DEFIRE JEFPE F P

National Chengchi University

B SR

Master Thesis

& FAL g Fond f R R I
The Linkage between Corporate Social Performance

and Firm Value

th sl T st L

Advisor: Dr. Chiming Wu

p R R A S S

Submitted by Chia-Hong Wang

dEAR- R k-

July 2012



Hhe

RIL0IH A3 E Ty Tl By \FABY ORISR - Ko g ALTE
WO R L e R MR N g R e by B dp ¥ Am v i
MRS pEERE TRV IOk F e @RS 02U £8 4 AT g A
£V B ez —o L KRBT FE R A MK E R b e
Mr?/‘rhmﬁﬁ BABAR NI AR FE R LA 33 LR
Keh fR o g AR B

BEBGY Y RERLITOE A 2R A BT g S e

2

Bh s E 2L R e A a2 TR AR

W

R mied EAURLA EE P BER
FER A BAEE T 0 o T b B E 6 AT L STk B 0 gy 3R

feres o fein - ALE Y g AR AR o ot ohd B R ek 7 K

=\

VIR SR ERE RS LUNE SHER TSR LR
& RpLET 3 AR L R BET AR
BREERIFAARA S HFIA A A A FE SR APLHE < A

JEde A E AR A AT B A AR PR A A F G WA AR

SRS E S

EE LA =
SEEIEES S RS TR
S EAF-F -



&

& ¥4+ ¢ 4 »z(Corporate Social Performance; CSP)4{r & ¥ p4 4+ % »x(Corporate
Financial Performance; CFP):riRg B+ £i7 & & & 5 i B 43t % - B3k
B K EFEEYORRE AL FERFLEFAE F E(Corporate Social
Responsibility; CSR)#7 2 3 ke ¥4k € S oxat 7 v F & & F M7 g 2

B flig & % § E(Firm Value; FV) » RIEEF 5 £ R 54 F T < ihe &~ 2R

qa:

A o fe £ R M A EIed 2 e T E A g SR

ik &
LT M o frp LA g Ho S B AR LR w2 p ¥

Pl g FLEAEF RS Ba e 2 LA Foafr g $ 1 Eai
o FF A RBEE Y ORI B DL TEFTRE o

AR F 1% Tobin® q 47 R e AT L B ¥ P FEAlE 7 R
BT 2 - BT A R FRAIE T A PR 2R A R T
IR REEE L EAE N AR CEMR AR L ERE A A
gFEd- gRvtone - B EREd 3 T3 B Mg o
SR e FamI I fEMEFERILAB LR KM ER AT

A: %

AP EEREFTEHN L EEY H pER B AR D6 AR T 2

Mty G EREFE pFE G REMBYE SERE EF QD



Abstract

The relationship between corporate social performance (CSP) and corporate
financial performance (CFP) is the most popular issue for the past few years. From
the perspective of business administration, there is always a question aroused. “As a
company investment, is it really make sense to invest corporate social responsibility
(CSR) in order to increase the CSP?” In other words, is higher CSP really means
higher CFP and creating more firm value? This is the central question that all the
business manager will like to know. This is the topic that this research paper wants to
study. Besides, this research paper not only try to understand the linkage between CSP
and CFP but also try to clarify how CSP affect CFP and create firm value.

The methodology be used in this study is the decomposition of Tobin’s g and
two-stage regression in order to avoid potential endogenous problem. After several
empirical tests for the potential hypothesis, the empirical evidence shows that a higher
CSP can increase CFP and create firm value in the end. Furthermore, the investment
of CSR is a strategic thinking for company to preserve their firm value and create new
value of the firm. The linkage between CSP and firm value is positive and should be

consider as a strategy for company who want value creation.

Keywords: CSR, CSP, CFP, Firm Value and Tobin’s g
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"EE PR ¥4 € F = (Corporate Social Responsibility; CSR) i 2
A AE KRS 2 R (ToREAE 0 81999 & 1 7 31 p B & WAvE & Koffi Anan
At R 5 Ak 3 (World Economic Forum)# % > zf B 5 (UN Global Compact) s 2
R A F T ARAR R AR KARE o bl 2001 E B 4SS (PR R
' % (Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development; OECD)?M'E{@;&'

Bipins & ByrE £ F E A WAL RN OECD B 73> i 7

2 2 '
¥ ¥FE

H-\

&
dp § R AIOECD 5 W& ¥4p 3 47)  SFRA P 5 LB H £ AL § F 2
i R T ARSI (PR E 202 fE S A ERY SR RS AP

FAGRE £ FAL§ F 8 5 R i i (Lougee and Wallace, 2008)

R - BAFTAFEST 2 LTS B il 100 T A ¢ 248
HWait g § LT T A FIARHCe 52006 # 7 3] 5 7Y £ & P-i¢ & & F] 2011
Ee30 v E &Y T LfES o 2005 £ 5 & R R R A AlST A F L
e e e §F F =4 F & R(The Principles for Responsible Investment;
PRI)» PaEens ¥ T f $ALE F 29 = AR BB AL e fradinn
(Environment, Social and Corporate Governance; ESG)*x » & & F & ¢ 4k T
PIZ §2 R R4z Y > bldede W 235 4 |12 ik £ (CalPERS) f 2011 & Je B 4 ¥ < 5

T 4ot #-ESG HALL #F 2eenfE & R FimR a2

' F 4 % & : Annual Report of PRI Initiative 2011
2 FHL %k : CalPERS F = ik
http://www.calpers.ca.gov/index.jsp?bc=/about/press/pr-2011/aug/envrnmtl-wkshp.xml

1



FRt AT A AT A G F AR RN E R EEAE T
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R e =zl
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EEROEIRET AT P EF R EFAG T EORE 2 RAEF
7t ¢ % »=(Corporate Social Performance; CSP){r & % # & (Firm Value; FV)# 4 2
Renb il p e 5 - B EEF Y R @4 LF R 2 Ly 7 e L CSP
o CFP chp B 47 c R Fw P L F G F B §FEAEH e W &
2 ME A AR RS F iR - T‘T&iﬁ?#%ﬁz%*@ m i 2 G R
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Aok B3 2pco2010) 0 F AT R LEFE S CSP g R
CFP (Bragdon and Marlin, 1972; Bowman and Haire,1975; Cochran and Wood, 1984;
Preston and O’Bannon, 1997; Cheung et al., 2010) » 2 » 7 — 84 7 FHE * 305
47 e CSP ¢ & kg £ = CFP (Vance, 1975; Brammer, Brooks and Pavelin, 2005;
Lopez, Garcia and Rodriguez, 2007) » # 1 § R #F7 3 thigsm £355 3 4 2 B e0bf
% & ok * Fx Zen(Fogler and Nutt, 1975; Freedman and Jaggi, 1982; Aupperle,

Carroll and Hatfield, 1985) -
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Analytics 2 2 Dow Jones Sustainability Index % ---7 SR 2 B TR iR i

Fr3 I—lp—,f’]f]&’fi" DA e oo

BB AP 2T ESEY A2 RE R 2 ARE A Y 1 ic(Dow
Jones Sustainability Index; DJSI World)*:g » 2. & A3 2 7 5 % % iF 5 4B e end_
RAAE ~ DISI enZ R B 2 R E 500 4, #i & A 35 (Standard & Poor’s 500
Index; S&P 500)> & 7 # i 7% iF  #hF(Survivorship Bias) 4 & *f = 7 3R & S&P

500 % A P4 g F 2T ¥R o
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Py oE DISI & A etk 2B (8 » F1 5 DISI & 2002 & o B 4o G 2 A
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# 454 % Carroll(1999) 5 & » % 1930 4 4 1940 & % ch g $Ak § 12 <
JeAIOA S R A (1050 & R E A EAEF ERLARR AT 0 0T
&5 Carroll(1999) 1~ fg@“ﬁm FREHEEREF End]s s NwighE &

VRRILE N T REIT & Y gk
1950 # & — & £k & F ixh 45

Bowen(1953)7 g ¥ B e ff ¥ % IiE ERRePAL § § 02 0 o 0§ R

FRE A IR R ARBPES L FHEABLRERFRE 355 A F A5
FETD B T A 1 el fF R FI g P g AL g i 0 i e
Rrfior > $laus Bk REERPER VR h g £k ¢ F (k4 > 1988) ©

F  Bowen(1953)1 ¢ # i~ B K R L6 E BT I L SR AL g
AR IS TR ety S SRS EI S

1960 & & — £ %4k § F = e

Davis(1960)z% % A+ § # & foyf B £ - B 22§ 7 iFenji iz 4r 8-

BEERELFEIFAF TR Bt 2 8 EFAEF TR 4T

AEEigFElefot n @ Lai 4ok LF Eain Le EAUL 4w
ARG EARR R G0 TR EEE A 2 A TR g 2 2

g 4 0 FiEfeae 4 &% A Ap 4L (The Iron Law of Responsibility, Davis and
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Blomstrom, 1966) > s e ¥4+ ¢ F EEELe SR E R A€ ~ K F TR
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o fELFHREAE X KL HE R~ FAK T B2 ¢ (Fik4F > 1988) -
1970 & #* — & ¥4+ € F = Pt

Johnson(1971)4% 1 & ¥4t € F T RFMR G L L EE D JIEE < LY §
2T R LB R e B RS R T E e F ML
& FHF T blde Friedman(1970): 5 & ¥ 5§ F 13 #5 i S S 2
AERIE T FRE A EAE T ET R S EF PP FEN > Fla EMAT
BB AL S RFRE EEAE T BT AR AT AR 1971 & 2 WgA
# B+ € (Committee for Economic Development; CED))’j-.%i!i AN TN ]
Bz Au A Bl Es J"j*ﬂ—\ﬁxé*mua%t FiEofbAklg § BiE Y BT
ErLE fiRic L AL g 0t BT o A § K Carroll(1979) R diw B G 0 AV
(Economic) ~ ;% &4+ (Legal) ~ i 32 {2 (Ethical) * p 4 {+(Discretionary) = & 5 -
EAMEREERZL AL/ EAE TR RDASLRET Ft 4 2 F ) - )’j'*u

e AR <A Fif4e l% BPEL S E fé"f#m 2l KJIF‘T & E R LA b|dotk iFE

?\\n__‘—

FoMEER A - BALE A A E R BN F A p AL
EFARAE ARG P P YL FI A FEn A2 BHHEERET

Eﬁi%kﬁjﬁ{ﬁém%ﬁ&ﬂwﬁﬂ’mm%
1980 & & — { ek ~ L S awT g Ao s dphE 1 AR

Epstein(1987)4# 1 & ¥ et ¢ #c i n4z(Corporate Social Policy Process) 2
EFERL S EFER EFAEETEfEFAEF B L=
ZEAEEFARRER LG LT G RN EEAAE T EORH R AP T
# 7 &£ #1912 B 2 4 (Corporate Stakeholders)> & o+ ¢ $4+ ¢ F Efc
R PRI EE N R fEAREF E TG ARE T fEREHAT
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1990 # A — A HwipMidEt { 5997 2 %

1990 # R EEAE FIEOEGMAE AL BRI B EDFIF TSN
ARG UEFREFAE T RN SR L2 BARLE A
(CSP) ~ & #:¢ 4% (Business Ethics){=4] % B % A 32 %4 (Stakeholder Theory) - iz = #

AAEE A AR M G4 X Wood(1991)i* b CSP enfrdl® ¢ 2 7 412
B 7% 4 o8 72 (Stakeholder Management) » @ gt pEHp crfT 3 1 AT 4 BRI A ¥
P43 4 22 (CFP) & EAL ¢ F = F 5 »2(SRI)i# % #— 4=(Griffin and Mahon, 1997,
Preston and O’Bannon, 1997; Waddock and Graves, 1997)> #] 2 % 1980 & * i {s ©

T FAFRBER R g F ERFE 8 2000) -

2000 # 12 {5 — RTeNN ML RTOELE

HLEREWCSRELE R T 3 = }gie = %”ii&@% + Porter and Kramer(2006)
FhpEk §¢ BRI CSR A Fad iy EmRi 5 317 d g
@ EE o blded BAv L fivee f & % 5 (Starbucks Corp. ))J-* & 2002 &
fv Conservation International % g > 2 @ » F £ 32 L Fexet R A 3 DT > {

EFRLY LRAERITEGE RART P RRT D2 DF & e

\"1‘

o L BEABRB A AT H OB ERY o (TLLER CSR Hpr Rt R RS
(Harvard Business Review: Starbucks and Conservation International, 2002) - & 2+
& B % A o vk E & R EE2. + o Harjoto and Jo(2011) s 4= 7 B 30 %
CSR #_ = @i {7« ;532 (Corporate Governance) ' j& -4 & B i A 2 BF el £
BRI > 2P B CSR T & Fl° GUmE T kB ~ AL g oo i

2 (ESG)= + &AL -

® TR IR ¢ StarBucks 7 ¥k AT
http://www.starbucks.com.hk/zh-hk/_Social+Responsibility/ Social+Responsibilities/Conservation+Co
ffee.htm
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iR g Carroll (1979)#7#% 1 ehe B H 6 Kp fFERgHp REE ¥
MRS 2e g AR g AR OB o F1 5 B ¢ nigiME G 5 mfihé'\ﬁ ¥EER rmi‘*u
R EAL G TR PA S SRR Es & 2 E F 1T B T 4 323, (Jensen, 2001)
kg EFEAIT M B - ke L T ABRPAHBRLT 0 EFEA
g Grnfof FATrE T ’*i]*us\ - B EEF ORRAL 1 aif 2 Bt E R o

TERRITAL DT RS RO ARG L A B (RSB~ et > 2007) -

Vance (1975)i¢ * % i % # 7 0~ ih—fﬂjv H A #HHCFP 72 Jp ik k47 7 CSP
fe CFP hBf SdL » f #F4R % o™ U LR bF o 5% £33 4 F L f A b e
(Social responsibility high, stock value low) » e pt 5= 5 1€ * f§ B cfezsit 4 § =
CSP éhf® dpfh > 2 25 45418 # 7 st BN G BB TR > black ¥ LR PR

BRE DRG0 R R ESF NI p ML o

Fogler and Nutt (1975)ef .5 % 3u s £ ¥4 € § oo @ hpd i »ca B
o v it % i CSP a5 5 A G v ehdn ko @ CFP enfpfhie * ch i 4 £ (PE

ratio) » e RN P W A4 RO P 0 P B HER ST 2R o

Alexander and Buchholz (1978):% &% % &_CSP {= CFP & 4p b > = * v
Vance (1975)- $::h CSP 4 %> 2c % CFP 41k & * b "G 3 BB (& L SR P>
FRERV G S AR Ok FIEFZ D Hare o TG AR BT IR e 4r
TR T ARG o LT RAAB AN R P CSP R 4 7§

ML G EPEHE D e LR o

Freedman and Jaggi(1982)%= 3 17 z# % % £3% % CSP 4v CFP _& R 85 1 >
EEERIFTRAERTESL R AFFL e Bk e 7 e CSP 4y

S HRES R tho 117 § 3 AR AR i e ble T AR S {oR LR
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Aupperle, Carroll and Hatfield(1985)fF p¥ i * & # fo&dp chh 'a 3 K is F A

SRE S KB CSP 4o CFP 2 FF enBf 3 > F 3 en & L Fend s ?‘{1 B3 g df

Fep ML o

Preston 4= O’Bannon (1997)¢d & % » £33 % CFP fo CSP 2. B enfd (2 £
KEFL S ek 117 § 3R AaMar s ok 0 2 PR CSP o CFP & &
FETFAAALFTRL O G A FRERAFTE S L CFP {r CSP 2. B ez 13 4 £

—Fhr e TRIEFEL ERNDTETREMILAF L 0 CSR

~

T

&8 (7 * F £ B3 > Available Funding Hypothesis) -

-4

Griffin and Mahon (1997)% * 1 f ¢ 3*4p ik = CFP chfir & dp ik X i2 * 7
e e CSP #F,#%iéi@ﬁév\#fr » BHY g hfs kg p_g_"?)iJT % i * 7 KLD Index
(Kinder, Lydenberg and Domini Index) » & 4% 44t & 2 ¥ 247> B e FREH

(REE Sk E SRR S SR

> B (2001 E g * FEAAFERP £ F CFP > wrefi & 7 3 62 e
EFEE AT LT BARY IR @ERY ¢ AHod FAH NI HGTE £ F M
IRF T XL ipdliE e o P i bldeBEE F1E 0 B CSR thi

£3(30 TYPo2- CSR i1 £ #(32 1Y Sk i Ui 203 % L0 § 2 efofp M 2o

Lopez, Garcia and Rodriguez (2007)=# 3 @ » 411 * 4 7§ - § 35 #i(Dow Jones
Sustainability Index; DJSI){¥ 5 CSP gk 2 @& * ¢ - 2 4 (Profit Before
Tax; PBT)% & et K24 & CFP efpife» 1@ Flenf 8 % £0 2 B 5 o ¥
fARRE - BEIR ¢ 3 A A#H e CRP Jpikdp $7 S A #H ndp ik 7 ¢ 7 f2sn(Less
noisy) » & §3* BARF gL A ¥ F b XTI E AR B PR

R o
+
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75 R ek ds % (2007) B £ * g i 3 A 4 #(DISI STOXX) 5% # CSP
{rCFP2_ [ b 4 77 5 et 9 g0 ergi7 % 7 5 P Y £.20025]2005 £ » CFP
ks AR § 3 RdeT FARNH R(F AP S R P S) £
@ * B AR Ty 2 RS IICSPAeCFPA BFF cnF B % > B s FHE S %
B i A dﬂz B e f cop BT LS YA 8 € 4 & B (Managerial
Opportunism Hypothesis) » = yjfu{“;% PER ST ATIERF A EAE F ok
F o

Shen and Chang (2009) R &A1 * 5% F % anug L je34(Global View Monthly;
GMV) e %4k ¢ F 3 A 47 o 5§ HenCSP{rCRPerBl 56 o 6 1 i * 7 fie
Gy APE L KRHROS P KL RE FCSRenS P fer E HCSR2 7 in
PIRg 0 & % R g A A i e dp i 0 7 B & LA HCSPE A &

{ 1F enCFP -

Cheung et al. (2010)R|&_i# * 2 *3# X (CLSA)# % :Corporate Governance
Watch (CGW)# 7 & ' A78 5 F-CSRAZF 3 X Flfrm 2 74 - HRiER DL

Ao RFSERKRADF R 5 ¢ 72001~ 200242004 % = B i F i ooE B 0 A7

RN S -3

Mot g &4y o 2% B F A #Tobin’s 7§ (7§78 CFP ey 1
B 1S

*m.h}
i

%3

B AL ATED B g £ emm i frCSPenie R BRI T AR o

Harjoto and Jo(2011) s 4~ 7 Rl A L #FCSRA_= 78 {7 & @ /5122443
B % A 2 B end| £ R (Conflict of Interest Hypothesis) e+ £o» & * ehd 5 A ¥
7 PROA{-Tobin's g (FCFPnfir & dp ik » -3 r A F a0 3 iF > o de »
2P e LR RTT 5 B E 0 5 CSPenimE 35 171 £ KLD Index » ¢ # % “,ITT

T A $ECSPIeCFPF & o M %t > L R HA BT M %A Wbk g o

Pae and Choi (2011)R] & { i&- # h4 $5CSRI| R 7 E f ¥4 2 § Eehs

BB g R FF Ak 7 CSRAE s 435 d " ML F A FEH b e ke
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S P E 0 o P £ = A (Cost of Capital, COC)fir& + i * chk w37 %
(Reverse-Engineering) i 3¢ » #7i¢ * (HCSRETE 4p 15 £ 2005 4 B 7 M & X 14
(Business Ethics) &2 & » #1835 £ A FCSRE M ML F A T 4+ 4> 32

AR G ER B el

FRAEE R e B o T U S o e R r0CSP e 1R B

» 2

A R E CSR%;%%%[%]&?% oo Bl A AF S 3 - e % o 54
R

\

& 2%

!

G R AR T S RS S L BCSP{rCRPR B F LA L Ap
Bk @ DI DR Y PRI RS T AR e 4 0 o B enCSPAp R B 4
BRSO ARRAR S DF B Ae g R 8 (TSP i8R 7 B 0 7 s AL
JEA T2 A R RE(Agent Problem) dy g chig 3@ pr R codd € 0 & BGRS £ 4 H AT M
% 4 1% ) F #F % (Conflict of Interest) » § # 1+ JF*LHF’K RN GEEELR e RS
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Sl ERELAR ERAE T EOERF RN

o E E'J /}J 4

4
ulr o st ERA 9 m R EREY MBS RS R UEBRS £ X EL

HU\%%ﬁ§®§&@{ﬁm’*f{¢iﬁgﬁﬁﬁ+d£iﬂ?ﬁﬁ‘m
FROoRDEEMBY O LAASEERE RAFLEY L EY B ER
§ o e 2 iR

INF ko d g Ak g ed ~ B B AEnd A e LA 5] ek

i@ F H_E & v (Externality; Friedman, 1970) > = § "2 47 b g g g7
B H 3 ' A AT O~ DT R 0 e le 3 #7232 (Coase Theorem; Coase, 1960) #74;
R T o P g R A oo b ¥
& F B BRI o
H1B. % 3% B 8 ¥

P A% 2 & - fE 4% # (Trade-off
Hypothesis) » F]

Bl G %4k ¢ F @ gL T bl 2R R @ Pl R E (LR P
FEes AT

EFEALE e f MG A F ]

FaenfinE giphe 2 1 A f
ApR e 8 ;I.};{A@;ﬁvCSP & F k{45 CFP

B fRE EAE Honfr g £ W @M B AT

SENBEEAVFEEYE

B - H AL LA
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FAHA O REFEITRICI > L F R EORBER Ea L B DRER
WA K P MA R TR T

- PP i EYA _t(gmk) (23 1)
WACC —g WACC —g
HeY EV KA l% B FCFR LB &mE»WACC A& & et g T3
7 & = A~ » EVA(Economic Value Added) i E_35 g4 i & > Flpt £ £ 1§ B = F]F

e 2 £ (growth; g) ~ 11 (margin; m) ~ & * (cost of capital; K)® o FatF

PAFR 4 v T g - AT l% B AL _’fl,fé IR LI T o - T HFES
BEE o Y- AERF ARSI METEFCF) > %= fAf g P EF KT A

R B L ]ﬂ%tv}gliﬂ £ = A(WACC) > i&m 2 & f% fﬁ_’fﬁ%’?lﬁl
IR FLEDpIMETERT - LEF A AR 2L
&

NI N e L Ll g O AT ii‘&»@m?ﬁz}a‘ﬂ T o

M $395 Porter and Kramer(2006) #7#% 1 33 v& 44 CSR (Strategic CSR)gLEL > £
¢ FxzE - fAKv: > @ Harjotoand Jo(2011)F s % # > L ¥4 ¢ § =en
FFHE - fEo & ie12(Corporate Governance) s+ £ i 49 "F ) 3
| ¥ =% (Conflict of Resolution Hypothesis) » F]p* & ¥4+ & = 8 - fEG@rF R
R VR S ERL A o KT MRl F R T A

18- HFF DGR AeT
H2A. & W v 1+ CSR e gk § 4 e > 7RA- G IR FF K #-¢ 5+ CSRis & gg._,% %

plE L B L FA G SRR S AT R M R R

Benfad o B KR KA R EHRT RN E G AR G E

£ %1335 Fisman et al.(2005, 2006) 74 1 » £ ¥AL ¢ T 2 & - fEE FHZ R
it % ;% (Product Signaling Hypothesis) » ¥ 43 BiL A £ £ % RFEP & F-h
5% frg(2010) » " EEH C BERHEAE DR %L IR
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BETERED D anEagan 5N o TR AT BT 0T OEGR

H2B. % #1412 CSR chpge A 4ten A4 B enifod ik ™ » § ¥4k § ek

AR FREEREDLIE > RRKA T EF L A g o

£ 2006 & {5 » Ak g F ERF(SR)PIEA LB EE IR ERT AL S

L

=

FF e SRI dpig ¥ cho @ > Fpt K€ iF 2 ff E 2% (Clientele Effect) crg 1.
(Cheahetal., 2011)> @ € 4L F L & L4F £ FAL € ol F 4 ﬂf:m{%ﬁ%?ﬁ_ $ig
s E AR AR E 4 F R G A AL S kg BATR A I R i

(= ﬁﬁ{“ﬁif“&ﬁ?’ﬁﬁﬁ?\)%5??%'fﬁ?#ﬂ,€ﬁ%° EPF AL o P F S

e

£ AR T Ao SRIF G A SR TS o T T R F kg MR ke

TR TR R AT OBEGR

HZC. %é;‘?% 3T S m'f ) ‘#_ﬁ._{»_g K ;:ma%__l F - st :ﬁﬂ? j\ ’ f%: I/E_ﬁjﬁyj
B FlE EEpir s ‘J::E%-g Fokd fg_;},t? A & e o 5 (WACC) g "%

Mo 2 LR T

Bofd o — B v At A £ ARG E DR A AR RonE o B S EIA T R
A% g EFR3 E 2 p ¥ A5 % (Preston and O’Bannon , 1997) > & & % 7 & B
AL g sl TR AR E BRehh e @ (7 oh 3+ B (Cespa and Cestone, 2007; Harjoto and
Jo, 2011) » F]y* i 45 Jenson and Meckling (1976)#74% &1 cratx 72 A BF g > #7004k )

T R

H2D. & %4t ¢ Hracnfk 2 ¢ F kg £ % Eehpsf > RFE R PFEIEAEY § ¥
FTREEEDOMBECEF ML ANEAREREFRFTACLLE G4 )R

HRF e

B 14 > 4345 Schuler and Cording (2006) > ¥ # & & ¥ 5 A ¥ (7 pF

(Affordability Theory)d v fg e i { + B eng A€ F i3 FE LT R
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W RET G F L p EMAS R GNRT e R S g A
EFEHRT RFIANEEA BLEBENTH AL DL LA S P ALY

g s end A E 0 ¢ PF i g Preston and O’Bannon (1997)# 1 enig %

‘ﬂﬂ]"

-
. % S
Ry IRy wWE

2 & B3R (Managerial Opportunism Hypothesis)(5i® A 7 i Fl 5 B R K T & 4+

# @ B 2 2 ) e (Harjoto and Jo, 2011) :

H3B. £ ¥4 ¢ F sy ARFL N> w7 ud G0 fkpp LI F AT

»F R G R T

=

WEER B MAr i R FEERAE FEARTRERE AP
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d AP T gy 484 CSP~CFP fr FV = ﬁ BB | ek 7 0 Ttk

T,
3
)
et
By
e

HA o A & $8CSP oy A3 en R kR E_DISI World Index - 4% 4
¥ ~ DJSI World - ﬁ*;.’&fr;ﬁ % o iE e CSP > % ficend 7> i %% % #ic(Dummy
Variable) - 4+%+ CFP e %l A7 R cnd ik dp Compustat #rif B~ i F
PAARF R R TR & @ anE & Tobin’s g0 d > Tobin's q k PF 2 & € 3+
KA B R A F e R A TR b AR B T TR AEL LR R
* chsgdc o ¥ 41 % Tobin’s g 47 f%(Fane, Noel and Tice, 2009; Wu and Liu, 2011)#

T kieE o BT A

Tobin's g =—Y— ==Y EBIT _ \ieBIT <OROA (23 2)
Asset EBIT  Asset

A4 OBV Eor g F R B 2 RAURED S E(Bquity) e 2 iR G S i
= (Total L|ab|I|ty);}r“ YRAE e iE ;]?;Lé ]F » m Asset TL LB N A % IME ,&Pxé ,

EBIT p & f= 4o ¢ ¥ 4] - MEBIT R E_ £ ¥ 0.0 @ EBIT chi3 > H4h

kop ot g EEg ;¢uzﬁw@%ﬁﬁgﬁwﬁEwm7»;%{ﬁ%%¢
BFAHETEREENREFD P AE¥FRF S LFFH2 AT EMR

g%§f,MEMWHMﬁﬂmmcm@&’{ﬁ%&@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%

EBIT
WACC

EV = EBIT x MEBIT =

(=34 3)

@ OROA(Operating Return of Assets) | &_¢ 3+ 2 # p4 43 4 »adp 1% > 2417
fan 4y E i i+ & CFAME SN TARMF ML F ROE g A

H P i o - BIRITIET @A LN 4o

TS Ees(2010) 07 £ EFEH CBEFEAPS SR % LR



EV EBIT EqUIty EV ><EBIT
EBIT Asset  EBIT Equity Asset
__ P y EV ><EBIT
EBITPS Equity Asset

Tobin's q =
(=58 4)

= PEX x Leveage x OROA

B L A% Equity - EBIT 7 F B%”v"!r‘ PR fe kg o R R B EBITPS
(Earning Before Interest and Tax per Share) - #{s ¥ i&— # & | PEX(Price to

EBITPS) # £ 4 g i »t % HF-enh 51t (Price to EPS)£4 - Tt il § = £ Fp 8

T > PEX Ap g * L F £ & & (Cost of Equity Capital, Ks) iz #c

@ Leverage P ® HA#H T i A - BB BB R D
& ¥ E > Leverage A%® » R A FHEA P RO EHA B £ FE R I KRB
o PRERREET AP G S R BRI T fRADTES A

g;bﬁ“’g o

Fgh g HA1T Tobin's g chdf iRk F R & AT SR S it
g Tobin’s q (Q)» ¥ 4 ¢ Tm» & % ¢ B fE(median)z # 13 ¢ Tobin’s g

(AjQ)£hi % » fe #7 chimPRdT R L i * A 4538 ¥ e Tobin's g «
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$2H HFRER TR RA

BEAIREY SR R TR R P EEMIY keh P F A 0
HALGE AL BN LB T 5 o blde L gt S R hp E 0 FIR FAR
gl o ot B AR ks A BN ko FIY AP B AR > TR T A
Bep R R T A SRR B (Log Total Asset; LogTA) 3 @ f vt 5 eng i
S EMEBPFT ARG 0 F R 358G h ) vt 3 (Debt Ratio; DBR)# &
FIFF 5 d 2hae (7 Tobin's q £ SR HSdpih > A 2 P R RIEH T
BHEPF A AR F AL e 2 iBd 2 EhEAR Y o £ (3 Year

CAGR; Growth)#a 5 £ #1] % # -

SR F A S B R 2 (2007) 3 2B 2 AP M R Y pyR A TR

BB RHA SR H CFP 3 P Bl R f 4 Sl RS DS

m\;

% § * (Log R&D Expense; LogRD) - @ ik f& 5 + Fisman et al.(2005, 2006)*74x
Ao A F i fRd ¢ B P CSP ¥ CFP chfl 8 ddikd chg $£7 » (7402

4

¢ 4% 7 > Fpt %4 Harjoto and Jo(2011) e A 186 27 3 » BdpdIB-p R4

#cis eni7 4 * (Log Advertising Expense; LogAD) » i+ 3 441 % ¥c -

AP T P REFEA B E R (002—2010) 0 Flet K¢ 4] 3 B £ DR

R4 t

=5
W

S(Year) o p b o hFTF chfhh £ 20 % 5 S&P 500 & Ak > L 4 b

i\4

S&P 500 = & %> 5 7T RFL T 4 FlUt A A B Fpt @ v F & R F BT S&P

500 = A 5%tk 4% % Bc(D_SP500) w5 4341 % #c -

£k d A& e hF DISI World &% B+ chad 4k > 2 DISI

World #: B~ enéiiE £ 8 8 & ¥ N & i (Best-in-class) » Statman(2008)#% | & P~ &

SN

FprEqgprArrTaEN R EES 7 - % SRI EWRRFT g E
(Shunned Stock) - i &_iF% (Alcohol) ~ # % (Tobacco) ~ ¥ 2 (Gambling) -
(Firearms) ~ & % (Military) 2 ¥z ic (Nuclear) % 2 ¥ > & * s Ja B T 2 & & 2 A24F
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FEo A dNEREF Y G P EPA L FYAFE LR A B g dag
¥ % i @ 2 ¥ (Shunned Industry; S_Industry) i #4] ensg e 2 F Em % ¥

* 12 fg % Statman(2008) s it

B 12 1995 Fane, Noel and Tice (2009) » &£ # % Efoind {25 3 A T 400 > F
LA HRIERAN LD FE E (£ Q;&_“ﬁ% v EE R et
i) 7 5 n e fangr 4| % e o @ Spiegel and Wang (2005) B33 5 %k i ezt & KLk
' (Idiosyncratic Risk) ¢ fr4k F 4 & RAFpw o= & ot o )]*{fLrs SR )
ERFHFTANE RAFPFARF oL 4o P H H LR G DE Mg R ERT A 0
B ARG TP AT A CAPM AR E B o 7 Atk AT 24 B %
g P OR AR R S b & 115 ) e S&P 500 dp #cihE 3 g B (Fp AR
PO HE b R F) e B A Bk b h(Beta) 0 B drdl k Bk ch
foo £ kAI* Betady g P iR AR S o A RERL(FRIFP TR D AR

A BE) > BEVEA LSRR L AL 2 AR G Bl d AT T

_L;~L

gy

R ARM R Rl £ e A SRR B Tobin's g #g itk g E

«
-

- Fli i€ * CAPM <h 713 23] » @ # 4 * Fama-French = 715 0303+ 5 -

1§ g R Hcfodn M e @ TR kR IR A% f 2 Compustat > @ EE iR
5 7 Pl CSP 2 @ e kL) 4235 DISI # & #7:% » DJSI World Index = 4
Mo TR R 2k § T DISIE S AT A G enE R AL d 30 Bt S DISI
FAEHF bt D0 ERFA TS E PR R R LR e

SRR L F AR FY hie- A TR KR VA ARG S
Ul o 2 P HE » DISI IR & f it CSPo Rdie 5 10 i & DISI s
PRIGLE CSP L » R¥cii s 00 %% 7 DISIenff £/ 2002 7] 2010 & 2 »

H ot g ootk A 40 £ 2000 4 0 F) 2010 &£ 0 g b d TR TG AR EECL L ¢

Bt - enlic B3 RJIET i 03 i A M Tt B ELES G 4o lagl(LLl)
SRR S B EE SRR £ SE AL Aoy R S
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%031 i REEEA
B & B E ks
Q Tobin’s q =8 & % gk (PRfE® E+tE R R E FRuT@ g )G BT A R4 P4 4R 3 P~ {8 % % p Compustat
AdjQ FrEASA ¥ FENFE G Tobin’s g Qi A% Fid A RS FRELY SIC he BT
MEBIT KEFPEEEHT AL a3 FEfR | (RS ERe A f-Ruar@ Rl R B LY | BHIS LY T kg TeT S
4 TR aREi R g WACC shigldic FEA (WACC hig| ﬁ:)fr‘ S S S
PARE iR Bt & A% K 5 WACC
PEX LR T G B A T A | R Eln Loy £ EHSEFHT 0 mAF 42 A(Ks)eh
FRE R 0 Ks ehif|dkc fﬂ&)f‘u{ B B FlARF i
Bt L AR Ks
Levg EEOABFE R FEAAL G (i Btk e G G- er @R G)PRED ARE A PATER RARE
OROA g ARPESR A FECFP ek | R LB ¥ EEIMES RFA
D_DJsI $ CSPing 4 » $HEBT L ARSK DISIWorld =& 4 9% » 214 % f F = FH o 384 kA% | 1 /&4 DISI> 0~ 4% Non-DISI
Bt iy o £ FH
D_SP500 ¥ &R S&P500 = & %% v mEE Compustat #% & 1 % S&P500 > 0 < % Non-S&P500
LogAT Pop ARG g EFARE > 4 T 7 | Compustat B 7 £ 15 B p 2R i
P R
DBR 2P HMEG f G Compustat B~ {# X {63+ B 12 @ f F/2 FhEG BF A
Growth AEIFHHEEY @R L @ % hEiF | Compustat B~ H 2R 18P p A ik
dzEf eSS
LogAD U EFE G E PP Compustat B~ 18 X {4 £ # B~ f 22 44
LogRD FEHEER ENPE Compustat B~ {7 X 14 £ # 3~ § R4tk
Liquidity ST e S ol ) Bk O B ERTE BNE AR
Idiorisk & %24 % %uh * (Idiosyncratic Risk) AR 24 1 0 R GUEP R ARPUR AT SRR G
115 )fe S&P 500 4 deei® 4 4 dci o (4 BedF R 4
FHERGTIF)A F e d Rl iR L
(residual) 4% 2 £
Beta & ¥ h % ¥l % (Systematic risk) A BT 24 1 0 L 47 U fe S&P500 4y dcit §F 1
A0 R ke
S_Industry | A ¥ AL S SEA ®E G 7 BAEMRI]~ > SICcode : 2215(Casino T prags £50 047 prraew
&Gaming) ~ 6270(Areospace & Defense) ~ AE -
3050(Tobacco) ~ 3270(Brewers) ~ 3280(Distillers &
Vintners)
Year o R R 2002 & % & 5 102003 & % & 5 20 r4 g

Gl
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- ~ ¥ fFicd] (Pooled Ordinary Least Square; Pooled OLS)

AP TR EOER HL 22 H2 4 j]‘k,{{g FAi g Bonfrf ¥ MRS
A pEBEZ K2 Wi M, A F %A R 7 T 5 - i fFRoal (Ordinary

Least Square; OLS) :

Qit (MEBITjt or PEXijt or Leveragej; or OROAjt or AdjQjt)
= fo + A1 x D _DJSljt + 2 x D _SP500jt
+ 33 x LogAT;t + B4 x DBRijt +/5 x Growthit (3 §F st 1)
+f6 x LogADjt +7 x LogRDjt +/3g x Liquidityjt
+ g x Idioriskijt + 10 x D _ SIndustry;j + £ 1 x Yeak +errofjt
» Q £k & & KR ehip 4k > MEBIT » PEX ~ Leverage ~ OROA #/ £_
JI* 45jzehs R FE 2 & RenE o D_DISI % & B F &> DISI & 4 %
¥ A8 1£_2002 & 7| 2010 # % o+ o D SP500 A ¥ % & B £ 7 2> S&P 500
XSRS L H T A _'rﬁ.’#iédf’f i 2%(Survivorship Bias) » & &
THER R EGGLDISI S i @S RARFF NS F 2 30 E AR~
BAEEs? o ooy fI Ry WERREERBY ST OTHERFE R

2

/ff,’ 1#5%@"%“-;@;—%5\ %—ﬁ/} r3|l 310

»

= ~ A R 32 (Endogeneity)

it S gty g ¢ F I CSP {r CFP & 2 B ¥ v 3 5 B4 (5 4004, 1
te% > 2009) » Fpt @ FF iGN A PEORAL o d A AT Y P ehi CSP
CFP eh@ 5 » Tyt #gi P v 728 & - Py (lag 1 period) s §F #3175 A4~ 4 rdZ p

:f_l_ ’,?L_F\:B %Em PER 3% f‘TF }\ B L
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Qit (MEBITjt or PEXijt or Leveragej; or OROAjt or AdjQjt)
= fo+ /1 xD_DJSI _LYj + pp x D _SP500jt
+ 3 x LogAT;t + f4 x DBRjt + /5 x Growthit (i W 3¢ 2)
+ /6 x LogADjt +7 x LogRDjt + g x Liquidityijt
+ g x Idioriskjt + 10 x D _ SIndustry;j + £ 1 x Year +errofjt
s e D_DISHR * ch & w0 ) chlie s o d 3t A8 en DISH 3 1 70k 25 2002

B 4e-3] 2010 & > Tt AR 0 - E > JE 2003 # B 45 2010 E o
Z~HEf e e §f -3 (Cross-Sectional Regression)

50— H % CSP AT v F ok CFP ende 2 » AFF 7 4 € (71 g o
§f -3 (Cross-Sectional Regression) 47 » # J ¥ 30 ¥ v £.F] 5 & & CSP {r
CFP chip Bl 112b 30 70 4 R FRR & v jFst 1 &% > Bldes 37 82005 & %
¥ 7 =4 F & PI(The Principles for Responsible Investment; PRI):g = § # &
FAVEY  RUERFS 1 REEF o F Lot o A CSP v BV enff 7 7 4
- BEHPES AR AQump) > AR BT 2R EOEER BAE R o Hu
BFatdeT
Qj (MEBIT; or PEXj or Leveragej or OROA; or AdjQj)
= fo+ A xD_DJSI _LYj + fo x D _ SP500;

+ 53 x LOgAT; + 34 x DBRj + 5 x Growth; (3 §F 3t 3)

+ [ x LogAD; + 37 x LogRD; + /g x Liquidity;

+ fg x Idioriskj + 10 x D _ Industryj + errof;

F gtk S 22003 # 1) 2010 £ & SR (T - S ETG i A 4T 0 2 b 3

DISI % 5% &4 7 2 S 400 Z#LF ek Lk p 33 E4E » ikl

o F)p L e pERR P B - P enfagE o
= ~ CSP {r CFP 1% % B i%

L g F EART LR

=

A H3ghiERk Y o AFETREFAY
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4@ — gy CSP 4 ki3 § ¥ CFP 4p ke {7 st 7 (Ordinary Least Square,
OLS) > » ,T&{jxﬁﬂ g CFP £ F o &= T # e CSP > e d 3t &7 3 e CSP 4p
A m 45 % Bl 5 (Dummy Variable) » F]pt &-4F H3 chiBG A 57 7 o * R 27
i b (Logistic Regression; Logit) " fe & % #cdF 1238 (7 51 4 17 > ﬂ} C AL 7w Ep
1 CFP 2_F 43t A #4243 ~ DISI World (4 #& i1 CSP)F B F R 58 o gt ok d
O DISEE® A A E P B EEE S N FP AP AT RE AT -G Y
A e B AR E LT A 2 ahk S (Collinearity) 7 2 HoA pe B
I *% (Model Misspecification Effect) » #]% DJSI ériEen> 3V 2 F ) 5k » E
WA F Aot d € A BB B EE R R R FlptaE 2

R EF“ Nge Tl

D_DJSljt
= fo + A1 xQ _ LIjt + B2 x D _ SP500i¢
+ 33 x LogATit + B4 x DBRit +/5 x Growthit (i §F 3t 4)

+ [ x LOgAD;jt + 37 x LogRDjt + /g x Liquidityit
+ fg x ldioriskijt + £10 x Year +errofrjt

I~ Rt ﬁﬁ: #-%] (Two-Stage Regression)

dord F BT 3 ko F] % B % (Reverse Causality) » F] b 4] * 2£ & — #f
w&%%@gwiﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁhﬁ%%&@ﬂ%%ﬁ%%wvﬁ%§wwmt
LY ARSI H AL, AR A F o B & M TR
i (Fane, Noel and Tice, 2009; Wu and Liu, 2011) > 5 % & & {7 % - 1§ Bit fF o34

Jypesg @ (Fitted Value) » 277 7 L1 * 30 — B edr 5 ity 0§ P aL:E » DISI

World 24 5 (Logistic Regression) » % jf 3% 4=
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P _DJSljt

= fo + AL xQ_ Lljt + fp xD _SP500 _ L1t + f3 x LogAT _ Lijt
+ B4 x DBR _ Ljt +f5 x Growth _ L1j; +fg x LogAD _ L1jt
+f7 x LogRD _ L1t +/g x Liquidity _ L1j + fg x Idiorisk _ L1jt
+ f1o x Year _ L1 +errorijt

e
&
4
vy
L
I~q
N

Wk b AR F el % (P_DJISI) 1 & CSP ehi scdk4d » ¥t P_DJSI 4= DJSI

G B2 B & 7t 5 7) chdp B AL ik 95 53 e %0 P_DJSI 4 DISI ht-value
H3T7(F S e ) e R AT G ALK w F] % B % Tt 4% (Fane, Noel
and Tice, 2009; Wu and Liu, 2011) A #= 7 i&- Hfl* e B ¥ A2 - B1 L ¥
#(Instrument Variable) » + )’j.%{#u P _DISI % & & #p etk 2 e > i ¥ ) ey
AlY o A - Bk i ope g (Fitted Value) » 0t PF ¥ - PR B BF 40T
F _DJSljt
= ffo + B x P_DJSljt + B x D _ SP500jt

+ 3 x LogAT;t + 4 x DBRjt + 5 x Growthjt +/g x LogADjt

+/37 x LogRDjt +/3g x Liquidityjt + Bg x Idioriskiy
+ 410 x D _SIndustry;j + /1 x Year + errorjt

( 75 6)

F_

By B B 0 PRE N B Z RN RS AT

Qijt (MEBITj; or PEXjt or Leveragej; or OROAjt or AdjQjt)

= o + p1L x F _DJSljt + 2 x D _SP500jt + f3 x LogAT;t
+ B4 x DBRit + /5 x Growthjt + g x LogADjt +/7 x LogRDjt (EEFst 7)
+[3g x Liquidityjt + fg x Idioriskit + 10 x D _ SIndustry;
+ B11 x Year +errofijt
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P13 50 - RE T AT AR (£ T £ 4-1)7 ¢ 0 AR 5 2002 # 5
2010 & ¥ & #ceh T 3o fofh £ chi i Rk A 4959 B 0 ARG~ AT
Lg% 5 551 Foo k0 S&P 500 dpded 4k eh o & 7 # v ot DISI World £
# B D 22 S&P 500 & 4kt 2 - i DISI World #1% 15+ 3 & S&P 500 = »

MeT

gv

T oA A B RS FL A E R ERT 21 ol A G
3668 i -

H P gt DISIE = 2 entk A ik 5411 B> T 33an Tobin’s g v 5 &3 2.07>
@ # fh3t DISI enk A ficid 3t 3 3257 B > L 3=eh Tobin’s g v 3R] E_1.99 > 4p i
22t DISI g & k3 s 25 DISI 48 4 T 25590 Tobin's q Eb il o A 3% % t
t T A Z R T PR IR SR B E > F A ) 23 £ CSP it e
PREART I CFP Wy o 3 BER SN REEFE o Y ALY FENEL D
Tobin’s Q 1 % (AdjQ)R] L5 JAp £ F95 % > CSP it fi ik 72 2 (CSR & )T 45
s 2 % (a=10%)* CSP fie £ eh=r & (Non-CSR
v 5

F 4 & R £ en Tobin’sq § 8 -

MEBIT, PEX, Levg v OROA = Bi51&7 = Levg & s B F 1 » Fe
H_CSR f ¥ T3o4f 4% 2 #c & & ¥ chi<>> Non-CSR £ % » 4 # 4z & CSR £ %
Biffies &5 LA 4 b an®i g > 8222 CSR § ¥ & PEX e T35 {0t
B RFLFIEG A FNE Ft A et 2 s CSR £ ¥ b g T

3?‘ I N R

T yociga 4 4 3 (LOgRD) v i7 4 4 o1 (LogAD) 38 2 CSR & % 4 ¥ % * CSP 4 e
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DISI cha @ 3t 2 P ehE L 4 o587 % 3

WiE i
ﬁig‘fjf’ﬁx/}%’%};)\ o TT‘! ?Ké_*ﬂﬁ}’g_(l_ogAT)j\ % CSP _;]F‘ {%ﬁj‘g‘_ﬁ(% ";&

FRPORERE S MU RE(S T FH)F G BF LR R A L CSP
EFABEHFRS NP DL RS ol AT R AAPHT R

(e RNl VRV WY - (GfOWth)ﬁ'& Mo bt ﬁ'&q‘%—}‘ L‘Lé)r_'#‘- &% Hp A %‘L PE B g

5 & i g (Liqudity)s £ 384 B F L & 0 CSR £ ¥ 2

&
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Z 4-1 Fat.

sk 2L
YU G

HERERETL

CSR & % (DJSI World Index) Non-CSR (# &>+ DJSI World Index) SR
BhrEL fRAE Lol L AR Lo L Z-stat t-stat
Q 411 2.0704 1.1478 3257 1.9898 1.2987 1.3209 1.2277
AdjQ 411 1.0452 0.4000 3257 1.0834 0.4651 -1.7894* -1.3356
MEBIT 411 16.8941 629.8556 3257 36.1832 3554.61 -0.2771 -0.1165
PEX 411 20.7110 24.6183 3257 15.3041 411.2612 0.7399 0.2828
Levg 411 2.4750 3.8808 3257 4.1501 47.3853 -1.9659** -0.7601
OROA 411 0.1069 0.7404 3257 0.1055 0.0902 0.0383 0.0643
D_SP500 411 0.8832 0.3216 3257 0.7777 0.4158 6.0436*** 3.9627***
LogAT 411 4.2937 0.6818 3257 3.9408 0.5994 10.0163*** 10.1455***
DBR 411 0.5990 0.1929 3257 0.5798 0.2148 1.8764* 0.9404
Growth 411 7.5854 12.3044 3257 11.7254 48.5935 -3.9593*** -1.8253*
LogAD 411 1.0949 1.3858 3257 0.7483 1.0974 4.8810*** 5.9163***
LogRD 411 2.0271 1.7659 3257 1.0706 1.4447 10.5447*** 12.7072%**
Liquidity 411 2.1659 1.4775 3257 2.7255 2.1856 -6.7971*** -5.2821***
Idiorisk 411 0.0695 0.0525 3257 0.0766 0.0496 -2.5992*** -0.4013
Beta 411 1.1934 0.8604 3257 1.1652 0.8731 0.6251 0.6074
S_Industry 411 0.0024 0.0493 3257 0.0513 0.2206 -10.7079*** -2.4066**
Year 411 4.6934 2.5121 3257 5.0439 25777 -2.6576*** -2.7384***

*5 % 10%EF F 1 0 FR (% L DOGREF M > FAAK 2 106RT F |
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- ~ ¥ fFicd] (Pooled Ordinary Least Square; Pooled OLS)

FU# #rg Foredh h BRIk - AR A R Ard 43 SRR
Model 1 # CFP 45 1% Tobin’s q f- CSP & 30L& ¥ chp B 12 > + ”T} LB A g FEAE

FF o ‘T*ﬂd‘ftrﬁ pEei CSP au g R4 samie A X 2 WA ¥ B o 2
“%$¢+ﬂAm&@’»f{¢$ﬁ§ Mo B AEAIT MG A T R R
EFEMIFGE > &A1 £ E W E 0 PTA 2 g % o Harjoto and Jo(2011) s
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Al ow S iph GRCEL AT A 4 g S X K- R0 B L3
LOH RN R R B E o REE AL i Rk g
¥ A #(S_Industry) #f- Tobin’s q 7 BE¥chf Apbild > “AFHRFT s #Exf,uﬂ

WAE  HRFTEEmE ERHEETE o o 2] E {e Statman (2008) s34 it P
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% 4-3 CSP~ CFP{r FV B 5~ 17 © 54 i jF -3

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6
Q MEBIT PEX Levg OROA AdjQ
0.194%** -35.61 7.473 -2.500 0.00923%* 0.0251
o (3.23) (-0.19) (0.35) (-1.05) (2.04) (1.03)
0.348%** -193.9 13.79 -3.331 0.0173%%%  0.108***
D_SP500
(6.82) (-1.23) (0.76) (-1.64) (4.49) (5.21)
-0.902%**  200.8* -9.734 1.126 -0.0360%**  -0.229%**
LogAT
(-24.51) (1.77) (-0.75) (0.77) (-13.01) (-15.37)
-0.817%** 1234 61.09%  27.20%%*  -0.0312***  0.0935**
oo (-8.48) (-0.42) (1.79) (7.12) (-4.30) (2.39)
0.00228***  -0.184 00379  -0.00729  0.0000461  0.000431***
s (5.70) (-0.15) (0.27) (-0.46) (1.53) (2.66)
0.159%** -15.08 0.359 -0.384 0.0122%**  0.0179***
S (9.81) (-0.30) (0.06) (-0.60) (9.99) (2.71)
0.115%** -34.07 -1.823 0.974* -0.000691  -0.00359
Foo (8.93) (-0.86) (-0.40) (1.90) (-0.71) (-0.69)
iy -0.000210 38.40 6.174  -1.834%**  -0.000427  -0.00298
(-0.02) (1.17) (1.63) (-4.34) (-0.53) (-0.69)
o -1.927%%%  -3030.8**  -400.6%* = 202.0%*%*  -0.246%**  -0.472%**
en (-4.34) (-2.22) (-2.54) (11.45) (-7.36) (-2.62)
-0.0418* 46.12 0.178 -1.356  -0.0139%**  -0.0233**
o (-1.77) (0.64) (0.02) (-1.45) (-7.83) (-2.43)
-0.242%%% 82.49 -1.248 -4.295 0.00885 -0.0107
S_Industry
(-2.71) (0.30) (-0.04) (-1.21) (1.32) (-0.30)
-0.0102 -22.98 -3215  0.959%**  0.00275%**  0.00420
e (-1.32) (-0.97) (-1.17) (3.13) (4.72) (1.34)
5.737%%* -297.3 3870  -27.65%%%  0.265%** 1.884%**
Intercept
(42.34) (-0.71) (0.80) (-5.14) (25.98) (34.30)
Adj R-squared 0.2761 -0.0005 -0.0002 0.0601 0.1372 0.0679
Observations 3668 3668 3668 3668 3668 3668

*i% 4 1093 F 42 o ** ik & BORTF I o R L I%MF I
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-~ - e pE ) (Lag 1 Period Ordinary Least Square)

FI# s st 297 R0 ko eng 28 % (R 4-4) B4 R Modell 7] Model6
TN R RO LA RFL L ?]*u{‘a‘— B CSP £ £ Eehpid
MEPAFEEART G e B FN LRSS e FN - SR ERT -

50 3L HL & H2 i sk MG ket 5 0 %1 T LR i fp

)

SRERAL 0 4 T S AT A T CSP AF A R E W hi mal G 4
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- e st R %3 - RRFIF KA T CSP E IR & el i ook

BALRES - AEHIA D RN B AH AR - Ko

= ~H EH Yo e 5]% #-3] (Cross-Sectional Regression)

B RN 3¢ (L& 45) 0 ' T R RIE B CSP T RV LT § e Bk
o hFTE s PRt - W0 CSP g TRER A i B 3t 4otz 2002
G - ) CSP 4 th et e ¥T L 2003 HE B A A E SR (TR BTG e fE A 45 o
AR LA % 1A BEn CSPALE B pk 0 B S 1o fF St 2 A A o

BEI-RFTa RPN AR

33



3 4-4

FEE L S, 1%%g ¥

CSP ~ CFP {v FV B i 2 37 & 42 8 — Hj 3w G713

% £ 10088 F 4 o **ik & SR F N

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6
Q MEBIT PEX Levg OROA AdjQ
0.114* -10.81 5.077 -2.360 0.00441 0.00759
D_DJsI_L1
(1.80) (-0.05) (0.22) (-0.89) (0.93) (0.30)
0.336*** -234.3 11.86 -2.554 0.0174%*** 0.104***
D_SP500
(6.20) (-1.33) (0.60) (-1.13) (4.32) (4.80)
-0.903*** 231.2* -15.54 0.933 -0.0351*** -0.217%**
LogAT
(-23.35) (1.84) (-1.10) (0.58) (-12.17) (-14.08)
-0.836*** -302.0 78.16** 27 43%** -0.0326*** 0.0601
DBR
(-8.16) (-0.91) (2.09) (6.42) (-4.27) (1.47)
) 0.00221*** -0.323 0.0259 -0.00404 0.0000717**  0.000394**
Growt|
(5.52) (-0.25) (0.18) (-0.24) (2.40) (2.47)
0.146*** -11.70 -0.0486 -0.510 0.0109*** 0.0177**
LogAD
(8.66) (-0.21) (-0.01) (-0.72) (8.68) (2.63)
0.185*** -87.18 -4.668 1.326* 0.00209 -0.00655
LogRD
(11.29) (-1.64) (-0.78) (1.94) (1.71) (-1.01)
] 0.00245 43.71 4.058 -2.180*** -0.000547 -0.00633
Liquidity
(0.22) (1.19) (0.98) (-4.63) (-0.65) (-1.41)
diorisk -0.994** -3626.1** -331.4* 230.2%** -0.219*** -0.335*
Idioris|
(-2.08) (-2.33) (-1.89) (11.53) (-6.14) (-1.76)
-0.0582** 55.29 -3.087 -1.404 -0.0109*** -0.0223**
S_Industry
(-2.31) (0.67) (-0.34) (-1.34) (-5.79) (-2.23)
-0.272*%** 149.3 -2.688 -4.531 0.00502 -0.000457
Beta
(-2.91) (0.49) (-0.08) (-1.16) (0.72) (-0.01)
-0.0498*** -18.59 -4.499 0.718* 0.00193*** 0.00625*
Year
(-5.52) (-0.63) (-1.37) (1.91) (2.87) (1.74)
5.918*** -243.5 71.21 -27.37%** 0.261*** 1.848***
Intercept
(41.12) (-0.52) (1.35) (-4.56) (24.30) (32.27)
Adj R-squared 0.2966 0.0002 -0.0002 0.0616 0.1239 0.0658
Observations 3270 3270 3270 3270 3270 3270

*i% & 10%8F F 12 0 **i% & DA F 4L

Hkk L S, 1%@ :g.ri
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% 4-5CSPI-FV T AT B #Te R FAITR S (ETT)
2003 2004 2005 2006
OLS Lag 1 OLS Lag 1 OLS Lag 1 OLS Lag 1
-0.0542 0.216 0.101 0.186
D_DJsI
(-0.28) (1.20) (0.55) (1.02)
0.100 0.203 0.296 0.0918
D_DJSI_L1
(0.55) (1.14) (1.61) (0.48)
0.513*** 0.518*** 0.652*** 0.644*** 0.328** 0.325** 0.517*** 0.523***
D_SP500
(3.33) (3.36) (4.34) (4.30) (2.07) (2.06) (3.31) (3.34)
-0.898*** -0.911*** -1.081*** -1.083*** -0.994*** -1.012%** -0.975%** -0.966***
LogAT
(-7.37) (-7.46) (-8.67) (-8.65) (-7.68) (-7.85) (-8.21) (-8.10)
-1.162*** -1.154%** -1.263*** -1.261%** -1.284*** -1.327%** -1.113*** -1.084***
DBR
(-3.47) (-3.45) (-3.64) (-3.64) (-3.70) (-3.82) (-3.39) (-3.31)
0.00972** 0.00976** 0.0158*** 0.0158*** 0.00330** 0.00329** 0.00237** 0.00237**
Growth
(2.37) (2.38) (4.25) (4.24) (2.05) (2.06) (2.03) (2.03)
0.191*** 0.186*** 0.193*** 0.197*** 0.132** 0.127** 0.107** 0.109**
LogAD
(3.37) (3.30) (3.61) (3.68) (2.46) (2.36) (2.11) (2.16)
0.283*** 0.274%** 0.167*** 0.169*** 0.199*** 0.185*** 0.147*** 0.153***
LogRD
(5.07) (4.98) (3.17) (3.20) (3.71) (3.42) (2.95) (3.04)
0.0666* 0.0686* -0.0124 -0.0133 0.0391 0.0341 -0.0626 -0.0615
Liquidity
(1.68) (1.73) (-0.26) (-0.28) 0.74) (0.65) (-1.27) (-1.24)
-0.559 -0.525 -3.316 -3.386 -1.123 -1.010 1.127 1.157
Idiorisk
(-0.43) (-0.40) (-1.38) (-1.41) (-0.57) (-0.51) (0.42) (0.43)
-0.117 -0.123 -0.176** -0.172** -0.0508 -0.0515 0.0902 0.0934
Beta
(-1.23) (-1.30) (-2.44) (-2.38) (-0.71) (-0.72) (1.43) (1.48)
-0.706** -0.679** -0.323 -0.326 -0.545* -0.497* -0.244 -0.265
S_Industry
(-2.41) (-2.31) (-1.19) (-1.21) (-1.81) (-1.66) (-0.85) (-0.92)
5.531*** 5.566*** 6.637*** 6.645*** 6.320%** 6.412%** 5.979%** 5.921***
Intercept
(13.22) (13.28) (14.31) (14.29) (13.21) (13.37) (12.84) (12.80)
Adj R2 0.3519 0.3515 0.3814 0.3817 0.3061 0.3022 0.2867 0.2881
Obs 407 407 407 407 414 414 410 410

% % 10%E7 F 1 o **N L BOREF M o MR & 1%A F i
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% 4-5CSP {r FV BT A 45 1 B #75 it fF 4 47 5 %

2009 2010
OLS Lag 1 OLS Lag 1 OLS Lag 1 OLS Lag 1
0.0573 0.0771 0.191 0.199
D_DJsI
(0.30) (0.66) (1.14) (1.20)
0.0844 0.0830 0.333* 0.177
D_DJSI_L1
(0.44) (0.70) (2.04) (1.11)
0.286* 0.287* 0.229** 0.227** 0.268* 0.272* 0.221 0.223
D_SP500
(1.74) (1.74) (2.25) (2.24) (1.81) (1.84) (1.20) (1.21)
-0.862*** -0.865*** -0.602*** -0.600*** -0.768*** -0.777*** -0.961*** -0.959***
LogAT
(-7.41) (-7.45) (-9.07) (-9.12) (-9.17) (-9.31) (-10.44) (-10.43)
-0.722** -0.723** 0.417** 0.413** -0.102 -0.112 0.0163 0.0173
DBR
(-2.42) (-2.42) (2.49) (2.46) (-0.43) (-0.47) (0.07) (0.07)
0.000752 0.000750 0.0107*** 0.0107*** 0.0218*** 0.0219*** 0.0233*** 0.0234***
Growth
(1.44) (1.43) (4.35) (4.34) (5.75) (5.82) (5.55) (5.56)
0.0724 0.0723 0.123*** 0.123*** 0.136*** 0.131*** 0.173*** 0.174***
LogAD
(1.49) (1.49) (4.32) (4.33) (3.57) (3.45) (4.51) (4.55)
0.234%** 0.233*** 0.109*** 0.109*** 0.162*** 0.158*** 0.133*** 0.134%**
LogRD
(4.85) (4.89) (3.98) (4.02) (4.58) (4.47) (3.55) (3.58)
0.00840 0.00789 -0.0165 -0.0160 -0.00873 -0.00574 0.0136 0.0142
Liquidity
(0.21) (0.20) (-1.06) (-1.02) (-0.40) (-0.26) (0.59) (0.61)
6.249** 6.238** 0.000306 -0.0272 0.185 0.221 -0.110 -0.231
Idiorisk
(2.34) (2.34) (0.00) (-0.04) (0.21) (0.26) (-0.06) (-0.12)
-0.0806 -0.0786 -0.331*** -0.331*** -0.108 -0.110 -0.115 -0.112
Beta
(-0.94) (-0.92) (-5.21) (-5.22) (-1.33) (-1.37) (-1.57) (-1.53)
-0.158 -0.154 0.0114 0.0115 0.0571 0.0788 0.137 0.134
S_Industry
(-0.56) (-0.54) (0.07) (0.07) (0.26) (0.36) (0.64) (0.62)
5.189*** 5.198*** 3.642*** 3.640*** 4.518*** 4.539%** 5.311%** 5.300***
Intercept
(10.82) (10.85) (13.34) (13.37) (12.72) (12.84) (13.22) (13.21)
Adj R2 0.2684 0.2683 0.2815 0.2814 0.3665 0.3612 0.3458 0.3461
Observations 417 417 435 435 349 349 431 431

*i% % 10%87 F 1 o **R L BOREF M o RN & 1%A F i
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=~ CSP e CRP eh%] 4 1 4 % 4-6 CFP {c CSP )% B i 4
10 R A A 4T

BTN AR AT A FERLS D D_DJs
F 3 = d 2A L %EL: Hp 93 ez _\\ ¢ g 0.171***
F)% B %o d B B g en fFR Y < Q L1
(3.70)
D_SP500
BREF R 4 0 T A AT HE B AL (081)
LouAT 0.977***
Sz i re 5l on= H2 5 2 0
%8 e CFP 2.7 it 494 S = A9 51 CSP ’ (9.0
' o o -0.140
wi&{H3A XA TR 0 kK2 B DBR
(-0.45)
F_H3B i & = o @ 3 CSP % #ci_im % -0.0146%**
Growth
. e . -3.31
RH o T Bk A g e R ) —
oo 0.100**
NPT, , o 0
(st 4) BREEL 46 g (2.22)
AR R S 4. =2 2 TS N 0.287***
KRR S kg - 85 iz CFP LogRD
(8.23)
S FELF AR CSP & > A K | -0.0697*
Liquidity
EREE AL MG 4 AL 4R HIA o (1.70)
(. -1.522
B B3 B PR A AW E b lors (-1.01)
i £ ARG T T A ah 4 Beta 0157
(2.17)
Year
1o (-1.48)
-6.364***
Intercept
(-13.36)
Pseudo R2 0.1089
Observations 3583

* % L0%AF F 4L o ** % & BUORTF HL > *F ik £ 1%

Byl
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I ~ A P e b 03] (Two-Stage Regression)

FI ij\/gﬂ'ﬂ %1 | % 2t - Hp g icd ¥y ¥ o0 CSP i (7 B & Araw ﬁﬁ;“ E N
B mﬂwb~»ﬁ%wméﬂawﬁDBhw$Wﬁ&?®’* s
s *h 2 % dc(Exogenous variable) 2 138 {71k fF 50 6 04 % 3 fESN T a0 A 4T

BRI L AT

FAS-HRaeFY I e FrT e oI o FLERE N F Y
m&{j%%%ﬁw%’@%ﬁﬁﬁ5%%?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬂﬁ*’N%ﬁ
FI* e st 6 e fApeg o i Fitted_DJSI i& B 1 & ¥fic» 13817 % - [P D

REFCERFS ) F MR ELT LF T ST S SR LAT R -

LR Tobins q EREF AR KA é_#”f,ﬁgi* g 4 MR RS o K
AR AAT S CSP gt R BT 4 AL HIA ik § i iR
o EALE BB R AR Al f e A
Model 5 :7OROA » E A FTBHB R4 fEEF L LR EF 27 g
BAEEGETREFE HNRE G AAL ORI ks R RE T
B AEAF S Tobin's qdqths LT BHE o & CSP$20CFP 12 4 ¥
WEgwE e BECSP AT ind R E BT MR A DI F A1 L &

X ORI SR S

$oth s gl 8 7 LogAD & Model 1 4= Model 6 #% &5 7] &g ¥ » Fpt
FEHFH DA NEIT EERE D N FH LN N ER LR ERL R

Mpcz] > @ AL ARG AT R LR

@ Model 2 3| Model 4 e % R & 72 435 CSP 2_F av 3 »"% ML F A ek &
BTN EES > FEH H2 e BE LB AP LR ENE R LE
H2B higii >+ oL g F & (7 CSR A~ AL & 1 f & 07 5 (Fisman etal., 2005,
2006) » s AP AEF KL B i FIR R MG LI EER E 0
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% 47 CSP~CFP{r FV B B4 47 © & 14 fie fF 03
First Stage Second Stage
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6
F_DJsl Q MEBIT PEX Levg OROA AdjQ
3.902*** 484.2 80.57 3.780 0.236*** 1.252%**
Fitted_DJSI
(11.24) (0.44) (0.63) (0.32) (9.00) (9.00)
4.2707***
Predicted_DJSI
(3.72)
0.0080 0.415%** -231.9 13.61 -2.259 0.0207*** 0.119***
oS (0.04) (8.09) (-1.44) (0.72) (-1.29) (5.33) (5.81)
0.3435** -1.241%** 77.20 -18.91 2.559 -0.0560*** -0.332%**
st (1.97) (-25.00) (0.49) (-1.03) (1.50) (-14.92) (-16.70)
-0.0826 -0.877*** 476.5 51.24 9.364*** -0.0379*** 0.0438
oo (-0.26) (-9.03) (1.56) (1.43) (2.82) (-5.16) (1.13)
-0.0062* 0.00266*** -0.0668 0.0389 -0.00921 0.0000777*** 0.000531***
e (-1.44) (6.81) (-0.05) (0.27) (-0.69) (2.63) (3.39)
0.0503 0.0897*** -21.09 -1.040 -0.555 0.00793*** -0.00417
S (1.00) (5.26) (-0.39) (-0.17) (-0.95) (6.15) (-0.61)
0.0.1263** -0.0260 -24.80 -5.969 -0.229 -0.00925*** -0.0503***
Hooe (2.08) (-1.41) (-0.43) (-0.88) (-0.36) (-6.67) (-6.85)
o -0.0515 0.0173 6.521 5.792 -0.793** 0.000375 0.00409
Ay (-1.25) (1.61) (0.19) (1.46) (-2.15) (0.46) (0.95)
o -1.4129 -1.619%** -191.0 -429.4*** 116.7%** -0.214%** -0.355**
e (-0.92) (-3.67) (-0.14) (-2.64) (7.72) (-6.43) (-2.01)
0.1544** -0.0875*** 0.728 4.561 -0.0240 -0.0157*** -0.0386***
oo 2.01 (-3.66) (0.01) (0.52) (-0.03) (-8.71) (-4.03)
-0.245** 24.80 0.913 -1.305 0.00631 0.00332
S_Industry
(-2.81) (0.09) (0.03) (-0.44) (0.96) (0.10)
-0.0108 0.00578 -2.652 -3.061 0.467 0.00360*** 0.00974***
e (-0.43) (0.75) (-0.11) (-1.08) (1.76) (6.15) (3.15)
4.1015*** 6.765*** -353.1 77.66 -18.87*** 0.327%** 2.206***
e (-7.06) (41.12) (-0.68) (1.28) (-3.35) (26.26) (33.49)
Pseudo R2 0.1091
Adj-R-squared 0.3086 -0.0012 -0.0004 0.0256 0.1584 0.0886
Observations 3520 3520 3520 3520 3520 3520 3520

* 4 10%85 F

% 4 BYREF

k(L 2 10685 F I
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3048 fRitfpl

MEBIT 1% PEX 1% MEBIT 3% PEX 3%
) -57.41 -12.86 0.241 -8.853
Fitted_DJSI
(-0.92) (-1.23) (0.01) (-1.44)
-7.226 0.157 -7.415%* -0.311
D_SP500
(-0.79) (0.10) (-2.09) (-0.34)
52.50%** 3.037** 34.26%** 3.140***
LogAT
(5.91) (2.03) (9.98) (3.58)
84.94%** -2.210 76.75%** -0.375
DBR
(4.89) (-0.76) (11.43) (-0.22)
-0.0370 0.0142 -0.00763 0.0120*
Growth
(-0.53) (1.21) (-0.28) (1.74)
-7.855** -0.561 -5.858*** -0.695**
LogAD
(-2.57) (-1.09) (-4.97) (-2.31)
-0.776 0.683 -2.903** 0.264
LogRD
(-0.24) (1.24) (-2.29) (0.81)
o 0.708 -0.103 1.785** -0.142
Liquidity
(0.37) (-0.32) (2.40) (-0.75)
o -206.9*** -89.51*** -30.08 -56.01***
Idiorisk
(-2.62) (-6.74) (-0.99) (-7.18)
B 23.22%** 3.542%** 13.31*** 2.404***
eta
(5.42) (4.92) (8.05) (5.68)
-16.40 -2.544 -14 53** -2.357
S_Industry
(-1.05) (-0.97) (-2.41) (-1.53)
-3.289** -0.543** -2.969*** -0.526***
Year
(-2.38) (-2.33) (-5.56) (-3.85)
-186.1*** 15.07*** =122 4% ** 12.84%**
Intercept
(-6.32) (3.04) (-10.76) (4.41)
Adj R2 0.0463 0.0177 0.1641 0.0298
Oberservations 3520 3520 3520 3520

*i% 4 10%88 F o *RiR A

BOORE 5 [ » *** (% 2 10687 ¥ %
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0.190***
QL1
(4.03)
-0.0397
D_SP500 L1
(-0.22)
0.979%**
LogAT L1
(8.82)
-0.120
DBR_L1
(-0.38)
-0.0110***
Growth_L1
(-2.83)
0.0825*
LogAD_L1
(2.80)
0.287***
LogRD_L1
(8.08)
iquidi -0.0609
Liquidity L1
(-1.39)
-2.121
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0.152**
Beta
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Year_L1
(-1.68)
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Intercept
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