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This study explores the effects of performance feedback —the discrepancy between aspiration and actual
performance —regarding ESG metrics and how they relate to firms internal (R&D) and external (acquisition)
search behaviors. According to the behavior theory of the firm (BTOF), firms evaluate their performance
based on their aspiration levels, and choose their subsequent behavior according to the discrepancy
between their actual performance and aspiration. ESG metrics performance has become a prominent
pillar in firm evaluation in recent years, and their effects on firm behavior as well as interaction with
financial performances have gone largely unstudied. With a sample of 254 publicly listed firms from U.S.
materials and energy industry from 2017 to 2021, we find that as the firm ESG performance rises above
its aspiration level, it engages in both internal and external search activities. However, firms' financial
performance negatively moderates the relationship between positive ESG performance feedback and
internal and external search activities. Results and future research directions on the effects of ESG on
firms' strategic responses are further discussed at the end of the manuscript.
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9, A, 9, we 7152 gste 5ol 2
A (Cyert & March, 1963: Bromiley, 1991:
Lant, 1992; Levinthal & March, 1981). 714
o d% £ A HA A, 223 v =g ¢
FAE-AAA, HEY 53 2 AUl 7IdE
(similar others)®] A Zte] wet A% HTH Levinthal
& March, 1981: March & Simon, 1958: Cyert
& March, 1963; Lant, 1992). w&hA 7192 &
A AZE AR o] HA Qate} o5 71959 AR
O =715 99t AF o=y o] o 2w A
A7t E i 22 VI9ES 1 A9 E wE
at7] <1l A Ad B4 (problemistic search)’
S A3 (Cyert & March, 1963; Iyer &
Miller, 2008; Greve, 1998). €% TR 4
H7b 3 719 TAN A HA o T)ne) e
AAE wEetazt Ay, A, ot 2 5
g &5 P (Chen & Miller, 2007:
Greve, 1998, 2007; Cyert & March, 1963).
A FEET AL 2& V198 Wske
HAE Y FE AT, =& TR A A4l
A Ad SEE wgoR Al &Y &
M 8= (slack search) S Ags7| = T (Cyert
& March, 1963: Levinthal & March, 1981;
March & Simon, 1958; Lant, 1992). 284,
AEH o7 A8 o] 23 7| P Fo| 2ol 71
o] g A AFoA e i A3 g =
AR E AFH AR 3P, ol AFA A
o} kel A3 7] Aol & V1o R 7ol Het
< e g dgks FAs = A5k e.q.
Greve, 2007; Iyer & Miller, 2008; Chen &
Miller, 2007; Choi et al, 2019). 284, &
dolle 7199 A4 A of el AlFA e X

A e WO AFA A3 dgt Aol AA]

hl H

>

1410

1 YtHDrempetic et al., 2020; Mardini, 2022;
Abdi et al, 2022). 74 (Environmental), A+3]
(Social), All#3(Governance) & <]7]8k= ESG
© 7P tEAR v ER)AFA AR, 71 gel=
get 2240 A E&EHUA Al Bl 1
ATH Drempetic et al, 2020; Mardini, 2022).
olg}dt FAQl B o= st 24 g 23
19850 & oF APAFAXE 799l vAF+4
AH7F 719 el PAE e teiM = st
2 @ska, AggAold ESG AHE w3
ou 7199 AT gaeke] #A SR A A8
A7t Ao grh(e.g. Fatemi et al, 2018:
Coleman, 2011: Kim et al, 2021: Abdi et al,
2022: Aouadi et al, 2018).

ESGE AFAY &S vy 4T, A3 A
4, Atz NS Bl FTete AE e
7HAE dlEshs AZH(Kim et al, 2021). 2 &
o]l ESGe FAAEIA & A& 21 s
ghofuet, wl= S AAAI#(U.S. Government
Accountability Office) &2 that 7| Fel| A = 7]
A HF7HE g 5 F SR AFEE I IHH(Kim
et al, 2021). 201195E] AEH 02 SFHAE Y
3l Sustainability Accounting Standards Board
(SASB), 9HE T2} 2kj9] Ad43) o] 2 Tof
M A&7t S F78ke A2E Edsr A
2 %e AL & F JdH(Kim et al, 20215 Abdi
et al, 2022: Aouadi et al, 2018; Mardini,
2022). &, o|Ale 719 4BdA wi=E, G901,
F7rb 2 AFA g3 B uk opel, ESGeF 2
< HATE Al Aad #ls V1Y 2avt
AUBHKim et al, 2021: Abdi et al, 2022; Aouadi
et al, 2018). ESGAI= AF4 4347t 283

Rohe TR PUE THEAL, ATA Y3hshe o

N
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2 A4 283 dth(Abdi et al., 2022). AF A
27} 71900] FFEAA Aeht e o9 g Fa9)
Z 1 ]

& HoFrd, ESGAE e 7190l ola#A
sl drig B2 7S AEATFEAE B
ZHKim et al, 2021; Aouadi et al, 2018).
oA Ao & T/ A AxZE T
719 ZA el vA = Z3e 95 5 el glvt. ol
3t A28 Zol| A ZA eI 7|dg ol & §
A & FA NN = ESGEF 22 v Al F
A A3 A&7t 7]‘% ol wXe G Ul
T oA gt B AdgA AN FE oF
£ ESG 9754 viARE diF-% ESG A2t 719
7HA, AR g ke] BAlo 53bEolsla, o] dFE
o] A7} mg thdlth(e.g. Mardini, 2022: Friede
et al, 2015 Huang, 2021: Linnenluecke, 2022:
Park & Han, 2021). Yol7} ESG B¢t A7 A
el Al e A= B kg W £
A PN, o] &5 sk 4 Al2Hl, of8)
BAAY] o] 22 WAl W
ATE A+ Duque-Grisales & Aguilera-Caracuel,
2021; Ortas et al, 2019; Linnenluecke, 2022).
Ao JGeANA ESGRT} AT gt
A g A= ol AP AR, ESGA 2
St v 2o Apoldl] 7]wHek sj=wo] 714 9] g
Foll MRl Gl 3 A7E 2] oHT. EI,
719 B7rlA AE A Bgo R Ee 7]AE &t
H]ZH—‘?@‘éﬁrﬂ ME 7149 g4 g nx=
A8 Aol gk A viA = Zopr 7] ot
719 B7et Fak Al AR A3ek ESGe
H A 54 Ay % 93FS i EdcE
2elo] A 714 el viAE o
A0 Bt}
Fool 719] Tkt B

l
=il
2}

%

g

Fid

g 4 Oﬂzﬂﬂ: 6L7;1]

N
=

o kI omy B ox r
rol‘LJ}OI'

=

S
tr

ox 2,
Hog o
i o
J; r2 7@
re

259 3

|
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S i gk=, g4 o7 2)4]7]4ko] & (knowledge-

based theory)< E3) 7]¢j¢] &4 &%58 B3}
ole Wt2¥ 71952 A% g 2AE FajA A

$

= A A4S A S g gt March
& Simon, 1958; Iyer & Miller, 2008; Chen &
Miller, 2007; Choi et al, 2019: Cheng et al,
2022). 7149] thekg A4 =24 2 5 A3
= 71g 3 ke BAE AE AA g
A4 719 5L AdAem WA 20L
R3E A v 9F WFE A9 Yoz ol
AFE AP Fa7t sk (Posen et al, 2018:
Cheng et al, 2022). #|2]7]¥to] £9] g Ao
n2W, fEA R A5 A9 A4 A W
Wk 22 &4 S 2 R4 (internal ) 2+ €
A (external) &2 Yro] A7E APt e.g.
Cockburn & Henderson, 1998 Arora &
Gambardella, 1990: Cassiman & Veugelers,
2006). W2 A4 e 7190] AA iAo
s FAste] 1A ws, A AF N, A
AFE N 59 5 APste Ao, 954 A
2 A 24 QS e, A 18 of
% Zgal 7149 elA ol e e e 9
13} (Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006: Berchicci
& Tucci, 2010). A&ATFelA 714 "Hﬂ‘ﬂﬁ g
& A P& st Ao® wrelsla, ol
522 2] 7 ( explmtatlon )2} ﬂ-r 2] 2]
o] & (exploration) % ¢ &R x|t oF
%E%ET%$~A4%A%JLazﬂ
(Levinthal & March, 1993; Cohen & Levinthal,
1990). wetA, 719 gol 83 22359 Aol
Mz o] g d5s dete A Bo 9 &
o 2 &5 st= Zlo] rAd
olty, 53] e TokllA BHlAFA Fart o

B 4
olft _1
m[o ol

i 1)

o

=

Z
[
o =
= E‘T‘od 7)—1
g "
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A2 NI o 524 GAle] w2 = gk g
APAF7t B35 v s g wokel| gk ojal s
SN & 9s Aot

ole] we} & AT Al 37FA] 7]dF o]
Atk AR, B A= 7B TH 248G wob
A S A U WA AR, S ESG A%
ey 71y & PFite] dAE 7 ool
o ESG %7k A1#7t heshe o5l 71982
S46] 2Hale] ESG 4 #E B ee] QAlska
QIR ol HAAES] #AE Wil Itk (Drempetic
et al, 2020 Kim et al, 2021). ol we} 2
ESGeF 22 vAFA a7t F2 719 97F 89
ol & dAd AGA AN ESG et 719 Bl
e dFe ol AR Ageol& ¥ o 71

s 24T

¢

rr

1l
>

£ koln B o 2L 44 U2 % S Aln.
» 4

=
oE

=A, & d7e 74 7Y 2Ee dodeR
& gl 2= 9F7] Hop o - o RA o by
o] ESG et A4 42t F43 7)50] v
T g g o g viAleA By
71% A3 sEY APA T A9 B 2ol
WAt Dol A 71eH <l Wekd dig)
A e

a12] ¢4tH(Posen et al, 2018: Cheng

7149 gA 55 uF
B2l BESG A7t A=
7 g GEo] ofd S
719 Fol & A
ol 1 ESG7F 7199l 1]
M= ol =8 =Y 4 St

2 Z1g5]o] & ESG
|9 &5l o] B4 &
oA Blojug F7EA] §3 9 Aot &4 dFo] v
e Aoae g2 B 3t BSG AFE A

1412

72 Q3 whgoly Ao A Hrkek Tk HA
2 9gE T, ook HER QlE A 2F
sty 1 dRtsls 1 9tk (e.g. Kim et al, 2019;
al, 2021). 288 o2 ¢ o] 7149
Hhek AT E AP o) = F shvE Al
& & gle Algi7E stk ek B dA3e T A
A %0 BsAE AR "o, F AR 714
gl old FEE nA A dotE A} gt

i

Il 28ioi7 & JIHESE

2.1 ESG2| thEatet 7| ol A%

ESGe= /g2 1970 o] dlzake A&7}
2% (sustainable finance)'olgh= 7oA &
A& gk A g 2 (Exxon Valdez) 2 A
(Shel) 9] 71&4% A2 BalA tisEe B4l
A&H 0 g 7Tt ol sgd wa} UN2
2006139l A A T2 (Principles for Responsible
Investment, PRI) 1& &3EstHA], 7199 A
= HEdH FAe Hoh 7lEs vHte WA eR Y]
Ao AL Bejdode AL AFaadrt.
8] 2ol ESG7F ds3 bgd 4 elA +4
WS 2 9 Arle e 713stke] §

o}

o o

ST I A
o

Q
@
<
—
<
R
[Ne)
L
rlo
D
re
>~
>,
toty
2
N
0.
>~
>,
-
2
X
N,

<

Yol AFEste thekst 95 &3 (externality), 7H

(value) & 43t T3l €2 F = T4

(transparency) & S73dhk= 228 ARIEY Y=

gid Aoz d4Eh(Dabija et al, 2019:

Gazzola et al, 2020; Bulut et al, 2017).
UNe| A% 92 Hux BFge} 201530
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%3k Sustainable Development GoalsE E®E
oA A3t theket ESG Ratingel £31¢ 7]
5°] 71959 ESG A4S A6t 7IdES 1
A3te BEENA L7 ARGt o2 99 719
o BSG A A4 A9 A71FEoR 07
¥]7] Al&bstar, AA| 2 £ (BlackRock) 22 Al
A A 7R AeeAE 3 ek Ak
= A ES Sele VIdES FA tiAelA
Aescta E3Esh7| = grk(BlackRock, 2020).
ol M =7 dA 2, Hagu ~Es) 2
& T ESG A3 %7t 78] A7) AR
i, B A4 79 E B ESG 43 27 AA

—'U)

g e FAREY] YA Ees a9
(Kim et al, 2021). ESG A3 24 o] ghits) 2

et B T4 7|#E0] ESG 4AE oFHeR
F/Wshe ke 2 Hsts) 7o 9l

ESG dte] 938 M%“%Oﬂ%h Ve T
ESG A% A &= ZHT§]74] ek X]ii 4?5“ T
ol Tiokst A
o] ¥R TS 1*?‘%0@1 ESG 477} 7]
ol Agst= A A Al <k(financial constraint)
= #43E F de 29 F s (Kim et al,
2021; Wong et al, 2021). ¥843 71144
T84 BAE A &3] dFHe FAA 9F
AAp 7re] B BAlOAM Heol= ZHE Bt
(information asymmetry)< #3tr7]E ZllA
B 4 9l (Williamson, 1979; Zhang et al,
2022; Banerjee et al, 2020). FE vt 2
2 FAAEo] 9 FAAE A g6] Hrlshes Aol of
A9A L, 22 Q3 HFEAAES AdE e A
o] o]# ¢ At} (Zhang et al, 2022). AAAHo=
ESG B9} A 734 H B 23 30| th27] o
o ESG AEE AFIA ARZZ YA &=
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ABE Z243THL et al, 2018). dlE E°] ESG
Ao Az Ve, A4 gE 2, A 1EE
3}+o] FA o

=
ek Fog FERE A, ]‘”91
< %teke UE E& QAJE
A&&tH(Van Duuren et al, 2016; Li et al,
2018). ESG 4 A= F2 A 34 7|34 H
7bE A, ErZ}Z}E ] Al MTZV]O*OH EH A2 A

et al, 2022). “:5& lif_’_ ESG HJJr ]ET‘E TR
T TEZT S
AL B A o]l 37]'5?‘ ‘L’%ELHE %ﬂz—?
9< Ak, AL7bsd e
2 pHE slsado] mrks AL Oi—fr"/}(Pedersen
et al, 2020: Zhang et al, 2022). 23202
A f= FAAe 95242} 7ke] G H v
EH’EVJ% GEo 24 IRV AFA At
= w8 8% F YR AFHTL &
T Ut
3l A =o] & (institutional theory) @34
ESGA#7} 7193t #AE 2 e ol #AAE
A AE4 (legitimacy) & FEAthe A+=
2P = JHBrown & Deegan, 1998; Cho &
Patten, 2007). UN, Global Reporting Initiative
(GRI), International Integrated Reporting
Council (IIRC, 2013, 2014) £ 7|#<A ESG
, BSG AR B13tE Al Ao
2 fFsteta 9 “Pﬁ}o}tﬁﬁ 7I9EL ESG A&
HuE Fedol dtte 2 (mimetic) g9t 7
A (coercive) ¥uts w717 HATH Reber et
al, 2022; Hahn & Kuhnen, 2013). ESG A3}
7S V19SS B o2 gaa e Al2H
of FEuo] Atk WeHa, ARAH R o]

ZI9E2 HlETAdl d9e 3T gEc] o

A %S A7

O
—
T
—~
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Uebtth(Galbreath, 2013). wehx ESG 427}
< 71952 ESG A3t w2 714l el A<
= YWE T e A Ata, AP R AR S
th= Aolth. Reber et al.(2022)& vl=r9] A1
237 (initial public offering) & A% 719 EY]
ESG A #9} W54 (volatility), 984 (risk) <]
AR AL B, o]F EUE ESG 4
A sl

P UES A o]0

T

il

41 D oox

Aase

ESGE <13 HdA4 9
T A9dE 4 3th(Branco & Rodrigues, 2006).
ESGE] Al & ofgjdAA} o] Zo]th. Post et al.
(2002, p.8)°ll W24, 714 ol B#AAE 71
o 7kx FZE 583 EFd 71938k AT} 71H
07 o5& 7I9e B ol EAY gxaE
ottt ESGE olal#AA ] tigh ApsA A<l
< 274 (Environmental), Ak (Social), AH}7-3
(Governance) & F8 g 2102, 7]go] o] #A
A A | 7 & AFsta, o HE&E a
A7 A BoF= A Eeolth(Branco & Rodrigues,
2006 Fatemi et al, 2018). FAAF, 24, 1A,
A StEY 22 olg AR 7ol FEde ¢
okl 9|2 g3} (externalities)l] PeS Wi, 7Y
S RFH W o] eyt G th(Branco &
Rodrigues, 2006). ESG A& o= o|af &
A59 ol XS T EN TS B
ot ol BARET A 41F] #AE Y F 3
= Zo|th(Branco & Rodrigues, 2006). A2 2
P HE] e HEA]A WM& et &g
< Al gt Granovetter, 1985; Powell, 1990).
UEHZE SaliA BA4 A7, A4 2, A4 o]
A2 g A4S A2 F 9len, o #A
of 719kek AHES AR A Aol gk E gk (social
capital) (Branco & Rodrigues, 2006). ESG 4

1414

e 719l AEH o RFtH Y A XS
TTFITE Al S ), AGA] k] foiztk @
3, FAb 713 it ofyet Aok Fdl e 4Es
A9 73E HAtHFombrun et al, 2000:
Branco & Rodrigues, 2006).

2.2 41} mj=

714 25| o HA AE a5 ¥
B3 e vlaste] A sswo] A S A3
H(Cyert & March, 1963). ol F& ¢
545 7R AT ARE AT SR o] Essta
g 717] Y gtolth(March & Simon, 1958).
uebA | 7o dEe 250] @dte Aol AA
g3 Apolel] e 2 H 1 ZF AL (Cyert &
March, 1963: Greve, 1998). 23] 8% W=
gl2art m2e 2% oA % (Lopes, 1987: Thaler
& Johnson, 1980; Greve, 1998), A ++=
ZAo] gd A 7 T 1 o] AFE A
A ZYe v AEE v ddke A
A& HodFth(Lant & Montgomery, 1987;
Wehrung, 1989; Greve, 1998).

AgATFdre F2 E9 A3 F55 A4,
A4 (social, historical aspiration) F 7HAZ
U tH Cyert & March, 1963; Levinthal &
March, 1981; Lant, 1992: Greve, 1998). A}
A vl o] 2o HelE F AY @ T 7Yl
ALl IS TE 719 s A3 Hlashr]
AEtE 7o Hofd & Atk (Festinger, 1954
Cyert & March, 1963; Greve, 1998; Greve,
2003a). AHEA Hla g A ke 7l v
S qtE, Ak, AEd 234, AN, A S

2 A5, 71-de] ZAAske Blatd 7des 3

P

&ol 3l

o

=
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Z %5 (reference group)©|#t® &t (Haveman,
1993; Baum & Dahlin, 2007). 9AM @9 &
T& 71ge] BA g5 A ojgdor o
4 A (Cyert & March, 1963; Levinthal &
March, 1981: Greve, 1998). WA 7] A
Ao A A3 @A BHE Blaste] dA 3
A3 52 AR A It (Greve, 1998).
dmrdoz A% s #HE 249 weH
2L A e AA A FE Alol9] Aol
2|3 229 53X AA 7} FEE Ao wt gepd
4 ok Greve, 1998, 2003a; Baum & Ingram,
1998; Chen & Miller, 2007). 719 €% =
o AIE S ek AT AHE sk W
e B8] g8l 2laaE vS 5185 A8l
A2 & (problemistic search) & XastA "k
(Cyert & March, 1968: Singh, 1986; Levitt
& March, 1988; Bromiley, 1991: Lant, 1992;
Greve, 2003a). Egt AA 27t @i ol 7
A2 5k g, 719 71E FE, A, 59 5ol
ool AZIE 4 3l o] & FaA 71He g4 9
z2 M3lE FE3tH(Levitt & March, 1988).
ghdo] AAl At 9 AHEY 2 23S B
A=, 719 F2 2 AAE FAS] fa =2
G5 224 WsE 78 dh(Levitt & March,
1988: Cyert & March, 1968: Bromiley, 1991:
Lant, 1992; Greve, 2003a). 12t} o]of tjst
virfe] A3 QA MPAFE Fall Hellch. dadt
TR 2 AW U 7F, 7192 A3t
FoA L AFo R Qe R B AdES vS
AHrEA ARl Ha, laas Ak Sle
ogo] AAWA & & (slack search)s 23
37]1% etk (Antonelli, 1989: Nohria & Gulati,
1996 Singh 1986). €2 Aol 713 Wl A]

o 4
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S8EA] Yo} Folz= A4S on| gt} (Levinthal
& March, 1981: Chen & Miller, 2007). &3
FAolgt 7o) £ A2 Bl MEE e
NEsAY, dSE71e v S tivlebr] fla o7
A& FFete A 9ngth(Chen & Miller,
2007; Greve, 2008; Milliken & Lant, 1991).
2 AR Qe Ade] S71E 7IHdES 1 A
< Z&oto] gk APAQ FFol ThselAla, 7
ol =7le ARA oA wEol s A 94 &
ol T2 4= dth(Chen & Miller, 2007; Iyer
& Miller, 2008).

3 sews ekt 719 dEe] A BT
ot Mg AtEo] EAdH e.g. Choi et al, 2019;
Greve, 1998; Iyer & Miller, 2008 Jiang &
Holburn, 2018; Klueter & Monteiro, 2017: Xie
et al, 2019: Ref & Shapira, 2017: Mazzelli
et al, 2019; Rudy & Johnson, 2016: Souder
& Bromiley, 2012; Wang & Lou, 2020). &}4]
gk A Y] ATEo] 7199 dF BAldA A
Pgon 7149 A7 SHAN AFE A2E O
o B8, AgATY tolHet A el nhebA
5% A lle 4 42 A& (key performance
indicator) & &3t A#AE HF3 AFEE A
gk, ESG AFEAE #Fshe HAFARE F2 A4
HE 38 AT e 4Es =EH(Greve, 2008:
Souder & Bromiley, 2012: Chen & Miller,
2007; Baum et al, 2005: Baum & Dabhlin,
2007).

2.3 WS ST} o8 ey

A7) & A20] 4ol AW A9 F 3

A0 felod Aol 2& Z2@0H Crant,
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1996; Kogut & Zander, 1992). 7|9<& F& A
21 7] g8 REAo 2 AFE &52 At
o, @A AlF2 WdAY AAEH A7eE A
s}7]%= gt} (Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006). ®t
W 7IHES 9N &8 7hsd A4 79 Ul
F3} 317]% gtk (Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006;
Arora & Gambardella, 1990; Cockburn &
Henderson, 1998). 7|§j¢] o|& X% F7kA] #4] &
FHHE BAld E8ete AE BA T WY
d o= F=e] AHA (complementarity)e] &4
dthe= A € F It (Cassiman & Veugelers,
2006). Cohen & Levinthal(1989)% 714¢] &
T 92 AestdA 7isdel i A4S
T3k oteld 71 Wl SAE AR AAo] Fasitt

Ak d.

!

(in-house R&D) (Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006;
Cohen & Levinthal, 1989: Cheng et al, 2022
Chen & Miller, 2007). 53] 7199 A4
A JeEe Tds EEHTd v e e
2 AFHo g AEHez 79de APt &
E2 7]9do] YrAoR AL G0 zH F
A, A2 W7 AlAlE g, AlE R, 2
23 AR s 2L 7Y dFeR ojHH =
GFoz Helso] $tth(Arora & Gambardella,
1994; Cohen & Levinthal, 1989; Cassiman &
Veugelers, 2006). F3F 778k 7] o] W54
S8 FAE o A& Fete P Fol7] i
38| At B sta A o] | Holge 543
< AYx A (Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006:
Veugelers & Cassiman, 1999).

54 g g5 thokdt A7 oA,

J|m

1416

9% QY 2%, ol 5 ThId EFo] A7
of gAT, Mg UEAY AL vk A5 FYelt

(Cassiman & Veugelers, 2006; Iyer & Miller,
2008). I 715dol 9 Ve R
TRIF 7199 AAH 71EE g 7P e E Y
Al7e Ag 9ulgtt(Iyer & Chen, 2008). 1
FHE B3 719e vgd AY S 4= F A
(Delios & Beamish, 1999; Shimizu et al, 2004).
dE 5o A, 71, A, el =71 #E AA 5
T A2 IS B UlF-sh A7) ale
719 A9 A4S g4 4 ok (Luo & Tung,
2007; Buckley et al, 2016; Junni et al, 2015).
id At g, A5 A% 7ds
Fshe Aol7] wie] HAHAQ SHAA AT
WETH T e AE #HEY Ut sA R Qe
7193} 9ol 7149 24 35} Ato], &% WA, 1
2|3 FALY Aol mAE 9F Y 8450
A AofstA wE71% S (Schweiger &
Denisi, 1991: Hambrick & Cannella, 1993:
Larsson & Lubatkin, 2001).

2.4 7 =5
2.4.1 ESG 4% f=uv} g4 g%

ESG A2 s 7o) g4 g A7
43} SEushs AR e 53E ol Aew d
B A5don A4na 43 geue 4
T} QUL 45wk W B 0 A5 2
Pote TAH B4 g 22 IS Fu gl
(Cyert & March, 1968: Singh, 1986; Levitt
& March, 1988 Bromiley, 1991: Lant, 1992;
Greve, 2003a). A4 A7t 4949 5 Bk
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Bor AR ARA £40] Qota, A% £
o] delud A7 e Ade] Atk webx
A5kE AR B% 9238 Aot 4HE o
A Y % Qe WS BAE] vholth(Greve

2003a: Bromiley, 1991). 3}A%F ESC A3+ &
38 UE 4 ot ESG A @¥dd g e
i A 7oAl AHARJD AFAL
7] Bt 93|y Fal ihE 7138 EAA
27} 3 3t A0l °§ ko] A7

01

ojZojd ZoR Helt}

ATNEE AAE, A7le AL, A S 9
& 7190l WHAe R s FATe =N FF I
2 (absorptive capacity) S FIAI7IE 78 B
Aol HFAQ g &5 F syt (Cohen &
Levinthal 1989) 7190l &

ek Bl BES A 2L Aol
UAD 205 BSG A e W, A1

et 3, 9%
2
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Ak 32}k ek (Delios & Beamish, 1999;
Iyer & Miller, 2008). 3 -& 710 9]+-<]
24, At 71E S5 HwAo R w2 -3t
T AT AgolAR, 1= Vo] R V9E
TR AY7le HE v T F iR
st 774 «1 ol F o Qe WRHoR 4l7]|sot
AAEE et AR 2 2l237F BEtk(Iyer
& Miller, 2008; Cheng et al, 2022). wbA,
2| 237h & Aol ofHAM VIY9e d%
TET 2 BESG A7t EE2dle W A¥s Us
3etA waL, Zo] o XS EElSo|HA T
ESG A#E &4 488 wAe 5% Zod. o
AT ESG At 99 peitt & At Uk
o o] bkt A A Aok Lﬂ% T
§]°]7<} D}C’kd FA} TSR il

i&‘ qu. mﬂ

3!

2
A

fo i Ml Ho

74]7\}01] A %‘éﬂ 7] = 7
Ao YEHA WM = 52 B3 AEHE
A= &Eo] At (Branco & Rodrigues, 2006).
ol gt ALS| A LS a3t A4lo] o HES
A el JFA oz 245 sten
o FEt, webd 7Hd 17 2 o ol AA st
Att.

OS]t

g oz

7P 10 g R A4 ESG A B &
7199 AN 2= }27}%}

7Hd 20 9 ERTY A4 ESG AR} =
57199 153 A=t Skt

2.4.2 ESG A3} v =3 A5 gate] 24 g3}

ESGe 2& ¥ A5A 47} A 57}

o5 olv
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53kE vk ?‘J‘HE 7% 33} 5«_31&% BAAO
=

2 7199 AT =

T o e 1:}01:5} Qb ﬁ?‘%-‘;— 7149 &9
A (slack resource) & %38, 7192 & 2t
45 BlA AE7eA Y, st A, 9 25

& Thake kA Ao FolshAl FtH(Cupertino
et al, 2022). =& A5H o2 Z9% 7<= 7Y
o A et &4 A
SAR, A&7 9D, =
33, vl 7He] B

= 2, AT =k
3 WA el Hg AFE mak 2 & 9}
(e.g. Cupertino et al, 2022: Leyva-de la Hiz
et al, 2019). wabd, 71 Bl =S BHAsh
el = 7149 A Aok viA AT e Atg

o H5E a7k Aot
HEAor A3 g Agdrte At 99
TR S A4F oS g 2AE et AHE
@7 @71 Asl AP PF2 AL Aggin
BITH(Cyert & March, 1963: Levinthal & March,
1981: March & Shapira, 1987). o] g4 F=&
71l Z1dd s A3t Ade] w1, 1
A= Qe 7]del Tzl Aol BolA A 7]&d
Agel & P& 1= Z&dthe Aoth(Chen
& Miller, 2008; Iyer & Miller, 2007; Cyert
& March, 1963; Levinthal & March, 1981).
T3 gk AFA A HATA A3t B =
ow o3| AY Ao FEH A (redundant
resource)©] A2 F= tH(Cyert & March, 1963).
T5 A4S 719 Wi $45 s 283 £90
2 EgAoT FEHT YA L= AYSS
gtH(Cyert & March, 1963). o|2lgt =& 7
719de] 9 A2 7HH e AU 274 T
at7] Bt A4 e o R AMEEHI A &3 7

i

12

o

o
.

]
>

—

1418

g ZeA s Wl $35A g AdEE T8

& Rojtt, AFNEL 7ol YHA R FAS

o] A7)&o| ) AAEL Masts Ao, Q48
_/[:

o q_r 719S o

_0|L
2
S
s
=
o
of
=t
>
)
rir
> o

3
& “41:501] e ]"S S A Zsksfof st 2

A7} =9 (Schweiger & Denisi, 1991: Larsson
& Lubatkin, 2001). =3, A5 A2 7]
=% A2 e e B oy AEE Al
&, TASE tsE AP 5 e ok o
Y (Buckley et al, 2016: Junni et al, 2015:
Hennart & Park, 1993). w&tx ESG A 27t
a9 AREG 23 AT A= S 719
olglgt FrHA] AF 8o = el A4 WgE
7Adsta, £ 445 7 FFH AFgS A%
A8 2 & Aolth(March & Shapira, 1987;
Levinthal & March, 1981). T3 =& A5 4
Fet ESG AAE Qe 719 Wl 348 B2 F5
d &8 Ado] A2 7hsAo] moA A, HE o] A
=2 71Y ZRA2E FFA7I7] sl 2 &
S Folal & (exploitation) &< S7HIAZ &
£9o] =tH(Cyert & March, 1963). 18§4 ESG
A3t €% E B =3, AR AR =2 719
& AN S AdskA] 2 A

o] 2 Aot} Wetd 714 33} 4% tew 2,

7Hd 3t 719e ARt kS BSG A
7 sj=do] AT &gl WA= 94
F< s

7199 AR} 7SS ESG A
7 =] I 4% oﬂ T 4

& FaAan.

7Ha 4

F
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Il A

2 A7 U 22 Ve R dolHE FHgtet
ek WA 20179HE 20219704 vl 43 7]
Y & 22HIER71E, The Global Industry
Classification Standard(GICS)Wl &A4HY]
(materials) 2 AUA] 4tgloll X3H o] Sle BE
7199 A FEE FH80T. W= @A ESG
A% FW7F ket Al EEstE o] i, e
gk 71 #E0] 71959 ESGEAE Hrketa 9)
TH(Shakil, 2021). wekA, ESG A3< vl= Al

A AL F5E wa Qo AEe I <

o

Hkel Hojglnt, B AU o 2l 2 Al A

2 20P7F g7ketal 9laL, v = A7l A A
E7Fs49D, Al A, weAdD, ol #AA of
2 B FES 2a 9tk (Litvinenko et al,
2022). 7199 AFHEe} ESG 4 2= Thomson
Reuters Refinitiv Eikon tlo]efu]o]zelA 3

As ARE FHI3S “H?ﬂ 8227) 71l FEOoE
FRHRY, 25 oz Qs £ Ve
719 EL FEA Zﬂﬂd H HE ML 2EY
FE 254709 71982 EEdn. 22 7199
Al & o5 (Table 1)} 2.
3.2 HEEH

3.2.1 T&HF

1) A

2 ATe 71de a7 &52 28] 93
7190l AN dipol A3 & W8-S EE39)
t}. Refinitiv Eikon Hle]Eu#|e] 2o = R&D
expenditure®, 71¥¢] A% Thomson Reuters

oA T A,

sttt Eikon Hlo|ElHlo] e HA4s] thefsta 2 AFEE 2 9tk (Shakil, 2021; Duque-CGrisales
AR 71 A5E st o, gAY AT & Aguilera-Caracuel, 2021).
AEE HFHoR AHgsta gitk(Shakil, 2021).
(Table 1) ZE7|9| MFAA
4 7195
A 7ha ARA AR 114
)8} 66
2%, 39 48
Adeld, 54714 16
A% A7)
JuE
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3.2.2 YR

1) ESG ¥

ESG ¥} E3t Refinitiv Eikon dlo]E#o]x
AA AlFete A4E AHEstT Eikone 68714
] 27 (Environmental), 62 7FA¢] A}3](Social),
az]a 567F419] A2 (Corporate Governance)
AR5 AHEtA 0edlA 10071419 HF H4E =
Z3|AtH(Refinitiv Eikon Datastream, 2020b).
Refinitv Eikon®] ESG $% A#e vt gl
Ne 7P A mrt #& ARE AFHAA @4 7t
 oiEH 02 AR 3L Sl A|3Erh(Shakil, 2021).

2) BSG 43 7=

ESG A% s=wl e MgdFo A Jdd A 2
o] 7199 % F= 7149 Al ESG 442 At
o]F 7|wte s 2]l &< (spline function)&
AHESte] 02 7IEo 2 AES T/ HgR
Ath(Greve, 2003b). 719<] Atg]4 &
710l &3 AR Aol ESG A#e] ¥
FotaL, 23 GAE 99 FE2 7199
ESG A#9] exponentially weighted moving
average® A&t =&t FAACR, 9%

53¢ T F4e e 2o,

o2

MY S

o~
T
o

l‘

o

Mol dr

HAl‘t = a ESGH + (J—GJ)HAH
SAi = %~ ESGy/ (N-1)
A = agHA; + (1- az)SA;

te 428 9vlsta, 9 j= 7195 9nle.
ar= A7 ESG Al Foig 7545 o],
719 E°] dvigt A ESG AT vl FE4
HolEt(Baum & Dahlin, 2007). ax= A8 4

1420

. utebA 7hsA] el 0 F-H
1744 0.1¢] 2AZ S7H1A 7F4 log likelihood
7} E& FAE B8kt (Schumacher et al, 20203
Jiang & Holburn, 2018). ¥ % & 714 &
dao] =Idd 7eA= a = 0.6, ao = 0.3 22

=Z HAd.
3.2.3 AW

1) A5 2

7199 AT 7199 FAkkeel & (Return
on Assets - ROA)Z AAsttt. FAEolY
&2 Preolds FANCR AEdhe AR, 7
A BHAA ALk £ FEd drh B4R
AHEBIRA =7 YE = Al EoltH(Kwak & Park,
2021). B3 Aol && 71 7F Hlavt &0l
atal(Greve, 2003b), FHAC= T2 AF4 A
et de] 719 AT Fxo 2 UisA W
sk (Park, 2007). 18jx A7 3=
ANE 7 dEH o= AHEH A Fo|tHGreve,
2003b: Chen & Miller, 2007; Posen et al,
2018: Cheng et al, 2022) ROA X3t Refinitiv
Eikon dlo|Hu#o]2dfA AlFEe A52, B7]E
ol /FAAto = A E ATt

L

a=)

3.2.4 AW
D 714t

71949] 7} Fase] Fe

O
[¢]
3 719l F A9 gl Ad =aE
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2) 71994
7199 dEE A7) fal SAAE-7I99 A
Ao 2ol 5 S AT

3) FEApnt
714e] FRARte] T e

WA e B

317] Y3l Refinitiv Eikonol|A] Intangible Asset

Aeg et

4) Prlzele]
199l Bl ool T 95 AL 9L

EA1317] Y8 Refinitiv Eikon©l4 Net income

3.3 ZEAMY

+ d72aE e volHY SAs 7L Y
o 3 dolHe 719 1t ‘?l‘fﬁ- 2o & 7} 71
el Ak ®skE AFE 4 vk 7ME At

71 A, 2B & 2d3 %‘@:Eﬂr 2dS A8
Y3l k27 2% (Hausman Test)E 283},

ol
o

Mrooy
1 & Ho

AT p (001 ALAIA FePn
] Ao ¥ 97l 49
J A9 A9 2z 43,

v, & o

4.1 71=8A

71ESA Aot M
2yl = 5 ik A3tet 71”:1—0 &
TE A9 YA, T
AHBAZE 7V #=9ke}. SHAINE variance inflation
factor (VIF) A5< 34 VIF 71 25 doj7t
2 FUFLE T3] FAe TAEA skt

92 wewr gge S M BT tR TR T mo)
719TtR 6912 12650 1
37109 2.22E+08 2.06E+09 0.261 1
ESG A} 31.21 19.93 0471 0.104 1
ArE 2.86E+08 1.31E+09 0.156  0.059  0.147 1
A7) 142E+08 3.11E+08 0621  0.178 0294  0.032 1
T LIGE+10 3.18E+10 0.644  0.341 0254 0229  0.758 1
FRRegE -0.008 0.228 0.098 0178  0.09  0.027  0.034  0.038 1
71997 26.99 30.01 0276 0112 0197  0.047 0263 0214  0.102 1
ESG ) 0 3.891 7.095 0.379 0098 0844 0216 0287 0297  0.044  0.192 1
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(Table 3) 277K 3|17 EAM 23} (Fixed Effects)

Variables Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Sp -0.02* -0.024** -0.009
e (0.011) (0.011) (0.087)
; 0.333** 0.323*** 0.287*
& 2l A}
A (0.103) (0.101) (0.101)
-0.066 -0.096 -0.078
o
L (0.081) (0.08) (0.082)
0.078 0.078 0.063
|
7149 (0.075) (0.082) (0.082)
. -0.03 -0.04 0.08
ES A
erpelel & 0.111) (0.11) 0.111)
ESG 47 0.001 0.001
(@< o]ah) (0.002) (0.002)
ESG A7} 0.012%** 0.015***
(g o)) (0.004) (0.004)
-0.108***
o e A Abzo] 2] 8 :
ESG (g@¥rold)»Faiteeld& (0.026)
Constant -0.23 -0.381 -3.75
s (0.829) (0.909) (4.22)
Observations 456 456 456
474 R? 0.61 0.63 0.63
*p (01, " pC.05, Fp(.1
ESG AIHEY 5 o)) AlEre] 24 g3 B0 A3 B (Table

(Table 4><>ML ESG wﬂ} H] &0

s A9E HalFy 9}, o] 2FE nRA 2

ESG A3HEH +3 ohe F(+)9 9&S 1|

A1 Y, p(.01 FFAA 93 237} =25

Aoz 7 27k AR Y. &, ESG A3 4
_"

Bad FEu 271845 9 5330 gol

12311
T H

1422

3) 2 3614 2 % sith. BSG ATHL Y 57 o
%)Q}*XP‘ o]9&¢] 2 F¥e] Avke= p(.001
FFAA Fosta FA (-) Al Wekes Holn 7pA
301 AAFHAT, =, AF AR Skt
FET & ESG A7 dhE EEd A
g ko] ZolEthe= Holt}
A5 g 22 Av FH A3 ww,
(Table 4)o|x¢] =gl 304 & &

N
1} (oau} 2z o] 9} FA ol & 24 59
791

o T
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(Table 4) olgt s|72M Al (Fixed Effects)
Variables Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
o]l 0.333% 0.3 0.363°
(0.078) (0.011) (0.086)
) 2.345*** 9.338%** 9312
& 2} Ak
FRA (0.285) (0.282) (0.281)
~1.065%** 1.143%* 1147
[e3] o
e (0.205) (0.203) (0.203)
0.19 0.326 0.284
- . . .
714 (0.318) (0.316) (0.316)
-0.486 0.04 0.195
ZAA 0] 0l 8 . . .
el (0.498) 0.11) (0.511)
ESG A3 0.006 0.006
(A2 ola}) (0.006) (0.006)
RSG A7 0.039*** 0.043%**
(A2 o4 (0.011) (0.012)
ESG (8945019 5A4040]9) % 167
(0.1)
Comstant -0.369 -0.967 -0.849
(0.928) (0.934) (0.934)
Observations 456 456 456
4 R? 0.17 0.19 0.19

ipl01, T p 05, p(ll

7149 AF A
ESG A7}t 134 1 1] %]
AAZItE Aot

=
[N
rhu

& =i &9 7IdA T 24 s SAlAA 2
Pa & A3 v= Aol 2] ESG A3 B3l e
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=

rlo

oX,
_E_
o e
o
>
B[l
=
o
Y

u}

1=
K

i AN o
I
Y
ol
&
e "

2o ol ol
ro 2

Ate &3 [
718 E d& 29shke 297}
AE & BSG A3t 29
A %BE el AANA B

i, ESG Mri q ?5} zd gHoR 799 Ak
A7A, 223 +9E

%9

ESG ”JJr sewat 7199 A Ao 24 &
% EAAE THEE A7 Ukt BT A3

o h2d, 714 AT A2t S7tEes BSG 4
HeMFH o= Pes AT o] A=
ESG B3t A A7t & o 578 wod e 23]
o 84 &5& 7elsta 7199 d Ade &
exploitation ﬂ?r Mzd +& Qtn 2o g
T AFANE *37 v =wo] g4 g i o}
et & U}Ohﬂ k=
3 BAT ,ﬂ_g_o].q.

e Ao M2 7|9 Edete it A
oS & =

ﬁ

mZOLJH
4o ool L

X
=

it} :134“ %0, ol

odt
ox
>,
i)
N,
ol
N

el

b

éﬂ = u
&

=g
o] JH(Cyert & March, 1963; Iyer & Miller,
2008; Chen & Miller, 2007). °] J& ESG A
I} _\'ﬂEHﬂjq. El—}\ﬂ gzl y_ng‘;u_o— LLH H Oi—‘l-Loﬂ}\ﬂ
7 13 29 YEo2 gelE A 131‘/} 7199
AT At S7tEes E9esit 52 ESG
A7 WA gAag) 74 galo] njx] = 93

-
odd
o

N
N
l->
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38
_ﬁ
o
ruﬁ
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r
N
s
o
o
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e
ofN
o _1\-11
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B

S 1¥
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o
—

2 719 Wl 5%
ol 7199 AF
& 7hs ek Aot J_Oﬂ
n] 71 Wl &8 QA B
EH I A A A Ho
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F_,'_]ﬂ

Em ¥ A}gax

r &2
£

o
)
)

[ed
it L

31
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>
0
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Lu & Fang, 2013). wa}A],
ESG 371 71dellA o A Agstes
A% 135S 8 Z2ert gt w3 BIG ATt
AR A3t 247 o| g Al FFE vl

A 7\]:——1 e H = % 37} slom, ofgf g A=

ol
-
N
)
T,
I
rlo

AE *é‘jéi% T U T MAYSe] 2 Jler
Helt}, w3t 7199 724, AujA 4o od 2
44 O% gyxer ggsE=AE ESG AP
A ghE He] #AE B AAe] AR = 5 3
= Aot

5.2, sHE &

=

o
oo

£ o

= A7 A F 7K dAE 73 st AR
+ tolHel Aol Refinitiv Eikon %3]
& dolguwo] 2olx]wt ¥ thekdt A&
gat7] el thgFet vlolE AxE ALESt T %
4249 dolHE ?%‘3}5 740] 99 }r/} E}C’ka
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of %714, ARlH, Z3H4 Aol dofA A7t 7t
T Wl dasith. Bk WY, 3% Wy

o ArelA e 9, aHAE 8744, A4
Al gt A= & =74& Holdel o] Zo

)

[>

{u

rr

N
2o

= o

od ok
oz o r

o,
et
o ol
_?E
=
%0
rr
luj
o2
=
ot
o
Tl
an St
o rr
Mo 2
-
rr
N,

& B ATE 7199 9 FES URAR 9y
Aoz Yro] Ay} ol FEg ety
1

appropriation) & o] A4S AP, o)A
# ESGATE 7199 A AL

=
¢ AT /19PFI B} 24501 2L

g
T B AT 2ol A7t o] dtske A B
Cheng et al.(2022)9] A9} 2o S
sfute] Wgg Albsto], A2k Wk (strategic
orientation) &2 & a7} . A 71YGo]

—r
N
=
ik
ol
o

PN
&
ste ARt 4 2371 2 4 vk (Hennart &
Park, 1993: Maekelburger et al, 2012). o]%
A 719e] EEste theFgt Wgo] 7|de] Ql4she
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