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AT EFAE A 8] AR IEA ¥ 4 € F {E (corporate social responsibilityz &
HMABRERHHR RATEXRAEALBA G R AL EHERAEH
R ¥ WA H SRR, BoRER TGk AR L 692K, By
Aoy 4 R 2 B il d AR A 2 P e A £ LM PT AR v, B B AR A R
2% (selection bias®y ] 28 , A L H FTSE All-sharets 2 b 4% 14 8k 7 3£ B FTSE
A HIEIRE RN R ER BT RESE, RPOKSH ERAFLE
HAiE4 ¥, JEA Rubin (1973 . Rosenbaum and Rubin1983, 1985a, 1985b
PIr 3% B W9 BL 77 % (matching methoyl, 4R 3% 5 bk 5 807 &40 18 A IR 9% i
THRRELYE, o MEEHZ O RAKE RO HEHEREE, BIKRA X
P ey EERZ, EFERE TN EEDENFRHEREAEA
CERELENEE AR, X WERBATHG T ELEORHHK
MEEK BRRMO>TEREGIFREBEHEEF A HIETA
HUBARNBERRAA,
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1. By

[l

g SN REMEF AR R & rUMCOR, B R & B TEHE E i . (RETSE
HREE LA B R PE A it W A AR B BRI Y BT, T ARVt & B AT B EMSI L
s I PR T R 20 iy A B Rk A9 53— R T AR A 2 R T, TE B (AT R B 5 A
WEM AR, MRS TTE SRR E EREFLARTEHLERAEIR.
5 | 28 BA T BRI YR A R A b Y HE R AR T 28, MR (R AR R it & BB AR AT R A
B BEFSFERERAGHNAE. B—EAEKRE, —EEENKEREEE
R RS BRET, fIA0 8 THEZE E BRI . &t @AY A PR3
P e R B B T4 MR, L RIrd Bl TOFEREERIRE IR S | B 2 Sosiih
BB T, [F]R R R SN 28 A AR R B, A RCR M FREIR R AR E
TRIR AT R T FI AR, TR I, 5 A 2k BB SROF VR % AT LANE A7 N, R &
T—ERFEMER.

—RAEEZHIER . ALK, B BT R AT E
PG ? B R = A LURIE R b S am N IR B Em b, R SCA B R 5 H#E Fri-
edman(1970), A8 pl (3R & TR 7% AR I SR Z i Kb S 55 Brag-
don and Marlin(1972) 0 fs i A EIT F B S EHA . HELRRZ
PR, FEEHF T, 04310 Vance(1975) . Aupperle et al(1985) i Ullmann

1 H L 12k 2 FE @ (world business council for sustainability and developmenes (>3t &
HER: " OEAGHERFEOE T EEGEH, B RRMEER, I L UER LRGSR b s ag it
B A ESE | AN EEFE 2% Frooman(1997) sCarroll (1979) &2 McWilliams and
Siegel (2001) ,

2 B s 4 £ 2 140 NikeFAdidasiSony 25 B 413 35 2 BR UL FERE, 2 B 2 % 50 25 B e (S 13
#ETEE; 540, #ET (Nokia) 85 T2 BRTE R, MAGRRERMAN T —RETROME
HURRE B, 55 3 AT VR AZ PR e B B R I SR R R SR AN, BRI A 28 L B IR A E B TR B R YR A A 1Y
T, A H 5 AR B VR B R 28 (Unilever) B2t SRR 36 57 4 B M &y (WWF) &R —
K #8355, 15 2005477 60% By I & 2K H 32835, BN, S BHH R # R A E s Rl & B R
F1b 22 B g, AE A s HSH B E R

3 —(ERHIAIAE B RO, 192045875 W30 1S S F IR IS 3 10% F 17, Sa 41 Eia ke i
Wi E S PR . (B RS — B NP R A AE A, 35 R IMRE T (B MR Hsh 3 ) T %
FeRe A & Bk, AR R GR, AR PR T A RIER LAY A TR B e R B A
o, RO TR LA DUE R I B B R R . B EBUETEE R, EE A AR, (HEE NG
5 5 THER BT B B9, N RE Ry B K EE it B HY T IR Bt BUF 4, BB AR 28 AR A
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(1985 IR FFH[E E 12 5548, Walley and Whitehead 1994) Bl Henderson(2002)
P & R R B2 N 2 1S B Y IR [ (B A R, BB RUR K s a7 SKEE Y
[E 5 RF R £ 12K, Becchetti et al(2007) i It 58 37 1> 3¢ 47 B T B it B Y
. BREEOREE N FIEH (R R # BB A F S R B Y IR A E iR
RACAT Ry, R HE 558 S I IR A HY i & B AT RRs A HRRE AE XL, A AFRE
IEk G 3R Ry FE RS R B % (shift of focus hypothesis,

H—T7H, B BE R B EER A Bt & F (T, $14] Bowen (1953) Eil
Arrow (1973) FR s SR TR B BB RS it & 5l B BUEAERE, R B35 BB 7]
FRATRA (stakeholdersty %, B FATE & 10 A Z IRt &, [F]IKf, Moskowitz
(1972 . Parket and Eiber{1975) £ii Soloman and Hansen1985) Z¢ £ & £
1 AR IE T & B R R G Al H AT A "IAE SR IEM BRI B L. 55
A6, R B T RIiFL 20 TAEBRE A B 4 2 J1#H9$2 S (Turban and Green-
ing, 1997, & S BIA BT~ 2 A 12 = (€ 2 Bl (5 %8 (Bowman and Haire,1975;
Alexander and Bucholtz, 19787 £ 15 iR 72 52 Bl 5% 5% 7 i {58 5l A [ (Porter
and van der Linde, 1995; Fombrun et al., 200 i 175 5 JE 1515 & M i 1 5 gk
(Spicer, 1978; Moussavi and Evans, 1986f & L& {5 & 1 ik 25 4= 1Y 2% 4= 1
St L 114 T 5 4 4 T 1 AR S B 7 (Tsoutsoura, 2004 T Ry 2 5119
FER T S B BF P i B B (R B8 (Weerther and Chandler, 2005; Peloza, 2p0Gornell
and Shapir@ 1987) B Preston and O’Bannail997) 38— F e E K H
ik & 25 {8 P T o FI B PR AR TH I, 1 & ¥ A R B AR RO T (A1 B B 2
B 1 ik S A SR B S B AR Y B IS A R, R & I (R IE MBI BAGR, At
97 bk 5 BT R it & 782 iR 3% (social impact hypothesis

B LA HEE SR ET TR BT & T ERN A FMHESE R RIESH
& B 1T RN FIRIEE RS R, 2810, BN A FIERARR SRR | & &R
ERLEUH 5 AR S i R AR DA S SR B R B 52 0T iR R 2= 5 r , R E AT
RE—BUus WG 55 HFFERE AT & i & BB (R E%, B4 Moskowitz(1972)

S BT E TR 1 S T 70 B B S AR T B B ST R S . AR — RSO
FH DA & A BRI TR 7R LA 51 R 2 6% (accounting-based, B 4712 2 ¥ M 3 5l i 3R 4 B R 5,
Griffin and Mahon( 1997) 50rlitzky et al. ( 2003) $#Guenster et al( 2005) FAigner ( 2006) $Nelling
and Webb( 2008) 13 5, Dam ( 2006) 25 £ 2 i i T I R 2 10 565 5 % ZJERZE o, A Bl AR i 8
(RHI2 DL 355 34% (market-based, f1ix Z=# B2, 414 Hamilton et al.( 1993) s uerard( 19974,
1997b) #Brammer et al( 2005a, 2005b & Anderson and Smitlf 2006) &5 2.3 53477 /3 5] K & 5k
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RN At G BB TR SR EE] 67 RA IR R AR . 5981
DAR e =R =, FRBETEE RS, HAESE IR RE R
=, Cochran and Wood 1984) [} Moskowitz (1972) HYEFEF B FL 18, F1) A 300 B
3 AT 3G 4% 1 o O ARl SO R, SBURET & B ERVR R B S HE R
2 IEAHRA; McGuire et al.(1988) DU 2 #E5E (Fortune ¥ {22 TR & B 1
FP L R BLBRE, 28 TR BV ELAS SR IE (A U FH I & R AR 2R B & 5HE XK, (BB 5 AE %
(fs: SR ) BN 48 5625 FHEE;, Waddock and Grave$1997) ] it & = A 7T 5%
f& Kinder, Lydenberg and DominiKLD ) ¥}t #& 3% R 5 B A HY 2 B P 17 Bt
G AL LR BB, FRAH B (R B B R 43 i 8 B, BY EL o BORE FT IE M T &
A AR & BT 5 AERL, AR RIERAYFE EL, Tsoutsoura(2004) | 4
A B o AT MR IR AR AR B, N R ik & B AT R R B B HL 7 R
R o S T R B S P =R 2 3R T B 4R, JE (AR FE 40 Spicer (1978) |
Chen and Metcalf 1980 . Mahapatra(1984) . Russo and Fout§1997) . Thomas
(2001 . Ziegler et al.(2002) . King and Lenox(2002) £,

SN, IR BB ST H 3G R SR FR BE RS R ER, B40 Vance (1975),
F]H Moskowitz (1972 HFELL, 2t & TAEBITIEEE &S E3E, HER
HAAE A 38 A Fr e SR AR O E L & B B 1T R R A 1 2 H 8RR
& SR =R, Newgren et al(1985) fR 12 1 56 & & A 1T ER 5 2R A 73 s W .
AL A — i N A E TR G B 1h 22 H S I 5 B B X, Brammer et
al. (20059 #I| F 38 {E % E T 72 8418 (ethical investment research servige %} 2
45152 ) mIFTEEA TR & AR R LR B, FF o S Bl & A8 SR B AT Y
o F L SR B R A S (. Anginer et al. (2008) F1] ] 1983 % 2006 £ ]2
MEHEAMME " 2ERTAERHAF ) ZFFLEREHR, © ABERA
) EC i (B e =R Al A R L HAt A F]

EISCRTE ATt & B R S B IRt & AR RS AU 2, R T 2
LAENE BRI —RE BRI, KA 52 B R B A B AR 7 B8Ry

% T B % S S W T T B4 AR = SR S AU A A S 019 i (event study #E5F /A R B 8kE it &
B2 B L =S, #1401 Worrell et al.(199) s linebell and Clinebel{1994 sHannon and
Milkovich (1996 &Posnikoff ( 1997) Nright and Ferris( 1997) #&Teoh et al.( 1999) L 5 Brammer
et al. (2005b) &2 Becchetti et al( 2007) &,
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R T, il % m I A RE R R B BRI S R e B EFEE M
BRI ZE R, Flalnt & TN F R AR R, RIS i b W A R AN AR
R B, I L RE E 2= A R K2 2R B ik & B BT R RS2 B 502
FURERER, [RIIRE, 043 SURR R, TR A5 2 R & i =X rp 8% B R e A S (i
FEREAFR—, G AIRZ) BT EINME 15 R B EON BAME & T E B (G
ETHURE SR E £ fRaR, AR EERR . RRMAEREE R T ERE
it & EERRr EEAZ=Rg N HARF i B e A i, Al
SERFTRE HAth {6 £FE 4H [ (other things being equialiik i, ° 5 % %12 fR 7R . ©
R % Heckman and Robi91985, 1986, ;2 {2 {7 5= A fE5 W {[E 2K K 25—

IRI5E 1 B HY 28 8 {'F 12 15 (selection on unobservablesB[1:E 7 = - Y i i
R ZTH B A AR 6 ALE R B IRIBE 1S B0V B B F % (selection
on observables B[l — £k &2 B\ B K I ik & B (R R B, A6 R BOR AR A AlAE
G X R R R R B, SUBR R, Heckman(1979) Y RA [ B i (two-stage me-
thod) Bl 4= 1) B& % SH i U K #1752 (matching methowlsy 71 i 8 2 [ #if & i
TEEENERRR. MEEERNE -2 2 G —HREL, S2EERR
AR &I, B Inverse Mill's Ratio, 55 — A7 RIJ 52 i A JH PE 1R Ry B A A 0 Y 3l it
AR, B (75 MR R RE, 25— = L ZE TR 2 #UE (identification)
HYEESK, Rk EAE A A A E & B AR R A o 2 ) — ([ fift 15 48 g ol
S A AR RO B =X B RR = T A R, TR B H B 0E (8 By, R B T
HIREE Bh e R R RE, 28 R Z AR 28 TR P 5 R U RUR (TEA S R et 2
EEEEEHEERREE) R R E RN EIA SRR ZS, 5
LaLonde (1986) #y#tEFE, Heckman et al.(1997) &z Heckman et al.(1998) /2
HEEM B L, Wk Heckman( 1979 HYRR & B /7 E R A IR IB B 15 21/
B R RE AT E AN R RREE,

> fE A ) B B o, AT B A B P S TR UR, B R AE R R M (AN SR R Rl A e AR
i B A 135 5 v o T S S MG S R S TS B TR ) MRS, —HiLAS PRI, 53—
LRI, B TS B A R S R A 2 R R TS R E LGB REE .

© ooy S P EL T AR A S o AR B A A L, B B B S M A R O R, 3
i R B AR o e D o A R 2 S 0 T BE S8, 49114 Cochran and Wood
(1984) , =2 LIUAHE] 78 22 P #9235 2k 72 ELig, B4 Vance (1975) B2 Newgren et al.(1985) , 44
i, % A AH ] R A R A R A R R B — e e (dimension) , S8 35t #E B th 2 .
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Bo ¥ 05k AT DU 6B it 38 7 RO BR 1, HEEARE & 2 st ¥ A& & JEH
BxRAE, RBEERIINFR g BEESHIBRE, ERKEILEEEHL
AR — (B (E B S E H B, (RIS R SR i & o T FE R o BB LAY
ZRERBGRD . it G B EEFEH AT & B E A CRE A FRA
A RS SRR e DERER,T WAL RIRAC BN ZER, FIg%K
A, R Rl ER AR A BT g BEE —RBREENPE, R T e BEERY
T#8.8 & & F-H Rubin (1973 FirfE H, FHARIFER R4 Y . B
EFSyig=S b

& B B EENEE, Rubin (1973) 1Y 77 EATE MUK A BO ¥ Iy o 728 42 88
ZHt IR, BIZSK R A EE R BB ANE S, B S
T 2 AT B B U MR 2 BOR B BC B R A UK i@ 84> . Rosenbaum and Rubin
(1983, 1985a, 1985 H- {tH [A] 47 E4 i ¥ 7 1% ( propensity score matching method
SRABIR I —R5E . HEAM BRI SHEE R A S B — R, 5
— R IRt BEAGET —HR B, B SR E Tt & TR R B,
L2 B Ry ek AR AN BB SR bR B, SRR 78 s {E8 7] 43 B8 oK B (propensity score
function) , JRHE B ER A HO 67 B B QAR SR pREURF PT BIRZ A RO AG TR,
LB B e BRASHY A E ISR, B{iE w738 (propensity score, 25— AllE$t
HoRER G BT —EAEREE, IKEBER 5 B SHEERIKREE 72
RAEN G B EM PR BRSO 1775 R R oo iR 2 5 R AR B A
ENRESESEE A ANl

A FHH ARG R I E it & BT R M BB E, (R E
FAEC# 5 LME TR RAR AR . 2 B & % At (London Stock Exchange

T AT # 7E  ER T\ S R A I F A S R

B 1 6 B S B LR 1 R B B A B 0. (experimental or treatment effelgt 22 82
B B B A BR Bk B (treatment group, S 2 B HII B8 1 S5 B AR B AL ( conttrol group) , 7Y
HERERH R G HEE RO AREMT, DS SORA, &gt & B ER B3R R E R,
RAWENL & F R E AR R R &g T EH AT BB B R ERECR.

® Rubin and Thomas( 1992) 2 i i [ 4 $ Rt 3 1= 7] DU SRR DB IR IR R IO R RE., T R 76
T SEHE A FEF _FARE 25, B4 Persson( 2001) # By — B i A KM Tk BE 959 52 5 & 19 %%, Hutchison
(2004) Wre 8% IMF 2B+ — B R A 8 Glick et al. (2006) & 54 B iR 2 i 52 58
f& 8 2 B £%; Vega and Winkelried( 2005) g2 Crowe ( 2006) £ &+ 7 B £T {3 i i B 55 1) B 5 3
B S R L K v 438 0 1) B O 5 Haim et al.(2004) 924 88 A B9 A 1% B B 5 5 ok = o2 T T
%
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B <t il K7 i (Financial Times Fr $t [ 3% Y2 A B FTSE, /£ 2001472 T FTSE
it & FAEFEE (FTSE4AGOOD IndeX, iR & — R 51t & 35 1% Al 928 ] Bk
RIg8H, DIEHRE R R 2% . FI201¢ FTSE All-sharef 8 & Hint & &
AR AR SRy FTSESLBit & F (158 (FTSE4AGOOD UK Index, H (M
2001 % 20054 [l & M Bk i FTSE S B ik & 3 AR F5 B iy 1 S B B8 Ry it
G EHE 3, 7£ FTSE All-sharef5 B H £ R i sk it FTSEZEE it & B (£ 8
A FHIE R RIEML G BEERZE, E@EoNE ML B ENEEESEE
TR S it & BT R H U B SG BRER AR R

Rt FEA LR AU AR BT & AL EEERHT S BT RATEE Et
G ET R ERESGE R R A BT & T EHERNZE? FRC—E
BMEERNEREERBEARTRHEYIRR, 2. Bt & H L
Bt & AR AR RERE A2, e L AE ST, F=. X
&k o 5 K EEAE (program evaluationsh B 58 5% 5243 M1 (policy impact analysisf)
O B 2 A 22 B 05 Z B R 22 B 5 Y (B S SE 17 3R A, 1411 Heckman et al.
(1998) DL je — £ Je FiFE T R HR 42 S BN B U7 ki A 2 eI 92 . A S|y
ZE S EL5E S S R AR Y

BN EENZHE, T —ET R B 7 BRI e, B =B RiOR (b 2t & = (2
H AR B B Rt & SR VYA R AR BRI (R SR M & B AT SR pR B BT EE )
7 BB G ET, DURGEHG T & BT REESGC B T B SR
SCHYE RS S, EAEE A o B BRI AR RS SR . BN A SR B P DA R
B ANBO 5 BT B Bl H 22 W AH N R RURE S B Ik — B R htam -

2. BCHITGE

21 FECHIERAVERIE

223 Dehejia and Wahb@002) £ Shen and Le€2006), < Y;1. Yo 77 FI{FEE
i N F Ry AR ENL & B AR R E R A PE L & AR A R R A RN, R HIAE
MERR,
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T, = K - 1/%07

AR E B3 RAMTE Rt & =T R BRI, Bin L IERE
HE, #a Em SEARERL G FE T, HAABR AR ARG L & B ERAVBRGE R, Al

Tiln=1 = E(n|T; = 1) = E(Y|Ti = 1) — E(Yio|T; = 1),

kR SR T A 2 St B T SR B RUR (average treatment effect on the
treated, Bt T; = 1(0) &R « AFHE RO AEMHGEE. RMEEER
chAl SRR SR B YERL & B e SEAE(RER M FIAN R AR RSB Ry A0 E, Bl
E(YiolT; = 1), Kbt B0z st Bt 8935 B e R s B DA R 5 = A6 5T

78 = E(Yi1|T; = 1) — E(Y;o|T; = 0).

DU AERy 7ilr—1 BB BE A GRERN. EEGGEE A EHEEH(T
AHEE R AR & T & FALARAY T E SRR, MEAEE, RRTEEEBT,
T AR AN 1 B i (B 7E [B] — RHis R AR T 1S, BRI Yig, Yo LT, HA L R
i, AR EYiolTi = 0) = E(YolTi = 1), 7] " TIHRHFEEAEG2HER
(ignorability of treatment | , {15 7 = 7|71, FHIHE, ERARBRAR T EHE
FriE il = RAR KR, RIAHAAE IR 2R B IR A — RS, Rt E(YiolT; = 0) #
E(YolT; = 1), 78 BNFERy 7| r—1 WY R AF (BB, (L ETAY o I B 7|70 2
ARz, IRV R E R R . Ll fFf Rubin (1973 Frie i R F L (R
(conditional independence assumptioB £ =, 7] 55 k.

Ti|T=1 = E(Ya|T; = 1) — E(Yao| T3 = 1)

= EZ[Tid|Tz'=17Xz‘|Ti =1},
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FoR REFMAEEAR T PRI R |, WM DR i & B e SRR E IR
it & (o SEAIRERCE R R FHETE E A RS BN IR BCR .

22 ECHTE

Rubin (1973) iz J5 YR BE 1R N E B 2 R M # HoR 2 I, BRI AR ASTE Al
HEER R M ANE S, B A REE B AN B S R PRI B A BOR
& A B9k I . Rosenbaum and Rubifil983, 1985a, 1985 H i 7] 47 #4 i
%, R 2R P A e R —(E eV . #6 E B ASHY B R = B, wT DUS E{E A
vag L VPGS PaN

P(X;) = P(T; = 1|X;) = E(T} = 11X,

S P(X;) FRIEMR Ea LEEBEOR X, T, ERIER- & BT ORE, B
B fE 558, TmARE#EE Rosenbaum and Rubinl1983, 1985a, 1985h, Rubin and
Thomas(1992) &2 Rubin (1973) i fee {4 1 37 [ % HY B AL AT LA R e 1 3B B A
DL A2 fif =2 {EE ] 3 BRSO A A1 =, B

Yi1, Yio LT3 | X; = Yi, Yio LT3 P(X;), Vis

7ilT,=1 = Ep(x,) [Tzd|T,-:1,P(Xi)|Ti = 1] ;
ik R E R AE T LA E 2 8, RGBT R ER BT, 78 = 7|10
{tE A3 8k P(X;) RY{5ET 7] F Probits( Logit £,

23 BEc¥Ew

A V5 2 B AN B P 2 B G EE R 1 A8 A B O 6 ) 43 B 4 A R Y P RE R
NE B sRER, stEE% &R EA T, RS %2 B A E
SRR IR g EEA MR EEAR ., EEWIHEEARE., EAXH
B AP S #E VU TE, 55 —{E Bl ¥ 5 B2 Nearest-Neighbor MatchingfI: 1% fifi 5 5y
Neares}, & FHEA i KEHRMEEZEAT GREBEA), A j KERIELE
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BEAF EHIEA), P P M EER 5 8. A SR
AR, T PRI A S E ) 7 B B R PSR A R FO R AR, S PR
(], Bl — R rT e EE SRR B A R, DI
E N1

C(P;) = min|B; — Py,
J

Hr C(P) FofS EHECEHERDE R B B AR ¢ MH M) 53 B AR T B3 AR AR
E£E, EIHEHERT, HESREE —EREA, HERELESEZHERA
S EEEE /NG N (B AR, B 1-to-N Nearest Neighbor Matching
5 T B Ry Caliper Matching (1£1% fif# /% Calipen, & 5 —FEHIEA
B B B AR 3 BEE RN n I, BV P — Pyl <, RIBZERASRF 2
C(P;) IS E W, fRIE Shen and Lee (2006), 8 F XA A B A Z [t 73 B
FHERRMER L 1/4,1 C(F) B rERAE AT se2 1 E 2L E.
25 = {EE B Mahalanobis Metric Matching{3: 7% f&f Mahala) ., & & Ma-
halanobis Distance:

d(lvj) = (’U, - U)Tc_l(u - U)v

Hrpu Bl o 3 BUR B ¢ BLPERHIRA j iR IR B A &, T C AIERTE
PR s B B B B — SR SRR e, BRI 23R, (R Tl e R
(Xiyi=1,2,---,5) 7@ A B B A F], Bl X34, XBj,4,5 = 1,2,---,5, AIFI/AH]
2 [E# Mahalanobis Distanci,

T
X14 — X1B Var(X1) Cov(X1, Xz) Cov(X1, X3) Cov(X1, X4) Cov(Xy, X5) X14 — X1B
Xoa — XoB | Var(Xz)  Cov(Xp, X3) Cov(Xp, Xy4) Cov(Xp, Xs) Xoa — XoB

d(A, B)ix1= | X3a — X3p \ Var(X3) — Cov(X3, Xy4) Cov(X3, Xs) X3a — X3p )
Xaa — XuB \ Var(X,)  Cov(Xy, X5) Xaa — Xup
Xs54 — XsB | 51 \ — - — Var(Xs) sxs L X54 — X5B | 5.4

RS B R SE T B AT R Sl iR A « B HIRR A j 9 Mahalanobis Dis-
tance Bt ¥ /3 TR ¢, 7 FEHIEA j F Pk H Mahalanobis Distance 53T HY
TRA R O BRI b T 325 3107 SR £ P KB e 40~ 8, {EL th LA 8 20 (R 8 Al B
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F—{E PRI

55 VY[ B Mahalanobis Metric Matching with Calipers: 7% f& fi Mahala
Calipen) , ‘E#4A i BlfEAK j £ Mahalanobis Distanceé\jj2 5-— Caliper(d) &, B[]
d(i, j) < 0, AT & R EC A . o 8 U A 73 B S HE < BRHE 221 1/4, 1T
75 5% 9, % Mahalanobis Metric Matchingi i [ 73 B {5 5T T DAAS &

24 BECHTIIARIEEE

B DU A E BOEAE ST B AR, BRT RSt & E e EHBA TN RS
FFEoE 22 B IR & & (Fan ZE4H . fR 48 Hofler etal.(2004) Ei Shen and Le€2006),
PRI LAGE AT 9 Rt TG ok i B AN BO B %, AR AR Z R B 2 517
FEERDRHEZRREW, F—EH % EREEES Ho: (Xr—X¢) =0,
Hrh X 8 Xo Rl ECE & & B EAFEIEm g T EA TR ERE
B, LAt b AT AR AR BC B 1%, 3% 1 8 B S 25 B0 T ik A o R
HZEREEEE . MEIERERERRRIERER, SEHKR, mHEATE
B EEEE AR, MR AR MR, RRKE
Fic 5 @ A2 12 AT ARG 03t e A R R A A o T R 1k S A S 1
E_EAALETE

(X1r — X10) — (Xar — Xac)
(X —X1co)

x 100,

Heh Xor Xio 30 IR ERARFCH R, it & = (e IR & = (Ta A9
SR EE, MAAERARHR DB Xar 8 Xac KFR. EHXEFHHEH
BRATC S BB EC A R, (8 R 1 4 B S35 A i B AL o T 22 R RV /Y
B, BUERRFRR A A pe e (RRZ R TR B B EE IR AR TR 72 R,
M FER R EHE SR T, (SRS B B B R A 2 LLE R E
R, TR EC B TERE A ot (R R AR o P R Re M B 221, RIS Y
RHARA R M B B A IS IR =, DAL S0 AT W b Ak AN 88 R R B R (i
AN
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3. M2 HHE AN ERETAHRNEENGFHRE

31 AR BRHAIEETREE

IRIBR B SREML G =LAV X, (AR ER D B, AR RS
& B AT R AR . B EE AT

P(T =1) = F(#'X),

EsCrh 8 R B OREL, F () AR B AR R R MR s B, ] B3t Ry Probitf&
W,

X =[1, ASSET, SALES NETINC, OPERAINC TURNOVER,

Hrf ASSET fy& & . SALES FudH 1340 . NETINC {URR L5, OPER
AINC Fy'8& Z 4%, M TURNOVER By & HE R, i & RHIRER, FiE
“HERMBRIRER R —HREHENRNZE, BERTERL H H EK
g T EERAEE T RYIRE L DU TSRS R = ERRAEEA.
) HIEAE R

Dierkes and Coppock1978) . Trotman and Bradley 1981) 5z Fombrun and
Shanley (1990) #5 HHAR R AR Wit SERN 4480 &, B RO R 5 2 Bt & KR HY
BRI %, B BB & TR IR, MIEHE A 5152/ B SRR
ATREERN, Rl han SER AR B¢ it & B AEAT R VBN BB 2 IE M1 BR TR
() M BsRE IR =R

McGuire et al. (1988) L &z Moore (2001) 38 5 & g ZERIBF AR Il B, J&
MR %, Refs SEEIT R R IR ABREL RS B, RIS ER
54 (available funds theory, 55— 54Z, Posner and Schmidtl992) ) &z Alkhafaji
(1989 78 Fsit SEAE MBI UL R AT HIIRFAR, 6 & Sl % B & AR L AR B R
MR 5 ALERE & B AT Ry b, SRR L 6 i B & 3 #8381 5 (managerial
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® 1 HHESHEAMBENEENES

N BN F R @ E
L4 4 EF Rtk = il
I
it EEEEY 1F FTSE All-shargig®irh H %44y A FTSEZ®
e R A TR AR 1, R AE

£33N

iR SE

‘iE MBEE + RPKRE + BEEE + LthEE +
B BB - tHERE R ik +
CuprSE

% g F] BEWA - BERAE - BEEH N E

+ FEIMBCA — AN H — FTiS R

BRI BERA - BELH HEE
B IR

& EEER (SHE1REE | &) +
N B R

B W (R / E&E) x 100%

it 3R S I =R (FRZRFA] / B EMERS) x 100%

B i =R (FRERIFA / $HEFE) x 100%

SR B fR (FRBIFF] / FRBIEINEED

A 1 it BN A E It & BN AR ERHR BB A iR A FTSE Bt & H{E
TEEUE R JEIRYE . AR B AR H Compustat Global Vantagér e .
2. Rz + SRFORAG E RV B BUROR, 3R Emt & BB ES

opportunism theory, Xt #56E J1HR R ¥ ¥R E I & T ENZETT AN
=
) EHE IR R

Pava and Krausz 1996) . Preston and O’Bannoi11997) I/ 5z Stanwick and
Stanwick (1998) 7 ks —{E A R I H &1 K RE IR ZE, K T R &
BT, g E R RITEBRE PR fI e S TS E A B FRRRITHY
Mk, RIEHEIITITHAR, ERERE LR T REIEREITA.
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32 RBEETBHERYENROL

AR T A wFfhen SRt & BET REERIR R . HREAR
st BT, ZRETEL g B T IR & & (T AP BRGER,
itz LAk L 2k (bootstrap method 17 5 ¥ ] DAt 2 72 AV BE M. ARBK
ERBERNRE, P, it & B T RAOBRE, At &' ETR
HRE IR B MY, FF ik & @ B EGES A SOHE BCE R EE /MR,
FRPEZRER, ik & (e SRAURSGRIREBE, T BB IR

B FRGEL T R A TR B e AL R
Pl /NP AdE R

PERFORMANCE= o + SASSET+ ADcsr + ¢,

H.ri PERFORMANCEF [l 15 i 028 8, ASSET Ry & 7, FH DAFZE I B AR AN R
Desp Ryt & BALEBE R, Fi 1 ARG H T 22, FRO0E
AEABIEL G B (Ea 3. ik & FETT R ARESE BRI T 1A R/ NER IR
HEHREN, 5 )N BERANE, Rl & B Eea XERSHMBE ot
GEEEG 5 A EEDNRE, Rtk @ BT R BRIEREE 6k
CAEZ LIS

4. BRAEWRINTE

41 GEHEETEHNVES

AL ET e R Ent G B R RN EE F W B & 5 R e SR Bt
FEAERAHF, APEARE, FHRISE, #1201 Bragdon and Marlii1972) | Folger
and Nutt(1975) Ed Spicer (1978) = B A I X A& £ A TG 49 ] . BT IR HY
BB, ARSI & BRI A, S50, B4 2 4 McGuire
et al.(1988) . Herremans et al.(1993) DL & Preston and O'Bannonl1997), Hij5%&

353



& EEm Sz 36 1 3 (2008)

M A P B2 P A R A B DA B e it R B PRk B it ®
HE1°

il SBCRE A2 i B <6 W R S SE [RU 3% D2 OB RE FTSE, iR 2001 48137 7 FTSE
LR, EEREEHIERRERTERBEAET B AN HEE
HEHI]: (1) BRI KM m 1Y 7, (2) A EFE IR A 38 R IE M B (3) B A
R BRAVIEEL ST 7, (4) HE (R RIFRYHLIE GRS B AR YE, (O) ROHBEHE . [FIRE, k&
HEEEB R T — el E EW R . R DU B2 shiE S e
A2, FTSEfEMRGIN & EEIBEE, £oh2ik. EH. HH.
BN L H AR K, B8 E & 7 FTSER KL & HL18# (FTSEAGOOD
Global IndeX . FTSE 2 it & & (158 (FTSE4GOOD US Index. FTSEE I
it & & {T$58 (FTSEAGOOD Europe Index FTSEH &t & & (L+58 (FTSE4
GOOD UK Index B FTSE H Ajit & (158 (FTSE4GOOD Japan Indexis &t
TR B S T 38 B4 B W Bt & A 2 M

35 2 R A R ik B FE R B & U W) A I (starting
universe F1, P32 H R & At ¥ R H B & B ik & 0940 328 I R, Fl40
{& FTSEBXYN . Ff #1584 (FTSE Developed Europe Index Uk i & Fif 7. 3H %
B e LAt ik o 3 728 ) B SR B 2 W 17 s 1 o ISl B9 FTSE BN ik & B AT FE 8,
BCE R HE & K 15 S B A 208 2 Fr_E T /A F]H FTSE All-sharefg #41lk
ok T S ik o 1 A 1) g 2 ) 7 s 1 o FTSESRE Bt & B AR 458K BlT73E 2eiik

10 gr 2 g4k 19834 RIS, BEMAMMR AL BBROFE, FERBBHHUT A0 EQH A
BT R EEE I3 o AT A EE RS B R A S RT 10 Kb ZE Ayt & B 5 o i 15, SiEE R B EE,
nn AR R LA, BT, RIS EE, MRS, e RER R TEEA A EES, Sl K
B A RN, HESH A AEEE £/UE, SEWFTSH 04 (RERE) £ 1045 (FHRMHE
), JEZTELIE H AR SR S %A EEH#4, Anderson and Smith2006) s#Antunovich
etal. (2000) &I FE G R E T BB %, Bk E—F O HMIFEE 85, & Shefrin and
Statmar( 2003) 15 £ ) 2 HH K A5 5.

1 e KA LA 2745, WEZEH RS Kinder, Lydenberg and DomiiKLD ) # & 7 KLD Domini 400 it €7
58 (KLD Domini 400 Social Indey , 2 S&P 50055 % 7% & — & Bt & 14 FFE HE A i 40052 14
] 3% 3578 B BT 4 Bk, Waddock and Gravesl997) gl Tsoutsourd 2004) F| F 818 B ST e %t & &
F R S RSO B 4% 5340, 5838 (Dow Jones Bil sk ##% 7 & 7/ 7] ( Sustainable Asset Management,
SAM ) £ Hi 58 38 7k 8 M F5 #8¢ (Dow Jones Sustainability Group Index, DISGYR & #f 4 i1 5%
KAMERESREBTIEZEES R G KBRS MR, B R N HEGE OB R A2 Z B
BRSO SR 2808, BRI BRI g FEFE, FlAK T HEGE 2000 £ " —+— il #7514
% FR0044 TEEARMIERE ) DI 20068 20074FK THEARFAE | ;B RHEER 2005
E2007FENH=EN ThERGETAFE, .
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G EAEEEHERER RS R & EEE —E B REEAN - EH
G, AR EAER B FEET e ERE ANFTREEE S, E
2T F AR K AEARE it & & (LR # & (sustainable and responsible investment
=i /2 social responsible investment, SR 2214 & &, 12

AIE Fiit & AL SR P LELE 2001 20054 fiF & #& 4 FTSE 2 B jit:
& EHRBATIR SR A F], 18 LR B2 WA GBI FE 8L — FTSE All-sharef5 81
NG Bk A FTSE et & BAE TR BB AR e R R IRt & Ttk
. MR#2 Chih et al.(2008), B A8 E Rk, RIMHBRA &N OIS SRR,
WA e B AR R BT iR 2, B 5t FTSE Bt & JEIEBETE
FTSE All-sharefs £ 3% it & & (L ¥E QI Fr Pk HI 2k By, T FTSE All-sharefi
HES-PERE T RBMEEES AT LR SHIA T, LUE 2N F R e B AR A]
BRI B R AR, B, FTSERMBGERL AT SRR GE LA, H1E
BT ETAFEZARZH T = FTISERFHAETIHE
BRI 82 M BEE R T BRI A A & . FTSE All-sharefg 87 &k}
BRI B E R e, AT, SRR E R BT A RRIREE, Mk
HEAT S BRI 73 B DAPRE it & 3 B B 5 a8 S B Wk ox FUBS Bl Z= 2247 .

42 HBIBREHNEE

BRI ASCGERERI IS B 7t LA & A FIRESIHE R AT 47 R i A, 25—
B aH Ry LR, BIANE 7 E W =R B e SR R <, 58 — RS2 DAT 5 R 2R, 40
e SRR . MERE TR AR R 2leh S A AR SR R, {H Moore (200D
fRfEtr B St G BEH BRI ER, (RIS E LTS EE
Rt MARIR McGuire etal.(1988), 11745 & fa it & —MRTIE R AYFEAS, 5
BoZERENNEEFHE. Ba2eE G EERE e, 55N
{56 FH T 55 FE AR A0 e 15 S B =R R R AR S M ol s B R 4R BN RO R, 100
Fama and French1993) . Jegadeesh and Titmarni993) [/ &z Pastor and Stambaugh

125 G B TR B RIERE M SRR UL B (RAES, 28 TR & IF 35 18 BE ki & it
B EHE = AmEEORERE, URERER TESG,, L (environmen) 5 it &
('social) B2 47 (governance = {HE %,

13 Sy i sl A 7, RS Y R A1 B 22 ( Brritish Airways) s#Marks & Spenced i &l sk k15
J& ( Vodafone Group %,
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(2003), 5 &7 HE AR AN S IR R e V0 B A (o FH R BE M A PR AR ) (B R,
A] 2% Griffin and Mahon(1997) , A< ffiy & I #5850 ke A i VB IR R & 22
R . R . HE IR AR, B E RETEE. £1#H
EHEREIER.

BT A SCHIRRSERR A, LA FTSE All-sharefs ST % (77 5 Fo 508, BERR T2
RIHERS . TEERHRE A fm B EE A AT N s 22 LA K Compustat& £} B HH ik
ZERYAE], 3426 Wi EMR A FTSE All-sharefg #1ye 2%, H it
o H e 2 124 9, RIBICRTE R, FERYZE1E 2001 £ 2005 - G #& 4 FTSE
s J it & B R EReY A =], DURSER & & g 2 3023, HJ FTSE All-
sharefg 8+ oK & #7 LBk 1A FTSE LBt & BAEIE B A F . FATH#%E 2000
2 20054 35 28/ B BRI BB I AR & R . B RS SR A R 1L AT #E
— 4 A E] 3% 20004 R [K /2, FTSESE 20014 1 A 473 BRI~ i L Bl it & & 55
B R A3 B, P HE S — BRAA BN AT & BT B s EFEERT— W (1
ERAETZEAFES) EFBEE TR ERARFHERE, RHLKRMNETS
WRZEB B R Y 55N, 124 F it & B (T &3 2 7F 2001 F 20054 [ H 2
B —FH skt & B RS, ERE e @RS TR MRS Rl &
EE AR 1 EZ, BI7E 2001Z 20054 i 8 4 I8k AT & 58
H DA ES E R N R A ERET G . A TR S B S E R
ERIR H R Compustat& k=, #HR5F .

o1
’.ﬁ'!?’.}.

EfER

51 BABCHRIRIRGLIRET

LA {180 ] 888 SRy R, 55 RS e 0B — 5 A 48 2 9 ] R AN o Ml Ui (L, R R
AMbR. FEEREE R, & s S2H 6331F /A " — 4 (firm-yean £ AES, JE
it H AR 1,674(F. R2M\E THTERA. &= {En REJELFHT

4 Ze SRR R — R0 S N — (R R, FERR IS RO 8 b — R 4>, BRI AR i — A O Bk
HE B Ry R 170 7 B o B R R AR
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1 SE R R I B B R R RO B RO B & O R BRI, S
AE, TLflRr BERRR T EEEER N EBREERNEE. HEF
. BRI B SN ot A A B Bt & B AL 3, fR 0t T A5
HYRF o7 B B AR LR AE 2 BRar AP R, BRBER, ik & B (1 S e
FRt & B LRI B EE R Bl Ry 310.48(F B 217 . 32(F, S R 15 1] 53
Ry 4.782(F Bl 2.751(8, L& 7 HIE R 43 Bk 6.34618H 6.7529

FHR 2 By N0, SIIZEER, ik & B R SR DU E R E R
A IRt G B EARKRGE BOHR, tT B EEREI LT EasR
HSP & =R 73 51 Ry 3.56 3590 4.1581% 35 B i 2 6k 77 11l Ry 1.452184
3.585, AR, AL ETHIAE R Z B HL B 17 BIRHUE.

&l 1 8 HARAECA AT, ik & BRI Ent & AR AL E A R R R
B ECE . SUE A B E AR, g B R ES BEME
R, IRt & BRI R B F A S R 22, IR, it & &5 (b
SRR BB SRR RIFA] . & RFEAER, g 'R ERERE
R R BARS Bt & B, R EE S EN R B EIEt & = 4E
FEME, FICFERE, it & B £ EEAEN SRR ER 2R, iEEE
RS, REFAAES PR A BRI R, B 2 EAEE 1
Fiig, 2= RAERRBAE A RIR M B os . AR, BT HMEEER
8T, LTS, WA AH L R A A PO A 05 ] 5 A S e v R

3 EBRET & EAEREEE B . T8 o 20 B B O (i S s By A
FROCREUERE . FR2E—MIAUIREEEIR: B, e R(EEFRBHEETE. H
BT TR B S0 o 2K IEARRH, B0, BB E . MR
HAE B FR 73 731 Ry 0.1396 8 0.1201, it & 5 5 #e 2k B Bl o e R I B2
UTEEAH B, AHRH FREUE S —0.0196, ;5 fF & it G HEESEAHEEOR . HEH] &
B, B . k& B Rl R B B DU (A S B AH B PR B R &, MEE
B B RIE, PIANEE E IR . FkEERIIHRBRET 5% —0.0926 4
—0.0451,

15 ) e 1 4 RS VP AR 0 P R B SR 2 BB T
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FH G AT I RGR AR FT 5 R K G, P E R, i & (i ) S Rp ik & 5 (o
ERRER BB R EIR . 2R, R AR A R R I B B A E R
WHIZR, FHE 2R IIREEE, TR EmYEZRERERRELERE
TTREEE, 2O BRI EE R E AR,
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& R it SRR =R
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R R
L #
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01, : : : : : 01— -~ -
—40 =20 0 20 40 60 —40 =20 0 20 40
P R e B2

AR [FIE 1.
2 it BB & A SR S R L T [ — B AR B AT

52 KABCH

Bl Etit & B e EEEIRit & B L ERUER B, MKERAEEEE
R AR R EC A R A FEL & B (o R, R4 W 7 LU Probit %5 {55
= > B EEIAER . BB ERY — 2 T BENMGH RBEERE
(—0.0049), $HEFAARIFH REERE K 1T (0.0227), ff & A s Yl 5T (R
INEEE R IE (0.2363, sERpit @ HELA R EEMBEEB/N . HERKRS .
FERRENE S . R, SRR (RBUE 3, BN REE
B §H 6 AR [ AE P AR (FHRR FREUR 0.7763), IR VIR I N AL AE
BEIERIRDCAIR 2 5 A B S8 F i (RHRR (R B 0.7644) L BBV B S E
A AR AR B [ L AR M O R R T 58 A B A SR AN I . 5 RS AE AR IR SR
BRR L5 E A — 2 MR EEE NN EEEE RS ERY
A, BRI B 8 3 i HOAE S 3G 0 T PO, o3 B BURAE 3R 4 g iR — B0
Tio
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x4 (AR BREAIEET — Probit 23

fHET R
B A — TR TR = APy TR A
— —0.8059 06947 07530  —0.7790 _ —0.8030
- (~15.7) (14.6) 15.2) (15.4) (15.6)
- —0.0049*  0.0071%* 0.0022
= (—1.76) (3.88) (1.02)
s 0.0227%* 0.0244%%  0.0173%*
P
s (3.84) (6.42) (3.78)
~0.0969  0.1441% 0.0859*
Vo yel
ey (—1.27) (2.86) (1.69)
N 0.2363** 0.2408** 0.1559%
e
a2 (3.39) (5.39) (3.35)
e 0.0004 0.0008 0.0015 0.0000 0.0010
HEBME (0.11) (0.24) (0.47) (0.01) (0.30)
EREEENE 1,501 1,501 1,501 1,501 1,501
PseudaR-square 0.0415 0.0200 0.0318 0.0343 0.0390

A 1. A5 BRIV & (pooled) B /5.
2. FEBE TR MM HMAEY ¢ H, *B Y BEITEIHEBAE 10%685% B 1% (5.0
KETEZRERE CEBUETET).

PR R (R R, BEHEMRRFF G RBEEE /L, o
5%y 0.0071 52 0.1441, [ & 2 B B R E L ST REURB IE, EREZE., RAI=H
BRI TR BB s IF (0.2408), 7E R Py B AE AU 77 rh, fiy B 4 A
BRYERIIR DAY B B ST R B B T IE, B A B R T RBAA T

F B EAERR . AR EHRE IR B AR B G Fit
GEETRVERRN T, R MERER | AP R 7 E R,
W HIBTFE i P B A2 i B SRR, X i DU AL — B (5 5T G SR A 2K E T
BRERAFNMED B RETR AR Y . FH L0 MR A fh
s R TR A B A G S 2 LA AT SR

et A 2 BB R, SRR QAR RIE R 73 8, B8R A
A YR AR TR A EC Y . R 5 Wy T AR AL BT B EC ¥ 1R, 7o
FrE BB R AR Z IR PR B B e fE R . BM383R, il A s
e B B MR RO AT B EC B 22 B RSO . Tk, ERARCE
AT, WA AR A B PO FF PR B B (E 2 | SHEE AR . MRS 0 ) B
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20 1
R
#
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0t X ; X X 1, . x X i
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R BN
604
404
R
%
20
0 dluﬂm.mu.m sl B
0 10 20 30 40

AR [FIE 1.
3 k& BRI & B SRR M B /T B — Nearest i

RE R, 75 Nearesfic $VEE T, SIS, & WE R 2 B BE =
BEMEET, B2, HEPZE, 1F Caliper. Mahalafi Mahala Calipeffid ¥} {E &
TIRHEB R RAE R, BN S, RIRASHE A TLE R M BB /S . ok
IR 5o i i dE Wi RIS RERRRIEEH & 5EE —NR, &I E
FRHRAR R B EUR EMDT, AR ENEE T, FEH THEEEK,
A R T R R R AR A TR,
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T FEATEE & F 1T R 7T LA S 35 R B 00 2 — LU S FTSE it & B L5 80R6Y (UL 2, 7RT)

®6 PHHBHERRLBSL

B E A
. . . Mahalanobis
Nearest-Neighbor Caliper Mahalanobis Metric Matchin
Matching Matching Metric Matching WM1CNmemg
(Nearest) (Caliper) (Mahala) (Mahala Caliper)
EiE 91.3 89.9 96.3 98.3
PHEIFEE 94.7 92.2 84.9 98.0
Ui RE Tk s 88.2 85.8 98.7 98.5
BN 75.2 75.4 7.7 95.9
G EER 5.00 1.20 21.7 92.7
SEE 70.9 68.9 75.9 96.7

A1 ARRE A EF R BE SRR AR SR, P 8En & BEaREIEtL &R
TR MERENRADE .
2. B E MV ECENE T B 0 LS, BB @k R E TR AR R, RSB ER
Rk B R RR, BRI 5

3 E HAE NearesBit # T, Al B A Z FE A B R M 8y s> B el . B
1 BRI R R TE R AR < e MR B By oo Bl B S e R s (L BAH A
BB, (B A P R 2 B IE R T, 10

6 HmE T HEALHITEREALE R tFEECEE TR EA
HE R BEPSEOBMERBA B S, B4 AR R R AR A Rk
R ERATE R ir BB B RV =S . ABRYR R E, 55— . Mahala Caliperg
A AT 6 7, BRRy LR i st o K W A sk AN i T s o B B B R 2= B4R
TR B R A B 43 EL R SRR 850y 96.7%; 55 —. . Mahala, Nearestil Caliper
BOERYE Rus TR, T BB R B 43 FLRISE I 8053 B Ry 75.9%,
70.9%EH 68.9%; 25 = | WA WAL H AN IRE AR, BHI5KER, ERCE &
B2 Mahala Caliperfic #f T, Bt ¥ % 1Y IETT & & (E b MR A (E 1 253
{&l, By E 200 B HE, AR AR A 56 2 iR A A fE /7 725 Bl Nearestid
Caliperfic#t T, FEit & B (LB M RE B ERAE, 57375 4235 42013 ,
PLEERG SR ER, LB A ECE TR A R 2B A H HER G SR E, 715
EERENEEH GENAIEHEAERLSHBEE., HRSUR P Z B E R E

16 i R U, AR 8 = R 006 B 4 B P L 1 S B e B U R R
T3 i T LI I
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IR (R e (LRI RY B, B AT ol 2y AR EC 30 T AR S0 b B S B 73 A
T o

53 FAFREILLE

RTHETHEEFo EEIEMT & T Em 3.2 UEESEERRE R SE 25 8=
FH TGS, IRIBI BT S RAVERAR . TEARARE /T, B W
Fiiw, SE2RE, it & & e HEIEH & B Eo EUEBIHEE Z2E
REE Ry &, BIAN & 5 (Fah 35 Y& o B =R B et SR e B SR A TR i & B
B SE1E 0.936%8EH 2.789%, K7 S H 2K Bk & B (g SERVESIRBLEAHE 8
Y.

B 7 B =B BN E B A R, BE T,
B 5. 1E Nearesfil 3 T, BESUCRH RS R AR, it & H (fa EHIETL &
Effe 2R ERLE, Rt & B (En EREEBREEREHEREK, &
il = (A PR A R SR B ik & (o EA B BARAYE T, BN, 2B
. 7F CaliperFi 6 T, it & & Fan E1F M B AR R BEE WK, HMAAvE%
FERRAIER IRt & & e 3619 H EE SR 7, Bl Nearestg BHLLAYAS SR 25
=. {£ Mahalafd Mahala Calipefic #f T, BRI T ik & HEs AV FE R
FERENER | $H R R B I B AR AH EH BAR RV 1B I, (AR T BN BB
M,

4 FEHAE Nearestit 1 T, W RH A A< A PO $& U B o i el . B[] 2 48
Eh, FH A R AH AR AR i A B B A 3 BO AR, TR ok DA TR AR V8 4 3t AT i S 25
IS, W AH 2 B A AY DO (R R FE AR (] 2 R S e = B K

FH DA 3Bl SR A A, BRANEC /T, ik & B o RV EBEIEIERER
W EERE, AR %, EERENERED T, (EHIRAE Nearestii
Caliper Bl 17, it & B {Fa A EZFREN SRR, R, B ZEERAR
Bo&, R Hik & &F (For EFIIENERFRERGEE, KNI, EEERE
M FrEEBE RS RER .

B TR R B B 3 A e ik & B e SEE IR & E s ERITHEE
AR, T B B ATt R =X A B A R B LS (R TR E & R
HEFEME, 8 W& 7RIS Al B Al 22 iR A P 1T B9 E B 3 TS SR
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T FEATEE & F 1T R 7T LA S 35 R B 00 2 — LU S FTSE it & B L5 80R6Y (UL 2, 7RT)

K7 HEREEREFMEREERNFHRVEERE - IHmMALHER

AR %E7 Nearest-Neighbor Caliper Mahalanobis Mgﬁg%ﬁgﬁ;:
Matching Matching  Metric Matching with Calipersg
(Nearest) (Caliper) (Mahala) (Mahala Caliper)
e 00367 0436 0419 0.074 0213
HERME (313 (-1.02) (-0.98) (0.44) (1.09)
—2789*  -0.803  -0.933 2877 —0.624
BRI ] g0) (0.29) (0.39) 0.82) (0.38)
_1.419%  —0.717 0697 ~0.470 ~0.428
SHERME ) op (0.81) 0.84) 0.79) 0.56)
. _2656*  —A4540%  _4576%  —0.249 ~0.253
BRESE ) 80) (-2.60) (-2.39) (-0.42) (-0.31)
A 1. AR EERAN B RTE A E %, b g &b IR & B AR EEE

%,
2. TR P BEER . Z {8, MIFBR#HE 1,0002K G, * . ** B SRIRRFE
8= R AE 10%. 5% B 1% B35k HE T 2R HY.

60 200 4
150 |
401
b/ x
7 100 |
/4 4
201
50 -
0l _=ul | | s 0~ -l -
-20 -10 0 10 20 30 —200  —100 0 100 200
HEE R i R EIR
607 100 1 I
80 1
401
% K 60
# L/
201
20 -
0l = - | [ T I 04e = s .dl N R,
-4 20 0 20 40 60 ~10 s 0 5 10 15
PRI Eathics

AL R 1.
4 it & AR bt & BRI B R E T — Nearest gt
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Bo BRI AS SR R TE Panel A {28 B & RR0U8 B0 I SRR =R © 855 il
REAG R R, Tt & B (R E R AT R R E, 5751 —2.5536,
—1.2349Ei1 —2.0687, 11T & A5 00 B BUR & 7E S B =R Iy, MR R BB B A 51 1%
&, BN EE ., SRR E T EERERNE . HERMRES
B B BRI FRIA R =,

H HAMTH A B R AR AR AT, BIA 7 EMAdo#, Panel BE
Panel EZ3 5l 7 POfE ¥ (43 51 B Nearest Caliper, Mahala Ei Mahala
Calipen) MHYEERGETHEHR. B, 12 Nearesil B T, B EIEE R #H &
Pl = B g e B BRI, ik B B (R R R B (S E TR B v &, 53 A Ry —1.3957
Eil —4.3862, % /Nt & B (Fsi 2 G HEERAVHE M RE SR &ER 55 .
£ Caliperfii ¥ T, & #8058 BiUR $H 6 S B =1 B 1 it B2 BRI, R s B BT
REEEE A, B BERUSEURE 7 hN =R B o1 i B R, R B B i 51
BB, Bl Nearesfil B N A HHRIAVASH, 55 = . £ Mahalafid#f T,
A AR R R T, R BB B SRS N, Rt g B s SRR
NMEMAZFHET#E, B9, 1£ Mahala Calipefid ¥t T, it & & {fai SHIY
(A8 SRR B R IR & B e 28, A1 RA & R B R I R W =R s,
BRI E RS BEHET ERYREEZE M,

FH DA 3Bl SR A 0, BRANEC B/, ik & B o 2 = (EEIEIERER
B E B EERES S, BB E R, RN ERBEZEFERRD T, 78 Nearest
Bl Caliper Bo #1F, il & F (o SE1E 0 S R B K gr B RIVEZE B,
£ Mahala Calipefit #f T, it & &= {F#n 3209 SR SR EZE AR, AW, 7Y
TE RO E A RS B PO (E AR TR AR T A 16 {1 M S B 5 R 8 A 15 (R &,
R BEE R IEE P, E Rt g i EERIERIEIERE L2
IRt g E s 2R EH . K, A ERHEARY, hAHETEE
Fo ERBUEZEBRZRET 3, RIRHAAFESEREARENER, EF 5
T E A SR 1 =2 7 FE B RS i 3%

9 PR SR A B 8 FHDL, 22 RAEHE B = Fh I 5% T IRE [ B i e 58
SRR R 25 . B R AR AR RS TR 3 A7 A5 S Bl Panel ART 411, AR X 8
Rl RN R . $HE SR R AR IR, [ B (T (R E B A,
530 ks —2.5632, —1.2661 8 —2.0631, jit & & (Tt SE1E 18 — (EHE U BUEE
HiAHE = . Bi%E Panel BE Panel EFff i & HIAS 323, Ht . 7E Nearestid
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TRt B BT 1T AT LA B 5 B T RS 2 — LU S [ FTSE it & B (E 830 01 (UE P2, RoT)

®8 WHEEECEORURRLBIPE? B0F5%

HERIR  RERHER  HEEME  SkES

Panel A& AN S qi

4 4.6332 13.390 11.930 3.7804
= (32.8) (18.7) (37.3) (5.50)
2 -0.0218 —0.0179 —0.0311 —0.0094
R (-10.3) (-1.68) (2.34) 0.87)
S - s —0.3914 —2.5536%** —1.2349%* —2.0687*
HEREEEES 5 (1.97) (2.20) C1.68)
Panel B. Nearest-Neighbor Matching (Nearest)
0 4.5310 10.622 12.076 6.1511
= (17.1) (9.12) (22.6) (3.83)
ZiE —0.0166 —0.0074 —0.0301 —~0.0113
U (—4.87) (0.50) 1.82) (0.49)
S, —0.4525 —~0.1139 —1.3957*  —4.3862*
IEETERAERE ] 57 0.07) C2.11) C2.04)
Panel C. Caliper Matching (Caliper)
B 4.5860 10.883 12.119 6.1940
= (17.3) (9.37) (22.7) (3.84)
2 —0.0165 —0.0071 —0.0323 —0.0111
T (—4.86) (-0.48) 1.93) (-0.48)
B s —0.5102 —0.3859 —1.4062**  —4.4360**
REEREERERE ) 0.25) (2.12) (2.05)
Panel D. Mahalanobis Metric Matching (Mahala)
4 3.9968 13.888 10.568 1.6899
= (16.3) (7.01) (21.4) (7.95)
2z —0.0149 —0.0093 —0.0058 —0.0002
R (—4.73) -0.37) 0.37) (-0.05)
B 0.0312 -3.3210 —0.2484 —0.2335
&= ek
L TR R (0.09) (C1.25) (-0.40) 0.82)
Panel E. Mahalanobis Metric Matching with Calipers (Mahala Caliper)
0 4.2088 12.886 10.515 1.6176
= (14.2) (10.7) (18.6) (5.97)
ZiE —0.0143 —0.0035 0.0093 —0.0003
i (—4.63) (-0.28) (0.47) ¢0.09)
S, —0.2001 —2.5003* —0.4194 —~0.1576
IERERRERE 5 C1.67) 0.60) 0.47)

AL BERHE DNR SR, FIFR RN T G5 Rt & B E AR S M B AR, &R
HA[S H 2000% 20054F, 3EE #2705 PERFORMANCE= a 4+ BASSET+ ADcsg + €,
i1 PERFORMANCERy fE %38 8, ASSET & 7, FDUEFIGE R, Dosr Fiit & &
EEERE, SR 1 RRERERAT g T EZ FROFRTERBIETL G T TR,

2. BRBREC B, it & L2 A 2L 633 [E Rk Hi B, JEit & F LA 1674 MG, 7
NearestalipegMahalagd Mahala Calipedid ¥ T, FEiit & & (B 2EAH 5 51k 4233205
42358 253 (AR En B

HESR RS EHRE S ¢ 8, T *E v (ERTRER BRSO RS L) SRR

SHREAE 10%655% B 1% {5 LK E T B RN E,

w

369



e RS 36 : 3 (2008)

®I MEREERNBEVRBLEEFE? RNFHE-EREEER

AERMR  REERER  HEEWXR  SkES

Panel ABAED ¥ il

g 4.6240 12.995 16.578 4.8095
= (2.85) (1.58) (4.49) (0.58)
i —0.0216 —-0.0173 —0.0307 —0.0098
T (—10.3) 1.62) 2.31) (-0.90)
. " —0.3949 —2.5632%* —~1.2661*  —2.0631*
== = 1Y Aak
BT R (~1.56) (-1.99) (-2.26) (1.67)
Panel B. Nearest-Neighbor Matching (Nearest)
B 4.3262 10.224 15.206 3.9296
= (1.81) (0.97) (3.49) (0.27)
. —0.0164 —0.0069 —0.0288 —0.0124
I (—4.86) (0.47) 1.73) (-0.54)
B " —-0.3073 0.3763 —~1.2610*  —3.9071*
#ek
e 7 5 S (—0.87) (0.24) €1.90) C1.81)
Panel C. Caliper Matching (Caliper)
g 43711 10.441 15.244 3.9690
= (1.84) (1.00) (3.50) (0.27)
i —0.0163 —0.0067 —0.0309 —0.0119
T (—4.86) (-0.45) (-1.85) 0.52)
. " —0.3644 0.1018 —1.2755*  —3.9633*
== = 1Y Aak
ERBEEE et (—1.03) (0.07) (1.91) C1.83)
Panel D. Mahalanobis Metric Matching (Mahala)
0 3.5095 10.243 6.1073 0.5817
= (1.42) (0.51) (1.36) (0.27)
& —0.0148 —0.0088 —0.0034 0.0000
I (—4.75) (-0.35) 0.22) (0.00)
B " —0.0158 —3.6456 —0.2758 —0.2640
#ek
TR Cy s €1.37) (0.45) (0.93)
Panel E. Mahalanobis Metric Matching with Calipers (Mahala Caliper)
— 3.7141 9.1479 6.0236 0.5222
ks (1.57) (0.96) (1.38) (0.24)
_— —~0.0142 —0.0032 0.0106 —0.0001
S (—4.66) 0.26) (0.53) £0.04)
» —0.2282 —2.6235* —-0.3762 —0.2029
= =
HEREEERE (Co 6 C1.76) 0.54) (0.60)

M RS A B/ N AR R g B A EE M EER S, B 2000 £
20054, iHEE /525t 5 PERFORMANCE= a +~TD + BASSET+ ADcs g + ¢, 551 TD %
T T B o, DA B e e 2 (O BT R I, T T B O (R B S R R B3 )
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TRt B BT 1T AT LA B 5 B T RS 2 — LU S [ FTSE it & B (E 830 01 (UE P2, RoT)

BT, MR R 0 N R B g i  BR IRF, [ SRR B AR IR B /v &,
737K —1.26108d —3.9071, i 7 CaliperFc#f N /RHHBIADIAIARE R, BB £
Mahalafic ¥ T, it & 5 {E i 22 B0 (5 5T R BE U RS IR s B
=, 7£ Mahala Calipeffit#f T, itk & 5 {£ {3 B9 VU (A8 0 FE AR B R AL IR it
G EERSE R AGEEBIEE R R RMREAS B G8EE R . Y. 16
{1 EE 8 8 B A E T ARBORTR 0 R &, TR WA FHG R B A SRt & |/
AR AIRERCR AR B B ARAY . BB DL A7 8 51 AT A, A8 iRt = TR 5 S B Ir
Fi i f 128 B o O B RS SR M [ SO R R I (R Y B

FE{E 7 53 Bk B il 3T IR, BB FH RO B R e EL R R B E
itk & an B A R, 0 H {75 [ 5 A [F) S0 2, tht 2 A1 B AV R 47
BY R —RAFE it & EEAEIER, RMEGEIE—RXA
)% FTSEMSR AT & B AE R B MR Bl R i E B2 Y Blan A ElE 2
—FHVERGRDURLF, $ERE R Ll Fnt & BT AL & ZEFHEHT. 0
RIBER, A TATT B R AT — 52 w25 Y 30 ol s T e 2 B8 o S e e
.

HFIE R A FIRT— G R R IF A 5 HOR (5 e 23 B R B
e B B, T LA A A st B Ry B IRV B B A R . AR PR B
atim o, T ETHRARCE, M2k 10 % T AR EC S BUAYEA LR PUFE
BRAECSS T HEER AT AR R G R . TERL (PR 75 R 0 s e P g 4B S B, DRI BB A
AEC S A A B REAS SR B 2R O BN B RTAY B B RS SR s AR

B UEECE TR ATHRG R, BI#%E Panel BE Panel EZE3R 81 5% 10 Hi3
—LEef8, B—. £ Nearesfic¥f T, BESRTEFT A HUBHEIR it & B(ELE
BRI LR B M &, BEGTEBRERME T EEEN, (RER —0.6477,
MR 1E P HHERAE CaliperFL ¥ T HATAE R o, 25— 7 Mahalafic#f T,
NERAE TR R 7T, ik & BT AR B B 1 B 25 = . /£ Mahala Calipeffid
BT it g B (AR ERSEEE SRR IR g R, A AEE#E
AR R I R AN =R I A A AR B 1% . SRV . 7E 16 {E iE S By £ 51
(RETPE 15 (8 3R G B, RNt R B A BE R/ IEER, it & 5 EE
BRI B RPIE & TR, R, SR E 38550 R HH B L o,

Y7 BB 4, FRAPTRRGH SRS T P P B B e
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£ 10 HERFEEMNBEURBLEREE? RN FHE-EEREREZE. @R
SEHBREEEH R — RNk E

HEHRMER  BREEHER  HEERNER  SkEs

Panel A58 #F

0 4.6240 12.995 16.578 4.8095
= (2.85) (1.58) (4.49) (0.58)
i —0.0216 —0.0173 —0.0307 —0.0098
I (-10.3) 1.62) 2.31) (-0.90)
e " —0.3949 —2.5632** —1.2661*  —2.0631*
#ek
i ST R (-1.56) (1.99) (2.26) C1.67)
Panel B. Nearest-Neighbor Matching (Nearest)
g 4.1525 8.9772 7.0924 2.2044
= (1.62) (0.87) (1.53) (0.22)
ZiE —0.0157 —0.0082 —-0.0173 —0.0043
T (—4.81) (-0.63) (1.01) (-0.30)
. " —0.6477* —2.3868 —1.0789 —1.8302
Gty
ERBEEE et (—1.71) 1.57) (-1.54) 1.23)
Panel C. Caliper Matching (Caliper)
e 4.1902 8.7290 7.1161 2.2191
R (1.64) (0.86) (1.54) (0.22)
i —0.0157 —0.0079 —0.0175 —0.0043
I (—4.84) 0.61) (1.03) (-0.30)
e " —0.6848* —2.1429 —1.0993 —1.8446
#ek
i ST R (~1.81) C1.43) C1.56) C1.24)
Panel D. Mahalanobis Metric Matching (Mahala)
g 3.4623 10.307 6.0695 2.0036
= (1.39) (0.62) (1.32) (0.20)
ZiE —0.0151 —0.0080 —0.0009 —0.0037
o (—4.77) (-0.38) (-0.05) (-0.26)
. " 0.0353 —3.7200 —0.2709 —1.6367
== == 1Y Aak
BT R (0.10) C1.53) (0.39) C1.11)
Panel E. Mahalanobis Metric Matching with Calipers (Mahala Caliper)
0 3.9714 15.469 6.3116 3.4131
= (1.60) (0.88) (1.37) (0.31)
i —0.0143 —0.0005 0.0056 —0.0018
I (—4.46) (0.02) (0.26) €0.11)
e " —0.4843 —8.9801*** —0.5988 —3.0711
#ek
i S R (-1.12) (2.94) 0.72) (1.60)

HEE: 1. BRRWE A A RN A EER ORI g R EAEHMBERRNEE, ERFREEERE T,
KB e 4 B B Y R P A A S BT — AR Kk e, B RHART E 2000 20054, SEER 75
f2 5 PERFORMANCE= o + yTD 4 SASSET+ ADcgspg + €.

2. RBRECET A, T e HE AL 633 [EtpR R, JEit g H BRI 1,674 EBE RS, £
NearesfCaliperiMahalagd Mahala Caliperfic & T, FEiitl & &= (1 340 5 5k 337%B36F
3375 195 (@ 1% i Bl o
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T FEATEE & F 1T R 7T LA S 35 R B 00 2 — LU S FTSE it & B L5 80R6Y (UL 2, 7RT)

SR B/ A Bl — 8 B AR 5 Y 180 (68 1 5 Bk oy B ) e o o BT SR AT
AECE, MR PR OB i & B (R S IR R B 22 A am B B REEE 1

H BT R 1k, i & B E 148 E R E 20014 £ 20054 H A —F ki
FTSEZR it & BE(EFE BRI ZE . TELL, FoMI60 A B m A8 /Y E RARYE, BIAF]
1 20014 % 2005 4F [ S AF i W g5 X FTSE R Bt & BB E A WM ER R
it B EAF. BMTEFEET T ERARER 5 BOETTRAR S, A 7%
7 58 B B B 5 R 43 BT B R BT {7 By 20004 2 20054,

11 S TIRBR T EEH R EAFTE TR T EERS R, |
Panel ATG%1, TR AEC B 71T, M Gm AR XUTEAR Ry T, ik & B (1 i e By (i 3t
REERE, HEREBIIITE M E SRR, A Bt EEr . BE
Panel B Panel ERIJZ 3, &5t 7E Nearestit B T, i IR 7E A UL FE IR
T, it & B EEESEEAGEHREE RE, BEE AR R & =R
MR A BB #E %, 5. 1 Caliperfit ¥ T, (£H & EAIEE RS
B ERIRE, RSB EE MR, 5= 7£ Mahalafit ¥ T, it & H{EE%
HI$H & Ml =R R A IRt & B (182, [ {E Mahala Caliper s, Bi#H R A{E
VURERE AR IR AR B G REE I R, Itk . 15 16 (R B By (43t
REHEHE 13 BE, INRHREE BIEE, Kt A& &1t 2 TR
EHEITYE, AR S SR BB R EAR ST M.

RGO, BRAECE AT, IRMFIRARE s rIE BRI g B AR
TR 22, TR ANHC B2, R SR 2= RS IR R AR Se it o) 17, (B ARTE TR,
AN, EEARR S ATRE R T, NearesBU# T, it & & (£ ZERIHH & BB =R BT
it Z i BEE B, 7E Caliperfid ¥ N /RE HHIFEIHY P, 42 Mahala Calipefi 3 T,
ik & 5 1 36 RE (B B SRS =R B0 1l it 4 A o 0 e i i e
. fEEA T BRARI G ET EF BRI — AR BRI KHE . FIHER St &R
RSN TR @E, it g EEASERHE GBI G
O, [FIRE, NN B ENENEE ERIEH g EEEE.
It, B 3G R E A S R B R (e, & BT R B
EE A,

AT E 38 A SR B S R FR B RS i (R 5 O R SRR — 2, 2 R A A9 Vance
(1975) B Newgren et al(1985) B4/t ¢, DL K Brammer et al(20053 Eil Anginer
et al.(2008) HY & &8 12, R Bt & BE(EBITIE BB SR 76 HEH B
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® 11 HERFEROBRVRBRULRFE? &\ FHE-REENIE

B R st B I = B 65 I = (A&
Panel A A % fi
e 45257 12.381 16.532 4.4756
i EE
(2.79) (1.50) (4.49) (0.54)
e ~0.0217 ~0.0178 —0.0300 —0.0097
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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we examine the effect of Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) on firm
financial performance (CSR-effect). Two competing hypotheses, social impact hypothesis
and shift of focus hypothesis, are proposed to investigate this issue; the former suggests
that CSR has a positive relation with performance and the latter the opposite. To ensure
the CSR-effect is not contaminated by other factors and to ensure the sample is randomly
drawn, we employ four matching methods, Nearest, Caliper, Mahala and Mahala Caliper to
match the characteristics of the firms with CSR (CSR-firms) and without CSR (NonCSR-
firms). Although the four methods yield slightly different results, to our surprise, firms
engaging in CSR activities obtain lower values on the return on assets, return on equity,
return on sales and earnings per share. Therefore, CSR at the very least does not improve
the firm performance, supporting the shift of focus hypothesis. Engaging in CSR activities

leads to more pain than gain, at least in the short run.
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