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A Research on the Relationship between the Cooperate Social
Responsibility Practice and Enterprise Growth
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Abstract: Basing on the literature reviews home and abroad, this paper firstly defines the connotation and
dimensions of cooperate social responsibility (CSR) practice and empirically testifies theses theoretical
hypotheses with 358 effective samples selected from various enterprises of China. The result shows that the
practice of CSR could be classified into two dimensions. Firstly the CSR practice in law, ethics, charity and the
practice in social relations, which would provide theories for the fulfillment of CSR. Secondly the empirical test
of the real relationship between CSR practices and enterprise growth shows that CSR practices have significant
influences on the growth of firms, especially the practices in law, ethics, charity and relations, which are much
more significant to promote the growth of “quality” than that of “quantity”.
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FEAHRIGE, WAL T TAER R & TR
JEBEZ Hbo

65 M AR A5 5 07 A R, AR
FE BN XS Al k2 AR S B N i T A
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. /SRS A& 92 B 4 i (LEDP, Legal, Ethical and
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AT b X (Area;) -0.009 0.068 -0.007 0137 0.891
LEDP 0.237 0.090 0.150 2.629  0.009
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