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Abstract

This study is to investigate the relationship between Corporate Social
Responsibility (CSR) and Credit Rating Index (CRI). Corporate Social
Responsibility index came from Common World magazine. The credit rating and
the other related data came from TEJ. The empirical results show that the firms with
more CSR have better credit rating. Therefore, the results support that the
enterprises to participate in social responsibility can be helpful to reduce the credit
risk and increase credit rating.
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AEHRE cFEO N LFEE A Ehem, niiﬂ" DUALITY % 1 F 2_ %
O o

i
\EM
4k

DRy

A
i
i

1%

>

il
o
s

4 2 5 Bk ¥ Chen, Elder and
2 /r/—%i)i-qkrg re Lz
£ iﬁ 500

\m :1; e
I
“.‘_\
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(2) 1 S
(1) $#HIF L 3 % (%INST)

BAR T A B ST ¢ T 1B e i T RO B
EEHRFT RO PR T A RS 5 22 P45k 2 4% 47 (Chaganti and

Damanpour, 1991) - & ¥ - = %}&T#ﬂ? AFEMCEH Aes APEEA 2 BRI
Roeng 554 0w oaed ki o) % L 1 F oS (Ashbaugh-Skaife et al., 2006) -

BB 5 BT R A T A
(ii) ¥ #tdp #(DEV)

EAPRAL G REETF AR 4o Fla g s R L EAPHRE R
AOESS S RE R RINEE o FI o AR S B RS fe R 2 Wi e R AR
oA EE R FIET g e o PR 2 S L BRI R i
B 2o fedE o
G)MHEFREP R

MAFREP RGN0 0 in gy 2 &tk - 0 LS DT RAET
BT AREF AT LT 2 TN CEMBTREP A § BPRF A hF 4
v FRALFHTARLLSHG H 7 & FAp R Hh & F ¥ (Sengupta,
1998) -

() #FEF * & F(WCAQ)

Ashbaugh-Skaife et al. (2006)% .3 & 3 * T@P‘Lr‘%? Weaa @ oG
S Ao &2 FEFT A& 241* Dechow and chhev (2002) =i H-
ORGSR ERZ TEIA$u(H P AEp AR gL P FE 10128
MR EIT W RF RO Tl

WCAt: B() + B OCFt 1+ BzOCFt+ B3OCFt+1 + &

WCA 3 ¥ EFAR3* > OCF 5 % p § $EF 2 REMES LT HET

AcHZ o puFEERREALZEEL R U1 EEE WCAQ-

(i) Z 4 pF s (TIMELINESS)

Ashbaugh-Skaife et al. (2006)%F T & 4 pF s A AR d o AR TR 4
o A= &%E.ﬁiiﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁfé_ = V& Ashbaugh-Skaife et al. (2006)e77 % » ix %
ERZ TEJé_-‘%hJ(,ﬁ PAENGRAZCZEI0T A l—)j\zE‘.]"rlf_ft‘?E'ﬁ;"A\
17 w3t

RETt I30 =+ B]NIBEt =+ BzLOSSt =+ B?,NIBEt X LOSSt + B4 ANIBEt =+ 8t

2
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RET 5 5% ¥~ 43 &5 gde v > NIBE 3 ?bﬁfiﬁéé‘%iﬁ% 12 8 4 4
7 @B LOSS 5 - m#EE%#(% NIBE 2 f P -LOSS 2 1 ER| % 0)> ANIBE
B ZEW I E A E A mﬁéfﬁﬂ FUHARED B P ARP R ERFEAL
A £ enT 2 g1 @ 18 TIMELINESS -

(4) 5% kR
(i) & % # % F$ v X (PLEDGE)

FEFRFL A EFSEFRDMBRL 0 PRFIZEEFTP
HEr fRas i cRAFLRHI > LR § 5T ML D7
M P AT I E SR S R B (S BN (=, 2002) 0 §FE 5
LS %‘r v s;g,;/%u TEEFRE W F o
(i) #5312 2 % (CEOTO)

e
YR

PSS
~

R
\gﬁ | =

Weisbach(1988) 7+ » £ ¥ 4 & 7 ii—h’ﬂzi RO R EWAREE PP F IR
BEFf APM o P AL XN Y Fn B FARE R > A%F B 4 figdd
BEI FPLEF T R FEDV AL ﬁz#ﬁi oK BT A TEY
WFy Vg o FEINIEI A RETE R T

(5) & x4l gk

§ & v & (LEV) g fu 0T A

7 A 4% Y 5 (ROA) : ,,ﬁ ;}gl # 52 4] u/f BT A

# 4 45 % (LOSS) CEAYEHYPF AL L1 ER L 0o

7 A RB(SIZE) DRFAB P AHK

PR L B #(INT_COV) g ¢ £ “4]2 24 i?‘v * oo

T~ % % & (CAP_INTN) DA R PR E 2 L f'“uﬁﬁ

# ¥ kb *& (RISK) D 4]* TEJ # &2 v«;k?”‘\ %_i§ 2] (CAPM)
3t B2 Beta B0 ik A A FRB AT TR
R S NARE ) “ﬁﬁi‘é 1> F 2B % 0o

MILLS DS (1) frimita Fa Mills &t B o B

> (2) N Al p EE R
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FEFRGTEFER AT L A RPEFFIAZ o d T AT v
TCRI 1T o8c(? =) 5 2.72(3.00) » %7 %8 f ¥ ¢ F T2 2 7oz 12
PR EBP R R MR G % B (TCRL Mt & $% 4 A JRPFaE 5 MR % %
By WA gAEFEZ fF > FHEFREL LR

2z i g (BB ¥R EF a2 HA2)

i Tog  #FL QL Yidk Q3 ki@ kA
TCRI 2.72 1.21 2 3 3 1 7
CSR 6.76 0.57 6.38 6.64 7.18 5.57 8.55
RISK 0.92 0.33 0.7 0.97 1.17 0.28 1.46
BRD_SIZE 11.71 3.89 9 11 13 5 25
OUT_BRD 0.08 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.50
IND_BRD 0.21 0.39 0 0 0 0 1
DUALITY 0.16 0.37 0 0 0 0 1
INST 0.35 0.18 0.2 0.31 0.53 0.11 0.63
DEVIATION 10.29 14.86 0.56 3.21 13.28 0 74.68
WCAQ -0.48 0.25 -0.3 -0.4 -0.63 -0.16 -0.99
TIMELINESS -0.28 0.27 -0.42 -0.19 -0.07 -0.95 -0.02
PLEDGE 0.77 1.54 0 0.06 0.82 0 9.34
CEOTO 0.43 0.63 0 0 1 0 4
ROA 0.09 0.06 0.05 0.08 0.12 0.00 0.24
LEV 0.45 0.16 0.34 0.46 0.56 0.09 0.85
LOSS 0.03 0.18 0 0 0 0 1
SIZE 18.19 1.24 17.45 18.36 19.15 15.01 20.59
INT_COV 150.37 360.35 1297 27.07 64.42 4.16 1549.41
CAP INTN 0.32 0.19 0.16 0.32 0.46 0.05 0.69

i 1.b ¢ engdic ¥ 3 winsorize 1 5% K B EE o

2. ABRBEBHES 343 -

3. % ¥ & TCRI 53~p TEJ 2 5% ;%% ; CSR % £ ¥4-¢ F = ; RISK 5 & fq‘——‘ K 3
BRD SIZE 5 % % 4.4 OUT BRD % “t3%g & A = ; INDBRD 4 £ 2 %2 > 35 T2 B
%#c; DUALITY : # % £ H 5002 G % dc; INST 2 88 F 4 #5 DEVIATION )
dn % WCAQ 5 4 38 7 4 Ju3* s TIMELINESS 2 4pfsci i PLEDGE 5 ¥ §# +* ; CEOTO
S Béeod; LEV 5 ¥ ,ROA 4 *Z}fﬂfﬁ” LOSS 5 ~#p % 4 4F 4 2 L ¥ ¥
SIZE % 5 A4 INT_COV % pEB~{| L 28 ; CAP_ INTN 2 F AR B A& -

FAAE T ESBEAY  fEMEFECSRTHE(Y k)
6.76(6.64) >} — T ofciE 2 5d X TRIENA G IV E S BEAS T ER 2
T im0 §F ek, X T gpatin g }§7§P$§j\7flgug\;‘ﬁ$apﬂ»b§Séq\~9,w\‘ B o 7o
HREkA 27> B TE] A5G &y GERF AL AL T Z4piEA
BEA TRMEL AR AP LB R 2P R HBER A NH LAY £
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TR B A AT R R
5% & 1R F 1t JdZ(Winsorized) ©

C R AT Eag(Y i) s
Tiof s 2720 ¢ L¥ci 3)
ﬁﬁ%&’a? BMELE A2

=g
#*
T
-
pul
0
Y
¥
£ &
¥
&
5
—
i
1
ﬁ'
Er
[

5.84(6.00) > & > F e 2 R
MAREEE g FE P
IRIEEFEPTTET

2w Kt E (AEFFZHERH¥A)

N

% ¥ Tioge REZ Q1 LIILE S Q3 | B Bt
TCRI 5.84 1.7 5 6 7 2 10
RISK 0.96 0.3 0.79 0.98 1.18 0.12 1.53
BRD SIZE 8.95 2.61 7 9 10 3 31
OUT BRD 0.04 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.50
IND BRD 0.19 0.41 0 0 0 0 1
DUALITY 0.35 0.48 0 0 1 0 1
INST 0.25 0.17 0.11 0.22 0.38 0 0.73
DEVIATION  4.43 7.48 0.04 1.08 5.28 0 43.23
WCAQ -0.49 0.2 -0.59 -0.45 -0.37 -1 -0.02
TIMELINESS  -0.28 0.27 -0.39 -0.17 -0.08 -1 -0.01
PLEDGE 18.76 25.11 0 5.48 30.59 0 90.6
CEOTO 0.44 0.77 0 0 1 0 6
LEV 0.44 0.17 0.32 0.45 0.56 0.01 0.93
ROA 0.02 0.08 -0.02 0.02 0.06 -0.27 0.20
LOSS 0.32 0.47 0 0 1 0 1
SIZE 15.73 1.09 15.04 15.64 16.30 13.43 18.51
INT COV 134.58 552.42 2.18 7.58 24.73 -81.70  3552.62
CAP INTN 0.34 0.2 0.19 0.31 0.47 0.01 0.81

el I > sk <k S

F* winsorize 1 5%k B EE o

QEABREBES 1024 -

3.% 8T H TCRI 2 Bp TEJ 2 2% =% ; RISK % £ %2 %k ' s BRD SIZE % % % L0
OUT BRD 5 #t3rg Z A =cit ; INDBRD 2 £ 3% 2> F ¥ 2 n#¥¥; DUALITY 3 5%
ARSI 2 m % INST 5 8448 7 4 #5925 DEVIATION & m;uﬁga WCAQ 3 ¥ & F
# Jo3+ s TIMELINESS 5 # 4>zt ;PLEDGE 5 & & §4* +* ;CEOTO 3 /532§ a%uga LEV
S v s ROA 5 F AWM F 5 LOSS ; wa4 FA2 BE¥HE; SIZE 3 FARE
INT COV LPEB1] 4 2 #c; CAP_INTN % 2HAE o

- ~E R

AT B AL B )% TiodcE B ot #2002 &4 i Wilcoxon
PR L B RALEREFTEO TN AL ENEFTEAPA KL FLT
’L*‘Eﬁyiﬂ'f’} v 27 AR T EFod AP *fﬁ—f,?‘}tﬁ;ﬁ%gﬁg ¥ h oI E

(TCRI) > @ # et & & _Wilcoxon e 7.7 ¢ 5 X EF DL R » P 2844
g€ F T2 ﬁdx SPMEZ RSP RERASEMEFEHR AT LG T

7}}_5 FiEfRAZ EERZF R EHI o
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27 A3 (RArgFEBERAN)
P

Sk g EARR A R AN=343)  $HB it A (N=1024) IB T

£ ES Tiofge ¢ miEk Tk vindie  tiE Wilcoxon Z
TCRI 2.72 3 5.84 6 -31.47%%* -24.49%%*
RISK 0.92 0.97 0.96 0.98 -0.97%** -1.62
BRD_SIZE 11.71 11 8.95 9 2.95%** 13.23%*
OUT_BRD 0.08 0 0.04 0 0.25 -5.99%#:*
IND__BRD 0.21 0 0.19 0 -1.76* -1.71%*
DUALITY 0.16 0 0.35 0 -1.35* -6.69%**
INST 0.35 0.31 0.25 0.22 9.13%** 8.98H**
DEVIATION 10.28 3.21 443 1.08 9.52% 8.16%**
WCAQ -0.48 -0.4 -0.49 -0.45 2.2%% 3.60%*#*
TIMELINESS -0.28 -0.19 -0.28 -0.17 3.9k -0.15
PLEDGE 0.77 0.06 18.76 5.48 0.76 -0.94%%x
CEOTO 0.43 0 0.44 0 0.86 0.94
LEV 0.45 0.46 0.44 0.45 3.2k 1.08
ROA 0.09 0.08 0.02 0.02 =597 14.98%*:*
LOSS 0.03 0 0.32 0 0.47 -10.55%**
SIZE 18.19 18.36 15.73 15.64 -3 HH* 23.24%%:*
INT_COV 150.37 27.07 134.58 7.58 -0.23 12.67%%*
CAP INTN 0.32 0.32 0.34 0.31 4. 74%%* -0.92

P LR L T 1%BEF K SRR T i S%REF K *A T 10%EEF R -

2. %% TCRI 5B~p TEJ 2 2% ;=% 5 RISK 5 £ #¥2 4%ph % ; BRD SIZE 5 ¥ & L#°;
OUT BRD % *h#8@ £ A=+t ; INDBRD % £ F % b ¥ & $2 R %8 DUALITY Z §%
£ gam e % dc; INST 5 #8445 F < #7955 DEVIATION X Mﬁuﬂgz WCAQ 5 ¥ & §
j\f@;;*,TIMELINESS » Z4proclt;PLEDGE % & £ {4+t JCEOTO 3 #4552 & # =t #c; LEV
0% 5 ROA & ;ﬁ:ﬁzﬁw JLOSS 5 AP w44 2 m®d: SIZE 5 F AR
INT COVaF%B’»'} #; CAP INTN A F A% ER o

B LA E 2

Lo kg FEB G b RTE (L BB E A 1)

Ay ARG FES ‘?—rxﬁiﬁﬁi’ﬁ%ﬁmﬁiﬁﬁﬁi
JE=E K A 0 217 Ordered Probit it fF 4 47 » 3t £ ¥4 ¢ F s

BE TR o e i Y RIETEAE F I A ER AR A q‘&xﬁ,é’—}’;%\‘ ﬂwﬂ 7 A
Heckman(1979) 13 1 2 & 242 » 5 5041 6 HAs g F 2 5 7 b o 328 e
A G R L #éi*?“%%ﬂ?ﬂ’ﬂb%“ﬁi?
Hausmantest AT E Tk R AR R A PN o SR S X H g
h 95U HE R ET B E 0 Flt s g A ’?f/“%q«ti%fﬂ—’\ °

:‘_g F T (CSR) MAL=x TREALAEHT f,,-:%lz;; 1> A% T 3pk7|
I EH RO hgER (CRI)’ RI44% TET $ 12 % 325 e
pg ’TCRI‘T’1~4 ﬁ“ﬁ?ﬁif%w?ﬁ”"ﬁd’m ’%A)i)k‘égm;},\”“&a5~6§;

gﬁa
\44:
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PR R % T~10 %&‘El]fi" Fi&‘éﬁmi’»ﬁgi& Z L_éi—l‘bﬁ;»i/»\%ﬂ??é

/\:F-7l‘ g*iﬂ\m 2&&1"]_% )‘be).ln\#’frﬂ Aa\ I]}“'KAQ\ ,l}h],ﬁ;)l}\ﬁm3f@;§f_

#.ig {7 Ordered Probit i fFA 47 » 2 L4 At 18+ L7575 £8 - ¢

% it 4p3® % 4 $cil {7 Ordered Probit 1 fF 4 47 3% jF 2 7.5 % 7|77 20 & = o
27 ARG FEHTT RG(ATT RBEAS )

¥ — FEE 1 CSR=f(BRD SIZE, %OUT BRD, IND BRD, DUALITY, SIZE, ROA, LEV)+v

ETIN

e GEE pin
BRD_SIZE 0.003 0.002%**
OUT _BRD 0.368 0.107

IND BRD 0.674 0.006***
DUALITY -0.512 0.063*
SIZE 0.218 < 0.001***
ROA 1.241 < 0.0071%**
LEV 0.184 0.031**

¥ = FEEL 1 CRI=f(CSR, RISK, %INST, DEV, BRD SIZE, DUALITY, WCAQ, TIMELINESS,
PLEDGE, CEOTO, ROA,LEV, LOSS, SIZE,INT COV,CAP _INTN, MILLS)+¢

i 3 F % &2 Ordered Probit 5t ¥:2. Ordered

Probit
Rk 3 = p E GlciE piE
CSR -1.286 <0.001*** -1.318 <0.001%**
RISK 1.527 <0.001%** 0.827 0.033%*
INST -0.231 0.211 0.252 0.072%
DEVIATION 0.015 0.149 0.047 0.063*
BRD_SIZE 0.068 0.061* 0.035 0.283
DUALITY 0.263 0.014%* 0.211 0.021%*
WCAQ 1.854 < 0.001%%* 1.234 < 0.001%%*
TIMELINESS 1716 0.012%* 0.516 0.052%
PLEDGE 0.027 0.151 0.026 <0.001%**
CEOTO 0.192 0.416 0.139 0.053*
ROA -4.626 <0.001%** -7.882 <0.001***
LEV 1.083 0.028%* 1.712 < 0.001%%*
LOSS 0.219 0.371 0.325 0.016%**
SIZE -0.563 <0.001*** -0.618 <0.001***
INT _COV -0.011 <0.001*** -0.023 <0.001%**
CAP_INTN 2.351 0.013%* 1.628 <0.001%**
MILLS 0.126 0.309 0.117 0.231
N 1367 1367
Adjusted R? 0.736 0.693

FLLREG Ry R p B HE R R Ricp BF 5 FE LT ED 1% FRE

*k L miE T JS%%;‘—E‘ kB RL R T 10%EE F K E o

2.% W% % TCRI 2% p TEJ 2 5% :=% ; RISK % & ¥2 %%k ' : BRD SIZE i EE#M;‘::
OUT BRD : *h3%& & A =t 5 IND BRD 5 # 2% = b= E;‘Eiiiﬁi&%ﬁz DUALITY % ¥
TEAREm AR INST . 4f4L T £ #5950 DEVIATION 3 if ditdp i : WCAQ wg
i 7 A g3t 5 TIMELINESS % ;éﬂﬂf o s PLEDGE % & % f 4+t ; CEOTO 7 B5® B $=x
#; LEV 5§ %% ;ROA 3 FAHFMS ;LOSS 3 2 #4474 2 m#¥#k; SIZE ;:
ALK INT_COV 5 P L 8 CAPINTN S F A% 4R -
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B AET PSEEE L pEREFE Ll BT E - F £ LB
COEFAECREF WP EE R ED TR £ FALE F T RO
AL R e s A e

1,286!3 -1.318(p &

FI |I’I—LL 47\:@3:7:*’\1'5 ’

‘gk

L

A R E s 4 eh Ordered Probit it jF 4 47
Ordered Probit i jF 4 17 - % T IRAEF fAPM - s B
#020.01 0 F 1% BFRE) FRSEAFLEEA
FRP RN AFLEMEFTELFERREE $ER

9*" f"ﬂ

1\:@317

{E * R ‘éE’I-EE P I e Rl
2 4t e Y R A D AEHBEE P L BB §© $M§FE$Eﬁ
BR¥G* R 08G (w8 mp ft“%fri FEFERBRELEF O
xé;«‘;g.“»}g mg;fﬁzo

B
2. 485 ¢ FERRE G b GITE (M EFE L BB EA )

AETE- BB E R s EY g P EARRARLE A
TAEBPRTERAR A B T LA EAEPT 2
BLZE & (74 17 TCRI 5 44 f# 1§ % %<9 Ordered Probit & §F 4 17 55 % 7 £ dr £

Lo A FEARTRG(IALEFEEAETT L2 RBEAH)

%3 F & % 2_ Ordered Probit & 43" % & #ic2_ Ordered Probit
¥ Tl e P Tl E P
CSR -0.508 0.004*** -0.607 < 0.007***
RISK 1.327 0.011%** 1.143 0.018**
INST 1.215 0.046%** 1.682 < 0.00]***
DEVIATION 0.006 0.081* 0.015 0.113
BRD SIZE 0.053 0.142 0.061 0.157
DUALITY 0.676 0.031** 0414 0.053*
WCAQ 1.467 <0.001*** 1.924 <0.001%**
TIMELINESS 1.862 < 0.00]*** 1.415 < 0.001 ***
PLEDGE 0.339 0.037%** 0.281 0.038%**
CEOTO 0.381 0.065%* 0.392 < 0.0071***
ROA -8.126 < 0.001*** -7.115 <0.001***
LEV 2.941 < 0.0071%** 2.662 <0.001***
LOSS 0.632 0.061* 1.032 0.021**
SIZE -0.208 < 0.00]*** -0.186 < 0.00]***
INT COV 0.001 < 0.00]*** 0.001 0.011%**
CAP INTN 1.328 0.027%** 1.617 0.042%*
N 343 343
Adjusted R’ 0.671 0.708

fﬁzﬁip Fp 8y f—&’%{{ﬂ\ BEaHE R Hepp f&zﬁi:p [ =) L A R e il l%%?—:f
KRR ST E ] 5%EEFRE S * AT E P 10%EE F }\,g
2.% BT &K TCRI 2 P-p TE] z 2 % ;L:; ; RISK 5 £ %2 i %k ' ;s BRD SIZE % # & 4
OUT BRD 3% *h3% % & R = ; IND BRD 3 £ 2% 2> ¥ 5 ¥ 2 B#%¥#; DUALITY : &
FEHRgme g% INST 58445 F £ 4% 5 DEVIATION : %%ﬁ#ﬁ& s WCAQ 3
%38 F ~ 3 TIMELINESS 5 # 4 pfscit ; PLEDGE 5 % % 49 v ; CEOTO 5 3,572 8 #
Z#c: LEV 2§ v % i ROA ; *ﬁiﬁﬁw’i LOSS 7 A8 % 4 44 2 B % ¥ SIZE i
FARMA S INT_COV 5 s34 CAPINTN A F A% EA -
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MALE T ES AR S P2 RATHEA T o EFAE T ERE(CSR)F @
ik P F F B4 5 0 Ordered Probit 1% ﬁﬁln\# v g H_fk 40P % 4 #icz. Ordered

Probit it §F 4 47 » % TIEEL M > adcs B 5-0.508 11 % -0.607 0 ¥ EF L
f(p EA5E 0.004 2 0007 %k 1% BF-KE) FHRLEERP L ELEF
ELABRRBCHRGFEAFEMMEF AN fFREF TN ERAR
Beg o B RIS S BRI

ffi’“’#]%‘ﬁt ZToAERGRISK)E G % R %=X P TR FLAPM 0 £
FAERGART L ApHAS R A LR G RFR T R BHERT
AFEHOLF(NST) £ % B '3 T RORE AP o Bon BRI T A I £ AR
BREHEEZ B FEF L ook B e f f0 F(LEV)Z B
BT 0y £ EATRIBAE G FARGHE O ERART A
3. AR A 4T

ﬁ?f%ﬂ%?ﬂi’?}ﬂﬁiﬂfﬁ’ﬂﬂgﬁﬁiﬁ%mem
test A TR B~ B Tk A ETE A PTHN o SRR B E 0 xR A 95%
IR KE TR > T AR AR o AR T ek o
Mo AEF L ] ST % RN 2 R £ (pooling) Beit iR T A T o A T %
A\HJ;IJ%’?%\» NEF A4 > BHEST AEPREH I F N LTSS o
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Bo ARG ERGT R R(UT] REEA )RR KR
% — FEEC 1 CSR=f(BRD_SIZE, %O0UT_BRD, IND_BRD, DUALITY, SIZE, ROA, LEV)+v

ik BEE  pi
BRD_SIZE 0.012 0.004***
OUT BRD 0.254 0.076*
IND_BRD 0.751 0.024%**
DUALITY -0.501 0.063*
SIZE 0.173 <0.001***
ROA 0.937 0.002%**
LEV 0.22 0.043%*

% = P £ ¢ CRI=f(CSR, RISK, %INST, DEV, BRD SIZE, DUALITY, WCAQ, TIMELINESS,
PLEDGE, CEOTO, ROA,LEV, LOSS, SIZE,INT COV,CAP_INTN, MILLS)+¢
%5 F & 82 Ordered Probit  i& i 4>3% % 4 #c2 Ordered Probit

ik G E piE hicE piE

CSR -1.605 <0.001#** -1.314 < 0.00]***
RISK 0.805 <0.001*** 0.712 0.022%*
INST -0.162 0.247 0.254 0.021%*
DEVIATION 0.033 0.022%* 0.018 0.071*
BRD SIZE 0.121 0.107 0.242 0.082*
DUALITY 0.282 0.023%* 0.253 0.032%*
WCAQ 1.685 < 0.001*** 1.791 < 0.001***
TIMELINESS 1.825 0.005%** 1.687 0.018**
PLEDGE 0.129 0.258 0.132 0.021%*
CEOTO 0.183 0.063%* 0.275 0.063*
ROA -7.124 < 0.001*** -8.211 < 0.001***
LEV 1.236 0.007%** 1.814 < 0.001***
LOSS 0.428 0.261 0.271 0.037%*
SIZE -0.169 < 0.001*** -0.216 < 0.001***
INT_COV 0.001 < 0.001*** 0.001 < 0.001***
CAP_INTN 1.633 0.004%** 1.736 <0.015%*
N 1367 1367

Adjusted R? 0.718 0.674

FLLRE YRR p ELH A AP Riep EF 5 FE R TED 1% FRE

#k L E T S%EEOKE ; *E T 10%?&;5%’71\'&@ o

2.% BT K TCRI 523~ TEJ 2. % 3% ; RISK 52 £ ¥2 %%k *% ;s BRD SIZE % % & 347
OUT BRD 5 “h3vg & A =c+* ;INDBRD 2 £ 2% 22 F 5 £ 2 %af%ﬁit DUALITY % ¥ %
Lg% INST 3 #8440 7 £ #5925 DEVIATION 3 lmmﬁﬁﬁ: WCAQ % %38
7 & &3t ) TIMELINESS i #4#pf2ci s PLEDGE 5 € % f 4+ : CEOTO 5 B512 8 & =% i
LEV 5 f % SROA 5 FAMF S LOSS 5 AW #4474 2 %8, SIZE & FARH
INT COV 3 BEP{l 4 R #ic; CAP_INTN 3 F A% 4 A -
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24 ARG FEART RG] RBES )R &R

% — Fg £ o CSR=f(BRD_SIZE, %O0UT_BRD, IND_BRD, DUALITY, SIZE, ROA, LEV)+v

%K el id p i
BRD_SIZE 0.024 0.017**
OUT_BRD 0.164 0.031%*
IND_BRD 0.668 0.007***
DUALITY -0.327 0.186
SIZE 0.243 0.002%**
ROA 1.067 0.005%**
LEV 0.33 0.027%*

% = F¥ £ ¢ CRI=f(CSR, RISK, %INST, DEV, BRD_SIZE, DUALITY, WCAQ,
TIMELINESS,
PLEDGE, CEOTO, ROA,LEV, LOSS, SIZE,INT COV,CAP_INTN,

MILLS)+¢

& $ 7 % 2 Ordered Probit llfr (i‘ ftir?‘i % #xZ_ Ordered
B e piE e piE
CSR -1.206 <0.001%** -1.854 < 0.00]%**
RISK 1.319 0.062* 1.257 0.066*
INST -0.154 0.0427%* 0.261 0.137
DEVIATION 0.327 0.032%* 0.261 0.071*
BRD SIZE 0.239 0.158 0.191 0.036%*
DUALITY 0.217 0.033%* 0.168 0.055%
WCAQ 2.235 < 0.00]%%* 2.664 < 0.001%**
TIMELINESS 1.698 0.021%* 1.562 0.034%**
PLEDGE 0.225 0.124 0.182 0.076*
CEOTO 0.367 0.062* 0.357 0.028%*
ROA -6.578 < 0.00]%%* -5.114 < 0.00]%**
LEV 2.648 <0.00]*** 2.131 < 0.001***
LOSS 0.311 0.061%* 0.354 0.152
SIZE -0.028 < 0.00]*** -0.125 < 0.00]***
INT COV 0.001 < 0.001%** 0.001 < 0.001***
CAP_INTN 1.648 0.012%* 1.834 < 0.00]***
N 1367 1367
Adjusted R? 0.687 0.662

R PR L p R HEE R p Rlep BY AL AT T 1% F RES
% o ik ] S%REE K 5 *E i B 10%AE F R -

2.% 8% % TCRI 2 %p TEJ 2 2% 3% ; RISK 52 £ %2 s%h' s BRD SIZE %+ % £
HSOUT _BRD 5 “h3vg £ A =x S INDBRD 5 £ F % = b F % %2 B % #; DUALITY
FEFE A RGE B FEGINST 5 #8445 F 4 #9%5 DEVIATION : i 44y 8 WCAQ
%@ F A3 5 TIMELINESS 5 #4gphascit ; PLEDGE 5 & § 4+t ; CEOTO 5 4.5
mEF e, LEV A f 5 ROA G FAFPF LOSS Z 284 4 2 ni¥dc;
SIZE 3 F A %45 INT_COV 4 pEP~f] 4 28 CAP INTN 2 F A% & & -
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EZBLHID B PFTREFTE FH L s :
SRR Y REFHET ERAT R A AERRF UE LFEHET
EHEH R GITFERT A3 ap 2B Flet 28 7 1 * Heckman (1979)%
RGP RAEFA T - A LS F R ETELEAETEaRY o ¥ 4
BHRGITFIRGETFEDLEY S EMETELERARE CHL R

ARG TR EEALE

ERABRECT b GIFR O A AT
BFOITRISZBENL CBRARSHAP FARLEALTEIR B {58
otz THREGEEYNG ) > NBELAF VT LERA L A E
REESHEA 27 53 5 B4 RH 6 RETFLEA > DO § ok
FALA SV RBIILHGBOGE LA NPT AT LM ER
Ar el o TR L RE NG ERE T EARMEEA R TP R R

EELEFEFARF AL G FEFRHA L e 2R
ﬁ‘ig _E_ ER T L N ot B LAV ﬁig ‘E‘ = Zjﬁﬁﬁf&? A e i
S L R TS R R e Y
_f;_ o

AP RRAD fEMEFESERAMEEL I OB PRF 4
£ A WA Fe L EAPHE BN R B PR E S aRE FaR
REFOEFRE 4T REDT TR0 PP FRERF P ELRET S A
REEFas b HEEn s E2RaEF ERLARTRNRYE % T
BuafBamsd CHEALA A RFTARCARBRE  HEFET S

¢ A2 B HRPE W% & Porter and Kramer (2002) 74 41 in %224 ¢
FEFRLLEE R LY Kk o
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342 g

SR EFHEERT S mm’%ﬁﬁﬂﬁiiﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁi%%ﬁ’é
DT 0 5 20 ¥ 5 1 673-711 -

Z 3Pk 02008 > CSR #H 74 engrsks > X Tiez& 0 % 393 #H [ 94-164 -

FIR 2010 it Zeh2 g > X T ReE % 457 F 1196 ¢

AEES2009 % g E L EMEFT T 3T T % 280 8 1 125-127 ¢

HaEaF2R 2008 cHEREFZHRAGEE 27 pREFE IR T
BER o LA EEER 52885 1 1 269-312 -

R~ F AR AR B L 520090 2P AT hgER 0 L4 F
BhHE % 195 % S248 1 71-98 -

g e B f:’2002”'“ ﬁ?#“ﬁg“ AR L L SR S AR B 12 B
o S gmHmE %13% 1 #p 1 127-162 -

A2 T,é 02007 $EFERL BT R~ €3 AT E L%

Frr 7 2kE e 02004 R R IR HAFELR A P LEEITS S F
12 % % 12 # : 307-336 -

Ty 020100 REF L ER? X TR % 457 F 1 192-195 -
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