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Abstract

This study examines whether the sales revenue of firms engaging in
Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) or related adverse events
(Corporate Social Irresponsibility, CSIR) occurs. That is, whether
consumers will base on the CSR record of business to make them change their
purchase intention.

Finally, we find that the effect of Corporate Social Responsibility
to corporate sales revenue is generally limited. However, when corporate
social performance has been improved, it can stimulate future sales growth
rate, and it also shows that the positive cause and effect relationship
between Corporate Social Responsibility and sales revenue, and the result
1s consistent with the "Stakeholder Theory ". Furthermore, we also find
that CSR can enhance financial performance by sales increased rather than
reducing cost of production, and it is worth noting that this effect will

bring about ‘diminishing marginal return’ as time pass through.

Keywords: corporate social responsibility (CSR), sales revenue,
Stakeholder Theory
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3. The WBCSD' s definition of CSR:"Corporate Social Responsibility is the
continuing commitment by business to contribute to economic development
while improving the quality of life of the workforce and their families
as well as of the community and society at large."

- Corporate Social Responsibility: Meeting changing expectations, p. 3
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G L AR AP Sl S Rl G SR R S LR S i N
B % (John and Klein, 2003) -
g bhid fo R LA e FE ke B L -Kleinetal. (2002)
BID )P FESHFEE TR - BALGHE RS > A R F

o~ CSRe— Beh e gt vh > 7 HEd 2 P48 A CSRen@ R R vt 4 2 5 ¥

ot MR EFLT T AT 73 - ~BSEDEFAEL o5 E3 0 R T
RS AUR BT fEAE T ETREEN e R 2P E [ 6

FERF A AT -JEHE S 27 F FCSReR o Y -

BARRBAREEAE LR o FPLAPR T FEXK:

LR R AIEL G BT FREN L EPRES a3 R flER Y
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BR=- EFFFL R CREMER I B AL EPH TR ERE v M
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Fo s FTHKREFATRAS

AL FAIRRL L S eRAR M TR R S EARTR (TR A A
A TR R AR L R R Tt L FERE AT g E 2 T g
FAEFTERE oI FELI AT L P HBERE TR S
st (TED) P2t RAPM TR L » htd > & g 15783 chf 6 T 2
M cEARTE (TE)) P2 g 3A G FETHE » ZFHEL S8 283

FaFRT BpkE Pt 2 AL, E R oiRE Y e d 2

Godfrey and Hatch (2007) #%& 5| > 24F33CSRE &£ E 5 saenbd B PF - 16 * i
EERDE (T-20% ) L@ iE o Flpt > A2 2y B 5200922015 & >
B S E T RER A ER T AR E S 2 pE o AR

6197 o> @ & RBLR(E o

o8 pEREFELGR

J
3
T

1395 Cochran et al. (1984) 4p i » — &8 £ ¥ 7 % CSR ehdpiks = >

& wE ¢ % L2 gk (reputation index )14 % p % 4 47# (content analysis) e
BRI EFAL D G g AMEBFFV RS N P ERHRE T iRy o

d STIDERAP B RGE T 0 TP E G - REEDIREL ¥ R IRE R X7

EERES EREE S RO ER R SR A SN L S F TS N

16



=4 =

JRofRm o Fl5 pEpRATaE ke oL FEALF TR AKD E
A M B FR AP EHET PP FFLEHFE LU AAM Y B F TR
Fos 2P B AL T ERRDT L Ry - 0 F AR B F FIHET EHF L
EoR PR ey Flt A R A RFAPMAY o R ESF
ARd TR L ARPFIREFR LY B EEF LT LR
s F b aEA SRRy B B BT 2 o F 0 R R g R

BA3 #1(Flammer, 2013)~ & 5 ¥4 § shifjek(Levetal., 2010)
MR £ 5B CSREFniype a2 3 L8 il o8 A 5 HAL § i
PEELEFAEFENRI G o2 - LR CSREF ey § Jenj L H

— v
—_ 1

=N

AP R R AL AL L EP AR TR

B8 % B AE o

FEN AL WG CRAM TR FTHE HE £ 357 CSRAPM &
B m - AR Tt A g b ifen T LB 0 (TR EE LT AT e
G FEAAR BB AT CEF LB RERER L 0 BETL - ot
RIS EALE FEEBENRSL 1o F 2R 5 00t b A0 f o 28
LY A end & 4 (Oberseder et al., 2011;Singh, Sanchez and Bosque. , 2008 ) »
AFETHREGTERA TR oAU ErgF i s R BHp SRS
AraEY TR FEAEFETHE  URTERGTHEE LA EF L 0 E R

TEMEATFEA e RS Ry FLFEELEFA Lo F 2nBR o

Peloza(2006 )3 % » u—.%%gd I e EREF A FHFEMRT » (noral

T
.F»

capital ) %4 f e T 2P B¥E o ¥ 2 & % 9EF - Godfrey, Merrill

and Hansen (2009) PRI E 2772 » 9257 L 2T CSRABES L o

17



FTEFAPFHOPRL B o T b A faE (2015) o L
PLER o FRNFEETZENPESG > DE- HERIICRE L2 &

F MR R B REFORY FEE o

Pt AT R TS B NREFE FE R FAE T ERF
el o PN LERDCREBFEFL [0 T b ded FR F5324
T EREMT S CSRED) » TR TR S CSRL » blde  F 7 27030
FTERPPREEFT TERARECRAERF T 284 - o,
CSRI % #kc® 2+ 5 1 (141-1=1)c F &E > 21 B BER L EF %ﬁd JE 8 CSR g8 2@
ARERFT A LAFL TP A28k R faFdiEds
Bl BEAE TR L E R R SR s B L B > COR g
Wik s € FUiRWN) A o ¥~ 2 6 o d 2 Shiu and Yang (2015) 12 R &
FRitkA O PHRUFEFLZHFFCREWRAZ G T igrnsk > S5 8
7 CSR¥ f o & 2 04 4% B e Frgsedk o F]t 5 %>0 CSR1 = #c
Fadlhieip APUEFEZERIETEBE NI IEFL e FEIELIHIL
Btk AT A AT () AL e ER 28 LI (2) REHEAE

hEEEFE Fre8 B EERE A G 2 EFE s 0z
(3) WEMT» AF4 fa T2 £% 350 8,35 5 CSR2- f1* 3

Bt kR & u £ EERF 7 OR Az -

L 33

Fza s fFEHEr2ZHFE

- .78 & ¥p4ix 4 B (Corporate Financial Performance) 32 % 3 =

7}@ s S~ Vquq,\ll );_1.1% ﬁé@ua g"J"I’E;I é@’ IF;\@J‘ CSR i&;—j— im_ﬁ



B8 o &A@ Cochran et al. (1984) 75 A P F ¥ B E k-2 > HX¥ Kk
Bt E3tEG P ehd R o ¥k o McWilliams et al. (2006) R4t 3] 9% i A A
SER L g ERE CSRemgizom 22975 # F AP B 4 <McWilliams et al. (2000)
Won o RYEATRGE S P AR R AR A Rk A g

A#HIT L Mg e g p i

gtk TS R A 2 2 AR R AE  A 1  hl  r RdR
CSRE G2 B the A B g ¥20 s ER2 TH Fyer 235 T4 £yer 2

AP S AR W ER TR UG ACSRRAE MR PR Fa L

s}r
=
3
@
‘-\-\4:
&
Rar:
(Q
hiud
=
m
A
p

yoebo i & 24 Lev et al. (2010) AdFs i%ﬁﬁﬂ)ﬁ’%—%ﬁéﬂ'}i*%if
%&éf,’ﬁﬁffﬁlﬁkt‘ AT DI B E R B FE R 2 B R 0 1T5 AR A M T
BoOR SRR REEE TR RE L LR ) R EH LR

Bk FIHE B T RIZ S (Slack Resource Theory) » #fidi+ ehg £ 37 $i %

I

TR k4% » CSR - Udayasankar (2008) Rldp i tMatded A1 g % > < 3| g 2]

ANEFH I FAFIRT S ERALG T E o o FL o AL & 3 F @MV

% ¢ # e E (MERGER) = i (™ 5 7 E & ¥ RHCnikdy o

McWilliams et al. (2000) a3 & F#F g+ & (RD) > 7 22 A f
WEA 7L EEFREDELDERPE H AL B 1R ';’;‘é{%gé#i%

FALOAFER Y i ke ER IR L forF e S hieEL A



#/ 4 %7 52" st #h > Padgett and Galan (2010) &= 3§ S %4 I F Wag en g
EEPE M A N E P T CSR A2 1 6 B S A A e r T

A A (RandD) 2 F A2 I (CEX)» %8 kWG L EHIWT A RF R -

#= o> McWilliams et al. (2000,2006) 3% $30p & 2 S 2 = RHPE ¥

Ko £ ET FECRAZEZASLR AL IR L Barck oot

m\l

RTINS (ADVT) ¥ i) § F e B RS HE 5 - (HEF - |
RAZ 0 2011) > Fl AL MR AR R Ry ¢ o

McGuire et al. (1988) 4p 1 » 1 & 3+ AA# ¥ 5 i rechfirE 4pif > 4 &
ER VT FIE H R GUIZ FEARHETHRSRE 0 Ry R KA
P2 240 (2000) 7 2 BB EF R HE  FEHMALIE S YK

AT FREFRYMGAIIAFERH G TS FHREEDERP

FH b d MM AARITEREE LM N bR L EREF e
Yer 2 BFerB TAPF > Ep r F B o T b B L pEBE AP fEEE

CSREZ T 2 gALG » B a4 cnph B9 o FIRb A2 A dl gl 4o B T2 4
T E o REEEM A M o SR PR

B > AP EFFERTH N 2CRP=t & FZ > PH w7 L4

REH - LEHEEERFEREE FREETRAED R FER £ E7
oAtk B HOSRK » - % = o PR AR EESE TR > » § FRFRIH

b2 CSR> 2 i o+ vt (Market to Book Ratio; MB) #¥& 2 (Levetal., 2010 >
AAEFEE 5 2016) ¥ Z o APET E BPRL 0 I bR SR T 4

(institutional investors) # & %+ Hix3 £ L4 - v RrERELY &

SR iwdn’ﬁd%%ﬁﬁﬁ4 KR F 1 kRS g
PFo X T RpERTOH o SiE TS m@iémﬁimtiaﬁ CRAHEEAEY R ERS
i1 50% 0 "F K4 A IR B g o



CSR= & 7&K - Dyck, Lins, Roth and Wagner (2015) # % 5% & v » $#4E4K
FAHTEECRE» 2§ 2o B 2 BE LT FAFAPERT A BE
SEE Mo i ¥ & CIND.ROS )~ 7 #E vt (MB)® #8445 5 4 v+ G INST)

Tz RS AT i R

516 F @i

A1 BN EEF A E i e fEAEFE (CSR) 24 jer 2 FFin
B B o Godfrey et al. (2006) #& ] > 24733 CSR &2 P73 5 »xhf 2pF » BIL R
PERFE S (timelag) «nRP 38 » T X 4K F CSRA A v d > Ve 7 € &y
PRI F L g BT ARGH - Fl 3 TR R RS FBRG TR
22 RFDRALE R G ko Y dp b AT f 2 ik che g McGuire et al. (1988) »
Waddock et al. (1997) ~ & 7z (2000) ™ 2 # 3% (2016) % - ¥ b > Lev et
al. (2010) # * Granger Causality Test #ﬁéﬂ‘ﬁ%‘é?ﬁ“)ﬁ%&ﬁ' bR B G
FABIPEI T TR EF ARG P AR o B AR CSREH R &

LIS TR o

Wfp i 2T AWMU AT R ARIE? 2 (f30A FiE st 2 PP R
FHEGS PRASTA R PR R ) W TR T £ 2 e A B
Pl A (D) dok ARE2 55 AE M2 (2) fof g g o1
E 11

BRSO R

It

E-prgh gz (3) B amEl-d it

0 & g chd] /»\m” TEJ FAL RN enTSE & ¥ 588 5 kg5 > a5 17
S S SN e k#ﬁ%ﬁ%éﬂ’}f*—fﬁ? CSR @ B g s 8 3 @ By o
ﬁm’mlgﬁiﬁ%fﬁiiﬁﬁ %%ﬁﬁj #ﬁéﬂ%#éﬁ?ﬁiﬁ
A FERT R RS DS R A b B m R
21



Fatr e R A8 B B % o PRI T ST o R Rl e B 2 R

g R A - (P.24) ¢

Model 1
Log(SALES:t) = ain+ a1 CSRij: + aizLog(R. Dit) + ais Log( CEXit) + ais Log(ADVT:+)
+ ais MERGER:: + ais Log( MVit) + air Log(RELit) + ais IND. ROSic + ais INSTi: +

ainn MBi: + error

Model 2
Log(SALES:t) = cio+ cit CSRijeen + cizLog(R. Diceny) + cis Log( CEXicvn) + cis
Log(ADVTict1») + cis MERGERi«» + cis Log( MVice-1y) + cir Log(RELicv1y) + cis
IND. ROSicev» + cio INSCT-1)iccny + cino MBiwny + error

Model 3
Log(SALESS:+/ SALESSict 1)) = biot bit (CSRi+=CSRijce 1) + bizLog(R. Div/ R. Dict-1y)
+ bis Log(CEXi«/CEXic-»») + bis Log(ADVTi«/ ADVTicr) + bis MERGERi« + bis
Log(MVic-1») + bir Log(RELit/RELice-1») + bis IND. ROSi¢ + bis INSTic + bio MBit +

error

Model 4
Log(SALESS:«/ SALESSit1)) = dio+ dit(CSRiice-»-CSRijc2) + diz Log(R. D it/
R.Dic2) + dis Log(CEXi «-00/CEXicv-2) + dis Log(ADVT ice- v/ ADVTici) + dis
MERGER: -1y + dis Log(MV ice-1y) + dir Log(REL ice-»/RELici2) + dis IND. ROS i1y +
dis INST iy + dito MB iy + error

1=1,2,3~j=1,2
2P 5 j=1,2 A~ % & CSRl 2 CSR2 ¥ 5 w8 CSR ehikdy o ¥ b > $23] -

BEA - S - R CSRE A 2 B enhf Tho 2 W 05§30 4 8B p X

SR S RHR Y p AREGTE E WL T o Wz e ale AR H Y

'a‘ﬁéh’ﬂﬂ P AEERRY P HEDYED I E R AR

—‘F{m
é#‘ 59) it 5@’}3 CSR &2 =1 ’1(”% ¥ A 17 Ezgli % o
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CSRE (sl i 2 Fenhd o AL BB F o 52 1=1,2,3R &AL IHEZ 2

]F?;}J_o
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BE A A %R
TR
XS

B hE LU

CSR1

CSR2

GROSS. SALES

NET. SALES

R.D

CEX

ADVT
MERGER

MV

REL

INST

IND. ROS

MB

i EEreERpENR CSRﬁ%f&ﬁi’a‘r"f”T’?“l o ¥
-J-}Q?\‘_%’\A lE, ’kﬁt’ ﬁ.ﬁ#ﬁ/}é‘

R AR A BT 3

1. &% 4 é ¥ % om AJEE CSR Ap B fE I8 > 3037

RS-

2. I PEIE R CSRﬁ@ﬁiémi Z g FoUE A
ﬁ%;@‘;i&-},:;pémi; Z_ '}_—_f-_;—g’\—rf%:a;t»J_v

0

SEFCSRER Y AF2EmfmEE WPk

21 Y
=1 "

HY £ S5

R e E AR
i
AEARSERE TP ES TR AL

PERATHALEHE o FARL 1 A0
WE(E) RAFE R B

- HAETH P -B A EREREY
TIRTHE A A AL AR AR B R
LERE AU G R

@ TSE A ¥ RAg 11t A ¥ 2 & WA E R ¥
o r 2 (R

F(E) ARFE LD B ERRLEE LT
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2o RZAERAENT > L RBOPM AT o d T AT v T 00
To- A EPN hf AP A & CSRI & CSR2 4 #3504 5] 5 -0, 165
E 0,08 R EMASNE0.9920.39 F iR 0 F HA_A T RS

foE 2l FAR RS AAL RECSRL > ~ ML FHL [ R ENE

41};;
$5
o+
St
i

FEEA FAR R CSR2 R S A EF ARG F L G - Tk
FMABZANMA G EFRFTE@TAENZI L6 E 2 PiFa, o Ra o d i
(P.o2)v v rEEE CSRAET 2 § £ €45 F % » Bgr <304 &£ £ A EE CSR

A e >V Rz RnS I pHE EFARYE o Bl AR A Jp iR A A

TEFFVRP LG EEFL oA BZEP SR EFHHR O CSRAT L7 &

B A EINA 0 KRB RIS AE A A (RD) 2R LT (ADVT)
2P @ (MV)~ kA% 41 (IND.ROS)~ % +61 (MB) T B %#c- 455 & 7>
ARLARE EHYB HETEFREFEFNRERE  HEER G
Lo Bfidl 2 B2 FINA 0 d A LBAMA LT FEIRPEEH R £ E 0 H
B2 24agl g v ApM L 7% 5 on P p AR R i 00 TR T
PR LA A o s P ERFES T (F) RFLRF &, FHoFaF
BOE B R B o Bl AR AEART 0 T VA fE s
PR E  ERZERTAFARFRRZE
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F o~ A B¥csuit st 4
- A E-FIREHE S F IR ERE-{ it

# A ik 5967 230
BE LA Mean Std Min Max NA'S Mean Std Min Max NA’S
CSR1 -0. 165 0. 983 -23 2 0 0. 378 1.131 -4 2
CSR2 0. 070 0. 368 -1 1 0 -0.239 0.685 -1 I
GROSS.SALES ~ (F &)  29160.973  149740. 708 0 4482145.967 16
NET. SALESS (7 %) 29146.096 149550. 230 0 4482145.967 14 36080.906  43691.201 2068.371 207696.267
R.D (F &) 559.472  2842.415 0 65544.579 407 8.643 04. 205 0 006.928 59
CEX (F¥)  9638.126  38483.222 0.869  853476.573 ~ 7 15023.883  18371.654  160.77  114415.83 14
ADVT (F#)  1114.002  4684.308 0 90958. 402 407 A476. 697 920. 794 0 4664.182 g9
MV (F %) 25099.951 120701.738  40.6 3656082.342 311 92805.600 118251.926 2980 589842.7 4
REL (F#)  1973.111  15999.244 -0.914  438096.128 132  0247.029  15906. 726 0 130468.739
MERGER 0.929 0. 257 0 1 7 0.765 0.424 0 | 0
INST % 0. 421 0. 229 0 1 0. 651 0.139  0.1743 0.983 9
IND. ROS( = #f 0. 068 0.052 -0.092 0.220 510
IND. ROSC:£ 47 0. 072 0.057 -0.093 0.249 489 0. 075 0. 053 0. 006 0.247 97
MB 1.614 1.422 0.007 33.187 311 1.057 0.408 0. 000 4.2713 11
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Feoao ARl L S BFafphd Gl RE A Z % 4 = 7 (SR
2 CSR2 2. P2 iR el L AR ISR M w B 0 o AL I L
# % CSR1 {- CSR2 2 B efp B i e 3Rt A 2 g Pl 2 B ket > B g 4

b gEer CSR 2 FF edp B sl 2 38 R en@ > 4= BP0 A P ehiEKk o

E¥ VU RCSREFF S AeF AL N SHF 505 MG Br L
FRE o m AN T AR T R R F 4 AR FPERBEALE T

g b > CSR 224040 M R Hcenl RIS At e F A CSREEME Y 5 0
SMG A LET N TSN > 3 REPRELE 4 kA CSRo
AANENRENOCRFZETIM AR TFE DR 2E CSREXFF B2
FArRRFE o MG HPIT R SRRSO EE REFIF 20 T2 8
—FA R R XBMOBIRRRE on ALY - REETE -
FH2Ed i e T2 2 R/EFELTRE 277 7 HCR Rk
S R

B i FAR D5 BRI CSR E R o B 0> 7 LR 5§
BAEFREME . FEH CRNTARE - 12§ A EF R8P Fis ¢5

F & E# CSR g~ o
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* = > BBAPM GEA(U- A ELIHKRA)

GROSS. SALES
NET. SALES
CSR1
CSR2
IND. ROS
R.D
CEX
ADVT
MERGER
MV
REL
INST
MB

1. 000
0.953
0.014
0. 044
0.019

-0.014

0.001

-0. 046

0.013
0.026
0.010
0.017
0.023

GROSS. SALES NET. SALES

1.000
0.013
0. 042
0. 023

-0.019
-0.003
-0. 055

0.006
0.029
0.009
0. 023
0.026

CSR1

1.000
0.628
-0. 005
0.019
0. 042
-0. 036
-0.014
-0.014
-0. 029
-0. 058
0.011

CSR2

1. 000
0.010
0.013
0. 020
0. 000
0.016
-0.018
-0. 004
0.019
0. 052

IND. ROS

1.000
-0. 091
0.001
0. 006
-0. 073
-0. 009
-0. 047
0.090
0.113

R.D

1.000
0.023
0.112
0.099
-0. 011
0.008
-0.078
0. 046

CEX

1.000
0.016
-0. 035
-0. 026
-0. 003
-0. 022
0. 006

ADVT

1. 000
0. 050
0.014
0.011
-0. 005
0.012

MERGER

1.000
0.063
0.078
-0. 044
0.000

MV

1. 000
0.013
-0. 012
0.179

REL

1.000
0.174
0.025

INST

1.000
0.166

MB

1. 000
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Bio o AT TSEAE N AR P E L AT ERBE AV B~ B 2
FAEGEEBEE B G AN A od TAT A bR 24 kiR S
AF¥ILEY AN $(224 & - L MR A 6] 15.65%) ~ £ E (139 & -
BB A 5] 9, T1%) ~ B (95 AR A G 6.64%)E A E > J8

AXPBLHEBRSTLARE B RB 2 T
FEAABRBEFEZ 2o FE R AP E A 2P FREMS
TBAAMT A FEFAT A2 a2 EFAL NS TE R
WAETYFF AT Ak SonF RS HE 5T 2
(1997) ~ Bhattacharya et al. (2004) %:‘éﬁ}%f‘ BRI P REBRELASS 6

FEGEE S LT RHEESAEAGD o

FHTEEIe LR F Y R NGE ¥ PR A (64 FF FREER A ) 1T.88%)
& Fh(52 % ~ § FEREAR At ] 14.53%) 04 & i3 e (39 2~ b FERRER AL B
10.89) % 4 - BT RFZ AMEFLEPFEF &2 A7)0 @ ¥ 2 & U IEIR
BRAohl EFGEHTEAREAMMA LG U @R ER (R
Mg FELAP AR A LA X HME Trar B UK AL A URERY 3
FAG - EFANXERRFEEL G MNP HEACSR- >V HBEEEA %

Sk TR Bl AT 0 R MR B
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LR S B fobo# Tk
49 0.79 2 0. 56 54 3.777
153 2. 47 7 1. 96 61 4. 26
160 2. 58 4 1.12 224 15. 65
322 5. 20 15 4.19 40 2. 80
343 5. 53 16 4. 47 32 2.24
105 1. 69 0 0.00 25 1.75
35 0. 56 0 0.00 8 0. 56
49 0.79 ) 1.40 68 4.7
214 3. 45 7 1. 96 52 3. 63
76 1.23 1 0.28 26 1.82
46 0.74 18 5.03 9 0.63
342 8, 5 0 0.00 54 3.77
140 2. 26 1 0.28 43 3. 00
102 1. 65 2 0. 56 12 0.84
230 3.71 52 14.53 139 9.71
124 2.00 9 2.51 9 0.63
455 1.34 25 6. 98 40 2. 80
200 3. 23 8 2.23 95 6. 64
189 3. 05 2 0. 56 36 2.52
o6 0. 90 2 0. 56 62 4.33
495 7.99 35 9.78 50 3. 49
402 6. 49 64 17. 88 50 3. 49
510 8.23 4 1.12 90 6. 29
271 4. 37 39 10. 89 19 1.33
654 10. 55 25 6. 98 85 5.94
147 2. 37 3 0.84 11 0.77
84 1. 36 5 1.40 1 0.07
244 3.94 7 1. 96 36 2.52

6197 100. 00 358 100. 00 1431 100. 00

30



o fEREFEEHF MG

FAOd AT T A HRAT A% ;}a:;}r'“f$ﬁﬁ‘$7“j§ A&
o EHPFERAML CFAEE 0 e CSR2 TR Rl £ ¥
BA ekt o M T2 CSRIDEM G w Mk - @ > %4 CSR1 2 CSR2
2 E R R AR 18 (5 WA N CSRI#0 2 CSR2A0 2 44 ) 7
HFRo Az wfhA? CCSREHFAFaRiroMt- B¢ > A (SR2iFE
FERET 2 oA CSREM [ 2 WIS RD v 2 BEF M o~ etk &
BEz - BAEREBEL PR T HAF 7 AR & RRERAY G
TP EEREYEL G FE L o CSREM [ 2 Fenhf 275 Btk Aehis

b A PR FEUY » A 4G T A CSRE A4 2 B 5tk e
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*

=4

SRS YRR AL RS

Aok £ 2 9T

AF-HHF L3

ATh R A CSR1+#0 CSR2+#0
Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E
Intercept -988.1 ™ 159.7 -991.88 ™ 159. 888 42. 763 50. 385 65.02 50. 918
CSR1 -15.4 13. 88 1. 808 1. 645
CSR2 -13.06 36.9 13.625 ™ 4.88
R.D 0.04 ™ 0.0l 0.039 ™ 0.01 0.008 0.019 -0.002 0.02
CEX 0.264 ™ 0.01 0.264 ™ 0.01 0.356 ™ 0.027 0.362 ™ 0.027
ADVT 0.197 ™ 0.01 0.197 ™ 0.01 0.145 ™ 0.021 0.136 ™ 0.022
MERGER 641.7 7 52.14 642.118 ™ 52.157 13.808 16. 755 11. 357 16. 697
MV 0.628 ™ 0.015 0.628 ™ 0.015 0.501 ™ 0.034 0.483 ™ 0.034
REL 0.037 ™ 0.013 0.037 ™ 0.013 0.006 0.019 0.005 0.02
IND. ROS -1.62 ™ 0.239 -1.617 ™ 0.239 -0.3 ™ 0.074 -0.283 ™ 0.075
INST 0.05 ™ 0.013 0.05 ™ 0.013 0.07 ™ 0.021 0.066 ™ 0.022
MB -0.265 " 0.012 -0.265 " 0.012 -0.168 ™ 0.019 -0.173 ™ 0.02
F-value(p-value) 1037 0.000 1037 0.000 345.7 0.000 316.6 0.000
Adjusted R 0.635 0.635 0.8 0.79
A #c p967 863 838
e bR EZ T3 AR ER
T3 R A CSR1+#0 CSR2+#0
Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E
Intercept -1134 ™ 163.3 -1137 — 163.5 20.026 51.4 44.688 51.937
CSR1 -15. 68 14. 32 1.963 1.673
CSR2 -12. 46 38.09 14.218 ™ 4.962
R.D 0.043 ™ 0.01 0.043 ™ 0.01 0.021 0.019 0.011 0.02
CEX 0.26 ™ 0.011 0.261 ™ 0.011 0.362 ™ 0.027 0.369 ™ 0.028
ADVT 0.218 ™ 0.011 0.218 ™ 0.011 0.152 ™ 0.022 0.143 ™ 0.022
MERGER 646.3 ™ 53.71 646.6 " 53.73 15.36 17.06 12.628 16. 983
MV 0.603 ™ 0.015 0.604 ™ 0.015 0.487 ™ 0.034 0.469 ™ 0.035
REL 0.05 ™ 0.013 0.051 ™ 0.013 0.002 0.019 0.001 0.02
IND. ROS 0.037 0.226 0.037 0.226 -0.04 0.075 -0.042 0.075
INST 0.036 ™ 0.014 0.036 ™ 0.014 0.058 ™ 0.021 0.054 ~ 0.022
MB -0.264 ™ 0.012 -0.264 ™ 0.012 -0.17 ™ 0.02 -0.174 ™ 0.02
F-value(p- Value) 937.4 0.000 937.1 0.000 330.3 0.000 303.2 0.000
Adjusted R 0.611 0.611 0.793 0.783
A ¥k 5967 863 838
ERE-F4F
T dk A CSR1#0 CSR2+#0
Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E
Intercept 15.462 ™ 0.168 15.483 ™ 0.17 15.417 ™ 0.299 15.555  0.307
CSR1 -0. 006 0.043 0.026 0. 044
CSR2 0.025 0.071 0.129 ° 0.074
R.D -0.08 © 0.044 -0.082 ° 0.044 -0.14 ° 0.081 0.145 ° 0.08
CEX 0.012 ™ 0.001 0.012 ™ 0.001 0.018 ™ 0.003 0.017 ™ 0.003
ADVT 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 -0.002 0.003 -0.003 0.003
MERGER -1.01 ™ 0.127 -1.008 ™ 0.127 -1.47 ™ 0.155 -1.502 ™ 0.155
MV 0.004 ™ 0.002 0.004 ™ 0.002 0.019 ™ 0.004 0.019 ™ 0.004
REL -0.002 © 0.001 -0.002 0.001 -0.003 0.004 -0.003 0.004
IND. ROS 0.006 0.007 0.006 0.007 0.002 0.008 0.001 0.008
INST 0.004 ™ 0.001 0.004 ™ 0.001 1.426 ™ 0.393 1.454 ™ 0.389
MB 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.001 -0.001 0.002 -0.002 0.002
F-value(p-value) 55.37 0 55. 41 0 49. 91 0 50.12 0
Adjusted R 0.717 0.717 0.818 0.804
A ¥k 230 122 121
e KA ED 10% 0 FKE EF] DY o RkxE iER] 1%sit kg okl
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Ith EpE2 i A F A RS

"Lr*ﬁ % A~ CSR1+#0 CSR2+#10
Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E
Intercept -868.47 7 160. 779 -873.99 T 162.755 5.045 45. 665 16. 27 45. 995
CSR1 -5.729 & 2.619 0.906 1.427
CSR2 -35.008 © 19.427 2.621 4.511
R.D 0.039 ™ 0.01 0.039 ™ 0.01 0.008 0.02 0.006 0.021
CEX 0.28 ™ 0.011 0.28 ™ 0.011 0.358 ™ 0.029 0.349 ™ 0.029
ADVT 0.2 ™ 0.012 0.200 ™ 0.012 0.152 ™ 0.022 0.151 ™ 0.023
MERGER 584.986 ™ 50.415 584.782 ™ 50.426 18.517 15.058 16.064 14. 959
MV 0.617 ™ 0.016 0.618 ™ 0.016 0.523 ™ 0.036 0.531 ™ 0.037
REL 0.039 ™ 0.014 0.039 ™ 0.014 0.002 0.021 0 0.021
IND. ROS -1.681 ™ 0.26 -1.688 ™ 0.26 -0.326 " 0.077 -0.31 " 0.078
INST 0.05 ™ 0.014 0.05 ™ 0.014 49.03 ™ 19.231 39.107 ™ 19.425
MB -0.259 ™ 0.013 -0.258 ™ 0.013 -0.167 ™ 0.021 -0.168 ™ 0.021
F-value(p- value) 893. 2 0.000 892.7 0.000 315.5 0.000 294.1 0.000
Adjusted K 0.634 0.634 0.813 0.807
%~ 5155 723 704
EEREL T AL BB RN
T3 A CSR1+#0 CSR2+#0
Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E
Intercept -1014 ™ 164.5 -1026 =~ 166.6 -26.794 46.594 -11.634  46. 948
CSR1 -6.44 7 2.702 0.976 1. 455
CSR2 -37.66 © 20.05 3. 847 4.588
R.D 0.041 ™ 0.011 0.042 ™ 0.011 0.019 0.02 0.016 0.021
CEX 0.277 ™ 0.012 0.278 ™ 0.012 0.359 ™ 0.029 0.353 0.03
ADVT 0.219 ™ 0.012 0.22 ™ 0.012 0.158 ™ 0.022 0.156 0.023
MERGER 602.4 ™ 51.94 602.2 ™ 51.95 21.407 15.336 18.547 15. 225
MV 0.591 ™ 0.017 0.592 ™ 0.017 0.513 ™ 0.036 0.52 0.037
REL 0.052 ™ 0.015 0.052 ™ 0.015 0.003 0.021 0.003 0.022
IND. ROS -0. 002 0.237 -0.003 0.237 0.086 0.077 0.078 0.078
INST 0.038 ™ 0.014 0.038 ™ 0.014 39.042 ™ 19.477 28.539 19. 627
MB -0.259 ™ 0.013 -0.259 ™ 0.013 -0.174 ™ 0.021 -0.176 0.022
F-value(p-value) 806.5 0.000 805.9 0.000 301.1 0.000 281.1 0.000
Adjusted R 0.61 0.61 0. 806 0.799
A~ #ic 5155 723 704
ERE BEHL Y
AT R A CSR1#0 CSR2+#0
Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E
Intercept 15.35 ™ 0.184 15.37 ™ 0.191 15.582 ™ 0.269 15.824 ™ 0.282
CSR1 0.000 0.021 -0. 008 0.054
CSR2 -0.01 0.047 0.123 0.089
R.D 0.013 0.047 0.013 0.047 -0.017 0.053 -0.023 0. 052
CEX 0.015 ™ 0.002 0.015 ™ 0.002 0.027 ™ 0.005 0.025 ™ 0.005
ADVT 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.002 -0.003 0.004 -0.004 0.004
MERGER -1.009 ™ 0.143 -1.013 ™ 0.144 -1.353 ™ 0.171 -1.365 ™ 0.17
MV 0.006 ™ 0.002 0.006 ™ 0.002 0.019 ™ 0.005 0.018 ™ 0.005
REL -0.003 ° 0.002 -0.003 ° 0.002 -0.011 ™ 0.005 -0.012 ™ 0.005
IND. ROS 0.007 0.008 0.007 0.008 0.005 0.01 0.004 0.011
INST 0.004 ™ 0.001 0.004 ™ 0.001 0.006 ™ 0.002 0.006 ™ 0.002
MB 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.001 -0.001 0.002 -0.002 0.002
F-value(p- Value) 47. 96 0.000 47.98 0.000 42.87 0.000 42.43 0.000
Adjusted K 0.705 0.705 0.804 0.804
A ¥ 198 103 102
e KA D 10% 0 kG ZF] DY o RkxE iER] 1%sit kg okl
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ThemE2 AL L L HF

T3tk A CSR1+#0 CSR2+#0

Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E

Intercept 680. 653 © 232.682 680.912  232.699 455.2 " 109.3 361.635 T 98.952
CSR1 =7.773 18. 557 -1.176  3.607
CSR2 -13. 311 45. 168 -2.544 7.395
R.D 0.177 ™ 0.02 0.177 0.02 0.239 ™ 0.047 0.234 ™ 0.05
CEX 0.115 ™ 0.013 0.115 0.013 0.117 ™ 0.031 0.141 ™ 0.034
ADVT 0.404 ™ 0.018 0.404 0.018 0.277 ™ 0.043 0.249 ™ 0.047
MERGER -88. 948 74.17 -88.945 74.17 -116.9 ™ 35.65 -85.929 ™ 32.204
MV -0.034 ° 0.018 -0.034 0.018 0.002 0.043 -0.021 0.045
REL 0.253 ™ 0.034 0.253 0.034 0.221 ™ 0.062 0.209 ™ 0.07
IND. ROS 1.729 ™ 0.383 1.731 0.383 0.486 ™ 0.181 0.365 ™ 0.167
INST 0.002 0.02 0.002 0.02 -0.019 0.04 -0.037 0.042
MB 0.174 ™ 0.017 0.174 0.017 0.097 ™ 0.035 0.113 ™ 0.038
F-value(p-value) 119 0.000 119 0.000 17.31 0.000 14.43 0.000
Adjusted R 0.186 0.186 0.144 0.142
A~k 5155 971 815
Tt epE2 T AE - D EIE

T3 kA CSR1+#0 CSR2+#0

Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E

Intercept 959.4 ™ 230.7 959.9 T 230.7 503.3 " 109.8 400.327 ™ 99.087
CSR1 -6. 528 18. 56 -1.241 3.618
CSR2 -13.98 45. 18 -2.525 7.405
R.D 0.168 ™ 0.02 0.168 ™ 0.02 0.228 ™ 0.047 0.223 ™ 0.05
CEX 0.113 ™ 0.013 0.113 ™ 0.013 0.113 ™ 0.031 0.139 ™ 0.034
ADVT 0.405 ™ 0.018 0.405 ™ 0.018 0.283 ™ 0.043 0.258 ™ 0.047
MERGER -164 7 73.99 -164.1 T 73.99 -126.2 7 35.74 -94.344 T 32.235
MV -0.029 ° 0.018 -0.029 ° 0.018 0.01 0.043 -0.013 0. 045
REL 0.24 ™ 0.034 0.24 ™ 0.034 0.24 ™ 0.062 0.222 ™ 0.07
IND. ROS 1.189 ™ 0.34 .19 ™ 0.34 0.048 ™ 0.175 0.08 0.162
INST -0.002 0.02 -0.002 0.02 -0.018 0.04 -0.04 0.042
MB 0.174 ™ 0.017 0.174 ™ 0.017 0.109 ™ 0.035 0.121 ™ 0.038
F-value(p-value) 115.4 0.000 115.4 0.000 16.6 0.000 14.11 0.000
Adjusted R 0.182 0.182 0.139 0.139
A ¥k H155 971 815
ERE-F4F

T3 4 A CSR1+#0 CSR2+#0
Intercept Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E  Coeff. S.E
Intercept -0.07 0.13 -0.077 0.13 -0.13 0.11 -0.036 0.115
CSR1 -0.015 0.018 -0.015 0.012 -0.003 0.018
CSR2 -0. 005 0.03
R.D -0.02 0.025 -0.019 0.026 -0.021 0.021 -0.024 0.022
CEX 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.001
ADVT -0. 001 0.001 -0.001 0.001 -0.001 0.002 -0.002 0.002
MERGER 0. 045 0.073 0.042 0.073 0.064 0.061 0.035 0.062
MV 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
REL 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.003
IND. ROS 0.001 0.004 0.001 0.004 0.006 0.003 0.007 0.004
INST 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.001
MB 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 -0.001 0.001 -0.001 0.001
F-value(p-value) 1.26 0.253 1.196 0.296 1.803 0.068 1.077 0.39
Adjusted R 0.013 0.01 0.063 0.008
A ¥k 5155 971 815
e KA ED 10% 0 RKE EF] DY o RkxE iE ] 1%sit kg okl
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oA frale A AL

RS FENLS & T AR

ATh R A CSR1+#0 CSR2+#0
Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E
Intercept 1619.97 ™ 227.079 1618.03 ™ 227.13 344.15 = 105.426 339.064 = 95. 664
CSR1 36.262 © 18.336 7.525 7 3.433
CSR2 76.558 ° 45.103 13.39 ° 7.038
R.D 0.042 ° 0.025 0.042 ° 0.025 0.065 0.054 0.076 0.058
CEX 0.106 ™ 0.015 0.106 ™ 0.015 0.139 ™ 0.036 0.136 ™ 0.04
ADVT 0.094 ™ 0.018 0.09 ™ 0.018 0.081 ™ 0.04 0.068 0. 044
MERGER -85. 715 72.494 -85.654 72.503 -37.911 34.301 -52.436 ° 31.163
MV -0.084 ™ 0.017 -0.084 ™ 0.017 -0.057 0.048 -0.02 0. 051
REL 0.062 ° 0.033 0.064 ~ 0.033 0.027 0.056 0.038 0.063
IND. ROS 1.045 ™ 0.416 1.034 © 0.416 0.166 0.205 0.134 0.187
INST 0.045 © 0.023 0.046 ~ 0.023 56.346 45.034 39.694 40. 612
MB 0.126 ™ 0.017 0.125 ™ 0.017 0.112 ™ 0.038 0.114 ™ 0.042
F-value(p-value) 21.74 0.000 21.63 0.000 5.073 0.000 4.596 0.000
Adjusted K 0.046 0.046 0.048 0. 051
i 4324 804 670
Ik EREL G AL BBL AN
3tk A CSR1+#0 CSR2+#0
Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E
Intercept 1934. 56 225.093 1933.22 ™ 225.131 441.742 ™ 105.769 395.728 ™ 95. 708
CSR1 32.213 18. 344 6.901  3.438
CSR2 67.379 45.122 12.668 “ 7.038
R.D 0.047 0.024 0.046 ° 0.024 0.104 ° 0.054 0.119 ™ 0.058
CEX 0.096 0.015 0.096 ™ 0.015 0.12 ™ 0.036 0.118 ™ 0.04
ADVT 0.087 0.018 0.087 ™ 0.018 0.064 0.04 0. 057 0.044
MERGER -148. 42 72.283 -148.24 ™ 72.29 -65.153 © 34.353 -65.203 © 31.157
MV -0. 082 0.017 -0.082 ™ 0.017 -0.025 0.048 0.002 0. 051
REL 0. 065 0.033 0.067 © 0.033 0.051 0.056 0.057 0.063
IND. ROS -0. 38 0.367 -0.397 0.367 -0.191 0.199 -0.249 0.182
INST 0.036 0.023 0.036 0.023 36.383 45,026 25.874 40. 584
MB 0.13 0.017 0.129 ™ 0.017 0.108 ™ 0.038 0.111 ™ 0.042
F-value(p-value) 19.34 0.000 19.25 0.000 4.72 0.000 4.501 0.000
Adjusted R 0.041 0.041 0.044 0.05
R~ #ic 4324 804 670
7S T
2Ttk A CSR1#0 CSR2#0
Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E Coeff. S.E
Intercept 0.103 0.156 0.11 0.156 -0.007 0.199 0.13 0.216
CSR1 0.027 0.021 0.031 0.02
CSR2 0.044 0.035 0. 052 0.033
R.D 0.033 0.03 0.034 0.03 0.003 0.035 0.009 0.039
CEX -0. 001 0.001 -0.001 0.001 -0.001 0.001 -0.002 0.002
ADVT -0. 001 0.002 -0.001 0.002 0.002 0.004 0.003 0.006
MERGER -0. 137 0.083 -0.14 ° 0.083 -0.081 0.1 -0.202 ° 0.115
MV 0.003 ™ 0.001 0.003 ™ 0.001 0.005 ™ 0.001 0.007 ™ 0.002
REL -0.002 0.002 -0.002 0.002 -0.001 0.005 -0.003 0.006
IND. ROS -0.006 0.004 -0.006 0.004 -0.003 0.006 -0.008 0.007
INST 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.002
MB -0.002 ™ 0.001 -0.002 ™ 0.001 -0.003 ™ 0.001 -0.004 ° 0.002
F-value(p-value) 3.123 0.001 3.121 0.001 2.702 0.006 2.055 0. 042
Adjusted K 0.115 0.115 0. 147 0.125
A 165 100 5
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