MEAHE, EFSMBNES VTR

LR K R R

Q. @aFREAFRE, RE300071; 2.4FKFFEN LR RE, RiE 300071)

W AN LETAEFAAHA, BIHBETFRONLAEE, WEEF L MBMEARBRTRGIEE
KMUH 2F A S G by Hvh, HAER THER A TR THAEFIRBEELSGHNXE. ERET: £
FRML T SHARZ, N8 ET AR NS WIS AL R AT, NS MGEAEE BN S |t
RARAZ B TR, TF LRGP SHMNG R E@Yh TR, 5T HUALRBIKG AL,
ETHNAREEZHRREFLRLET LT NMARAXALEE: BAL LY ETFLME T OMAEL
2EEHTRE L,

R4 MaP Ol TBEIRAEHE; G5 AAaR%

T ESES: F270.3 XHMRRA: A

1 5]

ik

bE 5 TR AR AR SERIETORER T %, — RV EIA @ MR = A HI L A
AR SR EE R R . Knight(1921) & 70 A e PEEAT € S0, AN e P e SRR R4S 3
RNV o PRBEANH 8 P2 5 A 7] SR B AR &, (HITC IR TR 55 [ 55 s A BT AT 3 [ 5k 2
W ESEHT T E K, IR E PR A J SO SRS AR R A0 ot ilh,
B A M Re i N A Al A IE KRR Se il A a A X EepLa ] Lk A s A (25 Ko,
2010); AW RIS EERIN T AN PR, T4 8ishia
B WA TS E M. EFHSEA A ISR FHEIRE G, B AR EER N
TRERHLAE « FRATTIN N, A FE IR AN 2 M X A W SRR K 52, T 200 3 S 2 /e o R
SRS 5 PEXT S s T A — B S e R A

PRURMOB EE 18 (Pfeffer&Salancik, 1978)IAN, A FSATH T AMEEAEE; A\l AEAFRE
J15 HSRPOA B IR I RE 1A O¢, TR EEA & 3N 1 A 7 BTSRRI . ZERAK
S SR A A AR — P 2], 32T HAh A =) ARG Y 28 TR AH B OC &R, HH T4 4R
B A B0 RIA E M, FEARSUIATE . AREEEMAEL T 22 R
R N E SHN B BRI HAR A B 8 AT @ TE , &SRO B 5 R E 1
AL CGhreAs, DigHE, 20000, [FFEH, ARHEFWHSZAEMKR (RPEFSME)
WA A B SRR B YR . B YR L R . RO A e Y E B iR . ANT IR E (B
WISEG IR T) . BURMIRE L 15) FEUA A FRAMBIAEL CHL (Pleffer, 1987), AFI#
W I R R I 5 o S 2 P 4% DA RGN o 1, IR D AN T ST AR 52 (Martin et
al., 2013). HAl, RE LT AFERHZ B CKEN 7 ETEMEFRNEFSME (Fiafk.
WA=, 2011), 2007 45, EAEBEFM EHTARLLELIER T 84.32% (5. Brilig,
2009), {HEEEA SCHRHLHE 55 2 0 28R D N PRI AN 2 14 1 9 3 vE BRAIL B S RS AN
JE 5 o 2 N 28 L[] R A 5] G N AE LR

ARTCIEEL 2019-2013 SEHE A BEFemSE Bl AR SdE, A Bl A mEREM L



FRE R, K56 T 3 M2 A UME RN AR A BE AN RE VRSN 2 2 2% 0 B 5 BTk &
MIEgAE. ARER: HHERSMET OIS, ~F NS0T 7 AR A E 2
B, AT GO ZE ;20 AT BURFEEE (A 2 PR, S5 2 P2 DY ER 53K
f14 L ] S B 5 o

H A7 P A SR 2 T 4 2 WX 48 400 A R - PR S 76 BEATL ) dann e 52 00 A0 S8 B8 B AN 1 o 1 5
N FGIR R NTENLEE . 7EE PR AE AR T A, A2 EIFRA R E RS W%
IR A 2 M S S RIBA I —84518, W Beckman et al. (2004) HFFIANANEF S
W25 BEI /D IR B 1, PR AR GUR, B SMEIEM A E S A A SR R ik
B SMEM; Martinet al. (2013) 50 &I HE F 2 W 28 FE A BEID IR EEA E 14, (HI2 2%
IR R RESE R\ B ASH Y RE ), R AT M SEBRE EH H LM 55U R
RIEFRNAEH . BN EA T TORK #E SO A BIVAEHELS, BF 708 S S48 A R
(BRiEfR W=, 20115 (EE5E, 2007), F&A 5 EEANT IR 3 F 2 WX 476 BE AR 1
S . AR T RE LT AR ERES P EFILFEMTIRE RSN, K575
TE T RSP PN E RN, B E SR T3 B KR4 TR A4 -

ASCEER Iy B R RESCERER IR, 55 =By BT TR, SIS Bt e, B
NSUEIHT, ) BT 4 .

ﬁj\
SCHR SRR

2 P FIN A B N AL B S STR0E FAFEIE R SR (Zaheer&Bell, 2005). {H
e R BN T2 (RSN P, EESERATATHERSERER
AW AHFFINNE R MWL AR SR AIFEAFAEIEHK KR (Pennings, 1980);
BEGHFINNE R SMEE S G AL R, FARE S ZE /0 2 =) B A] g L5 HoAh 2 =]
TERCGER . A ER AT TR T FH WD AR S A m ST 18] B IE 1] 5% 5 (Gulati et
al., 2000; McEvily& Marcus, 2005; Zaheer& Bell, 2005; Larckeretal., 2013).

T EGERREN AR AR ERFSNE 5SSO RR —H45 1. Peng (2004)
IR & AN E 0 A T STE AR 52, 177 5 U5 5 = (4R S A J Gk 5
M AN E, F, MEFS TR E A TSI, ARSI E. (fR%
(2007) FORFF TR BH 2o B 96 H0 0 R AT 15 35 o 2 DX 245 55 B/ 380 ) ok s V490 36 T 2 R
RN AZ DL 5 A B GUSATFAE B3 TR 8 R o A ST AR I EE S5 28R, O PR
fE SIEMEF TN EFNE S SN RGAEER KR (FIER. BERE, 2008); HFES
W25 FE SR A B3 IR O R 3. W5, 2014).

ITAER, TR 22 1) 2 35 SR VE AR B0 A W] IS - MRS AN E 1R 5 A R S8 B
KB SCUF RS UE B AN € 1 5 91802 AH KR R (Andersen et al., 2007; Bromiley, 1991;
Henkel, 2009), ARV NAEAHEAAF QNG T RKEHLS, BURFEER A 7 s
FIH XL 2R I0H (Wan, 2009); MIRESAHE MEXT A FAT R M, HEEA
e e S A F) B B R IEAH (B B AR, 2012), A4k, MEEAH @ A FRIH TN
AR Cr A, 2012). DUMCSRE, MEAREN R — ML R, e 2wkt
JREME TR, S SRS PRI R

B A2 28 BB AE A m VR BR S 12 SR S o 3 2 X 4 R o )RR I AN
PERI N AR ERNLH . 292 B IG SN EE AT E M, A rlEd E M IGE S /1S
YR (Boyd, 1990; Gulati, 1999; Zaheer& Bell, 2005; Hoffmann, 2007). MZ5HCatERE
FEmEE WA 2 R e T WA S, IR A e eI Be 48 2w 1& N 1T 5 8 i
(Zaheer& Bell, 2005), #3244 5 — g 5 B B AA X048 RE (Gulati, 1999),

il
2



58 5 T AN 2 YRR T S%% . Martin 25 (2013) 8 7 3745 N2EE 2001-2009 4 il ik
TNV EIEREA O 7T R B, TEANHR e VERE S i), B S 4% i rp O PE AR FE X S i IE Tl
M B 0 4 3

HAT, RS2 AR R ISR AN 58 PRS2 A =) SO R AR AT FUAE B Y R ER
ARSI PR 2R 2 T [ 5 5 ) o 5 I 48 S S PR B AN 2 P A I BLEE

3 MR
3.1 EHSMBKE AR M

1S AR AT 2 18] 2R 2 (e e RRE S VA B [ B 18 , & 25 SR i [F) 25 B4
Fh 2 X 48 1% 7 Je e 2 TA) BB 3 mT DU AN 1T sl 5 4t (Freeman, 1979), 4% 51 2 8] )
EGRAG EE. B HIRARERN. A RRNEMIEE., AdfENtS&SEiTd
() L R 4y, HoR R S 2 2 (MR BRI S AT O 3 S 2 482 A R 5 A B R I
HENEE . — e, FEE RN A B S I EE MR R EE 2 (AR A A 1 R S 2R
AL EBER AR R K RNES GO, Bk, 2012), Hi, HHAEFEFR
— A A HEESATIR, XA ESR AP RS BN AHMESSEXWNANESE L —7ER—
HHRSATIR, 4, HMEFRSHADEFPR A=A T IHERER. EHEZA KRB
AEIWNET R T AMEA R A (RIARI S AR 26D, kA wEH S R F F N5
—NEIMFERSTEIR, AR A T EEBER, MR AR RPN A &) 1 # S [R]
EE =K AT EHSH(ER (Hillman et al., 2009). H1X S B IR )2 S 4H 1 & H 2
BT AR S AR Z M E ML AN AR E RS S HAE RS E R RN EF A
RS A E S, R SRR 2 N 2% (1) AL B A% 0 (Wasserman & Faust,
1994),

WS TN, LRI R ML B S5 A FSURAEIE IR KR IXTEA A [ 5
% (Ahuja, 2000). AFRXREHPL (Uzzi, 1997), KA ML (Hochberg et al., 2005)
RATHAFE] TUESL . EFEF M A, KESCHRIE ST O AR B s 1) 3 o BV TE
Weai, BRI —. REEEMS. EFERAWATIES. TigiEn. BEEEHEE
BB, XEE BT UE HE RS MWERIE, & THEFSMEE O E R EF SR 5
WRER, HRAE RS PO MIEZFAERE (Podolny, 1994), 8w £ kI
FREZHU s FNMGERE, H1EE A F G . L SRR IR . RN R ER A
WS E R R REBON E BRI (&, RN, BT
(UBUE X FF) (Nicholson et al., 2004), BF{% 1A FIZRECELIRMIMERE, 82w 4HA ZHRE
Hy RAh, EHESMEREEA R RIS R TIRPERE T L R IE BAXR. =, B
5RAEENLS . EHESWBERR T AT HEIES RFEA K RS, (e i st B 2E
(Shipilov et al., 2010) HIELE'EZH AR ZEM—FIT8), FHreELPsai (pennings,
1980). filt, #HHIEHE o ] A XATHR AR B8 1 2 =) 18 5 3 9 22 W 24 2 T 3 A /1A
HALH . FREmEARSCER . QU Tk, EHESOM B IR IE B T RER
R A F SV, B B IR A F AN IR R i SR (Gulati, 1999; Zaheer& Bell, 2005)
A UL R, BATAH, EHEM XK FREPN TG, EFS Mo E
REME A B RN E AR, PR FRATTHR H AR % -

BB 1 AFFEHRSME LS AR SR K.
3.2 IEAHE S AT HU

FEN T RIS T, W) 2 R ENE (CUREEE, 2009). &
BRI AN E PR A 3E SO TEIETIIN 22 ")k ST (Milliken, 1987), 22 Ja HSCHIOG AN € M



A58 X3 B R 7R TN A SR 45 5 ) A X (Beckman et al., 2004) 844 R4 (Hoffmann, 2007) .
FHIR ISR FE A NI B AN & P 5 [ml 42 17U 98 5K 3 (Andersen et al., 2007; Bromiley, 1991:
Henkel, 2009). AN T HMISH, FERETNIAR R GTIHT K IFH e AH BRI, A ar
FIFEANFN = AT A U IR B R 0 n, ki B A b Skt , AN AT F30ml i 48 A4 sk 2> 23 =] 3585
RART RG], FEURAE /M G K. A ACTEEE T A E E——RHK
Z AR AL R (Henkel, 2009), [Ktk, FATHEH B -

RBE 2: INEATE IS A F SR
3.3 EHXMB 5T E T

Pfeffer&Salancik (1978)iAA 23N ET K AL, S5 fFIEA @M, AT 53K
BRI R DA E MR EEIRTE 2 — R EHAH MG HHRMZE KRN A F2 4t
PURRERES: w5, $eft 7 HAM AR ARG R, XEFERXN AL T A ReIEH EE (], HREg
TR S A MM S ) (Podolny, 1994); 5=, &4t T ARA R 5E kA A VA EN 2
(B, HEHFEPHRATESN A AR5 7 RKAET T##) (Boyd, 1990); =, HEHZKM
HRARMT “huih” HAbATF, ArEFNRBIARA A 5HM AR KRG G, ATRRET
FRERANFMEREN “RIRMEK” (Thompson, 1967); ifh, =ML Rl %
G a5, AlIE AR AN (Podolny, 1994). JEiL LA EPUF ISR, AFMEHEFESM
BRRBPFAFRW, FE L AGIR BRI H] (Pfeffer&Salancik, 1978).

B S W F RO B RIS S BE RS A 5] 5 T T 5 T T 3 8 B AR KA
et R SE KL E R, IREA R SHAES (b, WhE. wdE) 1
EVE, LR/ BT SR SR B s . S AN e M, B HE MmN A 7
NSRS, MR A TSR R . BRI, FEHESMK S B EE, RS E
Y (Gulati, 1999), {827 G A & PERHE TS5k, R FRAT 142 R %

R 3: IRIEAHE M T H MG RO S G0 R R RORTER
4 RS
4.1 FEARERES B RIE

ARSCEEAE 2009-2013 “FH [E A B AEE S BT AFCNEEAR, HIF% T ST. *ST A+],
INENEE BRI E AN AT G BG R RIREA 9684 K. TEFH ML O RS AL S N %
S AT A UCInet 1153715 « Tl BRARSmAB SE0, A SO0t FBELRA BT T 1%/K P42
SL L

4.2 R E SRR R Y
FRATTR 0 A A 56 A SCHIBIE T AR L -

Eps=00+ B 1Centricity+ B 2Adm+ B 3Herfindahl5+ B 4Lev+ B 5Sgr+ B 6Size+ B 7Dual+ B
8Board+ B 9Distant+ B 10Age+Controldummies+Industrydummies+Yeardummies+ ¢ (1)

Eps=a0+ B 1Betat B 2Adm+ B 3Herfindahl5+ B 4Lev + B 5Sgr + B 6Size + B 7Dual + B
8Board + B 9Distant + B 10Age+Controldummies+Industrydummies+Yeardummies+ ¢  (2)

Eps=00+ B 1Centricity+ B 2Beta + B 3Centricity*Beta+ B 4Adm+ B 5Herfindahl5+ B 6Lev +
B 7Sgr + B 8Size + B 9Dual + B 10Board + B 11Distant + B
12 Age+Controldummies+Industrydummies+Yeardummies+ ¢  (3)

H A T AR B LU



1. 24 P &

RO B A BT R AIE T AL 2 W2 Hr AN R AT O K e [ BB oy A L, RS % Freeman
(1979). BFia#x%5 (2011) % Larcker (2013) [K)W4% A 0o i 1 5 VR 25 8 W) S S 45 E
FHAFRERSMNETRIMNE. EiFEEFSMEFOMERN, OTULA R ERS AR,
LTHAEFELITRAFGEE, UERENERAFERSZ MW, B EH-
RSN, REERERNEAR A 5AF BAER, IBAAF A 5AF B 456/
IRAE A 1, WA 0. 5 AR ML o T3 UCInet T H RGN A R I #H F ML Ht
HEAE . MEEFSME P OERTTEE =M BES L. B otESha k.

(1) FEEEF 0% (DEGREE)

IR FHFE LA PRI L TRE (Gt A E LT LS. &1,
WP, FEEFRRSHMEFLS T ERE. X MSHBREE T OMNEE, Sl TEA
AERSSHMERSHERRNAELSAN. ()R EFS I HEFS jLEAESR,
Maxt T o EEHE i LA

DEGREE=Y;.; 6 (i,j)
(2) #Eilrhao M (CLOSENESS)

MREEFERHSWA LS K EH ST RENR, 3R 2RGE B el o B2
Sy il . X Fh “%@PE (connectedness)” ME& i b O &, R T HFETE
BiE M RE HARE MR SRR SO Bn ot e o EE RS S A E R
PR E R, 1G)RrEFRS i HERS §j FREEE.
n-1
CLOSENESSi_Ziij )
(3) Hifr Pt (BETWEENNESS)

WRIEFE RSN T HAE RS2 A EEEN LSRR, BAE RSN T HAMES
S AR AR B RE B, 25 B IRIER IR H I BT o AL ERKRIEE RS
TEHAMA B E S h B ERE . AR O E E CAHh A R EF SR PR
Pilk, )y B nEF Sk GEHS j R EERATRELEHES § (KRR, PAHRREFHS K
¥R MRS SA,

BETWEENNESSi=Y;..i¢k.)

Pi(k,j)/P(k.})
(n-1)(n-2)/2

o, v v P FH T AR AN 2 ) 2 TR PR i LB AR R 5 5 VA T AR B SRR AR 1)
KRER, HRPERSMERTURTERE, HEHRSME PO AR AR FUE . AR0%E
HOREFE O L Bl O AR 3 S 2 I 2% T O VR PR T B R AR

2. MRIEANH E T

A 53 i3 A VPN ZR 3 beta (B T &AM B AT E I (Martin, 2013). Beta {8
R IZ A A R A (TR XS AT R U sh I K.

3. SUNE

AL A HR (Geletkanycz et al., 2001; H&E R, 2011) s, FHERIK
i (EPS) N & A\ Gk sy .

4. HAthizl Az &



%7 Daily & Dalton (1993). [FiZ#R%E (2011). [FiafR% (2012). (F5L%% (2007). /i
RES% (2014). M (2013), ACH| VEBRBEHZE (Adm). TE= 6% (Lev).
B HSAE (Board). ANEEFE (Herfindahls). AT KERES] (Sgr). HILIFAT (dual).
PR FE P EEFE S (Distance)s AR (Size). A FEFE (Age). HAb, FATLIEH|

T4y (Year). 47k (Industry) LKA Al & 2454 N (Control) .

21 22X HY
AR R 755 AR E S
B Eps TR I 440
EHEME PO | Degree T rhta
Centricity Closeness Bt
A E Beta JRUR PPN 2 4 B
=Ll RS Adm EHR A/ EE LSRN
JBERLER Hh 2 Herfindahl5 i LR R 355 B e 451~ A
B s Lev B A5 AL A
AT KIERET] Sgr AR
YAIbS/E Size ST E ARG
PR HRGHAT: Dual ERERKGERLMEA— AN, B0
L Board ERSRHE
MO HEFHFLPE R | Distant WAL FE R TAEM S AR e —F08 1, BIA0
NI Age TSR
BRI Control INE L RN
R4 Industry AP RS B, FR IR R 2 7k A3 bRt R 43
A Year SEPE R AR B
5 SHFRR
5.1 #RtGit

2 HIR T REAR N B FEAF MRS AR 2, Eps B1H°4 0.3702, frifEZzEN
0.4652, FEA ] 22 Sl vh o S S NS AR FE rPuO MR FR AR BN 0.0246, $220T 0 0.0449,
R H O BE I B 7 VEAN ], B SUANTR], B A7 — € 22 57 - Beta 3{E N 1.0827, FrifE 24 0.2303,
VL& A A RS E RS A 2 5 . Board TALECHN 9, FF &I HEH S E LIRS

Ul

k2 TEmE gt

e

hA A | RKE | ROME | A=




AR B AIARSC R B LE 0.5 AR, ACEZ (B AR ™ 5 (1 2 E AR ZR 1 )

Eps 9684 0.3702 0.2805 2.2132 -0.8488 0.4652
Degree 9684 0.0246 0.0200 0.0880 0 0.0203
Closeness | 9684 0.0449 0.0430 0.0650 0.0400 0.0058
Beta 9684 1.0827 1.0785 1.6787 0.5077 0.2303
Adm 9684 0.0985 0.0755 0.6573 0.0090 0.0937
Herfindahl5 | 9684 0.1732 0.1441 0.5783 0.0124 0.1237
Lev 9684 0.4616 0.4641 1.0974 0.0447 0.2292
Sgr 9684 0.0583 0.0546 0.4520 -0.6047 0.1227
Size 9684 21.6618 21.4962 25.6209 18.8556 1.2778
Dual 9684 0.2147 0 1 0 0.4107
Board 9684 8.9050 9 18 5 1.8970
Distant 9684 0.4714 0 1 0 0.4992
Age 9684 13.6351 13 35 3 5.1074

R 3RASCEENMM R RBUGR, FrAFIRERES Sgr 5)kST Eps AHRIER = ASE, H

HHE DMK

HO P Degree 430 Eps 1IEAHSG; H2m 0P Closeness 5 Eps A%, Degree 55 Closeness
IR OCIE REUBAR (0.0402) HIEAHIG (RECEZED, UlIASCIE IR 5 S 23 W 2% o0 B2 45
brZE F T o AN AN 22 1 Beta 55 Eps R0 # N1 . Beta 5 Degree REUNIEHA
%, Eps-SD 4 Closeness 2EA M H B %, UiBHIEIRSEAH € R ER AR, HEHFoML
O PERR R ZE .

% 3 Pearson #8 &M &k

Degree | Closen | Beta Eps Adm Herfin | Lev Sgr Size Dual Board | Distant | Age
ess dahl5
Degree | 1
Closen | 0.040 |1
ess ¥k
Beta 0.001 | -0.157 |1
0 Tk
Eps 0.078 | -0.027 | -0.069 | 1
Q¥#k | kx| ek
Adm -0.078 | -0.026 | -0.038 | -0.175 | 1
Dk | Quwk | gk | gk
Herfin | 0.063 | -0.011 | -0.013 | 0.165 | -0.191 | 1
dahl5 SkEx 14 9 Q| Rk




Lev 0.088 | 0.132 | -0.050 | -0.148 | -0.172 | 0.006 | 1
Q| kx| Rk | gRokk | gekesksk | @
Sgr 0.045 | 0.026 | -0.011 | 0.582 | -0.209 | 0.119 | -0.093 |1
Qx| Tk | D Dk | gawk | Qx| (ks
Size 0.220 | -0.050 | 0.079 | 0.237 | -0.352 | 0.288 | 0.374 | 0.125 |1
Qi | Duokk | gk | Jkeksk | Dk | Gaokx | Qiokk | Jakokk
Dual -0.066 | -0.083 | -0.002 | 0.013 | 0.082 | -0.055 | -0.176 | -0.026 | -0.187 | 1
kx| gk | 3 2 Ok | @k | (k| Dk | Dskokok
Board | 0.186 | 0.051 | -0.002 | 0.082 | -0.094 | 0.034 | 0.126 | 0.035 | 0.311 | -0.136 |1
ik | ik | 3 Dk | gkk | ek | Qukeksk | ok | Guksk | @k
Distant | -0.003 | -0.100 | 0.031 | -0.013 | 0.030 | 0.046 | -0.030 | -0.023 | 0.007 | 0.007 | -0.023 |1
5 2% 0x** | 6 k| kx| gaokk | Dk 5 3 Tk
Age 0.053 | -0.080 | -0.032 | -0.068 | 0.023 | -0.193 | 0.284 | -0.016 | 0.099 | -0.131 | 0.037 | 0.016
Gk | ik | gawx | gEkx | () Qi | gk | @ Qi | gawx | TEEx | Ok

e MRIRAE 10%/KF FR2E:; **RIRTE 5%/K T N RZE: KR %K F T EE.
5.2 [EHERM T

AL (D) MRS — AT Bk, #MRAS RN Eps, RRAF SR, BIHZER
R, BEHS WKL PO Degree 5430 Eps 78 1%/K°F N EZF IEMHR, EHSMBHIE
WO 5 G080 Eps T8 1%/KF T 235 1EAH G, 3B 35 2 W 25 o A R 38 & A = IS8R0
CHF VAR — . B (2) XM AT I BRSNS A E I Beta 59134
Eps 7& 1%/KF F 23 MAHIE, A HIERIMEA e RS, AR SRz, XHF
TR . 01, B (3) FH 7HBEANE N EFS MG TS AR SR
PIVTTVER , S55R3R0, ZRALRE Hh Ot 5 AR BE AN 2 VR A R I Degree*Beta RN
TUEALE, WL O SN IREE A € 122 e Tl Closeness* Eps-SD R ECA 11 H.
TE 5% REE, Bk, SMTEIRERE G AT E H S MG RO S AR ST R R,
FEBEA SCRFA SRR =, TE F 2 W2 O PR PR PRI AN e VEAR FE BRI 5 R A RO HE M E
BN . Hoffmann (2007)IA A2 B8 ANHf E PEA = APk (1) fEEREARL 5 28 7] 5Emg — 2k

(BBIE GRS D (2) F i PR5E DL e A1 2338 A (F2w BRI D s (3D il BRI ARk (I B 5RB ) o
BAR R B K BRI AR A E P& PR S A F RS IREEZ M TSGR
(Ahuja, 20000, SEREIERFAEEARLL, HAM 2 FREFERSE RN, A EEE s
WSS HRE, EHSM O MR E 5 T RE R IEME R -

A EH, Adm 5 Eps 75 1%/KF FEE FAHSG, Ui EE SRS AF, Gk
2=, X550 Herfindahl5 5 Eps F 1%/KF N 535 IEAHSE, Ut BB X4 b
A F ST Dual 5 Eps W3 IEAHIC, UEHH I ERARAT R A R A FESi; Board 5
Eps o35 IEAHOC, ULBHE H MBI, S8k .

% 4 |)as

H AR & [A4F & Eps

AL (D) A (2) AL (3)




Degree 0.5783*#:* 0.5766***
(3.03) (3.04)
Closeness 1.024 7% 0.6250*
(3.12) (1.90
Beta -0.1932%** -0.1748%** -0.1805%**
(-11.38) (-11.07) (-11.02)
Degree*Beta -1.1506
(-1.62)
Closeness*Beta -0.6865%*
(-2.35)
Adm -0.1364*** | -0.1410%** -0.1487*** -0.1420%** -0.1521%**
(-2.99) (-3.10) (-3.29) (-3.14 (-3.36)
Herfindahl5 0.1652%** 0.1664*** 0.1351*** 0.1353*** 0.1350%**
(5.06) (5.09) (4.15) (4.15) (4.14)
Lev -0.3600%** | -0.3595%** -0.3754%** -0.3740%** -0.3762%**
(-18.72) (-18.70) (-19.59) (-19.52) (-19.62)
Sgr 1.9182%** 1.9186%*** 1.9150%** 1.9145%** 1.9143%***
(60.82) (60.83) (61.09) (61.08) (61.06)
Size 0.1007*** 0.1020%*** 0.1034%** 0.1022%*** 0.1035%**
(25.29) (25.77) (26.30) (25.80) (26.31)
Dual 0.0399%#:* 0.0396%** 0.0378**: 0.0385%** 0.0379%**
(430 (4.27) 4.1 (4.19 4.1
Board 0.0053 0.0058 % 0.0055%** 0.0046** 0.0053
(2.59) (2.8D) (2.69) (2.28) (2.62)
Distant -0.0032 -0.0029 -0.0023 -0.0019 -0.019
(-0.43) (-0.38) (-0.31) (-0.26> (-0.26>
Age -0.0013 -0.0014* -0.0014* -0.0014* -0.0015*
(-1.53) (-1.71 (-1.74) (-1.74 (-1.86)
Cons -2.0140%** | -2 6153%** -1.8313%%* -2.0070%** -2.1205%%*
(-22.49) (-12.78) (-20.25) (-22.41) (-22.16)




Year/Industry/Control Control Control Control Control Control
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Degree Closeness
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Environmental Uncertainty, Boardroom Network Location and
Performance

MALian — ful,2, ZHANG Qil,2, WANG Li-li1,2

(China Academy of Corporate Governance/Business School, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071)

Abstract: We measure the network location of the board of listed companies, explore how the board
network as informal mechanisms to access resources influence corporate performance, and examine
how the environmental uncertainty affect the relationship between network location and performance.



The results show that the board network centrality is positively related to theperformance,external
environmental uncertainty degree is negatively related to the company's performance,
environmentaluncertaintypositively moderates the board network location-performance relationship.
Compared with the lower marketized regions, the utility of board network improving performanceis more
significant in higher marketized regions. The degree of boardroom network centricity of state-owned
enterprises is significantly higher than private enterprises.
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