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Abstract 
Initial Public Offering (IPO) is an important and widely popular research topic among many researchers in 
finance discipline. This study is prepared to identify the connection among various empirical studies and theories 
regarding underpricing of IPO in the stock market of Bangladesh. We have chosen the time frame of June 2011 
to June 2016 at DSE to conduct the research. In this study, ordinary least square (OLS) regression method is used 
to identify in what extent the dependent and the independent variables are related in the level of underpricing. 
The results of the study disclose that oversubscription rate, offer size have substantial influence in IPO 
underpricing at DSE. On the other hand, offer time and size of the firm do not have significant influence on the 
level of underpricing. These variables are very significant and play important roles with the level of underpricing 
at DSE and it shows relation to signaling theory, information asymmetry theory and agency cost theory. 
Keywords: Dhaka stock exchange, determinants of underpricing, initial public offering, underpricing 
1. Introduction 
1.1 Rational of the Study 
Initial Public Offering (IPO) is an important and widely popular research topic among many researchers in 
finance discipline. There are various theories regarding this issue explaining it in different aspects. Researchers 
have documented several studies and empirical evidence regarding this topic which identifies IPOs can be 
underpriced both in developing and developed countries (Islam and Ali 2010). Ritter (1984) argued that 
underpricing occur when a firm decides to go public. IPOs are said to be underpriced, when the price of the IPO 
goes above the offer price of that IPO in its after-market where it can be traded immediately. There are several 
theories and models provided by significant number of authors. The core intention of this research study is to 
identify the price behavior of IPOs of the Dhaka Stock Exchange in the period of June 2011- June 2016. This 
paper will contribute to the current literature of IPOs in the emerging market and specifically that in Dhaka 
Stock Exchange with regard to the underpricing and the stock price behavior subsequent to IPOS. The general 
objective is to detect various theories which are related to the level of underpricing taken place in DSE. More 
specifically we have tried to find the variables that affect underperformance of IPO in the short time period. We 
have also tried to identify the trend of underperformance of IPO in Bangladesh Stock Market.   
Over the last decade the capital market of Bangladesh has evolved and graduated from a very nascent stage to a 
developing stage with the implementation of new regulatory enforcements and infrastructural development.  
Dual listing is allowed for the initial public offerings in this market. It has been observed that 95% listed IPOs in 
Chittagong stock exchange are also listed at DSE. As a result, this study will be helpful to identify the extent of 
underpricing and reasons behind it in Bangladesh.  
1.2 Review of the Literature 
Initial Public Offerings (IPO) has been a significant topic for research among various renowned researchers. 
There are significant number of works and empirical evidence regarding this topic in the finance discipline. 
These research shows significant amount of evidence that underpricing IPOs have become an important concern 
among the investors. Stoll & Curly in (1970) identified a tendency that the IPOs are providing abnormal return to 
the investors who are purchasing it at the initial offerings. Miler and Really (1987) identified that, there are 
significant effort of modifications and extensions used in this issue to examine the abnormality of IPO 
underpricing among the investors.  
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There are documents that provides empirical evidence that the levels of underpricing in IPOs in Dhaka Stock 
Exchange (Islam and Ali 2010). It is found that there exist very substantial relationship between the offer size 
and company’s size. Regression analysis clearly revealed this significant relationship between these two 
variables. The results from the regression reveals that, age of the firm and the offer timing do not have any 
significance in the level of underpricing.  
Bansal and Khanna in (2012) identified the presence of a substantial difference when they worked with the 
underpricing level. They mainly conducted their research on Bombay Stock Exchange. They had taken the time 
frame of April 1998 to December 2012. In this time frame they have found that the extent of underpricing can be 
explained by several factors. Among them firm’s ownership structure, firm’s age and the market capitalization 
are significant. In 2009, Sohail and Raheman investigated the connection between two important offerings which 
are known as pre and post initial public offerings.  
They have conducted their research on Karachi Stock Exchange. Their results showed positive relation to the 
interest of the investors in the pre initial public offerings demand to the offer ratio.  
There are various empirical evidence provided by Kumar & Tsetsekos in (1992), Titman and Trueman (1986) on 
this issue. They have identified the evidence that support the model that many renowned underwriters have 
linked to comparatively less risky IPOs. It their investigation it is found that, IPO which has a minimum level of 
market value has significant relation with the quality of the underwriter. So they have documented in their 
research that IPOs have little chance to become underpriced if the company choose quality investment banker. 
There are many research work conducted on signaling theory of underpricing (Allen & Faulhaber 1989).Other 
prominent research works were conducted by Griblatt & Hwang in (1989) and Ibbotson in (1975). They 
identified the harsh part of the underpricing the IPOs. They have documented that, IPOs are mainly underpriced 
for fraudulent purpose. It will provide a signal to the general investors about the good taste of the IPOs so that 
they can the same firm can sold their future underwritings at a very high price to the common investors. Various 
theories were also developed to increase the stock market efficiency. Major works were conducted by Benveniste 
and Spindt in (1989). They mainly established a theory regarding this market efficiency. This theory is 
considered as the pioneer of creating the book building method of IPO underwriting. This method has achieved 
popularity and is taken by many countries including developing economies around the world. Third world 
country like Bangladesh has taken the method but to a little extent. This model helps to identify the actual 
demand for the new issue and also the condition of the issuing firm at that time. Underwriters can use the help of 
this method so that they can reduce the underpricing level in the stock market. This will help to adjust the offer 
price with demand created in the market. Agency theory has also gained popularity in this aspect. This theory has 
many impact on this IPO issue. Research work on this issue were conducted by (Robinson and Peng 2004). They 
have conducted their research on US market which is considered as the largest stock market around the world. 
As a result they had to take a large sample. Their sample size was 3090 IPOs of US market. They had taken a ten 
years large time frame which was January 1987 to December 1999. They have identified that, US market usually 
have documents regarding IPO owners are high previously. This will signal the management of the issuing 
companies always expect higher future revenue which increased the agency cost associate with entrenchment.  
This signaling model was also identified by other researchers. Allen and Faulhaber in (1989), Welch (1989) were 
also worked on this signaling model. They have also identified the same factors that, IPOs are underpriced to 
deceive the common investors so that they can sell their future underwritings at a higher price. Another 
important theory regarding this issue is Agency Theory. Robinson and Peng in (2004) worked on this theory. 
They have identified that, underwriters and the investors have different mindset and they have different level of 
interests in the underwritings. Robinson and Peng have conducted a research with a sample size of 3080 IPOs of 
US stock market. Their time frame was similar which is from January 1988 to December 1999. Their results 
showed that, management of the underwriting or the issuer always expect higher revenue in future. This demand 
goes against the interest of the investors thus generates higher agency cost. Rock (1986) indicated adverse 
selection model. This model helped to find out the information asymmetry situation between various investors 
who may be both informed and uninformed. Through this situation lemon problem occurs as the uninformed 
investors know nothing but the general information about the IPO which we call mean value. So they end up 
with bad IPOs. Another important theory in IPO underpricing is information asymmetry. Allen and Fauhaber 
(1989), Booth & Smith (1989) developed this information asymmetry theory. In this theory they have 
documented that, the issuers and the underwriters have better information about the market and also about their 
company. Therefore the investors need to be compensated by the issuers on the ground of the information 
asymmetry. As the underwriters have inside information, they can easily manipulate the offerings at the cost of 
the common investors.  



ijbm.ccsenet.org International Journal of Business and Management Vol. 13, No. 3; 2018 

90 
 

2. Methodological Framework 
In this study we have used ordinary least square (OLS) method to predict or understand our dependent variable. 
This OLS method is used to predict the unknown variables of our linear regression models. The main purpose of 
using this method is to minimize the sum of the squared differences between the observed variables and the 
predicted value for the dependent variable. OLS regression model provides the optimum estimates from the 
possible parameters under the assumptions that we have used for processing our models.  
In this study, we have used two regression models using the same dependent variable. Here, in model 1 we have 
used size of the firm along with offer time and over subscription rate as dependent variable. But in model 2, we 
have used offer size instead of size of the firm as dependent variable. In order to separate this two dependent 
variables, we have created two econometric model. The reason is that, if we use offer size and size of the firm in 
a same econometric model, it will lead to multicolinearity problem. Using this two variables in a same model 
will lead to misleading results to determine how well our independent variable can predict the dependent 
variables. It also provides less reliable probability values for market adjusted abnormal return (MAR).  
2.1 Variable Selection & Hypothesis  
2.1.1 Dependent Variable 
Market adjusted return (MAR) is considered as the dependent variable. We have calculated MAR in the 
following way. It has relevance with proper methodology. We have calculated underpricing level on the basis of 
percentage change with respect to offer price and closing pricing. In the secondary market which have used 
previously.  
First day underpricing (Traditional basis) = ((closing price-offer price)/ offer price)) * 100 
In order to make the initial return of a share similar and comparable to another share it is necessary to quote the 
initial return in relation to the share’s issue price. Then we have to multiply it with 100 to get a proportional 
return. In the following way we have calculated MAR that is market adjusted return:  
At first, we have calculated return on security i. We have used the following formula:  
where Ri= (P1-P0)/P0 in which, Ri= return on i security, P1= Price of i security on first listing day, P0= offer 
price of i security. 

Ri= (P1-P0)/P0                                     (1) 
Secondly, we have calculated the index return on corresponding days. Where, Mi = (Ii-I0)/I0. In which Mi= 
market return on the ith day. Ii= closing index of DSE at the listing day. I0= closing index of DSE at offer day.  

Mi= (Ii- I0)/ I0                                     (2) 
The raw return is also known as security return. It is used to determine the IPO return for each share on the level 
of market adjustment. Here is the formula:  

MAR = {100* [(1+Ri)/ 1+Mi)-1]}                       (3) 
2.1.2 Explanatory Variable 
Size of the firm Kiyamaz (2000), Bhabra & Pettway (2003) identified an inverse relationship between size of the 
firm and the level of underpricing. If the size of the firm is larger, there will be lower uncertainty that the value 
of the firm will go down at listing time.   
H1: Initial Underpricing and size of the firm are negatively related  
Offer Size It is argued by Carter and Manaster (1990) that investors use the size of the offer to measure the 
performance of the IPOs. They have found a negative relationship between offer size and level of underpricing.  
H2: Offer size has a negative relationship with the level of underpricing.  
Offer Time It is identified by Balwinder Singh (2003) that offer timing is a very significant determine in 
underpricing IPOs. The more offer timing is the more road show can be arranged as a result underpricing will go 
high.  
H3: Offer timing has positive elation with initial underpricing.  
OSR It is identified by Dawson (1984) that, pre IPO investors require after market performance influences. In 
the very first day, an upward pressure exists as it is demanded by the investors. Over subscription mainly helps to 
identify the investor’s demand.  
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H4: Over subscription rate has a positive link with the initial public offering 
The variables are calculated as follows:  
Character Variables Measure (proxy) Prior empirical work 
MAR Market adjusted 

return 
Market Adjusted Abnormal Return Sohail and Nasr(2007),Bansal & 

Khanna (2012) 
SOF Size of Firm In( Net Asset Value found in the listing year )  Islam,  & Ahmad (2010) 
OS Offer Size In(Offer price times the number of shares) Beatty and Ritter(1986), 

Ibbotson(1984),  
OT Offer Timing It indicates the differences between offer and listing date 

(which are calculated in days) 
Islam,  & Ahmad (2010) 

OSR Over Subscription 
Rate 

Over subscription and offer size in percentage form.   Kumar & Singh (2008) 

 
2.2 Research Design 
The market that was selected for our analysis is Dhaka stock Exchange. It is the biggest stock exchange of 
Bangladesh having 90 times more trade value and 114 times more trade quantity than the other stock market of the 
country that is Chittagong Stock Exchange. Dhaka Stock Exchange also has approximately twice the number of 
listed stock than CSE. Most of the Investors of the country are related with DSE and information shows up quite 
fast in the price. Being in the center of the Capital of the country, it also gets the most amount of notice. So it is 
logical to select DSE as the market to take data from to perform research.  
Sources of Data 
Data is primarily collected from the website of DSE. The price compilation is collected from DSE news archive. 
Daily price is used to reflect most accurate changes in the market. 
Sampling and the Inclusion Criteria 
The IPOs taken are all within a 5 years’ timeframe from June 2011 to June 2016. The IPOs include only shares of 
companies newly listed and offering that is “Initial” but not “Repeat”. Mutual funds are left out because it may lead 
to double count the market, and also as mutual funds are actively manage funds, that will always tend to give a 
biased result towards upside. Banks and Financial Sector are also excluded. We have only taken IPOs from 
non-financial sector.  
Research Model Development  
The IPOs taken are all within a 5 years’ timeframe from June 2011 to June 2016. We have only taken IPOs from 
non-financial sector. We have taken a sample of 50 IPOs listed in Dhaka Stock Exchange form June 2011 to June 
2016. Simple linear regression model is used to analyze the data. Variables are selected in this paper is based on 
prior theories and empirical evidences.  
The econometric model can be made functional in the following way:  
Here, 

MAR =α +  ࢼ૚(OT) +  ࢼ૛ (SOF) + ࢼ૜  (OSR) + µ            (1) 
MAR =α +  ࢼ૚(OT) +  ࢼ૛ (OS) + ࢼ૜  (OSR) + µ             (2) 

Here 
MAR = Market Adjusted Return 
OS = Offer Size 
OT = Timing of Offer 
SOF = Size of Firm 
OSR = Over Subscription Rate 
3. Review of IPO Underpricing in Dhaka Stock Exchange 
Initial public offering underpricing means, price of the IPO goes very high when it is traded for the first time. It 
is called initial return or it can be termed as first day return of IPO. We can use the following method:  
Underpricing IPO = (First day closing price- Offer price) / Offer price* 100% 
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This closing price on the first day indicates the willingness of the investors and their motivation to pay regarding 
the share of the firm. The IPO will be underpriced, if the offer price is less than IPO’s closing price. IPOs are 
underpriced often because of uncertainty related to liquidity and the price level at which the stock will trade. If 
the IPOs are not that much liquid and not predictable to a certain level then it will be more underpriced, as it will 
have to compensate the people to invest there for the risk they have taken in the market.   
3.1 Difference between Offer Price and Face Value  
Offer price of IPO has substantial level of difference from its face value. During our time period, out of 50 
companies in Dhaka Stock Exchange 32 IPO issued at premium with a mean of 22.0625%.and a standard 
deviation of 11.24202. Table 1 shows the identification of offer price and the value of the selected IPOs.  
 
Table 1. Face value and the offer price  
 Companies number  The Mean level of 

price difference 
Maximum 
no 

Minimum 
no 

Standard Deviation 

Premium 32 22.0625 65 10 11.24202 

Discount 0 0 0 0 0 

 
3.2 Identifying Underpricing and Overpricing Level 
In this section we have identified underpricing and overpricing level within our selected time frame in Dhaka 
Stock Exchange. In table 2, we can see the underpricing and overpricing level within the selected time frame. It 
indicates underpricing level at DSE within the time frame was 198.7918%. We have identified the standard 
deviation which is 163.8705. Among 50 IPOs, we have found 47 were underpriced. Rest of the 3 (6.4388%) 
were overpriced 
Table 2 shows the underpricing level among our IPOs.  
 
Table 2. Underpricing level  
 Companies number The Mean level Maximum 

no 
Minimum 
no 

Standard Deviation

Underpricing 47 198.7918 666 4 163.8705 
Overpricing 3 6.438889 18.4 0.416667 10.35871 
 
3.3 Raw Level of IPO Underpricing on Yearly Basis 
Here we have arranged the raw level and market adjusted IPO underpricing. We have found the maximum 
number of underpricing in 2014 which is 237.5912%. The standard deviation of this underpricing level is 
191.2931. It is very high as we have found that, 18 firms got listed in this particular year. We have recorded the 
second best underpricing level in year 2012 which was 168.3375% and its standard deviation was 165.047%. It 
happened as 10 companies have found listed in that year. The third maximum level is found in year 2015 which 
was 148.5643% and the standard deviation was 138.7208. We have found 8 firms that were listed with DSE  
that year.  
 
Table 3. Yearly basis raw level IPO underpricing   
Year Companies number  The Mean level Maximum 

no 
Minimum 
no 

Standard Deviation

2011 1 7.5 7.5 7.5 0 
2012 10 168.3375 420 0.5 165.0475 
2013 7 170.8532 356 25.33333 137.616 
2014 18 237.5912 666 13.24324 191.2931 
2015 8 148.5643 384 6 138.7208 
2016 3 158.8052 377 88 168.2389 
Source: This table is found in Islam, & Ahmed (2010). It is the updated version.  



ijbm.ccsen

 

3.4 Yearly
The maxi
was 181.4
standard 
 
Table 4. A
Year 

2011 

2012 

2013 

2014 

2015 

2016 

 
Table. 5 Y

 
 
 

Here, Fig
selected t
direction 
level of u
developin
4. Empir
4.1 Mode
We have 
as depend

0

5000

10000

net.org 

y Basis Marke
imum level of
4965%. The n
deviation was

Adjusted IPO 
Com

1 

10 

7 

18 

8 

3 

Year wise mar
Year 

2011 

2012 

2013 

2014 

2015 

2016 

gure 1 given a
time frame w
was followed

underpricing f
ng country lik
rical Findings
el 1 
used OLS mo
dent variable.

6.93195087.5
2011

Int

et Adjusted Un
f market adjus
next best leve
s 173.6344.  

underpricing 
mpanies number 

rket adjusted u

Figure 1. Yea

above identifie
which is June 
d by both the a
faced drastic f
ke Bangladesh
s and Discuss

odel for regres
. Offer time, S

849

2801
2020

20

ternational Jour

nderpricing of
sted underpric
el found in ye

on yearly bas
The Mean lev

6.931951 

171.4431 

162.4175 

231.3092 

151.7518 

159.1228 

underpricing
MAR 

6.931951

2801.96 

813.2992

3695.59 

1031.777

757.4716

ar wise underp

es the relation
2011 to June 
adjusted and th
fall. It clearly 
.  

sion 

ssion purpose.
Size of the fir

.95982
8

0.96645

1

012

rnal of Business

93 

f IPOs 
cing is found i
ear 2012 and 

sis 
vel Maxim

no 
6.9319

438.10

307.34

620.45

376.94

365.77

pricing- Raw V
 

nship of marke
2016 in DSE

the raw level o
indicates the 

. Here, Marke
rm, Over sub

13.2992151
195.972294

2013

MAR

s and Managem

n 2014. It was
2015 respecti

mum 

51 

72 

36 

99 

63 

8 

Ri 

7.5 

2020.9

1195.9

4416.0

1049.0

653.62

Vs. Market Ad

et adjusted an
E. From the a
of underpricin
volatility of IP

et adjusted abn
bscription rate

3695.58991

4416.06996

2014

Ri

ment

s 231.3092%. 
vely. They we

Minimum 
no 
6.931951 

5.1809 

26.59311 

13.77567 

6.342202 

96.966 

966 

972 

07 

085 

207 

djusted Return

d raw level of
above figure w
ng. We can see
PO market wh

normal return 
were conside

8

1031.77

3

1049.08

201

Vol. 13, N

 The standard
were 171.4431%

Standard

0 

173.6344

118.6502

181.4965

138.9413

163.3642

n 

f underpricing
we can see an
e, from year 2
hich is very c

 (MAAR) is c
ered as the ex

76737 757
8547 653

15

No. 3; 2018 

d deviation 
% and the 

Deviation 

4 

2 

5 

3 

2 

g from our 
n identical 
013-2014, 
ommon in 

considered 
xplanatory 

7.47164853.6206897

2016
 



ijbm.ccsen

 

variable. 

Table 6 sh
Independen

Offer Time 
Size of the f

Over subscr

 

Adjusted 

Prob> F 

 
The regre
and the l
firm (SOF
The resul
return is h
is accepte
not have 
The adju
explain 5
4.1.1 Dur
The Durb
between 
regression

d = 1.807
the range
correlatio
4.1.2 Vari
In our stu
regression
regression
table belo
Variable 
SOF 
OSR 
OT 
Mean VIF 
 
Normally
problem i
4.2 Mode
We have 
(MAAR)
the explan

Table 7 sh
 

net.org 

The following

hows regressi
nt Variables 

(OT) 
firm  (SOF) 

ription rate (OSR

ession model 
level of under
F) and underp
lt also shows
highly signifi
ed for this rese
much signific

usted R square
2.11% dissim
rbin–Watson S
bin–Watson s
values separa
n analysis. Fro

7535 indicates
e of 2.05. It 
on.  
iance Inflation
udy we use v
n analysis. T
n coefficient i
ow:   

y if VIF > 10 t
in this model.
el 2 

used OLS m
 is considered
natory variabl

hows regressi

Int

g econometric
M

ion results of m

R) 

1 result sugge
rpricing. Here
pricing. Theref
s that, relation
icant for mode
earch which is

cant effect on t
e is 52.11%. 

milarities. 
Statistic 
statistic is a t
ated from eac
om the test my

Du
s no autocorre
is the range 

n Factor 
variance inflat
This measure 
increases due 

then multicoli
 

model for reg
d as dependen
le. The follow

M
ion results of m

ternational Jour

c model 1 was
AR =α +  ࢼ
model 1. We h
Co-efficient 

.1234623 
-76.26279 

4.773377 

55.04% 

52.11% 

0.0000 

ests that, there
e P value is 0
fore alternativ
nship between
el 1.  Here p 
s consistent w
the level of un
This means t

test statistic u
ch other by a
y result is foll
urbin-Watson
elation. From 
of acceptabil

tion factor (V
provides an 
to colinearity

VIF
2.55
2.49
1.17
2.07

inearity is hig

ression purpo
nt variable. O

wing economet
MAR =α + 
model 1. We h

rnal of Business

94 

s used to condࢼ૚(OT) +  ࢼ૛
have used STA

t-stat

0.20
-1.01

3.95

 

 

 

e are no signi
0.316 suggesti
ve hypothesis 
n over subscr
 value is 0.00

with the findin
nderpricing. T
that size of th

used to detec
a given time 
lowing:  

n d-statistic (4
this model w
ity. So we ca

VIF) to quanti
index of the

y. The varianc

F 
5 
9 
7 
7 

gh. Here Mea V

ose for mode
Offer time, off

tric model wa ઺૚(OT) +  ઺
have used STA

s and Managem

duct the empiri૛ (SOF) + ࢼ
ATA to get the
tistics 

1 

ficant relation
ing insignifica
1 cannot be a

ription rate (O
0. So alternativ
gs of Dawson

Therefore hypo
he firm, offer

ct the presenc
lag) in the r

4, 50) = 1.8075
we can see the 

an conclude t

ify the severit
e extent to w
ce inflation fac

1/VI
0.39
0.40
0.85
 

VIF = 2.07. S

l 2 also. Her
fer size, over 
as used to cond઺૛ (OS) + ઺
ATA to get the

ment

ical study: ૜  (OSR) + µ
e result of this 

Pr

0.
0.

0.

 

 

 

nship between
ant relationsh
ccepted for m

OSR) and mar
ve hypothesis 

n (1984). Here
othesis 3 is no
r timing, over

ce of autocorr
residuals (pre

535 
result of Durb

that the resul

ty of multicol
which the vari
ctor of this m

IF 
2853 
1275 
7685 

So there is no s

e, Market adj
subscription r
duct the empir૜  (OSR) + µ
e result of this 

Vol. 13, N

µ           
 regression an
robability 

.843 

.316 

.000** 

n size of the fi
hip between S

model 1.  
arket adjusted 
s 4 made on th
e OT (offer tim
ot substantiate
r subscription

rrelation (a re
ediction error

rbin-Watson ta
lts do not hav

linearity in th
riance of the 

model is presen

serious multic

djusted abnorm
rate were con
rical study: 
µ           
 regression an

No. 3; 2018 

     (1) 
nalysis.  

irm (SOF) 
Size of the 

abnormal 
his ground 
ming) does 
ed 
n rate, can 

elationship 
rs) from a 

aste lies in 
ve serious 

he defined 
estimated 

nted in the 

colinearity 

mal return 
nsidered as 

     (2) 
nalysis.  



ijbm.ccsen

 

Independen
Offer Time
Offer size (
Over subsc

 

Adjusted 
Prob> F 
 
The regre
underpric
Beatty & 
It shows 
significan
research. 
alternativ
The resul
underpric
4.2.1 Dur
The Durb
between 
regression

d = 1.745
range of 2
4.2.2 Vari
As in th
multicolin
table belo

 
Normally
problem i
5. Conclu
In this pa
Exchange
we have 
underpric
We have 
technique
47 under
timing an
In this st
abnormal
sample si

Variable 

OSR 

SOF 

OT 

Mean VIF 

net.org 

nt Variables 
e (OT) 
(OS) 
cription rate (OSR

ession model
cing level. In 
Ritter (1986)
the relations

nt.  Here p v
Here OT (of

ve hypothesis 
lt also shows t
cing level at D
rbin–Watson S
bin–Watson s
values separa
n analysis. Fro

59 indicates no
2.05. It is the 
iance Inflation

he previous m
nearity in the
ow: 

y if VIF > 10 t
in this model.
usion & Futu
aper we have
e. We have tri
taken for this

cing and overp
distinguished

e. We have ch
rpriced and on
nd firm’s size, 
tudy it is fou
l return which
ize and the da

Int

C
-
-

R) .

6

6
0

 2 result sug
this model, 

) also found th
ship between 
value is 0.599
ffer timing) do
3 is not substa
that adjusted R

DSE through th
Statistic 
statistic is a t
ated from eac
om the test my

Du
o autocorrelat
range of accep
n Factor 
model, we a

e second regre

then multicoli
 

ure Research 
 tried to expl
ied to incorpo
s purpose is fr
pricing factors
d dependent a
hosen 50 listed
nly 3 overpri
all other varia

und that, offer
h has consider
ata set chosen 

ternational Jour

Co-efficient 
-.124122 
-312.2487 
.756009 

65.64% 

63.40% 
0.0000 

ggests that, th
P values is .0

he similar resu
over subscrip

9. So alternat
oes not have m
antiated for th
R square  is 
he help of offe

test statistic u
ch other by a
y result is foll
urbin-Watson
tion. From thi
ptability. So w

also use varia
ession model. 

inearity is hig

Area 
lain the under
orate various f
from June 201
s and the diffe
and independe
d companies w
iced firm. By
ables have sub
r time and fir
ed underpricin
for this partic

VIF 

4.55 

4.51 

1.07 

3.38 

rnal of Business

95 

t-statis
-0.24
-3.94
0.53

 

 
 

here are signi
000. This ind

ult in their wor
ption rate (OS
tive hypothes
much signific

his model 2.
63.40% which

fer timing, firm

used to detec
a given time 
lowing:  

n d-statistic (4
s model we ca

we can conclu

ance inflation
The variance

gh. Here Mea V

rpricing of IP
firm specific a
11 - June 201
erence betwee
ent variables 
within the sele
y using two s
bstantial influ
rm’s size hav
ng. The reaso
cular study. T

s and Managem

stics 

ficant relation
dicates substa
rk. As a result
SR) and mark
sis made on t
cant effect on 

h indicates we
m’s size and th

ct the presenc
lag) in the r

4, 50) = 1.7459
an see the resu

ude that the res

n factor (VIF
e inflation fac

VIF = 3.38. S

PO in a develo
and issue relat
6. From our i
n them. Here 
of our model

ected time fram
eparate mode

uence over IPO
ve insignifican
ns behind this

The time frame

ment

Prob
0.84
0.00
0.59

 

 
 

nship between
antial relations
t we can reject
ket adjusted a
this ground is
the level of u

e can explain 
he over subscr

ce of autocorr
residuals (pre

995 
ult of Durbin-
sults do not ha

F) here to m
tor of this mo

So there is no s

oping econom
ted factors he
investigation, 
everything is 

l by using mu
me. Among th
el, we have fo
O underpricing
nt relationship
s insignificant
e was only las

1/VIF 

0.219839 

0.22170 

0.936496 

 

Vol. 13, N

bability 
43 
00** 
99 

n offer sizes 
ship with the
t null hypothe
abnormal retu
s not accepte
underpricing. 

63.40% varia
ription rate.  

rrelation (a re
ediction error

-Watson taste 
ave serious co

measure the 
odel is presen

serious multic

my that is Dh
ere. The time 

we have iden
calculated ye

ultiple linear 
hose 50 firms,
found that, ex
g.  
p with marke
t relationship 
st five years. M

No. 3; 2018 

(OS) and 
e findings. 
esis 2.  
urn in not 
ed for this 

Therefore 

tion in the 

elationship 
rs) from a 

lies in the 
orrelation.  

degree of 
nted in the 

colinearity 

haka Stock 
frame that 
ntified the 
arly basis. 
regression 
 we found 

xcept offer 

et adjusted 
can be the 
Moreover, 



ijbm.ccsenet.org International Journal of Business and Management Vol. 13, No. 3; 2018 

96 
 

IPOs which were issued under fixed price method were selected for this data set. Book building method is 
getting popular in recent days. Further research can be done on this field considering more explanatory variables 
and different data set can be used to explain the relationship among these variables in future. 
References 
Agarwal, S., Liu, C., & Rhee, S. G. (2008). Investor demand for IPOs and aftermarket performance”: Evidence 

from the Hong Kong stock market. Journal of International Financial Markets, Institutions and Money, 
18(2), 176-219. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intfin.2006.09.001 

Aggarwal, R. (2003). Allocation of initial public offerings and flipping activity. Journal of Financial Economics, 
68(1), 111-135. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(02)00250-7 

Aggarwal, R., & Rivoli, P. (1990). Fads in the initial public offering market. Financial Management, 19(4), 
45-47. https://doi.org/10.2307/3665609 

Allen, F., & Gerald, R. F. (1989). Signaling by Underpricing in the IPO Market. Journal of Financial Economics, 
23, 303-323. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(89)90060-3 

Balwinder, S., & Mittal, P. K. (2003). Underpricing of IPOs: Indian Experience. The ICFAI Journal of Applied 
Finance, 9(2), 29. 

Bansal, R., & Khanna, A. (2012). IPOs Underpricing and money left on the table in indian market.International 
Journal of Research in Management, Economics and Commerce, 2(6), 106-120. 

Benveniste, L. M., & Spindt, P. A. (1989). How investment bankers determine the offer price and allocation of 
new issues. Journal of financial Economics, 24(2), 343-361. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(89)90051-2 

Bhabra, H. S., & Pettway, R. H. (2003). IPO prospectus information and subsequent performance. Financial 
Review, 38(3), 369-397. https://doi.org/10.1111/1540-6288.00051 

Booth, J., & Chua, L. (1995). Ownership dispersion, costly information, and IPO underpricing. Journal of 
Financial Economics, 41, 291-310. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(95)00862-9 

Brennan, M. J., & Franks, J. (1997). Underpricing, Ownership and Control in Initial Public Offerings of Equity 
Securities in the UK. Journal of Financial Economics, 45(3), 391-413. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-405X(97)00022-6 

Dawson, S. M. (1984). Overbidding for New Share Issues. Singapore Stock Exchange Journal of Finance, 
14-22. 

Grinblatt, M., & Hwang, C. Y. (1989). Signalling and the Pricing of New Issues. The Journal of Finance, 44(2), 
393-420. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.1989.tb05063.x 

Hossain, M., & Siddiquee, M. (2007). IPO Flotation Costs in Bangladesh During 1983- 2006.  
Ibbotson, R. G. (1975). Price performance of common stock new issues. Journal of financial economics, 2(3), 

235-272. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(75)90015-X 
Islam, M., Malik, M., & Uddin, M. (2011). Long Run Price Performance of IPO Stocks in Bangladesh. Journal of 

Finance and Banking, 9. 
Kiymaz, H. (2000). The initial and aftermarket performance of IPOs in an emerging market: evidence from 

Istanbul stock exchange. Journal of Multinational Financial Management, 10(2), 213-227. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1042-444X(99)00027-4 

Kumar, P. C., & Tsetsekos, G. P. (1993). Asymmetric information, investment banking contracts and the 
certification hypothesis. Journal of Banking & Finance, 17(1), 117-129. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4266(93)90083-P 

Miller, R. E., & Reilly, F. K. (1987). An examination of mispricing, returns, and uncertainty for initial public 
offerings. Financial Management, 33-38. https://doi.org/10.2307/3666001 

Pagano, M., Panetta, F., & Zingales, L. (1988). Why do firms go public? An empirical analysis. Journal of 
Finance, 53, 27-64. https://doi.org/10.1111/0022-1082.25448 

Robinson, R. M., Robinson, M. A., & Peng, C. C. (2004). Underpricing and IPO ownership retention. Journal of 
Economics and Finance, 28(1), 132-146. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02761460 

Rock, K. (1986). Why new issues are underpriced. Journal of financial economics, 15(1-2), 187-212. 



ijbm.ccsenet.org International Journal of Business and Management Vol. 13, No. 3; 2018 

97 
 

https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(86)90054-1 
Singh, P., & Kumar, B. (2012). Short run and long run dynamics of initial public offerings: Evidence from India. 

Jindal Journal of Business Research, 1(1), 87-113. https://doi.org/10.1177/227868211200100107 
Sohail, M. K., & Nasr, M. (2007). Performance of initial public offerings in Pakistan. International Review of 

Business Research Papers, 3(2), 420-441. 
Sohail, M. K., & Raheman, A. (2009). Determinants of under-pricing of IPOs regarding financial & 

non-financial firms in Pakistan. European Journal of Economics, Finance and Administrative Sciences, 15, 
62-73. 

Stoll, H. R., & Curley, A. J. (1970). Small business and the new issues market for equities. Journal of Financial 
and Quantitative Analysis, 5(3), 309-322. https://doi.org/10.2307/2329998 

 
 
Copyrights 
Copyright for this article is retained by the author(s), with first publication rights granted to the journal. 
This is an open-access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution 
license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). 


