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Abstract: This study investigates whether the accounting or financial background of
chief executive officers (CEQOs) influences overconfidence. Based on a total of 119,923
observations from 1960 to 2018, my study shows that overconfidence in investing or
financing activities is less predominant in CEOs with accounting or financial background.
In fact, CEOs with accounting background exhibit lower levels of overconfidence than
other CEOs. However, if CEOs with accounting or financial background have an MBA
degree, their overconfidence increases.

Keywords: CEOs’ overconfidence, CEOs’ financial background, CEOs’ accounting
background, CEOs’ MBA background, upper echelons theory

Assistant Professor, Department of Accounting, National Chengchi University
Submitted February 2019
Accepted June 2021
After 5 rounds of review
DOI: 10.6675/JCA.202205_23(1).04



CEOthg ¢+ MiF R EERA G He 99

%~ H®

Goel and Thakor (2008):%#= 3 % I&ﬁﬁ; plrengm s £ 3 CEO (Chief
Executive Officer » ™ = @ # CEO) » Flptdp iR p 5 L & CEO & F 7 % BRh
FF - Hiller and Hambrick (2005)#% % ;@ﬁ}; I ERE Rt AR 75 Wi (T K2 K
ERRGRFT > DRI EENY LG oA FIFTERALERBRP R
ICEO Lk T30 > F Mo 6B GHRFTHME MR G EREFTER - GT 27
% & (Heaton, 2002; Malmendier and Tate, 2005, 2008) ; Z** ¢+ > o » EAR P
CEO # ¢ J& 3 Jis3- @ 4 ¢ 1= (accrual-based earnings management) £ 3 5 & 43 1L

(real activities-based earnings management ) ( Hsieh, Bedard, and Johnstone, 2014 ) -
P OEHE L E A AR A £ S R b eh ¥ s ¥ (Schrand and Zechman,
2012) - Fpt s CEO chiB R p 1 » #3020 @ g 3h 2 MR BH < o A2 TR
ECEO* F A2 ¢ FHAMFRT > cnilERp LM o

% & 1% (upper echelons theory ) i 3 §3® A 1% § (background) -~ #7% & 2%
%% (formal education) % &2 (experience) % - 7‘5%? B EE P FE TR 2L
% (Thomas, Litschert, and Ramaswamy, 1991; Bertrand and Schoar, 2003; Crossland
and Hambrick, 2007) : @ & ¢35 P45 % B G A 97X e E 507 IR~ 1 FSRF
% 4p b & g 48 7 5 8P (ethical codes of conduct) ¥afed # F § 5 £ (Hoitash,
Hoitash and Kurt, 2016; Gounopoulos and Pham, 2018 ). %]t » & <~ Ja#h £ B4 ﬁg Bk
FCEO A REFUAFEIThL » B d BERAF AR 2o AN
B B g3t psad §an CEO > @ jbrprd) = - ﬁ_%\’%‘b (Johnson, 2015; Kalelkar and
Khan, 2016) © F]* » &~ #FHE €3 p4ir4 F CEO £ F F i8R A & M o 3R3E
Flev gt get CEO @A p G ehip > jt o o p wok* & g3 04384 R CEO
oY o4 g AT ﬂl»?‘l%émmf’p%\

w2 )I?Jr% HEEVRFAWET IR ETERDARET > 3 RER
(risk-averse ) friF & 7 F& T+ (uncertainty ) % (Brief, 1975; Newton, 1977; Helliar,
Lonie, Power, and Sinclair, 2002 ) ; Gounopoulos and Pham (2018) { i 5k E p47% % Fo
(fmanual expert) ¥ 4 e I® A 5 & & PAARER A IR0 S AR R (conservatism )
G175 e ST Ui B RGP BT ORI A SRR R R AR R
# 5 @ Hiller and Hambrick (2005)z% & ,L%i—g R R R BHBREP EE D w
POl o B A dah 0 R 6B R CEO ARTHRT AR5 - BARP G
M AT o A2 11 1960 & & 2018 £ e 119923 BE R P AP R ARG RE
Blid e A2 LB - HREBRFR Mg TR Y » T8 €37%F F CEO spc d

FROERAD G B AR ALMBEITIATE ¢ F A2
CEO: # Ir F##5 MBA (Master of Business Admlnlstratlon, MBA) % =¥ ciug & p 12 4
wH-E G TR o
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A G LB R GR ?‘}EL *(1)» ~ & i Schrand and Zechman (2012) sr%%

SPRF AT AR RGE CEO R p 5 » ¥ CEO g Mard £ 2 2
MBA %% ~mf U FLERD T (DB A LHmAKRGEL HT F g FL
FREIFREALY  HA PP HELSHESLEHY - 18 23 ) 43‘_?)1% % #- CEO
ZBEFF2ERP GHRLAIFAERT BB AFFT L HmE Y CEO (% 17
B8 o @R g ﬂ\éiﬁk,ﬁ—?{ﬁ“’”nbmfﬁé o Tl AT L ¢@p?fk 4= &
£ 3 g3 MaxF F HCEO & % b iw (Johnson, 2015; Kalelkar and Khan, 2016 ) > ®
(Iom@&éaﬁﬁ¢$%§ﬂﬁ»?@%%Aé@ﬁmgﬁﬁﬁsaiCH)g
o F kit B2 (Matsunaga, Wang, and Yeung, 2013; Custédio and Metzger,
2014) A2 e FBHF R F|EFT I A éﬁp’é}gkﬁu‘ﬂ" BERJR DA LEP > gt

BORETRRANE M EE CEOuBR P G Me g - A BT L
dohe FESE AT B APM e T 2P ¥ b E CEO 4 %*Wa
EHLERTIREI RS  HELEPMBLEET R L EETZCEO { 23RS -

AXERTI RO RRRIHH O FF RS ORTEEERAER > % 5R Y
Kt e HRFTERR - FRAEP - PR REFLE 5 ET T ES1T 0 &
s EwmBaEik e

B o AR B B
- ~CEO &R P &

Hribar and Yang (2016) 3 3R p & B Ad Bo » @ I F e B B R
(miscalibration) £ :§ & %@ (overoptimism) o «wJ2 & B B R B 17 fE 2 ¥
E2 FERAL M BREBERNLHIETEEHF T 2 F E BB L R - Bhandari
and Deaves (2006)zu = £ R p A €3 Fp Leanfwah @ a4 > HE 2R %5 K3
pdp s AR P GO CEO 35 p b aa d AR BARADEIR (Malmendler
and Tate, 2005; Hackbarth, 2008 ) - Hiller and Hambrick (2005)45 ; » i & A f s il
REF > 2 Rd -3 25 2 F RGN -

CEOHE AP G § M FEFHFTE 37 b blde> RT3 5 > LBA
pieiCEO € % RS 2 M h %G ERIFTWEA G T 27 W & (Heaton, 2002;
Malmendier and Tate, 2005, 2008 ) ; fpii 56 (M&A) F > A& p 7 CEO € 7 f
PHERF R EFe v A (25 F02017) FiERp GenbEe S pEH
BEMHRE fAAM (R A ERE-SRF 23 %R0 2013) AARR 2P
i@ 45 (Malmendier and Tate, 2008 ) - 64 A= 3 77 > BERELTHE L ¥4 1=
FET RS RER P ROERY AT AN B F A § R HOY
Eiv (magp > 2018) -
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& €3+ 5 > Ahmed and Duellman (2013)’:24&, 'CEO hiB R p 1 § 8> ¢ 348
i (accounting conservatism ) - & #% H_17 4 {8 37 #E A R iE RN
( conditional conservatlsm)’%'»rvé MFEAT P BRERE LD T AZ § ERTR
e2bi% i 5V 425 (unconditional conservatlsm) Schrand and Zechman (2012)~ 4 ) >
Bizif R p 3 CEO 2 P4idR 4§ B ek v ot Ml & 2 FWEF 67 ¢
g2 {5 o4 (accounting and auditing enforcement releases ) = p & o B 3™ iF
Bp Gaciw B E @482 Hsiehetal (2014)%# % CEOchiB R p R & it @4 g 2
EFrebii s FRIRFAOFFTIRIL - R0 -MIEEg%E (217) -

Bl RERR BEEA LD PHPART SRR B RERDFAEE
Z-j;ra-.m"fléﬁ? o, q‘]ﬂhﬁ’%}nﬂ?ﬁ—ﬁ;&l'&° L_ﬁ—';fm-%ﬁ, » B = \55%’,“ \%K#ﬁzg"_ﬁ
Phed (2020) #I > EHFEGWAEERE P G BB L HRG FEE -

- CEO 2 g;*mw 2

ARSI A nF F (background) ~ 5% (experience) % ST I ¥
7 (formal educatlon) FoERFPOERIEREAR EMEs 25T FERE

%°Hﬁ§?%§%£%%%§ﬂ%?~“ﬁ~lﬁ£%’uﬁéiﬁmhﬁ%f
(ethical codes of conduct) » 358 H 0 & ¥ 0% 4 § 7 F (Hoitash et al., 2016;
Gounopoulos and Pham, 2018 ) - Sﬂtb BEFFITR S ARESRRY L BTG TLEB o

Mt B g tpdaad § 0 CEO> P e 2 5 — fE48% (Johnson, 2015; Kalelkar and
Khan, 2016 ) - Kalelkar and Khan (2016) { :fla A T og Eod 3 7?(' i % (the
Sarbanes-Oxley Act )il i {5 > £ ¥ PA733F e dp M T3 b g7 £ £ £ (4£(Cao and
Narayanamoorthy, 2014 )> # # §_# fr 5 7 2008 & 3 2009 & /5 73+ % i¥(recession )
o demBE G VT RBMALEY » £ F R gwmw HoE R

LA g B FF RACEO 0 R MR ESTE T BB R

(Matsunaga etal., 2013) >~ F B4 2 7 5 4e & Y rJrin,;gn > % pz( Custddio and Metzger,
2014) - Kalelkar and Khan (2016) ™ # 3> 5 € 3- 443 % J CEOh2 @ 1 & i % ¢ 3+
Ff’iﬁ-f%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ}‘j F P o AT A R F G M ARSR & m}éf#‘_—r?{; v FVE AT
PASFE A3 b ' 5 B R IR 4 R > 2 ER DD Y ER G Fla
MR EFh G

Z CEOZz ¢ M+ FHBR &

Gounopoulos and Pham (2018):%.% » & F i+ % & A~ HCEO FIE & ¥ F @
SR ﬁ = Beteehis 5 R4 (ethical codes of conduct) » & i {7 i i A pdiadR %
7 A& ik (less aggressive) 9+ ; Gounopoulos and Pham (2018) ¥ 45 & - £
PAEF DGR AR EY T § ff;,r;:»;féfgfs,:: o ﬁ;‘-f;‘m‘*ﬁ%##ﬁ;?‘u ERUE TR A
RN }?Jct‘ » BAeBRt BRI g m A g TR A L5 A
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M (Aier, Comprix, Gunlock, and Lee, 2005 ) ~ #4F e #8424 (Li, Sun, and Ettredge,
2010) e A R 2 #ic (Rakhman, 2009) > 14 2 ﬁngja: PR PR G
;¢ (Bamber, Jiang, and Wang, 2010) %

BXCEO b2 7 A& p 7 cvEw (Goel and Thakor, 2008 ) » e 345+ & 734
o BT R CEO AR ET L P & AT DRER G~ R ko 1Y
2 RS PR R G T o B A S & Hiller and Hambrick
(2005) 4 > K FFHR TR RG22 B Mo HHERA L BT o M- ot
A Ay - BEIHLACT

H1: 2 €3 444 R 2 CEOfpf>r H s CEO i T4 T * 5 BAR B & i o i o

%Eﬁﬁg PR AT mE )gJe ( Brief, 1975; Newton, 1977; Helliar et al., 2002 )
LRI E Seug L Soug ik B gﬁﬁfﬁii » 3 58 7| % h e Hoitash et al. (2016)
Alie > 27 a A FB Phg it im2 7= mg’““' WATEIR  Argk FE VIR

ARG ARG (RPN FREFEEA EPMBT R B2 Ak
e g3 FF CEOApfE 6 #F CEO> HiAR p G Mw ¥ i X fRfg o A2 774
v B F R &2 AT B H2 C

H2: 2 3% 32 CEOpf > 22 CEO - A4 T > d @R & b T o

> FrR

W\,

TR kR A E R

Y HMA FA KR EmAF R kf BoardEx Mt AARM TR BEER
E Iﬁiﬁ’fﬂb’%%’ RBFT A B-p COMPUSTAT - & A8 & 5 1960 # 1 2018 # o fif B~
AT > RAsFALE 3 CEO # § 2 fk & ficx 3+ 143,760 & > ¥ ﬁ? P ATaR R IR
F R Rk p# 22179 4 > FHIFIAIRBETH 2 LA F 1658 L A
% St A dcs 3t 110,923 4 o

REE e R

A2 Ry EGR HL 82 BGR H2 & Bl = 2 logit F 03] 4 !

P(OC_FIRM5, = 1)=F(e, + ¢,CEOaccfin, + Controls +industry and year fixed
effects) + & 1)

P(OC_FIRM5, = 1)=F(q, + ¢,CEQacc, + Controls +industry and year fixed
effects) + ¢ (2)

IR SRRy T SR ERT TFOIET SR S Y
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QY 13 =

APy 78 CEO @A p 707 5% » & Kim, Wang, and Zhang (2016)F = i 74
Schrand and Zechman (2012) 77 ;2 o §7g & 3 a2 ﬂa‘,\g ERFaR R T AT
RFg - F o vl Bipth? BRI =5 > L CEOBRA R o s f8 % Hdy
B iaEa R P HAFTHEHERLE gfiﬁﬂﬁ’%ﬁ% 2 CEO @ 3 » iz
;‘éﬁ% P BRI - Zeharg R o ¢t vb > Schrand and Zechman (2012) 4 %) 4 &)t 7€

SRR T 0Pk sl &t g s BT R 97 % COMPUSTAT 4 B £ 17 -
BAPR S ZHREF %g [P e gt Z AR E A BRIE R oA A d 2T 4tk
BT S SE & Fi#ﬁﬁ-i\ 2 CEO# A p i ifird g th¥lic ¥ g CEOER p 170
M 853w BI > A 3@d &2 ik Schrand and Zechman (2012) 77 % -

iR f;t g E - SRR ¥ P oA 34 T (XSINVEST_ADJ) £
TRk A %Y dkm A= - Ben-David, Graham, and Harvey (2013)4; 1 i & p 15 9
FIRA2 g3 AT ATFIBRRFTFRAMETE » U E MR RITR o
Malmendier and Tate (2005)% JLiB & p 2 /GIB A 4 P IVF R L EPF > T ¢ W T H
Bootrlo AL ERAEMTFRADTORTAS L HH LS L EFRFHS
OLS @ dALL » PRI ALY i (TAFLRPRTY o) L&
DOC_Firml # 78 CEO /& p & en% - B fpth > ¥ 2 P RGA TR WA
fiﬁtﬂff‘ BelFERS0e

- R A B R 2I¥7 2 P £ 48 (ACQUIRE_AD)) 2.3 3 %t A % ¢

fiﬁtm Ao R P RS AEREFHEER > €4 7§ & (Malmendier
and Tate, 2008 ) - #714 » % % DOC_Firm2 % fi=% CEO & & p 7 7% = H & 45 4%
PIEMBEAP I P EME £ FOTERE SR A EY ko T
%\—ﬁt:‘l{é’gﬁﬁﬁf— MO &%&DOC Firm2z &% 1> 28 50-

$ 2R A 2 P Pzwfgﬁiw % (DERATIO_AD]) 4%  *' I

¥ ¢ wﬁcm Aj o g 3L (the pecking order theory) 4p ) & ¥ A& (7 T
/i-ﬁ\ﬂf” "ERRE G REE }//Elﬁﬁg Ffpf 2 &mE 2% f % -Hackbarth

(2008)1 e F A A 23l Als B > L PFEE A ML RBT S A o A § B
WESRTER c WMEP BT (2011) FHERERD L EEA e F FL 5 G
% o % DOC_Firm3 4 72 CEO#& & p 7 % = s frE 4tk > Z AR E v 5

WAEY P WRRERD T LAY EDOC Firm3 2 @i 1 A5 0
(Malmendier Tate, and Yan, 2011; Ben-David et al., 2013 ) -
FrRfreipths AT PRI R VERGIAAFYIRE G “mé *
7 (RISKYDT) @ A, - Ben-David etal. (2013):n.5 7 i & p 5 532 A eh2 glf
AR Kﬁ:]% f % kfF o %%k DOC_Firm4 4 % CEO B A f & ch¥ w 5 fﬁfiﬁ#ﬂ?ﬁ’
}, IR TRUA: Kfﬁg}'}mﬁ l;r iﬁﬁg pr2_E s 1l FR5 00
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IR Sl & AT R (DIVYLD) @ 254 - Ben-David et al.
(013) A B p 13 UG IL A 3 M B 38 §HFFTRIMES M RkRFTA
k¥ i ehis g o &k DOC_Firms 4 78 CEO @R p R eh% I B ik 527
HEFRAIF2Z B L L RGO

i # Schrand and Zechman (2012) g8 = 5% » & % 4 g #t % #ic OC_FIRM5 % * £
CEO £ F#R& p fz » x4 OverScore5 = Bw 2@ & &7 grgdgths fv (T
DOC_Firm1+DOC_Firm2+DOC_Firm3+DOC_Firm4+DOC_Firm5) » & i & 2 # ek &
I REEREY 2258 5 1 pF (T OverScoreb * v %3 3) £ g %aéz‘ﬁ“i
OC_FIRM5z2 &5 1> F R 5 0 32> 4 OverScored % i %] 2> & & & GHgIE4L T ~
PEE I A REEE 2V F SN2 PR TERFRAFYIRE R ‘ﬁ
ke # v 3 R dp %2 {o ( DOC_Firm1+DOC_Firm2+DOC_Firm3+DOC_Firm4 ) -
FRuaPmi En b e BEFEdptR? 102 5 5 LR OverScored = 3+ 88 %3+ 2):
4 mHEFBEOCFIRMAZ @5 1> 20150
()2 & p ¥k

L %”'#gCustodlo and Metzger (2014) 2 Kalelkar and Khan (2016)sm % % » 4
BAaRFamFaddliv, 0g RREAERBRE (g mEasr) 2
REHEEEAR MR ML F 2 BRI B PR CEOL
PHBT R REBRWCEOaccfini 1l F 2 500 A2 T b3 F B A g MM
Bk ~CEO¥ SR EAMEIRIE (o3 Earsr) 2 1 > Mg iz e
AR PETARPCEOLE G 3% F 0 X mB¥MCEOaccs 1 F 2 500

E)a#l %k

BIPwERP %#EF&?W}%’% S REAERD BORE BT AFHPEER
PV FlE - AFTTEERAGAL P27V AER GORE L LA
B¢ (Hiller and Hambrick, 2005) - # %% 4 # 3 (Armstrong and Vashishtha, 2012;
Faccio, Marchica, and Mura, 2016; Ljungqvist, Zhang, and Zuo, 2017) > 3 » ¥ & ¢ #
Fod b e REDREG TR P 7B MR s K E i%ﬁ:
(SIZE) ~t&d w4t @ (BTM) - R F AF P S (ROA) » 4 & & &
(SALESGROWTH )5 11 % 22038 A 4 4 B ehsgdic > ¢ 35 CEO 4% (GENDER) >
CEO #4# (AGE) CEO iz# (TENURE) % o % it $r#4] 8 #ics W p 4o ¢

CEO

’

é

a
2
f

7

1. & %54 (SIZE)

TEFFERNPLQTAPD Rl FERWH L > EA P G CEOHfR
FHREVR LA mip 2t R RCEOBR A S 2D APM -
2

G T @ (BTM)
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LR ERZBERPFE AT B3 E5 & ARR g s And a
I‘E)’ng(]é7lﬁ7""‘ Zg(?ﬁﬁ,pé\j#\j\é" '7I;|,'Jlg(° \1;\1é‘r?nbt{‘$‘i .ﬂ
B i T A 0 R R T LR ) e RS P RTRTE
FNF R S R BECEOE R p a2 e A TEIE o

2y

3. T AWM F (ROA)

TR G ACFTIL R AT H L B R RIF A RGER 2P T A
PR T A g CEO iR p L Mo > wcip 0 R CEOER p R E AP M -

4. 48 = £ F (SALESGROWTH)

REFERZHLIrFL L ERZH B p 3 ERZH Lo R
g o 2FCEOCE A p G Mo P i igdl & <&M 4 > 3fdp 2 RSB CEOE A p
TEriph -

5. CEOM-%] (GENDER)

TH - % § CEOE Y Bpi 1 F 2 % 0- Faccio et al. (2016)2 §
HEEHT O THCEOZ AKRERL G A FHP IV CEOBRP G Me ¥ it
ig o
6. CEO# # (AGE)

TR LCEO&# - g F R+ » CEORER G RAT T % > R A 2 Hw
FERRC 0 &IPS R EECEOBR P B A AP -
7.CEO=# (TENURE)

% 2 CEOE & dc o CEOEH # 4o > Vil 9 2 7 70 LaRH > #{ 4 2
WP G o IRt R CEOW A p R RIR T APHE -

8. & & F ¥k (Year)

= E R F
9. 2 £ H %% (Industry)

A E mERE o A ¥ 48 A ikypFamaand French (1997)2. 1278 & % » &f ©

B A

-~ g st

ARG HEAERSAELS Fhodk Lo i A # 8 A 1960 & 3 2018 & - Panel
AGZELELSFRIEZT > 235119923 £ 7 »alicdy 5 & ¢ BdplEw 0 AR AL
# %2000 # % 2018 & B » ik 2304k A 72.91% - A& ¥ 4 # 4o Panel B #7710 2 ¥4
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XF A=y Fama and French (1997)2. 12 55 2 ¥ ~45f > &7 3 k5 =4 ¥ i

A¥-—HE 2ZH-BRT LS W\ﬁa«] RS 'li%ﬁ *¥, (28.96%) ’Bf#r
=3 £ (21.36%) ~ & #¥x % (10.33%) ~ 7 ¥ R4+ (9.39%) ~ @:¢ (8.28%) -
wE (5.80%) -~ ztatt 5 (454%) - ik (4.09%) a2 E (257T%) 75
(1.83%) feit & (1.74%) > sic Lt %A ¥ (1.02%) -

21 HrEpLdag ELH (N=119,923)

\u ,lzt

Panel A: )k A & B A4 %

&R AR o
1960-1969 296 0.25%
1970-1979 1,739 1.45%
1980-1989 6,476 5.40%
1990-1999 23,974 19.99%
2000-2009 48,005 40.03%
2010-2018 39,433 32.88%
Panel B: # ¥ 4~ #

A5 AR e
gt 5 5,442 4.54%
it 1,221 1.02%
Wi 9,925 8.28%
it R 4,907 4.09%
L& 2,088 1.74%
EEXH 12,390 10.33%
T 2,190 1.83%
S FE 3,081 2.57%
¥ ¥ R3% 11,260 9.39%
ey 7,068 5.89%
£ 25,620 21.36%
His g ¥ 34,731 28.96%
A ¥~ k45 Fama and French (1997)2. 12 2 £ 24> B¢ chB B A ¥ s e H ¥ 2 4 - B~
4 % BGE 3%] SRR S

Kalelkar and Khan (2016)4p 21 9%-* £ ¢ 3*pi3% § 0 CEO = & - I’?’L%l“ P F A
£ d > 2002 -&,/’Ff/z‘—;-ﬂ?_@fg PR EMBREE T ARG A ! BEE ’—”F'T]/%
2008 & 1 2009 i B gt 190 L FAAE FOUFR > AHE g?ﬁ%zz-”w
ook R KA A o £ 2 G4 ifﬂg; 1724 § CEO 5 R p 7 CEO ¥t 7H
BELITES o Panel AkgT > E 12 }" 2 R 2002 & il A 0 MR R
CEO it > 48 CEO 2.+t 4]7% 2002 & 7 71 32.62% %8 ¥ + = 3 2002 # {8 e1144.22% (:&
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1%2_ &g % -k #); %11 2008 & % 2009 # &k % i94]4 - Panel B &8 57 2008 & 2_ %
dE B AR 2009 £ 2 (8 chE B ¢3R4 ar % § CEO i 2 1 CEO 2 v #]/%_36.31%
A3 4583% 0 7t R R E P A ABH (F 1%z & EF -k ) = 7 Kalelkar and Khan
(2016)3.i2 - FRE B 3% § CEO> £ ¥ #dpr TR Nfrl €34 0455% § CEO
Kpienig ko wE €354 F CEO v &€ 2002 # 7 c732.76%% % + = 3 2m2ﬁwm
7.58% (if 1%z B ¥ -k ) £ ¢354 § CEO »“ /£ 2008 # 2_ % ¢ 3.69% & ¥ *
7] 2009 # 2_ 14 ¢ 9.38%(:E 1%z %5 F -k ) o

FREALERP T CEO v &% 8 Panel C & 71 - 2002 & 2_ % 4p g3t 2_ 18 > 2002
EEidE R p 7 CEO v 12 OC_FIRM5 (OC_FIRM4)Z & FF » it > 48 CEO 2. \* i
% 12.41% (14.45%) > 2002 12 {8 B 5 35.46% (43.79%) - 7 % &g ¥ + 2 48% (& 1%
2 B % K)o Panel D B & » 2008 & 2w e B Ap st 2009 & 2 15 hE B o i
B B 5 CEO ik > 48 CEO 2t 6/%_22.39% (26.53%) + < & 35.50% (44.70%) » 7 &
By A48% (i 1% g F-kil)o

22 ERE€VMBTRACEORERP 7 CEO #&2Z ERE 47

S L 3ok L I 3ok A Tiofg  tsE
Panel A: 1t & € 3247+ 4% § CEO »+ 2002 & % 5 2. 4t |
1) (2)

2002 &2 w45 A (N=41L,106) 2002 £2_ 1544 (N=74112) £ E(2H))

CEOaccfin  0.3262 0.4720 0.4422 0.4992 0.1161  38.76
CEOacc 0.0276 0.1650 0.0758 0.2661 0.0482 3353
Panel B: 't #&x 2 ¢ 2 p433x 4 § CEO »+ 2008 & = {8 2 v ]

1) (2

2008 2w A (N=71355) 2000 &2 tifk+ (N=39433) £ E@H1)

CEOaccfin  0.3631 0.4834 0.4583 0.5018 0.0952 31.12""
CEOacc 0.0369 0.1894 0.0938 0.2935 0.0569 39.34™
Panel C: ' B A& p 5 CEO ** 2002 & # 14 2_ 1t &

1) (2)

2002 2w A(N=41,106) 2002 &2 i+ (N=74112) ZE@HD)
OC_FIRM5 0.1241 0.3297 0.3546 0.4784 0.2305 86.89""
OC_FIRM4 0.1445 0.3516 0.4379 0.4961 0.2934  106.05""
Panel D: t #&iB & f 5 CEO *t 2008 & % {4 2. 1t i3

1) (2)

2008 £ 2_w A (N=71355) 2000 #£2_isHk4 (N=39433) £ EQH))
OC_FIRM5 0.2239 0.4168 0.3550 0.4785 0.1311 47517
OC_FIRM4 0.2653 0.4415 0.4470 0.4421 0.1817 62.66

1. %P5 1960 # & 2018 & > £ 3+ 119,923 & 4 »cficdh
2. 2002 - 2008 - 2009 # & & # A A W 5 1 4,705~ 4,678~ 11 & 4,457

Hkk

3. TR T 1%ehEE E R E o
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F 3 H At 4 o & ¢ HdphEor 0 1960 & 3 2018 & A AR A Y B € RpAaE
# # 2 CEO it 248 CEO et & 5 40.03% » &5 ¢ 3% # 2 CEO it 248 CEO ' &
% 5.78%-iE R p 7 2. CEO it 248 CEO et &) » & =8 % 8 OC_FIRM5 &2 OC_FIRM4
7 Fe oo A s E_27.55%7r 33.62% o B P & & %Ji?‘ﬁ?n& I BT #p #%2_ 4= OverScore5
(OverScored) st ¥aie 5 1.9726 (1.2717) - &2 2 2 4515 B 44 % che & F 2R #5(SIZE) -
Hd % EHs @ (BTM) ~ A F A4S (ROA) » 41 & % £ % (SALESGROWTH)
e 320 4 5] E_6.0684 ~ 0.5210 ~ 0.0413 ~ 0.0873 5 &7 532 A Frid 5 B 5 ke CEO £
5| (GENDER) »CEO ## (AGE) -CEO iz# (TENURE) e aig 4 %] % 09743 »
54.2684 ~5.7266 - 3 MBA % i~z CEO it > 14 CEO &' i & 27.98%

% 3 4t it 4 (N=119,923)

® ¥ Lol HRHL  Tesirg P idE e s
CEOaccfin 0.4003 0.4900 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000
CEOacc 0.0578 0.2335 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
OC_FIRMS5 0.2755 0.4468 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000
OC_FIRM4 0.3362 0.4724 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000
OverScores 1.9726 1.1321 1.0000 2.0000 3.0000
OverScore4 1.2717 1.0055 1.0000 1.0000 2.0000
SIZE 6.0684 2.3273 4.4577 6.1273 7.6582
BTM 0.5210 0.6652 0.2311 04711 0.7845
ROA 0.0413 0.5023 0.0201 0.0912 0.1578
SALESGROWTH 0.0873 0.6180 -0.0815 0.0607 0.2031
GENDER 0.9743 0.1582 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
AGE 54.2684 8.5154 49.0000 54.0000 60.0000
TENURE 5.7266 5.9979 2.0000 4.0000 7.0000
CEOMBA 0.2798 0.4489 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000

®#cE % P CEOaccfin : CEO 2.7 EpAf+2 €354 B » 5 - mf%dc> 4 CEO § A41iF TP (7> ¢
LI E B RIRIAS A € P R A2 B 10 A E €3 4 IR PR F 2 BRI AL 1
F 2 5 0;CEOacc:CEO &% % ¢34 R > 5 - m#¥#c> § CEO ¥ Lk AR s R assr2 f 1
AYEE g RS 10 £ 25 01 OC_FIRMS f- OverScore5 : 5% CEO 4.7 A F# 71 A7k &
@R A5 DOC_Firml 4§78 CEO @R p G en% - MR ipth § S PRFRFTFI WA EY b2 55 1
TR % 0-DOC_Firm2 # #72 CEO & p 5 en% = Mg dpth pIRANE L7 0P EpE 2978 - 2
POERE BRER AR P T A T AZIT R 2 LR DOC Firm2 2@ % 1- % Rl 3 0-DOC_Firm3
2678 CEO A i i o 25 fri dpth > F AR - F 30 A %7 Ll > TRAER B 3 PR P
DOC Firm3 z &% 1- F/ 5 0-DOC | Flrm4 # =% CEO ﬁﬁ;ﬁ [ mévatﬁ@rﬂ#pfﬂ E \’“ e ¥ g
AR LR R G xﬁﬁ? Pz e i 1 E R 5 0-DOC Fll’m5z\f§fﬂ CEQ:iER p Zes T ﬁf}rﬂa‘pﬁ—r
o7 "’;Hﬂ;af w2 @5 1o FRG 0o 4 OverScored 5 o=@ & &t 7 B R dpthe 1:1 (“’r’
OC_Firm1+DOC_Firm2+DOC_Firm3+DOC_Firm4+DOC_Firm5 ) 5 i %] 2 & mﬁ #0T B iR 2
IE % 1 P5( 9 OverScoreb ~ ** v £ 3) 4 B %#OC FIRM5 2 & 2 1°F R % 0-0C FIRM4{rOverScore4
£ OverScored 5 B o] 7 & & gl ~ EMA £~ AAAEEE 20 F v U2 2P TR VS
4’3“'%! LE R RIED] FART S Iﬁfﬁv—ﬂéﬂ#ﬂrqr (= DOC_Firm1+DOC_Firm2+DOC_Firm3+DOC_Firm4 ) »
FRWDFhE &t ‘Ilﬁfﬁ"aa‘ &P 30 -3 5 1pF (7 OverScored < >t %30 2) 0 £ B %8 OC_FIRM4
ER S ; 1> ZR50°SIZE: S ¥4 §EROF2Z AT ABP Al BTM ke i B @1 5 > £ R2
1@ ﬁ\"ﬁ:‘ll&}%ﬂ w7 E i&@ﬂ;i»{zﬁfﬁnu&@; G A b ARdicis 2 8 ROA T BT A4RpV S ’awﬁlj
fm 378~ i 2 a:m*&wfufnﬂg % #~F ; SALESGROWTH : 4 8 & £ & » 4 & B2 4 & Jor 2
¥ ERLM G 5o hrd E R 6 Gofor kTR S GENDER : CEO f25] - & - Gtdic § CEO L7 pp
1> %2 % 0;AGE: CEO ## ; TENURE : CEO iz#p % #c; CEOMBA : CEO £ %43 MBAX¥ =% F > i
- mEEE FCEOF £ FMLIEERFL 1 F2 500
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o~ A RGP

BARKBRHL:TE 300 % 2 CEOfpgst 8 CEO> AR FAT > 5 6
Bp Baefds » BF Q)R 0 BE4cd 49757 > 1 & f ik CEOaccfin f2#ikc

EREFL AP (H8E=-01620 F 1%2 ¥ k8 ) 2RSS A FEGLHL 24 Rk

¥ > SIZE ~ROA -~ SALESGROWTH - GENDER ~ TENURE ¥2 OC_FIRM5 2% & % & 4p
B> 22 igdpdp it s BTM 7 5 B8 1 4p Bl » AGE 22 OC_FIRMS R4 #) R T f AP B o

BFWRHBHH2: THE 354§ 2 CEOAp#»t 2 CEQ» AT T > 6 &
BpGEaEeidge o 2 FAQ)F3 0 B%4cik 4977 > p ¥ CEOacc #ck &
FhAnb (%8=-0128>E 1%2 ¥ KB ) L FRESF LFER H2 4041 % 8P >
SIZE ~ROA ~SALESGROWTH GENDER ~ TENURE £ OC_FIRM5 ¥ 4-3f 8] 35 & JL&F
¥ 4pk o BTM ™ 5 5% 1 4p b > AGE 22 OC_FIRMS # 4oig ) X I f 4a Bt

44 CEOZ Mg#MBb¥, - T§+4%, & THARS %, (OCFIRMS) Zieffas

OC_FIRM5 OC_FIRM5
Intercept -1.805 -1.858"
(-22.28) (-22.94)
CEOaccfin -0.1627"
(-12.00)
CEOacc -0.128""
(-2.61)
SIZE 0.2307 0.2297
(57.50) (57.25)
BTM 0.0317 0.028™
(2.58) (2.33)
ROA 0.8557 0.8457"
(24.43) (24.14)
SALESGROWTH 0.3477 0.3477
(28.92) (28.92)
GENDER 0.326" 0.3317
(7.41) (7.52)
AGE -0.002" -0.002"
(-2.00) (-2.00)
TENURE 0.003™ 0.003™
(3.00) (3.00)
Year Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes
Adjusted R 0.4150 0.4139
N 119,923 119,923

1. R#e iicd 30350 5tz g -

SO R T 1% ~ 5% ~ 10% kB E KR o
3. %2 VIFiEa ]+ 10 £ £ A2 BiEo

n

DR CEO®BA p e E g3 Mt F MBI A % #8 2 CEO ey 20 fi 3448 4% 1 4( self-selection
bias) f3%? < > Ra Fic 7 F - ﬁ‘* D F A R P e 2 R 2T *\iﬂi%”ﬂaz
Fipdl Q) @4 > 2P RERERIFE O BRI RPRRL BE- &k (GlA Y S
=0.4871 12 % -0.1904 » i 1%2 A% KB ) 3o FER HL 8 H2 » k2 e it % 5 2480l -
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=~ R RI(-)

AR AT AE ? WA P 0 P FH ORI a2 o 7t
KM% B3 }EL )4 Schrand and Zechman (2012)§ p¥+ ¢ #-2 PI3EER p 1
8 47 % T 5T 4515 DOC_Firm5 (2 9 3 55 mq1) £4  7 siblid > ¥ &
2P AR T (DOC_Firml)~ = @ & £4F (DOC_Firm2)~ o @ i+ 48 5 2
% (DOC_Firm3)~ 112 o 7 8.3 f6 * 7 4 ff it & % j hfieng o7

(DOC_Firmd) $wsffz4h¢ » BR A= F 1 %> T4 CEO LR H - &
Ay e s g2 BB OC_FIRM4A K 5 1> F 2 5 0 &~ 12T |ogit §F ##-
A8 7 RRE
P(OC_FIRM4, = 1)=F(a, + o,CEOQaccfin, + Controls +industry and year fixed

effects) + ¢ (3)

P(OC_FIRM4, = 1)=F (e, +,CEOacc, + Controls +industry and year fixed
effects) + ¢ 4)
WA(3)2 wit B % R A4 5 BF p % ik CEOaccfin i 5% f in bt ( 4
#=-0201> & 1%z ¥ k) L R AFER HL- Q)L RS % R4 5
BT B % CEOace Adick A% f 4p b ( A#=-0242+ it 1%2 B % ki) » 7 4
FEHEIH2 521 B pIRES - &Ko

25 CEOZ T§3#Maibh¥, ~ T4+ %% 2 TERF &, (OC_FIRMA) 2iejFas

OC_FIRM4 OC_FIRM4
Intercept -1.784" -1.8197
(-21.49) (-21.92)
CEOaccfin -0.201""
(-10.58)
CEOacc -0.242"
(-4.84)
SIZE 0.208™ 0.207°"
(52.00) (51.75)
BTM 0.045™" 0.042"
(3.75) (3.50)
ROA 0.407™ 0.398™"
(12.33) (12.06)
SALESGROWTH 0.379" 0.379

(31.58) (31.58)
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%5 CEO Tg¢pnt ¥k ~ T4+ ¥ 2 THAR A 7, (OC_FIRMA) 2 ik % (¥)

OC_FIRM4 OC_FIRM4

GENDER 0336 03437

(7.47) (7.62)
AGE -0.008™" -0.008™"

(-8.00) (-8.00)
TENURE 0.001 0.002

(1.00) (2.00)
Year Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes
Adjusted R? 0.3447 0.3439
N 119,923 119,923

L$fice fdcd 3o 48 5 t 3§ o

27T £ i 1% ~ 5% ~ 10% gk A E K o
3.5 gdcs VIF @355 10 » & £ 52 194 o

o~ FEEEHRRI(Z)
B BRIEY o FEEAE P T2 R%¥# OC_FIRMS % B %#ic hd 778
HERFTpReEn o BT HpEs 6% 5 nREE - MRFE *334
v mkgﬁa? (DOC_Firml)~ = @ ZpfiH £%F (DOC_Firm2)» m 2 2 @ & 5%
f# ¥ 2 % (DOC_Firm3) & & % XSINVEST ADJ - ACQUIRE_ADJ 1 %
DERATIO_ADJ % #ic3 # if » & k3§ B H1 & ,;;,Jb H2 A wjid = 4o i i fo)
T = ;2 (ordinary least squares method ) z_ 5§ 2 %] (5)£2 (6):& 7 iRl & *
XSINVEST _ ADJ / ACQUIRE _ ADJ / DERATIO _ ADJ = ¢, + o,CEOaccfin,

+ Controls +industry and
year fixed effects +& (5)

&
H

‘,\“.'r

XSINVEST _ ADJ / ACQUIRE _ ADJ / DERATIO _ ADJ = e, + o, CEQacc,
+Controls + industry and
year fixed effects+&c  (6)

WA (B) 2 RS % R B A 6 B+ p % # CEOaccfing & & % #
XSINVEST _ADJ - ACQUIRE_ADJ - DERATIO ADJ % % f 4p M ( tadic (BE¥4H) A
5] % -0.019 (i 1%2 & %k %) + -0.005 §-0.010 (i& 5%z A -k #)) > 4 < B H1

RS PR e 4
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%6 CEOz MégyMndE &t TERP G

(XSINVEST_ADJ/ACQUIRE_ADJ/DERATIO_ADJ) 2 it ff 4 %

XSINVEST_ADJ ACQUIRE_ADJ DERATIO_ADJ
Intercept 0.3777 -0.112 0.165
(2.89) (-1.01) (1.12)
CEOaccfin -0.019™" -0.005 -0.0107
(-4.58) (-1.42) (-2.01)
SIZE -0.003™" 0.070™" 0.0717
(-3.97) (87.10) (65.63)
BTM -0.109™" -0.026™" 0.097"
(-38.70) (-10.62) (27.52)
ROA 0.446™" 0.120™" -0.223""
(56.42) (18.41) (-27.61)
SALESGROWTH 0.092"" 0.041™" 0.007"
(33.72) (17.05) (2.12)
GENDER 0.019" 0.070™" 0.068""
(1.85) (7.49) (5.82)
AGE -0.002”" -0.002"" 0.0001
(-10.24) (-10.55) (-0.87)
TENURE 0.0003 0.0002 0.0007™
(1.21) (0.85) (1.99)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R 0.0887 0.1373 0.0872
N 90,952 90,461 60,478
18T H ot 3o 28N 2 1338 -
27NN w4 T i 1% ~ 5% ~ 10% 0k BE R o

3.2 %2 VIFE3= |3 10> m = 42 P47 -

A 6)z2 k- &3 & 7 7maesp iy o p % B CEOacc; & & % #
XSINVEST_ADJ *ACQUIRE_ADJ ~DERATIO_ADJ % &5 % § #p B ( 148 %] 5 -0.045 ~
-0.038 -0.025 » 4 % iE 1% ~ 1% 5% BF F -k ) £ B £ i H2 o
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%7 CEOz Mg %4, 2 THRH G
(XSINVEST_ADJ/ACQUIRE_ADJ/DERATIO_ADJ) 2 it ff 4 %

XSINVEST_ADJ ACQUIRE_ADJ DERATIO_ADJ

Intercept 0.375 -0.111 0.166"
(2.87) (-1.00) (1.12)
CEOQacc -0.045™" -0.038™ -0.025™
(-3.78) (-3.51) (-1.94)
SIZE -0.003™" 0.070™" 0.0717"
(-3.98) (87.05) (65.55)
BTM -0.109™" -0.026™" 0.097""
(-38.78) (-10.65) (27.53)
ROA 0.445™ 0.119™ -0.224™
(56.26) (18.32) (-27.69)
SALESGROWTH 0.092" 0.0417 0.007"
(33.76) (17.06) (2.12)
GENDER 0.019 0.0717" 0.068""
(1.88) (7.52) (5.85)
AGE -0.002™ -0.002" 0.0001
(-10.28) (-10.65) (-0.92)
TENURE 0.0003 0.0002 0.001™"
(1.31) (0.81) (1.99)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
Adjusted R? 0.0887 0.1374 0.0872
N 90,952 90,461 60,478
1. $#ETEA0L 3o B8P 5t o

Kk Kk

2. TN A T E 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%n i B R o
3. & %2 VIF @is ]2 100 & £ A2 B 3E o

T ARREHRRI(Z)

APRFELRREALEAR P T M gk & 5 12 OverScore5 B~ % R A e #E %
# OC_FIRMS - ik J s H1 22 i3 H2 2 = 4™ e0 OLS 2§ ##-3(7) & (8)ie 1+
R
OverScore5, =F (¢, + «,CEOaccfin, + Controls +industry and year fixed effects) + ¢ (7)

OverScoreb, = F (¢, + ,CEOacc, + Controls +industry and year fixed effects) +& (8)
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WA(N)2 m %% R E> 4 8- &1 p % #ic CEOaccfin ¥ J& % #c OverScore5 &
B p b (R8=-0043 > F 1%z ¥ k&) » £ AL FEFR HL §31(8)2 3+
BERENL 8 Kot p %¥¥k CEOacc & &% #c OverScoreS % %% f 4phf ( T2k
=-0.079 > i 1%2 B E k) > A AP EIEH2 55270 B PRS- Ko

%8 CEO2 "¢+ MiBE ¥, ~ T3 %% % "s®ARpH %, (OverScore5) 2

@ %
OverScoreb5 OverScoreb
Intercept 0.253 -0.436™
(1.05) (-2.16)
CEOaccfin -0.043"
(-5.96)
CEOacc -0.079™"
(-3.76)
SIZE 0.160"" 0.208™"
(100.54) (126.17)
BTM -0.032"" -0.068™"
(-6.33) (-13.55)
ROA 0.013 0.143™
(1.05) (12.42)
SALESGROWTH 0.119™ 0.175™
(23.58) (34.47)
GENDER 0.142" 0.188™"
(7.44) (9.66)
AGE -0.001" 0.0003
(-2.11) (0.92)
TENURE 0.002" 0.003™
(3.27) (6.1)
Year Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes
Adjusted R? 0.1637 0.2269
N 89,356 89,356

1 $BUEAcL 3o FEBPN 5 LR o
2 N w47 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%5‘?’%& &‘ﬁ%’]‘j‘? °
3

Ll VIF 3] 5 100 & 2 2 B AT -

2 KAZF 7444 OC_FIRMA #2227 OC_FIRMS e 45~ 3% AJZ 12 OverScored; i& 7 ipl » H 4% 7 5 — X o
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* o~ FECHpIEE
e S }gL ( Beber and Fabbri, 2012; King, Srivastav, and Williams, 2016 ) 3 3.4% 3

MBA £ =% F 9 CEO > # iv § HP# 5 b '& 05 ¥ #5% > @ Hiller and Hambrick
(2005)Rldp NPT R G FNBRA G > EFR'G R LD APM - Flt AT Y
71 MBA ¥ = CEO> HiER P Z e it %87 o 2% AF 7 3 & RIRE

EMFEI A ACEO iR T HeRig LpHE X L& MBAY = A& p
AT € Flm o A G ABGURGE o Flpt 0 A7 7 4 CEOMBA # CEO A % ##
7 MBA 5 =% § g # % #ic> #-H ¢7 CEOaccfin % #ic< 3 58 CEOaccfin X CEOMBA
¥ » HE5V(1) 0 & # CEOaccfin #2 CEOMBA &  fica Wb = 4e 12304 » 258 10T 2
Al (9) 5 B Hk¥ > 257 % 2 CEOacc B~ CEOaccfin - #-H &2 CEOMBA % #c% 3§38
CEOacc X CEOMBA - i # CEOacc 2 CEOMBA & % fics B b= s 4] » A5 14
T HCA1(20)

P(OC_FIRM5, = 1)=F(«, + o,CEQaccfin, x CEOMBA, + «,CEQaccfin,
+a,CEOMBA, + Controls +industry and year fixed
effects) + & 9)

P(OC _FIRM5, =1)=F (g, + ¢,CEOacc, x CEOMBA, + «,CEQacc,
+a,CEOMBA, + Controls + industry and year
fixed effects) + & (10)

BAl9) e 3t 8 % o BT 4 90 4o P 404 % i CEOMBA #2 & % # OC_FIRM5
TREFIPM (38=0.087 if 1%z B ¥ k%) FF %3 MBA § 1 CEO A
B3V R S % 7] 0 @ 474 % #ic CEOaccfin 22 & % i OC_FIRMS & &8 % § 4p B
(% #=-0240 > & 1% 2 g ¥F L®) > L AAFER HL - & 2 f 78 ¥k
CEOaccfin XCEOMBA ke 7 &g % (e 5 & ( %#=0.042) 7 & €3 M % § 2
CEOR p A EXHLEHLE MBAT F A »rixd » P PmA LTy
B F o

A (10) e Bt R kA A 90 B %4 AT 404 % % CEOMBA £ b % #ic
OC_FIRM5 % g % it 4p B > 37 MBA%xﬂmCEOﬁ}ip M R G s A (TR
#=0.096 > i¥ 1%2_ %8 ¥ -k &) 4| % #ic CEOacc 2 i % # OC_FIRMS % %8 ¥ § #p
B (% #=-0.228 » i 1%4%?:5}44@) A ER OH2 oom 4 B P % B
CEOaccyy XCEOMBA % #cst 7 & % iz 5 & (% #=0.105)> ™A~ & ¢ 3% § 2 CEO
WRA GRAEY EXHEMBAF BB S L o

H
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49 CEO2 Mg#Mith ¥, ~ Tg# 2%, - TMBA$H , 2 TERF G
(OC_FIRMS) 2 it 3%

OC_FIRM5 OC_FIRM5
Intercept -1.837" -1.844"
(-22.40) (-22.49)
CEOaccfin x CEOMBA 0.042
(1.17)
CEOacc X CEOMBA 0.105
(1.22)
CEOaccfin -0.240™"
(-10.92)
CEOacc -0.228""
(-12.00)
CEOMBA 0.087"" 0.096""
(4.58) (6.00)
SIZE 0.228™ 0.228"™
(57.00) (57.00)
BTM 0.032"" 0.032""
(2.67) (2.67)
ROA 0.858"" 0.858""
(24.51) (24.51)
SALESGROWTH 0.347 0.347™
(28.92) (28.92)
GENDER 0.324™ 0.325""
(7.36) (7.39)
AGE -0.002 -0.002
(-2.00) (-2.00)
TENURE 0.003™ 0.003™
(3.00) (3.00)
Year Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes
Adjusted R? 0.4153 0.4141
N 119,923 119,923

L3 & TLEACEECE N N STl
TN u i 1% ~ 5% ~ 10% Bk AR E R o
Ll VIF 3] 5 100 & 2 52 B AT -
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T~ BimP ek

CEO #imikini 23 AP G Me » AFLHEMNE M FF2 CEO & H
WA PG b Tk 0PI 1960 &£ 1 2018 £ 119,923 BELplE R F R ()8 €
PHMF J2 CEOApgr s CEO AmFRT > o AP GO iz 5 (QF
WPIWE €34 F2 CEOApfRTH s ¥ 2 CEOpF» W2 €354 §2 CEOEA B
Gt fidg Q)R a LM T RS TR P F nirx I L5 MBA Y
%Hf MBA "R ¢ € Jn K el R p 5 Mo 3 TR cSFénid > BAEHL

ERAFFEHEFE TR ARG TRE AFTRETFREE DA A
LARMATY o

B4 }I;uﬂﬂ P B 2 CEO g ¥Mar2 €353 5 0 2% KRG D
o e 58 (Matsunaga et al., 2013; Custédio and Metzger, 2014 ) - & 35 P43 7 F
#A T e BF o H et 5 B (Ying and He, 2020) o e & > x ¥
7 @;}%%fm »CEO thiE R p 7 € & ¢;‘;% ki i f om eni¥ (Heaton, 2002,
Malmendier and Tate, 2005, 2008; Schrand and Zechman, 2012) - 77 3 % 3> & P4 7%
g R CEO@E‘.E G RE BT RET - B PREMBET R
CEO: § 2 ¥ aMBR AR F R 5 othen- BT AR A LTRT 2
feop B A gwmw% CEO & b il % ~ 374 % g 1 § 7 R34 % & 2 CEO
gFLEPF KA 6 BB A2 FIREFT Y 1{,@??;,;&@@“ R 3k
WP Wi e BEV R E €345 £ CEO duE R p G MR e e gt
ARET o AT FIRE mz»g;“t% CEO z i B p 1 fides et 38 42 7 0 Jis r{g
};J'f,%l;e ‘;‘_(k,fiﬁmlu/? o A Al A el B iES 7}{1&;?)};& s PR R A E
dE i L B R4 o gttt ,T*up Bra oo A HEEEVHRELELYE CEO
FEDTREBERLTY CHEATEA T BATRTIRF O BV ITL T
HEE CEOELT LA ¢ MR (4 ST R

BAEAEHR > SEBADFF A RFFTIoLK > b ~AAGT R 2
PTRRTE O BERPEE AL AP FRELE MBAF R > 1t
SEFHBT I L EF AR CEO R ks ainG R p 7 TR HELEEA LB
FPRHEp L PP T2 EHE -G UEFTVHHCEOT S €4 FHHE

B GHEe N gELIFAR 7 EMNF -

e
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342

5 &02017 R p GCEO AR B8 P RXVFFRE TN 5 295 44 ¢
105-145 -

Mz~ EE G R e 0 20200 BGIRER PG~ RIEL FEAARRE
voEg ;148 1 87-134 -

FRACERE SR 2k 20130 FRFERP G R REE B EH
sG> BEASHFFEET > % 25% 28 1 129-160 -

Féiafﬁf 2018 - WA A 1 E I“"“zﬁ%w\i FAEFEEeeg ? kg 8T g%

SrEdy c MirERE T 0 5 26 5 43 14599 -

’g&p grgl g > 2011 - “-‘;/— AERP GHSIPRTEEDEE -T2
B o F%zz~$ﬁ¢§?1l » % 19 % 4 ¥ :89-118 -

WA MZEEEEE2017 SRAEED CEFALTLIMG SHFEE
T % 17 X 14 1 1-220

Ahmed, A. S., and S. Duellman. 2013. Managerial overconfidence and accounting
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