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2 AFE CSR 850 8 7193 234 42 719 %) AT AlolE HFFo2M, CSR 859 540l
7199l 253 FAA2] o] vlAle Gl dig) Fetsiict. CSR &%°] 7% 719e 234 E 71l vigle B
2 A g fo] duiHez Aol d BEAQ AN Y AE AR 4T 4 Ut o]F AFE
g3le] 2005958 20119742 f7150 AA719S dade 2 A3 elx4(KEJ] Index) LEZH (A9 20070 71¢0)
¥ %2 CSR #%9 4<% 2%t Ball and Shivakumar(2006) 2302 BF3olE 235l ¥AL &
Yatgict AEEA A AAARAF(KEI Index) LEEYo] Edtslo] CSR &F9| $44<S A e 719je] %
% KEJI Index 2Ez9o) XA & 7|90l vlal BFeje] Pert e A2 el ol CSR #%°] 4
HoR 949 Ao FHE 719 A% EFA A P felo] Yol a3A] gL 7ol v @ EFHe
2 AN U INNAFE Aoln, ARl CSR 859 Al o8 J3E Hgg o}, ¥4
Ao i3l oj¥ 244 HE(rubustness check) & 533 23 A7Azte] o] At

¥ A7 CSR 259 $443 A Ao #aA S AuBor 71¢]e) A3 A9 o] 71&9] 717k 9
ATz ok ope} 719l B4 AR AdolE fold 9L X1 ASE dFsgon], CSR €59 9
9 gkl thgh ApEAQd 2AE AASEckE HollM B A3 Avks 710 AllA e 2% dE A Al
P& AR

FAol: 7149 AEA Ay #E, ByFe

..........................................................................................

Responsibility, ©]& CSR) &%2 F8Alo] tiF
SHA, 719 thdgt o] 8l #A AFS (stakeholder)
dto] FZo dig WY S 2AE] AR o

HZ 7199 AGAge] M2 dejriele] 4 € AIA AdAERA FFET ok FAY,

3 gk AFHeR AEF AFdME 79
739 E3x7} o] &3uistE 53 FF(shareholder)
Fo Fosdc. A 7149 A&hed 4%
= A8 7199 A4 <) (Corporate Social

AR, ¥, a2 FARL A9 S 22
7193 4 - 2R os AZ4E g ol BAAE
7HA A nElshe Aol 719 A7AQY 4
il Eesiche ojsj Aol E(stakeholder theory)
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of 7Z|z@}. olsjAAA o] o o3, 719 At
3H A F G oA RAAE] A
A 252 AT, 7199 onANA, B8 F
%, 149 FAHE 5T ¥0)7] W&ol 7199 AF
A3} et opdel ZAZdle 7147 ¢ AHAeln
= 3AAQ 982 v|AH(Freeman, 1984).
o|F CSR &%l did A3AH #4 2 877}
gl o}, FAEE3}7]1F(1S0) = 1SO 26000
(71949 AH14 Aol g FAEF)VE A
o 714 ARElH AY EFo i FAHQ o]
=2l g AAEA. ol CSR &%°] I 719
E 9] Agatge] opyzet 224 712 JAst
71 9% 42392 Jepdck, felvele A4
AR DA Fste] ZAB oA +4(Korea
Economic Justice Institute: KEJI)eIA 2}
ME AA3 A (KEJI Index) & AHEEH] of
d A9 20070 710l oig ALE A HY] 8% S
7t d ol 1 Ak, AAA A HFEES | ¥
e 719 EL Mol & B3 ASH o BE} o]
FojA]7] wjBo 7|da BAE 23 YE G
ol AAAES WEAY £ gt} o] Al A
g &elHolm g 7lqlelete 3AAQ ol
A& P 8t o] o] FE MYAFEL 7
AR YA ¢ FEES oo ETFARE 7|Fo ER
=99 Z3d 719e CSR 8% 4% 7%
2, LR £HHA L 7192 CSR 8%
$53A e 7Ides FRska 9l 2%< CSR
53 AAd i AYATE°] CSR 85+
71971 5& CSR %3 AF-Aniete #AE

A5 d e, ® A7 CSR £%°] 958 7
Azt 234 F& 7199 A ¥4 (accounting
conservatism) 2] Zto]& HAFHo2M, CSR £%F
o] 7199 B4H 3|AA 2 oM g G v]x &
A g #A43luz g

2 A7 e CSR 859 +5493 254 34
Ae)zke] #Ao e, AlslH o g CSR %
ZIdolehe A E7b B ol 9 o|suAA
9 A 87 2 UR ZdAte Bu 59 s
AlA 7199 B4R gAA o FEL vAe Ao
2 A9 A4 CSR %9 540 2574 3
AMelel v e 9GS 71999 -3 A A4
5o @E % olsl#AREY BT 879
Wst FAoA 4B, HAYPAFELS CSR &5
o] % 7IdE 2134 &L 714l HlE I
A olu|AE F£Z4A7]7] H8A o B2 FRE 3
dHog AFFo2M HEH A (information
asymmetry)©o| €3l A& HndcHCho et
al., 2012: Reverte, 2012: °|&73 n%H,
2013). =3, ®4FolE AYAd ol BAA AL
ol9] FHu|thHo] 2w, FGAE FAls] L
Hlgh A 2 dielAE4l (agency problem)E A
717] 98l olsj @A S s LFH A= A
1 F-(accounting practice)g°] &9€ v} glow
Z(Watts, 2003: LaFond and Watts, 2008:
LaFond and Roychowdhury, 2008), CSR &%
o] 48 7149 A% 2384 %L 71l vlEo
AEudA 9 el A7 2Adie] ols A A}
59 BEFdd dighk 877t AS Aog Jgd

1) IS0 A7 24=9) 719¢ E8g £E 23o] §73, A, HA] ol A3A He) $Fol e fHeior & WaAdeS 27n, 2010

d1195E [SO 26000(71%19) AR1A Al dig FARE)

& thgo] rhol=2ilE S ISO 260002 AU, FH4,

&2 g%, olgluArte oo EF W T4, A #E P UA F Vo] UHE vigoE 23 Avda AW, wFIY,
87, 3% &9 Y. vz} olgr, A A Helst A Fol Q4 FAlz FHEL. - FYYR, 2013.8.22
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CSR #89| f540| 719 B3 sPlx2jof ojils 4%

F Ao
£ CSR €%l 5% 7Ide 2384 &2 7]
Hdroh o] zA o) tig AGAEe Relo] RoA
(Beaudoin, 2008), zH&A| ol B} FHatn 4l
A e AFHERE Husle Aog yelyn
(Kim et al., 2012). ¥hHo] ¥ 4=3-0]9} o]2]o] A
o] AAE ABE dTFEL FEH|gPo R s}
o AFH WYYo] ¥ Ao ddde 7. &
o]z o] B& 71l olj A AESe] AHFE
o9& B3] 9 sdoR ByFo FAS A
B3l E g3y il (Joos and Lang, 1994:
Pope and Walker, 1999: Giner and Rees,
2001), B3o7} F7kete AL SAUTHAIA
£3 w24, 2009). wekd CSR 8%° 8
7198 237 ¥ 714l vlaf o]Ye] AHeo] o}
ol AAAEC] #AGrIYe] AFEIE Asn,
AYAE o]dxAd i ol HAAEY A
87E oz W] fio] ByFe] vt @
< 0 o348+ Ut
+o2 A3AHog CSR &% ++7I%olae
AUt Bagd wE Azt B4 A
i3t £ ¥skE AHEY, CSR &5 +53 A
o & AFE 719 ABlH EAle WS e
M| Aol Al vjE HololA Hold w2z} A4
£ o]Z1(Lev et al., 2010), A%< #41E A
4 leui(Dhaliwal et al.. 2011). AR3He=z
o e] & FAA} CSR 8% 49 7149 d
& Zen|g2 717Ae] A Fste Ae2 EUHA
t}(Anderson and Frankel, 1980: Richardson
and Welker, 2001). 6% F83% 2 783
2 29 B QY 53 dA€E CSR €59 3
& AR A% 2 BN v &S Foln, F
A9 APIE F7HA ZAxele ARG R
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olojd & U7l W&, CSR &% AA7} 717
ujgle] 71 AFEE| AHHo2 H(+)9 ¥
&g A AoltH(Dhaliwal et al., 2011).
o]y CSR &%°l ¥ 7192 AMF4da M
2 71471 BT 2L 7 Ate FE AN EE
FENA £ 7 1 7197 BhE ol dAAEE
DEANA BEFod digh 877t W] g,
CSR &%°] +38A & 71l Mgt 4=
gl BA FAMNE & fo] A& Hog 4
38 4 Qi

o|2|g &0 F uigdo 2 B d3E CSR %9
$58 7192 284 R 71l Hlgt BFe
o g fle] AR Hol d HFHR A
el A4S A8 Aoz didgt oF AFd]
fste] 200585 20114714 {7t 437
e fdez ArE 3892, CSRA dig
At AAFAAF(KEI Index) S AHE3HTH
NYPATED FLaA BARYAF 2REY 17
A5E 71Eos HETH EHE 7|dL CSR &
Fol 43 71d o, YR TFEHA ¥ 7
& CSR %0 +43A %2 7Idez F§38
Aon, BaFele 42 ZAA &4 (economic
loss)©] 249 (accrual) 2 #F 3 &(cash flow)
o] Aol vlA = FE & (incremental effect) 2
¥4 E 4 3h= Ball and Shivakumar(2006)
2YE AHEsiglY. B¢ £ dFoM 38 B2
tEn e BFEFee CSR $%0] BF 7|
2 Jdd £ AAE F542 M 7Hs4el o
I, AAE-E9H A5 E £9 (pooling) 3t AL
st A5 olgfF F4540] 44T S v
7Fe/dol EA8t7] W&ol (Gow et al., 2010), X
o Ue 5AA 2a4E grE] 8 ¥ A7l
He ZE AFEA 34 two-way clustering
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71" & A&t

AZEN 2%, ZARIAT LR £3H
o] CSR %9 $4E% AR ¢L 719 A+ 7%
AR ¢ RS EEHA @2 7ol vl
By Axs e Ao Jeg o] CSR
%50l AHc g S Ao FHE 7199 2
+ B Ao dig flo] Ro} 2FA] &
& 710l vlal @ B og AA s S
FAANAF= Aneln], 3ARFAo] CSR €59
540 o8 JEE &L oJn|gHct. Heckman's
2SLS¢ Propensity Score-Matching 7|22
CSR #%9 54 EAE Aog gdde
RS FAT Fo] B4 aE dH o2 Ao)7t ¢l
Ao, BPA 74 (parallelism test) ¥ Basu
(1997)9] B5F9o] 2H2E & AHEslo & 79
)& AR EE Fo| AR A A=A

2 9+ CSR %9 ¥4 3ARFE 74
B S A5 BozH 74 ARRA HY EFo
7189 7197k 2 AFAAT B opyE 7149
B4R fAHe AP fo)F F&2 Az
& AZsden, CSR €% 4% 2 9%
i AR 2AE AAEUTHE HaA 2o E
zeg.

€ A7 g3 2o] FAED. FAA7 9 A
S AN A 17 A Eq olo] Al [1FAME 7]
o A3 A BF ¢ By I AYA
FEANE ¥, M-S AR A TN
£ d7R¥o A9} nYo) AHEEHE ¥Fe 33
2 o7t AA A, olo] AuFF LAY
ol AAE. A [VRdME FHE 7ME uige
2 AZENANE AAGE, A V3N Z2EH
AT-e] Al o] Aeld.

1934

Il. OIE% tiZ X 74

E a7 pag 9d7ol gl s19el A
49 BEA BY A7, weFeol U A7 So
2 FRae] AT ¥ A8 AR e

2.1 7|49 AkelH #el(Corporate Social
Responsibility) &%

71949l At3]A A (CSR) B U Fofe o
FetA AA D YA T, FEHLEE o& FT4%
22 7199 AAA At ohe} e dHFe
ol Aol AME F5dta, 7199 dgdt °]
AHBAAESY 71 & 7HR] o] Fehe dES o
ZH ALZle] WA 7lddke 7|9de] BE %S
CSR 8522 Ael¥ + Utk {2 €0 CSR &
Fol 7199 A&rbed 43S AT YyxHew
QA AA, ojo} BAY AFEo] EaA o] Fof
A3 gleh,

CSR 2% #¥d giie dgd+se 714
o] CSR &%°] 714742 2 A 7433t vAe ¥4
ol dial AH Rkt HA e dFAH EAE
Aot H2e I -9 AFELS YA CSR
Eol 7147t sk ATl F(+)e dFE vl
Ae Aed dusigict. o|& dF& CSR #%°]
@lHoge v &S FEAT, o2 e &
Hzkso] A 7199 oA & A Hrigo =M
149 AES Folstele dxrt Fvleld, 43
Z197K7F $7hEE AAstATH(David et al.,
2005: 234, 2009). AEA B Zdg A= A}
Ao oHo] 2 FAAE] CSR &%
7190l o =& Zev|gE 7170] Agste & A
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CSR #32 f4ol 71d2 25X X2l ajxl= 28

o|7] wj&ol(Anderson and Frankel, 1980:
Richardson and Welker, 2001), A1&7}A17F &
B ASPRE FolAe A2 EIHAG
(471, 2012). ol¥el CSR €53 A FA et
BAE AME 9752 CSR 852 &A=
FYste 719dol 234 &L 719 A4t
Fn(FAA3 HAA, 2010), CSR E%°] 494
el frojg A (+)9 4&2 vlA)7] e, CSR
52 7199 AMFAAARE %0171 AT B7] Ao
2 484 F U2 AASATHAv "I} AR,
2011).
+22 7|99 CSR &% #d Fu7} o3 #A

Ase] FRHgA e FS AHE AFE
€ CSR #%°| +5% 7|50 343 oln|A]
& F4A7)7] A8 AdH o2 FRE AFe] o
2ol At T Atole] B RH|o] ZHadt
1, o] 2 Q& Fxiatse] AU A (adverse
selection) A& 5% 7 %52 AAFAHCho
et al., 2012: Reverte, 2012). oz} 7]31¢)
CSR #5222 g FundA Fae #T 7]
Ao B&4GS #F F . FAAEC] 7l
W AP S Aoz W AAshe W 8=
2ujdS 8787 W] CSR €5 §dsH
e 7199 4E AR &o] Yolxe AE
QlstgicH(Dhaliwal et al., 2009: Reverte, 2012:
A, 2012 ol&72 nFA, 2013).

uiA|gte 2 CSR 8% 9 7199 o9 3S
ATE dFEL CSR 852 843 st 7149
a3 @& 71gEe) o]o9 He] foaiA xS
Budtn 9. o]§ @7 CSR £%° +% 7]
AL 71l i £l ARE EVlein oA &
7] wj g BGAEe] o] 2o gt Flo] Ao}
A AR D 35 9 ol fdsrt o2 (Chih
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et al.. 2008), MFA AL 3 o]YzxHn
AAold 2 257t #5E BadHHKim et
al., 2012: 983 9 HFA, 2013). £=3 Z4=
£0] 7199 HHE Folx o] FAHY &4L
Z0)7] 93, oldzF S Adste ¥E22 CSRe
Aol #ls A Linthicum et al., 2010).
AgATEe A3E Felshd, CSR 852 714
7HA, A4 E el o)) An (+)e #A
€ 7H™, CSR €%3 g FuE 7o g
AR E ASAA ARAFAN ol WA S
o] JAMARE dhedl frold I v, o]y
3 CSR ¥%9 23AQ EHEL 7|49 o @
AAEE HEAL F 3en, o]z A ofs| A
ZAge AN FE dobd Aog 7 £ 3,

2.2 B5F2|(Conservatism)

B4 Aol @ol 145 Basu(1997)¢] &
T ¥579E 719] AF-AEo] Bad newsHth
Good newsE 14317] 98l 6% £& 5] A%
7Fs4 (verifiability) o] 275 874 38e|2tn 3
ot £ BFFYE FYuE e =
A(ge]) A4stn, RN e AGE
A) #H7kskes Aoz Aog7| = ch(Hendricksen,
1982: Watts and Zimmerman, 1986). ] &}
= 2y5Fode tig Aoe AfAsed 234 o
2A AHEE D A, Fekd s AA 2 8
o] EANE o) ZAA &4 (economic loss)& 7}
T el 943k, AAH o5 (economic gain)
& 790 488 47}A A4 & Q3= Ao
BEFolE Agud & Atk oM B 34
Hele ARG 092 A4 Sl dFF 3
F7Fed S 878 Wi At olg e vE
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YEY - HYE - AW

271 8 o]qxz2B S P& #<(incentive)? &
g (ability) & dAE F Ade Aoz Jgdd
(Goh and Li, 2011).

APAFSL B4F7 FAAEY FASES
ZAEANA A &S Zoln, FAAY HAAE B
337] 3 AGAE e 4L FPse A
o2 ¥nstth(Basu, 1997 Watts, 2003). &
g B4R dAA e A5 224E A7 A9
o #93% 53 & Zo AR S F3ATE o
&2 stez, 7149 W5-AH(insider) ¢ & #5242
(outside equity investors) Ate]e] Z B[t o]
Z4%(LaFond and Watts, 2007: LaFond and
Roychowdhury, 2008), 12]i o]d] @& o]
BAAES A 877 E5 ol W3] A4
BEFoyt Zobske Aog JebdtH(Hui et al.,
2012). °|H¥ BFFoe ol AAAESY Ky
3 @43t 878 FEA717] 98l 714N 33
€ JAA Yol & & A

ggog HyFolst ojolo Aol UAE AN
£ d7e ARugF oz st AFAH dageo]
g Aoz dis e 7Y ol BAAEe] AE
o] o] H33Ey] YT FEeR F& FFEY B
779 E 2787] 9ol (Joos and Lang, 1994:
Pope and Walker, 1999: Giner and Rees,
2001), A dagde] (0] Ho| @) 7]
oA sARTFA] fFostA ¥ Aog Yeikt
tHZAA L3 wWiEd4, 2009). =8, 337193 g
71949 0|29 A7 B3 E ¥ Givoly et
al..(2010)9] d7& 43710l v’d371dl b3
7A%92e] 71313:2|# 8% (opportunistic behavior)
o] B7] wj&ol ojole] Ho] Wn, o HYAE
A8 A8 ol #AAEe] & FFY HAE
8o 2N 7o) o EAoR 3AAMdn

1936

A< AT ol 7199 2 ARFAT
=2 0o]99 A& FYsH dNste Ao dal F
o7t 87, (W) AT F2(¥2)
ol2e] FAE onjdhe o] old S HAE 4 U
(Levitt, 1998: Givoly et al.. 2010).

ol ANES FTYH}E, B-F9 A
B4Rt olsBAAE Alele] HEu|tiF o] HA
el JAEA7E A THeAe] & AE Sk
Aoz ey, ol 7149 olsj#AAEe] FB
Hoj ez Qg B8AGS R3] 98 ByFe
of & 27& F7H7) 1, 71%e] o] #A RS}
A #AE AR A8 ol59 F/Hd 87
£ 3AR Aol wrgaty] oo vehd A2 4
& 4 it g e Fuudia 2 gl &
A7 R 7140l disid e ol BAAEY BeyF
o g 877t ¥a, 7Ide BFAH0E IAA
g & folo] Y& o2 did 4 9o, waky
€ 994 7199 A3AQA CSR 5o Qs
AEHUA 9 ol BARE A 879 At
7199 B s AAe e oud G3E njx A
& AugogN 7|&Ee AFE3 A S et

2.3 7PAH

AR AAAANDAY Aete] AAFdA+4
(Korea Economic Justice Institute: KEJI)'&
A gt 73 AR e A 4(KEJ] Index) & A3}
o FA7AES WL o 7199 CSR &%
< B2 F, o] F ouiid 491 20070 71l ol
et BAR A ¢ BHd 2 7 Fopd H 94 7
dollAl AAAFAZAEE Aldstn glot. o]of w
g A A EREA EFE 79SS CSR
% $971d22 ngojE 3 A&AHeE e
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CSR #52| 2540| 71gde] 245 aA2lo ojXls A8

7} o] FolA]7] W&o, 717 W¥E thFg o]
WAAEANA dF 71%de] ABH oz Fe|Ao|n
sl AR 7]dolgte A onAE Ao
g},

& 97& CSR %0 % 7193 234 &
& 719 3ol 3ARFA ] Ao|7t EAls=AE A
F¢o2M, CSR %9 +540°] 7149 B3
Ao ojujd J&gE v|A=AE Azt
gt WA CSR %59 40| 719 243 3
AAele] vlxle 4&E 7109l S AR A A
5o G2 o5 ol AAANEY E4Fel 879
Bgl ZoA AlBEA HYPALEL CSR ¥F
o] $-& 719 134 %L 7Id B ojs#A A}
3 A4 or oAtagsta(dnY, 2012), 3
AR ouAE F2ZA717] A8 o BE FEE
Ao g AFatr] wgol Hru|hPo] g3ts
£ A% BastgtHCho et al., 2012: Reverte,
2012: o] &7 2FA, 2013). =3 CSR &%)
2t 7S FHEE AFPRE AT S
AFEae] FRHoR Qs HRutA o] ZHagol
215 cH(Cho et al.. 2012). &3, HEFoe
73gate} olsiBAA Alelo] HuujtfHe] Z uf,
ARAE e FengAs gdstan d2ldd
TAE FaAT17] S8 ol BAAES od 8
sloj2 & 3AA ] BYelr] o Fall (Watts, 2003:
LaFond and Watts, 2008: LaFond and
Roychowdhury, 2008: Hui et al., 2012), A&
vl Ao] Zragchd ola WA AHE S MyFoje of
¢ 87 FolE Zlo|t}. urelA CSR &% ¥
g 719 2384 @& 71090 Hlgte] R e]
et 719del BaFe] Haol it ola A2}
59 877t @] o 4 B4AHo R IAAe#
Ao g o€t

2SI 143 Mex 20144 129

Eg CSR 8%0| 4@ 71de 184 ¥ 7
Bt &2 2 YHE Eetn 71l did R
£ #7181 skA] fong o]z uig FYA
£9 #<lo] yolr(Beaudoin, 2008), A 4-E
53 o2 (HEAT 54, 2013) E AAlo|
zHo] BEF wou{(Kim et al., 2012: 4¥F
ot HFA, 2013), FHslx A4 e AFPE
g AlFshe Ao UehdtH(Kim et al., 2012).
FdHoR HaFole) o]oe Axle] AAE AT
ALEL BeFort JEudAo e AP
A o] & Aoz diEE 7149 olsl#A
AA5o] A ES 0] S HEE7) AT FHeR 8
T= e A Yol 7] &l (Joos and Lang,
1994: Pope and Walker, 1999: Giner and
Rees, 2001), A4 2Nz} 719 3|A B4
Atolole & (+)9] #¥Ao] EAFE FUstd
(AL} iz, 2009). ©]4e] dteA CSR
5ol $4% 71l 284 %L 719 Mg A
FRe FAo] FolA ols A S0l AB7IHY
NFEnE AFatn, ZGaEdl i ola) #A A}
£9 A 87% AdHog By uEe B4
siAAz e eIt & Aoz e}

&2 2 CSR %9 +540] AlgF ez Q1%
dol| @& Azt ¥7 AA e dgt f<l9
B3lE AHEE CSR 8%°] 3% 7oz 2
AR 71 B2 &2 ATARE B2 (FAY
o HEA, 2010: AvlP 734, 2011 Lev et
al., 2010). ZR2AAeA aF 7102 FE A=
H7kste 719471207k 7kt (David et al., 2005:
A%, 2009), clHBAAAEE FefHoR FL2
719 0.8 QA le 7|Qdol] i Al E FE8e A
o2 UG (A 39} def 3, 2013).

3 7194 CSR €% @izt gl €2zl A
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ol CSR &9l Fejd 7192 234 &2 714
B 23l go] i & Ae: Yehd CSR &
T wE AAvozs ARAFN FE47 Fu
2 PoledA| 1 5S AU ZS, 2009).
o] CSR €%2 +74L AFE3 A 2 7
U7H B35z oA Z9Ate Fd BHARE
FENI2, 7103 B9 ol BAAES UHA
AM HeFed dig 878 ¥E 5 A7) e,
CSR &%°| 58 7192 234 % 7% ¥l
A By A A e g BAEe] Fol %
< A02 d3dd. o839 =g ez 2
TE 7199 A1A A9 8% 540 B
BAAN A vlA & dFl st &3 22 74
< 43¥d.

(]
=

7H: AR AY EFe] $43% 719 184
% 71g09l vlEl BA BAAe] et
g Aol

. &= A

3.1 25%Felo| £

€ A7E 7199 ARA Ay §Fo] duHez
F4e Aoz oo FHE 7l oA AA
2]9] Byido] oA UehteA E Fofste d 1
£20] glemg ¥FFE AYRHOZ FHYd}e
o] Fasith, 2o ARSFAC] FHo de
AHRE R Sl 23E w9 (accruals)? 58
& (cash flow) 2t @A F53q F(-)9

AFE52 7344 &4 (economic loss) 2] &3 2,
1938

F(+)9 @55 EFS ZAA 0|5 (economic gain)
o §A| 2 Kol &4} o] 59 AFHA AN S
ol Y4398 4d9sh= Ball and Shivakumar
(2005, 2006) 2ge|t}, dWtHoR AFEFH %
Ao Zhole wAde] v (reversal) 22 ¢
a ()9 AuBAZE EAFH Dechow et al.,
1998). ol ia}] Ball and Shivakumar(2005)
€ 0|53 &4 AA] 214 (timeliness of gain and
loss recognition)o] EAFTHH HFAAFTEF
7% (revision) & 715 & v &85 35 (expected
future cash flow)®l 4% (revision)& F 4t
g3, o3 u]ddd sdn|Rd o] £3&
A3 wAde] 23 & 53 SHHER o] ¢ &
NAFE I A Azte] F(+)o FA EA
o, ol A% HAd] wiR@Ege g 3 vept
€ 43350 24y T &(-)9 FRUAE &
A & AeE AWE ol ¥E&Fest &
N A5 ol 53 &4 apEAQ A2 &)
AR &4do] ZAA o5l ulg o AAel(d] =
g) QAo 55 24Y | S(-)9 2
AIAE AT e A5t U(+)9] FFE S0l v
3 F()9 d3EEANM o F Ae2(F d3s
3 2 o] ()9 ZRAAN} AAA o5
£ Jehlle 4(+)9 A3 vj&) 244 &4
% Yehlle S()9 3580 o 4348 Ao
=) o8 + 2lch. @e}A Ball and Shivakumar
(2005)9] WYL AAH o|53 AR &Ad o
g yehts 335 2AY e $(-)9 3
BAE F3N 7= Ao ztold] me} WEyFoE
ZA sk Wiolgt & 4 Ao

2 @A Ball and Shivakumar(2006)2]
WHS AHESld BaFelE £3¢d. Ball and
Shivakumar(2006)< 29| o|53 &4

2
Ry
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CSR &2 40| 212l 25X gAix2lo ojxl= ¥

i 2] v PdE B2 Jones(1991) %
Dechow and Dichev(2002)¢} & 413 249
23 (linear accruals models)SelA e E4A7bs
g Aol g Y4aFAstn AHY £ WA Uehde
A7 Qleng Ao oS3 &4 <49
Hi RS stk 418 24Y 2¥(nonlinear
accruals models)®l| &l o]} EAHE0] HA
g F UL Agsiglnt. o) e A9 S viEteg
Ball and Shivakumar(2006)€ o3 2& Al
7 2¥oz 7|]le veA A 43S 53
st

1) CF ¥&(Ball and Shivakumar, 2005: 2006)
ACC, = B, + B,CF, + 3,DCF,
+B,CF, X DCF, +¢, (4] 1-a)
or
ACC, = B, + B,adj CF, + 3,Dadj CF,
+Byadj CF, x DadjCF, +¢, (%] 1-b)
2) DD 2#(Dechow and Dichev, 2002: Ball
and Shivakumar, 2006)
ACC, = B, + B,CF, + B,DCF, + B,CF, x DCF,
+B,CF,_, +B;CF,., +¢, (4] 2-a)
or
ACG, = By + Badj CF, + 3,Dadj CF,
+ B4adj CF, X DadjCF, + 3,adj CF, _,
+B,adjCF, , | +e¢, (4] 2-b)

3) Jones 2.#(Jones, 1991: Ball and
Shivakumar, 2006)
ACC, = B, +B,CF, + B,DCF, + 5,CF, x DCF,
+B,chgREV, + 3, PPE, +¢, (% 3-a)

AL AT a3 M2 20144 128

or

ACC, = 3, + B,adj CF, + 3,Dadj CF,
+ B3adj CF, X Dadj CF, + B,chgREV,
+ 85 PPE, +¢, (4] 3-b)

7194 9] td ol dis,

Acc QY (=(Drleold-9YdSEE)/712
3

CF AU BEE(=9YUTEE/7123AY)

DCF  : &(-)9| CF ¥ cFe| gro] 0xt} 2o

1, 2% &2 (

adjCF . A2 4AETEE(= -8 cre
median)

DadjiCF @ 5(-)2] adjCF &% adjCFe] go] 0R.C}

Zond 1, 234 ¥2% 0

chgREV . FENZH(=(B7]92-A7|0)2)/7)
2FAHH

PPE | F3AMH(=(FHIAY-EA-QL4 52
W/712Fh

€ . 2k}

Ael 2HEL Jones(1991) ¥ Dechow and
Dichev(2002) ¢} #& HAEAH HA4Y 23¥q 7
AA oS3t &4 YA A4 & AP RYES
ot}, YUV FEZo| 0BT} Z de AAH o5
23 08Y 22 e AAF &4 Feo, 7
AA o|5E8T ZAAH £4& o FAA UA 94
dlo] whgddle HAY AFEF Alolo] wjMY
AE BAET) ¥ 432894 CF x DCF
(adjCF x DadjCF) ] F3AF By 71900l ZA)
A Ao M-S W, AAA o] 5 vl A
A £Ao] drld o AAG A B A wHds
Ao tig ¥ A (incremental effect)E
efict. FARoR HA9sA, A9 (4 1-a), (4
2-a), (4] 3-alolA 5,2 APATEo o3 A%

1939



YEM - oYE - A2

g dydn d335F 29 S(-)9 A (Dechow
et al., 1998)°l oJaf frolg &(-)9 &S AL A
o ¥ & don, 7ol BFHes 3AA
2 & P ZAH o5 ud ZAAH &Ao] o
AAld QAso] AFEEH B 7t ()Y
BABAE 3T B 7t BAA oSBT 7
AR E4olA o F ReolBnZ —(8) >—(8,+5;)
o A EAE Aot WA g FYT ¢
(+)9] & Ad Aoz AAF F Qi F, 34
2ol EAE AT By7F FAA® X(+)9 @s
A Aolng o 5,9 F(+)9 &< T B
A AN A% I =P, A Al
AR fwte] BAIE Adl AV FEE(CF) Al
CFoX A1¥ CFe] mediand a7t 33 4t
A2A YA Z 55 (adjCF) & AHE3I] TYT #
Ag FYPFH((4 1-b), (4 2-b). (4 3-b)).

3.2 CSR #39| 94 &8

¥ A7 CSR %59 $540] 7149 B+H
AAME vjAEe 43S AR L7 Hdatdq AAF
9]2]4=(KEJI Index)9] 2EES ¥ o952 CSR
g%9| $449% 2. AAFALHAY Abet
o] AAAAFA(KEIDE 7Id &2l AlA 3
Ag Az fat ulgA 7 71go] ZFolof &
8702 107}A9 71£Y¢ AFsta, o 71&el
A 1991458 oid F=F5AANL: /bR
AA719€ oz 719 AR A &5l
g Hrks s Ao #Hrle) Ve AAA

(253), 3384153, ABEA7IA=(10d), &
H RS UEE(104), $HEINEE(15%), T
HUNZE(15%), BALAZIA=(108) Folv,
ol F TN FH(FAHLEE 497] AFAH)
g A2 7HT75H) 2 AAHIH25H) AHE E
2 ZA 3 A 4=(KEJI Index)7} AH4 €t}

AAR AT LN HelA AFT HphEE
B3 71 AEA A9 85 Hutstd 9
7th/87194el BAB A (KEJ] Index) & 4%
3 F, o F AT J1E 2 2007 V1S A
s olg 71l dsiMT AAFAAFE JF-
of FHEstL t}. ol F AAFAAF LEES
of £3€ 719 4% CSR ¥%°] 58 712
29 242 ZAF3 USE 9, £ 479 &
AL CSR &%°] ¢ 7Id% 234 &2 714
o] AR Aol & HAFshed Jemg &
Aol e AAR A4 FETH O] XF P2
CSR ¥%¢ 43¢ 543} Barnea and Rubin,
2010: HAA D FFH, 2013 o]&% T ¥,
2013).

3.3 g2y

2 479 B2 7|49 AEA g 850 4
Aoz $4% Ao 9 FEE 7144
oA 3AAele] Basdo] o g A YetteAE
otste o 2ok CSR &% AuAez 43
Ao THE 7199 A% 257 gAA of
g o] duideg Ag Aoz 7gdnt. wet

2) FAAQ 7L ] dgatd odist 2o D 7135 203% A3 2 A9 ARk @ IPANEAM 2 1gad U 4
Aol () AMSY =R R AFTR AR #A], @ 7154 A3t © FAY SHAME, EAFA, AR 3 AR
® ARIFH o % 8209 MY, @ A Ee 234 A& Y ©@ AEY 28FU A2 AR 719, © 719FE
HAZA L aADFe SAUIHA) o, (O AR, 23 AGARAR F ARIZEAGE 4

1940
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CSR #82 540 7|9 23X 2iajajof ojxls 3%

A ol 7199 A% 71E 71<ddl Hla dujges
9 B4y og FAAeshe Aol g Aot
ol¢} & AF/MdE ZHFs7] Y8 Ball and
Shivakumar(2006)2] Al 7Fx] B4-320] A28
CSR €%9 4 3E9 #19 A (DCSR) &
Agsld AN AN 47| DCSR A%
£ CSR %9 +54¢ Yehle dF24, 234
A2 A4 (KEJT Index) REFH(A=E 49 200
N 71d)ell £Fslo] CSR E%0] 48 Aoz 9
Yol 22€ 719 A% 19 g 22, 2% ¢
< 7% 09 && 2= 9ul(dummy) #Folth, =
g gz, ARPE EE7IQ0 FEHoE Jehd
F e nH A (fixed effect)E FAS7] 93
71eR3e YD, IDE EFEHoH, ZHe] vy
& ohg 2

1) CF 2% (Ball and Shivakumar, 2005: 2006)
ACC, = B, + B,CF, + B,DCF, + 3,CF, X DCF,
+8,DCSR, + 3, DCSR, X CF,

+B,DCSR, % DCF, + 3,DCSR,

X CF, X DCF, + YD+ ID+¢,

(4] 4-a)

or
ACGC, = B, + B,adj CF, + B,Dadj CF,

+ B,adj CF, % DodjCF, +3,DCSR,

+B8,DCSR, X adjCF, + 3, DCSR,

X DadjCF, + B,DCSR, X adjCF,

X DodjCF,+ YD+ ID+¢, (2] 4-b)

2) DD 23 (Dechow and Dichev, 2002: Ball
and Shivakumar, 2006)
ACG, = B, +B,CF, + B,DCF, + 3,CF, X DCF,

AU M43 MR 2014 128

or

+B,DCSR, + B,DCSR, % CF,
+B,DCSR, < DCF, + 3,DCSR,

X CF, % DCF, +B4CF,_, + B,CF,.,
+ YD+ ID+e, (4 5-a)

ACC, = B, + B,adj CF, + 3,Dadj CF,

+ 3,adj CF, % DadjCF, + B,DCSR,
+ 8, DCSR, % adjCF, + B,DCSR,
x DadjCF, + 3, DCSR, * adjCF,
X DadjCF, + 3:adjCF, _,
+ByadjCF, , , + YD+ ID+e,
(4] 5-b)

3) Jones 2% (Jones, 1991: Ball and
Shivakumar, 2006)
ACG, = iy + B,CF, + B,DCF, + B,CF, x DCF,

or

+8,DCSR, + B,DCSR, x CF,
+8,DCSR, % DCF, +3;DCSR,
x CF, < DCF, + BchgREV,

+B,PPE, + YD+ ID+¢, (4] 6-a)

ACC, = B, + B,adjCF, + B,DadjCF,

+ B,adj CF, % DadjCF, + 3,DCSR,
+8,DCSR, x adj CF, + 3,DCSR,

X DadjCF, + 3,DCSR, % adjCF,

% DadjCF, + Bchg REV, + 3, PPE,

+ YD+ [D+e, (4] 6-b)

171919 tid ol oy,

DCSR

: 737224 (KEJ Index) 2HEEH E8

o FHdce KEJI Index 2EEY
(491 20070 719d)ol Eg=en 1, 2
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YEY - oYFE - A2

7 2w 0
Acc i EAY(=(F7Ne0ld-9HEBEE)/71E
3

CF CAYETEE(=9UEFEE/712FA)
DCF . %(-)9 CF 9% CFe go| 0} 2o
1, 282 %29 0
D ARIZAGAPTEE (= oF- A8
median)
DS (-)9 adjCF A%, adjCFe| gto] 0R}
Zow 1, 23z ¥od 0
chgREV . F2ol&(=(271fEd-H7]4&)/7]
%7
PPE . R8A(=(FRHEAI-EA-DL4FU
/71 2FA

adjCF

DadjCF

YD . A=t (year indicator)
D . A9 ] (industry indicator)
€ ; Zkat

slo] AellA 7199 Al A Q) EFo] FiH 2
2 553 Ao o FEE 7199 IdAAM
HEE A58 BYUSFE DCSR X CF X DCF
9} DCSR X adjCF % DadjCFo|t}, 2 A7 7}
Az 9A3HA CSR 8%°] ¢ 71l 234
%2 710l vlsl B EeAoR At AF
o] ¢t} DCSR x CF x DCF$} DCSR % adjCF
X DadjCF9| FRAF 5,& 7@ ()9 && A
d Zlojt}. &, CSR ¥%°] +5% 719 3AES
(B3 +6;)0] 13A &L 7149 ARFA(6,)
of uja) dujA o WA Jebdthd g, > 8, + 6,9
A EAF RolB2, 0] FF S @S
Ad Aoz g% 4 QU

3.4 X5 Z24Y

2 97 CSR 2%9 +47 7199 247

1942

FA A2 oke) #AGE getstr] fa) 20059 F
20114712 f7p58A134 33E 719E dde
2 059 2148 wEse A4 4 2z A
e

@ ZAAtgol 1299 714
a9 §3A % 714

@ KIS-ValueE &3l AFFHE 2 F7lo] i
AaTgel 7bsd 114

A% 4 Aol g 9FE FASA EE 7Y
o] A4S /A A8l =24 O AdFstn, &
T 22 T uarkedE R dd =4
QF ARG, =3 A72Yo) B8 A8E &
Bat7) sl 24 Q% A3 webM o9 2
L 71ES HEste o] HFHo2 38187 (7]
A-d) FEEY, 2gn SEA|7E A7 AT u)
Ae FFT TA A RE dgd dsiM &
I 1% gojd @2 1% dgste gteg =
AalFAct. oo (E 1) ER7IQ9 Ag4dx
2 A4S Vel

(£ 1)9 (Panel Al 87199 4333 & 8
ostal 9lew, (Panel BJ% (Panel Cl& &9
dxd, A 74 Yehlx vt ol9 (Panel
BJ¢t (Panel C)olA $4CSR & E&(DCSR
=1) @ $CSR V| ¥HX EE(DCSR=0)9 7%
& Fadxe] A AAF(KEJ] Index) LET
A9 20070 719) £ A+-(DCSR) = ¢35}
Ao, ol AAY At ZAF AU T LA AE
oz AN AARY798 AR S §8
o 38t

AGstod? 432 Moz 20144 129



CSR @& $340| 7Igiel 24 spii2lof ojxj= 28

(B 1) B29 M¥E A 74

Panel A. % AFAA

20059 %8 20119702 Z3HEANL f7bEEAR A B8 5.282
A9 FEhel &3 23S (428)
ZAkgo] 1290] opd B¢ (253)
Ao Hod AT Datas] A¥ Fe 4¥E 4+ F ol IS (783)
AE 1R 3.818
Panel B. 9% HREEY
ag A +CSR ¥]$-4CSR
= HE (DCSR=1) (DCSR=0)
2005 524 186 338
2006 534 189 345
2007 544 188 356
2008 543 190 353
2009 548 188 360
2010 558 192 366
2011 567 188 379
g Al 3.818 1,321 2,497
Panel C. 4H¥ ¥ ¥
. A $5CSR H]$-CSR
= = e (DCSR=1) (DCSR=0)
13 34 A=H 259 62 197
IFAFE 9 EeAEAE AZRY 94 35 59
FE7FEAE Az 44 18 26
716} 714 2 ] Az 170 81 89
o 2 Avjgd 280 74 206
H) 4 BEAF A 2] 149 46 103
A8F AZY 205 86 119
5 30 P 5TE Mula 117 22 95
o5, o EdMMe] ¢ 2oAF AlxY 82 23 59
AEA, Edde] 9 71 &3y A2 256 89 167
7173 Az 96 41 55
AE, 4 R 71E AMuag 283 81 202
AAEE, A5 2 804 Axd 278 86 192
Az 71t 466 200 266
T3 ¢ A7 344 249 106 143
I Fol B FolAFE Az 135 30 105
Ed 4 AE A2 389 160 229
7)€} 44 266 81 185
g Al 3.818 1,321 2.497
1) AR E2 KIS-Value®] 38 FEF AFE 71522 £/ S.
AHEAT M43 M62 20144 129 1943



V. A5EH

4.1 7128 % due 24

(£ 2)9] (Panel A)e F8 8559 7|&5A%
& vehiith, B A9 Fd #7149
ARBA A9l 8% 742 Jehde 2A3 A
F(KEJI Index) HEEH £F A (DCSR) 9] 7
4 %ol 0.346°.2 YElT. ol KEJI Index
SR X FE ¥ &2 Yehlle Aoz
AX B F AEA A EFo] AdHez ¢4
Ao oo FTHE HEY ¥ &o] o 34.6%
dg ouigtd, B A3 ByFoE A 4
3 Yo FEUF L EJWESFE AMGEE T4
Ad(4co)s dAVBEE(CF)9 HFL 71254
Ab dju] 24zt -1.7%9 4.3%220, )29
V25 E(adjCF) ) BFE 71254 v -0.2%
2 Jeistth, =3, JonesE oA AgE
w2 (chgREV) T} FE AN PPE)S] BEE 7%
25k oiv] 242 7.5%9 19.3% FEo2 8
A,

(E 2)9] (Panel Bl F8 9579 433
g Yehhzn gtk FE TN AAF A5
(KEJI Index) &Y & ¥ (DCSR)= 44
AFEH(COF) 2 MAZPYA8TE5(adjCP) T

vo—mu

L - |
= oW

1% oA, YA (ACO)HE 5% FFIA
ot F(+)e] FAAo] e Aoz FAHAL
A (Dechow et al., 1998)9 #o] 4
BEE(CF) 9 MJ2BYAE35 8 (adjCF)E
BN (ACC)T Fo @ S(-)9] AL e e
2 yehton ¥ =3 SA4Y(4c0)L FE2
(chgREV)Fh= #@ F(+)e A7}, fEat
(PPE)T= #o% S(-)9 A7 e Aoz 3
A5 A,

2
b =3
O
T
A

4.2 B55F2lof| chEt 72N Zof

(F 3)2 2243 7HAS 94 U719
¥aFol A%S sotgt Aot MaATete] v
& Y&, Ball and Shivakumar(2006)7} #|A]
@ CFR#(4 1), DDE¥ (4 2], JonesZ¥ (2]
3)& AHgsld B F3aAen, od FAF
E4e deA2E HBTEE(CR T IxA
AN B85 (adjCF) E 22t A8

AZANY CFt adjCFO FRAF 6,2 3T
ute} o] A 74A] R oA BT 1%FEAA fre
A &)Y &L AYe Ao YET, oe
27] 4PV E5 971 S Aol &(-)9 &
A7t ZAdchs AYAT(Dechow et al., 1998)
o Aztel YA ke Aot} thgo g AAH &
Ao] AR o] 54 vl&] o HAld] 3|A o]

3) o] FMAoR vy XH+) FUUTEEF(CF = 0)elMe CF ACC o -0.5139] 48A (p-value=0.000)7F &

ek v, &(-)e APEBEF(CF<0)o)X e CF9t ACC ol -0.1139] 24 (p-value=0.000)7} Zx3hs 2o
vl Dechow et al.(1998)9)4 oFsh= wAjele] vbd@Ado 2 g #AFE & WY 7t S(-)9 AAWAI} CFe| F3o
utz} zjol7h Q&S ERIE 4 ALK CF = 09) 7359 A3A5st CF <09l 7452 43A5l th#l Fisher transformationell 2
8 2lo|AFL G A} z-stat=-12.477. p-value=0.0009] Z}E Ha] F A4 ol F§ 3jo)7t EATE s
). ol AMA o|S(CF = 0)ol| HI3| ZAA £4(CF<0)o)M Bz AF8F o] &(-)9 daAz} el st
ojujgin] ol ald £49 ApdHel HAMo 2 ¥4FolE F33K: Ball and Shivakumar(2005, 2006) 23] elgdAd & o
3 P8 INAFE A0z H4E 5 oo
4) Az vig} o] # dAFoM YT 2E A
clustering 7]%] AHE-5IRich

EA-PE

ov™

o SAAR A shlAldE BAE7) A3k (Gow et al., 2010) two-way
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CSR 882 $740] 7|2 B5X gHxajo) o)X= 3

(B 2) 7182 ¥ 22

Panel A. 8 W4E59 71554

g N Hit EFAA 1% 50% 99%
DCSR 3.818 0.346 0.476 0.000 0.000 1.000
AcCC 3,818 -0.017 0.099 -0.415 -0.012 0.273
CF 3.818 0.043 0.096 -0.276 0.043 0.317
adjCF 3.818 -0.002 0.092 -0.327 0.000 0.262
chgREV 3.818 0.075 0.257 -0.874 0.056 1.153
PPE 3.818 0.193 0.147 0.001 0.162 0.655
Panel B. 8 W45 ko] 433t

P DCSR ACC CF adjCF chgREV
ACC 0.034**

(N=3.818) (0.035)

CF 0.185*** -0.443***

(N=3,818) (0.000) (0.000)

adjCF 0.184"** -0.419*** 0.957***

(N=3.818) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

chgREV 0.029* 0.112*** 0.084*** 0.090***

(N=3.818) (0.070) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

PPE 0.028* -0.149*** 0.201°** 0.135*** 0.118***
(N=3,818) (0.087) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

1) %] 39

i7191¢) tdszof ohef,

DCSR . CSR %9 54 28 o%. 2eidxe KEJI Index HHETHCEH 20070 7))ol EFSUAH 1.
a3z gow 0

AcC DR (=(27)E0lY-9d b IE) /712 FAD

CF VY ER (=M T E/712EAD

adjiCF R ZAYY AT 58 (= CF-2Ri¥ CF9) median)

chgREV . F¥o|29d(=(27|vf2-A7|vfZe)/7| 2F24H

PPE DAY = (3R B AM-EA A FUARY 21 2 AR

DCF D &(-)el CF 4% CFe) gto] 0xe} Zow 1, 8% ¢gew (

DudiCF . &(-)9 adjCF % adjCFe| gro] 0¥ct 2odd |, 137 ¢ed 0

YD . =00 (year indicator)

1D . ARjd o] (industry indicator)

)

€ .
2) 2BA 4 Pearson AUTAE ol Aty i), ATAS ol 2E gkl Al povalueoln, HEE FAA fo4E
ERI(*: p(0.1, **: p(0.05, ***: p<0.01).

s =AE dehgo] 719je BTl A4S 9v]
= CF X DCF$} adjCF x DadjCFQ| FA A+
By M 7HA RoA 5 1% FFolA frefsi
F(+)9 B AYE Aoz Yepygr ¥ ol FE

d 4% 71 Se] HEAeR H4AHQ IANE
Tt S vehie, o3 Az Ball
and Shivakumar(2006)¢] 4 ZZ 39} o= g},

5) Aol EAAR Aol vhehlie Ftest(d, =5, +43,)9] ZA3tx RE ZEM FAHCZ folgh Hol7t ETadhs oz 3
%,
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(& 3) 25520l chst &1424 Zat

pl‘()g);yinfoal'nZC(Lr)l:slnic economic gain and loss= CF economic gain and loss=adjCF
Model CFed pDRd Jones® 3 CFe3d DD®3 Jones2 ¥
250 Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient
kil (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat)
CF ‘0.599... _0.784"' '0.617...
‘ (-24.03) (-30.51) (-24.00)
: -0.661*** | -0.815*** | -0.693***
adj CF, (-19.14) | (-23.81) | (-19.65)
0.001 0.003 0.002
DCF, 0.19) (045 | (0.29)
. 0.007 0.011** 0.008
SR (1.53) (2.45) (1.63)
0.390°** 0.417*** 0.445"**
7 /)
e 378) | (430 | (430
. . 0.435*** 0.426*** 0.492***
Y
sy G, > BadCl (5.50) (5.81) (6.24)
; 0.256*** 0.247***
e[S CH ) (12.67) (11.88)
. 0.198*** 0.223°***
CFrn1(adjCF) (8.44) (8.89)
0.067"** 0.071°**
. (8.14) (8.39)
-0.049*** -0.072***
PPE, (-4.91) (-7.38)
YD 3 3 3 ¥3 x5 3
i T3 X3} X3 g 3 g
Frval 281.91°** | 276.37°** | 209.55*** | 278.37*** | 264.11°** | 200.98***
PN (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Adj- R? 0.211 0.310 0.243 0.196 0.295 0.235
RS 3,818
F-stat F-stat F-stat F-stat F-stat F-stat
(F-test) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value)
B, =B, + s 70.43**" | 92.36** | 93.97*** | 93.02*** | 102.18*** | 123.20***
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

1) CFR¥: ACG = B, + 3, CF, + B,DCF, + B,CF, X DCF, + YD+ ID+z¢,

or ACG, =3, + p,adjCF, + 3, DadjCF, + 3,adi CF, X DadjCF, + YD+ ID+e,

DDE¥: ACC, = §,+ B, CF, +8,DCF, + B,CF, X DCF, + 3,CF, _, + 3;,CF, , , + YD+ ID+¢,

or ACG, = 3, + B,adjCF, + (3, DudjCF, + ,adj CF, x DudjCF, + B3,adjCF, _ + 5,adjCF, , | + YD+ ID+e,

Jones2¥: ACG =B, + B, CF, + B3,DCF, + 3,CF, x DCF, + 3,chgREV, + 3, PPE, + YD+ ID+,
or ACG, = 3, + B,adjCF, + 3, Dadj CF, + 3,0dj CF, X DudjCF, + (3,chgREV, + 3, PPE, + YD+ ID+¢,

2) ¥ge Aol (F 2) Az,

3) Aughe Aol A * 0 e FRAFA 10%. 5%, 1% TEANA FreAFE deh.

4) F-value okl 23 ¢te] 4= p-valueols], WE = A4 Fo4E Jepd(*: p (0.1, **: p{0.05, ***: p(0.01).
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CSR #&2| $54o| 7lgie| 254 siAxi2iof o[zl 28

4.3 7|gd9f Al Mol #F9| 40| B4
s|x{2loll ojxl= Aol chEt 24

£ 97& CSR #%9 $54 (AAF A (KEJ]
Index) HEEY ¥ o¥)o] ByFo Az
o nlAle 4T M gt} (E 4)€ Ball
and Shivakumar(2006)7} A|A1g CFRE (2] 4],
DDEE (4 5], Jones2¥ (4] 6] dig 3]A &4
Astolt}, ¢4, CSR 8%F°] 58 A2z 9%
of FEHA ¥ 7199 ¥4Fe 4% Yl
CF x DCF%} adjCF x DadjCFe| FRAF B3t
25 1% F39A fad@d %(+)9 @2 Ave A
o2 Jehger ol (X 3)9 Aze dAse
ZAzjol},

£ g7 ¢ BdAelAL, CSR #F9 4
(A A5 (KEJT Index) HEFS X )0
843 3|AA e vAle FE¥A<A(incremental)
42 Jehl= 43534857 DCSR < CF X DCF
o A%, dze FBAF B0l CFEH(t-stat=
-4.35, p-value=0.000), DDE&(t-stat=-3.31,
p-value=0.001), Jones®.3 (t-stat=-4.52, p-
value=0.000) BFolA FAHSZ Fod &(-)
9 e AYe Aoz yepdosn P 2 79
(71d)el i 43584 272 CSR 8% ¥

A (AAAAAF(KEJ] Index) 2EELY T o
ol o3 71de] ARFYo] FFS T s
o] AU},

A EANE 23 AI2AYAE T 55 (adjCF)
§ o] g3l PAG AAx JHEFEE(CF)E 9
g3lo] FAZ 9] Aol AXoz {ARIHY.
Z A3ALME DCOSR X adjCF X DadjCFo)
BAF B0l CFEE (t-stat=-4.92, p-value=
0.000), DDE# (t-stat=-3.71, p-value=0.000),
Jones =¥ (t-stat=-5.23, p-value=0.000) 25
dA FARLE Fo3t ()9 &S Ade R
2 JehdozM, & A7 (FM)E AAEe A
02 IWISAY.

olde] A & A7 [M)E duHA A
Aste Aotk F, F 67] 239 AFEA 2
e g#EA delgton, ol KEJI Index %
E&9el £HE 719 (CSR E30] 2o §-
T Aoz FHE 719)9 74 KEJI Index ¥
Eedel TEHA 2e 71l vla 253 A
Ao g fdo]l FulHeg Aol d BH
o2 AAL s A2 FINAFE AR
A& 4+ g

6) AlSgte] FAAQ Aol& Uehlie F-test(f, =8, +6;)9) 23 RE 2¥olM FAHSZ {ol@ o7} ZAshe Aoz ¥

oAt

7) ¥ d7e] ol2jg AFEM AN tsjM e AFE ANE fWTh F CSR £F0| +58 7190 ZdiH ez ¢ 2549 Az
AgE Bocks § A7 AF¥NANE, ¥ 7RSS od=se o2 CSR $Fol $485E o9 o] Rople Ao
gMaM e g Aolch. o] o]oe) A(FL oxA) 3} BeFel: ¥rle] Ndo]22(Goh and Li, 2011), BFF2lE o]99]
Ao ZANZ Hol ¥ £Fe] AARLYE ¥ FFY o9 AL njzke Ao HMHME ohdrke ovjo|th( 23]
AYAF (A S3 vjd4, 2009)& &3 olole] Az} Bao) Zhe] F(-)9) BAAo] QI vt leh). wety, 2 A7) 4FH
#7F CSR B9 $5-434 oloje] Azte] F(+)e BdYE HFR 7180 JPYFE(Chih et al., 2008: Kim et al., 2012:
Linthicum et al., 2010: 483 HFA, 2013: HUH} 854, 2013)3% W= e A3L HAshe Ao] opd L 43 Id.
oh e, ¥ A7 CSR #828 94480 7Isie] BAAe] 3ol G2 viAEAlel dal 7Isje) B4 gAMe] Fg FH
A% 7Y@ oA, RFFAE 0|99 Ao FHPAZ ol $HE £ Ao] ohin| 2@ HNox FolatA] F5E vl

AL M43 HM6Z 20144 128

1947



UM - 0lgdE - A2

(£ 4) (FHd)oll chet 27124 ot

proxy for economic
gain and loss

economic gain and loss= CF

economic gain and loss=adjCF

Model CFed DDEE Jones®.3 CF23g DDY3¥ Jones® ¥
e Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient
ld (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat)
OF -0.635"** | -0.792"** | -0.654"**
¢ -17.82) | (-23.47 | (-17.81)
. -0.719*** | -0.840°** | -0.754"*
BT (-14.82) | (-18.17) | (-15.08)
-0.002 ~0.000 -0.001
bk, -0.23) | (0.03) | (0.09)
, 0.007 0.010° 0.007
SR (1.10) (1.80) (1.28)
i s 0.478.“ 0'539.tl
il (4.09) (4.33) 4.58)
. : 0.543"** | 0.501*** | 0.605°**
i sl (5.78) (5.73) 6.42)
0.014** | 0.008* | 0013 | 0.009" | 0.005 0.009"*
RS, (3.14) (1.98) (3.04) (2.12) (1.04) (2.16)
0.053 0.020 0.059
e (1.13) (0.46) (1.25)
0.001 0.002 -0.001
s . (0.07) (0.23) (0.08)
DCSR, X CF, -0.685*** | -0.516"** | -0.681"**
x DCF, (-4.35) (*3.31) (+4.52)
. 0.125° 0.073 0.136*
DCSR, % adjCF, (1.95) (1.17) (2.09)
. -0.007 -0.006 -0.009
e -0.85) | (-0.75) | (-1.15)
DCSR, % adjCF, -0.637°** | -0.465"** | -0.648""*
X DadjCF, (-4.92) (-8.71) (-5.23)
CF;-1(adjCF,) iy i
Rt “ig.2n 62
0.066"** 0.069***
B (8.00) (8.30)
-0.050** -0.075"**
P (-5.12) (-7.80)
YD 3 3 T3 3 g 3
D %3 3 £ =3 3 3
1948 A 5432 X2 20144 128



CSR ®#&9 f540| 712 2% A2l ojxls S

(E 4) Dpd)oll chet si7124 22 (A1%)

prc:(:infognzcc:g:;nic economic gain and loss= CF economic gain and loss=adjCF
Model CFey DD2¥ Jones®3 CF23y DDEY Jones®.¥
Fvalue 173.85"** | 174.66°** | 171.02*** | 160.29**" | 164.60*** | 154.00"**
va (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

Adj-R? 0.235 0.322 0.265 0.217 0.304 0.256

R 3.818

F-stat F-stat F-stat F-stat F-stat F-stat
[ F-test] (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value)
By =By +5; 32.60** 20.76*** 33.44*** 35.53"** 21.30*** 38.70°***
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

1) CFE8: ACC = B,+ B, CF, + 3,DCF, + 3,CF, x DCF, + 3,DCSR, + 3, DCSR, x CF,
+ 3, DCSR, < DCF, + 3, DCSR, % CF, x DCF,

+ YD+ ID+e,

or ACG, = B, + B,adjCF, + B, DadiCF, + 3,adjCF, % DudjCF, + 3, DCSR, + 3, DCSR, % adjCF,
+ 3, DCSR, % Dadj CF, + 3, DCSR, % adj CF, < DudjCF,

+ YD+ ID+e,

DDR¥: ACG = B, + B, CF, + 3,DCF, + 3,CF, x DCF, + 3, DCSR, + (3, DCSR, % CF,
+3,DCSR, x DCF, + 3,DCSR, % CF, x DCF, + B8,CF, _, +3,CF, ,

+ YD+ ID+¢,

or ACG, = 3, + B,adjCF, + 3,DadjCF, + 3,adjCF, x DadjCF, + 3, DCSR, + 3, DCSR, % adjCF,
+3,DCSR, % DadjCF, + 3, DCSR, % adjCF, X DadjCF, + ,adj CF, _ | + BoadjCF, ,

+ YD+ ID+e,

Jones®.¥: ACC; =pf,+ i:’l (/E +/32DC7‘-; +[i367" >4 DC?«'; +‘j.D(5‘R +H;,DCSE % CF,
+ B, DCSR, X DCF, + 3, DCSR, < CF, X DCF, + fBy,chqgREV, + 3, PPE,

+ YD+ [D+e,

or ACG, = B, + 3,adjCF, + 3, DudjCF, + 3,adjCF, < DadjCF, + 3, DCSR, + 3, DCSR, % adjCF,
+ (3, DCSR, * DudjCF, + 3, DCSR, < adjCF, % DudjCF, + BychgREV, + 3,PPE,

+ YD+ ID+e,
2) Wil P (& 2) AF,

3) A Hold Akttt e YBUSA 10%. 5%. 1% FEAM FolHE veby.
4) F-value o}z ZZ gt} FA+= p-valueoln], WEE A4 fo4E Jepd(*: p(0.1, **: p(0.05, ***: p(0.01).

4.4 FI1EN
4.4.1 CSR #%9] 4749 WA BA
EFolMe CSR 889 4 (AR A (KEI]

Index) BEEH ¥ dF)o] 710e] B4A A
Ao vlA e FEd dal dFEAsilen, o

AASIT M43 M2 20144 129

Z32 KEJI Index HEF90] £3s]o] CSR &
Fol d4dFes it FRE V19 3¢ 2
F2 &L V1o vlE) 9 ByA oz A A sn
AeE AU, old) (7MH])9) ZHFo Aled
BT CSR 889 +549(DCSR) 2 4R
F7t ohet e 8 Sl oot JFS L

A¥ed 7Hs4o] Aot Bl CSR %9 $+4

1949



_.

o] AWFY 25 ol2id WA/ (endogeneity)
3'_?—15}11 ?%" (ZHd)el qig AFS AN E
T34 %ol H9 (bias)7} LAste] L4
(conmstency)i gHslx] Ralo & A7 AF
Avto] 4FE v]A shgAol EAgT YA+
(McWilliams and Siegel, 2001: Waddock and
Graves, 1997: H&A = &53, 2013: #4359
A871, 2012: d¥F HFA, 2013)8 B3 A
719] CSR &%< ¥54 % old9 A, 7IA+#E,
794, B4, 434, A=A EE ol a3 B
719 CSR &%9] 5440 4FE wao] AAE vt
lemz CSR %9 ¥4 FE 4% (DCSR)
of W fle] Zztel 8159 T I Aol &
F&en, (& 59 (Panel A9l o]¢] A7}
A= gk, B2 A A5 HEEH
E3slo] CSR &%°] ¢ Aoz oyd Fxd
7\A(DCSR,=1)9) A% 2134 &L 71U (DCSR,
=0)oll vlal, A7]19] CSR ¥%&(DCSRA,_,)°| ¥
a3, A% B (absDA, )0l FrodtA Fon
(o1} Aol gomu)), ZIYTFR(LN.TA, )7} 2
Aoz 2 Aoz Yepyth &g, £Y4(ROA,_)),
ARR(MTB,_,), AFJAEE (Foreign, )& ol
s w3, HWEA(LEY, ) e FH 2 A
o2 ALt webA, CSR 859 +545 v
Ehlls DCSR ¥ WAAol AZIHBR, oS
ajslel (7Hd) & ASFoEN Aol B4ZH
o A 9 FASLA It & F7REA
Ae o9 F 7HA g AHedld CSR €%
49 WA S SART.
WA BA12 A A ¥ 22+ Heckman(1979)

o
=
B35

o] g 29A ¥4 (Heckman's two-stage
least square procedure: Heckman's 2SLS)&
AHggitt. o] & e, 919 FE 7t Aol A S F3
o3 ato|7} EAjshe A2 vehd 2AES

yAFE go] d33 22 194 =2y 23 (1st

stage probit model)® < 433},

DCSR, =~, +mDCSR, _, +~,abs DA, _,
+%LN_TA,_, +v,ROA, _,
+%LEV,_, +MTB,_,
+~,Foreign, _,+ YD+ ID+e, (2 7)

i7]194¢] tdel dig,

DCSR . ZAAAYRAF(KEJ] Index) HEZY X%
af Fdse KEJI Index HHEwS (4
$ 20070 719Dl EFSHJLE 1, 28A
%om (

absDA . AAZEPAFA LYY Hohgh(Kothari et
al., 2005)

LN_TA : ZPAEA 9 Ad= g

ROA : FAA0|YF

LEV ; #H9EA|

MTB : Al7H-7347t v &

Forewgn © 9 FAA &&

YD . 9=dv(year indicator)

D . Ak (industry indicator)

€ . 2kzab

olojA] 9l9] 19 Z=28l(binary probit) 2.3
% %39 inverse Mills ratio(/MR)& +3 ¥,
2TAR ol ()9 ZAFRYA CFRE(4 4),
DDE# (2] 5], Jones=& (4] 6] thisted WA
A& FA

8) 1eH| =2yl vy §3 228 M| 23h= (& 5)9] [Panel B)of

Ao} gk, =24l 24 Z3AM concordant

= 842 Ueht vale] Agw ) $A2k 57 @ 202 WUse, DOSR,_,. LN_TA,_,, ROA,_,. Foreign,_, & DCSR,

sk 1% 420N #el@ o] WA, LEV, = DCSR,s

1950

1% 4=

FollA wJ{‘ &9 BAE e Aoz AUt
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CSR #59 ?540] 7|2 24X AAxealo) ojXs 38

(& 5) DCSR(ZMEYX|T LETS X8 0§7)0ll GE 0|24 X st stage 28

Panel A. T-test and Wilcoxon Rank-Sum Test
T-test Wilcoxon Rank-Sum Test
+4+CSR H]&-4=CSR $++CSR ¥]$-4CSR
w4y (DCSR,=1) | (DCSR,=0) (DCSR,=1) | (DCSR,=0)
(n=1,321) | (n=2.497) | ‘%' | (a=1.321) | (n=2.497) | %St
Mean Mean Median Median
DCSR, _, 0.690 0.161 35.91*** 1.000 0.000 32.68""*
abs DA, _, 0.059 0.077 -6.59*** 0.042 0.050 -4,71***
LN_TA,_, 26.958 26.174 15.46"** 26.638 25.942 15.54***
ROA, _, 0.056 -0.002 13.45*** 0.053 0.029 16.65"**
LEV,_, 0.448 0.524 -8.09"** 0.428 0.514 -9.45"**
MTB,_, 1.167 1.069 2.86""" 0.859 0.725 6.94***
Foreign, _, 0.172 0.073 18.55"** 0.110 0.015 20.47**
Panel B. 1st-Stage Binary Probit Analysis
B4y Coefficient Wald x*-stat

DCSR, _, 1.223 579.22***
abs DA, -0.243 0.41
LN_TA,, 0.125 §7.51**"
ROA, 2.370 4].43***
LEV,_, -0.504 18.71°**
MTB, _, -0.004 0.02
Foreign, _, 1.098 31.73"**
YD ¢
D 3
Concordant 84.0 -
Likelihood Ratio o
$EE 3,818

1) o] Ao
i71%9) 3z chal,
DCSR . CS%}; ]%iﬂld—?*’v”é ZE o% FHdEe] KEJI Index SESY (A 20070 7190l @5 ow 1,
a8z god O
absDA : Aoz A FA g8 Aoigt(Kothari et al., 2005)
LN_TA . ApH3Ae) A2t

ROA . FA|9 &
LEV . #ue]R)
MTB . N7F3%71 vl &

Foreign . 93AA &

1 9 ¥ Aoe (X 2) A=,
2) (Panel A) t-state B9 o] F BHE T-tests] 29,
3) (Panel A} z-stat& |22 Z2 Wilcoxon TH#AZ2 434,
4) (Panel A) *, **. ***& ¥323A 10%. 5%. 1% FT4M FES vepd.
5) (Panel B) 1% Z3¥ »&: DCSR, =, +vDCSR, _, +v,absDA, _, +vLN_TA, | +vROA, _,

+yLEV, | +%MIDB, _ |+, Foreign,_ | + YD+ ID+ ¢,

6) (Panel B) A#ghe A4 Mgt * *° 't F3A8FA 10%, 5%, 1% TN fogHE vehd.
7) (Panel B) Likelihood Ratio okl #& ¢te] &l p-value°l®, ¥Ee= FAHAH F4E vehd

(*: p{0.1, **: pC0.05, ***: p(0.01).
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YEY - 0FE - AW

WA BAQ 5 WA e gE 7| R #
o4 So| Hl&F HEER vjAF F RS A7
o £4& A|=3ke Propensity Score Matching 7]

& AH&h(Lawrence et al., 2011). ©| & 4
3, 919 (4] 7)& o]&3lad Propensity Score®
A2 ¥, CSR £%0| +¢ 7222 384 7Y
(treated unit) @ 1384 %-& 71¥ (control unit)
2| Propensity Score7} frAH &2 v stg 2
o, A2 E CSR 8% +57199 Propensity
Score€ 7|Eo2 184 %<& 714 Propensity
Score7t 274 W4 ol Afolt FEoz Hd
sk Radius Matching 71 & AHE-SHTth. ofdf
£ Ao w9 71E2 Propensity Score
0.1% °lHe HHz Fgsiglen, 1 A7 CSR
gFo] $4% Aog T EE 1,040M (714
d)e 232 gL ¥ 2.043/4019-9)2 F
3.08370(71%9-d) ) EEo| FZE ] o]& T3l W
A BAT Fo (FHd)ol uig E& 42
€ 453

(& 6] (Column A)J¢} [(Column BJell ool cjg
AZEAN At AAEe] Qlct. #4237, Heckman's
2SLS % Propensity Score Matching 25-°l|A]
DCSR X CF x DCF®] FRAF p;°] fA% &(-)
o #& AYe Aoz Yepdo 2N, CSR 859
A9 WA S BAT Fo 45477 (R 4)
o] AZAne vinsd 2 Aol7t gle Aog S
ot ol & WA S BAF o] Folx CSR &
59 54 (AAAB A (KEJ] Index) EEEY

£3 l¥)o] 7o) 24 AR vl E o
LIRS T PR

4.4.2 7199 A8 B9 $5e) 540 g
AUz A B o] ¥4

2&dM e (PH)e AFE A3 (4] 4], (4
5], (4 6)% &3 CSR %9 +54(AAEYA
F(KEJI Index) HEEH EF of)o] HyFe
AR v e FFo i LFEN S FYsl
ot olw 714} AR3A A BFo] duF e
3 Ao ofo FTHE V1YY AAEFHES
A%387] Y8t DCSR x CF x DCF 2 DCSR
X adjCF % DadjCF€] 73 328 ¥ 4 (interaction
variable) & AH&-stgith. 4wt o RA R A
BoALYGS ALSE Ao tdEdAe 247t
Y o7} Qlomgd B RN B
A 734 (parallelism test)'”2] ¥ & AHgdlo] 2
A7 JHS ARSI F, A EES KEJI
Index TETH X 2§(DCSR=1)3 KEJI
Index HEFY v|E3 2F(DCOSR=0)28 ¥
3+ Z Zt 2§99 CF X DCF 2 adjCF X DadjCF
o] FHAT A BAY AP S AN 2§
t o] g Alojrt EAgheAE AW e

(E T)ell oo dig AFEA A7} AAH o
Adct. #4437, KEJI Index 2EEY X 2§
(DCSR=1)¢] CF % DCF 2 adjCF X DadjCF29)
F3A 47 KEJI Index 2E&Y vIX8 2§

9) £ A7) PdE HFH (X 499 28 F Z¥oM A W) A AA 4 (Variation Inflation Factor)e) ol 10& 3}
3= A9 B stk F 67 23 2R gEaAde] EAe AgEiAl @ AR gddd s 2 SRk
222 Mol g AFEA o) e Moldhe dl sloume HHYA HAAE B B A7 4FEN AME ARFH

10) B4 HAol TYF 2L ALP A2 & BEL HAAGI M2 FAYeR oEx] ¥k wier A43aege
AHsl] SIS 2He] ROl Aozt AEAE HEHuA T o BT £ e 53 BAE HE3E 5 e FA5deld

(A3t (2005) 1A AL ).

1952
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CSR §#39] f54do| 7o 254 siAIx2(f ojxl= S

(% 6) $7124 Z2} CSR #89 $49 W4y 8H

Column (A) Heckmans 2SLS (B) Propensity Score Matching
pro:;nfo;n%c?ggsm . economic gain and loss= CF economic gain and loss= CF
Model CFe3 DDEH Jones %8 CFed DDEE Jones2 8
W) Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient
=1 (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-
CF. 20.651°" | -0.781°" | -0.669"*" | -0.638°"" | -0.794°"" | -0.641*""
¢ (-18.74) (-23.24) (-18.89) (-16.99) (-22.83) (-16.82)
DCF -0.003 -0.001 -0.002 -0.000 0.000 0.001
: O 75 oL O 7 B . 1
i i’ (3.15) (3.68) (3.67) 2.11) (2.82) (2.49)
DCSR, -0.009° -0.006 -0.010* 0.012** 0.006 0.0013"*
T O TR B W BT R L T Y7
. ; . . 04 .
e | e e g G | e
BGOSR % DEF, (0,20) (0.29) (0.03) (-0.02) (0.21) (-0.08)
DCSR, < CF, -0.517*** | -0.427"** | -0.514"** | -0.486°*" | -0.434*** | -0.445"*"
X DCF, (-3.51) (-2.87) (-3.66) (-2.88) (-2.79) (-2.68)
CF 0.206""* 0.242°°
t-1 0(1%.825) (11681)
| 1 e 0. 1 e
i amw | son |
ot 818)_ )
v R =U. 0o
= Tl B T el B T —
L% (-6.99) (-4.65) C7.19)
YD 3 ¥3 3 X% EX] x3
D X3t ¥3 %3 x3t X3} x3t
Foval 169.15°° | 160.13"" | 173.57°" | 155.55°"" | 173.63" | 154.25°"°
value (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Adi-R? 0.281 0.341 0.311 0.302 0.383 0.333
HET 3818 3.083
F-stat F-stat F-stat F-stat F-stat F-stat
[F-test) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value)
By =B, + 5, 19.56*** 14.55%** 20.14*** 15.53*** 14.05*** 13.60***
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

1) (Column A)
CFR#: ACG =B, + 8, CF, + B,DCF, + #,CF, % DCF, + 3,DCSR, + 3, DCSR, % CF,
+ (3, DCSR, X DCF, + 3, DCSR, % CF, X DCF, + 3 MR, + YD+ ID+¢,
DDE&: ACC, = A, + B, CF, + B,DCE, + 3, CF, x DCF, + 3, DCSR, + 3, DCSR, % CF,
+ 3, DCSR, X DCF, + 3, DCGSR, X CF, X DCF, + 3,CF,_ , + B,CF, ,. | + 3,,IMR, + YD+ ID+¢,
Jones28: ACG = 3, + 3, CF, + 3,DCF, + B,CF, x DCF, + 3,DCSR, + 3, DCSR, % CF,
4 8,DCSR, % DCF, + 3, DCSR, % CF,  DCF, + fchgREV, + (,PPE, + B, IMR, + YD+ ID+<,
Colu
Y ([:Fiqn?nABc]?q = [}, + 3, CF, + 3, DCF, + 3,CF, % DCF, + 3, DCSR, + 3, DCSR, X CF,
+ 3, DCSR, % DCF, + 3, DCSR, % CF, x DCF, + YD+ ID+¢,
DDE#: ACC = 3, +8, CF, + 3,DCF, + 3,CF, x DCF, + 3,DCSR, + 3,DCSR, % CF,
+ 3, DCSR,  DCF, + 3, DCSR,  CF, X DCF, + 3,CF,_, +8,CF, , , + YD+ ID+<,
Jones28: ACCG = 3, + B, CF, + 8,DCF, + ,CF. x DCF, + 3,DCSR, +,DCSR, x CF,
+ 3, DCSR, % DCF, + 3, DCSR, % CF, X DCF, + [,chgREV, + 3, PPE, + YD+ ID+¢,
3) IMR:. Inverse Mill's Ratio, 1 ¢| ¥ise] Ao (R 2) #Z
4) AU Ao Mg ¢t e YRAFA 10%. 5%, 1% TEANM fro g ehy .
5) F-value ol} 2% k] F3) p- value°l"1 WEE FA8 FoAS YeERIC: pC0.1, **: p<0.05, " p(0.01).
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AEM - I - A2

(B 7) 37124 2o 384 4%

pro:ayinfo;nzccizgsrnlc economic gain and loss= CF economic gain and loss=adjCF
Model CF&3 DD®¥ Jones® ¥ CFR¥ DD2 g Jones® ¥
g Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient | Coefficient
=T (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat) (t-stat)
Panel A. (Group A) $CSR 3% 215 (DCSR=1)
-0.202° -0.114 -0.170*
CF, < DCF,
' ' (-1.94) (-1.09) (-1.75)
. w -0.094° -0.020 -0.070
adiCF, X DadjCF,
PESR= SRSV (-1.05) | (-0.23) | (-0.83)
Fovalue 249.98°*" | 166.37""" | 238.96"** | 213.95*** | 146.65"** 193.48"**
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Adj-R? 0.490 0.525 0.532 0.436 0.476 0.496
HE 1,321

Panel B. (Group B) $4CSR v&i% 25 (DCSR=0)

0.483*** 0.478"** | 0.544***

CF, X DCF,
¢ SR (4.09) (4.35) (4.63)
. . 0543 | 049" | 0.609""
adj CF, X Dadj CF,
VX St (5.78) (5.69) (6.49)
p— 14921 | 162.89°" | 108.94"° | 153.43"" | 156.53"" | 108.14°*"
(0.000) | (0.0000 | (0.0000 | (0.0000 | (0.0000 | (0.000)
Adj-R? 0.167 0.277 0.196 0.160 0.266 0.194
R 2,497
Panel C. Z} 2§29 CF X DCF 9 adjCF X DadjCFe] 3#A 52} &}o] ((Group A)-(Group B))
0685 | 0502 | -0.714"*
CF, < DCF,
RERET 435 | (3900 | (-4.69
ad_)CF, x MJCE -0.637..’ -0.516... '0.679“.

(-4.92) (-4.17) (-5.39)

1) CFE®: ACG =, +8, CF, +8,DCF, + 3,CF, X DCF, + YD+ ID+e¢,
or ACG, = f, +B,adjCF, -+ , DadjCF, + f,adjCF, X DadjCF, + YD+ ID+¢,
DDEY: ACC, =f, +B,CF, +B,DCF, + B,CF, x DCF, + B,CF,__, + B,CF, , , + YD+ ID+e,
or ACG, =, +,adjCF, + 3, DudjCF, + B,adjCF, % DudjCF, + 3,adiCF, _, +B,adjCF,, , + YD+ ID+e¢,
Jones2¥: ACG =B, +B,CF, +B,DCF, + ,CF, X DCF, + ,chgREV, + 3, PPE, + YD+ ID+¢,
or ACG, = B, +B,adiCF, + 3, DodjCF, + §,adiCF, x DadjCF, + f,chgREV, + B, PPE, + YD+ ID+¢,
2) ¥ige] Aole (& 2) FE.
3) AU B AR .t e 3 10%. 5%. 1% TEAAM FoldE depd.
4) F-value ot} 2% 9] $4)= p-valueols], i BAA fed& Jebd(*: p(0.1. **: p(0.05, ***: p{0.01).
5) (Panel C)9| t-state HaA 2FE AT t-statisticsd.
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(DCSR=0)9] CF x DCF % adjCF X DadjCF2)
FAAT Hg 2o AHEE ZE RYA 1%
FEAM frestA A Rez Jgyd, oe
KEJI Index LHE9 el Et=lo] 719 A3 A
o #Fo] JRoR S Ao o FRE
7199 3% 234 &L 71l vl @ 5'.#%!9_1
AAE s A& onlsiy, & 7o (FH)

B AN At AAgE NA 4

4.4.3 Basu 28 & o] 83 B4Fo 23

£ 2 9 7R e (VM9 AFE ¢

89 Ball and Shivakumar(2006)¢] Al 7}A] B
739 3RS ARG, € FHENA e
e 3439 24 2499l Basu(1997)9 23
(FLERYH 0| L5 RY)E o] &ao] 2 AT
o (7)1 AR ZI

AA Basu(1997)9 o]-F4FdE ZFL A
o] E&Holep 1)"5]\:' 2E FH7} -’:‘-7}°|l o
Al 83 wgHeg (-9 FAFYES Bad
newsd W3 (proxy)2, F(+)9 FAFAES
Good news®| ™83 (proxy) & 2tz Abgsle W
Holct, BFole] Aold 2|3 Bad newst
Good news®2t} t] #e] o]efo] W= 7] wfjgef,
71910l Bl A M & b &(-)9 FAF
A& %(+)9 FAFYEFEG 71919 3]A 0|3}
o £& AUAE S Aoz dFai, o]
22 A%31 94l gﬂ-’ﬂv:’ﬂ(reverse regresston)
o WS Agdl HaFolE FFdY. 23
o3} 2t

1) #Y&23%
XP, = B, + 0, Ret, + B,DRet, + 3, Ret, X DRet,
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+ B,DCSR, + 3, DCSR, * Ret,
+ B, DCSR, % DRet, +3,DCSR, X Ret,
% DRet, + YD+ ID+e, (4 8]

i71je] tdxol dis),

DCSR © A BeAF(KEJI Index) WEEY T
a ¥, FEldxe] KEJI Index 2EE9 (4
gl 20070 1)) Egsed 1, 234

%o
XP . oY (=%7]w0] /7] A1)
Ret . F259 & (market-adjusted stock return)

DRet  &(-)¢] Ret o|% Rete] gto] 0X.r} 2o
1, 234 %29 0

YD . 4xd0|(year indicator)

ID . 2190 (industry indicator)

€ o 2zt

9o (4] 8)elA 71dol B4A 3AA A
HAT® g7t feld F(+)e ;T Ad Aoz
ddd  gov, gy & A7l (7] 43
8t/ CSR &%°] $5% 7|deo] 4dHez d B
FA o2 ZAAM e Aol A 5o el
+(-)9 &S AE Aoz % 5 9.

o]oj* Basu(1997)9] o|A&A YL Fio
9] (earnings change)®] A& o2 ZAH &4
(economic loss)# 73 A14 ©] 5 (economic gain)<|
A HAEE sk W22, Bad news
period2l ©]|YAA4de] Good news period®| ©|¢)
Aol Hg) diiF o g vl Yelvde 2 B
779 & F3d} Good news?t 7]t 5 & o] 50|
Ads e 713t A gutstA whed ol v)8) Bad
newst @& YAl HtgHog 2(-)e &
ol 4§ 1 v (reversal) £ ¥(+)9
wolel vja F Aoz o4 4 9len, o9 #
A 292 053 2.
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YEM - ofYE - A

(E 8) F7H2A Z1}; Basu 2802 B4Fo £

g2y oA &Y Y
Mode] A= Ret, A= ANL_,
B= DRet, B=DANI,_,
W Coefficient Coefficient
= (t-stat) (t-stat)
A 0.006 -0.237***
(0.28) (-4.58)
B 0.006 -0.019***
(0.29) (-4.16)
0.720*** -0.449"**
s (9.65) (-5.26)
-0.008 -0.001
ki (-0.56) <0.21)
0.097*** -0.065
DCSR, X A (3.51) (-0.73)
0.009 0.010
BASEG R 0.36) (1.58)
-0.511°** 0.268*
RESHR AR (=5.17) (1.75)
YD 3 '3 1)
D ¥3 3
Foval 59.65""* 08, 14
vaiue (0.000) (0.000)
Adj-R* 0.158 0.154
fi 3.818
F-stat F-stat
(F-test) (p-value) (p-value)
By =By +5, 30.91*** 6.25
(0.000) (0.012)

1) 42§58 XP, =f, +, Ret, + i, DRet, + 3, Ret, X DRet, + 3, DCSR, + 3, DCSR, X Ret,
+B,DCSR, * DRet, + 3, DCSR, x Ret, X DRet, + YD+ ID+e,
ol AN &N RY: AN =3+ B ANI,_ | + B,DANI, _ | + B ANL,_ | X DANI, _ | + 3, DCSE, + B, DCSR, X ANJ, _
+8,DCSR, % DANI, _, + 3, DCSR, X ANI,_, X DANI, _, + YD+ D+,
2) ¥ige] A9
17]?1—4 tdzof djaf,
1 0] (=27)&0) /71 241 B 7HA)
R‘ft . #4149 &(market-adjusted stock return)
DRet ;. ()9 Ret ¥ Reto| gto] 0t} zow 1, a3 god (
ANT ;. 30 (=(%7]zolY-A7]E0)Y) /7] 2FAHE)
DANI : &(-)¢] ANT oj%- ANI9| gho] 0¥} 2tow | a3 ¢gow (
9] M) Aol (X 2) %}"‘
3) Aughe Wl AAY. °, e FRPIA 10%, 5%, 1% FEAM fA¥E vehg
4) F-value o} 2% gte] 3% p- value°l“| WEE 547 %4‘33‘ YeRd(*: p0.1, **: p(0.05, ***: p<0.01).
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2) oJYAEA =Y
ANI =B, +B,ANI,_, +B,DANI,_,
+ B,ANIL,_, % DANI, _, + 3,DCSR,
+ BsDCSR, X ANI,_, + B;DCSR,
X DANI, _, + 3; DCSR, < ANI, _,
X DANI, _, + YD+ ID+¢, (4] 9)

1719 td =] tha,

DCSR . AR XS (KEJ] Index) WEEH XH
o Gedce] KEJI Index HETY (2
A 20070 719)el EgEded 1, 2834
%o 0

ANT i FRol(=(B71Eeld-A7leeld) /71 2%

)

(=)o ANT o) ANr9| ghe] 0Bt #o

W1, 2% %2R0

YD . 9=H0|(year indicator)

0 2KI90|(industry indicator)

€ . At

DANI

9lo] (4] 9)olA 7Igdol XA AN 4=
BAgw g7 Hol# S @ Ad ALz 4
A8 4 9len, gty & A3 (M) A8
Al CSR %] 58 7ol diixez 9 B
Aoz gAAelste Zge] A g;0] FAF &
(+)9] & Ad Aoz 4% 4 Ut

(£ 8 #1°] $7}2 Basu(1997) 28E o] &
& A8 A7t AAE Aot #4237, 59
789 5,2 fo% &9 @&, a3 o|YA
£4589 5,2 foF F(+)9 @4 AYe AL
2 yepgozs, £ a7 7M€ AASe A
oz golgRdt} ol BEFe 24 2¥S e
dld= CSR %9 543 7149 254 34
He] A 7he] &(-)o BAAJo] s A8
< 9jv|gic},
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V. g8

B A7 CSR 8% +5% 7195 234 &
& 714 e FdARFAY Aolg AFFOIA,
CSR %9 $40| 71%00l ¥4A 3AA
u|2 e Gl i3l sheteiAtt. CSR &%l 4
g 719 234 ¥ 71l vlgty BFod
g folo] oz Aol d BEAQ 3)AAe
AgE Ad A0z did & g, o8 AFI
st B Ao A 20053 %E 20119744 f7¢
8 7102 tdoz A A (KEJI] Index)
SRS (39 20070 719)) ®F 452 CSR €%
4% %32 Ball and Shivakumar(2006)
g0z BEFoE s £4E FIsidt

AZEN 27, ZAARYAT RS £
o] CSR £%9 +44< 93¢ 7IYd9 4% 2
22 @2 710 & ByFele] Feoh de R
22 Yepygt} o] CSR &50| 4oz ¢+
3 Aoz FHE 7Y A+ EF HAA
g frglo] wol 2R A B2 7Idel vlg) B By
Aoz 3AAN}E UFT BANAFE Ao
o, A RFAo]l CSR 8% 5730 o3 4
$ B ou|gc. $4Add diE g 2d
4 ZE(rubustness check) & +3% 2, A+
Aze] 7ol s AL

& A7 CSR &9 $540] 3jAIRSGAdo| v|A|
E 9% AudozN, 7109 A31A 9] E50| 7]
29 714713 2 AFA3T} ek ofet 719de] ¥
BAIA ] APl froldt 9%S nlA L S AFst
%lom, CSR €59 A% % 9 g apdAQ
ZAE AMEThE Holld & A7l Axke 719
ARR1A o) St AR Aol AAREE AT
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The Effect of Excellence in Corporate Social Responsibility
Activities on Accounting Conservatism

Joon Sun Yang® * Young Jun Yeo** - Oh Jin Kwon***

Abstract

This study examines the effect of highly activating corporate social responsibility (CSR) on
firms financial reporting policies. For empirical testing, verification on the distinction of accounting
conservatism between firms highly activating CSR and not is conducted. Firms highly activating
CSR. in comparison to the opposite, being expected to have less incentives regarding the conservatism,
are predicted to less conservative disposition on accounting practice. In order to verify the above
mentioned, we measure CSR activities in consideration of inclusion in KEJI Index (top 200 firms)
and measure the conservatism by the Ball and Shivakumar (2006) model. targeting the KOSPI
listed firms from 2005 to 2011. As the empirical results, those firms ranked in KEJI Index are
less conservative than the opposite. This indicates that the firms highly activating CSR have lower
internal incentives on the conservative accounting practice and that accounting conservatism is
influenced on by CSR activities. We also conduct the several rubustness check on the analysis
and we find that our results are rubust to these additional analyses.

This study investigates the association between excellence in CSR activities and corporate
conservative accounting practice and empirically proves to CSR activities significant influence
on not only firm value and financial performance but also conservative accounting practice.
Therefore, in consideration of laying out distinctive and logical evidence for the CSR activities’
role and influence, the results of this study provide insight into the CSR activities related research.

Key words: corporate social responsibility (CSR), CSR activity, accounting conservatism
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