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Abstract

From the perspective of industry difference, based on the signal theory, this paper investigates the
impact of corporate social responsibility (CSR) on technological innovation performance of firms
by using the 2009 - 2018 CSR ratings data obtained from the Rankins CSR Ratings (RKS) and the
patent data from the State Intellectual Property Office. We find that: 1) Reflected in the quantity
and quality of innovation patents, CSR practice has a promoting effect on technological innovation
performance. Furthermore, considering the environmental impact of different industries, we find
that: 2) For top-tier firms within an industry, the impact of CSR on technological innovation per-
formance is more pronounced, indicating they play a “bellwether” CSR signaling role; 3) When the
industry is highly competitive or in a high-tech intensive industry, the impact of CSR on technolo-
gical innovation performance is more pronounced. The above analyses indicate that the impact of
CSR on technological innovation performance is heterogeneous, and the heterogeneity is strongly
related to the industry differences.
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ALK A2009~20184E 1 R IR FTAETEEEER (RSKAE X ARZRR ERETE, ETESEE, T
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1. 5|8

BIFT R AR R e R A M E 2R (1] T A e 4 D EEN:, 2R 7R3t
AT R ZR[2] [3] [4]0 TR, 4RhZRbt 22 5K RVE AR 22 232 1 R T A ML A B s me, A4 A b ki
B, AR B2 ARG A A Al e SRR AE (5] [6]. BEAE kA2 54T (corporate social re-
sponsibility, CSR)E KA AR & HH E K IIM4HL[ 7], FE TP RTE CSR 5HABEH 2 MK &R,

H AT T CSR AR AT 0 78 FEAE P ER AN TJr 1 : — 72 CSR RefEdtQIHraisk. whstfath, CSR
BTG S =T AA s SR A R R, BT H Sial(Martinez-Conesa et al., 2017; Luo
and Du, 2015); /& CSR &HIHIGIH S8 WA CSR FIRESX QB & s 1 FE IR =42 “Hr ™ 20,
A% 7 BR8] 2RT, LA EBFFERE RS & s, CSR EEARUT LIRSt AA R ME S1EH, &
AH AT Z TG SR, HEme B ARG SR g . AT ILARJE 1 CSR R 47k5%
G A AR BRI BE R B 2 f CSR X ML R BIH SIS 2 AR AR, SE40R0
AT IR B 2 5Z 0 CSR AT AR EZER K9] [10], [FBS, S5 HIRWINA, (55 55 AT e A [R5 AL
fB[11], BAITAT, CSR VENZEARAE EAKIFR BTG A 0 0T CATE AR 2 AS 5] B PR S5 I 252, AT 5
BT TR SR BRI AR BB 90

ARICHEETF A E 2009~2018 F 7T A 7 WSS IE R ERVE S EE F(Rankins CSR Ratings, RKS)
AE R LR G R L REE, SHEEE T CSR SHEARGHSURN KR BRI, CSR XML HE AR A
WA R REAER, RPN L RIECR R R8T 3253 B AT AR BRI CSR RN 2Z R (M52
M B, Kb F47 M40 5e 7K (0 A a5 Aioll, e CSR Al B AR A S (e b (I SE B 5, R B “ 40
7 W CSRAZSAEM . bAh, CSR WAl A AN 5 AR HEAE FAEAT b 5% 4 A2 B AT ML B R %5 4
EAALER M. BARIMNE: T m SRR R m s T m AR BT, CSR R I AL B AR B 57
R HE A FH B B R
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A STIRALE, ASCH STk E AR IAE AT S, B8 TATLERE CSR SEAREIHS
RIFE . ASCMATILARJE Y CSR RILZE TR B LA mi bl “ 9k 55 BRibz b, Asoisdt—
Dl TAT W SE S RE M BOR B G RAT W E 2 AL 20 =, ASCHUEE BT — € ek . AR A
F LRI E K L HRGE iR 2009~2018 4L RIHdE, AR B A MR

JESXCNEGER ZHI N 5 VB i ST IR, B = ARt SR S SE A, BB
Mo R EER R, R A SRR

2. BREMESHARERER
2.1. CSR SH AR BIFE

B AT LA Bh A 3RS T 3 S L5 (1], (H R m] REIN R Al K LR 5 AH 5G38 2 [A A AE BARTHR, 5%
M) A M BB R RAR I B G . BURTR — NI 2B, AR AR SR IEER RN
REMR . FA E R WO R e AR B ITVE[12] [13] [14]. PRI BT Rt 227 ok 58 R AR 15 FASH 58
PR (R % o (A QI ET A R B B 2R PR 5 S B B L SRR IR I L 2 3 AT R[16] [17] [18]. BAITT,
i b5 ) G5 AH S AR LEAS BANFR, ARFS 5 1 B3 A 208 [ e R A 3 PR A KU, s JBE A AN R AR
AT T A 5 T BB R IR RS, DTSR Tk BT

TEAFAIFIEE T, CSR sk Bn] LA i g R ic— N & B E 5—— B e llid 847 CSR R E A1
LR KSR SHARRE S, X155 MR 250 I IRV RAAA T A3 7S FF19]. CSR
55 BA PR S . RAF CSR R I Al e 8 75 R 2 Al o R e 7 R P4t S % 20], A
AR FE, CSR FTEAMKEHRANL2L], A, HAHEIETEREK AR A 7
32221 [23], W TASATRREERI AL R, CSR AT RS — AR & 5 LRI A5, i B Stk .
Rk, it a2 ST AR A SR MAE S, SRS R A0 Z (B 1S BAXFR24] [25],
M SRAGAN 250 56 5 BB R IR fr . 36T B3R CSR 1 MME SR B AR G S G i 1 B E 70 4
A SCHREH B FAR B 1

H1: CSR RISk, MM ARGE SRS, RIHEREE A LR R 25

22. fTIESR. tUHSHTIESHARFTERY

N T DR AN, BAITMTIER A, #E2Piie CSR SHRBIFSTIII KRR, H
PIRATMLARJE T CSR RIL AT M58 G FE BEANAT ML B 35 B FE XS BT IR % R KA E

2.2.1. {TIK4RERY CSR RIS

A7\ 20 e 22 A AR BeSRAS B S R OCVE B, TSRS 58 2 A 52 . RIE (S 5 2 ie, T1T
A A A Ak, e CSR RIS — AN AL “f5 55087 [26], & A aflf; Hik CSR
IR BB, BHATEEME, ER—MkAp, Ak CSR 54748 CSR £ a4+ Bl
KR[27], HfEsA CSR mTATWARE, L2 Frhnt e Rs AL £ AL ERE M5 B 28], LB
e 115 R BB RN 2 A BT IR, ZBMAAS BANKIAR, K155 2 B3 B S RE[29] [30]. 28k, 4bTAT
Al CSR A5 7K 1 £5 A Al B e 3RS 22 Ak Se e AR 34, RS R e A DG R FR (5 BRI R, AT 3R A3 5
Z B B, ARG . $EH LN BRI 3.

i 2: A TATIA e K s All,  H CSR R E ARG Fr Gk (e A F 58 i i

222, T RSEEHNFE
PE Al 22 FrE B ) CSR AT AAE—ERESE o bt AR i3 h 52 5 Se 4 RO SUSE . — 5T, 3%
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FITig e g im 1 AR CSR 2 AR E BT TR IZIALI3 1] BRELIAT M 38 G A 4k B 37 sl i 7t
FA TR SR K RI A SR A 2 77 THI I i AN e 1 (32], DRI, T 3% 5 4 PR (i 456 A R FH S M CSR BRI
OIS, SR SR G A HME B AKAR, IRAFH 5 AH S 175 BRANTE 2 (008 . AR,
FEE T TR R, AV BRIE RN CSR IR S 4+t 34 (33]. W Tasa g7k, FIFH CSR 7 bk
SRARAE B AKRIRICRIF F AN G52 b BUHT 1 0CHE [ 34] [35]. B, AbTHB T e IR it ol os
T IR 2 A B TR, B AR R AR O PR 2 BT, SRR B ARG 1, i3k HAE
BRI, b, T S REE S m LR CSR #HT “Z R0, FASRI R A< B SR BBl ML
B 3: AT L e RE R RNy, CSR R BUNHH A G137 S e 21 5 i da

2.23. (T EARBRENFID

BIFT R NI ZBM. ARTTIA R ARE, HERE LN, I B R A G G
T b R i vT et LA/, DRI 1 A5 R A DG AE GRS BT AR, Bk, SIEARE
ERUTALL, S ARZEETW LA E R NFAE, I HI &R K —8 0 PR ANR, X rniiek
FC7 s B s dEmfi ik [36], (43R s AH DG 0 2 1 SUBBFERE Ry, A SR B ARG S 2
RS BT FREE N Hk, SR A AT Al # 2 DR P AR TE Ky Rk XU, B v A [ 4R A
T 5 A1 SR T e 5 v 045 R AN R A0S ) e 46 1) 3 7] (3810 AT, HH T BOR B SRAT L RS, S 22
AP 2 TATAE N — A B4 (1 22 B A T BORRAE b3 B 5 LB I RIME S, TS B FR
PR, AT HEWTTE B R B AT, A £ ST XS BT = I P B . Hi5te, FRATTIRH T

B 4: AT R ARBERTAE, CSR FHR A B G4 L 3EE 5 B &

3. RERESHIE
3.1. REAEFEMMBAERIE

A CSR VFRAF /-8R H 2009~2018 “VERIFER” THEVFHR(RKS)E;, EHEHERE 2009~2018
SEE R ENRFERUR B B, Rl I RIRER” AR A2 TR A A gD AT F TR, BB TR
T 5000 Ik, RAARIR 488 KAk, FIFRERVRE, &JEIRA 2924 MR ASCHFEARFATWT
fiiik: 1) BIbREm. REITIMAFFREAR; 2) S5k ST. ST*AFFEA; 3) HFRCLBT A FFEA;
4) Ik CSR PP HHE AR A FFEA, FEMEIE S CSR HRILAS S 215 3/ A S HCN 2920
Ao HAMEIE K H CSMAR $# /.

3.2. RENGE
FEAR 5239155 SCHRIC T B2 H B0 BB L AL A JE A, 57 OLS [l H RS AG 30 A S TR B o A
FIRAGLSE: CSR X Al B3 A Gl L AR B A 57 8 5 M RO ) - A R BLARBEE T
Patent(_numi’m,_qualil,fyl.,m) a,+a,CSR,, +z BiCtrl,,, + 9]

L& F CSR AT AXS AN AHE B B S 0a i fo 4, 8 4 AR FO0T b il BRI [40], AR B A
AR BRI J5 — W% . KBS Patent _num, M Patent _quality, ., ANV i E ¢ + 1 S5 FIEERA
LRFESRAR. CSR,, Fm i LW ARIE (4506 CSR, Crrl,,  TRAHIAE R, j N EEHI R RF 5 =1,2.3,4,5,6),
HRAE[41] [42] [43] [44D0HHRHIAR R AIEEL, A SCIEHIR AR AR HI(Size). ARFE(Age). FLFFK
(Lev). ZFIfEII(Rov) WEEFL NGRS (R&D). 52 A (Boardsize). [RII A SCH% ] T 40 AT ML o

VR R TS 25 EAHOCTERES P-Value 5 0, RFH/NT 0.05; FIN £ EILLIERIMEL A 1.23, DT IRFE 10, FHALEESE
FIT%E. HMRMZ B AN, BOIa RS DU .
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33. BEEX

3.3.1. QIFEE

GUFTAR B NI LA QLA TE . QI R R (Patent_num): A TR EFIECOR B B 5
IR RUR R E W RG, FFRIEIE RIAER A A 2 TR TERAR 5 B A A0 0 b 1 2 550 R8s 3E 47
I, SIR[45] [46] [47]Mf0E, SEUERF 0 R F A2 4 BT H 3 1 R v dg 2 SRAR BB 1 R B = A Dy
ANV B HT R AR EAR & . QWL R & (Patent_quality): 5 SCRFEIRSE FEJ7VL[48], Ak &R AR 58
JEW BAR TS T798: Patent _knowedgentt =1—Za2  Ho, a FoRER R G E KA KT ELE,
SRR AR T A6 5515 /R —f A 2 5 B0 HHI) I8 S Bons HLE AT AL .

332.CSRTE
CSR, ffiH “JHRIIK” FATLVEH(RKS)BHR S A4t 2 TR MCTi SVF N &,
MCTi ¥F53 RSG5 E KIT iE N IEAARE . T BRYE . A7 DO AN 2 B A T A 177 A =1 sl
#2FTEK . MCTi W55 100, AR BRI PPN ALE 30%, WAMETFMALE 45%, BORMETFNECE
15%, ATWAETFMALE 10%. bt a ST 43 70 5 T X DU B AR BT 2, Bemih 100 40 ol pt2x
TR EIE R, BEZ BT CSR KRR .

3.3.3. ﬁJLﬁiE'?ZE
A5 CSR RIMABR: AAHLE[49] [S01IWETT, 1T IATE CSR HIFAT T3 CSR (FRfEmifnk)

ﬁ%%o éu(@ﬁ/\ik CSR m FATIAR R, MATMAS AT, o 15 B, A TITE R, o 0.

I R AR B AT\ SRR R S R O STIR R ARAE[S 1] [52], KeRagl, ain T,
WREE BAZIRENM T, By BRSO AE =R RO, A2 @isi . SaEmmmsBol, G-k, %#F5
Ak, DL R AR, B U, RS IR AT R IR SE ST, TRE 05 HARATIRIS A
Fre AT, RN 1.

FER BT A T A SCHR B AR T WP AR S AR AT MV A A 5 N 5 B 1w 6 B0k A7 43 Ry e 4
KRBT AL AR BEATI[53], Hp s RBEATIIRE N 1, RHE AR B LT IAE N 0.
FEA T E UE 1.

Table 1. Mam variable definitions

=1 EETEEN
HA A E AR BT A5t i ]
B &R E Patent_num AT BRI S5
A BIHTEF R & Patent_quality i‘%%*frﬂ’]ﬁ}fﬁ
dlr A2 5T CSR H bR AR Al 2 ST (HR)
ANCIpSY Size 7 I)\ﬁ[ﬂ'ﬂfﬁ(
AR Age AT HBOLAE R IR, BUE RN £
FLAT K Lev B R =R R
i A e Rov G I o =1 R S R PR AR
WER LN SR R&D WA BN TR E (WA B /58 7)
U Boardsize HFRERAL
PR Soe EAmE 1, JEE AR o
AT fE ) CSR K3 Industry peer M ALY CSR RBUT ARG, TR 1, BNA 0
WA A7l 35 G0t 5 Competition ZHRIEA I (2010). XIHTHKEE(2012) 1K1 73 brifE
BARBEATI Tech AR BRI 1, KBRS ERT IR A 0
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4. SCUEEE Rt
4.1. RS 4

2 REFERBEMMAEG TSR . ATLUE W, TREERIER 56.96, brdEzEN 148.3, 1M HH
B/MEN 0, HE KIEENIAE] 2284; LRI ER/IMEN 0, HSKMEN 0.62, iR IE G L R H0EF i
B RIHARA K . CSR PERAF /M IAME N 38.33, FrdEZE N 11.99, f/ME A 14.15, Fc K{H A 87.95,
Ui E CSR RIVEEMAAC PR, IMEILIT AL B A2, I H AR 2 W ORI AR
TEFEH AR B A IVE R P, (H AU X AR g AT Fs ], DABR i o 45 SR R gk

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of major variables

F 2. TETEMRMES T

Bl FEA ¥iE ANl e/ ME K ME
LR 2920 56.96 1483 0 2284
LR 2920 0.210 0.200 0 0.620

Al A2 BT 2920 38.33 11.99 14.15 87.95

HH S HR 2920 9.280 1.600 7 13
FLAF K 2920 0.470 0.180 0.150 0.780
AV AR 2920 2.680 0.320 1.950 3.180
AR 2920 7.450 1.180 5.600 10.05
WA BNGRE 2920 3.210 2.700 0.0700 10.22
wF G 2920 0.0500 0.0400 -0.0200 0.140

A BTE B 2920 0.590 0.490 0 1

4.2. FETERXMSH

% 3 REBAEN Pearson FHRMENIAR. ATLLEH, AFRHMEWEENER T, CSR FH
B 5005 R B R R BB EAHR, ¥26RE CSR RIS A EARGIFIEM G, it, HgTE
[B] FIAE O¢ R LU /)N, 2 B ILZR AT G B 7R J7 ZE K K+ VIF $31E 8 1.23 F11.22, /N T450I6 FHE
10, W4 4. PTLL, ASCHE BB AR AR P 5 1) 22 3 L2 1 n]
Table 3. Correlation analysis results of major variables
3. EETEHEXMUITER
TREE  TRfE SlHSTHE EHESHE AAKP AR AR BRI BARIRES) AU
LR E 1

LR = 0.176™ 1

A& TUE 0.1417 0.053"" 1

FHSHBE -0.0220 —0.059" 0.123" 1

KA 7K 0.073"™ -0.042" 0.089"" 0.116™ 1

b A 0.039" 0.072"" 0.0100 0.065"" 0.0917" 1

bR 0.162"™ 0.0140 0.337"" 0.085™" 0.256"" -0.090"" 1

BERIENGESE 0187 0.165™" -0.0120 0.131°" -0.206™" -0.067""  —0.132"" 1

BFIRE ) 0.054™" 0.074™" 0.0120 0.0180 —-0.461"™" -0.104™"  —0.062"" 0.134™" 1
PR 0.0320 -0.097"" 0.110™ 0.282"" 0.268™" 0.080”" 0268 —0.203"" —0.179"" 1
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Table 4. Variance inflation factors of each variable

®4. BVEENAEHKET

LR LR =
VIF 1/VIF VIF 1/VIF

Ak At 25T 1.09 0.914591 1.11 0.904623

HH R 1.10 0.905443 1.11 0.898140

ATHF 7K 1.49 0.672068 1.44 0.692792

A A RS 1.05 0.955448 1.05 0.952703

A lb AR AR 1.32 0.756169 1.29 0.772817

RN 1.19 0.838591 1.16 0.862041

eyl 1.33 0.751447 1.34 0.747190

PR 125 0.802652 1.25 0.801492
VIFF-#{E 1.23 1.22

4.3. ZEVILER ST

4.3.1. CSR T QF & FI B EFREBARN

5 S R EIR, CSR RIVHQIFT L RA R RN REIINIEHEE. &5 ()HFIF CSR Xt
AL AT FEE R TR ECN 1.382, HAETE 1%/KF FRZE, EURE CSR RIERLF 1Mk, HEF%
BIEHEEZ . BRIET . %5 Q)" CSR A LR B ER B RECN 0.112, HAE 1%KF FRZE.
XK CSR A AlH &R i 2 AR B E R IEM SRR, 4 CSR BASEA T — 0%k =
BERT . HAbEmE R, AR S PR BRKE. EHESE., PR AR
B R ETUE. LSS RIGE T/ 1.

Table 5. CSR, patent quantity and patent quality regression analysis results
#5.CSR 5LFHE. TFREBEIDHLER

()] )
A LRHERE+ 1) LR+ 1)
Al A 2> AT 1.382"" 0.112"™
(4.260) (3.102)
H AR 0.0533" 0.00102
(2.543) (0.462)
FLATKF 1.609™" 0.0455"
(8.117) (1.819)
VAR 0.122 0.0405™"
(1.128) (3.294)
Al B 0.158™ 0.00556
(5.413) (1.641)
WA BN 0.158"" 0.00489"
(8.408) (2.537)
BRI 10.60™" 0.525™"
(11.96) (5.063)
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Continued

FERUE 0.107 -0.00734
(1.562) (-0.875)

AR RS Etil P

AL ] i
Constant -3.826™ -0.191""
(-7.905) (-3.587)

AR 2,920 2,920

R-squared 0.294 0.161

Adjusted R2 0.285 0.150

t-statistics in parentheses ~p < 0.01, "p <0.05, p<0.1.

43.2. fTWER ., CSR 5HARBIH

MATVE 2 Sl B, #1018 CSR SEARBIFSIIL R, BiHe T AL E CSR £, 1Tk
G RNAT Ml 3 A B 4 B T I o R AL A

1) 47MkARfE CSR RBLHIF M0

2438, 1 1%/KF ERZEHIE. IFH CSR 5AIH TR RN RE 0.150, HAE 5%/KF ERZFNIE. 24
FE AL CSR R FATIL “V% 5 H MG, CSR SEIH LR B EMF BN R EIALE, B
FRERNARE . XRW, i kr) CSR BRI TAT A KT, CSR XA E AR BIH S gt
EFIE R, IXEH, “4kE” R CSRES, SR RIRI R AHCH 5 S/ EmE &, NMERE
T B R AR 2 AL, b Re ) R 2 AH DS AL B & SE TS 5 RadAH G 2 s 5 1% 28
AN AR, AP ERAS S 2 QU VR, k(e TR E A B2 AR T SRk TR 2.

Table 6. Analysis results of CSR performance impact of industry neighbors
F< 6. 1TAL4RE CSR RIEMAI N ITLER

e a. LR+ 1) W TRIREC )
CSRAT &35 CSRATIL#% J5 CSRATI45i%% CSRATIL# J5

Ak (O] 2 3) (O]
fll 22534 2438 -0.304 0.150" -0.0370
(3.613) (-0.313) (2.019) (-0.321)
HHH 0.0307 0.0593" —0.00258 0.00448
(0.944) (2.111) (—0.746) (1.487)
KPR 1.762"" 1.361™ 0.0592 0.0390
(5.155) (5.367) (1.392) (1.237)
VAR S 0.0247 0.131 0.0684™" 0.0240
(0.142) (0.895) (3.604) (1.450)
Al AR AR -0.0151 0287 -0.00867 0.0150™"
(-0.338) (7.080) (—1.608) (3.361)
RN 0.193 0.136™ 0.00799™" 0.00348
(6.740) (5.538) (2.640) (1.413)
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Continued
BFIKF 13.30" 8.448"" 0.554"™" 0.484™
(9.726) (7.162) (3.239) (3.682)
PR 0.374™ -0.0363 —0.00697 -0.00524
(3.048) (—0.411) (—0.472) (—0.493)
AR RN i ] | i
(%4 i ] | i
Constant -2.976™" -3.860"" -0.182" -0.172"
(-3.715) (—5.840) (-2.091) (-2.227)
AR 1,199 1,721 1,199 1,721
R-squared 0.346 0.269 0.207 0.162
Adjusted R2 0.253 0.253 0.144 0.144

t-statistics in parentheses w‘p <0.01, **p <0.05, *p <0.1.

2) AL TE RS AN
Hi7 7 AT, AL sE AR i

CSR 58I & RIEER RECN 2.652, 1F 1%KF LEZERN

1E, MsE R AR, BT SER R E &, CSR 5AI8 LA E M RECH 0.154, £ 1%KF L
WFENIE, TSR AR . X RYIAT TAT W SE SRR AR EEINT &, A7 Mk 58 R B v (A 85
XAV AR B SO HEAE W& . B8k 1Bk 3.

Table 7. Analysis results of the influence of industry competition degree

F 7. AT R FIZENEMORER

WA m. TRIHEGE 1) WA, TRIFECE+ 1)
TEHFRE TEHFR AR TR TEGFR AR
Ap 1) 2 3) “)

Akt 25T 2652 -0.0236 0.154™" 0.0367
(7.162) (—0.0440) (3.286) (0.626)

#HHSHL 0.0810™" 0.0404 0.000690 0.00194
(3.130) (1.257) (0.231) (0.591)

KA 1.796" 1.159™ 0.0628" 0.0239
(7.498) (3.325) (1.947) (0.590)

A AR 0.305" -0.0811 0.0489™" 0.0517""
(2.280) (—0.453) (2.960) (2.680)

Al A 0.139™ 0.241"" —0.00443 0.0196™"
(3.451) (5.785) (—0.954) (3.579)

B RN SR 0.127"™ 0.145™" 0.00329 0.00211
(5.750) (4.725) (1.436) (0.541)

BRIk 9.678"" 10.54™ 0.543™ 0.424™
(9.698) (5.973) (4.443) (2.202)

PR 0.145" 0.232 0.000628 0.00309
(1.853) (1.607) (0.0640) (0.171)
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AR RS P 2t P 2t
R|% oA P 2t P EetHl
Constant —4.852"" -3.018™ —0.144" -0.364""
(-8.382) (—3.468) (-2.080) (—4.838)
AR 1,974 928 1,974 928
R-squared 0.280 0.398 0.130 0.198
Adjusted R2 0.377 0.377 0.170 0.170

t-statistics in parentheses ~p < 0.01, "p <0.05, p<0.1.

3) AT B S BRI

% 8 \TLLEH, ¥hTEEAREETIE, CSR 5EEREENRECN 1.672, £ 1%/KF LE
FENIE: M TIREARELEAT R, CSR SAIH TR EKRECHN 0.999, 7E 5% /K FRENIE. bk
R R NR LR R, T RBEARBETIE, CSR SEHERREN RN 0.122, HIE 1%KF
FRZFANIE; AETREARZEETIE, CSR SO LREERREN 0.108, 7£ 10%A1E. LA R
TR AR B EAT Y, AT AR ETE, CSR MR SR IEE 535 . WAE 7B 4.

Table 8. Analysis results of the influence of technology intensity of the industry

= 8. (TURAREEEZMOIER

WA TRBEGC+ D)

R A s LRIGR®E+ 1)

AR B AAT AL AR B ARAT AR BEAT L TRH AR B ARAT
A b D @ ®3) “
Ak At 25T 1.672" 0.999™ 0.122"" 0.108"
(3.905) (2.039) (2.589) (1.882)
HF LR 0.0846" -0.0128 -0.000330 0.00216
(3.136) (-0.402) (-0.114) (0.610)
FLAF KT 1.846™ 1.024" 0.0328 0.0725°
(7.426) (3.184) (1.051) (1.713)
AV AR 0.304™ -0.256 0.0563"" 0.0133
(2.214) (~1.466) (3.572) (0.680)
LA 0.143" 0.193" 0.00399 0.00746
(3.604) (4.606) (0.891) (1.410)
WER NG 0.162" 0.185™ 0.00436™ 0.00790
(8.143) (3.540) (2.080) (1.462)
BRI 13.427 4.419™ 0.594™" 0.408"
(12.61) (3.019) (4.782) (2.154)
PRI 0.137" -0.0187 -0.00211 —0.0183
(1.662) (-0.152) (-0.217) (-1.025)
FEH R Eectiil Eetiil Eetiil et
A7k Gl el el Gl
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Continued
Constant -3.802""" -1.571" 0.0522 -0.158"
(-7.277) (-2.105) (0.835) (-2.038)
FEARH 1,946 974 1,946 974
R-squared 0.231 0.291 0.124 0.119
Adjusted R2 0271 0.271 0.0933 0.0933

t-statistics in parentheses ~p < 0.01, "p <0.05, p<0.1.

5. Rigken

5.1. XTREM RS

5.1.1. BRTE

AR CSR S AT B 4, #£ BB(R)BA LN 1, WA 05 SRS EF X R (1) BEAT BH, 4551 W
TR, A& 9 HRIEIASE R AT LAE H, RA CSR 484 i & i) CSR R I 5 BT % A B i &
BIEMSG, SERE L 4 WEEER -8, WURTR S8 BAA Rt

Table 9. Regression results of variable substitution and Tobit model

52 9. TWEHMM Tobit HRBEIEIZER

B Tobitf %
N () 3 @
ZE LK () LR () LR ) Lo R (1)

Ak A2 5T 0.220" 0.0226"" 1.657" 0.155™"
(3.274) (2.990) 4.01) (3.06)
HR SR 0.0587"" 0.00136 0.080™" 0.004
(2.809) (0.619) (2.96) (1.36)

FLAFAF 1.644" 0.0479" 1.962" 0.092"
(8.297) (1.919) (7.25) (2.53)

AV AR RS 0.108 0.0395" 0.087 0.043™
(0.992) (3.214) (0.61) (2.36)

Al B 0.176"™" 0.00674" 0.202™" 0.010"
(6.218) (2.028) (5.31) (2.14)

WER N EE 0.159" 0.00492" 0.201"" 0.0117"
(8.474) (2.547) (8.30) (3.84)

BAIKF 10.70" 0.530"" 12.715™ 0.830""
(12.06) (5.111) (11.20) (5.78)

PRI 0.101 -0.00794 0.094 -0.009

(1.466) (-0.947) (1.06) (-0.82)
R il il il il
A7 b P i i ]
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Continued
Constant -3.631"" -0.171"™" -6.129"" -0.542""
(-7.427) (-3.183) (-7.97) (-5.57)
FEARR 2,920 2,920 2,920 2,920
R-squared 0.292 0.161 0.0847 0.2573
Adjusted R2 0.283 0.150

t-statistics in parentheses ~p < 0.01, "p <0.05, p<0.1.

5.1.2. Tobit =&

BRI VLA L A HE RN 0 BITEOL, RSO Tobit A B BEAT 3E— P Al TH (L4 9
FIEEG3)s @5 MSHELRATUUAIL CSR I REAE 1%K 1 ERFENIE, 245 RIFRE S HME [ 545
R—H

51.3. TATE®

AR SC AT FEATAE R SR 22 LM Py A b e, K] Ll ) DRI TR AR B R e DA B ),
[54] [551RIRFFE, JEHUAE M R T A — 382 1 () CSR RHAEEE I Csr location A& T [l —47 Mk (1K #5 iiE
RATI A2 CSR RIVEEIIME Csr_hy MEN T AL R, LGAHFE, A TEBERLK T FER GMM
Jiike

%10 IR T TRABERE N BREIAER, aTUUEH, gmm BEMGTFET, LO0HE R
i pnum. MVAIHTE R R pqua_mean 35 5 B B RIS/ 1 CSR RIS THE Csr BEIEHK, 5
HERK MR 2 RIS R—8, WHRTAS S R AR . FR, ARYEEE R, P
BRT 0.1, RRPra THBEHZIMER; I3 T AT ERK, R ARME AT 0.5.RPHAMELRT 0.4,
F KT 10, EPRfil iz T A2 T HAR &,

Table 10. Instrumental variable method

F10. TETER

) 2
A LR+ 1) HRIFEE+ 1)
Ak At 2 AT 1.o717™" 0.129"
(2.684) (2.893)
R e 0.0680™" 0.00107
(2.992) (0.440)
FLAFKF 1.628™ 0.0267
(7.489) (0.963)
ST A 0.139 0.0374™"
(1.143) (2.682)
A A 0.160" 0.00531
(4.943) (1.406)
WER NGRS 0.159™" 0.00520™
(7.823) (2.484)
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BRI 10.49™" 0.441""
(10.61) (3.882)
PR R 0.0899 -0.00908
(1.182) (—0.974)
SRR ] ]
17 RURE ] ]
Constant -3.856"" -0.149"
(—6.763) (—2.292)
FEAHC 2,413 2413
R-squared 0.287 0.156
Adjusted R2 0.277 0.144
Hansen’s J 3.59554 0.215234
P value 0.1657 0.8980
Adjusted R-sq 0.8446 0.8446
Partial R-sq 0.7874 0.7874
F 3092.68 3092.68

t-statistics in parentheses ~p < 0.01, "p <0.05, p<0.1.
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