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Abstract

Wind power is of great potential in China; however, determining the benchmark yield of wind
power investment is a major problem placed in front of investors. The benchmark yield is the
benchmarks and indicators of the project’s financial internal return rate and can also judge the
feasibility of the project. It is common to use the method combining the Weighted Average Cost of
Capital method (WACC) and Capital Asset Pricing Model (CAPM) to calculate the benchmark yield
of investment project. This paper attempts to combine CAPM with O] models to measure the cost
of equity capital in wind power investment, and then estimates its benchmark yield through
weighted average cost of capital, providing basis for investment decision in wind power investment.
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1. 518

FEE R AATR “+ =007 MR, RERaeIR AR R A R A B AL R . XU KR REAIZE
P REDY Kk b o VRN B R RIS TR IR R, X A AN AE REVR 22 2 AN RE VR I L ) 22 e AL 7 Tl 3
ARG, WAL, KA U6 A =R S T EEER, A2 RN 5]
FHEREIAR I BB R R

AN T KA M BB OB FEA 1R 2« Lackner [1IBFFL 1 KUBE B PP A I AR A HOSEMA A 3R, X XU fE
TIRPPAG RIS A BORRIRE ), AL R M ZZ RN, IS I 1 DU RE SR IR PPAG K%, 1S
SR BEHEBRANHE VERISENT . XIEEWT, SR/NIE[2]82 1 —Fh KU A [ g R o H S50k, B SRR
R SEBIEAT TSGR T, 8 AR ARG KU 1A AT 26 L AL R i e g 3t — 20 /N i
BOSA . HER[BIRHE R LR I T R BIE T R EH RS 1R T, TR KB R L L. o)
FEFITE UL 1847 B R N A RCR G LA LA MBS Is AT 2 BEPE VPO 2% B BB AT SR 5 VPO . 2
5. EBAR[AD e BB REN G50 L 1847 /N EONEEAT BRASHEAT T 04T, DONHOREES e HEshifs b X
HA A PR EZ R R, IR HEEE R B X2 GHERneR, K2 Oy IE GEIR AT A 22 4h 78 .

FEEMEN R R AR FL T 10, [ A Ah 22 i TR IR . RIS MR AR AR Ty 1, — el
LA, SR A 2 (Sharp) fE K R IR SRS | BEA T E i R (CAPM) [5]. CAPM #&—
FUTAl XU A AT SR AR A P RORERY, e 3Rt T — A I TR T AR AT I (U Al R . S 2R R [6]
SR AT IR U T B e R AR R =M v U R, KU IR SRR AR 1 B < AR,k —
BRNIINT T IR 24 9 e A VA 58 ML BB 0 H AOREMA R 2R o 3 T [7 R 0 BE A 517 5 i B 2R A
BOPH B8 B ARG 5 (AT SR 1 L R s B0 H R B AL ST A vl 2 o, O ALt SR it 1 2
%o ZUE[S]HT T B AEAKAT LI JE PEANRS £, 2 WACC Fil Fama-French =Rl SRR 25 & 1) J5 V2R by 1
FRAEAKAT LA S ot AR, e A5 AR AKAT ML O B I B R O 5.54% . ZREIL[9)1 0T T 1 G 55
BN B H R TR RI IR YE SR A RN H AR, S IR 2 58 B AR E B v Y 2l
T, NS RISIRAT BN, 5 7 AHEa R ES TH R

MCSGES B BEPR LI X 4R A TRV RE PR B A, BRI AL BT H B R, AR, &
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PSR [10]0 H IS T AT Ml A5 53 000 H i 2t 6 o) LR A — N — IbRifE, ASCas & N BEA B ™
SENTARTY . OJ AT AR~ 12 B8 < AR X 12 2 MW o A EAT T 5

2. B RNE S %

FESES, MR AEN R R INERIRZ . SLHACKE, WA 8 MRS & IR 24 B8 AR oA
TR KB KAt 2 1 T715, FARIN T84 100 H AL S AR JE L 5K n) B T Ak A6 45 [ 11].
TER 2 FE MW AR 26, BT A BROAR TRV B 5 10— RO o I B P 8 A BRAR 1) D7 ¥ K BIORT LA 43 g 7 R 2K
B, PRI T KB AME T, WA P R B ENM A DL = R A A4, 52
BT N SR 0 7, an R N A A AN AR R AR Y, el RIS B R R AL R EBO AL, GLS R,
CT FiA, OJ #ifl, PEG MEAIZELE[12],

AR CAPM A1 OJ BRI S R LA 52 10 H BB A AT, 2 5 3 F AT 25 8 <6 e A
A A .

21 BEEHEFENER

BT A R S A A L MRRRR R BV 5 S AR B 4L BR 1 2R Atk _E R
RO, AR 1 SE R AT AIEZR AL AU 2 5 AR I 9R 2, BRI 3 5 i b U (B) B Lo Tl
I W (B) IR AR S8 AU B AN T 2 O e BEAS B 7 R AR A 2

R,=R; +4,x(R,—Ry)

m

Hob, R FFAEMKER, R, BRERRIGEE, R, FRT A SIS,
R, =Ry + f, xRy — R, ) E R B, 4, AR RA, FIRIERL /N7 00 R Gk S, 56— 8
CAPM” J&— MBI, HqR M S ML : 1) FAa % % B MR I, HLVE 1 2) s
B HA MR TN 3) Hm BN, M HLP R 408 Markowitz (1952 BURLHEA T4 7 s 4) WEATT
RFEATHMN, TALIIRESE.

2.2.0J &8y

Ohlson #1 Juettner-Nauroth ¢ & i a5 EPS ¢ HIE A 5 AN 52 8 A28, 76 6] 6 A Ui s A5 Y btk DA
5 7 Ohlson-Juettner #%4[13]. Ohlson A1 Juettner-Nauroth A B EZE (A& 5 1) N —4E i T4 B USe 25
2) BRI RIRIRIE KRR, 3) BRI RKIAKER DA K 4) IEBCB AR AR YA R 3 . SN A& IF
ANHCRT B o R R i AR AL RN T B AR s, AT A4S

n _€Ps,  eps, —eps, —1, (eps, —dps,)
’ . r. (re - g)

A DA H 2

—rd

R, = A+\/A2 25 x(epsz mis —(;/—1)]
Ry eps,

A=%{(y—l)+dpsl}

R

B () dps, AR — IR, Ry RIS, eps, TN A AR AR IO RS, eps,
I R RO R,y - LR I KR, 5BCRIBERTE R .
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OJ K B ARZAE TR AR G R R Al b b T ok, (ELF SR TG 5 WIBR AU U B . A 75 ZERK P
(I RITI , BRI SAT R BB R AR BRI AR, At a] DAk S Al A B s B H Al IR BREA A . A D3
AT TR, OJ MR B N AE 7 M AR YIRStk F o PO SR A ASGIEAR K, A Tt &,
XAGAF AL FR R SN S 55 LA 52 B S

2.3. ML BE & A

TR 351 9% 4 BSAR T 2 X Al A b K H 4% 58 1) 58 5 A B 3 T B H SR B B8 4 S A, B B %
T G E BRI L E14]. THEA RN
E +RGI><Dx(l—T)
E+D E+D
L, WACC NINBCES R G RA, RIEHEI A% R, NIRBUEAREA, E NEATES, D s
T4, Ry AMSTIAMA, T AMBERHZE.

3. AR BEA AL AT
3.1. T CAPM EHEHREBITI RN F AR ANE

1) TG AR YA 7 2 fg ) B

ASCHRYE A AR BT 0 H A R A, B 2015 SEAEY) AT CHGH T 5 E IR HER %, ASCiliE
HY 2006~2015 4 =4 JHAUT & JHAE KR 2R AR e R st 2, IR, =3.53%, Wi 1.

2) T AU A 2 R

ERE SN LB RR M DR 38 45 1) B A, R PR R T 4t |
TR R E T ] BRSO BT AN E], 75 B0 L B IR RS FR T AR R GRS B I FEARSC
X TR R G0 RS R E R 2 IR Mridskafiog , i Al 2R G0 B 0T R 52 100 H (1) s ma R FE 4 54T 40
i€

IRYE 1~9 ARfEvE, AR RGNS MRS AL W55 AU A2, T H 25 A A3, 1)
RS A4y BRI AS FRIARXS B ZE M, 15 20 W RE (L 2),

M'=$/[T"_a; ={0.27,0.61195,3.23}"

WACC =R, x

M :# = {0.04,0.08,0.14,0.28,0.46}

Zi:lMi”
— A I

1 Y3 15 1/7 1/7] [0.04 0.2

3 1 Y2 1/4 1/5| |0.08 0.43

5 2 1 1/2 1/5|*/0.14|=|0.73

7 4 2 1 12| (028 1.39

7 5 5 2 1 0.46 2.41

1 (0.2 043 0.73 1.39 2.41)

m=—* + + + + =5.16

5 \0.04 008 0.14 0.28 0.46

Cl=fn=N_516-5_ 401 01
n-1 5-1
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—= =0.04<0.1
RI 112

BT CA b SRR E AT LR

K FAT o020 52 2 R 22 G0 A PR 300 IR LA 8 00 34 0 P WS s 2R P S MRV B2 [ 15] 25 R R AR AL
H e LA SAT SR ff i R s e R B R AT B AN M I R (L2 3).

B B R R AN IME IE R, FESRICTIME, T DASBNE 1B 5 X H I H 173 1 25 KU %
TRl (L 4). AT LATFE H AT T 3 KU PRI s % 2 R, =10.23% .

3) MUK 5% B, i E

AR %5 XU BT A B IR AR 2 e T 428, mTDAYE EXCEL it B HARMEZAAHC R AL M
M S R ¥ B, BUERBME. BFRE =109 (W7 5), XHELEREH GG R,

TSN FEAR T BN BT CAPM HR = ANRIZR I, ] DATS H RCAT M R I A 8 A A

R, =R; + . xR, —R; =3.53%+1.09x10.23% —3.53% = 10.83%

3.2. T O) BEH KA1 TIL BRI A R A B
AU HUA AR 10 ZX L LT 2 R H A BEA A AT A 5, ik B AR M & W, i msR

Table 1. Three-year deposit rate in 2006~2015
7= 1. 2006~2015 F = FEHIE ATF I

Ay 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 BIfE
SARIE IR (%) 3.69 477 421 5.13 4 475 4.45 4.25 4% 3.25% 353

#E: 2007, 2008. 2010~2012. 2015 FFIZR AT 7 L%, RHEUISME.

Table 2. Judgment matrix of unsystematic risk

3 2. FRRGEFIEIRERE

VAN FRRR Al A2 A3 A4 A5
Al 1 1/3 1/5 7 17
A2 3 1 1/2 1/4 1/5
A3 5 2 1 1/2 1/5
A4 7 4 2 1 112
A5 7 5 5 2 1

Table 3. Correction coefficient of unsystematic risk factors
2 3. ERGNEERREERK

RECET BE SUMAIRE M IESESCAES 3
Al 0.04 112 0.045
A2 0.08 1.26 0.101
A3 0.14 1.35 0.189
A4 0.28 178 0.498
A5 0.46 1.35 0.621
At 1 6.68 1.454
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BRI A EARRA R, =13.27% . iFEH R 6.
R SEE WA TR R L 0L, SKIA TR T SR B R A A AME, A1
S REAT MV AL R A A
R, =1/2x10.23% +13.27% =11.75%

4. TP FEARRARHE

AR RCHAT P AR i 9% e A0 15 55 % < LU PR ff i AP e B A ARAR PR Y 10 SRRV BT 42 /] 2015 4K
BT AR R, BOLIE AR 9 RAT AL B8 4 i EL I [16] . Z20h 55, fETBE 4 uh 62.41% (W&
7)o

Table 4. ROE of wind power listed companies

4. B EHmARSEFWEE

JB AR WA 2011 4 2012 4 2013 4F 2014 4 2015 ¢
002202 & RRHL 6.75 1.73 473 18.90 26.36
002531 R RE 9.45 14.54 13.68 13.04 20.65
601218 T aE R 14.07 0.73 1.29 5.87 7.76
000539 WA 3.95 17.42 25.43 21.72 20.97
600396 A 14.83 14.73 25.49 20.69 13.06
000862 HRE ABIR 23.76 2.49 -84.00 221 -10.43
000690 FHTREIR 7.62 18.92 38.41 31.55 18.77
000720 Eliite -32.10 6.82 6.41 14.07 13.01
600795 AR 19.93 25.30 24.17 22.36 13.01
600605 VI REVR 1.85 2.04 2.02 2.40 3.05

P 7.01 10.47 5.76 15.28 12.62

Table 5. Calculation of risk factors

5 MERHHITE

i SRR A S REHE(YD) 3R (X)
2011 6.75 4.82
2012 173 7.20
2013 4.73 3.96
2014 18.90 10.51
2015 26.36 8.68
Hit 58.47 35.17

REOE 11.69 7.03

Pt 22 9.37 2.42
FHOE R E (AT [H]) 0.27
TS R 0.50
DA A 1.09

(=)
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RHAT AT 5% 5% 4 A B 3R [ 2006~2015 S OE 3K R R B P 2ME, L0H5, 555 A NASN 6.49%.

THEE R A% 8.
MR DL 3 ds, RO B 0 H R AU s 2 T
WACC=R x—E 1R, x22X(=T)
E+D E+D

WACC =11.75% x (1 - 62.41%) + 6.49% x 62.41% x (1 - 25%) = 7.45%
Ml BTSSR, RRSOXURAT AL AR BE v 25 2R HUE A 7.45%.
5. 45ig
ASCIZ T H T AR M I Y A8 72 1 A B CAPM AT T P S 4RI 10 O BRI IR AT 0 R

Table 6. Calculation results of cost of equity capital

3 6. BRI ARMANELER

VNGBS 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 ¥ifE
W/ A 19.89 14.52 13.39 16.78 7.87 14.49
I IE AR YR 5.39 4.28 5.14 14.56 9.60 7.79
EHHe 20.18 20.62 10.51 8.85 15.25 15.08
llia 2451 14.03 15.58 15.30 9.52 15.79
LR AR 454 6.77 6.32 1.40 3.18 4.44
RIGARE 11.13 9.04 16.22 11.78 13.18 12.27
B REHL 12.29 33.25 23.72 10.08 10.15 17.90
HER 6.79 19.52 10.81 14.29 9.22 12.13
el 16.14 16.52 17.08 18.29 5.26 14.66
AR 14.27 21.34 19.31 12.24 23.57 18.14

Table 7. Asset-liability ratio of the study sample
= AREREAGRE

JREEE AR IR i fifii 2 ¥IE
002202 SREHE 66.92 62.41
002531 RIGRRE 50.27
601218 H R 36.66
000539 HH A 57.99
600396 Ealiyiaiy 78.1
000862 HRE AR 81.54
000690 FEHTHEIR 47.84
000720 Hreed= L 76.55
600795 AR 72.21
600605 VB REIR 56.02

(=)
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Table 8. Long-term interest rates more than 5 years during 2006-2015
7% 8.2006~2015 4F 5 F LA EKEASYT IR

F0y 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 ¥iH
FIZR (%) 6.62 7.49 6.99 5.94 6.27 6.82 6.68 6.55 6.15 5.40 6.49

BUR A A HEAT T IS . CAPM BERY [8 FACRAE Al SEIAL B A AT 10759, O3 MR U ey - B
HERR AL SEAE R, FEH % AR B A Al S ARG F Y R a3 [ 1710 A PRSI ] B xR AT M )
JBAL G A AHEAT ISR, BESE A T 20 W AN IR SR DT R e Ay S (R 5oy, 0 Dy 17 S ) 8 AR
AAGEAE, JFA S IE R BCP B 7 2RI 5 T E AR RN o e RUINBLT 2 53 <5 AT SR A5 X
HAT M A S HEN 28 40 7.45%, 9y RCEATMR AR SRRk BT o e XU o rd 2% ik dis

E&WH
AL AL T B ARRHE R 4 7 ) (13IDIGB041) .
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