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Abstract

This paper investigates the impact of corporate environmental, social, and governance (ESG) perfor-
mance on debt financing costs. Based on panel data of Chinese A-share listed companies from 2009
to 2024, this study employs empirical analysis to examine the relationship between the two. The
main findings are as follows: (1) Improvements in corporate ESG performance significantly reduce
debt financing costs, and this conclusion remains robust after a series of robustness and endogene-
ity tests. (2) ESG performance reduces debt financing costs by alleviating corporate financing con-
straints, with financing constraints playing a mediating role. (3) The cost-reducing effect of ESG
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performance on debt financing is more pronounced after the 2018 revision of the Code of Corporate
Governance for Listed Companies and among manufacturing firms. Finally, based on the research
findings, this paper provides corresponding policy recommendations for firms, creditors, and gov-
ernment authorities.
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1. 518

FEAERAI SR IR S 3 E X7 HARREEHERE R 5F, 58, AR EL(ESG) T Ak aT
WAL LR, FA TR A ZR S A 5 KT % D bR,  HAEBEA T (5 S 1% 1 H]
Hatihi. B RN ESG 5 Bk ZRIZ D oil, ESG RILC KNG H « BN R 2t R
PG Al A AR 1 Y 2 A HfE

15355 Rl B AR Al S AR B S IR ORI, F A i IR BB P Al P 55 4B B e /1 5 Hiam3e
F71. TR E A AT T I T B ST PSR B, JCHAEE R B R T, BN S AlkE]
5 BAFRI R, R4 S B R AR ES S . ESG RIUE AR S EE, R am
SR A R RS 45 BE D At TR AT BE S 2 "A KT, USRI 35 Hdis 2 AR s 2%
TR RE R M Al ) 5t 55 R TR A

AT SKER ST L CATAIESE ESG RIS b BEAT A AFAERHK, (EERERF R AL A Xk fe
ZESE AR BOR [, 153 ESG RIUN 51 55 il B A M2 m ML BN k. X —HRT, REHITAL
ESG RILUATSAM 1 55 Bt A, IS — 3 2 MM FEZ A, AOUREE & ] Fral i fg 5 Alk il 53 Ui
Wik R, HERENMEL L ESG SEERFEARRR BT A M MRIT158 % ESG MRHI IR k2%,
HABRERIHR 5ILE L.

2. XEkBElmSHR/EIR
2.1, #EKE B

2.1.1. ESG RIMEFRRAR

H A= AR AT ESG RIMA TG AU I ZAE R T 5800 ST A AME Ak KK
SEPUAN T TH R FFHIF 5T -

TEANV SR T FAR T AR Z A — 252008, ESG AT REXT VIV 55 5807 A6 47 [ 52l
Landi 5 Sciarelli (2019)[{1%T 753K ] ESG A\ 5 B A ARHFSN A, TEARTIZ AR ESG RN E
Hr, AIRESBURA T HRAT, KIS R AR 5558 ARAL R [1]. 10 ESG R I 5 45 Gl 2 (M A7 1E
IEAR R R R Z A E VT S . DasGupta (2022)1F 51 & I ESG FIAL A AE B AR FHRCR . %
PRI E R M T e G ) 5 ORI S5 4R bs B BRI 2] M/ e S T R IR C B R B 3 b A
T ESG RIS AN G IE R [3]. WRESE T RE, K 5& N8 RIFH) ESG RIN %
BEBRWMAEH . FHA F5255(2025) K I ESG 147 =1 1A F IS i R A B e, ESG vF4r @i
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AT ZEAN L Bt T R FIEFR R E A 4] R, EFATE R E ESG KBRS G i AN 1 25 X
R [S1 A BAN W BN [6] (2, HITAERIVERHUA R AR BB 7 2, PR o Bt 2o B S i 37 AR
FUMR . ESG VLR A3 0 2 i T Al e B ik UG [ 7] B e A e 25 1, 1 ok v A BB A [ 20 P s PR A T
YO URIC B AR [8] . TENANE T, B N A AT FEAEE— 2250 . Singh 258(2022) %8 H 244k 32 3]
K H AR AR IR W MVE R ENE, ASp AT ESG STk, A E kAN E
[9] TMi—282EE 0N ESG FRHLEL L R AL A[10]. $2EM S5GUK[11]. BRI 88 FRE E il [12]
AR A D 2 04 AR B R TSR U BEAB L3]S 42T T Al « 72k XU J5TH, Ashwin %5(2016)
Il ESG I AT LLRFEARAAN B B PE, 55 Bl A Mk ga /b DRI AN M 3l s SR (1 2278 5 4% BT A DR AR [14]
{HIE, KTk ESG R K IR RWAFFEAF K I, 527K R 55E(2023) A 4k ESG FRIMFFAL T k2
Aokl 2k K [15]

2.1.2. RBEBTNARFAIERHAR

BUA WF 78 2 B Al A A R 2R R A8 BT 2K 7 A 75 T il 55 55 i 58 BSOS (520 DR 3R T F 7 o E A
NAFAET T, AREA KBRS O EA ok, i R ERAEN TR A, S8 T 2HMEERE, A
MR 1 AR STRTT A BANKERR, BET AR T A Al A5t 55 Bl BE siAR [16]; [FIRE, SRBEIARISI At RERS A
RBEARA 55 R TR A, i/ NRISR AV A ZE 5 [17] B BB M, B EE 75 R HES
X555 A AL UM o BTN 2 B R SR A bR 75 AT (5 B AR o BRI 25(2023) A L e ot 2 1 R R AL
B RS B R 2l N 5 5 DR PR AL BT 55 R B A, HAEAREEA ok, misii itk Rt
i R Al P 25 (18] A5 SR 1 B 2 A BT R A BRI . 545 (2022) Bt T R L
e R PR A5 B REE ANUR T A AT RS A SR I 77, 37T T Al DR AN B 2 (0, T HLAT R0
BV REE S Z ARG SRR, A BT 4l PR 555 ik B AR [19] -

Al 1A 7 28 TE IR BN 2 IR Bt R Bty AR A 2 2 BE R R . R DR
*2 AR Z I . Bae A1 Goyal(2009)IA 0y, ARATAEVEAL i 55 N MIEFRBETINS . 27870 % e e (&
FINEHEIAET . W TSR ORI B S O o, AR AT TR S B i R R A A I DK, DAORAMEFE R
MBS [20] . 255 (2020) 1 Fo AL (S ZBWHED SEHt G, 2B IR RE v A b 38 Iy 451 55 i 1% 520
T EARBUAEARAT BEON 9 A5 F (82D B 052 55 A (K BT H[21] . HIBEE(2021) W UK B “E Ul e T
FREBCRIEE, REWS A RBRARA A, BRI EEGTRE )y, B AN R PRI [22]. 2 4E55(2022)
RIS T 5 SCASZ ISR (8 Ak R Rk A B2, AT A B 20 S [23] o i AE (2019) A N SR SC
PRERE TV J S 5 (RSB ARV, SR AL 1 S0 03 2 TR RS DR ST AT BRARR T il Rl B Jli AR [24] A AR
R AH DR 2 X AL 5T 55 b BT FOA P AR S . Gul S5 (2013) I A A S B T KRS 2 T = 55 i 1 il
R G FAFHAT VIR, 155 R B lA AR [25] - ¥4 [ A M1 5K 5 35 (2023) A BUBURT R I BE 5 47 20 AR AL 5t
SRR TE A, H S HUBURT SR B B P I Al 1R 5 55 ik 5% AR [26] o

22. EROHEMRAER

2.2.1. ESG RIE RS BRAE

BFA(5 BAXFRES, BN S Ak 2 [ 1 {5 5 2 72 S Emh Bt A LR = . ESG RIME
N—FEE YRR 515 SR R, Bl R aMES T 5 5k R IR, R E REHE. W55
M E, M ESG RN T AL I AEE KA. ERENBWRGES, XROOEE T %
BN, A MR 55 R A R Ab T B A R . FIZS AR FEHE— DR, ESG RELR LK
ARES 5 R T AN T P B OBUR S R 2 AR O A ERRE B R, X R OC R GEARRESE T
TIBEMER, NS TE) Z RIS R FR, ARSI A RS, g aRAR A A
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PRI, AL RS PR BT AR IR S AT, AT 5 R A BE JI B i vl SE bk, R4S ESG Sk
i ZRTHITN, (HKHIRE AT B TR Tk iz 5 ReR ARSI BE ) IXLepLfl L FVE, 613 ESG
RIS B0 AL AL 755 b BT AR T N AR i B 5, RN B IS fR A R AL, e Sl
55 Al B A B AR FE T, ARSI R

H1: RPN ESG RILBEHS PR AL G155 Al BT A -

2.2.2. ESG R\ MBEARS I HRERZFHRAE

] G il TV 37 A7 E BN A2 A5 Ao 25 30 T s i 08 20 9, T % 40 R L8 I il B8 3R BUs AT,
AR F R RS B A . MWAEFINLEIE, 15 BARX KRB 20 A e B I, (5 BB AE
oI AAE B, T ESG RILFNEL B FE I K15 8., SHBHINIRI ARG 4 & S MR LA VP
il 5 RSCIR I, 2 FARAS BRI ARRR L o R AT 7E HEAT ST 20 A B AT S R4, 4RAT A
ESG RILE LT 1 A\ AR I E S R B R, MR KRR B2z 7 ol it 493 [27]. RIS, B
A, RAFI ESG I W H A5t 4 23 515 ) RS2 R JE (AR , AU SL T Ak (8 4 5 PR 2 BT AR,
WA ABE L KIRESENES, AMRESEMIANERERE, HmumRRE. i, RERS
1F 2020 “EWIMfTE H:  “HRATI SR E @SB S S R B R, KA. o, JRHEER
NS ETAE” o A HIE RIS, a5 RE 0% 5 32 b il R AT S SR I T ok, A 4k Bk
ZHIR IR B 2N . AR L RS BIEARG, A S SRR PR, et ER 1 RS s B 2
TEE, RSSO PR . FE T, AR R

H2: @l 2R T7E Al ESG RIS H A3t 55 R B ple A i) e il v R FE HR A VB F

3. ARt
3.1 BAXIEEFESHIEKIR

ASCIEHL 2009~2024 FFRE A B BT ANAERFEAR . FETHF AR IR S8R e RN, A
SPFEARTAT TAn N b3 (1) AFRERAT I Eridilk; (2) Sk ST, "ST. PT Ldifk; (3) MHBREHEHk
RFEAR; (4) WHESAAR BT 1% AL BN XGA S A FE . mAAS3] 7 36,106 25 WllE . A3 ESG ¥
Priabr i B 7315 (Wind) £ 22, 0 255 8E 08 T 15 28 22 (CSMAR) 48 5 4 Rl 78 450408 P

32. BEEN

321 #HERTE
A A7 55 Rl %t A (Costl), A SCB #2811 17(2009) IR 7T, SR F A 55 2% o5 B K B 6 £ e
R E[28].

322 BBTE

1\l ESG F£I(ESG_1): % BRKIEZE(2023) (1 7E[29], X HEAIE ESG PF4 (s B HEAT IR 4 . HEE ESG
PR R oK Ak ESG RBLEIS A C-AAA IANED:, ASCK C-AAA LA 5 IR 4>~ 1~9, [RIE1S
& ESG.

3.23. PN TR

T H(KZ): BT, 590 R 2N A WW fa 4. KZ 3840, SA R85 . A%
Kaplan A1 Zingales [3073 &l %t £ ik, M KZ $a 50k &Rl % 20/ RE R, S3UE MO Bk ah ik
AL N
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3.2.4. FHIEZE

5 F8 B0 A Ml 5 25 il % B AR 4 52 31 22 7 THI IR 3R (R R I, A ST (s ) AR B O B B P 3 K FE (AGR) &
WK (Growth) . KT EL(BM) B I ¥ P~ L2 (Tang) . sl HLZ(CR). BANEE T (Topl). Jh
S Eo(Indep) . BU 4 F {5 EL(OCF). WER A —(Dual). Bk XL F % 1:

Table 1. Definitions of main variables

=1 FETEURH

AR Y e 55 5E X
Wefw e A = 51 55 R % J A Costl WA 55 % F A B A7 15
R AR ok ESG £HL  ESG_1 WKAEUE PP IR 1~9
AR Rl B 240 TR Kz KZ $5 %L
B AGR (B A IIIARE f‘fgg\g;'{tgIﬂﬁﬁ,ﬁ;ﬁﬂiﬁ)/ﬁﬁéﬁi
B Growth (EDNA A AR 440 —Eﬁﬁiﬁgﬂ{zﬁ%\iiﬁlﬁ;ﬁéﬁﬁ)/%mﬁ)\i
I T i L BM PR T
T % Teng EEPIA SRS Y 10N gt ﬁng;éﬁg; WA — B R
P A AL CR AN G B S
JR AR B v Topl B RIRARFF R L%
MR L Indep M E H AR S E IR L
W4 ffit bt OCF k= ST Ve SN OB =R & U TSN R 7
PIE — Dual HRERKGEZHRETNE N 0 8 1 2
R year R E
ATk industry T B &

3.3. \RBIEIT
AT RS AL ESG R I {51 55 Rk 0% BAS 2 1] (1 9C R AL AR AR (1)
Cost, = &, + B ESG, , + 2 yControl,  + year +industry + &, 1
B mE R, RPN ESG RIVERLTF, 525 ATt A, (BRik HL oz,
NBGAUE A A RON, LEARETL (1) B FE R b 4331 2l 37 R LA AR (2) F1(3), P SR 9 240 TN = 50 ) R A RO
PUIGATE H2:
KZ; . =a, + B,ESG, + 2 yControl, , +year +industry + &, , (2
Cost,, = a, + B,ESG, , + ,KZ; , + 2 yControl, , + year +industry + &, , (3)
B Control, AR A EHILRIES, y AREEHIZER RE year F1 industry 73 71 94 FE AU
BRATNIENAL ;& AN AR, tREE.
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4. SBESERS 31
4.1, MG

H e 2 S5 AT A, 5155 Rl A (Costl) #4148 0.002, #ix KA 0.060, f%/ME—0.189, #r#EZE 0.037,
Wi B 15 45 ik 0% A TE 8Nl 2 AP AE B BB 22 5 . M\ ESG RIWESG_1)KFE, HME N 4.238, BLEHFEAL
A A AT ESG W4T B 3| BB 2], #RAbT R, FrfEZEN 0.933, R ZH LM ESG £
SEAGHEA, AT AR LR T . @R AR (KZ) MM N 1.120, A%l 1.368, HINIEME, #
BHERIE A B b T Al 3 T — 8 PR AR L0 5Rs bRitE 22y 2.370, SRS R i lb (0 il % 24 SRR 22
FRFE: BUETEHEN-6.580 % 6.073, H/IMENAEKRE DI EE M. JLF LR, 1 K E
6.073 JUJ 2 B 3505 43~ 1 b T s 7™ . F) ik 5 PR 455

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

=2 iR Gt

VarName Obs Mean Median SD Min Max

Costl 36,106 0.002 0.008 0.037 -0.189 0.060
ESG_1 36,106 4.238 4.000 0.933 2.000 7.000
Kz 36,106 1.120 1.368 2.370 -6.580 6.073
AGR 36,106 0.195 0.094 0.359 -0.218 2.175
Growth 36,106 0.141 0.100 0.303 -0.484 1.566
BM 36,106 0.630 0.629 0.241 0.141 1.198
Tang 36,106 0.933 0.958 0.078 0.566 1.000
CR 36,106 2.747 1.820 2.756 0.373 17.300
TOP1 36,106 34.485 32.330 14.691 9.090 74.570
Indep 36,106 37.579 36.360 5.206 33.330 57.140
OCF 36,106 0.204 0.129 0.326 —0.461 1.698
Dual 36,106 0.318 0.000 0.466 0.000 1.000

4.2, BEAERYFLER

13 AASR T )~@) A I EHE R IMAFEHIAR R DN AR KAy A AT M ] 8 R
=31 ESG_1 [ REUIILE 1% 1K1 ERZ NG, LA =%104%1, ESG_1 [lIH & %y-0.0016 ££ 1%HH1/K
ERFE I, BRI ESG 1R m 1 RE(B I H B R R & BB ), HAit 55 5 K
AAGZBEAR, ROk ESG RIS, 55 M BURAGBRAL, ik HL B2 7RIk,

4.3. AEMKRIE

N IEAERI S R AR P A AR B AR R, T AR IR 9K DAL B AR Sy B ) — B B/
Peik(2SLS)KiAT WA MERT G . T B AR S S S S (311 A Mk, R EX 1 R4 1R 47 [R) 3 s Al Aol )
ESG ¥MEANE AN THAZE(TOOL). T [F—Hu X (AN IRBERFEAR ], AR ESG R ZF|[F—Hi X
HoAb A pggem, R30It S se gy, HIXIME S ESG RIA — MM, NI4T H
AEEFRER. R ARFIQ)NE M BEE, HAp T HARE TOOL 1R £ %% 0.5409 7£ 1%[1)/KF T &
F, W TAAREY ESG_1 RIMEZEHI, F(Q2)NHE —MBEIH, Hrp ESG_1 HIHIHFR%4-0.0014 H
1E 1%0KF %, afifEH TR RE, ASCMRBKATE.
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Y00 5 Y

Table 3. Baseline regression results

3. FERVFLER

(1) (2 3
Costl Costl Costl
—0.0045™" —0.0025™" —0.0016™"
ESG_1
(—14.6634) (-12.3701) (—8.4803)
0.0068™" 0.0057""
AGR
(8.5934) (7.4079)
—0.0014™ —0.0030™"
Growth
(—2.1351) (—4.9120)
—-0.0004 —-0.0012
BM
(—0.4154) (—1.0480)
—0.0158™" —0.0129™"
Tang
(=5.7335) (—4.4072)
—0.0085™" —0.0082™"
CR
(—38.5469) (—37.4210)
—0.0001™" —0.0001™
TOP1
(=5.5559) (=7.6572)
—0.0001" —0.0000
Indep
(—1.6616) (-0.1141)
—0.0069™" —0.0090™
OCF
(—5.7605) (—7.6538)
—0.0019™ —0.0008
Dual
(—3.5438) (—1.5548)
0.0208™" 0.0582™" 0.0503™"
_cons
(15.6086) (18.9221) (15.6839)
Controls No Yes Yes
Industry/Year No No Yes
N 36,106 36,106 36,106
r2_a 0.0129 0.4598 0.5060

T SO UE: T TS TR RIERIRAE 10%. 5%. 1%K T ER . R

Table 4. Results of instrumental variables estimation
%4 TETEXREVFER

O]

F—FrBt: ESG_1

TOOL

ESG_1

% BB Costl

-0.0014"*
(-3.01)
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0.0783"™" 0.0056™"
AGR
(5.93) (7.37)
—-0.0266" —0.0030™"
Growth
(-1.69) (—4.88)
0.2542™" —-0.0012
BM
(6.52) (-1.10)
0.4575™" —0.0130™"
Tang
(4.39) (—4.41)
—0.0041 -0.0082""
CR
(—1.43) (—37.43)
0.0034™" —0.0001™"
TOP1
(5.54) (=7.65)
0.0110™" —0.0000
Indep
(7.75) (-0.18)
0.2635™" —-0.0091""
OCF
(12.37) (=7.66)
—-0.0373™ —0.0008
Dual
(=2.33) (-1.53)
0.7854™" 0.0496™"
_cons
(6.43) (14.33)
Controls Yes Yes
Industry/Year Yes Yes
N 36,106 36,106
r2 0.224 0.506
Kleibergen-Paap rk Wald F 1591.9133

4.4. RENEE

441 BHRBETE

NT B IR AR I R 2, AEAR AR IS, IR T BB R RE T SORVEAS £k ESG R
o s C-CCC RYMIPF LR ¥ E Ny 1, B-BBB R4 I E N 2, A-AAA R TER R E A 3. FH L TH 3 ESG_2,
BEEE RN 5 AR, RA S ESG_2 514 Rl %A Costl /£ 1%/KF NI FAHK, 53
BRI 45 R — 5 YOWIAR ST SR 2518 2 R 1. B ESG RILERAT, Al 53 55 fih BF AR FRAIK

442 BRBMETE

ASCK R AL BAR AR B 0y Cost2, R v AE S & 245 K A8 1 00 T (A L R 5451 5%
REBEISAS . Horp, JEI GO B R R I G, K GRS R A B AR K
A NIRRT A T, [BIAZ5 R0 5 MFI ()R, MFEACE ESG_1 555l 5t
JEA Cost2 75 5%7K 1 NI k¢, SRS R fafdn, Rk ESG RILELF, X T 55 R 5
AN AR P B 5

DOI: 10.12677/bglo.2026.144028 289 L A ER 1


https://doi.org/10.12677/bglo.2026.144028

443 BBETEWRE—H

AR SCR AR AR B ESG_L i i — M AR AL [R5 1) . L7931 31,203 MREAS, FRUGEEAT RN, 132
SERUNE 5 MHIG)FiR, RS R ESG_1 )5 — )5, ESG RIS Mk 555 fh 7t Ay 48 S 835 1
T FR, R WIIEUE B SR 45 B Fa e, B RIFIN ESG R B AL NS FAAR Al f57 55 b B plAs

Table 5. Robustness test results with alternative variables and one-period lag

=5 BRETEBRHE—HREMRIRER

@ (2 3
Costl Cost2 Costl
R RS BN ESG_2 SH A fF RS B Cost2 B R w i —
—0.0006™
ESG_1
(—2.3411)
—0.0032™"
ESG 2
(—8.5315)
—0.0018™"
L.ESG_1
(=7.7711)
0.0057"" —0.0033™" —0.0022"™
AGR
(7.4114) (—5.6879) (—3.2575)
—0.0030™" 0.0013™ —-0.0002
Growth
(—4.8809) (2.0460) (—0.3626)
—-0.0013 0.0107™ —0.0029™
BM
(—1.1850) (7.1339) (—2.5210)
-0.0132™" —0.0038 —0.0163™"
Tang
(—4.4883) (=1.0005) (—5.3503)
R —0.0081™" —0.0009™" —0.0088™"
(—37.3222) (=5.7818) (—34.8181)
—0.0001™" —0.0001™" —0.0001™
TOP1
(=7.7588) (=2.0090) (—7.7844)
—0.0000 —0.0000 0.0000
Indep
(-0.3595) (-0.2220) (0.3318)
—0.0091™" —-0.0020 —0.0100™"
OCF
(=7.7803) (-1.6154) (=7.7639)
—-0.0007 —-0.0011" -0.0007
Dual
(—1.4396) (—1.6705) (-1.4019)
0.0502"" 0.0404™ 0.0567""
_cons
(15.6105) (9.5485) (17.2078)
Controls Yes Yes Yes
Industry/Year Yes Yes Yes
N 36,106 36,106 31,203
r2_a 0.5056 0.0685 0.5273
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4.5. HEISHT

RAUFIK) ESG RIUA BTl 5 B8R 2 A 5 J7 S8 Rt i, b 1 ERAT Al 22 18] (145 AR R
NANEFRAG TARAT S0 SRR R AH R T5 IO BR < SCAF PRt 1 IR Skt AEURIRA 1, A bad s i T AR
MIBA R A, AR R E T AOFE, IERER 51 T8 2 IR AH R IO B 5, X0 T 82fi Ak i
il 2 A i) R DA BEAR Ao 5 55 Bl B8 RS By B AR o B T X —BRHEZN, ASCIRAIRYS T ESG &I
FE A AT R R Aol (1 Rl B L) HOR E— P BRI B35 BB A . S5 R W% 6 BI(1)Fron, ESG RILK 4
b Rl B 2 SRAFAE B I R S RN, B ESG RBUMUAY, Al B 20408/ 2 6 Q)L R K], FhiE
URAE 1%KF EIER s AT SR AR, ESG_1 [BIHREEE A F . Fitk, 7T LAS H et 2 7
ESG RILE Mlb 57 55 Bh B8 A R R P RAE T ER], Rk H2 13 B98I

Table 6. The mediating effect of financing constraints
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@ 2
KZ Costl
-0.1913™" -0.0011™"
ESG_ 1
(—14.5565) (—6.0302)
0.0025™*
KZ
(14.2561)
-1.9018™" 0.0105™"
AGR
(—50.1495) (12.7810)
0.2870™" —0.0038™"
Growth
(8.5673) (—6.1393)
-1.1262"" 0.0017
BM
(—15.1430) (1.5082)
—0.9571™" —0.0105™"
Tang
(—5.2127) (—3.6898)
—0.1965™" -0.0077™"
CR
(=23.7301) (—33.8927)
—0.0104™" —0.0001™"
TOP1
(—9.0824) (-6.3014)
0.0061™" —0.0000
Indep
(2.2509) (—0.4849)
—3.7192™" 0.0004
OCF
(—53.4762) (0.2819)
-0.1131™" —-0.0005
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(—3.6706) (-1.0037)
5.3275™ 0.0368™"
_cons
(25.1641) (11.2715)
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Controls Yes Yes
Industry/Year Yes Yes
N 36,106 36,106
r2_a 0.6458 0.5155
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Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis of policy regulation
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Table 8. Heterogeneity analysis of industry nature
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