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Abstract

Climate change and extreme weather are common challenges facing humanity, and the gap between
the rich and the poor, racial discrimination, justice and conflicts are the major issues facing hu-
manity. In this context, China’s active participation in global economic governance in the ESG field
is of great significance. One of the tools to participate in global economic governance in the ESG
field is to establish an ESG rating system in line with the concept of a human community with a
shared future to comprehensively judge the development performance, long-term development
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capability and investment potential of enterprises, so as to effectively link domestic enterprises,
investment institutions, government regulators and professional think tank platforms to form a
synergy to promote China’s ESG investment in the global context. The purpose of this paper is to
sort out the differences between international and domestic ESG rating systems, learn from the
experience of international mainstream ESG rating systems, and propose a pathway strategy for
building an ESG rating system with Chinese characteristics that is consistent with the concept of a
human community with a shared future under the guidance of the United Nations Sustainable
Development Goals.
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2. EBRFMEM ESG ERIFER A RFIE

ESG 2 — M BEAEEMAWIFME ., TR NS, 1A I 55 b G 3w % 28 78 _E i
ARV AEN] . ESG B E M2 UNEP $&H, Ff#E o & E M= 1R e & B R A AR, #he
Al BT AT AN G 8 B Rl SR B TR AN G o ST HEE ESG VPR R 51T 72 SR R B i B R T R
SR BEIIRB G, ORISR O e R ASEHLE K “Xx” B s R 78 % .

HAT, BEbr EHE R ESG WA R A2 FSUE BHEE . PPASTFHRAI 548 5] = KIRPTTF 1) .
X ESG 7T B4 #5 2 iEAT PEAL VP AN ESG # B AT iR 2Eat, T E M ERAN. BUNHII RS
Pk A B R WG 51 PEAS VR Bt 7P 0 RAE ESG J7 T R, FEHITFHNA . it
IR ST, TR RN E S H (3], MR GTa 5| MR BRI R 5 sk . EEH T
PRERIE . ERER . BRI B, TERNIL S IR E bR 2B AE 5 B A A (R bR e i 5E
VPR ZR s SRIE VPG LA 5 (V- G A4 58 s 1m] 0038 5 1 2% A7 APk AT A5 2 B8 ) Wi R FD B
77 EFE A TFFORE AU AR BE R R & b IR I 555 (4] S VRN PP AR
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Table 1. International mainstream ESG rating system
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Table 2. Major domestic ESG rating systems
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3.1.1. 4—H&) ESG REEHERERLKS B ESG FEFTRZRHM
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A5 BRI TG AT W B B R S Bk . Bl k2 % b AR ESG SRk 5 A& 4l i
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