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2014 4 6 J] , Halliburton 7555 ¥ 3¢ [ e i 5 Be Y IR iR TH IS 1 )R
FBAE AL 1) Halliburton R 68 8 IR & =5 15 FE ¥ & H 7 Basic Inc. v.
Levinson & (2 B i i) B SRR AR U e, ezl gl i e 1%
Bt [F) K 17 37 OV (FOTMY) 119 15 9861 4 7 VE hy FA A UIE Z5 VR (9 74 R
L3 SR, & BB IR 175 B Fo i/ w4 76 42 A A o 32 58 B A i
SEM A UEE L4 ) T Qnyk Be i fif B, Basic 28 I R SR 1k e Z 00 B 45 11
B B REUE W BT 8 09 R B BRI T R S R 52 e ISR T S A0 % R IR
o R, Basic 22 BT R FH A HE & UM R REZE A SR IE 7 L5

kg g A (O SRR R VEVRIA M2 . A 4R Halliburton 1T %8
A 2 D455 02 75 KT R AR 77 A {5 B ) A 2% BEANY A% 5 0 174 ) R, (L2
W s 52 M o oAt UE 25 K VE A RS 3R 8 B OC EE B AR ARk R G
FOCHEAELL AR E S R ey A W R (B BRI 2 S B 45 e R S A
B MR H Pk . XAME S I R B E N — IR M FNEB

(1) See Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund,Inc. ( Halliburton I ) ,134. Ct.2398(2014).

(2] See485 U.S.224(1998).

(3] See Halliburton I ,134S. Ct. at 2417.

(4) W EHE,

(5) Id.,at2416.

(6) BImAE-NREZHERY TACREEN TS ER, XPWEFNE L L(S
LR AHAR, WL B R EEREEANEY ., RN L P EHY
2 A8 R ARIE AL i 7 R U B AR 5 R v T R Y B MR R AR o R g A
HHth 7 37 Wy {2 B, See Jill E. Fisch, The Trouble with Basic: Price Distortion after
Halliburton ,90 WASH. U. L. REV. 895,897 n.8 (2013).
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FAFOTFEIE LR PRI A TR R L A SR i 22 RS [ B A7 AT 33 1
JEEARE L LA B W i 22 oy 7 HE e e 2l L7

PRI EA S RIR T2 R SCHR L 8 ) Rl U4 K 2xis AT
FEEA At BN SRR R R Z A 2 L0 SRR Rk A
TR HEAE X 70 T 728 1A Y0 PP B8 I 75 40 A% e 2l R g S5 ) A1 A6
SN o TERCA HABTETE D R B AT, e B S B 4 522 ey T L
T R R IR R B S B RS B Bl T DA B R (10)

1B SRR 38 A7 7E THE R IRVE IR A h U 8 S8, R 2 1
BRI, 32 FH S PEAIE S8 LA S D0t 58 10— il A B IO >
G NRI S, B SRR PR 120 SR, ST
FEEETHIRVERIN R BR A . 55— TR BE e 75 78 70 BR AR AF T 580

(7) See,e.g. ,Inre Oracle Sec. Litig. ,829 F. Supp. 1176,1181 (N. D. Cal. 1993 ) ( “iz | =%
PR 5 ik B AR AT 7 R b e He K[ ZHHEE] LR PN
BT ).

(8) See,e.g. ,United States v. Schiff,602 F.3d 152,173 n.29(3d Cir.2010) (“ Z= ##f %
e RGN EE QM E R T AR - MR R E B AT A
E &8y om, Bl — R4 8 R 4% 7)) [ quoting In re Apollo Group Inc. Sec.
Litig. ,509 F. Supp. 2d 837,844 (D. Ariz.2007) ].

{9) See generally S. P. Kothari&Jerold B. Warner, Econometrics of Event Studies( f~ 48 1974
FH2000 FARALAMT EEHAREZNFRALMURL FERAEHFR
B 7% pk By #£ 37 ), in 1 HANDBOOK OF CORPORATE FINANCE: EMPIRICAL
CORPORATE FINANCE 3(B. Espen Eckbo ed. ,2007).

(10) See,e. g. ,Michael J. Kaufman & John M. Wunderlich, Regress: The Troubling Dispositive
Role of Event Studies in Securities Fruad Litigation,15 STAN. J. L. BUS. &FIN. 183,194
(2009 ) [ citing DAVID TABAK, NERA ECON. CONSULTING, MAKING
ASSESSMENTS ABOUT MATERIALITY LESS SUBJECTIVE THROUGH THE USE
OF CONTENT ANALYSIS 4 (2007 ), http://www. nera. com/content/dam/nera/
publications/archivel /PUB_Tabak_Content_Analysis_SEC1646 — FINAL. pdf (https://
perma. cc/768L — FPGQ) ] ( ## % 45 78 2 A R A 2 5 Ak 20 o e A & € {0 ) .

(11) See,e. g. ,Alon Brav &J. B. Heaton, Event Studies in Securities Litigation: Low Power,
Confounding Effects ,and Bias 93 WASH. U. L. REV. 583 ,585(2015) [ 7 & Z|“ = 4 #F
RECAEEFRFERDPIALIL B AL, UETENERH P ERHAREINEALD
& 85 E (footnotes omitted) ” ] .

(12) See,e. g. ,Bricklayers&Trowel Trades Int’l Pension Fund v. Credit Suisse Sec. (USA)
LLC,752 F.3d 82,86 (1st Cir.2014) (“ 3 f & : B W ZAE £ M e R A o 4 %y B
RK RAEWTF eeeeee 7).
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IR AIEE Alito [ [ BH « S ARUF SRR TH 1 H 1 X 5
JEF AR O SRNTSEPR b, ST ik R UEBA & R R 1M AR AR AL,
FEASREXT U A% A8 T 75 A BRATE Hh A8

S5 AR O SRR R T S PR TG ik T 1 T A A A T AR Y
WAk AE g . 7E R BRI DR ML S AT R R A B T, ISR A IE AN 2
PRIt e A AR 2 (150 S5 RIFGR V TG T At U V8 5 P 40 0 T I S A 1Y)
s o) 52 AR R R 2 E AR B RS SRR AR5
AR WU AR 25 A B A% I AR S i, N BB & B 22 15 8 B R X
6 B9 5 ) T ] A G T A R (17

B =L R RN O T AR E sh i e A e ik, 5IE S

(13) Transcript of Oral Argument at 24, Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund, Inc,
(Halliburton 1II ),134 S. Ct.2398 (2014) (No. 13 -317).

(14) Id.

(15) See,e. g. ,Greenberg v. Crossroads Sys. ,Inc. ,364 F.3d 657,665 - 66 (5th Cir. 2004 )
(“EHENEREEB T HFEMN, L2 RMEXRLH").

(16) Ewm&ATT A0 5, & bR A R &5 8 0o 58 k0 R 46 7 1R
WA B EE TR, HBEEANSEYHNEE, AT E SR — RREHE

(17) |ATAE T X BE T WK B, T2k 2 5] BLUE T £ A % ] 5see, e. g. , Archdiocese of
Milwaukee Supporting Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,No.3:02 - CV - 1152 - M, 2008
WLA4791492 ,at + 11 (N. D. Tex. Nov.4,2008) (/>4 7 Halliburton 2001 £ 12 A 7 H
WEARBELE HHARMEETLR  — N EMd R R IRR S EEBE; 5
—MNEFWHERER, TN EE T EFF IR, B R & & a2 W R0
W TREIE AL IE A G4 EEHT @), cf Esther Bruegger & Frederick
C. Dunbar, Estimating Financial Fraud Damages with Response Coefficients,35J. CORP.
L.11,25(2009) (ks WA 2K ER ATy F 4G L &5 E RS
RSN R B Ry 7 ik & A 89 ¥ 4) 5 Alex Rinaudo & Atanu Saha,An
Intraday Event Study Methodology for Determining Loss Causation,J. FIN. PERSP. ,July
2014 ,at 161,162 — 163 (/- % = # T 4 [3] #L 4n {7 38 31 32 JF] [6] B 3 4 oA 7 3% 4 DA
)
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FATHEA SCR 38 I FEIE A I OVE TR IR PP iz o 28—y
VEUE N 2 1R B2 5 A% 10 30 O A X T AR SR SR VE VR I 1R 7F 22 1 T )
R UL T E 2 i RS F O S8 Ik s VR AL o 5 =il
i Halliburton 58 i B8 e AT R AL B SRS L2202 DU R 43 4 )
TR LE TSRS B (0 A5 T3 V5 AT R R B A IE 25 VR IR VA R AIE , O
TR AR ICTEAR I X SEAFAE XS FE AT 05 AT AH I B 8 S A e 2
5 1 e T B A R AN A — B B TR s R T SRR Y
THECE X LR RE—— A F B TEE Z AT 5 ANBE N o X HR 0 [F]A
P IEFFIRVEURIA th i & 1132 FHRY 5% 35 1 7K AE e B AR E A R £
PREGRSGEYER R )5, X R Kz A1Z ™ w2 K

(18) See,e. g. ,Brav & Heaton,supra note 11,at 586 “ JI, 3 ff H == - #F % 3= Wy % R #F % 4
LRI £ RN E R EIE A AN WA £ E N F F AT K (MFESs) " |

[19) See Jonah B. Gelbach, Eric Helland& Jonathan Klick, Valid Inference in Single — Firm,
Single — Event Studies,15 AM. L. &ECON. REV. 495,496 - 97 (2013 ) ( %, ¥4 iF # ¥ iF
FINFEDRHE— N FHHRR).

[20) See,e. g. ,In re Intuitive Surgical Sec. Litig. ,No.5:13 —cv - 01920 - EJID,2016 WL
7425926 ,at + 15(N. D. Cal. Dec.22,2016). s %A, B & “ ik B B A S it B %
M, B E B FEAFRE SRR EHE —E WM AT E YRR EE AR
F7H A E T REE 95% B AT, TUARAFRRMREETHERL,

(21) See infra Part V.

(22) 2016 4 12 H 23 © ,Halliburton & 47, ¥ 2. & & — A% K& 100 7 % JC 0§ F - Fo fit 77
E EA%ZE A, See Nate Raymond , Halliburton Shareholder Class Action to
Settle for $ 100 Million, REUTERS ( Dec. 23, 2016 ), http://www. reuters. com/
article/us — idUSKBN14C2BD/ https://perma. cc/JSOM - DIDD |.
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{d 4> (well — developed) TidgH, RS2 AT 3 A% 550 S bk 17 7 A 7] LA T
ARWUAR B, AR AL 58 B R R IR PRIA 24 vk B 5], A
4 IR 0 M S A B2 Y RS 2 T A S 1 £ A X
RS20 B PRI FI DA Ry, 45 6 LR S R0, T DL T SRR s
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(1) BARBRIR C A AR (2) “ R PR R K75 (3) “ R
Gy IE T 27 5 (4) IS5 70 M B MR S it H 21048 88 H 2Z (8110

(23) B TEHRAIEF R L th £ KA 4, R &0 LE W DL A9 6 B 6 oL
D EREM(AFREART); Q) ERFTEAKE, B2 —MFE LM ER
As(3) X RIEHFAT A Z B FAE K (4) B HA g5 (5) BFHK;(6) HRX
FOWERHREGREF Ry HRX A" % N Dura Pharm. |, Inc. v. Broudo, 544
U. S.336,341 —42 (2005) (4 %3),

(24) Basic Inc. v. Levinson,485 U. S. 224 ,246(1988).

(25) Id.,at247.

(26) ZNCEHKX 5 %)% 10 & (b) T,
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W BEAE Basic Z2 1A PSR A7 B 2 NRF K 2242 Bt Daniel Fischel
HAZITE W) — e A PP SCRE 52 280 Fischel WAk T & OVE #Li8
(FOTM) #2411 —Ffrsg 4 iof ] 3ok S B T Oy 2 5 UE SR R VE IS TR 1 B AR
BN T R PR B T A 290 R4S Basic 2R TAE K,
Fischel I\ AE— M UESIRVEL A M (EAH A AR R 2 KEE iy
Wb Ay K R IR i L ——3% B I 0 A B B R
R e R S E T R4 A 300 i HL Fischel 1Ak, A] LAl i 255
AR 2T AR 5 I GE T2 19 5 2k P JRVEAT S %t 1T 3t 4 1) 52 il
AR Fischel WA 76 3CH A SRR X — ARk B A28 T S0
G L3

W, N Gk B i OGS 28 5 5 1 A 0t LA TR Basic 2819
Filge 320 T A w48 5 8 A ] Cammer v. Bloom ,(33) 5 J i A 3
Rrge: (1) RV MR A3 55 (2) BRF R 2205 IR A UE 25 43 H I 43 ot
(3) T T AR BT A AEALE 5 (4) A FREE S -3 RAGTEMER 1074 W] 193
K&V 5 (5) AN AT T4 2 w0 S0 8 4 Rl R A 5 TRE S0 A 1) B s [ 3 22
[F1] F4) 28 38 i ) 8531F 7 PR SR 56 2R (34

VER B FAEN , G0 58 ik iz AR 90k 3 . Cammer 58 1Y

[27) Id.,at 248 n.27.

(28] See Daniel R. Fischel, Use of Modern Finance Theory in Securities Fraud Cases
Involving Actively Traded Securities,38 BUS. LAW. 1(1982).

(29) Id.,at2,9 -10.

(30) Id.,at13.

(31) Id.,at 17 - 18.

(32) See Fisch,supra note 6,at 911 (3%, ¥ Basic % )& , % F #4 A 0y K 2 2Bk B ¥ & “3F 25 %
5 TR

(33) See 711 F. Supp. 1264(D. N.J.1989).

(34) See DAVID TABAK,NERA ECON. CONSULTING,DO COURTS COUNT CAMMER
FACTORS? 2(2012) (QUOTING in re Xcelera. com Sec. Litig. ,430 F. 3d 503,511
(Ist Cir. 2005) , http://www. nera. com/ content/dam/nera/ publication/ archive2/PUB _
Cammer_Facotrs_0812. pdf [ https://perma. cc/75TK —4B4Z].
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VP PRI FRE T R AE Basic RABCE PR OHLA . 124
JRUBE T 947 30O BE 15 5 Basic 58 HH i Be 4 W AR R] 037) 2 A MR BE T 4
RS A IR 38 X T AR RS o S T A R T 4
LRI AN Cammer 52 (9 TR R 2R 2 AT 52 /9 390 48 40
I,y T 2 Basic EFTBCE M, ISR R AR — DA R g rh k47532
Sy (), Bt R $R S S PRI SR B A S IR 2R (9 T A5 28 TR GE 15 R
A ) DGR AR JBE 2 428 A 1B Al 40

(35) See Teamsters Local 445 Freight Div. Pension, Fund v. Bombardier Inc,546 F.3d 196,
207(2d Cir. 2008 ) ( ## Cammer % W th % I A F——F KE 5 0 i THE W &%
TR A B F A BB S B — A R o B N —— R R
B W EEH4547) . But see TABAK  supra note 33, at 2 — 3 ( # {3 48 3 W 3 % (XX
“%§7Cammer £ %),

(36) See,e. g., Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund, Inc. ( Halliburton 1[I ), 134 S. Ct.
2398,2415 (2014) (“EPJ 344 25 7 — 1 LA ¥ 8 2 3K 4 % % Halliburton & f/r & %
FEGEAMGHEEHR , URIERRETHEHRIATANEEATEL),

(37) See,e. g. ,Jonathan R. Macey, et al. , Lessons from Financial Economics: Materiality,
Reliance ,and Extending the Reach of Basic v. Levinson,77 VA. L. REV. 1017, 1081
(1991) (Bl A K E----- KTHHEMFLBRERABY wAMNET IR EHLEET
R R E X FFE M E”). See also Baruch Lev & Meiring de Villiers, Stock Price
Crashes and 10b — 5 Damages: A Legal, Economic, and Policy Analysis,47 STAN. L.
REV.7,20(1994) (“E & MW ERIEHR A, ARK EXKA, RARTH T ZAK
B7) o EAFERM R, Lev and de Villiers /A T 37 # 7F 32 96 ph BT 48 4 F & T3 R AT
215 B A, See id. ,at 21 (" % AW IH R 7 AR AR R A A i, 3R 5 A A
KEXGWIEHRA#EFELHRN).

(38) Fisch,supra note 6,at 898 (“ M £ L 2 # & kK & L AWM dh M is th b E A MH e
T F A ”);see,e. g.,Brief of Law Professors as Amici Curiae in Support of
Petitioners at 4 — 5, Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund, Inc. ( Halliburton 1I[ ) ,134 S.
Ct.2398(2014) (No. 13 =317) (“AAEETHHEURAEM X R FERRAL
By HERGEEEERET).

(39) See Brav & Heaton, supra note 11 ,at 601.

(40) See Halliburton 11,134 S. Ct. At 2415 (LM N THE TR E, R & EE £ W
FAE B P B T EHA R )
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Basic 2 (111 7 JRVE BRI G TR M 09 HE e AN o [43)

Pk e ) B 22 T {5 9 25K . 7F Dura Pharmaceuticals 58
44 R AR Basic 2, iR A KA AT S Dura B EE T, (K 52 ] Dura
FIEAN SR B, AN KA S iy Bk ) ek BedfEie o,
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FEVEHE TR SR DR SRR o 1 BT G N 25 480 SEBR |, 76 JS Dura B}
AR, TR I 24 e R R A AR St H (490 LA B {8 R W AE 8 5% H A

[41) See generally Fisch,supra note 6,at 913 - 14.

(42) 1d. ,at916.

(43) Halliburton II,134S. Ct. at 2414.

[44) See Dura Pharm. ,Inc. v. Broudo,544 U. S.336(2005).

(45) 1d. ,at 339 —40.

(46) Id. ,at 346. (B AGE #2730 B0 ¥ 3% % ) (PSLRA) 8 2 87 T 4R i B & B 89 1 & B R ¢
ZE&MEEA, 15U.S. C. §78u -4 (b) (4) (1995); see Jill E. Fisch, Cause for
Concern ; Causation and Federal Securities Fraud ,94 IOWAL. REV. 811,813(2009) (
RMAERXZLHWNE ERE).

(47) See Dura,544 U. S. ,at 342 -43.

(48) See Kaufman & Wunderlich, supra note 10 ,at 198.

(49) Y EWmElH EFEHR, ERERHFFZELEH, See infra notes 75 — 86 and
accompanying text( 3 # E i EE R .
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JEXF LT AL Ty A S Bk, 553K B8 5 RS SR (9 1 AT R 75 7 B 5
ik [RIBE, TEIE R R 1 15 6 T AR R N A 55) s8R =

(50) Erica P. John Fund,Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ( Halliburton | ),563 U. S.804(2011).

(51) 1Id.,at812. R mik, BT H A 8y ¢k &, & & L AE WA 6 R Rk 5 % FE 48 7
WA E 2 B oy B % %, See,e.g. ,Aranaz v. Catalyst Pharm. Partners Inc. ,302 F.
R.D.657,671 -72(S. D. Fla.2014) (3 # & 8y 9L K #AT B 5 R WEAD, BT
BHEFEEH L S BRM 6 T ). Halliburton T % 7 4 &9 8 & T 3
ErRETREXRBUMERAZTEFEARXRZ(RERECERT — R FHH
ULV IR BB A A R B AR R vl ) T B H % R I ¥ 45, Archdiocese of
Milwaukee Supporting Fund,Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,No.3:02 - CV -1152 - M,2008 WL
4791492 ,at * 1 (N. D. Tex. Nov.4,2008).

(52) See Bricklayers & Trowel Trades Int’l Pension Fund v. Credit Suisse Sec. (USA)LLC,
752 F.3d 82,86( st Cir.2014)

(53) See,e. g. ,Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,718 F.3d 423,434 - 35 n. 10(5th
Cir. 2013 ) (“ F| R AIE W1 2 W o 404 5% v SE 3 5 K BOR JRAE WA 5 3080 10 4% % v O 4
Z R — A RAT).

(54) Basic Inc. v. Levinson,485 U. S. 224,231 - 32 (1988) [ quoting TSC Indus. , Inc. v.
Northway, Inc. ,426 U. S.438,449(1976) ].

(55) See Fredrick C. Dunbar & Dana Heller, Fraud on the Market Meets Behavioral Finance,
31 DEL. J. CORP. L. 455,509(2006) (* 4 & % {2 £ 2 4 4 — M A 4 7 47 o B 4 % /b
VN E k3% R MHIENER A RA ST EZF®EE L), But cf. Donald C.
Langevoort, Basic at Twenty ; Rethinking Fraud on the Market,2009 WIS. L. REV. 151,
173 =77(2009) CGA W E —LE#FERELEL —E2THBRN).
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£ Amegen %1 [62) XU)y [l 3 Amegen i 55 i 7 717 3 2 A5 A4 HL
AP B BRAR LA TEHY BT ZE Amegen [ S50 4% 78 T 18 14 B 1 46 5%
HF i S 4 il (030 LR 35, 45 DA, DR R AR R Ak

(56) See In re Burlington Coat Factory Sec. Litig. ,114F.3d 1410(3d Cir. 1997).

(57) 1Id. ,at 1425.

(58] See,e.g.,In re Sadia,S. A. Sec. Litig. ,269 F. R. D. 298,302,311 &n. 104,316(S. D.
N.Y.2010) (H A h RERMET xR WEHE—— 4% % R A E MM F 45
RK——RAF W & 8 ] ik 2 F K8 );In re Gaming Lottery Sec. Litig. , No. 96
Civ. 5567 (RPP) ,2000WL 193125 ,at % 1(S. D. N. Y. Feb. 16,2000 ) ( 4% ZF 4 #f & #
B =G REE T LN REFERAATERRETFHE T ).

(59) See In re Merck & Co. Sec. Litig. ,432 F.3d 261,269,273 —75(3d Cir 2005) (A ¥ —
RERWHBREER BENBWEAFEEAR AT RN AT RN R AEEYH);
Oran v. Stafford,226 F.3d 275,282(3d Cir.2000) (Alito,J) [ “ZEH v TE M
RN T AN E RN EE - ” (quoting In re Burlington Coat Factory,
114 F.3d at 1425) ].

(60) See Conn. Ret. Plans & Trust Funds v. Amegen Inc. ,660 F.3d 1170,1177(9th Cir.2011)
[“WHEMTHERRREE RO EREAREEE MR (EREH)].

(61) See,e.g. ,Aranaz v. Catalyst Pharm. Partners Inc. ,302 F. R. D. 657,670 —-71(S. D. Fla. 2014 )
(VLW & T RARIE T 37 28 i FAR” 4 2 R & & AR B R PR T4 i) .

(62) See Amegen Inc. v. Conn. Ret. Plans & Trust Funds,568 U. S.455(2013).

(63) Id. ,at 459,464 ; see also Memorandum of Points and Authorities in Opposition to Lead
Plaintiff’s Motion for Class Certification at 23, Conn. Ret. Plans & Trust Funds v.
Amegen, Inc. ,No. CV07 - 2536PSG ( PLAx) ,2009WL 2633743 ( C. D. Cal. Aug. 12,
2009) :#EAK, RREATTRBYELE, XRREAUHIRABIRXREE
By KT BB R R PTIE B e BT AT R e Et & s, T e mE
M, TIMETREZE=Z 7 EEAATEAREHER,
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EARE R, YR IR BRR S0 H A4S 520 (F5 221 THIED] Basic
FRTAHEBARIIRE ML) 5 EIESE 52 H 89644 5200 ( Dura 5 945125 2R

(64) See Amegen,568 U.S. ,at 459,464. st & — /T sk Bt AT #2 B9, “ X T Amegen
%t FDA N A0 AT 40 & 72 231 B % B4 Amegen 254 B 2 4 A B A2 T
PRI ” Conn. Ret. Plans & Trust Funds,660 F.3d at 1177.

(65) See Amgen,568 U.S. ,at 481 —82( 3| MiA 4 W 3 FL AL IE 45 2 A T & # 7% 20 s # 2 A
T B e s B, T AR R T E R AR AR )

(66) See15U.S.C. § 78u—4(b)(4)(2010). XA G # KA € Wk HR X R I
A BARYE 2B F 15 £ R AAM AL H# HFIFA R &, See Dura Pharm. , Inc. v.
Broudo,544U. S. 336,338 (2005) (“ — A AR & 5 & 3K AT 25 B, ) 0b 40T A 4 45
AT R T 25K ) [citing § 78u-4(b)(4)].

(67) See 15U.S.C. §78bb(a)(1)(2012).

(68) See,e.g.,In re Imperial Credit Indus. ,Inc. Sec. Litig. ,252 F. Supp. 2d 1005,1015(C.
D.Cal.2003) (“HTHFE Ko F A G R IFMXEREA RN KA T m
SHERELRNAEERELEZTRBOED FUHARIF S EHFAMENGR
EH LR HE RiEE") [ quoting In re Oracle Sec. Litig. 829 F. Supp. 1176,1181 (N.
D. Cal.1993) |; In re N. Telecom Ltd. Sec. Litig. , 116F. Supp. 2d 446,460 ( S. D. N.
Y.2000) ({84 FIE 5 940 4 F 4 B 61 1 [ O 3% BEAT R T R A0 A 2 L
#4-#1” ) ;In re Exec. Telecard, Ltd. Sec. Litig. ,979 F. Supp. 1021,1025(S. D. N. Y.
1997) (“HF L ERHEREAMZEHATT FUHFAR, B2 EFIEANTEEHE
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RORERZSIE I FATR TSR A LU PR SC & O F B B SR SE
RAUEATIF T — R .17

(69) See Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ( Halliburton [ ),563 U. S. 804,805
(2011) (X 412 #i 5 47 %k B % % & ) ; see also Fisch, supra note 6, at 899 &n. 20 ( 5
IX 7 348 BT # F1 AT A8 A o T 5 AR OF F R M s b )

(70) See,e. g. ,FindWhat Inv’r Grp. v. FindWhat. com,658F. 3d 1282,1310( 11th Cir. 2011)
(“HRTHBLN LA R, A AN —RHFRFE T BN EEN
B, AL R E WA R B, ORI E O IR R B
A Ld).

(71) In re Vivendi,S. A. Sec. Litig. ,838 F.3d 223 (2d Cir.2016).

(72) 1Id. ,at 258.

(73) % Vivendi F By ke i F " — H — R A B/ FENTE A, 0 T RATH A 5 0
FERN, CENEALRBEE AT RFTNROIFTH TR LR £ 8T 4, T ERK
CEREIAFERWEL TR L LM 2.1

(74) See IBEW Local 98 Pension Fund v. Best Buy Co. ,818 F.3d 775,782 (8th Cir. 2016)
(BB TR ER A ARE L HEEE RN T, NP HTHET);nre
Bank of Am. Corp. Sec. ,Derivative, & Emp. Ret. Income Sec. Act( ERISA) Litig. ,281
F.R.D. 134,143(S. D. N. Y. 2012) (13 % 0 Z 06 34 B 1 48 58 B 4% B o7
WOR T A H A BTIR W BB D A e e AL )

[75) See infra text accompanying notes 80 —89.
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FE 484 238 H Basic 29 E L7 Halliburton %4 58 * ik B AT
W& 520 (R UEYE " ATE B 87 BEASZE 1 T Rk B« A 4 B 2% R AR AR IR
BEA [ i [(80)

e BN W 2 DL bW A, 76 Halliburton 11 28 v, 3 i K H
Robert fift B , e i 12 Be 7 13X 4 )81 I A AT DAAE H A 1 4%, BDR
AR 55 Bt T A SRV b DX B A A A B A P S R A A R, B A AR
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(A 80 T 25 ) a4 0 9ok IR B AR 31 B KA B A
HLK , FEIX O LT, 28 1k 0k e A 4 AR 7] 4SR5 PP A BRVEAT Ry 2 75 52

(76) See Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund, Inc. ( Halliburton II) ,134 S. Ct. 2398,2405 —
06(2014).

(77) %4 Halliburton /5] B £ 38R 3 #5H X B B R 4 09 % 190k & 5 % 23 K W33
See Class Action Complaint at 22, Archdiocese of Milwaukee Supporting Fund, Inc. v.
Halliburton Co. ,No.3:02 - CV - 1152 - M,2008 WL 4791392 ( N. D. Tex. Nov. 4,
2008).

(78) See Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ( Halliburton [ ),563 U. S. 804,813
(2011).

(79) See Erica P. John Fund,Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,309 F.R. D. 251,255 -56 (N. D. Tex.
2015).

(80) See Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,718 F. 3d 423,435 n. 11 (5th Cir.
2013) ,vacated, 134 S. Ct.2398(2014).

(81) See Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund, Inc. ( Halliburton 1II ),134 S. Ct 2398,2417
(2014) . Halliburton ¥ i % 7 % #| S iy 1F 42 £ 7 #r I #9 % % , B 4 Halliburton %
kIR TR A AT AR R L
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ANk BB Halliburton 11 58 F M50, 4 15 S UE BH Sk /D47y
M S () S ERIE RN H Al Z N . 7E Local 703, 1. B. of T. Grocery
v. Regions Financial Corp. Z&H1,088) iRk Bl g A Ry, g A B iRt T
TIEFIE 2 B RS2 A0 A% A R RE Al R 34k i & 2B 284k , A & Halliburton 1T %822
B T L B, B XSS T LU S E L (800 DRt B

(82) Halliburton II ,134 S. Ct. at 2415.

(83) 1Id. ,at2417.

(84)  TE 4wk B T A FE, & W IE 48 FE A 69 1A K AL T A R AR A BL B9 R B PR 3R B B A A
RACEBE, R B £ BT 69 R B PR e T EAH” . See Halliburton Co. ,309 F.
R.D. at 262.

(85) Id.,at262 -63. kA &S, (HEM) L RUEDREFELERE NG EF ¥ M
B B oy A % A B & By B R T R 2 Halliburton 8y {3 B 4% %, 1d.

(86) 1Id. ,at 280.

(87) 1Id. ,at 270.

(88) See Local 703,1. B. of T. Grocery & Food Emps. Welfare Fund v. Regions Fin. Corp. ,
762 F.3d 1248 (11th Cir.2014).

(89) 1Id. ,at 1258.
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1£ Aranaz v. Catalyst Pharmaceutical Partners Inc. %2 Ff | (94) s [X 35 5%
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(90) Id. ,at 1258 -1259.

(91) See Local 703,1. B. of T. Grocery & Food Emps. Welfare Fund v. Regions Fin. Corp. ,
NO.CV -10 -J -2847 - S,2014WL 6661918 ,at 5 -9 (N.D. Ala. Nov. 19,2014).

(92) Id.,at =8 -10. W & #ARMAT L RN FHFH L HEA K 2009 £ 1 A 20 B A HFAE
WA B ENBEE

(93] See Merritt B. Fox, Halliburton Il .1t All Depends on What Defendants Need to Show to
Establish No Impact on Price,70 BUS. LAW. 437,449 463 (2015) ( 3 ¥ # & % % &
HEH RN RS R R AR B ARERE).

[94) See 302 F.R.D.657 (S.D.Fla.2014).

(95) Id.,at 669 —673.

(96) Id. ,at 670 [citing Amgen Inc. v. Conn. Ret. Plans & Trust Funds,133 S. Ct. 1184,1197
(2013) ]. % Halliburton 1 fr Amgen %, X MR &1 & & #h, 34 K % it &
Halliburton % % % ¥ X 5 7 45 Halliburton 11 % #f [& #y 24 77 3%, See Erica P. John
Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,309 F. R. D. 251,261 —62 (N. D. Tex. 2015) ( “Z = I%
#| A Y, Amgen 71 Halliburton £ AKX, X THBNE A LR ERETEHR T R
SR B B93E Y A B, Basic % Wk MR R PR IR 7 & 5 B LR B B 5 A
#”) [ citing Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund, Inc. (Halliburton II ),134 S. Ct.
2398,2416 (2014) ]. “ 2 Z R 90 B BE, ik e 2 A 0 BT 2 0K 89 )R (R R 38 S2 BT bat =
JEABR PR, IF 4R E KM I 3B 3 O JR & AR R R PR R B ARk B B A T
M BEXE BN BEALRREEETFLENAREE" B2 RETREY
JEB R G R & BB (A S ) B s 1 B R Sk R R B BRI R R
it EAM G £ S H M 47 (quoting Halliburton 1T, 134 S. Ct. At 2415 -
16) 1,

(97) See Aranaz,302 F.R.D. at 669.
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(98) 1Id. ,at671.

(99) Id. ,at 672.

(100) Id. ,at 671 (citing Amgen,133 S. Ct. at 1203).

(10)  See Halliburton Co. ,309 F.R.D. at 251. R 77 % % A I & ] & 3k & & H 2 42 3, 3
X 3k B AE 44 25 8] & Ao B, B AR IE 9T HE & 43 LA 4k & See Erica P. John
Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,No.3:02 -CV -01152 - M,at *1 (N. D. Tex. Mar. 31,
2017).

(102) (AAEHFINTEFZE) A, EEFE KRR E 20 0 T RIS Z 0, BT A8
For R AT RSk, R D> &4, See 15 U.S.C. § 78u-4(b)(3)
(B)(2010).

(103) See,e. g. ,Transcript of Oral Argument at 23 , Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund, Inc.
(Halliburton I1),134 S. Ct.2398 (2014) (No. 13 -317) ( K% & Scalia . “ — B {f
HRETEARFREE, XANEHRCERET B,
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(104) See Basic Inc. v. Levinson,485 U. S. 224,242 —43 249 (1988).

(105) Id. ,at 242.

(106) See,e. g. ,Langevoort,supra note 54 ,at 152 (“ &  Basic %, 1t & iy 20 4 7], # + 12
E A 10b -5 iFpfufp 5 F7).

(107) See Archdiocese of Milwaukee Supporting Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,597 F.3d 330,
344 (5th Cir. 2010) ; Archdiocese of Milwaukee Supporting Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton
Co. ,No.3:02 - CV - 1152 - M, 2008 WL 4791492, at * 20 (N. D. Tex. Nov. 4,
2008).

(108) See Amgen Inc. v. Conn. Ret. Plans & Trust Funds,568 U. S. 455,459 (2013).

(19) See Dura Pharm. ,Inc. v. Broudo,544 U. S.336,339 —40 (2005).

(110)  See Bell Atl. Corp. v. Twombly,550 U. S. 544 (2007).

(111 See Dura,544 U. S. at 347 (“#YfIk & i 4 # & 32 40 X 2 57 1 % 32 & Dura * &
HRMEBREREGRAZBNERXZHHA).

(112) 1Id. ,at 346; FED.R.CIV.P.8(a)(2).
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‘E\ O[119]

S0 U A MOGTH B, WS BT R RS I A F A A Y T A 4
LA E UEZRAE S E H R A B AR . FOEOTTEH B et 20k,

(116)  See Jonathan Klick & Robert H. Sitkoff,Agency Costs, Charitable Trusts,and Corporate
Control; Evidence from Hershey’s Kiss — Off, 108 COLUM. L. REV. 749,798 (2008).

M7 FHHAREFAXREE T AEGENRFFEE 0oy 7k, RANE R & F KX
AEH B2, See Allen Ferrell & Atanu Saha, The Loss Causation Requirement for
Rule 10b — 5 Causes of Action: The Implications of Dura Pharmaceuticals, Inc. v.
Broudo 63 BUS. LAW. 163,167 - 68 (2007) (W % a2 EFHF o wEX);
Rinaudo & Saha,supra note 17 ,at 163 (Vi E&| — A E 4 H 0 2 iy — K, H 2 &G
R E R R EM RN AEGFE TR W kBT
EHEEFTF RS EEE XN A E , See,e. g ,In re Intuitive Surgical Sec.
Litig. ,No.5:13 - cv — 01920 - EJD, 2016 WL7425926,at * 14 (N. D. Cal. Dec. 22,
2016) (A B & th % Km0 K BF 12 A3 09, 4k T ) R Rl OB R & 8y %
TEMHEE).

(118) ZEHEBEMH FRNLEATHEFREERZT R AT U E W Loy R 7
WEBT, AEMHEFLE T & ® R T W EF KM, See Sherman v. Bear
Stearns Cos. (In re Bear Stearns Cos. , Sec. , Derivative, & ERISA Litig. ) ,No. 09 Civ.
8161 (RWS) ,2016 U. S. Dist. LEXIS 97784 ,at %20 -23 (S.D.N.Y.2016) (/>4 F
]| e xd M5 Rk BE AT B B AT ) o X SRR BRI U T DA TR R TR B M B9
WHETF UAE,

(119) B4 -5, 4% B I s R AR AT T 2 8T B B IE RN R E 4 b,
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AR, 7 s R S Bl i £ 52 P55 BUUIMACAR AH A5 B RHZ R O, B LA, i 83
WAL 2 BT ) o

(120) B A AP 9b R R T AT IE BB Hy, T A SR 2 7 A AT Ak R v R (AR AR R
SRR PR F N AT R T EREHRE,

(20 AF“FRHRE" ARG ZTUAREEA . ROHTHRAR FEhE" 5
A A TR 38 B0 2 A7 1 SUAE R VR, A2 AU R A AR s — 3
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(2) $BE EHRRF G BE MRS

A BT — A TR, R BT T A 35 1 e
M E MoK T TS A S B, St B E R R s N T
I SN 708 30 AL 1636 0 3 , 6 S R 5 3 L 28 T AR A T
il S OV O L 488 1 B

G PR IR VTR 5 A L, B 75— 0 1 W i
SNBSS TR BT . i, B AL — I E 3
RETT 100 ¥, T 2 22 068 17 15 07490 1 O BE SR AAE g S0% , 7 LA G i
1L LK PREE J 50% . (B I B 11 52 23 - 19 , 7 1L 6 7T 490 1
HOME T S0% , SRS 5 R 0 22 1 % 6 T8 1 B 9 % 1k 110 1
Vo AMTHEAS 122 I, P 1R O J6 A0 ] 5 % (B R —
SN A 2 PR 4 R

i1 T AT AT ML 302 B WA B T 100 Y IE 789 1 FORER,
KA, LA o 5 A0 5 G 1 80 F RO BER Ny 49% o %
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FAFIT IR IR B AR 1 R B e AN e X £ JE A [ iy HE 52 5 8 e At
MG ARZE AL A AT 55K M R SR A <1 A A i 2 75 A S
o FAFIRTE M RO S BA AR R . XA F BT,
FEBOCAR N Y AU B B R S T AR Z R IE R E &R
2, IREEE AW 7 IO 25 2 A LE B D B TR 2 R BN 4 o AT DX P S
W B HE L UY N % o SR, A AL i I Yo T ) 2 Al 2 T i e S 5
PRt S5 PO AR A oA — BB R TR] o 3 B 35 M A 06 0% T X i
ZE—FF H LB B f —— R R R

IRAEUEZFURIA HP A AR B A e e Wy — BT &, R An =1k
R AU 45 S 5 Yo 1Y S bR S (L 22 IV, T 32 A0 i (L F9 0L 00 2 HE Bk 1 35
VEIG BN R A9 30,k Be ML K 2 0 B2 mg BoA 403t B
FE B AERAFIE T, 45 R T8 ZULAE 5% 5 0. 057 ACF T, sl &

(12) 5 E e, WEF W Bt 49% B g R4 7 — 29 55 8y 3E 48 DU A R 1 2
Tt B E N, — AN BRI 6 7 R R R T B, AR U B R, B R
MRS TRBRME S UKL FTM, See,e. g. ,David H. Kaye & George Sen sabaugh,
Reference Guide on DNA Identification Evidence, in REFERENCE MANUAL ON
SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE 129,173 (3d ed.2011) (/48 Nl vt #r £ ). T 16 1 I & &
LTHERBMEZ T4 REZEENALE LA L, EARMNBFEETTER
FEBE EWTHEMRE0.49 M AZ0.5, SMARMMIT L, FRBFEMIT LR
FEANZEEAET B RO E TN EFROERET -, iz anEs
T 964 4 R A A T IE T L3 TS B9 S I A 2 0 AT )AL, T 3 B RO ARt T A
REEFR A TN FHETFLEN L E AN EFRER), HTFHLP
R R ST E R, S RA IR TN E KRR, FRA BN T ERTEE R
ERHAEEN T R, XENM2AAERE X AR L ERRRTAZREF R
MR, E B4 AW ARSIt SR EL,

(123) See,e. g. ,Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,309 F. R. D. 251,262 (N. D.
Tex.2015) (“ 5 7 JBor B EB BAT A At A5 46 7= A H A Hm, e — i E K
LEANERUMSE 5% BREACTHEHT RN L T AR K2R
95% th E 5, % A A DAIE 4 SR B ik, B IE 48 B 48R A Bl ) (citing Fox,
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L 28 S SC R B, L2 0 0 A Sl A 6 7 By g i, 1120 R
N, R T A, FRATTHERE T 5% 9 35 VAT AE Sy B 51, 3R R
B S A 2 B 3 B K S f 0 B 7 i i 120

LR, 2T 100 55 R VAR X 1 S 0 S A7 B 1 R A
L3230, TR (3 25 A AR S Py R VA Ak A 4P S5 vl 1 T T T

fii

supra note 92 ,at 442 n. 17) ; cf. Brav & Heaton, supra note 11 ,at 596 —99 ( Jii 4t & i
FRFEUHTRFEKRDBSDPEEATFTHNR TR EREETAHE), RAETHE
R. A. Fisher £ fts LA % vl ) h B A P | 2 A 5% 2 3% M AT 8y, See R.A.
FISHER, STATISTICAL METHODS FOR RESEARCH WORKERS 45,85 (F. A. E.
Crew & D. Ward Cutler eds. ,5th ed. 1934).

(124) EFAFZREUHARTUREN KPR ETEY, SR EFE, XN FREREE
Alito Fr#% # & W, & . See Transcript of Oral Argument at 24 , Halliburton Co. v. Erica
P. John Fund, Inc. ( Halliburton I ),134 S. Ct.2398 (2014) (No.13317) ( i 3] %=
WHF R T T AR ) o R AR B 5 BT R R B9 B 6 i A0 A B e ROIRR
KERAEEMXEBRTIPAINER B,

(125) 72 3F % JF 1 18 355 2 b 3x % 9] B B9 3 4 #E 4T 45 it , see Michelle M. Burtis, Jonah B.
Gelbach & Bruce H. Kobayashi, Error Costs, Legal Standards of Proof and Statistical
Significance 2 - 7,9 — 14 ( George Mason Law & Econ. Research Paper No. 17 - 21,
2017) ,http://ssm. com/abstract =2956471 [ http://perma. cc/FRJ3 — FNX7 .

(126) Daubert % /> % 5k f4 Z| X £ , Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharm. , Inc. ,509 U. S. 579,
590 -91n.9 (1993) (LA FERNTER A ¥ LA R EERLK, HFHF
FARMEE XA RN L EREERAETHER).
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(1277 See,e. g. ,Brav & Heaton,supra note 11,at 591 n. 17 (“AREME MR = ERFE A
AT eeeee Y.

(128) HFEZMNE- NIRRT ETHRNEREE, —REAHFTRIEZ NG HE R
THA B R AURGEE AR R 22, ST R E F R E X AN A& See,e. g, HUMBERTO
BARRETO & FRANK M. HOWLAND,INTRODUCTORY ECONOMETRICS: USING
MONTE CARLO SIMULATION WITH MICROSOFT EXCEL 117 (2006) ( /> %8 #1 77
RiREWITHEEA).

(129) XANBHFHFHEEY1.96 FLL 1.5 FF2.94, FEwRATE T CH ML F it
By, X FR AL BY 7 SRR AR S AR R AL,

(130) See Brav & Heaton,supra note 11 ,at 600 — 01 ( f2 &% 5 £ % EH TR %=, £ 4
7% 8 55 B3 P AT T A K 35 8 AR DR S B TR
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e R A% 52 PR AN SE I AR B (R 1 22 B OTHE) X WA A 3k

i (133

%1 Four Categories of Statistical Inference

Don’ t Reject Null Reject Null
Test does not find Test finds
statistically statistically
significant significant
price effect price effect
Null is true
No hfiyelflfizfual Accurate finding Type I error
prie ’ of no price effect (Size)
Null is false Accurate finding
Highly unusual Type 1I error of price effect
price effect (Power)

(13) BGERANLHANT FEFHFE—MEL BB EHER AT FEFHHT
Bt BT A IR AR R W LA TR A A

(132) W TR E, B8P R S5% oy 8 3% MoKF A Bt d 2480 0.05 A de A4,

(13) BERBEHER, BNSANEL TH®E—MEY, & - E#ROBHEET 1K
£ #5353, , See Brav & Heaton,supra note 11 ,at 593 &n.26 [ “ % it A # ik 0y &
Hrdef I 4 OR B L bR 7 £ W % 1 69 T # 1.7 [ quoting PAUL D. ELLIS, THE
ESSENTIAL GUIDE TO EFFECT SIZES: STATISTICAL POWER, META -
ANALYSIS,AND THE INTERPRETATION OF RESEARCH RESULTS 52(2010) ].
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Halliburton [T ¢ $238 - * Bl 5 13 5 A3 A0 52 AT DA i 402 58 Uk 40 1 I
T 4 R B AR 3R B0 52 o 5 Wi JBE 7% 1) T 3 A0 A R e B B o U8 (U %
SO EA EAE A A GETT AR HE R 58 T A IESE o 1E 0 Merritt
Fox FIrisig 0, — Mol s A o , Bl oo 20 5 B BLAT 2 1 I 35 M O TR 0 ik
B A% A2 AL 9 7 1) 45 50 B T TR AR T AR R 300 5 — oL A, B
AT BEAL S BRI FE MRS DL TE B , & P 5 B 4 2 M AN A 7 B I 4
FU B B9 1 5 TR A 52 ) B4 T AR S ELAT B R g (1400

(134 W, FEEANMESAHENE - XHRME, ERFATENE ZLH R
F(RZTR) o KT AHEERRNE - RER—HhwEHF R TR EA Y
BEELRD RpBdmsE - £BRMERBD(RZFR)

(135) See,e. g.,In re Intuitive Surgical Sec. Litig. ,No.5:13 - cv - 01920 - EJD,2016 WL
7425926 ,at * 15 (N.D. Cal. Dec.22,2016).

(136) See Brav & Heaton, supra note 11,at 593 —597 (3%, W 3X #E ki 45 & 2, % 52 % ol 4 A%
BN AR EE A R A R BB

(137) K 7 EmFENHT4,see id,

(138)  See Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund, Inc. ( Halliburton 1II ),134 S. Ct.2398,2417
(2014).

(139) See Fox,supra note 92 ,at 447 —49.

(140) 1d. ,at 454 —55. IF 4w Fox it b &y, (B #RIE4E AL ) % 301 4 ik % — A Bk 42 42 g
Tk H#E, 1d. ,at 457. KT, Fox FlBH4E H , #F £ & 22 89 F B 5 301 %&£ 10b -5 ¥F
oy R R AR K o 1., at 457 - 58.
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PRV R PP ) Xof i3k 4 ] 51 4 T R i ) T AR SCIE R, A T
% , TR A ARG IE 75 7647 v Halliburton 1§ 17 22 b X 32 B8 7 % FH B9 7
Pio MRk BE E Tk B E A 1Y TE AT AU IR 5T AT AR A i ) i 2
Halliburton " B}, (49 gk g 5 3% A 2 R 2 3E B 34T /9 43 fid 2 oK
Halliburton M504 8 & M 75 2 IR &5 9K . 4 /% , Halliburton 7%
TR Wi AR e B 0 & S F A AT L B Ry AT SR AE
M 5 M 1) S B TE R 7 D9 TR AN b SC TR Y vk B A H A
WL A2 B, 0K AR X 57 U 8 S A 0 5 AR A 36 e T B s 2 A A2 LA
W ETE 5% 1) 8 F VK T AEFES T i 2 T B A A% S k4 — A . A
I, FRATFE A SO Ak 22 S R 7 1

IETEFEAT R T RS T AU SRR R IR iR vl ik i 1 A FE A Ty
o T —#4r, ATZBIAT A O EF X% IEFE #1719 Halliburton 1512
ST K B R R A S R ST, DA IR RS b SO 28 1 s D0 R i R AT
DU o3 B R e . e AN BRI 2 AR M AR SR I R 3 i 4 B 1Y)

(141) See Merritt B. Fox, Halliburton II; What It’s All About, 1 J. FIN. REG. 135,139 - 41
(2015).

(142) Id. ,at 141.

(143) See,e. g. ,Brief of Appellants Halliburton Co. & David J. Lesar at 52 —60. Erica P. John
Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton CO. ,No. 15 = 11096 (5th Cir. filed Feb. 8,2016) (1A 4 { T #7
TEFE AL ) % 301 4 Ji 4 3 | 9 VR & A 4 4% % o R #0857 4£7 ) 5 Brief of the
Lead Plaintiff — Appellee & the Certified Class at 49 — 58, Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v.
Halliburton Co. ,No. 15 — 11096 (5th Cir. filed Mar. 28,2016) ( £ K e # T W %
Halliburton & 32 {3 3 4% 7 9t ik 3¢ £ 1 & A % 301 4 ) ; £ T A7 f# 1, see Erica P.
John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,No.3:02 - CV - 01152 - M, at = 1 (N. D. Tex.
Mar. 31,2017) ,,

(144)  See Erica P. John Fund, Inc. , v. Halliburton Co. ,309 F. R. D. 251,260 ( N. D. Tex.
2015).

(145) 1d..
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7t Halliburton P/ w1, JF 4 5K 1999 4 4F v Fl 2001 4F4F K 2
[i2] ,(14) Halliburton 1 — $8 /4 W] i 32 48 —7F X B 4 (R 5o 4l fk o
“Halliburton” XF s w48 W VE 2 07 AR R BRSO R i Y
D RRR 5 R B R R iR — ), 802 TR 35 AN
TE I M B 3 T B B OE (AP ) 19 & AR B Sy T iR
VLR H R FE H A 2 AT 1Y R I R

1. Jfi45 7 FK , Halliburton A RE7E — {3 T 1999 4% 3 H 23 H & #i 1)
1998 10 — K 4 rh4i i85 & T G Xof oAt 2 W) 2 13 10— 22 A A R I 7k 40
AR B AU 7 HL, B 5 S B Halliburton 2K 58 1F B % i3 A XU £

(1d6) #1530 K Sk B e A KA B AL AE 4 0P B9 SRR . B IR RN
1999 47 A 22 H £ 2001 412 A7 H, $RAZRIFHEERFRBETFHEER —
s 24 1999 £ 6 FA 3 H JF 4 4y, PFourth Consolidated Amended Complaint for
Violation of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 para. 1, Archdiocese of Milwaukee
Supporting Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,No.3:02 - CV - 1152 - M (N. D. Tex. filed
Apr.4,2006) [ DL T % #r FCAC]. sx A2 Bl RAT8 BAR A EH

(1477 1d.g2.

(148)  See Halliburton Co. ,309 F. R. D. at 264. — 4 3 % F 4 4 TR 7] 25 MR 4 R 1 &
FEKEEMBIEAR T F B B, Expert Report of Lucy P. Allen 1 10, Archdiocese of
Milwaukee Supporting Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,No.3:02 -CV -1152 -M (N.D.
Tex. filed Sept. 10,2014 ) [ L T {5 # Allen Report ] .
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(149) FCAC,supra note 145,9 74.

(150 1Id. 7 189.

(151) Id. § 190.

(152) See Archdiocese of Milwaukee Supporting Fund, Inc. , v. Halliburton Co. ,No. 3:02 -
CV -1152 - M,2008 U. S. Dist. LEXIS 89598 ,at = 17 — 18 (N. D. Tex. 2008 ) ( # it
“JR 4 £ 7K, B Halliburton 1F i & K B9 B BIRE - RERNER).

(153) See Halliburton Co. ,309 F.R. D. at 262( “# & % [F 4 % B 84 % b, T F £ 4

YR PR LM B B BE , F R BT ST E R R A A T HART). B g —
WA, XL RN ANEAE, b, DN EFRER Y B AT E
PHRMFEGERTHFIAARENEEEZNCEE, TP HURN, RER
FWTHMETLENTTEWEREL E R, thdn, B 4105 & 4% 2 A
FR1 £, TXHEHRRRERAGNE L EFRGBNDERTEST SR E X,
LREMERCHHABAEGER 20, DEZRELEBRN, HAAE LT EET
S (BERAEERROGNE2TEE) .
See Nathenson v. Zonagen Inc. ,267 F.3d 400,419 (5th Cir.2001). 48 & , &1 T & 89 4
HER,EEBBEAT R EH SN Y EEBF AN A A RER, BTl e —
ERFMHE, D, RESHWEERED LFRRMNT/NEELZTEAEN
Aty HTEE BRI REK LR EREEHREERERZHENEL, LTI R
12T £ E4E % B . But see section IV(C) (3) ,infra, % & 7 % R &S FEW £ R =
WNEBRFRREMEERE NP HEENFIL.
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Fro R UL YRR TR T T 13 4R FEURIA B AT AL, XL
J5 & 5 US) AR HAFITFEHE A 6 1 Halliburton ¥4 28 447 14 J5U s B FRIY)
BIE R H Y E 2000 4 12 H 21 H; 1562001 45 6 7 28 H; (512001 4
8 A9 H;U82001 4F 10 H 30 H ; U92001 4512 A 4 H ; (60 ) % 2001
12 77 5 L6V

0oV e AEASUAE 9 43 A EL T i B % 34 I, T 2015 4R 7 A AR
Fe o PP IE W S EAR Y S UCHT IE 46 B BOA I M B2 TR A
5% (8 FVEACE T ARA G R I TR 4 Xk B
MR TIX S A H WA A PR IA N2 SR, DX 32 g 4 3L 4t 5 R 0
12 37 HEIEBTRS51E 5% B E A T BA G 028 MR Hias S A
KR IZMASE RN 5 I A Basic S24RE P 3R i B e IR T B9 7 1] J2— 2K

(154) See Halliburton Co. ,309 F. R. D. at 280.

(155) See Expert Report of Chad Coffman,CFA , Archdiocese of Milwaukee Supporting Fund,
Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,No.3:02 - CV -1152 - M,2008 U. S. Dist. LEXIS 89598 (N.
D. Tex.2008) [ bL T 15 #¢ Coffman Report | ( J£ 4 #y % K ) ; Allen Report, supra note 147
(BEmER),

(156) #3X X ,*“Halliburton 2 % 7 & 1.2 {2 % 70 89 % 1, 3 b @45 9500 77 % 7y T E T
S4B 2 BT — S % Bl R Rk B3, Coffman Report, supra note 154,18 ( citing
FCAC, supra note 145,94 150).

(157) 73X X ,“Halliburton 4 %~ % = 7 = {& “ Harbison — Walker % sk Halliburon I £ 5 &
A A 5 By I S22 Bh % F) ", 1d. |, (citing FCAC, supra note 145, 170).

(158) 723X X, Halliburton &y “2Q01 10Q & 4 % T & 8 L 6y 5 440 %7, 1d. (citing
FCAC,supra note 145,94 178).

(159) X X, “Halliburton % A7 — U #r [ A & % 7 7 % B B9 #& &7, 1d. [ citing Form
8 — K, HALLIBURTON ( Nov. 6,2001 ), http://ir. halliburton. com/phoenix. zhtml?
¢ =67605&p = irol — sec&eccat0lenhanced. 1 _rs = 11&seccat0lenhanced. 1 _rc = 10
(http://perma. cc/A9U4 -8QSK) ].

(160) 7£3x K, Halliburton 2 & 42 57 5= #7 3% ¢ oy #1) 2 DL R fl = AN # 7, 1d. (citing
FCAC,supra note 145,91 191).

(161) i K, “Halliburton /N4 2 B 2 3% ¢ o # %, 1d. (citing FCAC, supra note 145, 9
191).

(162) Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,309 F. R. D. 251,279 - 80 ( N. D. Tex.
2015).
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UE 25 JRVE VR 18 Y o B 5 0 0 Y 22 4R 5 IR

(o R BE PR AE R X 55 2001 4F 12 3 ARG R BR34BTk / L169)

( =) Halliburton iF A R NP F I HHANSE G H R BIE

WSS 80 43 MR 3R 00 J7 3k TR A48 FH 35 14 w52 ok 43 B 5 — K 43
(—) Nz 6 A~ H M, X FRAE L (EFE-TEENSENS)
MTTRENE X S N Z5 18 I BT 28 00 B IR 46 % 1 16V

SRIG , FRATTE FH 17 45 784 Sk 44 £ Halliburton 1) FH Wi 25 (16 S T
fift B R4 HP AT BB 5 Halliburton Jie 5% 38 BUAH OC 1Y KL 3R, FRATT38 46 X7 >4
FANW T WS M S E IR ERL, 5—EEUR h
JSIA AR SRRV I P38 B AR v 35 /R 500 BEUE 45 £k [0 JRE& R
i AR BOR B A N T2 ] i RS2 /8% Halliburton (1 68 V5 Al 55 2
A7 5 U0 R, ZE A A O R T AR b TS R R SR R

(163) Id. ,at 280. Halliburton [ J& 1% 4% % 23 4 (f) & £ H R ME W E K P RAFF TR AP
[g] £3F, Erica P. John Fund,Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,No. 15 —90038,2015 U. S. App.
LEXIS 19519,at %3 (5th Cir. Nov.4,2015). ;¥ & |5 8 F 3 & 4 i1 7 T & = 4 5
RIEHE 8 Fn i X 3% bt 4 % Halliburton 7 #78 & F R ME A I B R EEE S ib 7 @
B IEAER Bk & B F F B IE B AT H Bk A, See Id. ,at * 1 -2 (Dennis, J.
concurring) (“3X K LR W T — AN AL, BT AR B AP AE A B B EIR A R B T LA
EEEFIMEA B, BRI IEA B TR TR R BEAT AR AEEEAR
EEMMEBRESR, REFXTREBNBE") ., REEAESHED &R,
See Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,No.3:02 - CV - 01152 - M, at = 1
(N. D. Tex. Mar. 31,2017).

(6 HATEHEMBEAXTAERENEFHE PN ERBEBEANNS N EETHETE
B — R, EAF R ERAHANBR T R EEHBERE N EH X
HEIEATH 2 A 41, See Halliburton,309 F. R. D. at 261 —62 (“ 3 T 15 &% % 2
TEAN RENEALTREEDFANEEENEEANR).

(165 BEARFRERERANTRUEERAZEHHR L, XLRFEHNE S NA TR
AR P B, RGN FHECNBIRT . Ry S FEAY xS AR
TF##it . JR & % K Coffman A J§ % E # IR IRk 2 17 69 & KW & VA 09 23
BSAEH, HREEXRATHENRNE, WA TRE SR EEEE B H A
B OH A EHH AT, 1., at 265,

(166) W 4ERAETHEA 3z F X M, LA EA AR K, See Allen Report, supra
note 147 ,9 20. H A7 &4 F4B 2 Y IEHE 1 4R & PRI T 35448 B0 R
W B9 Bk 4~/A E] 4 %, See Coffman Report, supra note 154 ,at Exhibit 1, 44 j& #1174 #
A AR 3 B AF ks . T E A B, R X A B R EL TSN E R
&,

(167) See Coffman Report,supra note 154, 9 28.
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B Halliburton My 4 [ 47 9 B f 2 B U680 3R ATT Y i 3 5 A0 th A 4% 13X
MNEHL) = AT T — 85 B TR S & K
3 (1 J2 Bt Halliburton 8% @2 570 55 75 1 ) 5 20 70 PR FRATT R B,
PRl R 500 2545 BOM A Y A A o] A 3 SR i BEVEAE D, BT L3R
TR RNE A TS T,

2 WRA T I AR AL G (7O 25 R ik S Al (R OR
Halliburton fEZ2 1) H W45 78 215 15 43 07 Uil 4 &5 44 22 09 Ml P () A7 48 2800 7
TAHRl——k 9 IRl 77 45 Bl 25 A5 - F+ 1 4> 'H 43 445, Halliburton i 5% i
25 KAE LT 0.9 AN 43 o X iklk N RIATH8 U RE 2 R VEAS o 1 1% T2
ARG M 7 Halliburton TN 25 . fE R 45 £ 45 W) 5 Halliburton i
SR AR 22 R (Y S IR BE /NS 22 A G R B 0.2, RRIEHE HCRNL
PN 1A T B84 R O R BCHT EL A 8 B i e it B 3, B R OC R BT
ERAMTH AR E R 2Z I 2 A58 MR, BRI R A s B s A S
Halliburton (% Iz 520 #5 B0 OCHK , R B A Geit & P

%2 Market Model Regression Estimates

Coefficient  Estimated Standard

Variable Estimate Error
Industry Peer Index 0.903 0.031
Energy Index 0.210 0.048

E&C Index 0.033 0.036
Intercept -0.001 0.001

Root mean squared error 1.745%

Number of dates 593

SRJAE, Tz FH X L T S5 A 5 2R B0l T HEDR TR B R Al 3
R HERR B9 6 A H A B ASTHR AU . TN 3R 2 B 98 BOmRSC
FA A THE I LA H DI B LA, T A 1R BN R H Y

(168) X ANE # b AT i E A A2 EARYR A M 5] H T = 9k B9 Halliburton [&] 47 2 8] 41 &%, £
EHEF R REHFATAHETEKLEED 10 ET", 1d. 133,

(169) AT 28 Bl i B9 77 ok 5 A8 b U E (165 ) A 28 oy # IR 45 Bl 25 B9 31 5L 07 %
A8 Bl 83 # A1 Coffman Report &9 13E 4% 3b & 3R BU49 N % 45 #th & 4~ A 8] 4 2
Id. ,at Exhibit 3b.

(170) AT Allen Report 3K BUiZ 45 % 87 Ak 3 /A 5] 4 ¥, supra note 147,920 n. 20.

(70 BAEHEE A S AR DN R ERT UITERN,
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(AR AT 4 ) DURR 0 o 2, FRATTHE M I 7™ A= 1 3 A 48 B0 45
PR I _F R RN R Tl 28 AT o XAZE R T
BERIAT Sk B O s, BDERL TORNE 3 iR AR i, A~ Fi 0 H
V1o A 25 D) 2 B I SE BRI 25 5 T 25 = IRl 25, 3R 3 i T 6 A
Halliburton VA ZE 75 FR (Y B8 1E 48 #8 H (19 SC bR 28 A T 390 40 0 25 A4k
TR AR RS , I AG T8 AU 2% I/ B0 AR R HE ST o S b i 25 #1271
#5, 32 W] Halliburton It 2 4% 76 5 AR 1Y & — D IES 8 H Mk, Hrp
A 3 A H IR AL T IO R 2 A, RIUZ IEE T R R 5
Halliburton KA T &k, B 3 A ARl A F- 8 W F AR LA X T 55503
A H 1, 1145 & J 25 4 i3 80 Halliburton R 9 13k . X BRR X
S 0 A 1R A A R I A L S R A B S B S Sk T A A A A B
5,2 3 TR AUE: —F2 R ,6 AN H A5 A Ik 25 35k 1
B R e R 2 X T 3 % 8 i U301 R 6 9 H 491, Halliburton B 41 (1)
B RS A, KT

%3 Actual, Expected, and Excess Returns for Event Dates

Actual Estimated Estimated
Event Date Return Expected Return Excess Return
December 7, 2001 -42.4% 0.3% -42.7%
August 9, 2001 -4.5% 0.6% -5.1%
December 4, 2001 -0.7% 2.9% -3.6%
December 21, 2000 -2.0% -0.8% -1.2%
October 30, 2001 -5.2% -4.3% -0.9%
June 28, 2001 -3.8% -3.1% -0.8%

TR Rk LA T AU A R A ST R, DU E b
TR 8 S LART A ik Be 0 gE it i 25 P e

IR, FAT12R4N T Halliburton FBES% A AR £ IR DA IE 2570 A1 B9 AR
HEMBOE o B 3CER 2 e 3] Halliburton 17 35 7Y Y 1 5 AR 22—
XA i b 1 22 B A T ——J2 1. 745% o JH 1.96 LA 1.745%
FATHAT BN — A~ S BN 3. 42% [ #5276 BOA 5w W AT 2

(172) X ZFE K 1.96 F Ll 1.745 % F 3.4202,
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Halliburton i i A1 & 22 15 & M9 24 T, AT AT LA 95% (1)
Halliburton &I 2585 2 7E — 3. 42% F1 3. 42% (F X 8] H EBUE . X F—
ASFTVE A B8 5 H A A R 6 A0 B (B DA S R Y B, T DL —
MEFE LR ESE T B ES T @t 3.42% iy Ak s 2 oA
Gyl

%4 Standard Significance Testing for Event Dates
(sorted by magnitude of estimated excess return)

Statistically
Significant
at 5 Percent Level
Using
Estimated Critical Standard

Event Date Excess Return Value Approach?
December 7, 2001 -42.7% -3.42% Yes
August 9, 2001 -5.1% -3.42% Yes
December 4, 2001 -3.6% -3.42% Yes
December 21, 2000 -1.2% -3.42% No
October 30, 2001 -0.9% -3.42% No
June 28, 2001 -0.8% -3.42% No

TEZR 4 W —5 , BATH— R 7% 3 MG THE#ik s . 7EL
AR BRIE T A I B A 5 =8 OB R A A R TE 5%
(05 5 PRk R BAA gEi i . 2001 4F 12 4 7 H 2001 4 8
H 9 HELK 2001 45 12 H 4 H A S0 B AL &k 6 78 5% KF R
HA G RFE 005350 3 A HIW AL 5% K- N A BA G B
P o

FATTAT LAz FH— A5 52 P R F00 400 Wi £ 0 S 1 T 2 - K ) s
Tk o IEMNSEHT A 2R PR, 1B 2 P UCRE S By i i 7 0 il i 400 Wi
it AR AR 2 7 A A A I, T AL B — FR B Y RN
— AR MBUR ) BB EER) o AT 2 TR R s il 030 ) P K A B
o VS B A ) 1 8 R AT PR SR AR R i) L 4 £ [

(173)  J& Xt “ The second column” i J§ 212 , § %k 4 FfF.
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C\! -
01,310C20000 gasigeiins o
£ o A " 300ct2001 LT Il 04decl
3 R T, -~ M09aug2001
5 A
I
SN
T
<C
<
) W07dec2001
T T T T T
=1 -.05 0 .05 |

Expected return

Area for which negative excess returns are significant
Dividing line between statistically significant and insignificant
Estimated excess returns for dates included in estimation
Line where actual return equals expected return

] Significant alleged corrective disclosure dates

° Insignificant alleged corrective disclosure dates

B 2 Scatter Plot of Actual and Expected Returns for
Alleged Corrective Disclosure Dates and for

Observations in Estimation Period

BRitz o, B 2 s 4 3 A BB B Pl A 3 AN BEOR A T B [ 1
8B PR IE 5 H 2000 4F 12 A 31 H 2001 4F 10 A 30 H £12001
AF6 A 28 H, it ak 4 i AbiiHE Bl s o 0 (e (R BUR) ) RO TR
TMEEAREARETT A BA ST B E R E RS EE H o J7 oAl
TR A G N R AR 5% KF T BAT G 35 P i E B A 3 IE
Fa H o X = HIPRAERR 4 BYRT =47——2001 4F 12 A 7 H ;2001 4F 8
H9 HRI2001 412 A4 Ho PO ENTHBAER 4 5 BT X, 3
AT LI 3 A4S H 3 B9 4 ks N BR7E 5% KF BB A gt W3 1k 1E
TR S 3 AT AT O RIS BR 5 1, XA KB R 7E 5% 19Ok
PR EEA G RFE RN T B S o B, T TR ik S R T
IR 3 A B EA Bk, 10 53 40 3 A HITE 5% 1 235 1K
T BA MR
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VU UE 5 BVE R VA FRARHAE LA S OO S5 A RIE T 7 1) S0

WA fow it < o N T B ) N I (O 5 e T G N K 7 oI P e SV & e
BT PO AMEK

1. Halliburton () 845 25 52 PR b 3808 9 2 1E & fi——H 1. 96
&% 55 Halliburton (1%t 348 450U 5 B v 22 AH 3¢ LLAG I A, R IR T
XAMEE o

2. FH 38 3 25 fE AT A S 7E T G5 )R S 5 R A 25 17 A5 K 1 e
BORAE W ——— R R B RN BN 3, 222 Bk g7, 2
LSRR T )

3. PRSL A ATT R — A B RIS, AT 5 R H AT IE A 3R T 2 R A
56 1 g5 592 (7R3 A7 Halliburton {57 H A 6 ¥0) &G 1

4. AEE{RE T, Halliburton (14 8 41 UA 25 7 B — F 444 H E B A 41 7
W oy A A O 5 2258 — MR F (IEE) | X % [A] 1% 1% Halliburton [
BRI 4t 78 ek — R I s 1 2 T AH S5 1)

A6 35, T A B — > I FE Halliburton ff 4 28 B 50 T AR & 45 152
o 5 B B A B T 5 = MBI AR (W e 2 A MR
ST R IREAR F I A = AN

XHE— B 5 AR 2 i h ST B 8 P PR A 30 7 s AR AT &, X
JEEAY, B S5 0 I A SR i R ME T AR AR IR A i —5
AIAERY T R4S I AR R A 258 —— 80 MAE e W3 TE/KF B Seit i
FAE o TE AN 1R E B IR — R AL 2 X PRI, — AN AT EE Y S
HWHEARBS A ERERD HEEFRERGE LS —%
SKIT VL RRAG A T 1 0 N B RR BOTIRAE , B A5 IR B R

FEASTR A3 I 5 /N B R AT S B A0 A 5k DA R, 3R AT

(174)  See Erica P. John Fund,Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,309 F. R. D. 251,265 — 67 (N. D. Tex.
2015).

(175) et RKEAELRBRE T ER L LNE - RER, MATELEREN T W
FoE K4, KW, U EOHH T EERELE KN,
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UL ENTR AR =87 540t i Halliburton SRR 57 Hh 2 AN AT 4
S o

(—) M5B 2K

TE—DaliA AR H , 2855 2 B AT REA 2 B — A S 4F H p9
WA 2 75 0] BE 2 B U O IE R = (B BN, — ORI R 24 i
REA A T8 AR T AR B T G M EIEA  TEXLERTIE T, A At
TR AL i 7 2 KRR ) T A A A 8, P 0 I 3 M A 6 ok
PG, HF 2, IR AR B KA A B RS T BRI 2 JF R i
M BT R AT A 268 B B AT R WX — BB R IR .
AL A 7 19 300 1) RS A S 0 4 DA 8 B BEUE 48, T LK A A A 5
DA XU G52 A 25 A A 6 T i) 47 (1760

WEZFVEVRIR 2 R SRR T, 1846 FH S, A4 620 ) 36 4 5 1Y)
Jr 1 B g LS U 9 5K . B UL, — R JC s ORI B IE 48 #E 1T N
BL %2 S EURAN T Bk IR, 2 T SR AT T 45 2R 10 G it I 35 M AG 06 i
GRS 7 Aok BEAT . B AR S A T SO AR 0972 3 5 1
iz FIZAE T B9 5 55 N FR B9 7 1] — SO, Al sl s 4 2 el o B
AL SO XU F X 2 R A T EL R Ak e A K
TN T 205

B3 R 7ok — o 7ER L MR ) b iR R SE PRI R S B
f USRI R R G o 181 3 Y BTRE XA 42 1 S BRolie i 222 A1 T 190400
W4 9 ) S —— BB AR 2 T8 /N SO —— DL T AU R
RUE BRI T R A ST

(176) See MacKinlay,supra note 114, at 28 (2 {t 7 W ] 4% 5 6y 3% 1) Ao fF 0, & 5 & W 22 A2
FHFRTHEENTIM, BREELBEL).
(1770 J& X JH “excess returns” , i 1E# £ 4% , & B L H 572 T & “expected returns”
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8 7 Significant
£ [ J
2o 4 W Excess Return
o
Tw
22
O )
<
K
0
‘_. —
| T T T T T
| -.05 0 .05 N

Expected return

| Area for which negative excess returns are significant
Dividing line between statistically significant and insignificant
o Positive excess return
Insignificant negative excess return
] Significant negative excess return
Line where actual return equals expected return

>

& 3 TIllustrating Statistical Significance of Excess Returns

HIE— T3 A AR kM5 L, AT G P Y A 5 2 A A
) AEAEA TR B 77 10 o [ 6 3278 B R AE DR AU f o A (B R L
R B AL A, R TS T BT 8 1) S T i 0T, 2% A A T ) R R R
B4, BEAT 1 g 2 I R4 A R It B M HI o AR, D7 3R B R A
g e T, T LA 2 BUI O AR A2 960 1 O, LABERAT n) LA Hh A ik 4
B0 5 2 PR S AR N BB e R A A5 —— X XU F KA
TEIER FE A B . fe)a, KA MBI A i 5 g a &
5K 7 1) — B> K T I A 50 4 5 1 7 A 9 B 1) B A ——fH
SEAEIX A L, LR AR S PO RO, L2 TR 4 0k AR R E
FUACF N REAGOT R EN . XM TR EIEEEE B, AT S e
HEHAT GEiT B PR AR

WERBATURIL 2550 N2 PSR U7 10 Y HAT Ge i B35 P i A0 4% 7%
LSS, I A Rt A BRI AU 36 J7 1 We 7 B DR 2, RUIIAS: 56 77 % 1Y)
SRR BEI D S5 1 SRS 56 v B 2R — S AR IR AR e L E B9 5%
K TRE—F, HE2.5% A THE—LEARREN,HSILE 4, K4
HR BT 18 X I 4 B ORI A A ) A TR A £ o TR DX IO
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AR R B AU i YR, I BB AR5 B O 1 18] BR B A 1 SR JH XU A6 46 T ¥
(L T I 1. 96 ArifE 22 m FAE o X T 45 B B2 X e, BE AL L 44 1)
B RE VR AZ X AT REE R 2. 5% o PR B A0 25 76 AT — DX 3 14 A8
ARl UL B AN TR 5 & SR S B 5L 1) XU ARG 56, B 8 2
Pl 4 AR R —— R B S 5% , BT 3 R A B — AR R

A

Very
unusual
positive

value:

2.5%

1.96

Not very
unusual
value:
95%

-1.96

Very
unusual
negative

value:
2.5%

El 4 The Standard Approach to Testing on an Alleged Corrective
Disclosure Date with a Type I Error Rate of 5%

( Measured in Standard Deviation Units)

SR, SRt 9k B4R B H B A% T O i T OB T IROVE A R R
TE R i 4R 3 4, R T S R4 T ) AR A E AN BE RIS B A E
A T IR AR o IR S A A BRI G A R A
S BA G BV, BRI TR W 7R B PR 19 B IR 46 B H AE A M
IR, W 2, FOA TR R 4 R IR X il it i il 4k 4 REAT &
JEUE B2 IE ST o IE AR AT HT P A B, XA KB T 2. 5%
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WO B A 2 PR 5 i 1 i) R () SRR R 3 BT e 3 M R K
SESR R R N BB RALA 2. 5% —— B 2 B AL R T E R
5% i —2f: 1)

BIRTE TR A 2T, IE AN FRATT AR B30 — 880 ( =) Frisfie iy, 26
— R RMER A IR N R, (R — R IR AR 58 TR iR
MR ) A7 A AT Y TR . 5 — R DRABE R e —— 5 2
DAL b T —— AR AT e ) 2 BTt o X RIRTE— DR
HE 2. 5% B — B IR IR 2 LIE 5% 95 — RS IR TR T 2L
2 (B B 4 L1800

XA BRI AR A 5 WA IR, FURT 2 S0 i 5 (L 1T A 2 U A
B 7796 N FERR AT oK A i B (E B el A IR AR TR . AR 4 1R AR Ok
4T S PR A 0 R R T B4 25 T I T IR B i S LA 5% B
BILE % A AN K 2 B ISP I 52 DX 7 A i i AR A 1 2570
AT BB BAR THA AR (9 1§ B0 R, ARG I S S5 T - 1. 645 3fe LU SLH 4
Wi 2 A v 22 80 FEFRATT A L v, ik 2 A 1 SR R A 4 i (A
A =2.87% AT AT BB AR /N T IZ A0 8 245 B A Geit B PE R 45
1180 LT UM A 38 7 AR I — 3. 42% AH L, 30— R Y 5E

(78)  FUNH % 4% 0 B 52 B 25 2 0 % A OB o A P48 . See Edward G. Fox,
Merritt B. Fox & Ronald J. Gilson, Economic Crisis and the Integration of Law and
Finance: The Impact of Volatility Spikes,116 COLUM. L. REV. 325,353 (2016 ) ( /4 iA
BEORMAREXAELTHE - LHEME R A 2.5%) ;Fox, supra note 92, at
445 n.22( —FF) . X BEF U FHZ A RA SR AT &, KT, XM T &
BRI R EWIEHER 2, BIAN, ZRAFEHESNA SRR
Ty, R HX R E R A S A BN,

(179) —F FBBE A E LRI M6 7 % — & 2 5] A X Daubert % F { 5% 6 4E 45 #0LU ) &
702 4ty %47, See Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharm. ,Inc. ,509 U. S. 579,594 (1993)
(EMFEIN YA B ZRARNE I f B AR E).

(180) AT 22 G F 3P T30 1% 1 LAY A A 3L

(181) XEEG—MRAES AL EA 5% GBMEHFHTEANT -1.645 F LB B
mEE, BImHEAERB T ERAEERIEA LN AITEFY, 2 EA
L6ASTR U A H Y E i E 2R HEREEN - MRAEAS2F WAL EH 5%
B BERBE AT 1.645 FLL B FRE 2,

(182 XAUERMER -1.645 Fn 1.745% th it AR E IR Z B /R - 1. 645 x 1. 745% =
-2.87% ,
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PRI BB . BT L, 2 Sl SR SR04 360 K 2 0 4 A T R A 0 % T
~3.42% 5 -2.87% Z (G5}, 7 5% /K V- T A 5o 3+ B % 1k i 6 1 4%
o

SR AR 50 F5 L TR 4 v (A R A £ 0 B S AN AR
I A, A TE X AR AN 23 52 i FR AT 48 =38 43 4 Halliburton 1t 1 52
TH PRI . (R FUR AR B A A AT Ak 1 H 88 400 25 7 A X A
DX JE], AT Ge it o RSS2 & AR U o 3 — 20 ik, Halliburton 7
T B H TS0 (5 00 R AL 8O 176 {23600, BT L& S 8ss R & 4k
AR AN T B IR AR Y8 Bl —— M - 3. 42% F] - 2. 87% XTI ()
Halliburton Wi (B4 1 {220, = 2, 7€ Halliburton 2 77, fiff F 4%
(R 7 25 (O S8 M A I KAy v B S P 2SR () T S T IR B LG I
W0 777k 2443 100 J1 €0,

(D) BF K HPIEESH

BIAR— T, IE 0 b SCAr g iy, 78 %A TH B B E BT, FR AT i e
SIS TE 1 H i 0 A, R A 0K 25 A S HL AT B S I R
TiE o Bt A AR 5 4 2 X A 20 AR R IR A A U8 SR, T B b 4
BB 4% 92 B b IR O IE 25 43 A, Kk 09 UE B8 2 5 3 4 S AR X A7
PRy 1840 e S A A i 2 A A B A R IO B R A 1Y
LR 5 0 SRR I 25 1 0 BT B A IR 4 K SRR AR AR AN 43
})'l']_‘o[l85]

1E Halliburton Z2 v, FA1 A IR AT 7 (IR H5 36 B, 8 40008 3 78 AR 1K
VRVATH N o0 A 2 AR IE AR o T0 R S8 1T 508 2 B, Halliburton 8 #5i 1i
25 R SRS : B ATE A W REBOEE I A R BUAE . dE—2 ok i, %

(183) See generally Gelbach,Helland & Klick,supra note 19 ({£34 1 A& 447 ) .

(184 % F4EIE A M By 7 2]3F 3% , see Stephen J. Brown & Jerold B. Warner, Using Daily Stock
Returns; The Case of Event Studies, 14 J. FIN. ECON. 3,4 -5 (1985). * T ¥ % & #
T AN F] B — E A% B T B3 42, see Gelbach, Helland & Klick, supra note 19, at
511,5334 -37,

(185) fRmAMAFEARN, KERH, KW 2T mmrHEN—ATAE S —H;BR
B FE—UESTER—R AR ARENER ST AT REREA
/AT T E A 7T 6 H Hl, See Brown & Warner, supra note 182 ,at 4,9 —10( £ fl 4F H
FrF 5 Bl B TR R T R A g Y 1)
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SR, FAE A 23 A T B A AR A 20 A DA G, U
iAo RSG5 98 AE I JLIE T X Ff i 7k « Halliburton 1) £ 31
R AT AL i Al 00 309 18] e AT A DA L 285 A L186)

FANTERE S Pedn iR T IESYEBR M e SER. KBS sk
AN [ AR AU A BB 5 B pR B, R L i, — AR R R RS TR IR
1> 28 5 B R BB UL i A WL 58 21 O 8 . L 30 B A IAC i 2801 7
MR/ T, B UL, xR A - A A R B R ] ) DX T DX N )
JABUEAINT xo S B i M2 (L2 o) 2 AT B 1)
PRAEZE N 1A b o LE 25 23 A % R R (A B A L AR B it 28 ) o
XA A — 1. 645 BYZE 109 K, B R XA AR A5 T 0. 05 5 3 Sz gk
T M IEZSPE R BEHLAS R UE /N T - 1. 645 brifiE 2 M BER N 5% 2
S IANTE IR R, 55 T 0 AL AR EIE S /0 A J2 — 1. 645 1X 2
B I A IEZS oA T BT A A By i F{EL, 7E 5% 79
FVEACE T R 56 1 A% T R Y 2 25 1R Rl AL

S 23020 A i 2 (BRI 20 ) 2 AN [ A T B AR 25 5 38 R K
SR EIE S A AR L, 5% A 0 A e R s e L o X
WRE XA T AT 5% BB 2 BUE/NT - 1. 645 3% 701 1 26
FE A AR KA T - 1,36, BRI, 245 152545 A5 AH 5C (1 E8 45
WALt A 5 T 1 1 2 I, AT 203 T B 5 A A i S ——
TNEE L ) —— R A K T R A S

P S T IS 4 T PR P S R A 22 T s o X 285 0 A1 1 MR 3 98 B8 PR
5 B AR AR B IEZS 0 A T3, 2 (IR Z a0 ) fl 2 i 2 A0
B o S HOT BB A £ 20 A o BRAE RS 0 A i 2 - 2. 35, Fr LA
FRATTRL AU ] — A~ 5785 B9 e P {E—— R & oI i ——R K 0 1
P

TR YT E T B 3, B AR 4 A A TE 28 2 A ) A B A = T4
KRR o BT BRSO R R B, SO LKl Be ] — 4~ 5

(186) 4 T4 EA M, #1132 F Ralph B. D’ Agostino, Albert Belanger & Ralph B. D’ Agostino,
Jr. ,Commentary , A Suggestion for Using Powerful and Informative Tests of Normality,
44 AM. STATISTICIAN 316 (1990) 4 %6, 9 3¢ 45 11 3 4 Stata By “ sktest” 45 4 F DL
L, KAMITI99.98% B EEAKTFHELT EAKE, HFEZR P FANAEE,
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TEB AR A R 41 P

AT RERA A A I A Y IR 0 A R R RO S AN . SR,

Gelbach , Helland , il Klick ( GHK ) # 1, £ 5 4 H 1% 47 5 3 % 1k 19 % Bt
VLR B0 T 8 20 0 5 K S5 8 20 2 L AT A T
GO IR AE 090 50— G5 SARE T o] B T T 5 AR A 7 3« T
R PR 25 641 A T2 P A 17 5 B 08 e 1 200 43 A
B 5 i T 4 BRI A B O s B GHIK SR T 43
3177 BB D SQ KGRI, TR 5K A7 b 1 B 4045 9 B 1 2 B AR 43 i
BRI BLEGEH 4530, TR0 F AT 2 , 3600 WU E) ) 7 43 fir
%{ O[189]

(187)

(188)

(189)

See Gelbach,Helland & Klick, supra note 19 ,at 538 —39. GHK L Jf 7 M EE R
Bl B A B 5 AR A 0B T A AU 3 A0 GHK By r B IS8 — 4. X A K J 5,
RMAGIT BN A ZE GHK Wit % B PR # A0, EAERLRF ERA R
B K EEHHERTHEITTHHEE, ROTEAT A 1999 £7 A 22 B | 2001 £F 12
ATHWMEH, HGRTHVPNEHE XA TG TREERK LR &KEF R
S B # A e B4 WU HY £ K98 92 B, See Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,
309 F.R.D.251(N. D. Tex. 2015). 3 5 ¥, AT A 47 57 AL b #9593 B , £ S 140
K ER P E BT ARER,

R 2 e 0 0 TED L B B K, SQ AR B & 48 1R 95 48 52 IR A ST B AR 69 A R R R
MEF0.05, X R -—NHAERNAF, HEHBRELNEETRIEAMET
0.05, FAEMMITELHF¥EEX FXBHILE R, See,e. g, WILLIAM H.
GREENE, ECONOMETRIC ANALYSIS 619 (7th ed.2012) (6 #f it 4 £ th 4k % ).
GHK f# F #y Rk & R B3R B 7R SQ Ao oy F AR E R 8, 3% 508 il A v HA 79 A R AL
AN, NTx AT R 69 250 X, SQ A do AL fF Bl AR AR B & T——AR B F
EMESEBETHELSWBFNREET o B0 3 A F A B m By BB T
EHlE R ERRERLBAR G TNE LT M, R U E R EETH 4
O bR e R o i T T et (N A i QT S B R R
HAFNE R AH AR 2EEGEREN, HEE L 4, see section 5. 1 of
Gelbach, Helland & Klick, supra note 19 ,at 517 -20.

See Gelbach, Helland & Klick, supra note 19 ,at 497.
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Density

Density

Area=0.05

Excess return

-1.645 -1.36

Area=0.05

T T T T T T T
-3 -2 T -1 0 1 2 3
Excess return

-2.35  -1.645

5 Tllustrating Non — Normality
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UE 5 J9CVE VR A o S 4 BF 5 16 N YO S R

FE 5 VKN 5% MG B E PER I T, SQ A 460 75 L 4H I 45 T
VTR AT I 25 AR AR F 0 B 40 A0 1958 A 0. AEFR TR IR 19 1]
(9 593 ARG HAGTHREA 28 1 i & - 3.08% [0 s GHK
(1 SQ K6, F-ATTRE1Z A5 FH e 556 LA G 56 < 44 H 8 i 25 02 5 A3 42 3
WM PRI, S FRAT M 3 OE A B I Fe v FR AR T A 25 1 o A
ok B BRI FUE R, FRATTAR XRS5 8 : — N IR R H AT
WS I A/NT —3.08% 84 K EBAG G 28

T LR R 3 I L A 4 0 e 3R AT A b S DU Ay (—)
WRIE AP FHBNM 2. 87 I FE M4 X R, B, i B2
PR HAT A LG B E M2 bR R Z BT A ™ T 0. 21 N E
A3 A0 AR R 2 IEAS 23 52 M 3K 178 Halliburton = B 5% Hh G F 6
ASFEE A AR E AR B A AR E B, O 0. 21 AN H 43R
X} % %5 Halliburton 37 4000 J7 2 7T 19 T {H X 6] .

IEIFRATTE R LB 5% A TP r R IT 19, SQ K 504 5 A AT R M 4
TERERERRE . 55—, BT T AR S AR ik — 8 —#E. B R
e B0 ) SRR A A0 TR K AR PR VR VA S P9 A TR AU 8 HE T DL
il FAE——Ge T A AT 1 0 B T DA A7 B — Ik P 58 B 22 Py
2o i SQ K I R AE R IFA 2, ATTIN R & AL B N Y 4 %2
B H,SQ KB ANUAE IE MR AREIE IR T 2&A1E0,
FLAE IE A AR A Rt SR Al 1 o Uk, ARG He B LA T A
(BRI 75 (T SQ A 56 I AN 2 s AT A 45 2 ARG AS ¢

(Z)SEEHHPEX A

RIS M GE T A 5 R S — A Bk i S B A BT
T SRTIE W3R AT BT & B 49, Halliburton JF 1A 4 6 A~ H FR A 5 IE
WEEH . XAKIEEER,

(190) FATELAAFAE B EFRLL0.05,/3H29.65 ATt HEHHANE LE B, %
BEG,XBRELELEOMES 29 M E 30 A5/ 8y 38 Bl 2 8 R
M HAR A XD F 7 -3.089066% Fi —3.074954% , (#8 H UL 3 /D T % T
EKENBAENBE L H 2 4.89% 1 5.06% , A f & -3.08201% , i 3 3t 2 £ 11]
ERESHAEIE,)

(191) AR IR ELAENT -3.08% , 1 72 -2.87% , + BH KB #H,
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A 5T AR ) (%) i SRR R 17 B 22 i A 6, O 2 3gh S A Al g &2 AT —
UK 36 2 TR 5 1 38 MK AR R g i B3 P n 4 e, BRI AN
FEAEMNM AR SO o B 22 (<0 HOg dn [) B 2 7 [e] — 32 2R B R, SR 2R
SN IC I AT REME 23 Bl IR B B M WIS n o SR, AR R VRIA 1Y
AN ST R FEA SR S FEIMRTEA G, SRR BRI A
(S IE 5 8 LR A R AR o FRATE Se e o — 01 hie 2 8 AR
TE BRI TESE 0055  FRATT RE 1 ff o 1 T 58 U T vk o TESR =847,
FATRM T — AT [F A GE T R R, 12 0] AU L0 1 2 S b 2
TIE B J5t 4t R B RE A R R B A ZEAN A bk A i 45 5 PR 1Y B TR 48 88 H A7
TEH S T Bk (192

I RGN SN I = O Sl O A
W, ——TEFRATH AT S MEOE 5 o0 i, AT C 34T 7 43t o %
Ko, 5 6 A0 b RS SR HA A T R A A £ 2E M — R Ak
ZAEY . W SO X B E kB E D — A3 H A T A A
f AR I R TR B 5% - KA R R, A TE
Halliburton /5 12 58 1 12 H} 22 51 HE B0 ), 1T 3K 78 5 Bt 19 53t vh 4%
& LM AR A U

TP REGETE 1 0 A AR R R M B 2 EE A 0 1 U9 A — b
77 :¥% >~ Holm — Bonferroni p {H % IF 1% . Hi X 3% B¢ 7F Halliburton 28 {i
T X ATk ) Ry 1 BRI A AL R TE A L E AR p E. pH
Al LA A AR D) SR g it b 2 P i O =X, AR IR FRATT Z mir i 43 B, B
HH WA B A5 7R 5% AKF T BA G B E M, IR RE p (A

(192) REEZ-Bof& _HorRiHnE Az EeX—FW, EHEEFEBRERTE
FRHERBRATER MR A d s FHET 30,

(193)  See Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,309 F. R. D. 251,266 (N. D. Tex.
2015) (H AN N FZERREERERAGENT).

(%) A—BUAERWE - XHEEMENRNARE - X EME A KEHD
ATUEAMRAETRMNEZ HERR B, B ZERR T EF R — L5
BARMF AR 2057, AT MR T 030, B E WA TP F 5 % 00 oy 3
#:, see Hervé Abdi, Holm’s Sequential Bonferroni Procedure,in ENCYCLOPEIDA OF
RESEARCH DESIGN 573 (Neil J. Salkind ed. ,2010).

(195) See Halliburton,309 F. R. D. at 266 —67.
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UE 5 J9CVE VR A o S 4 BF 5 16 N YO S R

Jb%/]\?ﬁ%‘%jf 0.05, 53 4h, B anAfi HE8 %k 25 A Ge it & 1
B2 pfH—@ERTF 0.05, FRATEE S [E A B H ok 50 i 71 55
%Eﬁp{ﬁﬂjﬁ WHEp H; X AEIERATX /@ W p (A5 L E BRI
i p{E.
2 ff L) SQ A S B, TR T I L OE 8 R H A E R p (W KR
T IR A A I N BG4 A H 8 A A 25 3 /N A T H R A A 25 H 850
S BR G BR DA Ak T T S A R B A AR A RS g H O B (FEFRAT
Halliburton (451§ rp 593 KX) . EATIESR 5 6 54k 1 g 0y &
— G IE R H AR p E 5 SR A 5% KOV T8 FH B SQ A 56
Kl A S e e 75 B ST B . TR Rl R p EHD
F0.05 (1 = HMMARSEIAE 5% /K F BA G0 &M, 54 = H i #
H p HWKT 0.05,

%5 Controlling for Multiple Testing
Using the Holm - Sidik Approach

One-Sided SQ One-Sided SQ Approach,
Approach, Ignoring With Sidak Correction for
Multiple Testing Issue Multiple Testing
Statistically Statistically
Significant Significant
Excess at 5% at 5%
Event Date Return  p-value Level? p—value Level?
December 7, 2001 -42.7% 0 Yes 0 Yes
August 9, 2001 -5.1% 0.0017 Yes 0.0034 Yes
December 4, 2001 -3.6% 0.0269 Yes 0.0787 NO
December 21, 2000 -1.2% 0.2222 No 0.6340 No
October 30, 2001 -0.9% 0.2609 No 0.7795 No
June 28,2001 -0.8% 0.3013 No 0.8837 No
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5 N 4 FIHRE R Z B WAE E W p E0% &R —51 )
£ Holm - Sidak p {H &5 /NF 0.05, LI BT A L ER TS
Mrgsem RS A G B EET £S5 R, S0 2 ELR M EIE
Ja , AT A 2001 4512 H 7 H 12001 458 H 9 H BN #& W 7E 5%
KT BA WEE A A 4 4> BRI A B, Hitk, 5IRAHRZ
R 36 T A T ) B SQ A B AH O, 22 HE A 50 A I 19V R A 2001
412 A 4 HITE 5% KV T HA G B E58 hIA WM.

2. SR ey o340 DLR RIS N 2 E A IR 7 ——FE N 2 IR OE
ZHT, — AN SRR IR () R | D SRS E AR 2 TR EF H rhife
PLEHIAER] 2 FESEHTR/ N, FATHE A B B8R T &,

(19 FTREENpEEHNT S ELBEHREN, KI14E KB PR L %A Siddk.
Abdi 2 #, supra note 192,at 575. & % /N % p ety E ¢ B ¢y Sidak p (EhitH 4
R RAE pE;H 2001 £ 12 AT HWHEAKGZ p EFA NS EFUBRRENY
o AERATIEE AN EE p ERA p (ERATFEHEH LA R 2001 F12 A4 H),
X — % Sidik p W HEARE pp=1-(1-py)?. BARWEEAET, 2P M
N34 e AR X — KL IR AL B B p (/N i AR BURGE R B po (1 - py) 25
B, BB N B FR G IR E R ppo B, po B E R T AR E A
MR FNEENEDH —ABHKEZNT pyth, YXATHEHEANTO0.05
B, ?fﬂ%%ﬁ’&%ﬁ5%7}<$iﬂ7ﬁ%ﬁiifté AN HEE KW BY p ALK
# py ik — K Sidak p HHyHHARE p =[1-(1-p3)° | BRERAKXNE H,
EF%EM&%M&(E&MM’%MX(%E ZR)RE-ANAHRELEFN Y RN E

o KRR ER AEmABY p % T P, hFx Kty Sidik p £ p,, =11 -
(1=p,)™]. Seeid. ,at 576[ equation(8). KA1 7= & 2|, xF F p,, 89/ 3k {H Fudg %
m B/ T %, Sidak p {48 3 m x p,, 3615k 4%, T X bL Bonferroni p {1 Ff % 7.
Id. (equation(9) J. ZE K ATy fL W, JE R H A H A RAVE R M Z WA 7 k2 8y
o —#k B % kR % %, Sidak p {& % Bonferroni p {5 E 4 4 9. 1d. , at 575 - 76.
Halliburton % 9 4 [X 3 % # 38 7 Bonferroni #n Siddk p {6 th 24 8, B h £ 4P i+

FA — Ak T F A4 3E 4 43, See Halliburton Co. ,309 F.R. D. at 265 - 67.
TEXANFEF, T FW —F A 23 LRSI+ 8B F W H B~ 4 F o,

(197) 403k R, KA % i Sidak p /N F0.05, K ATH 2 B AR & Z ey p L H
HEEMNTEENSE T, BeE A ARNNBEALEH R EEE, T4 KA
BANTAHE NN EEARNREFLE., RS ERNNBR B0 EE, D4R

T AT 8 K A o, E A AR A B F R % W K iy Sidak p /0 F0.05;
B A7, RATRAF L AT B E I RE, RAVE TN E = RN P, £%,
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Xl 2 4 X 3% B Halliburton iff VA 22 B 5% F 89 7 7 1198 4K, JAT 1475 A
WX R RN —l BN — k. B4R
IR , ] 22 H RIS 0 AR OSG4I 52 5 ) S8 35 P A A
ESNTIE Ry e

FRATTAn g FU WO 2L b5 85 H N3 70 B —ZH W 7 3 Bl J7 vk A v 2 48
THT5 1 09 5 SUTRYE pY) 22 v 3 M o 1 AR SCRYSE FL, (B A — A T R
fifp P78, RIS FE R g — I o 55 18 2% (a) B9 — BEiRi & JF KL
FVF AR BRI TR SR — R IR R T A AT REAY 9k U R,
JEU T RE e £ 23 S L U, A TR FUA RS A T E 48 B B AR
SR, 380 o e £ P I3 SR =2 8] B IBG 2 e 75 78 70 S o, BB T AL U 45 D o
G 22N SR BRI b T B EE 2000 R A 12 e X — T
SR E OB 2 HERR A — I T 23R

FATEEDL, ARG 1 oA 5 w2 Bk S VR 2 75 2 SR i3,
N T 2 R, M Xk B — I WS IR TP BT A R0 PR B B OE
BEE HESE . A, BRI | JCES B S A 2R S 2,06
2, FRATEE, O TS VR B9 S5 32 5K 0 B AR 4B R O B DX 43 Xt
T o 31X — AL PRAIETE Ak BE 50 T2 5K ) 22 o S AR 46 6 H I, vk BE R
Jt B B —BCPE i GE TR LARE AR A [R) B AL 4 HE B AR 5 vh 3R
AR PN —— 5 A AR AR B RS IR IR IR . 2R T REF )
FRIU 43K 6, T ATTRE B 1k B o5 4 o dd o 2% 1K 4R 2 A Tk Lk &2
LB IE, B A 2 1o SR, FRATT R LA 25 PR AR AH [ R
G I P JC SRR R I AN R ——— DT %5 5 - LI 25 18 2% (a) ML

(198) See Halliburton,309 F.R. D. at 265 —66.

(199) See FED.R.CIV.P.18(a) (“ &4 A H 3K - W LA A 5L i SR sE
ERTUGH, RN T LEANFTHERATEH").

) FERZBEWHRZREETREYEERATHRS N X F7 % T A #l. See
RESTATEMENT (SECOND) OF JUDGMENTS §24 (AM. LAW INST. 1980).  #
EXBEER)RGLURMBALEAEAARS , EREGER DA N(LEEEE
K)#yFEdr B, See,e. g.,United States v. Tohono O’Odham Nation,563 U. S. 307,
316(2011) (“BE | A A o, FI T4 € AN UR 2 T 3 ROAE T o 3k SR 33 IR 0 R 1B
FEIRBTE KN TELES, AL REMRNZTIREZLANERT)
[ quoting Kremer v. Chem. Constr. Corp. ,456 U. S. 461,482 n.22(1982) ], and citing
RESTATEMENT (SECOND) OF JUDGMENTS §24 (AM. LAW INST. 1980).
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TE LR

LA Halliburton %24 ] , 3 BL 23 BT i) 6 /4> 4 32 5K 19 5 1F 4 3% H
A 5 49 &5 Halliburton £ 4 58114 5 A 55 200 5575 4B FR B9 T
IE##E H (2000 412 A 21 H) # K (1) /& Halliburton 3¢ F Jf g K H Ah
FER I BRIR 22 (R A O I i A R AR A e R 0 3 DO B
bR IA T 43 B o, RV VRSR A BRI AN S HE R 5 — 3R, I 4 1l X 32 Bt
7 2445 2000 4 12 A 21 H 5 HoAth A 745 5 FR 19 30 #5588 H X 50 TF
Ko XEURAEBA LEXS 2000 412 H 21 H #4712 8 IR IE ; XFIB
RIGGETT 525 PR 3K OG5 ik . X 55405 B A SCK 30 1
B AL, AN SR M Xk e BTl ) 7 J(208)

AT LA TR BA (142, 35 B 14 A8 AR 23 52 i 36 4] Halliburton = {4 ffF 5%
AT GE T B B Egs e . (U2, XA AE (kT RE7E HAL % T HAT 52,
faan, iz 2000 4 12 H 21 H @Y 5 p (KT 0. 05,38 HIFRATTHY 7 %
Xt BRI E AR 87 AL, BN SR R TE 5% KT BA
Geut 2 v 2 XA B FRATT IR Tk B S T AT 2 AT I AL
TE BT B0 AH DG T B D ik i EE M 20

[201) See Coffman Report,supra note 154, 8.

[202) See Allen Report,supra note 147,9 11.

(203) B, XA AL E R KR B AT IR E Ry 0T, B T Z R0 E 4R T, 3X
MW AR LRH, TECL I HEMF 2R EHRT L ERREGEN
FEE N B, v — R, 5 IR HE R R AR R ROk T B IR R 4L
FEAER Gk AR R T AR VRN R E B b B, R HE R E KRN E AT
% & K F FL, #5453, see Tobias B. Wolff, Preclusion in Class Action Litigation, 105
COLUM. L. REV. 717 (2005) ,

(204) FE#—T%S5(supraat 146) X KB p HEZ0.222, AHRX =R EHHW S EH
WA EE ) p{E % 0.6340. WK AFF p R A 0.04, 75 4 M X 3% e fr X A &9 77
HE——182000 £ 12 A 21 BEER GBS ER AN —HHrUHRTSERLE—K
442 1 Holm - Sidak p 15 % 0.0784, FH I X 3Bz th 7 i 12 K I8 F 4, W &A1
PLVR & HEBR 0 S ab i 7 U &

) XEMRFEFIGEAR, BEoRENLT AT — % 8 HERKE LB
BT HE IR M R & Z AN A K S ER AR IE B 18 Z, X AN RS & 7
4 . Halliburton 1A % J& & st X # f# 7 . See Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton
Co. ,309 F.R.D. 251,264 (N.D. Tex.2015). Halliburton 5 4~A W, BT B 5 J& & 5 #¢
MEFEBEBEMNGHENATIB L LR ER AL EUAE L ERBRENEE,
Id. AEELTXDPLERNFELEK, 1d
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3. Y EEMEENAFF A EHEIE SR E N —Z E
KAEA 7 AR . A — N XIS TR, i 75 PR 5 72 58 — RAE
T =T AR E R B B BRI, R E TS R AEM T — Ik
R A S . LR, R TCAE R R SC R, BT LA H A5 —
PNE S A = E S o s G Y W N TTIRS W T =Y S sl = BB P
AT, R Ry At iy > i I HE B R 1) M Al R 3 e B S A b i A
B PR T IE B R AR T B

2 J 5 R UL SR — K AIEE KA AR 2 IR X kA L S0
(A S5 IE A 224~ H 30 P A9 AT 2 — 4 BV DUTE B AR M K 52 10 9 155 T AR
[, XA &L 5 Halliburton i 58 1E 45 AH I, P AR 7 28— FOAS [R] 1
GATRIE . EPAS SRR A IE B A S it BT, RN AR 52
) (14 20 22 A T 0 0T TR 3 A5 b AT B H A0 B I AR

PRGCICIF R AR — T B An 3R AT FH A% 4 0% Sl e 38 7 12, o
— R A F B 1Y) 5% B — A R R AT AR I, B 2 R A At
Lo BT BRSO, FOT I, AN A7 A8 52 bR 46 52 Wil B, 1 5
HA G AR 2 1720, [H ik 20 i 35 M A 30 KA 1l 37
(14, (2000 Y Je {8 38 Shy LIS, A A 50 T F 4 T AR 3 1 A 2R Dl 17400, R
1% 1) 174 200 35 2 SR KA B W e 8 — AR R 4
SR 5% SN T B R A A 2 1 S0 A 1 Y R R R IR S 1 2
WETTAE B 5 — SRR MR R AN 0. 25% o AR B, ¥ B A& 58 S B i ]
(2 LSRR 5 %0 1) 5 — 2 R LR MR 38 T 77 A 1) s (208

J T AR A ISR IR AT AR p (AT 2C3E . X F R p

(200 LG ITHEK TN B IEAH NBENER, F— BRE - RPRNETHRE
BHEEATTE RPN T T RN T EBE, B fr £ K BN E, 2 5K
HEF-—RME_RWNBERAMEXAKX R, KW, ENELER T EZRER LTS
F-XHEMENTELR, XENBRBATHATTRE, Wk FEASE, WH
RAEHANBTREZ R IR, &= BERAGEITHEAR G2 AL EHX
ML E AR A E AT T A A R R, T R A R EAE
fhH AR G — R, (B, X AR M S B R B R e TN K
X593 B By AE T, HATH AR K RN, T Ak At

(o7) EZEH 1720 LA H % T 1/400, 81 1/100 By 1/4 KEENT 1%t 1/4,

(28) ABEAFHAZERE, LA EN99.75% BT F RN I5% .
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{HE T 0. 05—3F I F % G r Ul At 1] 1 76 38 FH 19 b tfE——FR AT 12
YR E T H MRS S e ER A AR M R — H RS p (EER/N T
0.2236 2 iz FHEAM SQ Ko 7 g TR S, IR H A —1A, B A M
HAS TSI LE 5% WK B BA G & v WIRAF & AT 4544

1 RV EHER H WAL T A8 2 MK 22. 4% DL s 0 e Al
T H P AR LS 5

2. BV R MR H AN T A% B KT 22, 4% DLF A T A
T H B AR I A

7= A R B0 AT 5% 15 — 2R R DR AR, gk 10, 5% IR &
P — e 2 S H TR W R

1) Halliburton Z& {5 , % 2000 4F 12 J] 21 H A/ — H 485048
Ji 5 B RIS K B4 B L 4B R AT Sk 5 0 o 8 R TC O R 5 R B
FEA O, WA BT 5K 0 S B 1 R AR R A St H B SE — H . R X
T 0T J A B0 224 50E B A 76 55— H 1 SRR 2 S A0 # £E 2000 4F
12 721 HERMFE IR MG T BT S5 P —T,2000 4F
12 7 21 HAG &0 #5 0 385 p (B 02222 210 2 80(H Wl 45/ T
0.2236 —£&, fRuN%E — H By M@ @l s 09 % p H% T30/ T
0.2236 , ] 2 FoA TG 46 b 2 1k B PR AN ZR AR 2 2806 2 o

FEXAMEOLT 18 H 5% i 25 7K1 14325 B g 224 ) e | 45 4 A ik
B AT L 106 B R0 A AR 3 17 7= A A4 A 1) B R AR 4K A 5G F 2000 4 12
J 21 HISEEHE IERBIRER R . BIE 2000 4F 12 21 HZME—&
B H I, IRATTE 5% K- L JCHk & B 46 52w 2 A 403t 35 0 0 E
Pt XA EER MR T EEAG . X0 T BB T 2R VA XS 3N 4 AIE B
A~ Z 8 H AR S 0 B, 38 SRR G 0 A I 0 T TR RS

FRATATNEFRATT 38 a5 A WIE Bk, {HJ2 & (% 1 J2 L) Halliburton %2
Hr ok el FH B AR R Ge 3t 43 A S 6tk o JC o] 4 BE 002, 76 B T RE R X
FEUL L, BT o] B — G P4l B0 R A, W5 B4 A 5% 5 — 2R

) ERXAFTANEIBBRAHEY pEY g IMEL ¢, 4 ¢,=0.05, 9 5% q=
0.2236068 ., &, F AR 1% T X M e %ol it A F LA B0, B E — 0
A AR p AN TEAKF

[210) See supra Table 5.
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R R —— R B T A 200 HL W iR 4 177 X S PR bR Ry
AT T R AR AR U, 2 0. 25% S5 — 2 AE DA S 21U FRATTAR{E X
Fofr L 7 M S5 S T A e AN M — 3K

(M) BRI IR EENSHSTL

— MGG SRS B B A UE B T, S irb i B S R A T A
TR A I3 P9 A 5 R R g o BN, Bk T BIF 9 v R AT 2 5K 0 5 OVE
FHCF A Z 41, Halliburton Jiz 52 1T Sy ) i@ 11 37 22 18] 7 S AR Uk v 101 1Y
SRA M S5 A5 AL . B4 Halliburton F1°E (9l A [R5 257 A
ONEVLETE A ) R B T 3 2 1810 0GR A6 T R AR AR AR 25 5 I 4, T
YRR AN 25 0% — > 10 Halliburton i 5276 5444 H 88000 T 5 T 5.,
Bl AN A A AT AT R A o 3R 5 O I 48 %

S TANBROZ  BR TR AR Y R AR R A s R IR 2 AN, R H
(14 0 A 255 2005 ik 300 [0 A R ) RO ABE SR A0 A1 o LE AR AT 7 565 DU 3
(=) HFTE A T Gt i G 6 1A 00 0 A b o v S
M35, BB T AT RV S T 1 48 58 (9 SE W A1, T BROM DE 25 20 A 11 8 5
W5 EB A AR ) A A o 22 o (ERAR T IE 48 8 H I4r H B0 AE 2 RN S
W s ——b 5 Uk, 2 B A R R EAY 55 7 R BT 3 AR S P g R B
ETb TEIRRERAEOLT , H 2 IR H B A AR & R i——
ARA AT REAS -5 U T B 208 5 O AORR(E . A RE XX — S04 s 100 W] figp e
2 RIS 2 P KOE S BT A5 2 B RS S AR AE S
VT2 PE A58, TTK — 258 B A5 H AN R A i gl 1k 1 18 in (212

AT e — AW W B F 9T LA PRGN A o 805 I S8 IR 35 1
PRt 2 — M2 1% , R T 11 , B B A I 25 B2 IR AN IE S /0 A o #fE
JE5 B R 14 B IE 48 58 H AR ifE 25 1% (145 58 23 ff s IR K %) e 2 25 7

Qu) H#MNEZE,RNAUEEF W IR L THEINFELTHNEE, Win, BEHS
B, Y HEREENGE RN BRI BESE 5D S — KB ERE, PLAENE
—EBEMELNT0.00003% (KEEZHT -+ FHZ—REE 120 WAKTE).

(212) See Allen Report, supra note 147 , 1229 — 31,233,236 (3 ¥ 1 37 1 & 4 {F % 5 — K>
] it Z ty 9% 5 1% ) ;Fox,Fox & Gilson,supra note 176 ,at 357 ( 3 ¥ 3 2 1 7 L3 An 58
iR M4 1R b %) ; Andrew C. Baker, Note, Single — Firm Event Studies , Securities
Fraud ,and Financial Crisis:Problems of Inference 68 STAN. L. REV. 1207,1250 - 51
(2016) (same).
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5% KT HAGH REE BRWME/NT - 1.645% 23 (HI2 R B7E R
HE AR IR TR H T3 AN E M A R A bR o 2E R TR —
Wi 2% o BASEPR % RN GETH 3 A U6 B0 2 — S A DR A R O
21% B A AT 4 R M R R R PR A T OE
5% HARMEZE BB R AU g7 A A REIUEE T (% . 25
T, X R AU A 50 T A AT BE S A A R R R 1. 645% FHAT . (R
e B SR e B H AR ME2E TN M SO AE R B, SRR A b
WEZEAL N 172,55 — J R MR R OK 2 TR 0.05% |, RIVERE 35 MKk -
(1% L2050 Z0H0E FR i B D48 5% H O R I TE R AR 22 1 22 5, S B
ST b3 e A A i 8T P A ) I L A 6 3 AR B A (5 — 2
) BN

el i A2 A 2D e —SU I T R AR 1 7 L [A), Fox , Fox Al
Gilson Ui W] 52 i 37 28 [y ik Il 243 3l , T3 55 AL 1925 4R 5] 2010 4 ¢
— R EEA T, AL 45 2008 AF 19 G Rl fE HLA OC 210 TR Al AT B 45
R S B R e 4 TSI S A8 I P B RS R I Y A
TEITAR, DRI T A i S PRI T A 90 1) 25 — 2R DR R 217)

PR FEIETE 0] L DRAR vl 22 00 3h SR AL TR R, B3 4 i, 20
I — A BEAEAS T U i ) e v 22 R, B B T T A 34
(8] H—— B SCFA] il 5 (4 B ——CREH] T ks i i & H s H .
68 TE R A0 5 950 SR R AR T T AR R M — LE RO ) T 22 o
RS IE o AN, AT T I S 40 T 2 FeAT T L g B s C i — 23
H B A S R Je w8 23, 7 X B0 R PR AL A 22 A R 1k 2 . JRATT A8

B ER-THF-MRAGEES2H(HEA O A7EZN 1) WAL E,BENT
~1.645 P 4 HE 0.05,8 5% .

(14 XEMEEBEE R, RAESQAIREZ A S WHALE EIE/NT - 1.645 4
FETHAESpAREZN | I L EBE N T -1.645/8 898 FE, 4 8=2,
A4 AR AR Ny 0.2054, 304 KB 21%

@5) A3FTOS, Kt FHMEARNES A EZ N 1 WHA L ERMANT
-3. 2989 & , 4% F 0.0005, 2 # AHE = 0.05% .,

[216) See Fox,Fox & Gilson, supra note 176 ,at 335 - 36.

(217)  See id. ,at 357 (PR3 3t B 2K 30 T A3 B0 — R AR K
SWHEE,RECAN N YH L"),

I 2 #OEE R
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UE 25 JRVE VR 18 Y o B 5 0 0 Y 22 4R 5 IR

R AT LS VR A 4 00 b v 25 B H B AR R B R ——JC g R T
T W AR sl AT M W i 7K P 5 Bl 19 3 728, 34 /2 Halliburton [ & Y45
HKAFRYEAR o O TIPSR H R p A, FRAT AR Y B4 Al TR
FOH IR R AR H AR AU g, U A X 88 H S A8 i B R
PF A ARTR] B AR v 22 o R ATTAR 5 (P B8 941 8 I % o A i R AT
SQ #6401 22 G B A IE , 1E AN E /N PR B

(TR ATT I L B SR TR AR I K4 J7 vk, B AT % B Halliburton i % i
st PR 22 R BE ORI AR E , M AE AT A =AD RO =4 FH =
DI S AL B —, 2k A TR AT R RO AR A E R B A E 25 I
Halliburton (% H B 2 b 1 22 48 K. 50 =, 2 B A B S i 37 0 3
87 U 2y W BE 1S KB, Halliburton (14 H 85 U 45 78 2 i J32 TR 2180 25
=, Y FT— RARE 2 B T A Halliburton (1452 b B8 A7 0k 25 25 0 AR g i
(TR IR L 2 A E) , Halliburton i 2545 B4 b v 26 65T ) T 5K

iz TR L BE 5 A BT/ 43 B R0 RY 2 800, Fe A 1 4G 6 0 A 28 )
A AR (Y IE A E 29 AT R BRESCHR h 2y 3 A 248 11 MR 7 T e, IR IE
A3 JEARSE 200 AN, DAL wy RO IE 25 53 A A S S0 3%

(218) XA 737 AP B DA VIX T [ 4, IR 2 A3 AR 5 BT s AT o R AR A 2
#oEXTUEAMEEANEZRE-—FAREHSFNERZRE T 2. ©
AR T Z TN T B DUfE 3 3k % {#F in Baker, supra note 210, at 1239, %
BB 2O 2 BOVE R A P AT T ik X 7B 48 269 62 Fl . See Expert Report of
Mukesh Bajaj 1185,88,89&n. 150, In re Fed. Home Loan Mortg. Corp. ( Freddie Mac)
Sec. Litig. ,281 F. R. D. 174 (S. D. N. Y. 2012) [No. 1:09 - MD - 2072 (MGC) ]
(cited in Baker, supra note 210 ,at 1245 n.217). 14 W _EHE A # it 7 Baker £
W7k, R B R E IR E R ES 0, B, RAITETE, H M
MAXFERTER T LANEFMEL S WEZTEAN, VIX BRI T EEE
B 3% 0k %5 By 7 £, See K. Victor Chow, Wanjun Jiang & Jiangrui Li, Does VIX
Truly Measure Return Volatility? 2 — 3 ( Aug. 30,2014 ) (unpublished manuscript) ,
http://ssm. com/abstract = 2489345 [ https://perma. cc/82WX — CPSW | (B R 4
EREBRET VIXBETEREERZET AN T2, ARETRBANERT E).
O AT BB 1 U B M, R T, 8 VIX 48 3UA & 30 1 2 A 5 oy 5 AT
J bk B 2| VIX 3% 0 L 9 Halliburton 2 B4 37 8y J7 22 b 69 & B 1 8 0k iy BIAT 46
BN E

(219) AT A % W 4 (B) EI A4 % %, See supra note 187.

(20) LAEFEMETRAKEA - AR RSER, ARAERE RRELEARRER
KR —— 8 B —— bRl 6 B 2 oA
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A 90 B FE A 2 A T HE A (20 FRATT R A AT L BB DU AR o (B) A 47
(1 SQ K8 Iy vk . 6 M 1Y p {HR A FRATTZ i FUHT 9 BIF S 45 2R
B =500 AT ARE @ %" p A8, Hot B0 A 0 587t b 38 Pk v
U — H AT RS0 (20 2 EAG SR (P ) o 205 88— B R i i i p
ERUEIER 5. HJ27E Halliburton Fr A7 H ) A 8 A0S 45 A 1 22 AH 25 B
it W E RSB T IR . B8 A BE H p (R AR AT R
P22 Bl I 18] 5 AR AR AR A A Y PR SR I R Y . FRATT SR =1 s, 24 3K
1220 22 AR 30 (R R, JCI8 2 75 5 08 H AR i 22 i sh A5, AT SE T
B FE VR DA B R — R (3 A F M HAE 5% /KT iz FT P
TEHEA BEE, 3 AFEHEAEA BEN) .
6 Ja = p (HNEEER RS RIEAE 6 4Pl i 3 1E 15
e HMAFZ BT 2 X THAR S HE, &S IF R
FuvF Halliburton i A7 I 4 b 1 22 B IR 6] 22 A6 52 25200 o SR, X
2001 4F 12 A 4 H,—BEIRATH & 7 br il 22 28 40 0 n] BEE, p (R R MR
TR E R & T 0.05 B MEITARAY 0. 0787 T B BIK T 1AM 1Y
0.03, %5 JEFk Bt A8 A 5 22 PEAT S0 A 1 B 1E 45 B 2 F H 41 1
fifp R , SRV 1 22 )38 A8 ] I 7 Halliburton 58 AR 52
% 6 Controlling for Evolution in the Volatility of

Halliburton’s Excess Returns

Usual p — Value Holm - Siddk p — Valuc
(No Accounting for Multiple Tests) (Accounting for Six Tests)
Assuming Allowing Assuming  Allowing
Constant  Dynamic Constant  Dynamic

Standard ~ Standard  Statistical Standard ~ Standard  Statistical
Event Date  Deviation Deviation Significancc  Deviation Deviation Significancc

December 7,

oo 0 0 Both 0 0 Both
Aufggtl % 00017 0.002 Both 0.0034 003 Both

(221) Baker $7 {0 72 f B9 B BUHE % B E A X FERH By . See Baker, supra note 210, at 1246 ( 42
Kot {EhE R AR A ).
(222) See supra notes 194 — 195 ( 3+ Holm — Sidak 77 3 ).
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UE 5 J9CVE VR A o S 4 BF 5 16 N YO S R

Event Date  Deviation Deviation Significancc  Deviation Deviation Significancc

sk
Usual p - Value Holm - Siddk p — Valuc
(No Accounting for Multiple Tests) (‘Accounting for Six Tests)
Assuming Allowing Assuming  Allowing
Constant  Dynamic Constant  Dynamic

Standard  Standard  Statistical Standard  Standard  Statistical

December 4, Dynamic
_ . _ .03
2001 0.0269 0.010 Both 0.0787 030 Only

December 21, ., 0.256 Neither 0.6340 . 694 Neither
2000

October 30, 0.2609 0.317 Neither 0.7795 . 881 Neither
2001

Juggoig 03013 0.298  Neither  0.8837  .851  Neither

2202001 47 12 A 4 H 0IE 3 5k K A2 I B 20 i A5 e 7 At

— R, AT W BRI 1. 5% BT brifE 22, X/hNTFR S fE
RE DT ZERETI R 1,745 % , X2 H 23 BN o AN ad Had Ay SRR /9 4

EHO

HIAMBBLI A H W7 25485, A 16 ATV A H 42 2001 47 12

A 4 BN . — ELFRAT % 1 5 2 B 25 ) 1 2
T, BT — H SO IEA B R 2 KT 1.5% o 5 — e
ORISR TR, T 2 802001 47 12 H 4 H p (HE KA LA
2

(23)

Pt 16 B # 45 B S, By AR 0.023, 37 # MR R A KK A, X7 B N AR
BRI S u, R o, AT S, YL, F 2001 £ 12 A4 B it
Uk 3 B L 0.015 B B 5 4h S Rl A 0k 2 PR DL 0. 023, S o6 2001 412 A

4 BRI ERE S0% L, AT EBXUENE FEREA u, :%,%M‘W

%US4D(*C2(}()I _ Uypeca0ol ><0. 023 ~1.53 x Uypeca0ol B DL RO R R B AR L B A
& u, 0.015 u,

FKFEAR XA 8, THEAE X 2001 45 12 A 4 B FIEBFE B A AR T B o

AR T EE AN B, BEE REHFAFRR S EH N, A AR

Aoy u ec. & ec. . & ec.
WL T AR B 4Dec2001 _ E4Dec2001 ><0 023 —1.53 x 240 20010
u, & 0.015 &;
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SMH 22,2001 4F 12 7 4 H 8YFRAE2ZE 5/, 88 A a5 19 20 2 43
A B AR bR e 25 . RT3 L L o) Rk Al BT A B R
2001 4F 12 H 4 H W] LY, 558 083 J5 40 2 H 3 0% 88 4500 5 1) 43 A 1) o
O R, X455 IR 2001 4E 12 F 4 H 0985808 B IR A % Ein
HEZ BB BALET o S8 . — B IRAME X 4558, oA & 8 2001
AE12 J 4 HWIEHREE H B 8HI R 1E 5% K FBA ST BE M

(E) BEMEXERERAFHINS Z 3Tt

FATXAER 3 B9 53 Hrde 1 T FEUEZF YR A B SR 58 Th AN S A
T DU A R0 LA 36 1) 2R >, B A 4 A AR IEAS R, 2 2 H )
b T BT B k) 22 TR AR R ), B I 5 I Bh AR W B, fEis
Halliburton VA 58 (88 M BEFRAT T F 98 TR T A 4 AN RS, 3R A1)
RIAE 5% KT A 3 A H W EA 678 8 A0 47 19 58 35 PRk 3 .
2001 4E 12 A 7 H,2001 4E8 A 9 H,2001 412 A 4 H ., #iIX 3% ek i
72001 4F12 A 7 HWAERIA, SERATE 24505, K00, B
At o) o H IS AR TR A

KT 2001 48 H 9 H, B i & A “ TR K A7 T8 M A%
B PR SIRATH G TS5 R — 3. R, I Bi i\ 4 Halliburton ) £%
ERT: (1) J4 SRR A A B ER 88 B9 E B A AR 1A H 5 (2) fEZHT
() H 11 rh , Halliburton A8 b AN BA G it 250 2 PR, ik Be e 2
ATE N HIA Ty, 2001 4F 8 H 9 H Jai4h 5 FR Y B 1F 5 &8 I K 1 O
Basic 2B € (191G H 200 ATz eE R EREI

EBEAHEAE 2001 4 12 H 4 H py#koke, W2 58 4 LLE gt 35 54k
it g Bty (27 Biid A3 R 44 Halliburton £ 24l FH (1 S5 A4 B1F 5% 7 2 kA

[224) See Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co. ,309 F. R. D. 251,272 (N. D. Tex.
2015).

[225) Id. ,at 272 -273.

(226) 1Id. ,at 273.

(27) 1d.,at276(“ &R 2HE2001 F£12 A4 HREFEEALIT B ERNNEE
5.
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UE 5 J9CVE VR A o S 4 BF 5 16 N YO S R

iz 28 TR L L)k ) 2 AR R 5, AT dh o B A D 3R AT
FEIXEB BN 0 53 A0 =ARIRE . S 5% (1 b 7K, 25 76 B R
FHERAT0 )7 B FESE , ot 2001 4F 12 H 4 H ERIIN . EF A
FOLAEAE 2001 4F 12 A 4 B BN, 7T HEE 5 T 1A 7 B8 BOIE Y
AR FEIEDE

T0 UEZFYFIA H AR S0 P T G B S PR

BARER iR 1 AT A RN D71, D0 5 X S AR T 50 1 kA7
— LGB, DU AR i ERAE S RVEVRIA PP AR i FE R 452K R G
A E R R T EE o AEX AR, BA T R SR 0 SRR
PrfE——EN RN A BEIE NS . BARENTR BT S
etiviz 3 2 1] 19 56 RIS B 2 b2 AT HAT B, i i 74
PER SR AHIRAT LR , (B2 e AT 1T [ 25 09 T R 1 D B ] ) 9 A vk
FRIBAAHICEE . BRICZ AN, BUSE 5 A i o 1) Rl 25 BR ) 5 AR T 52
i 5 2 4 B 5 BBE M 22 R DG R I RE T o 3 ISR ™8 1 35 MK,
5% , T REG R SE TG it i 75 12 FNE HRAIE B b v 22 18] 2 115 47 78 b 58 1) ™
R, R, 75 5% WF MK iz S FAT Tk ol 1 B i e
SRR RIS IR TR AR X EE EAE A LTS PEFIAR M, X = 7ok
FURZHRVEUR AL 2 0 (B T 7R BOR AR . X 2L 4H DI R A5 21 is 3
PRI FEAREHANIE SR S AT AR BE 2 A8 Y EE AL

(- FAEENEEREX

SFEATE RO B B2 — D AR BAR R ) . 4 H
JBAN B Sl 7 R B S SRR DI, ST ST R B, R 2
A TH A FRE ST R AR RELIN 2 R B B A
fit o PEMETRIRVEVRIR B FOEOTTE b, 2 Rl RE SR A B (L oot ol 2

(28) Id. (“{& 4w Halliburton & &9 77 3% 246 F R &% RAOG M A 12 A 4 B H M8 E AR
EEATREMN"). b REZFCCEHBERLAEEAEN, Id Bk, &
H2001 £ 12 F 4 B A 44 % , Halliburton B, 2 % v R KA X ¥ F 48 EHE A
Basic %%t 255F 7, 1d.
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B R .

FEE, HAT = B S A AR 0 S5 58 uE i T D B A A0
HESEI () AR5 o (R A RE HE B I B B 0T b SR TR A I M1 o iR T A7
Mrgszm . —FF B RIS 9 E 17 10 0T BE S IR 0 Bk A
H B RN L E TR 5% BB 1K T A BA S W,
SRINT, TR Z K F A Giih B 354 O IR R B B 2Rk B
T2, BAF A R A G 48 TE T R % B 3 KO TR B R k., o
Ui, AR SR SR B S BASSE ) B4 s B AL BB AR B 7E 5% ik
VAN EA GEvE i s 20

AR RBR IS T — 256 Y] . — AN Y05 S S A SR UE4E i 15 Y
VR HEIE AR AE LR, HEFRATT TN, A4k 1T 38 FH 1) 32 B IE B AR ofE, 20K
TE 5% KV A Ge i o 28 P i R 38 ) s o ) 52 55 DS B A 9k 1E Y
o XECEREARAER] BEFN 5% KT e it b PEAR AR A — 3, STt
T8V SCVE (SR AN AETEAN 8 52 W) 1) A 152 552 B B A7 T G 2 T UL 3] 31
P AT e, T SRR TR I AR 40 A o s v D S AR e 22 KRR
TR ECA SRR o 33X L G PN iR R SRR A X 5 (B

5 AN SRR — O M FEORIIE A ST (e E R 4) . I
Merrit Fox fi##¢ , Halliburton [T 53, f /55 2k g ) ki Bl 22 1 ok i) & — A
ONTE R Ta) L 732 0 R B 25 A0 B AT B DA B B 3-SR HE T D 45 A A% 52 1
TEHE BT 5 A 38 S A TE B T4 (22 RN Be 4k 22 5% K F A0k 5
PRS0 TE AR AR UE IR 25K B X AR KRR EE R TR . Tl
SR RV ) v ) v R AHAIE B 54T DURA S 8 R R AR OC &R
[ T B R AL RIS SR VB IE A AR I AE AR v SR B AR S E AR

(29) JE X & “insignificance” , % & T UL & % i1 40 3R pi & “significance” , Wb 4L R 4 2
&

(230) See Brav & Heaton, supra note 11,at 587 ( “ 3=l £ 4417 o, B A 18742, B F 2 A 4
HREEXAMETHTRAFE, EHIENT).

(231) See generally Burtis,Gelbach & Kobayashi,supra note 124 ,at 1 —3 (i3 3 42 47 0 Fo
EREFWAFTHAITRERRD B FELRER).

[232) See Fox,supra note 92 ,at 438.
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UE 25 JRVE VR 18 Y o B 5 0 0 Y 22 4R 5 IR

FEOLT , S ANIE B STAETE RS b 1 SE PR ACH M 2 e it R it (53

OGN T S = AR A 0 2 5 48 1) SR S il BE TR Tk
TEY BRI OL T, 1 Bt i ZEAE AT PR AR B 1 2% 42 50 P S T A B T 1
UEHE o FATAELL T 9 (=) A=) X R AT PR RS

(D) 1"EHENSEHRLE

FFIFFE T 025 0 T A A7 TR AR ] T AR G Tr) e, 28—,
FAFITTEA RER E S 1 A I AR S O A A (B ARAT
A RERCER AR B H ) A RS ShiR AR R S (R BR T SR M
— SRS SRS . Lan, fBX Halliburton 1 45 5% 8 1E4T A
AR — K, EH AR — A 2R P — KA S EAE R — 1% Halliburton fift
55 B XIS IR B . T REIBUZE A4 7 B T RS J2& Halliburton Y 5 1F 5 5% 2
et N BRAY SR

5 A T REA IR RO B 3 SR M M A AR O 1) B AR gl R
EE IR IE H AT B aE DA R 8 DN — A TR 22 S fi
WA I8 8l . LU IE 4 ], B 7 Halliburton £ Hi — i 81 1
BN —K, N EEE P EANAFANGEEE . 20EGENS
TR S0 RE N [l 2 A, 20 7 9 28 5 A T R 4 ¥ sl 2 41K T B O 46 B 1Y
SR o AEARFE BT, Halliburton JBE 240 M 304 1 B 53 5 1) 8 3 ——
AT S A TR B g — A8 i HfE I, B IF 4% 5% 5 B Halliburton i
R

X LETR) Y 5 R E 2 T — A BRI B9 2 15 98 o i A T R S 1

(233) HATEFE]HRRE VIR E R RA RN &7k AR — LR H Y Tk R
e B e e o T AR 2 B T RN B AL AR A A R R N B O o X T B g A KMt
BTN EERM AR FERNMERHNLETNEREZE, RINTKTEU
JE X T U AE W]

(34 BREEUHFREURAERXR, B RSATRENERREGEY, Hik,
IEfm b CHTiE , 7 Halliburton 11 % 1 3k 36 P xf & 3 B Alito 9 B8y IE#) ] i £ |, see
Transcript of Oral Argument at 24, Halliburton Co. v. Erica P. John Fund, Inc.
(Halliburton 1[),134 S. Ct.2398 (20114) (No. 13 =317) , E X 3% K o4t 12 A
Y TR M R T M A LR

507



UE 25 80 (58 — A\ %)

FAF A EAETRRE RN TR] . FATT AT BRI B 0 =1 A T i 44 D TR
433 RANER T AEAT IR AT Mk B B2 W AR B (4 4 e 2 b, i AT RE B8 52 R
[t A5 AR SR B R A IS AR LA T ATk K- IR
PRI R FAAT R A A AR AT 2 R FE R — KA 45 5 1
FA S ARH T E BB B AR . AL GEF AR R eI Y T
XX P BN S B IR o A A REATRE— 2P B IE , BTk B IR i
X — SN

ST ST T BER I R LA A B — SETT BE KR VS R (B P AE
SRRl — KA AN R 1] 2 0, 8 2t ] BEFH 25 TN A 742 sl oK it A7
AR 3 B (B0 5 G R 28 5 A O B BRI 28 B U AR R ) o
Bo PSR B %2 X TRV 2 28 5 3 R TE B A TT T 3 oA R
BRI 28 R T LA [ R o HE ST, B N AR — RARAY
IR R P LTIUM B A AR A 2 S R AT ARG R B 28 S R AE A A L
LSS o IR LEhRHETH 37 A 5~ ] AR X 24wt A= s 77, DA G
SESDNTIIIA SRIER SN 79 DY I DR 7 (= DS N2 ATk 1 LUK s v e g ol e
BT PSR IE B . — D IZ 85| A | n] BEA 1o i 22 B B F 5T 3R
B, A 2 AR AU L3 22 R0 5 RS A i FRZL A S ) T S A 1
FORE B0 S5, LLH A i B 3l S 4 G2 B BIESE AT REAT RE 1 23 8 2R
AEAN [7] i [R1 95 55 A7 0 B S0

SRTIT, 24 22 TR VR4 T B I A [ — Ik 8] 2 A, B AR5 ] L
FEHAG I B FITE R . SR R RE S VR AT I A T B

[(235) See,e.g. ,Sherman v. Bear Stearns Cos. ( In re Bear Stearns Cos. , Sec. , Derivative , &
ERISA Litig. ) ,No.09 Civ. 8161 (RWS) ,2016 U. S. Dist. LEXIS 97784 ,at 28 (S.
D.N.Y.2016) (it FUHHRRZE AL ZE RLBEZ").

[236) See Brav & Heaton,supra note 11,at 607 [ i 6 % K = 44 #F % , and citing In re Novatel
Wireless Sec. Litig. ,910 F. Supp. 2d 1209,1218 - 21 (S. D. Cal. 2012) , &£ X 4> £ #
FLOEEME AN E R X TRMARNIE T BT RG]

(237) James M. Patell &Mark A. Wolfson, The Intraday Speed of Adjustment of Stock Prices to
Earnings and Dividend Announcements,13 J. FIN. ECON. 223,249 - 50 (1984 ). & 4~
% % 5| F £, ] v, Halliburton % % iE A Lucy Allen #y 4}t 4, See Allen Report,
supra note 147,91 86 n.93. R ATE E 2|, 18 40 7 N 8 & & A7 69 Bt 7] JF & LAY 3E X o
SHEHARTGERRNHEHRRE, —F N T RBENH O A A B ARX
1 3 Bl o
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(238) See TABAK,supra note 10, at 13 (it —AMB & M 6 37 & , B K B 7 (B R 6y & A2
ERugpELRL).

(39) A —IEHR AN E AT G E A E 8 I SR PR ARG 5 YR A B9 R AR See
Barbara A. Bliss, Frank Partnoy & Michael Furchtgott, Information Bundiling and
Securities Litigation 2 — 4 ( San Diego Legal Studies, Paper No. 16 - 219, 2016 ),
https: //ssrn. com/abstract =2795164 [ http://perma. cc/9UJU — R54] ] .

509



UE 25 80 (58 — A\ %)

IS EAT G R PERY M2 o (E AN AT T B SCER AR () YR 1
T EHE RIREE , 5% 2 35 MK BEOREE — KA IR N T 5% . H
SRR — AR H T S B P RS BRI A e p — A O 2. 20k
REHE 28 52 bR A ST 9 SRR B, SRR 9 7= A T8 28 (IR 9Tk ) 4
R U, BRI B R A E R AR EIA,

WNFATAE_ LS 0 () Fribhe i, M T4 2 gtk s, 5 —
AR DR R AN "R R M R 2 1B A AR AU 1 [ e —— 3ok % 2 32
AR BH P A0 SR e 7 FE 22 OB R o DRI, 3 o e 7 5 % O 5F — S i iR
B, T LA IR B 5 38 M AT 5 % B4 I PR PR AR 3 R0 A (BT
WA BT AR I FEUE IR VRIR B B — > R SRR S0 T, R o — 2%
FRMEARAUN 5% 237 AW e B 58 — 2R R iR 4 (200

T A7 AR AT NS B S I e R bR B T R R
KE 2% o BAN T s, BB A AT N B i IR A IE 2500 A, AR e 22
N 2% ) — AN S R S % P BRI ST HOA TR A
Wi BT AR R A MRS T kA — 1. 645% T A2 4 IS K B AT I 4% 5% 0 14
TRV, MEITIME Ry 2% B DL 1 KA B A] R E—— LA EE X 2%
FLSRE R IR A A PR IS G T DR80T 3 B —— 2 57 % 22 X IR 4
TRER DRI 43% 29 HOETTTOR TR R B AR R e B gE i
Moo (AR AR 2R R R AU T 5% RS — SRR IR

TEANZ A5 B R, oh T IR — SRR LA 5% P e 2k

(240) See Brav & Heaton, supra note 11 ,at 597 (i 3k — AN 2 52 ) B 3 FL 50 2 4 % 0 I 45 %
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(244) See Fox,Fox & Gilson,supra note 176 ,at 368 — 72 (/4 A1 Bl By £ ) .

(245) See Brav & Heaton,supra note 11,at 599 n.31[ 5| @ United States v. Hatfield,795 F.
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EEE T E).

[248) See,e. g.,In re Intuitive Surgical Sec. Litig. , No. 5:13 - cv - 01920 - EJD, 2016
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