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Using a unique dataset of Japanese companies that went public during 1995 to 2004,
this paper empirically studies board turnover-performance relations and its impact on
performance improvement. This paper finds that board turnover increases significantly
with poor firm performance. This is true even after control for the manager turnover.
This paper also finds that manager turnover-performance relations in TPO firms are
weak because of managerial entrenchment. Finally, there seems to be no performance
improvement after board turnover and manager turnover, even when manager leaves

involuntarily.
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1. IXTHIT

201544 H 3 H, A 1404522, JV—7REEN 6 kMHEBZ 5 BAREZRET D0
HETHOLHEN, —HOA 77 LHETRENREFUE R H 72 LT, FilfihZEES%
RE LI EaRBER LI, FilcREERP DRI HICONT, HETHRRE LIRS
HAMBED =R L — K« TRFURICREREEE LT L Eol, ThEST, ERS3
HE GEE - 5% - MSRE) DELLEET TR, < ORFERSPHITR b EHMTIZB VA
Fhle, £z, TOWHICETIE="EFZESORAEREETIE, TORRD 1-5& LT, Bk
BTEZOE=ZY VITHBENAR T+ TholzZ b iEfEN TS

WEOa—R L — b « TNF U AT, B S OEENCERNR Y THA TS (Adams
et al. (2010)), HUHESITABSHIZIB O TERIE ERENRHEN T ONTWAHEETH L &
RS, B OE=4 Y v 7 &2l 0 CTREE LRFERICBIT 5 =—Y = v v — B A KR
SHAEEPFINTOAHEITH S (Fama and Jensen (1983), Weisbach (1988),
Hermalin and Weisbach (1991)),

REELE=Z V7L, BRI TTUIREZT L LREEDH 2 L IR S DR E
BThorld oL, BHREEDOAMELZTHET 5 1 DOFIETZ 5 LIzERREDE (quality)
PHETHZ L THD (John and Senbet (1998), Hermalin and Weisbach (2003)), %
X, BRERT =~ U APMEREFT TV D KD 7, EEARICH > T D REICBNT, Y
FAEDOREF DEFIINC AR I HD  (forced turnover) &) HGUE, WESH /N A -
AJ =21 (Internal Governance Mechanism) 2MB\C\5—2DiEEEEZ5THAH (F
K- HrH (2004)),

N FETEL OMEE DR E#E Turnover (CEO Turnover) & N7 4 —~ 2 ADOKRE
NI B Z & T, #REHE Turnover BNEET /N F U A « A=A LD 1oL L THINIEREL T
WHMMERGEL CE -, £ 2 Tl, &E#H Turnover ($#1Z Forced Turnover) M3{E3/37 4 —
~VVADK NS U THERIZENT S Z & (Kaplan (1994), Kang and Shivdasani (1995),
Abe (1997), Denis et al. (1997), Huson et al. (2001), A - #H (2004) 72L) %
= Turnover BIZITEFENRT 4 —~ U ANFEIZWET H 2 R ERHMESIN TS (Denis
and Denis (1995), Hotchkiss (1995), Kang and Shivdasani (1995), Huson et al. (2004),
T - BTH (2004) 72 &),

15T, ZAETO Turnover 47 TIXFEEH (CEO) IZEANRUTHN TN DA, A
BRORERFENEZ UL, BREBELT CREMELEMLE L > TRHTETHZERH LT L
FEETDH L, BFER Turnover HbNERANNTF U A « A=A LD 1 o5& LTEESITHZEH
ARETHA S, BT (2003) MMEWT S L 912, L OHRBFIIREEDOA T 4T AN
=AALE LT, (1)#EH Turnover & (2) FEH WML Y TTEN, BREZHRENEET
DN CIIERER 2SRRI LT D, #ilxiE, Kaplan (1994a) 13 1981 4E7>5 1984 4F

1 THABBER I, 201544 H 4 B,
2 THARHR ), 20154F7 /1 21 A&,
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W23 D HARDORAEZE 119 thE2 R4, SRR OBLEHRM (total salary and bonus earned
by all directors) ZMH\\T, AR EEHE T 53—~ ZAOBMRE /DI L T D, EE, 3%
AR IR LT, BREEZFOTIRESSEROE EMINBEIND 7 — AN 5D,
C TR E AR TREETLZA- TWNWDL 2L EZR LTS, 29 L2 &226, Turnover
IHTZEBNTH IR SR E R T 2 OIXARRIEE B 2 65 BRES (2003)), F7z,
Bt Turnover (326 < ORFETHEIZAE U TV A, @728 E#H Turnover 734 U B 8HE
TN EEFZ 2D &, Btk Turnover DT # Turnover £V %< O 7%
/O EEARBICT LAYy FbdH D (FIES (2003)),

o T, EHFEOTRERSICET I TIE, DRSNS T D 2 &N EERT +—
VU ADUEIZE LT D00 (Yermak (1996), Eisenberg et al. (1998), Uchida (2011)
728, Bk OMSIMEZED H 2 & (BHESIC 5 5 AR OFIG AT 2 &) 7
BHENRT §—~ ADLEIZHFHEG T DD (Bhagat and Black (1999,2001), Coles et at.

(2008), WHI (2009), ZE (2011), &=k - /NI (2012) 72L), HURFRSHIML - #EERORE
BRI (Baker and Gompers (2003), Boone et al. (2006), Linck et al. (2008), Guest

(2008), =& /NI (2012) 72E), LW olERNEEAELTWDS, L Lens, bh
DINBELEIRY , B Turnover OULEHERFCE D /8T 4 —~< L ARFENRIZONTIHIT LA
FEmIh ooV —F « J = AF 3 Th D,

AFROBINL2 25, #11%, BAROFHENXAR LT, TPO) E¥ELZXGIZ LT, Ik
& Turnover & ¥ N7 +—< 2 ADEI%E (Board turnover-performance relations) %7347
5 LT, B Turnover MINFEIH /N F U A« AH= AL E L THEBEL TWD N E D & REGE
THIETHD, H21%, Btk Turnover |2/ 7 4 —~ V ABGENEN B D0 E ) D& MRGET
Lz EThD,

BRZ, ABARMEAXZRICLT, B Turnover & ¥ X7 4 —~ U AR Z SHT LTV D
FATHFIEIIFET D H DD, $EE Turnover D X 912, B Turnover D/37 4 —~ L Ak
ENRE N L TV DIFEIL DO AR F7E L7V, F72, AR CTIHE% Turnover
% 2 OO (Turnover Rate & Stability Index) TEHEILTHY, Z 9 LIzord £7-910
TORATH D, IHIT, HAMEHEIZIIT D Turnover oW TIXRABEHELE R E LT DHHFERN
Ko Th Y, TPOBHED L I/ TENEELERGUT LI 21T> TV A IS i
DIBEB R T LR, ARROSHNE, BAROKREZEEZIIRITE DI NREEZ TPO
BETEZYTL0E I DERGET D EKEZFF > T 5,

ARE Tl BEARNZEE Y 7 A W CTHUR R Turnover (B3 2 F5E0T 217> T\ 503, H
AEFERNRLT DI LITITRO LD RE®R L H D, FEH Turnover D37 —~ 7 AUER)
R 2 FATHIZEIC IV TUE, KEEHEEZ IR L LIZWITEO KIS 03 /87 4 —~ o AWER)
RE2EHFL WL —FHT, BARBELERRE LR TIXE OFEZFERE RN RINL L TV %, Ahn

3 Hermalin and Weisbach (2003) (2 XL, WNEH NF U R « A B =R L E L TORKEREIZET D0F58E, O
R SRR PR R S B &\ o T2 BRSO FFPEIR O T U TS UEME (profitability) ([C# 84 LI L T\ 5
7, @B S OFRFEIZOIC U CREIE SIS 2B TRERIGENC B E KT L TV D0, @ L A2 EHH
B BAL » BIBLC R Z RITL, TRHIERME & bICHEEL TWD 0D 3 DICHBTE D,
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et al. (2009) %, FCKALFEZRY, HAMNIMAER (individualism) BUEFEIMBTHN &
9 TEARAG] Z52AWICHLT, BANRERRES AT ATHD [ZEEHIE ) 22,
ARNOBERREN T NV—THNOa 2o PR TITbILTWD & L, HARMBEIZE > T
#EH (shacho) MWHEENE I L) BIHGENY —F « 7 = 2F g % L TRESE Turnover
BT 2 FERET 21T > T D, £ 2T, #EE Turnover 78 (ZDH%D) RFENRT —~
AN BERIELTHND E VI FERMFLNRNZ L b, JA—T TCORBRIRENEETH
DT, FEAREF CTHHNTEE IR EREERHT TS 4 ARRROMTE, B Turnover
7207 T < Turnover H > T A7, Ahn et al. (2009) &3 E 25 EEHT 5
P TNNERNT, BARREICBIT 2 EH Turnover O/ 7 4 —<  AWEN R EEET 5 2
& T Ahn et al. (2009) OFEOZ UL FRGET D ERSH D,

F72, Turnover FHTIZIHWNT, PO RELZHHTIHRETHZLITITA Y v FA3H D, Ritter

(1991) (T & 2 FeBREY2ATIELIRE, TPO ORI NT 4 —~ VAR F~v—27 L LTHEkL
TENWEWS T /<~ U — (Anomaly) 1%, HRSETHRIESN, 47 74 T AG8ITBW
TERUL &N 7-5F5 (Stylized fact) @ 12>& LTHLN TS (Jenkinson and Ljungqvist

(2001)) 5, Z®HE (Longrun Underperformance) (& HARKDKXTHIZBWTH BT
720N (Cai and Wei (1997), Hamao et al. (2000), Kutsuna et al. (2002), Yan and Cai

(2003), #iH (2013), [#T (2015) 72 &), T TR LIZ L 91, BEH Turnover A3
NI =< ADERIE U THIMT A Z L 2BET 5L, BHENRTFr—< L ADEXRDPFEL
WIPO 22435 &35 Z L1, Turnover WHT 21T HIZHTc > TEHL DY VTNV EFERETE 5
AUy "3 sd, ZH5L7AY vy EBRSLIZHLDLT, TPO EFEE xS & L7z Turnover 57
BriZiZ & A LT T nicw, KEOGHIEIZDO IV —F « Fv v 7E2MDHZ LIZh i
S

EHIZ, BREIPO BOEW T 3 —< 2 ANENDONENH Z EIZONT, —EDartr
PANRELIN TN RNWZ EE2EET 5 L&, Bkt Turnover 8 L O Turnover & IPO %D
B RT7 4=~ RAZEGER S 5 & THUE, TPOZRDORMI AT 4 —~v U AR F~v—7 LI
L TERWE WS BIGR~—7 v MIERRBR TR, BREBEAFOBLETHD &) il
WATREL 720, ZROOBIRBIPO BEDa—HRL—h - HAFURCERLTEL TS &
V) evidence 42T HZ EICH 72 95 (Crutchley et al. (2002)),

AROEERIEIILLTO®EY TH 5, & 112, Bk Turnover & B3N 7 4 —~ A2
HEICADOEERH Y, BEF Turnover DEEAZFE L CTHIKRE L THERBEGR D Z &

4 Adams et al.(2005) (%, Hie/eE 07 —7TOERIE (group decision-making) [ZHRVVEES 24 L T
% CEO(powerful CEQ) DIFEN, B /X7 4 —~ 2 Z (Tobin's Q, ROA) ({TH8AE MIT L TWDMNE D nE i L
TWb, 22T, ZV—7TOREBREICRWER)ZH L C\5 CEO OfFfE%, O CEO BAIEETHLNE D
7, QNI DI ED LTV D BGHESICEBIT D CEO TH A0 E 27y, @ CEO &£ (chairman) &
(president) D J7 & HeHs L CTNDHME I DD 3 DDOBLAND & X TWD, DHOFER, 7V —7TOEDREITH
WS 24 LT 5 CEO MEET AT L, BT 4 —~ 2 2D EE (variability) 2584 L < 725 Z & 03
INTn5,

5 Jenkinson and Ljungqvist (2001) TiZ, IPO (281 57 v 4 —7"F A L7 (Underpricing) CEH 7 o 4 — 37 4 —
~ > A (Long-run underperformance) (2R3 2 KR8 % GEIC ) — =1 LT 5,
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BHONE 0Tz, ZORRITFEATHIE LA TH S, #2127, PO BFEITITIETRHIHY
7o E 3 Turnover & AB3E/X7 4+ —< U ZAOBRIFTHVN, WF BT 5 A DREMRIIRE B
BPMMEDNEEBRLS 2D ZEDRW LN ERoT, ZOMRIT, BEFEIZLIDOIHRAFIADEmWIGE
IEREEDOT S P LU F AL MTE-T, WEHANT R« A= ZLRHEINHERE L7 <
705 Z L& faH L7z Denis et al. (1997) &AW TH S, 72720, TAUTHARD KRS X
Grl L7FEs (2003) &SR DFERTH Y, I TPO BETIE—BRORMBIEL R D7
INF VR« A= KBTS Z ERHERIE D, 3312, B Turnover |26 5EHilrY 72
e Turnover (26 /74—~ AUENRI IHER S VRD o To, ZOfEFIT Kang and Shivdasani

(1995) & iXF7e%7%, Ahn et al. (2009) &S IFEAMTH S,

AFRORERIILL T O@EY Th b, 2 TIIEATIHELZ L E 2 —73 5, 3HITIIOHrFikIZ >N
Tl 5, 4 fiCIESEREDHT 21TV, BIREIT S, K&IZ, 5 HiCidfmait~, iz
AR 5,

2. HITHFEDOL ¥ 2 —
2. 1 &% Turnover

e Turnover OWREZRRCZ DX T 4 —~ 2 AUGEZN R 2 58T L TV D583 B 8 7%
FiRnb s, giFlconTlE, B¥RT74+—~v U ABRKRTTAITE, &EE Turnover 234 5= 12HY
M3 2 LV FRERBRE SN TND, BIZIE, 1971 F05 1994 4 F TO R HE - TKIE
W ORE S Turnover (- OWT/HHT L7z Huson et al. (2001) <Ti, & CToOHM (1971 4F»
5 1976 4F, 1977 4205 1982 4, 1989 4E/ 5 1994 4F, 1971 47205 1994 4F) 2BV T, 1B
¥T p—~ A (ROA - BHFERUNLEHR) L8 Turnover (Forced Turnover) (ZHEICAD
BN H D Z L 2ff LT 56, =9 L-mE DRRIZOWTIE, Turnover 04T Cli=z vt
YHRERSTNDHEE X LS (Ahn et al. (2009)), HHAAL, BAEBEEZGZRLE LTS
AT B DT H RO R E STV 5 (Kaplan (1994a) , Kang and Shivdasani

(1995), Abe (1997), HA « FrH (2004) 72 &),

7212, t#%E O EH Turnover D/37 4 —~ L AUEHRICBET 2L TIE—ED a4
ZIIE SN TV, FHKEREE SR E LD <L, & Turnover (FriZ Forced
Turnover) ZIZBFENT 4 —~v U ANLEET L2 ERREINTND T, HARBELE XIS
L LW TR e T 2R HRE SN TW DD THh D,

#E 4 Turnover 2 Re /) DIRWRE HEXG T KEOIRWREEORIETH L2 HIE, BEH
Turnover 734 U7 IR T 4+ —< VADYET H L WO BIGMBIE SN DITT ThD (Kang
and Shivdasani (1995), Huson et al. (2004)),

Denis and Denis (1995) 1%, KEMEHEZ G, O&REM (all management team)

6 Huson et al.(2001) (X F 7=, SRilIH 72 AR ERFENRT 4 —~< 0 A L ORI 1983 475 1988 4= F TOHIM
K0 B 1977 4END 1982 4F F TOMB D TN L Vg2 L2 R L TERY, oY 18 (takeover market) 23FH 3
Th o7z 1980 FRUZIHE W TEIIE ORISR T 722 TND Z EAIERH L T\ D,
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DEAK - ORFEF (top executive) DR« QfEH AR (top management team)
ORRITEB L, OEQDOIr—RIZHKWT, &V biEHE72#¢E% Turnover (Forced Turnover)
PHELTND I N—T THEREERT 3=~V ALEDREPEL TND I EEHEHLTND

(387 Turnover 7 /b— 7" & JEFRHIF Turnover 7 Vv — FIIIHERZENH D), S HIT, &
B Turnover & & £V @D — AT, AT 43—~ AUFBDENBEINTE %ﬁ‘
Denis and Denis (1995) [Z3Hil17268EH Turnover N L W HE /A X2 FTH D L iEim
0%, P L7ZREFE, chapterll % HiGE L7 KkE{E %4 %58 & L7z Hotchkiss (1995) ’?3
Denis and Denis (1995) XV b REIMZXSRL L (1971 425 1994 4% TO 24 )
Huson et al. (2004) TH F-WESNTND

Kang and Shivdasani (1995) i, 1984@ Moody’s International Reports (48 =i
7= BARDIEAREZ (nonfinancial firms) 270 fL&2 %1442, #E%E Turnover D/37 4 —<
AWENRAE 3N LT 5, Kang and Shivdasani (1995) 1%, #E3# Turnover Hif% D13
R p— 2 Ak, IR EE Turnover & JESRHIN 7288 3 Turnover (235 H L CEl3
LT ETHEEL TV D, £ 2Tl bR ESE Turnover M THONTWD V7 V—TDFr,
AR T =~ U AB IO AR T 3 —~ 2 ADWT N HREE Turnover %28 EIZdEL T
HIEERELTND, £, HA - HH (2004) 1%, ARGEEZIIRIC, WEEFHKLEIC
FoT=r b F A FaR a2 EDLXT5 Denis et al. (1997) &1y, BREEHD
TEEHIM (tenure) OESNZ ML F A ha A MORKERD E LT, #EE Turnover
LEFENRT F =V ADRMRE ST LTS, I T, REFOETHHNEL 21T L,
FE#H Turnover & 3/37 4+ —< 2 AOQRBIGEME FT2MEMICH S Z & (FETIMBEIM R
I hLUF A haR b)), B¥EAT - AR L THDIZHED LT,
WIBAHEZ #EFF L T D ETRES Turnover NEL D &, TORDOMRIHENRT 4+ —~ 0 AT E0H
CSETHIEERHLTNDT,

15, Ahn et al. (2009) 1%, HARMBHEIZL > TRESE (Shacho) ITHEE), HAEHED
RREEDEETE) (BT A—< P R) ICEEEZRIZLTCWDL00E 9 D%, 1990 75 2002
FFE TOMMICET 5 BARDRIESE 1419 2RI LT, & HE Turnover D/ 74—~ L A
R ERGEL TV 5, £ 2T, FrlC 9@%‘]5’]@1"%@."% Turnover 3£ L TWAIEAIZ, D
TF AR NRFIZET D Abnormal Return 73 WCIETHL DD, EHIIZIE (4”\/

N4 8 4F) #&E#H Turnover N ¥EfE/ 7 4+ —~ Al ;%$ﬂi{ﬁﬂ/\77r—7 VAT bR E RIF LT
WRNWZ xR LTS

7 HARHH(2004) (X, = FLUF A AR N, &E by T OEIKEOK TR, #E Ny T OFRIEIRIC KT
LI E Vo T BOMBER A F Db O L LTEFK LTS, Hermalin and Weisbach(1991) bR E D F
HBER Y LU TF A Fa R MEFRAESYE, BENAT 53—~ ATADORELE LITT L OGNS, BEHDOE
FEBIR & 28T 4 —~ A (Tobin's Q) PRARZ SN LT 5, £ 2 T, BEEOIEELIR A 15 ELL ics &
BEAT 53—~ VAPHEITE T T2 MESNTEY, BEENEYMICE-> T hy 7OMBICEES Z L gz
VRLUTF AL AR NERESE, REART LU AERTEIEDL LEEHL TV S,
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2. 2 HURETX Turnover

e Turnover [ 2B 2WFRICHAT, TkEfk Turnover (2B AT D EFREIIDO TZ L
WV, SEERANZREFZECTd D Kaplan (1994b) 1%, 1980 AEARIZRIT D KA Y DR 42 #1455
[ZLC, itk Turnover & 3/ 37 4 —~ 2 ZAOBRE DT LT D, £ 2T, Bl ST +—
< AR L OYWIRMHE L 2 I — L B Turnover (Turnover Rate) ([CHAEZRBURNH D Z &
DWEINTEY, £¥ERT 4+ —~  ADK TG Turnover ZHIINSE TV 5 Z & & 4aHi
LT3,

F72, B[S (2003) 1%, 1990 475 2001 I H A AR 1280 +EO /% LT — % % H
WC, Bkt Turnover 38 X ORI 72#8 = Turnover & B3ENRT 4 —~< L ADOFURE AT L
TW5, BARBERNTIE, FfEoBfi%k oA NFEENICITRESE (R) Lo TThh
TWD LD eshTE ey (R - &/HE (1997), =i (1998)), ZhRHETHII,
&0 DI HEHIN R E A Turnover 28E U7ZBRICIE, TOREENRA LBk 2 EEnic L
TIMELTW D AREMER H D (WIS (2003)), BIES (2003) 132 DAz BE LI 170,
FR A 7288 B Turnover 23387 4 —< 0 ADOEGKIZIE U THEIZEMT 5 2 & (< Dk
1T &A1), HURES Turnover (Turnover Rate) & {BHENRT r—< A (BT 4 —
YA EERRY ) IFAERREENRS Y, FORERITTREI /28 Turnover & =12
Fa—L L THRBEARE L THETHL Z E2MEL TS, ZNHLDORERNG, T (2003)
1%, BARMBHEIZEWT, #&E3E Turnover 7217 T2 <, Bk Turnover & 7= A3 F 0 A -
AHZALD 1 DE L THIELTWD ETDRFEZRERL TN,

Kaplan (1994b) <CR[HE (2003) &7V, HufiEf% Turnover % HIZEER O Btk DR (T
ELTEBLXLDTIERL, BAFORMIEOIRT &FHl O ORA (Hfitks A v 3—0
k) L LTEBXTIEE (Stability Index) # W THHT L7272 Crutchley et al. (2002)
T# %, Crutchley et al. (2002) 1%, 1993 4E45 L U% 1994 417 K[E T IPO #7175 7- 242 H%
RIGHZ LT, Btk Turnover OURE ZRE & Btk Turnover D/37 4 —~ 2 AUGENR & 54T
LTW%, £I T, E¥EA7xr—< X (%% BHR - 8% ROA) OARKAA E I Huki
% Turnover ZHMIETNDHZ &, (WEEEOT ML UTF R NERT) A oA X —FF
Bk (insider ownership) 23EWNEETHHE Turnover AR5 2 & (ki Turnover
DETIZKW) ZERHEINTND, ZORREIE, Kaplan (1994b) <R (2003) & [AlEE
(2, TPO {BZEI23W) T b HUif% Turnover 2SN /ST U A « A= AL E L THEEL TS D
LERELTWD, #EE Turnover [ZBAT Diam & [AERIC, R¥EART+—< 0 X&5|& BITD
To ORI A Tk =0 DHER L, AREZRIUR A 2 AL & 9 & U THfE Turnover
DELTHDDOTHIUL, Bk Turnover (2/37 4 —< LV AWEDRNBLE I NS TTTHD

(Crutchley et al. (2002)), L2>L7ed3 5, itk Turnover OHIINNEDED/NT 4 —~< 2
Z (%% BHR) 2#WHESE TS E WV IFERIIE LT,

L AT, KETIHEIWRESR (Takeover defense) @ 1-2& LT Classified board 3% 5,
Classified boards & 1%, HAZEEMHIZHA L WA EEIREDZ L TH Y, Staggered boards
LI TV A, fds, BIZETIE & F, BlAE, B OTE 3EE L, BEEO 35
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D1 TORBERTHHHADZETHD (KJII (2007)), Classified boards Tl— 2 Bukik
DIFF A ZR LI <o TV D72, BEIPA#R (Takeover defense) @ 1-2& L THERE
LTV (KJII (2007)), ZHE T Classified boards 25 E O ML F A2 MEIE
SHDLHO (device) & R72E1, Classified boards 8 T DB HEITEMHE T 4 —~ 2 AN
RN Z ERRE SN TS (Bebchuk and Cohen (2005)), Faleye (2007) 1%, 1995 #-Z SEC
ZHEH SR R SRR AN SO T L7z, KERZE 2021 #2351 L C, Classified
boards &%= 3 Turnover (Forced Turnover) ¥ L OHUf##% Turnover (Turnover Rate) @
BfRESHT L C D, &2 Tl Classified boards O #E & Huki e Turnover (2 134 5 72 BF%
DIEE A ER BN, Classified boards %9 2% 313 E iR 72885 & Turnover 73E
CAMERENBEIERNZ ERRESN TN,

F 72, Turnover OATIZHBIT A= h L F A2 MIBIT 54%E L LT Denis et al. (1997)
&%, Denis et al. (1997) %, ZEFKLLE (ownership of officers and directors) 7MK
WIEE, BEE Turnover & B¥ET7 A —~ 2 A (BlI7 +—~ 2 R) MICHRICADREERN
HHZ e RHLTEY, BREACLDIMAFTANRONGEICITREEEDOT Y P LYy F AL b
WZE-T, WEHHANT U AR =X LPEIERE L2 D 2 E 2R L TWDSE,

3. GNrHE
3. 1 HEkEfE Turnover & #E# Turnover

AFROEMIL, HADIPO B¥EE %5, i Turnover ORE K & Btk % Turnover O
INT = P AWENREBGEST D 2L Th D, ARMOGIT ChebEEE 25D, itk Turnover
DOREZRTIBETH D, FATHE TIXEGHEE Turnover (22O TiX 2 DOFEE TR S LT
%, 1% Kaplan (1994b), B[ (2003) <° Faleye (2007) THW 541 TV % Turnover
Rate (LLF, TR) Th5, b5 1-20F Crutchley et al. (2002) THW 51TV 5 Stability
Index (BL'F, SI) Th D,

TR IZOWTIE, HHEFMESIZIHNT EAKITRL), t MOBEIRSICIFFEEL T
0, tH BIOEHRERSITIIAAE L TR LB R O5cE, t BIOERIRE CTRI 2 LTk b
%o ZIUMEEOHMEZ =T, MAOBFRPIBMELTEONZR L TWAIEETHY, B
B Turnover N LW ERE iz 2% 0<TR<1), =7ZL, {EEOHIZBNT, MAD
B NI AN BN T=ONE TIHEB I N TR,

—7J7, SIIXTR &g U TOCEHETH 5, FAMIZ, Bifks A v x—0Z2 X (1) Btk

8 MEHICIOIMAREANZ DL, REENEFORIIELIHEY, BEINEE OB TNLENL S &2
LT, Ve —a A NI, AR T v U ABKR T T A AT L F AL MR (entrenchment
effect) & 5%, Morck et al.(1988) 1%, #&EH DFFELHE L BT 4 —~ 2 A (Tobin's Q) D/ ALY v a )
IRBR A S3HT L, BREE OFRILED 5% (2725 £ CHMFIITEDOBERNRH Y (774 X2 M), EEF ORE
LRERR 5% 726 25% £ CIEHAICIZADBEN H Y (= MLy F A v MR, #EE OFRMRILZEN 25% LA -4 8
2% EMBINTEORENRSH D (T T4 A2 bhHE) Z & & RHL T %, AEEORE ST McConnel and Servaes(1990)
<> Hermalin and Weisbach(1991) T#&#& ST 5,
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DA UNRH O L (2) Bk a A v N —F N AEOEIC L > THET S (Crutchley et al.

(2002)), (1)i%, Bl IZEGERSEAEAEM LY, B L2035 THELD, (21%, H
FE SRS T ETho7o L LTH, B A S—AEBRMAE ANEbs 2
ETAET D, LEED-T, XVl i Turnover X T2 ER L Lo LU, Zh
O 2 FADEME B S A V=D L B X5 T EPEL L 72 %, Crutchley et al. (2002)
%, OB E A = AR DO OBFIR S A N —~DB A, ERICHER S
TWA RS A v —DEE & L CHEESE Turnover # €% LT\ 5, ©F Y, SIIFHEMIC
AT N DB DR LT & 5HIT 2 TR &350, M AOEGHESFHICHZ AN Sz
LERESNTIEETH D, MHRBIEZFT LD % BE t#) 6 LOEHENOR IS TND
I RmbH Y, ThEh A, B, C, D, E, F&75, t+1 #ICHfEkEE, O©84ilkoiz
r—AL@44\Io T r—AEEZ D, L, Wr—AEHITAY IR — (P
A=) N4 N (A B, C, D) ol db (Mr—ARELBIZFVTTLALN=N24
BEL72Z L2250 T, TR CIEFCEE22), Wr—AL AV DF A= 2 AN
o TCVDRUTFR TR, @D —A Tl t+1 HIOBHERIIAY O F N A R—DHT
BRI TWDE (BUOF N TN A L NR—=DHB T N—TOEBIREMTDONTND), ZO
X RGE, Q0r—2L 0 QD7 —AD K REGHE Turnover OFEFEE IR LV (ka0
LEMITERY) B2 65, 727210, 80 TIX TR L3872 0, kit Turnover 23 LU ME E
INERMEEED (0 <ST<1), ARETIETHEFH Turnover #3512 & LC, Kaplan (1994b)
SRS (2003) THWHALTWS TR 7217 TlE7Ze <, Crutchley et al. (2002) THWHAL TV
5 SI HEMAT 5, jHIMD jH #ETO SI OB ERIZLLTO@EY Th 5 (FERtld2 T Crutchley
et al. (2002) (ZfE->TW2),

M -#(§ \8, ) M M, -85 _\58) M
_F: : — S - -+ =
- M M +M, M M+ M

M; =7 3B 2 k%% (the number of members in board j)
S, = HWICBIT D HfEDO%ES (the set of members in board j)
£(S;\ Syi) =7 BUCIHBERECH -T2, j+i BICHBEE T2 A%

T TR L7z X 912, HARBEOEHR® Turnover #0479 % 5 2 C, #=%# Turnover H
BETLIVLENDA D, 825, T Turnover 2 EE Turnover (2L TEL TV 5D
RN H LN ETH S (BB (2003)), #F=%# Turnover (23 2 54T TlX, Zaua sl
b ohy, FEFEI R L OIS T HOR RN THD (Kaplan (1994a), Kang and
Shivdasani (1995), Abe (1997), i (2003), Ahn et al. (2009) 72&), % Z TARTIL,
AAAZEOREH Turnover /047 L7- Kang and Shivdasani (1995) (ZfEVy, #¢E# Turnover
DL, BEHIFRER Turnover ZRD L HIZEHRT D, bbb, BRESLE (E) ZiBTL

9  Z ®Hili% Crutchley et al.(2002) (Z{&HLL T\ 5,
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728212, (1) BUHRESSREICHT L TWh ey, (2) Btk & L TEE LTV r— 2D ikl
7% B # Turnover & €#d 5,

3. 2 PERTF—v LR

#EE Turnover 3 L OHU#i# Turnover & B3E/37 +—~ 2 ZADOBMRE /38T L TV 5 A TAF
ZeTIE, BTG —ADNT ¢ —~ U ZFEE L SFHE RN — A DT —<  AFRER N
SNDDN—RITH D, AfaTh, JEITHFIRICEILL T, SFHEREB LU —20
INT p— VAR E R WNTOT 21T 9, BRaciE, g% AA -7 R A— K- Z—
> (LLF, BHR), ¥FEiR%t% ROA, UMIMEL, T LEMEZ W5,

AFETIE, Bl +—~ v ADOFHNZH 2> T, BeZ2ED IPO 21T T2ARE RS DL
WHEREHNT, BHR 2H L, v v F 7 eE0RBIMICIIT S BHR 25K L7-3%% BHR
(AD_BHR) Z#H\W\ %10, AfgTidErz, S BREURHMEHREE) & @R R 2 H T~ >
F U T REORELIT Do BRI, DLFOFIRTITo7z, £F, 3FEL kL T RELT
WHEEDOHIND, v TF 7B A E RARHEREEC X > T 5 hnicor, ik (PO
) 2GS TARRFET D, T LT, TO7 7 ARTHEEOF L, Ykl
ML R R bW A~ v F U L LT D 1,

£/, wH (2013) WA (2015) THIEMINTWD L H1Z, TPO % ORI X7 +—
AL TE, —EORERRCTF =7 ZRIBIC EFZRT7 4=~ A% HIFTNDH D
LG, ZEOSMMNRDBEATNDE L EREBXLND, LR T, BRI AT +—~>
AP H T2 o TlE, FHEE 3 X FEEREZBZ D2 TV ENNVEE ERL, 2GR
LTS,

ARETIE, ¥R T7+—~ L ZAOFHINCHT- > T, TR THHVBNS Z &% ROA
ZHE ML (Barber and Lion (1996), Lie (2001)), Mi%32VE 3 2 ¥EMICHIT 5 ROA @
FEE R Fv—r b LT ERETE% ROA ZH\V 5 (Kutsuna et al. (2002)),

3.3 BUAnsr—%

AR TIE, 1995 4E0 5 2004 4FF To 10 4RIZ JASDAQ 11512 IPO %17 7= 123 866 £L:
BT LTWD, KREOV T AV A XE, KEO IPO A3 E2 2RI L TARRE & REED
M &1T-> T 5 Crutchley et al. (2002) @ 3Ll ETH Y, I RKE 2V 7V %2 Fk
L TW5, TPO B¥D B3 H R EERIZHOWTIE THRRABAE] OFERNHAFLT
Wb, £, MBT—XIZo\ T, [H# NEEDS Financial Quest] 226 AT L T\ 5%,
Rt — 2 12>\, [TH#R NEEDS M ARIEHERT —% ] HAFTL TS, KfaDsy

10 AARD IPO A XU LT B OR U T~ —27 T, BRI N7 4+ —~ 2 A Z RS2/ LT 2l (2013)
IZBWTH, HEILETERHO LTS,

11 fEFH S e~ v F o 7 EENET T delist L72HE, o7 o 2280 L, KEREND, RO~y T 71
HEERFEL TS,
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Mreof b BEEARRERICET 27— 2 138 0¥0 THMGER#REE] OFFERN» O AT LT
W5, LIS EROEBEN T DN TND,

7% 21TV U INEEOTBRFE RSN TN D, Yo T NARFEOREEIT AT 17,090.92
HAMATH S, Ahn et al. (2009) DY 7L TITEEMET 142,273.20 B A TH D Z &0 b
LT, KOV TV OEERBIIMHIN NS WE S 25, £ 21213 FE 2 IPO % OFE%
BHR HLRENTC05, MiRIZEhEh 24 (24 » ), 34 (36 »A), 54 (60 » H) Th
505, WTIUZBWTHIEEMER L RE & HICIEOETH Y (1% KETHE),

&1 ZHOER

Asset KR (£=0)
FirmAge IPO F TOEHEF4L
Mown % BRI (t=0)
Fown HIE NP & F R R LR (6=0)
SI Stabilitiy Index
TR Turnover Rate

AD_BHR TGN, « T U R e dR—)b R« U Z—V
AD_ROA SEREFAEES ROA(GRRFFILE + SHAFLE. - B8 1Ek )/ W AR & PE - 20ME )
BAD_BHR PG NSA TV KR — L R U X =V PRATHIIE 1, ) TRIFIUL0 L7220 5 I —E%
BAD_ROA WEFEFHIESL ROA DA THNIE L, 95 ThiTIT0 L7 b 4 I —Z5K
BAD_NI t=0,1,2 M OWTNIZEBNT, YHIFFIZEN A THIUE 1, 5 ThRIFIUE0 &b 4 I —£%
BAD_SG t=1,2 WICB W, R EREERIOTR LA THIUL L, £ 9 TRINIE0 £ 225 4 I —E%
D_Forced Turn t HUTHRKIA 7288 # Turnover 28 L CWOILIX 1, 9 TRIFIUR0 &7 b ¥ I —E¥K
) t=0 1X IPO MM TN IHEEEZEL T D, SI & TRIZOWTIFIAL TERL TN D,

=£2 HUTILLEOIDBRIKE

Variable N Mean Median Max Min
Asset 886 17090.92 9443.5 1419336 321
Age 886 26.12 24.7 93.09 1.11
Mown 886 0.277 0.264 0.873 0
Fown 886 0.038 0.015 0.892 0
Bdsize 886 8.053 7 22 3
Abnormal Return
AD_BHR(24month) 874 0.605 0.053 110.684 -4.623
AD_BHR(36month) 862 0.563 0.093 23.644 -12.756
AD_BHR(60month) 824 0.453 0.063 66.833 -8.731
Adj.ROA
AD_ROA02 848 -0.023 -0.012 0.358 -0.733

WHEEFOEFRIZILLTOHEY

Asset : ¥REPE

Age : TPO F TOEFEFLL

Mown : & EFiEHLHE

Fown : JMELAFE FFRRE 5

Bdsize : BuififeEk

AD_BHR(24month) : IPO #5705 24 4 AIZR T HFHHERAA - T Ko R—L R« VX —r
AD_BHR(36month) : IPO K25 36 » HIZBIT HFHESE AL - T R e dRm—L R U X —r
AD_BHR(60month) : TPO #iK2>5 60 # BIZEBIT DHESR AL « T R Bm— L R U H—2
AD_ROAO02 : IPO 2 #] (t=2) O¥FiF%E % ROA-TPO # (t=0) O ¥ %% ROA
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EWIeT o =7 = CAFBE S NN 12, 1272, EREFIEES ROA ICHOWTHD L,
PO #] (t=0) &*D 244% (t=2) 1231 5 EMMER ROA DZAEITADHETHY (1% KHET
HE), %L ROAN 2.3% KT LTS, ZORRIEL Kutsuna et al. (2002) IS
ThO, IPORIZER N7+ =~ ADIKTRELTNA I LEZREBELTND,

2 3T IO Turnover DHEBENE & H BTV S, Panel A IZITHFERD
SI (Annual Stability Index) Z/xLCW\5, ZAUTHFEE OEGHE Turnover 23 L T 5,
Panel BIZITEHIFEICE =235 SI (Multiyear Stability Index) Z/~RL T\ 5%, SI03 (X IPO
H (t=0) #~X—R &L LT, 3FERICEDOERETHEE Turnover VAT TNDHNERL TN D,
Panel CZITEEFEEIZE MRS TR (Turnover Rate) %/~ L TV 5, TRO3 % SI03 & [Al4k
2, TIPOHI (t=0) Z#~_—RA L LT, 34FREZIZEDRERGHIA Turnover AU TNENEER L
W5,

7, RO SI (Panel A) (IZOWTHD E, 0.87 0105 0.89 £ TOFMDEEZ L TED,
WTHLOHIZEBNWTHE—EL TV D ZENMERMTE 5, ZORRIE, KEMEREZFLL LT
% Crutchley et al. (2002) EFELILTEHY (0.86 ~ 0.93), HAELOEILS A N\ —DZAL
OREEIINEINWEF 2 XK 5, Panel BIZOWTHB L, FRoO ST L3Ry, Kfinkk-oizo
NWTHRAIIETFTLTWD Z 23505, TPO 206 5 4FE%I1213 SI05 28 0.552 TH 1, TPO IZEEL
THRESITFE L TWe A U PR N IZ2 O 5 FRITIIB L2 ENREIC R > TV D
Z LR LTW5D, Crutchley et al. (2002) 12X 5 &, RO SI05430.563 THDH Z LD,
IPO {3 DIUfEEZS Turnover OFEELIL H KM THMO THLEIL T DH EF %25, Panel CD
TRO5 (ZDWTHT Y, FOfED 0.487 THY, IPO 15 5 FRZRITIFTH A > /=D 45 LGk~
TWRNWZ &R0 D,

=3  E#HEE Turnover DHEFE

Variable N Mean Median Max Min
Panel A Annual Stability Index
S101 881 0.895 0.934 1 0.149
S112 871 0.882 0.924 1 0
S123 854 0.883 0.924 1 0.176
S134 849 0.864 0.911 1 0
S145 823 0.872 0.914 1 0
Panel B Multiyear Stability Index
S103 854 0.704 0.739 1 0
S104 849 0.622 0.650 1 0
S105 823 0.552 0.569 1 0
Panel C Turnover Rate
TRO3 854 0.327 0.333 1 0
TRO4 849 0.414 0.400 1 0
TRO5 823 0.487 0.500 1 0

@) ST & TRIZOWTIIAL TEREL TN D,

12 ZOFEFIE, R F=— 7 Il Ko TR ST +—~ > A (F%1% BHR) 0358725 Z L 248 L T\ 5 i (2013) & ¥E
BlLTWD,
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F7o, XA4ITTY T NAEEOREE Turnover DHEE R E & O LTV 5, Panel AlZIZ
WO EFH Turnover ORI/ REINTHE Y, Panel B & Panel CIZIXZEDONER (@il 72
& E Turnover & FE5EHIA 72/ E 3 Turnover) 2/RE TV %, Panel BIZOWTHD &,
SR 72 4% % 44 Turnover (Forced Turnover) 1%, Panel C ®OIEFGIAY 7248 & Turnover

(Non-Forced Turnover) & kH~_T, TPO ZREMBSEDIZONTHEML TWD Z &R TE
Do ZAULTIPO thDARHE/NT + —~ 2 ADIK IS L CHtfil ) 7288 = # Turnover 234 U T
WHEWI A R—I —LEAEHTH D,

=4 REHE Turmover DHEFE

N N_Turnover Percentage
Panel A Top Executive Turnover(Total)
t=1 881 83 9.42 %
t=2 871 81 9.30 %
t=3 860 84 9.77 %
t=4 849 108 12.72 %
t=5 823 92 11.18 %
Panel B Forced Turnover
t=1 881 27 3.06 %
t=2 871 27 3.10 %
t=3 860 33 3.84 %
t=4 849 43 5.06 %
t=5 823 47 5.71 %
Panel C Non-Forced Turnover
t=1 881 56 6.36 %
t=2 871 54 6.20 %
t=3 860 51 5.93 %
t=4 849 65 7.66 %
t=5 823 45 5.47 %

(1) t=0 1L IPO MTONTAFEEEZRL T D,

Forced Turnover : f&E4 (1) ZiBLL7%IC, (DEHEESIEICHEL TW2N,
(2Bt & LTI LTV 2R E 3 Turnover

Non-Forced Turnover : Forced Turnover U4 (FEFRHIAYZR) #8534 Turnover

4. EFRER
4. 1 EUkFf% Turnover DILEER
2T, Bk Turnover & ¥ 7 4 —~ L ZADOMURE 9N 5 Z & T, Bkifk Turnover

ISNERITNTF U A e AH= AL E LTHREL TV DN E I DaGET %, BARRNITIE, Crutchley
et al. (2002) <CFHE (2003) (I L7Z27255, LA FOEYRET /L& OLS I &> THERF % 15

13 SI & TR X 0~ 1 OEDOME TORBIEE A[GE/E o — ST — & L 7e > T2 ([ (2003)), Bk % Turnover (2
DWTIARED T 21T > TV 2 S THFSE (Kaplan(1994), Crutchley et al.(2002), [/ (2003), Faleye(2007)) T
OLS 1T & » THEFF STV D 23, AR TIL OLS 7217 T/ < TOBIT £ 7 /UIZ X D #EFH 4T > T D, W oHERH T
HFECBWTHHED THEEL LRERBE LN TR Y, MBI g 2 TWh R,
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Board  Turmover = £ Firm  Performance, Contred | B2 Indusiry, 2 Year)

Hufti e Turnover (Board_Turnover) %39 A%i% SI03 & TRO3 D 2 >TH5DH, WTinh
IPO R (t=0) OHERESE~N—2 L L, TPO % 3FEHDOEER (t=3) IZBT 5 kS
DARBED B r 7= Bhifk Turnover DEEEZF LT 5, 7B, TRICEY, BIEXZOMI/NE
WIE EHRE T Turnover 23 LW & 2 BT 55— C, HBEITRZWVIE EEHEE Turnover @
BEMEILN LEZERL TS,

Wiz, ¥ RT7 3—< 2 A (Firm_Performance) Z#F&TZEMIILLTD 6 0THD, $77bb,
(1) IPO HER S 24 » AMOFHES% BHR (AD_BHR24), (2)IPO & 2 4FH OFER (1=2)
(ZF1T 2 MR ROA 726 IPO R (t=0) (T361) 2 3EMEEE % ROA 07 (AD_ROA02),
(3)(1) » AD_BHR24 XA THIIET 1, £ TRIFIT0 L7 b %I —%% (BAD_BHR),
(4)(2) > AD_ROA02 A THIUL 1, £ 9 TRIFIUL0 &72D 4 I—4A% (BAD_ROA), (5IPO
% 3 WM (t=0, 1, 2) IZBWTHHIMIIELKAZ 1 ETHEF LTI L, 25 TRITT0 L7225
X —2% (BAD_NID), (6)IPO & 07e bmfh=2s 2 #dife (t=1,2) TATHILULXL, £9T
it o L s I —4%% (BAD_SG) THhD, BEUFHTTIE, IPO % 34 (t=3) IZBT5
Hiiit% Turnover DR A 37 SI03 & TRO3 ZHGRHAEK L LT\ 472w, 77 ZH->TIPO
%24 (t=2) FTORERT 43—~ AEHRALELE LTND 1,

Fiz, ar br— 2 (Control) 1%, HEFHKILE (Mown), SMEAFELLE (Fown),
ABAFTHF4L (LnFirmAge), ¥R (LnAsset) Z#8HH L T\5, 246 DOZEUE Crutchley
et al. (2002) THWOHLNTWAELD LRI U TH D, KT, HEFFRLEIREZFO O FL Y
F AL bEFT T8 (Morck et al. (1988), McConnel and Servaes (1990)), Hf#if% Turnover
LITAORBER THISND, £, ERICL B IPOFEIC LB ELay ba—LT 5
7=olz, ¥fEX I — (D_Industry) EFEX I — (D_Year) MM TW5,

FERITRSICE LD LN TS, £ 5ITITIHKEE Turnover OFEE A7 ST (Panel A) &
TR (Panel B) ZNENEWIHEE L L, ¥ T3+ —~ U A%2KT 6 DOLKEHHELK
THI/uRAE7 v a r TCORIFRERINRENTWD, £ STIZOWTORREAD L, Hili<
74—~ A (AD_BHR24) &3 X7 +—~ A (BAD_NI, BAD_SG) |29 26 CTHe
FHCEERBGRR AN D, FiZ, T (1) & B) T 1% KETHE L > T D, KIZ,
TRIZOWTOREREHZD L, 2TOETL ((1)~(6)) T, ®FENT+—~2 AT DR
NHEEIZEr L A ->Tn5a, 2oL, Kaplan (1994b), B (2003) <° Crutchley
et al. (2002) CEAEMTHY, B Turnover MR N7 —~< 0 ZADOMRIZIKTFE L TEL
TNWHZEZRETHEDTHD,

F72, HEFHRIEE Mown) ORI OWTHDL E, SI E TR ODWVWTROFMERIZBNTYH
1% KETHERBRENE LN TV D, ORI, HEREEEN K Z WVIE ETE Turnover
PECICSWZ 2R L TRy, WE (2003) LA TH L EFIFZ, %% Turnover
LR EERDOBMREZ 0HT L7z Denis et al. (1997) & LSV TH D, T7bh, BREMICX

14 Z ®51% Crutchley et al.(2002) & A TH 5,
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HERATE DS WY, BEoz ML F A2 MZE- T, Bk Turnover 2SN A
WNFUA A=A BE LTHIEL TV RN EEREBEL TN D,

=®5 HEEE Turnover DREER (£H > TIL)

Model (1) (2) (3) (4) (5 (6)
AD BHR24  AD_ROA02 BAD_BHR BAD_ROA BAD_NI BAD_SG
Panel A:SI03
Performance 0.002 3k % 3k 0.150 -0.018 -0.013 -0.067 k*x3x -0.035 *
(2.93) (1.10) (-1.27) (-0.89) (-3.41) (-1.75)
Mown 0.161 =3k%  0.154 %%  0.161 k%% 0.153 skxk  0.162 %k 0164 %k
(4.43) (4.14) (4.42) (4.10) (4.46) (4.50)
Fown -0.139 -0.116 -0.128 -0.121 -0.105 -0.121
(-1.21) (-1.01) (-1.13) (-1.07) (-0.91) (-1.05)
LnFirmAge 0.029 sxskx  0.027 k% 0.028 kx  0.029 k% 0026 k%  0.026 %k
(2.53) (2.16) (2.41) (2.44) (2.27) (2.27)
LnAsset -0.014 -0.016 -0.014 -0.016 -0.015 % -0.015
(-1.49) (-1.67) (-1.55) (-1.62) (-1.65) (-1.59)
Constant 0.733 kkk 0768 kxsk  0.751 ckkx  0.760 kkk 0763 kkk  0.771 ckwk
(7.97) (7.87) (8.20) (7.88) (8.37) (8.31)
D_Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
D_Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
adjR* 0.060 0.058 0.059 0.056 0.073 0.062
F-value 3.38 kkk 314 kkk 326 kkk 310 kkx 357 kkk 332 sk
N 850 825 850 825 850 841
Panel B'TR03
Performance  —0.003 %% -0.266 0.032 k%  0.029 % 0.110 =x3k%  0.046 k%
(-3.35) (-1.74) (2.13) (1.82) (5.41) (2.14)
Mown -0.147 k% -0.139 sskx  —0.147 k% —0.138 skkk  -0.149 skkck -0.151 sk k%
(-3.69) (-3.41) (-3.68) (-3.35) (-3.75) (-3.77)
Fown 0.145 0.115 0.135 0.123 0.096 0.120
(1.29) (0.99) (1.20) (1.10) (0.84) (1.07)
LnFirmAge  -0.019 -0.014 -0.017 -0.018 -0.014 -0.014
(-1.45) (-1.03) (-1.30) (-1.35) (-1.09) (-1.11)
LnAsset 0.022 k% 0.023 %% 0.022 k%  0.022 k%  0.023 k%  0.024 ks
(2.10) (2.18) (2.16) (2.10) (2.23) (2.30)
Constant 0.188  * 0.153 0.160 0.162 0.142 0.127
(1.84) (1.43) (1.58) (1.52) (1.41) (1.23)
D_Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
D_Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
adjR* 0.053 0.054 0.055 0.051 0.085 0.058
F-value 3.21 #%k%k  3.00 kkk 313 kkk 297 kkx 409 kkk 829  skxok
N 850 825 850 825 850 841

)k ks 0 1 %KUETHE, *% 15 %AKMETHE, * :10 %KETHER
( )IFtEEZLVER—=FLTWD, 2B, tEIZ2W\TIE robust standard error # HWCEHE L T\ 5,

72720, BARMRETIE, Lol oBa N FENICIERES () X TiThilT
WD LDITN RSN TE I L 2BETDH L (RE - &M (1997), =i (1998)), &EEN
SRR E S BN LA, FAUSATEE L THEF% Turnover 232E U TV D AIEEMED 8 5,
SFVY, ZOHE, ZLOMNATIEETHEBIIN TS L 9IS, JEfl7RE# Turnover & 13
N7 = ADERPBE L CTND Z & ZRIHRICT H &, &5 OfERITFREF Turnover D5
BZLoTEDON TR D D,

FIT, T) LERBEHERT DI, T2 TIEME (2003) 12> T, OMEE e
# Turnover VE U726 & % 5 TRWGA T, T Turnover NE7e 578 5 NERRGIEL,
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@ 72/ B E Turnover &3/ 87 4 —~< 0 AT BRDR H D00 E 5 0 ERGEET 5, 4
72288 B3 Turnover 2V U725 12 Bt Turnover 234 L < 72V, F&HIHY7e#% 3 Turnover
EARFENT f—~ AT BIR BT, 3 5 OFERITIRE S Turnover 4 U7z A7)
JOFBETH > - TREMES BN LT D,

#6120, BEHA Turnover DAMEIZ L - THEI L7z SI03 & TRO3 DA R LTV 5, Panel
AlZITEHE Turnover DETEUZ L - T, SI03 & TRO3DME/2>TNAMNE I D vELIRIE (T-statistics)
& Wilcoxon DIENZFIFRE (Z-statistics) (2> THOMT L7ZAERDY, Panel B IZIE5@HIH) 7ok =
# Turnover DA MEZ X - T, SI03 & TRO3 23 F72 > TWAHE 9 0% t iE (T-statistics)
& Wilcoxon DNEMFIME (Z-statistics) (2o THOMW LIZfERD, TNEHRENTWS, &£
6T OWNWTHD L, BEHI7AFEFE Turnover 73E U T 513 EEG#ER Turnover 234 L < 725
TWDHZENRTENDD (SI03 DR HILLS, TRO3 DfEidbmy Y, il EE Turnover
2 E D TR, BEE Turnover 11 9 %56, A RIZHGEE Turnover 235 LW 2 & AVR
ENTVD (BTOF—RIZBNT 1% KETHERELRSH D),

£ 6 #BFEH Turnover MDHE & BLFER Turnover

Panel A Turnover=1 Turnover=0 T-statistics Z-statistics
S103 0.614(0.645) 0.734(0.751) 7.937 ok * 7.198 ***
TRO3 0.430(0.429) 0.293(0.267) -8.251 *** ~7.517 %k

Turnover=1 T-statistics Z-statistics

Panel B Forced Turnover=1 Non-Forced Turnover=1
S103 0.516(0.533) 0.667(0.685) 5.023 *** 4.658 ***
TRO3 0.539(0.550) 0.370(0.364) —5.450 *** -5.164 ***

(B % 0 1 %KAETHE
C ) iEdefE

Turnover=1 : t=1,2,3 DT 70> TREEF Turnover 234 L T H 70—

Turnover=0 : t=1,2,3 DTN T HREF Turnover 234 U T\ e\ L—7

Forced Turnover=1 : t=1,2,3 DT 10 THfl 72885 & Turnover 234U T 5 7 —7

Forced Turnover=0 : t=1,2,3 OV \F 11> TIEFRHIA 7088 = 2 Turnover WA U TCND 7 —7
T-statistics & Z-statistics (ZDW T, WL —TTHEREND D E I 0%, t HRE (T-statistics) &
Wilcoxon ONEMFIFRE (Z-statistics) (2L > THMr LIZfERII/REN TN S,

BT, FETITIE, BEH Turnover N RT 4 —< L AKIF L TWE N E 5 0%, Hiil
M7 # Turnover (t=3) DA MA KT X I —4% (D_Forced_Turn3) Z#aiiiZ%s Li-
2Yy hET IS THN LERRPTREN TS, RTIZOWTHDL E, BEAAT4—<
AL LTROADBEM SN TWDET V() EET V@A) TDRH, ZOWREN 10% KETHE
Lo T A, Hifif Turnover DR L ERB L (£ 5), BEAAT+—~v L RAERTEHD
FREUT BRI H BPEBARS, 8EIIY 28 Turnover NEZE/NRT 4 —< L ATHESK(FE L T
WHLEIEEARNTHA Y, ZOMKITEL, FE (2003) @D AARMIEL RIS L Lk
TTHFEDRER & bl LT, TR 8 E 2 Turnover 3BT 4 —~ L ADERIZIKF LT
WD ERERRAHT DIV EEZLND B, LR -> T, #&E3#H Turnover Z i U72 AT O

15 BRI HEBII 7288 E 3 Turnover 23N LG 25, t=4 128 1) 2 58HIA0 7284 E 3 Turnover Z #2595 &,
BHEAT =~ U AERTETCOEREPARE TR D,
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F7 SEFIRIGIEESE Tunover DIREER

Model (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
D_Forced_Turn AD_BHR24  AD _ROA02 BAD_BHR BAD_ROA BAD_NI BAD_SG
Performance -0.178 -4.527 * 0.268 0.853 * 0.541 -0.148
(-1.41) (-1.77) (0.69) (1.67) (1.30) (-0.26)
Mown ~4.294 kkk -4.299 swckk  —4.330 kckx 4114 skkk 4334 skwk -4.390 ok k
(-2.78) (-2.76) (-2.83) (-2.82) (-2.83) (-2.89)
Fown -0.017 -0.391 -0.076 -0.285 -0.414 -0.185
(-0.01) (-0.28) (-0.05) (-0.20) (-0.28) (-0.27)
LnFirmAge 0.377 0.473 0.393 0.405 0.427 0.391
(1.18) (1.41) (1.22) (1.26) (1.34) (1.24)
LnAsset 0.314 0.349 0.311 0.337 0.310 0.313
(0.96) (1.06) 0.94) (0.98) (0.95) (0.96)
Constant ~7.165 %%  -8.010 k% -7.357 k% -8251 skkk -7.453 ckkk 7184 k%
(-2.51) (-2.78) (-2.56) (-2.80) (-2.64) (-2.55)
D_Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
D_Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Log Likelihood -119.914 -116.075 -120.361 -115.280 -119.806 -120.219
Pseudo R?2 0.109 0.110 0.106 0.116 0.110 0.104
N 805 782 805 782 805 795

[k sk sk 0 1 %KMETHE, k% :5%KETHE, * :10 %KETHR
( )EFzEELER—=FL TS, 228, zEIZ 2OV robust standard error Z AW CFHE LTS,

FHEAIZ & » THU#H % Turnover 23 U T D A[REMIHEWN E B2 HILE, Z Z ClUEHMEDT «= »
7 DI, #BEF Turnover 2ME U TWA Y 7V ARSI LT 9 2T, SI03 & TRO3 =7
NERBAEKE T 5702827 23 U CORBOIT BT 72,

5 Turnover 23E U TWRNF U 7L ORERIT, R BIZELDHDHN TS 16, £ 8IZHOWN
THhDHE, £5DRRLLANTHRERT 3 —~ 0 ZERTEHICE T 2IEEOH BT
TpoTWAN, HRFEL LAHEENELN TS, SIS IZOWTORRETIE, 5/ (1) Dx
10% KIETHERE (AD_BHR24) 25TV HIZT ERWWA, TROS IZOWTORET
&, BN 7 4=~ AE2RTET V() EE/NRT 4 —~ U AERTET/V(B) - (6) THER
REDRFELNTND (BT V(1) - (6) TiX 1% KETHE, TFT/V(6) THEb5% KETHE), =
OFERITEFFY Turnover N EHENRT +—~ 0 ZADOBRKITEHFE L TEL TWDL Z E2REL TN
b, 12772, HUHfk Turnover & #9 SI & TR TORELRLFERENE LN TWAZ L LR T
%, EARHNCIE, BURERROBEDO %S TR TIIEE T 4 —~ v ZADOEENHE L HTWDH D
2R L, BUE R OIRE72 T < FTBlOBT & O - iGN fBE Ch 5 SI TIXZE DR AN 5
W, ZhUE, SIAEOFMNAENEMER T, LPFLLEENAT F—< ADEK L T
IR WERNT & o THEFBE OBIENT oI TND Z LR L TWAFREMEN S 5,

16 t=1, 2, 31ZBWVTC, ®EH Turnover BEL TWHH U T ZRIL TN D,
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=8 HUFHER Turnover DIREZER (BEHE Turnover NELTE=H U TILERKR)

Model (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
AD BHR24  AD_ROA02 BAD_BHR BAD_ROA BAD_NI BAD_SG
Panel A:SI03
Performance  0.002 0.018 -0.013 0.007 -0.023 -0.032
(1.87) 0.13) (-0.88) 0.47) (-1.10) (-1.47)
Mown 0.068 0.062 0.068 0.061 0.070  * 0.075 %
(1.75) (1.54) (1.73) (1.50) 1.77) (1.92)
Fown -0.075 -0.056 -0.063 -0.057 -0.050 -0.052
(-0.64) (-0.48) (0.54) (-0.50) (-0.44) (-0.44)
LnFirmAge 0.034 ks 0.035 k%%  0.033 kxx  0.036 xkx 0032 kxkk  0.032 ckxx
(2.81) (2.84) (2.75) (2.95) (2.69) (2.71)
LnAsset -0.015 % -0.017 % -0.016 % -0.017 % -0.017 % -0.018 %
(-1.67) (-1.82) (-1.79) (-1.81) (-1.81) (-1.95)
Constant 0.782 k% 0795 *x%  0.801 kxx 0787 xk%  0.801 kxkk  0.821 kx %
(8.29) (7.86) (8.56) (7.96) (8.52) (8.69)
D_Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
D_Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
adiR? 0.060 0.058 0.059 0.058 0.060 0.061
F-value 2.48 kwk 242 kkk 246 kkk 244 kw247 kkk 248 wkk
N 639 618 639 618 639 631
Panel B:TR03
Performance  -0.002 % -0.118 0.026 0.008 0.064 ksk*x  0.052 kk
(-2.28) (-0.73) (1.61) 0.47) (2.79) (2.26)
Mown -0.060 -0.054 -0.060 -0.053 -0.064 -0.069
(-1.37) (-1.17) (-1.35) (-1.14) (-1.45) (-1.55)
Fown 0.099 0.069 0.086 0.075 0.053 0.068
(0.82) (0.55) (0.70) (0.62) (0.44) (0.56)
LnFirmAge  -0.023 = -0.022 -0.022 -0.024  * -0.020 -0.022
(-1.70) (-1.55) (-1.63) (-1.71) (-1.50) (-1.58)
LinAsset 0.023 k% 0.024 k% 0.024 k%  0.024 k% 0.024 k% 0.027 k=
(2.09) (2.19) (2.22) (2.17) (2.28) (2.53)
Constant 0.135 * 0.114 0.106 0.119 0.101 0.070
(1.23) (0.99) (0.98) (1.05) (0.93) (0.64)
D_Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
D_Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
adjR? 0.050 0.050 0.052 0.049 0.060 0.058
F-value 2.40 kokx 2.49  ksk % 2.40  kk ok 2.46  kkx 2.63  kkk 2.79  kkk
N 639 618 639 618 639 631

Bk sk % 0 1 %KETHE, ** 5 %KETHE, *:10%KETHE
( )IFtEEZLAR—=KMLTWD, 7P, tEIZ2VTiE robust standard error Z AWV CEHE L T 5,

4. 2 ®E#H Turnover & EEHER

—HEDOREFELITRR D, TPO £EICBIT %= Turnover IZINE AT /NTF U A « A= 4
L L THERE L TR D72 A 5 0 2 BT, J&@HI 72885 3 Turnover & BT 5y —< A
MORRATINZ & Z4RH L7,

IPO E¥% > TV D ARREDOY TN EFATHIFETHW LN TV DB 7T, RS
REEFROBLEINOTET TR, HREMROBLEN S b RES RS, FlIX, RS (2003)
DY TN EHT D &, AR 7O BFEHRRELEDSSEE T 27.7% (t=0) TH 2D DI
*L, BT (2008) OV 7 VOEGFEFHE= (Shares held by Board) 1ZF4{E T 0.014%

(2000 4F) Th 5, FHRI/ B CHEEFEH O TPO BT, KAEHE L I CRE RIS
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MFTENEFLTCWD EEZ D1,

Denis et al. (1997) 1%, & ER#HFELES (ownership of officers and directors) 723K MZ
E, BEFE Turnover L BEHENT +—v A (i N7 +—~< 2 A) BICHRICADERR & 5
TEERELTREY, BREHICLOIHKAFTAERNEOVGSITITREZ DT P LU TF AL MIEo
T, WEHNT U A« AH=RAPEINHERE L7e< 72D 2 L &ML Q0 5, RIETORE (%
7) Tk, BRTOET NV TERERHELE (Mown) OFREN 1% KETHEIZATHY, Denis
et al. (1997) EEAMRFERIRBIN TV, F7z, HFES Turnover & ¥/ 7 4 —~<
ADOBRZE N LT3 5 Tl, HERRLENEGHEE Turnover (2 L CHBIZA DR Z LT
LTy, #E3E Turnover WA U TWA YU 7L RSN LT-3E 8 TIRERBRRIERIZ HIT0
AETIE /e oo T, ZHUTEGHE Turnover & % B FHE LR O BRIV E # Turnover %
WU RENT O TH - - ATREMEZ R LTV 5,

IPO 2 ClIk BEFR LRSI E N2 L 2F BT 5 &, RifliofsR (F7) 1IRkeH
DEL LU F AL MIESTHIELINTWHAEERS D, 22 TlE, ZORERIAET 5
7o, BRI AT 9, BARAIZIE, TBHI 7285 Turnover DA #EL R34 I —4H

(t=3) ZHGEIAEE L, ¥ RT 3 —~ U AR TER LRI (REFFRILR) 05
HaedERE Lcn Yy PET T K> Tt 2,

®9 BEHMLBESE Turnover E¥EREM

Model (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
AD BHR24 AD ROAO2 BAD BHR  BAD ROA  BAD NI BAD _SG
D_Forced_Turn3
Performance X Mown -0.250 5.016 -2.392 % -2.770 *3* -0.160 —4.344
(-1.44) (0.66) (-1.71) (-2.36) (-0.09) (-1.46)
Fown 0.395 0.513 0.182 0.234 0.415 0.472
0.23) 0.31) (0.10) (0.14) (0.24) (0.26)
LnFirmAge 0.405 0.403 0.444 0.372 0.429 0.426
(1.22) (1.16) (1.37) (1.13) (1.29) (1.30)
LnAsset 0.364 0.372 0.352 0.360 0.363 0.354
(1.31) (1.35) (1.30) (1.32) (1.33) (1.28)
Constant -8.560 %k —8.680 kkk -8.351 kkk -8082 kkk -8.643 kkk -8449 k%
(-3.56) (-3.69) (-3.53) (-3.33) (-3.70) (-3.45)
D_Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
D_Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Log Likelihood — —127.489 -123.573 -125.999 -120.581 -127.835 -126.677
Pseudo R?2 0.053 0.053 0.064 0.076 0.050 0.056
N 805 782 805 782 805 795

(F)k ks 1 1 %/KHETHE, *% : 5 %KETHE, * :10 %/KETHEK
( )iFzEELER—=FL TS, 728, zEIZ DWW T robust standard error #HWCFHHR LT\ 5,

FERIIRIIRINTVD, BBbBAERMENRT 4+ —~ U A LEARKREEORETR
(Pereformance X Mown) ([ZDOWTHBE, RFENTp—v AL LTHMART 4 —< 2 AN
TR L WD 2RI I—E% (BAD_BHR) ZHNTWEET /L) E¥EM T —~
AMER L TNDZ L EFETH I A% (BAD_ROA) ZHNWTWHET NV (A) T, HERBRE

17 KERZHEEBRIZ, IPO %hO¥ER T +—~ 2 LR Z 54T L 7= Mikkelson et al.(1997) %, TPO (2 X - Tf%
EHRFHRLEME T LT D Lk z, TPO BOREHEFHRESEKAR L L TRV E2EHL T 5,
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PRFEENTND (E7/V @) T 5% KETHE) ., ZNLORRIE, EHNT 4 —~ 2 A5
M7e#8E 3 Turnover |2 KT TADEDEBFHELLREMRNEETR 72D T L E2RB LTV D,
Z OFERIT Denis et al. (1997) CEAWRFERTH D, LLEOKRND, TPO ¥ TIHREE
FIHEFTANET L TEY, REEOT U LU TF AL MIE-ST, B¥ERTF—v AL
TR 72 #% B & Turnover OBIEA T 2> TND LB 2 HILD,

4. 3 HEfEE Turnover & B¥ENRT 3 —< R

Z 2T, Bkt Turnover & (Z2DH% D) RFENRT 4+ —~ U AOMBRE ST HZ LT, B
%% Turnover (2737 4 —< L AUGENRN S D00 E ) el d 5, BARMZIE, Btk Turnover
DOFEJE %39 S103 & TRO3 O HFRAEIZEE ST, o7z 0E L, B’ Turnover OFEE
TRENRT A= ARRRL0E D %, tIRE (T-statistics) & Wilcoxon DAL FuiR E

(Z-statistics) (2L > THHr+ 5, £7z, IPO#% 34FH (t=3) IZBT DEHi% Turnover 731

WRT == R RIFTEEE ST A 72012, TPO#% 34H (t=3) 214~ ML LT,
ZOREDEERT r—~  AEBET D, ZZ2THER, BAHHN—2DORT p—< R
R L LT BHR %, REHERARN— AT 4 —~ U AFEHE & U CEMRTE% ROA %
WO EIT D,

TG R— A DT g —~ AR TH D% BHR IZOWTIE, KD 4 DOFEEE AW
TWb, 77205, (NIPOFERNLER L T37T »H2 5 60 7 HET (24 » AM) OFHE#%
BHR 75 IPO 4EERMN D 24 » A OF#% BHR 07 (CHG_ADBHR25), (2) IPO 4EEHRN)>
HEFLT49 7 AND 72 7 AL T (36 » A) OF#% BHR 2> 5 TPO FFEERMND 36 # A
M O#EE% BHR 7% (CHG_ADBHR37), (3)IPO #ERMLER L T37 » A0S 60 » HE
T (24 7 Af) Oii#t% BHR (ADBHR45), (4)IPO fFERNGERELT37 » ANH 72 7 A
£T (36 » HfM) OF#% BHR (ADBHR456) Th 5,

—77, SFHEHRAR—ADIRT g AFRETH 5 HEFMIEEL ROA IZOW T, KD 350
BEEZ ATV D, T7ebb, (DIPO #% 54 HDFER (t=5) (281 5 EMEFER ROA 225
IPO % 3 HOEFER (t=3) BT 5 EMFIFES ROA 272 L5\ b O L TPO t 2 4£H O
JER (t=2) 12381 5 EMFHES% ROA 25 TPO 4R (1=0) (81T 5 3EMiHHE% ROA 27 L
Slnizbd (AD_ROA02) ™7 (CHG_ADROA25), (2)IPO % 3 - 4 + 54 B ORI ROA
DONFEHEN DS TPO 4 0 - 1 - 2 4 H OGRS ROA O FHED 7 (CHG_ADROA012-345),

(3) TPO #% 4 4EH (t=4) O ¥EFEHIE% ROA & TPO #% 34EH (t=3) DML ROA D74
(CHG_ADROA34) Th s, (3)IZ>W\WTiX, Turnover (X2 b)) HEHRERIZEE N7 +—~
A (Operating Performance) ZNFEL TWDHMNE I D EHETIHHDOLOTH D,



Buf#f% Turnover & 3/57 p—< 1 &

—IPO 3% 55 b L7z FEREs AT — 63
£ 10 HUEER Turnover &I/ T+ —T 2R
Board Turnover
Panel A SI103 < median(n=406) SI03> median(n=411) T-statistics Z-statistics
CHG_ADBHR25 -0.341 koskosk -0.252 %k sk sk 0.627 0.641
-0.044 sk osk 0.002 %k
CHG_ADBHR37 -0.343 kosk sk -0.330 %k osk sk 0.089 0.585
-0.152 skosk ok -0.104 kosk
ADBHR45 0.006 0.049 0.778 1.561
-0.056 0.029
ADBHR456 0.000 0.056 0.653 1.854 3k
-0.053 0.024
Panel B TR03 < median(n=466) TR0O3 > median(n=351) T-statistics Z-statistics
CHG_ADBHR25 -0.284 kosk ook -0.313 %k sk sk 0.203 0.018
-0.006 kosk -0.031 kosk
CHG_ADBHR37 -0.378 kosk sk -0.280 kosk 0.642 0.697
-0.167 koskosk -0.079 sk
ADBHR45 0.049 -0.001 -0.892 -1.642
0.030 -0.061
ADBHR456 0.026 0.032 0.072 -1.263
0.006 -0.058
[k sk sk 0 1 % KUETHE, *% :5 %KMETHE, *:10 %KETHE
BRI, T Bl
T-statistics & Z-statistics 2DV T, W7V —T CTHERENRHHNE I D%, tRE (T-statistics) &
Wilcoxon DAL FIFRE (Z-statistics) (28 - CTHOMT LIcfERNSREN TN D,
£ 11 EUEE® Turnover L £E/N T+ —<T VR
Board Turnover
Panel A SI03 > median(n=334) SI03 < median(n=354) T-statistics Z-statistics
CHG_ADROA25 0.011 %k 0.014 %k osk 0.309 -0.518
0.010 %k sk sk 0.006 sk sk %
CHG_ADROAO012_345 -0.024 %k sk sk -0.015 sk sk ok 2.257 skosk 2.269 %k sk
-0.017 sk osk ok -0.013 %k sk sk
CHG_ADROA34 -0.011  ksk %k -0.004 1.885 k 0.622
-0.003 sk osk ok -0.002 %k sk
Panel B TR03 < median(n=395) TR03 > median(n=283) T-statistics Z-statistics
CHG_ADROA25 0.013 skosk 0.011 k -0.219 1.658 sk
0.004 % 0.018 sk k sk
CHG_ADROAO012_345 -0.015  kk ok -0.025 3k ko -2.557 %k k -2.522 %k sk
-0.013 %k ok ok -0.019 %k sk sk
CHG_ADROA34 -0.005 kosk -0.011 %k sk ok -1.371 -0.354
-0.002 kosk -0.003 %k osk

() k% : 1 %KETHE,

k% 1 5 %/KUETHE,

BT EE, NBOEI R
T-statistics & Z-statistics (ZOWTIE, W7 /V—TTHERENSDNE 0%, t BRE (T-statistics) &
Wilcoxon DA FIFEE (Z-statistics) (28 - THOMT LizfERNREN TS,

* 010 %KHETHE

FEEA% BHR ICBIT D5 R332 10 12, EMEFRES ROA ICEATAMEEIF 1LICELEDLNT
W5, WIiE Panel A TiEiUkE% Turnover &K 348 E LTSI NHNWLILTEY, Panel
B TIZ TR AHWHLTWD, b LEKGER Turnover (2737 #—~  AUENR 1 H 5 & THUE,
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# 10 B LUV 11 @ Panel A TiX SI103 DEA /NS W27 b—7 (SI03<median) T, Panel B
TIX TRO3 DfENKE W /L—7 (TRO3>median) THR¥E/NT 4+ —~ o ADYCENHER S LD
T ThBb,

K10IZHOWTHD &, SI03 & TRO3 (ZBRAR S, M7 A —THTHERAETRLNAZR,
¥¥1Z, CHG_ADBHR25 & CHG_ADBHR37 TIZEHWMHEE LR E HIIFIEETHEIZA
DIETH D, 2o OFERIE, B Turnover [Z/37 4 —~ & AUCESR NIV L2/ L
Tk, TPO 1 THHHE Turnover 234 U T HIKMI N7 4+ —~v U ADK FE2REWIED D Z L1
TERVWIEZERL TS, £72, F11LICOWTHRBEOBEENELNR TS, i,
itk Turnover W LK E U7 7 N—T 1T ERERT 4 —v UV APEN LE2RBLTEY, T
L ARt Turnover 3BT A —<v VA ZBLEHTNWDHZ LR LT D, DL EDREEMN
5, Bt Turnover (21337 4+ —~  AUEZNRITBIEZ SN W21 ¢/ <, Bth#f% Turnover
X IPO B DOBENRT =<V ADKFEREVIED LT L o TV RNEFZ LS, b
FEJL Crutchley et al. (2002) LHEAHITH D,

ZNE TOHHTCIIEHREH Turnover (21337 4 —~  AUGEI R 2 R4 2 i RIS o
Mofo, TCICHERM LI L 210, SEITHE CII = # Turnover (CI3/37 4+ —~ o AUGEZN RN
H5HZENERSN TS (Kang and Shivdasani (1995) 72 &), ARTIE, Btk Turnover
LRERIZ, #E3 Turnover D/X7 4+ —~ » AUGENR G IBIAICGEET 5, #E+# Turnover
WZDWTIE, AARMEFEAXG & LI TIERLT 5 ERE R A HE SN TR, WIhokk
RNEET D0 EMGEET D EWE R,

FERITR 12 LR 1BICELDHHNTV D, WTiLH Panel A TIZIPO #% 34EH (t=3) 12#%
3 Turnover 23E U7z 7 L—7" L3 Turnover 4 U TV W I L — T R CEFENRT 4 —
VY UABRIRDNE D D3, Panel B TIXIPO % 3 H (t=3) 1ZHifilH72#% 5 4 Turnover 43
U7 N—7 L EFE Turnover 23 U T2 W L —T I THRENRT p—~ U ARRIR 50
E 9%, Panel C TIXIPO # 34FH (t=3) ZH&EHIAI7e#% 4 Turnover 23E U7/ L —7 &
JERERHIE 722 B & Turnover A U7 /N — T CHRENRT 3 —~ LV ANMBRDINE I D%, ¢
RE (T-statistics) & Wilcoxon DNAMFIMRE (Z-statistics) (2L > THHT LT 5,

FTE 12120 THD &, Bl Turnover OFER & [AERIZ, #HF Turnover 126 /37 4+ —
~ VABGERNRITBIE S, L, SREI 78R H Turnover VE L TWAH 7 L—T 13 8
FOHDORMI N7 =< APMET L TND Z LAVRIBE XL TS (Panel C ® ADBHR45 T
IEEMED BB EIREZND D), T, £ 13OV THTHRBRIIRE LD SR, 1277
L, BB E 5 MR <, #EH Turnover 234 U2 & MMM ERE N7 +—~ 2 AN
FLTCND I EZIEMTE% (Panel A & Panel B® CHG_ADROA34 CIXHERENH D),
7212, ENLSD AT =~ AR TIIAERETA LN, T b ORI T +—
~ A (ROA) IR TIXHEMIIICITEE N7 +—~  ADYEEN RGN DD, ZiiT—R
RHEOTHY, REYIMICIEFFREINTWARANWI EE2TRRLTWDEEZLND, ML EORERIT
%72, Kang and Shivdasani (1995) &3R5 6D THY, HARBHEDKRETF Turnover O
RT = AWFREFEL T 5 Ahn et al. (2009) EHETLHERTH D,
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Top Executiv Turnover

Panel A Turnover=1(n=75)  Turnover=0n=739)  T-statistics
CHG_ADBHR25 -0.234 % -0.300 sk ok ok -0.2677
0.087 -0.026 %k 3k ok
CHG_ADBHR37 -0.315 -0.339 %k sk ok -0.0911
-0.014 -0.136 EIEES
ADBHR45 0.024 0.030 0.0653
-0.027 -0.018
ADBHR456 -0.004 0.032 0.2405
0.049 -0.038
Panel B Forced Turnover=1n=30) Turnover=1n=739)  T-statistics
CHG_ADBHR25 -0.204 -0.300 %k ok ok -0.251
0.083 -0.026 %k sk ok
CHG_ADBHR37 -0.711 -0.339 %k sk ok 0.8438
0.058 -0.136 EIEES
ADBHR45 -0.216 0.030 1.6592 *
-0.213 -0.018
ADBHR456 -0.182 0.032 0.8599
0.043 -0.038
Panel C Forced Turnover=1(n=30) Non-Forced Turnover=1(n=45)

T-statistics Z-statistics

CHG_ADBHR25 -0.181 0.000
CHG_ADBHR37 1.388 0.570
ADBHR45 2.129 sk 1.702 *

ADBHR456 1.255

Z-statistics

-0.145

-0.242

-0.054

-0.324

Z-statistics

-0.104

0.365

1.16

0.45

0.953
[k k% 0 1 %KMETHE, *% :5%KETHE, * :10 %NKETHE
B ITEME, B
Turnover=1 : t=3 CT&E# Turnover /E L T3 7 )L—7
Turnover=0 : t=3 CTH&E 3 Turnover 3L L T RW T —7
Forced Turnover=1 : t=3 CHflH 7272 E#E Turnover 234 T T\ 5 7 —7
Non-Forced Turnover=1 : t=3 THEH|1) 727 &3 Turnover 734 LT\ 5 7 L—7

T-statistics & Z-statistics (2DOWTIE, W7 L—TTHERENH H0E 2 0%, tHE (T-statistics) &

Wilcoxon DNENFIFRE (Z-statistics) (&> THHT LIzfERPA RIS T 5,

£ 13 FEE Turmover EEBENT+—T VR

Top Executiv Turnover

Panel A Turnover=1(n=64)  Turnover=0(n=620) T-statistics
CHG_ADROA25 0.028 * %k 0.011 %k %k -1.228
0.017 % %k 0.008 EIEES
CHG_ADROAO012_345 -0.018 * %k %k -0.020 ESESES -0.348
-0.009 EEES -0.015 EIEES
CHG_ADROA34 0.006 -0.009 ESESES -2.282 * %k
0.010 %k -0.004 %k sk
Panel B Forced Turnover=1(n=26) Turnover=0(n=620) T-statistics
CHG_ADROA25 0.026 0.011 * %k -0.698
0.023 & 0.008 ESESES
CHG_ADROAO012_345 -0.026 * -0.020 % 3k 3k 0.614
-0.015 * %k -0.015 EIEES
CHG_ADROA34 0.005 -0.009 %k %k %k -1.401

0.011 -0.004 koK

Panel C Forced Turnover=1(n=26) Non-Forced Turnover=1(n=38)
T-statistics Z-statistics
CHG_ADROA25 0.166 -1.148
CHG_ADROA012_345 1.131 0.998

CHG_ADROA34 0.208

Z-statistics

-0.977

-0.815

-3.275 %k 3k sk

Z-statistics

-1.352

0.275

-2.301 *® K

0.140
[k %k 0 1 %KETHE, *% :5%KETHE, *:10%KETHE
BITEE, T B R
Turnover=1 : t=3 T Turnover E L TW5H 7 /L—7
Turnover=0 : t=3 TR 7 Turnover 234 U TV RW7 L—7
Forced Turnover=1 : t=3 il 7e#% = # Turnover 234 L TV B 7L —7
Non-Forced Turnover=1 : t=3 TG 724 & Turnover 734 LT\ 5 7 —7

T-statistics & Z-statistics [ZDWTIE, W7 NV—TTHERENRHH0E I 0%, t RE (T-statistics) &

Wilcoxon DONEMLFIE (Z-statistics) 12K > THOW LIZfE B RER TV D,
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5. Bbvic

IufEt Turnover %, 7 Turnover & FIFRIC, WEA /XA « A= E L CTHERE
TV D DM 2 Bkt Turnover (21337 4 —~ V AWENENH D 002 Ao BiiL, BHAD
IPO 23402 LT, ZNHDMWZXT 5 1 20RE R T 52 THDH, ZhbDY
P—=F « T AF 3 %, BEF Turnover |2 28583 .0 T 5 Turnover 758 TidiE &
AER BN hoTeb D THY, HARD IPO BEAERGUT LIz aridbivihoh A m 5 R0 g1
TOLDOTH D,

AREOERERFELITIROIBY Th D, 5 112, TR Turnover & BENRT7 4 —~ U ATIFH
BICAOBBRNRSH Y, BEE Turnover DAL EBE L THIKRE LTHERBENRH DL Z LN
o ol, ZOfEEIE Kaplan (1994b), Crutchley et al. (2002), F# (2003) &%
BHTH D, ZORMRITER, REEEZT TR BTE (2003)), MEREEICENTD,
Bkt Turnover S /RF U A « AD=ALE LTHEEL TCVWD Z LA RETHHDOTH D,

212, TPO 24 B W CIERiEIN 72 =4 Turnover & BT 4 —< 2 ADBRITEHDS,
AT 5 A OERIIE BRI ERLS 2B Z ERH LN E o Tz, 2 ORERIT,
PEEE I L DMAFTA PR WS RIITREE DT LT A MTE-T, WA T X -
AN = ALDHFHERE L7 < 725 2 & #f5H L7z Denis et al. (1997) t¥EAHWTH D, -
72U, ZIUIAAROREFELERGE LG (2003) &3R5 RTH D, N TPO 4
¥ETHE, BREFOBRXIAEDREIREFENT S ML U F SN REBIZH DBERBENTZDI,
SR 72 B Turnover & B3R T +—~ V ZDBUER L 7> THE Y, #&e#E Turnover 73
WESHNF U A e AHZALE LTHREL T D EIEEWEVIREBICH 5 B2 b, Fz,
IPO {3 TrX Bt Turnover 2358 % Turnover (23§ 2RI T NRT U A « A=A Lk
LCHEREL TV D &V D EIRT, /NEREZ: TPO Tl RO REEL TR D H TR -
AN =X DM TND Z ERHEI SN S,

%312, Bt Turnover |2 & 5&H|1 722885 3 Turnover |26 /37 4 —~ AU EN FLITHI L2
SN EMBI BT o T, FRCRRESE Turnover (20T, Z OFERITH ARBEE XIS L
L7- Kang and Shivdasani (1995) <°HAK - #H (2004) &30, S8 E%E Turnover
ThHoTHNRT p—< AWEDFITR SN2 E T 5 Ahn et al. (2009) AN TH D,
F7o, FROEFHERNOT D &, Mili7ef =3 Turnover 7217 T2 <, WEIA TR - 2
H=ALE L THIEL TV D EB 2 BN D B Turnover TX 26, IPO #O{BEHENT +—~
VADK TFERWVIED HFEIIT RS TWRNWI &5,

BB, AREOSIITFEESN TV ARRBEICOWTIRANS Z & & Lz, #%3# Turnover &4y
B L TWDIATHIFETIL, %D Turnover 3RHIFIR S D TH D00 E 9 w3 L Tt a1T-
TW5, Bt ® Turnover [Z2-OW T, fil 2 IXEUG I OBATFED HHERIT 2 Z & T, 5y
DIETRMNIE D I Ef L, BHESTEITOLERNHA S, £, KEOOH CTIXEHRR D
MR L CETREN R D E LTl Te, 7277, BRI H%  (insider director),
FEAN BT (A A X 7)) B F OEF 78 & Bie 2 WEE OB D FIEL T b,
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ZDX D BRBLEDOWER DD EITO ZE bARBRIWIZORNBDLTHHS I,

AR Tl EF B L OO Turnover DRNRARHENRT y—< A BRI T7 4—< A -
HRERT < R) OBENOIMM LT, 7272, IO BNEREITE RGO B
BIRE) B L TWDHREELH D720, LOAENRONETI LERSHAHH, £z, K
FEO AT CIIA Turnover #&K 95 & L C TR (Turnover Rate) & SI (Stability Index)
D2O%MEH LTz, 7272, WMENET HHERANRIIIR D800 5720, TNEEE X TR
BT E1T OB EH S D,
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