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Abstract

This article is based on micro data of A-share listed companies in China from 2012 to 2022, and
empirically tests the impact of ESG rating divergence on export performance and its underlying
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mechanism. The research results show that the divergence of ESG ratings among enterprises pro-
motes export performance by alleviating financing constraints and effective information disclo-
sure. This conclusion still holds true in considering endogeneity issues and a series of robustness
analyses. The heterogeneity test results show that for enterprises in regions with high levels of
openness to the outside world, differences in ESG ratings have a more significant promoting effect
on their export performance. Further analysis reveals that companies with high ESG ratings can
alleviate the promoting effect of differences in ESG ratings on export performance. The conclusion
of this article is of great practical significance for building a more comprehensive ESG rating
framework.
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1. 5|

B ERRIARN R R, O ORI EAEF KM EES . T REH O, T EBUFH E
T—RANER, CUnsEE AR SR . AR E BRI, RATE R EEA O, g
il A& E O Sk, R EPRE SRR, ESG (FAEE. H- TG )AL A A b AS F 5 5 B bR
#E, Gl R A S R, VRN LR B AT RRSEE, A E B R R T RS . SR
MM, AFENRZ 8] ESG PERAREAE, AFAFANFEHLALRT [F]— TR ™ A4 7 B, AR 3583 DL
fth ) 25 AH G TCVERAF A A E B

ARk, EBREE 5 R4 32 SO, S L BR 45 [l SR 1 X AN - 9 B B 1 I BR 1) 57 2 P 4 it
SR, W ESG Hi. SRR G REAe . WS Yy REAR S, iR [ H 1SR B T I T IR Bk g . ki
BN RAF ) ESG RILT LA RE AL H FI[1], (HZ A FENUART R — PR R AR, fE R VFHR L RS
FE R O T AIERM ARG A A 7 T ESG V2R 4 837 A JR IR BEA T ¥R 1, ESG PRI AS
— B R T S VR (R Z G — [ BV AE G PP A AR A AT LU A 2 [2] . ESG PR B EER
WY =00 E%, VPENURIEAFE P EEEA AT IR R, BMEE XA R, S LA A
M TP AR 5, SV R RS TR EAEES . K, WEEROARZ S
FOVH Iy B EERER, B2 B G TG 2 5 [3]. W0 AT B4t 2 28 A FE 3 i T ESG
PR BRI, DRV BRIEE R Gl AT 5t WIIR SR B M R P S5 2 R R 2 g ma PP g iA
RIS . [FIF, ESG HUHE 1 AE SORT N F Ik R o b 2 A B B AR 2 3 B RV TE VR 07 VR R
PRetE LRI ZE R 4]. HATHET ESG PP B STHR K 2 5T MAAS FIVEZL[5] . 4 # il Tl £ £ 6]
R [TIAI E TH PSR [8]-[10158 /Z 1, k= MARMY 1 A1 BE AT 40 #7 o

YA SCHR, B SCEN B 0 AT IR N H R BN [R5 o AN B2 28 6 i AL AU A R E
SCUEZ T, BZ EIR U ST, FLE A A R B T A B P L e o B R A AT B O R
(H, e DA e o [ 37 R A SRR AR 25 1 . S5 T, RSO TESEANE — B 7025 1, I i e S 24 i 2
TR FE AT SIEAT S, PRI Ak ESG PELR 43 00 H LTSRS A PEALR, AR R g B 56 38
) ESG P AE S it B 22 A S o
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2. Xzt
2.1. ESG VR 53 B B0 5T

T J6 2 ESG PR A A 78 7 T B SCk . ESG PR 43 51 5 R = ZIH 45 T AN (1) ESG WM A &R
ST R AR IE L S SRR [ PR DA AL BT A AUE M. Berg et al. (2022) kK3, ESG
PRy SRR T YR A R A FE ARG BB A8 A5 B 87 VA7 7 22 5% . Liang #1 Renneboog (2017) LA & Eccles Al
Stroehle (2018)%& tH, AN [FRINUFIIR T PF G FHE bR AS R AL E DA K PF R A A0V 5 000 2B s RO AS [ 2 7 AR VP 2 o B3
AR HIEFE[11] [12].

EL 5 R J7TH, Dimson et al. (2020)3%1 7 ESG P-4 3 AT fe X 5% 48 & WSk P2 AL RS IR, RN AS
A (VTR 25 SR W] e S B R F A w] ESG RILHIARIAREL[13]. #eAt, [ P AMERBLR T A AR i oF
R oy WAFAEAER TR, 1K — 3 SR ) 1 A% B8 2 b e Ee ], BV 8 A Rt it
A A I A7 T R e B D R 2 [14] .

w EprR, HETAK ESG VP BB 20 b 73X — 40 B B LA i 4y, 25T ESG
VR B AT G R b, H AT SCHEREGIE | H 3R F Jesi . A AleR . 35838 40 I LA DL A ARlb i
EFr A5 12 AN Bl . CAVIRBARE & ESG WK/ B Ak H O SR3semi. ns ESG 14
o3 BCRE S AV T AN BT RG] J7, T8 o B R S A AR AR 7 i H T T X T AR AR S
B TTHR .

2.2. ik OSB3 E RN R

TES T AN R 20T ol D G g i, 22 TN 2 AR T IR AN LAR . AR S A (2018)
RO, REWHNT 2 o RSB EA B T BOAR AR R SE 4R 55, HSERR B Al Re S 8UH NS0T
B, A A 21 i M W 2 v PR T AR AN o B 25 S o SR, Aol 40 S5 Jo e 8 JOBURT) 5 35 11 1) 5 BA B e %
G fR X P T RE A [15] o AT R AR AT (2017) WIHE 76/ SR 245 BAFRAIIE LT, Hu X i & 254
HN—MEEE S, BeOS I 2 IR R I, U RS T A0 7 o o 22 S AR B 28 s (1 A [ 16
IXAEI AT AL R 7R T A0 R 238 R A A b 9 £ 2 g AR R B I MR SR, o A E E PR T B RIER
B A B R

PR 2 23 Bt Al 180 AR s iy, BT DUREA AL R 7295 . Ak ESG RIUATAE 2[5 B
P FE X PIAN T AT A5 . R 2SR i Ak O e SR S B R R, X — S E 2 R AR F
1330 TUESE o LT A RS FH(2018) i 43 A 5 7= KA DY A BE, 48 H s A B3k T DA R0 i b ) R %
219, BEm e EE LN D373 O TR [17]. At S ORI 4T (2019) R B 0 2045
2 i R iE I Al R R IE IRt DGk, RAERX—EREARBTAR . RAHAL XA GEE
R ARV HAFAE 22 7 [18]

TERR I AL DGR s R 3R, B TR BT R — EEARE 24, I ESG (FAEE. 2 H
VA ) 2 B[R] RE IV A DB A € 2SR 2B (2023) I 78 28 B, RV Al /e K 30 P T RE 5 TR N 3 ESG
FIL G H D SRR, HMKIERE , KRG R A B T D SR [19]. ASCHIFE N
285 LA 77 T SCRR A T R AR .

3. Hitoth5EigiEs
3.1. ESG W47 S5l i O 83
IR P FRIL I e, FEHEERE 15 30T A8 365 1t .
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B, MR IR STHRERA B2 (1 ESG PR BRI 704, ESG PPER 7 B 3 27 A2 SR DR AN A F
FHIAETEAN K R ISR FR V0 BN AR LR T IRAFE 7 . I B BUR] Dy [ A PR RS T DA/ 1 T
S FAF AR Z S, Al ESG PPy BolUR, 5 B ER 1B I, PERE SREMTERE R, &
AR AT e P

WRIEE AR, —T71, ki rE B AN TR BN S5 A FIA 2, AR
BV BB FTRAL, AV RIS R AR AR e 5], AlkAE B Sy G 5 it 955 77,
REEPATF RN TATTI, 28NS ik ESG PPAE RANTT, TG FF45 B3 8 0 folb i fELAF 58, e
WA EBARTR, VB K. ESG P4 B R 2 HI 55 ESG 5 B IR M D RE, KRIG I 5t
H S ST A . B4 2 ESG PG BTl /Ny, U B il X AME SR RN S, AT D Al g ok
R A, PR ML IR B ESG BN, Al 52 B EE# BE BN AT, I AR Al ) R 5%
AT S SIA DU (191 52 I S 7 W8 072 I s ol | 4/ | U5 A1 7 P S S S A D FE AR 95 €/R

Tt
Kk, ESG PP I B REMEAT X ANE R ARTT, kA 2R3 T:, M (gt 4ol 148 f 32 7+[20]
P B A SR LR -

% 1: ESG PPE o Hixt £l H 11 S5k 2 3 B ) R

H IS0z BT A ESG 15 B9 #E & AU REEE 52 mi . Mk ESG 1R/ AT
TN AN VPR AR, R FVERA A T [ — PP 22 57, AT 75 H Al 45 2 4%
PR, (HRTTRAFAEML) ESG VP FVPHREAL, (H2 ESG WS EB/NAIILG . T/l
H O GURIHETE, FHAAUKEE L AS B4R R 1 s, WRBEE S E ST . a0k
ESG VR, ki ESG W/ B /N B Rk ok i O G ie F, BRI, 48P gi 4k ESG VF
Gy, R HL VPG o SN S Al DTSR 2 TR O Rt R . R AR AR A 50
3 — AN

5 2: T4k ESG W E Ik, ESG PG 43 Bt b HY G330 A 5 ok
3.2. RERARPNHRL

R % 20 TR 1 A b A — BN 8] AT I £ 20 0 B8 < AR HOUE AN BlAS , 3K — BR 1) W RE SR BT A
=, WERAKIAR AL A2 5 AR . Al T I BT 2R, B ATT AT RERE LLERAS 2 B8 ) A
WERSCFFHIZE MY 5K, XA REFENERA L, WRKRZE, WML H . ESG PR B
Ky dlk, 83 AL A RILAIE 5, BB T BRI K A [21], AT AR 4ol (1 ik 55 2
WA K. BAKH ESG PRIy, AT LA oh S it ol A3 Rt i 1 Ak AR B, 345 FL R4S 5 R LAS Rl 4k
PRI BE S Ak S AEANSERE, Mk BB 200, Bl T HF s Jg . 25 B r i, AR =
MBI o

BB 3: /I ESG PRI BT LI AR AR BT LR, B AR B A R Y 1
33 AMEBHENRNYA

BRI ESG P4y BLRENE A1 Sk 3, Ak S 15 B N FLSR RS 5, T H DAk, 4%
e AUE BT AR 53 0 07 2 MRS BAKTRR,  BRAREEAN 52 5 i R e BB, 42 {5 BBk i A
AL TR AR (Greenland 45, 2016) [22]. Mk ESG $EZ% 73 B0l #35 BIA A 2UE B IR R T 4
PE, RIS B4R A SR A Bh T sl ORI . 28 Eadr, ARSCHH.

s 4: M/ ESG VR4 BnT LUl Rk A 2505 Bk RE, R UG BB SR R H
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4, faigit
4.1 TEIENSEEEE

VRS R 1 L (Export), WLALAE RIS BN . H SR, ESG_Dis £ ESG P4k
O AR SR T — RPN E B S RRE, B AE L R (Size) B PR R (Lev) s B PRI A 2 (Roa)
B RKRAEFFR A (Topl)ZE— R A6 B E. HiMHRER e 2T AHIE—(Two),
EHMVIRERN 1, TR 0. FATIETEH] T il [ 5 258 FNAF B [ 78 RN o iy [ e S8 3 1 7 Frg 3k
Fof 5 B AS BT U ) A\ A AR X i R e e, AF ] e SN T D SRS TR AR s . KR
Ap i B AR AR 1.

Table 1. Variable definition
#z1 TEEX

B3 et A BT A7 AR
W R B H 8k Export Al FE YA AR USRS
AL ESG ¥ 44 H Ese pis ﬂ%ﬁ g@iﬁﬁl 12?1 fwﬁ gﬁ;gﬁ?};;m ESG
LB LR SA SA SA fE%
A
ARUE RBYEE Disclosure WRAERA A5 B PP, ABC N1, DNO
AR Size B E SRR
B Lev EA AR B A S B B2
Rl EnE Roa b A SR S B
S R R b Topl BRI R b
i A N ISHR Salary AT HR T8 5 5 TS b
4R Inage In CHEFEN — EEMS +1)
T B LA la. T3 7 1 R LA
IF] 5 %7 EE 491 Far [F 5 B 7 1 S R R LA
] Two EHKGRAMRGNE—N, A1, KK

4.2. #EEEI
FEAERNIRER . IRGEFRR M, BB ESG RILE DB MAFAELMER R, TRk ESG V¥

ooy B Y BTN, HerE [ R
Export, = o + S,ESG_Dis, + f,Size, + f;Lev, + p,Roa, + S.Topl, + S.Salary,

1
+ B Age, + Bl.ay, + BFar, + B Two, + & @

ERTI ), | AR A, t FIREM . Export & ML H 158, ESG_Dis #2& {2\l ESG #4547 1 . Size.
Lev. Roa Z5¥) N6, NEENLRZED
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5. SLUFE RS R
5.1. LR

Table 2. ESG rating divergence and export performance

F+ 2. ESG WA S H OSH

%

feim

ESG_Dis

Size

Lev

Roa

Topl

Salary

Inage

Far

Two

Year

Ind

_cons

N

Pseudo R?

@
Export

-0.0979™"

(0.0224)

Yes
Yes
19.4519™
(0.0211)
11,822

0.9139

2
Export

-0.0488""
(0.0158)
0.9070""
(0.0522)
-0.2182™
(0.0764)
0.5481""
(0.1074)

0.0022
(0.0019)
0.0000
(0.0000)
0.1811"
(0.0494)
-0.2175
(0.3978)
0.3141™
(0.1393)
0.0047
(0.0225)
Yes
Yes
—1.4436
(1.2641)
11,822

0.9236

W FEESWNLE, "p<0.10, ¥p<0.05 "p<0.01.
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T2, IR R A A Q)RS ESG VR A Ol D S gemn, g5 AR 2 ik . R
2 BN FI4E BRI ESG PR ar A, Ak D SR o 51(2) Eas 18 NN AR Y AEE A 42 il 2808 F) i
PN, IAFTE BRI R LS, H08 ESG 144 5 (ESG_Dis) X} Hi H G2t (Export) A &3 fi [l 52 (s = -3.1,
p < 0.01)HH A &AL, ESG YEZ oy BifE NI% 1 Bafr, b MGucr BTk 3.82 M. X5,
ATHIFEAL AT — 2L

5.2. BREMRESAEMKRIE

5.2.1. BEEIFER

FEJRAR B (BRI T, 6 SR ] ROt — 2D AR, T A AR Al A ) 28 A D il S AT
P IBEAFE RN, ST A fr 7 RO R DA -5 48 R A R RN . ARSI, MJRAT 28
Al AT R, A0y T AT ML AN 473 75 THTIEG A BEAT SRS 2 (Rl AR R I A 30 45 SR e 3 AR A (1) s

5.2.2. BMRBETE
P FEE R A P ESG 43 i F8 AnB LA ESG 2 B FUAT ML IR, M T — AN A7 ML A #E /0 0 B F 8 AR 23]
BB AR R RIS LS R a2 3 H Q).

5.2.3. SIARHE

HREFIATC ESG 7 Bt Ak Y I ST R &l i HU T Ak Ev S G =ANJ5 AT
R, MHUIRYE AR Ev Sy G I FTE I A955 77, SV B TRRARHERIS L, R 75 2 — %€ I [l )
TR, XK ESG PPER o SO Al Y DV SO U7 AR JE RN 2T 0k, BRATIEFRE ESG
For B FE bR Jm— 1, TSI Ja RS AT R f e AR 3 . A5 RN 3 o, ANFRRTAD, I A 2L
JS2JE, ESG PFER oy SO il Y 1SR IR A7 AR 235 R THE T o X2 RN ESG VP4l 5 - BEAE 5 — 4t
i, ARV S FE R OSSR LR ESG 14, It ESG PP B0 il i F SR i
SETHE I S AFAE T A RN o 1245 SR A AR ST S fE [ VA 25 RO AR AR (R [24] 0 SN e O8I (G 36 4 R
e 3 HHIE)Fs.

Table 3. Robustness check

=3 REMeR

E?ﬁ%‘)ﬁﬂ *é%ﬁ%ﬁ%)%{% 3l )\‘7%3})5 RO
ESG_Dis -0.0587""
(0.0275)
(0.1971) (0.1405)
ESG_Dis #1X -0.0592""*
(0.0158)
ESG_Dis i 5 — ] -0.1045""
(0.0224)
_cons -1.8031 —1.8342 —0.2525
(1.6021) (1.4074) (1.3237)
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Bk
Ind A Fzsl il F il
Year AR il Etil P
A8 H.[#] 58 BN Eetiil AR Az AR Az
N 11,822 11,822 8719
r2_a 0.9228 0.9219 0.9328

W SN tE, "p<0.10, “p<0.05, *p<0.01,

5.24. TATEE

% J8 BT SCHI S5 W] BEAT 6 I DR SR S 35000 P 26 il B il 1 sk v R A R A R A
fE RS ERD, W& TP A 785y« ANNE, &R = ESG 7r . T 4%
RPN AYE, ARSCRAFEATIEBR A B &40 ESG Wi BEAMEE A TR R, RAW D R/ 3B IHE
(IV-2SLS)Xf 4 4 FI(L)EH AT, 28 D AL RAE R 4 H(2)h iRk . F—HrBala15 2 ESG_Dis
1 2 EAE 1%KF ERFERF, RUPFTHLELESFEAE ESG W4 B A BRI, 2%
PESAE . 14, Kleibergen-PaaprkLM it 414 14.35, 78 1% 7K F L35 4 T HAS B A 2 1 J5UAR %
Cragg-DonaldWaldF 4til& KT Stock-Yogo 55 T H ARG IR AR IGTE 10% %35 K ERIG FE, 1E4855
T ARG 55 P REIA%, ESG_Dis 1 RETE 1%/KF FRE N, RFAR L EELRAIIRRL .
BRAEAREAIVEE, 5 SCHTA I AR TR AR B AT PR [

Table 4. Endogeneity testing
4. NEMRE

1) (2)
First-stage regression: sd2 M1
v —1.2e+02™"
(39.3167)
ESG_Dis -0.2986™
(0.1292)
Ind Ectil i)
Year ) 5 il
N 11822 11822
r2_a 0.1055

H: SN tE, "p<0.10, “p<0.05, “p<0.01l,

5.3. #EISHT
5.3.1. ESG TR SR T LR

R 240 RO Al Y AT D9 ARSI R 22 AR ST TR — A B il BT 2 SRR R R Al ) AT e R —
ANRBERIZR, il BT IASE P0 A S5 il 1 5240 e BB o DR UEASC S BT E(2022) ) i, X
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it ESG 1L BOM R B 2RI . Kk, ASCUEHL SA fEBUZ R BT 2. SA FREA Rl R AU
HIEARDG, R ESG VPR IF BLREWE MR 20, SRR 2 m] DU HE L D SRR T, TR 528
(WA TR ZIR S ESG W B EIASR, B REU B OVIE, £ ESG PP B, 4
bR L AN, T A R BT LA, R B A R R R RE AR BIOREE, AL AR FERE TR,
MR DGk T . PR AT DA 4518, ESG VPFR o BUR /NS SRl 5T 2951, AT RS Akt 1
GUACHT R IETHRZ W . Gl BT 2R LA 38 45 R W% 5 3D .

5.3.2. ESG R B 5B HIERIEE

B PR SCRRZEIAR P, ESG PR 4y 51— B 3 R R 5K FUAS [RI VPTG & 1 45 B3R, 4k
ESG VFLR il N, B LA B A TE 1R R AE R A (5 Bl 2 ATHE B A LR — 5. ESG P/ B
AN, BB S B R R, A RS BB EE T DU A R e AR SO E T E BRI
—AFE W A S B R, S Bk SURIRE 4T (201 9) i o VR A2 i il 5 5 25 2 R 23 1 58 S, TE AL A B
FEEPMT A E C R, disclosure BAE N 1, BIANHEAT TH RS B9 EE, SUREN 0. FREQ2)F
s TR BN ESG P BRI ENASE R, [FIHREERE N, R ESG PR EGE/N, AR
SRS, R OSUER T . A AUE SRR FINLHIR 3R 45 R andk 5 31 (2) B

Table 5. Mechanism testing results
5. HHEHGIEEER

1) (2
Rl BT 2R B RUE B (3 HI)
ESG_Dis 0.0038™ 0.2113"
ESG_Dis_{z & ~0.3040"™
(0.1200)
(EESSiE A8 0.3044"
(0.1733)
Al ] 52 RN Estil i)
SEAp [ 52 RN Estiil 2 il
_cons 2.7479™ —-2.3125
(0.1623) (1.6568)
N 18644 9076
r2_a 0.9903 0.9231

H: SN tE, "p<0.10, “p<0.05, “p<0.01l,

5.4. FRERMHE

25 8 B0 ST TR A vt (4 3t X AT BURT BUSR TE DR A A i, TR kg i 2 S WA ] Aol \ A
s, LU B S (4 R A UM R I Ee b X ) SO SRE, I IBUR BRI SCHRE AT A Al
B R, AL P2 B AR m A RERAR 2, UG BUR SCRF AT DA/ Aol Y 10 I 0 RS, o
RNV AR o FE T, T T RAZE 2 Al BT i X0 0T TSR B2 f S o A4 0 2 1 1] R 85 SR A 52

M 6 FI(L) )FTLLEH, XAMFRBRRE R X ESG VL oy iR /Nxt il 1 88 (1 B 4 FH e
Z(p < 0.01), MAERAMFHAEEABIXES, XF ik SRR AN B35 . XA REZ R NR AT IR
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mHLX, BEE TR, MMEG AL KR NI, WA ZH O b SR =, i Al
(1) ESG VPLR Sy B/, kUi BA A A7 B 4, AT SRR R Al s VG B T

LR R R, WIS ESG LRHIMIERIH . (B2 ESG PR 73 AE N — AN B A R LI X H]
— VR ZE T AR, BRI L RIX A ESG TE R KA, FHARABIALALE ESG J7 H i
HIES ., ATREAFAERIRIY ESG LR 70 i (BAR ) ESG PPN L SR . KT E % fE BI7E ESG W4 mak
ARG, Ak ESG VFJ3 SO AL H R 5200

MF 6 51(3) (4)FTLAE H, M4l ESG PRy, ESG PR ar b/ N Al H 1 43k 1 B2 A
PRI, EEARDIE A S ESG ) 5 (ESG_Dis)xt Hi H 4% (Export) A i 2 fi A 52 (p < 0.01), ESG
PR R N R 1 A, A OG0T BT 4.3 AN3E S, XU 24 7E ESG W E it N, ESG i
243 o A VSR T N B35 . 124k ESG PR AR, XAt DS A S %, X
ARG R Ak ESG VP s, MV AT REAFAE N T B R & ESG VP vl BEAFAEN “IEat” 170, (H2
24 [F] I 2 ESG PR AN ESG PR BN AL, P LA ARV AE ESG AT AR B SERT(E, i
WA VA R SE 4, T BB AR 3 Al T S 4R T o o A 4 SR DL KN ESG VPR A s 45 TR AR e AR K
b, ATRATRH 4l ESG VPR i, ESG PR B/, BRAE ML HE L DGR T, SRR %
2 HFF A . W 6.

Table 6. Heterogeneity analysis results
6. HRMSER

(1) 2 (3 4
X S TR FEAER XM FEIBORE FE v ESG T4 ESG V¥4
-0.0353 -0.1279™ -0.0313 -0.0842™
(0.0334) (0.0585) (0.0500) (0.0196)
) £kl -3.0733 -1.6208
il 5 il (4.9118) (1.0775)
—2.0165 -1.2019 il kil
(2.6780) (2.3890) bl Etil
8171 3640 2778 7563
0.9217 0.9246 0.9255 0.9274

W SN N LE, "p<0.10, ¥p<0.05 "p<0.01.

6. FRERERT

AT 2012~2022 - E A B BT A R RROWEEE , 80T T ESG PP o Al 1 S0
M Je P TERL . WFFCRIN, ESG PR Ar BNk /INRERS B R T Lt 183K, X — 1 FHTEX AR IRk
FERER R X LN R 3 . A, A B i ESG PP, 1FER o B3Ik A o H 1 8 I T
Mi) B S Y 4

WHFas R, ESG VP o Bk 32 BLIE i 2% i i 7% 20 SR DA K 32 3 U B R =AM iR IE [l Y
ma Al 4k . BARSR G, ESG T4 /I Al BE 25 G SR AR AR e 42, TR IR R 200, N
AN Y SRR OE T &30 8 BhAh, BUNPITPY o BOE BRI A BB R T oE A, A BT R
A E BRI AT 55 7
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BEFUERIL, ASCHEH LU NS ESG {5 B3k MBI E, 7+ ESG W —
Fobk, UALENEZHNIETE, DURTFE K ESG FIL, AR ESG ¥EH /B i DL . B
IR A IR TR H B A ORI, B AN 5| 3 AR T ESG I, @Ik B B T ORI S S5 4 it S A
VA ESG AU NI, FIRmaEs ESG PPN, W ORVPZL I A IEPERIBUE M . a5k
JX S, ARSI T H B 1) ESG R, EREWAE ORI ESG ¥4 B R H ML,
R REE ORGSR, SCBER. Ha MRSk .
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