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& ERYE - BERAIQRE 2 TFHRS - BRI EFY D BPPERELPT H o T=02-t1+] ¢
Mt R E 2 REFMFIFIRS R TR ELINFERENT DRI L) T TE 2D R FW
HoW=t4-3+c—- ki ¥ REEP TRLF0D T2 pH—HTEL-1H 5= B 2K 528
FEPRYREHG B PERDPEZ SR PRI ET O FE N RELE LG
AR

(2) FHEAGHEFE-FEF28200 RGP L2 nRFpR s o PRS0 IR
S AR (expectod retums)e 1% & 4R 0 A9 B 0SS 4 5 J60 f® Bf 2T 3 B (Market Model)-

PR R BN R AR S B BRI T AU o 00D AR e 2R AR R S 2 e RS

DN 4eT o

Rie i+ BiRpme + &¢ (1)
Ry i#X % tp R
R @378 30 Sbe R Rp e R0 5 0 3202 50 5 (0 X0 P i dp e BH{X-1T0 pric i 4y
5/ 7 X1 g Ay e
@ ¢ oAoT i FEEER e
Bi AR TEFRE
g G ATRFALA -
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(z) ZF2RERPF o TIFRHHES ) SHFL DAL > 1295 Fama(1973)2 47 1 > 7 FH8F T 712 B
E (&it) =0; Cov (eit, eiy) =1,y (tl,t2) ; Cov (e&it, Rmt) =0
Fpt o gl btz o0 v REBRELSATERY )R- Tapddppd o TE
Ry=ai + bi Ry (2)
Ry *47 i 27 tH2Hps o o P50 % o
met R E LT B EORE 2 S
(1) RBPFTHEFHPFAAR) S A2 ¥ F#5(CAR)
- d TSRS ’*Tk?"li""aﬁ‘—?‘iiﬁﬁ’” cHT TR -PFIFEZRBAFMILRH
PRk nF L o P RETHENWRMT PERLIRME I PREEL > EY BV F(AR) 2 B H
£ ¥ 4P S (CAR) M5 M58 F i o & % 4 f¥(Abnormal Returns , AR;,) 4511 % &8 0@ B3 piRd %
i+ Hp enIp PP IR P
ARit=Riy—(E) Ry (3)
ARy 47 1 2F % t 2 B FFEpF o
R 47 i 27 % tha dmpps o
(EYRyy 47 i 2P % t W2 sFWieps o
A AR ¥ #FYS (Cumulative Abnormal Returns, CAR( T )) TP AETHTRE D RBAEMFPE AR o
(=) BHFEPF ek B FEMF L pAPT R BTG LR ek BT
APTURARFEEHRYEF L ORE LR A R FI AP RN ELT P R T
R TRHEFRR T, -
-~ P REK
A% % %% (Haynes and Hillman,2010) * m 72 ¥ ¢ ¥ AR R foiF R 2 HE% > @& * Blau’s (1977)
¢h B {24, B Heterogeneity= (1 — YPH)k-E o HP P Lo 2 dg it b0 i B A g
(-) ETXEEFT*RAR RARHE *—#ﬁﬁ-)
EFEFARAARS PO ~HECMGRFTREI > £ @ 7% Blaws (1977) dhf fitdp ek vz ¥ -
1. # i # # @& * Hillman - Cannella and Paetzold (2000) » #fi* fffip » #EF 4 3 = BEF § OB &
O RFEL RO AL FIAABPES o F £ % 7(business experts) L& F ¥ F - L F Lok
¥araiena § 5 L 45 E R(support speciahsts)c 22 2k R (Bl ) - f_ﬁdz% Fo (G447 Fo
BT RIr R FREFD M2 88 EE AR (MR 22 F)  ARE L4 (community
influential) # 3£ 5cis Fo Fih S E T H AR S > @ P - S22F IR ’Kg 38 £ oy

2. BREXF I E TS - REIE S A/ g B/ YA R TR R A TR

3. A¥MGRETHI QANFAEABIAAT L EZA R AF S THB2 Bk
*ﬁfigﬁj\ﬁ}i{/}Fié'ﬁiﬂﬂm t e d*"”“f#_\iﬁ.’ﬁi/ F]$%’ﬁ;tf§_m§g%]§_0’ff3’\@ B

F3lieiorF L BRI
(=) EXEF2FR (FRAFE+- )

TFEFRAPEFEF Ao L2 ¥ 2R - FEP I PAFFEFAF I AT T
Gk, s AR PAFEY BLELE o R THRAR % - %a#t#«ﬁ@@ﬁiibW‘ﬂﬂxﬂﬁﬁ$
FUR PRI E AT W (Mo R T E G2 BN NSRRI R RO e F § T AFRARERR K

Fagdor R A7 R *q;%fifir‘b Bipth, A F @4 r RGN IFT IR AL EBR- ¥
il EH TR T E R E r’%'/“r”ﬁ EFEFA A ENEEFRBEE 2o, 5 - B R LLELG AL
FLIEERDER G AELTTERAFAFENDFRPE L A B FERM-TTFNEE T AER
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RIRE g hEfFERA0.2, 27 EF A0 D EETHTEY DR > BEAEF AP R RS -
ERNES 3 3
5 @ CEOfE 4 2. I dcic 7 — Rt ik > - CEOfE 4 che 3 fir 8 dp ik R4 TR a2 » R - ¥
A XN (g0?) Z_XT ’ ﬁ‘——?'“? RFRRER AR TR AT A )j*‘l L CEOTE 4 £ & 37 % $ctp B H o
BEEP > LB REFTAECEOR Y i gHai- g [ A5 ASTRAE (TE)) | THE <27 &3 CEO {#
SRR (4R 0 % & T CEO 4 nR IRl £ S 8 5 He o
(=) CEO #ffE+ 5 CEO &2 9 e ehd % =, 8 & 42 CEO “f/A&lf  ni= i - BfLenip #cd
(Finkelstein, 1992)- § CEO 4 iz ¥ % £ 5,2 CEO $3t 2 7 ch g 5 ik R 3 i T enB 504 Tt A < 320
CEO £ % {zd % &(™ DUAL #71)iF 3 %€ CEO Rif 4 1 % d(Harjoto and Jo, 2009; Haynes
and Hillman, 2010; Ting, 2013; I3p & 22 Hhx 12, 2010),2 & A%l 5 CEO X 2 F$£,0 Al % «
(= ) Daily and Johnson (1997) dpd 0 CEO ehig 4 A#HET T frgF ¢ >R L Fd miz CEO #tiz & > 7
N T B b e M o % € %73 14 (board interdependent) & F8fr ¢t 30 E F ZILiZCEO M MiF¥ iz

ﬂh

A& (Daily and Dalton > 1994; Hillman and Dalziel > 2003 ) ;F]3* » CEO g4 ¥ i € 5 ¥ = g ¥ A #cd
Hoe 2 fofp2 g% Ay M od gt o2 CEO BB RF T Eh g Ll 3% gmA&fww(
APPOINT# 77 ) 2 2bjp > § % & & F 34 4 #c2 v (" NON-IND4 77 ) » 175 =2 CEO 4 d8 - 4p
# -
(=) CEO #73 {814 L & u4FUt Gl p IRt 28 KT8 o § CEOFG cndF Wt J g pr,r v 38 * 975 B8
AR B RPEL P hE A K od B CEO #d F F RRFEL 0 F (1 OWN £ 77),iF 5 CEO *73%
H# 4 4 7% (Haynes and Hillman, 2010; Ting, 2013; ®I3f & & +k322£,2010) °
¢‘Kﬂ%&

PEATFES GHATARY D 2 2B IRF LA A BT OREAFTL A W 2P R |
%uﬁ\g;@aiﬁﬁ\Fzﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁiiéﬁé°

(=) =P HH

Lang and Lundholm(1993):. 5 2 @ SHAR + » A7 30 2 P Ap R T eng fou 48 § £ £ 08
PP iE R KT D P F S AXE 248 5 Wijantini(2006)3n 5 < 2 P g il S chF A4 0 o skApdt ) 2
FodREA P PFARGTRL A0 TAIBOATI AT RN ER ) 2P EZETREIET R
ST ARG L EF(2005)8 % £ (2006)F 5 BRI NP FASMBAERE P REEREFE S MG o
RS PREHE RSP E  F R0 PR R S PRT AR RHE LR
oP AL ) e R

A

(=) g v

BEARGONP LT RAEA A 4% g T dhg KiE TP 9(Jensen and Meckling,1976)
RRESE T NFEEP RN EHNFTEDP BRI ARTAH P FT DT Ko G T B0
SINF 0 FTARBREERF - FREFRAEETAHBRAE § 8 F M %7 Bradbury(1992) ~ Meek

etal.(1995) ~ Chavent et al.(2006) » 7 7 % % &7 2 3 B F4p b —‘k 3 Garcia-Meca etal.(2005) ~ Wijantini(2006) -

éé\ﬁi‘gétéfﬁfﬁ"4\\5'&3;‘_‘%1}’&%?'\%‘{;:I%*‘E "j:f ﬁ"ll‘&‘?\'i\mﬁf Krlg'ﬂbjgldj\jﬁ
(Watts and Zimmerman, 1990) © 1395 g 5 "8 =323 » f 0t 48 0 PUETI € 4150 Flot 2 8 0 B -
j\ﬁﬂ" é 'F Lo o2l B 2};\;,&.—1‘ :

Bt

B F=f T/ T A RITAL00%

() =7da
hn :b»"p“ FHRE FTRARE > RET R R FMIBE AT L TG o Fl > REFTREP AT R
FBRF A N2 DA ek aig o
FMRE(2003) 45 0 FTRABPBARARF O RLDFEFT AN T 2 FEEFL S HB= o
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AR A ERY HOOHISR RN FUFRBER RO 7 R RP IR RS D F L ENTR
EPRAR VRS SRR RE S § 2 (Heflin, Shaw, and Wild, 2001 ) = Diamond and Verrecchia
(1991) ?'P%iém%gr} B E L B TS 0 TR RF A H R A BN E 2
f TR ILE B  #% o Healy and Wahlen (1999) ch @ B/ 3 » R § £ ¥ B BABF %
FEFEHEL FE o4 EHARE IR TREREFT ORI K i FiREAAL S R P
ARERFFT EE FAFPOEE » F L G F &SR A RR G
AR SLELEL) - B ﬂA*ﬁwé%*Am,1%£>ﬂmﬁﬂﬁ%’—%az
i b # $ hF A (Lev and Penman, 1990) » &4 # CRIFHFREL gF o FAF

=5
)
"
N

Flae 2 Feha @
#F ' F (Return on
asset, ROA ) ’ﬁﬁ;;};‘ 2PERF - ADFT AT “’lvf%mﬂ} Eo AP FAFMFZFE 2T
P A2 =i E /BT A*100%
(2)PLHER ™ X
RSP T X SABPER O S HE L EAG P L Bk FoH L £2 Fokd T s R ot b Levand
Zarwoin(1999):% 5 F 8 5 d ~ T A~ i~ A 4 TRELFITES > FFULL LA S 5
%ﬂiﬁ%%@°ﬁ231?mﬁﬁ$wm%§’ﬂﬁiPiH”F?%§?“$&§ﬁﬂ%&’”ﬁi%
KPP dEBE cmAEmTHERY Y F230 0
pﬁ-}&%?a‘%:fﬂi‘%;‘&%?/%’%‘iﬂiiﬁﬂw%

A e

(1) GE>E¢

Mason and Merton(1985):. % At 2 ~FTA SR E - FTALAT AR L N F PRI L ENTEHE -
B RO A E E TR BT AR T EY S A I FOL RIS TN AT BT A
FEFELHEARE VFE AR P ERFRR RAFTRTAPE I LTI 2P E O8N T

¢¥$a&€4*wm*&P—ﬂm*éﬂ’—ﬁ“*éﬂm%

231 L RELEREL

P LA ARBETE

=

She

o

iiﬂ L
o

&

42 2 ¥EM (ARy) u:s: AR LF (EventStudy)gLﬁ% 272 ud
U T2 SR DRI I o T

FoPAEFREMERHEM LG BRRBER
NP AYPFITEGRAEMEL -

Eig?‘d&){ 2 (BCB):
a4 B B OF(BCBI) METESR AR EELT R LAH S LR

5 @ % Blau sé“i.%.‘r]”i?‘\ T2t o

B4 § B 7 (BCB2;) NEE YR EAL RBESR A AR
“—L ) 3@"}* Blau’ S ‘g'_ ?ﬁ':r'} A ‘\: f’F"“L EI‘ °

A ¥ %3 F(BCB3;) d SAFTHAEAB RN ErIRAE LT %k
ZZ‘\..‘,u—kigt

F¥F *2FA(BCD):

f}j‘;‘;@% ﬂ(BCDlit) TESER AR AT & EL ximaﬁi iR E 2
fo/g ¥ € = R 0T ¥Rk E Lir o

7 # 9 £ 4§t 12(BCD2,) SRS R LR CRRDTE AT L
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3031 8 RETAREA D)

RELH BESETA

henyi=zgtE£ (DUAL) 127852 {z3FE£ 00 5F -

0% ¢ (NON-IND) CEO B Fip FF § %7} FF ¢ ¢ vt
&) e

CEO # % % (OWN) CEO # %t £ % i gz v 5 o

CEO iz & % % (APPOINT) CEO Gy aEhz % &304 H2
oo

Era k3 I

2 2 3.4 (SCALE) MNP RFT AP RO TSR O PR ]
S RROELUE<E : (i

§ 1+ % (DEBT) RO SIS R RIE/T A RIET100%

2Pz %2 (ROA) NP L2 =il & IR T A *100%

PEEER Y ¥ (R&D) FLIHEERY S=FLHERBLY /¥ £ 23
*100%

& ¥ & & 1% ¢ (ASSET) CEFEPE=(APETA- L -HPRFTA)L -

B8 F A*100%

Fr & R@ENIEz
Ripn il B T s > F BT #ArT
Hl1: SR §FT AR RARFHAATHE %] 2o B FR R E S - 15)
ARy =ag+a, ¥ ¥ §F A + aySCALE + a3 DEBT + a3R0A + a,RandD + asASSET + &,
H2: % § T AFRAEZHLATR %G f» BT (FRA - i)
AR, = ay + a; ¥ ¥ §/FA + aySCALE + azDEBT + a3ROA + ayRandD + asASSET + &,
H3:CEO 4 f »*HHFF § TR ASAAHF oM > * T ACEOS RFBHB L FTLE T+
RAEMAFHE 2 T o F 3P
ARy =ap+a, FXE R A +a,CEO ¥4 +taz; FE FF 2 ~CEO {7+ + aySCALE + asDEBT + agROA
+ a;R&D + agASSET + &
H4:CEO #74 b+ *HIXL E T MERHAFHxehM 5> * T ACEOR I RFHHR T X ¢ F MER A
Frgm2 e
ARy =ag+a, ¥FE £/FE +a,CEO #74 +az & ¥ £/FZ »CEO {# 4 +a,SCALE + asDEBT + a,ROA
+ a;R&D + agASSET + &

o
=
it
i
[
<4
=

A FR&ERP LN
-~ R TR A s
PR c@r s 209 diTd 5 42 8 ¥ WP IT L LIRTE 2o 7 gy B EARTIR TR E(TE))
T RAL I8 BAEMEY > AjcE 2011 #1193 mwﬁl2ﬂﬂﬂ’ﬁ%$@$@iﬁ’#F{w*%

ﬂzfﬁtﬁﬂﬁ%fid\’ﬁ_@vﬂm %;airw Mg 233 MBI ZRB TR TR 2%
EAATERLY TR o AT Y 350 L fooathh o B T I 1 E L 61K F(T0%) 0 B A B ¥

(7.4%) 4#%«‘%‘:(4.6% ) RFIFAEARSL AP T T FEWL ] R AP P RNE G P ATA R S
2 41T FN FF 6T AR RLFR NT %A Y 5 142032 > CEO power thT #odic 5 0.64 » &7 5447
BFrrT rofch 0.88 o
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= ~ Pearson g B 434 ¥7
THA2 LA RBEEEFARARTEL EFAER)  RREGTASE ) T B PH(CEO powen) 1 & bl B2 P RH S SEIERE FLHFER I 2P
2 e f Fob F)hR i fe(Pearson)p B Bk o B R AR TT 0 QAT B TR E T ARRE CFATFEE R I3 HEF Y AN S 2% § F A4 &% CEO power i 3
PRI RE LA T EETARRE P LG ED MAARMY o
Fo4-1 & Rl Lo~ RR L 2 ApM AT

N

TioE TR A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 RIATE > 88 3272 1 1507 -.149™ -0.057 0.072 0.035 137 -0.064 0.013
2 FEETFTARR 1.42 0.44 1 -0.002 208" -0.039 -0.104 202" 0.065 -0.094
3 F% ¢ FARER 0.32 0.278 1 0.097 0.073 -0.04 -0.059 -123° 0.1
4 CEO power 0.64 1.942 1 0.023 157" 0.032 0.099 -112°
5 SPRK 17.4611 1.6939 1 -0.011 -0.021 -137° 299™
6 HEIEWE 15.2446 12.39381 1 -0.035 -0.059 0.094
7 OFEFERTEF 5.2664 7.29729 1 2407 -587"
8 2PNz ok 6.645 7.47928 1 449"
9 pHwF 44.116 18.08022 1
e AREEOREL 001 FF (BEL) MY % AEEREL 005 & (L) MEY -
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I8 i fzj%‘ﬁi“*/w\‘f’?
~EFE g FARRBFREFNASAIRTE %2 2 ook
PACHHHIEZEF AR AL P B MAERR > L2 PFEELATE R ML 7 o & 4-2Model 1 7 %

BEHAEEF AR A2 Betam 5 0.1100 t & 5 1.983 > 'ﬂw,r},g;%fﬁﬁf’fﬁ' EF AR REEELIATH G B
FiepE B HIERR %O%%4Qﬁﬂ@WVE£?¢%S’M%Q# R LR g

S
%&;a-

BR- EFEFAFAATEELEELIFTE 0 Iz 4 4-2 Mode SEHTEEEFT AFARZL Beta
BH-0.141t E5-2525-d R% k7 TF §F MERAHEFAATH T ?if%ﬁ PE S B H2 B L3 o VIF
BE PS5 HETE L RIS AR o
= ~ CEO power 2.+ 3%

» 1 ¥ H3 & H4 > 2 & Model 4 ~ Model 3 #t » CEO power it 3 F % 5 T T HM%REITFF AR A E
7R {v CEO power e+ 3%k 2 4 2 Bten i £ £ S F° 4L > 24P iz Cohen, Cohen, West, and Aiken (2003)# 2% »
RPHEET P o TR B R R A TR T L o ¢ 1 A A Y 2 VIF @350 0 5 B #
TR R ESAERFIE - 242D Model 3 TEF ¢ F AR A2 Betai® s 0129t 85 2284 a 4% € T A4 &
2 CEO power % 3k 78 &2 £ 374 »aen B 5-0.115 t B 5-1.968 P v A % K& » A T B Echf 4pRhE » b > 1w
[ % 47 CEOpower HEF § T AR RLAIATH 2 FM L FRFL v+ ek HIEELE -

d 4422 %% 7 HA> % ¢ F #~/F R & CEO power % I & £|FTH »centh#c 5 -0.127 » t £ 5-2204 > P &
s ERFORE R FOLAPM 0 FIY 0 @i kBT CEO power #E ¥ & T AMFREAIATE w2 B H L]
BE ok HABE A o 5 Model 5 ¢ VIF 55|35 55 7 g 2 PR AE -

242 T BB AL FHME AT SRR K2

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
¥ ~4.105* -1.893 4 819%* 3.143
(-1.868) (-0.903) (-2.187) (-1.456)
o 0.110%* 0.129%*
= A
ERTALA (1.983) (2.284)
o . -0.141%* -0.106*
BT AR (-2.525) (-1.845)
-0.065 -0.047
CEO power (-1.150) (:0.864)
0.115%*
% & X CEO power (-1.968)
. 0.127%*
7#”& X CEO power (-2.204)
AP R 0.111* 0.089 0.141%* 0.123*
TrR (1.687) (1.362) (2.113) (1.838)
v . 0.079 0.063 0.036 0.055
pE L E
EFFEBE (1.357) (1.085) (0.596) (0.955)
g 0.191%%* 0.207*%* 0.167%* 0.195%**
‘ (2.627) (2.904) (2.302) (2.742)
NP -0.079 -0.092 -0.072 -0.069
(-1.241) (-1.445) (-1.130) (-1.078)
§ R 0.102 0.113 0.083 0.114
SR (1.256) (1.397) (1.019) (1.418)
R Square 0.115 0.112 0.132 0.136
Adj-R? 0.047 0.054 0.059 0.064
F it 1.690%+* 1.799%+x 1.809%+* 1.885% %
VIF <5 <5 <5 <5

=350, % ~ % s R w22 015 0.050.01 BEFKE (E ) LEFEESC 4o r 21
PZAESEHRT 2 (O P T 5 R TD -
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K Laky ﬁ HuE R o
-8 FLER

AR LE 2011 1 01 pEE A2015 12 P31 PSERLHEID AP GRTART L2 B
ERAIFTH R R AR A WEF T A LRI EFAFTH T L MM > 34 » CEO power 8% ¢ 7+
BRIFTH T2 B & 05 > BET B TREY 0 fIY R o 2R ARE FAT 8%

FEEL LB AERTRALEI > FEEFTALRPL LA L2 T > 2iF4 AP T
THETAHRG BRI F Y oSl 2 e Adr » 2L EF § F +(board capital) i3 & T % 45
Hillman and Dalziel (2003) “f# 5k iz 23650 % § + {1 &% 4 7 4 (human capital)frit § T # (social
capital) » & %% Haynes and Hillman (2010) # % # s7LH03] 3 Ad 5- HEA TS § 7 A S8 v ha B
e GERR R)

AL D EE T AR RAR B 298
2 Golden and Zajac Q00)5 REF € S AR E B FREFE S [ cngBfeb Emi B 5 igx &1 ¢ ;
TARMZ R - R VAP RREETALFERS CEF LT AFRARAFHAIE G e B A2 H2F
7% % & § f Huff,1982; Hambrick, Geletkanycz and Fredrickson (1993) - 5 % § 4p 0217 £ 4 & frb fhehp 2 ¥
R A RKELB> 545 4p uzm—F, EAeE A0 Fli Ao 3@ i LImerd R o @ f Euk
oA EERFT BE-K o

Fidhs AHEXZ CEO # HEFEFT AR AIAATH 2 L F A& % » & & CEO 184 453 /¥
B EEET AR RAATE  BE e B B ER - rBER S PR L e AEAR ALY
ﬂ%%ﬁiiﬁ%g’%%ﬁaiﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁBwﬂw%ﬂEOm PR T 3 F AT SR RNPIAYE s
CEO S §7 % % PAfblr ok - Joo Riis & 2t © CRO § T RRRACAIATH 8§
ek 28 CEO 1 AR i L HF § T RSO L
CEO power 3# & 1 £ % § 7 & fo & ¥ 41374 »c2
Ry (CaFmRAR ) Bib b oo d 2SS ip R g ]@fru; kA R R R L B CEO W
FAE LW%%’%%Eiﬁﬁiw%§4,Km%ﬂﬁa%mﬁig?%ﬁﬂ%gﬁ@mmﬁomeam
Hillman (2010) 4 ~ # CEO & # 5 % shl 64 B+ 45 (70 % LI 4 § B FHLH R0d IAT{o R BT H A i

4 2
..‘:‘—;—%—— R o

%%%%ﬁ*giﬁ%’ﬁéﬁﬁi Yomo B AFRF ALK RS EE AR
B

- Pi?%
PR FEHEE §F ARG R 2 Y S R RRHT A SRR F R e
RIFTE arR B > T AIR V- A% AP HERANE X2 F T FAFRRY > AL H
RETF AR AEFTRFRNE FHARSNAIE G I v BF T RECEREFFFTEAR
pry g gt

I FEIBRE

(-) BEETE LI P ey cEFPERABAITE - LE AN G ET § FRRENL S o
BoRELHNET P SR ARELHEEARALE ET IR A PNL AL A BB T AN
BB PHEEARERDT b B ALY FIEER MY o AFTHRATHELE Y LG
Hamhit > D 2P ER § A BEAGEBAL R T OERIAIRA 0 S ERF B FRER
e L SR REF L9 P8 A LAE RS HT  H EE AT e
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(=) EFMjep Pk L2 BEFTR HEFT AOERR §§g¢§,ﬂg,uﬁ$§ggﬁﬁoipxé
SR CFTEETATAR (LA GAETAZBTE) HEEARTY 2l HEFIw BT Jd 17 ¢
AP LEEFE R BMATE §H A B 3 ;r# X T2 FEAR O RBFTF A
RE BHHB2ZEEE e RIERMING BETH BLNLABES  BEEELITHFE - F 2 >
AP  EESATREHRAANAER (FEFAERIF) » B3 1 g £ 4137552 6 chd R o

(2) ~#= 387 CEOpower f w T E € T AL AFTH T2 PE > 4 CEO L # 5%+ chd et BIF it 7]

BAAR G > VBETEFT AHLATEND Gock o S L LG Heh BB oL > L EEHE
EAEF KITFTRE D b A £ L > CEOpower B4 FF & T+ B T AT ez B A 2 il o
P W AU
- FR
(-) 1P 2P BEE R FRRERL RN B AATE 4 S|t R THERSEY 0 L
R Y el i S AN A I
() RELHTERRATFLIERLMER BT 4 F RSP f:m‘?'f;?‘o@&?z%‘ﬂﬂ ,
# # (Kimand Cannella,2008) ~ # i {25/ (Singh,Terjesen,Vinnicombe,2008) r2 > & 4 & 3 5/ <hig
(Johnson, Schnatterly, and Hill2013) ¥ 12 fe 5 F & A 4 FAOEEF T Ka > &5 A E @ ST L

F FlEgene FPo AR ;T Y FAF T R foldh e B 2 R ER SR F TSR F F alidk -
N S ]
(-) AELHEAREHE L 2011 &3 2015 & » £35S EM ST 15 27 S A28 BB HaH

B ARFLT SR SIRE o G0 R R LE R AL T R
(2) AFLHEAEF T AFAFTE L IR LG LB RES LR Br kR AR £F
stﬁi%frﬁ’“ﬁ%/]ﬁ“fﬂ%n? E¥ai e P AL EEFAFTRHFA TV REREF AL
SRR EE (SR i
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BERE(2015) EAFALNAR CEORA BAFRHE- A A FFRFRMHMBERFA L T(ALHY) -
L%ﬁ(mm)°”fi%ﬁ~ifiﬁ— BEYERMBLZPY R oA <~ FEEFRIHE L %)

TA(2010) EFEFF EEMFREEFPRIMA2IFH —NERFEEZIO - RS0 5 ¢
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