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Abstract
The green and low-carbon transformation of enterprises is fundamental to the realization of “du-
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al-carbon”. In the context of “dual-carbon”, the ESG performance of enterprises has become an
important factor affecting corporate value. Using A-share listed companies in the electricity and
heat production and supply industry from 2012 to 2021 as the research object, the impact of cor-
porate ESG performance on corporate value is empirically investigated using quantile regression
model. The results of the study show that corporate environmental and governance dimension per-
formance has a positive effect on high-level corporate value, while corporate social dimension per-
formance has no significant effect on corporate value. Corporate green innovation has a positive
effect on corporate value with a lag. Corporate environmental dimension performance and green
innovation have complementary effects on low- and high-level enterprise value. Based on the above
findings, it is proposed to improve the ESG disclosure system to promote the good development of
corporate ESG and help achieve the goal of “double carbon”.
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1) 43%, fDifEAEEN . BSR4 A RDAE A SR, 78RR TR, BARgEK
JREL S IANAN R e, IRSIHER ISR BRI SR, 5835 ARV FE a AR A A, BB B HE SR
ERIGRRE X7 HE. ESG MBS EMEIMEIELE 2004 52, HEFABE). +E2(S)ANAEL(G)
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R B TR VR S OISR 4515 2, 5 EE ESG Al 51 # I EE . 7F “X
i RN, BEFL ESG RIUN L1 5 IR S RO A A E 52 B BB X, k] DUAR YR B
LA R A RIS, (e (1

LA SCHREIE 78 22 LA A A B AR G, BT 1 BRI fl. “XUR” 5T, EEXERTESL
B HE S 4 B 5 — e 1 S AE PR S RO T Ak ESG R BT b ANME A2 M 75 & T Rl R R Y
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T LA — RE AR E AR S AN R Sk 08 X I [ e 45 1 R, DA 1) A AR SE LAl T %, [
R AL ZRAF B &2 (K AR B AT B0 RT3, TR B K . JEBFF R, Ak ESG R ILAT LAR
KRR, PR A A R (BRI S, 2019) [1]+ 38 3o B B 145 18 F A 1 i i 75 420 TR 5k A T
A A RIE S (AL F 2, 2022) [2] FEAR AV 45 KU (51 7745, 2023) [314 % Ak IE FIVE AT, M
TG HE A E K . AT RIRE M E TS . {3 BALS I A O W 5032 DL R B

Hla: FREEMEFE RIS AN EA IEFE A

Hib: #h£4fi i L xt i A E e .

Hic: JATRYERE RN VM EA IF I 7E A .

2.2. FEflFx el MERRIE

RO QUETE T ESEIS R IR R TR, SEORKREATT R OEIH. TR, BRBL Mk sk
ORI SN AL TR R, BSR4 SRR PR A SRR HBAT L, BN A SR
R &I T N RIS OAHTKCF, SOEIHHR Ml SIS (IR R J& 1Y) 2842 (GR 4N 5E , 2018) [4].
AP ER ORI AMXBI ) T SEBl s k R, HARM T Al nl#FF ek e . ARy, el
DA RS A R B 2V R (VEAR S, 2021) [S]REARIAEE S F KUS AN ARG BEARA (SR A 4%, 2021) [6],
M FETH b E . ASCHET B0 Hr, Stk DL IR TR

H2: ZxaiE ki B IEFER .

2.3. ESG #MEFa tFH M ERZ B

ESG RIMALR EOQIF SRR SO R R, et dlian. il ESG RINFILR A AHTHAx) 4
M ARE A FE0R, T A SR [N AAAE, 7R SR 2 200 1 A 2 A B A SReA T A B2 2 R SO
FtH B F B XA . (EIREEGERE I, A ARSI B R 1 ST 5 SR B8 2 R A 2 i
AH R PR 22T B B AN GRS P sk, L EEE A LAME R (Me Willians &5, 2000) [7]. fEFL4ERE L,
A THUEB N BN SO, 42 BT A W BIEHAT 9, 8 2 7 13 4 {8 (Carrasco #1 Buendia,
2013) [8], b4k, WEFE R IEARBIE I FNTE At 2 BT TR AL 2 A b AN R 8 45 o 78 24 A28 e (R
JB%E, 2021) [9]. AEVRERLERE b, WFFCHEHA FIATE R VRIS R EEINT, MR a4
W EEENE, BIERREE, JE#E2sh ), ZE IR LS = 2%, 2020) [10].
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H3a: AV IREE4E B R St 0ot b AN (B AN RN

H3b: At o 4 B RIS S B A ANME A FLANEN

H3c: Al if B 4 B RS St B o6t b A0 (A EL RS
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3.1 HEENSHEXRIE
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HFAFWAUE T SFEFRIE Y, teab g m 7 BA h ER R iEbs, JLPES TTA Bl AW . SEIE E. S,
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J7 5 BH &5 (2023) [151FIRF ST, FHEIE ESG 1 9 RYZE M BIMERAK R 9~1. Ind 1 fim.

Table 1. E, S, G performance level assignments
F 1.E. S\ G RIUFRMN

Lo AAA AA A BBB BB B ccc cc C
AR 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2
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A EAZEN B, NI S IE B RS E R R, SRS O IR 2 A E
PERATREE . TSR % R H g 8 R O g F BB O, BB T LRI P AETE AT E . LAk,
LRI E BE R A 2t i s, BT DA 4 £ 5 R B O B B Al S (6 BT KT L Gt 68 L R %
RO 07 (i K 2% 55, 2023) [17]. 45 b, AR SCHIF SOGB4k 65 R i BOR 12 A AR A L R SR 6B BT /K7
N T RGBT N 0 ML, A% /N2 (2022) [18]/MH:, X4kt R Higs +1, JF
B 4
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W9t 2 2% m PRI A5 (2019) [19]. ZANDE4H(2021) [201M9WF 9E 0715, MERIRE ) 26iRe /1. s
S5 T A A ) A mT RS A A3 O I R R . LR AR R SRk 2,

33 RBEEESEN

i itlinprtes

SRR i Koenker T~ 1978 4 fi L4 HY , FL TR LR B B0 He i il R AR B EAT 4R 40 B2 A 0 L BB
WA E AL N AR R 2 (AR OR R . 5 R BB ALE PR M, 0 2 B AT 7 IS A AR
% . Kolmogorov-Smirnov #4455 Shapiro-Wilk #4145 R 7R p HI/NT 0.5, AR IES SN . WES
I FE AT B0 A Q-Q K 4 R R FEARBIR AR IERS /040 . R EARE Q_Q KWIZ R WA 1. 4% al 3 w2 ik
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Table 2. Definition of variables
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Figure 1. Q-Q diagram of main variables
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Fok, @IAEAY(2), WL EIHTT L 5T S AN E AR AL A R S
Q. TuobinQ = ¢, + +,gi + ¢;controls + & (2)
5, EAIEA(3), BEAMEL. ARG BRI S S (G HT A B0 HE D 5 # O A AR
kb A R AL A E R R AR H o
QTuobinQ =y, + y,e _disx gi+ y,s _disx gi+ y,g _disx gi + gcontrols + ¢ 3)
Horr, i R A, Q (TuobinQ) RARBMBARRILIE q MME, 6. & Mg RRREI
4. SEUESMHR
4.1. #RMG
23BN T AR ERA S R 45 R, TuobinQ 35184 1.342, f/IME v 0.749, e KA 4 11.461,
RKMESBRAMEMZER, BRI Z (A RN AME ZBEECR . TuobinQ HSAMER Tz 8, Bk
A AN HH A O, A S SRR 4 IR — 3. e_dis EHP AL BRIy 1, Ui R EU L AR PR B 4R R I R
XPECIRESAERE . AL YR FEANEERYERE, FEARMIABRAE R R IR, WA E K. Gi 1E 75%7 i 5 fUE
N0, YT R REA L PR R SO BT B R O 0, SREEBIFT/K-FA R sk, (W5
SRR, BARBHARMIES A, B LSH OLS [al AR R 2 ANHER Y -
Table 3. Descriptive statistics of variables
3. TERAMGITER
WE bR RAMA 285%srfit hfust Ts%arvd RORME mE e g

TuobinQ  1.342 0.695 0.749 0.991 1.119 1.450 11.461 6.614 80.397
e_dis 1.747 1.026 1.000 1.000 1.000 2.000 7.000 1.976 5.240
s_dis 4.350 0.996 1.000 4.000 4.000 5.000 7.000 —0.145 0.533
g_dis 5.829 1.177 1.000 5.000 6.000 7.000 8.000 -1.611 3.982

gi 0.211 0.495 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 2.622 2.728 7.341
roe 0.041 0.269 —4.065 0.030 0.069 0.117 1.013  -8.530 106.441
roa 0.054 0.059 —0.618 0.035 0.054 0.079 0372  -3.066  33.672
lev 0.575 0.186 0.013 0.472 0.592 0.711 0991 -0.619 0.388
topt 0.618 0.175 0.013 0.500 0.626 0.747 0971  —-0.387 0.018
size 10.200  0.621 8.491 9.682 10.186 10.599 11690  0.332 —0.438
year 22.386  5.085 9.058 19.058 22.263 25.874 39.803  0.121 0.125
ep 0.872 0.334 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 —-2.238 3.020

4.2. AXMRIE

26 4 NMFMERG IR 45 R . 45 B R, e_dis 55 TuobinQ 22 7] i AH 9% £ %1 0.0340, 7 10%1 7K F & 3%,
s_dis 5 g_dis 1 TuobinQ Z[A] [\ AH K RESE N 11 8L, 18 1% MK R R, f5IE 1 H1. gi 5 TuobinQ
ZIAIIAHOR RECH 0.157, FFAE 1% 3, UM S a5 M EAAE ERER,
WIS WALE H2. g_dis 5 s_dis Z [BMI% REEIA 0.704, 25 RE FIA S TEAS 6 H REAS 6 15 /N0 B 2 8] I AH 2%
P, AR — BT 2 HILL M. SR ERER K VIF{HA 355, /NT 4, “F3 VIF (N 2.12, ¥/h
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Table 4. Correlation test results of variables

4. TEMEXMRIEER

TuobinQ e_dis s_dis g_dis gi roe
TuobinQ 1
e_dis 0.0340" 1
s_dis -0.162"" 0.476™" 1
g_dis -0.128™ 0.144™ 0.704™" 1
gi 0.157™ 0.380™" 0.155™" 0.0330 1
roe —0.0380 0.0370 0.152" 0.187" 0.069" 1
roa —0.0290 0.096™ 0.199™ 0.235™" 0.120™" 0.830™"
lev —-0.358™" 0.0660 —0.0440 -0.179™ —0.0440 —0.228™"
topt -0.310™" 0.233™" 0.323™" 0.234™" 0.110™" 0.136™"
size -0.465™" 0.349™" 0.363"" 0.158™" 0.207™ 0.126™
year -0.117" -0.077" —0.080" -0.202"" -0.142" -0.091™
ep -0.279™ 0.0310 0.145™" 0.094™ —0.0550 —0.0400
roa lev topt size year ep
roa 1
lev -0.229"" 1
topt 0.213™ 0.115™" 1
size 0.154™" 0.339™" 0.594™" 1
year -0.185™" —0.0610 -0.077" 0.157"™" 1
ep —0.0340 0.302" 0.235" 0.255™" 0.0480 1

T RN 1% B E KT THRIR %R FE VAT TRIR 10% M R E R R ICTRFE .

4.3. SuE3

AIIEFE 10%. 25%. 50%-. 75%H 909%ixX 5 AN i K sl AT SLUEAT IS, B FAEAN R AL E s ESG
RO AN AME IR, B AEAS[F] 430 AR AR B o AV AR B 2 B R 2R . [ 25 SR i3 5~7.

1. ESG R I MMV A E I [F] A 56

P 5 BN T AR GE T | A SR | R ERYE T = ANE R R B E R R S R AR EOR,
e_dis 1 g_dis [ 1A REAE 5 DN BONIEAE, FHAED A EL R 50%. 75%F1 90%A4L7E 5% 1%
KRR, FEREED EFHES, SEHAAME R THER BSR4 = S54RI A B E il
TEINITE 4 FOYA FRAE R DU M E A IR M, HOX e [ s ma i A AN oK i as,  Foi
¥ Hla F Hic #B/3152I96E . s _dis £ 7% m A OLS [BH R, BT, JE4R Hib. Mk R8s,
RHE PR, TSI AR L R, BRI T 2R SRR B SR, ek A (R K

2. GG AANME K F R

%6 JBAR T A AAMERI AR . EREIR, 7E 50%. 75%F1 90%[ A A kb [ 19 R %L
NIE, HAE 1%/KFFRE, BHMAMERTEAKFR B S #IE S48 A B Bk
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Table 5. Regression results of ESG performance on firm value
Fz 5. ESG M AN BRI EYILER

VoA 9=
variables ols
ql0 925 g50 q75 g90
e_dis 0.148"™ 0.0079 0.0224 0.0583"" 0.1104™ 0.1315"
(4.04) (0.68) (1.10) (2.00) (2.56) (2.45)
s_dis —0.031 —0.0039 —0.0069 0.0006 —0.0535 0.0083
(-1.11) (-0.29) (-0.35) (0.02) (~1.56) (0.16)
g_dis 0.026™ 0.0109 0.0061 0.0101™ 0.0136™" 0.0200™"
(2.15) (0.73) (0.95) (2.97) (2.95) (2.07)
roe -0.122 0.0502 -0.2529" —0.2246 —0.4597 —0.7981™
(-0.33) (0.28) (-1.91) (-1.52) (-1.64) (-2.30)
roa 0.148 0.9435™ 177717 1.3631™ 1.8861™ 25171
(0.06) (1.97) (3.64) (2.58) (2.05) (1.59)
lev —0.968™" 0.1476™ 0.0769 —0.2228 -0.8826™" —-1.4235™"
(-3.22) (2.19) (0.81) (-1.63) (-4.08) (-3.37)
topt —0.303 0.0603 0.0047 —0.1379 —0.1451 -0.5169
(-1.21) (1.07) (0.06) (-0.99) (-0.80) (-1.21)
size -0.374™ —0.1525™" -0.1923™" —0.2558™" -0.3141™ -0.3617""
(-5.36) (-4.42) (-5.79) (-5.88) (-6.49) (—4.40)
year -0.013™ -0.0011 —0.0030 —0.0016 —-0.0071 -0.0214"
(—2.66) (-0.51) (-1.07) (-0.42) (-1.31) (-1.76)
ep -0.175" —0.0286 -0.1040 -0.1781" -0.2282" -0.1037
(-1.82) (-0.65) (-1.64) (-2.15) (-1.91) (-0.44)
Constant 6.587"" 2.3757™ 2.9663" 4.0507™" 5.5877"" 7.2136™"
(6.42) (8.45) (9.73) (11.40) (14.79) (10.42)
R? 0.336 0.1045 0.1204 0.1812 0.2712 0.3251
Table 6. Regression results of green innovation on firm value
2 6. FEAFHTELNERME)TER
variables ols P
gl0 925 g50 q75 g90
gi 0.313™ 0.0124 0.0452 0.2169™" 0.4129™" 0.3590™"
(5.30) (0.64) (0.87) (4.65) (3.92) (2.76)
roe -0.138 0.0512 -0.2358 —-0.2194 -0.2776 -0.8269™
(-0.37) (0.29) (-1.61) (-1.36) (-0.84) (-2.17)
roa 0.022 0.9449™ 1.6551™" 1.3983™ 1.2002 2.2390
(0.01) (2.02) (3.74) (2.54) (1.08) (1.50)
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lev -0.755" 0.1420" 0.0824 ~0.2420" ~0.7551"" ~1.0153"
(-3.13) (2.17) (1.09) (-2.08) (-3.42) (-2.79)
topt -0.277 0.0559 0.0481 -0.1021 ~0.4688™ ~0.5706™
(-1.22) (0.78) (0.65) (-0.89) (-2.73) (~2.65)
size ~0.406™ ~0.1498" -0.1893" ~0.2693" ~0.2979™ ~0.3809"
(-5.99) (-5.17) (-5.99) (-6.82) (-6.64) (-6.15)
year ~0.006" ~0.0020 ~0.0040 ~0.0006 -0.0017 -0.0154"
(-1.68) (-0.97) (-1.47) (-0.17) (-0.27) (-1.74)
ep ~0.199" ~0.0358 -0.1103™ -0.1341 -0.2027 -0.1252
(-1.79) (-0.97) (-2.20) (-1.43) (-1.49) (-0.69)
Constant 6.345" 23863 3.0007** 41954 5.3594™" 6.9010"*
(7.75) (10.06) (10.70) (11.22) (16.11) (13.96)
R2 0.332 0.1047 0.1184 0.1988 0.2999 0.3579

LR AEAME B A IE R R, R H2 B3R5 .

3. ESG KI5 Lt BIHN 1958 B A AR E 1 5] R 56

RATRHE— DT ESG R AL NG 3 AN FLARYE 5 5 4 4 1) 1 58 ELIRUGT A VAN EL (19 52 1
FHSE SRR 7 iR, 4R BN, e_dis x gi EIEHRESINIESE, 75 10%. 75%F1 90% 757 £ rii b 2
=, WA AR S KA E R F O S5 304 P2 S AL RO A f BT Al R PR S5 4 1 R IR 41 £,
BEHAFLE BANINE, A IR BT 4k B R BN St 0397 [F) I A7 76 ] DR R AN B, MBS H3a 384 B S6IE
s_dis x gi #1 g_dis x gi /£ OLS [t IG A AL B ke 56 ~, A B ki . RHtaq4iEsS
TEHLYE RN SR8 B 2 A A X A E P2 A B2 AT FL M, B H3b. H3c A B K .

Table 7. Regression results of interaction terms and firm value
F 7. XEISEUNERNEYFER

variables ols oA
ql0 925 g50 q75 g90
e_dis x gi 0.0757"" 0.0659™ 0.0532 0.0631 0.0859™ 0.1235™
(2.79) (2.56) (1.59) (1.49) (2.37) (2.46)
s_dis x gi 0.0010 —0.0166 —-0.0017 0.0045 —0.0325 0.0169
(0.01) (-0.38) (-0.02) (0.05) (-0.69) (0.16)
g_dis x gi 0.0108 -0.0071 -0.0117 0.0077 0.0388 -0.0106
(0.18) (-0.26) (-0.27) (0.12) (0.92) (-0.12)
roe -0.1057 0.0364 -0.2373" —0.2054 -0.2611 —0.6567"
(-0.28) (0.24) (-1.90) (-1.22) (-0.74) (-1.80)
roa -0.1656 1.0502* 1.6864" 1.3316™ 1.1290 1.8009
(-0.07) (2.41) (3.73) (2.48) (0.97) (1.22)
lev -0.6902" 0.1475™ 0.0886 -0.2022" -0.6817" -0.7953"
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(-2.91) (2.35) (1.10) (~2.03) (-3.42) (-2.14)

topt ~0.2505 0.0491 0.0505 ~0.1175 -0.2737 ~0.3196
(-1.08) (0.84) (0.57) (-0.82) (-1.31) (-1.27)

size ~0.4196™" ~0.1581"" ~0.1999" ~0.2540"" ~0.3146" ~0.4283"

(-5.79) (-5.68) (-5.31) (-6.47) (-5.94) (-7.92)

year ~0.0042 -0.0017 ~0.0033 ~0.0005 0.0005 ~0.0070
(-1.13) (-0.77) (-1.12) (-0.14) (0.09) (-0.99)

ep ~0.2425™ ~0.0336 -0.1118" ~0.1516" ~0.3070" ~0.2590

(~2.08) (-0.85) (-1.87) (~1.66) (-2.83) (~0.90)

Constant 6.4365" 2.4582" 3.0872"™ 4.0410™ 5.4218" 70292
(7.45) (9.85) (9.43) (12.05) (13.56) (14.01)

R? 0.346 0.1131 0.1349 0.2108 0.3173 0.3729

4.4, REMKRIE

N T AR AR TN S TR, AR SOR U B . R AR S A S I ] U AT AR A AR

1. AFEBHk

2% T ERA%5(2010) [21] i, A SO A AR YR 25 (EPS) B 4 G 5 g BT X A AL 3E 47 (11 U5 437
AL RN 8, MIHLHEE R, s dis f£ 50081 75% 7 B8 Nl B 24656, HAh A5 S oLs
Kyt 48 B8 i BB IR S, K IFTEZ4aR Y Hib. JfhRa @ Emah s ik T 2RBONE AL, Hib
PR —5, WO B —E St

2. THAE:

M T4k ESG BRI GV AME AT e EONE R, X 7E— @2 E_ B SE RS HUh TS BAMES . — T
T, ESG KINTEHE XI5 HHE DG FIZMKE N, i R E BTt BRI E 525 ESG K3
BISEME s S — 5T, AAME T = A A TE 2 B SR NF 58 ESG RIMH, ESG RIS, Rl
ESG RIZ FM ARSI . AT B ik ESG RILE MM E R RUA R R R, M FLRaTSEt:, A5
{81 B B /s AT AR A G . a3 ik BRI S — W e_dis. 5 —HH s_dis. ¥ e — 1 g_dis Al S
— i gi fE N e_dis. s_dis. g_dis 1 gi f) THAR &, THAENGERN. &k, #1755 TRHRERE. 4
R0 9 R, 4 AT HEBRR FEWKT 10, @y THARRLE, U TARRALS TR, 5
fRR AR B [RAEEAR DG E . IR, 4T 2sls [mlVH, S5 A0F 32 10 FioR. 2sls 255 50 nl A 45 R —5

3. i JE HmEA

2 B A b B SR €5 R BT AV ANME = R S A7 AE — B (O 5, S 5 1A B0 mT DL M L) [R] SR 56
RIE, EEELIH E— IS TR BRSSO AR &, M R SCEARE, SRR 1L . BIH%GR
BoR, SEAUE TR REM SR E IR R AERN, 5 PR3 kA, B 25%5 i sk
[EIH RECE BT R %, OLS [A1A 45 A HoAth o0 A £ s A3 B B, e B e )y 5 3 2R 7= S Rk Ak )
LR ANEAME B E R E R AELEA S 1, O — AR g2 ma oK T X% 24 3.

5. &it 5N
PL 2012~2021 SERH T S5HNEFESHENE A B BT ISR S, Ad oA H m] AR A,
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Table 8. Display of regression results

8. EVFSRETR

variables ols P
g10 925 950 q75 g90
e_dis 0.036™ 0.0028 0.0424 0.030™ 0.0585™ 0.0185"
(2.20) (0.19) (1.27) (2.17) (2.33) (1.88)
s_dis —0.030 —0.0283 —0.0053 —0.0277" —0.0657"" —0.0322
A (1) (-1.36) (-1.62) (-0.52) (-1.91) (—2.79) (—0.43)
g_dis 0.044™ 0.0150 0.0027 0.0230™ 0.0571" 0.0329
(2.66) (0.78) (0.35) (2.28) (2.89) (0.71)
controls YES YES YES YES YES YES
gi 0.0381" 0.0148 0.0316 0.0223" 0.088™ 0.0300™"
A (2) (1.67) (0.33) (0.57) (1.67) (2.50) (2.01)
controls YES YES YES YES YES YES
e dis x gi 0.076™ 0.006 0.007 0.033" 0.051™ 0.038
(2.17) (0.25) (0.49) (1.71) (2.39) (0.86)
s_dis x gi —0.049 —0.059 —-0.014 —0.041 —-0.082" —0.038
T (3) (-1.05) (-1.04) (-0.62) (-1.36) (-1.93) (-0.38)
g_dis x gi 0.031 0.045 0.014 0.022 0.045" 0.005
(1.19) (1.39) (1.01) (1.17) (1.79) (0.10)
controls YES YES YES YES YES YES
Table 9. Test results of weak instrumental variables
F90 FIATEKRHER
variable R? Adjusted R’ F prob > F
e_dis 0.6989 0.6936 200.533 0.0000
s_dis 0.5065 0.4978 108.676 0.0000
g_dis 0.4624 0.4529 65.9227 0.0000
gi 0.6964 0.6921 242.274 0.0000
Table 10. 2sls regression results
2 10. 2sls E)IALER
2sls
variables
tuobing tuobing
e_dis 0.1552""
(2.89)
s_dis 0.0091
(0.07)
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B3k
g_dis 0.1673"
(1.88)
gi 0.4250"
(6.81)
controls YES YES
Table 11. Regression results for lagged green innovation
F 11 HRFEHNEAER
variables ols oA
q10 925 g50 q75 g90
gi 0.347™ 0.0136 0.0221 0.2191" 0.4223"™ 0.4617""
(5.35) (0.63) (0.47) (5.28) (4.20) (3.10)
roe -0.133 0.0415 -0.2334" —-0.2215 —0.3070 -0.7125™
(-0.36) (0.27) (-1.89) (-1.59) (-0.94) (—2.06)
roa 0.039 1.0103™ 1.6605™" 1.4144™ 1.4037 2.0624
(0.02) (2.22) (3.54) (2.77) (1.19) (1.35)
lev -0.744™" 0.1513" 0.0956 -0.2513" -0.7335"" -0.9501"""
(-3.15) (2.25) (1.13) (-2.41) (-4.29) (-2.79)
topt -0.256 0.0562 0.0377 -0.1335 —0.4497™ -0.5250"
(-1.18) (0.87) (0.46) (~1.40) (-2.51) (-1.92)
size —0.417" —0.1482™" —0.1866™" —0.2608™" -0.3114™" —-0.4192™
(-6.37) (-5.28) (-5.36) (-8.58) (-7.10) (-6.81)
year -0.006" -0.0016 -0.0032 -0.0013 —0.0006 -0.0102
(-1.71) (-0.80) (-1.18) (-0.37) (-0.13) (-1.42)
ep -0.188" —0.0342 —0.1085™ —-0.1385" —0.0720 —0.2753
(-1.70) (~1.00) (-2.15) (-1.92) (-0.58) (-1.19)
Constant 6.422" 2.3517" 2.9517" 4.1545™" 5.3080"" 7.2504™
(7.87) (10.02) (9.30) (13.29) (14.46) (12.69)
R® 0.342 0.1051 0.1182 0.1997 0.3037 0.3749

BFALT ESG RIRAMLAMERIN, ARG T © Ml S4en i mae e R IR #AT &
AAMEF LRG0, SUIBEE R A R ETHITIR . @ At 1 0 2Dt ol (e A 523

=2
PEREI . O Ak ZR O QUFT X AL HE A IR SN, XA AR e 1, Hoe A s T~ — .
@ AV FRIYE R AR IR CL BT R0k s 2K P AR AT R il A B Aolb ™ A2 AN SO R 5 B RS o 150
EIRWEFEA R, SR LN
ESG £ 1k ESG 5| % . ESG WIMAREEH . HRFMILEE AT AM MK, ESC KfEH
ATFIYAS EARS B REPAT I DL EBUR AT E FE 17T . BUFAEE 112 ESG 91 33 R Lk, H
Ny ESG B K AT ESG HEZRHMHIE . HAT, FkE ESG #iik EER LA NE, ESG 5 EHFEEILEAR
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Heistl, BUT I EHUNHE ESG HiFs B A RS H A4 A HIRE, BUsedE ESG HFEHIL .
5EH ESG EHAR, 1 ESG M B SIRBLA WK, Xk BEME S0 LT A= 7T, fRiE ESG
WA I FCSR LA ERA L. FEVPRNAT T . PPRNLMITE Y ESG PR R5EH#, NI ESG 1F4ik
Fo FH ESG G BILTARMEATEE, MM 5 AR LSR5 brdE, PFRNLRIRNES & R IE E K K vF
Ptk ZMILELBE, WEBEAPEROR ESG WHRE R, X THREE M. EIMREHEEX ESG
MR, SRACE B L AR SRR T, B4l ESG (5 R4k, it ESG mIHF&iAR
FER . FERNL T . ke ESG 15 BAKFR LB . LT SR BLR ) SR SR BT A
FfE ESG RILHI =NYEFEI R DL — B, FFRRAEIMELERE LA RHETE. BSR4 S b
AE NAZBIE R ESG HE AT RSk RS, BiIAE] ESG RILHIH N, 18 AR LAY REFH)
ERER, 8 xR R BETH VA, SEEAR Y (AT R i i R
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