5526 B 5 W)
2023 /£ 5 H

B O OB ¥ o
JOURNAL OF MANAGEMENT SCIENCES IN CHINA

Vol. 26 No.5
May 2023

doi;10. 19920/j. enki. jmse. 2023.05. 010
AEEHMAHEEFRRITENX: KL CEO IS E&E A5

IR, BAHE, kEF
(bt KRS B4R, db AT 100871)

WE. L2 TE2RNE, TANEIEARBAFTAE—AELIBTHEZAL. FHEEALT
KL MBI RAER P EEE  LZLREFNCAHFRIR LG B et T8
AR S EBENBF T FEoNETHE, FEATFRCEREATRLE L, FH kA

LR EHIER S NG RAAGA L, MNmEL T LBHEHGEL KRFRANEBET
CEO f¥8 X — R ATEA A6 B M ILA Lk, A T CEO XA SR E4 E & CEO /£33 4 7]
EANANL NG WAL BAE, RAME ST T 77 2R RE CEO BIMmX e =X R &, fit—F it
Hoh = £ R F A S0 TN A BE R A ILAE = T 384 R — AT R 58 e AR F
SR ST A F SR CEO ey b e A ah AR ERTMEF

5] 5 SRR RARLE SR H A AT R

KEEE . KB, FHAR, PEEK,;, MEFT,; CEO M

FESES: €93 XHERARIRAD . A

0 5

][

PTAESK, L RS sl BRI N T e
AR AT BBOR IEAETRZ SR AT T
VERIAE G J7 30, w O HE g b [ 2 0 5 Se At 2
A RS R SR E T B AT A TS s ek 2
A I LA AR A B e S ok BT
BAT MU e 48 | QU R P A A A A A R
B | AR T o) Ky 28 B A B A ) I
AU A B PR T — A B HIR BT R
w2

PR AT R A B B AE T TR Y 2R I
FEARLF IR 73 O R RIS AN A b 2
WP RIS RN R R AU E R W
Lol 225 AR 14 i A m AR it 5 4 Gl e AR H
A, LW B BRSSO R S )=
HE I TP Z ), ] i B A 2R LR AT R i —

Wk H . 2021 - 12 =315 BITHEA. 2022 - 12 - 26.

XEHRS: 1007 —9807(2023)05 - 0200 — 14

FRORLAR A g i B B IR
RO VE PR, 488 % H e A R
Ok Tl = €7 SR R r O A R = s N [
5, ELAIT ST 10 AR 22 20 fHL 8 it = X 48 B 5
B R T, ik, A AR T B s PR S,
DA i Jo % T 42 2% ) A5 BRI 42

BTN GERE ) 2 RIS 9 3 0, T BT
O A 5T s R A & B8 1 i T oA, 4R A
BRI AR el AR 5 ) T a7 2 B 4T
TEA. A, 22 2R H IT 43 HT ( meta-analysis )
Jr ik XA SCHlk R 0 Ge R bR R AT 4
BT, SR J5 $E H — R 9 i a3 A S B 1
P HESR. SR, X Ao M Pk SCFEAI R 2 B TR
P , A R B E . A, & B AETE
—MPEATTA T T BRI X T A STk T
AR 2 00 b R G5 4R 5 I R DG Y
RuE g, AT Ry N o ELRE S P R i R T 1

HEWH . ERHRBARE VB EAH RIS I H (92146003 ) 5 FE% H KRl 4 Y BIIH H (71802007 ; 72101007 ).
EETA . £ OB(1991— ), @, B A, 4, BiF#dR, W44 S0, Email: wangcong@ gsm. pku. edu. cn



555 3] TOERAE: RBERHCH AT BT HE: L CEO I Rl i

— 201 —

B R R e

AR SN T RN GRS 7~ 7 ik
Je—FE BRI TT 5. BARTT S L5 B
FERIEARNFE G 50T /NI REAR N B U5 fiE
71 I GE T E S SR AR e . R 200 1 X%
FEASME S HZ AL BE 1, e LATE B AT A A S $3
X 2 0 = Be. 2 E kg g rp )= 3
18, X R AT IR ATABT , Sk 224
JE 5 U ) < KB EAT 4 M, I TR IR SR A
AN B RE ) BREA SN BZ AL RE Ty . BLAS 2 2T T
ERRHIETE T . Ho—, A RTE & b2 KB Ak
L EFRON ST 1 nT N2 A AR R BOT 0 A i
B SR A A A AR S M AR R, M A%
A BROT IS P OCIE I R AR A . T T LA
2 2 7 N i A TR R T PR A2 ] 2 A
RRPH A RER. H = Plarr Bk nla g gk
5 B MER K o S U Ak BERE 1 2 AL BE 0.
VU B % B A REPEBIL AR 2 I HE B n] T Hr 4%
PRI 2R A T B 7, 3 1717 S R i i PR A A
PRI , ) FH RS FIBIL A 27 T AT A BRI
B S T30 A G PR T 5 b B 2% R AROUE Y BE
A2 RS A Y s A ZURIAT S O 2 S T i e
FMEA R TBL

ARTOH LI A0 2 5 AT ST 9 CEO Al I 5
— RN B, PR B REAL AR 2 > O 1 e 4L 21
WA B ST AT 9T S S B B BB .
6 AT ALAS 7 T 5 12 A RS T v ) 25 A A K
a5 CEO S 2% R A G Y SCA S5 R i AR 45 M
Kl SRR AR Z Al BERZ A CEO fif S 1972 &, B
Ja AR TR AT IR T CEO Al BBl A=~
RIS A 7 BT AN 7] 258 254 DR 28 o A5 28 10 i
SR SR b RER2 I CEO B I (4 AR 22 R 35 0F
FrHere, Bt e i AR,

1 3zEk[El
1.1 #8275 M RS S T s A0 2 PR

RS A BT 5 2 MO T X0 I 55 4 i i
e BB B b, 2B T AR (R

D7 RN Y S EUSNE 2 P 6/ e
HARTEFALFE BRI B35 OS5 N TR et
AR A TCVE 43 B B 5080 TG 125 000 6 1)
AR AR AR AN AT B R ORI DL 1 R A BRI Y
1 .

H ARG T AL 5 1 1 — S LAY 1 A0 ek
GBI SCAR 3 A5 T T RO A BRI v S
PN LA TG 00 o 14 2% F A 7 00 6, DTG AT DA AR
i 25 T 5T BT IR0 AL AN Gans 251 3 i
b5 P SC RS 25 4 B B0 A 47 A 5 Barlow
AR A SR IE T AL B T L A i APP AR LR
B, LS Bl APP FF & 35 047 11 5 2 60 AR A 38 4
Do, BLAh AL GEFSE b — Lol e ok 5 22
gt ] LU BhALER 2= > 7 it v fidk. filan,
Harrison %[12] Mg ) R B A 2
FE IR S TOCAM L $2 4L T 5 CEO KT A#%
(5 5. Yi 20l R SOAR G M O A B T BT
CEO Sk 53 Ui i 22 B M 36 23 I N 28, R B X
HI{E: CEO Z= R /V 1 Hij{T: CEO BLE F2xx%f
BT CEO S HAMRIE (0 R . 5 T A8 B A8
KB T A ALAS 2 2] T it v] B TR
RGN Z IR ARG IR DL T Bt i
AT B AE | DUTT Ay i s A5 BB 5 2 AL 8T 1Y)
?@:—&[14]'

1.2 CEO f#B2 ik B

RGN CEO W sh B U h EH &
WS 28 FHA FEHLH I EHELIR 1T Z —. 2 CEO HE
DIEAT SO0 Al 540, 7 25 46 1 1 S T 52 T s, £
R F 25 B9 7 S5 2 CEO. it ARG T
CEO f 520 R 2R 43 R Al S8 T B Aol i
WAT N A FIHABEEE M CEO 19 BHRE LI R &8
IREEHRIE R,

1.2.1 &gz FTH

HIABFZE A 4 lk B3 B & T 8 CEO fi#
PR B A w0 R CEO §E 71 %5 )
FEWARUES , WRF A CH PEM CEO R
bR, I 5R R WA w)lk 5 8 2% CEO 25 B
(AT BE Pk R, BRI, 2 wl BB OR B 1
oty 0 4 AR BAIR 2 oot RE B2 sy CEO
AR L=



— 202 —

1.2.2 &kiBHATA

Al 3 AT A 2 fof il 2 2 BRI 25 R O
HI SR ol 2l g B CEO R A k. B
A SCHER A B BT A T 3 CEO fif B ) B 42 it
FTFTIRA RG], KB 5 k"7 SEC
JEAE S AR R A 2 R CEO f I B A
R — WK AN T 2 R SCHk HN LR B 2E A
B CEO f#IEA AR I, 3R CEO A B B3 T2 —
i g MV | 4 o | A L R g e BT | A LB =B S/
SRR T Al YA R R CEO PR S iE
AT Rl
1.2.3 2N L@ EH

ON IR ERZE AL T B A A LS R A
A . CEO BUS ANEE = 7 Bl 25 A0 63, X SL 4R J2:
FEM CEO 2 7523 1l frp L ) S ZE AL

S — TR B A L4 A AR R IR
R K AN Joi S5 e ) SR 5 0 224 2 ) RO
R, KRR A W CEO sk ZUshbLLL
P CEO B IR, MK T CEO ST [
Pl AL A W] BRI I 5 G T I AR 2 At
CEO fR I s . HLAL 5 983 A I BE A
ARG RS 5 A/ 0IE B 3, vl DR L 4
B CEO BI4T 4,35 T CEO 7EA L B3R Wt
Pl AR

o RSN FIA PR A I B R A
WSCERER T T 3 S S BT CEO ff B Y 52, B
BRI, CEO BRI L S350 W 1
F AR R AR AN, R SE T A B
YEFIXT CEO B 2, 220 SCHR A 38 5 2l
STV, CEO (10 fif B S5 222 L 3 10 Sk o
ISR /NA R oy S D0 /NIEI I B OB AT LB S T TN
RS MR LB IR B T Al X
CEO FYALZE M , AR B HURURS:

%= ,CEO $1AH WAL A B G446 T 7
. B4, CEO Wt CEO 1F i 3 =5 L i) LA &
CEO 5HEHMLMESHZRILE CEO TEHHF S
HEISEIE 7. BF5E W, CEO 1A P R4 — f R
Pk 28 CEO HEZEM HE 5523 ol 53 AT HEL L 9] 55
B# CEO H#E R IR A S5 85, CEO i
PR R HOR, CEO i . CEO JBeAL AL,

FFE CEO KU IR/, CEO MOFHIN M = F 54 2
A PRGBS |, AR R A T AR K %
HELFy XL A1

S0, Al (4 575 =5 Rl £ AH DG 4 i T R
TR WA . REEE S ATV i A wl R kS
Ui B 2 SR IR AR AR B AT A R AL SRR R
IS, FLE O B8 9% 5 A TR 5 1 %2 ) JReAy 7
ARSI A SOk ST T AT R R
B PFE G A% CEO fiff 8 1) 52 ), 3 A T 45 o B
T TR RSO R CEO B A XURS: Bk >
1.2.4 CEO MAH R4

CEO ™A StRHIE 2520 CEO MR IE Y &
FHNR. T AEFR FERET CEO 5] B
ZTE S RRIEXS CEO fiRBE Y52, BT 5T R,
Pk CEO %5 %) 52 2IWE i WLy s2 ), 5 55 4% CEO
HAECELA T 0 i R Y 5 R TR CEO
FHLG, SN #ERE R CEO M4MER PR AT E L
B ANKERRE PR 2 = 2 50 A iR 8 1% 1T g
PR AN H, AN CEO 3 5 1 Il 25 5 = 1Y) 1
BRI ). CEO AT Z i1 A 4k A& A B 173 g
HHBENAZE T ERH S, I HEA KK
) it S 0 i AR CEO 3 7E 78 At A Ml 45 AT
CEO M2 I3 W7 1 At A7 48 B0 Al 1 2 22 1
20 R T W A ARE R Y
1.2.5 ZEREHHE

AV FTAE AT L AR B FREAE X CEO fif I8 = A
SR, 2R ) 28 REE X CEO MY RE 3 T Bk
6%, T=EAR B FREE A CEO 1) R 0 p 3R V& S It 1
SR IR R PR B AR AL R B 3L CEO B
TIARFREAT R A A 22 S P, R BRI AT ML 3
BEahAs e
1.3 CEO fEEE#iITiA

AW HA CEO il R F At 1 =F & WL,
BAFFEP S AR 2 —  7E CEO /N A SCRRAEXT
AR A 52 L SRR R £ T CEO HRY
2P A SRR Y AT CEO A
CTEFE R0 A S 7 R AR . 5 =,
i FERFFE ] T CEO Rk fif B 5 o %) % 3
ez 150 KiE CEO Al i 18 5 i £ 8h i
P55 41 S B 15 A DG 14 O 28 4 T A AP AR XL

2023 45 H



555 3] TOERAE: RBERHCH AT BT HE: L CEO I Rl i

— 203 —

B AT oA X AR i 2 BT DL DR o, R
KA BT R EE R TR A B SOA B A A 45
B AT I B T R AR b B 0 2 3 25 40 1k B He
o R

BEA SCAS 73 B FUHIL & 2~ S5 07 ¥R i iR 25,
CEO HY M R AIE LA S A8 5 47 0 I 0 32 B 58
HYRTE. B, & MR IRSE CEO 1Y A R 1k
UART 5 M) A Ml 25 25 s TR SR 09 O 0 | A
o BUE B | Ak A 2 T AT S 7R T Wy
Chatterjee Al Hambrick ™' ) #f 5% % B, F 7248 7Y
CEO i fef-18 328 K NEAT 2l 4 IO Y DG PR ik
SE AT R F R 2 R 3K 5 4. Malhotra %5
BRI, AL CEO B T4k & B L2, 1
WETFX L2, IFH A A R A T 3h. T,
AT A AT eSS SOl , HISOW AT K TH45 5
AT, Gamache 57 &I, CEO 14 {2 F £5 25
(X WAL £ e B0 A ROk i 20 R R RV R ) 2%
PETH Al I W 1) B3 AN R, 1 T 97 A (6T A
I RBURRAE DL SR R 142 4 110 1 B ) 23 B AR T
W) P8 85 i FI AT 1. 7E 5B A2 5 )5 1T, Herrmann 1
Nadkarnim]jifm,CEO R T I AR S A
LRI 8 R T N e A7 22 5. AR QR 2l
Jr M, Simsek 50 & B, HAT F %O H RPN Y
CEO XA AL A & PR 52 . I Ah  7E 4t 25
SeAEJ5 1, Tang 2507 & 30 [ 254 CEO B¢ O A
At 2524, 1 A KA CEO NPR K & Ak At 25
i M AR CEO MR FIT AR LA S A
A ZMZ S At a5 B, e %
HiBEMA TZ.

Ik, CEO 1R F 47 9 W JT ih 32 ) 5¢ 1.
CEO £ it th F 17T 3R IE A C M A £k, L
3055 H A R 4 AH DG ST R A9 &R, Ocasio
SFUM SRR CEO 525 AR 26 Z 81 58 i 14 38
AL LA | 0 i A OG5 3 2 0 3 T 2 o At T %
155 5 75 P B Famelli 451 % 31, CEO % 1 ok
JE SRR A T4 T B S A3 A U R 2 ) B 4
AR 73 BT B PE G T — B, (B 2 4 4y
I U XoF 2 0 2% SH b S 30000 6 2R ) XL Y A
KI,CEO TEZ=FEU £ LG S I AT & 5 h 3R
B XTRTAL CEO Ry 45, A DL AT AT CEO

T3 22 5 5 o6 HE 7 A JE . Park 25407 $2 MY
CEO 2% Wl KA Ak S e B AT B I AT
HFR R AF I SR Tl T s 5. SR, 3K
b PRI R 25 04 55 2 BT DBl s 1 — R SR RITAE
% CEO WSS T, RUF Bk 45 e S R A7 15
BRI, 24 bS58 T BT, W0 55 4 Bt 25 4 Y
FRAR AR CEO 11 g 3 2 8BS0 T R

FEF) CEO By AR IR FIE 5 47 A e 2
54 W ZE T IE Y P B EL TV R N e
FAta A SCTE RT3 2 HL A 2% 2 1 O Ik R ER O
CEO BN R AE LA B3 5 47 0 2 15 LA B an il 5%
M L AR P JRURS: . AS SCOHE R 0 30 5 i ) i A A2
TG I A H R 5, RS AR —2
PRR VLA TR 2 BE Y hT e

A SCHIBIHPELE T 55—, i A SCkaE R
KAEA AT T T3 346 3 F 52 AR 152, A2 il TR AR FRLA
KT 25  BIF 9T 458 B MER P X LURSIE. AR SCR
FHMLES 2 20 (R 7 36 66 e B EA T 40 BT, RE I
T af M AR 5 0 5 B A DGR R e IR 2L I
A BB G, 5 T S BR R VRFTRR,
I AERFFEXT T CEO ff I R B R 1 2 56 T 4544
BE. ASCHE SO B VR o R AR S5 b
BARAIR 545 P BE A LI 55 B TR 2 Y
FAE SR BEAE A W 5% (] R R AL B Ol 5=
LR 5 = A AR RANOGTE T CEO AN A
T SCREAE XS LA P 52 i), 7S S Ao %o SCAS B
PFZHE , BRE T CEO IS RS0 52 A S AR i X
LA B XU 52 ma . 54 Nl 35 SeRFIEAR L, A
& AEAE TS50 5 XA S8 R o5 B A L 422 LS ) CEO
PR 5 R R i - B FG 55 ) 4 R G 3 6 3R A A A
2, T AERSSTIXT CEO i JXURS: 5 Ay v fff 1) 75
W B0 A BFSE CEO AE i B i w3l 4 52
HL BT HEURE M. AR GRS T CEO Fi
(A8 5 R IR A0 AR 52 e 1 B b 57 R0 e B XU A
KRS T ARG AN L.

2 HBiEkERESIRK

AR SCHR [ 85T, A SCRE 2R CEO fif B 1 R 3%



— 204 —

womo

¥

R e F 78 | CEO AMEAS & CEO 5 AR i
S5 GE R SRR, S T -
5484 {ii CEO ) 2 4 & B4l 4, Hoh A5 868 fif
CEO B9l fiis | 51 15. 8 %. Budls ik vk 4 it
FEANE 1 Fis.

F1 BEEHREsT

Table 1 Descriptive statistics of the dataset

ety | e | OO R CEO R
(A A%
2002 1 849 1 849 62
2003 1 906 006 "
2004 1 859 1 859 55
2005 1781 1781 %
2006 1937 L or7 o
2007 2253 )2 .
2008 2176 2176 73
2009 | 2147 S "
2010 2113 2113 s
2011 2072 S om 5
2012 2 034 2034 5s
2013 2 002 2 002 -
2014 1970 1970 70
2015 | 804 00 "
2016 1789 1789 o
A SR XA =4 A O 3
AR A 4.

2.1 HHMEE

BT A E R T CEO i Y 8 2
JRRL it ARSCHIA T 5 AL STECIR AR Y 22
. A B A S FRE Y B AR X .
P A A 2w AR S A R U TS
B, P4 e o A w] A M B SR S B
T USRS 2. 2o B i 1 Wl 2k
SFIRRFEROTRAR B AR BON TR Ikl 55
WLk R ay ] Y /NI K =S Y SR i
FTHAEPIRIET Compustat FUHE . BLAM, AR 0%
T Al 3 KL PRI IE < il 3 Sz 2331 ) i

T8 I 55 B IR DL KAk 32 3] SEC Ry A, FLAA
et Al E R - W 55 FHAR Ry e AR B AN FIAT
FEE 21 HUN ( GAAP/FASB ) ) A 47 4 I Bt
B 1, 2N 0. Al i # - SEC I £ Ky kg 421
AR g AN FIAFAERE SEC PR WIEUE R 1, K20
R0 R T AL AL AT R, A
LI AT AN ER - SR AR A
FAELE BRI AT A vh 2 D %
E4 1, 5 Z WUHUE A 0. A G S I T Audit
Analytics AR .

N ENR RS R RZ I CEO M) ) — H %
J A AE AT A AL AR J2 T, A SO T8 T LA AR5
AR 52 . JROALER i BE S S o 25 TR 7R — b A B 48 4R
( Herfindahl-Hirschman Index, HHI) i1, HL#4#%
B2 IR 7 L3 S HUAG B0 8 A A2 | B ey
SRR E KT 0 LTS B, E AR K R
JRT 1SS Bl . FEFE S 207, S LA T f 2
B ST E R LS IO R AR
SRR Rl A NG TN VA i L ]
it E o S B B S A S R AR R L
(EAARR). LS Sl E R S Lt
FH RS T RO Y LU AR B A G
BHE R IET Boardex B4 )% . 7 CEO AU )JZ 0], A%
SCHIAT CEO WUt .CEO #iM .CEO A .CEO
A & LK CEO - EH AT EE. CEO
WO A AP AR B # CEO [A]iHEAT 3 2 32 %
WA 1, S Z ME R 0. B R 08 T4 /A FFHF
BB IE AR CEO B i CEO 4R T%¢ %
G AT B PR R R S AN (B B IR E AN
KB % S A5 3. CEO IEAGE 1 CEO
AL w0 Ay 528w B AT A 1Y HUAE A
). VL EE R I T Execucomp £0#E &, CEO T
P G R CEO i E R B R S EE S
SAELLE, T CEO - SEFATL W &Sl CEO
S A AT e 1 AR R . B R
VBT Boardex E{¥E . AN, AR SCGA % 8T MBSy
IR 0 K SRl A E AP i
Byt N HABSN A 25 A0 OCE T Ak 2 E R
B I B Al B0 T S £ T S, R
CHIAT A s R A2 . 43 AT T4

2023 45 H



%

534

TOERAE: RBERHCH AT BT HE: L CEO I Rl i

— 205 —

e AN AR B G AR m A 0 B - X R A
Tt M PR T A4 B 23 B DR AR 24 ) 4+
BIpr i, JFARTPICR I T s e, 1 AUk AU
HLSE A (strong buy ), 5 48 3 5 Z1 A 18 32 i
(strong sell) , 73 B0 v A 0 4 77 72 BB AIG. A
TR ARG N 6 TP 2 R R PG AT S 1]
Pty , LU0 BSO8R A R R B . A G
PERIET 1/B/E/S Bl .

ASCEFESR] T CEO {973 FURFE. Horp, CEO
PERN RIS B, 5 CEO A B BE R 1, K
LAERHUE Y 0. CEO 4R S As 1. S CEO
S B, #F CEO M2 W) AP R 4 AT I SR Sy
1, WA R ERARAE N IBE S 0. i 4E CEO £ 11
FEAS 5 # CEO FEARERTY A 76 HAB A w 4T
CEO ML I MIELE N 1, 2k 0. Pl 4k
TEANG TR RIS R 25 CEO TEAMTHT & /A
N AR E R AE NI 1, 2 W25 0. Bk
55 B T Execucomp ¥¥8 % A FATHE
ISRV G INE SR

A ASCHE S T AN E AT 2R JFIA T
Tk 52 2 B A7 FA B AAT L sh s =7l
FRHEAS & A7l R FU28 38 e 20 W e ATl 8 Y
ATV B 3 AR A ( Standard Industry Classification
Code, SIC) fiffzt. A7l 5 2% B 8 1 A7l 5 4 o
FEFE L ( McNa-mara ) fif 1. A8 SCBF 2 &) Fr 72470
XS AN (-4, o) BEE B 4 #1715
I, A R BT LA AT b AR B WA 7k shas
WSE A R AT LA 25 5 4R (e -4, ) ATML 5
IR PR IE 2510 B A GBI SR IR T Compustat
2.2 CEO Ai8ZEE

CEO KT A F 4 3 1o B 2% >0 B X 56
[ T2 W 2 0 A W s 2 BOSCAR AT A i AR
| 30V Harrison %62 R X CEO KA
MO 5L % B T DUR AP BRI AL A 2 > Jr ik
X CEO RILAEFEATI 5 : a) SCAT HAL; b)
BRI R L9 5 o) ARSI,

CEO P#B & 4 F1 CEO A5 5. CEO N
FBRFOR CEO XA IR 5 Y OGTE , CEO AR
FE RN CEO X R AMIEREE B G TE. AR Sk %

T Al 2 A £ FL 2 S SCAR A Sy ) BIOHRE V.
SIS, AR SCHkE T CEO A FF & F 1T HY
SCAHEAT A AEBRAE R, A SO T DICTION
7.0 BKAIEAT SCA 43 AT, DICTION & —A4~H A
IR SRR TR R T G P B
i) LS T4 3% AR 2R SOAR v S T R
) L — A BRI RO DG LA IR B AR Sk A
65345, DICTION . 7E JE 1 iY S g A1 2H ZUpi 5% v
B 73z N A, BIE B ) &R T SR HAN A
2442 5@ 3 DICTION 7.0 %, 2 M8 Ya-
dav 25 FF & g iR] U Il 2 B AR FL G 23 B
CEO AFFE T AT SCA ST, A XI5 T CEO 28
(] 4 A A 40

CEO {2 #t £ 55 F1 CEO iRl £ 5. CEO {2 it
FE R FIR CEO XU £5 1) 85U M Koxt i 20 RN G
[V, CEO i B £ £ 37" CEO XJ 4 2k 1) i ek
PERL B B R 22 4 0 V8 2R AR SCa o il
DICTION 7.0 {4, 2 I8 Gamache %57 HF & )
AL Al 2 B R 2 HL TR S O CEO A TR &
BT SCAR BT, A ] T CEO T A
1357,

Z{H, CEO ik J) B4 S CEO H 17 LA K A2
M-S 1) 2738 155 FH DICTION 7. 0 #5443 B Ak 2=
FEW 25 HL IR 221 CEO AT 4 75 SCAR TN & A
CEO i /3 B 45 5 (i) Ly Fanelli % FF %, 40
& =AM A X BARI A DL S SR AR
SANYEREAR A IR B I A5 4. Ml CEO AR
(1A # i1 Loughran 1 McDonald ™' 71 % . i & £
A S iR L Short 25 T % A0 46 FLANGEE .
HUPE A EVE A M B R, A4
FEAR A IS B i 245 4%, LS, CEO A& 24
PEIE 1248 FH DICTION 7. 0 A4 A Al e 25 L i
S R] 2 B I Y R CEO AN AR ek
(i) ML By Graf-Vlachy %11 JF % | 4 4 B 4k 2% 7
PE OE | B S AN S AN E BRI bR U
U5 BOF-BI{EAS B e 244557
2.3 CEOEESTE

{1 DICTION 7. 0 3k % CEO 7 2= B Y 4
HIG S WA T & 5 TS 5 IR E SR T 4387,
ARARE]T T bR, K 2 PR,



— 206 —

K2 CEOBESTERENE

Table 2 CEO language variables and measurement
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Table 4 Model prediction performance
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Table 5 Data ablation results of different years
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Table 6 Prediction performance of various types of variables
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Fig. 4 Influence of language features on CEO dismissal
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A new paradigm of management research in the big data era. Taking CEO
dismissal as an example

WANG Cong, YI Xi-wer, ZHANG Zhi-xue
Guanghua School of Management, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China

Abstract: Given the complexity of managerial phenomena, current research tends to explain specific phenom-
ena from a certain theoretical perspective. It is challenging for researchers to build a middle-range theory with
adequate explanatory power based on potentially contradicting results to assess the relative significance of mul-
tiple influencing elements, because they might lack a holistic perspective. This paper proposes that analyzing
big data through machine learning could enable scholars to identify factors most related to the specific phenom-
enon, therefore establishing a holistic view of the various theoretical perspectives. This study takes an impor-
tant topic in corporate governance, CEO dismissal, as an example. Based on a thorough review of existing lit-
erature, structural variables identified by prior research as well as a large-scale CEO text corpus during their
tenure are collected. Three different sorts of factors impacting CEO dismissal are identified, by applying mac-
hing learning method, and their individual and collective predictive power are analyzed. Our research findings
not only support the current trend that emphasizes the individual heterogeneity of CEOs but also lay a solid
foundation for scholars to establish an integrated theory on CEO dismissal. This study sheds light on the advan-
tages and prospects of utilizing machine learning as a new empirical method.

Key words: big data; management research; middle-range theory; machine learning; CEO dismissal



