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Abstract

With the concept of green and sustainable development gradually gaining popularity, ESG infor-
mation disclosure has also attracted the attention of all sectors of society. Based on the realistic
background of green and low-carbon development, this paper takes 1073 A-share listed compa-
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nies in my country from 2011 to 2020 as samples, and uses the fixed effect model to empirically
analyze the impact of ESG information disclosure transparency on corporate value and institu-
tional investors and their heterogeneity. The differences in regulatory effects in different contexts
were further analyzed. The results show that: (1) ESG information disclosure of domestic listed
companies has the function of enhancing corporate value; (2) Institutional investors can positively
adjust the relationship between ESG information disclosure and corporate value, and compared
with pressure-sensitive institutional investors, the Moderating effect is more significant in pres-
sure-resistant institutional investors; (3) There are differences in the regulatory effect of institu-
tional investors in different scenarios, and the regulatory effect is more significant in high marke-
tization, state-owned enterprises, and low-pollution industries; (4) The extended study found that
pressure-resistant institutional investors can promote ESG information disclosure, while pres-
sure-sensitive institutional investors have the opposite effect.
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FEARR S A, BEMmIE Tl . FFik, AR

H1: ESG 15 B 5t A E B A IE R 2m .

2.2. U BEE ESG HESEWMEXRFRIFBIER

AL EFEMEHRI N, A5 HRI I E WA & MR 2 52LA[8], L2 E BT &3
AR, B2 Bk ARG R E ARG AT BARIRTT A, EAN SO R A2 2SR R AT
T, AR SR 2 S, A TR ARG E T THRE S, BA R 2 A R E R
Bl kB AN R e E S ESG 15 B9 e 7] v] BEAAAE T T /E

U EAE N ESG #7552 A AV RIS AHOGH 2 —,  [AFEIIAT fe i dlk BSG {5 S ER K fE
77, WS AT B AR  RRBC L B i, RS I B Al B 2 T S S i 4 = R BT ESG
E P EAT . AR, LRI E 2 RENS FEAS 0B K 15 SR AN 73 E 0 S I R B Al e 75 A7 7 R B
Fr, HETTORE AR A OIS A RS, Asgm ol B A SR AR T 9 ERISE 4 (9], &
Zaafidl = e ESG 5 B EEMI . ST I, AR

H2: HURHHE RERSAE ESG 15 B Pk 5 b B 18] A4 5 4 1

2.3. FEIARBHGRFEE ESCG WES U MEXRPHIBTER

AR BN B 5 AT H s kS 5 A wlia B 7 RAFEAEZE R, Itk ESG # #& . rT GEFEA )
AEE, L, AUEE R HE 5 BRI L 0 A HAE ESG B iR 5 (B 5 & R 5 A T BRie A
5 #ERf » Brickley 55(2007)Ks 5 AV AFAE R Mk & R IMLA I BT 8 2 O U, |z e SR 14t
BU[10]. FIE T HAER M, BUE ATV 05 5 5 DU AR B & p ki 5 S, i T
AT ESG 15 B AT BEICHE FERUIK, RN TR T 4ERHAS B AR S mi B AR5 B JE# 5
KRR E HAZ A E R, HSRERUE AR R, FEHNEE BRI, (5 BRI REE
K, MEK ESG 5 B P #E, RefS BT MRS, Bef8 I IRt B LR B 08 25 i A R e e v
FPLALORRE, Kk, S EMT ESG 58, B EEZE FEIRH R BTk, AR

H3: AHECT R A BUR RN 5T, R IR £ 58 38 TERE S 1 1Y ESG 15 B4k iE S5 ML M E 1
KA.

3. figit
3. TEEEFSEN
(1) BfRBEAE
AR FBETT AN ESG 15 BB R S P2 AT I L N, TRk, A SCEFAHREZ T

QRN E. EZLU S James Tobin ¥HEH Q REUE XNZ REUy b = T B B
BRI G BB RRAR L. FAE IR/ NS ST 805 2 VA BT R B AR, HER, &
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ARSCH HHEER BESG 15 SR BT N E R, DR AR 78 2 FHBUBH LI K BESG V2 £ 1
BAFN) ESG HFE /KT HXFEREH A : — A S VRIS ERERER[11], PPHEMLIL
i T B ESG S8 m AL AR, % —F A 5 1 ESG PR AR, Al SR e mim12]. —ed
WA FRH T RE S REUE NG MAT S, WERIERNLI . Bl 5 EM “Pest” kit ESG 1ERS4y, #
PRI E[13]. Rk, ASCGEREUCR H 32 #(Bloomberg) 504 1 ) ESG % #5150 S 16 N i hg
i, 91 (Bloomberg) ESG {5 RH & 1350 H T it — KA A TP A5 (¥ ESG Bl 8k, JEAfir & A
WAEFREE . A2 ANEE(ESG) I BE SEBREIL, B3 & A SR AT .

(3) AR

B A B EIE 25 T AU AWK, WL R (8 7 BB 3 T, 7EB B I 1, ESG 15
S R T 1 A R L SRR PR, SRR S, HUA AR R TR AR BE SR I A R DGR Al
(1) ESG 15 B4k #5 . ASUE % m AMFE(2021) [14]/M50%, IR B AR BLRA R 0% 2 RE G LU BIAE LG 350 3
WA R, IR SR ERAE(2019) [15]M0E, LI 1E B8 3 23 N U AN i ki

(4) P A &

% 8 38 At A5 B o) SIZUIE 45 HE AT RS T SR AR, £ %5 5 SCHR[16], 5N F #5i48 & : /A 7] HUE(Size)
TR (Lev)s AL (CF) BOIRNIE K26 (Growth) . 55— K AR FFME LEE (Top 1) A 7 % 7=t
2 (Fixed)s BVEEHEF(SOE). W HAMAT AL E(DUAL). TR EMP). HAAAR &z Lk
1 .

h)

Table 1. Variable definition table
F1. TEENE

B3 -E St AR B AR LR S AR E L
R A Ak A TobinQ  (AUHEMITE + ARFIBB A + FBUK () & 58
A s ESG /™y ESG N ESG IR AR, MENE, B0

WURI BB 15 INVH U BB i By s e A

(R AR FFBECE + FIRAFFRSEE + S FerFBEE

+ FEFRECE + FFREEI R R R YA BE T
JE R B B INVH (Preresi) (EERFBEE + A RESRIREE + QFI FHEREE)A kG

WA R BB BEE  INVH (Presenti)

Al Size ST S AT
P AR Lev AR A FEAR B
Bl CF LB R BB R B B

ERIL NI RIS Growth  (ARFEEWIAN — E—FEWHRN) E—FE YN
P RIR R R Topl S KI5 B

IR
e v o Fixed [/
PR SOE  HEWVASE, FAHMAIRGY 1, Hitk o
P E DUAL Vs, EFKSMAMEFA AN 1, HWH0

READAS R, Ml ChE > 6 T2 EER 5 (2018)) #4& (1%

AR MP bR, BRSO T AR R RO 1, 2 A 0
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3.2. HENEE

AFET RSO0, AL AR UGS ESG A5 B B 0 A AN 10 BB 5 i«
TobinQ, = &, + ¢, ESG,, +a,Controls, + > Year+ Y Firm+¢, . )

Hp, i fREMN, ARREM, TobinQ, 18R T Mk i 7658 ¢ RN E, Controls, Ay i MV ¢ 41
ESG {5 E##& 137>, Controls, AEIEHIAE, MHAE AR ME(Size). T MAMiFE(Lev). B HE
(CF). EIUR NI K 2R (Growth). 55— KB AR BB EL R (Top 1) [l 5 ¥ 7= tL K (Fixed)s =AU 5 (SOE)-
PRERFEAT(DUAL)FE M A SIS, SABTRAKCST 26i6E 7. ATRFERRJERE ) IRAUSE TR R L[]8 5577 TN
BACE PR RT . RSO K E T I ZE S, B IE R TR Re X ESG 15 B HkRE 54
AAME DG F AR, AR A R I T TR BE(MP) . VELHINAR & E LTI 1. D) Year #
D Firm 3 AR (8] ] 5 RN AN 8 8L, 6, NBEHIIRSNI . A SCHE mOUERRL (1), R (2) FIA
HOTH R o« 0,818 .
AR Sk — P R TR T RSO Y DA 30 HLAA 3 55 3 e IR ESG 85 5 A E R RITA TR o 5%
Balli and Serensen (2013) [17], EE3L40F 15 25 N AR A .
TobinQ,, = 6, + ESG,, +6,INVH,, +6, (ESG,, *INVH,, )+ y,Controls, + Y Year+ Y Firm+¢, (2)

38N, T RIENU R G RS x4l ESG R ERAT N AN, LSS RIS B LA £ 55 3
ESG 15 B LR S AFAEZE L, A7 AR (TR 22 57 P 55 ) i N AR A
ESG, = B, + BINVH,, + B,Controls, + Y Year+ Y Firm+g¢, 3)

3.3. HAEFESHIREKIE

ATCHEFE 2011~2020 FRRE YR A B ETH AT A RFEAR . H4FEMEEEAM T UL NAHE: (1) S5
T ST FI*ST ZRFEAEHE UL S ARE A (2) MR T AHSCEER R IIREA; (3) N T G 57 (B X
SERMTIL, AT EESATRERAT T LT 1%M48 AR, RAFRBEE 1073 K Eidilk, 38737
ANBEASILIAE (1 FE P AR A - ESG {5 B B 85 B0d i B S5 18400 e vh ESG 18 Bl EE 154 W55 Bk
H CSMAR; izt R RIS EANER (R B A G st ia 8k 5 (2018))

4. SCUEER DR
4.1. RSt

B 2 IR TEGe T 25 e mT A, FEARARY TobinQ HISAME N 2.1261, b2 1.5812, I KAHMBEL 9,
T/ ME R AT 0.8116, BHIFRE A B BT A S AN AMEFFER K2 . 7€ ESG 15 B4 71, i ESG
P FERIIIMEALE 20.8777, UiIRE A B BTk ESG $ # 8K KT A . 28 B 2 1Al 2 T oA S T
FARML T B, AR, HUA BT REA EL ] INVH FIIME N 50.8%, R THMREHLE A B LA H
(A &5 Ry R EE LR, T DAL il 8 B3 278 VSR I RS AN Tl /N e oAt i) A48 2 ) ik g it
SRS U SCIREEA R R — 80, R AT PRI B

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. mRMHEITER

B FEARE WE bRtz TN /ME SRS
TobinQ 8737 2.1261 1.5812 9.7897 0.8116 1.5783
ESG 8737 20.8777 6.7022 44.6281 9.5041 20.2479
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INVH 8737 0.5081 0.2177 0.8804 0.0208 0.5306
INVH (presenti) 8737 0.0096 0.0280 0.5883 0.0000 0.0004
INVH(preres)) 8737 0.0507 0.0647 0.5580 0.0000 0.0261
Size 8737 23.1630 1.3055 27.0010 20.5443 23.0475
Lev 8737 0.4810 0.1958 0.8688 0.0789 0.4922
CF 8737 0.0578 0.0665 0.2458 -0.1250 0.0548
Growth 8737 0.1352 0.3058 1.6069 -0.4978 0.0938
Topl 8737 0.3685 0.1593 0.7695 0.0814 0.3566
Fixed 8737 0.2339 0.1810 0.7476 0.0021 0.1921
SOE 8737 0.5193 0.4997 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000
DUAL 8737 0.1906 0.3928 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000
MP 8737 0.7849 0.4109 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000

4.2. BRI

AL JHEFE T ESG 15 B4 RS MMM E G R, 46 3 Y0 748 A Al P67 T ASCEHE [l U5 2 BT e 45 2
K, FATRIAIM VIF BME N 1.26, KN 1.77, /T 10, MUERRIEAEZ EILEL M. H0)5N
RIMAFEHAZE R EVALGE R, ESG 5 BME M EHRECN 0.0143, £ 1% REKFEENIE. HQ2)5)
NIMNFERIAS &, (H RS HEOE BN AL R, ESG 5 2B RECN 0.0139, H3RTE 1%
1 55235 K 23 N E . SR Q) AN AR & HLA I T A4 AN [ 58 N 2 5 ESG A5 B3k 85 [H1 A Rk
0.0203, KR 1%IKF- 35, K ESG 15 B R MG Ak, s AN E AT fe 1ok .

Table 3. Benchmark regression results

F 3. EEALR
B (1') (%) (3.)
TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ
ESG 0.0143"" 0.0139™" 0.0203""
(3.04) (3.24) 4.57)
Cons 1.8232"" 17.1592™" 15.1703™"
(18.59) (14.76) (10.75)
N 8725 8725 8725
R-squared 0.728 0.697 0.751
Controls NO YES YES
Year YES NO YES
Firm YES YES YES

TE: TV TN T IERMEAE 0.1, 0.05. 0.01 AKTRLERME, FERRIRA R RO R (AR . R RIRFL

4.3. PHHREYI 534

4.3.1. MR BEEX ESG IHE S WM ERBTHER
WU 53 3 R 19 288 (AL IR 45 R AN 4 o O 1 Ros MU BT84 ESG 15 R4 EE 5 Al AN (B A i
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L, APER)BEAT T EIH, BIHEERWE 4 BO~@FIFTR. O TR IZE RN AE A [F BB
B PSR, AR SO MU 53 4% B8R 73K 2L (INV Hprerest) 1 77 BBUBK L (INV Hpregens)EAT 2028, 1R
NI Q)W [EH,  [BIHZE R W 4 25(5) (6)FFin. JkkGs IS AR & F R 748 & 2 18] A v
LRI FBUSE ARG TP~ 25, XM AR AT 1O b

(1) (2)F) INVH [[EH REBYTE 1%KFRENIE, BENAR S GRS i . EREIEE
B4k BE W] ESG 18 BN FEIRBEIRTH kA . ESG * INVH (i [8] )1 2 %02 A S 6 ESG 18 B R . ML
PE KA B A B S0 () IR . ARIE R 4 53) AR, ISR ERTE ESG * INVH 1) [H]
VAR E 539 0.0436 F1 0.0268, HAE 1% 5%MZK 53, Ul BN 5 Relig Xt ESG 5 Bk iz 5 4
WAMER R BNE R ETER . BG)FIE BTN RECHN 0.1547, HIE 1%MKTFRENIE, F(6)F15
T R E08-0.0570, (HARRE, RFE I BN H T E feig 0T ESG #is 5 AN E G R L H|
ET R, 1 ) BUS BN F 58 50 %A AR, SRAAET 5 S AEE R R R L
MR, AEERDY G RN 5535 T8 Reigia (8 B fR 58 2 1) ESG (5 2., i kA .

Table 4. Conditioning effect regression results

= 4. PHYREVAER

55 (1 2 3) ) %) (6)
TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ
ESG 0.0096""" 0.0173"" 0.0154™ 0.0202"""
(3.03) (5.65) (5.41) (6.76)
INVH 1.2656"" 1.3886"™" 1.3389™" 1.4272"
(13.12) (14.89) (13.54) (14.99)
ESG x INVH 0.0436™" 0.0268"
(3.87) (2.49)
INVHp,eresi 6.2053™"
(28.69)
ESG x INVHpyeresi 0.1547""
(5.45)
INVHpegeni 0.0070
(0.01)
ESG x INVHpegeni -0.0570
(-0.57)
Cons 1.4782"" 15.3875™" 1.2249™ 15.3257" 14.2946™" 151727
(29.62) (22.63) (15.34) (22.53) (21.73) (22.04)
N 8725 8725 8725 8725 8725 8725
R-squared 0.733 0.757 0.734 0.758 0.776 0.751
Controls NO YES NO YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES
Firm YES YES YES YES YES YES
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4.3.2. PR BRENRHERETRERTHESR

WA EZE S . T AR B ) A — 2 PR LR S Wiz it X BURF R T 3 2 TR RO 5, RIS
R T I BRI B AR A& B — RO, i3 A ARt DX AR R Al ) T F i 22 5
PRI, Alboh 1 3RBUE 2 BN BIR T ZAE A SBUF M1 RIF R &R, K2 TUE, X
WL BV AR ARG N RIS T A BRI X VR PR R 2, Ak A AT R RS JE T 5 A e AR
B, MU B R VAR FE 1) ESG 15 S XECAETIE, AR XEMLH BRI St o

5 b, AR SCTUHTE i T S A0 R b DX LA 48 B 3 — 38 DG AR (R 1 /B 2 o DAL SR 5. (1) (2)
BIFT7R, ST 43 4LIENA R ESS 514 0.0334 F10.0063, HATETE 1% R EKFRENE, FEAE
F, VLIV BEE A T A AR R DO — 3 R R R R IR R R E R, (EORBEIE AR IR T2
PR P DA

Table 5. Differences in the moderating role of institutional investors in different scenarios

5. AR BENENERETRRER THES

IR FERUE T YRR
. (‘1) ) 3) “) (5) (6)
= {3 HA EEA i i<
TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ TobinQ
ESG 0.0164™ 0.0187"" 0.0073" 0.0397"" 0.0102" 0.0236™"
(4.75) (2.61) (2.07) (7.47) (2.14) (5.99)
INVH 15771 0.8033""" 0.8925™" 2.1842"" 1.1875™ 1.7572""
(14.46) (3.90) (8.14) (13.57) (7.81) (14.23)
ESG x INVH 0.0334™ 0.0063 0.0005 0.1111"" —0.0144 0.0722""
(2.75) (0.24) (0.04) (5.58) (—0.90) (4.88)
Cons 16.1969""" 13.7866™"" 10.2356™" 18.4903" 9.9264""" 16.6827"""
(20.44) (9.48) (11.84) (17.09) (7.72) (19.63)
N 6832 1877 4519 4182 3077 5619
R-squared 0.767 0.768 0.738 0.772 0.786 0.755
Controls YES YES YES YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES
Firm YES YES YES YES YES YES

PR ZE S . ANE RS A AR E S A BT K AR R, AREA BT B Al
SRV BEUN T 1. HIB R GHMER A ST REE NI, Bk, MU E BT E A Aol
AR EA LT REE R S 5 0 "G BN E) ) HUK B 58 3 8 A L 4 ESG 15 8 A5 BASKIFR,
PEARARRL A, & SEBL LA 52Tt

g3 b ASCHUREAREA ok rh HUR BB 2 B R ST RIS R4 5 (3) (DR, 2(3)
HIZE R [ VA AR BONIEAEA R, AU EN, SRR EA R ECN 01111, #£ 1%
KPS, UL BT e e A AR A alk i IE 15 1Y ESG #is 5 ERI R R .

TGRREE 225 o AT W B PA SEHE 55 R 5 AT e 2 S HLA 0B 38 X Ak ESG iR A . A I I
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AV AL AT MV 75 R B AV R 43 s e M RIS TS el s 38 TEREERURI IO 7, s ge Al o
A B8R R SOE AL IR B SR IR R S . BhAh, MRS TARTG ek, # e AAFINLAGEEHE T
B2 B 22 b OGTE v e Al PR R R I

gi b, ARSCHINUAR B E ms R P TR . 36 5 (5) (6)FIILAR T 4 2 [l A4,
Hopays e eI a3 RECH f, (HA RS, K75 G A R RETE 1% MK NIE, 5T
WM . HIER ARG : —J7 T, s Qe b 7E s PR B S (F i R b S N LA G R R S 2 AR
ZHRA, HIREZ AR ENEESR, NIt AN B =347 ESG 5 2. £, misieiilh
Pt OB A B SR A BRSO 4 Al R B R S K, BUES T ML S Je Al Bk 5 ESG 15 B
.
4.4. TREM I

(1) BT, AT IRIEAE RSN, 2% F£ik2022) [16]MF2(2022) [18]MH0%, K
AR AL TE Q (TobinQ) T # il 7 77 I 2 2 (ROA)FI T ¥ 5 (PB) EL BT AT [R1H « [mIE£5 S i 6 (1)~(4)F1 it
N, () GRS, ESG #iikE M A REAE 1% R EKFRENIE, H3) @M
B2 JEHIEEE R, BAREE R BN E AL, EIFRMAE REIFS, ESG #5 1 REUKIRLE 1%
KPR NIE. B R s 1S R Ea L R 5.

Table 6. Robustness check
< 6. FREMRIE

- (1) 2 3) “4) (%) (6)
PB PB ROA ROA TobinQ TobinQ
ESG 0.0252"" 0.0428""" 0.0005™"" 0.0004™"
(3.80) (6.84) (3.64) (2.87)
L.ESG 0.0119"" 0.0160™"
(3.62) (4.99)
cons 2.4859™ -0.1528™" 0.0349™" 37.1462"" 1.8107™" 12.4290""
(17.81) (-5.28) (11.25) (25.64) (26.41) (14.78)
Observations 8717 8717 8725 8725 7376 7376
R-squared 0.620 0.666 0.554 0.681 0.749 0.765
Controls NO YES NO YES NO YES
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES
Firm YES YES YES YES YES YES

(2) #iJE AL 25 & B A MITUREAT ESG {5 B3 5E 2 ESG {5 B # Xt Al i 4 B £ fE i ix — i
FERTREAFOEREIR, N b ESG {5 BAKEE S A EZ 1A A 5 AT REATAE N AEVE RN, DRI SORT ESG (5 2
PERAE T WS — WAL . [MIASERIEE 6 5(5) (0)FIFTR, SH(S)FIARMAFEHIAL R, ¥ 5 W) ESG {5
BAEE FAREAE 1%ACF REOVIE, FO)FIMA R RS 4R T 8% . FUGEY 1A’ 1
itk
RS o S M 2R 5 2012 4RET I € BT A AT I AR 1) AR AR AT (0 C LT A SR R AT AL A R %)

LR AT O ES5 447 k: B06. BO7. B0O8. B09. C15. Cl17. C18. CI9. C22. C25. C26. C27. C28. C29. C31. C32.
D44. D45,
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5. PhRMMR
M AERRYEX ESG E2EES

ANRIZEBINU I T FE IS 2 ESG 15 B EE X RIS R it 7 For. Hor, 25(1) )%k
TN T 1) A8 B () [ A 25 58, (A1 45 R 5 0R , INVHpresens (FE TESUBAPEN LR B )1 INVHpereq (F S7 A AL
MU ) 1 B3 R ECN-5.6593 F12.1942, HAE 1%/KTFRE. FHQ) HINERLEAHREAEFEAZ T
Feft EREA R, FASE DR, INVHpeen B INVHpees FEH 2509-6.8180. 2.7693, 1KIRTE 1%
AR RZE. 2REW, B, ARSSENABEFE A ESG (5 B EE M AA L2 5 Kk, B
HRH R LA 2 T ik K R 2, BERE XS Ak ESG 15 2 35 8 e B AR e BE VT o 1
ERPENU AR T R B R IVER, SR RTRETE T, R BUBBIN IR 58 5 5 4% B Al 2 A7 LR B b o6
REAEECR, FrULEAE MRS, FIT 1 ESG (5 B ER .

Table 7. The impact of heterogeneous institutional investor shareholdings on ESG disclosure

F= 7. FRMNBEKEZFRXT ESG HERMm

5t €)) 2 3) )
ESG ESG ESG ESG
INVHpresenti -5.6593"" —6.8180""
(—2.86) (—3.45)
INVHpyeresi 21942 2.7693""
(2.64) (3.29)
Cons 20.9349™" —4.6872" 20.7695™" —4.8244"
(529.25) (-1.77) (380.82) (—1.82)
N 8725 8725 8725 8725
R-squared 0.796 0.798 0.795 0.798
Controls NO YES NO YES
Year YES YES YES YES
Firm YES YES YES YES

6. Zit5RR

ASCM 218 ESG #1500 Fudfa o i 1 £ AR B ACRAE X i ESG 5 2 35 ot Ak i EL Y
QLEMBETHIhAE, IRt D8R T IS R LR BREXT ESG ## 5 L E S R AT R, BL&
RO EEA RN S a2 TR (1) BN ETAT ESG 18 B3Rt ik (R A &2 )
IEFFE, R ESG 15 Bk RAMMEQNEAIETH DIRE: (2) PR REW IE I IR 1Y ESG {5 Bk 5
A AME R ICZR, FIXR 5 1F I E A [RISR AU LR BB 38 A7 A2 W B 22 5, A U LA B 3
T ARHI R UG 55T 3 R Mgl AV 5% ESG (58, BRIk (3) MU B il E i
AR TR ER, ERmiTUREEIX, RT5RAL AT B AR E A ok th WU 55
TEHER: (4) AREMPEEEFE X ESG 5 B MR AFEBUR A R, 5 JHRHI B
P NSV Ak (R SR XS ok ESG 5k BT &3 R s, i A U R LA I BT 2

BT LRSI, AXHRRET: B, ESGEEHE A RISV ERTIRE. B, Itk ESG
SEMEEIZ B, AOEHES L SRFIVESER ESG R, B G E ER A AT AL B E
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