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Mg IR e

$ ¥ 4rp (Abnormal Returns, ARi) 45 10 % i 8 e g dp i 4 £ 2 9 i 4R

ARit=Ri—Rit  (3)

ARy : 27 1 2@ % tH2Z BV o

Rii 147 i 28 % t#hz g mEmpE .

Ri %7 1 2% tH2FHFEPF o

%4 B ¥ 4F@¥ % (Cumulative Abnormal Returns, CAR(T)) > Rl 3 3R & p B ¥ SR enh 4o fE o
PRSP RFEPLP R AP AP R - A2 gL P - AR p 2 RAER
BAHS VAR TRAEL TP - A %—t‘ LA HENT IR AT AL T4

s
FARp o H T35 § AU 5 4% Shahrur (2005)2 = 583 0 A CEOf#z ¥ » e d A% 2L+



[
%
b
e
\\v
3

éfs‘e AR EE S E TS NI )E RSP F L - CEOEH g2 ¢ oL 07
A¥2 Jﬂﬁﬂwo

[
%
b
e
\v
~M

S R TS

R BAFPFL TR, NPT G T LG D *%?;%%§?$W$éréJ’ﬁW?uﬁ%1
HUH G PP R AR FEAP I RS RPELI NP A fie mT TR

i

FEFL2ARP A FHAT R -F (M2 PRz 2 A2 EETE)FAPLT il ng gy
6> Flm A DR ¥ 4R pY S (Abnormal Returns ; @ AL AR) > gt Faw 0w # lﬁ’“ﬁ’*?i%w_w%fé FrF I EG M
%'ﬁ°iﬁpi’i$ff~{‘f“f'f‘u%*"/«‘f‘%ﬁiﬂ#ﬁﬁ”’*}%ﬂvﬁ%ﬁLﬂp YR FRPE LT LR hEBR L HO
E(Ri|event)—E(Ri)=0- # ¢ E(Ri|event) £ E(Ri)4 & % 7 ﬁili’}\47‘fmﬁﬁ"§ﬁﬁ o FEMTfRE A
THIPRFESPE

d A FEZEEFHRMF LR FR L iR BKFF( D REZFHRG > - BRI
PRPPLEREFIT I Tt ti+le WP RBFHE 22 NERPIIFHRS - FFRIVA EXFNE 2R ETNTE
HRAGI L mTFEEHETWH W=ty —t3+1 - AFEH Y > AUFEEFMFRIFHHEMTF > TV FHF
- FEYIPFREREAL DR FREPF - BAF O FRITLEPIRIF 0P TP AP RELLY oW
S ERERL2Y O FERPUHREAL B BB EI2 HEE S 1 o

BHEHN - BRETFYRMPI AL PEPEE T BRBUBELRPI A SR TR LEMIT G ATR
BB B B BN S BRSPS SR T e LRl Eu o 2R 0 B C 6D B
B gog o

(-) CEO
G d PRI
(-) CEO %

FHERTRLOPHFABMFLEF S
FA-ZRE DR S - KB LT H

%r‘%’i

FR- E R E RO P Ak - FHERFA D LF ARG
A

£
o (Z)CEO -k A 2 ROES R V2725 f -

() CEO i+ %5 324 i & 25084 f

[rls

AP R HFRATE CEO LT 2 pR S f - FERESAH o RAELS L F 2500

AT CEO &3 e CEO~ fl4p 4 ~ 2 7 B A A2 B 5 E 45D ‘ﬂé B o ded R o R T
&R G U et Lotk o5 2 ARSR S | MK CEO o RIFA 5 B R ABM ot PR S | i .



PR T3 3

- B4R

A UG RFL AN S BN e - A 3 AF T R AL P AL E R S 1
FA¥tl &R e 2 £§FE 3k 5 (T. Mandy Tham, 2009) -

SR G

APyt CEO B A $ohendt Bt ficiTi g 2 07 Rl GenN B A7 78 CEO B A 7t eng B =
#c(individual interlocks)srdp 5 © 2 2 2 7 chCEO itz k A ¥ & H s A ¥ 0 7§ £ ¥ «h=t ik (Franses & Non,

2007) > tj4e: 2P A3TE CEO 2@ B 27 CH £ E2F % > Flpt o7 Adniriz CEO enh s = #ic s 2
MAPEEY HEEEGRA TR G HE SR FTARPIEY NE TN BT E L BT
g PRECEOL R bl P g ® -

FooE ek

TS E NS ] ;F?Jq R BRI FHEEEE R F o TR BRI A
WA R T A FORF G R EA T k-

lpgnm i fzgdL

UEBRSEEAAL R BEL TR - 2R 29 L 1A EEE L F 2 5 0° Goyal & Park(2001)
E2 CHHH AR N FHRFEHEEFE S -

v

wafliEd
2.2 PR
Lausten (2002) 32 FARA BF o BRFAL F e B FARE o T2 ARG AP RN TARL B F L 0F
MR NI H 2 MRAT ARG Bap REEITE AT PR A B FHE o P RH (SIZE) = Ln (B F
ARG E) -
3. ot

fiE v 5 (LEV) 24 Letza, Hardwick & Ashton(2001) & & 5 2 @ f &2 22 F A § et 5 o
4P 3R A ALK
MEET ST RA G AL FRF R B EEBFR IR GFERAAERF B EL TR - R o A

TR AP AR EFE AL ERek o FEREEAR S o R TR g H e o
Fri REAH

*i%ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁiéﬁﬁﬁbﬁ’jﬁfﬂéﬁﬂé—ﬁimifﬁﬁawﬁ%’ii#&§3+$’*
- &G AR AT SR AR RTEP - S &L T 235 CEO B dowrad ke ip B ¥R
%imo%3%éﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁ§E%é5ﬁgcaaﬁ’%i%25‘ﬁi%ié?~iﬁé¥%fﬁé%
AF RN G R AFMETFRE D AR T B2 ML TR L a7 ke g

¥- & & TR A EP

AET A4 2001 E~2012 B2 SR PR CEO R AR ST HRA kA F 0 964 & CEO 2 #
E%’Eﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁs%gcahﬁﬁi4M?ivuiﬁAﬁa%5HEO%%$¢5N%°$P2%%E%Lﬁ
AFA kA E A SR AR 4 41 DB ST ﬁi%xg$m¢m%ﬁ,ﬁibﬁ,w%ﬁéﬁmm
& Bradstreet) 2 4~ # = ;¢ > 1 % 5 4p ke 245 SIC Code 5 4 #¢ & RI(Standard Indrstrial Classification) » # & §f 4 1!
BAE HY LHEME pMRE Wikt 53 N5 2054% (SICCode # 245 5 36) A AR iR 2R
§ g 5 13.90% (SIC Code 7 2 48 5 35); 21 Rt 2 #9 Rkl @l:d 5 9.96% (SIC Code # 2 75 5 28)% w4 @

B2 & fde s 5 8.92% (SIC Code # 245 % 33) o o 4 4-2 357 » sk A2 371x CEO B 4 ¢ enT 3o % = #ic
5313 Bk AL TT EF G5 549% o f FotF T iadcs 4049%  pInAdEILF Tt £ L 38.16% 5 &
KT o s 15.64 o
%413 ik Eulss



1

2 7% SIC 250 # ~ ik LAFEW TR
Code

L RN

15 EaYdafe 48 4.98%
16 EEFE2 1 EREBT AL 16
s v 1.66%
A2~ B R PRI ¥
20 WA S ARG E 20 2.07%
22 CREREE 63 6.54%
23 A2EEF X RNCH 6 0.62%
26 A AR KReMEE 20 2.07%
28 Pl RHAER - FEEURE R 96
‘ 9.96%
PR
30 BB EREn s heldp » #H% 21
N 2.18%
AR E
31 AEHEE  BHAERE 4 0.41%
32 AR HE R USAREEF B 31
, , 3.22%
B ¥
33 GHBUEF - 2oL E &R 86
8.92%
fed Bl
34 HET ERUIHF  PBRAAUSFE 15 1.56%
35 1EpHeE - BRENE 2 A SN 134
N , ) N 13.90%
BoRAPFEEHERAUALE
36 THEFERERF TR A 198
TR ENMZ ARG 20.54%
A%Hll‘éjﬁ ~ iR g BT %@lf&ﬁ
37 I Sk E ] 20 2.07%
38 KERERG UL - KT F WU 13
N 1.35%
il
42 FiEEE ~ PR EES L 7 0.73%
44 AR Al 33 3.42%
48 ERREAIIRIE S DR A 8
. e 0.83%
THAAMAEEL
49 MEERET ARG W H o~ LA 7
N o 0.73%
fep 2 AME LR
50 TEREPFRH - AHpETARDBIEZ 75
o 7.78%
MR A S
51 e ERE LR T FSUR 8
0.83%

FER




53 aBEEE 3 0.31%

65 B BB 2 0.21%
67 PELEMS 4 0.41%
70 BORRAEIRAS ~ fE § 11 1.14%
73 FRARHER - EHBEERRER 9 0.03%
R RS RR
87 IC 3% 6 0.62%
&% 2818 % ¥ 964 100.00%

FAL KR ¢ AR AT



% 4-1

2 Ppfcz T iogc s B L 2 Pearson 4p M A 15

Tk HwFL (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8) 9 (10) (11)
13 pok sk (1) 0.26 0437  1.00
PL2PBEHRP() 048 22806 -0.247°" _ 1.00
$E2PBFEME) 037 1.9079 01327 -0.190" _ 1.00
1A EBFEP@) 017 13808 -0.121"*  0.185™  -0510” _ 1.00
AL R FEPG) 020 14433 0107 0.166™  -0490”  0.935™  1.00
W 34 £(6) 5.49 2784 0128 0073 0.034 0.007 _ 0.034 100
8 () 313 2.88 030" 0.187"° 0.028 0020 0020 0217~ 1.0
P3R4 4 L 5 (8) 3816 72733  0.091™  -0.027  0.039 -0.018  -0.015  0.068™ 0.007  1.00
pERLFLEEE 021 0409  0.189™  -0.045  0.009 0053  -0.054 0034  0.106™ 0.076™  1.00
£(9)
§ i 5 (10) 4049 76312 -0.047 0.103™  -0.094™  0.106™ 0.081™  0.070™  -0.083" -0.094™  -0.019 1.00
2P R4(10) 1564 12256  0.005 -0.031  -0.001 0022 0003 0026 0006  0.030 0.037 0001 1.00

FH &R dpFy R

AT E 1%EE F ok

"3 L BRI F K > "Aw £ 10038 % Kk o



$-& @ §F A 4

WEFAFLRAN - BibE T2 RY - BRI KRR M 2 AR
il AEBFREFLITE o REFT TRERK B T L o P By, TRIHE S
PRAWM ) ~ THMAER N, 2 T ALBF M, 275 e g
- CREAR SAECEOZz A o HE A PR A EMIEE

1395 & 44 chlicdp P40 0 75 S R MK CEO 2 ik & (-1,+1)pLipl# F 5 -3.117 (t=-7.708)
FF] 1% E KR A7 pOES R SATEZ CEO P 2 2 2P 2 BH 4R f o ER
o Hlb £ o

CFES R L ATE CEOZ 7 2 o s L0

195 & 4-4 cnicdf (9400 725 S R M0k CEO 2 i i (-1, + 1)l ¥ I 5 0.917 (t=3.999)
el 1%m%ﬁ;%€§¥’]¢#§ v AT RES R AATE CEO B HEL HL 2P 2 M R ¥ WPy o
R E s H2a & = o
R ?cfs\ REarTZCEO2 242 ¥2 38

1995 % 4-4 chficdy 19 5 0 75 A R 4Kk CEO 2 flic (-1, +1)Lip ¥ B 5 -0.516 (t=-3.473) »
ED 1% F LR A7 ROES R AATE CEO P> 1 A ¥ 2 BV MG f o IR
Tl BEFERLHF AT BEX H3bD -
CRES R SATECEOZ R A HTMA L B

1995 % 4-4 cnficdy 19 5 0 75 S R 4Kk CEO 2 flic (-1, +1)Lip 8 B 5 -0.499 (t=-2.591) -

F P 1% ERE > L7 jOESR S ATE CEO P> T A X2 BV MG Lo BFR
T BEFERLHF AT BK Heb -
ERNLIE R % A SRR S5 S

o

A, =
L,:af—gg

R

=%

=

BFEFFmIz 2 0P g 34 22 052 | 8k CEO tha 3 (8% 3 2 o P gk ff
BAEMALTE ééil Bl > W4 45 dlidpfr g4 0@ a8 34 2 RO | #K
CEOz 23 i¢* & » A ¥ k(s 0435;pE<00l)  Bgmz 2 2 Pehi 44 £2 4+
B o T T REREAFTLABRHOb: g £ 003 54 £ EFBRESR S ATE

CEO R » &£ 2@ BV nf n B o
A NREMGHEHT L ST F Pk

Bt AT A F0E CEO chipe e M ik 7252 f MK CEO e 3 17 % g L 2 9
SRR IR ETE € A2 TR 0 1A 45 lidp i 7 2 2 7 R2E CEO s BB
2pES MK CEO 223 f¥* sd v » A -k ¥ (hdfich 0.693;p E<0.01) &+ 7 #7i2 CEO
e B R G FIE o T LR % S AT iRk HBb ¢ 2% CEO shik B ki o
ERBTEFIR ZATECEOM » e L 27 RV w B FE -

42 wmpFsfi-Er R REL

_p

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
T % i FTALALOPRFEN HEIPBRA Y HEAERY THAEBRYH
§F ﬁ”’ §F ﬁm F’pﬂ
#jE 3.391 -4.020 -1.032 -0.765

(1.286)*** (-1.126) (-1.907)** (-0.576)**




7 5 RoEaK -3.117 0.917 -0.516 -0.499
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