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1. Avbtuegrrsav

%3 b, THHEIR, ERR AT 2 =20 2y MDD 3550w 25T L T»
%, BB VC-PE7 7 v F. ZLCHEHD b v 7 TH 3 KFHEPEHHICE T X — L4
U Iy MHIBEAINT2, CEO KBV TIKED Deloitte PHED7 7 —v = 4 &
AHARER L —L) Iy MillZzBAT 20 IN 0D, HAMICATHEALT
WEREEHTH S, a—FKL — b AN F YR TICEREL . EH %8 U THAE
e E BRI, RN G CRE TN 2 O Th L, BEH O ICHIR 2
T 5 4TI (Benz and Frey, 2007; Whitehead, 2011), L 2> L. HRSEMICIZH ICEY) -
AREGREEPRE ZH-o T3 L IERL I, BEFOEEHHEIAR L &5 it o THEE
BEAT LRI ETIERMETERMEI N TS (e.g, Miller, 1991; Henderson et al., 2006;
Bizjak et al., 2009; Jensen, 1993; Murphy, 1986; &= 5 « A - #7H,2002), Z D729, FEEZED
Z2—LY Iy MAlORIFICOWTEFS, REFE 77 A F VA EF L o RO BRI
59, EFERICENTHELLERAE T - T3 (Whitehead, 2011; Mader, 2006; Myatt,
2013; Abou-El-Fotouh, 2018; Farah et al. 2019; Limbach et al., 2016), L2*L. Z 9 L7=&E B
OREHICELT, 2—4Y 3y MlEAOREERK S Z O RFEAMH~ KT T HEICO W
THoRBEERfTON TR o7z ARIZ S LzF v vy 72 H® 2 BE L o
BR—21Y Iy MillZEBAT 2 HARMBEZNRIC, 2—240 3y MHPEADREZRERK KO
Z DEADBEAME~ ST T HE 2 HEEL T <

2 —25Y Iy MllIZREZ ORISR T 5 C Lic X 2 MERBEE T 2RI,
HEFZABfTONIHE L WR 2, BREEOEMIE RIS 52 &AL REL

LT, REE DR OBIEL - #EEPRIE T 2 g OIEL 2338 Z & (e.g., Hambrick
and Fukutomi, 1991; Miller, 1991; Miller and Shamsie, 2001; Wu et al., 2005; Henderson et al., 2006;
McClelland et al., 2010; Belenzon et al., 2019)%°, FEALHAR] 23 < 7 % 1< D LB IS 3 3 2 #%

HEDOHES] - N7 =R IR DB RIC X 2N F v ABBREL I {72 b 2 & (Allen
and Panian, 1982; Ocasio, 1994; Hermalin and Weisbach, 1998; Chen, 2004; Armstrong et al., 2021)
BRI TV 2, T oIt 2— LY Iy MNIZEMN 2R TN % 72 O FHERY 72 FEE
HERRPITONBHIE L vz 5, GHEIIY 7 iEH FH AU DA DR AL & 4% M1 3 5
T & 231 6 LT\ % (Zhang and Rajagopalan, 2004), TEAFEHAE @ BHALIC X 2 [E 2 RER
DIRGELICE 2 a A M RKRETREIZE, £—2Y IV  MillZBATIA) Y F23H B LHE
Abid,

—J T X =LY Iy MlOBAICIESE L DR M2 5, 2—24Y Iy FHIIRES
DB IV ITbNLT 725, HEFOLMUTIT, FEIE 7 v & 22RO DR %
itk —EOREELNR A N0 B T L AERE N T W B (e.g., Grusky, 1963;
Ballinger and Marcel, 2010; Boeker, 1992), £ 95 L7232 XA PR REWEFEIFELX—2LY I v b

I 7= & 21X, Deloitte #1:1% 4 T TOEMZAH]  (https://www.primegenesis.com/our-blog/2018/07/should-
ceos-have-term-limits/) . >K[E Gza Geoenvironmental i3 6 “E{EH] T O EHZIRH]  (https:/chiefexecutive.net/
the-benefits-of-self-imposed-term-limit-for-ceos/) . F[E 7 7 — 7 = A fHIFFHEE TEMAZ NS 2EH L Twv
% (https://www.huawei.com/jp/publications/huawave/06/hw-148857-hw_144428-101313-101782-hw_144478),
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FOBEANZT AV Y PRKREL R EEFEZLND, AREABREEPRE LRI LT
ERVWIEDLX—LY Iy HlOTAY Yy b wnwz 3, X5, BB HRE - Th Y EHK
A RAD TN, REFIXRAMNZFIE X D ETHM ORI 28Kk 2 lagrEd &
2o Z9LT Ay FEEARAZE, X—20 Iy MHIIZFEICEEMEE SO 2 & XES %
v, BRECHUH S IhEOME% mw 2 X 5 aftillas kN TEgLZZ L 2EATED,
EEAE 2 BT 2 A ZBAT 2 L ICERIL A WES I, Lo T BADRXY v
FBRTAY Y bR ERESTWBRY | BKE - B, AT — 2R VX =20 0BFRBHEL N
LI, Z—2Y Iy MHFEAIRPTVWEEZ LN

HACIE, EHAR - FHEi it =2 222 i 0 IR 37303 % < F#7E L (Kim, 2004 3 Shimizu
and Hitt, 2006 ; FEFRIK £, 2006), HEED X —L) 2y FlZEALTHW 3 RESL N
ETHIGNTWSY, LaLl, =240 Iy MlIBAORRER L4k <. BALZ DRI
WEANRLTWEDLITIIARV, =20 3y Ml TR LEEh, BN CER &
RoTWBZ e, HNIRIBAAEY AR Yy —F VX FORITHIEL LN T WS
(Kim and Heuksuk-dong, 2004), % D7-% . AfF<ld, 3 HALL ik ©fF CIEAE AR che
BRI NTcbEE 2 —2) Iy MEARELER L, £—2Y Iy MillZEA
LT3 D3k 64,774 R - EH v TADIH 6555 RFE-FEH v TLThHhY, 1 EHD
BENRZX—LY Iy MllZEBEALTHWEEFEZbN5,

=10 Iy MHPEAOPEBERICE T 2 FEADHAERIZLL T oMY TH 2,5 1 1,
EEE AR EEE S L IR -2 ) 2y FHIZEATZZERHL D ICR 5 72,
ETEIT AR ORBAREFEZ b, AREAREEEMIET 2 KT, ARTRVE
HEMEIIN D REEIET L, BREERR A M NS k2, 200, ZofRIT,
TR APPSO REIIE, =20 Iy MIZEALLZLETH DS E\0IHE X EEAW
TH b, Ric, MRARBHEIENREIIE X —L) Iy MlZEBALBLTHE LM
D00 7, FEEBERRER DS ERNTESLTEMHE O BRI X 218K (BEH DR
DO BEIELLHRIE OREEAL) 1. FRICHIERRA £ 4 7 OREICE TR E W, RFEOERIZ,
REHFLZNERORASFEZNTHCETHM O RILIc X 2 BAPKE L RV 235 i
28, 2=V Iy MHABAT L LVWIEZLEANTDH S,

21990 FARDHARIZB W TIKE TR OND X 2 BTN NF U A TR, AL NI RIF NS
ARHLATND, LL, WTIUZEW T HREMECHE L O ERITE L TWEEEILND
720, ARTIEZ O LA ERRICIGRZHE L T\ 5,
AL TWAEREICIE, HRAA, Ay, il Wi, —“ERTE “EZBHE VoA
RETLH2EENLEHEND, SEFIFERTFTEALDOXY—2T Iy MR ED BTN TS, 72 2L,
ZHEBHROAEANIT 458 (AAREHR 2021 47 A 3 B https://www.nikkei.com/article/DGXZQOUC025
NX0S1A700C2000000/) , 7 > & OFLEATIIE 6 4 (H AR HR 2020 42 A 18 H https://www.nikkei.com
/article/DGXMZ055779590Y0A210C2TJ2000/) , =ZE TEOHRATYIL 5 4 (BAREHH 2018 4£5 A
11 H. https://www.nikkei.com/article/DGXMZ030328860Q8A510C1000000/) ., HI H A DEEAEIIL 4 48
GEFIZ A ¥ F 2022 42 A, https://diamond.jp/articles/-/295400) . = HWpE OFEEAEHIL 6 45 (R
T/ I A k2020412 A, https://weekly-economist.mainichi jp/articles/20201210/se1/00m/020/002000d) 73
B/H LR TND, iz, EHROHEEEHBIZ S ERXRLEL SN TEE (BRI e 2T v 7 2021
46 H. https://xtech.nikkei.com/atcl/nxt/column/18/00848/00054/) ,
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SRS bR R E WAEIZY, £—2) Iy MIZEBEALRD TR W L 235y
oz, HRICE TS a—FRL — FHoNF v R FEEEEI 2 H > T/ 2 B3I s T wn
% (Kang and Shivdasani, 1995; Abe 1997; &=, 1998), Z OfEF I, SRS I X 2 H S
VARERNIEE, RSB ELIcXoTAL 2 -V 2 vy —[HEMEMEINE 20D
Z—00 Iy MHlZEATZLBEEBENE WIEZEEENE VRS,

REIC, WAk, 2—20 Iy Ml L ARZEAME (TobinQ) & DRARICOWTREEL 72, 5
l1ic, 2—2Y 3 v MHIFEEAMETIZ. CEO DYEEHIE & TobinQ & D EICH U F A DR
BBHALNTZH, BARFETIIZ S LEBEREIAON o7, 210, BEAMETIE, 7E
EHI O R X % TobinQ @ MR & 2H1IC, REERRBMTbN TS T L2300 h
o7, BT, BEERROB I ETLICH Yy TAEREILCOT2 L, R 1HEHE
2HEHICBWT, BAMRED TobinQ IFIFEARZE L Y Ew, —FH T, U 3 FHLURKIC
BT, BAMELIFEAMRIFEICE T 2MF D TobinQ DIKEIEGE R bNAE»ro7, T
> L7z RIZ, £ =240 3y MPEAMETIREERROUER L+ I ThbIREER
RIFDIRAL 72 &1C X 2 RZEMEIC T 23582 2 12 < <, CEO DfEEHIMsEItT 2L T
A4 U 2 R ZEMER T ORTICREEORRBEHTE TV L 0wIZEZXHLBEANLE VR D,
— /T RPHBIATONDE ZETHELD F—F AV P AV vyT 4 7O 72
EMfE O Bk, 2—29 Iy MHPEEAZBELC CTHRAEI N0 o7, 200 DFFERIT, £
HERNREFONEROMEEZEE L2~y F v 274 v 7 A ZFIRH L ZBEEICE W T AR
DFERBFONT WS,

THIC BMEREEE LT, £ —24Y Iy MEEAICOWTEABZOMN T & OMEEEZ 1T -
oo Z—=L2Y Iy bHIOEABYIREEZE LD D, SRAUKOREF CEVLT, BREEAR
REFO MEMMEE T2 MZ SN RBA LN, ZORRIFL—2Y Iy FHICLER
REDRELZH CREMAFIZH 2 21213, 2—24Y 3 v MEEABKIM 22 2 A HEMEDS
HbHIZEETRBLTNS,

ARz WL o2 offFeic LEMZEH 2, 2 —20 v FHICBE T 2583
2EHMCH D, x—20 Ty MICBT 20581k, BFERE ICBIT 2058 & L <. M7 EUH
TR E L2 B o £ — 40 3 v MilZRB S 25EATF{ET % (e.g., Dou
etal., 2015; Clements et al., 2018; Godos-Diez et al., 2018), Z 4L 5 DEATIHIE CTld. SR HUHB
CHF 2 2—24Y Iy MllZ, IO ZEREOIFRZHEETE 2 77ED 1 DL T
Wh, LALAERS, REFHFENRE LEZZ—L4) 3y FEICOWTOREITEE L 2\,
AFRBFREED X2 —210 3 v FHlOEADREERN P Z O MEMIME~KIETHELY D
THEEL 7258 CTH V. IR EFERERV S22 LERLTWw5,

REH DLW, BEFHZR, a—FKLr — A NF v 2T 2RI 2 Hilikd #
Zbd, BRI % S Cld, CEO BTUWIcs T 2 N 0iREL. CEO TET-HH
Mo tick 22— = vy —[ES CEO fe 1 DBUEL - B OFELDOFEE 5 1 T
DEEEPT T2 2 L AEH S . CEO OEEIAM & ¥k - MRMER I U F
R OBARDS D % Z & AR X T % (Henderson et al., 2006; Brochet et al., 2021), AFH Tl £
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— L) Iy MIBEEAMRETIZZ S L U FRERAER NN & 272 ICHEEL 72,
Z LT, ZoHBE LT, SEEZROMEMERT 22, RIALICX 27 2 Y v b »8ETE
LT 2HNCREZELLZNRT 22 —20 Iy MHlOX ) v P 2HIF T3, TEFHHR R
ftd2ceick 2EMEDKTIZa—RL— b T NF Y RZBELTHIZ LN, REEED
IR EE 2 B4 LR 22 2 ) L —ZRIC X - TR EZ ORI E T 55 2
& H3HI B 1T\ 5 (Zhang and Rajagopalan, 2004), AfEid., X2 —24 Y I v Ml B O IR
A (2 =KL = AANF R Y L= L) 2RET 287 bl A TH 2 AlhE
HERRL T3,

REEDOWERIIUL T D B0 TH 5, KifiTld CEO DIELHIRIC OV T ORfTHIE % £ &
D729 A CARRDOIRG TR T 5, B 3{HMTT —2°H vy 7LOHHEIT V. 5 4 HiTHE
AL ORERICOVWTE L DB, £ LT, H5HiE L TARDORGERZLE~TW» L,

2. JEATHE L ARGR
2.1 EFERMDa X b

BREZEOZRICIE, —EDIRMEL2E I EBHMLNT VS (eg., Grusky, 1960, 1961,
1963; Boeker, 1992; Ballinger and Marcel, 2010), #2=#H D02 2 Miciz, O#EY) R EE %
BRR-GEHRT 23X, OFEY R AEZEBATLE) AL OREFLZ BTS2,
DAT =7 FANE =D oDEEIRN IR, OANER - ZTF— 7 FA K-k
DRARMEDIHAT 2 a R M35 5, £3. B AREE 2R - EH T2 a3 X M icid, B
HEDIAHRES R ETHNI 2 b OiiE 1B 3 2 162 INE L, KffE % 221 <, =&
RO wolzax b ERH D (eg., Grusky, 1963; Boeker, 1992; Ballinger and Marcel,
2010; Berns and Klarner, 2017: 84)

P A EFH 2 EATLE ) 2 AR TR D 15TH % (Berns and Klarner, 2017)
FEEH OFEMLOFRICIT. HUfit 2 & T CEO fefili®r & Dbl <. f&hlig ofe)s - FhicBis 2
FARVIEHR D IENFRIE DS FAE T % 72 % (Harris and Helfat, 1997; Zhang, 2008) . HHE T3 7Zx 4%
HEEZEALTLE D 2L 23% > (Zhang,2008) 4, Z L T, Atz A% # CEO & L CE
BIEE T2 2575 & EICRET T FAOBIE 2225720 TR <, T HICHl
FRONREEL T 3 C L SR E D FH AT 5 (Khurana, 2001), ANEY AR EEIEE I NS
&, HBIESLCRR - 7R EHIE 2 & 52 &L TR BREEHIZ, "ftax i nwz 3,

HEHEZIREIE 2720103, RS IERRERPHRT LR Z 20 TRHE L., 4G
IC X o TUIIHUEH O FHEHR 21T\, B CREE 2 ET 2 BEREZ L 2 T L7k
O\, LU O FHER IC IR 2 22200 . BEOEREZH L, 2D X9 aifE0E
MBI ORRILEBTE 23Rz s, REFZEIIEE R MEIRES
DSRN N D TV b LY F I T 513 K& (Allen and Panian, 1982; Boeker, 1992).

4 Zhang (2008)1%. REELZMNEL I FELUNICREEIHMEINCT VI L 2EREL TV 5,
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1 CEO & MMM D 2 T — 27 4L X —[EICiE CEO DTl + GBI IC D\ TIEH D IERFR
PEDMFIE L T\ 2728 CEO 13 RERICEHBIR Z 3 S L ic < v (Karaevli and
Zajac, 2013; Berns and Klarner, 2017: 94) , # CEO 25#H#& N7k 2> HASHEZ 15 S T i Ui,
FEHE O HILECHAAN O EEFA~DT 7 v ABHIR X, CEO (3% DEES) %+ IcFHE
TERV, ZhbREEFEZRDOaxteFEzLND,

REFH ORI X o T, MRATE TICEM L 2R E 0N O HEMARE, Mfkicd 2
BT REEE O NEA - HE (2t MBS, TR R X T — 27 kA X —1cBi3 541
i) (Zhang and Rajagopalan, 2004; Berns and Klarner 2017: 93; Schepker et al., 2017: 702) < A
T =7 RN — L OWEE X N-ERYE (Grusky, 1960, 1961; Schepker et al., 2017: 703) 374
LTLES. 29 LEANER - HEECRARMEDOHADREEDOLZNRaA LI L),

O VoefEEHBFEOLZMN IR Mic k), BEFLZREICMIEICHNT 2 7HlEi255E £ 5 Ik
fliA3ELE T L3 <L RSEMMIEIET Led v, 23Uk 2 SFRIIEHRIE O R 7 7 4 U 7 4 534
L3 < (Clayton et al., 2005), F7z, FEEZHELZRICNFT 2HEROKIGIIA N T 4 71T
YL T VI LS TS (Beaty and Zajac, 1987; Graffin et al., 2013), FFiC, #EEHEFRL
ROME[ENTE TV T2 CEO OBTFEL)ICHRERIIA T T 4 7RG Y %
3\ (Johnson et al., 1985; Worrell et al., 1986; Worrell and Davidson, 1987; Beatty and Zajac, 1987)

22, EH OEEHE ORI 2 b

EH O R 2 2 & THREMMEIMET LT Ao TS,
FEMMMEAMET 32 1 DHOMEIZ, REFOEMRIZREL &b 2 L TREZDRESI A
FADBIELT 5 2 &, BEENBEORINABICEIHST 22 Licdh 5 (Miller, 1990),
CEO OTETHM RIS %2 2 & T, CEO @& R 7 IThf 3 2 HR-CRILAK T 2 £ Eb
LT\ % (Hambrick and Fukutomi, 1991; Barker and Mueller, 2002), BHEE DK T 1x. #H77- 250
kO ER WAL, BEANCAF VOB LR b 25T, 72, AEEHES RS 2 1C
ONTHRETLOLTE ZNEA Y F 7 — 27 2L I NS 20 SNEGEEHRIE O FH 23 KiE i
Y $ENOIEHRIE~DIKIFED T E 5, tEHNOIFHRIFICIHF TS, CEO 23F> T 5%
KPR [Ebk\v], 2 IE CEO D87 X4 LT 386, RIATE D CEO 13E T
o ZDFEREZTIMO Rl ms LT, XV RVEHIHOERICIKIET 2 X517k b

(Hambrick and Fukutomi, 1991), Z 9 L 721EHIRDOFD b Hi7-7a A F L DE A% 55T, HE
DEIELE D720 F, I Hic, IEBIDREH T, K e & dicACHEICHY . &
BRe 22 71T 2HEEBEL. BEOKZ D 725 L 2HIEC TR ICET 2 2 &2
fefiE LT\ % (Gabarro, 1987; Miller, 1991, 1994; Henderson et al., 2006; McClelland et al.,
2010), HEJI R R F v O BRI ISR~ D E#h L, HTE O MBERE O RIIEE L Z hic
P> 72 BRIE AR T O TV A B U HIWT© & 72 < 3% (Kiesler and Sproull, 1982; Mazer, 1994)
% X LIHIMiACE RS m %13l REDFHE (Miller and Shamsie, 2001) , 23 D i 4

5 Hambrick and Fukutomi (1991: 725)(%, #EH OETWIM O WA 28 % 2 & | [{ETHM2 1 8T
2 kic, BEEIE. BOPHL L EETECHADORTAEL W E WS RELZED T HRA S
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17H) (Stephanetal.,,2003). ¥ DHMEZE (Boeker, 1997) ICH DFE % JIT T T & o3
INTWAES, REZOEMHBBEL RbicoN. BEH OIS, HREEDREEAL A3 24
fiR e L CREMEMET T2 ELLN5,

REEE OEEMRSR 2% 2 & CREMEIMET 209 1 2OHEIE, 2 -F1L—
FANF Y RICH B, EEEDIEERIA R 2513 & BEE ORI S ICN S 287 —
DB 7Y, a—KL =t ANF VAP0 2 e BERH I LT3 (Hermalin and
Weisbach, 1998), ffil 2 1. fEAEHARII R 72 3 & & ©, REH THURIR & B4 70 BI0R & RS
TEHIEeR MEHEDEL AT E LCEMT 22 LA E2EL T, BRSO E
HORREFBNICEHES 2 2 & 28 L < 9% (Whitehead, 2011), #H# OIEEHIM A K
{75138, BEHE~EHZE S IR (Coles, et al. 2014) . 21 7nfE N & % 750 s
#¢ (Hwang and Kim, 2009; Fracassi and Tate, 2012) . A FEEHAYICIE L WHLX  (Westphal and
Zajac, 1995) 2MEMIT 2 Z EBEMEI N T2, £ 5 L-HU o, S¥EFOE(L
% turnover performance sensitivity D{& T % % 7z &3 (Fracassi and Tate, 2012; Coles, et al. 2014;
Dikollietal.,2014) Z &23fifidnC\w37, 2% 0, EFHBPIRLT 2 2 &, REH
DR R~ T 2R NN 2 EmD, TV LY FRBR I NS & TREF DM
JEICHT 2 BT L, REDOHIE 2RI EZE O Z BRI Z Lok —Y =
vi—aAbrREE Y, REMEOENICORELEELLONDS,

2.3, TEEHIRE & A SEqifiE o B 7
REEFDF v U 7R, EAR 2R RRTE P M E~ MBI 2
BT 25, ZOH T REEH OIELHREIZH.ON REEE L 72> T %, CEO DRI

& ZEAMfE & DRAfRICD W TIE, W U FBIfRICH 5 2 L AH ST 5 (Eitzen and Yetman,
1972; Miller, 1991; Hambrick and Fukutomi, 1991; Miller and Shamsie, 2001; Stephan et al., 2003;
Wu et al., 2005; Brochet et al., 2021; =& - HA « $7H, 2002), b b | ghiE4011L B3

DO AER - HFBZ L AT — 2 F A X — L DEHEEZEAEEI LTV RN &)
HY . R EZITS L L DM LY 1 < v (Hambrick and Fukutomi,

5] tiiRTWn3,

6 Salas (2010)i%, TEATHIMIAY 10 F&#E %, WE 3 EMOIERENH L < 720> CEO NZEIRIE L1554, Rl

NEFRTAHZEERAL TS, LMo T, EEHENAEWRESILVBERGTFETHY . NELFHI

DEDOKE L EOHBERS A EEX NS,

T REERIN OB B O T — LT T v a— FRENEAR ELIThND Z EBNEH SN TV D
(Wade et al. 1990; Main et al. 1995; Westphal and Zajac, 1995)

8 Walters et al. (2007)i%, BULT F 7 » AREO TGO KIGIZR L, CEO OTEEHIRI S KIFE T 2% MREE L T

W5, TEEHIM %8 U C CEO O¥Gm#k, AE, BERNOEBERER~ORFEEXEE Y. Ai%REIX

BRTDHRENINBEE DT, BRI T 20N E £ 5 Z & <2 CEO ORI DFF EL L2 &R EOFIZE

LV b B OOREREELT HEIWNEIT O FIRRMER S 5, O ORGEREE O IX, TEHENEL 25125

NEBUCKTT 2 TSN LT 2800, 8 FEFRTHIANLZOHMBITMET L TN Z EERL

T35,

O RERE LBV TRIFELRITTHANIREEETH S (e.g, Bandiera et al., 2020; Mackey, 2008).
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1991; Li and Patel, 2019; Brochet et al., 2021) ', FEfEMIFIDREDIC o, fEEH O AKEAD
BRI, HECREERICON T 2 ENBEE D WEEBCBE R EDONEL - S0 X T
— I HENKE =D == XA ~DIICENRINCATI S B TEDLLIICRD70, BELY X
D ZEAME 237 3% (Hambrick and Fukutomi, 1991; Gibbons and Murphy, 1992; Brochet et al.,
2021). L2 L, EEHIEARIUL ST 2 &, Sedoi@ b . REMLic e 75 a2 b 23hh 0,

ZEAMEZME T 3% (Hambrick and Fukutomi, 1991; Henderson et al., 2006; Brochet et al., 2021) ,

2.4 A&

EI Vo ER BEFHDOX—LY Iy MilZEAT 2 D5, BREFHINIT SERICIE.
REEOEL TR EBEROMBOBEILZEBEC L b, —EDIRFBHH 5,
Zoio, HBICREZORNREIT) 2L IMEMELZED 2 LIRS v, RE, Bk
KT TN d BEOMEE FmD 5 X ) hftilartNTEL 2L 2EATVE, 2D
AR TIER, 2—240 Iy Ml X o TREMESEE 2 REIEEEALPLT W ERIEL,
BADOPFEHERIC O W TR E 72 T T L,

2.4.1. REEEFWME OBHKIE

Upper echelon BGiTlE, CEO O AWERIIMFEOEFIEELEOFRR L SN TS, H
HKEEDE > CEO (X, RN ZREE CRE 21T (Miller and Xu, 2020), R 722 5 &1
B % 17 \» (Bertrand and Schoar, 2003) . & 0 &\ {3E¥4E % _EF % (Bertrand and Schoar, 2003) ,
HEIEMOBEKERE VGG, 22002 ) v P 2MREIIEZTE S, 1202 v M
BEEGEMOBBEKEREVRETIX, BABEVEMEL 7 —LrINTnEZLTH S,
— X, BEKERE W L ERENIAE W LTI IEDRRMESH Y (Datta and Datta,
2014; Miller etal., 2015; Miller and Xu, 2020), HREZ&MEHE 27— I N Tw5 2 L THAEET
RORREENEITNICS SRS, $/2, 39 120X Y v I, HEKELZRTFREIX, ~
7 F b UCTHERE LTGRO IEXIFREDRED/NE K 725 2 L TH D (Becker, 1964; Datta and
Datta, 2014; Miller et al., 2015) . HUfffit & & ik E & i & DT, ik O e - THICB s
LIS AZDTET B0 2 5 LEBEKED B OREEZBEM AL gL MY RREE %
BATLE) A FRMET LT, RIRFFCOFEESE LT, KREZ DRI %)
CHIRETEDS B % 6

Z2—LY Iy MilllIREEZTOEHORMLZ C 720 0@ ZREEZT LS TH Y, #
HEOZRPHE L TObNY T v, RETZOEHOEDDHR NI LICKZaR I BH o7
ELTH, HEICE LI axr 2 EN2 3 0¥ FER ERRATN AT NITLX—24Y
Iy MHIZEAT A Y v MK, REEE G OBE KEED S AR TIE, BESI A3 & E

10 Liand Patel (2019)iX, =37 U A MDD CEO X, —#x07e NHEAREZ FF2b O OMERBA O NEAR
NZ LW OBMEYS WO IR D D20, TAEHIRARE < 22 0 BREEA OEBRIEMMEEL &0 5185
NEFITEE > T Z & A LTV 5, Graf-Viachy et al. (2020)43, 684 A CEQO D2 7 /L2 T,
B OFERD CEO OIEEWIM 2 TR L, MMM ST E CRBAAVEME NS E 0 . K EMERES S
RRBTEEHLMIL TN,
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WEB T =N INT VB LRI, XT— 27 R & — & REE GG OS2 o [
FFEANCIE 7R D Ic L REFERRORR A M 3/NEL AR5 9, Lido T, HE K
ERFOREERM A S @A REITE, 2—2) Iy MHlloX )y bBT XY v b E
kYIS RBEEZLNS,

Hl-1: HHEKEDOFHOREZRMHE S L BRI 2 —LY Iy MllZEAT 5,

2.4.2. WHEERAFERIRE

CEO DEHAMICIG U T, CEO DA vk v T 4 7, @, HE, HF v 205820 S
FERAFEIIG I E 2 MIT L T3 2 e R I T 5, BTSN, BEH 3t = 7
— VRN E =P+ aREBEEMRON T2 DI TIEARV, 2070, CEO E\WH R
LHODXFFCEEHEZT 5720, VIO CEO XHHEMOEEREZITIA vV
T AT EREDOZEPHA LN TS (Ali and Zhang, 2015; Agarwal et al. 2018), CEO (T4
PNCFIA e T =~ v R M LI 57201, EAREREZHEIRL 25 TH 5
ZEPME ST T w3 (Aliand Zhang, 2015) ', & 9 L7z BRI 22 FE BRI E O B IZ &
AR 7 A ZEAM 1 % (KX T & 2 % 72 ® (Ewert and Wagenhofer, 2005; Wang, 2006; Leggett et al., 2016;
Bereskin et al., 2017), WFFEFARMMEHEICL o TEE LWTEI & 135 2\,

CEO DTEATHAR o RIL b WIERFE M ZE DB MIg IC K 2 B % U3, REICDH

720 k% I X BT & 72 CEO 1d. iE DM FiE [, #5392 X 5127 % (Gabarro,
1987; Hambrick and Fukutomi, 1991; Miller, 1991, 1994; Henderson et al., 2006; McClelland et al.,
2010), & 51T, FREDHEHIRICKE SR £ 2 71§ 2 BEAHEN 2 Z LA ONT WS

(Hambrick and Fukutomi, 1991; Barker and Mueller, 2002), CEO O {FHiEI 23K b33 2 &
THCEDOFEZBEE L, HHRAHIR S v, BEREOAEN S Z T i " T7 X4 L~D
BG5S, WITERAFE DRSS 2 AlBEPE A3 E T 5. Wuetal. (2005) 1. CEO
DRI L & D ICRED AL D L b T 2N L Tz, FRICEMNICcEAFIy ok
R¥ETIR, FHTERO CEO 2RIIFEM® CEO XY b HMHZIEL T2 2 LWL A
LTWw3,

CEO DTEEHiMBs Rt T2 itk 2 a— KL — v 2OEL S BEDHTYEH
FEHRIG IO " T T AN F v RARE(T L REFIREOFFEZERTE 4 v
VT4 TMET L., HODRISZERLT 21782 & V25172 % (Butler and Newman,
1989; Dechow and Sloan, 1991; Hambrick and Fukutomi, 1991; Miller and Shamsie, 2001) , £ {1
MBI RMIT 2 & CEO XLEMECHREEZ KD 2 L 51k b7, MEHAEKEL Vo7
VR BEWIREZIN A1 % (Butlerand Newman, 1989; Dechow and Sloan, 1991; Zona,
2016) 2, 5 L =7EMHRM o R L OFEREANIC e S v X 5 I, MR EICE X

U B SRIIWTIER S A i B IR R L B 3T B A H o IcERE T E A S e I T »

% (Penman and Zhang, 2002),

12 SHE & 172 CEO RIXTld, CEOBTLHZDF ¥ ) T(&RLHIE L L CHANERBBRIEE LT 3
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% & { Prospector B DFFEERIE % & 2 31X, CEO OIEAEMRI W & B3 T hTwn
% (Chaganti and Sambharya, 1987; Thomas et al., 1991) '3,

WFFERHFE A CEE R MBFEIC L > T, CEO DIEYIH O C W 7 i FEHHF & o Bl
CIEAEE O RIULIC & 2 IERE eI I E L L < i3 av, 2 —24 0 v M,
FEHFRZMNICE T 2 FATERH TN S 72D D R T — 7 F A K= 0 DFHELHFP
T, BHEEZESS 2 20 1M EN R T8 21T 5 BEMEMEC = Y RIMTEE 2P <720,
MK W TR 2B CPIREMED B 2, Z D70, WA MIEITE, £ =20 I v Ml
FEALDBbTHDLEEZEZOND,

Hl-2a : if9epzBIAEIZ Y, £—20 I v MilZEBAT 3,

ZDO—FT, MERAEHEPEIZE X -2 Iy MIZEALZVAREED DL, D0
UMD E o T2 & fEEE TR MRS 2 B, R+ oEf o K
KAk &K 2 A[EEM: 235 5 (Butler and Newman, 1989; Dechow and Sloan, 1991; Zona,
2016), WFFEHHFHEIZRIANGHET cCoKE L w1 CEO DfEAEHch L. HoD
EARICER I 2 L IZRO B WIRETH 5, £ D72, WHFEHIFEIAZE I TAE AR 23 0k
EFo T2 LI XaWELZITILTVHREESH 25, L7zdio T, o kico
s HWTRFAFRKENEE MBI L. 2 —2Y Iy MHllOENICHBRIIC R 5 TH 5
Do

HI1-2b : WFFepIRAIMZEIZ Y. 2 —L4 0 I v FIZEAL 2,

243, a—FKL—=FHANF VR

TEEIARI A RIS 2 2 &, BUiZIcx 3% CEO OS] « X7 — 235 < 7 b . B
KEMU A (AT v 2) BEEELICK A RB e T, ==Y = v v —HEI A
{4 % (Hermalin and Weisbach, 1998), 2 —FL — F HAF v R IZHHIHRESR E%EL 72
R , REEER M&A & o AR TN v 2ot E I X 2R RE 2@ - HC
A (Kosnik, 1990; Beatty and Zajac, 1994; Buchholtz and Ribbens, 1994) 23f77E3S %, AR AH
ANV RFIAHEY) I B 0BT R BT 2 720 WA N F v R0 ELZ T 5, £z,
BB ER R L O RMKEIC L 227 =Y A+ (David et al., 1998; David et al., 2001) %
M&A i X 2 BIND B/ ¥ 2B LT, WE AN F Y 2B R T ics vty -
vy —EOEICHIED % 221 5415 (Sundaramurthy et al., 1996)

Tl HRLnT-», R&D Pk E ICB T 2 /K FHREER S £ 0 v 2 L 2B S LT\ 5 (Naveen,
2006).
B R 2 BT 2B L L T Prospector B0 ¥kIE % & 2 BFERFE 2 5415, Miles and Snow (1978) 1%
FREHRIE %2 3 DDA (Prospector B, Analyze B, Defender ) 1534 L T\ %, Prospector 4 i35 % i,
DRF R &@LU THET 2 ER B OIS CTH 5, Prospector D MIEIIH ICHTRIRTE A BEEH L. #T
Tem P LY DG EE 2 BN 2 EA2 T L EbTw 3,
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HATRAMRETHZAA VANV I BBRREICHELREZ DAL v Ny 7o —FL —}
HANFYARKERKREZR L TWEZERAOLNT WS, BREEZNRORICE VT
3. A4 VRNV I BEET 513 EREEEOBARICREERRATON S Z L AER
T % (Kang and Shivdasani, 1995; Abe, 1997; &5, 1998), Z D7z%, #RiTAh Lic X 34
73 v Zp5EYICThiv, CEO DfElo Rtk 2 = —Y = vy —[EBEL L 7
LRVOTHIIE, =20 Iy MlOEAICIZHEBICR S5 9,

H1-3 : SRR b R e ia &2 — 2 ) Ty MlZEAL v,

244, FEEF OBET

TEEEA R 725 2 L TREF ORI BN L. BEMEEE{ L3 BbIckR S & Ww
bITW» 5, BEE ORI OBISLIX, fEE ORI 2 kO E5 & BISHEN D& X &
FICE 20 B EZT 5, BMINICH 72 A A RINGT 2 2 & i3, REE QMR OMEL
S RH L1 s o0 [ % 2E Ui < < 37 % (Hambrick and Mason, 1984; Bantel and Jackson, 1989) ,
FERRI) 72 AR 0 B AT 7= I 3 2 @S HE ) 13, ElRPHET L EbhTw b
(Verhaeghen and Salthouse, 1997; Rhodes, 2004; Brochet et al., 2021), # > CEO X FfRicH
720 HEHT2HEIEL. ANBROEE»L LD Y 24—V EEMICHVEZTE S, 20D
720, NNEROERB~OHKEX TR ETH L, AINERADOEREA RSN 21EE CEO 3
BRIZICHEIG L 72 Rt 21723 < 72 % (Antonakis and House, 2014: 765; Li and Patel, 2019;
Hutzschenreuteretal., 2012), Z 3LlE., = EH D EMDE W IE ERES D FIEAL - #BE DOREEAL
DEA/NZ VD3, FlnodE R EH OTEREAR 23R < 72 213 & CEO DRe/) DBRIEL - #K
Mg DMEEAIC X DURENKE L AR D 2 L 2ERT 5,

ZD1D, FPECAPREE L R 2EBH D 2 EIFE, £—240 Iy MiHllZEAL
BHLEZ LD, Ocasio (1999)i. H CEO DIERIC I\ TiEED CEO DFHE A, v
—FtEn b Z & W5 HIC L7z, Nishimura and Suzuki (2022)1%. CEO fk&IC 5\ T
fEEN72#H CEO DAEMIIET CEO 2T L 2B ERG Lt E# AL I LT W5, D
0. REBFEEHOFRAECIZERREREESRA IR TH Y, Z oA AR
B R 2 AREE IR R e b, L7eddo T BEFHBEMOFRBE IZE, X =20 Iy
FMilZEALRLTHDEEEZLND,

H1-4 @ BEFEME 0T mniz e, £—240 Iy MillZEAT 5,

245, F—=F AV A vRVYTA4T

FEEHEDPEENT 2 OEB I NI25E6, tRIEFHEITRAZHADOKRY vaveFioh,
HE~DOFEIHNTFEEDA vy T 4 7 & 7% (Lazear and Rosen, 1981; Baker et al.,
1988), FitEA4 vk v 7 4 7k, FiER oM ORI K O AAEDHER I EE % ZT 5 (Lazear
and Rosen, 1981; Kale et al., 2009), Coles and Uchida (2018)IZHAICEF 5 b —F AV F - 4
YRV T A TICOWTHIEL T b, HARMBEITRGEMTE 2R T 240044 < HA
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DEVARYVIFKERERICAG L EZ2ETEF Y )V TERZZBAEPS L, HRE~DF
HEFIFEFICHED 28 LD, 2L T, HROREZHRMIREE TS A REETH Y
KED CEO DM & b 132 2K MG E I/ N T, 20720, HRICET 5 7iE
Aver T4 7REHKICE ZHMMOBEME VS X Vi3t L ARKIERS L ) ERAEES
PAT 3 AIRetED & %

A E B I oNTHRMET ZEHFI S 27 L TlE, BEEIZHE TR ICH] % fks
N2 HBL o, HFRIIERS IS TN 2 AERH 2BV IET o5
LT/ b, ZD7=®, Colesand Uchida (2018)i%. #=H M & L TH T DU © LR A5
WIFE P —=F AV A vy T4 T0EE Y, REMESA LTS EFRL TS, X—
LY Iy MlZEAT 2T, REEVPEMERT 2 3% & M CREREI R C
EEBEHRL, P—=F AV F A vy T A THREVWEEZLNS, KFRTIE, HFOREH
R % 0IT &, N E TS ICE T2 b —F AV b A vy T4 THBEEEL 28D I 7
2720, Z—LY Iy MillZEALYEBLEZLND,

HI-5 @ HFEEEHRAEH BRI 2 — L) Ty MlZEAT 2,

24.6. Z—24Y v bl & 2

bl Y . i CEO DIEEHAM & R3EMM{E & DREfRIZ, WU FBRTH 2 2 LD
14T % (Henderson et al., 2006; Brochet et al., 2021), CEO @t 2441 D 1 AHifiH 73K
APl 72 B 0 BRI 2 AR CREE S O R RHE S > TH & 37, HM DItk DR
BBELTH Y, CEO Dfigh R cEicd | MMoREIAELTLE I DL Ebh
T\ % (Berns and Klarner, 2017; Beatty and Zajac, 1987), il 21X, Z2%R1C CEO DR 23TH
N8, SUEfDHE > Tuip W O BESHENICHT 7272 CEO ZEEL X5 215745 < 8 Y,
R 7 CEO A5#IE S 12 AHetEA i < %2 5 (Wiersema, 2002) . ZZAHEMAAN4r 7 % %
KRB BE D L ERMINTREEEDOANNELR - AL AT — 7 FAX— L ORI NI
BAfRIE, HREER ORE L 2R ICBE S 2 Bli# 232U L IR L T L % 9 AlREtE @ e
(Berns and Klarner, 2017; Zhang and Rajagopalan, 2004) .

£Z—201 Iy MElC XY CEO ORRAEMICITDN 2 D THIUE, KD T T
KH CEO O:ET-YEf AU T DO RME ~ D5 X AFI ORGSR 4TS5 2 e TE S, X
—LY Iy MHlIC LY CEORROMEfE HTICEZ S 2L TE LD THNIL, REHK
RERICH T 2 OREL, FM S N BB O ANNER - J#HP AT — 27 FLE—L D
R T N BRI, BIREEE ORE L 72 ¥k 12 BH 9 2 BRAFR D JH K A Y] 72 CEO D&%
WETLT < mb, TORHEENZRMRITY L -2 (Bower, 2009; Cannella and Shen, 2001;
Zhang and Rajagopalan, 2004; Shen and Cannella, 2003; Bigley and Wiersema, 2002) ® 1 2 T&
D, 2=V Iy rflEZzNEZHENRLEZ D EDBEZ L LATE (U, 2017; Ma,
2016),

CEO DR RIS 5 2 & T, CEO DfES OBE(L - Mg i ., =— = v
v—a X+ OHMOREAE LT Y, BEMEIZELT 2 Miller, 1990, 1994; Kiesler
11



and Sproull, 1982; Mazer, 1994; Hermalin and Weisbach, 1998), L 2L, Z—24 U I v FH]23E
AINTUNE, YD X RFEFTH 25 LARMEPHEE T AR EE LR T
a7z, B ORI RIEIZAECIC SR b, LizdioT, £—240 I v Ml
ZEALGA, BE oM U PR L &V, BEEEEIT RN L ENICHE T 5 L& x
biLs,

H2-1: 2—249 Iy FHIZEAL TV A2MRE0EE., MEMIE L EEHE O U Fo %
TEE A S R,

WERFHEDREE 1L, ZRERTE CREBMEDORAFNICKET 5, AEA vV T 4 7H
HGzobNnsZbT, B¥EiEx @m0 5801% 3% X 5175 (Prendergast, 1993; Acharya et
al., 2011), #2EH OB LRI BMEE KM CEO ~NHAET 2R 2 S0 b L &
%, SERZRIIMEBICIE —F AV AV RevyT 4 7ThED, BRLELT, %
filififi % 17 F X & 2 A[gEPED & % (Agrawal et al., 2006; Mobbs and Rahejab, 2012; Coles and
Uchida, 2018), % — 24U I v MliE, BEE OEMHF2 RIS 2 ATIc R0 TN 2 7=
., FEHER LSO LR THEINE, LB oT, 2—24Y I v bHIOEADR F —F X
VE e Avey T4 Temd, BERN CEORME b DEF R —v a v LS 2 s
BIRB B 2556, BREHOEEEICEDL S 3£ — 240 I v b 0B A A SEME Z 5o
2 enTEING,

H2-2: 2 —240 3 v FHIZEAL TWAMEDEE. TEEHRICEED & M {E o & 2EAf
DA LIS,

3. 2=V Iy MHlOFRET B, T— X

AFiE, 1991 55 2021 FEFEFTOHADED Y v 7L EHWT, £—24Y I v MHEEA
DPELER & Z DZEME~FIT I HEEZRAEL T, ilFRER 2B L T, %< DH
APEEIREEOEEHRICEVT X —4) Iy MHIZEALTWE Z LR LNT WS,
Ll 2—=2Y Iy MlZBAL T2 2EPICOBTORRERHITARL, TXTo LY
BEPNELL T DIF TRV, BANEIIEROMTIAE A o7 L CHEEY
ICEA LT3 (Kim, 2004; Shimizu and Hitt, 2006; #2i& R & 2, 2006), Kim (2004)1%, £ —
LY Ty MIHIZEEFTCE 30 U . ZEETIE & HARATcix 20 £ R, Fil5t7x
CFELNTWE Z L 2WRELTWw b, AfEidttRoMIHAE RV v s HAER
Dx—LY Iy MHlOFEEMBELT, £—29 Iy MHBEASEORBEREZERT 5,
White et al. (1994, 1997)i% CEO DFE23 e M1 (inertia) A% Mg 2348 < HIEIC DWW T
MEF3 5 B4, CEO OTELHARD 23 2 HARSfE VTV 3 2 CRREF 2T o T B, L L3 b,
FEE OTWIAE CHIRRE C © L I3EMEIc X o Thi K CIRIBS ., AR TWIEE
bd Y135, Buietal. (2018)ik. CEO g1 % M2 5 2 T1, 2HHIZ /4 XTh by, #wE
SRR 2 C L 2B L CTH B Z L TCEO DRENDOE I ZMllo T2, ZZ TAREETIE.
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R/ ARXEMTERL, =20 Iy bilZEAL T ¥EE, [fEROTEMBIEL 3
R EEHE L CRICTH 0] LERLEY 2070, BADRTEEROLA, i
¥l 4 NotROEMIAMALE L 225, kb, B, ARk LI X 3 THEF O
HERRBEL 25532 ORNRERVZ ) 2T, @3 E AT v F LTWw3, FHig,
R EIC X 2 REERND T — 2B L TR AAREHEOTLHELZ b L icED -,

Z—L) Iy MlEFET 22010, REZORHEREERINROEHREIEL 72, BE
HB L UORRoOEHRINE T, HAD EHMEoR B ICBET 2 ME R L Tv 2 JHFER
TR T — 2 2 FIH L 72, R BNFHRIC I3 B o &k, K4, 244 H H, AR,
B~ OBMTAE, B R, HBHIE R E 35S E hCw b, RIFECREEOERE K
BUFEHROLE L L7210, HABNFRPAFTE 2D HWIEDR 1990 £ TH 5, HREER
R4 v+ b EEMNTRL OFE L2, 1991 205 2020 4% T, BREERRB TN
WEUT 11,593 1 (4,135 %) TH %, il 4 ML D CEO RV FFE T E =313 1,224
ft. 6,202 2 TH o 72,

KT, REMEPLEEORHMICOWTOTFT -2 2 NEL -, WiET— %, KEHK DO 7 —
&, FE¥ T — XX, H#E NEEDS Financial Quest 2* 5., #fli) £ — v D7 — X iCoWTld
M7F—%vV ) a—va v XD NPM 7 — 225 AT L7z, HE NEEDS Financial Quest.
NPM 7 — 2 3, WEFNDTF— &2 4% v Ao e FGh¥s h o —LTw 3,

Z2—20Y Iy MBAOREERICE T, BALTWAWERED S bHZICX— L4
VIy PAEATEIPEDPERALT 5, 2070, &BREERNRD 11,593 v T ahb,
BECZ—2) 3y PEAL TV REOREERREZRE, UWiHET —2FoRKBEZRV7
4,983 Ry v TN BRI L 7o, REMEDSITICOVTIE, 2 =240 Iy MEANGH S
69,192 % - YV T D LMBET — 2 R EOREERNT 64,774 % - YV T AEF]
H LW Z21T-> T\ 5,

4. SrHTkG
4.1. X—2Y 3 v bHIEAOREER

Z—5Y Iy MIEOEACOWTORBEZMIEL T, BIIcx—24Y Iy Mil%E
ALT0ERELBAL TOARWREORE (ER) 2H~23 & ZORHOE VA X — L
VIy b2BATIRECHMOBENRDOP X —L) Iy P EEATEZILICLoTED

14 REEAUT, EERTHIRIC SRR ERERT 22 L0 % v, Lzdio T, BillhocR b ZE L. EEH
MoOREZITo T3,
5 2—20 3y MlZEAL T THIREEDORRI A & CEMHMIEL 22 h¥onflrd 3, <
5 L7-mEEMEEEZEB L, BRI EDBEL S Y IAERCTHRALL TH AFFIEOBRICKE BV ITA
LN DoTz, ERFEDHFRICO VTR HARBFIEHATI LIV T —2ZNEL T3,
6 ZHk e LC I8R] 20T 356, EENAHERAERICGE s Cw 258 L aR0 T TEHMN L
[RED s T REAEICHIPNE, LEAL, ERLVIBRBEILTLIFZTON T EIbIFTlihl, &R
BV EETHOHRIFHICREEZTF>o TV b 20, HHEREAREFOERL Lz, LR SRMAFEKEICE
bBZLI%L, BEPVEELTOHEOEHERLUSEAD %\,
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LREORHOENEOPHAFT R TERY, T LENEROMEEZEMNT 2 /-
O ARTIE, chFEFTE—LY Iy MillZBEAL T EWREDY v ILDHE T,
Wiizicz2—2) Iy MEZEAT 2REELZREGIEHEEAL ZREFELZROY v
TN B A DPERER ZFREEL T,

Z—5Y Iy MIEFEADOREERICOWTIZUTFTOERLD D &, BEELZREED v
ThEHAwCTT ey b EESTZE L CREES %,

P{Term limit;; = 1} = F(fo + p1Candidate top school; .1 + p2R&D:; 1 + f3Bank ownership; .1
+ BaSenior candidates;.1 + fsTournament; ., + feSizeir1 + prleverage; .
+ psCashflow;1 + Polnsider ownership;.1 + Year dummy + Industry dummy), )

ERicBNT P 0L 1 VAT, FIZEHEIERI D OEREEREIBTH 5, Term limit; 13

i REOREELRARPMTONLEE, FiRkEE»POX—L2) Iy MIPEAINEZDTHNLIE
L BAINRDTHENIF0Z L X I —BHBTH D,  IRELELMNFELZRLTEHY, @
HAZBUISSRERTR B RO 7 — 2 ZFH L T 5,

Candidate top school \3#%=H DIEFERBICHED 5 b v 7 KREHGEHEROE G TH
%17, Wiresema et al. (2018)IC i\ > FEE FEAHE O E R IFHHE X 0 A MR WEEHGER & L
by TREDERIZIHFERY: GRS, 5, BALRYE. UMK, ALE R,
KRR, BHERY) . —@RY. B LERY, BERAKRY., RMHKREEZ L L,
HE . HARTIRIGH RSO F 2 & KR 25%# 1315 (Coles and Uchida, 2018; Wiresema et
al.,2018), % D 7=, Wiresemaetal. (2018)IC i\ >, A& MA D& FITIFEHR AN IC B W T
R X 0 FPAIME L RARER O 70 WHUf R O ABLE L7z, KGR 1-1 1 X, ARz i
Bz ERMa R F2MEL 75 T & 25 Candidate top school D513 1E%Z FHEL TWw 3,
R&D (3WTFERAREE 2 C L@ TR L 72METH 5, R&D A3\ I3 EIT AR A TH I L &
% b4 % (Chaganti and Sambharya, 1987; Thomas et al., 1991), K&t 1-2a X XFFE N5 DTH
N RED DREDFFFIZIEA TR I N, G 1-2b 233 FF S % D TH L RED DHRELD
FE X AR TFHEN D, Bankownership 13, SREIBEEARIRILE TH 2 ((BRIFEEIR: b HRED
S HATERREO . IR 1-3 0@ Y | SRITIC X 247 5F v A0 ERE L . #2538 DT o B
ficka7 2y bz CwdoThitiy, =20 Iy MflZEATEAY v
HENTEA 9, L7z o T, ARG 1-3 253 & 5 D T H L Bank ownership DRI D i
BTN D, Senior candidates 1. FEEEGERE D 5 H 60 A LOEIEGZRL T2
18, Senior candidates |3 WD B\ ADEEFIC R D 3D nbEORBEKTH Y | K& 1-4
DXFFE N D D THNIL Senior candidates DIFBUIIER TR I N5, ttNHEEHTD b —
FAV P ERET 220X LY Iy PHIZEALTH22ERAET 572D IC,

T EEIC Y 2 by TREHBFEOHIA TR AL, by TREHBBEHERCOHEEL ThRERIGE VI
BN > Tz,
18 fEHF I 5 60 LA LA TIE AR <L 60 LA L DEMIFE TR EE AET L 72 o Fin &
ZRE L TRHWTHRIEL THRBERICEN AL LR o7,

14



Tournament 2280 % I\~ 7=, Tournament 1%, Coles and Uchida (2018)IC i\ = F A= D 5
HHEMR XV ERHEOEIG L LY, Rt —F AV X3 KBDOA VYT 4 7%
MO L7720 —LY) Iy MillZEAT D THNIL., Tournament DIFEDOFFFI13IE%E T
BLTwa,

Zofth, 2 v b e — 2L LT, Size. Leverage. Cashflow. Insider ownership, Year dummy .
Industry dummy %W Z 7z, Size |IHREEDOHANBTH Y, BEMEORIELKTH 5,
Leverage \FBUERE ZAREPE CIR L 2 BB TH 5, Cashflow 1IHEEHEICHT 2 H¥E*
Yvvaz7ua—0lETHY, BEOIGRMEDMNILEE L 2 %, Insider ownership 131% B
bR L T %, Yeardummy (3. RAEX I — Industry dummy 13, 73HTXTRAZE
DEFEZI—2RL TV, ZHOERICET 25HMIE Table | 2SS n7z v,

[Table 1 ffiA]

Table 2 (¥ FLB#EF 2R L T 2 Hizic 2 — Y T Ml Z B AT 2 fEEE ML 4,983
2R 289 ST, 5.8% 10 H 72 B, Size DI 10.75 TH . SEHEIC L T 466.82 {
MTd 2, 2—4Y Iy MillZEAT 20K VHME 11.01 13, BAL LK FHE
1073 X 0 % 027 B o 7z, BB O R & bR L2 — L) Iy FMHZEALTHSC
EWRD B, RIT Leverage DX 57.0% TH o7z, £ —21Y I v MillZEAT 543
DFHMEIT 61.0%., FAL R WREDFIIEI 56.8% & HLERHY BRIER D B 308 & —
LY Iy b EREATLMENICH 57, Cashflow, R&D DFHEfEIX 4.7%, 13%THYH ., Th
Fnx—2nY Iy MPEAMBIELIFEAMBER TR E RE VTR LN D 572, Insider
ownership DX 44%TH Y, 2—20 I v MillZEAT LML 3.4%., IFEALZE
1245% & 2 =210 Iy BB AT LEZETCR Insider ownership DMK\ T & 39 0> % , Bank
ownership DAL 232% TH o7z, Z—2Y T v FHEEAREDOFEEEIL 252%, FEL
— LY Iy FEAMRZET 23.1% & °X° Bank ownership D3 fE\ T &3 H B,

184 DR (Total #Candidate) DF¥fEIZ 10.13 A, FRAEIZ 9 N TH o 7z, BHIED S
H by TR G OEGE OBIG 13T 29.1% (Candidate top schooly.1) T®H -7z, b v
TR G O E O 8 (#Candidate top school) 1 F¥MET 3.57 Ay b v 7T RFLISE
DHE DBEMEBOTEIE 655 ATH2 T ehb, by FRANGIRME XEHER DS
WARZEICS (B E > T B R[EEMED B 5 ., Senior candidates Z2¥L D VYEIZ 41.5% TH - 7=,
FEEE A BEIC 60 2 B2 T 2 EIA TR W2 & 23D D5, Tournament DZELD
THEfEIZ 852% TH o 7co HATRKTEMAFIED H 0 BEH LV HBME? L (R
2TVB IR DL, £—b) Iy MEAREEIEL—L Y Iy FHEEAREICEY
TEDHR LN DIIMERHE DE L Candidate top school TH Y, wIndx—2Y I v bl
BAREDTHBRE D o7, sl EZ AR Y | B A L, BEF R ICHERERA

P REEERME O S bEMR XV ECEHFE O G TR A, R XD EH EMHFE CHEE L THRRIC
EHWIA b NED o T,
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MELIATOEREREXZ—L) Iy MlZEALTWE XY ICRZS,
[Table 2 ffiA]

FARL72XZHNT, 2 =20 Iy FEADREZERICOWT oy P T, R
FENROREREZRL T2 D2 Table 3 TH %, Model 1~5 (X2 N2 KIS IS T 2 E4L
—DFOMA7ZH DT, Model6 13T _RTOEKEMAZZETALTH S, Model 1, 6 DFH
el # % {02 T\ 5 2% /R L 72 Candidate top school DIREITIECHE RBAR2 &
52 Lol TNITHRRBEME % (WAL SAETIIREELZN X F2h
SV 2=V Iy MlZEALSLTVWEWVIEZ (K1) EEANAERE VWL S,
Model 2. 6 D R&D DIFEUTIECHERMERVBB/ LNz, T OMFIL. FRTHEMIC LY 2T
— 7 RN K= b DIEFEESCRIETIC X 3 IE0REDRES RN IZ L EE T
HB7dX—LY Iy MilZEATSE LI FEZ (K 1-2a) EBANRBREVZ S, —
TIC A RE o T2 2 eI X Y IR 2R COW R ZEET 2720 2 — 24U
v MlZEA LW E W E X (K 1-2b) & I3BAERTIE 2> > 72, Bank ownership 135}
WA ANF Y ZARZ =LY Iy IS RITTELZBRELT 2 L8 TH 5, Model 3 13 Bank
ownership DIFEIZATHETH O, A ANF v 2 mEBEIZE X —24) Iy Mz E
AT 2 REEDME N &S RO REE (R 1-3) 23T 2R e VwR 5,

Model 4, 6 Tld. Senior candidates DIFBUIA B LMERIIGEO NG o7, ThiE, &FE
BoElnE 720 23 IR TR RIS 2 2 & CRE DBREAL - Bilig D iEE(L
DREAFINL L 20 2 —2) Ty MillZEALADTHZ L5 EZ (KF1-4) LI
AR TRV, R EMAGESLS ER LTI HATIE, =240 Iy Ml & i35
IZ, FFEDHENT L 25 EREHILEET 2 & v EEHBPGELET %, Senior candidates D 1%
BOPAERECTEZWEEBE LT, 295 LR LD D R W EFRFIBACERLTW2
Bia, Al REEPMTT ohECLX -2 Iy FHlOEAZ T 2 LI ATREMES
FExbivtb, Model5, 6 D Tournament DIFEIT X — 24 Y T v MHEEA L HELRBERIIAR D
Nixrorz, COFMPRIINEEED P —F AV P A VvV T4 TREDLEZOICX =L 3
vy MHEZBEATEEWIEZ EIFBEAEN TRV, ErICX—2) Iy MPEAINN
IEREEELRZRIIHEICTDON G 720, BEE~OFAIKHEERLZ RO 200d Lm0, X —L4
U Iy MO T CIRIERAR RS N 5 720 RIATEE A AT RE R B3 L LR FAEIC X - <
b Ay MIhTwdhd kv, 72, HRBEDOGAE, V7 ) —~VvREFLED
N, BEE BB OWIIE A NE VW LRI TS, 25 LT erb, 2 —
LY Iy FEIBREED Y —F AV AV VT 4 ThmD TR WABELELR S 2, 5
HEHHE T HICFE T 2 20 oRED AR LT, RIICOZ Y FEZRICHS O Bvi@ b o
BEZITO, BEOHNEZ DO WRIT 2 e~DA vy T4 72 HEDLETEET ZLHE
DD BHD LN,

[Table 3 f# A]
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42, £—25nY v Ml & DEAMEO G

AfETlE. 2—2Y Iy MHIPBRZEME~PUTTREICO W T 2 DOREZREEL T
2, 120F, =29 3y MNITEALIM & AEMEOY U FERZAHEL T2 0w i b
DTH 5, —MINTTEAIAR & RZEAME L ORIRITSEUETH L Z e AL T W5, #U
FCH LI, BT EZ ORI PTEAHE O RIMLICc X 28EBE T O 5, X —L4Y
Iy MHIOEAIC X o T, BHMTEEROBREELZ A L, BIIC X 2 ¥E 2 U 2 AT s T
bhTwdoTchhi, ¥ U FERIIME I N REELH 5, £—20 I v Ml ¥
i~ TR ICOWTD D 5 1 DOREIE, £ —2Y I v Millg, iEEBED P —F X v
FeAvevT g TR LIRS0, FEFHRZE L CEAL 22 X ) EEAME % &
DLENHIDBDTH D, AfFid. Brochetetal. (2021, BZEAMEDOZE L L T TobinQ
%mwf\:ﬂgzo@ﬁﬁ%@ﬁbfw<o

Z—2L1 3y FEHBAEME~RIETEZE ICOWT, UToERIFETFALZ T -
EF Y I EBHCTHRIEL TWw L,

Tobin qir= Po + piTerm limit; r +pCEO tenure;r +f3CEO tenure squared;r + psCEO over60;r
+ f5CEO top school; r + Pelnsider ownership;r + f7Bank ownership; r + pgSize;r
+ foLeverage;r+ froCashflow;r+ f11R&D;r+ Year dummy + Industry dummy + &; , 2)

ERicksnT, i 3BEEZRL, TIREXHEZRL CTW5, Tobin girid. TobinQ T, TH
K< BT 2 HRAFREHREE & AEOMAREE CIRL7ZMETH 5. Term limi;r 3. HROE
CHIR2SEZ T O T 1, RIS TwARTE0 22 X I —EHTH %, CEO
tenure; 7 |3t R DIEFAFDZEELTH V. CEO tenure squared (311 1R DIELAF %2 —F L 7=
ZERCTH S, CEOover60 1%, tHREDOFEMD 60 %% Lo Tl 1. 295 ThiFhiZo
DX I—EITH b, CEO topschool i¥, tLED + vy 7 REHFTHNIT 1 ZHLMT 0
EWE X —ERTHD, Ty "—TianyHHIInE, HoREEIERD RN
HEN, VA7 OEGEEER~AT 2HAEH 55, @O EE IZRFHNT, VRAZD
RIS Z BT 2 HAZH D, DWW TIIREEE DERRIIMBEST7 + —~ vV R E 2 )
3¢ LT3 (Hambrick and Mason, 1984; Vroom and Pahl, 1971),

Table 4 | TobinQ DREERFICH 2 v 7L Dbt E %2R L T\ 53, Tobin g DY
fifild 1.200, HRAHEIX 1.027 THoTze 2—20 I v FHIZEAL T 2RI, 64,774 D
BH - FEF Y TADI L 6555 MFK - FFF Y TAT, YT AD101%% HEH TS, #EE
HEORBOERTH 5. thROTEFEMM (CEO tenure) O F¥ffIL 9.592 4, HLAE T 6 4F
THote, MEED 63.9%1% 60 k% Lo TH Y, HEHD b v T RKEHHFHOEH G
389%TH o7, BEDFFEZRT . Size. Leverage. Cashflow, R&D DIKHEIT X — LY T v
FEADKGEERF DY v TN DR L RIROFHETH 5 2 L 235005, KTEATARMEICE W
C. Insider ownership, Bank ownership 3% 1L Z WV FIETIE 8.1%, 214% TH o7, X —
LY Iy MHPEADKEERF O Y v T X0 b Insider ownership 13 2 5T K F\» T & B3
% Insider ownership 23fF WHH & LT, FFbHRILEOSVAIZEE LR TH Y RREMHEZ IR
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BLHETTWALER, BEAOREER Ol Fay 733 b 0 (REFHENRR
WYY TLEFay 7)), 2bHD0H VY IRICIFEENTWELEZDEEZLNS,

[Figure 1, Table 4 1 A]

Table 5 (X, Tobin q ZHEtIAZEEL L L - EBRIFEANT OFERTH 5, Model 1 1324 v 7

(N=64,774) T, Model2 (ZX— 2V I v FlZEBEALTWEREDOHLDF TH v 7N (N
=6,555)Model3 132 — 24V I v FHlIZEAL TWARWEEDLDH 74 v 7L (N=58,219)
TH %, Modell ZH 5 & CEO tenure DIRIEUTIE T, CEO tenure squared DRI A T, »
TN 1%KETHANICERETH L8007z, TORRIF, &I v T ritBNT,
CEO TEATHAM] & A 2EMHifE & DfE < U FRIBAMR 2 TR 2 2 & 23T & BAFIISE L B AW
AE R L w2 % (Henderson et al. 2006; Brochet et al., 2021), Figure 1 13, &% v 7LD
CEO 7EATHAM & MM & OBIRERIR L2 DTH 5, (REOMHED O U FRRE o
TH Y. TobinQ 23 D =1\ DIIEALIARMDS 9 5 10 FFICH T TTH S Z L 2R L T
%, K S&P1500 >3 % IR ICHEE L 72 Brochet et al. (2021)13 TobinQ 25 b e W EF-HAM X
144FETHY, HRDOFERIZZN XY 5FIFERE W & 239355, Model 1 Tl Term limit D
REPIECHETH DL Z D00 b, COMEE LTI, 220FX5ZLHRTES, 120
Z—24Y Iy MlZBAL TW 3 REORRERE X CTEEHF 0 BRI IC X 2 A2E(fifE
DEBLABEHNT VL EVWIEZTHL, DI 1 O20HHAF F—F AV P A vy T4
THKEEET 2 20 TR E b b FRVWEWIEZTH B,

Model 2, 3 (ZH v Iz —L1Y Iy MBEARELGLTH Y FA5EIL, ¥ U ¥
BRBALNLEDEBRAEL 2D DTH %, Model3 DX —2L4 Y I v FHlZEAL T
DYV TLTIETIAY Y TADFER LRI, CEO tenure DIREUIIECTHE. CEO tenure
squared DIFEIIEATHETH V., ELHE L TobinQ DREIC T U FEARICH 5 Z & 2547
b, i, &Y v TR L FERIC TobinQ 23% D A\ D IXTELIARMIAY 9 420 5 10 4EiC 2>
FTCTHEELTIAF Y TLORERLFEREE W2 B,

—J7C, Model 2 D& —2Y I v FHlZEAL T2 BEOREH O L TobinQ
ORRIIAELRBGRAAL LT, # U FRREAL NI B3 0T, X—L40 Iy
b DWEIIMRAERT 4.15 T, IPEANEOEBEE T AEE 2 00 LT 9 ERHIETH
22EFEZLE, 2= Iy MHIFECARARERCT 2 C L X 2 ¥EMEE T
THANCRMRBITONT VLIRS 22BN TE S, L2 L2 s, Table 5 DO Tl £
— 29 Iy FHEIRREZROBEMEOE LIAAEHTT WS, £l b—F AV b4
VERVTATDXICHERHBICH 2L LT EVDOITb 5 R,

[Table 5 i A]

O LEBREBHL»ICT 2720, v ITAERRE T FET 20T Lz, L. X
— 24U I ORI ERERE D BEMIEDE B IAL Z T 5 DTHIITERERE
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FEE D Term limit DIFEIIECHERBERICH D B TFRHRING, P—F AV - f Uk
VT A4 T HEME A AL X T 3D THNIR Term limit DRI RMRE TR o BRI
FOTHECTHEABGRAEAOLON S L PHEINE, K& 1 FHICH v T2 50T TRGE
L72fEREZRL T2 DA Table6 TH 5, Model 1~5 iFZ 2, REFRIMNEL 1 EH~
SHEHOY 7H Vv IV ERHCTONMLZ#EREZ R L Twd, fifke L TRERZD 1 FH L
2FEHD Term limit DIRBIIIETCERETH LD DD, 3FEHLUKED Y~ 7N Tl Term limit &
Tobin ¢ DI IIBEBERBERIEIAO NP o7, T2, AT — 7KL X— L REHBOEH
AR D RLN & 72 0 55 RWEED Term limit DIFEDBLZRE 2 EEOFBE LV EnC &
bbb, £—2Y Iy b OEILZNRERO BEMEDELAREZH T VWD LW E L
EEBANRERE VWA, £—L) Iy MR N —F AV -4 vy T 4 TR¥EMER EE
H72HLTWEEWIEZHEFEANRBRE 1TV 2 RnD,

[Table 6 ffiA]

4.3. BIBEE
43.1. WEHKORME —<vF v 7y v 7L TcofEi—

TobinQ DHRAEIC BT, Bz OLS 041 TIEZWNAEM DRI ERATH 2 WREMEDR S 5 o
— AR EE RRITEE OB I o TiTbN S T L 3%, £—24Y Iy blTco
FEEEZMRILERICE DL S TR TbN S, X —2Y Iy M X 3 ZRITHEEDE
B A ZTH eIk, I HICERBDENI TobinQ ICH FELN R LY RITT R E, W
W B EREORMENRECTCLE S, &9 LANEROREZENT 5720, AfETIE X —
LY Iy b HPEAARZEZ Treatment, FFE ARZE% Control & L. fEEHE R TH N 2 RIL
WKEBWTHEEBRANTVRT LX)~y F v 7 Lzd v 7% HvT TobinQ ~ XT3 &
AT L 72,

=y FVIDIEE, Z—L) Iy MHEBACOWTOMEAR I T DRbILEVT Y TN
v F Vv IY v I NE T B onenearest ¥ v F VI Rz, HE R 2 7 R HNICIE, FE
BRIz —2Y Iy MIEAREDIBDO X I BB EBHHHLEE Litn Y R T
4y 7RO E Wz, SRR, 2 —24 ) 3y FHIEEARFOHREERK B X O TobinQ
D P E FR D EEERF 12 VW 72 28 (Candidate top school; .1 Senior candidates; .1 Tournament; ;.
i1~ CEO over 60;1.1~ CEO top school;;.1 Insider ownership;.1. Bank ownership;..i~ R&D; 1 Size .
I+ Leverage;r1. Cashflow;r) %F\»7z,

Table 7 (32 — &Y I v MHEEALRZE & IBE AR DREE H IO 3 O R D sl
AFEZRLTWSE, 2—4Y Iy MBEAREOREZ RN v 7 i3 1,476 11, IFEALR
EOREERNRT v TN S0 FFEL TV B, vy F ¥ ZRid% o AR ICE VT
AHICHERECRALN TS, vy TV 7 HROBEELZNRRO TR CoRERICE L

0 KFEDOFERIZ, P—F AV b - Ay vy T4 THEELRV EIBRRTH Ry, 2—240 3y M2 b
—F AV AvevT4 T RBERBERICAON R o EERLTWS,
19



T Treatment & Control [l CHEZEWIZALNE S o T 5,

Z 5 D Treatment & Control DFFEHF LR DB - 4 v 7L % T TobinQ D HIEE
K DT % 1T > 72D 723 Table 8 TH %, Model 1 1 Treatment & Control ¥~ 7% 72 1%
AE. Model 2, 3 1¥Z M Z 4 Treatment ¥ 7LD A, Control ¥ v 7D A% FIH L 7245 R
TH %, Tables DAEFR L 1ZE72 Y . Model | D Term limit DIFHUIEE TIE 722 72, Model
1. 3 @ CEO tenure DIREUIIE T, CEO tenure squared DIFHITE THETH 5 2 L 30 h -
7eo L2L 72235, Model 2 @ CEO tenure DRI, CEO tenure squared DRI HE T\
Db, T, £—0Y Iy MillZEAL Te 2 B3EIITEEBIFE & TobinQ DI
XU FoRARIETA LR\ d DD, Control 83 CTIXEALIAR & TobinQ DEIC 13 U F
DEIfRITALN S Z & ZERL T3, XIC, Treatment & Control D% v 7% T, ¥)
D TobinQ DAL A LN DE 2 EMEET 2720, R 1 FEHBOI v 7% HWTHRGE L
720 RXER 1 FH D Term limit DREITETHETH 20, TN UBIEIAEERMEITA LN
mhot, THE, £—24Y Iy MIZERREZEVIIAD TobinQ OFEALZPIVTWSE L)
Table 6 DFFEREBEANTHZ—/T, 2—LY Iy MHlICX o TREED F—F A | -
AV T4 THHDTRDE L NWIFZLIFEAENTE RV LFRTE 2,

[Table 7, 8 i A]

4.3.2. AT

Z—25Y Iy MIPBEARFOREHR X, BEHEL L GEHRRZZ—20 Iy Ml EA X
NBHITHD, 2Dz, 2—241) Iy Ml X 2REELZROMEIITTOR TV IzbIT T
X7, 2 — 240 Iy MlOBE AL, #EF LN O ERAER 2 E 5 £ Tl 2 5 FEE
Wb b, 2—20Y Iy MillERS 2 Z L TREERNROE/ I+ IcfTbh, BEHFLZN
IR PDOEBABEZYIT T30 ThNIE, BARYAREE XD, 2~3/KLH, 4 REK
HEBENFICE W TZ OERHEIC AL NS & FREINDS,

RREHZD TobinQ DEHLIAADE T BHARICK > TEDL Z 2 EMALT 5720, K% 2
EMOME-FEF Y TAEZH G, 2—20Y 2y Milloy v F A2 BABYIRD LR iy
L, EARMERE CHEBEAMELEN L 2 ZMILL 72, Table 9 1% DFERZ/RL T
%o, Model1~4 1% Term limit 2 1 TH 3% v 7 z204%. 21CH. 3RE. 4 {CHURKICIRE
L Z4 LAaWRD Term limit v 7VEBGEY v 70 600 L T Z2{T> T %,
Model 1. 2 D Term limit DFENIIETH 2 3HE TIE 72\ d DD, Model 3. 4 DFREUTIET
BETHII RO D, 772, Term limit DIROELRBE 2 21 oNTKRKEL LB
DG h 5, SURMEEZITWHI LS 4 R RIc BT B Term limit DR Z L 72 &
T2 (PHE). 10%KETHEEREND BT EHRERTEZ, ZOMELL, £—4) 3
v Milic X 2 8RB DOEEZHT < L9 REERTZEZ 27-01cid, 2—24) Iy Mg
ANBEMA 2220682 H B 2 L ZREL TWnE,

/

[Table 9 ffi A]
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i

BREZFOMMPRE T WnHI X =240 Iy MillIZE L DHARBETEHEAI LT
%, ARz, HARMB¥EOT—22FHL, BEHEDO X -2 I v MiloBASLZOEADR
EME~IIETHECOWTHRIAEL 72, £—24 0 3y MBEAOREER ICES 2 EE %
ANHFERIZUTOEY TH 5, £3. CEO BHEROAENFEBEIZE X —LY Iy b
FlZBAT 2 e300 o7z, TORGERIL. BEEOBEME AL VI EREELZRDa X b
BINE W7z, 2—4L0 Iy FHIZEALEL L WIFEZ EEANTH 5, RiT, HFZERF
BHENFGREIIE X —L) Iy MlZBEALYED TH D Z L3057z, WIEHTER
¥1X, CEO DHRE DML CEIEOMEEIC X 2EPKE VWD, 2—240 I v Mil%
BAT 2L 05 EZEBRENTD 5, AR bRIEERFGOREIZE £—2V Iy b
FlZEALDE TRV LG o7z, ZOREEIT, BRBERIIC X 2 7N F v ARV IE
Y. REZEOHETYMSEIMLT 2 e chE LA Y2 vy —MEMEN I WL 2D &
— 20 3y FHlZBATEHBEERENE WS EZ EEAENE VLD,

RICAFZ, £—29 2 v +HlE TobinQ & DEfRICOWTHGEEL 72, 2 —24 Y 2 v
JEEAMRETIZ. CEO OEMFHBI L TobinQ & D DREFRITY U FAICIdd 2 25, BAR
T3z LEBRRAON AR, $7-. BARE TR, EEHM O BRI E
TobinQ 28 F¥& T B HIIC, MEBFELRMRPfTONTWDE Z LR nholz, REHRNRDRK 1 F
Y v T3 ORGE L 2GR <l 2t 1 F£H & 2 FHICBA L 2 TldIE
HAMEL D TobinQ 2SE T B0 h o728, 3EHDOLUKRICIZZ 5 LimEWITR SN
Doz, TNHLDFERL L, X —24Y Iy FHEEARZE CIIREE LR OER 31T H
R EH AR OREL 7 &1 X 2 REMEEK T 25E 2 v i< < <. CEO DTELHAM 2 R
5 L CHEL ZMEMEME T ORTNICREEE OLZANREHTE TV L WwHIF T LERE
Wk RE V22, =T, 2—24) Iy MlCRERRPBEITOALT Wizo, NEH
HEEHEDCDOWE F—F AV - f vy T4 7RET Y EEMERAET S L Vo 72F 2
EXFTARIEIELONRD o T,

5.
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Table 2. FCibHta R (RE N 73HT)

(N =4,983) Mean St.Dev. Min 25% Median 75% Max
Term limit 0.058 0.234 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
Firm characteristics
Size 10.75 1.60 7.09 9.66 10.61 11.67 15.14
Leverage 0.570 0.218 0.110 0.416 0.583 0.739 0.998
Cashflow 0.047 0.081 -0.308 0.013 0.049 0.085 0.303
R&D 0.013 0.023 0.000 0.000 0.003 0.016 0.140
Insider ownership 0.044 0.085 0.000 0.002 0.006 0.040 0.446
Bank ownership 0.232 0.155 0.001 0.106 0.211 0.340 0.617
Candidate characteristics
Total #Candidate 10.13 6.41 1.00 6.00 9.00 12.00 54.00
Candidate top school 0.291 0.247 0.000 0.083 0.250 0.455 0.929
#Candidate top school 3.57 4.83 0.00 1.00 2.00 5.00 45.00
#Candidate non-top school 6.55 3.76 0.00 4.00 6.00 8.00 33.00
Senior candidates 0.415 0.263 0.000 0.214 0.400 0.600 1.000
#Senior candidates 4.35 4.05 0.00 2.00 3.00 6.00 39.00
#Non-senior candidates 5.78 4.47 0.00 3.00 5.00 8.00 41.00
Tournament 0.852 0.240 0.000 0.800 1.000 1.000 1.000
#Tournament 8.93 6.50 0.00 5.00 8.00 12.00 53.00
#Non-tournament 1.20 2.31 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.00 38.00
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Table3. 2 —24 Y I v FE A DPREERKIHT

Dependent variable = Term limit

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6
Candidate top school 0.042 0.042
[2.72]*** [2.69]***
R&D 0.435 0.387
[2.42]** [2.15]**
Bank ownership -0.073 -0.070
[-2.47]** [-2.37]**
Senior candidates -0.014 -0.014
[-0.98] [-1.02]
Tournament -0.006 -0.006
[-0.46] [-0.44]
Size -0.002 0.000 0.005 0.001 0.001 0.002
[-0.76] [-0.10] [1.76]* [0.46] [0.36] [0.57]
Leverage 0.009 0.020 0.008 0.013 0.013 0.011
[0.52] [1.20] [0.48] [0.77] [0.76] [0.66]
Cashflow -0.034 -0.025 -0.032 -0.032 -0.032 -0.024
[-0.74] [-0.55] [-0.70] [-0.70] [-0.70] [-0.54]
Insider ownership -0.001 -0.019 -0.019 -0.022 -0.016 -0.015
[-0.03] [-0.41] [-0.40] [-0.46] [-0.34] [-0.32]
Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Pseudo R? 0.064 0.063 0.063 0.061 0.061 0.069
N 4,983 4,983 4,983 4,983 4,983 4,983

0 WS R Term limit, B V=70 y o EiToTw3, ROGEIZIREEEZ R LD
DTH B EHDEFRICOWTIERRL ZZBB EERILET 1%TY 4 vV 74 XL Tw 3,1 I Robust

standard errors % W72 tETH 5, ***13 1%
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Table 4. FCibfaHE (R AMETHT)

(N =64,774) Mean St.Dev. Min 25% Median 75% Max

Tobin q 1.200 0.675 0.481 0.852 1.027 1.295 5.076
Term limit 0.101 0.302 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
CEO tenure 9.592 9.184 1.000 3.000 6.000 13.000  41.000
CEO over60 0.639 0.480 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CEO top school 0.389 0.487 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000
Insider ownership 0.081 0.124 0.000 0.003 0.019 0.107 0.563
Bank ownership 0.214 0.149 0.001 0.092 0.188 0.315 0.600
Size 10.59 1.59 7.22 9.51 10.46 11.50 15.13
Leverage 0.536 0.214 0.097 0.374 0.543 0.701 0.968
Cashflow 0.053 0.073 -0.214 0.018 0.053 0.090 0.276
R&D 0.014 0.025 0.000 0.000 0.002 0.016 0.150
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Table 5. {RZEAM{E D P E %

Dependent variable = Tobin ¢

Total Term limit firms Non-term limit firms
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Term limit 0.052
[8.20]***
CEO tenure 0.002 -0.012 0.002
[2.65]*** [-1.19] [2.27]**
CEO tenure squared -0.0001 0.0014 -0.0001
[-4.83]*** [1.15] [-4.58]***
CEO over60 -0.114 -0.143 -0.111
[-20.82]*** [-6.49]*%** [-19.59]***
CEO top school 0.042 0.006 0.047
[8.02]*** [0.55] [8.36]***
Insider ownership 0.570 -0.210 0.591
[16.01]*** [-1.09] [16.25]***
Bank ownership 0.436 0.057 0.487
[18.31]*** [1.41] [18.29]***
Size -0.050 -0.023 -0.054
[-19.06]*** [-4.21]%** [-18.29]***
Leverage 0.108 0.413 0.077
[7.84]*** [10.40]*** [5.26]***
Cashflow 0.900 0.188 0.966
[16.34]*** [1.13] [16.68]***
R&D 4.254 1.979 4411
[20.75]*** [4.17]*** [20.43]***
Constant 2.158 1.910 2.191
[50.48]*** [16.54]*** [47.32]***
Year dummy Yes Yes Yes
Industry dummy Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R? 0.237 0.248 0.240
N 64,774 6,555 58,219

o WA EE Tobin i & L7=WIIGOHT 217> T3, Model 1, 2, 3xZEhETnLed vy 7, Z—L4
VI MBEAREDY Y I, FFEAREDOY v IATHRIEL T3, ZROERICODVWTRER]L 2S5
W, SZBIIET 1% Ty 4 v Y 74 XL Tw5, il Robust standard errors Z 272 t{ETH 5, ***
E 1% E B, ©Hd 5% A BUKHE, *13 10%H Bk,
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Table 6. {3 E D PRIE EK CHriHEMER 1 F~5H£ 0P v T)

Dependent variable = Tobin g

Ist year 2nd year 3rd year 4th year Sth year
Term limit 0.056 0.042 0.010 0.007 0.019
[3.60]*** [3.09]*** [0.94] [0.51] [1.21]
CEO over60 -0.123 -0.119 -0.106 -0.087 -0.067
[-8.94]*** [-8.30]*** [-6.68]*** [-4.99]*** [-3.46]***
CEO top school 0.048 0.038 0.020 0.028 0.025
[3.24]*** [2.92]*** [L.61] [1.97]** [1.50]
Insider ownership -0.075 -0.047 0.098 0.196 0.488
[-0.56] [-0.41] [0.74] [1.36] [2.69]***
Bank ownership 0.292 0.175 0.125 0.100 0.192
[4.40]%** [3.37]*** [2.36]** [1.68]* [2.93]***
Size -0.061 -0.040 -0.023 -0.015 -0.027
[-7.85]*** [-5.87]*** [-3.34]*** [-2.15]** [-3.34]***
Leverage 0.272 0.289 0.271 0.170 0.158
[6.66]*** [7.33]*** [6.84]*** [3.95]*** [3.22]***
Cashflow -0.069 0.238 0.500 0.541 0.676
[-0.43] [1.49] [3.06]*** [2.97]#** [2.98]***
R&D 2.891 2.681 3.224 2.685 3.462
[5.86]*** [S.12]*** [5.78]*** [5.00]*** [4.71]%**
Constant 2.230 1.926 1.758 1.838 2.039
[21.51]*** [20.95]*** [19.55]*** [15.07]*** [15.27]***
Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R? 0.204 0.212 0.213 0.203 0.208
N 6,820 6,792 6,213 5,659 4,594

FREERTER1IEEL O 5EHOY v TN TET D50, #EIAEEE Tobing: & L 7= RIGHSHT % 17
STV EHOERICOVTIER ZSHEELBIILET 1%TY 4 vV T4 XL T3 5EIA I Robust
standard errors Z 72 tHTH 5, ***13 1%E BKME, ** 3 5% ERKIEE, *13 10%H Bk,
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Table 7. FCib#fiEt &

(MG T, ~ v F v 7 F v T

Term limit = 1 Before matching After matching
Total (a) Term limit=0 Diff [t-stat] Term limit =0 Diff [t-stat]
(b) (a) - (b) (c) (a)-(c)

Candidate top school 0.306 0.376 0.286 0.091 [11.39]%** 0.375 0.001 [0.12]
Senior candidates 0.418 0.426 0.416 0.010 [1.29] 0.419 0.007 [0.76]
Tournament 0.854 0.859 0.852 0.007 [1.04] 0.867 -0.008 [-0.95]
CEO over60 0.836 0.841 0.834 0.008 [0.70] 0.849 -0.007 [-0.56]
CEO top school 0.461 0.556 0.433 0.122 [8.31]*** 0.546 0.009 [0.52]
Insider ownership 0.040 0.022 0.045 -0.024 [-11.4]*** 0.023 -0.001 [-0.55]
Bank ownership 0.232 0.239 0.230 0.010 [1.99]** 0.237 0.002 [0.37]
R&D 0.013 0.013 0.013 0.000 [0.15] 0.014 0.000 [-0.57]
Size 10.825 11.152 10.730 0.422 [8.01]*** 11.172 -0.020 [-0.30]
Leverage 0.573 0.600 0.566 0.034 [5.48]%** 0.599 0.000 [0.03]
Cashflow 0.048 0.047 0.048 -0.001 [-0.52] 0.048 -0.001 [-0.22]
N 6,551 1,476 5,075 1,476
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Table 8. REMMIEDRELRK (= v F v 79 v 7T A%FH)

Dependent variable = Tobin g

Total Treatment Control Ist year 2nd year 3rd year 4th year 5th year
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 Model 7 Model 8
Term limit 0.008 0.038 0.017 -0.014 -0.010 -0.011
[1.10] [2.02]** [1.11] [-1.00] [-0.57] [-0.59]
CEO tenure 0.004 -0.011 0.01
[1.63] [-1.03] [2.84]***
CEO tenure squared -0.0006 0.0009 -0.0009
[-4.85]*** [0.68] [-5.33]***
CEO over60 -0.086 -0.128 -0.064 -0.138 -0.093 -0.068 -0.062 -0.030
[-7.95]*** [-5.87]*** [-4.99]*** [-6.24]*** [-3.91]*** [-2.40]** [-1.77]* [-0.82]
CEO top school 0.023 0.011 0.035 0.038 0.039 0.019 0.002 0.019
[2.78]*** [1.02] [3.02]*** [1.77]* [2.19]** [1.07] [0.12] [0.80]
Insider ownership -0.172 -0.44 -0.014 -0.602 -0.239 -0.201 0.196 0.040
[-1.41] [-2.50]** [-0.08] [-2.75]%** [-1.17] [-0.92] [0.52] [0.07]
Bank ownership 0.028 0.075 -0.02 0.270 0.084 0.006 -0.050 -0.010
[0.79] [1.77]* [-0.35] [2.86]*** [1.25] [0.09] [-0.61] [-0.10]
Size -0.010 -0.02 -0.002 -0.066 -0.032 -0.005 0.007 0.012
[-2.19]** [-3.58]*** [-0.26] [-5.91]*** [-3.61]*** [-0.60] [0.72] [0.96]
Leverage 0.314 0.438 0.228 0.443 0.414 0.285 0.306 0.231
[11.14]%** [11.15]%** [5.85]*** [6.26]*** [6.62]*** [5.90]*** [4.39]*** [3.19]***
Cashflow 0.623 0.324 0.872 -0.114 0.252 0.743 1.527 1.560
[5.39]*** [1.85]* [5.69]*** [-0.45] [1.07] [3.61]%** [4.53]%** [5.55]***
R&D 2.725 1.773 3.202 3.486 2234 1.982 1.695 2.002
[8.54]*** [4.417%** [6.88]*** [4.79]*** [4.42]*** [3.42]%** [2.33]** [2.52]**
Constant 1.799 1.947 1.681 2.339 1.799 1.533 1.489 1.660
[15.64]%** [11.81]*** [9.18]*** [14.15]%** [13.45]%** [13.84]%** [7.68]%** [7.14]%**
Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R? 0.188 0.242 0.176 0.211 0.201 0.218 0.210 0.202
N 14,368 5971 8,397 2,952 2,700 2,349 1,995 1,390

Frx—n) Iyl FU Iy TARRHGT, WHHERE Tobing & LCH@OH2fT>Tw3, 128, EEBILET I1%TY74 v Y I4XLT

W5, 55N X Robust standard errors # W72 t fHCTH 5, ***F 1%

BUKHE, (3 5%
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Table 9. RFEMEDREEN (X —2) Iy bREEZMHRILICHT LYV T N)
Dependent variable = Tobin ¢

4th generation

Ist generation 2nd generation 3rd generation
onwards
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Term limit 0.020 0.036 0.056 0.062
[1.00] [1.59] [2.40]** [4.58]***
CEO over60 -0.112 -0.113 -0.116 -0.119
[-10.64]*** [-10.69]*** [-11.01]%** [-11.52]%**
CEO top school 0.050 0.049 0.051 0.048
[4.54]%** [4.51]%** [4.64]%** [4.53]%**
Insider ownership 0.013 0.001 0.000 -0.001
[0.14] [0.01] [0.00] [-0.01]
Bank ownership 0.288 0.280 0.275 0.248
[5.82]*** [5.68]*** [5.54]%** [5.41]%**
Size -0.050 -0.052 -0.052 -0.049
[-8.32]*** [-8.71]*** [-8.74]*** [-8.78]***
Leverage 0.244 0.264 0.241 0.260
[7.98]*** [8.55]*** [7.89]*** [8.68]***
Cashflow 0.159 0.163 0.183 0.117
[1.27] [1.30] [1.46] [0.96]
R&D 2914 2.961 2.926 2.863
[7.46]*** [7.66]*** [7.46]*** [7.46]***
Constant 2.077 2.091 2.112 2.067
[26.75]%** [26.88]*** [26.96]*** [29.03]***
Year dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry dummy Yes Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R? 0.205 0.205 0.204 0.209
N 11,205 11,191 11,185 11,996

Er 2= Iy MIREE ZRZNEAZI. 28 3R, 4RRIED Y v TVICIRE L, AR
% Tobingi & L CHEAMZITo T3, R1E2ZM, LT ET1%TY 4 v Y 74 XL TWw5, $HIl
1% Robust standard errors Z W72 t{ECH 25, *+* (3 1% G B/KEE, **(F 5% G E/KE, *T 10%H E/KHE,
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