2024 £ 8 34 5L BB $43%

ik 1] AV AL 2% DT AR5 R X [ AT A
AKERN-AT

— TSR SO RS

1) B BA F AT 2 &) F

g

FEE A A 2008 4 L X AT 5 IR AT 3R 4 -F K35 A b E A A A FTAE(CSR) X —F B R 3, A48
) M7 T 2B AE A FIAT A b h) Z AR, IR AT 4k 69 A0 7 BF 7 5% ) CSR B & x4 L A 89 %ok, FFR A
.5 — 3% H CSRIEBEK R FRES LG RITALILTERIFTLALEF S A ETRHEZTHRL;
%=, X —E@H A AT SE SR AR R A L SRR Ak 8T 29 R B WA R B A 4 b AT SE F R
HEACE ABB LT EAHBE FFRLEREN, RH CSRILEB RN 33 T R ES L FEh %, BIL
T RAT L4 A, B uARIL T 3E BAT Ak, 3 55 A Ak 69 B AT 4k LA %5 35 64 & A 1A

SR DAL A A A BATRS T 4
JEL 25 :G30;G14;G18

S LA 3 [ 28 55 DR A5 vh v G, (E R ik B 22 % e A At A Bt o ™ B ) BR B V5 e M
2 A N FE LT 5 T, Ak At 2 5P AT (Corporate Social Responsibility , CSR) 8 45 2 #7 52 241 2 4%
FHF R, FREWE GG T — RIVBER LIS SRR A AR B AT+ 2 T3 . 2008 4F %, |22 it 5 TR 22 i
I3 S AT RN iR ) BRI S3 A b AR A O S AR i ER CSRAE B 52016 48, i BN RVRAT W BURE AF
LHEEA KA R4k A SRR R 4R T B IR 1 28 A0 3 M o8 28 b2 w5 i R R R A5 B 4
(R VANV I R 1 3 5 e V1Y S T 5/ B s 8 o 4 3 et @ R R U RN TP TSl B R i
B2 X CSRAZ T T B Y oK . AR 24 ST CSR B TEW S & 1% H WF 98 CSR——JL HOZ CSR 5 4
M 2Z 1) O & () %8R RNV o FB 3 WF 58 & B CSR HAT 15 B AL , g % 42 T+ 4l i A ( Cai 55,
2012 ; Albuquerque 55,2019 ; Gillan 55,2021 ) ; (HL A #0052 48 i CSRAFAE AR , CSR 25 I Al >k 1
e 2 2 A ML A (EAE AR 59 (Di Giuli A1 Kostovetsky , 2014) o 24 A 5% 32 52 5 42 F CSR XF Al [ 47
B S20 , BR T I A 38 B — 2, HLBUA WF T8 /0 5 13 3] CSR X R AT A A (E 2 o AR SR [RIAT 4

HEMA MR PEARKEM R AR, TR A;
FATRCGRIAMR ) AAZF T HRXF LA TEFEHT, TRARKFEIRFH ST HEFTR,
GE T TRBIER ST EARNE, BFFHL,

AR P BARKFAZFRAE (P RHRERAF LS %+ A KL F )T B AR (22XNHO02)
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My BE R K, BRIE SR CSR 4 85 S 75 BE A8 5 i 48 &8 4 M i W) A7 Ml AN (8, B S TE IR T 4 1 W4T
A B B B, 22380 A5G CSR 5 Al 1B ¢ R A S8 4 it — 2 Mkl o 5 i CSR B 8 9% 78 23 X B %
A Ml 19 T) A7 A0 oMb JB S5 [ A 2% 57 A i A 52 i), 3 — i) B ) 2 22 B DG SF- CSR % B B3 A 532 1 9 A 7 3%
Ji& , XAE— @ B b Rl 1 1T 4% 5 O s | CSR B 8E BUR IS

[F A7 RO T AF R AT B 12 AR B T2 RTE . CA MR 4l 8] 19 38 4+ 5¢ & (Cao 55, 20185 Lin
45,2018 Cao %5, 2019 ; Gyimah %5, 2020 ) /2 [R1 47007 7 AF 1 51 SEALHI , 0745 9% & 23 1 = B Rl A7 4l =22 1]
S R T AR AR I AE SR T 3 b A RO (Kim 45,2008 ) o 04 SCHR T, A — 38 43 SCHREE A3 G 17
SR B R A T 6 RS T 3 LR R il B 2R 0932 09[R 47 288007 (Jiang %5, 20165 Cao 55,
2019 ; Spiegel fl Tookes,2020) . i #<HE B A HEiE , 50 il CSR B #% X 9% £ Al 19 R A7 4l % 555 1 41 53R 1 5
e 32 R BRAE LA W 07 T - —J7 T, Vo SR AR 0 5515 B 5% L CSR 8 B {5 BR300, A F) T REARME
BEAXTFR (Hung 55 ,2013) , A F T#% 25 4 32 T+ F B 48 (Cai 55, 2012 ; Albuquerque 55, 2019 ; Gillan %5,
2021) , 344 14 5 % 5 il 1) 5 4 D0 A, i i 14 O [ A Al 9 36 4 TR 0, A4S [R) AT Al A B TR Rl AT 4
My B A T Y RS T RO 5 93— T, R SR ] CSR B 6R B AR B R ORZR Al 3 m CSR &AL (H
CSR {5 2 B 68 i 15 Al 52 315k B BUR FIF) 25 805G B9 R 7, AT =R 2k 2 19 CSR T 25, 35 4 85 £l 71
H (Chen 55,2018 ) , 3K Hl| 55 B &% A b 09 56 4 B8 g, a7 BEARR 1 L [R)A7 Aok (9 52 4 F 7, A5 [l A7 il
AHEE TR [T Al BA T w5 B 17 3 )

ASCRI T 2008 47 12 7 31 H A2 B AR SS BT As )56 ) CSR $ 82 BORAE R FAR 28, JE Tk 2
() A6 [7] 73 A i 280 0] 0 B ol 1) [) 47 ol G 560 52 ] CSR 48 i 1B SR 0T 48 8 A Ml 19 [ A7 4 ol JB 5% [T i
RIEE o A SCHFSE R I, TEBOR & AR 5 B9 R I Ta) 7 1, 5 il CSR B % BOR 23 i 15 3 88 A i [W) 47
AP AR e TR RIAT Al ™ A 1 35 3 0 R R, gt it , AR b TR R AT 4l , R CSR #4857
R AT A5 48 i Al 1 TRl A7 Al 7™ A T T B T 3 By o ML o0 B 48 SRR B, A7l 36 4 15 DL R ATl
T A IR T - B BE A OC R 2 R ) CSR B #R BOR ™ AR [ AT RO 1Y FEEAE I PLE o k2D S Bk
S5 RN B, 5 ] CSR 45 8 BOR R IX L [R] 47 4 Ml B 575 101 5 19 1 T 52 o) 78 i 8 249 SR AR A ol A A A
b 55 X B A He ) AR AT SR OB Aol TR S W RV, AR S AR W ) CSR B BE BUR IS T
E7 1o A a7 o ST o 1o | 4 = 5 N v ) | T 1 e o 9 1 o [ = s | 1 e
b, BT 135 I T4 R Al B R Aol A 5T, I HAE T 37 5 4 B g BAMIN , $%E #  Se  EE y
SREN

A SCHY BT RR 32 B IR DL DU 5 T s 58— R R T ATE B9 S OG I CSR B 88 45 4k H B4 (BT
K 520 (Cai 55,2012 5 Albuquerque 55, 2019 ; Gillan 45, 2021) , A SCLL5# il CSR B #5 1F 4 40 E BUR |, A JR]
A A Ml 1 £ JBE G 56 588 ) CSR B & BUR X Al (87 A2 B T2 52, I & 3% % 5 Ay CSR 4 % B ik
g e AR 48 83 A Ml 9 1L, PRTITT G K T B 88 Aol 19 [R) 47 Aol i 58 A 34, 26 1 ¢ CSR & 5% I SR 1Y i
G5 55 AR SCN TR TR0 04 # B 1 R, R AR 36 1 S ] CSR B 8% B3R X [W] AT Aol (B B 52 i AL . 45
SR W5 CSR B &% 1 [ AT 2800 R IR T Al 2 [A] 1 55 4 56 28, 45 08 # 4 5R il CSR 4 g BUR AL A Hil
583 B B Al T DL A PR R, 50 8 X Al 22 [ 5 S A SR A AR Y SO, I 35 1 ) T4 R Al iy T
Ysa e (AT Al ) B4 5% 3 5 =, A SCHE[RAT Al e 7 vk B 1T E A CFATRON 5T . [N
A TRV T 28000 1) B 5 A A AR S A% G2 W AT oMb 43 28 T ¥ % R A7 4ol R 47 HI 58 |, A 302 7% Kaustia Fl Rantala
(2015) BYWFFE , 44 B T Al 22 18] AH ] 53 A Dl K5 6 19 ) 440 7 O ik ] 3 b B T 3, OF Ltk — 2B A 56 %
B AE T E T B R R T HE T A L TAR GeAT M 43 26 05 AT SR B DL, A e B2 R AT 300 1 B 9 4
BERIATHE Tk A 25 5 55 00, CSR 8 AR — Fh Hi 2 py A W 5515 BB 8 1 BE , 2 5C T 3R EE AL 2 A
1R BL(ESG) Ana] P & Ji& 5 B Bk ™ H br i) B EEAIL ), A SCR 36 1 95 i) CSR 4 BUR A S i 3 1™
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A Z SR A Bl TR T E TR S 2L € CSR B EE BRI, A BPPAl BOR X T 5 T 152

ARSCHAER S BN o 55 007 %R 35 S b AT 404, O S8 UEe 0 M S R o 2R =Rk g0
XA SCHY AT Al 0 E Tk AT UM o SR DU RR o B4l 1T RS Beit . S AL AT ST . SR SR
LB TAERIOLE . SR-ERR o BAE TR e SRR

—HES=ERomERIZREY

il

pl

(— )il B2 55t

A2V Z )5, A TR AE 24 S IR B [n] 0 SC 7, AT il 2 T — R A5 it A ok =
5 CSRITi 8l . 2002 45, F W 25 400 A o U R 9E b 7T 28 w628 w36 A O A5 BN B #2174 52006 4, (A
20) DI AR B 1T CSRAE A AL AT A 0 A 25 09— 53 5 Ry 1 8 O Aol 5 375 B b J) 7R CSR 3 37, 2008 4
12 7 31 H, FiUESR 28 5 it 5 IR 28 5 B 43 i) & A O F A 1723 7] 2008 4747 B 4 45 TAE 1938
Y LA K CERIIE I35 38 55 T % Tl b T 28 1 2008 454 B 4k T/ B3 20 ) , 5 i Rk B 52 ir Y 9“2 )
TRBRAR A R FEBE AN R AT A Ak DA K 4 Al TR AE BT TR HE 100 48 5509 43 I A ol 7 47 72 35 2 37
it P g CSRAF S o H BRI A BT A wl g O, A7 351 58 124 B 75 BEAE 2008 4 X CSR 45 47
I BRI Z AN, 2015 AF T 1R 5% B R 5 SR RN L AR E R IR A KA T 42 534 R 9 E AR e, XF CSR N
YR AT I — 2 5 2016 4F, N RARAT W BCGR AR LI B IR G R A i (B 4k (6 4 RlA R 15 5
FsWUNE R RS S v el ) /AN S R 8 2 S Rl i WAV T I R e/ 5 5 e 11V T
BRI — 2558 T CSR A4 B 5 1 O0URR ™ H A 4 45 D6 CSR 4R T T s R o A 2006 4 R R
EBTTAE R AT AL S TR B — B TR RS 2018 &4 LTS A B EE 1Y CSR i B (&
SRR B R ) IR 910 1, o FLak B Y AR 2 E BT A B BGR B MU — o AT LR AR BOR ZEORON W R L A
b A 5 5 X CSR T 2l Y & B R B BT

2008 4 12 H 31 H , | 58 T AR ZZ T A 114 5t il 355 A0l 44 &% CSR Y BUR , S 8198 CSR T 3l % 4l
M PR L T — A RAF SN A . X R SR B R B Ak M, HAE 2008 4F 5% £ CSR N 75 /& — I
A ORI ZOR IR E A B B Esh S 5 R . T E A KR F5E CSR I 3h 52 ) SCRik
AEAE—E B P A= 1)L, BTl 0l 32 20 2 45 54 58 19 CSR I 311, e DLt Bk 78 b M 9 AS il AR 45
J5 1 B AR A T CSR TG Sh i JE HoAth R 512 i o A SC L) 2008 4F 12 31 H 5k il 22 2R 3 404 b 48 2%
CSR 5 R Ry — R A A by B i 1) 2SR 4 2% CSR N Al 1 el A7 Aol A Ry S 36 2, 85 9% 383 Aol 19
A FAT A A g 6T BRE, SR AT CSR 1 811 23 % 4 85 A Ml 19 [R1 AT A Ml SR 8 A (9 52 M, 7 0 b Ak 3 2
P ) R [ R, Sk 224 Il 285 5 —WF 5 [ 4t T A ) iR B

()R B SR

AR, AR TR S R R AT 800 75 28 Rl YR b B EE AR o A S Al [RIAT R8O 19 F 5 A T 4
b ST HEAT PR BRI, A Al SR BN T 5 i A B R T TR R T A AT S e A s
M. Leary Fll Roberts (2014 ) & 32\ 5] il 9% ok 58 4k 35 32 21 [ ATk FHAD A w9 2w, I H R AT 0952 me 7 %
B3k 2 A L & B0 At 2 i il R e SR ) PR 2R T AR — S 3 R I [ T Al A AT O I PR
P59 YL R RN 58 AR 25 AR H O A5 e AR P AE AR R TR0 (7 R 55 45, 20165 4 HE AR AN 5K K5, 2017 ; 22 AR 4%
2018 ;3% T 45,2020 ; #1642 55 ,2020) o

Al 7 B[R4 7 3500 5 ) IR R A Tk Z M A 5E S oAb AR OR B8 K RHR B 1R 45 4k i A 7
St E SR AT R A K ST e S R AL T OR RIS e, DA S A R o R R — A A (AR o
SEARW 25 WA AR 5, T DR I BT B, BRI 2 ) B9 JRAR) S A B 3 25 52 B[R A7 2 ) 1) PR S A B3R
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SR, Adhikari F1 Agrawal (2018) B 5% & 38 R A7 £l R S A Bk 22 B,y 1 5 [l A 728wl AR Al {8 AT Lk
Al 2 B PRI A N T B9 A 2 AT o Grennan (2019) M) & B A b H 22 %F [®l 47 4 Ml & A W9 5638 i B
(2N 45 4 8 RBE , DT S8 1 B TR SASE T X ) 47 40 oMb sl 20 R ) 2 5 W8 A e o, = 2 I PR 1 i
A AT DASE 3 B T BRI S AT X — SR, 4 IV 55 A 0 1 5 o T T A, PR I Ak B [ AT A 2 5 A
Al X 55 B A Ml 5 e R R R

WA, Al A7 2 B 58 5 PT BB S e i A S5 4 B T o Cao 55 (2018) & 30 Y Al T i 3 2 () (Rl A 7
S AP P R TR 2 AR B SE R B R TN T OC T A IR AR B R AR I LA A S BRI A
A SRR 7 AR S B B T PR S S P A S BT N 4 o Lin 55 (2018) W LA 28 48 B0 B A o b
A WA R I S RIAT Ak i A B R AR BT R4S T Z AU B0 O IS, R B A 3 R R, il
h 5 Z g, s 5 S P R Y T Ok BRI S B B Z AR AR B X R

JE AR B R S AT A M 2 B iE Bl . AN, 2R R AR (2021) F AT i v bl 55 10 45 B
EHHE 5T (MD&A) B SCAE B, HF5E & 0 MD&A (138 I B A /47 % 308 , i T35 4 16 7 B9
BB R4 T MD&A TR 25 1 2548 & H ARl 78 N — I B B %K. X S sk RN 2= £F (2022) LU
TR A 3 W il o 4 Ry S A S F 5 R B TR T LA W S 4 TRy, G HOR L AR S 4 TR I AEAE
FHAA 2 w48 I I - B 58 1015 B i S %R T 28 A AR 2 # A HLAE 3 1E R B2 )

FEF LR AT, b Se e oG RuRAL T A AT A B[R AT RO, 5 [R5 28007 77 AR i 8GR B e T4k A7
XFH B Be S msgm . P, 564 Ik CSR 3% &% 19 [ AT200 5 CSR T RE 7 AR 1 4 5 e 8 B A G

1. CSR {5 B

M\ CSR IE 1 5% M 19 71 B2 R &, CSR T AT DURIS #9838 M5 41 5 7 bk (215 B A X FK (Hung 55,
2013) | FEAIK Al 19 2R G2 1 KU (Oikonomou 55, 20125 Albuquerque %5 , 2019) 3 £ F+ 4 b #8915 H PF 9 (Ji-
raporn 5% , 2014 ; Stellner 5% , 2015) , A 11 68 % 2 4\l i 15 75 /2 1 30 4 9 I 5 AIK 4 b % A 1 7R (Hong Al
Kacperczyk , 2009 ; Dhaliwal 25,2011 ; El Ghoul %5, 2011) , B4 — % 0945 B0V o BLAN, 26 VT 4F K 4k 2 i
I A o HE SRR T T, CSR AT DL e RAE AR 30 , R L BB A% 32 2 F] A 1B ( Albuquerque 55,2019 ;
Gillan 55,2021) . Cai % (2012) & 3 B 2 X1 IR £ 47 i 19470l , CSR {1 2t o] AFEF+ 28 BB . Gao Fl
Zhang (2015 ) Fl Ferrell 55 (2016) % $8 CSR 54658  HA & WIEAHSC R, I H. Ferrell 55 (2016) % 3K
CSR W] DA% 45 B2 T 6 A BN IR o BR T L3R SCIlR , 8 A7 — 3843 STk B2 98 64T CSR
TG SIORT 8 S T 4 R R S 0], QA 2 3 3 3 X WSO 22 461 B BIF 9 & 3, 4 B T B 22 19 CSR R By i
L, HATIAT () CSR R 3 A UL 5 e IS0 5 B, JEL A B v 1 I 55 Il i, A 2 A6 R AR A5 IE A9 [T 4 ( Deng
%,2013) . A FF WG K AR 2008-2009 4F 4 il fw AL R] , HA B4 1 CSR R BLHY 28 ) b BA 82
CSR 2280 A0 £l B 555 [ 47 15+ 7 31 8 A B 43 45 (Lins %%, 2017) o Flammer(2015) 3 i3 — 4~ Wi S AF 58 %31 &
B, CSR G B Re 4+ 51 T A= 7™ 1 9138 i 28 =) 85 85 i &+ =N E .

T 2F 35 Kk B0 CSR 24— I BN o TR iV Az £8 (2008 ) F 5% & R4k CSR 35 38 11 15 8 2L
A A AR OCE B 8 05 B A B0 BT i 5 RS I 25 R A AE i 35 IE A OCOC &R . EHAHE 5 (2014) B
FE R B [ Al 7 1 U R B CSR et iy s By — E R (R B & &, RBkh 45 (2017) BF 98 & B CSR
P % BT (5 AL, CSR A7 2. 15 558 BEAE B AR A Ml 19 B A i 25 XU o 8 2% R A5 (2020) WF 5% 2 A ol 7R 41
FHIE 1Y CSR AN RE 8 110 i) 75 8 64T PN 5 28 S B RIS, (] EF 340 8 Wb =2 3 AR v A A T TN 3 2 o 1R 3R 1 o
BEIE (2021) K 0T B 45 58 A2 A0 W= 500, B8 2 A A XS I AT, DT 5 £l XU, AR FH AP 17t

PRI, CSR % 8 1 o 85 2L A9 4R W 45 15 B B 88, B (5 B30 , A R TR 45F A X5 Fk (Hung 45,
2013 ) 3458 £ Ml il 5% 4 A 4 ( Goss 1 Robert, 2011) \ FEAIL BT A B A< ( Dhaliwal 4, 2011) 48 = £ % 40% (Liu
Fl Tian,2021) , 75 F T4 T+ & 45\ A 5 6 5 (Cai %5, 2012 ; Albuquerque %5, 2019 ; Gillan 55,2021 ) , 34 5
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P 5 A ) 5 A A, A T 0 DL R A7 Al 1 5 4 F g, A [ A7 Aol b 55 4 45 3, LG L TFEE R AT
Al AT Al H A A A A 1w 8 1B 5 T 4 B i

FEF LR At AR SCHR LT R

fBeis 1a: AH EGAR [FIAT M, 58 i CSR 4 88 BUR 23 il 48 58 Al 1 [R) 4 7 Al 7 A £ T 1) JRE S 1 3 I

2. CSR Y AR B

EL A W IT B, i ol B 8 4k 2 T AT sly Sk 1) 1F )k 23 MR LA R I AR R 25 M AR 1, &
S ARl 875 AT ok e 7, o Al 3 67 TS ), A7 A AR RN, o 9140, Di Fl Kostovetsky (2014) 1Al CSR 47
JBE 2R 7 e B AT 35 2 DA ML AR (LA AR B, I EL 2 BAR I 59 CSR PEA315 4 Ml 9 98 72 AT 2 8 L R s 22l
3 R A . Masulis Al Reza (2015) A& 314 b 25 35 45 84 19 7 37 o 0y Sk 35 R 7, 3 38 W 4R 98 35 %) Ttk 286
CSRIFEA W TR S M E . BLAN 3B — 5570 SCHR A 52 5% i 4l 4% 58 CSR 16 20 5 il s % 14 5% i, &
L ] CSR B 75 25 b 25 b 9l 20 £ Ml 9 JRER SZAE, 18 £ Ml 38 32 103 | 9 458 2K (Chen 55, 2018 ; Ni Fll Zhang,
2019) , FFE ANV FEAT B A FEA TR J1 (Wang 45 ,2018) . 3k SEAF5E £ B T CSR B9 LA R -

[l B, 0 2 A B 58t ol CSR B AR SN R HE T — 0 iE 4l o BNV AE (2015) BF 58 & Aol
CSR 4 #5159 5315 4 Ml 19 B A1 3 28 XU S22 B0 0E AH DG 6 3R, A AT T4 H 4 22 R 58 1 9 7% CSR 1) 4ol B ] e A
FH IR R A 1 DA 55 787 332 45 A7 R4 OSSR 00 A RIAT R, e I T et o 28 XU, o TR R
FIE A5 (2017) BOBFSE A5 2256, 53 ) CSR B 58 B 0 520 b 25185 K 7 A B AR A RURSS

PR, A8 8 ) CSR 48 78 BOR A B I ASZER Al 34 in CSR A {0 CSR 15 8 B % i 15 4l A2 31k A
U FNA 25 40 56 2 B FE 7, T N E 38 22 11 CSR I 2, 38 i 8 4l 288 AR, D/ W A RITgE AR 32 if
i oMb %) 13 P T A7 451 2K (Chen 55,2018 ) , 11l 55 B 85 £is b 9 5 4 DI 32, B I & 4ol g Al A, 2 1T
T ILRAT Ak 58 4 R 7 o BRI AH B T R AT Al [RIAT A Ml K 5L A 5 Sy 0 T A9 JRE S5 T 3 s

BT Bk ot A S DL R

fBi% 1b: AH L AR RIA T Aisoll , 5 i) CSR B 58 B SR 25 (1 9 5 4ol 199 (W) A Aol ™ A= T T A i 55 v 4 S v o

= . BT FIE

(— ) FE T AR TR 3 A i &5 f 1) [0 47 Aol ) g 7 1

CA T F B m AT A AR AT [ A7 Aol F e o BN ATl o3 2R 05 ik 8 SR i A7k
I3 ABRAT A bR U (GICS) R IEAT I 202, L R R ARUSIE 252 ) & A B HrAS A7 b 43 28 e T A ll
I3 X AL G AT L 43 26 05 AR 3 Tl B Ve Al b B — 5 sTlk, SR T 5 (R AT 800 ) R
R Z AR . —I7 T AR GEAT 53 205 15 7 A 10 TR AT Ak B A o e K, PR s D) ORAIE W] 47
b AR AR M [ BT ) E K TR A% GEAT M 43 S 1 53 2R 5 R AR [, M LK Al R A7 Ml 235 440 1 722 Al Ak
HGGH I S, PR HCAR TT BB 3 o S A5 RN KRG B ; D — T, TR A T 800 22 R0 LT T Al ) Y 3E 4 0GR
PEAT AL T AL GE AT ML 432 05 B M LU B Ff OG22 o PRI , AR S B At — o [ 4 ) A e, BT LA
T X T [RAT Al RO RS i MR, SORT DATE — @ B BE B S [ AT Ak Z R S 4 6 &R

AL 27 Kaustia Fll Rantala (2015) BF5T , X AL B RS, 56T BRI AW A9 77 b 43 B Uil o A [\
3 A D18 50 o X 33X RS Al 2 75 O R AT Al #E A7 40 % |, v] LATE— G RR B b iR A AL Ge A7l 23 2607
BRI . B8, BT REAT L HEA B R LR Can B0 s " HE44 ) L LA K a3 B DS CRE ) Ak
TIBYAE B A 5 B ATl a3 B Ul T 1 T A R — 47k B4k (Michaely #1 Womack , 1999 ; Mikhail 55 ,
2004 ; Boni il Womack ,2006) o HUC, T X AFE AT\ HEAT IR ABIESE , 470k 70 A Uil — e B2 %o T s 47l
L FR AT 2 A5 B, 3% AT AR IR A AT R 25 04 A0l ) B 2 A7 7R SE PR IR R 0 AT 4k o JF H AT 23 A
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T VR AR AT I BREE XS G, 5 AE—E R B S H GO , 3 A ) T A TS [l Al
AR T 7 SN o B, TEAR M AT L 2548 & AR AR AT A7 M 23 B i 2 Bz ik 90 28 Al ] Ay B 22 Al ( Gilson
45,2001 5 Das %, 2006 ) , Pt i b ] 4740 72 7 05 wT DLAR A 20tk

BE T IR EE AR M B9 AT Ml 23 A U eh kR [ 3- B 0 0 50 X TR A7 Al R A7 40 0 1 DG B 2, PR 2 Al 22 )
BAT Z DR AR R A i A e R DL BE BT Z AR AT O FR o DR RIVEE 73 A il e - ST A7l AR
b ABATSSRAFAE D H o3 B U G T 22 AT ML AR B0, X i SR PR 2R 23 i A5 AN R G 1 Al ] R4 A A [+ 1)
3R o (] ESF BT O R B A 194 3 4 ) Al S TT BB 25 0 S A R AT R R W o X G, FRATTAE AR
PN TT AT BRI, e W8 1 Z O Al i B TR AT Al 75 B A5 Al ¢ BAT A AH [] 20 B Uil 50 i 1Y e
A ¢, , Wil FA 25 HAB A 5 Al i B8R ] 20 B DRI i AN T e, B, A DA iZ Al Aol 19 )47 4
Mo 3d 3 25 A AL 35 E 2% F Y I E [R)AT Al 9 AH [ o A U 50 i e R AL, el 2D b I I ] RE 45 2
SRR TE T

ELRTT 5 , 2% Kaustia Fll Rantala(2015) FIF 5T, A8 SCX T4l i BSR4 S AR [R] 43 B I8 ¢, 1931
SRR E e AR ] 2 e A A P AT M a3 BT O R A ol R R L X TR R A G, R ROE R
A 7] 53 A7 U A5 1) S AR B m, (o, R BRUTE N 1 R 388 38 ) B, 3 T DA 38 386 1 B S0 40 1 U SR 580, s oll
Xof B AT AL S L oo 25, FRATTH#EAT 1000 Y0 2 A U0 38, 74T B A 28 & BB b, AR SCfBC i il
A3 BT OAE BT AT A Ml BEATL M 43 A ol 47 IR B O B 0t AT DAy 2% 0 D R B oM 5 i 1) 2 P (D), 3
A5 B 4l 0 7 55 b R BEALASE APl b A5 31 A B A0L R AT A b Y L S, o 7E 1000 IR ZE R S, v, R 1% 11
AU R AT AL YO S, 5 SE PR IRAT AL JE ] F AL 1 AR R Al , OB 2 A SCf 40 5 k1 24 i 43 A U 5 it n,
B AT A E B F A 7k 2R R R SR T n, (DL AR R A AT e, L BIHE
1000 YAEADEE IR S, P 5 F A 35 AH ) Aol AR ADL 5 SRR o U AR T 19, 0 LASHS IS B m, A SR il i e 4 F1
T8 LR Ak 9 AH ) 20 B DA e AR B ¢, o 6T BIRTT¥E 0 TSR AR E A i A SO A
() A7 A Ml JIr 52 3R 118 A [w] A Ui Bt B AR A e, , IF-45 5 0 A DR A 1 5 07 Aol i [l A Ak L

() [V AT ARl A 7 T vk A 56

R TR I A SRR A A R AT T R R AL T AR G AT Mk 432, AR SCS 5 Bhojraj 45 (2003 ) LA ) Kaustia
1 Rantala (2021) WK 30 77 %, A4 i 4 AR

Variable, = B, + B, Peer_Average, + ¢, (1)

o, Variable, J& A i 4 il ol W 45 78 15 B U, Peer_Average, J& 1E AN AL & I, A i B[R] 474 Ml i
RS AT TE W, Al i B[R AT Al A A5 Aol i A B o 2 2% Bhojraj 55 (2003) , Kaustia #l
Rantala(2021) i J5 2% , DL IS RL B2 J5 R AR M 7R 28 5 B [RIAT Al 5 Al i 3 3R SR A AR P A i, T 0y
P RE J5 R AR R AT Al X Al i 7E 12748 b BAT S i) B ) B, o e it 1 [R) AT Aol B AT B g ) [) J
PR o AT P A8 S, AR SO I R T 5 0B 28 O T 1 18 A4 Rl AR B NV 55 A8 L IR 1 T

BEXT B3RS B, AR SORE AR A8 AR 5] 43 A7 I 25 45 30 09 [ A7 Aol 285 2R 5 AR Hi A% ge A7l 43 28 07 45 31 )
[FIAT Al 45 5 43 S AR AT 0] 5, A5 SR AU I8 8 J5 1 R T #EA 76T L, 25 R S i R 2 s . P4
Pl 73 FEALFRAE WE 2 A7 0lk 73 26 2001 AF AL, GE M 27100k 70 28 2012 4F i, A A7l 7026, GICS A7l 7326, H
TATN 2 DL b ATk 4326

BT PR BRI B B S5 R R, 7R 18 xRl W 55 A8 v, BT (] 0 B DR S 2 AY R AT Al
FEATE 13 5 F A fE RS R, B BA fem R B X — 45 SRR M e TR S AT L 4y
K EAR BN [FAT A, T A0 [R] 23 B I 50 45 30 09 W) A7 4l oA 25 3 v ny [l B 1, B B R 23 0 Bk
EA S 1 E B o o = B v = 9 e S S D S 2N 2 0 R 4 O | 42 e R A SR U
AR SCHRGE AT RO VR FHARSCR
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Mo &Rt

(— ) FEA L $E 5500 R R
ATCLL 2008 45 12 J1 31 H 5 il 3 5 B & AR P IR 28 5 T 43 A T i 28 RIVE A RIBR FEAS , Sl 65 4
Al T F) R O B i e Y L TS R DA B ST ATHST 28 BT 28 W], I 50 bk 9 oK 58k i CSR 3% 28 A9 2
F) o AR R ] CSR 9 5 B 1 BEoK AR SC a7 A3 EE B (Wind) 45 21 B 28 r 8 8 BlR BRAR B8 A
TEBE AN B AT A 1 28 7 LA IR WS 25 770 4028 Sk 4 i 2 14 2 W) LA SR 28 BT N R 4 100 48 £ 4 A D
31351 KTl BJE 5T Al =z 6] i A8 R 43 B DT AR i, B 5 B 22 5 4 B 1Y 1154 24k 3l 43 S 9 i o)
P& A W R AT b S HERAT Ak o Ak 0 55 855 5 R 1] 4 5040 | Fama—French — P F-15E 1 (1 [
TE K 0 U R 8l e VT I 2% 22 850 5 ( CSMAR) |, A2 88 A7 M 43 2 80080 ok IR T 450 JE 50030 8 (RES-
SET) o R 1 TH B sty (5 A 5 M, A SOOI A 3 2 A8 S R A T T 19 7KV 4 R A 28
() AR X
1. WA R AL i
AR S ) A oA e Ay iR o B R IBUOR e A I AL I EER T S RN . B 5 SRR 7% (2018) DL K
Cao %5 (2019) IIFFE , SR b i ZEBOR A H 2 14225 B 54385 B LA K 10138 5 B Y 83T 54 11
R (CAR)VE N e EE i I ) vy i i it o A T3 B0 E 55 MR R B, A SR A Fama il French (1993) ) =
PR B AU Sy SR AR A
R, - RF, =B, + B, (RM, - RF,) + B,SMB, + B,HML, + &, (2)
H R, Al i 558 %) H ¢ 75 JE I 4 2L R F AR 55 () Bl 4 %2, (RM, — RF,) , SMB,, HML, 533 &1 )
G R T (B R R0 W T T B R R A . AR SO A Al 7R BUR & A H T 250 H 2T 20 H AR
H (5 I[-250,-20], %F LA BUEAT LS A5 B4 By B o BB 2 I M i I FAZ B 55 £y i 7 B
T RAT G B3 H S5 R -
AR, =R, - RF, = (B, + B, (RM, = RF,) + B,SMB, + B,HML,) (3)
TETHR S UG AR SR PR EBOR A H BIECOR A H e 1438 B 543585 H 10138
Sy H B BB R R AE R Al i 5 2T 3 B g A e, RS R AT

T
CAR.[0,T]=Y AR, (4)
t=0

Horp T 5EC1, 5,10, 2R 45 8] CAR,[0,1], CAR,[0,5], CAR,[ 0,101,

2. fR R A

AR B figt R AR o Ry R 1 S AR T CSR B Al A R AT Al R AU AE Bt (Peer) o AR SOl Z BT IE AR AY
ST Ay Z 181 HH ) 20 B DR Bt 1) D vk R AT IR A T Al i 0 o an SR Al ¢ 29k 5% i CSR 3 88 4l i Rl A 7
A, B84 Peer, BUE A 1, 75 W HLE 4 0.

3. Fa il AR

SR LA SCHR , A SCHE A — 28 81 45 1 A8 S A 4 < A b AR (Size) | DRLBE 7= 1 SR AT EUR R 5 [ 5
R (PPE) | LATE 8 B8 77 5 SO0 7™ 19 LU A 6 5 A5 35 HE (Loan ) , DA IR 30 0 A R 2 F 5 ¢
7 ) AR o 5 R0 7 1R (Roa ) , LA R 5 - 240858 7 1) FU AL 2 5 9% 7= T 0% (Lew) , LBV TS
BT ) HAB A i 5 A b A A (Growth ) , LhAR Y 78 L A K S5 5 IREAN 2544 ( Ownership) , LA 5
JBE A9 s b 1L ( Q) , DAFEEE Q (B i s i 2B 5 0 (OCF ), DA 8B B4 T 5 J8 98 77 1) L (B A o
Al A (Age ) , A BT AFEBOM 11 H AR Ef 2 5 20 A7 I3 55 1 0 (Anas_num) , DA3B BRI Al 1 43
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BT i 1 By 3 SRR B &
(=) B E
SR TG B 5 ] CSR 48 8 1B SR X B 8 Al 1) [ A A oMb R 1) i B0, AR SR A G ) A AT [ 0
FAY
CAR,[0,T] =B, + B, Peer, + Z’yA.Controlsik + Industies; + &, (5)

Horr, Controls T AL 20, k AT AL B H s 0, T3 0 FRos Al A B3 57 8 IR 31 KL £ A
FRZETL . [RIE, R T P i A G803 26 05 1 R A R, AR SCAE R rp 5 o) 1R MR 2247 Mk 20 2K 2012 4F iR
AT b T A58 L, LA b 42 il i 2 4 ol 73 SR A A R AN T UL LR 3% 14 B2

R1 Rkt

FEA B[N PrifE2E 25 i Kk LREDA 75 7o KL
CAR[0,1] 1154 0.003 0.037 -0.018 0.000 0.022
CAR[0,5] 1154 0.004 0.061 -0.033 -0.003 0.037
CAR[0,10] 1154 0.002 0.075 -0.039 -0.004 0.039
Peer 1154 0.567 0.500 0.000 1.000 1.000
Size 1154 21.220 1.131 20.502 21.156 21.840
PPE 1154 0.280 0.184 0.139 0.252 0.401
Loan 1154 0.221 0.190 0.088 0.203 0.317
Roa 1154 0.022 0.201 0.004 0.024 0.057
Lev 1154 0.704 4275 0.363 0.516 0.654
Growth 1154 3.379 72.089 -0.070 0.097 0.268
Ownership 1154 0.202 0.219 0.000 0.144 0.372
Q 1154 1.301 1.859 0.588 0.942 1.524
OCF 1154 0.045 0.088 0.001 0.046 0.092
Age 1154 2.591 0.373 2.398 2.639 2.833
Anas_num 1154 8.726 12.149 0.000 3.000 13.000
(o) kRt ge it

TG THIRG ISR . St B G AR ST REARE P HE 1154 S WMME . kA5 4k
JREZEAN A ) BTS2 [l R HAE 1 R (CAR[0,1]),5 K(CAR[0,5]), 10 K (CAR[0,10]) 435124 0.003,
0.004,0.002 , 3X 5t BB & A7 5, BEAS Al 19 B S 00 4 A 2 Ak b EL A I ) 198 55 0 %, [) s s o 22 93 331
25°40.037,0.061,0.075, AL K053 3] 4 0, -0.003 , —0.004 , Ut B AE A A My 6] B3+ 5 5 [0 4 RAFAE — & 2
5o [AIEE AR 5 Peer $4{E 24 0.567 , 136 BH B A4 A i [ 47 A0ll 1) 7 L 29 56.7% , FEAS TR Rl A7 4k 5 E
AT ARl 1) BB Sl 240 o JF Al A8 o 240 7 A B BB Y RN, NPETEIR
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RIEERE S

(— ) FEofiE [m] ) 4

S K 56 5 ] 45 % CSR BUR 23 [R1 A7 Al i e 14 [R) A3 A%, AR SORI AT (5) BEAT [B109, 45 R 4n 3 2 By
Ao FTLAE R, DIBOR KA G 1R 23155 R (CAR[0,1]),5 K Rt 54 M4 4 (CAR[ 0,5 DAE N A
ARt RO [FAT Al HE UL AR i (Peer) 4 0109 3 B0 1E 19% YOKSF 12 35 9 0E, L 10 K B 53 4 [l 4f 5
(CAR[0,10 DAy R AR 4, o 5 O ] 47 A Ml K U8 Sk (Peer ) 4 101 U R B 7E 5% BO/KF B R ZE NIE. 18
R R ARG 1R, 5K, 10 KA LT E] 7 100 L, AT A AR FE AR FRAT Al A9 Rt o [l i3 20 3l vy 1
2)1.1%,1.3%,1.2% . X F WA LT Bl i) CSR 35 Ak B9 AR RIAT A, RIAT Al A A 0T 1) i 1 E
A REIE TINS5 SCRHRBE 1b, BIAR EEAE [RAT Al 532 1) CSR $ #8 BUR 2 388 il iy
RV Aol ™ £ T 1T A ST 3 S i

F2 HEMPALR

(1) (2) (3)
CAR[0,1] CAR[0,5] CAR[0,10]

Peer 0.011° 0.013" 0.012”
(4.030) (3.020) (2.290)

Size -0.003" -0.010" 0.001
(-2.460) (-3.700) (0.240)

PPE -0.003 -0.018 -0.014
(~0.380) (~1.630) (-1.110)

Loan 0.002 0.006 0.017
(0.320) (0.420) (0.970)

Roa 0.038" 0.077" 0.099"
(2.420) (2.470) (4.060)

Lev 0.002 0.007" 0.008"
(1.380) (3.530) (3.230)

Growth 0.000 0.000° 0.000"
(0.680) (1.690) (1.690)

Ownership -0.001 0.007 0.016
(-0.240) (0.830) (1.440)

Q -0.001 -0.005" -0.004"
(~0.860) (-3.420) (-2.180)

ocr 0.000 -0.017 -0.015
(0.000) (-0.810) (-0.570)
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(1D (2) (3)

CAR[0,1] CAR[0,5] CAR[0,10]
Age -0.008" -0.010 0.007
(~1.990) (~1.630) (0.940)
Anas_num 0.000 0.000” -0.000
(0.410) (2.180) (-1.020)
A Ml ] 7 255007 el I £l
FEAGE 1119 1130 1121
WHEJF R 0.060 0.070 0.060

WS N fE ™ B FRIR 1% 5%  109% 1 8 E KT,

() WAETER 56

AR LA i B 5 CSR LR 1 A AT M D — A S A= bt K6 38 7 B 5R i A I e 9T A ) 7 11 A9 TR 47 28800
X AR W R A — R B HEER 1 AR R R O T 2D HE R AR P SO SR AR R, A SO
— LG S UEA SCAEIE o AR SCHE— AR i ] ZE5R CSR B 14 4l K 73 g o 5 ] 0 8 O 4 A i
E IR CSR A4l LA K B AT R B Bl i CSR A Al , SR 7051 45 2 7 A9 [ A7 ill o

XoF AR B K A T B 2 5 B ik CSRAY Al A58, 5 ] 45 588 R 1) 2 A I AN 22 25 i 2B Al e o i 3%
AR, DR I AT 0400 3 — BOSR tAS 2 xoF FL[RIAT Aol ™ AR [RIAT 2000 o T o A 4 22 i e A B % ik CSR
10 R0 A7 3 P B 91 S e B o Ay 7 S/ 7 A P e (B 18 o = N T o A S i K
ROV o AR SCAR A 33X P F 73 [R) AT A b AR AS 23 31l e PSR (5) 47 [0, A B A 45 SR ANk 3 s o Al LR
2,0 T Z AT A CSR P8R B9 AV AR UL, B AT RIAT Al AR BT A RAT Aol e e ST s [ 27 1B 5 B0
FRIBEE TSROV . WA T Z AT B4 CSR B ER B9 Al ki, EATTAY R A7 A lb AR EE T AR [R) A7 Al A e 40
IR 1) 77 10 b H A A 35 T 1o B8 BB T 97 B o 3 0 D 6 A 1] 0 4 R 1 8 ofe D5 T 48 8BRS 24 Uik o 48 5 A
A SRS TR, I AR AT ROV o X — SRR — R T A SCRIBE TR

®3 ZTEAIWE

ZHTEA CSR B Al 1 [F A7 4ll ZHIEA CSRBEEE AL R T il
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
CAR[0,1]  CAR[0,5]  CAR[0,10] CAR[0,1] CAR[0,5]  CAR[0,10]
Peer 0.006 ~0.004 -0.003 0.013™ 0.008" 0.015™
(1.130) (~0.440) (~0.260) (4.650) (1.730) (2.610)
P i A i kil 12 il i il $2
A5l o 5 A F2 1 ki 12 i bt il il
FEA 699 708 704 1053 1064 1057
PHIEJE R 0.040 0.060 0.060 0.070 0.070 0.060

ST N U™ ERR 1% 5% 10% (158 3 KT o 3 28 o0 Al BIAE (Size ) | [ 22 B 77 BUASE (PPE) (fE
B (Loan) A BT 7™ B 42 #8 (Roa ) B3 7™ 553 58 (Lev) AV LA 1 (Growth ) JEALES 8 (Ownership) AL (Q) Ak
2B E N (OCF) AW (Age) M A 35 15 D0 (Anas_num ) o B T8 8 FR ), 20 A8 e O Al H 25 SR AR50
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(=) R M A 50

1. Wi AR PR 7 Y

FEME WL o T Rt MR A5, R Bl AR UK & A H FT[-250,-201E 8 % H 1k 40
& Fama—French — PR A AY | 53¢ LA B % A H RiT[-120,-20]1% FHVAE AT T 804 I F DA E
B BT SR TR S 2 A AR AR A A0 . A5 IR AN 4 PR A R R R A R T A
AU i [0 05 R BT AR 2 R IF U T 5 T R X R AT, 1A T Al A LT A [T Al i S 2 A B
e ) BRI SR I A, B B B R TR0

F4 BREERE AEZENESEON
(1) (2) (3)

CAR[0,1] CAR[0,5] CAR[0,10]

Peer 0.012"™ 0.014™ 0.016™
(4.280) (3.310) (2.930)
P S i I £l
A Ml i1 7 255007 P I il
FEAC G 1119 1130 1121
WHEJE R 0.050 0.060 0.050

RS U™ U R 1% 5% . 10% i & MK o Pl 28 i S i SO FE— 80 i TR e PR s o AR
ISR AT .

2. fp A A AR M ATl 2R

7R SR e o (o] U e P A T il 22 18] AR ] 20 M U 0 ) D7 9 ) 4 o 5 8 Al 19 ) A Al 3
Pl 33X 78 0 AE M 23 17l 73 26 2012 4F RRORT 3 4 [0] U1 w8 [ A il R A7 2 — 205 0 8 2L i 2wl i i B A )
T i 22, BRIV A 25 Aol BB R T A [R] o A i RS T B9 TR AT Aok SR TR M ATl 23 28 R B TR AT Al
W, A WA R T ARG B o LA 3 04 [R) AT A DA A ) v 45 R R A7 AR S P AGL B8 , 405 R
RSP o AR R R AT AR He T AR RAT Al 75 SR BA I8 g 1) B0 S T4 R, T IR A i o 4
S BOR OO T[T Aol BAT 35 1E 18] B SR T 3 B

R5 REMRE.FHIERRTLSE
(1) (2) (3)

CAR[0,1] CAR[0,5] CAR[0,10]
Peer 0.013" 0.008 0.014™
(4.840) (1.880) (2.600)
7 P I £l
A Ml o] 7 255007 1 P il
FEA 1119 1130 1121
LEIERE 0.060 0.070 0.060

RS PR U U B RIR 1% 5% . 10% 10 1 3 MK o 4528 i 5 A0 SCARRE— B0 B T 0 R B 3 AR
TSR ARSI
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3. e R AT Al 5 4 8 Aol

AR S B U ] UEHE 5 ) B 8 Al 1 R A7 A ol 55 R [ AT Al R A7 6 BRI [l 05 45 SR B0 E T A Sy %
5, RV i B R O 45 B8R A R R 5 L e g K 1 R BE R RIAT Al A B 58 4 R A A A i AE TR
A7 Al HA S5 3 0E 1) W R S T I SO o R 3 — 0 43, A SR B % s Ml 5 B 5 Al i TR AT Aol 1) RS
W RIRCRIEA T B JE— 25 XA S B B IR TAG G o SR A ] B 8 IBOOR 14 B 2 4 R Al R T il
55 9% 52 b A e 4 1, R AR T R AT Al A 58 4 1R T, IR 4 7 5 o B R ISR A B A HE T SE e ) R R
(1) 48 52 A T 7, B R A 94 TR A Aol the 7 224 LA k2 1 1) %) e 5 T 4 I

W1 TR AR SO SE fE [m] USRS Y v (R B AR TE A T R, DB R ol ) R AT Aol A A S 4, LA B 8 A
v AE AR BRLE S AT [ 4087, A5 B A 45 R an gk 6 FrR™ . 45 R WoR, WoRTEBUR KA G 1 K,5 K, 10K
) R I ) 2 1L A4 Ak A B T B R A olk 9 2R3 5 [l 4 32530l e tH 29 0.9% , 1.0%, 0.4% . 13 I L
RRAG , FATAM A T B A B B Em RSN . X — 45 R — 2 R T AR S
5, RS 4 25 BOR 55 T 88 A 158 7 BRAR T AT Al 5 4 R 00

®6 REThRLSHERL
(1) (2) (3)

CAR[0,1] CAR[0,5] CAR[0,10]
Peer 0.009™ 0.010” 0.004"
(3.61) (2.19) (1.81)
Size -0.004" -0.008" -0.007"
(-2.61) (-2.72) (-1.94)
PPE -0.012 -0.035" -0.035"
(-1.42) (-2.79) (-2.14)
Loan 0.0397" 0.087" 0.101°
(3.12) (4.12) (3.54)
Roa 0.058" 0.178" 0.201°
(2.34) (4.23) (3.44)
Lev -0.021" -0.033" -0.032
(~1.99) (-2.00) (-1.46)
Growth 0.000™ 0.000" 0.000"
(13.48) (9.35) (6.50)

D WA PeerE TR 5 X2 RBFPHAPIARR B4 L2 HES LR ATA AL, W] PeerBRAL A 1, 2 4k 2 3 FE Ak, 1
PeerFRAE A 0,
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(1) (2) (3)

CAR[0,1] CAR[0,5] CAR[0,10]
Ownership 0.004 0.022" 0.022'
(0.68) (2.25) (1.73)
Q -0.004"" -0.015™ -0.019™
(-2.79) (-6.29) (-5.88)
OCF 0.017 0.022 0.049
(1.07) (0.87) (1.38)
Age -0.005 -0.012° 0.010
(-1.17) (~1.94) (1.32)
Anas_num 0.000° 0.000” -0.000
(2.46) (2.04) (-0.03)
A Ml o] 7 25007 i P il
FEAC 820 814 811
WHEJE R 0.17 0.24 0.22

WS N ™ N FRIR 1% 5%  109% 1 B K.

I L ST A

(=T ZES R T)

TEANE A SCHRITTHE 0, 568 1 9 i BB 2 25 Bl ik il i 8 278 0 B L i — 2 TR 7, B AR B R ol
[ 4k A {8 (Chen 55, 2018 ; Ni A1 Zhang, 2019) , R AR SCAO B 3% 1b $2 1, 55 il % 5% CSR L3 1T 58 23 11l 55
P 5% A Ml 9 B A UL T 5 4 0 B i 1 55 X6 T T A X T A R A T Al ke IR — A R
AR T L FAT b s 4 e T .

R RS, 4 2 W 58 4 0 A7l 5 4 OC R 02 7 AR TR AT 28007 1 JZEHILARI , X A A7l 5 4 OC Rl R I IRl A7 2%
B, 2R A7 38 4 R S iy b T AR A5 B AN 5R 20 (Qiu A Wan, 2015 ; Cao 55,2019 5 Gyimah %, 20203 F = %,
2020) . ARGIRAT Y 5w 4 e 702 A SR AR SO AR il [T Al AR R S T 3 B A BILAR , AR SO AT L R 2R
IRIRFEE CHHD) M 2 A b TG A ATk 5 40 R 07, AT LI AR 36 o A7k bk 75 3k R F8 Alos /I AR AT N
T RN, SE R R O . AR SCEAT ML R 2 IR IR FE B CHHID) VL Ko 75 Ry A AT Al (4 JE HU7E £ (Peer) 5
AL 25 35 JR 48 B CHHI) 14 58 e 3 fin A e vfis [l A7 25 SR 7 fir R o 45 S WoR TEBUR & A6 5 5438
Sy HFI10438 55 B AT b 75 35 JR 48 805 J2 15 R R A7 4 Ml i 40025 155 19 52 e 30 ] 5 52 400k 25 11, R W)
T 16 7 oMb 5 4 R O R CHHTHE /N ) B TR A7 Aol B A 0 3 o i A B3 S 0 R . X E 17k 38 4 &
IR S BUR & AT J TRVAT Aol = A B S5 1 3 s I 1 B 2L
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()40 54 - BRBE# % R

I35 T, AEAT ML 5 5 0 2 o i A 0 b 07 AR 23 VR FH T [RIA T80, 9 77 2 o B T4 3 — IR Bl & e 1Y
WEEE LB, B FAT M 05 8 B AEAT M b B8 AR5 ) g, A7 SR B X A ol 55 3 1 AR B A A T S
J T AT Y A0 S 2 X A Ml R B 10 7R Bl O AR A8 (Brown 25,2018 5 Cao 25,2019 ; He F1 Wang, 2019 ; Gyimah
25,2020; FF IR AR ,2019) . 5% Cao 55 (2019) 1Y J5 15 , AR SCH HEAR 4l 4l 1) 3278k 55 e A
U EERBER o G A B 55 WA R TR AT Al 1 32 M 55 S A (B, A HOR AT
B WA E AT PR B 2, DA SR o o0 I o A 4 TR AT Al it — 25 4] 43 Ay 405 R R B 43031
2 15 O 0T 3 AU AR it (Leader) FJ2: 75 hy B Bl 4 JE 40045 § (Follower) o 22 J& LA 5 Ay 4015 2 / B3 B
R AUAR B4 0 5 R A A R AT Al B AR i (Peer) E 47 22 T, A8 56 [ A7 A oll o A5 Ml 400 5 2 5 BR B o 4%
F A B TR AT 000, 25 AR 8 BT o S5 2R R, 2 A5 R 38 i U8 1t (Leader) 5 02 45 A [R5 4l
LS (Peer) 228 T 1 [ V3 22 KA AE BUK 2% A Ji 1 R HAT 10% 19 5 & MK OF , 2 5 s R 53
1117 2 75 Ay B BE 5 100722 Bt (Follower ) 5 /& 75 Ry A1 Al K #0725 5t (Peer ) 28 ATV A [0l VA 2 BUAE BUK K A
1R, S REFE A - BAT 1% 1 & MK R IE ), 78 10 REF R EBAT 5% 1 5 MKF A5k I
] o ik e g SR W] [ A7 Al o A A oMl 4005 2 0T B 7 A 0 3 B IRV A8, T [RIAT Aol v 47 Ml B B
FI W BRI T RN o 33X R ARCE AT Ml 5 S i A 7 G AR, R4S — BRBE R G Z A T o o 8 1B R
RAT T B TRV AT RN o

®7 BHREMHSRERENRITHE ATUZESESD
(1) (2) (3)

CAR[0,1] CAR[0,5] CAR[0,10]

Peer 0.012" 0.019™ 0.023"

(3.600) (3.460) (3.480)

HHI -0.038 -0.521° -1.136™

(-0.220) (-1.750) (-3.770)

Peer x HHI -0.007 -0.045" -0.088™

(-0.490) (-1.880) (-2.940)
P AR P £l Eil
Al T A500E 1 I £l
A G 1118 1129 1120
WG R? 0.130 0.150 0.150

TE AR5 O R ™ U B IR 19%.5%  10% 19 5835 MK o Pl A8 B S A SCOR 5 — Bl oy TR IR R, 4% 1 A2
AR ARSI
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#x8 mHUHSEEHEENRITHN  NSE-REEXER
(1) (2) (3)

CAR[0,1] CAR[0,5] CAR[0,10]
Peer x Leader 0.010° 0.004 -0.004
(1.820) (0.390) (-0.210)
Peer X Follower 0.011°" 0.013 0.012”
(4.020) (2.970) (2.190)
A & 1 1 il
Al ] 5 S800E 1 Ee| il
FEA L 1119 1130 1121
WHEJE R 0.130 0.140 0.140

TE AR5 AR ™ U BIRIR 19 .5%  10% 14 5825 PEK S o Pl A8 B 5 A SO 5 — Bl oy TR I R, 4 1 A2
EIMTEE R AR

. FEES

(—) AR

AR SCH LV [0S % B, AR FE AR R AT Al , 55 1 CSR 5 58 1B 3R 2 1 Bl 28 A Ml 8 TR A5 Aol 7= A I T g st
SR . TRl 2 AR R [A] i Al 4R 5 P ML W RE I AP AE 22 5, LT SE T 37 B e AR A8
AR, TR)AT Al 1 il 5% 249 TR KT 23 5% ) He A2 31 [ 478500 ( Qiu A1 Wan, 2015 ; Lyandres F1 Palazzo, 2016 ; 2% &
AAE,2018) o A SCHEE T Whited F1 Wu (2006) FY A 5844 HE WW $i5 B0 (WW _index ) > 7 2t £ 1) il 5% 24 o
JEE, WW 8 B0EE K, B Rl oE 20 R B R o AR SO WW 5 B L B 5 Sk [l AT 4l 1) K 48045 i (Peer) 5
WW F5 50114 22 e T A JE e [l S Y | 285 S0 35% 9 i/ , WW 48 8505 2 75 0 R4 T 4l Hig FA AR £ 119 58 T 33
] 5 22 0 2 A A, B DA T A0 ol A T I B AL i 5 24 SRR, 2 ELA Dy B 3 A 1) A TRV o X AR
5 SCHR AR R — B0, BRI H i 1 B 58 SO 25 B 8 1l 1 2885 ok — e i B XS A AT T T 338
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Abstract: Using a quasi-natural experiment of mandatory corporate social responsibility (CSR) disclosure for some firms on the
SSE and SZSE in 2008, this paper investigates the impact of mandatory CSR disclosure on firm value from the perspective of
peer effects, where the criterion for determining peer firms is the common analysts. The study finds that: first, the mandatory
CSR disclosure policy leads to more positive stock market reactions among peer firms than non-peer firms; second, this positive
effect is more pronounced among firms with higher competitive pressure in their industries, follower firms, i.e., firms that are
more sensitive to changes in competitive pressure, firms with lower financing constraints and state-owned firms. The results sug-
gest that the mandatory CSR disclosure policy weakens the competitive advantage of the disclosing firms and reduces the compet-
itive pressure of the peer firms. Therefore, compared with the non-peer firms, the peers of the disclosing firms have higher enter-
prise value.
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