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Abstract

Based on the traits theories leadership and information asymmetry theory, this study takes the data
of Chinese A-share listed companies from 2011 to 2022 as the sample for empirical research. The
findings show that managerial myopia reduces ESG performance. In addition, this research analyzes
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the role of internal control quality and examines the moderating effect of climate policy uncertainty
on corporate ESG performance. Specifically, managerial myopia negatively affects corporate ESG
performance by reducing the quality of internal controls, while climate policy uncertainty mitigates
managerial myopia, thereby reducing its negative impact on corporate ESG performance. By com-
bining climate policy uncertainty with managerial myopia and corporate ESG performance, this
study expands the research on corporate ESG performance and enriches the research on climate
policy uncertainty.
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1. 51§

TEM A RERVEEN, FIRrEER R RN & B s B OGRS b, BRI T RF 25 B P R i Ak
TAJeAr, B 2018 KA AR AT AIERIDCK, i s s B R 5 A AR EAERY, 51 S HA
T T RR S A . B E R IR AR, 2024 ELICK, ESG (ABE. 42 R4 VA BE) A S BUR AN E
. 5 3 1 HSE Bl AR THRERRIRETES) , ArEEREEATISIEN ESG #5 @ i 9 &
AR, S BT A B E R R R B ANE ST VS ESG {5 B EEAT N B AR R X, B
PEK I ESG #HRAER T AN E T E4k, fEPRzE T FH kAT ESG BRI F|SAL, T ESG
RS THUERIEAT, RS KT SAM, 76 ESG B RIIYT,
A2 AT ESG THAE, XMELAHIE & HLARNS, BMESIE 7 iRes, 5ot R s i, Al
HIRe SIS HRERTHL ESG MG 1 E 5k SE R R E T, FREMILE ESG SLERTHIG & 2Pk, Bl
FEM) ESG RIS BA BT A b A I AT KSR e v i 1 5 UK, 4R s &8 BOR (1) BAETEIT, 3
ANV BRI AR 2 H A ST LT, B S 4782, RE LA ESG F I T HAEAE
TR R . IR ARS8, ESG K2 B AT HIEZ .

XA, L T E L ARG 7 R BNL S is s, AT e s EL R A K S
J& o B TR RE SRS I AL e Th B OCE L, AT RIAT N A SR R % R M Al I 5 A e
PERBFIGE T EHEF RIS E S, Ea TRk B R &2 R R ENEM . 2R,
EHLE AN NARR TG L BRAT AR R RS i B K AR S E ARG, A EE R S e HAT N
AR ERE[3], Aok 2= AR KREE A “E BN [4]. BUbmTEn, B E MR R SR
b Py R | R o o AN S, RIS AV S R, AL ) ESG VT . IX SRS EUK ) R
FRERZ, UMM RZECEEHEMNAFTE R, TIELHZEM, SRS B R 0 RA
A, XPEEEF A ESG VR B OC R A G ST Ay b e 2 RO, ASCRR A I B TR (1)
PR A F SO ESG PR fIR2 2 (2) B HE L@ A AT il ESG P I TR ? (3)
B IE R AL A ESG T 14 828 f5 2508 Al R R A RT M s i) 2

T H 25 7™ IR AR Pk AR, BURF AT AL 206 v ] il O 3R B8 2 R 2 SR BRI R W . 5 s
W E BURF IR FR X Ak ESG W EUR AL, SN LIRTE ESG VAN CL4 A A I (1B 3 R A0 E R
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W&o FEH ENEERIBEA T, RSB i) ESG R, T i) ESG A FTHINIEE A . FAi]
PR EEARE AR, G E ESG VN HIDCHT L, HAEEE . Ao, MNEFFAES ESG RER
&, PEENRE REFER, HEFKEYS ESG (M. thax WRI)RTEHEIAG. hEMLAE
5 UHER A R, N IBAAE S A TR IR, R AT U B LS ESG R 17 A
JUNEE . WHIEMECRE, T E G EEA . e IR S 797 B A AN IR, 0F 7 b Al AT B
FEABRE LA, T R B R A T s Al ESG RI . M T SE B E K S i it 7 B Al
A UASE S 1 AR AE B AN Ak ESG RILAIREM, XA B TR A st Rl = ESG B HUKT,
WA BT HES) R AL AE ESG TS S0, 48 LRNA, whxs i B ki ESG PN BEATHIE T A
A EENE L.

ASCHPAPR vk B ZARBAE LU =N E 1 H—, SHAMSCERALE, AR SCRIHT R AT R i
B SINE B RO U . i Ty, AR B s Z — RAIUE RSB, T
SRR A B B 24 2N A B RO AR, R T BRI A ) ESG KRB, X Wi R 1 EEE U
MHEARIAR, NIZSEIF TR gt 7R A A . T, ASONE BE AL A, IRAIRTT
T A AR B RS Ak ESG RIS . PLAs B AL AR R T N AR I B EAE Al ESG KRBT
RAERIRBEAE, B AL ESG RILIE MALEIFR AL TIRZIM HAF . L=, ASCRARIT T URKBER
A EEXT Ak ESG RILA I FIE T o 75RO AW KRBT 5, 1525 B I U BOR 2R
B, AURBCRAIAN E VRS & B A AT AL . ASOR SR B AN 5E 15 8 B 2 AL
LAk i) ESG REUMALE &, BRIhJE 1 flk ESG RILIIA R T, MEF 1 RBERAHE VE 1 0f
TN

2. BRI SHERBIE
2.1 ERHEW/USLI ESG FT|

BT U BTG, Stogdill (1948) [5]4E H 41T HRHIE 5 4T3 ROy 5 5 %A OC . 1T B AR
N B RARE BN TEREIR[6] [7], AT H TAEMSE A G E AW, A EE s =g a
PESREANFE . HEAG HAAZ N S EEUREI T SRR XS0 75 90 SR IR B = 2 UM
FLAE A 20 A Al S Ao lb AT B T R () PR S o A B R A A A TR = DL 1 A A B A
MBURIESE, ERSRrh, AR E B E TR EEGGE, MM 2T &g, xFllr) ESG %
A AR o

B, A (A B I SR AL R IR A . FE AR, AT IS TR R E
V5 B I LU B R AR R . T RBICHE . SREEIHT DL AR BR B AR 75 TH 4% 75 [8] [9], HEIm4A £l
(AT RFE R A R S e, FL AN AV B AT R DT A AR RE I [10], sl i) ESG K.
HWK, EHE NS S EA A B A R Zs A KR BRI TR, BRI e & LR
[L1] VAR g Al FF 7 7 it 4% %, A AR AV FE R R I 2 A T TR IR AR, AT PR AL i) ESG &
Mo Ja, EEEFSAEANE TR E D VAR FEH ER BTSN D AAE R TR A T
I 5 THT RSN, L 25 AT A 3B T o 0K 2ty o A 2 1 R SRt il oA SR 1) JE A P B R AN i
I A PR AL ) ESG R I .

BE# AT RREE R RS ORI R, A& E 0 ESG R HUBOR R E AR AL o 4% B A lb ke ot Al R 17
W MAE GG bR S 1) ESG R B, LR &% IEIEE. 45, o, BRI A E12]. RIFH
ESG RILAT LA 51 58 2 3 &, b iR BB IER . faE. KA. i, ST anfTiém ESG

SN
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R TR DI [13]. AHTTENY, SEmr e QURTRE J1[14]. ISR B JI 2 Sy Aol Py Al 42 )
J R A A R T S Ak ESG R, (HIX SEGE il 7 EAARN K E NI WA 71, x4l
TS R AT ST AN o B R AL A B R AR IR LA R il ESG RBLAHE i L il th 5 45 4l
KR JE HARBIIER S, XELL3R Rk i) ESG R,

AL, FRATER R HL: B AL S B IRk ESG R

22. EREFEI. AREHIRES® ESC RIU

PA R I YA . KPP . FE TSN A5 B S VAIE DL A R B X AN R P FIAE A
REMSEMRAEEEEAE E (OFER). S (#E). G (ARG =AJ7HINKE IR, I s i) ESG PR
[15].

—J7iH, TS EARIRE, B R R SR PR BN A 5 B & B AL E B DL AR R
Bif5 R [16], HEIMHIL “EaE” SIR[2], XK T A0S BT S S B S [17]. R R A R
REMEIR m L (5 BB, BRI T e ARNAENLE], W nI R m R B R B, BTG
BRI 18], e sk ESG RN

ST, TR A R A B TR AN AE AT AR ST R R R4 3 SUAT R T R R
[19], PEARAL 2= T4 AU, a2 R] 7 T 380 V57 1 - 550 7 0 2 1) R D RSBV BAT Ry, ORAP R 2 A DG 2 11
BALE[20]. B TR GAHDCE BLIR, HEALSR SAHDGE VRSR AL o] DARAF BB AR K Sk, i — b 4R
F AL ESG R, AT, & E i P SE v AR ITA & 548 & 2 MR G5, SRS
B B BRI W 45 45 1 B S mT St AV E AT 1 AR B P [21], AT 3 i Al R 5 L 8 RE D
REA ESG EH.

B AR A I — N TERR T, B R O P R X — DU R O AR A R T3
FZ 5K AEREIEME K. B, FEHE RS EUE A By T Al R HF) 25 11 200 P 5
el E BN, FEURDAE ] 2 R R R e E S I . RN IRATI B, TR T
= R, (43 P A 1 PR A RO A LAGRAIE 3R 3 B0l 3B i R 0, R AR IE[22] . FIK,
B A2 R AL B (0 01 A B H AR AR — E I . AR B A AR, IR AT RE
Al P AR R A RN A, BUE A SR T R R 1. RS T AR N ) B 7 LA R 5 11 03 T
o, (HREARE IS BT 5 AR A B, X P b AL R T R B ARG . XA
HBZ 4005 EALE B AR MER 51 BE TR0 2 T2 23], AR MEBCR 72 TR TARRIAR I, AT S B0l py 4%
W EAE LIRS . BJE, EEEAALSEE EE AAA SC R R A SO R AR A S it P A
HlSERY, 2R SO B2 SR R THZ F0 Fy . AR AN R, A5 Al P s i E ST
TR 2 BRCBE S, AT B AR A Py 4% ol o 22

UL, FRATIHE H AR5 H2: A B R X Aol PR P S o o B AR, g i PRSIk ESG R I
3. FsERIt
3.1 HEFRE

ASCLL 2011~2022 4EH [EPERPI T A B BT AR AR B, SEAREEE R T LI UESR A2 2 BT
i IRYIIEFRAE Sy B ks DL K 2 R o AR BOE >RIE T CSMAR #0425 Wind 24 & . ESG RI
ok BAAIE ESG VP&, A SCHBMSARBOR A MR ESE & T %W CPU a5 LA R Al J2 i (1)
SARBAP AR, Hoh 20 CPU $8 50525 [24] i i TCHUAT AZ WA I SRR A & VAR SCEE 3k 15
TS PE B WX [ AR S o AR SO TR A 4% B8 DL R SR ) HE AT i e S5 4038 (1) SIBR St

SN
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TR EARN; (2) HIBR*ST. ST. PT FBHifl; (3) 5Bk T 28 s ™ AR S W k. (4) N
T G A S (BT R ARSI, AR SON 0 AT b 7 B T AT SE S B AT T RIS 1%48 RRAL TR . 54 3k15 | 25,454
AL AR -

32. TEEX

(1) R . ESG KM (esg). Bl tH & EAIBUMN Mk &AL ESG RIMMKME, —Lk
5= PR TG ESG WS, B RTTE Wind B0 FERE S B BIEAE . B PR, Mibphst. 4t
S E TR LK Wind A 1) ESG PSS . Horh, SEIE ESG VP07 i 48 A A A VL )
BT DLE R 2009 F 28 —ZRFE, GBI A A BAEM 1, 4. 7. 10 AW #8 2@ AR A B ¥ i) ESG o
W, WA MR T RS TS eI . ARNAHE 3 AN —SdEhR. 14 AR dERR. 26
NZZARRR, TPMA RBONEIETE & R AT 2RSSR, BEINE P E T . ASOEBREIESR
$ ESG WFR(ESG)E ALl ESG RILRIEAR T, RIELIFFEE ESG W4, mCH&IRME 1~9
[25]. kAN, ASCIEAE I 1E (Bloomberg) BB-ESG 1FZ¢ 1 CNRDS-ESG W-44 TR AR LS, W% 1.

Table 1. Variable definition
#z1LTEEX

7R (RG] YL
ESG £ esg IRYEAHAEFE £ ESG WK, HEE] = {E 1~9
EHLE A myopia AV EHR MD&A 45 8 P& 5 ALAH I ] 4 5 b
P B BT intercontrol T« A [E] T2 ] PR ] 45 %0/1000
PR size In (MPFERBTE ™ +1)
AT AE PR age In ()b ST R + 1)
AR lev S ARBR DL B
B roa R B DLE B
Pzt cash FAAR I S I S N WD AR AR DA B
PR — dual FHK G ASHAER 1, BNH0
S — RIBAR KR topl LN R TS &
HF L bsize 2 N B £
HF LG indep MALERER LA

(2) fiBAs . S5 (myopia). &% Brochet (2015) [26]HI5E 3“4 MR F4E 5 Li (2010)#)
FESCARTRARIE S, B A B S R S M B E SR S Em A ¢ AR MBS
[EERp iR 4R, Forfr “RMR” “arZ)” “H BRI CBAT PR RIMEBERERSE, N7 %
7 RN PR RISTERBERYS HK, EXE—MESECE F, A A 2 ANE AL
FCHEATHER, R R B Rl iR 23T A ALIA 9 78 . Mikolov et al. (2013) [27]3 Hi i) Word2Vec HL282%
SIHAR, R AR A 1) AR SRR [28] . FRATTR AT Word2vee H 1) CBOW A Il 25 Fh SCAE FE I 5%
A ERL, FAF AR AL e, T RATRAR AR, TR R T R R AR R ARAT IR Ve R
A A AR B I S5 AR b T2 S S e BT I RGE AT L], KSR DA 100 JE S BRI E S
AT M FaFr(myopia), W2 1.
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(3) AR SARBUEAHIEIE(CPU). #T Lee et al. (2023) [24]fHF 5T, A Sl i € HUH: 2 1Ak
A S AR BUR AN e P 3 A R S v R A e ZE B AT TABIE, NSRS R 2202 i H
SRR AN 5 PR E(CPU), FHA F LA YA s e o 58 J2 T (1) v RSB BUR AN e MR 2, JE DAt
VE RSB A 2 YE R T =38 FR(CPU), W 1.

(4) LR & AR BT & (intercontrol) . £iMb P 1) B A2 X6 ik H 5 18 /E AN 55 3 sl 1 A B0
K, RN REE R E NS ASCR AN RS RSk e i o E BT A N EHE
T, ZIRECE R T ot E S S s A, 5w e, @ESE ISR, 2R
K, LML N RS R, Wk L.

3.3. BT

B, ATKRREHERAY ESG RIMAIK R, ACHEIEMERA W A 1, K o AEHERN
i (myopia) X} i)k ESG KB (esq) 2 R AL, W REL o NHAENRIIE R HL Bor, RIEHEE M2
PR AV ESG .-

esg, =, +a,myopia, + a,intercontrols + Firm + Year + ¢, (D)
4. SLIFEREHEHSh
4.1 RS

A FEA BRSO RWE 2, Hd, ESG W (esq) I FME A 4.1791, HiBd BT A
ESG IR THA1E B-BB &gz 8], &/AMEAN 1, mAEAN 8, RUIFEAT Rk (8] ESG RILHI 2
FEROK . B A (myopia) [F-FYAME N 0.0838, AR R AR SR A b A5 3 2 1 R AR BB e vy o oAt s i A
EIIFEAZE SRR SAT AN EERIAE—5, W& 2.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. kgt

AR B AR R AE BN briEZE w/ME S ON|
esg 25,454 4.1791 0.9835 1 8
myopia 25,454 0.0838 0.0786 0 0.8557
size 25,454 22.3104 1.2812 20.1073 26.3729
age 25,454 1.9549 0.9326 0 3.2958
roa 25,454 0.0427 0.0556 —0.1911 0.2015
lev 25,454 0.4266 0.2001 0.0563 0.8670
cash 25,454 0.1613 0.1218 0.0123 0.5991
dual 25,454 0.2684 0.4432 0 1
topl 25,454 0.3529 0.1482 0.0943 0.7489
bsize 25,454 2.1376 0.1976 1.6094 2.7081
indep 25,454 0.3743 0.0530 0.3333 0.5714

4.2, BEAXEILER
B AL A ESG IR R )T 45 A R0 1 R IS5 1 L3 3, HA ()52 RBA®
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PR AN R AR U (Rl A 45 T, A A A0 (myopia) [ [B1 VA R AN —4.3062, 7E 1% K FiRE. 2
QFIEINT — RIS, ARG AU, BT~ UNaE 28 L AT AF R A, 45 5 /R B 0 40 (myopia)
a1 R BON-3.7112, FFELE 1%RKF BB 2. SQO)MQ)MIFILE BEN, & B AN SR ESG
R, AR HL 34 TR . 55 (3)FN(4)FI 75 b J: it b 3 — 2D A A AN [ e 08, AT BA
R I myopia T REUK IH N8, 55 4-0.3657 F1—-0.3595, [FIFELE 1%/KF EEZ, Xik—BiEsk
B AL BRARARL ) ESG FRINAX — B B AE I TR] R 23 (B 4E FE [RIFE RS, R HY B 350 E, W& 3.

Table 3. Benchmark regression

F= 3. FEEY
(1) 2 3 4
VARIABLES esg esg esg esg
myopia —4.3062™" -3.7112" —0.3657"" —0.3595™"
(0.1037) (0.0992) (0.0759) (0.0751)
size 0.2240™" 0.2584™"
(0.0085) (0.0152)
age 0.0042 0.0705™
(0.0108) (0.0175)
roa —1.7839™ 0.0059
(0.1770) (0.1210)
lev -0.6805"" -0.1549"
(0.0571) (0.0602)
cash 1.5743™ -0.1305"
(0.0806) (0.0673)
dual 0.2790™" 0.0082
(0.0209) (0.0180)
topl -1.2707™" —0.5330™"
(0.0579) (0.0899)
bsize —0.6539™" 0.3028™
(0.0511) (0.0572)
indep 0.4551" —0.1559
(0.1856) (0.1689)
Constant 1.7062" -1.6365"" 1.3759"" —4.8431""
(0.0136) (0.2021) (0.0077) (0.3595)
Observations 25,454 25,454 25,454 25,454
Adjusted R? 0.0570 0.1222 0.7730 0.7794
Year FE NO NO YES YES
Firm FE NO NO YES YES

PE L AMBIRIRAE 1% 5%, 109KF FRES S ORI LR ER R R
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4.3. RIERERHLHI

P R A i e — ot AR R DR S AV T BV B, B RSO P R R R E R BRI AL A
A )k — A FRE B 1 5 B SO Ak K R R R B O MR . BRATHER FU 4 B A AN Al
ESG RPN, BEN % f& py & 21 R B A H P (01 A o BT SEAE 0T B0AE 1B HL: B FE & KA
ML) ESG FRBH o 6T rp (FB B LI A ST L H2 Iy, 8 B 2 A AT £l 1) A 042 1) o 1 AN R s
T PR AR ESG I o FATHR Y 2 izt AT A e . e h 2R (L) A(2) 1) b 1 33 4 A0 (myopia) «
P 4% 1 o == (intercontrol) Ml ESG K Hil(esg) 2 [AI A &R, AER (1)FRATT 0] AT B B 25 o ALK A 4% o )t
HIMG T RECN-0.0054, 45 RAE 5%MIKY F 3, 45 FRoRE B AT il o 4 ) 5T A AR5
M5 AR (2)BIBAT R B PN 3 it Jo oot Ak ESG RELMIE 1T RECH 1.3649, 34N T A #0415 (1 52 )
JG, ERFEEAN A ESG I R EN-0.3522, 45 BITE 1% KT ERE, XA S BIAE T A
SO 2: R AL A ) N R B B A AR, R PR Ak ESG KRB, WLk 4.

4.4. SIRBRITHEMAET

Lee £¢(2022) [1dd it 1R, TR A2 W UEBERANHE M 2 P0E ETHES, ZardE
M URBOR BAR T BT T — € BB (HAEE IR s D AR 45 falb i ok T — S A e i, U
BRI AN FE X Al B R At KA 6 AN T BRI . PRIk, AR B AL 5 il ESG RFL
BRI M, A BE B URBORA E VE(CPU)E R T BT (0 /. AR 3 AN, UEBERA T E
PET] DLSE A B R0, 0T 4 R B A Al ESG R ST RS o JRAT 51 N PR A AL 5 A
WU AN E 14 #22 H. 5 (myopia x CPU)F ISR 3 o ixX — il AEUEAT [l )4 70 A, 3 ) 28 (3) 1) S L% 4,
& B FE A (myopia) I Ad T REC T8, AURBERAE VE(CPU) I BN R BOYIERL, P 4 AR 22 B0
(myopia x CPU)[El )4 %0 0.0307, 7E 1%I/KF E R NIE. XG5 BRI URBOERI A0 E S
BFFEAN k. ESG RILAIFZM 2l 2 — € M, AURBCR A AN 2 Pk T DL 8 B JE L
T 2 P R AR fiolk ESG RBLMI AR M, ARBE H3 73 BASSIIE,  ILE 4.

Table 4. The mechanism of internal control quality and the adjustment of climate policy uncertainty

= 4. NI RENISIFSIRBER A FEERIET

) @ (©)
VARIABLES intercontrol esg esg
myopia -0.0054™ —0.3522"™ -0.0706
(0.0021) (0.0749) (0.0999)
intercontrol 1.3649™
(0.2730)
CPU 0.1123
(0.0735)
myopia x CPU 0.0307*
(0.0089)
size 0.0019™" 0.2609" 0.2623""
(0.0005) (0.0152) (0.0067)
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age 0.0021" 0.0733"" —-0.1658™"
(0.0005) (0.0175) (0.0072)

roa —0.0669™" —0.0854 2.1007"
(0.0042) (0.1224) (0.1256)

lev 0.0672"" —0.0632 —0.6882™"
(0.0020) (0.0634) (0.0422)

cash —-0.0375™" -0.1816™" 0.2603"™"
(0.0019) (0.0676) (0.0526)

dual —0.0003 0.0078 —0.0543™"
(0.0005) (0.0180) (0.0131)
topl —0.0127" —0.5502""" 0.0454
(0.0027) (0.0899) (0.0407)

bsize —0.0057"" 0.2952"" 0.2507"""
(0.0015) (0.0573) (0.0361)

indep —0.0069 —0.1652 1.9852""
(0.0044) (0.1688) (0.1250)

Constant -0.0313"" —4.8857"" —2.4495™
(0.0111) (0.3591) (0.1559)
Observations 25,453 25,453 26,816
Adjusted R? 0.7367 0.7797 0.2035

Year FE YES YES YES
Firm FE YES YES YES

e TN T ERORTE 1%, 5%, 10%7KF R R H5 S AN BRI Bl R A AR R LR .

45, FREMRIE

45.1. PRI

AT AEE R A B ), O T AT AR XA W, AT T — A T BARR(V). B2
FRATFRATAEAS Y (1) H) F Aty b ds] 1 oA A8 P J AR AR B, A0 456 J6 S0 4% 55 LU A9 (shortinvest) DA A 2R #i
3 (turnover) AL B S AR 2 A% 24 75 VM (MIF) S Bl B4 LA R B R A St - L JEL L
0 K 35 TR (4)

myopia, = ¢, + a;shortinvest;, + a,turnover, + a;MF, + a,intercontrols + Firm + Year + &, 2

SRIGAE RS — B B B0 228, RIS A5 52 [29] R ] MD&A Hh SRR il YL 1) 4 Xof J82 1) ] 43 5 T Al i Y
Tr] BT I FR) R 32 22 Ik AR ] 1] B XoF 7 (18] ] 450 5 904 0 ] 9 ) B 6T I ) ] A3 2 R SR A 7 1 (Tone) >k
FEERAT TEAZREAV).

IV =g, xtone
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KHMBQFIMEQRFIER T THBEREIALES, W% 5. FHQ)FEHE—BRMEEEE, Hh
IV 7E 1%17KF T B2 NIE, FRATUCHIER & EE FAA B . EQR)FGEREH, [FHTATE
IV J&, fERAR B B 4 A0 (myopia) 7E 1%I/KF R 22 NIE. A4 e kadfd.

B 7 BN AR B R R, AR SCE R ReAAAE IR M IR G R, BRI ESG R I R IFA n] RE 2 s £l
F1R K 0T ke s AN T 038 A b R B BB A A . A T ARV ESG R BIUGT B FE 2 A AC) S T 40 ok 52 P 2B v i) A,
SRANSCEE W AT S, FRATTR A S WUHEAT (R0 . FRAT AR R AR B (myopia) 7 Al S 1~3 . RN
PRI, [FIHSERaE 5 55(3) (4)s G)FIFTw, T+1 8. T+2 8K T+3 WiRE B HE AL (myopia) [F]
HRBOIE 1%KF ERZE N, AR HL o, WAk 5.

Table 5. Robustness test of endogenous issues
2 5. NHEEIEIE R

) O] ®) (4) (®)
IV 55— B IV 55 Fr B T+1#ESG T+2 W ESG T+3 ] ESG
VARIABLES myopia esg Fesg F2esg F3esg
myopia —0.1947" —0.2673™ —0.3509™" —0.3331™"
(0.0830) (0.0786) (0.0846) (0.0917)
v 0.0711"
(0.0277)

size -0.0050™" 0.1655™ 0.2063 0.1362" 0.0823
(0.0014) (0.0507) (0.0169) (0.0186) (0.0208)

age 0.0087*" 0.2388™" 0.0633™" 0.0231 0.0076
(0.0015) (0.0800) (0.0200) (0.0231) (0.0261)

roa —0.0973™" —1.9454™ 0.3503"" 0.3121" 0.1330
(0.0114) (0.8669) (0.1404) (0.1735) (0.2044)

lev —0.0055 -0.1697 -0.1006 -0.0602 0.0087
(0.0059) (0.1201) (0.0670) (0.0764) (0.0850)

cash -0.0188™" -0.5407" —0.0745 -0.0709 0.0499
(0.0059) (0.2196) (0.0742) (0.0780) (0.0860)

dual —0.0018 —0.0275 0.0250 0.0438" 0.0409
(0.0016) (0.0379) (0.0208) (0.0239) (0.0262)

topl —0.0246™" -1.0211™ —0.3299™" —0.1245 0.1572
(0.0084) (0.2823) (0.1028) (0.1188) (0.1331)

bsize —0.0063 0.1752 0.2668™" 0.1482™ 0.1852™
(0.0055) (0.1328) (0.0623) (0.0690) (0.0743)

indep 0.0227 0.2688 -0.0512 -0.1790 0.0498
(0.0167) (0.4011) (0.1879) (0.2101) (0.2304)
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Constant -3.6842™" —1.7470™" —0.7465
(0.40112) (0.4410) (0.4842)
Observations 25,120 25,120 20,965 17,231 14,026
Adjusted R? 0.7883 0.7981 0.8105
KP LM #&53& 17.50™
CDW F &5 18.38
KPW F #56 16.58
Year FE YES YES YES YES YES
Firm FE YES YES YES YES YES

e TN T ERIRTE 1%, 5%, 10%7KF R IR H5 S AN BRI Bl R A AR A bR v 1R .

452 BRHEERTE

ALK R AL B (esq) HEAT B 4, FREUFTEHAT RIS, SRiE—PIIEAR NS . Wik 6 Fr
TN, 72 6 EE (L) B2 K 9l Al e AP & B 3 N2 1 ESG, FEE TR A1 H I 4 21, 25 S B/ A 38 A A0 (myopia)
FIIENE REAE 1%M7KF RS s & 6 FIZE Q) VKR AL 5 # 4y CNRDS 1) ESG ##s, JF=
B H SR, 4558 B8 B A (myopia) [ B R EFE 1% HKF TR A, ISR A K
W HL Ao, W 6.
453. BIRREFEDHE

FE VU BT EEGR . @5 SR XA IR X, [FIRE, VUK BT b P
5 H A X AV B B KA B EANE, N T REASC R iR, BRAISIER T IER . R, B,
RV BT BB A, FEERHEAT R, 2Rk 6 KRS n, BB AL (myopia)
B ENH REAE 1% H KPR 22 A0, BIEIEA SR K HL oz, WL 6.

4.5.4. EETIFI RGN

& TN R GE 1 R A SCE R I RE e, AN T AT Mk e 1 Jo S 5 4 X BSOS 5
M, FEFEAERENARIEAE EdE— b dlisti Tl - 5. A0 - SFE09E 2 RN, SR RETH BR & Fh 22 W IR Z 0
R SE R EHATIE - 5 B - G B AT DR A A A5 e . R R (4) SR,
B T A (myopia) 1 [F1H REE 1%I1/KF R 23 N, HILIRIEAR B3 H for, W% 6.

Table 6. Robustness testing for controlling industry and system risks

@ 6. {FIT A A FE G KRG TR A AR

1 ) 3 4)
VARIABLES BB_ESG CNRDS_ESG esg esg
myopia -0.0339" -0.0367 —0.3343" —0.3748"
(0.0125) (0.0073) (0.0812) (0.0758)
size 0.0251 0.0271" 0.2664" 0.2366™"
(0.0011) (0.0011) (0.0169) (0.0160)
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age —0.0044™ 0.0263"" 0.0558"™" 0.0269
(0.0017) (0.0013) (0.0195) (0.0187)
roa —0.0126 —0.0584™" —0.1106 0.0510
(0.0178) (0.0115) (0.1366) (0.1243)
lev -0.0172* —-0.0298™* —0.2282™" —0.2571"
(0.0070) (0.0055) (0.0670) (0.0619)
cash 0.0181™ 0.0131™ -0.2140"" -0.0999
(0.0090) (0.0057) (0.0765) (0.0678)
dual —0.0040" -0.0003 0.0076 —0.0007
(0.0022) (0.0017) (0.0200) (0.0181)
topl 0.0062 0.0150" —-0.4719" —0.4472"
(0.0068) (0.0083) (0.0991) (0.0925)
bsize 0.0135™" —0.0244™" 0.3441"™ 0.2234™"
(0.0049) (0.0056) (0.0644) (0.0583)
indep 0.0434™ —0.0152 —0.1198 —-0.1077
(0.0189) (0.0170) (0.1946) (0.1699)
Constant —0.4980™" —-0.3269™" —-5.1238™" —4.1095™"
(0.0248) (0.0283) (0.4004) (0.3753)
Observations 7213 25,454 20,398 25,454
Adjusted R? 0.2538 0.6253 0.7653 0.7974
Year FE YES YES YES YES
Firm FE YES YES YES YES
Ind x Year FE NO NO NO YES
Prov x Year FE NO NO NO YES

e TN T ERIRTE 1%, 5%, 10%7KF R R H5 S AN BRI Bl R A AR bR LR .

4.6. REMSTH

4.6.1. 1=

AN PERCH AL 48 S EAA T R, B R AT AR, [E A Al % [ SR 4 B
BT RE A, EA A 52 2 (0 M B A T NS . BT 28 B KO Ak ESG R I EANFE
IR, B AR E I BEA . PR I DR BOR 3R T, BB AL ESG KRB, I PR T
B RAXT AL ESG RILMIFEM o AR A =B BT Al A BE A R A AT 202, H50031
HEAT VAT, 13 4E B ange 7 BB OB Q)FIFTR, B AR PR RS k1) ESG R,
T EA k) ESG RIS AR E, Wk 7.

46.2. BIEXTEE
WA R ITERT VI ESG RIA B2 M5, 68 SR EE N, BRI O AR EI A
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AL ESG I AR ANV Kz A Jg . FREE R A S AL 22 DeAE5%E, SEPRAT 3l bl B LR AR B A D
(AT A AR B SR Al B AR T TR TR AR b ESG 2 B IRI S0 o 5 FE B AR S B Sk AR S 4548 (1 5
A SCNGFEAMRIE AR FE R K A3 28, FEEAT RIA 0T, 43 & SR an g v (26 (3) I A1 2B (4) B
B AN 2 PR O FEAR I Ak ) ESG RIS E i i 4k i) ESG R FEMA A
©F, Wk,

Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis of enterprise property rights and media attention
F 7. W FERRERSEE SRS

@ 2 ®) (4)
FEA Ak RE A BAR RIS 5 BRI FEAI
VARIABLES esg esg esg esg
myopia -0.1194 -0.5625"" -0.1074 -0.5161"
(0.0986) (0.1131) (0.0989) (0.1069)
size 0.1544™ 0.3075™ 0.2074™ 0.3305™
(0.0232) (0.0209) (0.0246) (0.0324)
age —0.1008™" 0.0685™" 0.0034 0.0667*"
(0.0350) (0.0224) (0.0323) (0.0274)
roa 0.2341 —-0.2211 0.1238 0.0839
(0.2039) (0.1516) (0.1733) (0.1712)
lev -0.1620" -0.1557" -0.4133"™" -0.0398
(0.0963) (0.0784) (0.0908) (0.0897)
cash -0.2588"™ 0.0624 0.0512 —-0.2417"
(0.1203) (0.0822) (0.1116) (0.0876)
dual —0.0255 0.0059 —0.0097 0.0173
(0.0305) (0.0224) (0.0269) (0.0261)
topl —0.3482™" —-0.5288™" —0.4082™" —0.6315™"
(0.1249) (0.1314) (0.1209) (0.1771)
bsize 0.2125™" 0.3125™" 0.2023™ 0.2832™"
(0.0805) (0.0836) (0.0765) (0.1000)
indep —0.1913 —0.2264 -0.4496™ —-0.0141
(0.2166) (0.2618) (0.2177) (0.2962)
Constant —2.3783™ —5.6183™" —3.3285™" —6.1670™"
(0.5351) (0.5063) (0.5772) (0.7380)
Observations 9840 15,614 12,727 12,727
Adjusted R? 0.7512 0.7904 0.8037 0.8068
Year FE YES YES YES YES
Firm FE YES YES YES YES

baiE

VN TARIRTE 1%, 5%, 10%7KF R IR S AN BRI Bl B AR A bR AR .
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4.6.3. fTiSHAER

AL ESG RINIAEH SqE A FRBE 52 m, AT 75 Je i x4k ¥ ESG RILB A AN 0] ZARIK
SN, [N A S0 R BTG YA M AR5 GAT WV AE ESG KRBT T A M M X B, BATEREAR A2 54T
ML ANFEYS Gtk o BT 04T, £ EI4E RS 8 ) FIMEQR)FIFTR, BEE AL 1%HKF

N PRARARTS G AT ML ESG R, X5 44T ALK ESG I A7 H FEn AR 5% AKF 23, Wk 8.

Table 8. Analysis of the heterogeneity of industrial pollution and city ESG attention

= 8. TAISRIFR BT ESC KIEEFRIEDH

@ 2 ®) (4)
75 94T FEiG 4T BT ESG XRIEL R IR ESG LR
VARIABLES esg esg esg esg
myopia -0.3182" -0.3222""" —0.1488 -0.5182"""
(0.1318) (0.0935) (0.1063) (0.1115)
size 0.1576™" 0.2652™ 0.1803" 0.3017"
(0.0305) (0.0193) (0.0256) (0.0239)
age 0.0138 0.0931™" —0.0181 0.1434™"
(0.0335) (0.0216) (0.0262) (0.0281)
roa 0.3024 0.0570 —0.2239 0.3027"
(0.2107) (0.1492) (0.1744) (0.1793)
lev -0.2609"" -0.2643"" —0.0957 -0.2431™
(0.1074) (0.0768) (0.0865) (0.0959)
cash 0.1433 —0.2353™" 0.0356 -0.2464™
(0.1234) (0.0821) (0.1065) (0.0963)
dual —0.0249 0.0148 —0.0123 0.0298
(0.0315) (0.0223) (0.0265) (0.0277)
topl —0.0428 —0.5513™" —0.1958 —0.7407"
(0.1706) (0.1164) (0.1362) (0.1485)
bsize 0.1915" 0.2821™" 0.1238 0.3648™"
(0.1056) (0.0728) (0.0865) (0.0871)
indep 0.0566 -0.3192 —-0.5114™ 0.1795
(0.2998) (0.2128) (0.2515) (0.2533)
Constant —3.0983™" —4.6321™ —2.7745™ —5.8656™"
(0.7228) (0.4553) (0.5921) (0.5639)
Observations 7014 18,440 12,729 12,725
Adjusted R? 0.6318 0.8000 0.7622 0.8173
Year FE YES YES YES YES
Firm FE YES YES YES YES

e TN T ERORTE 1%, 5%, 10%7KF R IR AT AN IRIEB| el R A AR R LR .
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4.6.4. Y ESG XFHE

WX ESG ¥ O3E X 2 b A b i) B ] € e B, B B AR NAEM R ESG RIAEH
AT ESG M E AL N2 A1 E Al S I 2 8 AL K] ESG RI,  LA& T AE I i (IBGE . 43¢
FRERIRTTRT ESG 195GV B B SRS A SCHIF TR 52, FRAT P REA AL 23 3k T ESG i BE s Al il
ESG &y BRI A I BT A 20 b, 1930 R045 Rande 8 MZEQ)FIRZE @) SR, Wil ESG XKiE
FE R, EHEEEA A ESG RILMFEWIA R E; M ESG JyFERM ik, & HH T
FRRARA Y ESG FHL, W 8.

5. &t 5EW
51. &g

B BT N S B AE AT L A2 AN AR EL(ESG) J7 T (R ILFRAR . AEXF Y ZEPE 1) AT
HEERIF St AR MR S0 )5, XA IR KORORFF— B B AT Il P A B ) o = A A R,
AL AAE ESG 4 E MR N . M0 URBCR IR AN 5E 1 RENS S i e B8 (AL, 2k TR
EIE AL, ESG I R 1) FH R o

5.2. i

(1) SCGEERHMIEK SR FRER, SR KA T s AR H S AR B I 4k 83
g, RAEHENSNGS, WEEEEE RN, SRR KA R, D B A A
SR KA R SRR NGV, ST BT IR, DR R AT N, 1R
E k) ESG R .

(2) IMEEXE B 0 MR AR ST, RIPAEERITE, Rl ESG R, BIERE EE AL A
O R BT, B B Al p S A AR, N R TR S ) A R R, O
o s B 79 B ORAIE A b A SR ) G AT, RS K g R A R, R Ak 1) ESG R I,

(3) msE AL B F I A BRI E LSS, SREARBUR AR, S a7 A R Ak 45 7
Pem AT S T PR BN R] B DL R R R R, P R H A e SR R R TR
W, O AR R AR AV R SR s, B ALK ESG R

(4) X TECERIER, 7T SR ERMEBCR, IRBORHR I, HRei AT — R HA T 7
SR BMBIUE, Mg T e s, e m ki ESG KM . X T EBERIHIEE, 1E
il SARBURRT, 75 G S5 BUR £ 77 TH A RCR 1 TR B0 B33 3 SR BOR I PAT B B, Insm s SR EUR
PATIIRE JIRE, BB L R 5 H SR BUR I R AR AL B8 G v B AT HE 2 54T, $R sk ESG R H.
Sy, B e K IR BCRR, DB BAEYIIACR B — s 1 “ I PRI (constructive
ambiguity), DPURIE AV ZEAT 58 2 g 2%, T AR BT

&5k
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