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Based on the expanded theory of planned behavior, this study first explores the
configuration relationship between founder management and innovation by using the
fuzzy-set qualitative comparative analysis (fsQCA). Based on the theory of planned
behavior, this study divides the behavior intention of founders into three categories:
Attitude, subjective norm, and perceived behavior control. Using fsQCA, we found that
there are two ways to achieve high innovation input of enterprises. In combination with
the two ways, the factors such as male and highly educated founder, and large firm size
can effectively increase the innovation input of firms, which is consistent with the three
aspects of the behavioral intention of the theory of planned behavior, and it proves that
the theory of planned behavior can effectively explain the configuration relation between
the founder and firm innovation. In addition, this study finds that the innovation output
is different from the innovation input, is dependent on the innovation ability of the firm
itself, and is less influenced by the external environment.

Keywords: founder management, innovation, theory of planned behavior (TPB), fuzzy-set qualitative comparative
analysis (fsQCA), investment

INTRODUCTION

The innovation literature suggests that unprecedented health emergencies, such as coronavirus
disease 2019 (COVID-19), have the effect of stimulating firms to innovate (Ferrigno and Cucino,
2021). As a continuous power and inexhaustible source of organizational development, innovation
is of great significance to the long-term development of the firm. However, due to its high risk and
uncertainty regarding the outcome, innovation requires managers to have a sense of adventure and
long-term vision. Managers tend to be shortsighted, reducing the level of innovation to avoid risk
and improve short-term performance (Cho and Kim, 2017). Founders are often considered to be
different from ordinary managers (Block, 2012). For example, Apple was criticized after the death
of its founder, Steve Jobs, for failing to innovate in substance. Hence, it is of great significance for
the development of firms to study the innovation behavior of founders.

In recent years, several research studies have examined the founder management on
organizational innovation. For example, some scholars suggested that the founder-CEO-
managed firm has a positive effect on innovation (Block, 2012; Lee et al., 2020). However,
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Xu et al. (2019) found that non-founder management of
firm innovation input significantly increased, and research
conclusions have been inconsistent. Independent variables and
dependent variables are not uniformly symmetric, potentially
explaining some of the inconsistencies in the findings (Rihoux
and Ragin, 2009). Previous studies on founder management
and innovation have relied on traditional regression methods,
focusing on the net effect of variables (Lee et al., 2020). But
the influence of the founder management on the innovation is
abundant and complex, which also depends on the interaction of
founders with the external environment (Schein, 1995).

Despite these, we noted that extant research has been limited
to the study of management attributes of each founder in
isolation and has neglected to analyze the relationships and
interactions between attributes themselves. Understanding this
issue is important for two reasons. First, the importance of the
interactions among attributes of founders has been recognized
as crucial for the survival prospects of start-ups (Nelson,
2003; Fahlenbrach, 2009). In fact, many authors advocate
that the exploration of interactions among management
attributes of founders contributes to creating a unique asset
that reinforces the competitive advantage of the start-up
(Certo et al., 2001; Nelson, 2003). Second, the inherent
information asymmetry and uncertainty surrounding the
innovation of firms makes it even more likely to need that an
analysis of synergistic interactions among the management
attributes of founders. For instance, it might show whether the
synergistic interactions of the management attributes of founders
amplify the influence of executives on company innovation
(Liu et al., 2021).

To address these research gaps, our study focuses on how
the combination of characteristics of founder management
firms influences their innovation. One of the most prominent
methods is the fuzzy-set qualitative comparative analysis
(fsQCA) that is used with increasing frequency particularly
in entrepreneurship and innovation-related studies (e.g., Cho
and Kim, 2017; Kraus et al, 2018). When causality in the
research phenomenon is multiple, an outcome has more than
one cause, and these causes work together to produce the
outcome, fsQCA represents an appropriate method (Kraus
et al., 2018). Based on the developed theory of planned
behavior, we found founder management and firm innovation
are synergistic interactions. Hence, we used the fsSQCA method
to provide an alternative but complementary explanation to
related research.

In our analyses, based on the expanded theory of planned
behavior, this study first explores the configuration relationship
between founder management and innovation by using fsQCA.
Based on the theory of planned behavior, this study divides the
behavior intention of founders into three categories: Attitude,
subjective norm, and perceived behavior control. Using fsQCA,
we found that there is no single exclusive causal path leading
to the outcome and there are two ways to achieve high
innovation input of firms. In combination with the two ways,
the conditions such as male and highly educated founders, and
large firm size can effectively increase the innovation input
of firms, which is consistent with the three aspects of the

behavioral intention of the theory of planned behavior, and
it proves that the theory of planned behavior can effectively
explain the configuration relation between the founder and firm
innovation. In addition, this study finds that the innovation
output is different from the innovation input, is dependent on
the innovation ability of the firm itself, and is less influenced by
the external environment.

Our study makes several important contributions to
the literature on founder CEOs, innovation, and corporate
governance. First, we contributed to the entrepreneurship
literature, in general, and to the founder CEO literature, in
particular (Fahlenbrach, 2009; Lee et al, 2020), by linking
founder CEOs with innovation.

Second, we added to the innovation literature by using a new
method to explain the relationship between founder management
and innovation. QCA is a more suitable methodology to capture
the impact of the interactions among variables on an outcome
(Ragin, 1987), which distinguishes it from traditional quantitative
and qualitative methods. In our study, we argued that fsQCA
is particularly adequate for examining the relationship between
innovation and entrepreneurship.

Third, we developed the theory of planned behavior and
find it is suited for explaining entrepreneurship and innovation-
related studies. The theory of planned behavior explains
individual behavior from the perspective of psychology (Jindal
and McAlister, 2015). We developed the theory of planned
behavior by considering the complex external environment,
intention of founders, and so on. This insight contributed
to the theory of planned behavior highlighting how the
synergistic interaction of founder management influences
innovation of start-ups.

THEORY DEVELOPMENT

Research has suggested that personal characteristics of CEOs
and psychological attributes play important roles in determining
the pursuit of innovation of a firm (Highfield and Smiley,
1987; Cho and Kim, 2017). The theory of planned behavior
studies individual behavior from the perspective of psychology,
and a central factor in the theory is the intention of an
individual to perform a given behavior (Adams et al., 2009). The
intention of an individual is assumed to capture the motivational
factors that influence a behavior. Generally, the stronger the
intention to engage in a behavior, the more likely should be its
performance (Barker and Mueller, 2002; Bandiera et al., 2020).
The theory of planned behavior has specified three determinants
to explain how intentions engage in a specific behavior (Lee
and Bae, 2020). The first determinant, attitude, describes the
overall evaluation of the behavior of an individual. The second
determinant, subjective norms, reflects the perceived social
pressure regarding the performance of the behavior. Finally, the
third predictor, perceived behavioral control, refers to the degree
to which performing the behavior is perceived as easy or difficult.
According to the theory of planned behavior, having a positive
innovation-related attitude, strong innovation-related subjective
norms, and high innovation-related perceived behavioral control
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FIGURE 1 | Theory of planned behavior.

increase the intention of an individual to engage in innovation
behaviors (Jindal and McAlister, 2015; Straatmann et al., 2018).

What is more, it should be clear, however, that a behavioral
intention can find expression in behavior only if the behavior
in question is under volitional control (Zahra et al., 2008),
i.e., the performance of most depends at least to some degree
on such non-motivational factors as availability of requisite
opportunities and resources (e.g., time, money, skills, and
cooperation of others). Collectively, these factors represent
actual control of people over the behavior. To the extent that
a person has the required opportunities and resources, and
intends to perform the behavior, he or she should succeed in
doing so, and Figure 1 depicts the theory in the form of a
structural diagram.

This study attempts to examine the complex relationship
between founder management and firm innovation. As we
studied how the individual behavior intention is transmitted
to the specific firm innovation decision-making, the theory of
planned behavior is quite appropriate (Jensen and Meckling,
1976; Haveman and Khaire, 2004; Kaplan et al., 2012; Ganter and
Hecker, 2014). However, the theory of planned behavior needs to
be expanded, and based on the research (Ma, 2009), the behavior
intention of the individual founder can be transformed to the
organizational decision-making of the firm, which depends on
the dominant status of the founder in the firm, and this study
extends Path 1, i.e., the behavior intention of the founder is
adjusted by the status of the founder in the firm, which affects
the organizational behavior of the firm.

In addition, whether the individual behavioral intention of
the founder can ultimately influence the innovation-decision
of the firm is also constrained by the complex external
environment. To better understand the relationship of the
role of founder to the firm, we require research and develop
theory at three levels of analysis: individual, organizational, and
environmental (Chandler and Hanks, 1994). According to the
resource dependence theory, the survival of the organization
needs to absorb resources from the surrounding environment,
and it needs to interact with its environment to achieve its
goal. Therefore, drawing on the research (Ma, 2009), this study
extends Path 2. The influence of founders on innovation is also

Attitude [Tt T !
1 Founder leadership 1
! ]
e e e e
Subjective Founder’s Firm’s in »| Firm’s innovati
Intention novation -on behavior
decision
] = 1
Perceived : External Environment Influ :
behavioral : ence, Resource acquisition :
control e o e e 1
FIGURE 2 | The extension of the theory of planned behavior.

influenced by their ability to access resources, depending on
the external environment. Figure 2 depicts the extension of the
theory of planned behavior.

According to the theory of planned behavior, this study
examines the relationship between founder management
and firm innovation from three perspectives. From the
perspective of attitude, relevant studies (Lan et al, 2020)
show that risk tolerance is an important subjective factor
that influences innovation decision-making of founders.
Meanwhile, scholars found more educated executives have
greater cognitive complexity (Wally and Baum, 1994; Hitt
et al., 1997), which could influence the overall evaluation of
the individual of the innovation behavior and the tendency
toward accepting innovation. Therefore, this study selects the
risk tolerance of the founders and education degree to measure
their attitude to innovation.

From the perspective of subjective norms, subjective norms
influence intentions because of their compliance function
(Kelman, 1974), motivating the individual to act in a manner
that will gain approval from those important to the individual
(Eagly and Chaiken, 1993). This study measures subjective norms
by whether the CEO is also founder of firm and the gender of
the founder. If the CEO is also the founder, his or her decisions
are subjected to pressure from stakeholders inside or outside the
company. In addition, CEO attributes matter for innovation, and
their compliance function is amplified if the CEQ is also a founder
(Lee et al., 2020). Some studies have also pointed out (Cooper,
2012) that the external pressure and moral constraints, which
male and female managers bear are different, will directly affect
their decision-making behavior. These variables could better
measure the perceived social pressure regarding the performance
of the founder innovation behavior.

From the perspective of perceived behavioral control, we used
the scale of firm and political relevance to measure. Perceived
behavioral control refers to the degree to which performing
the behavior is perceived as easy or difficult. The founder has
served or is serving as a deputy in government which can send
a positive signal to the outside world, helping companies to
reduce financing constraints in innovative financing (Kim and
Lu, 2011). At the same time, based on the resource-advantage
view, large firms are assumed to be more resourceful and
proactive (Russo and Fouts, 1997; Aragon-Correa et al., 2008),
and small firms lack skills, capabilities, and financial and human
resources (Biondi et al., 2000; Bowen, 2000). This theoretical
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view implies that the size of firms also represents the ability of
firms to access resources. Moreover, these two indicators can also
reflect the external environment and resource constraints faced
by firms, which will influence the innovation behavior perceived
as easy or difficult.

RESEARCH METHOD
Data Analysis Methods

To answer our research question, the QCA method has been
used. More specifically, four reasons led us to use this method.
First, fsQCA bridges quantitative and qualitative approaches and
allows us to analyze causal relationships between configurations
(Ragin, 2008). As entrepreneurial innovation and founder
management are asymmetric, management attributes of the
founder of synergistic interactions may amplify the influence of
executive on company innovation (Liu et al., 2021), and fsQCA
can supplement regression analysis. Second, fsSQCA is recently
applied increasingly in entrepreneurship and innovation-related
studies (e.g., Mas-Verdu et al, 2015; Kraus et al, 2018).
Furthermore, fsQCA can account for equifinality, i.e., a situation
in which an outcome may follow from different combinations
of causal conditions, i.e., from different causal “recipes” (Ragin,
2008). Last, the aim of this method is not to reveal patterns
that support the existence of the causal relationship but rather
to identify whether some configurations are associated with an
outcome of interest (Wasserman, 2003). Notably, fsQCA assumes
cases as combinations of different values for the outcome of
interest and the causal conditions. Accordingly, it was suitable
to research the combination of different founder management
“routes” that lead to firm innovation.

Sample
Founder management is more typical in private companies, so in
the part of researching innovation input, the sample is derived
from the 2019 IPO data of private company in the China A-share
market. Since 2017 is the most recent year for which data are
available to measure the patent output of firms in the CSMAR
database, the measurement period of innovation output is 2017.
Furthermore, we excluded firms with missing financial data,
firms in the financial industry, ST and PT firms, and firms
whose asset-liability ratio is greater than one, the final innovation
input research got 328 samples of private listed companies, and
innovation output research got 635 samples of private listed
companies for study.

The data in this study are from the CSMAR database
and WIND database. The data were analyzed using
FSQCAS3.0 software.

Outcome

Innovation

We followed prior literature and measured R&D productivity by
the effect of R&D spending (Moshirian et al., 2020). Specifically,
we used the logarithm of R&D cost plus one (Ln_R&D) to
measure innovation input.

This study selects the patent output of firms as the main
index to measure the innovation output. There are three
kinds of patents in China: invention patent, utility model
patent, and design patent. Since design patents do not involve
innovation, this study uses the research by Tian and Meng (2018)
for reference and chooses the sum of invention patents and
utility model patents (Patents 1 and 2) to measure firm
innovation output. The patent data in this study comes from
the patent database of listed companies and subsidiaries of
CSMAR, which can measure the innovation of firms more
comprehensively.

Conditions

Founder Management (fc)

Drawing on the existing study (Xia et al., 2012), the founder
management data in this study are collected manually. According
to the description of “issuer status” in the prospectus of each
sample company, we found out which person or group of people
started the business in the first place. For a company founded by
more than one person, the founder who plays the most important
role (holding the most shares before the issue, or serving as
chairman or general manager during the initial establishment of
the company, etc.) is considered as the founder.

After identifying the founders, we obtained the names of the
chairman and general manager (also known as president, CEO,
etc.) of the company at the time of its listing from the CSMAR
corporate governance database and checked with the name of
the founder to determine if the CEO is also the founder of the
company. “Founder management” is a virtual variable. If the
CEO is also a founder, the value of founder management is 1;
otherwise, it is 0.

We measured the gender of the founder (Gender) by creating
a dummy variable coded as 1 if the founder is a man and 0 for
a woman. Drawing on the research of Wang and Wang (2019),
founder education was divided into a five-point scale: 0, junior
high school and below; 1, senior high school; 2, junior college;
3, undergraduate degree; 4, master degree; and 5, Ph.D. degree.
We also measured founder political affiliation (Gl) by creating a
dummy variable coded as 1 if the founder has served or is serving
as a deputy in government; otherwise, a variable coded as 0. Firm
size is measured as natural logarithms of total assets. Based on
the studies by Coles et al. (2006) and Lan et al. (2020), and upper
echelons theory, this study uses short-term solvency (net working
capital/total debt) to measure founder risk tolerance. Table 1
presents variable design.

Calibration

In fsQCA, the outcome to be explained and the different causal
conditions are assumed to range from no membership to full
membership in a given set condition. Full membership is denoted
by a value of 1 and no membership with a value of 0. Intermediate
values, which denote partial membership in a set condition, are
given values between 1 and 0. Membership scores greater than
0.5 indicate that a case is “more in than out” in the set condition,
scores close to 1 indicate that a case is “mostly in” a set condition,
scores close to 0 indicate that a case is “mostly out,” and so on.
It requires substantiation of the method of “calibration,” i.e., the
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TABLE 1 | Variable design.

Variable Variable Variable Definition
classification code
Innovation Innovation input  Ln_ R&D Logarithm of R&D cost plus one
behavior
Innovation Patent1&2  The sum of invention patents
output and utility model patents
Attitude Risk tolerance  Fx Net working capital/total debt
Founder x| Junior high school and below,
education set at O; senior high school, set
at 1; junior college, set at 2;
undergraduate, set at 3;
master, set at 4; and doctor, set
at 5.
Subjective Founder fc If the CEO is founder, the value
management of founder management is 1,
Otherwise 0.
Founder Gender The founders are set to 1 for
gender men and O for women.
Perceived Firm size Size Ln (Total assets)
behavioral
control
Founder gl If the founder has served or is
political serving as a deputy in
affiliation government, set it at 1;

Otherwise, set it at 0.

transformation of original data to a scale over the interval (0, 1)
(Ragin, 2008).

In this study, the upper quartile (75%), median (25%), and
lower quartile (25%) of the descriptive statistics of the case
samples are set up for 6 conditional variables and 2 outcome
variables to calibrate. Tables 2, 3 present calibration anchors and
descriptive statistics for each variable.

Fuzzy-Set Qualitative Comparative
Analysis

The fsQCA involves three steps (Ragin, 2006). The first
step consists of constructing a truth table, which reports all
logically possible combinations of conditions and the outcomes
associated with each configuration. Each row shows one of
the logically possible combinations of conditions (Sui and
Baum, 2014). The second step reduces the number of rows
in the truth table considering two conditions, namely, a

frequency threshold and a consistency threshold (Sui and
Baum, 2014). Following Wasserman (2003), we applied a
frequency threshold of 1 and a coherence threshold of 0.8,
respectively. The third step uses an algorithm to simplify the
truth table. In our study, we used the Quine McCluskey algorithm
(used in the fsQCA 3.0 software package) to obtain a more
parsimonious response.

EMPIRICAL RESULTS

Analysis of the Necessity Conditions

The necessity analyses evaluated whether a condition must be
presented for an outcome to occur. Consistency is the degree to
which a given solution is a subset of the outcome, and coverage
is the degree to which the outcome can be interpreted by a given
solution, like R? in regression analysis. The coverage is divided
into raw coverage and unique coverage. We further reported
raw and unique coverage measures. Raw coverage of a respective
solution term is the coverage if only the respective solution
term is assumed to be present. Unique coverage expresses
the contribution of a solution term beyond what is explained
already by other terms. This section presents the results of
necessity analyses for the conditions gender, namely, gl, fc,
fsxl, fsfx, and fsize. For the necessity analyses of conditions for
innovation outcome Ln_ R&D and Patents 1 and 2, refer to
Table 4.

The standard threshold of consistency value is 0.90 (Ragin,
2008). As Table 4 shows, gender is a necessary condition and, in
China, this may be due to men accounting for the clear majority
parts in private firms. Furthermore, we considered the influence
of configuration.

Analysis of the Sufficiency Conditions

The analysis of sufficiency identifies all the conditions that are
sufficient for the result to occur. Table 5 provides the main results
of sufficiency analyses, which consider sets of conditions. These
conditions lead to the outcome.

Sufficiency Analyses Results for High Innovation
Input

According to previous literature (Schneider and Wagemann,
2012), we adopted a coherence threshold of 0.80 for

TABLE 2 | Innovation input calibration and descriptive statistics.

Calibration Descriptive statistics
Completely in Point of maximum ambiguity Completely out Mean SD Minimum Maximum
Gender 0.633 0.250 0 1
fc 0.479 0.500 0 1
gl 0.195 0.396 0 1
Size 20.721 21.119 21.611 21.234 0.746 19.665 25.342
X 2 3 4 3.238 1.178 0 5
fx 0.453 1.085 2.509 1.941 2.339 -0.326 16.368
Ln_R&D 17117 17.670 18.214 17.713 0.943 13.442 21.819
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TABLE 3 | Innovation output calibration and descriptive statistics.

Calibration Descriptive statistics
Completely in Point of maximum ambiguity Completely out Mean SD Minimum Maximum

Gender 0.632 0.251 0 1
fc 0.510 0.500 0 1
gl 0.249 0.432 0 1
Size 20.543 20.960 21.555 21.094 0.748 19.647 24.616
x| 2 3 4 2.976 1.230 0 5
X 0.775 1.630 3.226 2.432 2.613 -0.749 18.920
Patent1&2 1.609 2.485 3.238 2.365 1.337 0 7.517
Judglng a Correspondence with necessity/suﬂiciency TABLE 4 | Necessity analyses for innovation input and output.

hypotheses as sufficient.

The fsQCA can produce three solutions: complex solution
(not including logical remainder), intermediate solution (only
including logical remainder), and parsimonious solution
(including all logical remainders). According to the study by
Ragin (2008), the intermediate solution is indicated as the most
suitable since it achieves a balance between the complex solution
and the parsimonious solution in terms of complexity. The
intermediate solution is, therefore, a subset of the other possible
solutions, namely the complex solution and the parsimonious
solution (Wasserman, 2003). Therefore, in this study, the
condition that exists in both the parsimonious solution and the
intermediate solution is regarded as the core condition, and the
condition that exists only in the intermediate solution is regarded
as the peripheral condition.

Table 5 presents the results of the fsQCA. The solution
table exhibits two solutions achieving high innovation input. As
mentioned in Table 5, the overall consistency is 0.82, higher
than the consistency standard of 0.8, and the consistency of each
configuration is also higher than 0.8.

Solution 1 combines the presence of a highly educated founder
and large firm size with the absence of risk tolerance of the
founder, supplemented by the strong political connections of the
founder and male gender of the founder. Core conditions are the
presence of a highly educated founder, large firm size combined
with the absence of risk tolerance. Thus, this configuration shows
that when the risk tolerance of the founder is insufficient, the
cognitive condition and perceived behavioral control condition
are decisive in leading to high innovation input.

Solution 2 shows that the combination of large-sized firms
with male, highly educated, highly risk-tolerant founder as CEO,
supplemented by the fact that political connections is more
conducive to the innovation input of the firm. Compared with
solution 1, solution 2 increases the risk tolerance of the founder,
the founder as CEO, and gender as core conditions.

Taken together, solutions 1 and 2 suggest that the factors
such as the founder is highly educated and large firm size
together can effectively enhance the innovation input of the
firm. The founder is aware of the importance of innovation
input to the long-term development of the firm. At the same
time, since the founder usually owns a high share of the
firm, this role has both motivation and power to increase the
innovation input of the firm. Based on the theory of planned

Condition High innovation input High innovation output
Cons Cov Cons Cov
Gender 0.951 0.515 0.930 0.498
~Gender 0.049 0.369 0.070 0.519
gl 0.174 0.451 0.251 0.503
~gl 0.826 0.518 0.749 0.498
fc 0.498 0.525 0.542 0.531
~fc 0.502 0.486 0.457 0.466
fsxl 0.457 0.615 0.513 0.559
~fsxl 0.648 0.523 0.597 0.550
fsfx 0.510 0.503 0.492 0.480
~fsfx 0.588 0.607 0.596 0.610
fsize 0.736 0.741 0.651 0.643
~fsize 0.362 0.367 0.442 0.446

TABLE 5 | Sufficiency analyses results for high innovation input and output.

High innovation input High innovation output

Conditions Solution 1 Solution 2 Solution 1
Gender ° [ ([ ]
fc [ ] [ ]
gI ° ° °
Size [ [ .
I [ [} ([ ]
fx ® [ ] [ J
Consistency 0.833514 0.836181 0.834215
Raw coverage 0.278207 0.150761 0.029842
Unique coverage 0.196484 0.069039 0.029842
Solution consistency 0.822107 0.834215
Solution coverage 0.347246 0.029842

@ /ndicates the existence of a core condition, ® indicates a lack of core condiitions,
e indicates the existence of a peripheral condition, while blank cells represent “don’t
care” conditions.

behavior, these conditions are subordinate to three factors:
Attitude, subjective norm, and perceived behavior control, which
further proves that the theory of planned behavior can effectively
explain the innovative investment behavior of founders. A lot
of psychological and behavioral economics research shows that
women are more conservative when it comes to risk-taking, and
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innovation investment is a high risk and uncertain investment,
male founders are more confident when it comes to making
risky decisions. Moreover, highly educated founders obtain
more innovation-relevant knowledge, which will reduce the
information asymmetry problem in the process of investment in
organizational innovation (Block, 2012). They have a long-term
vision for the development of the organization, which will pay
more attention to innovation investments. While the political
affiliation of the founders and the large size of the firm could
help organizations gain resources much easier, the firms may face
relatively few obstacles when they carry out innovation financing.
Besides, Manso (2011) found that risk tolerance of entrepreneurs
is an important factor that affects the innovation of organizations.
In addition, the fact that CEO is also the founder can increase the
innovation input of the organization, which means the founder
can directly manage the firm, because of his or her unique status,
better supervise and manage the innovation investment of the
firm, and reduce the agency cost; it also shows that the impact
of the founder on the innovation investment of the company
depends on his or her position in the company.

Sufficiency Analyses Results for High Innovation
Output

Looking at the group of high innovation output, the fsQCA
produces a group of solutions and the total consistency is
0.83, which is higher than the consistency standard of 0.8. As
mentioned in Table 5, the combination of male, highly educated,
highly risk-tolerant founder as CEO in the company leads to
high innovation output of the firm, supplemented by the political
connections of the founder and the large size of the firm. Different
from innovation input, it is noted that in this group of innovation
output, the attitude and the subjective norm perspective in the
theory of planned behavior play a leading role, and the impact of
the external environment and resource acquisition capacity may
not be so important, which indicates that the innovation output
depends more on the innovation capacity of firms themselves.

Robustness
To ensure the robustness of the results, we raised the consistency
to 0.85 and then analyzed again, as shown in Table 6. We
also made a robustness test on the adjustment of the frequency
threshold and reported the results after the adjustment of
the consistency.

As can be seen from Table 6, the solution is basically the same
after raising the consistency, which proves that the conclusion of
this study is reliable and robust.

CONCLUSION: CONTRIBUTIONS,
LIMITATIONS, AND FUTURE RESEARCH

How to improve the innovation input and innovation output
of firms is the focus of this innovation research. In this study,
the theory of planned behavior is extended, and the method of
fsQCA is used for the first time to discuss the configuration
effect of organizational innovation from the view of founder
management. This study finds that three perspectives of the

TABLE 6 | Robustness.

High innovation input High innovation

output
Conditions Solution 1 Conditions Solution 1
Gender [ ] Gender )
fc [ ) fc [}
el . ol} .
Size [ ] Size °
Xl [ ) Xl [ ]
fx [ ] fx [ J
Consistency 0.891233 Consistency 0.834215
Raw coverage 0.0816623 Raw coverage 0.029842
Unique coverage 0.0816623 Unique coverage 0.029842
Solution consistency 0.891233 Solution consistency 0.834215
Solution coverage 0.0816623 Solution coverage 0.029842

@ /ndicates the existence of a core condition, e indicates the existence of a
peripheral condition, while blank cells represent “don’t care” conditions.

theory of planned behavior, namely, attitude, subjective norms,
and perceived behavior control, can effectively explain the
relationship between founder management and organizational
innovation. Two different solutions can lead to high innovation
input. First, the configuration takes the presence of highly
educated founder, large firm size and the absence of risk
tolerance as core conditions leads to high innovation input.
Second, the combination of large firm size with having a male,
highly educated, highly risk-tolerant founder, who coupled with
being CEO and having strong political connections, are more
conducive to increasing the innovation investment of the firm.
Combining the theory of planned behavior, these two paths
both contain three factors that influence the behavior intention
of the founder, and the second path shows that the founder
takes the role of CEO, which shows that the founder plays a
leading role in the decision-making of the organization, and
the behavior intention of the founder can effectively rise to the
innovation decision-making of the firm and, finally, form the
innovation input behavior of the firm under the influence of
the two external environments of political connection and firm
size. We determined that the male, highly educated, highly risk-
tolerant founder as the CEO are core conditions for innovation
output. This configuration shows that the innovation output is
different from the innovation input and more dependent on
the transformation of internal resources, but less affected by the
external environment and resource acquisition capability.

This study provides an empirically validated framework to
explore founder management and innovation. First, based on
the expanded theory of planned behavior, this study explores
the complex relationship between founder management and
organizational innovation behavior. Earlier, most of the literature
on the founder was simply set as a virtual variable (Kim and
Lu, 2011; Markin et al., 2021), without considering the personal
characteristics of the founder and how the personal intention
of the founder rose to corporate behavior. This study expands
the theory of planned behavior, which is mainly used in the
fields of psychology and sociology, opens the black box between
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the founder and the innovation behavior of firms, and describes
the path that the behavior intention of the founder forms the
innovation decision-making behavior of the firm.

Second, this study contributed to and
entrepreneurship studies (Fang et al., 2014; Falato et al., 2015;
Cain and McKeon, 2016; Del Sarto et al., 2019; Ferrigno et al,,
2021). The previous literature neglected the influence of the
interaction between the personal characteristics of the founder
and the external environment as well as the “chemical reaction” of
their combination on the innovation behavior of a firm (Dell’Era
et al, 2020). This study examines the relationship between
founder and innovation from the perspective of configuration
by using the method of fsSQCA, and it provides a new way of
thinking for the research of firm innovation field.

Third, we offered a methodological contribution. This study
finds that the planned behavior theory and the fsQCA approach
are highly matched in exploring the relationship between
founders and firm innovation, and it is further proved that the
combination of the theory in the field of psychology and the
method in the field of management can effectively explain the
problems of management practice and has positive significance
to the research in the field of management.

The founders are vital to the long-term growth of the
company. Most innovative companies we know are also under the
control of their founders (Google, Facebook, etc.). But the role of
founders in business innovation is not just through controlling
the business. This study demonstrates that expanding the size
of the business, increasing the education of the founders, and
strengthening the political connections of the founders, in order
to improve the risk tolerance of founders, are helpful to increase
firm innovation input, while the founder with high educational
background, high-risk tolerance, and to be CEO are effective ways
to improve the innovation output.

The study also offers implications for both policy and practice.
First, founder managers should constantly improve themselves to
achieve professional governance. For firm innovation, managers
need to have an independent judgment of technological
development. The founder improves own knowledge quality,
which is helpful for the firm to formulate suitable innovative
decision-making.

Second, the founder should build a social resource network
to reduce the dependence on the external environment. The
founder strengthens the communication and cooperation with
the government, is advantageous in grasping the market in time,

innovation

REFERENCES

Adams, R., Almeida, H., and Ferreira, D. (2009). Understanding the relationship
between founder-CEOs and firm performance. J. Empir. Finance 16, 136-150.
doi: 10.2139/ssrn.470145

Aragon-Correa, J. A., Hurtado-Torres, N., Sharma, S., and Garcia-Morales, V. J.
(2008). Environmental strategy and performance in SMEs: a resource-based
perspective. J. Environ. Manag. 86, 88-103. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvman.2006.11.022

Bandiera, O., Prat, A., Hansen, S., and Sadun, R. (2020). CEO behavior
and firm performance. J. Polit. Econ. 128, 1325-1369. doi: 10.1086/70
5331

Barker, V. L. III, and Mueller, G. C. (2002). CEO characteristics and firm R&D
spending. Manage. Sci. 48, 782-801. doi: 10.1287/mnsc.48.6.782.187

and obtains more innovation financing, then promotes the firm
innovation high-quality development.

Moreover, several limitations must be taken into account
about this study. First, due to the limitation of the sample size
of £sSQCA, this study used only the data of the past 1 year,
lacked the study of the dynamic change, and did not carry out
the cross-time comparison, and the data were collected only
from Chinese database and the manual collection; in the future,
we can use the form of questionnaire from other countries for
further analysis. In addition, firm innovation is an extremely
complex firm behavior, which is affected by many factors. This
study analyzes only some configurations with the theory of
planned behavior, and future studies could investigate these
configurations in different contexts.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The datasets presented in this study can be found in online
repositories. The names of the repository/repositories and
accession number(s) can be found below: China Stock Market
and Accounting Research Database, https://www.gtarsc.com/.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

C-AM: conceptualization, methodology, software, and writing—
original draft preparation. RX: data curation, visualization,
and investigation. H-YC: writing—reviewing and editing. G-RS:
software and validation. All authors contributed to the article and
approved the submitted version.

FUNDING

This work was supported by the National Social Science
Foundation of China (Grant No. 18BGL072).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors wish to thank the reviewers and editor for their
careful, unbiased, and constructive suggestions, which led to this
revised manuscript.

Biondi, V., Frey, M., and Iraldo, F. (2000). Environmental management systems
and SMEs. Green. Manag. Int. 29, 55-69. doi: 10.9774/GLEAF.3062.2000.sp.
00007

Block, J. H. (2012). R&D investments in family and founder firms: an agency
perspective. J. Bus. Vent. 27, 248-265. doi: 10.1016/j.jbusvent.2010.09.003

Bowen, F. (2000). Does size matter? Organizational slack and visibility as
alternative explanations for environmental responsiveness. Bus. Soc. 41, 118-
124. doi: 10.1177/0007650302041001007

Cain, M. D., and McKeon, S. B. (2016). CEO personal risk-taking and corporate
policies. J. Financ. Quant. Anal. 51, 139-164. doi: 10.1017/S0022109016000041

Certo, S. T., Covin, J. G., Daily, C. M., and Dalton, D. R. (2001). Wealth and effects
of founder management among IPO stage new ventures. Strat. Manag. J. 22,
641-658. doi: 10.1002/sm;.182

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org

February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 827448


https://www.gtarsc.com/
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.470145
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2006.11.022
https://doi.org/10.1086/705331
https://doi.org/10.1086/705331
https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.48.6.782.187
https://doi.org/10.9774/GLEAF.3062.2000.sp.00007
https://doi.org/10.9774/GLEAF.3062.2000.sp.00007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusvent.2010.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1177/0007650302041001007
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022109016000041
https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.182
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

Ma et al.

Founder Management and Innovation

Chandler, G. N., and Hanks, S. H. (1994). Founder competence, the environment,
and venture performance. Entrep. Theory Pract. 18, 77-89. doi: 10.1177/
104225879401800306

Cho, S. Y., and Kim, S. K. (2017). Horizon problem and firm innovation: the
influence of CEO career horizon, exploitation and exploration on breakthrough
innovations. Res. Policy 46, 1801-1809. doi: 10.1016/j.respol.2017.
08.007

Coles, J., Daniel, N. D., and Naveen, L. (2006). Managerial incentives
and risk-taking. J. Financ. Econ. 79, 431-468. doi: 10.1016/j.jfineco.2004.
09.004

Cooper, R. (2012). The gender gap in union leadership in Australia: a qualitative
study. J. Indust. Relat. 54, 131-146. doi: 10.1177/0022185612437836

Del Sarto, N., Di Minin, A., Ferrigno, G., and Piccaluga, A. (2019). Born global and
well educated: start-up survival through fuzzy set analysi. Small Bus. Econ. 56,
1405-1423. doi: 10.1007/s11187-019-00238-6

Dell’Era, C., Di Minin, A., Ferrigno, G., Frattini, F., Landoni, P., and Verganti,
R. (2020). Value capture in open innovation processes with radical circles: a
longitudinal analysis of firms’ collaborations with Slow food, Memphis, and
Free Software Foundation. Technol. Forecast. Soc. Change 158:120128. doi: 10.
1016/j.techfore.2020.120128

Eagly, A. H., and Chaiken, S. (1993). The Psychology of Attitudes. Fort Worth, TX:
Harcourt Brace Jovanovich.

Markin, E. T., Skorodziyevskiy, V., Zhu, L., Chrisman, J. J., and “Chevy” Fang,
H. (2021). Lone-founder firms in China: Replicating Miller et al. (2007) in a
different context. J. Fam. Bus. Strategy 100451. doi: 10.1016/j.jfbs.2021.100451

Fahlenbrach, R. (2009). Founder-CEOs, investment decisions, and stock
market performance. J. Financ. Quant. Anal. 44, 439-466. doi: 10.1017/
$0022109009090139

Falato, A., Li, D., and Milbourn, T. (2015). Which skills matter in the market
for CEOs? Evidence from pay for CEO credential. Manag. Sci. 61, 2845-2869.
doi: 10.1287/mnsc.2014.2024

Fang, V. W, Tian, X., and Tice, S. (2014). Does stock liquidity enhance or impede
firm innovation? J. Finance 69, 2085-2125. doi: 10.1111/jof1.12187

Ferrigno, G., and Cucino, V. (2021). Innovating and transforming during covid-19:
insights from Italian firms. R D Manag. 32, 137-146. doi: 10.1111/radm.12469

Ferrigno, G., Dagnino, G. B., and Di Paola, N. (2021). R&D alliance partner
attributes and innovation performance: a fuzzy set qualitative comparative
analysis. J. Bus. Indust. Market. 65, 410-422. doi: 10.1108/JBIM-07-2020-0314

Ganter, A., and Hecker, A. (2014). Configurational paths to organizational
innovation: qualitative comparative analyses of antecedents and contingencies.
J. Bus. Res. 67, 1285-1292. doi: 10.1016/j.jbusres.2013.03.004

Haveman, H. A., and Khaire, M. V. (2004). Survival beyond succession? The
contingent impact of founder succession on organizational failure. J. Bus.
Ventur. 19, 437-463. doi: 10.1016/S0883-9026(03)00039-9

Highfield, R., and Smiley, R. (1987). New business starts and economic activity:
an empirical investigation. Int. J. Indust. Organ. 5, 51-66. doi: 10.1016/0167-
7187(87)90006-3

Hitt, M. A., Dacin, M. T., and Park, T. D. (1997). Understanding the differences in
Korean and U.S. executives strategic orientations. Strat. Manag. J. 18, 159-167.
doi: 10.1002/(SICI)10970266(199702)18:2<159::AIDSM]J870<3.0.CO;2-X

Jensen, M. C., and Meckling, W. H. (1976). Theory of the firm: managerial
behavior, agency costs and ownership structure. J. Financ. Econ. 3, 305-360.
doi: 10.2307/j.ctv22d4ztc.8

Jindal, N., and McAlister, L. (2015). The impacts of advertising assets and R&D
assets on reducing bankruptcy risk. Market. Sci. 34, 555-572. doi: 10.1287/mksc.
2015.0913

Kaplan, S. N., Klebanov, M. M., and Sorensen, M. (2012). Which CEO
characteristics and abilities matter. J. Finance 67,973-1007. doi: 10.1111/j.1540-
6261.2012.01739.x

Kelman, H. C. (1974). Attitudes are alive and well and gainfully employed in the
sphere of action. Am. Psychol. 29, 310-324. doi: 10.1037/h0037623

Kim, E. H,, and Lu, Y. (2011). CEO ownership, external governance, and risk-
taking. J. Financ. Econ. 102, 272-292. doi: 10.1016/j.jfineco.2011.07.002

Kraus, S., Ribeiro-Soriano, D., and Schiissler, M. (2018). Fuzzy-set qualitative
comparative analysis (fsQCA) in entrepreneurship and innovation research-
the rise of a method. Int. Entrep. Manag. ]. 14, 15-33. doi: 10.1007/s11365-017-
0461-8

Lan, F., Yu, B,, Fang, Y., and Wu, H. (2020). Founder CFO,risk tolerance and
enterprise innovation. Sci. Technol. Prog. Policy 37, 99-108.

Lee, J. M., and Bae, J. (2020). Founder CEOs and innovation: evidence from CEO
sudden deaths in public firms. Acad. Manag. Annu. Meet. Proc. 1:14201.

Lee, J. M., Kim, J., and Bae, J. (2020). Founder CEOs and innovation: evidence
from CEO sudden deaths in public firm. Res. Policy 49, 135-167. doi: 10.5465/
AMBPP.2019.14201abstract

Liu, B., Tao, J, Min, B, and Chia, F. (2021).
and financial distress risk: the moderating role of executive foreign
experience. Int. Rev. Econ. Finance 71, 526-548. doi: 10.1016/j.iref.2020.09.
021

Ma, C. (2009). A study on the path of family firm capital structure formation based
on the theory of planned behavior: empirical analysis and robustness test. Syst.
Eng. 27, 38-44.

Manso, G. (2011). Motivating innovation. J. Finance 66, 1823-1866. doi: 10.1111/j.
1540-6261.2011.01688.x

Mas-Verdu, F., Ribeiro-Soriano, D., and Roig-Tierno, N. (2015). Firm survival:
the role of incubators and business character istics. J. Bus. Res. 68, 793-796.
doi: 10.1016/j.jbusres.2014.11.030

Moshirian, F., Tian, X., Zhang, B., and Zhang, W. (2020). Stock market
liberalization and innovation. J. Financ. Econ. 139:985. doi: 10.1016/j.jfineco.
2020.08.018

Nelson, T. (2003). The persistence of founder influence: management, ownership,
and performance effects at initial public offering. Strat. Manag. J. 24, 707-724.
doi: 10.1002/smj.328

Ragin, C. (1987). The Comparative Method: Moving Beyond Qualitative and
Quantitative Methods. Berkeley, CA: University of California.

Ragin, C. C. (2006). How to lure analytic social science out of the doldrums:
some lessons from comparative research. Int. Sociol. 21, 633-646. doi: 10.1177/
0268580906067834

Ragin, C. C. (2008). Redesigning Social Inquiry: Fuzzy Sets and Beyond. Chicago,
IL: University of Chicago Press. doi: 10.7208/chicago/9780226702797.001.
0001

Rihoux, B., and Ragin, C. C. (2009). Configurational Comparative Methods:
Qualitative Comparative Analysis (QCA) and Related Techniques. Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Russo, M., and Fouts, P. (1997). A resource-based perspective on corporate
environmental performance and profitability. Acad. Manag. J. 40, 534-559.
doi: 10.2307/257052

Schein, E. H. (1995). The role of the founder in creating organizational culture.
Fam. Bus. Rev. 12, 13-28. doi: 10.1111/j.1741-6248.1995.00221.x

Schneider, C. Q., and Wagemann, C. (2012). Set-Theoretic Methods for the
Social Sciences: Looking Back, Looking Ahead. 313-321. doi: 10.1017/
CB0O9781139004244

Straatmann, T., Rothenhoefer, L., Meier, A., and Mueller, K. (2018). A
Configurational perspective on the theory of planned behaviour to understand
employees’ change-supportive intentions. Appl. Psychol. 49, 188-203. doi: 10.
1111/apps.12120

Sui, S., and Baum, M. (2014). Internationalization strategy, firm resources and
the survival of SMEs in the export market. J. Int. Bus. Stud. 45, 821-841.
doi: 10.1057/jibs.2014.11

Tian, X., and Meng, Q. (2018). Do stock incentive schemes spur corporate
innovation. Nankai Bus. Rev. 120, 176-190.

Wally, S., Baum, J. R. (1994). Personal and structural determinants of the pace
of strategic decision making. Acad. Manag. J. 37, 932-956. doi: 10.2307/256
605

Wang, J., and Wang, X. (2019). Structural Equation Modeling: Applications Using
Mplus.

Wasserman, N. (2003). Founder-CEO succession and the paradox of
entrepreneurial success. Organ. Sci. 14, 149-172. doi: 10.1287/orsc.14.2.
149.14995

Xia, L., Jianzhan, G., and Ming, L. (2012). Entrepreneur’s “policy from itself”:
founder management, market environment and corporate performance of a
private IPO company. Manag. World 09, 132-141.

Xu, N., Hanyi, T., and Jing, C. (2019). R&D input and output under non-
founder management: an empirical study on gem firms. Nankai Manag. Rev.
22,113-125.

Imitative innovation

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org

February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 827448


https://doi.org/10.1177/104225879401800306
https://doi.org/10.1177/104225879401800306
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2017.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2017.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2004.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2004.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022185612437836
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-019-00238-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2020.120128
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2020.120128
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfbs.2021.100451
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022109009090139
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022109009090139
https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.2014.2024
https://doi.org/10.1111/jofi.12187
https://doi.org/10.1111/radm.12469
https://doi.org/10.1108/JBIM-07-2020-0314
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2013.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0883-9026(03)00039-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-7187(87)90006-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-7187(87)90006-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)10970266(199702)18:2<159::AIDSMJ870<3.0.CO;2-X
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctv22d4ztc.8
https://doi.org/10.1287/mksc.2015.0913
https://doi.org/10.1287/mksc.2015.0913
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.2012.01739.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.2012.01739.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0037623
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2011.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-017-0461-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-017-0461-8
https://doi.org/10.5465/AMBPP.2019.14201abstract
https://doi.org/10.5465/AMBPP.2019.14201abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iref.2020.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iref.2020.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.2011.01688.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.2011.01688.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2014.11.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2020.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2020.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.328
https://doi.org/10.1177/0268580906067834
https://doi.org/10.1177/0268580906067834
https://doi.org/10.7208/chicago/9780226702797.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.7208/chicago/9780226702797.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.2307/257052
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-6248.1995.00221.x
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139004244
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139004244
https://doi.org/10.1111/apps.12120
https://doi.org/10.1111/apps.12120
https://doi.org/10.1057/jibs.2014.11
https://doi.org/10.2307/256605
https://doi.org/10.2307/256605
https://doi.org/10.1287/orsc.14.2.149.14995
https://doi.org/10.1287/orsc.14.2.149.14995
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

Ma et al.

Founder Management and Innovation

Zahra, S. A., Hayton, J. C., Neubaum, D. O., Dibrell, C,, and Craig, J. B. (2008).
Culture of family commitment and strategic flexibility: the moderating effect of
stewardship. Entrep. Theory Pract. 32, 1035-1054.

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of

the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Ma, Xiao, Chang and Song. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No
use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 10

February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 827448


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

	Founder Management and Innovation: An Empirical Analysis Based on the Theory of Planned Behavior and Fuzzy-Set Qualitative Comparative Analysis
	Introduction
	Theory Development
	Research Method
	Data Analysis Methods
	Sample
	Outcome
	Innovation

	Conditions
	Founder Management (fc)

	Calibration
	Fuzzy-Set Qualitative Comparative Analysis

	Empirical Results
	Analysis of the Necessity Conditions
	Analysis of the Sufficiency Conditions
	Sufficiency Analyses Results for High Innovation Input
	Sufficiency Analyses Results for High Innovation Output

	Robustness

	Conclusion: Contributions, Limitations, and Future Research
	Data Availability Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	References


