ES = k)
*— F W

p Fama 2 Jensen (1983) #& i~ fr o @ endrj LG F LK > & F
772 (corporate governance ) 4p M RIE T X F|3F 5 X p * AR m%‘i’ﬂ‘Z 7 Bl
Ao LI EES g E R PR F T T AR T A2 - o

Bk 5 & Jf‘f P4 7% BELEE K 34 4F 21 I 4R 5 1 ( Denis and Sarin, 1999;

Faccio and Lang, 2002; Claessens, Djankov, Fan, and Lang, 2002 )
3 (La Porta, Lopez-De-Silanes, Shleifer, and Vishny, 2000, 2002; Shleifer and
Wolfenzon, 2002; Reese and Weisbach, 2002 ) -~ B47% % ¥ (Johnson, Boone,
Breach, and Friedman, 2000; Mitton, 2002 ) 12 2 3% 4 i {& ( Gompers, Ishii, and
Metrick, 2003 ) %:&k48 > @ 7 & 'ﬁ MR R AR Mo E RS ¥ (Daines,
2001; Rock and Wachter, 2001; Bebchuk, Cohen, and Ferrell, 2002; Romano,
2005) e gttt BEFFA AR RIS EEL R ¢ (Klein, 2002) -
7+ 4 ¥ (Beasley, 1996 )17 2 = @35 B & (Bushman and Smith, 2001; Bushman,
Chen, Engel, and Smith, 2004; Bushman, Piotroski, and Smith, 2004 ) % 3% %% 2
F g edts Kok 7§ e KR e £ ¥ ¢ 12 (Daily and Dalton, 1994a,
b; Sundaramurthy, Mahoney, :and’ Mahoney, 1997; Beekun, Stedham, and
Young, 1998; Dalton, Daily, Johnsen,-and Ellstrand, 1999) ~ & ¥ i+ %

(Judge and Zeithaml, 1992; Judge and Dobbins, 1995 ) ~ 4 # % 1‘?( Finkelstein
and Daveni, 1994; Coles and Hesterly, 2000 )~CEO i% = ¥ #f¥( Kerr and Kren,
1992; Boeker and Goodstein, 1993; Boyd, 1994; Westphal and Zajac, 1995;
Zajac and Westphal, 1995) ~ #7& & /A48 % E (Hoskisson, Eden, Lau, and
Wright, 2000; Khanna and Palepu, 2000; Khanna and Rivkin, 2001 )2 2 § % g
#¢, (Harrison and Fiet, 1999 ) % :x4f o

hod SR D PISIAR Y R BIG S L E O A L A EA
Ra oo a3t A £ 0w 7 (individual study) - 1% 2 ELchd REF&
1 PR K22 AL B AR w fif ¢~k (review paper) & 7 % (Zahra and Pearce
II, 1989; Johnson, Daily, and Ellstrand, 1996; Shleifer and Vishny, 1997; Dalton,
Daily, Ellstrand, and Johnson, 1998; Chatterjee and Harrison, 2001 ) = y* #F » %
e 3w B R L (expert opinions ) & {7 §F 4 & L 0 7 ﬁf"%
Acedo ~ Barroso £ Galan (2006) 77 3 45 1} » * fF i (gurus) e0g & ¥
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B3t  BEBEr R o BRSPS EN TG AL
B o ¥ ¢ > Prahalad £ Bettis (1986) » # 3] » nt—‘ﬁ A Bt TR B -&r?{’é‘ 3
ﬁ‘@ﬁ§”%ﬁ€@W*%%’%4ﬂ»%fpm%ﬁ£%ﬁ

AR T RN A= FEHh3 - R % ( Prahalad and Bettis, 1986 )

FEST O AP E* 3 P 3£ (bibliometry ) B {7 o F IR T R R
LA S RARR s BE TRE FAp D 6 HRsGE P ek
FF»-%F-— fiﬁﬂrﬁ—%é’-ﬁz—lt‘—""’_l_ﬁ&‘mﬁﬂ/ﬁkiﬁkﬁ ;IE‘,Z:'—\,@‘ %-B
SRR ERA AR R LA S 5 WG ¢ e AL

( Small, 1973; White and Griffith, 1981 )
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Pra ko 2l TR #ﬁﬁi CRE RIS RS T X
PR 0 N AT BB AT R o 0 3 R
B R LEN - Bl Bkl NI 0 A 3 0 o SRR
(McCain, 1983 ) ~ ¢ I 33058 bt (Culnan, 1986, 1987) ~ T3t 45 (White
and McCain, 1998; White, 2003a) ~ A #3#5 (Small, 1999) - %?J},S‘ T AL
5 (Andrew, 2003) ~ i v% g 32, (Ramos-Rodriguez and Ruiz-Navarro, 2004;
Acedo, Barroso, Galan, 2006; Nerur, Rasheed, and Natarajan, 2008 ) ~ #4831
#%2 ( McCain, Verner, Hislop, Evanco, and Cole, 2005 ) ~ % {5 3
( Marshakova-Shaikevich, 2005) % o F]pt > £ 2 P E > 28 % > &
L H#ie B P ip s (T L PR O FEIRR > FRS 90 £
REFge A2 PRy ARy BRSOl S f e T o
PEOET LW F AR RIS REFFRERE LTI
ML AR ) S T ) 15%%m~Fm%ﬁloﬁpzzﬁ%ﬁ$
FEARS P BB LA 57 B R FLF» DR -

AFEFELLZIBRES D 5 - F 54
FoRYRTAE O RP R AT AL
WA AT E AR AR B
FRRALA g B ARS enA T - Bl
T o

(\)



- F é/ﬁ%@*éﬁ

%i%%—f}i;@é'g‘ﬁ‘?‘}éﬁ‘ )El\‘v__l‘lﬁ.‘zvzp ,{Eﬁ"’,é? ﬂfﬂ/}'ﬂiﬂ
MFEFTECNEFYER- u*r,]}-as?g:gﬁiwt’ RELNSE T SN Y AN
PTR ARSI

- F¥T ¢

ERA R LIGE T AR R 3 Fol i g e S e i
b EF - P % o Zahra 22 Pearce II (1989) ® & 190 & % |
M BN A e BAT Y OBELEL > A B G T A & (legalistic) ~ TR ik iE

(resource dependence) ~ 3 HEAR 1k & (class hegemony ) ™ % % 1@ g Bt
(agency theory) ° 2 2 G T & ~FENAMNE P REE L2 N 8T
€ > T PRF% (service) ~ R (strategy) /2 2 ¥4 (control) $ = &€ &
xk S

¥ — = G »Zahra #? Pearce Il £ /2 & &2 ~ P28 % F( Vance, 1983)
MEFE T &G Cattributes) 0~ BlE (1) 2= (composition )
LA E €122 PHATF (PR E T EANET) che & iF
%o (2) #42 (characteristics ) W @Ag L F £ S~ 4 ¥ F e
L E H U AT EEAEN TR AR (3) B (structure) -
LA B2 s HEF § o oL | F R AA RS Faas
2% o 2 (4) 5 (process) » RAphEFF €K L83 -
E- KB EEEEE 07 Mgl & 803 (integrative model ) ()
- ) ’ P?'?IJI?#EE%‘??[;J:%EMFLE? » Hp ¥ A ,; & gpii;t,ﬁ_, '[%f}'a“*{f 2

%A -



s

RICEB - R I
- fE2ETY
- CEO R #

- EERE) >
- EFETRNER

fé‘fiﬁ id A
i “E —> M

-

B - : & & #-7] (Zahra and Pearce II, 1989 )

%¢ {4 > Johnson ~ Daily £ Ellstrand (1996 ) 12 % Chatterjee ¥2 Harrison
(2001 ) B & 2t § Zahra £ Pearce IT (1989 ) BLEE > ™ A7 7 BLEEE 37
TR ER uDEFERF T MBI e GE BN 3
¥ B BAIE T#"t"a“i’é’«ff”‘ s %ji‘a‘l& b omg o PR
TFEH CEO FRFEgEAA AP m 3 PRERFRE
fr#13) & ¢ (control role) ~ #% ¢ I ¥ 739 crpR+A] & ¢ (service role)
IR B rrg;%\, Bv MeEF RaF RikiEA £ 4 (resource dependence
role) o #* ¢t > Chatterjee &2 Harrison (2001) %&i&* %5 p{H A 45T > &
- HRNEFTEI PBRAFELT P SR E (tlme of crisis) FimpF (4o
ﬁﬁ%@)’%ﬁ@ﬁwggmo

MEREEC CEFRRERST s WL RS Y R
AR IR EEY (Acedo, et al., 2006; Prahalad and Bettis, 1986 )
F b ’Dalton\Daily‘Ellstrand #7 Johnson( 1998 )i& * %t & 4 $7( meta-analyses )
CERFEL A EFEFALITRE CERIET e T g E Y



DDA E I BB EEDS - REDEE c BEET > T 4 XA

% #c (moderating variables ) 4r2v @ < /] ~ Botdp iR (387 F Y B

v e IEARFEE kv &' (operationalizations) 2 5 » F

BHREEPERIRNETLTE AL NP B B Al ALY

ot Mg PHRF2ATFENFSHE P MBE 2 T o BT > 8
3

2 ROt N Q‘)%FJ%% - RmE S TR FF s Ak p AL andk TR A
(manipulation) - 3% % 2. > HEL P E L7+ ﬁé}}%i&-?”ﬁ s AT 1B B

e E VDL SEREAE s e

o

SRRE:A R ]

> E E €7 1 AAFE > Shleifer &2 Vishny (1997 ) 14 p433 8 % gL
¥t N I2RP 2E (agency problem) » Flif ¥ A 4582 F 73 % o ded] T
% 4 (contracts) ~2F = F % 7,2 2 %2 (legal protection of investors )

“t3 # % ¢ (ownership concentration) FA N o aFlE T o d A KK

BSRr g o Hxow (7 8 FEER G Tt B AR AAKEE
Iﬁ!’_ﬁ?&?il’ﬁ— Fi %iftk@m% ﬂ—i’?.ﬂ o BT F 2 EEEIRAS 0 LY
W FECEAAEN O RREREZEL FEA T AR -
R ’/zfj:'/y"i%ﬁ pm#j"" iy - ﬂk@f”’ B* - > ’T /ﬂtﬁ’ip a8
ANSIPRE ROt 21 [ S I g,:@;]?\g*“f ok M| R B M A
&Pﬁ’i‘z}z,é D SR gE ‘? o Bofs P BT BE Y 7 N EPR S iy
FIHE (4o X F 4 nd ek 2) » #7 4 »cid 5% 32 & & (agency cost)
"’ﬁ’*%“ﬁl“”ﬁ%%“@’% '—]BL é?éi%/w\it’%i'l\i?”ir'gm%p
ot L TR T BANETEA GEIIEACHETE A2

Bp A& Erar T & E 3 g B -

& ¢ Shleifer & Vishny (1997) 325 R ERF & EfEF > &K
v %:",:}'ﬂ I P eI k%Y s e E R CMAEME P AER RO F oA )
CEN Fﬁ%?iﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁfﬁ—r’ﬁ{:% ’25""*}13\9\ FenfEA o WAZ T
ot A ROR

PEE AR ITA TR AU S P IET b hF 6]~ B2 F F (affiliated director ) ¥ )12 %
¥ iz &% (interdependent) +* & o
* cash flow right

(9]



do b orit o B S PRI Y BRSBTS e AT e
B5 WA L RIIEE I BRI b AR & DA L
PEZRE L3537 Fitwhmpeaiti¥ (Acedo, et al., 2006; Prahalad and
Bettis, 1986) » Fla &2 FIHE S @ oA AR chR R o gt b > 77 g 20
B E T PE S S 7w iE s ehR A § (Dalton, etal, 1998) REE-
Proo e B A4 v Rl BT - RILOfEE 0 P ARERS S
AT L ARR R 7 AR A 2 F BABS s 4T o

Y
5

\l
e

G A O RALER S 8 0 At hR AT k0 L REY
/éﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘?ﬁp’i % % l.,t:;? Lzﬁ‘nmg—,@ ]4 o JEF T A B
FALETUNE L 2 AR (PR AR LA

Bjak) » 3l 2 2 s n FEFPEF LR 5

PP E G E S RE e R AR R R B et
Blwf e prengm MR o 5 AT ERE

il AR AHmaEFE D EAM TR E R S 00 E R EFEE R
LR Rt SRR A AR e S N el A
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A = = e 2n 2]
= F P3G
¥ - & Z 431 445 (Co-citation analysis)
FPFRATRAIGCEF R - BB A A2 I ST R
R AP E T AR R - ERR R R A ey e

( Laborie and Halperm 1976) -2 »d WL FFIL > P FHEAE
FELE 2 2L P HART FRACE L Z RFAE 7 7 7 #7(Institute for
Scientific Information » ISI) *+ 1961 & B 43¢ F L F 51 * 2 )I?c;‘s? 51 (Science
Citation Index > SCI) ~1973 &% {74+ ¢ ﬁi% Pl 2 }I% %z 31 (Social Sciences

CitationIndex > SSCI) » F P+ 2 * 1 S Z 1 B4 E - B i "E¥F 3
PrE 1 B ph Y AT T R R A"\’]"?”’ EABIT S A o A A T
L E I L3 A R AP M E ity 2 gkt Fp sl
BARSI TG o BT - kPSR M cha AT 0 B R - T R T iR

REE CHBMEEEHE LS .

2 p€ 7 > % p 48 & (bibliographic coupling ) ¥2 £ 4t 31 ( co-citation )
57}&‘»}*?7&@‘%: #Bfﬁéé}g%ﬁx% RAEF AV P A AR R R =
@%ﬁﬁB%é%iﬁmwwﬁamw%ﬁ’ﬁﬁpﬂvﬂf Rt
Bk omd Bl 7 ars 2473 ZLER S HM&ET PR 309 E*%é/%
(AEB)ﬁ#kﬂﬁﬁiﬁéﬂ(C\DﬁE)vﬁé{ﬁﬁiﬁéﬁg

SR I el S ﬂé‘ﬁﬂb’&ﬁé—@%ﬁ ML RE
_m#BFf?}}?v’LeﬁL‘ﬁ;?v' i?i,?t’ B ex-fA7 &M%
(Ikpaahinki, 1985) ; 84 & 451> f§ & £4p 5 3 —"v—ﬁﬂé}}% e PEAR - AT
75571?};)(”’1‘51?* o “;ﬁx?ﬁ’gﬁ¢1&’% GRS /J?cA e P A — ‘E’?/E%
a®ral* » ¢ IFJ'»,;{?)I%B o pEAt — B2 )I%b“r&l?’f ’ E'Jé}gJ%AEBi—’r—‘f?}i
sl s 2 aNby B #k™ i =450 =t ¥k (co-citation frequency) » ¥ X 4%
Hﬁ%q?%gﬁﬁ%%ﬁmﬁﬁqﬁ'5(&mmwﬁ)



51 % 3] % 3 %

E]-fﬁl@fJ—A Elﬁl—vka “

Y

[ Bk A ] [ B ik jx B ]

A5 | H Al A5k
B=- 2P 8& () &2xisl (+)

I t7ifFdERy RF G2 P MELTTTRAHAL D
e A %ﬂ%v‘)?%iﬁ?ﬁ?%g@%é‘}i ( coupling
strength) 12 5 B %_ (Smallz1973) o 3¢k > % 3 B%ﬁéﬁkéfifﬁfﬁ*%i@
= FF o R E BT RG Tv/,?c A A B %f—rv LE 5 % ol HRIBE MR
ABE Y o K20 B ARSI A T ek # P S 14‘,‘&,.}{?5]’1* w Elv}ﬂlv};kmb\—é;‘ﬂ‘—
SRR SR 0 E*ﬂ‘\’f%m" #3138 & (co-citaion strength) #-+
YT e (M) 0 &R E‘é bk i— Lif%}i%l:'zﬁit'f A A
g A EEL»c S (Small, 1973) o33 2 > 5l A 475 B i o
frete 4 o Flptpp g e vy - 7 ﬁ%ggﬁﬁéﬁW$ﬁﬁ#o

)*I,%P TR T LRV LS I'Fi ( White and Griffith, 1981; McCain,
1983; Culnan, 1986, 1987; White and McCain, 1998; Sircar, Nerue, and
Mabhapatra, 2001; White, 2003a, b; Andrews, 2003; McCain, et al., 2005; Nerur,
etal.,2008) ~ = }]§J< & 2 p (Ramos-Rodriguez and Ruiz-Navarro, 2004; Acedo,
etal., 2006) % #4351 % o Nerur ~ Rasheed ¥ Natarajan (2008) 45 1 » i ¥ iF
FHEYFL L8 F AL AN ROEF a‘%' SR g E R SR S
#iﬁﬂ&if”mﬂ??ﬂoﬂw’wﬁﬁw R F PR YA

TE- AP PE AT R0 PR g AN RE ] - PR prEE Y TR - 7
B P4 & A R e



LG tpg R L4 o e B E M (seminal) (¥ Z AT H % 0 dpROT
v},?c NE PRI TEF{REOFEREE o by RS & %ﬁilev)%ﬁ
PR HETFFAPRE F R IF—“Z (core authors) s A & 2 7 7 4
%o Fpt ARG KU xt-ﬁ ;F"’“*ﬁ@ G 'F'ﬁ £ 4 51 & 47 (author
co-citation analysis, ACA )

ACAA=R> 1979 # 2 W F + 7 7 5 5% < § (Drexel University ) -
WESTEDL AT BRI a 3 0 ACARIfEd B K p iple f%j—iﬁ"kgl *iF
2l & (oeuvres) i 4 45 H = ( White, 2003b) ’;ﬁliﬁf AR Sl Wy
AAAHE R B LT RE 2 2 e F BT F2 080 44 White (1990
a,b) & FHFL @ d McCain (1990) H-jiFrs & 5> N be iz 4 o R
ACA e R 53 P82 P T hid* N2 - » 3218 GiAiEk

A A TR RGN D kR R e s - kA R AT
FlEA AR SR REEFREATE BRI T B3
AR GARE T T A AR S RAB - S el TR

’riﬂz Rz 12 8 B % (McCaind, 1983 )- @
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oA A THR ) E o #® % g3 T corporate governance | ¥ 3K '
v BAFAl S TArticle ) AF > BREP 25245 o AL LR D RE AR
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A THGEP T S00 B REFF D XGE L FRESA0A - AT oo
(6o RTIHm2 F L2 B(1T24 K )EPFAF T AP F TS5 1992
£33 2005 & > 214 E o Pt AFFY R B&Brﬁﬂ’?z\v/*kifgﬁ;“‘ﬂﬂéﬁ‘
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Bt o vERMF RS R R T - RS E  RVERPRE c Tk A EG
00 £ %2 453 F » £ 3tA4ksl e el 11,278 =5 10 & F3EE K2 1,164 F

8,608 fp o H =t » R % B(7TH - x%;ff{ (first authors ) %
PAbE AR F s d p Akl ] ARFIED 50 208 A
BREFEAE (APFLEIE 100 2) - %5(s 0 2 HL
1 AR F’ﬂﬁ%%&ﬁﬁ%im’ipfﬁw
LA I BE AP BT 2RI
s %40k - 1o 0 90 £ R K
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# (co-citation frequency ) & 60> %1 SPSS®P 2 L s g * > ¥R 1%
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AAEIE ST B % S SR At A2 &A@ (McCain, 1990)
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(2006) PR EOPHE (51 B 100 ke b )0 LR AR p#«'t‘ PR F AP FRARS] S H
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22 o P AT ARE 2§ R TTL

Period 1992-1999 2000-2005
Num. Author References T.l me Author References T.l me
cited cited
1 La Porta, R 2 1,212 La Porta, R 2 318
2 Shleifer, A 1 544 Bebchuk, LA 9 231
3 Jensen, MC 1 476 Hoskisson, RE 3 153
4 Yermack, D 2 318 Khanna, T 4 145
5 Black, BS 3 308 Gompers, P 1 137
6 Davis, GF 3 287 Ball, R 1 132
7 Westphal, JD 3 204 Coffee, JC 5 122
8 Daily, CM 6 166 Bushman, RM 3 114
9 Johnson, RA 2 155 Johnson, S 1 107
10 Kaplan, SN 2 150 Faccio, M 2 102
11 Denis, DJ 2 145 Black, B 3 101
12 Himmelberg, CP 1 145 Anderson, RC 5 100
13 Beatty, RP 1 134 Claessens, S 1 96
14 Kang, JK 3 126 Healy, PM 2 90
15 Gilson, RJ 4 123 Dyck, A 2 86
16 Core, JE 1 113 Hansmann, H 1 85
17  Zajac, EJ 2 99 Leuz, C 1 82
18  Conyon, MJ 4 95 Klein, A 1 76
19 Lopucki, LM 1 95 Doidge, C 2 66
20 Pound, J 4 95 Huson, MR 2 66
21 Finkelstein, S 1 93 Roberts, J 5 66
22 Lipton, M 1 93 Lazonick, W 3 65
23 Aggarwal, RK 1 92 Sanders, WG 3 65
24  Beasley, MS 1 90 Mitton, T 1 59
25 Bebchuk, LA 1 84 Romano, R 3 57
26 Hill, CWL 1 83 Holmstrom, B 1 55
27 Pomano, R 1 81 Kogut, B 2 52
28 Mallette, P 2 78 Shleifer, A 1 52
29 Smith, MP 1 78 Gillan, SL 1 51
30 Zahra, SA 1 78 Nenova, T 1 51
31 Mitchell, LE 3 76 Tirole, J 1 50
32 Wabhal, S 1 75 Daines, R 1 49
33 John, K 2 72 Franks, J 2 49
34 Rediker, KJ 1 72 Gilson, RJ 3 49
35 Porter, ME 1 70 Reese, WA 1 49
36 Barkema, HG 2 67 Lins, KV 2 48
37  Cotter, JF 1 66 Bainbridge, SM 2 47
38 Boyd, BK 1 65 Allen, WT 2 42
39  Eisenberg, MA 2 64 Chung, HS 1 42
40 Parrino, R 1 64 Thomsen, S 1 42
41 Bhide, A 1 63 Caballero, RJ 1 41
42 Prowse, SD 1 63 Glaeser, E 1 41
43 Hart, O 1 62 Rock, EB 1 40
44 Holderness, CG 1 62 Buck, T 6 39
45 Thornton, PH 1 62 Bae, KH 1 38
46 Lincoln, JR 1 60 Filatotchey, | 2 37
47 Maug, E 2 60
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La Porta, R

Bebchuk, LA

6
12

Hoskisson, RE
Khanna, T

30
0

17 21

18

Gompers, P
Ball, R

Coffee, JC

1

13 29

5

0

20
45

Bushman, RM
Johnson, S

13

38

11

Faccio, M
Black, B

6
48

Anderson, RC
Claessens, S

2 25 38 3

4 10 12 2 1

0

12
35

Healy, PM
Dyck, A

2 24

5

10 24

4

4

11

14

10
24

Hansmann, H
Leuz, C

20

38

Klein, A

17

15

27

Doidge, C

Huson, MR

Roberts, J

Lazonick, W

0
25

Sanders, WG
Mitton, T

11

3 40

0

Romano, R

10

Holmstrom, B
Kogut, B

16

10

36

Shleifer, A
Gillan, SL

12

35

22

23

Nenova, T
Tirole, J

14

10
10

Daines, R

Franks, J

Gilson, RJ

26

10

24

Reese, WA
Lins, KV

13

25

0 12 16

1

16

17
13

1
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Thomsen, S

0
15

Caballero, RJ
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Rock, EB
Buck, T

11

21

13
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18

Bae, KH

12

18
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Z S APMEL

McCain ( 1990 ) ip 1 Pearson correlation % ACAF § A & 2 78 A #H -
Flpt 0 2 A ¥ i5iE SPSS®E kR Y o R ek Al (co-citation
matrix ) #& % 5 4p M 2L (correlation matrix ) » & * jp M BB s HTE A A
IR IRELG = % - LY e T2 R AT jﬁoﬁlF—"z - #51 (co-cited )
E R (FEAF Tty ) @ F_ AP S —‘F”f 51 % 4 % (co-citation
files) cp AR R - &> F % = xv—ﬁ‘#: 51 % 3 i”f—%l—”é}}% » B 5]
ﬁﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁ?ﬂvffgégwﬁ’mﬁn-ﬁﬁé- BRI #mﬁ’%ﬁﬁmé%a

p i

2

# —"F‘f HRLATA T 0 F AL T'F—“F'f 554 (related ) # 4p 72 (similar) 9
Fo o ARM TRERDIE Y T R T LR ARSI A L AR
PR R E 5 RV B E h B (scale) 7 ea; (McCain,
1990) » TR LB TE (Moya, Jimenez, and Moneda, 1998; Rowlans, 1999 ) -
Bofé o AP Glcei@ TR AaErE P BiclE 0 iy o MEFA IR R

+ i 42 (Moya, et al., 1998;Rowlans, 1999 )
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PR AT EREL

|
-
e

RE L
- ~ 8% 445 (cluster analysis)

A EEEniEE s B ﬁ«fléfﬁl)é\.]f?r o kAT G 2 F o0 BEASTAREA
5445 0 @ ACA F 7 AR 7 mﬁﬁ@xé?rg@iﬁﬁé

agglomerative method ) » * 14 fk ¥ 1% I 3% Bof 3 AT ook MLanpL R
(Muhmﬂ%m)ow@§=5;ﬁﬁﬁﬁuj%ﬁé%%@éi\ BosE s
kA AROF PR B P LR AT RERITZ A K A S - B
BT RO B - BEL L ¥t BB N5 H- g E (single
linkage method) ~ = >3 %% (complete linkage method # £ & B 48/ ) ~
T 39:g 2% (average hnkage meéthod ) ™ & &-1¢ ;4 (Ward's method ) % = ;¢ -
McCain (1990) 4p 1 Fl= 2@ Sz E {2 Pl e xR pnR s § 7
PEGE ST T ACAFT T 207 o BlL s AR (R H :*i;ﬁ;‘é‘" FEHE P
HE X EH S REN L AN RER B > Tk HERE S
H ik B (dendrogram )

Boit B BBty 28 2N iE 2 Q';!?ec‘ TR EFERE 0 d A ACA
LB T AR RN R T > FPE LT R
2 EEERT B EEE & (McCain, 1990) » 12 Fed F 22 2 47 0 F]L >
$F2%$§$pﬁ@£‘%$%'(@ig =) o HE g FE A
HEEOBIOEREFIRLERN L ABEER B LR AW UES Y

ag]/\%\,fr‘o

BHEHLAPGESERFA RO BT PSR ORR f’%ﬁ

S ( hlerarchlcal

)

p
S s L% qes 4 o Sum of square= Y13 (x, - xi [ #T AR | KRR
i=l j
P mY ”é PR BRG] 462 3P e p £ B Bl g (B0 10)0 YA 3
EEL o 2p ';!1’:«,3,:« tg + 2 (39.404 1 55.715) > Tt #-47 rlviﬂ‘ \w’a\i 41[;;%%&7]- &8kt
2o
RN ERGEPE . I gﬁaﬁw 45 3 3pF ot e h LB Gl s (B3 10) RE g
3EFES mp LB e gt 2 (48.728 1 68.712) 0 Tt H#-46 f«lr?‘f %A G IB; EF¥E2 - 0%
B oo

m
=1



Coefficients

Coefficients
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Number of Cluster
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[N

Number of Cluster

AR RS ESEN LR R HE B
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Bl= : 90 & % f Ak B - E4502

Author Num.

Core 16 — 4 Clusters

Cotter 37—
Beasley 7. R—
Lipoton ) —

Denils 11 -
John 13

Jensen E—
Parrino 40 —
drgarwal 23 —
Bhide 41 —
Maug L a—
Frowse 42 —
Black 5

Behchulk 5 -
Eisenber 320 —
Shleifer —
Lincaln T
LaPorta 1 =
Hart  —
Yermack 4

Himmelhe 12 -
Holdermne 44—

Mallette 28—
Wes tphal 7T —
Jaohtson 0 —
Conyon I ——

Eaplan m -

Kang 14 -

Fomano a7 —

Mitchell 31—

G1lson 15

Lopucki I

Found |

Forter Elp— I

Hill T — |

2mith a4 I

Wahal Ey — i

Thornton 45 — I

Davis 6 — :

Zahra a0 — "

Finkelst 21 — :

Barkema 1 — ;

Daily L R— |

Eoyd 3 — ;

Beattw 13 — |

Rediker 34 |

Fajac 17 - i
|
|
|
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BIA AR R ] - S

Author Num.

Lins LI

. 4 Clusters
Bae 45 —
Mitton 24 —
Facclo 10—
Dk 15 —
Nenowa 30

Shleifer 28—

I
I

I

I

I

I

Claessen 13 — '
I

Johnson 8 - '
|

I

I

|

Doidze 19— ]
Glaeser 42—

Reesea 35—

Elack 11—
Tirole il
Franks 33

Gompe s )

Ehanna 4

Thoms en 40

:|_
LaPaorta 1 :|—

Caballer 41
Bainbrid 37

|
|
I
|
|
I
I
4llen 38 I
Eomato 25 i
Rock 43 - i
Coffee T i
Gilson 34 I
Hansmann 16 — I
Daines 2 = I
Holmstro 26— |
Gillan 29 - I
Huson 20 |
Bebchuk 2 X
Roberts a1 = :
Bushman B :
Leuz 17— |
Ball 6 — i
Healw 14 - i
Elein 1% ;
snderson 12 — :
Chung g :
Kogut 27— :
Filatote 46 — :
Sanders 23 :
Buck 44 -
Hoskisso I = :

Lazonick 22 —



= ~ ¥4 & ¥ (factor analysis)

ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwk’W%Qﬁ%ﬁiﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ°ﬁkﬁ{’ﬂ
FAFARP DAL EBIT MEBORFET K2 M7 PEE BB &K
PR RREETAFE Y (Andrews, 2003) o ApEIT R FH 47 R R
PR M- s ¥ FIE AR RIE AR R T Bl o
A EHES TP AP RRF RS REE TRE AL, o

%iF SPSSPE MR > T AV HEARR 2 4851 4p M LR 7 F)
¥ AT EY B B R 2 (varimax rotation) X B~ & o I #E L
®2p oz b e (eigenvalue'' )+ 3t 1 JE B~ A Y B & 0% 3 #i( McCain,
1990; White and McCain, 1998; Andrewd, 2003 ; Nerur, et al., 2008 ) ° gt *F »

3 A1 & 2 (orthogonal ) & i B om iRt o (8 AL G > 2ol
% &R A dhis & & 4L (rotated component matrix ) ¥ 0 LT 1 E £ A
PR oo ABEML P 5 & - ﬁtfﬁ TR L B3 k2 Pk f R £ (factor
loadings) » 4 -1 % 5 ¢4 s IR et ol a2k -

B BTSSR E TS L A AR 0 F] A 3R T
Y EWE-FEFER Hp RS2 o ,T%M,Lj R o IR A S
FE?E,‘%T]& (simple structure) o X33t ACAF FAEE P » pRFEE 42 47
%?ﬁ?&%?@ﬁ%%~ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&iiﬂﬁ%*~%ﬂ%ﬁ%a,

FIH 2 AT A LAY Bom 1T TR FI R e 5 o - I e 0 3 O LR AL 1
| IFAF,”*“:F*P’“’ E’)i (breadth ) =B f# (McCain, 1990) > ¢ FFs
AR s e - TTH R EEPIRG o G Aoyt o AR
FHEAX g F-FEAFF IR FIEF FFFLFES
WH0.7 B A R ARAR B BB 2R P ey FF f 43&**“"‘04 “+0.5
A A 3R E (McCain, 1990)

\—v

o pcie 47 F) 2 A% R hf28 42 A (Hair, Anderson, and Tatham, 1998 ) -
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237 190 # R fEphis 2 A E”
Component 1 2 3 4 5
Rediker, KJ 954
Finkelstein, S 942
Barkema, HG 938
Boyd, BK 926
Daily, CM 926
Beatty, RP 925
Zajac, EJ .920
Mallette, P 919
Johnson, RA 911
Zahra, SA 910
Westphal, JD .900
Davis, GF .821
Conyon, MJ 195 497
Bhide, A -.758 537
Gilson, RJ -.747
Maug, E -.691 .594
Mitchell, LE -.652 -.438 510
Beasley, MS .988
Core, JE 981
Cotter, JF 975
John, K .940
Lipton, M 932
Parrino, R 919
Denis, DJ 902
Jensen, MC .875
Yermack, D .847
Aggarwal, RK 766 -.440
Hart, O 667 462 456
Kang, JK .632 437
Lopucki, LM -.449 -.591 422
Thornton, PH .499 -.535
Kaplan, SN .520 .520
Lincoln, JR 927
Black, BS -422 .836
Bebchuk, LA -.554 814
Shleifer, A .808
Prowse, SD -.561 738
Eisenberg, MA -.561 728
Holderness, CG -431 .691
Himmelberg, CP -424 .553 .689
Pound, J -476 817
Porter, ME 781
Wahal, S 744
Pomano, R -.639 .650
Hill, CWL .634 401
Smith, MP -491 .543
La Porta, R -473 402 .629

2 gphis S A B WG TR R E04 L iR o
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Ao FARE R ghis S e

Component 1 2 3 4 5 6
Faccio, M 979

Shleifer, A 972

Claessens, S 971

Nenova, T 964

Dyck, A .956

Bae, KH 956

Johnson, S 956

Lins, KV 955

Doidge, C .950

Glaeser, E .949

Mitton, T 932

Franks, J .926

Reese, WA 915

La Porta, R .846

Tirole, J 761

Caballero, RJ 730

Black, B .669 .527

Gompers, P 617 .564

Daines, R 956

Hansmann, H .874

Coffee, JC .862

Romano, R .845

Allen, WT -432 .843

Holmstrom, B .826 410
Gilson, RJ .823

Bainbridge, SM -.467 .819

Rock, EB =511 784

Gillan, SL 764

Roberts, J .684 496
Bebchuk, LA .666

Huson, MR .653 592
Klein, A .929

Bushman, RM 901

Healy, PM .886

Ball, R .880

Chung, HS .855

Leuz, C .536 726

Anderson, RC 400 .588 .555
Lazonick, W -.542 471
Buck, T .893

Filatotchey, I -.444 .822

Sanders, WG 811

Kogut, B -.492 733

Khanna, T 455 -.486 .651

Hoskisson, RE -.548 .647

Thomsen, S .529 -491 .618

2

13 g s & LR WG FZ f

=

BE£04 10} hE S o
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oA N ud T 90 & R A E RN ERFE S E AR 2
Biod o AR Ry AL £ E T (Kerlinger and Lee, 2000 ) %2
WREFEE L 7 3B A RIEP T F o T 00 & kg FgEE
EP-4 38 FF > R EE L w5 87.708% 1 2 85.878% o

Lo 100 & RETR LR R 2

Component % of variance Cumulative %
1 35.217 35.217
2 26.457 61.674
3 16.688 78.362
4 9.346 87.708
5 3.356 91.064
B ApE SERT R AR R
Component % of variance Cumulative %
1 37.250 37.250
2 24.824 62.074
3 13.193 75.267
4 10.612 85.878
5 3.055 88.934
6 2.927 91.861

B et it TR AT R TR il
HEmEBEES Lo B0 TR @ e 3 (RFRR R
B) > &AWL 00&E RhgE £ 3R
team) -~ = & % 2z (firm performance) C RS (ownership structure ) 1«

* & 123X AL (general issues ) 5 &+ A& NP G 2 B8 7 (laws

and regulations) -~ %32 F 3 4hE (audit, information transparency, and

)

% B¢ (board and top management

disclosure ) 17 2 37 ‘q_/»%@" 7+ & (development in emerging economy )

pefffa s oo g e %{P{aiﬂﬂééh§%*07
Lk —ﬁ » Zo 5T IF—*‘?{*“:}* T Y RAE 7 & ¥ (specialty) TE‘}*Jc ( White and
McCam, 1998) > 490 # i+ Rediker ~ Finklestein & % #43t & i gL BIEE
T FERAL ;& FAE# % Faccio ~ Shleifer ¥ £ 3t i R R4 5 5 &
FALET R o HAT YRR G S R 2 P L R
% 7T 3% T’riﬂ“i". AR A IR N T T SRR #ﬁ#ﬁ-(bridge)‘ﬁ?/}%(Acedo,

YK E P AR TR A AT



et al., 2006) - & i S RAE TR & S BRI AUFT > 4090 £ &
Hart #2 Kang #3t 2 2 4§ »x &2 AR S ®RAE > M E F3EE N Black &
Gompers 3+ 1% S AL 2 i# B2 RF RALL J ApRALNT -

MR RS A - e 2 T T (&
Ev:) ad prE a3 27 (Acedo,etal, 2006) o i& Acedo ~ Barroso
% Galan (2006) nfi#ff > f B f FE L7 b - FlF @ hity - L F L4351

IR % 0 3R ;fu’iﬁ.:_’éf%ﬁ?z]'*k'—ﬂ%f‘t‘%‘é}%%’ﬁ%—lg}‘f-)?%?yl
?%ééﬁ‘ﬁimFﬁ?ﬁoﬂ“’%*ﬁﬁﬁi% AB&AHRMY

B ¥ DR S LR AUR A P AR R AP R IR 0 7 i o A
fE R AR Y F G *~ﬂ%ﬂéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ Flpnh g R

HRME LTS

51— H{ & > 90 &£ % La Porta 14 % — IF—"F’]‘ Eagha B EES
SEESRIEIRIS g -l e F(La Porta, Lopez-de-Silanes, Shleifer, and
Vishny, 1998; La Porta, Lopez-de-Silanes, and Shleifer, 1999 ) i*u 767 = &2
445 % 31 v g2 > B PR B0 S TATE i RS o 2

m ,TJD'}‘T]‘% /Q*’?ié‘-at'é % %P%EF%‘&TE‘ rﬂ‘%i LA El o~ — JR%oo FaP] R
F]¥ 5t % La Porta #ﬁt%é‘éiﬁﬂ;z—g e o v e Rty o HE D
e —‘Fi%\ ?}EJ\‘ °

I

~ %< g2 (multidimensional scaling, MDS )

R %%ﬂf%@ﬁﬁﬂfﬁm’ﬁﬁﬁ%#ﬁﬂm T
%‘b.—"ﬁﬁf’* P VB E A RO I R A B RAURR o @
BRI R BT o A TE SR S RERE s BlA (v ﬁ%mv 2 4n
2 44f 8 Hetp B (White and McCain, 1998) » T Ap iu42 & 4 % - —F—l”ﬁ %
PR

15
~,»\ *fﬂ%

»\‘

S

—

BB AR 2 D P SR s

© MR 1 m—‘FFﬁé T e 5 & 5B (configuration) » A#7 3 i
] SPSS(R)_?. EHRIRT o PR Y ARl 2 EAR I ARR AR (F R 4 Al
(stress) shfie & RBIGE - & S U2 AR 5 EAUBEE B b RS S
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TR EAL AT

£4 190 & X MDS fie & B pI@

K R4 ¥k R-square
- BAA 0.36884 0.68456
- BRR 0.10548 0.95499
ZBAaR 0.05549 0.98305

21 g MDS e & R R

K R4 ¥k R-square
- BaR 0.40679 0.58273
- BRR 0.15165 0.90857
ZBAaR 0.06827 0.97926

% SPSSPR %A+ a & Ru|A FABRFRLBEPEES Y S jtar- d
PALAT YR ) - BRRN A BARP O 8 RipRGED
AN A A ERBI 09 o BTz BRHAER RS T E
R-square #% % ﬁﬁ'ﬁ‘?‘ﬁi@%:"frﬁ% gt ek s e N ] LT R 4 i"ﬁﬁt”b 302 ®
jRfga 4 % <3085 £ F |2 HEME (McCain, 1990) - & = #14) Fl
Pz Bfp) kR R TN DB Bl A A #fr::;é% 2 ik o

Bisr 2ATE- N REFAFATFES > AR = - llﬁ%ﬁis\
WML S LT/ lg > TEH FFATTH I TR BRI EA B
148 B 1+ (McCain, 1990; Andrews, 2003) » R EEACA 60> EF T o F
BRI FT I NEIFTTAAS S RLENE v M2 MG
HERSERZRENSGINEA4 LE BL 9T o



Dimension 2

Mitchell
Q

o
Pomano

Eisenbery
Westphal

Mallette o .
o Johnson Of.ell'fel

Zajc

LRaly

Shleifer

BeattyQ Barkema

Co o
Filglggin O
ad Rediker

LaForta
o]

OK,ElDIElIL oHoId.cmc.\.\

Himme lberg
]

C_Liu on Dc‘r:l’i.\o P— \ ~ -
‘ Cotter Parmino o
N\ o o >
\ Core  Begsley
N y BEZ P4k
- s s s s
I T l
- -1

Dimension 1
B4 290 & = 2 RHA B
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Dimension 2

Diaines

Gilson
Hansmann o

Fomano o g
e ° Holmstmom

pamnde Giillan

Robens
o

Coffee

Black
o]

B¥- o mfER

Tirole OH:mk_\
° Glagser obhlmlcx
Nemowd  Faceig
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