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Abstract Based on the high-frequency trading data of China’s A shares, we used
ensemble learning algorithm to achieve accurate identification of informed trading ac-
tivity, and found corresponding pricing anomaly in China’s stock market. We found
that: The trading methods of insiders including manipulation at the beginning and
end of the market and quick order placement during the trading hours, which is mani-
fested in abnormal changes in volume-price indicators, bid-ask spreads and order book

Weis HEA: 2023-01-02

HEEUR: BT AR REERIE (19ZDA09S)

Supported by Key Program of National Social Science Fund of China (19ZDA098)

fEZE N k¥R, PRMERZSMEEL A, 8%, eI, JFR5m: SRS 4,
E-mail: zhangxueyong@cufe.edu.cn; ZEiisR, MW7 E, PR T EEZIS5E 7 EN, E-mail
lipeiran156@163.com.



684 THEATFIR ERE

depth. Further research found that due to the liquidity risk caused by information
asymmetry, stocks with high informed trading tendency need to provide additional
risk compensation to attract ordinary investors to enter. The monthly long-short port-
folio constructed based on our informed trading index can achieve significant excess
returns. Besides this anomaly is more prevalent in large-sized stocks, high-liquidity
stocks and stocks with high institutional ownership. Our paper is of great value for
strengthening the financial market supervision and increasing the pricing efficiency of
China’s A-share market.

Keywords informed trading; ensemble learning; high-frequency data; fintech
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T 37 UL 45 4 BEAR 45t A8 RS2 T 37 T 5088 3 K 45 277 A2 58 5 TSRO B BRGIE 557 4 4%
A5 JELAE 35 B8 3 T8 (AN PR WK #5523 0 O 1 B A2 B B AR RN 22 55 B PR (O’Hara,
(1997)). FAt&E 22 o # FIH H S HE BIRAIATEN AL S (%7 (2012)) IF3RTe “(E &7
(VK& (2012)), Bodit 57 1E B BB EF AT 5 R IRA] (FRE#EEE (2019)) 1
SEGAT AN T T3 RS A LA

NSEDYEY T I 01 33k BRI B AR A5 HK, A 52 5 (KRS 00— E 2 Bl %
FHEW)ZIRUE. W SRR T B S R, $R AU B (Crech et al. (2021)). &
AZR (Dang et al. (2021), 387 (2012)) S5AL 405 L ERIME B H B E e AL ST Tl
(5T (2012)). fESCEA (ARHTESE (2014)) 550w BRI AR 2 H FE 3R AH K0 A #1455
I AZ ZAT RT3 BT, IR A B R PRI PR A g vy, H A 5 5 odle
BIG N T RnAE 22 R SR AT, AERE T V2 B4 1 P S ST SR A T 2 T N RE
BRI T B, BL PIN (probability of informed trading) 45 & iidg s M EITE AL 5 72
& (Easley et al. (1996, 2008), Chen and Zhao (2012), BREH#E%E (2019)); 3T IS /i i B
IR 5 Bm AT AL IR (Aitken et al. (2018), Cumming et al. (2020), Z=&E
55 (2018), FMTFHEE (2021)), MV EAN SR BRI BB E FIE AL o A (RSN
T (2020)). SRTCA SCHER K2 AT I GV R AR NS E M BEEAT AT, MR
I IR 27 > ) e R B AL B RE 3R AT X R 22 2 i 5 B ISR R T AR F o
A BRI N AL 5 B, AT BT Stacking 5% (Wolpert (1992), Breiman
(1996)) HILERMHZ ML (ensemble neural network), 754 [ %Il 117 3758 5517 A4HIE 24l E
T RIER L 5 ST KR A B R A0S, XS s RIS 52 AT AT B e, B H ks
Wil BART S, AEREHE T UmERAHRM. RS TR HAREENESIENK
Z P RIE A S IR AEARFAE, A2 R BR SR TR E R R R O0 T 0 2 B R bR 3t AT 1 78 70 R )
XFEE, T 7RG 2S5 I B s RN 20 N 2 M R T LR SR M SR At T A
5745 %.

SEMN 7 R IAFAEA DO A BT IR GER T PR R o i 7 537 A% R LI 7,
M2 B2 %#H M) 2 (De Bondt and Thaler (1985), Jegadeesh and Titman (1993),
George and Hwang (2010), Novy-Marx (2013), A4 EAITKEE (2020), fk#F%E (2021), ¥
UKSRAE (2022)). WM R E A S GO 8 3 BT E N BEAR L ST T SRR B AR B
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HEE . HEi T3 5 R E M SR S A B 2L T PIN $RF53ETRETT. Easley
et al. (2002), Chen and Zhao (2012), ¥ BEFBEIAEE (2004), #7455 (2008), Bl 35
(2019) ¥JUESE T PIN SRFRFRAE 36173 HoA 72 AL KBS G AN IR e 70, SR HEG AL 2 1) 5% 0 7
AN 22 B S IR A MR G —. RIS B T [ T 3 IrRe A X S O™ 1 4R B R 2 (36
FEE (2008)) A1 PIN {H 75 BAKFCAS 5 1G BRI ZE#E AT A S PR 1) (MR 3% (2019)) 615 PIN
BT E T RN R I TR, 28 EARSCHE T IR BE S S Hm i 1 IR RS A A R I
SRR EARAR, R T PIN KIFMUT BRH0E A BT (5 500 R IRYVE, AFNIEAE 5 R R 2
TR T T3 R GRS T2 5 B A E A AR I — %00 R R A 17 S8 DIORS B PO R 255

BART EASCUESE T E A Beiiig e 5 R Z SRR EM R R, BEEAH
(RIS 2E  FEFE 5 H R H T & S A E BB AU CR R, 2 A A LSRG 1.38%
S BEUSC & [ IS A SCAIE e 35 TR B2 2 =) S0y 2t e SR s A8 ) A2 4R A JFE PIN
KRB R, B2 FAHRRE R E A BT B e M BUR. 2B L
K IGUESE Easley et al. (2011) FIAZ B (low toxicity) ERVRLEH HE I S i da h oL, H
THEZ G FE B EH TS5 B TR, R4 SESLM 2y KI5 T R ErRahE
RIS, T AT RS A

ARSI ENHT S TTRRAE T & Je AN U & m I 5y B S5 R FE 2 ) VR T B R AL
Dy A B IR AESE, R 52 2 RS AE R0 5 I B S At 1A RO BOR SCHRF. FAIRAR SCIESE |
SR 5 N R BE T 28U MRS S SOFPEAINAIE T 8 J5 1A% SALH], b 78 i 7 Gp 6
PRI FTI [F) I B A B 0 S FANMA.

ARCFRI A Z AR 5 R AR AT SRR UG S =R BT m S A
TR 2 ST ANE A8 B R0, %34 TEIR 7 R ol A2 (1 5 3 5 b 4 Uy v SR DU 43 S SEE
SO, VEANIOAE | IRERANAE S REAFAENE . Bt DR Ll 58 L3 A bk 4 fx
JENARL WS BR.

2 BERothEmMRER

FTF Easley et al. (2011) MIZZ S (Aow toxicity) FEE LI PIN. VPIN 6 kr N
AREBAR &, O SCRRET T 115 52 5 B 3 A b 36 T I )58 M RBOR BEAT T LI 18 (Basley et
al. (2002, 2012), Chen and Zhao (2012), # 2 BEFIGLFARE (2004), Hh7 5% (2008), MRl 34
(2019)). Xt FEE 37, Easley et al. (2002) IESZHET PIN $8ARM 12 2414 1l L3RR i
FEIH A, AEL AN REESS TN ENIRE. 2T UL Easley et al. (2012)
ik — 5 R H i AR Bt T AR S PIN B 520772, $2HEBL VPIN (volume-synchronized
probability of informed trading) $8 #7555 1 KN1E A 5 R FE I MR bkt Brint 3 1 28 K 33
Tids <IN B R TRINAE A, BAERE XL VIX S&fatrfa 48 VPIN EA LM
M. {5 Andersen and Bondarenko (2014) XS VPIN Fa4x 1 Fldll g /152 1 i %€, 8
B E L G R AR BT T VPIN fabr i B 2, Jfiid SHEA S &K B VPIN
S A2 IR 5 Fa s, B A2, BREESE (2019) BAUER 300 4 AT Fi Rt 4,
UESEHE T VPIN $8 b5 o] DU g B A s A48 A& R ENL RIS 30 SCHE T Easley et al.
(2011) FIZC Gy E AR L. BF AL A 5 (2008) WAL EARFNTE S % (PIN) /e Efip A
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A REN BE AT, (55 Z BIBETEAR S s P AR A TOBORE. PRI S8 45 (2008) AN
& LABOP 9 E AR RIS 52 5 & 1228 By i R b 3R D i i BE 5 5 S5 AT iR 1R T IR ) B
THS s, NI 20 T H R A% 57 .

BIRANF 3 W RS B AR AE — 8 70 B, (B TR M ANIE A 5 & HARFIG A 5 & Z A
FERME BAR R RN 2L 2 K R Be 1 2 5 T 58 I BIR FEA. BRI MAE BT RR IV A FE
R, R R A T FITEAC o AF, RN S 7 2 A ARG R, Nt
LB R B BASKIARRR L SRAT 7 — e R BRI, #5088 XU N B ez 25 1A L B dn 1
IR, MNEN RGBS 2 VSR AERF i, X IR B A B v A 01 22 5 i) O
R T Hemt i KR A&, BTk, AR AR 1

BRix 1 TE A Bl ARG SRR R, 2 ] RG2S 5 2 R i B,
R A e AR

1T ) B AN FIRLR £ B8 5 A2 A5 BRI h M Bt s ) BT A B 2 0%, KEC
BRIRTS 1 N BN B8 2 Rl S R S A LR Z [ N FEBX & (Benabou and Laroque
(1992), Dittmar and Field (2015), Ali and Hirshleifer (2017), Czech et al. (2021), ¥ A
(2008), R B MM ZEA (2010), 5 (2012), ARHTESE (2014), B (2021)). 5T K8
IR B2 3, Fp i L9 ) iR R LA 28 R N B35 0, 8 o 0 2 ) A A S R 3R
HRE AT, RIS RF A 2 B A KA AU BB B i T B2 AL 5 6, H R B e
ARG 1 b D RGIRTE. BRI RE BB B AR AL £ 58 3 355 IR L )BT, #5883 e 45 R AN
XS PR EE M 52 ) 17 58 5 R P A7 AERE — 2B M KT B, 3 SO B SR B 6 S 5 S B
. R R 2:

B 2 AEAE S BRI e RAEBII 4L AR . OB R B v LR B
B EE A1 B s B PSR L A S B T R

Lo (low toxicity, Easley et al. (2011)) MRESAMZE IR AN A BehidgH
FNIEZE 5 RN S R IE LR L T — € 2%, BRI E, Easley et al. (2011) fi5H
HTAE AN PRIAEAE, BE AR ZHE S FE L 5 E NStz 2k, Bik
MR RE AE HRERE TR, ARG AZ 55 R T 37 5 B EAR AR SEAN A0 B v ) SN 2B AT A N
R RS A2 1 S SE A 22 A7 R B T SR sl MR U 1) 2, A i 0 T R S B0t
IR M 2R RIS RIS (Easley et al. (2012)). FHENIERE 5 @il 4K L3240 Z 1)
T SR ISR B s v RS BE T2 5 17 37 58 I 2 3 BUBCE B % 57 R AT AEN L. H A e
AN AR AR 3:

B 8 RIMHAC Z i i K 52 K S A 72 i R BT sl 1% XURG:, 2 R A2 50 R AN A% 5
FAFAER) R A

3 ETEMBEMREZ I EENMERZZHIRA
3.1 IFEFRIESEKLIE

A 2013 1 A 1 HZE 2020 4F 12 A 31 H, BEFARZ8 3 #2890 A B H W &5
T oHHE, R EFETEERI . BEERN. FRERM E. T REERE. HNZ S 85 HAME
WA MR 81 N EATRARIE A ZE G AT NI B A AESE A, 8 hn i T 2 DL B 3%
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AP A SR B 7 AH RTINS By A e BT 4\ B A 5 R AT I IR] L 0 55 Bt S5 S ali i dls, A [
Fama-French —. T.[X¥ (Fama and French (1993, 2015), Carhart VY[ (Carhart (1997)),
FET (CH) =, PRHTF (Liu et al. (2019)) $di. HdikIE TS Resset Fdi 2. A [H %
PR FRAJE T A0 AT Stambaugh 2EE .

3.2 EERR TR L8 1= BURE A

£E 724 2] (ensemble learning) WK 2 /2% 2] BT 45 B K FE R SIS, 0 Hir 2
AT LGB — 22 ST IR BRI Z AL RE 77, 1X — e 5 2 BT SRl S0 BB A AR SR FI0I e
JITERAE A, X T5 2] 2R 00 456 SRS R BT 70 8 303, REEVER 2 S13E =R, #H
X 5 5 2V — P N oK 1 45 6 SRS, 2 fr B I 4k 0 — AN IR ) 3 I W1 2 )
WAL (AELE (2016)). A7 MR % > EIRmE 00, AR SCUAASFE]JZ IS5 1 1)
R I 8 VR NI 7 > 3, DLERVE RN AR g IR 57 = 2 AT S A3 8 5 200 B2 )b Tk o G
ZALRE IR IRC ), R Stacking 532 (Wolpert (1992), Breiman (1996)) ¥ E A A A 474
[P 25 [ 25 334 T 4R .

Stacking BIEMAZ O BARE: BARATHVIMGEIIZGENZ N M1 4. HIRLN A
WL 2 21 4 (P R AEAE 9 IR R 254 BB NRFAGE, T WG AE AR AR e AT) A A EREGI bR A4 2
WRNGHEARES. B R RBINGENGIRY T 2] 4, I SLH 2 AN VIR 5 ) 28304 T
SR E . BAREME B 1 PR, Ao RR HEEUZE0E v 1. 3. 5 BRI & N 4%
VERRIG 2 2145, A B 2 BB B 28 X 4832 AX B T 5 T AT ART— AN B BRI 20 2 >0 48 WUIE 55 1
ERMEENA RN, H—E 2R Rk 70T 402 W 28 2 308 8 B R 15 2 1 s B A2 1L e
JI 5L,

IR 1
> FREUZHE = 1
hy = L, (D)

Zip = () —

RS2
r = £(D")

RPN

IG5 2
Ziz =hy(x) —» D'= {((Zl,lt Zia Zi,3): yi)}l:l,..,m

> BREEE = 3
hy, = Ly(D)

PRl E:

]
D= {(ey, ¥, e Gy Y} Ig!

VI 3145 3
> BEEZECE = 5
hy = L3(D)

Zi3 = hy(x) —

1 ET Stacking EERIEERIRE ML
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3.3 ETHEMHEMEZE LR FIERZZIRAIER
3.3.1 ERHEMEIIGTES SIRBEELLER

R P 27 ST BRI SRR 5 PRI R0, AT HE S 2 AP (2020) RATA R
B RATHT— € B B N UEFFANAS FIAE 5 52 75 B 8 AR N BT 28 50 AT R BR ks, P
3B H0E 22 5 R A H IR N G SR R 2R Bidls . IISRER 71y 3 -hnas, Jr mIARaR «%
ANBY FATEALE Gy “SEALY RE S8 5 MR R AL FIE A8 By B AR AR, BAAKY 7R W k.

BE— 25 A SO FH 00 FIT A I 18 28 2 A VR NN GRFEA, LS T s di oF 5200 81
NEE G AT AR E R AR B AT AR 25, RO 4E LS 22— J5 TG 5 7 % T2 547 9 %)
) 240 BSR4 G PO [ VA 5 9 AN PR Y, T A S P PR 2 2 50 SR AE o IR 152 K
HEFR) [T AR R 1 T AE R R AR AR 2 2k i) AL

ENZRTTiE B, N RAT I Z (looking forward bias) JFH{IREF R HIFEASMRENE, A
SCRH 2013 4R T — 1 SE N HIFIE S 5 FAFREA DL 7:3 RIELBIBERLRI 2 A I 252K (train set)
MIGIELE (validation set), SKH] SMOTE 5Lkl B A DR A S84 10 8 J5 HEAT I 2. X T4
BN ZE ) 48 SRR A ASCOR 3 R GR I TT %, B S B I A ) 4% o =1 2 1 25 AN i
WAL W 2% E SR 58 TF AL UK RN R AR B 5, R G5 0I2% ) A KA RS HUF#E— B
RG5> s, B AFAFINER 58 U B o SIS RS 2H . YN SR R O R PR A6 T P A
(adam) FNEZ X425 BRI 2L (cross entropy loss), IFRE I o = 0.001. 7E3RFT 4 HT b
B )5 LLEE T 4F B FNTE A 5 FAFREA S IALE (test set) Rrga sy luReA SR 71, ISk
£ HMBIEREA X RIZE R RTRS), B 2 fros.

2 ML 7 ST R VR AR SR [rg 0 EL & SRR 1 IR, 15 AR SR B 448 X 245 A5 1Y
(ensemble neural network) FEFEASNFUINIGE /7 b AR R 00 THI 158 B AR 3%k FH 8 o p 48 o 2%
[P s Ve, S5 AR SEHLAS 2 SR 2 XGBoost 1 A8 F R B ME BIRAE A,

P 20134F—20144F 20154
Y4 (70%) ISIEAE(30%) | ks
] 20134F—20154F 20164
IR (70%) 43 1E£E (30%) MR
BN 2013420194 20204F
I Z545(70%) I8 E 4 (30%) P AE

2 K. WIERSMAEN N E
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AN RIS T MR A o RAERA I, (EAEREA SN TN AE R R LA i Rk, AL ST A
ARG TR RE 3 M AR T e P 28 SR05 TH JE— 20 o b 22 Ao 20 X 2% AR T DL AR SR 2 B
PR 2R AR A B AR A SN HERf % BAMEAS ORI B 5 RS2 MIRT B 2
W2 RBL T S8 e A Y HER I, (ELFEAE AR I R TREIN A T 5 AR T AN SR F IR SR e 2 4
2, X GER BRI TR R GRS B N I 5 TR RO BE ). 2% 2 G 2%, s Tl ke
AN AR IZH BT, (B & S B AR T Rk N &, iR BCE RRE  2
FETHEZ AL RE S 20T e —

® 1 ZMERIRFEREITE

Panel A FEA P HERf R

WIZRAE /BAIESERE AR X 1] 2013-2014 2013-2015 2013-2016 2013-2017 2013-2018 2013-2019 Avg
Logistic Regression 97.917% 93.611% 93.574% 92.769% 92.698% 92.202%  93.759%
Random Forest 92.484% 90.248% 87.564% 87.815% 86.357% 85.179%  88.274%
XGBoost 100.000%  99.982% 99.964% 99.907% 99.866% 99.788%  99.918%
SVM 98.802% 96.937% 96.651% 95.917% 95.152% 94.715%  96.362%

1 Layer Neural Network 96.637% 96.783% 98.248% 97.903% 97.871% 98.265%  97.618%
3 Layers Neural Network 98.883% 98.782% 99.370% 99.524% 99.584% 99.593%  99.289%
5 Layers Neural Network 99.632% 99.700% 99.188% 99.849% 99.833% 99.858%  99.677%
Ensemble Neural Network — 99.483% 99.509% 99.413% 99.744% 99.789% 99.781%  99.620%

Panel B FEAR S E R 2

DR EEA: A X 1] 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Avg
Logistic Regression 81.600% 65.288% 77.148% 78.543% 80.683% 84.274%  77.923%
Random Forest 88.000% 72.212% 76.174% 79.013% 75.391% 81.224%  78.669%
XGBoost 94.255% 80.769% 89.283% 85.356% 85.535% 86.935%  87.022%
SVM 85.236% 73.365% 78.211% 81.754% 84.627% 85.875%  81.512%

1 Layer Neural Network 80.727% 80.000% 86.182% 86.766% 88.979% 89.098%  85.292%
3 Layers Neural Network 86.545% 85.962% 91.231% 91.073% 93.112% 92.970%  90.149%
5 Layers Neural Network 86.909% 87.308% 90.345% 91.543% 93.081% 93.900%  90.514%
Ensemble Neural Network — 86.109% 87.404% 92.028% 91.229% 93.331% 93.705%  90.635%

3.3.2 TEEEM DTS HIBERZH1TAHHE

BE 25 Wl G e 22 X 48 S ) 19 52 5 AT DR KT TR HLER IR E — 25 Z0 0 R 32 5 3 (158
GAT NFFAE, A SCRFH B AR5 (permutation test) (11757206 Jik T Al AdE A4 ¥ 81 ANKFAE
BEAT T EENEHEY, R 2 o T EEERR R R AR AR

LERTTWITEAT 9 AT SR 22 5 H B U 1% O B = R b v S 15 o, R R
A Gy EELITRATER A T« TFEEINy BebRER T+ BT H fBe i AN S8 b A B Kl A 22 0
TR A% BRAZ N EEN AL 5 T B RIS R AR AT B IR B A AR bm th R B 1 Lo i 41
AER, 5 OH RS (Aitken et al. (2018), #5446 (2021)) F14:fl Sk 45 U 1 AH G 4
B Orfr— 2, RTG53 H A 53 1A BRIE R IRk, R S Bl 5 58 3 e b
AN BN R IR B 5L B i T U ARDR 0 SR I TR BOdE AT 22 5, R i i ) 5 U X 52 2T 37 30
I, BEANASCHTE K 81 ANRFAE R X RIS 28 2 R R B 1 I 1] AR AR RCR, ik —20
UESKE 1 BT A o 208 S U o 156 528 2 AT 9 A k.
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* 2 HEEEMHF

FHIEAS & BEEWRE || FHEE R EEMFEE
TF ik 1 i 6.890% 1T HLEVREE 2 STD 2.430%
AHAS L2 AN 2 Mean 6.840% T HERE 1 STD 2.386%
AN H L LR ZE Max-Min 5.943% VT HEEIR Y 1 Mean 2.159%
TEMME Skew 5.215% FEEAMN A% B B Mean 2.087%
AT TSR M Z STD 5.198% s E AR Min 1.850%
FEXS B RUESLR M 22 STD 5.048% TR E 1 Max 1.797%
FEXS A UKL 22 Max 4.539% AN A& S Min 1.598%
FERLERERIE 15 min 4.222% VT HRE 1 Max-Min 1.532%
AR SR 22 Max 4.201% DER GE Kurt 1.522%
AT L SEHR AN 2% Mean 3.753% TR s R Skew 1.465%
FF#EA2 5 & 15 min 3.746% 1T HEERIT 2 Mean 1.458%
AR LSRN 2 Max-Min 3.434% AR SESEHRAN 22 Skew 1.444%
Tk ERE 10 min 2.934% NV ZE STD 1.312%
DR G & Skew 2.908% FEHAERL G E 15 min 1.309%
YA 5B Mean 2.738% FHAL G & 5 min 1.192%
AR SESAR A 22 Min 2.689% AR K LA Z Skew 1.178%
AL B B Min 2.530% FETVIAE G & Kurt 1.139%
VT BRI 2 Max-Min 2.511% AN BB Kurt 1.107%
JFERLEKEKIE 5 min 2.491% FETFIIL G Skew 1.060%
VTR E 2 Max 2.487% FEIHEE 10 min 1.043%

3.3.3 MEXZEHRIRRIRANSHIEZ S S i@zt

AR BN ZRAEREADUR IR T 5 2 515 B3R AT Ee A R A RIS 52 55, BRI T 23 0] e AN A
N AORAR, (B B S A% B R 3 R RS BT SR R 58 o AR AR IR . A ST
FEARMBORAE TR A FR NG R, JIEZ 5 H RN 5 FEA S A RERZLK,
DRV ] DACREASSCR RIS 22 2 47 R ME 2R HEATIZ I 32 H UV L .

AR RS I TR DRIESS R FEASMEN, B 2013 E2E T — 1 FMIIGREREA
WAL, X T 4EPTA ISR, 5T HmPiss o B8 0k SO R il “ KA 0
B G “SEMBY FEAZ G MR R ARG 5 KRI85, =F 208 1. & 3 A 4 535
JEoR ¥R I RN RS By AR “SEm AL RO AC B FAF S H ket H1E, H.
R L 0 B R IR (K Btk AT 1 HE— P L GeiE. SERATIL SRR RS AL
S HWGEEIMEN 4.3% it “SEHAY 5 2 HWE 208 —2.1%, —FH AR
PETT g5 o i (S B R AR . — 2D T WLAEBEE A BB BT, ISR S 2 H s
FE PR H RS, MTIESE 1 ASCR ) 45 R A HER 4.
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! T FHER. 277% ! [ HUEES. 746% " EEE A, 242%
o oo o
HDH IUUU 3 [ H "ll
\las -lII A |
(a) EHBFEA (b) ®i 60% (c) AT 20%
B 3 SEMMEMEZIRAE “EANE MERHEESARERSEI
:D]DDDDBDDDDD ZDIDDDDDDDDDD ZUHDDDDUDDDDD
1, i .,
g & &
EE PHER-2. 077% TR ER-2. 527% ) PHUEE-3. 450%
“\@ \\\\\\\\\\\\ “h\ Y oY g S SF g8 9F o S T Y Y S q)i »\“’“c“\ m»cm m,“cm mnbm 9‘““”&‘“
(a) EHPFEA (b) HI 60% (c) AT 20%

B 4 SHMEMGIRZE “HB” MERHLE S AWERG T

4 SFHER
4.1 WT=HREDHT

AR Se R OB o ALK ik, AR 2 T AS [ BR324 96 0 195 52 2 JB S A0 s S
ZIAFAE IR FU AR T 4R 2 L 1) 5 B 1.

4.1.1 EXEFMESHNERZRENRER

ARSI I B R B A RE R G RREE o 5 4, Hh No dH28 B TG A8 5 4%
mw%,ﬁ%wifﬁ“}Ai”ﬂﬁ*%ﬁzﬁ“i&&”ﬂ%*%mzzﬁMHﬁﬁﬁ
SN 4 H, BAK (Low) B (High) KIXHET, KA ERETE S 5 8 KR &, HH
SN ERTAHA. & 3 4R WAGWET R T 5808 1R R, BT A SCE i
#N 2 HA T IR RE N H EUES. BRI S M2 TR E A 5 I SE B AE 2 512
FE A myﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ@x%EEEWMM%TTu%wﬁ 229 1.38% (No-High) 1 1.14%
(Low-High) M H ¥ m %, & 3 #t— DIk TEHIRARTF R G (UL Size, W1 i {E Hk
B/M, i % E/P) KM E S HA IR, 2558 0] WA T AR CIabn iy g 1) 2 2 H & v] 3145
REMEMGE. BAmNS, 2THEESTE. K B/M. K E/P FIKREFRIFEL, £
%ﬂhx%%ﬁ&%ﬂ%@mfﬁmmeMﬁm@ﬁﬂ¢Emﬂ%.L R R 5
(2019) $5 H FIEITEEAZ Z AT NATIPIR 300 43 B 52 1 58 i BF S0 1) 25 10 AH B S04
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#* 3 ITHIEXRESHE
HIEAE G Pt No-High Low-High

No Low 2 3 High mean t statistic mean t statistic

H
ALL 1.601 1.367 1.366 0.893  0.226 1.376*** 2.79 1.141%* 2.93

Panel A: By size

Low 2.019 1.659 1.668 1.229 1.175 0.767 1.11 0.488 0.91
2 1.423 1.466 0.871 0.181 0.079 1.114** 2.06 1.387* 2.90
High 1.306 0.614 1.260 1.516  0.248 1.187** 2.37 0.487 0.87

Panel B: By book-to-market ratio
Low 1.531 1.380 1.227 0.342 —0.222 1.705** 3.15 1.635™*" 3.56
2 1.756 1.636 1.555 0.618 0.208 1.492*** 2.67 1.427** 2.40
High 1.653 1.152 1.322 1.570 0.551 1.029* 1.73 0.689 1.22
Panel C: By E/P ratio
Low 1.664 1.574 1.220 0.852 0.163 1.451"** 2.70 1.450*** 3.03
2 1.795 1.501 1.339 0.709  0.157 1.547* 2.60 1.307** 2.76
High 1.456 1.035 0.979 0.788  0.629 0.866 1.56 0.411 0.80

et IR 10%s 5% A 1% IR TR

4.1.2 EMFIESHERIRENEEER

T ARSI R 2 20 48 AL 25 T 117 3 (1) R A8 2 a4, WA o Sy 36 AR ST %
HEEBGEN TR T 2BV ARG 22 1 IR R Ak, UE S8 T = s s IR i k0 1 22
Gifabn iR it 7 AL S ARAR I ATAME B AR MM e (B AR past month return,
AU ME price)s R HATH (#TF-H turnover, BAL & trade volume) FIAN B B
(volatility) =AM EEHEAT 7 X E A, SR WK 4 Pron. GRRPEZFES MBI
R ARSCHT R R B 0% 2H A A o Y 2 P DR AN AR, G P A v e T B R R R B A IR S AN A
JE RN G, T AE SR DR SN 5 B 3 1 1) T 45 A e U BN M M S DAk e AE LA Sy R b AT g
H I B R

4.1.3 ARIABAFERSHEXGBRENERER

BE—2DHh, B SCHERE IR 050 ORI AE S SIS, eI AR
PG E WA A G AT . BRI AT 43 R FA WL # B8 # F I L9 (institution holds) AR 10
KRR AT (Topl0 Holds) #7 sALIIFI K A% T2 5 Bsma 77, 50 A 3 A AL
BHE RS AE L SR 2 R AR LRI R, R WK 5 Fow, 5P TR IR R — 3K,
AR SCUE SEAFAE R ML 4% 55 3 R AR s BRI A B B 5 G Bl e 5 AT L H IR,
AU R AR AR LA w2 SR BN 4% B - ORI AR S N ) T d i R A 2 AT N AE
JBE ZE T 37 ok B EUR 2
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x4 IEHIENHE
HE R e s No-High Low-High
No Low 2 3 High mean t statistic mean t statistic
Panel A: By Past month return
Low 1.806 1.882 1.929 0.915 0.445 1.339** 2.17 1.502" 1.91
2 1.599 1.196 1.228  2.380 0.623 0.954* 1.72 0.652 1.30
High 1.252 1.082 0.896 0.463 —0.483 1.717*** 3.11 1.561*** 3.27
Panel B: By price
Low 1943 1.407 1.640 1.756 0.551 1.221** 2.19 0.919* 1.94
2 1.686 1.661 1.198 0.570 —0.516 2.186™** 4.12 2.135"** 3.93
High 1774 1.394 0.716 0.035 —0.673 2.363*** 2.84 2.144™** 2.68
Panel C: By turnover
Low 1.320 1.170 1.574 1.075 0.422 0.802* 1.73 0.671 1.20
2 1.813 1.352 1.731 1.021 0.641 1.099** 2.00 0.745 1.37
High 2.107 1.746 0.033 —0.328 —0.249 2.042*** 2.92 1.888*** 2.90
Panel D: By trade volume
Low 1769 1.615 1.779 —0.217  2.549 —0.938 —0.66 —1.144 —0.76
2 1.787 1.459 1.471 1.200 1.644 —0.178 —0.22 —0.188 —0.26
High 1.731 0.841 0.899 0.423 —0.478 1.606™" 2.21 1.194" 1.71
Panel E: By volatility
Low 1.271 0.442 0.542 0.239 —0.045 1.062 1.41 0.522 0.71
2 1972 1.722 1904 1.184 0.685 1.223** 2.00 1.032** 2.03
High 1.894 1.418 0.883 0.233 0.021 1.751" 3.12 1.342** 2.64
L SRR 10%. 5% A 1% IR K.
x5 EHIREIBASHAR S ERFREFE
HIEAE G iRk No-High Low-High
No Low 2 3 High mean t statistic mean t statistic
Panel A: By institution holds
Low 1909 1.451 0.979 0.808 0.978 0.918 1.43 0.473 0.76
2 1.825 0.905 2.068 1.156 0.915 0.858 1.41 —0.061 —0.10
High 2396 1.212 1.331 0.942 —-0.030 1.919** 2.49 0.924 1.16
Panel B: By Top10 holds
Low 1725 0.913 1.983 0.872 1.272 0.213 0.31 —0.317 —0.44
2 1.794 1.197 1.572 0.919  0.820 0.942 1.31 0.255 0.35
High 2328 1.119 1.177 1177 —0.037 2.116™** 3.59 1.259** 2.16

et RIS 10% 5% A1 1% BB TEKE
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4.2 EF[EYI5 Fama-Macbeth [E)3461E
TE AR SR F B R A 1 7 v —

AU 96 T A SR b A S I BB AL AR AT E

1J|l¥1‘%i?% MR R ER AN, Z5RINE 6 Fros. Panel A J9Z o RIE AE 5 I

& (No) Iz msntEAs HFEE M EE (High) B SRR 2 S H A e AR50 45 5 nT 0L
F 6 FETFEYIKIE
CAPM FF3 Carhart4 FF5 CH3 CH4
Panel A: % TCHIESE 5 1%, 0= mAE 28 5 %
ey 012077001247 001187 0.0152°7 001477 0.0160°
mterce
P 267) (2.57) (2.51) (2.87) (2.84) (3.18)
VKT 0.1389*  0.1059  0.0468  0.0867  0.0704  —0.0018
(1.93) (1.47) (0.62) (1.06) (0.86) (—0.02)
0.1725  0.3772  —0.0801  0.1143  0.3008"
SMB
(1.26) (2.31)  (~033)  (0.74) (1.77)
0.0092  0.0694  —0.0869
HML
(0.07) 0.53)  (—0.47)
0.2269**
UMD
(2.16)
—0.2364
RMW
(—0.94)
0.1374
CMA
(0.58)
~0.1678  —0.0115
VMG
(—0.94)  (~0.06)
~0.3606**
PMO
(—2.52)
N 72 72 72 72 72 72
R 0.051 0.089 0.148 0.113 0.091 0.172
Panel B: 2 AR5 38 5 1%, 02 i Jnis 22 5 1%
ey 0010077001087 0.01047 0.018177 001257 0.0136°
mterce
P28 (2.82) (2.76) (3.14) (3.04) (3.45)
Panel C: % LHIER 5 %
e 0013400127 00123 00197 0.0190 0.0193
mterce
PE (120 (1.12) (1.07) (1.59) (1.57) (1.58)
Panel D: i 2K 28 ) %
oo 0013 0011 00109 00176 0.0168 0.0169
mterce
PE o (0.98) (0.94) (0.92) (1.37) (1.35) (1.34)
Panel E: =5 501538 2 M
ieen 00004 00003 0.0005  0.0045 00043 0.0033
mterce
P 0.04) (0.02) (0.04) (0.33) (0.32) (0.25)
e IERIR 10%. 5% 1% B R EAKCE.
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PRI ¢ {ESRT 2.5, FRIAARSCH AW i JovERE A I I8 B ke, HLAA S 35 IR A
ai. Panel B WAk 7 ARAE L H AR EMEE (Low) I mits 2 42 5 (High)
B A R A TR A B0 2 . 4 ] L2 S S TSR AR B 35 R A A, AR T ¢ (E R
T 2.8. Panel C, Panel D, Panel E 7351 8% 3k, 2L 4 G 1 BIHRE 545 R

# 7 A Fama-Macbeth [BlA#G50 458, ARSCULT A BEEI a8 N R AR &, Informed
Trading Score NARSCHRITHE K] “SEN” 5“2t BANE R 582 Fi A FEME, In-
formed Trading Dummy AFRRNIZKE U] &G HIAGEZ 5 MBI R, %628 B
Beta, TI1H (size), K Hi{E L (BM), fi& A% (EP), Mg HESZE (volatility), HH#eF2
(turnover) 52 5 & (trade volume). [FIVH (2) Fl (3) 4375045 il 5 A [ Al 2= AN RFAE AR DAL &
B EUESEA S EME AZ 2 48 A5 Fridi 26 18 B B I0IEWE S febr T 55 45 3 nl WLAE 79 0l 425 )
T AT DL R T I R 2 JE A SRR IITE 5% DL BRI BAEKE T RE N, Kb ¢ Aad T
Newey-West (1987) 3 [iriiii 5 A%, @ — P ukEsl 1 H1E 28 5 IS is v R AFAE.

4.3 HHEIELE

BT Easley et al. (2011) B Gtk (low toxicity) Hit, BT E @5 & 4 T15 2
HHWALE ZHIFOL T H S RE L S EH ML 5T RSB ZE 2K, WmmEaE 5% bt
() LT B AGE IE R 2 5T AR, RSO0, s 5 R T I R S AR
SEA AN B e B SE AN EAT KU AME I F t e S B0 LR 29K, #Em SR T REE R B X
B, ARYE LR HE, R FIG AL 5 B GoR il JSE O 2 51 R i i sh It B T 2 5
SEAT, T S R A8 5y A AR R 24 3 N 2 WL 8% B A 5 S S i ZE R B 5K, TR TR — 30, i
TR 2 5% S ] 7 H A KN RS BT 725, 18 BA TR G 2R,
PRI GBS R RN R 52 S0 4R BUN0S T — IR SE S 72 BUA J 255 1) ] T 1 1

AR SR AR B i 08 2 Bt v 55 1 IR H B SRS 2 R AR, R T2 Newey-
West (1987) % /5 1) Fama-Macbeth /A3 UENLEMRE, 45 R0 8 fizx. Panel A J9%1
1552 Sy 4R o0t T IR LS ZE I IRl A 25251, 45 2R AT WL AN 52 55 I % A L B 28 2 19 K
SR SESEM 22, RO R . S BRI Panel B iR SE AR 50 tE 22 Z R bR 0T R —
IR S A 22 AT S 35 (R A ) TN 8 77, 2R WA S AN RS B2 B AIC 3 30 T IR 8l A IR ) R
T, 55 R SCUE SE A1 58 2 4R Hons ™ IR s B S m) SRR I O 458 58 v

5 REMEE
5.1 ZEFIEMEI
VPIN {645/ Easley et al. (2012) 7E Easley et al. (2002) $#2H T PIN $845 )5 45 &2 it
AR G S IR TR R A R e bR, RS R A SESEAT PR AN A v R T S )
1B G, FARBAEAE B 78 40 R I 17 37 v SESEAT SR 258 fr) 4 . VPIN — J7 [y a4
F A RS = T AE AT R R R B, [RIE E T PIN EAN T R R S 5 0 AR
BT F R T B SR NE a2, BT ARl 38 ) 2 R (BREESE (2019)).
AICHR Easley et al. (2012) §] BVC FETFEAIH B VPIN $844, HR AW E 55
. AU BRI Fama-Macbeth [F1J5 = Fh 77 SEGIEA SR AR FfdtE. & 9 1
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R R

%R 7 Fama-Macbeth [@)3L&

(1) (2) (3) (4)
. . —0.0403"**  —0.0382*** —0.0276™" —0.0262""
informed trading score
(—3.73) (—3.43) (—2.44) (—2.29)
0.0002 0.0003
beta
(0.18) (0.29)
. —0.0029" —0.0040""
Ln(size)
(—1.74) (—2.35)
0.0014* 0.0010
Ln(B/M)
(1.94) (1.17)
0.0147 0.0169
Ln(E/P)
(1.14) (1.31)
Lailit 0.3930" 0.3750
volatili
Y (1.80) (1.64)
—0.0002"** —0.0002"**
turnover
(=5.21) (—5.29)
-1.98x 107"  —6.74x 107"
trade volume
(—0.84) (—0.31)
- . 0.0145** 0.0811"* 0.0135 0.101**
interce
P (2.42) (2.03) (1.52) (2.62)
N 164937 156439 164854 156363
R? 0.009 0.021 0.033 0.042
(1) (2) (3) (4)
. . —-0.0119"**  —0.0116™*" —0.0069"* —0.0064"*
informed trading dummy
(—3.34) (—3.07) (—2.39) (—2.28)
—0.0002 0.0003
beta
(—0.24) (0.23)
. —0.0038"* —0.0041"*
Ln(size)
(—2.22) (—2.43)
0.0013* 0.0009
Ln(B/M)
(1.89) (1.11)
0.0176 0.0167
Ln(E/P)
(1.41) (1.30)
latilit 0.3250 0.2940
volatili
Y (1.47) (1.25)
—0.0002*** —0.0002***
turnover
(—5.49) (—5.23)
—5.11 x 107" —3.57 x 107"
trade volume
(—2.27) (—1.86)
- . 0.0143** 0.1020™* 0.0161" 0.1070***
interce
P (2.48) (2.46) (1.77) (2.76)
N 164937 156439 164854 156363
R? 0.007 0.018 0.030 0.038

ifE: *\ **\ * KK

AR 10%- 5% A1 1% KR EVEAKT, #55 AN Newey-West 551 ¢ fH.
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& 8 HMERZ SRR
Panel A: 5142 5 5 LM E (T)
SESARAN 22 TSR 2 BREFTMMN 2 AREELRN %
. . 0.448™** 0.601"*
informed trading score
(9.55) (6.85)
. . 0.136™™" 0.167*~
informed trading dummy
(11.27) (8.11)
controls Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 154896 154896 154896 154896
R? 0.071 0.053 0.097 0.077
Panel B: $11E4 5 5 XM E (T + 1)
SESARAN 22 TSR M 22 HRESAANZE AR ZE
. . —0.0455™" —0.1540"*
informed trading score
(—2.33) (—5.01)
. . —0.0097** —0.0627""
informed trading dummy
(—2.12) (—8.75)
0.0176™* 0.0177"** 0.0261*** 0.0264™**
beta
(4.43) (4.38) (3.78) (3.84)
) —0.0073" —0.0078" 0.0368"** 0.0361***
Ln(size)
(—1.85) (—1.92) (3.18) (3.09)
0.0017* 0.0015 —0.0046"** —0.0044"*
Ln(B/M)
(1.93) (1.57) (—2.69) (—2.62)
—0.0189 —0.0174 —0.3270"" —0.3290""
Ln(E/P)
(—0.62) (—0.56) (—4.48) (—4.52)
latilit 2.9220"*" 2.7790"** 7.9150"** 7.8340™""
volatili
Y (7.56) (7.45) (4.60) (4.73)
0.0004™** 0.0003"** 0.0008™** 0.0007***
turnover
(5.79) (5.33) (8.86) (8.67)
—1.61 x 107"***  —2.03 x 107" —7.43 x 107" —8.33 x 1071
trade volume
(—3.87) (—4.64) (—6.33) (=7.03)
it . 0.114 0.129 —0.880"*" —0.849™**
interce
P (1.30) (1.45) (—3.00) (—2.89)
N 154920 154920 154920 154920
R? 0.027 0.027 0.060 0.059

VE: RO S RIERIR 10%. 5% 1% BB EMEKCE, $55 N Newey-West %5 1 ¢ 1.

Panel A JyXUE 4y H A5 R, 45 Rn] WA T AR SCHR bt i 1 2 2= 40 & A SR B AT 1E 1) (1) 2 5 0 2
HAAWES R PER A, Panel B HH ARSI I ZE 4% IR ASCHEAR AT VPIN 545733l 73 1
54, THE® A Z T HE G A A E A, g5 W, LASCRR PRI 2 S H A
TE R R B, BPEIE 5% MEEKEFNEESRT 0, RHET VPIN fatsty @i
A 28 IR R A AL AU R M L VPIN $5AR 4 8 (0 22 25 41 A IR i il A Ar e
HEEDUL L BEMN. WAMARSOE VPIN fE A HI &I Fama-Macbeth [ 485 24+,
F 10 G5 RT WA SCHR AR 00 2 PR R 2 BTS20, UE SE AR SCHR AR T A/ i T e 77 5%
T VPIN #8545, IF4E VPIN FIEAA&E.
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%= 9 VPIN EFHRNTE5EMAEWEEEYT

Panel A: By VPIN

VN R R No-High Low-High
No Low 2 3 High mean t statistic mean t statistic
Low 1.284 0.887 0.961 0.764 0.123 1.201** 2.04 0.879** 2.04
2 1.697 1.766 1.512 0.617 0.554 1.033* 1.85 1.169** 2.27
High 1.663 1.575 0.981 0.721 0.063 1.554™** 2.94 1.513*** 3.12

Panel B: ZHA& Uz A E [51)5

BT R AR 2 E A Al

@ ta B ts R?
2T VPIN
RGeS 0.0122* 2.32 0.2324" 1.92 0.05
At

T VPIN #5802 2 A iieas

o ta B ts R?
TR
B E R .
2 0.0017 0.32 0.2152 1.92 0.05
il

5 AR 10%. 5% A1 1% B KT

% 10 A VPIN #5¥:8) Fama-Macbeth [E)3#§3E

(1) (2) () (4)
. . —0.0410"** —0.0258"*
informed trading score
(—3.95) (—2.33)
o d trading d —0.0121*** —0.00656™*
informed tradin mm
ormed tradimg Cummy (~3.60) (—2.41)
—0.0862"* —0.0722" —0.0773" —0.0805"
VPIN
(—2.13) (—1.84) (—1.88) (—1.96)
controls No No Yes Yes
N 164852 164852 156305 156305
R? 0.013 0.010 0.045 0.042
L B RIEROR 10%. 5% F1 1% HIRFMIKF, $55 N8 Newey-West %5
JEH ¢ fH.

5.2 TEMULFEEEIVFLEER

A S AU R 2R S BUE T RE, it — B 5 s aiie, At — it 7 £
A KT EINB AT T ARG, S5 R WK R A3, T Panel A BUFRIHKIR
BERT 0 H ¢ HE 23 DL b, 5IEEiRw4e 5
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6 HL5RR®

RICEET R E A B H P RS G B 4 S T B AT O REAE SR A R T
Stacking % IR A2 M 45 SEBIL T BEXS RIS AZ A7 NRIREA SRS R0, H bk 1 %
FREZ HRE R 2T Rebr. BT afiats, A0 —BRAE 7ML 5 REN KRR
MAFTENE, X FOR BLHIEAT T 3 — P st B & A SCORILE T8 EAXT R AT 5 80
(IR BI A RURSY A5 75 1o R0 155 58 B M0 o) i 5 4 A A4/ ) IR M2 I 5| R S FE R I EN, 2R T
AR EN I A Gy Fa BTG R 1) FE 22 e A A T LR AR E I A 2, RS 22 B TR 3 I
HZ2 53 7 EEET AR E SR A F I AR SCUESE RS 5E S SR e R AE A 4
[ EAFEZE SR, AETEECR WA MEEGS KRI85 2 455 e LU 491 B8 v R R 2 P BE I
BH .

ASCEERR T AE4 T A A B AR B SR 3 B B 048 38 L. T A O A
R, AR SO T AT By 3 AR B 25 ) S0k B R A A R A 2R S B 1 0 SR 22 2 AT 9 Y
SEIN A%, $RTH IS BRI RN gt — B 43P s A1 ek B A 17 37 BRI B Th Re 4R 4t 1
22 BRI 5 A SCIESE AN 5E 5 # DL Al B g7 KA 22 91 T8 it i R AR 0 1 28 5 T B it
RAtEA 5 BRI T S ORI BRI 5 AR 0, WA I 2 78 0 M 2 R AR A B,
EBIREEE . SRR N R BB N BOR T BAEE S 515 B4248 i@ 5
T EARE T 6, &A1 5 5 AT 9 AR IF SR THE 507 ) R 1) B2 L ik B2 AT 3 1)
FIRREER . BEAh, B E M B iR S AR st M A SCHR e 1 A RTTA& R R
FASRWETE, TRV 1 016 22 2y R 3R 55 ISP Al Wi e 2 ) ) P E R 38 0 B 1 3R b B B A i
WM AR, RN AR SONET RGN R ENR TR 7 2%, Ll 7 e
SRR e iy

HIRA S AT IRAFAE BOR B 90 e 2 18], a3k — 8 (IE 52 07 9] mT e B0 55K Fn15 58 247 9
PR I S 2 1 1) W 7 R THTBEAT A A, DA AH SRATLAG) $ 14 B0 B4 A0 A SR 5 TR T
R B SR T KA R 2 o AT R R R S M & M R etk
bk B R I R AN TS A 5 K T, AT REATAH L M S AL T . 52 IR TR ) R SRS
CVfF XCHR (Basley et al. (2008), Chen and Zhao (2012), FRIE#EZE (2019), ZEEMAFN 5
(2020)) FEARIRNERISIK P 2 1 1) 04 22 2 2 VR0 T i, L3 — i) 0t T 4% B 3 47 9 T 98 A
WA E Y EA ERWEIL SREE S, WM T 7R BB 7S], B3 Rkt
FOTF , AT oy 5 B AR 52 o = SRR A ZE AR 7 J2 TR B 2858 2 Lt SE I RN A8 5
YRS HE ) ) I 24 ol Ay A S 4Bk F) R ) A

2 £ X #M

2, (2012). B RARA. BT S RIRERNER S [J]. SRR, (5): 179-192.
Cai N, (2012). Information Advantage, Timing and Insider Trading[J]. Journal of Financial Research,
(5): 179-192.

WRIEIE, SKIEPE, WA R, B IR3E, (2019). FIE2E 5 5 BAEE MRS IR KIS ST [J]. B R4, 22(4):
53-74.
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Chen G J, Zhang R Z, Xie P L, Zhao X Q, (2019). Informed Trading, Information Uncertainty and
Stock Risk Premium[J]. Journal of Management Sciences in China, 22(4): 53-74.
WEALE, KHZ, A, (2008). WAL A MR (PIN) FHES KRESEMRES) [J]. B EE BRI, 16(1):
16-24.
Han LY, Zheng J Y, Li D H, (2008). The Feature of Probability of Informed Trading and Risk Pricing
in Shanghai Stock Market[J]. Chinese Journal of Management Science, 16(1): 16-24.
TR, MR, BEUK, fTHUR, (2021). BEBEH IS . HIRERSBM RS [J]. LFHE5, 56(1): 58-73.
He C Y, Chen R, Xue B, He M Y, (2021). Investor Sentiment, Limited Arbitrage and Stock Price
Anomalies[J]. Economic Research Journal, 56(1): 58-73.
FEHE, VT, (2020). 0 E BRI N RAE 5 6 HE BRI
I 2ER (B2t AR), (5): 136-145.
Li Z H, Sun G Y, (2020). The Impact of Insider Trading on Information Efficiency in China’s Stock
Market[J]. Nankai Journal (Philosophy, Literature and Social Science Edition), (5): 136-145.
PR, T, FHW, (2018). T EZE TS EIN T REERRIETTE —— E TR HRAT AT
SIS [J]. SR, (2): 135-152.
LiZ H, Wang J, Li M Y, (2018). A Study on China’s Stock Market Manipulation’s Effects on Market
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BT, BIhE, BT VI, BERE, (2014). 5 bii. AR S SN RS —— FT ST KA R M
FL[J). AT, (5): 126-142.
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Shen B, Ran G H, Zhong J, (2012). An Analysis of the Forming of Insider Transactions in China’s
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VT, ARERE, LI, FIE, (2021). TP ERAAREAR T o EBCE IO RE BACRE —— SRAYTT A BT
B EHE SRR [J). SRR, (9): 151-169.
Sun G Y, Li Z H, Du Y, Wang J, (2021). Does Market Manipulation Reduce the Information Effi-
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REME, RIAER, (2010). BERREFIE R A R R AT AR ST [J]. FE DIZE, (5): 121-130.
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