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Abstract

Using the sample of non-financial A-share listed companies in China from 2010 to 2022, this study
empirically analyzes the impact of corporate ESG rating disclosures on stock price volatility through
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a multi-period DID model. The results of the mechanism study show that ESG rating disclosure
reduces stock price volatility by promoting corporate transparency and reducing the shareholding
ratio of the top five shareholders. The moderation effect analysis shows that the suppressing effect
of ESG rating disclosure on stock price volatility is more significant in enterprises with high finan-
cial leverage and large scale. The research conclusion remains valid after robustness tests such as
propensity score matching method and placebo test. The conclusion enriches the research on the
economic consequences of corporate ESG rating disclosure, provides empirical evidence for listed
companies to mitigate stock price volatility risk, and has practical significance for promoting high-
quality development of enterprises.
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1. 518

ESG PPt — Mt A B EIR B R, 42 5 KA FE T TH R DT B4R bR . 2EA 2 K54 1) ESG
WA RIS AMMER R BT R, BB FIERSES, TSI ESG RILHEIT Il H45
Wk, HAT, ESG VP4 F EAFE IS E T W BHE . BeUE R IR A WAL FE S, 12 Z 57 TG |
X RR, FPREeSs, URGHZMNARRESH. EFa2nth. BWHES. T8k, MERD
TR R R B AW T, ESG WZRH O R R E R R . 2FREHEN, ESG
Bt A RO AR KA . BRI R ST —ANMEbR, ERBET TR R R
TR o 52 v PR B i 50 1 T RS W 117 S A7 AE AN i 1 T AT e e sh M D T e 2 W T 3 () R s M
Rtk WEFE ESG VP e %t A ik s i sg e it THEBN Ik k3% ESG Stk (Rifiivmtae, $FHER
R EA A EENE L

ESG PR Xt #5751k 5 B B B0 (Zhong M 45, 2017) [1], {HHXF AN ISR AT 7T . A
SCAGET AR A R, UL ESG PR R vtk H AR SEG, 12 H 2 41 DID B8, Jikil T 2010~2022 FFIR[E A
IR SRR BT A RERNFEAR, KGRV T ESG PR E8 6 MV B AN B0 52 o A ST (1) T ik 32 B
FECLTR U : &5, 58—, ACEH R ZH] DID J7iE 5T 1 L A 7 ESG YR Bk & Bl J5 % A ik
IR, Refs— EFERE FIE IR AEE NS, TR EE T ESG VFK R A5 o S AN ik 2 5 e
DR 3R (AR 90 STk . LR, ARSCN S w1 3% BH FE AN FOR B AR R LU 5 52 T ESG VER B TE 642, N
HfiR ESG VPR H5 anfel sema T S de s PESR A TR MBI A . BJa, ASCHE— D MATATFESR . A a Hs
ZRITHRYT T ESG PR & se i A B 22 e 1, S BT A R HI i sh a4t T S50 uE
o R A i b v o B TR LA SRR X

2. Bt 5RigES
2.1. o
BEBARRIEN ESG HBHFE LM, HITERCELFMRMEZ W LT AFFHEHEE ESG F5, St
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XU AE N R R R . W4, BRI ESG PR IR Ak 7E XU B B (Fraser J 45, 2022; #
185, 2023) [2] [3]. M55k (Velte P, 2017; ZEH-pR5%, 2021) [4] [5]F14 A fE(Yordudom T %%, 2020;
Fhid, 2022) [6] [7177 HERH S 4f )R, ESG PRIk TE & MR8 RS, MRt
JBEM P2 AR R R o SRR (0 2 R R LT ESG YRR 58 % AN U 5h B s K A ML, 7ERF ST
Al ESG SEE L5 5 RAELE B Z IR NERE

T, ESG VP EE 2 1IN 7] % B B (M 1855, 2023) [3]. BHEMREEIS NN, AR K
FRAMBIA SR T AL ZE S, R Al 75 2 5 AN 01 ik 3 R4 B3, I ELS MR 55 (Pfeffer J, 1978) [8].
YA AFFIL ESG VRIS, EULAFR A5 Z HCHIFEAE R, WHERRY . 25T AE
PR B S  IXFME BB AT DA B4 55 B AT . SEUR AN 1A Ak, kM5 BT AR,
T AR B B3 sl 1 (37 SR 45, 2014, Huang W %%, 2014) [9] [10].

HIK, ESG VP AT < s Mk B ALS5 4 . X T FREEAE ESG JiTHI R I R AP Ak, wlRES IR 5]
BE KRR, IR S S TR RIS IR W3 I RR I LU A FA 388 o T DA BBARR FBEAR 11 9
B%(Yuan-Song T, 2013) [11]. Bt4b, ESG VFZedsk ik n] BeAR it Al i FR M AR R el . 244l
T TR 2R 5 5 B A 386 ey, 3 oK AR AT B 0 25 s B Al i A 2 (B LRSS, 2015; Menghua T
2, 2017) [12] [13], AT FEAR Ak AR IR A (Pfeffer J 45, 1978) [81FIME EARXTFR, i2E— 25 FEAR A AN
BBk

22. MREE

SF LU EFR T, BATHEH DU BB

e H1: ESG TEH 5% R 16 i 2 AR Alk iR SR e e sl 22

N TIRNRTT ESG PPN S At e s I, FRATHE— B3 DL st

5L H2a: ESG PPN R I I NN B EE, b 1M PR B SR I et i 3 3 5

BBt H2b: ESG 144 et fie g A b il TR AR A FF A LU, 32 1 B I P SR A a2 B 5

3. Wit
31 WIESHAE

AL LA 2010~2022 SRR ETHAFUAFREA, W50 T ESG WL #E 5t A w7 AN sh i 5em . BRI
AL T : £, HBREmMAERS EHAR. ARE, &S EHARETES. Aa k.
GEMESE S A LT ARAERE ER B, BIFRE) ST Eii AR X LA REN & HEE.
R EE S A AR RMESR: =, HIBRSEETMAR . FONYHE LA R L
UL, DA BAFS R, TEAS B ER T S HAL A AAAERKI Z R B0, BIBRRANgE. i%
AR SRR IFEA . B, FE15 3 15,959 AN J A FEREA MM « 28 T G AR AR i B X SEAIE 25 SR (1 52
AR winsor2 X IELEAR B AE 1%H 99% /K- AT 1 45 b3 . ESG PR K 11 T WIND #idis =,
KF T R mh SR VP R, AR Sk B T CSMAR i
32. TEENX
321 WBRBETE: RiNEsN

AR SO ANV AN B (VAR_AD) & SUA t AT | I EIR 7 22, 2T t4E5 HElt + 144 H
# B SR B T 22 (P ME (B3l LA 100),  H BERC SRR T 2255 T 24 A A HAN IR [ (7 2 VR 4 )5 ) 1) 0
ZEFe LN A A G KRB BUEBK, WMk R (EE RS, 2014), HHEARQD). 2X@W T s, 1£
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R g ARG F U SR FH A IR R 4 [ 550 AR 4 B A e el 7 22
o2_month =" (( R_day - R_avg)2 / n_days) xn_days @)

VAR_ADJ = ("o _month/12)x100 )

b, o2_month & AR IR 75 2, R_day /&4 0 W HANBRIR (T %8)5), R_avg 24 0 A HA
IR ISP 3548, n_days &4 H 32 5 R¥. VAR_ADJ J2 t A A i IR [EIHR K 75 %, 0 month 2 %
FERER BT 22

32.2. RBETE: ESGITR
ASCARAE BT A F] ESG PP A A T 2 8 DID B IIE S, #AF i 5t A T ESG
P, WA R LS SR EUE R 1, 5 WEUE A 0 (ERkBESE 2022) [14].

323 IZHTE

W QAT ASCERORZS, 2022, ZEmednss, 2023) [15] [16], A2 7 M5 (Size) W4 ALAT
(Lev). M= 1EFIEHHR(ROA). #HH AL (Board). S 7 # FLH(Indep). 25— KM AR FF Mk LUl (Topl)
BN A—(Dual). 27 _LTi4ERR (ListAge). & 75 [E 2 (SOE). 4 #TIMieiE: B (AnaAttention) 25 4% il &/, I
RYEHAE RS S ESG 15 B4R AN R ShEAAE RIS A G &, WRts SRR
AR FNTIN AE 0 R B, LAk T A (YEAR)FIA & (FIRM).

3.3. ERE

AT Bk ESG PP B A s S (BB HY), i %555 57(2021) [17]/9M0%, ASCHIEEZ 1]
LR Z2 73 IR [ 5 SR N AR R HEAT il T
VAR_ADJ, = f, + B ESG_DID, + f,CONTR + £, YEAR, + S,FIRM, +z&, 3)

N TEAE ESG AR ER XS A m) A Il IO RE AL, A SCIUR F B (4) A1 (B) % 2 W) 325 W B AT 7.
KR FF I LE A3 ) s AL ) A T A o

TP(Top5) = f, + AESG_DID, + 5,CONTR, + B, YEAR, + B,FIRM, +&, )

VAR_ADJ, = 8, + BESG_DID, + 8, TPTop5, + B,CONTR, + B,YEAR,+AFIRM, + &, ®)

FERL(A)FI(B)F, TP RN AT WIEWE, LLYIRAE 5 Bl 88 ik, s EBkm, A 558 W B T . Tops
FRHT LR R LR . A (S)AEAE AL () JEad LI T /A28 & TP (Top5), HAthZF & H5#EA(3)—
.

4. SLEERS
4.1 FERMESET

AR, AAREMEREERRR S e R L% 1o R kahE s 1.288, 5 A 3k
WIS REEAR—F . ESG HIHME A 0.218, Fr#EZEN 0413, KUIFEAH & AR ESG PRI R 2 K.
AR, AT oK i ME BN 26.45 A1 19.57, bRl 1.303, Ui HAREA &0 w] AL
ERENEER. BPEAGERR R KR/MES BN 0.927 A1 0.032, trrEZEN 0.194, THIREAH %A F K
FLAF 2 5 B IR o B 72 [R19R R f Be K F/IME 4324 0.255 #11-0.382, ¥4 A 0.057 . k7 2 L1l 2448 K 0.376,
K HR/IME Y 0.6 F110.286. 25— KM AR KR ELBIAME A 0.34, SR/ ME 517y 0.758 F110.081, i HAF
B b7 A RS — R AR L AR G A v o FLA AR i A0 B A IR M G HE 3 A BN & 3
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Table 1. Descriptive statistical analysis of variables
= 1. TERERMEEIT SR

VARIABLES N mean sd min max
VAR_ADJ 15,959 1.288 0.845 0.231 4.831
ESG_DID 15,959 0.218 0.413 0.000 1.000
Size 15,959 22.287 1.303 19.570 26.452
Lev 15,959 0.394 0.194 0.032 0.927
ROA 15,959 0.057 0.060 -0.382 0.255
Board 15,959 2121 0.192 1.609 2.708
Indep 15,959 0.376 0.054 0.286 0.600
Topl 15,959 0.340 0.143 0.081 0.758
Dual 15,959 0.326 0.469 0.000 1.000
ListAge 15,959 1.944 0.871 0.000 3.401
SOE 15,959 0.258 0.438 0.000 1.000
AnaAttention 15,959 10.282 10.564 1.000 75.000
4.2. B35

4.2.1. EREVIALER T

KT ESG VEA 2 5 AN B Bl (1) 5 808, S ML 36 WL 20 ()P R R, Iihiksh 5 ESG
PRI FEAE 1%7KF F R fAHSC, ESG_DID [HH R %°4-0.105, KB ESG VP4 s A Bl Tk i
Weah, SRR HL.

Table 2. Principal regression analysis and impact mechanism testing
2 2. EEVAD T REZMHHIELE

VARIABLES 1) ) 3) 4) ®)
VAR_ADJ TP VAR_ADJ Top5 VAR_ADJ
ESG_DID —0.105*** 0.051** —0.098*** 0.010** —0.103%**
(0.025) (0.023) (0.025) (0.004) (0.025)
TP —0.139***
(0.012)
Top5 —0.386***
(0.139)
Constant 6.416%** 1.686%*** 6.650%** 0.492%** 6.460%**
(0.522) (0.386) (0.518) (0.097) (0.524)
Sobel 5 —-2.904 < —0.97 -3.762 < —0.97
Observations 15,959 15,959 15,959 15,959 15,959
R-squared 0.311 0.056 0.317 0.393 0.311
CONTR YES YES YES YES YES
YEAR and FIRM YES YES YES YES YES
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4.2.2. EMHLHEIERT

ESG VB IEX A R, Ao A TR B PEAL, REWE AT T AR F A B E LA XESIR L,
P Bt AR IR AR 7] i B AME L, AT A RS U (A R4, 2023) [3]. A&V
(B = T AT B e BE AT BER NI T A A, M BAKERR, AT BB A (1 3 [ 18] . ESG
VPR A FlE BRI R R AT RRSE R R, XA 51 B 2 R I o . IR SR LA I 5 % SR
W, MATERTRERCN A SRR, BN AT BB AR MR BT LA, DI B AN 1 3 38 2
(Yuan-Song T, 2013) [11]. 2 5] 3% B BRI RY TL K BAR FR I EE A FE ML B0k 36 W% 2, S5(2) Z(6) I 1
O\ F)E B R TR AR BT LRI R AN . TR, F ()5 KT A RIE R ESG_DID K]
M RHCH 0.051, 7E 5%MIKF LR HE)IFHEARZEWELE, TP M ESG_DID [EHREAIE 1%
MKF EREE, U ESG PWARIMERIRA T ARNEWEE, FFIK TEEAXER, T Aniksh. 24)
FN ST R AR e L5 1) ESG_DID [EIERHCH 0.01: 1% W& HT TR B AR FFAE L5, Top5 A
ESG_DID f[al )4 R HIA7E 19K F B3, 0] ESG PP MBI T ol AR AR LL R, X sk
AR A B ) 2 B A HLE T B AR A ML A AR B A RS BB, BRI 58 T Ak sh. 5
4, Sobel #:56 HH ) Z GiitE¥/NF-0.97, XFE/HEM T ESG W4k & 5t ANy sh i e it v, A+
37 B ANV AT FOR B AR R LBV E b AR St ) T R

4.3. R4S

AN FIRLAT IR ) 4l vT BEAE ESG 5 Xt B trise s 7 T R DL AN IR 5 o 3304 ST Bt A7 1
W, TR A A [FIRLAT A AL (¥ ESG 45 XA BB A RE R, B85 AT LRSS B 5 (KRR R 32 fE )
AL AR, EFEEHCHRTEN R,

431 IHER

AR AV A S ATAF BRI, BRI 7 s AT A M AMIRAT AT Aol R bRl R AR T Ar %,
RAMATHF KT RO, MBI EATAT Y, R MDA AT k. SHIESE R ILFE 3 FioR, mAT AR 4
A, ESG 15 B 85 5 AN ik sh 1 H1 9 2 508—0.131, 7 1%/ F L83, M EAL Ak, ZE15
FEN-0.079, 7£ 5%IZKF FR 2. MR B AL Chow fide, P {E 4 0.067, ik 14040 7 B itk
5.

Table 3. Regression results of leverage differences

3. AN EREILE

VARIABLES (1) SRR (2) BRI AR (3) MIRATAF ARl

VAR_ADJ VAR_ADJ VAR_ADJ

ESG_DID —0.105*** —0.131*** —0.079**
(0.025) (0.035) (0.038)

Constant 6.416*** 5.895%** 6.637***
(0.522) (0.674) (0.876)
Observations 15,959 7980 7979
R-squared 0.311 0.330 0.321
CONTR YES YES YES
YEAR and FIRM YES YES YES

P1A 0.067*
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KgAK, AT A AMERAT AL AR 10% 007K ERAT S 25, AT REE O LA ol i
i BE R PRI 55 AR, B8 38 SR AU TR el (A e . AR ARG Bk, ESG {5 SR RE it
PEEE 2 0T R ALAT Al R AT RSP AU B B DUIIE 2 AT 35 58 BOANRE 1k, 2 1T B AL e
Beal.

HLEZ TR, EARALAT Ak, ESG 15 B EE X M B R BN IR . 7T BERE UM ARAL AT 4L AH
X F AL AR, W55 AR, Bt 3 BN ORTE FL A R e F i 3 i 5t

XTI S5 Rt P IESE T ESG 15 B E A BN e s B ma BT Z2 5k, Rl AR A
[FIRLAT KT o 25 FE BUAN [R] Aok R0 55 IR BUAN XU 7 32 RE A3, 5058 0F ESG PRI R I SRR Ay BT AN ] o
PRIk, VAR E ESG {7 245 e S I 5 FEHRF e 6 58, FRARIE FATAT AT AT AR m R 22 15 B3
e I R ANy 3

432. RUEER

AR VAR R AN, AR 53 D R Al AN folb o RIS bR v SR AR A o A %, R4
MEARER T AL TR K A, e 2 AN Aol o SIESS R L HE 4 o, K Ak ESG
5 R S AN B 11 R ECN-0.156, TN AL X — REOA B . IR IR Chow
R4, PE40.001, i T /R4 R BRI .

Table 4. Regression results of scale differences
4. HEEREVFER

(1) MpEA (2) RIBAY (3) /MR AR Y

VARIABLES VAR_ADJ VAR_ADJ VAR_ADJ
ESG_DID —0.105*** —0.156*** —0.001
(0.025) (0.031) (0.068)

Constant 6.416*** 5.911%** 6.834***
(0.522) (0.798) (1.069)
Observations 15,959 7978 7981
R-squared 0.311 0.335 0.329
CONTR YES YES YES
YEAR and FIRM YES YES YES

P1A 0.001***

R4 RAE7R T ESG 5 B B B sh R i 22 0, AR KHUBEA T, ESG 15 2 5 e i B 50
R P SR 25 . X AT RE A R T ORI S H B S 2 BRI M B (K A ARSI E XA AT
AT ESG XU (A48 BR 5 e T e SEOR K g BRI, 2iX 284k AT ESG 15 B sy, 7 LA RBEAIR

T AIE RAENE, T A (5] -

HILLZ N, AL, ESG {5 B EE X I B IS BN A IR X AT A T/ Al
I AR TR RN, AARRTE FEAIRT MR, FEBAT ESG XU A BRI i 1 i 4 5 08/ BRI, B
XLV BEAT 1 ESG (5 B8R, X TR A st B AR R AR XN .

X TR A 45 Rt — DRSS | ESG 5 B R0 b AN Sh RS B 22 e, R R AEAN ]
UL b b o RIE, b AEREST ESG (5 B ERIN, N5 fEH B S BORURE, DL RO BB 5l -
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5. IREMRIE
5.1. =S4 Tl xE

ZEFRA ESG WM A A MBI, Ffitim. BAIRE IR, ASCRH PSM ks Hik
SEFEHIAREA . Bk, LA RIBL(SIZE). 577 Ui (LEV). %I 2t %2 (ROA) AT LA, &1 ESG
PER BRI 2012~2021 47 10) 5 [QER 55 DURLAS 0 S il R A RIRE A, BT A S0 4H AT R 2H . ok
BRI ZE S LE 5% LAY, HARSEmENFRE . KA PSM Jrikfliit B HGREH . Wk 5
fI55(1)%, ESG 5T VAR_ADJ [EIH 2% h—-0.117, £ 1%MKFE B2 A5, $0 ESG WA IHL
FRXT AN S A, RS2 A B A RE R

Table 5. Robustness check
= 5. FREMRI

VARIABLES @ @ ®
VAR_ADJ VAR_RAW VAR_ADJ
ESG_DID —0.122%** —0.417** —-0.105*
(0.041) (0.103) (0.056)
Observations 4757 15,959 15,959
R-squared 0.255 0.119 0.551
CONTR YES YES YES
yearfix and idfix YES YES YES

5.2. BRHMBREEMNERKDH

AR AZ OB REAR B B O BRI R T SRR BEAN B [ 45 75 22 (VAR_RAW), 52387 81 5
K25 R 5 HQ)FIFTR . AR EIRSGERTR, BB R, ESG_DID {811 R %A K AL
PEciAz, B HL B PR EIRIE. RN, J9 7HERR T 20 SE R I RE M, ARER A0 R ik
BATRSS, SRR RIS, WA 5 HER ()4

5.3. FITHEERE

it DID 7725 (i B i /2 34 (R 355 » BV BSCHRE St iy b BE AL A0 R R e e sk P a T — 21,
X, ASCHAT AT . WK 1 ESG PFAKER T 4G AT J LAF I 8] 2R A8 R IA 2 8 2 MK, Ui
FEBCRSERt AT, X MR AN B A AN B sh K AR (e 3 e 35 22 5% . TIAE ESG PP R 2 ) 101 )1 F K
FEAN 0, UL TAT S B, T HAEBSK b a f R R R e b, B ESR R E T
BOR, Bl ESG PPARBEE FEAR T e isesh, ik H1 452 50E

5.4. ZEIFIRE

N TR ESG PRI B I sl IR M A2 d FAt BEALIE R 3 380, ASCRT 2 BRI ESG
PR R BRI AR . $2JEEHE R o ESG PP R R A 0L, BENLAMAE 1000 VrsgE “ Db
FREMATE” , IR FFT AT, IR RO P E A, SERILKE 2. Al sEhs <ty
BURMEACR” WA R EAERGET 0, Ham R THAMERARE, it RE A BEL 1B 046, PAE
KRZRT 010, £ 10%H7KF EIFARZE . KU ESG PFRIERXS A B sh sz JF 4E HABBEHLIEH R T
B, BRI .
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Figure 1. Parallel trend dynamic test
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Figure 2. Placebo test
2. ZEIFIRL

6. IRGILERT
6.1 WAR&GEL

AWFFTLL 2010 & 2022 F IR E A BTTIHAES R LT A R AREA, T 2 X E Z 4 X Al
ESG VP&t 5 5 B A sl i 98 R AT T SE 5 BT - Bt 70 45 4678 , ESG 15 B I8 5 BE A RN 30
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FESCRINLA L RILA =] R B R DR TR AR 5 I LE B 21 1 B0 ) p /e 28t e i, i
e e A ] (113 B R il T K AR IR L9, ESG VP Bh TR AN i3l . 2 — B I 78 L,
ANV AT, B ORI, ESG PO et e h (M R IC NI . s, FeAiTidsd
U145 73 VE BeVE AN 22 B RIA 36 S A f A 6, 3RIE 1 BRI Feah e e e k.

6.2. HRBx

F—e AL NIINGE ESG SR, i H B ESG KRI, ESG PP TR REA IR IR AN B, X
W17 ESG s MV B IERIAREE I . Kk, e @EENEY ESG B, KIME. e AmiA
HVA B RE ) IR TSR L RF S R R I BB B . RO ESG PRI 4 e i i 5 v 2 m) 1435 B ok e
R, AMVIERN 23R mE R E, SFEARTHSEE. BEEE. ESG HXEESE, L
e AFEYRE, ARG RN RI A . o AR S5, ESG PRl § B 1L
AR, b 1 BB, (H BT 1k AU B rh i SR A 2 R A B R

S BURATRE BTN 45 5 FE R AT bt oL, AR & 77 A R ERF ) ESG VP4 B
u, 5ISIFRTELE ESG Skik; ENEUY B FE ESG FAMER, LHRRTTIHEYIE, PRI
PERFAFEN; e BRI, 6T A, W S AL AT R (il ORI 8 1] 2
A RIEE I, 51 FHBCEAESURL, i AR BN 3 -

SEEk
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