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Abstract

Based on the sample of Chinese listed family firms, this paper analyzes and tests how the second-
generation cultivation affects the portfolio entrepreneurial behavior of family firms, and whether
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the relationship between the two will change depending on the inheritance conflict and the au-
thority of non-family entrepreneurs. The results show that: compared with the internal cultivation
model of the second generation, the external cultivation model of the second generation will
strengthen the entrepreneurial tendency of family business portfolio, and the relationship be-
tween the two is more significant in the case of high inheritance conflict; when the authority of
non-family entrepreneurs is higher, the positive relationship between the external cultivation
model of the second generation and the portfolio entrepreneurship of family businesses is more
significant. Further examination found that in the second generation of male successors, as well as
in the second generation of successors over 30 years old, the second generation of external culti-
vation and family business portfolio entrepreneurship has a more significant positive relationship.
The external cultivation of the second generation of successors to choose portfolio entrepreneur-
ship is conducive to the construction of their personal authority. The research conclusion is of
academic contribution to the understanding of second-generation training in the context of inter-
generational inheritance and the problem of family business portfolio entrepreneurship.
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1. 5|

AR, B —REIIE NBHTHD NIE R 24, HE KAl Ok NARBR AL A& 1 i . x5
R, XFRBRAL AN FTAR . B A ER IS8, B A AL P AT R4 T
BB A IMERE L] EHESEE, LD IR B T ARBUBURTE LR O A D K ik
AV O S s . FEARIE LR, Al @A AR T AR AR AT 3 BB R 5K A AR B A 7 B 2 v 11
£

U SCHR 32 B T AL A QDR VR b 1) AT, LR B ARG T LE I A
T, RS G AE R AT, lad < a4t 7 SR R AN ABUR[2]. (HIX 28 52
BT RBRAL AR 5T I KA A G AT ) [ 3, B S BRB 2 S b — AR B F A & 7 R [
AT . TS b, SR AR BR AR AR — AN SR A s g, TR — AR MIE i R3],
TARGRAT A 1 RE IR AR ARBRAE AR I S (4] RIS A R e L A o 22 5, S AR kAT 1R 97 0 U
A—FEM[5]. AR — PRI R EEAT Jy, AT AR B S B SR, MR AU, =&
Tl 5 H G727 R AT 1. 17707 AR, ARERAT & 52 S0 AR 25 A0 6 4 AT BE AN —
[6], HAABUETE R AL EEMGHRSAEES, HeFRKESVAE N 20 2 7R K
b, BEFRARACERAL KT SR I S ARBUBM S F A G0N R, B ESE AR T ES
(a2 p

MIRA SCHRAN AN SEBRAE R, FMRA ML ZARAATH 575 B2 A PR IR
BFR[7]. BRI IR 4R TARART # R B SR A N B TAE, 203k i IR (0 i 0 480 R 1% 22 g ik N
FN R E R SRR R SRR EHE RN KRR E B 2R, FEREMIMTIEAT K%
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ABTAE . RWRBEAIS, BRIA TR 2om i — ARAMEE (A G QDb 7 A FERE IR
TR ARIMEF IEFH G DR B AR T HA A AP ? TX L [ U 75 B — 20 10 2 Hr A S IEA 5 o

ASSCHIBIE FETTRR E R BUAE . — R N ERRACPR AR KT 5N M SR A 21 & il i R R A3 17— Al
o ASOR SR ARBR L AN — DR, WX — R R SCBEIA T R —ARIMEE B R B A, R
T2 A AR IR 7 A SR Ak 4L B R, AT A e AR AR AR AL AR 5 R I SR Al 2L
B RNE B RS T — A B EE AL A

TRFE T RT FIRAN ARG S5 BB & W BT AR RS T RIS H AN
TP VT S P H A A AR, T B TR0 AR AR BUB 342 1A R, X B e sk 1
R —— R DT RC BB L A, g B 4 T 3 PR DA VR SRR Aol — AR AT 385 LB 22 ) R 3 17 3T 10
ZUGUESE, A B T3 5 i U T

ORI TN R BAR R AR T SR AL A AR IR A, (E T AR SR AL A BB R K
BAEFEFFRFARASHHEENE.

2. BRSSMRRE
21 ZRBEFEFHANKER WA S AR

A AR R AL R I A BRI 2 Ek L, A S B L Ik [8] [9]o % T iRk il — A%
ZRATE R, i A B AT AR B SR A SR AL 53 5, T 5 — R ENE E L E HE LR,
PAB S AT SR A A B 55 40t BRMR AL, AT B 48 U At e, T A R B SV 1 [2]
MIVE SCHRRE A8 B RSB LR VA R 2 T PR 8 BEAR A, AR NHRAZ I 3 R RS ARl A58 I 5A
J WALFEAS NBE I 7 AN N, BLSE T- 2256 R RRI b 4% BE 1 A B AE 4F IE BRI [10] [11]
FEF RN AP AR FE S, AR RBUR T 1 ARG AR (0 1L ABURL, (X AN R T LU
A Ak A A 2 A S AT AR IE SR . AR 35 35 07 sUAN A, el S Aol A BT R 2 AR G
FINF IR A —FE[6], XWAE—EREE Lsgml | —ARAMEH IBUB S M L B LS, T2
Wi 5 Ak A L B A, BAA R A

AR AR I OB BRI T RS RN AR o AT AR oA N 8 8 SR A
AR EIIR R, BLR SRR AR A B B R A A, A RESRAS A (K AR IR URUBR[12] . AR RERAI3R
BOT TR, X N FRER K A EE N 5, SRR, AR H 5
TR 2R L2 [18]. — 77 10 AT DU 4 b 2808 R R NI SEF I AL K 70, SRAE AU 55
EEE BN [14]. S35, HAB R DR s TAR 2 i S BT AMR L RRRE AT, JRAT
ETSRBEARY, ATAWRTETE B HL 58S . WIERBOARTTHORE, AR R R R — A4k &
A5 2 I T IR 235 Al A 3 57 22 TRV R AT 2% 3 A2 AR [15] o[RS th i ks — ARG ] DA Al A AT
S 7> T2 (R R 28 I T IR BR AR, T A M 3 5 B L R AT A b A BT R 2 A G 3 PR (5 AR SR 5 IR A R [ 16]
[17][18]. BEluk, FCAEBLAT M55 40U b AR S AU A X AR O 201K

% A IR (0 ARARAE R UG, b SR SR A A ST, LR A2 5 (N [R)EEAT PO AR
2], RAE— SRR AN SR AR MV A MV 55 B M RIR B RE AR R, HOR T R A A 55
(1 A AR, X S 55 (K RSB SRAT A AT O b e AU, bl ok = 5 il Y AR A
S M8 ARSI 5 DL Aiolb A B SCAE A (EL UL AR N T i, -t 18 Ll N Aiolb R4 7 [19] [20] [21]
TR ASE AR ZE R A L BRAT b 55 A0 b R S A N BB S LA B o T 5 R, AU (K A1 Bl 77 A
AR T AL AR HABAT ML T R B0 A BT, AE DURER BT BE R AR AT L (I BDE AL 2, IS
ReHEBN L “ Q04 ” DS HAEME . BT Bk, ARSCHR A R AR
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HL: AR T AR IR SRIE, RO R TR AR R AL S Al 2 AT
2.2. tEARMHZREIER R A L TTE A B AR N

B HL T AR 3 05 G 4L & Gk 2 [RAFAE IE R 26 R IPIAE FIWT, 3 BAE o aRs %
BRI N T ARHE SR AR A% Gl 55 80038 A R A N BB HE R, b im (R L B A k. St —2P
R IX — B 5B 1 L, A TR P 2 1811 5 AR TBCE TR AL 7R b SR EE F G DYt BUBAS [8] (1 Ak o
PAE P 2 M KI5 R T R AL, DEREHER S HL BT RS . RN T il
HAEF RS AN — N R EZRET, MMEEHIRE S PIFKEN TS, Mg RESStE—E
FRPE PR RN S M RN . ARSEBLA BT, AR SRR KR B e 2RO — & 21 RERE 5
FRA B T FRAS[22] o ATCATRUE, G R4 FR AR 8 I T AR AT 38 78 S A% Gl 25 3003 Y 33
FTRUBA R A, R AT A A BN s 2 —, IEATE N e f i Z Al X Fh g
RN HE N

NI RLIEN AL

FGEAMEAR R A% AR I — A B B R AE SR AR AE SO R (RS A 9%, JR R [A) 3 W o e ok 2 AT (%
AR R RIAEE 6 — e R RIRE T A AR T s, BT BORPAT IR e 2 DL
PAAE i - 55 ER 2R PR s ), TR R R0 Al = ) 5K R B SEBRAG AB R R, R ZAFEZ T 2ORDL, Xl
13 ARGATH IR R FEAME —[23]. 2 L IBTEMTH MAFTELR 5 T B AR IR L, AR
DY ST I 52 v R A AR T R o TEREIE LT, R Z (A A L1 B g, X A/E— @ FR )8 bk — R4k
3 1E AU 1 #E FE [24] [25] .

TS IR I ARG AT T &, AR A SO Al 3 AR R R v 5 5 i R 2 18] VA 38 HLBh
%, ILFES A BT INGEA 2 ) R AR [26]. T H o 3K i R 5 A s 7R N B A HE R 7 K
W BT A — AL R IE S THALA ARG 25 5 W AL 2 P B R 2 M S 552, T A3 R T T2 RAH ol i s
(1 R AT [17] [18]. [RIE, pEBREFRIG ARG TE KA TARIE R, 5 5K Al i 713 25 AH DG 3
ZAAFAERCAME N H 5y, ot — e At R RN L [27], FAE SR AL A Ml 55 U8 P9 1) B2 U5 1A
Bfe ST AR . R, A IR K AR AT 75 S0 A ML I M 55 43 m ) S A P e 55 A 0 48
fi.

X FARBEEFR I —ARAMEF M S, TR KR A BB A, H 5 Ak 3 R 7 2 18] (1 4H B
(EARIEMST AR . 0 B H R 7 SN B B R, 25 5 30 80l Py R A0 55 3 AR E 3R
WE[14], EHEGHM AT A G S FIRIE[28]. XFEIN T AMEE IR I AT B A AR
ML [RIRE, KIHRI M 75 0 H 5 Ak A R 25 A DG 3 2 T R ORI PE AL, FLAE Ak Py e A
RIS R RS, XTE— R EAR PR 7 o6 T Ak py S R IR A SRR 71, 38 T 7RI L
AU A — T BT, WITAFI T HA ARSI AL [29] 0 4 TR FR o g, ALk AT 5 23 B flil )
FHA—FETHCHS[2]. g6 RN, AR R

H2: FERAMRE S IO T, ZAIMBRE TR S5 A G AL ) TR 7] 56 R 5 3

2) HAEF AN T E U T

FIEARM —ARLRAE A A N AR IE 2B 53— AN ok B T 3R 5K 1 Gk 6 2 [30] - X 28 4R KR Al
Wt 5 XA N —EFT B, SLRRE MO R, 78 i #2 o AR S 0006 N RIS G &,
CAK B 5 107 B Ft A R BT ik, 2 T Rt 1ol 2 Foe 1 180 DA R0l e LA R R S5 e v AN ABUBR[31] e 55 5 T
AR KR AN TG 22 45 — AR IRAFBUBN Ty SR R e — 777 10 G [ A R0 A oMb A 8 (0 DA R0 Al e 7]
S RUMTEH 2 MAFEE SR H— 70, EFENLICETE SR A H 1 « [ A ik ” A2 [2]
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AR A R R AR E T S, A .

XF P ER BRI ARGKAE R T 5, IR P 5 3 8 E S i Ml SCAR AN EDUL PRI A R R AR B
I BB S M Ak TARAESS A RIBERR[6], X AE— @R b Sl 5 8k o206 SORBLA W55 T
PERIN RIS . [, A ERERIE ERE —AGMEE A E 2 MR a2, SIEXREN T T HE
I, TBRCRERR[13], BHMHEENLCEAE “ACN” , RE—ERE LSS al e m “a
HpVE” JAR,  ATTA BT A ABUB I £ 57

TS T AM B EE TR K —ARGRAT T 5, KIS B8 57 2 i He 1 52 T AE il AT M (0 8 2 L VS A B A
FF ABETE 15 HAT MV AVEAH UCHC KA RIHESE , X 2 BRI T SR Al SCAG PR ) BR AR 432 32 [32] 3K A
— R LIRS AR SR BN ER Z [ R FI b R, el IE A S QL EEA B SO L.
Hk, AREE IR ARG 5 AR SR GNL T2 22 18] B ok A I (8] AR Al ATV T, 9 2 TRV 45 AN
X R A, B AR A SRR [33]. AELEIE LT, AESRENL T E A AT RER ALy “Hh N7, 3t
M2 safl H &5 H) “OBprE” SR, XAE—ERE LW 7 ZACGRE A2 SRR b 55 g3tk i 4>
NBUBIHERE, M e “ a0 ” , BT AaahiFsh. BT B, ASCRB TR
I&L:

H3: RS AN ERUERRE R I OU R, —AUHMIEE IS SOGR AR ML AL & B 9 IE 17 9% A 2
Fo

3. ARt
3.1. BAXIEFESHIEFKIR

AR E K LT AR SN &, 8 DR R EATREA G e, AN CSMAR Hds ik
HX 2007~2020 <A “SLhrazil NRM” O “ BARNBER” 1dalk. Hook, i ke, i
Bl LW PR A G P AL CNRDS $odls 2 i SO0 Ao lb A Fe 8 e /A B 3 v 0 Al B 5
PRI ANHIZRG R R, W FESOR —A(EFE)L T ) L) AE#EF ol R85 (10 flk & HAR IR ). 25
JE& B SR BLAE B R e 1k, A ST R T AVE 2016 SR 2 AR F el IR ST k. iR)s, AIER T <&
R W AE BEH EHRAF WEBIRESRN AR, SREREEEFEIAF . ULUARBEIR
RAERTRAT . IRIF 180 FAAIBT FIREA .

32. TEARE

1) WRREAE: A RIL(Pe), SO YA A (2015) LU A T AR (2020) IR 7, SR b
SR AL P SR IS IS AR R AR < ST SRR AT A,
A T LT A BRI A O, 0 SR IR 3% HE AT, 4 BT 0.
2) FRRERE: i R(Mode), % T ARARIT (I B A ARATEH LI T ) 2E 2 ok
R B R AE B O K22 ST B AR TN e, BB 1o R T, FERAER
Bk LA, BT R, LA 0.
3) AR REBICERUR(VD), BEEELEQOS)HI, 1ok, BN S e
S A B H ATRIRHE fll . SR bR L AT RE (Ml T B B bR
o LRI R R A S S R ARG E . R, B RN RR A, it
AR SO BML e B R 65, B R
RO TR = Y (GEE MR ) (1)
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A9 (Brothers), #5538 9 22 Bl i i T A AR AE — AREEE AR DL SR AR AR, IR IRAFAE AR 7K
Mo, WA 1, RZMAFFLEALEMTSE, TRIE N 0.

4) BHIARE: SHBHEEQ0L5) BT, AT 6 & A4 MR (Size) . L4 (Eage).
FIRFF I L (Shares) AT —E AL Gisk(Roa). E H M (Bs). X1 (Gender). AU (Age). —
2275 (Degree) sb b, FATIEFEH] 147 Mk &N (Ind) FI4E FE RN (Year) o AR KA & 5 YR A% il & 5 23 0
* 1.

Table 1. Variable definitions
1L TEENX
AR B A4 BT A E X
AT E E B S A B R R e AT BN KA B S ) B AR T AN RS

IR Mode e, W 10 Rz, WO
HE AN Pe AT EENE SN = FER, Sl
FEF M TCE UL Vp FEFICE B, = YOLEMIRG A5, BT R S04 (2009)
U Brothers 7 iR Ma i P TE — AREE AR s JHARIT, TIBRMESH 1, R A0
AR Size TARPATE F B B ERAL il 3 THLE SR 2L
Al AN Eage AT T HR AL A RS, B AR N SR ek 2 Ak ST Sy
FNERE I L 451 Shares - ARHE T 3 5 B BT HRASL 24 4 SR A 7 45 g LL A9
B —F A8 Roa AT E T B S E IR AT —#l ROA
EEZI Bs AR B Bl B 4 T S A
AR Gender  AUNIMERTA L, LA O
AR Age TARHRAT # o B BRI [ AR
ZRET Degree  mH/FEEUT =1; K& =2; &% =3; W5k =4
(14 Ind AR B
Fh Year REUAL B

4, SCUERIRER S SR
4.1. RSt

%2 PR T FEA RS ISR, WRTR, AA00 Pe FEIE N 0.344, HrifEZE N 0592,
VLA FEAAEH A B HAFE— BN ZESR . 8577 RMBMEN 0511, FrifEZ N 0.501, REFEAA
Abrf, AREERFRR AR LN 51.1%, PRPRF IR BEE AT . AER T EBUEFIE 0.500, bRt
#80.501, fEAMEFIIMEN 0.344, bRUEZEAN 0477, HATEFNINE 2.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics
= 2. Wik gT

) @ (©) (4) () (6) (®)
Mean Sd Min P25 P50 P75 Max
Mode 0.511 0.501 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Pe 0.344 0.592 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 3.000
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Vp 0.500 0.501 0.000 0.000 0.500 1.000 1.000
Brothers 0.344 0.477 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000
Size 7.289 1.024 5.429 6.537 7.142 7.809 11.286
Eage 14.811 5.324 4.000 11.500 14.000 18.000 37.000
Shares 0.407 0.145 0.118 0.295 0.393 0.504 0.882
Roa 0.076 0.044 -0.025 0.050 0.073 0.096 0.305
Bs 8.561 1.334 5.000 8.000 9.000 9.000 12.000
Gender 0.756 0.431 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Age 32.672 6.071 24.000 29.000 31.000 36.000 54.000
Degree 3.311 0.807 1.000 3.000 3.000 4.000 4.000

% 3 REEARIMKALNE I BIRaRER, B S ath 2 8% EMRER, M12%
E VARSI SR 1, BARNE DL 7 EE— M. 4k, WARRZ AR R BT LA
AAEN R R 2 FOLA N, ATRMERE— A .

Table 3. Pearson correlation coefficient

5% 3. Pearson tHX & #

Mode Pe Size Eage Shares Roa Bs Gender Age
Mode 1.000
Pe 0.175" 1.000
Size -0.029  —0.065 1.000
Eage 0.139" 0.131 0.068 1.000
Shares 0.112 0.016 0.022 0.008 1.000
Roa 0.083 -0.026 0.020 -0.087  0.153" 1.000
Bs -0.022 0.051 0147  0.000 -0.072 0.039 1.000
Gender -0.168" -0.084  -0.033 -0.035  -0.102 0.001 0.133" 1.000
Age -0.174"  0.041 -0.006  -0.023 0.051 0.074  —0.005 0.104 1.000
Degree 0.185™  —0.097 0217  0.089 0.103 -0.038  -0.044 -0.134"  0.051

H: "p<0.4, Tp<0.05 “p<0.01.

T4 RE T FEARNRGEL R, MO RE, NIRRT H S D AME (T A %)
4 0.239 (0.000). AMAESFRAEA A AT 4G GV SE (A2 %K) v 0.446 (0.000). ik — 5 (1) 2 St 4o
A ULE H, B IR A AT H A QDL R SE R AU S T AR IR AR, WP IE TR 1% H1.

Table 4. Univariate test

F4 BTERE
P RS 77 ARSI P i
FEAR & IME RALEr AR A FRA 5 MeanDiff Chi-sq
Pe 88 0.239 0.000 92 0.446 0.000 -0.207™ 9.608™"
Size 88 7.319 7.142 92 7.260 7.137 0.059 0.000
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Eage 88 14.060  14.000 92 15.530 14.500 -1.476" 0.583
Shares 88 0.391 0.381 92 0.423 0.403 -0.0320 1.423

Roa 88 0.073 0.071 92 0.080 0.078 -0.007 2223

Bs 88 8.591 9.000 92 8.533 9.000 0.058 0.447

Gender 88 0.830 1.000 92 0.685 1.000 0.145™ 2.011.

Age 88 33.700  32.000 92 31.640 30.500 2.109" 1.750
Degree 88 3.159 3.000 92 3.457 4.000 -0.297" 3.800"

H: "p<0.4, "p<0.05 “p<0.01.

4.2. GHEEEER

ARSCRHAS OLS [RIRE 130T T AR, RIRSS RN 5 Fon. AMEERIRENE, ASCEidzE
WS I ) AR B TR BEAT R IR, AR 5 BB () R BLR R AR ERUL AT BRI ISR, 4K 5 Q)5 I
S ARIEHAT BN BRI A IR 45, W LE H, — AR 3R 77 X (Mode) 55 Z ik Ak 41 & A1 Ml (Pe) 2 [H]
MR EGE B E IO R AT IR R R, % 5 Q)5 R, AU :(Mode) 55 ik
f M H A Gk (Pe) [ il R ECA 0.220, 7E 5%/K P ER3E . X—kigs RELH, HXT HEEEFE,
RIIPEEE TR A —ARGME AR E T S al IR Je s S S TRE AT ROk, IRl sk —AQ
A ER B IR SR A AL QL e 2 RN A B TR, ARSI RS IR T S FR AL AL B AF AR B
MR R &R, BEFUR S HL 45 28I

Table 5. The second-generation cultivation mode and the family business
portfolio entrepreneurship

F# 5 ZREBEBFARSRKREWAE L

@ ) ©))
Pe Pe Pe
fig el 0.239™ 0.207 -0.137
(3.833) (0.400) (—0.244)
Mode 0.207™ 0.218" 0.220"
(2.377) (2.361) (2.358)
Size -0.029 -0.032
(—0.663) (—0.719)
Eage 0.013 0.012
(1.533) (1.402)
Shares 0.034 0.157
(0.110) (0.510)
Roa -0.594 0.055
(—0.589) (0.054)
Bs 0.031 0.061"
(0.936) (1.765)
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Gender -0.116 -0.179"
(—1.104) (-1.719)
Age 0.007 0.004
(0.915) (0.511)
Degree -0.096" -0.094"
(-1.679) (—1.659)
Year/Ind A Fa P el el
Adj-R? 0.025 0.029 0.079
F 5.651 1.605 1.859
N 180 180 180
H: "p<0.4, "p<0.05 “p<0.01.
N1 g AR T A R A A G R RS, R

B 7 R DL AR KR A

W TeERUR IR, BATE AR T RS R H AN AL R, BUE T AR R AR kAl
NG EBUBAN F I B T AT TR . A 25 SR WL 3% 6 e 7

6 SRR AR PRI T TS AT AR B I R 5 R . 7R 6 (1) A, AR IR0 (Mode) 5 Lk
115€ (Brothers) 1122 H. 35 Mode*Brothers [ {E & %A 0.199 (t = 2.328, p < 0.05), XK HZE b AL AP
FRERAL T ARSI IR S KR A BN R IE R OC R . B HAR I R I,  TEAL R I = 11
FEARL, 70357 5Q)5IH, K777 U(Mode) 54 & ik (Pe) FI 4t fH R %N 0.497 (t = 3.151, p < 0.01), 7E
1% B KT BB E . AR REBARIREARYL, 783 7 B(3)5H 1% 7 :0(Mode) 5 41 & Bk (Pe)
i RECN-0.011 (t=-0.112, p > 0.1) AN EA Gt 2 L. P 1= R MR A, #7575 X (Mode) X}
YA A (Pe) 1B A S8URLAE AR AR I R e O RE AR B S35, (R H3 43 BI5E .

Table 6. Moderating effect of inheritance conflict

= 6. fRAFHREFTIN

@ ) (©)]
Brothers =1 Brothers =0
Pe Pe Pe
WU —0.099 -1.807 0.517
(—0.193) (—1.570) (0.886)
Mode 0.199™ 0.497™ -0.011
(2.328) (3.151) (-0.112)
Mode*Brothers 0.504™"
(2.915)
Brothers 0.435™"
(4.842)
Size —-0.013 —0.000 —-0.012
(—0.310) (-0.003) (—0.252)
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Eage 0.008 0.028" -0.000
(1.050) (1.871) (—0.030)
Shares —-0.204 —-0.058 -0.175
(—0.708) (-0.114) (—0.456)
Roa 0.235 -0.841 -0.169
(0.252) (-0.521) (—0.146)
Bs 0.035 0.069 0.022
(1.088) (0.923) (0.605)
Gender -0.120 -0.143 -0.081
(—1.248) (—0.813) (—0.679)
Age 0.007 0.038™ -0.002
(1.069) (2.373) (-0.270)
Degree -0.077 0.024 —0.060
(—1.490) (0.233) (—0.944)
Year/Ind il Eiil Eixiil
Adj-R? 0.229 0.377 -0.033
F 3.664 3.053 0.790
N 180 62 118
Mode %1% 5 0.508™"
X2 15.930
p 0.000

H: "p<0.4, "p<0.05 “p<0.01.

P T RN HER R ICERUR I SN AT A B R SE R 7258 7 FI()H, AR FREL (Mode) 5
JE KGO TT AU (VP) I A H.I Mode*Vp I E 740 0.475 (t=2.662, p < 0.01), XKRHIERELE
BUg AL T ARANERE 97 07 205 K A A AL 2 R IE R e R o ik — 25 DL A 3o 4L AT o A 56
R, FEAERBRICERRBREMFEALL, 5 7 Q)5+, K377 (Mode) 5414 Bk (Pe) (1t {H R 3L
A 0.445 (t = 3.005, p < 0.01)), 7£ 1% & E MK FEZE . EIERE T ERUBREARIEARL, 75 7 53)
Hid k3% 5 X (Mode) 5 41 & Gk (Pe) A5l R % N—-0.024 (1= 0.173, p > O.) A EH Gt & L. #— P RH
ZEFMERIR R, 557777 W (Mode) 5t 215 Gk (Pe) [ i A 0N 7F 35 51 76 2 BUBE s AR AR 4L b o 55 3%
Bk H2 15 I560E

Table7. Moderating effect of non-family patriarchal authority
F 7. EFRETENBBIETIER

1 2 ©))
Vp=1 Vp=0

Pe Pe Pe
RO -0.106 0.604 -0.342
(—0.194) (0.684) (—0.444)
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Continued

Mode

Mode*Vp

Vp

Size

Eage

Shares

Roa

Bs

Gender

Age

Degree

Year/Ind

Adj-R?

F

N

Mode R¥%E R
X2
p

0.246™"
(2.682)
0.475™"
(2.662)
0.174"
(1.972)
-0.039
(—0.882)
0.013
(1.552)
0.067
(0.220)
-0.195
(-0.195)
0.050
(1.470)
-0.236™
(-2.287)
0.005
(0.688)
-0.076
(-1.359)
|
0.126
2.291
180

0.445™ -0.024
(3.005) (-0.173)
-0.125 -0.018
(-1.661) (—0.295)
0.007 0.028"
(0.621) (1.941)
-0.034 0.016
(-0.073) (0.035)
0.464 —0.606
(0.327) (—0.364)
0.028 0.073
(0.432) (1.567)
—0.186 -0.231
(—1.099) (—1.625)
0.008 0.000
(0.740) (0.013)
—0.006 —0.072
(-0.072) (—0.810)
| |
0.133 0.033
1.761 1.171
90 90
0.469™"
8.660
0.003

: "p<0.4, “p<0.05 “p<0.01.

4.3, H—ER%
1) —ARE SRR

FES FoRE, ARAKT S HEAT A DY AR B S R AL SRR O, S AR E S RIEE
K(EFHES, 2015) [2]. FETFE=MELBAEE R FCIA N, S8 MRS N D G225 A R o 5 3 %
T RNV IF RAFAEZE RN . T, A0 T AT & M B AEE R R RUR, K6 45 S dn

%9 .
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B0 iCH

AT

8 2 1~3 BRI T ARAMEH s B AT I A5 R . WK, A3 77 :(Mode) 5 1
#(Gender) 32 H.35 Mode*Gender [)4ifti 2% 0.361 (t = 1.696, p < 0.1). #t—B B K I, AL
NBHERREAL, %8525, £ 75 (Mode) 541 A Gk (Pe) {2 ECH 0.372 (t = 3.312, p < 0.01),
1E 1%M S KT LEE. £ AU REARY, £ 8 (3)4FE3% 7\ (Mode) 5 41 & Bk (Pe)
Mt R %N 0.148 (t = -0.728, p > 0.1), AEAGIIE L. #— 0 R EZEFHERIRI, —ARIMTR
75 F(Mode) %t Z i Al 21 A B (Pe) P IE ] s 28OS 7E —ARARAT 3 D 55 M O RE AR 20 b o 5625 o FCmT R Jt
72 53 PRk AR AN L B B BUBUR AT S e Ve B (BT RS, 2015) [2].

1 8 5 4~6 BT ARGMIEFH R AN AR IO 5 R . WA IRRE, AU FREE(Mode) 5 47 1%
(Age) 1752 H.15 Mode*Age FIftifE 2 ¥4 0.348 (t = 2.017, p < 0.05). LA 30 % N A IRBEAT /> 4Lk 36 K BN, 1
30 & UL IREARLL, % 8 Z5(5) 41, 5577 J5 3 (Mode) 5 41 A ik (Pe) A 1 22 20 0.473 (t = 3.360, p < 0.01),
1E 1% R E KT LEE. 75 30 B LU RIIFEARL, 6% 8 55(6)F F 1377 X (Mode) 5 414 ik (Pe) i)
i R ECN-0.111 (t = -1.040, p > 0.1), AEHBAGRIITE L. #— PR ERERL RI, AT
(Mode) %} 5 e il 414 B b (Pe) ) IE i) 52 M RONE7E 30 %5 DA —ARAKAT FREAR A P 3% . HAT AR5
2. BEEFREKE] “MaeF” , “ABRBACERA, WA M ABUE. SIS T 3 SRS
JREE TSR P (ZFH S, 2015) [2].

Table 8. Effects of gender and age in second-generation successors

8. TRUMEZ M RIFNEERS ORI

1 ) (©)) 4) ®) (6)
Gender Gender =1 Gender =0 Age Age > 30 Age </=30
I -0.072 -0.284 -0.376 -0.103 0.043 -0.716
(-0.129) (—0.436) (-0.303) (—0.208) (0.058) (-1.171)
Mode 0.224™ 0.372"™ -0.148 0.232" 0.473™ -0.111
(2.414) (3.312) (-0.728) (2.605) (3.360) (—1.040)
Mode*Gender 0.361"
(1.696)
Mode*Age 0.348™
(2.017)
Gender/Age -0.217" 0.249™
(—2.049) (2.825)
Size -0.025 -0.005 -0.016 -0.026 0.021 -0.035
(-0.572) (—0.095) (-0.175) (—0.607) (0.302) (-0.719)
Eage 0.011 0.003 0.011 0.010 0.011 0.014
(1.257) (0.286) (0.562) (1.223) (0.838) (1.412)
Shares 0.128 0.062 0.438 0.097 0.169 0.187
(0.420) (0.175) (0.517) (0.325) (0.360) (0.512)
Roa -0.130 -0.931 1.551 —0.346 -1.743 0.940
(-0.127) (—0.764) (0.678) (—0.349) (—1.168) (0.769)
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Continued
Bs 0.052 0.054 0.075 0.059" 0.056 0.084™
(1.503) (1.283) (1.024) (1.761) (0.942) (2.346)
Age 0.005 0.010 -0.009 -0.185" 0.083 -0.389™"
(0.676) (1.231) (—0.444) (—1.844) (0.506) (-3.339)
Degree -0.098" -0.123" -0.080 -0.079 -0.147" 0.047
(—1.742) (—1.875) (—0.549) (—1.443) (—1.981) (0.586)
Year/Ind Fs il Fs il Fas il et et Fs il
Adj-R? 0.090 0.088 0.015 0.138 0.133 0.210
F 1.933 1.768 1.040 2.508 1.882 2.253
N 180 136 44 180 99 81
Mode ¥ 7%= R 0.520™" 0.584™"
X? 8.310 13.510
p 0.004 0.000

*:

¥: p<0.1, "p<0.05 "p<0.01.

2) AREE A S A A b 1 DT C XS AR S22 ) 52

HISCA3 BT 16 6 BOW s AN 7= 1 ARG N 1A N AR, & S8 i) T 2EA T4 &k . 8
2, IXFRERE R AEINBE R, BEENE BT S RYEE N ARSI X T EEE— P
K% . H4E Beal & Yasai-Ardekani (2000). ZE4A 5 (2012)IWEFE, 4HIF7TI8 K P ANAE & 2 8] (1) UL AL
B2 WA R SRS T v IS TV A R b s T SR IR A, RIS AN IR B B IR AS HY
TEANTF) 1) 5 A2 B 2408 BAR [ (PR AS [34] [35] - AR 77 3T BE AR 2 ) AR GRAT A AABUBR 32 7= A= B
M, B R AR SRS G @M R = AR . ik, BRATRARN A B 7 AT TR
5, tiesi R 9 s

SEMRIT, A ZARBENAM G — AR A2 B A A A IERA A& B HE TP AN 7 TR i &
KRBV —RIBR AR T — A ZARFHAT, BT R R EIEMEI. AT R
SHERIH A ONE IR, ZiEbR LA A ODL AR G — 1, BRER AN G 4 FrEdE, W&
JEWR .

— & —RZHRAL(Change 1): AN 4 F)5, —RONFRERA AR L, RIERAT FRAR . ARHRIR D 5L
BHEHFSMSEE, 1081 RARERA . AR e AL A 0.

T RIRLI T (Change 2): —ARHEN 4 )5, ARADIEE ERALAR AL,  RIERA $E T+ BT HR S i,
0N L BRALAAE, BRK. (EER D BB B SR E 1008 0.

= ARV E M (Change): — AU HTR 7 8L —ARHRLZ 527, B Change 1 8¢ Change 2 HHH —#& 4 1
WA 1; =& FI 4 0 WHEK 0.

MFE 9 IRTIRZE HoRE, £ 951 (3)s B)IIME R E R, X L&A AT A A B DL 355 77 1
AT H A AL KRR, A ERE TR A T A S DL SR, —ARZ TR AL (Change 1)1
AHRAE 3 FH(Change 2) (A HT & B 5 10 . Bkl LB, A& R (K241 A Qe 2 AT 25 T =Rt AT
BUBE R K AE 72 9 55(2)~ (4)~(6) 91, —ARAM B 374 2 (Mode) R 2L 7 ) Lk (Pe) 22 F1. 3 22 ¥4 3l 2.097.
1.173 A1 1.359, ¥yidid 1 W VAL, IX R BH AL TR (1) AT & 24T 4 S A A R T Ha AT AU 2

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.134398 3975

1B 5B


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.134398

EBUE, VPN

Table 9. Changes in personal authority after the second-generation combination entrepreneurship
9. ZRAEBINFEMN ARBEK

1 ) 3 4) ®) (6)
Change 1 Change 1 Change 2 Change 2 Change Change
w5 B —6.275" ~5.756 —3.007 —2.308 -2.639 -1.850
(—1.888) (-1.632) (-1.378) (-1.036) (-1.221) (—0.836)
Mode*Pe 2.097" 1.173" 1.359™
(2.739) (1.897) (2.182)
Pe 1.463™" 0.438 0.804™" 0.126 0.860"" 0.093
(3.661) (0.866) (2.622) (0.259) (2.783) (0.193)
Mode 0.033 -0.834 0.159 -0.129 0.212 -0.121
(0.065) (—1.286) (0.423) (-0.317) (0.572) (—0.299)
Size 0.510" 0.599™ 0.348" 0.354" 0.279 0.285
(2.116) (2.310) (1.916) (1.953) (1.576) (1.599)
Eage 0.034 0.037 —0.046 —0.051 -0.036 -0.042
(0.738) (0.738) (—1.286) (—1.384) (—1.049) (-1.157)
Shares -0.504 -1.030 0.421 0.163 0.249 —0.060
(-0.297) (—0.578) (0.350) (0.132) (0.209) (—0.048)
Roa 0.932 -1.893 0.638 -0.377 0.701 —0.405
(0.184) (—0.338) (0.164) (-0.093) (0.182) (-0.101)
Bs 0.093 0.119 0.070 0.069 0.065 0.064
(0.463) (0.556) (0.496) (0.477) (0.463) (0.452)
Gender -0.599 -0.314 -0.173 -0.084 -0.078 0.028
(—1.090) (-0.510) (—0.429) (-0.201) (—0.194) (0.066)
Age 0.000 -0.021 0.015 0.006 0.012 0.002
(0.008) (—0.479) (0.518) (0.205) (0.431) (0.077)
Degree -0.614™ -0.764™ -0.162 -0.199 -0.125 -0.163
(-1.979) (—2.385) (—0.726) (—0.877) (—0.563) (-0.723)
Year/Ind Fas il et Fas il Fs il el Fas il
Chi? 36.450 44.780 24.180 28.100 22.530 27.750
PseudoR? 0.225 0.276 0.103 0.119 0.0948 0.117
N 180 180 180 180 180 180

¥: p<0.1, "p<0.05 "p<0.01.

4.4. REEMKEE

NTARIE FIRGE R AT S, ASCIERTIR — RV IR EEREAT TS . — BRI AR
BUSHIEE, ARSCRA T Bootstrap #E47 7 1000 SRR SR s 7 18 3 R AR 5 (4 A Olk) & A LB i (1
Il E, HIUETEHEZ 0~3 Z M MEHUE, ASCREUE Y Logistic #EATRf@VERTS . fins RiA K
A SERIEAR, g5 RN 10 Pos.
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Table 10. Robustness test
5% 10. FRfEMERLE

1 ) 3) 4)

Bootstrap i 5 HF Logistic [#])H
Mode 0.218" 0.220™" 1.053™" 1.182"™
(2.550) (2.614) (2.817) (2.864)

Controls Eietidl Eietidl Eial bkl

Year/Ind P kil Eietidl A Fa Eikiil
Chi? 20.400 42.170 18.180 37.780

Adj-R? 0.030 0.079 0.0672 0.140

N 180 180 180 180

H: "p<0.4, “p<0.05 “p<0.01.

=N T HERR EIR S5 32 B NN E BOB IR AR BN, A SCR A Placebo I HEAT 1 ALEE,
i 1 AR AR T B AR, BENUEE I E AR RS R R R8T 4P/ 0 I, XU
NN e B 77 7 A 20 SR Al (R AL 5 ™ A R i

<
(=]

g
0.3

0.2

0.1

T

-4 2 0 2 4

Figure 1. Placebo test
[& 1. Placebo ZRIFI10L&

5. R4t

AR 0 SRR —ARHEAT B IR 2 S0 S0 A Ml A PR PR B i A, AR SO ARG AT A AR 2 75 R
Ko A T AREE RO SR AL A S RN RIEEI, BRI MR AR SR,
RO B TR a0 2 SR A SR A ML AL B A o 7 5 2 ) 1 5% 2R 2 52 B A AR b AN AR SR 1)l e 2 B
R, fEAL AR PhRBGRIIE DL, AN IR S SR A & BNL 2 MR IR [ R R 5 4
AR AN TTE BB = BT OL T, —ARIMIRE R 205 SR A 21 5 )b 2 18] B 1 17 5% 2 B i 3%
Ry, —AE SRR AR RS TR A SN MR R, £BE-RYgEHS, =
PO IR S FOR A AL & BL 2 [ I A 96 SR BE 285 #F 30 ¥ BL i) —ARARAEH p, ARSI S
TG F RN A A EDNL 2 A IE R R R B3 @ AN IR “AGMEE A S A BT HAAN
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BUB I RE S -

ISR TR 7R EEEERIUAE . — e SO0 Ab B A BT VR e AT F BT 77, S5 & A SCHIRT
FEEw, HRER| TAVMMESS A NS, SR A B 2 R 22 —ARGRAE B A Ak TAE, LR T
HAAT G A ABUENE . TX T B4 TAMBE IR i —AIMEF T 5, AEHIME AT A& Sk a2
— AN IR B R AR, SR B A IR FEALE], AR PSR, HI 59 AR R AN T
e TARHRAE A T B

ARSI R PR T ZERBUAE LR U5 — X TR & QLB A fridt— 4w, Aaa)
MV RE A e B AV B HENHT AT, B 2 B4 A — A7 ML P LR AR, B R TR R
P A o (HPRT-Hds MRS, A SCIEA AT X BREAT R 3, AR RAEE— 2P0 . Rk
TAREEAE A HEAT AL BINE AT REAML U K B ABUBA I R R, 2> 2 B AN R BESCAL A B L AT Al 5t
SRR MR, ARG BB T IR L AN B R T REAAAE IR RN . == HIE BB A
T ZARAG QAT AR TN, —ARRIE N B X AT “k b, &8 SRR,
R SR R RAE A B T ) o

EETH
IR AR SE G0 S0 4% U LA S 2 D 5 R A B VR B SR P, 71862006
S5 3k

[ ARardl, Rok, F . TR B M 0 S Al AT gk A U AL, A AR, 2019, 16(12):
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