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o Fln, &4 44 (2012) 33T TARVE AL £/
LSRR B (AN A % 280E K LR IRBE TS 57)
55 R w5 1] 22 6] (Y # 48 OC & ; Escriba-Esteve 4
(2009)F %2 T w8 A AR AR URE 0 K155
AT A M B 3 ] RS2 A . £ T DL i 0Tt
G, B AT AR TN T 1] Y i AR R
KA DB B TR T R WA AR IR X R
W [ A 52 e 250, EL R A A 9 G T Bk OR
A RV RRAE 4 CEO 3 BE A% 4T A S - ] 1Y) 5%
Wi 25 17

Moore Fl Healy (2008) fiff 55 48 i} , 24§ CEO 7E 1kt
SR A AR R AR B B e A B
A7 3 FRBLET , % CEO R & — A~ B [ 15 4
T Hob, i BEAS w9 E SO CEO i) T4 K A
B 500N FRS B B2 B A B R E B R AR ; i
i 9lE X CEO &l A B8 1 (2R B L K2l
AT REPE AR AL 5 3 v o 3 8 0 A CEO Nl H &
(BE 1) S5 B4R F H A A K 19 4R L (Moore et al,
2008; Picone et al, 2014) . fif i1 /& J23 6 BA B i AT
U, R BRI RN BE 3 AN 1 T R i A R B 4, A BR
FIMER) CEO M H 23 4T A B & MM W LA K AT
Ay A 1) 25 I 98 3 04 IR OR A P Ak i 1 A1 B B
(Hambrick et al, 1984), & #l & B 22 1Ly
ik s 4 pe 5K (Hambrick, 2007) . i, i3 B A 5
CEO M P\ fy 2o B A ook & A 3 sl o e 7
Jr e SR 8 DA R g DAL 5 22 0,065 552 Wi 1) i ol 3 g e e
% (Dutta et al, 2016), %40 f&#g S . MARIEE
A WFFER , CBO 3 2 A AR R Al B w55
[ B A e 5 DL B Al g A0 T 37 i A4 2 O 4
T H %52 W (Chen et al, 2014; Dutta et al,
2016) o X ULH , FEFR I AW S [a] (4 i) AT A 2R I A
1 2 CEO i £ B 17 ixX A B kO BRARRAE 1Y 52
TR 2 AR AT T 4518 1) itk 8 3 44 52 BB R r) BR A1
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R R X6 A Ml 8 P e SR 52 e 0 T R 2 [ BT

FR) B K A B8 RE AR A A (] 1 7 A I 2 22 5+ (Fin-
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FEAE (Tang et al, 2015) | # 3% & F51F 55 (Park et
al, 2018) AR Z 1§ 558 78 1 % CEO 3 & A £5 15 Al ik
WP R SR T 2 OG R 4 5 el 80, {H BLAR B CEO 2o
FE AT 5 Al A 5 1) P OC FR N, H AT SCHRAD
BUD RN ZE AT TG DL R X P O R R B R 5
—J5 I, AR 2227 5 0 FL5 I A M i 1) 25 8 e 3R
TR TR 2 0 IR A 2H 2 AR v 5 T A O B A £
(Bednar et al, 2013; Nakauchi et al, 2015); 57—
D7 GEUR AT A — o R I T Al AR
e EE (Kuusela et al, 2017), 3 H 4k &% 0% 19 52 it
WA TF—E B BT IR LA . 4 T, A BF AU ATE
TRUF CEO 1 B2 A7 5 A b 43 s 5 1) 1) AIF 5 A 22
i — 20 % Z AL FT I S R 5 Al T AR BE IR Y
TEIRAEH . 25 LR AR E EHIT LT 24
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BRI G2, 2% 38 AT TR 2 A 38 36 4% R 280 R s o
D 5 G 3 2 o ik e I AR Jo T A B AR T (R A4k
4%, 2012; Bentley et al, 2013; Liang et al, 2009) .,
A X BRI S AL, AR T 5T AR R T R AR R A
TR 75 0 1 G JRE AR 7 A PR3

Finkelstein 45 (2009 ) #ff 58 48 1 , P 5 5 2 6 F
FI B 08 D HIUAE BT S0 IR B8 #E A7 AN PR A0 A 132,
— 5 b, AR K KT A ol R s 1] 7 A R )
(F A%, 2012; Escriba-Esteve et al, 2009). 1l
IR, B EAE CEO P A v iy ik A B L3
e it T B v R A7 A R 8 A i DL ALK 2 5 i
P4 R T o LA H, ASHIF ST HEI , CEO ki
JEE AR Al i 1) 4 28 R RN 5 R 2, A )
TR AL A BARIE I

e, i T H SR CEO i EEw 5 1 e Ui
iy 5% B M PEAL TE A F1 24 5% (Bentley et al, 2013),
A AT AR S R BB PR T as AR AE, TR B B R
KM P, (R REH , AR AR R IH B H
A1 5% E (Wong et al, 2017)., XFhXf H & 785
b AR T 3 1 6 A v A T Y T 3 70 A e
AR5, 48 55 T CEO SR EUH ik A BT Tid kAl
A S5 ARG 1 5 s T Sk T 8 T g WL 25 1y ]
AEVE. B0, Tang %5 (2015) ®F 9T £ BA, CEO 1 J A
15 1E 1m) 52 e £ Mk 21 B7 1% 3 ; Malmendier #1 Tate
(2008) W% 7 , ARAE T BE A7 19 CEO , i B
FI 1% 19 CEO 52t 7 3 Z e IF 16 3 s JA R R Ak
(2011) W58 K B, 3 3 ook B8 A R Atk 1 Aol ik A
CIE AR I EAI A0S L S RO A )
T 3 1 S5 XU P 28 1 14 55 8 2% 78 i ol i 9 4
R IR 7R HH LA KB E f f 1) A B2 (52 4 AR AR,
2012; Bentley et al, 2013), 5 B5 M AL TR 52
SE R RS A R T R 3 o AR I A 1) DU AA i A
2o P, 3 BE S CEO (4 3k BE A B T 0 i 2%
LR T Al SR BRSP4 2 1 R s 14 T B o
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(1999 ) 38 i 52 56 = W 5% Wow , 3 B A 155 80k
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(D AT A R WORAR &, AT AT K AR
AR W58 B, 3 BE B AR D SR A AT
(RN =B O NI e | B Sy (N O R T e7
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2010) , #1173 2 CEO B 22 by ¢ 1 UG 14 A% i 47 5y
AV TE W a8, T30 DG T T 2 22 A0 KU P R it
178 B9 T AE = XU (Hayward et al, 1997) . 0,
Lai %5 (2017) BF 58 R W1, 7616 1 1 7 380 A i A ALk
PEIYDRE AT 43 P A ARG AR, i i A
15 19 CEO T[] 56 42 i A A AR, 5[] P
W, i ¥ E A5 CEO 1 &5 % 7 A0 i 22 44 9K
T L BT 22 i G T R R )RR S 2R T 20
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2018) . A 1 BAHH CEO i FZ F A5 /E T il fs
1] 1 30 AR T N 2 B0 A Ml 3 S 800
AR A T R R A R A, EL A ol e A TR SR Y
FWITE 52 B A TT BT IR B9 SRR, AWFSE S I A AR
HEASTRCS  TUR IR E R . BRI
T ) 25 2000 it B A v A3 P R S ) 2 B A
Z — (Bednar et al, 2013; Nakauchi et al, 2015),
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— S TN, AR Y SR80 K 1 5 Al 9 A=
17 fE LK (Staw et al, 1981), 4k ifii S SO 5
SR AR v ) LA T i B R B A5 B A S 1
(Mckinley et al, 2014) , fe 4 T 24l fE AL 5 14
SF o 5, Cameron %5 (1987 ) W 5¥ 48 1, A W R A%
18 A oMb 21 250K B0 M BR A 90 £ R R TR B
DL s A i R T SR AT R
XF e, 8 SEUEAT ST W AR B T A A 2 B E .
a0, R P A (2018) WF 58 A& BL, Al T I i 2k
P 22 , Aol ) 5 BB S B R R 5 B AR
(2015) WF5E Won , HEUT 1 S 80T Ak A7 0 19 W1
P, JF B B AR T A oMk 520 B Ak g /Y FT RE
PEo FET RL g id SO S 8 nR Al S, 25 4
M FR R B ROR AR I, BIE B AF 7Y CEO i 2
DRI P ) % 8 R, Ly R Y T 30 5 80K
)| R P i 1 RS N /U T QT [
2015; Camerer et al, 1999), & & F {75 CEO Fr
15 HY 4R 2 R O 5 T BT 410 St Y T RE 1 s 4R
B g3 A, R YR S AR A A AT RE B AR
CEO X % W 1 P 5 19 2 i ) (Lin et al, 2013)
XK 1 B A {5 CBO R I ] 5 44 2% 2
F 7 ST B BE 1 K A B AR . ZR G AT, BEE A
b HIF A SRR AR 22, CEO 3 BE [ 1 T A7 £l X #4¢
BRI O P i 2 R RS ARG, B ok X R E

A Ml Xt 537 0 2R G e ) 22 R R 4 R

5 ZRAXS, 53 Ab— 22 35 WA Sy, A A8 i A
SUALAT AT B R A 9E 5 G AL ) L R Oy 1) A AF A
[P R, 33 44 A1 1A 2 3 3 S VT A 8 Al R s LA
I 0 AR B B B | R R B9 T 3 38 4+ (Bednar
et al, 2013; Tushman et al, 1985), M1 2035 4l
G AR TE G BHAL o T — 20 M, FT A S0
2%, VAR A Il S AR 0 B B, R SR A AT
RE L7 i AU %) 1% 25 15 ( Desai, 2016) . X it , 3¢
EAF T AR AL T B 2 e . B 40, Miller
(2004) AT 5E R B, 24 10 Ml P Ry oK BE A0 X 24 Hif
7 355 4 B D BT 77 il T 35 75 5K T [ S AR DL T 5|
R RERE G RN, Al A T 24 18I A KT T
() Bl LA 38 55 5 Lee (2010) B9 2 18 F 55 % B, 5k
IRAT I A Ml 5 g 2 XU, o R T DL i ik R et
FEJR A HEN , 7E RTS8 AE R Al i
{5 CEO JIr il 72 B XU PR 448 38 AL A% W, B A v] e 4
3] 76 SR S R R A R 4R I 2 IR 1 Al R AR
(1 S, DT 8 5 4 2% 28 R0 ek i 108 o R e i 3o 35
FAM IS I, BEE Al w5 St
R 78 22, CEO 3 FE A A5 BT 18 A b %) 8 % B A5 g
PR D o o R K 48 v, S ok, It B R A Al X Bl
A 5 ) O 2 AR R ORE A

PR, AR SCH S Gn R B S AR

1 ¥ 2a: B & Al B S R0 22, B B A
CEO JIt iz "B A Ml A1 [w1) R 2% AL % W 11 AN {8 1] T By
AE Y 5 1) T RE R BE R A

1B % 2b: Bl 45 Al Hir W S Ak 25 B A A
CEO JIt iz 8 A Ml A1 1) R 2% 2L 5 W 1 AN {8 [ T By
AEV Y 5w 1) T RE R BE 2 A v
13 £l TR FERENATEA

HR 4 Bourgeois (1981) FBIF 5T , TOAY B 5 S “ —
TSRS R U N B A I A A N M e
BT o AR A T AR 5% 50X A Ml AR P 5
e B A B S AT AR ER LT Al
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R SR, BT SR K 2 R T TR %R
Xof A Ml KU P 5 s 2 B 1 S e, LB R Al
TUAR GE RS HE B0 4l TE 22 b 38 SR RURS: 4 K
W, 30 S B 22 by AL R DR 1 R 2R SR A TE F 5
Sy, B, — 28 AR TUAR B IR
Al 2 E RO B ARG, Ak 23 i A s ) A
A AUE VE GBI 4%, 2014) , FEAR Al 7921
K it (Bradley et al, 2011) . FEHCIRBL T, ik
T H AN T St IR P R R SR DA B IR Y I Y
R EH X, SCIE RS AR AL T B
1 2B 3E 3 o 9140, Wiseman £ Bromiley (1996 ) iff
FER], B TUARGEVR A BG I, £l XU 7K $H 7K SF-
R o T DL E iR KA S 5T iR W] A
FEICAR BT R = IR Aol v, B8 3o BE A% 19 CEO
il 2t KU PE B PR R R R (EE T Al B AR
BT R 2 TR T 46 A B 5 1] (Brad-
ley et al, 2011) . XUBS 7R 0 7K 7 48 4R 00 © 28 K
JE R AR GO % 45, 2014) , IR 5 & A {5 CEO Jir
18 1 PR 2% B R T A 41 520 A9 W] REORE
W AL UL BEE A U4 BRI Y £, CEO &t JiE
FI A5 I A i oMl X6 45 5% 78D 5 1) i 222 R B A1
SR AT A, 3 A T A A Ml T 7 0 s 1 g 2
FER 5

5 ZAXF, 53 A — 2235 0, Ml TUAR B IR
e “ZwHLA] " (Tan et al, 2003), P 5 #2238
B RAE T SCRE . HIUAR TR EE R,
P T 23 IRk e 1 B e I TR M AR 1Y E R
1% 31 (Nohria et al, 1996), 1M 244l ik = TEAY TR
BT BT I, Al e XU 170 728 i U
KA BEAR (Lin, 2014) . Xt , SEIEAF I8 48 4t T
FLIEMZ AR . #n, Lin(2014) BF 58 & L, TUA
GEPEAT Al e IR 1) “ e B Ak i R LA B 3
Y 1E [9] 52 W 5 Troilo et al(2014) 55 R, TUAR T
PSS A R B A B R s . AT LA B g
TR B AH S B FE R T, H T T4 BT IR S 1 o

A M X IR A G D SR A7 B R W B 1
15 CEO J il 2 Ay XU P R 2% 0 (5 W, 1A ml R b
P St . I3 8h, TURGEIRIL TR 1 LS,
58 T CEO 7 I B I e & 0y =X b i [ fh e 3 25 (]
(Vanacker et al, 2017), X =M% 1% H{E CEO ¥
T ) 5E B PR AR BN A St ) RE ) A A P i
o LEATTH, BEE A TR BEIR M £, CEO i
JE B AF BT AE Al X 45 5% 0w 104 i 2 A K 4R
fo A R KA T R A A Ml X B D TR K 1) i 2
PR A REAR

PRIt , A SCHR s an R SR AR

1% 3a: BE Al TUA BT IR 0, 33 B2 A A
CEO JiF iz 3 A Ml A5 1] 48 2% L et 1 AN 1 1] T 5
AED Y % W 1) TT E R B 2 A

1B 3b: BEE A TCAR BT IR A BN, i B A A
CEO Jir iz 8 A Ml A5 1] 4R 2% 7L et 117 A1 1] 3 55
ARV % W 1) TT e B 2 A
2 WRIE
2.1 BEARIEESHIERIE

3] 2007 45 R 1E 25 Y Ak 23 T E AR
SN R AR AT TR A TROR I
Ak, T IR ST O AR 1 — 2 IR HERR AT
i 5 5% 22 5 6B 5T 45 90 1 W E R I, AR SC sk IR
2007—2017 4 [ A JBEa BT 23 7 O B SR
AP, TSR 7% 58 CEO 4 A {5 X Al %
W 1] 1) 2 ), LAl A ) 9 3R A
— AN SARRY T D PR AR SORE AR 40 R 2007 —
2013 4F o 275 HH & 32 0 SCHR A A0 | AR SO0 RE A
HEFT AR 0% B - S BR B ARIC R ST . PT Ak HEAS ; Sl
R B8 SUBER KT 1Al AR S ; S0 3k a0 47 7 fk
RO FEAS o T8 2T A A R ™ A% O 2, AN S
KAAG T 416 X0 7] 7 4F 8] — 2k 2912 4> - £ 1H A
Bl o A SCHYSERIEE 4k AT CSMAR (CCER
- WIND 3 KA g B HE e, B e 1y T & 5 4
bk
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22 HENETE

R TR AR SO R RS AR, R AR R
5 56 119 22 76 [ I R

CSG!** =B, +B,0C,, +B,EP,, +B,EP,, x OC,, +

B,RR,, +B,RR,, x OC,, +B,X,, +YEAR +
IND +REG +s,,
(1)

2 s Bl AR R AR S Al B T 1] (CSG ) ; i B A2
it CEO 3 B [ 15 (OC) 5 4775 A% S A 436 £l iy 1
230 (EP) MU U4 %R (RR) 5 #6578 v ik 458 ol 7 A4
A 20 23RN BT J2 18T AT R X A Ml R e T
520 Y 4 ) A B (X)), LA AR B (YEAR) A7l
(IND) FHiIX (REG ) g 472 £, AR UL R SCHE A3 ik
FHBRE L,
23 EREBRSTEEN

(1) Bl ReAs it . Al g T2 ] (CSG) o A
Miles 45 (1978) . Bentley %5 (2013 ) Hy B 5% , A 3l
o F Ml 55 S RO 1) T SR AR ke Al A Ml RO
] o Ml 55 J2 RO A543 (9 BRI 5 D Rk AR
BTN 55 J2 R A5 53 19 6 T4 41 . O BF & 2%
A ERA;Q A THE/MERA;Q® BHEIL
AR R @ BE AT (SG&A ) /558
WA ;® B THRE;© B/ e . H
WA T RGN 0 il B 1 AR Akt R 43 )
L4 2007—2013 4 R FE 301, 155 3k 6 TR brfE A Ok
SAEG T W[e, c+4] N 11 S (35 AR @3 5 b M
28) o HRR, AR IRAS I3 m K R R AR B T AR B A
Tl 53R 5 A, 153 fe e I WLIE TE R 5, 1599346
i BWLIAEIC S 4, MRS L 1543 e A 1 WL
HICH 1o i ff Bk 6 A8 bR 915 50 36 T4F 1
R BRI A5 300l 55 22 w45 43, BUIEL I L Ry 6~
30, 5L A —2 (Miles et al, 1978), 155
J2 1 W A5 4 o g, R Al A 1 R R R R
M 55 J2 1 A5 43 AR, 3RS A oMl A A 1Y B ) R
15 W 1

(2) fREAR R : CEOX E AfH (0C) . J:Fh
T3 B B L 0 SOk B T 4R O ik
CEO it £ A 15, 4 Sl - A H A FE AR 3 i Lk 5
T A X 3 DL R A R AR DR S .
IEE R Z 80 H b A R B B R A Bk S TS %
A O LS SR U (R A, 2017) , H
IR LA Aol e B AT R BRI BOR , DA R A
J2 T £ M ZRAR O i BOTE B WA A 2 S5 5 T /) Ry
B, 7% 3C A % Malmendier i1 Tate (2008) | F £k 5 45
(2017) M 5T , SR Fl CEO A9 K 14 B 19 10 > 41 1y
CEO J& fid B A 15 o B AARMH , A SO 7 FE A 15 5]
P A 92D 5 A AR A | R 9 CEO # h  BE H
15 RAE R 1, B AR BE B A5, B 0,

(3) 5 AR b o AR SO I AR AL Al 1
T 93 5 &% (ROA) Fl TU A B 8 (RR) o i 1 57 4L
(ROA) , 5 K ZHwi A SCHR PR R — 2, 48 SO i 9
SR3E AT Y BB ETRE (EBIT) 5% AR 4R R
BB L . TUARFEIR (RR) , A 32 #E Bour-
geois (1981) [FFE , ¥4 TU A B IR HAR K 43K - R UL
VETUAR BT ULIE TUAR B IR L) M TE U R B
Horp, SR UTTE TUAR B8 R LIt 30 ¢ 7 5 3t 3 17 f5i
1 BB s DTIE TU AR B IR A 9 ] 5 8 6
B FH 2 F055 8 85 O 1 B A A o 5 08 R U AR A
R T A 5 S e 5 ot S LU i, A
SO 3R 3 AR bR A AR AL S BOT- 4, B
(BRI TTAR B

(4) Pl AR it il - 1) L DG SR SC
BR(ZEAAEAE, 2012; REKIEAE, 2018; Bentley et al,
2013; Cadogan et al, 2016; Escriba-Esteve et al,
2009; Miles et al, 1978) 4% 3¢5 | AN T 44 il A5 i .
MV B (SIZE ) | 2R FH AP 5% 77 S i 1 )5 A 4R
SRR 5 A AT W (AGE) | SR F Al 8 7 A7 B in
15 BUE SR B R s IR IRARPE T (STA) , #5i%A
b A AT JBEAR P B, DU IBCLE A 1, 5 00 2y 05 JBEA 4R
HEE (EC) , 2R F S — KR+ B ) 267 ; PRI
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1E:(DUA) , #5124\ CEO [a] AT 3 5 4, D i
1, B Wh 0; CEO 4: i (CEOAGE) , R I AF- 4t
P 7% () CEO 4F % % /K ; CEO A8 W (CEOBG) , 45 1%
Al M AEAR BT CEO, MIIE > 1, 75 0]y 0 # ¢
SRR (BODSIZE) , >R #3523 SN0 1 )5 BUH
SR BRI  # S 2MSE ME (BODIND ) |, 2R Al 57
R RN s B EE (EU) R &ATk
PLECIRBE 1 Aol 2k 2 S AR A B IR 1 78 S R AR
i/ NS A 8BS 1 NI D VIR N S S B S 4
A 5 (] SR, AS SCIE S| T AEBE (YEAR) ATk
(IND) I [X (REG ) lE A8 &
3 KK E5ZERSH
3.1 ks SHEXEREER

R1IIR TSGR VG5 R AL
Fo B EIRCEOME BAF (0C) 5 Al i mg -5

1] (CSG) .35 WEAH G , W20 3 H T A SR 1, 1t
b, 2 fif R 1 22 (] 1 AF DG 2R Bl i R AN R 0.328,
T 2 E AL MR B Ay B (R 0.5, i — 20 3h , AR 3
XF i (81 H 438 1 BT A 78 AT T 28 I K TR
K (VIF) , 25 5 R « A SCAg R 1t 1Y VIF (A 22 I
IC T B8 10, HAR RS AR VIF (AR T B 2, %
WA AR SCR AR f i A B, R A7 A ™ T Y £ LR
PRI, T SORAASE— 28 1715 4347
3.2 B35

AR TR %5 CEO o BE A AR 5 Al i g 5 )
Z A G 2, FEAE AT 81 23 B 2 1T, % A
Fran® FAb B . (1) %) % 2228 B 017 46 R AL 7 (1%
IKAF) 5 (2) 76 A8 28 B IGUZ [, W i g AR £ R 9]
58 i AT O AR AR B 5 (3) F i B AR SCfd A
Ml HEAT R ST, W] BEAFAE S U7 22 BUTH AH G 5 P

F1 TEWHFHRMESITREXEREE
AR ¥fH brifi2s 1 2 3 4 5 6

1. Ak s S (CSG) 16.9159 4.0697 1
2. CEO#E AfF (0C) 0.3633 0.4810 0.055 1
3. HiIIEAL (EP) 0.0702 0.0698 0.157" 0.160™ 1
4. JUREIE (RR) -0.1965 0.5941 0.396" 0.027 0.192"" 1
5 AR (SIZE ) 21.7460 1.1794 0.1727 0.168™" 0.036" -0.328"™ 1
6. iV 4ER: (AGE) 2.7338 0.2868 0.012 0.031° -0.069™ 0.067" 0.148™ 1
7 AERIBOR T (STA4) 0.5052 0.5001 0.147" -0.043” -0.128™ -0.163™ 02727 -0.080°"
8. AL (EC) 0.3452 0.1426 0.137" -0.090™" 0.043" -0.154™ 0.161°" -0.264
9. YA (DUA) 0.2060 0.4045 0.105" 0.097" 0.015 0.094™" -0.069™ 0.037"
10. CEO 4% ( CEOAGE) 47.9705 6.0578 0.021 0.121 0.019 0.002 0.115™ 0.095™
11. CEO%®# ( CEOBG) 0.1415 0.3486 0.045 -0.063™ -0.031" -0.047" 0.035' 0.013
12. B ( BODSIZE ) 22923 0.1686 0.006 0.034° 0.042" -0.126™ 0.296™ -0.062™
13. #E G 4p  (BODIND ) 0.0632 0.1026 0.033 -0.077" -0.076"™ 0 0.031° 0.095™
14, A EYE (EU) 1.1010 0.6392 0.100" 0.01 0.270"" -0.051"" 0.050™ -0.091"

i AR 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
7 IRIANERT (ST4) 1
8. A (EC) 0.242"" 1
9. FIERAE (DUA) -0.197™ -0.135™ 1
10. CEO4F#% ( CEOAGE ) 0.117" 0.026 0.228"™ 1
11. CEOZEH ( CEOBG ) 0.041" 0.023 -0.027 -0.083™ 1
12. HH B (BODSIZE ) 0.170™ 0.013 -0.109™ -0.016 0.002 1
13. #4233 (BODIND ) -0.013 0.012 0.017 0.003 0.162" -0.084"™ 1
14, AT EM (EU) -0.100™" 0.0617" 0.0417 -0.087"" 0.032° 0.008 0.039" 1

R R R B R TR 10%.5% 1 %89 K -F L 2 AL, TR



24 RELZE? CEO

EBESRIGEESO 505 1

G FH OGS ] @, AR SR H Driscoll-Kraay i #f 15 i#F
TEIE.

247 T CEO L A {7 5 4l w1 22
] 5C R MR IR 25 2R o b B AL (1) Jy SRl AR A 5 81
R (2)FERERY (1) Ay Rl 15| A ff B8 & CEO 1 FE
HAF (OC) LA S 15 1; B AL (3) 7ERC Y (2) iy i

fift bk — 2SI AHTI S8 (EP) 5 CEO i & A &
(OC) 1Y 38 B3 LA 30 i 5 25 B8 (4) e AR AL (2)
(LAl EaE— 25 AR %R (RR) 5 CEO 1 FE A
15 (0C) 22 T IR LIRS B B s 3 s K7 (5) g4 75 B
A AR I AL

F2BR (2) K86 T CEO i3 J A5 %4\l ik e

®2 CEOTERFESRUKESEZ EXRNGKE LR

A iR (1) R (2) R (3) PR (4) TR (5)
CEOFEF{E (0C) 0.1733™ 0.1838™ 0.1686"" 0.1783""
(3.18) (3.55) (2.90) (3.24)
CEOIE FIfR (0C) xRiswk (EP) -2.8962" -2.4040"
(-2.78) (-2.35)
CEOIEFIfR (0C) xJUAWRIR (RR) -0.3085™ -0.2404™
(-4.28) (-3.42)
ArEE (EP) 19308~ 17610 1.94617 1.9449" 2.0579"
(2.37) (2.22) (2.56) (2.31) (2.56)
JUARWEUR (RR) 1.6705™ 1.6658™ 1.6885™ 1.6734™ 1.6905™
(24.81) (24.06) (26.40) (23.75) (25.66)
A (SIZE) -0.0268 -0.0429 -0.0379 -0.0406 -0.0369
(-0.25) (-0.38) (-0.34) (-0.36) (-0.33)
AR (AGE) -1.3070™ -1.3107™ -1.3088™ -1.3230™ -1.3188"
(-4.72) (-4.73) (-4.80) (-4.81) (-4.86)
PR IR P (STA ) -0.2518™ -0.2391™ -0.2279" -0.2319” -0.2242"
(-3.08) (-2.71) (-2.39) (-2.57) (-2.35)
JBALEE R (EC) -1.0843™ -1.0267 -1.0848™ -1.0752" -1.1128™
(-2.99) (-2.97) (-3.10) (-2.94) (-3.06)
BT (DUA) 0.3413™ 0.3297" 0.3288™ 0.3299™ 0.3291°
(7.75) (7.15) (7.12) (7.36) (7.29)
CEO%:#% ( CEOAGE ) -0.0096 -0.0109 -0.0104 -0.0106 -0.0103
(-0.90) (-1.06) (-1.01) (-1.03) (-0.99)
CEO"Z % ( CEOBG) -0.2688™" -0.2585™" -0.2560"" -0.2543" -0.2531"
(-3.55) (-3.46) (-3.49) (-3.44) (-3.46)
HHSMEL (BODSIZE ) 1.9148™ 1.9233™ 1.87737 1.8631° 1.8382"
(11.12) (11.20) (11.83) (11.54) (11.89)
#HMN M (BODIND ) 1.6040™ 1.6494™ 1.6336™ 1.6335™ 1.6239™
(5.49) (5.83) (5.64) (5.83) (5.67)
WEEAHENE (EU) 0.5584™ 0.5645™ 0.5555™ 0.5672"" 0.5592"
(4.87) (4.94) (4.88) (4.95) (4.92)
il 14.4748™ 14.7687 147861 14.8528™" 14,8487
(8.16) (7.88) (7.95) (7.95) (8.00)
YEAR/IND/REG YES YES YES YES YES
R 0.4461 0.4464 0.4470 0.4469 0.4472
F 108.0361° 113.5605 73.8388™ 27.5239™ 727166
N 2912 2912 2912 2912 2912

VE 455 WA L R AR A 2133 Driscoll-Kraay A7 42 3% 8 55 69 4 %
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S . AR SE R AT H, CEO L E AfF Y
o] 9 2 %% 5 & M 1F (beta=0.1733, p<0.01) , I H.7E
JR AR R AR B 3 . X SRR M T
k33 A {7 CEO, id £ A {5 CEO B { [n] T % #!
A5 1T A 7 00 25 s, DT S 1 AR SRR 1

F 2B (3) K 1 AL TS8O CEO i
FA5 5 Al w5 1) P DG R AR VE AT . A
B 25 AT H, CEO o BE A 5 5 Hil 91 5 380110 2 H. I
(OCXEP) Z %042 3% J 1 (beta=-2.8962, p<0.01) , 3f:
HAE S5 220 A BRL R SR 58 3 TR AR SO AR 3 2b
)R BXULI R R SRR 2 Al
T PEAR R Al R DASE B A ER 8 1Y i
TSN W 58 4 e B2 oy, fiall Aok SR 9
B e B AU AR KO o B 28145 5 B {7 CEO Jir
32 7 A M B 1] T AR 3R TR G T AS {8 1] T 87 A 7R
W P PR 50, B AT R A Al i 2 AR 2 11
BT . N T Y A iR B Al I S8k CEO
B RE AR 5 Al R ) 2 )56 R AR RUR
AR SCAR i 6 0 45 SR 25 1 an 1A 1 i s A RS AR
WK

F2RRL(4) KB T Al TTAR BERXT CEO 3 i
FAR -5 Al Ao 10 P G R R AR . ks
B4 R AR, CEO i & A A% 5 TUA B IR Y 52 LI
(OC*RR) Z %12 3% H 11 (beta=-0.3085 , p<0.01) , If:

1
%
E!
i
Wi
i -
8 o
b T
Wi
JECEOEAfE  CEOMEAfE

Bl fAErHAS e R ERRUR E

HAE G ZEp) R B R AR 1B 2 . X — &5 R SR,
AL TCA PR 55 T CEO # B A 5 X # &  fms
(4 TE [ 52 e, BIVAE HE T I0 R BE R B = i 4l , 7E 9T
AR T A H CEO 1 JE A 15 X 8 & A i ms
%) T 0] 52 W 46 05385 L DTG SZ4F 1 AR SO 3a, X
T = IR U A% B K T B R
R AT B A 1 55, e & i 45 0 B2 A {7 CEO iz
B A Ml AT [ T P 2R R G T AN A8 [ T By 00 AR
AR B, B T e BEAE Al TOAR B R AL 2 1Y 1
BErbo T A R B AL TR SR CEO i
JEAAE 5 Al A T 1] 22 [H] OC F8 0 9 1 A8OR AR
SCAR A A 3 45 SR 2 ) 7 an 1 2 B s 5 5 4R FH AL
KA
33 HE—SREW . AWEBRSEMPNTEAR

FE DML SCHER D, 22T 2 B0 w3 1) 5 il
LU KR JRIT T Z AR V], Bl 40, Parnell 1
Wright (1993 ) B 58 2 B, #4838 B s %f Al B 3R
AR 3 Y A 1] 5 R 5 5 R A A o G T B
T CEO i JE AR 5 &l s Z Al iy W 3% ¢ &
(Hsu et al, 2017; Park et al, 2018). J&T & JEH
A B e A AR IR — I 3 B — A B AL 1Y
2, AW FEAEEZE ], Al A T 1] /2 A5 7 CEO i
AR SRS CR B RERMEN . H
W, AR SCAUL i — 20 4G 36 A Ml A% g 18] 78 CEO 3

%
ﬂ
i
it TR T T4
o
% ’/,;\j%(i@%
i
I
JECEOTE AfE CEO ¥ 15

2 fd TR BT IRERE T E AR E



.06

RERMZAHE? CEOY

JEBEIRWHIBSO

0547

ARSIl Egagsiz b Rm2HN1ER.
Ja 22 G 3 (FROA) 1 I 1= J5 ik 5 I SC T 1 4 54

(EP) PR+ — B, & SN r+4 4F 19 2B AT A

Al

B A0 S 4R (2014) B 4248 B9 0280 3Rk 47

R —,

6 6 i A 5 A R
FHc 0% M R 38U (2) W] 1, CEO it i

AR g 2Z [ [m] U

(EBIT) 52 AFAF R B8 77 B LB B G 5 4l J5 22 5 a0 = 18] 2 35 00 1E A G ¢ R
R TR Al R B T ) AE CEO 3 FL AR 5 (¢=0.1262, p<0.01), 4 DL A 8500 3738
5 SR BOR Z I AAEF ARSOME A IR RO R R A T 5 T A [ R B, LA
#3 CEOMEBRE.4UKESESSIEESNZEXRANKRIER
_— Al A 1) Ml JF 88
B (1) PR (2) B (3) PR (4)
CEOEHTE (0C) 0.1733™ 0.1262" 0.1202"
(3.18) (11.44) (10.12)
Al RS (CSG ) 0.0348™ 0.0344™
(19.52) (19.02)
IS (EP) 1.7610" 3.4235™ 3.4798™ 3.3629"
(222) (10.76) (11.78) (10.96)
JUATEIR (RR) 1.6658™ 0.0992" 0.0444 0.0419
(24.06) (2.49) (1.27) (1.17)
AR (SIZE ) -0.0429 0.0098 0.0225™ 0.0113
(-0.38) (0.98) (3.21) (1.45)
A (AGE) -1.3107" 0.1031° 0.1513" 0.1482"
(-4.73) (3.41) (5.15) (5.12)
IR AR (STA) -0.2391" -0.0700" -0.0705° -0.0618
(-2.71) (-1.91) (-1.76) (-1.61)
JEAUEEE (EC) -1.0267" 02517 0.2475° 0.2870"
(-2.97) (1.86) (1.76) (1.99)
WHAHAE (DUA) 0.3297" 0.0482" 0.0448" 0.0369™
(7.15) (2.77) (2.97) (231)
CEO#Fi% ( CEOAGE) -0.0109 -0.0011 0.0002 -0.0007
(-1.06) (-0.93) (0.27) (-0.76)
CEO”EH ( CEOBG ) -0.2585™ -0.0439 -0.0419 -0.0350
(-3.46) (-1.16) (-1.03) (-0.93)
WS (BODSIZE ) 1.9233" -0.0304 -0.1033 -0.0966
(11.20) (-0.33) (-1.05) (-0.97)
HHSMr M (BODIND ) 1.6494" -0.0935 -0.1823° -0.1502
(5.83) (-0.95) (-1.79) (-1.46)
WA EN: (EU) 0.5645™ -0.0431 -0.0670" -0.0625™
(4.94) (-1.23) (-2.15) (-1.98)
RO 14.7687" -0.7068" -1.4252" -1.2148™
(7.88) (-2.65) (-6.62) (-5.70)
YEAR/IND/REG YES YES YES YES
R 0.4464 0.1740 0.1860 0.1904
F 113.5605™ 325.1280™ 177.4624™ 137.4198™
N 2912 2912 2912 2912
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v A A 5t 55 0k A e A a2 ) ] 09 R b 1
P, o 3R (1) AT %0, CEO i J A 5 SRR AL
W 22 1] 2 W 35 1 1 AH 06 5C & (a=0.1733, p<0.01),
Hh 3R 3B (3) AT, 4ol A g 5 1) 5 Al S
SL 5 A 2 1A A S B35 Y OE R O O &R (5=0.0348,
p<0.01) , & B [E] 25 1 & 2, W] B4k B0 R U
BRI R g A A AR R e A R
T2 A A R A e iy, i R 3L (4) T
e 1 i Al R s S S, CEO 3 B AR Sk 5
S R4 2 ) 2 Y IE A OC 36 R (¢ =0.1202,
p<0.01) , KWW GEAFAE T 3 0 A 2400 AL R T, 1
B ab T e WAT5 , R S ab M e A58 1E , I
il B 5 1) FE CEO 2 JE FUE 5 ek 5 8253 2
RSP A VS 7 s A (O S IR A S VAT
BN B HE A Cable) 9 0.0478 , 3% —Z5 SR E I,
A% W 5 1] 72 CEO 3 B FLE AR F T4l 5 22 sk iy
AR ER ] TR AR
3.4 RBEHRE

R 343 531 R FH PR A P T A A 38 R A S8 4 i
R AR B[R] 04 35 5 LA RS B 43 BT TR e A A A
T, LA ORI S 25 I AT SE I . 25 B 5 IR RIAL
i, 8 BEAH 7R P AR [ 0 A 380 [ 01 e A, LAt
RIEBIFHR

(1) AbFEHN YRR, 7 Mk CEO 1 FE A
15 5 4l SR BT 0] 22 18] W] B A7 £ 09 AH 5200, 51
PR 32 B4l A A0 R 2 P 3R 3 ] 52 e ] 52 2
B P A M R) Ll S Faccio %5 (2016) Ay B 4 45
(2013) 1 filk %, A SCR T B B s /s — 3 1%
(IV-2SLS ) i 7 0f 465 7 HE A7 45 58, JF 6 F [m) 4F JE2 ]
1AMl b 8 H) 5E Sy ik BE E A R E CEO 1 L B
(OC_ V)M T HAR B, 25 8 N A 1 [ 8 1 4k 31
JE WA 25 5 26 4 R | T AR 98 4518 oK A 5
Btk

(2) BIEREABEPR 1R o 75 I3 A SCIY il B
A5 CEO i JE [ {5 4 — o7, W] e fE e RE A 1k

i 2 0 )8, PRI, AR S e X AR A 8 [l 1
G307, DARIEDF S 4510 1Y AT 5Pk . 156, 3 5 Logit
] 5 A A F5 0 CEO J2& 75 2ak BE 1 A% (8 48 ) 7+ 4318
AR () A B AR Ol CEO i AR, W1 1R i
Tk A% i A A5 A SCIY Pl A i B2 i, I Logit 2
A ] BRI LE 10% 19 2 & MK F 1 A st fr 48 i
FR B 15 5 AR, JE T — BC 50U SR P % 30T 405 D S 7
AR R T AT B 0 0 e A AR AT AR A XS
SR AR SCHR A VC e J AR A S8 A 7 1A 43 #7

(3) 5 BREASHT (0] (2 85 o FEA B 1] 9 [T A
T T B 23 X AR SCHY BIF 5 45 18 1 52 W, 7 I )
KR AR A FEAS ;s AL, 25 18 3 2008 4F 4 il
i ML 4 BR 28 T 3 BT B R 1Y 52 W, 28 SC 41 Br
2008 AE [ Al AR AR

(4) ZIBR 7B B SRS AR AS o hy 1 S A 1Y PR
o) A Ml A 1o, AR SRR 55 2 s A5 0 4% BU(E
KNGS g 3 21, IR 745 43 v 45 CRT Ay kg
S I RRH 1) 43 BT R  ) B REAS

AR M G 30 5 SR PRI SRR T AR SO
HEW . L8 LA R, ARSI 45 e 4 B4
B AR A
4 Ziws5itie

A3 1] R Al T A A 1) 3R I R O 4
BRI, 3BT Al A s S ) L B R
B, DIRRE BRI N A S BT
2007—2017 4F v [ A i 1 48 A 2 0 R L A
WH5E & EEIAT 1T CEO i B A AR 5 Al A s 6] 2
] (32 45 06 &, LA SCHT I G880 5 0 A B8 I AE L )
MR TR o A SRR 56 JR , AR Y A B A 3
PLF WS 4598 55—, CEO i B A {5 X4 ll fil s &
] HAT & 5200, i B F AR CEO iz & Al 5 i [n)
TARZR AL S T[] T B AR A e B
CEO i B A 15 15 Mm-S ] 22 ] 14 322 5 OC R i —
2 T A ET S80S A TCAR BRI . Al
I Bt 3028 B A B 2 I TU AR SRR I, 2o B



-28- RRAZFHE? CEONEBBESHEWHRESD %055
& CEO i1z & 1 ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁ?m&%%&VHV A B 5T 0 BF 5T 5T RR R BUAE DL T 3 4 J5 1 2

A, T A6 i) - 97 0 754 52 14 7
IS ;% =, CEO 1 ¥ A {53

FH ] 42 2 i 7 £l 5 880 1 1 3
B, CEO it
G ESFHHERERE,

EVE A B2 5, S
1ok ARG 18 1) R AR

o AHFTEIE TR

JEE 1945 2 3 AR ol 18] 20 5 i 5 £l

%1 CEO &2

£ 2 (IV-2SLS)

A B A O A ol A S 1] B4 5
ﬂm$ﬁ%@%Tiﬁﬁ%%%%ﬂ5ﬁﬂ&%
T A OCR BN . BARET = C & KT
F PR H AR R (AN AR I ) XoF 4 Il 5w 5 1] 1)
oM RN (28 A 44, 2012; Escriba-Esteve et al,
®4 CEOTEBRESHUEKESEZEXRNKE

_ Bt 0C ¥ B CSG
i (1) AL (2) i (3) AL (4) i (5) AL (6)
CEOM AR TR/ (OC 1V) 0.8272"
(9.08)
CEOMEEAE (0C) 6.4153™ 6.3601" 6.5589™" 6.4166™
(5.73) (5.49) (5.69) (5.47)
CEOHIEH1E (0C) xHisuk (EP) -47.0273" -43.6582"
(-3.52) (-2.81)
CEOFE I (0OC) xTUAWIR (RR) -1.9129” -0.7001
(-2.07) (-0.63)
HrEEl (EP) 0.9142" 32177 -2.9629° 0.3453 -1.8897 0.5011
(6.87) (2.99) (-1.71) (0.18) (-1.06) (0.26)
TUARWEUR (RR) 0.0126 2.4115™ 2.2038™ 2.5815™ 2.2770™ 2.5812"
(0.79) (18.90) (13.39) (13.01) (13.43) (13.00)
A A (SIZE ) 0.0864" -0.1980™ -0.7947" -0.7028" -0.7929"™ -0.7087"
(9.98) (-2.84) (-5.83) (-5.00) (-5.74) (-4.98)
ANAER (AGE) 0.0013 -0.9074™ -0.9412™ -0.9324" -1.0442™ -0.9707"
(0.04) (-3.17) (-2.61) (-2.50) (-2.83) (-2.57)
PR IR T (STA ) -0.0602™ -0.3118" 0.0384 0.2630 0.0758 0.2606
(-3.13) (-2.01) (0.19) (1.17) (0.36) (1.16)
JBAUSE R (EC) -0.3379" -2.4292" -0.1404 -1.1235 -0.3547 -1.1315
(-5.22) (-4.65) (-0.18) (-1.36) (-0.46) (-1.37)
PR (DUA) 0.0704™ 0.5551" 0.0483 0.0806 0.0328 0.0727
(3.19) (3.11) (0.20) (0.32) (0.13) (0.29)
CEO % ( CEOAGE) 0.3271" -0.3471 2.4804™ -1.9937" 2.5108" -2.0397"
(4.56) (-0.60) (-3.03) (-2.34) (-3.01) (-2.37)
CEO”ZH ( CEOBG) -0.0562" -0.3503° 0.0212 0.0663 0.0561 0.0759
(-2.30) (-1.77) (0.08) (0.25) (0.21) (0.28)
HRHAEE (BODSIZE) -0.0375 1.7682"" 2.1445™ 1.4443" 1.8103™ 137227
(-0.70) (4.10) (3.93) (2.42) (3.15) (2.30)
H 2 MSr  (BODIND ) -0.2281" 1.7902" 3.2410™ 3.0973" 3.1397™ 3.0705™
(-2.65) (2.57) (3.56) (3.29) (3.40) (3.26)
WREAHENE (EU) -0.0285" 0.6583" 0.8281°" 0.6855" 0.8522"" 0.7045"
(-2.02) (5.77) (5.65) (4.40) (5.69) (4.37)
fig il -2.8483™ 21.1983™ 38.3482"™ 36.6279™ 39.3712"™ 37.1256™
(-8.47) (7.81) (8.44) (7.82) (8.38) (7.69)
YEAR/REG YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 2912 2912 2912 2912 2912 2912
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2009 ) , {H X T o 5 25 Ba AR A PR AR KE Al w5
Tr] 119 39 £ v 3 A B o 5, H AT SCER I Z EE D
PRI, 38 25 350 BT CEO 3 B A% 6T i ol 5% w5 ] 119
SRR, AW SR O A BE R B T A 22 4h 8, 4l
iﬁﬁu%%@%&%m%%%ﬂﬁAﬂ&%E
] B 5200 5 26—, ik 51 A T3 A L i I S A S
/\ikJLJ\*ﬁ‘/J?EI’JﬂwVEFH — 5T, AR 4
78 T CEO i BE A AR A FH A oMl A s 5 1] 1) 01 9 5%
8, s Al 1A SCHIESE Y 1 B AL RRAE 5 55— D7 T, |
T UM T K2 RAE T b ar S35 0 70 4R
TP AT A Iy 5 W P R SR 1) T S e DR, AR A 5
AN FE T A 56 £l Ji 3 5855 4 oMl T A% 9 U 4 ]
TF1] 32 552 W] A ol g P ke SR 490 R AR, DA T 4 3 1 5
R B0 2 5 P i TR B ol AT B S ol TR
RN S R SR R S D 5 B = AR ISR TR AL TS
B AT CEO 2o BE [ 15 52 e Je R i NI . 78 DAEF 5T
K255 o MR 2 CEO & B [ 5 % 4

v 288 K e A E ) (Park et al, 2018; Wong et
al, 2017) , BI¥R T CEO o B A5 M “BARS ™, 52
FHXT, A SCAIFGE CEO 2o BE 1 A7 A2 A5 DA B2 ] 45 4
b % Rt KA g 52, DTS E— 2D Rb FE T HITSC
ik TR B 245 56 CEO & J A O B T 14 60 i
(Tang et al, 2015),

AR SN S B A R R BAE B — AR B
CEO j FEFE%E@mTﬁﬂ&%Em%ﬁ
e, Bk, 3 BE A {5 9 CEO K A2 fif 4 b 75 ik s
il 2 2k R T T 22 b i R A R XU AR HE LA B B
8o XU Al N 2 80 & CEO i A {7 X A
A BT TE S AL AN 5152 CEO 1 P 3R il 22 5
A oMl K T A OR R — B 3 R B il A
FHUEBT CEO I, AN 1 32 22 AR %k H I A A (A R AL 1Y
% 5%, HE I 7E T, CEO Btk Fe AiF X A ol % s
T3 Il (7 A T R 5 5 Al e 1)
) 1 5 76 52 1 T CEO it i [ {5 b 3 B 9252 i 1Y)
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Explore or Defend? CEO Overconfidence and Corporate Strategic Orientation
CHEN Weihong'?, ZHONG Xi"?, LAN Hailin'?, ZHOU Hehui"?
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Abstract: In the prior literatures, there exists abundant researches focusing on the consequence of corporate
strategic orientation, but few research on the antecedents of corporate strategic orientation can be found. Based
on the Upper Echelons Theory, this study uses overconfidence as an entry to deeply analyze the influence of
CEO overconfidence on corporate strategic orientation and the moderating effect of corporate previous perfor-
mance and slack resource. Based on the samples of Chinese A-share manufacturing listed companies from 2007
to 2017, our research finds that: Firstly, CEO overconfidence increases the possibility of companies adopting pros-
pector strategies and reduces the possibility of companies adopting defender strategies. Secondly, with the corpo-
rate previous performance worsening, the possibility that the corporations managed by overconfident CEO tend to
adopt prospector strategies rather than defender strategies will be increased. But as the corporate slack re-
source increases, the possibility that the corporations managed by overconfident CEO tend to adopt prospector
strategies rather than defender strategies will be weakened. Further research indicates that corporate strategic orien-
tation plays a mediating role in the relationship between CEO overconfidence and corporate follow-up performance.

Keywords: CEO overconfidence; previous performance; slack resource; prospector strategies; defender strategies



