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Abstract

With the Party Central Committee in the “14th Five-Year Plan” will “green economy” into the de-
velopment goals, and in the 75th session of the United Nations General Assembly clearly put for-
ward the “double carbon goal”, economic sustainable development has become the consensus of
all sectors of society, enterprise ESG performance has also received more attention. In order to bet-
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ter study the economic consequences of ESG performance of enterprises, this paper selects Pelaia
as a case study object to explore the impact of ESG on enterprise value from the perspectives of fi-
nancing constraints and enterprise innovation. The results show that ESG performance has a posi-
tive effect on firm value, and can improve firm value by easing financing constraints, promoting firm
innovation, and reducing financial risks.
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1. 51§

FEA TR B 2 1 IR IIAERE Hh, REZGHPoE I, SRIRTHAE™E, MRt . B
SRS RIE. AT RZT, QUFaRSRRAE 7R ZM5E, £2507, ESG MH&ZIEH .
ESG MU N — R BB, 2 A SURPF A bk (K B EL AL AR 70 B R G R T A AR I
M TUEBAT UL R ARG BT R . X B 7O RIETIEE, BE T VI SRR A AR

RIS RS R R I . AT “PIHRSR R RIEN” , ESG WA R B T HE A . WS 47k
TSR . BN ESG SRIAMM X AT A B, ks EE ESG K&K LAY
AR R L2 B RO SRR

ESG X V& & s 42 5 71 2 SERAT o FEERNGINT ESG I 5 G B, #2415
BOSIERF R F-BE, BTE 7R T ESG HIZRBILN T BRAR A MV A 3 98 A A J2 5 45 AR AR AR o X — R B
AMYAE Ghoul £5(2011) ARG 33 T 78 0 5AIE, 7E Goss & Roberts (2011) (IR 5t 455 1 i — B IE
[1] [2]. WNREWLE, ERNEERTHREMATENEZ TS, ESG TR M %Rl 7EFRE, I
T AR G R PR GBS 2 —

SRIM, RO XSS SHIER AN RATER B T 2 WA, EAERORET b, O T ESG fnfa] B A5 ma s/
b 0 RN T IE AR XS D> . 9T IR NI AR ESG 4 VAN E I SEPREEI, A STk T BB TR
W EIFRNFRT BRI ESG SEBE, #R 1 ESG XMV B AR, PATREME ST A L o

2. NHkEAR

ESG 2RI, HaTifE. ARNABEA SRR —ME S, EIHAPTT, ESG RIVH AR LHY
W I B2 eIt B EAE PR A RMMEVE A . R LR AR LA A R R 1 55 2 N
EIRELE(2022) 2 AL FH RN T ESG W2 A 7] st m R ATy, ESG IR RIA
A BT 2 7 NS5 AN Z T8 (A5 S AXSAR, B REFRTHA A AR B3] Kumar £%(2016) 1T 7t
PR T ESG LA RIU 2 m e A Bt Lk 15 5, MMTHESh A R E RS K [4] Lins K 2%
OI7T)MFRH 7 53—, MATA LA ESG WUk i s AR, A By Tl i 5 R 23 AH O LA
WERAM B TA, R AETEF WA G g5 b 8§ B I0 %, BEMFETT Aol i 8 i
#rE[5].
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— e A RE M . EIRBESE(2022) 0, B4k ESG RULE I AT, FATIH I AR
A I DL ST TE (I 25 S 350 . 2 BRSSP a3 S A b i A 7 S ) BRI B e B A s al, ki
AR T ST, A A AMERS LR FH3]. T EHm55(2023)IN 0y, ESG & T1E& HH—
YEFE Rety BRI AN E, 4 ESG RIVWENLEAMETEFRIT, Rt isid MR Al RS Al fh Bt
2R S () R AR S AN B [6] . & 4R (2024) S L BRI G H, Ak I HH 1 Sk ESG R I
I 2R H HAMOCE, NENT F RIS ESCRE, AR 7R s R sy, R
gE T AR T IRE 7], deAh, BEERSE(2024) 42 Ak ESG 15 BV R ER N B SR T Ak sk
P ERIL, WU T A S E Z B E AR, I e 7 8 5385 ol 15 05 50RF, X
FAAR AL il 2t AL B 7 R BR8] 253045 (2024) MBIt SIERF 7L, %1% 2009~2021 FEF E 44k A i
egmb B AFHEAT TN, SREIR, 4 ESG KT TR I AL 8 A BB MR G A 0, i
ERRTHL 1 % 52359]

TR AIHT . TEFARBET A, RO A F A B S A AN E 2 R R AR OCEE,  RIAL A
BN T HES A ANE K B B IR RS . S S (2024) R NFINT G i s sk Ak )BT 7 %
FHRFME IR THA ERE L, 18 ESG WM AME RIS 7, b BH KPR &35 T B %
e REVE FI[10]. BEAh, Z58(2011) i@t SSUERF 7T, %t BT A S MBIEHEAT TAME0Hr, 45 FAEsch R E)
ot A AME TR B E R [11]. T35 (2023) A 5 M E— D4R 7R T HAR BIBN7E i A A 5 R 3L
KAHESH ANV AN E K5 T AR AE I [12] . T 4325 (2022) R FH SiE R 48 5 3%, RILANL ESG 15 B4 75 %
StEGsh A BENHSER, X—RIE—PIESE T ESG Sk A < M S % B R [13]. BRit
24, fEEBTRAIHOTIH, WA R AT IT, AR (2023) i BIF IR ATV R I ARl ESG {E B
P 50} = R AT B R [14].

= RA AR . Albuquerque (2019)#2Hi, #XUTF () ESG B AT LARRAR A F] KR, o 4k RS 34T 2%
FUEE[15]. Lins K (2017)IN A EARRIU N Mk B 47 1) ESG 3 B FFAR AL AE FE ML S (1045 A XU
NI A PR I 55 K2 [5] o 78 B 2R T, T 20 XU (B 8 R RE TS 7 40 38 SR . BRIBE(2018) 119
IR, ) ESG /K TFHMFFEAM R Z AR E R FAHR KR, B ESG LI ill, H
3 240 () U ARG ALK [16] 0 FEARIT AL A 45 MR, F 8§ (2024) 55 N — 3587, Ak ESG IR
U R DL A 05 0 35 65 H VR VEIR U S AR AT e 77, AT il 053 45 XU 7= 26 S5t 35 IR SR AR A i [ 7] e, kA
£5(2023)id i PR A ST 2009 22 2021 4F[A] A I BT A S MIFEAREE, R 74l ESG RILL kI 55 K
W 2 B ) RIG, FL e g SRR W, L) ESG RPN FEARI 55 AU FL A R AR F [17] - [FIE, BE 7555 (2023)
(AR SR E— D4R, A ESG (1R IR i 57 55wl 05 B8 1 A VB, A 32 i Al 1 I 55 XU 18] o
3. IA3EH ESG T
3.1. HEEBAREN

HIEHEA RIALTHUMN, AE ARSI R, G 35 1 B B DL N A il 45, BUIN “3&
Mg ” B, SRR R B T T RME RS . BRI L LSS, BEE BT H RS 5E
U5, HGEHES) T HIEMER K . WRIEEIE EoR, 2023 4E R4, HIBEMERL EAE S Bk BN
el ks 92.02%, B Rk iIHT . AR, FASRMER <7 A KRS R R I EL S, AL N AR SkAm it
MR . SRAFE “SCMU/KIE, JLEREBE” M fiidy, FSRMENRE nTRRS R RAE N A B K R I B 2 5T,
AWTHTAT o

B, fE— % b5 ESG MENEM &, 28 LA EWRE L8 24 SR FE, 175
— R LR, Glinahs. LTFTEMESS, 746 ESG rlRFsi R RIEE:, Hit, ARSCEIE
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N T HE I R I IS AR AT RS R R R B, A SCIREL WIND P48 DL HAIE ESG 2R R i &3 3¢
HER) ESG BARKIL, a0k 1,

Table 1. Perea’s ESG rating for 2018~2022
= 1. IA3EAE 2018~2022 4F ESG 4R

Al Ay HAE ESG 1P wind i¥:4%
I3 2018 5 5.98
AT 2019 6 5.84
HI3EnmE 2020 6 5.89
3T 2021 6 6.99
I3 2022 6 8.37

FRAE 2 1 AT %0, £ 2018~2022 fFHIZEHER) ESG 1T & EFHEaHy, 1E 2022 () Wind ¥FZ, 537
8.37 [M135r, W WIASMELE AT KRl Kk JB T7 I R AR = o

1. s

(1) Feab et

FEF= M B T4,  HSEMERS O T — AT RS 7 AR ay R AR “ AR5 7 AR SR o iZHELE
AT BB AT AT AR, BRI T AT I EZAIE S5 PPk R, WilfE (GB/T 32161-2015
AERS VT = S VPN @ ) ) X — [ S, RIRT SRR CRRER A S R S a4 B = b A A A 2 A v F P 44D
HIE PR bRAE . HeAh, HESERESRINCKYN T Cradle to Cradle tAiE. Z¢ A4k 27 H4% 0 J5 U A K2 MSCI ESG
PRI EZ O R, DA OR= S B I nT RF R 5 st . RIS SR 75 R i i, LA3R S
PR SRR IR R S e B M, BN AT TIPS 7= i IR T RE R R I . AR A] 7 i 4 2E i Jo) 3 4y
7 J5ik, R ERAERE R . JEADRL. AEREL B ORI T B A R I AR 2 R R R ER
YN TN ESES =31

B, BRI RRURR AR 7= i SR (o 0 2 R, WA A = B (3P Bk ) BRI 307 AR i HE
FIH CIP 5 W 5 J5 B R B AV RS AT B A2k, DR A, — 14 115 AR
£, Wb 61,329 ATEE A AFERRF YUK MR RR A &AL SR IRAE, 1SR EE A
FH» FERHRERLAT B 208 T A K AR RS R AH ] 7369 461K, B Btk S (RIE46 14,738 #H k. 5 LRI,
2020 7, > v LE PR SR A P ER AR A R R AR R AR B AR IR ARAE, BT RN AT R AR ER
4.6 Jitk, CRDAFEMEH RS 4.6 Ttk T Ik AT, 2021 A F SRS 0 4848 T g b B
f, EEMAE B RANEFRE, FE, T E g A HERE, IEAMEA B RO T SR
BB AR/, 2022 47, HASEMEAH S A A PR A Rl FEFA RS B RS T Wb . PR — IR 128
BHROAER, %A SR T B 7 LS ) 300611 F- PR idh 46 HH 78470 Fh A% G 16 B T+ 20 BE N R I s 3
ELEUE R AR, AL, IASEMEILARICR A FSC (AR BEZE 01 22 ) UIE IR PG AR, 1 R B IR
ATRESEVE . R AT B, A R RN T RS 999 X TT B PR A T 4 R (5 HE I B BEAR T .
A, HSRMEEEO) T BIF MR A, B, B S F N, DLtkHEsh gt i
) ] R R
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(2) = SAAHEK

FEATH A IR 5 58 A B BRI = SRSk 2 05, FSEMEA i B 0 PR A W AR B ) T 0
HEB 2 (S0 B 27 S A . X — 47 3hiskiae T W EA BRI s, BUE P i A
s, HECMHPIMES N, HESEMERI T RAVTISEAE S i, B 75 52 AR 5 ik 2 28,
22 8 OO T F A 5 1 W AR S5 3R R85 ) o AE 2022 4F 13 P B SR [ (AL 8 78 B SR, ok Sk
W HEN FAAE, SUCREIR, JRRBARSGETE, el R, EAbam, e i e
JRE, w7 22,612.3 Wi AALERHECR . TEYIRIZETTH, HSRIML LG IR R, @Ay
O, W ORI RS URE, R, 7E 2022 4E PN, BT IS MR RIS I, FASETE Bt
1.5 i — AR -

(3) RS

E 2022 4F, HISEMEA T RARETF 1B~ F % TR, RAHINT T AP~ mAE e 71, A5 Ol
SE TSI 75 S CAR AR5 T O 1 A5 LAY SE AT . ZETREREFEMIR, A IR T Z n i T se R s
TH, AR5 AR TC i EAT 2 AL AR P 2R B b oE S, AR, s AR B
e LI PR LRIk, KIRFRAC T AP~ R A BRI E, ASEIaR e AE 7= B AR SO T RS kAt
XEEAT AN PR T AR HIA, HRRBD TicHER, SEIL T Ml St mRes kRt dhm, Bk
S SRR 2 B,

Table 2. Pelaia’s energy saving measures and results in 2020
= 2. IAFEAME 2020 FIREIETE R AR

e TR BUR
T T REVR B HHEGRRH, bk ek & H 2,038.994 Jk FLI
B X, B WL 27,300 F
WS4t L 7 TERHT 4 A H A 24.04%
P2 e RE VR A kR WS 2 B K ARSI R AT 25 AL, HOE 5 AR T 20 e 565.9 JR LI B B

AR e LA 24 [ YA g
TRIRRRARHLAL, R A — RS L

2. fhe

(1) HeBEFAMED)

2023 4F, SRR ISR 4 2, DL “ihTE 2 AHA RIS flidr, U THESVEE KR,
RS RN SRR B R T AZ. 1F 2023 4EN, M M4 2B % 4 640.23 Jit.
FIES, KIEHSEMER S SR G, ArJRE T — Ry 0 TERES . EHAERE, FESEfRR “Eir
178 AR ERER T3S 7 F G, Wi . IFYISOE R W TS0 5E, Ei iR TS 5 R A
ICIRAT B s RIS, HISRMER A “ ISR A HIRIBETHRI” JE 10 44 R TONRIRSIIARIE 55 2 5 L %5 .

B2 Ak, FASIEREAE 50 T /0 AP A R DA B SO A el 5 2 U7 THT ) 8 28 AT A 36 R I 3R B 2023 4F,
HIEAEME . IR, SR BUR LA A S, BRI, A ORISR 880 1482 @ HiE. 2023
SEO9H, HBEHERZ) “w# kIR . N 353 A% Hive 2 EE UL R R A 25 OB T, ool 27
SRR I B v 2 F R A IR S

(2) A TALG 546 F]

HAZEMEE AN 3 TR R ORRE, O R TR ft 78 g M R &, 7RV I [ e A Lt b, 39
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TARES

B A B0 H R LR O TR SRRk, FOSEMERI AR R FE bl 2 BT, S T IR A A
e, SRR TR BRI, 2023 45, AFDNG TF Lz 7 “LmB]” ZARMEME, TE2 I
WA TP Bk e, sh P Rkmlit. thoh, Tolbs et myT HE WS TE, #2708 TEH
SIEAE I SE AR BORT H R UK

TE TOURTEBNES 73, ARMERS7 IR &, HATHME IERIEE, 47 7R T RPN E 28 T/ER
FHRE, #E T R TARINNIE, Mo etk X8, b THRZREEINIA THEH . Rtz b,
AFDEB I EBORES), £5% T R TG AERE, a7 R T TEASEEREE, ST TR
IFi) P4

3. AAElEEE

HISEAEA FIaa &A% (PARANRIEREARNELY 5 (PEANRILAEIESRER) S, Bk
FHAS(E BRI 3T, BUI TR B RS B ST RS S . AR JREA IEIE B 1R
M, R A 5 5538 Be s S AP HUSRECE A 7 W Bofi (5 2, NI IRBRE 0 0 28 - RS HAA,
A F TGS RS B R 5 0 B AE AR AL B TE -

BRUbZ Ah, A e IR I EOR, MERBATE BEE XS B R TS, a5 ARGHERE
17 ESG 15 B e, JFINESMTHLA, 172 FAHSGH T TJF e TAE ESG £5ll, M58 2w ARt ESG (3.
LIRS, SR R BT LIS RN, T S A T OR R A N B A BRI A, FE SR ] i
HA ST HVAE A I AR, Gl Ik 22 R A 10 VA 8 T U I AR BT IIRAE DL R B “e B CF A,
AWrERAA BTN A F NS TR, DA ERAUTE Bl 5 B .

1E 2022 N, AR T RIEHIESRAS S BT AU ) i AR BT A RS A G, DUARE k
WA J P2k (1K) 2022 45 BT A ) B i Se i 2 . Sk ER, SRR LE 4 5Tk (1 5% Fh 22 151 Fp 3k
BTAE IR . 75 IR FABNSEXI, bl i, HEEMAEATNAE. 5 EWES A EB NS
(2RI -

4. ESG AN ERI RN EE 1

fEEEs E, T HEE T RIFE S Q [H O SO PFE b i I E Z bR . EAMMUGEEHIE T b
S IRDUATT 75508 Aeolb B 7= (R A, i FLA R 7 2 i (KIS TR0 fEL. 058 Q fELE I LA Ak 987 (1 i 37 (B
HSEERA, ARGETWSESTmEER, BRI T AFRKNAEMES T MER KR, STk
WOrHEAERE D AR EEE L. 1% Q BBV IR, WIS TR AR Ak, el
WA BIGE . 25 G M S RBAITIZUME, BT M AME, FMBEAR S, A SCR 5
Q R ME, SBHAR.

FEARSCHISERT T, A B R EURIE 22 ook, 38 7 SS B it U B BUB Y [ 28 %2 (CSMAR) &
F(WIND)HUHE R, B CR B HER L S 2T rE . RRalth, RS RO ZEI i, HIRN T #
AMVIZE DL, REIEHS KRR — P& TV RE R Y, Bl il ik e shas.
H iy 4Rbr A Stata BEATHERINE, AT E > Hik B T4l ESG #i8k . AR TiERE . Al E 5

EAEM A
4.1, ZERAFELIR
ESG Al it % fif fih 7 20 SRR RE MR E HIER T ESG SRII 75 75 22 At ik 5 240 R 77 THI 5 46 G A A €5
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HETHES) AAME IR T . PREE R (022) [T 7T, ESG S i) fis Il 0 52 fh %5 i 37 (R 75 bk,
LT s 1 Rl 240 RO B PR [19] . X — IR MARVELE T, ESG FIUAE (1 A 51 1) T & B0 1 B 5 145 245
BRI, 2R GE, XRRIRT T G BB, G R T BT T (AR i
Rk, 5 ) T sk 2l b midEsh 7 .

HISEMELN 7 TR m ARG RN, s AR DGR ANE R AR D), W ER Y0 CHASMEAL H
JBe 0 BR 2 M5 B0 R B AR ) S ) P B M A R SR . A F IRLBEAT (S B BRI ST, B T4
PE B EE R R e . eAh, NERILEEZ AR, AFANES. BESREEHEA LR
NSRRI S BUR R, R AT AT 9 ™ M A 15 B B B (R 8 R, A ] AR MR
FRPAEN L. RN, ARSNGB AR, MAME R BN R AR EES A SN
W%, RS BB A, M. IR RN A 8O 5 ESG (58, i8S BE W, BT
PR RGO ISR EAE B — A7 U T AR B KIE TR 8RR I LA, b T R Ak
Jrs ki fa . EIX — Al b, BT IR RO B TR, AR R %R E. AT
B, ASCRI A FC IRECR B BRI R AW, FC AR, BB MR A dM A, W54 R
Wi 3 iR

Table 3. Financing constraints
3. BRBRAR

ik R FC {4 £ Q1H
HI3EME 2018 0.5628 1.773659
FASRME 2019 0.4239 2.62067
HISEAME 2020 0.62809 10.12681
HI3EME 2021 0.51255 9.400127
3T 2022 0.22806 9.549423

fH#¢ 3 W&, 7F 2018~2022 4, FC {HAMEMBORE/N, BEWRER L RS T oM, [FK, 5% Q
fE M 1.773659 #2152 9.549423, {MVAMEASR] 7 ERIES . BT WL, ESG I nT it 22 fif fil 0% £ o K
e AAE

4.2. REEAIF

ESG ¥R IUIN ok BIFTRIE ALl . PR E55(2022)48 SR AT A R MG SR KWt
{EIK M ESG B RENS Wom LI BT EE, TSR AEaUH L™ AR 55 [20]. Ak B K- P-5 i vk
Frm s g S ReE R, RS AR T AL ISR e A e

SRR IO R BT 0 5 B B RbABe, SeEER AR, BRI B R, e8ER9Ut, ® BRI
WSLT). £E 2022 5, o EIFREAER H AR AT e e, HRIAEY TR HERE. AL =K
T 1, EAT RS [, AFLE 2018 AL “HLA L5 TR ", FFEaRtbmz RN
A IR, WE LR RIFER JIBN . v 1 A st A R, AR I A & 1 51 i, 7E 2022 £
NIRRTV LS, AFRORCE 7€ R B RE R St L s A s il 25 5 0 A e, JFSIAT
S RE R REAR N o FASRAEZ S IR T 1 ABE. ZETET . R 7RSS 2 5 R
FIERE, BRBURBILA 15 T, £E 2022 SESEHL 1 75 FOHdh BT . D9 1 B4 UG FA SR 2 =] ) 613 K132
TR, ASCERET P PRI ANE S L QIR B bn e, 0k 4.
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Table 4. Enterprise innovation level
4. A AIFHAKTE

Ak Ay RN LI Q MH
HISE A 2018 51,250,857.94 1.773659
TS 2019 74,602,606.55 2.62067
HASHEAHE: 2020 72,200,028.77 10.12681
HIE A 2021 76,583,650.83 9.400127
TS 2022 128,009,104.5 9.549423

WEERKG TR, 7E 2018~2022 4=, HISEMERF R NEAK 2 I8 K%, M 51,250,857.94 273
128,009,104.5 7T, fE 2022 fEWF RN G REA T E W L B O A F 4.31%. HIEHE R VAN E U FEE BT & $X
N IR R s, R, ESG FEH AT R 3 A A ok H s A A A

4.3. PRIV S5 BE

ESG 35 Bt id i PR A 28 KB K38 s A B . SRR 7L, TAIF S0 I ESG
RIMEGHGFHELAMER 2 0 ZIH B EM AR FRpi(2018)i2H, ESG RIVL Rk, Hfi%
A RS AF R AR o X — R IRE—2PUESE T ESG SUE PG Al A5 F KU 7 T (1) 58 14 [16] . 4k ESG
ROERLT, FRAER MBI S Hbh # MR AL B MRE RIFIEE, RN R IIE ESG W@ &
VEJT R85, 18— R BRI T Al 45 XU

SEAHISEMEA FREAT 08T, RRCEHEEEAT (LN B T B 1T, HSEMEA AR LR B MEN %, 455
FZEAEL, 57 L. EEERER, HFBE 24EEZIER. 2023 47, HIBEHEX 264 AL 1) ESG R I
AT A THPPAY , SIS 100%, T AR R A ESG btk LRS- 1 LR R R B AN a] SR,
A AR T W55 0K, I T HASE RS 4L & ST M AT RF S R BRI EA . N 7B LT &, A SCIEH
Z-score {E R AT R ANV 55 KU, Wik 5 1) .

Table 5. Financial risks of enterprises

= 5. SRR

ik Eth zfH FEE QM
HASEME 2018 3.346055 1.773659
HASHEAHE: 2019 6.042087 2.62067
HE A 2020 20.968757 10.12681
HI3EME 2021 16.927791 9.400127
HI3EME 2022 15.458968 9.549423

f#¢ 5 W%, 7F 2018~2022 4F, z (HAWIRIRT:, z EBK, RIS X GE T8k E, b
RGO . BRI, HISERELE 2020~2022 AV SR ILEC LT, Ak 45 KA. [FIR, $B5E Q
M 1773659 #2521 9.549423, ANHMEARS] 7 ECRIRTE. AT W, ESG I A PR A b ot 55 U
KA A ANME -

5. BE

AR SCES L E NSO SCHR, 256 PTRPEE R B . P2 A SCHIR BRI B E #e, IS
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Bl BraE it STk, BRSO U 5, ST R A MRS, ASTRAIRTT 1 ESG RIUNT
AN E VSRR, HAE T T ESG MEH Tk B i Bk R4 . FTVRRIBEF 0, A0
TUTREAHETEX ML .

F— Ak ESG RIUR A AN ELBAT B3 (IR FHESNE A o X RIAMURALE b T2k
JEWEJIRURK R, T HOE N RO R A TUER, BT T E. SRR g T+ &
A, HAERAREEN, WOl RRENER, Sy K m s, Ik, Bk s
o A B AT CLER s B, A RNAERS S, eSO LT EE LSRR, FE L
FABIRRE, AN ITEs I RErs AR, Bt s A e .

S AL ESG I 2 i i IR il 5 ) ORI RE b . R B A RS B2, Ik fERE
A E AT B, HEMBRANTOIREHT . EE SRR CH R, AIMHES) b ST A
TR SR MR FEASHAMA BT b S T R e, IS RERS BT i SE 4 iR %h, 2t
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