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Abstract

With the increasing global attention to sustainable development and corporate environmental,
social, and governance (ESG) performance, ESG performance has become a focus of investors, con-
sumers, and regulators. This article takes A-share listed companies from 2013 to 2022 as a sam-
ple to empirically examine the impact and mechanism of tax aggressiveness on corporate ESG
performance. The research results show that there is a significant negative correlation between
tax aggressiveness and corporate ESG performance. The mechanism indicates that tax aggres-
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siveness can enhance financing constraints and reduce analysts’ attention, thus reducing corpo-
rate ESG performance. Further analysis reveals that enterprises with high internal control quali-
ty can weaken the negative impact of tax aggressiveness on corporate ESG performance. Hetero-
geneity analysis finds that the negative effect of tax aggressiveness on corporate ESG performance
is more significant in non-Big Four audited enterprises and in the dimension of social responsi-
bility fulfillment. This paper helps to better understand the relationship between tax aggres-
siveness and ESG performance, and provides useful insights for corporate management and pol-
icy formulation.
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1. 518

B E EERA T I RFER AN A AL 2 SRR IR AR, A A AR SR 5 2 aa i[RI, ARAR AT
HRTUE, BN T AR RIE MRS L. 2 TUEM A FA B (ESG) STt SO Al Ak 25
EUMEMNEEIR R . ESG SUADURME T bR SRY . 2 TUEMAFNAEI MR, kIl 7
A F TR A SR RE AN ISE Sy SR, FEIESRETFAIIE Al A, — el AT RE R AU ISC it
B, DUBARBLI . SR . XA S 2on Al ESG ST AE IR, B T ME
PRI A i 7L

T WSCICE B2 A i Al AE K SR AR T i 73 ST LR TR, SR AVE B ARVE I T BB AR I RN B Y
PERE. FESKE, Akl ek I M7 SR EAT RO EE, R IR B BOR . HeR e, IR 555
Jrae SR, R ARSI T R S B AL 5T, HUE I ESG SR, Hl4n, kAT fe st
BRI N, BALG TR AR e, T A7 3 =) 16 B 5 T (1 7]

PR, ST R A ISCGIE FE AN A0lk ESG U N7 T A TR AR P 2 2 18] 1R 5% 2 S AR P LA o
i BB T AN SRR FEAR S & (007 K, R R B B X Ak ESG SIS Bk AR . W STRI
2013~2022 G rH [ A iz b T 2 7] A9 55 08, X Bl S Al ESG S IR 58 R AT T SKEWEFT
LT E L R: (1) B Sk ESG ST MR R EM TR R, (2) MEAINLHIRR R
WY, il ESG SR R 1 Ji R T il R At S it P 3 vt vl -3 B30 b T S v RO B MACDRUS AT AN A 5 1
FEAG AN A BN ML R T A, TG B B AT RRAS . e TR B 2R e, 4
M AT BEANMS A HIIRAE ESG J5 I BN, LRI B4zt I 77 A a2 Ak 55 Fa oK. (3) idk— 2B r kW,
AU ISCIEE B 4l ESG Gk i) A7 AR S MEAE AR DU R o T A AN 22 SRR — 4R 2SN &8 18 ST 25t
BRTE T A SCHR T 2R 7T ESG SUont A gk B R 5 (K2 K AR AL, AR /D S it s A b @ A AT
X ESG GURHIREI, WIHEE T AE AT X ESG SRR, A B T4 M ER AR AV REBLAT
XA 2GR FERITEAESS A . 5 — 071, F & TRl ESG GG R BT, AR, 55
A0 ALY FER R Al AE B SCSRES _L ARY3E F an Ao R g . A AR BRI, i 7R R, 4
b AT BLS R ) E B, DTSRRI SE A ESG S
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2. XakszFidk
2.1, T4l B TR R0 B 3R 4

BB FEAE A AR T RA IR T €, (EAAAE — D A R L, RO il i SR P R AR AR
A AN R R P AP IO RE L o AR (2012) WA 9 4% Tl 13 A B AL [0 65 A #58 AEAT M R B S I i 30
[1]. tumt Al iE it s b2 F G iR AN T B AL LUAOM FBE KR TR 5 AN 58 36 1EAT RSO E
RAAT A T A, EIFRIEENERREE, SRR EAR AR TRt R
=, FEEPENVKCE R R A A A 2

FEARME KT SR T, O R Y R R B2 A ) B AR S5 B A 52 o A i/ D il
BEMEA, MUBEERKRBMWFFSELERT), BRI A B A k. e
YL FERERE L AT BE AR A Ml R I DA o R e, DAt — DI n] S B o 8 B J2 T U 2 2
SRV AE L R T 0T Al A WSO P R o L S TN Rl ) R O B R RO,
AR e R AT S 77 o (AR AT B 5 850 BRI SRAN AN 2 0 R BBCHE A0 1AL SREmes - AT 453 35 4l
MR 2o SRR (2023) Ay A lb 20 PN 238 3 e SO RE SR AR T Al A B [2] o oIl et J2= i WU 2R £ T
Al B R FH AR SR S B SCRGHE FEE RIS o AN [R] B A b i T - S50 Ll AE B S _E A0 HE AN TR] g R
TS H A WAt FE

Xt TR SCE FRE A B, U AN PN A S TR I EAT o AEANER M E T, 2 A B R (2024) A 9 2y
IR B AV RERLAT B A I T, Aoy R, A b st REBRAIR[3] - 1ZMhe 2 4 A\ (2021)
WONREEBUSAL S FVEAL, Ak B SO B 2 ORI [4] o AE AR BN D5 1T, A 2255 A (2020) 1A
AN P A o e, LSO R MR AIR[S] i A 2R A5 N (2023) WA 0y 2 i lk i DU K o i, A
b B 2 P AR 6] R ARMEARIE R, B S WA Rt Aol (RIS 5 AT TR PR R
AN TR I B AT LSRN T 4 855t W] e S B AR A WA S b At AN [ A e 2%

2.2. &F ESG KMV XHR

ESG #& Environmental (3£1%). Social (1:43)fll Governance (A& IGF IS, & —MoiEA LIRS
FETHUE ARNAEESUI R B SR PHNARE . ESG IR =N PRl A I 48 (1 T R M AN
XA E & R . BARRUE, ESG PFNMAREE LR JLANJT1H: FEi(Environmental): ¥4l Ak
XFE AR, GFEIRAIG RRIRAEA . R KRR LS B A R 4 .
(Social): PEAL LS &R GAH KT Z MR R, AR THGE . AR 557 Thrdl. XS5, P
WS, AFAE (Governance): RN A FIVREESE M. HIEBOR. XMSEHE, FIUGEMHE. &H
SMTVE K ZAEVESE . ESG PR R & —FPLR G VERITPASAESS, H T E M EREE ., th Gy
[TNES

Al ESG RIMIM B 7 K2 AN 1. B, WFRARBEMVAEL, 2 5TA 7 (ESG)
FIUNT R TF AN RO Rl % B 6 A B EERCIA . IX A VAR ESG 7 BRI R 47, 1T e IR 15 S i) il
VAR, PEREhEAE . HhAh, ESG REUB M R BN ANEAG BRI, RE AR T . 5
4b, ESG RIS M EBCERWA M. WA EY], RIFH ESG RILAEHW I m Ik s 2R, il
AR B AR TN i R 8 240 RR B AR AR B2 AN A2, kDo BE 4% % 3% 3R B ESG R IAMY AT AR T+ b I ANME,
M A] DA AR B A

Zr LRk, Al ESG RILHIAH W e 7 271, AFERT R BT A A AME AR TR 5
Wi o X LERFE TR A A R F AL T HE S, WONBUER T E ESG BUMBURIEME T —E M &R
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gk ESCERATR, WTRAMBAR JUAN T T — 2P BRI B FE R ) f . — IR Fe R WSOt B2 1) 7
FMLERIRZMA R 25— AR I BSOSOt 5t A\l ESG Sk i semi kA%, = Se i 78 el 1) o2 5 I & 3 AN
BB 5 DLP 17 Al 28 5 R 25 A ESG G 10K M A BERLAT A A, F S0 B ATt F3 et £l
ESG SRk
3. Bt thEmMRREE
3.1. BYuAHE St ESG &H¥

T, BUSCEEEEAT 9T DA R AR VAR I SF BV T EE R, 7R BURER P R U R A, @A
T B ER I BLE IR R B AR 7 o AH A AR BGE I  RERBLAT i, AT RE 2% ki) ESG SRl =4:
—ERM . TEMIE T, AR A B SR AR AR, T AR S BAKT AT BRI R . i, AkeT
e 2 R It i R sk A 7= 7 2, DABRIRRA RIS S A, (H IR ] R 2% IR BT I8 e RIEIR . 1X
AT RN ESG M EGRARAE . EAh 2751, BUUSCHudt Bt m fesgma b )4k 22 ST EAT . WA
i FEIE KRB R, PTREZS IRk AD XA X L 5 R AR R 28 AH DG 77 N . ldn, Ak Al RE 2 PR A T
R D ARIESINS 555, DL ARG AN . X AT AT Re 240 Ak 1) 2 A AT ESG S
o (EVRERTTH, FUMCEEE AT RS AL A B EE A S AR AR O . R AL VR BRGE M AN {4
BRI AR A B W], AT AE LI INAVRER 0 U o o, Al T R e i o B 0 5 K BR P o
HRAE 5 55 F BOR FRARBL 67, (HIREAT NPT RE S IE 2. Bk, I AEIE KRB I R, B
I E L ESG SURMZ4ET RIS T,  DUSSI AT RESE R R AN A A E S Ak . R DL R

B 1 BRSO B 5 Al ESG GiiUn 3 S Al 9%

3.2. PilliRHE . REFRARS I ESG &3

Al A SRR RS B SCRNE , RTRE 2 T I B 55 A 411 AR XIS, T XIS, 109 ANf S 1P T 2 P AR A e
BTG, TG N FL R B e EMIA o Ak, il RO BE ATt P8 3o v T g 2 B AR I 5515 S S W JE
BR AR M I EAMEE, DRI R 2R Rk B 2R ki) ESG S A 5 2N .
G, RGRLRT E IR VAR L A TR A NG ELT I AN . HK, R EE L HE AT RERE R A
NI ) =2 s s B A B2 O T N S AGT= e 1 | S R S5 2 P 1 P R S 4= 0B S T E S
RIERALZTHUERELT . XA Re SERAE ESG G807 HH B N . Bk, Bilosost En] 5e a4l
(Rl BT 29 B, R R HAE ESG JrHIH N . W H LR Rk

e 2: RlBE 29 RAE RSO E 5 Ak ESG SRR R A 4Eh v AEH] .

3.3. BiCHEtE . oMfxEESh ESG &3

2 A Ml B SCREE FE B I, AR SRR Al mT BESR T S N B2 2% (B 55 SRS B AE TR A 55
Bz, 17 Aol R BE 2 RE M 55 SR B FLSC (KM 55 R 00, X3 17 Ainolk 55 AR 2 A O 2 8] 45 B AN
XIFR, A3 0 W It Al PR I 55 IR DL OR R AR LA FE o d STt P 25 v A il th W) i S A 2 8 0 il
PAEAMEAE, ITREIIBEEE RS o AT I T I B BRI, 232 2T N ANH B #5246 I RE
BTN B L ) A b A S I, A R DG AR A B PR AR o 20 A Uil S JEE X 4l )
ESG SU AN Mo Wiy B wT AR — A B AL, 4 o0 e B i, Aialk 2 i i
SEORMIAME B S ), IXARAE AL BN R IL ESG S,  LAEES rl RER A PPN A S SR BRIk, B
HEREIE AT BT IS BE R B, T Alk ESG SR0™ A i s o

BBE 3: 73 IMORTE EEAE BBt P 5 4l ESG SRR R R A E -
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3.4. PIEBEHI R B AT 534

B, AT R O SR E FAR, GREES™ NG B e B, B AU LA 1R 5 PR BE,
DRUEI 5548 25 ot 5% F B i S Jti 1Y) — AR P BCROARE 7 o 1 A I A B2 B 1 DR A L sl ) & R
3 AT R

AT IR FSE U s e Aol 368 3o 3k ) S R AT AN IRV P PO Tt R P (R B R SR o SRS RSOt AT
NA G FFANE S, (I ARERIAT 9T e 2 40 T Al A P, PRI 5 B8 28 AN LAt 0] 2 AR R 2 OB AE
BEMTXT ALK ESG SUR™ AL IR o 4 Ao lb A7 AR B ey (RO BUSCHUE EEINT - dan SR pAy s i o e th AR
AL T REE 2 5 OGS ATy, 0 554 BRI SR BERIHE 22 DRI BALSE . IX 84T ks B
RHAEFREE . AL ANAE T T R, EEBF I ESG 3. SR, an R AV A0 A & ot & 1 ) 4%
i, I RIS AR R e AR SCCEE 2, Al 0 e e A 58 P 8 B B AN L ROkl R L & R, BTk
HHUT NI A . BRI, A SR AE BUSCRGE FEM Ak, ESG SRR St fr 2 M b A 4% 4 H M AR
e JEMIR NSRS A RO R B 5470, B IR A IR RS, 3T ) 55 A
BEEEXT Ak ESG UK S RIS . #cd i LT (B

e 4= P9 1) 5T B AR LSOO B Ak 1) ESG SRk iy e mi vh HAT /R HT

4. Wit
4.1. EEREFESHBIERR

WICLA 2013~2022 3R E A I BT AFCAYIEREA, X EARIET DL IE: (1) HIFRSRREAT
s (2) Ak ST 8% PT AF]: (3) Ak FEM S EIRERIIAF: (4) HEBRFRTFNESE/NTET 01
ATl (5) HBREBRBER KT 18T 0 AR, &) 23,508 MULIIFEA, M bk & (X 7t 45
W, 1SN P AR E3ET T 1% 99% 1) 46 Fe Ab FE .

4.2. TTEIEH

1. WEfEREAE R . ESG 5. H% EMBEERBFINE, BSCEREIE ESG P4 A F kA & A b i)
ESG Sik[7]. ik ESG WA A RIRIEFEARTF 73 K 73 T C~AAA JURSTFEL, X BLIRATH C~AAA JLESITZR
I AIMAE 1~9, HUEERS, WA L) ESG Sk

2. fERTE. BISCEOHE, WRIECAEA, EEFNCHEEE R NEARME—, WOk E X R 5 X
1T (2014)MH A 7L 45 1R 2311 - Bl ZE 55 (BTD) R s Al B et B [8]. Hork, BTD = (Biai&it
FHE — SRR S B . BTD EMK, 2 TR AN S g0 A A3 A 22 0%, 1t B Al A
AT P R 1

3. AR

AL . W SC LA SA Fa B At A N T Sl 2 R FE EE (W48 b, F FC 3Rk, HAEERK, R4
I 38 P i B 24 SRR Ay 7

ST OGTEE o ST LA —4F P S A B 2 N800 1 B B0 Sl 2 20 W I DT FE b,
Analyst &7, FAEMAK, 2R B0 23 B T DG FE IR .

4, TR,

DAY A 1 o R PRt R P 4 o g R R P B R 1 N S R R A, DA R o 1
B ARG BORbRUEAT B N BB, ) IC oR, ZFRARIOR, P BB ) i B

5. AR E . WRIECHEPIORE, WCEFRAIIEL, QAT FERRNE R PR R
FErE G HIF R SR, KT R LR AT Q o HIAR R, I AT IR
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Table 1. Definition of variable
=1L TEEX

k3 SST 2 4T A RARAD XU
Wi & il ESG 513 ESG RAGIEE ESG W, MEEIRRIIRE 1~9 57
iR ELhe Chidss BTD CBART S V1R — RV BL A AT A i B 7
R P 2 lc In (WHBFEHITEECES + 1)
AR BRI Fe SA SEHLITI A1
Analyst In (AP HTITETERE + 1)
Pl B Size BRSO AL
SR Roa VR R B
NGBS Roe VR B
b Growth ALK
Fngties Lev A 7 R
o R Opinion PRI T RULIUE N 1, 0 0
T A L BM i3 (L T A
RS 2 Top 1 B KRR R R A
HE QI TQ HE QI
(4 Ind HEUAE 5
FE Year RE AR &
4.3. ERE

NSRRI 1, SRATTR AR

ESG = ¢, + o,BTD + &,Size + o;R0a + o, Roe + o, Growth + ¢ Lev + o, Opinion
+a,BM +a,Topl+ e, TQ+ay, 2 Ind+ay, 2 Year+ &

NSRRI 2, FRATR N AR

FC = ¢, + ¢,BTD + a,Size + a,R0a + o,Roe + o, Growth + o Lev + o, Opinion
+0,BM +, Topl+ o, TQ+ ey, 2 Ind + e, 2 Year + ¢

ESG =, + ¢,BTD + ,FC + a,Size + a,Roa + a;Roe + o, Growth + o, Lev
+ a,0pinion + a,BM + o,y Topl+ o, TQ+ ¢, 2 Ind + ¢, 2" Year + &

NSRS 3, FATTH I AR
Analyst = o, + ,BTD + ,Size + a;Roa + a,Roe + a;Growth + a;Lev + o, Opinion
+a,BM +a,Topl+ e, , TQ+ oy, 2 Ind+ay, 2 Year+ ¢

ESG = a, + ¢,BTD + ,Analyst + ;Size + «,Roa + o, Roe + a,Growth + o, Lev
+ o, Opinion + a,BM + o, Topl+ o, TQ + o, 2 Ind + oy > Year + ¢

NYAERBE 4, FATHIE I T A,
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ESG =, +,BTD + ,IC + ¢,BTD x IC + ,Size + a,R0a + a;Roe + o, Growth
+ aglev+a,0pinion + a,,BM + ¢, Topl+ e, TQ+ a4, 2 Ind + oy, 2 Year + ¢

5. SLiEST 4R
5.1. kMG

22 WL HIHIR G 4R . L ESG SiR(ESG)IIE 2 4.216, I AfEA 8, Hm/MER 1, i
Bk 2 (8] ESG SUUEE— B ZE R . Billohst 2 (BTD) K /& 0.006, fx AN{E & 0.138, fH/MEZ
—-0.075, VEHHAE ML BRI A — 1 R

Table 2. Descriptive statistics
2. WiRMEt

AR HE Obs Mean SD Min Median Max
ESG 23,598 4.216 1.062 1.000 4.000 8.000
BTD 23,473 0.006 0.028 —0.075 0.003 0.138
Size 23,598 22.378 1.301 19.585 22.187 26.452
Lev 23,598 0.408 0.194 0.046 0.399 0.908
ROA 23,597 0.057 0.045 0.000 0.046 0.247
ROE 23,597 0.097 0.071 —0.580 0.083 0.437
BM 23,235 0.618 0.256 0.064 0.607 1.246
Opinion 23,598 0.988 0.110 0.000 1.000 1.000
TOP1 23,598 34.471 14.771 8.020 32.353 75.525
TobinQ 23,235 2.072 1.371 0.802 1.646 15.607
Growth 23,597 0.191 0.398 —0.658 0.120 4,124

5.2. ZfE[EFGER

2 3 H T BSCEOEE X Al ESG SRAGE M AR, 32 3 ) FINMERAR . PR R E DL
FHOCFE AR S E 5 R, 5 (2)FIMTE SRS (L) F [EA A Sty b R F ) 7 45 RAT B 58 RN . I 3 56
(DFIATLLE H, Bl (BTD) A4k ESG Gl (ESG) Mttt 2 EUN—-1.681, HIE 1%HI/KF LEZE,
MEE )5 AT LAE H, Bl fE (BTD) M4k ESG Gi3(ESG) HIfhiit R B N-1.596, 1/57E 1%I/KF 1 &
%o RUEHAMZMALRIGEOUN, B FE PR ESG SRk, RIBISCRGH FEA )l ESG St
R IR R IAAAE G, MBS 1 BRAL

5.3. REMRE

N HE— IR IR 7 A 45 R AT EEE, R SCHEAT I R AR R VAR B -

B, HHRRARRE. NSRS ERA U AT, W@ SCR ARG R A (i U 5
1 Desai A1 Dharmapala 578 i v (0 51 R BT A28 BRI (1 2 F — B 2 22 57 (DDBTD) /Ry i e Al
BB RE R bR, BB RS RINE 4 BQ)FIFR. 55, EHRFEARXIE. 5 REREAN KT 6
SRMSAESS R, WSO AR 4k, EBGL 5 4 A UGEATRA, ek 4 35Q)FIFR. HERA]
K, EIRPUAENA R E 0 ) 9-1.024, —1.487, HAGEE 1%H7K-F LR ZF A, FHRENE 1 BRG]
ol ESG BT LM FSEM IS5 18, ZPRAFEAZS, BHISEAR A E R AR .
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Table 3. Benchmark regression test results of variables

3. FERFRLE

it st £et
BTD -1.681"" -1.596™"
(-6.196) (-5.847)
Size 0.218™" 0.246™"
(29.975) (33.019)
Lev —-0.389™" -0.468™"
(-6.135) (~7.405)
ROA 5.948™" 6.375™"
(12.009) (13.233)
ROE -1.422"" -1.848™
(-4.842) (-6.561)
BM -0.095" -0.167"
(~1.884) (-3.169)
Opinion 0.722™ 0.681""
(10.265) (9.898)
TOP 1 0.001 0.002"**
(1.171) (3.622)
TobinQ —-0.053"" -0.055""
(~6.805) (-7.037)
Growth -0.163"" -0.159""
(-8.451) (-8.339)
_cons -1.233"" —-1.753"
(-7.844) (-10.915)
P E 4 5 &
FEHAT L i 2
N 23109 23109
adj. R? 0.089 0.136
e L TR HRERTE 1%, 5% 10% K R, S AN tE, FERERE.
Table 4. Robustness test
5 4. REEMRE
% O e 2 i
B A BURFEAR X (]
DDBTD -1.024™* —-1.487"
BTD (-4.012) (-4.253)
Size 0.246™" 0.244™
(33.069) (25.886)
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Lev —0.457"" —0.455™"

(-7.241) (-5.119)

ROA 6.267"" 6.198""
(12.986) (9.035)

ROE -1.899"" —2.006™

(-6.733) (-4.915)

BM -0.173™" -0.141"

(-3.277) (-2.090)

Opinion 0.683™" 0.703™"
(9.891) (7.307)

TOP 1 0.002"*" 0.003"**
(3.701) (5.216)

TobinQ —0.056™" —0.048™"

(-7.102) (-4.226)
Growth —0.156™" —0.046

(-8.171) (-1.471)

_cons -1.760™" -1.792"*

(-10.946) (-8.682)

Py & P
EUEaN4 2 &
N 23097 13559
adj. R2 0.135 0.117
5.4. REMSH

N R B AE AR R P REAFTE AR AN R 8 O 25 2 e ) DR SR O 28 56 P AR P Il R, 18 S R0 4579 DL B2
AT B ST N AE AL B

(1) PSM i [ 753 43 DL i

N T BRRAEAS E AR ), SR 1520 VUG (PSMY RS SC 1 AT N A MRS 56 . W ST AR -
AP AT, RSO P 4y AR R AR R R & btd, & TR - AT A7 201 btd B L1, (KT
ST A AR btd B 0.8 SR 2 5 MU (SIZE) FE S AE (TQ) s B A= Al R (LEV) - A B 7215 F1 ) 2 (ROA)
1 P IR 2  (ROE) « B P4 (Growth) « BERUEE B2 (Top DIE AP AR &, SRIG ST REAHEAT 1:1 Flr ARUGHE,
{8 UG Th Ja BIREASEAT BT, PSM K36 45 i ine 5 FI(L)FR, FRUCE 7 VLB B ATT X[ t
E-2.15, DURC7 iR e BBk . HAaxg SRR, BUlCu Xl ESG S LR 2 /e,
BIZE AT 3 0 VEELfS , 18 SCHEvE [ 45 10 K IH Fafi o

(2) LHEAZEE

SHERNNEE . ZEERERIHGE, WS 4 TS FLER (Rate) {E v T A AR & [9], 4 LA RLR S il
WOk, (ARSI ESG ik, BIHZEMWE 5 fin. M BEIA R R THA R Rate 5% .0
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fiRAs B BTD 1E 1% 2% /K F F1IEAH%. Cragg-Donald Wald F Zi it &k TG FE, £WATEAET LA
R, BRI 5 13)F, Bl S Al ESG ST RN REUEE N
PRI R R, RSN A EE, BUSOEIEE S A ESG S RIS, R,
TR RAME), AL N AN N B A ™ AR R (1) I E5 5, BT DAY (1) i 4 SRR A R T SR .

Table 5. Results of endosinal analysis

5 NEMDIRER

. P(Sll;/l I THRARE P
F—B(2) B B(3)
BTD -1.269"" -17.56™"
(-3.38) (0.912)
Rate 0.185™"
(0.00380)
Size 0.245™ -0.000459™ 0.254"
(23.63) (0.000180) (0.00794)
Lev -0.387"" -0.0121™ -0.684™
(-4.26) (0.00150) (0.0678)
Roa 6.477"" 0.200™" 8.993""
(9.46) (0.0117) (0.540)
Roe -2.010"" 0.0329™* -1.028"*
(-4.97) (0.00681) (0.306)
BM -0.125" -0.00172 -0.125"
(-1.69) (0.00127) (0.0565)
Opinion 0.793™ 0.000352 0.664™
(7.57) (0.00145) (0.0644)
Top 1 0.001 -5.96e-05"" 0.000996™
(1.50) (1.12e-05) (0.000500)
TobinQ -0.048"" -0.000431" -0.0511"
(4.46) (0.000197) (0.00872)
Growth -0.182"" -0.00272™ -0.205™"
(-7.06) (0.000422) (0.0189)
Constant -1.876™"
(-8.17)
C-DWald F i1t & 1166.93
P A 2 2 &
AT P 2 2
WLAE 11,598 23,109 23,109
R? 0.140 —0.052
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5.5. BREWHIRIE

(1) AHRZR, % 6 &SRR TBE =0k R B, KGR TE 20 SR AT R I A BN [10] 0 RS B A AR
N ESG GiR(ESG), fEFAS o NRLCIEE (BTD). MIEIHSE a4, A H(FC)HIRBUNIE,
Vi IA A ME B SCORE FE fmy, BhR A Rt R, OOSERLCGE EE  [a A R B R T, ATRUE R
AREE 3 8-1.596. 0.350 F1-1.491, Jf Hfdnt T B, HEA% 6 MMt fRRm, Bl

Table 6. Intermediary effect test results
6. PN LEER

(1) (2) (3)
ESG FC ESG
BTD -1.596™" 0.350"" -1.491™
(~5.847) (6.014) (-5.477)
FC —-0.302""
(-10.597)
Size 0.246™" —0.033™" 0.236™"
(33.019) (~16.483) (31.745)
Lev —0.468™" 0.151" —0.422"
(~7.405) (10.534) (-6.679)
ROA 6.375™" 0.435™" 6.506™"
(13.233) (3.540) (13.520)
ROE —-1.848™" -0.231™" -1.918™"
(-6.561) (~3.200) (-6.820)
BM -0.167" 0.015 -0.162""
(-3.169) (1.186) (-3.095)
Opinion 0.681™" —0.042™ 0.668™"
(9.898) (-3.089) (9.753)
TOP1 0.002"™* —-0.002™" 0.001™*
(3.622) (-14.026) (2.650)
TobinQ -0.055™" -0.013™" -0.059™"
(-7.037) (-6.556) (~7.550)
Growth -0.159™" —-0.023™" -0.166™"
(-8.339) (-5.428) (-8.775)
_cons -1.753"™ 4.640™" —0.351"
(-10.915) (108.089) (~1.706)
Py 2 & 2
EHATI = 7z =
23,109 23,109 23,109
adj. R? 0.136 0.173 0.140
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TP AE AR BR 20 O SR E T Bk ESG SUK TR, R B 20 AUE RO FE A Ak ESG BTk Z (AL
B Th R o XU AL L SR TH A A5 50 B2 38 AN % 5 M AR SG Al 45 D i ik, {15 il
WL AR, I FEAL ESG S8 R R, R 2 153500

() AHTIMRIERL . 4 7 NAWIIREEEFTRAR K P RS I 45 R o BN B R AT BN k. ESG
GIM(ESG), MR E ABINCHIERL(BTD). MBS R WAL, 7 Hriili(Analyst) 1 R By, 1 B4 AL

Table 7. Intermediary effect test results

T 7. PAYRRIER

(1) 2 3
ESG Analyst ESG
BTD -1.596™" —2.507™" -1.252"
(-5.847) (-10.138) (—4.646)
Analyst 0.137***
(18.282)
Size 0.246™" 0.668™" 0.154™"
(33.019) (108.634) (17.318)
Lev -0.468"" -0.376™" -0.416™"
(=7.405) (-6.983) (-6.652)
ROA 6.375™" 7.335"" 5.367""
(13.233) (16.836) (11.177)
ROE -1.848™ 0.340 -1.894™
(-6.561) (1.321) (~6.809)
BM -0.167" —-1.956™" 0.102*
(-3.169) (~44.329) (1.876)
Opinion 0.681™" 0.346™" 0.633™"
(9.898) (6.772) (9.335)
TOP 1 0.002"* —0.004™* 0.002"*
(3.622) (~10.105) (4.849)
TobinQ -0.055"" —0.031™" -0.051""
(-7.037) (-4.723) (~6.540)
Growth -0.159" 0.007 -0.160""
(-8.339) (0.437) (-8.565)
_cons —1.753™" —12.705™" -0.007
(-10.915) (—98.480) (-0.039)
ZEHIFEA & & &
P & e 7
N 23109 23109 23109
adj. R? 0.136 0.485 0.148
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WO OBy, A BTG FE ARG . (RIS, R SR SOt FE i) B E R BB 1, T U H O R EE 5
Al—1.596. —2.507 F1-1.252, Ff H¥yiEid 7 REWRLR, MaEGEL 7 MaritsiRm, Blloso 5 RS
TONTImOERE, A ESG S N IE, BRI 4 IM ey FEAEBLSCEOH BEFN Ak ESG Gl )ik
B R AEFT o X U0 24 A R BB P A A, T AR R AR T IO B 2 B R AR U
BRI . —J71H, IXEEHREE O] RESG N T ML 555 B S AR E P, 45 50 b TAE SRS A 43 b
XL BTG B KA. 5 — T, ARSI R, B il 2B R R iR S
I, AT AT R 2 PR IX R AL DG BE, T S B Ak ESG S I, ik 3 45 BI%HIE .

5.6. TR

WIS R R R B R EE, BRI TR, Re@EME. RIPT 2 e. el
RRMIMERAVE . BRI SRTHMEEAIER, W PA IR AR B SR AT R R, BoIE, f
AR EL(ESG)J5 I AU FRIL, A7 By T Aol SEBU AT Fp 8 e o AT, Aol 12 SEA0L P 342 ) o B PR BEAN B2 7T
FEAG Al OB SO L T B o TR 4 (2020) 9F FE A L[], A BT o o nd s ) A Ac it P A A 5 2
O, B Py AR P R ey, Al PRSI0 BB AR . D9t — 28 23 Hr PN s i) BT R A A M B AL
BERES ANk ESG BUKZ IR SN, & SCAESEAEREIRY o N\ P 842 i) 53 B (1C) LA S A WAc it FE 15 P e 42l
JREAZHIR(BTD x IC)EF#EAT [, [BIHE5 R I 8. L HIIA K 0.800 HAE 19%H/K-F £ &%,
I PR o B 2 1 95 1 BT R Al ESG SO A A

Table 8. Analysis of regulatory effects
8. WIS

1) )
ESG ESG

BTD —1.559™" —6.654™"
(-5.758) (-3.441)

IC 0.122™* 0.123"™
BTD x IC (11.321) (11.518)
0.800""

(2.682)

Size 0.241™ 0.241™
(32.554) (32.519)
Lev —0.465™" -0.470™
(-7.431) (-7.522)

ROA 6.028"" 5.956™"
(12.730) (12.590)
ROE -1.714™" -1.670™"
(-6.222) (~6.065)
BM —-0.158™" -0.157"
(-3.020) (-3.001)

Opinion 0.473™ 0.486™"

(6.456) (6.660)
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ak
TOP 1 0.002"" 0.002"*
(3.387) (3.366)
TobinQ —-0.051"" -0.051""
(-6.558) (-6.534)
Growth —-0.158™" -0.157"
(-8.427) (-8.391)
_cons —2.229™* -2.211™
(~13.320) (~13.206)
EHFE & &
FEHAT L & 2
N 23109 23109
adj. R? 0.142 0.143

5.7. RS

(1) ESG 7 4EFE (57 5 573 #r

BT SCRIT TR, BSOS AV i) ESG ST . B HCRudt BEx 4lk ESG Sk i F i 52
Wi 3= R H T —4EFENE ? J9ImI X — Al A, 18 SO SAIE B SIS GE BE N ESG S 4EFZ (s, T
SRS FE R PR . AR S VG BRI — 7 T A B2 . DR S AT SR R ESG R BRI
Jrid, RARZ I Ik ESG S AM BRI YEIL(E) HETUELEE(S). AFRNAEYER(G))E, HHr
BEATIIH. 4 9 il 1 ESG 2 4EFE 57 BIVERIIGSS R o 51)(1) A BLHSCEIE X A8 4 (B) ) B A 25 R
BTD 5 E MR REALE . 51 NBCHGEE EX 2 TUE(S)MIRHASIR, BTD 5 S flnl )1 R4 w2
N FI(@) ABCEE X A A E(G) IS5 R, BTD 5 G I REA R . %45 i IR
BEEEXS Ak ESG S Fa 1l /F F 2 EA 2 SUEJBAT 7 T - AT RERY SRR AR+ Bidieiiodt B2 vl e f il id
Iy oRIEFII AT A, RITAE 2278 R AR v SR BUAN G 1 B B ik BOAT 9 SR AN N 5 Bl /D S (¥ I 153 75 2t
FICASRICE s BRI, 1 2L 1 A ST AE A 55 . il il BEROR PR, e AT g b
FEAE R TR T RN o XSS T BRI ORY . A TR A DXOIRSTAE, XA At & T
A B o) o BB L ] e Al AR — L8 A R B ERAT 9, A I BRI B i
NG o IREEAT AT REAE Ak A H RS AN AL 1], 32— DA AL AR R

Table 9. Effects of ESG at various latitudes
%% 9.ESG BHEEEMER

@ 2 €))
E s G
BTD -0.426 ~1.745™ -0.527
(-1.399) (-6.300) (-1.598)
Size 0.253"™" 0.243"™* 0.186™"
(27.644) (32.125) (20.887)
Lev 0.335"™" -0.305" ~1.531"
(4.929) (-4.719) (~18.788)
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ak

ROA 1.173" 6.379"" 7.240™"
(2.226) (12.825) (11.232)
ROE —0.254 -1.720™" -2.314™
(~0.804) (-5.850) (-6.122)

BM —-0.135™ —0.166™" 0.208™"

(-2.224) (-3.074) (3.241)

Opinion 0.141™ 0.633™" 11717
(2.251) (9.029) (12.174)

TOP 1 -0.001™ 0.001™ 0.008™*
(-2.375) (2.793) (13.336)

TobinQ -0.058"" —-0.057"" 0.024™

(~7.000) (~7.156) (2.358)
Growth -0.129™ —0.157™" -0.217"
(-7.097) (-8.135) (-9.338)

_cons —3.725™" -1.611"" 0.077
(-19.724) (-9.832) (0.386)
A & & 2
P47k = & 2
N 23109 23109 23109
adj. R? 0.109 0.173 0.158

(2) AT H UK T 57 B A

BSR4l ESG SUKI R M AT BE 52 THHLIZ 5 9 VYRR FEM, 24 ll 52 DU K 2 1T 2 55
BTN, R Il ) o T B vy DA R T M A SR (K A B M, DR b Aol (R B A FEE T R > A
Xtk ESG SRkt i/ B 885 . RSN, B EExT Ak ESG SRRl B i 4 A AR A1 DU K e
THE Ak R I R 2 AR . [BIEEE R4 10 Pos, 720K T B A Al b, BOlCBodt 2 5
il ESG SRR IE B F AT K, AE AR THREA A b, Bt 5 Ak ESG SO
1% 197K B2 R OC . IX Ut B0 0t Al ESG Sl ¥ 6t im) 4 FH7E AR DY K d Ak B R 2

Table 10. Whether the results are affected by the four major audits
2 10. 2TAMOXHEITEMER

1) )
LPNGERT JEPY K i
BTD 1.172 -1.779"™
(1.111) (-6.334)
Size 0.339™" 0.220™
(13.122) (26.560)
Lev 0.095 —0.449"
(0.353) (-6.864)
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ak

ROA 4.753" 6.613""
(2.578) (13.119)
ROE —2.559™" -1.807"
(-2.717) (-6.085)

BM —0.750™" -0.112™
(~4.036) (~2.060)

Opinion 0.774™ 0.676™"

(3.167) (9.486)

TOP 1 —0.000 0.002"*

(~0.095) (3.350)
TobinQ ~0.053" ~0.057""
(-1.872) (-7.001)
Growth -0.119 -0.164""
(~1.399) (-8.432)
_cons —-3.616™" -1.231™
(-6.520) (-6.881)

A & =
AT & 2
N 1537 21571
adj. R? 0.226 0.123

6. HRGRSBR

T SCHE T 2013~2022 A A E A I F T o w0 EE B T BISCRORE FE X Al ESG SR i s it 5T R I«
(1) Bilsosudt i, Al ESG SU8GHAK. (2) H AR R B, BSOS Rl BT 258 . A
BromoEE N R, #E S H bl ESG S T FE. (3) WIS /M, N EHE S B EE, Bilosut
FEXF Al ESG SRk [ Mk g o (4) S RPE AR B, BISCH EEXS Al ESG Sk s fE 4+ 23 5%
FEEATIX —4E AR DY R B Th ol B o R .

WXMBCEFRTET: —, NEETEERG . Mg B R ARBCERE. &%, BRI
ghy, PO PSR R AR . A OGBS T T EEA W e BIOE R R, S RBLSOE R R T N TE B Ak
AT, MYEHSEEBOE, MARA B4/ N BUSOIEE R 22 (8], G g R E Rl .
W, MRS IR, BUMRINSERT R T AR IR, st fEmBUOE A, #ir ki
BRI RN TR R AR S BUEE 3, K R IT 8RiAT . e, Insast
FEAMEE, REMBARIBSGEIR, EELE AP S MBI . B BURF AR ARSI
ANV I, SR L E BT ESG Gk, 58 ESG AHGHIEENEM, Mg LA 5E# ESG
GO SR LE], BRI EIIA T ESG 8GR, B2 B, MtRMIERES ., fhaflih
5 A B EE e bR, IR0 AT AT ™ T AL T . K ESG EAR MBI, i Ak B2 B T
(1) ESG &R, fRfd LB iEEASTEMEIT. =, S RITEE BTN, AW i
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Pl . EARYE A AR SePRIE L, BT A RE. AN RS, IR L
B AN S AT AL o 52 WA A BBt N S AT 15, v o P B i A R R R A, - 8l L AR R
Z 5RSCRE RS TAE . FIRZE R AL T RF SR R R R, BRI N E RS A, AW ek
ESG Zisi. U, BURNHRTTRNHIE ™% 1 ESG (5 Sk ME, ZRMIE. &, MM AT ESG
GiE R, B B AT ESG R, BRI AL B O T o BURF S ] RIA AR AL R 5 ok
HIBE RS, WM AL ESG i SUR&HEI]. S aXt L) ESG SiRUHTiRkIE
AR, I E B AR IR A O Al ESG Sk 0GR B . Bl ik 82 7. 56 3 ) A I B AL, JEm e
BEAEE) ESG 3% . S, BUNE TSR AL ST BAT BIA DSEANER, B A BB AT 4+ 22 ST A
N 5o FREENT AR AN SE R ARSI T, i SO B AT AT o Aol R 2 A R B RIS R e A
WAL S BT IEAT I SRR, RIS £ioll p 300 B S AR B AT AL 2 ST Al e b, @i 4k 5 & 14T
A 25 Bh B ST R R A AL 2 TR M . Bm At B SREE ok T L 22 5 R 25 Al 2>
TOAT, 3 IR 2 1 SR AT TS A 3 RS o X BRI SF B E . TS A BT A I P 3 A B
AE . Bk 5t AmFIE.
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