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<HEF>

PR, BEBIE R Z 0L LTCESGEENDOELAEE > TW A A, Wb b ik
BERTHDLMANDFEIES ) 22 Bauer et al. (2018) X, + T ¥ FOMAKLER & x5
WZHATFE) T 4 BRI OFAEZFREL72AS AT FEY 7 1 FEERFOL I
KT ATy FOERALZEDZE L KT (Labidi et al,2020) &) $5H03H 5. ESG
KENOBLEE 2NN A =8 —Th b5 EHEOEEFKEFEITEH L T LB OIS
B L. 2021 4E 7 AR CHARIZWCKEEENICH L TR WIRITH 5o RIFETIE, HA
DERBEBEOM N ZHTHMAZNRE L7 v r— MEZERL. ZOMEELHD
Ty PETFVTHM L, HAOM NI ZE O S & ESGIHRENOXFFICHE LY
D3 % &) KR EH 72,

<F—TJ—F>
PFAFFEY T 48T AR grd/e0 ESG #¢& ESGVY 75 ¥ — [ RS b7
1. It

WA, ESGEENOE.LYET ) 2 HE TS, ESGHEE L 1L, HEHITICB W TR
% (E). 4 (S). AInNFr 2 (G) OBEHZEZEETLHZETHD (K, 2019), 2006



AN EEAYE B JEH] (Principles for Responsible Investment, AF [PRL]) #f&ME L.
Dok, ESGHE L VIOMSIITEN SN L X914 5%, LFETILESGHEZEFT 5 PRI
NDOFEY AT ) B ER BN L Tw b,

ESG #% % ¢ 2 B EREMOERE LTI, EELT320mMANHLLEH
ZbNb, 11T, ESGEZEZZETHIETESERIIBIFAYI A -V —=r 2l
BTED LV HENREGHETH S, 210, HEOFOADIMELZ I L. 5
WHOBZTL LT BRWWICESER— 174 )+ B2ROFEITF LD &) [
MREFEHETH bo E 312, BHEEDZRADVY AT FE) T4 ZEM LG 2 HE
{2575 ¥ Y 5 1 #iF (Sustainability preferences) # A L THE Y, ZOEN % ML X
®5720THDH (KL, 2019).

B 1 OEICBE L, ESCHENG L 4 5 SMEFED /ST + —< ¥ Z55H % EORFFEH
ENATELEHR SN TS (Clark et al, 2015, Brooks and Oikonomou, 2017). — /7.
H3DFMIIZOVTHMALHRIZ [HATFEY T 18U | 2T H05EHH 2T
5% (Riedel et al, 2017, Bauer et al, 2018)s L2*L7%&H 5, ESGHEED /X7 + —< ~
AGHHCBE T AR IS 5 L IEBINIC A Wk TH %,

AIFFROMERERIZRD 3 HTH D, ORI, KETIZ, I L =7 AHALE FLITH R
TFE) T A4 BEFIFIET S L FEbNDH (Riedel et al, 2017, Bauer et al, 2018), HA
THFBROBEND D 2 Do OIRICH AT FE) T4 BV H L L L7205, TOFEPM
SIMTIARAET 2 Do Filin, TR REEE. HEKELR EWEET 200, @ ESG
V79 v— (ESGICHT A BRE) REICL 5 LT ROENEYT AT F L) 7 1 #
BB L TR 0h,

AR, EFLEIC PRI B AR SHEIM L TV 5. USRI E R AT ESG & # B
LTWwWbZenInk vz b, MK Tk PRI FXEME A E F 7213 B8R LT
WB AN HARDFABEENE, M - Mk & R LT B oRFEBEL - SRl B oE
ICIRZVEBARVDOTRRVES ) e TOBEATRL TV LDIE, HAOKBZRER
J&§ D ESG #E KT 2 Edk. VAT F Y T 4 EIFICE L. ROKEEE & AR TR A
HHEV) T ELDIESL) He T, BEAKERVEH L TV EEEOREZIEETD
BIANEEROENZ L TOI L DD b LIHMARERICEF AT FEY 74
B H 520 0b 6T, EHETH HEHKERVPZOEMZ L THWZR0WDh,

Bauer et al. (2018) (&, * 7 Y ¥ OEAFKERZ RIS, B AT FE Y T 1 G EL
DIFAEZFEREL TWAo 7 » 4O PRIZBZEEEIL 134 4TH ) HARD 96 4% LJal -
TWwb, 2T, AL TIE. HROMAZ G L LT Bauer et al. (2018) A7 723



HEOBREIT, T FEAROMADET, AT FEY 7 4 HEREIFITONWTER
DWRDHLNDLDH, WIEEITD o

K51 PRI BB (202147 H 6 HHBIAE)

[/ Hbis: FEHRRBR /b3 FHHRBE

[ 819 Netherland 134
UK & Ireland 725 Africa & Middle East 127
France 326 Belgium & Luxembourg 116
Nordic 296 Brazil 101
Australia & NZ 231 Japan 96
Southern Europe 223 Latin America(7 35 YV LAL) 93
Germany & Austria 221 China 61
Canada 194 CEE & CIS 32
Switzerland 178

Asia (HA & HE DAY 161 it 4,134

HFT : PRI 7 = 7% 4 b, https://www.unpri.org/signatories/signatory-resources/signatory-directory

2. YATFEY T 1 BRICHT 5 KATH%

ZZTlE. ESCGHEICHMET 2HEROY AT F ) 7 4 #UF, L& BIFICHT 2028,
RS b o BARYE I B 2 BT Ic oW Tk R B, ESGHE D /87 + —< ¥ AW
B 2028 & iR 2 & EBIIICRFZERIE A v BESG %8 2T 5 ST iFoe 13 b
BER WL E LIS BMABRBERBLOBAOESGY 77 v —%2x4 L L7
FTATHIZEIZBER Th 5. ESG & & E R AL D 2B LM B B3 % BT %8 & fied T
BREMTH D, TS, HADHFATFEY 7 1 38 & FE b O BB S 5 6T
ZIZDOVWTIHERD,

Park et al. (2007) 1&. BRESHERHICBI 3 2 ik & B RSUL O BIRIEIC B § % 54T 2 47 - 726
TRARFE 7 4 — T A AL T 2 BEERR L & Hofstede et al. (2010) ® ERALA ¥ 7>
7 A EAEEHRENT L7z & 2 A, REGHERICE T2 M E . ST AT Y F- A v Ty 7 A0 [HE
TIREFE LTS LE oS L X HBRICIZ ZNZNEOMBENSED Siz, K7 AT v
F- ATy 7 20 [HIKZE] B Eid. R8BI A FENORIGIZ BT 2 fififE 8
R LTS, MIHEAED/NS WIEBIOREW 2B T A4 DEOAFEF T i/NRIZS



RETHL] LI HDOT, MNIKEDKE WlEBIE [ A4 ORICAFENH L Z L1
FHENTVALE L. EENTWE | L) bDTHAH (Hofstede et al, 2010)o F7 X T v
Fo [HESLES - S L] EmEid. MECBIZEFR—Ya v, HEFRE
ST A MEBICOWTTH D, BES L S0 ilifi@dlid, [ < 72012455 ],
Peik, WA, GHili & A EETHL L) DOTH S, KD L 2o ilifEBdlix, £
EL7-012M< ). AHBREEFOEERYIZLEZD LV HDTHSL (Hofstede et
al, 2010), Parket et al. (2007) 2 X1UE, HHHEDOKEVWIAL, BES L SOV
bTiE, BREGHEFRFICBI T 2 Bk, L) 2 Eilh b,

Riedl et al. (2017) 13 A AFER DA S EALIRE £ 179 BIRRICB§ % FEREF7E 2 17 -
720 T VT DMANEKERENRIZA T4 ¥ - T ¥ — bPEZITV, #3200 A0
F—=F BMA O Lz O CIRERICHANEEREICESZHZR U TV R HAKRE
KL, 2 TR LBALERIIC [5-0B8%BRLTE] L) r—
LEROTEEIT O, [FEEBIF] ZFHIL 72 BRE LT, BABKBERISHEAN T
77 v @RS 5546, MARZL 25T nw5 [HaE ] 255K muEikk s &
D RWT [HEWT 7+ v 7] dBOERE 25, MW7+ 7] id [
PONTH L THDPHEWREDOHBETHLZLOTE—)V] ZEIKT 5, [Ha#
Il OMWEERIE, HRWELRE T 7~ FORKFENY) & — 2 HMUOHEE IR THE
LTHDEbARVEZEZ TSI L H/RENT, Riedl et al. (2017) ORI T ¥ 5D
i APER 2 G IATbN7z2h, FIESBIER A (World Value Survey) #ZH L. #t
KMEEHE 7 7 ¥ FOREPF T Y FEDIREVT A A E FA VIOV TH, + 7
v FEOALREREZ BN, Z OO REZFHEH TE 20 TERwhLB~x>D
D, ALERHZREFH LR P HRER OB K EIB T 2FHICED X ) %
WEEZBIIEZTOD, Loz 5H%OMATIT ) KB H L L LTV D,

Labidi et al. (2020) (&, EROH I FLETEIIT T 2 ERILAEDREIZD
WTHGEEL 720 45 # ElOBRKEAZ 14,396 10 1991 4EA 5 2017 40 26 41 0 & 4 1 A
WREFT ATy B ATy 7 AL OMAGH 2T 072 T DRERE LT AT AT v N
ATy 720 [BHES L] BB X0 ARG | K & A2 ERE #i1E
WHBEOBIRICH 5 2 LAVRENTe AT AT v FO [AFEFEERE] Eeix, »5
BITIE L T2 X 2 N=%5 HWFWRIRERRAORIIIT L TRERH W E KL 5
JEDZ &L TH 5 (Hofstede et al, 2010) o AEFELEDEWALIZBWTIE, AEIZHER T
fF& F L IREERIZETH Y. WY BE2RIEE SRV, Lw)flifEErmes Sha,
Labidi & OfFZEI1C LAUZ THEMS L& | B osR EL DA | ERoiieETE,



AR E ITHMNIC 25 L) D TH S, Labidi Hid, FTAT v F [ V7
7 AD A% 53 GLOBE project O 7 — % # W72 BTV, AN ETRE L FRX
LD HEETH D & LTV 5,

Bauer et al. (2018) &, * T ¥ ¥ D/NEEDMEEFRTEBEDOMAZ Z R HIZ, HAD
P AT FE) T4 B L THEIEMTEZ 1T 5 720 F4ESIL, k. SDGs @ 3 2D HH
THEERL LY =V XY b2 LTwed, HHZ 42128 (FATFEY T4
ORHAZEILT H) T EDEEZMAZILT v 7 — b L vy B THVRF, 49522
MNEMEEZREY . 2507 AW L7z (U S51%). #ike LT, BEHD 66.7% 5
SDGs # 4 HHIZT 2 (MATFE) T4 HEELBILT D) ZEITHROENEZRLI,
Tz, AaEN (MORBR) DR LICEORERWIEEZL L) LES D) & 10EKRET
FhRDH V61l ONELE LY, #EEFORS & SDGs DXFFICA B BAMRITRE NI,
COmfgEE. ADOH BRI E . FEEEENICB T2 27 F €Y 7 1 EIF & OHM
2Rl EEEHENE TH 2 BRERICE o TURBRNZIFERHRTH A ) .

HAENIZBIF A ZRG L L7z ESGIEICH T 2 EiiAAE T, F43 =777
VRREWRFERERE (2012, 2018) 72 &% B. 2012 SEOFAARIC KX, HADM AIX ESG
RN LTI 2 ) MLA (31.0%) £ 0 bIHMI LI Z KDL S D (349%) A
ZRIRTH -7z (FFEEY =7 77 Y RREWFERME , 2012, p3)o [ABEHEAY 2017 4R IZFHEAT -
72 RO LRI A ClE AMAESEH 2BV T ESG 3 % Z FRIIICAT - TIE L Wik (32%)
DSTHMIR (24%) % L8] o 7225, BB 44% (S A 72 (BEA Y =7 75 VA Fe bt |
2018, pp3 ~ 4)o

AHFFETIE. HROBAFLERIIZY AT F ) 7 1 BIFHRD S5 5 D72, Bauer et
al. (2018) OFEHLEZEEE 2. HAOGMBEBEICOEEZHOMAZ SRS, 77— T
AEEIT)e RTATY K A VT 7 ABVT, HREA I v FICHIERLT [HHES
L& EmasE L vy (Hofstede et al, 2010). Park et al. (2007). Riedl et al. (2017)
DFERZEE 2 5 &, Bauer et al. (2018) & [FARDAFR LT % O R VITREELD %,

3. b oRsHA

ARBFFEIC BT B iR =HAE BT O 2 # T b v 7z A 4131747 @ iDeCo (f
NI B HAES) MAZ L L. BT A —VIC X A NMEOKREEZ TV, BIEIZOWTH
F VT4 VEETOAT) - BRI KLY F7ze AN, MEFORE ik, Eiic
9% 20 OZET, R, A0 FEE, i RAREL o BRI B O
KB OMS 2 10EBETRHMEIL72b 0, BB 77 v — oK, Toflie Lz, il



X 20204 12 H 1 H2H 14 HETO 28 & L7ze &FTIOHACEFBL. 95 88
B 5 OBEZ R 720 BRI 53% THh bo MANZENMAT % iDeCo (T IFFEHET —
ALBRNT HZHEMFILICESG 7 7 ¥ FeabRk7Tud 27 Fa—A0H Y, SO
Brrf I3 o — 2 D EEH 70 %4 & L7z,

HIZEIZ1E, iDeCo MAZE HIZxF L. #R#E T — 2 ORKB O 2, ESG & i hna*
EMENE%56, THIZERET L LV RMNOEETH 5, ERIT Vw2 (FHIR
HMEFE) . 13w (ESGEERIMANKE L7z, bebhwv, O 34R_E Lz, T OREHGER
T8 % €7 WAL T %720, Bauer et al. (2018) LBk, ZHU Yy PEFTLVEHRMT 5,

BIRON—=2121F [z ] & L. Bauer et al. (2018) D447 & [al Uk (BUIRMERR)
L7z HW2ETNVIIUTOLEBY) TH S,

PY=1)
lOgm = P10 + Bifemale + B, ,age, + Py zages + B .ages
+p;1sschools + B ¢school, + By ;schools + B, gincome + B, gassets
+pB110S0cial Preferences + f; 11 Environment literacy
+pB112Return + By 13Risk + B, 1, Impact
+p115SDGsReturn(unrelated) + B, 14SDGsReturn(negative) + B, 1,SDGsReturn(no idea)

+f1,18SDGsRisk(unrelated) + ;1 19SDGsRisk(negative) + B, ,0SDGsRisk(no idea)

P(Y =2)
lOgm = Pao + Bo1female + B, age, + B zages + B, 40966
+pB,55chools + B, ¢school, + B, ;schools + B, gincome + B, gassets
+B,10So0cial Preferences + f3, 1, Environment literacy
+B,1,Return + B, 13Risk + 5, 1, Jmpact
+f,15SDGsReturn(unrelated) + [, 1,SDGsReturn(negative) + 5, 1,SDGsReturn(no idea)

+f,18SDGsRisk(unrelated) + B,19SDGsRisk(negative) + [, ,0SDGsRisk(no idea)

CZTY=0E [V [\ Y=1E Ao Y=21F[1Zv] OEREZRT. 8 =1,
2. k=1, -+, 20) RIS N D5 X =%, MV EBIIDT O Th b,

® female (MER)) : BIZEOHENIZLD
DAL 0 ZH S,
® age (M) - MBHOEMRICIVZREINL Y I —ZH (&31), 30 THNhiE

EEINSLY I =28, ZhoGEIT 1. Bk

Re



age, = 0 (i =456). 404 (i=4), 50 (i=5)., 601k (i=6) ThZThOENR
DY, age, =1 L ED D,

school (“#JfE) @ MEFOFEICLVRESI NG Y I -2 (&31H)., BREZL1E
school, = 0 (i = 345). K« EMERAE (i=3), KRFPE (=4, K¥RE (=
5) FNEFNDOYE1E, school =1 EED D,

income (Fif%) @ MIZH OFEPUIDOWT, 500 TR 5 00 500 L EZR51F1
EB T IR (77— MTid, FPUSE L T6 X4 (300 75 I, 300 751
~ 500 73 FI=AKGifi. 500 75 F~ 700 J5 K, 700 75 F~ 1000 J5 FI &G, 1000 75 F~
1500 /7 A, 1500 J5 FIRLE) & #IRE & L72)o 500 J7 P CX 4 L7z, BT [ 1R
e G- SERERE R IR AL | A HIICAE L BT 240 50158 O 3946540 436 T % 2%
ZiE L7ze

assets (PRAERIERE) @ MIEHE ORA SRE R IZOWT, 1000 75 A% 5 0. 1000
M LERS 1 %25 I8 (77— Tk, RETL2EMEEHICONTT
X453 (300 J5 i, 300 J5 P~ 500 J7 I, 500 /5 FI~ 1000 J5 M. 1000 75
~ 2000 J5 9K, 2000 75 FI~ 5000 75 K. 5000 75 I~ 1 &R, 1EM2LE)
REPLE L) 1000 THTR G L7zoid, s HaiRAe (4F 2 4F)
2B 5 2 AU LR oSG ERAH (SREEZRA L w2 uitizz &) @
X% 1436 JTH. g 650 J5 ] &2 2 TR E L7z,

social preferences (f#EZ&ZEALF) @ HR D 2 CHRICREWZ E &2 Lzwd, w9 ER
WLy 1=2< 2w~ 10= L THiw, L4225 10E&ERKD) v 7 — b REZ EIRE
ELTHH L7,

environmental literacy (3g3iV 773 —) 1BV 77— ICETH 74 X (&5H)
Of a6 M) ZWFIREL LTHIH L7,

return, risk, impact (V% —>, VA7, £ V87 bD3EZEDNT VR) : £HE
FOEMTLHEL 0~ 10 TEHli L. ZELHELZ OIS 2720, 3EFIZL LN
7 MVORSIIHT 2 EEFORTER L7 FIRIZV Y= VAZ, £ 2827 b
DiFHifiz ZhZia, by cLL7zE &, V¥ —rDHIL a/ VaZ+P+2 TH 2720

SDGs Return (@i - #h X ~OHY M AN & — VIR ET 2 H) @ B - &
NOWY AN &7 — VIR ET L0, LW EBANORZIZOVWTOY I —%
¥ (&3, 7 AL & L2BEZTH D% HIE. SDGsReturn (unrelated) = 0.
SDGsReturn (negative) = 0, & 5|2 SDGsReturn no idea) = 0 & L, B#E X W k=
unrelated), < A F AIZE < (k = negative), S\ (k = no idea). FNZFND

%\ll\



% CH UL, SDGsReturn (k) =1 ELED D,

® SDGs Risk (BEEi - ¥ ~OWY MAD) X 7 IZEET 20 @ BibE - #ha~0HY
HAH) A7 IHET 2h, L) EMANORFIIOWTOY I —£% (4 31H),
VA7 E2/NELTEEL7ZHETH 5% 51E, SDGsRisk (unrelated) = 0. SDGsRisk
(negative) = 0 & 512 SDGsRisk (noidea) =0 & L. B#IIZewn, VA7 2 KREL{T 5,
bhohwv, ZNENOEETHIUL SDGsRisk (k) =1 LED Do

4. SRR
M7 22 R O FHBIAREUZ -0.72 22 5 +0.68 DHEIPHIZH V) . ZEILHIEDORANIT v L)

Wil 720 4EAC. BE, SDGs g5 7 —>, UAZDOEZFIZOVWTIZERZFEN 3D
DFI—ERTIHEOEKEAR L, $72. V¥ =Y, VAT, L V37 FDINT VA
oW TH 3ERZ 1V E AR Lz, TOME, 20 oM Z K% 10 HIHOZ 5K &
LT3 (L02330) 12X 8T X =7 ZiEitd A2 & Lize EFVERICHE
LCix. AIC & BIC #$FfH L7z A SN EROBEIIT Oy b L2d DA FE
2THhbo HMATEA SN LM ZEB O, HtlihAs AIC LU BIC DT %

X2 HEFHIHRA LM ZE o s AIC, BIC ©%1b

AIC/BIC
180
170 x AIC o 0 3
160 ®BIC °
1 v
150 .
[
140 ‘ l X ! ! ' s °
130 ¥ = g "
120 y o X K g ¥ % «
X
110 x % % o %
x5 % %
100 X
90
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

HEHIRA SN IR ZR O
KZH 5 AIC TR TOMVLELZHAL7ZE T IV BIC Tk 4 DOMV L%
BALTZZET VI RERET NV EHE SN, KI5 5124 OHEFRHERERT . £

7 (1) 1% Social preferences, #L£RIF~DBED A Z VLK E L72D D, EFIV (2)



X% 3

ZHu Yy Mk o (HIZER  ESG &~ )

EFNV ) R=Z12F Wz ] (Y=0) ##&H
brsiu (Y=1) Eu (Y=2)
Estimate Std. Error Pr(>|zl) Estimate Std. Error Pr(>lzl)
Constant -0.499 1.022 0.625 -3.911 1.459 0.007 **
social preferences 0.352 0.198 0.076 . 0.806 0.247 0.001 **
Signif. codes: 0 “*** 0.001 **' 0.01 “*** 0.05‘."0.1°"1
Log-Likelihood: -61.104 AlC=128.209
McFadden R*2: 0.1099 BIC=126.457
Likelihood ratio test : chisq = 15.089 (p.value = 0.00052914)
. FERR DR
E5 (1) i - byt e
AVAS S oV N S¥ A4/ [EYA
— oz 0 ] 0 0.0%
7V
. ioyNEYANA 10 28 15 52.8%
Tl
A 0 8 8 50.0%
DEORIHE 51.4%
ME4 ZHBY o NAROKE (HIEH : BSCHE~OTE)
ETN Q) R=RIF [z ] (Y=0) 2
bbb (Y=1) ik (Y=2)
Estimate Std. Error Pr(>|z|) Estimate Std. Error Pr(>|zl)
Constant -0.207 1.465 0.888 -5.940 2.275 0.009 **
school
school_3 -0.094 1.605 0.953 2.727 1.887 0.148
school_4 -1.868 1.301 0.151 -0.456 1.582 0.773
school_b 15.401 2544.578 0.995 15.662 2544.578 0.995
social preferences 0.510 0.246 0.038 * 1.092 0.309 0.000 ***
Signif. codes: 0 “*** 0.001 “** 0.01 “*** 0.05‘."0.1°"1
Log-Likelihood: -52.002 AlC=116.004
McFadden R*2: 0.2425 BIC=120.998
Likelihood ratio test : chisq = 33.293 (p.value = 5.4533e-05)
. FEPR DR
ETM(2) - _ IOLEES
AVAV- NN 0¥/ N =¥ A A
— oz 4 2 0 66.7%
7L
N VoYY 6 31 11 64.6%
T
A 0 4 12 75.0%
RO 67.1%



M5 ZHo Yy Mulgoff (HIWER  ESG ENDW )
BTNV @) RN=RI2F [z | (Y=0) ZH

bhhsawn (Y=1) i (Y=2)
Estimate Std. Error Pr(>|zl) Estimate Std. Error Pr(>1zl)

Constant 49.038 44.244 0.268 -6.370 47.599 0.894
female -5.385 3.844 0.161 -10.628 5.424 0.050 .
age

age_4 -2.072 4.213 0.623 -4.686 5.384 0.384

age_b 2.791 3.063 0.362 -0.602 3.611 0.868

age_6 28.897 4225.012 0.995 36.317  4225.018 0.993
school

school_3 -17.606 13.691 0.198 -8.476 12.837 0.509

school_4 -23.091 16.261 0.156 -19.609 16.229 0.227

school_b 6.284 5614.923 0.999 1.561 5614.926 1.000
imcome 5.436 3.227 0.092 . 1.144 2.932 0.696
assets -9.716 6.338 0.125 -8.745 6.421 0.173
social preferences 2.329 1.930 0.228 4.811 2.500 0.054 .
environment test 2.109 1.630 0.196 1.291 1.624 0.427
return -31.526 32.153 0.327 -7.848 31.443 0.803
risk -26.718 26.346 0.311 1.552 30.597 0.960
impact -25.704 21.024 0.221 2.502 21.473 0.907
SDGs Return

unrelated 11.243  6091.606 0.999 10.824  6091.606 0.999

negative effect 11.578 8.485 0.172 -30.325 6717.780 0.996

No idea -3.956  8950.469 1.000 -15.381  8950.468 0.999
SDGs Risk

unrelated -3.406 4.442 0.443 -2.853 4.681 0.542

negative effect -16.510 11.251 0.142 -12.130 9.828 0.217

No idea 5.455  8950.466 1.000 18.547  8950.466 0.998
Signif. codes: 0 “*** (0.001 **' 0.01 **" 0.05‘."0.1°" 1
Log-Likelihood: -26.656 AIC=97.308
McFadden R*2: 0.6117 BIC=138.278

Likelihood ratio test : chisq = 83.984 (p.value = 5.8383e-05)

FRRDFR
EFU3) i T fyh e
WNZ b bRy =4
— oz 5 i 2 62.5%
T omeme 3 33 2 86.8%
FHo ot
o 2 3 19 79.2%

RO 81.4%



EBICIZE D #EEINZZET IV, EFNV (3) IZAICICEYBIEENZETNVTHD, T2,
FRIIIHFTET VTR L&A OB L, EBEOBRPFUC L Y RD7hREL T &
D72BOFTH B, WHRODISERNVIZOWTIX, TNRZNDISRNVITBUT LR
HETNVOFHEEBROBIRVEHR L/, TabENH Ly —ATHY, HEAOKEE
(n=70) THRLTEKOMPRZENLTWS, 72, KT TRBIRBIFEOM TR KD
Twh,

5. BE

M#E3H» 55 F T 5L, Likelihood ratio test TH-z2 b7z, LERRED p X
TN ENZ L), TRTCOEFNVIIAEE R, EFVORYEZIHERT L L
MNTE EFTVEOLTEFE DOV THETLE, EFV 3) E EFV (1) @
McFadden O # P @252 KELELELTWL I L3905, T2, HEFFETVTH
M L7-mEZ ORI L, EBROREFUZ X Y KO Z2Wh=R1 S/ 720Hh=b, 70V (1)
5 (3) DIETHHELTE) MU TIEFVORIDPEEINTVS, LHBITEX %,
KIZ, BEHOBRIFUTEHIICHE L G2 2B BIZOWTHRE T 5, ME3I»55 FT
BLUTHELRERE LTHESNz?IE, Bauer et al. (2018) &6 U < Social preferences.
T bbb SRF~OBE, BOTho7 FFICESCGHEZ LT 2 METHL [T ]
 HIZEBE LR TR, $RTCOEFVCTEOFEELRENE LN TEY, &R
OB LAHEWITE, ESGIEA LR TA2HETRE L. LIOREI LNz, 2D
R 2T 2T RTOEF VBT H A RMENZ /R L, EELRERTH S,
HEBUANOHLOMRS EHF AT F ) 74 G & oML, Ham, SUENZERDTD
LEEZONAFT T VT EHRIZBOWTIIR RS 2w, Ll L@ E IR L Td J w7
59

EFNV ) BV TEEN ERLEEDTFTESS 714 v 7 EBEE OBRERIEL TV 5,
NMIwv] ZHWERE L72#ERTlE Female, ZHTH 5 2 & 2R T ¥ I —2 %23 Bauer
et al. (2018) &®7% D 10% OFFARMETHRENYA F AL o720 DFVRUETH L3
EESG HENDOLFFEEVKL 2D, LWVHTEEERL TS, £ 7 ¥ ToOiitfL
FERR D, Fx ORENRITH SR T > TR WIEEIIHAL L W) EW S, — IS
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