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g a7 AFARY L/ AWIE dEshe AFWREE FE3 ARl AFARY LR/ AVIE Hdde

7]5i4 ol& 7FsAE 2ARIG AFAERTH =29 AT & %“-*ﬂ AL ol g3l ARYRRE 75T F, ]
AP E 2] 1_1%5}@1 NZERRY| doht 2 AFA RS AP d5E 1]‘2 T le7hl dske v - #4434

74"0‘ HEREE B APIATARS BA|AFA R Aol ﬂh‘l F& o FHul, Sl sl dAE 2y

o]-8-8td 1‘*1“1 AFARE B/ 5 A Bt APIAFALZ APle 48] 12 ATAREA RIS A

Hrlol Fo8 qsbA =9, web ZARle S 43 87ekA Fe ot

229 Be ATEL MY dAdA olgHe ENAHEAA} ATARY H57 LHE BeHos ALY + 3

nQL mlo

7t disted zAlstgov, AT AFEC o old dig Yit4d Ags Rely| et £ dFES T A7
£ BMAYERAT AAE S0 At REWLE 2A1317] fsd 54 AR i@ BAAAEAAE B A
dHoz zabelglth £ d7elMe -’:‘—011‘ EE ARAEE FHHeR e HdY 23S kEdte AYIEE
olgsled $19 g Sl Wb B Ate AW Hd A4 $9E o8 AFA RS £Rehe HAM F
o ENHAEAA g a7t -—r‘%%\:} Qe

B A7) Ao ofatd ARFRY L A7 THHA @9k o ERE A2 (sxgnal o #HA FAAM, AI7F £
A& “ME F7ke] A %Ro}% AZE o £ Fo RIS A o] AWFR7IEE o8z
W atel BEE ¥Y F Sdnh @&k APIAE 34 Wle] 34 A l 29 At gle RAYE 7&‘&% o A7
P ol 8 A FH AL AT BolA A-E 842 7HE £ dnh

..........................................................................................

statements)©]Bl, F(errors)e Bl2HA =
& W}, F8%(material) HFE Adse Aol
RIS RE diFHA HA we PARHERA
HAZ n|F ZA3AARIS(AICPA)S Public O-  (analytical review procedures)e] th@t @17} ol
versight Board(POB)oIMe AFARSS] ZAFxAE  Foixlm g,
7](management fraud)& Adets A& FASAAL ERAAEAA ] g FEAH B84 AR
o o7z TFAL AL AICPAY 23 a738ld  Slol ARAR AR 9 ATAR 99 A8E ol8g ¥4
tHPOB 1995). W3 (irregularities)zt ZAGAAL  AdEada 7PHe] oigh B d77t olFoA it
71 19 AFARE gt oMl HZ(mis-  (Loebbecke and Steinbart 1987, Loebbecke, Eining,

1. M

rhu

=5 H$Y 1 95. 10 AX=EY : 96. 11



Hxpet KR

and Willingham 1989, Wheeler and Pary 1990,
Coakley and Brown 1993, Calderon and Green
19, Green and Calderon 1934, Coakley 1995,
Fanning, Cogger and Srivastava 1995). 2] d+
Bl ofat ket el FAAZEMA B H it
el BAAHEARDE AT RS A=A B
o =& % 4 vz govHHylas and
Ashton 1982, Biggs and Wild 1984, Loebbecke
and Steinbart 1987, AICPA 1988, lLoebbecke,
Eining, and Willingham 1989, Wilson and
Colbert 1989), ol &+ Az oJshd 1 &njrt
o me| e o] AR et

dF Ev £F7d A4 o188 & Sl 7HeR A
= 9y Fopdf AH&H1 gle
work)71®e]  3lck  (Widrow, Rumelhart, and
Lehr 1994). XAz oJshd H|AL7 |74 29}
AP ANFAE] 85 FE(Jearning sample) S 3814
HEl (pattern)& A8l AFFRES wET) g
& B3 T AAYREE APEE(test sample)el]
A4l APIATAIRS} BAPIATAER ]
A ERE ATAEE AP1Y gl & ARARS
onjaly, weld FRRIS oleid ATA R tisie]
B YFE ARlsldol & Aok @Azl B
BE R APIAE 23 i g3t wg oo
3t AZBWURE S o83 W vl go] IS 1
& u), API9E SHe die AETRY 582 At
A5l e 88 ok st

2 d1e Fdedyg ) qasleayd #dd
A% ARE olgdtd AFAL AIATE AT
ANALRYE 153 1 AP F L L5}
Al dof] &3 58
A7ke ZARIT 15 ﬁ%EdJ d% v4<&
g7l 9% wWAriA(benchmark) 2 EA13

A7 (neural net-

m\m

o Z71¥9 HEEM ¥ (discriminant analysis
model) & ©|&3 FEEAY ZHT AHAF} &
3} AAYRHE] AN ENAAEHA}E o] &3
Foe] AT AFHERE vmw - BT

W A7t B2 AAYRIES Al oshy,
AZFEZ] BAZAFAIRA g ZRE Ao
signal)SJ Ade dA3 gargIEA Fx9 9
54 R B e 89 fEYE B
RS 4 glo] 2RE Alzrdd oF 4
A ZdozH AAWIPEEL Al T
ApQlel AME B ZRIgo] Fe Fel A
F A el Ak AgE wY 4 s
Foll oletd AFAE] AR Slo] A7
7ol HEAQ 7IMET S5437} E%}ég}
dlx e AoE Yehied, 1397
A A AT ol8d F Slof S
ARIS) AR offd diMd + e
AHEE F Side Aot

2 =R 4L ded 2o A23dME AF
AR 27t A AR g Ffe] AFES
g, A3FM e AZHEEF HHEARY
AHEE W AR Apge] AR Azld] dishdd
Zlsdtt, A4ddMe AZ4TRE eyl tot
of Agdtn, A5HAME AZTREY 45S v
wepr] 913 WAnAE AT WHEARY L
Aol el Aw ApAdME B Aol
AAE AAYRFG RN Rge] AY A
e =t & I 48, A, 2gdn F=
Aol dsiMe ATHAM Lot

—

o _E e

rﬂ‘. :{o

o it ofN 2 u? AN ot
r&m(‘)“n\'
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AZYI|HE 0|88 AYXAI(management fraud) HEA SXo ns A7

2. 8 o7

HD

2.1 MPHE R0 Ciet My

FHAAEAAR ANRE Ee AT A5l o
3 WAE 2AREeEM AFH FH Uit HrtE
Egshe Foleta HolsIATHAICPA 1988). ¥4
@@Exéi}% HARlo] AFAAL Ao &

Aol AT tste] Fsldol ske FAY
THE dddted =85 FH, A 34L&
A3 AEGA N oA AN AgdAe 3
dAAM FAF FA Gl tig AFAEE gt
ol =85 Foh EMAPEAAE AR ¥
7kt @ RAES 93] ZAMI TN ] AMEE R 9L
T 7IHeEA, e d7sc] YU A Fe
ARE Hdde] o] FMRHEAAL M fES
wolgln #1519 tH(Hylas and Ashton 1982,
Knechel 1986, 1988, Loebbecke and Steinbart
1987, Biggs, Mock and Watkins 1988).

ol iR A ke o]Foizl 28171
o At ¥ 23R dg =AY Hylas and
Ashton(1982)¢] A+E °lF F 27.1%7F ¥4
HAEAA] o FAZE AwE 5 o Bx
3ttt o] AFT EMAHEAA} AFARY 2
FAEA o] AAAJD F840] Aokn HEA
Sy, OF EAA BMAZEAAL deht &2 2
78 AHe, 2F9] FAAlee @it 2 1 AR
& AFsherel g d7e o FolR|A] Rkt

Biggs and Wild(1984)$%} Daroca and Holder
(1985)e <jahd 1t BMAAEAA} ZAH T
Al BE ZARIES ol ARSE T glckn Basigith
Hoh Aud wbgel EAAPEART gol fdEol

SEBHT M26d AM12 19979 29

o]#51 the Tabor and Wills(1985)2] |3%
ANk, Schmutte(1990)9] FAlel <jahd Ak
AL Ang WY EMAHERA Y didlde
Ae g ga ARz A AlgEA getta
Eu3lsth. Ammen and Strawser(1994) 9§
Al MR A iR dd iy

THAHEAAE ol8dthn LRI 99 RS
galsigict o) A7 idd AYHEAA

o o &AM zhAHIAF 71%e] A&
B, 2 71 WREA TR 3ol da, 2
T AFAREY fFo] g dwrd AHo] *e o
AHE 4 duka AA G

Kinney(1987)9 Loebbecke and Stein-

bart(1987)2] AlE# el (simulation) WYL
Ao} AFA F vﬁ@ OFE AYUsK, M4

HEAAL o] 2/E AWsterte RAlRe Aol
o} o] Aol ojstd H|mojHeln FaF 27l
o ZAIEY Hrted RAAHEAAE AdE
WeldMat g-gaittn Busidd. jF Ak AE
A dispq] AlEHH ITE if} Kinney(1987)
o] ‘*?"ﬂ o3t e duiEsddEs A e
H &5 AFARd 2HE 7/ Adsted &

ag /\ll‘éa AwelA Fate Aoz wHHUTH
Knechel(1988)9] &7 HA] o8} dX|sh= A
£ B9

2.2 MFHE Ao ChEt g

Hylas and Ashton(1982)9] el <of3hd
iy A o 281789 MRAFYE F
107]gke] =&l e Foln], of 1070F 7747t A
GARA1el sgEkn stk Coglitore and
Berryman (1988)2 16709 Wz Algldl ois}
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ol ENAYEAAL ol A o 4 ?Jw‘:— A
of slevhl g 2ALE dglt. o] A WA B
dn vlx FELEY(Securities and Exchange
Committee: SEC)S A& #43 A, B4A7
EAAL AR dldF ARARY APIE A
ste A& =9 F 4 gz ABAYLY

Loebbecke, Eining, and Willingham (1989)&
6th 3IARQA(Big Six)ell oaf 2dd AT ] W
Hell dig) A - 2ARBI 2GR 98 o)
et ZAA DA M ALSE Azl 9SS o
& skt of Aol oJetd Azl 3
o 1 o]Ae](34.8%) FdegHHdA dout
B, GG NN ERAGEDR Y s o5
719} 32.6%7F AladEin s

Green and Calderon(1994)9 d3& BA
AHEAA7L AYAAE Adtsted A#zoz
TESIT D R Fd¢EAH o At %
Fd A9 AZAEE dges 3 o] AP A}
ZIAFARE RS oldldes g2 @J}* B3
oy, HRPIAFAE ZE dEiMe
olde] FAEHE Aladg HyoeRy EHo PR
HEAA] U3 97 AEE AZaATt. Loebb-
ecke, Eining and Willingham(1989)2 Green
and Calderon (1994)8] A7|&we] A2E At
Calderon and Green(1994)9] 7= #A2A 94
A7 A1 digk Alad g & & derks =
Aottt o] AP ot AREAILe o]ud &
of AFA R At EAdhe AS o= Ax &
& A2EE A AP B gSd
= ZaA o] HA Zitla st

EAANAEAA ] dg ded S AEs 2
Heh Hod Fuek g A4 A9E dad o
TEE U Utk dutEoz ded bEde

A
o T

20

B, ARIMAS X-11 59 AAY(time series)
TS AR Awdt o] Azl o s
T % 4 Ut (Kinney 1978, Knechel 1986,
Wheeler and Pany 1990). Z18{4+ Wilson and
Colbert(1986) ¢l SJsbH "t whgoluh el
Holu £83 278 Hudle dole S &
F3¥ 1 silm, oyt A ol 2Fe] i)
Al ARE Alade £2AE 290 A uwg
EeHoleta st 28L& Fwg wie HEA

of £ ol%E FEY W A% Tew Wun
o 20 A8slE Hue Qo] B Eolza

st Kinney (1978)& "gultdoz Hu} g
ARE ¥geln, Brd B A4 p¥o] 87E
5 A3 o $d'n sy,

—{) rlo

2.3 SHEHe "ot

e AFEL A M]Q“*ﬁ]"ﬂ‘i TR EA A}
olgsld AFAELY & Eg’—‘i_i gt
Aete dlgtd 2A)E }9&0‘% AREL YoM
" vkeh Zo] A23] deAY miaitia &
At Loebbecke and Steinbart(1987)¢] 9
'3}‘?'3 E—’“ﬁ@i@i}—t— QR EAY o 2FE
7‘—1 dlele o]l&d 4 gled, 27} doks
QH_]% F v Wdgan Zex9ig. @A
© Algdolel o8 wheolxl A3 E ARReIY
Ad, B3 Agd dg AdHd A7Eoldct 8t
AcHCalderon and Green 1994, Knechel 1986,
Loebbecke and Steinbart 1987, Wheeler and
Pany 1990, Wilson and Colbert 1989). X3
T AFEL FENS o7l de AeHS «l’%‘é}
AY, Kinney(1978)9] A<} o] Hr} g
g ol&ske Zol o v AnE JHE & )J‘:h:

lm

2 o
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AFYrIE 088 By

X:AP2|{management fraud) ¥4 EXof 23t A7

Oa A F4E st o & Tl dE
FEAE 849 AFAE 1o FFH 93
Hot olFolAlx] Ralthe A|Ho| 7bEdit.
FERAAFELF) ol AFAR 194 eF
7 EAQE 9 AR sldF F7HERl 2ARE dhe
£ ZuE ’\]1@9‘ = T e WETHE 9k,
EEAALIRELF)ORE AFAHA 34 F
b EAsHA] \z’% o AR stedg F7RER] 2AL
e Al1EE 74 %92 7 e WY
'h?} Calderon and Green 1994),

Edzdo]l #1993 (Treadway Commission)ell
"1—‘& ‘A AP] A EE Avlde B2 8%
A feo] vt eln A& AUHTreadway
1987, p7). 1218 dF HdY e oA
AT A&y, HFEFAYN @70l &
B, & O AFAREY B Fol 1 Az
1 shllch mebM o] Y3 ol dF A
1 BAE oyl §g o2 #AER Y ES
A AL duslta o (Treadway 1987).

1o
nSL rlo

r

N

ruEL uj

2.4 AFY Ha gy

AMFAZL AP ofFo] Bt o5
£ @7 Hopl 4

2pgol Y Q4 F¥o| F¥sittn Bnd
PV E =gt AFAE ARE o

AERY s TEae e 71 ATA
ARE o4 7199 EAdEE gk A
wEHog fAkslta sHTHOdom and Sharda
1990, Raghupathi, Schkade, and Raju 1991,
Tam and Kiang 1992, Salchenberger,

SELRES
T 73] 9 A2
o

ol
-

(2 op
£ ox 0 ogt rim

>

L

Cinar,

and Lash 1992).

A7ER7el A8 & Qe 7P BEAY Rofs
Agel EF FAR2A, o] HZH(Klimas-
auskas 1991), =4klZ(Tam and Kiang 1992),
Fab #2419 d&(Yoon and Swales 1991), 1
2l JdE2AH(Trippi and Desieno 1992) %
o A7 AL #t ok o5 AT oapd Al
AE7ES o8 A e B 29E By
t}. Tam and Kiang(1992)% Salchenberger,
Cinar and Lash(1992)¢] @+ 414571 <3
Aet BAH WPl o AHE vlmsti o,
Hla A m29 AFY 0l o 4% e
Huslge}

ARSE e O]J‘X]":ﬂ‘?i"' HE7H 287} v
wel, AAYE SH5-& dhe 7oln
2 xgol #-$(adaptive)dhe E430] siet. Iy
AE7PA 28l e A Ho| Abdd] Helgnh U737
e Zre] HEd g °“’¥§}47é(generahzatlon)
E8lo] ot A% (robust) ¥ P&}
TRt she Amd diE ofn] F-eA o3l
Aol AR AR AES viEZA AHYE +
Atk AAEE BAAZIH wwstH FA RN
MAE A% 2z @ﬁ—r T 94 A4
712 e a7eA e H ARE B2 k=
EebAA (incomplete data), STA]
(outlier) & T AL n{¥ u) AAYo] HF|
Ao Ago Be B £ 7 Uda st

A7) AFAFe] & 7pioEAMe dEe A
T cEE vnd o A dig 4
e e B 4 Aok HY:Z(processing
node) 7ty AAZE(weight)E E8YE AAYR

o 1

o] Z(noise),

a 'I"Z]

1) A7 tig 7124 ol false

CEBAT #2663 1% 19974 2%

#0238 FAIE Chesters] Neural Networks: A Tutorialg #2¥ A
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Exhzt - 2k

Fol A o2 HA dig 2} ¥ E &
F7h gt AFTE A8 Ee &
713 22 BAA Y vt A7
&l (optimal solution)& %7 £& 4 Sk 4
ot} A7 Ui tig £ ofsir} Brbsdite
A, e mgdvhe 24| gle A, 233 H3
o] AAY Fx& Ze b digh AL o] &)
flohe A Sl A7 okdoR o YA 19
ek e HA FobA 3-8 Foke solvtm St
HT AEYRES A AEE dFEAME
Coakley and Brown(1993), Coakley(1995), 1%
Fanning, Cogger and Srivastava (1993)&
% Slth. Coakley and Brown(1993)& A
glold 28E AREsld AW YY) AzE o
TRHHERA 7PEQd e EA T AT Y
Zyel wwsld eRAwe $HZ FHESNC
Coakley(1995)& ¢4 49+ ZIE Kinney
(1987)¢ A+ Aze} Hlud AHolth. Fanning,
Cogger and Srivastava (1995)& AFAEY
o] At AP|E AR R wHirE MPls
A& (cascaded) Logit?H< B3l /g i<}
Hndle] A7) Ak gEdeA ditke A& Btk
Fanning, Cogger and Srivastava (1995)8 ¢
T ARl A A A7 Il dig &}
H2 A=Az 2E(checklist) A& 2ol digh digat
8E o]gdld AZAYEEE sl oy & A
Ae A9 AP - HRPIAFAR AIAE ARE ©f
S} AAYRY S NI Ho & Aolr} ok E
g2 dTE @ 7Y ATAR A5 v E of
47 T wlE A o/E B A A4A
o2 AT AEHoA ARE AATRIEE
g Coakley and Brown(1993)% Coakley
(1995)9 A7 ge] ode] gjate] A AFA R

=

M g  aln

22

£ A3kt

& Ao Al o3 Ausz] 2y A
AL AIAFHEE ol g3l AFARA AP} £
AT T2 0FA G1E wnehe pEE =
724 B2 so]M(backpropagation) AAYEEH
& olg3ke Aojt. WEZauAle)ld AAYL 23}
TRl Slol 7F €e) AbgEle 230t (Rumelhart,
Widwor and Lehr 1994, Klimasausakas 1991,
Tam and Kiang 1992, Yoon and Swales 1991,
Trippi and Desieno 1992). 7&¥ R&d] AL
A HAPIARARE FUAPIE 28 9eEe a3
= Wths AEE AR

2 APelA g Eele FAE o e o8
2ok (1) AFAR] Tgd 39
dated AAY el deht §EE Alad
FTore7? (2) AFARA 1A diFo] &3
A & o AAYHE ARE AadS 2]2EA
e FHAM dupg ZEHAV? MYl AFE
AR dF& Adehed fEGH &) de
7kl iF B F /b WAeiag o4t} 1
shie BAld PR ge] droln & ghd
T BAAAEAA g 7|&e] A3 Aijoltt

2
re
£
du
tlo wlo
A2

B s nz2 Z2@A=EU(SEC)d AEH
Az 42 787199 #dedty 2 dadsy
T #¥" ARE ol geiid. WY MEL o=
2 A HEA 5o HAY dFEHC

EEEBHT 5262 M1ZE 19974 2%



HBYIEE 013 FSX

tH7l(management fraud) Y4 ol 23t o7

Hlu 7hsAde aefsld e, Fde A5
T AR FAIMY ol8E §F FHdA o
2 87K 4w Agsidnh

NERES
1, &332 / 2u2
0. UEFTT / IR
3. &% / danas
4. hEElel / el
5. B / AL
A4
1, &2
2. e
3. hezwE
MR WEEe BARARAAS ol8d ok

gapgolrel gl A Fo AFENM ES
Axai tﬁ%ﬁolu} (Green and Calderon 1994).
& gt o A EAI2E Slo] 7 A
go] B 176‘%"]11}. Hylas and Ashton(1982)%
Loebbecke, Eining and Willingham(1989)¢] 4

Foll ofstd oiEe] A2 o] A W

gEE To Bt

Feledaiya gEd ApHELE HhHAZS
A7) st EulEe] g de3es e
H]

O

o]

il

Nio o N

We 13 SaEad dg deswad
G585 2)6] AL, ol HEe A
3 gdE Age pane BAS Jehar

Daroca and Holder (1985)¢] oJa}¥ ZH4d
Fol|l A 71 Bo] AMRE e HEe TrjE/ A E
29 B EHF 3)F ujEFo|q/crEy H|
(&8s 4)oletn ¥l Blocher and Cooper
(1988)& o5 F Hl&o] fAwd uf$ FH3t
g Bt upA vleQl FApide] digk ¢

BT 8262 M1% 19974 29

BuiEae] BlE(HE¥F 5)2 JuiETe B4
ol 7H4 wol AMEEE H&olthMcKee 1989).

Daroca and Holder(1985)¢) 93l FA&
Mol sle] 7HE Bol AHEHE dre g 9
FelEg (S 13 FA-S 2)ojgtm |t
Blocher and Cooper(1988)9] At Al&do]A
Aol o FAEAME BT LFA T o 7t
B FES WA AR S AAsAY. Blocher
and Willingham(1985)# Arens and Loebbecke
(1988) = oA d st Add FAHEST dst
of DEBAT. o] AT HA| 219 A
S AR Fokon, 371 7hsd FARSFEAE o
2 (FAET 3)S 3 A

/\COZ

3.2. X7y g

T A7 ARE APIATAR B2 vlAPIA
FA®E HEL Green and Calderon(1994)¢
THAAEAAE o &F ZAGAAP] At AT
AHE BEF YUY HES AMESIEY. AT
AFE FEL SECO AZHUNE FUof A71HA
AR Ao} A aFo] vt #HE AFARE
olpl, o]F AFARE AFEA 2dM AP #
e e AFAREZ s 19820 FH
199049 71zt & SECY 34 9 ZAejutEn
A (Accounting and Auditing Enforcement
Releases) Z2%E FAE#I oA A7) AR
Ao} Aagel son #HE 113719
10-K EuAolx &dsigltt. o] & #d AsE
T8 & fe 274 A AFAETE AF e
867) AFAEE AT

HAZIAFAEE AZ1E EebA] b2 ATARE
A APIATAE 23 tg9E UE, 7R, 4% 4

23



HRst - 2Ky

A& 12l 86718 AFAEE COMPUSTAT ]
olepo] 22 FEH  FIATE. wepd B ApelrMe
172748) AP - BAZIAFA R A=, HAb
AFARe] FELS HFqHE L2 AFAIEA
HAag 2978 APIAFARE BHEHA ¥ AR
AFEE) 7IH9 TRe TS 71T st
F ORP dE 329 1 7ge FAk #Rst
$11,000,000 °l3e! ZIdolH 389 1 7IHe &4
AF FFE7F $11, 000.00000M $100,000,0009] <
e 71gdelm, urix 3%9 1 719 FAME
27} $100,000,000 )49l 719de]}.

3.3. 7|Hi2¥ol e Xz ME

ENAAEAA: AAARY Y, 32L& AR
A3 g Agge BAS A FEE s
o} vlwahs Aelh. ojzigt A s|dle}h HA]
Agee] Aol(uZdix) e Zzle] mel ARl
o e B AFZold AF1F s F7}
ZAE @ A7t dFE AP AFFE AP
AFA T ARz Wale] seo] HAZ|AFAE
AR wige] fd7 ofgA e g2
glod welgitt o]E $isle] APIATA RS WA
AZAEZHE P v]g 2 FAHFY 7gix| %
AAR 9 Aolg Felatr] A 25 HAgo] Yo
3, olgld AL JIUAR TN 719g =
28 29 & Uk

2 a7 A4gRgd dYgdE AL ¥F
£ HIZIUA 7} AHEES, HIZIgA] AlLEE Hskd
T deg ddmee] ol o) -‘?—
o] AHgH T gotn McKee(1989)°ﬂ"1 k1)
NAGEZ o3t o&x|9fe] AolE F }Aai
AHg-3t Tt

24

Hl &8y (simple percentage change
method: SPC)dl| A% w7 Idix& Fd=e] gtz
Adxe grol Wsl v &S o83l o Wl
Ae Adx sig AFddo] 1} ddme 2ol
of digt 7lvigtel €tk Ameen and Strawser
(1994) elapd Fgt Admsofe] v mwol
AR 71t de] AIckn siglet gl &)
€ U5 23} o] P}

|By— B\l
B, x 100

B, = zApdx9] AFTA
B_, = A=Y Ay

AALREE R Algsl wrlgxE
Tohe WdM e, AR dist] AFFAT
FHTE A4 I ARz wshie] dist
o AFEAVEEET S A48 1YY F /RE A
L3It McKee 1989). WA AFHAIS
B (plain sum-of-the-years™ digit weighted
average; PSYD)<& ZARIRe &7 AF 2
o Zivigs AFFAVIEETEE S AHel 2
F, 7\hgks AARE 3 Aol digh v &2 U

3} o] AR
|By— B’
B x 100
= ZAPAEY A3
B - & B;x (N+i+1)

IE ,-21".[

; 2ARAEY AGAde] g 7))
Bi=2# 428 AR, i={-1,-2,~,~N)

(g 5o i=—20]9 ZAME 29AE T
N=c]$8 AAdel F44

CEBHT xi26R M1 19974 2%



AFY e o8 YIYMAP|(management fraud) AHE S0l et o

A O S

AMAGRE S AHT FHAY WS AdEde
Aole]l tigt 52 flsl] FERATIAZER T
(incremental sum-of-the-years’ digit weighted
average: ISYD)Z o443t} o WiE & A
Ao 7ldigke A st A Hdzet 24
dze] HgE dE3 3, o) Wl JdE3e A4
zo] Zdof gitetd ZAPAE o] ZidigE Al
A, sldixjek AAR e AfolvleE tedt 2
& 4E o] fslo] At

|By—(B_;+ A B))| o
B_,+ AB;

100

By = ZANES A5
B, = 2AadEy AR

. N aB xX(N+it+l)
R R
5=
D ZAMAES ZARE RS Aold] g g

AB,'ZB;'“B,'VI . z={—1,—-2, A 'l,—N}
N=0o]8d ALY

FES AL 49 7R ¥ =T gk AL
of glo} 7t WA e AFARGY FAE A
37 gkethe Aotk SAS No. 319 "FA

(B 1) ddoll AR 229 27|

(evidential matter)” ¥&o] S3ld ke
HAF B2 4 ARE o8Ee ZKIY JdE
FPsledM e opErttn 7lestn ok (AICPA
1980). #Ae AgAe tE od F37 ozt
JHE AR el tisld AE7HE g AR
stedo sk Zo|tt. Biggs and Wild(1985)+
AR e Ao wEgoan zhalele] s
7b 2 o g #Hyl(bias)He AFe] dtta 3
Ak, olgqF Hrle AT AFRAE 19 7]
et vlmap ZARE o ZhARRe] A2RELRE
F7HE & Uk YoM AHEE F 79 7
P AR Z1dae] F4ddl o] Bg 2
A7t FEHe] WdsHe wioltt (Biggs and
Wild 1985).

Zt AFARAN 87 Wge] 7ot AAlgke]
Aol H]E-E 919 Ao we} A4kt AT F
AF #EENe gz AR 9t Zldig
A Ao] H&E 78 o, AFHANEE
FHHE ol&3l JdgE Aldke PSYDHH
o 7Sl 4394 AEAA(N=4) AHstAen,
A= RE Y] o dig AT@AZEHTY
& o] &% ISYD¥HM e HA 538t AFA

@9l ol8d ATAES

SPC A& PSYD #&** ISYD A=**
: 7] 19 17 , 16
He* :
YRR 39 o 40 53 34 s
ene | AV 28 27 : 24
deRE s 56 o 54 o 52 o8
: Pl 47 44 40
izl ] 95 19 94 2o 86 16

* SEEED AYERS 44T Z2aYcld 42 6049 40%2 Fol F ERAN RAYHoE 228 dlo 103 FHIUE.

webd 22k 108 APM AHEE BES A7) FEY.

“AATRY o] & Whe] gk A4kl g2t SPCE weH ¥y, PSYDe A4ArIEREEY, ISYDe SR

AR vEp.
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A4S} - 22

E ARE "az & frb A - 0A] BEO
2 A 17209 AFAE 28 FoN g 2
< e JYAE Fehed Had HA A%
AFE A8t fle Avdde 1 AEE AYAAY
olgA sl HFHog Hyel o]L&H AFAEY
FE SPC, PSYD, ISYD el wa} 2z 95
A, 9470, 8674°]t},

2 ATl AFE ARALTAN 60%F=
£ EEECE UnRE AR 2)FE
st olgelgtt. TR FA] A EAE FE &
2o FAFE FEP] glsled whE AJd A
o] HAgks Tt Hwsr|2 s ol sl
EEEY AldRRoRES] PEY Tz 10
3 AAgl] AARREY AR gEEEge]
AR AMESITE (E )2 Ago] ARgd B2
o 75 A Ao,

4. APIIEEE ETEMQ MHLTE

A78% o€ A (architecture) & A4 214
% 2ZEgoYE Algdlel 339 wEmaw oy
AARREE ML}, AlaRo|= g2 2E(Sig-
moid logistic) &7t ZF AHelie=eqe] Holgt
TE AMEHACH, AaRolE ZAAEFLE 2
ol WF(category) Y o 53] AEAS A
o2 4 dH(NeuroShell 2 1993).

AHAR A8 FolA o, 4AY Lz F
o Agske WYY X2 d™HgE Folok Fit}
VFEE YEAEE 04 14}0le] golu, -1904
+1Ak1e god Ql¥sle Aol A¥z uhyol

ALZ1 78 A2

oojss sz ols

zhE

a8 n

2) Ward System Group Inc.3]Ale] NeuroShell 2 & AME&IIT)
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IAY7|HS 0|83 HYXAP|(management fraud) A ZXol| 28t i

meh B ATAE YHARE H3ABRS0E
olgled (0,109 M2 ARt PP AR
2ol iglel ABHE FHARE 03 1419 g

339 AR dEFH 23] Aes &
£ ¥ Yoz 24dgled. 2439 Afw
= 2 e BV & FAon. &Y A==
T2 e o 3 7 slel=agle] gl HE
oA d¥& F8l 21 8 Aokl drt. 307Kl
2R e 2 AE AR A3 879 1 A
A=, 4749 24 A= a3 174¢] 29
AHemee] 3% A%l AgEd. (28 1
< 2 A7 A3 Add A% 9ds ve
o

YN

4.2 g5

SGARE AP AN FolA QlEARd
gl 7l 2UA8S 3] 40 dadEY 2
BARE Folol Sgo] Lol Eh @ g%
7l(epoch) B E2e] RE Aust 9oz HAY
of @l UHED dog wA 2l dER
gt wzasseld gadFd od JExad
delo] ol 2P, SEARd dald AnEe
29gte 5] 98 GHY dEREe 2He
e e gudos e Ase wEy s
29 98¢ ez ¥y

sgTeiles) gule A3 AZWREY T
Slel F2g Tl old BAZ sl 9
A ALole e PUHE 549 %o ¥

At ggF717t vl dioit o2 e

A7 A SaE Pk Ty gen 2udy
BEE UF wA AU, A4 2939 A
RE 7 YR Ae Afdde e EA @
o 2 SASH dot. o] ddelMe &7 2dl
"ol 247} 0.12 Fs ok

ARFE S5AEst JHEUN gaatag] B

H2E A% AT debFog e e
AsHoz dojuAt ol de] &=t )
T+ =SAAY ol v g el olzA
g a8 dA HFert e BAd diskd 2
7FA 71E0] ARSE L Sl o] A¥dMe %3
718 3she TS duFE VIEeR A9Ed
st

olf

4.3. 2HO| Alf(test)

GEHES ol 8% AW FgFHpgol B
7} Aelweite]l AAZ%Est AR, o] AART
© ARl AlgAYEF WA ¥u adz AEE
o #@5S Fo AgE AAYEE S APEE
Agshd 2t AFA R dietd & At 03 1
Atele] FA 2 AFEHD, o] $AE o83l AP
AFA RS vAZIARA R EF38l7] Helde 7]
53¢ dAH (cut-off point) S Asladol gt
og] 7k o2 dAHS /L o] 48 d9E =
AR F JAAE 058 s dAEE 0.5
2 Asle AL ARYRY L ALY iR £F
of Aise A olrl= dtth(Gallant
1993). UAA 0.58 AHgste] o # it
A% o] o8 AFARY AV 9¥E BT
=3

3) MEgwgigkeg Tdo—do ] ©

BT M26H 1% 19974 24
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et - Hax

283 > 0.5
8% < 0.5

HALZ| 2] A4 &
A1 A A E

5. SAN HEERME 0188 2

A9 HHg Bl TEE AAYe wFANE
Blsl7] A WA AR B dFMe FAA
71l 3&@5’- o} AoE AP, ﬁ}éﬁig‘ o]
3l P @R "I%‘EEJ AEES =
Yol ‘Q‘“—“Jﬁ}‘ﬂ A&l g e gl oiﬁ?—
B4 tog hEdn

t}E3 A ¥ (multivariate regression) 43
4 AR E foihd] ¥ EYUTES A
A7l HEE 22 gu rMe AAETEY
Zo|A A" UFEE THo| AT &
FoAl BWHRY T2 AmysHE AV
AHEt e dg HHEAS 98 *‘fi‘ﬂ‘:HE
g : S7k8kn iek(Coy 1995).
A 7A¢et s R A2d FEueY g
& o]&std APIATFARSG HAT|AFARRE 2

op

mr&—&i

g Fe e J va Bsjclof am), B ATolE
e ge Wow dANS Fauh
Yo+ Y,
2

Yo, Y, & 27 uab], ApIERY g
B dagke] B

EAR WHENAE BEEYdN HEEE §

Agke] ojulz} Quralel HAEAe] 799} o] &

A & glol 2o did HgE s ged a3
& FEHT) AP Ee vAplY g@E 7HRE A
3 o] dubEQ BAVIYY 71EAEY HTEE

£ YA ¥ A8E tFL B 8 deMe
Zh AaAg ez Al g 103 wE 4
gt Aol A Hd& 7z A7F % vlwsl)
T Eoltt, dutdoz i*”*-r} & ol g
M 4 g ddle BEEAS 1 g1 oEw
HEMY(multiple discriminant analysis)”]'

& AHEHA "o

6. Zuot B4

SollA ¥l v E ((E 1)) 3714 98 ¥ye
T AP A8E HE U2 g5HE0 APERS
B o] AW BAH wEEAMe] gEAse
AHEstd Adsigich. AFT AEelMe 537
€ 1,000, 10,000, z8x2 100,0002.2 3}
g8 ol At Mg L2 SEF71(1000)9
AR RE S Adegsia A&t

2 dPdMe FHe dFER RIRE b
Ao slo) FARIGA 7k A8 3 zARE
Setthe A Erid A Alade digert
o F=e] wet AF Hrphye A84S AT
(Calderon and Green 1994, Wheeler and
Pany 1990, Loebbecke and Steinbart
1987). ©d ZHARPE R asA Fbe ZAlel
st Ao A g Fobd Ate] BES
"ol A Hch. W AR F7ke 2APE B8

4) Microsoft®] Excel® AME81% )
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AFUIIHE 0|83 AHRAI(management fraud) HEA ol st o7

Pl EFsL F7IEAE A v A2F
ORIt B =9 ke ARE AR
+ BHHA Hol AR 979 E (external
risk) & F7H71A €0t

AL Ag DAl 2ole ZAME %7
AIFELFEH A2RFLFEo] 47 50%Ect
A Rl FL o] F 2FE&Y ol 100%
Hop @b wow, 2 7 FEHCl dx &
&2olg}x W} (Calderon and Green 1994,
Loebbecke and Steinbart 1987). °|2igh 7|&5A]
= FHEYA ZAEE S lo] Hrbyel
29 e e $<rafjof gtk Aol

(& 2)& AZ%R¥E SPC, PSYD, ISYD #Aad

: 2590589 FEE 78 A
oIt} ISYD A8 AREE A25HFE(59.12%)
£ Alssme BE AFRERd AlfYeRs Et

A2H3 LF-8E0] 50%KET At} 7 Ahge] el g%

EEo| i A152 A24FeFe9 A 47
100%3% EA8o2 fEsH] 388 ¢ 4 4
4. 7MY 2 o7& HY PSYD ARE ol&
g AAYRPLe A1FEFs A24Fewe
o] 100%5t AAFA 2L B F0. 7|dd
A viel Zo] AT 25FE0] APEEY £
FeET A Jelgt ole ggalae Ay
ARFRE S0 ovl A3 T FHAsIsR=Y|
AR ARZ NS dgenr o 2 EA9E
Yehle el

SPC, PSYD. ISYD #Ag& Rz Azds
ol Awdhe Yelled A74%rde] Az
A ol Awdittn o L AHE AL
E AL ofds B9 F aR& PSYD A&}
7 2 AZPEYE A7 doe AN @
F 9ok E Ade Age A4Ye d5F71E 2
Al s gaRiae] HEe & QA HAT aR
of 2 AFatgd disldM T £ ANE F4
© gethe on g A%t 18] el
A Aok 7 A8 g Al 7HA T2 EdF)d

(B 2) 249 ZalEY 2FE) 99 %
SPC A& PSYD A& ISYD A&
Eigehifs AR R E ANgEE IR ANERE
A1H3
LHE 9.95*** 28.12** 13.56*** 21.60*** 4.65*** 28.10**
A2H3
SRE 27.74*** 42.48 16.92*** 43.13 29.06** 59.12
Al,2%8
=1Ke
%{;;f 37.69*** 70.61** 30.48*** 64.74*** 33.71*** 87.22
" go4R 1% o8 Uelg
" go5E 5% o8E ek
¢ #eEE 10% olake Uehd
REEHT H263 H1% 19974 2¥ 29
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1,000 7V £L2 4A749rge ZHaz
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o i A wdEs
AgEge] AAE v us

SAeRey gud

0 &
sl

xlrsL

3o} 4
5’—01 = E"]

173317]
Z 3ot
l:_lé

b

2gE 71 SPC PSYD, ISYD A8¥& A1

#9258

&3 A2+

€ Aol felM 2 A

32 37| qEolth

=S
Trga

GEEEs AgRE
o i3t ?o}iit} WA HEEAe] Az g2
golA] sMehtd BHEMe Ardn AEEE
9] Ao pSYDAE} 71 & AnE U
1A zgel Anpel vy Wy
A A FgardA g £ A%E
WA R o] NP )N SEtag

LH‘: /\L—

3 H4

do

L)

NAYRYS Aash PR

280 Ang ‘j]_u_

g o Alfaﬁiﬂr SERE ZFA Al 2%
BE o] A
At ISYD zt&9] AdEEd] digh #dEag
Aael ol F e{EY ol 100%E W 2

& E

239 fFage]

e

dA AR -

a2

HAZE o %

e BRUE B8 stel g steln, H3e
Fgo) BAY BARART oK} ¥

A27% &

AT ﬁlOUr AlFEL

A& 7] A2fEL

72 dAs &Y 5 3l
BT AL M 2 B

o] Agox] F 7]

Azt ¥wsld, PSYD AEE

5ol Al 24

7] w2l

(8 3) MFUDYn} HYFMRH HRLFE vl

2900
TETC

B},

ke]
e ¥

Y53 ‘5%‘:} l
o} 37t giol AllF

© O n}y
na 2

| A% Fglo]

& 79 7P F2
AMERISE o A%
HoF80] 27 21.60%< 46.15%%

(sid A-AEER) 99 %
SPCAt&. PSYDAI& SYDAHE
A7 HHEA AR B EY ek WY
A FELFE 28.12** 80.83 21.60"** 29.29** 28.10** 63.06
A2FELHFE | 4248 16.45*** | 43.13 46,15 59.12 41.25
AL 2HELRE 2}74]] 70.61** 97.28 64.74** 75.44** 87.22 104.31
RS 1% ol8kE veh
" fo4E 5% olake vEhy
t Re5E 10% ol8HE uehd
(A B-E7EE) ¢ %
SPCAR PSYDAE ISYDAE |
Nk WY 7% R AR wHEY
AlFEFE 9.95"* | 12.54* 13.56"** |  15.94*** 4.65"* | 43.75
A2HELFE 27.74** | 33.19% 16.92*** |  30.61** | 29.06™ 25.57**
xﬂl.z%ﬁézﬁ% A 37.69*** | 45.73** | 31.48"*| 46.55"**| 33.71*** | 69.32"
o RelSE 1% olahE ek
" RYsE 5/ olahg vEbd
* L RYSE 10% olEE veny
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6.2. AlZYYHnt Sz 7o vl

lo

(X 4)= PSYD ARE o]&£3 AAFYREZ
B

Locbbecke and Steinbart (1987: AHE
AAE o] &3 2F/FHY), Wilson and Colbert
(1989: FAEZHE ol&% 2753%W), Green
and Calderon (1994: EXAAEAAE o] &4

A}7138h, Calderon and Green(1994: A%
TNt o2& o] 4% eRAEW) ] AREY ¥l
st itk (& 4)elA "}E}"b:"]. PSYD A8&
o] 8¢t AAFRHY A1/FLFEY HA(PSYD

Hi) & Wilson and Colbert (1989)& A3}

TE Y RE 479 AgEdg A 2AR 7

237 A JAAAHEE AR Wilson
and Colbert(1989)¢] 7<= A FHELFEL 6.90%
2 vehiglony), A2AEoFES 85.63%E F oF
&9 2 92.53%c Erh AAWY Af ol
A1RFE 79 A2H3E 2R AFHA Fo] AAs
Aot . & AW F8 FEe AR
o57F golvAl ¥x, AMFELFE A &4
the ZAojtt,

PSYD AsE AHgsle] 7dd VRS M
F2 2948 A A4PRZY FAot. PSYD ®
BS o]8 AAYRE A P} HE 0FES
Fde 97 23 vaegle delle o B A
12788785 7H ¢ slve 3E Holzn g
o. PSYD AgE o8¢ ANAYRYE Al1,27%
LREL A7 23.81%, 25.00%°19, o|HA& 7]
FTAY 50% 2T FAHLR fosh Hrt

7.4 E

€ @rddMe AFARYY FEAANIE AHel
7] Ssked ZldREe wE 37k g ArAY
TS B FHlE 4HARER AARREH B
A WERHRYE FEoe] AE AAE vl £
Aotdct. ol 2¥e AlfIeFed A2HdL
7&e 1EFA 50%%, 11 o] F /&Y
T 7IETA 100%< vustgon, E£§ oE
278 FY AN de LF7E3 vlasiilt
& A7 23l ofspd iAoz NAYHL
AFAEA A7 2EHA st of 2RE Aa
l

(£ 4M 53 PSYDe HIAL oz d& o AHA FUA, A7 EHEHIE Ble
(B 4) AEY2Yn 7|2AFHele] biw @8 %
[ Green & Calderon & Wilson & | Loebbecke &
E3PSYD PSYDH# Calderon Green (1994) Colbert Steinbart
(1994) (1989) (1987)
AR FE 23.81*** 21.60*** 69.14 70.73 6.90 34.57
A2FELFE 25.00** 43.13 31.53 17.14 85.63 73.00
Al 22F& 4| 48.81*** 64.74*** 100.67 87.87 92.53 107.57
o RAFE 1% <lEE vehd
* RoFEE 5% olEtE Uehd
* %91*?4‘- 10% ©}3+8 veld
EEBIAR 5263 1% 19974 2% 31
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ga At /8 LFAY /e ZARIYA
AFA R oo Bl AEH Alade] 97t &
&449 4 glo] o dig FET AladE A
T8 F dojok Fh AAPYPE olEHozH
RIE AN Agd AYS HHoz
ol §5to 2N, AFAEY AR B FuiH
© 7Rl Yol A& & Sint

Agd BEES AMSF B A7 ZATE 99
ASZ AN Halde o B2 ARE A3
AF7E glofol AT B A7 BEL AAH A
27149 TR AN APIE ez 3%
. tE FHe sdeld, & A#dl disiA
© ¥ d7d9A OFoAA ggenz A7 2
7} o] Agddue WP e £F ¥ o
Tl 4177 4 Aa2A 73 (quantitative)
AEEhE ARESHeY, e dA7elM BEA
(qualitative) AEE 93 W] F7RF A77t 2
2l¥|ojzfo} g},

2 Ao Ade AFAR dF BGAY
g Hrte JPHeEd A o4& AXEn
Aok, ARl A DA AFRIEE o
£doen EEHQ E AT & U oy
o7t AAY Y HEI Alzdle] BIE A4
de GAFERAYD Alzglo] gECE, ZARIY
AGE e HHoZ ol gspHA AFAEA T
T AP 43 5L Aoz AU & g
Aot
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Neural Network Application for Management Fraud
Prediction

Jae Hwa Choi*, Soon Jae Choi**
Abstract

This paper investigates the possibility of real world use of a neural network for
predicting management fraud or errors in financial statements. The neural network
learns the pattern of input data in a learning fraud and nonfraud sample and then
applies the learned pattern to a test fraud and nonfraud sample. Each financial
statement in the test sample is categorized as either fraud or nonfraud. A financial
statement classified as fraudulent indicates an increased risk of fraud and alerts the
auditor to increase subsequent substantive testing.

Numerous prior researches have examined the effectiveness of preliminary analytical

procedures (APs) as a means of detecting material misstatements. However, the
available evidence is inconclusive and somewhat ambiguous. Most prior studies have
focused on individual APs offering risk signals in isolation. This study employs a
neural network that assesses risk by simultaneously evaluating individual daza
signals. Neural network technology allows the development of pattern aggregation
which is an extension to the prior analytical procedures researches.

Experimental results performed with a commercial neural network software do
support future use of neural networks as a fraud risk assessment tool. Auditors
would clearly benefit from applying this technology in the planning stage of the audit
process. (Given the minimal effectiveness of analytical procedures, a widely used
technique by auditors, even a moderate improvement in the auditor’s ability to signal

the increased risk of fraudulent statement represents a significant contribution.
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