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Recently, with the emphasis on ESG management worldwide, social pressure on ESG management is
increasing. ESG is driven by two contradictory pressures: responsibility required from society and
‘voluntary participation of companies, and ESG activities are sustainable, if the two pressures work
together. From the view of maximizing social benefit, it is necessary to identify the optimal pressure
level. Therefore, this study aims to empirically examine the relationship between regulatory - normative
ESG pressure and corporate innovation activities from the perspective of institutional theory. Innovation
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259 A&7F57 % (sustainable management)
AL ol HATE A EH o]
2 Qe ey, 71¥Hs} <l
Az 59 ARl EAVE AEEA A&7
(sustainability) ol thgr H=714 2142 ¢7]9]
2jo] Fliﬂcﬂ QJ’T/} olef gt AollA, HZ A Al

Aoz FA(E), AHEI(S), hﬂﬂ%l )2 SR
7149] fﬂﬁ ﬁﬂ%}% T3 ESG 490l
Az 3 v fdeti, ESG 49 ol

ASA gtgo] F7hsta itk Aot (Choi et al,
2022: He & Harris, 2020: Manuel & Herron,

2020).

o|x7 ESG 57, ESG #H7}, ESG 4 & ESG
749o] 242 FdAE FdM ESGe Ealn
o A w3 ZAzH 1 gt} 7ol ESG A9
AAA - A&H oz A M E ESGE &
g ol AZo] FFAoln . olF M= HAEA
ESG 79224 7]e] galdgol Fasitte A
olth, Mg ESGe AHA A& SANE E%
771909 ol AE 25 wA o] He d5o=

(McWilliams et al, 2006: Vishwanathan et
al, 2020), oluf 7149 gr&dFo] ESG #3t &
T 7149 9 FE 259 A g4 7hsst
Al gctn AH et (Hull & Rothenberg, 2008:
McWilliams & Siegel, 2000). ESGE Ats]Ad o
2 A9 e AlFe] A A A A A
Z ote ey S7ehe #HA olye &
98] el e 71 Al g4l 34
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AaM = AEE Ao AES ote 24
mol opg} 7|¢de] A2 ESG A9 #
5 ske gEo] Al Fasit= Zloltt. 7]

Aol wet Pt Be Az
(institutional theory)< ESG 7A9% 2<& 714
o P2 AU AR A g, BAEE F9 Al
2 27 (institutional environment)®] S.7-3H=
Hiol] &-g-2foF sf= Al st At A gt
(Chen et al, 2018: Cheng & Shiu, 2012;
Liao, 2018: Meyer & Rowan, 1977: Scott,
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% AE = Heg nelste] Feld dEe Ads
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A A GFE X718 F ke Ao H(Cyert
& March, 1963; Glover et al, 2014; Oliver,
1997). webA AbE|FA o] Sdisl B oM, ESG
Aol &4std + de FAY 9 FEE I
dEe A7k e Bl
2 Aol e AlEo] & #H A ESG #A A=
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2 F43ta, o5 719 9919 nle|aRdlolE
oz felvet Az 32 AHl =Y 7]
%L ] }\]—O—Hﬂﬂ .ﬁuﬂxq . ﬁ-;q];@ ESG %1-
3}01“*71] g e Al *‘Zﬂoi A4t
199 ESG €% WIAUSE A%
Jeto 24 ESG 79l 46& o]
/\1 sted 9JolE S 4 9t
1 :Lfﬁﬁ}il ESG &9 +
3

=)
o

)=

=

7]
= %

) MY Lo o Mo
Fj:é_wztrﬁlo
rﬁﬁrzé

—l}u:z_uo;ﬂiui_‘n.

lo, S o
ik

n>‘ PN Fl
= oﬂ

m%
10 ol ofN z@ ot mx T
2
|o
fiu
{ Jﬂ
S
ook Om
o
HU
=
oxl,
B
o
2
>
il
é
L
o
(o3

ek
>,

> N

>
_O|L
rr
o,
H,

~
>,
tott

ot
oZ“:
tlo
.
)
rr
=
o2
()]
o,
of
et
O>~

.

ol
o
=
T

i o
=9

2.1 ESGe| 7 & o|2H

2.1.1 ESG9 74

ESGE 20049 FA] UNQ| AHF-E70]0d Kofi
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Annan®] 874l 23] UNGC(UN Global Compact)
<} 209 79| Fg7]He] Folste] A Haxl
"Who Cares Wins, oA %2 AH4H o2 4
A gojolt}, o] Huxdx 7199 A& 7t &
Sl 714, FAA H“ﬂ ol jE%HOF H]?H
4 ﬁii Ztzk SR (E), AF3L(S), 7MY (G

2 FiEsto] AAstd =, ol3lo] ESGY /‘]ii
42 A JTHUN Global Compact, 2004). ESG
E A&7Fs A ER(SDGs), PRI(Principles for
Responsible Investment), #%E2}H(responsible
investing) 59 &ole & FaF BHAA
ESGA fetele Alert gskoy We #3d
A ESGe FARHERE o2} 710, A1 59 olaf
wAAEC] asfof ke 7199 HAFA 24
ol S, Akl Zhd 2] 948 Bl 2Y 2~ Rl
Edohe AL guiditta & 4 3 tHGillan et
al, 2021).

o, BESGe AT Sol4 CSR(corporate social
responsibility, 7191 A4 A3)) 2 CSV(creating
shared value, 3f7F #%) 59 &9 £&5

k. 71949l ESG &2 A&7 o= 7t
215 9g dekolgte HellA CSRZ 43¢ 7id
o2 dHAAY(Garcia et al, 2017), ESG7}
CSReIA 875 & A2 FAA SR A6t
= HdA ESG7F CSRe #4colgty He =
A} (Nirino et al, 2021). ©]9d= ESGE
golo A WA o R shd sl A4S Fgetal 9l
o1, CSRe A WA o2 7hd~e g 48
Zgthe HellA ESG7E CSRETH t] H& &0
i Be A% gou(Gillan et al, 2021), A
PATo = dAH o2 ESGE CSR 4018 78
glo] AMg-stal sltk. @, Porter et al.(2019),

Serafeim(2020)& ESGE CSR 7% ESG(EH

887
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2 ESG, common ESG) ¢ CSV 719+ ESG(H &
A ESG, strategic ESQ) & F-&3lo] & A& F
atgith olwf HHA ESGE ©d] A4 e
AT e &5s 9rlstn, A4 ESGe 7149
o] A& J'J FFE S 7199 Aok dEA
e AL gnjsle Ao A ESGYE BA
Aoz e Moz Hu ith(McWilliams et

al, 2006: Porter et al, 2019: Vishwanathan
et al, 2020). o]2]gt #-olA Porter et al.(2019),
Serafeim(2020)2 A&l 484 3le ESG
AY9E A A ESG B =49 FeAs
ggston, 7199 ESG 5224 E1l2
o] ESG €52 &3 £ F=S A7
2 ESG 25 7Fsstl vt 23k
]‘“’4‘: ESG= CSR, CSV 9] #A H2H
T Yoy, E AT e ESG ¢ A& &
= AA HAFH ESG #HS FAL

FF

A% pae
2 (CSR, CSV 9 7ide] 18 glo] th&EuA} s},

2.1.2 ESGY] ©| &4 7|5tz gA4lds

ESGE ol @A} o] &, el23 o] &, Ad7|wt
o] &(resource-based theory) & e o] &
A OEA L oy, AR ol B#AA ol B F
Aog 0 daeid ool =oEa et ol
AR o] 2L 719 7ol dolA 714 ao°ﬂ %
&S v e R T A Fee o]l
A2 FH o7 a8sjol dthE ot Parmar et
al, 2010). o ﬂaﬂ%ﬁ]x}% ﬂz—?"ﬂ/‘i st 7N

T

St (Dmytriyev et al, 2021: Foley, 2005:

888

Freeman, 1994; Freeman, 1999). #< UsE
o] g7, 14, 71999 A7z ol thgk #ilo] =
offe| wtet 7199 ESG &F& ol o] #A
AEAA dmoldE FEeta A5 Hdste
T2 & 4 A% (Luo & Bhattacharya, 2006:
Paolone et al, 2022). Z. o|a|&#AA} o] &
A 71949l ESG %& 7199 10114741%}@— ol A 7}t
A5 AEta ozt 7190 W ik =9t
© AoA ESG A9 ool AHE ot ¢
#, ol HA AL o] BellM = 7143 ol RA A} Atol
o] ol F&o] gA1A Alal(innovation mind-
set)E 7]¥o 2 gtha Bt (Dmytriyev et al,
2021; Freeman et al, 2000). =, 719 &1 &
Eq ol BAAE Y3t AAA A1 A2 AE A
A3LE AAAZ F 9o, ols A&A A F=
2 olofA)7] wjell ESG &&l Slo] Hades
AELI o=

2|23 (risk) & B 87 FolA ofu g AR
o= QI8 7149 7}X] 7} a2 vbsd e nldtt
(Orlitzky & Benjamin, 2001). g|A3 o] &&
719 BGelA 7199 el2=art & 9eFs nRva
= J‘,};g o=, x]_\_xqo] /Hz].o H H E]/\ET. t]rﬂ
o $84= JHI. g2 o]& #HAA ESG
G52 7199 223 s FarZivke HdA ESG
ool AAE R . WA, ESG %] ‘B3
22 (insurance-like)” 2H4-& 3t He #4
(Godfrey, 2005: Godfrey et al, 2009; Shiu
& Yang, 2017)& 54 €522 Q& 719 #

AAQ &S dx S W, ESG F& ole
RAH weS g = go] gaa Bed =g

T3 ESG &Fo] H
AY(EL Ghoul et al, 2011; Eliwa et al, 2021:
Maaloul et al, 2023: Ng & Rezaee, 2015),
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ANF-A A kS 3lete] (Adams, 2011: Zhang et
al, 2023: Zhao & Xiao, 2019) 7199 g 232
Telo] =go] "t B BHE St} o]E % g
23 o] BHA ESG S5 719 gA3a B
glel] 7] gttt HollA ESG &%) 8/l A7
Ha Atk 3 gad o] B2 ESG €55 5
gl2a e g3k 7I9do] AF Apdsket 22 9
AEEe & v o Azt A drh(Albuquerque
et al, 2019). B AlF¥ 25k ESG AlFs T
mjehs A2 U A R 450l o} A 917
o} 22 AAA g 2A(systematic risk) ol A
P oA Gethe Aot

AR o] 2 71949 9 FEoA 7ol BAr
ata gle Ul Aol & S vtk HE o

207 W AY9 714 (valuable), 844 (rare),

g 29
Algtt(Barney, 1999). AH47]4k o] & #A o]
TS5 ESG &%0] of2|g Al gHst
Adthes HedA ESGY T2
WA, ESG €55 B9 duEd &
AR BHE A&7 AT

QA 237
=

Lok
T
o
e
4
42

Ao g 7199 4% &S @A ESG
5ol Fastttn FAdHFatma et al, 2015:
Tetrault Sirsly & Lvina, 2019). =3 Q14 2}
4 AHAA ESG €52 59 e 989 A
A9ES wola, 2 IS Fola o|HEST W
FE 5 94 Ad #Yd /43 Aoz Yehy
(Albinger & Freeman, 2000: Koller et al,
2019: Lee et al, 2013) ESG %9 T840
A71H71 % stdth, o] &% AHA7|RE o] & Aol A]
7199 ESG 2&2 4459 g T3 A &
Hof 7]ofgitks AellA ESG 259 B9/l st
A= 3 ot e, Apd7Inke] & #elA FAlds
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< ESG 59 Z2aEo] 714, A, BiETbs
A R =go] HH, Yo7} 71He] AR5 SR
A7) 71 geka A gtk (Battisti et al, 2022:
Branco & Rodrigues, 2006). 53] A 7]4ko] &
WAl A 222 Y] TS 7FEe 2|27 W] &
(knowledge-based theory) <M= gA&E2 ESG
£ A A4 =2 AL AlUA Z2RE e

+ HoM ESG &FozAe galdss 53 7
A9 FEE xS = S HHFu et al, 2020).

2.2 Mzo|&

2.2.1 Az &7 A =d o=

I o

Aol &L 7199 Aol 71He A=A &
(institutional environment)dl| &3} #| <& W=
U B Bt (Scott, 1995). A=A &
a7ete v wet £85te 719-S AES A4
283 AdE FEE F AR, old Aete 7
AL 2 &HI) AAH YA A Bk (Meyer & Rowan,
1977). whebd 7192 At 258 Ale 874
A Ztete vhell whel MSAITA ), ol g 3}
e A=A 53} (institutional isomorphism)
2hal 3 Ang et al, 2015; DiMaggio & Powell,
1983; Scott, 2005).

A% 3L 7199 Y5 54 7|t wet st
Ale AEd F¥stege g8 7ete dolA
(Suchman, 1995) #AI=2 %9 (institutional
pressure) &2 3|4e 4 9t} o] et A=A 9
< 1 54l M2} 11414 Sk (regulative pressure),
T4 ¢+ (normative pressure), 9117 ¢4&
(cognitive pressure)?] Al 742 TE-EcHDiMaggio
& Powell, 1983). WA 7414 o4& A 4]

¥
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A
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). 7149
old| g g3ttt
THA g8 7
A2 ofof] At
THA e AEA
1997: Scott, 1995). TFHA o] #3s

21 & B9} 22 H|FA A9
e, oju A& HiE g3 o
A ke YA sl E J&FE v A A
tH(Chen et al, 2018; Liao, 2018). =}
AA A EE 7|go] A B
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194 Garste WE, T, T4 5
549 g2 & tehdet.
Qo] AA 749
#7ge g

€}
AR 0] AL Jlet=

=22

|

t al, 2015).
B % WA AN

7] $lste] ASlA ol B A e AAA
HAY BE 55 EWsA e g S onjsitt
(DiMaggio & Powell, 1983: Scott, 1995).

oA 279 Axol2L 7|dS gE S dwd]
& FEAQ EAZ Hol 7199 g 4
L} HS 53 A9 FE FHY S A
Fette dAZE EA8 T (Oliver, 1991). o]l
o} Aot A=A g A 7ol Fo

f

o,
o
Y
R
v
o2
_?\_',
fu)

o
o

2‘—"
-

& 4o ot
E’.O
g
=
=
)

P
s
A,
i)
i
o
:?L_'.
>,
o,
=)

o3

> o

[e)

T

1o @ do

o
Y, ol

o)

H
el gt A (legitimacy) 2t
(efficiency) & Stislele Wl oz 3
th= Aolth(Donaldson, 2008; Volberda et al,
2012). &, 719< A% 4o wet i 29
skt FA A 7199 vl e s st
© Z849 =uE ddste] 2% drta X
"th(de la Luz Fernandez Alles & Valle
Cabrera, 2006).

=

ot HT N ¥ 4
o oox 4T PN HE

o o to

o
=2

|

(Table 1) HIZH iziel 5 o 54

S TAF 4= THE 49 AA A <he
P A4 AS A 9§ T4
(expedience) (social obligation) (taken for granted)
AU = AT THA L1
b (coercive) (normative) (mimetic)
g S B3 e E S s 53
= (instrumentality) (appropriateness) (orthodoxy)
A X T2, W, AA <3, A7t AR e, T3
. (rules, laws, sanction) | (certification, ccreditation) | (prevalence, isomorphism)
234 34 20
SEL ERE =87 2% o A, e S
. . (culturally supported,
(legitimacy) 71 (legally sanctioned) (morally governed)
conceptually corrected)

Atz Scott(1995) pp.355 EUE A2

Korean Management Review Vol.52 Issue.4, August 2023



The Effects of ESG Pressures on Corporate Innovation Activities: Focusing on Regulative and Normative Pressures
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EE fu
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LCTR A2 ) ru

of

3} 94l7e] (McWilliams &
Siegel, 2001)01] U—}?/}ﬂ' 4, ﬁL 2 <t o] BESG
3 3345 A A7 FEI7] AASeI T

HA, A A ‘1’}-‘4 A1E57 Z el ik AT
© Porter 7M=& tiis= A7 o FPHA
t}. Porter & Van der Linde(1995)& &3
At A= 7199 dAlE ER8ka oY e g4l
Al 24 (innovation offsets) & ok71ate] f
TH &S A et of el Z]dell Al A
9 (absolute advantage) 74 A|&& 4 Itk
stttk 53] Porter 7HadA = HAI7F 719
ﬂoﬂl A E fresta g4l A" S SoiAl
§Ll"ia 7FedtAl dtta B ‘3} ofef w}
] Ae A7 9 =5 535
: o] F7tste= 7ﬂ\ = Qdé}cﬂ
Porter 7S AA8ktH Calel & Dechezleprétre,
2016; Ford et al, 2014: Kesidou & Wu,
2020: Liao, 2018: Martinez-Zarzoso et al,
2019; Wang et al, 2019).
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ol FAlHE 3 719 A 95 stete
Abe] 3 Atke ool tiEAolth(Barton et al,
2007; Palmer et al, 1995). E3at 414 <k o

?ﬁﬂ FPote JAgES e o ZAHY 5 3
Mg gk FAE tAste] vl e of
A= EAg}(Palmer et al, 1995).
uet TP AFATFANE A7 4 g
AF 3] 9] #AE I8k Porter 7Ha& W

e 42% =39 HGray & Shadbegian,
1998: Kneller & Manderson, 2012: Lin et

rr
_19‘.

?N

N,
Sk

o

rlr
ﬂ f

s
L r

o]

o

OIN 2
—t

r
i

al, 2014). @8, AAAFNN FAA %247 719
o 9% 7o WAZ AU Begsisiths b

ol whet 1A A 4 7149 dalgE 719 A
A WAE e A7 = EATHKim, 2022:
Ouyang et al, 2020; Perino & Requate,
2012; Zhao et al, 2018; Zhou et al, 2020).
ez A ESG 92 710l tse] ESG
of gk eFARetel A get Zﬂ FI ZEA S AT

SRS sto 7199 HAdES Xty Awd
THCheng & Shiu, 2012) AAE A ESG ¢
g3 gAgs ke #AE 2N At iE &
o AAAAE Eudta 3th(Chen et al, 2018;
Liao, 2018). &4, 7184 ESG &9 vl A

FHE AN AFE EAYTE Pan et al.(2022)

= 2009-20167HA =9 A 719+
FAA 714 B9} 7199 CSR €% 3te] #AE
A A3, 784 7IAF BEgt 7199 CSR &5
7F A-UAF AL F2l8192H, Ren et al.(2022)
£ 2016-2020 Ato] Appled] A 29715
oz olg|#AAe] ESG 48 7199 £84
Atole] BAIE A A3 Ak B 7 A 94
o} 719 &4 Aol9] UAE #AIE Esi T
o|F % ESG 49 &£l Ao #et dFe

¢

¢
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EHE AT UFY AUt 5T B ojyg 2.3 7id MY
EAste AFEE FH A& 0|24 Kata 9
= AR olth. APAF7F IR =7 E3rhs Aol A 2.3.1 A4 ESG 9¥¥ 7199 g4lg-s9 #7
HE T Ao WAE BAFA R FAg dFE
TR HPATFES AFEA ] 475 KA AZol 2ol wWaW, 9FA ESG 9ol FolRe
= B WA g 274 AX e F=eiginh FHe ) 7192 old tigshe AN G wE o
ke MAP A HAE Rl faAE Bok = oS BA Y v 8T oY HY S nelsA Bt
24l Aol desitte o met(Haans et (Glover et al, 2014; Oliver, 1997). ¢]& ESG
al, 2016) ¥ A& H&-H iAYSS vl = A& ESG dEo® Qg 71He 9
2 ESG ¢Ee vy s 538 dustus gt AlEEe A 4 vE 41 B3 (innovation
ESG 989 ndd Al g7 a3/ 239 compensation) Ale]9 #3& Edf ARty &
AR A ole dAFoAM 2 A7 P4 & 4 Aok (Christainsen & Haveman, 1981 Dou
HE JHgleta AR S B dldithe Aol & Han, 2019: Ma & Li, 2021). u]&3 #]&
A 58] B AT oort A 2o 7|tdr T 7Y AEH A A= AALAE
ok Y AAYAFELS o2 ESG &g 83 AY #AE #2F F de dE2A s A
£ 18 kstlthke dAZF EAleth BESG & ]7\1 Haans et al, 2016) ESG 4383 71949] &
g2 AR A AN FAA, THA 9 F gz #AZ HAger HE Aol Blgsitia
B2 Ao EAshd, o] F 4] ZHE ¢ =Y 3?&*}14.
of wgste] FH AFe - Ao, 535 I TAA ESG &g 2442l 545 73 7]
ATE AT AAolrh. A=A ESG ¢ wd  wjiol 7192 Wi i WA 2% I oA vl
FAG 1 54 ol vhE ESG ¢¥ 2 A4 A WE F9E el 4721 d&= ke (Caputo,
e A dEog FEst YA qa9E 2014: DiMaggio & Powell, 1983; Scott, 2005)
glsh= Aol TS Fagk Aldolgt stk A& B oS Sl Al = v S A E
7Fs/dol Avk. e, A4 ESG 9ol AvHA|
s A &5 &l
S5t Hg as
Z|tH
mo|
TR ESG 28 TR ESG 28 THIA ESG 2

(Figure 1) (14 1) 78I& ESG 3T} 7|gie| salgse| 2
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A oA B A e A% 274Gl A
WA Z7k S ol ek A1ge] 8Al 9l
7} gaEpl dol A 25 vgel FHe 371

5, A ESG ¢ Z7he 27)de 1A 25
B8-S Al HAS B w24 Ao gs 7Y
JAgdEe 4T 5 oy, A4 dgol A

g <

WA bR A 5 o] FABES 5T
o]
S

SHA BtH(Ezzi & Jarboui, 2016: Gray, 1987).
A

€]

7Ith "ol Hlaf waA Frtsl o 23g ¢
g5 AfAE ke HdM OH De o

M1 AA BSG 4R 7199 228
-UAg A7} & Aoleh,

of &l ol w2t

A ESG 9E I A=
o] 01

oFslr] wi2el 71 el A HlE5S A3 A
s w7] 5o g i & HE(cost of
conformity)©°] 57}stA Erh(Elzen et al, 2011;
Speer & Stokoe, 2014: Videras & Alberini,
2000). 3, 7HA ESG o] ¥E wol= 4
T A Eo] HaldFs B3 7t ¢A He
B} A7) w el (Zou & Zhang, 2022) 7199 &
Aol AsfEA dnt. a2y, 84 ESG 4
o] 54 AAARY 2 B Age g o
AWAAES L7AGE B0 2P0 o
A% 59 710 Aeje] FAaA Sk A o
S EA A AU A (stakeholder synergy) &37F &
st A ®th(Tantalo & Priem, 2016). o]a]#A
A YA Be 2719 =4 vlES wa)
SERPERCE =

ESG o]—E:] o] o]:zﬂ— [q,] = 9l

9] 74 7190<) FABEo| A ESG
o] STk W galdsg B3 7|t ol

Ao AHANA HZol 7hestth. A ESG A4 A SVl Ho Z19e] galdee] SAldne
2 A ESG el v ARl 5ol ol AHeld UM 2)8 vt ol A skt
o5 el gk oS Aol i mE W gl
7k o9 SRl teel ofh 5, A ESG 7Hd 20 qriA ESG 9482 71 g 2Ed
Feio] w2 gl A sholl gt &) Aol UAg A7} 9l Aol

R 3 23 a4

set Hlg gs

71

o]

T ESG 213 FHE ESG 23 T ESG 212

(Figure 2) (7t
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g dF9 ESG ¥¥<s surde —Zr%OH et
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54 AT B E 71929k ESGe #dE 7|9 E
7} BA Edate V1A T A 714k v g
Ea 2 94 ESG 48 S HstnA &%
t}. oo wat B A3e A 4 ESG o4
< 3357 %'BH ’7}0114 T *ﬂtﬂ o|HE 43

o}, 17} za”% ﬂil %XJE%HW’] w3t
iR

rfu
>
>
Lo
N,
>
>
N
>
>
2
F‘
N
o -
ﬂ
L
E
L"L
m\m

(Table 2) HioE & U

=

TAA 5 L (Table 2)9 2. HloJE]
A2 dA N E python3.09 Konlpy9 Okt
glolHeg] 2 & o] 7)1 R EE3Htokenize)
sttt gk tlolele] Fd & fsiA 184 714

AASATE. rlA 2o 2 Bl A ©hA| ol A]
Ajghn AZE o] ZAUE T AZEY ]G
8137} Data Intelligence LabellA] 73t KNU
A AP S uigo 2 BSG 719 B4 9 7}

slod AbA 7]6F 29 (lexicon-based approach)

Iy
rlr

s
oH Al

N
1_,

1o of d
N
N
oX

2REN & ?636}0%} A7 AR S &8
3 P EA L 719 e "2 FA (polarity) & (T4,

TE 3 W
A Az 20179 1€ 1¢ ~ 20199 12¢ 31¥
L] Bt 20189 149 1¢ ~ 20209 12€ 31¢
A4, 719 #E 49 OR 78]
AND
ESG OR CSR OR CSV OR A=A OR AH2l4 A9l OR A& 7Ms
OR A%7F% OR 71%¥3 OR 87 949 OR 249 OR £47l> OR &4
A A ESG ## 7191= | ¥l& OR #5554 OR #d OR ¥ 3 OR i—fg;ﬂ 8 OR £%% OR
R A OR 9 OR AFAIE) OR Ak OR oFs=% OR %3] OR 3% OR
W OR Hlg
AND
A B 79 E | B SR, MR, 3Y AL BB A4, A8 44, 9 OR HIH
(d : A8F) | OR ZE OR AE OR A& OR A 2%
F 1 AxY, Aade 47 §a7) 82k 2AR RS YA GRS 7
F 2: ESG ¥ 7|9 A2 HE 59 H2E fo]HE 7|Hteg ESG 938 A¢E & JE 71999 RepRiskel ESG
ol%E, g B J)YEE FEERAYERFY AR AR B 71YsE uo R dolE F£3o] A B 4 e
Gk

1) €7Rl= E5o|A], https://www.bigkinds.or.kr

2) KNU #24AFd Github, https://github.com/park1200656/KnuSentilLex

Korean Management Review Vol.52 Issue.4, August 2023

895



(3)

if y*<0

g etz 73 o o,

hyA
X

ui7]‘ e
gl —@(z;ﬁ/a)ﬂaﬂgf)[y,; —x;ﬂ/a]]

3}

y; =0
27
L=

L=

So &

L
T

Sumin Kim - Jaemin Park - Kang Ho Bong

Tl A
o 34 @

Shin(2020)# Choi & Im(2021) wat 7]

AT 0 T

DA AE A 27 A1

2~
T =

gk

T4 Z2 )0l AR A eld AR (lexicon) & 7
ks

ATt

A

TR
M

22|

22

I

where, ®

A o &

=
=2

S EE

<

VS

e 3

24
3]
1

9] (bias)

0]

ENE ESG

A
4

f

i
ot

ko]

sto] &8

7
)

[e]

AFARR
=

stE
=o

(tobit model)

s

)
A

A

[s]
[¢]

<9

AAALA(STEPD) oA 370

[¢]

{

=]
A=
a-

o
Bl

1 Au| =9 F-2 dolHE ¥

7|9 HAZAHKIS) AxY F= delHet 2021

least squared)o. @

At (censored) H =
A A

3.2 ESG =1t 7|

1

s
wr

o

S8

=
=

2]
ofm &5l

43

(Table 3)3} 2t}

L

T

%9

44

o %

=
=

Lk

N
ekl

THTobin, 1958). 4 (2)+
(left-censored)

£l

-

LA

gto] &g,

ZA W (maximum likelihood solution)< £

)

o 74]}\

1 9

o]

gk

=
T

ox

=l
N

ofi
mm.o
)

oy

o]

Korean Management Review Vol.52 Issue.4, August 2023

1,2,3,..,n

if y*>0

i

Y = x,iﬁ_‘—ui

Y =y;*

896



The Effects of ESG Pressures on Corporate Innovation Activities: Focusing on Regulative and Normative Pressures

(Table 3) B9 =&A Fo

= 2744 Ae
. SuaEs 429 (129 20199, A2 20209) « (2D : 20199, Al
v e 29} 2020)
I Ak 3AZHAZY 1 2017~2019, AHI2Y : 2018~2020) A BAA 1A} (344
R Lk R
Ak 3AZHAZY 1 2017~2019, A=Y : 2018~2020) A Balel thak 43
TE 2 1A £8(23.1~23_1D)9A el IS 0, AN, thaEFzl
aqm g | S LR AE20e 02 29 %
B 0= RE Bgo4 002 o8
1= 22 g9 232 glon, 12 g3 £3o| 3fut o)
2= 22 gud £l o4
(In)F = 20199 (MuI A ¢ 20209) A9 o) AR F
Ak 3dZHAZY 1 2017~2019, A=Y ¢ 2018~2020) AR AY FE ofRE B
g gn | EHE221~222 Do,
FRART | 0= mE pgaN 2895002 %
1= 0°] ol gl ah} o)
a2 AFAR | 0=2dH|2 AF AT glg, 1=21H2 A 4T
olwdlz A% ofF | 0=clwrlx A% AF g, 1=olwi= AF A
FEH oF 0=HFEH, 1=371%, JHFIA, A&EEA LA
AEdE o] ' = N o o
ety 20199 (Ml 2=5) 20209) 4224 5 APNLHRED) A% 9 ¥&(%)
Azg o5 0=AH24, 1=AZY
IV, o472} gtelo] tf b Casado-Diaz et al.(2014)2}

Heikkurinen & Forsman-Hugg(2011)9 F%

3 ol goldtin 2 4 olrt

WA, RS Bl A A ESG 9 AT 29 B4 A AR Al W] 72 B A%
= 349 2= (Table ¢ 2t 4 23, Al FA3 3983 #4 Z3= (Table 5)9 (Table 6)
ZH9 FA4A 71Ake] vlg FHe 0.068, MM~ I 2Tk A EA 23 Sy 3 Y A
do F4A 7|Ake] vl& Hae 0.080°F YERY A7t -0.4230] 3L, Ho EA A 4= (variance
Mu|age] A o] o =& AS ¢ 5 inflation factor, VIF)7} 1.55% YEhyY th53-4d

o,
rlr
[
=
>
o,
o,
Y
ry
oX
o,
Hi
rlo
>
=
[~
e
o,
=
(@)
D

Aol EAle vt & 4 lth(Alin, 2010; Kutner

3) QT RANE 20204 =5 A AT ARG Adog 2ARsta glo] Mulagn Az dole 2t AR Aol7} EAIG
th(2019, 20201d). A=Y o ¥M4E F7RteRH o2d HoE Haststuat siglent, of HolA Ay o e a4
o frold dart .
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(Table 4) ¢t 4 ESG &3 Z4d =4 2
E

n A T84 = -~ | A 71IA

T I ﬂ'cﬁtg 7]}\]_ z’\_ < 7]/‘} T H]—%
10 REEES 366 4,680 0.078

11 <8 256 3,374 0.076

13 A 98 957 0.102

14 A% 250 3,052 0.082

15 7b=3tst 214 2,414 0.089

16 AT 89 1,291 0.069

17 A A 129 1,935 0.068

18 RERETE] 108 1,353 0.080

19 AHEA 215 6,812 0.032

20 s}st 238 19,354 0.012

A 21 A ¥ 144 1,466 0.098
= 22 aFZepg 263 9.335 0.028
;‘ 23 5% 35 303 8,549 0.035
H 24 12Fa4 327 4,291 0.076
25 a5/ 460 6,379 0.072

26 A 3T E 219 23.990 0.009

27 og Ad 195 2,263 0.086

28 A713H 338 3,703 0.091

29 7TEP 1A 282 2,806 0.101

30 AE2 242 18,454 0.013

31 71ER-E73H] 280 6,740 0.042

32 74 92 964 0.095

33 7 EA & 210 2,529 0.083

34 ZIAPRI e Y 264 2,426 0.109

45 At 9 EE Ay 358 4,830 0.074

46 =] 3 A 2 38 603 0.063

47 B e 101 945 0.107

49 4 % T go| gl 59 85 1,059 0.080

50 T Y 28 527 0.053

51 I3 54 51 831 0.061

52 A3 9 Fdd ARy 38 531 0.072

55 o 360 4,686 0.077

56 =274 3 A4 229 3,031 0.076

58 =34 632 10,499 0.060

59 G, efe V=8 A% 9 wEy 255 3,116 0.082

60 Pt 651 7,311 0.089

61 A1 3 5 143 1,841 0.078

62 AsE 2oy, Alad B9 3 Y 117 2,756 0.042

A 63 I el Bt 605 7,581 0.080
H] 64 =54 916 10,527 0.087
N 65 5y 8 da9 166 1,687 0.098
— 66 a5 3 HEAH Auag 642 7,638 0.084
A 68 Rt 1,271 13,955 0.091
70 AN 242 4,855 0.050

71 A AHAS 312 3,391 0.092

72 A% 7%, Ao 9 7lE Hepls AH| Y 388 4,745 0.082

73 71EF A&, et 5 7le AHjad 377 6,506 0.058

74 AR #He] 9 27 A=Y 1,218 12,071 0.101

75 A A AEAY 1.231 16,645 0.074

76 A T4 A9 93 1,549 0.060

85 i el P e 1.145 14,865 0.077

86 ERILE! 1.241 7,159 0.173

87 ARS EA] AH| 24 455 4,453 0.102

90 A d= 9 oy AH[ 29 268 4,360 0.061

91 232 9 QT AH| Y 159 2,130 0.075

95 7Sl B AR Y 78 832 0.094

96 71ER 701 A2 223 2,269 0.098
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(Table 5) &%=

of 7|=EAI

Variable Obs Mean Std. dev. Min Max

(Hg4Al 2= 7,951 0.007 0.026 0 0.359
2)7AA o4 7,951 0.637 0.785 0 2
(3)HA o4 7,951 0.070 0.035 0.009 0.173
(4)(In)YE = 7,951 4.282 1.413 2.303 11.104
(5)AFA D 7,951 0.192 0.394 0 1

(6)2% H|Z Q1T 7,951 0.011 0.102 0 1

(T)o] =M= Q15 of 7,951 0.093 0.291 0 1
B)F=H A% 7,951 0.578 0.494 0 1
(9)3211]%@% 7,951 0.046 0.094 0 0.98
(l(z)lﬂii;%ilT% 7,951 0.500 0.500 0 1

(Table 6) #H 7+ alkat|

Var. (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) p(8) 9) (10)

(1) 1.000

(2) 0.083*** | 1.000

(3) | -0.109*"*| 0.041***| 1.000

(4) 1-0.015 0.084*** | -0.003 1.000

(5) 0.106™*|-0.020 | -0.186™*| 0.172***| 1.000

(6) 0.073** | 0.031** | 0.061***| 0.030** | 0.140***| 1.000

(7) 0.111%" 1 -0.028" | -0.081*** | -0.018 0.267* | 0.280***| 1.000

8) 0.015 0.045** | 0.033*" | 0.096*"*| -0.038"**| -0.014 | -0.033"* | 1.000

9) 0.389"**| 0.002 | -0.225"*| 0.029" | 0.396"*| 0.116"*| 0.273***| 0.028" 1.000

(10) | 0.129%™ | -0.200*"* | -0.423*** | -0.069*** | 0.365"**| 0.096"**| 0.254™*| -0.196™*| 0.261***| 1.000

21) *‘ **’ ***_E_

27 5%, 1%, 0.1%

#ZAN 7l TS <o),

et al, 2004: Senaviratna & Cooray, 2019).
T o 2 AAIG (7M1 O 2)E ASs]

atel TAH - A Fe} 7199 44 B A

olel ¥AE T 2FE (Table 7)3F 2t
Model 1€ 44 - #8423t 71519 g4l

gk o #AVE e Aew \/}E}‘Xk ‘/}(620.019,
p—wvalue{0.001), 744
A7F EAHA 4Tt ol TAE ESG ¢Eol 5
Ve E 7199 galgdso]l X E Y= Porter 7t
Aol AZA A7} ¥ Calel & Dechezleprétre

Aro BAE AEgA oz B mgoltt A4 4 (2016), Liao(2018), Wang et al.(2019) ¢
I, TAA BSG ¢ 7199 g4l A=l f9fn| ATE AA - AL & = 9
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(Table 7) 7MA - 78X ESG t2io| SAEZX =10 CHst EBIEA Ao}
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
0.019*** 0.046*** 0.020*** 0.046***
3 =
A ESG 38 (0.001) (0.004) (0.001) (0.004)
WA ESG 4 _(()005612) _(()003612)
-0.035 -0.053 -0.192* -0.223**
53 J==)
TEA ESG %WH (0.033) (0.033) (0.080) (0.080)
T 0.007*** 0.007*** 0.007** 0.007**
v (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
AnAggn -0.009** -0.009*** -0.009** -0.009**
T (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003)
EEES 0.020** 0.017* 0.021** 0.018**
9% oy (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007)
o] = 0.007 0.006* 0.007*** 0.006
9% o i (0.003) (0.002) (0.003) (0.003)
b o 0.005** 0.005* 0.005** 0.005*
T (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002)
AP LA 0.253%** 0.254%* 0.252%** 0.253***
o g (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016)
Az o % 0.025%** 0.024*** 0.025%** 0.023***
Az =1) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002)
o -0.119*** -0.119*** -0.116*** -0.115***
ons. (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006)
Log-psudo 776.364 789.478 769.100 792.630
likelihood
Pseudo-R> 36.031 37.088 36.156 37.232
Obs. 7.951 7.951 7.951 7.951
(Left-censored) (6,051) (6,051) (6,051) (6,051)
1) ¢, = 217) 5% 1%, 0.1% A w3 o))
F2) 4 29 23 k2 robust FEAY.

Model 2% 7417 ESG s+ g4 7w 7He p—walue {0.001). o]= A ESG 482 714
HAE g d BAR Fu FA% Aol & o Al 7w 7re] d-UAF #AZE S 9n|s
A Azt A BSG g 7199 Al sk Ao, A ESG HEel Sl met 2719
ofu)gt ko] A7} Jem (3=0.046, p—wvalue { = 7199 g4l e SUEAT 54 ¥y
0.001), 7FAIA ESG 89l Alyate fon)g & A Q388 7HAaeHS YERdL o33 4

o #AZE EAst=

900

Aoz Yebat(5=-0.014,
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d-UAt FAE A CH 1) ATt
Model 3& 7424 ESG 483 g4 2% 7He)
AZ ¥ BAR T B @ﬂom A

=)

_‘
4

d

ek &9 AAZE 248 (8=-0.192, p—value ¢
0.05) A ESG ¢ xﬂ%?‘%}s frolml gt el
WAL ole Ae2 YBTH(3=1.167, p—wvalue ¢

05). ol A ESG %‘é‘# 71999 g4l 2=
ﬁoﬂ U #A7F EAshe A& Yehhy, 4
ESG #&e] 57kl wet 2719 = 7199 {4
2ol AasAtL, ol %% WS A =9

101] w2t A

rL
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e (M 2)e iﬁ%}aiu}.
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Linear prediction
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(Figure 3) ESG =3} 7[ie| AT

24 A3 Model 494 % A4 ESG 489 9
U #AS 84 BESG 9489 Uz #A7F
EF fAEE Ao vyt @4 (Model 4)9
A 239 AUEE 9u|sl= Pseudo-R*Y #kol
AAGE mdl S 71 wom ZF 42 p—oyalue 7}
froletths HellA, AAl 719 Sl 9-U7 &
ge] A4 ESG g U FHe] 14 ESG
gtelo] FAld EAlste AR & & ot ¢,
2 AT Abgste A ESG &
TAA SHE AR B SRHSEES
A Zpol7t EAgt, ol o He| W
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Hr 2 ox AN =2
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Predictive margins
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L L | |

Linear prediction

-.052
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0 05 o 15 2
TN ESG 23

72| A|(Model 4)

5) HEld 2y 4 An A
(LR test : 1,037.51**%), did 23S Faf &
W] A Fav) wdetn fold A
ESG &8 : -0.102%F, 74 ESG ¢E
Age F3 9 o4 57} FLsisih
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7199] &als %4 9-Uzk #AL A ESG & B Adaigivhe oA ged o
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