40 % B2 W ¥ R 2 K 20214F 02 A

Bl A SN SGRK PRI MARZEF N CEO EH

— R T xE LW AEHHE

HE " B
(1L MK BFFIAEBE , KA 13000032, 4 B2 QLI .0, K45 130000)

i EABACEOEHACEOBBEN T mAFX—, AXLKAER L TN HRHAE, KK T AHBACEO F 4 & 4R LK
T CEO MM e #Hwmx %, AR LI, €14 A CEO A% T IE4) 45 A CEO £ R 5 5 Ak M I 5 4 3 09 & IR A 42 48 dE 4] 45 A CEO ¢
fEs . A, Bl ACEO A RIF U T LM MHB RRTESART MR EATEFLORALARGA IR LS
MR, RIRAT B ROR P RS G ILT , 4 45 A CEO frdE 4] 45 A CEO M 3% X — WK ok sk R A2 0y M i A 20 AR, B A 3 %
Ao I &L

KHEIE 64 A CEO;CEO MR T 40 47 4k &k

FE S ES:F270 XHkIRERG:A XEHS :1002—980X(2021)02—0095—12

_\FJIIT‘E_

TEN A A B AR o, A 0 A GE B SR AT CEO (LT R R “ A 43 A CEO™) , i Al A A CEO [H 28 wllk & AS
FEuR 5 B 352 R A S O R B BN A S PR A & A (Gupta,2018) ' B4R A CEO B M0 & LR [, 52 ] 11%
BT Ik B S A B 2 8 BE R fE ML LR . SR AT Ak T AR N CEO M ff I 2 5 20 LS 80K F B s B, A 4A
N CEO ERAEsh 35 H 57 146 N CEO MA T AR B4 A CEO S 75 78 I X fifp HEL R K 7 57 R Ay XU, 7 ) R Ay 2%
AN R RTE IR S

A N CEO 1Y fiff I8 2 R 2 80N 7] & R ad B2 v d oy S 80 35 14 2 — (Salvato, 2011)?, Fredrickson et al
(1988)>"#f CEO fi#t Bl (dismissal) 22 A« “— i 15l /dth [ B 25 J8 00 R R 15 00 T 18 B AT (3R 5 a4 18 K B
W —H )7 o M AR 250 304F [R5 T 2= E AR ) 2 A W), A6 J5 SR W52 b | i8R 78 22 1) 24 3 #0
CEO i 8 72 A28 W) 8 R ST B 938 B F T Ae 2 w7, RIS I 17 Be AT R A9 A vl 458 P K2 5% i 4 (Haleblian,
2010;Huson,2010) .

KT CEO - & ) 35 (4 15118 2 DAL 2L 434 VI A 1 S8 JF (Karan, 1990 ; Krug,2015) . CEO B fiff B8 98 2= 5 1]
PRS2 RAR BRI A 2L T 2 2 — 7 (Fiordelisi, 2014) , Z F 5 R 4 1] B 3 30 CEO M I, B sU/E b # & 10
i CEO fig Jy i) F L8R Z — , W CEO fif B8 19 45 10 YEAR 19 9 (Hilger, 2013) . CEO i FEAE S — B gk 2l 9 A
FOEEC, 75 2 M AT b — B 51 3 5 # Fiat 22 (9 & 1 (Finkelstein , 2008) . MIRA SCHEROR B, 48 48 K
SIS T SRS R 2 R R S I A58 (TF 42, 2012) (HR [R] 9 B8 W0 £ 2045 ok T g B T 2 ]
REtE

BG N CEO fRBEXF b (2 i JE 40X ) 61, S 2 E M A F TSR ZEREDC VL EN AR ERNE
T Can JBe S5 4 R 20 B AE ) o 2019 4F 4 B 4 N i BE - Rl A3 T R 55 - A PRCE A RE 25 A8 AORE A
Alphabet CEO FI# 35 2 5 19 R 55, Alphabet (9 I 76 14 B A A1 J5 19— /INEE P 3K B 34 0.8% 5 Groupon 1Y 8]
BN CEO %784 - My £ KA 7l S AN FHE B 38 BEHRUS A WSS KK 40% . A 19 02 , 45 B8 3T & Lending
Club A 45 N CEO $i7 3% - BA AT 7624 B G 0L 75 B 15 00 F 58 1L, S BUR AN 22 2k 35% o £ 5% 35 AR Xk £ iy 3 ) 1)
BIG N CEO WA BE XS T 28w RS2 Rl 25 10 J2 R 4, >0 A T = 1 A, 36 0% 38 Al 300 X £ ol XU 6 47 503 1A
7 57 Y0451 A 1 B AIG

Y #& B #9:2020—03—20

HEEWME:BROAAFELREABYEE S LIA-FT R — IR kit 2RI "(71972083); B K A R A2 F 5 IR
(ME)SEFRRAEB KR THAMA G L ESZLEHRIEHFR”(71620107001)

EEBN:BEL, B, EHRXFFRFRAE G EFIT, AR T @ 50 b F 424, FHRRFERLF R
A W o RO TR RO I
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AR R IRE R R TR N B3 7E CEO ff B =5 {4 rh AN W 200 0 52 e g, AH AR 2 38 JF AR R 58—
FEFEAT 38 1 7 MR bR . AR R, 50% ~ 70% 1y i A " e B A CEO Y455 T 52 i b
(Jain,2008)', 1M 30% ~ 50% I8 4 A\ CEO 1£ 2y 7] 1PO B JC 2 46 AT CEO MO BLA7 o 2420 W] 4k 5B 7= il ol 2h
Al gy 4 B AT T LR R R AR, AR N CEO B AT (A% 28 £ K i I F+ (Fahlenbrach,2010) . UL4h,
IR N CEO FE A b1 5 2 75 76 2 w4k 22 4T HP Al 2 4% 9% 3 i 00 28 1 T 22 48 1) M = 1 =2 — o BRIV 7 X
WA F LA N CEO TEAE AT 28 7 B K LU 19 JBE A7 (Jenter, 2015)7°, 3 55 2547 53 A1 38 i CEO & 3% A 1 i
Tk B B AR A 25 B R A, 1T B ER N CEO 20 A 0 25 2 2 1 Je 3 0 R 0 o o 42 e 24

KFAh N CEO fif B2 iy [n] 8 3 LUK I WA 15 21 2 98 193536, LR IR AT U5 o 253 3% 45 P93 TR 26 5 403 28
B & M50 0k 5 8 — . Fahlenbrach et al(2009) % B A 46 A CEO 450 S 14 2 W 78 1% 22 3¢ BRI 115 37 14 1
FEBAE TAEAI G A CEO 45 S (9 /3 & o T Jenter 1 Kanaan(2015)%' 57 T 45 A CEO A& T HAlh CEO J& 7
2> 3% 3| [F] JE BER G B2 ), R 98 A & BLAITER N CEO X 28 7l £E CEO B HR bk 5 v pEAS (046 18] 1 A 8 3 19
MR, X BEOR G A58 Y AT RE S T A iR N CEO 28wl S s il shHL =2 18] 59 P9 7E 7 )i o

AR OOl A CEO HE FAEAI G N CEO B RNEE ) 9 i I @24 28 ml i3l A, A i A CEO M
TR N CEO T 0] Bl i B, Hoh B0k IR R & R Z R R 3R 5 240 R SO it AR B 46 A CEO M4
F A4 N CEO B A] BB 1 i B, G R0K 7 2 2 2252 i B 225 B FE B 46 A CEO i % A B B 7K 32 19 o 1 41 21 N 36
FIHE = 23 A 5 PR 2R T &2 (] B 2 R HH R g XU

AR SCH RIS BTER T IS5 R 305 5 — B CEO A iR N B X — 748 &, LTS A CEO 1Y £ FE R 6 3 fi
B — g P SR B 52 PR & DU B 9T 2 K A1 iR N By 5 CEO B iy F ik ie , 1 CEO B 4k A 5 1 B /E ]
WA HEHEABR ., 5 A2 LS50S CEO B 403 X AS [w) fif B A% =X 59 52 i 7 A, 3 4 i f# % T CEO
fift B [ G BT o 25 Sk o AR SCI ISR 2518 T T AT 38 DA R 19 “ SRS CEO il B £ A1 567 K A i A
CEO 45 5 B i 7 () Z0 MR BN 5, A AR Sk A 8 SR I B8 Z T e A A o 58 =, 4R A CEO IR I £ 32 21k A
HHOM A BN, X RE T ERE SR A CEO 1 W8 A0 XF 55 , xF 3 2 £ K B A 0328 o i A o6
WFFE AR — N Fh T o

“ERERESMRMRIE

(—) el A CEO 53E6I38 A CEO f# B2

K A 2EAR BRSO B R AR R W, A1 ER AN CEO ARG 46 A CEO 7E SR A7 R  Bh L | ik W& 35k 5% A 7 R 25
A7 T A TEAE 3 25 5 (Wellard, 1992 ; Hilger, 2013) . 836 AL T A B i R 45 3¢ 2 A& 5 o0 b 4
AT e 1 5 ek R, X A T 3 2 5 R Ok U, A XA 4R N CEO BRI 4R N CEO 1 i %
SXPA R B0 SR W K W ] LIV 55 BUSR 9 F8 PR AR 5 (3K S04, 2018 5 Hilger, 2013) o CEO & 4k 45 5 34 £
€0, 1) T8 2 B (Anders, 2014 ) , 1 CEO B B AT #1480 g B AT 4 1OME A58 2k 19 ik B fT B 5.

SCHik A ER N CEO AR A ER A CEO M ff BE 45 1t T R A A #0061 46 A CEO 1 2% 8 /Y 18 i 5k A
T2 AU Ay R BRIE < Bl E 2N F) B AS BT 4 JR ok R, 2 ol ks 3 BRI B oS, HG 3 AT 45 AR A7 B 1 e A #
PR 1 RN B 0 B s, N W A B XK B AZ 0 B B A T RE 22 & AR 2R (Jain, 2008 5 Ortqgvist, 2010) 2,
Bl N CEO 54EA1ER N CEO 76 24~ 2 1 L A7 78 3% 2% 5% (Jenter, 2015)* 7, 3 1 Al A1, A 46 A\ CEO 3 %
FEA N F R K EL BBy, AR B 3R N CEO 148 M2 ) AU e/ O 9t e e T A9 05 )8 309 o 5 A B AR A
CEO HE AR N CEO 762 T BRI 4F 8l K, TAEZ 50 3 £ & (He,2016) ;81 45 A CEO FE#E &Pl A B K
Eb 51 140 JoE A7, 33K ol A5 fth 7 490 A B S 008 375 15 AL, 0 Ao P O B A B SR SOk 2 5 A b 45 W AL (Shaver, 2017) o
1% 35 P18 (signaling theory) 24 2 W15 H T AL S5 E , LLETEE A CEO 5 AE 4 46 A CEO At E M2 1E
AN KT FR G O T % b T R B PR AR T —

AT T SR B SR K (0 I R B ) R A1 Al ACRO 5 4Rl A CEO# = &

R N PN R o ) BT | QG A CEO | AR A CEO SR K U
ﬁﬂéﬁgﬁ yﬁﬂ‘ Hg%ﬁ$ﬂjjg/l\\{*§ﬁggﬁﬁ ﬁ%(]aln’ ”Qﬁj\ fgj‘ {EE Wasserman , 2003
2008)*, AR 1% 5 Berle, 1933

N Ny N . vt 15 = Wasserman, 2003
RN, 45 H B 18 B 32 (managerial entrenchment A T I Fiet ot al, 1997
theory) FISR 2 H T 6 45 A CEO B9 1F T % R, B 4t L & 1% Zaleznik, 1975
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JREAR 3k F 43, U0 1 % 1L e K ARAT R SR BT 8, 7628 /R R /D i I A9 AR ) 22 BN TT BB 25 0 FH 8 Wl AT
h LR B AR 25 (258 ,2013)%, Y0145 AR AT CEO B, R 5k 114 B 443 70 s 057 K i 40 A 110 %% U ] i
B R DA B B VR AL, I DOk SRAIE B O 7 A B R T RS B R AR A (R R, 2012) ™, AliR A
CEO AH# T AR A A N CEO 5525 5 FI| 1 WA 35230 7 o 55 A6 2> W) 36 B 5 45 1) W 450 0 20 sROBIL I, 47 352 9 R0
BIAFTERE NS 7 — 2 B LR B1 4G A CEO B8 B LAY HE . LA, Jain 1 Bharat(2008)> & Bl , B4 BLRE 75
SR RTER N, oy S & RN S A A 7E PO IR BE A T AR AR B CEO MR o [RIE, B4R A AR 35 58
OO 7 B M N RUR 1 B 0 PR 2% (Jain, 2008) %, AR R H ME L QLETE I BRI E 2
— XM T, Q4 A CEO HLAERI 4G A CEO X T B 43 A 8, f BE A 4 N CEO AR S m , T
PR AR RN HE 5 2 9 1 25, 2 w8 T A0 ] T PR B 80 46 N CEO (B2, 2012™'; Shleifer, 1989) . Al 45 A CEO 1k
FE X B ) S R B 5, B B A B ) P A T B h N X S I A A 1 R A X AR 5 F 5 [ e
BT AR N CEO BT 56 7R 20 @) Ay 101 25 i 48 S AR J6 30 R 25, i B 46 A CEO 4505 (4 4l Ay 1 Al 3 [ml
R = (Palia, 2008) o 25 b rids , 4 i 8 P BA 75 22 0 A7 S5 8 8 (0 i 4, A 4 A CEO K 545 vT gE B3 H:
CEO MYHAN. o 1, A SCH R 1% HL

I FAERIEA N CEO, AR N CEO B R 5 Bl fit B (H 1) .

(Z)VALZEHE CEO R

2 F) B 55 B R 2 CEO i B i 35 2300 ] 28 (Hubbard , 2017) o % H AR EEFE & (agency theory) I
WS R, 2 22 HE G o e A0 OC R AR SR AR TAESS ) i e KA Z 8 AN 28 0% Wl B, 005 1) ¢ & ]
fE 77 A ™ 5 (1) 1] 25 58 (Fiet, 1997)%°, B4 A 44 A CEO (AR ) BN F B C A 25 5 8 352 (RIE ) 1 H)
FEAHAT BB, ph A A 7 A ARE B B S AR R A N SR BRI R A SRR Kb, BT T
BRI AL 4385, A hn N 5 BRI 28 380N 22 (8] 47 76 08 76 10 1) 25 o 28, A AT G 2240 BG4, SO 3 B2 8
1 T A RS B9 43 e ML A 2k 4719528 (Crossland , 2013) o 28 5 WY J 4 235 #6) J8 il 1 76 4% 58 25 AR 06 o °F A9 R ms
Tia] R (] 00300 ) LA A 6L, R 25 o 28 N B AUT) S el 2 T B8 ) 1 TR G S5 48 2% 4 (Fiet, 1997)%°, # J6 ik
FE 2 v 3k ) BEAR A S AR S D) T R A Ml 0 A B A, R AR 2 B R

H BB U E SR CEO ML & A E ) — > B2 I8t (Murphy, 1999) o 1E U Fredrickson et al(1988)*° fir ¥ i}
B, & T CEO B m) B A Hie 2 58 T LB A B0 ol & 7% S A HE 7, Jo b Fe W i i 28 22 7 2 i A w1 Rl
SR, T H P R AR SRR R A X A S0 BT 5% 22 06 1 T SRRAR B AE 0N W T8 T A
(Hilger,2018) , {H=2F TN R, 8 =5 2338 H 3 T 6 Akl 8t 547 S it 37 3R B0y 1) B ok e e CEO WY ff 1 5
7+ (Haleblian, 2006) . 45 A CEO [ fif B8 2 X T % 35 25 F i & K Ak B Fr AH b 58 /9 — il B2 45 33 (Fiordelisi,
2014)  TEA MV S50 2% , 5 85 it S SR i 3R 380 T L CEO AT L3 sk 1) 06— s 104 R0 9080 7K P A 388 fm 8 B, DT i
fE A IRAL(Wills,2002) . AN, 5T AFT B CEO R AUEA M A1 45 A\ CEO 23 Z2 6 4C3 [A] R ik — 2% 4k,
BIE N CEO 5 # 2 2> 22 8] (%8 R 7 8 , ) 5 40 Sk CEO 22 18] Y b 98 1R, B &8 i) 32 AR 28 7 S8k F

Py — 7 T, RSN A SN AR AT % R CEO (14 56 8 e i & (Jenter, 2015)2'7°, — S22 11 %
P, B 28 F 4% B CEO 1 23 8 f# )2 o Ertugrul A1 Krishnan(2011) ™ ZEAB AT B9 REAS vh 2k B, 49% B it Jét 1)
CEO ZRIEA T FHH B I o0 BB A, HEEZ 2% CEO BY MR B YL 3R 70 =30 . 47 8 348 (firm behavior
theory) & i, 24 4 Mk G5 8% AR T BB, 26 F 4l 26 1 A9 B8R (B0) 35 4 % T 19 Bk, A USSR mT B & B
EWIN(Argote,2007) . FAR ML GURFERS , O AE 0] TH A B T CEO WA IEH 42 A R {55, &
Tl b 0 A B2 25 3 5 A B CEO Sk 51 A BT A9 4005 3 I 0 220 4% 19 % 3 (Hilger, 2013) o 1 3 A 22 £l R HiLEE
AT S CEO, T A A8 3 RE 19 P B, 38 5 2 A8 47 (0 0 32 2 W B R B el 38 B0 1 ) 204 Pk ) 5 T~ 32
UL, A B B R AP, CEO X2 B 5 8403 K 19 B ik B A~ 405 7 1) 40 08 e 4 45 FH P BSER , 3 25
T AT 174 B0 A A R LRI | T 7 300 B A U 5 S Rk, R CEO A I N 5 003 K £ 52 Wi 9 4 110 i B o
o UL, A SR IR H2:

HA GRS CEO MBS A 06, BN Wl SR AR Bk 2% , CEO il B % 26 1Y W] APk st Bl 55 (H2) .

(=)l A CEO 53 A CEORIATIER

FEFE A B ZE v, M HE BTG A CEO I 3E % B0 HLR5 55 /0 1 B e, AT 30 45 i L 5 4 33K 3 A
K (Allen, 1982) s Iz , il 4 N CEO 3 # 578 28 w488 K 20 (1 AL, HLAN 7 35 Al A X g 11, b 38 il 1k 2 1) A0k
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FERAR o Al S B g B 380 A it A5 DA E S 5 1Mk S K P R, B TR AN CEO MR HL AL K
FE 23 ML, HE 52 00 WAV R0 55 0 1 i 1Y) S AR BT R R s N CEO i [l fr9 i 480 A0 5 , 328 1 [ A1
Bl N CEO [ i AR A (G2 15 %, 2012) .

B NAEAE X2 A A — B AR A, B 17 A A BRI s 455 Al 4 o B1AR A CEO 78 G T 2 w) I
Z\l &t B R B, s 5C  2% F] By ok 4k 2 1% & W & (socioemotional wealth) (V1 4x %% ,2012), #2115V &
AT SO Al T A B A TR SR (A B 3 5 S B A oMl SRS S BB D7) AR I S5 i IRV R T X AR A B A
CEO 7ETH & I AN REHE Z MBS . Morck et al(1988) & 81, 78 458 i [A] B4 A9 2 &), B I A S5 6 ¥ = & 1 45
il 3 B 1) S 0 T A . WS TR I B T — S R R A B 0N T R AR L B AR V) 500 5 Al i A
A v A B A A e G BB AR Al R AR 7 4 B B T RE TR A, A B AR A AR AR
B IR NS T8 20 ) 0 B AR S FE A B a] Al Y R AT RE R B IR N B BREE O, 0 B T B iR A
CEO By A RV 2 T A w55l S 4 o BV 7E 28wl SRR e, 6 53 AN CEO AR TR B 45 A
CEO 38R v LAARAE L CEO By HRAALE , 1M LU B, S 800T A B A sl 7 A s i o DRI b, AR S th R 1% H3a

e G A B 28 A) L A IR N CEO #% i B4 i) BE AR T AR 81 46 N CEO Mk St 8 46 A CEO fiff B8 AR 7 Az 52 1)
(H3a).

Iy —J5 1, #F 23 1E CEO fif 8 K i 45 0 o 72 b B A U MEAE F (Jenter, 2015)°°, 3 5 233 5 PR 28 )
JE A AE NS AR AR DA R ] 25 AR B ) —FE Al %Y (Wasserman , 2017)%°, #E S SEREE K BIECEOZ
H L 23 N2 wl ol 4 v ask 8 3t AR ER AT L AT 3 oh s B9S2 e, B CEO 7623 R) Mk St AN A3 (415 0 i B 5 2
FH A BTk 00 B 1 80 (Wasserman, 2017)%7, tEAb, 3 32 0 0t A B2 AE B 46 A CEO fif B 1Y) &

MR . N EE S 2 R BUAR T REJE AR N CEO SE H Pk BE 19, FHXS F A0 S 2 i bt N BP9 53R
BliH N CEO 4K AT & 1Y Al BT84/ (Fiet, 1997) %'

Boyd Fil Bresser(2008) [ iff 5% & W] , 1l & N CEO £ 85 HR J5 3 5 23 dh 22/ 7 3 2 AR 3R, 1 S A AE A 4 A
CEO S 7E # F 23 AR B SR AE G i A CEO M Bt 3R AL RT , 3 5 25 T BB XS AT CEO 1 Ry 7 3t , W] 42 {81 75 BLAT:
ER14H N CEO B it B py ME R 4 o 420 |) BRI S (57 BE A7 i 8 N D 09 B A S i, AE A1 i A\ CEO AT g
SIWCETAE BTG N CEO B IR 26" Al B . #h i, A SR HH R H3b

e BEAER 2 | AR QIR A CEO i 35 i A 3 & TR R A CEO, Mk B xS 3R Q1 46 A CEO fif B 671 [n] 52 1
(H3b),

B A A oMl 1 G, B R N Al Ko HG g 22 o S A i 22 i) B 2 40 D 1A 9 A B . Wasserman
(2015)*%F 6000 2 ¢ A0 E Al AT 5T 2R W, B A N A 45 428 AL (f PR = 2 22 500 A ML/ sl 4k 22 44T CEO ) Y
10 £ M A A8 T el AR T80 B 0 4 AR 0 A 4l TR 4G A CEO B fif B W] B 2 A iR A 7E TPO 2 B v i
WO SR, B A R R K i R T 22 B 4 BB R 1 B 22 28 (Coff, 1999) "7 X R IR # SR S TE K 5
B A Al i) 45 i 0 22 1) i it B 2, B 3 A9 © 45 il IR (control dilemma) o 4 1 AR FRF Al 1) H (B 1S < F:
W 513 B 4858 2, B e A6 4R TR AT TV Ay g IO DR %) S5 R, BIVAE i e B R R SR, R AR R A B AN
Tiff 5 P 0 B VR i A 58 Pk (W asserman , 2017 )22,

S NATTE 3 A R A 35 0 AL B L 22 1 X 0 6 A 38 SR RS A E R SE 8 B S8 AR B H
WA TE e AN ML ) 9 34 2 B J 30, 0T A TR 28 A g5 42 500 i A (Hamilton, 2000) o % i B & 1Y
AR 0 3BT SRR T B A AN Ml 2 R R FH AE X AEG A A d B BT A AR 6 A2 JBE (Wasserman, 2017)77 2
Aol S 4T, B G O B SR A g 2 L B iR N CEO BRaR 1y B 3R & R 2 s, W] R AR CEO /Y #2: 3F
P T IE B .t A SCHR HE R H3c

el 4 B4F 0 28 |, B e A CEO fif 18 19 A% 3 5 T 3R 81 4R A CEO Mk S x) 1 & A CEO i B 1E 1] 52 Wi
(H3c) o

U3 —J7 i, Evans I et al(2010) & 3, L1465 N CEO £E 5L P ik T Al 9% 5 01 W 5 | 384 {8 5% U3 42 f1L 7y J o
ANES Ty W s, A HTAE CEO S04 AT BE & 38 3 23 5 F1/ai 24 /B 46 N\, i LU 7E 3 55 2 vh i A B 0 7 g
FE AT CEO By o S 4lkolk & R 47, A BT CEO M #E S 23 0 v] BEIEH5 5 Hi AT CEO A K BE X R AR K
A BB A5 1 AT BT CEO , #E 55 23 R AT 58 X 4k 4 35 i i 82 K 52 e JF {8 97 8 CEO. 4k, dE 146 A CEO A9 A BT
B SR HTA0 i AR 8 A AR TR 7 R0 B R P AU B R B 5 Bl Y R R RO R L R R )
22 1) 9 TR AN B UE— 2 58 X S i3 2 (Davidsson, 2003) , 33X FE 1 85 B9 N 7 A $5e A H2 8 T AR s R L B
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P53 HURNE 5 0 e A R TN, B R AR A BE N CEO (94T i A B 345k [ T 38 =5 2 i AR IR e 5, 25l 4%
B () s e, 25 PR ) 4 1 9% VR R AR B AR B AR R A CEO W A N 3% 32 Bk & T By sgm . Rtk AR
SCHE R B H3d

e G R AF ] AR BT ER N CEO B I 1 HE 21K 8146 A CEO Mk gt X AE G114 A CEO ff A 7= A 52
Wi (H3d) .

= MFRi&t

(—)BFESHER

78 S 9k HY Mergent Online Y Investtext Database ¥ 47 5 4h 08 W AE | L B8 B2 61 & 23RN TF 28 55 18 42000
FK T A B 55 4 SR s L W S AT 125 0 A SR T 36 2001—2016 4F 191 1a) |17 23 ) AR A 1
JH Python % 8 £ % 75 W 55 4z 2 v Hh B0 0 3 3 23 i 5% 1 A7 B8 A, I8 T 5 company-ID | excutive-1D |
title . background . stock price . education % 20 43 T 5% H , /A &) ¥ B # 48 Ok A T SEC /9 10-K 3C 4, 8] B X [
Board dex [ & 2> B8 il Compustat Industrial Annual Files M2 T8O AT 90 IE

2 SC R BB 1048576 4%, Horh A WIBCE: 8728 4 ML T K 39992 Ao MBS 1 JC 1k 78 B0 P v 3k
S A7 B B2 | S Ak B SR B Bk I B TS, S BR T AR U —4F 9 CEO £dE (Gupta, 2018)° S W & 19 S5
HFEA o A SCHY R A REA L5 23395 44 CEO B 4k AE /B ARt , Forh BY AR 3744 44 4R A N B 19651 44 5 81
i N CEO 3L 421144, AEQ1 4R A CEO 3L 19184 447,

(Z)RBIE ST

A SCEAE Volpin(2002) B J5 3% , 5K I probit 45 4G 5 CEO il B X 28 ] S84 K CEO ZE AU ) SR . A SC
65 P R 40078 ke 45 B A AN TE 2 F) R B HUAL B CEO 28 BU RS Wl B4 o il g AR 1o (] STATA #E 17 84
GyHT L TR Ry i R R B CEO fif 8 Sy — 3 728 &5, 8 SCR I probit 485 AU B IS 34 47 K 38 I 43 Hr , 44 £ probit — 7T
PR AL .

Y(CEO_Dismissal)'= a+B P, +B.F, A3, X, +e,, i=1,2,--,1, =1,2,-+,T,
b s YO IR R I R AR B Y BV AE R N AR B CEO R IE Y =a+ By, a BRINS ;i TR /I ES 14 W)
(B 5t RARF R T WM . 24 CEO_Dismissal 3 10, AR i(i=1,2, -, DTE 4 G=1,2, -, T) B T
CEO, Nk 05 P FRR /A I L E NS F 328 CEO R BN E] (1) CEO /2 75 A 46 A CEO 5 X 38 7 FAth 42 i A2
AL A A LR L CEO HRRE A 50 \CEO 4R I8 55 ; & R P 3h T, AEGe 1 bl Sr I e A IE 285 534 o

(Z)VRBETENE

1. TENE

CEO fi# ¥ (CEO_Dismissal) A% SCH B il e i, ROREIEPATE KA R LKA N RS, W
Gupta et al(2018)7 1 75 ¥k #EAT U, W2R CEO BIAL A GLU& A T 54, UE 15 ) Z WIRAE M 0.

Bl N CEO(F_CEO/N_CEO) A SCHY fif B8 B, R 3 Al Y CEO 52 5 4 8146 N CEO, #7 CEO Bl 4G A
CEO, A Hy 1;45 CEO AJZAIA A CEO, WIRE S 0, X F A4 A CEO ik , A XS % T &% (2012)%
ST 42(2012) "By BF 98 7 ik, B S B0 e N SAE AR IR B 5 of |, ELAR A AT A IR 3 22, T 44T 28 )
B RIIARE 1% CEO M BIER A CEO,

KA E BT (Performance) o AR SCLAZY B BEAF 9 B8 7™ [0l R (ROA) R A A 1 S8k . ROAF B T 5L
TR AT LB, HAR 2 090 38 R R 3X — 8 AR A R S48 b (Ertugral , 20115 55745, 2012) 71

2. BFHTE

M B A B8 B my SCHkiF 58 (BB B, 20125 Ertugral , 2011) ™" % 31 T LA F #2148 & . 5 18 Hellmann
(2002) 1 Gupta(2018)7 f i 5% , A< 3L 1 4 4~ CEO AH 45 il 22 8 (CEO HHAE .CEO 4F #® \CEO 48 {F 35 .CEO %%
J3) 4T = 2 A OGS B (R e I e 1) G SF K AR AT CEO JHE S e FUBE ik o7 38 0SS ) SR Al 42 1 4 A\ CEO
fift A AT RE R R

A KA (Firm Size) : A SC2: 25 SCHK v 5 ik 2R T4, 30 328 A ol 5% T 880 a f 428 i Al IR ASE 1) O 12 R A7 1 A8
IR . A IR TE — E R AR T A GBS IR A0 N A A B, X 2 A P Y A B A S

@D B Central Washington University # Arne Leitert £ A LH R E LR P L TR LFS5H .
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CEO HR B 4 55 ( Function Experience) : CEO J& 547 13 M 55 J7 W 9 TAEZ 55 . CEO R R A alk iy #% 0 1 8 A

o e R, LIk A 00 I 55 S TEURIDRE OQ TTAE 28 36 % 4 Ml %) Rl 9 R 3R AR A 1 A5 Dy A L A e, o
23 T XF JREAR R 25 B AR A, SN 1] TR B W 55 2 5 1) CEO . AR SCRT I AR 5 (1 BUIH 2 % Gupta(2018)7
FIDESE A5 A 1 W55 A DG 06 IUE Sl 1 50 A  BUE R 0,

CEO 4E % (Age) : 7 CEO MY 4E I AR Y1 J7 . % IR CEO 4RI 5 Akl G il A 2 R dE et G &
TN AE R 097 J5 4 2% 08 (L SE 42 ,2012) %0, CEO AT 8 5] 42 52 1 fif 8 Dk 58 109 A=, AR S0 2 B SOk v 38 3 7
MOk IR T AR IS 65 2 IAEAS A2 65 % DL E (1) CEO B WU % H B AT M.

CEO 481 # (Candidates) : 7R 7~ A2 A AT A B9 NHHAE COO(H TF iz 8 H) S 23 . W2RAT CEO 4k
R BUE 1 0. CEO4RTH M AEAE S T R B T 38 55 25 J2 75 WA B e 3 AT S i iy 1130, 0 4 AT 25 Y 835
IR AL BT CEO fift B A A= B 5200 L3R o Ak AT 31300 A9 B D01 A X Al 7 2B K S i), 38 5 23 X AR AT 5 1Y
TE 38 5 A H T 4E (Shen, 2002) .

HE W 5 (Education) : 378 CEO Z B WAL . CEO M2 M B RIEAE — &1 LR T M i 8k & %
AR RER T . 1= L B LR 2= K% 3=ARE 4= LR A, 5= L5 A, 6=2LA4th .

1= A IR LB (Firm Ownership ) < i85 55 R I L e e 1 4 A% 0 457 5 XA lb iy s i), 7R FE S & 2 1 =
BRI L B e T i A8 B S U TR A [ I 5 s W A R SORE G o A S R A ORI E 4]
5 I S O G R R, 2012) ™

31 K WAL CEO(Chairman CEO) : /R FEFH K 5 CEO A PTG — , WSR2 W HUE 15 5008 0. A4k
N CEOAE Ry Al 1 S 4 AR, 3t ST 2 38 A I B G5 X 7R AR e TR B o i DL o SR, 3B K 5 CEO
(PR A — X 2 g5 2 (0 A 8O B R 1 1 LA, TR] B U 8 5 CEO B2 1 7T B 1 B AR o

#i 2 MU (Board Size) : Ron#H S 2x NB, #EHSAEN CEO MBS SR iy il o &, OB — @ FE B |
Fedn T RS A i ) MR /N IR B #E S S TR R R AR B T RO EE oy [ I 7 R R B
Wm T REHS

3’5Eﬁ_éi5$(lndependentDirectors):%@ﬁé}ﬂﬁ%%ﬂgﬁlj’@,%?Q&ﬁ]zﬂﬁ_i%%)\ﬁo PR ST A
A ER S Al B AT B R Y B AR . 2 Al kb TR AR A B I il Sy o Y B RO T LA AE — E
BE 1 FRARARH B A, I X6 BT CEO 1) fff B e 5 7= Az — 22 (R 52 ]

AR AL mI B IR LB RIS HAT T Egs AR IR 2,

k2 EFLAMMTAELE

AR PR A i AU o X
WA R CEO fif 15 CEO Dismissal R S
S, . . A HEY CEO 7 M A CEO, W CEO R B14E A CEO, BUE J 15 Wik CEO AR &
CEO Y F_CEO/N_CEO o4 A CEO. B {t 3 0
RS B o8 ) 2 B Performance 8 w2 B B, AR SCLLOA W AR [ B8 7 [ R (ROA ) e A ik
dadats AR Firm Size AN I S AL RN
CEO £ 10 Function Experience o A W55 e n A IR 15 A5 00 0
CEO 4E# Age CEO MY 4E#% , HIBR KT 60 2 1 FE A
CEO 4% Candidates 28 FE AT S A AT COO sl UM 2 B . AR AT, DR 15 5 )04 0
CEO )i Education CEOZ# A M
Pt s o R I L) Firm Ownership CEO Fﬂ%ﬁ 1) i 368 1 L 3]
' i KT CEO Chairman CEO WK CEO & MRS — a2 I HUE 15 500k 0
U Board Size AIINE &S W PN
P ST T G5 R Independent Directors UNGIPLSVA: & RPN

M Rzt 5 5o

(—)HR St

T34 T F_CEO/N_CEO(CEO 281  Performance (/A T 2278\ 5t )  Firm Size (/> AU ) (Age(CEO 4F
%) Function Experience(CEO BURE R L)  Candidates(CEO 4T3 ) (Education(CEQO 2 J7 ) . Firm 0wnership( =1
B L))  Chairman CEO (S K 34T CEO) .Board Size( ¥ 2R Independent Directors (Jl 37 % F )
B S5 AR B RPEG T/ T 45 2R . 3R 3R MG T A 45 AL AT AN, CEO MR IS AR A b, CEO 2 15 4 B 4
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AN CEO #4187 0.18 K F CEO 4k f: A HLUZ & Ry 1 4d AN CEO W ME o [A] B, 28 SCXF CEO fiff B (4 4 7 il
CEO kAT I FEAS 1 & AN AR S UEAT T o K2 36, #h o A B0 45 SR T 240, i B A AR R BL T CEO S A i A CEO 1Y ¥ {E
FARTAATREA B CEO A BIEA AN CEO B M. R 30T LLE 7B CEO REA rfr 2 W) M AR 228 b 45
B WAL T 4T CEO AR, 1X 55 Wasserman(2017) F1 Coff(1999) i 2518 M4 .

F AWML T CEO KB N R 2B S A A AL CEO 4R .CEO BUBEL I . CEO 4k T3 .CEO #1154
el b 9] HE S K AR AT CEO (HE S s MRS 0h vy 35 S AR S5 20 S A A OC R 4. R4 T, 2 A5 B4R A CEO
H CEO 2 75 9 fif TE 19 AH ¢ R 800 -0.387, 78 1% & 3 PR /K P17 ] &8 3%, 35X 90 6 B8 4IE T AH 48 TR 43 A CEO,
Bl N CEO BN 5 W it Bl X — % o [Al B, CEO AYAE Iy L CEO B2 F 7K A CEO 2 15 9t At B A4 A0 G 2R 40
A3 SAE 5% R 1% & 3 M /K- 1) S 3, X 025 B T CEO B9 4F % AT B /K- ] BEXT CEO B fit B8 HLAT W & A
T . SR, DL B 4510 FUR RIS 4510, B 42 CEO 1Y RZ A X CEO 1Y fft I R 4k A1 A b 255
T B T T R A R R AT R — 2 08 43 B AR E

A3 BRGSO

R i i YR AT )
BfE brif 2% A B o v 22 DA

F_CEO/N_CEO 0.180 0.384 0 0.820 0.534 1 0.000
Performance 1.195 51.440 0.043 -4.213 1584 0.073 0.891
Firm Size 4725 24290 1440 4910 20842 1660.5 0.759
Function Experience 0.247 0.195 0.222 0.256 0.183 0.235 0.289
Age 49.180 7.067 49 47.280 6.604 48 0.000
Candidates 0 0 0 0.188 0.391 0 0.000
Education 0.734 0.442 1 0.197 0.397 0 0.000
Firm Ownership 5.490%107 4.900x10° 1.12x107 4.250x107 3.520x10% 1.11x107 0.190
Chairman CEO 0.345 0.475 0 0.286 0.452 0 0.000
Board Size 9.200 2.213 9 9.295 2.147 9 0.157
Independent Directors 2.548 1.425 3 2.881 1.243 3 0.000
HEA 3744 19651 23395

k4 TEAREMLEE

F_CEO, Functi Fu Chai Independe
75 y -C . / Performance | Firm Size ‘unrt'mn Age | Candidates | Education Lm . ¢ rurfnrm Board Size " (:pfnunl
’ N_CEO Experience Ouwnership CEO Directors
y 1
F_CE0/
- -0.387"" 1
N_CEO
Performance | —0.001 -0.34"" 1
Firm Size 0.002 0.081 0.005 1
Function e
. 0.009 -0.241 0.023 0.108 1
Experience
Age -0.096™ | 0.340™" 0.007 0.081 0.043 1
Candidates 0.093 0.030 0.001 -0.004 -0.030 -0.019 1
Education | -0.247""| -0.2317"" -0.010 0.008 -0.024 -0.097| 0.6217" 1
Fi , , )
120007 | 0314 | 0.004 | 0.803 | 0.23" | 0.072| -0.005 | 0.015 1
Ownership
Chairman
‘g;';’)”" -0.025 | -0.415™" | -0.004 | 0.079 0033 |-0.089| 0.033 0.069 0.036 1
Board Size 0.009 0.003 -0.004 0.164" 0.243™" 0.077 -0.029 -0.013 0.139" 0.022 1
Independent . . .
K 0.057 0.178 -0.002 0.152 0.252 0.036 0.013 0.005 0.111 0.393 0.363 1
Directors

W T MR AE 10% 5% 1% KR .

(Z) B35

AR SCAE AL S Y probit B 1 5K % 8¢ CEO AU 25 B X5 CEO Al B A9 52 M, 26 5 R 45 1 [l 09 4 0 (g £ 31 25 3%, il
F 5[ AL, CEO My B AT A T8 F 52 i) A0 A T 28 B507E 5% b 3 MK S i) S 2. TRTEE, A T R A 38 54
B &4 N A —-0.002, H7E 5% 7K [a] 35, X i — 2 30 0E T A48 TAE A1 45 A CEO, 8113 A CEO W A% 5) # ik
BOSARCHI —8. XEW, GHMEAERZHBR T, BHE AN CEOEAREMAA PR L ES
2 fip I e SR B R AT, AT R ARG A O B A XURS: o BRI =2 A6, X CEO fifk B 52 i 1) S5 2 A 38 AT N ) 228 b B
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(Performance)*ﬂzﬂfL%%é%ﬂﬁ%([ndependem Director) , 73 W AE 5% 1 1% i 25 P 7K S 10 1) 835, U B 2N &) 4
F) SRR BB 22 , CEO i I & AE A W] e M By , 45 2R 55 AR B R A4l A7 8 3R v 1 4518 — 30, H2 15 31 59
UE o 27 S AR S CEO fif 18 6 )tk 25, it DXL A] B ok [ T 0k 7 3 S 0T 3 = 2 1 2 4 ) I RS 38 i v
R, S HE F SRR B A IR RS B T AP R A — R T s A IR A A R AT RE T . BR
225k, CEO AR IS (HE F1 K e i CEO X CEO fif I B AT 5 2 1 1E [n) 52 ) o LAy 45 i 28 B % CEO J2& 75 M 1Y

EARCRTE

&S5 w)as
A b (1) (2 1
B3 -3 31 bR AU
F_CEO/N_CEO -0.017""(0.007) -0.002""(0.001)
Performance -0.110"(0.047) -0.018"(0.008)
Firm Size 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)
Function Experience 0.200(0.188) 0.033(0.031)
Age 0.024""(0.005) 0.004""(0.001)
Candidates 0.153 (0.132) 0.015(0.032)
Education 0.097(0.076) 0.016(0.013)
Firm Ownership 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)
Chairman CEO 0.310""(0.078) 0.051""(0.013)
Board Size 0.008(0.007) 0.001(0.001)
Independent Directors -0.093"(0.011) -0.009""(0.001)
(58 -2.643"7(0.246) —
FEAR 23395 23395
[# 7€ 4F 9y 000 2 —
[#] 72 47 Mk RO e —
X-square 268.4 —
Pseudo R? 0.14 —
T TR RTE 10% 5% 1% K- 3 355 T U bR .

(Z)REttEen

N TR B SO T A IR R R AR A AR SCHEAT T ARRE R S . BRI, AR SCAE L AR T PSM

(propensity score match) A K 5 [ 3o 4 R AR AEAE o A SCOU BRI IEAT 1P PR 35, 32 2208 40 40 7 DG i
2 Jr b L2 4 5 ik A e R4 A AL ) 4% R R AR R R AT AE BB 3 25 52 (Haleblian, 2010) o 7E VG T )5 K 2 8048
I A bR AL D 22 /N T 5% , U B 7 DT I e Fs ol 28 70 Ak B A R AR R A B ) 22 5 X R R R i T
VR . A SCHR A T S RIL S — X — VL, K(K=3) 48 AZ VL L | Jm) A4 1 [l 1 DU T |~ 42 T FC A9 A 3
SR AR O A TR R AT A AT Ao — b D AT 1 A A T AR B9 ATT 2 Gk 5, U AR BT AR B4R A CEO 4
i N CEO AN 5 Bk M X — A TR S AR AR

K6 A REt SR

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
E nl 3
RLIrik o [ DG i X K348 VG R BILR R TR TE SR IT AL
ATT -0.035"*(0.007) -0.034""(0.006) -0.0347"(0.004) -0.0357"(0.008) -0.036""(0.008) 0.034"*(0.005)
T MR R AE 10% 5% 1% K- b 25 5 45 5 B bR iR .
(1) s o #r

TR IE H3 AR SCTE AR K R AR 23 Dl 5t R B 1 28 B ROl S A B 23 | 23 93 R T probit #5 k A 31
CEO YIRS CEO AL MISE M . 3R 7R T AR A MG 4528, i 2 7 v 55 250 DR 45 21 al a1, CEO 28 3 2 B
N CEO X it 5 A9 S WA 7E 19 35 PR A IE 1) 2.3, B Wl 5% RAF 9 23 =1, B8R A CEO Al i & T 6
BN 5 2 A SRR AF R I, CEO 28 B A CEO fif 8 B4 TEAH G52 W (K &K, BB B30 T, th CEO 28 R
S E X AR CEO fiff B 1452 0 0 B 22 FH 5 5 [/ B, CEO 2R RU X B iR A CEO fif B8 5% 1 32k 184, % JE 8146 A CEO fi
HEAY R 6 98 o h R 7 AR 4 5 THAS R AT, CEO 288 S A i N CEO X fift 15 ) 52 8 15 19 S 35 P /K SF- 1 16
B3 UEWIE L B 25 1928 7] AR BIAG N CEO BRI AL o T 8146 N CEO. BV 22 W S 38045 22 i I i , CEO
KRR CEO M I8 B ORI G2 R 3R o B S8 SE AR, th CEO 2R RL TN 5 ELAY AT CEO fife B 1 52 1kl . Fill =22 %
%, i, CEO 28 BUXS A A CEO fifp B 52 0 136 68, % AE @146 A\ CEO fift 15 B4 572 e 6 18
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BEAN , Al B R0 R G I, #E 2 AKSieAE CEO X A 8 A9 52 8 78 19% W35 PR /K P 1E 1) 1 25, 150 W] 9 o 1K Sl fE:
CEO X fiff I8 1E 16 52 W), 45 5 240 St B 4F I B0 46 N CEO #5755y WAk W ax A MBcise , ml e W7 3 95 KA CEO X
fifp I B4 5 W) T BER T CEO X A B U #Y T2 8l L b A, LR ok 18 1 9% UL B A B A 1) 25 1

%7 FRLHAG@ELR

. Al 8 A2 ) A SR AY 28 7
- M 54934 BR A B - 5493k BRI
F_CEO/N_CEO 0.4107°(0.326) 0.051"°(0.045) 0.029"*(0.006) 0.006™*(0.001)
Firm Size 0.000(0.000) 0.000 (0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)
Function Experience 0.268(0.286) 0.034 (0.036) 0.095(0.252) 0.019(0.051)
Age 0.019"*(0.007) 0.002"** (0.0008) 0.029"*(0.006) 0.006"*(0.001)
Candidates 0.383(0.234) 0.076 (0.046) -0.175(0.193) -0.040(0.044)
Education 0.131(0.115) 0.016(0.014) 0.0510(0.104) 0.010(0.021)
Firm Ownership 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)
Chairman CEOQ 0.512""(0.121) 0.064"(0.015) 0.119(0.103) 0.024(0.021)
Board Size 0.131(0.007) 0.006(0.011) 0.012(0.009) 0.001(0.001)
Independent Directors -0.093""(0.011) -0.095""(0.016) -0.101""(0.015) -0.011"""(0.002)
BT -2.689"(0.374) — -2.548""(0.331) —
FEA B 10385 — 13009 —
I8 7 47y 3000 2 — P —
I 2 ATl U & — & —
X 176.5 — 164.39 —
Pseudo R? 0.13 — 0.11 —

TE T TR R AE 10% 5% 1% 7K 3 5 55 v 5O S b ifis it

T B E H3 H CEO R B XS CEO fif M8 #2045 AR A 73 4 8 i A CEO REAR AR B 4 A CEOREA . % 8
it 7 AR A CEO FEHERI G N CEO FEASKE AL (1 [ml I 45 2R . ¢l 3 8 R &% 2. 4] [m] A 495 2R ] 10, 28 ) (9 Mk i 7K 1 %
RGN CEO i B8 18 S AN .35, BIFEQN 46 A CEO M2 B, S8 i U8 IE AN 22 XA 46 N CEO 14 35 7= A 18 35 52
Wi, H3d A5 B0 . J3 B35 4 90 [l 45 28 T, Mk S xd SRR iR A CEO LSt Y52 WA 7E 1% .35 VK - 1E [n) 2. 2%, B
TEAEBIIR N CEO 123 W), SR B2 I 2 X HE QN i N CEO F Ak 5 7 A= 1 25 52 e, H3b 15 3 50 11E .

[ i, 7681 4 A CEO FAEQ1 47 A CEO 4, CEO 484 # ( Candidates) F1#E F K HeE: CEO(Chairman CEO) X
I A 52 e 4 0E W) W 2 . AN ZEAE BN AR AN CEO 41, CEO BRAE 22 56 ( Function Experience) FIAE#5 (Age) AY 52 i
TE 10% 5 & VE K IE 1) & 2, 4 57 55 F BB (Independent Directors) 75 1% ' 3 MK G 1a) g 3 X £ W, 7R
IR N CEO B 22 ), 37 38 5 1 USRS, CEO fif 35 74 m] R 1 A B/ |, Jit PR AT BB DR BT o7 < B VR TR
I Ak B B, F IR CEO X CEO fif HE ) 52 i 1F 7] 5355, 177 St Fsf 2k 7 38 53 508 At B 1) 52 o £ 1)
355 AL SR, F S K CEO X CEO fif ¥ 2% 25 5 0, 28t 7 75 =5 X A 58 1) 52 ey 473 AR DR AR5 67 1) 3%
XA N CEO Ak 8RB A CEO Al , #5554 3 CEO X figk B8 14 52 i X2 1F (] {25, 17 20 57 362 5 % B 4 A
CEO i B B AT 52 ), X AR QLG N CEO Al 1 fifp B9 671 o) J 25

%8 ARREMCEOM=ALER

A A4 A\ CEO k€14 A CEO
EY T3 3 bR AU RE T35 3 bR AU
Performance 0.071(0.094) 0.014(0.018) 0.0417°(0.012) 0.009""(0.002)
Firm Size 0.000(0.000) 0.000 (0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)
Function Experience 1.276(0.859) 0.041 (0.029) 2.217"(1.345) 0.048(0.034)
Age 0.003(0.021) 0.000 (0.001) 0.0497(0.029) 0.001(0.001)
Candidates 0.051°(0.024) 0.004 (0.002) 0.151"(0.057) 0.012"(0.004)
Education 0.599(0.390) 0.019(0.014) 0.0860(0.466) 0.002(0.010)
Firm Ownership 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)
Chairman CEO 0.202"(0.073) 0.037°(0.013) 0.195(0.073) 0.036™(0.013)
Board Size -0.054(0.059) -0.001(0.001) 0.014(0.068) 0.002(0.010)
Independent Directors 0.144(0.166) 0.002(0.003) -0.1047(0.170) -0.015(0.024)
W Hit -2.689""(0.374) — -2.643"(0.331) —
FEAS i 4211 — 19184 —
[ 22 A4 RO & — = —
[ 7 A7 M AN & — = —
X2 149.5 — 171.25 —
Pseudo R? 0.119 — 0.137 —

T IR R AE 10% 5% 1% KT 53 5 155 v RO A i
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A HRERERRE

(—)HREe

ARICHRE T RIE N CEO B ) & 75 2 782N Rl SR sl 591 B0 F %5 CEO fif I8 7= A= B2, I3 i 1 F iF o2 ok
TR . SCUER IR A M 4 R

A FAEA I A CEO, B i A CEO R Z8 5 B il B . 3X 5 Flickinger et al(2016) (58 — 3. i1 %
PR, 7E 18 [ Y X2 FE AR, 20 B SRR AR, CEO B AL 2 Hi A 78 fift i Pl s vh 4y 38 25 B B (5
] B i i — 2 A KT 92 19 CEO 3 R 25 25 25 X DG B I 28 W IR A 43l o TR I, k2 ot 7 9 e 50 3% B 4 110 )
U N CEO WA JRE (1 mT BEPE T /N o 2R RLAY LSt il L DR i R A N CEO BB 5 A wL St Z M55 1 L R
B 4k N CEO 45 5 14 A b Ak A 71 17 37 (0] 3530 % 85 555 (Palia, 2008) o

GRALUE T 3 CEO MR I Y 2 2R A, 3k 5 BT SCIR S5 18 A W & (TF 4 % ,2012) >, [RIB, A SCHY 2538 1
T 855 CEO M@ B R 067 K “ Al kR N CEO T 25 5 Bl i 7 (0 KR ZIMR ER 42 o AR SN, B30 A 4 i 2 i
A 4E N CEO MY B, L 3800 AN 2 2 252 e PR 225 S0 i B AR 23 (2 AR B 4 A\ CEO 1Y A B | S 002 fidk 11
FIPRE MR E . X G R4S K AT 4T RERYJE I 25 — B 46 A CEO Sy JLHR A7 BT 6] i %) 458 ) 206 1o ™ i
A ATT A R 4 N B R rp AR A B R G T AL, LA IR N CEO X Mk Z5% 354 il R4S 2 37 I 1) SRR B I, Bk
IR FE AR I AN 2 5 i JHL ph WSO T A R 1 G R S 3l A5 S 5K S ek o L B R A R, AR T AR RTER A
CEO ffltn N CEOZEN AN Bds L EA 225 QA A CEO B E T H A &N AW & B el M7 g $2 7, IF 1]
R BT A AU 38 i o AR, A 1 A% S m AR H AR AR, T RE 2 R T 28 Wl I B ) A S A A
=L B AR B SRR R A LR AR AR S A E S RS 5 I8 4, A IE N B ER R E T BE A
o B R At B AR B 3 A R B 4 5 = 18 A R N CEO TR & R ) T M B 3L, DL i AU
PR R B A AS ) B AR o 58 U, PN T A R BELAS o A5 B AR BEAE AR T PR T A AN 2 BELAGA FDlk SR AE
i JE B 4 N CEO AR 2, AE B 4R A9 P35 B 00 W38 i 1 =l AR TR 2 R B4 2 i B At e 1 mT R

M FAHE A CEO, AEATAS A CEO T X B R Z 1 K N R 2B £, FEAG A CEO i B4 1) HoAlh
S 2T gk [T % F K AT CEO K S 23 %F CEO 4k 7K 35 10 6% 45 FEE 35 S 3R A1 GG A CEO fif 2 1 HAth
JR A AT fE Sk H T 35K IR AT CEO .CEO 4k /R ¥ . CEO HRAE 2 6 AR IS Mot s g S A . B2 B xR BRI A
CEO [ fif B e 5 [a] B 32 B0k [/ CEO AH 56 T #E 35 25 A1 G A9 A8 = (9 52 W, 1 6 T A1 4R A CEO, fif B e 3 2 52 5%
AT EH S,

XFF AR N CEO, il 57 3 F5 5% F CEO fiff I (4 52 Wi AS S 35, 33k AN 1 SE BH 1 ik 57 % = ) F A1l 6 A CEO Jf:
WA KA W VR X AT B8 th Tl o7 3 R 5 AU AN CEO Z I E R A R . PP RA A E Rt m]
il T A AT 2 S A R A TR R R W 2 B BRI L SR RN W B AR O AN AR E M SRR EBLR  HE
K I CEO L5 CEO By fie B, HF A vl BESK H T 24 CEO [H] I 3 /T2 3 K i ik, i T CEO B BRI o 8 4
525 M LAY BE SR SOKOE AR R 2 7 IR T CEO BE 7 5058 7 2 BE (9 R )2, BRI 58 i 7 i 5 3R 2R3
7T A ) At B, SIOA A b 3 A P A XU 34 11, 3X 5 Shen T Cannella(2002) B 53 45 S AR AL, BV =6 1
CEO 55 Ay 30 i AT 50 2 HRLIE AH G, 17 5 4038 24 AT 70 8 B 7 A1 56 .

(Z)HARBR.EKKBRERLERB

AR S J BR A A B AE LA LA 7 1 DA SCT 567 19 CEO fiff BEAY Ja BR T 1 1 1 110 5 i 2 150, HO M a]
AT REA IR A X 4 i T 3B A T PSS D R 5 | ke A R A7 O R ) ol A A R AL B B R AT o I
Y B A7 A2 B 1 X 43 5 @)X CEO AU i 4 1 B0 ok B 10 BB 19 Bir A 8 KU PR i, B e 28 A XUG: TR
R BT AT IRV i g AU XU | A3 188 - A2 il DR 3% 00 mT e i AN T o

KR FE T 22 LT LA QAR ST Bk A F 7 2 4776 T 52 B b (045 B ok IO B 88, 26 BUAY [n) 3
IE A B A AT, SRR R B £ (A5 A R R B A B A A A BT R ) s @5 O A IR A THE Sk
H AR CEO 4k A& 3 X BT CEO fif B A 5% i), 75 5 2 FLAI iR A% CEO 4k R 3 19 85 325 FE 0 58 s W 58 b
RWGEHK AT CEOMENE RSB G2 — 17 T, AT EFE S 2B AH /T CEO 4k LT 1L, L)
K CEO B UG R R4k ST 5 2>

AR SCRF T S2 B 07 T B R AR D244y SROK S B S R g, BE A KA R BEA T A N B TR
J5 % CEO WY ff I J& 25 S ORI PR B, AR SCAY 2518 06 3 3 25 A D 3R I AL B s8oR B — a2 WO 15 SE M0 ; @ Bl R
A CEO S5EGIER A CEO 7E 2> A3 Bl A2 w50 v b 7 5 7 Ak i 4 38R 45 345 AR 95 A Bl F T IR A b T i
s AN CEO FIAE AN 45 A CEO T i s 54 B Bk %, [] skt 5 | A A AT X 1 0 5 [R]85 1) | 32 6 33 R 5
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How do Founder-CEO Identity and Performance Interplay with CEO Dismissal:
Based on U. S. Public Company Data

Ge Baoshan'?, Xu Tite'

(School of Management, Jilin University, Changchun 130000, China; Entrepreneurial Research Center, Jilin University, Changchun

130000, China)

Abstract: Founder CEO identity is one of the influencing factors of CEO dismissal. Public company data of the US are utilized to

explore the influence of founder-CEO identity on corporate performance and CEO dismissal. Non-founder CEO are more likely to be

dismissed than founder-CEOs regardless of firm performance. A drop in performance can lead to the firing of non-founder CEO. In

contrast,

the reason why founder-CEO are more likely to be dismissed when they perform well is not because they perform well, but

because factors within the board and the organization play a major role. This study deepens the interpretation and understanding of the

strategic decision-making process of dismissal of founder-CEO and non-founder CEO in the case of fluctuations in performance level,

which has theoretical and practical significance.

Keywords: founder-CEO; CEO dismissal; firm performance
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