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ALBINBRAAAFELAB R LEARKE 0. & FHE-LALHORERLT” (FE %5,
71810107002) B X A RAHF AL TR “PE R AL L LB ERN N EKXRAR” (RA % 5.
72102088) \F kAL E X FRA—REZHE ERAHHARKEFTERAFLEZARL—ATEIAHNE
F R BB RRABEEANA (R B %5 .ZK20210151) 69 % 8, RitFRERZR BV EZNE
R AEHE T AR,
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7 [H % (Maryeni et al.,2014) 345 K % ( Ramdani et al.,2013) 22K % ( Hameed et al.,
2012) DA S = B FRAE A 3 ( Ghobakhloo and Tang,2013) %, ok H v [E i1y £ 56 ] 7 | BUR 52
Fr BHGRAVE BRI AT 58 5 IR 58  HEURMIE 5 B R 3] 1) PR 8 A 2 R 45 2
Al AT B R B85 A ) B B 52 0 [ 2 ( Calantone et al., 2006; Tan et al., 2007 ; Xu et al.,
2004) . FARIXEERIFFEPUN TR e BLER ) AR R A% O B R (B EATIEIROA AR GF e [l 2% £
MBI R o A FI G T B 22 4 o — b 32 50 10 O 28 B AT Ay 3 S w8 S 18 M 32 T T ST i
T, ARG TT ISR AN E PR B AN FRAE R 2 AT Be AT A5 A A4 b (9 4ol 2R 17 B AR
Bi4j5 (Haunschild and Miner,1997) , ZHZUVERZFEI LU N, Al 5w 527t S AR 1) 55
Feit s 3 FRATIRIGIR | M=ok H VR J2 T A A8 1 gh 280 72 DL E R BUE
TRV G  J1 45 (Hannan and Freeman, 1984) , XA SCER UG, Al B KM Y
W AT Z 32k 8 E 58 AT A A 45 AR OCE BTIE )i i BE s 7 i s e, JeH 2, |
5 00 2 A o} 2 AR S AT 5 TR ] P — D [l el 3k 1 5 i e v [ R ke = B 22
0 P S 1 4 40, T 3 XU A e (R 5, 2016) BTk A b AR B R A E S
P TR EA R AR, I A S AR 8] R A A A AT A R Gk BA
RO PRE , 33X 7T LAREARHEAGHT T 37 (4 KUK (Uzo and Mair,2014) | 1T IRR & v M R ad R
A4 H LU 45 4 517 SR T [F]#4) ( DiMaggio and Powell ,1983) ,

FHECVE T & ik B 52, v ] il 9 36 O 5 A RI7 8Y i b T 00 8 B B, B T U D &
5HIRRIARSCHIR (30 A BT IR AR B, B MEGEAT AR A 1 O e B i) 22 3 45 Hoh A AL
P B A G iz I Y 56 3 SR | Al 52 380 ] —A 7 Ml 53¢ [] — s DX R Al Al 7 52
MR B X T 5 1, o Al B3 P 5 ARG AR 75 25 52 3] ] 6] 1) 45 Al P 52
FEAE S35 18 AR RTS8 — o e 0y DA T 88 P 7 %) TR R ARO 2 N SR AFAE [ RE 28000, He v
W EASZHLHE 47 X B FEE B2 BIH S A B RERY R 7 R A SO SR
VI EE R, F T, A SCBER 2009—2017 4F LT 28 Fl B X Bk B TR, AL
WFFER BT - v b T2 vl 198 E IR I 9 AT A A3 1 MR BB 3X — A R 32 B[] — o] 2
Gt (6] —A7 ME AR R — 3 X ) FoAt Al A7 A 14 52 0 B 22 198 3% B A i sl A 0 i 3 3 2l 248 s
fiirn] . [R], ZHE2Y 3 BPRRAE (A AR BE Al RS ) o B 356 95 A B [ BRSO A7 T A A
M

ARSCR Al ok AR JLIT T A BRI DR -

S T SR Al ELI P SCER R B BOR BT BB e R B 2H 2R
IS 38 BRI A b R AT B IE R 5 AR B B2 52 i PRI K ( Calantone et al.,2006; Tan et al.,
2007 ;Xu et al.,2004) , fH3 2 SCEREEA 5 5¢ [m]— il B2 37 5 v 4l B3 R0 6 AR 286 R IR 7 A4
PEFRFIE . AN SO 2355 20 (Tl B T 3 R R0 48 S ER IR O A 10, WF 5 0 e B b Bl Aol A 5 B
R X 2 AT 2 2 80 ) 4 M 0 i) g DX Al A S ) 52 ), R 300 1 1Y 8 A A P B B R A et
UG, A SCHA R T R Al R 5 ARG R R P SR A R, R BT h S T
I il K O 2 AR g ST R

55 AHZURI B S BT O B OG TE iR ATE 22 51 PR 85 v ) il G ] 52 380 JH A 2H 21
FIH B B9 5200 ( Pache and Santos,2013) o 244\ [F] B AAS ] il S 3e i | 70 78 2 1 X AH B
PSR T RE 7, 3K 38 Al M A7 Ay 1080 XU FAS T o 1 I P[] s A2 T ] — 4 Ml 1 [
— i DX A FEAAC B AR Al S 4t T — ST EARERUAT 22 50 B9 1 B ARl YA
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EA A ST R T Y AL E

DAL, A Ml B S P i J32 37 dml o e o L v ) il T A /0 S i e — o B2 78 b Al
H9AT A, AT B 82 45 4 300 ( Marquis and Tilesik ,2016) o PAFESG T [l #5000 ] J2 [+ 4y
A SEAEAE O AR A R 5 — 10 2 3738, o e S SOSAT O 45 SR AN 8 S e B 2 7 A A 22
TEICIER b AR SCHE— A2 5 T WA il 52 3758 ( [R)  XCRIRIA Tl ) A EE B A, e Bl 1K
WA UG ) B2 AN RN 8, 0 88 1 L S5 RO (Y L A0, i — 2, Alb i A
DB ARAT b 8 A Ml EL I O 985 AT 0 8 2 St 2 W) F AR Al 64T B3  3 A BR BIL ] 2
— o Wt AR I B & 7 (R SRR ) 580 J1 (R RIS i 22 53 ) 02
SO A R T IR 0 AR B A SMEBIAL

S = AR SCHR IR T R S R T3 T A SCRR . ARSCR B, BRI AR AR TAT
M A DX 47 7 )i K 084 0 3R ) ) 9 AR B 5 T e Tl A DX 259 7K P B Aol oRe
Pl D (AN RN ) LI A 8 AR B, A5 TR — i BE e (8 Al AR A TRl A i —
A Wi B v RS AR 2 [ — ] BE 7 3 Aol S AR 017 1 6 5 T T 242 it JEE AR L/ JUASE
AP AL FIBBEE AL, i, AR SCHE R i BT AT o oA SR S5 ST A T A Al /Y
BT RHERARAL, TEARBA B Al AR AL T B0 i oz

—EREM S RMKIE

() FE RN 4 B — AR B AT S 23 32 B TR B v A AR S B A7 2 | [R) A
ARTA] 115 2 22 U AR A 27 > BE A8 5 Bl SRR A7 e S 3 T A6 445 TR A S A4 B9 A7 Dy 522 B AL A
Xf—EME X AT N RMETER B TS S50 T AT —ami s, AR I8 T4
AR SRS ) AN 5 PR B AN X R 3 (5 743 A7 R L e ) e 5 0 ) 3 3 o A7 R 2 ) A
(NG R S EEW iR e S N P S A o P TN iy A 5 P i N 1 - £ Nl o < R 15
Fop=A T

FET A Ml B] g [ RSSO AT 585 3k 5 R, A AEAE 233 D DG [l A7 Aol i 3l 1l DAL T £l
HVE BEZEF) ( Bouwman , 2011) | @ 9% 228 ( Leary and Roberts, 2014 ) #8317 4 ( Marquis and
Tilesik ,2016) | EBRAE ( Chang and Park ,2005) 25 52 21 [] — ] B2 375 38 b il 9 . 2 5 miel , LA
b SCHERER I BR T 32 B H SRR RS2 AT SUE A T USRI AT A1 3 A7 B At AR 52
Wi BN, Al RS Ml 0 LA A% AR AR A A A A ATl B I 2RI 547 e 3
(1) —FPEid 4 (Haynes and Hillman,2010) , ¥ X —EEE, AT, S BB WA S
e AU R AT B8 32 2 [R5l oAt Al () 520

(=) oMk B EX W52 1y [5) R M R i

i Ml 3G D90 2 AU T ) P9 — > B e, B A R T S KU I [T Al ] P
SAST R E AL ] RS AT B Al AT SEm D3, R T I IR A 2800, AT 35, A SCIA
Sk = 2L PT BB BRI RERLN T TE

.44 % 5 (Social Learning)

Fhosz o iR T S N2 ] S Bl E AR SR AT MG R B, (25 25 BB
R AN E PR AN PR AE: R 2] RE A A5 e 435 35 A AR 2 B R4 7% 2 (Haunschild
and Miner,1997) . it 2% > BRUSHE B A1 55 O D SR A 0 i B MR A 28 5 i i I ke o
I TR ek P AN A S A AN A K, D SR T8 2 ) 2 B R R ol TR SR 1) T B e
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SR, [ JEHEAE BRI T H WSS ARSIy 2 2 ek A R i BRI A DG
AR IEE BRIEAME RAKFR(Li et al.,2014) o PRI, G735 (AN B 2 18, 41 224 T L]
AR A Ml [ [RTRERICNE A9 7 A X6 T ol 1 B 3 DO 2t AT 75, B3R IO T 2 Al TF E B i
HAPE GRS B IRIE k55 7 UM BRI i R A 2L - it RIEE I 28
5 =SS A6 55 J2 THI e 2 JR A T 2R AN R | DAGE AW 2 AL 7 37, X — i R A
BEA BROR B AN S MR OB o Hen 3l a2 ~) © 28 iE AT ELIBR PO e 1Y il 8 2 7 R i D) A
MV RIPRRI 255 | 590 R R A% G A M i/ N B XU, AT o P R LB B, i — 20 T2 I L
15 PO A A F18) 187 A4 T Aol 79 2 0 3 JRE 9 T Rl A5 M 22 ) Y 35K 190 e 2 2 R A ] A 255
AVAS

2.4 . F) #3 J& 71 (Institutional Isomorphic Pressure)

LV FE 2RI A AT 280 T im e 45, B A AT TR i 4t AFEAHARLIG 5 T iy &8
5 JF DAty Ba@AT AT M MEN g S IR AR TS AAT O B 52 B AR 45 2 T AN AT N R
M Al ATEZH Sl LA | 50 FAT g B e A 10 T B2 T T 98 2 e S5 it A
AR 27 B ] BE [R) R 5 ) ( DiMaggio and Powell , 1983) . 7E H.EC W4 RIS 5 F |, O T BS54t
S TEVERALREAN T E M, Al T RE 2 e A5 115 21 2UBR5E v A 1l B3 4T Bl Y SR, DATTIE i
[IHFRANE o 33X — e A T R YT ik 1 [) b A0 e ] ) AR 91 44 () 4 = AL I ( DiMaggio
and Powell ,1983) .

A, B TRDAR VR 2 2 AR A HL At g 2 e it ) 1E s AR B S Ty s R R
T RERZH LU Ry TSR A R B 4 5 — s ) g & R s, LK+ 20K B
TEBURN A5 T, A 1Bt 1) 5 R MR T 22 X000 I Tt A AU 4 R A% 8 Al 10 35K 10
BTG, 224 [] ] B2 37 4l R G Al S A IR P 2 1 B 2 8 A 7 A U e 5 HLAtD
Al AH [R] (9 SHE m BE A PR AIEZH 2L At 2 S iE RS E P

HUR ML LU T AR OB AS Fxfe LA PRk 550 m E BRSO FIAH 57 5 I G 236 42135
Sl 5 Ay R B B R M I ZH U E S 2 IR B B AT TR G A FNA T Ay 2K T B 6% BRI AN 1
SEPEFIRAS (DiMaggio and Powell, 1983) , i I i—FRL 45 5 07 o 1l T LI ) B 5 A
e MU A 4 J7 L Rl B X R A% 8 A Ml X 33k Tl 4 A R AR 4R O AR AR
SR, SR BBC [ AT b mh G 4 2 AR DT IC 1) f3 s RE 8 A5 20 2087l b HoAl 20 40 SZFRe ATA
A ( DiMaggio and Powell,1983) , 1% 3R A AT, i 4 FASE 45 Jo] 6 At Al A9 47 A A ok 2
Bk AR PR, 1X 0] AR IEAHT 7 37 B9 XU (Uzo and Mair, 2014) Ff 3R IS 1R 5 H
b ZE BB ( Fisher et al.,2016) , X ARG MR TR A1 H 2L 4519 517 5048
T R | 528 BRI RN

IR B K AL B IR 5 B R PR SRR Al By AR A £ AH DG # Z fi) k52
AU RN P ) 2 SR RV, Pl ST ) e M A RIS s T (s 75 TR A7 ol A DR il il 2 H:
TE SIS BE PR AR FE T (0 TC AR A s o 1, T 0% K 0 2 A DA s R R AR A L H R
FEAH DL B 1 A ) r S X A 2 248 B A 4 T PR ) P R X i R N T Y
S FUNV RN SE 4 KT AE RO | Aol 75 8 R R R AR, Ll AN W8 Ak 1 T 375, H il o
(18 L Ml AV H T3 ALK T 1A b 3K X 8 g TR R A4

3. M 44 91 3F 1 ( Network Externalities)

W2 SN A | 2GS N2 2 3 SR FH S I00R 7 i IR 55 BB AR I A (D0 T f
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EA A ST R T Y AL E

FHE KL 231 K (Chang and Park ,2005) ,3X FEEIHE T8 i k55 5L AR B HURE B8 7E
— R O PP A R L Ml A P R DU R Y B I 2 SRR BB B, S B
HLNRERE T2 ) MRS AR DG 15 2 R VRIZR 30y, AR 187 i IR 55 BB AR 9 4 i e A
AHE N SRS AFNZHZURE ] ToRANEAT, BUA SCHR A& B, B3 R0 5 A 1) e FH A7 A — T
382 Y 0 4 P ER PR AT HE SOV, T LA g Aol B AR 7808 ( Grimes et al.,2012) I3 fiE
73 (Paunov and Rollo,2016) , fe 247 Bl T 4k A (B B9 £ T+ A K ( Hamad et al.,2015)
W, 225 (] o) B S i oMb ) IR X 2 TR TR B — o L P ) % S P S, — T T IR T 2 R A
AR 53— ARSI T A5 A RO B A 2 b BRSO EL LB R H AR
— ML (Li et al.,2014) | A St % 2 0 194 £l 45 R i 2 3t i A T A4 F 2 ] | e 2908 i )
RERLNE

ZE LR FRATHUN , 41232720 i BE [R) RS R0 ) 25 A0 30 A A7 AE (45 H Ar 2y 7 RE 8 38 1
A5 2 2] A 23 v B3 Do 2 AL 3k A v AR B4R R RN R B R AT A T 5 R [ R
RO EE . H o, FRATHR AR 1.

B 1. ZBRM AL A AR ZWRARZL, RAPLL L R AR —FFKRLZIEN

AN,
Bk la; bty AR M B R A A LW FIARUR , L4 2 ] R — ATk F 4 dk 7 5K W 4%
LRGN

B 1b: AV MR GFERLEZOR RN LA IR — X P4k 7 KW
A4 %S em

= HiEEESTENS

(—) EiRskiR

AL 2009—2017 SEFEV IR ZE Ty Jr b (20 ARG AT G, S o R A A e B 0 5 21
PE AR DU AR AT RS 07 18 - (1) BIBR ST SST ., * ST 2 F] RYREAS ; HIBRERAT UEFR A A
PRS2 W) 48 4 Rl 2 52 8 T 8 ) BOREAS 5 ST DA RSl (14 28 WIAEAS 5 0 B3k Al 1 JB AN S 1)
FEAS S (2) BIREIEAFAE ™ BB AR 1) S I REAS . (3) A B 2 B0 I 1 ot 1) £ b AR AR S e
ARSI LARTT 14 724 DFEARWIAE . A SO 5 B BE K I8 T CSMAR LiFinD \WIND 45 %45
FERC T EGEHE ) | i R EEE B MERA M | A SO SR DL AN S 0 50 0 BT TR 0 22 1)
FO RN it h E B2 m) R S s AT 1A% S AR SCIRFEIE IS 2317l 4
KBRS FEA I AEAT LA TR 73 R A 2 B vh T3 (60.33% ) , FEAS 2341 T 25 7 [X.
(61.70%) H il IX (20.86% ) FIPEHEHLIX (17.44% ) ,

(=) IR

R YRG5 B R 5 A B[RRSO, A SCRE DA T R A B A

Interinvolve, , = a+BPeer, ,_,+y,Con, +&,, (1)
(1) 2N 2 Interinvolve, 94 it B 7% & . HAR A 19 BIR P A 5 Peer, ,_, 52 fft B 72 £« [A) 471
([FIHBIX) FHR P AR, B ] 1 a] BEXT b BRI A A S A2 i Con,
ALAE A AW A AR B o FUE 0 L] PR AR P R TR TEIR A RS
AR R G BT | b DX E IR ) A SR R A, 53 A AR SR FE ] T AR b X
A7 ol 1 5 B
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(Z)XETENE

LAABHEEE

Al BER M (Interinvolve ) o A= SCW Al BLHK R 5 A 5 A2 « ELIG X 10 90 AT 7Y
JE— AL Y RS S Al AR A I RE i GRIEE I 208y 2RO L 4R 2
[N [ph e S R bk o R VA /NS QLTS B = I 11920 i R A R N ST s 4
b BEHWNT VU ARRE” (Ifinedo, 2011 ; Kannabiran and Dharmalingam,2012 ; Hamad
et al.,2015) , 7EERUVAGL H, FATEE T« 2 A WA SR AR AT IR B 50, R & 2 7%
Th2 (2017) B , A ARIRAE A 1, R IBCE R 0, BeAh  REARSEAAE 23 W) 2838 Ml 55
P BRI A (HAER Th I A BRI R RE A E SO TR BRI A, i —20 il 5
S0 X 9 A [ R 205007 P e — 2 A - WS (5 30 2 F2 378 850 A3 W &R 43, ATV A6t T EL 36
AR SRR TR, BRI 505 ¥6 IR 3

2.MHELE

[FIAT Ml ()M IX) Al BRI AR ME . — B0 b R g — MR E YT H (BRSO
8l K B AT DU X — 3 delrh AT R | SO 1 B AR BRI SR 94 E BE (Tolbert and
Zucker,1983) . Wi X — SR, FRATHE HARAME A ARAT Ml (H D) wh By 4ol (BR 25 H AR 4l
B TE =1 AERY EIR R A DU, 278 e T H AR A T 27l (3B 1X) 79 B R
WA SR EE

3.EHEE

ASCHYFE AL B BN (1) L AR (Firmage) , DL B4Ry 54l G157 403 22 {H 1Y
HARXT RO &, (2) 4 B ( Size ) , LA v 3 T8 19 H AR X EGI &, (3) 38 5 S FULAR
(Board) , VATES 2 NE &, (4) I3 LU (Indep ) , DABR ST B35 7 8 55 2 N800 EL B0
(5) PHERIFEAT ( Deeo ) , #EF AN CEO WHHERA—HEC 1, WIEL 0, (6) AN E (Shfd) , LA
AR BEARFERE LB, (7) TR (Slack) , 5% F B EE I (2004 ) 19 f% , DL
A BT AR S8 A LE RS (E I i, (8) WA SR (Rda) , AWF R B B
AR HEHEME, (9) AKX (Enfee) , LIA KB di g I AR LEE I &, (10) R ASE K
K (Incomin) UIAEE G FAEFWRAZ 2 G EFEEWAMILEN G, (11) KR
(Fambus) : BE XLSH2 555 H T (2017) B9, AR 02 0 A, W Fambus =1, 2
Z 0 Fambus=0, (12) 47354 BE (HHI) <R R 2518 R Fa 50 m A 7l (] Y 38 S F2 i B A
B 5% Haushalter 25 (2007) BORE . (13) X H 56 M & 8 3 B (Ineds ), DA DX H 556 ) 7
A HE A S 11 SO SR 0 £

M| BB RN ) B R 38 5 4

(—) iR tELt

MR 2 0 HNER TARSCE B B A RS A R LR G R B, MR 2 i
RT3 AR HAR L R 808 A R IEAR S, s il e ok, ol iy
WSRO ARSI B Z #E K5 S E — b DXCHIR ) & Jre o 2 e ple £
b IR R BT ) 7858 5 R S, A ol AR I B A A M BRI RS B P R ey = o R
BB TURBEIIZS Al 5 B, ol EL IR 998 A RO 1oy B3y, Shy A 28 8 1) 145G
A ASCRASGIE— 2 BT o
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5 3% FH4

B ARG AR EFHEE

*1 FETEWRESRIT
Gy FEAL ¥IE bR /M wKME
Interinvolve 14 724 0.1022 0.3029 0 1
Peer 14 724 0.0991 0.1439 0 0.8772
Firmage 14 724 2.6161 0.4063 1.0986 3.2958
Size 14 724 7.6243 1.4049 3.4657 11.1085
Shfd( % ) 14 724 54.7596 16.2294 20.0300 90.9900
Board 14 724 8.9444 1.7820 5 15
Indep 14 724 0.3696 0.0532 0.3000 0.5714
Dceo 14 724 0.1918 0.3938 0 1
Incomin( %) 14 724 14.2530 34.2122 -60.6310 180.3360
Slack( %) 14 724 17.2137 6.9243 5.2406 38.9258
Rda (%) 14 724 1.9380 2.8502 0 16.2900
Enfee( %) 14 724 4.2956 3.1970 0 9.4235
Fambus 14 724 0.1960 0.3970 0 1
HHI 14 724 0.9268 0.1311 0.4188 0.9911
Intds 14 724 6.9594 0.8082 4.1271 8.1881
e ) TEHXYES T
A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. Interinvolve 1.0000
2. Peer 0.4810" 1.0000
3.Firmage -0.0402" | -0.0699" 1.0000
4.Size -0.0536" -0.0161 -0.0496" 1.0000
5.Shfd -0.0376" | —-0.0300" | -0.3651" 0.2018" 1.0000
6.Board -0.0450" 0.0245 " 0.00820 0.2600 0.0711° 1.0000
7.Indep 0.0155 0.000900 | -0.0441" 0.0153 0.0308 -0.3635" 1.0000
8.Dceo 0.0794 " 0.0558 -0.0920" | -0.1014" —-0.00980 | -0.1314" 0.0811" 1.0000
9.Incomin 0.0104 0.0133 -0.0733" | -0.0482" 0.0854 " -0.0213" 0.0118 0.0247
10.Slack -0.1119" | -0.1195" 0.2159" 0.1409 " -0.0845" 0.0683 " 0.0239" |-0.0842"
11.Rda 0.3141° 0.3542" -0.2562" -0.0134 0.0591 " -0.0483" 0.00660 | 0.1453"
12. Enfee 0.0531" 0.0730" 0.0950 0.1252" -0.0646" 0.0111 -0.0124 | 0.00550
13. Fambus 0.0175 -0.0229" | -0.2250" | -0.0808" 0.1050 -0.1603" 0.0419" 0.1600"
14.HHI -0.3025" | -0.5987" 0.0131 0.0198 -0.0705" | -0.0577" | -0.0432" 0.0161
15.Intds 0.0587 0.0355 0.0684 * 0.0525 0.0445" -0.0594" -0.00430 | 0.1049"
Ea 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
1. Interinvolve
2. Peer
3. Firmage
4. Size
5.Shfd
6. Board
7.Indep
8. Dceo
9.Incomin 1.0000
10. Slack 0.0196 1.0000
11.Rda -0.0179 | -0.3053" 1.0000
12. Enfee 0.0341" 0.0201 0.1600 " 1.0000
13. Fambus 0.0555" | -0.1501" | 0.1143"° 0.0193 1.0000
14. HHI -0.0321" | 0.0562° | -0.1161" | —0.00830 | 0.0803 " 1.0000
15. Intds -0.0368" | -0.0715" | 0.1818" 0.1757 " 0.1656 " 0.0499 * 1.000

FEN=14 724; « 27 p<0.05, MANAE T ; & 2 F Peer £ R 64 R “RAT L ZBER FANGM”, RAF,“H
WX LR f/"‘)\i’]'fﬁ" 58 *T{L\Jkiﬂkr] N (Interinvolve ) Wy 48 £ M (555 Ao B F AR T ) fo“ B 4Tk ZJR
P NIGAE” 5 B AR Ak Z BB 3 N (Interinvolve ) #9 48 = PEARIE 3 k5] &
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(=) BiRD

ARSCRH] STATA12.0 #EA T AL, 7ESSUERS 30 HIT , A% SO B0 i B A3 . (1) Sk
o S W AE R X IS AR A 19KV LT 4R AR 5 (2) Ay ikt fh 2 J IR 2Pk 1 5 |
ZHIAR AT T OB, ASCRH TG Logistic FIHBEHEA A1,

1.4k 7 B8 W 25 N 04 ) B 2 R 46 58

B, AR SOl b — A AL T ZEA T 0 ELIR R 5 A IAEL ( Peer_industry ) Fl1_E—4F B A
M A DX %) FLIR R 95 A IS ( Peer _region ) VE il B8 S HEATAG 00 . 3 3 AEHY (1) FIAR Y
(2) 4G TRIAZER , A1) K380 T EAF AT BB AR S B sk 53 M 5 A
RFR, SR NIR, FAREEAT b BB 9 A A 5 H Aw Ak 53K 95 A 5 2 IE A OC (B =
5.634,p<0.01) , FRIAFEAR AL P AEA Tl A HA AV AE -1 4F FLER ]9 A R B2 B, DA A
MV AE ¢ AEEAT BRI P A BIAER A, IR Rl B 5 A AEA Tl R RN, (R 1a 15
FSCHr, BIRL(2) K T LARRE ML X B R P ARREE S AR BB AR C R, 4
R, AR REHL I B 5 AYE S BRI BRI A 3 IEAE G (B=5.673,p<0.01) ,3&
AR AR il i 70 b DX AR T =1 AF LR U0 AR A B i DR A AL AE ¢ AR AT B
G DR 92 A B ARE B A, 2 R Al B K O 5 A A7 A b DX [R50, (B 1h A5 3154

it —20 ARG, 255 H AR Al 7] s Ak T ] DR R —4 7 sl A 8 £l 159 B3 D 5 A
BRI, E AR 32 20 B[R] B Bk, A TR0 A ER B () S LB 5, HoxX — AR T2 1L
PR Al Ak T R Al B A T ] — b DX [ RGN B 5, DT BE B2 i & ( Marquis and
Tilesik ,2016) , X — i FEBEFR A il B S5 4 (Institutional Equivalence ) 0 [ B4k F [/l —74 7
b ] — 1l DX Al BEAAR S B AR Al 4R T — AN I HAR AT S5 0 R T H AR A
M ARG BhHL, 3R 3 A (3) Kt T aX —RUN . BEAY (3) A R R, EARFEAT ML A X H
R P AP D5 H br il 55 95 A3 EA G (B=6.756,p<0.01) , HiX— RECK T
Y1) FIAEAL(2) iy E AR FEA Tl B IR U0 A S 1A B b X E I ) 5 A YA 1 R A
X —ZE R SR T IRATTA T, B iE 1 ) BE SR AR AR AE

A, Al B Ak b DB AR A7 H 8 Al ELIE  95 AHE B0 Y 22 5 (e an, B ARk 7
i DX PR A AR Ml B X 4~ 34 85 AAEL R T/ 7N T BT 2E AT Ml 8 At A Ml B 3 X - 3 95 A
{8 o252 B As A a4 7T B P A B AL 2 — . JRETE T, Sk A A [R5 il
JE s b s AT I o A ) %) ) BE 7, i LA 2] BE R ) A I 2 A B i 5€ ( Besharov
and Smith,2014 ) , H1 I 2R T B8 g A9 JRURS: RIS Aff S 1 T 244 JXUBS: AN A 2 P 4 o s, A b %5475
Gl A AT BB 17 A B S LR R R 5, R, AR BE S 3loh 947 3l 3 B & AN TR
AT BIE 5 R InAb EA 7 5w DR SR AT A B M B8, I 2 T 3 ) B PR A B LA 1) e XU 1k AN
B M, il F IR 05 %) [RVREASONCHS S 3 i . o T AR g — i R, AR AR AT B
I 25 A SAJ(EL I A B b DX I ) 25 A\ 494 25 1) 268 XL ( Peer _industry —region difference ) {E
R AR B AR 38 3 IR (4) S R B N , ARFEAT b R X BB I 5 A A 22 1Y
Y RHES AR BB R A IER G (B=4.942,p<0.01) o XKW, Ak BT 7e s X 147
bR IR X 5 B 25 SR Al R AT B IGR DOR  F XUISS: AN iff o P R I B S

DA & 3 HER (3) P, Peer_industry & region %77 : Fl it 5 B AR L4 T B —47 L fe Bl — 4o R 3o 4> b
AR FNYE, mERZFH LA,
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Al BT ) AR A A b 9 EL I R AT N

SR AR Rl

s
2

IR SRV L S ONNAS S IE R EAN: & 1S

5B A B PG — Al , TR 9 A BT 1] 55 5 R, Aol RSO | BEA AR v B8 i g |
B 2 ML A Al Al ELIR I 8 A BB ] 555

=3 £l B B W i N B [E) B L A [B] Y3 45 R
s (1) (2) (3) (4)
Interinvolve Interinvolve Interinvolve Interinvolve
Peer_indusiry 5(1653 A:) 2)
Peer_region 5.673™
- (8.21)
Peer_industry & region 6(1755 67 3)
Peer_industry—region difference 4219?25 0)
Firmage 0.251™ 0.421™ 0.262" 0.198
(1.96) (3.35) (1.90) (1.58)
Size -0.0456 -0.0603 " -0.0791™ -0.00281
(-1.31) (-1.67) (-1.98) (-0.08)
Shyd -0.0152" -0.0113™ -0.0138™ -0.0189™
(-5.09) (-3.79) (-4.18) (-6.51)
Board -0.120"" -0.121™ -0.160 " -0.102*
(-4.04) (-4.18) (-4.81) (-3.60)
Indep -0.821 -0.301 -1.391 -0.711
(-0.92) (-0.34) (-1.41) (-0.82)
0.246™ 0.221™ 0.151 0.300 "
Dceo
(2.51) (2.28) (1.44) (3.11)
Incomin 0.000893 0.00148 0.00167 0.000870
(0.70) (1.13) (1.14) (0.70)
lack -0.00797 -0.00808 -0.00952 -0.0116"
sac (-1.19) (-1.21) (-1.30) (-1.78)
Rda 0.184™ 0.186 ™ 0.180™ 0.200 "
(13.02) (12.89) (11.49) (14.55)
Enfee 0.0563 0.0522" 0.0605 ™ 0.0563
(3.19) (2.96) (3.13) (3.28)
Fambus 0.121 0.136 0.167 0.131
(1.12) (1.29) (1.46) (1.23)
HHI 0.0747 —-2.445 -4.870 -0.914™
(0.16) (-0.45) (-0.81) (-2.13)
Intsp -0.0846 0.112" 0.202 -0.0180
(-0.20) (1.65) (0.42) (-0.04)
#HOR 0.226 1.347 2.573 0.303
(0.08) (0.26) (0.41) (0.11)
ATk MR R BT R 4 Fog ) =41 =4
N 14 724 14 724 14 724 14 724
Pseudo R* 0.2770 0.2706 0.3606 0.2525
LR Chi2 1639.36 1599.48 ™ 2080.49 ™ 1494.50

iEr o AT p<O.1, =% £ T p<0.05, #x% F = p<0.01, BEAME A 9% Logistic )2 F&5 A A Z 14,

2. P9 A 1P 6 AL 2

KT RV TEASSE ARG SR , PAY A PR — A5 D 2 HE S T, DS ) AR 20 e K 114 )
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‘%’ (7%‘1?-1@ 2021 4F55 5 M)

TET A AT N PRSREA RN | 25 A s BOR G 5 2 ATl 5B X N T A
b, Bt R — 3 A AL AT IR FK AR AT DA AR BLE T RE S AN R O [R) AR 3 2, 1T
S AN b BTEC, Wk AR AN b i eSSk A P Gk AR BR , 75 2T AR TR B
BT, ARSI T4 G 1 THAS RS A PR, FAATT T, FAT R AR Al
JITAEAT M A A Aol (B3 F RS A olb AR B ) 50T i i J3E 22 (LA L 41 B il Fr 7l DX A HA Al
(& FARAL AR B ) BB A i BE R EA O T AR B, 2050 41036 3 i i) DU A A 280 R A7 19 i B
/DAl BRI AR A B B —  BUHTRE 7 A b A ELR R A
JRFNGE S Bl (Hameed et al.,2012) , [R5l AR] 0 DX A F~F- 30T 4 5 B2 15 ) 47 Ml 0 ) 3
DA Ml B8 ELIR P o BE AR G 5 58— Tl Al R ] s DX P A Aol (B H R Aol A B ) -1 24
WA R e AN 2 B ARl O FLBR I A, #2183 3 A AR R IR % FAT LAl 2
A IR AE R R i, G PR B dre/ N —SReiE e AT N A E R 38 D, 3% 4 5 T
BEZER G 2R BR 3R 4 AR R A A 45 R 536 3 RS RO A L E 22 7 3k
Wb SCHYZE AR AR A

x4 b B EX i N B [E] BE R A O] 45 3R - 9 A 1S TG
- (1) (2) (3) (4)
Interinvolve Interinvolve Interinvolve Interinvolve
Peer_indusiry 2.061
- (18.07)
Peer_region 7.357°
- (3.61)
Peer_indusiry & region 8(18 82292)
Peer_industry—region difference :z 18 ; 39 6)
EHEE F= 4 I 4 3% 4 Fog
w R -0.589™" -1.136 -0.649 -2.394 "
(-2.87) (-1.59) (-3.23) (-6.88)
F—W&F %t g 471.764 90.165 ™ 441.028 ™ 222.906 "
ATk BB X R B R AR F2 4 124 F2 4 Fog
N 14 724 14 724 14 724 14 724
Wald chi2 1421.48 986.36 1611.38 754.76
Prob>chi2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

o A p<O.1, s KT p<0.05, ek AR p<0.01; RA MR A 2SLS Ao £ #ATAE 465 A A Z 44
CRAMAGEAR AR I 18 T L F B Cragg-Donald Wald F LAY, FIAT L FIW I 4 sk 61976 1 38
ATHIAT IR,

3.4k R M NG RIREROR 69 3 — F A A SR R T H T F

o [ i 198 F 3K IO 5 ARG B 3 i — M F2 3l Y SRS A AT O IR SR s L ik Ay FR
skt AT R0, FLURE RS 50 S B D b — AP0 5 ol B0 0 2 A

OBA ()P 2R EFESLFAEFLNE SN (RAFALRKG)HFLBREDEAEATALET
AP A EEES LA AR R (T B ARSI ARG )T E R AR A T AT F B
R(3)F A LEEE B RS LA TR — A7 Aot K A H i 0k (P B AR Ak K 5 ) 9 B K 5% 5 39 184 A
ITATZ AP A LEFEFLAL S L (RAFAELRY)FLREN A LFERR AL
Sl (HRBARA LR G )L REE LG LA T LTS,
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EA A ST R T Y AL E

JE LEAT M (Ech X ) HhH At Al B P 5 AR BE S S EAR, IR 4, 3R i 25 80K i b kA 7
HIRMP AR B R X— i BRI, A TE ELIE 5 A 2 1 £ Ml 388 ok R i R A {7
HoAt AR B IR AT R R RAG B e . R RN b4 B A 4l 1 LR R AR B AT
b (B DX ) A A b ELER 5 AR S SA(E i, IR 4, X A2 K Al 7R AT LK )
AR RO AR, X — it BRI, BRI P A2 A4l , P REAS 2R B 32 3l g B A 7
K, DA YREAE T B R A AR BE , O S AT (sl X)) Al A M S KR

T BV b SO HIE 5 A0 S R 1) 2 i DL o, AR X — R4y, FRATE B
5 A IFLEBE (Interinvoledegree) HEATRE B, FLIE 96 AFR BE TS R AN T . 15 5, TR A1)
FIFH iFinD F1 WIND g 430 5 8 B FR 2 5147k 20 28 e 7 il 4 28 00 328l 55 48 1
CEAEZE G TR S 24000k 55 24 Bk Ik 55 WA RIE 55 AR ) o O, 4 532 (2017)
FE Y 23 N OCHEAE R i EED S AR R S B B 55, BT S 440k 55 s B R K
] F4) Ml 55 WSO AR A5 21 IR XY 55 S, B B AT R DAEDI S A TS BHE Tk 53 25 B
106 D0 Ml 55 WO o BRI 7 i 2 2 B DR 55 SO o b PR IR 55 WA o b
o BEPRUEAL S BHA T A3 2S00 IR IR 55 WO 7 LRI 77 it 20 S 0 ER X 5 WO o EHR
YE , 53 B IS & Eb s AFREE (Interinvoldegree _income) o fi )& , TATTITHA M -1 4FA1
FIAEAT L N LAY (BRAE B ) A BRI 5 e ARREE B LA S 1= 1 AE Al i 7 1
X P Al A (BRAME A 5 ) B E BRI 5 L AFE R

5T, AT A AE (=1 A5 FE By B3 W $5 AR B 5 R 4l B 7R 4 7l £ ol B 3K 5 A
FEEE 348 (BR 25 BAn Al A B ) AHI, AR 4 X — AR i I B PSR AR i, H— 24l
HERPE AFREE/INTAT I E AR AR A 1 0L OB, i ST BB ) 95 A TR B ¥ 22
( Peer_industrydistance<0) ; H: 2 AV B P AFEEE R TAT L BE M AEA AR & | 8 AT
NS m%/\ﬁiﬁmfﬁﬁ(Peer_industrydistance>0) o [RIEERY, TRATEEASLAE -1 QSEE/‘JFLE%H
PO EE 55 [7) S0 Al o 7 b DX Al B3 O AR B 344 (R 25 H PRk A B ) AHI, SRS
PX — AR E AR i, 2 Al B AR /N T X I (E B R AS AR
X L2 G, 0 SRy 1 DX EC I ) 95 AR BE V% 2% ( Peer_regiondistance<0) ,ﬁ:%ﬁ;\ikﬁﬂﬁﬂ
PR EE R T X BE AR AR AR i, 2 Ry b DX B I 5 AR B2 2% ( Peer _regiondistance >

0) . fJa, FATR X LA 2 5 5 B ERRCA & Hb AR EE (Interinvoldegree _income ) 47 7]
=,

5 s THOCHYIIAZE R, SR (1) FIASERY (2) el 1 ¢ A BE Al BLHR R0 AR BE X
t=1 AFREAT Y BLHR D 0 ARR BE vi 25 I 22 g [ 45 51, 455280 (3) IR AR (4) 5 T ¢ AR B4R
b ELER ]9 TR BEXT 1= 1 AF B i X IE U AR B i 2 R (9 IRl 9 45 51 A8 (1) RN
RI(3) ISR IR ATl I 5 AR B 9 22 55 Al B 36 O 0 A PR B I 2 TE A G (B =10.188,
p<0.01) M X F KR AR RV 22 55 4l B 95 AR BE B 3 1IEAH G (B=0.0266,p<0.01)
R G 1= 1 A B M35 AR BE /N A7 oMb sl DX I WA o AF Al 38 fin B3¢
WP ATREE , AL (2) BEE R W A7l BRI o5 AR BE 2% 5 Al B HK 5 AR FE Wk 2
A (B=-0.265,p<0.01) , X Ay (-1 A0 H B W B5 A RRE BE R T4 4948, )
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TE ¢ AFARMRF IS0 FLHR I B9 ARREE . AL (4) BYZER R | M DX EL IR 9 AR B2 22 5 4
MV IR R AR B BT A

=5 1Ml BB M NIT ASFHER TG EH 4R
(1) (2) (3) (4)
A i Interinvoldegree_ | Interinvoldegree_ | Interinvoldegree_ | Interinvoldegree_
ncome income income income

| Peer_industrydistance<0| 0.188™

= ya (87.77)

. . -0.265""
Peer_industrydistance>0 (-9.21)

. 0.0266 ™

| Peer_regiondistance<0Q| (4.97)

. 0.0115
Peer_regiondistance>0 (1.45)
EHE=E Fog | Feg =4 =4
% 3R 0.237" 1.975™ 1.854 1.853 ™

(2.66) (23.29) (25.13) (24.68)
A7 bR F B S Fog | 324 =4 =4
N 14 724 14 724 14 724 14 724
F 16653.36 " 3904.76 13719.78 *** 11491.38 ™
R? 0.2974 0.2186 0.2133 0.2113

FE o R p<0.1, %% R p<0.05, #%x 7 p<0.01, BAE A Driscoll-Kraay 47/ £ #4745, 365 A
A THE,

[ 25 5 5 AT U & — 300y, Al B R 135 AFR BE AR T4 7 M S X (R &
S s I i X i E o P L W L R AN S A S B O 7 S G ]
Uil FI R 95 AR BE s AT B X BE R FEFA T B s B A
EHEIN TR AT ARRRE . PR, FRATIA N, Aol 9 B3 D95 A T 2 b 3R 0 A — B B T A
FIEHETH,

4. ) R AR &Y T Bk AR

FSCHESIE R AL AT BRI AR A R RSN, X — AR A BLAE Al A A
D5 FERBE S LR E 3 AR AT Ry, FRATTHE— 2P SO M IR | 2 B 4l LA BT 5 A 5
DI FERFESIHL? T A SCHE T R BAA B 2R U H SRR BE AR . X —3 40, &
AT b — 4R FE Ay B R AT Ml A A AL (BR A B B ) 09 BRI 6 A EE ( Peer _industry)
VESN RS s A TAG I, . A IR 1 b —4F 2 Al B e DX A B b A (AR A e
AR B AT S5 R IF R K A St ek s | ORI o

(1) Al Ak A i

il EL IR O i AR A PR A M A PR 1 T 3 S BB ) R R 3 B K LA B ARk
PIRBRE ST o A A AT A2 AR MR EOR AT E ) B R4, A B T4l 445 i
Foiz F AR REEBOR T 9, BRI, B A AE e B A i 1 Al 1) 3 35 G158 A H
1, Bl TS R K w7 R AR RN R Bt ) 32 2 AR B 5 AF . San Martin Al Herrero
(2012) 4811, YR BB e BRI | 32 2 AL 2317 30 5 04T BB T 20 1 5% gl ik /s
B MEAT R R AR AR RN 1 — 20 b R AT ot 256 55 4 X6 T I AREAT5 TE B— ol B
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da AL, SE T 55T A RIREASON . X EERR A, BE A W SR B, £l B A BE ) iF
A7 356 D) AR A5 AR TR Bl g A R BT P ) 0 2 o i s

ARSI LA B A B 3 6 BRI (1) FBRL(2) K58 T H AR AF &
S BE R RN, a5 R R, AR REAT L K 5 A S (E 5 A R A 3E L S R R
(B=-0.209,p<0.01) , ZR B4 A BAF 5t BE ) 55 1 Al B3 I 6 A el 7 v g A 475 0 R Bl 3
Bl XEWE BB SR B A3 I, Al K T8 Be Ty ST 506 (495 A RN % U3 3, i A
SR B TAT B AR RS 5 R e, 1 5534 Ml [ R A5

(2) el A

BB L T LV IR 255, EHE T A0 FILLZLRE F1 LA BT P AR 9 U5 A AR A B
— N, AL T se s i N W0 G AU GRS i A AL s B R T
Y i A AT S 0 7 AR A 2 G R R s ], R, R A AR SR R I B
55 A SRS T R M A B Y R 0 TR AR RS At £l 1A e R SR i ] 23 T
AN 2 R AR S O T 3B SR T A G A NP S TS A 0 R I Ll A 2R AT R RO
(Scharfstein and Stein, 1990) , L& AN 356 M (9 95 A FI{HH (Li et al.,2014) , 1 BBLRE K 19 4
MV AEAEAG 2B 4 g B 25 IR T 36 S0l v 0 4 B0 e 7 HL At 4% B 3 R A T3 AT M i B
P , 3X — 32 58 (R A Tl A5 B A T L R (R 85 A5 31

e 6 BRL(3) K50 T A B R AT RN , S5 SRER, FAEREAT L B M A IE S A
AV HIRE 052 B0 2 R 17 (B=-0.0725, p<0.01) , FE B Al AAS A | Al B I I b A3t
R FTERBE S LRSS , X BRI | AH LRI Al , /NS A b 78 B EK I 5 A e 78 5k
PR S 3

=6 BB SR B 1B A UG - B & 5 FE A 4b Ml FAR
B (1) (2) (3)
Interinvolve Interinvolve Interinvolve
Peer_industry 5.634 " 5.868 ™ 5.963
- (15.02) (15.59) (11.79)
Peer_industryXRda _(0_3029)
Peer_industryxSize _?_Og 2858)
Rda 0.184 ™ 0.198 ™ 0.182"
(13.02) (13.85) (12.66)
Size -0.0456 —-0.0425 -0.0036
(-1.31) (-1.20) (-1.28)
EHEE Fog Eeg 24
FHOR 0.226 1.277 -0.00242
(0.08) (0.46) (-0.01)
A7k SR FEE E 2 4H =4 2 H
N 14 724 14 724 14 724
Pseudo R? 0.2770 0.2798 0.2902
LR Chi2 1639.36 " 1656.43 " 1718.02™

7 e R p<0.01, ## A p<0.05, * £ T p<0.10; B A 4% A 492 Logistic ®1)2 35 W H Z 14,

S5.A8MEMARIE BB BE T E

b SR R AN R LK U AR AR i RV R B AR R e ——A Tk AR
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JEF- R H IR AR AR AESC 2, i G R BB S BUR LA BRI ATR A . N T iR iX —
FHYE, BATT 0 I H AR A ll 25 452 705 A 0 08 EL I 0 A LA R A Al >4 4 7 1 1B 0
AFRREORS B3R 3 3R 5 FIk 6 HRYBIALEATAG G . 45 R R, 25 A% 08 1 1 [ ) 45 2R
PAT S22 S 3R] SO S R R @,

B LSt

IR 0 R AL Al AR TE A RS T B (H Rk o — A B A i A R
R A A Y A P A XU okt A A AN A G Al T i 3 AN U A 8, e T 4R AL
FRFE T IRIE AR, Al F IR 10 2 o — s A Sy 380 — o 2 0 2 A 3 S B sl A7 1 R
B, AT SCHIR 4 R 25 1 AMF IR 58 . R T, AR SCRI AT 2009—2017 48 B 23wl £idie , 46
B 7 b m AT R AR RSN

WFFE I, b2 w35 R 4 28 AAEAE B A5l A DX RO, BV b T 2 ) 05k )
(89 A 32 20 1147 Ml R0 1) XAt i Ml P8 520, 3 — o o B 22 il 3¢ B0 g e sh A ) i A = 2 7%
B[RV ALl I 14 7 A BRG] J5E 25 (2500 22 R —— () s Ak T ] — 47 oMb o ) — i DX
AV REA S H bR AR B T — N1 W AR 5047 0275 R 5k T H b Ak BB S b,
PE—2 A [ A ) S S o 2 2 W A M 75 4 S 1) B L Al il i 7 i DRI Tl
AR EL IR I 3 AR R 22 SR, Al OO S LB . o3 &k, 20 ) B e ik ok 056 I 3 A 1Y ]
TR AFAE B E AU o W 9 B w8 AR 1) Al ) — 1 2 738 b Aol S AHASEA) )
XF G, AIE A 5 EEAR RS/ N Aol UL Ak T 38 Bl M A6

ARG BA —E R BT X, BARBUF AR H B Al A9 B R 5% R HAH L Py 7
K, B E R A IR R BE R i 7™ AR AP | < Rl S P45 07 IR AT A2 1 Z2 BRI, Nz
IR PO TR AR g A £ e DX, AN A 2 P, A 24— 78 A 8 ol 1) 3B X e TR AN AL A
B LGB AR AW T, A P EARH T, X — R, A0 S e e 8K (B
I o0 R e A 15 LA B A i ol EL IR I e TR ) 44 TR TS A, 7 R A b ORI S
ARLEAIF S i AR UBLR/ N Aioll - PR 64l 24 T BT RS S A PR 20, e R4 FL 1K
W3 A IS 5 22 3t S IR A S5 R R B, BT AT DA 445 3 3 4 i Ml A S ) 9 DR IBOR B LA 1)
ENIA SR B2 AR SR B, R E B 9 AR JE T4 7 Ml A DX 2K 19 4
U BBl (AN 2 S E I ) I B 9 AR 5 TR — i B S i Al PR Al
WIRA 1 —FhIE R B Ak A S 2 4, (R ORI BRBE R 22 i 55 X 22 4
AT B AR AR A Bl XAl A By A G AR 2 5 R R AR, i, R 2l )
it ZEOG Tk 4 5 W22 (Al 388 o AR SCAIE ORIl sk 26 il bR F 6 I Fg e 74
PEM AT AT #H WPE . TR, X 2P AR AR RS B IR S S i M B B ATk e
EATHLN T B AT AT A AR RN T R S5

QXA L S FRZTAMEEIRM TN 5602 B AR LA —FXA ZKMFAN, M 454
WY, EX PR SR EBER PN (Interinvolve)” | W R RE BRA LT —FR2EHLERFA, R
BLHFHTN PBAEA 1,

QOMRTF M, AL AT B BEEARGEEER S EE Talkd ks,
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Passive Imitation or Active Transformation?
Research on the Peer Effect in Internet Involvement of Listed Companies
Ma Jun',Li Shuxian' and Li Jiangyan®
(1:School of Business, Jiangnan University ;2 :School of Management, Jinan University)

Abstract: This paper focuses on the Internet involvement and transformation process of Chinese
companies. Based on data of China’ s listed companies, this paper finds that: first, Internet
involvement of listed companies exists obvious industrial and regional peer effect. This process is
more of a passive imitation process rather than an active transformation process.Secondly, the peer
effect obeys the institutional equivalence effect logic: business groups in the same industry and the
same region provide a clear and standard behavioral reference point for the target company, which
enhances the target company’ s imitation motivation. Furthermore, the discrepancy in different
institutional field is also an important mechanism for the enterprise to imitate others.In this way,
the combined force and centrifugal force formed by different institutional fields are important
mechanisms that affect enterprises ’ Internet involvement. Thirdly, the organization’ s own
characteristics play important contingency roles in peer effect in Internet involvement.As a result,
this paper reveals the current implementation logic of China’ s listed companies’ Internet
involvement and transformation strategies, and identifies the influence mechanism among them.
Keywords: Internet,Involvement and Transformation,Peer Effect, Institutional Field
JEL Classification: D23,1.22,M21
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