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A B AT, BFRE SRR LA A A R
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Ve Al T 7 s % ( CSMAR) 150 S8 280 48 %
(RESSET) . Hrh CEO FlI#E = K A9 N H5AE B
A CSMAR M 2008 4FEd G AR “ Lz
A AWIRAE " FEARIE. IR T CEO FHiF 53 K
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Table 1 Sample distribution

PN - R LT AR (e NN B /N BES {2 PRIIE CEiz&%ﬁ%’?@ %»Eé%f@ﬂﬁ%ig
(%) 923 vl Rk H 2> R
2008 1208 1 603 75.36 1252 1548
2009 1 406 1752 80.25 1439 1717
2010 1751 2107 83.10 1791 2 087
2011 2092 2341 89.36 2128 2327
2012 2348 2 470 95.06 2398 2 463
2013 1 895 2515 75.35 1919 2 497
2014 2271 2 632 86.28 2326 2598
2015 2477 2 823 87.74 2 541 2781
2016 2722 3118 87.30 2788 3073
=8 18 170 21 361 85.06 18 582 21 091
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FRIETA AR TAR Ly Bl 5 i
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FEFEMERL R, 2 ) 2 i i AR A4
PR W) FA  FLFT 238 9 7 R RUBRA M .
e, O FVRLRE 2 mR BT R o AT AT R
LA RS AT BB I R R
Py b T2 ) ] ™ v A R B B L AR A
JEAE B ) A By ol BE. b 3R BT A R Y
HARTE SC, ¥31e3R 2 oI

MIRFERAR I R B A, b b AR i 2 1A
FEAE W 1 A AR P DT, i %) 22 it 22 (] P9 A= M Y
Ak B 7 AR A SCE DR i B DS
OB BB DX 22— P A PR B0 2 1 A R P A 2R
T, R R 2R U R AU AR SC M, Gl g
WA B S 16 AR 95 S e
A S PO BRI FIIE I KR OC &, IR A 4
AFEAE 2 A S BT A . SR, 50k P 2R
TRFR A M AN [ A9 2, AR S o0 44 A
FHARERILR, MEMKKR, FULRZ

[ P 2B P B A7 78 1 AN 23 52 ) 6 15000 280 SR Y
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2 43 HH0 T N AR i CEO FRAE 5
KAFEFNA ) 2w HAD A 8 i ARG i, fdh
FEA T A AR 2 AP L2 O T B IR R AE Y
RIGETH 22, A SON i SE RIS B R AT T 1% Al
99% 1) Winsorize ZbFH.

M B A N AR AR 7R 5 09 1538 PR e Tt 45
(Mt B AifEAR C) HrL, ATRUR B B, dTlYsr
Z— (24.96%) tEAH CEO FI#E FA< i [ — A
AT B, B BT HRAL b o 20
e, Lotk CEO XY 6.02% , 1 22 1 # SF A
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AR e TRE G, a2 (52.92%)
CEO fEH A wI e, # AR AL R
FL IR 26.51%; 4504, F&E i/ F CEO f1
KA AR Y 5000 B A B RRE, F
25% % 30% (1) CEO s # F R HA A7 FAR K
THEIRREL YR, 2 18% (1) CEO i # K HA It

G ERELIRBER S, #id 90% i CEO B
FRAEA N o N S8 HIRGEEL R 5
Ti, CEO s{#E K HA WA TAECREZ PRI
WA, X2 5% fe)a, FELHARMEDS
K1t CEO B4 8 4= 5 MBUN TAR = RITFE G2
RS2

R2 FETEMEHBRES T

Table 2 Definitions of variables and descriptive statistics

wiy | X AR #yfi i 22 i
Panel A /A48
adEBITDAper | 2347 \v B ALY EBITDA (5 398 7= 1 Fo ] 18 170 0.015 7 0.119 1 0.000 3
adTobinQ Gt A7l P PR R O 17 300 0.342 0 1.518 3 0. 006 8
Panel B CEO 4~ A\ F1iE
Duality CEO FIFESH KA PIIRSTES, 1 18 170 0.249 6 0.432 8 0. 000 0
Gender. ¢ B R, 1 R 18 170 0. 060 2 0.237 8 0. 000 0
Age. ¢ AT A X AL 18 170 3.8710 0.1355 3.8712
Share. ¢ AERFER L E 18 170 0.048 7 0.115 1 0.000 0
Parttime. ¢ AT AL 7RI, 1 K2 18 170 0.529 2 0.499 2 1..000 0
ProFun. ¢ R4 HAR I IRBE LS, 1 R 18 170 0.294 1 0.455 6 0.000 0
MgtFun. ¢ BEA TGRS AT SRR, 1 h 18 170 0.996 6 0.057 8 1.000 0
SkiFun. ¢ RAAM S ERPREAR, 1| A2 18 170 0.186 1 0.389 2 0.000 0
Oversea. c EB/AMINTAE KPS, | R 18 170 0.054 4 0.226 8 0. 000 0
GovBack. ¢ RRABUF TAELDT, 1 AR 18 170 0.186 8 0.389 8 0. 000 0
Academic. c BEAFARNRE), 1 2 18 170 0.164 6 0.370 8 0. 000 0
FinBack. ¢ BEH AT TS, 1 R 18 170 0.057 9 0.2336 0. 000 0
Panel C # KA AFHE
Duality CEO FEE i K AP ES, 1 gt 18 170 0.249 6 0.432°8 0. 000 0
Gender. b AR, 1 R 18 170 0.045 3 0.208 0 0. 000 0
Age. b AR (R X EL 18 170 3.942 4 0.137 4 3.9512
Share. b AERFER LT 18 170 0.077 5 0.1412 0.000 0
Parttime. b RETEHARA R, 1 K2 18 170 0.265 1 0.441 4 0.000 0
ProFun. b AR AT AR AL, 1 AR 18 170 0.248 3 0.4321 0. 000 0
MgtFun. b RAG T Mg NS BIREEE S, 1 AR 18 170 0.925 4 0.262 7 1..000 0
SkiFun. b RMA MG EHIRRELR, 1 2 18 170 0.172 0 0.377 4 0.000 0
Oversea. b ERAMINTAESKRFETT, 12 18 170 0.053 7 0.225 4 0. 000 0
GovBack. b REAYFTAERT, 1 AR 18 170 0.350 0 0.477 0 0. 000 0
Academic. b EBHAFARPIED, | AR 18 170 0.243 3 0.429 1 0.000 0
FinBack. b BEAE ST TAES, 1 AR 18 170 0. 086 3 0.280 8 0.000 0
Panel D /&) 2 48
Ln Asset BB 18 170 21.868 1 1.3952 21.690 7
State. share A ety i b 18 170 0.063 5 0.1559 0.000 0
Leverage VPR (R 18 170 0.4355 0.22138 0.428 6
PPE I8 7 B 7 ol S Y L] 18 170 0.2255 0.171 6 0.190 3
Esty 4N F) A R 18 170 2.719 2 0.3811 2.772 6
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3.1 Boosting B34}

AR SCR A BIRILAS 27 > T3 125 A i 0 32 [l A g
( gradient boosting regression trees, GBRT) ©, fajf§
“Boosting [a] |7 4 ” [s1.52] Boosting [1] I 44 £ %k
G55 UL T T A DR A RUEAR, d
RSB TR RS R L5 ROR , TEREA I I
AN ARG AR s

BLgso7 > 77 4k 10 H A 2 £ 3] — 4> 101 09 bR %K
JUx) A MR BREL (v .f) ORIBIER(E

fl2) = argminE, [p(y. fix) 1x] (D)
1M Boosting AYSEASIALIE: AT IR UIZRAE 15 3
—NIEIET AR, SR TR G T 5% 22 4 A I
ZR L IARY, A, RIE IS & 24
) BEABE I 9 BT B R A ) . Lo B
P TFEJAR ( gradient boost regression tree , GBRT)
J2H TR Boosting 5.9 22—, B 1Y SCHE 2l i
FEFE ST RAR B g — 2 1 B AR, iSRRI
FEUCGE AT AR I 451 2% R BT BE R 7 10 e 8, 38
451 2% o B3R A 22 ARSI o i % el 1) 2K
S A% Friedman ™, 7R SCR A B 1 45 T
IR B, BOEWILR Y M pRL

) = axgmin 3 4 y;.p) (2)
IS5 2 P/ 0 4 5k R G
b

fooo W) | (3)

oft x;) Axd =f(x)
LFEHL o BB B R B L =) A sk
DEMAEIUEL 3T x, 300 A o

g(x) = E(z1 )

VEFRAH U225 R/ B T W HE

p=a%@ngwwmﬂ%)ﬂwwﬂ) (5)
TS ) 28558 AR 4 1 97 0 T B

(4)

fix) —flx) + pe()
SRIGTEFR DL LB (e =1,--,7) .

Boosting [0l 54 @Al 11 #2 E 29 K =S
B [BIEARAIAE HIRE (interaction depth) U5
24 ( shrinkage parameter) A1 [B] 35 oY § e . 78
ARSI, SRR AL (tuning parame—
ters) {UENIEREAR NG B Z b, MiRIESHR
I8 22 3 PR D 2 A 4 6 1 ) R s GRS SR
FEMY.

A& HURBE R 1 5 B 3 W1 AR A LR 43 S
HRAIE 22 90 1 RN B8 07 BRI B T e RS LR
RPEAAe BR B 48 RV L 2 150 LERE
FEMAR Re % B A A Bk, A )it
FERLA . R, 2k v i 58 B R Bt 23 R BRI
T AR Hastie 25 I\ 15 22 %k 1) S v B 1 52
HURBEERRBA, PA SOy 520 A8 R EE Y L
FRIZE A 6.

WA S 5088 B SRR I AR o g i 1) Bk 2 )
AR MRS DLAE LT GBRT AU i B 52 48
120 W SR — MR E 9 0..01 80,001, H
FER T VG B0 BUE RS W] fg/IN. BNl
SR ] REAH R LR BN AR, BRSO A
/N T 0.001 AR 4k, FE R E TN
e 2 G A = (OB N A N LK =T
A (LG AEAE LA R CPU iz 58 AR , HXF
A PR FRCRARN ™ 25 55 B
KL , AR SCHUR AR 2 40UE A 0. 001.

S Pt B WA S BN e AT B4 [ U AR 50 i 2 A B
SEMa Y. JEEER A B 50 S B
FE AR, NSRS BT TR B 2 e )
v AL B R R AR B 5 H BRI E R
10 000. OFERF— IR S VISR AE A, 2R S HF
& LHHIE ( cross—validation) 1) 75 K i Fe AL 19
FEMEM A E . LIRS Pl R o8 4
A HBIREAAMAE 2.

YER—Fh 82 B B9 O 18 9 53298, Boosting
SRAT LA Sub 25 45 T 00 o, ELASE AR (%) W i e

(6)

® A3CAd Y Boosting Bk 5 Ridgeway[m] FHM RIES THA “ebm” , ZELE AT distribution = “gaussian” , n. trees =10 000, inter—
action. depth =6, shrinkage =0. 001. YEAR (@AY 30758 73 B0IE T 24500 B % 0080 1) 3 1

© ARSCHE IR BREUR T 7525 ( squared error) X & e 45 AR Bk (69 404 Hh I8 ) ELLE S0 1 B 5% T A B 40 ek -0

@ ARG S B 5 B i3 G o BRIRUAR e AR ARG I 14 [ ) 4% 1) 5t 36 48T 3 000 %5 000 22 [H].
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AN, Ry T X — ), R T AR
FM: (relative importance) FIER /KA E ( partial
dependence plot) e 7 — 247 4 15 L8 J5 19 28 5%
. ASCH B IR UG B, B i A
(1] 2257 WP S 70 o0 R 5 i) 65 R DA R S0 AR =X
AR 33k 2 ) 5 ) (] 25— 75 T RE % A B T Sk LA
FESCHR A PR SR DG ZR 7 AT AR PR DL R T 4SS A
FIEEME AR AR S R 3 L O &R PR ERIE 1
BRI LU 5 A mL G 2 MAAE A SEL R R
FKFRs J3— 7 T REWEHES X 42 1 22 8] OC & 1Y 3L
i, TR T 9 BEAE . R G A ST IE
T B (0 B 1 75 E L AL
TEFINOR , 0200 S0 A A B Al AR, R4
AL AL L T — A “PRAEAAL”, NTETAIL
TP s, oIk kR E 2 .

— NG AR E B PR A — R R A
BUDA R, AR TSR v Al A i i) T AR
JEE . AR Friedman ™, A5 4 5 S 19 2 LR 44
FERERL R AR 0 AN, FERIRL I A% 7S B
RV R 22 00 T FEIREE. 45 =, AR B2
RPFEA A rh AR - A E B RTER N, 7ER B &
Pz A RO — A FEALECE SR RS,
FEAYHL G BE T 0 AR BE AR T HA A 5 E A5
AHIRIERAE S5 AU B 0 AR B2 1 /DN, 2R
— AR RO O AR AR R, I HAE A Y
P0G S A A X B R A G A
Xof B OR 12 i B I i AR R R 2, WIRSL AR
O RN S YR R & i N NS R
T LA, AR AL T A B A B R AR
g pRAE N 1.

ARICAEEEE T Boosting A5 71 Y A4 THZ it HH —
SERREPE R S, PRIk — 25 5 | AR A1 R
BT B2 1 X6 T 000 25 R 1 5 i A L e — AR
U Xof T TN A% (14 A3 M DG R R AR AR HE
HREAE A IE BT, X — AR A2 S (E
HYAS SRR G ROR I 2 . X —FE AR BE U 7E
—EFEE R relative importance JGiZs 5z I TE 111
KZR B ). BB A 8], v LA 80—
ERFIEXT 2 F S8 T A5 =X

e =B [fxgwd | = [ g x) dP(x)
(7

BIRU(T) g R3PS, £, (xg) 20
TE g WO, BT A B X o7 9 8 40
xo AR g 2 MRS Y LA A5 Tk

P(xp) = fp( X yp) dag (8)

R8) o [p(X,) AU AT FE A B

MBS i . A M 06 2 1T LA ER R 3R 1 B A
L xg BEEIUE R, %HT Boosting [ 944
AR R b, TR

URESIERD WENED (9)

b xR o ZEVNZRAE TSR | 4IIEME
(Hndl) . BRAIHE SR 0 AWREME T HE
A i RO R BT o, O 98 o) G A 2% o A 5
P b WL AR 7687 & BUE x5y T, XF Boosting
[ A8 A5 1 B BRI AT EIR AT, B
(ELJAS Y xg XoF I (7 Bk 390 00 A5 Bt 9y 199 30 AR
it
O DWACS) (10)

HLH v B — AR U X R s J5 30T
DALt g T T 1 30 A3 M e
PR MR AS R vy ) 5 TE4 AR B
(T, 4 A P B 5 T 4% 1 B L £
AT g 2 T ST 1 F R () -
A3 4R Boosting [ I HEFE Jy 3 SR 5T )5 ok
F LA TP A K. 1) Boosting [1] 5 A5 45 38 i1 421
B 7. A Hastie 22 (B IR, 1E NSt
SR, T R 2 S % A 5 TR Tl
S 7 0 T AR S R R RS S b
SN . S 4h, U AR B R AT R
i, DRIt BN AR AR S R, R 2 4
BRI R, TR R R a8,
il A5 2K D sh R ag g5 3. A1, Boos—
ting [ U148 38 o B L 2 T4, R R
RS A RS T, W R T L b
2) Boosting [ 42 47 6 T i BR k. K 22 50
WeBF ROML A2 5] 7 B RO — H 9 T, R e A
T T 4R R 1 2 T AN A e 1 0
BT AR, BT 4R A B
7 AR “EARRR T, B MR T P S 7E
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8 R} A U 4 . 1M Boosting [ IH R 2 AL 4
% 2] OB 22 10 A REVE S5 AR AL, R A AT

DAS LA A R e, T L B SE 5 AR A A
Xt B RIZZ: T S 0 HOR R A E X BB R R

R3 RAME

Table 3 Model construction

BT A% TR TR A A i
FL AR R Ln Asset, Leverage, State. Share, PPE, Esty
N " Duality, Gender. ¢, Age. ¢, Share. ¢, Parttime. ¢, ProFun. ¢, MgtFun. ¢, SkiFun. ¢, Oversea. c,
ALIET) CEO Fi%!
GovBack. ¢, Academic. ¢, FinBack. ¢, In Asset, Leverage, State. Share, PPE, Esty
o Duality, Gender. b, Age. b, Share. b, Parttime. b, ProFun. b, MgtFun. b, SkiFun. b, Oversea. b,
HRRR | . . .
GovBack. b, Academic. b, FinBack. b, In Asset, Leverage, State. Share, PPE, Esty

QSRR 55 B30 ad EBITDAper FITH AR adTobinQ . #5784 B i L4 2.

3.2 EBIE

ARSC HE F T A R AR IE AT 45
B JemE T REE A A EARREEA S
25 A N YRRIE B FEEAR Y (DL fajFR ki
FEARL”) . BRI R R 2 W RRAIE A 4
AR, AFE A AL In Asset) FTHFFR( Le-
verage) [EA BAn 5 L( State. Share) \EE¥EF™ 45
( PPE) MR 7 ( Esty) . 7ESEAMERITY (LR L,
M CEO FRAE R FI# o K AR IR, #F— 2
Pt T P = A AR R R RL( LA 23l
fATFR Ry “CEO FEAY 7R “BE R AA™) . =AY
ng 3 Pk,

BT BREAL, A SCRY IS T E R R L
IV A BR AT

TG, MAER S DL A S,
Boosting [Al #4351 % = AR EA RIS, 1EAE
AN il S S E O RO A e T, T
AL I A LG BB RE A SR il A 42
BROR. —AER BN DR TE DLRAR B I 45
£, UAFEEHE AR, I A WHR Sl & T Ik
(T=8). BRI, 15 e i 1] 2008 4 £ 4f X 45 44
FEATINGRAN A SCHRAIE, I HIAC B T 2009 4F 1)
INSEVGTRG A Al 2009 4 0 R AT I 2R Fn s
SCHE, JFAE 2010 4R B E T 00 AR e fe
SLAEY TR S, I R B L5 S5 R WA
FEARBIA L R m 4 ) 10000 25 SR mT 3
SATE I REAR SN L BE RYs FIFEAR SN 7
125 MSE yps. LA Rig\Riyps 1 MSE 505 ) FEAE R,

N

PPA CEO A6 7 1 2 S A0 72 T 2 7] 5530 1Y
By I SRR R A L 43 A TR T DL Ry R
1], S F AR AR A B 2 T A7 AE 25 5, T s ik
Ris I HRG — AR A B IME, R HHE TN

i SSE,

=) (11)
Y SST,

2o SSE, WA o 3REAR A U A5 22 5 5
SST, Hfs ¢ 110 R 2277 . 20, R 1o
FEAR A1 1 T 0 158 2% Ok 1) . A AR A1 2 O i 2
MSE s $E I REAR SIS 5 20528 2 1) 2 1
(9577 I 1.

55, BT A U AE X T WO 2 H 5
S A X T E 4. FI T Boosting [ =5 ¥ AF % 2
FIVEFE AR, IR = A8 oh 4 78 B (1 % T A A0
L BRI T B, BT YR L 4 R vp 4% 7
(A X 5 £ 8 10 672 ok 25 4 (9 A X
TV £ CEO BRI 28 S KA 5 45 A4y
AE AR TR AN AT L5 8 CEO s F0K A
WPRHE 925 2 M X Bk, T AT L — 45
S H CEO B 2 55K 45 I o 70 A58 Hh g 40 3o 7
FRRE, DA B2t ) G U R 3 e 1
R RAE.

5=, oA T 1 AR
Boosting [R =% A= 13 43 M Pl . o — 25437 L
PR RASHIE ¥ QOB N L Eaw bl AT

FeJ5 , SEASC I M 4 0T 45 e AT R AR M A

Ri;:l—

® BEPLERAK (random forest) AEAIFN XGBoost L2 A A BEMER IR AVRIAYL , AR SCERREPE AT oI LA 2.
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By, A48 SUE R S ) U W SO R
7520 P& Boosting 51 HAl 11240 B HHLA% 5
> T3 VRS 8 e A R A

4 SLIEWBELERSH

4.1 BEFERBINA R EG?

A3 FIH] Boosting [a] AR #4977 v& I [ A
e b A F RS, i SSEA e T CEO FIEE
FRAN NI BB BT AL 4 s AR}
PN EDL GBI CR. 2% 4 B T “Boosting-CEO
L7 1 “Boosting— S A 7 AU LA ROR , IF
AT ALELEE 22 7] JZ 46 B 5 “Boosting /i A
TR XS IR, Gl a2 A 3 AT “Boosting =k
R ” YRS OR 7 i B T R E, FIE CEO

LA 1Y NFRRIE AR 2 v Ml £ Pt (1) 7 ik
. A B, o “OLSIE AL AL | “OLS-CEO #&
BI” 1 “OLS—SE 2 KA "O M Sy X HR 4, 16 16
Boosting [AIHH FIHL AR5 ) ik e B &
RIRI HUNBE 7). 7635 4 M9TE M A FIfT AR B
G355 S AT Sk e s mhl s AR B

< L
AR

5, 4 b Boosting [al 54 (1 4805 25CRAH
XF T OLS BB A i $2 5. 45 R £ W], Boosting
] Y= 7 I 2k 46 4005 BE ) FAE AR S UG BE
WIJ7 L T OLS. [hanfe s (2) myxf ey,
Boosting [Al B 7 Ris Fl R0 H8 4% 12 L OLS 4351
W/ET 12.23% (22.69% - 10. 46%) Fi 4.07%
(13.43% -9.36%) . X Ui W % £ Boosting [8] 5 44
KA G LRI AL RO+ 2 1.

Panel A 55454

x4 IEHEHER

Table 4 Main fitting results

FEAEAE A CEO ##7 PFARCR AR TR
5T (1) (2) (2) (1) (3) (3) =(1)
Boosting 19.94 22.69 2.75 21.09 1.15
Ris( %)
OLS 9.43 10. 46 1.03 10.33 0.90
Boosting 12.35 13.43 1.08 13.26 0.91
Rios( %)
OLS 9.17 9.36 0.19 9.54 0.37
§ Boosting 0.012 4 0.012 3 -0.000 1 0.0123 -0.000 1
MSE pp5
OLS 0.0129 0.012 8 -0.000 1 0.012 8 -0.000 1
Panel B Hi3%4i3%
FEEAS Y CEO f5i#y PRTRR ficei R ki) PRTIRCR
LAY (1) (2) (2) =(1) (3) (3) =(1)
Boosting 65.87 67.97 2.10 67.81 1.94
Ris( %)
OLS 48.86 50.17 1.31 49.91 1.05
) Boosting 37.72 38.62 0.90 38.78 1.06
Ripos( %)
OLS 27.88 28.43 0.55 28.44 0.56
. Boosting 1.78 1.75 -0.03 1.75 -0.03
MSE s
OLS 2.05 2.03 -0.02 2.03 -0.02

St —

B, PE AR LW R CEO MEH KK

SRR T RN ST TN S EE (19.94%) . X —

AN NRHEXTF T A 7 S i A F A F A
B IRAESEAR (A5 RIS FTAT R A ey
i H BB LU IR A w76 OB R 2545

MMRTRREE R K ERORRYIR TR Jy CEO XF 2y
HIW 45 BK R (2.75%) . i ik F/0 72 1

©)

SR T RE R SN by % [ 45 A ] AT A
o, o 7 ACAS B T LA K i 2 %o 45 9% 4 1
gp, DR P 2 ) TR A S D 7 AR ) AL
o S i i AR AR A B S R =2 ) R
AR5 /NAR Z TRl A H 4 1, kI 20 T B

5 Boosting #FIZEA, OLS MERIUL R HI—4EWIR SNt 1 WA, FF4p 55 T HARREA RIS BOR RITEREA S Z AL BB .
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JE VS R I 2 T 22 M R A AR 25 17 22000 )
PR EE Y B L A R E R AR T 5 % R 43
(I E 1 A FR.

5=, CEO FI# 5 K 76 F I 55 SR i 3
SO T I AR GERE 1 W A 25 S T AR A 1951
(1) FiFl (3) ML5EAH, HEHT “Boosting
HEBIAT, “Boosting-CEO A5 74 ™ 51 WA 45 4k 11
Rios 32747 1. 08% ;1M 2 LI “Boosting 7 K
AEERY " T A 55 B0 Riyos #2755 17 0.91% . [t
CEO X T 45 S p T 6 3 A T3 K. 1 M
TR B B Ros 25 b, H1 & BT A R B 45 2R
CEO X} TH S N AE 1155 T H K. x—
2% AT RE A SR R E T3 A 7 Bk 4ok
%% CEO ik /b ig A/ iiimsas™ . il
CEO & hnE Sy THRTHA R B 45 503 g S
KAEAEEA A 7 P A 2w By

PEE, AR Al P SRy BUR AR T B A
TR, A A AR B,
FHRM LT CEO B2 AR m AR 45
Xt SRk oy EAL.
4.2 SENCANFEHBEXNEZES R

5 PRl T CEO BRI A 4572
XTI W ST AR X A, R AR A
AR B 35 & 7 1 4572 8%t T T 0 55 Bk
FIT S AE R BRI ZE 0 CEO #5
B, AR R O TET X fEJE T A
PIRFIER S RS FRic 1 7 NI & B fEARZ
AR BRI T 3R B A9 R A I X 5100 28 R B3k
AR B PR (TR A FIHEIAR B AR
T 1%) -, AR QB 5 5 rAUR A BUR 5
R R A S P A3 9 < il B R AS R R e
A T A 2230 SRR A ARG T BRI

RS BEERXNEENHF

Table 5 The ranking of relative variable importance

Panel A 4455 554

CEO ##7! Hiof KA
HEF
A HIMTEEE (%) At XTI B (%)

1 ke 31.77 B fi foie 32.25
2 A AR 21.27 A AR 21.30
3 CiNigaia 18.52 EE N 18.73
4 HEfR* 6.45 GR 6.39
5 A 42 L] 5.51 A F) F A 5.66
6 IN T FEA 5.50 A 42 L] 5.59
7 Enilvda il 4.91 Fg L 4.92
8 ALV A 1.05 (LA 0.81
9 LR GE* 1.00 SRl AT 5o 0.77
10 FARZ L 0.83 BURT Fe 0.75
11 BN 5 0.76 Ll iae* 0.70
12 SRl TAEE F* 0.68 CEO # H K AfefT* 0.47
13 PERI* 0.49 SR 2y 0.42
14 CEO # i KL 0.49 P 0.35
15 A PR 0.41 A HRRE* 0.34
16 {2y 0.35 FALWINE 3V 0.34
17 EHIRE* 0.00 AN * 0.22
CEO FHAE AR B A3 17.43 KR A X T 16.47
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x5 (%)
Table 5 ( Continue)
Panel B T34
s _ CEO Y HEF AR
At AT (%) A AHXF E L (%)

1 NGRS 50.06 AP 50.19
2 ik ke 25.57 e i 25.76
3 EH 8.92 WA 9.13
4 LA 5.10 FEE E ) 4.94
5 N FAY 3.06 A F)F AR 3.08
6 AR 2.96 AR 3.07
7 A 2R ) 1.42 7 5 18 bl 1.47
3 2R 0.76 ARG R 0.57
9 FmJy () * 0.46 B At 0.41
10 Ll IR RE* 0.35 AR RE 0.37
11 AN 0.28 Ll W RE* 0.32
12 AR e 0.27 CEO # K JfefT* 0.19
13 RS 0.25 Emdy (F) * 0.18
14 CEO #FH K HfefT* 0.24 e ) 0.10
15 P * 0.18 R g 0.08
16 Sl TAEE 5o 0.13 ANy * 0.07
17 BRI RE* 0.00 SRl T AR 5 0.07

CEO FRIE I AH X T2 St 10.97 W FARE AR X H M BTt 10.37
b= o B L0 DO s A G Y (AP W 95 G 7/ K (T = S TRl

2. TRILACGEAIN EE AR e TR A TR B HFAYEIRT 1% i AW AL i

TR L L A5 S e T 7 A X R RS B T AR N )
5y QORANEIE == 0N 7 o =R i o (R =
N T A P 8 RN AE BN ] 1) DA R G AR
RN, CEO FIZEFA A Al A RHAE S
R HRS N A B EREFANREIRRR R, filtn, A=
FEERBE T BN AE A BN BE A T ARG A2 R 2
BT LU N A SRR LR, BUN TR =4
T AR SRR Iy A ] DL AR PR AR 2R,
IR T A SRR A R B LU R AT S RS TR
TR LRI A @ik R 20 fE b E A gk
HAEI, BT B SR R BRI RE
XFFA RIS T HA N H B REA S
BRI AFR SRR T 1 SR 5.
4.3 EESERFTEXTARAGSHMTNER
AR EH B M b, AR SC R BRR A H )
FIAF IS SRR T P 5 Ry T 2 A T W) 45
SRR 2R AR 3 R AR AIE 12 W) B0 Y SR B 58
TEOREREWE? O T Ik — [, AR SCH R
S A3 SR 1] S 2 40 I LU 481 45 A8 X 1 R Bk

AT, 1 Z & 4 JER T CEO R Lb il
AR XS T8 W TS B AR O, R o 35 I L
Bl sl A1 . N R 2~ A ST

L RIE 2 sl ers 1 A B BT A R
CEO F5 LB 5 2w W 55 S8 T 32 S8 8
IR ARG 3 2 RS RIS R, T A
i b2 I CEO AIHE 25K B4 I LU 1) 329 (6
ARAK, OB o 0. B — WA B, 18 170 4>
WEAA T, A 53 A~ CEO 1 F¢ B b 49l &5 +
60% , (LA 76 A3 K AR5 B H A & T 60%
e HO ] B G . DR AS SC A A
17E 0% 21 60% IX [8] R /R ET, 25 5 A3 L
(X2 IR0 4 TINS5 R BAT W S ) AR A A
IR, B = BB BIRR T, ARSI
T A FISEEZ 5] CEO Rk HL B i
TEANRIFIBE G 1T AN [ B S0 MR 1] P iy £
RGBT BN 22, 5 FBIBETT. XU S R e o
AbTFAREFELL R ARPIXTEI (0% 225 40%) , F5BEEE
(75l MO 7S N vy G KR LS i C SR TTES E i1

O FEHERAFFBILBIFAFER P4 RS CEO 2SRl BRTRIE, A SCEIESCPAURE T CEO FHICHIHR A
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EBah THRGRRPE (2940% LAL) , BEIERcEE SR D O S R B L R R i, M) A [ R0 S

BIxHFHTHA RISV E A . I SR, AR BIRER T, XA
GRS R B IR BLG, RIAEJRIX
XA A SU8CA T2, BRI b, 3R R R 7R
I “BERBBISFRON” , BRI TH R R L il fiE
PR AR R RE TSR, 2RI AR, 2t
1117 A LIGESR BRI S AR5, s CHAR. %
AL R Kim Al La™ 1R B—50 48
FRBC L T K, B e TR G,
NS — B2 T A I (L g AU 9 85 5847 A
(AR . TSP E TR BT
o ASCEIRE O 2w St A AR 2 AR

1 CEO $REbL 51 5 %5 5% LRPER, ELAEAN R LG (51 IX ] ) BB 52 B HE M) 4
Fig. 1 CEO ownership and financial performance Iﬁjgi JT*AZJ%(@%?F%( ﬁf@i/ﬁ %ﬂﬁl , ii_Xa‘EﬁIEﬁz %
HARKNTEEIER).

3 R 4 A BIER T o A I b A i
CRO 44575 T 45 BRI 5 R s 43 e
VR, B PSR o T T S s LA 0 6 I e
BRIV, ELAHU 4 SdcR i G Bt 22
SR W55 SRORTR , AR SR R L 5
“UTIZERY , F5 A CRO S45MI4E K ) CEO 4%
ARV S SO8CF AL TS b CEO
R K TTAARTY , [RIRHEAR BB — Y RS
e IR e S R PN R CACT LS

2 CRORRILHISHi5HR% VAAE I 545 TSI IR Ay B 4.

Fig. 2 CEO ownership and market performance

A SCHIR H B0 v 78 45 1 1) SRl AR A7 AE
W, FRM A LT = 55, 8 BE Br A AL
(R T DA AR B 5 R 0 R 45 KA lm] 22 fidk
PRBE A R, 2 R K P — &2
B, MATRACTIMELLZ B 4E 6], SRS T 2 Hh ik
A By R £ TR IR AR R i, B U5 B S AL
i ( entrenchment effect) "' )5, B S
ON TSk 2 T AT BB W EHE L ST =
FERN . H AR E M IGESS R KR T S Rk S

VIV &5 [ EOE 575/ Q /O B3 CEO £#5M%5E3%
%?Lﬁﬁﬁiﬁ > Z'Kiﬁ\ﬂ‘j@ 1 #1 Fé—] 2 E/‘Jéli:]: Fig. 3 CEO age and financial performance

@ AT S S0, X1 S 9 STERF T R I, Y e AR T2 23% 55 T2 61% I, L5407 352 3 M4 25 5 10 e 7= [ R
S IEARG, I ARG, XTI, Morck 25155 g3 BE WU 0BT R0, B R BEILBIIR T 5% sk T 25% i, 54T
QR REEAMK, HIE T E AR S, 5525525 0 /NI B b [ 1 R AR & Y o5 5 I L BIG T 8% ks T
25% i), HHHE Q HBIEMDE, BIEAMKLE.
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E4 CEO F#5TIHEN
Fig. 4 CEO age and market performance

MBS FF, CEO 4Rk n] fE2xA —MHLHIR
DS EIPSRRZ BDLSR. 55—, AR LSh S
KA N BEANA: B ORE 23R A W £
RIBEAT 0. LEAARRRR) CEO A 5id B A5, P
B NFIGLL RS KERTTH , AR CEO 45 7
AU SR A L HR, CRO A 2 HAE 20 ]
R ST HIPREL, AR CEO 7EARIPHA H
SEAPER ST, A H SO, AFTF2A
MV SHRT. R AR OREIRAE R AR BT
2856, PRIHARIR R CEO gl sk BE 2 A9 N 1 %%

AR, WS T S

551 3 FIE 4 AR, ASCGARAER S 2
DG R REL T B = A ALE, B
A FHAIL R 0 R T 50 55 -5 A 8 0 A7 ik PR S T
KA, HAnA A A T 2 (7 AT i i ok ) 4
PR 00 5 oy . 35 N, AR5 A mE SR
RIRBA LA, SAERRMIETE P T

5 REttwE

5.1 E#HiEzmEED

TEREA G S, BEIR 1 45 SR 0 0 ATV 30
A SR T 3 G T 1S B B R A S 7
F6 IR T L3 AR E OImLs B, RS %
4 %, BIepE FATA R CEO R SR A NEHAE
X T BN 2 TSGR B R A B A CEO A
S, TR 55 S8R T 3% B8O L Tk i
(1 Ry B TH3 5108 2. 92% F1 2. 88% . 3£ F I
RFTEEE AT A S HR I LG A AR I MR SR 2
R XA TS TN AR B B B AR AE i 5
TR, @

®6 FWEHEOHY (=F)

Table 6 Alternative rolling windows ( three years)

Panel A 1455451

Ry FEHERIAL CEO Fi#) YRR
(1 (2) (2) - (1) (3) (3) -(1)
Ris(%) 23.41 26.33 2.92 26.24 2.83
R20s( %) 13.10 14.97 1.87 15.06 1.96
MSE s 0.012 1 0.0119 -0.000 2 0.0119 -0.000 2
Panel B Ti 444
FEARY FEHERIAL CEO Fi#Y it N ]
(4) (5) (5) -(4) (6) (6) -(4)
Ris( %) 55.61 58.49 2.88 58.33 2.72
Ri0s( %) 29.70 31.62 1.92 31.50 1.80
MSE s 1.90 1.85 -0.05 1.85 -0.05
xT BEBMARGHNPEEAN
Table 7 Alternative measures of corporate performance
Panel A W45 55K
AR R e CEO ##71 S
(1 (2) (2) -(1 (3) (3) -(1
Ri( %) 8.61 10.16 1.55 10.00 1.39
R0s( %) 2.73 3.02 0.29 3.11 0.38
MSE s 0.000 04 0.000 04 0.000 0 0.000 04 0.000 0

@ BRI B RSO IS R AR R AR A X E R A SRR
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Table 7 ( Continue)
Panel B 11744
B FEMERIAL CEO #2574 i KA

(4 (5) (5 -(4) (6) (6) -(4)

R3( %) 31.15 33.11 1.96 33.70 2.55

R2s( %) 20.07 21.87 1.80 2.14 2.07
MSE 05 0.001 3 0.001 3 0.000 0 0.001 3 0.000 0

5.2 ERNTFIGEFWE SIS

TEREAR ST L 23 3SR AT b v 4 8 4% 1
TR s R BB TH B A A BR AR 7T
77 AR Q {EAE N Rl NA 55 Fi S ai o
AR, T 5 G T R B A e 1 25 R A 45 S
P25, B4 T — 2 B G S g brok i W55
AR AT P E TR S IR = s R (A
THER IR 2 %E77) , T dabs i il E
YA 5 11 AT R A 0 [ 41 R

FT WG T E RS W SUSUT BT AR.
WokFE, fhE EHAR CEO FIEHFH KA NHE
X T 2 A S s VR AR SR 43 A BR. i 4n,
X TR U 55 S5k, CEO A5 Y 1 # 55 4 LAY (1)
R A BT 2 v 55 8 1 Ry B 3R TR0 0 oA
1.55% 1 1. 39% . 5 A X —FE AR 2 5 32 5\ 7
IR R B BT BRI, T — o P
FE AR B B AL 28 S, i 7 # CEO
FE AT A G w5 )1 5 3% 4 A1 e g
K.oBAEmE, PEETAFN CEO fi#ESF K
X T2 T B 0 R W 3 AR X — A PR R R ek
0. [, 455 B L B RARE I SR & CEO AT S K
AT 4 X T 2 ) S50 EL AT 5 AR X T B

5.3 Boosting #EE S EEE

Boosting A (i i1l it h ik T 2434,
ALFE [T 1428 B8 B S WA 46 2 B30 [l U5 B 1)
. Ho AR [l AR 2 By - BRI 10 000,
TITASE Y fry (] 0 A % E A ol ok 28 S0 IF f I i 4%
(). AR SCHL A 3o A A i A A AR AR B 1 T 1 A
()R 1 H kb T 3 000 25 000 2 ), PR - BR %
A

AR SCIAAG G T AR 1) 38 R BRI 46 28K
IR A A 3. R4 RZH0 GBM AR, [n]
A A A BTGRP ARAE 2 2 9 Z [A], T 5 80
0.001 F10. 1 2 i . ST 2R 10 i) S A SEAR
T —RINATREMSHA A, BIXESHT
ARG TT25 5, DT S DB A A 2 v BT A 7 2
OB B AN AT 45 S S EO R T
RIS, IR AEEER SR A A P,

BRI, ARCH L BIRER N2, 4,6,
8}, Wi 24k #{0.001, 0.01, 0.1}, AL
12( =4 x3) N"SHEAA, HHNEEGNSET
PEAT AT, 3 8 LA 45 S i) T A Y Oy 451,
7N T SHUE S BN R ()5 . 45 5 % B X
WERHH AR, CEO FIH FH AKX/ 5 Sk Wi 2L

NPFFAE. REPETHEE 53 4 B RAHIE.
x8 EMBSHYAHEE
Table 8 Alternative parameters
SHAS CEO %! ER RS
SLHIREE LEGE S Ris (%) Rbos( %) MSE po5 Ris(%) Roos( %) MSE yo5
2 0.001 18.90 12.59 0.012 4 17.90 12.41 0.012 4
2 0.01 19.14 12.62 0.012 4 18.85 12.53 0.012 4
2 0.1 18.36 11.46 0.012 6 18.38 12.21 0.012 4
4 0.001 21.08 13.16 0.012 3 19.58 12.88 0.012 4
4 0.01 20.99 13.00 0.012 3 20.51 13.01 0.012 3
4 0.1 19. 66 12.32 0.012 4 19.55 12.29 0.012 4
6 0.001 22.69 13.43 0.012 3 21.09 13.26 0.012 3
6 0.01 21.68 13.26 0.012 3 20.43 13.03 0.012 3
6 0.1 20.87 12.59 0.012 4 20.95 12.61 0.012 4
8 0.001 23.61 13.70 0.012 2 22.88 13.71 0.012 2
8 0.01 23.86 13. 61 0.012 2 22.83 13.47 0.012 3
8 0.1 21.42 12.86 0.012 4 20.32 12.33 0.012 4
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5.4 EMHB[BEIIFE
5.4.1 FAHAHHM ( Random Forest)

Random Forest 242525 &k 55 —FhE
A8 [l YT R SCRRFEHE , Boosting B4 TN BE 7158
TJ Random Forest, JtE ZAFEFSH74EE K T4 0004k
i 160700 [ >4 Random Forest 7 f# &[] 5 [7] 55,
TCVE A A R AR S0 Y BT A 0N, 7 5
KB IRI b 75 5 B BE LA L BT LA SO A

¥ Random Forest £ 8 EEF5E 71, (HRH
X5 AR AR AR R 5

9 R4 T Random Forest F AU 4L A 11 AR
ZER . B, FHXTTF Boosting £57Y , Random Forest
TR () 285 S v m A R IE X L 2 ) P A T
i, LR T o5 054 F R KTt
AN NFFIE I 23 v W0 55 F0 T 3 S8 1) S 5
22 HIFEAR T 0.001 0 10. 13,

R FEHNBEIEE (FENRW)

Table 9 Alternative machine learning algorithms ( random forest)

Panel A If 55 5758

FEIEA Y CEO ##i#Y A
(D (2) (2) -(1) (3) (3) -(1)
R%( %) 63.51 80. 83 17.32 80. 82 17.31
R05( %) 15.20 22.14 6.94 22.60 7.40
MSE y5 0.012 0 0.011 0 -0.0010 0.0110 ~0.001 0
Panel B Hi34i5%
FEAERR Y CEO #7 HRRAIAY
(6) (7) (7) -(6) (8) (8) -(6)
Ry (%) 82.06 91.09 9.03 91.12 9.06
R0s( %) 37.02 41.99 4.97 42.04 5.02
MSE 55 1.79 1.66 -0.13 1.66 -0.13

5.4.2 XGBoost

XGBoost ( Extreme Gradient Boosting) J& [
GBM 241 —Fh itk GBRT [a] @ 54k, 5
GBRT iy & X T AL B R A & T
UK R — B S RUE R T B AR K R AT
T B A EIE, W R T — B R B A
B B TS B8 1 R £, XGBoost IT i 1Y

BRI, 753 10 Hidigds 7 XGBoost (A1t
GEURL R B A AR R A X T S AR R ) TR
53 4 v GBM W &5 R AL, 25048 br i 42 T i
FEAS AL FAER K- Fetn, CEO AN ABRAE A fin A
X W 95 S REAR SN TTINR 22 ( MSE 55)  FRREAR
R A o 0.000 2. £ I, AR 3L A 25 L 2
ey

Panel A I} 4$ 45

F 10 FHHIF[F S FE (XGBoost)
Table 10 Alternative machine learning algorithms ( XGBoost)

B UEA R CEO ## 7Y WA
(1) (2) (2) (1) (3) (3) -(1)
Ris( %) 22.13 23.58 1.45 23.38 1.25
R20s( %) 11.44 12.55 1.11 12.53 1.09
MSE p0s 0.012 6 0.012 4 -0.000 2 0.012 4 -0.000 2
Panel B T13%553%
FRAEAEAY CEO #5i#Y AR
(6) (7) (7) -(6) (8) (8) -(6)
Ri(%) 65.75 68.43 2.68 66.73 0.98
Ryps( %) 37.11 37.88 0.77 37.89 0.78
MSE g5 1.80 1.78 -0.02 1.78 -0.02

5.5 EH/RBERIEE

T EE LR CEO #7 Je # i AL

oF

e A NRRALE K8 23 4 i 48
5 A AE 2 T BOX U AT Tk 4 A AR Y

AR T [ U5 R Y
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P BE S AR PRI, AR — R S5 b i S i
BB R R B R DU S e AR O R A
BARFAE LA i i hn, ££ CEO BRI, LAy
TR D — A B AR R R A AR TR
Di 7B R WA 2 AR 2 15 B e A o e A
N HCEE. [ B, R SO 1 A R AU AR 4
FLAE A5 7R HAL 2 R R 2 5 A A7 FOR
Ot HRBER S, 2 A T SO A 77 B
ALY, REAWS GEHRPREARR, EHAE

SNTAE R R A BUN TARL AR
AerAT L TAEZ D # R KA AR AE W5
P EE 23 5 R 1A AR O AR B R B L
PRI 2 R A 2 11 PR, A B, DURRE
b ) 2 25 A O T 4 A A R T AL A O A
T T, LR AE X W 55 S A I
Boosting-CEO 57 AH X 5 i 455 7 (4 A A S 42 T
ORI 108 A2 1,47, [EA5 98 4k T B A% 9 7K
-, X ULIASEA LTI AR .

®11 SEREHENNSER

Table 11 Fitting results on the mean value of executive features

Panel A 455240

2020 42

FEER AL CEO ##7#4 FEFROR AR TR
FEARY (1) (2) (2) =(1) (3) (3) -(1)
) Boosting 19.94 22.53 2.59 25.34 5.40
Ris( %)
OLS 9.43 10. 88 1.45 10.47 1.04
) Boosting 12.35 13.82 1.47 14.45 2.10
Roos( %)
OLS 9.17 9.92 0.75 9.68 0.51
) Boosting 0.012 4 0.012 2 -0.000 2 0.012 1 -0.000 3
MSE yps
OLS 0.012 9 0.012 8 -0.000 1 0.012 8 -0.000 1
Panel B Hi3%454
LAY CEO #57 PRTRR WA PRTRR
LAY (4) (5) (5) -(4) (6) (6) -(4)
; Boosting 65.87 69.53 3.66 69.42 3.55
Ris( %)
OLS 48.86 50.99 2.13 50.89 2.03
5 Boosting 37.72 38.88 1.16 38.77 1.05
Ripos( %)
OLS 27.88 28.92 1.14 28.96 1.08
. Boosting 1.78 1.75 -0.03 1.75 -0.03
MSE s
OLS 2.05 2.02 -0.03 2.02 -0.03
T AR IR L A6 R ATE iy X 2 ) 4% 1) o ) A R A
. NN NN — N
6 ZERIE P (3) FRATHRI HBIRAR S 5 R G e

PATE i A RIS R 2 A 5T B — il 5 2
FD ST [ A RROCHK , k= 4T A o5 8 AR IR 23
A, R 2 RS 2 W S5 B T E T 9 73 . AR
SCE UK FIBLAR 7~ 1 () Boosting [n A4 53k 42
TH 55 1 224 B2 A RIE S 2wk S 2 AT O
Bk BARTE , A SCRIFR [ 2008 4F ~2016 4F [l
WRIREAS, WSS TR I 4RI AR =, P
T B N IE A BEA R HE H T 2> =)l
S i 20 TN PO AN A S URIE 5% 2 O N
A N B P . P e B (1) %
PR, A7) CEO FIHE S AR XS 2 7)ol 57
RPN 855 (2) FEARZ mE D ARIEZ H,

KR EBH AR R AL, 5 RN EEY) 5.
ARBFFEACN—A™ Ty i A A 4 T e [ vy
ERES A R BOCHR BT T, X2 w3
B ALH BRI TR SRR &

ARSCE W HIBL AR~ 1 7 35 RIS o [ B 2
FIABRAG IR, DAL T2 A A IR X T F
R RARBTEMAE 1, F5 T AR ERIES 2
RIS A G R 7 iX — U A SR e oh, AR SOk
FHTHTHT A Boosting 17977 1k AILE T 1% G2k M Ast
RYR BRI, NS oA AL 1 2 ] A AR Lk A
LHRKZFZ. fJa, AT T AF ) w5 R
XTI A A SO BRI, IR0 1A
BN A R STIERICR, X—RFI45E
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Managerial individual characteristics and corporate performance: Evidence
from a machine learning approach

LU Yao, ZHANG Ye-qing, LI Bo, ZHAO Hao-u
School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China

Abstract: In the existing literature on corporate governance, most of the research related to managerial char—
acteristics has two main limitations. First, most of the papers focus on the relationship between one managerial
individual characteristic and corporate performance but lack a comprehensive understanding of the potential
noninear relationship and interactions among some of the important independent variables. Second, existing
research tests casual inference but ignores the predictive performance of the model. In this paper, we first ex—
amine if managerial individual characteristics can predict corporate performance by using a machine learning
approach: Boosting regression trees. Using a sample of listed firms in the Chinese A-share market from 2008
to 2016, we study whether these individual characteristics could predict corporate performance. The evidence
shows that: 1) The individual characteristics of Chinese executives including CEOs and chairmen could pre—
dict corporate performance only to a limited degree. 2) Among multiple individual characteristics, managerial
ownership and executive age are the two most important predictors of corporate performance. 3) The relations
between predictors and corporate performance are non-inear, consistent with the prior literature. This paper
initiates a new, more thorough perspective in Chinese executive research using machine learning methods and
has important implications for selecting executives and designing incentive mechanisms.
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