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WH AT — I RNE =B L TNDZERHLNE ot ERENE 2y br—L LTz
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R Z R S, REORMMN 2SN B L R T REEE 2 RE L T\ 5,
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1. IZIC®IZ

DS EIE (corporate social responsibility [CSR]) & W) HEEIZZEANTH | K
RIZKSTEDOERT DL IAITRRD, 74T Vb=t S LR h HRFR
Lol N A HTIEZED L D RAEOHEZ CSR #RE LRBFET 2 EBFIIRL i
ThAH) HHERE L FEFEBON TMRT 22 & 220 CSRBE DA &9 B3k
HEINTWSHT, BEZEGDEILFDIES /N7 +—~ 2 A (corporate social performance
[CSP]) 23#&¥ /N7 4+ —~ A (corporate financial performance [CFP]) Z & TV D50 E H
INEARRET D T IS 2 L ICHEA TW D, FIHIORFSE TIX CSP D A /37 MIIEAIR
FEL TV, 90 FERBLLUBDO A K « 7F U AD% X CSP & CFP ORI IE D B
ZHM L TV 5 (Friede et al. 2015), HERILR & b a1 T 72 B o> Al i B E 4 23 7% 2~ O B
Mo TLHHT, CSP OWREHERIZOVWTOELLEE->TE TS, TOE, CSP %
disaggregate L7 A H WD O N RIED EFESHTOFHE T H H, 7725 ESG EHK—
BRi (environmental) + 123 (social) + /37 22 A (governance) ZE[K—% 1 D DIEIEIZELK
L7ZCSP 2t T D TR ESGE&WHfilx DEROREEMGZ AHZ > LT 50
FThHD, HNANT U ARHEEL TV RSN EREERE T Plan-Do-Check-Act D~ 1 ¥ A
Y h A7V (PDCA YA 7)) &5 EL BT ZEIFERICS WD, T AT ZEK (G)
ZREENRN (E) L0 b B EMN T, [G=E] OREEBRERIET D7 — A7 En—H#)
Tod 5 (Jain & Jamali 2016),

AFIZESGODEIWZ 7 4+ — AL, HARBEDEREE X7 + —~ A (corporate environmental
performance [CEP]) N ED X 5 R BHRIZHE SN TV AL REET 5, HADE S | 1SO 14001
DBFERFE N TEET yEORFTry 7 THY | BERE LI T 25 L TOMHEMEZH A
TWAHZENHBOE 1IZET oD, TSN B EREMEN~ T U 7 V7 &l
LEHEND D, £F. 2015 F D ISO 14001 i, U BHERIR (2016 45 4)) (TR S
58D REMBITHRAICE Yy R MYy 712> T D, BET S 472 1S014001 13,
BE Ny 7OV ==y TOT, BESAXI AL FU AT A& B L~V b RRE kg
LAULE T & BTS2 &2 R/B—MofEs 5.1 & 622 % shall R E L THMEME—L
TW5b, ZOf, #HERBEL WY Ze— L« aFr A0ay ha— 2% - CHEHEE
FOWKAEZB L L) ETHEXHEHRLLTIBY, CO, AMORENWRE - T ny=y
RN OEESEHITHLERE TS, ZOXS B I&@MYmE bEETHHMN L, 2015 4
12 AICIZ@@MZERERINF AT 74— A& H RIF | KBEEBH ) A7 DOTF 4 A7 m—
¥ =BT DA RTA MEREED TN D,

UL EORMBEEG D AFRIX CEP 28T 22, oA R 8IC1T B ARG H M TEREER
ERE] oG AaT7 2L, YFEATTIE20E O N7y - La—RFKRby | HN
® CEP-CFP 73 #r 0 A N> b Z X7 4 TGO WH T E 72 (Nakao et al. 2007; Takeda



& Tomozawa 2008; Yamaguchi 2008; 1 2013; B 2007, %5 4 3=; A4 2008), L2vL.
self-report OV — XA FAHEL WIHFEMN L, BIEOEEREICKHTLIRENELA T OXE L
W TR R ORISR 72 D — A B FIE LTz, Bl IE, CEP O S RUEDEE S
WA —ERE (2013) DX 91 CEP DREN T T ADMEER -T2 DD 10% A & KU
EEFoTLAE—FNN CEP HRIED ) A XIZX Db D0 h), THBMEIZL D ESG 1§
WOREVIAHDR 372 DPERITERNE W) BIENHEA L T, AfEiE, RE0H
P ThRMMEESBECHAMABE R OREERNE L TEET LI L TYHHEATT
DA T OB FEN—\ DD greenwashing—72 D 0>, £ RTOE Y ] 5 2> D& E FE % X
L7200 LN L BHEEZKDRFORMICKEFEZIOZLEZHEME LTS,
CORBITIEE D 1 ODHNE D 5, [ AAFIEREE 2016] 1, TEEIREICLH 2> T, ESG
BHREBRT DRI NIENY , BIZHEA CTEHESEERERANCES T 2HBAKREZRNH 2
DObLH I LELEE X, REOTEMBLEE RN OEBIZIT T, R¥ELRER
E DO FENEMAICHET L D ITIRT ) > TWVW5D, CEPIFENREDOE 2K L T h
T, BESG BEICES WA 5T 521087201, F4A CSR JEB) 4@ U 7= (i fE Al & — &
BOREICED TRASLEE] OFM— 2B LT 5LE 25,

2. SEATHTEE

KFED A A T —~1X CEP OREHEKTZN, oo 01k CSP ORTEEK %2 Z£ L
FHLDOLERDIESNH L0, MAZ LT CEITHELZ L 2—35 (BL., Ff4&%
ZCSP L LEbDOIEBEALT),

21 BEDE

Waddock and Graves (1997a, p. 315)I% [CSP 8N EUIZERR - WE N D72 H1X., CSP
FELREOE2RTEIEOER IR RDEA9 ) LEMHL. BEOEN CSP O EE
WEERERY H>DZLEERIMBLARE L Tz, CEP-CFP SHTOHGBMZIETHL H D
natural-resourced-based view (Hart 1995) %, A TORE AL (product stewardship)

| KETIHBRESREOENEEZRHE T2 ) VIERFET D, FiEZ2EET 55848 1L, TESG ME
IEREEMEIC LA L7 FICH O WTWS SRS D) & OIRAR (IB2015-01) % 2015 4F (23
KL, ZEDNERFVERNEZZBET LI EIHmTHDLANE ] L OO (IB2008-01) &k /-,
M CEICEEREGE - &l =2 T 7 4 72 ERAE L 21 ko its 5] ik, TESG ME
DEIICEMORMMEAEICEMR T AEZEEEB LAV LIIZEEERICRT S & EBITHERAA
FREEZLTEBY, F—2OAL—ARBEDLYOSOHDL, ZNIZHIRT AT, e L& PLIER M
TEE AN (GPIF) RMEFGH G S EHEEFMEERA (principles for responsible investment [PRI]) 1%
ZLTHEY, ENTHESGEEICHT I Ty hA—FT—DRFEFAEICLb->TETND,
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OEFEMESLFERM L T 72729, Waddock and Graves (1997a)?® .37 Ti% CEP O & EH K % 4y
M+ 8 TEEDL, ZOZ I TATHAINTEBEARAA NEFIZED EDND O
TWThHAHY, WY BRI EORM RS, EmdE, 7. A7 A FEE- VY
AT NVIZEDLTRXRTOEBICBWTRAET D COxH5T 5 L, ETRICHEAT D CO, 0
BIRDOKI 80% Z HOHTWD, ZOFEET, WELRD COHIEE T T, BRELUET
HTe D OWIERTE, BEH HEE VST EOR VAN 2 —F = —V TEPDHEA
WRFESE & QBN RERE CTHERZ L EZRBL TS, TDO7h, CEP bR E O &
BRICHEEL CWADAREEND S,

Waddock and Graves (1997b)1%, Fotune 5573 — A GHAE ) GAERK L 725 X 27 & CSP
CEORICEDOHBENS L Z L 2R L, BHOHmEZEMT TS, BEOHE % EMICH
ETHZETH LW, ZAUBNREERE L TELIND Z &3> 722, Bloom
and Van Reenen (2007) 32 EH D E DR 2 (k) 2D 72 2 & Tl L T 2 TV D 51T,
OMfkEE, @QBEF¥(E. QE=FV 7, @Of 27 47 THEEND 4 HHD~*
VAT T T 4RO THEF 18 OBEMIEHE ZER L, WEEFEFT~DOAf o F
22—l EN D 4 » E 732t (FE 151 4L, K[E 290 4, KA 156 th, 7 T > % 135 4L)
DR AT BRI Ui, AERBECT2HATOEI NG, YA a7 IR EOE
—BEEDPBETCERVWEED RAILEHE] —2RLTVWDLEMT LI LENTE D,
Attig and Cleary (2015)/%. Bloom and Van Reenen (2007)23ER L 7= fRE A a7 Z W\ T, Y4
FARIEN CSPIZH LT T T AEAL TV A EHEML VWD, o RICH LA =Y
—LLTUTOODEZET TWND, H LI, BEZ I T HNEWAEZEILPDCA I A 7 iT X
DARGERIEN EL M A EN TS, CSRBE EBMENRFEVWEEZOND, &2
2, BEA T RENEEIEREATRLALEEZZOND 7D, £0 X5 2 EE81T ESG
R EMBEROB ROl FAFELTRHREL TV D AREMERS 5, Attig
and Cleary (2015)(% Waddock and Graves (1997b) & i@ O EERIC L 2 b D=0, i B
HERER I TWDEIY RV ALY N T T T4 ADT —F 2 H W & T, CSP &#&E
DELOMBEIVBKICLIZESEA LS, 2O, Bloom H& % CEP Z X RIZFARD 5y
Hra1T> T 5, CO, HEHECBEIEY OHIBILE A OB Z £ 5 7= DIEENFE O L E &
BRI BRICH D LS TE =M (Hart 1995; Porter & Van der Linde 1995) . Bloom et
al. 2010)IT M E A a7 NEmWWEZEITEREZ R (G2 LE+Co Pkt &) bmWEHmIZH 2 & fR
L TWD, B S CTRITHIZED IV 720 BRE OB N E W CSR B O KUE L
mWweFTHEIND,

22 R aEE

HNF o AR L CSR {H# & OFRZHYI T 5720, #E % Tld Pfeffer and Salansic
(1978)D U v — A& 78 im (resource dependence theory [RDT]) (ZIKHLT 5 Z & nZ W (De
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Villiers et al. 2011), RDTIZ T X COMIIA KL TRV E OFTZIZ B, KE DO,
WEE, WS, BEEEREOFTEAT =7 ANV E =N+ 20 vy —2 (H&4&, 55,
W tr—rvR) ZRKEBIEALCMiER L2 25 & BT 52 2 O, & B HE IS
TR ST K o T M ORERk~ DR AFEE 2 AR 20 LRI 2 HEL T 2, Bl 21X, sl
WITH AR RIGAT — T RNV E =Ll TWVWDHEAE, TINbHEEESITAND Z & ThHt
HFLWNH Y Y —REREMICHRT2BERNGDITHLEEX D, 2D X 9IZ, RDT TiE
B RNy PV =7 2 FT 5D Y Y — A REEE—FE < EXAET R
NA AERE—F EHHT 5,

RDT #FHHIF &4, [OECD =2 —HR L — b « HF o 2 FAN] ik, THUE& S,
WER, EHHES. BE. DaEE . iEt22 50200 AT =27 VX — DRI
FICBEE L, AFICEROES 2 &) RS TWD, ZORAPRET 5180 B
BenEED TREAN (agent) ] TR SHEEOED TZ3#F (fiduciary) | & L THEMW
\ZATEN L TV uiE (Clark 1985, p. 56; Lafferty et al. 2012, p. 841; i+ 2012, pp. 53-59) . #*k
WA OB IXT RANA AREZ HIE T HZ L TCEPRCSPEEO TWDH & TRRINS,
Bkt NIz b — B L LTHWLND Z ENEZ W, CEP X CSP & IEOFHBE %
HLTWDZ E1F% < OEGEDH THERE 4TV % (Chang et al. 2017; De Villiers et al. 2011;
Ohetal. 2015), fEANEUF&LLFEIZOWVWTEH, RDT DL U AN U — % fERT DN Z 0 K
9 Tos % (Changetal.2012,2017; Fernandez-Gago et al. 2016; Harjoto & Jo 2011; Jo & Harjoto
2012; Postetal. 2011), 24O EEE X 5 &, NI OIFEKITA b BN K K EDOZR
HTHDHZLERBL, AT RN —ICHLEELZREAN 2T 57— ANRELhoT2
EHERI S D,

KE O EHAtIE, 2002 TN L7z — R R - A7 A Y —3E (SOX 1) THE& D
WA NI T ENBHMIT N TWD, SOX EMATHR OB & & o8 L7k
FEORATH R Z BT 5 &, 2004 DT — & & 4347 L 7= Oh et al. (2015) Tl Bk A ix
CSPIZK LT 7 ATEH LTV, M EEE R & CSPIEZ < o EA{ET=a2— |
TN BERIZ I > TV D, 2007 F-D T — X Z 4347 L 7= Zhangetal. (2013)I28 VT4, ML
B EIL CSPIZ L C=a— 7V RBER E > TV D (I b IL B N 2% fi B 22
BOHIZE ATV, 2003-08 FFOEEET — Z %4347 L7z Oh et al. (2016) T, Huff
B NEC - ST R LR & b CSP TR T 2B 12372 vy, CEP &R R H & L 72404
HEEs U 5 &, IE 2,000 fHir WU > 7L & 5347 L7 De Villiers et al. (2011)1%, Btk A
B CEPICK LT 7 ATEM L TWD s NG L RITF RIS T T 2T T
W (p<0.10), b5 - EHEESE 78 L& /08T L 7= Post et al. (20111233 "CT, Ji N7 Uk % b =%

2 VY —REBEKEAT — 7 AN —BNIECTEMT HEEFFHROKRE (firm-specific investments) & 7t A5
% % &, Blair and Stout (1999) 232" L7 7 — A FERGR & BLAM e R EB & 52 5. M ITBEERE
ORI EX L LT LW ESOMSMEEBEL TV DA, RDT TIXEURE& 2 boundary spanner & L T
RAEBEH>ZLEMMHELTNATD, MAEDEZIIMBPICER S,
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L CEP L OMICTIFIEOMHBEANE O 550, R ABUTIFHBH DA HF L TRy, 2 b
EKEOFETLNRWN, FE=F Y T « EFAOHTAF U AEKENIL, BEEROT R4
AEEAEMEIL ST IR EZALTCVD L HIICAZ T LN D5,

23 BARABE

AR AMEIE S U IR EZ ORI ER ENER SN TE D, £ DFED CEP
RCSPEFEmDLTr—A KDL — AW FEbBEZ b5, ESG EEICHMED & 5 44 5
ENZERH THIE, WEBREFZORFKLRIZEOHMBEZREL S 203, ¥4 LKTA4 X
WENT 7T A EAN - 77 FREEATHAVUTAOHEN R I A TH AEETIEIR
W, RS ORKREEZ Em SR BT TR E, ERoH#imEsEMTH LI
CSP L OMICIEDOMBEI A R L T\w5 (Neubaum & Zahra 2006; Oh etal. 2011), fth 5, Hifl
ICHEBI BB R ORI R &2 W T2 e TR RIS R RAE L T D, Blx X, CSPIZT T A
WCIERT 5 LT 58E 203\ 5 —F (Harjoto & Jo 2011; Jo & Harjoto 2012), Dam and
Scholtens (2012)IZ A E 72 BfR &2 R W\W7ZH Ty, CEP O THMEMIZFE L TH Y .
B & Z O R RIT A EITE O T 7220 (De Villiers et al. 2011; Walls et al. 2012), 2007-
1HFEDT — X % HAWTHAZDH L7z Suto and Takehara (2014)1%, EWN « 4 E 2 0 £k
LN EUMEE CEP X CSP B EWEICH 2 LML, TORFIL CSRIFEHO RE L
FEMBHEHRATEZIETEROS 2A4EECETHNVES K LTINS,

boblt, MEBREZCHEANDEKLERANS LEL TH, 2L OBREFRICHBER
STV, fxoREFIIMOKREZOE=X ) T ERY LELY)ETEHAUE
YT A TR E . BEHRINE - STICEDS SEBIRMEITESCHR ERE R Y EEEW AR o
BE TR+ IATDRRVENLYE D D, MRIVIC, RERSWEESKBEOF 2O
REEE VSR TEAITHETELIFRORE VR ETHIIE., FHENRZR D, FRIN 16 »
D 700 fir WY TV E 7 v A7 3 43T L7z Dam and Scholtens (2013)1%, 7 2 v 7
R — (KEEE) OF I —BHEEA#HHRICANTZOEEBRIE LT, #5101, 10%8 E
DR RERT D70y 7RV E =B 1 DTHLHEETHE CSP BABEIKL 72 5 M
WhHv, BEZ 20% & LEGEICEZOMABNEIVBEEFICRLZZLE2HLNITLTND,
%< OFATHIZE S R ICA OB 2 MR L T\ % (Arora & Dharwadkar 2011; Calza et al.
2016; Oh et al. 2016; Rees & Rodionova 2013), K[E DT — ¥ % /341 L 7= Oh et al. (2016)1% .
Ty 7RI TEEOREEELE T HMEMICH S0, CSRIGE)I THLEL INDHEM
BRI S T2 RE R VNR LAICEINTLEY EMRLTWD, Hhod 5EENEHRIR
BTHNEEGRE RSN ZNICH ) O L W=D, O RKKEENLDENICL > TAT

3 KEGEGTEMEHBRME VO H VT AL > TEMAOREREENEBCRRERICEZHR I DN T
WD —=ANRZ N (6 BH), 7 NS ABROMGHITE=F Y 7 - ET VL ~OBITIET Th
< HWTRARZXDAMERBDEEL TV EE 2 BN D,
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— ANV —RIEEIND E WS RN TTH S, 5. Aroraand Dharwadkar (2011)<° Rees
and Rodionova (2013)1%. #= & OF|4£1ERKIC KL » T CSRIFEIS K| 1Tt Tnb Z
EEFEBROIBICREL. 7Ry VANV T —IZ X8RN E=4%1Y 7 H CSRIGE) & 1
FILTWD EAFEMICHERL T D4, HL, 22 THEFZL < OETHRITNEM ISR
LTwnized, ICSR &) [fak] TTAF] 2EHICFE L T DL BRI E L
BEETL70y 7RV F—ORENZNOIHNIND ] LW R U moORRERER) &
ARETH D,

24773 )—1%

77 XY —REIIMEN RN T =< AT TR, (A TEERNEE (socioemotional
wealth [SEW]) & MEIN DI FMBRIRMEIZLRELAH D EFP D (Gomez-Mejia et al.
2011; B3P 2015; A - B H 2014), ZO RN THIELTFE, 77 2 U —4%¥1% CEP
RCSP OESZAEROAF EERNEDOE, BEMRAKRY A< L b CSRIFEFNIZRA
I 5, ZHIZK L., Kellermanns et al. (2012)i% SEW (2% 2 80R1T % 5 Bl Cldav L 48
42, A ERENTEEL T WT 7 2 U —423IL, incentive alignment |2 X > Tx—
VU —BEIZEIME LIS WIZ TS, SEW K & BHIE T A —F —REZF N SR
REOZRBHE L L TEETHLRNWGE, MOKELAT — 7 R F —~DRBLE DB
W27 % VD DT Th D, Cruzetal. (2014)1L, SEW IZXF T AR 2358 W ORI D L 5 IT/EH
T2 L DOHMRICNE D, CSRIFEENZKT 277 IV —REDAZ U ZAZLTFTO X SIS
%, BRBE, HukttS, BEEWVSTEAT =7 RNV X— (ie, ESGDE & S) ~DOREILAl
(ZDOXWEENTHOTERLALAFOEFLNWIET SEW ZEd LD, 773U —
EEITBLICIY #ie L B2 D, AT, BIZEFR LS~ O BEECH AN IR 72 &0
YA (e, ESG D G) T —EDOREDENE L 72> TSEW 25| & FiIF 5720, 2lEd
HEERD, RIERICED R ZMER L LD &) FIEE (family altruism) 1%, mE & 9
AT = RN E—=IZLo>T AL IZbeniE TR 785 &9 D2 Cruzetal. (2014)D
FREOEFTH D,

KEOETHIETH O SLNTE - KLD #£0 CSP 2 a7 (%, BEE, %8, HtsER
EOFMEMNZNZINAEHE (positive initiatives) & 8 TH H  (social concerns) 75 73
Do TRTOMAICHOWTMAHEE LEAHAZRZLAGDELCSP VWL T — A
& % 73, Dyer and Whetten (2006)<° McGuire et al. (2012){% CSP # JI S8 B & 5F & B H H
BT L THERF L TV 5, CSP ORI A G2 i ZE L Ly — A TIEmA &
t, SEW (il LB AWK R 2 MR L TS A, CSP OIAEE GG EZWHAELkE L

4 WFEEN CSRIEFNZRBTDIDIIAT =7 ANV E —~DOHHHEORNEHBILEZERN L TWEr—28H 5
720, BB MEEN 2D LR KRR E (K (Barnea & Rubin 2010) 125 1 2 £ 7% 5 7= ® 121X, CEP-CFP
ST CROKNEBEMEBRTILNERND S,



AT, 77 IV —REOCEHITLBICHIANEZALTOARY, 77 I U —®BEEID
I E o THRRFIGE &2 D 5 D HFR (eg, BREEVHY) ZBIMET 2 DIk L, Rk o i
R D DHHER (eg., =T 0H YOI ITITEELLVWIEETHY, SEW KD
SNREE WO B TIEAZERTHD, 77 IV —wED mME%EER L7 Cruz et al. (2014)1%
RN D B St %2 3R ESG A2 7% E+ S+ G OFAEIZHT THI LTS, T
X2&, 773 U—ﬁ%%ziﬁﬂ%‘/x&ﬁéifé@x:Yﬁxﬁ% RS 2o THBY, FHon
FTRLEZTZ7 7 IV —¥ED darkside PHER S TWD, AL, BRE., HIES, BEDO X
ATFFRBICERERARLRVERER-TEBY, BN THRLET 7 ADOR 554136
WTE TRV, Berroneetal. (2010)1%, KE D Eata o v LicpthTtr 7Y
— D H N CEP NE W RS THB Y, Cruz et al. 2014)D EiE LB AN BITIT 7
S>TWb, BHRZET 46 » [EDIE 3,893 t1% 43 #H7 L 7= Rees and Rodionova (2015)I%, 7
77XV —BRETITES-GOFEAITHIRWVEHRANICH D EHEMLTWD, #5613 HARAeE
DY T NINT N5 ﬁ%ﬁofwé# TN EDET 7 IV —REITELSDOR
a7 BNE B WEHIEIICSH Y . Cruz et al. (2014)D BT EERMOFER L 72> T Ds,
Amaﬂ@ma%@%%@%%ﬁ%k%@EMﬁwﬂWE%%%\ﬁ Hk, e
REE) COMICADHBEZMIE L TWD, s, MMmﬁﬂQMDﬁ%Wk771)*ﬁ
(X I, CSPIZx L THEIZZIW TV,

J

]/

2.5 INE

JeATHESEIE CEP X° CSP DR EHRK & LT, OfE OE ., QWi s, O/RARA
W, @77V —{¥RL%ZFE L T/, Bloomand Van Reenen (2007)D 7 — ¥ % T
BE O L CSP OMR % B %2 L 7= Attig and Cleary (2015) %, @~@ D K x4 5 Bl JE A3
RITFTWDHTED, ZTb 4 DOHEFERERNT N LI FRIZENTZ T TR THF
FEL7ZRV, AARZGH RS E Lz Tt seid. A RAH1E (Suto & Takehara 2014) X° 7
7 X U —4¥ (Amann et al. 2012; Aoi et al. 2015; Rees & Rodionova 2015) =48]y O &t L7«
HLDOEH LN, B ESEEICER LD RNWE S Th b, Wit %ﬁ%%(ﬁ@
LKA - FWES) SERXNRABMEOREPE S LICE R Z L2 i Ex X, 1 2
DODEZ TEIZHNT 2L Tr/rAN U M) =g TEELNLRWRBRELEIHES LE
25 WHILIKE CIEMAZERONAEMEICEE L 2>, CEP A ED X S RERICHE ST
WBDODH BT D,

s Rees and Rodionova (2015)iZ7 7 IV —R¥EDEHEZ T 0y VAV E —O =R L L TLAHZ TN
2, AIEZODRENRE=FY L 7ICL> T CSRIEHBIMH SN TS EFHL TV 5D,
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3. HiE

3. T—RDBE

3.1.1 tHERBAZE
AARRFEHEELNBEARL TV D REREEME] ORGEAaT % CEP LT5, &
EEOFAME B IX, OBREREHEERS], OGRS - Wikt Q&FFEMERE., @R
X, @EBAXE, O 5 OnbERINTN5D, ’é%ﬂ?fﬂﬁlﬁﬁ@x:ﬂi % & s 100,
RAKA 10 1222 Ko BRI NTHDH7D, MEAIT ORERIE 500 &5, K%l
i#@%%%%ﬁﬁ%&bf“éﬁ\$%Tiﬁﬁﬁm@k%w%%¥ o THdT &
795

3.1.2 ELGBRBAEH

R O-E X, 2011 45 10 H ~2012 45 3 A ICINIATEOE AR PEEMFe T 28 BiGsli 3 %

SRICEM LT TEBEEICET LA 22—l 2D (FRIEEH . 275 ),

@éﬂﬁiBloomandVanReenen 20072k > T, THAMEEBE) 17 HHE & [ ARG RS B
10 HEBIWCEHTA~RX YAV N« 5757 4 25 EENLLEZLDOTHSD, B L. Bloom and
VanReenen & #2720 | MRS ECK SR MG 72 & HARBEOFEE A KB L2 E MBS
NTWb, HFEEIX 1 (&ER) 226 4 (KEa) £ COREMEAE D, MEEROEE X
HEZLOHEOFEIZ T TR, TR THMBRECTREL., FROT 44— F Ny 73R
MEINTVWD EXICEWRERD, NWEREHOHEBE X, TFX— 3 vm EXSAM
BRICEEOBEELNRON TWABAICE WAL S, LT TIIeHEE oREiEy 2w
Z2a7 (MS) &S,

I 5 A DB L, PR BT ot T B F ] & 0 v CHURi % A% (BSIZE) &
FEAN Bk % b 38 (BCOMP) %%bﬂ?‘é F&EMZER] TEE2 515 FI125%4 T D14k
B 2 /i LT\ 5720, IR TRVWE S EENLD, ARAEKL T
D OVE, B R fi}:b\9XT—&H“\/P&—O)WE%‘{&A/T‘{:X%#'Lfrl/(b\éﬁx BAK
AT BRSSO LN CEP 2@ TV EINTF 2w /T2 L10dHD, TDRDHIC
%, A2 & RIE RN RN Th D B IE e < T L AN 50 grey director T
HDHITWUEETH D, TORH, MALEGHEE T2 < S BHER EZ WD Z L IEAFR O R
RTiE72< . RDTIZVM L7 YRDOIFHTH D,

AR A BEDOELIT., HHRA I E I EEITAOBBERECIC< WT 1y VRV E—
DOFRIERZ WD, BIAOEITHETIET vy 7RV 2 —Z2 B+ 28O BME & LTHE
BREER 5% ZHMT 22 L RL 0D, RERSHEME (SH1E 297 &) PEABMTEOHF £

6 XN A 1T Miyagawa et al. (2015, pp. 180-190)% 2, #5 % = 7 1% Q1, Q7, Q10-5 # &< 27 HH » %
a7 hbEHB L,



OfEEHE ([F 854 5k) DEMZEE R, ARMTIE3I%E T vmy 7 AV X—ORfEL LT,
HARMIZIE, AMGEEREECTHRENTOWD L 10 f1E TORMBEOHFNSLF#YT D
EAN-BAZHE L, AAROEEG, AERARERIIRET 77 4 EX LSO Z G RE
NEERE R R EMINTWDH72) (JLEA 2013), EARNT 7 v 7 AL a2 — L st
Tuy 7R E—0%% (DBLK & FBLK) #{Ek L T be— L, Zabn
CEPIZH LT~A T AR LTV DI NTF =y 2735,

77 IV —REOERIIHRA R LOPHVONTE 2, Al - [HEBH (2014) 17 —#
G EZB LT, BADOZ 7 I U —{IL [REHA (family ownership) | £V & [[A &
& (family management) | O EAENBO—AIEZF A & V9 BER TOREGITEWA, #£
FAIFEBICED s TS — LR LTV, AIEZPEHEICARTEZERQ T 2RI
X, SEW % & Dl ~ O E WL D Z LT # L WVWO T, SEW O LY Ny v —%fif
RTDEDICIREEGOARIIERTILERD D, KT, I & REODBENR
WMETH—FT—RENMIONTVWIE¥EE2 77 IV ¥ ERTH, BAEKICIT, Bk
BDOFITEARKEN 1T ATHWDR¥EE2 1 L7545 —%E% (FAM) 2H05, AKX
BEEIE, BPERE A TR EREN 2B W T TREEAED AL 30 fLLINICT > 7 A
YLTWAEAL ELTHM L, TREEERE] IEEFAECHEONZT—% %2 b LIk
P30 E CORMEL - FTARFEEZREL TV D0, BEKREICIE U7 WAt A MaE
KMEETHRENTWD B 10 fETORKELLDDNLARY, 295 Lizatizon
TiE, TEBEMFER] 2 HWT TFRER 1% EORKER) OFELZF =y 7 L, %44
MIATHEWNIETZ 7 IV —©¥ELARLE, =T —REOBRERE TIIMBELLDD
BN DHTH, GMM IZ X D HERH T, B O ISl AREEN 2 AL EWD
R¥EE1 LT84 —F% (FAM2) bW CHEEEES T = v 7 55,

3.1.3  #EEEIME

R 2 A TR LR T E D20, I ZE$ D CEP 1% 2012-15 FFZ D 4 FFE 53 DT —
xR, 2012 FFED CEP 7 — & L 72 5 [REER S EHFHAED 5 16 HIFRAIX, 2012 F 9
~11 ADNRERHICY 72D, 20134 1 AICARINTWVWD, ZITxied 282 50,
&8z 2012 R (2011 7 AR OT —%) L 2011 43 A RS OMBET — 4
Mz, 2012 4 5 AIC ES St oMSi & B E A — e Shv, TN & BIC Bk =
B DBIMEEZA LTV DIENEENTVDI I LOERZEE 2, MY RE 2T S
EoBDLIbDET D Lo T, 20%, THMix THLMIEEEZLRI LD 14
U E#ART LI OFDRITNIE RV (FMFEs: ESEHERE 445 £D 4) ~dd b,
2014 -2 A 10 Ao lifT ST 5, HEFFTHWD [ EMZFER] 13 2012-15 4Fhit (2011
ETH~4ETARRSOT —X) Th D2, i I o1k 48 Bk 5 b S8 137 7e #:41
U % DBLIN B N FJH & T o To B E MM Z T T D03, 2014 F2tHESE (15 4
5 A 1 BREAT) (2 X 2 foh Bk £ 58T 0 F 52 E o il 04t A B g b 0 B IT 1 T
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VAAY S

2012-15FFED 4 F-47D CEP LR E A aT &~ v F o 7 TE N 325 1o Lg%
EoOMiatg L Uiz, 1 ER2ITABOHF THWIEKOER L LEKIFTHD, EN
T a7 RE —DFFRIEERITEY 30% TH LN M T 1y 7 R —DOFRFRRIE D 2

TATIFEaTHY, BEROBHEICLE > THRERGFEICR>TW Ry, 77U —14
(ORBMEEFELELHEITAOHBENE NI END (p<0.01), KBOEFRICELD 77U —14

2L TN RSHTHDLZ ENEDN S,

32 ETILDOERE

TRCOFIALEE ANAALEERIZUTO®Y Th 5, FEERFEHE] 12, OH
HHESLICHBEERARRDZ 2L, QR XF—LHEBUOEBL £ 5 TRVERE L TIF
BERAATIZAENELI DL, MHAAMFLI—LERT I =057 L (d)
LA ERIC AN TS, Z1X OLS fisticBiF 22 b — L EBHORT ML TH DM,
GMM HEFH CIEB AR S % & T,

CEP, = PysMS, + P57 BSIZE
+ B FAM

+ BrcoupBCOMP,

it-n T :BDBLKDBLK

i(t-1) + B FBLK

!
+pd, +e

i(t-1) i(t=1)

’
-y T B Z,

(t=2012-15)

Bloom and Van Reenen (2007, p. 1355)(%, %% 2 27 Z fH# & A (organizational capital)
DOREFEE L 72 L.CEOR CFOMKZMR L TH o< D E LB LN EEZTWVD,
WoDEIOMEEAN 577 =Hh/) « 27 (Thompson 1967,p.19) ] IZITWHEATH D & B
T, TOBEEBEFZNITZERARZLOTIE ARV, &F (2016, p.323) NiEMHT 5 X
N, TR 2 HHBREDORWICO > TEBEMEI LW Z LIk - T, kN ITEIO T
EORAZP R L, 77 =0« a7 ZRELISEDZ EPMBIGHELOERHTH D7
W, AT ALD T I T 4 A0 EREAA L ERE A a7 N —EHFIEAE L WD
BETTFARINLY, ARLZIORGEZHIEL | &5 X 27 28 time invariant Th 5 & KE
LCHERH 21T 9,

OLS #t3 Tix. 52 k& (SIZE), A&t (LEVR) . tL#n (FAGE). BifH&%%m (CASH)

7 WESHIEZ, ZESTOSLICO N THAN B Z ORI EBHMN T L L bilc. LSStz E50H
i FEA S ER B S IV T, comply or explain /L — /L2 K VA4V EURER 2L+ 5 K5I LT
W2 (3274%m 2), HAGEFRISIFTN 20154F 6 AICKELE T2—KR L — I ANF R -a—F] O
HI 4-8 1%, HWREEE —&6 - 55 O LGSOV T, 2 4 UL E oML O %1% comply or explain /v
—LELTRDODTWD, 2B, FAI 48 07T AT 16 4 7 ARFA T 788% & 15 4 12 AKD
57.5% 05 KIEIC EH L TWad (HAEGEFRIGIFT 2016),
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oy br—VEHET D, RERABENRES T ITHEMHEOKE /L L CSRIEHIZEZ D
ER-E/ - AXERENT DD, 5E EEIZCEP LR LT 7 AEMT S L PRRENS, A
R ZREBMERNORELRZDE, AT ADA NI FBRTREREINDL, RFMET
AT =V HRNVE—=~DREPITERBNTODAREER®m WO, O /REBIET 7 203 A
IAE IS, Waddock and Graves (1997a)7s F 9 L 72 slack resources {25 il L TV ALIE,
RRERTRTEHHSESILIT 7 AENT L (HFEBOERITER 1ZH),

33 BREEHDER

CEP M@ WA ITBRERE ICALICHR VA T DIRELLREDIN, TO LD RE¥E
IFHEIR WA T — 7 RNV E—DT RAAL ZZWMY ANDTD, AT =7 KAV E—0RFEH
ENDH AW EFBEBAICHEABRERZIGBEL WS 0L LRy, Z084A, CEP b ih4k
B e B~ O (R R BALR A3 ) & . OLS HEGHEIX —BMEA R o< 2 b, #HNEGIE S 7
RN ZBEREA T L TV D B2 IE, B ABRICONEEREDNLD, 20X 57
AR A E 2. AR TIE GMM I X B HERF BT 9,

BAEE R ORPT, B SR ORE K % B2 L 7= EFE7 T (Coles et al. 2008; Guest
2008; Linck et al. 2008; PN 2012; Z5/E 2011,2015; /M 2012, 55 6 &; &5 /Il 2012)
W2k > 7, #—I2, 5¢ b (SIZE), Affk# (LEVR), th#in (FAGE) Z HFEDEMENED
RELEZ, 26 DOHENREWVIZ EAS IR EEZ &GO 5 —HADOHEBREIZT RA
A 2% RODH—ETFTRT D, H I, ZLOBHERLZHA LT TV EETREH DA H
HETHZ2EEN/HEL, ==V —MENEA 2D, 2 LEEaEEFE=4]Y
VI DOVEENREED, ZLOMABGEEDBIEIND L RiAT RS0, BEAES
(CASH) 72\ LELFHA R (CASHR) LEAIEZEH LT 5, H=12, By THROL
WhEETDHE. HABKRICEIE=4 ) U 71BN Z b TREND, £
D=, Ffii (AGE), FERIEHE (OWN) EWo7fRE vy 7O @M L ROA & ¥ o
PIEIE B2 D, o, ZITEIRE by 7L IINRERRE LTS, RREHES
ERFEBHFFEAAEDT O > T D HAIINRERREREZRE hy T B Lz (KF
BoOERITFR1BR),

L EOERITAESN SR LR OREERN & L CHISOME B HRSN TV DA, Bk
B NENCHK L CTH RO SR UENEANLT 20 A EH TH D, Fl 2 E, Fhili om0 i
L7z¥EE, TRRAAZA0BEXIV L, BOLOMBOF 0 OITAE T TR WETH 723
18 (out-of-the-box thinking) ~®DEEAF RV H LiL7e\, T O RN THIE LITFHAUE, fhiin
A B LR & D BB IE LI IE OB E FFo b OO B A E v ) B
BEICIESRAND 2R 2wnwhrb Ly, Zoftl, TRINDF SRS B ORFERDI
EHEX TR D2ERSTRLER LD LFMET 5, AL EIL, Pleffer (1972)72 £ D%
TR E S RICFEOEMEEZRTIEE L AR I N TE R, BIKREF CHEMMMNITE
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HIRIZ D BAED H AR & Pfeffer NBL LK EHARTIO T A U I & TIXFEH L S
BRI DEARITRELS B b, #HEIFIMAE RV T 7T o BEX RRWARNWED | &E b
y IRt EREHE L CORIE, AEEZEBIICIEN LRSS BRSO FH—IG 81T
DD DFAVEE S DURE —Z HEBR T2 Z L IXFTRE CTh 5, HEFHHIM (2012-15 ) O & Fl
BREHEZLE, ABRFEORIEIRE Ny 7ORW IO S 2 KB LT 5 AREMEN
B, 207, AKRITHARFRE LRI LEAMFO/FEEZRY 22 EE x5,
MW CSP WG R ED Ty MA—F —2HE DT 2 THWORR) X7 Tl
D= OMEfM SN TE 7729 (Cox et al. 2004), AT T ry 7 RV F —EHLNETH
5 EMEST D, BAEITIE, BICHNELLEBIELRN T vy 7 W —BBITR L THH
HHZEHALTWD &AL T GMM #5425, S E AFREREE R DY 10% K ili O 2341 TiX 2014
IR OMNAEL B 1.83 ATH DL DI L, RHFEDN 30%LL oS3 3.64 A
Lo THY (RHEFEFISIFT 2015) . SHEAEE R OFRIL RN & W EEITHZE B2
ZWEMICH D, ZOXIICHINT O v ZJERANT—DT 7T 4 B R L&Y RICAENES
it 2 #5<°9 TFBLK—BCOMP] DORIREKL S B 2 61D 72 s, GMM HEEH TiX C#eE!
BEZHOWCZORLMAET S, CEPRME T LI 7 73 —RETHLILELDD
— R EIBRET 22 L CA— T —REEZRET L2 -0 —RAFBZ 2T N,
77 IV —REOEBITRIRER TH D LIRET D,

4. HEFHRE R

4.1 OLS IZ & B it

F3FWEAaT WKL LizERM (Model 1-3) &Mz 7= E XAk (Model 4-6) D i fi %
RADHZET, TOMBHOTFZEFZECABRECELNELL2PHALIZBOTH D,
Model 1 & Model 3 TH N F U AEHIZT T ATHE L > TRV NS O Bk & B
BEfRe T7 RN AMEBEZ BRIE L TV D Z ENRBREN D, Model 2 IZB W T Bepk 1377
ATCHBEER SN, HNF U RAEREZMZT- Model 3 TIEAREICEr LR RS20 EN
IRER LI o T, MBI RLE LI T 0y 7 RV E =X EOMBENRW D (£2 T
BCOMP & FBLK D fHPBILR %L 0.14) . AN IUKER LR % % & L 72 Model 2 T3 ek (2 1
FoXA T ANE L, T720H, Model 2 IZEBWT Brpix N7 7 ADMEZE - 1= D%, B+ S
NTWBHANBFGEE RO T T ZADOMF(T KA ZHEfE) 2oz B2 b b,
Pram X Model 2 & Model 3 Di 5T~ A F AL 720 SEWIRGICK T HHERE o T,

8 BIRMELTE T R34 ¥ — g KF O Institutional Shareholder Services (ISS) (. #4MHUkE ¥ v A &%
SRESTICH LTE, BRE by TORMICKX T2 BARER OIS EHELZ R T TV d, 2016 4F 2 H
MO MY H—FME2EATREE 1 L4125 & LF b, SAEAREFZITHIMHETHET KA F—DF
BrErM{ZITTnodEEbhTnsed, ZOREBEKRITL-ELL LIED D,
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B A a7 ZMZ T Model 4 TIZHANF v AL OB 54408 B I E 372 <. 3l
ERET RAAL ABEDER SN, MBI, eyl i vy —L 773 ) —REDLE
Bix, REA3T ZMA T Model 5 TIFARE TR Role, ERUMMALEEEZT X TMAT
Model 6 T, BEA T L HNF U ABEIZTHARE LY, Posik & Preik BNE LW &
WO IR FUI A S N o T, 3 br— VEHIL, 5E L& (SIZE) OFRENTRT
DERMMETHRICT Z AL Roln, TNUNOERITTA 2Rl anoT,

4.2 GMM [Z & Bt

# 41X GMM HEFH 24T S BIO PR B L LT~ OREEROREEZHRALLE D
DTHD, T=F IV TORLENERTEHICONTIE, BHEALE (CASHR) & HHHE
s (CASH) Z#IEE R L7-, OCASH ZH W RN 7 v v 7 RV E —EH O PR ERIEM
W9 Z &, @CASHR [ZHAif NBUCK L THE LR o722 (Model 7). THEND T T A
DFZERMEICE > T & 2 E 2 CASH Z#/EE% L L THWS, Model 8 &
Model 10 % R~ 2% & | th#in (FAGE) W KIET A > /37 MIEGR & A $ & w4 Uk 2% b g
ETHERRDL, THIEF33HETEALZBEY, BEORRALLBICT RASM R « =—XRE
MOEE~NELL TWDEHEEEZ D, Model 10 TIXAMEKZE (LEVR) OFREN~ A F
ATHBIZRSTWDANR, TIVUXYEEHPRE by TORW ORI Z KB L TWD
WIE LW 5,

Model 12 O fE R, AEHEMELS —REZDNDRL 2 —EENEN LT WEENE
N7 oy 7 AN E—%2BEZOTFTTNDHIEEREL TS, Bk L TRIATIVE, BN
7 a7 RV H —(X buy and hold 1238 L7z TMEREEW ] ~ORBINBNEFTZ LI, xR
I, W7 a7 R E—1%, ZEOBIESEZRA LIRE by TORKIEEN GV EE
~OEEHE (Model 14), T D72 4 5 IS EBHEOK ERESCIHZ O LM LV -
ToXHR B 72 KR EHEAATHE L CHEORIR 252 2 L 2 BT — R R EO MK 23RV &
WEREINDo, M7 1y VRN E—DRFERBNENT By 7 RV E—DZFN & LT
RS, BIEEBUIHIE O 12 A LT\ 5 &l L C GMM #5217 9,

RS5IREAaT 2% L LEEALORGF R REZ TR LB DTH S, Model 15 1%, HUff
BNFE ARG R D FEOBE MM, E=2 V) 7O, &E Ny TORWIC
Ko THAEMIZRED EHELTWD, Besize & Becomp 1T 7T ATHETH Y, OLS #FH
RGN T R AEEEEZBIE L TWDH Z RSN D, 3.3 IHTHEMLZ®E
Y. [FBLK—>BCOMP| ORI FEHEBENBE X LD 78, Model 16 TIXEWN - /7 1 v 7 &K
VB —DOFFRE RS BIEZEBUTIBM LTz, Posize & Becomp (X5 EHE T T ATHE L 2o

o MFFEOEWE 1 FEICTHRE—TEOERMEEMZ L TORITRIA SO/ Y% 0k E 2 BfFEES 81T 9
TLENTEDIN (24E49FK1H), LESHo 7EE3RERERB TR YZ AR L TWVWD (FHEES
FFFE 42 2016, pp. 28-29),
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TR, Ty RV BN BRIEERE L CRYNE T =y 7T D C HatED p HIX
5% % K& FlElo, N -MNOT oy VRNV —EHET7 7 IV —R¥EXI—-7ZT0%
R R L L7- Model 171X TR E D p NS, E b0 R R S h b, fRE
A a7 PUND E/ 2R Z F X T ALz Model 18 TlE. Besize & Becomp I Z AL FE Tl kR
TITATHEER- -, AT, Model 17 128 W T~ A T A THETR -7 Posrk & Pram
TAEETRLL 2D, Bk lZ~A T ATHE L -T2,

Ko6IWZBWT, BEAaTEIT_XTOEMETT 7 ZITEMLTWS, Model 17 THE
L7 Bl o Tz freik S Model 21 THEIC/R D7 E, BREAaTE2MA 72 L TEOMIR
BORBEEIIIEAN R LN, £S5 LI L TR6 TIHEELEHOERERAN/NIL Y,
BEROHFRBENEE- T L ICRZ TN D, #lx X, Model 18 TIL BosLk=fraLk DI
AN R TE 2o 722, Model 22 TIEEHI SN T vy VANV E — DRI L - TER
BREICHT DAL ARRL D EWIFERE R oT-, 728, SEWRGEUIEL T 7 IV — ¥
DERHEEZ THLIFFESNenolz (F7), OLSH#FtE b BT 208, BEA T &N
FURAEEB B D IRV INTE OMBE DO ZRECHBEENELT 2EAICH D, 2D
HWHRT, SO OEHIL CEP OBE 2B HET HVT VT ARER THLEEZ LI,
F72. GMM HEFHIZB TS CHRtEORRR 2B EZD L. Ty VRV =BT
NP AR %@ LU T CEP ICEEBZRIFTLTVWDEDOTIEARL, A L7 MZ CEP ICHE
ERIEFLTCWD—T 0y JRNE—ERETNF o AEBIT— BN ERBEBZRIZHD DT
72 < RIRFIRE ORIRICH D — LTSN b,

5. Z

AFIL CEP OIREER L LT, OREOE, QIfikatE, OKXrRAHE, @7 7
SU—ELWI 4ODHRIZER Lz, HEDOHE L S22 6 #E OH 2 R EZER I X 72
ST D 7T UEAKICRKOBELE R > THEEROBWH I 2HE -7, REDE%
L TVWDLLEEZONDIREA T NEWERET CEP b &< B RSB EOk R A
whEoEE s ary e — L L7 GMM #FHIB W THRERITER TH 72, BV E N
FESIN TV OEETREREDRLEWEEM SN TS (Bloom et al. 2010) . Af&lE H
RO CNR T RO R R BAR % g7 L,

DR SBEICER T2 &, B AER L < o B LB m W ¥E1Z L CEP 28
BWEAICH Y | KRR RIS Lo EEBRENREREZ@mD TNWDL R LN E R
ST, BB AN L W ERE R BERENNE L 220 REREREDHRIIRDLLEND
RN H 5, HABFEICONTEH, ORLONEEHRICE LT TN & @4 Bk
TR NOEEEE~OREERPHEME TRV & (Miwa & Ramseyer 2005) . # BLH (2%
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OAEMMEZEMRT 2 RMNH 5, KAROMRIT, AFEOT R TERHITHET TV LR
B 7200 T < A EUGA b 2RO EOZREFE L LTITEIL, BEL WO AT —
TRV —%FEELTWD I EERELTWDIo,

HMARABEOERER DL, BREKREDRNZVWEHINDOIEND 7 1y 7RV H —I%
CEP IZXf L T=a2a—FF L THY, CSRIFEHICKH L THEDLDKETH-TZ LB DD,
Woh7 1y 7 ARV 2 —1% OLS #5t D —#H D EAX( T 7 22Tz (Model 2) . #
NP AEE A2 T2 ERETIEAE TR <72 (Model 3, 6), GMM #5+ T
I~ A T ATHEL -7 (Model 22), omitted variables bias <°[F] RF P~ D %t i 23 A+ 43
BRGEAT = ARNVE =B L TV DI T 1y 7RV 2 —% CSR #&8 O R & HfgH
EHRBLTLEI V) RIFEENRLETHD, HAEFEAZ 0N L7z Suto and Takehara
2014) 1%, EWN - HAEEEOFFRIE RN B WAL CEP X° CSP 3 & < . T ORI/ E A
EOFKRILETHETHDLEEFRELTWVD, HHIEIHTNANTFT U AEHERAL TND D,
TN AFREDEREELTELEEZ D,

77 IV —REOEHILICEPIZX L T=a— 7V Tho7 (Model22,24), F—F —
REHEAEZEHEFEOLIICREROFMAH L L TITEI LGS, ZIXEIE RO T R
A AHERE L LTI SN D TREME DS W, SEW IR A KFF S o= Dld, 77 3 U —
N SEW Z2EODIBMOMAEZ L TV RN L TR, 772U —oEORHEK R
EHEROMTEOZRE L L THETHLTWS DR EBET S, T bbb, BHADIE
Ty IV —RELT7 IV —RELULHES - EVa v EFoTREINLTWVWS D, B
sk atBEltar b — T2 77 IV —RELET IV —REOENRI 2o
TeeBEZXD, B, AROMFEILTZ7 7 IV —BEN CEPIZK L TYA T AIZEALTND
L HEHE L7 Aoi et al. (2015)X° Rees and Rodionova (2015)& 2725728, T d omitted
variables bias NEE L TWH L Hbid, 77 I U —BFEITRE A a7 SO0k & N Rk
WEICH 5720 (2R, cho R shzERbETIE7 7 IV —REOCEDOHE
ERZZVERND D, FFE AR Model 2 D OLS #iit TIX, fram DA EIZ~ A F AT/
ST, FRE A 2T BRI Z 72 Model 5 00 N AL E B E L= Model 6
TEHARBRICEa B bhlhol, ZDD, HATHEDERT L~ T 2OMBENA
T TH D ATREMEIT S E T & 72\, Reesand Rodionova (2015)1%, fiBAZ#ICINZ7=7 1
v VRN E —EHEORNEEICH L L TNz, EROEVIZZORBEEL TN,

AFROBBRIZ I AFTOND, F 11X, ESGRERIEH~OEETH D, AL HARRE
Bt FREREEFE] ORAE AT (CEP) BNHADL L EaT —va VIEETIERL,
REOHIZEITLINTEETHLZ L4 5202 L7z, Bloom and Van Reenen (2007)73
PERL U728 A 2 7IX MM EREE M2 FF S 2 EMEIEINTWND R, YL 2T MR &0 KE

W bbHAA, BN ER-CTEBELEEERENa X MMIAICARY  liEABEDEL 45 X5 TlEA
KB TH D, CEP ITHEEMEABZRB L TWARWZD GEE 2013), HADORERENREMO T
LyF AL RMCE-oT K] ERoTWAAEMEIZERWEEZ D,
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TR - AL THRA RS THRITH B E 4 E T & TV 5 (Rahaman & Zaman 2013),
REPE OMFFERLEBEDBBE TR AL N« T T 7T 4 ZADOHH &K U B - 7= $R1T 13 #%
HEOBEHLEY, TNEEHFHFICKBRL TS WS 2L Thd, AEBSRE T8
HEY ) T2 ENTERVWEEENEITEO LS i a Yy 2 k552 Lix#L
WS, ARFESTEER L7 CEPHREZIEMA TR, =XV A V- T T T 4 ADOEFERNB 72
ELREOEAEH LEDLZ LN TED, CEPHEEEIA AT U AHERKOEHE LK > TWhH Tz
D—K BRI [G-E) OMETESTWVDHZD—INTITTH ESG HH DK E 0728
ENRMETEHEEZD, BEENZ ) LEFEMBERE TRV ICEED RAI5HE
PE)] ZFEMAICFEM 2 X 9 lc2ehiE, ESG OH Y M7 & 5@ U 7= & Wi 2l Al 1 & % 47
LD &by, RROBEXRET IHBEEREZAEL EMFHIND, F 213, Stk
B~DEBETHDL, [a—KRLb— B RF R a— R oA 47 1%, 07 Bks 8 2 B#F
ENLHHEEE LT IREOER) & TRETHOBELFEIOWVWTOME 2217 Tn5,
AIEDOE=FY v 7L EiE Lo T ITAET 228 (FEREM 2016) . BE DT RN A R
FERE A MRAE L 72 E N O AT RIS E 0 o, TAF U AEHEONAMICEE L T RDT ©
VU —% R Lo L 0 ) RICKRIE, WA E SO THORYDOIFRICR > TS &/~
bivd, ZoORIE, FiEoH EOXRFROEA L 72> TWW5H, 5 31L, CEP-CFP o ~D &
MCThHD, RMOMPEIL, TREREEFE] ST 28RN LT 2RI 2 L RIFFIC,
CEP DEMEZER ZRINT B D > b5 2 T b, CEP-CFP 23 #F THWAEME I /L 5 B
IZIZ CEP O£ T ZEE VLT E 20 GEFE 2013) , HURE e 2 & o rk R A 1 i
7 EOBEENEIEEEITR 5D E WO RAIL, 5% DO EFESHT T weak instruments O [
il 2NN 3 Rl A I
AROBAROASHOBEIILL FTOEY THDH, SEOSHTIX, THREEEICET S A v
A a—P{E] ETRERBEMRMEI L VI 200 —_AFKE2~ vy F L 7 ERET0,
4EM T =N LT —%TH 300 4LV F A UL o=, g, 2 ERk
FLHSNOIENT Yy 7 AV E =3, BRERECEOREREICHLT FH] 126 [F]
IZh 7o TWieho7h, GPIF @ PRI BEAICH M D L O ICERNTY ESG & & D new
normal [Z72 0 DO b 5, fi)y, AN BB O FHE L OGRS I O AR AL SRR
2R ERHFVICSE, MEFHOBRELBMELIE L0 TRV N EMHEAT D&
HLd D (A 2015; fEx K 2015; f&H 2015, AFEME 7 LR, To-H, OPRIIZE
LT HENT By bA—F—=NEMLZZE TEANT 2 v 7 SV Z—DOTEkERITZE (b L
fein, @BE~OBE - FHITEEERE O T KL ZAERBICEREZ KT L, 2RO
T2 xZEBML THRL TV ZLEIatRIBRELFMT 5 ETHERBERIFET —~ T
HHEEZD,
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6. FEFR

ARG LM Lizis (ﬁﬁ’*7 Ty Z R A—DEAE CEP 23 L FITESE&D T K
PNA AEREZ A L T LEI N, BREMAZK LS 2 EMEBHRM b 2 Il B
EHLbH L9 5D, éﬁéﬁﬂﬁczﬁﬁzﬁ?%ﬁ%: yher—nLEoETHE EBELOLD
RNFEEREESITEMEL TLE D Z & id, 2 LHEPTEREFTIEILI<HaLNT
W25 (Bowles2016; Frey & Jegen 2001; Schwartz2015), 7 7 U5 4 > 7 - 7r7 N R & T
D Z OB, BEEOER LR THIE (additively separable)J ThRWI EEEET L
D, WA Y Il HWT A EZEZADEEZAD mh%@ﬁ%ﬁ%mv’%ﬁ L UL
DENITHE FIF b, %E%F%ﬁﬁjkr]%ﬁbt KR PN 2 T <, R BRI
MEZOMEBREXELE AT, ZREVDEZFREOFREND L O RE ST D0, a’%ﬁﬁémi
HERYEEMICB T H2HCHEOERNMEBEENL TS (BEH 1999, pp. 45 46) D
D, WA Y =L LD T 2K - THH&EOEERZEILE ORI B [Ch=%: 2
Z B3V TLE 9 (Frey & Osterloh 2005; Stout 2014; =« fiH 2015, pp. 389-390; EﬂEF' 2014,
pp. 121-128),

KE O FEATHIE TlL, CEO O AT WM I E—CEO o TE G EM A V2T o
THM (eg, Abv I AT ay) RNEODIHR_DPEmEDLE, CEON [HHFHE] &L
TIRDEED KO D8R, CSPRMELS 25 Z MM B TWS (Fabrizi et al. 2014; Oh et
al.2016), L7 L., BHEHIZZ N TR DL 22\, e DB o T2 R E X, $UTHE
%4&%7 TANLEBETHHEMEEATINL LAY, A8y T 4 TELEEREZRY

RENTCHEHROUEEE TR TOMEZBELAECER T L5y, FH - HH X
@%%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁkfé%&kLkm%ﬂi#%ﬁéhéﬁﬂ#%é Thorsten Veblen I3,
PEXEAM D OFMEL - 2 F R RIS BB FESCUEICES BB L T EMAKEN GRS
% L IgfE U723 (Veblen 1914/1994) TE'E/L\kb‘DH@q30) [N BLEE ) OIS
72X 2ol iE, Veblen OB RER E RO B b 7 rE A Zillo THEZOH H W 5 i
THESE 3 A AREMEMN D (Ferraro et al. 2005; Ghoshal 2005; Schwartz 2012), H A& D& 4#%
RICHEL DT, THWHE | EADHWEFITICRO DL 2 ETiERl BOREHERBICLD
BWSRUAV R - T T70 74 ZA0RBES &) ThHEEZD,

1 EIRAMEATEE T RS A — D 1SS I B Wil o0 3| ARCH N &2 AR R L TV D A8, 1R fii~ D
T ADRAM A S D D & D[RR BER 1T EE TRV (Cooper et al. 2016; Dorff2014) ., say on pay & A D F,
KE TIXFBRMEITET R —DEFENICR X 28MA Y > —% preemptive IZE AT 2 BENE X -
D, TOXOREEOKRMIAFEICIKTLIZE NS HEHM L H 5 (Larcker et al. 2015), Z D KL H 12, one-
size-fits-all ® TBHE | 1, BEWNRICH L TEBETHLIEN VD~ T RAZHIELTEH S,
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K1 EROER

B4 T % Tl =
CEP BB/ T p—v A AR T P A BR B P R A
MS R AT TR 135 PE SNSRI I & PRI B3 oA 20 2 — i A
BSIZE it N FPERS T FT AL 15 B 2]
BCOMP | HEAHHTE1 S50+ Hii e A2 (%) HPERR BTt % B U ZR ]
DBLK ENT a7V —OFRHE I (%) | ST A RER R S E )
FBLK N T T VRN — DFRFRE LR (%) &AL e s £
VI e il vt TN PR SR
pamy (B AHEEOREEARADLD v i i BB, R
SIZE 78 b i D B AR EUE AABOREEHRTTM BT —52 7]
LEVR AEHEPE (%) AABOR G HRITIM BT — 2307 ]
FAGE G BOPERRF BT B 0 2Rt ]
CASH B TE AT 5y O B 56BN HARBCOR B ST T 7 — 43 7]
CASHR BUTAR TR B PE (%) A ARBCRIRE AT 7 — 52307 ]
ROA BRI PE (%) A ARBURIRE AT 7 — 52307 ]
AGE &5~y 7 O i FPERS R 15 B U 2 ]
OWN E by 7 DRHR LR (%) HPERR Bt % B U ZR ]




2 FLbHERT

Variables Mean |Median| SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
1 CEP 350.37 | 381.00 | 86.50

2 MS 2.57 2.56 037] 0.21

3 BSIZE 9.43 9.00 341 036 0.09

4 BCOMP 14.69 | 1429 | 12.34| 0.09 -0.04 -0.17

5 DBLK 28.68 | 26.56| 12.36| -0.16 -0.11 -0.12 -0.31

6 FBLK 1.15 0.00 3.01 0.09 0.11 -0.02 0.14 -0.03

7 FAM 0.26 0.00 0.441-0.28 -0.10 -0.22 -0.01 0.00 0.03

8 FAM2 0.09 0.00 0.28 ] -0.05 -0.01 -0.15 -0.04 0.09 -0.01 0.52

9 SIZE 1147 11.44 1441 0.54 0.05 044 -0.04 -0.01 0.03 -038 -0.19

10 LEVR 46.94| 48.60| 18.11| 0.10 0.12 0.16 -0.14 -0.19 -0.10 -0.32 -0.13 0.24

11 FAGE 73941 7033 ] 1841| 0.11 -0.06 0.16 020 -0.08 -0.08 -0.24 -0.05 0.28 0.34

12 CASH 9.00 9.07 1321 033 0.18 027 0.11 -0.19 0.13 -021 -0.11 0.57 0.07 0.02

13 CASHR 8.74 6.32 798 -0.51 0.07 -0.27 0.05 0.02 005 022 0.06 -033 -025 -034 0.26

14 ROA 3.24 2.74 321(-0.09 -0.03 -0.04 0.04 024 010 0.03 0.03 0.13 -043 -005 0.19 0.17

15 AGE 65.75| 65.50 6.44( 0.08 0.00 0.08 -0.11 -0.03 -0.11 0.14 0.18 0.15 -0.02 -0.07 0.08 -0.01 0.08

16 OWN 0.72 0.04 1.881-0.29 -021 -0.16 -0.13 0.07 0.18 059 040 -030 -026 -033 -0.16 021 0.04 -0.01

(1) N=325 (unique 90 firms).
(2) Correlations greater than |0.11] are significant at p <0.05, those greater than |0.14| are significant at p <0.01.



3 OLSIZ L AHEE RS 5

% ¥ Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6
Management quality
MS 48.06 ** 45.88 ** 4528 **
(8.74) (9.23) (8.88)
Board structure
BSIZE 591 ** 5.68 ** 5.60 ** 5.50 **
(1.20) (1.20) (1.21) (1.20)
BCOMP 0.98 ** 0.88 * 0.99 ** 0.94 **
(0.34) (0.38) (0.32) (0.36)
Ownership structure
DBLK -0.48 -0.06 -0.39 0.04
(0.33) (0.35) (0.32) (0.34)
FBLK 1.98 * 1.50 1.59 ¥ 1.08
(0.93) (0.98) (0.89) (0.95)
Family business
FAM -25.80 * -23.11 * -21.03 -18.49
(12.07) (11.69) (12.00) (11.51)
Control variables
SIZE 28.58 ** 33.33 ** 26.82 ** 29.54 ** 3425 ** 27.94 **
(4.18) (4.19) (4.19) 4.17) (4.33) (4.25)
LEVR -0.08 -0.38 -0.21 -0.19 -0.45 -0.27
(0.29) (0.29) (0.32) (0.29) (0.29) (0.31)
FAGE -0.06 -0.04 -0.08 -0.03 0.01 -0.04
(0.35) (0.34) (0.35) (0.36) (0.34) (0.36)
CASH 1.86 2.65 1.82 -0.90 0.22 -0.61
(3.36) (3.36) (3.29) (3.58) (3.57) (3.48)
SER 65.4 66.8 65.1 63.4 65.1 63.3
R? 0.47 0.45 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.51
Wald (Hy: B ppLc=B rsLK) 7.49 2.47 5.22 1.17
p -value 0.006 0.116 0.022 0.280

(1) N=325 (unique 90 firms).

(2) Year and industry dummies are included in all models.

(3) 1 <0.10 ,* p<.05, ** p<.0l.

(4) Robust standard errors are reported in parentheses.



K4 WA TERER S Z mlR L7 R R

Model 7 Model 8 Model 9 Model 10 Model 11 Model 12 Model 13 Model 14
@ ¥ BB BSIZE BSIZE BCOMP BCOMP DBLK DBLK FBLK FBLK
SIZE 1.17 ** 1.22 ** 0.99 0.05 -0.89 0.18 -0.04 -0.14
(0.20) (0.21) (0.59) (0.58) (0.66) (0.64) (0.12) (0.14)
LEVR -0.01 -0.01 -0.17 ** -0.18 ** -0.09 * -0.08 * 0.00 0.00
(0.01) (0.01) (0.05) (0.05) (0.04) (0.04) (0.01) (0.01)
FAGE -0.03 ** -0.02 ** 0.21 ** 0.22 ** -0.09 ** -0.10 ** 0.00 0.00
(0.01) (0.01) (0.04) (0.04) (0.03) (0.03) (0.01) (0.01)

CASHR -0.07 ** 0.08 -0.01 -0.02
(0.02) (0.10) (0.10) (0.02)

CASH 0.12 1.58 * -2.04 ** 024 *
(0.18) (0.62) (0.58) (0.11)
AGE -0.01 -0.01 -0.24 * -0.25 * -0.10 -0.08 -0.03 -0.04
(0.02) (0.03) (0.10) (0.10) (0.08) (0.09) (0.03) (0.03)

OWN 0.12 0.09 -1.07 ** -1.07 ** 0.21 0.24 0.43 ** 0.42 **
(0.09) (0.07) (0.41) (0.41) (0.28) (0.29) (0.12) (0.13)
ROA -0.08 ¥ -0.12 * -0.17 -0.22 0.50 * 0.59 * 0.04 0.02
(0.05) (0.05) (0.22) (0.22) (0.25) (0.24) (0.07) (0.07)
FAM -0.50 -0.57 375 * 3.63 * -2.62 -2.38 -0.61 -0.65
(0.43) (0.43) (1.82) (1.77) (1.84) (1.80) (0.52) (0.53)
MS 0.49 0.42 -0.63 -1.47 292 § -1.82 1.11 0.98
(0.49) (0.49) (1.83) (1.79) (1.60) (1.58) (0.66) (0.63)
SER 2.7 2.8 10.7 10.6 10.2 10.0 2.9 0.0
R? 0.41 0.40 0.32 0.33 0.37 0.40 0.17 0.17

(1) N=325 (unique 90 firms).

(2) Year and industry dummies are included in all models.

(3) 1 <0.10 ,* p<.05, ** p<.01.

(4) Robust standard errors are reported in parentheses.



#5 GMMIZEAHEFAE RO : MSEE L= ER L

% Model 15 Model 16 Model 17 Model 18
Management quality
MS
Board structure
BSIZE 30.05 ** 28.32 ** 28.08 **
(3.52) (3.31) (4.21)
BCOMP 3.23 ** 244 ** 3.25 **
(1.12) (0.83) (1.17)
Ownership structure
DBLK -5.72 ** 0.05
(1.34) (1.71)
FBLK -16.46 -16.63 *
(9.25) (8.05)
Family business
FAM -56.00 ** -8.58
(13.85) (13.70)
Endogenous variables BSIZE BSIZE DBLK BSIZE
BCOMP BCOMP FBLK BCOMP
DBLK
FBLK
Excluded predetermined variables SIZE SIZE SIZE SIZE
LEVR LEVR LEVR LEVR
FAGE FAGE FAGE FAGE
CASH CASH CASH CASH
AGE AGE AGE AGE
OWN OWN OWN OWN
ROA ROA ROA ROA
DBLK
FBLK
SER 90.0 86.3 103.6 98.5
J 8.07 17.58 49.14 1.61
p -value 0.152 0.014 0.000 0.658
C (Model 15 vs Model 16) 9.46
p -value 0.009
Wald (Hy: 8 ppLc=h kLK) 1.31 3.66
p -value 0.253 0.056

(1) N=325 (unique 90 firms).

(2) Year and industry dummies are included in all models.

3) f <0.10 ,* p<.05, ** p<.01.
p p

(4) Robust standard errors are reported in parentheses.



76 GMMIZLAHERHE RO - MSE I 7= E Yk

% Model 19 Model 20 Model 21 Model 22
Management quality
MS 40.63 ** 41.00 ** 66.25 ** 48.27 **
(14.18) (13.22) (17.38) (17.83)
Board structure
BSIZE 29.79 ** 27.83 ** 28.08 **
(3.48) (3.27) (4.12)
BCOMP 3.23 ** 2.32 ** 3.01 **
(1.08) (0.78) (1.13)
Ownership structure
DBLK -4.78 ** 0.34
(1.36) (1.63)
FBLK -18.93 * -14.44 *
(8.93) (6.87)
Family business
FAM -48.97 ** -4.78
(12.87) (13.02)
Endogenous variables BSIZE BSIZE DBLK BSIZE
BCOMP BCOMP FBLK BCOMP
DBLK
FBLK
Excluded predetermined variables SIZE SIZE SIZE SIZE
LEVR LEVR LEVR LEVR
FAGE FAGE FAGE FAGE
CASH CASH CASH CASH
AGE AGE AGE AGE
OWN OWN OWN OWN
ROA ROA ROA ROA
DBLK
FBLK
SER 88.8 84.5 101.4 94.0
J 7.94 17.24 51.57 1.58
p -value 0.160 0.016 0.000 0.664
C (Model 19 vs Model 20) 8.95
p-value 0.011
Wald (Hy: 8 ppLc=8 kLK) 2.36 3.89
p -value 0.125 0.048

(1) N=325 (unique 90 firms).

(2) Year and industry dummies are included in all models.
(3) * p<.05, ** p<.01.

(4) Robust standard errors are reported in parentheses.



F7 GMMIZ LAH#ER RS 2@ : FAM2% FA - fae 7 2 s

% % Model 23 Model 24
Management quality
MS 96.42 ** 52.75 **
(20.99) (19.47)
Board structure
BSIZE 28.64 **
(4.18)
BCOMP 3.45 **
(1.25)
Ownership structure
DBLK -5.47 ** 0.53
(1.56) (1.79)
FBLK -30.19 ** -20.76 **
(9.60) (7.00)
Family business
FAM2 2.76 32.70
(24.29) (20.12)
Endogenous variables DBLK BSIZE
FBLK BCOMP
DBLK
FBLK
Excluded predetermined variables SIZE SIZE
LEVR LEVR
FAGE FAGE
CASH CASH
AGE AGE
OWN OWN
ROA ROA
SER 126.0 103.2
J 44.35 0.99
p -value 0.000 0.803
Wald (Ho: f peLx=h reLk) 6.36 8.13
p -value 0.012 0.004

(1) N=325 (unique 90 firms).

(2) Year and industry dummies are included in all models.

(3) * p<.05, ** p<.01.

(4) Robust standard errors are reported in parentheses.
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