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Abstract

In recent years, the performance of enterprises in the fields of environment, society, and corpo-
rate governance has attracted high attention from all sectors of society. Based on the data of
A-share listed companies from 2010 to 2022, we will study the relationship between corporate
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ESG performance and customer relationship stability. Research has found that: firstly, good ESG
performance of enterprises can enhance customer stability; Secondly, the ESG performance of a
company can enhance customer stability by increasing the probability of auditors issuing standard
audit opinions and improving the quality of information disclosure; Thirdly, heterogeneity analysis
found that compared to non-state-owned enterprises, the ESG performance of state-owned enter-
prises has a more significant effect on improving customer stability. In addition, this article also
conducted robustness tests using lagged explanatory variables and replacement explanatory var-
iables, and the conclusion remains valid. This article enriches the research on the economic con-
sequences of ESG performance and provides theoretical support for enterprises to maintain their
supply chain stability.
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1. 5|15

2019 4F 12 1, FrdEiEma Lk, RESFHIZEZR T ERMWTE, WSS E R X
PNV EE TG TR A 2R . (R I TR S et il i A B b S iy, TR T RE R
MR . SEM KR R, 2 3G 3R B (R FE I A 22 AP o Al i SR AR A
= H SRS EIEACT, IARN R et TR E SR P AR E A ERR, CAUREY, P XA
SE AR E AL AE I R AN, A SR AR X 1 BE 71 [1]. BRIk, Ak 5 Nl R RIFI &
B IR ZR AR TH AL B )1 R M 1) e 427K A 26 B 2

IT4EK, BE% ESG (Environmental, Social and Governance) & (1242, EH AR KL, #&FG
H AR NS B3 S T 2R I DA A A A iz K . RIS, FRIER) ESG #EFfk RLTEAWI e, R
2 G £ RSN A TP EE ESG . O KEMFEMAFMEM L T ESG MGHF)ER: 1
LENEBN T, R F5 1) ESG i ALRENS B A Mk 2278 AR Ay AT 03 28 B AL [ 2] - 50 Al R U 55 452 8K 3]
TEF GG BN A TH, $ 5 ] LUE B i) ESG Gk W 2 w29 R 1K /DN, AR Ji il i 4 it LAy 76 2%
TR, HFH AR E AR — EMBAMYLER[4]; R, $e AL A48 5% 5 ) BE A% 1) 0 F AL ik AR A
T, BT FEE[S]: ERTTIESN T, FEE. A FIEER SRR 1) A b T R ko 2 4 S kD
[6], RUF ESG SiRLRENS 22 i A W i b BE R, BRI Tidm A, $Ens K-, Bt 2
A 4L 5[ 7] RF5H) ESG Gt il AME R —Frg 4 5 20K T RE S B 5 BB AL AAK(8], #
B A RS R 2 A5 A EAMEAE, AR A FWERE R E[9]. 28 BRI, KEZFHFIT T A
A ESG RIS T AN E BERAE 2, A SCERITE 5T ESG RILAE AR B TR FEIVER], T
A AR IR T R B = o AR SCIARY ESG R I M FEWT FUAL R R E MM IR R, X T+ 5 ESG
RIL 5 T TR A A e B G A B

HETEBEAXNTRII, ARME AR R ERE EARFRE R, 2wl EEE KR
15 R, W7 2 M s B EREZE K, ATRES X7 & 1E[10], ESG RIE A 5515 .,
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A VAT A 2B Ak B S O, WAL 555 B — B A TE . A, AR RN R,
M Tk 5% 7 2 WA AR BE[1L], U5 AR M SR & [12], IEMEK ESG fHE —ERE
FRE T AT RREE B RE ST . ASCORIERI E R Ak RIFA) ESG RBLZ T DA s ik 5% 7 2 1]
RIS R G EVEKT? BRIk, AT 2010~2022 FF3REH A i Eiii A w1 #dE, il ESG S5 %
PR M B R R AE AN, DL Tl ESG RIFIE I Fesg MW 7, A X @ Al Ak 57
S AN (L BE A A A IS

2. i S5RIgEN
2.1. ESG FMEEFIREM

15 5 R FOR 25 AH OGBS DA B E B0, & P KRR EMS ESG S DIME . R
WG SR, I HEEE ESG J71H 145 BT LUK A AR 4515 B4 Bt AL 4 45 #ME[13], 0T LARRAR
GRAKFRFLEE, A F SR Z AFE AR PRI P A M oesig 12 2 —[14]. 1R
PR A CE BIL, ESC WAME M AFRBEEAHERE, DURERSEMEXERFERIFNAR, 5
FOUR RYEEZ[15], RN, REFRIPMER KA R T ORE LRI EE P Ris 2 [16]. MR4E A48, ESG &
PR U AV AE B AR T 37 b 25 5 B ST AR R AP IE TR 4, 35 Bh AL 30 58 w0 A SR [17], AT
Bt R FAh AL B B S AERRE, 1 Al B A LA R M RIS S R R [18], 2T %
FRE R R R —

Bk, A Rd HL: 4k R4 ESG RILAT AR A% Az et

22.ESG FHM . HIHELSEFIREM

BT DL B T TR B2 o LA (U 5541 75 A 75 34 O S bR A 245 A BRI TS Fo e 1 HL 551K
Dl B8 R KR4 i B TR WA TE RPN [19]. 7ESEUERTFT, 3l %4 0 R B o 1H i W2 K hs
R TR, HRDPIOVAARHEE TR —J7iH, AR FEN ESG kil # Bk Aol /e fr
FEo A mE BT I 155 0 [2010F HAR TR EAL S 5UE, S 7 Al A2, bR AR IR T
ORERE, SETISRAS S T AE AR, KT Tl A R AR o v R WL R BedE s 55— T, Akt ESG &
PAERAEM 5515 8, PTRAE— e PR b A I 2B BUIR, AR B T VAl I 5545 32 B AR UG I 3t
ATATE, BB T R A XU B R, fe & B AR HE R AR AR o T R LI AT RERE . 2 A I S5 4Rk
M 2 —, o TE R RIS Y S i B 2 P 0 Al 2278 SR R [21], AT S0 )% /7 5 il T8 4
FER AR

Rk, AR TUEBE H2: i) ESG RIS, ' THIM L ArE e T I AOREAOIOC,
S AR E

23.ESGRIM., EREERESEFREEN

5 R R MR RTET R A W SRR AN A =] SR A AR IR B, s . 55 AR BT A
TG BT AT A5 SR R PPO B A TS . R ERRPESE. —T5TE, ESG
RILGF (Al A 2 SRR, SR THERE R, £ 55MEEX —J Mk 150, ks
Az T HERFEF R R, R E 2R R E1ERAR[L5]: i, 4lieg ESG 51, Re it
M ZEARSCHE XS 2 W MRS A TE 2 UGR, Ik, AR RE I EEANE B9k M PRt 2] 1 S6E,
AR Oy AR A FRIEEE[22]; i, ESG RILILTS Al # 45 5 78 3% 1OVE B4R R [23],
AR Sy, S R 7 SR T BoR S i W 5515 S8 5 41 5515 S IO B R T i [24]; FE BN BE
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ESl)

FLSL ARG B2 SR TR A5 B R 0 T S B B S BE  e R0E E BL R AR R A A EE R
BOG R RS Al 2 TR AR E A AT
PRIk, ASCHR B U BE H3: 4k f) ESG RBUMLT, 5 S EMeE, MisEr & e,

3. ARt
3.1, HFEARIEEFNEIERIR

AT LA 2010~2022 SRR A BT AFRIE RS, EHBRERMAT. FRIRAS. R EUELEH
BRACHAERIEILR, L3RS 16,609 M &8s . ok, A SCHHIELEMATEM T 1% 99%H) F T 45 2
AbEE . ESG U AN A I 45 504 4 )k B Wind #ds 22 F1 CSMAR £ /2 .

32. TEEN
321 WEETE
% P FasE ME(DOWNCHAIN) . AR5 B SCHR[25] /10 7 3%, DAAREE Al il o R e b —4Erh &

RN ECERR L b KRR, B, W AFERKR IR, A% A B AL —FEHH
B, WAL Z ANV RIZ P RETEN 040 IZBUECOR, 207 R g MEGE .

322 BRTE

ESG KIL(ESG) . AH 7t LRI SR EOIT & (1) ESG - HHE v EEAil, % b 17 2 7] (1) ESG R IMIHFAT E AL
HEIE ESG WRIRFRIINE 2 5 H BN, TERESE THNIEE ESC hRKBNAR )G, WK
o SEBr B I, BEL R — DN =R FR A R . HEAIE ESG T bR WIPEAL A 7 215 & B A 1R s e Rk
FH AT AT o SR B AV AEIAEE . A1 2 F0 A WA B 7 T H B, PRI AEIE ) ESG VAR FE bR o] LAE
NARAE IR B A B ESG G VFRAER ML EIR 5N C-AAA. AXSH CAWF[23], ¥ LiRVE
TIRME N 1~9, TR BT AR —F N 4 NZRER ESG PR IK (B R A & H 41 ESG RI.

323 FNTE

H1H & W.(Opinion). # THIT A4 B ARAE S v = ILE, Opinion BUE N 1; BN 0.

& B 55 T i (Dscore) . A S CUA SCHR[26] 1) SC SR f Al AE B B R R . IRIERIINESR AL 5
PRt B A w S B ER PR, W2, K8 A, B, C, D AN, HAEILE AT A6 .
BT FaRE, BAEHE TE B EE G5 Dscore, ZIREUWHUE N 1~4 4, BB mmal G SR
K

3.24. AFHTE
FERUE S (Soe) . AL N EA LA, Soe BUE N 1, N 0.

3.25. THIELE
ZRIA SCHR[27], ASCHIN T AR S A " R(Size). U= fifiiZ(Lev). kK (Growth).
M4 L 28 (Cashflow) . [5E 75 7= (5 L (Fixed) 25— KR AR FFIE LL(Topl) . #E S 2 M 1%: (Indep). PHER
FHAE(Ndual)o & 3= 27 & 1 B AR R WL 1.
3.3. B E
DOWNCHAIN;, = 3, + B,ESG;, + B,Controls, , +ZYear +XInd + &, 1)

B (L) NS BBE HY RORERY, WA o A e i, iR As B v il ESG RIL.
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Opinion; , = g, + BESG; , + B,Controls; , + ZYear + ZInd + 5, ,

DOWNCHAIN; , = 5, + B,ESG;, + £,0pinion; , + g,Controls;  +ZYear +ZInd + &, ,

BER(1) (2)M@) AR H2 PR, rhfpAg gl e i B o T L
Dscore,, = S, + B,ESG, , + B,Controls; , + ZYear +ZInd + ¢, ,

DOWNCHAIN;, = 5, + BESG;  + B,Dscore, , + B;Controls; , +XYear +XInd + &; ,

BE(1)s (4)R1(5) ARAEARBE H3 IR, e Ag By Al A5 IR i

Table 1. Variable definition

T EEENX

@
®)

(4)
®)

Ap i A A BRI AR i
Bz R e & RaE DOWNCHAIN i fL K% R L EE S BB ANk EL 5
f R A B ESG &3 ESG HREAIE ESG 1P IR E] = I{E Y 1~9
iR Opinion FrAER TFR WEBUE N 1, B0
AR e N
ERBE&ERE Dscore R FTRT LA FE B s A
RS S P S5 Soe EA Ak L, #E 0
ACIpS N Size S8 ATR (NS P/ E-
P U Lev BRI
Ak K Growth BN 2R
N &L Cashflow BRI A IR R B A7 f5t
PR = 5 Fied  BEWEESAEELL
PR A S Topl S KM AR RIS BB AR T
HHE M Indep MR S EES B
PIERSEAE Ndual FHHLMBZEENFE— AN 1, HREO

4. SEERI SERS
4.1. HERMG

HE 2 g5 05, &P e (DOWNCHAIN)FI{E N 0.687, H{ 3 1, bruEZN 0.41, Bk
Ui, A2 RS E PEEUF . ESG MIME N 3.95, W EUN 4, FRiEZEN 1.063, BEHIAEAH %l ESG
IR ERN K . FEMSEZR T, B iR (Lev) ok, f/MEZ H4 0.932 A1 0.051, 1 BIAIF )
AV R R SRR 22 s AE AR BRI R T, 35— KRIRARFFIE LU (Topl) B K e/ ME 47
524 0.702 1 0.091, 3K HHHE > Al K AU R FR AT B R 5+

4.2, EREVILER

1l ESG FRIUAF 5 1 Ko se ME R SEm 45 B N2 3 Fian . SO EEH] T EM AT B, ESG [ &
HoN 0.024 HIRZE . 712 X 75 AG BEE A K 2= 5, ESG A% 0.018, JFHEZE, R
H] ESG PP AR — AN AL, & RaEMERE i 0.018 N EAz. WH, V) ESG RIELREE, &/ FaE
R, R HL 52 AE .
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Table 2. Full sample descriptive statistics

2. ERAMARMERT

A S TYN | e/ ME YA FRALEL FRUEZE FEA &
DOWNCHAIN 1 0 0.687 1 0.41 16,609
ESG 6 1 3.95 4 1.063 16,609
Size 3.313 2.746 3.088 3.083 0.052 16,609
Lev 0.932 0.051 0.408 0.394 0.207 16,609
Growth 2.802 —0.582 0.189 0.121 0.437 16,609
Cashflow 0.241 —-0.174 0.044 0.043 0.07 16,609
Fixed 0.667 0.002 0.2 0.172 0.148 16,609
Topl 0.702 0.091 0.322 0.3 0.138 16,609
Indep 0.571 0.333 0.377 0.364 0.054 16,609
Ndual 1 0 0.319 0 0.466 16,609
Table 3. ESG performance and customer stability
2 3. ESC ®RMEERAEM
AL (1) (2)
A DOWNCHAIN DOWNCHAIN
0.024 0.018"
ESG
(5.560) (4.562)
0.436™"
Size
(3.928)
—0.058™"
Lev
(-2.97)
—0.068™"
Growth
(-15.528)
0.258™"
Cashflow
(5.514)
0.034
Fixed
(1.346)
0.01
Topl
(0.247)
0.063
Indep
(1.352)
0.036™"
Ndual
(3.932)
Year Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes
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gk
0.405 —0.922™
_cons
(15.235) (-2.554)
N 16,609 16,609
Pseudo R? 0.109 0.119

E: SN AN LE, p<0.10, ¥p<0.05 "p<0.01.

4.3 REMHRE

431 HERBUBEREE

N T ARSI e RO PR R B R, AR S DAY JE — 1 4k ESG SiA(L_ESGY B RA I HAZ & . 4N
*AGREIR, L_ESG MARHTN 0.02, BFENIE, FHAKAE 1 AT SCHIMERE: 4l ESG RILX % Az E Mk
AR

Table 4. Lagged explanatory variable for one period
T4 FE-HIMETE

B DOWNCHAIN
0.02"
L_ESG
(7.258)
Controls Yes
Year Yes
Ind Yes
—0.956™
_cons
(-2.509)
N 16,608
Pseudo R? 0.119

W FEESWNtE, "p<0.10, ¥p<0.05 "p<0.01.

432 TEMBTENEESE
AISCH, AT A ESG R EAFFRE 1~9, A CIEFRR MM F LL ESG_1 Sk & # J5UA [ B
e ESG; 4 ESG PPN A 25, B 251 C 251, ESG_1 7 ilHUfE 3. 2 F1 1.
BB B S R IR 45 BN 4% 5 B, ESG_1 K £&% 0.037 A3, 45 5010,

4.4, NS
FEFRICHT, ESG FH Al & w tHM AL ik H B AR s o 2 W AT Bt R IR TR S A e Pk .

4.4.1. HHER(Opinion)

M T LR R, AR 3% 72 ESG 5 5 AT AR Al 5 40 AL 045 B FRFEE, AR 4
NVAEIX J5 THI I R AF P LA S RAFIITE &, T8 T I I 8 R AT o T R AT A e, 5 Bl e o il ]
KA R, B Tl B O R R, SRE R PN T EE, RAZPREE. K 6
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Table 5. Three-part method for measuring explanatory variables
5 ZHEEERBLE

B3 DOWNCHAIN
ESG_1 (o56)
Controls Yes
Year Yes
Ind Yes
cons —-1.047"
- (—2.545)
N 16,609
Pseudo R? 0.118
e ¥ES NN LE, p<0.10, Tp<0.05 "p<0.01.
Table 6. Mechanism verification results of audit opinions
= 6. WitEIAHHEIIEER
- @) @ 3
DOWNCHAIN Opinion DOWNCHAIN
ESG 0.018™" 0.026™" 0.016™
(4.562) (5.179) (4.069)
Opinion (230?12;)*
Controls Yes Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes
cons -0.922"* 0.154 -0.931™
- (~2.554) (1.036) (~2.65)
N 16,609 16,609 16,609
Pseudo R? 0.119 0.067 0.119

W FEESWNtE, "p<0.10, ¥p<0.05 "p<0.01.

4t T ESG Rz ke MER AL R . 7E41(2)H ESG [ &% 0.026 HE3, Wil R&FH)
ESG I AT AR s kA hn e v TH R AR . 21(3) K% 1 A5 E P (DOWNCHAIN) (R AR &, [
JINT ESG FRILATH 11 L (Opinion), ESG HIIEIH &% 0.016, il = WLMARECN 0.059 HHAL R,
YA U WARTE S R A 2R, %T ESG SRILGF A, o v BobR v vF 2 WA MEe S0 &, AT
PRI FRRE .

4.4.2. {ZEHBHRE (Dscore)

MG BB i ERE, ESG PR m M AL A BT 1 4% SCA R 2 54T /K, BB 2R At 2 51
EMEE, BEEEEGTY, EEHERERS, PSR G O 2 [ AR tEREEE, 4k
FEEPZEPRGRR, SEPIRATENRE. £ 7 #5 7E BHERERPLHER LR . 71)F,
ESG HIEIH Rk 0.164, H B3, Uil R IR ESG KRBT T ik 15 B4 #5 5 & (Dscore) . #1/(3)%f T
% P A28 E(DOWNCHAIN)E A RS &, ESG HIEIE R %8 0.014, HAE 1%HIKF ERE2E; (EEHERNR
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& (Dscore) {1 R £y 0.026, H&%, WHIEESHEREAEMRD TN, ESG RILRLF M2 F{E 29
PR, SRR AENRE.

Table 7. Mechanism testing results of information disclosure quality
7. EEHERENNHIRELER

5H (1) @ 3)
DOWNCHAIN Dscore DOWNCHAIN
ESG 0.018™" 0.164™" 0.014™"
(4.562) (15.808) (3.439)
Dscore 0.026
(3.121)
Controls Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes Yes
cons —-0.922™ -5.013"™ —0.791"
- (—2.554) (-11.992) (—2.049)
N 16,609 16,609 16,609
Pseudo R? 0.119 0.2 0.12

FE: SN E, *p<0.10, ™p<0.05 "p<0.0l.

5. RS

ANTE] PR 5 4 Aolk 32 B B AL 2 SRIEANBURT I AN, T 22520 21 ESG RILFT R AIRUR, XLk
TAREA lk, EAEABZ G s B R, 5N B AT NGRS S 2 R 2 [28], HLpT&E
(I R BT I SATAR TR K, THI I 5 S s A AR ST RIPR B R . B e P RS L s 2 B A L 55 i v
B S W2 TUESEG v TR KA KRR, EXTE B SRR AR [F 02 5 (1) ESG RO — & 1
R [FIREHL, XT7HERILTE K% B O RE M) ESG /I, SR ARMTT AN . fril, E4
e P il BE SRt ESG RILAE Y H B RIVSEPR I, N TSI A RIMAE SR E, FA SIAE R
FURAIRAATH B ) ESG RIUN R IAFE N LS, PLHRITEE B SRyl Rk g .

AL Soe SRR A= BUERT, by E A AL, Soe = 1, U0y 0. BesE i MEALK
A58 U o ) 1R 5 4

DOWNCHAIN;, = 5, + B,ESG, , + B,ESG,  *Soe, , + B,Soe, , + g,Controls;, + ZYear+ZInd+¢,,  (6)

8 MEAZE R E R, ESG 5 Soe HIACRII AN 0.019, BFENIE, UM TIEEA I, EA
MV ESG RN 2 7 R PR IE A 4 B 8 o o

6. ARGEILERR

ASCLL 2010~2022 4 A JiE BT A FDNREA, BHFL ESG RIM G % P K RRE MR R, JERRHRM T
TR LAME SRR R ER . BEFURIL: SR, ESG RILREFHIAL, HA o s, 5
=, Pl SRR, ESG RAF Ak AT DUd i i s Aolb il B bR o v i WA RE SR A R 4 e o R
ma SARENE: =, RFENTAEL T AREAG A, FEA A ESG RIIN B R E kR B
S BEAh, FATRIE LA A A B R AR B AT TRV ER G, SRR

T LLES S, AR IR R R
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Table 8. Heterogeneity analysis results
2 8. R ER

N )

teim

DOWNCHAIN
oo
ESG'Soe ?2'(_)313;;
Controls Yes
Year Yes
Ind Yes
cons —-1.153"™
- (-3.458)
N 16,609
Pseudo R? 0.122

E: SN tE, p<0.10, “p<0.05, “p<0.01,

1) AT E, MEWSKEESSE, BB NBUTR S H, B, @R
BRI, IR E SRR RFELR ERE ST, JF BN Y GREIEAT ESG ST T2 7 SR R M L I,
BRI LA S, AN R B B IS SUEEATIE O, FERARAA A DG 2 8 15 B A ARELSE
SR AR R FF R I EL A DAERFRUE MR AR 755, 8N4l Xt 1 ESG AL TT BAHE B [ X Sl
MR h AR SR, JOF BB R SRR EDR, DS ARMEAE, e a i, mbsE g, 52
A E R R T

2) bR R 2 IREAR ) ESG RIUHLL, ARAR PR T AL 5545 2, TR B e Al
Tt UE, K ESG BUSRNMEMEEE B 2 b, S A AR Ak R B S AR 5515 2, AR AR T 2
(B AR5 S ANKI TR, AT R R 20719 Al 2 (8 52 5 B Y, ST BHEREGE (1 B IR 7 O AR s 5 BRI
PR _F A Aol BT RN A T AR, @ R ] ST A LRI 5, 45 (3t 2 e ) S e E )
AFBIHEN, AR Hkide BA RAF AR oo (5 T AR (N R 0 e g (L SE R v N KR, R AT Rr s s JF
FESLHER b, SRR A MR, SRR AR, FEE AN, R E R EE R R

3) WU MR RAF IR, 583 ESG MSCHIEHNEM . £ ESG MR A RMIA R, ARER]
Rz K ESG i R EAE A YIELS T W BsL, @G — P HIRE, {45 ESG HITFL
HINEARUENE, T ESG 15 B LR s . 7E ESG {5 R4S, AHIGHTTR LA I ESG 15 B4t
HIPFE, SEZ ERRMEESSRTAT Y, FE ESG [FERIKRIE, WE ESG RS,
N ESG 1Al RS AN 5e 8 B AL . AN, 51 Sl i R SR Mk S 3UESRL B EER
2 TEEEENRE, IFREIRLAIEINEI T 2RI L AR ST Ao A B 5 i e it
2, WHBTHRNAR, LRI B e, S, HARARIBAR, KIIHES R AT 1
RAERRE, MERAT 7 S0 IR 55 T Se R e b e R AL

S50k
[ Bk, Wbt bg. BLBIGEIT RO BOR AR TR b 0 AR R ). T 2K 4R, 2023(5):
74-86.

[2] MR#ERs, FKEE. ESG XS Al B AN 38 2h KU B2 ma il #E[0]. Ak /K R K B R 22 254k (- & FF#AR), 2023, 39(3):
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