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Abstract: In this study, companies listed in China between 2009 and 2015 were used as a
sample to examine the relationship between corporate social responsibility (CSR)
performance and CEO compensation. Considering the nature of property right and the
monitoring role of independent directors, this study further tests whether this relationship
differs between state-owned enterprises and non-state-owned enterprises, and whether this
relationship is moderated by the proportion of independent directors. The results showed a
significantly positive correlation between CSR performance and CEO compensation, and
such a relationship is stronger in non-state-owned enterprises than in state-owned
enterprises. However, the proportion of independent directors was not found to

significantly moderate this relationship.
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ﬁ%ﬁgﬁeaﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁwﬁﬁwﬁ’ﬁxﬁém ;%¢# é% (]
T fafez F 387 WA p 2008 & F4npe F R AL ¢ F Ap B 240 £ 2 H 2015
ESEH <<ﬁ'i_§iﬁ‘f£:fﬁr$>> (AL g FEFL R :}ﬂrs:) P12 (A€ FOE A
1) 2016 #gF ch(M> R S F{FhiFigFEapEin) » ~ 4 e
EEBFfBBAE T E - ¥ FAEF 2R 5L (CEO)4ad - & CEO
AFFERIREHFEFRETEIrL g g 7 hERFFEEALFLHF
1}#5’1{%}@” (Fama and Jensen, 1983) o F]* CEO #p¥¢2 & ¥4k ¢ § T 5 »xebf %
BEEATFE

‘—?%F mﬁﬂ"“’;ﬂi;ﬁ,ﬁé‘m‘ig—;ﬁiﬂgﬁ_@ CEO #p2 M 372 - R 3 =g 8
IR & Ap B (F /£ X f > 2016 ; Mahoney and Throne, 2005 ) » 97 7 B4 R
g Ap Fa;? (Cal Jo, and Pan, 2011; Fabrizi, Mallin, and Michelon, 2014 ) o 3% ¢ B < p& &0

EFEAEEF "Uk’rs Foigam A Fpcnhd AT g P o < 38T R Y A RS

b g FEE R AR Y RAPRFT O (EFAETEEAF) P Pw -
LA ,rpzﬂiém ca A MR R 0 A H S EEA G E s b
AT AR RELRALII R U A R B RRRTF T
RKS ehf#l B2 3o & ¥4 € §F T % F 4L % 1S026000 zfgg_fwrzl
(BOA)~p FH (A5SA )~ FE (154 )~ 7% (104~) e B3 w3 HEF¥
e FERLEE IR FTY G UL A2 TR T #*i‘fim R

CEO iR ¢ R L CEO T ¥A ¢ F 27 5 (McGulre, Ochmichen, WollfT,
and Hilgers,2017) > & @ ReFARFTT > WG EEL I KEF- ML i §
o BRI A - d RE AL R PHRRBRTE 0 BT £ FEEA i
PP REF > REGEARTEFAEE T EL 52003 - LERFHEPM - 7
2R EER LG TR EFEAE T EAR P2 T RaERE > Fla CEO
€ ?%‘K’?*iﬁg—;fi T p AR R ShF R B F S 3A Flo £ RAL§ T iZ 5258 CEO #7
PR ARG £ E R £ L RBARRT A o st vh s ¥ R4 B 2001 #
SEH ((F&@*:“itj? P2 FRHRAAELRL) NI 2P ET g
ﬁ PO EgERICE A2 - > BRABIFEIRFFEH M PR
o EFNAIREEL » RFIFEEA T g#%:* WA A AT p P ehR iR
¥ (Bebchuk and Fried, 2004 ) » 2@ B G a A FEM G H2FEHAELE R
A5 REFIRSE Fo4r KT £12 35 CEO FHpvehL 24 @A Frkofpk
BRABEFEERCAETEDIRT FEFAE T EREF B2 ETT LT ¢
AR B GILA R P TR R IR .
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EFEDF ) Ao 0 m AR S BB A E Tk 0 L J'“i‘?*@)j?%
AR E 0 Flt A 5ﬂ’%‘ﬁ“¢)§%éﬁ%—‘" R EEAEF E U ’25’5;‘«‘2‘2@/,?%’)3 2E
Z > &2  CEO ¥ 2bwh = « F I G 4 3Fp 5 % ¥k %15 CEO #pY
A i £ B4k~ (Bebchuk, Cremers, and Peyer, 2011 ) > i *
FrpTiod s Rk by - 23 -
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- ~ $ ¥4 ¢ § = §red CEO Fp

& ¥4 ¢ F =44 CEO A K frded o> 355 Hambrick and Mason (1984) » CEO
A REY A4 ERFEF oy a CEO HPVE f A€ F iZrcenh (ko 7725
- RPHUTT R o

B A &g KLD FoR R > & 4 B RAL > Jph 7 24 5 3 470 % -
LI ERAFPEHES LD A FLE EHFL -‘Fﬁig F iz T e ) ‘L*ﬁé/f%«"ji
Bad i ﬁ *eFT F 0 ALif 4o o McGuire, Dow, and Argheyd (2003) ¢ * KLD F #*
i) img P H2xr CEO #FHvenld > 2% F W HFHa L7 (%
ﬂwﬁ%#ﬂwnﬂﬂﬁw)%* $id ¢ F @iy AP 2 4pH - Deckop,
Merriman, and Gupta (2006)# * KLD F#E » % —‘ie#ﬂ Iy % 7l 5 A 9 CEO #Hpv

$&ggﬁfﬁiéﬁw’%£ﬁft%imCH)EW%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁ

& Ap B o Caietal. (2011) # * KLD F#LE » 12 % B 1996-2010 & = & 5 k& > &
7 %;‘ REFAHEF T 0 CEO FpVf 40k - £ ¥4 ¢ F Z ¥ »cdi g ¥4 CEO
¢ 368 B $Eh CEO Fp¥ > f5m B MBIl B 1% 4 2 I ehfie R o

FRMAAy R 22ERM P L R AT HEEALE T 2 B
|4 : Mahoney and Thorne (2005)# * CSID F #! & (Canadian Social Investment
Database) 7% & ¥4 € F T2 1 £ ¥4 ¢ §F Z %2k (total CSR) ~ & ¥4+
¢ 7 =& &% c(total CSRproduct> ¢ 7 8 S H A S ¥ ¥ 8 (%2 ok 3 )~
& ¥A g F T AR RHFc (total CSR people » & ZAL® ~ 5 A frf 1 B "f) 8%
FREmA R (LEERE) DM G FRELE P EDPEEME EEM
€F TG oe x4l > ¥ HP A & kop v m#% %aﬁé9ﬁ9°“@
Mahoney and Throne (2006)* i&— ¥ & {747 3 > 3 IR F 2 B FEAE T T
FAERRRARM > BEf i R EEiEs 24 g FiEar A3 P EApRE o
Fabrizi et al. (2014) & * EIRIS F#L & (Ethical Investment Research and Information
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Service) - A7 3 B IE R £ FAL G T EH L GILA R G A F D) AP H
ko g iga® AL R AL e B TR o
- JI?&F]J AR & FALE F T 0T F CEO #p¥ - Coombs and Gilley
(2005)§?KLD;I‘V}§_"‘-’”7#?P‘ iﬁ‘ﬁl&gﬁ‘iﬁﬁ‘grrrr?fAfT'@‘
S HEHIT MG A da s XY 8 CEO Fpv 2 M o #F G iﬁg e Rad= gz
% € ¥ CEO #p¥ ™ % > 32 % CEO 7'472* EFERiFAEF ER DD - Callan
and Thomas (2011)i¢ * KLD FHE » 222 § ¥4 € §F 550~ B FFEIT A Y~ B4
R PR AT ERL $ieF Eg 82 CEO #p" 5 & Ap i > 12
KERE R EFAE F EARTH CEO Fpawdp 104 > SEFP R ohf
B EFAEFTERFTET £ F o CEO o ® AR AR S o Av 3 #0007 WA p82
CEFAPFAFERBE Y IHEF IR I AL FAEFEIRERAY > TR
FORRG EAIA o Fl R RMEELIRAT GRS R A E L RR D
B fE o

moY R ETET Y  AFE AR S (2011) @ * 2001 & 2005 & ¢ R pE
2P s kA IE ;}gﬁ}g—ﬂz Rk~ FiEL ‘gﬂ;l CEREE RS BRgoak

5 ?&*jﬁ.&* NAk e F l*?‘fk#pﬁi’ RFATEREFALE T IR B FER

ERORED M o $42 T (2016) @ * RKS B §HIkF E:5mFORE > 1
Wﬂ%%%i2m3ﬁﬁiﬁ2“%ﬂ*ﬁ%’ﬁuﬁ3*$%§ﬁkﬁwib&
FRRE FREFAEFT T BRI FMED #EF&? SN V! (Rl §
TR E T 2R3 F FEF 0 H(2015) & v AT L £
G EALE F ok 1P B 122009 3 2014 & ﬂ&ﬁ\*”7
EFEHBIEEAFMPIORE FREFALEF T
PABFOAEFTET S AET £ FERA *‘?ﬁ’”&r}ﬁ"m%?i (RRE: q‘%‘frfﬂ’
&w(mm)@wﬂ@ww*ﬁiﬂ‘>'?% P%¢Hff%ﬂ‘fﬂfﬁﬁi ?
Fizdpdc 3 CEO Frpst E £ 7 p FIEAL G §1 25 IR mCEO #=
i R {ﬂﬂ&f@’ s A ehECE. *f??ﬂh‘,’#‘— FpREAg T Iy 2B Ee

SR U A€ FE S s CEO el x 2 - RO ¥ i .75 g 2
*mﬁkmﬁﬂ’*ﬁﬂKZFmW?jﬁlkﬁﬂgﬁ IR o R Y
ST 0 A A B (RATE AR S 020115 4188 020165 B
2016)m‘$;ﬁ{{£¥&§-§%:{.&%tzf CEO#Hp'm X R Apb - F L ¥ BiTAALE T 12
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R & E 5 PRt 2E®/T & ;#ifi&mlkl“’ ¥ 4% > Shleifer and Vlshny (1994) 2
Hung, Wong, and Zhang (2012)4p 1B F £ ¥ 5 & B NP4 > 5 - AR
LR RE At RIS i o L ﬁi%f@’ﬁ {E#'ﬁ'ﬁ LS H s p R t“ﬁﬁ‘éf”"‘
B2 ‘f_\;p“rffrrf\tv# ‘P‘]I_E])a ¥ 4 BEFHIR ,:»JI}"T’“'@]JIF‘J—)‘ %3

EFEREFEDR TR EEMRD Ry > 5 H LR 5 H % 0w Said, Yuserrie, and
Haron (2009)F" § % RFCAF S bIR P ¥ 0 EFAE F i rcdddr | 5 -
PR EF2 5T AHERL2 1nfﬁrx’?]J?Z]’ﬁi?#ﬁﬁiﬂ‘“‘ikdﬁzlpi#g
TR G A ﬁy Hygis poanm 2285 A 415 15 g4 % £ - Chen, Hung, and
Wang (2018)# I¥ MM ¥ ¥R ¢ F @t N § 3 susd o T 220

AfIEE~ 2P 2 Aar Wﬁzfmﬁ TR L EAE T EFELL S 2P A
RLOPPRGERT £ X 5P - ¥ Jiang Lin,and Lin (2014)» % 7R > R}
EE2 RITAFPpRGTZER G £ EF 0 AL T B o TG S 4 ang T2
B S S TR 0 G Rk £ SN S CEO
TR B Ema (FR% B4 20105 B 223548 > 2014 ; Fan, Wong, and
Zhang, 2007; Du, Tang, and Young, 2012) ° se/f-i & ¥ fo (4L ¢ § Eehi & 5jds 4
BALE A AT R E ik € 1 KL AAPT T 0 mae T CEO ) { Hefi iR
oA hE ¥4 € F @ 2 4l e fi g $4E € § = Fok (Jiang, Zalan, Herman,
and Shen,2018) - M7 £ ¥ 5 A X FpUsHET R > 3 X F- L BERE > ki
4 RAGEL S g e BLH BB REE R BT £ G
2R EFE-REIRSANE IRIREFREFTE (F2H2012) -

Ra oo E]p & ¥ .‘:j-,_/:_‘%ﬁ'ﬁimf_" TARR b X ’? PRy (M*&E-miZ1eg
4k > 2005 ; Groves, Hong, McMillan, and Naughton, 1995) - 7 5 P 2 cnggpds £
g4 UFIR G EFGIEA PR R ME R R SR A {5 A
FEtE o T LA pTie S B 0 FIG 5 # PRTRS SERRE T gk
HR R e BEH R AR PERT o B P REE R I0A R AR Y
wid L FamTsa A (MY EFE L 520055 B 2223542 > 2014) - Joskow, Rose, and
Wolfram (1996)F 3 # T f ¥ 4% X E’JJ'{)"T%: #1°CEO #p¥-k T B F M3t H 6 2 2o
Hesfle Feas (2005) @ % 143 30 R 7 27 FHLEFL2PRG £ 2o gm
FRET w gk o M ER A (2005) » RY P RABRTREATERRT £F 5
GFREG A 4] B B IIRE B ATRTE F 204 B 1AL A e Fp e
~ 4 iEH - Kato and Long (2006) 12 ® I_&] RRAFLTER WG A E DB EEA
g o AT RAPROTER G £ E G L BAY REF £ F 2 S A EHM IR
- BRI B FEEAFME E XY @43 F ¥ (Himmelberg, Hubbard, and
Palia, 1999) - —*Ff C WG g Eehs Piamt L (Fanetal, 2007) > » ¥ #XK
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CEO shix B § &% & 33 4 p 2 m*‘-’rﬁ’” C Fpt o - B £ EF TR EEA
g AR LI A ARG & Flre S Ay g 0 B FR7
R oo HRWERG L F AR ,ng;h% KPERA S ik g FiE o
TR (Wernerfelt, 1984) > 2L@ 5 ¥4V 2R £ ¥4 L TR Fa
Mot ffites A€ F 2 £ FALE F A2 Fwtin W (Zhao,2012) » gt
kg 2 e B Fc e A M T o B 7 o & 1558 P (Goldman, Rocholl, and So,
2013) i » 17 ¥ (Bl hE Flakds > 2009) > 3 % fijc B & (Adhikari, Derashid,
and Zhang, 2006 ) » #& = £ ¥ 0 & & > % Mg 7 E2d (Fanetal., 2007; Claessens, Feljen
and Laeven, 2008) - J&E# { < cnfl & » A A X Bap S M B a7 & o 22RF £
EERE B A A hT s KPR R TS BN BRERE A ?‘LW}*
i LFLREEFRE CBRERL B B fF T 4 o Tt AR iﬁ
B CEO fite 3-8 f AL § %6 » " CEORFT L ¥R EFEF5 67 - *kmf—‘ﬁ
B Jh fEA g TS a2t B £ F CEO S T 4e o 570 #hif > e di e
- g

H2: § %Ak ¢ izsircdr CEO Frpient ApM M B A2bm G £ 57 VW3 &
Z o EEV GG EAE F @5 %l CEO FPM thenfl 3

Jfgiﬁifxi‘iiﬁ‘ié‘ﬁ CEF G AT FPENEE R g NIRRT R T
XA FET Y sﬁf‘éﬁ’”%)ﬁ?""fwi"lﬁq_i!l&—tfi?g;’ii‘f_‘;—y(’#,j.ﬁn,\q‘_4 ¢
P dt i PP A 4R~ it - (Jensen and Murphy, 1990 ) ° 2=4r9 (2007 ) # 7 % R
FF g roARF o AR R KPR IS K 0 AR MR IER AL - &
FERAKFIEFAHEFEFAFAHMELERE H AR 22TFE§REXLEFEA
g FEgI 5 - Hoakdgth o G FPE N - 30A e

WAL EREFTEHN L EZ BB LER G S FEAE T EE
& 5L 4 ¢ 5“3 (Bansal and Roth, 2000; Vilanova, Lozano, and Arenas, 2009 ) >
& ¥ e #2 (McGuire, Sundgren, and Schneeweis, 1988; Brammer and Millington, 2005 )
BRE (Bowman and Haire, 1975; Waddock and Graves, 1997; Schnietz and Epstein,
2005) & § 4 o

B2 gAY LG - B EaBak pEET > T AEF 2720 wd b
eI E O GARR > T E § b AR > O F Ap IS FIARE > FdRIE
RAE AW FEE A (2004) Wi EEAMEFT A HARF B KRFEE
e b F M L HEEFFHEIZA 5 27 4] § & - Conyonand He (2011)
P RABEAFES T ARSPARAOFTFRPZIEVORF O HF G
TE A FERNE A AT €3 S oehf i 4% o gt b > Hong, Li, and Minor (2016)3
NP hein PG IE A FA Y T CSR 23 7] 0 A7 7 B I CSR acf~ 1t 9%

ABE - RIEFEM g4 CSREREHFME Qensp k> ¥ 2P0 E v T

£ 5 -

‘-Hi:
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FAT T iEGR

H3: &3
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LAk g FiE o CEO FHpveant ApM M b S 0B g £7 {5 o
5.\312—%g
CHRARRERAESR

*?&"ﬁ“‘ﬂ /}él#ﬁ’ﬁ A”f—;%‘tﬂ\\’ f‘tﬂ‘ﬂpﬁlk20094 2015 & » 1/
F%%$”“~‘%Wﬂ ER G F L L ECLEL R PR EREE
(ST 2 #ST 27 |~ Q)R EFHAF - DRERF ERFIE C2O)FERT {
HREmag L TR REETHRAL Y 1982 BREE - 580 Eg EH Sy
FEOEE > A2 2R R BT 1% winsorize AL o A2 fEAE F T
FH KB RHIFF T (RKS) FRE » BT @A45475 T % kp
CSMAR R 3 % FH AL -

=~
A - ST FR B4 (LNCOMP) 175 Ji sgg: EFALE T E N

(CSR) & 1 & p % AR ASF Y < fro f FALE F iZ 524 (CSR) it
el g RN > e HL e

LNCOMP,, = B, + B,CSR,, , + B,SOE,, + B;BOARDIND,, + B,ROA,, + ;MB,,
+ B,RET,, + B,LEV,, + B STDRET,, + ,STDROA, ,
+ f3,,LNBOARD,, + 8,,LSHR,, + §,,OWNERSHIF,, + §,,DUAL,,
+ B,,AGE,, + B,sTENURE,, + B,;GENDER,, + f8,,LNSIZE,

+ B,sLNGDP,, + 3 Year + Y Ind +¢,, (1)

A B FEEAE T I RGBT AT IR £ F

R EFEFET Pﬁm’ﬁ %i"’ “‘*‘*'l(l)écw?l (SOE) & & ¥4+ ¢ § T 5 >¢
(CSR) 1 IR o oA (2) o TR E S E o

! ST (special treatment)dp * B = Fik 72 5 T3 AT R RS H v pRn IR B F et 7 27 5 BH
£ % %740 RJT (special treatment) » SRR R ARG ST % o B 4 jRimdpand (D@ & %
H o QF MR BN LR G ST A4 F AT R G

PR MRFT SR F LI § Rl R R FEYY é\iﬁafﬂ C B ERT A kP ATH E M
FESUHAW S g, a L ETRETAEEEMS 02 iR -
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LNCOMP,, = B, + B,CSR,, , + B,SOE,, + B;SOE,, x CSR;, , + B,BOARDIND;,
+ BsROA;, + BsMB,, + B,RET,, + By LEV,, + B,STDRET,,
+ B,0STDROA,, + B,,LNBOARD,, + 8,,LSHR,, + f3,;OWNERSHIP,,
+ B,,DUAL,, + B,sAGE,, + B,,TENURE,, + f3,,GENDER,
+ B,sLNSIZE,, + B,,LNGDP., + Y Year + > Ind +¢,, 2)

Ao BRI R R EAE T R R EMT L M G LE LB £
BRI & A ()4 » 0 b2 F %0 #/(BOARDIND )& § %4+ € # iz % »2(CSR)
LRI 0 A iAI(3)}

LNCOMP,, = B,+ B,CSR,, , + B,SOE, , + B;BOARDIND, , < CSR,, , + f,BOARDIND,
+B;sROA,; , + BsMB,, + B,RET, , + B,LEV,, + B,STDRET,,
+B,)STDROA, , + ,,LNBOARD, , + B,,LSHR, , + 3,;OWNERSHIP,,
+p,,DUAL,, + B,sAGE, , + B,,TENURE, , + ,,GENDER, ,
+ B,sLNSIZE; , + B;,LNGDP., + Y Year+ ). Ind +¢,, (3)

# ¢ 5 CEO #p (LNCOMP) 3 &4 & 2B P 3 ¢ 0% 0 CEO Ff'2p &
e o CEO Fpi— 4o 45 [ W 3p o g > BB 5 9 e ” RS 1
3¢ RYAUEER O PRI E P R Y B SR 0T w7
BITRES T - AR o R AR RAERPRPN B fERT FH
G A AR ERILEAEE W @ 0 T 4% Black-Scholes i # # %if #03] »
AR ST R REEP I o A Y RAES FRFMTL RREROEE o EAE
F 252 (CSR) # &k (RKS) FHEHE 4§ F EZi2hmith - BB G
2009 T 2015 EnF Ak BELZHEHEDEEFAEFTEHRE E PSS T
2009 % 2015 & =i » B 2008 & 2014 £ enf ¥4k ¢ FiE s LY -1 P
chCSR 155 p %o

G FIREGTE S G PGB P AR P 2P R S 2708
W RSN B R AP R RET BHEG  ARRP T o F A BATY
dp i Hond g gy R E Y S PR O] TR 2 4 vcdg R (Lambert and
Larcker, 1987; Jensen and Murphy, 1990) > & % 1 F A 35 (RO4) (£ 5 €32
s gm E g %U*W*‘_ , _&_img“‘l' PLARYF 0 WP § imrg Wi 4 4%43F > CEO
FILF ox > CEO #-¢ W iR SEH PE2 0 20 B Flree L
% (RET) 1% ffi® g (MB) » 29 » B4 S (RET) w14 Bk & %41

3L ﬁfi,w? Hac{ £ 28 X & (Aiken, West, and Reno, 1991; Cohen, Cohen, West, and Aiken, 2003 ) -
R R B M Rk SRR AT BEAI(2) ~ Q)Y ks BB EEY S TR ¥
Hodd T B FOT -

AR AT Yt CSREFA TR - R -
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PKFOERLIFPFHEE LG EE S (MB)MRED & 5‘$ 135 & 8 F (market
tobookratio) HrE £ F NS KL FRPFOEFPEI SR EDE R F LY
4f 72 (Smith and Watts, 1992) » ¢ %+ G324 f B «gfpY > 54 CEO ¢ #3{ % o0
Fp -
SF R R ARM 2 B R ER] ¢ AR R R AR 5 (STDRET) ~ AR 5 L &
F (STDROA ) 11 2 p4334f 4% (LEV ) " R 3R 5 (STDRET) 14" & 3R ¥ 5§
(RET) th= # R enfE B L §r 8 f $09 Fh g G124 € 9h ' B0 > b g4k~ >
¢ & RiF3|AxF crgrpY o Cyert, Kang, Kumar, and Shah (1997)F 7 4 3% & 3R ¥ 54
AR h P 0 FRFEIR A FHAYAxF o Core, Holthausen, and Larcker (1999)F 7 3
BBIFEEA %ﬁ’” 27 b % & & F B % o Hogan and Sigler (1998)R]3%n 5 b 4%+ » =
PRI IEE A RPN R R SIE A o FR SR R AR o TR 2 PR
> WARR D FAFMF A S S (STDROA) 1 F AP S (ROA) dh= & K iR %
AHFE  BORLARA R F - Ko BRENB LS w3 RIER] S MAME R (LEV) B2
BER “ﬁi AT A GTE o 7 P4 IHE 15 o Yermack (1995)3n 5 & @ BFA%® > A
CEO % &8 4] » FIo f #0780 j4pB - FH PR3 -
W PSR R R ¢ 32 E F € A (LNBOARD )~ 9= & % +* 5|( BOARDIND )~
% - %9 g Emit ] (LSHR) 1% CEO 459t 5| (OWNERSHIP) - ¥ % ¢ .40
(LNBOARD) & % ¢ * #cP-p R4t T ¢ RHAL < FF ¢ hE e ds i
CEO s« 414% = (Jensen, 1993; Yermack, 1996) » 538 & JE {8  § Fp¥ e i [HAx
(Coreetal.,1999) g F 8L 2 & 5 = F % 5| (BOARDIND) % fhz % 4
ﬁif‘l—aﬁi € RAHED - dm g o Jh ﬁib“ PlAXE > E¥ E 'I“*%\ﬁ* v AR
W F PR G IZ A F T I (entrenchment) ™ % B & % (opportunism) 2 {7 i
M ¢ FEE G {3 »xF (Conyonand He,2011) » ;:c?ﬁﬂﬂ BEAE o % - 2K 9‘\:% ]
i) (LSHR) A%3 > fgAs ¥ » o @ chp 2 rk ﬁz-;::u@;g ( Linck, Netter, and
Yang, 2008 ) » FERl % — < R L FF I )22 CEO #pY f 4p B - CEO 4F %%t b
(OWNERSHIP ) 1 53 &30 ) K efF % ﬁt"f MR OR FeTE o F O b4 g 2. CEO
HAFZEm L 5- Ko s N2 4 > & CEO #Fp4x 1 (Caietal., 2011) - 2
Moo ETRAEYOLGARE > HE O P A KBS AR H B LT
%%ﬁﬁw%ifNi%‘$@$*%W(B%mwﬁMFm@2%M’ﬁlﬁ$%
w o CEO 2 x5 % L& (DUAL) : B# %8k pREVBFEL IR - A5
1; 2050 CEO2FEFLARE - ¢ 77 afped 2 R (HATAEFIL 57
2003 5 #2512 B %35 > 2005 ; Yermack, 1996; Core et al., 1999) » CEO =i 4| ¢ {
SO FFAAFREPECEO R E LB > FILFEH GBS o

SOREDHHERRT T O(RRA-BRP I AT FTRBIR) <l ARFHESRP LD D
GFILBE B ERF I <F P RS "J‘E'fg':"°



& EAE F 3ok CEO HFprenh % 1

. CEO ##x> o eh%#ice 35 CEO ##% (AGE)~ CEO =4 (TENURE) 1 %
CEO {+% (GENDER)- # ¢ » CEO ## (AGE) % CEO By & & chi sk » §3
2 );J%’;?ifu CEO &£ &2l 2 5 - 2L G APz s s S FLw M %o
F- T EE S B TR € 33 (Gibbons and Murphy, 1992) 0 s & 2 2 3FR[ > #
CEO =¥ (TENURE) % CEO § # K ¢ 54337 £ ¥ CEO B = & fcffr g - &1 &
$4p 02 > CEO £ EpF AR E > SoRARE S » A% 7 iy B TR B hFpY o 2 ¢ > CEO
BN PHEERIFEEARERARL > RARET A (T R4 BB L aEp
# % ¥p* ( Abernethy, Kuang, and Qin, 2014 ) » # 3¢y CEO = #} (TENURE) ¥ #p*

*4p k5 CEO 2% (GENDER) % m#%# > % % V’L Ha Lo *MHk 5 00/
< [g%’? A MBFIREGEEAF T HFIFERE AN (Glbbons and Murphy, 1990;
Joskow, Rose, Shepard, Meyer, and Peltzman, 1993; Bertrand and Hallock, 2001 ) » -+ £
BIAGEIEA S G X T I FHPES L o

Bfs o Bis o 7 B Hce 3520 7 B0 (LNSIZE) ~ 2125 (SOE) 2 # % &

A B A2R (LNGDP)- 2 ¢ » o @24 (LNSIZE) Tl f ¥ 3 F AP-p R4 ‘f‘i@:lf
PP ARBOR IR RO ] 2 PR EP R AT (SOE) G -
R §EFSRF £FFORES 10 3500 WG £y I“”*frﬁ’”l%*‘
Hd (WA & A 52005 H2512 F¥ss > 2005 ; Joskowetal., 1996 ) > 3p 8 %
BPELE o REABEMRE (LNGDP) %hig * o @ 51 h 0k 35 GDP 7 5
P REAEERREDEFERSEE RO AE > FlEARF S F o FPVOK
TAXE o A2 VA r ERBEAE2 Feonk WL RFIRFFEEAELIBREAR P
REH R BB oo T REDTR RS L

B REEr
R Ut =

A A PR BGE FAGE B A B % 4ok 1.CEO 1T 355 4+ i LNCOMP)
50132260 3% 5 5 TIagpd £ 554,588 & 4 A M (9 RT 5% 2,429,095 ) 0 k| &
11,1953 & 2 £Ffv g | & 5 72,800 = 4 3 ¥ ( 547 5 % 318,863 = )» B < 18 15.124>
¥ L ho® FE L 3,699,988 & 4 n M (KET 5% 16,205,945 &) ¥ R SIB A B
FB B B ML FEIE X o £ EA ¢ F T M (CSR) chT a4 s 3530 4 0 %8 71.3
Ao B 187 4 o KAEIE (SOE) 5 > 47 F 62%A K £ > & Li and Zhang
(2010)% ¥ 2 63.15%4p i1 » LB & 2 P 2 P T i FE § § R H K

6 A2 rypiEd 2 JI% BTEF AT -Eu.i S Pk T o B S jxc;yzktl?u;\,pa]’,
% (Chenetal,2018) - FlFcfrv 1158 £ F 5 BHA LA F RS NEHE- fE2
LR O F PR AL T IR Y RSORR R PR e ﬁ#&aﬂ&‘%ﬁﬂﬂ;
Lo wA2 MR RFERFE 2 -



12 &g

(LNBOARD) e tafc® 2213 g ¥ ¢ RHT 5 9 4 5 4 5w Kato andLong
(2006)% Conyon and He (2011)% # 2 ¥ ¢ RHT399.72 %2 9.74 L 4p % - = &
% (BOARDIND) T ¥ait 5 8_36.9% > $-] B H_30% > 3P 3MA & ¥ > -ari w
PG D 2P P2 F R ELLY RN 22 - B FRF B F -
w o o RIS G 333% 0 TR g EOpE FE A B AR E L
Rz &2 — o #7727 Conyon and He (2011)~ # p 2003 % 2005 it 4 = # 2. T35
33.51%48 512 o % — <R Kt b (LSHR) T 398 38.4% » $o | B F 9.8% » 1%k
A 40 B B 76% 0 — b x o CEO # 3%t 5] (OWNERSHIP) X355 % 1.9% -
¥ 50%1 1 CBO & A 4595 » 3 * 384 CEO 3 £ 530 4 > CEO % i i
B 13.6%nE £ FE E RS A B E - (DUAL) » CEO ih® 1o & (AGE) 4.
49 f » Tiaiz gy (TENURE) 8_4.3 £ 5 95%# CEO £_9 % o

225 A%uz2 CSRTWEar® i, d 2757 KA #Bwﬁuﬁ
BFELEIE B > NFEI AN E I XA ENZ FEAEFEH TS50 L
Bodi o Bt A LG M AR 0P AHIRIEE T I5 4406 K20 B
PFRofeda s RFEREFAGTES R odh o ipF2 £ R4 Firsox
3902789 Lid AEY L Huw A E2 CSRAFE» Y A3 31 540 2 FF » F po ol

GEAEFEE L FEFERE

%35 CSR BramtsERMBEHM L R APHF2 CSRHEr»aTos 35250 4
¢4 ﬂm9&,a2835Mﬁ530u~+’¢ﬁhﬁﬁf CSR T a0k 2305 ¥ ¢ >
5P EA &ﬁ&&ﬁ%Sﬁ%%@ﬁ $#5%Eﬁﬁﬁukvﬁﬁﬁ

FiE A B AT B f R R AL E T T L6 B

‘;} %\» Vi



1 st i

FrE Tiam I Bl p25 p50 p75 BB
LNCOMP 1982 13.226 0.718 11.195 12.788 13.250 13.642 15.124
CSR 1982 35.300 10.448 18.700 28.060 33.140 39.560 71.300
SOE 1982 0.620 0.485 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
BOARDIND 1982 0.369 0.052 0.300 0.333 0.333 0.385 0.571
ROA 1982 0.054 0.046 -0.101 0.029 0.049 0.077 0.206
MB 1982 3.143 2.240 0.648 1.670 2.517 3.858 12.789
RET 1982 0.271 0.568 -0.518 -0.131 0.141 0.541 2.441
LEV 1982 0.474 0.205 0.056 0.320 0.487 0.638 0.863
STDRET 1982 0.477 0.375 0.022 0.214 0.364 0.634 1.829
STDROA 1982 0.017 0.019 0.001 0.006 0.011 0.020 0.110
LNBOARD 1982 2.213 0.199 1.609 2.197 2.197 2.303 2.708
LSHR 1982 0.384 0.152 0.098 0.256 0.386 0.503 0.760
OWNERSHIP 1982 0.019 0.069 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.449
DUAL 1982 0.136 0.343 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
AGE 1982 48.962 5.662 35.000 45.000 49.000 52.000 63.000
TENURE 1982 4.338 3.138 1.000 2.000 3.000 6.000 13.000
GENDER 1982 0.951 0.216 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
LNSIZE 1982 15.783 1.317 13.227 14.849 15.644 16.641 19.258
LNGDP 1982 10.859 0.450 9.706 10.513 10.899 11.210 11.576

L RBCL A D LNCOMP S CEO [ Frpis~p R s CSRE B R IRIF £ FAL € § 2354 (SOEL ¥ T2 ¥l ¥ £ 07 Findl  LRFLRAG
1> 37150 BOARDIND 3 o= % 1+ ) i ROAZ L S {14 AT A I MB5 29 S £k 3 Srif @ vk A4 5 8 2 0 RET 5 3 S 14 gk
ENAIE R T E LR AR S GrR 2 LEVE MR 0 LA R AT AR 2 1 STDRET 5 % R AR il 0 5 > 104 g IR & 0%l indE 0 g 4R i 5 ch=
T L §FR 2  STDROA: FAFPF R F » NF AP F = EHRBLGR 2 ; LNBOARD > % § 4> 2 E F ¢ 0 4 P $iciim® 2  LSHR: ¥ -
LI A 4500 ) 5 OWNERSHIP S CEO# 30t & » I CEO#45 9% & % 8 S8 B0t 6)(%o) 78 2. s DUALSZCEOR 2 { 24 $ £ 2 A %% $CEO{ 25T £
Pil 20505 AGE: CEOY # 2 ## 5 TENURE  CEO &% # #c ; GENDER & CEO1. %] 2 1 8 % #c » FCEOL T fpF 21> L1250 LNSIZES & 2 @
WA AT AP BRI GFE 2 LNGDP: ¥ % 5AEEARE » 112 P4tk cnT iaA A GDPEp AR 2 o

¥ o el OFD Hxe

€l



%2 A%u2 CSR T4 wi ¥ 3

A R BAE  TmE  #EE B p25 p50 p75 AR

N SNECING 37 2791 5.48 18.70 24.03 28.01 31.88 43.82
HHE 73 37.16 11.70 18.70 29.80 34.96 39.43 69.19
i ¥ 1226 34.66 9.81 18.70 27.78 32.76 38.93 71.30
T B S BE 2 ks A el 128 37.55 10.34 20.96 30.70 35.08 42.13 71.30
EHRE 51 39.35 12.67 19.93 31.33 35.98 42.53 71.30
PHEfPRLE 93 38.55 11.93 19.13 29.03 37.06 46.01 71.30
LLEH B TR E 151 36.51 12.86 18.70 28.55 32.73 39.24 71.30
firﬁr% L 6 37.24 5.07 31.92 33.26 36.62 39.87 45.16
P4 B it e LR 59 34.68 8.64 18.70 28.39 33.90 39.99 63.40

S AAE 85 33.47 10.16 18.70 26.11 32.41 38.12 57.11
e Ffop IR £ 7 44.06 14.33 24.34 29.99 43.06 56.45 65.78
ISTINE: 2 S LD F A 4 19 37.22 5.99 21.58 33.26 36.06 41.82 48.10
e frat g 1 i ¥ 3 55.11 5.07 51.64 51.64 52.76 60.92 60.92
SN i 15 31.48 5.52 21.93 27.62 31.07 34.94 40.88
e 29 32.89 12.55 18.70 22.89 31.17 38.76 65.98
Total 1982 35.25 10.45 18.70 28.06 33.14 39.56 71.30

A8uE p
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r

43 CSR¥»=D@ERNFEN 2

£R  BRAE TmE EBIL B E p25 p50 p75 B A E
2009 162 28.44 8.02 1870 2353 27.03 3137 64.86
2010 236  30.82  9.56 1870 2474 28.10 33.62  71.30
2011 248 3248 11.05 1870 2491 2962 3670  71.30
2012 324 3469 1049 1870 2798 3213 3748 7130
2013 344 3689 992 1870 3039  34.54  40.00  71.30
2014 333 3824 955 1970  31.54 3592 4295 7130
2015 335 3960 953 1993 3322 3790 4352 7130
Total 1,982 3525 1045 1870  28.06 33.14 39.56  71.30

- ~iPM Rk

d % 4chjphf T 4% 5 0 CEO FpY (LNCOMP) $ § ¥4 ¢

TARRE > BER - AR oA WA m¢$%*§ il EHrlpFERE BT R
&ﬁ% FALE T EL AR LR E iﬁmﬁ°i¢CH)%M?éﬁ#%&@xﬁ
B <MY EOREED 2 pkdp ke ik o 2 82 P 4k (RO4) ~ CEO %
{izEgEE (DUAL) ~ 27 LﬁﬁfL (LNSIZE) 3 ¥ % 5% B2k (LNGDP) £ %
rAnh o B pAFEE (LEV) 2 CEO #%% &| (OWNERSHIP) £ 5 - TALR § #p
B o CSR % »c2? SOE & 28 ¥ * 49 B - #7 Chenetal. (2018)% 2 B & #4943t 2t

EFLF AT R E PR R T EMER L R AR - R &
LRBE & SRR G 0 %1 MM (LEV) fo2 @ 40 (LNSIZE) ip b
#0.517> 3 35 »c (RET) 4o & vt (MB) #4p B 48 0.431 > & ¥ 24 (LNSIZE)
fo® tE vt (MB) ehAp B %4 #-0.411 > CEO # 3%+t &) (OWNERSHIP) 4= CEO £_% 4
EEFE (DUAL) erjp b 48 0.422 > 2 8 AR B (R dicdn [ 20 0.4 5 71 i - H sk 2
FROOELMMENAL A hE - a4 R F VIF R VIF ¥ 45 55
B 2w MR 100 Ft 2 3 ABkE e d £ X AU R A (Kennedy, 1992) ©
oA GalkE: CHESERBZAHEE ¥ AT R B 4S8 CEO &pY
2 B R AH R G e AR RO E R A Lo

A~ m‘
i

o

A

’r*)«-



4 M Tl

(1 @ ©) 4 ) (©) (M ®) ) (10) an (12) (13) 14 (15) 16 17 (18
(1)LNCOMP 1.000
(2)CSR 0.202""  1.000
(3) SOE -0.016 0.104"  1.000
(4)BOARDIND ~ -0.034 0.018  -0.009  1.000
(5)R04 0.234™"  0.007  -0.140"" -0.042" 1.000
(6)MB -0.038"  -0.086™" -0.205"" 0.026 0.193""  1.000
(T)RET -0.042"  -0.041"  -0.087"" 0.004 0.051"  0.431™  1.000
(®)LEV -0.060”"  0.092" 0.002 02477 -0331"" -0.1777"" -0.028 1.000
(9)STDRET -0.081""  -0.244" 0.028  0.003 0.060"™" 0234 0356 0.078""  1.000
(10)STDROA -0.094™  -0.066™" -0.050"" -0.003 -0.139™  0.189™  0.020  -0.117""  0.109™" 1.000
(I1LNBOARD ~ 0.091"  0.102™" 0.247™" -0332""  0.026  -0.144" -0.069" 0.124™ 0.028 -0.025  1.000
(12)LSHR -0.028 0.114™ 0277 0.077""  0.009 -0.076™"  -0.012 0.056"  0.005 -0.031  -0.010 1.000
(13)OWNERSHIP -0.072""" -0.022  -0.336™" -0.011 0.022 0.178""  0.049""  -0.173"" -0.033  0.047"" -0.087"" -0.081""  1.000
(14)DUAL 0.072""  -0.019  -0.306"" 0.026 0.042" 0.092”"  0.050™  -0.141"" -0.026  0.036" -0.158"" -0.103""  0.422" 1.000
(15)AGE 0.115™  0.092™" 0.154™ 0.063" -0.019 -0.044™  -0.025 0.010 -0.095™ -0.003  -0.071"™"  0.089™" -0.040"  0.129"™" 1.000
(16)TENURE 0.165™" 0137 -0.144™" 0.046”  0.024  -0.018 0.023 -0.089""  -0.324" -0.039" -0.004  -0.122"  0.069"" 0.085" 0217 1.000
(17)GENDER -0.044™  -0.002  0.073"" -0.010 0.043"  -0.014 -0.002 0.015 0.015  -0.012  0.076™  0.019 0.000  0.022  0.004 -0.036" 1.000
(18)LNSIZE 0317 0352 0.333™" 0.0467 0002 04117 -0.101"" 05177 -0.065" 0147 02877 0295 0217 -0.128" 0.131°" 0.002  0.013 1.000
(19)LNGDP 0267 0.183™" -0.060"" -0.027  -0.028  -0.010  -0.002  -0.0250  -0.251""" -0.090""" -0.083""  0.100”"  0.037°  0.063"" 0.067"" 0.123" 0.046" 0.083"""

S e * Kok
FE i S

TR A7 10% > 5%~ 1%R R, R o RETRF R e
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=~ BREE

F Ao WAI(1)i2 (7 OLS @ fF 4 47 sk - > £ A %4 » 2 T CSRx
SOE {v CSRxBOARDIND FI¥-31(2)1r(3)* i& 7 fF A 47 > thsh Bin i = 2 iR
=) L\}Eﬁ;‘g\*q LRI A 5o

B - TER] & EAL € F T4 rndkdE - CEO B 17 cngrpidd 5 > & 5 H0al(D)7

ad o EFEAE T EE (CSR) hikdics 0.004 (p<0.05) » & iEH- - & o 7]
(2)# > SOE i § > P W £ ¥ 5 aFp L L3 F 0 ARETE & F
¢ F T draehi k7 (CSRXSOE) thfc s -0.005 » i& 10%:HE7 % K » 3 4p it
ARG EF ARG £ ¥Y o TR CEOfA T EEAE FiZ 4 AL L0
Fa 3 EEEL g m T FiE g F Esocd CBO Fpan MM %A
ARG AEY W A ELH 0 RRC EFAE TG b FT 624
¥4 ¢ F 24 rxeht 38 (CSRxBOARDIND) th#c s -0.034 » f 10%:088 ¥ -k 2 1

AEF BRI AL PR LA A B FFR: CEOHEEREF ZoRTE
LA P E Y o m TR g E i g F i CEO FEM iR E € 3 4 o
ATVRAFGHEZEIFIAEREEME T T AR LEREFTEIREFLI T E

CEO ##” <hfa 1% (Rose, 2007) ©

At > RBEDGE S v A RETFHPE o £3589 (RO4) ~ 2 E
(MB) 2 CEO #p g ¥ 2 4p M (p<0.01) - @ H5»c (RET) Tradics §
Ao d - ROV L FEP RABRARED F g REPBS L o *%f**ff»iw:
R2F D P ehirk o [arEE (LEV) chikdc s -0.226 (p < 0.01) » 3/ i 8 4 4
CEO &% &g iv* » f F4%3 » CEO d¥FpiAkis o« M R ARk &> 5 (STDRET) &
CEO #f & 2 404 (p<0.05) » 3P CEO & $tehh '6 ¢ K H FPET K > b4
AEA S FRARR o W P s 5 £ X § A (LNBOARD) chfidic s & v e 2
BE o % - xR A% 6 (LSHR) ¥k -0.608 (p<0.01) » 3P s fEcnft @ > ¢
AR L & ¥ CEO { § ERehE &qvimd > ia $#r4] CEO 3 §7 # - CEO 4+
it ) (OWNERSHIP) t#c i -0.843 (p<0.01) > 3. 1 CEO 453 (A% % » 279k
L 15 4%— 5% > CEO ¢ 4EB~chirpuas > - CEO L =3 ¥ £ (DUAL) skt 0.177
(p<0.01): %P CEO £ =# % £ *CEO m%gf A& A FHFAXE - CEO e M(AGE%
¥ (TENURE) ~ & ¥%.4 (LNSIZE) ~ ¥ % .5 B4R (LNGDP) i #c's

& (p<0.01)

\‘Ev

TEARYAIRIE > AKXEAESEHET £ F (SOE=1) ﬂfrikﬁ]p &% (SOE=0) plEEH - > B
CSR 2 s ¥ in ot Bk A 23 F Gl T AT A2ER G £ ¥R A2 CSR %8 0.010 4 % 3
)&W}’ £ EH A2 CSR %#H0.003 > 22 A~ - 2 3p 8 *L%pr oo

S hr- HBHRAFALIAT £ ¥ (SOE=1) fr22W G &£ ¥ (SOE=0) > #EBEHEZ EFRIFE  HKik
CSR X BOARDIND sivc % £ % € f‘],}_,;]“*%‘r 3R AL RS ET MU P GELES ik
AP IEAERFARE



18 4§ g3+

#5 CEOFPMaLFReFagneFriiss

LS g 8 LNCOMP
A > (1) (2) (3)
CSR + 0.004™ 0.007™* 0.003™
(2.35) (2.59) (2.32)
SOE - -0.047 -0.055 -0.046
(-1.22) (-1.41) (-1.17)
CSRx SOE - -0.005"
(-1.71)
BOARDIND - -0.552" -0.527" -0.540"
(-1.89) (-1.80) (-1.85)
CSR x BOARDIND + -0.034
(-1.38)
ROA + 3.073™ 3.056™ 3.079™"
(8.05) (7.98) (8.07)
MB + 0.036™" 0.035™" 0.036™"
(4.28) 4.19) (4.30)
RET + -0.122™ -0.121™ -0.123™
(-3.31) (-3.28) (-3.34)
LEV ? -0.226™ -0.224™ -0.228™
(-2.25) (-2.23) (-2.27)
STDRET ? 0.107™ 0.109™ 0.109™
(2.18) (2.23) (2.22)
STDROA ? -0.139 -0.113 -0.145
(-0.17) (-0.14) (-0.18)
LNBOARD + 0.121 0.128 0.120
(1.48) (1.56) (1.47)
LSHR - -0.608™" -0.598™" -0.609™"
(-5.47) (-5.39) (-5.46)
OWNERSHIP ? -0.843™" -0.844™ -0.842™*
(-3.97) (-3.97) (-3.95)
DUAL + 0.177" 0.173™ 0.178™
(3.73) (3.65) (3.76)
AGE ? 0.007™ 0.007"" 0.007™
(2.56) (2.67) (2.57)
TENURE + 0.022™" 0.021™ 0.022™*
(3.95) (3.78) (3.94)
GENDER + -0.133 -0.148" -0.134
(-1.55) (-1.71) (-1.56)
LNSIZE + 0.207"" 0.208™ 0.209™"
(11.91) (11.93) (12.01)
LNGDP + 0.346™" 0.348"™" 0.348"™"
(10.20) (10.30) (10.25)
Intercept ? 5.475™ 5.547" 5.554™
(11.26) (11.36) (11.36)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
N 1,982 1,982 1,982
Adj. R? 0.303 0.304 0.303
Fi& 21.60"* 21.21™ 21.20"

FLUAEELN StiE e

DA 10%0kg FoRE T
R RS e

Zem i 5%RE FORE ST A T 1% B F RS -
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i~ 3 FE R

CEO e ¢ ¥AL ¢ F 5 ouehbl oo ¥ il 35 i 24 [

Fgfuitt 4 47 (2SLS ) A 2 MR AL 1UAL § f iZ 5 »cd ¥ ¢ = dic( Median_CSR)
MR m e T SAE BARR (LNGDP.;) 5 ¥4 € F 282 (CSR) 1 £ ¥
2SLS it fF = 4254 4o i3] (4) ~ (5) - CSR” L B - TR (BEE1(4) ®dieif i end ¥
A g F EFx o A2 7 Durbin-Wu-Hausman # % > #-H-3)(4)s07 £ (RES) *c »
A ? o e Fa pEa it o A A (RES) Hdic s 0.01(0.10) > ks Lg%+ A
EE AL Gk O(F 538001 p E=0.918) » P %2+ F % 35 A 2 PR30
RS R e e ARt S I e UL B = TONE)
17 2SLS i jF 447 5 B &Rz BA BP9 2 31(5) Y 8 CSR<SOE
% CSRxBOARDIND = % 338 -

~

%\'o Iﬂﬁt,ﬂxv,é’ﬂ-

CSR,, , = a, +a,Median_CSR,, ,+ a,LNGDP, , + a,SOE + a,BOARDIND;,
+a;RO4;, + a;MB, , + a,RET,, + ayLEV, ,+ a,STDRET,,
+a,)STDROA, , + a,,,LNBOARD, , + a,,,LSHR, , + o, ;OWNERSHIP,
+a,,DUAL,, + 0,;AGE, , + ,,TENURE, , + a,,GENDER,

+a,,LNSIZE, , + 0,,LNGDP,, + > Year + ). Ind + RES,, , 4)

LNCOMP,, = f3,+ B,CSR,, , + B,SOE, , + B;BOARDIND, , + §,RO4, , + B;MB,,
+ B,RET,, + B,LEV,,+ B,STDRET, , + B,STDROA,,
+ B,,LNBOARD,, + 8, LSHR, , + ,,OWNERSHIP,, + j3,, DUAL,
+ B,,AGE, , + B,;TENURE, , + ,,GENDER, , + 8,,LNSIZE,
+ B,sLNGDP,, + > Year+.Ind +z¢,, %)

B Py Bl A 1T B%4cd 60 4 6Pancl A 7T F - PR EF > - 1 E ikt
10%57 ¢ Bg -k ¥ e idiga B %ﬁ%k%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁflf—%ﬁi&ﬁ%%%? °
# 6PanelB % - 7|7 B - hE SRR RS R > £ FAAEF T8 (CSR) 1%
#ch 00142 CEO #Fv g 3 L ApM > 47 &4 o CSR S 2x¥ 4t 5 P 4 S8z §7)
?é » EFALE F EARYF > CEO U A%E > S 8 5% 8 3 P3E- R o @ > 4 6Panel B
= 857 CSRxSOE i 0.003 & 4 i 10% F%ﬁ%f”ki% CEP B B
4 RERS o BT AEF A £ 6Panel B ¥ = ¥ &+ CSR.;x BOARDIND %
SR REL PR - g AR g T %ﬁmmiﬁ*ﬁ;ﬁi*uﬁtﬂj
FREGORE Ba B2 I T ALREFAEFT T2 Yoo 81 L REES
x‘fg_‘_']“i’}ﬁ{* oK F - I EEE2 Ad.R* S 0278 F & 5 44225 4 725
G i“f H331 E ¥z ¥ it (Stock and Yogo, 2005) > % 57 #riE P2 1 B % v
FoOMFESRERNO)? LT AN FEI ERETL LR R
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Panel A: % - F# foit 7 55 %

S LA CSR CSR < SOE CSR x BOARDIND
Median CSR 0.744™ -0.128" -0.325™"
(12.83) (-1.80) (-16.01)
LNGDP 18.570™ 15.603™ -1.351™
(3.37) (3.36) (-3.71)
Median_CSRx SOE 0.914™
(10.94)
Median CSRx BOARDIND 0.876™
(16.11)
LNGDP x SOE 1.209
(1.39)
LNGDP x BOARDIND 3.825™"
(8.00)
Controls Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes
Industry Yes Yes Yes
N 1,982 1,982 1,982
Adj. R? 0.278 0.269 0.213
F & 44.22 34.27 25.27
(0.00)" (0.00)" (0.00)"
1 E R LT 26.39 74.95 24.68
(0.00)™" (0.00)™" (0.00)™"
Panel B: % = P Eﬁ.ﬁ% 5%
LNCOMP
H1 H2 H3
CSR 0.014" 0.001 0.003
(1.86) (0.11) (0.38)
SOE -0.061" -0.041 -0.043
(-1.78) (-1.02) (-1.10)
CSR < SOFE 0.003
(0.49)
BOARDIND -0.634™ -0.575" -0.508"
(-2.32) (-1.93) (-1.72)
CSR x BOARDIND -0.096
(-1.62)
ROA 3.915" 3.084™ 3.107""
(11.35) (8.00) (8.08)
MB 0.001 0.036™" 0.036™
(0.28) (4.00) (3.98)
RET -0.062™ -0.120™" -0.122™
(-2.03) (-3.15) (-3.22)
LEV -0.093 -0.225™ -0.219™
(-1.03) (-2.11) (-2.06)
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LNCOMP
H1 H2 H3
STDRET 0.113™* 0.104™ 0.111™
(2.66) (2.03) (2.15)
STDROA 0.210 -0.151 -0.175
(0.31) (:0.18) (-0.21)
LNBOARD 0.075 0.115 0.116
(0.98) (1.31) (1.33)
LSHR -0.538™ -0.612" -0.608™"
(-5.86) (-5.47) (-5.43)
OWNERSHIP -0.766™" -0.843™" -0.823™"
(-4.10) (:3.81) (:3.72)
DUAL 0.219™" 0.178™" 0.180""
(5.10) (3.72) (3.80)
AGE 0.011* 0.007* 0.007""
(4.65) (2.46) (2.60)
TENURE 0.020™" 0.023™ 0.022™
(4.00) (3.83) (3.84)
GENDER -0.111 -0.125 -0.135
(-1.42) (-1.43) (-1.55)
LNSIZE 0.168™ 0.207" 0.211™
(7.04) (6.81) (6.97)
LNGDP 0.407"" 0.344"" 0.352"
(13.24) (9.94) (10.21)
Intercept 5.583™" 5.785™ 5.447"
(8.86) (12.66) (1.25)
N 1,982 1,982 1,982
Adj. R? 0.390 0.301 0.302
Fie 23.18 20.98 21.22
(0.00)""" (0.00)™" (0.00)™"
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