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2006) """, FESCHEATFE H, Block Al Thams (2007 ) "' DL -7 7 1560 1 1 96 [ Q7B 28 =) i 5 4
b5 G A K T, 45 R S B, A H AR S A, A Y A BN (R R B2 CEO
B EREIE) R A A A K H R AT, Al A BRASS AL 2 B0 K S

2. 3T R B AR A 0 i B

A M 7] T ZE M A ol 19 — A T8 B AE R AR A8 R 2 8% B AR, ifi L A A 2% B 5.
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G AR T B K208 TR B r, 7 BRE KW S ok i, gl 236, KRl & M
XTAE 25 H AR 0938 K i 5 R AR K T P . ROk, AR SO N CEO (AT QB ZE 2
FVGR G 75 25 = A7 Tk B S0 Aol X 3 e 4R 28 5% H bR %) 38 3K 23 ok B & KO i K3 S 1

(1) CEO Tl 7 B pAF B4, 505 Al 2 A7 38 = /K F- B9 K 91 5 1] ( Le Breton-Miller 1
Miller,2006) "', —J5ifif , % CEO 2 3EMRMEHUK A , e KIS, B0 1) T R BUIH & K B0, %
PR TRINIE | bban il 15t g i A A, B 25 2R ORI 5 ) (9 SR8 O3 — 5 Tl %8 % CEO 231
TR T A B AL, Sl 45 T DA &, A )1 AR AR AR Ok B 4 T 1) Rl s e, A T R 4R

(2) AR bR 1% 7K 1Y T 2 25 fff 30 A b A 3 5 7K F B9 K 38 = 19] (Le Breton-Miller A1 Miller,
2006) "', Wennberg % (2011) " 4 Hi , BF A BUTE 5 10 9 %55 B LK T A 058 2 A 5% I R 1 % 16
Al A5 B A A0 T T LR 22 R Al ) B R AR S A T B g Al S B TR K A B R
S R 38 7 WAL B R R B O 1 — 3 4, Al AT XA ol A o BB I JEK O 5 ( Block Al Thams,
2007) " A B ANV AL 28 JE AR AR A S 5 F Al PR ( Zellweger,2007) T B R A 1L RS
R 14 R 1A o A B TG 7R 38 19 R R Al 4 B 06T 1) I kI 94 W (T 4745 ,2014) L IR R K
FIA 25 W0 G A Ml 9 BT AT 2 B ol PR A BRSO A K kR BT LA K I 3 H RN
e H1 i #5 % 4  # ( Le Breton-Miller Fil Miller,2006) "',

3) R TIRFFRWGE A E KA B A E &S AR S m . ZEA AR5 48 N Hh
S 5 M 56 S KOG R RAZERR L 55, BRI XUB (Le Breton-Miller A1 Miller,2009) ™7, By LA %t i
KA T AR A KR o 78 T I 50 1) 25 A5 2, G Ik S e Z B K IR 26
SZ BN . I LA S 7 2% X R AR 400 H b A 38 SR 2 il RO Al A E K B K S
(Lumpkin Fl Brigham ,2011) .

3. /NG

2 3 e A A, S A A Al S Al A B R K S B9 4K 0 5 1) ( Anderson Il Reeb, 2003 ;
Gomez-Mejia % ,2007[10] ; Kellermanns 4% ,2008[“] ), FEF N AT LA 45 R R K& A7 AE 8 A5
ARG RN % . BAORE KGN £ 2B A XTI 5 B bR B K, i 5005 4
b B A Ak K 30 T 8 A e S 5 SR T A BRI R A FRBUOE S, R A A 2 A B AL
S K91 5 1 B9 P 45 . IE 4 Le Breton-Miller 1 Miller(2006) ") FiF 138, 52 1 i 5% B4 A ) A 56 4 28 3%
A 38 SR S SR Al A7 1 00 5 i 4R 1L T ) Pl A R G TR R £ 0 AR R 9 B B A A
PRI JE 2 i A KR 25 o (HR, ST RIS 5 MAE L 3 H A5 X0 5 w52 i i it 2 K 2
FUE B AEBAE 2 10, WA 19 8 S0UE (A 56, A 2R R Ok RE AR5 & 185 M B E AT A 56

T AR 1 X G A ol B 3 B 1 2

MR 23 A v AT L B SRR RO AR 28 5 B AR AR AR 2 05 Al A 5 s 7K B 130 1), R
LA T 0 2 R FIE A AT R AT 47 G A A MR AT R 7 83 X SCHR i A B AT DL
WA B 58 SQTE 1 I 5 1] % SR A Ml (%) S ORR BN 3 B PR T RS2 e . P R A RO R W KK
3995 1) X SR A ML SRR FE 0, LG WA BIFFE AR R A T 1) 10 G A AR AR R Y R, S M
X/ M AT KU 45 % (Sharma 45,1997 ) 7[R it ] i 23 5% BRI 8 4 U4 S5k RSk i e SR AT
AN BEAR AT XU 5 8 AL as , W G A A S R T AR R, (H A BIF ST R, K 5 ) S K
T A M B A 3, 450 5F [l i 58 AR X 85 R, X g A ol 1 0 55 i e A AR AR D ( Lumpkin
Brigham ,2011) """ | J& 52 % 4 b 35 4 £ 38R b 4 M4 11 55 %2 3¢ Y5 ( Miiller 1 Le Breton-Miller,2005) >,
DAL K30 5 1) B 77 A6 A R 382 85 50 0 Al 9 55380 K F ( Hoffmann 45,2016) ™ A5 2 % Hitig
AR A (R ) 4 B X SRR A Ml SR 5 I, R A A FE AR SR Al AT Y IR
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P, 2 S A T Hb 5 5K S0 5 B0 R ke [T, R R T 0T S A, EL A B T AR A R0 S (2R
2018) 1 ERAYSCEE BRI T KIS 1) X SR A L SR R R B SR ROT AR SR R e L K
SRABD AR SCIRAK AR N T AR . TT LU Y, 56 T 0 5 1 6 S0 Al S5 R0 R B BT 5 R B
IR 5 % B9 R B AT 20T, T KU 45 2 Bl 375 0 80— A S A L AT K00 5 1 45 R Al Bl
W B0 B G 2R T LA — A B G A S R, T EL B 6 T 3 5 1 % R A M 3 3 B i
PR B IR A, PR I AR SC 5 8 B AR TR 5 il o R £l B 3 Bh i S A Y . Bk R L LA
S TR G 1 5 FE AL B Bh 2 I0] 56 2R B0 4510 VB A A AR — B, AL EE A R L IE 1)
A RIS A4 =l 0 A5

L. 4 1 A

A 2 XRG4 375 30, 5 A KR AT R, R IR B E M. WA H N, B K
J09 5 160 B B M A b A X L AR R SF (Sharma 45,1997) ¥ 7R ffpe S I 2 B IE R IE F AL H
B, S5 1 B3 BB 505 % 00 5% I A s 1 T 4T 448 i 2 (Haall 25 ,2001) 70 A5 48 /N0 i 1, DAk
1R3IE R 22 5 (9 K301 2 %, DRI RS 2 7 725 XU 19 810\ % 30 ( Gomez-Mejie %5 ,2007) ', [ THE 4
FEPRZ A, RS 25 B AR RIS, A BT 20 F W, A K 005 16 A9 50 % A ol AL 5 5 e
BB AR, LAl A 8K 69 5 iy, 2 S 1 T XU B3R ( Gomez-Mejia 45,2007 ) 117 A% 4 %
T A ol A R 6 4 U B P, SR IBUAR ST 4 W U A0 T AR NG ( Gentry %5,2016) 70 BRI, A K015 16 Y
TR Al 22 R g R T i 9 A 28 0% RS AN 28 0% BT , SR BBULRE S 90 15 W2 SR W, 0 A B AT A o

2. 1F [ 4 JH e G e e

Zellweger (2007 ) ! b 67t 1] 45 P 5 337 S 0F 285 B8, A IA A, AN 98 2 500 £ e J2 ol 52 £l oy 4%
G Bk A T A2 v L 2 3 SRR B A IR B /N A B IR T A K T 1 B R
L JBEAR S, AT 2 D 2 S0 R, A T R A XU A o 33K 2 PR S A8 495 110 W AR 9 7 S M
2800 T ) Y T AR, T M S R AT Bl B I i 3 P2 5% 520 4 b B9 Bl 3% 3 ( Lumpkin 4
2010) 0 WL, K31 S 1) 2 8 G A b A AR £ R 1 B A AT B A e, K3
S 1) 0 G A T TS R 25 A OC A ST K06 & AR A3 B £k £ ¥E AR (Siebels Hl zu Knyphausen-
AufseB,2012) "7 52 i 5% k23 R 450 T AR BIIE HL2s SR B4R BEAR 2 IR RIS 8 . BRIL LA, Y
A A B KT B K30 5 B B T AT s R Al B P AN IR TR v S BT 1 A Wi SR T
L9135 B (Zahra %5 ,2008) " AT BIBIE 20, DI, Zellweger (2007) ) 48 Y, A4 K 301 5 1) ) 51 £l
A0 5 ) B ol T RE S HEWE TR A4 W5 1 et L, Hen, 76 KUK A R B 1 00 T, 1390 5 17 1
FMEA M 2 BEGE TR 0l 4 5 6 050 |, sl 2 1 [0 900 5 0 B 00, 45 98 1 IXUR: 85 B 000 o A o
AT L A Ry A K 5 1) B R A A KT, AT XU A e B B

Zellweger (2007 ) ! fy 0 15,2 56 T X BB AR B0 AR 9 43 H7 75 10 0, 2 BN 28 556 27 1) B R 8 K 00 S 1)
5 G A L AR R 2 B 06 B A B AT, AT 2 AT I A L % S B R K )
S i) 5 WAL 2 18] Y 26 R ABOE @ RE . AN, Zahra 25 (2004) PO K S0 B AR R R
SO B — 2 KR AT G R Tl 0L, il 32— ol A T 075 £ A R ol SC Ak B I i e ) R
JOE T X 4 o 2R 6 0 e, 0 SRR A 5 D 0 Ml T A O 1) U 5 A ok IV 45 R 4 R A )
] o BRI UL, 015 1 60 G T A 2 R SR O R W BT Rl B T XU 2, SR R B T g
AN L AR 8 7, AT S (5 B 355 R B3 TS T RS 0 M B0 3% 8, R 2 IR AR B T AT B 0
T o R, R 45 o 7 4 B A T Sk A TR B T R A TE B XU, AT LA R e £ Al K 9 S
R Al A — R B R AT KT 33 9 R S KRR 1 SC Ak, IR 4% B 3 O A T S 1 01
(Hitt 45 ,1996) " BF 572 W, B 4 11 15 G0 1 Aol 100 Bl S22 T AR G 56 2R BV J00 5 1) 2 i 0t %
B (Zahra 25 ,2004) 200 0 R, — MR UL, B B4 A R G AR BN SR A K S 16, A
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WA R B BE R A (Schmid 48,2014 ) ", Eddleston % (2012) ' A Z IS H & A N K
) R RS — A SR AR A3, 3 Rl SCAk 2 Ml 16 5 0 58 96 R 2 6 IR 803 2 b o 30 AR B
RRAE R, 28 R A A KU e R L T LK 5 5 Al B A 5 S A 1) TR s T K
FF 5% B 7= i TE G B T 3% (Miller F1 Le Breton-Miller,2005) ',

3. B A B B e

MR B ST T LA, — 7 T, A K05 1) B S Al T X 5 G 1 B Al 48 B H R A2
LR B 2 1 T DX 10 b, AN SR AT B 3% 30 5 5% — 7 T, 8 M Aol 1) K 309 5 1 A Il 35 3l 4R 3t 1
TR b PR TR R AT KO X PR P S B S — 52 B %% % 8912 48 48, Lumpkin 45
(2010) IR g, 3 i) BT Ft 6 B TR 5 1 S A 5 ) 50 i M P Sk v 56 R SR BT S B R 3ot
FREG, b T 00l 1 7T LA 3 00l phe 5 04T R, BT LAAE 3 6 Ik S 1 20 AN BRI T R TR
) g 5 A 4 B 22 [A] 56 A 0 A i A

A 5 i) B 55— 3 XU R R TR A, R B AT B — A AR . KR
A Ml AN g K3 A A B T SR LGS S IR B A5 B 7 30 8 R A K 0 1 A 5 A S A T
G R RT A Fr 42 1, 2 38 2o 3k A 7 R o) KU AR HELAT A I L, 8 Al K S0 5 e R KU
FR A 7KCF B4 ( Lumpkin 45,2010) 7,

Al 5 16 B 55 A2 B R T 4 O S i Ml AR B T Gk T BT AT R A 5% T S 4 i BV
SR A b B X T 4l bR S R B2 ST, A5 I I 3 4 O B fE R AR E A, T RE 2 e A i R
T L 32 4 BB 4 UK 0 Al Py 7 25, 0 R0 0 % A M T A W T R k5 HL i A U AT A AR L X 7E
KR AFI o I LS Al (9 1 309 5 1) 588 , 525 4 HE I (99 7K -8 % ( Lumpkin 45,2010) 7%,

AL 5 B 55 = R BT R T TR IR 5 WL S 5 3 A R R R e T
Tl B %% g o BT T L A 8t X A A 1 SR, e 3 2 1 R SR 2 A K i 1]
JESR 22 J5 A4 B B e A I 0 T R - AF B0 R KA N I A K ) A R A T A 5 %
33K ol I 5 5 3 BT o 3 1 2 SR T i 2 A 2 A B T AF 1IN ) 22 A S K ) ) T
DL fi 3 ol it B Bt 20 5 4 6 T A 0 R A BN O T AT AR L S A B K ) 5 )
Si S, B39 P A 7K OF- 438 185 ( Lumpkin 45 ,2010) %7

Al 5 16 B 465 DU A 2 B R BB 2 A AR R BT BIL 20 T A 1 5% o SR R el
s B FRBE HEAT BB RT3 2 — P X R SR B e . LS B, £l A bR Ak R
I, 7E 35 4 0 T 2 AL L2y, BRI — 5 R 5 BRI T A9 o BT LA, S Al A 130 5 1 e
BURL A 7K F- 43 8 5 ( Lumpkin %5 ,2010) 1,

Al 5 1] 55 AN BT R A T 4R MR TE IR R WAL S MR L 55 & R I it sr 4 . 78 K
T B 2 Aol P, YA P T LR P LR 3, DA YA T B AN TR 2 I R R AT 55, X R B s
AR o T B SRR . T L K S B R A 2 B T O A, A T AT £ AR bk
WL BT R A TR A KT 2 5 7 A B AR TR R BT A BT L, SOl i K S
li) 1 58 , [ 94 7 /K - 5 ( Lumpkin 45 ,2010) 1,

4. INGE

Wb TR 3BT R AT LU Y 1 PR U T 22 0 3 6 S Al 5 1 ) IR 7R L R S 4 RO S
ANMERE T IE 1] 4 UL A5 22 56 T 0 2 0l T i 6 R0 L RRUR P A A X S AN (K I
1) 5 A0 5 1) AN 4 JBE 22 1] A 96 R0 R — B, 5 BAUL M % 08 . A K S i) 0 B Al R 7 4
AT, B T4 BE RO B B, R 4 RO R A HE R S R AR SO AU A
FE V0 15 AN, 52 1 e i LK 305 1) 0 Bl 5 o) 4 448 B F S I AR — 380, 0 1% % I B TR 3%, K 40
S 1] 45 A Bl I B 2 6] 0 56 R AT RE 2 LA R R, LA FEAEAE T S IS B F MR R

203



BELE,REE FRLUMPHKBESOARGRAERE

TG AR MY AN [) B8 2 i 45 AL A AT B8 23 52 mi K 0] S5 ) ARV Z 18] 89 5 22 o BRI RS, BT A AL 2R B AR
IINFE—FE TR b 2 B0 5 M Al 8 53 % 4l oA 5K 19 8% ( Lumpkin 47 ,2010) "1 56 SR Al (9 81l 7
AN o BT LA A 1] 5 S A b 22 18] 5 R 23 S 2%, LS 8 DR 2R 2 A B F A

AN S AR I

S [R] [ 0] A8 B2 5 AL R A S A M e U - 0 T2 o ) i) 1 Dy — I 1) S 1, 32 B A
A S AR 2 AT B0 S (253 B MR AN 4T,2013) ' 3l 3 SCHRAR B0 & B, 2 5 T 00 12 110 B A 3
FAEARZ 4o B 5, B X G Al b R 30 5 1] B 58 7 HL s SC AR 3 R ) i 25 7 T O B0 3K il —
4, 300 B 1 5 16 7 S 0 Al P A R R S — A K B9 A9 ( Lumpkin A1 Brigham ,2011)™, 7E 5
SCT5 T A o ST T ) B0 SR K LR VR — AP SO s (EUL , AT 3 A R e 1) 2 — AR
625 PSRN Bl KM T SRS A1, b A 2 A K e 2 RO . X =l L A7 A
Gk, RIOGITEARA o AR 4EETT T, RFR 732 35 BRI Y] S 1) 2 SR A &, AT 2 3 DA I D) 9 i 2
ZUER & TR T, 3B AT TR A ) 4 U A PR O 5 (R AR T AR B N RE S A A
DAY 16 A9 AR T L 00 B A ARG o R, 2 A 13l AR B Al FE AR S Al AT
1o 7K P B R 1), 2 A P TR A SR AT — R AT AP A R RN B P A AR 2 T E AR A IESKR
i S A 5% 7 E R AE BB TR M ) e i 9 DR SR 5 R SR A BRI SR A B A R K I AR
T ARz b G T A B R G004 S 4 30 5 1] (9 e SRR 3 1 Ak ik o (ELR BUA WF AL 3001 5%
{3 P 7 TR R A Ml A 3 1) KR W 9 B 5 I8 0 A L R 7 A RE ) S it ) S i e
U, BUAT SCHR e I 5 18] 23 45 G A Ml Ay o — 7 119 5 40 000 3, Ao G0 A oMb 128 40 326 % A oMb ) B
B SR, BUA BT A A2 LA RS 0TS 1) X S 08 A ol Bl 37 3 52 00 7 1) F1RR JBE A — ECAY ), X6F
FCAE PP B 58 D R B WE ST A o ik — 2D 4 g o i R S 1) X M i Ml vk 2 22 78 Y T B X
FEAT BIF S 1) Jay BRE , A% SR I 24 2 SR Aol oo A 300 e 1) O R 9, 7 28 A SR TR LA AT T o

L PR | N SOV BT 157 s (et e T B S G A I RS R P g TN P S I G S S R § 7
H I B AR — RSOl Ja ok E TR B WE S A 5 R N B A [R] G SO T 357 1 5 3L, 45
H BT AR, LU A 2 3 A D K S e R — RO A (UL B A o B R Ak X R YA
POURBRA B RGE —, KIS R TR 47 KRIFFREZK? IF A —A LR W B 5 & 2
(e o (AT LU M 3 26 [ (9 5 SO — S8 ), BIVROBUA) W 287 1) 2 T . AR SR, 1 K
95 1) B9 WF 5 R R Z SN WL [R] 7 HE 2 o A LI [A) A % UL IR R ORT S 32 L ] ( Das,
1990) 10 22 4, % LA ] ™ RV B B Ao F IR OR A, A 0 A ) TR P SRR AR, < 3 UL ] R
A A R 2 0 52 T 00 8 , S [ g KT T B8R 2 2 S [ Ay (i AN A 245 ,2012) T i A
AT ER 3 A A J2 0y BRI R AR B T A ATTORE A 8] 8 SRR o ARSIy, G Al v A A 2 5 ) 2 5K
TG AR M A5 AT B S5 R Al 851 3 3 4 52 64 2 0L I T R S, A [ Y 2H 2R R R B9 LR R —#
o PG, 78 ZE 05 A L B30 i W58 b, TE s 4 B A B ek 8] 8, RS G0 A ol B 7 B R
s AROK ] LA AR A R T 1 i o e g ai il R S ) — O R ) RO T 2
T o R ALEE TR RIS R 2 KT X, AR T A I A fE IR SE o

5 AR R IT R IR T A R R R R R B B SR R i A 2 A 7 A
TEIFA R, R 22 HOCTE T 5 1] 9 JLAS I3 T, AR A0 B %) HOME A B E A7 0P A o AR SO, 1 2k
T 1] A B TR S A B E LR T R A R R R R R R T
F B2 GRS B — 200 BUA G5 Al SCRR P A S ) S 1) B (9 T8 R HEAT SR BT, 9 0 SR Al 5
B BEAT VTR, 0 IR AULATT X R 3] S 1 ) B A R b AT AT B ) e g B — SO, ST R T
SCHR ANV A 45 2R, #1551 S 160 A S Y @ i), O BEAT 2 B, AT BE 22 4 1) M AT LS e )
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] BIHE AR 5 55 8 th 2 WFF 0 4 16 9 4% 45 00 20 07 o , 0N I 45 00 kK 000 5 1 W) S 4 1 4%
H 0 5% H Bt 5 55 = 2000 008 30 9 1301 5 10 4% I 728 1 50 R i 52 B 3 RE 08 1] 25 19 JEL 4k i T, O
Bl 2 T 2 BT 5, — A T 2 W 2 5 685 DU M A M BT 9 RN M il S B 2 % vk A
H7E 22 R B b T LS e sl A% 2 K 00 5 i), A 00E < 3005 1) 3 1) P 2380, O LA 02 75 A R0 R
W Y BV, AT VRRE 5 58 AR MR AT PR TR 2, 45— R TR 2 A T BT L R K 31 16 4 A 4
TR, 55 — U T A5 K 300 1K 005 1) 3 AR B DX AT R A D B A T A R )
TR, TP ATIE VT T T AR I, 75 B0 T 0 K300 5 1 R 2 (0 BESR R SE 0 ,2014) 1T

55 = WP G A K 35 1 ) BV L R il K 00 5 ) 2 0 i Ay O B D
T L U T R 2L TR A 3 O A S B Q0TI T S 4 P 1 K R R o
O 1 254 45 - (Felin %5 ,2012'* s Barney 1 Felin, 2013 ) . D4 o B2 75 4 B0 i 20 4 2 T (9 R 42, 5
T B SRR S B SY O LR . A DRSS A RS R A 10 B £l R A K5 1)
(Block 1 Thams,2007""*" ; Lumpkin % ,2010""°") | i L3 Fft 32 000 BRAHE ) R 2 B0 IT 24 0K % WLAF 1F
Fy , T2 6 31 26 G2 Al 4 Jo sk oy ST I o S 40 B 9% i L 9 30 5 1) 2 ] 7 A
VAL I, B 58 B I A S8 DA KAt 45 3R, - 4 T 0 A R, THT 2 S R R\ HE AT R A, 0 R
ol TP A R B AR E R i 225 RIVRE L R R Al 4 R 155 4 PR 25 5 L R 3 48 9 43 22 1] ) A L
PR, BIMR S8 S Al K S 160 (0 PO IE Bt o R il v 9 2 M A Ml 9 S AR T 28, e L e e
(SR 5, LE AN B N A BE N T A0 AS B 45 A AT 80 40 R U0 A0 o il o e R 1) 1 LA S A
022 00 B AR E AR P, 2 B 1 08 B 7 W7 7 2 R il 3R B KB e i T L, 0 sl v B A
P R R I 5 DR R 4 S AR R A D AF e AR K 2 55, SR b PR 3t T 22 T3 1), o 0 il K 300
S 1) UL BE R B T ST LS B IF 5 2 B0 A 50 2 il o 30 5 i 2 A A 7 2 AR AL B, o B T
WF5E H  SE A Ml A AR 305 4l A 3 8 K P K 00 5 1) B T2 U DRI DA B AR ) 2 0 il K 30
1] B4 K SPAETE 22 S IR o BRI, ABMOULAN R ER 2, 3 G 4l P AN A B R B Ak 22 ) A Ak 5
UL PR 2 22 1] ¥4 K B A T ( Felin 1 Foss,2005) 07 2 B 52 1 Al 430 ¢ 1 o B A BFIE N2

55 DU oF 5 Al 5 K e 1 HEAT B R RS o 6 SO il £ B 5 L T RO 2 K 4 %)
G Al K 391 5 1 54 376 BBIL A, (EL L SV MO 2 U O AR 8 3K 75 0 K 30 5 1 4 TG B AR . R b
YR —Rh 4L, B2 2 W Z 9 R 5, 2 WL S0 (9 UL 45 F R A 2 A B AR T 2 5 2 41X A
PAHH B ), 58 5 4 A0 3 000 A4 R L B A A S0 4] 82 W) 20 20 A B RS Wt 4 T M TR A 4L 4L g B4, B
FREB R WBIF ST (B FIREBE 35 ,2012) 0 0 BRI, B30 40 1 Ml 50 £l 9 K 300 5 i), 20 0F 4% 31 K 4
b 315 1) SR i R BIL A, 4R TR 5 1 2 X R A A A B L R 3 S B R A A A%
(), 7B 7 B AT B SR R SE , N A BT 1 . OISRl P AR B0 o S AT M A B R
T 3 S 166 A 0 JELAE S KR S L R T R T R R A K 39T S ), R A K 3 1)
75 LR AR 1T 5 0 50 Al A AT VL BA BRI AT A, 3K 2 8 2 oA Sl (L5 6 1 4 )

5, TS SRR AE 1 P A BT S S A K 0 S 1] B BE D %, De Massis %5 (2014) ™2 iy
FUA 75 75 BRI BE 1 IR IR A6 I G b A 2 e B AR 3K 47, B — Rl AR G TR
12 5 A6 2 5 E AR (938 R0 K300 5 1 B B2 M), e v, Xl 2 8% FLAR 936 SR8 500 il A 388 L o
KI5 1) B S 4 A USRI I T A AT LA I 5 1 B3 T AL 0 v M St
KU1 i B D ELR B 5 R B G ol 2 75 A E T SEHE KT I 3 . AR SCA R Al ke
SR KI5 16 B BE 7, BV A8 BRI I A L, BV ot 285 H RSB SRR B, AR — i A K
WIS B X RE A R R T S 2T SO AR 2, 7T T AN I G b A AT S g i — 25 T
it , AR T G A M BF S B ) 52 3215 6 8 (S 4, 2016) ) A AR e X 50 Al K30 5 1) O BT 5
T L B8 S A 1 75 JE RV 1 I BT, PR A A 81 45 R 28 2 S M MR £l Py K30 1
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A Literature Review of Long-Term Orientation

in Family Business and Prospects
DOU Jun-sheng, WU Sai-sai
(School of Management, Zhejiang University , Hangzhou , Zhejiang,310000 , China)

Abstract: Time is critical for family business who wants to achieve long-term development. In recent years, long-term
orientation has received more and more attention in the field of family business research. However, scholars have not reached
an agreement on some fundamental problems in existing literatures such as unclear definition, erratic measurement, and week
theoretical foundation. Given the importance of long-term orientation to family business, it is necessary to clarify three key
questions at the theoretical level. First,what is long-term orientation? Second,why do family businesses have a higher level
of long-term orientation than non-family businesses? Third, how does long-term orientation affect the behavior of family
businesses? In response to the above questions, this paper systematically reviews 32 articles published in mainstream
academic journals such as Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice,and Family Business Review,and summarizes a research
framework which basically covers all relevant topics of long-term orientation in family business research, attempting to
provide new ideas and inspiration for future research of this topic.

This paper firstly clarifies the origin of long-term orientation research and reviews its definition, dimension and
measurement in the field of family business. In terms of definition,long-term orientation was initially considered as a kind of
national culture,reflected in the individual level is a value that people think highly of future and it will affect people’s
decisions and behaviors. This culture or value also exists at the organizational level that firms pursue long-term benefits and
development. Scholars introduce long-term orientation into family business research and define it from different perspectives.
This paper summarizes three perspectives through reviewing relevant literatures, culture perspective,investment perspective
and tendency perspective,respectively. These three perspectives are not contradictory,but harmonious and unified. In terms
of dimensions, most scholars default that long-term orientation is a one-dimensional construct, and some scholars believe that
long-term orientation is a multi-dimensional construct. In terms of measurement, there are mainly two methods, second-hand
data and questionnaire survey respectively ,but most of them use proxy variables, which cannot fully reflect the connotation of
long-term orientation, and the validity of these measurements has yet to be tested.

Secondly, scholars generally believe that family businesses have a higher level of long-term orientation than non-family
businesses, mainly for two reasons. One is the pursuit of non-economic goals such as long-term tenure, intergenerational
inheritance and family reputation, promoting family members to value future and be willing to make long-term decisions. The
other is the rights of family. Specifically,family management gives family members the power to pursue family goals. Family
ownership provides legitimacy for family to implement long-term decision-making. However, the existing research only pays
attention to the impact of these two aspects on the long-term orientation of the family business, and does not consider whether
the family business has the ability to implement long-term decision-making.

Thirdly, this paper systematically reviews the impact of long-term orientation on the behavior of family business,
especially entrepreneurial activities. According to the existing literatures, there are three impacts, negative impacts, positive
impacts and contingent impacts, respectively. However, the existing research is not enough to explain the inconsistency of the
direction and degree. The mechanism and situational factors still need further exploration.

Based on the significance of long-term orientation to the sustainability of family businesses and the limitations of
existing studies, this paper calls for the promotion of the research on the long-term orientation of family business, focusing

3

on the following five aspects. (1) introducing “subjective time” to reinterpret long-term orientation, (2 ) developing
effective scale of long-term orientation, (3 ) doing research on the microfoundations of long-term orientation of family
business, (4) doing multilevel analysis on long-term orientation, (5) exploring the situational factors that influence the
long-term orientation of family business from the perspective of willingness and ability.
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