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Abstract

This article takes A-share listed companies in China from 2016 to 2020 as a sample to study the
relationship between corporate social responsibility and corporate risk. The results show that
actively taking social responsibility by enterprises can reduce their risk level, and compared to
state-owned enterprises, non-state-owned enterprises taking social responsibility has a greater
impact on reducing enterprise risk. Further dividing corporate social responsibility into inter-
nal corporate social responsibility and external corporate social responsibility, it was found
that taking on internal corporate social responsibility has a greater impact on reducing corpo-
rate risk.
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BEE PRURA R PRBRIS Y. AN w A B i) AN IO, e SE T RESE R R IS B T2 1)
ek, WA AR B G H A AE TIRZIRI 5. 2004 EHA E 43R L 21 (UNGC) I H ESG 5%
&, WS RNUMTE AT ROR BRI, MU B 5580, 18 BT AL 7R 3R 5% (Environmental) |
#t-2x(Social) 175 2 (Governance) /7 H I R BUWE N E B F R . REWEZBESFEKEA, & ‘a5
ANGFHRHRZH, #i5L T HRHIRERS, JREZ R — 0l sz, fEASA
RANEILAE” o fEX— RIIMSEREELE MRS, RS SRR R RIS, REFHH
R 2 1) BT A R SR A ST o (EIAE R O S TR R R — FE A B
CEERT . R AL S TUT RN E R, X R A S T A A A 2 E
B, BERTRERRARfENL. T A, kR A a4k 2 SR B AT B DR EAE G, 4
KAt 2 TE AT e 2 FEE R KRS, B SRR . A4 s Rl AR A& d 4 2 5t
T2 T 2 FRARAR Y B 1 XU 7K1 2

MEATHRKRE, BN IMEE LR IR RTE R — B 07058 BRI e . XU
BRI 2 AH DG BRI B R, IR R A 2 S TR & 7 . 1L, ARSI 4R 2 A
RHE BV RIFRR[L], ATE G SREN T A . Al o 2255 G PR IR, 0T ARG AR I P JXURS: = 2B A
Wi [2]5 T 55— 40 2 WA TR HR AU 2 Pr R A R, YO R IR 2 5 T —
For A HR A R AL SR BRI HE S AT A, b A T A= S B BRI A58 4k 5%
77, SEINARM 0 KU [3] 6 K2 1) 0 R AN — BUBR 1) 7 5% AR HH A 22 AT 2 7= AR A B 5 R IGR. B
DIFESLELSE AR S 50N, WA AR A 2 S AR i sgm, T S & st sl
TR TUEREAARLE, UK SEBAHCHI B, M rmmaE KR BEA TR L.

KPR G ZH R BB R E T SR, IR A B A At 2 9T TS
Al XS 2 T 9% &R, R AR W RO 238 =30 AT e i, A aRBdE kI, FET BN E
Ji AR B B VYRS A R SR RNAZE R brs 28 i/ REh i 5 BR, MESAR SRRt 4iie,
TR B 70 28510 ARV £ FEAS H A L R JE 7R 1

2. BRSHSHMRERIL
2.1. e REMAI R B X R

b A2 SRR AR VAR QG R W AR AR SUE R RIS, IR RN BERIR L 7 22 S5
AR DU A S AH O BEAR M BT YL A B 18 A M R UL, A MV AR AR A A 2 TR A B T Al AN
B RM AR RE L RIFHIRFR, DAV RISC RAES A . R — ok, R B S2E RO
gk, A efHZROTE, I HERABHSTUE, Proldl it & SoERIUIEF, kA2 gk
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UGS o HARARIHAL S SRR AL AR AW R [ 255 1, BB 2 SRR S, R A 1%
2 BRI S5 RO AR 2, AT B A R AL Mﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁh%zmm{ EARFRRESE,
BhAioll MHEBE 5 T A AR 22 U 55 B0, PR ALk AR Rk B3 20 OK T [4] [5], 32 Ak BOxt U i RE 7T o 1k
AR ASHAL 2 DT, S IRTHE S X A I I MﬁﬁMﬁ%%ﬁAﬂ#WMGL,ﬁ%%
I ST TR A i o R R A AR [6] PR Aok (2 8 W N B Bl XU o

MO B R AR (0 A BEOR UL, A AR JEAT A S ST T DA AR — b “OREE” , RERE AR S m F 1F
i AP, Ak B2 BB SN o RO A AR AR EE A 2 BT AR S A Al SRS T B AN 7S 2
AU LR ZEAHRE E A Al 32 20 b T fa i S S B RS SE L, S AR O 2 18 fa i 7 A
R PR S5 T b B BEANE IR AR AHSCHE I A, AT R G i 2R Ak (2 ma [ 7], 54
MAESERLAH R R ) fiE

ST BRI, AR AR A 2 A DT B T8 MU U, 38 PT AR A O R A= (R KU X i
Ak BT RUR R EE K St ppty, i PR RS . £R 6 i, ASCER B 1

HL: AR R I AL 2 SR RE R BRAR L X AT

22. FEIFIENMRT, tlHSfESELRKZERXR

MR L A A BUE B A AS ], 3 b AT 2 o A Al AR A Al A TR EA A, Atk
%Iﬁﬁﬂm ARFIRPERT, EEOREA LA ISR AT 2 ()[R, 2R BYE SR R M5, 7Kl
T, HATRY, AR TUEREA ML SRR dr. B ARG LT e 1T IA B EOK
HAx, WAEE G250, AEE 2 030, A SEE 5 ARG 1 =EE A AL 2 AR
& B SR G B RO L K25 HAARR UE At 2 SHE R EATIRDL, Frb AR EA AT H 23S
Xl B B AR, AR E A Ak XS . B ok — B L BRI, A& TS TUERA
RRVEH B, FrUMERSERIET, AEAA S AEEE A LA TR S STER, A0 TR
[ AT A A B R 2 B o At 3 S50 A b AR A A 2 A0 IR [ AT A T RE 50 AR A il I
AR GRE RN, AR RS 2:

H2: JARE A il AR T A 2 5T AT H XSS (R AR A FH LU A il AR FE A 2 5 A XU R AR A R

3. Rt
3.1 HARIEESHEIERR

AL 2016~2020 = AR F El A B BT A BB FREA . il XU F A B e DA R 42 i) A2 = 5504 ok
H ERZHEZE, a2 5T Rk BRI . [F A TR 7T 45 1 Bl A %S e/ Rn
RS VIEREA AT T a0 S AL EE: (1) RS RIS AT A i sp AN R 2T HE, IR A SC 5 Bk 4
AR B ARIREAR; (2) 51k ST & ST* R LW ARFEAR; 3) HREIEALM LT ARIFEA; (4) NTE
) AR it AL R A 25 SR A, AR AR o ) A IR SR AR AT 1% A1 99% 7K - 4T Winsirize 45 FEALHE
A5 EFEAR 10,453 1.
3.2. ZTEME
3.2.1. IR

b SR B R WA — o DU A T 3 OB i Jal, R P I S A oA 2 38 sh s b ok

BN RS B — R A B s R, RS R sh e br kA A XK . A0S
25 TS5 (2016) [8]45 FH H AU 25 28 10 5 B2 b v 22 SR Al i Ao lk XU o
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AT O 425 5T AF VP20 SR B A b i AL 2 AR B AT IS Ol o AT AR _F 117 2 =) A A 14 A
VARG A S, WRARTHE. 5 Lo E. ERIRT . &P A B 9T (E . MR DR A4 22 5t
AE AN TT THI#AT %52, ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁ?kwﬁ%ﬁ&-é&%’éﬁﬁ@ﬂ%H:WIJ BEMAS BRI . B,
A2 BRI o

323 EHTE

KB4 R 2E(2015) [9]. BUNEZE(2015) [10]HIFFT, SeBUAS VAR (Size). Ak %5 7= 47 i 2
(Lev). Mk FIfE JI(ROA) V&S B4 1% i & LL 2 (Cash) LA S £ b il K A% (Growth) 7E Azl A5 & . Fr
A A E U 1.

Table 1. Variable definition and measurement

R1. TEEXSNE

3¢ RIS A5
Al AU Risk FIAN BB A 5 PR P o o 22
At TiE CSR In CRIFRA g ll A 22 54T S A557)
A b F AR Size In (FEAR BT ™)
TR Lev Bfilt A B 7 A
Al £ R fE ROA B LB T B AR
LEW SRR LE Cash LEPAFI SRS BE = B
A KA Growth BT B B K AN
4. HRBIGE
N TR BRI, ASSTAE S LR R SCER, A B R
Risk; = a, + ,CSR; _; + yControl,  + Industry_Effects + Year_Effects + &, , (1)

Hrb Control M5l B4, AIRMFIEL(Size). M E = FfiZ(Lev). I FIRE /1 (ROA)Z 5428
B N 7B R A AR N A ) R, A SR b 2 TR (CSR) B J5 — HAAL R . [F] sf A ST i)
TATAL ANy T e 220 45 RGN RE M o &, BENLIRZE o S0 AY BEAT R, R SR P ] 5 2R Y
BATAS T RIS A b S5 0 2250 45 S e, 78 [R] U H SR AR A v 1%
5. SCIEER DR
5.1. RSt

32 RPTA BRI IR MG g5 B gk R R L AU (Risk) AR #E ZE 0.009, /N FHHE 0.027,
Tt WA S Y B e 1 AR 1 LU T . Ak A 2 TTATR(CSR)IFIME N 3.024, i AIE Jekg sk, RIRIE
AV 2 AT BAT R B AR Ak, B A /ME 0.148 I RAE 4.276 FHZERR, Ut B IR E Al AR HH k2> T4 T
I AR R ZE

5.2. XMSHT
N T Wik 2 B R B A SIS R, A SO BN REAT TR, SR WEE 3 PR, W]
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LIE HAEA RS AR R G D0 Al 2 STAR(CSR) A Mk XU (Risk) Y 2 L AE 1% K77 T &2
NG YD R IHAL 2 TR RS FRAR B 5 0 KUK o AR AR B8] A AR O SR BCHT L AL/

Z B VRIS s T E KR T VIF ¥ME 8 1.44, Frff AR T Z KK+ VIF 35/ T 2505 5
810, Frbh, ASCEOEMBEMECN G, MNMEEMER 2 HILLA R -
Table 2. Descriptive statistical results of variables
2. TEMWMAMEITER
e ¥IE HRA L i w/ME IZIN|
Risk 0.027 0.026 0.009 0.012 0.070
CSR 3.024 3.110 0.606 0.148 4.276
Size 22.507 22.330 1.333 20.077 26.538
Lev 0.416 0.411 0.194 0.060 0.865
ROA 0.048 0.041 0.054 -0.153 0.221
Cash 0.151 0.121 0.111 0.011 0.554
Growth 1.956 1.586 1.210 0.824 7.998
Table 3. Correlation coefficient analysis
3. EXEREBHH
Risk CSR Size Lev ROA Growth
Risk 1.0000
CSR -0.1947" 1.0000
Size -0.3662"" 0.1900™" 1.0000
Lev -0.1415™"  -0.0747" 0.5576""" 1.0000
ROA 0.0228™ 0.3285™" -0.0545™"  -0.3622"" 1.0000
Cash 0.1385™" 0.1342"" -0.2069™"  -0.3163"" 0.2515™"
Growth 0.2553"" -0.0103 -0.4102""  -0.3506"" 0.2914™ 0.2242"" 1.0000

5.3. EAETHHr

FEARMELRING 4 Fi. A SCERIEE AR AR T kAt 2 5T AR 2 7] (1) 56 F SR BHIE
B 1. HEE 4 AT LIS AREAS T kAt 2 52 (CSR) Ak XU (Risk) 2 18] () [8] V5 2 $0v—0.0013, H.7E
1% KPR 3, R AR AR 12 TR B SRR FEAR AL XS, B 1 A58 THE. A TR
iﬂ?ﬁi& 2, ARCAEEFEARILIRAN R A BUER 40 1 A AR EA AV, EA R A

2 AR (CSR) AV KU (Risk) I 121 U 22 $04-0.0008, 7€ 1%7K°F R &%, AEEAG M4kt &5t
fE(CSR) Ak KUK (Risk) (I 7]V R %0CN—-0.0014, H7E 1%/KF F R, JEEHA A R 4x%HE tE
AN KRB L SR, XR, AT EAA A, JEEA AR A R 2 T AT KU B A
MR, Rk 2 15 215000E .
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Table 4. Basic regression results

4. BAREVELER

ES(EZN EA JeEH il
Risk Risk Risk
CSR -0.0013™" -0.0008™" -0.0014™"
(-8.73) (-4.23) (-7.18)
Size -0.0024™" -0.0016™ -0.0025™"
(-5.48) (—2.46) (—4.46)
Lev 0.0001 0.0037" -0.0011
(0.08) (1.89) (-0.64)
0.0108™" 0.0096™ 0.0101™
ROA (4.32) (2.28) (3.34)
Cash 0.0109™ 0.0012 0.0145™"
(6.40) (0.54) (6.60)
0.0007" 0.0017" 0.0003
Growth (5.30) (9.01) (1.52)
c 0.0836"" 0.0621"" 0.0871""
(8.41) (4.14) (7.00)
Industry_Effects YES YES YES
Year_Effects YES YES YES
N 10453 4071 6382
R? 0.3496 0.3253 0.3823

VLT TTRIREZEMEKCE N 10%. 5% 1%; FEENANT GitE, FHE.

5.4. REMRE
54.1. BRERTENEEIERE

HEAIE ESG PR M T A VAL 22 SR AT G B 3 —Fh 07 20, ANHE AT & Ak ESG RILIIFRFRAHLL,
HEAIE ESG fRArH A BRI, R A B AT AR B DUASCHEE T R ARIE ESG 1358
AR AV A 2% T AEAR 73 R AT B AEA ARV AL 2 TR B AT G HUREAT R 2387, 5 H 45 e 5 Fos .
FE A REA [B] 4 b Alb k2> 57 AF (CSR) R AL XU (Risk) 22 1] () [V 2 B0N—0.0021, 78 1%7KF R i3,
75 EA MV AEA L A Al 4125 53T (CSR) Rl XU (Risk) I [E1 )5 &2 %50°8-0.0020, 7E 1%/KF R EE; dE
I Ak 21 A il 4 23 54T (CSR) il KU (Risk) I [E1 VA R B0A-0.0022, 1E 1%/KF N2 . BRI
WAHEEAR BN —50,  BIA AR ARSE A 2 SR RO PR AIC L AR K, HARE A A AR E 4 22 SRR Al
DRI PR FEEARATE P LG A Ao, 8 A AR SC AR &5 SR A R 1k

Table 5. Regression results of replacing corporate social responsibility measurement indicators
5. Bl HLFEESERHEEFER

EFEAR E A ik AEEA
Risk Risk Risk
ESG -0.0021"" -0.0020"" -0.0022""
(-7.24) (-5.30) (-5.18)
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Continued
Size -0.0010™" -0.0012" -0.0010™
(-3.13) (-1.89) (-2.51)
Lev 0.0040™" 0.0051"" 0.0027"
(3.77) (2.92) (2.00)
0.0023 0.0043 0.0014
ROA (1.06) (1.16) (0.56)
Cash -0.0001 -0.0007 0.0002
(-0.05) (-0.41) (0.16)
0.0014™ 0.0019™" 0.0011™
Growth (12.71) (10.95) (8.11)
c 0.0471™ 0.0510™" 0.0467™
(6.40) (3.61) (5.49)
Industry_Effects YES YES YES
Year_Effects YES YES YES
N 9100 3874 5226
R? 0.3915 0.3477 0.4366

5.4.2. REMKIS

PR (L) AR AEFERE BT R b R (IR 2%, DRI AR SC R A R T A7 R 8 i 0 A0 7 A ) P A
PRI, ASSCHE N R R T B AR ok A v 1% P AR 1 ) A

HhFRA B BT I A F TR I BUR B . A 2B DL GE R IR AR L i, JLR R AL & 5t
TR R SRAR TR, BT DAIR]— X3 Ao lh 1 41 2 ST R ILME 5 B A 4 2 THER B, (HIF
BSF [5] — DX sl ) Al 2 T AT R ISSE FEAS S 56 B A A b 1) RS K, i AR S B ] — [X sk ) £l
H4E 2 BT R IS ME(CSR_Location)fE A T EAFE, S8 Cai 55(2015) [11]MHF5E, CAVEM MR T [F—Hs
20T (1 Al 2 SR VPR AT 20 4 B B E R A B

%6 N THARMEIAG R, SFEAREIEAYS, M BHSHRIRE R NTIL), Bt
22 TAERIL(CSR) 5 A — X 3 Al 4 2 57 AF 418 (CSR_Location) (Y 2 %A 0.2102, 7E 1%/KF FR#, £
BARAAAESS T A ., T HARR S B a g Bang) Q) Frn, k2 53T (CSR) A 4l RS
(Risk)Z [A] ] 2% N—0.0076, 7E 1%/K°F F 35, AR RIHAE 2 TATAIIR AL 06 PR A b XU . AT £
MR FIE EAG A2 0 5 — B B A 45 AR R AR 55 T H AR &l {1, FLEE P Beml A 45 BARAIE B 1
HXFF A A, JEEA Al RS A 2 AT Al RS I BRARREFE K. 45 b, ARSCR&s L L fa it
(7, TETE P AR 1) RS 2 e A S 4G i

Table 6. Regression results of instrumental variable method
F 6. TATEXEIFER

ES(EVN ESR SRS JEE A il
F—BrB B F—BrB i 192 B 5B
CSR Risk CSR Risk CSR Risk
. 0.2102™ 0.1807"" 0.2286™"
CSR_Location (7.07) (3.85) (5.93)
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Continued

- -0.0076™" -0.0068™" -0.0072™"

(-5.59) (-2.62) (—4.80)

Size 0.3261™" -0.0003 0.2504™" -0.0001 0.3650™" -0.0003

(7.52) (-0.43) (3.57) (-0.13) (6.61) (-0.38)

Lev -0.8067"" -0.0053™" -0.9658™" -0.0020 -0.7160™" -0.0056

(-5.80) (—2.85) (-3.22) (-0.59) (—4.88) (-2.62)
ROA -0.1816 0.0096™" -0.3068 0.0070 -0.1664 0.0093™"

(-0.79) (3.32) (-0.60) (1.48) (-0.65) (2.68)
Cash 0.0322 0.0113™ 0.3293" 0.0031 -0.0983 0.0142"™

(0.34) (6.35) (1.89) (1.23) (-0.86) (6.23)

Growth -0.0013 0.0007™ -0.0252 0.0015™" 0.0109 0.0003"

(-0.13) (4.85) (-1.18) (7.03) (0.98) (1.73)
c —4.1291™" 0.0608™" —4.6595™" 0.0341" -5.0551"" 0.0607""

(-3.71) (4.86) (-3.14) (1.73) (-3.76) (4.01)

Industry_Effects YES YES YES YES YES YES

Year_Effects YES YES YES YES YES YES

N 10388 10388 4065 4065 6323 6323

R? 0.0916 0.1954 0.0816 0.0961 0.1116 0.2862

5.5. Ht—H o4

b A S TS 2 AN YERE I P2, BT B8 10 354N 48 FE 1 P 25 ] RE 2 X il KRS 72 A2 A [ fA) 5
T LAAS ST R SRt Al 4k 2 SRR 90 A 3 2 T AR RN AL 2 54T, 20 BT 723X PR A 25 ST AR 4l
R BRI . BRI 2 5 12 18 T E 3445 (2019) [12], IEBCAR TR A T 3ATRI 20 AW B AL A £ 54T

=Z N

(ESG_N), LN R« 25 7RIV 2 8 A a8 DTAE  IAEE 54T DL A At 23 DA 23 A B AR b At 22 TTAR(ESG_W)
RENP RS R a3 7 fis.

Table 7. Dimensional analysis of the impact of corporate social responsibility on corporate risk

F* 7. PHEE SRS TAER A X E R

1) @)
Risk Risk
-0.0041™"
ESG_N (-10.68)
-0.0003™
ESG_ W £2.19)
Size -0.0021™" -0.0026™"
(=3.76) (-4.71)
Lev -0.0018 -0.0003
(-1.02) (-0.19)
0.0266™" 0.0231™"
ROA (7.17) (6.20)
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Continued
Cash 0.0148™" 0.0144™"
(7.12) (6.76)
Gt o oo0e”
c 0.0848™" 0.0864™"
(6.97) (6.96)
Industry_Effects YES YES
Year_Effects YES YES
N 8213 8213
R? 0.3638 0.3483

Al U (Risk) 5 A B AL 4123 TTAE(ESG_N) ) R #05-0.0041, 1 1%KF ERE, S4Bt Tt
fE(ESG_W)HI[EH R A-0.0003, 7F 5%7KF L. HBUX—45 R0 K AT AEAE T B AR A0 51 TR Ak
BRI, AR A T SRR, SR IEARR G T2 5 40l H 8 A =28 1A,
NI BRI AL A B, BRI AL AU . T HER RS 257 R 23 S0 s T IR R A DG, A
AR ARAT T TRATIT X Al 1 B U (B AR e 158 LD B DAKE T BERAR AR b XU PR B 7 3 A1 o

6. HRERERR
6.1. WL

ASCEHN 2016~2020 EFRE A B LT AT INBETUREA, T AV AR AL 2 TR A KUK I . BiF
FORI: M ARR AR 2 ST AR BRI AR K, AR TEA Y, JEEA ka2 TR H A
W PR BE K e AR IBEAT 1 B bl At S SUE AT S FR AR A0 N AR VER SR Mg g0 e, Eikasie
SRR E AT . B0, A SCR A AE 25T N IRl 2 SRR AT A AL 2 50, R A&
PR b A 2 AT Al RS PR B ARG FH SR T A AR R A Al A 2 B AT X Al RS PR FRAEC A P o

6.2. B7R

6m"ﬁﬂﬁiﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁ,fmﬁﬁﬁAﬁﬁ

R R YAV AR AR SH AL 2 SRR S RE U8 PR AR L XS AT, BT B s K . B
uﬁkfﬁiﬁﬁxAEMEﬁ,ﬂﬁ% At TR E EEGIE, PR IEAE S TT4E. BRI B
TR B AL S TUERR, RTHEBBMER UK. BFOVEBEEE A — LRSI, Hak it
RIUESE G20 — Ak AL 2 THESTSUF IR JoE PR, Al B 4R 2 ST R
G, AL 2 TR EATIRDUAUAF o F 5 AN — A b i T BB o), X & SR AT
RO 2R Ak AL S SRR AT SRS DL AR B, T AR 2 S i O3 TARMRHAE 2 5T
e A E R G R BT 3, R A AE S TUER B L A B ARrh, iR E S S bt e 5t
EHSHIE, Rk & SRR RPN A A e R L, i) B H AT AT A Al At 2 ST AR ),
ISt B Ak H 2 g s s
6.2.2. BN S RMB AWM STRIERESIE

H T A A AN R FE A Al AR SH AR 2 ST B S RS KT B BRARAE T 2 A —FER . BT CABURFAE S
A AR 2 SRS, BN AN [ SR AR R ) E AR B . ok A A, ORI 20 2 e K
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A TEMIE S, A E A S SRCE A . ERSIEEA L, BUFN ISR, T
T AL S TR AR Ak, AT4 SRR S BUR SR, ST A2 SR I (K AR E AT ol B
AT AT

6.2.3. R BEANERLS, HEahdlEIBHSTE

AV AR A 22 TTRAR K — 370 SR R R R A AR AL 22 5T, RES SR 2AH R L RIF R R, M
M ARAFTE Z AR T A A AT IR . TR AR S A DG T 23 . AR RS R i 7 = RS, Al
PR 2 TN T A G R AR, RS AFMRIAE S TE, H SR 252 3] — 2 14
F, FTCANAZILFEK S, HEShA b ARIRAE S T, ELin iy B R SE ) S, ] LR R W S A A 2
FATFRIL R AL RS s SR E RTINS BAT B U N 2 bR, M
M {538 A VAR AR A 22 T4
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