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LA EZFE BFET Hrage EABRN SR E, %W BT AR ZYBYE FHKN

BHLA LB I ah, A& B RPT A 6 KM 29 ROtk W T8 ) B S 1 8 e sk X 4B
’J‘T S AR T B A RE, MET HF BRI R LAER K T, 45t
5% *Jﬁﬁ/\éj,m BARERR SRR A B AR AT A S e R TR R E R
B0 E B AR v H b AN SR 35 0B R A AT T AR B AT A AT R A AT IS F AL
FARE, uﬁ}]ﬁ}‘ ST B A e R BRARAE A AT

FER: HF FR N EREMA; A EMEFEERE

FE % % F270 XXEAFRIREE: A  XEHHS:1001-4950(2017)10-0102-12
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—
—. 3l B

JA RS 2B 53 5 ZBFE N SRR 5 22 DA AR B RAXSFR , BT <l [a] 1
P 5 TR R XS A, DT A T AR RS o 28 "R BAIL A9 A BRI T2 XA A TR
5 Y SR AR o AT R R DR B L R AR TN S AR 25 8 [R] 1) S SR BEAL ] 2
— (JensenFIMeckling, 1976 ) SR, il 5 S B 1 & JR , 35| | JBEAS 45 S M kil ) e H 2™ W2
JEHIE200 14522 SR HIR ) B, 2250 T HEEAT 1 08 o A e A U 1 WL s 2 Bebehulk Al
Fried (2003 )42t 4 BUZ AU S , U8 B T HUZ AU AR S WU WL sk SRl 32

Yks BHA: 2017-01-10
BEEWE: BF A AAFALFFAA (71302089); B F A K45 AL E LA A (71272120) 5.0 £ K 5
AFFFR IR B (IFYT17040) ;.1 R K5 FF 5% K &% B (2017WLIH44)
TEZ/MN: 5 F(1982—), %, LW A XK FEEF IR H%, M4 57,
242 % (1995—), )k, W AKX FFRFRMELHR A,
I h(1980—), B, LhAEFHA, L EAKRFEEFRELHAA,
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2yl 7E 5 St A] BE R B BT ) o B A BR 04 B RS LA BB 2328 AR ) A I 55 i A
FHF, AR T B SR AR AN SE A AR AR L XE LA 4 A AT
AL TE R R LI ) 175 00 R, 75 E RN (reputation effect) TT LA SR fift g (< WA RAS T 1922
FEARHESE 2 (Radner, 1981) o P8R —FRICHE 5™, A AT BB 23 PR DA 0 5 )™ 1) THEL T 24
PNTERGIED , B8 T AEFF s R TS B S (e T8 T 80U T o PR, 7 52 2k B
SR TR TR DT S RN, BRI AR TR S T AU RERE X o A 7™ AR SRl -5 2 AROBUEE 2L
PR RLL) i

TESEAR G R R FEIE 5 A BB BRI 22 7 1 MBI 2 3 2h A5 1R A e ad e o 012
FEACBEEE A AT P R ZAE N S 1B Z A A — IR C & 20122 804FA R LA , 8 35F - 54 3
SHZEEIR G ABIZHTRBEOCR O D IRIE TR R AROCR TGO T , A E LR A
AR B B 1 ] B 1, 2004 ) o v 87 1 B BB S TE R R AR AS: B g AT IO 4 IR 2 54
Pz, NI BINFE 5 A OB, A 1R A A £ 2% R& MG R M 7 (5K 4EI, 2005 )
WongFIBoh (2010 )t i , A Z AL AT LAHI 55 20 2L AA e 915 BASXIBRPE LU K i 38 78 v oie
FEAERIANTSE TR AR, 2 D0 e A P 2 NG BRSO EAT T IR ARSI T 12
AN ERBEFEER (HIF ARG —BEL5 18 . IE AN Zavyalova®s (2016) BT S 45 AUTISEE , A AIT5E R
B R R A A B0, RO B S 25 A B U RAT S AR SRy Ty T p i &, (A2 F AR
R B — R, AT REZ 5 DR 2 A S8 ARG S , AR Hh BR O i 3, L BIesss ofe ey ot
TR T K 2 A B AR5 R DR, AR T R T, SR RS 45 T IAT 8l ) 718 S h
AR TR S R T AT AR B EE T A A= 73 S [ I (EAR TR AT ST

ARICERABTFE TTRRAE T 2 58—, FEXA S A8 7 2 SR BRSO A IE 5 SCHIREEA T A B Y
JER b 0 P R N R R R R P TR BRSO B R RN R EAT T RGERIIZE S
PR A T R A A IR BEAUN IR A B HE SR, RS 1 T ARR s P FE ATE AT 1), S S
WHEhe it TA 4275 5, R T AR AR S T RSO R BE LA B0 1 Y B Rl ——1%
GZATNHEIE 517 N Z ARG PR P8 B B BA RS PR K RGN T
A RN BRZ T AR B XUTT SO R AR I 6 SRR T R R B
FERINES 5 5 =, Bl AU At K, 520 g A PR 20 BT 55 A I S P R AT T B
SRS, S s B I A e A P RO 5 AR R 2 SR T IR

BROIE ZA0 A SCN A LHRINT 28 “ 80 4 1 RO RN RS U AR 5 5 ARy
S R A PR A U I BRSO B A R | AR AR T P A L S BB HE SR A A 5
S DU 230 e A P XU I BS9SRI ST A T 1 B AR 265 AT 0 o 5 ) e A PR
IR HSOH ST N R AT TR S BES; 5 REE S R B, fh E E e aig
PR 7R 5 AR IZA R BIWTTE 7 ) S A 7%

&

BEENNBESRA

e

(— ) REFE R N

— B 5 A R BT R AR T A R S AR AN Z T AR RRT, A REA N AR
XA~ R — B W N B A o R, 2 ] AR — RO B0, T LA R s I3, Xt
A B S X R B AN A A S AR DG PR R A 56 R (R B IR R R B 2R S
A5 ), FLI B i AR B~ 65 3R 2507 T 55 ) KA B 255 AMARZ T Y P S o O 2
AT — A N8 it ST A T oA R AR o XSl 3 AT 1o T 3 I R ARp— X AT 1A Ry 7225 i
EHAATRIER NI, (TTAFT 0 25 AT A R AR5 — 2L (Ranft, 2006 ) o = 8 7 2 @ T4
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PRIZ IR, 23 A DO R P2 A R [ Y PR R o AR SO BT T B 70D =R (k1
JI7R ) — I TTRRL , I\ 4 SRR AN A R B 7 2 s B0, DA A RE T B8 A RE SR S
B SRR, FAFZOLE B E A A, PR R A RE T AR B, it e TR A S

®1 BERENERE

KA WRSEE (R X e A N TR E
Bailey(1971) [ XF &4 A BTk —Fh S8 IA R (collective perception)
S Fama(1980) FEES AT AR IS B A oy o, T 3G R 0T EL AR B Y

Mathew?% MR SESE = 5B S S A W) IE T G B 3 ik i, A s 25wk
(2004) FET

Milbourn(2003) | =& BEJIAE T4 L 09 FEHT (market’s assessment )

TRYEID (2005) | AT EETTA A NBR TR T R T T AR S — 2R A
e ST | GraffinfIWard | WUEE 76— B 301 9 X e B e e — Ll ATk A B8 0 5 B i 2 AR M0
(2010) (collective judgment )

Koh(2011) AR A TS e 1T LR RS T 10 6E

o A P A ORI A 2 5 A B RE SE A S H BRI —FP A, 2

Fombrun(1996) | )« 4% iy — Pk 2418
Wade%5: (2006 ) ; N P ” -
! BB P 0 B TSR RS 21 % B AT
ZEE M GraffinZ (2008 ) YA B 72 1= A AR RR IS 2845175 T LI (exemplary ) (55
BT RS TS (AP A 4% A ity ) Ji 2
Fetscherin(2015) P T R A 4P A, 5L S (performance ) .M (personality ) | J&i 2

(prestige ) FIJES: (persona )
EREA TR : AR AH G SCHR AR 2

EAT A SN E A BRI R S X WE 2 Fombrun (1996 )48 HY , 475 25 0 ] 2
1) —F L4 B . Fetscherin (2015 )4 H , i 7 25 50 ) 25 2 — XA B AC U A&, R
AHEL S  Tadelis (1998 )3 it 37 — M35 M sh AR5 A B, K4 (0 7 25 SRR B i), REAEAIT R
PS4, PRI A A2 I 5 B RE RS I AR B . Weng MIChen (2017 )3 i SR 5T &
B, AT 5N R R AR A R SO A B (H = R R E R AR A S S SR R
TN,

(Z)REFEIIE

P SCHRAEE AT 1, 4 7 2 TR S 30 28 W B R 15 8. R 25 AR D38 PRA AR g LA
R N R R 50

Si— A FUE B S TE S, B B A R, IR I E B2
S BRAE T, T E R A A R — P R A R R R A BRI A A
BG5S, N A STUR R R 5 5 T SR TR, £l B 8 00 95 F6 b 8 AT 3
FE bR A B 2 A P 2 YT K . JohnsonZ (1993 ) B 436 1l [ 49001 125 45 1y it fi] 7 41
TR BB AE JREAS | FAIE 523 BT Ui ) 28 BN 22 30 B AR B P %o v A8 P 25 EA T A e, T 98 6 B
WA 55 A8 hR-5 i i P 2 Z I B IE A SEC R AR bR S T AT S48 Bn M LAA% 338 1 K i
HERE T 915 B o Kaplan®s (2015) i BFEMBA A 2 5 H T 926058 5 & B, CEOF
2 BTN T35 TR B 45 S8 240N R SRR I AR SR AR R B % (Wade %
2006 ) , {525t LA TEE BT, 2B AT 20 H B O A B2 19 25 ) (Graham &, 2004 ) .

S FIZE A O I PEH . Walker (2010 )45 HY , P2 AORIE FREPFM 4122 A B 055 77,1
HABF IRy e 75 BENS IE 61 A S B AURPEAN , Je— A7 76 T 4123 R A A A 2
1, 75 2 R T ) 5 R O 2 F B A PR 265 06 2 v o E A T3 3 i AR 7 5 A 45 A 0 e 4
AR BE DL R R 2 Al A R S IR 5 AR, T 06 1 7 S R 55 A0 R 4

b
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LR IR Al B A B AT, ki e P 2

55 = WA 0 1) 1 o WA AR 2 DR A E 3 SO Sl WL T o A — 2 8 O 1) 4, 5 A 7 fki 1)
VS XF A B — i S  Hayward %5 (2004 )iA 44 AN CEOY H 312 AR R 15 23 I A
F b BATFCEORY 5 5  Miller (2006 ) 7EAIF ST LA T IV 45 St 1) Wa B A IS o SEAA A0
PR A $ 0 25 BT 20 b 25 PR D8R, T SR A 00 UE IL SR AR AR B LA ARG 1)
(2015) W48 H , Y02 1 A B F i R th Ak i s ek B, B shifle sk -
NIPAGIO RS PN DN SUIRE AN 1 S

B, AT R I A A N RE L 255 Ml (= A8 75 25 o LL A, Fetscherin (2015 )iz FH 2%
BHY A HT LT 9E & B, CEOIE M (256 ) 24 D7 K FRIE S S52 M CEOF 25, 44 M 52 1 2
Al E5LSE

i

. BERENEREYANEILRIRESEILIELR

(— )Pt B H R A

FHHTSCA AT AT, BT 48 S A B BT R PR SRR N2 A Rl Bk a8 115 8. AR R A
(02 ) P ) i AE DG PP A5 PR 3 X L B SR, e 8 7 SRR 7 A T 35 ) S WA RO 2
IR T TS, AL T AR 2R ——A 2 25 (efficient contracting
hypothesis )5 F-FHAUW 15 (rent extraction hypothesis )

ARRABBN R, @B E 5 AR EZ BEA IEAHICC R Fama(1980)48 1, 72 A]
DA LR 11 55 50 07 T 37 149 396 ] e 0% (R AT, o ] DA gk 20 3 A IXURS: 3 T e 2 4 2w i T S
{2 Bl A R4 25 0 S A A 5 A R SR IE L . Milbourn (2003 )t fg 1, 4 =48
FRESHINGT , AR 55 8 Z AT A R 25 1 28 2855, oAl 2 Ut i 7 75 255 S BRI RSB AS |

FHHAOS AN, BA e S 1 e A R 2 U 1 A L AR T D) R 4E B A
CLAYFEE 710, T 206 T A Bl AR R 5 L, M 7S 25 5 A R EZ M HAT A G OC R .
— AN NP E BT, B B 32 B 25 AR AU B 3T H PR B — AN N R T RE 25
FEAth ST 224 ) 7 2 B i (Holmstrom, 1999 ) o 1330 el JRURS: HE ke A4 1) f5% s 16 B A ], 25 52 Wil
b Y HE AR A 2 KT &  Mathew 35 (2004 )38 33 A4 EEFE IS AR IR 2 B0, SRR ] K52 71 )
BRI A T oM 5 Bk B U PR i A A AR T AN AR = A B AR T X R BRI A B SE AR
TR Z R M4 (internalization ) , A AT RESS AR T A St XA Sy A B AfF
MCEO AR FEOLS /- P& T B R A B 1T 0, s 8 (hubris B2 774

ASCHE Y, PAMB U R AN (R A BRI B A A R 2B DAL S ZE B A RIS S B, B
WAy e 3 ELA XU KL 3RE (risk aversion ) AT , T R S PR P28 R AR e v 8 1) XU 7R HRLK
Vil SRR 15 8 T3, e A AT O o RO (B 2 iR T T R AR
FRHLS , 2% 8 48 09 B R FLiEE (loss aversion )1, 5B I8 =y 45 Hh T 0 2 A P 25 A0 4R A
HAH TR 5 A R R 25 91T R

()R8 2 B R S A SR RN 7™ A B SR PR A

1R P S R ARINE 7 A B SR DR T S B ELA R S o R R 2ot bk
5 Gy R SR ST S A R R AE SR T A8 S R A R RN A OGS A S SR AR
RCBHELE T 1Y) e 4 P ES T U A OC o

8 — KRS 200 A R AR = AR R R R o TR R 25 0T DL 2 5 ST A
CL RS, S —E N ) S VRIS, I TE 2 IR E E SR BB R Z T u g A
SERRE L A RENS A A5 H U B AOH (Milgrom AR oberts , 1982 ) o i, HAA i K
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MR R g AT WA FRRE S A0S E S BRI AT S S A A=A AR, S
RENEIE B (Holmstrom, 1999 ) A [R] T @ MBI 3220 | 7525502 5 @ 48 1K L AR TR AR DGR Y
PRI, /o T A AR & R, 200 B B R 5 88 1) T I AR R 25, DT RRURR e oy 2 W) A 4 1A
F 25 A5 BTRR o (RIS, 26 T 358 i o SR G 0T, R 252 8% FNRR ) S5 5 5 1 2%
A K 25 ma FLHRAY A I ) o R A R R 5 AR OG5 TR, AT 29 S HL AT (Fama, 1980) o
Bednar%F (2015 )il WF5E & B, S48 R F B R 25 BT i Ta B 7o i), 232 3Rk [ R %
J7 T AR, SR S A 0 IS AT O R S A S Hl DI fiE (social culture
function ), Cambini%F (2015 ) IESE , — B S 48 480 i 75 3200017 R 32 B g i e 25 ik
A2 A O BT LARE S I 2 S PR , 2 Pt 2 e 7R S RE S AR B AR 1 S A
Z—

5 MRS Gk - SRR AR R R R AR T A A A ) 32 2 S R R AR
1) ELXE LA T 238 1, B0 B AR, 6 T R B 7S ST 2 1A 0 . Anderson il
Shirako (2008 ) (U RFFEF B , XA ITM S5 T4 EARMAS N7 RS A BEA G IF L, 72
P B AE 5 S i S R4 A2 B 2R R R 2, I LA HYE A S 2 RRAIE o i SCPTads ,
R A R SEGE B IR T RSN E S0 Tt A E S S8 AREE
SEANRAT A o X AR P B S B [P P, e P B R — Pl B B A I M 0 7™, PR B Y
T AT B2 T W 18 BRI S5 45 5 32 21447 (Milgrom FllRoberts, 1982) . — H & 4174
Fia N TE i sl g A ) PRI, PR S A ) e 5 2 32 B 22 1 O 5 T & (Keetchen %, 2008 ) o fH
SRR, BT DL T — S PR THE 04T b i B &2 75 2 (CiancifilKaplan,
2010), 5 5 8 A 2C 0 BRI A B 2 0 Ak T fa ML b %) v A 7R 2 B W 8 2 /E FH (Sohn I
Lariscy,2012) o SXAE S Ak = 45 P G FIRE A SlbIL , DT ol o 4507 25 X6 W g R B8 L XU
PRSP A AR .

(=) HIBHES

AR, LAMAME T R Al , 27 (T D0 S 8 P B TR R AT T 25, 2T
ISEV ST AR B R RN R 25 AE AT R A R PSR L R BRI RN [R1 4R Y
SO FERF ST AR T, ZBOCCHRIESE T 75 2 A A 31 2y 5 A TH W] 81
BN AR R B, S A B AR U R 255 1 R I 52 E A ARG EA RE 54 A
FEARRAE A5 R 52 M0 1 4 P 25 TA BT 1 R BE S AR i o PR, MR A SCRiR AR L5 [ BT, A S
B TR BRI S Y B HE AR B 25 an K 1 TR o

. BEFRENERENANTIEGR

BN Z A, @ A X T A RGBT R R R 5 A DB AT A RS DR A Y
HA WA 7T 5 KT SR

B B RN A T SRR . Koh (2011) 4% 1987—20034F [8] 38152691~ 4. 75 {1
1891 24 ANANEZAE AT G, X BE TSR 7E %7K (Ernst & Young ) LA S B A & £ TR R
AP BT AU T LR ARAT A SRR 0 2R B, 44 N s RN B 45 e i e 5 A R Sl 1
5 24 CEOIRTG S — IR 2 I, M8 23 W] S W 45 15 b -5 1 3 3R R 4 288 . [R]
PEART G2 iZ s wl BA KW BN A o H Wade 5 (2006 ) & B, *SCEORIFI LA %l
PR AT P2 A I, IEARAT T L2 0 R A, 3K (AR A ) ) e S Tl T, 1 ot 5 s ]
FIHERS , X PPN 2338 A58 15 248 N TS0V - Fetscherin (2015 )3# i BIF5E % B, CEO R 2 X 4>
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H AR A

H ERIR i R Hﬁﬁﬁm

[ ammmame ||

iL%?%fﬁ%fﬁ??%ﬂH ﬁ%ﬁﬁmuiﬁﬁﬁm:%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁi
T — o e
[anmeom || | K- omaE |
[> e | MR o TARARR amam |
[mnmmmat] i pitt - N S O Nl
H E%%Aﬁﬁ|i ; S ) E _ ‘ &ﬂﬁwﬁﬁi
- B o FAERREAS T

E1 SESRZRENAATHERIER

MV S5 R 52 0], A AT TS A PR 5 ) o 3 D CEO 7 25 EA T A0 22 i & B, 90l S R 2
ANPERFAE AT LA A B30 A= B A 520, 52 AR (machiavellianism )5 H 28RS RRIEAIG 4
VS A T AR A R

W A N B PRSI, FrancisZE (2008 )45 M T — 4N A i T 2 B i )
CEOJH 25 2352 M £ M. 1) 289 4% JoT £ 1 2 Al ) T 3 B bm M /R SO0 b T 3 F1 1992—200 1 4F 1] 1%
CEOVENEEA 12 BT A b (Y HAE A M o CEO R 25 AR HILAR &, 32 F T AR B K 50 )5 &
B, CEOF5 25 5 B A Jot i 22 ] 2 7URH DG G R AR A R U, IS o EL S Fy il P RE RS 27
E Y PR . MalmendierflI Tate (2009 ) £ JE Al 2 /E & T TR TR 1975—20024F H]
AAFH I CEON ], 2 4E 76 B , CEOFR 1S4 fih = Jim B8 fuf i) T 1647 B A5 B AE R UK
WAL ZEM A TR RBLT LUF G R A RS TR AL T SR 2 R 1 =4 N
ERES A1 LD

5 = R R R R T, R B AN S R e A R SR s
2 137 5 HREH 7K P o Milbourn (2003 ) #EST. T — N6 ISR A% (1 2B Fe P SR LR , 12455
DUBEZR B AT W5 8, TCHT B A AT, DL B S 264 0 A FRAE 15 5, 13 458
ZoPEN TR ES IR R, LATBERCA At 1) 2 B — Il 5 S8 kK . Wade %5 (2006 )iz FH (0 i 1
L) B CEORAT E AKX CEO S Z A Tl i, WF 5 A 3, e 8 75 250 T L A 1E ) 5], 3
SR T L B 25 SR AR IR (R P 56 RS2 ) A RIS R B TE T VE T, M e il s
W IEAB R, R P2 H A 1 g, X B P g SR S, FE R R BUK T2 L
LA 558 v 755 I R A AN RS T I A R o LYk, A R RS R T A A BT I KO
Sanchez-MarinfiIBaixauli-Soler(2014 )iz F2k B F VU HE A 7525 Wl HLA i CEO 25 K P 4 75K
WERE S5 & B, AR B CEO R E 24 A, H s 45 AT BAH I /K STt bk 5 e A 75 25 W] s )
K A PEAN - Kaplan®: (2015 )@ 3 55 & B, 2 5 8 X CEO# AP 52 2 CEOH 25 1)
S, SHA B RS CEOM L, 1A 325 75 E M CEOTF I HE Ll #8038 ST 45 1 LR 4RAIK
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M AEL A X CEOFM A -1k A I FE P 2 2 [l B rh /AR

S0, B R 25 A AT R SR 7R B R A Tt S IS R IR R 25 A DG
Fa G IR 28 5 72 22 T o CEO 25 23 Wil 25 5 M) 1 25 AH DG 3 A B 28 Y38 SR T 9 i 48 S Re A
A5 B R % 242 B (Gaines-Ross, 2000 ) . JianFfllLee (2011 ) % CEOF 2 54 ] B A £ B¢
Z AN G R AT ST 5 B0, e S T 3 v 48 98 3 2o ) T 8 ELAT R e A R CEO U s #
923 7 o CEO 75 2 al LA 55 i 53 T 3 % T B iy 57 5 55 B9 2 w1 A4 6 1T B2 W o Sohn Al
Lariscy (2012 )5 CEO Z4E h—Ff R s 8 Y5 AE 23w e HLA 3 b 5 A 385 A R VR PR T 28
GG UEHE  HAKI |, B 4F 1 CEO S 25 AT LIS AE fa HIL & AR 5 1 22 R 4 AH DG 38 %A W] 1 4 T TA
1 EE AR A (2015 )VBIFFY & 30 75 25 Al ZR AT it R A A o) 2 2 BI9H 2 35 5 3 AT  Park 55
(2014 ) LAk g S50 3 S AAUT 1 A% SRy il , SEUERS 36 T CEOFS B4 BB W i )i AR b i
Y R SR 2EPHIE (scapegoating theory ) FUMLAS , VE# & I, CEOR 24K T CEOR fift )it 1Y
ATREME , (H TG A 22 B A R ST B, I 0 T SRl se i .

S, A XN B S PSR A FE I o Cho (2016 ) A AL 2.0 B 22 1Y B £y 458 1) B 18
(identity control theory )k FEAi , i ach SIS 56 4 B, 3145 482 i P 258 M A7 (%) v B Wt ) SR 5 -1
TS (3 R T e o2 /e iy @ = | s N I B S Y P e o N [ R SN G
A5 B SZASHRS w8 A A1) o TR S AL TR 2 B0, 224 v O M A5 v e 25 il A s A, -0 A1 2%
HE— GBI AR E R S S E B A XTI G RN, FE K A BRSO, Y R v A s
W38 TR -5 H 2 H S AR DT BC A% 28 B AR RS R 2 e ), AU A R 24
NFEER AR 2 BRI 25 A B TSR, LR 78 Bk w4 s L Z 5, SR e 25 58
SREN

BN R B AR GEIR AR R o = A B A R ICIR ™, AT LA AR
HZ L2 (Ketchen® , 2008 ) AKHEAE 2RI HE , 5 8 P25 S 52 M A LN AR DL S i e SR IR
FXTAUIN RS e R H & FohiE S HA =75 S A . Gaines-Ross (2000 ) L5 IE
1, 80% MK IR E NN CEOF B 25 B TAE T2 B AF A U M E N R A BRI &S
2] LU Bl A lb SR EAF G U 22K Alb SCARRsR RS, A A 3R A5 B DC g i N\ 1 9 0
WEVKIRSE(2015) KB, M2 CEO S & B RV E T AMMBIAE M sl AR L LA K A5 S AR,
ARG I T S o A 4 B BT U L PMR AR FIBARAL BH (2009 ) LA332 5 Hh il b b i A FI A REARBE
FERIL, A RAFAE Il K BENEE T A FRIC R LS Al OC R 48 AR5 1 BE R 2, 4l
RERS RIS B SN B IR LT R 25 TR, R A PR B AR S OC R 4% rhiy i 22 A £, AT LA
SEMA AR X T AN B TR AR

f. HEEREREMANBERERER

BRI K, = 8 7 E RO I R 4 22 B 2 P B3 R 22 0 s ) o 38 e STk
LRI, S B A U BRSO 2R A O\ RIA A ROE DA S R A RRIE A
SERCIN R TR AR PR ) RS B R R

o, m A WO A TE Rosen (1982 )W\ h , PEBE A B BRI AR Y A B, P 2 BIL AR
) B PRI E 2532820 554k, Bt Ut , 78 s s RO A TR g 40, 7255 32 24 HA Ty I 26 1AL
FHABARAG 223 DRy, ARSI AT DA Bk [a] R 2= A BR 1, e liMilgrom AR oberts (1982 )IER
M PE AR R AT Ay M B 7 R AL (R RE A% X A T MR A T 0T 4 SRR B AL
PN - Tadelis (1998 ) ZE LAY [ B | 7525 255X A QTN B A28 MR A VP A 1 0 5 A
E— LRI T AR [RIHRAY AR E B B, X QSR A i 7 R IR AN ], A 1 BRI A T 1A
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FAREE B T OG0 T AR S ) e3> A 255, b T IR0 A= E e S A AR B hin 7
b B BB BRI ZE AR R (2001), 5RAE (2005 ) Y948t , 2084 K I B2 = 8 s
EEHLHITE BORN A FEAE B 36 o DRI, 3 480X R A TEE A8 R0 2 s e HE X 75 255 ) 7 R

W EEE SRR S R ORYHE SIS B BT RAFIE SRR EIA s
ARSI AL A AR T B R S B S 4 B A R R Y S S o Boivie Fl
Graffin(2016 ) fUBFFE R, 3 Il 25 | CEOR 25 5 /0 F) 75 25 2[R 2 AH B2 ) 5 A0 B OCER 11,
K A AR R E (55 S AL M A RSt Bednara (2015) &, 24 &4 1017 R 32 21 T &E
i, A AETT] (reputational penalties ) FRUFPEA AR 4 (5 B 3 CE R TR BA 225 Hedn, AR50
UEZR 3 B I 5 [R) 47 /48 RS P 2R RIS 8 6 T8 B SR B AL TR (poison pills ) AYfif B8 B i AN
] o 3k FeBH | 725 R PR I LI R DI RE BT ELA FEHLME: , 75 855 5 A B 5453805 5 1 i B AR 2 i L
U - Weng FllChen (2017 )il i SEUEAF Y & B, CEO 25 58 ) i B HB20A Bl sl H= B
M (HCEOM B /E MR A S R 2L T AR A,

= INEIE AR . Sanchez-Marinfl1Baixauli-Soler (2014 ) FEAT 4% B B 78 25 %) = B 141 BA
eI 2 e 1 (RIS, A3 1 WA B R E IR 51 ] o 9 A B AH LRSS A A i ) A
o A R ETI 14 L 1) BE R A P A B S ) 14 2 W RN 2 5 R s ) M O X i
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Motivation or Burden? A Literature Review of Duel
Governance Effect of Executive Reputation and Prospects

Xu Ning, Wu Haoyu, Wang Shuai
(School of Management, Shandong University, Ji’nan 250100, China )

Abstract: Executive reputation is an important issue in the field of corporate governance research.
In recent years, many valuable research achievements have been accumulated, but do not reach a
consistent conclusion. Will executive reputation be able to give executives power or become a burden?
Based on a literature review of executive reputation and its governance effects, this paper summarizes
contribution view, competence view and synthesis view of the concept of executive reputation and
clarifies the factors that affect the formation of executive reputation. Secondly it interprets efficient
contracting hypothesis and rent extraction hypothesis and their theoretical basis, reveals the causes of the
“double-edged sword” of executive reputation from the perspectives of unique attributes such as long-
term nature, binding, implicitness and vulnerability, and constructs the theoretical framework of the
utility research of executive reputation. And based on this, this paper analyzes the dual utility of
executive reputation on corporate performance, earnings management, executive compensation,
stakeholders’ behavior, corporate strategy decision, corporate resource acquisition and other dependent
variables, and the context variables that influence the strength of its governance effect. Finally, it gives a
prospect for the outstanding frontier issues in order to provide a useful reference for further research and
enterprise practice.

Key words: executive reputation; duel governance effect; stakeholder; context factor
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