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Descriptive Statistics: (I am still in the phase of data
Collection)
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vl Descriptive statistics shows that low environmental performers disclose more
environmental information that high environmental performers.

vl The relationship between performance and disclosure is not static over time.
There are times where the levels of disclosures of low and high environmental
performers are close.

vl Although both low and high performers experienced a slight decline in
performance, they still increased the level of environmental disclosure.

vl Low performers increased their level of disclosure at higher rate than high
performers =» support for legitimacy theory.

V] | still need to perform a regression analysis to examine the relation between
the change in performance and the change in disclosure




