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Abstract

Many international sustainable policies have been promoted, in recent years.
Studies have found that publishing a sustainable report will make the company's
operating system more robust. Independent directors and supervisors are considered to
be one of the important roles in corporate governance and in conducting sustainable
reports. Among them, there is a special groups named academic independent directors.
Because of their special characteristics, they will have different impacts on companies.
We use listed Taiwanese firms from 2012 to 2020 and discuss the following question:
when the independent directors and supervisors in the company have a professor
background, will the company voluntarily refers to the international sustainability
policy? Besides, will academic independent directors be willing to pay more attention
to the major CSR issues of the industry?

We use the logistic regression model as well as the ordinary least squares
regression model. After considering the endogeneity problem, we find that when a
company has more academic independent directors, or the proportion of academic
independent directors in the board is higher, the company has more opportunities to
identify climate change risks and opportunities by TCFD guidelines, and use the
materiality map of the SASB standard to disclose the material issues. The firm also
focuses on exposing and improving the material issues of the industry, SASB score,

rather than the ESG disclosure.

Keywords: academic independent directors, international sustainability policy, SASB

standard, climate change disclosure
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(Materiality Map) -
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&AW1 5 SASB A E L

Environment

* GHG Emissions

+ Air Quality

* Energy Management

+ Water & Wastewater
Management

+ Waste & Hazardous
Materials Management

« Ecological Impacts

Leadership &
Governance

= Business Ethics

* Competitive Behavior

= Management of the Legal &

Regulatory Environment

+ Critical Incident Risk
Management

+ Systemic Risk Management

2018 & 11 * A=z¢ v B

TE A RE RS

)3"#“-\_—-5 m'@“‘r"é‘«’k

FACE L0 BRI GG FRldpe 0 THED S

? 25 H-(Asset Under Management, AUM)4z :& 76

1‘3

R

LAFOREAMEA BRI 25 TT BEEAD

7

£l

i

~GE5 A G w22 265 * ESG KA T E A B RG]

LM A o RELEE KT

Lied

RN SR TRER 9P RS AP oo

1R A=

Social Capital

Human Rights &

Environment Social Gorrrnunlty Relations

Capital + Customer Privacy

+ Data Security

+ Access & Affordability

*+ Product Quality & Safety
Customer Welfare

+ Selling Practices &
Product Labeling

UNIVERSE OF
SUSTAINABILITY
ISSUES

Leadership
&

Governance

Business Model
& Innovation

Human Capital
*+ Labor Practices

+ Employee Health &
Safety

+ Employee Engagement,

+ Product Design & Lifecycle Management Diversity & Inclusion

« Business Model Resilience

+ Supply Chain Management

« Materials Sourcing & Efficiency

+ Physical Impacts of Climate Change
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B CSRehE 2 $ e T E € F1L2 4p i é)gwt’#:’ o8¢ 5873 CEO e
# # > 40 CEO i 14+ (Petrenko et al., 2016 ; Tang et al., 2015) ~ CEO 2 5k (Chin
etal., 2013 ; Hafenbradl & Waeger, 2017 ; Jiraporn & Chintrakarn, 2013) % 4p i < 1;% o
S 3FPTEEEE B ERGF(TMT)ERF4 > bog £ € = 2 (Chang et al.,
2017 ; Khanetal., 2013 ; Shaukat etal., 2016 ; Zhang etal., 2013) ~ 4+ %] % & {4 (Bear
etal., 2010 ; Galbreath, 2016 ; Harjoto etal., 2015 ; McGuinness et al., 2017 ; Shaukat
etal., 2016 ; Zhang et al., 2013) ~ p 8 4 FF %t % (Barnea & Rubin, 2010 ; Johnson
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2017 ; Harjoto et al., 2015 ; Lau et al., 2016 ; Shaukat et al., 2016)2 & ¥4+ ¢ §
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1 4p g (Campanella et al., 2021 ; Disli et al., 2022 ; Husted et al., 2019 ; Lagasio &
Cucari, 2019 ; Lavin & Montecinos, 2021) - @ % & ¥ € s * &2 ESG 405 &
F 2k i 4p B (Birindellietal., 2018 ; Husted etal., 2019 ; Lagasio & Cucari, 2019) -
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SER TR R RT KT > Fpt B PR PR B FomE 4 o Heet
al.(2021) % T B 2 T E F R T ORI R AT B e 4 foda 0 FM X
BERTOEIFL G VN EEREFE (e AR LHERD TR

S d A SRS FE R LL L o Fp 2

=N

W hd LA R4 0 TR LB R A A 6 R AT o 1 AT 8 T I

—=h

|4

FER RO PERER > RAPE AL L ALR LR R
B EL LAY AR S T SRR RS 3 LR A 28
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TR TAFEF BER- 2 BEES - A RRES B IEEHAP
EREAFRRFT S 0 PR T R2ENABZIEET LT EHY I B OR
- et WL L P éﬁ@a » eF A PR

k- AR FEE T L HRE AR R s R R R 2P

Q‘J

i3 TCFD 47 51 50§ i 8B " 57 4 § 1 m

E**i

B tENAB I EE RS HREASE AR OT S RG RO R R 2P
95 SASB & tchg R A B BRI B A F2 £+ R
FMAE A B A f R EHRESRIEF G AN EE 4
32 P CSR s &+ w2 F(Choetal, 2017 ;5 Liuetal., 2021) - @ &iTd &
¥Ak € F 2 ¢ B SASB & + R4 - Madison & Schiehll(2021) % 7 = 7 @& *

SASB =% ¥ 114k i 2P ESG @ 0 L B LT AT B L 2 fo A R4

R

g {7 { Bl T A 47 fo P ek T4 K o Henriksson et al.(2019)%F w4k *

A~

A

ESG £ A Ak r 2 PenF A S A2 5% X530 ¢ 1L ESG 40 A ek s

A FEENBEEEF R L G EF ek o 4 SR R FER
PR g AR I g PR R R G 2 TR Pl K
TP AT HGE NS FT TR L D ESG g 0 BREELIL O &
BB LA ENE A MR D ST HESGHE ST o 8 & 7 2 SASB
ABRE O ERZ RRFEERB - EE THESGHE BT
Bz tARROT H U HESC NG > BRI EE ¥ § L IR A e o

PAKIME X R & ESG b 5§
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$=% A Rk

AEASZH S - BARAETRY LHAED T FRP AL
E‘ﬁjﬁ/}};‘l’g:;{”ﬁﬁ éég‘,é’y—mﬁﬂ ,},w-ql y :mr] g;-‘icv}'g_ ]1 ’?g_-:l:ﬁ'-rx‘}ﬁ’fﬁ‘ﬁ

o Bz ERIEP A R i
- & FiHi
AT 2 TR L S PP T 2012 3 2020 E 0 15 ik
SASB 2 TCFD F# ¥ BEhE > 7 b m A 2 A ffth+ o §- %5 TCFD 74
d > TCFD 1 %) %t 2015 & A =& = » Tt ptag 7kl d 2015 1 2020 # 2= >
BEFAEAGA LSRR EEEE R B M BT R R AE D 11146
Lo S AIF ROA 120100 2 v 5 <20 100%2 fEf B 5 7 & 0 gk

11139 BEipl e X453 TCFD &4 hmer B jh> F 5 T b B » & & &0

1776 %o B % 1925 2 & o & = # 5 SASB F 4L d > SASB »+ 2011 & 4] = >
RS 2012 2 2019 # m s o HIRAA L BRI G E R R § 4 B Mk
PR B RE D 14260 & > 112 R E 10 £ o £ Pk b SASB A depF i ik <

%

25 Boxrs 11744 BEp] i k4E 34 SASB $#h G ke B A b T E chh
miiE o & & Bob 1367 R B § 1552 R P o fk Ak ¢ 2012 3 2019 & & #4180
73 190 RF 35 4 SASB A #c 0 £ i¢ ¥ a5 1490 A LRl & kA g B
TEHOTESGHB ST R

AETHN IO T MY P B TR E TR
SEEARTIRTE)E L 2P B XM TR ERp 27 AHWL L ESG A
#c A4 Bloomberg TR 4% AFFLF R HmFIZ RBFLI M2rp* FH 7

o NNIP Bi 4572 £ @A 5 @ o %4 b ESG A #ici* ¥ 1 AF5 5 8 * 2 SASB

2 3-8 SASB A Hefrd tRA TR At BRAL ) wptg T 5 TE) ¢ ffﬂﬁ A2 TR
VAT ERFE P FFE S FRA R CRAESER RPEE  THTIIFF2E
Bt AR AGE RE27 EREK G A R ﬂ%‘ﬁféj FRAM -

FoEh I Y AT PEARE 2 EE Y2 £ A% g
FOCRNE ST m#%@ﬂ”*4%—¢ﬁﬂ%&’$“imo
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/w\ﬁi’jf'i%-fi /’v\ﬁijﬁfé@;\ 3 }'g_'/*__{!-_ <M Blrilz o ;A TCFD &% )k w

Bld Fois < B iz 23k CSRone 2 S L ¥4 g #2422 FRAR
2+
=)

E I S =l il

R
3

FREAT U L2 - AL g - BFRE 3 R BT
F % % 7o TR (Cross-Sectional Data) - % = f 2 # 27 PR L 2 k- B
REcHTR - FL 5 PERY B 7 38 (Time-Series Data) © & {4 5 ™M} & ffeiR{e» ¢ 3
F e PERFEE R 7 fe B AR OT AL 0 A5G i BT A (Panel Data) o e 3R A %
*nit S s 2o dofi¥Te T 5 % g] T 2 2 (Ordinary Least Estimator,
OLS):& {7~ 47 > m PFRF B 7| AL 2 E BEFT AL R 5 2 % %) T 2% fi-4] (Fixed-effect
Model) 2 % #% »x % #-7] (Random-effect Model) -

Hsiao(1986) # 7 # * if BEF A& 7 A 47 ¥ 1 Hl i - PR gL b SRR A o
PEH BRAMTARAATHEY P d A2 L2 2 RPFIE T F 2% MBEREK
B R EROHAR LR AL 2 T A BEF A (Panel Data) » g3t i i HCA
v 4o x pE Y > % (Time Effect) 12 2 % %) 22 % (Individual Effect) » & * = < & 2 3¢ %
#-74] (Two-way Fixed Effect Model):& {7 » 47 °

Pt AT LW AN A RS, 2 S ¥ pkde » 3 5 g dg(Instrumental
Variables) - B {7 = FEfo ) T 2 % (Two-Stage Least Squares, 2SLS) o 11 F #-4

sy - X FH Tk 03] (Two-way Fixed Effect Model) > & 71 ) i Ep? I A
- = ~ H sk #i3] (Two-way Fixed Effect Model)

i BiF f(Panel Data)fic ] ens B B4 F & p DR FEIE > R R TR LR A

% B T2 % #-73) (Fixed Effect Model) 12 3 %g #% 2 % #-7] (Random Effect Model) - &

3 Mﬁ?i’iF\i'riFHE:% i Y2 IHMBRERFRHL ARG A BREPOD > 7 A REFLE
PR FET 0 ALE UM FEET OIS SRR e r (ERE T ERTR
WFenn oo 1§@it”ﬂ9§4ﬁ‘i}3§?’ TEFEH KA A ﬁ#ﬁ’%@#pﬁtm*%ééﬁ?q%
W % o
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TARERHA TR RRREREF R AT ST H R LB ax fik]
> b %% BB (Least Square Dummy Variable Model, LSDV) - & &% g & & & pF
FFH P - Brak P85 - ~ 7 2ui(One-way Fixed Effect Model) » @ 27 %

Y RAEE Tk OB A A T AT

K K N
Y, =X+ Z e Xpie + Z PBrControl Variabley; + Z «; Djr + Z ViEwi + €it
K=1 K=1 j=1 w=1

He »ii20w )%y tiERY

ﬁk * r' JE ij %&m'ﬁ[ ;

Control Variabley; & % | 52> @ & tH# e 38324 $#c s
Z?]=1°C tpﬁi*}'iﬁgﬂﬁ #FH g —JE‘ =1 %
i B =0:

lel lﬁfﬁﬁ&*}' T BeE Ewt“ it FH F - W=t RlE,; =1>
E WA > Py =0
il s

’

Eit = ,:.»

S BRF AR
d R TR AF R IR R A ¢ 7 RERA s A g 7
PAFT Y AR R g fF 03] (Logit Regression Model) - 1 4 g = & H 2k

B & i e T A

D_Risk =+ Z &, Academic Director;; + Z BrControl Variable;;

K=1 K=1
N T-1
+ Z «; Industry Dummy;, + Z y;Year Dummy,,; + &;;
j=1 w=1
1)
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D_SASB =+ Z «, Academic Director;; + Z BrControl Variable;,

K=1 K=1
T-1

+ z «; Industry Dummy;, + Z yiYear Dummy,,; + &;
j=1 w=1

TR B s F % RBrOR AR R B (D_Risk) ~ A § 3 R R R
k% H(D_SASB) - p R FNAB I EFT B BT LT RER

RECFMUPFTEF I 2UEE T 0 AP FE R 2B L
FUF oI REA R LPIEF ST EEA RIS EF LIRS

RS AR Fis ISR S CENPR S S AE & IR A
ZHYRP cAER A LZAAMK SR E TR R R AR

A EE s 2 E SRR LIRBEE B 5 2L A A¥EEESE TR

LER R LS M.@:ifﬂ’wﬂmw%‘%@ﬁwl‘“‘ﬁr‘?

#-72](Ordinary Least Squares, OLS) » & % g = ~ B @2 > & * an® fF3\ o 91
Tt
K
SASB =+ z &, Academic Director;; + z BrControl Variable;,
k=1 k=1
N T-1
+ z «; Industry Dummy;, + Z y;Year Dummy,,; + &;
j=1 w=1

(3)

ESG =xy+ Z «; Academic Director;; + Z BrControl Variable;,

K=1 K=1
N T-1
+ Z «; Industry Dummy;; + Z y;Year Dummy,,; + &;;
j=1 w=1

(4)
e Bs N A A E 4 [R5 SASB A #(SASB) 11 2 A 4hf H ESG A

4 242N )% N FRFUSX AR NNIP B3 $ﬁ¢£ﬂ" ?out B SASB A #ipF 2

AFrgerid TR ER -NR WL EENZ B ALY TR PRSP 2R

3-8 SASB 4 #cpF & 2 #E’fié.%"?i}mé?é#“fl PREIE SN N o S S R I L
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B(ESG) - p Rfci v AFEE B2 T F T % ¥k 2502
G)iple » T e Eizdl A £ &8 & R BTk -

FUOAFETLOEAPN AP HEERTELES S L FE 0 F] 2 Cho et
al.(2017) ~ Ma et al.(2020) ~ Huang et al.(2021)%7 He et al.(2021)4p F= » 2 $ic3] # 4¢c
> 1 E s dc(Instrumental Variables) » # i& 7 = FF Bl -] T > ;2 (Two-Stage Least
Squares, 2SLS) - %+ Choetal.(2017)¥? Huangetal.(2021):#-1 £ $#cw & 5 2+
gl e g Fag® g TimL v (ConnProf) » Flgcde il ¥
WAL RRITFPHE - Ea R EEr 2P EF 62 BT RFLHR

Sk g B i kiR TE) P BT T Bk 28T T 200 6l % o eds

BESr FERLFHELF TR P IFEF L350 2 FER A T 3 % (Two-
Stage Least Squares, 2SLS)en% = i fuit fjFigh o I FFF AT R * @ § 2 &3
A S Ec 1 il ERh r BT B O WwE TR R ALP TS
EAEENFTEE N F > B F 3 21026 EAES E E BT > @ 2LE
TEF L EETFNETF E T 0 s 1 LR T FRT 24 R
BB TR F RS T2

Sz & AR EAE

AEEAH AT SRR 2 LR BT AR O R S

AREATRK S 2 pFBBEARR AT A S 8 LR R
BEMNBEEFEE 2 N RENe 7 EF ¢ 5 ~0B2 2P FEA <5

-~ BEE R
(-) BE A &4 % p R ki
AT R F iR B G e e U k(D RiskkBmELP 2 203
TCFD # x40 & Bl 73 A AR BE R KRR P LT R
AR EFRRILR §(SASB)Z 22 B A hE < LR AR -
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-
*ﬂr

i %8R &2 ¢ Ew kR (D_Risk)

SR AR EEAFHF LA ATHREREZ AFHL TN 5 - AR
BoWH R AT NAGEL TR F R REANET  TERFPUET LTS
REMMLGEHE  FOPFREMNEARL 2P 53 TCFD 2 =% &% 5
FREBREOE o B REKS 1 ZR 500
2. AFE S MHRAIHG K (D_SASB)

o BERE PTG EHEATETENLE € (SASB) i kinF ¥ E 4

P BRI BE A F 2 £ S BRI A 2 P § Ajcs Bloomberg F

(=) A4~ &
RFEF 22 AP~ Bl S fa R 3A W8 SASB 4 #ic2 ESG $hg ~ #ic -
% - #f SASB A #ikAd Wrcin s FF g NNIP W HEL G @1 7 B

Bloomberg FALE ¥ 7 ESGC #h ~» BT > L i 2 ¥ H B2 €~ B Bl

ad

@ om % 4 ESG #hgE ~ #cP| 2 &5 p Bloomberg FHLE > F1 5 g FHE
itz ESGA#H g% 2P ESCHBERL 5 BHE #rl s 27 ESG
#f A i

1. SASB 4 #(SASB)

Flzscicx 5 NNIP 44407 £ @A 7 ¢ < %4 Henriksson et
al.(2019)2. = % > Ry A F - E R L | € (SASB) A2 & ~ ¥ Bt O
SASB /& # BB A G fiFE o @ ESGHRE & ek £ o T RGP A7 2 SASB
B E 3N AN ek- B SASB iR A E R a2 2 F A M Bl o

ARG H 3038 SASB A dkz B A E T TEI A 4F¢ 2 2L fE (7 47w ¢
PC it~ kiR flag ~ A4 ~ 2 HM 710 - BZ/I0OF 3o~ H i s 5
WA s R MK E T E PSS TRER RS

Bezk & o~ ds WAE M BOR R s B  BEE el c fERZ FUS B
AR NNIP G &Ry P b5 A BpF P iins 7 £ 7] SASB A 5k
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Lo NP E AT A ] s AN B FE L oI ERE S B
ZHIGRALL B A R R A E AR FEERD/NOLH L AR AE o ¥
*h TEJ ¢ 25> 17 % 7] & Bloomberg 4 & @ 2. ESG 78 p 22 SASB # 2 (7 £ &
PlY b A E AR T M2 TP hed 2 E 2 AR E S AN T E 2 AR
A R R ko

d07 R AELE A BRIY AR &R s 8 81 NNIP B R G
Ay ¢ A3 SASB F PiT & A ¥ 2 SASB R umu L FELE X
M %40 £ -3 & Bloomberg 74L& ¢ 2. ESG 7 B %t/ % A 47 - Bloomberg 7 4L
B2 ESGI P FHAAAMBTHAUL - - A2 FdkE > L, 8 T3, F
A e E 3 F F A R R RS T - BRI KETR A

L LR TR AN TS ERRT R RS

kL

jkkbf"m] 'fﬂﬁh,\;ﬂb/};’l/ﬂﬁ)# & Y pngtox -E__‘j;._‘j;,5o

o

% SASB & Hcit B LR RA D BT EFHA cF S LG FUT P o TIHE AN
b7 g2 Taag s LA TR 0k FEL THR AR EER 0L A [ 6
SR RIF 2> T0iE |tk A2 Tioksh 1A ANk 2 TN L4

e ..

FRF 04 e 2R3 R 20 G BTG ESC 2 P o P E T 00
*

o

Er % SRS LA Hiche ISR AT P B B T SASB 4 e

N

ESG 4 #(ESG)
Bloomberg 422 ¥ 2. ESGC #hE » #ici & £ 435 & 272 SR 4FL > doip
e fEAFHFL L S ER L 4ot Bloomberg 23 AW (FA & o FTHIE P g

43 1L BFED EHE BRI LRG0 i

hpas}
~=$
144
-
.=
Rt
-
.=
A

”
~=$

A=

BB L RRRE CALE s A FhE A B2

)»\;z
fet

ESG # % 4 #c -

SN BAFTHEFFL 2P LR EHEEA JELR » A 4% Bloomberg #ut 47
FALE 2 ﬁﬁfﬁfuﬁ%i’ EX EX SIS 2
6 #4 EhamBIEp Adc? T 500
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A2 Bl FEF AN TE) FREY 2 FE 3SR Ha 2 o

FAREF P EE Y G e 28 A2 FR2 DB HERE TR

M s H B R HCR s 7 F‘"i,_—ﬁﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁ(

1. i3 % % B #k(Prof)

}

BAFAPY LHMFTCTTALY LS NE AR L RTE D
PE-ERE G MEBFEF o
2. Bz g5 F mH ¥ #(D_Prof)

PR E RO P E - ERAFF AR EEF o ELPEG D

- B A

Jeh
g

CF M REL L FFERAAE B EEERN S0

3. Bz E

Lt

T 28 E T $ e F(Prof_board ratio)

MAFAPE - ERLSFNBEEETRELEERL PUEET BA
LR

B b g5 T B
PHITE R

Prof board_ratio =

)

4, B s T % ¢ 2 5 % v 5 (Prof_ids_ratio)

f

uéﬁzﬁi—ﬁ&i%%ﬁ%iEEE%&%%E&iiﬁﬁiﬁii
By a0y

B a5 F Bk
THBETE B

Prof ids_ratio =

7 EHNBEFLEY 28 5 i o
8 P FA AL s R LR TP WS BT L L g ey

20

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202201075



AR S

AL 24 R EY LR g FET T A ﬂgr’ﬁémvﬂ(Choetal 2017 ;

i

Daietal., 2019 ; Heetal., 2021 ; Huangetal., 2021 ; Liuetal., 2021 ; Maetal., 2020)
AR I RAF IR, A b - HaidIEE g S
S0 R AR E T PP S T

(-)FTE5 A

1. ~ M7 %% F(Women_ratio)

W AP IEF AR LTI R E AR BRRS LD
w B % & Cucari et al.(2018)2r Husted et al.(2019)4; 11 & ¥ ¢ ¢ -~ |42 ESG
BB LA TR e MG FI AP RSB ET TR RS ETIR R R
& é*’ﬁié‘fj‘filﬁ:ﬂf NrHMEEE B
2. # % ¢ * #(Board_size)

AnFy P RRENEE §REE ESG £ 3 & v B %o 4 Birindelli etal.(2018) -
Husted et al.(2019) 2 2 Lagasio & Cucari(2019) - e Dislietal.(2022)f] % * & ¥ ¢
AP E 2 B MM G AR AET L TE) #2279 2 E T B
B P 2T EREARLIETE A B RFEET T ERE DR AFE T 24
3. Wz &% ¥ X (IDS ratio)

W F T ERRNGIER NP ISEAES S FHEP A EJIER G T
B2 P e FIFEIATTIRFFENTEEL PP LT EFAET
F> 5 &1 4ph > 4o Hustedetal.(2019) » F]t 277 5 #-jb > F 5 F v F 5 4
Rl RE2Z TR 2MHp2FTEEA g TEE A Hce
4, R A 4F Il Z(InsiderOwnership)

Barnea & Rubin(2010) 1+ 2 Ohetal.(2011)F 7 4 3 > p I8 A 975 fEfr o &

ik g 3EA R I 4PB o @ Johnson & Greening(1999) R % 3. % F¥ & I M Ff i
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#&g‘%’xiﬁl AR BE o F]RL AFT G B IR A FE AL 4o 0 AP RS 4

&
LIRS I B g A - A= RIS R LR =S IR =2 1S RE VRN

5. @ ¥ & A7 iz 552 (Duality)

Husted et al.(2019) 2 Campanella et al.(2021)% 3. CEO e & £ 4 &2 ESG %
BEpeMB Fr ARy TR 2 SR L L2 {2880 s irdlke - -
(=) =7 FL

Fral o P i agdc s A7y 44 L% Choetal.(2017)% Huang et al.(2021)
@l IR OF Rl N ¢ o — 98 848 B] & Choetal.(2017)

7o 2 fi(Age) > B8 HEAF v I (Institution_owned) ~ F F T o~ E FE P4
#ic(Ln_Sales) » Huang et al.(2021) & #* 2> @ 3 @ P~ $f#c(Ln_size) ~ = & & &
(TobinsQ) » 12 2 & & % & * chfF A sF v 5 (ROA) ~ f if v+ 5 (Liab_ratio) - »# 7
DF 2 TSR TR FHRE > B¢ o273 @B 4 8(Ln_size) ~ F A 4F ¥ ¢
(ROA)~ f # v+ 5 (Liab_ratio)~ g ¥ 1z » i ¥t#c(Ln_Sales)~ = & i & (TobinsQ)
BEFWFHI SR FE-PRE -
7o #c(Age) B F £ # fjv\a‘r“,/]c‘, SEEEEDR o ﬁﬁt&#.ﬁﬂ;’ik’* F
(Institution_owned) = Fe 8t ~ A B & P84 ~ ARG oA &~ AR 272 4 o
ARE B H R B B AR R B

F oo @B E(Ln_size)2 ¥ ¥4z » ZFE(Ln_Sales)~» %] i TEJ » 2 £ A § &

N

"o
R2m
e

WL e EARP R e @ f vt 5 (Liab_ratio) 5 B f i AE RTE

A o FAWMF(ROA)Z 2 7 & (TobinsQ) 3 TEJ F Ll & & i enfsft -
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A . ~ 228 4

ﬂv‘i—f;/’«\:%w:%f*’%?—%f‘ﬂ:f;\iwﬁﬂw']c’ ERE -3 o r) S U Pk S N - A
FERREA LA 52 SR 2 PTG NI TR A S

Wb He Ak T €% Mann-Whitney & # #icie %0 o fs 34 g b 2 118 chie 7 8

EERMNFE HP o

- & Kb st g

AP 120123 2020 ERP L PRSP S A RILBIBEE A R B
T ORAR RS LA AR R - L F R £ kR & A 8.2015
E32020 & 0 £35 11139 £ 5 2 L AK€ ERIRE AT > 1 A K_2012 #
32019 & G- E SASB 4 HcE & ESG A o b & LE ¥ R A il

2@ H 11744 F o (SR G RE AT 63 E R0 1490 £ R AR K

AR A BZAFAT TR AL EREPI ) EES - T EE R P
o~ Bl B8 E % o Panel A & AL IR % fics Acit 43 Panel B 5 28 ik
2o gt Bt o AR EkY ha @B E(Ln_size)4 & F F oz~ EgE(Ln_Sales) ¥ A

ki
fay
d

nig s> o @ F E(Ln_size)~ A 4F ¥ 5 (ROA)~ § 17 v+ 5 (Liab_ratio)~

%

¥ ¥4 2 3E(Ln_Sales) ~ & 7 i E(TobinsQ) 2 ¥ {6 - R E - £ 17 ahfaf %
B R R A BB R R g RIIR B R R 2 sk st Yo

AR Y VBRI L E &N § R E R 'k 215 ¢ (D_Risk) T 58
0.11 » j€_2015 # 2. 0%'0:% & £ 3] 2020 # § 21.71% - * % 2015 & 1 2020 +#
SHEIIEATY T N F SRR GEWE N P 1% £ %

BRI e BUF YRR € 3R $0 G (D_SASB)T #5855 0.13M5 ik 4

9 i 3 F i WBIAR FY RN AFEFERIRGE R RS AN A R R Akt X
AR 0 AR IAGERI A Y EE BT S 3&: Ts & % v+ 5 (Prof_ids_ratio){= # 1
9% v Z (Institution_owned) A< ’ﬁﬁ BE A BB R pr T iogc s W G 282 2 52950 &2 2 P K€
FEPRE R 2 T sodcs W S 19.86 2 39.27 F P &?m; Beb o Hapg by qpin o

10 #2015 & § iy 2 e :}gjggx} FgBEE R ’5’—\/)&)1 o F i RBR BB E R
KNP - 3 S

11 /2012 & 3 2019 & en-T yoHcsg 1+ 383 2B L § 1% o
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W 13%h o B IR G RRAFEFERNIE > A GBS TP E
e19SASB 4 #c(SASB) T 32 % 33.27%> j£ 2012 & 2. 17.1%3% 4v 3] 2019 £ 2. 35.49%;
ESG 4 #(ESG)* 2 40.97 4 > ;%2012 # 2. 33.2%3% 4v 3] 2019 & 2. 44.88% -
FRREEY > £ F 42013 ERBAHHREB - FTTEFILE 2
Bl> 2 2017 28973 43 0 Y2 XREWH2FF > FILEAFT 2B A7
BLRFE A T % B aProf)shT 35@E 3 0.81 = 0 j£ 2012 # 2 0.74 # 4
712019 #2091 - Hisd b= F T ¥ b 5 % B(D_Prof) T 325 2012 # 2. 0.45
4 3] 2019 #£ 2 059 FHTI5L 051 A& T51% o3 o E
HE BB EEE o BB EEE L B FE T T v 5 (Prof_board_ratio)
e 32R) ¢ 2012 & 2. 7.85%3 4v 3| 2019 £ 2_ 10.78% > A4 T 325 8.95% 0 i+ £
TEEY FHRTNNS A B ETLE - S BFEE I B EE
i 2 (Prof_ids_ratio)z - 390 % 2012 & 2. 15.27%= #54i 4c 5| 2019 & 2 25.63%"
BRI T I9% 19.86% 0 P s R PP A 2012 £ 3 2019 £y 9 2 = in
WrE X5 ENTR -
AR B EE € ARy L FEE T 5 (Women_ratio) T 35
51349% A rfk A 2P A PFEEIEF TN G1 133 FF § 4
#c(Board_size) T 2% 906 > A qn kAP g § A HKTHG 9 b E

TELET € 6|(IDS_ratio)T 55 2448% 0 27 2P FE § ¢ T 24 2 Hjp

[kt

T E 5 IR s (InsiderOwnership)T 35 5 28.41% > & £ 2 7 B % dk? 5 %

T

-~

Ji

N fcEd FEF ST ARLNEF g FE R LT zREE
(Duality) T35 036> £ E 3P4 xchg F£F fLiZRGE o

Fo 02 P Rl 2P 4 2 Ed(Age) T4 27.22 & > 84
F 350t G(Institution_owned)-T 3= % 39.27%; = @ # E(Ln_size)B~ p X $f#cis e T
¥o5 14.87; F AP F(ROA)T 325 3.48% ; 4§ & T &+ b(Liab_ratio)*
25 4112% 5 F ¥~ Z3E(Ln_Sales)P~ p A $Hficis cnTia% 1482 29§ &
(TobinsQ)L =% 1.19 -
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%01 fcip At i

Panel A : #f2 8 % #

i ik TioE HFL Y ik B JE KL E
RS AE R
FERBREFIRR
D_Risk (0/1) 11139 0.11 0.31 - - -
o e LIELT VAt
D_SASB (0/1) 11744  0.13 0.33 - - -
A A M A

SASB (%) 1490 3327 27.83  33.33 0.00  100.00
ESG 1388 4097 1256  42.15 9.50 84.30
Panel B : f2§# %

& il TioE HEL Yk BJE ORAE
1EfERRE
Prof 11744  0.81 0.96 1.00 0.00 6.00
D_Prof (0/1) 11744~ 0.51 0.50 - - -
Prof_board_ratio (%) 11744  8.95 10.84 7.69 0.00 85.71
Prof_ids_ratio (%) 11744 1986 2438  16.67 0.00  100.00
Bk
Women_ratio (%) 11744 1349 13.08 1111 0.00 80.00
Board_size 11744  9.06 1.96 9.00 2.00 29.00
IDS_ratio (%) 11744 2448 13.83  25.00 0.00 80.00
InsiderOwnership (%) 11744 2841 1756  24.36 0.00  100.00
Duality (0/1) 11744  0.36 0.48 - - -
Age 11744 =~ 27.22 13.37  26.00 1.00 72.00
Institution_owned (%) 11744  39.27 23.08 37.18 0.00  100.00
Ln_size 11744 14.87 1.46 1468 1061 2251
ROA(%) 11744  3.48 9.81 403 -95.23 95.78
Liab_ratio (%) 11744 4112 1788 4121 0.18 99.76
Ln_Sales 11744  14.82 1.67 14.69 2.83 22.39
TobinsQ 11744 1.19 1.01 0.91 0.03 22.26

L AERARAET Y R R E 2 B ARy o Panel A S BL 2R % 8 > Panel B 5 28
F¥c 2. Panel A s BRI E IR £ "% f:t 3 SASB 4~ #cPF & ESG 4 ¥t & E_i=
F oA 2 27 3.Panel B R o St 00K § 3R RRECE] S R A0 )
2R CHRAPEFETF B EE T I oot F A AN A BRI G R
PR SLE 4 275 B2 F Efer B LA AHELHE 5 275 @ ROA f i F
HEJTr EEE ~Tobin'sQ FFS - HRE o5 RELEBRPEMFFY il BAE S B B

UE X SR VS
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2 & AP M Tl 4T
ROE-H T EREZ T G YEFLRERT 3 RN D E S X AR FIP TR G (Pearson)ip B il 4T 0 & 2 A HAPRE 2
Bk O BRPM GEESERA Y AFEE B EE TRk Bz F e r £3g(Ln_Sales)r = 2 % 5 (Ln_size)2- 4p B (2 fic i 0.7858 2 ¢F >
Hapip b Glicy >0 05 Ravw AEE FWllh g EF 2 KL A ¢RFNRA- BRiFtd > 2ot o irmiae twRlp BEAApME . 2
VIF @5 /) %0 10 » 4 # e~ # ¢ (Ln_Sales)* = @ % @(Ln_size)+ M 3% » FUb G RPN MA L - &7 #5  RlL FE SR AL -
7 2-1 A AP B il

Prof D_Prof Prof_board_ratio Prof ids_ratio  Women_ratio Board_size IDS_ratio
D_Prof 0.8187 ***
Prof_board_ratio 0.9647 *** 0.8096 ***
Prof_ids_ratio 0.9197 *** 0.7984 *** 0.9311 ***
Women_ratio -0.0372 *** -0.0213 ** -0.0363 *** -0.0478 ***
Board_size 0.1460 *** 0.1204 *** -0.0272  *** 0.0406 *** -0.0507 ***
IDS_ratio 0.2331 *** 0.2468 *** 0.3055 *** 0.2732 *** -0.0401 *** -0.3070 ***
InsiderOwnership -0.0348 *** -0.0545 *** -0.0325 *** -0.0432 *** 0.0541 *** -0.0194 ** 0.0342 ***
Duality -0.0022 -0.0163 * 0.0120 -0.0095 0.0826 *** -0.1247 *** 0.0385 ***
Age -0.0788 *** -0.0697 *** -0.1080 *** -0.0485 *** 0.0605 *** 0.1841 *** -0.3004 ***
Institution_owned 0.0446 *** 0.0313 *** 0.0286 *** 0.0787 *** -0.0244 *** 0.0932 *** 0.1162 ***
Ln_size 0.1264 *** 0.1052 *** 0.0834 *** 0.1659 *** -0.0726 *** 0.2365 *** 0.0478 ***
ROA 0.0368 *** 0.0313 *** 0.0261 *** 0.0346 *** 0.0139 0.0500 *** 0.0622 ***
Liab_ratio 0.0022 -0.0069 -0.0001 0.0167 * 0.0221 ** 0.0267 *** -0.0526 ***
Ln_Sales 0.0992 *** 0.0856 *** 0.0600 *** 0.1351 *** -0.1043 *** 0.2323 *** 0.0029
TobinsQ 0.0877 *** 0.0714 *** 0.0967 *** 0.0882 *** 0.0044 -0.0410 *** 0.1374 ***

% 2-2 B A M il
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Insider Institution

i Duality Age Ln_size ROA Liab_ratio Ln_Sales
Ownership _owned
D_Prof
Prof_board_ratio
Prof_ids_ratio
Women_ratio
Board_size
IDS_ratio
InsiderOwnership
Duality -0.0565 ***
Age -0.1278 ***  -0.0454 ***
Institution_owned 0.4236 *** -0.1449 ***  (0.0022
Ln_size -0.1668 ***  -0.1490 ***  0.1896 *** (0.4541 ***
ROA 0.0257 *** -0.0580 ***  0.0118 0.1862 *** (0.3712 ***
Liab_ratio -0.0249 ***  -0.0335 ***  (0.1090 *** 0.0601 *** 0.0437 *** -0.1734 ***
Ln_Sales -0.2023 ***  -0.1431 ***  (0.2087 *** (0.3134 *** (.7858 *** = (.2723 *** 0.3202 ***
TobinsQ 0.1107 ***  0.0045 -0.2039 ***  (0.1555 *** 0.2019 ***  0.1906 *** -0.1980 ***  -0.1645 ***

1 AA G REREL T AN GBcAk 2.%5 000K F KU x5 OS0GRTE KM A FREL Q00T FKIE 3. AP BE Y LA r I L PP KRB HE 4 2P -

=k

ROA ~ f v~ ¥z~ 23 ~ Tobin’sQ 5 % s - ¥ %

Irls

o
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=& S RBHRAKE TSI

'F_

B AT H LR R R RS F RO O AR TR ERG AdE0 f2
BELEFRFER A URBEIM LB AR 27T £ 8N

) el

[kt

EE RIAEREBKALIAFEFHIKA T T2 Mann-
Whitney = Bt 20 127 327 &84 S S E TP A F m R
TR E A EFHP BRI E REICL 12 SASB 4 i~ ESG #hE A s
ARG LF € e B AT EFE P AN
A0 B R AL e gkﬁp = (Choetal., 2017 ; Daietal., 2019 ; Maetal., 2020 ; He, Chen,
Zhang, 2021 ; Heetal., 2021 ; Huangetal., 2021 ; Liuetal., 2021 ; Zhao etal., 2021) -

% 3 Panel AYL R AR EY 2 IMBRR - HY F Bl
fhgfeed 2015 3 2020 & 111139 4k A = 0§ 6201 LR A 2 P 5 ]
B2 FEF 4938 L F HA B FEE o AF € EAIRE K ITR I 2012 3

2019 & 11744 S Ao > 3 5991 S Ao P 5 B> g £ ¥ 5753 4 &

+

b dE5F od £ 3Panel A¥v i 3 B gEEF o o Loy
14% ¢ #% 5 iz B h a2 € X n(D_Risk) » @ £ F il € E Feh 7 ¢
T T%E EH 0 FIN P EFE G R FE T LR ENf 8
L g (D _RisK)F BFAR - Vot AF EABEFEE NI G 3
€ 4 3R 3(D_SASB):1: 16% 0 £ E Al F T £ 7 ¢ 5 10%

M % 3 chPanel B Al G A ApHE ~ Bco B¢ SASB 4 #icz. 1490 £ 4 > o
FTEMUBEEEENRL 0 E g E B2 T 558 £ e & - ESG 4
Bz 1388 LA o d F BB F T F 8908 U E B E MM EE
F:1498 S e s o d 4 3Panel B¥ 4l § il EE F 27 > SASB »

#(SASB)T 355 348 » ~ P »#ch 3333 4 A AR B EE F T

12 d ** Panel A 22 R ARG g ERBIcR ST R XKFEFERHBERRT > 2%
2P AENUBEFCE i 00 &A P 4eE ¢ ik
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2307140 HHEE 2D Lo P T LG FNAbE EE T 3 SASB &
B(SASB)2. & M5 LA F LB o T ¢h i ESG 4@ A #(ESG)® F £ A
TESPLIEL 4211 A ¢ =8 i 4350 4 > A BB g EE P
L E 3891 4 % 3967 4 0 x FREFALER

SFdooritod R A T 22 Mann-Whitney & # #icig T enE 5 7 8 T
AP ENAREE R AR EE T E L ST 2 B HEAY
FHO T T 2P AN A B R T - SRR TR AT U RE S B

23 FAENABMTEFTZ AR A

Panel A : B A 5 i

I # 5 e

B ETE BeETE .
Py o T
FERARLFIRR
D_Rlsk (0/1) 0.14 0.07 0.07 *=
N 6201 4938
ARG ERBBRT
D_SASB (0/1) 0.16 0.10 0.06 *=
N 5991 5753
Panel B : < % 4p Rk & ¥k
e - it .
gfzw; %5252 23
Tiog ¢k TioE ¢ ik Ty ¢ ik
SASB A #&
SASB (%) 3480  33.33 3071 2500 410 = 833
N 932 558
ESG 48 A &
ESG 4211 4350 3891 3967 320 * 384
N 890 498

I L ARETHRIE A& IE TS 2.5 90%%F F -k ~ ** % 0500k F R  *** % 990
MF-KE 3.0 Panel A 2 BRI AH IR G f B REs i SRR AR § P RRRE R
ToAHmA TG EERANBDEEEFY BB 00 g e
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£k

NS : ﬁ

n\ﬁ

AE2 FHREERLT BN A PR AE SR T D FRE] T Y D R

WL MR E A SNSRI B o A S RRANAR ) F FF RS

\\\Xr

FOR 4wt 2 SASB @k iw; % = f84 5 SASB ~ #cit 2 ESG #h G A #ice

S A2 LR LR P

AP RAFHENRUBZEEFEF FRBLRNEAF LM o m
B 2P LT NG R BRGEWED RISk RGFE =7 47 2 g W%
F i lBac o PHA()TCFD § 4@ Rl 2 jm> o £ 0 2 7 2.7 7% SASB
4 B(D_SASB)e#cF](2) i 2 PR g A F 2 &~ HRRALR R - & § )
W2 g % B#Prof) FiFilp: F % F nR¥E(D_Prof) - Fixilp g ¥
b & % ¢ ¢ 5 (Prof_board_ratio) ~ Al b2 g F £ 4 b2 F E ¥ ¥
(Prof_ids ratio) = fFE A > T T T2 £ B Fc T P R BT RN 4
ROAE 0= FREEe] T2 WAl R W A 2 R R r L e R R he 7
PRLEYEHAhE T EEEF 2 FI R M G LN HCR Y R - R BT R
Ao A ERE FEE > NRFEIMTT 2R

LOHEERETIELEE AT NAA LM R ERP I EL S L2

LA ¢
a’%ﬁﬁ:%i&+i*wﬂ7%_ﬂhﬂﬁ‘ R A Al

‘\’J\\-

e

=k

RS S P E SRR RN S S e
7 # ig (lagLn_size) ~ 7 & 4% p* 7 (lagROA) ~ § ffi v+ & (lagLiab_ratio) ~ § % Jc » %
3¢ (lagLn_Sales) ~ = 7 # & (lagTobinsQ) » 25 F s - HRE -

Ao 24T bk 99%T Furalb 2 F E ¥ B #(Prof) ~ § i3

“mj:

W EEE RERED_Prof)- 3> £ 5 £ L £% ¢+ 3 (Prof_board_ratio) »
¥ L b % ¥ S (Profids_ratio)sz ¢ & » B 7 AT #Y

FE @b G2 6 e 75 % (D_Risk) - $¥cfz 3t E 5 0.2904 > 0.3977 - 0.0253 »

0.0108 > % tofrdl B ¥ BE2 P EH F 3R BR G2 BE NFET > 27 L}
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A A L E B T AL B FE LT M FE T
FARBE 2 PREEVF GRERGEWE P LAFTLRR- cHENE
FAIDE EE BT B SR PRREER 2 R IR AL ]
FEPEFLREGRT FEOERE TN ERNBEEE TG AL G T gD
PRREE RY REAGAR > ® 2 P8G5 gk TCFD 451 &Ewlf iz %
B G EA g R

IR EIS BEF § 5 AR % ¢ 4 Hc(Board_size) § 4 ¥

5

TR PG %3 > 2 Birindelli et al.(2018) ~ Husted et al.(2019) 1+
% Lagasio & Cucari(2019)2 @2 % 4plF - = F £ ¥+ % ¢ +* &|(IDS_ratio)
S EHFL P REL PGS ¥ Bs R 283 2 & Husted etal (2019)47 - -

S 0T M AP ETHRBEAEZ AN E A BRE N A SRR LT
dro ffzes ok 99% T HAlfh e & £ ¥ Ba#c(Prof) s S FE T REY

#(D_Prof)~ £l fb> 5 % ¥ & € ¥ ¢ +v* 5 (Prof_board_ratio) ~ £ i3] b= § &

R

1%

T FEE F e F(Prof_ids_ratio)i5 g e S P E T E6 5 R EL %
e ﬁ&ﬁ’f‘;ﬁ%( Risk) » ¥zt E 5 0.2624 » 0.3795 > 0.0233 - 0.0104 > % 7+

)

Al E s BTG SASB A kB FenR BT o2 P R 5 ARG L8 D

CHEEF AT FEE B FL R FRFE O A PREBB AL AN
R E A BRI B E AT LR L RESFUB I FE O § i

N

TR EGFSASBRENATEABE B A BB ZAE L LN R
T AL Y RPN ABREZToNEA A2 252 FREESHRBEINTT 2
B- 2 GRS cFREYBEFTEFF AN STE T B PE G Gk

Loz 4 F 0 ARFAFEIEET > 5 2P R B b B K B

%5{:
—x\

ROPARRL P RBHBERF G GRBIRE RFPRE S BRR AT 2
BERLELIERENEFFENEFEY 0 £ 27 UL P AFIBE CSR
FF 4 e }I% 3 4p T 7 % % (Daietal., 2019 Heetal., 2021 Huang etal., 2021) -
B R-AT - 00 @A Fe(PSM)i2 & FAR IR > AR T B % 2 L R o
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24 LT ENFERALGAPERIFEE

D_Risk
Intercept -18.3652 ***  -18.7314 *** -18.7250 *** -18.3670 ***
(543.18) (577.34) (576.5) (543.37)
Prof 0.2904 ***
(23.52)
D_Prof 0.3977 ***
(23.8)
Prof_board_ratio 0.0253 ***
(23.52)
Prof ids_ratio 0.0108 ***
(23.52)
Women_ratio -0.0085 ***  -0.0087 ***  -0.0083 ** -0.0081 **
(6.89) (7.2) (6.53) (6.32)
Board_size 0.0778 *** 0.0906 *** 0.1025 *** 0.0912 ***
(11.38) (16.08) (20.73) (16.24)
IDS_ratio 0.0163 *** 0.0180 *** 0.0155  *** 0.0160 ***
(9:17) (11.39) (8.23) (8.75)
InsiderOwnership 0.0038 0.0041 0.0039 0.0039
(2.24) (2.6) (2.35) (2.28)
Duality -0.1240 -0.1095 -0.1193 -0.1178
(1.96) (1.53) (1.81) (1.77)
Age 0.0183 *** 0.0177 *** 0.0180  *** 0.0178 ***
(39.26) (36.85) (38.09) (37.12)
Institution_owned 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002
(0) (0) (0) (0.01)
Other control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Housman’s test - - ** Hx
Observations 11139 11139 11139 11139
R square 0.2436 0.2436 0.2436 0.2436

L ARGATHAEFGREAR GO P E DT SRR EMEFES > Dl ER R 70t
% 2. thfT 2535 Wald + 3 30 %5 90%%F F ok B 2L O506kE F oK M RN L 9Q0pkE F oK
B4 HugrdlREs 2@ ha PP @ (lagln_size) ~ F A 4% ¥ ¥ (lagROA) ~ § 1+
(lagLiab_ratio) ~ § ¥ < » /% ¢f (lagLn_Sales)~ = @ # & (lagTobinsQ) 5. # & ;4| % #chr 7 3 &
ROA ~ it 3¢~ S fe ~ %47 ~ Tobin's Q ez 16 - WRE -
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25 EFHBIAF L ATME R EE FR %

D_SASB
Intercept -15.4327 *** 156481 *** -15.6339 *** -154640 ***
(815.58) (848.17) (846.93) (821.03)
Prof 0.2624 ***
(23.68)
D_Prof 0.3795 ***
(26.97)
Prof_board_ratio 0.0233 ***
(23.68)
Prof ids_ratio 0.0104 ***
(23.68)
Women_ratio -0.0085 *** -0.0086 *** -0.0084 *** -0.0081 ***
(8.56) (8.8) (8.28) (7.84)
Board_size -0.0445 *** -0.0347 ** -0.0230 -0.0280 *
(6.72) (4.38) ) (2.91)
IDS_ratio -0.0008 0.0005 -0.0012 -0.0004
(0.06) (0.03) (0.14) (0.02)
InsiderOwnership 0.0048 ** 0.0050 ** 0.0048 ** 0.0049 **
(4.26) (4.62) (4.31) (4.38)
Duality -0.1786 ** -0.1674 ** -0.1743 ** -0.1734 **
(5.45) (4.8) (5.2) (5.15)
Age -0.0012 -0.0017 -0.0014 -0.0017
(0.15) (0.3) (0.21) (0.32)
Institution_owned 0.0020 0.0018 0.0020 0.0018
(0.92) (0.75) (0.91) (0.71)
Other control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Housman’s test - il - -
Observations 11744 11744 11744 11744
R square 0.2102 0.2104 0.2102 0.2102
L L AL SAFHBERAF LA E A MRENY S A RT AT FR R DG E R
iﬁ%ﬁ%Z.ﬁ&T"ﬁ S5 Wald + = 3.% % 90047 % -k 8 ~** % O500%7 ¥ -k 2 ~*** 2 99%
BERE 4 Wi o P o @9 B (lagln_size) ~ F A 4R ¥ 5 (lagROA) ~ f v

% (lagLiab_ratio) ~
E ~ ROA~ f iF e

" ¥ J ~ Z gR(lagln_Sales) ~ = & # i (lagTobinsQ) 5. # & f 4] % e 2 9
o E AT EE - Tobin'sQ RS FIE - HRE -

5 w,»:
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-~ BEREREEEAHMN A K

FOML AT HEFAENRYUB I ETTH D AT E S R
o E $i ESG B L B oo () 0 2 7 ¢ SASB A #i(SASB) iR 2 &
vz A £ end < BRI A 2R > T ESG G & 0 03| (4)ESG A i
(ESG) i 5 = & ¥4 5048 ESG thdk » f2 B » T i ch ESG 0 o~ ¥ P 2
MERT B Z AR T AR

BA d 26V AENYUD:FEET BProf) s FiFH: FLTF AR
#(D_Prof)~ w3l £ £ ¥ & & ¥ § v+ 5 (Prof_board_ratio) ~ & i3 b= & &
T EE E 0 S (Prof ids_ratio)3s ¢ t oo BN DA ARK £ < HE A B
(SASB) > @ H @ Eisi|ih> g ¥ ¥ BEcProf) - £l g EF L T ¥ ¢ F
(Prof_board_ratio)~ £ i3> ¥ & ¥ & b= & % ¥ +* 5 (Prof_ids_ratio) & 3 < -k

B O5% T 4 B F e

-
\\\Xr
i
Tk
=
T

4 %) & 2.6890 » 0.2517 » 0.0938 » % 7% fdr
FIH W FED 7 SASB A Heh® T o 2 P CEAMFEE A EH
WU FTEFIEFE W FEFFEFF o 0P REH O E RAAF
SAFAPM E PR 0 @ 2 P HESCHhE S ik > SASB A Ak F -
20 FMAPHENEMESG thihg 0 d £ 7V ek E 00% T 5
Az EE T BaProf) b £ 5 F & F 8 (D_Prof) s i3 b> 5
¢ FEF ¢ F(Prof_board_ratio) ~ £ B FEE L B2 FTEF 0 F
(Prof_ids_ratio)#5% #2582 @ ESG thih i » #ioo 4 7 drd|H s 282 7 ESG &
BT P EF A3 ARS LM R A A ENABEEEE Y
TEE W EEFFRFE > 227 FANESGIHF M - H2 7 HESG
g AR E R P
P AT AT RN A B TN A B R A T2 REEREAAT 2 BR

Z oV B LE A _ﬁa”g FANOPE F AR PN PR

B ¥l o Fl R S ESG G EFUNBEETE € UM
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BitthG 2 e o P AGAME SR ESC ddhE & F 0 6 o7
SASB ~ i ® >+ HELD FE LT A L F DT R o AFTY ul/]g T BhEiEd
WEETHANET 67 427 G M et v g 58(Cho et al., 2017 ;
Liuetal, 2021) > {i&- HFREWA P2 T EF R > 2P L 720D FR
+ (Henriksson et al., 2019 ; Madison & Schiehll, 2021) » % & ESG #h & &7 2
SASB % #c -

T - F R A F(PSM)i2 ¥ AT T 0 E R BRGE (T AR B  Um

AT 2T R DR
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# 6 SASB » #cit jF & &

SASB
Intercept -34.0138 ***  -38.4776 *** -37.1741 *** -353582 ***
(-3.47) (-4.07) (-3.88) (-3.67)
Prof 2.6890 **
(2.24)
D_Prof 2.3291
(1.56)
Prof_board_ratio 0.2517 **
(2.24)
Prof ids_ratio 0.0938 **
(2.25)
Women_ratio -0.0544 -0.0574 -0.0500 -0.0560
(-0.84) (-0.89) (-0.77) (-0.86)
Board_size -0.2943 -0.0439 -0.0167 -0.0842
(-0.85) (-0.14) (-0.05) (-0.27)
IDS_ratio 0.0177 0.0714 0.0140 0.0450
(0.25) (1.13) 0.2) (0.69)
InsiderOwnership 0.0076 0.0112 0.0034 0.0079
(0.17) (0.25) (0.08) (0.18)
Duality -4.4025 *** 41846 *** 43257 *** 41981 ***
(-2.75) (-2.65) (-2.7) (-2.63)
Age 0.1733 *** 0.1705 *** 0.1688 ** 0.1652 **
(2.6) (2.58) (2.53) (2.48)
Institution_owned -0.0705 -0.0757 * -0.0722  * -0.0738 *
(-1.61) (-1.75) (-1.65) (-1.7)
Other control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Housman’s test - il ol Hx
Observations 1490 1490 1490 1490
Adj- R square 0.2039 0.2068 0.2042 0.2054

i LA & 5 SASB A feh ¥ - PRI FE R FirdlE B R 7 EkS 2 BT S FEt
= TE 3.%5 90%Ag ¥ -k ~ ** % OB00kg ¥ /K I ~ *** 2 0000kF % K 4. H s | %#ci 2 7
Pl che @ % i (lagln_size) ~ F A F 0 5 (IagROA) ~ fi if v 5 (lagLiab_ratio) ~ ¢ %
(lagLn_Sales) ~ = @ i i (lagTobinsQ) 5. # @ x4 % #h> @7 & ~ ROA~ f fF1t 5 - # £
HIE > Tobin’s Q ##es Fie - WRE -

o r % 3F
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% TESG » #cit jf i %

ESG
Intercept -17.7590 ***  -18.4939 *** -18.2734 *** .17.9459 ***
(-4.45) (-4.76) (-4.68) (-4.54)
Prof 0.4425
(0.89)
D_Prof 0.5486
(0.87)
Prof_board_ratio 0.0414
(0.88)
Prof ids_ratio 0.0156
(0.88)
Women_ratio -0.0162 -0.0167 -0.0154 -0.0164
(-0.61) (-0.63) (-0.58) (-0.62)
Board_size -0.1342 -0.1003 -0.0881 -0.1004
(-0.94) (-0.78) (-0.7) (-0.78)
IDS_ratio 0.1420 *** 0.1493 *** 0.1415 *** 0.1464 ***
(4.72) (5.54) (4.64) (5.23)
InsiderOwnership 0.0133 0.0140 0.0126 0.0135
(0.72) (0.76) (0.68) (0.73)
Duality -1.7102 ***  -1.6689 ** -1.6978 ***  -1.6755 **
(-2.61) (-2.56) (-2.59) (-2.56)
Age 0.0683 ** 0.0674 ** 0.0676  ** 0.0668 **
(2.5) (2.46) (2.47) (2.43)
Institution_owned -0.0359 ** -0.0368 ** -0.0361  ** -0.0362 **
(-1.99) (-2.04) (-2) (-2.01)
Other control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Housman’s test ** - - **
Observations 1388 1388 1388 1388
Adj- R square 0.3656 0.3657 0.3654 0.3654

Lt 1 &4 G ESG A den® - PR AR R B dlE R 2 FE S 20 BT 2 4R

TE 3 *% 90%%8 ¥ -k ~ **3

5%0%g F -k B ~ *FL 0000kF FoR M 4 H o il REci o Pk

B @ e @ i (lagln_size) ~ F A 4% p¥ 5 (lagROA) ~ f ff ++ 5 (lagLiab_ratio) ~ ¥ iz » % 37
(lagLn_Sales) ~ = & # i (lagTobinsQ) 5. # # 34| % ke P 5 @ ~ ROA~ § b & ~ 4 £ 4c»
HiE > Tobin’s Q ##s Fie- WRE -
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CCEI PR S S =

R

~ v 2P R F AN ERER % ¢ (D_Risk)

Prof D_Prof Prof _board_ratio Prof_ids_ratio
Intercept 12256.1441 *** 129470.0000 *** 140431.4137 *** 328639.2568 ***
(101.37) (608.21) (99.12) (98.73)
Women_ratio -0.0008 * -0.0040 -0.0183 *** -0.0560 ***
(-1.7) (0.05) (-3.17) (-4.14)
Board_size 0.0405 *** -0.1784 -0.5113 *** -0.1476
(10.53) (1.83) (-11.34) (-1.39)
IDS_ratio 0.0088 *** 0.0260 0.1314 *** 0.2678 ***
(12.29) (1.3) (15.63) (13.56)
InsiderOwnership 0.0014 *** 0.0018 0.0124 ** 0.0344 ***
(3.1) (0.02) (2.35) (2.77)
Duality 0.0588 *** 0.0338 0.4878 *** 1.0053 ***
(4.23) (0.02) (2.99) (2.63)
Age -0.0023 *** -0.0130 -0.0145 ** -0.0112
(-4.28) (0.6) (-2.3) (-0.76)
Institution_owned -0.0010 *** -0.0047 -0.0121 *** -0.0035
(-2.63) (0.14) (-2.7) (-0.33)
lagLn_size 0.0388 *** 0.0216 0.3283 *** 1.8434 ***
(4.26) (0.01) (3.08) (7.35)
lagROA -0.0010 0.0006 -0.0028 -0.0620 ***
(-1.35) (0) (-0.34) (-3.18)
lagLiab_ratio 0.0013 *** 0.0002 0.0136 *** 0.0377 ***
(3.05) 0) (2.74) (3.25)
lagLn_Sales 0.0018 0.0892 -0.0353 0.1017
(0.24) (0.14) (-0.4) (0.49)
lagtobinsQ 0.0104 * 0.1116 0.1310 ** 0.1042
(1.83) (2.12) (1.97) (0.67)
ConnProf -315.5954 *** -3333.6000 *** -3615.7399 *** -8462.4484 ***
(-101.39) (608.32) (-99.13) (-98.75)
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 11139 11139 11139 11139
R square 0.5249 0.7426 0.5116 0.5198

L Aol T T S AR T Bk dh i T S 4255 5 Wald + o

QSOA)@:%‘,J{‘]_‘% N ***,:;:i

90k F -k
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¥ 7 #h % SASB 4 #(D_SASB)

Prof D_Prof Prof _board_ratio Prof_ids_ratio
Intercept 12091.5147 *** 128277.0000 *** 136095.9739 *** 304946.0165 ***
(105.41) (600.79) (104.51) (104.07)
Women_ratio -0.0009 * -0.0021 -0.0163 *** -0.0579 ***
(-1.93) (0.02) (-3.06) (-4.83)
Board_size 0.0332 *** -0.1510 -0.5478 *** -0.7530 ***
(9.67) (1.21) (-14.04) (-8.58)
IDS_ratio 0.0078 *** 0.0231 0.1053 *** 0.1586 ***
(13.87) (1.36) (16.48) (11.04)
InsiderOwnership 0.0010 ** 0.0006 0.0095 * 0.0176
(2.21) 0) (1.95) (1.6)
Duality 0.0510 *** -0.0005 0.3930 *** 0.7875 **
4) 0) (2.72) (2.42)
Age -0.0016 *** -0.0181 -0.0079 0.0112
(-2.89) (0.87) (-1.25) (0.78)
Institution_owned -0.0011 *** -0.0050 -0.0120 *** -0.0042
(-3.04) (0.16) (-2.94) (-0.45)
lagLn_size 0.0367 *** 0.2402 0.2792 *** 1.4512 ***
(3.87) (0.5) (2.6) (6)
lagROA -0.0010 0.0033 -0.0134 * -0.0800 ***
(-1.47) (0.02) (-1.72) (-4.56)
lagLiab_ratio 0.0010 ** 0.0043 0.0121 *** 0.0219 **
(2.57) (0.09) (2.66) (2.14)
lagLn_Sales -0.0024 -0.0945 0.0398 0.4056 **
(-0.3) (0.2) (0.44) (1.98)
lagtobinsQ 0.0273 *** -0.1136 0.3808 *** 0.6332 ***
(3.6) (0.37) (4.43) (3.27)
ConnProf -311.3439 *** -3303.0000 *** -3504.1074 *** -7851.9649 ***
(-105.43) (600.88) (-104.51) (-104.09)
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 11744 11744 11744 11744
R square 0.5505 0.7461 0.5419 0.5417

L B AR T S e s T Rk i G G T S F5% 5 Wald + o

950685 5 -k A ~ *** % 0Q0hEF ¥ -
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= s RAPM 4 B R ) T2 A2

— ~ 2 P51 SASB 4 #(SASB)

$- pR

Prof D_Prof Prof _board_ratio Prof_ids_ratio
Intercept 11215.0000 *** 72299.2000 *** 119827.0000 *** 321425.0000 ***
(25.09) (327.48) (25.58) (27.94)
Women_ratio -0.0018 -0.0072 -0.0368 -0.0344
(-0.83) (0.16) (-1.63) (-0.62)
Board_size 0.0695 *** -0.0423 -0.3611 *** -0.2488
(6.62) (0.2) (-3.28) (-0.92)
IDS_ratio 0.0175 *** 0.0218 0.2018 *** 0.2115 ***
(8.39) (1.63) (9.22) (3.93)
InsiderOwnership 0.0017 0.0025 0.0341 ** 0.0438
(1.12) (0.04) (2.2) (1.15)
Duality 0.0869 -0.0356 0.6235 0.3128
(1.64) (0.01) (1.12) (0.23)
Age -0.0026 -0.0052 -0.0097 0.0120
(-1.17) (0.09) (-0.42) (0.21)
Institution_owned -0.0020 -0.0045 -0.0149 -0.0226
(-1.39) (0.14) (-0.98) (-0.6)
lagLn_size 0.0741 * 0.2028 0.6084 2.3141 **
(1.88) (0.38) (1.48) (2.28)
lagROA -0.0034 0.0026 -0.0388 -0.2165 ***
(-1.07) (0.02) (-1.17) (-2.66)
lagLiab_ratio 0.0052 *** 0.0067 0.0541 *** 0.1540 ***
(3.2) (0.24) (3.19) (3.7)
lagLn_Sales -0.0269 -0.1327 -0.3110 -0.2033
(-0.77) (0.2) (-0.85) (-0.23)
lagtobinsQ 0.0792 * 0.0075 0.8792 ** 1.9393 *
(1.95) 0) (2.07) (1.86)
ConnProf -288.8021 *** -1861.6000 *** -3085.3454 *** -8276.6594 ***
(-25.09) (327.52) (-25.58) (-27.94)
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 1490 1490 1490 1490
(Adj) R square 0.4444 0.7086 0.4418 0.4541

R TR U1 N N W RF T H#9%5 T e (Ad))Rsquare 5 3 18 RT3 20 B drie jF ™ = 5% 5 Wald

+ = 5 (Adj) Rsquare 2 R T =
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I

+ 27 ESG 4 #(ESG)

Prof D_Prof Prof _board_ratio Prof _ids_ratio
Intercept 11179.0000 *** 72383.5000 *** 119543.0000 *** 318058.0000 ***
(23.59) (303.53) (24.15) (26.46)
Women_ratio -0.0018 -0.0073 -0.0375 -0.0336
(-0.78) (0.15) (-1.59) (-0.59)
Board_size 0.0701 *** -0.0440 -0.3647 *** -0.1776
(6.39) 0.2) (-3.18) (-0.64)
IDS_ratio 0.0185 *** 0.0227 0.2115 *** 0.2471 ***
(8.2) (1.54) (8.96) (4.31)
InsiderOwnership 0.0020 0.0025 0.0379 ** 0.0425
(1.29) (0.04) (2.31) (1.07)
Duality 0.1035 * -0.0249 0.8060 0.7103
(1.87) 0) (1.39) (0.51)
Age -0.0023 -0.0053 -0.0072 0.0337
(-1.02) (0.09) (-0.3) (0.57)
Institution_owned -0.0022 -0.0047 -0.0174 -0.0395
(-1.43) (0.14) (-1.09) (-1.02)
lagLn_size 0.0705 * 0.2096 0.5965 2.4291 **
1.7) (0.38) (1.38) (2.31)
lagROA -0.0026 0.0038 -0.0304 -0.2011 **
(-0.78) (0.02) (-0.88) (-2.41)
lagLiab_ratio 0.0048 *** 0.0066 0.0509 *** 0.1452 ***
(2.8) (0.21) (2.83) (3.33)
lagLn_Sales -0.0232 -0.1385 -0.2833 -0.1761
(-0.63) 0.2) (-0.74) (-0.19)
lagtobinsQ 0.0782 * -0.0008 0.8788 ** 2.1690 **
(1.86) (0) (2.02) (2.04)
ConnProf -287.8847 *** -1863.8000 *** -3078.0595 *** -8190.0680 ***
(-23.59) (303.56) (-24.15) (-26.46)
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 1388 1388 1388 1388
(Adj) R square 0.4287 0.7026 0.4254 0.4398

L F ol T FRCYT 2 4858 5 T i o (Adj) Rsquare 53 81 R TS 2 Rtk #riw fF T 2 4255 3 Wald

+ = 5 (Adj) Rsquare 2 R T =

55

%% Q0%6EE ¥ K IE - %5 OBOGRE F -k I ~ *F* L 0QU6RT E ok I

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202201075



GRSk e N S T R i N

~ v 2P R F AN ERER % ¢ (D_Risk)

D Risk
Intercept -18.3652 *** -18.7314  *** -18.7250 *** -18.3670 ***
(543.18) (577.34) (576.5) (543.37)
Prof 0.2904 ***
(23.52)
D_Prof 0.3977 ***
(23.8)
Prof_board_ratio 0.0253 ***
(23.52)
Prof ids_ratio 0.0108 ***
(23.52)
Women_ratio -0.0085 ~ *** -0.0087  *** -0.0083 ** -0.0081 **
(6.89) (7.2) (6.53) (6.31)
Board_size 0.0778 *** 0.0906 *** 0.1025 *** 0.0912 *=*=
(11.38) (16.08) (20.73) (16.24)
IDS_ratio 0.0163 *** 0.0180 **= 0.0155 *** 0.0160 **=
(9.17) (11.39) (8.23) (8.75)
InsiderOwnership 0.0038 0.0041 0.0039 0.0039
(2.24) (2.6) (2.35) (2.28)
Duality -0.1240 -0.1095 -0.1193 -0.1178
(1.96) (1.53) (1.81) (1.77)
Age 0.0183 *** 0.0177 *** 0.0180 *** 0.0178 **=
(39.26) (36.85) (38.09) (37.11)
Institution_owned 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002
(0) (0) ©) (0.01)
lagLn_size 0.5242 *** 0.5339  **=* 0.5271 *** 0.5155 ***
(62.06) (64.59) (62.83) (59.75)
lagROA -0.0281 *** -0.0285 *** -0.0283 *** -0.0277 ***
(25.16) (25.83) (25.54) (24.43)
lagLiab_ratio -0.0188  *** -0.0185  *** -0.0187 *** -0.0188 ***
(46.01) (44.74) (45.87) (46.17)
lagLn_Sales 0.5473 *** 0.5491 *** 0.5487 *** 0.5467 ***
(87.56) (88.05) (88.01) (87.38)
lagtobinsQ -0.0814 -0.0792 -0.0817 -0.0795
(2.15) (2.04) (2.17) (2.06)
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
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Housman’s test - - *x falalad
Observations 11139 11139 11139 11139
R square 0.2436 0.2436 0.2436 0.2436

L BT S 59 5 Wald + S 2.% 5 O0%AE E R I %% 5 05067 3 -k IE %% 5 0006RT ¥ K i

-« 275745 SASB 4 #(D_SASB)

D_SASB
Intercept -15.4327  *** -15.6481 *** -15.6339  *** -15.4640 ***
(815.58) (848.17) (846.93) (821.03)
Prof 0.2624 ***
(23.68)
D_Prof 0.3795 ***
(26.97)
Prof_board_ratio 0.0233 ***
(23.68)
Prof Jids_ratio 0.0104 **=*
(23.68)
Women_ratio -0.0085 *** -0.0086 *** -0.0084  *** -0.0081  ***
(8.56) (8.8) (8.28) (7.84)
Board_size -0.0445  *x* -0.0347  ** -0.0230 -0.0280 *
(6.72) (4.38) ) (2.91)
IDS_ratio -0.0008 0.0005 -0.0012 -0.0004
(0.06) (0.03) (0.14) (0.02)
InsiderOwnership 0.0048 ** 0.0050 ** 0.0048 ** 0.0049 **
(4.26) (4.62) (4.31) (4.38)
Duality -0.1786  ** -0.1674 ** -0.1743  ** -0.1734 **
(5.45) (4.8) (5.2) (5.15)
Age -0.0012 -0.0017 -0.0014 -0.0017
(0.15) (0.3) (0.21) (0.32)
Institution_owned 0.0020 0.0018 0.0020 0.0018
(0.92) (0.75) (0.92) (0.71)
lagLn_size 0.6071 *** 0.6141 *** 0.6102 *** 0.6016 ***
(93.14) (95.29) (94.17) (91.3)
lagROA -0.0371  *** -0.0373  *** -0.0370 *** -0.0365  ***
(73.87) (74.57) (73.68) (71.5)
lagLiab_ratio -0.0084 *** -0.0083  *** -0.0084 *** -0.0084  *x*
(11.51) (11.12) (11.54) (11.4)
lagLn_Sales 0.3772 *** 0.3781 *** 0.3756 *** 0.3723 ***
(46.32) (46.47) (45.94) (45.13)
lagtobinsQ -0.1961  *** -0.1912  *x* -0.1978  *** -0.1955  *x*
(11) (10.46) (11.18) (10.94)
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Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes

Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes

Housman’s test - falale - -

Observations 11744 11744 11744 11744

R square 0.2102 0.2104 0.2102 0.2102
or 1 BT 3B 85 Wald + 2 2.% 5 90%%E FoR B 2L O500RE F oK N RN L 000pkE F ok

T ACEARM A B BBl T2 A2 B - B AR

~ ~ 2?5 SASB 4 #(SASB)

SASB
Intercept -34.0138  *** -38.4776 *** 371741 **x -35.3582 ***
(-3.47) (-4.07) (-3.88) (-3.67)
Prof 2.6890 **
(2.24)
D_Prof 2.3291
(1.56)
Prof_board_ratio 0.2517  **
(2.24)
Prof Jids_ratio 0.0938 **
(2.25)
Women_ratio -0.0544 -0.0574 -0.0500 -0.0560
(-0.84) (-0.89) (-0.77) (-0.86)
Board_size -0.2943 -0.0439 -0.0167 -0.0842
(-0.85) (-0.14) (-0.05) (-0.27)
IDS_ratio 0.0177 0.0714 0.0140 0.0450
(0.25) (1.13) (0.2) (0.69)
InsiderOwnership 0.0076 0.0112 0.0034 0.0079
(0.17) (0.25) (0.08) (0.18)
Duality -4.4025 *x* -4.1846  *x* -4.3257  Rx* -4.1981  ***
(-2.75) (-2.65) (-2.7) (-2.63)
Age 0.1733  *** 0.1705 *** 0.1688 ** 0.1652 **
(2.6) (2.58) (2.53) (2.48)
Institution_owned -0.0705 -0.0757 * -0.0722 * -0.0738 *
(-1.61) (-1.75) (-1.65) (-1.7)
lagLn_size -0.0297 0.1556 0.0164 -0.0476
(-0.02) (0.13) (0.02) (-0.04)
lagROA 0.1517 0.1418 0.1524 0.1630 *
(1.59) (1.5) (1.6) (1.7)
lagLiab_ratio -0.0508 -0.0365 -0.0505 -0.0513
(-1.03) (-0.76) (-1.02) (-1.04)
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lagLn_Sales 4.0074 *** 3.9386 *** 40132 *** 3.9540 ***

(3.81) (3.79) (3.82) (3.78)
lagtobinsQ 0.9911 1.2494 0.9827 1.0220
(0.8) (1.03) (0.8) (0.83)
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Housman’s test - falale el falale
Observations 1490 1490 1490 1490
Adj- R square 0.2039 0.2068 0.2042 0.2054

srr 1 BT S 3E3R 5 T 2.%5 O0%0AE ¥ KU - *X 5 O506REE K IE ~ *FF YL 00Uk %k

-« 27 ESG A #(ESG)

ESG
Intercept -17.7590 *** -18.4939  **x -18.2734  **x -17.9459  ***
(-4.45) (-4.76) (-4.68) (-4.54)
Prof 0.4425
(0.89)
D_Prof 0.5486
(0.87)
Prof_board_ratio 0.0414
(0.88)
Prof Jids_ratio 0.0156
(0.88)
Women_ratio -0.0162 -0.0167 -0.0154 -0.0164
(-0.61) (-0.63) (-0.58) (-0.62)
Board_size -0.1342 -0.1003 -0.0881 -0.1004
(-0.94) (-0.78) (-0.7) (-0.78)
IDS_ratio 0.1420 *** 0.1493 *** 0.1415 *** 0.1464 ***
(4.71) (5.54) (4.64) (5.23)
InsiderOwnership 0.0133 0.0140 0.0126 0.0135
(0.72) (0.76) (0.68) (0.73)
Duality -1.7102  *x* -1.6689 ** -1.6978  *** -1.6755 **
(-2.61) (-2.56) (-2.59) (-2.56)
Age 0.0683 ** 0.0674 ** 0.0676 ** 0.0668 **
(2.5) (2.46) (2.47) (2.43)
Institution_owned -0.0359 ** -0.0368 ** -0.0361 ** -0.0362 **
(-1.99) (-2.04) (-2) (-2.01)
lagLn_size 2.0561 *** 2.0840 *** 2.0626 *** 2.0495 xx*
(4.19) (4.26) (4.2) (4.17)
lagROA -0.0244 -0.0254 -0.0243 -0.0224
(-0.63) (-0.66) (-0.63) (-0.58)
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lagLiab_ratio -0.0768 *** -0.0750 *** -0.0768 *** -0.0770 ***
(-3.75) (-3.7) (-3.75) (-3.75)
lagLn_Sales 1.6159 *** 1.6071 *** 1.6173 *** 1.6083 ***
(3.73) (3.71) (3.73) (3.71)
lagtobinsQ -1.7205 *** -1.6896 *** -1.7222  *** -1.7196  ***
(-3.44) (-3.41) (-3.44) (-3.44)
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes Yes
Housman’s test el - - **
Observations 1388 1388 1388 1388
Adj- R square 0.3656 0.3657 0.3654 0.3654
i L T ARG TE 2.%% 9008 ¥ oK %L OB00RE F ORI L YR L 0000kE F ok
e~ BT PSM ke R %
-~ 2P ETFENF ERERGE S € (D_RIisk)
D_Risk
Intercept -18.6353 *** -18.8336 *** -18.5579 ***
(405.00) (416.47) (399.24)
Prof 0.1573 ***
(12.45)
Prof_board_ratio 0.0138 ***
(12.93)
Prof_ids_ratio 0.0053 ***
(12.69)
Women_ratio -0.0062 * -0.0061 * -0.0060 *
(2.95) (2.89) (2.75)
Board_size 0.1281 *** 0.1405 *** 0.1307 ***
(14.69) (17.94) (15.35)
IDS_ratio 0.0252 *** 0.0247 *** 0.0246 ***
(12.63) (12.23) (11.99)
InsiderOwnership 0.0032 0.0033 0.0032
(1.30) (1.36) (1.34)
Duality -0.1160 -0.1124 -0.1127
(1.40) (1.31) (1.32)
Age 0.0162 *** 0.0161 *** 0.0160 ***
(25.18) (24.91) (24.64)
Institution_owned 0.0014 0.0014 0.0012
(0.26) (0.26) (0.22)
Other control variable Yes Yes Yes
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes
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Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes
Observations 9082 9082 9082
R square 0.2196 0.2196 0.2196

rr 1 el 355 Wald + 3 2.% 5 90%%E F R B YN L O5008E F oK MR L 0000kE ¥k

-« 27 EZF4E SASB 4 #(D_SASB)

D_SASB
Intercept -16.4377 *** -16.5805 *** -16.4244 ***
(618.70) (630.62) (619.23)
Prof 0.2149 ***
(27.711)
Prof_board_ratio 0.0177 ***
(23.81)
Prof_ids_ratio 0.0082 ***
(29.23)
Women_ratio -0.0033 -0.0032 -0.0029
(0.94) (0.89) (0.76)
Board_size -0.0205 -0.0046 -0.0072
(0.80) (0.04) (0.10)
IDS_ratio 0.0026 0.0027 0.0032
(0.38) (0.39) (0.57)
InsiderOwnership 0.0041 0.0041 0.0040
(2.30) (2.26) (2.14)
Duality -0.1261 -0.1205 -0.1184
(2.00) (1.83) (1.76)
Age -0.0019 -0.0022 -0.0023
(0.29) (0.38) (0.45)
Institution_owned 0.0038 0.0038 0.0037
(2.42) (2.38) (2.24)
Other control variable Yes Yes Yes
Year Effect Yes Yes Yes
Industry Effect Yes Yes Yes
Observations 8864 8864 8864
R square 0.2004 0.2001 0.2006
o 1 thdT RN A Wald 2 2.% 5 90%EF F ok B %L OG00RE F ok M R 0000 kg F ok
61

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202201075



	第一章  緒論
	第一節  研究背景及目的
	第二節  研究架構

	第二章  文獻回顧與研究假說
	第一節  董事會特性對公司永續及氣候相關之影響
	第二節  學術型獨立董監事對公司績效之影響
	第三節  學術型獨立董監事對公司永續及氣候績效之影響
	第四節  研究假說

	第三章  研究模型及變數
	第一節  研究樣本
	第二節  研究模型
	第三節  模型變數介紹

	第四章  實證結果分析
	第一節  敘述性統計分析
	第二節  相關係數分析
	第三節  兩個獨立樣本檢定分析
	第四節  迴歸結果

	第五章  穩健性測試
	第六章  結論
	第七章  參考文獻
	第八章  附錄

