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Corporate Social Responsibility, Value Creation and Income
Inequality: Evidence from Taiwan’s Business Groups
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Student No: G99430127

Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to investigate the relationship between CSR and
corporate value creation, and the relationship between CSR and income inequality.
Sample was gathered from Taiwan’s large business groups during 2004 and 2010. In
this paper | try to use public information to establish a new CSR rating, and using
principal component analysis to extract social responsibility index score. The
empirical results show that: (1) CSR performance has a statistically significant
positive relation with corporate value creation; (2) CSR performance has a negative
relation with the percentage of employee salaries to value-added; (3) CSR
performance has a statistically significant negative relation with the percentage of
senior managers compensation to value-added; (4) CSR performance has a
statistically significant positive relation with the percentage of remunerations for
directors and supervisors to value-added. The empirical results also find that
corporation can enhance its value-added by practicing of CSR, but it can’t improve
the distribution of income effectively.

Keywords: Corporate social responsibility (CSR), Value creation, Income
inequality, Business groups.
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ﬁﬁ’éaﬁé%é
23k 250
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ToHTRELEEAET
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&g

n
¥

ﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬁﬂg EAEL 22 A AFEAEHE Y 0220108
298P £l TS PP pEAEFEREIR 02 5T GRIG3R R
EARLE 0 2011120 4Rt L A EALE FET AR WAL K > M £ ¥
¢ RA G T E TSR P G S B e R e MR 2 R R 63
CEREY TN S S E S R TRV RIS o AT T S
S AL R ﬁ??i#’ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂii%@ﬁ&#%@ogﬁ
FRm e g f aF it fRmg L R od  HRY F RS

AAL1000#7 B & 228 IASE30006

® B4R IASE3000 3 B*% € 3-f7 5 £ & (International Federation of Accountants) 1§ 5 % % 3+ & %
#14% 4 F ¢ (International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board) . 2005 # 1 * #3722 # » i & 4
HEPgFetdeisg
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It

& fFEAEFEHGELS
@éﬁﬁiiﬁg%ékiﬁppiiﬁgpﬁﬁﬁﬁ¢ﬁ’%%°ﬁp
T A RT A SA K 1T B % 4 IL% (stakeholder theory)s? Fis T R ELEL
(slack resources view) o % B % A AR £ F AL € F E S CH M sk B
BB T ORBLEED R T & A ekt %‘-4—% P Mﬁfw Ve AR R
TR GRS F LA FEnd g %mﬂ%&%wﬁ°

2T é)}?%é’ﬂ-«;’.\y‘ri g {F{- T ‘z;k B 3 ?ﬂ‘ffz‘l“i 2 B %'f’iré #\,ﬁ _ Eﬁ']“iﬁ”'ﬁ e
Preston and O’Bannon (1997)4% di4+ ¢ ¥ fi3i(social impact hypothesis) > 3% %
%%ﬁd BAAEERE B ITH AL FREML G EasYFS

» B-g H AP TR s & om chflet o &~ 2 5 Aupperle, Carroll and
Hatfield(1985) A7 ) ends gk TR (trade-off hypothesis)iz 2 Becchetti et al.(2007)
o & BEF IF)»Ffu(Shlft of focus hypothesis) 325 » & ¥ KEA € F =48 # ¢
FEFER 2B Es LT oo Fla KERE FTELFRFI LT R
ERE ;’ Eg o R 4o~ TR KA o Griffin and Mahon(1997)ifgl‘.’1 1972 1 1997
£ > 5 B CSR £ 4% sxhf Bt 51 | "vgk’;\m He B AHEF
;J_ima@ 19K S fAARE o @ O B R A .

‘)"u P iR (2008): e & P ORIE L AL E FEAE G B4t e AR ok
% #-2001 3 2005 & & - A jcdst m =

Mig RE LR A RS
ﬁggfﬁgﬁ*’iﬁﬂiﬁigﬁ ERE I RIS S
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Fi

\TA‘ éggg
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\
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ETIS
~o

o
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O’Bannon(1997)7 5 £ & 67 #= A& % e 5
E;jErSSa:mﬁfr,g T2 FEEEAE F g ™Y F’”*g_ﬁ ﬁ)“ (ROA)

ik ¥ 4R Y X (ROE) 2 K F4F ¥ 5 (ROl)f;r;E: PP B IR N
R &2 M %A 2 pﬁﬁﬂﬂ? MU PHBE L L2 U AR T
ForB AR g ok 1 e B TR o

%?‘?E(EIU)" 2008 & £ ik & F E4R2 ¢ 44 > £ 566 b ¥ -

1600 PRMERALANL AL ERY 75%”*’%‘;.1:; LR

LRBNgEAEF ERT - i ok B RT B B el YRR
1

R
McWilliams and Siegel(2001):% = » £ ¥ R FAL€ F ZBER LR E?P Hde = ko

! Freeman +t 1984 # 4% 1141 2 B % 4 1% (stakeholder theory)
# B i 5778 ¢ “7(London Stock Exchange)£r £ g P 4F (Financial Time) % F 3% = FTSE > & 2001 # £] =
FTSE ik ¢ § =4, #(FTSEAGOOD) » ki KAk § § E ¥Rl 27 » BT+ RS
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Waddock and Graves(1997)4% 3 & ¥4t € # = 5 »c &2 P75 vz B B0 2
% KLD BB A g F B0 N FARMS R LR E P S fos 8
5 (ROS) g P72 r o7 1 3 ® EFALE T EEMIEE R e Mo

PRI AAE EEAE T F 2 % - Peters and Mullen(2009) i¢ * p& [ & 7| F

HOEHESRAF e a%ﬁ%xﬁﬁéfvﬁm FiER . § g
gF I AR F%ﬂ*“*‘iﬂ mﬁﬂfﬁ“’%ﬂfé %‘w«ﬁ%#%’iﬁ—g P
= % %ﬁ;—j@g" wRE O R AIELEERE o

Y g o~ B4R E S 1 33 e 4 (2010)02 2007 & 2009 E R o (X T3
FE)TE R T ﬁ ¥ O A FREATR ik € ;v Eafo s EEARE T T ik o
FREFFHIFHEFERF EFV R T ERGEFFHE ¥
RRAEPLI(OI)MALE F ERA S EFRE -REFITIRETE - BiE
® 0 1A = i34 452 (principal component analysis) 5 B~ik € F i 4p 14 ik 0 #F

|

HEEA g E g M SRERL T2 AE RS B B
Mo fEME T T A F L BEMEE > A s B EFA
SR GRS A RA G EAEF R f EM B RT L B 1

T A e RS AR G Bl § A T & ~
ﬁ@{,”whwﬂéﬁ R H A A A ARG AEER o dod
PR OAF A ERE R ﬁ%ﬁfé'riv]i » i A 7 L pe#rE (disposable
income) o 7 BARE TR AT Ak ApE A E P H RAA Jj* X rE A ﬁo(lncome
distribution) =187 7 AR o = K HTE ST F A e m#ﬂ o H K pps 2 AT E
gk o FM AL R 7 39K (inequality measure) (3 ik - ¥ R~ FIE S S S B
Az 1987) - fﬁﬁ ST A AR < S R 4 LW s (Lorenz Curve) ~ £ R %3 (Gini
Cofficient)#? + § #F] #(Oshima Index) & iG L R B AP A 5 B
PTERAME A0 SR T AR M R L Y MG AT AR TR A D
SR AL g T 0 AR R A BIA e g lﬂo?hﬁ&u‘iﬁbi@
MA2HEITRATN? Lo AHR2DIIRANTEB=Z £250 2t

T ELTAER ﬁ“s: J
i 2 Mpdem 47 L ferr @ A L A (F 4 ¢ 5 2R 20%2 R

BB B ek ¢ F
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BB 20% BT iR L B K 20% R iR 2. Rl B ﬁﬂ:\} v F o7 A7
A},‘fjn'ﬁziﬂ; '*@14 I bwfg’/}ﬁo@liao T@r;_ A L

* hdnde = Bo® 20% R A et iR/ 1 20% R A et iR

B¢ Qmmyé%ffmmmﬂv‘@ig@kaagﬁ—w’zﬂ 1980 %
20057 5B sri@ A feen BB IL L SRS ATE A fleanE L hlcp 1964 & h
0.321:i% # :x X > 1980 iF 7| M BLe0.277 » 2 f6 £ 5 + 2 » 2000 % 0.326 °
2005# £ $0.34 - @ & #ATE A feeht §4n B > 1980 pEE4.17 20004 H %
5.5 > 2001 & 1 {4 J—FK:’L&@G B SR AR F bR i g - AR
*%ﬁWQNMHwﬂ’H%é&%ﬁu%»%w@“@lﬁaﬁﬁjilMﬁ&%

B2 ok A 1990# (S AR L 3 o 3 A A (2005)3 5 BT R aeh B L o Hod
wwﬁﬁ“:ﬁﬁ'%Eiﬁﬁva%?%ﬁm?@ﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁo
TP o PRIRF e 3R T Sl T iE 4 fR 3 390 B

Kuznets (1955)#& hF U A B R EFRporE e Jer
TR A g & *E’%i°§:§%*“ﬁ‘30-&§<m‘—'=}’ux‘<$t f<“02814
0.342 2 fF » & ktmx% F s ) RS S G m}f:,a ;ﬁrﬂrMﬁ% &
ek 2-3 o LB 2 %ﬁl}]"j\ 4ol K E p Ao T BT iR E

2 et 2-4 o7 OEC 22011 & 12 * 14 p A SR F aup 2 2dp o
FRARNT AFEFET R e 2 T X kR . OECD ¢ A MY =A% e >
W~ Fo Rt BH L 2-4 NPV B p 2000 2k 0 £

7

B+ §dp =1 108 =+ a5 AR L -

Umemy MEs R GEEP R LF TH0AF o SR GHRE N 0247 o BHTH;
02~03 2 7#T35;03~04 £ T ApH E32 ; 04~05 £ 74T » L e~ ;5 05 2 F & T~ L EER
Ko PP RRT R §F A RE c FIEFE Y 1 F R GH04 T ER M -
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123 SHREE R Gl(E )

R + Rl R + R ik &R + Rl
1981 0.281 1991 0.308 2001 0.350
1982 0.283 1992 0.312 2002 0.345
1983 0.287 1993 0.315 2003 0.343
1984 0.287 1994 0.318 2004 0.338
1985 0.291 1995 0.317 2005 0.340
1986 0.296 1996 0.317 2006 0.339
1987 0.299 1997 0.320 2007 0.340
1988 0.303 1998 0.324 2008 0.341
1989 0.303 1999 0.325 2009 0.345
1990 0.312 2000 0.326 2010 0.342

TR RR R A PR R T St

% 2-4 1 B R RETE A fK R (E P)

P ¢oE A R EN-y B &
ERRE S A §dpik ERAS KL + 5 dp
1995 0.317 5.34 0.36 8.48 4,72
1996 0.317 5.38 0.37 8.75 4,76
1997 0.320 5.41 0.38 9.50 4.78
1998 0.324 5,51 0.38 9.70 4.62
1999 0.325 5.50 0.41 9.89 4.85
2000 0.326 5.55 0.41 10.15 4.47
2001 0.350 6.39 0.41 10.44 4.68
2002 0.345 6.16 0.40 9.73 6.36
2003 0.343 6.07 0.39 9.40 6.11
2004 0.338 6.03 0.40 10.04 6.04
2005 0.340 6.04 0.40 10.17 5.97
2006 0.339 6.01 0.40 10.39 6.24
2007 0.340 5.98 0.40 10.29 6.39
2008 0.341 6.05 0.39 9.57 6.07
2009 0.345 6.34 0.39 9.59 6.25
2010 0.342 6.19 — — 6.22

P ARE B ke A (2010 £ G L AR ) B
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Rp A SR HR M E AL BAE AR B2 B R FF -
MF A (2006)7 % ¢ o & #%;%fﬁw@h‘“*t$“zﬁ%ﬁq%?*ﬁﬂ
$ico 12 2003 £ 3 2004 # S L AR Rl f £ ¥ 818 R X FEFT T
éimfﬁhéﬁﬁéiiﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬂi°ﬁ§%&%&“%mwﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ%
iz BB L&A AR - AL RERT > T LB AFTHEBR
71976 # ¢10.326 T *% 3] 1989 & 70.247 > 2 & £ + 2 7] 2000 & 70.279 -

FE #(2000)F7 § & ¥4 § 22 g E M0 BRI FP L
ML o T B RM T BRI EAFPIAIECIGR 0 HRF LT
AR EARE T EAPM 2 F AR o Bulir (2001)3% 5 > SRR €
SERE A Fe iR s WH{ A H G LS BEALGARTIES B AR T
BATTERS FII"LH A,\ﬁc,‘/t 22 T % o

# = A]4% F /& A (The Principles for Responsible Investment) b 53k = - £
2 AL B BRFTARFRTAN o FEARTRAGRE > R
(Environmental) vt ¢ (Social)£&2 = 2 732 (Corporate Governance) » ¢ ESG F* 4%
T e J;.ﬂzﬂuu,\ EEAT e FL A A TR AL E 2 2 P RTRE R G ik
Tl o 2P iR 4 B P PpNEFEHE M GARE  JIT M G T
A(FREPR) FI(C ) ARECGRER)EERE - f1 L s%i it ik
ELenF Ao ERFFR T AL FAEE - B2 LR o Flt F AR
EFEFTALEEY Y CFARGRB R IHE LI - 2L EAEF
i 4p Fﬁ%ﬂiﬁﬁiﬁ,%ﬁ% 1 g% mﬁ—]‘g:."""ﬁ - % }'}mﬂ RN v [ L ;] .
B4 1 e ¥ 18 OECD % B & £4p %48 ~ 2o RKII= R A
¢ 4% SABO00 7|~ WL RF £ AR~ B gtP it RA b%ﬁ#P“
1HEF o RS AITARK RR] o FRAo 4 250

-
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4 2-5 »7f CSR 4p B 24027 &

"1 ETF M2 R

CSR Ap B 153 &2 L

B R

e B 2R X

]R.]x_t L%\l g: g ,J.7r
m%gﬂf
AR AN 2 5 B

WOEE T 2 BRE b i

griav

SN e |

Fs 1 edie ¥ 18

1FERE 1T RRERD
1FpER R 1 TR R
1FREER

AR IR e

A g Rk MR

el L o

EERE= $ 24 AR 2]
SEMBE R R
R A7) 5% 055,16 5 90 K 56 13
2 AR

ki d

Fb 2 @

Mk 2T A @R 1) AL

C B FE

2. R13mp TEE ALK~ fa%E S Hu] £
>3RI R R #NEHE ZT R W
3. EE R 1 BAE
SUSEUS ESR SN BT R R
WP g R RN
1 #0556 fend Be 1 iF
WG g SABIO0 A7) SN R B g R F AR
31 TR £ f ¥ KB
4, 1 TEHRFNE &2 AR
1 # b agid 41 ~2h 2403 1 0 8 - BE >
HERE FARERE R ehL (FR B
2. F1 G p e ATAE RR
B AETR 4R R Lﬁwiﬂ?%¥liﬁﬁﬁﬁfiﬁ§?
2. B EHF ¥ 1 Rl foon (TR B
A Y SR L 4§ F i ek http://csr.moea.gov.tw/main.aspx I
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http://csr.moea.gov.tw/main.aspx

ARATEF-SLRLERE o R SRS FRA
REEAER S &5 SRIKEFE S FT ELFEKY
Fo 8 BRAMEEY RReE
A= ig 1:23:%,‘;(}%;%, - RV g ¥ T AT E G R 2 B
%‘oﬁﬂzaﬁa 128 ;arglspﬁ :
W i 43
H1 '%\ '.E’_f:]la
Vol 88 2+
‘Ll:}yr—ﬁ.—g pox
H2
S =)
B 31 A 2
HASEEFA T U RIBEA L2 hAOx R - anfiads e
;ILL?J/EB: > “’:I"-“i \iﬂ"}’ﬁ—md\'-& y — :Elij',( kiﬂ{ﬂ?& Fﬁg‘ E';‘!:.o ,{E'}—‘l't—? ;; é’_;;{—
ﬂ\ﬁg‘m R T @ Fﬁig F FEE o RERD TESF ﬂb—vxﬁﬁﬁg‘_%’—f-i ) ¥
—‘—’*‘*ﬁﬁﬁf cF S F AT RAREHECEAE FEE Sy For i Mo B

> ;,;Je SNFAFPIEMIARIETFE LY S (Preston and O’Bannon 1997;
Waddock and Graves 1997) - Jose and Lee(2007) e T EFEAETEHLES
Hrx2 B A R RO T AP E MR E (RY MR
ed b SR FEV R ERLRERG o Aa LU ARty
WPE2 5 AP MR £ R B

AT AT A RRFEAEETAAE T TR EA BB &
Preston and O’Bannon(1997)4% &1 2. 4+ ¢ Br i B plEl > 305 £ ¥ % ;ﬁ. d 33 Ak
EHEZ BAITMAALT R BEHEEWETF & w2 § et (Preston and
O’Bannon 1997; Waddock and Graves 1997 ; Peters and Mullen 2009 ; ¥~ # %
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flie iz im i 2 011)° AT NG ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁigﬁffﬁ
47%’1\’@51#%?3 ;T%l%lp’Tﬁ B 1 40

“ﬁ

2010 ; % % ¥
R R IES

Bl fEAEFEHE FEASEF I M

EEREAED AT APBR L RAE IR F I F LR 0 R1FT
B ErE AR Y A5 & R (& hE 428 20025 @ & 2006) -
Rl EpmaiganflIiiios EaELATSE 55L& DT AT
FoALg T EE R AEFLY Y FARIRT RagE Fannk o AP ]
RO fREEAE T ESHTEARZPE R BGR 24T

BR2: fFMEFERFTHEIIORE T ME

)

o8 THERXRAEKAER

573 44 Carroll(1991) ~ OECD Rz g2 - 2 4 # ¥
2 L& (3T Ress) ¢%2¥3\ﬂ’—k“1‘\’3’» E

T h EEKBEIAE S~ BB R e o N AN AT
Pk § Eh s o %%’éﬂ‘ é‘wrﬁg # %“uf’ SEES SR D S
WHFNEFAE FEF B TEIORZ P G o AT 2 REFTH BRI 2R F

AR TR 3 '

WELR =R ~ CMoney 37 AR 6 s SRS g ,

Ho bl BETE AR TR (B g>¢2m5ﬁgezf%ﬁ@P
ﬁi%’aﬁ#g—;f:ﬂzw,%mhﬁpﬁs‘i'ﬁ:—ﬁ\ BL o a’#’ ’J‘—bbﬁﬁﬁ-ﬂ
gl pEFEF 2P HTHAE R ria,ufiﬁgjfﬁ&mﬁ"}i%oﬂﬁ“’
AT R AD FEHR 2004 2 2010 £ -

AT E 2010 RAEFRE-GEN LR EEHR A
DEEF I FE I NP § 3 = #%H?%%7$ﬁ$’%ﬁ%’

»

TRFAE 2 AR A f%é ) B3] 260 B L F 2 & T4 Bk Adkx 1,035
o FHA & G 2T i B A (unbalance panel data) o % 3-1 7|57 #7 7tk & &
E 2 AR e
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7. 3-1 tk AE PG AR

T AEER * &
R stk & 1,787
PR TR 22 44 (752)
KN =S 4 1,035
P& REkTRAEFL
NS S

% i 41 (VC)

SRR b= )*Jc 5 HEF N 2412 (value creation)sk * p 7t »cdp
27 2hpdix b g *sca‘p b eeﬁ c R L EMBRG R N T AR A
+ 3 # (market-based measures)¥? ¢ 3+ 7 # (accounting-based measures) o 7 3-
AHEGFPT A BRE - AAD Y FEFHUE P L EMIRT o ML
Hocdn ik & 42 Tobin's Q « FAFMEF ~ M ABFFPE ~ H LS ~ §3

FARA R E S A R F 4R pY % - Waddock and Graves(1997) 1 sk i 1 £ 4R FY 5 -
AR ﬁ%$W§3%ﬁﬁ%®E2?ékoZ$*§;pz,i
PR GARE e i E(value added) i s £ ¥ B E %F,J =gl ’ﬁﬂ #ﬁ o i
A M @ 5 358 GDP 2 AA# o dp e U 2 F)’r A
#;\ » (intermediate inputs) {s ek 2p (F1 5 ¢ B4~ 2 4 H &

#HE%:ﬂE%Fx*%FJIX& Lt H e b %gﬁ%;ﬁ%
&R & ‘) EEREN A o PN i ﬁma,}r%,ﬂ;@g& d

4 A G 2 B LA e e P R e R T
ﬂh T8 A (3 L §2011) 5 GEE AT

e Ry ok =3

r““%' B =y ERNEGE-FFR

# ® % 1 #3%(Department of Trade and Industry - #§ #i- DTI)f 2002 & 12
koo TS H R 800 < g 700 < & E A iy e #;] = DTI ‘;r*%’ﬁ *
& 7_Mike Tubbs # L33 > mipse BB &L £ - 5 24§ Al o £ 1 4
TR F RO PRI MG AR R (HE%E 2007) AR
4 DTl etk % ~ 5B Rz ~ thfe ~ £ 4 2 21 g p e (2007) 2 #2 g > 124 )

94 \\\?{r

H ?f;“'* % 7§ 7 - kg (Michael Porter)*t 1985 & # 2. & % % @4dzn s - BAl Y chif @7 5 ¢ %

A T B R AR AT L E A
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fabrtte B @ o 3 e W E 2 APM TP p SRS MBTERE ¢ R
Cr LT R R CEEHE B E A Y B A2

& 32");?

ﬁ AN S PRE-F RS A

2. #1718 % 33 & (Income Inequality)

5 i 7 ; dye b e B
;*~*Qsiﬁ»@wmﬂfﬂaﬂ»)Wﬁ G i it (f &% 2007) 5

B pnf o BT JE BAARRQEF AL FIL IR 4T
B R R R T

e = 1 FHEE LA BT S R R
i?ﬁf%tsié. AT aERERA(F ) KA (T )8R R FT R

REE2LoR A2 08 RFGCERHE A2 2002 Fﬁ%,@ 2006) - sFE
ﬁ—i VR R TR A AR SR H - dpih(F L Gl RA Gl RO

F’/ﬂ\ﬁoi‘e«lbxﬁ.f’?ﬁﬂ"'O%H?% @ifﬁz’j‘lﬂw”ﬁ ;ﬁ_F, ‘rglvaw:rw&;cﬁ-
ﬁjul N _Eﬁj}ﬂ%‘ & xﬁét ,% B b ::'F;L; EE R i:’)ififﬂ#p’@- H \—\.;“_—.—r

ﬁl/w?ﬁg o= R ?/1‘]’4\:1% 1z
r—g va‘gi/:_ A /’f"ﬁjm[t L= r§ P FmA %*-’rﬁ”]/‘q‘ﬁ ,% iR

T8 o b = 75 i SRR x% i

EEAEFEREFTIER PP L EREBER T p R i
& ?"ﬂﬁ/é BNy M EFALE F EOEE IR "QF <<:Q’T$’E»_;“\l-_3>>
}%"‘Bﬂﬁl‘ (BRfE) FEAEFEH - (2T 2 oz
%
-

mﬂ}

]

A“x

’

M=

Y m & W 23k 9 OECD- £ R 2§ A 4p e ¥ [‘]Kf_g},pfﬂ SRS

)N = 4 ;T 12 B -,
DA 1 LI‘-#’L‘PP At g 5&"}3 CHRE T G 37E ;fﬁ’"jk: #

#

2 (a7mwi) pEoartan ()P emi 2R s gz&a‘ HEXFTHEPRE; Q4%
K e FHP R FORE - HR 1R T REHAGFF SR S Q)R FEFELF AT L
B PR FERES  ORAREAD A EEARES Fa LG TR e
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A% (R R fGk) £ EA G FEAE D 2011 & £ A 5 (2005 1 2012 #) -

2m1&£1a¢u%x,ﬁ¥CBRﬁi%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ’@ﬁ***ﬁ’»J

R BRI AL MR R AT RT A SR S E b E
QJ&E’ NEA Mg FEo

A€ F zszWWQ#’@ﬁﬁﬁ%i’Q%ﬂéﬂﬁaL
Ay E - g goadp ik k7€ > b4 Freedman and
Jagg|(1982)u & # B A 7?7\,41 AR T L fEL T REAME F I ik e
Ra e -k g SRR RRERALE FES Y FIEF SRS o

e E R R ARG T Bt m AT S w2 RS S f}fyr* €7
$2c o %4 Carroll(1991) ~ % % # % (2011) - OECD R 4p#e&2:=8 > 2 2 &
?<%Tﬁ%>i“1*’%¢$ﬁgﬁg$“9§¢$mP CA R

BEESEE hr Bls o LEMEL R ELFT 0 hr 19 BALE F g

B WP AT
1.1 & ¥ K2(CSR1)

A 4 3532 4% (human depreciation theory)ss 34 19 ik & .- 84t ¢ F i o
BB FEY g RINTE A EEBERE - ﬁl_ﬁ$w@%
EFEd 3 TERRBAE > R R IRENERRA S e 2 ¥ (1992) T
FY ER AR RS SIS SN S E T EER IR S

Mk € MAL T o Carroll(1991)ze 5 £ ¥ e E4r BARTIFI AV BARE 1 » 64
RS AV & A § 8 B PR - Cable and Fitzroy(1980)4p ) o B 3 & =l & 7 &
S PRAER 2 3;:“ ix o
Aranya, Kushnir and Valency(1986) 7 i » ¢ ¥ K #A% g Hf 1 - 1 (T8 R
BREFEERFERDR L FERFHA LRI AL B BE £ EF K&
LR CEE T s g B IS 2 \;iygﬁﬂ«étrr,a s F 20y EEKEARE 0 R T
k%ﬂﬁl%%i%q°£ﬁﬁ@%%ﬁ§’ﬁ%ﬁ§%g7@ifﬁ9%5
el & (- FAFPpNEHIE o §F EERAEE ARG DF EF
R e A SRR R gﬂké@%ﬂm PR Rk e- B
eHALFRRF

BadprEmaisd 4 B4 % Lee Welling squire »+ 1912 # 3 1,
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NP GEZAFAEFTELENR EFFE R L2 RWIFAZ AR WER
B R FORLe o A RFHEEFAESLF R HRE S F A 35(2008)3%
PO EFEAE T EARFEFARTOER AL > TS FEE OB EAET
Eaé%’%%ﬁﬁ”@$*P%iﬂ’%%%@iﬁﬁﬁ\%%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ
A& e

Nelson(1974)= 3 R & &3 ¢ LF v REPFHASFTLRL - 2
AR R R A R RFML 2P R HFERME B ST ASLPIR
BBERT T RRFR ﬁ%?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁé&&?ﬁﬂo%%?é&i
‘f**aﬁﬂf?ﬁw~%% ’%%iﬂfé%&?&ﬁé%ﬁ02?

PIBATAHRE > PNk %gﬂmﬁ“%% FEEFIT MR > T
Fory J1E B R 4 - Beaver(1989)zu 5 % & 'rﬁ—;\;um% TR TR AT A
4 i E R LR & 5 Healy and Palepu(2001)l4s 14 % Tl S P & ¥ 11}
P MR SALS RE R RA T A FF A F AT 2a i ¥
BEFAZMIG -

AFTRGEL T L mE NIRERBEF FrENF Y ARG
Ll RABE S efedplid > f5 AR FLFR 12 678 Flco THEF A
FRFF ORI FUFEFAZPRE FRLEFATRESHFTFTRE A2
el P ERETS AT LR RERER L T E ¥

1.2 7 ¢ %2 (CSR2)

& F IR 5 Carroll(1991)# 7z At ¢ FlEPp F 2 — o FHE NP T HAEM
EFERTAM EF LEPFIZZF 2 BN Y %40 v AA4L € o Porter and
Kramer (2002)#- £ £ F 2 T4k g 2 F R0 EFHEFT T A LEF
o3 F B D ek M2 F (strategic philanthropy) - "f RGO 7

{ Ao B EAE € ARAL ©

V\

EFEFSAREP IS > AL L F B2 ERERD nﬂhﬁ%ﬁw 4t
%ﬁ*ﬁﬁ%ﬁwo%1m$ FHEES L4 gmg R F S ¥
T WERY fEFEMEER N AR o B (2007)5,?*4}_31__7%5
%fﬂ@%?%ﬂiﬁﬁwiﬁﬁdw;mjw?pﬁ% AL g F Zriv ik 4
VLR Y ERAE FER RS o r]JJ:FTmEzz»“'S ¢7 h Fc2R (Treasury and
Home Office ) & i* 1 # 1 - B4 5 & ¥ $+ % (the corporate challenges ) sv:- 41
i Ewme T ﬁ?:‘éi%. B 1 4% p¥ (corporate support for employees giving ) ~
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L F R 1 E1 25 (corporate support for employee giving volunteering) 2 % §&
¥ IF pE (corporate giving) = & @ e £ E AL D5 o gt b A g F EE
v #4KLD-Nasdaq Social Index % 2 R & e f7z= @ B f £ L7 FE &
1FZEEAFREALEE ) TR e F LTI gAHEFELTVAP o

P 2
é

g % ;},\ NN Y N = £
1.3 5 i%#(CSR3)

CELAZEEYERY  F AR A NFEBEE o i BARES L

PR RED &R 2 7r*g oiEe o ¥ A A THRBEEHE > FERY LZ
4ot (72 Wi F fe 7B R#E 2 & 7% - Huang and Kung(2010)x=‘ T HRBEHE T
» 51 % Watts and Zlmmerman(1986)m%+s_uﬁz»gu R AR < o o g
AR RE® AT fzfj—b"’ﬂ FnBiaf s » Arips AT 2T 0 FERIL TR
BN AEFRBRFENZ ARG RS kB T 3 0 Jose and Lee(2007)F 1
"fp LA A Lﬁa’fﬁ—iﬁ‘?ﬁ?&% k-2 FF o

4y

N

ﬁ%&ﬁ”mﬁxwﬁpaa?$w@ AT Bk A
A gﬁpﬁfwwg?\%,aﬁiﬁ& Foc i g ER

ﬁ"iﬁe € & H T a5 pe &4 Bk s o Hill and Jones(1998)w:a A
BEB L EEST O MRS LERR DR R(blde 0 HRE FE) 0
gu I? %’ K &

Y v
‘94’&

HiFLEG R AR BASMLE ¥ RS FE S 2% - Henriques and
Sadorsky(1996)/= 7 F & #F > %Rk ~ A1 ~ AN H R FRME O LS & 24
B k] S 1 AR M o Ullmann (1985)45 ) » M4 & fcit £ ¥ R Pl 5 o
ERRAHRETERARREBRE RSS2 Faéﬁ KRR R ER LS
BEFETLZ - RIFp PRGN FOTREET 0 TR

v
LR S L %‘ﬁﬁi » FI R 3% 257‘** gk Huang and
Kung(2010)F ¢ Frdqdt > 4 A1 A ficd% % > R 1 HE $RB AR 2 B Pores A
5, ©

Py kg BB MERRE S FRES R AF R 2]
I A d TR ER R REZ $ico
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1.4 ¢ %254 (CSR4)

\\

EEA R 2L &5dmemﬂ%®Wﬁ*’Piwkﬁ%%jﬁgi
FHEFEF Boa LEHE 742 a0 F k& ko Zairi and Peters(2002)4p !
EFLpigii +¢i“?§§4Lvm% 4 oo g P A A o 3R
£~%6§ji - 72(2010)%= 7 %@@%q},FUWEﬁi#gFﬁﬁHﬁﬁ
e B :” FEAGMR LR LAY PR L P AR o B
EFEEX rmi F ik (intangible resources) e

FHMFE L EN T I LG IR A A g FEH Ak Ak
E ‘?37’»&° 20 FHMErRELFRET L 0 ATHE O AE F I T
T S W@@i°éﬁi§?ﬁﬁayulﬁmagﬁLﬁﬂ&ﬁ@w
o AT A# > ¥ e FEiaFEA i i HEL X 2RFH(D
PHESLBBE - ELIZFE LT 2ET ) TAXLRE(AHBEL T
A AAZ PG AL FBMAT ) ST g.@(gﬁ%««ﬂ;é@;
¥lﬁ£i1ﬁ’ﬁ¢§%%%$éﬁ%%ﬂ§@ﬁgwﬁ REE(H B 3
W hatgEnZ B R AR ERE A A G L PR A BT SRR E) -

SR SRR L
££~E&A4ﬁ%\¥
Mt g F AR # ez T

=4 5

gjgu

*F1 3 %+ Larcker, Richardson and Tuna (2007) ~ % # % % (2011)+ *
@aﬁgﬁﬁﬁfyggggﬁod%%%n#xﬁﬁ% %’V*ﬁﬁb
Bl b 0 (UL R BAA G Y L R IR
_E';}zkﬂlér‘:‘n AR CR S S >®#EF7%§£°%”%5 %:}*fo & -RB 2 i
FHF CREE FTAF D L4 R I LA A FTE T %f?m 1
S SHE RS X S gﬁ%uﬁlaﬁg#ﬂgéaﬁ’wﬁﬁfﬁﬁw
o & f#m\#ﬁ%wm Mieo g e a 2 PRE WAL G g ks (CSR)
AAgAsg A7 b EQIRRETE

o

%

b
w
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R TE LSRN
£ £-KE(CSRY)
Fikg WhEEF/E1 A Ik LA TERS
B 451 R MRS Carroll(1991) ~ 2 # % (1992)
BE14A B1msA/f1Aidk Cable and Fitroy(1980)
BE1WE A B1mEsx/R1 ik Cable and Fitroy(1980)
Ea FERE LD Aranya et al. (1986) - £ #=% (2009)

McWilliams and Siege(2000) ~ 4% & &7
# % $3(2008)

Nelson(1974)

Beaver(1989) ~ Healy and Palepu(2001)

Carroll(1991) » Porter and Kramer

wF AR EFEFESKFW L 1 TR0 (2002) + # 1% 5 (2007)
Porter and Kramer (2002) ~ KLD-Nasdaq

2L ERFHREEE = A wils 0 Social Index
Porter and Kramer (2002) ~ # %3

A1 EFFRERLE L EMEO0 (2007) ~ KLD-Nasdaq Sacial Index
% 3% % &(CSR3)

Huang.and Kung (2010) - Jose and

£ ERH P p AR Lee(2007)

B Hill and Jones(1998)

S =2

/‘&lé E R
R S S il

Ullmann (1985) .~ Henrigues and
Sadorsky(1996)

R S

Huang and Kung( 2010) -~ Henriques
and Sadorsky(1996)

& 35 % (CSR4)

Zairi and Peters(2002) ~ 3 = % (2010) ~
TEJL g § E TR

i
B
=
N
R
=
[y
il

2512050

Zairi and Peters(2002) ~ 5 = % (2010) ~
TEA € F 2 FHE

W
=
5=
BN

FEMGRES L 2050

Zairi and Peters(2002) ~ 3 = % (2010) ~
TEA € F 2 FHE

ot
=
e
W
=
&

HESERES 1 3050

Zairi and Peters(2002) ~ 3 = % (2010) ~
TEA € F 2 FHE
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ENE Ik $ S

1. % i 424 (FDI)

EFh LB uaAIFS f R4 #J»F‘ﬁ L *ﬂ’piTﬁ'Lm/\/$T ’
g#?{g“%@;%f]‘\@]”%xbugg,,,g”’ hd K g o g;h_tg.ﬁ. s (LR B 2
AN LS F&g%yri & {7423 » Guar and Kumar(2009)4E:r %;&é v BV AR
BRE SN f'-i* I A I - R &%Eiié #p B# (Banalieva and
Santoro 2009) TRBTH - o SRR Z B AT RS L

NP
FDI= 8 & 4 HF LT/ A LT A
2. %% E 4 %55 (CEO)

Krivogorsky(2006):%. = » CEO g £ 1+ (CEO duality, % % & # CEO & %
) ¢RBEFELEFH % FEF R A T RGIWEF > ¢ Fig 4 g ldpa iv
Hflep e g \ﬂ7 Fa Mg cgRiKomAPy T ELLFH
BEM(CEO)p » il % » H g 4o

—

CEO= g% & f%5m®a 1 20150

3. j # F(LEV)

RRAARGPTIPMBI LR (R 388 RFELT &8
* - Waddock and Graves(1997)£ McWilliams and Siegel(2000) 2 § i v+ 5 ¥ 5

Rl oy dl gE g e

LEV= A% FIPART A
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4. F A # 3 (TAT)

McGuire(1988)F 7 # I £ ¥4 € F ZF »%x T i F xR 2 o B 0 ¥ 32
- }a Pk @ FEF poR i z\%@ﬂ%/‘ﬁ‘i&?’#@—% K PLAF P TR v e F P s
AT UFAFEFRL I RE T AT

TAT = & § e » /9 A BT A

5. % & % & & (KLR)

¥ 7% 7 8 Shields(1994): % > F 2% & & Phdp Mg~ gk o A 0o g

w??)ﬁﬁ”’@_@’ﬁb‘gb VA s U EL A “juj‘g'°%“‘?%§—‘(?{\
ARERR)DSFT R AEATRELIATFTARERF DS Bl
SRR ERFEFPHLLZ AP TRACTEIARFAE  H T AR
BAR o &AETEATARERZEE R

KLR= A H T FA/f 1 * &k
6. B 1 & (AGE)

R ES LA S Famrddpthe - o A7 B 1 #8000 5 FRerifz
Hiled FFEAeoT

AGE= f 1 Tims#

7. = A E % (EGR)

AL LR RRLRE BT R R S SR e A
pﬂ%ﬂ\ % 2004~ 2010&4m> G FRP P ESAT LR F RRER
B ARAIEARR R FZRE AL RE R IR TR AT
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8. ¢ A %(IND)

TEALARTREMN T EN I AR E AL AL HRANT S ¥
b5 #(54.78%) > KT F E TS AR B A FR L Z R 2 PR
¥ By £ 2007) o HHEE 4o

’703 _

9. & fidwh (T1)

2008 & 4 Fia B R o M 2TR A £ Bis Sdp L e o L gy
Fl & i BB AT T 2 2008 S AE L M A FLA L R
(2004~2007 & )$ % k% 7% 15(2009~2010 & )& 30 (> o & fbjé o 3t 2 e doT

T1=2004~2007 = % 1> B R 5 0
10. £ /4 v {5 (T2)
ﬁgﬁ;ﬁ (S 2 FE AT

T2=2009~2010 # % 1+ 2/ 5 0O

29



WAL 2 R FHRBEE NSk RO FE R oL 33

% 3-3 REIELGTERRE

R REGTE
ER&k
e B VA b B p 2R S
Ry dw SAL B EF/mei e
B PRSI A Ep L TOP BFF S IL A FR e B
RS REW FEPE DA
2 d S
& ¥ RERD CSR1 o Nt Tl
g FEH G CSR2 RS LA
E B R CSR3 SRR 3
£ 37 % -5 CSR4 EEA) hdE 5 A ¥
EFEALEF = CSR EFieFEr G TH0 K
Bk
B'% AR FDI PRADIRT EFIDRRAT A
CEO &1+ CEO FELdiznem®si 1, 2050
fofe LEV WARE D ART A
T Ak TAT W r 2 ART A
FARmER KLR BABELFTAIR I 4 ¥
B1zd AGE Bi1Tiogds
R gt AGE? R Lioggrs T
Kb EGR EA R
T+ AL IND TFAFR L FEREO0
& s v T1 2004~2007 &% 1° 2R % 0
Epiach il T2 2009~2010 # % 15 Z A% 0
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¥r & FEE

d ARG 2R g g E R (unbalance panel data) F-t%g%ﬁd = T &
3 2 53'1*; PﬁBﬂf W ETR L OB R R AR AR p AR AT Y
F* & R4 o5 mAp B §F 03] (Iterative Seemingly Unrelated Regression, ISUR) »
EEB I AR EFAET TE R ELE 0 R FEAE T T TE
*IoR 2 MBS FEEAR LT

- ~ Model I :

VA = ag + qCSRY;; + a,CSR2; + a3CSR3;; + a4y CSR4;; + a5 FDI ¢ + 06 CEG;,
+ o7 LEVIt + 0C8TATit + Og KLth + 210 AGEIt + allAGEzit + 12 EGth
+0c13|NDit +0€14T1+&15T2 +8it (31)

SALjt = Bo + p1CSRY; + f2CSR2y + f3CSR3;¢ + f4CSR4; + S5 FDI + 5 CEC;,
+ 4 KLRy, + fg AGE;, + fgAGE %t + f1gEGRj; + f11IND;; + f1,T1
+ﬁ13T2 +8it (32)

TOP;: = 70 +71CSRY +75CSR2 + 73CSR3¢ +74CSR4;t +y5FDI 75 CEG;,
+77SALt +ygECR;¢ + 79 INDj +p10T1+ 913 T2+ &5 (3.3)

REW,, = d + 6;CSRL; +8,CSR2;, +33CSR3y +J,CSR4; + 5 FDI +55CEO;
+8,SAL;, + IgTOP, + SgEGRy; +019 INDp + 11T 1+ 6,5T 2 + &5 (3.4)

31 ’Tfﬂ iR o Pt R R R VA B A BB p AR
SAL 2 R 1 F 5 & e i @F A0k 5 TOP & B FEGIR % F5p9 | sipse B A
L REWit;;j:afﬂ”ﬁw S 0 e fEF A 05 CSRL, » & % K45 4 i CSRY,
SAbg S 4G A% CSR3 5 B WG A #ic; CSRe 5 & %75 % f5 A
#c; FDI, 2 %t 42k s CEOy & CEO ## 4 LEV, & f #t & ; TAT, &
pgﬁ:@:ﬂ P KLRy 2 7 A% B A ; AGE, 5 B 1## ; AGE% 2 i1 &adT
% EGRy 2 4@+ £ % ; INDy2 R+ 242 A%l T1: apisrgs 2
mEEFET25 .ﬁﬁﬁ/‘*p” f6 2. m #E % i o
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= ~ Model Il :

VA“ =opt OC:I_CSRit +ay FDI it t 0‘3CEO|t +oy LEVit + OCSTATit +og KLRit
+OC7AG E +0C8AG éit +0c9E G R +0c10| N Q +0(11T1+0(12T2
+ &t (3.5)

SALi; = fio + BICSRy + B,FDI + B3CEQy + B, KLRy + fis AGE; + g AGE it
+ B1EGRjt + BgIND;; + SgT 1+ B1gT 2 + &5 (3.6)

TOPy = 7 + 71CSRy + 72 FDI +75CEOy +7, SALy +35EGRy, + 76IND;
+ 1 TLl+ygT 2+ g5 (3.7)

REW,, = &y +5,CSR;, +J,FDI +6;CEQ, +5,SAL;; + 6. TOP, + 5 EGR;,
+6, INDy; + 0T 1+3gT 2 +&; (3.8)

A 29 TR IR A P Ebt R &R B VA S e B R
SALj & B 1 374 "4 B EF A TOP, 5 % FF 532 X Frp } a7 A
o REWy 2 FE 4 & e @ At 5 CSRy A AL ¢ § 2w o T 54 4k ;
FDI 5 W% i 4% ; CEOQ = CEOC EE L LEV, 5 f v TAT 2 F A
WHF  KLR, 2+ B A 5 AGE 5 o ##; AGE% 5 1 #4T> ;
EGRj » g * & 5 5 INDy 2 £+ 2 ¥ 2 %l Tl amisd a2 B#
R T23 AR L R -
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FER FRESFALH

B 2 RALRY D ARHBEREFRE IR EEE S AT

Bedb-@iRATHRAF DS AEPATE IS 2SS TERE 4T -
- & EATHERL

ARy d OB PRI s CMoney AR ESLE S SARTIR T E

PEERATH o RARLAFEEATRNAoR 4lod R0 R 3R

2R A 5AT8% 5 g oV AL HSAFREEF IR UTFIEL T o

Bbag FLoREL E S L 2 A b 5 1.06% o

&@ﬁ#%@&ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁrW*ZWO& %*%@ﬁiﬁﬁﬁs
e

i?‘ B TR EREAT S %2 10 l@fbll o g o i&ﬁZO B v 14
_F—"F’f 2001&@. B H SRR FET A ;Tr/i’?‘“j I E - TR AT
AT o R B0 e 1 F—"F'f %zpﬁbﬂ A& B & ?1{43‘% /& o OOS&%-\ E i

BRAIFTARGE FlcBAeREE 50 m~ri b o 2 F A REGEE L3 250
LNZ BB ke m%&’ﬂ%ﬁ%%@ﬁ4§1% @ Fp s Bl

WL Gl L FF ARME FIRRMR R LTI B0 Ay > 252

P G 100 F N E e fedee AFT Y kAR EARE el < A W

£ s P it A T RS s i 2l LR
&) e

AESRE (5 0 £ R Adh 5 206 (2008 £) k" 4 54 (2010
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541 BAAENF R

A% ¢4 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 &3 %
kiR ¥ 0 2 2 1 2 2 2 11 1.06
ER-A 1 4 5 7 10 10 11 3 50  4.83
G 3 4 6 6 5 4 2 30 290
S B 2 3 4 4 5 3 1 22 213
TR 6 6 6 9 9 5 2 43 415
TR 2 2 6 5 5 5 1 26 251
-84 5 1 3 4 5 8 7 2 30 290
HILH R 1 1 2 3 3 2 1 13 1.26
BAa ¥ 1 2 5 5 5 5 2 24 232
dnaa ¥ 3 3 7 10 10 10 2 45 435
BoRa ¥ 5 4 5 3 4 4 0 25 242
A 0 2 2 2 2 2 2 12 = 1.16
TFa1¥ 52 68 98 106 110 107 ~ 26 567 54.78
E R 1 2 5 6 5 5 2 26 251
§iE 4 3 3 5 6 3 2 26 251
TEREW 3 3 3 3 4 3 1 20 1.93
# 7 8 9 10 13 15 3 65  6.28
&3 95 120 174 193 206 193 54 1035 100
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o8 AR s

/

BT A R T  R AT LSRG R 13 - Y
Boh2 & RRAGE B BAeR 427 o d A T A e i) B(F § R )Pl
T3og 870 B 2531 B~ @ 51407 R1EHF 4B BEp At T
805 16.59% o B B 5 0.42% 0 B~ B 5 78.59% o B FFUSIE A EFY L Fif e i
) Lt T 5045% 0 B B 5453% 0 ] B 50 BE iRl Y e 2 I% 1=
BT o85030% 0 B E25.69% 0 &) B0 ALE F EH I G o
AETHRAEFTERAL T fﬁfﬁ\i R F A A A7 B rf#m EN A
TAe R T o - BiLe T ff:}%’]‘% » T35 5 48.92 0 &+ & 5 90. 36(% TR B AL
g F EARREE) B B 52057(4 0 F BALg FTEARREZL) £ EKGEES
T 10854593 5~ @ 5100 &) & % 3553 - 4+ & K"h”fﬁm T 5% 2 47.75 >

* B 5 97.71 > &) |j§_,§.~18.25°$§5 l;‘i'—éﬁém L 358 5 45.27 > &+ & % 100 -
B B 5 28.18- #5'/?&]?64 L8 s 56.72 0 H~ B 5 63.720 & E 5 0.05 -

AR G o0 B R T oS 20.48% 0 B % (& 5 96.88% » & | &
50096% - CEOfEF b i sl 2 78 E£ A E85m - 5 [ 500 27
FEE AL EREWo f 10T i00 s 38.81%  d* & 585.93% B | & 5
474% - 7 A 4K T Eodc s 96.79% » Bt (55 618% | B E2% - T A B
BB T3o8 L 366(F F <) Bt LLA38(FH =) B @ 5003(F F =)o ﬁ
1T e 8T ol s 3596/ 0 Bt i 5 50/ o Boo] B % 258 - 20043 2010
A B & T 1o%c s 3.51% 0 & 4 % 10.72%(2010 ) » $o-] 5 -1.81%(2009
)

PR EREH LB RPN P EG 0 h 82 4 Pearsonip B i
/> 47 2 Spearman & * #cip B % A 47 0 Lé‘« Rl AP B ATR o AP M TR
FIF 430 & Bar s RATY ATEEY 2 A R ejp bl Glicr A B 0§k
dip b el f 03T v E o 2 AT R BKE o
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142 A EGEPR R

F ik prE Tiofg L Pl BB B
Hit4e f%' 1]
1035 8.70 1.36 8.57 5.31 14.07
(VA)
R1EF 4
1035 16.59 13.14 13.91 0.42 78.59
(SAL)
Gl L :“_m I oL
* TR 1035 0.45 0.55 0.29 0 453
(TOP)
-‘é—?’ﬂ": ol B Lopu
3 fF e 1035 0.30 0.51 0.12 0 5.69
(REW)
& ¥ A
1035 45.93 18.53 34.89 34.53 100
(CSR1)
A g S
1035 47.75 30.84 56.37 18.25 97.71
(CSR2)
5 18-
A F 1035 4527 18.03 37.61 28.18 100
(CSR3)
VAl - A
£577% 1035 56.72 19.38 63.72 0.05 63.72
(CSR4)
g T
1035 48.92 12.27 48.58 20.57 90.36
(CSR)
x| B2 L fe
sV & 1035 20.48 0.29 38.81 0.96 96.88
(FDI)
CEOfFE |+
1035 0.29 0.45 0 0 1
(CEO)
g s
1035 38.81 14.93 38.68 4.74 85.93
(LEV)
= )E; 3 %
P A 1035 96.79 76.86 77.00 2.00 618.00
(TAT)
HAD B - =
P ®* }i(ﬂ ) 1035 3.66 4.67 1.95 0.03 38.00
(KLR)
A1eEd
1035 35.96 4.32 35 25 50
(AGE)
ERR R
1035 3.51 3.48 4.70 -1.81 10.72
(EGR)
S
R R 1035 0.54 0.50 1 1 0

(IND)
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# 4-3 Pearson ¥ Spearman #p B % ficee L

CSR1 CSR2 CSR3 CSR4 FDI CEO LEV TAT KLR AGE EGR
CSR1 1 -0.051 0.013 0.049 -0.163*** 0.065**  -0.088*** 0.215***  -0.060* -0.043 0.452***
CSR2  -0.016 1 0.353***  -0.017 -0.061** - -0.102*** -0.183*** -0.071** 0.048 0.011 -0.108***
CSR3  0.008 0.360*** 1 -0.028 -0.122*** -0.044 -0.013 -0.0121*** 0.060* -0.292***  0.090***
CSR4  0.031 -0.002 0.006 1 -0.002 -0.029 -0.062**  0.077** -0.106*** -0.070**  0.018
FDI -0.182*** -0.043 -0.226*** -0.025 1 0.009 -0.196*** -0.177*** -0.221*** 0.004 -0.108***
CEO 0.116***  -0.093*** -0.027 -0.016 0.025 1 0.063** 0.087*** -0.026 -0.172*** 0.039
LEV -0.108*** -0.187*** 0.011 -0.058*  -0.191*** 0.051 1 0.386*** -0.096*** -0.056* 0.066**
TAT 0.198***  -0.032 -0.055* 0.028 -0.199***  0.048 0.395*** 1 -0.430*** -0.181*** 0.069**
KLR -0.021 0.114***  0.201*** -0.073** -0.234*** 0.034 -0.002 -0.201*** 1 0.232*** 0.019
AGE -0.132*** 0.032 -0.174*** -0.061** -0.006 -0.164*** -0.059* -0.217***  0.349*** 1 -0.069**
EGR 0.361***  -0.084*** 0.116*** 0.007 -0.132*** 0.032 0.057* 0.058* 0.038 -0.050 1
:£1:CSR1=f ¥ K#if# ; CSR2=4 ¢ %2 4.6 ; CSR3=Ik 4 3L 1.6  CSRA=f %) 345 ; FDI=®% * 428 ; CEO=CEQ £ {2 ; LEV=§ i1t 5 ; TAT=F A #5 ;

KLR=F ~ % # & ; AGE=f 1 T #a4 & ; EGR=A A+ £ % o

DXL 10%RTE K ;RS L SORREE A  RAXA L 106REE KR

D4 F &R L Spearman 4p B hfic 0 = T X 2% L Pearson 4p B % #ic
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P28 pEREFTE  GEARETEARLLAMRT

ARy %% Larckeretal (2007)k * A (e A 452 FP fEAH g FiEe
Ho 2 IR A XRE N g ER g EToE - § Bhlg 2 FE A
B R GRE 2 e > PR EARITES ARSI S EETRINY
T4 BB EEAE T EHE SR A e B

iB gL &R TIOgok 44507 o0 & B B g EAGEH S (CSRl)

e R ToEE Ry LR Tiogk 8 & 2007 #:57.67 200842 IDEFRIIE
FT D 34.84 0 e i B RF]T i A% 2008 4 & s L B8 AL £ o
Tt ER G BEFLE > FEMAL € 552 (COSR2)TF 1ok ) & & A g% > B
ﬁﬁ#ﬁiviii&g%Eﬁ?&%iEQLﬁ%~fﬁ%ﬁgiﬁl:%
ikt wm (CSR3)T ofcs M 5 2008 #143.62 BB 5 2010 # 759.59 ; &
é*w Jif5 (CSRA) & # RPIRSTF LR - 510Ky % 54.31-58.82 2 ' : o
it ¢ F (2 (CSR)T #2007 4 2 % 5 ik & F = > 2008 & 4 MR £ » T $okk 5
4569 (e iz Jn P17 ac A X Eiah2 F %’3) 2008 & 12 fg ik & £ 2 5 2010 & T
ofce £ 15754 F ARP FREEFEAE T EEIREEBHEN P o

Pyt Bl @ o el Tiodo d 2 44w BN FEEER EL
w4 1 E 2 B i 2004 # :115,250(F § <) 2 1 2010 & ¢84,808"(F
FA)e AT AR RIFTAfes TioMct ERF HELE » Tk
B4 5 2006 # :714.95% > # § 5 2009 # 919.05% » EH B 1 FF A ik &
B FHEEAFpAR Tofct ER G HF AR Tiofk 15 2004
#¢110.28% > 5B 5 2009 £ :10.61%  ERF FE ST A FHAfREEHR D F
TR Afez Tk L ERDREF LR 0 S5 2008 #£:10.22% 0 BB 5
2010 & ¢10.38% -

Y2010 e W ERE B 0 B P BT 2010 EHE A BB L Lkl P
’}fo
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fo4-4 § EAL g FE e S E A fe 2 AT Pk

£ R CSR1 CSR2 CSR3 CSR4 CSR VA SAL TOP REW

2004 50.86 33.09 46.07 5753 46.89 15250 16.63 0.28 0.34
2005 52.50 38.18 4595 5431 4773 19,499 14.99 0.29 0.35
2006 54.57 41.97 4420 56.47 4930 18,391 14.95 0.39 0.26
2007 57.67 44.04 4454 58.82 51.27 20,983 15.36 0.45 0.33
2008 34.84 50.32 4362 5398 4569 19,783 17.61 0.53 0.22
2009 34.85 58.47 4390 5873 4899 23,621 19.05 0.61 0.28
2010 34.86 78.57 59.59 5715 5754 84,808 17.03 0.44 0.38

F & 69.65*** 22.61*** 6.57*** 177 9.06*** 585%** 239** 7.10*** 1.68

3£1:CSRL=¢ ¥ K54 d ; CSR2=4- ¢ %9 1.5 ; CSR3=A B #3155 CSRA= & ¥7) 4 #.5 5 VA= 4 i f(H
D FHA)SALSR 1 EF &t B At TOP=A FFAam L Fpd b4 f @ A 10 REW=% §
B el EE A

L2 ER At 2010 E4E R A A BB L el PHE 0 & 2010 & 20k AT EOdcR 5 £k -

30 F 5 ANOVATEST 2 B & o %k & 109637 F -k ;%% % GOOBFF -k M 5 %% (% & 10087 ¥ K I o
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LRy TSIPY SR

AP G R S RE 2 vt ,% G % R A E IR AN /;5‘_?* “F PR
LY %*?rﬁmbta SR L e ,g—ﬁx,,\u VTR ATHE AR NIRRT K
@%mﬁmgwﬂ A(ISUR) >tk ¢ ¥4 g iz e EAlS 2 B2 £ %
4

A g FEE AR R AR 2B o
- ~ Model | & fif%%ac

Model | L & #e % & ¥4+ ¢ # 2 B % (CSR1-CSR4) & i} .Ef, S
* IR 2 Fﬁé%ﬁ o i hE KA Jﬂ#ﬂ%?*“’ ﬁyﬁ*fﬁ‘f"‘lﬁﬁ%f EERTCIN- - *%gﬁgiﬂl
42 4-5 o d % ¥ %> Model | 2. Breusch Pagan LM Test % 473. 48> )(o o5 (6) =
12.592 » 2 4 & F ek o

1 BEsl

FHEFAETEr s B R EAE 2 M > d & 45w, R E
FiEe fﬁm P = B & B E(VA) L & e B M Y £ R GHE(CSR]Y)
4o 1%&14@@ sipse ) (VAR F 442 0.0117% ; 4k & %22 (CSR2)F # 4o
1065948 % > #p4e if & (VA)SE ¥ # =L 0.0054% ; T4 i#3E (CSR3) % # 4 1%:ih
o wpphe i (VAYET ¥4 2 0.0432% i ¢ £ % (CSRA)E it 4 i & (VA)RI % §
e R E M o F SR T £ £KE(CSRL) ~ ik ¢ %2 (CSR2) 2 i Wik
(CSR3) = Heo &t B E(VA) L T APR 0 2 3% Preston and O’Bannon(1997)
dik g B BB BT PR ERBIAE FEORE KA TSR E
ﬁ.'Ji% £ 3 & v e§] 2% (Prestonand O’ Bannon 1997; Waddock and Graves 1997 ; %
AE & 2011) - B fpdl g p  WECRA(FDNER @ WP (%Eﬁ B A
SR LEHFA ) G E(VAREE R T ATESF(TAT)E G E4l:25 2w i
FHEE o FAZERWKLR)ER ELZTE G L o B F M - ﬁlifgﬁ
#2(AGE)2 talics & #c> AGE? 2 falics f o> 1%2| 2ok B4 g B E o %
@D AGE R#ciE - I3 2 Z P iatiksfe » ¥ v 1 £ #50 E£]:3 2 Bl
R mEUA s ¥ KEF VART B8 R AGE 5 39. 34}% o 7%
AGE & 30.34 2 7 § sicfi® e ff i£(VA) AGE 1.30.34 i (53 {120 &
FpEAE S RF A ;(IND)#gﬁA,ﬁL;ﬁ; AEF AR ELE S AT
45 (T AR O o v £ 3 150 @ A1 i £ % (EGR)5 B4 1% 0 b
% B (VA) A ¥ #& -~ 0.0262% -
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2. B 1%

“&

?‘A}ﬁja

PHEERE T EE S 2R I ET L e B F(SAL)Z B E > o
% 457 B hr > f EAKHE(CSRL) A I3 B 1 718 A fie » Tk 3% (CSR3)& &
¥£25 9. (CSRA)F I+ B 1 #r @ A fie o & ¥ KFE(CSRL)F # 4 1%:nis % » | 1
FE b e EF A (SAL)EE F T % 0.1729% ; T 8 (-3 (CSR3)# i 40 1%¢:1
Bd o B1FEFT I e 4 (SALDE ¥/ 0.1012% ; ﬁ_”q‘:'ﬂj%t(CSR4)
& H 4o 1%m%}§12 B EFT L x% @ A (SAL)EE F 4 2 0.0424% - H i
Al gE e CMECEAFDDAR  F TITRP R E AR G R FIT
e AT A R ;’E%“\—'W“%T“Lﬁﬁ‘f"}#’i—‘é%\;@?})ﬂ\ e ERS 2 BP R % 5 S
FIpFk > T TE o CEO LM (CEO)Z B #F & (SAL) > T &%
AR BT EEE TR G IR 1 Er A fe o “%?%&(KLR)*’ﬁ
IHEFIECALDEEFAAAM A& RS ITERPEp B0 04 2 4 ¢ &b
KA o f 3 A E(ND) RT3 A £ I Fa #5 &  (SAL) »

Mood & 4-5 8 g EREE(CSRL) 22 R 5 %2 (CSR3) 7 4130 % P 5 A
FRA R o & RS ?(CSRl)Aigéc 1%t 2 B FE IR A B e BT

oo (TOP) &z % = %5 0.0070% ; 3k 3% %38 (CSR3)# 3 4v 1% % » F b i Iw 4

Frpw kbt A L (TOP)&E ¥ = * 0.0043% - H # 3r %8> 5 @ F% i

A2 (FDI)$2 3 FAUSIRA S0 § ot (TOP) & b BE ¥ M T L o B § R T 2 &

F PR B I A 2 AR L é&;, % o CEO B¢ 1-(CEO) 2 % Ff g38 4 #pv }

“(TOP) & &% f AR B e HL 3 & 18 (SAL)E B IP a4 fp & 14 (TOP) & A7
FhAPH o

&2 g —E— = ﬁ;m BB FEE A ;ﬁ‘-ﬁ’” & B 4 f%' [T A (TOP)z_ R B3
PR

4 EEPE AR

PG s HEEPT L FREML U
% 4-5 ¥ x> § F-KEE(CSRL) ~ ﬁig %21(CSR2)% £ £25 % (CSR4)73 1+
TR A fie o &£ ¥ k% (CSR1)* B e 1% 5 > FEPVY & Mt I%‘ BER A
v (REW) % ¥ #& = 0.0030% ; ﬁig %27 (CSR2)= WA 1% S > g E Y

Fif 4o f%i g A~ (REW) % ¥ 4% 0.0010%; & ¥ 45 #% (CSR4)= B 4e 1% 5 o
R A f%' ERIA (REW)*?F“%’#%'j 0.0017% - H & 4|8 > o @ K
wE L ﬁi@.(FDDﬁ 3 ‘4 JIFEEMF L p(REW) - o %ﬁ-”‘ FIL(SAL)2 £ 5
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e (REW) BEfARB o BRESIE A FE L (TOP) 2 & 5 pus § ot
(REW)E & w B F M I - T+ A L (IND)ip g2+ &2 7 {1 E
b fie o
% 4-5Model | ¥ 7% %
VA SAL TOP REW
% tie ik tiE o tie % 3 tE
C -3.3934***  -3.02 34.5940*** 315  1.4001*** 992  -0.0478 -0.55
CSR1  0.0117***  6.67 -0.1729*** -6.65 -0.0070***  -3.96  0.0030*** 2.81
CSR2  0.0054*** 566 -0.0145 -1.02 -0.0008 -0.84  0.0010* 1.67
CSR3  0.0432*** 2655 0.1012*** 417 -0.0043*** . -2.65 0.0010 0.93
CSR4  -0.0023* -1.73 1 0.0424** 2.13  0.0021 1.53 0.0017** 211
FDI  -0.0070***  -4.83  0.0542** 2.53  0.0049*** 3.38  -0.0017** -2.02
CEO -0.0459 -0.80 ~ -2.0123** -2.33 -0.1032* -1.77 0.0110 0.32
LEV - -0.0012 -0.92 — — — — - —
TAT 0.0041*** . 14.84 — = — — = -
KLR = 0.0284*** 598 -0.3564***  -7.99 = R 1 —
AGE  0.4642***  7.79 -0.6635 -1.16 — — — —
AGE? -0.0059***  -7.41  0.0074 0.97 — — — —
SAL 3 — — —  -0.0327*%** 3225 -0.0058*** = -3.91
TOP — F— — — - F— 0.4570***  13.49
EGR  0.0262*** 2,60 -0.1297 -0.85 -0.0064 -0.62 0.0070 1.14
IND  04751*** = 7.65 -3.9508*** -454 -0.0652 -1.18  -0.2194***  -6.56
T1 -0.2158** -2.38 1.4700 1.08 -0.0423 -0.46 0.0577 1.04
T2 0.0295 0.38 ~ 0.8894 0.76 ~ 0.1006 1.27 0.0454 0.96
N =1035 Breusch Pagan LM Test = 473.48 System R? = 0.8457

31 VA=H 4 ff P4 SAL=R 2 55 & e B @ F 40t TOP=% FF 532 £ Fp § 4 i F A v s REW=
FEPEE e lp EF A CSRI=E £ KFH e 5 CSR2=4k ¢ %22 T#.\i : CSR3=7k 4 it 5 ; CSR4=
£ #7945 ; FDI=R% * 42 & ; CEO=CEO {4 ; LEV=} f 1 5 ; TAT=F A # ¥ KLR=F ~ % §
B S AGE=FR 1 Tiozd  AGE’=F 1 Ti52 8T [EGR=GHX L5 IND AT 3 A %2 2% Tl
PERABTZRRYE T2 ARABLL RE YK -

32 %R A 10%BE ORI FR A BOORE E ORI ;NN A 10688 F K IE o
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= ~ Model Il & fif%zé%

Model Il & & # 5 & ¥4 ¢ F @ (CSR)& § B A1 5118 7 55k 2 MM -

iR &Z\Wﬂw&?ﬂ*ﬁﬁi EEEE G R E ‘*%f;_;um 46 d 47
s> Model Il z_ Breusch-Pagan LM Test 3 358.70 > X005 (6)=12592> & 3 A ¥
7‘}/{% o

1. @A)

fLﬁﬂ‘ﬁ?qgﬁig%li(CSR)"%x% Al BB d £ 4-6 T fFEAE
F Z(CSR)& s 4e B (VA) L &+ = A8 % B B {2 o 44‘-_7& ¢ 7 =(CSR)-= # 4 1%
s I K de B E (VA)BE ¥ 48 2 0.0505% - F 3 & % £ ¥ Preston and
O’Bannon(1997)# ' it ¢ rif o pELEE > B0 & B & ‘,’q"—%ﬁ ik ¢ iEf B
Ha oy Eplid L5 & @ nF 24 (Preston and O’Bannon 1997; Waddock and
Graves 1997 5 3 4 & % 2011) - H @ & 4|%#= & " F'Z 22 (FDN4 5 > K
poeritte i (VAR FF S o F AT RS (TAT)E e B B (VA)F L w B ¥ B
B FARERKLR)Z e il B(VA)F & » i MEE - R1 T8
(AGE)2. 4 fich ® ¥ » AGE? 2 alics f #ic > » 1005 2 K iE4p 4 2% o #H7
(3.5)% AGE %#IiciE 7- [F % = Feimbics (6 > ¥ avh 1 &6 ¥ B £33 2 BT
TR UA AT 1\15 VA &=~ E78 k2 AGE 5 32.25 f o 7~ =7 » AGE
i 37.34 fhz w7 ook A pde B (VA) AGE 2 3734 R 8 A It £ £
BAE S SRS K 3, (EGR)*= 3 4v 1% > e % & (VA) R F 4~ 0.0471% - T +
A2 ¥ (IND)fp R 2Ld & 2 ¥ 5 T8 B4l o & @5 g 2 2 (Tl R385
£ 3 FI A E e

2. B 1%

W

’f;ﬁ”%a\,‘ija

B4t E R g F E(CSR)S B 1 F 7 & e 00 (SAL)Z ML §
4-6 7 11 {Bavs ¥ F E(CSR)E R 1 @A FeiLt A EM I 2 1 g
RS 5 n'f “ﬂfi(FDl)ﬁrs 4 A EP R "er'/\ﬁwCEO i ¢ 1+(CEO)
PRIFFTIVCAL) R F M -F A% FR(KLR)E f 1 57 & - (SAL)
TRFLAAM -3 A F(ND) PR 2ET F A E 3 IR 2 FE A fe o

43



F4tf AL ¢ 7 E(CSR) & 1y g3 A Fpv d fif 4o i B 5 (TOP) 2 B
Mod % 467 118 o ﬂ-?‘ﬁgﬁ ':F(CSR)bt’rgl‘”b“‘l“’4¥ﬁ—ﬁmé\ﬁg_»§«? i
AR o £ EAE T 7 I—T(CSR)-‘*i‘éﬁﬁ 1% 48 5 > B PRI A BN | st BER A
L (TOP)%E—?T "% 0.0073% - H i ?’”’? %\ﬁ;t—a A LﬁL}i(FDl)l}s % P o @

L F#p kv (TOP) & & v%aw%wwIO%iw@a»ﬁaw;ﬁ&%w+
W(TOP) R B ¥ fAPRE < B 1 #F &+ (SAL)&r s « v | v (TOP) L A8 ¥ §
Mo T3 A E(ND) RIS ZET 3 & £ 0 F FF IR 4 Fp0 A fe o

4, FE Y A e

S EAE F E(CSR)LFE 4 & st @t 5 (REW)Z B 54 > o
#24-67 @4 p FAL g FE(CSR)F I £ E A 4 feef F4E§ F Z(CSR)
& K e 1% & o %Ta" FUS F vgte i A0 (REW) AR F 42~ 0.0043% - #
RS IR S Sl B “%EE(FDI)4£ ’ 7»? e g A pe(REW) « | 1 i‘?
féﬁﬁ&@@NJﬁﬁfW“ fifte R E(REW) T F L Ap M = R o2
Fpod o (TOP) 2 g & sy L (REW) L It B B 938 - T 3 é_%(IND)#Bm
WAL I AEAJNEE S Ao ERAEE L D (TR B4 &5 1)

HEEPE 2 A
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% 4-6 Model Il % §7 2% %

VA SAL TOP REW
EE S ti EE S tiE ¥ tiE ¥ S tiE
C -0.1313 -0.09 70.3320*** 519  1.3017***  10.59 -0.0807 -1.06
CSR  0.0505***  18.65 -0.0192 -0.56 -0.0073***  -345  0.0043*** 3.35
FDI  -0.0105***  -597  0.0659***  3.05  0.0056*** 419  -0.0020** -2.52
CEO -0.0955 -1.38  -2.9606***  -3.33 -0.1112** -2.01 0.0469 1.42
LEV ~ 0.0046** 2.54 — — — — — —
TAT  0.0031***  8.28 — - — — — —
KLR  0.0495*** 785 -0.2641*** -4.84 — — — —
AGE  0.3062*** 388 -2.2785*** = -3.21 - — — —
AGE? -0.0041***  .385  0.0254*** 268 . . - — —
SAL — ~ — —  -0.0287*** -28.71  0.0061*** 4.55
TOP F L - — — & 0.2488*** 7.74
EGR  0.0471***  3.86 = -0.0316 -0.20 -0.0072 -0.74  0.0060 1.04
IND 0.5643*** 751  -55871***  -6.28 -0.0908* -1.77  -0.1770%** -5.78
T1  -0.2979*** = -3.00 -2.0830 -1.63 -0.1286 -1.62 0.0966** 2.05
T2 -~ -0.0249 -0.26  1.3844 1.14 . 0.1175 1.56 0.0461 1.03
N = 1035 Breusch Pagan LM Test = 358.70 System R? = 0.6089

31 VA= 4o i B4 SALSR 1 355 & A B R At S TOP=8 FF g a® & S5 § fide @ A ¢ 3 REW

&

ERS e ER A JCSR=¢ ¥4 ¢ F mw fia T304 % ; FDI=R'Z 424 ; CEO=CEO F€ 1% ;

LEV=}4 # - 55 TAT=F A& & F i KLR=F * % £ & J AGE=f 1 T30z & AGE’=f 1 TiaE#r T

EGR=4/A* £ F JIND 2 RF A ¥ 2 n#i¥H T2 ERA DD RiE%¥H T2 5 £RAr 2 RiR%
#ic o

X2
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$I 8 fERETEHE BB AEL L R

*~# 3 Model | & Model Il % % ﬁf;‘ )

& FAL€ 7 = G, Wald Test #
T ELR S TE IR MINE e L R Aok

4-7 22 4-8 517

- ~ Model | 2. & 47

d 4 47T @ fEAETET 5 Bl ol i '% i (VA)Z B B it
testvalue = 0.0580 " T g% £ Bl Mr ¥R g F Ew 5 & 1§ E4
L;é_r:"__—ﬁ h ?&F?Fﬁ? 33“4 o ﬁ»i:&zj-ﬁ%%gé\ﬁaﬁqﬁgf)'v\ » o Bk ‘eJ;_\;c_;lr-—r Yy -‘,&‘F’y‘rJ, g —‘-'- =3
G ez o B L EF e B 4 0t (SAL)2 test value 5 -0.0439
g fEr s B RaFT AR AP A ARFE S LEEAEET 'i‘l?#
B ez frl B S IT A B M A ) EE A v (TOP)2 test value % -0.0100 -
BT 3 Lgﬁﬁmﬁm*£W‘ﬂAﬁMQﬁiﬁww;ﬁiﬁgﬁEwﬁ
B G2 frBE T Y 4 e B A~ (REW)2Z testvalue % 0.0067 %371 &
FAE T R A P A A

ElFHVTEIOR G 0 FEAE T Ee e B2 o1 FE L
(SAL)Ap $3t B Friga@ A 550 L L (TOP) 5 f = 255 test value 5 -0.0339» iz &_
FEE S f EAg F Erif 6 Al feSH R A B 4 (SAL IS FE Py
t O (REW) 5 f v J255 - testvalue = -0.0505 0 2 7 8% 5 F ¥4 ¢ § 22 {5 a
iz fodt® 1E ‘I“’ A *‘-’rﬁ’“ L (TOP) e g E % § ' (REW)Z f B8 ¥
F 5 testvalue 5-0.0167-d ot ¥ &w f ¥R BAL§ 7 TG JIH HE LS
£ ARE 2 PP A ezl o T B R Y 3 R fR B F KON T B A A e o

e
F
B3
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# 4-7Model | st jF % e Wald Test 2_ & < kg %

[E&23 test value t B

Ho: 20;=0 0.0580%** 21.40
i=1~4

Ho * 28,=0 -0.0439 -1.08
i=1~4

Ho: ;=0 -0.0100%** -3.68
i=1~4

Ho: 24,=0 0.0067*** 4.04
i=1~4

Ho: 2f- 2= 20.0339 -0.89
1=1~4 1=1~4

Ho: 26- 20,=0 -0.0505 -1.26
i=1~4  i=1-~4

Ho: 2 - - 25=0 -0.0405 -1.07
i=1-4 i=1~-4 i=1~4

Ho: - 26,=0 -0.0167**+ -5.30
i=1~4 1=1~4

Hot 2+ 2y- 25,=0 -0.0605 -1.42
i=1~4  i=1~4  i=1-4

P xS R 10%RTF R G o & SURTF R S U & 198 F R
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= ~ Model Il 2. &3¢

i & 4-8 @4 g AL g 72 THE(CSR)2 ki | 1 #3° 4 fe(SAL)p
R EEA FMLR(TOP) s FEMYF »RREW)REFRF - £ X4 ¢
e (CSR) 2 fh i 3 1 50T *frﬁ”/*v\ﬁ%TOP)ffM WAEE P AR
(REW)z testvalue % -0.0116 37 AR #T B IFGIL A VA e ¥4 € F 12
(CSR)P" B F 1 F & W4 2. A fie

# 4-8 Model Il ¥ j# %8 Wald Test 2_ #& 2.2 %

B3k test value tiE
Ho:pi-7.=0 -0.0118 -0.37
Ho:p1-61 =0 -0.0234 -0.69
Ho:Bi-71-0, =0 -0.0161 -0.50
Ho i9p -0, =0 -0.0116*** -4.60
Ho: By +71-01=0 -0.0308 -0.86

%k A 100RE F K 5 RR L BUGRT ok M 5 Rk & 1068 E ok o
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*EzlﬂﬁthTmMAZMOﬁ&wiﬂﬂ%@ YL A
FEFALEF IR ELIS R ERAG T ERATEA DR LML 2
& AAT4R ~ CMoney 4 FF /La\ gL a0 FARRIELE T BERE - 260 Flk
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UE fEAEFERHEIIBR PR WHET RS F R AoT

- FEIREETLEAE T IS e R BB E T I MG AT S
Gl BYRAT AL BRI R AR E R 2ot
BRERE P EARUAFEY L PRIV EDT AL i
AFERL PR R CP R ERAN cAFTREG AR g e B T
FAED g T Ef o HEFDY ELEL R DT R

SNEP S G PR R AP BASTRE AR &2 RE] |
TEEFEFRONIMAA S EXRFRAEFE FRRTRS A1
HeEomk o AF L EEFR AL EF TR RRGEDDT 0 G JINEE
prE A p(FE) a5 03 I SrE e el 1SR A (Y )
A o B f Rk IR BEA G R F £ E B Re dra
& AR 1 A ez BAE

Fo 8 R

¥

el
B
T
=

AL RAESF NP R R IR ST §

4 7F

-~ HEABH

EEALEFEC S LALE A B R 2 5T 0N 0 R
frEFEan R pEPATE RO R KA o APROTHD > SRR L
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To AR P AEBE r’v’ﬂ“’“r%% R AE - *bgEE A fRAI R 0 A W F R
RERZ 7 38 R RALE O hE-

=~ HERR

AR EER TR LT PR LA F R AR B AT Y R R B
PIrg e em A QBB R EBIAEF EHG BB LTI BRZ
PR FREEFHET fEAAE T ERF J G EAE > AL F E R BT
ﬁéﬁﬁﬁ%W@ﬁﬁﬂﬁ’%ﬁ°5“’@Wﬁ%'?%%bﬁ%ﬁ%¢$
AT EZPEE o RA AL Al S EREGEEE L NEFER £ c BEREP
?%ﬁpi’*?“*<*T%¢>ﬂ<wiﬁ%>%WW£$Lg;&L?
s Ra o (R T ReRR) 2 (R ARRRE) T AR T £ F TR E 0
THALAT  REUPFEFLEE e AEF U LB FALE 2 - BRTAE F
EH TR P EN - ERRSEMELY R A g F S
=0k o

R0

AETRERSFR O FBELEAE TR fI S £ EAE > frE
LTI AR A FEGCFF A ARAFEILAAE LA THEL 0 7 EV A
BRERfrbovibg o AR RL EE AL e o AR FA ML AR
BEhsp o fEBLE PP I L g F 3 o AAEF TS 7238 A
BUGRAL s FFE L FERA L 8T 5 QT hdRi s | F g ¥
AFEF 2 o
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POERE 20080 SR R BBME LT o S0 P B ST L ERDT R

3% 20050 SAORBRFA ML ORAR S SAAIET S 5 10 8
(1%):1-54-

TR 19920 pEARTE A A FRERO R B FRFE L EFERNEFH
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22 M 220090 A1 ¥EMEFiEalyde

%ﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁ@%%iﬁﬁﬁi’éﬁﬁﬁ*%%$’$4zw:
147-173 -

FAE FlkG g2 2011 £ EAE F RS MArS e PE B
TE2 49 52011 €3 RABFBFAFEHY £ ¢ ggy%?f%g?ﬂ
SRR

v EHE A 2008 ¢ XAk g FiE ﬁ 5 ¥ el A 2erE? — ) FTSE
A e f Edpdkci bl oA 0 % 368 1 339-385 -
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