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HOARBIHAE g Aol Felb A 55 7 9 F B AR L 75 3 FOR 0 5 S0 B R g SR R DG i . ZEHOR A
BTSSR T 2R E AT H AR QR A ) O L 2, JF 0 R R AT T T R, R
IR A P AR D 2R A e A8 R R A ) B R A L AR 2 5 e LRI R A (B PR AR )1 L 2010 5 AR
k. 2015) . Bl BF5¢ BN TR AL L 27 0T SORF B O E # 3) G058 Al & I TG 90 A (B K T
P A J2 52 e Al AR BT A B ZE TR (Gomez-Mejia 45,2014 5 BRE F1 R AR TE , 2014)

TE R TE FRAR M F AR BH ) R g B 58 o 22 TR i B M & A R R, Horb A7 AR
FRPEIE LA ph 5 | AR I Ok 9 A 2 1 B B A i AR R AT B P 2= R )z i (Wiseman
1 Gomez-Mejia, 1998 ; Gomez-Mejia 4¢,2007) , ANFE T ZMILIGHR I L5 NRIE . 1TH
OIS AT N 257 AR % (Pepper Fll Gore, 2015) , H E N KA A A H BR 34
B4 X B[R] A1 (B A7 7 0 ST A 59 DA 60 HL S 5L 2% DRI I RURS: DI B R 4 . BT LR

Y FE EHHI:2015-08-19

E2WEB:BRaRXMAFALFFAA (71302090)

EEBAAAAN992—) . B WARFERZFRMAELHTLAL;
HREFA965—), B hARFERFRML LA FIF;
F Rk, WAXFERFRMEFLA,

INEIZFEETE(E 38 K% 3 HD




VAT AR FIE AN YA T R B2 5 A Ml 5580 55 %% AH DG N L S 28015 0 7T 52 i 403N
FA) XL I8 5T 1« 24 Al S 00 A i L AR BN o A 5 2 L B ) A — O XU PR L A
b A AN B R 5 T Al SO AR I AR Y A 2k DR SO G R AR
bz b, 7EVE 7 R A A T, ER BN B TS8R uE 48 19 3 #F (Chrisman Al
Patel,2012; Gomez-Mejia %,2014)

ARSCN Ny B R PS5 A BT X Bl 28 SR 45T Al i AR 0 R) R B e L (H AR
R e 5 Can b D ) 3 AT 5 E — 2B A B . TR PG 7 R Gk A ARG 5 b R A A R
FEEAL By Z 8 B 7 J& J& T A 51 301 (Jensen A1 Meckling, 1976) ; 11 7E 7R J7
KA GHRN 5T R 4607 Z 8 B 2 & W) R A olk 7Y 32 2 AR B 3] B (La Porta 5§, 1999;
Morck 45,2004) . L5475 1 W 25 AC 3 [a] 851 04 AH B 52w, WA DL R IS R R & IR 5
T R G A Ml T I B Ay A2 R B B L /N IRR B H 4% A 48 IR BN Z (8] 7] BE A 7E B IR
FRRERY DU T % 227 I IR Ze 4T — AP & J5 £ S AL, WA TR Z2 48 A 46 TR i AL B 2 A
AL [R] A AN B 0 T EL AT B0 AT O — Bove , AT O 28 B A A AT o AR SR Y T 5 4K
1M QR ZFE T Z [0 A o8 J& & T S i AN T AT e 5 R 1 20N W e i 2 4, 5 R 4T
T RFF—B., o T2 Z T 75 Z (8] A XURS: A 8] i 4 AN [] L He 2% B A N 22 18] a2 78 B3 D 3R
HE AP JE W aE I AT AR EE B B0 AT BE R, A SCRI B AEEE X R R T & BRI K
JG ARl T RCE AR AR 55 T S0 0 A B A0 BRA 35 X Al B AR BT 4 e LA K ik
S TE 3 A SR T B R AL L OF LLULEE 18 D9 A7 D9 AR B8 78 52 2% 00 B B8 A A9 3 1 3t
U .

BT A SIS ] 2010 — 2013 AF P IR T b i 24 W BCHE , b = 458 R 4 BEE
i) PR 2R 2l 25 P R AR YR b TR U | 388 A0 60 AR SCR A% o ) AL 2 (1) 2 000 32 8 O 1 42 i) 2 ik
WX — GG A Ml e AR AR R AR X A b B AR BB 5 A B85 ) 5 (2) 452 B R0 O T AR By
Z 50 HE F ROV A AR X — 2 32 BAE A T T 5000 Al S5 B MR BERRAE A9 98 55 4 HT 5 (3D
= A2 AR DU 3 ok %o S AR T 2 B S A SR BT Al B A B i — 258 AL L IR L
HARE Ty A S A7 g A B 38 5 FH 0 5 0] Ry [l 255, A SCORT e A B3 s 7 T - (1) 3Bt il 25
S EAE G ALE” TR S M A b T X AR R SN T AR BN 4 A e M R A i
35 (2 KB T A7 AR IS 49— 2538 H L AL @ ok 0 S7 AR B & AT S AR B8 T R BE A& ] T
JBA 73 HCEE I A A5 878 AUSE 70 4 8 I 0 o T 25 A0l P 3 B B0 52 2= i LA B AT R it 2
S F PR .

—EBit5RIE

VE S G PR 5 Al BASE Y 205 SR Al B B R BIRT AT g 4 5 52 31 45 1 5 R 1Y I 3%
2o, Ao R E S (Gomez-Mejia %, 2007 ; Berrone %5, 2012) A . ¥ il 515 7% H
PRAG AR PR 1 S B (Zellweger 45, 2013) , fi ] K JRURS: 4 P 5 A0 A o 5% 7 45 il 5 4% 7K
(19 )81 (Chen F1 Hsu,2009; Nieto 4%, 2015) , I K¢ X HA N J7 B8 A S AL 45 150 45 19 i K L R
T A7 IR AL Y 5 2R (Konig 45,2013)  H TR AR BRI 2l e 5 XUR: 5 7K TH J& P, 2 i % 1 7E 81
B R b o AR BLOR ST PR L BRI B 5T A8 (Carney . 2005) 5 [ I , 45 1 58 1 A #4F
WAL M5 (Schulze 55 ,2003) , He A3 45 G2 0% N & 4 43 32 2 18] 19 21 4 A1 52 1 5 AR Y
H s 3= AT 1] (Phelps, 1975 3 Block, 2012) , iX 2R AR HH vt 58 AT AR 5 250 58 % A M 7 = 2 v 58 i Jl
DL R A b 2 A U LT T8 A (Su Al Lee, 2013), B, R A Ml N ZF B A K0 M 45 4F 1Y
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BOR BRI 20 0 R IR AR D RGBT LA B A, B SEE A 98 2R 52 KW A5 Al H AR
B 1% A Z 4778 971 1 SE 1K (Su Al Lee, 2013 ; Gomez-Mejia % ,2014 ; Schmid 45,2014 ,

Al B ¥ BRARRAE 23 X655 Al A7 Sy 7 AR E RS M (] 45, 2013) , 78 ZR 5 Al i 12 R B1HT 1 3
H AP BOR MR . WFIE R, Al Sy F g | RS 5 9% 4500 B AR m A A B 4 1 K
Ja RS EENTERNSE S ALY (Calabro %,2013; Vandemaele Fll Vancauter-
en,2015) . A H T Al piy 45 1 R A% 0 R BE 2 U S s O, BR AR S 5 T REH Al
BT EIME A A BT . S [F) T DATE ST b B 4l 25 S — 280 B AR i A A L AR SR
2 G A% A0 TR BE Z A I B AL — A B L 38 v U B Y A O 1 X R A Mk F
TR 52

T WU AR VAT RE R IR R S 5 B, o AR B v os YL B A
16 B AR — o Hoht 59 B F 2o 6 I, JHEXS 28 BN AT BAAT: i A9 52 Wil 1 R O 2 5, T g
BORURE LA AL .S 54000 HH S EEH(EFIR,2003) . X 0] GeE B K KR
55 FC At T2 AARAT: iy 25 BN B] A A 2 () R0, 38 30 Sl AT A 45 5% A8 A0 BN ) 48 % L B A 2 R AR BN
T H S 540 H 28 2 T 20 I T R A A0 A R e 5 R A AR S 5 s
A M BT A B IR R 8 S0k KU 5 3 i SR A AL 2% 3 SO (BN NS ,2013) . B THOR
BT B HA I R AE  ELSE R B A 5 e MO o 3 TR R ET R 555 A M HE AT R AR BIBT Y
R W FAZ O R E 5 A I S5 i 51 2 5 A 88 7T R 5 BSOS
JRAS B b T A S P AR AR CB/INRITSE . 2010) . TR BRAE K 5 12 S0 3 ST 23 11 55
FE A 32 SCAY I 2% FE il (Su AT Lee, 2013) , ZE 5 5 AR MG 38 1 51 2 5 Al 45 B, HOXE Aol
FIR AR SR AT A A% G BE % D AT, L M A 1) L 2 5 A1) T 2 306 1) 34 48 I R 2 O ) R
(Schulze %,2003; Karra 5% ,2006) , [6] s, B T BACHE ZEHE AR Br 5 43 52 18] B9 43 10, 328 ) K it N
AN D) £ S o A AR SR AN [R] 43 S A 58 T 25 = [ w28 AT e M B T (Su Al Lee, 2013) . H
THRQUHE 3 BA AT 0 45 5 BRI F 505 56 R S B ARR U | 55 i SRR AIE AR AN ) T
A Ml A B I B R BET S AL

AR F 3R 34 4 ) L R

H1 35 B 50 52 2 B2 B8 2 )19 G IR 00 A\ 5 BIF e 80 9% 2 ) 19 O % L i BIL IV 458 52 A 1
TRV A A M BIF 45 ¢ 1) BEL 2880 7 A 54

S IREL PR Al S A7 R AEAE R S IR A B 2 EDIR B 1Y (Gomez-Mejia 45,2014)
St T A R AR A AR 7 52 88805 A7 ML~ B SR E ) B S IR Al 2
PR GRS B 122 B A AT UM 1] T 3A Ry AR Aol B A S s TR B (35 46, 2014) , sl Bk
oA ARER A LA BT SA T A5 2 75 A 2% O 9l b ke o 2 5 DA R AR A b ) 5 AR B E A8 TE R
B A5 7] ( Wiseman Fll Gomez-Mejia,1998) . A SCIA A L Gl R 35 19t B0 2 0k — 20 A T R i
A GABRHE S HE AR RAZR SR, BN, BRI 75 ZE—AE KN T3
Sy FE T[], AT B8 B 5 0 £l B T 3 AL T 1] (8 S BR Cn ] 1 BT R) A B e AR BN T
A s T A AR 27 A R T AR WA B 3 1 — B ], Al AT Sy T B AT X R
WB A, I, SR B 1 B2 — IF OB RGNS R G AR B B KU 25 BE , 22 Fl 4
M AE R ALY, T AR RS 1 1 T Al AT Sy ) A 2H 2N [ B8 Y 22
AH LG T S [ A AN By AR R AT LT AR ER R S A IRl i, B[R] — ERZ B HE 7 5

i

b

© A HME B BEHE W BT ISR TS XA BB E DA A 2 R S A5 AR

INEIZFEETE(E 38 K% 3 HD




RERF SR THR GBS, A, i TSR 82 R |2 b A R Z= 36 A2 [ 7 RS 5
st 6] i - %) 4 0 AS [) fe YR AR 33N T X AF & 3 sl B I B 2 97 K B 2 R BB #5224
B SO (TR N O X LR VT W 41 B g o

K eI Kk E|F 93

CUSEE

ETREAZBHERE HTRIEAG GBS
1 WER—RENFERE—EREXNFXEHNTE

TR F 5 EFAEN . T A (Wiseman Fll Gomez-Mejia,1998)IA K,
Al AR IS L U PRI 5 400 2% DO AR AE . 24 Al S R0 B, AR AT DLAR AR 5 S R 4
() 2 PR AR A , L AT XU P AT A 1 Bl MR XoF ) 555 o BRIAAS 3 s DR DR PR R oo 1T 24 il B804
FERT AR B B 3 5 B 22 4 B 2 Wy 1 B AR BB W] B AT KU PR AT Sk, DAL BRAR 1
Hb PR S PR AP E B R 55 R B R A RO A R A (W Bl T, 2007) G BLAK 21 58 % £
W AEBE & Jr TA7 R AR AL 1y 41 25 18 BV & Bt A 15 i F G s R e b K I AR A
LR P42 AU R 4% O 1 W & (Gomez-Mejia 25, 2007) , 31 VL HAE H UL 3 5 B8 /5 (Zellweger
85,2013) o AL BB A S G5 DY 234 A SR X Al A A7 5 G5 4 i 04 JEB R X
Jith 22— 5 2 1 B AR BH A S K % (Miller 4%, 20083 Nieto %,2015) , XK, Y4
M Bt 38N AT AR BN A ) T Mk 45 28 6F T 2 47 A AR R B30 5 0 e A A 2 15 U s ) Sl L
HNERTT 18 IRAREE N5 A G MG AR B KR 23 728 15 5 B A AR AH XU o D= F 45 v XU 1% 3 ( Chris-
man 1 Patel, 2012), 3 H Chrisman 1 Patel (2012) . Gomez-Mejia 5§ (2014) LI M F & 5§
QOIDFEMR A IUENE I SR T FikiBH ., 256 LR B H 5k, 7T LIASH 2 4l 1 i 5t
R I 5 A% 0 G B ARCEI N 55 JF Al 3 A AR BN 25 2 AR A UG TR S A 117 B2 4 ¥ LIS 5 %o F i T
B 18 LA Bl 22 980535 AR Ml P 52 AR A2 3 45 A PR T 4

HRAE LA B3 A i LA AR

H2, : SRR B8 23 W19 36 PR B8 52 2% 1 19 981 795 28007 o 24 4 Ml T 11 45 280 TR 45 Ik 3 B T AR A
Ak BE X T RN Y B 1) A T 2 15 3 22 i

FWE—AEFIEXS 7 5 8 £SO . 08 B 0y A R B L >4 A X R IR AR Y By
WA ) T () AN By A [R] R, LB AT B 5 AR T ZRFE AR FF— B, I B0 A B8 51
2R AN T6) AR TE B BB (Kappes 1 Schmid, 2013) 5 XU 78 6 (Chrisman 1 Patel,2012)
R LT B R S A BOR BT . S ML B N R AR S B L E AR
BT P ATS 8 3k ST A ) S xR G Ak ) G SR b A ) S A% O SERE SR N . A A Ml T I B
RS I # f ox rh PR 08 5 1 T4 2% B T 5 SRR O 1 1) 25 & T B 2 % 428 1 2 I it
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FE 75 B3R G 5 488 4 A A5 2% (Wa B Tu, 200D BT A A L CT A4, 2011) 250
1905 3 % A B 0D B0 g o 9 ek 20 e 30 ) B Ak Sk A A B 4R (AT I 5, 2011 . kL SRR
PRI 35, 7T R o ] 42 1) 52 T P 38 i € L 3T 5 AR 3L ] B (Block , 2012) o 5 804 i X % 7 5
SR omEl . Su il Lee(2013) MW 5% 22 BH . v 28 v 19 52 % 38 S5 50 00 00 1) A\ 35 06 47
SRy s LU 3E 2o 1 B 25 A A GE LA G0 PN = b Ak T A R b A7 HG DA R ) T 0 g ) R
Bz NBE. ZiG LaRB AT LA R 2 Al i i S8 R B8 L AN [R) E AR AR Z= 4 7 S AR T
Al BB S TE B R B e A, L [R] 4 IRUAS 5 i 40 ) 255 0 it e 4 o) e A% 0 SR BE 5 300 T I B K
18 B B 300 g s 08 1 s B AR AT A

AR DL E A8 4 s DL R

H2,, : SRR 55 23 9895 36 BRAR 5% 52 2% M A0 18 39 80007, 224 4 M 1 1 4 265 PR 35 I 3 B AR R
% PR 2 40 A 17 ) VR FH 575 B0 5

R EHERILA 2.,

BRI 2R

ik
H1(-)

H2a(+) /b(-)

KW A Y

Es ZSE TR N

Y

B2 #EERE

= HRRITEERIERE

() FEA e 38 5 B A ok U

AW 5T B 32 R IR T B 2 (CSMAR) Bl 2 5 7 13 (Wind) 2088 7 i 8 DL T 45 3R i
TP - (D FEHL 2010 —2013 4EBEPERBTH T A A B LT A RIVE 01 WG AE AR (2) 3 i Bl e
i E T g5 T T B, 1R U AN B AR N SR T (B 45, 2013) L B L R T
10% . H H SR N8 K 1 W R 55 5548 H BA (Gomez-Mejia %, 2014) (IREA 6 2 0 09 Al 5
(3) M B3 AN i 3k 49 A i B 13 8 4 i 3 4 O X i o T 2 DA SR 2R OC R IR AR s CO M BR A
FE ff 2 PHE— 2 B 42 1 N R AR 5 (5) 3 3ob B8 F20 4 A7 728 o5 () 19 DG, W) B3k A a2 {1 s 1) Wb S
HI A,

WL EIRA IR LA T 681 KAt 1769 ASMMIME . B fE gk 1 fiw. ol LR
F (DA BZFEA Al 32 B F /M X 5P R T B B A B2 H 5 (2O F
AV B 4R ATl FE 05 BT A AT 156 B AR A BT A Y A 2 kL nT DL R iR b
O LA A B 5 (3) A A B i Bl AT R B T LM X A B DUAER N LA A A, X A
AR SCEE IS AT LA 2010 — 2013 4F i) b 1l7 28 71 A9 — B0 B0 o ok AS ) i IX A ol HL A 58 1Y) 35 3
P BR34BT — 2 S S (A

INEIZFEETE(E 38 K% 3 HD




x1 BEFHEBER

AT A3 A FEAEL el G 2R R A A AR
S ORE 43 F 289
25 BUR i 86 /Al A 1045
AN T R 8 65 Al Az 435
1T 357 P A BE 4 A FEAR B
il 38 Ml & )8 AR 4 IR ) i 182 2010 204
A il 277 2011 387
HUAR K £ A7 il 35 Al 204 2012 546
THEHL AL R 289 2013 632
oAb 36 20 4 1 X 3 A FEA %L
HABAT 246 AR 1432
i 219
iR 118

T 5 BIE W 2 B AR 104 2 mIAT I 43 2448 51 (2012 4R ETT) ), 2 B0 3l 38 1 & 24 1 L 7R S0 1
PEAT T 40 b 2 BT R ik — A4 25 Hoh S AR L HE C13.C14 1 C155 25 8RR A (1 45 C17.C18 A C19;5 A #4
ST e A4S C20,C21.C22.C23 Al C24; b T A 4% C26.C27.C28 Fl C29; 4 J& M dE 4 J& i & 3. 45 C30.
C31.C32 Hl C33; Be A il AL 4 C34 H1 C35 5 ML SWLBR B A% b4 1l 38 ML 45 C38 5 3+ T ML K ALK AL AE C39 F1 C40.
b FE P I AT AL R A AR CAY R (B S (B L it & AV AL (F) L 4838 52 i L A fiff A1 IE Bl
(G) A7 BAL i A RS B (D, B ™ b (KO FH B8 FIRT 55 Mk 45 ol (LD B 22 BF 58 AR IR 55k (VD K R BR
B 028 AR A FIIL (N BAR A2 TAE Q) ST R BRI (R L2558 (S).,

()28 1 I

1. AR B A (innovation,Inno) : % Gomez-Mejia % (2014) B ik, A BF & %
HE VA 7 M 55 WA B L 01 R A A Ml 1 BIF A AR R SR EE

2. FJGE¥ A (amily_involvement, FD : ZE R G W AW E & I, W4T W HGEA — 0 e/
PSR REPIAN . A B A A BEAUT B RBR S 5 B A Ao R R G S
EFHEAN I, 5735 W 2 DR A R0 B . T SR 0 AR SR8 s i, fn SRR
FH =40 20 A Ml 17 50 1 0] 53 Sy R Al 5 9E 0 A P28 R A 5 BIF 9 SR U0 AR B B R
ELIFAEH TSN . A SOCRIL Schmid 55 (2014) B 0E L 78 1R Rk Ak € L GET
AR HI NN ARNE TG BRI E] 10% . HA KGR R 2S5 &8 J DO By Ll -, 6
JH 552 s 45 i) G MR 45 B L 190 A G V0 TR BE R I L 107 ey SR U AR B R

3. IR P B & 24 M (governance complexity, GO) : Xt T X G S . EH S A MK
TRV B SR U B Ty ok S A ) R Al Y 96 B ERS A AE X AT B, A SOy FE
DU R 32 2 5 R A% O 405 3 CHD S PR i ) B9 R 4 0 Rk e, IR IR B 22 7 4%
Jry (PR30 ,1998) . MRIEH/NWIEE (20100 B L5 TR E E i AR P E%& R EE AN .
ACBE T LR/ IHIR R /ELAE 12 28, BRI BRAE (2014) % 5L T I 2% 04 S DU AR 2 A
WE & (G 53 22 6] g ) Al 32 SOKSED S ABAS SR S o [ G000 2 SR G UL A I i i 27 5 < ALk
PR 43 2H BURY B 2 2% B I 2% 53 it 8 00 B 3k v A RT DA R A R M PR AR SO T E AR S
ALVEZ SRR (R TR, 2005) , X 38 5 23 i 01 5 SEBR4a il N0 B3R 0% Ja OC Rk T i 2 e iy
it . BRI (DS ot PR H AR NZ R R 0. “FHEE" R 1; (&
0.5 1F ]y 25 55 1R B 47 55 2 800 W 2R 5550 1 W 2R 8 2 KRR 0.5, iX 0% T8 A0 45 S Braa il N iy
AR e U IR SO 5 () Rl R AR 2 MoRIB Z KM 0. 25, X KRR A
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& MDA, PN T Lo SCEER LSS B IR S L0 555 (O A SR G O R # DL R IR TER % LR
HEORENE" R 00 T E R I T ARSI A K ZEE A 5 18 O 2 1 52 B 422 ) N U
20X HIACI RIS AHIR] o S i AR SORE S BRAa il N Z BUAS IR E 0 O Z e IT (H R 505
0.5) MG LRI R HIEE . B, G BRyE il N B e A N GErE” R 1,335k o,
5, HFEH NN 0.25, JeT bR B A SO TR Ay 23 2T 5 A 45 1 SR T = R I6 B 5
=R/ G

governance complexity=B— (B, +0.5XB, +0.25XB, +0.125 X B;)

Hrp B A#ESF WAL B, HEF PRS0 HFHEE. B, RSN 1 HEE, D
W HE A o 2 D BT T 2 B 45 1N T 3 B S 7 B I D 3 34 5 A e P
H T 3 R ) B R S AR R OC AR AR SORE A T B R B0 B R R G R 2R A
Gitloy 3. Wi, XA B Mk,

4. BRUH IR (performance_hazard, PH) : A M #iF Wiseman 1 Gomez-Mejia(1998) ¥ JE
o RV 538 5 40 B8 A A T 1) 22 BEOR 3R BV B 802 A b A AR S PR 3, T PR T
Lt 0N 2 RIVEA St %0000 % B e WD s Bk 5 AT L B B CHR bR A L 0 i LA HACF SA fif i
HAKZ % 7 £ 5% (2014) W0 A SO TR i 28 SR 158

performance_hazard=P; —aHA; — (1 —a) SA;

Hor, Pyl Al AR AR (0 8 57 1R R (ROA)  HA, O 1 Al 22 i — 4F (9 8 96 7 [l i %
(I3 S SR0 - SA W AAE 1 Al B 24T 1Y~ 248 5% 7 [l 4R (AT P 1880 o o Sl — 4L
R S 201 1Y Ik K Z AR 0.5, R B/IN 3 W A M T 1l 8% ™ i 174 S5 TR B

5. HEM AR HE O T A Al T BB 52 e A ol B R BB 19 AR L £ %8 Chrisman I Patel
(2012) LA B R 8 R SR 5 8 (2014) A5 B BIF 58 A SC5 1 A Aol BUBE (firm size) | 4 ll 4F # (firm
age) W % FLFT (leverage, Lev) . AL B B (Sep) 24 F| 7K 5 (profitability, Prof) , it 37 # 2 1L
] (the independent directors proportion, Indep) /£ by 5 #il 4% &, Jf & B HE 0248 & %2 il 45 4y
(Year) 517k (ins) B 52

R2HM TR AU LA AR B E X,

F2 FETEMEX

LA EA S (A ] AR E X
PR R | BARBIFRA Inno | e B & S/ FE S ICA
MR E | FIEWAKT FI o LA R G A A Ml RS R
NN R R R GC  |B— (B, +0.5XB; +0.25XB, +0.125XB;)
N ] PH |P,—aHA, —(1—SA,

Al BEAR Asset A Saa =S W DS B/ S

0V AF 1 Lnage |4l 537 KA A 88 %5 5L

Wt 55 FLAT Lev WrE R
b PIAL 535 B Sep Al e A A A S A Z 22

B K - Prof |ROA

My 37 < LA Indep | Zh7 3 F 4/ S E F 4w

Ay Year A I AR R

7l ins A7 My WIE A5

(OB E
K 56 G A Al BHT A B R0 R A T LA [l U AR

INEIZFEETE(E 38 K% 3 HD




RD=q + BFI+ >, v.Controls + ¢ (HD

i=1

TG SR PR 5 A 2R M R R T AR T AT [ AR

7
RD = o + B, F1+ 8,GC + 8;F1 X GC + > 7,Controls + ¢ (H2)

i=1
Sy TR SR B ) = AE R R A T LATE I AR A
RD = a + B, F1+ 8,GC + B, PH + B,FI X GC + B, FI1 X PH + 8, GC X PH + 8, FI
7
X GC X PH + >, v,Controls + ¢ (H3)

M KIELERE 5

()R PG T+

3t T R AR R AR PEGE T o AR R AR (R AR 2E L R R /IME L 25 D0 K
WAL R 75 o e ORI R R (B . T LA B2 (1) 2% Al 3] BOR B8 BEAAF TR BRI 22 57 UL
FEAR Al Xof T 3 — [ 1Y B AR B2 AN () FE P e ML BB A TR ABIE 5T 5 (2) FE 0 A K- 1 d5e /N
HR 0.1, J KA N 0.854 ARifE2E N 0.156 , P B A SCHEA Al 315 W0 AL BE A 4 W] B AN [ L 32
BT ASCHR T B9 T 5 (3) Bk N BT 45 A P X R #4523 0€0.001) B B A SCAY I 4 T i
REAE AT RO s Ak BT o0 e S AR 2

R3 HWMREFITIRER

EAS (2] ¥ifE PR 2 Io/ME (25 %4 gk | LS |75 %A ik | B (E
HARBH A Inno 0.041 0.035 | 2.11e—06 0.024 0.034 0.049 0.298
F G W NIKF FI 0.358 0.156 0.1 0.229 0.340 0.716 0.854
IR SR A R GC 7.514 1.598 3.5 6.5 8 8 15

LR BE PH 0.001 0.064 —0.318 —0.017 0.002 0.024 0.289
Al B Asset 21.41 0.866 18.878 20.795 21.299 21.880 25.4
Al AR Lnage 8.208 0.496 6.597 7.919 8.299 8.543 9.162
W0 55 KT AT Lev 0.347 0.2 0.015 0.188 0.322 0.492 1.806
WA 43 5 8 Sep 5.677 8.233 0 0 0 10.206 35.961
2R 7K - Prof 0.046 0.054 —0.507 0.021 0.044 0.07 0.434
o 37 H 2 L Indep 0.372 0.054 0.25 0.333 0.333 0.429 0.667

(O ZIthla4s

Fig BRI 348 22 T [ 1 A 7R AT T SIS AG 500 1 SR 42 ol T A oMb AR A B A S i, L R Al
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Family Involvement and Firm Technological Innovation

Min Yijie,Chen Zhijun,Li Rong

(School of Management , Shandong University .Ji’nan 250100,China)

Abstract : This paper establishes a three-dimension interaction model to study the relation-
ship between family involvement and firm technological innovation input,and further focus

on the two-dimension interaction effect of governance context complexity (TF#:% 112 )
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nent.Based on a literature review,this paper firstly elaborates the essential features of legiti-
mating under different theoretical systems; then from an institutional isomorphism theory
perspective,it emphatically interprets the sources and ways of MNEs’ legitimating in their
host countries; according to the characteristics of MNEs and market subjects of the host
countries, this paper systematically explains and summarizes the categories of the MNEs” le-
gitimating strategy in their host countries; based on such study, it systematically reviews
some related empirical studies,such as conception measurement,result variable selection and
national data comparison; at last it puts forward some prospects for future research empha-
ses and directions to provide the reference for follow-up research and internationalization
practice of enterprises.

Key words: multinational enterprise; legitimating; institutional distance; institutional
pressure

(T 4. R #)

(L% 98 )
and the three-dimension interaction effect of performance hazard.It comes to the following
conclusions:firstly, the increase in family involvement leads to the reduction in technological
innovation intensity in family firms; secondly,as the complexity of governance subjects in-
creases, the negative effect of family involvement on firm technological innovation input
deepens; thirdly,as firm business hazard deepens,the negative moderating role of the com-
plexity of governance subjects further deepens. These conclusions above-mentioned go against
the expectation of behavioral agency theory, showing that governance context complexity
may serve as an applicable boundary of behavioral agency theory.In other words, behavioral
agency theory is inappropriate to explain risk-taking behavior in family firms in complex gov-
ernance context,

Key words: behavioral agency theory; family involvement; technological innovation in-

put; governance context complexity; performance hazard
(WHEHE . R )
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