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1. &3

WER-BE BT -HEH - HEEHR  BRRECHNETHMAEACREE
RKe¥ I AEL (4G FIE (corporate social responsibility; CSR) © & 4%
THRALSHBERAEAGTEENITAL URESERERGAM CHF 2
AELFEEANAAHR AT LLELTRELEVELMERF BRI ALY E
R-FATLEEZCERAGTEER TGRS OERANTHAANMGZ &
48 4 ¥ BB 8820 (corporate financial performance; CFP) # & » {247 T €
HibE A8 %M R EMIBERT % SEE2 AR AL BAR S IFTH
ALEAREMBEBLBHNRGE T 8L 0EReRE RALFEEA
ELEMBE IR A @R T L ERLTHREN TR AEH L M4
MRS FE N -

Rt > DEHEEEACEMFEALZMAOMBIERETAT? B4 CSR
HHECFPHRRS? T LA EZHCAECLEORE OB EMBFHLR?
CSRAXCFPRHENERG? T MBEEEBENSCES CEERH G HE
IBERBREGCEL TR ERL UGS AR BRI £ €48A
BERNEZHGTEELR?RE AR OCERREZEECERAGTEMERY
EREE X RN Z MG SN O YL AL WA B RN B XCSR
A EMBARR  HEAHEREOSFBME -

Bt > BBFEHLAR > EECERGEENRE (THLCEHTHEXK
(corporate social performance; CSP)) #1CFP X [4] &) Bf] B P42 2 47 - — B AR AN
3 #E (Dodd, 1932; Jarrell and Peltzman, 1985; Hoffer et al., 1988; Preston and
O’Bannon, 1997; Waddock and Graves, 1997; Griffin and Mahon, 1997;
McWilliams and Siegel, 2000; Simpson and Kohers, 2002) > {2y 2 fi] 89 F 35 4
RIR—F - TBPA L RR AL A @ MMA > AL ES KA - SR — 3
BB > KBTS BT 48!
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$— 0 BAZREAREE o McWilliams and Siegel (2000) 15 & 8% 245 &
CSPRCFPX IR —BETELER > TRAL% T "#E ) FHHCFPHBE

%= R RAZE E MR  Griffin and Mahon (1997) 45 4 #5
EEMRGPARLAN TR EEOCSPRAELE - REANEHEE X A RRE a4
Mo L EEREGFERGAES K& EENCSPEAREGARYE (Griffin
and Mahon, 1997; Rowley and Berman, 2000) = Rowley and Berman (2000) 3%
HOCSPHA R EAMR T A —H AL L D@ LBkl -

F= ARREBRABMR - BELCSPHECFPH B FEA R L > Zdo
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Simpson and Kohers (2002) #/BR» ¥ —HTEFE (AR w9 8ATE) 094k
Ao MR AEE B B &) TR e A AT o

o AR A o Z4vSimpson and Kohers (2002) A& BiZ B AR
3F% (CRA rating) 1F ARG EMNEE h ik AR AR E il X874 6
FAEAT A IR G5ty B AR B 0 A2 &8 T 19934F 2] 19944 89 F ot

$ B CSPHERERMAAY - B A H LM ELHECSPH > E& £ — 18
RW B B AL G AR L AP A T HAARS SR HMEREA AL NLH
BAF o EA— AR ZEASMHCSPH E454% (Waddock and Graves, 1997; Griffin
and Mahon, 1997; Carroll, 2000) - & B ERNCSPA— 18 % @mm &L > Lo &4
BN (i BRI EEM IR RE L)~ SENFNTAHARES (do
D BORBE ST AR A BB EMASE)  RAEH (WiE K
BEITHA) 94T A (Wood, 1991a, 1991b; Aupperle et al., 1985; Wolfe and
Aupperle, 1991; Aupperle, 1991; Miles, 1987; Gephart, 1991; Waddock and
Graves, 1997) ° Griffin and Mahon (1997) 45 53 F = H A BB e fHE ¢
RIRFELEGCSPRLLBRIFOF R -

%7 0 CFP45 422 ey R E - Griffin and Mahon (1997) R4 EZER %
MO HEBEET X M BLRZRA GH T EMAAR T T ARG E B A
TG ABENRHES > TREXEALTCEZTHEE - McGuire, Sundgren &
Schneeweis (1988) A2 AL " @3tike | FACFPRIEER MA -2 » B A
B FEREOCER MO ITA MALAKREBRERMAEGGHEZAF L #
hEERE -

F #2 ARK AT - BEXACSPECFP BB THEART L > &
& F I F 5 B 14693835 (2wSimpson and Kohers (2002)) > f 2w 4 2 M 2 %
RO TR o IFBP KA R ok 3L KT ACSPHHCFP ? BRCFPYE
CSP? FAMmEZ M AL MBEY?

Bk > AFATGFAK B 940 T -

1. # % McWilliams and Siegel (2000) Fi#2 2 2w " a4 | S 3eq Rl -
BBFHRATERAPE XS > M ABARPIAARGBRMNBATERR T &5
R RAAE BB -

2. % & CSP#LCFP 4 [ 8% Fal 25 % 49 F 3R ° McWilliams and Siegel (2000) # 2%
S FHMH RS CSPHCFPHHE » 1247 ACSPHLCFP &y F-F 3 {E R &
ATEFEMR » B9 T CSPHCEFP @1 % 0 M 2L e 451k » Bk » R0
B a4t Eatey 7 X 0 £ B CSPECFP & [ 3 5 R f s 4 ey 45 1k -



3. BE—R ¥ - ARRGHHTEBTE ARRH S B EARE E E69CSP
Sk T bR R o

4. BEMEAR - AR TBMBEGBITE | TEARH L > E—FHRIKE
AEYEREE -

5. % @@ty CSPHT B 4545 o AP 504404k A 18 3 STOXX A & M 45 $4F A CSP ey 7
2 BEgSTOXXAGMERA GBI E =4AB=md (&F K%
AE) R REECSP > AABENTRE o

6. Bk H IR o AFF T ARG FHA B 0 420025 2 20054F £ K E4F 89
B R > B0 B M 312562 4847 (bank-year) ©

7. SHEOMBEBEES X c ARG RO MBRAEE  BAR
Bl & (Return on Assets 5 SAF % MAROAfI#%) B X Z4ME K (Issue Market
Return; SATF % SAIMR#%) » 4 %) fARAR L B CSPZ R 44 -

8. WiBW I AR MRE © REBMCSPRCFPZ By B RM 4 > 3413
5 4 AR h AT LA <

V)

. R RABR

ARAEAR B 69 BRI S A CSPHLCFP B BB oy T i 2 ey R
RMGBBETG  AAAREILZBRAY 4T :

B % > Cornell and Shapiro (1987) 32 ABh7 % L & IFR R TAEE i
PRI R NE > 38 o B) B R R BE K B BB B0 AR KA E - AR
#% Cornell and Shapiro (1987) &% # » Preston and O’Bannon (1997) #—# *
REREHEEZHEMMGA (Flo: BT ~BE) 9B RGN s et 5 4
NE B AR R B B L R M > B AR AR AR A B AT RS
BN M AR B E A EMAAE RS AEEHY (social impact) |
BETHE AL GBI MG R M FAE—HAL-%K (lead-lag) #RIMR %
RN 4 (FAGRRA)  REAFHGEOER (AH G RFA W)

\Y
d

'#B#H 5 ¥ (Dow Jones Indexes) ~ STOXXH 28 (STOXX Limited) #2 kK& & F L EH
(Sustainable Asset Management Group; SAM) =% &4k " 858 k4453 (Dow Jones
Sustainability Indexes; DJSI) j o 3% ¥ A8 D EREMAR AL ENERER > 04
A EAEEHR RN eI 0 BT A e KBNS AR AR R e D E KGR ER (&
HREBE-BREAH G =ZRE @) PG 6 ERETFE 2K M T BHAEMEEEREHR (Dow
Jones Sustainability World Indexes; DJSI World) 719994 iE X 4 5 #hBOM M > i # STOXX
A#EMAEE (Dow Jones STOXX Sustainability Indexes; DJSI STOXX) & B i## STOXX 600
AR T o B T BRER AL DK AT AR B D ARG B A2001410
Al158 EXH#H -



Fit > 8% EMBR (social impact hypothesis) E=k EF4Feit 4l S
BT MR 0 M 2 RIE R @ ey Bl 4%

RIFEHEEH (good management theory) RAIMFHIAGERE T —
Sb I oY F 3G Fu Reg o 3B R AT B BRSSP E B8 (Alexander and Buchholz,
1978; Anderson and Frankle, 1980; Davis, 1973; Frooman, 1997; Ullmann, 1985;
Waddock and Graves, 1997) ° Schuler and Gording (2006) 45 i & 4F 694 €47 A
Z NS AR TR G & H E AT T IGAT A o B0 S AT o B ARG
SRR BNE REMIBATAETAERB L "RFEE 0974 -
b RFPHIGESTIET ARG A A EMAALTREBED XN
AT BRI D QR GITA L RFOFER D E G2 M4 5L
Bl o Freeman (1984) 45 5 & ¥ M O ¥4 H AR > 3R X A E
Bl NGB 15 > Bt —F & A BUTH B R4 - Waddock and Graves (1997) 4
BB FE IR G EZO B THEI LR AE R EIETA M
Mo w AR R BT (45K E B A 3 50R2E) MG T Aok & H) e
R RATEAEE BT AE & RS MU EUT B4R A A ¥ AT AT AL R BE SR D
EER B E M AR E R AR Wb e FES S PR ERIAA
HOXWERAZMEE DS E RD A THMAATEZGRA - Bk 35
XA GEBE R X MBER > HEZHFEER MG -

FEMAEARZY R AEW (stakeholder contract costs theory) 324
PEMTEBOFHNBURARZEEE - CELHTEMABHENEL (implicit
contract) AR EA G eyFol o 3RO NMuERF EF E A AM A R A (Jones,
1995) « REPAI ERA AR TARCE A FHREA MMy #EF > Ribd ¥
A EEBAT HH R A E R A A MR AALA A E (Sen, 1997; Swanson,
1995) = Schuler and Gording (2006) 45 & % & ¥ R APy &L E > A ZRMAAT
AEdh Rk — e D R RIS L H F M A AR BRRS X IT A HER
DEEERAIE oo AR FIFHAATE AL EOEGTERME LS
PIa94T A EMBELENMBER - Rt AT eI O EE LA
AR A G ERZ D KA BURG A F B A A B I A A B RECEL 5 By B4 75 2R B
(Jones, 1995) -

HEe P ZMBR (REBEEOR - RAFEEIER - A EMGAZGRA
W) SEREAFOLERCEN > TR EEAE R ARG > M3
¥ W BAR G o Bk > RAVFEATF R

BR1: ELEREACERLTHUF > BABEHNTMAANMG &



— S ML MG -

Rk BB IR (trade-off Hypothesis) STHALGHEBL A FHEA G
AR L2 B R AR A Y o SbBR R B T & #Friedman®y 3235 < % b Vance (1975)
WAHMHEHN TG mE > A GE ST A8 LR ZEAAM T 2% o Aupperle,
Carroll, and Hatfield (1985) &35 ¥ 0B E A~ BRAL R GT RIETH
(fldo : ZEFE - BEGFRE -HEHREE ) LTREZCEAHENEI
GTITAYDERR AR — BRGNS S BREARFEY - Bk §oEAR
FERAMARLRE > D ERSOAEGTHEATR G F AL MG -

#F M AEWR (private costs theory) BREL (M THBEERDEY
A o B IR B ATARH 69 3B (Aupperly, Carroll, and Hatfield, 1985;
Friedman, 1970; Preston and O’Bannon, 1997) ° Schuler and Gording (2006) #&
HALE RAE R AT GT AR T R4 B AR T AELPIR iR AL
LEQLFR - DERBT AL GTAHLTRME —LHBRE  EFOH B
BV o Bl FRLERBAERY TR RME L RETRE ZFEE S TAN
N HEN R EEARARBTORATREGREBRANF G (A TRE

SERBOMEEZR) - Bk A RAERERF TEFALMAECIT AR
BpBeg TEARAAT AR (A ) e AR B MR ieri g RS Rt
TR A HZe94TA (Friedman, 1970) © Hfe A4 BT > B4R GAT A
BB E NPT o BRIER RIFE IR AR

>

A&
a4
%

Jensen and Meckling (1976) 5 H & B % B 9 R 3¢ 2 3% (managerial
guile theory) &BRWKIEILH (agency theory) ° A AMARELEFEIE
AT ARG > RHE R RA L% (Berle and Means, 1932) » A7 24 Bp 4 4
FOEXALGTAHTRET L LN BN A LEIE AN & AN e B & i AF
BMFLEMRGITA (Preston and O’Bannon, 1997) ¢ Schuler and Gording (2006)
o w R AR AR @R NREEREREFEEARARA LT E
BE AR EEERALER GAENGESE e ¥R Gk
R RALEY B A% -

BRA B R (IR - A RAER KB ERFBER) &
Bk# | 0L CERBIFN B A RARGIE 0 BIKERFIE R RILE B
2o B MEHNE A S ERRKNOERR  ARENMBEL - B> &
P45 2] AT 6918381,

BR2: ELEREACERTHUT  RAWH M BEBRACEMH
BT -



% > Preston and O’'Bannon (1997) 15 h# R S ¥ A LAEMH RIF O ¥ &
1R BRI A] > 2 RACAT 09 T IRAT B8P BURFS TR G T AR ML © 35 2 3 H 4k
AegE Rl ral ARARBEMAENTEFELR  LRE2H MAL TR
E o Bt FAa MBS A Al N8 g X MR RIETA S 5N HMH

.
EHK

% AN

S A\
=k A )

2a,
7,

=

(available funds hypothesis) &% #CFP# %% CSP » ACFP#CSPX 47
A2 3% 16y ) Bl 4 o

Ml EEREW (slack resources theory) &2 4T 6y 875 &1 80 38 Av B
E (MHNRETe) BROTHAM  BL&TFTLEERET AR THIVAROHK
& Bl P AERAA - BTG > SSRRF o B M EEIRAT AR & A B
ik B IRy BB AL G AR L & A 4 BUF A€ 43K © Waddock and Graves
(1997) i6 M AR BRI ARG DX AR SRR N A M D XA g4
FH R TMBEAANCER SN ERILE AR T REMALRER SR
ey R AL FBAN T MR AR R M E FIRIZ W Bk F BT MBS
S ER BRI TERGTARME  EMPESENETHAL -

Schuler and Gording (2006) 2% 8 ## 3 (affordability theory) #
EBE T AR TEBARA - B AR GITAL DTN FTARF AR RAFIT
BB ETHREN X ETEFAGTH - EEFECarroll (1979) i eg 8
AT EREA A G ALBRERAATE S > HEFEEERE > R
b FiE a0 RiE A BEFSA TR A% W FEE A ARG > &
HEAT A BRAEREABEHHIMAT A L IR ERE R FOMBERA A
FE I FMALGAT A Mg E G HCFPH B ECSP » M4 X R
Ay IE e 6 B A% o

HeELd ZMAEGR (THAESER -MERRER T AHEMER) 5544
BUF R A G BRI S F R BB GRAN T RN EMmPBELENE TS
Moo Hb o SRAPIF B AT 89 BER

BRI TLEF BTN BELFT DERTHERELER G ERETS
MR ELATER -

1% > Weidenbaum and Vogt (1987) #» Williamson (1967; 1985) 24 &
¥ ATHREERGME T AN BAR > R R E A F A5 AR I3
£ o Posner and Schmidt (1992) #v Alkhafaji (1989) .38 & {4 ¥ & RH13T8 >
BIEANGHAFTE-RME TREZGH G LRI FEBEENH 3 o Preston and
OBannon (1997) 4 & " & B % B 9 # € £ £ 8 R (managerial



opportunism hypothesis) | £15 4 T8 KRR ANLE BAZ > #F T TRMH
AL G R Z B B B @y AR o TR A O MR SRR R B > BIEATT
fegidRd e L d  REA AKX e e Tadiks  BRb §
AR R AT 095 1E > RIBATTREGH G FEM H Loyt a3t £ AERME R
BT RBHMFISARETHERAEGE - WRRERFCFPH 2 G ECSP -
B b HAF B AT BER

BRL TEEMBREABTNG  PERFTTERFOERTRENAS -
e EEEMBEUABRTTR  CERTERFLERETE

3. A% xE
3.1 #H T A

(1) A T2 EMB 4% (CFP), % % &
# TR — S RACSPRCFPe) B RBAM% - AFFEAR RN 2 H 0L £

BECFPHISE T T T EHCSP | M A B %3 A T AT —H18y
CSP |, %% > e RGERBEENE AT —HCSPEBE T —#84CFP >

B 4B - %4k (lead-lag) BIR AR AR GTEM REL A MHHER-

Boh o Smith (1998) 8 & RATE M RAH b > HABBA M EH E
R A o T3 o 4B RS 4B B 4 » 12Glen, Lee and Singh (2003) R4 %W
W FRERHE DEEF A FEM (persistency of profitability) #F#x ¥k 4
FowAR W RTHMOFERT - AR R EZRRAERFARREKEGFE - X
AE T AR R BT AR eR s AR SR FREBNG D ERA TR
FRABFGEM - TR THRFLEHCENRANNFERL G aDNBE - &REL
o RFREHNCFPTARE > Bk MRS ECFPE > TaA T iFe

RS TP ECEX T T8 £ VR e
Refh o APRAERIHCIPZ E R 6% a4 AK  BEME - £HAD

HoBELE -BFTHEIXE - KBRESHUELEE (Total assets) » HFABRK

FT4% (PGDP) ~ A v # (Population) » & fftb & (Total Liabilities/ Total

Assets ) ~ JEF B & A AE BN B9 tE 5] (Noninterest Expenses/Total Revenue)

Wi B Z (Earning Assets) 1F A8 2 69K 3 -

(2) R TL¥EREHM (CSP), ARG H
RIFBEEZFRETRIVELC LS ELCTENR T WEARA R

BCOSPx 44 - RE AR F ARy il AR aR FaERa R & -
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JEBERTEMNRERTRGIRFINGEE KBV ERERFLEE

2k > Campbell (2005) R &Euy % — B EH & FETANNE DRELR
R EREIF - ZHRABEO LS B THFRBRAEIERGEEM -l B[R

B B 8 E IR (Stiglitz, 2003) © AR 0 RERERGGFAE > BREED
Py Fo AT B IR HL G HE ) R s Tt 0 AR R ERABGRBUR AR A F ) o Bk
pbell (2005) 4= H LATF 89 T © fR4oF R Fo BT A 409 B AR A 4RE
BHREAITA  AERBRARZEERPITRENAERERZIRAL X ~ Bt
HheAa e A EMAAZM O Efo R AR CEBFPRERFOEH
SEAEAT A ©

H% > Campbell (2005) 5 ¥R FHETF

EA M o AR FREBKRGBIET » B 095 IR AR &R D M ik RAF A8 Ao b
ENBERFARR MM EARFLEET & RIETANEK B Atbri4a:E
BREHEMGIFAANBETREERE c RAW > TERFEETEHEN
ToEVEGBRBABENABALLIR G AR AZNEEA DERTGE
KERGRERETAH RAFRZKRFRERETANGHRG ) BEIEAAT
BMERNBE U T I AR R D ENLFE B ENLEXIBE AR
CEFHEARL B ELABRRERR IR GG R EwBEE LG LT S E A
(MacCaulay, 1963) > &% > & ¥R FREMS D RARFLEGHF LT (Fldo:
B hRE) DEBARGIMFIOER T RETA SRARALESHEHSHT
SERBRD  BREEAN B EFLRY  GACELFRBEEREL LA
EREMINGE - A1 - RAESF - H£E5 EHE N > Campbell (2005) = H T
R B FRERRRK D A OEBRATRMEEOEMR G TIENITSA -

FEAT Ry $LAGAP P @ 3 04 30 F 42



Bp o ¥ st @ RAEAT A A R4 -

b 47
SEA G
TR &+ A

Ll aB o AIKE ZOMRE - RFRE kel
S HE o 5 R AEE R KR (Economic Growth) ~ CRy (AT ™ K4
~ REHAT A1 (Legal Enforcement) BREF €# 4] (Antidirector

~—

Dier
Shanley (

es and Coppock (1978), Trotman and Bradley (1981) A Formbrun and
990) RARBEBARYGCERN AL O (0L ERZ §HREEGTRAY

FEHREARERH A AR CENRABEAAR R FRAELCELGTEE
BT REMESEAR R © 3L 2~ JRT (2006) A ¥ME A% B FHERET
ANEANE A

TR (2006) AEBREE R~ BATHRATBGBAR B EFBEAE T EMHEK
RIZGI -

Pava and Kruausz (1996) ~ Preston and O’Bannon (1997) & Stanwick and

ik o B S IR A BRI AR HAEAT A OIRE N TR A B 80 B
%o AR Y DL QIR I ) AT 0 B IR & FAE AT A AR A LA
o E s BB (2006) SUAAE A BEK  AH L ERE AL EH B4 A
BOEFIAEN HRIDGH -

Rt LA LEERER K AAREET ERE - CEMBHEL - EFHE
REAHEERGEHIBE  2HRNETE - FARMREIREMME LT A
B % (Total Assets Turnover) 7FAHRIZE H ey F -

9



3.2 BHEMRA
(1) EHCSPREHMCFPIRAYYE

AR E A G R O ¥ MR S 2 R e R M B R OR B A R A
B ThEZRTRARNGEERAABZYE ) B BERRIMIL TR T LA
P A PIRE o ORI Z AR R B R R ILT > BURERA B
% (two-stage least squares procedure; 2SLS) YE &3 E 0 # 697 7% » LHEFA R
HREATE WEBEAX LT

CFPy = ap+ aiCSPy;+ o Total Assets; + a3 PGDPj; + o4 Population
+ o5 Total Liabilities;; / Total Assets
+ o Noninterest Expenses;;; / Total Revenue

+ o7 Earnings Assets;; + os CRyiy + € (3-1)

CSPiiy = Po+ p1 CFPy;+ o PGDPy + B3 Economic Growth
+ Bi Total Assets;j; + f5 Total Assets Turnover
+ fs CRuiw + Br CRy
+ [ Legal Enforcement; + By Antidirector Rights;
+ & (3-2)

HF ik mHMEBRA R JRTEIRBAT S thTmHtF 5 CFPREFMERA R
FIRBATEFIF L EM B > A F &R F R T RB R AF A 2 69K
Y8 CSPykom F BB R 5 jRBATF tF 69 & F A 8 420 0 Total Assetsyik
THIAR R FRBATEF R BT A PGDPy AR F BB R E -G AR N A
& &%3 5 Population &~ % BB £ F tF 69 A 08 ; Total Liabilities;; / Total
Assetsjk m BB R FjFBATE R (F 6 AfAtL R Barnings Assets;& 7~ H i
BB % % j R BAT A F tF 090 % B & © Noninterest Expenses;;; / Total Revenue;
A TrEHEMEREEIRBATESZLFNIEA L ERAE LYW NS LB 5 Economic
Growth; & 7~ % (8 Bl 42 % F 09 &7 i &k % 5 Total Assets Turnover;;; & 7= %
BR RS IRBAT S F BT EBERH ) CRuATERMGE F AR R F 14
SRATE 9% ¥ K | Legal Enforcement & 5w % 8l Bl F 8975 $4T /1 5 Antidirector
Rights; BB ZeR EFGHA 5 € ;AR ER -

o Fa FEE RO PR TEBCSPH £ 8ICFPAEM B EE R
Z o Fa BBEIN BERTEMYCSPHEHMCEPAE A BE -

o R B BEFE KO > PR T E M CFPH £ CSPAEQ B E T R
Z o B EEE IO PR T EMCFPH S HCSPH a d ey 4% o

10



(2) W —HCSPH EMCFP %

CFPy = Ao+ AMCSPyj 1+ Az Total Assetsy + A3 PGDPj; + A4 Population
+ A5 Total Liabilities;; / Total Assets
+ A Noninterest Expenses;; / Total Revenue

+ A7 Earnings Assetsj + As CRuir + € 4t (3-3)

R ik mRFABR R j&THIRBAT thTHIF CFPR&EFMER R
FIFBATE R IF O E MG 0 UE A MBI R SR T MEN R AF A 472 69K 32
RHOSPyy R RABB R E JRBAT ARt 1556 ¥4 9 520 Total Assets
o FIAR R R JRBATEFF 8 E & PGDP R T iR ZEFHEABN
4 & 2% 5 Population & 7~ % B B % % 5569 A 0 3 ; Total Liabilities;; / Total
Assetsydk = F 8 B R F jRBAT A F 1509 AL R | Barnings Assetsj & o~ $ 4
BB % % j R BAT A F tF 090 % B & © Noninterest Expenses;;; / Total Revenue;
ETREMEARREFBATA S 6 IEH 8 & AAE LI 6] 3 CRygdk 5T BN
W FERA R FEBATENEYE ; ¢ zjt/“%%‘%é_lﬁ °

ho R A B8 E A0 0 BPRT AT —EA8CSP#H T —#ACFPA B g 3 4
ARG R EBR - RFTEE S - A EMAAZORRERERIL ) RZ ok
& A BEE O 0 Bp R RAT —HIR9CSPH T —#189CFPA & e %4 > Rldsdk
BR ~ Fo B R AT S~ BB R R R T AR -

(3) W —#CFPH# & #ACSPZ H ¥

CSPiii = y+ n CFPy + 2 PGDPy + y3 Economic Growth
+ y1 Total Assetsy; + y5 Total Assets Turnover;
+ y6 CRuix + 17 CRa%
+ vs Legal Enforcement; + y9 Antidirector Rights;
+ € (3-4)

B ik mFHAR R  JRTFJREAT S (AT HF 5 CSPk ~ FER R
BIRBAT R B ER @Y CFPy A m B iBR R R JRBATEEL - 15
8y E B EL 0 A E EIRE R R R AR R A A4 2 69 RIE Y E 5 Economic
Growth j& o~ F BB F4 F 08 F Rk % 5 Total Assetsy ik ™ FiEE R Fj
FHRAT RS R 08HE & PGDPy k= £ AR ZH - AR N £ E L8 5 Total
Assets Turnover&k = % A B K £ R EATE F (F 69487 2 BE KRB CRunkw
BOMME BB R 4R AT £ 89 % P Legal Enforcement ;&= % (BB R
R HAT /1 5 Antidirector Rights; % MBBR e R EFGHA] 5 ¢ ;AR ER -

11



ho Ry BAE RPOBF > Bp &R AT —#8CFPH T —#89CSPH ER & B &
RISTHIA B 2GR~ M EBRIE® T AEIERERIL  RZ > F 7 AE N0
B Bp &R AT — EIMCFPH T —#CSPE Aty B8 R EME MKk e £ &
PR3 AR L ©

B R R R A &t

RFR R AR A STOXX 6008% A& 45 % (Dow Jones STOXX 600 index) &ty
P e BATE AR RE R ABERIIRT » 5 F EF R HE A8 3 STOXX K
SALEEE 54 (Dow Jones STOXX Sustainability Index) 7 & &935 @ Rl & migL
nEEERGEAE &nﬁ‘%fkﬂHﬂﬁsz#JlszJ:uESToxxww PEFE BOR 0 B EE
& %Aﬁxi TR

b 3l o A& 38 25 45 B AR LLBR I 0 4 8] A BRARAR 69 0 T L SR R IR BSR4
ERE  -BBAAREEZLYL  ARBALBEILBERMNRAE > 554 HR
fﬂ—na': SEPET o RRF EE BB TR e FRE A AR Rk

SRR S LR AEE S B BT o AHTR 3B L2002 B 45 22005518 A A R AR R
31‘256§§F&ﬁ'$ (bank—year) °

!

>
=

B AP A A RS | S BT ER A R AT (World Banks) AR a9 5
5B 4542 (World Development Indicators; WDI) Bt & - 22 @mBE 07
FHATR B FLLSV (1998) » &L A2 AT A (legal enforcement) 1R & F G4 4]
(antidirector rights) « E ¥ » IKEATH B 8l ik R S R ~ EHRFE R AT
ey E - PHEBATIOZHE » pBAE  REFEPUITHAS S REF®
HAVE B FLLSV (1998) #9 R %= F & # #1453 (anti-director right index) » 7%-#
BAEO6Z R pBAE  RERREAIEK - MEBREATERFEZE (CRy) R
3% Compustat & #H B 23K AR 89 584 % B ok AT B

%&%ﬁ%é’%ﬁ(u%)%ﬁ%’ﬁkﬂ«uW»%ﬁﬁo%&kl&i
AEE% (PGDP) &% > #m ($38,982) & & > #HF ($11,047) ®IK - £AD
BB n 0 BB (82,508,663A) &P 0 MM (4,038, 763A) BV o M F
#2E (CRy) RAE AN FRE - HATHRTETEAL000 (ERERF
REAR) > EBRRAA0.460 GRFRES) - ik WEEBRE » IR ER
ATHE9.9924 K% HHTHTI06ARIK  REFGHA » AIHER 5%) A
Ke o LA (04) Ak e
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s KA R PRAE R 6948 B & B R 4 B Compustat 23K AR B R B 4T B R
L&% o u AT PR > AR LT H BB KB AR A TEHESTOXX 60018 45 #
BIBRAT R LT > AR TR ERA T BESTOXX AL B ZRCSR
BU4RATEE ) . T R EMRCSREBATEE | MAABEL o R4 287 5] & B KA 20024F
220055 f] &R 6 SRAT R B E A F B ey P E > BRATFHEEER

=y

% o

WRA2TRERBATEAE FEMERS " ERCSROEITE 1 TR &
RCSREYSEATEE | 9L - HF » ERFEBNASERAR (Bl @ R3bA]
EEAIRE - AR ERE - AARFERER) " R ERCSREYEATE | BILBIRF -
AHRE #wmE S ER ER - MERERR T ERCSROBATE | ayLLp S -
ER o RIMERI 2GR T AP FHHEERBREHER > TR AN
"REMRCSREEATE ) T 0T ERCSREBATE | ARG betath B (tH
=4.844) ~ BH B EE (HE=12.173) ~ BH M BFLLE (({E=4.704) ~ BHH

WEFEE ((E=7.901) & & ey A& & B AB QY NLE] (tE=1.905) EEAKAHY
B Z 3B R (t1E=-2.466) °

%4-1 2002432005 F S Rt me # oy 354

Economic

Country Growth PFDP Population R, Legal Antidirector
(USD) Enforcement  Rights

(%)
1. Austria 1.5 24,871 8,152,360 b.867 9.472 P
2. Belgium 1.75 23,397 10,402,213 1.000 9.486 0
3. Switzerland 1 34,311 7,362,583 /0.913 9.992 2
4. Germany 0.75 23,544 82,508,663 0.465 9.366 1
5. Denmark 1.5 30,695 9,394,646 / 0.938 9.796 2
6. Spain 3 15,265 42,352,063 0.815 7.87 4
7. France 1.25 23,185 60,286,898 / 0.793 8.974 3
8. United

2.5 26,182 99,736,141 0.703 9.402 )
Kingdom
9. Greece 4.5 12,114 11,044,213/ 0.732 6.838 2
10. Ireland ) 28,733 4,038,763 1.000 8.74 1
11. Ttaly 0.25 19,471 57,886,10d 0.580 7.946 1
12. Netherlands 0.75 24,404 16,243,935 0.998 9.866 2
13. Norway 1.75 38,982 4,579,534 0.842 9.918 4
14. Portugal 0.667 11,047 10,465,197 1.000 7.806 3
15. Sweden 2.75 28,877 8,974,0Q/9 0.995 9.796 3

EAHRIR © AT IR
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%42 ZBAB/TE "TERCSRYMLITH (CSR), # T R ERCSREYMTH (NOT CSR) , B HHHE R FH4E

Total
Number of Banks Total Asset ora Noninterest Earning Total
otal Assets liabiliti
Country Group ROA IMR Beta L liabilities / Expenses / Assets Asset
2002 2003 2004 2005 (Million) Total .
Total Revenue (Million) Turnover
Assets
CSR 0 0 0 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
1. Austria
NOT CSR 1 2 2 2 0.39 49.29 1.32 150,802.53 95.09% 48.18% 40,210.16 0.058
CSR 0 0 0 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
2. Belgium
NOT CSR 2 & 2 2 0.46 33.14 0.92 372,150.56 96.11% 35.78% 145,950.74 0.066
g lnd CSR 1 2 2 2 0.41 24.04 1.55 1,084,045.10 96.76% 52.88% 71,323.21 0.060
3. Switzerlan
NOT CSR 2 2 2 1 0.65 1.90 0.89 125,832.59 91.46% 60.66% 10,330.69 0.075
A CSR 2 2 2 2 -0.01 13.69 1.52 833,588.21 96.65% 40.05% 99,605.32 0.054
. Germany
NOT CSR 1 2 & & 0.06 36.00 1.45 362,531.95 97.25% 27.35% 123,756.43 0.042
CSR 0 0 0 0 NA NA NA NA NA A NA NA
5. Denmark
NOT CSR 2 2 1 2 0.58 39.20 0.47 219,719.62 96.02% 32.96% 54,918.43 0.049
. CSR 1 1 1 2 0.68 19.29 1.52 568,619.14 92.41% 43.90% 107,014.72 0.073
6. Spain
NOT CSR 4 5 5 4 0.81 29.35 0.79 94,081.87 92.74% 44.27% 17,824.89 0.058
. CSR 1 1 1 1 0.45 22.20 1.06 1,112,056.90 95.93% 6.73% 115,199.36 0.067
7. France
NOT CSR 4 3 3 2 0.46 26.84 0.60 455,017.03 95.21% 40.12% 105,763.95 0.063
8. United CSR 5 5 6 5 0.56 12.82 1.06 818,189.91 95.16% 48.82% 173,930.99 0.058
Kingdom NOT CSR 6 6 5 4 0.70 20.42 1.12 128,188.43 94.11% 35.38% 23,990.37 0.070
CSR 0 0 0 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9. Greece
NOT CSR 5 6 6 6 0.67 33.14 0.67 37,885.73 71.16% 36.97% 9,471.22 0.282
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%42 £BBRTE " ERACSRYAITH (CSR), ## T RERACSREKATH (NOT CSR), EH @B Hey FHE (8)

Total Nonint t
Number of Banks Total . .0. ? onberes Earning Total
Country Group ROA IMR Beta Assets liabilities / Expenses / Assets Asset
2002 2003 2004 2005 . Total Total e
(Million) (Million) Turnover
Assets Revenue
CSR 0 0 0 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
10. Ireland
NOT CSR 3 3 3 3 0.92 38.02 0.57 95,249.85 94.58% 31.02% 26,149.30 0.059
ltal CSR 1 0 1 0 2.32 3.24 1.12 115,867.46 90.95% 4.56% 11,447.44 0.134
11. Italy
NOT CSR 12 12 11 12 0.54 24.64 1.03 140,176.06 92.35% 9.43% 14,225.21 0.066
CSR 1 1 2 2 0.50 24.86 1.29 760,273.31 97.17% 42.03% 201,924.55 0.078
12. Netherlands
NOT CSR 0 0 0 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
CSR 0 0 0 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
13. Norway
NOT CSR 1 1 1 1 0.71 31.04 1.02 109,888.65 93.83% 39.94% 33,476.57 0.064
CSR 0 0 0 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
14. Portugal
NOT CSR 2 3 3 3 0.66 13.35 1.10 59,429.19 94.10% 46.68% 9,225.77 0.073
Swed CSR 1 1 0 0 0.48 35.73 0.71 124,518.08 95.36% 29.74% 16,684.87 0.063
15. Sweden
NOT CSR 3 3 4 4 0.56 27.73 0.83 224,261.35 95.84% 39.33% 62,649.02 0.052
CSR 13 13 15 14 0.527  17.697 1.278 807,395.90 0.955 45.985 133,811.60 0.065
NOT CSR 48 53 51 49 0.605  28.494 0.895 159,500.35 0.940 42.882 36,464.026 0.063
ALL Countries tests of means (t-statistics): CSR vs.
NOT CSR 0926 2466 4844 12173 4704 1.905" 70017 0.629

WA KRR RS R R AR EE B R AR T B % K E3£0.10, 0.05, 0.01 ©
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#4374 T ¥ MG ) (AHEROASIMR) #2448 B 4 3R 2 48 Bl 14
B TUHREETE - BARRLELA ATH - AHLE B F AR
ROAZMMEZRBAZWAMMN » MR FREHAROAZMA ZRMAE LM - £
B RWMBE G @ FRAA — O ER SRR E R R 2L A
BA o st > AT — HA Y & E A @ G E B0 0 E AR & Sk 2 M 8448 B 14 B
EH O ATHEGEESHMA Bt AR ERTT—METHOER G
MG EMBEXOBER > R EE R, BN RRIEERT T R
CHE&EBHEROCEMBERNTE -

FAARGIE TAEA G HE Y B A AEER o TS
RBBE -BARREZLR  FEIITAH -REFEHANATHOER G
Mz ZRBEEAEM THORERMFRTHOELCERZ A ZRBE
AARR - sbsh > AT —HEE RN O E M BRI R AT S AT
BRGMEESNRAR Rt AARARTS AT — A THOERHEH T
¥R CHEBNBET e RNEEE S BN FRREXE T RRFeMEaH
THACERETERNBE
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ROA IMR Beta CSP(t) CSP(t-1) Total PGDP Population Total Noninterest Earning
Assets liabilities/ Expenses/ Assets
Total Assets Total Revenue

ROA

IMR -0.001

Beta ~0.086 097

CSP(t) ~0.092 01387 0200

CSP(t 1) ~0.117 0135 0217 0892

Total Assets ~0.208 " -0.083  0.328 0620 0615

PGDP -0.024 ~0.009  0.001 0235 0247 0336

Population —0.2107 0099 01827 0262 0253 0257 -0.189

Total liabilities/Total ~ ~0.454"  -0.033  0.094 0307 0308 0.604 0393 0.093

Assets

Noninterest Expenses/  ~0.021 0.062 0259 0.066 0.068 -0.057 ~0.1617 0010 0349

Total Revenue

Earning Assets 02327 0042 0278 0527 0513 0883 0.366 0.182"" 0.637 ~0.138"
CR, 0.246 0.048 ~0201°  -0.073 0075  -0.007 0251 07437 0150 ~0.136 0.125
AR -

1. CSP(t) REAEHM O EH L T CSP(t 1) REAM— ¥4 -
2. KK FonAAMeyBAE KRR 0.01 (HR) * RoriaMeBAEKER 0.05 (HR) * Myl EKRES 0.1 (HE) -



*4-4 1= ¥

CSp ROA(t) ROA(t-1) IMR(t) IMR(t-1) Total Economic ~ PGDP Total CRy Legal
Assets Growth Assets Enforcement
Turnover
CSP
ROA(t) -0.092
ROA(t -1) ~0.076 0772
IMR(t) 0138 -0.001 0203
IMR(t 1) ~0.102  0.259 0.060 0.141"
Total Assets 06207 -0.298 0311 -0.083 0.006
Economic Growth ~0.019 0373 0349 0.110° 0311 -0.110
PGDP 0235 -0.024 -0.027 ~0.009 0.078 0.336 0.075
Total Assets Turnover 0.025 0290 0266  -0.104 -0.190 -0.83  -0.066  -0.263
CRy ~0.073 0246 0226 0.048 0.141" ~0.007 0306 0251 0.046
CR ~0.073 0246 0226 0.048 0.141" ~0.007 0306 0251 0.046
Legal Enforcement 02847 0163 -0.174 " -0.008 0.028 04267 -0.121 0901 0237 0268
Antidirector Rights 0204 0348 04217 -0.043 0.078 0.041 054277 020277 —0.008 0293 0.122°
AR -

1. ROA(t) REAEMOEAMBFE 5 ROA(t 1) REAN— MO EARBE 5 IMR(t) REAE IO EMBE 5 IMR(t 1) R AEA — B 69 FMB F -
2. K% RoRARMGYBAEKRER 001 (BE) * R EKESR 0.05 (BR) ¥ RraMeyBaEKRER 01 (ER) -



5. BH&R
51 EHMSERTEUBATHNDEMH SR W
(1) EHCSP# & HCFPH B E (AROA#% ECFP)

%5 1(A)(B) 7] th £ HACSP# € #ICFP (MAROA# &) B % 093857 547 &
£ oo E o (A)#(B) 63X E 5 3 SAOLS$12SLS #4718 57 A% o JA2SLSHAT 4%

09 B e E B EHOSPR S HICFPX R THR AL AR A A £ %3N 4
PIAE o @5 RT S il > AR HAN(A)RE 5 > (B)3RE 89 Adjusted R?®30.429
A E0.602° REMAUMBREA RS > @B LS IEH % HRQFARBRITRBE
bbo RAIR(B)REMERLH TR MBER L

251 DEMBEKLAREEHEHFLER

Equation (A) (B) ()] (D) (E) (F)
Method OLS 92SLS OLS 92SLS OLS OLS
Dependent variable ROA ROA IMR IMR ROA IMR
CSP(t) 02227 0190 7252 4927
( 3.139) (10.924) (-1.446) = (-3.416)
CSP(t-1) 0.117 = -10.333
(1.293) (~1.876)
Beta ~1.164 2.02 ~1.706
(-0.329)  (0.559) (-0.432)
log (Total Assets) ~0.060 0343 = -2.821 3.504 ~0.036  -2.011
(-1.716) (-8.000) (-0.985) (1.008) (-0.725)  (-0.648)
PGDP 0.000002  —0.000003  —0.00007  0.00005  0.000002  —0.0003
(0.591) (-0.891) (—0.280) ( 0.193) (0.519) (-1.153)
Population ~0.0000004 —0.000004  -0.0002  -0.0001  —0.000001 —0.0004
(-0.251) (—2.887) (-1.777)  (-1.212) (-0.671) = (-3.407)
Total liabilities / ~11.617°  -9.039  160.790 81729  -12.561  160.427
Total Assets (-9.640)  (-8.713) (1.851)  (0.920) = (-8.068)  (1.655)
Noninterest Expenses ~~0.007  -0.008 -0.126 ~0.155  -0.007 -0.015
/ Total Revenue (-3.615)  (-5.033)  (-0855) (-1.079) = (-3.132)  (-0.095)
log (Earning Assets)  0.027 0.052 1.59 1.401 0.028 3.399
(0.875) (2.034) (0.715)  (0.643) (0.725)  (1.414)
CRy4 0.599 0.033 -30.487  —17.850 0482  —70.399
(2.289) (0.144) (-1.625)  (-0.949)  (1.518) _ (~3.490)
R 0.454 0.620 0.507 0.528 0.398 0.466
Adjusted R 0.429 0.602 0.481 0.502 0.364 0.431
tAE B 253 252 236 236 192 179
A

1. CSPt)REREHMLEHGTHM ) CSPt-1) R AR — A0 E 4 & 4k
2. F Rk RS RIR R BEE K010, 0.05, 0.01; FEINPA AtiE
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G AR ERE > EHMOERGH (CSP) #HEMMROABE S E
RMEHE (AEE=0.190) T ERF RH XM EA EmE R EZAER » JF#Preston
and O’Bannon (1997) #9EHE&ER—R - HAR BT EZHROAFHEZ AT E
(AEBAE=0343) > KERBBDHBRITRMA B SHEFGES - BRI IIE
FEER EARALE AHROAZRBEZ NGB E > @FLABE S
#-9.039$1-0.008 -

(2) £#CFPY E£#MCSPHHE (RROA% ECFP)

SLBF Ay & R P R 5-2(A) L (B)RAE » BlAkdb 0 (A)#(B)#gx % 3 BAOLS
#OSLSATIBER 47 © 4 Pseudo R 4o » & #1 A 2SLSME3H o5 » 447 64 i 1B e
e KEREBRE > THHOROAHZHCSPHBETARE EG (HHAE
=3.285) - M E EH FHNCSPAHBE ER e B8 (ABME=1.0641) EE%RF
REBRKOBATTRRA LS EN R LERS  HRBETRINEY KM E L
BEZ LY G EIE k¥ Dierkes and Coppock (1978) ~ Trotman and Bradley
(1981) AFormbrun and Shanley (1990) &34 —2k o

BB ERE  SBERKEFHCSPERBEE N AR HE (hEE=0.467)
BERET—HOEEREERS R CETRGUASAHEAE L MRL%
FEZBARBEAOAGTRIE - B ERFRET B > THFELERBFCRECSPER
BREW AW BE (M= 40.830) > ECR QG HMA BIES Y EME (i
{£=25.075) > Bk TE —BBETEE T EES RBARE (L2300 F 2 K 8&
R BATAF G EE L EA G HIE - ER3E T Campbell (2005) 2 H8)<
BB FRERREIRD A D EBRRTREFOERL G RIENITA - IFBP
MFHCEA T HEZRFRN (BUTH) BE -

mEkEEBREM T REFEHAHCPHBEALABEES  hHEAH
0.697 » TE®RZFE —BAHREAMENRERSE  ZALTETLEIRLEH
1z -

(3) EHMCSPREHMCFPZREAXRE (RIMRA ECFP)

FAEFLAEERBE (IMR) #5ZCFP > AR H 08 314 & Sl B
P (R A 19145269 (C) (D)X E) » &S5 1(D)REH2SLSERRE > &
BMECSPHIMRA % A ey B (hBE=14927) > ZHEF (1) (UROA
#ECFP) & RMAR > LARMAAEH S EIFREE -
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252 RERRHEBAREBHEHFLER

Equation (A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
Method OLS 2SLS OLS 2SLS OLS OLS
Dependent variable CSR CSR. CSR. CSR. CSR. CSR.
ROA 1101 3.285
(2.078) (2.900)
ROA(t-1) 0.601
(1.117)
IMR ~0.006  —0.865
(-0.934) 1 (=5.331)
IMR(t-1) -0.018"
(-2.352)
PGDP ~0.00001  -0.00001  -0.00001 ~ -0.0002"  0.000001 -0.00002
(-0.341)  (-0.273)  (-0.293) | (~1.856)  (0.029)  (-0.494)
Economic Growth —0.243° 0467  -0.123 284  -0201  -0.003
(-1.811)  (-2.604)  (-0.965) = (4.964)  (-1.559)  (-0.022)
log (Total Assets) 1545 1641 1382 203 1431 1499
(7.091) (6.793) (8.196)  (4.412)  (7.575)  (7.588)
Total Assets Turnover 22.611 4.64 41228 6724 31.882  46.680
(2.626) (0.337) (4416)  (-0.606)  (3.497)  (4.855)
CRy4 36331 -40.830  -33.361  —35.507 -35.808 = -26.735
(-3.568)  (-3.184)  (-3.506)  (-1.701)  (-3.778)  (~2.476)
CR.? 22901 25.075 21066 22216 22482 16.722
(3.416) (3.043) (3.394)  (1.638)  (3.642)  (2.346)
Legal Enforcement 0.353 0.551 0.357 2.906 0.249 0.51
(1.138) (1.290) (1.022) (2.99) (0.789)  (1.388)
Antidirector Rights 0.675  0.697  0.584 2004 0666 0492
(4.706) (3.531) (4230)  (-4.818)  (4.828) 3.476
Loe Likelihood -48.485 47.214 48530 -13.403  -50.572  -42.983
Average Likelihood 0.825 0.829 0.820 0.945 0.818 0.833
Pseudo-R? 0.634 0.644 0.595 0.868 0.618 0.600
A H 252 252 244 236 252 236
A

1. ROA(H))KREAEHEEAMBFE S ROA(G-1)RERT — A 7 2 MBE 5 IMR(t)K & & HA &9k
FHRB R 5 IMR(t-1) K& AT — A 09 A% B 0B % -
9. kR Rk mIR & BRE K 3£0.10, 0.05, 0.01; FEINN At -

H&o 3t &52(D)x T M2SLSE R KA w4 IMRE & HCSPo# 4 4 #a
#Aam (HBAE=0.865) &4 LLE(2) 3% (LXROA&T%CFP) B ERABR
HEANBRAIFRE » THERLHCSPHBELBE AH (HhIME=0.0002)
EEAREEABAFARRAF RS AZASRTEEEI LR G RENTRY
Ko MALEE RFRENTS  HEELTABPENTELERAUROA
% B S RERAAM

wEk#EER Em T o ii:ﬁf#%tﬁf?%‘CSP%%%ﬁ EmeHE (G4
=2.906) ' BEARFEHZRANEEIATARS > RMZAKTERLEFELGT T

“—”> 83\»

Al

¢
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REFGHAHCSPABRE A IBE (HHME=209) REE—BHHREF
THAMEGE R REA AR > TRATE N ) B EEBER L] E R A
PO BAREZCEHGAEOREST TR -

(4) &

He PR MmAESERBEZNEE > RIMERKROANERRE  MTF L
X#FHTES ) BE mEKREIHRHE (IMR) 9E&RRE MRS T A
B BE o AN REN LG R FH T HROARN  RET 5 & HGIMRE
BRATRBECEMMBEHRY Bt AAERA TR BE | R -

5.2 W —ECSPH ¥ #iCFP2 % &

B &5-189(E) X% H, > & AROA# ECFPE > AT —# 9 CSPHCFPoy B & it
A% AL EHCFPA BBV E (HHE=12.501) AEH AR
bR RAT > HE ERBEBAL - £IFFALERARE > LHE EMB R OB EN
HEBENBE (HHME=0007) TERFTHRTEFNLER L EES -
PR B B RISZARAT B9 B A SRBH F 0k & 8K -

#&E5-109(F)RAER - & AIMR# ZCFPE > AT —#169CSPHCFP AR % A
W HE (AEE=10.333)  BREEAT —HCSPBITE > AIRITAET —H
MEEMBRBBE CEREZTLESE LML TREN RASLERGTTA
TR GE—SLEBEL R (B RGA BV B ERSEFE TR - it
R M Vance (1975) B HERBEM  AEN TG FHM T A FEAFHL
SR BB TRk B THEEBB B EMHGE N AMFIHGFEER
B MR Bk TR T RA RAER T BB R SRR ) B2
ML AL ERE  RHRZRMEABRE BB e (AHHIE=160.427) -
BERREMGRELERSOEAT  ARRBATORERMELRS -

)

HBBBRE RIFEEHREZRMEZRBEZ OB E (hHEA=
70.399) » EERFERFRERSE > BATERMETARSHORETHBE -

5.3 B —HCFPH £ 5 CSPz & &

BEER 45 R PN RS 289 (BE)3R B (F)R A - b (B)R TR TVER > 77
—HIOROAH FICSPH R F LR o EHACIER LB - JWASLSH &
R (REHYROAHE) A FRWA  FABMREIREQES (LA
=31.882) » BERRFLEMNTHERNAY  AFELTTETANEILRR
0 B gb A gk e £ A G 420 B BRE T Pava and Kruausz (1996) ~ Preston and
O’Bannon (1997) & Stanwick and Stanwick (1998) &937% °
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B (F)REERT » RAVERAT—EWIMRE T —8CSPHBEE & &
WBE (BFEHE=-0018) BRETEEMEOKRETERBR, (BRY) &
I AR BT EAMBE ML B AT E L L EEA T TE KB E
AP B 5 SR AT 69 8 R 0 sk ¥ Weidenbaum and Vogt (1987) ~ Williamson
(1967; 1985) ~ Schmidt (1992) & Alkhafaji (1989) #93R7%—% - Htb % b
2SLSHy &R (R EHMYIMRETE) A > R FRE @ CRyHCSPZH.AE %
AR BE (hEME= 26735 2CRSHEHFGHA BB EHEME (hifE
=16.722) » & IR & 4 Campbell (2005) #93% © B FRE KRR KK 0 Bl
EBATHRAFEEREGTRENTA TUHRFHEERETTEZRIFGRNE (4
UFT) % -

5.4 /&

R4 B @R AR E 0 RATE IR0 5 L E #A e CSP AT — £ 89 CSPIR 3 ¥
CFPOIRE > mAEXATHEFLERLZERR  REATHCSPH Am P ECFP » &
T TR T AR AR T BB R Y RE R 0 B2 3L o Sb b
g BB IMRA A — 889 IMR 2 A3t R HCOSPHI B E » BHRLE RN EZRERAETN
AR EBTHCFPHZECSP BmEAXMGEEEaMBE & T8&E%E W
Mg ERBER (BR4) R -

6. &HEEH

A RABE AR MNE G BATEAR R 2 E— PR EA SR D
EMBEAREZ MR RMAAT L EE - A RER

(DEAHAETEBHBERLIHNEA AN ARE

BATE R CEBAMBEBZMZARR - M AR A B LRS -
(2) BATHAFTEHUATR HRAROUBFHEBAE AP E

FHATAEL E4 ¢ TR THEFHRE S AN o W IBREHFES
BHRARROHABEA T - LB RG & THRBEER T RFRAES B Tey
PR B RGE R e
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