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Abstract

With the development of globalization, enterprises increasingly pay attention to the impact of en-
vironment, society and governance (ESG) on their performance. In this paper, the key ESG issues of
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a company are discussed in depth by means of case study, and the implementation situation is
analyzed in detail from multiple perspectives. Finally, the accounting indicators are combined to
make an in-depth discussion. Research shows that the application of ESG technology can signifi-
cantly improve the financial situation of enterprises and promote their long-term development.
Based on practical cases, this paper summarizes the experience and lessons of ESG technology im-
plementation in energy enterprises, and puts forward corresponding normative suggestions on
ESG information disclosure.
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1. 5|8

“XURR” ISt ESG WA R T EORIAR A, EAMIBGR — MR B, R Ao Ak i
PR, e b2 s . AR BRI EATERG R, WA BSG Mk AR B INEIAT .
ESG HHE] AMXEa Atk 1 RTFTARA KNl 2, 1 ELE RERE AR M S A T O 2 50 R 0L, M R 22 3%
MR TE . SAEGRIIS GUE A, ESG AL H nUSHE 1 b an i Hesh K K 4 5 g KO R
TR 55 o SRR — MRIFI RG], FATREE ESG BRORIRITE R EII5 75 -

2. ESG iR
2.1. ESG #%&

ESG 15 B BRI SRR aE, PUARTHR AT R, JF HA BT 5L RAFH 5 B3t
VG, B MR Aa BIE MEER, DM e T RSO R IE R . X EE T
AL, el DABL i T, e s, DME S Ar it ik 45 %2 Ak DL BL ESG SR A i
PP Al FTRFER R JE RE IR RS AR L —

2.2. ESG 5 E3H% &

ESG PP S5 M SFE R B VIREC R, XFOCERMES Tl 2R, 1 H &y 2N sk
(1223 PR DT . Friede (2015)i 1 73 #rilEid 2200 A % ESG M 554k, MMi4E7~ ESG 7E8G5 4%
RO E B, Hd R RS 45 R AR, ESG MR BRMCE B FAL K ks, i Bk Refs
B R B L 28R 1] Barnett and Salomon (2012)[HF 7R 45 S R, B4 RIF a2 5 &
A A AR B & T A VS 2] . K-H. Lee (2016) S HoAth 2235 183 43 B 412 FKAEE E Py 4 A F] 2011
2012 SEIREE . A KA R B GTRUR B WGER FR G T, 5K, ESG STt T B IE [ Hb
PTG IR 2, FF AT A= AR AR 0 55 P20 2 22 A8 A [3]. Velte (2017) i —3PAESE T iX—4518,
B ESG /it i) RE1E [a) 42 T+ 5~ U 82 22, I HOATRE ™ AR ) B8 7 I 2 2232 40 [4] . Atan (2018)i#1d X} 54
F RV A W] 2010 F-~2013 4 ESG FAR TR SR IR AR R, RILA w60 B oo 2 7 I % 51340
Rl e i LY, T HARTR B B R R, 28T, B ANIZEE AL o] DO 2 &) 100 558 21 Je H
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o o3 ] (AN AR 1) S THT 5 T 2 WA ) LR R[S AR Nollet (2016)F5T, B/~ [HIHRE . FEARRHREK
FFADA G R R Bon th—F U BUMIBCEITE, XBOR T, REAE AT ARRSEAT &R B At L%,
IS A AR B G (6] MR SR B, ESG RIMLAK B\ Sy G IX =ANERE#T &4 o 4
WBROKF 7] FEAREIEBUTHI . SRR LA 205 G if47 I, ESG Mk ae /1 L -k . B
WhozE « B AT.(2019) 38 a5 FH T B AR 22 AR Y 3R AT SR A 3R T A B3R OR | 4122 5TAE DA K A L BE(ESG)
AR IS o] 52 1 FG R % AR 15 R0 8]0 20\ FR M RESEIBE ALK I, ESG Vo i A | BA B s 5,
BEAR ST B 22 1T ESG XS it 2 [9]. 45K, BSG MPRMUARL TS, Hmht A il e,
T (407 PR S 6 ) 2 T o G 3% ) S22 A 4

2.3. ESG e S38E R IE

ESG fEf it VAR AT Rpal A DT T A 1 BRI, “RIFRER R R BAEfRdtES . APttt
RN FREMSE R R, JF H R 178 CRy A R BEGH_ESEHL R B A 285 A & [10]. ESG IR FI W]
CL . S50 Aok (SR, AT HESI AL 2 HIRE 20 . BEE ST AL FRInadE . A 1 A ORI n DA R SR ) H 2
i, FREEH). AT RRSEH R R D Oy st 2 3R IE H AR . ESG B B AR N M5 AR S AR BT
AL SR A YR, AT B Al S B B v A (L

ESG {5 B 2 g b FoF A2 S HIA LR, AU BURIR A B SE 7 A5, 8T DL
B AR SR ATRER A, JF A B TSI MZES XU I SRR & . 83 ESG 15 B 45HR, Al AR
AT DU G st i P L P A (45 8 B, 0 LA W] DA S v R s AN ) oIl B SR CIR DL, AT R
R T ISE 477, TS AP 51 50883 (500, IO AR BRI B (i i #. ESG 15 215
XS T A A R R, B R DO R BT RIS, Wi H A AT e R DO KR r My IF
NHANIE R K2 TR .

3. 43 ESG SERTER S
3.1. REF B

S, —ARANZEHX RS M, 1999 FA4)57, G H AT SEIE BEMMEE., 240808
Gt FI\NKAN AN 2 F, FEEHNERFE AL AT . 2004 82, FAEEFBRZ S LT, F6
AR Fe % 1A A E AN A TR B IE 2R R BB BN b o SRAR BB — AN R AR IS 55 T st e PR AR ] .
32.E. S\ G BEMEEHA

Table 1. ESG rating scores of each dairy enterprise
F 1. 3t ESG TR

4 EZ AT PR Sy
*okkkk (2 K)
1 E G N4 86.9
1 BRI Ay 86.9
*okkk*x (1 %)
3 opE 70.7
* Kk k ok (6 %)
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Continued
4 =Jolipy 69.8
5 WAL 69
6 BT 68.3
7 ol 65.9
8 A 65.5
9 iR N4 65

BRI KATHEZ ESG WK -

M 2016 SETFE, AT I E L ESG iy, TE] 2019 4, bR 74> PLAT 4k
RETERA R PATRA RN WG ML =S B, DL BSG #2713/ m s = 0, ASE
BUARY B AT R LA

1 PR A THE B VPR A FR TR ESG VFRAE R, ARFRAIAT A, S ESG FEEL
LB R S FRDGZAT ISR BRI AR 155, AP ozt il At (3Ll 358 W 5244 5L
A H) ESG 145 RAEAT W WAL THGR/KF, 1ZARMAE AT ESG B St i A vh A e e i

3.2.1. MEE)BE

Reporting Exchange £#& 7w, e B & USR8 hn 0 K B 2 AN J7 1, Hod i BN R R E A
WRHER S KBTIRII AT RESE R . BRIRAA BRI DA R S b B8 . 58 20 (R B 108 32 BN BRHEL. 4%
3B AN B SERE o

SN FIRILT — R R LR, RS AR - FlkEr - T SRS EAEL, JF
JR AR A, DS 20 RRYR . D0 AT AR SRR P R T, DU EE B K PR b AR 4 2R AR
BRI . 2021 4, S0 SABRHECETS B T 66 Jil, Lt E— A5 7 5.70%.

TEGREIEE b, SAAWY K] AR, FFaldat G b nioiEth, WEZ kM
ARIH, B AEEIIZET. 2021 4, ZAFGEORIRMEH % KIRIET, X2 T 6.87%, HHOZEMK
TheiA% 7 5 MEE R RIS T AN 1 R R 0 4 o it B B A

TEREIAEIS b, S TR Aoy FIGRTHAr=3S, SO T RHEAE 2 0 nl B, 4wt
JERTRFLL = A RENIE, BRI R 3 A ECEE , Wk D AR IR R s . 2021 4,
FA IR OISR BT AR ARERR R RIS RH A SRR 7S T B AR LS5
THFECAT T MR o b, 3@ e i R I A B L SO S se S fl 21 g JRE 2 19 go AR
V42320t A%k 200 I, FEEL, SERL PLA W] BRI BIARTF R, Sff— K ISR T 38 5%
ip AT

3.22. ##E)EE

SIS VUEEE N R THRA. SRR NS EAEE L.

fERTARF b, ERREEEAT 555 A0, A F Rk R0, SR 2 0 A SOE
BN R TARF, SRR B TR AL R P AR R LI 53 T R AR R DU I3, 55 H R 1) A8 - — 0
AETEEEMESRAR R\, 2021 4F, Z4F 0 TR T8 55 K08 100%. 2021 4F, SR ANA HFRE R,
REOANA NG S, . BRAN ARG, 84 R T2 2500 B BB 15
e FR, FREEEESRAAREFRIE, “UWR7 ANA R A NG #ik 2021 FK, ZFA4TFE
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B3k 447 15, 756 9804 .

ES MR b, S48 T “2025 A THE RIS A KRS H bR, el 4 RGH KB4 « 2
FIPRDE” $RAE T SRR SCRE . ik, SASRICT “TORERREE” , B “Hl. LR, s, wefEs”,
T 5 By A BTG AE 4 1 B A AR R kR IR R . S5 2K E =T SRUWETF, AN
i IR XA IR HE T 50 AZ oo TR, DSCREHAR P R . 2021 4, ol 175 %
NN E HIGXE 8 KA It T T A Tk as, N 3.10 RIS HE T2 1ilbles, (it T
AT AT SR . IR SUE T H L0 15 M7, —H5ET, ¥R 5.70 JIRF 55780 713 AL 2 il AL
2, R AT K.

EAMZEE b, REPWRE I amFl, HETEHRA M ERL R, Bk, Bk,
Bk e RSN, HRZ A REEES. 2021 4 10 H, AZEHHIGRREEN, o5
AW BTN, AEVE R A TS A . RTINS BRI AT, BB R 1700
FEALEYY . BRYY, TRIEWER N — LU NSRS R R E . 4 5T EEA 5 & 2a Kk
“AEFERT . 1B 670 it DAUMCREFE ISR roh Bod i s At BEORSS I RN R K& -

3.23. RE(GER

SRR BB E BN ESG iR RS TG DL R LB i <y

£ ESG HiA b, ZRAFIES TR ESG UE, LUABIHEMRBI LA E . ik, SAF5RIE 1%
FROTUE, HEE T HABORENSE, DR EA RIFMEENRE. BRI 4, 20 =
PATBUA . SR EPATE R LK =AM P ATE S . S A RNE AN (G5 BT RREl R e
RETRSpEY , E FKAEAE T E BECRT () = 0] R R R BRAE M, R i ESG T H TR .
FOUE PR 2 RS E A RN T4 A AR R IEAE AR FARBEIR ARG, JF HARH T —85%%
M. BREGHEM. WM. SRATITRREIR A, M54 7 (1 o] RESL R A3 B 47
PR .

R E G L, AR RS N, OO UG BEHESE R AR, TR E R
B, R E B, RAEAFGE T (A REEEBE) R VG, LB
BV RIERAE 6 I PRI XS B B4R R . 2021 4, ARIEMIER LRI T (A RGE HEAESE) K& (5
HARE BT o ORI B AR 2R R AT

FERDIEAE b, A R E B s SR, WE kA TERR (GRIEEE) (WES
HFMY RAFNAIE. RZEW . RV w5k 55 5 S U B e A de m . [RIRT,
AFE T A IERP R TEECE, JET 2021 SFEIABE E AR HL(UNGC), #57EbR R 7R 8
W Ak, BT T —SerE R, 2021 FRAEFAT T 211 IREDVEMERRIRI, Hd ko5 hs
YIBREZRZ0E) I 194 K, RIS IR 9 N, ZiIla NEuk 44,167 A

AR, SRR ESG 5 H, E&NshHMATNAE., £r78E . HaTtErvEs, JFEX
JINNBEAT IR LTI B, BUAF T I3 O

4. BHFNSHE ESG &Ml F 5387

ARSCIE I LA = A5 T B St ESG X 54 55 SN 52 o

e AT S A I SRR E RS AE M I £ G RE AR . K T ATRAE Y, S27F4E 2017~2021
S R B0 L RN B PR R R A2 E , WS R BAa e . XTSRRI ESG B BB RENS A
HARTHAFRIEGRE Sy, A B TR BEB 0 b 15, ANTIBR A F] M 558038 2508 A = I 55
WO E RN . BEE AR H 28 ™ IR, BRI 2 (U T AR 5 ESG BORIIRAT, H
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TR ZARATAE 2021 4F 9 HA I RIR, 1R 2050 20T, EA TR SEI BRI AR iR, X RER
] BSG BRI NI T BLA RO S AR5, SR A FLL A AT IT E PR 37 .

TR RSB B S WA N BE A (B A AL A VR RO A BE AR AR . AR 2 WTRLEH, FARFLAE
2017~2021 8] FJED SN AT SR LU AR D i@, XRMI S AL AE S ESG & B [,
HAFM AR 7 iET. mtE . S0 A R DU 25 Rt AU R ESG et 4, T
FEAESETH AV HITESHIL S I I, B A DR DA (AN A AR, A Ak AR AT B 2 Wi o 45 31 S E
—IBHIK R
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Figure 1. Debt paying ability analysis chart of Mengniu from 2017 to 2021
B 1. R4 2017~2021 BEREENDHAE

Table 2. Summary of Mengniu’s profitability from 2017 to 2021
F 2. B4 20172021 FRFIGESCRE

Gl 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

B N(f2o0) 601.56 689.77 790.3 760.34 881.41
#HE (2. 7T) 20.3 32.04 42.96 35.02 50.3

SV 3521% 37.38% 37.55% 37.65% 36.70%

RIS 3.37% 4.63% 5.40% 4.61% 5.60%

Hll kiR wind s e .

Table 3. Summary of Mengniu’s retained earnings 2016~2021
3. T4 2016~2021 FEFWHLCER

Ay F 7 (1478) AR LB (%)
2016 79.01 —
2017 97.93 23.95%
2018 126.23 28.90%
2019 164.65 30.44%
2020 197.27 19.81%
2021 24438 23.88%

el kiR wind s e .
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o I I U 5 S W Al AT R R A LA R T I S, O R DR BE D R AR . AR FIAT TR P S I A U
BRI B AAIRE R T .t 3 ATE SR FLLRE BT AE IR, 2017~2021 LB A AT G
B Bz B Bl e A AN g, W TEAT ESG RS T BN 2 25 AT M Je Sk 51 AU I 1 Al A5 R
RO, S0f T P R B ) AL L AT O AR (0 1 3L, D5 FLolk 28 8 g (R SR 1 1 AT 0 IR 9 < PR e

B S IT RS BSG LR, Bl A I8 E ™ A 7 IR IR SRR Y Hh e
TR ARG B A AT e, BUS 7B WSS OR, BN RE AR eI 1R B T R E R

5. ESG AW R
5.1. M\l fHEH ESG, RBMNEES|S

LTI ESG ATTFIEWIFLRENS K RIRTF A /] (A8 R, L AT ESG MMIRR . ATFHIATHE
S, AT LA M S S O W AR STAH R IBURT « VEARE L AT AE T I BS . AT A A B ik SE i ] SE
ZHKkE. N ik EALFE ) ESG BGt,  SABINCR U, Itk ESG HISEiE, X —id fEni
S MBS, RBUFRREHE T BREFNRNS 5L SITZ %, XFE, ESG Lt
AT USRI FS (AR o O T AP T EE BSG M A, ROZORE RURSE U Hh v B E 2 ATk, IR H
A LN K, DR AE ESG (I & .

5.2. \EEEMAE ESG, Wt AHELR

VIR I 25 BUSOM AR 55 51800 5 HAE AT ESG BRI RIS BAHK, REFH ESG RILTLLA
&1o1| 4 7\ DN TE 74 G V) & N RN d e < OlIE e N U (B s E e =i N e A R -
JEIIER T~ w g AN 8k, A e AT B ESG RN, BB T At e il k. R AR
HAZE., KA RIERKAR, RIN4HEOEEFEN].

5.3. NEEEEWAIE ESG, MBRINEFRER

XM T, SN 5835 BESG BLUGH SGIRAE I %, ISR EBUR AT 1, 54l
HRE IR B EORY . A AL R GA R E M THE, b AL THERIR, BN &4
(1) ESG . — 77, ALM— T4 E S #i Nz A Wi bsitE, BHAr, BN ESG iPMARHEMA 232,
L) 58 G5 — BIVEAR bRitE o 55— J7 1T, ZEXT Ak ESG RILEEAT VRN F5 A%, SR E— 1 2 il K 7] AL,
TEANV AT ESG B 1 2 R 2 EHEIEH
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