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An Examination of the Relationship between Executive
Compensation, Corporate Social Responsibility, and Stock Risk:

Evidence from Taiwan
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Abstract

This study discusses how the design of the executive compensation system
influences corporate social responsibility, and how corporate social responsibility
affects stock risk under different compensation systems. We collected the companies
that had been selected by the Exellence in Corporate Social Responsibility of Common
Wealth Magazine in any year from 2007 to 2016, and we defined them as “A company
which engaged in CSR”. Based on the asset scale and the industry category of listed
companies, we selected the firms which were not awarded a prize in the ratio of one to
one, and we defined them as “A company which didn’t engage in CSR or had bad CSR
performance”. The data of executive compensation information and daily stock price
for calculating stock risk were collected from the Taiwan Economic Journal (TEJ). The
research results showed that most of the executive compensation was significantly and
positively related to corporate social responsibility. Corporate social responsibility was
significantly and negatively related to downside risk. When salary and bonus and
special expenses were relatively high, corporate social responsibility was more
significantly and negatively related to downside risk. When salary and employee stock
options were relatively high, corporate social responsibility was significantly and
positively related to crash risk. When the manager had cash bonus or employee stock

options, the effect of reducing downside risk was a little bit decreased.

Keywords: Executive compensation, Corporate social responsibility, Crash risk,
Downside risk
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{P R “BEFNEEAE T M AR
(Dhaliwal, Li, Tsang, & Yang,2011) - izt F £ ¢ L F A 2 fIT M A L 0p 2
T4 FER AR DNERAE R A Rodo b FEP R R § E o T A

GELEEE T SPEEY S RN R & AP G LSRR

\H‘

ut W4 F B % A BGR(Stakeholder theory) s LBl » 52 ¥ A € F

22
FECERAUADENME R EFIHBUIL TR

k]
{

~»\

22
sl

{*‘“

El’ﬁ:#—%&%ﬁ' Higk & ‘f\f"/)ﬁl’m-ér"ﬁiﬁ‘dx i—}u—rrvr g

(2) £ EAE T ERF DGRBS

Friedman(1970)*74& | e R R REER > ;R K X EFAEFT 2T 2 €RE

AR A RS LA
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Jensen and Meckling(1976):% % 45 » £ ¥4+ ¢ # T 4 - AN 3 F] 2 vt A2 &
FE > EmA €57 B AJIE {4y 4 (Brammer & Millington, 2008) > 7 & &
BRI E RPN LGRS ERBASE A pTRA|IT M
% A 9] £ (Brown, Helland, &Smith,2006; Borghesi, Houston, & Naranjo, 2014) -

EREREEET G A e LT p AN E o BldedF ehke 3R 2 R¢%{m§~;§ g %

i

BB E A BART N ERE T E RS F RETROEY G ALY

i (Barnea & Rubin, 2010) @ A FRAL S 3= ¢ £eh &> § BT 5 HF ML

TEEMEFTEF hehR AFFI 6L ¥ L AR B2 ¥ (Munk, 1999) «

Orlitzky(2013)3% 5 CSR & # ¢ &£ £ e & » gt & £ 4 304 %k efre ¥ - 2 CSR
LEEF REAY rdE LG A G R B nEIE A R E T P

B ) Mg ERF G EAE T E M TRED Fhh e X R b e

O EALE o A AR MR G

Hill2001):u 5 # 2 B £ 7 5§ LB enf £ 5 23 ~ CSReI{7 5 7 it AR
EFEMTAEG RN F A FL SRR R A ORI E
FLFEHKE EEAME F EDE % frOrlitzky § #F 17 L BE o ] 4-Palazzo and
Richter005):u i # ¥ 2 P F s ¥ A ¢ F 2 F L B4 £ £+ TR 5 L7
FAOE EF L 0 Pidp P EdF i € 2% 075 % o El Ghoul, Guedhami, Kwok,

and MishraQ011)# L ¥ £fotr it LK FCSRF @ § H 2§ EFIEFT ~ 2 & o
WERTAFREFAFT EEAEFEI 2 L5 R BEJIFFR -V

- ﬁp IS AR A ‘li‘)‘r\.‘;l"ql: FLeT AR LEIRE A g

"% (Kao, Shiu, & Lin, 2016) o

A M EEMEF TR R BRG] LA AR e MG LT A

Fh e B o TRt AT ORGR:

H2: %A F Eemiph s En s
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§IFCSR it B R o AR F B T R

H3-1:

F_k

AL rﬂ*%fﬂfr #4*%%‘1" ik 5 fTF T frﬂ;x%&‘ﬁm%g_f

H3-la: &3 FFQmA FRFEfeb AL F EPAT Y T > 0B b G50

H3'1b: é—'—r—g rbb..“:““ :‘A rﬂﬁfﬁfri'ﬁ}ﬁig‘%"/q:_ ’\Z:j IF’;" < ‘frﬁkl% }i Ké;f E. é

BCSRE v BB R "G IT T » F L2 X eCSREG o= B %> RIfE
E2PFAHS EmAGF GHFICSR &M " KR 'k o BCSRE & B8R ' o0
BRT O FEEEFACSREf MR RIEEZ BT GG G

FCSRo e = Bt o S0 LR R 2T R

H3-2: Gd R et B fe b $ALE F Eana T (67 T fom i bk 5 4

FH G

o

H3-2a: bR fPQIL i as Afef $A0 g F @I (€% T o fok b6 5
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H3-2b: A MEmRA a2 A e FAEFENLI Y T fou B R 'G5

Ao B R

GCSRE & B 400 b % e 7 FREWA{eCSRE § = M 1% IR &
WAIE S o I A g3 g A FCSR @A SR ' o CSRE » B PR " e 4
T BMERAA-CSRE fow Mo PR E a;fnjlﬁ 5 5 mm A ,é?}"* QZELTiCSR’

Em b G oo A P EREL BRI T G

M i
H3-3a: A3 EEARERr L FALE F EHI F* T > el b ' 5
v B

H3-3b: &R P ERARERFfrE FAEFEAIIT H T o foRH b G5 f
WAL 5 iR KFCSR Y 25 R R - BCSRf % B FR % P
B AIfeCSRA L w M i RDRE AL 5 o g3 R0

CSR > 3@ " ML "G o A0 b gk 5B 1T e
H3-4: &3PG A MR RAfrE FAL G L EHIT BT ol ik "G 2 Y
H3-4a: LB FF G A MR R fr g FALE F @23 (5% T ol b '% 5 1
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O
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%
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AJEFCSR v i@ "5 MR e o AT EREL S R T EGR

H3-5: A3 EEA BRI RBfrf ¥ EFEPI Fr T kB b 's 5 &

v

H3-5a: 3 FFEMA R 1 mhBirf $ALE F @3 (5% T fosk b % 5

IS

H3-5b: B FFam A f 1 amfifoh $40 6 F @en2 3 (0% T o {0l b ' &
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ARTY R T SRGhAIPRNT T £ FCSRA R R 600007 $12016 &
E-ERY GBS T XA GG AFCSReh2 7 (CSR firms) © 71 & feip{e
BE RSN T o FIRLTRE T 0 E ISR R A £ W A AR b2 P RH(
FAE AEER)ZBE > L1t Gl E N2 RA K @A P TE LT
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B AT FREEAFPER 2 PR R B ARG SR AT TR
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- & RE A
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ASIAEF (5 A) 0 TREWE BAFT( A) -
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SDAL R R AI(F &) BEIE BB R ] ik 2 PR | 1Rk

E;E‘fljﬂf‘ I% —f' o8 %:}’fqﬁé M‘ﬁ)’t; 1] i%v » Bl UNAZ 7 o

ESO:f 1:af(F %) A 1 BE g £% s Rl paffeat kaiahpr

\
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j‘iﬂiﬁz—f}?igkf%&lﬁﬁj%&k\é;, X \F—I"La’:'__y‘ ‘F":‘% /%‘Eﬂﬁde&uﬁ,;g!ﬂ é‘«'#é
NCSKEWZ2 DUVOL ; % - 5% T fh % » # ¥ & 5 VaR95Z VaR99 -

ik Mk 'k o % & 5 T f R ¥ (negative coefficient of skewness - NCSKEW)
s o Ay TR ¥k #%}’tfﬁ_ é;iﬁs’%&fﬁ&ky«?,ﬂq%\ﬁ?%éﬁ

o 3 U B TRl P TR o R AT LA E o ST B G il dr kAR > A D

PR @I v F B AR 2 P LR d
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o
I

A5 B BLtE G hiEAR ]
27 X FORE BT e AR AR AT D P AR L B R AR o TR
Ba 2 o dok f B GEREAR] (RS NEAAN) AT 784 L HEgh

o yjtiu,\ﬂ .

*HNCSKEW2 1 » £ %% 2 7 4 RAEFPIF 2 W Wi In(14e 2 h B 31

Al jF 5 ¢ gl 38) -

Tz = & + B1jTmz—2 + B2jTmz-1 + B3jTmz + BajTmr+1 + BsjTmes2 + &

e R L BT AR n G S G R i D Bl h
BT AERE o b 2N 5 2 50 2P A foid g 3 D B olRpY > R
39 7 #5012 % (Dimson, 1979) ¢ j= & ¥ Tk R > AR LW o B
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12 4% Chen et al.(2001)enfr g = % » & ¥ & p4i3& & FNCSKEW 35 = % 4 0 %
FERAER S PP LGRPORZ GO R TERE T RIS

Iy =B ROEREL o jo 7 30tE INCSKEW 2 38 40

NCSKEW;= —[n(n — 1) X W31/[(n — D) (n - 2)(Z W2 )?]

2DUVOL: & § 3Rt # (down-to-up volatility ) » & /% & A #-975 ¥ RRY
SR AT R E R T 0 A A & 0T D Gk ficfe ] 3T i ik
BB T e ik ook i"f v 0 E dhik oerfR B X 0 ot BB

PR BB AT RN BB IER -

#2145 Chen et al.(2001)enffm® = 2 > jo 7 30t& cADUVOL 2> 38 4o ¢

DUVOLj=log{(n, — 1) Y.Down VVJZ‘L' /(g = 1) ZUp W]Z‘E}

nu{t& ¢ 5&;}7;@13: % %?;Ii;jl’ﬁy‘_ﬁ’]_{tﬁ'{ , nd{t;& RS F:Jﬁ—;';ﬁmg?: IR =)

3 #Hic

3 VaR95: VaR(Value at risk) {5 b "G &> T2 3 F 2 ¥ A #T > 5 - T AL
HREE DB AV dEA cVaRA 27 - BKF AP > L v kfaT > &
RFASNESIEEG EFH B SFRE o bl TR KREIS% > A k24)
PR > VaRiE 2 1008 ~ > R AR L - A phd 28 FBRELF kb s 4 3

100 ~ e & 5 95% o 2N 4o

p(APAt<VaR)= «

prRE R EF AT AL UDPF > AP RE - T D RFAD E
FAGE o VaRZ ¥ i i & F ' ah B aehiz ook o

4VaR99: T _& [p t » #95%¢% 2 & 3 299% o

(z) % E:
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TLev:if 5 0 5 f R/ F A %97 - 199%Kim and Zhang(2014) » # ¢ - 5 %
ﬁﬂ&?%&@%ﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬂ%&ﬁ{ﬁ%w$@w%ﬂFf%%%mé%

WL MR G AN TS E L R B A EF AL
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BE o BAPOTAS AR A R RS

28ize: & FRHP 2 2P F A RFEE 1105 K o 1995 Kim and Zhang(2014) »
HP = TERTR 2 7 AR S R e i R R L R AR (Size) 0 A7 Y o R

Bt b ERATEL Y MR R R IR AD M o

—

3ROAFT APV S (fris AT 47 57 ) 0 5 2 P enfinfs L9 47 55 & FieE fl/T

™

BoF AR 0 EROAG R » £7 2 7 41* F A T4l L 11483 © Kim, Li, and

gé{_

Zhang(2011) 3 ¥ — SEIEiR| & 7 R0 H kb R k] R Hp LT AP 5 (ROA) -

AMB: % B - FEEED B HELZRe § @t o 39pKimetal.(2014) > = &

5 EHREIEG B B R R MR g

5 Sigma: 2> 2 1E3F U F R K o (42007 # ssigma (B T L #2007 & & — iF R
o P - BARE L @ o Kimetal(2011)H ¢ - JE g ] 2 7 0 % 3k b *% ey 41 %
&fj&;{{g ER P iR £ (Sigma) > A7 7 % 3 ASigma i Bk g § 1
M BRI RN AT AP R AR AR AR o

S8 AIEHAIELS S

T

A H PR S R R R TR AR A 2 A3 o B - 0 B

fo % 2 A Blb ) T 2R FRAF A EFRE T ER A EFERRR
B 0 B 2 IR B A FA KT A S [t Y ik X3¢ icchm )

AR RRAIE S ERRDEMT > AL T ETRERG RS -
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NCSKEW=Bo+1CSR-1)i+2ROA-1)i+B3Lev-1)i+BaMB -1yt fsSigmai-1)i+PsSize-

Ditei (2)

DUVOLi=po+f1CSRt-1)i+f2ROAw-1)i+Bs3Levi1)itfsMB1yitfsSigmacryitPsSize-1)itei

3)

VaR95:=Po+f1CSR-1)i+2ROAw1)i+PsLevi1yitfaMB1)it+fsSigmag1yitfsSizew1)itei

(4)

VaR99:=Lo+f1CSR1)i+P2ROA 1 1)i+B3Levi1yitfiMBryi+psSigma1)i+fsSizew1)itei

©)

3 E3A AU g R A A

P45 2

CSR-1)

IR E FIRE:
Lev) R
Sizeen NCSKEW
ROAC DUVOL
MB) VaR95
Sigmag.) VaR99

® 3
AR 3 A chg | T 2R A ﬁﬁ?ﬁ:?l v RFTEN R YR X TR AP e B
Akts o BB FCSREPL G B *&ehie fF AT o 1 fF 2 A2 o

NCSKEW =0+ 1CSR-1)itf2ROA¢-1)i+f3Lev-1)i+LiMB-1)i+LsSigma-1)i+PsSize-
Ditei (6)

DUVOL=o+p1CSR-1)it2ROAw-1)i+B3Levi1yitfaMB 1)+ f5Sigmag-1yi+fsSize1yitei
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VaR95i=Po+L1CSRt-1)i+S2ROAw-1)i+f3Levi1)i+faMB1)i+PsSigmag-1yi+fsSizew1yitei
(3)

VaR99i=Po+L1CSRt-1)i+S2ROAw-1)i+f3Levi1)i+faMB1)i+PsSigmag-1yi+fsSizew1yitei
)
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m % AARH
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AFY G 25 JEF CSRI-ZEF CSRACSRY »afo £ i ¥ g £ ~ #1741
FEZRGRGREDLBN > EF T BRI 2R At T
RESAFRE RA B2 RIS T KRR EA 2R AT ORI TG
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d PR EFFR FHRACSRAD DT RIS ~ f Fot 5 %

PR s 2P RGP AR L R REIOREG o R4 F H ~CSR

NP AP Y ERERTAPRPE eF B0 20§ ERT A F
B MIREILA 3K AL G R R PR 2 PATAS R
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AP EFEMSRETER IR ACSREPOFTFL(AS) ~ fE 2 4
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4
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|
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VaR95 T 324 % 0.032 > @ 2 F 4k » CSR& 4 223 43 eh 2 @ ¢HVaR95 T ¥adk &
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% 4-1 L ®E L4
CSR firms Non_CSR firms
8L THE BEL Yl RtE ROl oKk BFL Y vl AtE ol
Fred
AS 7919 0398  7.879  9.898 6617 7702 0576 7702 9216  0.000
BSE 7096 1969 7384 10763 0.000 5704 2653 6581 9890  -1.386
CB 5538 3.130 6643 10476  0.000 3221 3330  2.083  10.807  -0.693
SD 0988 2780  0.000 11182 0.000 0589  2.182 0000 10599  0.000
ESO 1489 2597 0000  8.158 0.000 1077 2189 0000  7.602  0.000
2EEAIRE
ROA 0.097 0069 0084 0403  -0.159 0067 0079 0059 0511  -0.286
Lev 0406 0170 0387  0.859 0029 0388 0171 0377 0982  0.001
MB 2010 1480 1550  10.120 0380 1517 1519 1130  21.600  0.220
Sigma 0.044 0020  0.041 0.258 0.000 0043 0029 0045 0255  -0.010
Size 7.804 0552 7.805  9.464 6.655 7376 0471 7297 8705 5326
w R EE
NCSKEW 0006  0.086  -0.000 0425 0826  -0.007 008  -0014 0650  -0.706
DUVOL 0.039 0288  -0.050 1021 -1.896  -0.132 0296  -0.154 1206  -1.479
VaR95 0.032 0015 0029  0.072 0.006 0.035 0016 0032 0072  0.008
VaR99 0.050 0018 0050  0.105 0.011 0.055 0018 0057  0.104  0.013
_ x% 9
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FRERT A GIRHRE CMRGI L SR RIS M G i 4 R f R
Pk o AN FIRE P F I R L > CSR firms{rNon CSR firms-L 3218

fod CH L B A ARE > NANBAS PR AR P AT

o

HECSR» &2 7 £ FHFCSR kb eng it EA £

FrRgdY o TEL - EEI X SR ERAIZ (2
fiﬂtﬁﬂiﬂ?’%é%ﬁ%?’fj&i gm0 CSRfirmser b i g & chig o~ ;5 3ed i
#ich 3 o CSRfirmsenT 3o & ~ & 2 44 ~ L A | ehE S » B 1 300

feNon_CSR firms:his - $% o % % F €3 CSReh2 7 » B 1o G304 17 B e i

<k

BRFEEAEIRE EF APV T A S FECSRe 2N HMEE P
g3 £ 3 4] > CSR firmsfrNon CSR firms e T 32 cf B2 A% - v ¥ =3P 7

¥ T ogch 5 0 CSRfimmseniE s o indien 50 5 K ehigdp % - 4

i)

4 K FCSRND 7 BRAEE A BF ek Bl § 5 & B PFC X B TR 5 eh

WEJ s 2@ G ¥ JKECSR »

LR E%E Y > CSR firms fr Non_CSR firms # NCSKEW - DUVOL -
VaR95~VaR99 en-T 582 ¥ =i B ‘f;’ﬁi S ,T*u NCSKEW - 35ficm 3 o
CSR_firms g 5 & » Non CSR firms e7iE 5 f %ANCSKEW Y A T o
CSR_firms & % 0> Non_CSR firms % f & o & § j&3¥ CSR e @ » 3Ly &

LREECD G ROLT MR SR P o G T a8 CSR ¢

:T‘ADUVOL L Edem % o CSR firms e i8 #& Non CSR firms 0 & :T‘h
DUVOL&¥ i=#c@ 3 » CSR_firmsenig» #&Non CSR firmsenig < o % & 5 & F
CSRefie 5 L) A "G 5 LT MR "Gt cho @ o WG oA e

CSR -

JeVaR9S£T $54ci 5+ CSR_firms#hit fNon CSR firms 26 J: 5 3 VaROS
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P TARR G ROl S ST ARR R A P 0 i 7L CSR - §eVaR99H
% $54ch 3+ CSR_firmsénnid feNon CSR firms e | 5 jVaR99she = dfem 3 -
CSR_firms¢hig 4 #Non CSR firmsehig | o & % § £ F CSRH2 7 > T 4k "4

s T RER Rl S P o b T KECSR ¢

42 LRELABPER T

Mean Diff. t-value Median Diff. Kruskal-Wallis
AS 0.217 (7.575)™ 0.178 (67.301)""
BSE 1.392 (10.294)" 0.804 (124.740)™"
CB 2.317 (12.310)™" 4.560 (123.741)™"
SD 0.399 (2.745)™ 0.000 (1.863)
ESO 0.411 (2.961)™ 0.000 (4.258)"
ROA 0.031 (7.156)™ 0.025 (62.949)""
Lev 0.017 (1.770)" 0.010 (3.552)°
MB 0.493 (5.625)"™" 0.420 (76.267)""
Sigma 0.001 (0.629) 0.004 (0.238)
Size 0.428 (14.436)™" 0.509 (179.683)™"
NCSKEW 0.013 (2.607)" 0.013 (37.600)""
DUVOL 0.093 (5.474)"™ 0.104 (44.548)™"
VaR95 0.003 (-3.110)™ 0.003 (7.093)""
VaR99 0.005 (-4.544)"" 0.008 (19.121)"*

ok kRN )R L 1% s 5% ~ 10% enkE % -k

% **pearsontp B i el 7 0 8 ¢ ¥ 5 ICSR¥ £ {

\"S
i
=
=
A
|l
o~
1)
TS
=
S
o)
0=

A0 B % 4 20.063510.3432 > S £~ § 5 CSRO B % @ gl f 5

7 B FE CSRIcEM 5 BofpMAZR L F B o

CSREEfrF A4FF S ~ ARy F I EEY ~ E R4y S 148 - 49

=
B
A

40.0543704212_ FF o X & 3~ 'é’} $CSR» 2 @4 @it B F A chig i
HE o PR RRRT A GIAS > MAREE A SR KRB MG i S B
EERWHL > 2 ERFCSRIe L R FPMALR L F > BB A0 (il s
0.421 > B>+7? BApREm ¢ o

28



%1% % -k ¥ T > CSR% € {*NCSKEW - DUVOL# £ 5 & 48 b - 4p M 5 dkc
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#. 4-3 pearson 4p B % #ic £

CSR NCSKEW  DUVOL VaR95 VaR99 AS BSE CB SD ESO ROA Lev MB Sigma  Size
CSR 1
NCSKEW 0.082" !
DUVOL 0164 0884 1
VaR9S 20090 0.074™  -0.013 1
VaR99 01317 -0.058" 0019 0837 1
4S 0244 0016  0.036 0025 -0.044 L.
BSE 0.288"" 0103 0118 0134 0110 -0.092" 1
CB 0343 0152 0237°° 0101 0080 0.112  0276™ 1
sD 0.080° 0099 0158 0303 0184  ~0.086"  -0.009 -0.031 1
ESO 0.063"  0.008 0.024 0207 0235 0034 0.029 0.089"  0.126™ 1
ROA 0213 0277% 0356 0.020 0029 00947 0.120™ 0431 0184 0.003 1
Lev 0054 -0.082""  -0.060"  0.057" 0059 0.101"*  -0.033 -0.234" 0,031 0018 0286 1
MB 0.171"" 0069 0190  0.076™  -0.007  0.155"°  0.026 0204 0.084™" 0042 0445 0098 1
Sigma 0.018 0115 -0.139™ 051277 046177 -0.068™  -0.094™" 0093 0.129"° 0163 0.002 0.046 0041 1
Size 0421 0.047 0.166™°  -0.153* 0212 0375 0168 0061 0099  -0037 0086  0210" 0.070" -0.147" 1

L N A R

1% ~ 5% ~ 10%:18E % -k 3
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% 44 Fpg P CSR e fF 1)

F1 % CSR
Modell Model2 Model3 Model4 Model5
¥ BT -17.854™" -17.479" -16.719" -16.047°" -15.802""*
(-12.133) (-13.937) (-13.544) (-13.497) (-13.506)
AS 0.429""
(2.653)
BSE 0.267°"
(8.157)
CB 0.204™*"
(8.500)
SD 0.000
(0.006)
ESO 0.093™*"
(3.343)
ROA 5.410"" 4,741 2.943" 5.752"* 5.344™
(4.523) (3.998) (2.297) (4.605) (4.450)
Lev 0.025 0.048 0.897" 0.002 -0.046
(0.054) (0.100) (1.795) (0.005) (-0.098)
MB 0.095 0.133" 0.098 0.132" 0.120™
(1.626) (2.329) (1.581) (2.142) (2.032)
Sigma 7.076" 9.499"" 9.669™" 7.360™" 5.293"
(2.556) (3.321) (3.320) (2.601) (1.910)
Size 1.797"" 1.945™ 1.935™ 1.990™* 1.962™*
(11.384) (12.296) (12.148) (12.815) (12.811)
Observations 1172 1172 1156 1157 1172
R-squared 0.178 0.221 0.232 0.182 0.181

Rl R R 1% ~ 5% ~ 10% R F KB o RN i St

Fr & fEBEFEHERGA G OM

d 2457 F R F AP F{NCSKEWZ DUVOL : I » B F B (%> 4 7 &
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RIfein i MR ' 2 o BFM G e TR G2 o EFM G A7 R RS

A% TR CE AL o KT R G R AR

33



CSR{vNCSKEW ~DUVOL & 1 & fe 7 & ¥ 0B % > {=VaR95 ~ VaR99R|
FEPHEFH G N PSR AFH T EEAEFT ET FE R R G D
TRRR & oo d gt AR DR 0 ¥ Godfrey(2005) srELEE - 3R 0 K~ CSRe
G R ACSRND P 57 gk > FEF R AW BECHROERAT A
Bl e T EF A @Ik p JITHAA DR FHRLE R GG
FAlAE AP AT ER R ACSRAD P § LRH » TRF A RIR A
2 Merton(1987) e 8L~ R > F AL € R T A L H4FF H »CSRehE ¥ -
EESRTEARHRBG A P T A A A Ko 2A " MR % o 22 Dhaliwal, Li,
Tsang, and Yang(2011)er L8t — & > . » CSRe2 @ e JIT B 2 X B o7 p & hn

oA R Ao RS R Y ST A M K0 MR G
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% 4-5CSR B2 %8R " crue Ef%’fi‘i’]

GRS NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99
Modell Model2 Model3 Model4
C -0.014 -0.578" 0.028" 0.066™"
(-0.329) (-4.667) (3.691) (7.736)
CSR 0.005 0.028 -0.003" -0.003"
(0.731) (1.299) (-1.834) (-2.019)
ROA 0.369" 1.304™ 0.009 0.010
(5.729) (7.593) (1.017) (1.199)
Lev 0.014 0.040 0.006™ 0.010™
(0.640) (0.628) (2.032) (2.920)
MB -0.004 0.007 0.001™ -0.000
(-0.743) (0.589) (2.296) (-0.980)
Sigma -0.393"" -1.489"™ 0315 0.323"
(-3.405) (-3.962) (8.307) (7.537)
Size -0.000 0.054™ -0.002 -0.004™
(-0.027) (3.259) (-1.462) (-3.613)
Observations 1172 1172 1172 1172
R-squared 0.098 0.170 0.281 0.245

Bk S RN R R 1% ~ 5% > 10%eERRE ORI 0 FERLP RE G t
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Rubin(2010) s 8L~ 3% » 5538 A F A7 ¢ F 3 F CSRA {5 erndo 8 7 a0 £ p 1

FlrBRp e FEEES{FIREREN ERFTWCSR LT T R TR &
A FEAA I ATRFIREFE L AR 2 P (Munk, 1999) o & K {e
Orlitzky(2013) 58— & G A ¢ R EF F ohf MAFE s £ ¢ F @ehipl §
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% 4-6 FIEFET > CSR P FR Y b & ik jF 07

AS<¥ i*¥& AS>7 i
LS S NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99 NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99
Modell Model2 Model3 Model4 Modell Model2 Model3 Model4
C -0.057 -0.707** 0.034™" 0.072™* -0.011 -0.620™" 0.031°"* 0.069""*
(-0.772) (-3.764) (3.314) (6.087) (-0.201) (-3.255) (3.762) (6.746)
CSR -0.004 0.005 0.000 -0.001 0.013 0.051" -0.006™* -0.006™*
(-0.564) (0.208) (0.172) (-0.938) (1.578) (1.881) (-4.668) (-3.337)
ROA 0.477"" 1.624™" -0.000 -0.001 0.263"" 0.992""* 0.012 0.019"
(4.359) (6.104) (-0.004) (-0.041) (3.993) (4.964) (1.220) (1.798)
Lev 0.021 0.075 0.002 0.008 0.003 -0.001 0.006" 0.011*
(0.650) (0.883) (0.468) (1.426) (0.143) (-0.015) (1.679) (2.221)
MB -0.003 0.014 0.002"" 0.000 -0.004 0.007 0.000 -0.000
(-0.631) (1.084) (2.329) (0.146) (-0.596) (0.538) (0.919) (-1.543)
Sigma -0.381™ -1.614™" 0.294™* 0.298"" -0.486" -1.529™ 0.349™" 0.369™"
(-2.923) (-4.573) (5.898) (5.891) (-2.269) (-2.430) (13.040) (10.472)
Size 0.005 0.069" -0.002" -0.005™" 0.001 0.061"" -0.002 -0.004™*
(0.451) (2.576) (-1.852) (-3.309) (0.107) (2.688) (-1.635) (-3.406)
Observations 589 589 589 589 582 582 582 582
R-squared 0.123 0.219 0.284 0.239 0.090 0.139 0.308 0.262

R ] 1% 5% ~ 10%PREE R BEP DB L
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# 47 FEEE FLT > CSREZRG L & ﬁﬂé&ﬁr‘fﬁf_‘f‘;ﬂ

BSE<*® i=#c BSE>*® i #c
LS NCSKEW  DUVOL VaR95 VaR99 NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99
Modell Model2 Model3 Model4 Modell Model2 Model3 Model4
C -0.000 -0.572** 0.040™*" 0.069™*" -0.003 -0.487" 0.018™ 0.063""
(-0.005) (-3.260) (4.024) (6.194) (-0.048) (-2.429) (2.801) (7.629)
CSR 0.001 0.026 -0.001 -0.002 0.004 0.021 -0.005*"" -0.006™*"
(0.146) (1.039) (-0.375) (-1.067) (0.581) (0.827) (-4.556) (-4.151)
ROA 0.371°* 1.308™ 0.003 0.009 0.340™" 1.285™ 0.023* 0.009
(4.684) (6.120) (0.269) (0.868) (3.853) (4.963) (1.976) (0.569)
Lev -0.028 -0.067 0.004 0.005 0.050™ 0.138" 0.008"* 0.014™*
(-0.836) (-0.689) (0.995) (0.958) (2.282) (1.926) (2.398) (3.107)
MB -0.004 0.013 0.0017* 0.000 -0.003 0.002 0.000 -0.000
(-0.573) (0.797) (2.946) (0.226) (-1.183) (0.262) (0.078) (-0.478)
Sigma -0.334™" -1.403™ 0.286™" 0.289™* -0.434™ -1.553™ 0.357°* 0.390""
(-2.837) (-3.764) (6.079) (6.086) (-2.201) (-2.725) (15.621) (11.759)
Size -0.001 0.055™ -0.003™ -0.004™" -0.002 0.041 -0.000 -0.004™*
(-0.102) (2.263) (-2.405) (-3.038) (-0.260) (1.525) (-0.485) (-3.700)
Observations 581 581 581 581 589 589 589 589
R-squared 0.111 0.174 0.274 0.231 0.076 0.140 0.299 0.272

Rk kR R 1% > 5% > 10%0EE FoR M S EELR hiE Lt
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# 4-8 MERAT » CSR P FRG b *h chue ﬁﬁfﬁif‘gj

CB<® i» CB>" i~k
#
LS NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99 NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99
Modell Model2 Model3 Model4 Modell Model2 Model3 Model4
C -0.031 -0.713™ 0.028™*" 0.056"" 0.014 -0.356" 0.0317* 0.073™
(-0.475) (-3.734) (3.191) (5.296) (0.223) (-1.936) (3.889) (7.574)
CSR 0.010 0.041 -0.003™ -0.004™ -0.001 0.003 -0.002 -0.003™
(0.990) (1.286) (-2.153) (-2.307) (-0.253) (0.136) (-1.527) (-2.017)
ROA 0.436™" 1.478™ -0.007 -0.010 0.195™ 0.823™" 0.0417*" 0.038"™*
(5.152) (6.242) (-0.770) (-0.917) (1.982) (2.854) (3.173) (2.621)
Lev -0.002 0.016 0.004 0.003 0.008 0.014 0.010™ 0.020™*
(-0.060) (0.191) (1.149) (0.779) (0.314) (0.162) (2.237) (3.829)
MB -0.003 0.015 0.001"*" -0.000 -0.001 0.007 -0.000 -0.001
(-0.520) (0.883) (2.719) (-1.179) (-0.567) (0.838) (-0.599) (-1.572)
Sigma -0.376™"  -1.242™" 0.293™* 0.299™ -0.394™" -1.924™* 0.338" 0.370™
(-2.870) (-3.111) (6.473) (6.702) (-2.947) (-4.096) (12.325) (10.935)
Size 0.002 0.066™" -0.001 -0.002 -0.001 0.039 -0.003™ -0.006™"
(0.209) (2.645) (-0.968) (-1.539) (-0.102) (1.508) (-2.416) (-4.601)
Observations 568 568 568 568 587 587 587 587
R-squared 0.129 0.181 0.284 0.225 0.029 0.088 0.295 0.301

Rk sk kSRR R 1% > 5% > 10%5088 F AR S FEELR hig Bt iE
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# 4-9 L E AT > CSR LR b ' e ﬁ?‘ffify]

# SD 3 SD
7] % NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99 NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99
Modell Model2 Model3 Model4 Modell Model2 Model3 Model4
C 0.042 0417 0.027™ 0.070"" -0.229" -0.996"" 0.090""" 0.084™"
(0.853) (-2.848) (4.314) (8.631) (-2.564) (-2.746) (3.896) (4.004)
CSR 0.006 0.031 -0.003™* -0.004™" 0.000 0.025 0.005 0.002
(0.892) (1.417) (-3.878) (-3.324) (0.014) (0.503) (1.187) (0.713)
ROA 0.373" 1.280"" -0.007 0.000 0.059 0.262 0.011 0.007
(5.876) (7.231) (-0.967) (0.004) (0.844) (0.655) (0.295) (0.269)
Lev 0.004 0.010 0.006™ 0.010"" 0.018 0.006 -0.012 -0.015™
(0.199) (0.145) (2.177) (2.982) (0.524) (0.036) (-0.934) (-2.007)
MB -0.004 0.006 0.001*" -0.000 0.000 0.033 0.003""* 0.001
(-1.341) (0.820) (2.305) (-1.024) (0.052) (1.588) (2.869) (0.673)
Sigma -0.421™ -1.640™"  0.286™" 0.305"" -0.144 -0.995 0.288"" 0.263™*
(-4.056) (-5.101) (8.965) (8.788) (-0.534) (-0.790) (3.810) (3.430)
Size -0.007 0.034" -0.001 -0.004™" 0.032" 0.126™ -0.008™* -0.004"
(-1.075) (1.720) (-1.409) (-4.335) (2.700) (2.729) (-2.983) (-1.791)
Observations 1048 1048 1048 1048 109 109 109 109
R-squared 0.098 0.156 0.281 0.238 0.225 0.271 0.373 0.398

LEL I L N E,.J X g\ 1% ~ 5% ~ 10%57@‘%‘7};1‘;‘_ , sff«%i}]\ mx_ﬁ_;; tig
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Z 4-10 F 1 33% 48T » CSR I b ' it 7 107

# ESO 3 ESO
LS NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99 NCSKEW DUVOL VaR95 VaR99
Modell Model2 Model3 Model4 Modell Model2 Model3 Model4
C -0.028 -0.692™*" 0.023™" 0.058™" 0.041 -0.320 0.033"" 0.089"""
(-0.459) (-3.766) (3.271) (6.477) (0.725) (-1.596) (2.732) (6.761)
CSR 0.003 0.012 -0.004™" -0.005™"" 0.009 0.046" -0.004" -0.003"
(0.340) (0.459) (-3.823) (-3.752) (1.269) (1.899) (-1.824) (-1.702)
ROA 0.408"* 14177 0.006 0.014 0.213™ 0.853"" 0.014 -0.021
(5.834) (7.172) (0.682) (1.446) (2.359) (3.818) (1.053) (-1.502)
Lev 0.008 -0.010 0.005" 0.011™" 0.018 0.180™ 0.007 0.000
(0.331) (-0.130) (1.664) (2.821) (0.855) (1.981) (1.044) (0.032)
MB -0.005 0.003 0.001" -0.000 0.000 0.036™" 0.002™ 0.001
(-1.519) (0.417) (2.236) (-1.204) (0.063) (2.871) (2.289) (1.118)
Sigma -0.395™*  -1.553"*" 0.305™* 0.336™ -0.461" -1.590™ 0.289™ 0.130™"
(-3.431) (-4.388) (7.908) (8.104) (-1.878) (-2.257) (6.547) (2.605)
Size 0.002 0.072"" -0.001 -0.003™* -0.006 0.013 -0.002 -0.004™*
(0.216) (2.851) (-0.879) (-2.830) (-1.023) (0.573) (-1.108) (-2.720)
Observations 894 894 894 894 278 278 278 278
R-squared 0.105 0.177 0.290 0.262 0.092 0.200 0.192 0.110
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