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Abstract

The rapid development of the NEV industry has made risk-taking a key research topic, especially in
the context of the ESG concept. This study examines the impact of ESG performance on risk-taking

XEFIF: . T IR eSG R I HT REIRIR EAT RS ASH g2 ). BIS %, 2024, 14(5): 575-589.
DOI: 10.12677/pm.2024.145211


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/pm
https://doi.org/10.12677/pm.2024.145211
https://doi.org/10.12677/pm.2024.145211
https://www.hanspub.org/

Vil

among listed companies in China’s NEV industry from 2018 to 2022, using expected shortfall as a
measure. The results indicate that improved ESG performance positively affects the reduction of ex-
pected shortfall, with an impact coefficient of 0.197, primarily through intermediaries such as re-
duced environmental costs and stock pledge risks. Further analysis reveals heterogeneity in the im-
pact of ESG performance on risk-taking; it is more significantly positive for state-owned enterprises,
companies with high ESG levels, and those with low financing constraints. This research provides
empirical evidence for assessing the influence of ESG performance on risk-taking in the NEV industry
and offers insights for enterprises to enhance their ESG practices.
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1. 518

B A BRAURAR M H 2308, 9B SO RIS EX—HRT,  “XUKR” HARK
Seth, T ERTREI AT A RS T EORIINLE, ek T S Bk, T EREE T, BiRe

KRG 2 APk, AT H T RA LS WHATHE EOE REIRT AT ML KU AR AH AT PRI
Jcti R AL, RS — A 46 52 RV [ F FE R AL

WETERH, BRI AT MR R A% (KB 52 2 2 R AR IO RE I, BARBURSCR . SoREHT T
SEAEE[1]. UL, BEE SBRECTEE X AR AR R AR LA IR TT, LIRS A AN EE(ESG)
RISy 1 VPl FAS O ELAT RS B RE /7 ) S AR o

ESG B HIFR Y, 20N T RO A Bk PSS il BRI AT Rl A e . BRI A b 7B SR 285 R 2 1Y
[, R SGER TN AT A 5T, IFSEHA R A G B o X — B AL O AE T T A
A 25 HAR 54 250, B W AR U S SR a A O I OC R DL e A R A
B, FEREEEAL IR AR AME IR T) . RS BN AT RrER % e HARB3EIRING, ESG LUk
NNV PPAT A EEARAE, R BT PRI ORI E A Ik AT R AR R A T IR R [2]

HTREVI AT ML R AT R, RHS S bl i (E L SR AR O A XU, B A b R PR A e i i T
RN WIFEARTEIEET N I EFIE KBRS, i 5k DL 5515
SIS RE IR R X R AR AN T e AL ¥ ESG V43 i ST sE M, 38 R RE S A ANME, 19 m
A OB S AN T AT RS B, FRAE ONE 38 BEVR 2 YD Wiy 2 AR AR i o FEL B 22 (K0 0 SOk =i =58, 340
FEIT AR UHT BRI A AT M B A A Al P 25 ) S A

ESG 1y —FhARI 55 A A PP A R, 35 e i b M B — BRI die AL A ) PR R 7 R A 22 5
fERIZ HbREAR, A BRI TR RPN . J81, BT ESG B Ry w3 & A B AR I 55 9,
T 24w TR G (ES) HFEME M AE LR . Ak 32 ESG S0 1A A T F#AIK ES, TRGE T RETRAE
A2 A A AN AL A B TSRS, AT SEEIL AR b R AT R SR

TR (ES) 1y — W ZL IR BB s PE S AR AR, AHLE T VaR,  SENSE & il A < il dodhs 1
AR, KPR —ERIEE RENAFHAMIEN, $T ES & T 2012~2013 F{ N8 /K% B B3
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AT IR — TR F8 T, X — S5 RO, o0 B R« — BUX I EE ” JE 1 [3]. ASCHs ESG
KIUH ES WK HATIRIZ R G, LIV 2RELMIEEEA, A TEHEFIET ESG 6B S 4
Ak ES T, AT ALEBEBE 3 T 2 4 L DAL 24 W] 458 ESG it

METHIATR, A EZTEAETLUT L B, ASCARAMERAE, RETHRERE
ATl ESG RIS MK A Z (8] (5C &, SR 1M ESG RILAT LARFRTUN MK (O E 24k, S54b 7 3L
AHETAE ESG S ReIiR FAT M RS AR T T A2 H o R, Ak — BT 1 IRBUR R 42 ESG
2008 B RER T AL I U R e rh B R E T, 8o 1 IBOBUBTHT 3 AE ESG 15 KU AR HH 2 TR A I T L
Hllo 2, ASCHEE RS, R T AR, ESG KT BB AR =MANFEIE BN ESG &
B HT ARG L ORI IREM, 3 —DIRAL T ESG 7K-FX B BRI 45 AT M KU AR AH R 52

2. IO
2.1. ESG Mz eeiFERE T R & IB RIS

MR A MR SCHR 2, FRATTR I ESG RIS T BV IR 4= AT b XU AR H L AT 50

TG, FERTREIRVR AT, W55 XU P i A ALk T RS R R RO FE T 1. T AR
AR M Pl . SRR (2023) [AIMATEAS ROTT T, B ESHTREIV AT R BORPAF B R, 5%
FIHRARAL . RN SR B A EIZANR %, WA IR, B, ESG RILFHsedii AT LIy
5 DAY [ 7 35 S A5

H AEANFRER DRI ESG 23K RE S FERHRT RERTT AT WL A5 XU, /R (2023) [5]4E3C &
LA 2020~2021 SEFFE YR A B ENE S OB BRI R . A0 T AT L e B A Ok b T A AT AT
TR, K ESG ERMNF AT AL IS AR bR R, 25RO HL ESG Al i BRI B A il 5 5 X
HTBEVRI AT ML K5 P RS A7 A S5 25 R

2.2. ESG T x4k a9520

ESG EIAEAA RIGBLR) — WU B e bR, Wt 7 A A /EFA B (Environmental, PA355). #123(Social, #:
2)fila L (Governance, YA =N A THMSEAERI . CAEMAEKN, &5 ESGC RILKRIMAER Sk A
BIHCE(Y Zhou et al., 2023) [6], BT REVRAT MY I 43 o BIH R T Al e SEAN A A7 AE IE AR 34 FH (3=
S, BHRGORIEET, 2023) [7], [AE ESG RIS COVID-19 fEHLIIE YR 300 B ZE i 46 1] R AR A1) & 1E
K. RUIEA B ESG RILHI B A AT 7 S L IR I T — 2 ()55 4 (Broadstock et al.) [8],
ZE EFTIR, i ESG I I SR H A BRI R 0 AU o

2.3. BRI S FRAHE

Altigan et al. (2019) [9]4R 7T 1 o2 8 AU e iR 552 A RMSC 28 PRS2 M), g Hh e 00 8 30 IR 5 i S R R 2t
FEHMOC. BT U SRR R R R AR RHE, Ak R, IR R R
i (1 F2 £ (Kellner et al., 2016) [10]. [RIb,  FRAR A b (B A0 2 358 JRURG A6 T A9 2D B A () FIUBA 52 2%

Expected Shortfall (ES){F A T4 5 1) — e WS B F- B, AX TAR4E0) VaR, g2 538 v LU
ISR USRS 11 (ES) AU B 5258 B 4 P i Ao lb RIS 2R Bl AU, ES e SO IE VaR ISk T
(Acerbi et al., 2002) [11]. #ERELZ 1 SCRRIESS | oM 220 & ik sl 1) ESG IR EH B, ¥ ESG KA
ROEEF| VaR fabrr, KINZ ESG 1] DU B4 2 (RIE H VaR) (Paolo et al., 2023) [12]. i&FH —18
WHARI, tH ESG St A IR B3 5t 2 G I T 3 RS KPS, s PR AR (LopezProl and Kim,
2022) [13]. [Hlt, ESG I SRR LXF ES P A4E—ERIFEN . Sk 7, ESG RINFEM ES THI L
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BFEAIAELL R L H—, ESG RIMB M AFLH G R TEEMH . G EFEHERAEEAR
XPFR AR SR B R R AL AE T ) R A 0 KRR, ESG WU T EUE BRI
WEETFBt, BAEGE ESG VP IA R 23RS R Ty & P AN G, oA Bt e A48 24,
XFMEAE AR E RS T 28 S, $Em TR PR et . thah, ESG FRINEZRAR Al ) il
VAR, AR RIRAE T AR RS RE. K, ESG RIUHHRALA g XS A st r= 4
HEY . ESG HRALE AN T XML, HIPRe I m, PR R, DLUREARII T2 KU .
H=, BRI ESG I n]fe L/ AL G RIS XK, AT AR SR 1 R AR, I SRR
HAER R AERER D, T4 ES $8FRH % REHGE H VaR FH5 26 (~F- A 2 AH R D, PRI FA5 2 2 PG

HREIRVR AT AT R EE— PP A TR, 1T LT R BB 72 Hh B A B ) s XU A R A
SEME, AP ERE A A SR T O R A B A, T T AR K R I R IR I A R R B A
X E SR HERE, ESG RIMSMENREE 5 MW EHZ S AUE IR, IWIRE] ESG RIS 0T
Al KA 5, A BT RIS E Rk . B, ASCHEH DU R

H1: $2/m ESG I AT LARFIGH BRVRVR AT I IO 45: 2% o

H2: RBUTRHZRLE ESG PFZON TIUHA 2% i 52 v e e A1

H3: EA M AEEEE IAE ESG RIAEHT REIRVA AT WL T R 5 PR R E E R .

H4: = ESG RN AMIC ESG RILAMLAEHT Be VAT WL PR 2Kk h R IMAFE B E R

H5: w78 20 AP AR L SR AV AE ESG I H AEIRVR EAT L TR A O i _E A e B 2

3. stigit
31 BERE

TiI41 2% (Expected Shortfall)s& 78— & P EF KT, L VaR X LIl 4 2 9 U S-S B i as
BARR X P2 BB R, FONSRAHIIEE B VaR BUR AR VaR, HEARomh

ES, =—E[ X <VaR, ()] @

%N, VaR NEEKTI ¢ It b SEBEUATHRAS 1 VaR {5 TR ES M5 AIRoR A
1 1

ES: =g 2XeP @)

X AR, ARAE BE KT o NI VaR UL EMRE. 1 c RnBEEAKT. ES AR T #
WP, B 745 0 I VaR B EIN 7] BETE 52 (- F S E S R ORI, 3L VaR S RER I
AE (1 R Lo

ES il & — B ME A B RBS BE T vE . —BEAB AR — U TE 7 ARy — S KU
THER R L ERTIR AR A, BT, SRtk PR SRS . A — B XU
THEEARALRRASEH TR, KEDZ% 7 HIR7(2012) [9]HIE Lo

P 254 (Historical Simulation)ff: <RSI FE K] —Fh 753, & a i Py S 5ed 2 mi 45 55X R
FE 2 — I (8] (I ARAL R T, IR H B A O KU R 7 AR SR AS AL AU L, HE TR, i 557 2 45 R oK
W sl ORI RE XA o AL, 7 SAADLE AN T BB 0 XU B 1 A ARG RE R AT, A 75 B0 IR e 7 A7 1) 2
Hoaraliit, JE ARSI

32. HBRE
N T RAERTSCHIRT FUBcse, A SCl IR Eh 6 1 I sepithik, SR 2 WRsh & DB s, SR
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HHTREUR 1T~ 7] ESG $F4X(INESG) 5 TR R (ES) Z IR &, HARSIER R AR 2 i F
ES=a, +, INESG, + ) 7, Controls, +o, + 5, + &, (3)

Hrr, ES Rl AR, HIAUHIR A BAR; InESG AR O AL s, AR MU BEIRINS: L
AT ESG RIS BRI, HAEMRYE wind $ 2 ESG 1143k #fisE: Controls A& — R4 14
A& At R RARER AN AE, o Mo AR AR R4 [ B RN, & IBEALIRZZI0.

3.3. HARIERSHERIE

BREIRTRZE AL ORI 2 B B URIR ZE A AT REVRVR MRS P K285 . BT RE IRy i Mk = A,
R REIRVR A B EAAHOCIRSS o AR T By AT BT A ] 2016 4EZ 2021 FAE AR FTFE
Ao Oy B 55 BdE M 22 22800 15 (CSMAR) AT CHOICE i 2238515, $di AR 4 1F B0 45 python., Excel .
statal6. AFEFEAWFFRIUERTE, HPEFESTOUR AR, (1) MHBRAE SCIBHE IR BURIAI ST J5MbEA,
(2) MIBRAS EHARAAAE - EER I AAEA: (3) MIBRZE ™ FF% KT 1 MAFEA: (4) AR EE S K
AR E A, A B G, ARFRER 103 FEALEIR ATk BT A R 515 AMEREIIE R
SPETTAR Sl o« [FIRF, A/ AR B R AR R TT A R, A TR S B AR BT 1% 4R AL R

34. BEENX

341 WRREE
TR (ES) . EALBIX — W AC RIS, 23RS VaR (M EdE, A%/ Python iEid
Tusharepro 44 1 (AP #2103 S8 e IRV 24T\l Bl 2w W i Bedfs o vH 30— H W i S5 0 252
KAWL BEAT EL, i AR 2 RIS SR AL R A Wi =6
_ Close, —Close,_,,
Close, ,,

4, TH5 VaR (Value at Risk) £y ES (& Afi{E, 875 214 RS AG I i 2 (9 1460 I 52 38 -
B4 485 AP SR ¥, I O AR T A B SR 5% ET A TR 959% ELAE X 1A ) 5
R#K, BHZAFR) VaR. L 600104 Jyfil, FLit 5o 2Bh Ko BT Bk 1 pos.

Rev 4

0-year VaR for 600104.SH

== VaR (-0.21)

0 R
-0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

Figure 1. Histogram of VaR
1.VaR EHE
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ES HIiH5: SH/RT 4 (2007) [14)5 NFIMiEk, ME—E BEKPFRCH 9B5%) F, #id VaR iXx—
I FE U 2 2 i AR A R BS, HAEAE SO BENLAR S X FRoRINES Rev, TE45 %8 I 8] U AT EL(F 7K
*F(1-c) T VaR {H7& VaR  (x) - § Romilitid VaR  (x) A 2 R s 2 .

Es, - VaR ( ) Z I )
1-c 1 c
342 RBTE

ESG /e A SCHE FE (i A &, AR SCis FAEAIE ESG VFdRbR, R BB fe IR AL E AR B RS, #E
STAT S AFRNAE MR, ABIE ESG RIS B REIRT 44T I A &SR I 54m . AE1F ESG VP
TEtr S EAE L T E A ER ESG A R, FEHH E SR IA LA SR, R EETE BT AF
1) ESG A-PFHHTLAA VS, IR AIRESORY . #2304 ARNAEE = ANEEX BT A 1) ESG /K-Fit
171 - WET . Sk ESG WK A LA W], SR rlia i3] 2009 55—, B St 505
PSR . ARIE ESG iPFRTEbRiELL “AAA-C” JLEYXTRIT ESG 4B /K F53E% E. #E&51/E S, AFIAHE
G 7K FHEAT IR, ASOB AT ESG BRI “AAA-C” JURSEEH I L0, ALEFREEARA L 44257 4T
2\ FIE BT TH 2 IR I BT B U R AL A bk sy o Gl I OGSO B, TT DA AR ESG VRS RE I 2L H

EEW. EOMRERITE, R AT DL AR B R, B i AR e PR AT AR R

34348 HITE

PRz O R AR AN, FTREIR A oA T R E S il ES. A SCHGEEL AR 4 Maii AR &
(1) K F(lev), HEAMSREFHMERR; (2) Maii#FZ(ROE); (3) MhELIHIEE(SA), M
i size. size "5 FIMVAER L MEH &£ (4) BETF|ZH (GrossProfit), FIEF HEERNK AR
N, BRI R 1

Table 1. Description of data

& 1 BUREER
AR A Bt ]
ES MR AR R VaR B 2k IR TS A2 (K AR 5 2k
fRREAL
INESG SR ESG 1T RN
Al J2 T4 1) A
Lev Al B R, R B Al
ROE AP R AR, R
SA Al i B 240 SRR
GrossProfit HEBRR, (HEBRAN — BERA) SR A*100%.
Year READAS TR, IR () ] 3 RS
Province REAAR R, 4440 [ E U8
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4, SLIEERS DR
4.1, EELEVAS
4.1.1. RS

L2 WG TASCHE R AR RIS oS a AR, ¥1E .

(= ONI-®

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. ikt gt

PRz BR/ME AL

VarName Obs Mean SD Min Median Max
ES 515 -0.360 0.229 -0.850 -0.368 0.402
VaR 515 -0.334 0.238 -0.848 -0.340 0.461
INESG 515 1.822 0.124 1.486 1.823 2.123
SA 508 —3.965 0.260 —4.517 -3.971 -3.072
ROE 512 0.017 0.181 —0.934 0.054 0.301
GrossProfit 512 0.177 0.080 —0.030 0.170 0.402
Lev 512 0.505 0.177 0.103 0.518 0.947

X T AR B, AR O (ES) AI35ME 9—0.360, ArifE 224 0.229, f/IME A5 KA 4371 5-0.360 F1 0.402,
TR R ARG AR SR, U0 — BOR VLTI 0 2k — i g bl sk e s, IR ERE A, ARIH
TR R (ES) A — Mk sh i, (HEAE A G,

X EAR R, INESG [MXIME N 1.822, tr#EZEN 0.124, Ho/MESHRKME )N 1.486 F1 2.123, XFE
BRTEREAH, ARH) ESG WA —E ARk, (HEABCNFRE .

4.1.2. BEETSHT

AR A B 1 E 5 22 Ju Bl A (TR RIR N T ESG RIS HUYIHUR Z IR OR R o IR IZ H fif el
VRV 2 i R et o N ) R A A [ £ 2] 2 R0 SR A 6 A R A R (1 4+ 5 AN 2 P R R T

A, 23 AN AR

Table 3. Baseline regression
2 3. FEEIALR

1) 2 (3)
VARIABLES ES ES ES
0.293™ 0.194™" 0.197™
INESG
(3.27) (2.70) (2.48)
-0.052 -0.020 0.006
SA
(-1.17) (-0.57) (0.16)
0.123™ 0.120™ 0.089"
ROE
(2.18) (2.88) (1.83)
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-0.736"" -0.450"" -0.413"
GrossProfit
(—4.05) (-2.99) (-2.54)
0.008 0.033 0.055
Lev
(0.12) (0.57) (0.86)
-0.984™" -0.715"" -0.631"
Constant
(-3.52) (-3.39) (-2.56)
Observations 508 508 508
year Effect YES NO YES
province Effect NO YES YES
r2_a 0.0598 0.272 0.284

FE: UL TN T RIFORTE 1%, 5% 10%KF LR, FES AN tE, MRS e Z R, DTSR,

F@)FI, BEVABAESE INESG E N EAL S, FREH] T A0 e RN . 25 R SR, InESG EA
ZHUN 0.293, 7F 1% B E MK FEIEMIE. Q)55 N T &4 E & 25, InESG (#8113 2508 0.194,
1E 1%H R E KT T RIEMAR. HE)FILER(2)FMHA LN T 443 B2 88, InESG 1a13 R %L
N 0.197, TE 5% MK T RIEMK, 5P REA .

7 3R T LA INESG MR AR BN R . AU, 1ERE T 5B 25, INESG TE 5% .
ZKCF LIRSS ES, R5l2, ESG F:1N 1%, ES ¥/ 0.197% (55 3 %), R ES RIS FilH 2k
BISCHE N IE A o 0T IX—45 8, — D ArReiRe e, IIgm ESG RINA B T HGE H A B AE %,
FRARIR BT RIAL 2 KUKE, FRIR 5| B 2 B fI 7 X Se R 3 Bh Tk i B I AR e AR R RS R, 3D
RN, BRI FEAE, AITEETH R ASE . Kk, ik HL 432 T 5810 .

42 REEMHRIESRESSH

421 BHRTRE
FERT— 5, AR SO0 A U5 VR Dt U AR R [ )5 2R B 78 ESG RIS AR L o T £E X — 5
e, ASCREF T — /NIRRT . H A2 9 T B ESG R BUNT BRI AL AR e i) S I VE T, ik
L G 45 R, ARSCER N AR B ES, THE VaR {ENNAS B EHIF T INESG X Hizm, &
SRR RN R
VaR = a, +a, INESG, + ) 7, Controls, + o, + 6, + 5, (6)

45 RN 4 o, 1L VaR {E A RAR & EHF 70 INESG X F i R 50052 N 1E, 53R
GERTAFEX T, B LUl R AR . AN, MBRTENSREE 3 AR HE—
H, RPGEZIRER. FFal2ER 4 51(2)F, #7 0.195 %M, *H VaR &K ES i, ESG FILXT %
ICTIUHAH 2% B BOR 4 B IS 4%

422, BBRTERR—HRE

S S AR AR R RO R ) . B[RRI, ESG RILMLF, ARSI TR, (HIX
— &5 S ARG DR O O B B R A R AR B AR T & ESG, TSR 17 s 1) R SR 28 py A= i .
NGRS A RIR W, %R E I ESG AR 52 H MM ES MR MM, Ak LS — Wi ESG
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(INESG1) N RA /. ¢ 51 TAHMN A EIAZE 5, ESG i 5 A R BUE 2 N IE, RNEE ESG KILXTFE

RIS AT BRI AR EL (K R

Table 4. Substitute variable results

T4 BHREVEBLR

(1) (2)
VARIABLES ES VaR
0.199" 0.195™
InESG
(2.14) (2.03)
0.006 0.002
SA
(0.11) (0.05)
0.060 0.064
ROE
(1.12) (1.17)
-0.423"™" -0.423"™
GrossProfit
(-2.67) (-2.64)
0.042 0.042
Lev
(0.60) (0.58)
-0.625" -0.614™
Constant
(-2.15) (-2.07)
Observations 508 508
Year Effect YES YES
Province Effect YES YES
0.336 0.345

r2_a

Table 5. Results lagged one period
F 5 HE—HAGER

(1) XU [l 5 R WA R

(2) fEREAZ R fe — )

VARIABLES ES ES
0.199™
INESG
(2.14)
0.398"™
INESG1
(3.40)
0.006 -0.100
SA
(0.12) (-1.60)
0.060 0.117
ROE
(1.12) (1.48)
583 FRIS K
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R
-0.423"™" -1.047"
GrossProfit
(-2.67) (-5.47)
0.042 —-0.086
Lev
(0.60) (-0.92)
-0.625" -1.270™
Constant
(=2.15) (—3.60)
Observations 508 405
Year Effect YES YES
Province Effect YES YES
r2_a 0.336 0.169
5. AR

5.1. FMHLHI2 4T

RYE Keke Bai 58 AT, 1T AR REFH) ESG R4 n] LAGZ AR RS2 B RS 1T ESG Zniiont ik 52
JoAH R AR RS (0 2 e A A T 3 R P s 9 L T A m R A v B9 {2 %5 (Keeke Bai et al., 2024) [15].
BEAh, FEBBUSAT L RE S, BT AU E e B SRR A D, TSR IBBOAR A, BTk AL
e, ORI RERE RIBMBHTY), HARAMBINIRMNGE R . RBCEIAT WA R, BT g5 Ak
M AU, B BAS BT T 208 0 v e 2 S BUR M I 3 5 s, S B R . SRERE, XLt
FEERPE LR T ESG R ILHIH 5 T LAFRAR AR B PRI R O A, FE gt 17— Se BAR BB 20 A,
AT RN 4 ESG SROn i 525410 U A7 22 i A E

A RO B g : BT BLE M, AR SO IR I SR T XU & ESG & I e 2 6] BRI KT R R
IREAT A BP0 R B — I AL . BEATIX — W O XAE T . ESG RILAIFETH AT LB 3 F A%
AL R e SR A LR 320 E A% 3 Tk 3 — L ) 1] 3 5 M) ol ) XU AR B K, B AR i A R RS A R e
O T BRI IR AT M A VR B U N B, RO ZAT M IE AL T PRis  J A AR B i 1, Aol e XU
AR EE R RBN AR BET S T T AN . IRIENLE] S A R, ASCH g 7R (7) A A
(B)BEAT AR N AG G . [RI, TERE INESG 5 ES Z [ A A2 N, B 22 54 R PledRatio 7 LALE Ny
hr AR

In PledRatio = ¢, + &, INESG, + )y, Controls + o, + 6, + &, (7
ES=q, +, INESG, +a, InPledRatio, + 7, Controls, +o; + 6, + &, (8)

KU 25 A% 6 Fras, ()R E TR, InPleg (1R I ZLF 1 R) (1) R HUN—-2.299 H R,
XKW INESG 5 E R Z MAFE AR R BAREL, ESG RIEHEE 1%, METIR% N
2.299%.

F1)(2) R AE FLAE 2] U B Bt BB HP 2R 1) B 45 R, InPledRatio () 5 %4°5-0.029, HAE 1%%.%
PR FRE, HAWFEAET ESG. XCHF T X FH IR % H2, B ESG I AT LAFERM B
A SR I BSAR AN I S A RS, AT 93D A b (R TR 2K o AR 43 H A 08 IR R IR TR RE VR VR R AT
b A R 4 5 3 0 B EE R S, IR T A R R R R T oMb ) A R 2 1
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Table 6. Mediation effect test results
52 6. AW IEER

(1) (2)
VARIABLES InPled ES
-0.029""
InPled
(-3.19)
-2.299" 0.078
InESG
(-1.73) (0.72)
0.280 0.032
SA
(0.44) (0.55)
—-1.091 0.027
ROE
(-1.27) (0.40)
1.949 -0.495™
GrossProfit
(0.86) (-2.26)
-2.372" -0.082
Lev
(-2.14) (-0.88)
2.758 —0.402
Constant
(0.66) (-1.12)
Observations 253 253
Year Effect YES YES
Province Effect YES YES
r2_a 0.303 0.369

52. RS

ARSCAERT— AT QI T ESG RIS Hr BEII AT ML XU RSB KPS 52, (EL2%5 58 3 il (5 B P8t
510 DX TR R R AN PN BB AN A1 B 22 A0 ESG R IR T REIRITA-AT MU RS AR HEL R 2, ] B FROAE AS S % 1T i
ToiE AT R WX AR, 5 Bk — DR AN R N ESG PRER S KU BEOR AR 5N . PRIEA L
HBE— B R FEATEAT 40 A5G, AT A R . ESG 7K-P-F Rk 58 29 sROKF 1EAT 57 R A 43 A

52.1. FIBNERM

5 R BIAS R BT A B BT 1) A AR AR 26 BRURACE . XU 2K 32 B8 70 A BGRB8 ) 55 5 A7 TE IR
ZESE, IXELZE A RE I ESG RIUHT REIRIR AT W U B K S AN R o R AR SO BT A AR AR HR (1)
AT R 28, R E A A FISEE A A ST R, DU BE 4 TR ORI 9 2 Al
AL

27 T EAMAEE R IR AT AR IR A R . NG R AT, INESG TE 1% H/KF F &
AR EA R Ak, BRI ESG #0 1%, #AEIRIRAEE A ik ES 91 0.282%, Xt AEEAE
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BRI AR . fEik, BATT LS LU IS8 X TAREA Ak, $2 ESG RN H A
ANV BB E 2, ESG PFAE I E A ik B 3 K45 KU AR S, B6iE 1R 3.

Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis

R RRMDH

() @ ©) 4 ®) (6)
BT ESG 7K Rl BT LR

EAMN  FEEAMSE "ESG KT RESG/AKYT mEEAR  REEAR

VARIABLES ES ES ES ES ES ES
0.282"" 0.079 0.133 0.268" 0.169 0.297"
INESG
(2.82) (0.84) (1.47) (2.20) (0.99) (2.21)
0.041 -0.075 -0.024 -0.016 0.013 -0.062
SA
(0.88) (—1.54) (-0.49) (-0.30) (0.29) (-1.01)
0.146™" 0.045 0.147™ -0.063 0.164™" 0.087
ROE
(2.99) (0.62) (3.13) (-0.38) (3.05) (1.41)
-0.429" -0.133 -0.683™" -0.308 -0.238 -0.627"
GrossProfit
(-2.01) (-0.66) (-3.43) (-1.28) (-1.35) (-2.32)
-0.031 0.043 0.063 0.096 0.068 0.016
Lev
(-0.42) (0.50) (0.69) (1.02) (0.88) (0.19)
-0.509" -0.853"™" -0.620" -0.861" -0.610 -1.006™"
Constant
(-1.66) (-3.13) (-2.25) (—2.59) (-1.51) (-2.81)
Observations 188 313 271 237 256 252
year Effect YES YES YES YES YES YES
province Effect YES YES YES YES YES YES
r2_a 0.357 0.256 0.326 0.192 0.253 0.282

5.2.2. ESG 7k R R

BAMFEAR X 5 N ESG RN AMIK ESG PR AMLLERFT ESG FRIKTHT HE IR 21T Mk XU 3
s i B R . XA X A Bh T FE AN A ESG AT A fr o35 RN R i 4%, DT o 4
THI MR R BOR KT L M o Ak, XML TE R T A AT L, A BT BUR B G b T AN R 1 X )
R TR, AT 5K b 1) T AH DR IBUR -

T 7 HE)FEGIIIRSE T HR AR R . WNER AT, ERARGFTR AT, ik ESG /KFHIR
HHEAREM, H ESG RIIGM 1%, ik ESG /KRB REIEIR ARl ES ¥5/1 0.268%, 51K ESG /K
A, ESG RIAT PR BRI AT W TR R SE N B s B0 T Rk 4.
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5.2.3. BABLREE

AN KZ $RHOHAT B B AL PR AR A% P A B0 AT 70 4, WG HaXHE R T iR S B RE AR 43
R 2 AR, AN TS T AL RE AR R S AR BT 20 R A, P RHEAT XCEE 22 43 R 4347
AT B 4 T AR B0 X 3 R 2 Al () i

T EG)H(6) AR T A EAR I R . MG R TT A, R AR A InESG Y R Euz /) THIRE
WA, HARRRTT 2 A B M, BIHRECR IR, ESG RIIEI 1%, ES HiN 0.297%. K,
FEXF TR R 29 R A, KA LR ALK ESG 2 L INAE S SE BT BRI ZEAT L i U AR FH, B6AIE T

R 5.
6. ARG SBIREIN
6.1. BFRLEIL

BrREIRIR AT R W R J8 LR AE ESG TR I R 4T, (F3H 2 RIH7E oE. 4R, %47y
SRAFAERZIE ESG V43 (1 5 1 AR AN BAN 77 T 2 3B AR, 75 ZEAN T I ESG & BLA(E B4 f% . ESG &
PR SR ZAT W I AN Bh s R R FE A, H sk = 8 5. Bk, ERANERITIX W # 2 8 1)
RAVNIE G ERNLE], XA H SR E £ OCHEE ., ASCEE 2018 28 2022 41 A it Biia
AIVENBEFEREA, R TR0 ESG RN T RS B i 78, HHT 7 — R,
WAEPERTES . LU, R T IBUR T3 AE ESG I T R K R P RIEMHNERM . &5, @ikl
AR FTA AU ESG RISV ARk Bt L) KA AR AT IS UE ] T ESG PFRK T %of IR A 48 5 0 280 R
ISt ASCRAR LN’

WA REKW: (1) ESG V5 AR T R AZAE B IR SR, B ESG RIRLT, T Kbk
/AN, BT ESG RIS AR E BN, (2) HLEI TR, ESG R IE I BRI AU 1 2 K A% Tl
RS, AT 2 RS 2R AE . (3) SRR AT s, ANIRI BT BT SR B BRI IR ZEAT I TR 2% ) s A7
HEEER, EAMAARTIEEEG MRS ESG RIXHUNML W E N 5. ik, = ESG
I FE ESG RIUAMAE U R I B EZR, K ESG RIS BRAKH GBIV 47 L 7
IR e B R B ISR o RIS, ARk SR 20 A Ak 1) ESG SR IATHT REIRIRZEAT ML PO 2K 1) 5 il
FONEEE, MXT R A A, (KR 2R A ESG R I EE Re s M AT Mk 1 KU AR A

AR T LLR AR ESG {5 B HR 1 N AENLE, B4E ESG AR 4EEE 385 (Environmental)
#t2:(Social). A1y #(Governance) X 5 &IV AT M XS AP RZ M, LK Al an ] 1) A 56 4 1T 3% FH )
ESG 15 245 5 K42 = T 7 B A 0 U AR K P o[RS, 1T A5 REARTT ESG 15 B Fe 5 i lia B s i . 2
PHERFR MBERET MR R, DLAIXE R 3L [F 2 ESG RIE R IMMR Z ML R, N
MV A RIS T AR AL IR AN R T T A S B 1L

6.2. BIEREIWN

6.2.1. BURFRI 2R ESG E R E MRk XIS &IBRMEE

H—, BUN AT LA e A OGRSl BB SRR BRIV ZEAT LI T A Rl 4% B 4 — bRtk bk % ESG 5 &,
DAPE R BB W AN AT Lo, PR AT 0t ESG 15 B et . 28—, BURFIEAT LB AT b
S bR AR, INSRET AR R ML A B X ESG MES I FERMAN YR, R E SR A E
& ESG RIFEMEIN. =, BUNRTLLIE. ESG SO AL, SRR TS 18 BRIV Al gh
TR FIBCR SCRE, SR AR T ESG R, sk XS S5 . SBPY, BUR AT LUINsRT B 5E 5
REATIL F RS BRI, b Ak 7 58 3 1) ESG B HIAR R, P ESG XU Xt i b A 7 37 R 52
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WAL, MAh, MENUHES) A N EA ESG SLik, I E M RBURAEIE i, (kAT
FREER T o

6.2.2. AR HIRRE ESG R, BREEBRE, RERRAIBLES

PEF A ESG RIUAE B T FAR A BRI, 98 i T B A R 3 U 25 Ak At SR B BEAN 4825 o 17
P9 ESG #IL, WULMBAR LR, F—, \EdlEREENmRE, EREH, DARTAEN. &
= BRARIABT AR R AR A, B LA R (K VORI R R AR IR TR M A, AR KR A
=, EEAF RIS, A A R A e R R R, 3B SR [ W i e 2 A i )
Ev' e L 38

6.2.3. feMl N RSERRABRARMT 79, B S i A AR AR AN B S

AV AR TE AT ESG B[R]t 250y 28 W) FR I S A KU, Rl 7 T 37 R B B i) i
Ao BRI, Al P AT U NS e AR 74 08, IEE BT IR AT O, DA KU BE R AR TR 45 5K »
SEHLTT RS AN AR 2t B KA H Az e Aolb ] UL 32 5y ESG RIK-F, R 2 BT KUz, XA
DA B TR0V 55 R, 38 W] REdR AR BEA T I B0 51 70, AR R B A DA R 428 e UG 7 AH

6.2.4. FHEHEFM R FEWA ESG R, MEPUERUKLRMBZLRAKFE

Pt B 7 AR PR VTSR, MR ASCI R T, TR BLF LA R, H—, REREL
1) ESG K, HEAMMFTAAIER, RBleEA ), X el HAT 54 RS A&, e X 2R
b, BAEmRErIE. B, TSR LK, BRI HKT il g 4 R
Mo H=, TR G ESG VER, ZIUIIRTURIKRA S, IRTHETT R ESG HEHFEK. B
P, X FHREHRMS, REMSIE ESC RIAMA B TIPS ML PR B RIAL 23 R, 38 7T DAE R IEAl A
I 55 Fe s PRI R SRR T — AN A
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