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Empirical Analysisof Profit Quality From Proportion of
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Abstract : The paper discusses the efect of profit qudity from main operating profit by an andyses on the relationships proportion of main operating
profit and ratio of net earning to net asset ,Empiricad evidenceindicatesthereis reverse relationship between main operating profit and the variance coef-
ficient of ratio of net earning to net asset , but postive reationship between the variance coefficient of proportion of main operating profit and the vari-
ance cogfficient of ratio of net earning to net asset. Studies prove that the stability and durability mostly depend the proportion of main operating profit
in gross profit. So listed companies should attach importance to main operating profit and improve the proportion of main operating profit in gross prof-
it.
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