ﬁ]——“ fE‘;é‘ J‘ g ﬁ g :ﬁ\
Vi

TEPIRI AL ARARKANRNET
CSR & # #4217 ¥ Eilondk 2 B 5
A study of the effects of bank's CSR activities on its
economic efficiency when endogenous inputs and

undesirables present

hHEERE Fow B4
FriieEk &

PoE AR --0 & {4 7

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



2
LEFLERSLARBER B L ELY R LA ERE A fo 752 (ESG)
AYEREFRIE FHEFRE T TR HRFEEFF 2 PFE CSR 77
P~p EIRIS 2 2003-2014 # 32 i R 7287 7417 > & 2 » & & D Hedp B p
Bureau Van Dijk = # 2. ORBIS Bank Focus » Ik 427 & & g4 45 T AL » 1% 5
WER 2T RAAZZP A PEAZ AT FPEFHEE R R -
# * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)1 £ /% j24- & 2 p 4 45 38 /2 ik
WEF GG ELG - R FREFE T RS AT ALk RE BT
AL E RS P F B AF R R e EATAE A4 Fay
FEETLAE B AR H- R o
- RBIr AR H RS F ()P I AREF T ()
T2 EfG)CSR A1 AP # i~ (DHF AFFF ~(S)EEF A ~ (6)CSR
2P ieTE A fic s (7)4267 T A/GDP v~ (8) 4 #2 GDP % 8 B ki %k - k=
BAEREPENE S FZ > BEFRERLEET P EREF LY S5 I
FEFREPr» YT RFELELE M - TR FTRRERH T ENL L8 FR
2007-2009 & =x fPh R FARFEE T B KoL BHF LR AERIHF;
MBS LRSS RO R T B RN E E N T REF RN
LTHWEF > FHE D WAREE%E2 I SRR RE R LR RS G2 P iR
P E RN A SQCSREQ)ER A NHEF 2 F 2 B8 g S HiFe
gl g FRAFEY IR FNEY R 2w Fag |
b2,

R 5 TRRAFSYRINEETESFAGIE > 2 @A

MeEsm D SEiB B 1 D W R S RS EAE T RA R

Bos ARAA N BIFRCT L A

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



Abstract

With economic growth and environmental changes, firms begin to engage in
activities of environment, society, and corporate governance (ESG). This dissertation
focuses on these topics and examines the impact of corporate social responsibility (CSR)
on economic efficiency of the banking industry. CSR related data are taken from EIRIS
database spanning 2003-2014, including 287 banks from 32 countries. Input and output
variables are collected from ORBIS Bank Focus database of Bureau Van Dijk. We use
the stochastic frontier analysis that takes account of endogenous input and undesirable
output into account to estimate technical and allocative efficiency for the sample banks.
Following Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016), we use instrumental variable
approach to solve the endogeneity problem, which ensures the consistency of the
parameter estimates. We estimate an input directional distance function and a cost
frontier. The empirical results show that the total cost inefficiency is mainly from
allocative inefficiency, rather than technical inefficiency. This suggests that the sample
banks reallocate the employment of labor, capital, and funds in such a way as to improve
allocative efficiencies.

We allow technical inefficiency to be correlated with eight environmental variables,
including (1) the market share of the top five banks, (2) the number of years the banks
have established, (3) the scores of CSR employee, (4) return on assets, (5) equity to
assets ratio, (6) the scores of CSR corporate governance, (7) the ratio of bank assets to
GDP, and (8) per capita GDP. We claim that the first three variables affect technical
inefficiency, while the remaining five variables impact cost inefficiency. Empirical
results support the use of the chosen environmental variables to account for inefficiency.
The data are further classified by year and location (continents). Evidence is found that

during the period of the financial crisis in 2007-2009, various efficiency measures are
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found to be the lowest, while the differences between other periods do not attain
statistical significance. As far as location is concerned, banks operating in Asia have
the lowest operation efficiency, while European and American banks are found to be
outperform Asian banks on average. This may be attributed to environmental
differences, including ethnic culture, economic environment, legal system, and
operation scale. The models that ignore (1) endogeneity, (2) CSR activities, and (3)
undesirable output tend to obtain biased technical and allocative inefficiency measures,
leading bank managers to adopt wrong business strategies. We recommend that

researchers incorporate the above three factors in their empirical models.

Keywords: stochastic frontier analysis, instrumental variables, input directional
distance function, corporate social responsibility, environmental variable, undesirable

outputs, technical inefficiency, allocative inefficiency.
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Bhattacharya and Sen (2004) ~ Peloza (2006)

213 g EA g F EFE PEA Y
EFHEFTEDWRFR?2IRFLFIFT P NELRET F PR

R EF A - RS FREIMEEE R A IR AR (WA
A A MANTEASPERT? IRAEFMEFEMAETRUEY
PR AEEOFE SN WA TR € f1* Kinder, Lydenberg , Domini & Co., Inc.
(KLD)#* Ethical Investment Research Service (EIRIS)* & ¥4+ ¢ 7 & 7kl R % &
SR T EAREFELA BB G e AT TREREBIRG w B FLEITEL
Jones (1995) & i+ = F| & 4p Fﬁ? ¥ 32 34 (instrumental stakeholder theory)® #& d1 »
AAEFEARKL BRI 5 5 £ARAL € § I 8E £ > Bagnoliand
Watts (1 2003)» 45 1 B pdirt chd R g i B4 5 o Orlitzky, Schmidt and
Rynes (2003)4; #14% » CSR % e P o Jil % 2 R 4 82 P e
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A0 g EFHE S RN Gom F K8 A (Formbrun, Gardberg and Barnett (2000))
fA g ok p bR A 3 A8 @ 2R B (non-governmental organization, NGO)
¥t & et g (Baron (2001)) -

EEREFEDRZEMETINT LELRTER LMo fERETF
FP L P2 I AT A IS AAEER S CSR #30 f ¥ Mg a4 R

do§ AR AR A R B A A - R 3 % % - Moskowitz (1972)

N

PeiE 14?’\#-14 g%f{%mﬁﬂrﬁé\ R S+ e L1 ,%,,:,\, __’éiv_; ?;{é‘_év\*fy’
2 IApE i E > 8 Vance (1975)4-%F 1974-1975 & & 50 4t ¥ > T ik I3 Moskowitz
1972y 3 > 2 > Frd R EFA € F E RN LFMF TR E AP -

EFERETEARIPPEFLEFEH 7T F 55N LR Baron

Y

QOODRFEELHFFE »REFVHE At wR_P CSR H*»FiEH»E G 7 bl
Fo (Dfles 2 &iEsi(altruism) » & ¥4~ CSR EH4cqpbi e A > 2 ¢34 k iz
P4 e CSR 2§22 3§ » B % » 4o Boyle, Higgins and Rhee (1997) 5 (2) & %
iE 4% B (strategic choices) » 3% # & Friedman (1970) " & ¥4+ ¢ § = ﬁ* L E & 4
B i B3 EEHR N CSREY €7 1130 &£ ¥~ 8 Ei0 B > ot CSR
feg »c R IL T 48 B > 4o Bowman and Haire (1975) ~ Dowell, Hart and Yeung (2000) ;
(3)/& % B35 (green washing) > Frankental (2001) ~ Dam, Koetter and Scholtens (2009)
2 %2 Wu and Shen (2013)3%5 CSR &2 $»cam i » § ¥ 7 & %‘%r} F»~ CSR £

&G ﬂ}arf% - RO R ERL2WAIAE BHSEY - B0 R
BEPFLNRER RN TR P ERBFEL L %
BB o BEY EnT mpH -

Margolis and Walsh (2003) # 12 1993-2002 # 109 3731 & ¥4 € F @24 o &
FEEE PP REME TR EFAETEHRAFLIR ¥ o 5
0 495% 0 28 K BMERE 0 ERERR SRS WF THET L5

<
Ll

13

-

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



KL g BERZ o fEMEF I RGN AL e A e R R

\-{ﬁ&

LR MR Rt ? Brammer and Millington (2008):% % CSR v & ¥ 5
FESEM G VoA s A e Al > - A CSR HEF R R
BoeTafef bl %o A7 £ ERIFLH ~ CSRFF > 5% CSRIE K4 > §
FEPFHOEFRD AL D 0 ORE BH %k TR §AAEERF TR
B B 18 CSR K~ F M3 400 F 18 ok @ 3% B M (Hillman and Keim (2001));
Y- Z CSR $E ¥ % RB o e oo @b %o 305 Ry - B4 >
CSRPEF > 4B »0if L osck DER YT 2 FEE A HF B L
FICSRF |- Tl P HEFFEH>x] A2 8 62k > ¥ CSRIK 7
%73 40 > o E st ré»%fx}@,?‘uiﬁﬂ? & (Barnett and Salomon (2006)) » p* gLEEwE
& Porter (1980)#% & A 8 £ B v chf 75 ¥ F 4B CSR 42~ 7 =

% -] (stuck in the middle) s 7

214 $¥irg ¥ EoirE
EEAEF EHY R AR Y B A A TR ’F‘ﬁLCSRﬂﬂi%ﬁ
21 ¥ A 73 px el Be @ o Griffin and Mahon (1997) ~ Wright and Ferris (1997) ~
Aigner (2006) ~ Nelling and Webb (2009) £ Wu and Shen (2013) % :'FK %31 CSR
BRI Benh o RAdEidF M CSR 22 & £ 4 o T 3 4rap i
T EFARRAR S AT TS B AR B A S BT AR oA R oD
E£FEAF et ~CSR A3~ CSRT §#%BMrE» > CSR A %m 7 &
Flo Flgt o HH ¥R CSR frpdirdp ik B enb BiE 7 L § o
CEHF Y LR L AER S ARIORET AT LS AR E L2
CSR#F»7* E R @8 TH - | e i+dp ¥ © Yang (2016)4p ! = #7 1 iz CSR-CFP

b % 4§ F AL - Paul and Siegel (2006)/# & 4 #1oc % it (T &

M CSR o @ Tgld ) R ) enlgild e g~ F > 24
14

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



BER s e € X AB T ARH > G & A7 E I~ CSR fored 2 [ enff

B

TEF PO P RFHEFAET EHEFSF IR BITH > & 7

Im}

i
% 2> & 3£ Vitaliano and Stella (2006) ~ Dam, Koetter and Scholtens (2009) ~ Becchetti
and Trovato (2011) ~ Yang (2016) % -

Zhu et al. (2017)# * — %= > 2L % #c/# (slack-free Multi-directional Efficiency
Analysis MEA) % 4 45 ¢ 427 £ CSR 22 & ¥ p4i2 4 »c2 B enb B > B %3P
CSR¥41i7 522 F BF L > M4 CSRIF i ¥ € RS /3 > £ EF
EAM T A AR B qIERA 2 R0 7 LR ARR A S BARE - UAR
o pEARE T EaREE R By i MG Tt o - L EEAE T
BRI R ER e Y R ERE T ER RN f o BE

Huang et al. (2019)% ] * EIRIS FH Ejc 47 #¥CSR T4 > 7 ~ 47
ST T CSR $HH & AraF chfi 8, 5 2 L FEGES A L FH W 2]
W2 %5 4% o Forgione, Laguir and Stagliano (2020)# 7 2013-2017 & & 22 B B 74+ %
AP ERGFHE N CSREHAFEF»aF B 8% SFA > 2o 178 FEE T
#(panel data) % iz 3+ 4117 e B2 5 o IR~ & CSR ik § ok it > 5 4% 5 >

Ve AR IS B PR A AR Mt AR E AR e T] E A M K ik R

2 33N o

For #73 CSR A~ fhg A Fraf 24 1

94
x
=

Fukuyama and Tan (2021))2 & &} 5 %+ DEA 2 #2% ~ 7 ¢ F4Li7 2007-2017
Eamed > Tt HIFHrFE CSR Z Benbl 2> B 1 A Bch 47 angh » > &
%ﬁlA&%ﬁﬁ%—ﬁfﬂRﬁ%O&”’%ﬁﬂﬁﬁxﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘éT

E" %= BE R CSR ;Jlﬂﬁl o BEFI() E‘—ﬁ‘%%g"h’ﬁ;}?ﬁlﬁéii &‘F':"Ei,

FARM o m BT R AR S Q)Y ) EE R ARG B A F L AP
(3)4F p¥ &2 e jivre {Eifg ARRE > M e F'&«fq-/w\ﬁo sk AR R o *’k’ﬁ#’»)‘-@%jﬁ%%jﬁa
BB R R kT 0 R Ao AT RS 0 SR E fEALE F i T AN R

1A EEE o
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Belasri, Gomes and Pijourlet (2020)i * DEA % i 4 % (dynamic network)#-3|

3 CSR #H&FaF 8 AT HEHEp 2009-2015 & 41 B F 7184 7

=N

o RRESFLERE T EHAF I ET AL T2 B ) CSR HAGH

CPFTMGA R F £ R PEE

g
=

>‘I\

PR AT AR T e B R To X
f2 CSR 47 54 P | F R & - LR ¥ 1 5 CSR #

LT HF I o g

=1
mh}s*

Vitaliano and Stella (2006) £ _# 5 f * = & e 3T L FAAE F 2 LT H o
PEF AL BTG o % DEA A 473 WAL ® £ 4K F 2 % (community
reinvestment act, CRA) #f 137 F* 3] & g b = & 2 ohF -0 EF S SR Ei
FERTREFAECPFI T A CR1EANT A AN LS P 2y Fonk
HFERDR G (ERBHLL AN FrB M ¢ T el & B a5 B cat
EATHRBBEFEFEL Y T 2l B ok TR AN B ARG R
3 ¥ (outstanding) » & B £ AL § FE 0 F EE AR LA BT L A W
B 5 4 i (satisfactory) < A7 § % % AEom 0 R B HEPAR N & A Ao A IR
FURAEREL AT RNPBETE A AREFRECRAZFRLT N L0 &

FALEFEd EEEF R LA 5 | Nk ko e guldy D CRA 3R

Hehd 2 (implicitoutput) » 48 » CRA #7#{ 4réh A3 ¢ NI A & kA gockd o &
$a e FaEas BET I - BRI R

% - B &% CSR Jpihc » = & Zn s 11/ & #eeh & Dam, Koetter and
Scholtens (2009) » # & * KLD 34 & 74 > # CSR a‘ﬂ EiTLRB %K 7

#EPE CSR e 0 £ F #CSR ¥ T2 A A4~ 0 4731 19912004 &

FAES sim g ¥ 40 CSR LT P A8 2 KB - b ERBRA R
B B EFER > CSRAEF § /B MF = AE>cF > FRLRFBERT =
Zooo# FREFRP N CSR¥EFH &G {1 > 27 2K E/BGR -

£40.(2009)F1* @ K TR & %A 452 (Two-level DEA)A 45 &5 8 19 72 4
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"
i<
\

f

3
@
s
l“‘i

PR RSTARAAR PR I B U PR ek~ fEAE T
WA S (DA FAENEAF BT b0 F A LB RS AT UF
BiFLE A QAR EFER DI By A RKE bavek ey s
AP PR AR Y E TR ]

Becchetti and Trovato (2011) i * *£ & & 574 % 1 B /% (latent class stochastic

frontier) > #£ 34 1,085 R E F & 15 # B CSRArd A s Fenff (2> & f* L

o»

#R & $-7) (semiparametric mixture model) fp 3+ 4 & Jofic » #-f Ak ¢ F T
P miRREY N 2 A I fehp B R AHATEG EFRETE RIS

ASBOFT A REN O AT SR L EEAE T ERF DA
ArFAp s o

Mecaj and Bravo (2014)4 45 2001-2007 # FF p4 7338 4 FlBrens @ £ F $3H ~

FEREFEPRG AL BB S B FEHEEAEF AR PR
%%%ﬂ%?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁiﬁgﬁf*ﬁﬂﬁgﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬁiﬁﬁﬂ
BRES g SlASK AL E TR R 1 SRR TR A P 0 R

EEALEF im0 mE o ek A uiE- 4 B BY CSR & % 0 BIF ¢ 5
A3
Yang (2016)# * = [# £ DEA = ;2 U2 R B S B " L B P 8> &7
FHELS T % S&P500 § (T ATEE A FHE d 37 }F‘Z&#—mﬁ)\é_ﬂ!‘é—f#_
AR RAELS G EREFEAERE CERBENRFR G FF I FTAETE

SESEY: SUEN I E AR § A4 - 4 PRS- TR P N PR 5 LS

N

LEBEPBER O S FAESF SR AN L EYE R  FAEP

I E L

La
FJ

Ao st B ETE Y EnF TS ¥k L4 CSR ptkis B

R¥ o R AP S W @t (market-to-book value ratio) ¥ (T4 ¥ 0 1 &
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m@%
&
=

\,
th
\ﬁ»
‘.\.\_
C‘)
w2
=

F® 2% % < Tobit i fF47 3 & 47 CSR 4 1R 8.3 ¢ ¥

LM MP MG R8T CSRE I EEF- B

peits
F»
.E“V

\\"“

baegp ok o gt b L HS E PP E CSRAR A £ T f IS A L CSR
NS SURIFEE R SR G EER £ RN ON NENPNE N B R ki E S

3 B%(2017)F 7 2010-2014 & 19 B B 7% 114 78 Fhg Y Fre @ * 3
PRy 2 23R BREER > C¥EAEF ERA S C¥agy L F 4
B % - RPEEY TR BT REEY S 0 S o Tobiti&ﬁp’?
WEAl o AT B - PRSP R ok F B S A T R TR 2 M
FPIRPHCFE A G b EBEF ESERRET I v B AT £ ¥
Mg FEARE T BT R S Aot A 4 AR e AR L R
FRBE %k o

# % 9 (2020)7 F >t Dam, Koetter and Scholtens (2009) % CSR ## § i®

Y- A AREGANZ - 0 A% 4 RSP G B 2 (quasi-fixed) &
#HFF CSRAGZARL ~AA® R ~ 2702~ JITHGA -~ pipfrfied-
B RBE S f1* X% 3 38 F 2 g DEA & 5 SFA & fa 7] > v fig®
fe CSR & » #1427 s e, 8 o F I &7 o CSR Thit S > & 4873 I A 471073

LEF R RREE s BEFRAE 213 0
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% 2-1-3 CSR 7k 5 % #c2 »c 5 07

B % 8/ i DEA et SFA
A fo g
Ak T o i
& B T e T
& s g
RSN AV = B
EL A v 3 B FE %
R R o BE hats
HorF & BF 2 R CSREMHEFGHPBF  Ha £ £ 6

FTERPEHLEE FHRECER)A ek & 2k (Vitaliano and Stella (2006),
Becchetti and Trovato (2011)) » = ¥ # 1% & Ik 5 % Hf L4 7 & & 2 5 (Dam,
Koetter and Scholtens (2009) ~ Yang (2016)) o F]y* » 42 (7 5 3 sxF §2A3 ¢ » 3

Bohor fEAE T TR
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223 p RS Sl BT LR A D

beiw K17 - A ¥ LS 22 ? Fire, Grosskopf and Weber (2004)£r Zelenyuk
(2006)4p 1 e 5, B W 7 G oeB ALY B R UG B B R RN
B3 RRFIRDAAMERIEFFI I F A GRS F Lﬁl» HFEn

CREHF o w RS D FHIE ~ 2 A 0T e (additivity) & # $ (translation)

L

AU E R B A LT O }gie 2 g+ & % (radial approach) & 4 #c 2 (index

approach) ;2 & 4&4v 2 cnff 28 > 4v S 1B B R T D 2T E {

im
|
[
e
i
4
T
s

v
lal

B R B R RS A E ok L BB SR A en & F TR AR

WA s g i v TR g M R R 2 DR TR R

TG o
AIEFKEIRHFAAFE A XHFIRE-RAFTERE > LR A e
WhHORARAINL A RA R L RESFE L RS L BB 2 B

B AT BB $21 %F +2 5P R RI(People~Purpose ~ Payment ~ Protection ~ Perspective)
R e U U SN RS LR A AR S B a: Sl ’i*ul%»{lﬁ" U
FRIAG A ARILY LB ETIEA > F o VARG - AR AL B2
AiEAEY &7 FF & o Chung, Fare and Grosskopf (1997) ~ Seiford and Zhu (2002) -
Fére et al. (2005) £ Huang and Chung (2017) % 4] * = » jEd S 8¥ p d X 2> @

Gk R ¢ 5 AR AR N hd Bk o

22.1 Fp 'é};k—
o8 5 F(2006)4 15 2002 & 4 H 5 T 246 L £ 5 F G 2k
FrARGANTR LA HL R F LR A RPILA N AL}

PR EE 438 ANIE P LA 2o r B 8 30 B

PR A N FEORES N - G R Ay f bR A D S gL
ea @A A N BCCHA - %A T 21 FRE B 7 AR » AL A
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MGG RF IR FIS R R IR F AR BT A LB a3
PREESRTEAN] Sl 4 o E e A A e MR g R IS

F oo 2 {5 F 1% Tobit HoAlHE T 2 74 Fl % $ocd PP P FRE § R L

Enh)

* %‘Kﬁvz‘;ﬁ:{iﬁ”ﬁ N2

AR TE % 4 (2000)F F R g B ¢ 30 B Y HA B Eg e BT

\

> i3 2z Mar Molinero (1996)¢ % 38 F* 34 DEA #-4] » 3 » 253 40 & 4 % 8o
T SRR SHRE T - BREDIINPETEGRA Y NEFE A FIPR
L AR T RELINP LA AT LMY FE R R kAT - I
2 PRF RV BN R A N AR AER kg e BISFR
ST E G P AP AR 2 ok o

4R Q2011)10 * 5 BEAE S B 2006-2009 # 30 Fk M R~ R E
2.4 A4 #ek > ¥ 07 Malmquist-Luenberger (ML) 4p #ics™ 5 3% 8 B (7 02 &
Ao RAFESDG TR TR SRR 2 AR L (1)5% F $E (strong
disposability ) » 4117 ¥ T &, " MG Hp i am F ¥ T Ak & A (2)33 ¥ #(weak
disposability ) » 427 & *% Mg B2k B i ) (R 0 R A 4T RIE A A 0 B
B AT oME AL P FRRMEE FEREE LAY Bt ik
2 Malmquist {p#ciFit o> A3 FREw FEE AR A LG 0% HpRE
PRI E 0 Bor 3 YRR A N BR T IRER SR AL ik e

Huang and Chung (2017)4]* = & R4t S Hele PF L35 3 4o £ 50 foip » 2R R 40
ANEE Ak gL AER 0 E- HIFH 1999-2012 £ % - = pAax
EFFFR)FT KA F R/ B 1 o B8E P oS > IR A 2002 £ 2w 0 41{7 B

vk B IRAEH S ABH 0 @t FFR ) TIRT %A% > 580 04017 L aH

‘Er

002 % FFR TR o 62006 & ez v 4 foal &+ & 87 2008 & e 2
PR ek B A GRHEN > 2 F 7R & iR 7 (FHOSE & v 4 (7
B fe2t FHC 4167 § § %5
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F o s HREFIFRI Q0195 RES F2EA A

m
133
=
T
&
E,;
2
3
X
%E

FHEA 17 1970-2010 & & FARMEHRRLETH > A58 2R FEEF £ 40~
Eapew RrAig 2™ > R K22 R e Sl PRI A D G R
EFTERES TS TR 11 S ST PN TR R U P
BRER FRA NG RS E LAY B LR PR B s
S R - N P T Tl g T Y ST A
Huang, Chiu and Mao (2021)4 +7 2002-2015 & 5 /# 51 %3 ¥ 417 2 Hjiwsc

G AR S BAEEL AL A NS R R RS S %H A e

N

T

\
~
>

2
S

I
7

bR

A ERET S RE AR SE S PR AT S EI S T L

b
\_.
ow
fE
N
I
-
pE
i
i
4
!
v
-l
a7
=
4]
1)
[es
At
o
X
U}
S
-
2
,‘m
>
ol
a}
W
=
(-wb
i3
[
-

§F AR E S A A WAL T ALT R 0 R A4 A B
*

(7 e o 1A 17 2007 £ &b R A LS RF B0 A

=

3 Fon Y RARGANRFESY I TR

BRI A DT E LY R T

222 A= }f’é
Park and Weber (2006) ¢ * DEA = w jEddolic > 2= B » 228 504 ¢
25 2 B 2R A D07 e A 0 3R eE B 1992-2002 £ 4L(7 ¥ R 3k

% Luenberger # A& # é?é‘é%:}ﬁﬁ%—’ FHEEFERT o N HEN S S REFT E
v

-_\
Eﬂ}—
Tﬁr
W

J;E]J(F—]-&%F el

Fukuyama and Weber (2008)4- %+ p #* 42{7 % 2002-2004 & F 41> i& * DEA =
o FEAE S B AUMARG2 0 B B AR G AR A T BRI ahB e S &

WA RS B B8 R F B & (null-jointness)dF 15 0 i B Ak e AL
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ARIEALY DR A& A A 2 ED T AR R E R EFEF RR
itk LB A o

7 et b it @ * DEA = 2 » Koutsomanoli-Filippaki, Margaritis and Staikouras
(2009)F] % SEH8E F = » FEAE S B 73 1998-2003 £ ¢~ K B 10 FI4LF Lk
fr Luenberger # & 4 4phen® i » SR HFRFLEILAID FF7 B3 F
G F B FRoOM G - B8 EDL A4 TRTHFRE AR AR
seEfEa VA EaEd A4 VA A B R TR @ B A3 Aok chec Lo

Malikov, Kumbhakar and Tsionas (2016)F]* 2001-2010 & ¥ &+ 4|5 ¥ 427
Bk LB AFAR AT TE RS Ao o PR ER R L SET A
% + + % (Bayesian Markov chain Monte Carlo)™ j# i£ {7 53+ > B#Hh A7 4 £ H
WL BERFTEN AP ERNA PRI EBG 2 P s A A
2 F fRA O G 2 e IR SR AR Y R T R e

Shao, Xu and Shao (2020):2 2013 ~ 2015 4= 2017 & # R L 3+ 3 3125
FRFERELIAIRA O BRFL, L A F-H FERF KPP ERF BT
FERFEERNFTERGT TR A SAIFTE 5 HK > AN E Zonfd b sk > gp ¥

DEA = 2@ $8EF A SLIFTE 0 NAREFASAFTHE* b 'G5 LR KA

i

MprFoimh o HF R A HFERFHESAIEAREFT IR RGF ER
FaplatHc i b G PHF ERFIRAREL - QURIF ERF{B
PERFFETH BT LR PERFIR B QAR A% F R
A ORPRE ERE RS B EREF RS ASAIRTIRE IR R Ford R

% R G 4ok 2201 ¢
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(2006)
g 3 %
(2009)

5 E & (2011)
Park and Weber
(2006)
Fukuyama and
Weber (2008)
Malikov ,
Kumbhakar and
Tsionas (2016)
Huang and
Chung (2017)
Foee s Rk
REECE
(2018)

Shao, Xu and
Shao (2020)
Huang, Chiu

and Mao (2020)

2002 #

2003 #

2006-2009 =

1992-2002 +#

2002-2004 =

2001-2010 &

1999-2012 #

1970-2010 &

2013 ~ 2015 ~

2017 &

2002-2015 #

LEE 201 R €

14 30 ok FALF X

R E

P AT E

AR AR ERS

LA ¥

e & 51 RF FAF

o B S B
DEA -~
o B S B

DEA - = % B4t

DEA

W R

iR e
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23 p 21
2301 P2 lEgd BEE

THEBER A A SRR P e pF > B & P02 (maximum likelihood
estimation, MLE) g% i% i # -] & = ;* (corrected ordinary least squares, COLS)Z_# ¥
R P E 0 R WAL PR FE e EF LA G A AR TR Rp Rk
& JE BB eb 4 M (exogenous) o TR R enThlic B B - R o - L NEIEA T
REFHAL AL PMM GG ETE E - R ReL R EY
ey A A RPN REARET I RN A LA -

PRl 2D e i AT R R RS A A AR
I - L FA Y R SR A T G A TR A 2
PR AT o IO A P 2R AR FIF T
-~ Bk

- LR EEE L RERRI AP FIRR R B 7 AN

AP R ;T*l'i’ AT 4 MBI .

TR EAE R L RFRSE D AEE ] F R R i
ol WEEFLOREE B A RPN AR

SRS RO G MR ARk B F R E Y - B AR &g
HiwswfF2est > SRp REEFLAIPME > F W22 2SR
(simultaneous equations bias) °
Choi, Choi and Byun (2018)4p i £ ¥4L ¢ § Eehp 2 PR AEA < Kk » - £

E 14 i £ (selection bias) » # LK 4] L CSR AKX Pz Fratpc { & 2 & p 385 %

FH o g AEW dok s CSR #¥cy T4 - 2 FEF > 2 FHAY onk

iIE,T* ¢ &2 CSR % #cAp B - = &7 = I 3 (simultaneity problem) » & ¥4 ¢ § i=

TRt EAR{IBOMBEP R LI LFIBMBEP AP F TN FEL
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g FEER S THEE L RAN B ke TLANES A RT] aA 4
FHAEFER P APPFHEL S AP R LS Y E03E % Amsler,
Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)#% 11 B FHc2 f34Ap 4 BEFfE > 732 - R

Benfilic 3 o

23215&@?&

"R R BEA B N A MR AEF =0 2 7R Kutlu (2010)2¢ Tran and Tsionas (2013)>
BERIE AT D HFAAAPM - d A2 N2 R m kI al T T
6 %k B % ¥ ; Karakaplan and Kutlu (2013)2 © 4% E 7 ¢ 450 4 TRt % ¥ o

Tran and Tsionas (2015) € %22 . 2 (£ % e o £ 3% 4 7 & 4p B 2.5 Copula
Sofic o 1 B PEIE (T S BciE it 0 34— /8 Copula 2 kK mbp 4 SEES

B #4031 8 3 Tran and Tsionas (2013) =34 # MLE 4 GMM 3+ {8 » 12 5

o

+ % (Monte Carlo)fift it 7 £ 47 » 13 d anip it 3 2 2 % 247 o

Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)_% - & #2 § £ 344 » 78 & B =8 4 5§
REFIH AN A MR o Rt YRR S B - BA S BRI
EPRAMC R OB EFLAT N B G M SR 2 B BRA A
S ¥ s translog S8 > 8% - A E Bl T 2 £ (2SLS) 0 1% 1 B i “ﬁ%&m
MR A U L 0k (LIML)E (7 35 > A TR R W
Alvarez and Arias (2004) » F]3 %> FALE 2 > 22 f #F7 7 1999-2010 £ 137 @ &
FLT A 3REE S B G F M (panel data) o

Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017)2 ® 3% & + & T B % 8 » - b FpF
TR R AT S R A N 2R Ao A AR #&{—"5’ BTG

OB BEF A S 02 (simulated MLE)iE (7 5 3 o

\

Santin and Sicilia (2017)%f 2012 & 71 #75 £ 3 2> BERKTINMEFTFHF
B g N AR b AR BB > e R L R
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&

PARSG A v AR - BTN 2 R F TR
T FER N AR AL B & T Rk {I% - f81 R4~ DEA (II-DEA)
FOEBAL B ufRA N 4 PR 5 K5 2L DEA Ritih- R KEFH TR
7

% B A etk AT o B RN A MR II-DEA 2 2T RS

o

Latruffe et al. (2017)4 47773 R £ A REHFLRE £ enfpmaF B8 i F e 5

Hent s b £F R (CAP)E » FHB-p 1990-2007 & 9 B & E B Fo i3

I

Fg 1990 £ T Efp S B W e fIB 2 & 2 H A 57 &
AT EF T LI frE R RN AER A SRR G N 2 R
125 Chamberlain (1987)csc 5 1 & % #ic(efficient instruments) > B 3 & g * & £
/2 (method of moments, MM)i& 7 fz 3+ » 5 % 2% T B ¥ 48 RE 5o L B s 5 an s 38
ARAPARFEE FAR TR A D w2y B ¥ b 2003 &£
CAP ehzc & W33 1 At REe F 3 AP 3 cngs 58
Karakaplan and Kutlu (2017) #® * & % $£i2i% $£34 p A 4f 2 & L s apf A
(panel stochastic frontier)#-3] cap & |+ R 48 » 484% 741 2 & P~ Braguinsky et al.
(2015) » 5 1896-1920 # 4z~ & & 134 R o A £ 4 & o s Bakox
% % 7| Herfindahl-Hirschman Index (HHI):* & 2.7 - & R B8 $FREXD 5

FPRSMZEFZ Aok A g Lo PP SR R B A R HTRS G

=N

A e BEOEA SR AR T gp AR A F R HEY
Bfraf e B g @ R H0A1Y A p A A dr gk it fT}“”‘ S
Lai and Kumbhakar (2018)1] * 2001-2012 # & % ¢ &0 128 B 2% T R+
1,510 1 1 o & BRI E - ST S0 TR A T2 FA L 445 &* MLE {r
% NLS = i3 & PR BB AR & 2 2 03] eh St o 30 3R A o 7 B M chl sk

FoFER BRI R L P A A P I B R PP A R A R e

LB RHE A AMEBER A TR BA R R - LA 4
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RAE(S T B ah e Lvg) 0 V- B AP PR TG LR 0
Ullah, Akhtar and Zaefarian (2018)F]* &= & 101 R} 7 = & 2002-2016 # %

4

15 & BT B S k)

N

BT R LR AT L 2

R

q«

Piplifef 2 PSP EonnE BRE K od 0N 2 MR FIT % AR
A ko] TR s B @ & (fixed effects) ¥ fr - 4k it &5 £ 2 (generalized
method of moments, GMM) > i FL,*-‘%‘F& TR FALAR > 2 HN A BEERRE
P BP0 GMM 3] 4 47 ehd boi # B R - RIS o

Choi, Choi and Byun (2018)4* ¥t 4% B 2002-2010 # AE X 7 H- 3 2 2L & @
NP AT EEMEFTEE L E IR TR o d 3 CSR K KA anE
#H AL o e Heckman — 2 200 » FIRELGEPN 2 B EEREFAE
FEZEEPOLT IR AL B AW P Bh-E R g F TR
#1358 P (discretionary accruals) 2 BF e f o B T 2 BEF o KA 0 ¥ YR

G EAEFEDPN AP fEAE T EKEE R B E R E (% (real activities

~,).

iy
'3

manipulation)2_ FFF e f v B %179 2R A ¥

\ﬁ'—

BEAP EEAEF ERER
BARLEBEALfFAFEFERRL o

Béchir et al. (2019) & 42 2004-2017 & 28 Fdnz ¥ 5 M £ ¥4 € 5 ’%
(corporate social performance, CSP) £ p4 7% 5 »%(corporate financial performance,
CFP)z. PR a2 p A PR AL > B fEp 2 PR AP A 2 2 10 2 dop i@ &
BLED G T > JI* S22 e R ] T2 2 s Bk 2 (fixed-
effects) ~ F & 2x% IV/2SLS ~ — it # L 2 fo— it S| T2 2 5 > BFIR- &
b ARG o BRI H I K 2 s FEP AR A Y RN 2 i)
§ # 3k CSP-CFP 2 B e T B MR F & » B % A2 7 HA B E o i
Lm0 LR P LKA o CSP e CFP 2 ' 5467 A -

Kutlu , Tran and Tsionas (2019)%* 7 #£ 3¢ # B ~ 4] i%*& 41{7 1976-2007 &

H AR BRI 4 M RO R RS P AR LAk
28

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



P e 1 (heterogeneity)fr & sx F S PR e o R+ RAR X R A 47T T

FrEREFRE NI EIRFEF e MG LR ERRCE TSN 2

MR 2k

o @;];Je;agggf;p@ dr i 2-3-1

EEF A FAHASTY BT H B

% 23-1 pAMHEIEAR [F%
T4 TALE > T &R oy
Santin and Sicilia 71 #1532 228 1 & ﬁ] »~ DEA
2012 #

(2017)

Laure Latruffe et
al.(2017)
Karakaplan and
Kutlu (2017)

Lai and Kumbhakar
(2018)

Ullah, Akhtar and
Zaefarian (2018)
Choi, Choi, and
Byun (2018)
Béchir et al. (2019)
Kutlu, Tran and

Tsionas (2019)

1990-2007 &

1896-1920 &

2001-2012 &

2002-2016 &

2002-2010 &

2004-2017 &

1976-2007 &

Eiar

O BRE FRFLEE

134 39 A ¥

128 & % R § &
R TR

EFR 101 7 2 F

FRA AR

(II-DEA)
# % ;2 (Method

of Moments, MM)

B & PRI E

- & MLE

e LA O 951
(GMM)

Heckman = ¢
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24 RiFEwnF Lo
241 Fike o7

CENE T TR R F e R P Y AR R R s
FEHoA &G A E - A FH e %A 47/% (dataenvelopment analysis , DEA)»
B>t & > % (non-parametric approach) » I * #IZHRL)E 0 2 FEABEK L A
(F A)d B {5 > ¥ LA S K AR AL T R X R R R

¥ - f62 245 s ! 2 (stochastic frontier approach , SFA) » & 5 # i

Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes (1978) 7 =& i¢ * iz i = 2 » B3k 2 & $iFE_F 2
#L$-3F f* (constant returns to scale, CRS) » Li‘f#b'“r?‘;ﬁ e CCR #.4] - H {4 > Banker,
Charnes and Cooper (1984):c i3k & & #jiF & % #° -3 f¥(variable returns to scale,
VRS) &74 47> fs BCC 3] WRBERFRFLANRS 2R 5 FF
[k 7

Feith and Pasiouras (2010)% &g 196 % 3= 1% 42{7 ¥ »c ¥ [ﬁ’c ip J1 DEA &
BR L P A AR ANTEEYT 32 > B % % DEA 2 23R 72 b
Z_Sherman and Gold (1985) » # * CCR #3874~ 17 % W - REEF T 14 7
F- g ERDE - Fr B S 2RI LT oy ERF X0 4

s

NP ZEAEL A RAIREAM LT ARG - R MBRRAS T A
EFREEE LD E s RN R IR i & Rk frw
NEREDrER A 2 p 4 o Alyetal. (1990):cEk * BCC #-4) » 4% 1986 # %
R 322 AU GTA  HFr AP AL ~FT AT REFT £ ANAEP ;
EFRERCFFEFREA - FEARH AT PR frFR P s BREFRELER
7N g gt e B RS Ranio PO ALF 1 & G R E S 0 1 F] S
TRANIE A 3 AR A o

Sherman and Gold (1985) ~ Berger and DeYoung (1997) ~ Wheelock and Wilson
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(1995) ~ &8 % 4% ¥ #1(2000) 2 543 2 (2002) % » F 4 * DEA = 2 ~ 474117 &
&4 »x 5 o Feith and Pasiouras (2010) &< )E%'}*}éﬁ,“ # 3 CRS N iR X 3 4
“73 DMU % i} Rii-(optimal scale)shzf 77 38 £ 4 v = = > 5 M 41{7 25 e
Fror BCC 3] B 5 o it dopt > v {35 # ¥ CCR 3l BR 0 Bl
Noulas (1997) ~ Avkiran (1999) #2 Soteriou and Zenios (1999)% > 33 % # * VRS =

WREF WAL » A BERIA X AT AT ApF 5

#* DEA 287 ¢ R4 ¥ Py e [ﬁ% » 4o Chen, Skully and Brown
(2005) ¥ 4P B é_ﬁ’%"‘,ﬁ% & fE 1P R 12 0 1993-2000 & B 43 FALT s~ ~ Hojie
FrEe e cng it > FIREF ~ A4 2 [ A aF g3 9 41427 > R & 3
1o A E o @ FEH TS fofe B 20 F o Ariff and Can (2008)F 3 1995-2004 &
28 R B RP P A > BRI FERE X ko HX I8 H
F47 0 i ARG 4L o

MUE 22 BTk egRls B (2012)F7 5 2008-2011 & B} 20 75F AE & 4L

e

%

W

S o AEEF TR &4 473 BCC~ CCRA%&FH » 2 P 5 330k
BEEE CHILFTASPLANANAP ZRERE I  BEFRY

CAMELS j# %= G RPN 72 ot FIRPEICF AR »cF T T 4P > &
M FEHFTAST FRa 4 B EN S ERIAM R HTAST R
MIAPR 0 4UTE FARHILFPF > AT R ~ B AR -

22 4r: @ EQ016)% * Friedetal. (2002)#73 41 = FF £ DEA 2 > -4
2009-2011 # B &% 34 7475 102 LR 2 {32 FFEA 47 Fd £ F4-
§FEHAFELY FohB o AN R FoHm KT UE A L (F
5 (1997) 0 P E o feE (2008)) 5 o REP| S T A S FBLE T A B
. CSR @& PR FT &K s TAI » > RFER ¥ dgmr > ¥
PLEMEFEZRBRBE A FAANPE AN FEL O o LR

CRESR PR B E R A B 6 ORI T e
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Fias s 0 P A BEPE T R LR -

DEA ;2 #7e3F B > — &% & DEA(satisficing DEA) »  Udhayakumar, Charles
and Kumar (2011)2 2 Charles and Kumar (2014)¢ 5/ * A& - 287 S %G
4 5 = A5 DEA(fuzzy DEA) > Meng (2014) = F 3% 11 4p B < § - Kaffashetal.
(2020) 3 4,4 47 1993-2018 # A ik £4* DEA = 2% a7 7 32 £ 35 132
B TR DEFTEE o DEA 22 o 4ok % TR i % DEA (shared resources
dynamic network DEA)~ 2 & & & §E#t I #ii(modified directional distance function)
i% % DEA {r#i#s DEA -

Tsolas and Charles (2015)* ;% & DEA ;* % =8 # "8 42{7 &3z F - Chen and
Wang (2015)#& 1994-2010 # 14 ¢ R F "L > #]7 ¥ 41722 2000-2010 #
BFRBBFPELGFTFIRS SR AEFRMEFCT VRN H4LFT M 8% @
O AT AR Y B R > 414217 ™4 o Chen et al. (2013)4¢ * #5k DEA 2
41 2008 & 530 RALFE T E IR F 2 B Hh 'k & 17 o Puriand Yadav (2014)

22 A D T > 4% 58 DEA B R * 4 45 5 B 4247 - Wanke, Barros and
Emrouznejad (2018) & # % 4% DEA £ -k DEA = 2 € AT % B £ 4L (7 7§ o
Chen, Matousek and Wanke (2018) i * & & DEA #3474 2%k & i 7o ¥ Hp /F enad

F4Li72c % o

2.4.2 '{f#ﬁ ) %

BE 20305 4107 G g v };JC < § R 7 HEa S (technical efficiency, TE)
BT HTLF R T AT U R R FHR B2 AR DAY AT
PR Al F NS e 5 S =r); R R o AN PI A LR s oF NP ST
RHPF T A A FTHT e A s (cost efficiency) 22 F1 7B sz & (profit efficiency)
= —‘ﬁ 37 LB - ) 3TfE e Fpr S &2 e B s (allocative efficiency, AE) » 4p B 72

% 4 Miller and Noulas (1996) ~ Rogers (1998) ~ Berger and DeYoung (2001) % -

32

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



SRR R SRR - o v FE AR WA AR T
# W 4e » @ 2% I (inefficiency term)?t » 7 - 2 FiE 2 SEH F1E * S8R L R
TR EHTE R L]?% ¢ 35 Mester (1993) ~ Weill (2004 ) = Fries and Taci (2005)
FLE RPN E 5w (1997,1998,2002) ~ £ 44 B {7 T Iéb(2006) g E E A (2007)
@ Fmfojp PR (2008) % 3R AR ¥ SFA 2 HF £ K Hiokz @ )]?r Huang,
Chiang and Tsai (2015)4% * SFA i# #5347 ~ LBk B AL £ 54 sk » A w3t
FaofrrE R S e fEgsfo FRd 3T 1998 & BB ET 4 B 5 {0 2008 £
HERE & FREGFEFEZF A > ELREFLE S o

AEELRRE RIS DAY RN R RBRATEERTE
R Flm H4LE S 2 S i 2§25 - Pasiouras, Tanna and Zopounidis (2009) ¥
By 2 ow s 1220002004 & 74 BRIR6IS RO B E R ERG LAY
Hh o HFH (T REFRRN) TARLS 723 EREY St ianE i
B U HAE S AR R E S BEFRDB P FEELF 2 ER

HBHF T EHF AR S QLB DT A EFHF 1 F AT 4riE i

B

TNERTE ~ Q)EHAUT FAUGIRIA L AR E ARk o B X ASRS o R P
7 B »xF o LeSanovska and Weill (2016)F]* 2002-2013 & # 5. 427 et & Fofd
AT AR F L B G BT Ak L B MG 2mA
BT MoreF 2 Benbl 0 2 2 F 10 (Basel 1) { ftechT 4+ & &
ToA R EREF P ERBIIR P FH R TREFRRE T EFE D
B o
B2 o ow B FHELE S R B 2 el 2 e $735(2013)

E Kzsﬂ#fﬂ ER A AGEIE O fEA g

w\*

By gk R e i
v\ FEEE(2016)17 2002-2013 & LA 15 R A LT 4R 17 A pb s A
% B AR PR E > - 9 1" Huang, Huang and Liu (2014) 5%

ERERZoFEHS TS F ik 0 HE 54 e 2§25 Liang, Cheng and Lin

33

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



(2020):F * "g45 8 A2 FF34 9 " F A A CAMELS 44544 = & s i

-

%4 CAMELS 4§ BE R P RGP REDIAnF > F 4472 F
G o
EIRAS J]?Hir Akande and Kwenda (2017)i& * SFA ¥ GMM % > # * Bankscope
Behp B cndi7 T > #8533 2006-2015 # 37 B R R F 4T 0 B EA R ek
PR SR FIRMIRR O AFE TS g HERL DR QPR FR
#F g FRIEE G &M o Nguyen 2018)46 % ~ i T4 ~ & £-ie» =
& e o #731 2007-2014 & L P~ B R RF 8708 AfefliEa Sy g R o
Nguyen and Vo (2020) | #5 34 2007-2014 & { PP 437 T 2 @538 | $442(7 2 5 el
fg_& o
TERE )I?c FK F_ik B 7B #E 314117 & A 205 > Huangetal. (2013)# * 2005-
2009 & F 69 Btk AT AL AT DB P RIS EREE 2 T A
e A% %L B o Cheng, Liang and Huang (2014) PR % © & & > 4533 5 B8
T A o R F RIS s P E o BT UERB S AT 5 Q)
< H R AT 53V 3% B 472 - Ding, Fung and Jia (2015)# * SFA ## 7 # 5
2005-2013 # ¥ FELF R A F enFZ o FREF & - JIF e B3 FEiTE 4
Fercik 7 & F B2 o Rahmanetal. Q017)#E 4 R 7™ & ~ Bt~ PR ~ 7
B~ 2t) 2007-2015 # 427 F A fr & g ? 4 & &0 o Phanetal. (2018) *
SFA =% > 4831 2003-2012 & L T fo+ T E e F 12 B B 7o 247 74U R Y% e
2 5t F] % (18238 o Nguyen and Pham (2020)4 47 2005-2017 # 4% 3 42 {7 =t & 3%
F > & w1l DEA {r SFA #7342 ¢ chZ & o
EFEMBPHDFRE  FLIREGYRF > rapriie SRELF
(2018)# * ¢ B 2006-2015 & 79 73F ¥R F TR HF* SFA IR E P
B £4F enflBsad o 473 3 e & ens B Y R £85I G P
H

FHARPEREFRIBE LB OFREF PRI F FREATIES 13
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Fap Al 24 IE %S B 8% AP B AL R - Ardizzi, Crudu and Petraglia (2019)
#3t T + 2 i (electronic payments)4 {7 ¥ £ F7fr = A s nbf % - 2 2006-2010
EZAJREFLHRATTFRFRD T BRE g 2 1A A A g

PRERMGI R > Fa 483 L ol 2 Frgs i Ao B B F i+ o Adesina
(2019)4+4+2005-2015 & 31 {# 25 B 7339 F3 £ 42170 A 4747 £ 7 * (intellectual
capital, [C)¥+ Hjiv ~ fie B fr =t & 23 DR R IC HHARE endl e~ 2 fedfrs A

a7

F oA

~=i
=

MR S A S o Aol e~ Tk sk fodzdn f 01S) AL
FREERCHEY ARG §F RGeS 2 PERFZ S5 2 TP flE»x
FER BEBFRFG P FERAFLNLLERG 7L (B DT EPIEEF - FlF #
fe3 F(2015) R A% SLi b " ¥4 T £ 34 2000-2012 & 16 P W B 417
AJUERSF AT - R EFRY MAFEOR'RLE Rp 2 kPR % 23 g
B FIR P B GRS o B 2 e B (01 Y 12 ReRER
FIR T L4FFIE s 2 258 - 45 7 (2013) » #4 5 ~(2007) ~ 2 149K (1998)
MERAT ARG AECAMERFIFALH R FHEP £ B ETIRS
P
P £ B BRESY RS AT O D FRiE L REF AT e
Berger, Hasan and Zhou (2009)41 * SFA i# i 3+ 1994-2003 # ¢ B 47 = & 27 4
B o BT RE G JIEF > Wy AEFEREJIE S > BH L ArnF
o Fu and Heffernan (2009) 4 * : ’ﬁ“ 23RBS > A ¢ R & 1985-2002 & R
B AL KM o 3 ¥ R R R RN o B LD
FIRF 2 F Ry 5§ L@ FEF P S B Efes L w5 - Fungacova,
Pessarossi and Weill (2013)# * SFA 4 47 2002-2011 & & 76 %7 B4 £ L 4
SR B AR SR G AT B AUTE K¢ LI LY %

Fe 4 g 5 A 4E SR E A F 4217 5B » & Berger, Hasan and Zhou
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(2009)4%f 1994-2003 & 2 & 5% — K o
AL ”;’i%&.ﬁé*}]&ln\ 17 04 Yao et al. (2007)F * SFA #7& ¢ K 22 7427 &
1995-2001 # e g 225 » 38 AR > 414217 (5§ > F J B F 4117 § - Linand Zhang
(2009) R4 * 1997-2004 & Hp fF ¢ R4LiTenF kL I HE S AT HFEATT
SH¥H po2 25 - Garcia-Herrero, Gavila and Santabarbara (2009)% 1§ ¢ R 4{7
¥ % 19972004 & F 5 i flac 4 MEF R T Méthe AR RAGFFTAER R
¢ > BF B %427 (development banks) ™ £ #c ik 427 (policy banks)f& {1t # + 7
B RA T B e PEUE R 4 R BT SR IR B T ahie o ke
Lin, Tsao and Yang (2009)f * SFA j* fi=€ 1997-2006 & 63 7P R|4Li7 ¥ »%
FOFRIHPFRAMUTEF I TR LE R B FERFEF»FFH
B 417 > 4er WTO & > pt 3 842755 % + 2 - Jiang, Yao and Zhang (2009)
& * SFA 7% 1995-2005 & ¢ F4LFE 2P BB b s KEHE 0T 8
Al g e ey > R AFAMPARRL S M jepfer B 13 K
i 25 4 e84 o Yin, Yang and Mehran (2013)# * SFA #i=8 1999-2010 #
FPRAFESY »F FR N /YR EnT  FARENAFE
AR S MO AT RS R F AT R o T M ey AT AR R T AL

J.\l_\

4P S R TR AT A B 0 L F Y x4 Y ok
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% 2-4-1 ¢ R4EF E e F z)ﬁ@;}%

e ¥ FHE B FioiE FAial

Berger, Hasan and
1994-2003 #  SFA ;2 + A~ BT E
Zhou (2009)

Lin and Zhang (2009) 1997-2004 £  SFA j= LR
Fu and Heffernan (2009) ~ 1985-2002 & i =2 3 - %if

Jiang, Yao and
1995-2005 #  SFA ;2 NP RS e RYE
Zhang (2009)

Fungacova, Pessarossi
2002-2011 #  SFA ;2 i E
and Weill (2013)

Yin, Yang and
1999-2010 #  SFA ;% AR~ AREEA
Mehran (2013)

Hasan and Marton (2003)$k SFA i :=i% & 7 4] 1993-1997 # 427 % & & 2 4|
gk > BT RGO G forh TR B 4 iF'rS”ﬁ PR L T2
¥ 4 » - Bonin, Hasan and Wachtel (2005) 7% 14 g ' B 74Li7 255 5 7 7 ke 3%
*1994-2002 £ B 6 BApEiEH B R <~ A FHF 0 0 SFA 2 it A
FlE»T g o v e R A R 7T F G Ty RS IR TR A
F oA F G ILZAETRG T AP G PR F A E R €2 T
e

Mamatzakis, Staikouras and Koutsomanoli-Filippaki (2008) 4+ %+ 1998-2003 +# FF
Fibe r P10 B g f MELF Eend Al FAT g A 450 f1* SFA 2
MR R A AT R s B TR S And ke
Ao AFE S RR/EEDH PTHRELE G HERF S A B FTAGFIIEE
BAF > TG PR T K IEA 521 % R 2 K F E B o Staikouras, Mamatzakis and

Koutsomanoli-Filippaki (2008)~ & * SFA ;# # #7431 1998-2003 # & 6 B L % %
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szlf” Z_ = A3 F ”fﬁ€ﬁhﬁﬂ'ﬂif1i 2N N E - ’]‘Afilf‘fl’.l?ﬂ—ﬁ

BOPT BT LT R G ORE s A o gl vh s W i "’Fi“\ﬂxﬂﬁifiﬁ
<o HagXx s ‘@fﬂ’; ,,,ﬁa]v}uﬂz;@_g,Eljéig.»,f_g_m}l s hm e E R

ﬁ%:f’})klﬁpé):’E‘J:&}ETS?SP%@E\;*"5"’7]"ﬂf?mg\' FE‘?: ﬁ\’:}'j\ﬂ 9[-1

Liadaki and Gaganis (2010)F7 7 & B + # 47 7K & £ s 2 BB id >

HAFHB-p 2002-2006 & 15 BReR R RATL 747 > @ *F AR R 2 kB

B A flBocS o FIALE R NRH BT F I o HFARE 1

A ¥ Ao F E@%’Hﬁ&ﬂ kg% o Vardar (2013)F R A7 7 % & £ &7 20 Ao
BT M B G 5 1995-2006 & ¢ Befr A BB FULE 2 B H X T B R T
236 FLUGFHR A TR B F P E R E R E AT L W R B R Pl
e Bk FMAE BREFFJIEF A2 1 1 e kg F R w ¥ Liadaki and
Gaganis (2010)5% % 7 | » 2 A scd it fris & F § B3 F cnpf 1% o

Maradin, Prohaska and Nikolaj (2019)3% & ¥t 2000 # {5 3 % 7 B T 4117 ¥

AAERF TR R MAE L AT TR AT RANT ) BEFIRS

“Hn

SRR AR BN AFREEINE ] LR LR LT R RnE A

B* 32 e oo
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3 2-4-2 T ELITICE A 4T

T FALE 9 IZEER
Hasan and Marton (2003) 1993-1997 # & 7 Ji4Lf7 ® A~ FE T E

Bonin, Hasan and

1994-2002 & - B B 54L(7 Sl %Eéf#
Wachtel (2005)
Mamatzakis, Staikouras
and Koutsomanoli- 1998-2003 # ®E 10 ¢ B B & F 75 %E,fé“—;-f#
Filippaki (2008)

Staikouras, Mamatzakis

and Koutsomanoli- 1998-2003 & 6 B X s wE 7 3 FH 477 EEE
Filippaki (2008)
Liadaki and Gaganis

2002-2006 & 15 BERE F R KRR FH
(2010)
Vardar (2013) 1995-2006 # ¢ ~{ g~ BH LR F HH R

243 B2 A4

B DEA R BARE 2 FHEID R B2 TR0 E toedk g

i »Malmquist (1953) 2 & 4 dpdicfr@ »c 5 7 i £ F R fdhoont F o2 3 4
B H A o PR E BT R0 22 Malmquist 2 & 4 35 B(MPI) 2 3% f 2 5

% %> > Casu and Girardone (2004)#? Tanna (2009)2 Malmquist in # i ik g
T2 %% % 4 A 4 (total factor productivity, TFP) o

Chen (2012)#- 1999-2007 & 38 %5 #4Li7t ~ T4 4 & L~ ¥ (pan-public)
#i7fof A (private)4Li7 - 3n 5 € 0 Tod B e FimE R o AT FEEY
FHEAAMTFREPFP A GP T E LR RS EREAGFL DL Tl Fr
% Malmquist # & 4 35 8(I-gMMPI) » 5 % 877 3% ff fedi e i« Bdi7 & 2 %
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V- A8 EHAERAP LR ARG N §EAGS FARE T 0
WLV -FEBmE -

W2 Y SR Malmqusit (&8 22 24 AFFERF LA L Rty
BA Nt AP g P2 A4 BV AL e S AT AR B 2 AR
5 % & fr2 # E(2015) & * Hicks-Moorsteen TFP 45 #c> v 7 & @i & 4 4
# 0 $F312005-2012 & 4 FREFEL A4 Fh o Mt L b F Edp ik i
AANEA dpd FRNEN T RS R AT ERF L AAROEL B
RABFIMEARGTERLF FEEFFENJUES PIRIL 5 £378F2 44 ik
G A BT £ T 0 e % % A m Hicks-Moorsteen TFP 47 #ic
% Malmquist TFP 35 #c % 5 B ¥ L £ o

Kevork etal. (2017)J& * $#£5 (probabilistic)x & 78 = /2 & B ATIES = v (R
S e (probabilistic DDF)- 4§ & d1#%£5 Malmquist 2 & 4 Jp#c % k3= % 2007 # »
2010-2014 # 28 BE B 5 644 7474 A 2 i > SBSd S R g
FoVEHDHAY 2 B LR F o doBe s and s B s e o R
FlZfeH iR ih L R EFREMIPE ARl L EFRA DT > w
EREZ A4 pHaEs % -

Sufian and Kamarudin (2017)/8 5 P4 R LR F 588 ko TR E4 4
4o i@ X S Malmquist 2 & 4 dp itk B H R (S (TR o B R4RIT ek
Fed A4 P NHFES B R TREFEALEEARNL FHE RS
A4 RFHEBFIRNG APEBET L A4 BT S L AT o

QT EAF Sy ARBR T MBI FEamr FEFEY > F
3 FR G A Fgeh )I?c P HEFEEd{rd & 4 f % > Shah, Wu and Korotkov
(2019) E #:j¥_BankFocus JE B~ F 4L » 3=z 2010-2018 # ## 5§ 427 cn »ifr 4
A4 > % & DEA fr Malmquist 2 2 # dp 82 B 3 4157 v o> RV L FF P

FRAED  BEEFRBFEYRELG (FeomeFud g4
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Cho (2020)F1* 1999-2012 & [ 4 % 34 3T FTHEFFHEL 17 L8 H
AR T 0 4 g+ A& P Malmquist 2 2 4 35 B(CMMPD $f = A S0 &
RllaP P HEFRAFEAETAFL B AnF o Af R L Bie(F
FroR2%8RErAFmE kS A s £ FHcF o bl scd vt

o

)
0807 > SAEEE A A K Malmquist 2 & 4§ i

g

244 £ 2 AHR

5 #% 9 X R 4 2 S ¥c(meta-production function) % 4 ¢7-2_Hayami (1969) &
Hayami and Ruttan (1970) » &% £ 4 2 SiF T2 2 F R 7E R £ 2 2 4 o=
DO ER N RREAET AR FEEOR OB Z N B o P 2 E L EE
& 24800 238 15— Tt Gl & r 2 2 o dopt (T2 B 4 2 303§
B A o ki B (metafrontier) -7 £k d5 7 e i e 2 FFag i3 R 4 A2 S
B @ By P E R m T EIRAs o AR L e RIPFhk Fif oo Battese
and Rao (2002)7 * 5482 2L 4] 2 kB3 2 F 2 3 Sdichdicr 7 L @ 7
4t blfe £ & 2 5% 53 43k 0 Battese, Rao and O'Donnell (2004)%: * Battese and
Rao (2002)#-7] » #& 1 = @ I #03] » 4531 7 ¥ e/ andhe 5 fo bl v ot
# (technology gap ratio, TGR) » ¥ 12 % i 7 g frit s 2 T A

Bos and Schmiedel (2007) % §] * gt — = ;2 2 {742(7 £ 2 #7 7 > £-%F 1993-2004
EFTH 5000 F 7L AFERGETH > FTFRE - foFE RG> FIRS
AeAUEBER 3 I ERERE - N REFED S o B xR R B
% & 8 B (common frontier) is 3 LA K G s d kT > 3 ¥ 8 g W e oo
PR B

Huang and Fu (2013)~ #: * Battese, Rao and O'Donnell (2004):1% [ 18 B 4
A > A7 3T 2005-2009 £ 69 Btk A EL(T AT > VAT S B 4L
FEZFX AT 2R LB BB RELS BRFELAFT 2 A3 R
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AR PFF o R EFR(D) o BT R L5 RE N2 F S A3S o L F@as
Arrdgri? FTREL, SHBOFARFT A A2 g L Far a @ Bat TR
Fhc®ford MAmaits 82579 S A20F g ~ (2)~ b BFEEREH
Jom P B AR RS Q) AR FR  FI AR RS forio g B A
B A AL AER L AL B TR AL TTFE o

F ool 3R F R {rER AR (2009)# #% Battese, Rao and O'Donnell (2004) % &

AR BAMA R E R TR WA ERAF S B P A S

/s

%Wi%%aﬁ%iﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%¢4ﬁxi’%ﬁ4%7fi I E R R
WEiE 0 L RALTA A S B L R 2 b AnF fodivad vt FER hEp Ao
FER RGO F R o R SRR R e AR FRERES A 4
PR FEMA AR A

Huang, Huang and Liu (2014) 3 3ot 7 e 3 e cnfifiosn s - 01— 4

h

AN PR R B F R H0A] 0 7 B Y Battese, Rao and O'Donnell (2004) 4+
O'Donnell, Rao and Battese (2008)#& 1 en= j% » 4 & § 4 % = FAE » (7 2R3+ WE48
B Rk A AR HIR R RS BRI Y A - R oyt
Ehhp I EL R TR R R B v e s e 2
iled f =8 —‘F%‘ $ * » b4 Huang, Chang and Kuo (2015) ~ Huang, Chang and Kuo
(2017) ~ Lee and Huang (2017) ~ Melo-Becerra and Orozco-Gallo (2017) -

Huang, Chang and Kuo (2015)# 7 # * 7 Huang, Huang and Liu (2014) "¢ 1
ERE AR RS F MY W 100 < § R AT E RS F RS
BEFERTNT N BB R BT (MTE) BB > $ Wehg 2T iaarE 4
BB et vt F(TGR) v ¢ R € 31 FF & 3397 ef a5 iX ¥R FP s A
Flfedd £ 7 FFRL o
"f {4 Huang, Chang and Kuo (2017)1 * " £ - % 4 & S#cpa] » e *

R &% 8 % Malmquist 2 2 4 4, #(@MMPI) » - i 45 5 B~ ¢ Bfe 5 g
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¥ 100 ~ g3 FFE IR0 R 4 RHoF MR P F g FHEFE AT T o
P gt B T3 gMMPL» A H # 8 BRI Fo 8 Y RFERE e E S ¢

PR ERTREIL G Mo A RE T - A E T R A g
SRR HE TG PR gy Kok L SR -

Lee and Huang (2017)# * "gf¢ & i & i = £ & ¥ 454+ 2 & I de(Fourier
flexible cost function) » +* #i 4 7 1996-2010 & & & B 74Li7 = A3 F > B 5%
MipE R RehT 3 TGR 224 835 0 2 7 Gib BB B A L 9 B 4LFH* 50
e A Fgiwe pt¢h > TGR & B RaF 23R 8L % #ic B > & 1996-2000 & #p /¥ & 3R )
b b A AR g > R B T CEARE > A H E % 2007-2010 # X B A (S 0 BT
toeng g A Mo end £ 42k o

Melo-Becerra and Orozco-Gallo (2017) @ * "8 £ FE A #73] > F 3 48 &
W 2011 & 1,565 2 Rpecnp (T fedt B A4 A aved o g0 F B R

b =<2

H?vrrH»«E‘" qu ]lf’ff’—l j;gé\?"i‘ ’%?EEJEJ ’}:"é \ F’ ,E‘(’fr'}; ‘T msfq 115: ]l_,, =3 ‘flj?’ s Il &

£ ED RIER ey B RUETR K R B EHD ] Bt R Aok
B 1R ot EE e A e g S I R e N T Sl N M E AR U Lo
AF GG R

Zelenyuk and Zelenyuk (2021) 3 £ 17 8 -+ & kS 374117 3 s flpiers 47 ehe 1,%
BB IWFLOPFEFERTE . DR L F I T R > FTolle RAFE
EWERAPTEE AL AR AR LR 3 2o BT v ARiT AR
< )]?c v ”3/‘ WA A B e 2§ S ARE S ¢ 35 F) % J& 34 $ i(techniques of
casual inference) » 4- £ ¢ Z (difference-in-differences, DD) * ;2 fr %7 8kt S
(regression discontinuity design, RDD) © 3% 5 & %5 ~ #icdyp (big data)frik < 4 % Tk 5
(social networks) =7 % & }' (machine learning){r * 1 4 #: (artificial intelligence)
FEARKG PO R SRS AT N FEHE A7 A B AR

£ chif i

43
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=% By
RIESY FE2 IS LTS
3.1.1 F » & Bl sk

PR RBRAGEER A NAD LR - REORR BHAe G R AL AP

v

» ®_& 138 P > Bergerand Humphrey (1997)i % T &R FEH ~» A B p 1 & 2
i

=

=73 (1)2 A 7 (production approach) » 3% & 41{7 i@ * F A %

R

WHE GAHES AL BB AR SRS B A NI D o B IR A D2 Y
EARAGHEAFD I A EESEGE AN P 6 X P PREAR R R
(R R oA HPRAEA S TR AR 0 T AR A2 R S B b TALE W b
FREL O VL EGE A AT ERE A FEE S 4B ¥ gk @ 45 Parkan (1987)%
Farrier and Lovell (1990) % - (2)#® 4 /% (intermediation approach) » 3% % 417 E_#-F
ERLEHEI LT EF RS AP RER- B L &Y 147 0T &4
RHEE EpRBHEA D FTESAP N BAATE S UFHFTAFEF*
LR ELRNIED > URFEF KT AL ALZANAD » FHRMMRE K
FIR OV REE AT IMAFDFES T X SF R P2 e R
Rezvanian and Mehdian (2002) ~ & &= (1998)% » A= ik et - = & o
BHARPAAFLIF AT 7R Y 4 4 Sfic 2 A3 e B KE
fo it BRI A A4 B F e J]?%* PR A ZSBORP P L AR ETHE
- JANZ RGO BREFHE DG HFIBETAS B FHARF AT L

it A R FRREN T A AAE ORFIFLAFL D e H

Farrell (1957) 2 »c & i§ & #5837 iz /& 3 ¥ = (decision making unit, DMU)# #

sh s 5 (TE)¥2 i 22 (price efficiency, PE) » # ¢ Hojesef K dpdoie AR
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SPHERIET 0 ok PR A AR AR N L PIB A D ER o R

S RSN EEE R RS T A e AR N C Y P
e lied A DMU s b2 Ak 25 = 88 A4~ i ot F %903 &
BmERHEIE RS2 B IES P P TS e R e 0 A RNA KB

NN R R SR
PP F T h A A NG R 0 AF A RET o DMU # ¥ i

BB AP BLEORFEE TR GEMTF R CE R EHFEH D

W LI G EAEF A0 1 2B

R AR ET AT IIEA A RF R E AN S

T A A NG T A0 T2/’ o

3.1.2 gid:E R
B G n B AEPIE > E 2 A ER AT
y=oa+px+v—-u (1)
yE AN RE X AR Rl xBEvauip b o vEARPFALAA
~N(0,02) » "EES MU A7 5 HATRE > S 2f B usSI ARG e B
A B R AR S AT
- ~ X ¥ & & fe (Half-normal distribution)

u~N*(0,02)
[l
VZro. el ,u=0
» p 84 fe (Exponential distribution)

f(u) =

1 —u
f(u) = —exp [—],u >0
Gu Gu
~ R ETY AL & fie (Truncated normal distribution)
u~N* (1w O-ﬁ)
45
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f(u) =

1 exp —(l;;zu)zl’ >0
Vzia, 1 - o[ ¢

Gu
P() s ¥ A fk fi 4 30 8(CDF) -
2~ Z=3f /& fe (Gamma distribution)

um

['(m+ 1)o*?

Fm=0p - f(u) = 3dpdch fe > m ¥ AH 5 2)% S8k (shape parameter)

f(u) =

—u
exp[c—],uz 0,0,=20m>-1
u

T A e s o 1RE R AR M T HT RS Bt A B 4 o

Ritter and Simar (1997) 3% i * f ¥ o fie 5t > 4o f i A fle & 47 A e 77 »
FF R DR A e Ih A e BAF A A2 Y BB E R u
T T TYFTT VP

F)0 s u ~ N*(0,02) E2bj iR P u 00 B F AR 5w

B o i &

0 = el @
WV A SRR Sk

fuv) = 7o~ 10 -3 )
THeE=v—u=y—a—Px eI FRRE KT EP L

f(e) = fowf(u,s)duzﬁ[l—d)(%)] exp {—%Z—z} 4)

2 o) EHREFEARIFELFR I 02 =02+03 > A=0y/0y°
£ hl doficd R b u i o

E(e) = —E(u) = —o, |~ (5)

T
Var(g) = HT_ZGﬁ + o2 (6)

f(u, &) = — exp {— v (£+u)2} (7)

276, Oy 202 202
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FlUL o E RN AT €T o FFERF uhiE AT R AR S

f(u, €)

f(lule) = 5
1 1 -1 o3e 2
= G*Jﬁgexp |:20'§ (u+F) ] (8)
o003
u=0-> O'z = 7

RN SELE AN NS L N(W,,02) e ok Sfc» 8 ¢

(), Rom o ok
e=0(2), Tty =0 )

b 2e a E vs s 2
P P2 Fuhiz i

E(U|8)=u*+6*{%} (10)

B p() RAREY A FROP IR S

Y

SFAA 39 i B3l 2 Bk 2 A ~ BEMEA 3 A Sl B 4R B £ T e

4 # % (Chambers (1988) + Wainwright (2005) ~ Coelli et al. (2005)) » 4 & 4 %

3-1-1-
%3-1-1 SFA S #ici 497 15
i = Y ed W OR
i Aot s SRR W i Bt RN
4 A ik X X
& A S0l W W W
SRS N (P,W)™* W P (P,W)
Hor FEHL S X Y X X Y
A IR S i Y X Y Y X

EIPRAANBR-E OWRAREZR G R-E o
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3.1.3 & pE3E Sk
RARPBLAGLAS A2 ffead JERIBIAKE - BIAK > S IR
AN e o TR BLEDI R 022 DM RiRgs 2 BN el
KA NS x5 f7E > 25 5 AN G RSB 3~ w BRSO fic o 4117 AR
LEgAD AT HHEA BAAGIILAS A E 2 G35 S FRIVEREE
CE ¥ DS TR TRAER A -G R AL o F L RS
FEOZZEGRNAT > HEFEHRGE  HNL St EA A H T kp
TFAR (RFA )k F 2@ o TR RGN A AFE F
R LS R B R E R R T VL AIE AR A T
EACER RIS - Sl e 4

(ywWePX® ,* 0<sd<1,%7 (dy,du) € P(x)

gl

3

kN

AR ARG B

EFEF LRI G A R RS A EE Y
f;;::j:,T};:Q BT » wm B = &~ FZE > Fire, Grosskopfand Lovell (1985)# ! & » jEd3
& #c(directional distance function) » % #FA7 § H B o i TR B > v fRL o G a2
REHAN - ER»  FURFR SHECEALHANMEIH L TA D FTE R
B ehB s o Chambers, Chuang and Fire (1996)#-11:E & #cbr & & * 2
Wk HP S v jE4E S #icf_Shephard (1953) B3 S Bioe— 401 A i > JESE S Hc 2

S RS g b > Ft friEdE i R0 0 T UGB R A AP T
PHEEE BARE g Y Ed 24 T EP D o RSP L o

BRK R ehd A Snlicde ] 3-1-10 P i r AN AZ . 3~ cikE N2 3
B WA dBENY A S AGTIZ AT RS T o o pEdo g
BHErANEEXYEFGERE > EH AN S h=(—hoh)i e
%iﬁﬁﬁ»ﬁﬁﬁéﬂﬁ%é’%@ﬁ%ﬂié?ﬁﬁg’Fﬁﬁ$‘

i
o m
j%g

B(x—Bhy,y + Bhy) + - # ¢ B=AB/|h| > ¥ * kg DMU 12 2 & >
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Bl 3-1-1 = o §Edt a0 e

y
€ [ T
B(X_thr y+ Bhy)
(=hghy) d L) oo A)
0 a C X

dor F BT AA D 0 B3R 2w w Eh = (hyhy,hy) 0 2w BEEEY S R

Dr(x,y,u; hy, hy, hy) = max{B: (x — Phy,y + Bhy,u—Bhy) € T} (11)
AARP TR v R b BRSO A LA A LA
B R4 AT PG o Dp S F AR B0 E Dy BA A0 AT RE P

23 F D $300 A7 KPP AE R

G

~=i
|
%

E-)
\

h
A
2
e
-
|
[
e
>
|~
|

£ Lly) ™ &% & % # »~ & £ (input requirement set) > L(y) = {x:(x,y) €
T} > x = (X1,Xz, ., %)€R{ > y = (y1,¥2, .., ¥s) €RY » L&+ & dndfec:
C(y,w) = min{ wx:x € L(y)},w >0 (12)
TERMP LA

i
WXZZWan RE AP i w,=>0,n=1.2,..,i
n=1

T_E I~ @ e fEAES He(input directional distance function)

Di(%y;80) = sup{y: (x—ygy e L(y)} =1 (13)
B g, RN K B LT
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1. Di(x—agy,y;g) =Di(xy;g) —a a€R.
Ik P X BT L X—agy  FK G D w RS ECE R oo
2. Di(xy;Ag) = A" Di(xy;80), A>0.
Frm S e ER I L f - A Sk
3. Aok 2 A PO E_F WRHER B L(ey) = oL(y), ¢ > 0.
71 Di (0%, @y 8x) = @ Di(%,y;8x) ¢ > 0.
b o BT LT 0 R 6 2 o RS B R T
4. Di(xy;ge) A4k » il sl » £ x 2 X
PIDi(x', ¥ 8x) = Di(x,y;8y)
5. 7 & xeL(y) BID;(xy;8x) = 0.
6. 4ok AN BT I MID(xy;g) A D iR Sl TE
y' >y PIDi(xy ;80 < Di(xy;80) °
PR R > A (CE)Y (32 » & ) feamed (TE) & fie B 2% (AE) 2 »

CE =TE*AE

M

VRIS-1-25 B R b A W R A S BRFHE L AEAFAE M
R TR ABRSR A B B E 0 TG LR BRAE S A 0 8§ iR
e gl e et L TE= OB/OA « R 4wk A K TIBRE (74 A Rl
Pl > R AED S AreF > FLBER G ARE £xF o Badrd &
TEBR TR REDCAF AR RF A MERMSARNARL A DK
BaCBE™ 3 fE8 45~ GrE BB B »c 25 L AE= OD/OB -« % » fi
e ke A B L

CE= OD/OA = OB/OA * OD/OB = TE*AE (14)

RI3-1-24p % »0 7635 » o BEBBic & B I15F o P = B A ez [ ehl

E&? o
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BI3-1-2 iercsd g1 e b oe

I

[
>

X,

(SRl st 0 STV R Sl Ry L 3 S LI
o P RIS 2 (L) R e S R S ()R - F A ok

FEC)E > Prpwm e (Tl) Hpel g (A2 foo 258 (14)=% 5

Cl= AD = AB + BD =TI +Al (15)

PR R G S RS 2 ARG R LR o R A RS A(R)ES
BEE - &b
PR EERT TR SRR Rk - R ARS R E

BOLARFE R BT o f R And s JRIR(L5)N S KL ApET S e R

Fare and Grosskopf (2005)2& 3% £ 3 (3k » & ) > & FE3E S Bic (7 3| i (&)

Bk o
M B RS RS § (7)Y
%;}H*ﬂ,* LR ERF O G D o JER S BGE (7 B2 o 14 b i 4R £ (15)
i@ T RA]E > 4 & R

B ()=

o n s b e
LREARS ERAE

gxERLZHE A2 md o & AE S e R G

I3, w, ) = 2E8) _ o) 16)
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|
[
P

FIx>x* > 1 Cl200 $CI=0 PF o NARF S Ak AR b7
AERFEENTF 0 ¥ A SdE C(y,w) BT
R BcE o P RR FAR O R S o
2. H- i S & F 3~ o 3idk(concave) o
3. A RAR G- AL SE TRER GHRAF- G0 LA
S E Al
d % wx = C(y,w),x €L(Y) 2 {x—Di(xy;g) gx} €L(Y)  Fu

-7 ZH 1
v iE A

Di(xy: g) < UMW _ ci(x,y,w, gy)

- wgx
RIFEH OGS RSl P KRR HMNE)EF 0 SN LR D Aok
5 A RCI(x,y, W, g) » & F L B e AR, -
Di( %,y gx) + AE; = CI(x,y,w, g (17)
> A @ F gt 0 * @t R3] (Linear Programming) 7 3+ 0

and Grosskopf (2005) o & < :x4k SFARA|E (7 o3t > F15 B 7 £ #0312

RE(2 AR F)F M 223 DEARCERIT
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32 pAPRL AR RARRREK

321 p 2 R

SES R R Rt EF @ B A PRI E(MLE) > ¥ - 2 R i g T
i% (corrected OLS, COLS) » % & 8 & RAA] ¥ cnfd ff el ¢h 2 12 » & hgiisy
A el GG ES L - R ok p REF LN AP Y MLE &
COLS = % » R 2 k17 & - RiEehikdci3-E o

PRI BAARET KRB P APPSR 2 B L RS
(instrumental variables approach) ~ & FFE B | T = % ~ = [F BB T 2 2 - GMM
E 0 5 P B~ P02 (limited information maximum likelihood, LIML) % > #
PR R R R NA PRl T RS BT R HAT AR 2 R
e []?% » & Kutlu (2010)~ Karakaplan and Kutlu (2013) ~ Tran and Tsionas (2013,2015)
£ o A% M4 * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016, 2017) 3% 21 é93 257 5 o

B AU T

Vi=a+Bx{+vi =a+B1Xi+B2x+v; »i=123....,n (18)
U =35 A A Y
y=o+ B1X1s + Brxy +V (19)

y:nx1le#
X1 > Xy SN XKy v nXKyAERE
B ATHE N AR R x, B AR T BRI A VS
B E(vIixy) #00 R E(vIx) =0 x, RfcE 22> 2 vAiphf o 7]
oo B TR AR RIES - RiEo
SRR 2 8 e BT IR 2 e e
Ky = Ky 0 BIHCA] B4 7 #5:5(exactly identified) © 4o % k,, > k, > P H-A] 5 i & 7%
t%(overidentified) » iz 8 1 E R HcL F L F b A M FE(v z) =0 P 4 R
e 3¢ (reduced form) 12 4B £ 57 %
Xy = ZT + 1) (20)
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B z=(x,w)> cov(n,v) # 0 FHF* = Fpfide | T2t jF o352 (2SLS)
2SR KT = (2'2)7'2'x, AHFR P A E ] T2 R E SRy =2

A
F

RN Y e xy 0 FOUfREA x, BN A MR R

AR R R L 40

yvi=a+Bx{—u+v; i=123...,n 21
Vi~N(0,07) ™ ASEWFE AT o ATH e ouy B B BRI RE o S

e Ie (8)3¢ ° ¥9% Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) » 3% u; £ §; = (VI) i:8

b
s N A HRRERA v 2ot P~N(0,Q) Q= [z Zvnl, Y
v 4nn

1xk, & Iy A ky Xk, & ##iEL -7 > Kutlu(2010) ~Karakaplan and
Kutlu (2013) ~ Tran and Tsionas (2013,2015) > Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)
FrFE A fREAEERSE T (Y, x| 2) = (] x3,2) - f(x5]2) °
i Ak gERCR) S
yi = a+ Bx + g (22)
g = —u+v; =y; —a—Bx
R AR 98

InL = InL; +1InL,,

g v
l “AMyi-a- i’_ ci
InL; = —2Ino? — -5 3(y; = o= B} = 1)+ In [ (U=rizba))]
(23)
InL, = ——1n|z,m| Yi(x5i — Z{TD) Tt (X1 — M'z) (24)

B O EERY LRI
Mei = ZynZnn (21 — [1'z))
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= 0y = Zn Zna Znv
Jondrow et al. (1982)&F &/ * g =v;—u; I HEFE»>cF v » Tl =
E(uj | ) o A& 3 i N 2 14 5 3 » Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)#% ) - {
Werdgpl 37 T O =E(u [ &,m) P TR E =g — Wi’ B 7 He = Byn L Ni?
g B~ LR Bt EQuy | g,m) = EQuy [ &,m) = EQu; | &) &t

PR R RS W R (g ) A R NT (g, 02) 0 2

— ou . 2_0121 2
Hai = _;Si > Oy —gcc

- ko EA} ,T*ukf’ Jondrow et al. (1982)32 3% - 3% » { 4 vhdiFm > F 53

. v

Foe

i = EQu; | &,m;) = EQu; | ) = o.[Ah;) — hy] (25)
BOh =28 oA = U ) AR A e R S -

Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)3% & i& 1 53X\ f it ehf 7] » % o2
B~ % Jondrow et al. (1982)#% * 102 » @ 0%/ 3t 02 » ¥ P FFRTF B3N 0

g R fic] 2 e

322 BB Rk

A H BT A R AN R R BB E A HARFQ)N 0 &
?§

BREch & goeFg Mo P F B R B

Ui =hi@+u; =0 (26)
o ~N(O, Guo) h, -2 %K',ﬁ P Tk B % ¢ ¥ B2 Fir ke
E ouyp TEFRAE SHEE
2
1( U
ﬁﬁ(w‘é)
fCuio) = ——7rv— 27)
o)

Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017)%t ® Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt
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(2016)2 % » A% - H MY IR » P ERFRHFEIPN L 2 BER

SRR REPE AL X 4

X1
% = [y (28)
Kb LR Xy BN LRES S oW RAALE R R B BT

TR RN A R xy DBE Loz 5

[Xlll (29)

NER 2 S E
Xpi = TMyZi + 1) (30)
#A20)58 o~ (2158 > B F]
yi = a+ Bx{ —hi¢ +vi —uj (31
Xp; B2 RHo AT oN £ vy ABB o TIPS u, 2 4E o (30) 231
SRS
Xy = MZ + 1
y=a+px—he+v-—u,
ZHE LSRR S
fugvm (U0, v, ) = £y (Uo) - £y (v, 1) = £y (up) - fypy (V) - £, ().

£ e=v—uy A

fs,n (em) = f_cx})ll(p fuo,v,‘n (ug, & + up,m) dug = fn m f_cx;lr(p fuo (uo) - fv|n (e + up) duy
Batn L9 BEF AR A £() = constant - [Zy,| - exp (~1n'Sgin) » ¥
v Hﬁ{ﬁ%%&%@ﬁﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁ”ﬂnﬁﬁﬁﬁi&&ﬁNmm@“ﬁ
?Pope =2, Z'rmr] 0_<2: - z"vnznr}znv

ﬁL’fE@f%(mﬂ-Rm(8+tm)mm 24 3§ A BN 02) & N(O,02,)

9% (convolution) » & * FHEFHHIT» FE=e—p - V=v—p.> 1% yy=
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u—h'g > Elne s fe £NQO,02) ENO,0i )5 F - H 5% & Sk

h! po?-&c?

EERE MRS 2

— = ®(BB)P(D) * # ¢ o? =0 +0Z > BB=

7
o-qy(h_‘p>
oug

Foe=E84+p FITH %

0cOyy0

1 -1
_ . ) _l rv—1 -1 h’_‘P €—Hc
fen(g,1) = constant |Znn| 2exp( o Znnn)o CD[GuO] CD[BB](I)( . )
(32)
I G o F SERIE LS S SR EIE S S EAEE
InL = InL; + InL, (33)
n, hip 1 /
InL; = —Elno —ZiIn(® —)+ Z; In(®[BB;]) — ;Zi(}’i —a—PBx; — K +
up
h{¢)?

n 1
InL; = == In([Zyq[) = 5 Zi(iZqamni)

h{@o?—(yj—a—Bx{—pci+hi@)of
;,ﬁ: ‘:; BB1 — l(p (YI / E 10-|'1Cl 1‘9) uop ° j\gﬁ—é ,(li__? ?"_zgg_/ﬁ\ ‘%%E& 5 ﬁz"jﬁx”‘ ’Fj‘ul/u/z-l‘.
cYup

B3(33)5  WH2IMAEBIE ) £ 4 as B @Oy, Oy~ Ty fr Ty o
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RARFE IR EANE S N W SR
FANES N RGE ARG ERETRET ERLE > 7E %k CSR #Hp 7oK

Bopr=t I > bldedt £ B o 2 9w 3 ¥ $ % KLD(Kinder, Lydenberg, Domini &
Co,Inc)fn CSR BAFTH e £ X 2P T ¥ EJ S £ 1AL ¢ NI FTFH
B (CSID)# 124 47 5 »* B ¥ (2020)F]* 4% DEA 2% SFA 4 f ¥ ¢+ =

W s 2 5 K EIRIS T R jc & 427 cnfp bl CSR #ed > M3 B 7 Fr e

e

B R A A LB ATREUF g EALE F E B Y ok I ehb I
o A2 g FRAE B g At .

PR B R LA KT Fe e e b EEEEALE T A
B KLD #icdp B CSR A8 5 AA % ~ B2 ~ BB ~ A5 4 frh 2 &4

%5 CSID #edh FA LRI % CSR A #7 54T ~ 5 4~ B 1 s~ B

[

S EROE S 2 o BAALR A1~ BB {rA 54 KLD {- CSID #

e

S

p Rk e B BE o

Brammer and Pavelin (2006) & * EIRIS #% ikcrsd & F4d > T8 AR £ 38 p
AR BB R A RRAEEI G o Rd WA R LR E R
Behp i ? A 2o TP R Y AT RE S R 1 240 0 B 1345 Graves and Waddock
(1994)in= 2 %2 F 3 it > % U H P EAAEFEHFT AL 7743 N

23310 F B BECEA 4L AN pEREF ERES 124
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# 3-3-1

Brammer and Pavelin (2006) & ¥4+ ¢ 7 =%~

A T G B b 18 4 2L 1E L
& 3 1~4 »
A% (DAF (community) 4 »
B 4 s
(DHFz i (policies)
(2) % % (systems) #45 1~5 &
B 4 »
(3)3F ¥ (reporting) B 20 A
(4) »z (performance)
(1)ix & 22 % > (health and safety)
(2)3" 5= 1 ¥ (training and development)
(3)fF % 4% ¢ (equal opportunities) &4 1~3 &
A 4 &
(4R 1 & = (employee relations) By 18 &
(5)x i€ £]i¢ (job creation)
(6)x iT=% > (job security)
EFALE T ERA 12 »

King and Lenox (2002) ~ Russo and Fouts (1997) ~ Waddock and Graves (1997)
i KLD FRAFT A £ EFE 43 KLD chp ¥4 ¢ F 2 TR E
¢ PERDP S THR ALY - F o k2 SGEEIRIS TR 7 425740
§ F =451 > ¥ & Brammer and Pavelin (2006) £ ¥4+ ¢ § == B » £ 4t @

Prihs's
w3

HAPINEJITHACELT Bas FEAWEHRFLEREF T
PF 2B R BEG RE PN AT
- ~ 4 % (community) :
Y X v e F % iE 90.02% 0 ¥ Brammer and Pavelin (2006) 50 % 4p = & o
IESTEEN

D
7S
DPHALE A %L 1 ek
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= ~ & 8 (environment) :

(2006)F7 5 i2F & & e > e s F A~

i

SR R 3T B AL A 3NA PR AST T R Y N

BB JIPE 5o F 2l Sl B AL e 2 1 T L S e
Liria B GeRa 00w BREPADE Y 4 2 BRAEAIRE H .

FCRArdR 4 5 B > » {13 & Brammer and Pavelin (2006)F % » H w x5 %
100% > #7m BB iE B kAL AP G XD~ WEReP o L ER SHEP P
B

1. EIRIS 4eir 3% 2 & chrk 5§ 7248 % 9

2. EIRIS 4rie 321 2 2 ehsk 8 50 R Aok ?

3. EIRIS 4rfr 3= 2 & sk B 4F 2 7

4. 2P heBEP HIRB P P LR 9

~ f 1 (employee) :

- % EIRIS Z4Fsd A 1 M &> % 0 14 BR B389 > % B 24207 L
FREMEIPETR  QUEHT P H > Q) VG F R Fik o 20
V- LREEAE LRI REY I e SR N 14 BRSPS
Bw s g3 90%  Ae BHEm chi & oo » #2 7 Brammer and Paveline
(2006)e % o 3 & R EALP P F A
I 27 hipg3o8fol R RAL e G S48 2
2. AFET P e ol DA o BERT i ?

3. ESE xen i BT S Far?

4 FTRE LM Gen kAT 50

5. B 1o B ek i A Far?

6. * 3 RLE 4] Ti%g'f‘"i’i%%’ DR SR BESRG F e

FebomT™ 2B Jf#m HEESY ¥ 2y £ & > 82 Brammer and Paveline

(

o
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r ~ o ¢ 532 (governance) -

Isq

EBHS LLHGRAFET § ERPR s BEEETY B4
BEACfeREERFAN BN > 230357 21 BRI HP 5 4
BR L cd4gE 90% & 4 BRORESLBETH fo2EEHE P
TR TG ABEE RS & T70%~80%F > AL prF g RSB
W R FE o B BALP PR AT

. 2873 AL PBEER 7

2. 2@ e SRR F?

3. 2P A FFERER A% F ORGS0 ?

4, 2P A F 3 FHERAF AR V0% o TAFERRACR D

5. 0P A FMEFLEEARGFREDLS LD

6. =«

pl}
ekt

TP LT AREIBWAMEARETEE Y

7. 2P R FRG ) S HEBp AR FEFESDFTLAE?

8. * P EFHBE T T FT?

F13 B % 4 (stakeholder) :

P13 M A SR B foE © o EIRIS 4 & B 5 p 3 5 ()85 L3 4
FHRHENTE G - QAR LT AT M G P E - 12 QAT

BT M A S LM G ARG 4 5B E AT (R P

P ERER N F LR
L2 P 4h@ o 213 MR PR S e ?
2. 2P EFFEE SN R UM a7

T

3.APRE SRR RE BN AR AHET S50 0
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N

7. 27 % SMAIT MR A R hendR 2 ?

v
8. @ HPIT B A FTHAT P 54 ?

E¥LBREIDETL S ER OB LT fel o blich 5 EB 3B ol &
W5 0,125 ded KOS ES 6 B 0 RIfes A BT 0123450 d 0 E TR L EA

. , X —min . . - N
BH - o TEE S R - IR T — X4+ 12585 AR A s fe s
max—min

BREO0RF LS RENE - EAEN - R 2R A REL o

)

62

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



Frd REBE
41 BEFE A NERR B

EIRIS 4% 2003-2014 &£ >3 32 B R 7287 7477 4 » = F oD

-\

gt
& FA

TAI A A2 CSREMPFHR KA ERFRFE>AALTIREGET

-ﬂ%

FEORERRE GRS A T R 41 BISP A38 B
ESGUREH ~ At € frin )+ chh e rcd > - HHA 5 o %
4*%?'1“”"6'5‘ ¢ 3Tk \44@\/\4?,)5,\4 ga_%_\rrg%f;;,frgg
ST N B E B L CSR B ReM i R4 7 LN % e 5 )
fifrdirm 3 A8 o

T AR M3 GEEZH 24

| B § FR 0 B2 f Bureau Van Dijk 2 7
2. ORBIS Bank Focus(/ Bankscope) 2 3 41{7 &2 & & 47 T AL & » 4 ",ﬁ% LE E R
7 I %“J“f*‘ A ot ERBTR A 0 B RS 220 RELUF > B 1535 8 E
BERE-GLERIAMGFT NS R C BERTSH B3 TERTFHF 1,478 £
BPATERRFAN2 L M ERRFHEES L 2P £ F374 5 g 502
FopA39E AE4RLFHR-

d +* EIRIS & & B 3484217 £ L B 72t # % > Tt % Jf & Bureau Van Dijk
TR T L AE T L PR A B A v A e TR 1R B
74l o BureauvanDijk FALE P B & 2L E HAR L T T AL > A ERR

PILREE L ARATA R P ARFRAZFE LAY A EF Y oA
KL HBIRTR

BT Y AL E A B mngku;}#% BAZEEE AN E SRR Q‘lﬁjﬁiﬂ"ﬁ‘
8% 4 (2007) ~ § # 5o 7 (2008) ~ 4 Ao F H40(2010) 5 B2 frde
Huang and Wang (2004) ~ Huang and Kao (2006) - Valverde and Humphrey ( 2007) ~
Karray and Chichti (2013)% > 54 * @ 42§78 473~ A 0 S #ic > 4 FlE 2
TEFI PR e DT FERLF AR RE LY FTREF o
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AP REEAE S R BB FEFTA(THRT)EA L &

ANFP R AP R LB FALFT AL T 22 F L0 e it i

AR REELHA D -G F o A HEREREFEETRR . 0 2K
G B AEEFHR R IFE O ARFEEARF VAT RE G PN A BT R
AR A T AP o

Fo 4-1-1 321 $h M 42(7 T 39340 § 157,6483928 g 3 ~ > T s §iF

*‘E‘%

# 1438441293 7 § % ~ » T35F 1 #33,001.57 * > &t EIRIS M 4 < 4

BEAF CAPETHEZRREY 2

!

;T3 Ao~ 4,045.9207 F F £

c\“

DT A 22763693 F § 1 T AR 2139629031 F ¥ £ & L
W i £ %7 4,965.6276 § § £ ~ ; T iod ik 29724%”1*”;}.4‘-7@%?;{‘

= & $c 13.5165 -
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£ 4-1-1 FrANFHR

LS 5L SRt 3 T L
LTS yyl 157,648.3928 221,864.9067
B FFEFAS yy2 143,844.1293 293,915.8042
A G e r yy3 4,045.9207 7,471.4119
FERAL K x1 33,001.57 58,202.3515
HEF A XX2 2,276.3693 3,795.6923
A Xx3 213,962.9031 333,622.3916
P e bad 4,965.6276 10,471.7261
i ¥ x5 (%) nplgl 2.9724 3.5738
CSR 4 #i(A) csre 13.5165 4.2937

Y FEHFE A FE A £ 2010 £ & B CPl T o

FrBEZNED AP AL 412 FFE 1 A BB A NIE P g B B
YEF A 2L e~ AP fadich B 5 0.8434 - 0.6801 - 0.8099 ; F T F A &
A AR RE AlcA B 5 0.8647 ~ 0.7188 ~ 0.7306 ; 3 A& = A AR ME ik
A E G 0.9427 ~ 0866508395 3 2B P -G B FERE L A AT AP

s W G 0.8537~0.8406; CSR ~#e 2 7 %R 1 A B~ FE T A ~ 3 %

ERIARM > RERBIEY o T A EMEFEAKE NE AR FET
Afer BZ4BA TARM GHcA B 5 05724505152+ 04971 0 KA L AL F

FEEERTRELEY AN P AT AL B ¥ oh gt e g I3 p ¢
B F@F AR 2 4 e~ ap B fadies w5 0.7117 ~ 0.5628 4+ 0.5671 » 22
FrIEP-FEA L A FEFT A~ 34{- CSR » HeAp b thdies ] 5 0.5847 -
0.6524~0.6309~0.4233 > ka7 W ¥ e F fosi7 S ¥ 5~ A IV 5 - AR M 5
EA R N A i
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@ Auy AflL FwRE BT CSR
i g %
g FFA ftr 1t FA oy
i Hp A3k 1.0000
TN 0.7117  1.0000
B FEFTA 0.5628 0.7726  1.0000
RN 0.5671 0.7765 0.8147 1.0000
FEREL A 0.5847 0.8434 0.6801  0.8099  1.0000
HEE A 0.6524 0.8647 0.7188 0.7306  0.8008 1.0000
X 0.6309 0.9427 0.8665 0.8395 0.8537 0.8406 1.0000
CSR % #&c 0.4233  0.5724 05152 0.4971 04397 0.4636 0.5299  1.0000

d R A TR KR RR L  UTRE  TR  rik e ] # i

TRANEEIR s T E R EALRM o

=

411 %  FHRIF

TR R B2 320072000 # H R LG BRATHAF LY RFEFL

SRERIFSRBEATHEIL LR B Frd 4130 AR AR AP B
EANEP > 21 CSRFE» » EFRFF R > 2K 2 F NF TIRH

A% 0 2003-2006 £ T2 i R F 23924830 F F £ & > TIH@ P i g

3 2.0541% c ¥ EZ L 20673 i hk B R kB EF T 00 B AR e B

5,101.0707 F & % ~ » T304 ai i g 5 2.8488% iR A% B 5 2.2416 -
2010-2014 & T 32 p 3 e 4F F 3 40 5 7,012.5450 F § 3 ~ > TG i s {

% if 3.8026% R A 478750 FET AW EF o A7 R g B FE DR
WP - - 2 T aik FAAKER AT RAFES £RABEY
B @i ga 30 FRAFR YD R Song LR T RELY
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PR RALPE > P AL A N - PRI Y R B o
% 4-1-3 EixHEFFE A
B 2003-2006 & 2007-2009 & 2010-2014 &
ik E =k 3 L Lok R E = ki
S N 120,410.2189 160,671.1835 161,802.1716 235,875.1852 185,998.8935 251,059.9593
Hu FEFTA* 107,310.7759 217,299.0786 155,031.9347 348,654.2129 167,533.1405 311,265.4233
Az »* 3,782.8015 7,128.5137 3,923.0314 7,593.6961 4,334.5301 7,675.5812
FHEAL A& 26,924.0361  42,878.7212  32,234.5973  56,548.2016  38,466.5235  68,748.1930
HEF A 1,988.6767 3,222.0809 2,271.3227 4,034.3972 2,516.9356 4,070.3027
FAK 159,495.5922 236,555.5077  206,253.5772 322,509.0964 263,424.8520 395,776.8512
R A&7 ael 2,392.4830 4,803.4416 5,101.0707  11,220.0490 7,012.5450 12,744.0095
@ 2 # 2 (%) 2.0541 2.0673 2.8488 2.2416 3.8026 4.7875
CSR 4 #(#) 12.4742 4.1814 13.4092 4.2021 14.4397 4.2393
i rREE PR E A £55 2010 & & B CPLT R o
4.1.2 718 & %
R AT ERGE BRRABRIAEFLLEGND > 3 28 F oAl L i3
#7 {8 (high-income) ~ & ® #7 {¥ (upper-middle-income) ~ % ¢ #7 {¥ (lower-middle-

income) fr L #7117 (low-income) & = FAHF %] > A2 F7 7 F AT ik Pt FF B 7 A 5

23 VB R drd 4-14
A S NI

74956.3353 F § £ ~; Tion i

TR E K A

iR

L] L

3R R AR &3

30,458.8302 * ;

B® 0 & %W 5 477,858.1361 &2 295,892.9540 F F £ ~ ; T w7
FIB 0 £FE 49979546 F § £ ~ 0 T2 I A S R P A1 1E R RS 16%E
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% 4-1-4  SEE AR~ AN

oy ] R CRRE
23 = o oL = o WL = ok L
B 153,041.7001 212,377.9456 295,892.9540 390,791.7240 81,643.3117 109,325.9507

B FEFT A 143,362.0130 296,803.5410 167,917.9176 212,662.2473 35,990.2966  48,406.6481
A * 4,007.1359 7,549.5335 5,341.8842 5,071.4139  2,032.6741 2,605.1808

AR A 30,458.8302  51,907.6424  99,268.2308 133,287.0078 95,462.2000 115,506.2961

HEFA* 2,187.4501 3,564.1236 4,956.3353 7,591.7796 689.2528 575.2417
AR 205,072.6549 312,841.9750 477,858.1361 661,435.7455 97,409.8593  130,027.5619
WP 2 AR* 4,997.9546  10,637.9389 4,175.7238 4,272.9832  3,624.7613 4,846.3633
@ 8 23k 5 (%) 2.9801 3.6235 2.5429 1.7856 5.1600 0.8395
CSR 4 #(%) 13.4859 4.3441 14.7199 2.2957 10.0454 0.7672

ik R E e E A0 £5 2010 & & F CPLT g o

4.1.3 #u| A8

By R R G E R £ 8 32 BRRSS LM e Remy

+
ﬁ %

~

SRR AT RTHE KRR ROk A RE 0 B R 19 B R RS02 £ R £

l

3BRRA46 L F A A EW R G RN ] BRIRO0 LT > d iy

RPITHME B o T T o TR E 9 BRI RS6S &R BN 1

Ay

%

—=\
41
W
"
—_

e
E

|

R 722 1 BIEH B R RAAHBG  FfAE S 20

~vm!

g

=2
ﬂ;\
[

SRBUERPRE R GELTEAES G TR RATRZ FI
B g HABRIEER -
FAISHT AMAFIRE B A L Hd o TP ER 1 mMR
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(7 43,724.7231 4 B % #4247 42,634.9014 4 25 G AL B F15,670.9327
Lo BT RE R AL A RS A RE AT B MV RE TR AT A A
% 3,638.5951 F % A2 1,9204229 F § # < E 5% A ) 5 300,143.4653 F

_;",»

4 *

E!\

2 207,849.1365 T i £ & 0 RATIBE B L AT A

e Hp it £ 97 2 P AR S kg 0 RO T 39 ) AR £ 37 9,805.0780

—=
2,

B E S WA R 44209% 0 $RaE R v H s xR AT J0 872 5] 2010 £
FAARAMPRRLEEAEE > TEALRE A o £ 2007-2009 £ 5 4 =
FR B8 T08H %438 E 3,50.8088 F & %~ ; LeiE x4
1,863.5156 F # % ~ » fe 274 42(7 T 30c 20§ 1422624889 F # £ ~ » f B30 I
PALT T 3R 102,691.4552 B E A BRENERT OGP RHEF R
1.7506% » i 3% I 4 4217 T ¥a3d 8 4k & 2.6058 % o

BMELFTIOL A NS E 0 H L 45 T o £ 237,301.7949 |
FiEA T e ¥iET A 260,487.8821 F B £ < T2 4 jo ~ 5,828.4375

FHEA A HAGR > 6 R A DG kG WA F LRI B T 8T A
7

e CSR # » kg » g2ty R AF TS - 28 CSR T 3518 4 16.3556 32
BRHB W RAFT AL I AABREFEE 02 A RF BT A RERT
A FEREFTELT T TR miNE REFHTH CSR # 4 5
15.8985 » % 3t £ 1427 T 108 4 12.8108 £ I ¥ 4217 T 3018 A 11.8467 » BT #

ML AR £ CSRAR » o

69

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



o 4-1-5 ml FRR o~ A

i
&
e

o £ (8 2
ke 2 ok i ey i Egers L Egers L
KTl 237,301.7949 254,973.3082 142,262.4889 195,460.6114 102,691.4552 191,759.6100 63,410.8900 17,065.5900
A F@EFA* 260,487.8821 399,646.9851 117,876.7822 242,830.0898  64,618.6600 164,872.3700  43,328.8300  36,295.0000
S U 5,828.4375 7,905.8841 5,625.3731 9,801.3909 1,241.1500 2,773.9200 3,384.0400 1,762.1200
FER Ak 43,724.7231  54,984.0335  42,634.9014  66,389.4934  15,670.9327  50,688.0457  38,107.0900 9,704.3900
HEFA* 3,638.5951 4,990.1689 1,920.4229 2,600.9188 1,396.8900 3,021.8600 995.3938 392.7128
X% 300,143.4653 345,058.6312 207,849.1365  326,072.5319 147,592.0900 318,209.8900  75,945.0300  24,155.4100
W 4 A AR* 9,805.0780  14,559.0413 3,560.8088 9,159.5942 1,863.5156 3,380.2600 2,685.5500 1,565.7300
@ I 2 E 5(%) 4.4209 5.4160 1.7506 1.8153 2.6058 1.6605 4.1049 1.5621
CSR % (&) 15.8985 4.3577 12.8108 3.6131 11.8467 3.7744 16.3556 2.1845
* R H e £~ 352010 # & B CPIT g .
414 BB B
PEREEYFnFE%p LA 2400 PR ARRFIZH
Byl F AT IRBEFTEE T R AR EBN A S RE Y
B ARFIEREARY P BB AT - B g X E g - Rk
BF % wiplah LB aF i B F R o e
A G D wiERESEY > T R T i () F 2 Sl
#~(3)CSR F 178 P A #ic ¥ = faTh B % B 417 5
NAMLEE

Kod F FAxg
L B R Y RARE o BT O T 2 TR#d 2R
(quiet life hypothesis, QLH) 7 = = ; & 2_ » P = o 2477 & = & HAk L > HjiF
PRFARE 0 N A BF Y ok MR S HO R B b s F 2 0 P E 2 CSR
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A1 P A 8RS > 27 FAREARL T AiF4 2T ied s 485 > &
LEARR ARG HE R 1 e s ARG 0 T kF 4 Aok o B ERFRE
CSR & chif vi (26§ (strategic motivation) ; & 2. » B & & 4] # Bk o 2
iz B RECER PP TIPS o BPRELY ¥ f ek kg
RHT S SNSRI S A L AR R E AR A R
H e ;}’é(l)jﬁ?é_§ﬁﬁ”’: ~(2)E u‘”‘ﬁ: U ~(3)CSR = @3~ (441 ?é_
(5)4 $5GDP %k 4 BB & otk o FALPF 9E 5 F A0 % LI
PR R Y R A T BRI FARPES L 4 ARE E  E

FoRemed s A4 A2 FRAE CSR 2 P ism AL 04 £ 8 eop 0 12

B4 AR RA ALY E B A TIE fRtRR 5 £ 2 o B
BETHERE R S0 = BEF & BB E Y e P SRS B o

WALl MR BB FEMUEFFT AL GDP V- 522 L35GDP 5 A 40 i
Pafianz B 24 g~ BREGETE LA A2 o

B R B Acd 4160 TIBF AWPF 0.6064% 3 TIEE BT A
6.9135% > ZHM 47 2 F BRI ETE S THCSR 2 775584 # 34526 %~
SA CHTARERY EARS T BE ke uavE %5 TR F A 4 GDP
wE 119.0696% > 27 E I RS AR E B LR 44 5 T ¥ GDP
41,403.2775 % ~ » Tiow T x 4FH F X 66.2786% » KT R A 4LGF T H Y R

BT EAE EFT 769857 £ o RARGFF 2 TA S TBECSRA LA

P EEKE CSREE Eﬁ%éﬁ AR AL ﬁﬁ LS URS (aItrwsm) Kk iE & (strategic choices)
feiZ % (greenwashing) o & d13t 4 is f54% > 8 CSRF T EraF 2 B 5 f & B 5 F I3 F ek
#E Y CSREF BT 2 F R @Fs,.. SHE IR -3 oF ﬁﬁﬁ CSR ,—éﬁwk“r.ﬁ, \Fé.‘*,;
7 M % e 5%% Wuand Shen (2013) ~ Asrar- uI Hag, Kuchinke and Igbal ( 2017) ~ Dolors Celma-
Benaiges, Martniz-Garcaiand Raya (2016) -
P fism o WS e FBET ffﬁ‘? # 5 (1) "4 F Jz & B3 (convergence-of-interest
hypothesis) | (Jensen & Meckling, 1976) > 75 BILG R ’m] ﬁ F oA A LA o )
Wi P ez Ko AL E A IE - & (2) THIE IF;\Pm(entrenchmenthypothesm)J
(Jensen & Ruback, 1983 ) » ﬁ’” [T RO A L g'f |* L e EpadE ALl E o R
FAPHE  REXPYEGRL > 2 OYH IR M (3) e E R (efficient
monitoring hypothesis) ; (Pound ,1988) > 3o 5 WHAFT HF A p S flg e T &> g0 %K {
FHEFERA EEaTER
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2.2305 -

LS ~EL eSS S L

¥ A 4 Y (%) rroa 0.6064 0.9794
EET A (%) eta 6.9135 3.4299
CSR = & /572 (4 #K) csrc_gov 3.4526 0.8417
{7 3 A/ GDP(%) dbagdp 119.0696 51.3779
A o GDP** ngdprpc 41,403.2775 12,393.2150
I A 4ET EF(%) crs 66.2786 20.8501
(7 & F (£) age 76.9857 53.5981
CSR f 1 (» #) csrc_emp 2.2305 0.8281

o grE HxFE L 7552010 £ & K CPI - o
BoARRSETE TR ATTE 23 TR I o8 g ]
FeFRFEL¥ A Lo R F R A S 4ok 4-1-7 5 2003-2006 £ T ISF A

VS 0.8953%E B 0 K PR R HELIT EEIRER AR T 0 2 18 LBkt
R © 2007-2009 & T3aF F AR S AR £ 54 3 1.0741 0 Biom 4207 [ enE A AR
FLBEL 520102014 & F A EFEAC F AR 0 G EAEY AKRA o R
HRLEHRF S L4 AEFTAFMIRLEFFH - THFTAZEY
FREF L FDEHH 4 TIOREFFTA S GDP 1 £ ~ T4 35 GDP ~ T o

I -8EFHFF~CSRFPEER 1 hcE L EEHRH o
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% 4-1-7 BB SERFE-EHDPF

o 2003-2006 2007-2009 2010-2014
L& 8 S AL T ok WAL el S AL
A AE (%) 0.8953 0.5950 0.4100 1.0741 0.4817 1.1146
EEF A (%) 6.5542 3.5775 6.9080 3.6266 7.2134 3.1537
CSR = @ i1 (4 ) 3.3613 0.8042 3.3853 0.8475 3.5671 0.8562
4117 ¥ 2 /GDP(%) 105.6300 38.3357 117.7331 46.2992 130.946 60.0814
4 ¥5 GDP*™ 37,711.0029  7,647.3569 42,789.3375 10,382.6915 43,649.3378 15,546.3542
w1 A REDEF(%) 62.3125 24,6675 65.3080 19.2270 70.1175 17.3772
#f7& F(#) 70.9905 55.3048 78.3568 54.1898 81.1426 51.4121
CSR F 1 (4 #) 2.1284 0.8481 2.2278 0.8296 2.3164 0.8016

i R H i E A I8 2010 & & B CPI T & -
BAFTAHERATERELF > BB RFEIE40d 4-1-8 el wif > P 397
T ? R RIR AR S M RA TR AN Ko 3 IR RT BT AR
F 5 0.5713% g f i A ST iF B RS > W o AR T R RALT H T A RN
Ao P AEF iR EREIRSY  FARPE K THREFT AL GDP v
£ 120.1252%; % T * 4177 & & 65.9052% BT 4LT B B g TR RE AR

TER LI o
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% 4-1-8 BB REIGE-TEL N

“i8 % 4 R e e
3 T ke WEL Tiol L Tk Rd
AR P (%) 0.5713 0.9725 1.4242 0.4935 2.4640 1.4234
EEF A (%) 6.8461 3.4098 8.1423 2.4984 14.0520 7.3222
CSR = & jp a2 (4 #) 3.4405 0.8444 3.7927 0.6180 3.4863 1.4025
4117 ¥ 2 /GDP(%) 120.1252 51.6837 95.6194 31.1310 50.9028 15.8828
A 32 GDP*™* 42,645.0928 10,732.8016 7,492.4692 1,836.5137 26,995.0780 23,363.5633
wI A RED | F (%) 65.9052 20.8016 76.9500 19.4696 65.6740 23.9767

#f7& F(#) 76.2524 53.6876 95.2692 49.9840  103.6000 10.1637
CSR E 1 (» #) 2.2196 0.8357 2.6166 0.4249 1.4437 0.1361

sxox grRE % A0 £ 2010 £ £ B CPl T o

BRBA R R R N A S R Aok 4-129 5 TI0F AR 2

—
Y

12156%B. % > Am B adcn$ 22 4 A7 i A B2 o 2 A s
¥ o FlEY 0 00 F VAT 0.8450% B F 0 ®OVELET B 0.4135% 0 H|ETE & R R K

BB HIF P 20128 4 iFAE 0 3 2014 & S R FIZ 0 4D {IF o R

[

FEAFENE N L o TIEBET AV L ENWEFT 94319%5 % 5 Lo
CSR = & /‘:»3“7/47\3(5' MR AL 3.7542 ﬁm's‘ ’ __—j—d—’f _“% ﬁii M AT X &Eﬁ

T AGEFEM CSR 2@ o 3R AL R TonT 253 F X2 g

F_
L

41(7 82.9870%k B » HE L T H B 2 FH LMo RN E NS A RES
75L& RMFTTIIHCSR o A%cs 28477 i3 3T F W4T 1.8598 &2 47

AT 19483 B YL E AR 1
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# 4-19 HBEREAFE-HEE

e 3t e PRl ES

i et S L T REi a3 L T L
FAEP S (%) 0.4135 1.2140 08450  1.0657 0.5657 05548 12156 02135
T A (%) 5.5587 2.4962 94319 3.7250 6.1047 28567 75429 09355
CSR 2 7 i 32 (4 #1) 3.7542 0.7884 36499 0.6370 3.0067 08522  4.0232 03480
£ § 2/GDP(%) 1337787  37.2840  61.0468 264425 1533968 359464  78.1298  2.7007
4 35 GDP** 42,076.4349 15,305.1277 46,385.1590 5,276.8390 38.218.0033 10,531.2844 6,850.3555 809.5512
I ELED b F (%) 829870 130607  49.9017  17.2903 630851 168028  99.0405  0.2070
#17 # F(#) 619283 56.1246 889910 629038 782142  37.1114 1456364 20.0536
CSR fi 1 (4 #) 2.8477 0.8480 18598 05368 1.9483 06716 29100 0.2475

ot gFR H X A~ 75 2010 E & B CPl TR o
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42 p 2@ B i

4o 32 & > R AR F A NP FEcE LAY 53 A 6 A
A4 BRI A T B EZ & - RIE > Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)#%
NI ERBOE RN - PR A WA - 22 1 LR EAIT F AR
322 84FNQ20) o WRIBIE M ERFR TARL S v @Y A i
T3t e

AT BRILTAP-FRLF A~ 340 A CSRIL ™ BP0 4 R SRR
AIEARM 0 322 /] &4 T Rfpew B oz e TR 7 R IEY D

2 CRREET SERIEE TS EE S E RIS ST

|

LRI T G RFT AL YR R f1FETS A

<

,L,,@?f ks 14 % ORI SU R T FIE o

BPHAE LB Q) RN L L, e *1 25, - #¥F
#ele T s e v s 0 Q23) > #FlasB o2 A & I, % 45ucE o
* o & A yE o VLR R o0, B o, ENRBIE-

Av S e RR SRR RS B R BRI R 1 & Rl i SR
A B 4(34)58 4o 2w R S B St 45 B0 Rt k40t 4-2-1 KA R

FEREEFE 0 10%EFKET 37 B adicE i B E AT AT TR T2 K

Alfeig B A F 1% dE-RET >3 B B R ENTHIE A 5 (contrl~ contr2 ~ contr3)
PEGERFESLEFRL AT R AR PET L] R 2 R FRAGT R

-x1 =bl + b2*yyl + b3*yy2 + bd*yy3 + b5*bad + b6*x2 + b7*x3 + b8*csrc + b9*t
+0.5%b10*yy12+ 0.5*%b11*yy22 + 0.5%b12*yy32 + 0.5*b13*bad? + 0.5*b14*x2?

+0.5*b15*x3%+ 0.5*%b16*csrc + 0.5*¥b17*t> + b18*yyl*yy2 + b19*yyl*yy3 +

PB4 ERL G A x2 2 x3 gl B R x1 o R E 2w RS Boaid 3 14 (translation
property) °
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+b20*yyl*bad + b21*yy2*yy3 + b22*yy2*bad + b23*yy3*bad + b24*yy1*x2

+b25*yy1*x3 + b26*yyl*csrc + b27*yy2*x2 + b28*yy2*x3 + b29*yy2*csrc

+b30*yy3*x2 + b31*yy3*x3 + b32*yy3*csrc + b33*yyl*t + b34*yy2*t +

b35*yy3*t + b36*csrc*t + b37*bad*x2 + b38*bad*x3 + b39*bad*csrc +

b40*bad*t+ b41*x2*x3 + b42*x2*csrc + b43*x2*t + b44*x3*t + b45*x3*csrc

+¢€ (34)
He » g=etavl*contrl + etav2*contr2 + etav3*contr3 - u + v

% 4-2-1 1 B i 51% it

L E S Gk Bt iR Rk GG E (o =
# e 3,676.35%** 792.145| yyl*x3  3.96E-08*** 7.65E-14
yyl 0.0218%** 2.81E-03| yyl*csrc  -2.29E-04* 1.30E-04
yy2 4. 40E-03%** 1.36E-03| yy2*x2 -2.12E-08*** 4.13E-13
yy3 0.0957* 0.0528| yy2*x3  1.92E-08%** 2.03E-14
bad -0.0343 0.0284| yy2*csre  4.07E-04%** 5.22E-05
X2 1.0016%** 6.36E-03| yy3*x2 -1.16E-06*** 4.20E-10
X3 -0.027*** 2.11E-03| yy3*x3  2.57E-07*** 3.95E-11
oste -317.022%* 107.965| yy3*csrc -9.86E-03%** 2.86E-03
t 56.0544 77.5658| yyl*t ~ 1.38E-03%** 1.19E-04
yyl? -5.83E-08*** 2.87E-13| yy2*t  -2.23E-04*** 7.06E-05
yy2? -1.05E-08*** 1.49E-14] yy3*t -1.37E-03 2.91E-03
yy3? -8.63E-06%** 5.66E-08| csrc*t -2.7924 3.9645
bad? 5.99E-06*** 7.06E-09| bad*x2  1.60E-08*** 3.23E-10
x22 2.10E-08%** 1.42E-11] bad*x3  3.08E-07*** 2.02E-11
x3? -4, 4BE-08*** 8.12E-14| bad*csrc  -2.16E-03 1.36E-03
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csre? 3.96903 7.24559| bad*t  -4.94E-03%** 1.48E-03
£ -0.712054 7.74998| x2*x3  4.04E-08%** 7.44E-13
yyl*yy2  -9.52E-09%** 3.19E-14| x2*csrc  2.13E-03*** 3.09E-04
yyl*yy3  -3.65E-07*** 7.17E-11| x2*t -1.04E-03*** 3.38E-04
yyl*bad  -3.81E-07%** 2.31E-11| x3*t -5.09E-05 1.01E-04
yy2*yy3  -1.53E-09%** 2.12E-11| x3*csrc 1.88E-04* 1.02E-04
yy2*bad  -3.28E-07%%* 8.07E-12| contrl  3.31E+06*** 520,059
yy3*bad 3.60E-06%** 1.27E-08| contr2  5.22E+07*** 1.91E+06
yyl*x2 -2.10E-08*** 129E-12| contr3  2,488.42%** 184.36
# & # 1,535 B+ B 07 500 8-12,003.8

FLoroERR LR g ok o iE R 1%~ 5% 22 10% A ER R o
FT RS AT E RIS > BRI F 20 <10 FJ o dok HiE
PeF< 0 PIUORF o dok B> 1R 1RF e A2 527 v R4S Hepr
ERR T A S R Y R R F R EeR o B
4o 4-2-2 > & Jondrowetal. (1982) i@ siijirm s o 3V 52 s 71| T35 ek
K 1 fics 1,608.7813 4 (128 £ 883.9548) » # 4 & Hjirc kA #c h 0.6991 ¢ 4
r2 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016):& & s 58 (25) £ #7323+ & » T35 »c 5 |
1 #c 1,090.7655 4 (& £ 746.0494) » 5 igiE 13 T raB e A Bl L
08109° 3 F MM P LR  BFr R AR E O oL f NG B
SR og B ompo FoRSRE R Y gy m S @ Flet > Amsler, Prokhorov and

Schmidt (2016):2 3k =~ i fa i ] 2 PR ST o
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# 4-2-2 Z B B REP TS
% B REE S T L
FRE I 1,608.7813 883.9548
FES N 1,090.7655 746.0494
FER 33,001.57 58,202.3515
Ppereg 172 0.6991 0.2996
Pppere g %3 0.8109 0.2088

1 * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) =+ /=
L2 ey 1=1- @y i1/ RR 1k
3 kg 2% =1 o B 1 ENEER 1Kk

A FATHRE 15358 8- HF B RELSFI = BYF ~ = fEorE
MR & PR R s R A ke & 4-2-3 0 = B 3R B 2003-2006 ~ 2007-2009 (=%
BB %)~ 2010-2014 & 4% A #cA %) 5 527370~ 638 o ik AT{E A R = FH o FTHE
PR P BATIEFE 1478 £ 0 b 15 R AT A8 96.29% 0 FETH_B f%%ﬂ—ggﬁ;*ﬁ
4 E CSREDR - £ F T ol B P RS MY STiEHRAEA B G 52
BSBoRATHEES S BIFEFTEALE AT A LR o T&;—u—’ajﬁa
(kg 2RWAERAEKE G 22B 2 G- BRTea 2 [ BiRATHRA
Bex oo AT RN AMT KPR A R e

3423 AEHEAEK

¥ S 718 # A ¥ e A

2003-2006 527 B o7 g 1,478 o 502

2007-2009 370 B¢ oerid 52 Sl 446

2010-2014 638 P g 5 I 565

2t 22

&3 1,535 &3 1,535 &3 1,535
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4.2.1 * F FALE FH oS

’tq‘ﬁﬂ\ SRl E A T AR AT Bk Aok 424
111 Kor g 47 % % 22 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) % 3+ > = B #p &F
(2003-2006 ~ 2007-2009 + 2010-2014 & )T kasck & 5 5 0.6758 ~ 0.6866 ~ 0.7126

£ 0.8006 ~ 0.7938 ~ 0.8228 > Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016);% & » = i #p ¥

2 BRI A oM B g AT K BT A Y 3R Y 4R B3R o 2007-2009
EEFRABY T TIPS B AUT S RIET A E SR AL P

NFRE AN R G I RT A BH D G # NGni o b R DR

g e E BT AR o
% 4-2-4 EH G- RN AN
B 2003-2006 i 2007-2009 2010-2014 &
7P T safk L et S L S S i
&k R 1k 1,899.5726 712.3600  1,708.8315  1,001.2761  1,742.4407 867.9071

mreF R 1B 1,133.1683 819.9451  1,112.5598 948.0899  1,146.7705 909.2968

FHER 26,924.0361 42,878.7212 32,234.5973 56,548.2016 38,466.5235 68,748.1930
e 17 0.6758 0.3120 0.6866 0.3140 0.7126 0.2800
Heper g 273 0.8006 0.2139 0.7938 0.2270 0.8228 0.1925

zx 1 : * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) = ;#
2 e 1=1- @ aF R8P HR K
3 2% =1 monF R BT ER 1M
BT F L EFEFLR 200 ANOVA BRiE T T %%

drd 4250 F 2t 8 %35 176220 P 15 0.1720 > 0.05 » &7 = B8 & T o4 jie

R ADEAMA DHMFLR PR ARAEE L RSB IAFE

YR LS HNE O B F AL B I EF IR L AR

PR RERARRR LT P F G AR AR R B ERAg R
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ERGFENEAB YIRS > S G Fa R RS GYFLFHMFLE o

% 4-25 ERHFHOFR LT RP 2

5 Toqe  fd R THT e F P&
wR 01534 2 00767 17622  0.1720
Fopir 2% Zp 66.6929 1,532 0.0435
Bic  66.8463 1,534

B

T @ * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) > ;2

4.2.2 % B S

Bk TR W A A 0 3 B ok 42-6 0 14 T S0 A 45 2 2 22 Amsler,
Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) = j# i3 3% » B 427 T o e F 05 F > A 5] 5
0.8453 22 09011 » H =x §_%£ 427 T HH ek » & W 2 0.7159 2 0.8601 » &
A E I VAL > TP E A W E F 02935 & 0.6455 0 A 45 ¢ R F] A ET

oo B e AFRELE SRE R o RO HET S HP ARG RRA RS

s - R REFEFRIFLG EY ko BN TR AREFA D P &>

fen

>
)

dBH AR EGRR L AL CERET SRR A

)
=

EAEEARE LR H X o0 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)/# &z 3+ »

AT 2 R R I IO BRI AT MO BT A R M BT R E

.
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4 4-2-6 M u|PpEIRS-E RP 4

| B F M i

&P Rk S L T ok e T ok AL
A2 R 1k 1,771.9593 1,412.9646  2,617.4387 329.6421 2,862.0864 325.0367
FESN R S 1,296.5285  1,364.30003 1,345.1867 1,231.6030 1,361.1352 1,513.5881
PR 43,724.7231  54,984.0335 42,634.9014 66,389.4934 15,670.9327 50,688.0457
P 172 0.8453 0.2853 0.7159 0.2425 0.2935 0.3053
P g 2673 0.9011 0.1808 0.8601 0.1650 0.6455 0.2102

3x 1 : * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) = ;=
2 e 1=1- ErRF R 18R SR 1K
FL3 PR 26 =1- B R ER 1

TANENBE L NI AR E T L EFALARE 7?7 ANOVA
e T %% 4 4-2-7 F 53-8 221.1440 > P i® 5.85E-85 /] »+ 0.05> = & % L2
P F ERFAR OHTI H -F RRETHEE I EFEL A B %
SRS N

Fo 4-2-7 WuE| kR T RN 2

7 P T fe  Ad R TET S F P i
EF 0 14.9973 2 74987 221.1440 5.85E-85
s
o E=p 512019 1,510 0.0339
rr e 2*T
%fc  66.1992 1,512

3L * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) = iz

- i * 2R (Scheffe)iz e TP ERF I LV R £ 42817 %
MR R T g L B TP B 0.8115 0 P ATA Y 0,050 A ¥ T35
B F m PR AR > L2 VLT TP @ 5.84B-68 0 P AT 3 0.05 0 T 3B

7

PRFRERF A o E AT E L ELS P E 6.21E-600 » i Bl F 0 Ft o
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B AT TR RS B A D RIF T T VR o

% 4-2-8 M u|F s Scheffe 2 2-F w4 12

95% i i % A

R A A PiE
=R + R

P jie woM £ 0.0120 0.8115  -0.0216  0.0371
P 2% I 0.0113 5.84E-68*  0.1817  0.2370
= 3 o 0.0120 0.8115  -0.0371  0.0216
I 0.0117 6.21E-60*  0.1730  0.2302
I R 0.0113 5.84E-68*  -0.2370  -0.1817
£ 0.0117 6.21E-60*  -0.2302  -0.1730

3x : * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) = /2
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4.3 %B B

A Y BEBRBREIT D BRI EAc 414 & > BQ0) N HATETFIT u & 5

2 5L o3 fcde T
u; = al xcr5 + a2 *age + a3 * csrc_emp + ujp = 0 (35)
uio~N(0,02,) * ujp = —al *cr5 — a2 * age — a3 * csrc_emp > ujy S F A S
Hche (27) 3¢

3 5l b Uil 2 O] BRK 4 (36) 3¢ 0 MH(3D) 3¢ i~ (36) 5 vt~ 1t (33)
NP S Bk Acd 431 AR Y ERETE 0 10% Gk E
T 45 B Gl A F 33 BEATEORE AT TR AR M SR o o

%Wy £ 78 (etavl ~etav2?) Tx¥icis 3t ET; RiE ] 1%%F F R A7 R F P

FEFLFMAME wFHAl e BT T8 c R R ikal ~a2 a3 B ES
T 5%k F ORI BT A £ 2 B R A R A EERE O A

al-a2 GBIt E S f B ad3hlicm it B A o Bor HALT S Y ke
I AAFEH P FALEFRESFER AT ERAR A o P S ARE 0 3
BB Y sc% SCSR B 138 P &4 i o ¢ Schwarz B.I.C. & % >t 5 4,369.89
A28 73 F RBEBE FHED130872 M1 Kr A T RBEBE S EO A iR E
-x1 = bl + b2*yyl + b3*yy2 + b4*yy3 + b5*bad + b6*x2 + b7*x3 + b8*csrc + b9*t
+0.5*b10*yy 1% + 0.5*b11*yy2% + 0.5*b12*yy3? + 0.5*b13*bad® + 0.5*b14*x22
+.5%b15%x3% + 0.5%bl6*csrc® + 0.5%b17*t2 + bl18*yyl*yy2 + bl19*yyl*yy3
+b20*yyl*bad + b21*yy2*yy3 + b22*yy2*bad + b23*yy3*bad + b24*yyl*x2
+b25*yy1*x3 + b26*yyl*csrc + b27*yy2*x2 + b28*yy2*x3 + b29*yy2*csrc
+b30*yy3*x2 + b31*yy3*x3 + b32*yy3*csrc + b33*yyl*t + b34*yy2*t +

b35*yy3*t + b36*csrc*t + b37*bad*x2 + b38*bad*x3 + b39*bad*csrc +

>RG4 (36)N EFEHELAL S TG x2 2 x3 Rl B B3 x1o R LD b iR S g i R
(translation property) ©
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b40*bad*t + b41*x2*x3 + b42*x2*csrc + b43*x2*t + b44*x3*t + b45*x3*csrc +
E1*contrl + &2*contr2 — u  +v (36)

% 4-3-1 i §F o 3 B IR R K

e GlEPE R REE B G E RPEER
e -0.3999 128.839| yyl*csrc 1.77E-04 1.32E-04
yyl 2.84E-03 1.93E-03| yy2*x2 3.54E-08*** 6.55E-09
yy2 0.0123*** 1.88E-03| yy2*x3 2.16E-09 2.26E-09
yy3 0.3591*** 0.0561| yy2*csrc -4 41E-04*** 1.29E-04
bad 0.1245*** 0.0205| yy3*x2 -6.24E-07** 2.54E-07
X2 1.0523*** 6.77E-03| yy3*x3 3.43E-07*** 7.85E-08
x3 -0.0176*** 2.44E-03| yy3*csrc -0.013842*** 3.47E-03
csre 35.392* 20.9105| yyl*t 8.16E-05 1.06E-04
t -37.9842*** 13.5951| yy2*t -9.07E-05 9.55E-05
yyl? -2.10E-08*** 6.07E-09| yy3*t -0.015123*** 3.10E-03
yy2? -1.52E-09 1.37E-09| csrc*t 0.9248 0.8863
yy3? -1.37E-05*** 2.19E-06| bad*x2 -7.73E-Q7*** 1.31E-07
bad? 2.60E-06*** 5.04E-07| bad*x3 8.21E-08 5.17E-08
x2? 2.86E-07*** 2.86E-08| bad*csrc -5.05E-03*** 1.25E-03
x3? -3.01E-08*** 5.06E-09| bad*t -6.21E-03*** 1.40E-03
csrc? -3.4818** 1.7282| x2*x3 -3.19E-08*** 8.05E-09
t? 1.2105 1.7035| x2*csrc -1.15E-03*** 3.66E-04
yyl*yy2 7.15E-09*** 2.50E-09| x2*t -6.18E-04* 3.40E-04
yyl*yy3 -1.73E-07* 9.37E-08| x3*t 5.88E-04*** 1.28E-04
yyl*bad -2.65E-07*** 5.02E-08| x3*csrc 3.81E-04** 1.73E-04
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yy2*yy3 1.89E-08 4.38E-08| contrl -1.75E+06%** 257,965
yy2*bad -0.09E-08*** 2.37E-08| contr2 3.77E+06*** 784,807
yy3*bad -7.76E-07 7.85E-07| al -1,017.23%** 391.737
yyl*x2 9.70E-08*** 1.39E-08| @2 -705.746%* 305.341
yyl*x3 2.21E-08%** 5.44E-09| o3 13,275.60%** 3,823.12
$# & # 1,535 B+ i S0 e 18 -12,352.4

oL RRR LR gk Su 2T 0] 100 5% £ 10% &g E R E o
P i it i & 4o & 4-3-2 > 2 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) #
o2 Tiogred B 1 #ic1,151.3191 4 ~ Tiag ek 09257 824 422 4 4 R
L R P R TR e A R 01148 F KT R B R AT
HEY ZFEIPE FIHAR > T RRE L F BRI F ALY
VB TSl * s IR :}&Tﬁ—;‘i—ﬁi—‘ﬁ iz L 2 @ o 12 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)

* 2 R L 0.0866 #a i sirc g s 42 0.0888 1o BEoT R 42 BT R

[£3

% o
F 4-3-2 PRS- gRERB ¥
7P T 3o i
@t B 1k 1,141.1571 2,137.8245
FETE IR i 1,151.3191 2,132.6790
FHRA1IEK 33,001.57 58,202.3513
Hoppere g | 72 0.9198 0.0888
Hophere g Q%3 0.9257 0.0866

. 1 * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017) = /=
2 e 1=l EonF R I B/FEH 1M

30 e 26 =1- @ ok |1 4R

e

R
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4.3.1 3 Fo FTHEP B o s

[
Ji
=

42 &0 & ﬁﬁ‘}f‘ s ) [ (2007-2009 &) 5 A#HF A F G A 5w
DRFEEFLSIIT Y RBEESEKG IS 5404 4-3-3> 17 8 5050 % 4 473 2 22 Amsler,
Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)= ;2 % 2+ » 2003-2006 ~ 2007-2009 ~ 2010-2014 & 2_
I 3o s d o b 5 0.9154 09182 ~0.9244 2 0.9274 ~0.9222 ~0.9281 > = B &
Bz Tiofpsed pem B ¥ £ 8 > 2 12 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016):% 3
PRI L 0P i Bn AT K BEm R M2 BT R -

3 4-3-3 EpHEEMeCT-Y ERE R

7 2003-2006 + 2007-2009 2010-2014 =

&P RS S wEL LS L T o AL
&2k R 1k 1,187.5400 2,107.1131 1,087.5316 2,469.0869 1,134.0020 1,950.5608
PRSI S 1,216.5828 2,131.9717 1,091.9295 2,386.3032 1,142.9728 1,961.5430
FER1E& 26,924.0361 42,878.7212 32,234.5973 56,548.2016 38,466.5235 68,748.1930
e | 72 0.9154 0.0865 0.9182 0.1028 0.9244 0.0814
Poper g 2%3 0.9274 0.0827 0.9222 0.1018 0.9281 0.0800

311 * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017)~ i
w2 peed 1=1- Roed R B/ ER 1k
3 e 2¥=1- Gk R 1B RR 1M

WREDE T F AT R T R RE R F AR P2 BT
T REE ST OB A W 5 0.8006 ~ 0.7938 ~ 0.8228 (% 4-2-4) » ¥ mH%E
PRI IOPE AT EIRE CE TR ATRERDR > B BT HREF DY

?»‘3‘»’—?"”}3 2l %E—EZ%K ) ;_Jg—g;_ﬂgjn])\‘;‘j;év}; HL &M o

FEAFEERIFIRRERE P R F T T LT EEFL
P01 ANOVA 27 BR k% S50k 434> L BWEHFREFT - TP E
5 03571, P g+« 005> 1 F L EpE T e BYF 2 TP EHF
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LB R HECT T A SRR R R

% 4-3-4 ERYFHICFHR LT RIS EEK

5T T fe  pY R TT{e  F P
o 0.0155 2 0.0077 1.0305 0.3571
i
B p 11.4953 1,532 0.0075

pe g 2%
R 11.5108 1,534

3L ¢ * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017)7

4.3.2 ¥ 6 s &

A-

drp A TR R R RT A WEFAL > B 422 P o BWERAT
FLZ N T F > AR ATRET 2 5 5 BFREEZTEALAE 23 7
AAgr g o mit i R ded 4-3-5 118 ¥ £ 473 2 27 Amsler, Prokhorov and
Schmidt (2016) 7 i 5 35 > ®M ~ £ M ~ 4T 2 T g W 5 0.9158 -
0.9666 ~ 0.8705 ¥2 0.9238 ~ 0.9726 ~ 0.8797 > # M &iF s B » T HFTH M > = %
' 42§17 12 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016);% 5 3+ 2. £ # % 358k @ i o
P72 Mo B 2 BT R o

2 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016);2 3+ » Wil ¥ G2 7 ¥ BGRB8
oo TPy £ €7 AR 07 Y RBE Rl TIPS L 6 G
0.9011 ~ 0.8601 ~ 0.6455(% 4-2-6) » ¥ Jg Tk 4L % 2 T 3P s 3R F 4 g T
RBHS MY R TR o R RERT § PR S k3 Y

%it‘ :u,F“n 1] F\)\'y ’»Lg ﬁ\“pﬁ;{ﬁ' %:fo
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4 4-35 pulPE RS- B RE $ik

i 30 e I
7P T iod L Rt S WAL Rt S WL
PSR ER 1,790.8913  3,108.3656  716.0807  901.0195  724.0226  1,167.2492

1 ! 2,064.1594 3,151.9932 715.6860 964.6344 743.8947 1,306.0870

1)

o

A
L
P

FER1IK 43,724.7231 54,984.0335 42,634.9014 66,389.4934 15,670.9327 50,688.0457
P 172 0.9158 0.1089 0.9666 0.0323 0.8705 0.1053
P g 2673 0.9238 0.0671 0.9726 0.0329 0.8797 0.1031

:x 1 : * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017) - ;=
2 e 1=1- ErRF R 18R SR 1K
L3P F 26 =1- S R AR ER 1k
T RBEERET Bk TN E BN 2 X WAL T ek £F

EHFAR 0 ANOVA 2 BRI T R T k4rdk 43-6 0 & 95% L% F
T o Fig szt 180.5180 0 P & 5 S5.08E-71 > o &g -] >+ 0.05 > Baom moit ~ F W
B RE L TRkt B ARERBE AL G - WREFFEE R
SR E S W

% 4-3-6 M HEFTRF Y BB R

5 Taqe  pd R THISfe F P&
wR 2.1993 2 1.0997 180.5180 5.08E-71
i
@R 91985 1,510 0.0061

BAe 11.3978 1,512

3L . * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017) /=

- 1% 2§ (Scheffe)iz & T3 217 5 £ v g T 4 ik 4-3-70 7
HiTFEENREFTIHEE SR P B S 420E-10 0 f &3t 0.05 0 T 3ap e
MK EMBELR BT WRER TP ES 3.24E-31 2 P A2 0.05 0 LB
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EBE R b EMNARFE L NAER TP B S S21E-680 A3t 0.050 T
Pk ERF LR T B E NS LR R R Y BT Bl
BB TR d AR T LML L G HET T § o

4 4-3-7  pul e Scheffe 2 4 -3 R B $ ik

95% 1 if

7B ] s PiE
TR i
o M EST 0.0051 4.20E-10*  -0.0461  -0.0212
s 2% I 0.0048 3.24E-31*  0.0463  0.0698
EST T 0.0051 4.20E-10*  0.0212  0.0461
I 0.0049 5.21E-68*  0.0796  0.1038
I M 0.0048 3.24E-31*  -0.0698  -0.0463
ESH 0.0049 5.21E-68*  -0.1038  -0.0796

T © * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017)~ /&

I
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4.4 W A 45
Ao REEEERF AR LR BEBDE R | P2 QRF
B4 26 5 CSREQ)ERMAN-WY % AFAuHBIE 2 TR

FlE R WS G P RAEE? R REZ AT R OE LM o

4.4.1 Lk p 3 (R0 8E

B4 SR R TR P AR A A AR TR AT R 2
Mo L GG EF L - RE-FAEF AT RMAE P FREL LR
oo FEEGERA - B A B3R 4.2 §(34)5 il dedk 4-2-1 7 1 B ik
478 rfcetavl s etav2 ~etavd F 0 B R PRI E Eicm g k404 4-4-1 5 10%
GHORET 45 B Gl EY 0 BB AEFL TGP HIREAY &
e SchwarzB.I.C. 5 13,3523 #ie A~ 7 7 -l 3 BN 4 MR 5235 - Bor & 7173
TR AR e e

VR L LIS Ty

LS G e RIREE ¥k GERE RIRER
B E 755.508 511.684| yyl1*x2 -1.32E-08*** 0
yyl 1.48E-02*** 0.0013| yy1*x3 4.37E-08*** 0
yy2 -5.57E-03*** 0.0007| yyl*csrc -7.25E-04*** 0.0001
yy3 0.1159*** 0.0331| yy2*x2 -2.14E-08*** 0
bad 0.0235 0.0154| yy2*x3 2.25E-08*** 0
X2 0.9916*** 0.004| yy2*csrc 2.67E-04*** 0
x3 -2.05E-02*** 0.0011| yy3*x2 -1.20E-06*** 0
csre -79.7444 66.7851| yy3*x3 3.68E-07*** 0
t 36.196 52.9123| yy3*csrc -1.98E-02*** 0.0017
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yyl? -6.14E-08*** 0 yyl*t 9.19E-04*** 0.0001
yy2? -1.12E-09*** 0] yy2*t -3.30E-04*** 0
yy3? -5.54E-06*** 0| yy3*t 1.58E-02*** 0.0016
bad? 1.69E-06*** 0| csrc*t -1.75968 2.5589
x22 7.06E-08*** 0| bad*x2 2.12E-08*** 0
x32 -5.17E-08*** 0| bad*x3 2.97E-07*** 0
csrc? 11.3296** 4.6096| bad*csrc -7.31E-03*** 0.0008
t? -3.44372 4.9423| bad*t -1.30E-03* 7.25E-04
yyl*yy2 -1.84E-08*** 0| x2*x3 3.59E-08*** 3.41E-13
yyl*yy3 -2.01E-Q7*** 0| x2*csrc 2.32E-(Q3%** 1.88E-04
yyl*bad -4, 71E-08*** 0| x2*t 2.16E-04 2.14E-04
yy2*yy3 -1.69E-07*** 0] x3*t -3.16E-04*** 5.29E-05
yy2*bad -1.54E-Q7*** 0| x3*csrc 9.75E-04*** 5.17E-05
yy3*bad -3.47E-06*** 0

e~ % 1,535 B PRI S B2 -13,179.9

‘éi:***‘** EE.? * Qu]%ﬁéﬂ 1% ~ 5% l{a 10% %FT%T}\@O

e piaed 4420 2 T g 2 B ETBR R TR 1 &

1,099.9885 * - I iofjpEscg 0.8305 0 &2 4.2 &3 g A MR 482 Amsler,

Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) &

SRl TR e B 0.0196 0 £k p

AMRFEER BT AL EP2E B EE T E - R BRZE

FRERRAMNLE DG S

I]\ ilf’i_ﬁ”ﬁ _ﬁ:&_@:t’i_o
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 4-4-2 HpTEF-A RPN 2

7 B REE S T L
A1k 1,099.9885 910.7493
FEALIK 33,001.57 58,202.3515
Ppereg 171 0.8305 0.1796

Al ek l=1- B F R 1 B/FER 1k

442 % ¥ & CSR

o

kYT - A RHE AT RRFR S CSRHAFELYeF PP 48T
AL e d 48 CSR T B33l 4.2 & (34) 30> % £4 csrc ¥k
1R RBGELIE IS B B A PRI §F Gl Ao 4-4-35 B%E K ET 5 36
B GcR Y 33 BRMF L MA A BRI A &5 196 6k
BT 5 B E g £3F (contrl ~ contr2) ik mat EIOE EEE M o) 4
S XEFE 73 o @ Schwarz B.1.C. 5 13,102.4 fic s < 4] 4 454 & CSR 3 » 3
Rpm ]k €7 g CSR4E~ L i »

+ 4-4-3 lp%ﬁw‘?h&&x; ++-2 ¥ B CSR

%K BRI E TR Rk Gzt [l =
# 5 811.245% % 171.665| yy2*bad 2.17E-07%* 4.62E-12
yyl 7.45E-03 %% 6.57E-04| yy3*bad ~1.99E-Q7*** 7.14E-09
yy2 -1.33E-03%%* 3.84E-04| yy1*x2 -3.63E-08*** 7.26E-13
yy3 -0.0480%* 0.016941| yyl*x3 4.98E-08*** 442E-14
bad -0.0573%%%* 9.88E-03| yy2*x2 ~1.20E-08*** 2.06E-13
X2 1.042 %% 2.29E-03| yy2*x3 2.19B-08*** 1.16E-14
X3 -8.89F-03%** 7.82E-04| yy3*x2 ~1.31E-06%** 2.08E-10
93

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202101627



t 10.8624 47.0888| yy3*x3 3.91E-07*%* 2.11E-11
yyl? -6.82E-08*** 1.68E-13| yyl*t 7.60E-04%+* 8.54E-05
yy2>2 -1.46E-09%** 8.93E-15| yy2*t 9.04E-05 5.66E-05
yy3? -4.5TE-06%** 2.89E-08| yy3*t -0.0101%** 2.28E-03
bad? 2.66E-06%*** 4.15E-09| bad*x2 3.63E-08*** 1.68E-10
x22 4.57E-08%** 7.10E-12| bad*x3 2.84E-07*** 1.14E-11
x32 -5.56E-08*** 4.63E-14| bad*t -4.91E-03%** 1.28E-03
2 -5.0027 6.74922| x2*x3 4.84E-08*** 421E-13
yyl*yy2 -1.47E-08*** 1.69E-14| x2*t -1.92E-03*** 2.78E-04
yyl*yy3 -4.28E-07*** 3.93B-11] x3*t -1.71E-04** 7.57E-05
yyl*bad -1.51E-07*%* 1.36E-11| contrl 1.46E-+06%** 438740
yy2*yy3 -1.51E-07%%* 1.20E-11| contr2 1.18E+07%** 1.66E+06
# A~ # 1,535 B+ %07 & e ®-12,900.6
IpovoREE ok gr ok Ll AT E] 1% 5% &2 10% B E K E o

WY mEd Y e CSR AT F2 0 RESE X LT3 8FLE?

F 4-4-4 B * ¥ g CSR & » 3+ % % > Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)

i 2. TROH R v RO i 729.4984 X T ok ke o

2>l

CSR & » 53

94

R el UL = F s g

< 087355 2 42 & g

361.2671 A » T3P jiesx

‘E\

'in"

A

pE
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444 HpeEF-3 4 CSR

%P T35k i
A1k 1,248.4453 1,026.6883
FRSS IR i 729.4984 619.5155
FER 33,001.57 58,202.3515
Ppereg 172 0.7992 0.2164
Pppere g %3 0.8735 0.2125

1 * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) =+ /=
2t 1=1- @ aF B 1B/ ER 1 Hk

SRR R LS ER S L YRR

FREARGAN-GPREFZHP ST EEA T - AT L8 ok )

AR RAELEAD  REDEY RS L 2 R HCAR 42 & (34) 54 7

EN
e
=
W
N
f:nb
>~s
[
T,

((bad) % #ic > 5 » 6 e EERE SR BB N G 36 B 0w fF i
Befo 3t B % drd 4-455 5% 4 -k BT 30 ik fF kR B MF L B A
SRR R R oo AR 5% 0 = B & A £ (contrl -

contr2~contr3) i #iciz 3 E R 3 1 B AR FE  FREANKRIFF LB 2ELmA D

¢ R E1 L ¥ BeriE - SchwarzB.I.C. 5 13,1371 & 2 {3 A 47 ¥ g 222 40
ANER BT EAY RAELHKA N R T F o
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%445 3B e F AR 3 4 BAL KA

g S BRI E RN iRER % Gl E B EREE
# 5 889.16 756.237| yyl*csrc -0.0003*** 8.18E-05
yyl 0.0111%** 1.84E-03| yy2*x2 Q*** 2.23E-13
yy2 -0.0058%** 9.56E-04| yy2*x3 Q*** 1.18E-14
yy3 0.0356 0.0377| yy2*csrc 0.0003%** 3.66E-05
X2 0.9936%** 0.0057| yy3*x2 Q*** 2.33E-10
X3 -0.0115%** 0.0014| yy3*x3 y 2.39E-11
este -99.3868 95.91| yy3*csrc -0.0085*** 2.06E-03
t 68.5302 73.1043| yyl*t 0.0002*** 8.35E-05
yyl2 Q*** 1.14E-13| yy2*t -0.0005*** 4.66E-05
yy2? Q*** 0| yy3*t 0.014%** 2.52E-03
yy3? Q*** 0| esrc*t -7.4975%* 3.75E+00
x2? O*** 0| x2*x3 Q** 3.99E-13
x3? O*** 0| x2*csre 0.0026%** 2.73E-04
osrc? 14.2161%* 6.3507| x2*t -0.0001 3.02E-04
£ 1.2983 6.816| x3*t 0.0003*** 7.52E-05
yyl*yy2 Q*** 1.71E-14{ x3*cstc 0.0002%** 6.20E-05
yyl*yy3 Q*** 4.31E-11| contrl 2,718,030%** 436,674
yy2*yy3 Q*** 1.19E-11| contr2 1,748,640 1,661,510
yy1*x2 Q*** 6.41E-13| contr3 72.5738 157.935
yy1*x3 Q*x* 3.58E-14

# + i 1,535 B4 BE 07 5 e (8-12,986.7

ok LRk gk pwnl AT 1% ~ 5% 10%5 F ok o
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Y RER A N HE T EF G %40 d 4-4-6 » Amsler, Prokhorov and
Schmidt (2016);2 2. T 353w »cF B 1 # 1,272.1840 * » T 353wz 0.8045:
B R A ) Tis e »ed B 1 1,090.7655 4 5 T EaF s F 5 0.8109
W TiogrF | 1k B TEPETF ME s A BRAFEL AN S

BT P RIER AR A gkt - Bl F G AP T

# 4-4-6 P F-2 Y g A D

7 B R S L
PR N IEE < 1,295.0271 1,086.8839
PRSI 1,272.1840 1,088.6788
TR 33,001.57 58,202.3515
oy 172 0.8035 0.2033
g g 273 0.8045 0.2028

:x 1 : * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) = ;*
2 e 1=1- mokt B 1 H/RER 1 H
3 Pk 2% =1- E xR AT ER 1
FEAF o NI FREER I TR Y g AP EFE SRR i
4-4-7T > FHEABH LR R T BTG TRLE 3 % o

$ 44T BRSOl g 4

7P R IR S P
A e 1,090.7655* 0.8109*
PR % % B
3 % & CSR i 3 e
YRR A ® B = *

3L : * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)
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4.5 MK frpe § ok

451 gk and-2 Y RBRE Rk

A~ % &5 Fire and Grosskopf (2005)4% = & & »x 3 303~ 6 Fjbr i s 4o
Fe B RS o M B R F Ao 42 BT 4 0 G S R SR PR 0 R
SRERE N S SRR E ol S IO R R R

F o 3k S HLR R A D s RS Cvw) » FIR A

2

)

-~ HBERLZR2BAIS O OREIASIEPFTLETL AT R F A REA N

R s My i RS AR SRR SIS
Pl ALLE CSR TR AE B ERS R LN P K RAGTE > &

* # CSRARL (T F 2 & 4%~ & A e e

2 S

A BRRFASALERR H e Y@

jud
)

PEGHINLT Y RE BR

)

FH GHRAEcR 4510 TR A A g 106962601 F FE A H P

Tiag L3 r 5217.8606 F % ~dt o & 487821% 0 it h A RS
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30451 BAAHERGRAISE

% T 3ol L
R S 10,696.2691 17,684.6083
FREOHY 2,873.2144 4,991.5989
His ggq > 2,605.1941 4,637.2781
R U 5,217.8606 9,664.2759
Raissy™? 0.0895 0.0421
B HFrr 5 (%) 1.2877 1.4112
AT 2 (%) 2.2783 2.0352

Pl FRECEEE A~ 52010 & 2 ® CPl T8 -

M3 HEFER = HeFER Y ALTA
A EHENF = BHENLE YR

31 &R AFIRBEPAZ > TRFE-FTAETE (G340 R FH o
A T AL ZANA D o A e F2 st heT 0

cost = al + a2*nw2 + a3*nw3 + a4*0.5*nw22 + a5*0.5*nw3? + a6*nw2*nw3 +
ar*yyl + a8*yy2 + a9*yy3 + al0*0.5*yy1% + a11*0.5*yy2? + a12*0.5*yy3?
+ al3*yyl*yy2 + ald*yyl*yy3 + al5*yy2*yy3 + al6*t + al7*0.5*t? +
al8*nw2*yyl + al9*nw2*yy2 + a20*nw2*yy3 + a2l*nw2*t +
a22*nw3*yyl + a23*nw3*yy?2 + a24*nw3*yy3 + a25*nw3*t + a26*yy1*t +
a27*yy2*t + a28*yy3*t + a29*csrc + a30*0.5*csrc? + a3l*csrc*nw2 +
a32*csrc*nwa3 + a33*csrc*yyl + a34*csrc*yy?2 + a35*csrc*yy3 + a36*csrc*t

+v+u (37)

HY vHUu R A B LA o Slic R 540k 452036 B hlicmit ey 27 B

31 WP A A S H: & FHR WK R S réc(37);‘ cost~nw2 ¥ nw3 5 &2 A H
%’@%W.{.‘ﬂ]}j}\‘f&’ng"xlf,r/.ﬁl%wﬁ:fillfab—]‘ ]"}’?ﬁ’
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o

P30 10% BEKE  BF ke B HAlR G R A @

% 452 A kw3

LS R E B REE ik G E iR
e -5,957.55 25,720.80| nw2*yy2 6.07E-03*** 6.95E-04
nw2 -637.398 478.3] nw2*yy3 0.1561*** 0.0218
nw3 9,483.86 18,029.50| nw2*t -4.1636 20.6262
nw2?2 2.822** 1.3832| nw3*yyl 0.8855*** 0.0278
nw3? -21,431.10*** 3,5652.92| nw3*yy?2 0.7238*** 0.0321
nw2*nw3 174.499* 102.281| nw3*yy3 -3.4562** 1.2185
yyl 0.6153*** 0.0556| nw3*t 10,089*** 1490.54
yy2 -0.7508*** 0.0589| yy1*t 0.0311*** 2.81E-03
yy3 16.6726%** 2.17787| yy2*t -1.15E-03 2.62E-03
yy12 7.35E-07*** 5.26E-08| yy3*t -0.2778** 0.0901
yy2? -3.19E-Q7*** 2.16E-08| csrc -4,364.91 2,806.89
yy3? -2.30E-04*** 3.72E-05| csrc? 1,040.79*** 196.342
yyl*yy2 1.29E-Q7*** 2.40E-08| csrc*nw?2 -39.5833 25.5901
yyl*yy3 4.28E-06*** 1.34E-06| csrc*nw3 -3,495.73*** 1,050.19
yy2*yy3 9.02E-07 6.48E-07| csrc*yyl -0.0654*** 2.56E-03
t -3,822.60 3,027.07| csrc*yy2 0.0389*** 3.10E-03
t? 1,219.78*** 321.318| csrc*yy3 -0.3778*** 0.1143
nw2*yyl 2.15E-03** 7.39E-04| csrc*t -594.74%** 141.849
# A8 1535 B4 PO S B ®-19,637.5

ForRRR LR g ok pul kiR 1% - 5% &2 10% A E K E o

4o 42 8B 43 FELP > ¥ %32 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016)
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RFEF RGBS G R G T B - 22 IR EATERP > &35(10)

Rl GERFET P S R RS B (155 0 A A ok d B

*
I
-3
\
“
|
=
T
=
g
(‘ 4
s
)
\
“
4a

Bt R drd 453 Tiagpem kS A i
0.1891 » T 3o & & »c 5 A # 0.5897 » T 303, & & @ 22 A #c 0.7788 o & % 5 7.

TIofel @S 4 BeR TR E RS Al & 31185 B0 TR Y ok

AR AP REART  cFN CRFLRFANKRET RAAFSFE S FTALT
AR ARFHR PR R ERIRATT AR Yo o KA AR
X o
% 4-5-3 g kg

P = i
B A S (A)FT 3,725.7948 2,948.6031
PTER AT (L )* 1,090.7655 746.0006
fe ¥ mon (X )* 2,635.0293 2,583.4573
BN m TS e it 0.7788 1.1711
P R 0.1891 0.2088
e ¥ m oo A g 0.5897 0.9991

3L * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) = i

FrRAFHEE 41 220 F L8 > L35 AE2%mF B854
# 4-5-4>2003-2006~2007-2009 £2 2010-2014 & T 32fe § & s 3 & #ics %) 5 0.5498~
0.6760 £ 0.5691 » 12 2007-2009 # & fé/4 *h ¥ B b ® o TIOP TR 224042 &
A 3504 1120072009 £ £ pEis B B AR 0 RS A E TS 4 #0.8822 7 G

BB PAARATRNIEfE AR kP ek @ o

™
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%454 BARERE-EDHE

B 2003-2006 2007-2009 2010-2014

7P T o L S AL T ok i

Mo k@ (A)* T 37365522 3,001.2970 3,676.1744 2,620.6824 3,792.3250 3,071.9815

FTE AT (L) 1,133.1683  819.9451 1,112.5598  948.0899 1,146.7705  909.2968
e B g (4)* 2,603.3839 2,637.9062 2,563.6146 2,368.2440 2,645.5545 2,712.7273
KN RS R 0.7492 1.1209 0.8822 1.4667 0.7463 1.0048
PR PR A K 0.1994 0.2256 0.2062 0.2348 0.1772 0.1873
O RAE S 0.5498 0.9389 0.6760 1.2913 0.5691 0.8409

* © * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) > 2

PR RN A e Rt R ded 4955 T4 T das & A ok

I "™

A B 0.7397 ~ T iafe ¥ | s A #ie 0.3852 ~ T iadgiE »x S A Bk 0.3545 ¥35

BB RAAT TR Y £ d A #0.2813 ~ TioH v a oS 4 #0.0989 5 £

$1(7 T ¥afe B e A i 0.2233 ~ LB R v S A 5 0.1399 > T e B g v
ARSI RE T A RO REF AT LA WARFR S AEraF ol B
Kol axd AESERFLRD  REFTREECP AR w2 AR ZY

{E£& -
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F 4-5-5 B K g nF oy

] o EST I
5D Tioge  BEL T BEL T BEL

B AEaxd(A)* T 4,033.8093 3,677.5481 2,646.6317 1,389.1129 4,747.8335 2,863.6151

PRI (L )* 1,296.5285 1,364.3003 1,345.1867 1,231.6030 1,361.1352 1,513.5881
fie @ (L)* 2,737.2808 3,084.1998 1,301.4450 1,227.2147 3,386.6983 2,721.8625
E R S 0.3802 0.8179 0.3632 0.8863 0.7397 0.3702
CEV AR S 0.0989 0.1349 0.1399 0.1982 0.3545 0.2627
O SRA Se 0.2813 0.7048 0.2233 0.7657 0.3852 0.2651

* © * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) > 2

BEND S RAFTEAST RS BEFRRFEY B R K
fie ¥ & oxe E RH

A B AorF Y RREREIT P AP ERP A 414 & 5 B0 0
AMERFE U A R FERDI AT
= bl*mroa + b2*eta + b3*csrc_gov + b4*dbagdp + bS*ngdprpc
+ b6*cr5 + b7*age + b8*csrc_emp + u, (38)
BEGDAEGBHALBNN  TEF R RBEFERAI AG AT T
env_cost = al + a2*nw2 + a3*nw3 + a4*0.5*nw2? + a5*0.5*nw3? + a6*nw2*nw3 +
a7*yyl + a8*yy2 + a9*yy3 + a10*0.5*yy12 + a11*0.5*yy22 + a12*0.5*yy3?

+ al3*yyl*yy2 + ald*yyl*yy3 + al5*yy2*yy3 + al6*t + al7*0.5*t? +

T e 451 §mp o
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al8*nw2*yyl + al9*nw2*yy2 + a20*nw2*yy3 + a2l*nw2*t +
a22*nw3*yyl + a23*nw3*yy?2 + a24*nw3*yy3 + a25*nw3*t + a26*yyl*t
+ a27*yy2*t + a28*yy3*t + a29*csrc + a30*0.5*csrc? + a3l*csrc*nw2 +
a32*csrc*nw3d + a33*csrc*yyl + a3d*csrc*yy2 + a3s*csrc*yy3 +

a36*csrc*t + env + v + u, (39)
H ¢ env = bl*rroa + b2*eta + b3*csrc_gov + b4d*dbagdp + b5*ngdprpc

+ b6*crS + b7*age + b8*csrc_emp

K S Ej;; Glc RS0k 4560 AR E 36 BREFE 0 1%H
FoORET 33 BLEBITELHEFL 8 BRAREKES 5 1% G KET > L

F7ORGERFEEEFL N A Y RRERELS AR PR AW

i o
% 4-5-6 B A F -3 RIRE Rik
LS Gl R RIREF ¥k HlcEE RIREEE
B JETE -30,832.60*** 6,330.13| nw3*yy2 0.7037*** 4.10E-03
nw2 537.054*** 130.443| nw3*yy3 8.494%*** 0.1448
nw3 -16,625.50*** 3,925.57| nw3*t 5,171.46*** 377.605
nw2? 0.0216 0.3759| yyl*t 0.0209*** 3.99E-04
nw3? -6,226.82*** 820.511| yy2*t 7.48E-03*** 4.55E-04
nw2*nw3 318.975*** 31.4933| yy3*t -0.6601*** 0.0197
yyl 0.3688*** 0.0115| csrc 8,483.28*** 905.143
yy2 -1.0626*** 0.0116| csrc? -707.534*** 64.2135
yy3 10.5109*** 0.2856| csrc*nw2 -108.119*** 8.8676
yyl? 7.64E-07*** 4.43E-12| csrc*nw3 -2,403*** 326.652
yy2? -3.25E-07*** 7.92E-13| csrc*yyl -0.0389*** 5.45E-04
yy3? 2.50E-05*** 3.94E-06| csrc*yy2 0.0509*** 4.42E-04
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yyl¥yy2 1.52E-07*** 8.95E-13| csrc*yy3 -0.154*** 0.010186
yyl*yy3 1.06E-06*** 2.50E-09| csrc*t 228.319*** 47.7233
yy2*yy3 -6.96E-07*** 8.00E-10| rroa 3,319.15 3,720.88
t -4,493.66*** 780.849| eta -13,054.50*** 1,308.20
t2 153.682 85.186| csrc_gov 15,573.20*** 4,627.35
nw2*yyl -1.94E-03*** 1.54E-04| dbagdp -563.33*** 94.4788
nw2*yy2 0.0105*** 9.84E-05| ngdprpc -0.0864*** 4.38E-03
nw2*yy3 0.105%** 3.08E-03| cr5 -821.426*** 188.203
nw2*t -2.9379 6.2381| age -566.466*** 60.3413
nw3*yyl 0.7198*** 3.99E-03| csrc_emp 65,916.40*** 5,453.56
R A#k 1,535 B~ P02 50 B 8 -20,455.2

Lo RRR R gk punlkarE D 1% 5% & 10% A E KR o

ZASTRARA A Y RRERELS A RS > TR g fa
1,852.9089 4 - T ok jieim v B 1 #ic 1,151.3191 4 > Tibg A A ok f 1k
3,004.2280 + ; F3ofie § v A i 0.2251 0 T 3B E s A #00.0743 0 T o

Bk BT A B 02994 B A AE ARG LB kP el Bk o B 451 &
A s 0 TR A koS B 1 B 7215668 A 0 Tk A A e s A ik
Bov 04794 B¢ 1T yope ¥ ok d A Bop b 0.3646 B 5 0 BEor ¢ A TRIE TR
AR BPEY et LA D 2 58 BRI FIF 0 - 124 TR R D
BY B TR E o HEY I RA BT T F LR AR RE

SRR G A RRRT ) AR AT 0 RERE R EDER Y -
rs v 1 v
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%0457 B A oS-t BRI
3P T iadk WL
B A gad(r) T 3,004.2280 3,828.0133
g e (L)* 1,151.3191 2,132.6790
e B @oang(L)* 1,852.9089 2,592.7723
C RS S S 0.2994 0.4310
Vi S S S 0.0743 0.0974
fie B & e A it 0.2251 0.3654
3L * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017)7 ;*

2458 E G FAERATE ATV RAY RERZSET > BL A g

Ve PR R 2

T Yok i v

e
3

BEg o Au

Bl kAR A P L RERAR N TRE
WA EmABEL  AREEFY  NEFLTEIR

$o3tfes e b

g1 451 Hob gt o 1L E A B A

22 AT

2 e B

LB AR AT RGP ET > REFEY EaF <

B4 0.0777 £ 02412 %5k 8 rek A fic 0.3189 B » ¥7 37 8 2| 45

FRTE NS SN SRR Sk NN -3

_1

& @ pe

BtE%, = YT TIORE &

?;}i » = 1B

106

Ri&kpF

=l

FEMEIL 28 R

o &R A RATRA

EEAS (SRR

¥ e

R v S T D E p S A el T e B s M 2007-2009 # £ Fis b g

703k & fo b

% #r > 2010-2014 & T
& B 0.2761 B i o

Hp FE'I&“‘E'E;{T}FE’_F s %”qux ﬁ‘:qnli%\

RHnE &
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2458 ERHFHD AE et L ERE Rk

B 2003-2006 2007-2009 2010-2014

7P T ok AL S i T ok i

Mok Eaad(A)* T 34242225 4,393.6542 2,654.7909 3,282.2199 2,859.5918 3,575.0965

g g (A)* 1,216.5828 2,131.9717 1,091.9295 2,386.3032 1,142.9728 1,961.5430
fio § m g (A)* 2,207.6397 3,004.3243 1,562.8614 2,145.4954 1,716.6190 2,451.5050
KN AR 0.3137 0.4224 0.3189 0.5828 0.2761 0.3198
Hoie R v A it 0.0726 0.0913 0.0777 0.1109 0.0719 0.0877
fir ¥ & A it 0.2411 0.3683 0.2412 0.5014 0.2042 0.2681

* © * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017) > 72
3 7J\ LR AR B A E A Bt g RArd 4590 = AW TRy
B |1 BB T Iogk e e | 1 e TI5R B m ot A fil T 0k R
e A H_s TiaM A A g an S A e I 4L 04601 BB 0 TS E ok

FARK P el ErF o b EGWE A o 2 AS] S gAY 0 A

AEA Z A WRESERHRD C FLGEURERE Mo A R B LR
0 A RS RMTRERENE R
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#0459 puBS A gaF - BERE K

e o EST I

5P T aik L RS a8 T 3ok L
B k@ (A)* T 4,597.5570 5,128.5695 2,123.6434 1,986.6377 2,332.7691 3,148.4981
g g (A)* 2,064.1594 3,151.9932  715.6860  964.6344  743.8947 1,306.0870
fio § m g (A)* 2,533.3976 3,478.6041 1,407.9574 1,550.3117 1,588.8744 2,238.6811
KN AR 0.2548 0.4080 0.1606 0.4870 0.4601 0.3565
Hoie R v A it 0.0762 0.0844 0.0274 0.0251 0.1203 0.1251
fir ¥ & A it 0.1786 0.3430 0.1332 0.4885 0.3398 0.3083

* © * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2017) > i

S SRS B T AT TSRS S

;?,){_;2 ,‘t}}‘ )\ﬁﬂi“,gq\—,ﬁ.i ;{fg°
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4.6 v A AT-RF B pe § A
44 Faqrr sk HR(DE B4 0 BN A ()8FE 4~ CSR-
G)AR A D -G P E = BRI PP A E - A

34 BT BT AL P S B HA S Aok B g ok Y

L3

4.6.1 Lz p 2 MR RE-B 3 F BT g o

Yo 4S5 EEP o B A A IHE LE R HREADER L L Rl 7 F
TREREF M AMEE TR CSRAATEFHZE FH ~ 3o r & Adficr & 4

S AR GNN W R AT RN A 7 FRE L R R
R - RAE > 7w BEAL SO §F A 4.2 5-(34) 5% o e A moF B
% dod 46-1 577 0 Trd h moek B 1 K 3,738.4167 & 0 THopeE & ook R

1 #2,638.4282 4 > A A ER A R R AR pRE AT 0 Biak 458 o &
W 8 F g N 2 R 38 Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) > 2 & 34 5 % v i
T3o% A AE S B ded F 12.6219 4 5 T35l & 5~ #KF 5 0.0194; L
PR TE A G 001960 d g A AR FE g P AP BRIFEET

o RMOERAMITESET BRI BARR A AErSFl BB

{
flm

KB e g

T ROCK R RE L BRSO PEI L H S AR Rk Y ¥ 5
R gyt B K MR R SR AL E R
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3 4-6-1 BARERF-F T RPN
%P T 5k i
B AgmarE (L) 3,738.4167 2,947.9003
2 (1) 1,099.9885 910.7493
fie B (1) 2,638.4282 2,518.7056
4o A EoTF Ak 0.7786 1.1712
P AT F L B 0.1695 0.1796
fie ¥ & s A Hie 0.6091 1.0223

4.6.2 % % g CSR-43»x % Pr e § » ¥

A 454 4T CSRAL» > & &i— # 2 2 + 5 CSR 4L » # 4 eF 21

Boed B R0 4T 2 Ak Sl AR (3T) 0 2w SRS e B 30D

442 §(34)8 0w F £ csre o EEF B ESAI0E 462 TS

*E R 1 #4,416.8012 A - HY TioRed g B 1 #c3,687.3028 £ > L5

HAFE 2 B 1 #729.4984 4 o FAR R p AT 2451 &

+ B CSR L » gt % b » Tio8 A Amsed | 1 & A o+ » B A

PR BT EFRHCR L0 CSR R FA R R ATy o H ¢ Lo

3 fcer o dh W) F R 1,052.2735 4 22 0.068 0 T iofiFm ved B 1 dkc

B o f
20 o W s 361.2671 A 22 0.0626 0 d R ASLIFER P A 4 L~ CSR v Hp i

BLADNEN  BER G hHEMTF o ok rnF BT R0 B B A mak

R ERE Ol S P A ES S S F LTRSS YR
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% 4-6-2 B Akgmrrk-2 4 B CSR

8 B T ok i
MoK E s (A)F T 4,416.8012 4,038.8230
Hoprm s (L)* 729.4984 619.5155
ol maeF(A)* 3,687.3028 3,771.4154
A A E T A B 0.7842 1.1931
PR AT A fi* 0.1265 0.1478
fio B 2 A it 0.6577 1.0753

3L ¢ * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) = i

4637 4 BALKA -k B § okF

BE RS Rk A Y BAL A T HR S ARt Bl ok
FAR s ¢ RS PR 42 $0GH 0 B F 454004 1 (bad)%

%
B WAk BB R 4.5 $#GT)N Bt ko 463 5T 0 Tiome ¥ E e f
3 #c 2,475.6227 A > T iafjvm s d B 31 B 1,272.1840 4 » T35 2 A msxd R
*

1 #c3,747.8067 4 5 T iofed ok B L #cd ot T HaeE xSk B L B B
B AERFIAP el RoeS o TIOFE g oeS A #00.5839 0 i 4 0T IaH g
E A 2 0.1955 0 5 E A A 0.7794 1 F] o

2451 FERAR KA NG EE R TIOR8

A
159.4066 + » Tiadjim »cd B 1 #kcd & 1814185 4 » &% & 73 % j§ CSR & »

Fof e HEERF B KBS e ARE 02 FlA Y BRAFALEANL ST
PRl AEASEAL G AN R TRA NS A dok v - AR
Pt 0 AR R 0 F IR R 0 FERY AR T
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%463 MEAERF-A Y BERLGA Y

8 B = S i
MoK E s (A)F T 3,747.8067 2,950.9274
Hoprm s (L)* 1,272.1840 1,088.6788
o ¥ @ (4)* 2,475.6227 2,452.5994
A A E T A B 0.7794 1.1708
PR AT A fi* 0.1955 0.2028
fio B 2 A it 0.5839 1.0035

3L ¢ * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) = i
FLAAE N RR A G A DS AT F TR R e

24640 FHABEBHBETHIFERLE S 5
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2464 BAAERISFEERS

M RSl QR S F RS AS S
A
T N i 3,725.7948*" 0.7788*
P AT 1,090.7655* 0.1891*
e B 2 2,635.0293* 0.5897*
I N e
=N N F % e 2
P 2 ® e 1
fe ¥ & xS k- -
? ¥+ & CSR
B A g F B> B
P 2T 5 M is* g 2 *
el @y i B B
* YRR A
KRNI N B * B
P TS B in* B i*
fel oes M* EeTh

3L : * Amsler, Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016) 7
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IR RHEER

e
At L ERBEFERE FEEY R LA ERE Ao P

wIZ(ESG)» A2 ¥R R HHEEALET TR > HAFE LY F 2P
CORIER TV REES E &5 SNCRAE T E 53 EHEE IS L5
BB G e RSl PR 0 - AT TR R R R A
BFEARFERF AT R FI G PR E P ST RS S A e R

1“/{5 ﬁ‘&/’ﬂ\"?bild*;;fxi‘m_‘( J}i,{h’_\ ﬁa‘%%iifLiﬁiéfiiﬁ?—gZ%K’

\w
(m\fv
3
Y
T,
A
b
&
A
TN

2

\_.

*
,‘m
ﬂ
o
=

;r_ 1—» —‘V)‘E‘-’L(l)]]\ 4 ]"} ~ (2)ﬁ_ é’r_ﬁﬂl g -’- E ~ (3)1'
TE LA 5 o

DR R A S FET LA M BROCF AT AL N A

-

GEEIED E - RPE R EARFEFE ST R E o A2 Y Amsler,
Prokhorov and Schmidt (2016):& 3% =ha £ %8 > @A p 4 4R 42 1T F 5
C RGBT R R S B 1 Bed 1,090.7655 A v T ¥k e A
#0.8109 o - % #4177 TR PR £ B 2007-2009 £ AL L Z 9
B RPF LT R M b FEEERR TSR TR YR

TRy 2 PRAR PR EAERAREL > RELEY G FIH > 8§

Fordd o R ARFCR R ERARBRAR T RUN P F o o ApER O A
AA G e R AU ET F A B X TR G RS A R X g

Mo Fla e R LR REE o

PR TR S e A R A TR L B E A VRS
WA T B AT T Ba e S BB 5 TV 4T T e S B P G
B A ARAL LERE R MM M AREEFEAEBA)R- £ 0 R
EFRVEFEF EY ed:fH A - F REMWAFTRERRRRATITRE A ~ 2 2%
TN FRE SRR EACERFEORAFREELRE Y < Fla H T odge
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P Mo AT A WRE TSR AT P AR ? Bk
FMAE TR EE R NEE o

hed FrEHBPLY RGP I TF > RS AR E L RO
TAAFE FFQRFFI 2 EHQB)CSRALIAER 28~ (A)FAFSF ~ (5)
EEF A ~(6)CSR 2 753 ~ (7)41(7 7 A/GDP ++ ~ (8)* 35 GDP % 8 B % &
Sl B HZ L BB TR LR P RRS SBEY H87 £ ek
FESBE EY RURES R R T Y kR (P B @

B En A TR A B SR 2 E oo HEF FRT (2018) &

BRI RH(DP Y RN 2 HFAE G e% 7 B- R+ F Lo
P R 1l F R TIOHRS > RFIE Y F LA R EHEP R R gy g
VAR MPEROEEN B )I?% Karakaplan and Kutlu (2017) ~ Ullah, Akhtar and
Zaefarian (2018) ~ Choi, Choi and Byun (2018) ¥ Kutlu, Tran and Tsionas (2019) %
BH-RIQITREERETE o KGTHE RS | 18§ T I0Rk
F o R P AT RM A RES 0 A B CSR I AR LI AR
EF - ROAFEFITREFT LR CSR L » > PG »

CRREQ) A RARGAD > d NREFAILAL A N 5V el ke

S R EE R = AT R e S A a

it}
=
<l
3
=
i
f
N
L
w
a0

i ed %??')I?%P?Z 17 A F LR A Mg an
BEFLT TR M 2 LK AL > 4o Malikov, Kumbhakar and Tsionas (2016).% 3 % %

THBRE > FERE N F R WR A N AR A
redrk 2 Y RALGAD > BEFREES Q‘l]% Fim A e oo ST EALE TR

NAAEIEALHAN A HARGE N AT R HERE T AS TR
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da
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&y
i
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W
N
ok
Zﬂw
Eﬂ\ﬂr

LECA A M IR P o
BTGP Ry hkp BpreF Bl asy E3 < JI?% R ANER e B e
Zvi e ¥ s endg & 1> 4o Tsionas, Assaf and Matousek (2015) Adesina (2019)
A4 TS F RO AT AN RT AT Y Jl?c“"‘ [EN Pk M - e N i SR
AR ATIRA T B RS R ERF D R K e B 0T Ll E e
< }I%E'“r,& 12 e 7 3t Alyetal. (1990) 4% 1986 & % | 322 R4LiT e Ao 47
KR S o i ‘]*5'3 4% Ao ¥ »%T 5 5 Staub, da Silva e Souza and Tabak (2010)4 45 2000-
2007 #° G 4T E 2 2 A s e EoaF % 0 B A LI A B KR L H
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