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Affiliated Directors and Earning Quality: Social Network Perspective
Abstract

Advisors: Dr. Ente Hsu
Graduate student: Wu-Chou Chen
Student No: G98430030

This study examines the relationship between interlocking directorates and
earing quality. There are “busy effect” and “reputation effect” due to the different of
strength of relationship among board members. In this study, | use interlocking
directorates to measure corporate social network and explore the effect of centrality
and structural holes. In all samples, there is-a significant negative relationship
between centrality and earnings quality; structural holes and earnings quality have
positive relationship, but it “is not significant. In addition, | use the median to
distinguish the relationship strength of interlocking directorates for their centrality
and structural holes. The results indicate that the strong links of interlocking
directors will demage earnings quality because of busy effect; on the other hand,
the weak links of interlocking directorswill increase earnings quality because of
reputation effect. The main contributions of this study not only found the
relationship between interlocking directorates and earing quality, but also found
there are busy effect and reputation effect will occur depend on the connections they
have.

Keywords: Interlocking Directorates, Social network, Centrality, Structure holes,
Earnings Quality
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po90 & sk > AR g RIS (social network theory) it ¢ 5 ¢ & L B E
(B 748 2009) o ¥ B~ FEMACZ {5 0 F TR B AR i 0E ﬂsi,ﬁr:aizm}_g e BT
T A€ ﬁ%%i&ﬂﬁ*:‘aﬂg A4 i%ii#ﬁ- iif*ﬁ%—?f 87 ﬁ 2_ [ e
% f%@siﬂf TR RA S s TN H B B L g H (collectlve social
units) o A+ ¢ e & Al & el A8 0 kg 3R B3 3 7 TR (Putnam and Goss2002) -

TERFTAFTREAAELENEE (Aldrich and Zlmmer 1986) -

B GATEEANE R A g e Rl ol SRR o £ F e e nh
FRBHEBRT > FY KBty 2 B NBEL AT IR BELELT
352 £ & B 4 o Granovetter (1973)3% 1 " 35 ¢ 4 g% 12 3% | (weak tie theory) »
TRALE LTS T3 F | (weak ties)® Tag ik 4 | (strong ties) - Granovetter
F]t' ;j%JLLr'?ﬁj%Ji"FI&%%"ﬁ L& R F] A OA RBAX Tz o
HAL g 5 '“#Fﬁlgi\* S U R e s f]‘iﬁ’? SRR S g
Re-n LBk FRTREF R BAE R - IEHKJ A €

W

P AL LPBEFT N A PR 0 ERTLETRER

Granovetter (1985)~ & - # #& rn‘igﬁigq‘ﬁ (social embeddedness) s 2L
I T Ak g A r Fﬁé f’%;ff 4% (relational embeddedness)#z r,,‘%fﬁgﬁ;q‘h
(structural embeddedness) EFAoin P NT R o B SRR PAZR
ATt R (e .s‘;mﬁ;"f(Nahaplet and Ghoshal 1998) » ‘e &= f 2 i@ 55 ~ 2
BEAR - LRILKS TRE TFRAE BT NN JLJ i 48 41 (Uzzi
1997; Mcevily and Marcus 2005) 7}gj BHg S o B REHE S P K2 R
Foo BB EARY L h b s € BB A kani7 5 (Powell 1990) o T B 4



g AR RARR o ARG E M e B2 B o7 s 4 (Coleman,Campbell,Hobson,
McPartland,Mood,Weifeld and York1996;Granovertter 1992) - %] = B x"*ﬁ;{zq‘;ﬁi&
BRSO AN TI R ORY S RS T UBRERFETHTA A G
%ﬁjﬁ H‘IQ~LU1V %Klli e ET e

By 0l {:}ﬁ SRR f XTI FMREEN GaR BT
Burt(1992)a‘ﬁ N A ANER R b AR ) i 2
7 H-(social market) » = f e ? FE NI B G I 0

B 2 4 o Powell(1990)~ 45 ) » fefe B thendp? o Wt RIf S T LR
B o *P@’Tﬁ TRk o Y B A R Tty 0L
HoF A AES E RO E % e A2 RPHORIE o R
¢ g %xbmmms;;gﬁao

=¥

] dmy
3
A1 o=y

bR R *f}»&'r v E A LA RERP Ak 7 BB .gJS S
oo Pimd BB RS S ERT P ETIE AT Rk
BoooiEd g A7 e et o4 R(Burt1992; Granovetter 1992; Uzzi 1997; Nahapiet
and Ghoshal 1998; Gulati,Nohria and Zaheer2000) -

£ &

% 74E.(2009)4p 11 ¢ o 14 (centrality) 22 5 45 F (structure hole) £ 35§ AL ¢ &
ST BB BRI ) e ¢ o iR B AT i 4 (powen) S 2 iR
A%+ o Wasserman and Faust(1994)za 5 » [ ¢ w 'l“i FOUGTE A A ok
B B o ok AT g RAR R o GRARIIE Y T SV 2B U o
o L IF o SR AR BRI ALR lﬁ STHER o Burt(1992)éfg 4o
SHFFLEE 2 BN FETRELOBELA - ARG F R eLY DAL B
R Vo BT AAIE - Gnyawali et al.(2006):% 5 0 B H AR o
" - €3 &5 0 F R ik % (resource-based advantages) £ i |+ if #t
(flexibility-based advantages) -

?+«£mp;y_,_7r+§p_= E,Lb,‘i,ﬁ‘;zo #imig}%%é\#‘rxﬂ?ﬁp
UCINET, Pajek, Netminer 11 > # @ UCINET# & 7 AL 532 22 783 i 48 45 et
io o 3 A AR VAL E R R DB AT ER R B O € R G «,s 5

Bho AL P W X U € e T A7 7 LUCINET 5 A 471 &
To? B e B I H B AL R R

© T E g RETRAhp JIF R o TE B AIE G RJIR A R e S o
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Bl 2-1 e e g e (R 1A RS Pe g AR E G FHF L)

w‘rﬁi"ﬁi%-ﬁﬁ“m‘*fﬁ FEARFRASEAHER b ¥ 25T
BRI SERSER R BB LB F o4 ek E R R
% (Mizruchi 1996) » 12 40% » MU E X [ FE Td % | @787 5 F4F
W FRzZ maRT ] A ko §WH”§E§@%1%%%%%&?F%%%
FA-RIAEFEFGLE FEAEE TR LS R R AL
&%ﬁﬁ%%’qwmgiﬂﬁﬁ@$fﬁﬁé%&ﬁ%%#ﬁ@%omgg
bR EE i@*ﬁ;mﬂﬁw&%ﬁﬁﬁé%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ?a
PR MR R Ba ks BEEY RT

§ THRG B LY AP IR LY F B¢

T2 MaEp s B AP NEY R ER Y MeEUrd od T E €D

L2 8 54 a2 £ & 514 (Mallette and Fowler 1992) » e #5345 £ ¢ Jb

’ i}i?.“l rd“ﬁﬁvmj "F"“Jf%: ’.;J‘rﬁ ’ f\f"bﬁ-ﬁi pmﬁﬂh

T EE fE T f PEAIE RS R PR
FRF%¥ 5 3 F R ik #g ¥ & (Daily and Dalton2005) -

*E R 'ﬁjﬂﬁ%@ﬁr?ﬁm@wmji&@—ﬁfﬁﬁiiﬁﬁﬁ
ﬁ%%?m%%ﬁo-wpiﬁw’ ERRBE L EF T HEET T -
Koo blde D I E 4 (1987) O £ 41981 e < F E56RE P gLt T

" Non and Franses(2007)%+ % & % i & ARGy 2P 2 EFEERAGY oo AE W
FAPS PETFAERA LB S RER A FOP2LFEE 0 F - A EAF AR o

PO UG B AR T0E I 748 £ b AT EARMI FALE S A FpE )
ml[&zﬁ—%ﬁi\mii’@‘ﬁliimd"’500<¢$aﬁ7“°
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SPNEEFRREAAY  E RS SVTMNR RIS TR AL b ¥
BREH A EFOL MG LTS EREEFTRRWA A3 RAFA] 2
BE LBl G 3 - R AL E(2008)F HEFRF R ¥ £ E Q)
AP FTERL - QFET TR R RS BEE Q) aie i
0P EEMART ()R HE W EFART R DR B B2 Pk
§ A%H

Nw \‘:;r ?‘Bj“- s g
Bodm = fmomy

MAFTHEITFRLENF TS T R210128 2 MM E 0 FLR
(Pujo Committee) $t.4= ¥) 427 e & pe 3= 2 #r(Money Trust)s73 & » # p 92 3
B % B4 722 (J. P. Morgan)4r @ i% 8 & & ié*wﬂﬁm'W%ﬂi@m~a
Mizaruchi(1996) %4 3 M & & ¥R 27 7 > fd kAo » 1 fﬁp
EEFREHFTF 5 TAIBERF & F(collusion) ~ & A-(monitoring) ~ &

12 4 (legitimacy) - B’ ¥ & % %% (Reputation)” 2 & ¥ B ¢ ¥ ¥ F = (Career
advancement) AP R F AT 2 2-0

f

-+

I AWML ERFEFAEERLT k‘xu—_‘,’i“r e ARG A
R RS HLERAFAS TFETu Y 'ﬂwﬁ Fred
#2072 BIRFRT 2 TAREEE A ”*3"d”*§ffﬁé
A AP EE ,Q‘zﬁ-ﬁ%\'ﬁ#iﬁ'ﬁ*ﬁf 1$‘J‘*B$ﬁ?

P o BNEE @R RAY Ak Hallock(1997) €& E %
- PRA LB PR HE R o BB P GULEar
@*ﬁ*ﬁi@rﬁﬁ’ﬁZﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁmnwgmz
HER = % 4-BNon and Franses(2007) 2 4f |
#.(2008)2 % > HRAZIEH P NEEETRAFY o F - A AT - R
# DPSFEE 6 G- B AR

%p ERGTREEZ R EFEN LG KR RBPEFTRiRF LA
oo H2op mﬁx CEOI;;_%% g s PR ES ﬁ\ux 3.4, ¥ :v}jl,fg_gg » TR IRTR B
mmﬁcﬁ’uﬁﬁﬁ“pﬁoﬂ“#szé’ﬁ - FR TR kg o
HEFOPFLEWFEH - B2 NAT  TEFRR 271 kiR
& 52 49 9 4L5E 1 (forestall) ~ 5 Pl (forecast) 2 s ek 8t 7 e T L 5 4
cde P AR SALE DA MR o TR ¢ AL fEIH DT RBE FE
Pl TR EFHRA IR LRI DA TA R
N

< —,"’Ezé'}']%f‘ O?Qﬁ:l a;{f}\g‘;‘;a‘-#’;z\fr’ﬁlzﬁix’ 'ﬁ _%}%,r‘]i‘lp ./%1"‘
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221 FT TR F AL

TEE [ £37 £ Ly FrEBigr | FERATEF
i %2 | (Collusion) (Monitoring) (Legitimacy) (Reputation) (Career advancement)
= 7]
1912 # £ MR ¢ = | Thompson and McEwen(1959) | & ¥ ¢ = A ac T 7 |5 d FE &g Fggr A g
= | NRFEEDD - GEE TR 0 EA P ok | AP AR RS [ e Pl | B AR XL
i BB REFEREFRS | PR R R
RERGFHETE o 7o
v' Pennings(1980) =7 | v' Mizruchi(1996) :%. = & & @& | v #5744 F 4 | v DiMaggio and Zajac(1998) i
Fr o AERY AR o B 50 B TSR KT Powell (1983) o EIEFRR
RO E A5 H A NP o @ AT E I R H S RS g dp i FRAG O
TRFSERA| S TUASTFAAGEG | PRENZ FRE | L gRLEE | P il R
Epang Ty oo MR BT KW IRk ¥ I8 e & e F] [E3E 3 A 27 A ke iF
;ig FERifrAE R 2P g L‘L’gé\?g;’ﬁd 2ZFETEET e o sl
% BREBTApH T g TEIESEERES P EieipAEE & P o T EERE
I TAE G 4 oA SRR I PN B SEER Sl B R A A Lo 2P F Y g3 Edp o
iﬁ ESUR B R b s ar D P A eh R O S RN I S
- M FARE o BT | R AERE o RFE¥ AP L@ | ¥o@mfEnTa LT -
v R i FARFensE g | PR E
Rl B (Selznick1957  ; A 2
d 3T g Parsons 1960) - Ao %ﬁ g @
1% &3)ipd - 173 R 44T o
EAREF IS




PREFRDUBRA DT T G RERR L 4

Pk BRFS FH TP mﬁfﬁ?r-p%*'f 5 oSchlpper(1989)F,u;1 Py
& ?Ii'—l"ﬁ mid s - ﬂ»?E.i-’s FRBIT O HINPATEAE A FARET F P endi
i§ 42 - Healy and Wahlen(1999)i& - # 4 ) » T 42 | £y 2 @ ¥ g A 7
*RIL Y b A PR AR A DT NFER T A A RAH P LY
FER2ZRA APEST R FEMABRT NG M E o Healy and Wahlen(1999)
RS S RWFHREROBETA L ()T A Fod s~ (QF 9
B4 2 (3)i2 £ F ende g o

EREABLT X G F SR LA FIFF 0 SR P g T
FlE 4B FRE R P ol MR AR R ML WL
FRAE N S T kT M A B B OB
O CRAEHT % %ﬁﬁ:f‘}i:\“él»&?,-F,\vlitf'ﬁ.i%'f%ﬂ~f&u%‘%%lj@r’m;z
"Mﬁt*ﬁ’ﬁifo—gﬁl REZHRFEPF > VR NI LApE 7 o bldet LR

FAE NS B € 3 R B B R Bic(Accounting Accruals) # o &3 IE P o
AAAF R AL NI EFE FHEY B A#HA PR e AHTER -

Bt px w4 L od PR E B (Discretionary Accruals)r_ 2E %M
&3+ 78 p (Nondiscretionary Accruals)r*u X bR A MplEp IR L E D
eomerga Hiv o2t ? 18X G i) e Mo M R EP] 2 ?Iﬂ'—‘k?ﬁi#]mg
A f— A2 € 3 R B (GAAP) A2 g % F'“’ ?I‘*’i‘" VR R AR

HBAR > blde D R IPRIE R o d g SRR R0 2 R e 0 LU A
fﬁz\' Wl RE D T EIEd > P IhE ¢ R ﬁvﬁ’?f#mﬁ FoFMEEE ER
TR L FEREEFREL o Apfa T o %%&%?&?ua@ﬁﬁ,@?

#

PrE R S AR A LW B AR R e E R T
Byt A pd Al nE R R FRERE A BRFRL P

Becker, DeFond, Jiambalvo and Subramanyam(1998):% 5 > ;%d M et
&—’ [V {‘fﬁ,‘%} A m*?ékrf;ﬁ Bradshaw, Richardson and Sloan(2001) ¢
pdto #Bﬁi« RS MHF#AP AR ER) PR E S ERE D R
L“ﬂhi B R ”’f%?iﬁ"_ ARG M wg?;mrmﬂ ﬂaﬁms N S )2
ATk (1997)eF T dg 0 0 SHMAB TR F Bi6 S }_ TR B g B A
Mtk fos R E L Fao
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%"Kjdvgﬂgﬁ’iéﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂgﬁ5r%§ EHpRye
FEAEEE > FRFEP FFE LN FEIFRFREBE FhE L
g*ﬁOEi‘%*ﬁ*’*iﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ F&%?Wmﬁéfﬁ'“?

T IR RE(Haw et al. 2004) ~ = & 3 Adrdh L 2 A B (E AR #F%2002) 0 2
;%&Wﬂ“ S (R E £2007) o 352 @ fofh & 4 (2010) 8 § 4 B 0 Bl
v g F¥EH L %»F'“mrl%?'ﬁJ s AREEFEFRRIRIPELE

R Te 2 - X AFIRERE CEEFEE PRAREEE

_’é_f’é#’g ml’,blggJ ’sz ﬁﬁ'éﬂ’\’ﬁ%w’%ﬁ’og%‘lwﬁg/x\’ﬁﬁﬂ

ETRRRE - WE  AFHEEF AR PR LML -

»

é»i
\m

EARE - GEBEEFTREOIF ARG TABBRT I HF
(collusion) ~ & E‘(monltorlng) # 5% B X ¥ (career advancement) 2 % F & 9
#F 4 (social cohesion) o iz & Ei B fEs FE A Gy o ERTRBBEELE
BE HEEFUER TR P A AME KPR DL RFE TEEF
W@ o AR gIp s ;ﬁs}.*’s’: @igarA 4 en T FRiEE > Nicholson,
Alexander and Kiel (2004),]* WEBTEFAZTU B2 NFLEEF KRG E -

%-’EE@%?JTé R RsF ol R P PE LR DT RS
FoOBTTRERE-FEE R PANRRBIETR AL ¥
LB E T RN F ?@4 TR A RH P A A G o
&w%r?%@W@%Jﬁﬁ%’%ﬁﬁ%EE%%*??’mﬁiﬁﬁﬁj
A G hF R Rm i@*%ﬁ AT ERMBELETRFPRAARKE
E%@%@%ﬁ%@ FREEFIARIE P ELTFRST TR B
SRS N p i

d P AT VEREETRET R S TEANINT R L AGEE Y
Poehing ¥ A By o P xR % £ 7 - 5 (Carrington, 1981; Core et
al. 1999 Ferris et al. 2003; Fich and Shivdasani 2006) - Carrington(1981) 3%+« £
= m;:%"‘f”:'v\?iéé bR E F AR o 7 gk B BT Ferris
etal.(2003)£ﬂ¢#ﬁb. T ¥ gmﬂ—i,vzgw' NP BT R
I F v L (Forbes) 500 & % v’ lir:ﬁi FEAR S o AR B ST R E

e Core et al. (1999)# Fich and Shivdasani(2006)P] % .4 iz f& % chh v g
17



e gy HFA TSm0 3 ROk T i AE AR
B3R oo § ¢) ,_j;—k;li(1988)mpi# dp i B i fEXEE
AT UHESHTRE FRASOEE S ERY L T EEFHE
FAZ FEREF LR BT - R 2 pg A8 4

W E DT Y
>
:3?

)

-

KRB - AT CBEFHIRARKFF A2 (c D)0 o ff
?@ﬂﬂ%ﬁ*%ﬁﬁ%mfiﬁ2?%@4#%“’?§$§§:&i$ﬁ
oM A RIS EEFJEEFEROETES  HY 2 23
B FF 0 f i 4RE  Bonfield&Fiorina - 2= =g ¥ #3 €5 0585
&ﬁ§’§"» bR S AR N S NS SRS Gl E R

o
T ¥

%W%ﬂibaﬁ@%@ﬁiw;ﬁ’wkﬁbifﬁ‘&ﬁﬁf
i

Fidga L F g Se 720 04 § o084 5 Engibous & 4 ﬁé AR
- PR E T L Bonfieldf £ #c 7 '\' LT E o RIS AL
-+ Bk o WEF E B B T g RIBSE SRR o

5554 lH

i3
R ﬁimﬂ%?i«ﬁ‘#ﬁ*ﬁ“ﬁ AR RE L EE3o TR

K T FE R HAE S P Sk BEE Y - X0 2R FT i
EREEAEZG S G m?IE’_ By R FHEERSOEY JAENE
# »2 % (reputational effect)#r |+ 7 »c % (business effect)srfg 2t « #Er»e % 20 %
BEHENET > AANE TR P H kG EAR T U MEE R BT

&z

-
FREFT ARG TFRPARBLAAFERT A ¢ 07 yE2LE
(Arranz-Aperte and Berglund, 2008) ; = sck P20 : £ % JL TiE 7 “3"E
TR AROPERERFad B En @R gy hBFEHRFL I
i Fap&F T ' 02 CEO# Y IR 8 eIk % (Fich and Shivdasani, 2006) -

O AR 4 RS AT S (2010) 10 5 IR K A £ AL A
B ~H£€\$;t Forl g o i%&nﬁﬁﬁm" ERBVIAE r-/%fs! AR =R RE RIS
7 1001’7fi4i4 & o

ToAEpRy A TR AT px o pad ko T g pAgFag, ¥ SHT
WG B g

2 #- < % (Reputational ef‘fect)#ﬁ CEFRFRENET > AANR LR YR RS
;%W‘s{\;gﬁj\;\rﬁ,ﬁz BASNGHFERT A 2 €5 ﬂ'él’{ﬁr%k’éﬁféi 1

Fa Bl g o P ZRLER -

Ferris et al. (2003)%# & | & B35 (Busyness Hypothesis) fL CIEURE Sl 2

EESHE- futEw 2P hETERE R %g TP mr fizeh

BRI E AP o
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(Core et al. 1999) - Balsam(1998) %7 3 % % L 4p &1 > 2 dh e I3 5 4.7 & &>
FIAIURGBER PRI NI re 0 FT LESRF EPP o gL
4?55%“4%% f#mg""‘éﬁi&’Tl%}%\Lf’})@”‘JEBlpﬁ‘\ B- L

EHREH I

LB 2 fﬁ”J"’ﬁIﬁ’ ’i_”;*’* — P FPN R ERES AR ARk

AREAREETFR IS L FML BT R RE O E T D FE
For3t3 - mpz ﬁif?é&l*“’*“\’uﬁ' 3RS TR L?Jﬁﬁﬁ*&?
ERAIR R FR2 P FT AP BREF LI D2 FF IR FR S ok

® i 2 mf%’?”ﬁJﬁigﬂu°

Bl eng g %40 4 0 0 et 38F ¥ (outside directors)it & & £ F i
W FE 0 bla ope'E g £ 5 8 ey 5 (Beasley 1996 ; Dechow et al. 1995) o
I‘Z"”\‘Wﬁxg%/\;}:_ﬂz&? ﬁimﬁ?&é?)gk ’f"k’?‘:,ip%“"ﬁ‘i)jéw—ﬂr}m &0
R~ FERE S ,\.%(2007)53 “" ) }ﬁ'gﬁ‘:i"h’ﬁ? FEGEE AN }a 3L
a’g? :k » B ﬁ—l A*%#%J;%mrj\_ﬁ P TS FARE AR 0 e ?Lf’?a‘ﬁ
4"*\‘@]3&’ i&ﬂ.%&“’ﬁ/ B2 ;rﬂﬁék ’F"{r(?ﬂ'pv—%ﬁ’]y{
2005 ; #+ 3 ~ ? Fexfof e 2006 R ¥ FmE 6 2007 &G~ £ 4
¥ars o 2008) .

=
T\

WHFET AET- REDEH A RFF g AR RETET L H> T %
EERERZIZRZPE MG BFEHRRTF DT AR TR A &R AT
£.(2009) 2 Qﬁ’pw%EANME’ﬂWPFﬁﬁi\ S R AT
b4 42151% 0 12 %.2002% 20104 ¥ + 271 GiR| & £48%  F]pt o A F ATk
BTY E R A mEE AP FE kY PR BREE U HEE § L
TE G ok B p.fie'rr’ﬁ;ﬁ °

Y ‘m}%

EEFEAFFHRFELARG A0 27 FAETHEY o AN RHER
BHT O RYER]LE ?@’f%%;mﬁ ﬁ,%&\ﬂZOOQﬁFﬁQ?’ﬁﬁ
TrH2Z? VP RS FA LA RN 2 fEB AR EE T AP o
BRI B 2P EFT40%0 @ F @ Bk 952; ‘j*b“’m]167%°

oo AP TR TEEFRE 242 THG > RIFEPP

Yo heng ok 0 1B X #‘ ARG LSBT s RILPAL R E % (2007)4 0 A B KL R
% W FREE DA 2 R F AR P AL Feff DA BipF > g A% BT PRy
2 o
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B2 ERFE o LHTE R TG ) o PREL T+ £ odfzd > B
sA fhE T B R B & B Tk co ) & 1 (Christopher, Payne and Ballantyne
1991) = 3 »v 5 7RL BER|F]F o AR F G A ehg i o Bldo e F Y
—‘F,Ejfuf\q % s\ﬂ\I‘*’ ER O RAPEMAFRERLIE 2 A A
SPEM ARG LR PR A N Ee DR BRI AT RAHE B
Jﬁ—‘b\ﬁkﬁi’*ﬁ wEM G EOE R x~f@;ra FREFEARM GE

TR ERFERLE R LTV LEE L %4 F (Anderson and Jap 2005 ;
Huntley 2006) -

f\?jﬁ g MY TR R S G Y 0 <30S JRAERE M (Rehl G R (THR
B VM RN R G e R FIF %ﬁ'éﬁé‘ﬁjﬁ%i\aﬁ?gﬂzfﬁé
?(2009)m£ TApd o S A E S RN R Y o TR Ll kY s
SFRFFFLBEE & SROBETLERM BOE o L TH GRS
‘iJ mﬁ-ﬂu °

R S So -8 @pr'ﬁ"ﬁzpﬁﬁjﬁfg@'”“ L S
S G R AR N ARE > "HE”? ¥ i 513 & 2% & R (Ephross, Wenocur
and Vassil 1993) ; f&€_ {7 & crpaLBL s W 5 B AR B Sk b el ,?U%E% ’
Fa v RE> 2P BARD  REFEIMGEA BT > T LR ET B
F Ol TES R/ ET mATR 0 Flm 4k 2 £]374 (Grayson and Ambler 1993) -

s EIREHRRRG o - Bt AT enip il s R FERE R
Bt ﬁ’* Bt 0 g B Ao B M (interia) - & 3 3k vk 5E 4 (strategic
flexibility)k ek 2 (Inkpen and Beamish, 1997) o ¥ ‘e 5[ B (e f = 74 » ¢
A4 ¥- BRI H FB{E}I)LKP,Q—’T’J i F(cognitive rigidity) - @ & g |
Fé“ﬁﬂ,‘&%’%[%]qﬁf R £ A 'g:“;% RATH L hES > I RR S P A e
# + (orientation) > @ "f TR B {3 I3 o @ v % (Schreysgg and
Kliesch-Eberl, 2007) -

TR AA TG NELE T AL D
FMPAREIRE ZAET S R ATy

& 45 | B2 ERBUCINET6.0 0 % M3 % %
S

-

$

Y ent 8 4 e
BERBH L o
g o F]pL 5 4 gﬂxé’% r

£ 1

\m’r\ g

=L

é*
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S eI Fk g g dod Te sl i Tl | @ %l k2
BLod2Ben T BG HOPFRETHREE - FE - AT ciad
ﬁ:ﬁ?m‘i‘ FEHTE £ FALE PR30 L3l %‘%Ai%ﬁ'}fﬁft*i%@fﬂg
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1
A
£
CR
N\

20



g‘?ﬁﬁ/j&%’?l%w% ’;T%’Tl%?ﬂ’]‘”b%pbﬁgéf ﬁfk’gﬂ@ﬁé\
PRRET TS F 2 ER T He kB T L T RA R A AL
BEP > REBENA B O TREFNS R B R P FHAETR
A,
222 HFTWZETOHNERBEF R
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By = e g
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3O E R 5] 10ePRE R R R A 5] SRR %A 2 5] 10% PR F K 3 -

; = TR 5 Pearson Z_ Ap B A Bicie € o
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AR = 8 B 2 BEl 5 & T 2 £ (Ordinary Least Square, OLS)
PR AT E 2w R R UEGR AT S 2 o T SRR Y 2
Bl 73 fF A 41

FCTRLBFRTF L M

T4 A6EE 4T %m'ﬁﬁ—’iiiéiﬁﬁ%%?i%%ﬁ’
d d\:g: FZEpH GEA Y TR CHESHFT 3 RN A
z%\Jﬂ?,ﬂwﬁﬁé%ﬁxg%ﬁ%§?i%%ﬁ’f%ﬁi@ﬁ%%
VS R B %F;L %+ Ho,Wuand Xu (2011)'1 v wﬁtwiﬁ AR
Beh TRAAG R FHE > [P RS THMALE R HiE s - H AT
&gﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%?m%ﬁo

FLA AFGRY PSP FEFETRE2 %5 0 d £ 4-4 hPanel A M
R AR P S PARAE P DAL BEE S e B TEL 3R
%Q%%?*Wﬂ?@¥*ﬂéﬂﬁ°ﬁ%%%ﬁ’Eﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁqﬁﬁ_

g ) iim“%wﬁﬁa:Efiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁyﬁ;

P RETHR L5 2y ﬂ%?pﬁW®gﬁg%%L@ﬁ’a%4B&
Panel Az fRR% SHERFEPRLER;EOA)EG M e E T
TEFRREPAET 2R Lo ie 2y -

‘Jﬁkm «"iﬁi =h

Bk R HERSFTLRE] AR RDER FERTRAL 2
TR R F RS A PR T F UM ARARRS A HEE A
zxﬁ$ B2 o TAAS TG T R R RREEE DT R
FRETS 7937k a Y AFLREM2RATREFTESIT XA G
PORERR R e AR T BB R B A (N Bt o A R A D
7% A ﬁ«ﬁig‘ﬁk‘.‘%ﬁg(ﬁi ASEPVECA T G s s VAR Ll

AR R M i e R A 2 PR F R A8 E 4-4 ¢hPanel
FER O P S PRE (R ERR)Z 2P 0 P i i (DA)
?*%P%‘erané % “r’afﬂ”ij‘**”?é#w? FEFRHEFDLwM G &
J}'f}ﬁ;"},»%o@ H}j\‘_‘;b, N ﬂ\”/}f@f%""‘k’%&g G E TR FR o



PRFEFAEAL A DRV A GRLIDERFERE LET S o AL RET 0 D
PEFHABEFEH e 2P EANRT RN, R L JIEE T g A
PETREFTADI A APFER LT AF SR A 2P TG H
PRARMRA TS EEFAEOAET AR LR ER LT LK
Y SLAE 3 2190 L O EE NS - SN S
BUAREREEMEFPEEFIRFIL TR 27 ZEEFTTE

% 4-4 chpanel C % m > ¥ o B (AL § B HR355)2
FAP R DAL T EFL MG TEE TR B
B o AL R o B A AN E R
AZggggE%ﬁa—’1pﬁﬁi?%m“§’&%mT’§%ﬁ%g*
W gk 0 TR E R i 4 R b%,jﬁaﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁi
BRI A HREEA R B ERFIHFR, 2P

AL BF AR o AT PR A
7 ‘ R N A Yl - SRS
e e - H A TSR 8 TB R | Fe o BF R B E

g0 gn - 5

% 4-5 chPanel B & % T o S UL (B § B R GE) 2 & 0 K B
FA P EDA)E F e AR A EE  PFCI AL L PRETLTE S
o iaile 288% B s AR Bk o AT AL ST A BEF o (LA R
FEe FEEEALE TG o RERTH R A TERTY
5&&mﬁé’wﬁqﬂ%% FEEAARIEA LIS > AL RBED
SR A ﬁ’pmﬁw’&*%%ﬂwm4$&gﬁﬁﬁ%§%§ﬂﬁ

FRL D Fa 2P BT

545nmmdc4ﬁﬁmﬂhgﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ125 K SR RN
BTOAL T HEFNr el TEEETRLERILET2ZFE 2ol %o
Aﬁﬁﬁx% BE R AANLER LY ERER FERA SRS BB
BFEA A EFFLAERA2P N FHES BDF LT REF SO
v EIRE AR X RSP EFN G ORE R TR I AR
FEFZHRERE > 2P AT TR - Fl 0 A THE PR
BEFRCFEFEZH% > FIZERA R EN AR RLDFHET
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44 Eah- -F R AR G A T

DA | = B, + B.Cen,, + B,Size; + fiLev,, + B,Ock, + BENI, + BGW, + BTA, + 5;Big, +6,
Panel A: ¢ w422 Zap B B2 BB - > 4 &

¥ FE P 3 5L 4 #ic t-value p-value
Cen ? -0.0004** -2.02 0.044
SIZE ? -0.0035** -2.09 0.037
LEV ? 0.0016 0.14 0.891
OCF — 0.2074*** 10.30 0.000
ENI + 0.0593*** 2.68 0.008
GW + 0.0001 -0.43 0.670
TA + 0.4780*** 20.99 0.000
BIG + 0.0061 1.10 0.273
INT 0.0744*** 2.89 0.004
Adj R-squared 0.4654
Cen + -0.0001* 1.31 0.190
SIZE ? -0.0023** -2.80 0.005
LEV ? 0.0049 0.87 0.383
OCF 4 0.1542%** 7.61 0.000
ENI + -0.0294*** -2.57 0.011
GW + 0.0000*** -0.48 0.629
TA + 0.1081*** 4.13 0.000
BIG + -0.0025 -0.90 0.371
INT 0.0556*** 4.35 0.000
Adj R-square 0.1693
panel CiAt ¢ 4 & i (i ¥ g s-¢ wpdTio@ 643
Cen — -0.0006** -1.74 0.083
SIZE ? -0.0025 -0.96 0.339
LEV ? -0.0060 -0.31 0.754
OCF — 0.0583** 2.25 0.025
ENI + 0.1359*** 4.17 0.000
GW + 0.0106*** 2.99 0.003
TA + 0.3273*** 11.26 0.000
BIG + 0.0111* 1.35 0.177
INT 0.1156*** 2.91 0.004
Adj R-squared 0.3351

T 1k T %Eifi\va,%_gr = &% % 36
3L 2URRK L T 1%:hkg ¥R 8 ** L T iE ) 50chlg B oK Y4 T d §) 10%:08g F ok
LR LHE-FYRRIE - R FR FEEKR T
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% 45 Bah- -RiEiF 2 @ AR 2 A AT

IDA | = B, + BSH,, + B,Size, , + B,Lev, + B,0cf,, + BENI, + B,GW,, + B,TA , + B;Big;, +&,
Panel A: i &2 2 45 2 B B id- > 4k &

A% #c TEHp 5L % Hc t-value p-value
SH ? 0.0082 1.34 0.182
SIZE ? -0.0044*** -2.64 0.009
LEV ? 0.0051 0.40 0.687
OCF — 0.2982*** 13.17 0.000
ENI + 0.0594** 2.34 0.020
GW + -0.0000 -0.63 0.532
TA + 0.3633*** 16.23 0.000
BIG + 0.0083 1.35 0.179
INT 0.0746*** 2.73 0.007
Adj R-squared 0.5226
Panel Biik ¢ 4 %% (M5 2 #-54F T452053)
SH — -0.0030 -0.93 0.353
SIZE ? -0.0023*** -2.64 0.009
LEV ? 0.0029 0.43 0.666
OCF — 0.1818*** 8.01 0.000
ENI -+ -0.0488*** -3.21 0.002
GW + 0.0000 -0.39 0.696
TA + 0.1436*** 5.12 0.000
BIG + -0.0039 -1.20 0.230
INT 0.0582*** 4.02 0.000
Adj R-squared 0.2551

SH + 0.0155** 1.72 0.088
SIZE ? -0.0059** -2.45 0.015
LEV ? 0.0059 0.31 0.756
OCF — 0.1640*** 5.65 0.000
ENI -+ 0.1043*** 2.87 0.005
GW + 0.0479*** 3.88 0.000
TA + 0.2740*** 9.95 0.000
BIG -+ 0.0060 0.64 0.520
INT 0.1475%** 3.69 0.000
Adj R-squared 0.4009

3 20%%% L 7 B 1%eBg ok 5 ** 4 T i D) 5% enBE F R * 4 7 i P 10%0EE F ok

:I_
A3t REELHE-GYPELE-RIT FA S BEEKRT
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B, Y S BIR(F 4-8)F UERR D B Rt s PR LB
FHEZ <‘3’Eﬁ;/’v\4f’?"k’7‘ RN = ek - AR LS 2 s £l VAL APE e/ ok -
fAPSHESFEA A AT LM 20 AL f i fFA 4 L g
HEEPEASEFLAM -

f%%ﬁ%mag4wﬂ?uﬁﬁw’%§%ﬁ@%&éﬁﬁéﬁ%5%
BT E A RADL RSP LR FIR e TR A S AP
@%@ﬁﬁwbﬁﬁL@%w&Z@%’ﬂﬁﬁ%%?ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@?&ﬁ
?ﬁ%%ﬁk’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%“&éﬁﬁﬁwﬁ%{%§1@@%°dw?%’
P ARG DA B R AL A B e R R -
R R AR AN R bR S %éﬁ =P

% 4-6 ¢ P PR (%A L PR B PR )2 F A AT

absda absda(DA+) absda(DA-)
% FHPEE Coef, TiE PiE Coef. Ti@& _ P&  Coef  Ti P&
Cen ? -0.0004** © -2.02  0.044 -0.0004* -1.70 - 0.091 -0.0001 -0.66 0.507
SIZE ? -0.0035** = -2.09 . 0.037  0.0138*** 4.84 0.000 -0.0098*** -10.38 0.000
LEV ? 0.0016 0.14 0.891 0.0099 0.57 0.567 0.0091 131 0.190
OCF — 0.2074*** 10.30  0.000 -0:4492*** -882 0.000 0.5790*** 39.3 0.000
ENI + 0.0593***  2.68 0.008 -0.0261 -0.99 0.323 -0.0742*** -4.59 0.000
GW + 0.0001 -0.43 0.670 0.0085*** 0.81 0.419 0.0000 -0.03 0.973
TA + 0.4780*** 20.99 0.000 0.6014*** 9.34 0.000 0.2775*** 21.45 0.000
BIG + 0.0061 1.10 0.273 0.0073 0.90 0.368 -0.0043* -1.34 0.182
INT 0.0744***  2.89 0.004 -0.2174*** -495 0.000 0.1514*** 10.53 0.000
A dkc 666 142 524
Fie 73.37 91.16 332.07
Adj R-squared 0.4654 0.8365 0.8351

ERERRFETAYE LTSS R 36T
3L 20%% L on i B 1%e0BE B R E YA T E ) 5% kg B R E Y4 n iE B 10%:0kE F oK 8
LR E- ORI E -k FAE S EEKRE
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247 BRFELFHRET(RAL [ AL R PG )2 A AT
absda absda(DA+) absda(DA-)
BH TFY P Coef. T P i& Coef. TE P&  Coef. TE P&
SH ? 0.0082 1.34 0.182 ~ 0.0109* 1.72 0.090 0.0027 0.74 0.457
SIZE ? -0.0044*** = -2.64  0.009  0.0080***  4.17 0.000 -0.0077***  -8.15 0.000
LEV ? 0.0051 0.40 0.687 -0.0160 -1.27 0.207 0.0070 0.90 0.368
OCF — 0.2982*** 13.17 0.000 -0.5317*** -10.42 0.000 0.5847***  36.64 0.000
ENI + 0.0594** 2.34 0.020  0.1219*** - 4.86 0.000 -0.0768***  -4.56 0.000
GW + -0.0000 -0.63 . 0.532 -0.0075 -0.74 0.463 0.0000 -0.19 0.849
BIG + 0.3633*** 16.23  0.000 . 0.5053***  8.79 0.000 0.2568***  20.52 0.000
TA + 0.0083 1.35 0.279 ~-0.0065 -1.09 0.280 0.0064** 1.72 0.086
INT 0.0746***  2.73 0.007 -0.1152***  -3.70 0.000 0.1073***  6.82 0.000
#* A #c 442 93 349
F & 61.35 116.21 263.62
Adj R-squared 0.5226 0.9092 0.8576
L RERAFE TR R AR R H H T
S QR % 7 ik ] 1%:HRE F KB %% 4 7 i T 5% A F KR 100187 % -k 2
LR LHE-FGHPRIIE R PR FEERT
CRARIR A 0 B BCEAR ] 0 S A g R R ARE o L A 4T
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24-8 F @ @R (T f R e R Y )2 e 4T

R s

absda absda(DA+) absda(DA-)
absda FEE 5L Coef. t p & Coef. t p Coef. t pE
Cen + -0.0001* 1.31 0.190 0.0002** 1.74 0.087 0.0000 -0.04 0.965
SIZE ? -0.0023** -2,80 0.005 0.0000 0.03 0.979 -0.0032*** -3.48 0.001
LEV ? 0.0049 0.87 0.383 0.0060 0.77 0.445 0.0065 1.00 0.318
OCF - 0.1542*** 7,61 0.000 -0.0413 -0.99 0.326 0.2808*** 11.10 0.000
ENI + -0.0294*** -257 0.011 -0.0084 -0.73 0.470 -0.0549*** -3.35 0.001
GW + 0.0000*** -0.48 0.629 -0.0057 -0.79 0.433 0.0000 -0.42 0.676
BIG + 0.1081*** 4,13 0.000 0.0582 1.20 0.236 0.1581*** 5.92 0.000
TA + -0.0025 -0.90 0.371 - -0.0040 -1.08 0.282 -0.0043* -1.44 0.152
INT 0.0556*** 4,35 0.000 0.0119 0.52 0.605 0.0648*** 4.75 0.000
# Ak 333 67 265
Fi 9.46 16.33 18.31
Adj R-squared 0.1693 0.6501 0.3441

MY EEe

absda absda(DA+) absda(DA-)
absda  FE P 5L Coef. t piE Coef. t piE Coef. t piE
Cen - -0.0006**  -1.74. 0.083  -0.0009** - -2.09 0.041 -0.0001 -0.29 0.769
SIZE ? -0.0025 -0.96  0.339 0.0135***" 2.52 0.014 -0.0114*** -7.83 0.000
LEV ?  -00060  -0.31. 0.754  0.0400 1.16 0.252 0.0034 032 0.749
OCF - 0.0583** 225  0.025 . -0.4274*** -517 0.000 0.5343*** 24.18 0.000
ENI + 0.1359*** 4,17  0.000  -0.0208 -0.42 0.673 -0.0462** -2.02 0.045
GW + 0.0106*** 2,99  0.003 0.0161 1.08  0.285 0.0063*** 3.72  0.000
BIG + 0.3273*** 11.26  0.000 0.5761*** 4.80 0.000 0.2360*** 15.70 0.000
TA + 0.0111* 135 0177 0.0120 0.84 0.403 -0.0100** -2.11 0.036
INT 0.1156*** 291  0.004 -0.2122*** -266  0.010 0.2018*** 9.39  0.000
# A i 333 71 259
F iz 21.96 37.18 117.05
Adj R-squared 0.3351 0.8052 0.7825

Tl AREIARFEIACE LR 28 %36 F
T 20K 7 ] 1%:HBE B K 3 %% A 7 i T 5% A F R 5 %4 7 i B| 10%nEE 3 K OF
3 REE GE-GFHPRLIE - R PR SRERT
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249 BRFEFHEST(E § A RS R SR )2 s e

R
absda absda(DA+) absda(DA-)

#H FP 5 Coef t p & Coef. t p Coef. t piE
SH —  -0.0030 -0.93 0.353 0.0042 0.97 0.335 -0.0010 -0.26  0.796
SIZE -0.0023*** -2.64 0.009 0.0018 1.18 0.245 -0.0025*** -2.60  0.010
LEV 0.0029 0.43 0.666 -0.0030 -0.31 0.760 -0.0035 -0.42  0.673
OCF — 0.1818*** 8.01  0.000 -0.1688** -2.32 0.026 0.2769***  9.89  0.000
ENI +  -0.0488*** -3.21  0.002 0.0227 0.75 0.460 -0.0665*** -3.69  0.000
GW + 0.0000 -0.39 0696 -0.0183** -2.11 0.041 0.0000 -0.35  0.725
BIG + 0.1436*** 5.12 0.000 0.1107**  1.97 0.056 0.1755*** 5.85 0.000
TA +  -0.0039 -1.20  0.230 -0.0091**  -2.13 0.039 -0.0032 -091  0.366
INT 0.0582*** 4,02 0.000 -0.0098 -0.38 0.703 0.0573***  3.62  0.000
#* A #c 227 51 170
Fi 10.68 2.7 105
Adj R-squared 0.2551 0.2136 0.8312

i 5

absda absda(DA+) absda(DA-)

S8 pHPE Coef t p & Coef. t p & Coef. t p &
SH + 0.0155**  1.72° 0.088 0.0220** . 177 ~ 0.087 0.0023 048  0.632
SIZE ? -0.0059** -2.45 0.015 0.0056*** .~ 1.47 - 0.151 -0.0098*** -7.48  0.000
LEV ? 0.0059 0.31 - 0.756 = 0.0006*** 0.02 0.981 0.0180* 1.72  0.088
OCF - 0.1640*** 565  0.000 ~-0.4843*** -6.68  0.000 0.5697*** 24.19  0.000
ENI + 0.1043*** 287 0.005 0.0967*** 27  0.011 -0.0606*** -256  0.012
GW + 0.0479*** 3.88 0.000 0.0005 0.03 0974 0.0221*** 3.28  0.001
BIG + 0.2740*** 995 (0.000 0.5419*** 55  0.000 0.2372*** 16.88  0.000
TA + 0.0060 0.64 0.520 -0.0037 -0.35  0.728 0.0039 0.67 0503
INT 0.1475*** 369 0.000 -0.0871 -151  0.140 0.1512*** 7.05  0.000
#* A #c 215 42 179
F i 18.9 50.52 15.39
Adj R-squared 0.4009 0.9062 0.73928
ML EREREFEL A FEERZE N 6T

1 20k id ] 1%PEEFROE 3 %% 4 7 i | 5% AT R E 5 %4 7 i 3] 10%:08 3 K
EEREF L E-FHPRIE- R FR - ERRT
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