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THMEE . BT EESEEEIA
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:

o e ey e

i E: AEFP RS el i8N STHEE ST, BATHG TSR ZY
A dy e FIT R, X—FEHENEHEINARE A ARES, éiiﬂl&xii#% Lyt
RLA) K F I 0 JRET A, B NS R A LR AN ERRE AL, ARG ERT
A28 B2 N Fe Ty 8 LR AR A M ST R B LA b R AR AT A2 P AL B @) 4F R %?ZFI PR
ARCAE AR BT 3120052011509 2048, K T3 5 F R Al A, AT %
W Z 8 AL 5 BOs A IR AT LA b R AR 09 EARAE B2 L E AT R B ML AR AT B A, SRR
IR AW, (1) kG TSNS LR 2R F EGH mER, &% P s S8
HA TR A EHBRT LSRR LA RARER LN YA J::iééﬂ/ﬂmﬂﬁk,ua
(2)F g BB AR ZESSLREZ 6 £ F »{f_fnﬂ AR o A R AT i Ae
“hobk F U RACTRIEAL GBS B XA, T A SN AR TR Ak B £ AT R SR
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FEN R LV B AR 35 AH G BB B 1) 28 AN, 2 3 B0 R LAl
15880 % (McKinley4s , 2014 ; ¥35 JB145,2015) , 15 M ZH LU E A7 D1 I8 5% 00 F) 225 A0 6
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(Bundy#IPfarrer,2015; Bundy%%,2017) , K L fEHLAY % (turnaround ) & —> FE ZEAFFE LT
(Trahms%5,2013; Tangpong%§,2015) . =1 B BAFEIE (upper echelons theory )IA K, fEHLA L 75
LR TR T G, $R R E 208 ) S N, A R SR R W S A Ak
(Williams&5,2017 ) o — MBI RIE , ZEE BB FE LAl = AT A, Sunoco 1l A IR
BEM T :52%)5 , 7 BEAr T —1v 24 CEO ( Bruckmiiller fliBranscombe, 2010 ) . 20084 & 55 &
BLA, B2 Sl (o Rk Ui ) S SR BT, i 2o M = A I 7R « R A 4% (Sheryl Sandberg ) (1)
5T, Facebook @i ZE T}, 7201 14E S I E U K 88% I U fE AL, A& T/ # PR K
JERE I, Gn SR Y AR E 2 Sl o AR T 2 AR, AT PT RERLRER 7 fE ML (Van Staveren,2014).
SRIMT PR SRR T RSN RO - B S R AEMR (glass ceiling) ™ A& PR i, AT Tk
Al fE LS R S U =22 i 3B (Cook HllGlass , 2014 ; Glass FICook , 2016 ) , il i T 25 51 vl fiE
<P IR R (glass cliff) , B ZH 400 & A BE AL 7] T, (5 28 v 5 4 PR B (Ryan 55
2016) 3% A NBEN A AEAEHLET B B AT Lo M5 5 2 e FRAT AN ES B2 1), B T R B =
BT EE SEHLT S RS ot E R ST e LAl S S g 2

1o B BA B X FE LAl S G BSOS T RF 2 TR - = 45 A AR N VST 2RI T 22
P LA K AN RS CEOF I | S HLIN 2] CEO S i /MR ARATE 2 E S 2R 5K . CEO R B 1R N B 173
(Ndofor4$,2013; Abebe I Tangpong , 2018 )#B2x Xt Al 5 55 = A F B4 FH o 6 F Lok i i X —
B/ DR E T IESE , m I es A EEIS & 5 2 TR 5 22 7 (gender difference ) Fil = 45 A A
S5 (TMT heterogeneity ) 3 #8122 T (Carpenterds , 2004 ; XI| 25 Y6142 422, 2010 ; Ndofords ,
2015;SentfIVan Staveren, 2019 ), {HHt = LT EHUIE B AR AR R H L LAl S 5 i 55
Ty e 220 AL T [ B AR BB B DA (managerial cognition ) | &4 S F) 35 AH 56 & AL T %
PRI AT BN ABIF ST JE W5 (Trahms%%:, 2013 ; Bundy %, 2018 ) A BRZ KL N, 44
o AP BRSO 1 2 2 RS A 5 RE S (Kaplan, 2011 ; Eggers K aplan, 2013) . “ 3¢
TENR , SRS AT Sh A 2 N B BN A S8 5 A R it , 7R S HLAE B T 32 ANtk (Williams 4
2017) AR S0 Hr 1 25 T4 1, 2ot A B BURRGE T 2 A e XU R akE . EE A0 L
T g A DO B MR SR B B AR SRR (Faccio®, 20163245 2245, 2017 ), iX BB\ FIARHIE
A REA B Al A IR B AE NG5, LARE R PE DL A 03 14 =R A B i ) A8, B
B B SR,  LoMe A TR I < B 8 R AR RN < 3 g Ak 2 3007 1) R T I (Glass FllC ook,
2016;RyanF,2016), W14 L 55 Ve v A8 00 2 RO ) e B 3 B A ML Al S e, 7 D0, it
MEFLENPOAERE S A EREAME ORI AR A — 8 =T, AR 4328
P PR A BRI A8 (Kaplan, 2011) , AT BERERE XS & i 4 S ML b S s 2 6]
G ZR AR B T AR

ASC B AERETE L S ARG MLA MY S A2 5L T 5 B s A B8 S BRI A A
(4953 HTHESE (Helfat FllPeteraf, 2015 ) , 38 it SEUEFFEEAALET LR PSR : (1)=& B b
PE LB FEHL A S 52 5 (2) 2oV e A8 Ml 5B 7 -5 B0A SCIX i 52 e i 38 35 4 H o AR
SCI) FEARTTERAE T 55—, MR A AN B AR TR A DAl W 2P e i —
<L /DK s B B A A ke = E R IS R A5 ) B A (Cook FllGlass, 2014 ; Vial 45,
2016) , L QA7 AR B P P BB R AR AR R B B Ak B R0 ( Glass I Cook, 2016) o A%
SCNAE FLE A TR LA 38 B REAE AL R I Lo Pk = A T AR AL 9 R FR sl < Au i,
A AT B2 RN AR RIS I AEHLA Ml SRS B0 T3 o A SO T G LAl < 2
GHIRAE U (Van Staveren, 2014 ) , Al 5587 500 Lot a7 HRO A ek IR 265 —, A HLA

AR ZHM: e ALk R 5 A
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Ml G SRS ST SRS TR AR BRI SY B ML B IS 38 ) AR EE IS TR E LS e
NEAERL A 8 B FFEFEAL A S SR X I A B F A0 5 R UR AR 1 B LA I B 46 597K
M A, 45 HLE AN A 1) S SR Mg AT 9 A AR 5 A /2 (Trahms 5§, 2013 ; Williams 5, 2017 ) .
ARSCEEAE X Lo PE B A FRIE R , L F Eggers flIKaplan (2013 ) LA ) HelfatFllPeteraf(2015 ) 55 1)
I A HTAESL ASIE T A AR A S DU HIAE B85 0 35 FE LA AR 7 Rt —
A(Kaplan,2011) 55 =, & T fa LAl S 5 i R R WF 9T o BB B BRI 4 Hh T 35 22 1
T R . CEOS %5 P Z AHE LAY S5 (52 (Ndofor: , 2013 ; Chen, 2015 ), Xif 45 #1545
S ik Wi BER A AT T E B AP AP S (Tangpongs,2015) T A< SCHE— 255 A5 F B BA
HE R A P BA S B 5 0E R (Ndofors , 2015 ) , 85 Lot 4 He 3] & b A 1 FIECIA Sk
YNAFENR K AT, s i L BA S M B =R T fa ML S 7 i P R A

—. BRothEmRRIR

(—) etk S el s

MR A2 T EXERT 20 S PR S 220, 51 T 772 P S B S A Ik
BV BRI 5 D4R, Lo i 4 e TG A LA b S B 76 N 7 805 F 9 22 DA 391 2 5 s 45 1A BA
SR A TR o Van Staveren(2014) [mIJE T 474 | SEH6G AN 28 2655 24 i A SRR 22 52 1)
ZANTHERIGT , S 0L 2 A XU e AT AN o P A S 0 T PRI A B D e 8 =
AT S B S S R  IFEBHES RN Sy A A S AR T T2 2 HEE 2 0 Lotk =
B ) 25 S [Tl 2 e A AT A S SR %) B R (Carpenter S, 2004 ), 54 MR o0 45 A1 BAA T
Hp B, T R A LA TS R, ot S SR B R A I POB RS, A A
{5 (Cumming®5,2015 ) , AT REBS YR D pe 5 XUES: , S ] RE M s RS o5 —, Lo Mk i E LT 7
L LR R S R R 1 a0 o % S 1= K - S R s a1 21 | A G L s
PR B B = M SRR ANR ES S, T B 0L kg e , &
PEm S T EEWE SESEEASE, AR TR A LPMERCR 55 IR SR, PR 25
S5 R g A AT N S Pt R I BH TR = AL R B0 A R L e R A S5 e LA S 2 1) 6 2R P 23X
FpeZI B BN 5 < BUR 1E#” (politically correct) ZUHIE 1., B ARME LIS AAF IR o AR I, i s 1k
2 VAR ELSLAFAE , SentflTVan Staveren(2019)—I0 7 55 172004—20134E47 Kotk 5| 24 5+
SCHERATC AT BT ST A3, FEAI A 3 Ak BE AR RO (i 4 S AR O A S A o i s L 5B
A IO 2 22 5, IR IRAT T 1) 25 R 15 S5 A5 R & SCIR AR IR A 9K 3

LR R AT T b A A R R L R — T T, Y TR o T A TR R R
57 PR HE 36 308 I 1 S5 1, 3l 2 B3 R AEAR 500, (IR A%, 20115 Cook FIGlass, 2014 ; GlassFlI
Cook,2016).2001—201 14E & 10042 (Fortune 1002\ FI AR B, m i a i HEE g 17—
DAt S 2 A 2 P 80 e A RS )R B 2 KR % , s 13 P il T g 2 R Ay il e
TRV AT G AT 4 M 4 (Bonet®, 2020) o 55— 7 1, 26 A fG A LA RS 42 v 155 10
T oA AT REAAT B A AN (A P SRS T, WA 1 B 2 5 e I R A AR
ST BRSOV (RyanSF, 2016 ) £ BH , 7R AV SR i a4, 55 Mo P il Ay v A8 1R AR
R KRAIET 3, A S22 e, BESR 2943 - 7(Bruckmiiller flBranscombe , 2010 ) .
MEL M & 50058 (Fortune 500 )1996—20104F3X 154F 8] () CEOK I , il LLA 2, Bk A Bk
(occupational minorities ) , R A APk A AR BRIV 2E Al B30T T BT B 45 5 i e B

SNEZGFEEHE (FA2EFSH)



SHCEO, {HA AR SE 3 5t (M1 A3, A 23 4% 11N 5B P e 45 B U (Cook Ml Glass, 2014 ) .
“HE IR AR5 B 35 B RN ) A, AR ER Al X Lo P v A A R ) RN S R LT
KA A BES B A ] ih U, RPN IR /R T ot s S B S e L, o e R
PRI A L BB ERRAS T J& 09 2 R, T &8 A SRS B ALl T Ry 2 i o RS R
FOB AR MELL N AU IR SO, R H AR LS, S I A vt 1 s i b
fi (GlassFICook,2016; Vial%:, 2016 ) .

() BE AL A B A REAE S

FETHSCAY AT, FRATIA A A 31 25 S s 487 A BA S oM R A i e o M i S LA
MV S | SR AFAE T TR RN A T S8 1) o E GG BE T, 52 B R AR 1 B 1 8 B 25y A %
J, TS HRME A2 PR AL A Lo P i 4, HEARR AR IA RN 454 S A A X ml REXHE AL Ak S AP e 52
M (Kaplan,2011; EggersfllKaplan, 2013 ) 4250 FE2E AN A& 8 i1 1 2 (attention ) (432K
(categorization ) FIIH [l (attribution )X —AH B ICHK /) 38 AR B BRI B, 8 B4 03X =
FNHAT A2 H GRG0 0 218 22 5, A8 B4 B A —2H 2 B ) — I i e 1%
— ARG FHLE (Eggers MK aplan, 2013 ) S FEE AL A & 2 1 T A E (cognitive
map) . i 1% €15 (strategic schema) JAKIHEZE (cognitive frame) ({5 14544 (belief structure ) F1I
PRZEH (knowledge structure ) M, JE BN 145 BiLE 5 /0 LA B ) RAS AL A1 T3
WAMBEREL N T HAK FR (Bao%,2019) . i Helfat FlPeteraf(2015 ) LK B I HIE— 454
Ak, B H A Ry 615 BB B 5 1R 75 (perception and attention ) | [V RS g 55 4 3 (problem-
solving and reasoning ) . #1:23TA 15 7438 (social cognition and communication ) IAHIRE JIIA R .
IR E AL A B I RR SR K R, AR SCHE T HelfatF Peteraf (2015 ) 14 4 BT HE SR BHF 92 Lo 1
S EA SR O R B T A

1. Lt S el i

CEREERHN 5 1 B AR D AR, e 1 A8 B (B RS ol 52 N AN P 45
M) & 2P 350 B A 45 5 (Nadkarni fliBarr, 2008 ; Helfat fllPeteraf, 2015 ) , X T 2028w % fEH 1L E
AU ENER (Baods,2019) , s A FE X — s, L HA FRRIEH

S—, MR A R R S 2 R NI ) . — T, S 5 A BB g
B B ZH 2 22 5 AR 7 VA AL OR BB AN PR 5E (Nadkarni FliBarr, 2008 ) 38 # 2o P 0 5
PR IMAUR AN I (Ryands, 2016) , Sl Gtk slal # R M R 2 K, RN R ) SR %
PERTA < B N7 20, Sl R T 245 B AT IR R B2 2 DGR B RS A7 T AR
LA BT RE & A A iR Y ENLE SR R AR, B A G A, 5 T R A
W R BT B PRI S T W I IA R Al e R BAT Tt MR &, Lo R T R s U o X
ol 1R H] W A B EL UMY B PR 2R (Musteen®s:, 2011) o 55— 1T, oM 45 BEAS T8 Iin Uit iz
FILH BN ERIAST A4k N, ZEfE LR B, A HEE 5 00 T2 R 5 = AR AR fE L, a2
AT BB U (Bundy 35,2017 ) o BUHT, ZHZUXF N A 25 AH DG A 1% B A BRI OC R A L &2
KHE B (WilliamsHF,2017)  SEHLEE 53 TR TGS , oMM 3% T8 R R IR T
By T ZRIRELE AL AR T O T RTEAE 28, T R B W T AR R IRl Pk e
NP 5 [ T ERS =E H50) 74 €50 JRURS 0 ) B A A1 2 [ BA B 5% =2 [ 1) V)38 DIV 15 B A8 0, A R T
RO TR TAERE , ok 00 TR R R0, SRR [ b )17 4 e 15 03 T A SR TR R & 2R
AT X 52 Bt SR s A RS2 it = A A8 1 52 ) ( Bundy AT Pfarrer , 2015 )

O R A AR S B0 2 U SN A AN X BN SRR T R B S L A

AR ZHM: e ALk R 5 A
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BT, B XA e N SNBSS rh B A S B ™ A i — 2052 (Nadkarni F1
Barr,2008) . Z 2 5 & E BN, 25 58 U S — AR S AR —E Bk ks F 23X
— DT[] AT SC T 308 14 308 8 R AR AN 2050 1 RT3 35 B 55 o 8 5 38 DI I . << B 88 R AR 88 I
M S NI B H T I TR 8 << B 5 F 5T 2 B 2 i T RE bR R T B
P, H oM T30 2 U AR BB T B A AL, 2011, R E L B ML v 2 1
O SEHORS ) A RER B i 2 A L T3], TR 6 257X — A AL B 27 J5U 2 (Abdellaoui s
2007), FEL M s S B 1 SRINAT T InybkiE R B B R N N B R A ARSI, ok
EATANRERET L St , Al T Ik 55 P A R XU, TR A U ) e v A BB R4S ) 5 T AR IR
PRIl TG MERE T & o 2, Lot s A s S HLA i S e, L7 20045 B8 i, JF B
A3 R4 T O RE S R AR A5 A A AT EE AL (Glass AICook, 2016 ) AHER TN & , ARG HLME AR KL, B
PR A R B AR, IR I B 2 A LA i % 5058 M S A T REFESEHLAY
TS A A L e = SURE T S B E RAURIXE LS FS o R, A B e S, il fadLk
BT RS BRI ST E 3 1, REHETE B Ry S s FIUR ZI A X £l 7% 1
SR, IR AT Al 2 S8 A

T3 — AN A V0D X S5z B SR 1 TE B e 456 o SR A T30 0 R 4 SR IS RN 5K SR i T K
IR EFR AU A 5 km d R W, HATE TAER A AR R BOR 40 s )5 B4R et A =
i IR 55— A A 5B 08 T3 M T, H A 7E T 52 B0 88T K 5 om0 ( Trahms 5%,
2013) A G F  AESE LIS 2], A1 20 e B i, 75 22 90 4 i AR BRAT , i il
4% NI N 5 B S AT RS ) B S L At o Tangpong 55 (2015 ) 59658 3 [ /A Rl FL X AEA Y
SEUER AR PR G v P S , 2R R — A 2 4F 09 i) ), 7 — W Rl AN e
A3 RS B 4 TR W, B A 2L UAY TR WA 55 R , A b o LA MR ¥ 3E3% (download spiral )
Hk i o Barbero§ (2017 )t TA Sk B 4 5k W S A B ATL kB8 A0 28 T ZUR e 8 0 2L
HIRZ I, A AT T 1983—20094F-264F: (8] 11126358 3 [Fl /A Rl AEAFg Y, B B 330 B8 40 S Wi 4
ML SR AR R B AE ] R TC IS R] E AR iy i S RN 2 IR, B 06 kA G mT B
P o oM R A T XU FIAS i B A A, foff S5 4 S B 25 ) I AL A R R 15
DIGAIERAT , 10 5 1 e 48 B Br et | I — PR R R R 5K SR W A 0 ), XN 2 (00 sl Al
BRGNP T S AR, LSRR SO K I A A AR 1 (MeKinley 45, 2014),
TRMERUEA L FEAEHLZ PRBESE B T R B HEAR H AR .

ZR F TR A SCRR I A i

H1: FEEHUREEE T, 2P X Al B e 7= A 3 35 () X T 52 ), 2 v A b 461 s Al )
T s S

2. BrRe I EH

AN B 20 A EE B A R ) A o S HE R B ) (HelfatFlPeteraf, 2015) . “[n R
PR I 2 R (] A iR 58, A B 0 0 ) R G PR A A 1l HARIR S (APA,
2019), iR AR PEAL(E B IR E S AR 45ie s 5 Bokifi e 45 e e S A el &
P, I3 T ds Y OE 2 Y 2 R U] B Al — 2 B MR R ok SR A e n] B 0 B B
(GazzanigaF,2010) . AT 138 A8 55 M0 HA PR AL Y [n) R D S HELRE ), Lo tE e =
PR 5 vh 3l SR T AE B SE  SCAR IS 3R T, 1 51 22 S 97 3E B0 W B A7 7E 19 (SentFl Van
Staveren,2019), JLHAEH E , Lt Ll RE I AIBPE IR TF O 4 TR & (2244,
2017) AW L PE =8 0 RV RE IV A P NN rh ] B e S RE ) R 22 4R
E S HXF ML R S R 2

SNEZGFEEHE (FA2EFSH)



— 51, Bl RE 1 T LASE G Mo 5 Bh o v A SR G ML X TR, mE s
) 5 75 (W I ] 264l 9 A4 BEAE T (Tangpong s, 2015 ) o fa WL AT BT P RIS 3 2 M
(Bundy%,2017), YEFEALES 21, 20 2025 32 3| — RSV A A A B oh 2 B (5 B 3R 0, b e i
FEZ it BBV HE ST ALk 2006, B4 BY T st R R i e B BN 5, A 50
B A P HT AL B AN B IO ER A FE LA (Williams %, 2017) . 55— 1T, Tl
R 1] LA Bh Lo e R A IE B AL B G ML 1 58, Lol RB s i) Lotk M A AR A A 122 2T e
2R BEME VTR Ak N AR ER S A sh A AR Ak, A B 5 b e A B 0 U, 1 T e ik
WG R, T lb BE 1 45 Lok i A SR A A8 30U0 (halo effect) , /A A T4 R 412 B IY)
BESE S 5110 ), A N Jm T A 2w g B T TR 2 U0 R AT A 0, DA

A F THNLERTE o n B TR DAL IS fa L0 248 B 5 ) 4 A DG4 VA 1 |

JERGSHERALS (Williams%,2017), oA FLE v] LGl o 4 LR B 3 a0 &k ig

BB AN A AL BAF O RIZDERIZAEE 2, 2010) 55 AV B 5 AR A 288 R e B (R e IR S 4

AT E Al S 7

ZR BT A SCRR I AT i

H2: EEHUE BT, 2ot @ i 0 ol e v 2otk s 48 5 Al S e 22 ] 1) 56 2 ELAT TE 1]
TAER, Tk RE IR, o2 5 S S A B R T Al S e

3. A CEA AT EH

A2 NS V58 RE ) A HLE N HIR S8 =T 28 PR A W 5 I 52 Ml AT
MIRE ST, X —BE ) 1Y FEAE R B ZU0E0R 5173 5w (HelfatFlPeteraf, 2015 ) o A< 3L 222 [H]
LM A TBEA I, R HE 2o M = 4 19 4 S HL 5 Y858 RE T X HE AL AL R s2 )

O FEAL AR A AR T A £ AH 5 U R BUR A9 B IR 5245 (Trahms 2%, 2013 ; Bundy %%,

2018) il aN20084F 4 s AILIH AT , 35 FEIEUR LA 13447 2578 % 22 27 R I 130 A i e R L w3
B = KR S E RN, AR BT ST BUN S8 45 2P0 i 2O G UR, A HR it
T AN ECGERAAL T, 5300 3 ] AR R T R A AR R Y A BN AR S5 ) Tl
S (AT 55,2012)

T 56 A BOG IR Lok 24 RE % T I b PR AR RO B9 2 SR B IR LA LB B SR
S4TSR it 2 A SO SR BUR 4605 St S A R R R X T E AR, A AN
AN SR 7 o LA BUR & AR P L T AR S A28 I B BOR IR 22 rh A BaE (5 B S R
AR (tacit knowledge )X T4l (1) 288t HA T BLR2 I 4oV e 8 10 V8 38 RE ) DA R Ask A 3
RRE , REAS B T2 23X R i Fe et TR P e L ot EL U, 908 JBLIA DRI 1) L M v A RE S T A
GrEUBUR Y SRR AEANERIREE K A= R ZUAR A Al #38 fE ML I, b sk BORE AT DL o 4R
T B M R B R AN O S R4 T B RS B A b 8 i MG , 45 G 5 B0 o mT LAY 5 R
A S Bl R X6} 4 Bl fe WL BRAR , 5 105 2252 FH IV B09% 4 Sk TR AR M A D fHE P (i 4

AR, 2012) , BATBOR SR Alk 35 5 AR5 BUR AR S, 2009 ) o T SRS R AEH

PRl B B B O T ), oM i 2o T A AR A BAT MR T R, P e, A s 2 A Sl
FAE B EOE O AR W45, Tl VA FID RN 4 55X, 85 00 A BURT A BR AR , 35 1 Al iAo o
B fe e, SRAT BOIR SRR 2o e A RE RS 1 S R £ AH DG 15 L o B DK RE A 4R T Y
ORI B B9 2858 KU [ A1 5% 15 BT B9 IE T 55 (Sheng®,2011) , AT 4ERFE)
DA 5 AR S X A AT, W25 AT TS il A AR S 35 BRI I SGTE o

L5 LTI ARSCR A R

H3 ARG T, Lot A A BOA SO o i i 15 Al S % 22 1A O 28 HAT 1K 17 31

AR ZHM: e ALk R 5 A
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TR, BOA RHKF R, 2ot A TG F Tl SR e
KRR TARSCABIFTEREZE o

S IA- )
Ie] RR A R 5 1AL

H2

e 1
SRR A5 VE R ~ AL
H3

BUARER
SRS LA
1 HRIESR

=. BRIt

(— WA S E R A

ARWFFE R IR T A A 712005—201 TAEAYEE FEAS T 6 - (1) HERR ARl 23 7 5
(2) XA B 2005—201 147185 B 50 4 FLAR BB SR S8 B 8 | 5 (3) 4 B IR IS 3 1) ST
AR 16558, S Al 5158 (ARG 3 A v A% 12 S0 ) o 3B Bid R IR F CSMAREE 2
TFAE TR EEER H T4 LA AR iR, s E H O F TR A I BRI o (B
FFENR ) B B S AR AR R 1%K -3 740 R AR P

A SCHEAE2005—201 1A BRI A TN TR A - 55— A SO RS A0 2005—20114F,
5 RETAE T — MR Al 3R A S A Sk 3—54F: (Trahms &%, 2013 ; Tangpong 55,2015 ) , Al It
12 FH I AR B] 5 St AR A 9% Aol 838 L 28 08 5 58—, AR SCAE Bh2008 4 4 b fa AL g5 4 ,
78 E AL AR T R B2 T iR MU R BEAR I R AR 1

(=) AR L

1. B ff R Ar i

MV 2 5% ( Turnaround ) o A8 SCHE S 25 LAFTAIFGE 0 Alb 5218 195 ORI £ (Trahms %5, 2013
BEEESE,2018) YRR [, BBV P I g5 K (ROA)E Al B B B 2% S48 ik o A SO Al
1B ERE LR £ (1)2005 . 20064EROA N IE 5 (2)2007—20094F £ /A I HEROA H.20064F
B 16.67% (ULl 2 FE A 3SR AR XT T 987 i R F%20% ) 5 (3)20104E 8201 14EROA A1 5]
20064 (1 7K - o S BE H il AR BRI COAT2) B4k, e R 2R Al 5 78 A b3 2 450 (3) 1Y)
R, R L AN RS (BB AR R Al , 12 0.

2. AR

PR A LB (R ) o A SO S AR PR HERR A S 3 T 2 5 W B # IR = G B
NG, otk e T A Rl e 52 m 8 ANBCZ o NE AR, Jhsr
A — B AW AR IR # A G IS (R 55,2017, Rl AR
SCHE A B P = A LB HERR T Al FE

3. AR

(1) ELEE ST (Profess ) o AR SCRHA S GRFR 9 Lo 1 5 A ANBOR Al & , 76 278 AT 92 %)
TR PRI SO e (1) ek ATk TR 2%, 2014) A LAt b, X s G HRARAG E SCANTT < s T AR
RSN RGN = T MW (BIDWFSE 51 B (R 2% BB 55

(2)BR IHK (Politic ) AR SCHHHIA BUA SR 1 2Pk i B N EOR A e, XTBUA DI I 3 X

SNEZGFEEHE (FA2EFSH)



WN  REAEBURRTT AKAEE ZHLOC s B MEIR , A R HRIR0 , AT ol 3 AR AL

4. P AR

2:7% Trahms?$ (2013 ) \ Tangpong 5 (2015) fR 5 EZ 55 (2018 ) ) SFRFY , A SCIRE T DA%
il A8 B SR EMAE AL (Salary ) , BT =44 W5 AR (LR, RIAAE S48 R — 44 AO-F-1
FHL 2 —AE SR S AP 2 22 5 AR R A NCE T L S
WS (Indirector ) , Sy 3 5 NELS 42308 35 NS00 LUAE ; CEOZR B (Change ) , HETUAZ £,
CEOX A AL, 75 WO ; BEALEE T BE (Tops ) , il H AR BEAF R U9 =2 il TUAY W IR (Slack )
SRR B A W B VL B S R I U S T 0 (Loss ), MEAUVR &, YAE BRI/ T
ONIELL, 75 MUIHO 5 b5 R 26 (ROS ) , ¥ I 5 B A B BUAE 5 33 8 (Liquidity ) , T8l 5% 7=
5 RS HO A ; B SR (Leverage ) , A lb 5 (5t V815 5% 77 VARV LU AL 5 A R (Size )
TErE BRI A SRR SEBREE I (State) , AR &, SEFRAE SR B GBI, A5 T HRO 3 77l
(Industry ) , ¥ JE P UE WS 25 A9 AT b 43 205 15 7 18 S0 A8 6, i 1 b O 7, FEAR B — 17

AR B F2 AR i LTS LR L

®1 TETENRMR

A A AR RS AR i
R AR Al Turnaround JETVAE &, TR b BRI FEIL, AR TR0
s PEEAE L R WS S el CHERR S ) Az 1t
YA = SRR Lo M R N R SRR - = T AR L =
Ll RS Profess AT AT | g FE ST (BB B

A (R ZEZ R BE B 45

YA BRI Lo R B B A Sl SR R AR BURER T
USRS Politic IR E AL BB IME IR, Y5 R HRERO , BT 55 8 28R B

el

TR BT =4 B YT AR AL R AR B A AT — 4% I T 24 3 T
PRI AZ R Salary W L —FRE AT EHNZ 25 L —FREE =4

P A

AP I ) LA
HPESMSIVE  Indirector TSI EE R NECS 2FFE S ANBUW U
CEOZR Change — MEAS I, CEOR A 4L, 5 I HRO
JBA S Hh Top5 B LR AR R e o] 2 A
EEhAER TURTER Slack 2B T B R BB RS T R LA
JET T 1% Loss READAE R, AR EL AT /N TO L, 75 W HO
(ERIRE RS ROS ORI S E AR U
B Liquidity — NS5 S50 1Y LU E
B iR Leverage TR B 7 SR LU (R
Al AL Size BE7 BRI SR

SRR State R R, SEPRFa i) A B SR, 75 RO

(=) BRI
RIS RIFSEARIEE L A SRS AR (1) Hory, A s Ry Al e 5% ( Turmaround ) , i
BRAS T R 2o = A LB (WR) o WU Lo P R 48 LU (R ) B [T H R 8 vy 35 0, RITER Lo 5
5 AT A Tl B o
Turnaround = oy + a1 WR +ZControl+Zlndustry—l—a (1)

ARG W FE B2 , AR SCHESE MR (2 ) AR SC 32 BB B AT WR * Profess . B 22T
AT 2R Koy B35 M AE, BIUEBH Il BB 1 REAS S AL 2o e A8 X il S e R 2 R4 o

AR ZHM: e ALk R 5 A
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Turnaround = oy + ac;WR + ap;WR x Profess + asProfess+
Z Control + Zlndustry +¢

SR BRI 3 , AR SCEEST [FHEBE A (3) AR S F B R 2L eI WR * Politic . U 28 e It
HIR1E 2R 5 o 235 R IE, BV UEBHIBOE SCHK BEAE IG5 Lo e 8 X Al s e R i VE o
Turnaround = oy + oy WR + cp;WR x Politic + azPolitic+

ZControl—f— Zlndustry + ¢ 3)
AT B A R T AL (ndustry ).
M., #HIFESHFALIELER

(— )RS T FAE A AT

ROEA L FEAS RS T 28R, W R F: (Turnaround) WWIMER0.31, 7
R0, FIR31% b SE B T S , SRR A sk 7k e (2015) B K Ndofor%F (2013 )15 Y%K
P, IR SR v M AT AN [R] IR T4 R0 B2 55 (2018 )75 HH B9 5ds: , IREAR T e AN
[7] L B 77 [ 531) 22 S i e A T TangpongZ5 (2015) 45 H iOBE Y 2 Ve a4 L 9 (WR ) a3
0.16, F I ECA0. 14, DRI A oI A AN [ i AR AT A0 R T (2010 )75 10 PR o U4 T
T B s ) 2 S AAE S A 4 AR B IR R A RE AR R B I 22 , Y7E A BEVE T N o AR R4S B AR
KRBORRE B ot & e (WR) M Mb % ( Turnaround ) 52 35 35 IEAH G Z& | (HHER G
R EMATE R AR b — 2D 58 f R A i 5 43 i) A8 22 [A)AH OC R B 4 WHEL i K AR 0.45,
Fe AR ] B AH S R BB AL0.5, BRNH S5 SR 237 2| 2 S L2 pd 7

®2 FETEHRESIT
AR B W R/ME IR bR BPOMRC R bR

2

Turnaround 165 0.31 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.46
WR 165 0.16 0.00 0.06 0.14 0.22 0.54 0.12
Profess 138 1.09 0.00 0 1 2 4 0.98
Politic 138 0.36 0.00 0 0 1 4 0.71
Salary 165 0.15 —0.66 —0.06 0.02 0.18 3.07 0.50
Indirector 165 0.36 0.25 0.33 0.33 0.36 0.56 0.05
Change 165 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.37
Top5 165 0.62 0.23 0.43 0.63 0.82 0.96 0.21
Slack 165 0.02 —-0.25 —0.01 0.04 0.08 0.25 0.09
Loss 165 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.45
ROS 165 -0.01 —3.21 0.00 0.03 0.12 0.72 0.44
Liquidity 165 0.44 0.04 0.22 0.40 0.65 0.98 0.26
Leverage 165 0.54 0.12 0.43 0.56 0.67 0.99 0.19
Size 165 21.98 18.76 21.16 21.88 22.83 25.16 1.22
State 165 0.73 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.45

() BR800 B AR A 56

1. FERLV A5

R VI 2 R A S Al SR R IEAH O R o 3 T R 1 A B 5 1, P (1) 371
L& AR B, 5 () S Sl AR £, 26 (3) I & T IS i As i S s il A0 o 56 (1) 1)
W, LoV LU (WR) 2 BN IE , HAES %K b B W, X S TR 6358

OHMFAIEFITR K HE (2015 ) LK Ndofor%: (2013 ) (T FE Al RN B ( Turnaround ) ¥ 90.32 5 275 B2 45 (2018 AYAFST P il A K
% (Turnaround )W F4{E 41041 ; Tangpong (2015 ) A58 H AV BT 5% ( Turnaround ) W ¥4{H40.50
OITHURI LI+ (2010) ARIFFT 2o M im0 B0 e B B0 LU vh 50k 0.154 391650167
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(BRI, AT AR 1 5, 2ok i LU (WR) RECHIE , BLAE 1% K- b B 3 x5k
HITEE LIS EE T, A A T A S i B R S, TR X R i i R A &
AR Fr B B RE RS SR T2 2 A A8 BIA I RE ), 3 T Bl R AC A R0 A BB A8 R
T B ZUE RHA MR G, TE BB S G Sems , ot ini % B 2 2L ad faplL.

®3 ZELOFKILER

WA RAR = Turnaround
TS B VA OL TR PER 56
(1) (2) (3) (4)
3.88" 6.42""
"R (2.01) (2.59)

) 5.27"
Adj_WR (2.19)
Salary 0.53 0.54 0.54

(1.15) (1.09) (1.11)
Indirector —7.11 -9.29 -8.88
(-1.29) (-1.63) (-1.59)
Change —-0.27 -0.33 -0.29
(-0.37) (-0.43) (-0.39)
242" 2.98" 2.84™
Top3 (2.08) (2.40) (2.31)
1.78 1.32 1.42
Slack (0.58) (0.41) (0.45)
-1.37" -1.63" -1.67"
Loss (-1.97) (-2.17) (=2.21)
—4.78" -6.13" -5.92"
ROS (-2.15) (—2.44) (-2.38)
Liguidity 2.39 245 2.57
(1.48) (1.43) (1.54)
2.76 3.69° 3.66"
Leverage (1.44) (1.89) (1.87)
) -1.37" -1.41™" -1.41™
Size (-3.33) (-3.21) (-3.26)
State 0.15 0.11 0.15
(0.25) (0.16) (0.24)
4191 42.51 43.42
—on (0.01) (0.04) (0.03) (0.03)
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 159 159 159 159
Pseudo R’ 0.17 0.37 0.40 0.39

TE G SR, TR R R IRTE10% 5% 1% KT b 0 2 o A A A A R e Ry e A S

(Turnaround) .

2. Fe

ARSCHEAT T LU PRSP , LA IE S8 (i 1% , b 25 18 ) Al SEE: -

(D)2t 8 L il AU
A JEBIA A TAL RV RFRYE R A B PR A o FUROANTR], BT St i L], AR
Al 1 L P s A8 LU R 25 AR Al 2 ANRZA Tl A A L P v A8 L P 20, AR B 285 £ 7
VIR L R A LA IC hAd) R, FIRRE i ) LoV i A9 AT 2R3 (4) 81078 1

A R 2 Y B 25

VRS W Lo PE B A Le i (Adf WR) 54V 5 %% ( Turnaround ) 1EAH
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52

K, HAES%IM /K 18 3 R B Lotk R A A Al R iz R MR 30 248 SR 5 i S ImT A 25 20
— 5 BB AR B 0 E

(2) 4l A A L B R T A 5

Al A 7 A A TR B AS TR B B, FLAH U by A = B R | R e 25 T Y AP e 25 57
FH LR TR LR A2 ST A TR IR], 103X AT RE 2 B2 B A 8] B B S ML 5 7 1 7T g
£ (Dickinson, 2011 ) . B, AR SO il 4 b A= i R, S3r EA 7 [R19 . 228 DLRGAF ST 4l AR
A SRR 53 s AR SO R O i

S — AU S SA T AT MR (2018 ) IRLHESE (2018 ) LA K Dickinson (2011) %l 43 512 ,
IR A1 i 2 A AL A BT A Aalb A= i FE B, R SE A 283500 ) B G s A& ol sl = A
()B4 Vi e R AE SR PR 2 A B Al 300 0k K 0 (e A+ K ) G R SR 1 (Y Uk
Wi+5ER ) ), BAAIY S L4 55 (1) FNF (2) PR T AR HIAS B 2 JF g el F 2550, otk m
O (WR) RS B LoV B W (Adj WR) 5 L % (Turnaround ) TE AR , BLITE
5% L 2 R LR A R A U S A A A R — P AR e 2 L %A
f A B0 45 S5 F SC I U 45 SR — 3 (BB S B — 2B 50 E

x4 CUAGEARNAERHFSHEE

LB B eEE BRIediie el A A A B
_ — =+ EF/\/E;H > |
+ — + AR MK
+ - — A A
- - - I
+ + + Ik
+ + - TRIAIY iR
- + + iR
+ - iR

( ?3‘5:i‘*r?%)tljﬂﬂtﬁ,\“%ﬂ”“éﬁﬂ%@%ﬁlo%d%\1%E@Jk?ii%offﬁﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁi%%@fi%
Turnaround ) .

55— RS S SchmittFlIRaisch (2013 ) i 751, LAV BRFEAT Ml A-F-X 37 K 3ok 4 43
Al A i 3, A BT e 0 (T3 KRR T 10% ), AT ie 1 (g 32
0—10%) , IR AT LT 2 (IS K F/NT0) . K551 (3)FF (4) 578 T INAFE R L 72 )5
A 1T U 25 2R, Lotk A L (R ) RS S R Lotk i B L (A dj_WR) X5 Al [ %
(Turnaround ) IEAHOC , HINTESY% 7K 1 0 3 R Lo M@ A T Alb S e S n A Al A a
Sl — i AR i 2 5 AR A IR 4 R S A S A 255 — S RS 1R B — P Tk

(D1 R AR A A 56

L AT 1 GG

(D) RE IS LM A8 S Al S e S R AR5

RS2 T L RE 25 1 1] 181 9 Lo M A8 55 Aol S e 22 8] PR TE AR GO 2 o AR AR5 2 , 2ot
R I BE AR A BB AL 3R vp i <)l g e S 4R B B8 ) i B SR AL, 25X FE AL
FRIVR B 7 i S o AR SC e I i R MR AZ S Sk i i e M A Ll BE ), A S UBPRAY 2ot
LR BRSO TAR ML SO AR SO R A 2 P i A R AR 2 T 2 5 EA T I, 4521
ke, 9 (1) R AE AN ASE AL i 5 Lo tE i LU (WR) 5 %L RE I (Profess ) i AE HL33 A1)
FRHONIE, HAaZ A5 1E FHTES % i /KF B 35 R Ll 8 0% o v A RN Al S e ) G
FHEAERPBTER, Lk b s B 5L R IR SC R IBIE T HRik2.
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®5 ZHOPARBER (lEmEHR)

WA RAE & Turnaround
RS e Il KR
(1) (2) (3) (4)
6.35" 6.30"
"R (2.52) (2.43)
) 5.15" 5.14™
Adj_WR (2.11) (2.05)
Salary 0.55 0.56 0.62 0.62
(1.10) (1.13) (1.23) (1.26)
Indirector -9.16 -8.68 -8.68 -8.31
(-1.59) (-1.53) (—1.45) (-1.40)
Change —-0.34 -0.31 -0.06 0.01
(—0.44) (-0.41) (-0.08) (0.01)
2.94" 2.76" 2.70" 2.52™
Top3 (2.29) (2.19) (2.13) (2.02)
Slack 1.28 1.34 1.25 1.41
(0.40) (0.42) (0.37) (0.42)
-1.65" -1.69" —1.74" -1.79"
Loss (=2.17) (-2.23) (-2.23) (-2.30)
—6.06" —5.79" -6.08" -5.87"
ROS (-2.36) (-2.29) (-2.37) (-233)
Liguidity 2.44 2.53 2226 2.40
(1.43) (1.51) (132) (1.42)
3.68" 3.63" 4.62" 4.63"
Leverage (1.89) (1.86) (2.23) (2.22)
) —1.40™" —1.40™" —-1.58™" -1.60™"
Size (-3.19) (=3.24) (-3.37) (-3.43)
State 0.12 0.16 0.32 0.38
(0.17) (0.25) (0.46) (0.54)
) 0.06 0.10 -1.02" -1.04"
Life (0.15) (0.27) (-1.98) (-2.05)
42.09 43.06 47.61 49.02
—on (0.04) (0.03) (0.04) (0.04)
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 159 159 159 159
Pseudo R’ 0.40 0.39 0.42 0.41

ER DR R 0% 57 DAk LR R A T
Turnaround ) .

(2) BRI LM 5 Al U G R 52

53 TN BT SR 23 1 ) I3 2o P e A 5 Al B Z IR AR GO R AR RS 3 , AT
AR e, REWS B 4 b FRL i UM & Jre i TR 1 i R A OGB4 0 U SR BURF Y
SCHRFFIHS WA XS AR T o AR SCR R A TEBURRT T RS [ G LG BB M T PR A 2
P 8 BV BOR SCHK , A BUA IR AY 2P A A 2 N R S5 VR 8 RE ) R, SRR T A R
5 MNAZE RN 7R T-265 (3), 2ot B Hu ol (WR) 5 BUA RBR (Politic ) B AE HIR 0] 5 R 550
1E, HAZM Ve TES Y% KT | 33X — [l )3 45 508 B B0A DGR 2o M e 4 il S 5 1Y
REEA EMTAERN , Bua Sk v s 8 5 Al R A IE ) DGR I8k T RS .

2. PR TR R R A 6

BRI FEA T B RRER M R 0 Lot e 4 o LU RS TR] 23 A b 8 2 %) Lo P v 4 L A7)

AR ZHM: e ALk R 5 A
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xo6 ZLOFKRKER (FTHEE)

W R B 1 Turnaround
AR Ll iHES BUAR KB BUARYS)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
5.61 11.53™ 11.01™
"R (1.29) (2.80) (2.69)
0.07 0.26
Profess (0.13) (0.53)
10.16™
WR xProfess (2.47)
N 250" ~220™
Politic (=2.16)  (=2.37)
. 13.77°
WR xPolitic (2.53)
. 3.29 9.80" 9.63™
Adj_WR (0.80) (2.40) (2.38)
. 9.99"
Adj _WR xProfess (2.65)
) » 15.33™"
Adj_WRxPolitic (2.78)
. ~0.66™ —0.63"
Adj_Pol (—2.13)  (=2.31)
_ 3.84"
WRxAdj Pol (2.67)
. . 433"
Adj WRxAdj Pol (2.73)
1.12" 0.87 0.80 0.71 0.82 0.71
Salary (1.86) (1.51) (133) (122) (135) (1.19)
indivector ~13.19 ~10.00 ~13.21 ~11.98 ~13.20 ~12.04
(-1.50) (-1.19) (-1.59) (-1.46) (-1.57) (-1.45)
2.30° 214" 2.54" 2.56" 272" 2.65"
Change (1.83) (1.81) (2.09) (2.24) (2.12) (2.16)
421" 3.98" 3.79™ 374" 3.98" 3.88"
Tops (2.28) (2.23) (2.14) (2.15) (2.20) (2.17)
ok 2.46 2.53 ~1.34 ~137 ~1.68 ~1.70
Slac (0.57) (0.61) (-0.34)  (-035) | (-042)  (-043)
—3.41" ~3.14™ 281" 296" —2.86™ 297"
Loss (—2.41)  (=245) | (=233)  (=2.50) | (-233)  (—2.46)
20717 -19.99™ | -16.46™ -16.73"" | -1681™"  -16.88"
ROS (—2.64)  (—2.68) | (265  (-2.67) | (-2.62)  (-2.63)
o 10.36™ 9.51™ 7.79™ 7.80"" 8.06™ 7.82"
Liquidity (2.78) (2.83) (251) (2.61) (2.50) (2.50)
Leverage -0.01 -0.77 ~1.87 —2.95 ~2.36 -3.26
(-0.01) (-0.29) (-0.70) (-1.04) (-0.86) (-1.14)
, 228" 218" | -1.69"  -167" | -174™  -1.68"
Size (-2.86) (-2.95) (-2.88) (-2.92) (-2.87) (-2.84)
~0.10 0.01 0.67 0.73 0.70 0.73
State (-0.11)  (0.01) (0.75) (0.84) (0.77) (0.82)
60.79 58.04 49.59 49.84 47.92 49.98
—cons (0.03) (0.03) (0.02) (0.02) (0.03) (0.02)
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 133 133 133 133 133 133
Pseudo R 0.55 0.55 0.54 0.54 0.55 0.56
T T, AR LA B 10% 5% 1% MUK I i B LA B i R R e S

(Turnaround)
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(Adj WR)THEE AT 651 (2)F1H] (4) 57 T INALS AR 7 2 5 (14 B 255 R 5
IS LB (Adj WR) S LLEE T (Profess ) \BUR Bk (Politic ) W) 38 T T A4l 2 e
(Turnaround ) ¥JIEARIC , HAE1% MK 58 25, R &L g 01 FBOA SR BRI i Ak 2o = 48
XAl B R VR o iZ e fa A B 45 SR 5 iy SC RN 25 5 — 3 (B2 A e 345 B — 20 Bk
FET ], BR CERER A BT £5 A KF B T U6 DI 1 20 R LA, 2009 ) , 22 R &
YT SR BUN B O AT R R B ) SRR A T RESRAR T 2
Fl 2 (BT B AR ES , 2010 ) o BRUHAS SCIRRE UG JCHRAS it 1 i b o, HBUA G0N BGA JCHK
WA BEAEIE L0, 76 £ B LA R HLCATRIREL , 78 B X RA AT IE , 76 T HH AT IR
3, TER BHLTAT R4, FEh AL OCAT IS, S il M Adj_Pol . 34651 (5)F1%1](6)F78 T A
AR 22 JE R A S5 5, ot A LU (WR) L J5 i M 8 LU (Adj_WR) S IREE 5 1)
BURHI (Ad] Pol )WAZFRITANA S 5% (Turnaround )41 TEAHDE , HAE1%A0KF B2, %M
A PO REAE DR Ak 2 P = AR Al B e A E T/ FH o iR e A 4 R S i S Il 25 1 — 3,
s 315 3 — LIk .

A, FRitie

PELL S G FEH LAY 2], 2o PR SN2 2 0 Al BT s 4 AR M L T B s, ot
B RETE B I R ACAR B TR A R0 1B )R, 2R84 A B A5 LI B 2 S8 0 s 2 iy 2
FETE IR N A SCLAP R T AJRAE 4 2 B8 §12005—201 14F B A o0 6t
G i S REL A AR SCES  FEH T o R A LA Bk BB D)5 R I FE ML b B A
TSR SRR S 4l SR R I - Lo e A G HIL Al S 3 52 R 2 e ) s VR FEASBIFSE 1Y)
FEATE RPN, Lo i Lo ) v A ) 1Al S B (AR S e AR 50831 Pl 7 e A2 54% ) o O
HAEHERR T AT AR A b A R A R R W sg a5, IR g5 i MK IH oy o i — 20 i 95 3=
B, R E Rl RE ) BOR RIRERRT Lot s 8 S et LAl S e 2 Ta] 1 26 ZR e 1t ) i 1 7R H

A SCHY PRI BT AR T A ST [T 22 S A sy 4 A BA e o PR W 3R 42, AR
AL 3 SO USRS PO A BOR IE R U S TR R S i IR LSS T, A
FRF NI, X Lo e A 5 RS LAY S e 1 OC R A THL T B AN SRR 5%, [0 1 B 24l
IRAB U o T8 SE AL AR Ml S 57 1) 1 I S AE 28 v, A8 B DA RN AL A 80 52 391 50 (Musteen s,
2011;EggersfliKaplan,2013; Trahms%§,2013 ) , WAz kA58 2ot S B FE LA b R iy
YEFIALSL, 7T RATR R 7l ZH 40 8508 L 8 7 W8 45 PRI 7 Mg Rz st b B9 A 2 (Williams 4%,
2017) AR, NS B DAL KT G I HEZR S ARG , A SO 3 T3 A 2
TR SR 5 $8 B A4S B2 A HIAE 28 J] SR 5 (Eggers FllKaplan, 2013 ; HelfatFlPeteraf,
2015) , A PRI 5 1 B R A L DA B et 2 A S A OO ML <[] ST o 5 2 2 A8
PR INHN AT Bl R W e AL 1 3 AR AR AR, <r b 31 5 1 38 2 A1 (48 B DA R 1 5 D
Y5 FHAAEA T, A B T HEZE DRI 22 IR D A SR ) LA SEAR s Al 2 - B 1 Bb 244
R AN BT Lot R B R E R R A E AL R I 5, A SRR T AT A 25 5
TR B R B M EHE L5 BT 248 FmiHE A S A PR 5L T 0] g 2 56 i # M 4rdr
FIANH PR 01k OB 4 %0k (Argote Ml Greve, 2007 )

MRYERFFR A, A5 BA LT LB IG5 — X TBOR 6 # 5 A SCHIF R 451
2 FE B oM = A LU B S BOR BRI T NSRS AN 1 S8 ot S S A E A T A 4L
AR SR Z 3] T T 2 2,201 14E7 H30 H , [ 55 Be BN & 19 b [ 10 2 e 40 2L
(2010—2020 ) WAL ER Al # 2 M g2l bt S B2 P 2o tE LU BB AP AR i o 2 X T

AR ZHM: e ALk R 5 A
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56

Al T 5 o e S R AR B T B BB 0O, R AR M A A S AT s L8, R R 1
BLE«—E G T o Al AR ek NI I ST M0 A ED R, E A A PRl AR 5 AR R A
R fE LI 221 FSC S BB A TS A o Al AR 7 TR 55 P v A T PRI R S T R L TR e 5
R AL 2 A5 VA i A FRE ORI RE ) LR EE R SR <R ORI, R, £i i
M B ETETT RO 5 M ETE S UEZE EARER I IE S 2 A 2 5 240
TR BF =, 0 TR &, 7 2R P e 8 TR R AR FE A LAl A0 S ol S HE 2R . vl e
oA LU B EO R DA S RS S ML AR B3 5 SR B E BB s, ek i Ee 91 el
REJT BRI E A E LR SN 4E

ABFFERIA G B - FRTREA L, WS b LoV 8 1 L (1l e i 54% , R BE R B &
e i S A R SR R AFAE UL R, IR ST S0 B R A TR 4, JF I X Mg &
M E ML A I Al S 7 AR AR TR R R R 7 AR 0 BIE 5, 3 X o AN [ 2 g 47 B
JEBEATERVT , IF XA 2 SCUHITE |l PR DI 5 A5 B R R B S22 B4

FESE T

(LB AR, BRVT, AL S ASRC S A B RS0 = A BUA M 45 B I8 AU [T]. BHIFEEE, 2012, (1): 138-146.

212 A, E/AME, B BE, 4. 20275 5E 0 RS EAMEISIRTTE XA FTR R [I]. SMNE S5 5, 2015, (6): 26-38.

BIAME, THEE. A= IR0 . CEOR 1 5 s il BTt —— B F R Ll A " G BEHE[)]. 211H0H5E,2018, (3):
64-70.

(41551, sk, AT HBOA JCIRSE I 23 W 28384 T S 2], A I 5L, 2010, (4): 99-113.

[S12E2%, ol E, Tl P EL bR &R BUR A S R ——2505 07 Al KRG TR A IR A5 [9]. A5 B, 2017, (11):
50-64.

(61X, 4. I T HF S LT A I Lot # 3 50 "R FFSR 455 0], SMEZ 5 585, 2010, (4): 47-53.

(71X, e, AU R B Lt 5 TR R B A )], R4S, 2014, (2): 4-12.

[SIMEAKILE, Bk i Ha. QTG ZhXEHr Al 1 SR AR I —— LA R4 il A i), 72463, 2015, (5): 78-91.

[T, IR —, 2235 BRI 5 W 55 IR /I BUR #M——k B EISTA R A I TR [T]. FFATBEPEE , 2009,
(5):6-17.

[1OJMLA AR, HAG Y FHrh A ML [T]. 72, 2011, (11): 28-38.
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Female Executives, Organizational Turnaround and
Managerial Cognition

Xu Gaoyan', Li Guifang', Tao Yan"?, Liu Hong
(1. Business School, Hohai University, Nanjing 211100, China;
2. Business School, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China )

Summary: In reality, many well-known companies hire female executives in crisis. Surprisingly, a
considerable number of companies have turned around successfully. This phenomenon is thought-
provoking. Managerial cognition constructs the underlying logic of the internal mechanism of
organizational capabilities, strategic choice, and organizational performance, which plays a decisive role
in the organizational turnaround. Therefore, based on a managerial cognition perspective, we raise a
fascinating question: do female executives have unique characteristics in managerial cognition and play
a decisive role in an organizational turnaround? With the sample of A-share non-financial companies
listed in Shanghai and Shenzhen Exchanges from 1999 to 2012, this study constructs an interpretation
framework of female executives, professional competence and political connections for the
organizational turnaround. The results show that: (1) Female executives have a significantly positive
impact on the organizational turnaround in crisis. There is a significantly positive relationship between
the proportion of women and the organizational turnaround. Furthermore, after excluding the influence
of industry and organizational life cycle, the above conclusion is still valid. (2) Professional competence
and political connections of female executives reinforce the positive effect between female executives
and the organizational turnaround. This study enriches the relevant research on the managerial cognition
of female executives, verifies the “Lehman Sisters Hypothesis”, and has important implications for
stabilizing organizational operation.

The contributions are as follows: First, it provides evidence for the legitimacy of female executive
positions. Many companies still lack correct cognition and enough attention to the position legitimacy of
“occupational minorities”, and there are also explicit or implicit “glass ceiling” and “glass cliff”. Under

this background, this study argues that female executives are not “scapegoats” or “vases” in crisis
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enterprises. On the contrary, based on a managerial cognition perspective, they are more likely to be
leaders who play cognitive advantages and help crisis enterprises to turn around. This study suggests that
organizations should re-examine the legality of female executive positions. Second, it provides a new
perspective on the turnaround strategy of crisis enterprises. Previous studies have emphasized the impact
of environment, resource capability, retrenchment, and strategic actions to promote the turnaround based
on the Industrial Organization Theory, Transaction Cost Theory, Resource-based View and so on.
However, few studies have illustrated the importance of managerial cognition. Therefore, based on the
characteristics of female executives, it is of great value to explore the impact of the human spiritual
model and cognitive framework on the strategic effectiveness of crisis enterprises. Third, it expands the
research on the causal factors of organizational turnaround. Based on the Upper Echelons Theory, the
turnaround outcomes of crisis enterprises are significantly influenced by the top management team
compensation, executive turnover, CEO status and so on. This study further introduces the new progress
of the research on the TMT Heterogeneity, and it includes the proportion of female executives,
professional competence and political connections into research, which enriches the research on the
driving factors of organizational turnaround.

Key words: female executives; organizational turnaround; managerial cognition; professional

competence; political connections
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