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ABSTRACT

A RE-EXAMINATION OF STOCK REPURCHASE IN USA
Hua Yang

Old Dominion University, 2010
Director: Dr. Mohammad Najand

Since the adoption of U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) Rule 10b-18 Safe
Harbor for Issuer Repurchases in 1982, stock repurchases have been growing
explosively. Extant literature has shed some light on the motivation behind companies’
repurchase activities. The most popular beliefs include signaling undervaluation (Dann
1981, Vermaele 1981, Comment and Jarrell 1991), reducing free cash flow (Guay and
Harford 2000, Jagannathan, Stephens and Weisbach 2000, Grullon and Michaely 2004),
raising leverage ratio (Hovakimian, Opler and Titman 2001) and increasing earnings

(Bens, Nagar, Skinner and Wong 2003).

Motivated by Stephens and Weisbach’s (1998) research which found that companies on
average acquire 74 to 82 percent of the shares announced as repurchase targets within
three years of the repurchase announcement, I re-examined the motivations for stock
repurchase by linking repurchase announcements with actual repurchases: 1) why some
companies announce stock repurchase, but don’t actually buy back any of their shares,

and 2) why some companies complete the repurchase program as announced.

Applying Logit regression to investigate the motives, I find that companies which make

repurchase announcements but not actually buy back any stock tend to use



announcements to signal undervaluation, so they don’t need to actually purchase their
stocks to covey the insider information once again. On the other side, those companies
which complete repurchase programs are more likely to buy back shares to reduce free
cash flow, raise leverage ratio or improve earning per share. And they have to actually

repurchase their own stocks to achieve those purposes.

I also examine market reaction to announcements made by Non-Repurchaser and
Repurchaser.  Non-Repurchaser receives more favorable market responses than
Repurchaser. It provides further support to my hypothesis that Non-Repurchaser is

undervalued and market corrects the mistake after the repurchase announcement.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The adoption of US Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) Rule 10b-18 Safe
Harbor for Issuer Repurchases in 1982' set up guidelines that a company must follow in
stock repurchase program so as to exempt from liabilities for price manipulation. Since
then stock repurchase has emerged as an increasingly important payout method

complementing cash dividend.

From 1985 to 1990 aggregate net repurchases were in the $30 billion range. After a
slowdown during the recession of early 1990s, the value of repurchases, for the first time
in 1998, outnumbered cash dividends for US companies. Such trend continued in 1999,
2000, 2004 and 2005 (Lazo 2007). In 2007 the dollar amount of stock repurchases by
S&P 500 companies reached a record high of $586 billion, more than double the amount

of dividend payouts (Richardson and Zuckerman 2008).

This explosive growth in stock repurchase has invited research interest in academic field.

A large portion of papers shed light on the rationales behind stock buybacks. The most

! See Grullon and Michaely (2002) for a detailed description on the creation of Rule 10b-18 and how the

Rule affected stock repurchase activity.



popular beliefs include signaling undervaluation (Dann 1981, Vermaele 1981, Comment
and Jarrell 1991), reducing free cash flow (Guay and Harford 2000, Jagannathan,
Stephens and Weisbach 2000, Grullon and Michaely 2004), raising leverage ratio
(Hovakimian, Opler and Titman 2001) and improving earning per share (Bens, Nagar,

Skinner and Wong 2003).

Rule 10b-18 is a voluntary “safe harbor”. Companies are not required to issue repurchase
announcements even after the adoption of the Rulein 1982, but if they want to be
protected from charges against price manipulation, they must follow Safe Harbor
provisions to announce their intent to repurchase stock beforehand and to make
repurchases satisfying the four conditions of Rule 10b-18 regarding manner, timing, price

and volume of the repurchase.

In practice most companies do announce stock repurchases, however companies are not
required to fulfill their commitments after declaring buyback programs to the public.
Stephens and Weisbach (1998) find that “from 1981 to 1990, firms on average acquire 74
to 82 percent of the shares announced as repurchase targets within three years of the
repurchase announcement”. Extant literatures have covered various issues regarding
repurchase announcements or actual repurchases, but fail to disclose why some
companies buy back stocks as announced while others don’t, and what is the motivation
behind those companies that announce repurchase programs but don’t actually buy back a

single share after the announcements?



This paper is designed to test the motives for stock repurchases, but it differs from its
precedents in that I will link repurchase announcement with actual repurchase, and
differentiate companies that fulfill their commitments from those that only announce
buyback programs but do not take actions. To my knowledge no publication so far has

ever taken a close look at the characteristics and motivations of those Non-Repurchasers.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section Two reviews repurchase
literatures and develops hypotheses for testing. Section Three tests hypotheses and
centers on the different motivations behind Non-Repurchasers and Repurchasers. The
comparison of market reaction after buyback announcement between the two groups will

be presented in Section Four. Section Five concludes.



2.0 LITERATURE REVIEW AND HYPOTHESES

Numerous studies have cited various motivations for share buyback. The most popular
and widely accepted theories include undervaluation signaling motive, free cash flow

motive, financial leverage motive and earning per share motive.

2.1 Undervaluation Signaling

The separation of ownership from control enables managers to possess more information
of the company than the shareholders. In addition to financial statement, managers can
convey their inside information to public through other channels like payout policy
(Miller and Modigliani 1961, Miller and Rock 1985). The most well known motives
associated with stock repurchase is the so called “undervaluation signaling”. Usually
share buybacks are announced after prolonged declines in share prices. Managers use
repurchase announcement as a “news bulletin™ that they are convinced the stocks are
undervalued (Asquith and Mullins 1986). Therefore, it will be profitable for the
company to acquire its own stocks at bargain price and reissue them when the price
bounces back. Various researches have detected short-term abnormal return following

announcements of stock repurchase (Dann 1981, Vermaele 1981, Comment and Jarrell



1991, Grullon and Michaely 2002, Webb 2008). Value stocks, which are more likely to
be undervalued, experience significant long-term abnormal return after initial stock
repurchase announcement, while no such positive drift in abnormal return is observed for
glamour stocks (Ikenberry, Lakonishok and Vermaelen 1995). A recent study (Peyer and
Vermaelen 2009) confirms that such underreaction to undervaluation still persists for
open market repurchases from 1991 to 2001. In addition, Jagannathan and Stephens
(2003) find that infrequent repurchases receive more positive market reaction than
frequent repurchases. The possible reason may be that companies which repurchase
stocks frequently may do so to substitute dividend increase rather than to signal
mispricing. Compared with their counterparties, infrequent repurchasers appear to be
smaller firms with low market-to-book ratio and high degree of asymmetric information.
Therefore, infrequent repurchasers are likely to be undervalued. Comment and Jarrell
(1991) compare the signaling power of three most common forms of stock repurchase:
Dutch-auction self-tender offer, fixed-price self-tender offer and open-market share
repurchase program. In fixed-price offers, managers set the terms of trade including a
fixed purchase price. However, for Dutch-auction offer, it is the outsiders who establish
the term of trade by submitting their tendering price and managers only disclose to public
the market-clearing price. In open-market share repurchase program, shares are sought at
market price. Obviously among the three, fixed-price offers send out most insider
information about the degree of undervaluation, and open-market share repurchase
programs convey the least from managers. To test this hypothesis, Comment and Jarrell

examined the three types of repurchase announcements issued by US companies between



1984 and 1989. In line with the signaling power, they find the average excess return is
about 11% for fixed-price self-tender offer, 8% for Dutch-auction self-tender offer and
2% for open-market share repurchase program. All these researches shed light on the
“undervaluation signaling” power from stock buyback. Generally, announcements made

out of this motivation are welcomed by favorable market reactions.

2.2 Free Cash Flow

Besides information asymmetry caused by divergence of ownership and control, publicly

held business organizations have to deal with another issue — agency cost. Jensen and

Meckling (1976) point out that in an agency relationship principal and agent face
different utility functions. To maximize its own utility, agent may not act in the best
interest of principal and thus agency problem arises. Agency cost can include monitoring
cost from principal, bonding cost from agent as well as residual cost from the reduction
of principal’s maximized welfare when no divergence occurs. In a business organization
setting, agency relationship exists between shareholder (principal) and manager (agent).
Mangers tend to overinvest so as to increase the size of the company and expand their
power of control. By taking cash out of managers’ possession, it will make it harder for
managers to invest in projects with negative net present value, since it forces managers to
raise funds externally and encounter keener monitoring from capital market (Easterbrook

1984, Jensen 1986). Consistent with free cash flow hypothesis, Stephens and Weisbach



(1998) find positive relationship between repurchase activity and level of cash flow.
Evidences also show that market reactions to repurchase announcements are more
positive among companies that are more likely to overinvest (Grullon and Michaely
2004). Jiraporn’s (2006) research reveals that in companies with strong shareholder
rights, managers are less able to retain cash inside company for private benefit and are
more likely to send it out to shareholders in form of cash repurchases, while companies
with weak shareholder rights carry out less share repurchases. Likewise, Webb (2008)
also finds evidence in banking industry: board structure, especially the independence of

the board, is positively related to the extent and size of bank stock repurchase program.

Cash dividend used to be the dominant payout vehicle. However, stock repurchases
drastically increased after the adoption of Rule 10b-18 in 1982. The dollar value of stock
repurchases surpassed cash dividends in late 1990s and doubled dividends in 2007 (Lazo
2007, Richardson and Zuckerman 2008). Consistently, Fama (2001) also recorded
“disappearing dividends”. Does stock repurchase really substitute cash dividend as the

preferred cash distribution vehicle?

Share repurchase has several advantages over cash dividend. First, for individual
investor cash dividend was taxed at a higher personal ordinary income rate, while profit
from repurchase was taxed at a lower capital gain rate (Black 1976, Barclay and Smith
1988, Bagwell and Shoven 1989). Though Jobs and Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation
Act 0f 2003 allows qualified dividends to be taxed at same rate as long-term capital gain,

stock repurchase is still subject to more favorable tax treatment. Shareholders have to



pay tax on every dollar of cash dividends they receive. With stock buybacks,
shareholders who sold stocks only need to pay tax on the excess of selling price over their
cost basis and those who didn’t sell can defer the tax payments until capital gains are
realized. Second, dividend payments always cause drops in the share prices after the ex-
dividend days (Jakob and Ma 2003), but stock repurchase announcements are usually
followed by price rallies (Comment and Jarrell 1991, Ikenberry, Lakonishok and
Vermaelen 1995, Peyer and Vermaelen 2009). Third, dividend payments imply to public
a long-term commitment. They are expected to be stabilized and maintained by the
company. Therefore, there will be serious penalties associated with dividend cut due to
companies’ inability to meet the market expectation (Bajaj and Vijh 1990, Kaplan and
Reishus 1990, Denis, Denis and Sarin 1994). Ghosh and Woolridge (1988) report an
average 7% stock price decline three days surrounding the announcement of dividend cut.
Stock repurchase, on the other hand, does not signal commitment of any kind.
Repurchase announcement does not necessarily lead to actual repurchase activity and

repurchase this year does not necessitate repurchase in the following years.

In reality tax does not seem to be the determinant for payout decisions. As pointed out by
Miller and Modigliani (1961), “Strong as this tax push toward capital gains may be for
high-income individuals, however, it should be remembered that a substantial (and
growing) fraction of total shares outstanding is currently held by investors for whom
there is either no tax differential (charitable and educational institutions, foundations,
pension trusts, and low-income retired individuals) or where the tax advantage is, if

anything, in favor of dividends (casualty insurance companies and taxable corporations



generally).” This point of view is echoed in a recent survey with 384 financial executives
who claim that tax considerations are not a dominant factor in their decisions about
whether to pay dividends or to increase dividends, or in their choice between repurchases

or dividends (Brav, Graham, Harvey and Michaely 2005).

No evidence shows that stock repurchases contribute to the reduction in dividend
payments (DeAngelo, DeAngelo and Skinner 2000, Fama and French 2001, Grullon and
Michaely 2002). Disappearing dividends are largely due to changing characteristics of
publicly traded companies and their lower propensity to pay dividends. The surge in
stock repurchases results from the demand for an increase in payout ratio which
companies are reluctant to satisfy with dividend increase. In Brav, Graham, Harvey and
Michaély’s (2005) survey, when asked how to do with extra funds from dividend cuts,
companies’ first choice is to pay down debt, then followed by stock repurchases. This
result implies that managers don’t view dividend and repurchase as “fluid, one-for-one
substitution”. In addition, Brennan and Thakor (1990) as well as Lucas and McDonald
(1998) disclose that shareholders prefer dividend payments for small distributions, open
market stock repurchases for larger distributions and tender offer repurchases for the
largest distributions. Guay and Harford (2000), Jagannathan, Stephens and Weisbach
(2000), Lie (2000) and Skinner (2008) find that companies use dividends to distribute
permanent, recurring and stable cash flows, and use stock repurchases to distribute

transient, nonrecurring and volatile cash flows.
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According to Jain, Shekhar and Torbey (2009), though IPO firms prefer stock buyback to
dividend as payout mechanism, market responds equally positive to both. The choice
between repurchase and dividends is determined by fundamentally different
characteristics and motivation of the IPO firms. The decision to dividend payout is
driven by life cycle factors and investor preference to dividend, while the decision to

stock repurchase is more for undervaluation signaling purpose.

In short, more and more researches arrive at the same conclusion: cash dividend and
stock repurchase are not interchangeable, that is, one cannot and will not substitute the
other as the only payout method to distribute free cash flow. Instead they are
independent and complimentary to each other, serving for different purposes. Dividend
payments are used for sustainable, stable and small cash distributions. Stock buybacks are

mainly for temporary, volatile and large cash distributions.

23 Financial Leverage

Previous studies have validated the existence of optimal capital structure. According to
Modigliani and Miller’s (1963) static trade-off theory, companies optimize their capital
structures by trading off the tax benefits of debt financing against the costs of financial
distress. Jensen and Meckling’s (1976) agency theory implies that optimal capital
structure should minimize the sum of the agency cost associated with equity and the

agency cost associated with debt (Stulz 1990, Hart and Moore 1995). In signaling model,
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optimal capital structure results from the trade-off between the benefit of a higher market
value with increased leverage and the cost of credible debt signaling (Ross 1977). In line
with these theories, both academic research and field survey reveal that some optimal
capital structures do exist within companies (Bradley, Jarrell and Kim 1984, Graham and
Harvey 2001), and managements base their financing decisions on some long-run target
leverage (Marsh 1982, Jalilvand and Robert 1984). Bagwell and Shoven (1988),
Hovakimian, Opler and Titman (2001), Lie (2002) as well as Hovakimian (2004) find
that the probability of stock repurchase is positively related to leverage deficit, that is,
before repurchase companies tend to have debt ratios that are lower than the target level,
and managements utilize stock repurchases to bring the capital structures to more optimal
levels. Particularly, announcement period returns are higher when stock buybacks are
financed with debt (Masulis 1980, Vermaelen 1981) in that debt-financed repurchases

can raise debt ratio even more than cash repurchases.

24 Earning Per Share

The fourth motivation for stock repurchase, widely circulated among practitioners, is
associated with earning per share. Since corporate executives’ remunerations and
promotions are linked to some kind of earning measures, it is not uncommon for

managers to engage in earning misrepresentation (Schrand and Walther 2000).
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Numerous articles? in business magazines and newspapers have claimed that repurchase
can reduce outstanding shares and thus push up earning per share even when profits
remain unchanged. If profits do rise, earning per share can increase even more. For
example, as a result of grand stock buybacks, Dell and Cisco’s earning per share grew
18% and 19% in the fourth quarter of 2005, while their net income merely grew 12% and
8% respectively (Henry 2006). As another example, more than 16 percent of
ExxonMobil’s earning per share growth over four-year period from 2002 to 2006 is
attributed to share repurchase rather than performance improvement (Oded and Michel
2008). Also in 2008 fiscal year, Darden Restaurants reported an earning per share of
$2.69 after buying back five million shares. Reimers and Singleton (2010) pointed out
that the earning per share would have been $2.59, a 10-cents decease, if there had been
no share repurchase. Three-fourths of the 384 financial executives surveyed by Brav,
Graham, Harvey and Michaely (2005) admit that “increasing earning per share is an
important factor affecting their share repurchase decisions”. Research reveals that
corporate executives manage diluted earning per share. Stock repurchase activities
increase when outstanding employee stock options can potentially dilute earning per
share, or when earnings fall short of the past earning per share growth rate (Bens, Nagar,
Skinner and Wong 2003). Ghosh, Harding, Sezer and Sirmans (2008) as well as Hurtt,

Kreuze and Langsam (2008) already discovered positive relationship between executive

2 See Koretz and Mehring (2004), Dobbs and Rehm (2005), Goddard (2005), Rosenberg (2005), Siegel

(2006), Smith (2006), Brandstrader (2007), Silverblatt and Guarino (2007).
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stock option holdings and the likelihood of repurchase announcement in REIT industry

and IT industry, respectively.

The four motives covered in this paper are neither mutually exclusive nor all-
encompassing. Most of the time companies conduct share buyback for more than one
purpose (Guffey and Schneider 2004, Bozanic 2010). For example, Guffey and
Schneider (2004) reveal that variables associated with free cash flow hypothesis remain
as the most important explanations for stock repurchases, but leverage and tax hypothesis
also adds some additional explanatory power. Dittmar (2000) has pointed out that the
rationales behind stock buyback change with circumstances over time. Companies utilize
repurchases to take advantage of potential undervaluation throughout the sample period
from 1977 to 1996, and to distribute excess capital and raise leverage ratio in many
subperiods. Companies also repurchase stock to fend off takeovers and counter the
dilution effects of stock options in limited subperiods, which coincided with an active
takeover market in mid 1980s and the increasing usage of management stock options

from late 1980s and early 1990s.

2.5  Hypothesis Development

It is surprising to know that a lot of repurchases are announced, but not executed.
Traders estimate that only one third of all the announcements in a given year actually get

completed (Power 1995). A study by Stephens and Weisbach (1998) documents that
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from 1981 to 1990 companies on average acquired 74 to 82 percent of the shares
announced as repurchase targets within three years of the repurchase announcements.
But why companies announce repurchase programs, but not implement it? If companies

don’t plan to buy back their own shares, why they make announcements in the first

According to undervaluation signaling hypothesis, companies repurchase stocks to (1)
profit from buying low and selling high, and (2) send out information to public that their
stocks are underpriced. If companies do want to make money from the transactions, they
should not announce at all. Researches reveal that repurchase announcements usually
trigger price rally and it will make no economic sense for the companies to buy stocks
after the prices are bidding up. Even after the adoption of SEC Rule 10b-18 Safe Harbor
for Issuer Repurchases in 1982, companies are allowed to buy back their stocks without
announcement beforehand. Therefore, it is more reasonable for companies to purchase
their undervalued stocks behind others’ back and reissue them when the prices are high.
For the latter, if companies only intent to pass on the insider information to the public,
announcement already serves as a “news bulletin” and it is not necessary to signal again
with actual repurchase, thus incurring little or no cost on the companies’ part to covey the

information.

As for the other three motives, companies have to buy back stocks to distribute cash to
shareholders and lower their cash level, have to buy back stocks to shrink equity

composition and raise leverage ratio, and have to buy back stocks to reduce outstanding
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shares and raise earning per share. Announcements without action will not achieve their

purposes.

In summary, the hypotheses to be tested in this research are:

HI1: Companies which make repurchase announcements but do not actually
repurchase stocks tend to use announcements to signal undervaluation.

H2: Companies which make repurchase announcements and actually complete the
program tend to use repurchase to reduce free cash flow, to increase leverage ratio or

to improve earning per share.



16

3.0 MOTIVATIONS BEHIND REPURCHASERS & NON-REPURCHASERS

In this section, I will test the aforementioned two hypotheses relating to the different
motives of Repurchasers (i.e. companies that complete the repurchase program as
announced) and Non-Repurchasers (i.e. companies that announce stock repurchase but do

not actually buy back any share).

3.1 Announced Repurchase

I examined all repurchase announcements from Year 2000 to 2009 made by companies
listed in either New York Stock Exchange (NYSE) or National Association of Securities
Dealers Automated Quotation System (NASDAQ). These announcements are retrieved

from Thomson ONE Banker Mergers & Acquisitions Database.

Neither SEC nor stock exchanges require announcing companies to disclose number of
shares or dollar amount of shares to be repurchased, so some companies disclose both,
but many only disclose one (Fried 2005). Thomson ONE Banker Mergers &
Acquisitions Database does not provide number of target shares directly, but does have

information on Value of Transaction, Price per Share and Target Share Price 1 Day Prior
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to Announcement. So, to calculate the Number of Announced Repurchase Share, I divide
Value of Transaction by Price per Share or Target Share Price 1 Day Prior to

Announcement, if Price per Share is not available.

Some companies buy back stocks on a regular basis. To avoid contamination from other
repurchase program and double-counting of shares purchased under different programs, I
exclude announcements which are followed by another repurchase announcement in the

same quarter or one quarter after.

3.2  Actual Repurchase

Number of shares actually bought following announcements is not reported directly by
listed companies and has to be derived indirectly from Bloomberg’s Decrease in Capital
Stocks® which refers to repurchase of common stock, common stock warrants, or other

common stock equivalents, including redemption of preferred share capital.

To get the Number of Actual Repurchased Share, first I subtract reduction in Preferred
Stock® from Decrease in Capital Stocks to get the dollar amount spent for common stock
repurchase. And I then divide it by quarterly closing price for an estimated number of

common shares repurchased in each quarter.

? Bloomberg code for “Decrease in Capital Stocks™ is CF031 - CF_DECR_CAP_STOCK

* Bloomberg code for “Preferred Equity” is BS061 - BS PFD EQY
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3.3  Repurchaser vs. Non-Repurchaser

In this paper I include the actual shares repurchased in the announcement quarter as well
as actual shares repurchased in the following quarter, and compare it with the announced

repurchase target to determine my Repurchaser and Non-Repurchaser. More specifically,
REPO% ¢ = Share Actual (+; / Share_Announce
Where Share Actual +; =(Capital_Decrease . — Prefer Decrease) / P+
(Capital _Decrease +; — Prefer_Decrease +1) / Pi+
Share_Announce = Transaction_Value/ P’
P, P+ = Price at the end of quarter t and t+1
P’ = Price in the announcement or price 1 day before announcement

By the end of quarter t+1, Repurchaser must buy back at least the target number of shares
announced in quarter t, or REPO% > 1. On the other hand, Non-Repurchaser does not

buy back a single share by the end of quarter t+1, or REPO% ; = 0.

3.4  Methodology

Following other studies (Kahle 2002, Lee and Alam 2004, Skinner 2008) I will also adopt

Logit regression with cross-sectional data to investigate the motives behind Repurchaser
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and Non-Repurchaser. What make companies complete repurchase program as

announced and what make them fail to buy back any share?

Logit model can be used to analyze the determinants of qualitative response variables. In
this research I run the Logit regression to predict the probability that the company will
become Repurchaser or Non-Repurchaser as a function of some independent variables.

Specifically, the Logit regressions I will use for hypothesis testing are shown below,

REPO = by + b;LOGAT (1)
REPO (= by + bR ¢ ()
REPO ; = by + bsMKBK_IND ., (3)
REPO , = b+ bjLOGAT ¢ + bsR 1.1 + bsMKBK_IND 4)
REPO = by + byFCF_AT , (5)
REPO ;= by+ bsDEBT AT ., (6)
REPO ; = by+ bDEPS_Chg ., (7)

REPO = bp+ biLOGAT 1.1+ bzR .1 + bsMKBK_IND

+bsFCF AT (1 + bsDEBT_AT . + b¢DEPS_Chg ., (8)

REPO is the discrete dependent variable to represent different groups of companies. If it

is Non-Repurchaser, REPO equals 0 and if it is Repurchaser, it equals 1. In Equation (1)



20

LOGAT is the natural log of total assets before repurchase announcement. R in Equation
(2) gives the quarterly return immediately before announcement quarter. In Equation (3)
MKBK_IND equals market-to-book ratio prior to repurchase announcement divided by
the industry average market-to-book ratio in the sample. LOGAT, R and MKBK_IND
are associated with undervaluation, so Equation (1) to (3) are used to test my first
hypothesis that undervalued companies will fail to buy back their stocks after repurchase
announcement. Equation (4) is a multivariate Logit regression to include all three
independent variables of LOGAT, R and MKBK_IND to jointly test the undervaluation
signaling hypothesis. Equation (5) to (7) as shown above are related to my second
hypothesis that companies are more likely to complete repurchase program if they buy
back their own stocks to reduce free cash flow, to increase leverage ratio or to improve
earning per share. Equation (5) covers free cash flow motive. FCF_AT in Equation (5)
is free cash flow scaled by total assets in the quarter preceding announcement. Equation
(6) is for financial leverage motive. DEBT_AT represents leverage ratio, equaling total
debt divided by the sum of total debt and market value of common equity. Earning per
share motive will be examined in Equation (7) where DEPS_Chg is the change in diluted
earning per share in the last quarter before repurchase announcement. Both of my
hypotheses will be tested simultaneously in Equation (8), so it combines all six
independent variables mentioned above in the régression. All of the independent

variables can be extracted from Bloomberg.
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35 Descriptive Statistics

The sample includes 737 observations with all the necessary dependent and independent
variables. It stretches ten years from 2000 to 2009. As presented in Figure 1, the number
of observations keeps increasing from 27 (i.e. 13 Non-Repurchasers and 14
Repurchasers) in Year 2000 to 145 (i.e. 57 Non-Repurchasers and 88 Repurchasers) in
Year 2008. There is a sharp decrease in 2009, which is mainly due to lack of actual
repurchase information for companies announcing repurchase program in third or fourth

quarter of 2009.

2009
2008
2007
2006

2005
:Non-Repurchaser

2004
2003 1643k
2002 11523004

%iRepurchaser

2001 | .27..042d
2000 (134144

0 50 100 150 200

Figure 1 Non-Repurchaser & Repurchaser Distribution by Year
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According to Table 1, among the 737 observations, 253 are the so called Non-
Repurchasers, which didn’t buy back any share in the announcement quarter or the
following quarter. The rest 484 observations are grouped under Repurchaser. These
companies complete the repurchase program within one to two quarters after
announcement. In contrast to Non-Repurchasers which incur little cost, Repurchasers’
abilities to buy back stocks largely depend on general market conditions and their own
operational performances, thus they are more vulnerable to changes in business cycle.
The number of Repurchasers peaked in 2007, just before the financial crisis erupted, to
reach 126, or 26% of all Repurchasers in the sample. Then it dropped dramatically in the
following years when most companies are tight with cash to carry out the stock buyback.
The number of Non-Repurchasers is relatively more stable throughout the years. But it
more than doubled in 2008 to 57 or 23% of all Non-Repurchasers in the sample, when the
market experienced the most severe shock of the past few decades. This phenomenon
supports my first hypothesis that Non-Repurchasers are more likely to signal

undervaluation through repurchase announcements.
< Insert Table 1 here >

Table 2 Panel A and Panel B present the sample distribution by Standard Industrial
Classification (SIC) code. One-third of the observations are under Manufacturing sector,
followed by Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate sector as well as Services sector, both

accounting for 20% of the total sample. The composition of Non-Repurchaser and
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Repurchaser looks similar across the sectors and across the sample. No sector portrays

itself as a typical Non-Repurchaser or as a typical Repurchaser.
< Insert Table 2 here >

Next I take a closer look at both Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser, trying to identify
their different traits. Table 3 lists a comparison of key variables between these two
groups of companies. LOGAT represents the hatural log of total assets. Non-
Repurchaser’s LOGAT is smaller than that of Repurchaser in terms of both mean and
median, so Non-Repurchaser is small firm relative to Repurchaser. R is the quarterly
return. The mean and median quarterly returns for Non-Repurchaser are -2.56% and
-3.44%, and for Repurchaser are 1.26% and 0.15%. Non-Repurchaser’s stock price
declines in the quarter before repurchase announcement, so it is likely that Non-
Repurchaser is undervalued. But Repurchaser’s stock price rises before repurchase
announcement, thus it is less likely that Repurchaser is undervalued by the market. The
management issues repurchase announcement probably for reasons other than signaling
undervaluation. On the whole, Repurchaser’s market-to-book ratio (MKBK) is higher
than that of Non-Repurchaser. This is especially true for the mean. On average, Non-
Repurchaser’s market-to-book ratio stands at 2.36 while Repurchaser’s market-to-book
ratio hovers at 8.66. When company’s market-to-book ratio is scaled by its
corresponding Industry’s (as defined in Table 2 Panel B) ratio, Non-Repurchaser’s
market-to-book ratio, on average, is lower than the Industry’s market-to-book ratio, about

63% of the Industry level. However, Repurchaser possesses a market-to-book ratio that
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is 19% higher than the Industry average number. Once again, the market-to-book ratio

indicates that Non-Repurchaser is more likely to be undervalued than Repurchaser.

Repurchaser controls more free cash flow (FCF), more than double of the Non-
Repurchaser’s level. FCF_AT equals FCF divided by total assets. As shown in Table 3,
Repurchaser still has higher FCF_AT, though its total assets are relatively larger than its
counterpart. On average, free cash flow accounts for 1.96% of Repurchaser’s total assets
and Non-Repurchaser’s free cash flow is about 1.29% of its assets. The difference is
around 0.67%. The result from median FCF_AT is about same, with Non-Repurchaser’s
being 1.04%, Repurchaser’s being 1.56% and difference being 0.52%. The variable
DEBT tells a mixed story. Non-Repurchaser has a higher mean DEBT while
Repurchaser has a higher median DEBT. DEBT_AT measures leverage ratio. It equals
total debt (DEBT) divided by sum of total debt and market value of equity.
Repurchaser’s debt ratios are 18.69% (mean) and 11.36% (median), 2.83% and 4.12%
lower than those of Non- Repurchaser. DEPS is the quarterly diluted earning per share.
Repurchaser’s diluted earning per share is higher than Non-Repurchaser’s earning per
share in terms of both mean and median. DEPS Chg measures the change in quarterly
DEPS prior to repurchase announcement. Though Repurchaser has higher diluted
earning per share, but it was decreasing in the short term. The mean DEPS_Chg for
Repurchaser is -0.10. In contrast, Non-Repurchaser’s diluted earning per share is
improving in the quarter before the announcement, though it is still not as good as
Repurchaser’s diluted earning per share figure. The mean DEPS_Chg for Non-

Repurchaser is 0.27, which 0.37 higher than that of Repurchaser. From the above
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statistics, it is easy to see Repurchaser has more free cash flow, lower debt ratio and
deteriorating earning per share. Therefore, it is more likely that Repurchaser would want
to buy back their stocks so as to distribute excess cash, raise financial leverage and

improve earning per share than Non-Repurchaser.

< Insert Table 3 here >

3.6  Logit Regression

To shed light on the relationship between motives and actual repurchase activities
subsequent to announcement, I estimate the Logit regressions of Equation (1) to (8)

presented in Methodology chapter.

If it is Non-Repurchaser, the dependent variable REPO is set to 0; if Repurchaser, REPO
is equal to 1. In my first hypothesis, I propose that undervalued companies are more
likely to use repurchase announcement to signal undervaluation and actual repurchase is
not necessary since insider information is already sent out through announcement.
According to Vermaelen (1981), small firms are less likely to be covered by analysts and
media, so information asymmetry and undervaluation will be more pronounced in small
firms than in large firms. If this rationale is valid, small firms are more likely to be the
Non-Repurchaser. b; in Equation (1), (4) and (8), i.e. the coefficient for independent
variable LOGAT, is expected to be negative. Likewise, b, in Equation (2), (4) and (8),

the coefficient for independent variable R, should also be negative since firms are more
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likely to signal undervaluation if their share prices are plunging. MKBK_IND is equal to
company’s market-to-book ratio divided by its corresponding industry’s average market-
to-book ratio. Some industries have high market-to-book ratio while others have low
market-to-book ratio, thus the ratio per se does not indicate companies in low market-to-
book industry are undervalued or companies in high market-to-book industry are not
undervalued. However, if the company’s market-to-book ratio is lower than its industry
average, it is very likely that its stock is undervalued by the market. By comparing
company’s market-to-book ratio with the industry average in the sample, I try to clean up
the impact from industry disparity. When MKBK_IND is small or less than 1, it is more
likely that the company is undervalued. Therefore, bs in Equation (3), (4) and (8) is

expected to be negative.

The other three independent variables, i.e. FCF_AT, DEBT AT and DEPS_Chg are
associated with my second hypothesis which states that companies are more likely to buy
back their own stocks after repurchase announcement to distribute free cash flow, raise
leverage ratio and boost earnings per share. If companies have excess cash flow, they are
more likely to send out the money through actual repurchase, so bs in Equation (5) and
(8), the coefficient for FCF_AT, should be negative. Only when DEBT_AT is low will
companies want to reduce equity through stock repurchase, so bs in Equation (6) and (8),
is expected to be of positive sign. DEPS_Chg is the change in diluted earning per share
before announcement. It is very likely that when earning per share deteriorates
management will want to buy back stocks, reduce number of shares outstanding, and

quickly raise earning per share so as to maintain it at historical level or to meet market
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expectation. Therefore, bs in Equation (7) and (8), the coefficient for DEPS_Chg is

expected to be positive in this case.

Table 4 shows the Logit regression results. Overall market condition can trigger
companies to conduct repurchases around same time. For example, as indicated
previously in Table 1, 23% of all Non-Repurchasers in the sample occur in 2008 and 26%
of all Repurchasers in the sample occur in 2007. As a result, the standard error of the
observations in my sample may be correlated, which will bias the test statistics and
misrepresent the significance level. So in Table 4, besides the normal statistical results, I
also show the test results after adjusting for cluster by year in column “adj. ¥*. The

major findings from the Logit regression are as follows.

In Table 4 the coefficient for LOGAT in Equation (1) is -0.31, which is significant at 1%
level. It provides strong support that small firms, vulnerable to information asymmetry
and undervaluation, are more likely to be the Non-Repurchaser. The coefficient for R in
Equation (2) is also negative, significant at 10% level for normal y* and significant at 5%
level for adjusted ¥>. It means that stock price decline is often followed by repurchase
announcement, but not actual repurchase. The coefficient for MKBK_IND in Equation
(3) is negative as expected and significant at 5% level. So, when company’s market-to-
book ratio is low relative to Industry average, there will be more chance that it will be
Non-Repurchaser after making the announcement. LOGAT, R and MKBK_IND are
proxies for undervaluation to test my first hypothesis, so in Equation (4) I include all

three of them as the independent variables. Just as in univariate regression, LOGAT, R
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and MKBK_IND still have negative coefficients and significant at 1% or 5% level. Thus,
results from Equation (1) to Equation (4) all support my first hypothesis that “companies
which make repurchase announcements but do not actually repurchase stocks tend to use

announcements to signal undervaluation”.

The negative coefficient for FCF_AT in Equation (5), which is significant at 10% level,
implies that cash rich companies are more likely to complete the repurchase program as
announced. The coefficient for DEBT_AT in Equation (6) is 0.58, significant at 10%
level for normal y* and insignificant for adjusted ¥>. This result provides mild support
that low leveraged companies are more likely to repurchase stocks so as to decrease
equity level and benefit from more leverage. DEPS Chg in Equation (7) has positive
marginal effect in the regression and is significant at 1% level. If a company’s diluted
earning per share increases, it is more likely that it will not buy back its stocks. However,
if the diluted earning per share is in a downward trend, company tends to repurchase its
own stocks to reduce the number of shares outstanding and boost the earning per share
instantly.  So far, the univariate Logit regressions on FCF_AT, DEBT AT and
DEPS_Chg all support my second hypothesis that “companies which make repurchase
announcements and actually complete the program tend to use repurchase to reduce free

cash flow, to increase leverage ratio or to improve earning per share”.

Finally in Equation (8) I include all variables in the multivariate Logit regression to test
both hypotheses simultaneously. As shown in Table 4, all coefficients are of expected

signs, among which LOGAT and DEPS_Chg are significant at 1% level, R, MKBK_IND
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and DEBT_AT at 5% level, and FCF_AT at 10% level. I also look at the coefficient
correlations among all these variables in Table 5 to check whether there exists any
multicollinearity.  All variables in the regression are not highly correlated, thus

multicollinearity should not be a concern here.

< Insert Table 4 here >

< Insert Table 5 here >

Similar to Logit regression, Probit regression also models the marginal effect of
independent variables on the likelihood of the qualitative dependent variables. However,
Logit model assumes a logic error term while Probit model assumes a normally
distributed error term. Thus, I also tried univariate and multivariate Probit regressions to
test my hypotheses. As shown in Table 6, the results are almost same as those from Logit
regression: all coefficients are of the same sign and mostly at the same significance level
as those in Table 4. Also there is no high correlation among the variables in the Probit

regression in Table 7.

< Insert Table 6 here >

< Insert Table 7 here >
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3.7 Summary

In this section I investigated the characteristics and motives of Non-Repurchaser and

Repurchaser via descriptive statistics and Logit regression.

Non-Repurchasers appear to be small undervalued firms. Right before the repurchase
announcement, although they have achieved evident improvement in terms of diluted
earning per share, their stock prices still keep dropping. It is quite possible that small
firms are not tracked closely, thus even though their operation is improving, it is not
noticed by the market and not captured in the share price. To make things even worse,
the decline in share prices still keeps its momentum. Under such circumstances, these
companies are very likely to utilize repurchase announcement to demonstrate that they
are pretty much undervalued. The subsequent actual buyback is not necessary in this

case since companies already send out the signal through announcement.

Repurchasers seem to be big, cash-rich and low-leveraged companies with worsening
diluted earning per share and higher market-to-book ratio than the Industry. These
companies buy back their own stocks to distribute excess cash or to increase leverage
ratio. Though Repurchasers’ diluted earning per share is still higher than that of Non-
Repurchasers, it is actually shifting downwards in the near term. In contrast to
decreasing earning per share, these companies’ stock prices keep going up. Thus, in
order to sustain the historical performance and meet market expectation, Repurchasers

will tend to buy back their own stocks to boost earning per share.
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4.0 MARKET REACTION TO REPURCHASER & NON-REPURCHASER

Previous studies detected favorable market reactions around stock repurchase
announcements (Dann 1981, Vermaele 1981, Comment and Jarrell 1991, Grullon and
Michaely 2002, Webb 2008), but unfortunately none of them digs further to investigate
this issue based on the execution after announcements. To fill in this gap I devote this

section to the different market reactions to Non-Repurchaser & Repurchaser.

4.1 Methodology & Data

I will calculate Cumulative Abnormal Return (CAR) to gauge the excess return linked to
repurchase announcements from Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser. The announcement
date is set as Day 0. The estimation period ranges from Day —250 to Day —10, and the

event period covers around one year from Day 0 to Day 250.

Three-factor Asset Pricing Model (Fama and French 1996) is employed to estimate the

expected return:

Rit - RFI =a;+ m; (RMt- RF() + 5 SMB[+ hi HMLt
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In above equation, Rj; - RF, is the daily return on company i in excess of the risk-free rate
(the one-month Treasury bill rate) for day t. RM;- RF; is the excess return for day t on a
value-weighted market portfolio of all NYSE, AMEX, and NASDAQ stocks from Center
for Research in Security Prices (CRSP). The Fama-French factors are constructed using
the six value-weight portfolios formed on size and book-to-market. SMB, (Small Minus
Big) is the day t average return on the three small portfolios minus the average return on
the three big portfolios. HML, (High Minus Low) is the day t average return on the two
value portfolios minus the average return on the two growth portfolios. RM;- RF,, SMB;
and HML, are used to measure the impact of market, size and book-to-market factors on

returns.

Daily Abnormal Return (AR) is the difference between actual return and the return

predicted from the Three-Factor Model, that is
AR =R — E(Rjt) =R — [ai+ RF; + m; (RM; - RFt) + 5, SMB; + h; HMLt]

Rj; is the actual return on day t for company i, E(R;;) represents the expected return. To
investigate the announcement effect on different groups of companies, the average AR on
Day t for all observations in the sample AR All, for Non-Repurchaser AR_Non-

Repurchaser, and for Repurchaser AR_Repurchaser; will be calculated separately.

Ni

AR_Allt = z ARit / Ni
i=1
N;
AR_Non-Repurchaser; = 2. AR/ N;
i=1

Ne
AR Repurchaser; = 2. ARy / Nk
k=1
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Ni, Nj and Ny represent the number of all observations, the number of Non-Repurchaser

and the number of Repurchaser, respectively, and N; = N; + Ni.

Abnormal Returns are then accumulated to form Cumulative Abnormal Return, providing
a measure of how much the share price changes over the event interval as a result of the

announcement.

250

CAR=2X AR;

t=0

Daily Fama-French factor data, i.e. RM- RF, SMB, HML and RF, are downloaded from
Kenneth R. French’s website®. Companies’ stock price information from Day -251 to
Day 250 is obtained from Bloomberg to calculate stock returns. In the sample examined
in previous section for my hypothesis testing, 697 of the 737 observations have all the
price data available, so I will use these 697 announcements as my sample to test market
reaction. Among the 697 observations, 232 belong to Non-Repurchaser and 465 belong

to Repurchaser.

3 Kenneth R. French’s data library webpage:

http://mba.tuck.dartmouth.edwpages/faculty/ken french/data_library.html
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4.2 Stock Return after Repurchase Announcement

The quarterly returns, before repurchase announcement, are -2.56% for Non-Repurchaser
and 1.26% for Repurchaser, then what happens to the stock price after the

announcement?

Table 8 lists the daily return from repurchase announcement date (Day 0) to 60 days after
the announcement date (Day 60). As normal, the most pronounced price appreciation
occurs on Day 0 and Day 1. The 697 announcements in the sample, on average, have
positive return of 0.92% on Day 0 and 0.85% on Day 1. Non-Repurchaser’s price
appreciation is much more than that of Repurchaser. More specifically, Non-
Repurchaser’s share price increases 1.29% and 1.41% on Day 0 and Day 1, while the
price appreciation is only 0.73% and 0.57% for Repurchaser for the same two days. Non-
Repurchaser has positive daily return in 49 days out of the 61 days from Day 0 to Day 60,
and Repurchaser only has 27 days with price increase. So the positive stock return is
only persistent with Non-Repurchaser throughout the first 61 days since announcement.
For Repurchaser, the most positive returns only occur for the first few days after
repurchase program is announced and then share prices actually drop in most of the 61-

day period.
< Insert Table 8 here >

The different trends between Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser are apparent in Figure 2,

which shows the cumulative return from Day 0 to Day 60. Non-Repurchaser’s share
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price keeps rising for one quarter after the announcement. However, Repurchaser starts
with slightly positive return, and then drifts downwards into the negative territory. In the
first 61 days, the two groups’ stocks head for different directions and the difference in

stock returns enlarges with the time.

12.00%

8.00%

4.00%

Cumulative Stock Return

0.00%

-4.00%
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

ssmmeNon-Repurchaser  “###Repurchaser

Figure 2 Cumulative Stock Return from Day 0 to Day 60

Table 9 presents cumulative stock return from Day 0 to Day 60 for all announcements in
the sample, for Non-Repurchaser and for Repurchaser. On average the sample in
question achieves 2.16% quarterly return since repurchase announcement. But if we
investigate further, only Non-Repurchaser maintains positive cumulative return of

10.25% on Day 60. Repurchaser’s cumulative return on Day 60 is actually -1.88%. In
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other words, Non-Repurchasers’ stocks outperform Repurchasers’ by 12.13% in the 60
days after announcement. Repurchaser starts with positive cumulative return like Non-
Repurchaser, but the cumulative return turns negative from Day 24 and remains more
negative in subsequent days. This contrasts sharply with the stock performance before
repurchase announcement when Non-Repurchaser experiences decline in price and

Repurchaser enjoys stock price appreciation.
<Insert Table 9 here >

In previous paragraph I examined the quarterly return up to 60 days after repurchase
announcement. Now I would like to check out the yearly return up to 250 days after the
announcement. First, Figure 3 draws the cumulative return trends of both Non-
Repurchaser and Repurchaser for the period of Day 0 to Day 250. Non-Repurchaser’s
share price keeps climbing up only till around Day 70, then it slowly drifts downwards.
Repurchaser’s stock keeps declining until Day 150, then bounces back a little bit
thereafter. From the figure, it seems the divergence between Non-Repurchaser and

Repurchaser only exists for the first 70 days, and then both move in the same direction.
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Figure 3 Cumulative Stock Return from Day 0 to Day 250

Table 10 Cumulative Stock Return from Day 0 to Day 250 furnishes more details on
this phenomenon. On Day 250, about one year after the repurchase announcement is
made, the whole sample, the Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser obtain a yearly return of
-0.02%, 7.74% and -3.89%. The difference between Non—Repuréhaser and Repurchaser
is about 11.63%. For Non-Repurchaser, the turning point occurs around Day 70, when its
cumulative stock return peaks at 10.31% and difference with Repurchaser stands at
12.53%. Therefore, the 11.63% difference in returns on Day 250 is actually acquired
within the first 70 days after announcement. The cumulative stock returns from Day 70

to Day 250 are very close between the two groups. In other words, the different market
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response to Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser only exists about one quarter since the

announcement. After that, the market views the two groups pretty much the same.

< Insert Table 10 here >

4.3 Abnormal Return from Repurchase Announcement

In the previous chapter, it is detected that Non-Repurchaser receives higher stock returns
after announcement than Repurchaser does. However, it is possible that Non-
Repurchaser’s share premium may not result from repurchase event. As indicated by
Fama and French (1993), the premium may be due to more favorable market condition
when Non-Repurchaser announces the buyback program, or may be due to Non-
Repurchaser’s small size and high book-to-market. To remove all these noises, 1 further
investigate the Abnormal Return (AR) and Cumulative Abnormal Return (CAR)

associated with repurchase announcement.

First I ran the Fama-French Three-Factor Asset Pricing regression based on return
information from Day -250 to Day -10 to estimate for all 697 announcements the
parameters in the Three-Factor Asset Pricing Model, from which I calculated expected
return from Day 0 to Day 250. The difference between actual and expected return is the
so-called Abnormal Return. Table 11 only lists the average Abnormal Returns for the
whole sample, for Non-Repurchaser and for Repurchaser from Day 0 to Day 60.

Consistent with result from daily stock return, the most significant Abnormal Returns
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occur on the first two days. On announcement day (Day 0) the whole sample, Non-
Repurchaser and Repurchaser have positive Abnormal Return of 1.08%, 1.49% and
0.87%, respectively. And on Day 1 they gain 0.91%, 1.51% and 0.60%, respectively.
Obviously, Non-Repurchaser experiences larger Abnormal Return than Repurchaser
does. This is consistent with my hypothesis that Non-Repurchaser is more likely to be
undervalued, so after repurchase program is announced, market spots the undervaluation
and corrects the mistake. In the 61 days from Day 0 to Day 60, Non-Repurchaser and
Repurchaser have 56 and 50 days with positive Abnormal Returns, compared with 47 and
26 days of positive stock returns for the two groups. Thus, it can be inferred that
Repurchaser’s negative stock returns during event period are mainly due to the
unfavorable market condition when Repurchaser makes announcement, its big size or its
low book-to-market. After removing the influences of all these factors, Repurchaser’s
stocks also benefit from the repurchase event, though not as significant as Non-

Repurchaser.

< Insert Table 11 here >

Next I examine the corresponding Cumulative Abnormal Return (CAR), which is the
sum of all Abnormal Returns from Day 0 to Day 60. The major trends of the Cumulative
Abnormal Returns can be seen in Figure 4. The upward trend of Cumulative Abnormal
Return for Non-Repurchaser is very similar to its upward trend of cumulative stock return
in Figure 2. But for Repurchaser, in contrast to a downward cumulative stock return, its

Cumulative Abnormal Return is also climbing up throughout the 61 days, though not as
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steep as Non-Repurchaser. Thus, the difference in Cumulative Abnormal Returns during

this period is increasing with the time.
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Figure 4 Cumulative Abnormal Return (CAR) from Day 0 to Day 60

The most significant single day Abnormal Return happens on Day 0 and Day 1.
Accordingly, the Cumulative Abnormal Returns in Table 12 on Day 1 are 1.99%, 3.01%
and 1.48% for the whole sample, for Non-Repurchaser and for Repurchaser. This result
is in line with other findings on short-term Abnormal Return around repurchase
announcement (Dann 1981, Vermaele 1981, Comment and Jarrell 1991, Grullon and
Michaely 2002). The Cumulative Abnormal Returns keep rising throughout the event
period. By the end of Day 60, Cumulative Abnormal Returns for the whole sample, for

Non-Repurchaser and for Repurchaser reach 12.15%, 20.88% and 7.79%. In terms of
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Cumulative Abnormal Returns, Non-Repurchaser still outperforms Repurchaser by

13.09%, about same magnitude as the difference of 12.13% in cumulative stock return.

<Insert Table 12 here >

Next, I will also explore the longer-term Cumulative Abnormal Returns. Figure 5
presents the Day 0 to Day 250 Cumulative Abnormal Return trends for Non-Repurchaser
and Repurchaser. The gap between the two groups keeps enlarging at the beginning, then
it stabilizes and in the end Cumulative Abnormal Returns of the two climb up hand in

hand.
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As shown by Table 13, on Day 250 the Cumulative Abnormal Returns for the whole
sample, for Non-Repurchaser and for Repurchaser are as high as 74.28%, 85.48% and
68.69%. Non-Repurchaser outperforms Repurchaser by 16.79%. The “Difference”
column in Table 13 indicates that the gap is increasing until Day 160 to 19.06%, and then
it slightly shrinks in the rest of the days. The 16.79% difference on Day 250 was
acquired in the first 120 days after announcements, indicating that market treats Non-
Repurchaser more favorably only for the two quarters immediately following the

announcement. After that, Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser perform equally well.

< Insert Table 13 here >

4.4 Summary

This section focuses on the different market responses to repurchase announcements
made by Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser. First, Non-Repurchaser is subject to more
favorable market reaction than Repurchaser. Non-Repurchaser outperforms Repurchaser
by 11% to 17% with respect to stock return or Abnormal Return. This result provides
further support to my first hypothesis that Non-Repurchasers are more likely to be
undervalued. The extra price appreciation experienced by Non-Repurchaser is the result
of market’s self-correction triggered by repurchase announcement. Second, though the
most significant single day positive Abnormal Return occurs in two days covering

announcement day and one day after, both Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser still
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receive slightly positive Abnormal Returns from Day 2 up until Day 250, or about one
year after repurchase announcement. Third, it appears that market’s preference to Non-
Repurchaser only lasts for one to two quarters after repurchase announcement. Beyond

that point, it doesn’t differentiate between these two groups of companies.
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5.0 CONCLUSION

The 1982 US SEC Rule 10b-18 Safe Harbor for Issuer Repurchases sets up the guidelines
regarding manner, timing, price and volume of repurchase. Repurchase companies will
not be liable for price manipulation if they follow these guidelines to buy back their own
stocks. Since then more companies utilize stock repurchase to achieve their purposes.
The dollar amount of repurchases by S&P 500 companies skyrocketed to nearly $600

billion in 2007 from merely $30 billion in the 1980s.

So far researches have shown that the most common reasons for companies to buy back
their own stocks include: 1) send out insider information to signal undervaluation to the
market; 2) distribute excess cash to investors; 3) decrease equity composition and thus
raise leverage ratio; 4) reduce number of shares outstanding to increase earning per share.
When investigating these motivations, extant papers either look at repurchase
announcements alone or actual repurchase activities and didn’t try to view this issue on
the basis of execution of the repurchase announcement. The execution is becoming an
issue because “firms on average acquire 74 to 82 percent of the shares announced as
repurchase targets within three years of the repurchase announcement” (Stephens and
Weisbach 1998) and some companies didn’t even buy back any share after announcing

the repurchase programs.
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My research differs from others in that I relate repurchase announcement with subsequent
actual repurchase activity. In comparison of the actual number of stock repurchased with
the announced target number of stocks to be repurchased, I group the companies into
Non-Repurchaser, which doesn’t buy back any stock after announcement, and

Repurchaser, which completes the repurchase program as announced.

I find that prior to buyback announcements, Repurchasers are big companies, with
worsening diluted earning per share but slightly positi\;e stock returns and higher than
Industry market-to-book ratio. This kind of companies is not likely to be undervalued by
the market. Instead, they are more likely to reduce outstanding shares to boost earning
per share so that they can maintain historical performance and keep up with the market
expectation. Compared with its counterparties, Repurchasers tend to have more free cash
flow and lower debt ratio before repurchases are announced, so it is also possible that this
kind of companies carry out the repurchase in order to distribute cash flow to
shareholders, or to benefit from more leverage. My Logit regression results also show
that higher level of free cash flow, lower level of debt ratio and lower level of change in

earning per share can enhance the likelihood that such companies being Repurchaser.

Non-Repurchasers tend to be small companies, with improving performance but
declining share prices and lower than Industry market-to-book ratio. This kind of
companies is more likely to be undervalued. Therefore, they tend to take advantage of

repurchase announcement to attract market attention so as to re-appraise their stock prices
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to reflect their true values. Since their only purpose is to send out signal to the outsider,

actual repurchase is not necessary as repurchase announcement has already done the job.

In addition, I also examined the market reaction to repurchase announcements.
Consistent with existing literature, my sample also shows positive stock returns and
positive Abnormal Returns around announcement date. After 1 separate the Non-
Repurchaser and Repurchaser in my sample, it is very obvious that the former experience
much more favorable market responses, although it only exists for one to two quarters
after announcement. These findings also furnish evidences from another perspective that

Non-Repurchasers are undervalued companies.

My research is just an initial attempt to answer the questions why some companies
announce repurchase programs but do not actually buy back any of their stocks and why
some companies want to repurchase their own stocks after announcement. More works
are required to solve these issues thoroughly. For example, in this paper I use Decrease
in Capital Stocks, Preferred Stock and Quarterly Closing Price to obtain an estimation of
the actual number of shares being repurchased. Lack confidence in the accuracy of the
REPO%, 1 just gr01;p my sample into Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser based on
whether REPO% is equal to 0 or not less than 1, and run Logit regression for hypothesis
testing. If more accurate information on actual repurchase is obtainable, future research
should run the regression with REPO% as dependent variable and investigate the

numerical relationship between REPO% and all the explanatory variables. Another area

worth exploring is the companies in between (0 < REPO% < 1) that partially complete
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the repurchase program. It will be interesting to see whether these companies appear
more like Non-Repurchaser or Repurchaser, or they will have their own unique

characteristics and motives.
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Table 1 Sample Distribution by Year

The sample consists of 737 repurchase announcements from 2000 to 2009, issued by companies
listed in NYSE or NASDAQ. It is grouped into Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser based on
actual purchase of stock relative to announced target of repurchase. Non-Repurchaser does not
buy back any share within one to two quarters after repurchase announcement while Repurchaser

completes the repurchase program and buys back at least the announced number of shares.

Year N % Non-Repurchaser %o Repurchaser %
2000 27 4% 13 5% 14 3%
2001 4 6% 27 11% 17 4%
2002 41 6% 11 4% 30 6%
2003 47 6% 16 6% 31 6%
2004 75 10% 27 11% 48 10%
2005 83 11% 27 11% 56 12%
2006 79 11% 23 9% 56 12%
2007 150 20% 24 9% 126 26%
2008 145 20% 57 23% 88 18%
2009 46 6% 28 11% 18 4%

Total 737 100% 253 100% 484 100%




Table 2 Sample Distribution by Industry
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Panel A presents sample distribution based on two-digit Standard Industrial Classification (SIC)

code.
Industry N Industry N
Agriculture, Forestry, and Fishing 3 Wholesale Trade 27
08 - - Forestry 3 50 - - Wholesale Trade - Durable Goods 16
51 - - Wholesale Trade - Nondurable Goods 11
Mining 15
12 - - Coal Mining 4 Retail Trade 81
13 - - Oil and Gas Extraction 10 52 - - Eating and Drinking Places 5
14 - - Nonmetallic Minerals, Except Fuels 1 53 - - General Merchandise Stores 11
54 - - Food Stores 1
Construction 13 55 - - Automotive Dealers & Service Stations 9
15 - - General Buildling Contractors 9 56 - - Apparel and Accessory Stores 20
16 - - Heavy Construction, Except Building 3 57 - - Furniture and Home furnishings Stores 3
17 - - Special Trade Contractors 1 58 - - Eating and Drinking Places 20
59 - - Miscellaneous Retail 12
Manufacturing 251
20 - - Food and Kindred Products 15 Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate 149
21 - - Tobacco Products 2 60 - - Depository Institutions 62
22 - - Textile Mill Products 1 61 - - Nondepository Institutions 7
23 - - Apparel and Other Textile Products 3 62 - - Security and Commodity Brokers 13
25 - - Furniture and Fixtures 7 63 - - Insurance Carriers 26
26 - - Paper and Allied Products 3 64 - - Insurance Agents, Brokers, & Service 1
27 - - Printing and Publishing 11 65 - - Real Estate 5
28 - - Chemicals and Allied Products 34 67 - - Holding and Other Investment Offices 35
29 - - Petroleum and Coal Products 3
30 - - Rubber and Misc. Plastics Products 5 Services 148
31 - - Leather and Leather Products 2 70 - - Hotels and Other Lodging Places 10
32 - - Stone, Clay, and Glass Products 2 72 - - Personal Services 3
33 - - Primary Metal Industries 9 73 - - Business Services 89
34 - - Fabricated Metal Products 8 75 - - Auto Repair, Services, and Parking 1
35 - - Industrial Machinery and Equipment 43 78 - - Motion Pictures 3
36 - - Electronic & Other Electric Equipment 50 79 - - Amusement & Recreation Services 8
37 - - Transportation Equipment 15 80 - - Health Services 17
38 - - Instruments and Related Products 30 82 - - Educational Services 3
39 - - Misc. Manufacturing Industries 8 87 - - Engineering & Management Services 14
Trans portation, Communications, Electric,
- . 50
Gas, and Sanitary Services
40 - - Railroad Transportation 1
42 - - Trucking and Warehousing 11
44 - - Water Transportation 5
45 - - Transportation By Air 2
47 - - Transportation Services 3
48 - - Communication 11
49 - - Electric, Gas, and Sanitary Services 17



%001 214 %001 34 %001 LEL TVLOL
%IT 01 %L1 4% %0 8yl SA01AI08
%0T L6 %Iz (4 %0T 6v1 2Je)SH [eay pue ‘durINSU] ‘Soueul ]
%11 S¢S %01 74 %11 18 apes ] peRy
%S 44 %L S %¥ Lr opel ], 9[es3{OYm
%9 0¢ %8 0T %L 0s SADNAIG \Ga::mm pue hmmO .o_:oo_m .mzo:muE:EEoU A:o:mto&mﬁmﬁh
%ZE 49! %8¢ L6 %bE (54 Suunoeynue
%< 11 %1 (4 %2 £1 UOLRIISUOD)
%Z 8 %¢ L % ST Suny
%1 £ %0 0 %0 £ Burysty pue ‘A13sa10 ‘amynol By
% Jaseypanday o, JaseypandRg-uoN LA N Ansnpuy

"SOIRYS

Jo Jaquinu pasunouue 3y} Ise9] e Jorq sAnq pue weiSoid sseyoindar oy seyejdwioo Jone] Sy pue JuswsdUnouue aseydindaa e siopenb

0M] 0] 2UO UIYIM 3JBYS AUB yorq Anq 10U SP0p JSWIOJ Y] °J0303s ANsnpur yoes 10} Jaseyoinday pue Jaseyoinday-uopN sajeredss g [sued

(ponunyuo) z 219vJ)

9¢



*Z-1 1911enb Jo
pu2 oy} 18 4 snutw [-3 Japrenb Jo pus ay1 Je SJ9( sjenba Y Syn A “Ieuenb juswasunouue 210jeq (Sdd AALNTIA ATINd SI
- €90SI) 2Jeys Jod Sutures panfip oy s1 " SJAA 1-} Iouenb Jo pud 2yl je Aymbs Jo enfea jeyIew pue JgH JO WNS £q PIPIAIP
Lgaq sfenbs Iy 1gdd “juswsounouue aseyoindal 210j2q (LEAA WIAL ONOT ANV LIOHS - 1STdY) 199p [e103 oy st ™ 1 g9
"1-1 Joprenb Jo pus oy Je sjesse [10}) Aq papIAIp D] sjenbs P Ly 04 [} Jeuenb ul (MOTd HSVD dH¥dA 40 - 800¥Y) MO ysed
ea1 o st 1% g0, -ordures sy ur YN a8eieae Ansnpur ay3 Aq papIAIP JUSAOUNOUUE 3I0Jaq SN S Auedwos st ™ GNT I ‘14
1erenb jo pus ayy 32 (AQH NOWIWOD LOL - 0103) Annbs uowrwod [€303 Jo anjea %00q 3y} £q papialp (VD LN JND - 2063A)
Aumba Jo anjea joyiew 2y} 0 [enba s )] -onjel J00q-0}-jadIew sjuasaidar 14 YA ‘z-} Jouenb Jo pus oy je soud sy Aq papralp uay) Z-1
Japenb Jo pus ay je 9ouid ayy snurw |-} Jayrenb Jo pus oyl 38 (1SVT Xd - S00¥d) 201d ays s[enba yomm ‘1eprenb juswadunouue 210Joq
wingal Af)renb o) s1 1y juswdosunouue aseysindar 21033q (LASSY 1OL SH - SE0SH) siosse 1e101 Jo Jof [eanjeu ay) st ¥ IVDOT
‘S19quio0]g WOL PAA3LIIR a8 BIRp oY) [[V Juswasunouue ay) Suipasaid 1eprenb oy st yomym ‘-1 Joytenb ur Jaseyoindsy pue soseyoinday

-UON U92M13q SIOUSISMIP 1oy} pue So[qeriea A9 ayj SaqLIdsap 9[qel siy] 3 Joyenb ur sinooo juswadunouue aseyomndal sy asoddng

‘saleys Jo Iaquinu pasunouue ayj jses] Je yoeq sAnq pue werdoid sseyoindal
ay} soyejdwoo Jaseyoinday] 9[ym Jusweounouue aseyosndal Ioge sisyrenb om) 01 SUO UIYIM aleys Aue Joeq Anq jou seop Jaseyoindey
-uopN -sseyoundal Jo 1981e1 peounouue 0] 2AnR[RI 201S Jo aseydind [enjoe uo paseq Joseyoindey pue Joseyoindsy-uoN our padnoid

s "OVASVYN 10 gSAN Ur paisi saruedwioo Aq panssI ‘6007 01 0007 oy sjuswedunouue aseyoindal /¢ JO sisisuod ajdures oy

Jaseyaanday pue saseyaanday-uoN Jo sapsLdeILRY) WAL € IqeL

LS



10°0 LED 000 01°0- 100 LT0 HMyy sdaa
600~ 10°0- LT0 €0 81°0 1€°0 gdda
%ZILY %€8'C %9¢°1 [ %6981 %8151 %ZS' 1T v Igdda
09°TP1- 6¥'61 89881 (4R34 80°9% 9191C " 194a
%T5°0- %L9 0" %951 %96'1 %101 %671 AR AR o)X |
S0'11- LLEL- £0¥1 68 1€1 86'C (4819 " aDd
§1°0 95°0- LLO 611 790 £9°0 MANT MEIIN
£6°0- 0£9- S€'T 99'8 81 9¢'C PEIIN
%66 ¢- %8 €~ %$1°0 %971 %bbE- %96 [
$6°0- vi°1- LT'L 6TL 9 91'9 " LVDOT
#)-@) ©-m ) (€ () (9]

uelpajA UBJIIA UBIpIA UeIA UeIpaJAl UBIA sd[qeLieA

U

Jaseyaanday

Jaseyaanday-uoN

(panunuo) ¢ 219vJ)

8¢



€y 34D SdAAq + 7 LYV 1gdAsq + 7 LV AD4%q + 17 NI MEINEG + 1 ¥ + 17 T¥DOT'q +99 = OdTd

w M3y SdHA’q +°9 = OdAd
() LY 19dds9 +°9 =1 Odad
(9] MLV 4049 +°9 =’ 04Ty
) P ANT MGG + 7 ¥ + 1 TVDOTIq +99 = Odad
(© U ANT MENE +°9 = ' OdTd
(@ g +°9 =' OdTd
(0 1 LVDOT'q+°9 =" OddYd

“Jaseyoinday 1o 19seyoinday-uoN sswoseq Auedwos e Jey} pooyrayI ay) uo aseys Jad Suuies panyp

ut a5ueyo pue 93eI9A9] ‘MO[J YSBO 231] 00q-0}-1)IBW ‘UINII ‘9ZIS JO 10910 [eurdiew ay) a)ew)ss 03 suoissardar 3o Surmor]o] oy asn |

*S2IBYS JO JOGUINU PaounoOuUe ) }se9] Je joeq sAnq pue weidoid sseyoindas
oy} saje[dwoo Jaseyoindsy] o[ym JuswROUNOUUR dseyoimndar 1oy sioprenb om) 0) Suo UM dIeys AuR Jorq Ang J0u S0p JoseydInday
-uoN -eseyoindor Jo 1031} pesunouue 0) ANl y203s Jo aseyoind [enioe uo paseq seseyoindey pue Jeseyanday-uoN our padnoid

st "OVASVYN 10 gSAN Ul pajsy] setuedwoo Aq penssl ‘600z ©} 0007 WoJj sjuswaounouue aseyoindal £g/ JO s)sisuod ojdwes oy,

13seydanday pue saseydinday-uoN J10J J NS U0IsSAIZN 10T p AqeL

65



% "fpe,, uwnoo ur 1eak £q 1a)snd 10y Bunsnipe Joye s)Nsal 159 [BINSHRIS SIPN[OUL OS[e MO]Oq J[qe) 3y} OS ‘S)Nsal

191 paselq pue JOLID piepuels paje[aLIod asned Aew yorgm ‘porsad swiry swes punose sweidord aseyoindal ssunouue o} pusy saruedwo))

*Z-1 1a)1enb Jo pus ay) e areys Jod Surures pajnfIp snumw -3 Jojrenb Jo pus ayy 18 (Sdd QHINTIA ATINA SI
- €90SD) oreys Iod Bumures panip sjenba ' 3y §4HQ ([} Menb jo pus ayy je Aunbs jo onjea jeniew pue 1Gop [e10}
Jo wns £q papiAlp (LEAA WAL DNOT ANV LIOHS - [STY) 193p [e303 sjenbs ¥ 1y 1G9 1) 4o1renb Jo pus ay 18 $19s5e [€10]
Aq pap1alp [-3 1oprenb ur (MOTd HSVD da¥d 4D - 800:Y) MO[) ysed 3oy spenba 1 [y~ D4 -ojdwres oy ut YN 98eieae Ansnpur
9y £q PIpIAIP JUSWSOUNOUUE 210Jaq AN S.Auedwod st ™ QNI SN "1-} Japenb jo pus gy je (AOT NOWWOD LOL - 0103d)
Aynbs uowrwods (8101 Jo anfeA jooq sy} AQ PpIAIp (dVD LN dND - Z06¥W) Aunba jo anjea jexrew ay) 0) [enbs s1 j[ -o1es Y00q-0)
-1o3jrew sjuasardar I YGMIA “7-1 1ouenb Jo pus ay) e 2o1d ay) Aq papIAIp usy) -1 Jejrenb Jo pus sy je aoud ay) snurw §-3 Jojrenb jo pus
a1 1e (LSVT Xd - S00¥d) 2oud ay; sjenbs yomym “soprenb juswsounouue o} Jorid uinyex Apieienb ayy s1 1 3y Juswisounouue sseyaindal

210139 (1ASSY LOL Sd - S£0Sd) siesse [e10] Jo Jof [eanjeu ayj st I [ yHOT 3 J9)enb ul sInddo juswadunouue aseydndasi ayy asoddng

09



1202 940 10 JUDI1UBIS SB10UBP

1242} 94 ¢ 1D 1UDIfIUBIS S2J0UIP

240] 941 10 JUDIf1USIS S10UI
12431 %51 P xx

*% 06°6

*xkk EV VS *x LEY * CL'Y *% C6'C * 86T sk SOL wxx EL'SY Prem

#%% VL' L9 *% SO o 1S xxx LOES 1008

vk PLIL +44 S8°01 «* §Op w44 CEOS oy PooyayT

stsaygod4AH [N [eqoD

%81 %20'C %L8°0 %L1 01 72 PICBISAI-XEIN

34D sddd

LV 1g4d

Ly 404

*k 6£F *x £0°9 0T'0- % LEY o L'V €0 aNI Mg

w6 L9 x4 005 L870- ** C6°€ «86T  SLO- d

w4 0L #2x 9TVY  TEO- ok SOL  wr EL'SY 1€0- LVDO1

o 6EV  wx SLVT 4971 w00 €16 ke PLEL PPO" aan IV6 s 8569 S9°0- 197w 0STT ST JUERIE
& pe & 'q 2~ fpe ! 'q - Tpe & 'q & Tpe ! 'q solquuEA

() ‘ba (¢) ‘ba () ba (D ba )
(vanunuo) y 219v1)

19



1842 940 ] 1D JUDI1UBLS Sat0UBY

1243} 9% ¢ 10 1UDIfIUSIS S2IOUIP . 4

1243] 941 10 JUDII1UBIS SIIOUIP 4 4 4

wxx 86'LTL xxx 15769 wax PUTL wan LLY LS £ 1LT *+S6'T *8L€ plem
%% 8068 4% 89°6 x 6LT wx 817 21008
wxk V1'L6 wxx OLTI « SL'T wx 0TF o1yey POO ]
sisajodAH (NN 12qo1D
%90°L1 %LE'T %S0 %6L0 ¢d PAEISA-XEN
w2 60TL  xxx V69 €€0 o PUTL wxn LL9 SE0 Yy sdada
€€ x €€9 660 LS «1LT 850 Ly 1g4a
£ 95T + 68T 0S¢ % S6'T «8LE I8¢ LY 104
w107 #xS9P 900" AaNI SN
=+ €97 €TV 6LO" k!
wek V08 wxx LTSV 9E0- LVDOT
s VTV wax 8€ST LT ok 806 wkk LEOL 99700 wax BLEL  wax SLIS  LLO- w €09 wax 8L6V 650" IGERYE |
X Toe &~ 'q X fpe ! 'q -~ Tpe o+ 'q -+ Toe & 'q sorqeuEA
(8 'ba (L) ba (9) ‘ba (s) 'ba
(panunuo) ¢ 21qv 1)

9



I 15070~ LSLO0- LOE00- $100°0- 8600°0- 3y sdda
I TLLTO 91800 01110 864770~ LV 1gdd

I LYTI'0- LLYO"0- $800°0- LV 404

I 06000 72000 ANI N

I £v20°0 d

1 LvDO1

3yD sdda LV 194dd LV 404 ANI EINW d 1VDHO1 sajqerrep

"7} Jo11enb Jo pua ayj} je areys Jod Suruies panyIp snuiw [-3 J93renb Jo pus a3 1B (Sdd AAINTIA ATINI SI
- €90SD oteys lod Sumres panpp spenbs 17 8yD SJAA 1} louenb Jo pus ay) je Aunbs jo anea jodJewr pue 1gqsp w10}
Jo wns £q papiap (LEIA WHHAL DNOT ANV LIOHS - [STHY) 199p [€30 sjenba ™ [y 1gdQ "[-} Jepenb Jo pus aip) je s)osse [ej0)
Aq peptaip [-3 sopenb ul (MOTd HSVD Ad¥d 4D - 8003Y) MO[ yseo 9oy sjenbs I+ [y 404 odures oy ut WA 25eseae Ansnput
31 £q POPIAIP JUAADUNOUUE 210Jq AN S Auedwiod st ™ NI NN “1-3 19)enb jo pus oyl 38 (AOd NOWINOD LOL - 0109Y)
Kynba uourwod 1103 JO anfea Jooq ayl Aq papIalp (dVD ISIN MND - Z06Wd) Annba Jo anjea joxrew oyl 03 Jenbs st )1 -orjer j0oq-0]
-joxrew sjuasardal I SN “Z-1 1openb Jo pua ay Je 9o11d 3y Aq paplAlp uay) -3 193enb Jo pus oy je souid ay) snurwr |-} J93renb Jo puo

oyl 18 (1LSV'T Xd - S00¥d) 2214d ays sjenba yomym ‘“Jejrenb juswaounouue o3 Jorid uinjal A[eprenb ay st ¥y ‘juswiaounouue aseyoindal

210799 (14SSV 1OL Sd - S£0Sd) s19sse [e10} Jo Sof [eanjeu oy st 12 1 yOOT °1 I9iienb ur smnooo juswadunouue aseyosindal oy ssoddng

(8 34D SdAAq +" LV 199dq + LV 4049+ NI MAEMINEQ + M 9489 + 17 LyDOT'q +°9 =* Odayd

:u015$2.1301 11307 SUIMO[O] Y} UT SI[QRLIBA [[ IO XLIJEW UOIB[O1I0 JUSIOLIO00 Y} SMOYS o[qe) STY |

XLIJEJA] UOIJE[3.110)) JUIIDIYJI0)) UOISSAIZAY NS0T S Iqel

£9



(8

w

(9

()

)

(©

@

(D

34D SdA@q + 1 LV LEHA*q + 7 LV 404"q + ' NI ENING + ' ¥%q + 1 LVDO'T'q +°9 =' 04T
M 3yD Sdda’q +°9 = Odad

M1V L9dasq +°9 =' Odad

"LV 4044 +°4 = 0dad

L ANT YA + 7 9% + 1 LVDOT'q +°9 = Odad

" ANT JEMNG +°9 =* OdaY

"44q +°9 =' OdTd

" LVDOTq+% ="0dad

"1oseyanday] 1o Jaseyomday-uoN saw0o3q Auedwoos e jey) pooyrjay1] oy uo aieys Jod Surures pajnpip ut

a3ueyd pue 33R19A3] ‘MO YSBD 931 Y00q-0)-]oNIeW ‘UINJAI ‘DZIS JO 109)J0 [euISIew 3y} 9)BWIISI 0} SuoIssaIFal 11qold SuImof[oy ay) asn |

‘SaIBYS JO JaqUINU Pasunouue ayj 1ses] je yoeq sAnq pue weidoid sseyoindas

ay) se3[dwod Jaseyondsy] A[ym Juswsdunouue aseyosndss seye sigrenb om) 03 sUO uIYIM dIeys Aue ¥oeq £nq Jou S0P Joseyoinday]

-uoN eseyoindar Jo 1931e) pasunouue 0} SAIE[AI )003s Jo aseydind jenjoe uo paseq Jeseyoinday pue Joseydindey-uoN o padnosd

ST "OVASVYN 10 JSAN Ul pajsi ssruedwod £q pansst ‘6007 0} 0007 Woy sjuswaounouue aseyoindal L€/ JO SISIsuod ajdwes oy,

v9

Jaseyaanday pue soseqdandoy-uoN 10§ JNSIY UOISSAIZIY Jqoad 9 Iqel



"X [pe,, uwnjoo ur Jeak Aq Joisnyd 103 Sunsnipe Jo)ye SINSAI 1S3} [EINSIIR)S SIPNIOUL OS[E MO[3q 3[GB) Y} OS “SYNSAI

1S9] paselq pue JOLIS pJepuBlS pajealiod asned Aew yorym ‘potied awm ewes punote weidold aseyoindal aounouue o) pua) seruedwo)

*Z-1 Joprenb jo puo oy e areys Jad Sutures panpip snuiw -} Jouenb Jo pus oyl e (Sd9 AALNTIA ATINA SI
- ¢€90SD) 2reys Iod Sumures popp srenbs 17 Sy SJAd 14} euenb Jo pue oy je Annba Jo anjeA ediew pue 1q9p [e10}
Jo wins £q popiap (LA WYHL DNOT ANV LIOHS - 1STHY) 392p 2101 sjenba 1 1y 1gdQ [} 101enb jo pus oy je sjasse [e}0)
Aq pap1alp 1-3 sejrenb ut (MOTd HSVO dAYd 4D - 800:UY) MO[J yses saxy sfenbo ™ 1y D -o[dwes oy ul GNIA dFeseae Ansnput
oy} £q papIAlp judtuddUNOUUE 810Jq NN S Auedwoo st 7 NI AN "1-3 104tenb Jo pus oy 38 (A0F NOWIWOD LOL - 010¥¥)
Kymba uowwos [€103 JO anjea Nooq ay) Aq pPaplaip (dVD LN dND - Z06¥W) Aunba jo anjea jostew ay) 03 [enba s1 3] -onel y00g-03
-jooprew sjuasardal 17 A "7 Jo1renb Jo pus ays Je 9o11d oyl £q PIpIAIp uay} z-3 193renb Jo pus oy 1 9owid ay) snutw |-} J9)renb Jo pus
a1 18 (LSVT Xd - S00dd) 2oud ayp sjenbs yomym “roprenb juswsounouue 03 Jouid uinjar Apseyrenb ayp st 17y ‘juswsounouue sseyoindal

210729 (1SSY LOL Sd - S£0S€) s1esse [€10] Jo o [exnyeu ay 1 1 [yOOT '} Japrenb ul sinsoo juawssunouue aseyoindar ayy asoddng

$9



1242 9401 10 WUDI1UBIS S210UBP

342] 94 10 DIfIUSIS $2]0US
12421 %€ L P sk

1243] 9 | 1D 1uDIf1UBIS SIIOUBP o, o

o IPOL swn ST'ES o 6VF w18 * E€°€ 5T ok CU8  woan OEHD plem
wxk VEE9 #* S9F wx ISP ok LTES 2100
xxx 90°TL 4% SLOI wx CEY x4 LL'SS oney pooyyay]
sisapodAH [N [eqojD
%0L Tl %00'T %180 %L0°01 ¢t POIEASAUXE
LU 2 (f
LV L93d
LV 104
6Ly xx LS9 TLO- o 6VF w187 €10 NI 43N
wx 099 wx 8LV TS0 * €€ $§T  To- d
sk LSL xxx VST 610 ok TC8  wxx OEPY 6170 LVDO1
o EVY  axx T8TT 960 w¢ VTS 4 S8'ST 670" 44k 196 #44 SOIL  [H0- wx V9V 4xx 6L61  §80 1dooojug
~ Toe Nx 'q  pe Nx 'q 2~ foe Nx 'q Nx fpe Nx 'q sorqeuEA
() ba (¢) ‘ba () ‘ba (1) ‘ba
(vonunuo) 9 ajqvx)

99



12431 940 [ 1D 1D f1uI1S Saj0UdP

1242] 94 ¢ 10 JUDI2f1UBIS SBIOUBP

12423] 94 [ 1D 1UDIIf1UBIS SDIOUDP ,, . 4

ok 86°TST wax 09°TL wok T6TL e LY'L 1 x99 *8L'T * S9'E prem
*xx 80°68 *xx 89°6 * 6L°C «x 31 Q102§
w4k LL'96 w44 T6TI * VLT o PIY oy pooyr '
s1soylod&H [N [240[D
%00°L1 %0¥°C %I$0 %LL) ¢t PI[EOSAXEN
sk 16TL 4xx 698 6170 #ex C6TL #4x L9L 170 3yD sdaa
9« €59 1970 %1 99T  9¢0 v 1lgda
« 69T «€0¢ 91T «8L'T x$9°C 67T LV 404
s 1Py SIS 600" aNI 93N
** 9S°Y *x 80V Lo k|
w4% S98  wax 6LV 170" LvDOT
o ETY  aax VEET 1071 wk EE6 wax ESTL TV gk EEFL e IW'ES L0 w6 009 i S605  LEO- 1d20131u]
 Tpe & 'q Nx ‘fpe & 'q 2 (pe ! 'q & [pe Nx 'q soqeutA
(8) ba (L) ‘ba (9) ‘ba () ‘ba
(panunuo) 9 a1qvr)

L9



1 £190°0- 65L0°0- $520°0- T100°0 $L10°0- 3y sddda
I LOST'0 0¥L0'0 SYI10 TE0T0- LV 194d

[ SEST0m $E50°0- $810°0- LV 404

I 00200 £920°0 ANI EN

I 01200 q

I LvDO1

3yD sdda LV 144d LV 404 AaNI I K| LVDO1 S9[qeLIeA

*z-1 Jayrenb Jo pus oy Je areys Jod Surures pejnyip snuw -3 Je3renb Jo pus oyt 18 (Sdd ALNTIA ATINA SI
- £90SI) oJeys Jod Surures panpip sjenbs * 8y) 494 1) Jouenb Jo puo oyl je Annba Jo anjea jeiew pue }qop [e101
Jo wns Aq pepiAp (LEAd WIAL ONOT ANV LIOHS - 1STHY) 199p 1210} sjenba 7 [y~ 1gaQ "[-) 1031enb jo pud dyj Je sjasse [e10)
Aq popIAIp [-1 soprenb ul (MO'Td HSVD dddd 4D - 800) mOp yseo 9oy sfenba * [y 4D ojdwes ayj ur G 38esene Ansnput
oY) Aq popIAIp JUSWAOUNOUUE 210J3q AN S Auedwiod st i NI MESIA [~} 291enb jo pus sy3 18 (A0 NOWNOD 1OL - 010
Aymbs wournwos [e103 Jo anfea jooq syl £q papialp (dvD 1IN AND - 206 M) Annba Jo anjea 1ox1ew ay) 03 Jenbs SI 1] "OneI Y00q-0)
-1oj1ew sjuasaidal M YGYIN ‘71 $ourenb Jo pua ay) Je ao11d ay) Aq papIAIp uayl z-1 Je)renb jo pua oy e 9o1id ayj snurw -1 Japrenb Jo pus

a1 (LSV'T Xd - S00¥d) 2oud ayj sjenbs yomym “soprenb juswaounouue oy Jouid uingar Apsairenb ayj s1 1 3y Juswsdounouue aseyoindas

21013q (1ASSY LOL Sg - s£0Sg) s19sse [ej0} Jo S0] [einjeu ayj s1 ' [ ¥yDOT ) 193enb ul s1n1590 juswedsunouue aseysindsi o) asoddng

(8 " 3y) SdAA®q + LV LgAdq +" LV 404Y + 7 QNI I + 7 ¥q + 1 LvDOT'q +° = ' OdAd

:u0§ssa13alr 31qoid SuIMmo][o] 2y} Ul S|qeLIRA J]€ JOJ XLIJEW UOIB[a1J0d JUSII1JI00 3Y) SMOYS 3[qe) SIY L

XHJEJAl UOI)B[3.110)) JUIIINJI0)) UOISSAIFY JqolJ £ dqelL

89



69

Table 8 Daily Stock Return from Day 0 to Day 60

The sample consists of 697 repurchase announcements from 2000 to 2009, issued by companies
listed in NYSE or NASDAQ. It is grouped into Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser based on
actual purchase of stock relative to announced target of repurchase. Non-Repurchaser does not
buy back any share within one to two quarters after repurchase announcement while Repurchaser

completes the repurchase program and buys back at least the announced number of shares.

Repurchase announcement date is set as Day 0. This table lists the daily returns of the whole
sample, Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser from Day 0 to Day 60. Daily return on Day t equals
the price (PR005 - PX LAST) at Day t minus the price at Day t-1 then divided by the price at
Day t-1.
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(Table 8 Continued)

Daily Stock Return on Day 0 to Day 60 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
) @ 3 2)-3)
0 0.92 1.29 0.73 0.56
1 0.85 1.41 057 0.84
2 0.07 0.12 0.04 0.09
3 0.09 0.08 0.10 -0.02
4 0.07 0.25 -0.01 0.26
5 0.26 0.70 0.04 0.66
6 0.01 0.36 -0.17 0.53
7 -0.06 0.12 -0.15 0.27
8 0.26 0.64 0.06 0.58
9 0.08 0.23 0.00 0.22
10 0.11 -0.14 0.24 -0.38
11 0.00 0.27 -0.14 0.41
12 0.12 0.04 0.15 -0.12
13 0.16 0.40 0.04 0.36
14 0.04 0.16 -0.02 0.17
15 -0.07 0.09 -0.16 0.24
16 0.18 0.45 0.05 0.40
17 -0.28 -0.36 -0.24 -0.12
18 -0.29 -0.30 -0.28 -0.01
19 0.00 0.11 -0.06 0.17
20 -0.04 0.02 -0.07 0.08
21 0.06 0.26 -0.04 031
22 -0.15 0.02 -0.24 0.26
23 0.06 0.23 -0.02 024
24 -0.16 0.02 -0.25 027
25 0.00 0.03 -0.02 0.05
26 -0.10 0.25 -0.27 0.52
27 0.15 0.30 0.08 0.23
28 0.08 0.42 -0.09 0.51
29 -0.10 -0.09 -0.10 0.01
30 0.25 0.71 0.02 0.70



71

(Table 8 Continued)

Daily Stock Return on Day 0 to Day 60 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
@ @ &) 2)-3)
31 -0.03 0.18 -0.13 031
32 0.04 0.11 0.00 0.11
33 0.01 0.29 -0.13 0.42
34 0.06 0.16 0.01 0.15
35 0.00 -0.20 0.09 -0.29
36 -0.11 032 -0.33 0.65
37 -0.24 -0.08 -0.32 0.25
38 0.08 0.36 -0.07 0.43
39 0.04 0.28 -0.08 0.36
40 -0.04 0.23 ~0.17 0.40
41 0.07 0.19 0.01 0.18
42 -0.06 -0.52 0.17 -0.69
43 0.08 0.20 0.03 0.17
44 0.03 -0.02 0.05 -0.07
45 0.24 0.16 0.28 -0.12
46 0.00 0.14 -0.07 0.21
47 0.09 0.34 -0.03 0.37
48 0.03 -0.01 0.06 -0.07
49 0.14 0.04 0.20 -0.16
50 0.06 0.31 -0.06 0.37
51 0.03 0.02 0.04 -0.01
52 0.02 0.12 -0.03 0.15
53 -0.09 -0.20 -0.03 -0.16
54 -0.24 -0.14 -0.29 0.15
55 -0.09 0.31 -0.29 0.60
56 022 0.47 0.10 0.37
57 0.14 041 0.01 0.41
58 -0.20 -0.22 -0.19 -0.03
59 0.10 0.04 0.14 -0.09

60 0.06 041 -0.12 0.53
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Table 9 Cumulative Stock Return from Day 0 to Day 60

The sample consists of 697 repurchase announcements from 2000 to 2009, issued by companies
listed in NYSE or NASDAQ. It is grouped into Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser based on
actual purchase of stock relative to announced target of repurchase. Non-Repurchaser does not
buy back any share within one to two quarters after repurchase announcement while Repurchaser

completes the repurchase program and buys back at least the announced number of shares.

Repurchase announcement date is set as Day 0. This table lists the cumulative returns of the
whole sample, Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser from Day 0 to Day 60. Cumulative return on
Day t equals the price (PR005 - PX_LAST) at Day t minus the price at Day -1 then divided by the
price at Day -1.
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(Table 9 Continued)

Cumulative Stock Return from Day 0 to Day 60 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
(1) @) A 23
0 092 1.29 0.73 0.56
1 1.74 2.65 1.29 1.36
2 1.80 276 1.32 1.45
3 1.89 2.86 1.40 1.46
4 1.92 298 1.40 1.58
5 2.19 371 1.43 227
6 2.19 4.09 1.25 2.84
7 2.16 4.29 1.10 3.20
8 242 4.96 1.15 3.80
9 2.46 5.09 1.15 3.94
10 254 4.89 1.38 3.51
11 253 5.13 123 3.90
12 2.68 5.37 1.33 4.04
13 290 597 1.37 4.60
14 291 6.08 1.33 4.76
15 2.79 6.10 1.15 4.95
16 3.02 6.72 1.18 5.54
17 2.68 6.22 0.92 5.30
18 239 5.85 0.66 5.19
19 231 5.80 0.57 5.23
20 222 571 0.48 5.23
21 233 6.13 0.43 5.70
22 2.09 5.90 0.19 5.71
23 2.14 6.04 0.19 5.84
24 1.99 6.16 -0.09 6.25
25 1.98 6.15 -0.1¢ 6.25
26 1.90 6.38 -0.34 6.73
27 2.04 6.60 -0.23 6.83
28 2.08 6.98 -0.37 7.35
29 1.94 6.81 -0.50 7.31
30 2.16 7.54 -0.52 8.05
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(Table 9 Continued)

Cumulative Stock Return from Day 0 to Day 60 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
O @ &) 23
31 2.16 7.83 -0.67 8.50
32 222 8.02 -0.68 8.70
33 226 827 -0.73 9.01
34 225 8.35 -0.80 9.15
35 222 8.10 -0.72 8.81
36 2.05 8.26 -1.04 9.30
37 1.81 8.10 -1.33 9.43
38 1.87 8.40 -1.39 9.79
39 1.87 8.71 -1.55 10.26
40 1.86 9.01 -1.71 10.72
41 1.94 9.19 -1.68 10.86
42 1.78 8.61 -1.63 10.24
43 1.87 8.81 -1.60 1041
44 1.94 8.79 -1.49 10.28
45 2.14 891 -1.23 10.14
46 2.14 9.10 -1.34 10.44
47 227 9.53 -1.36 10.89
48 222 9.29 -1.31 10.60
49 237 9.32 -1.09 10.42
50 244 9.51 -1.09 10.60
51 241 9.48 -1.11 10.59
52 237 9.60 -1.24 10.84
53 225 9.27 -1.25 10.52
54 1.92 9.02 -1.62 10.64
55 1.87 9.39 -1.88 11.27
56 2.07 9.75 -1.76 11.52
57 224 10.13 -1.69 11.83
58 2.01 9.75 -1.85 11.61
59 2.07 9.74 -1.76 11.50
60 2.16 10.25 -1.88 12.13
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Table 10 Cumulative Stock Return from Day 0 to Day 250

The sample consists of 697 repurchase announcements from 2000 to 2009, issued by companies
listed in NYSE or NASDAQ. It is grouped into Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser based on
actual purchase of stock relative to announced target of repurchase. Non-Repurchaser does not
buy back any share within one to two quarters after repurchase announcement while Repurchaser

completes the repurchase program and buys back at least the announced number of shares.

Repurchase announcement date is set as Day 0. This table lists the cumulative returns of the
whole sample, Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser from Day 0 to Day 250. Cumulative return on
Day t equals the price (PR005 - PX_LAST) at Day t minus the price at Day -1 then divided by the
price at Day -1.



76

(Table 10 Continued)

Cumulative Stock Return from Day 0 to Day 250 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
) @ 3 2)-3)

0 0.92 1.29 0.73 0.56
10 2.54 4.89 1.38 3.51
20 222 571 0.48 5.23
30 2.16 7.54 -0.52 8.05
40 1.86 9.01 -1.71 10.72
50 2.44 9.51 -1.09 10.60
60 2.16 10.25 -1.88 12.13
70 1.95 10.31 -222 12.53
80 1.60 9.71 -2.44 12.15
90 1.04 9.28 -3.06 12.35
100 0.25 9.55 -4.39 13.94
110 -0.27 9.03 -4.91 13.94
120 -0.55 9.37 -5.50 14.86
130 -0.68 8.89 -5.45 1433
140 -0.99 8.42 -5.69 14.11
150 -1.55 7.65 -6.14 13.79
160 -1.01 9.16 -6.09 15.24
170 -0.60 8.57 -5.17 13.73
180 -0.38 8.57 -4.84 13.41
190 0.00 7.80 -3.89 11.68
200 -0.48 6.99 -4.21 11.20
210 -0.19 7.89 -4.23 12.12
220 -0.49 7.12 -4.30 11.42
230 -0.43 7.89 -4.58 12.46
240 -0.33 7.66 -4.31 11.97
250 -0.02 7.74 -3.8% 11.63
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Table 11 Abnormal Return (AR) from Day 0 to Day 60

The sample consists of 697 repurchase announcements from 2000 to 2009, issued by companies
listed in NYSE or NASDAQ. It is grouped into Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser based on
actual purchase of stock relative to announced target of repurchase. Non-Repurchaser does not
buy back any share within one to two quarters after repurchase announcement while Repurchaser

completes the repurchase program and buys back at least the announced number of shares.

I use Fama-French Three-factor Asset Pricing Model to calculate the expected returns. First I
estimate the following Three-Factor model parameters over the estimation period from Day -250

to Day -10.

Rit - RFt = ai + my (RMt- RF() + s SMBt+ hi I‘H\’ILt

Daily Abnormal Return (AR) is the difference between actual return in Day 0 to Day 60 and the

expected return from the Three-Factor Model.
ARit = Rit - E(Rn) = Rit - [ai + RFt + mi (RM( - RFt) + Si SMBt + hi I'IMLt]

The average ARs on Day t for all observations in the sample AR_All, for Non-Repurchaser
AR_Non-Repurchaser, and for Repurchaser AR_Repurchaser, are calculated individually.
N

AR_A]lt = z ARi, / Ni

i=1

Nj
AR _Non-Repurchaser; = 2 AR,/ N;
j=1

Ny
AR_Repurchaser, = Y. ARy, / Ny
k=1
Ni , N;j and Ni are the number of all observations, the number of Non-Repurchaser and the

number of Repurchaser in the sample and N; = N; + Ny. In this sample N; = 697, N; = 232 and Ny
= 465.
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(Table 11 Continued)

Abnormal Return on Day 0 to Day 60 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
0] 2 &) @)-6)
0 1.08 1.49 0.87 0.62
1 0.91 1.51 0.60 091
2 0.28 0.56 0.13 0.43
3 0.25 0.29 0.22 0.07
4 0.19 0.29 0.14 0.16
5 0.36 0.79 0.15 0.65
6 0.10 0.45 -0.08 0.53
7 0.13 0.36 0.02 0.34
8 0.33 0.58 0.20 0.37
9 0.12 0.22 0.06 0.16
10 0.23 -0.06 0.38 -0.44
11 0.05 025 -0.05 0.30
12 0.28 0.39 022 0.17
13 0.16 0.32 0.08 0.24
14 0.10 0.14 0.08 0.06
15 0.05 0.28 -0.06 0.34
16 0.26 0.53 0.13 0.40
17 -0.07 -0.03 -0.09 0.05
18 -0.06 -0.27 0.04 -0.31
19 0.09 0.28 0.00 0.28
20 0.08 0.11 0.07 0.04
21 0.15 0.39 0.03 0.36
22 0.02 0.25 -0.09 0.34
23 0.11 0.22 0.05 0.18
24 0.00 0.05 -0.03 0.08
25 0.08 0.17 0.03 0.14
26 0.08 0.55 -0.16 0.71
27 0.33 048 0.25 0.23
28 0.21 0.46 0.08 0.37
29 0.02 0.09 -0.02 0.12
30 033 0.60 0.20 0.41
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(Table 11 Continued)

Abnormal Return on Day 0 to Day 60 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
(1) @ 3 @)-3
31 0.10 0.27 0.01 0.25
32 0.14 0.25 0.08 0.17
33 0.23 0.48 0.10 0.38
34 0.22 0.56 0.04 0.52
35 0.07 -0.24 022 -0.47
36 0.12 0.51 -0.08 0.59
37 0.02 0.11 -0.02 0.13
38 0.18 0.49 0.02 0.47
39 0.22 0.47 0.09 0.38
40 0.11 0.21 0.06 0.15
41 0.25 0.29 0.23 0.06
42 0.11 -0.35 0.35 -0.70
43 0.34 0.49 0.27 0.22
44 024 0.24 0.24 0.00
45 032 0.23 0.37 -0.13
46 0.22 0.35 0.15 0.21
47 0.22 0.35 0.16 0.19
48 0.26 038 0.20 0.18
49 0.40 0.17 0.51 -0.34
50 0.13 0.23 0.07 0.16
51 0.18 0.25 0.15 0.11
52 0.25 0.46 0.14 0.32
53 0.22 0.17 0.25 -0.08
54 0.04 0.06 0.03 0.03
55 -0.04 023 -0.17 041
56 0.35 0.69 0.18 0.51
57 0.30 0.47 0.22 0.25
58 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.01
59 0.28 0.32 0.26 0.05

60 032 0.83 0.07 0.77
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Table 12 Cumulative Abnormal Return (CAR) from Day 0 to Day 60

The sample consists of 697 repurchase announcements from 2000 to 2009, issued by companies
listed in NYSE or NASDAQ. It is grouped into Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser based on
actual purchase of stock relative to announced target of repurchase. Non-Repurchaser does not
buy back any share within one to two quarters after repurchase announcement while Repurchaser

completes the repurchase program and buys back at least the announced number of shares.

I use Fama-French Three-factor Asset Pricing Model to calculate the expected returns. First I
estimate the following Three-Factor model parameters over the estimation period from Day -250

to Day -10.
Ri[ = RFt = ai+ mj (RMt' RFt) + Si SMBt+ h,I'IMLt

Daily Abnormal Return (AR) is the difference between actual return in Day 0 to Day 60 and the
expected return from the Three-Factor Model.

ARy =Ry —ERy) =Ry — [ai+ RF; +my (RMt- RF,) +;SMB, + h; HML‘]

The average ARs on Day t for all observations in the sample AR_All,, for Non-Repurchaser

AR_Non-Repurchaser; and for Repurchaser AR_Repurchaser, are calculated individually.
N

AR All =% AR,/ N;

i=1

Nj
AR Non-Repurchaser, = 2 AR;; / N;
j=1

Ni
AR _Repurchaser, = 2 AR, / Ny
k=1

N; , Nj and N are the number of all observations, the number of Non-Repurchaser and the
number of Repurchaser in the sample and N; = Nj + Ni. In this sample N; = 697, N; = 232 and Ny
= 465.

Cumulative Abnormal Return (CAR) is the sum of all Abnormal Return from Day 0 to Day 60.

60

CAR= 2 AR,
t=0
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(Table 12 Continued)

Cumulative Abnormal Return from Day 0 to Day 60 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
) 2 &) -3
0 1.08 1.49 0.87 0.62
1 1.99 3.01 1.48 1.53
2 2.26 3.57 1.61 1.96
3 2.51 3.86 1.83 2.03
4 270 4.16 1.97 2.19
5 3.06 495 2.12 2.83
6 3.15 5.40 2.03 3.37
7 3.29 5.76 2.05 3.71
8 3.61 6.34 225 4.08
9 3.73 6.56 232 4.24
10 3.96 6.49 2.70 3.80
i1 4.01 6.74 2.65 4.09
12 429 7.13 2.87 4.27
13 4.45 7.45 295 4.50
14 4.55 7.60 3.03 4.56
15 4.61 7.88 298 4.90
16 4.87 841 3.11 530
17 4.80 8.37 3.02 5.35
18 4.74 8.11 3.06 5.05
19 4.83 8.39 3.06 533
20 491 8.50 3.13 5.37
21 5.06 8.89 3.16 5.73
22 5.09 9.14 3.07 6.07
23 5.19 9.36 3.11 6.25
24 5.19 9.41 3.08 6.33
25 527 9.58 3.11 6.47
26 5.35 10.13 2.96 7.18
27 5.67 10.62 321 7.41
28 5.88 11.07 3.29 7.78
29 5.89 11.16 3.27 7.90
30 6.23 11.77 3.46 8.30
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(Table 12 Continued)

Cumulative Abnormal Return from Day 0 to Day 60 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
(1) 2) 3) (2)-3)
31 6.32 12.03 3.48 8.56
32 6.46 12.28 3.56 8.73
33 6.69 12.76 3.66 9.10
34 6.91 13.32 3.70 9.62
35 6.97 13.08 3.93 9.15
36 7.09 13.59 3.85 9.74
37 7.11 13.70 3.83 9.87
38 7.29 14.19 3.85 10.34
39 7.51 14.66 3.94 10.72
40 7.62 14.87 4.00 10.87
41 7.87 15.17 4.23 10.94
42 7.98 14.81 4.57 10.24
43 8.32 15.30 4.84 10.46
44 8.56 15.53 5.08 10.46
45 8.88 15.77 5.44 10.32
46 9.10 16.12 5.59 10.53
47 9.32 16.46 5.75 10.71
48 9.57 16.84 5.95 10.89
49 9.97 17.01 6.46 10.55
50 10.10 17.24 6.53 10.71
51 10.28 17.50 6.68 10.82
52 10.53 17.96 6.82 11.14
53 10.75 18.13 7.07 11.06
54 10.79 18.19 7.10 11.09
55 10.75 18.42 6.93 11.50
56 11.10 19.11 7.10 12.01
57 11.40 19.58 7.32 12.26
58 11.55 19.73 7.46 12.27
59 11.83 20.05 7.73 12.32
60 12.15 20.88 7.79 13.09
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Table 13 Cumulative Abnormal Return (CAR) from Day 0 to Day 250

The sample consists of 697 repurchase announcements from 2000 to 2009, issued by companies
listed in NYSE or NASDAQ. It is grouped into Non-Repurchaser and Repurchaser based on
actual purchase of stock relative to announced target of repurchase. Non-Repurchaser does not
buy back any share within one to two quarters after repurchase announcement while Repurchaser

completes the repurchase program and buys back at least the announced number of shares.

I use Fama-French Three-factor Asset Pricing Model to calculate the expected returns. First I
estimate the following Three-Factor model parameters over the estimation period from Day -250

to Day -10.
R; - RF; = a;+ m; (RM, - RF}) + 5; SMB; + hy HML,

Daily Abnormal Return (AR) is the difference between actual return in Day 0 to Day 250 and the

expected return from the Three-Factor Model.
AR, = Ry — E(Ri) = Ry — [ai + RF; + m; (RM,- RF,) + 5; SMB; + hy HML,]

The average ARs on Day t for all observations in the sample AR;.Allt, for Non-Repurchaser

AR _Non-Repurchaser, and for Repurchaser AR _Repurchaser, are calculated individually.

Ni
AR_All( = Z ARi' / Ni

i=1

N:

AR Non-Repurchaser; = Z AR/ N;
j=1

N
AR _Repurchaser; = 2. ARy, / Ny

k=1

Ni , Nj and Ny are the number of all observations, the number of Non-Repurchaser and the
number of Repurchaser in the sample and N; = N; + Ni. In this sample N; = 697, N; = 232 and N,
= 465.

Cumulative Abnormal Return (CAR) is the sum of all Abnormal Return from Day 0 to Day 250.

250
CAR=2 AR,

t=0
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(Table 13 Continued)

Cumulative Abnormal Return from Day 0 to Day 250 (%)

Day ALL Non-Repurchaser Repurchaser Difference
) 2 3 @-3)

0 1.08 1.49 0.87 0.62
10 3.96 6.49 2.70 3.80
20 491 8.50 3.13 5.37
30 6.23 11.77 3.46 830
40 7.62 14.87 4.00 10.87
50 10.10 17.24 6.53 10.71
60 12.15 20.88 7.79 13.09
70 14.09 2391 9.19 14.73
80 16.07 2537 1143 13.94
90 18.04 26.93 13.60 1333
100 20.19 30.28 15.15 15.12
110 22.16 32.64 16.93 15.72
120 24.60 35.99 18.92 17.07
130 27.56 39.14 21.78 17.37
140 30.73 42.65 24.79 17.86
150 33.99 46.18 27.90 18.28
160 38.03 50.75 31.69 19.06
170 41.84 5422 35.66 18.55
180 45.88 58.31 39.68 18.63
190 5039 62.45 44.37 18.07
200 53.55 65.20 4774 17.46
210 57.63 70.06 5143 18.64
220 61.60 73.62 55.60 18.01
230 65.63 7745 59.74 17.71
240 69.41 81.04 63.61 1743

250 7428 85.48 68.69 16.79
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