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Abstract

At present, ESG development is unprecedented in China; especially under the guidance of the “dual
carbon” goal, China’s ESG development has entered the fast lane. This paper uses the financial data
of 7 companies in the information technology service industry from 2021 to 2023 (first quarter
report), uses Rstudio software to establish comprehensive financial indicators for the selected 8
financial indicators using principal component analysis method, and selects environmental per-
formance (E), social responsibility performance (S), and corporate governance performance (G)
evaluation indicators, which are synthesized as overall ESG indicators. The relationship between
ESG performance and the comprehensive financial performance indicators of listed companies in
the information technology industry was examined through the panel data model. The results show
that the environmental level (E), social level (S) and corporate governance level (G) all have a sig-
nificant impact on the comprehensive financial performance indicators, and the comprehensive
ESG also shows a significant positive correlation with the comprehensive financial performance.
Finally, based on the development status and goals of the ESG industry, it provides suggestions for
listed companies in the information technology service industry to actively practice ESG to im-
prove their financial performance.
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M E R E AT )14+ 2030 ERTSEBURRIAIE . %5 14+ EL 2060 “ERTSEHUR A7, IX— “XL
W7 H bR IEEE L5 R R RS R, WA A8 G H)7 rmE R L. BN ESG KB
M, (HIL “TTHRPELRE” « GO S0 S S IRIE KRR GRS DL R A b G 0 5 R B i R
H 2017 4ELLR, HEREFRBR RS2 R IFITE ESG LI FL, UK. {85 ESG #4&x. 2018
6 HiE, ABIERPIN MSCI X378 50 MSCI 4ERFE%. Ak, MSCI A& 55X i gy AN i e
[ 7T A AT ESG #F ARV, AFFEARHERI A TSR b HEsh T E A& KA S BT A F
XF ESG RF IR ZR, AHICEUH 5 I8 SO IR RSt . BN ESG #%E7E 2016 4F J5 4 &gt A KA ,
FHECIRSE [H SR ARG, ER R ARRGE . Reiile “Xk” BAsT 5 ~, ITPakE AN ESG #5127t
L, ESG AHIGI M4 ARAT B S5 7= Sk 2% . # rp EHE SR R S b & 4001, % 2021 2=
TR, G, WL, ESG %7 MM ATAS ISR O FR 1000 R, FUELA T 7900 21470, % 2020
IR PBIE K 36%.

2022 4 15 H, ke (BT ARBEFHERKREE TERLD) (P (F851) ), H 2022 45
H 15 HiEhiAT. IR ER TS R REHINGEAN T T ERAN “ARMHEE, e, REEE”, 1£
PR B, &3 RS AT ESG 5 1 B HI S Rt — B e .

FHELT ESG MsLi A g, B P ESG AH S LN G « A % ESG HIWF 7L, 4k ESG RIS H# |
T 25 S8 R Z A K ESG Pk A g — BRI LA B B AL 38 i I LK EE s BRIk 4k, 8 P 3230 ESG
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PEGRAH N LA R S — et R B, ESG VFA R T AR AT I ARFAE BRI 2 AN R . ik, AR SO i A
FEHEAMRS i fol ESG RINE M5 GAZ MIK R, UL BIHESNE BARSS BARAT A (1 5 53 & 7T
Rrei ki fe.

ASCANHTRAET . EAZEARXT ESG 7K 2 FIGR I SEBURAT Wb, A DL EE BHAR RS Bl
W 256 T 55 RO AR RS B, LA IEFE B0RT wind %70 (19 ESG $di & 7. ESG 454 R INAEHR N 3 BfR
BAR R, SRATHARCEE BRI T EL Sy G =ANMEE LUK ESG LA R 546 W 55 8RR 2 18]
PIAH N o IN— B FEJE B3R 1 /b DUE BB IR S MV ARE AR, 58 ESG Xt Al 25 S i i) 25 1
2. XELREEMRBE

(—) SCERIERR

1) ESG

ESG, R&KE, AILAIA “SCB” F1 “f8 7 BN Z R FEAE ESG: V2 Ot H 2 F i A =] JZ i)
) ESG 52k, BUKEIREE. H4s. VAR RPN IS E R, #EZ MM ESG, & —FfhciEil
WL dhar . ESUIT RO 55 Gl e B 2

41 1) ESG VEAGHCHE B 51 LT B AN AR T B AERAN A 7] 3l 250 , 33 R 81— 25 B A
HHIBAE R, R RARTE AR 5% ESG FISHIERT T, B2 RN BRE S R IAEF R, LM
SEHEL T ST I E KW ESG BFFL[1].

WAL VT2 385 ESG 18 SURMAR RA S T RIFFL . X355 N (2021) 1N ESG PN 21 45
TR E AN R, ESG VFN AT ESG J7 AT BE T LU A R AR T F1 TRk 475 7% A0 55 7 T AR JRURSz [ 2]
EERESE N (2019) M BE AL 45 1 ESG HI5E X, AN ESG s 1 17 5 2> &) B i b 4% 5 o m] e 8 P R 3 1 5
RO =TT R, S 1 T 4 ESG IR A FE IR FR[3]: o E TR RAT 4 (0 & ft iR Al
HEFQOLT)VIATEFBR I EUNIREE . H AR EEr DER I b, FRSEHEAR AL S FVE B FR R AH L
Xf Al ESG #35r IDTBREBUR, & B AU FEFR[4].

2) ESG 5t 4534

HEAMAL, E P ESG PR A R AL DM, (HU2UE JLAEE P ESG WRIMIGIN, #38) T AR I ESG
IRETE, Hd A/ ST ESG X AV 45 S0 il (1A 5% o

Ko 530N ESG 5N 4508 R IEAHE: 3 5(2013) I AL 45 SR o rE Al 215 B T A
b A2 THAERT T AL I 55 S8 A R E 5] FRif(2019)I8 5L T 2015~2017 4FE ARRHEAT L F 17 22 A
IAH DRI 55 H0 4 A ESG #idl, WL SRR, KU M S, ESG 5 %S08 R IR & K IEAH G,
BSE I S, ESG 545812 1A A SR 224 [6]; Jun Xie %5 A\ (2018) 4 MVAE ESG 15 B THI 3% W &
5l A AE P fE KT B R IEAHDE, VR EE B S M R R IEA e i s, HUOR AL SER S
& R[],

A — LR R, PSSR LI 55 G 3 (CFP) Z Al 5% R R UM e B H B35 5m: sKIG R
S5 N (2015) N A& BT 1E ESG Hdls i Ab B AR T AZ AR AR PRI 8 RS, TEAL IV 25 SRl 22 1y, H
THREHJETHRPGR, BEFEENE AW SR R e W %5 BEAS R HE ESG {5 E[8]:
SHIRA COHEN (2023) & 8L, K ESG Hil 1k O ESG 45 M, (HH3EA kM 5k Gt ol
[9]; BERNIE(2022)i@ it B3 Hrid, EEUEE ST HliE A R e %, WAL R ESG AR 5 kit 45
GURRESMI, 7EE. Sy G ilitsr, MRS %800 R EA G, Miks TiEs AR RN
VS 35 AR [10]; Yaghoub Abdi 28 A (2022)H2 45 M 4Bk 36 F A A mIAE A 2008 424 2019
SRR EAE , I ESG 22 FP I U s A S 2 [11]; %577 (2023)TER 5T K I ESG RILE 1
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WA 55 S 2 R R, HAHGEA ), JEEH I ESG IG5 Gk ) i 1a e m B8 2, AR
Trg gk, JEmETs YAk ESG RIA W 55 ST i i s B8 R 3%, ARECTHE ROE I s A, (5
SIEA AR A ESG FRIWXT A 55 £ 354 1) £ [ 52 ) B V25 [12] o 0 £ XUHESE N (2022) i 5838 B, TolkAix
v ESG TR EAT XM 45 SRz m 20 U BYRLRMERFAE, 1058 4 g oAt 7 38 (Rl U R R 51K
FRAS RIS AR L, 22 R AR RIS X CFP-ESG I U BY T 1E o AHLL TIRER(E)FI A VA BL(G)FR bR, Hhe
(S)FEArAT I 45 Sty U AL 56 R o R [13]

— B FHIETAT L R IT ESG X LS I 78, B, Tk (2020) 6 7t A 1 S 43 #7485
BRPERPAYIAE ESG R AL SR(ROA) KIS R L Tk AR 58, 5Tk A= S,
ERP AU FEA T E PR A 92 AR D0 B E[14] AT 2R 1R 55 N (2021) 12 F TR B0 FRE A
TFRATITF AT, SGEATaE R, Mk ESG RIS ik EVA B HONEZE M IEMH KK R[15]; %
FE] #2255 N (2022) 5 T3P 9K 300 57 Aol 2015 4 F 245 31 2019 451 - 48 [0 55 2408 2 S [nl AR, R B
ESG Vo 7k RATA AT b T A RS AE AR FRIFRER E g, 75 il 2, EGRER) e &4T
MV B 5 5K [16] -

() BEFfR

AN, ESG RIVZFET MM EZE . 412 5T 2 1 LA A SR 2 T = AN i it g
JERT AR S5 AR bR . MV IREEZ A 2 TR Z A — e B EA M, MR “Soim”
AT A O v R R R, TR SR S R AR A AT B, AL A B R IR A £ TR R B
—ERRE LA TSRS BT RIS A S BRI A DG 2 X 2 =] ) 0] e 2 i s
RN, FEAFH) ESG R IR RE 4 R B AT (1 AT RELE UK

Rl 430NN ESG RILAEHE m ik I 55 Gk, B DL R

H1: L) ESG BARTEFR R I 5 M 55 Gl 2 03 IEAH K R o

¥ ESG M=ANERE EidbAT 40, MBI HL mT BASrfiiA Hla. H1b #1 Hlc:

Hla: MR EERIS M5 5000H BE KR

Hib: RS THERIL ST 55080 B &L A

Hilc: MAAEERIS M5 500H BE KR

3.ESG HERALXRIMR R AXTHIARI

(—) ESG KRB hif2

2004 4F, B EIAEEHIRIE 1 AR H ESG B TS, SRABTER TP OCHEIRES . A2 MR . 2006
, BEEESATHE R R MI(UNPRI) R AT, X ESG & Kk ARG et ) 1 o e 4, Bk
S RAT ESG WHotdhss, K “IBE. o, R MESEAR R, bRE ESC S IEXEK. 5,
EPRAL BB ST EAEAWIRIL ESG M, HZEDHM—E5wEN ESG #i; Sk, E
PR WAL Bl SR HE Y ESG 8™ i, ESG A 5/ AW w8 5+E . HrdiEiElE K fG, ESG MHEZME
FRRIETE, ESG B~ MM LI K& H . PHIEf AR Sl #% 2020 F48k ESG # % H
PECUKGIT 40 JIAZ 3570, A AERIEAN L= BN 30% 75 44 . SA1E TN, %1 2025 4E4Ek ESG =4 H M
MG BT 53 23T, ST % P IR (140.5 T2 T0) N =4y 2 — LA b B HERS T R 2020~2024
PIFHAEN, 423k ESG WA MURAE G HIL 15%. MRHE I R(MSCITE 2021 KA 1) (ABRYLAI 7 #
) EoR, T3%MIZ U5 Fon it RITE 2021 SFJERIE N ESG ¥t 79%I1 52 Vi # R i B4 8 F A %A
SRR B 6T AR 3~5 IR, 62%1)Z V& 2 M ESG. ZIHE XY ESG B H ik
SR AR A A
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(=) Ebr ESG &

A ESG BB MUY Tk kSN T ESG WWAMIMMPIR KR E. IS, 2Bk ESG VAN
600 £ 5, Hrffumi i KA. R, BREE. BT R, KR RE%.

Rit, A[F ESG WEMMITENAME Ay HUBEEE . WP HAR. PPRAELE . YPRTTVE. FT0HLEL.
AR, HETH-MERS A EERESR . Fin, 5E 00 & 12 MR 300 Matr: @R
% ESG VRIS K 10 A4S 178 Mihs, n L7 1. W4 36 H %4 K H 2014 [ %dE, THH KLD. 1%
Vigeo-EIRIS 258 FAUM PP M, R ILICPIAR S 0.54.

Table 1. The ESG evaluation system of overseas mainstream index companies

%= 1 BN ERIBH AT ESG IFNE R

RATHIH fabrik &
HLH & I (FTSE) W 12 AN, 300 Z AN FabsR
% 7% %35 (Thomson Reuters) ¥R 10 ANk, 178 AMEdR
TG B (Dow Jones) W R AL 22 1) 6 4450tk
i 53(MSCI) PR 10 AN EH, 35 A 32 KUK ] 5
J& B (Morning Star) WK% 18 M

BRERIE: ATFBURL IEZRIT R CMR.

(Z) EXN ESG % &

gL, EN ESG WM A R ARG, HUD LR REVRIGE. HAT, EA R ESG tFHA
RAEIE ESG W4 FIE ESG 4. i&mSE ESG W4l #:5C ESG P4 #aMEHR M ESG if
. Jif3 ESG VPREE. VPN R, MR, TR, RTERLSS 5SS NN ESG VFRIK RIYA
S A AT, AN LURHE 800, YR 300 i v E . dRFMERTTIE, ZHOFRE — IR KR
ME. Sy G =AEERIF, WAEIE, HPiE. FEmsrss. BREET I, SHWMEL AR ATFES
Z T IS L RIERI, HAR O H K AI-ESG PFZCH I THENL - BE BRI+ 5
A VLS N s R0 I M I AV PR B SR . VAR R e D7k B, AFEITERALE A K
AETER SR (L 2) R AL
Table 2. Domestic mainstream ESG rating agencies
2. ENER ESG FFRMNMIER

WL

jiss RO sebik F IR
X L. CRHATIEN 3, JEMEN 0~100%, AR
i L3 A AT SR, 14 MEM, 22 MG S e L ESG WAL B E 4
3G, U AR 26
il Lt A AT = GRS 130 e 910058, Eﬁﬁ% AAALT T
SR

SANYERE . 13 TH 4R RV,

E AN JAN: Y _
200 % T ELAESE K. el T 1000 Wi 100 4y, W E A+ AL A-. B+,

HiE AW ARAR, 21500 %K

i 42 M A= _ _ 4t N\ AL
RilEk A # K B. B-. C+, C. C—. D3t 10 /4%
LR 10 MREEGL, 100 AAAL AA,
P SR 300 b AFE 3L I5HR. 94 “ZIEFE. A, BBB. BB. B, CCC., CC. C I D.
% * ok 28 N ELRAGHRAN 57 MIUZARRE  Hohs AA S B <47 A =7 B

{7

>

B
2

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.135573 5745 & 55 SR 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.135573

R
i
|1k

Continued
3AN—YEFR(EM). 8 A dR s A ESG 4
5% L8 A BAR FRUEL 23 = dsEch), 20 mogﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁg ESG 5%
#it 110 MR 18R ?
B U, 50 ESG MK Eh(IkEh4r) & 11 ESG
PR B00 P LA TIN R AR, USRI R L e
oA, J:Fﬁ/[_\\ﬁj 41 /]\ ESG *E*ﬂ? EE&F“TGN%%)\ J& ‘/EEE&% ESG %

LIS 71 (&), BUEE ) 7y 0~100

1A 5AN—FYE . 20N
B H. 2
LB 10 4yl Hoep 1 4y%RoRIA
K 55

54— 48h8, 20 N RABhn K
s rHiE 800 fk 73 B 150 RTUR)ZFabr, FEREEIGR S
It 1000 M5

SANERE, Ao 27 NUGE, R BEESEEAR (R 7 )R

Jitd i AR 300 £ B4 7 AR5 3 40U

ZoRlRYE: Wind, 125 CMR,

4. BRRIBESHRET

(—) BEFRFEEZREE X

1. BEAREFESHIERIR

A SRR E 2021~2023 AR C BT I0E B EARIRSS B FURE AR, s A ESG d ks T
UEFEEOR Wind $d 2, W858k B T BRI RN, % DL N D IRITEREA: 1) P ENE R & = AT
3 2 S BEARIR AT 2) BIER TPFFe oM Wind $dfs b K45 ESG P HIA T 3) B 244
ST AFIIFEREAR: 4) HIBR 44 IPO AR EREA, RZGRIC T Kty T RHE . e, H
RN R BB a5, 7 X6 BHARMRS Eiidll 2021~2023 45 AH S E AR/ i 7t
FEAR, ot 2023 R S5 5 N Bor 1) — 8. [EAS — 5202, SCREI 7 K b A e fe Hoh
ITTF A AA | BBB, HAF 5T 45 X5 BREARNIRSGAT A — & iz M WIS S RSO &4
P AT A4 #1345 B Excel I Rstudio #4E 58 HY -

2. RERGEHELHNE

1) R E

ARIH, ESG RIUNTEMBAR ., T ESG RINEIE S Ff 7] 2 5, ASCEI wind Hdf
2021~2022 FEFERE ESG PFor Al iiFfe ¥ b 2023 E &8 ESG ¥FME N O E, S =R
YEFET) ESG faArHIRLG, Ml NRER(E) . #2(S)L A A FEHE(G). HT wind FIHIE P FALH ESG V5>
FIFEARAR RANA], A SCE A M M A2 JC R E T 88— ) ESG RILFE 7.

2) WifRBAE

AL LA T 2 SRR N B R R . MRS A R, USSRt a2 M, W
BB FEIEREE . RIS AN AR R . ASCE A T M IR (ROA) IS (EPS) 17
TR ZRT) MUK % (ART) [ 5E 577 A 2 (FAT) %= i L% (TDR). #zh L #(CR). &
B QR), 8 MNEAREMIIEIAME N I 5ERARE, AT HREUEET 8 M ar (A2t AH
KN, KA FEB 0T 8 AN Tabri) g0 H AR bR AT AL, JEUHEALE L, A DAL R R &
TUEbR RN SR B W 5 Sk e,  WAE 3.
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Table 3. Definitions and descriptions of the variables
2 3. TEHEX AR

L EFA BRA B KU R
o o T R BB K T 2 e ELA oK
RIGTHMAROA)  ERIBRM SobR, MGl i A
T2 (EPS) 5 U AR R B O, R L R B
. . 1 PR A S T Al B A R B PR,
{E R (T I A e
# RIS 8 2, W (el i
s SRS RART) B Emﬂ%WA@wEW§?$ﬁ%m Rl S

B R HERFAT) BEEEIRM BRI [ 2 557 P98, I kAL B IZ RE )

B LA (TDR) BB BB B S > 100%, Sl A g
Wizl % (CR) BB k) L2 N b el A TP U o A B Ui
A (QR) BB AT AR A G, Al A2 e
ZEMBER XTI 8 AN 5 $R bR EAT Al 72 MR 1S 21

WAV ITIEBNANAEE, BAE5. K. tH. [
SRYEUEL Y. . A, DURENIZ AR X R,
Aol B R A TR IAT S, AL R AT B
2 (BT 24 1) T
R Al [ 2875 oh S AT [ A TR R B 2408, Gt ik
VAT (G) wind, HiE BT MOMURE SRS A00. WS E . KR
HEL, (ZEIESE.

Gi—FEFR T 2021~2022 4E[ E. S, G =4 RS
ESG FH#HTZ JuLktt [m A4 115 3]

RIS 21 (E) wind, FRiE

= TUERTE(S) wind, HHiE

ESG &I Wind

(Z) BB EE
ARWEFVHE Ev Sv G =7 M ESG BEAATRIFRILE 1 5 MV M 5 ST8CH A, AL AR 4
——F:
Yit = a0+ a1 * ESGit + ¢it (1)
Yit = a0+ a1 * Eit + a2 * Sit + a3 * Git + it 2

Hrr, Y RIREEMEERIEIR, a0 RRiREI, al~3 N ESG 8t A%, E. S. G 7R Rk
RZEM(E), HSBEMS) R AFRHEZEMG) ZE/NEETets, itRraHi(=12, - N LEHAEEt(t=
1,2, DERESE, et AMSLEDARBENA &, FHEAHSEN0, [T ZERHER.

5. ESG RIMFAN E &3 A SSIEA SR

AR SCHI SRR ARy, — 0 SE TR B RIUE) . #2THERIUS) MR R IU(G) =
ANYEFEE 53 S I 55 BRI REI , —FB43 SIE 73 BT Aolk ESG B AT bR X W 55 B R4 K i o

(—) GEMFiEirig

1. W EirkARR STt

WS AR FRIGRA TG IR L Z 40 B8 4 TR FEARTR, R8P HRIH R (ROA) AU 2 (EPS)-
IR (T) SISO R B 22 (ART) L [ B8 7 il 5 22 (FAT) . 857 it #8(TDR). sl L% (CR).
HE LR (QR)FEME BN 1.7, 0.2, 1275, 11.7. 385, 38.8. 2. 1.8, H 7 AR FHHE K
K BB ZE(ROA) i b #(CR). 3 LA (QR)MIFREZ 5N 0.7, 0.6 0.5, ArdEZE LLEUN,
A 5% e 2 AR E 22 226 Bk

>

B
2
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Table 4. Descriptive statistics of the financial indicators
= 4. M tarrER gt

Ap i FEASL B/ME =N ¥ Frife 2 AR
ST R AR 21 -4.5 10.5 1.7 4.3 25
R s 21 -0.8 2.3 0.2 0.7 3.2
127 J] i 2. 21 0.3 640.1 1275 226 1.8
INEUAT ik 35 JE) 3 21 0.2 109.4 11.7 27.8 24
[i] 5 % 7= A i % 21 0.2 298.6 385 79.4 2.1
BE 7= A7 £k L 21 26.3 54.3 38.8 10.2 0.3
WE 21 0.9 2.9 2 0.6 0.3
W)L 21 0.9 2.7 1.8 05 0.3

2. BTRETHITHISZE M F SR EET

1) BT Hr BT AT A 56

BRL7- 20 M B R B2 128 78 AR B 2 IR B ARG, PRI AESEIUA 7 BT AT W AT PR AR, 5 R B
ZIAIERE, MEZBHASFAERNH T, Wt A& [17].

AL KMO Al bartlett BR% X EE AT R SG . Bartlett #6560 /2 56148 58 REUGEFF B (4R % R,
—EFAT TR ARTT 704, ARG A R R EOE MDY AL R, AT AR H R AR A 56 ) W A Sk B E
FEFE R REE R T 0, KIS RUZE 5 Pos.

HZE R A6 45 S (L7 5) FT 1, KMO it 54 0.59, Bartlett BR A FEAS 5610 {7 (1148 1184 1165.632,
p {E/NT0.05, FTLAIEZE Bartlett BRI R 1R, Wondidi A BAME, Kiilat, mreAgEe T
B0 Wi
Table 5. KMO and bartlett sphericity tests
= 5. KMO 70 bartlett Bkfi2 B #436

HURE 9% FZ 1) Kaiser-Meyer-olkin & & 0.59
EARTT 1165.632
bartlett ER f2 45 46 p.value 1.1315E-227
df 28

2) ERG TR

Ha% 6 FTAE Y, 0T 3 AN TR R TTHIRARIA S T 92.4%., At 5 DNART 7 2 R TTRRFE AL G
AF 8%, HIEA LA 1)AT 3 s 7R 53R 7 WX 7, BEWTAT 3 ANPA 7 ek 1 Jids
BRI R EEE, BT BUX 3 M AR AR R 8 NMEAREEAT SHIED T

Table 6. Principal component analysis results

6. ERMTOER

185y pritEZE 7 FE TR EWE DS
Comp.1 2.071 0.536 0.536
Comp.2 1.534 0.294 0.831
Comp.3 0.865 0.093 0.924
Comp.4 0.594 0.044 0.968
Comp.5 0.381 0.018 0.986
Comp.6 0.278 0.010 0.996
Comp.7 0.166 0.003 0.999
Comp.8 0.078 0.001 1.000
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3) MRELRE M 55 SUHE bR

Variances

pr
[+]
4 -
3
[+]
2
1 -
O\
O\o
0 - T~ oe—o
I I 1 I I I I I
Comp.1 Comp.3 Comp.5 Comp.7

Figure 1. Gram plot of variance contribution rate
1. FETEEEA

TEBAE F o M4BT B L )5, RAE Rstudio M EIAH SN 735y, L3653 500R 0 IREREAF
I o5 7 ZESTRRR I B S L S R E R FRUIBCH R R % 7), A
COMP.1=0.355* Y1 +0.444*Y2+0.3* Y3 +0.416 * Y4 +0.435* Y5 +0.368 * Y6 —0.239 * Y7 - 0.18 * Y8,
COMP.2=0.151 * Y2 +0.363 * Y3 +0.209 * Y4 +0.172 * Y5 — 0.334 * Y6 + 0.556 * Y7 + 0.589 * Y8,
COMP.3=0.753 * Y1 +0.325* Y2 - 0.363 * Y3 —0.227 * Y4 0.198 * Y5 — 0.307 * Y6,

ERE 55 SR

HI AT LAS BIZR 5 W 55 S A

Table 7. Post-rotation factor load matrix

F*= 7. nEREE TR

= (COMP.1*0.536 + COMP.2 * 0.294 + COMP.3 * 0.093)/0.924,

A =g Comp.l Comp.2 Comp.3 Comp4 Comp.5 Comp.6 Comp.7 Comp.8
Y1  BEERmE 0.355 0.000 0.753 0.206 0.116 0.206 0.450 0.000
Y2 U 0.444 0.151 0.325 0.000 0.000 -0.261 -0.774 0.000
Y3 173 % 0.300 0.363 -0.363 0.739 -0.288 0.000 0.000 0.117
Y4 RROKERERER 0416 0.209 -0.227 -0.449 -0.239 0.687 0.000 0.000
Y5 [EEHE R 0435 0.172 -0.198 -0.395 0.000 -0.615 0.438 -0.128
Y6 kR 0.368 -0.334  -0.307 0.120 0.747 0.102 0.000 0.271
Y7 Wsh -0.239 0.556 0.000 -0.188 0.171 0.000 0.000 0.743
Y8 HEh = -0.180 0.589 0.000 0.000 0.509 0.143 0.000 -0.579

(2) IR, HETE. AFBREBESLKEME SR LIES T
1.E. S\ G 54 EMESFH B EHBRESIT
HH# 8 AR ZRE M 555N E A 50.398, IR
3.7\ 5.1; LZREMBSUIIAREZE R 81.74 K, HABA S IARHEZARLLEUN, T IEH K.

M2 THERIL G HRILREME 73 2.
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Table 8. Descriptive statistics of the variables
= 8. TEMNMIRMSIT

A FEAE e/ ME S PNE] YA FrUEZE A5 R AL
LR 5 5% 21 1.647 277.386 50.398 81.74 1.622
E 7i% 21 0 10 2 2.7 1.3
S #2> 21 05 7.3 3.7 2.4 0.7
G ~EIAHEE 21 0.2 8.8 5.1 33 0.6

2.E. S G 5ZE MBS RED M

MAZE [ BRBRAR R R BOE R (A2 9) AT LA, MEE(E) 52 (S)IEMRMR, 5 RNAE(G)IEAM
Ky HLEWMSHRAEML, HAHRIER: +he(S)5AFNAR(G). LE 5 SRENIEM X, HARKM
Beam; ARNAE(C) LR A S S LA K . X RYIME B BRI S Al A BT, Ak (At 2 BT
NENG B, W55 S T

Table 9. The Pearson similarity coefficient matrix

5% 9. Pearson R R EH4ERE

3 E 355 S thex G ~rlifHE LA B ks
E 3% 1
St 0.55 1
G ARG 0.38 0.87 1
LRI % 50k 0.92 0.83 0.69 1

3.E. S\ G 54E MBS E R BA S

T (2) LA ESG RINLA) N =AY BER I 412 TR VAR AR A8 5 (1) THT AR 1] A A
BIF Al (L 10), Hausman 656 X5 M 52 3 KA 0.7671 > 0.05, AHEZE S, 1568 K BE ALK
L AT 5 25 R AR RS0 de J 45 SRR AN K o AR SR FHBE AL SRR, (BTG 10 4 FH AL RS ASE B3 2 [ 5 R
BBV BEATIOAR [EA, S5 —380 nTRUEH, SVHHSEETE). 2T 2 m(S). A RVAEZET(G)
o & WSS B 1IEME, HAEwEE.

Table 10. Estimation of the panel regression coefficients: E, S, and G

% 10. EREYVIREAMET: E. SV G

fif AL Estimate Std. Error z-value Pr(>lz)
(Intercept) 4.3112e-15 4.7739%-15 9.0310e-01 0.3665
E 355 5.8009e-01 3.9409e-16 1.4720e+15 <2e-16 "
S Hh4x 3.1818e-01 8.4070e-16 3.7847e+14 <2e-16 "
G ARIVEEE 1.0065e-01 8.7737e-16 1.1472e+14 <2e-16 "

Signif. codes: 0 “* 0.001 “™™ 0.01 “™ 0.05 “.” 0.1 “ ™ 1.

(2) ESG R E LM 5 5 SHEA A

1. ESG R irt g

AL 2021~2022 4EPIAE A AR B2 T (E) . 4L & TUEEE(S). A G HEH (G) =AYk fE
HllE, DL ESG ZRARIHHAZ AT Z oA (AR 11), H L33 2023 421 ESG £ &R, &
LY ESG £HIFEFR. WTUAEH, E. S. G 5 ESG RIMFALZ LR R, AT EZ oLkt e

HREAY

>

B
2
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ESGit = a0+ on* Eit + a2 * Sit + a3 * Git ?3)

Table 11. ESG Multiple regression analysis
= 11. ESG Z VAN

B Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>It))
(Intercept) 2.5 0.6 4.0 0.00235 ™
E 355 0.0 0.0 24 0.03592 "
S #t4 0.4 0.0 10.3 1.2e-06 "
G AFIRE 0.3 0.1 3.7 0.00439 ™

2. ESG RILE LB &SR 4T
DL 12 ATH: RS54 FR A ESG RILIIME > 7N 2.8 5.6, ESG RILFLEA 55 GUFa br it
FREZEN 1.9 A1 2.3, FRifEZE AR ST REHEA K.

Table 12. Descriptive statistics of the variables
= 12. TEERMSIT

e FEASEL e/ ME S ONEl ¥ bRz AR5 RHL
ESG £ 21 2.8 8.1 5.6 1.9 0.3
LM% 5% 21 0.4 8.8 2.8 2.3 0.8

3. ESG RIMEL5E W% S I TH AR B 3 2 Hr

P (1) A LA ESG FRIIAAARR AR B (1 T AR (A1 VAR R (1) A 71 (L 22 13), Hausman 656 X6 B (1) 55 3 P K1
90531, AHEAEERE, ARSCRABHUSNBNEER. BIHSE RNk 9, vLIEH, ESGC RIMELEM
FEURIEtR R EEIEASE, Wt R, MK ESG RIMLF, 46 &Skl .

Table 13. Estimation of the panel regression coefficients: ESG performance
F 13, EREVIARKEEIT: ESG R

R AR Estimate Std. Error z-value Pr(>|z|)
(Intercept) —2.49133 0.83006 -3.0014 0.002688 ™
ESG # I 0.94917 0.13312 713 1.004e-12 """

6. ARGEIRERE

(—) BRgw

RICHHFE T IR H(E) A TUEZIH(S)s 2 NG ELRH(G) =77 1l 2 ESG R ILN I 55 531
SO o B LR AR B 7 AT RAER RS LAl 2021~2023 458 — 225 21 AN AR « F 78 3.
ANIABZI(E) A2 TUBJRI(S)y 2 "G HZ I (G) /3%t W 5% Sk % IS, H ESG RIW LR &
55 SRR R R IEAR, FFaA SRS,

(D) BrARREREE

B FAE R R A A SRS, (HA SR AR IR AE S RIRYE. 58, AU AR EA L
FO TR, R G R FRY I 8] 5 2R/ R A G U SR IS T B DA R e B i il R 47 o Lt XTI e 45 SR
SN HLK, ESG RIUAIY 55 SULHMKI T A M2 (1 ESG ZrETabn MERE M 55145, 1XkE th T B
[ _E A A ESG PRI RN IR Z , AR BURPFE R R . BRItz oh, S M5kieig
RN G 7 2 S RO B A A — 2. H1 T ESG MR AE E Py (i BN Rk, ESG RILX A
bW 55 BRI H SR G E PSR, LS R E R 2 B AEA,  fE KR
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SIAT R ECE Z TR, DA T SRR 2 .

(2) ETHASERRHEW

BEXERAR A AT DA RCSUE A BT AR B 4508, R A0 N

1. BATHRRAE, BRI S BHE.

N T HEEM SR, A5 BEARMRS AN S JBAT IR B 54 . B 5, MK HRES b, e ol Ak
RIETT, BARR 2R IRAVE NI B 2, R AT RRSE R R SRR ANV 278 1 S AT X,
Pl sg e AL, HUOR S B IS B8R 10 A EEALA, K A4 S PR S MRS B R A AL
gk, @5l N ESG AR ARHE, BEIEHER IR A BT E 78 i Bh Ak (s L
i, CASEINA R A B B Ak (0 28 USRI G & R BE AR, TG Hh . SE 7R 5y R F & bt o Sx b
VR, IE R 5% SUSR T I 4

2. EAANALLTHER.

HETUEEM S GRE R E EMIE, BN ZE 82 5T, UiREMESu. — BR
SRFEBUBS . BURSCFRERAT W& ER, BRG] S 380 0 ZORH A 2 5 E MR =, 98k
A BAERZYH, SR B RRE, ] T R A IR L AR HE RN IR ORI bR, S A
MV IEFERLE I A, K TR A ) T U AR RS 53 AT N I, 82 TR R A R AR AT
s =, B RGBT S THT, BEANEEE EITE M CEIE, R SRR E,
Mt R 4lk 5 & Fit 2t L A

3. IR ARRHERRS), TEIREEM.

N INERAN A FIRERRE S, MEE AT BRI BB, A EBHLS AR, e aHER
THEREE SCHERE T4 = BRI B AISAT R, ARSI E IR B AR AN B 5% 0 ) IE N R IR
AV ISR, o A A E AR DGR UM R B LA TR B, BRI BT 2 WA T A O AR 4
O IThREE AL BORAHERBE, SRR iR ik B B RS IR R, RIEA R e, H
ESEER TR, ETEMCH ERE, CHERMUSE SIS, SEKA RIS LUAE
BRGS0  HRHE SRAC R B0 55 55K

4. RN ESG &R, B55F ESG T A A -

AN TF B — R AU ESG UREE, 32 Sl T 7T N ikt ESG AR FI B RE 7, B5 3R ATTXS ESG
5 HrRe 71, MITARIEXT ESG 43 AT ok e b 55 25 A B BRI 25 2, A3 A il ARAT LE IS BIAE S (1 I
%5 H AR RIS BRI 2% H A5 [18].

5. 58 ESG 5 IR, I RIFH.

) ESG WA KRR HIAK, ESG WA RIATERS S B, TEVEANHE ) 58 3 A B BUR 1 2
TR R RS BPERET, 7T LG58 10 ESG {5 B EE LN, 456 3 tF RN 4 TE,
RTHE B e BEVEALE I, S DM B B (R B, Rk A rTRp B A A GBI
A LGB S H 2 BT, INSREC P FIPE, DL ESG YA A4 M i R FR (O BELAS s ) 5 Bk 12k 11 £
A ESG {5 BB B b MBVEZR, (R RVE R B ESG VRN A RbnitE, KJREFH A1 ESG WAL
¥, $EEA L ESG YA IIVEN BT &

&E 3k
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