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Abstract

In the context of the “dual carbon goals”, China has gradually increased its requirements for
high-quality development of enterprises. Based on the data of China’s A-share listed manufac-
turing enterprises from 2015 to 2022, this paper takes China’s environmental protection fee
tax reform policy as a quasi-natural experiment, and empirically examines the impact of envi-
ronmental protection fee tax reform on the high-quality development of enterprises by using
the difference-in-difference method. The results show that: first, the reform of environmental
protection fee to tax promotes the high-quality development of enterprises; second, the change
of environmental protection fee to tax has promoted the high-quality development of enter-
prises by increasing their technological innovation; thirdly, further analysis finds that the role
of environmental protection fee to tax in promoting the high-quality development of enter-
prises is more obvious in enterprises with high media attention, and the research results pro-
vide reference significance for further improving and optimizing the environmental protection
tax policy in China, which is conducive to achieving sustainable economic and social develop-
ment.
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1. 531§

PR R ER R MR LR, (ERTTUL R R B, TRE TR R AR R R
JRERRE” R, XWFEFABEBSSEES, TER, BTS2 EN, @l BckRE
BEHAT RS HERTE—HK, 2023 [1]) ST SHEE 58 R o K ¥ Fa(Hu et al., 2023 [2]). TFE
BE AR BE N — T B T35 2 U BRI, 38 B e AR P A 77 2 BUAS T R IIR EEAICR .
FORgRE RO T 1979 g SAECHRS SRR, 1M FEAE TS YlRia B SRS GRS R ¥R T EEAEA,
SR E T HEVS 2 ) AR AE SR VAN A2 S 5 G 7 5530 LA DL RO il 53 AT B LA 46 = PR (E 55,
2019 [3]), FRET 2016 fEdid (A N RILAE SR BLE) (JFSCHAR (REE R FLE) )T 2018
IR, 2k, HE Yok ] B R A S ORI B BE (5 SCRTRR “ IR IR OBL” ), bR S R E L
FREITAE LIt — DA AN SR B ) B D . IR R B E B O R R B R ANRT, @A T “2HE
28, DHDEL, AHEAS BRI, s Es Y mARRRAT LA E A, R AT
TR, SR, RAMRRETT SRR R

KRR LBIBERBNL, FARACHBELZRE . WNROWZT T, K2R A B F A
B, WHEBE. FEARGH SHEEIF ESG RIKIATIRIT. Hilln, NETREZ AT, HOR %S
BEMS AL HE VB BRI RS 1 (B E AR AT, 2023 [4]), RIS “Bosni” , 78— R bink
AN AARE (K % F, 2022 [5]), AT Hm ek e E R AT R (MG 5, 2022; B %, 2022 [6] [7]),
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MKHIRE, Wast il s A (&K B, 2020 [8]). 4RI, MG “mArmit” , WHETRIAN,
IR B B 2 A B A, ZANSEBRAE e 1 DL IR A OBk 4720, ATl ik 68T e
71, RMTBRR T k4 &K A 77 % (Wang et al., 2023 [9]). [FIRF, MAML KIS R038 M FE b, PR R
ARG, ek A S B S (TERBEE, 2023 [10]), tho 3k T MU ik B AT KRl & i 2 %
(EPETRARE, 2022 [11]), AR, tH{2EE T M dkEs 3 5 ESG RIMM BB (EHEE, 2023 [12]). HLH
WHALR, FHH P A RIS BE 2@ AR = oA, BRI A5 0 5 IR BT R AT =P S PR A
A e S B e B (FLAR RS, 2021 [13]). R ST, SRAHBIBLH] SOE B G 7E Al SEILE 5F AL
RE A, N T A SO T A

YHITE AT Al i 5 R R B AR AFAE AN R . R A P R T B — N R U R BT AR
BREABCRNTENR, RS RENHEIMS AT KR, Fit, B2SE AR sl amm =%
Vet A R B R R — R KGR IEE 2%, 2024; MMAITEERE, 2021 [14] [15]). BEEARDARHE
1, WA 38 DA 12 A [ 4 SR AT i b s o B e B R AT, A9 5o 8 55 (2018) 1A g Al vy ol o
RIEEWE ARG MRS T SRR AL 2 E IR 3055 2 ANFFIE[16] . 7K 5 (2020) AR BT
gt JER. L RCR. KBRS AN 5 TH R i Ak i R R R [17]. 24k 2% (2019)i0 N, ks
JR R A AR B, BEG A BHE, TR RIS, mtt g gty i, SR e S S A U AR
FoRE . AR 48— (18] 2022 4F- 3 H, W45 R H 5 RS Tk 3t R, B SV AT ESG
PR, ARHHA S THE . XRESRAAEIE SRV R A I A Be 2 B & IR A i 52 0T R
W, IR HBAZ M S RER R . B, WAZREFRE ESG RIMAEYEE KA B TR T
SR Al 1 Jo 8 R PR S e K 2 AR A5 B R P2 5 4T

FF Uk, AL 2015~2022 FErrE A BT HIE AV R, R = A, Al 4 B
FATRE ESG RILEM A R, KLIGIR LR 5% OB il 5 i 5 R R 52 o AR SCRT REAFAE 12 PR ot
Bk: 25—, DU SCRR 2 22U B RAR AR B BOR BN, 32 B2 18 7 MR M R DX 30388 (1098 AN
&4, 2023 [19]; ERFEFIEFRML, 2023 [20]). ASSCHEET-ROW AR RE, SR IR OR 2 B B 38N 1) 43 4T s
B, DA TR 2 WAL A B AR P 2R i — R TR AR MR S B 5 = B R R IR R, ARk
TRBERERYE ESGC BRIV MBATIRIT, BRAFE U P RERBNER, B=, £ 7H
R Bl SO %o A v o B FRE PR R DR B A 5T, DRI 15 A5 A i v [ A SR R LR I I 2 5
. ZBVY, ASOORUEBARIVER, MEBEA M BEAR R BUR SCit HEZN R 3R, BERS MIBUR 58 3% AH R BSR4
Pk — Bk .

2. Higth 5Rig

WA AR AP R T, 5, IR NIRRT, R E R R T AR
GBI B AR TOANEE AT AR TS e . SAEERLIE T o IR AR AE TR IR 555 L ) 2
MBS A AR I g Ak, TS B8 H ol S HBES SmAT N B, Bk, Al
AR BN SR AT S e — D5, T BRI, kG EESOA T 2 ) B RN, 5 —
Jrimd, E T AEMORERL, Al AT eI R KT AR AR ARER A R DA B S 4 T BOR
RIS ARG XA TR BN A . RYE s T2 e, AV EA R T4 28 1 SR
R 582 A A R TS B sxt Heis 4, SBUE R TR, AR, BORHER R SOW R, Bl 7)
UG DN RENS 10 (8 VAT SR Y, SR B A AN TS BREHTAME RO, AT AHE Sesh i, fifed:
PR . BEAh, FETRIZEAOCE TR, BUMERT], IR DL S R AR EE LA S A R 2 AR
P SRR o, PG AL IR RS, AT 5 RE A2 75 BEAT H B S KA IIAT . 8 T 3RS A 2 A 3 1
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Hik, M TREBETESRIAEAE, FEESUGER A EERIFESR, XTaeF BT k4%
FA PRI,

AN ESG RILIFLA 4T, H 2%, ESG R— N2 4EEMME, /2R MRS, a5 =4
Y R R AP FF AR 8 IR o TEMIRBUERI R R, myi5 B b m] R kAT PR A08, SREARAHT,
HAMENEE SR, AT N F R . A ATIE T B B R A ARG, ATITE —EFEE R “S” MG
K. SR, MEEWMAES T, HEREHMER “2H2 8%, DHDS, NHEARS B
Hil, I TEIORTE AR BT SCRE, I TE A AT AR iE I B s s e M PR R, SRR
ESG Zisk. ik, ASCHEH I F k.

H1: HRIFBIRF T A E R AR ESG RI, (i T Al ERERE.

WA KRR, ZUTRE AU I HEZN T SE 0 AT RFEEIG K, AR R BEE R R FF A2 UFIG K
e &R . ZES RIS TROET, BRI IE NI O grme )1, A EE
TGS RIEE RBEVEER, 7R — B g il 4 B R A2 7= 2% (Zhao et al., 2022; Wu et al., 2022 [21]
[22]). VEARERUEIAK, TEIRESHIHEIE /IR, SR pbak o fimir= i i 4l ChRARHRRBG (RFERE M) L E g
PN IHEE, I, w5 ek Bt HoR G F B A =i ke, AR AR IR VA #E- 515 JHR
P AL = E R NG 5% ) S A% 058 4 I AR BIRH, 2022 [23]), LABRANASE LRI RIS sl 241
AR AR o BB TN K BRI T, (E—EFERE b AT AR dE A A B A = R R T . AR,
PRYE P FFER R, IRIEBUABES T A R R 25 SRS AL, @R KA B, 51 SRS
TERMA ARG gt AT I I SRR PR R, T T RIS EC SR T, RS I 3 MR HE 1)
ABRRA R ZF 25 FIBEE 7R, 2018 [24]), MM ATREREGSRZE AL ESG Hff “E” &, 2Tk ESG
RO, Fik, Bk, ASCHEH G B

H2: HOR 2 OBt I oK A B AR AHT ) BT A Al i 4 B A = e 55 ESG RIN, (it 17 b
MR .

3. ARt
3.1 HAXENMSHIEFRIR

2015 4F, FREMAG TR CRELRIE) , MIRET 2018 4£ 1 H 1 HMAG 1 (BRI BUE)
91 ARUE S (1) T 1105 O S ) & 11— 250, A SOIRAEIE 2% 2012 S R AT BT A RT3 K851,
I T 2015~2022 4E b E A il BT AR A 5, BL 2018 4E 1 H 1 H AR ) (PR ORI )
NHE SRS, SR X ER 224 T AT SRR 7 o N T SRR, A SO REA SR i T ALEE: (1) 51
B ST AI*ST 26 Bl (2) SIBRFEAM BB AIEFRME N L (3) T FERSF WA, X
FEHF AR EIEAT 1% 99% 7 (7 2045 AL EE . e 2 SE 43 3 2988 S ifillid il 3k 14,257 ANAIIAE I EF
BrHEBCE G . AZ T BESR T E 28 22 80305 P2 (CSMAR) 5 15 75 55088 2 (Wind), - Al & R8s it 4% -
A AFREAT F TR R, b3 5 27 R A Statal7.0 58 .

3.2. TRIEH
321 HERTE

AR AR E (TP ity & b [ i 3 & R R I L BB AR . BRAE SR il 14 18 OP VAR LP kXt
TFP @EATHT &, (H/2 OP V2 i & B AR AR A RFF I MO R, It MMRE B B4 0 IFE
RTEFAAG o LP IR A o] S A N TR bR AE AR AR &, AR OP vEHEAT T oduidk, Mifide e 7 AREE
ARIE PRGN RIUCASCR A LP % A B R AR =R AT . BARREE 7 FR T
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InYic = o In Lit + S In Kit + y In Mit + &it 1)

IRAE REAE I 7, ASCEFE M INME AR EAS &, 50 TRBE NI R, S e v
BB &, IEBRISER b, S5 S IS MR A & .

ESG EI(ESG). fiifRk “HEL. #hax. W0HL” , 2P BB S AP ARE, SR 2 AL PR
Bi. A FNABESIN, MR 5530 ESG PR R M & ol rlFF8 K R BE I B 24 hr, 2 Al
PSR ) RBRE R bR . AU % m AN PE(2021) [25]HIBR AL, DAAEIIE ESG PRk & Ak ESG VT4,
FAEAIE ESG PE C 2| AAA IKRIIRME N 1~9, BIVEZCH CIF, ESG = 1; 14y CCHf, ESG =2; ¥
2y CCCIFf, ESG =3, L.

322 BRTE

Treati *Time: (TT)/&HAR. ACFIH DID %, HARBHMSR, SHFLER(2021) [13]1F4K
BL(2020) [8]MIMFTE, A SCHEEURL A W BRI REA N SEIG2,  Bitn R A K AR Al g o)
FRAL, PRI AL T fE oA B CUR BRI A 0, BUESA 1, 4 ATE OB 6T R 148 13 B BUE A 0.
Time AFAERI BRI E S, 44E 6y 2018 4 J LUR I, BUE N 1, 75 WEUE M 0.

323, EHITR

BHMEETI, AR T 7R A (Lev). §11 AR GI(Topl0). #4767 [ % (ROA).
54 (Cashflow) . il BUL(Size). f M AF b (Age) A TS Q {f(TobinQ) 5 [ 5 ¥ 1 (Fixed) PE Ayl A5
B, BT RAF A 1R

Table 1. Variable definition table
F1 BTEENFE

BEITR 25 B R BEMS AR
\ Al A R A A TFP_LP  In (LP Il L A ol 4 B3R 77 )
W AR AR B o
ESG 14 ESG FRIELEIE ESG V2K H = B TE
IR ] DA AE Time EMY 2018 £E M LLRIS, BUEA 1, S WEUE AN 0
Bk E Ak T fE B SRR B 0 R, BUESN 1
o AR - ’ ’
HEEDER Treat B GCTEAS HIA G I By O
B R R Lev SRR AR
F T K R A A Top10 In (B -+ KB ZR R EL A1)
SRR CIE e ROA AR R AR
A Cashflow & EHEBNILE RS B~
Pt Ar &

Size In (2 TE A%
Age In CHETEG — MO +1)

2
55
" &
T W

fE%QH TobinQ AV AN AP ) B B A
It 5 B 7 Fixed It 7 B 7 1A A B
3.3. B
N T B B, AR AN [ AR .
HQDit = fo+ faTreati * Timet + p Xit + 77 + Ot + git 2
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R, HQDARER s A e, | RomAFRIAME, t FoRmtE], X RoRSMiEfEE, ek
ARBENLIEEN I miv O 23 A 2 B R PR ] R ROME 5 A7 [ 5 BN o AR SCEE R SR ELIU(TT) ) 1] ) &R
K pr, HAFoR 7 SERR A BEAL b e 2R 7 R 5 ESG RIME (MBLfR4BIE) & AR 1221,
FHCLRG CABE ORI BUER) BBOR AN .

4. STUESTHT
4.1 FERMESET

N2 TR G AE A . Horb, UL S TRFP_LP B OR{E A 2.400, H/ME N 1.874, ¥
E5 2,122, RFAFEARMI I 2B R AT FRILAAERORZEIR, ESG i KE N 84.34, f/IME N 58.52, ¥
B 73.40, REAFEA RGN A ESG RINEN REF, (HH ThriE 2N 5.026, KIS FEAZ[H] ESG
RIMWAFERRZRR . AL, SRS WAEIEFEE NS, ARt T RIFMEM.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. Rt gt

BRI P {EL E bRtz e/ MA O ;|
TFP_LP 14,257 2.122 0.110 1.874 2.400
ESG 14,257 73.400 5.026 58.521 84.341
ROA 14,257 0.061 0.048 0.002 0.237
Lev 14,257 0.376 0.175 0.060 0.780
Cashflow 14,257 0.060 0.063 -0.103 0.251
Size 14,257 22.20 1.167 20.121 25.803
Top10 14,257 0.587 0.143 0.252 0.888
Age 14,257 2.975 0.279 2.197 3.555
TobinQ 14,257 2.206 1.388 0.864 8.719
Fixed 14,257 0.214 0.126 0.017 0.586

4.2. FHEEYASHRT

FEUERNEEE RN 4 3 Fron. Hedr, FI(1) 550 (2) 2 AEARS I hI AL &, AR & MR (R RSN,
fRRAS BN A P R (TRP)IN, TT M RHUN 0.005, 78 1%/KF K23, WBAE Al ESG £
B, TT BIRHCH 0291, £ 5%/KF TR FIE)SHI@)ERINEHIEREL G, WHETE TR E
FEE(TFP)IN, TT ) R %N 0.004, 78 1%7K1 T B35 , BB &8 ik ESG RILIF, TT () R4y 0.289,
1E 5%/KF R &%, Mok, FEARINnEHAE R 5, R-squared [ RBUEZE N, WTERINE EIf. Kk,
MSZUESE L, IR 2 efi M BF 3R S ESG RFLMANERE & et 7 s R B AR, HL 53
THAE.

4.3. fRfEiE
N TAESE BRSO RE, ASCRA BT it T R fg v i .

431 FITHEHRE
R HE 22 3 15 8 52 TR AT B2 2% 1 2 A B 2 R 6] FEZEL 6 2 P AT B e, RO IR LR 3P B AE 2 /1T
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Table 3. Benchmark regression analysis

F 3. FEEFSH

VARIABLES TFp Lp s TP Lp s
TT 0.005™* 0.291™ 0.004™ 0.289™
(0.001) (0.143) (0.001) (0.141)
ROA 0.315™ 2.485™
(0.008) (1.148)
Lev 0.048™ -4.226™"
(0.003) (0.464)
Size 0.055™* 1.453™
(0.001) (0.127)
Cashflow 0.049™" -1.636™
(0.005) (0.700)
Topl0 -0.014™ 1.828™
(0.005) (0.640)
Age 0.052"* —4.053"
(0.008) (1.096)
TobinQ 0.000 0.030
(0.000) (0.040)
FIXED -0.122"" -1.072"
(0.004) (0.629)
Constant 2.070™ 72.318" 0.729"™ 52.684™
(0.004) (0.460) (0.028) (3.910)
Observations 14,257 14,257 14,257 14,257
R-squared 0.358 0.013 0.654 0.033
A7 8] 7 R YES YES YES YES
A7 [ 7 2R YES YES YES YES

FE: ™p<0.01, “p<0.05, *p<0.1EEH AR, FE.

AbERAH S IR s B AR R S ESG RINA A — B i@ s . R, AR SCR A SR TR AR 56
PERHM LI AR AT BB BARRYL, BB R BUTE 4 8 N FMESE, KA EL & BUORIT IR AT
BB LEN S Treat ZRIE N H AR E, BHRMAEMNQTRIAAE, BTREIE, PHRREGE
AT I B AR .

HQDit = fo+ 20222 PiTreati = Timet+ o Xit + 77i + Ot + &it 3)

SRWMTE 15 TE 2 fos, AT RAEBSRSSE 5, il REAE 95% ) BAS XA N AE 0 &b BN iFa),

YOHIEBUR S /T, ACERAHA A e R A 25 ESG RINASRMAMFAER 25, W2 AT
R WShARNERE, BERITIRG, BORRRBOTIREIL, Kt-Hrasaaim .
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Figure 1. Parallel Trend Chart (TFP)
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Figure 2. Parallel Trend Chart (ESG)
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432 BHRUBHETE

Bk TAEF LP yET Alh A B E AR = b AT M 57, 16 v] DU OP 5 b 4 B3 A 7= ik AT 1 5o
I4b, Blundell F1 Bond (1998)42 Hi T N A | UM By R BEAT Ak 4= B R A 7= R 1 5. (GMM %) [26],
AT LR AT - TE R R 7 A2 7 s O SR, @ AR O B AN IR 7 AR B AR Y T AR R,
AR BEAR T M. ARSCRIA OP VA GMM JEEFiH 58 7l & ERAMR, HEHRA LP kit
R EBERAEFRRTEIE. SUFER, ASCF A CNRDS ¥4 #4211 ESG ks, X HEiE ESG
BRAZERE. SRNTE4EQD). 2. @FIFxR, ALK, TTHREAREE NI, #—P5%
WET H1.

Table 4. Replacing the explanatory variable

T4 BRWBRTE

VARIABLES TFI(Dl_)OP TFPEZCgMM C(E38)G
TT 0.003™ 0.008™ 0.040™
(0.001) (0.003) (0.014)
P A & Etil Etil P
Constant 0.724™" 0.770™" 2,377
(0.029) (0.070) (0.388)
Observations 14,257 14,257 14,257
R-squared 0.645 0.512 0.422
R [E] 52 RN YES YES YES
AN [ E RS YES YES YES

43.3. {HimE55 T

FH T 08 W 5 T B HH A AR 3o B O 22 1 P9 A Pk B R, AR Sk — 5 SR T 0 4543 U IE 7 V£ (PSMY) 1%
T3 S M 2 AR B AT 4, 13 BIME— NSRS MR AR 4y, HER A R 19 2 2 R R
NI 75 AN AR AR AE i ST AL R R 2 o AR SR P i A DE I (1 1) P o DT . 7 4504 ) 7343136 4T DL
Pt A8 B ROA. Lev. Size. Cashflow. Age. Topl0. TobinQ. Fixed /E N3, TK 3% T &K
I AR VC T (PR B 45 A, % UUHRC /52 1 A AR 5 43 e 22350/ T- 5%, 3 BF S 20 s R 2H 6 B 2
Ze 5o Iz UL S5 84 34T PSM-DID [a11H, 25541~ 5 3 () A Q) F Fw, wRURIL, TT 1Mk
THREGSR REN, DI [ HEUERR R (.

4.3.4. REFIELE

N T IR — A T AN TR DR Z06) T S £ SRR, A SR B BE AL R 7y AT
R . BART S, A SO ] A B A 4 AR B b LR B, HA R — N B, F
FHZAS R 58 BTG NS HERCRL [R5, 9 2HR T =10 R A, BE FIAERE 500 K. T FAREALEE,
) 7T REZEE R, W NE 4S5 E 4R, TT BTA M REEEFR AR 0 BHix, HITUARM
ER A R E 4(0) 5 E AR, KEBSETHER p EAT 0.1, F, ASCHESLAETHE 0.004 5
0.289 7 2 AT 36 R B o i (i . DRI, SRSl TH 45 AN K T RE /M - 443 2 AN rT 00 (5]
TGRS, AR R A 25 R R, 2P IRE T H.
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Table 5. Nearest neighbor match regression results
2 5. HIAPILECEILER

(1) (2)
VARIABLES TEP LP ESG
TT 0.005™" 0.342"
(0.001) (0.206)
P il AL = eyl eyl
Constant 0.646™" 52.902"
(0.042) (5.980)
Observations 7644 7644
R-squared 0.669 0.034
A [ 5 YES YES
N ENE b YES YES
BIXEGN v vvvevrvemmresmssmm st B oo o -
SiZe .................................................................. Kelovvooonnnnnnnnannnn I
FirmMAQGE {- oo S|
TODINQ { - X @
ROA |- S Mew o
L@V {rvrrrrrrrremeemeee e R Y
Cashflow fr - veeerrerermm, P Xoveeeeinae
TOPTO |- @ cvvveveemreiee e ® Unmatched
x Matched
T T T T
-10 -5 0 5

Standardized % bias across covariates
Figure 3. Nearest neighbor match balance check results
B 3. HIAMEREERELSR

435. BRTULEERTIMNEE

S AT 2 T AR T UL DR 2t B TR R ek (O S0, A S Ak [ s AT R T R T R 2, Mg
TAEG - A& AT 28, BRI T % 6 FiR, TT MAKIIEENE, #—BI0ir TEA K
fide
5. HlEI

HRIEHTSCERAR T, PR OR SR OB T REIN R AV IR BHT IR, AT B BT AMERASE, - SEBL Al
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Figure 4. (a) & (b) Estimated coefficient kernel density map & saliency map (TFP); (c) & (d) Estimated coefficient kernel density
map & saliency map (ESG)
E 4. () & (b) i RHEZBEERKEEME(TFP); (¢) & ) it RAHZBEERLEEME(ESG)

Table 6. Fixed industry-level unobservable factor regression results

6. BT ERAAIRNEREAER

VARIABLES TFg-_)LP E(éé
TT 0.004™" 0.264"
(0.001) (0.142)
P AR il il
Constant 0.884™ 52.069™"
(0.032) (4.548)
Observations 14,257 14,257
R-squared 0.662 0.037
S 1] 5E RONE YES YES
AT RE RN YES YES
A7 M 5] 5 RO NE YES YES
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frm iR AR, B, ARSHARTT H2, ZRIEEBEH27]100 A RS A I iR, AR R
Patentic = o+ caTreati = Timet + p Xit + 77 + Gt + €it (4)

HQDit = yo+ yiTreati * Timet + y2Patentic + o Xit + 77i + 6t + &it (5)

BRI b L Z Y AR B 77, A B A e S P AL . AR AL BT
BR, RENS Bt b IR AR BT K1 [28] (FLAR RS, 2017), BRI, SAPPMALINBIHRE ), S5 ALK
R, ASCRA il 4l 2 48 B 3 H s I LA B R @ L I BoR BT BE /) AR & . AR
AR HE LA RS EOIN 1. TR 75 7 ERBIFE A EREIAEE R, HQ)F TT KRR
FHONIE, RUPFAR BB T ESETRE /1, 58(2)51 5 55(3)51 TT 5 Patent R AN 8% NIE,
SN, fEREAT 1000 Ik Bootstrap filFEAR S /A, MZEHF LG K an* y2 (K] 95%EAFIXRINIE. Hik, F£WH T
FORBIHT B BORAFAE, PR B OB N R AR MY BEAR BT 3 B2 AT T B BRI RS, et 1 Al
e R R, H2 135 T 5.

Table 7. Regression result of technological innovation as an intermediary

7. BARGFERPARIEYALR

VARIABLES patont rep Lp =
TT 0.090"" 0.004™ 0.278™
(0.027) (0.001) (0.142)
Patent 0.001™ 0.130™"
(0.000) (0.049)
P AR & ] il il
Constant -3.034™" 0.736™" 53.079™"
(0.746) (0.028) (3.912)
Observations 14,256 14,256 14,256
R-squared 0.032 0.654 0.033
S 5] 5 RO YES YES YES
AR ] R RO YES YES YES
Bootstrap 46 [0.0009, 0.0030] [0.0068, 0.4478]

6. W XEERMERBH—S O

BRARVE BN BUR I O 2N 7, s ) Al FROAH SR 2 A G iR 15 R, 7R AR IE (At &
W HE I THE. EEDNAFRISE SRR, BURRISE M Al i A5 A &R RE /1[29] (Qi et al.). LN
Ay ARSTIRAR A2 ATy AR HE T Al i v PR A SR S SR TR S ARt SE B S R TR AL “ SR U TEBE .
Al 5 2 AR B AR A BN B 5t 5 A BN, Sl RIS, e ARIA A R A RS AE S
B i Al 2R e AR R AR A o

DRIt 50 22 B9 45 (2019) I BIF 5T,  E EA TIIWp 22 38f I) v Lh 3032 b bR OG0 1o 1) et b A7 0 B Ak 1
HE I AR ST BE FE AR [30] o A PR AR AR FEAT b ip A BCREFE AR R 20 9 S AR 53 R A AT v A A AT 7 4L [l
L, KRS RUT R 8 s, FI()SHIB)Er, HBAIGERRMRIT, MR BB F R (et il Ak K
FE AR, TAQ) S 5(4)EoR, HEARRERR RN, R EBBORAIE 19%/KF T RE R 14
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WA B A R ESG R I/KT- o RN SIS AT 1 IE T R508E, BT 1 0 R 2 B ORI 75
ek Al F) R o R

Table 8. Heterogeneous regression results of media attention
2 8. BAKEERRMEEYTALER

VARIABLES ﬁ%%?‘(éli)yﬁﬁ Wz!&%(zz)ﬂ}?f% ﬁ%%?@ﬂﬁfﬁ% ﬁ%ﬁia‘(é%ﬁ%‘
TFP_LP TFP_LP ESG ESG
T 0.003 0.004™ -0.231 0.639™
(0.002) (0.001) (0.236) (0.202)
P A et P sl el
Constant 0.670™" 0.766™" 58.375™" 42.708™"
(0.031) (0.037) (4.204) (3.812)
Observations 6878 7379 6878 7379
R-squared 0.616 0.681 0.027 0.049
SR B 5E RO YES YES YES YES
AR TE 2N YES YES YES YES

7. EREBEREN

MRS BLECR AR DL T A PR BR A oy, N TSR — B TS B SE I AL R R R A
J&, ASCHIA 2018 4 (HREERBUE) MM /E Ny —TivE 5 RS, DL 2015~2022 = [E A ik Eidil
EANAE NI FREA, s IR 2 0 AT ST G . EEA IR W R (1) RSBt 7 ik i)
ERERE, WIS FATBARK . PSM-DID. ##CHigis. R AL R R I 5
WRIRBROTL. o (2) FEMARLHI 3T K I, PR LR Bl e B dei aod o A Al ()4 A B3I 7 5 AT R 23 b ey o
(3) PR B OB At Al v S K e O P E I O v FE S v PR i b R B D B

AICEE A LR AR AR AN I BOR 1, DAARBIR IR LR 9 OB S0t Al ey B 2 % R R (i ik
EF, 3B—, @ INEE MR EBUR, B AL E R R T TR IR H 1 Alk,  BURF AT DL B8
BT IR R, DA 2 RS 5IRATE), SN SaER . 5, WU
FARBPH AR OE AR K . BUR AT DU IS 3R BB AN B GR HE 455 07 50, Saah k3
XFIMRBAR I NFO A, LRI PR LR 5 OB SR Bk, (RIS il F 5 5 ) R AT 4R 4 8 e
[FI, BUR AT VSRR SR &, AR R B AR S A 8 S AEE I, 55 B AT 5 L 3 S 3R 2
IR B R AR AL, SRTFIMEFE AR K o 85 =, BURFSEZIN SR AV PR RAT A B W AN o
B R IR B OB BUR 1A Rt B b A IBREAR TTAT, 44 A Fsegedidn. S0, BUF AT LUINsRE
BARREE S AR, B EARENEIRT S, &I A NI RAT NI A G FI AR, i — D
AR RAEN, (el m R L.
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