TR ST
Vol.34 No.2 201346 H
H ABOR G SR TRx i e & mrsen

CSR FE D32l R F - 2h 5

U S )
(A ARBORBCE SR T E)

" AREONERIC S T2 o L, KBt % CROOR) . BIRINPAERdE (B0 | PV TR (o) . =1
BEAR CFEBER) . MNEAREER (RBO) . 22O BABCRECSEHY TRIFIRE NI 28 X - —2E
DI IPOEWRAA L FETAV, MLUTEH LY, bHAA, HY IREFEITT R TEEMANIET D, 72
B, ARSI T D ERIZEEEATR L, BABCREEHIITO RifE 7~ b O TR,



Does Stakeholder Welfare Enhance Firm Value?

Economics Today, Vol. 34, No. 2, June, 2013

Kazumi ENDO
Tokai Branch
Development Bank of Japan



2 B

CSR (ZAB A4 BB 2 T IR 72 B A AR D 2B E AL L T D, < DRFFEETE. 2
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1. FREE: : doing well by doing good?

(BRI &R ) 2 DHGm T 20 ORI TRERL—T AL FEAELHLTE T, WENLK
40 FEFTOD 1972 85, m—~ 27 T 77 [RROIRR] 253 L. BRI HIERBIE ORI & LT3R
WMEND Lol ZD0FHD 19924, VA T « D 1A v THIES U HERY < » b
TlE, FHerTREZRBAR 2 8L T 5720 DITEGHE (72 = 4 21) PR S 4L, HIERER BRI O
Rz BE LT EBRR7Z2 P A E D ~OFia b F T2z, U A OHIERY X v R 20 k724 H

[BREE L) 2D dmiE (L tn) 2 odamefa L. CSRICRESND AT T EY
T 4 ~ORUEIE, FHEDRINARFRIZ L) FRDENUIG ENDE TR > TS (Lacy,
Cooper, Hayward, & Neuberger, 2010) *, 5 il 72 3B 2642 B LR E 0 1L, FEHD
B AR 7200 T, BRI -t - T3 R (BSG) 1EHA LU & LIS IEHoOE
PMARTET 5 aHE] LWV A—7 A FHAEAH LTS (eg, Eccles & Krzus, 2010; IIRC,
2013; [, 2012; HAZGEEEHEE, 2013; =4X,2012),

CSR 35| & A9 Z & & F3ET HGHIE. doing well by doing good 5% (LA R, DWDG i) &I
T, BEIZOIEY, < OeEI It/ 7 +—~ A (Corporate Social Performance [CSP]) &
1% /X7 4 —~<> A (Corporate Financial Performance [CFP]) IZVU > 735 E 5 HREL TX
12, —EBOWZEEL, b CIfMED & H R E G IR & BB OJUR L 38k T 5 U — R « =R
# (resource-based view of the firm [RBV])D = ¥ 7 Z U VT, CSR ICHEHYZREEG W Z RUHZ 5
L LT&E7 (eg., Branco & Rodrigues, 2006; Freeman, Harrison, Wicks, Parmar, & de Colle, 2010; Hart,
1995; Hillman & Keim, 2001; McWilliams, Siegel, & Wright, 2006; Ruf, Muralidhar, Brown, Janney, & Paul,
2001; Russo & Fouts, 1997), = 9 U725 &2SAMT 5 X D12, [AIKROD CSP & CFP & ORIZE5V V72
NHH T T AOBURNSH D LR IT T A X T TV VABGFET DM (e.g, Margolis, Elfenbein, &
Walsh, 2009; Orlitzky, Schmidt, & Rynes, 2003) , A THIFZEDZ < IZAEMECRIIFEBII @S 6L LT
ZRmoToledh, ZORERAFHEIR ) ZTHD Z EIXTE R,

ARalE, ZIETOIFERE & U CE MG Lo It 5 Z & T, CSR #%
MBI MU E TR A EMEICIET 2 Z L 2 HRYE L%, DWDG RERORMGE X, {3
e CFIRE) OFURIFA A2 | & W IARJFAIZR R S RN Ry 70T, R3EfERLE 7 = ' R
SEBRSTEHTIAN TH D, LN TIE, CSR MEEDZBE LS L 72 ¢, 2ifEAlE T CSR

URIEL, TAR & IZEREDOREN ZOE Ehei i, ARRZRFRINETRANET 213720 75, BREHHYL)S B IROF A
FRAHEZ CHEFT L. 100 FELAINIC AFHDORRIIRIUCET 2 CTh A D | LEE LT,

2 & [E D ecologocal footprint (FRFTERENASHIERDARERIZ G2 T B EM) 2988 L2 WWF Q012)ic k% &, fitfh
DANZDBIAARND & 5 72518 % UiseT DI DICITHERDS 2.3 MBI TH Y | KEAD X 5 2% Lt 5720120
HIERAS 4.0 [ELEECTH D, ZiUT, HERFIEOBEIEN IS ORKNI /R D >2odb b Z &, BIOEWIETH L,
free disposal 23AEEZ: THMA (slack) | 237e2< 720 228D T & B GHHINIRE-> T\ D, B3NS CSRIEENAAT 9 195
WiE, ZAET BRBEAR) LTI b DO—H03, SRR AR A =y b &V TECEIELT DRI
FERNATEY (PIEME) LCWD LEET A2 L HT&E L9,

3 “doing well by doing good” & \ ¥ 9 F5HDOHZEL, Drucker (1954, 1974)DHIZ RS Z L3 T& B,



PR DSRT SRR 2R U, RURAE S L7 5 iEam 2 ey

2. CSREE&RDZEE

CSRRT 4 T/ m =0 F 0 L O ITFMZRIEC LT TAE] 28K 5 2 & LITTFLE
ThoTRefR, CSR ITFEAMER R L & W\ ) AR B LBV EHEHI S (e.g., Berle,
1932; Friedman, 1962, 1970/2008; Hayek, 1960; Levitt, 1958; Lewis, 1959; Miwa, 1999; “The good company,”
2005), CSR % KRFeHsyr & LT EH ORI TENIIR B BV TE Tz, 295 LIZ#FI0RE
HENRHBH Y | “hypocritical window-dressing”<>borrowed virtue” & 55 AMHEH] U 72 BEFEH 2t R E R
23 CSR DFIET LB 2 ZEBFITENTIIN e 2otz X 5 ITibiv s,

AR, < OREIMER LD CSRIE, BFICE Z M- Thg) O%@E7e & Tidzal, FIliE
wiER Lo>ob, ZOFIH (the right kind of profits) % &' D L O N 20 & Ei LT T8 L 7eo
TWb, Bzt N a—F o= 12057 51 FETOBRBEMIBECEER R R e ER R D

[HATHIOAS) 1236t L, REREARDR 14 72 e 4 BB R L QO B il &
MZIUTHTD (eg, EBERFHASHA, 2011; /MK, 2010,2011), Bénabou and Tirole (2010)1%, #1423
MIELDO & H1TH) (Socially Responsible Behavior [SRB]) 23 IEH# I THh 5 &9 R a2 R L, CSR
METRAL LTHAT D REMEZTIE LTV D, T b, TRER D THLEiZmMD ) &) il
EEAVRT L D1, Fox DB ~72 2 & T SRB ~DFEEN Y L, BEREALERRLLCT =
7 b L— RSO X 912, BERMMETS T e <A - SEFRAMIE b SR I EIT &2 A% 28
MT DL oT2 WV IDITTHLD, BFETA N> TEXDLE, EmVIEES  (prosocial
consumers) 73RO D « b— R EAEMT D2 Y72 - T, CSR FFETAE U D& 2R AR L
FNHRG S5 2 E S TE UL, R LS CSR OREEI AT & 2 B,

DWDG GO 2 Wi L7981, CSR TEE A L E 27— 3 o AR & o T2 6
BEEOERI 2T D 2, WlEH7 TRE) LA7e L CETN, FEEZEOEREE LiE—I12T 5F
TZ 9 LB 2Bz R T HFEE D3ME 2 T D (e.g., Aoki, 2011; Jensen, 2001; Porter & Kramer, 2006,
2011; Zingales, 2000) , TEFSEFEDTE b %57 7= Corrado, Hulten, and Sichel (2009)i%, 77> K, L
Va7 —ray IR VAV N T TI T AT SN D BIE A 2 B L — (economic
competencies) &FEATUWDAN, MO DEUICHED 726, CSRIFENTI= BT v —2EiT 5 [
B L BT ENTE D 2T, BV A 0N T E S 2B~ R U A L b AT A (EMS)
AR LT, A - AR E B & LToRERERIEGE C TJ)& (competence) | Z%54H L, EMS
WA A N AMhEa A MEEAERT 5756 LILZRV, Porter and Van der Linde (1995)7%3

* Ariely, Bracha, and Meier (2009)/3%, == 7—AD & 9 1T =H ) DBIZIATHE R SRB (TRAENS/ 2 & DAH1 &
VT U TEEZRED L, BHOEKICK LTCSRBE 2 T U5 47« 70 LT LE D AfEl: (DR CE 9 IBIE
LR L Q0 D, Z0720, signaling value 287 B/ « —ERIZOWTIL, EIMIASHNE T D4
HDLEEZD,

* CSRIEEN &9 7 1 —DFEFEIC J o T CSRARE &V IEEEIR (A kv 7 250 DSIAESND LB % 5HY, Corrado
etal. (2009)DFH L BEAER & 728, CSRIGEIDER TR SN ERRE 2 v 7 v o—E bRET 5, 0
F-OARETIE, TCSRFE & Tav T ri—) ZHAICAHATRE R REE LT,



“innovation offsets” & FEUX, Shrivastava (1995)73“management orientation” & Z581 L7= & 912, EMS %[H]

LTV HTO IR3&] 2, T4 7HA 7T AL MIETH SN BREAUERAEM S
BRIECELE LI E W oTe T m &7 b« f /=g & LTRFET 2000 LV, 20
F O AR m U CHBREDRHEBHBRY . 770 R A= EaT—va v a@d
TARZEE, Bftox= a7 a X 7 ik 7 L X 7 AR TE DAEEMEDNEWEEZ BLD (eg,
Fombrun & Van Riel, 2004), ZOfll, T—2 « TA 7 « NTG U ARL A /83— T 4 ITRUE L THEER
DT EEDN N MEEESCHEE A TRES) DK T (presenteeism) A #8825 7230 MR = Z4HEHE L C
WHRHEE, VT rva U ROET N a5 kT D T & THEER DR R E & O
ELHIEM L, FEkOEFEMEEZ M ESE 5000 LIV (eg., Collins et al., 2005; Edmans, 2011;
Loeppke, Taitel, Haufle, Parry, Kessler, & Jinnet, 2009; Mills, Kessler, Cooper, & Sullivan, 2007) ,

KRBV DD & & HIZ, CSRIZHT AT LD FIFE D> TEN, BENHEETIEY
RAET ML, EORENET DEDEESL « UM & B TR BIRY, Ei, ey
FAEZBE T2 K 19026000 2359 & 91, MHERAVEE) &u o HIREE, ORIRGTETS, @AM,
Q@FENETT, @EREE. QAIERFHIET, OMHEERE, O 2=7 4 ~OZEME A I 2=
1A DI, LOHSTMRIENNT —~ 2 & 2 EFNRFH A AR T D, LD, CSR &
—IUZE 2 Th, TORERIRHZT T2 EIC L >THEARY 5 5% B (2005)1L, HAD CSR
2 TEREE) . THEEmR) . EMEST] TR bavd Lfaf L7223, [AEROMMIE, AARRAH
REE 23 2009 FRCFHE L 72T > — PAD O bHEETE 25 (MFE 1), 20X 912, AAD CSR

H&®1 CSRDET—IZBITANEDEINA

B

MR kA & Dot J ik

B = RO A WE

NHE~DRBLIE

THE BRI

S AT

A NG, fltxal7 4

(%)
OESMEST DIESMSTEBX IS RO COMEE) B al g/t ORISR 75 E)

(%#5) BARFHFESS (2009) [CSR (EEDOHESMEM) IZBT 57 7 — MNEA RS R EZ 1R,

b EPSMIIIT D CSRALEDZEEIAA (2013), HREE (2006)HZME, Miwa (1999)1%, #HAEHRZE[ L7= CSR 23H
ATHFFEN QDL REEZILLD & LIEEBEFEST IT I A LORI TV 7 AREFHIEENEL 7% LT
Wb TE SRR LT D,



PR e IBREGREE CRFEOUT DAL IEMBIEMO45E CTh 2 TARRE S ESG H#D 5 HERbE (E)

W B R LDMEXANZ BN Z &5 (Eccles, Krzus, & Serafeim, 2011) . AfaCldtte (S) - A3
YA (G) PHIEITIFSEBALT, A vF v —0BE 2B 2 CSP & L THRE/ N7 +—~
A5 (Corporate Environmental Performance [CEP]) %M\ %, Z 9 L72BEHNG, AR Tl CSP
& CEP ZHIRINCIXBIRES, CSP L) AIRETHE 7 %, [AIFRIC, CSR #EE L BREGRE 2 HRiy
XA, CSRRE L) FEE Tt —7 %, BREEREE S E 5 5 2 & 2T DT pays to be
green {iEii & FHEN DAY, ZHULDWDG (REUC G Shb L &%, KETELDTLE2—T5,

3. EMEARED [3RDOK]

CSR LW IHRED AL I v AL MARMIFZREEIER RIS ERRT 2 2 &L 2L
T, KER2 O L5 R EMEAE Y n e A %E 2 5, B2, FEkiChl- 2 FERREOZ b Hid
Lz T, tRETH Y V—R% [RHnE ). R&D &), [CSR {EEN ~Adsr L, OMINERE,
QEFIGIE, @b Tri—, LVoERIRAERT S (kS b2 T, a¥iT B4
DR ETHE I NE INODOREERAAHAE O THHLEG L, PEMELANET 5, 5
LIZFIEO—EE, DS BRDREITNERY V—R L LGS, EEMEGREDY1 2
IVHMEERT 5,

RBV DD 1 5T 2 Penrose (1959)1%, B3EA TREEGRON] L A7e L72h, 121 DOk
EEIRAVISLITRINE A AR A 01 Tl < | B E IR A #REN B L 7-“team production”|Z J2 - THIH
WEAHEND EE XD (eg,Blair & Stout, 1999),, X3 2 T MR RE|, TEHMUERE], B

k2 fEMEIETOER

YY) —RADT4—K1\v%

MHRE
Bl SrETEE
EREEEE (VI LI PH)

[RZEHEE | H%fMBAIEOmissing links

EMNRE
R&DEE
Bifih - JOND

arveEFro—
CSR;EE) TSYR, LEaT—Y3Y
NRIAXY - TS5 42 (NHBEES)

7 GRS Corrado et al. (2009)lZHEHL L7,



T2 — | NS A7 D REIDSEE LT D DI, B E SRR ORI (complementarities)
FARRINCERIL LI b DO TH DS,

Penrose (1959) 1%, 23F HIIBHLBLES NS DD, R&D DX HITHE L LTOMEAT D E
D% FRBENTHE (concealed investment) | & FFATZNN, HHHIERESL L 7 2 —|L Penrose
I TRENE#E) ERBTED, Zhb [RSNEEE 1T, ENTX TR S 5E%E)
EWVVIAFTTE K D BZOIFENER S TE 72 (P}, 1984) , DWDG {5 & FRiE L 7= 56 THFSEIE,
ZEMEA D missing link(s) 2 5% % CSP (ZHIF L, BRI ~7- TR S5EE] % TR
20t THZ L EBIE LI LR CTE 578, CSP 24695 ESG IHHUCIERT5HE 0 |, 51
EPE~OEEI LN o Tz, HARDREEE T, FHiVEIE~ORE N RO B ETEE
D)7 EZ HEHTIEHY  (Fukao, Miyagawa, Mukai, Shinoda, & Tonogi, 2009) ., ZiL &R L THEZH
LIFEYI T2V, RBV D12y 7 Ze IS TAFERS Edmans (2011), Jiao (2010). Surroca, Tribo, and
Waddock (2010)72 & ¥ CSP MEFFEPEDREYEEII /20 5 5 LW LTV, £ 9 Th D7 biF
& pERH O SR T DWDG (G ANE ST DB B D, LT T, K5 2 288 EN T,
FATIZEDERA L CE T EROA Y » R T AV » NEEHT 5 L & B2 GG L 7= CFP
DIZV IABEAT I,

4. REHRRFRSE Lz H iR

CSP & CFP DV > 7 %D FiEamE, OA X2 hAXT ¢ (event studies) ., @7A— k7 + U 44y
M (portfolio analyses) . QERIFHIZ L HEM/3HT (long-term studies using regression analysis) > 3 D\
FATE D, 4RV RAZF 1L, CSR T2 ¥ 2 FOAERBREEN I E DA~y P 57
L& BEMSEOKRMENEBICRIG LTIZE ) vERGEL C& 7o, R—F 74 U A5, SRI 7
7 RERERRT 7o RO U R 7 3% ) & — L ZEBELET 5 02 1 DDF% & LTHET 5,
Z DA BB OIGRIN RO/ T 3 —~ L A B2 52 T LE 972, ESG A=7 |k
NN DT D% T = A NR— R 74 VAN, Flix D7 77 4 —% 2 ha—L LT PO
R=bLT7HVFA%ET T M7= LT o0EIMBRRESNTE T,

L)L, 2B 2207 Fa—Fi—K—fld b, 41X MAXT 11%, CSP & CFP Dfiith
BIfRA IR < ERk T D720, WAMEOREN DI SN DA, tOFERNE L S s ¥ A 25
MR R 2 720, iEd D BB FITEREDIT %2 52 51213+ Td 5, Bénabou and Tirole (2010)
I%. “doing well by doing good” MHLZBHE TV a & LT, AT —7HRLE—IZ L DEE T HAReE

8 RBV 237 A /St U 5 ¢ (organizational capabilities) & 5 Z DMISERHRIZ - T, fllx DREGIFN S TV — 25T
i, CEEMEIRREEROR G ADKR) #UI0FEY Lzt xOAHLEID bREL D,

% Surroca et al. (2010)| ZEETGEPEDEERATHFA L TD, M OHIE, CSP ASEFATEIER S [RX KHEIE OB
BTSRRI 5 B2 TR, AL ITB2 2T 5,

10 KT HEFROSATIIZEL, Ambec and Lanoie (2007) . Molina-Azorin, Claver-Cortés, Lopez-Gamero, and Tari (2009)72 & 0D
TR — A B, BRI X DRHOHTLNO FESRIIAR TR IO ALV, AAROT—X & -4
A hAZT ¢ & LT Takeda and Tomozawa (2008), Yamaguchi (2008)73, ik— b 7 o U A58 ClazkE £ 4 K (2011),
FIZH (2009), 7 - BT - 15 (2006), HE (2006), AT H - K 00H1ZET Hivsd, WETTIL, Blanco, Rey-Maquieira,
and Lozano (2009) 72 EA2BIZ, HENFIZ L HEIMTE HiEms U TR LTIt A L E 2 —T3 5,



B OUTHRIRAY A TEY 24 L, RHIRZ 2 3R R ic7e i3 D T A fef L 0 B 2o
7o, AR MAXT AIZEDHE, TCSP DNEHIMIC ORI A 5.2 T a2 L
VEMRANNCT D & BIFHEA~DA T =3 IR,

A= b7 UAGHE, Fama-French D 3 77 7 X — « BT NVRCEA U X LEMNZT2 4 77 7 X
— s BTN THADT 7 I A —%a ha—)LL7=T 7 ) —~)b YA =T 5720, A
¥ NAET 4 10 R DS ROFAER R M FTRE T D, LML, IRV L ART — & 24
7= ZOREDHIE, EMIEANE CREE/REEIZHH > TV DG EL BEOINIENT L E
HENIFTAY v hRb 52,

FEANF LD EWOITL, B D UWNEA 7 4 —~ VR ZFE YD (2, CFP & CSP o4 fliz

FE—/VZHCEFE L, CSP OFEMARGET 2D Th D, FRT —F 25D ZOHiEmI,
W= N7 4 U AT L L OO PE 2 o ORIV AL Z L3 WEE Ch D, £
DESEZSVEIROIE, BT % CFP TG PEHmI I8 L7z & O TRITIUIR BN E N D [T
&%, Levand Sougiannis (1996)i%, TFRSH7#&& ] DREHTH D R&D HKENSEH EOFlERE L
THBLL Z DDIT 5~ FFEDORVMEA DD EFafi L T, £D72%, CFPIZ ROA X°ROE %
FAWTLE S & R&D ZEOMfEBSEN:Z EMHIE CE IV Rni’3d 5, BlzIE, FFFeHEEsa o
HEN BEORE EOFRRICHEO DD 72 S, R&D THEIN CFP (2~ A T ADRFE KT &
VREASTA TV r— 3 URNENND FTREMED B D, RIS, EEMEICRFZ SN ~—T >

NMEEIL, forward-looking 727 — 4 J&H7)> HEFHUERITELR 92 Z OFEORIED B IR S5,
ZDTDEFENTTIE, ZEAME A YHTE FEDO R CH| - 7= Tobin'sg (D) % CFP & LTH
AV

AFROEWRIL 2 52T DD, 5 11%, DWDG RO Y 72> T, S e MBS
%538 L7 Griliches (1981)72 ED U H—F « THA U ZYLE LA TH D, CSPIFar 7 —
ORBRIE & Ao 2728, BEEPEIE CHIV AU T E 72 Tobin's g O~ K= 7 BI¥uIr 7 L
—LU—2 & L TR Td 5", AFal L, Tobin's g D~ K= 7 BICCEEMAMEZ STV 5 R&D
EPE, R — 212 CSP IR 5 Z & T, G PEI R % Y T/ Griliches HD Y Hr—F « 7
A vk TR ZDEHE] RIEOFHmIEE L7,

208, HERHT Y7o o TR & RSIEBII YN XL L7 T D, WAMEORTEEIX < 22>

DU = L TSR A RO DS - T U A S ORIEIAS, REE OURIRAA TEROERIZ 22> Td £
SEMbHD (eg, HE 2012),

2 - oFEwE. ESG ERITT 44~ LT~ trading strategy DAZMEZRISEE L COBITBRE RN &) SITRET D0
ENRbD, vNF T 77 E— BTAPREEEE LTH, TiESIED ESG HROFHAMAR#HL T, 777 Z#—N0
FNEI LT b DL 70dUL, 77 ) —~ )b U H— 3584 L7V (e.g., Bebchuk, Cohen, & Wang, 2013; Edmans, 2011) ,
BEFRIZE > TO “doing well” T72< . FHUBSIEROMEBTRIE MR Z Y THoARD X 5 72500 Tl B ik
eI 2T,

13 Tobin's (average) g | TAESAME 2 Z DFFIEHIE CEl> 7= b D TH D25, FATHIIE L RS, XEE A YT ERED
{15 C%l > 72 market-to-book ratio % Tobin's ¢ & RS (HlE 26 &),

" Tobin's ¢ -1 1%, MG L2 bRV B— K« Lo hOBEA A FRGHliS CEl - 72 6 O LR C& % (Lindenberg &
Ross, 1981), ZALHD L2 hASFEFHBALOHERRI AR K L5 2 5 RBV 14, Tobin's ¢ % resource intangibility (OJRVEE & L
THWTETZ (eg, Villalonga, 2004), Z O, [NEERIEEICT T o Nl &\ o 7o REE DI E PE 2 7T D BRIC
%, Tobin's ¢ 1AV HALTE 7= (e.g., Hirschey & Weygandt, 1985; Rao, Agarwal, & Dahlhoff, 2004; Simon & Sullivan, 1993).,



DOYATIFE CEREER NS L TER SN TE 20, Yikin U IE S 725 Ml 2521 C 2o 72729,
F— 2 I A TR RS 7t T ED R 0 IR LW ST X -, AR, AR &%
Z LT, CSP 1 CFP T MIFT3RA EMETIET D Z & il AT,



F2HI ATAIZEED L B a—

DWDG fRGELDIFRE 4 72> T, PAEMECRIIFABI~OXMLHERE EOfRA L 72D, [RIFRFIEZ &
D2 (Bl 2 T ORISR A HER T LTS TIE S —#CIEET 5% (e.g., Darnall, Jolley, &
Yiterhus, 2007) . FHEREFF AT TR SHTAEIC L OPWAEMEBREZ Y 5 5, AFITIEL, HEREFC
K DRI 2B LI ST E S AN RIINARE & £ OFREERER L Tz b e a— L, ST
(o> TORMIEZTEFS 5,

1. B Shi-Z8c X B NAEORTE
(1) R&D 2%

FATRIED N ERILORTES AR E 0 12T D720, Nttt ezt s v a7 —2 %
C. CFP % CSP\ZIEF3 2 —AZHEINE X D, FAT, RD, IXR&D BRELWHIE R E T
AL U7- R&D 2%, hIZZhBsbo b a—V 2855, u, (IBELEEZ R, 7B, F U +¥ X
FIHERT RENRT A—=H—%FKS CLTHE,

CFP =6,+0.5, CSP +6,, RD, +0;h, +u, i=1---N

R&D ZHz o LTz &L & OREA Rl LT < T75720, h,=0Dr—2A%& %25, FdO~F=
v 7 BCCRD, %MWL CHEENT D & G D OLS HEEMH (O ) 1. O 7517 T72< . RD, 8
CFPI\ZJIFT R (6,,) BEHEEAITH > TLE D AlietEnid %,

Cov(CSP,RD)
Var(CSP)

plimbg, = O-gp + Orpy

Griliches (1981)72 & DRFZENNE Gy DEFHIET T ANEFS B3, CSP, & RD, MNIEOFR%
FroLl & O, TR 53 7 ZH3%330 . CSP & CFP ORI [HRADNF D75 ZDOBHE)
WEUTLE S, Zhad, McWilliams and Siegel (2000)0F5H# T ) . DWDG (Gt A 2251 2% 7 A
NTLED Z L~DERETH 72" Z D omitted variables bias (., “mediating effect” &9 ZBTTH
ZOIEDRH DIV TN, R&D £5% 2 b — VAW CO D I TIFZRIE S < 7oy (K%
3), HEESUEROIL, SEMEARECERT 501k, 7 r—0 R&D WETIIR | WHERE
L RSN R&D EHERS L\ ) Tl D, [0 ha—V 28] ThoTh, 7a—EX by s

15 Griliches (1981)LARROEEBHIZ Hall 2000)12 & 59—~ 258, JITHEORFFEIE, Greenhalgh and Rogers (2006), Hall
and Oriani (2006), Nagaoka (2006), Toivanen, Stoneman, and Bosworth (2002)7 7238 0 | ZAL5H DT T T R&D £ D
AEESEMEA A B HER ST D,

O fp¥n REEROR] LIRZD7RBIE, 1 SOOI EIRIZT MBS ST 4 —~ VAITREN R B ]
E9EEZDOITMEENHA D, Arend (2006)X° Carmeli and Tishler (2004)1%, RBV OFEFAT CEALL TNDZ D L
H7RVP—F « FHA UEBALHIL TS,



M&3 FHEITHRE

CSP R CFP R pE
<FHEAEL > < BRI S > DF
2z Yy ROS
Hart & Ahuja (1996) gizgﬁi‘l@ ROA
o ROE
Russo & Fouts (1997) BRBEAAT ROA
(FRDO)
ROA
Waddock & Graves (1997) E(?g;:7 ROE
ROS
. IREAT A ZH
Ittner & Larcker (1998) HBREMZEATT 5
(Fortune)
Tobin's ¢
Dowell et al. (2000) BBEHAES S — Tobin's ¢
(IRRC)
o . SRIZ'S—
McWilliams & Siegel (2000) (D1 400) (ABH)
AMVA
ROA
Hillman & Keim (2001) ESGz=7
(KLD) ROE
Tobin's ¢
King & Lenox (2001) (LR ET B Tobin's ¢
L2 ERUHAT Tobin's g -1
Konar & Cohen (2001) and In(q)
BRET B DOFRIAEL intangible assets
AROE
Ruf et al. (2001) E(?(GL;:IWDH”'EE% AROS
Aln(S)
. 8 Tobin's ¢
King & Lenox (2002) AL E R
ROA
Tobin's ¢
Elsayed & Paton (2005) ESGr=7 ROA
(Management Today )
ROS
ESGz=7
Salama (2005) (Management Today ) (Z:EH)
LI 47 (2005) CO BT DS ROA
Telle (2006) BREEAATETR ROS
(Jaggi Freedman Index)
EPS
Nakao et al. (2007) ESGR=7 :
(B AHE 3 BT ) Tobin's ¢ -1
ROS
s ROE
N yi=iys
325 (2007) ROA
2 3 it
(ARSI T
EVA
T B AL PEE
P ROI
Becchetti et al. (2008) SRIZS
(DSI 400) ROE
ROCE
Hull & Rothenberg (2008) ESGr=7 ROA
(KLD)
Galema et al. (2008) ESGz=7 PRADREAL R
(KLD)
In(l/q)
Sinkin et al. (2008) 15014001 53— o

R&DZH; | CSPorpy:

R
T




CSPOR CFPo R R&DZE% | CSPdPyA:
<P > <RI E >
ROA
Van der Laan et al. (2008) ESGz=7
(KLD) EPS
ROE
ROA
- CSRyE i) 23— Tobin's ¢
. 2008
FR PR ) (KT V7)Aot ) FAAIN 25 5%
7t LR R
ROA
Nelling & Webb (2009) ESGz=7
(KLD) BRI A 3
. Lrs In(q)
Hong & Kacperczyk (2009) sin stock 23— In(P/E)
(Tha=psn'axy7'))
In(P/EBITDA)
ROE
ROA
Garcia-Castro et al. (2010) ESGR=7
(KLD) MVA
Tobin's ¢
Jiao (2010) ESGr=7 Tobin's ¢
(KLD)
Kimbara (2010) CO, JFHANL D%k ROA
Surroca et al. (2010) ESGXZ? Tobin's ¢
(Sustainaly tics)
ESGz=7
Wagner (2010) KLD) log,,(q)
p ESG N
17 (2010) ol PRI
(7 RS =)
ESGz=a 7 Tobin's ¢
SEPAN 2010
BaA ) (BRESRCE (LR ROCE
ROA
foiy 1 WAN b
=9k (2010) ESGz=a7 I8 iR
GES T iE00) FAB) A PEPE
Tobin's ¢
Bloom et al. (2011) WL R ATT iR
(=~ AFH) ROCE
- [
Clarkson et al. (2011) mjj%gﬁﬁ“@ﬁﬁ AROA
D7
i 1 e In(q)
Edmans (2011) WERRBE ARSI~ [
(Fortune)
In(AV/EBITDA)
ROA
Guenster et al. (2011) BRBEfs AT adjusted ROA
(Innovest)
Tobin's ¢
ROE
ROA
BESEN AL ROI
Iwata & Okada (2011) and ROIC
GHGJF HET ROS
Tobin's g -1
In(q)
. ESGz=7 X
Jo & Harjoto (2011) KLD) In(adjusted ¢ )
4JFfth (2011) LB AT O %y [ROA
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CSPD R CFPDO R R&DZES [ CSPONAE | <L I
<BMEH> MR R 7T eEwm
CO, JF HNL D H SR KK
Bz« K (2011a) and In(IRFfifia 48/ %8 4 PE)
THHBAREI—
CO, JFUHNLD B K% 4k
F- K (2011Db) and In(REATHAAR/ A PE)
JVET S#'3 —%
1SO14001 43—
and
Al-Najjar & Anfimiadou (2012) |CSRL 78— p4'3— A
and/or
SRIZ'I— (FTSE4Good)
X SRIZ'I— (DSl 400)
Baird et al. (2012
aird et al. ( ) ESGzx=t7 (KLD) Pl
ROA
Barnett & Salomon (2012) ESGz=r7 i
(KLD) net income
Tobin'"
Erhemjamts et al. (2012) ESG=7 oontd
(KLD) ROA
Hatakeda et al. (2012) GHGJ HiA ROA
ROA
Lioui & Sharma (2012) ESGz=r7 ,
(KLD) Tobin's g
Nishitani & Kokubu (2012) GHGJF{E A7 Tobin's ¢
P ROA
Ziegler (2012) SRIZS :
(DJSI World) Tobin's ¢
CO, R B OIAL ROA
Fujii et al. (2013) or ROS
(LR BN O g pemiss

(5) 1. BRI RIL, VAZ 7Y — L — NI 28RN B a6,
2. FEMFFEDR T M — L SN A L adjusted " EFRFLL TV D,

DENETROD LAITT B = L IFFFS RV, K52 3 (BT 7= S/ TS © R&D &REAR AV TU

L HDITHEETH D,

omitted variables bias |3 Fama-MacBeth [B])7 CHREHIZ72 Y 5 5, DWDG G & 135872 5 SR CH

%73, Lev and Sougiannis (1996)i%, FHHi#EE, & A kU AL« ~—%_ Tobin's ¢ DW7e £ D
M O ER LT, R&D ROl Z s L Cnd, HARODT — & 24347 L7- Xu and Zhang
(2004)<CHB (2005) B, N7 IVAREE S OHER A CREERDIERZMEE L Q0 D, FiTFT — X I E Tl
Frii /T2 Hirshleifer, Hsu, and Li (2013)1%, TREFFO#5 | HIEH R&D ERE) 72 ETEFR LIA /S ~—
T3 EEME (innovative efficiency) 2SENIRYZRRI 2 AT 5 LR L T D, £D72, Galema,
Plantinga, and Scholtens (2008)<> Guenster, Bauer, Derwall, and Koedijk (2011) X 5 |Z R&D %A Fré+
L 7= Fama-MacBeth [Fl)f & FIEEORIEZ L TWDH E 52 X9,

() {EERFRIRER
BRI S50 X R&D 2802 & EE 5720, #ilz 01X, econometrician 2MEIER T 72U VBZE LR
T D'E 2o ToARFERFRTI 72 AL, CSR {FEhDOE S0 R&D & Ot & B3 & 570

-11-



LIVARUN, FeDFEL  u, 73 Z 0D K 5 7o ARkl e 2R ¢, & ARPEMES =~ 7 (idiosyncratic 7845 5LTH)
v, MBIy, BMEARGE (CUF, IV 1) 2wy a2t 7 2 g U534 Fama-MacBeth
Y & DHEEEI T —BHEER L R B 720,

CFP, =6, + 0., CSP, + 64, RD, +0,h,, + (¢, +v,) i=1-N, t=1---T

(% DAFEDTVEVEZGRIR LI JATHIE L, "RV T —H % fixed-effects “£7 /L% random-effects
ETFNVTHEILTE T, LL, ZRHOETANIESLINDT2DITIE, SAEEIC oW T (58
SMEMEDIRGE  (strict exogeneity assumption conditional on ¢,) | 23NET 2338 % (Wooldridge,
2002), ZORGEIL, PSRz, 23, WWZE - BRI TR, Bk (sH) oAENET 2 v 7y b
HIEAZT DI L AFLRT D08, SATIIFE s U CE T e £ 2 5 & [BasMVEMEDIE ] 136k
NELZRUNATREMED L,

BIZIE, CFP 23 i€l CSR BN AT B IR o D720, CFP 23 & DfifiR
& L TCSP 3 E L 72 5 AIREMEDNE 2. 5415, Preston and O’Bannon (1997)<° Waddock and Graves (1997)
1L, 2D X ZRRIRBEHR % slack resources /i (available funding {EH) EFEATEDS, AXZTF VU
A %4772 Margolis et al. (2009)=<° Orlitzky et al. (2003) %, i#ZD CFP 23 F DD CSP [ Z5088 % Kl E
T (74— N 7908 OFREMEZFERHL CVBY, Fio, HEO ¢ B D, BED CFP 33%
D% D R&D FEEN % RAT T FREMEI 0B 2 6D, ZD7d, Al 5 v 7 v, 128> T
CFP 3B L1558, ZNHMERO CSRIEEIRC R&D HEIZ 7 4 — RNy 7 SD EBEZ DD
BThdH, ZOYH, fixed-effects E7 /LK random-effects &7 /WTEH TEXF, IV IETOHES L
B 725",

() TDAMDEHR

I NDDFEENL, A 7 A —~< Ve Em a0 12 Y A7 BRRORZESZ 2 e —/L 3 23
PEZfERG L C& 7o, RSO L7 EMERE Y n e A 2 E 2 D & TRA X D&M O—HH
ERIEPOIRNTLE D AlREE b BETE RV, L L, FSFROHKAMRINIIZ /2L 51, =
FL BITBELRG L LD LT 0MAMIFE BEL RN EB R D, KEIOESIUE, YHTEREL
AR ET DT, BEMEOFEIPIRCTE TWDD, (RICENLIS DRI ST EEMFE L
72& LT, valid instruments % iU TV UE omitted variables bias 1374 TRV EE 2 5",

2. [FIREMEC & 2 NAEPEDRETRE
[FIRFPEC J DN, CFR, 775 CSP, ~0 EDIRR (reverse causality) | 1ZB9 2 TH 5,

7 Fryxell and Wang (1994)i%, CSPIZL =T —3 2 LAREZ VRS, BRIOME One—8) 12k ->TCSP &
CFP DT TRAMNTDOTZ ZADBR] 2MECTLED &L TN5,

B OREITIL, RS I — AW TERESE R 2 bo— L L2 BT IV BRIV S,

19 WA D AT Sargan FFHRETF = v 7 TE B LHIFT 5,

-12-



CFP 73 CSP 1T A RITT LWV O WTIE ETER L 74— Ry 73R LETHD23, (Rl
PR ORISR 2FE UHIICRAET 2 2L 208 T 5, ZOWETH CSP R°RD OF i3k
PR, 29 LTe T ZiHE A D 2 & ClRREE A 7 2 (simultaneity bias) 1%
BAZ[ARRECE B, [RIFEMEIC K DA RIS B 7=, FBAZEEUC 7 7% AV T fixed-effects €5
JLR° random-effects &7 /L AHERE L7220 TR S 503, SaZSTIRCIE TB8SMEMEDIGE ] 237 L
TRWNATBEMED B2 D, TS TIE—EBdEE &P S DI TORWRIN B D, EDT=H, ZOM
RS 556 T IVIEIZ L DHEIDE L 22 D,

[ERFPEIC K ANANEE Y A ® 7 a U CHAE L D03, KR 3 I T2 Thife c 7 — 4 4
A LU TIZEE LT D 0TI 7 < CSP OWNAMEIZ KL L T % D% Hatakeda, Kokubu,
Kajiwara, and Nishitani (2012) DT 5, 1ZEAED 7 RT3 a UA5TE, 22 b o—/LZEC
W PEZR EFERIBU BT D22 HA TN TW D25, ZLH ORI S BET 208738 %, Edmans
(2011)X> Hong and Kacperczyk (2009)iZ7= - T3, Fama-MacBeth [FlJf T 1 4F4%, 2 4%, 3 4440 ROE
Zay ha—VEHIC AN TEY, MERHLEE2 X9,

3. RFIFEBEDORIE

RBV |37 CHifiE D & 2% E G IRANS BN DOIIR & 725 2 & 2 TR 2705, R G IR IA
HECAAEATREMEDMET IR, BEFHEALIT TRefe) 9% (eg, Bamey, 191), 72, TR S H&EE]
DOREIIHFEZ S 728D, ESG R HIBT 2 FESIH R TERITHE Y IAE N D F TITITRH# 2 2L
THEEZLNDY, 9 LI CE LU, EMEANSE 7 v R348 A F 3 v 7 %8
TR, NHIVT B e FIWT SATIRSE CRYIFABI A4 &k L TV 2 D% Bamett and Salomon
(2012) . Elsayed and Paton (2005), King and Lenox (2001, 2002), Van der Laan, Van Ees, and Van
Witteloostuijn (2008)DATdHh % (X3 3), Zibid, 7 /& PEiiAA S A RAI N2 5 Z &
TRIHEANC [P L7= & S8 LTV 5235, Bamett and Salomon & Van der Laan et al.i %, fixed-effects
ET/VTCHER LTS 728, Nickell bias 7342 UC L% 5T\ %, Elsayed and Paton & King and Lenox
X, BB A 72 7 74 WG T FERA R E L TV D b DD, CSP OWNAEMETE
FEL Tz

AR, BEEMEALE Y v e ANRL A T v 7 7% E A~ T &4 L, Blundell and Bond (2000)
(2> 7= dynamic panel 25195, OB, ZOEEDZLMEIRGET 572, Minimum Distance
DOTFEE W CHSEK %) (common factor restrictions) %7 A 3%, Comfac & LT D IEH
BT Z OMIFIAZ Y LT S oG FREHR 2R U7 NEEEEE & (Minimum  Distance
Estimator [MDE]) "C DWDG {iG & #RRET 5,

* Edmans 2011)1%, PIEREEFINEOPRIR LHEX DIERRIOHTS, IMBIERE (k) LEh Qe alREt%
AL TV D (32 2,

?! King and Lenox (2002)1%, CSP (ZEH L7 EHEHIR (total emission) (OFFZEKIZ, waste generation <> waste
prevention & Vo 72 ARSI D 28 E FHW TS 728, CSP ONAPEIZITRBL T E T I L7,

-13-



4. FATRRGED Y Yr—F « THA

WEHEFEOITATIREIRY KD & ST =2 % T S ERZ 2> TIN5 5, WA
PRI HBI~DO L A3 72 RAED M5E YT D, Griliches (1981)LAREDAFFES> RBV D447~ L
— AU — 7% R&D BPEIARE SN D GG PEA RFEIMERNED A A RTAN—LEZTE
D, %< OFATHIZEIL, McWilliams and Siegel (20007 & (D% % M4 | C R&D 2855 & Hit s 5
NP

slack resources a2 MEE T % CFP 7> 5 CSP ~DKEEH% & . Ullmann (1985)D L &' = —=>McGuire,
Sundgren, and Schneeweis (1988), Preston and O’Bannon (1997), Waddock and Graves (1997) & VN> 7-4]]
HAD RS CTZ DIFEN TR <41, Margolis et al. (2009)%° Orlitzky et al. (2003)D A % 7F U 2 AT
HEOEBEMEDR IR UM SN TE T, UL, 0L <L, (70— Ry 78R <
CSP & CFP O4ffEER (virtuous circle) ZF5Hid 2721 T, BRI R A5 U C 2 ole, X3
3 TEPBL L= 51 OFATHIIED 9 B, IV 1572 £ T CSP OWNAMEIZHL L T D D, Erhemjamts, Li,
and Venkateswaran (2012), Garcia-Castro, Arifio, and Canela (2010), Hatakeda et al. (2012), Jiao (2010),
Jo and Harjoto (2011). Nishitani and Kokubu (2012)0> 6 D& T 5%, =i bHDSATHIZEE R&D 28
BipLar ha—VEROWAMNE TIIZRE L T HT . WAEESOXHUIBRERN Th 5,

PLEMMNBH L K 512, WAL RYWEEI @Y L= 208miE,. ENIRE A0 CHAT
TELZRNE D T D, CSP AMEFHEAMER LICHBRT 2 &V 5 FWHSF D 23920 . BURD U H—F -
FHPA L EFEE UGS 5725, CSR 200 HHFEH O HERREL SV FRiibnk 5, &
HiICIINAEME & RYREBN LS D 72D DHERT HIEZ PR L, AARDT —4 Z VT DWDG i
AR Do

* Russo and Fouts (1997)iZ RBV D11 7 % AW A THIFFE T 5 08 FREAVE & & 72 B el o 72 2 & ZFIHIZ R&D
BHEHEAANDE L LT0D, ZOX 91T, R&D ZHOMMERSEMEA T EIZERD HIe\ V7 — AT CFP D24

DI Y WA oY b e — VIS 2 L OB A EE L QRO B IEET D,

3 Surroca etal. (2010)i, CSP ZJREMICENR L= L &> k) RIS 2 & TRARES ekl Lz
EEHLTWABR, ZOJET#EYI T2\, Joand Harjoto (2011)i%, ESG A7 OWER (5-2) ZatlAZASI AV -4
HRAANY =2 a0 128 LTRATWDN, BIFERIIHIEDOZTH Y . RIS ED X 5 7B TRGLL T
WBDHMASHA T2V, Clarkson, Li, Richardson, and Vasvari (2011)i3#i&E G FEOHERT B R CB DN, A E~D%T

WUIAA5370 85 Th D,

#* R&D B LB EClE TRANTOT 7 ADRR] 135E LT 250D T, R&D A5 A AR
WL Z L THEDESG A7 V—=22 OWTIIRFED SRI 7 7 > REIES(L - HseH b T BRAMFET 5, D
72, R&D 2% B4 LC ESG BRI OA kA TRIHT 2703, IBRO Tz (REERESR) 2FL-TNH0
TR EFRE BRI B B,
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BIE T—EON

1. #ERoER b
Tobin's g D~ R = 7 B4 IV C R&D & RER & OAMfERSE: 2 7374 L 72 Griliches (1981) & DA
TRRAREZ, LTk pEdba 525,

I/it:pft(Ait+ﬁKit) cee (1)
p,,=exp(aCS13t+p/dn+ci+v”) cee (i)

(i) DOV, I TEEMEEZR L, L0 A, 1IWWEES, K, IZTR&D BFELAFRT, 0L
X, p, (IOWIEPFEDIRTINEER E 7292 ENTED, CSR {FEICEOTZT TV R EaT
— a3 UIMIRE T L T AORERIZ D7D UL (e.g., Fombrun & Van Riel, 2004), =2 7 L —D
BX 2B 5 CSP L, WGERM b2 U Tz s 2 S Wi an s, 2ok 5 72 mrheis
EREL, (i) XTIXCSP, 23 p, \ZBEE 2D LIELTCND, d, 13X A LFI— LY I —
MBI HH I —EHARY MVT, ¢ & v, TR R EAEE Y 3 v 7 2R, (1) Ao
XA &0 In(l+x) = x ORI, Z IV TR L 7203 Fod Model (1) Téh 5, ALOPIEZLRL
1. RS 7 2R 2R 5720 T VAN TWD (ME4), 9 F TR, a D544k
DPAFEDORROBELETH D,

K,
Model (1) CFPB, =aCSP,,_, + B—""+pd, +c,+v, where CFP, =In(V, /4i)
i(t-1)

ME4 TENBEEINDZAIVT

t-24F -1 R

34 43 5H  6H .-+ 11H 12 eee 3 eee ..o 11H
| |

I |
At

Ke-1
CFPt-1 CFP:
CITt1
CSPt-1

({f5B) 1. CFPUX t4F 11 HRIRFROHET, Ay & Koy 1 -1 F LW OFfi,
2. CSP; 1% t-1 4F 12 H WVANTARENDNS, CSP (WA BT E B oo M FF U0
11 AFAITHATD, t-1 4 12 H LRI AET DA a7 OFEITZ T 720,
3. CIT 1 1 P OFRFETARE 1 R (-2 FE) 12T 7 4ks | RIERL
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(1) AT TP TELY) VI RHEZEV TV D, LavL, R&D EFED A 13,
M OALE %2 BEIFICARAET 2 & O TIHARW, Bl 2L, KB/ R&D & %1772 LTH,
fliFt7s L OFREEERE L T < 73T, BEAEIIAD > TL D, R&D EHEDIEERIBHET LIZRZ
52 LAY 5729, Blundell, Griffith, and Van Reenen (1999)<° Ceccagnoli (2009)iZfiv >, (iii) =
DEIRERIEEZ D, APPIIA /) _— 2 L InHELND S E EORERATE TV D)
AR TH D,

V,=p,(4,+(B+yAPP)K,) --- (iii)

A =T a COFAFERE LR HdFROME] . T8OSETRYeiis ). RRHI LD
i) 72 ENEZHND, econometrician H3M814E FTHEZ HFERF FECOA MR I, i < B FERE
SFTCTHWONTE T, FrF7r — 2 O, FRFEAFRE L TR &V O IBITRA
DN, KEEFE~DT /r— N (Camegie Mellon Survey [CMS]) % %58 L 7= Cohen, Nelson, and
Walsh (2000)i%, MFFFHC L2058 L0 & THAINEROME] < MO TRIZR TS L) 2532
IREA TR 2> CD LHERL T D,

fthJ)7. Griliches (1990)<° Hall (2000)i%. Tobin's g D~ K= 7 Bt U7~ SCERODY—~1 i@
U, (OR&D EREF & TRV —# biffEBhdErE 2 A L, GR&D EREL & bITRIHZE
CHWIGE THRRFT — 2 RBNRYeiiA ) 255>, EERL TS, Zo& i, 77 —+h
AN DIFNO DS D RFFFORLED T & ATMERSENE D/ ATHE R & ORIZITHT TREEZED B 5 73,
CMS 7 —# Z 24T L7z Ceccagnoli (2009)i%, RPN @ VEZEIT & R&D EEEDIIEEM
EVMEIZ S D & FE L RO AR A RIS 2> T D 2 & &2 CMS 77— THiGE L T 5,

RPN FERE LTARITHDH & LTH, TNTORFRFIMEENFIIIR T A B 25D 15
R TIER S TW DD TIER, BARZBINCED & REBEEMEE T 25550 5 BN T
EHSNTOD bOFHHIT L EE Y | PEERRIE 1,000 NEORMEZEITIRD & 3550 11FE L
TEA &S TR0 (Motohashi, 2008), X H DX AR EUVREFOMIEZIET 572, TREFOT |
B, TR L T D EOHY . HEGERHISE ORI &V I BRI RIS 50
FENBEAEFIZ E ORI T X TV D, 20 5 BREFOM5 IR CIT, 1%, $52 < DR CTH
WO AL, TERELEME & A B CHER ST D (e.g., Bessen, 2009; Bloom & Van Reenen, 2002; Czarnitzki,
Hussinger, & Leten, 2011; Hall, Jaffe, & Trajtenberg, 2005; Hall, Thoma, & Torrisi, 2007; Lanjouw &
Schankerman, 2004; Nakanishi & Yamada, 2007; Neuh&usler, Frietsch, Schubert, & Blind, 2011; Shane &
Klock, 1997; ¥ E, 2010), ZaH—@#HDONHT A E 2, A CIEHA ATREMEDORE 4PP, & LT
CIT,/K, ZH 5%,

Model () &[AERIC (i) & (i) XNEHEB L, SAZROWNEZRRICT ZEEZ VWS & T
HNILLTFOL D IZEHTE D,

B ZIUTA N VAEME (Hirshleiferetal, 2013) & B73d 2 LN TE B,
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CI T

i(t-1)
Ai(r—l)

Model 2) CFP,=aCSP,,_, +f8 Koo S
i(1-1)

!
+ud, ¢+,

KNIEBZRSZT 572D, Model (1)& Model (2)D0EH Tt In(l+ x) = x @%%ﬂ%iﬂ&%ﬁﬁv Nibib N
SIEITL L 7= Model 3) b Aot CHERH Lz, ZOURN IS0, z=-42/2 L)
BRI HHIDNERAL L2 AUE 72 5720 2%, Minimum Distance DF-E % FV N TF D24 2150
3%, Comfac #ts T Z OfilfIA 24 Lk <=5, REIRIARR L7 a © MDE © DWDG
A RRRES 2,

2
L(l l) K[(t—l) ’
Model 3) CFP, =aCSPF,, ,, + +p'd, +¢ +v,
i(t-1) i(t—1)

2. #EHI WA T —%
(1) CFP

AR Tobin's ¢ DX#fiE% CFP &3 2573, Tobin's ¢ I Hall et al. (2007)(Z{ii~> CLA F D & 5 I2EF%
T2, BERORMHE A 7 A & [0S 5720, SROVEE (=EEEE-HEEE) 131 8
AIOEE A VD,

Tobin's g, =V,/4,_, = MoUFHlREAERE— (Tl —HiEmame) ]/ (SEkEtiiEee)

(2) CSpP

F 1 ETCIRAZEY | CSRIEENIL BT —3 3 Vo ANER L WS TR (v e Ty
—) ZERTD RE| LR TIENTE D, BHTIMENHO LT, 7T R A=V
Va7 —3a VOMNAIRWVIIM AT 5, i, BREFSCa T T4 T RER R EORKE
FARENE, ZNETEE L CEL 27— a B L TRbTLE >, 2078
ik % R&D EPED L D12, H ERBizat=a A M) O—HEE - EAIZ | LT CSP 23K
DT EIETE R,

29 LIEEDREES 2B E 2. A%ETlE. Nakao, Amano, Matsumura, Genba, and Nakano (2007)
LB 2007) &R UL, AARFEHHANEEAR LTV D [BREEREERA] oa 227 (U
TUBRBERE A2 T) & CSP &35, Y%7 — X 1%, FiEik L CIA< — %o B IZfild 5 highly visible

72MER )25 Edmans (2011), Elsayed and Paton (2005), Ittner and Larcker (1998), Salama (2005)72 &3

% Chung and Pruitt (1994)1%, {#filiz~—AIZHH L7- Tobin's ¢ (market-to-book ratio) 7%, Uik &2 ~— A IZHH
L 7= Tobin's ¢ D)% 96.6%rnH3 5 & a1 L CTU D, Perfect and Wiles (1994)1% 5 ORI T4 CaHAI L 7= Tobin's
q ZHE L, /KHET method-sensitive 7273, ZREHEZ 9 TRWEW S HEERZ T LW D728, Bz ~—R & L7=fi#
157C Tobin's g ZHHT 5,
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ANz Fortune X° Management Today DIF# & [FFRIZ, L E 27— 3 ARIEIZ 2> TnD,

DWDG {RRLDIRGIE L F72 5 SR Td 573, FEREEL - NRUEIREBLL WoTov (DA b - T
T T 4 ANARDEE L/ RT p—~ L AfEfEZ A 27 {t. L 7= Bloom and Van Reenen (2007)X°%41% H
AP EN TS L7z Miyagawa, Lee, Kabe, Lee, Kim, Kim, and Edamura (2010)i%, %47% A 27 & E &L
DEELO T BT T ORBRIE E 72 LT 5, EMS OEFSHIES 19014001 1%, # L\ BREE
NS 5720, HEEEMN 115 (competence) | B35 XL 9 PDCA V1 7 V&Rl Z &%
ZERL TN D, £DT20, EMS DFGNER £ 27 I L TODEREEREEEA 2771, Bloom H23
feA a7 ERRROMERZA LTS, ZOXII, BREGEEEAaTIE, LE 27— a UfEfRe
LCOMIEEZAT L7200 TR ARER (I8 OBy 77 vy 7 LTS, a2 e
I—OREEEE LCEE LT — 2 BEE A LTV D St 5,

PEREERE A 1 IEFAR SN TNDIZD, —REROT R AL NRAaT WS 5 54572
7272 Bloom and Van Reenen (2007) & #7010 | XA F 3 v 7 @b AIEETH D, 72720, BREE
BB A =1 7 LD B & 70 2 BRI AR AU TR Lo THRZR 2728, 2005 42> 2010 R0 6
AR EE L CRIE LIARSEIC DWW, SRR r | FRERAEDN 1 L7302 KO I LTk
HGAAT % CSP & LI,

(3) R&D &7
tAEFEHE O R&D EHE K, 13, AflRERREE (AW ClOMIeBiss 1 o—HE - (EH1%
Bl LU CUL T D L 5 1skediz,

Kit = (1 - 5)Ki(t—l) + Ii(t—l) e (*)

Tobin's g D~ K= 7 BRGAHET L7 E DO 5411, R&D BEDERIER (5) & LTI15%%HH
LCEN, 7 aOBEEREEAEGT LTI D087 (e.g., Corrado et al.,, 2009; Fukao etal., 2009) 1%
20% %R LT D, ARG TR ATt R ] OfZET—4 (1986~2005 4) %l
ST BRALFy FOR&D WASREHEGT U7ME - 2 - 4 2008) &, fEHIERA 20~25%D L
VIAD EHEI L TND Z 2, AREIE 20%2EH L7,

7272 L. AHROWFFEBRE OWNITEE S LITTH D, 2000 43 ARG G HFFEBR S
\ARDEHEHME] S S22 & T, BRI BRI I AR T N TR A S, Rl & —
IE B 28 EN DB E OB EGERICERL SN D K 51X oT, ZNLIANE, AFZEE
FEOFEFRHMPNNT LI TR BERIHCE N DR B TR R ST 272
MoToTos, Mikasi HEEOE AT XFFEBRR B DS NI BRI S, (BT & 725 Ty,

7T 1 5 RS A (organizational capital) &9 FREIAZ VTS Y, RUEAIEEORIEA S 7=, Z 2 Tldar
BT — b BAREZ D,

B My 2 BN A X P AZTF 4 (eg, Takeda & Tomozawa, 2008; Yamaguchi, 2008) 125 &, 2003 4EHE7 ) Sk
filiS CSP ST DN 3D, 2003 4E1E, AARD [CSRFETE] LS TND Z Enb, 4 AREET
@ CSR WAL B Uiz & Bibhs 2005 4ELIEDT—4 % iz,
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12 AREDRZEDIHEDE 2, AFald 2000 FEELIEOAHRT — 4 (BUE) TR&D EPEAEST 5
ZEblLT

HIEMEIZ 24722 2000 FEEHTE 0O R&D BREOHERHT, TR FBAMTFEid ] oA irse
ke Gt ZFIR Lie, 370bb, (%) XEHWTIFEED R&D EHEK,, & 1975 HFEH)»
DREA LT, JEEEICET 203 OYIEIE (2000 FEEEHTEE) AZLLNO X S ITkedT,

Ki(2000) = ]i(ZOOO)/(gJ +9) where g, = (KJ(zom) - KJ(ZOOO))/KJ(ZOOO) (i EJ)

@) FEroRks | FERK

WIEDMRA T D RFTFOMMMEAARHE T D72, ARG CIERRTFOHE I HERIE BT %, 2002 FFOFR
FREMIET TS THANSCRIEEROBIREIE ) 2N A ZAVCUARE, [ENCIIFIIFIC L 25 0S5
I HITHNDR, TP 3T v b —F =2 ] 73 ERET 55 [ R EEE D I A ~—2 &
LTCW5, FEEEGIHZSIHAEHRO [ A4 X LRAMEHHDH (eg., Alcacer & Gittelman, 2006) |
IR DO FINAENT S LD 8T (e.g., Hegde & Sampat, 2009; (LI, 2010) <offife R4
e L7=23H7 (e.g., Nakanishi & Yamada, 2007; 1, 2010) & 572, FFAE S| HOARETEW
EEZ LD,

B IATHE DB A E 2 FEAEONT CIE = X =5 7 T — B A RIUE L
TEAESIRAE WD, BARCIE, ¢ FEEICRT 2RO E 1A= ks | e
P& CIT, & Uie, B0 BIRTS 22V VRRTFO#G | RIEEI A 7228, Hall etal. (2005) 2421 2
AREMED B W | IEEHERT L CF— 2 2ME LTV 5, UL, 20X o AefistddEsz ]
BECH DI, AR CIIATMRh o720, SFAGHITIE, CSPRRR&D BHEL ~ v F L/ TEIZR
b G ORGESE 147 tha o T L,

3. HEHRER
(1) RIWEERZARE L2V ERIL

AIEICE M LTINSV T 5720 IV B L DHEEH 21T 9 03, BMEZAKIE Arellano and Bover
(1995l N, WAEZHOBEED T 7z %, 8250 CFP 3% D% D CSP X° R&D & PEIC %
BRIET 74— Ko 73R 258 L. ACSP DT VB EESITINZ 5,

X, =[ACSP,, ), A(K/A),,.),ACFP,,, 1 ETEFT D & Model (1) THWDEARHT, #I—
BT bd, ZHNTLUTFOL 9 IE&KE 5,

2 BRSO B IR SSR SN D DT, BERIIMEOE\ R SSRE RN m < T D, TDT280, BERHE
FERICK T 2RO SIE, FBEEGIHNEHTH D Z & O & Al D,

0 B DRI S T A0 L, BA ) SR FOTE B A7) 4 R&D % ENETHT 9 M
AT D, TDO XD 72 TR LRABNIIRATRETH D720, #45 HEERO SRR LR TE RWEDZEDA
J_— g VAR, R BNV E L OV D EER D,
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E(Xu,)=0

where X,

(TxK)

u =

1
(T'x1)

X

’
i(2006)

0!

0!

U (2007)

U;(2008)

U011y

0!

X (2006)

0!

0!
!
X1'(2007)

0!

€ Vi2007)

[

|G V2008

i(2011)

!

X (2006)

0!

!

X

i(2010)

d!
d/

i(2008)

’
di(201 1)

i(2007)

SR MU S DDX A LWF I — & 14 OFEFES I —D02572 5728 Model ()IZH1T HHE.

REMO¥ (K) 1264 £72%, Model (2)& Model (3)i,

A & LTV D NAEEREBE 2 5

T2, EARGTFORITT9 L72%, HEEHAR (T) 135 47205, BELEIIPED T 7 a2 VST
¥, CFP 132004 4725 2011 4EE TO 8 4257, CSP 72 £ 2005 475 2010 42FE TD 6 45307 —
ZEFMLE (XS,

2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011

2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011

M5 ECibiRETE
CFP CSp
mean median std min max mean median std min max
0.333 0.201 0.499 -0.660 2372 - - - - -
0.618 0.526 0.552 -0.651 2.849 -0.111 -0.192 0.953 -2.336 1.904
0.639 0.566 0.584 -0.849 2.903 -0.074 -0.119 0.974 -2.440 2.072
0.500 0.391 0.607 -0.957 2.650 -0.118 -0.136 0.962 -2.355 2.024
-0.093 -0.097 0.606 -4.643 1.819 -0.103 -0.105 0.983 -3.016 2.360
0.064 0.012 0.519 -2.185 2.116 -0.076 0.048 0.965 -2.809 1.721
0.133 0.091 0.490 -1.303 2.119 -0.072 0.043 0.985 -3.116 1.755
0.028 -0.018 0.522 -1.786 2.300 - - - - -
K/A CIT/A
mean median std min max mean median std min max
0.255 0.223 0.179 0.016 0.848 0.0022 0.0016 0.0022 0.0000 0.0109
0.241 0.209 0.172 0.015 0917 0.0023 0.0016 0.0021 0.0000 0.0102
0.239 0.195 0.176 0.014 0.877 0.0026 0.0019 0.0024 0.0000 0.0122
0.245 0.193 0.181 0.011 0.856 0.0029 0.0023 0.0026 0.0000 0.0152
0.261 0.204 0.195 0.011 0.837 0.0033 0.0026 0.0028 0.0000 0.0143
0.270 0.203 0.204 0.010 0.960 0.0037 0.0028 0.0033 0.0000 0.0172

(i) 147410385772 % balanced paneld¥ i

BIF 6 OHERHRER A 725 & Sargan #iati & Comfac HLal@n b, HFEASDIR & k-
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KNI TH- 12 L3O 6NEY, a OHEEEIE, Model Q) TIFAEICE 1 & B 5200 LD #
RIZ72> TS5, Model (1)& Model Q) TIFAEIZT T A L 72> TV, DWDG {RELDRNLAS TR
BE5b, F7-. R&D &EJE L FRFO#E A OMIER EM: & A EICHEE CE T,

k6 HEHER

PRI ZE % CFPy
(t=2007-2011: T=5) Model (1) Model (2) Model (3)
CSPu 0.072 * 0.069 * 0.026
(0.034) (0.027) (0.030)
(K/A)1 0.762 ** 0.593 ** 2465 **
(0.265) (0.215) (0.636)
(CIT/A)1 25914 **
(9.502)
K/A )1 2072 **
(0.489)
o7 N) 147 147 147
B H DR 21 2 2
BRSO (K) 64 79 79
Sargan 53.18 67.43 65.33
(p=0.137) (p=0.162) (p=0.210)
a 0.072 * 0.069 * 0.034
(0.034) (0.027) (0.029)
B 0.762 ** 0.593 ** 1.754 *x*
(0.265) (0.215) (0.092)
y 25914 **
(9.502)
Comfac - - 1.28
(p=0.258)

(5 |4 I— IS DRETIZBIE LTS, BHCR AR A () NORIEI T ERsE 2 R,
2L 1% S% KA BT B TR R,
3.Sargan -Comfaclt . MBI &I TR OB E R HRE R T,
4Model ()-Q)Da . f. yEIVieE T, Model 3)pa , fIIMDE,

(2) RFHBEZARE L= ER b
FoOEAETRIWER A ABET 5 2 & OB MEARRRET 572, dynamic panel Z#E517%, short
panel &\ 97 —XHlRIZENE &, BEMD 5 v 7 N 1EORIUERE (v, = pv,, +e,) ITHED T

i

—ADIEF 25, Model (1)-(3) TRIFHEE 2 A8E L 7= EXA L& Model (4)-(6) £ it 35 & . Model (4)

U p {78 0.05 A AR EE L 70T CATEER,
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FUTOL S ICEHRTED, 2B, d, 134 A4 LFI—%ERLE L

¢ =(1-p), Thb,

Model (4)
CFR, =« CSPf(t—l)
or

CFE, = ﬁlcse(t—l) +7,

i(t-1)

i(t-1)

K
CSB, ,, + 7, + 7

Ki(t—Z)

Ko K- ArA A
—paCSE, , +f -pp +pCFR, ) +nd, +¢ +e,

i(1-2)

A1y A
+p'd, +c +e,

i(t—1)

4

+ 7r5CFPi(,_1)

i(1-2)

subject to 7, =—m75, T, = -7

THARY brd, ZHOTUTOL 5 IR TS,

.
EXu,)=0
Ar Ar ’ ’ ' ' ' )
Xi2006)  Xi(2007) 0 0 0 e 0 e 0 d; 2005
N 0 0 X e X e 0 ‘e 0 d
where X, = ’ , ’(2(306) ‘(2‘307) ’(2(308) ' , A;(2009)
(TxK) 0 0 0 0 0 0 1] d’ 2010
’ ’ ’ / r N} ar A’
0 0 0 0 0 “ Xi2006) Xiooi0)  Dioin
U, (2008 € T €2008)
i = Uiooy | | € T €ica000)
i ~ - A
(Tx1) ui(ZOlO) ¢+ ei(2010)
Ui (2011 ¢ €

FAF Iy 7 iER L 72 57, HEHTM (T) 135838 X0 1 40> T4 4L 725, Model (4)
DERGITFORIL, 4 >DZ A LI —L 14 O¥EFEY I —% 51060 &£ 722, Model (5)& Model (6)

L BT LTV SIS BT, BAKIHE 74 725,

Sargan FEatE 5. BAFAEOEERIT dynamic panel (ZBWCHEY TH-T- L0 LD (XFE
7)o p D MDE I[TT_RCOERLTHEICE R E B> TD08, 1 BEORSINHBEZ(0E L 7= I8
IR 7RI 22 & W & 25 DIE, Model (4) & Model (5) DA CTih %, D Model (4) & (5) ([ZHFEHT
LHe, TTRERLTCND a D pfiEid, Model (4)T0.057, Model (5)C0.072 £72->TEY ., 5%K
WETHREICER LR BRNEWIFER L I o7z, i, R&D &EPE &R Fofkn | HIIERE iR

ML, SISHmS ARICHER TE T

S~

X, =[ACSP, ), A(K[A),,.,,ACFP,, T LTEFT % &, Model (4) THWDIEARMT, #

I
~

g SVAVEAS

HEHEREE L 05 L. LTOBY Tho, H 110, RIMEEEE L2 ER(k Tld DWDG
(DRSS S U3 RBIRERE %0 L 7= )72 20 Gl DWDGARBUSE LA > 7=,

7272 L. CSP DMEFEMME 2 AR TV D NF b A BITRED BRI 12128, CSP 134T o>
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WeRt B 2544 CFPy

K% 7 dynamic panel DHEFHER

(%) L X I—EHOFMERITEML TOD, FHCKRELDROGE . () NOBIEITEEREE LT,

DEEV LI 0 SY K HECH B CThHHILEFET,
3.Sargank-Comfacit  ERIFAN I LAGEE FHIR OB ER E KT
4a.B.y.plE T HHMDE,

-23-

(t=2008-2011: T=4) Model (4) Model () Model (6)
CSPr.1 0.060 * 0.051 * 0.033
(0.027) (0.024) (0.028)
CSP2 -0.004 -0.015 -0.005
(0.020) (0.019) (0.018)
(K/A)-1 1.124 ** 1.162 ** 4479 **
(0.373) (0.316) (0.654)
(K/A )2 0781 * 10918 ** 2.860 **
(0.316) (0.306) (0.558)
(CIT/A)e-1 21.023 *
(10.138)
(CIT/A)2 -12.888
(10.253)
KA -3.888
(0.676)
K/A )2 2202 **
(0.547)
CFP1 0.499 ** 0.589 ** 0.556 **
(0.043) (0.036) (0.038)
YT E N) 147 147 147
BIES QF 23 25 25
EARIEOH  (K) 60 74 74
Sargan 47.08 62.91 55.68
(p=0.124) (p=0.087) (p=0.238)
o 0.049 0.040 0.051 *
(0.026) (0.022) (0.023)
i 0.937 ** 0.935 ** 1.807 **
(0.308) (0.267) (0.100)
y 20.286 *
(9.738)
p 0.531 ** 0.616 ** 0.580 **
(0.039) (0.032) (0.035)
Comfac 3.59 3.59 2921
(p=0.166) (p=0.309) (p=0.000)



D72 o TVRNE I TE 5, B 212, 2 < DFATHIE L [FIERIC, R&D & & Fisrowks | H
(B DA RSENED M B iR R C & 72, 5 | A1 E Nakanishi and Yamada (2007)<°:_1 (2010) & [

CL<FEAESIHZ W20, {EEMERHMEIC ST 28 E 5 | HOARMEZ LD THER T HiER &
{7,
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Fadi Fi®

Iwai (2002)1%, EAREZROHOAIRIREN FEEE AR TR ORA MEEERERZ AT LIZZ &
T, FREDUERDWITEFED DARSERBRA L IR ERE~, & 0 DI A A ) - /v
NTAKRESBATL TS LR LT, ~7 87 aOERECh, MEEENIEE TE 20
BB Z BT L Q0D 0 ) FHIEDESZ G ST % (e.g, Bloom & Van Reenen, 2007; Corrado et
al., 2009; Fukao et al., 2009; Lev & Radhakrishnan, 2005), Z 4V 56 ORFZEDRET 2 DI, #REEIRD Y
7 MEDIE LT 5 JetEER % & [FEEE AT FE0D L > X (production-oriented measurement system) |
THEOT-EF T FESLT /U =D R MOV FE TR THERIT RN E W S R
Tih5H2,

DWDG iAWl L= S T8, REED 5> ba v v o —(E B L TRMiEaliEo
missing link(s) 2D L 5 & L7273, BESG ERIZKF DB LOm SN LT, FEHHIERE~DRBLE,
BN 7o TNz, ARRIE, &R HE S % 24 C72 Griliches (1981)HD Y Hh—F « 741
 [RASDEE)] DAROFURALET 5 2 & T, ¥EMEALE T mE A0 TR D10 &l
HLOThD, TORE, WAME RFFEBNCEEN RS 5 = & T, JATHIZE0 > Tz < o
RIS A 2 V7 L. CSP 2MEZAMMELC R T T4 IEMEITHE L7z,

HGRE—H 3508 EYE 147 ttOT —Z Z W TARPNEE H LIz 7Y r—2 2 AT T O
D ThD, 5112, CSPITER LIBREEE R 27 L ARZEMIE & OIZIZT T ADOBRH R T
T, WA BERS . CSP MEZEMIEZ M TV D Eitiam Ol 5 Z LT TE ol
LITNW R, CSP DMEFAME ZARD T DDA BT B o7z & W ) JUIER ITET 5,
R E OENZ2BE DT TAT— 7 RAH —OFRRFHHENRX BTV DS, BFEDY Y —A)
TRE SNASEMEIME T L CLE 928 (e.g, Bénabou & Tirole, 2010) . AFED/HIE, BIED BAN
ZD XD IFREICHa > TORNZ EARB LTS, LD, BARD CSR 1E, HRIGH THE
232> TOARNSOD, Bl TRHH 3R> Tnb EEZbRSY,

55212, R&D &PE & FraForks | FRIEBROAEBDEM A EICHER TE 7o, D72, 5% OEHE
MERERCIE, CSP 24332 ESG 15 b &5 Z L7223 b, Bt fi7e EOFEH 4 N 3
THEY A H NI TH D,

2 Zingales (2000)1%, R SHEE| O L KRt ML SN TREEEIR & BiAERLOTR & 975 “new type of
the firms” S EFC2AUE, BEARERETS 2 — R L— b« T3 U RSB BRI & 2 5 b i
M55 LTV e, Lev and Sougiannis (1996)?> Fama-MacBeth [FI)F Tid, R&D EPEZFBIAEIIINZ 5 & R&D HHIEEN
BT T T TNY o —HEAEANHEIRT 5 Z L3 &I TR Y | Zingales O FRA REAMER MO STk TH-<
MBEAHT TV, Hirshleiferetal. (2013) %, Fama-MacBeth [ElJf CEA L Z ANEE L 2BV, A /~_—T/3
VMBI eERB ) 235 L L TR Y | TR S BERE T IE D b A X A7 IERBR T O (7
/= U—) EERLTHAS,

# CSRIEBNDOXHINC 3 DT THEAAE LD 5 & | NIRRT &SRR & SN 72 B —V RT
TRIEINEZN 72 D RTREMEN S D (e.g., Blair, 1995; Iwai, 2002; JiH, 2012) , BRAZ: S (wise spending) &9 SHEIL,
IR T D 1932 4RI A APNBZ T AT —H 7208, ATAS wise 72070y, HADE VR AETINVE RO S 2 &
C. CSRiG#Eh% wise investment ~FAIHESHE2 TROBMETHA 9,
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AR Z 2 TR AR o T8z ~T2 0, AREIE DWDG Rk 2 ARRE T 2 BROHERE EooRERTE
ZHERA Y Tz, [BREEREEA a7 A3 CSP & L THM 2] LWV I fmlciInib AB 2o
2o F D7, greenwashing DIFFERLTE/2 % CSP 7 — % % FI V=T = » 7 13T A 5,
Z DAfi, Cheng, loannou, and Serafeim (2011)<° El Ghoul, Guedhami, Kwok, and Mishra (2011)? & 5 (2,
CSP MWEAR R MIh-2 2L HUE. DWDG (GO EZZHEINCT = v 7§ 5 DIk
NDEER D,

Uk

W DIATIIFEAZH LT 5 KLD #10 ESG A 27 b S ST 5 728 (e.g., Chatteri, Levine, & Toffel,
2009) . KEBOSHHEDMIFT S CSP 24T DIIIHA 2REEN RSN D, L LAE, 2D X577 —4
Hotet LTH, INETOVH—F « THA VAR LT E TRl , 7Y r—a Va8 T LN TER
WV, WD DORAFEDEY R TL - A b —TUTh D,
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