfor%2Bfuture%2Bresearch%26doi%3D10.1080%252F09638180.2012.718487&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1080%2F09638180.2012.718487&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr.2006.81.5.983
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr.2006.81.5.983
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_18_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000241981000002&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.2308%2Faccr.2006.81.5.983&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D81%26publication_year%3D2006%26pages%3D983-1016%26journal%3DAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D5%26author%3DD.%2BC.%2BBurgstahler%26author%3DL.%2BHail%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26title%3DThe%2Bimportance%2Bof%2Breporting%2Bincentives%253A%2BEarnings%2Bmanagement%2Bin%2BEuropean%2Bprivate%2Band%2Bpublic%2Bfirms%26doi%3D10.2308%252Faccr.2006.81.5.983&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2308%2Faccr.2006.81.5.983&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2010.00390.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2010.00390.x
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_19_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000286330500003&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2010.00390.x&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D49%26publication_year%3D2010%26pages%3D69-96%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D1%26author%3DD.%2BByard%26author%3DY.%2BLi%26author%3DY.%2BYu%26title%3DThe%2Beffect%2Bof%2Bmandatory%2BIFRS%2Badoption%2Bin%2Bfinancial%2Banalysts%25E2%2580%2599%2Binformation%2Benvironment%26doi%3D10.1111%252Fj.1475-679X.2010.00390.x&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2010.00390.x&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-012-9202-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-012-9202-y
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_20_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000307512600003&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1007%2Fs11142-012-9202-y&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D17%26publication_year%3D2012%26pages%3D518-525%26journal%3DReview%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BStudies%26issue%3D3%26author%3DH.%2BB.%2BChristensen%26title%3DWhy%2Bdo%2Bfirms%2Brarely%2Badopt%2BIFRS%2Bvoluntarily%253F%2BAcademics%2Bfind%2Bsignificant%2Bbenefits%2Band%2Bthe%2Bcosts%2Bappear%2Bto%2Bbe%2Blow%26doi%3D10.1007%252Fs11142-012-9202-y&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1007%2Fs11142-012-9202-y&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2013.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2013.10.007
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_21_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000329680200009&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2013.10.007&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D56%26publication_year%3D2013a%26pages%3D147-177%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BEconomics%26issue%3D2%26author%3DH.%2BB.%2BChristensen%26author%3DL.%252C%2BHail%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26title%3DMandatory%2BIFRS%2Breporting%2Band%2Bchanges%2Bin%2Benforcement%26doi%3D10.1016%252Fj.jacceco.2013.10.007&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2013.10.007&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2319475
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fhl%3Den%26q%3DChristensen%252C%2BH.%2BB.%252C%2BHail%252C%2BL.%252C%2B%2526%2BLeuz%252C%2BC.%2B%25282013b%2529.%2BProper%2Binferences%2Bor%2Ba%2Bmarket%2Bfor%2Bexcuses%253F%2BThe%2BCapital-Market%2BEffects%2Bof%2BMandatory%2BIFRS%2BAdoption.%2BChicago%2BBooth%2Band%2BWharton%2Bworking%2Bpaper.%2BRetrieved%2BOctober%2B11%252C%2B2013%252C%2Bfrom%2B&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intacc.2007.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intacc.2007.09.007
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D42%26publication_year%3D2007%26pages%3D341-379%26journal%3DInternational%2BJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%26issue%3D4%26author%3DH.%2BB.%2BChristensen%26author%3DE.%2BLee%26author%3DM.%2BWalker%26title%3DCross-sectional%2Bvariation%2Bin%2Bthe%2Beconomic%2Bconsequences%2Bof%2Binternational%2Baccounting%2Bharmonisation%253A%2BThe%2Bcase%2Bof%2Bmandatory%2BIFRS%2Badoption%2Bin%2Bthe%2BUK%26doi%3D10.1016%252Fj.intacc.2007.09.007&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2Fj.intacc.2007.09.007&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-013-9232-0
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_24_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000323437000006&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1007%2Fs11142-013-9232-0&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D18%26publication_year%3D2013%26pages%3D734-775%26journal%3DReview%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BStudies%26author%3DH.%2BB.%2BChristensen%26author%3DV.%2BV.%2BNikolaev%26title%3DDoes%2Bfair%2Bvalue%2Baccounting%2Bfor%2Bnon-financial%2Bassets%2Bpass%2Bthe%2Bmarket%2Btest%253F%26doi%3D10.1007%252Fs11142-013-9232-0&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1007%2Fs11142-013-9232-0&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1080/0963818042000337132
https://doi.org/10.1080/0963818042000337132
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D14%26publication_year%3D2005%26pages%3D487-524%26journal%3DEuropean%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D3%26author%3DR.%2BCuijpers%26author%3DW.%2BBuijink%26title%3DVoluntary%2Badoption%2Bof%2Bnon-local%2BGAAP%2Bin%2Bthe%2BEuropean%2BUnion%253A%2BA%2Bstudy%2Bof%2Bdeterminants%2Band%2Bconsequences%26doi%3D10.1080%252F0963818042000337132&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1080%2F0963818042000337132&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_26_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000260192500005&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2008.00306.x&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D46%26publication_year%3D2008%26pages%3D1085-1142%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D5%26author%3DH.%2BDaske%26author%3DL.%2BHail%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26author%3DR.%2BS.%2BVerdi%26title%3DMandatory%2BIFRS%2Breporting%2Baround%2Bthe%2Bworld%253A%2BEarly%2Bevidence%2Bon%2Bthe%2Beconomic%2Bconsequences&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2008.00306.x&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-679X.12005
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-679X.12005
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_27_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000317616900001&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2F1475-679X.12005&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D51%26publication_year%3D2013%26pages%3D495-547%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D3%26author%3DH.%2BDaske%26author%3DL.%2BHail%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26author%3DR.%2BS.%2BVerdi%26title%3DAdopting%2Ba%2Blabel%253A%2BHeterogeneity%2Bin%2Bthe%2Beconomic%2Bconsequences%2Baround%2BIAS%252FIFRS%2Badoptions%26doi%3D10.1111%252F1475-679X.12005&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2F1475-679X.12005&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2011.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2011.02.001
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_28_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000290006400002&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2011.02.001&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D51%26publication_year%3D2010%26pages%3D240-258%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BEconomics%26issue%3D3%26author%3DM.%2BDeFond%26author%3DX.%2BHu%26author%3DM.%2BHung%26author%3DS.%2BLi%26title%3DThe%2Bimpact%2Bof%2Bmandatory%2BIFRS%2Badoption%2Bon%2Bforeign%2Bmutual%2Bfund%2Bownership%253A%2BThe%2Brole%2Bof%2Bcomparability%26doi%3D10.1016%252Fj.jacceco.2011.02.001&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2011.02.001&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.informa.com/privacy-policy/


28. Dechow, P., Ge, W., & Schrand, C. (2010). Understanding earnings quality: A review of proxies, their determinants and their

consequences. Journal of Accounting and Economics, 50, 344–401. doi: 10.1016/j.jacceco.2010.09.001

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

29. Gassen, J., & Sellhorn, T. (2006). Applying IFRS in Germany – determinants and consequences. Betriebswirtschaftliche Forschung

und Praxis, 58(4), 365–386.

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

30. Goncharov, I. (2005). Earnings management and its determinants: Closing gaps in empirical accounting research. Frankfurt am

Main: Peter Lang.

 Google Scholar

31. Hail, L., Leuz, C., & Wysocki, P. (2010a). Global accounting convergence and the potential adoption of IFRS by the US (Part I):

Conceptual underpinnings and economic analysis. Accounting Horizons, 24(3), 355–394. doi: 10.2308/acch.2010.24.3.355

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

32. Hail, L., Leuz, C., & Wysocki, P. (2010b). Global accounting convergence and the potential adoption of IFRS by the US (Part II):

Political factors and future scenarios for U.S. accounting standards. Accounting Horizons, 24(4), 567–588. doi:

10.2308/acch.2010.24.4.567

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

33. Heidhues, E., & Patel, C. (2012). Chapter 3 Adoption of IFRS in Germany: A neo-institutional analysis. In E. Heidhues & C. Patel

(Eds.), Globalization and contextual factors in accounting: The case of Germany studies in managerial and financial accounting

(Vol. 23, pp. 43–73). Bingley: Emerald.

 Google Scholar

34. Hung, M., & Subramanyam, K. (2007). Financial statement effects of adopting international accounting standards: The case of

Germany. Review of Accounting Studies, 12(4), 623–657. doi: 10.1007/s11142-007-9049-9

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

35. ICAEW. (2007). EU implementation of IFRS and the fair value directive – a report for the European Commission London: ICAEW

Financial Reporting Faculty.

 Google Scholar

36. Kim, J., & Shi, H. (2012). IFRS reporting, firm-specific information flows, and institutional environments: International evidence.

Review of Accounting Studies, 17(3), 474–517. doi: 10.1007/s11142-012-9190-y

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

37. Kim, J., Tsui, J., & Yi, C. (2011). The voluntary adoption of International Financial Reporting Standards and loan contracting around

the world. Review of Accounting Studies, 16(4), 779–811. doi: 10.1007/s11142-011-9148-5

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

38. La Porta, R., Lopez-de-Silanes, F., Shleifer, A., & Vishny, R. (1998). Law and finance. Journal of Political Economy, 106(6), 1113–

1155. doi: 10.1086/250042

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

39. Land, J., & Lang, M. H. (2002). Empirical evidence on the evolution of international earnings. Accounting Review, 77(4), 115. doi:

10.2308/accr.2002.77.s-1.115

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

40. Lang, M., Raedy, J. S., & Yetman, M. H. (2003). How representative are firms that are cross-listed in the United States? An analysis

of accounting quality. Journal of Accounting Research, 41(2), 363–386. doi: 10.1111/1475-679X.00108

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar
In this article

About Cookies On This Site

We and our partners use cookies to enhance your website experience, learn how our site is

used, offer personalised features, measure the effectiveness of our services, and tailor content

and ads to your interests while you navigate on the web or interact with us across devices. You

can choose to accept all of these cookies or only essential cookies. To learn more or manage

your preferences, click “Settings”. For further information about the data we collect from you,

please see our Privacy Policy

Accept All

Essential Only

Settings

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2010.09.001
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_29_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000285810000007&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2010.09.001&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D50%26publication_year%3D2010%26pages%3D344-401%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BEconomics%26author%3DP.%2BDechow%26author%3DW.%2BGe%26author%3DC.%2BSchrand%26title%3DUnderstanding%2Bearnings%2Bquality%253A%2BA%2Breview%2Bof%2Bproxies%252C%2Btheir%2Bdeterminants%2Band%2Btheir%2Bconsequences%26doi%3D10.1016%252Fj.jacceco.2010.09.001&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2010.09.001&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_30_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000240366300003&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=e_1_3_3_30_1%3AISI&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D58%26publication_year%3D2006%26pages%3D365-386%26journal%3DBetriebswirtschaftliche%2BForschung%2Bund%2BPraxis%26issue%3D4%26author%3DJ.%2BGassen%26author%3DT.%2BSellhorn%26title%3DApplying%2BIFRS%2Bin%2BGermany%2B%25E2%2580%2593%2Bdeterminants%2Band%2Bconsequences&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fhl%3Den%26q%3DGoncharov%252C%2BI.%2B%25282005%2529.%2BEarnings%2Bmanagement%2Band%2Bits%2Bdeterminants%253A%2BClosing%2Bgaps%2Bin%2Bempirical%2Baccounting%2Bresearch.%2BFrankfurt%2Bam%2BMain%253A%2BPeter%2BLang.&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.2308/acch.2010.24.3.355
https://doi.org/10.2308/acch.2010.24.3.355
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_32_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000281673000002&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.2308%2Facch.2010.24.3.355&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D24%26publication_year%3D2010a%26pages%3D355-394%26journal%3DAccounting%2BHorizons%26issue%3D3%26author%3DL.%2BHail%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26author%3DP.%2BWysocki%26title%3DGlobal%2Baccounting%2Bconvergence%2Band%2Bthe%2Bpotential%2Badoption%2Bof%2BIFRS%2Bby%2Bthe%2BUS%2B%2528Part%2BI%2529%253A%2BConceptual%2Bunderpinnings%2Band%2Beconomic%2Banalysis%26doi%3D10.2308%252Facch.2010.24.3.355&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2308%2Facch.2010.24.3.355&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.2308/acch.2010.24.4.567
https://doi.org/10.2308/acch.2010.24.4.567
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_33_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000285393900003&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.2308%2Facch.2010.24.4.567&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D24%26publication_year%3D2010b%26pages%3D567-588%26journal%3DAccounting%2BHorizons%26issue%3D4%26author%3DL.%2BHail%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26author%3DP.%2BWysocki%26title%3DGlobal%2Baccounting%2Bconvergence%2Band%2Bthe%2Bpotential%2Badoption%2Bof%2BIFRS%2Bby%2Bthe%2BUS%2B%2528Part%2BII%2529%253A%2BPolitical%2Bfactors%2Band%2Bfuture%2Bscenarios%2Bfor%2BU.S.%2Baccounting%2Bstandards%26doi%3D10.2308%252Facch.2010.24.4.567&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2308%2Facch.2010.24.4.567&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26publication_year%3D2012%26pages%3D43-73%26author%3DE.%2BHeidhues%26author%3DC.%2BPatel%2526%26title%3DGlobalization%2Band%2Bcontextual%2Bfactors%2Bin%2Baccounting%253A%2BThe%2Bcase%2Bof%2BGermany%2Bstudies%2Bin%2Bmanagerial%2Band%2Bfinancial%2Baccounting%2B%2528Vol.%2B23&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-007-9049-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-007-9049-9
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_35_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000250061400005&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1007%2Fs11142-007-9049-9&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D12%26publication_year%3D2007%26pages%3D623-657%26journal%3DReview%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BStudies%26issue%3D4%26author%3DM.%2BHung%26author%3DK.%2BSubramanyam%26title%3DFinancial%2Bstatement%2Beffects%2Bof%2Badopting%2Binternational%2Baccounting%2Bstandards%253A%2BThe%2Bcase%2Bof%2BGermany%26doi%3D10.1007%252Fs11142-007-9049-9&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1007%2Fs11142-007-9049-9&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fhl%3Den%26q%3DICAEW.%2B%25282007%2529.%2BEU%2Bimplementation%2Bof%2BIFRS%2Band%2Bthe%2Bfair%2Bvalue%2Bdirective%2B%25E2%2580%2593%2Ba%2Breport%2Bfor%2Bthe%2BEuropean%2BCommission%2BLondon%253A%2BICAEW%2BFinancial%2BReporting%2BFaculty.&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-012-9190-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-012-9190-y
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_37_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000307512600002&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1007%2Fs11142-012-9190-y&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D17%26publication_year%3D2012%26pages%3D474-517%26journal%3DReview%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BStudies%26issue%3D3%26author%3DJ.%2BKim%26author%3DH.%2BShi%26title%3DIFRS%2Breporting%252C%2Bfirm-specific%2Binformation%2Bflows%252C%2Band%2Binstitutional%2Benvironments%253A%2BInternational%2Bevidence%26doi%3D10.1007%252Fs11142-012-9190-y&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1007%2Fs11142-012-9190-y&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-011-9148-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11142-011-9148-5
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_38_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000297358000004&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1007%2Fs11142-011-9148-5&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D16%26publication_year%3D2011%26pages%3D779-811%26journal%3DReview%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BStudies%26issue%3D4%26author%3DJ.%2BKim%26author%3DJ.%2BTsui%26author%3DC.%2BYi%26title%3DThe%2Bvoluntary%2Badoption%2Bof%2BInternational%2BFinancial%2BReporting%2BStandards%2Band%2Bloan%2Bcontracting%2Baround%2Bthe%2Bworld%26doi%3D10.1007%252Fs11142-011-9148-5&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1007%2Fs11142-011-9148-5&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1086/250042
https://doi.org/10.1086/250042
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_39_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000077360800001&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1086%2F250042&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D106%26publication_year%3D1998%26pages%3D1113-1155%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BPolitical%2BEconomy%26issue%3D6%26author%3DR.%2BLa%2BPorta%26author%3DF.%2BLopez-de-Silanes%26author%3DA.%2BShleifer%26author%3DR.%2BVishny%26title%3DLaw%2Band%2Bfinance%26doi%3D10.1086%252F250042&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1086%2F250042&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr.2002.77.s-1.115
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr.2002.77.s-1.115
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_40_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000180553800007&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.2308%2Faccr.2002.77.s-1.115&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D77%26publication_year%3D2002%26pages%3D115%26journal%3DAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D4%26author%3DJ.%2BLand%26author%3DM.%2BH.%2BLang%26title%3DEmpirical%2Bevidence%2Bon%2Bthe%2Bevolution%2Bof%2Binternational%2Bearnings%26doi%3D10.2308%252Faccr.2002.77.s-1.115&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2308%2Faccr.2002.77.s-1.115&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-679X.00108
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-679X.00108
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_41_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000182428200009&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2F1475-679X.00108&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D41%26publication_year%3D2003%26pages%3D363-386%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D2%26author%3DM.%2BLang%26author%3DJ.%2BS.%2BRaedy%26author%3DM.%2BH.%2BYetman%26title%3DHow%2Brepresentative%2Bare%2Bfirms%2Bthat%2Bare%2Bcross-listed%2Bin%2Bthe%2BUnited%2BStates%253F%2BAn%2Banalysis%2Bof%2Baccounting%2Bquality%26doi%3D10.1111%252F1475-679X.00108&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2F1475-679X.00108&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.informa.com/privacy-policy/


41. Lang, M., Smith Raedy, J., & Wilson, W. (2006). Earnings management and cross listing: Are reconciled earnings comparable to US

earnings? Journal of Accounting and Economics, 42(1–2), 255–283. doi: 10.1016/j.jacceco.2006.04.005

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

42. Lang, M. H., & Lundholm, R. J. (1996). Corporate disclosure policy and analyst behavior. The Accounting Review, 71(4), 467–492.

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

43. Leuz, C. (2003). IAS versus US GAAP: Information asymmetry based evidence from Germany's new market. Journal of Accounting

Research, 41(3), 445–472. doi: 10.1111/j.1475-679X.2003.00111.x

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

44. Leuz, C., Nanda, D., & Wysocki, P. D. (2003). Earnings management and investor protection: An international comparison. Journal

of Financial Economics, 69(3), 505–527. doi: 10.1016/S0304-405X(03)00121-1

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

45. Leuz, C., & Verrecchia, R. E. (2000). The economic consequences of increased disclosure. Journal of Accounting Research, 38(3),

91–124. doi: 10.2307/2672910

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

46. Leuz, C., & Wüstemann, J. (2004). The role of accounting in the German financial system. In J. Krahnen & R. H. Schmidt (Eds.), The

German financial system (pp. 450–483). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

 Google Scholar

47. Liener, G. (1995). Accounting standards required of global corporations by the international capital markets. Zeitschrift fur

Betriebswirtschaft, 65, 741–751.

 Google Scholar

48. Nobes, C., & Parker, R. (2004). Comparative international accounting. Harlow: Prentice Hall.

 Google Scholar

49. PwC. (2004). International financial reporting standards-ready for take-off? PricewaterhouseCoopers.

 Google Scholar

50. Soderstrom, N., & Sun, K. J. (2007). IFRS adoption and accounting quality: A review. European Accounting Review, 16(4), 675–702.

doi: 10.1080/09638180701706732

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

51. Tan, H., Wang, S., & Welker, M. (2011). Analyst following and forecast accuracy after mandated IFRS adoptions. Journal of

Accounting Research, 49(5), 1307–1357. doi: 10.1111/j.1475-679X.2011.00422.x

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

52. Tarca, A. (2004). International convergence of accounting practices: Choosing between IAS and US GAAP. Journal of International

Financial Management & Accounting, 15(1), 60–91. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-646X.2004.00102.x

 Google Scholar

53. Van Tendeloo, B., & Vanstraelen, A. (2005). Earnings management under German GAAP versus IFRS. European Accounting Review,

14(1), 155–180. doi: 10.1080/0963818042000338988

 Google Scholar

54. Wang, C. (2014). Accounting standards harmonization and financial statement comparability: Evidence from transnational

information transfer. Journal of Accounting Research, 52(4), 955–992. doi: 10.1111/1475-679X.12055

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

In this article

About Cookies On This Site

We and our partners use cookies to enhance your website experience, learn how our site is

used, offer personalised features, measure the effectiveness of our services, and tailor content

and ads to your interests while you navigate on the web or interact with us across devices. You

can choose to accept all of these cookies or only essential cookies. To learn more or manage

your preferences, click “Settings”. For further information about the data we collect from you,

please see our Privacy Policy

Accept All

Essential Only

Settings

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2006.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2006.04.005
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_42_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000240260200012&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2006.04.005&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D42%26publication_year%3D2006%26pages%3D255-283%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2Band%2BEconomics%26issue%3D1%25E2%2580%25932%26author%3DM.%2BLang%26author%3DJ.%252C%2BSmith%2BRaedy%26author%3DW.%2BWilson%26title%3DEarnings%2Bmanagement%2Band%2Bcross%2Blisting%253A%2BAre%2Breconciled%2Bearnings%2Bcomparable%2Bto%2BUS%2Bearnings%253F%26doi%3D10.1016%252Fj.jacceco.2006.04.005&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2Fj.jacceco.2006.04.005&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_43_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=A1996VR81000002&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=e_1_3_3_43_1%3AISI&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D71%26publication_year%3D1996%26pages%3D467-492%26journal%3DThe%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D4%26author%3DM.%2BH.%2BLang%26author%3DR.%2BJ.%2BLundholm%26title%3DCorporate%2Bdisclosure%2Bpolicy%2Band%2Banalyst%2Bbehavior&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2003.00111.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2003.00111.x
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_44_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000182877600001&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2003.00111.x&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D41%26publication_year%3D2003%26pages%3D445-472%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D3%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26title%3DIAS%2Bversus%2BUS%2BGAAP%253A%2BInformation%2Basymmetry%2Bbased%2Bevidence%2Bfrom%2BGermany%2527s%2Bnew%2Bmarket%26doi%3D10.1111%252Fj.1475-679X.2003.00111.x&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2003.00111.x&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(03)00121-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(03)00121-1
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_45_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000185211900004&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1016%2FS0304-405X%2803%2900121-1&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D69%26publication_year%3D2003%26pages%3D505-527%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BFinancial%2BEconomics%26issue%3D3%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26author%3DD.%2BNanda%26author%3DP.%2BD.%2BWysocki%26title%3DEarnings%2Bmanagement%2Band%2Binvestor%2Bprotection%253A%2BAn%2Binternational%2Bcomparison%26doi%3D10.1016%252FS0304-405X%252803%252900121-1&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1016%2FS0304-405X%2803%2900121-1&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.2307/2672910
https://doi.org/10.2307/2672910
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_46_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000171037600005&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.2307%2F2672910&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D38%26publication_year%3D2000%26pages%3D91-124%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D3%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26author%3DR.%2BE.%2BVerrecchia%26title%3DThe%2Beconomic%2Bconsequences%2Bof%2Bincreased%2Bdisclosure%26doi%3D10.2307%252F2672910&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2307%2F2672910&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26publication_year%3D2004%26pages%3D450-483%26author%3DC.%2BLeuz%26author%3DJ.%2BW%25C3%25BCstemann%2526%26title%3DThe%2BGerman%2Bfinancial%2Bsystem&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D65%26publication_year%3D1995%26pages%3D741-751%26journal%3DZeitschrift%2Bfur%2BBetriebswirtschaft%26author%3DG.%2BLiener%26title%3DAccounting%2Bstandards%2Brequired%2Bof%2Bglobal%2Bcorporations%2Bby%2Bthe%2Binternational%2Bcapital%2Bmarkets&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26publication_year%3D2004%26author%3DC.%2BNobes%26author%3DR.%2BParker%26title%3DComparative%2Binternational%2Baccounting&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fhl%3Den%26q%3DPwC.%2B%25282004%2529.%2BInternational%2Bfinancial%2Breporting%2Bstandards-ready%2Bfor%2Btake-off%253F%2BPricewaterhouseCoopers.&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638180701706732
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638180701706732
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_51_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000252400800001&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1080%2F09638180701706732&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D16%26publication_year%3D2007%26pages%3D675-702%26journal%3DEuropean%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D4%26author%3DN.%2BSoderstrom%26author%3DK.%2BJ.%2BSun%26title%3DIFRS%2Badoption%2Band%2Baccounting%2Bquality%253A%2BA%2Breview%26doi%3D10.1080%252F09638180701706732&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1080%2F09638180701706732&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2011.00422.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-679X.2011.00422.x
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_52_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000296424000007&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2011.00422.x&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D49%26publication_year%3D2011%26pages%3D1307-1357%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D5%26author%3DH.%2BTan%26author%3DS.%2BWang%26author%3DM.%2BWelker%26title%3DAnalyst%2Bfollowing%2Band%2Bforecast%2Baccuracy%2Bafter%2Bmandated%2BIFRS%2Badoptions%26doi%3D10.1111%252Fj.1475-679X.2011.00422.x&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2Fj.1475-679X.2011.00422.x&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-646X.2004.00102.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-646X.2004.00102.x
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D15%26publication_year%3D2004%26pages%3D60-91%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BInternational%2BFinancial%2BManagement%2B%2526%2BAccounting%26issue%3D1%26author%3DA.%2BTarca%26title%3DInternational%2Bconvergence%2Bof%2Baccounting%2Bpractices%253A%2BChoosing%2Bbetween%2BIAS%2Band%2BUS%2BGAAP%26doi%3D10.1111%252Fj.1467-646X.2004.00102.x&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2Fj.1467-646X.2004.00102.x&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1080/0963818042000338988
https://doi.org/10.1080/0963818042000338988
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D14%26publication_year%3D2005%26pages%3D155-180%26journal%3DEuropean%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D1%26author%3DB.%2BVan%2BTendeloo%26author%3DA.%2BVanstraelen%26title%3DEarnings%2Bmanagement%2Bunder%2BGerman%2BGAAP%2Bversus%2BIFRS%26doi%3D10.1080%252F0963818042000338988&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1080%2F0963818042000338988&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-679X.12055
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-679X.12055
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_55_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000340412400005&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.1111%2F1475-679X.12055&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D52%26publication_year%3D2014%26pages%3D955-992%26journal%3DJournal%2Bof%2BAccounting%2BResearch%26issue%3D4%26author%3DC.%2BWang%26title%3DAccounting%2Bstandards%2Bharmonization%2Band%2Bfinancial%2Bstatement%2Bcomparability%253A%2BEvidence%2Bfrom%2Btransnational%2Binformation%2Btransfer%26doi%3D10.1111%252F1475-679X.12055&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1111%2F1475-679X.12055&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.informa.com/privacy-policy/


Download PDF

55. Watts, R. L. (1977). Corporate financial statements, a product of the market and political process. Australian Journal of

Management, 2(1), 53–75. doi: 10.1177/031289627700200104

 Google Scholar

56. Watts, R. L. (2003). Conservatism in accounting (Part I): Explanations and implications. Accounting Horizons, 17(3), 207–221. doi:

10.2308/acch.2003.17.3.207

 Google Scholar

57. Watts, R. L., & Zimmerman, J. L. (1978). Towards a positive theory of the determination of accounting standards. The Accounting

Review, 53(1), 112–134.

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

58. Watts, R. L., & Zimmerman, J. L. (1990). Positive accounting theory: A ten year perspective. The Accounting Review, 65(1), 131–

156.

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

59. Wu, J., & Zhang, I. (2009). The voluntary adoption of internationally recognized accounting standards and firm internal

performance evaluation. The Accounting Review, 84(4), 1281–1309. doi: 10.2308/accr.2009.84.4.1281

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

60. Zeff, S. A. (2012). The evolution of the IASC into the IASB, and the challenges it faces. The Accounting Review, 87(3), 807–837.

doi: 10.2308/accr-10244

 Web of Science ® Google Scholar

Related research 

Recommended articles Cited by 

224

People also read

In this article

About Cookies On This Site

We and our partners use cookies to enhance your website experience, learn how our site is

used, offer personalised features, measure the effectiveness of our services, and tailor content

and ads to your interests while you navigate on the web or interact with us across devices. You

can choose to accept all of these cookies or only essential cookies. To learn more or manage

your preferences, click “Settings”. For further information about the data we collect from you,

please see our Privacy Policy

Accept All

Essential Only

Settings

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/09638180.2015.1009144
https://doi.org/10.1177/031289627700200104
https://doi.org/10.1177/031289627700200104
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D2%26publication_year%3D1977%26pages%3D53-75%26journal%3DAustralian%2BJournal%2Bof%2BManagement%26issue%3D1%26author%3DR.%2BL.%2BWatts%26title%3DCorporate%2Bfinancial%2Bstatements%252C%2Ba%2Bproduct%2Bof%2Bthe%2Bmarket%2Band%2Bpolitical%2Bprocess%26doi%3D10.1177%252F031289627700200104&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.1177%2F031289627700200104&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.2308/acch.2003.17.3.207
https://doi.org/10.2308/acch.2003.17.3.207
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D17%26publication_year%3D2003%26pages%3D207-221%26journal%3DAccounting%2BHorizons%26issue%3D3%26author%3DR.%2BL.%2BWatts%26title%3DConservatism%2Bin%2Baccounting%2B%2528Part%2BI%2529%253A%2BExplanations%2Band%2Bimplications%26doi%3D10.2308%252Facch.2003.17.3.207&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2308%2Facch.2003.17.3.207&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_58_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=A1978EH48900009&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=e_1_3_3_58_1%3AISI&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D53%26publication_year%3D1978%26pages%3D112-134%26journal%3DThe%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D1%26author%3DR.%2BL.%2BWatts%26author%3DJ.%2BL.%2BZimmerman%26title%3DTowards%2Ba%2Bpositive%2Btheory%2Bof%2Bthe%2Bdetermination%2Bof%2Baccounting%2Bstandards&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_59_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=A1990CN09700007&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=e_1_3_3_59_1%3AISI&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D65%26publication_year%3D1990%26pages%3D131-156%26journal%3DThe%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D1%26author%3DR.%2BL.%2BWatts%26author%3DJ.%2BL.%2BZimmerman%26title%3DPositive%2Baccounting%2Btheory%253A%2BA%2Bten%2Byear%2Bperspective&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr.2009.84.4.1281
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr.2009.84.4.1281
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_60_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000268391000011&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.2308%2Faccr.2009.84.4.1281&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D84%26publication_year%3D2009%26pages%3D1281-1309%26journal%3DThe%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D4%26author%3DJ.%2BWu%26author%3DI.%2BZhang%26title%3DThe%2Bvoluntary%2Badoption%2Bof%2Binternationally%2Brecognized%2Baccounting%2Bstandards%2Band%2Bfirm%2Binternal%2Bperformance%2Bevaluation%26doi%3D10.2308%252Faccr.2009.84.4.1281&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2308%2Faccr.2009.84.4.1281&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr-10244
https://doi.org/10.2308/accr-10244
https://www.tandfonline.com/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_3_3_61_1&dbid=128&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&key=000304424800005&getFTLinkType=true&doiForPubOfPage=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&refDoi=10.2308%2Faccr-10244&linkType=ISI&linkSource=FULL_TEXT&linkLocation=Reference
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/getFTRLinkout?url=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar_lookup%3Fhl%3Den%26volume%3D87%26publication_year%3D2012%26pages%3D807-837%26journal%3DThe%2BAccounting%2BReview%26issue%3D3%26author%3DS.%2BA.%2BZeff%26title%3DThe%2Bevolution%2Bof%2Bthe%2BIASC%2Binto%2Bthe%2BIASB%252C%2Band%2Bthe%2Bchallenges%2Bit%2Bfaces%26doi%3D10.2308%252Faccr-10244&doi=10.1080%2F09638180.2015.1009144&doiOfLink=10.2308%2Faccr-10244&linkType=gs&linkLocation=Reference&linkSource=FULL_TEXT
https://www.addtoany.com/share
https://www.informa.com/privacy-policy/


Information for

Authors

R&D professionals

Editors

Librarians

Societies

Open access

Overview

Open journals

Open Select

Dove Medical Press

F1000Research

Opportunities

Reprints and e-prints

Advertising solutions

Accelerated publication

Corporate access solutions

Help and information

Help and contact

Newsroom

All journals

Books

 Sign me up

 

 

Keep up to date

Register to receive personalised research and resources by email

Copyright © 2024 Informa UK Limited Privacy policy Cookies Terms & conditions Accessibility

Registered in England & Wales No. 3099067 

5 Howick Place | London | SW1P 1WG

In this article

About Cookies On This Site

We and our partners use cookies to enhance your website experience, learn how our site is

used, offer personalised features, measure the effectiveness of our services, and tailor content

and ads to your interests while you navigate on the web or interact with us across devices. You

can choose to accept all of these cookies or only essential cookies. To learn more or manage

your preferences, click “Settings”. For further information about the data we collect from you,

please see our Privacy Policy

Accept All

Essential Only

Settings

https://authorservices.taylorandfrancis.com/
https://taylorandfrancis.com/who-we-serve/industry-government/business/
https://editorresources.taylorandfrancis.com/
https://www.tandfonline.com/page/librarians
https://www.tandfonline.com/societies
https://www.tandfonline.com/openaccess
https://www.tandfonline.com/openaccess/openjournals
https://www.tandfonline.com/openaccess/openselect
https://www.tandfonline.com/openaccess/dove
https://www.tandfonline.com/openaccess/f1000
https://taylorandfrancis.com/who-we-serve/industry-government/marketing/
https://taylorandfrancis.com/partnership/commercial/advertising-solutions/
https://taylorandfrancis.com/partnership/commercial/accelerated-publication/
https://taylorandfrancis.com/who-we-serve/industry-government/business/purchasing-options/
https://help.tandfonline.com/
https://newsroom.taylorandfrancisgroup.com/
https://www.tandfonline.com/journals?&pageSize=3000
https://www.routledge.com/?utm_source=website&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=B004808_em1_10p_5ec_d713_footeradspot
https://taylorandfrancis.formstack.com/forms/tfoguest_signup
http://facebook.com/TaylorandFrancisGroup
https://twitter.com/tandfonline
http://linkedin.com/company/taylor-&-francis-group
https://www.youtube.com/user/TaylorandFrancis
http://www.weibo.com/tandfchina
https://www.informa.com/
https://informa.com/privacy-policy/
https://www.tandfonline.com/cookies
https://www.tandfonline.com/terms-and-conditions
https://www.tandfonline.com/accessibility
http://taylorandfrancis.com/
https://www.informa.com/privacy-policy/

