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Abstract

For enterprises, the good performance of social responsibility will help to enhance the competi-
tiveness of enterprises. This paper selects the listed food and beverage industry as a sample,
which is the most closely related to daily life and has the highest degree of social concern. Accord-
ing to the relevant theory and sample data, this paper puts forward the empirical research model
and hypothesis, establishes a corporate social responsibility evaluation index system from the
shareholders, creditors, suppliers, employees, government, law and other dimensions, establishes
the evaluation system of enterprise competitiveness from scale, efficiency and growth ability and
uses Excel software for data correlation analysis, regression analysis and other empirical research.
In the end, according to the results, this paper puts forward relevant suggestions from the enter-
prise and the government prospective for enterprises to take the social responsibility.
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RIS SRR FTE .

B AE, RIBERTTE. B PR SRR S AR B AP 2 AR R .
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T AR R A SR I, anBh RS A B TR BRIR SR ORI bR s PR R
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SEN, FoARANT T DA B 2 A XU R DT g SR K R S B B, IR A e A U VR A 45 TRAE
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3.1 MRS HAENRR
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Table 1. Evaluation index and weight of enterprise competitiveness
= 1 TR TN ERRINESR

B ERA R E-aa3 BE(%)
A (SR) HEMER PR 19.625
AR T B (NA) B AR T 34 10.625
¥R (NP) B AR 31 15.625
7 Fi 2% (ROE) R+ 6.625
BT
B HTHREE (ROA) R+ S 6.625
i G5 E K % (SGP) CRAERIRON — RN + RGBT 16.625
YRR K% (NPG) CRAEEFIE — FARSRNE) < _EAE R 16.625
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4.1.1. EF 2009 £, 2010 FEHEMN T EMEX R
1) 2009 Ffif AL B 2 (A FHOCPE LI 2 o
2) 2010 AR & 2 [AIAH a5 3 FoR .
MRAE L 20 & 3AMERI, HMABARZIMMAHIRREIIA N0, HHEEMERRRTRENAR.

4.1.2. FF 2009 FFHEHLEERNZ TET

1% 4 AT, ZRVERDEMIRE R R?=0.2763, UiHIZL MR AT AR AR B 27.63% 048 72,
WEBORE 2, F R0 % EE Sig. = 0.2603 > 0.05, BIiZ[alARAURE %, W54 /1 SER IR
BT B RATER. WANER . NATIKER R DU TIRRIKE . BB age . B 2tk
KAENRE: SR SBREFNE. ARSI tERRECNEE, HRIIIAEE.

4.1.3. £F 2010 FREFERAIZ TEIA

M4 5 T4, ZRVERDAM RE 2B, R?=0.6507, UiHI%L MR TT DURRE (A5 B 65.07% 1948 2,
LA ORI T, F RSO 10 5 2 ME(E Sig. = 0.0039 < 0.05, RIZEIFRIH 52, iS4 ) 58 RIEE. 9
Iyt e PR AGTR . WA R NATIKER R A TR BB, Al 2 56
REE, GRERNE, BrEafiR. mabER, MAKRAEE, RTERE, SRR, AR R
Mt RN R, FRKGEH AR,

4.1.4. &g

M 4 fe 5 RS ERIRATAT LR B, 2009 4E % 2010 4EHISEIGHF R4 RAFE R EZ R . 2009 FE3]
PRI ENH 5 R S B A BRI, (B2 2010 50 1 [RA 45 1 S5 SR & L2 &5 6. ik,
WRAFAE BN AR BB T R AT 8. (T 2009 4EATAE (e 4ih) J&, MULBREEEHe): kXt
H S 25 RBAT EINEAL, A& SRR BT 5 s ) Z IBAAAE B 3E R RIS, VR I A
PRI R BEAE 2 A v] 2L

42. E-RTECEHE)RE

4.2.1. EF 2009~2010 SFHEX R AAX RIS
WRYE 6 AR, SRR Z AR R B AN 0, HOHE LML R A W R 25

4.2.2. FF 2009~2010 S HiEMEERZ TEYT

M7 7 arAL ZRPERAR BeE R AL R® = 0.8527, iM% MR a] DURE 5 A8 B 85.27% (A8 2,
WA BRI F RS 10 2 ZVEE Sig. = 5.2099E—40 < 0.05, Bl iZ% Al KSR B2, i B354 ) 543 U3
BT B U, g, NATIKERE R BT IRFIKE . BB A ) 2R
KARE: BRI SBRGFFNE, B a6, NI AR, RTERE . AR t AR
BONRE, WELESE BRI RE.
4.23. EVAERSH

1) friby YORMMMEG B AR AL 22 BT AL 55 4 ) Z TAAEAE IEAH DGR R

MIENAZE R o] LLE RS RECH 0.7464, [T 5T RECH 05624, E/KF4J24 0.0079
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Table 2. Correlation test results between explanatory variables in 2009

% 2. 2009 FFAEREE 7 ERXMHERINERE

EPS NAPS DAR CR AT EL ATR Ln(size)
EPS 1
NAPS 0.817763 1
DAR —0.22009 —0.37395 1
CR 0.202179 0.256989 —0.65814 1
AT 0.13894 —0.04324 0.162651 —0.06087 1
EL —0.07453 0.051729 -0.21231 0.15045 -0.33276 1
ATR 0.444595 0.333679 -0.3562 0.220386 -0.12147 0.132511 1
Ln(size) 0.498723 0.592803 —0.14647 —0.02412 0.018059 —0.10483 0.24804 1
Table 3. Correlation test results between explanatory variables in 2010
72 3.2010 FRERTE 2 EHEXMKRINERRK
EPS NAPS DAR CR AT EL ATR Ln(Size)
EPS 1
NAPS 0.851263 1
DAR —0.20652 —0.30035 1
CR 0.116295 0.163459 —0.69849 1
AT 0.107943 —0.02496 0.108003 0.034085 1
EL —0.02388 0.071498 —0.17521 —0.03008 —0.47675 1
ATR 0.508095 0.371472 —0.31041 0.138068 —0.15014 0.237722 1
Ln(Size) 0.495681 0.636366 —0.02748 —0.1031 0.052288 —0.09826 0.233361 1
Table 4. Multiple regression results of data in 2009 (« = 0.05)
7z 4. 2009 FFH#E % T EYALER R (o = 0.05)
R? 0.2763 T R? 0.2318
ESMEIEYop et e v
F 6.31 Sig. F 0.2603
fif AR 12 [ )9 R AR
Ak X tfE p &
EPS 0.5984 2.7969 0.0485
NAPS 0.4641 2.5545 0.0126
DAR —0.3993 —0.5495 0.5851
CR 0.0384 0.2671 0.7905
AT —0.0003 —0.0752 0.9404
EL —2.3563 —0.8341 0.4082
ATR 0.7081 0.4109 0.6829
Ln(Size) 0.3873 1.9679 0.0418
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Table 5. Multiple regression results of data in 2010 (a = 0.05)
3= 5. 2010 S HIR S ST EIYALER R (o = 0.05)

A& R ARG
R? 0.6507 TR R? 0.6220
Z a3 R B E R
F 35.08 Sig. F 0.0039
fif PR B ml I R AR
A X tfi pfE
EPS 1.0554 1.6808 0.0099
NAPS 0.2590 -1.1269 0.0210
DAR —2.9546 -1.7399 0.0482
CR 0.9023 1.9832 0.0280
AT —0.0729 —2.1819 0.0454
EL -1.5156 —2.9092 0.0368
ATR 1.8830 2.0927 0.0265
Ln(Size) 0.8779 2.2709 0.0188
Table 6. Correlation test results between explanatory variables from 2009 to 2010
7% 6.2009~2010 FERTE 2 BHEXMRINEREK
EPS NAPS DAR CR AT EL Ln(Size) LAW
EPS 1
NAPS 0.83799494 1
DAR —0.2118917 —0.3330026 1
CR 0.1553276  0.20512908 —0.6738657 1
AT 0.11347869 —0.0354566 0.14195807 —0.0270106 1
EL —0.0451841 0.06335252 —0.1946859  0.0556382  —0.3594246 1
ATR 0.46826778 0.34653038 —0.3350692 0.17728247 —0.1239829 0.18109455
Ln(Size) 0.29500778 0.3129849 —0.0780564 —0.0136019 -—0.0076538 —0.0123665 0.30618175 1
LAW —0.0692746 —0.0556659 0.02527363 —0.0355746 0.03983637 —0.0195031 0.41731713 1
Table 7. Multiple regression results of data from 2009 to 2010 (« = 0.05)
5= 7. 2009~2010 FEHi#E % T EYALE R 3= (e = 0.05)
R? 0.8527 T R? 0.8401
ESMEINEPY A TE 2 oL
F 68.1549 Sig. F 5.2099E-40
fif R e ] )9 R AR
B E3 il pfE
EPS 0.7464 1.7969 0.0079
NAPS 0.5624 2.5545 0.0127
DAR —0.4569 —1.5495 0.0485
CR 0.0384 1.4671 0.0605
AT -0.0320 -2.0752 0.0304
EL -2.3563 —2.8343 0.0282
ATR 0.8612 1.4109 0.0629
Ln(Size) 0.1934 21911 2.23E-34
LAW 6.1212 38.9862 0.0001
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DB EZRARMARBEEHRN, ART S IR SERATHAE, I HRAE AR &
H1o

2) i PORMME AN (L2 TR b 5 5 ) 2 IMAFAE IEAH OGO R

MIENFSE AT LAt 57 55 26 T h—0.4569, it 3l b 2% 24 0.0384, 53 7K ~F- 437 0.0485 F1 0.0605,
TSGR RO L, RS LR B EMEACEA S, U I A B BT S E A IR SPEAS B
E, KRR E H AR REE, XA ReRH T f. WS AN Z MR EEEER — NI
R, AT AR B T R R RABA 12 TR 2 R

3) i YOBMEMY AL R RS 4R 2 T 5 b 5 5 ) 2 TAAFLE IEAH DGR R

LA MK LB — N G I FE bR, MRS ST DA, AR 0 5] U5 & %09-0.0320, i35 P K
N 0.0304, ZEREE, UiUHRATIKER LSRR, AN AR B ST, BB BT AR A R
N, BRTRIRNTES ), AR Hy B EI50IE,

4) Bl PRI 5 T A2 ST L 3E 4 ) Z [BAFE IEF R K R

SRR, Al B T2 ST L SUSAFE U R, 7E 0.05 K F R, RIHRE
-2.3563, WEIKH 0.0282, Mgt HAETF IR, AXHRRK Hy AR EIEUE. XA EE2&H T
TERIAN, Allxf i TR Z 1 THE SIS N E oA, BT U gi3, WKiZkE, 4
M 73 AR L SRR AL S A TR, B 0 L TAEMIARR Y, AT B A LA W gk AT
ARSI RAS, 3T Al 3% 4 1145 AT

5) B PORHS T BUR 4L 2 54T 5 58 4 )1 2 [AAFAE IEA R R R

MBI EE 0T DLE L, AL BUR AL 2 S AT AL Te 4 15 AE 0.05 M EfE/KF LB, BFIE
A AR, 10 B A AR AR AR BURF 9 53R G TR AL 5a 4 J1KF, B RECH 0.8612, KB
VKT BURF RHH 141 2 ST R In— /N A7, Ak 54 s 2390 0.8612 AN Ay, H E {5 /K4 0.0629,
KFRE, WAE T AR Hso

6) EHEXT AR PR LB AT #E2 THT R R A (R FH (IEAH DGR R)

MSHEFF A EE T LAE Y, VR & i OB B AT+ & SR MR B B RS ER, [l
HARHCH 6.1212, EAS5/KFH 0.0001, FEMAEHR BE, WIUF T AR Heo FEH, M 2009 4 HLAEHL
PRI 2010 4 FAAEELRE A1 )9 R 2009~2010 AEXUAFEEE BIA 45 v, i 8 fos. i@ xrbl, N
BRI A 2 TAT AT e E B B3

Table 8. Comparison on regression results between 2009 data, 2010 data and 2009-2010 data
7% 8.2009 BAEKIREYT, 2010 FRFEHKIREIYIF 2009~2010 FFWEHIREEVART L

2009 HLAFEHHE 2010 4 AR 2009~2010 4F XU4F$Ha

EPS 0.5984 1.0554 0.7464
NAPS 0.4641 0.2590 0.5624
DAR -0.3994 ~2.9546 ~0.4569
CR 0.0384 0.9023 0.3544
AT ~0.0003 ~0.0729 ~0.0320
EL ~2.3563 ~1.5156 ~2.3563
ATR 0.7081 1.8830 0.8612
Ln(Size) 0.3874 0.8779 0.1934
LAW 6.1212
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5. &hig
5.1. Bt

RIREKT BRI AL S THUE 556 % I R RIWEIT, LIRS AHOCE BEIS NHERE, 456 &5«
[ P AL [ BR3E 4 ApiE e 7, 3%t 2009 4E % 2010 SEREABE I STIE T, R T &M TR
WAL TSGR R, AHEERY I MR TS TR 2 M EM, MR 2
TR EB BT . A FER AR T

ARSI SEE TR I, RO 2 A 2 TT B AT A R TR T S sE 4 )y, b
A JORMME I AR . BRI . BURFRIAL S ST RIEAT, ol BT S e 4 7). IXRIAE IR
BRI IEAR . BRI BUM B2 SR BAT O G, HORIE S ARt 2 5, AR T #r
AR RAFR R, MR SIE 2584, MM Al DALE RIS R R, A Bh T4 T d okl
MI5E4Js ZRIRLE X BERI R AL 2 BT, IR R 7 RAF I KA G AE R &R, AT AT B Al a7 2 3 4
PERE R P S AIRSS, A BT B R E SE S R T ARARAE X BUM AL 2 5T, R REAS B BUM
MIAHDCSCRE, AR T e g thsam. 1 & YoM SRR BN . 0 LT E S Al se g )
126 RWASER T, AT Re 2 BT A 5 AN KA B TAH & 1 0 3 77 B ) AR 22 DA 52 x4l
DRSS RN 2PN

5.2. HXREW

52.1. N EH

e, PRI ARR R TR ORI S A R AR . AR N AR LB & AR, Al B4 1)
FEORE, WRMIMSEPRATA R, 0 TRERMWAEFHIANIIEAR, WML OTES 7. WSHER 5
B R mT LAE R, Al i 5 (0 ST 0 Ak Sk 5 A 2 2 BT s E A, BRI AR I R
HEERN ARG 4, AERAIGET, B HERImEIERE . FRESEMIIRE, DIERAR
RE T 1 R B AV R SEBR B, SEINERPER Al K R il A BE R PSR . AR SIE 45 SRR B Al
Xf 5% T SHATEAE R R G0 S sgmafE i, (H2 B SOh I SEIESE AT AL g D480, MK
WIRE, AR R TSR SRR S8 B A AR AR sz, i DA A 55 OV R TGS, &8
B TAERFA, TAEPRIE . Hm A8 55 R 2 mT DA i 0 T CAR IR AR, 594, @ BEAS i BAXT B3 kAT
FHOREE N, BAE X DA T A )& BR R RE S5 I00 H B 75 ) 01 T2 i LAE R R AR 3Rt A5 LRI B 4
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