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Abstract

Nowadays, with increasing awareness of environmental protection, heavy pollution industries are
closely related to environmental protection. Studying the relationship between the financial per-
formance and environmental performance of heavy pollution industries can help us better under-
stand the environmental protection motivation of heavy pollution industries and promote the
sustainable development of heavy pollution industries. This paper conducts factor analysis on 16
indicators of financial performance and 13 indicators of environmental performance. The com-
mon factors are obtained by factor analysis. Ranking is obtained by calculating factor scores. The
relationship between economic performance and financial performance was analyzed through
two RBF neural networks, which was concluded that: the increase of financial performance can
reduce environmental performance, and the influence of profitability indicators of environmental
performance is the largest. The improvement of environmental performance will increase financial
performance, and environmental expenditure has the greatest impact on financial performance.
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1. F85

B PR BI5GB R, 5K B M 7 IESURT et 8 65 Bk T [0S Y B VR VR BRAE . 2012 AETEH /UK
Wt “SENNAE” AR SO B AR E K DA A . 2015 AE) CRBRARIE) FRahsetr, A
RIMRBCRARGE &, 2016 4F K, ESFEIk  “T =07 ESHRERI ALY PAESIIAEE R &5 1%
HISE R, (RSP 2 KR 5SS RS —. 2017 - /LREEH Y “ DU IR R AL fr « 1%
FENE BAAFIEILAE " FEAER RS ) R B8 “FT Rl R IR AR B, 2018 4F 1 H 1 H (KI5 %
Biiaik) (2017 FAZIE) K CIRELRIPRLE) JFaaaciE, A CHE N, 2019 )i (LI585 Yep
TBE) R LIRR KSR, WA TS TRk, 2020 4F, DFEEIG R, SEREF 27 E
i B, A SR TS E TS AT TG TR A FIPRAR . 307 595 G M AR SEAT CHEBUR
Gl HERARBE % R AR, BT AR BRI R BOR RS, SR E. R
IR GG RS R R, e LI 55 SRR B S W, RS $E R S
B 55 SRR, TS el B BB 2 A BAME R A ST LN 2
2. XHRLRA

W 45 USRI IR GRR R FE BT IEAHIE. MR L AER AR R .

AL N A 55 SO IR BE SRR IEAH K &R - Ong Al Lee 45 A\ (2019) [1] LA 3K 4 W7 1SO014001
B AR RIAUE PG BRI 124 43 )45 AEAR, 12 F Smart PLS 3.2.7 AT &5 5 F2 00, IRl
ARG ROE S EHE M AIE LT ERCRE R, I HRAAHR RSB %508 B A H A

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2022.121017 127 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2022.121017
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Wrigize, o [

YEM . Huang F1 Fu (2019) [2]LAS i ER 58 23 T FE 1 A [ B8 A FF AT ISR E LT A RN &, R
FHIZ A B2 A 1 S ) 25347 BV 00, 45 H SR P ER B 23 Ui B2 mT R s Ak () I 55 Bk R B, (HAS
SR ERBMEGH, HF BN IS SRS S8R EA GG R . ki, T [x(2018) [3]iid
X} 1996~2016 4F 21 AN ERAT I T A B BI85 5 0 55 5085 0 b, 15 H A L RS 5% 5 0 55 B 2 T I
R R . AT, BB E S N(2019) [415] FHALZ AR (5 BRAG Je i 2 B0e, BT IE B A b T 2 %
AR AN IAIEESE A 2 THUE MM T I, 28T 7 2012~2016 FEFRE A R RS KV 45 K, 15 H
B AV T AR A 2 T N IEA R R R, (H AN 5 G0 IX — IEAH R RAFAEAN [FIFR AL
MIREm o JEI BT, A3 AR A ST T AR M BT, X — IEAH DR OR R i
N VPR TkDi(2020) [S1E I 6T 2014~2018 AEIF RN T BT A m EE T, 19 IR STES 55 St
RO 3 TEAE G o WA 2R i J B2 S AR BRI I 55 S R R, A8 R R b T iR
IEMIRKRARBA R, MaWAERBATREIN, IEAHKRKEANRE. WL, L245(2019) [6]KH
WAESITER T A e Bl SR AR BATOIT, 19SS SRR 1% 53 AP T X5 W 45 5o
TEIEM M, HEA — AR G208, IR 0kEs, A EA AR AR E A RN 2 . I,
RSN (2017) [7]3E R B4 207 S V5 G A AT it o0, DA A RITHES 1 AR5 5 s Xof B 58 452 5CRH
ZGURIIAFAEIE M, JERE ) T R AER . MER, T 5R45(2016) [8] LA V5 447k 1 A W AR T 4,
W98 X IR IR S 5 W 5 GO RN ZE R, VORGSO I 55 Sk A (R ER, H = #F X RAFE
XI5, H AR X PR G305 W 45 SR T m) 58 SR TP X . 5RKQUE, IRAE RS A (2016) [9]4
TRHRHR G, ERSVFEIRH RS R 5 Y Bl AT, RIS S T % 587
FEXUE IERON . B iR, A2 (2011) [10]LLsE 4Rl @S AR TR G, YN EESUSORI 55 S 3R) A7-4E
BEMIERXR, AR SHREGEWHE, WES AESE BEMIERKR. FERQ201L) [11]
iR, 2 SPSS13.0 X ARNVINEIAT AN i AT K104, ST R AL, 12 AMOST7.0
BT SG, AN IMRAT N R M 55 S g . AR R, B1H % A\ (2018) [12]FIH £ 2 Tk 2k
PERRAL ) Meta 52K, 20 HT 45 tH R G305 W 95 S8 IR IE 18] 96 R B3, W3 2 [A) EOR R R, A ELARE A .
INEES K5 W 55 B iR B 7 2 IR TEAR G OR RINECR B35, R 5222 e 2 S i R 58 5 AORN I 45 3
P Z MR R, HEABIEUR . B S X R RS . BT ik, BFF TN s LB B AT D7 52 4
PR ER R —FH Z KRR, Hm IR A

H 22 )N GOSN SO AE U R & &R - Voinea Fil Hoogenberg %5 A (2020) [13] LA B2V 5r
NATNT TR G, DA A R A TIE SR SROEM S, I HAE T, AR A FAT
A BT, F AP AR R IR A TR 0 55 SRR3R, RS G300 T 45 S s ik 2 A RN
Jin A Xu (2020) [14]d5k xR =i B A wIEER AT R AT, A5 IR 50 S STRURAE U BLOG
2, BRA 1% % BT AR RS IR IR BB MBI, I HAS PR B0 [ Al 55 G
Wi KT BB A, AR F R X A b R BRS80S A e gV E B S35 . RIS A, AB¥E 55 A(2020) [15]
LR i EG 3 BT AR RN R, ia H B ik B 55 5k, DLASE IR B8 A0 S H S 4
() B SR B i BRI GG, R PR SR DR I 55 A S, SRl M S R PR EUR T N5 T EREE
SRV 5 SR, BB T IE R ER, M BUF T RN &, B AR ER . EOCE
BT H(2020) [161LAYVR T IEAR. b TAURIEAT W LT A AR R, R £ S a3 4 Hr i 73R 5 554
BRI 5 IR R MERIAR AT 22 ek, RS0 IR S Ll @ 2K VO T s 4URTR
P, BRI IR S8 5 W %5 GUSOEARDG,  Mifk Tl 2 MAHG . FEE, F75%% A(2020) [17]
BT EER AR 2 A e e, DIREE G R BT A WSRO, KRBT el S
PR SR SR DR W 45 B30, A AR R, FRBE G806t W 45 Gk I S s s, i lb i A skl Xk —
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P DN REES IV N

A L2 F NN F BN SRAAAE IR IE R R RS, E81%£(2018) [18]LAFIEML . R4 kA
WOARFAR R, BRI ORE BT ORGS0 W0 55 G080 S KA 55 S I S IR AT T I 5
BHRIEEEE W F BRI LN R R . AR SRAR R AT o e B AR A I SRS I, R 55 5t
RAREAR R IX B o KAE, B IR ST AR AL S5 AT I A 55 BT3B AR B B RO, R 2434
B HUARARE BUR BB S KT, FREE SO lk KM 55 S8 s ok, B SRR bR AE th 45K
I, BRI RN, W LI 55 SO iR K . HEIL(2015) [19] AEE IS RAT OB SN B, B TT
Hi R AR AT B AR, YOS BRIE R 5 Vil 1% 82K Nk, ST~
P 1%8Z KT FIEAR, 5 SUCE ARG, xRS0, Bt #(2013) [201A A ESRS M 55
BUIATAE U BLR AR, AFBEXNX — KRR BATREN, AFBGEOR, U BT g, EAA Alkp
B GRAO0 W 95 SSURR BEAE B RS AL BB R 2 o WS (2012) [21] AR T BT ARDAREA, 1EH]
Granger 24541 OLS [B1V4 734 J7i5%t 2006~2009 FAEIRAIRFEAT I I, WIS 55 G514 8] (AR
KRR ZENAEN

W4 55 BUBCRI R GBOR R RSB B, H o R RMAE R —HE50, RENRATETE b
LB FETTETT RE S B S5 18 . PRI HR M A b 2 Mk S e B 4 it Fe 7 ik oA R L, R M
Rl Wik i e 55 SURANA I S8, K H] RBF M2 by — 8 R &, JFIHMTHURIE T, FETTT
WA, ESRESRULIR T

3. WA
3.1 BEAIERRHHERIR

IR R ERAB T TA0AT ) €T 2 W PRI A B e i P (TE R = AR ) e B TS Jeq Tk K, AR, K
Je. HRER. MR, e LT itk @A, GG, B, 125, REE. 9141, SRR, KR (L
WA FRAE AT AL/ R T 42 5% ) (FA /3R [2008] 373 5k M 15 44T\ I BT A A o AR F 3k 9 108
FILHN 2015 £ 2018 AEYIRM T A i BT ETG 4 A F], HIBR ST, *ST Aw], 5Bk 55 204 7 H sl 2R 1)
NFE], 158 477 FEG G T 5EEE i CSMAR i 1E 3195, R EGE T TR A E.

3.2. {EARIEEN

W45 SRR R 11, EIBRE S, AR, RIERETT, WARSAIRE HH 7TH, BARSEFR N
% 1,

Table 1. Financial performance indicators

1 MBEHUETR

— YRR B =y THHE AR

WAl WANELER = B =1 sh it
EfRE ) ez WBNTEE = (MENHEF= — FL0)R3h fufi

Y= R BREURR = SRR

FHE PR E R = A5

AT (é%%%%f?%*%gg%m
BB B8 ATl e REPERER = BANIGEYIR R + FERBE )2

bea gL THRARR = Sl RARIEVFR + ERGFIR)2

IS S g PR R = (BB - SEERE - SRR
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Continued
A R GNP IR = BRAICEIREET + AR )2
LR FPLRIEE = PR
EALT IR EALIFRIE = RO
Rl S
Ve VR 25 2% {%%\'\f#[‘l&flﬁ% = {%%U‘{Iﬂl
R CEVIFTA 2 AL3E + 4R 2 252
B VRN = (IR + 1% )
SO CENIATE + R AT
T BRI = (KRBT — N )
e BRI G TR = (ERERS T — VRS R
RIRHES) BRI IR

FIFFEERAR = HBm IR~ A R

RECE S (L Y P S A )

E WA IHEMEIMESRER RS, BRI RSRER IR AR 5t MR SRR i, R
RIRPR AR 2,

Table 2. Environmental performance indicators
2 2. IMESHIENR

—Jiiatn

&=y 7
HEY5 9% 30 H (2018 AR IR
ORI ] J N 25
PR 3 H B K
B AT el
AL FH N
IORIR 3R Bk S B N
2N RESE T4
B H bR
PR i 5 o 1
AT IR T A IE B AT 5 0
5L RER I 1 B
5 YR B S HE O R L
SETHAMSLAL S TTIR . FTRRER R RS 5Y
ML IR EAR

HUE AR

UITREEEN: R €11

RYLTEAT 077, EVEHEES 17,
SE VESR R AN E B FR 19 2 73

AL MBS AR

3.3. IERgE

IZF SPSS25 XF 2015 % 2018 Gy 5 T H BE 15 e AV B W 25 G RN IR 53 4 38 o0 ) BEAT ¥R R IR 1
N, PREARF, HHEREFES, iSRS EE A

RBF #2245 AN 2 Bk 2 g B E M, AR 28 s A0 s sk 3, s sk g

R (%, =) =exp( ozl [ | Fesio ], o WAL o M B, o RN
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#,

7E MATLAB H, newrbe bR FH SR B TG B 428 17 S22 9 4% newrb bR 50 FH SR 188 T ALLAR: 7] 55 19 4% . newrbe
FEF IO M 2% I H RBF M & o SRR, % — XM 2 ZFIRZER RBF #4EM%, 4
FEHER, & TR AL N . newrb TEFF LA BN A& RBF #1470, N AFEA iR ZE
RRHIREARFFIEIZR, B0 RBF Mo RHN M, SR NS ER Rz, BT 1R
ZERNHIREA, DASRHE B BR 22 IA B ZoR B & o sl 1) BRGSO, GIgEd g, &M/
R L% . 18 3Ci2 FH RBF #1428 AfF 78 S35 G A 5 SUSCRIR SR G0N R R, 8 Z IHIISR R I
ARER AR LR B R, HEGEIEEN, MR newrb BEHEHTHI T . M9 2 4 RBF #h& M %%, &
— AN S LA 55 G & A TR R 13 0 R NE, AR SRS B 19 0 i A . 28 N4 2 LA
WSS AR TR TR0 AMANME, DIH S S0 G50 e . FEXMEER sim s30T 1
B, @SR, BRMANERTRET. AT SRS, AT, BT E S Yl
W2 S S RS R R

4. SSIERRR
4.1. W95 BRI IR 5 S A BE

iZH] SPSS25, X HHEBEAT Z hruEfLALEE, il KMO A K 8 7 8 73 B 1 & EAT AL 720 i . R
BAETER 704, SRIATHOY 4, ST A A IR 145 205 LGS L PR e 4 A 17 AT
T Z AR S8/

W55 BUSHR bR A B SR bR IR PE STk 3. % 4.

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of financial performance indicators
7 3. MSEREIR R G

N e/ ME o INI| 1 P A 22
et E 1908 0.130516 42.724068 2.40798987 2.72849072
AR 1908 -0.200676 41.266139 1.89744971 2.4637549
B AR 1908 0.031878 1.351834 0.40105622 0.19733586
TGP s 2 1908 0.035029 21.527812 1.46152179 1.22927555
SR A 1908 0.017475 7.78796 0.63213627 0.48801016
1717 Ja e 2 1908 0.071826 94.77809 6.01193394 8.04873653
ISR 1908 0.698191 15889.153 82.6440881 621.409299
BN B R A 1908 -2.208834 1.140749 0.10469622 0.16884905
EOV R A 1908 —4.408162 8.061505 0.1022418 0.28784392
ERIAEZIES 1908 —4.433574 5.566255 0.08546329 0.24713258
BN A AR 1908 —4,319639 1.751119 0.07263426 0.17275196
BRI A 1908 -0.649733 0.523422 0.07238645 0.07664836
B RKR 1908 —0.50424 21.335026 0.19062325 0.68469516
JBci B 7 g R 1908 ~7.860662 9.18495 0.06328584 0.50170622
ARREE KR 1908 —0.883554 98.693775 0.10360538 2.26099846

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2022.121017 131 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2022.121017

Wrigize, o [

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of environmental performance indicators
= 4. INESHURIMEIR ST

N /ME ICIN: HE PRt 2

HES PR RBL 1908 0 2 0.82 0.979

NN AL IVASE 3 1908 0 2 0.44 0.517
PR BT S HH BAE K 1908 0 2 1.63 0.559

B el i 1908 0 2 0.09 0.384

BB 1908 0 2 0.18 0.518

INORIR AN Bk G 22 S N 1908 0 2 1.53 0.81
B (5 SB35 1908 0 2 0.07 0.281
B H AR 1908 0 2 0.88 0.426

MR $E T 55 A 15 L 1908 0 2 1.31 0.492
ST AT A iE I A AE 1908 0 2 0.6 0.577
TLIREL B Tt b R 1908 0 2 0.75 0.784

TS BRI BRI bR 1908 0 2 1.09 0.935
MSLAL 22 FUE AT RFER A SRR 5 ST AR 1908 0 2 0.7 0.953

SA%E 20 NS SUSHR RN 13 DNIIRGRARAR AT IR P bT . £330 55 SR bR IR SR b
] KMO F1 Bartlett #4045 R an#¢ 5. %% 6. WG 51301 KMO B 735124 0.66 i1 0.856, ¥4KT
0.6 HEFMH N0, ESMHET 9.

Table 5. KMO and Bartlett test of financial performance indicators
5. MEEIEFR KMO FEHFF4F818

KMO BUFEI&E V)7 = 3 0.66
AR T5 20973.17
RIS BRI P K 56 i HE 105
WEE 0

Table 6. Environmental performance indicators KMO and Bartlett test
= 6. MEGIEFRE KMO FE4FF4FH18

KMO BUFEI&E V)7 =3 0.856
AR T5 8638.57
RIS BRI P R 56 i HE 78
WEE 0

W 55 SR AR A SR PR I 8 5 Z RN 7. 4 8.
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Table 7. Explanation of total variance of financial performance indicators

® 7. MBEHUEIR BT ERRE

e BIAEHFAEAR SR I A i 384w 1 A
Bit o TEESl F2B% it TEESE RER% it TEESE 2%

1 4.07 27.136  27.136 4.07 27136  27.136 3.529 23528  23.528

2 2.567 17.115 44251 2.567 17.115 44251 2,575 17.17 40.698

3 1.59 10.603  54.854 1.59 10.603  54.854 1.955 13.03 53.728

4 1.429 9.524 64.378 1.429 9.524 64.378 1.597 10.65 64.378

5 1.056 7.042 71.419

6 1.023 6.82 78.239

7 0.825 5.499 83.739

8 0.714 4.757 88.496

9 0.5 3.332 91.828

10 0.444 2.961 94.789

11 0.342 2.28 97.069

12 0.269 1.792 98.861

13 0.128 0.853 99.714

14 0.028 0.19 99.904

15 0.014 0.096 100

Table 8. Explanation of total variance of environmental performance indicators
8. MRESMUERE K ERE

‘ WIGERFEE SRE A ar 7 Al WEEE BT J5 A
W i AZEESE RE% Bit o rEESL BHE% Mk TEESE BR%
1 4,702 36.171 36.171 4,702 36.171 36.171 2.655 20.423 20.423
2 1.589 12.226 48.396 1.589 12.226 48.396 2.18 16.768 37.191
3 1.2 9.229 57.626 1.2 9.229 57.626 1.972 15.167 52.359
4 1.065 8.193 65.819 1.065 8.193 65.819 1.75 13.461 65.819
5 0.828 6.372 72.191
6 0.657 5.054 77.245
7 0.562 4323 81.568
8 0.52 4.003 85.571
9 0.477 3.671 89.243
10 0.391 3.009 92.251
11 0.362 2.784 95.035
12 0.344 2.646 97.681
13 0.301 2.319 100
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WRAE 2 9 W55 GURUie % 5 IR Loy FE R RIS, A DR 1 AR S B (R 9 3l B 77 1 )i 2
0.875. EAIEZ 0.853, ENFFIE 0.884, FH -t Z 0.695. T k2 0.882, WKk FIfE ) A
T AT 2 W NAREEHARE RN WEIEZE 0,965, HEHLEZE 0,952, B ALRE-0.751, HARAR
T 2 MEEGRE IR T AFT 3 MR R m AN MR A2 0.872, B AR 2R 0.824,
1F1e % 0.652, MUK A #52 0.107, MREIZRE IR T AFT 4 MR AR RATE I B
PR R 0,613, BRI K% 0.832, AR K 0591, AR K REREIATS

Table 9. Component matrix after rotation of financial performance indicators

9. M B EPUEIRIER: TR 7 B FE

4y
fatr
1 2 3 4

Zscore (i3 HL2) 0.093 0.965 -0.041 0.008
Zscore (3 %) 0.103 0.952 -0.027 0.012

Zscore (F 7= 715 %) -0.231 -0.751 0.106 0.03
Zscore (BN 5 JH ) 0.051 -0.236 0.872 0.026
Zscore (B 77 J i 5 0.03 0.014 0.824 0.025
Zscore (7 52 A% %) 0.01 -0.179 0.652 0.017
Zscore (ST 3 % 22) -0.009 0.03 0.107 0.002
Zscore (8% =14 R 2) 0.875 0.026 0.143 0.131
Zscore (ENLFEZR) 0.853 0.138 -0.118 -0.095
Zscore (BN #) 0.884 0.135 -0.106 -0.076

Zscore (1% 5% =i a5 ) 0.695 0.033 0.026 0.34
Zscore (B %) 0.822 0.205 0.104 0.177
Zscore (B e K %) 0.043 0.027 0.038 0.613
Zscore (B[ 7 7= K %) 0.121 0.024 0.068 0.832
Zscore (M KRG K ) 0.045 -0.052 -0.037 0.591

fRAE 7 10 PRETGUUIERE 5 BB MR, AT 1 X RAR BT R R ) KPR B R R
(i 0.861. MAETEELH AR 0.423. M{RiHS 5 UL 0.547, R BHATHIEILKIINIE 0797 15 R
KBS EHTOE R 0.787, AR RGE A 5 23 PR 7 2 5068 W28 B BT 5 R A9« PR A5 et 0,855,
PEEIFIFHUON 0.692. IRBE(E BHEFEHIE 0.852, WUFRH RIS gl K 7. ART 3 XA HAT R =
(K129 TTLREIR I it SRR 0.808 JMSZAR S ST AR A AR« MOSIIABEIR Y 0.859, WP BEA
T AT 4 XN RBATENY: {5 OB 0.458, IMRBLBISCH UK 0.804, IR ORIH A
B WG ON 0.845, HOFRIARISL A T

W 55 BRI SURI N T3 50 M SR B3y Ik 11, 3% 12,
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Table 10. Component matrix after rotation of environmental performance indicators

= 10. IMESHUERIERE FFHI R 5 5B

Gy
izt
1 2 3 4
Zscore (HEi5 RIARFL) 0.189 0.073 0.183 0.458
Zscore (FE K FREE ) 8 2 57 H) 0.861 0.165 -0.025 0.129
Zscore (FRRHE5E 3 HH ERE K) 0.167 0.026 0.157 0.804
Zscore (FEAIGIS S at) 0.132 0.855 0.144 0.03
Zscore (BERFFHYN) 0.178 0.692 0.247 0.124
Zscore (FRREE AN S SN ) 0.069 0.078 -0.041 0.845
Zscore (FREE(F B4 5 il ) 0.12 0.852 0.108 0.05
Zscore (MBI HE H A7) 0.423 0.262 0.394 0.179
Zscore (PRI S5 B 1B L) 0.547 0.208 0.421 0.101
Zscore (& AT Fid i fIAIE) 0.797 0.119 0.115 0.127
Zscore (T ZIRE LRI it X BR) 0.189 0.215 0.808 0.185
Zscore (V5 JFh 2R R BB TBUS AR TS L) 0.787 0.066 0.286 0.221
Zscore (A7 A& FAT AT RFSLR R & A S IR 4R 1) 0.114 0.169 0.859 0.058
Table 11. Financial performance factor score and comprehensive score
#* 11l MSEHEFEIREEHED
LD SiHERE fFAC1 fFAC2 fFAC3 fFAC4 HIEGRLF 135
12 2015 0.554 0.096 0.324 0.266 0.615
12 2016 0.559 0.093 0.323 0.273 0.624
12 2017 0.552 0.1 0.304 0.27 0.61
12 2018 0.539 0.111 0.282 0.268 0.589
19 2015 0.5 0.227 0.222 0.272 0.573
19 2016 0.563 0.221 0.21 0.261 0.638
19 2017 0.492 0.245 0.222 0.269 0.569
19 2018 0.528 0.19 0.447 0.38 0.749
603998 2015 0.55 0.273 0.242 0.269 0.664
603998 2016 0.549 0.164 0.228 0.254 0.596
603998 2017 0.544 0.153 0.24 0.274 0.602
603998 2018 0.543 0.142 0.255 0.277 0.604
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Table 12. Environmental performance factor scores and comprehensive scores
# 12. MESHEFSIREEHED

UEFALRD SRR eFAC1 eFAC2 eFAC3 eFAC4 N T e A
12 2015 0.176 0.04 0.795 0.813 0.375
12 2016 0.315 0.028 0.757 0.788 0.415
12 2017 0.488 0.025 0.672 0.819 0.478
12 2018 0.564 0.016 0.736 0.786 0.524
19 2015 0.204 0.136 0.312 0.506 0.163
19 2016 0.204 0.136 0.312 0.506 0.163
19 2017 0.204 0.136 0.312 0.506 0.163
19 2018 0.711 0.417 0 0.535 0.491

603998 2015 0.186 0.124 0.284 0.353 0.086
603998 2016 0.462 0.094 0.246 0.624 0.282
603998 2017 0.538 0.085 0.311 0.591 0.329
603998 2018 0.497 0.065 0.323 0.9 0.402

4.2. THFEHAFESBIX RPNTE S

X 5 BT SRR AR R T3 0 R e A3 2 o AT A — 1k, A (2)

Xij ~ Xmin

Xinax ~ Xmin

o))

iz MATLABr2018b, LA 2843 4 AN B Anifith 5 R 7153 0 AN E, DI SUosifEfl
Ja LB N B, HEE D RBFE A, ¥ 1908 M RFEEA S RIZREE 1590 ANFEA AT,
£ 318 MEEAS, YNZRd AR 1, MRS E S E A EE ST & 2,

Performance is 0.0225518, Goal is 0

3
g
B
T
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Ay
=2 L L L
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Figure 1. RBF neural network a training process
[ 1. RBF #Z M E—illZRid 12
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Figure 2. RBF neural network a test set real value simulation value
comparison

2. RBF #Z M%—it £ B LA ELE T EE
PARRERGTRU 4 A A FARUEAL S MR 74550 A N &, DA SUshr AL S 4554550 A &
FIEEEE A RBF 225 . [AIERHE 1909 MEA 7 N IIZREE 1590 MEAFIII L 318 MEA, LRt
nfE 3, WAL B S 07 BAEXT e an & 4.

Performance is 0.00258245, Goal is 0

102 i
8
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Figure 3. RBF neural network two training process
3. RBF #& M4 I 72

B4 1~4 13, RBF #1£8 W 2% — Z S RREUUF MBI SR 530 5 W 45 BRI K 56 & o RBF #HEZE Y 2— (1)
WA BRI T RBF &M% —, @i oSN E, WERISE R0 B, R ARRSS T
FEURA ARG R o W B AR WU T AR B R = K AR Bl R M SR 45 A 15 AR B (T ¥, 2019)
[22]. 1E RBF #Z M4 —r, 4055 G005 A R 7 IR 7155 7 BIBCE I E . SN 725, HERl6E
K F KR T390 B E AR 50%. BRAK 40%. PRAIK 30%. FRAEK 20%. FHME 10%. AAF. $25 10%. $25
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20%. $21E 30%- $E5 40%. $EiE 50%, HARA R TR TR0 FIMEAL, WERRSULEESRTH
Bk, LRI 4 NAET T RS, St 4 4. SR TS, $GEAIGE IR TR RE
DA 7 (1 DR 14520~ S50 R ) FAAIG 50% 2 $2E 151 50%, oAt 28 7 [ 74540 IR, MR B8k 47
BESIAR, VIS, 4 DMARTFRHFAE, 3t 6 4. =H7&s), BEFREANET. b H
TRE B8 1R F IR T35 P S48 [FI PR 50%EI48 5 50%, HAh A FF IR T35 FHRMEAZE, W
BRIV EF AR, DRI 4 NMARTF==414, L4 4. RBF &M% — 45508 R T
B TIME K& 14 PRI 13, N8 ERGR PRI R 3 A/

* B

15 L | | | | I
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350

PRAEA

Figure 4. Comparison of the real value simulation value of the second test
set of the RBF neural network

4. RBF f#HZ M4 NN AL A EEX L

Table 13. RBF neural network one financial performance factor score average and 14 groups of input
% 13. RBF #EME— W FE5HE F50 FIER 14 ARMANE

BARENH T LRI T ERERAET KEGENIET MBS0

fFAC1 fFAC2 fFAC3 fFAC4 e

ave 0.542 0.152 0.259 0.277 0.351
fFAC1 (1 — 50%) 0.271 0.152 0.259 0.277 -3.276
fFAC1 (1 — 40%) 0.325 0.152 0.259 0.277 -1.159
fFAC1 (1 — 30%) 0.380 0.152 0.259 0.277 -0.057
fFAC1 (1 — 20%) 0.434 0.152 0.259 0.277 0.334
fFAC1 (1 — 10%) 0.488 0.152 0.259 0.277 0.367
FAC1 0.542 0.152 0.259 0.277 0.355
fFAC1 (1 + 10%) 0.597 0.152 0.259 0.277 0.440
fFACL (1 + 20%) 0.651 0.152 0.259 0.277 0.407
fFACL (1 + 30%) 0.705 0.152 0.259 0.277 -0.530
fFACL (1 + 40%) 0.759 0.152 0.259 0.277 -3.945
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Continued
fFACL (1 + 50%) 0.814 0.152 0.259 0.277 ~12.414
fFACA (1 — 50%) 0.542 0.152 0.259 0.138 —4.463
fFAC4 (L + 50%) 0.542 0.152 0.259 0.415 0.275
fFACL (1 — 50%) fFAC2 (1 — 50%) 0.271 0.076 0.259 0.277 ~6.648
fFACL (1 + 50%) fFAC2 (L + 50%) 0.814 0.229 0.259 0.277 -8.347
fFAC3 (1 — 50%) fFAC4 (1 — 50%) 0.542 0.152 0.130 0.138 ~1.227
fFAC3 (1 + 50%) fFAC4 (1 + 50%) 0.542 0.152 0.389 0.415 ~0.011
fFACL (1 — 50%) fFAC2 (1 — 50%) -
(FACS (L 50%) 0.271 0.076 0.130 0.277 2.008
fFACL (1 + 50%) fFAC2 (1 + 50%) -
(FACS (L + 50%) 0.814 0.229 0.389 0.277 23.189
fFAC2 (1 — 50%) fFAC3 (1 — 50%) -
TFACA (1 50%) 0.542 0.076 0.130 0.138 0.327
0, 0,
fFAC2 (1 + 50%) fFACS (1 + 50%) 0.542 0.229 0.389 0.415 ~0.627

fEAC4 (1 + 50%)

4.3. WMSFEAFRSFH KR RNOBRIE DT

£ RBF f 22 [ 2% — i, 32 F sim B 500 55 SO S N B HEAT 017 30, 49 iy A 5%

W 55 SR R T A S S5 R &) 5, WU T AR sh g Ranlsl 6, =[H 7 ARsh g Ranlal 7.

AN AES
2
—o—ZF e 1A T
R T
BiEfAET
8 \ S RERAET
-10 \
-12 P

-14

Figure 5. Result of single factor change in financial performance
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Figure 6. Result of dual-factor changes in financial performance
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Figure 7. The results of changes in the three factors of financial per-
formance

7. MBEH=FFLHLER

HIE 5 1%, 76 4 HHETEIH, HBERHONE R IR FRBUR, &R HE T 1 E T3 591
B R 1% 10%3HE =5 20%[0 X (A, ISR G/ i, HBON TS, 8 F6e 1R T HE 715
P54 e 30% L I, FRERSAUE E NI, HECNBENE. mIE 613, fE 6 WA TFZIH, HiEG:
RO BRI GE I T RS IS R R TS BBUK, 4 FH R TE T T 50%00, S5 E157
W, JH TP iEE 30%0L LR, HIESTLEAE B3 TR, HTNBIEER K. hE 7
3, 1£ 4 H=H7AZH, RSO EFIREIH T Zhige I, BB FHEeaEu%, HE
P REER AR, MAEGRIET. BiEmIET. KERIRTFHERAGUR. 2 Bk, o
ZIE IR SR T B, FLERI G 71 H8 050 FREE SR 5 M e K

7 RBF #hZ s —rr, [F] B IR GES RS A B 1 1 74353 20 B AME . 381283, K38k
3 K I 71550 P I (E PR AIK 50%. FEAK 40%. F#{K 30%. FE1IK 20%. FEMK 10%. A4F. 45 10%. 2
i 20%. F2iE 30%. $EiE 40%. $E 50%, HAMAKFHIE TG FIMEAE, WEM S GG
(A4, DAMLSRHEN 4 DAl @i a7 SR8, 3k 4 H. WHFAS), 4IRS BF AR I
N TR 11550~ 358 [ PR AIK 50%EI42 =1 50%, oAl AR TR 155 B A4S, WE % 5
A/, DL, 4 DMARTFHAS, L6 4. =S, HIHREUGER T FRIR
DR 7 R R R 1A R 715 P Y AR ) B BAEG 509 2142 51 50%, HAth A R F IR 713 7 FIEAE, MEE
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W 55 SRR A AR, DLIERHEK A DA F==44, HL 4 4. RBF #&M% ZIFEE0HE 715
PRI & 14 AR R 14, NIT ORISR PR IR 3 R

Table 14. RBF neural network two environmental performance factor score average and 14 groups of input

% 14. RBF EM%E _IMESHE T/ O FIER 14 HRANE

HEGERF RN BEETART BRECCET WSS
eFAC1 eFAC2 eFAC3 eFAC4 LEER
ave 0.374 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.609
eFAC1 (1 — 50%) 0.187 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.602
eFAC1 (1 — 40%) 0.224 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.601
eFAC1 (1 — 30%) 0.262 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.600
eFAC1 (1 — 20%) 0.299 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.599
eFAC1 (1 — 10%) 0.336 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.598
eFAC1 0.374 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.600
eFAC1 (1 + 10%) 0.411 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.604
eFAC1 (1 + 20%) 0.448 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.608
eFAC1 (1 + 30%) 0.486 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.612
eFACL (1 + 40%) 0.523 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.611
eFAC1 (1 + 50%) 0.561 0.127 0.424 0.701 0.605
eFAC2 (1 — 50%) 0.374 0.063 0.424 0.701 0.609
eFAC4 (1 — 50%) 0.374 0.127 0.424 0.350 0.633
eFAC4 (1 + 50%) 0.374 0.127 0.424 1.051 0.911
eFAC1 (1 — 50%) eFAC2 (1 — 50%) 0.187 0.063 0.424 0.701 0.629
eFAC1 (1 + 50%) eFAC2 (1 + 50%) 0.561 0.190 0.424 0.701 0.574
eFAC3 (1 — 50%)eFAC4 (1 — 50%) 0.374 0.127 0.212 0.350 0.515
eFAC3 (1 + 50%) eFAC4 (1 + 50%) 0.374 0.127 0.635 1.051 1.351
— 0, — 0,
eFAC1 (1 — 50%) eFAC2 (1 — 50%) eFAC3 0.187 0.063 0212 0.701 0.894
(1 —50%)
0, 0,
eFAC1 (1 + 50%) eFAC2 (1 + 50%) eFAC3 0.561 0.190 0.635 0.701 0.596
(1 +50%)
— 0, — 0,
eFAC2 (1 — 50%) eFAC3 (1 — 50%) eFAC4 0.374 0.063 0.212 0.350 0.995
(1 —50%)
0, 0,
eFAC2 (1 + 50%) eFAC3 (1 + 50%) eFAC4 0.374 0.190 0.635 1,051 1,095
(1 +50%)
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Figure 8. Result of single factor change in environmental performance
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Figure 9. The results of two- factor changes in environmental performance
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Figure 10. The results of changes in the three factors of environmental
performance
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Hil 8 13, f& 4 AN TS F, WMHEFURERER I RICA TR B A RICIIA 1A
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Fiter. mE 1015, 184 A= 728d, WEESREEaR RSN H 1 BEIRTTAR T ORI
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BUAIR F = W S5 SURE N, IF B ORSCH I 55 SR K

5. &g

W4 55 GOSN U Z [AMAAE 2R ARZRMESC R, 12 1] RBF M2 2% BE 5 RSP s LIDL HY — & HOAR G
KE, W LR R TR WSS IS A SUCT F,  JF HLERRE S Ha bR P85
BUIII IR R . FRSUSINIR m 2 fW S5 SUkag in, FF B ORSCH 0 I 55 SR B K

ARERIE R : A an RO & S5 505 H bR, IBRBEIER], 2RI RRASIH, IR
REABIN, ZIAARBCEAGE LI HEHr, A GE R RIESRTI , FECASSUIRR I T . BN
RANI 55 BB AR B, SORAEAAT Y, FFEERE TE IR, B MR E A B R
4, BEEARSTH IR, HESREERE R, WSR2t .

PRI P S S i el R 207 A B B BT A A 2 BT A AR SR R, A8 SRR T 55 51K
TRPRIIEINS, BRI HAR, SHIM, SR E D INSAMR S, R RIS SRR,
(e 55 AR bR, At N RIS, ST FREE A R

E&WE
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