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W E., RAE@ER I (DDF) HFELLH,H (DEA) A ZZEMELLmA, FRHER
REMEAR DD, BEEAREAREFITA G FEEAERZ S, 23 2020—2022 FFE 13 £7 &k
S W TR LR FERTMNE, FRERENA, BRI RT Lo W THERAKTZ B (2
A A kA 2k R A, B AME IR (Tobit) S EFAMA, TFEAMA 4R, TFLIK
It FELAUMEEFLABENT LA THER GG Yrh, BR2AN, RAEFLMMYas kb
A 6 G

KEIF . THEWGA,; LHEH R, HBOLEIN; EFLHME,; 7ol

a4, BEEIREE | LS IGHE (ESG) WU B (Edmans, 2023) , VF2 4] RiLk &
HPAWIHE R (Goto & Sueyoshi, 2020) , ESG MmiF 2 55T (WHRM, FHIKFIS S SRS FIRETR ) |
FEATUT (AR, MRS (24 (ST e e DBOEA) RN RNARE (FEF ST
PE TEWORIENE | et Fidkes . RARRY) MCHIIRE (Galbreath, 2013) , ESG HEALAYSLiti A B T4l 78
2. MO IR, (R RRARE ,

RORREZ MR ATHGKA EZ oA . SR, Al P25 M 0T 5 A ™ 1 Bl 2 Xt S R B
T E K AT RELEERZ M (Fuisz—Kehrbach, 2015) 17152 2 4% 1 3775 BRI AR 25 AHOCE R 7, W RSk
FITTHRRSE & e CAR SN R AR ) — I BEEOR (Gupta et al., 2021) , BORBZ 195 A2 T
% 51 AT T Bk AN R HAATHAL 4T (Oliveira et al. |, 2019) . =HJEZ (triple bottom line)
MESRWHL N IZAE LT B2 = A BRI s S ahn o, IXRE A BB B 4 45 B2 AR Ik
(Elkington, 1994) , MAHZAMGX —HAR, 1 S 2R vl Rege B AL al Al i 2 0F | SRBE it 23 51
GRS (Azapagic, 2004)

AR KA AT S THE S IR AR AUk O AR 2, (0 A DB R B0 T XAt 2 52T

TEH AL, WINS, HEGH R LR,
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FiiAl (Oliveira et al., 2019) . HTHEAM 0l PTRFE R R IGEHREE =, Q0 fa] SE PR AT 4 bR o & — KHER,
RABSFWETAE A FE bRk B T L RKE R RILA, W KLD | #IES5EE = Jr 8, Hax Ay 208 5 80
F M (Ben Lahouel et al., 2021; Li & Wu, 2020; Oliveira et al. , 2019) , 5ix St AR, Km0
(DEA) EAHAEM EWMMSEIALTE R4 (Ben Lahouel et al., 2021), A LIYE R —Fh 7 Bk M H 45 & 48 b
(CI), DMERERGHE b g i B p A AR RN ), £33 TR Am A ph i 7 0 2 A R 1 B8 31 i 1 A2 77
—EE, B RV R AR TR Z S (Ben Lahouel et al., 2022) , BT 2H U ST HE S A
W ZE S BRI T B PE NS T C @Sl i R Ge, JF A B A b 1 LR 25 TR R A5 T
SRl (Tsolas, 2008)

DEA B—FdES BS80S H AR, S H T 41T IR IT (DMU) SR (Xu etal.,
2021; Tsolas, 2008) . 7E DEA B AL rfv | 255 24000 45 J2 38 5o PPl AR 22 PR 5 B0 70 1 A W RCR R AT Y (W
et al., 2020) , JX4E DMU BRI 0 B 1 (1 AEe%eR) . Wik, DEA i H™ A iR o Hok
KA PAICRIMERE . R DEA BB LR & Hihm vl LB W 2% 5o M s T 8T (Cook & Kress, 1990) HIAF
78, AATEE S TR A PSR SR TR AT AR LA I 50 T 6 7 A I ik . XK 7E DEA P74l
AT 1 BRI . ZRFE (Cherchye et al., 2007) )7 7iX—J5ik, JE4AIH DEA M@ 545
brfr 4l “ SEEULAE (Benefit of the Doubt, BoD) 7, XFJ7 AT E S8 TGRS HEZ M, WA
TR —EMAFMALE (Cherchye et al., 2008) ., TA R “BEEIs: " EAME NG SRS, il
FAIRFELPELR 5 46PR (Chang et al., 2013) | Mkt S THAELEG46FR (Oliveira et al., 2019) | #4385 %:
R HYPEAE  (Ben Lahouel et al. , 2022) %%,

FERHR AL 0T (DEA) SCHRAR, B R RCR AR SSOR A 5 FIASRYAT 72 ) BE S PR (directional dis-
tance function, DDF) (Ben Lahouel et al., 2022) . % [ ¥ 25 B4 DEA 5544 (Chambers et al.
1996) HIA, R ARZCRIYEEIRR, RN T 7= 0 sk RS AN s 1. ke izl T
WAERCE, WPRE A (Chen et al., 2013) JFA T —HE(HE [ FH 25 bR 4L DEA SRR PPAL 0% BRI 4+
%5 (Oliveira et al., 2019) FEF—MEALE B DDF Fl H bR HURIE IR Al 43 51 Al 2 1 A4l )2 1
HEAT T A TARRCEIEAL ; AH % (Ben Lahouel et al., 2022) TIFFH 5 ] BE 25 pR&CFT Malmquist 227
RARE < BERER BRI AL Al A — B TR] N A 2 RIS R ST

BT RIS, ASCE R ] DDF-DEA SB[ 13 5l A i AT 8 R SR Ak R e AT VAL, TR %
SRR AR R A, TR AR S B R SCHAE T, AR SCAEAS B Al T RE LR
HORIARZS R 2Z )5, FIFH Tobit SR — ARG F SRR B 28 Ml i v RESebe Sk, WhoE R, 15
2020—2022 4, AL KRS HREA Dl Al Bk B L2 U . SRR AL S, AT RS R R AR K
Fto BE—2L WIS T, X # = 0EU vT AR il T 58k SR M E AR B, s ik i SR

AL . 5 3N A SEUERF ST B R IR, 55 = A A ST A5 A ( DDF A Tobit 5
) 5 S DUER AR SRS R IR A TIE s S L BT AR SR, IR ARy 1 .



MR 2023 455 3 1

=, BUEKRIR

ARSCRHTE 13 Zo k4l 2020—2022 4 8 . B W A E 3L b B 25 & R EdE I (CS-
MAR) FI&A Al 2020—2022 45 K AR AFE B &5 AR FE G | 4E S M9G8 (ESG) e, S FHdiEmn]
1P, ARBFSE T HALEE T 8 MSCL A8 BUSR I 13 LA F], Hof ESG @isefnll 1 & (PP AA) , )5
k6 ¢ (PF9h B il CCC), Hlaldlk 6 5 (W9 BB) . HH— PR A (&A1) 74— 8
o CRTEE IR RPN EERIEE P (RS SRHE R B RUIT A TR . #R S LR 1 (PR
BRI FRmAIIH, 8%).

&1 WEERRERLT

27 eIt 5 ¥ifE bRt 22 fe/ME SENE]
R BB E (ROA) HeRE /S 0. 052 0. 030 0. 008 0.133
A EREREHGRE (GHG) R S RHE R 160. 849 200. 468 0. 496 578.320

ElEA (I EHJT00)

JA TA8% (AIFR) 20 7 TSR 0. 884 0.921 0. 000 3.300

=, |HRAE

(—) EREEEE DEA (directional distance function, DEA)

A7 AT REVE SR BER T HER T IERUBRIES e R T, A x = (x,, -, x,) e Fedohfil y =
(yis =+, y,) €RY, EXUWT (Ben Lahouel et al., 2022; Kerstens & Van De Woestyne, 2011) :

T={(x, y) e R®; x can produce y} (1)

BAAWTSF (Chambers et al., 1996) JT& 1 fdf FH i ) B 25 ek RO RKCRITAl & SR VP ARG D7 1w 1) 4 [7) 1)

PR AR A . B AT (Chambers et al., 1998) A AEA A HA T B2 ) BE 25 o8 80T LA AScAn
TEX:

D(x, y, -e., -g,) =sup{B: (x - Bg,, y +PBg,) € T} (2)

H, g =(-g,, g) eN, xR Z “@mm”, KSR AR L OB AR S T TR,

ik, g = (-g,, g) SeVFIRIEEA S ARG B, DLUREIBCR B B 2R fn AR 0 U4 s e
PRI,

BpAEN (Chung etal., 1997) ¥ & T XA, ARFEZCEIFN HAFEARR™ W, MWITHERE T

DEA BRIZME R RIS, s TARRAE G 55 A0 B (weak disposability ), HIFY%i AR S 46 9 R 14
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HsAb EVE (strong disposability) B, AR RN 5940 BV TERFME B HTRLR (Fire & Grossko-
pf, 2004) X431 §5Ab B PEFPERE M B 0 7 0], HES7 T RE A% I A M i B i 300 ER e o e D AR 0T R
A IR HOR R B A f PR RE AR, AT TR P(x) ARR THIA M « e N AN —4UHER 1 y e RY
AR b e NS MR- AR, WREA x eR) BEMARWES, IFHEAHRLER (free disposa-
ble) (Seiford & Zhu, 2002) , Wi 2 .

(1) kb 2aabErE, RIA2R (v, b) e P(x) MO<O <1, W (6y, 6b) € P(x)

(2) GnSRBsy B AR S R LS AR (Null-joint) , B (y, b) € P(x) ,b=0EKE y=0,

AT AR Ay, A S B i bt 55 Ak e, T DR AR I R A R A I (Fire & Gross-
kopf, 2004) , Jf HANRETEBA A BYIE AL I, XA QSR AF i A 109 2 4 ) A s/ D sl A ny3g i, )
AR By 98D S FTRERY (Zanella et al. , 2015) , FLIN415E (Zanella et al. , 2015) FEffiH—Fpg—
B AOKFRERE ., BEm RS g = (—g,, &), XA B FVFFEDRIFH AN 14 R b Sei 4 300 B2 1)

&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁoﬁﬁﬁwdyiM:1,%%%%@E%®ﬁﬂumﬁ(3)%R%%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁo

maxf (3)
s. t. . lby)\/ gb[k —ng’ i:l, e, m
=
Zyrj)‘j =y, +:8gf, r=1, =, s
j=1
A =1
j=1
)\120,]‘:1, eon

1230 (3) Ly, BAF G =1, -, n) MBS (r=1, -, 5) , b, BAH j AR SR s
PRGi=1, -, m) o [FEERY, y, JEIETEPAG AR E R R HOC (DMU) ARG I8 AR, b, WD IELETFAY Y
R BOR TR B b . IR g = (=g, g,) FORAI RS AR R R A AR AR T B
B B 2 [0 B s ORI Sr, R T el TERE, 2 B=00, DMU AAZL, Mi4B > 0ff, DMU
HICAL

T AE— AT S B R T B A ) I 2R HE SR A PR e A Al T RS A AR, AR
WA (3), NS HEFLERE (Oliveira et al. , 2019) FIBFFEIF & FIRWFITHELE , IZHESE Foi/pks i
iR AL, [FIRPR AR B R ME . BRI — RS HIT (DMU) , {55015 il N
Wi (Belu & Manescu, 2013) HOfifid:, 842 RIS — I SL BB, T34 BITRf 2% AR A 2 i 28
B . IR AR T S A R, I, ARBIEFE B IR — AN EE T 1R AU A LR T [ 4
(ROA) VDI E M HHEGRE (GHG) MPTA TARWR (AIFR) AR oyAR I8 5 A s 8y, 3
e, ERIE g = (~g,, gy ~8g, —&i) TURIESTHOTAHE BRI SiEsTR (Z5F ., B2 m)
A SRk
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SE(L, R, G, H, -g, g, ~&, ~—&) =maxB, (4)
s. t. jzn;Gj)\j <6, -B,8;
gH.f)‘j <H, -B.g,
JiRj)\/ =R, +B,2,

i/\j =1
j=1

A=0; /=1,

b

(Z) Tobit E I3 4#r

FEARAEFISE (Birindelli et al. , 2018) TAR—A~/A ] AYFE F S REDLE ML W, 28wl # 2 4L T A
XPHIEE | SRR (ESG) SUGE UG . Ry TR I # 35 2 FRIE 2 5 2 5w Al AT R 82 R R BT, A
WFFEHEAT Tobit [M1H , FV A B PTRREEERR (SE) 2R &:, ZERENGIE 0 (SERTHR) 1
(SERRCE) ZIa), T RN 3 1] 5 5 SR B 2 20 R AL o IR SRR 7 22 534, ek A OLS [al
HBE T 04, HAG TR EE R A WY (Goto & Sueyoshi, 2020)

7 Tobit BEAIH | & [ FH 25 bR AL SE BN R AR 5 . Rl , ASCHEMERSREE D B AR R, Af5H
W (Incentive) | HEEHRHSHIE (Size) | HEESVERZHENE (Gender) FMEHZFSMSINE (Independence)
R T I ERAGTE GPEEEAT T AN T AR, B S T A4 SN 1 O (— R Al B
H0), RSP EF M ABOBOSEL, B F S AR PR T M 43 1) Ry 2 M = L A Fn
SEEH A

Tobit A HHA0F .

SE, = 6 +B,Incentive, +B,Gender, +B,Independence, +B,Size, +&, (5)

Horr, i FORBOIPAGIE | I, ¢ ARG, 0 FREE, B =1, -, 4) BRATRMERL, ¢
FIRIRZEE

M, ARERSITIR

(=) kb RS R R BT

AGE ] Dearun3. 1 84, EHGE (4) 38 2020—2022 4EH [ 13 0L A 9 AT R e YRR (SE)
84y, R 1/(1 +8,) 115 DDF 455, n3E 2 7R, DDF S5 SR, 77% 0 b4l i T R 22 K
VR EFHER, A SN BT RS KO R s, BHE_EORA, 2020 A — KA ol R LS
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BOKF IR BIRCRATT, HARFD AV RCRIET, 30 mms 4l B A A5 0. 75; 2021 454 TR Alk il #72%
PSSR BN GSEKF- 5 2022 4F BAR FATURRCRE R 1, (BEA B =Z AR T 0.9 LUE, BEH&A
bR RTHFEE S SR AR E AL, AR i Al Rk KR

%2 X DDF-DEA #&3t 13 1u 2 5 Bl e 1 R 1E 45

DMU 2020 4 2021 4E 2022 4E
Uo1 0. 589 0. 697 0.734
U02 0. 629 1 1

uo3 0.528 0.532 0. 555
o4 0. 555 0.703 0.922
uos 0.742 0.994 1

o6 0.701 0.810 1

o7 0. 579 0.912 0. 965
U08 0. 509 0. 525 0. 535
U09 0. 582 1 1

u10 0.512 0. 529 0. 652
Ul1 0. 626 1 0. 557
u12 0.752 1 0. 782
U13 0. 631 1 0. 965

(=) Tobit EI34#r

1. HRPEGE T 53T 5 AR S 4B

3R TR RRMEG A AL, o, AR ROR SE PF A 0. 751, FRiEZEH 0.192,
XYL AL T RSSO A AR KR T 25 1] EFHSMBL (Size) HYTHIMEN 2.196, FREZER 0.190; A
FHEBRR NS (Gender) WIHLHIEAR, HEH 0.079, XERE T B R AR — i M HE
F, HHSMINE (Independence) WIIEA 0.397, PrifE2EH 0.054; HEF WL (Incentive) A A
14.01, HRUEZEN 4.215, DL A FEF A TER R E S,

®3 TEHERESI

AR it MEEH i i e/ ME HRAE
SE 39 0.751 0.192 0.504 1
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®/3(4&)
AR PUEES 4 WE itz f/ME RE
Size 39 2.196 0. 190 1.792 2.565
Gender 39 0.079 0. 082 0 0.222
Independence 39 0.397 0.054 0.333 0.556
Incentive 39 14.010 4.215 0 17.130

R4 RALEAMRIE AR, Hrb, RSN (B3%) MEFSE (ARF) Salisitst
RUEASE, EHaM SR S EH MM Al T F L ST A S E A B3

*4 TEEEXESR

A SE Size Gender Independence Incentive
SE 1
Size 0.307 1
Gender -0. 087 0.273" 1
Independence -0.023 0.017 -0.309 " 1
Incentive 0. 107 0.333™ 0.119 -0.034 1

H."F#RP<0.1, “FRP<0.05, ™ HERP<0.01, 5%,

2. Tobit FIFZEF 47

5 & Tobit [MIEAHTEER, N S WLIE H, HFSEA A TRt 0™ AL I 52 m, SCFRE T
FUBRAHES (E-Vahdati et al. , 2022) WBFRZ5IE. SCAPITRAE, BSR4 1 0] 5 m{H
ANRE ., AR T H RSB A S R — B R, BRI 3 S R 12 il 25 A1
KERE, AEFSBRINE S S EUR S B E 221k (Popov & Makeeva, 2022) . FRILZ
Gb, FERSVEN R M R 2 S e AR A TR X T B A B 2R Ak nT R K
JEIYSZI , RS IFARIRL BN LIS, WHFBTIAD (Yarram & Adapa, 2021) 3R “If SR R,
N R ER S LA R FHET =20, A Xl S P sk 7= A B s Mﬁ%%ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁr
T, AT AR Y o b A — A2 e, 28050 N ATRE S — R R AE, e
SR DB PR T BEXT U AL S ST TG Shi A R, FUARAER % (Birindelli et al. , 2018) FIRFFE
T, LoMEEFH SHRATH ESC Sz AR —AME U BIRYSE R, Ak FoA MBI 0 3 35 2 A4 RE xR AT A T
et G ARG I, JFAS AT B < IR R, ARG, 3 35 Sl Mg e o
SR W IR N E  (Popov & Makeeva, 2022) , {HULAWFIE K IN ESG 454505 0 ~7 3 F 1 Lo 451 =2
A AE A2 (Birindelli et al. , 2018; Mallin et al. , 2013) . 33X ] BE & X Sy il 57 3 5 ik 03 850 o 2 1R
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1)
AIREIE RIS, AT RN 3R BT Al TR 22 K AR A Ll IR ZE 8 (Dalton et al. , 2007)

R 5 Tobit EIFLER

ARk Tobit f
Incentive 0.017™
(0.008)
Gender -0.510
(0.383)
Independence -0.341
(0.557)
Stze 0. 008
(0.160)
R 0.677
(0.404)
var (e. EE) 0.031"
AlC -12.822

T 55 B R bR R

#, it

ARSCHEE T — IR CRBO™ mRR) MBS EE R ) (R SR HE RO B R T T4 %) |
ffi /i DDF-DEA fAIPEAL 1 2020—2022 4EH [ 13 B Mk Al AT 4728 R JRAUR , A5 RFEWI K /- HEA Tl
A Y AT HFLEAE SR AR G, B TR BIRCRATNTY . A SGAFI ] Tobit [AIHREAL S 1 # F 2 RAiEXT Al
AL PRGN, K EE SO . B SR R | RS M RS A R, [
SEREH, FUAE S SR b A ] RS R R AR A IE A,

ST ARSI IEEE R, b Al (932 8 AT BRAR A0 R ] RR et Sl dE ., 1o, TRRSRIEAK
RAF AR A B2 % SR A RO, FEE AR, RS AT . FR, Al g il A TR
TR, KOTIF R A R SRR AT AT A AR, DR = SRR, Rn, BRI G TR IR TAE
fie s, W TR,

ARCWAEELL TR, B, BFERAR, RRMIFR LIS EHE Z A0 AR SR
#EAT DEA 437, Bilan, B Al (2 7 AR BE L TR K & | AS bR AR 3R AR AT IR S — > AT g
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MRE SRS B R T, R AT REIA S Z A AR, DISEAS AR i 3848tk . ok, 7ok
B, ASRWIFE AT LI BEAT 2kt LA in DMU R BUT7 1 B9 2280, s, X T 8 S 2 Al 19 B AT LU
ZHREET, Pl At 2 5 E 2 B S R FE S BB R B A VR, XL aT LIRFE R J7 1]
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The Impact of Board Characteristics on Corporate

Sustainability Performance
HU Peng

Abstract: This study was conducted from 2020 to 2022 using the Directional Distance Function ( DDF) Data
Envelopment Analysis (DEA) model to measure the sustainable development efficiency of 13 mining companies in
China. The model employed virtual unit inputs and considered the total asset return rate as the desired output, with
greenhouse gas emission intensity and occupational injury rate regarded as undesired outputs. The results demonstra-
ted an overall upward trend in the sustainability levels of most companies; however, some companies still exhibited
lower efficiency. Following that, the impact of board characteristics, including board size, board gender diversity,
board independence, and board incentives, on the sustainable performance of mining companies was examined using
Tobit regression analysis. The findings indicated that only board incentives had a significant influence on the per-
formance of mining companies.

Keywords: corporate sustainability performance; Directional distance function; data envelopment analysis;

board characteristics ; mining company
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