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Table 1 The ranking of de facto controllers and the change of firms’ media coverage

Ranking: 1 ~200 Ranking ; 201 ~400 Ranking : 401 ~600
In( News + ) In( News — ) In( News + ) In( News — ) In( News + ) In( News — )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Ly -0.033 0. 043 0. 008 0. 055 -0.047 -0. 101
(-0.316) (0.592) (0.103) (0.770) (-0.543) ( -1.290)

Ly, 0. 052 0.128 0.073 -0.005 0.010 -0.058
(0. 444) (1.467) (0.929) ( -0.070) (0.112) (-0.783)

Lisy | 0.183 0.213** -0.015 0.019 0. 046 -0.028
(1.564) (2.503) (-0.171) (0.262) (0.535) (-0.376)

Listy 0.390 *** 0.327 *** 0.123 0. 069 0.118 0. 081
(3.063) (3.637) (1.351) (0.896) (1.272) (1.097)

Lty 0.303 ** 0.379 *** 0. 098 0. 158 ** 0.135 0.109
(2.263) (4.115) (1.038) (2.058) (1.350) (1.367)

Listr, 0.257* 0.364 " 0.111 0.233*** 0.143 0. 096
(1.868) (3.684) (1.102) (2.930) (1.418) (1.228)

Listy., 0.273* 0.402 ** 0.158 0.175** 0. 124 0. 080
(1.830) (4.009) (1.498) (2.117) (1.147) (1.005)

List s 0.331 " 0.345*** 0. 164 0.149 0.137 0. 052
(2.250) (3.183) (1.418) (1.790) (1.154) (0.645)

. 0.295*** 0.170*** 0.303 *** 0.164 " 0.273*** 0. 145"
(11.265) (7.326) (12.122) (7.454) (10.692) (6.450)
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Table 1 Continues
Ranking : 1 ~200 Ranking : 201 ~400 Ranking : 401 ~ 600
In( News + ) In( News - ) In( News + ) In( News - ) In( News + ) In( News - )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
-0.278 *** -0. 060 -0.294 """ -0.054 -0.190 " -0.007
e (-3.124) (-0.811) (-3.380) (-0.750) (-2.249) (-0.096)
TR 0.025 " 0.024 " 0.031 *** 0.025 "~ 0.030 """ 0.024 "~
(6.774) (7.418) (8.608) (7.796) (8.087) (6.948)
ROA 0.381 """ -0.587 " 0.385 """ -0.564 """ 0.480 """ -0.502 """
(3.071) (-5.169) (3.190) (—4.993) (4.077) (-4.445)
- -4.311 """ -2.283 """ —4.485""" -2.154 7" -3.889 """ —-1.749 "
(=7.750) (—4.598) (-8.502) (-4.616) (=7.202) (-3.688)
A B2 [V 5 0 sl £t il il ik il
O T [ R AR el £t il il ik il
F1H 18. 398 11.914 17.876 11.925 16. 458 10. 155
T R 0. 663 0.582 0. 659 0.567 0. 655 0. 565
FEA R 15993 15993 16 107 16 107 15 813 15 813
T U RSB RIS KN 1% 5% 10% 155 R RN R 2 RIS R 19 o ff, TR

4.3 {REFHILE

AN RE T BRI 255
W AR, FIRBR A PR R PR T TR MR 2, A SCR
fi ] 4553 PR ( propensity score matching, PSM) A
A~ EREAFICECSEP R AR BRI RE B A
A (FRReAE BB ATR] ). B, N T RES ALk
N EAS R Ak 28R A A2 1k, KBRS w R
TERIBRPER N BTSRRI AE S
Bdany A wl. FERAERG T ASSOIT R B A
FAEN 2005 4F—2017 A RIS bR il E KBRS
MRE BT R]. HR, T URRE B T e B
Zvn] APREC S4ERT IS 3 4R N SEPris il AR LRSIy
ROE BT A R I ERIDLECAEAR. R AR S R
HEABEEAR]T 400 447, MRS IR Fad & 56857,
SRVEIBMA IR B Al A i e R DT
BCREAS IR 2 ] LT G AY 2 w1 R 25 RO, 5
UMY E O X g M7 ol NI ot 3 D Y R =y S
H T U Probit #5784
Pr(LIST,,) = B, +B, x MKV, ,_,,, +8, X

ROA, ., ,+ B, x RETURN, _,, ,+

Bs x CASHR,,_,,, + Y, Year +
z Industry + &, (1)

FRARL(1) PR AR & o AL AR & (LIST) , B

FIUEA 1,3 B BIBUE A 0. AR & ZE85 1)
TEVERRIE , ik K BE A 4% 22 HA AW & 5%
M, T HGAS A0 5 S AR A A 1w e
X528 FAE AL AR 7 T B T A AL L)
AR, L, A T s wL AR AN FIAE
N EV (RN Al 5T A LA9) T A7 A R G 22
S ARSCNS T 0 SEBR 4 AT A B 5] 7
AT R VCHL b A% 28 7l 53R BB A w2 " E
M FIHE ik St Tk G = A2 3 R i
HA A FM LA GBI (MKV) B i, 231l
SR UL RS (ROA) FE i T 300 87 LUAE A B
[l (RETURN) FE 1. 3wl THE R &k St
i L SR AT , 2 FI U (EER , SCPRa il 34
142 ) JE A3 A A, R Lk B v, 1 TR A R gL A
SRR T A A A5 D) 2 ST s o) N B 4 o
KB ( CASHR ). HoAth Z5 A0 R A9 175 100, S5 B
P NFEN G0 10 B4 I A LL ) e vy, L
F 2wV s 2 JE I A T RE A, BLAh AR
SCIAFERIRY (1) HOm AT 4 B WL AR & A7 7l B AR
S AR A B R AT Ml [ 2 RO, JIr A 3 2 A D
294 T B 1% 8946 AL B,

M4 BAEA F S PR HNFE ¢ B BB A S
SELL EBE A EIREE AR AR ¢ -1 -2 IR I
WA AT ¢ - 1.0 -2 BRI A5 0. =%
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PR w SR | BRSO S RE A AR

HIPRAE Y X% 40 PSM-DID #E R ) ele itk vk, 1
BB LB AR SEANELBEAR -1 -2
AR 1) 75 0 2 25, SR I 22087 J7 J5 1 Y {E
(BI85 22 ), IR AR 4 25 07 22 my 42 3 #2 E iE A7 DL
Bie. 51545 PSM AH L, 33 F DT BE 5 3 A 1 i 1)
1350 I s [B) PP )RR AR A 2., B3 FH T A EH: | fig

AR AR B H A AT EE PR AR E PR 6T BR AL, R IE

TJR%E DID BRSP4 (A Rk, D B4 i iR Sl
SR A ZE TR B | BEARAG T RO 22 AR
SCRAT 1:4 AR B PERC . J5 2200 b b A
SO BRSO VAR A2 /) 25 B4 1R 6 1 BRE
N EBEHAE KT 3 47, LAGE i i Ta] 8 1 i e
AIRES AR 2w 2= AN n] UL R 2R i 3. DERC S
A A A AR LR RIRARRE AT nge 2 P,

®2 LBEARSELEERAFNNEESH

Table 2 The yearly distribution of listed and non-listed firms

IR By .
At
2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017
kLB AHE | 68 51 59 35 27 20 20 26 27 37 118 70 38 596
LA 31 14 20 9 7 5 6 7 7 13 41 23 10 193
At 99 65 79 44 34 25 26 33 34 50 159 93 48 789

i BEEARVRIEE A A B EUE Z LU RS 12 4 S KO ASIR Y E RS2 )T AR DT RCFI R — KAk EREA .

22 304R T A C PSM R J5 1745 25 S 36
SR T LLE B, LR Z R, B Al S A
FITERTTE (MKV) %P2 E5 R (ROA) ARSI
M4z % ( RETURN ) 155 B 25 i N 30 4 3 & A
(CASHR) 77 T )17 15 0 3% 25 57, bn 1f 25 M 25 7

20% ~50% Z[0). VU2 J5 , b i AR gt i br e A fi
ZRFER T 10% VAT, B LB B AEA B MR R
(RETURN) {51 K TR LA wl4h, A AR i R
A5 22 5. BRI, PSM ZJ5 (1) 1528 A
53k LB B HA B A AT L.

£3 IBEARSEEEQAFALEIIGER

Table 3 The covariate differences between treat and control groups before and after PSM

e LB AT
AR g bR VC P Al VT L&
e PREAL 22/ % H1E PR 22/ %
MKV 21.777 22.207 -47.5%* 21.818 -4.8
ROA 0. 040 0.019 23.5%*" 0.038 6.0
RETURN 0.446 0.209 30.0°*" 0.386 8.4"
CASHR 29.182 22.996 4.1 29.758 -1.9

4.4 BEFEETEEN

VU SEBRAEE RN %5 Al 283540 1 2 [A)
SIS EE S S NS Y T [ K % T SO - 2 i i e 4
T30 (2) M RUHEE 22 43 Al 71 B4 Y ( difference-in-
differences model , DID)
Donation; ,=a + B, X Treat;, X Post;, + 3, X

Post, ,+ Controlsiy Y e (2)

R (2) gl R BEAS 1 Donation Al 2835 45 14
KT (5 5 DA SOk A AR 1 B e T A
REEAR MG /K FZ A8 HE : DonateRon A\ 2 1145
a5 5 5 A B EE (8 3R L 100 5 DonateAst “h 4>
oAb IR AR S BT Y FLAER L 100. Trear
DAy B AR SR BB AR, EARA FIBUE N

1,3E BB "l BUE A 0. Post FH VARSI 4% |y A1
LR, LESRTHUE O, A S4F K 22 S BUE A 1.
AN T2 () SR 22 40 B bR T T A
A [ 00 B R AR AN AR AR R v BBl i A
Treat % g, T Post %t , i THRAE H /A 7
SR N _E B TN — A, ELAS SR A 45
SYVCRLI A A & ZE A R ITEL T E B AH],
RIREANAE LA 2w A7 7R AN [m] (%) R 4001 A% B 1)
X5 AR FH VE FC v 1) — e AR 25 i AN ] [ sf
SECT RO RSN IS Post ZEHTUAR.
e S LA AR 2 SR 5382507 AR S s il
TP (SIZE) - st tb R (LEV) e H)
TR (ROA) (B4 % 7= Hu i ( CASH) Tl (LI 1T Eb
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(MTB) &% i #8 ( VIOLATE ) V&V R ( LITI-
GATE) %5 B2 5 B¢ L 9 ( MGRHD) | BUIR Bk &
(PC) W& — (DUALITY ) 7 % 3 Lo A5 (IN-
DEP) FEHF UL (BSIZE) 55— RIEAR KR K
B TOP1) | LHTAEBR (AGE) [T A LR B (MKT).
Fa A B AT 5 5 BAAe gk 4 iR, teAh, A SC
TR T/ ) [ S 205 5 4 B [ A R

A AN 12 W AT REDC L ) [R)— 2Rk
BN FEREAT 1A 2 M Ip R 3 2 R A\

L 13 5 DR HC A DG T A T, A 2 R RE AR AL
FOU S 1. R, TR 2 w1 E AV Y Tobit
AL 2 AR B TR R | A SCR 3 38 f /s
T3k (OLS) HEATAR AT, I X 1015 2R Kb v iR 7
) J2 THURIAR BE J2 TR R AT 1 0 SRS e . e ik
Fr VA7 BT Z 87, 2 B 1 0 55 AR B0 5 8 (BT AN
f50) A G AL B R R B A ] - AR BE SR, IF X
s R A dEAT 7 BT 1% B4 R (Win-
sorize ) AbFE.

®4 TEFSHREBFEX
Table 4 Definition of variables

AT AR E X

DonateRvn TR, 45T LR A5 D A Z L3R L) 100.

DonateAst TR 55T LRI A5 S5 Z LAk L 100.

SIZE BEPERA S5 RLRR Y B SRR

LEV TR, A RLE GG BT 1 .

ROA ST AR R AT R R LR
CASH WAV L], AT A RIS BB R HE.
MTB T IRTAT LE , 55 20 ) IR SR T (55 TR TAT R 6 7™ 11 LU AL

VIOLATE TR, Y A R AR AT A BUES 1, A0 0.

LITIGATE PRVA UK , 45 T8 ) AR IR I R
MGRHD BRI, A5 T R R RO 5 R 1 LA

e BOABE R, Yo Al S KB 4 AL BUBZE AR, s BA AL BN T AR S
HBUE 9 1,780 0.

DUALITY TG Y ARE R K S RE AR AW BUES 1, AN 0.
INDEP A 7 T 2 L], AT A S T KR TS s SR O L.
BSIZE ML T R 2 SUR LB B AR XL

TOP1 JBALEE v BE S5 T A W A — KRR A TR o I 9 194 LU AL

AGE LR TR A0 1S i B SR XA

MKT MR EE 4 6T BT A RIE I ITTES (5 2445 AT A48 80 2 Y HE4.
Year AR REMEAS B A 17 ASIEAE 143 13 2003 4F—2019 4F.

5 LIEERAHEITIE
5.1 #idEST

225 AR TASSCHO R EG 45 8. v LI E ],
fli AV 2RSSR KT BN 545, DonateRuon. 11
DonateAst TAEAY A4 0. 052 F10. 024, MG i

25 T AR S B 0. 052% |, i S
B 0. 024% , ST IR, S R fEA RS
EOLHCA B 19% FUE BT 19 0. 5% s WARifE 25,
DonateRvn FI DonateAst ) #5 #fE 2% 5 0. 125 F
0. 054, 5351125 A SERY I AT LA, BEIIAS[R] 23 )
FFRIE 7K 22 5 LUK, A, HoAh A% B i) il A 1
G AR RO A RIS AE L.

2024 £ 4 H
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Table 5 Descriptive statistics of variables
B FEA HfE b2 F/ME P25 H %k P75 R
DonateRvn 5 064 0.052 0. 125 0. 000 0. 000 0. 007 0. 041 0. 846
DonateAst 5 064 0. 024 0. 054 0. 000 0. 000 0. 003 0.020 0. 363
SIZE 5 064 21.700 1. 050 19. 260 20.970 21. 650 22.420 24. 490
LEV 5 064 0. 443 0.202 0. 057 0.287 0. 443 0.597 0. 891
ROA 5 064 0.039 0. 069 -0.274 0.014 0.037 0. 068 0.226
CASH 5 064 0.177 0. 130 0. 007 0. 083 0. 143 0.235 0. 646
MTB 5 064 2. 800 2. 808 0.308 1. 050 1.963 3.438 17. 850
VIOLATE 5 064 0. 054 0.227 0 0 0 0 1
LITIGATE 5 064 0.328 1. 154 0 0 0 0 8
MGRHD 5 064 0. 127 0. 193 0. 000 0. 000 0. 002 0.241 0. 662
PC 5 064 0.238 0. 426 0 0 0 0 1
DUALITY 5 064 0.274 0. 446 0 0 0 1 1
INDEP 5 064 0.372 0. 054 0.273 0.333 0.333 0.429 0.571
BSIZE 5 064 2.124 0. 200 1. 609 1. 946 2.197 2.197 2.639
TOP1 5 064 0.337 0. 150 0.085 0.224 0. 303 0. 433 0.780
AGE 5 064 2.092 0. 643 0. 000 1.792 2.079 2.565 3.219
MKT 5 064 8.246 7.408 1 3 5 12 30

5.2 HAEZRKRE

6 Lo T B AR SR BB A FE
EASHTAUIR I K22 5 | B IE USRI K 22 5
VLS W 2 1) S B 22 57 ( Difference in Differences ) .
ATLAES], BESHT, B AR SR B AR AR
pI S B WU KT8 I ot v = /N O 1 O
FAE_EAEAE], H DonateRvn F1 DonateAst 175 5
SITE 1% 1 5% WGETHKP 12 nRAUmEe
EREAT AT LUK, R RS RS K
ARXEF BB RT B & T, DonateRvn F1 DonateAst

22 5243 IHE 1% F1 5% MGETH7KF 1 3 A X
Mo, AR EAES RIHR S KR BRSSO BT
/1 DonateRvn W22 57E 5% MG KF i & H
DonateAst =S AEG T B AN 3. MAUEE 2250 1)
SRR TERER T HE B AR BB E AY 1R K
AR ERE B W BRI K- TE BB S AT
SR 2 I Ft, DonateRon ¥4 1T 0. 019, DonateAst

BT 0.008, Wi 43 BIHE 5% F1 10% 58317k

b L K B A R AP SCRF TR SO BIE 5
B

®6 SEZRWBER

Table 6 Univariate analysis results

EELES Ik BB A REAH] E=E0
0. 000
DonateRvn 0. 044 0. 044
. (0.058)
ot A
0.001
DonateAst 0.023 0. 022
(0.275)
-0.019 """
DonateRvn 0. 055 0.074
B (-2.784)
FEE .
-0.007 **
DonateAst 0. 024 0.031
(-2.274)
0.011"" 0.030 """ -0.019 "
Diff-DonateRvn
| (2.510) (3.463) (-2.174)
25 :
) 0.001 0. 009 ** -0.008 "
Diff-DonateAst
(0.936) (2.464) (-1.83)




5.3 PSM-DID & TEASH

BT U T I A543 VC ) U 22 S A
ZICIAMTEE SR, 27 5 (1) FIMEE T 55(2) 511
PRI A R AR A o B A 19 EE ) ( DonateRun) |
T ) IITNFE T 55 (4) F) 1 R A BN A I8 5
b7 S I A9 ( DonateAst). 327 B (1) FI 7
B (3) Hr, ZEANAR 2 ) 1 2 0N 5 4 B S K
N, A 1 23 w2 AR B R T, Treat x
Post B ZBE/VTE 10% WG KFE T B3FH M IE
(F(1) . F%0=0.012,t {6 =1.747;51(3) : REL =
0.005,¢ {8 =1.695) , Bl B A wAHXEE LB H],
HABWE K- 1E S B il N EB5 2 5 B3 BTt %
(2) Fg (4) h FEE— 2 T HA R RS,
Treat x Post H 22BN TE 5% B GeiH /KT BE N
EH(2) : Z%0=0.015,: {H =1.695;41(4) . %k =
0.006,¢ fH =2.232) , BRI _E#5/A Al 4R G K P AR X R
A RN AN . 2T B E R R,

AR EREA A, B RlHR GBS A B L
BIES PR RN BRI BT T 34.1% (= 0.015/
0. 044,31 0.015 A Treat x Post [IZ%L, 74 0. 044
F EBEA R SEBREE N EABSETHY DonateRon (8 |
TR (5 B ] T T 27.3% (= 0.006/
0. OQZ,ﬁj\% 0. 006 & Treat x Post E‘J%ﬁ,ﬁ“ 0. 022
SRy b B AN A S8 B AR N BB R B DonateAst ¥
{E) . WTRAFE B, S2PRaa il N bR Al 2855 46
MEEITEZE ST EALAR R B, PRI, Bk X
ZEOT BRI A IR — SR W] SE PR i AN b 5t
BEZ 5 AR ZE R MG K- b T A SO AR A
BB, RVE Zeps 2y sl S840k 1 3 R i 1t
PR L2 G T RN, XA T B A HiA
SXTAT U T iy, 3 ol JH T I K ) L jgl ol
AR ARG Ay sl B 4 R A < Sy AN B RS S
w7, B RSS2 10 6 o)k [0
INEE 2% 5 AR 8 T 152 fife i ) BEL v 1) £ T G
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Table 7 Multivariate regression analysis results based on PSM-DID

TR 2 A LA TR (5 5 L B
DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2) (3) (4)
0.012° 0.015** 0. 005 * 0. 006 **
Treat x Post
(1.747) (2.184) (1.695) (2.232)
0. 008 0. 007 0.002 0.001
Post
(1.465) (1.326) (0.762) (0.588)
0. 002 -0.002
SIZE
(0.524) (-1.191)
—-0.041 %" -0.004
LEV
(—2.445) ( -0.593)
0.027 0.044 """
ROA
(0.972) (3.907)
-0.034" -0.020 """
CASH
(-1.909) (-2.720)
-0.001 0. 000
MTB
(-0.672) (0.406)
—-0. 005 -0.002
VIOLATE
(-0.680) (-0.780)
-0. 000 -0. 000
LITIGATE
(-0.149) (-0.583)
0.052 " 0.011
MGRHD
(2.351) (1.212)
0.003 0. 003
PC
(0.436) (1.067)
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Table 7 Continues
e o AL A ) FE 1 o 7 L B
DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2) (3) (4)
0.014*** 0. 003
DUALITY
(2.740) (1.353)
0. 027 0.034*
INDEP
(0.570) (1.741)
0.013 0.017 ***
BSIZE
(0.802) (2. 604)
—0.084 *** -0.022**
TOP1
(-3.672) ( -2.365)
~-0.019** —0.001
AGE
(-2.088) ( -0.312)
—0.001 —0. 000
MKT
( -1.554) ( -1.256)
. 046 *** 0. 049 0.023 *** 0.034
- 0. 046 023
(13.478) (0. 485) (16.236) (0.807)
A [ 7 S0 s il il kil il
3 ) [ 7 SR il il kil il
F g 3.367 3.427 2.138 2.966
% R 0.368 0.372 0. 438 0. 441
FEA 6 196 6 196 6 196 6 196
5.4 FITHEBRE AR AR AT AR SC T AR

SR AR 22 53 AL 1) SCBHE T B2 2% PR 2 08 2 1
1T e ¥R % ( Parallel Trend Assumption ) , Bl I 15
Aj?#L%Ajmwmhﬂﬁﬁfiﬁ$ﬁﬁ
Az Z T2 B D AR BL ) 78 A R e A DU X 2
IR RLRE o A I S PR N RS X il 24
AR AR DRI A W S AR B Rl TE

6 7K S i B 48 B8 DonateRuon 1 DonateAst 15 _F 1%
HiA 2R L K 1 AT LUE B, BB A
i DonateRvn 5 DonateAst 76 88 R K b #8244
SR B A AR E T, W E T B B AR A
Pe S R XU 22 03 W) VAT SR RE 0%
P AL

E1 EERASELEARBEKFERHE

Fig. 1 The donation trend of listed and non-listed firms
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flsz Al 2 ARG R R R LU SR 181 1 T
I R G HORS B 2. B, s Tk
B\ RIMEAS 4 (Trear ) 5 b 1% iy P 4F M 722 Ht ( Be-
fore, ) \ LT 1 AEWEAS £ ( Before, | )  E45 54F
WEAS 8 (Curnt) | LB G WAL 2 ( After, ., _, .5) FIZE
AT, FH3 2 7 3P I 5 HL A 42 o] AR e — A A

AITRR. T 8 25 ST LA 3], DL b DonateRen DonateAs
A SR A RIE FABRTES 3 48 (1 - 3) HORm K o )
ST NI, Treat x Before, , | Treat x Before, . Treat X Before, _, <2 ?32) (g 2(3)?)
Treat x Curnt W R B3 UL A R 549 0. 005 0. 004
A IR F R 2 BRI A AR R 2 R A freat X Before-. (0. 426) (0.815)
A S A LR — B, B fER L N 0.009 0.007
b B2 o 2 340 T 0 TR 260, AR SO 22 43 (0.672) (1.265)
TR () S T S R Bt 7 16 . Treat x Afier,, _, . 3‘20139; (2'2 01200:;
5.5 *%Elﬁ*ﬁgﬁ 0.014 " 0.007 ***
5.5.1 ZRAhE Before,> (2.219) (2. 660)
N TR Fad AT R R e AR SCHE AT Befre 0.031 % 0.015***
TR 5 ( Placebo Tests) . B 55, 1 S b o (3.857) (4.350)
it A B T, 4 30 5 7 5B AR o 0.043°"* 0.018 """
BRAYTI | AR BT 2 4F T 3 4R IF B SR B B4R (4167 (.19
OYRITIG 3 AE R I B 1P, A0 R 7E SRR i) Aty 1 ngfls) Oéf;w
N B JEA 8% LA T B R K T ARG e ey ey
U AR AR B2 BT, F A A S P — o o
A A F R I K T B e K a3 25 5. 3% S o -
RO | S MR S R A e e Y o
TESERR LB Z T, 82 WU 22 5 A8 ik Treat X Post I R 0. 374 0. 443
(IR R BN YR 2, % 9 IR T M F R - < ioc o

FoF(6) T, ot AR Oy P AT 1 4F 2 4F
N3 AF W 2257 A8 18 Treat x Post B R ELA
2 SRR AR T LAV E A AN AT UL PR 2R % AR S
HTARSS R BT

*8 FITEBRWER

Table 8 Parallel trend assumption tests

] )RR e A 2R T DL R, 29 51 (1) &=

R REFKRBER

Table 9 Placebo tests results

I ) B T — 4 B I ] P A A R i = AR
DonateRvn DonateAst DonateRvn DonateAst DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Troat x Post 0.011 0. 005 0.011 0. 007 0.011 0. 007
(1.252) (1.404) (1.315) (1.514) (1.240) (1.506)
Post 0. 007 0. 003 0. 000 0. 000 -0.005 -0.002
(1.095) (0.851) (0.049) (0.129) (-0.897) (-0.678)
il A ] il ] il ] ]
I [ 5 O ] gl ] il ] i
ARSI Vit s i el il el il il il
F{E 1.921 2.714 1.882 2.962 2.311 3.158
% R? 0. 406 0. 456 0.398 0.453 0. 409 0. 458
FEACHL 5967 5967 5499 5499 4 905 4 905
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PR w SR | BRSO S RE A AR

i T HEAS B4Ry, AR SRR G A BB
AR AT B R AR 00, FLAARHb AR SO T SR 2
AR EIEE BRSO W) AR A A O,
AER BB A AEAS | BEATL 5 A R 50 14 2 7] 43
FIWERSEG 2 AN HRAL 40, 2% 2 v 2005 4F- 55 R
N R BB A FA 31 K AR B A
Al 68 %, WA SCAE i 4T % et R0 A 56 B, A
2005 AFEHYRCE A FEAS i BE AL Y 31 S
68 ZA b3 IAE A K A 1Y) b 5N W) RTE A%
A, TESE IR FE LR e R R TR R AR
2T B i T4, IR0 5% Treat x Post 1Y
RELACELE T 500 KA E S FIH R 45
WA, Treat x Post %% P14 2 51 4B JL-F- 55
T 0, B4 K5 ZE00 p (AKX T 0. 1. [, F26x
fliTT REAE 2 AR I A 1T R Eor A s T 5%
WAL PR, AR SRl TS5 AN KT gl HA R
AR g R 2R 5 .

5.5.2 SEHHBEALE

|75t RS B=g N DT E S N
W KA T RE 2 B R Al K 3k 3
TER TR, S EC b 2SR WG 8 i, B s
BEONE. WA S il R 5 AR ST A O A e 1 O A
AR AR SOH & S i 2R 5 48 AT o B AE
e LA RN KA S B v S B R T B
3, JEIEFIA) I SO A B Tl 2835 F 8 | i I
BN RN Ry A ol 2R S 8 T 2 Al 5K 35 I e
VERF 7 B 4l A b 3= AT A 4 SR 0 2800 i
FERLAT , BIVE S Al 1) 26 5 48 B 17 R A2 th Al
FIWEE WG 1, B2 4l 0 7 48 0 sl 40 g =2
DR A5 A0 B BRR SGTE TG OR, REAIE S AN A
TUHEESTCC, B A 558 42 T F SR A

SHHLAEIEATIANG , MHEE N TSNS I,

BT R, AR SCHR I ' SR Al Y 1A
S EEHEAT T AP AR, LB 5 R S Ak i 2R
TR AT N 17 23 AR MR 5 2 B2 22 5 T A5 A [,
ARIC G WA G TR T8, A TR AR I T 4
A, WA ) BT 1 2 2 b A9 Aol St O B
AR TE 55 B TR g, B il S T Il ) B BAS
DB B, LA T AR I A D A S LR 3. A X
o, R A il SR AR R TR A S WL
TR, D ELAR W K 5 A i 4 e 0%, B
LN B b /A IR R ) 2 NN S TER
H30053 A5 ) R AR £ T 1 S K, AT AR F
BEAS LA 2w BT AT B R4 A AR X AR
TERERE. SRJ5 , DUBTA A% 2 IR S i 41 22 1
AU R A ey /N B ) L NI S TER S 2
B S7 T 38 458 20 WA TR A 28 T80 0 5310 0 7
RSN A TS K Z AR DL RS Al BB A
FIREES KB 25 RANZ% 10 FR. I LA 3, Ik
HRIER Z 1 T REAS | Treat x Post 1 2 50 1E
1% WIGETT /KT 235 8 IE, A 6 i i 4
BIFREAR A Treat x Post 1 R BB SR A IEHIFA
B M H, Treat x Post B4 [R] REE FAE 5% )
it KV F R F (Diff5,_ o, =0.026, Chi2 =
4.461;Diff,,, _ ) =0. 011, Chi2 =4.608). k%
SRULHA , 5 S0 Al (9 45 18 /K - 15 S0 54 £ T B
[oPSES 412 IP VS NIBIANITE TSN E T 30 i
b Y ZESEFR I KT B FOF AR 58 42 02
T A S A S HLAE BEATAR I , TR A7 15 22 Ak 51
FREELE TR A I W DRI ShL. o b, AR SCHERR 110
T RBONE ST A AR R A SO OC R 598 BT
TETHE.
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Table 10 Robust test results of excluding wealth effect

Uy ST FSIER 2 Uy ST FSIER 2
DonateRvn DonateAst DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2) (3) (4)
Treat x Post 0.002 0.001 0.028 """ 0.012 "
(0.232) (0.231) (2.652) (2.697)
o 0.011 0. 002 0. 001 -0. 000
(1.408) (0.504) (0.165) (-0.123)
Pl B ] Pl il il
AP 1] E 0N i il Pl il
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Table 10 Continues
WA FORIRGE 8 RN ST e 2
DonateRvn DonateAst DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2) (3) (4)

Treat x Post 0.026 ** 0.011**

2 H) R R 2 5 [4.461] [4.608]
F1E 1.842 1.380 3.019 2.744
JH R? 0.283 0. 387 0.418 0. 465
HeA R 3023 3023 3173 3173
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Table 11 Tests of the mediating effect of media coverage

Media DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2) (3)
2.166*** 0.012* 0. 004
Treat x Post
(4.922) (1.707) (1.554)
0.002*** | 0.001 ***
Media
(7.097) (10.049)
0.133 0. 007 0. 001
Post
(0.372) (1.294) (0.528)
2 A Pl i il
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7 ) [ 8 R i i il
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Table 12 Rich list ranking and its effects on corporate donation

DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2)
Treat, sy X Post 0.028** 0.011*"
(2.148) (2.125)
Treatyy g X Post 0.011 0. 005
(1.505) (1.573)
o 0. 007 0. 001
(1.324) (0.586)
Pt A il i
AR [ RE RN il i
7 ) [ 58 2R il il
F1H 3.313 2.870
% R 0.372 0. 441
FeA 6 196 6 196

5.7.2 BEHNEERERE
W E S S B S T RS K B



— 96 — oM R % ¥ 2024 4 4 J1
FUMBLAN 4. BOR B0 — A B A AR K

TEZBCUR, WAFE BE S0 BOpe 2, 0 BORR
LT B 5y — 5 T S BOR B AR X BE R
5 M) it 7 BT HRH I B A, X R S BOR B Y
AR I A (4 1 BE T 0. BRI BOR BT 1
REE AL INE IR MR, B RO B
Fafiok Tl — Bl At 2 . BUR B
3 T Al ZEA PO LA ATE G i BLAE 23 AL
B R CRE E R BUF A ARIIER LR
A2 Al T EOM G T A B B (B0 BE
e SR B AR 2 DL, A BEAR B B
DRI AR BT BUA SO 1 R Al K
K NCE 27t BN S A IPARST UCS L A R g
N — AR AR X 3 BBl K xR
SR IR, 5 1k 2 BRI S THE il K1
I 35 578 1 SRS PR, DR T A B i ) Sh AL AR A
S 5EEE WS LR THEOA B0 5 W 05 ik k.
R, A0 FEBCA BUA B B AL 5, A BUAR B 5 Y
Al AT REAE B b S 4 i Al 1 288 4

FET e, A SRR A BB S PR ) A AT
RBURNE G NRAR R BB 22 51 55 B 55 o H iy
HEREA BRSOy, e BB A w5 N A
BUA S HATCBUR 0241, SR 5 53 BT P4 |
B A Al FHEAS S 5 Z ARV B A BB A wl A
55, F 13 (o AR 50 25 5 1T LUE 31, 52 b 48 ol
NABUAE G FHEA  Treat x Post B R %3
TE 5% WGETTHKFT & A IE ; SLbra il A Joik
BB TFREARF Treat x Post 1 R BB IR M IE
A 3. T H., AL TCAH S RS 30 45 R s
Treat x Post 4[] RE 2R 2T 10% B4
KT RZE(Diff )5 = 0.014,Chi2 = 2.861;
Diff, 5, 4y = 0.008,Chi2 = 4.218). XL}
SRR IS WU — 2, BVE SR S Ak 285 4R
R FR 232 B K BUR B 3 2, A B0 B
By i) BRI R T mBRA B 50 E A%k
PE A TR B S LT A% 5 4 i Al 1 2535 40 I
IKF-.

K13 BASHEEFERN

Table 13 Political titles and rich list effect

AHBOARTK R TEHOARTR &
DonateRvn DonateAst DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2) (3) (4)
Treat x Post 0.022** 0.011* 0. 008 0. 003
(2.077) (2.354) (0.859) (0.737)
o 0. 004 -0.000 0. 009 0. 002
(0. 453) (-0.030) (1.140) (0.611)
Pt A il e £l £l
A JIE T8 58 SN Pl Pl Pl Pl
2 ) 18] 58 SUNE il P il P
Treat x Post 0.014" 0.008 **
IR R E R [2.861] [4.218]
F{A 2.764 2.095 1.493 1.175
P R? 0.418 0.471 0.290 0.377
FEA 2942 2942 3254 3254
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Table 14 “Original sin” suspicion and rich list effect

A IR e TG AR B e
DonateRvn DonateAst DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2) (3) (4)
Treat x Post 0.049 ** 0.024 " 0. 009 0. 004
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s 0.018 0. 003 0. 008 0. 002
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Table 15 Tax avoidance and rich list effect
B HEBIR AR
DonateRvn DonateAst DonateRvn DonateAst
(1) (2) (3) (4)
Freat x Post 0.022* 0.013 *** 0. 009 0. 001
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(0. 408) (-0.754) (1.244) (1.056)
P A i il i il
AR [ RE RN i il i il
A ) [ RERIONE i il i il
Treat x Post 0.013 0.012*
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Rich list, media coverage and charitable donation of private firms
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Abstract ; Every year the rich lists draw extensive media coverage and public attention, which exerts potential
impact on listed entrepreneurs and their firms. The paper collects the lists of entrepreneurs and the listed firms
they control from the Hurun Rich List during 2005 — 2017, and examines the effect of listing on corporate
charitable donation. Empirical results based on PSM-DID show that compared with firms whose de facto con-
trollersare not on rich list, firms whose de facto controllers are on the rich list have a higher donation level af-
ter the listing event, a conclusion that still holds after a series of robustness tests. Mechanism analysis reveals
that media coverage, particularly negative media coverage, plays a mediating role between listing and increas-
ing donation. Further analyses reveal that the positive effect of listing on corporate donation is stronger when
the de facto controller ranks higher or has political titles, and when the firm has “original sin” suspicion or
has a higher level of tax avoidance. These results suggest that rich list brings broad coverage and public atten-
tion to listed entrepreneurs, resulting in higher social responsibility expectation and greater external scrutiny.
Listed entrepreneurs will actively engage in corporate donation to enhance the impression of legitimacy.

Key words: rich list; media attention; charitable donation; corporate social responsibility ( CSR) ;

private firms



