E-Commerce Letters FL-TR551Fig, 2024, 13(4), 2667-2675 Hans i
Published Online November 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ecl
https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2024.1341442

HF SR ESGRIMMIF MR

KX

SN RZEATFERE, St SHEH

Weks H i 20244F9H2H; FAHHB: 20244F9H29H; KA HB: 20244F11H12H

R

XEET2011~2022FREABRAVEE, WNEFEM S SV ESGRI R MANIFTIERLE, &R
R, BFERTMERMVESGRILMIRET. #H—otrRE, BRAEHEREEBERERT BLIERE
HHFEEMEMWESGRIM KR, AR HEs&mn KAEME., BRMEEEFEIEREE LK
AUE e Y

K"

Brg4mh, ESG, VAN

Research on the Impact of
Digital Finance on Corporate
ESG Performance

Xiaoheng Zhang

School of Economics, Guizhou University, Guiyang Guizhou

Received: Sep. 2™, 2024; accepted: Sep. 29, 2024; published: Nov. 12, 2024

Abstract

The article selects A-share listed companies in China from 2011 to 2022 as research samples to em-
pirically explore the impact of digital finance on corporate ESG performance. The results indicate
that digital finance can promote the improvement of corporate ESG performance. Further analysis
shows that equity concentration and management shareholding can positively regulate the rela-
tionship between digital finance and corporate ESG performance. At the same time, digital finance
has a stronger impact on large-scale enterprises, state-owned enterprises and enterprises with sen-
ior executives with overseas background.
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1. 5]

EERAF R EREAE ST, SmigEER R ETRPkiE, ESG M&MNIZmA, ESG &
OB BN A e T R R I B R A, B Y % Sl T T SR, DRI e B A M B Ak ESG
AR LA SR AL TR S RO — AN B R, T R E o R Y S R, R ELIBE R R (X B
BERORATIR 72 BRI, MoK IR 7 a5, SR B, [EN R eRhiE i S B RS
KGR T A AMTAE BAKTRR A, Jib> T M AREE A, 3958 7 A B AR, 8uf A inag ik ESG
ROFRBEH LIS . Tk, ASCHRE 2011~2022 FIRE BT AV ATFFOREA,  SEIEER 7850 4 mh i e 52
Wik ESG L, K AL B K B 3 E BRI AMLEI 0 Fr 2 rh, DU N B A 3 b S v 48
J& H Arft ok .

2. HERERIR
2.1 HF&F

BEE REE . NTEBEMPOERE, WK T HERMEARNE TStz mA. Ep i mmag
FEAR(2012) e 4« ELER b ” OME Ry, DN — Rl B S miii 301 7650 4 b i S T R
E, EEBTEMARE, —HHAE 7 ORERE 0T RS AL, AT DU el b A 4R R A
KRB 2], B—Fmx Tk, Famine TR IRE, S 75BN, BFToEE
NNV RS EREE, LR AR T S HER[3].

2.2. £ ESG RMWE I EE

ik

RUIFEMIR R o 1775 55 (2024) A7 W0 BESEAT SRR 7T, 4% S 2% IH AR W 1 38 D4~ MBS X ik ESG 3
A IE R RN [4]. 5KKIT25(2023) PL 2010~2020 4R A B BT A FAFEA, WA FABS MR,
SRS T S 2 T M Al ESG RILIEHE(EFH 5], T12 MR2E(2023) HAIHIF 7 0 7 W £ - 4b e B ] L
BEME AL ESG RILMIRF[6]. 2 E W55 (2022) % T35 B IL B i (1) IE AN HEAE A, SEER T T B
FEAiMt it g 15 v] DA 3 (R gk Ak ESG B [7]

3. MR

G SRS B TE B ANMEFRE, &5 SEMBELAR, KEAMWE RGBT SRE,
R TR ERACRA L8], BT e IRIT IR RN T8 1 Sl 55 1 2 FEPERT RT3, — 5T
By R LR 1 e RAT I HEN TTHE, 325 TR Bt Rl 55 BRI S REE, X L3R B 1
R HETER GRS, AR ERSFEMBE . 5T, $reiiid R8s . R & IX
REEERRCIF G TR, FE MR, % 7l Ev g, PRty e nr DOs i 5T 6 SR80
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B34k 4R T B 5 ) ESG RIU[9].

MR ZATARE S, FrA A E RO 7 BRI, 1T Be H IUARER R A AR 28 i R (1 15
B, AT A AR AT, ACER AR 358 AT A S DN Qv E AR 2, AT 4500 1t 55 <5 A\ 2K T ESG
. MR I, — 77 KRS BOR AT DU 6 R A 250t 7 N EE S, A
A AR AR (] #R[10], 55— 7 74l ] LR RGN B S, s 1 AR 0 20 2 19 M
B, G TERBAX IR, H TR A, et ESG @k, R RACE AR A
A, KRR AR MEEIER, S5 A0 F5REE, B R T M A3 R sk,
2 G S NE ESG @iz 1. i — 77 HRAUEE i BBk &y, I 2R J2 3R LA W] TR SR AS SR R ) ke,
BRI T B S AT R, TR T B A, S B2 S s Aol ESG ik [11]. T8 B = 4F
Jcid i AR 7 5, P DAMERE B E SR ARG B T8, BREBEZEMEASE IR, [FHENH
Wi 2 5 AR RFE, FAERRT MK R RIAT N, — R EIG) B H A, T AR R L2
T AT AR A 12]

B A B A, SCEARE AR

H1: Hr &b 2 (et il ) ESG RIIE T

H2: A A v B2 W] DAIE [R]85 207 e oot 4l ESG R ILHMR #EAF H s

H3: B JERFM AT DUIE A 18 75 207 e oo 4l ESG R ILEI R 1EH -

4, gt
4.1, HARIERFERBUELE

ARCIEE 2011~2022 4 A ANV EEE, FEMan AR (1) ANEIEEREA =T, (2) KEBREUE
R K ST FEAR . B &R fa BORIR T b 5 K A5 7% S 4 Rlde 3, ESG PPZRIR T 1EiE ESG WA R,
L k5 T CSMAR ¥
4.2. BERIEH
421 HERTE

A AR B Al ESG KB, H4EIE ESG WRHHTE R, KR N 1~9 [13].

422 %OEREETE

A AL B F R 7 S AR B P s i B A SRR e [14] . [ IRESE R
ek, DR BT A R Bh B R R A IS .

423, AHEE

JEALEE A . A S22 X K E5(2023) [15]HIAIF 08 B8 — K 2R 35 JE LA 4 A FREAL 4 FP R (A AR AR
o A AR SOR AT = KB AR BRI L o R AR 56

BHERFR . 2% 0K B4 (2021) [16] IR 70/ & B2 Fe i EL IR AR AR &

424 BHTE
LUE N PN el = @S N TG R SR8 N 1 e SN S 95 VAR oY N = /1 N U1 S = N
FE IR IRE —.

4.3. SCIFEREYNE
RIAEA SR, W LA TR, Hd IND A1 YEAR 43 5 94T MV R A ] [ 52 2608
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(1) AR BE
ESG;, = f, + B,Dfi + yControls + IND + YEAR +¢; , 1)
(2) VAT RSB 5
ESG;, = 3, + B,Dfi + B,Dfi * Topl+ B;Topl+ yControls + IND + YEAR +¢; , (2)
ESG;, = f, + B,Dfi + B,Dfi * Mshare + ;Mshare + yControls + IND + YEAR +&,,  (3)

Table 1. Variable setting
*1 TERE

A (&) AR g E X
ESG & ESG HEIE ESG 14K
BRI Dfi bR E A %
O AR size PAEIPSY g 00K
AT &S Lev BRI
AL AR Age Ak
1B Roe R B AR B 2
R Board EH2AH
PhE Indep PhALEE S
PIAE— Dual ERKEEHRGAHAT
PR A H Topl S R ZR I LA
B R Mshare ERLE R ROECE S E

5. SBIFER 7
5.1. EELERIH

% 2 BUONFEUHERAZE R, Q) hErraan 4l ESG FHAIFLI 2% 0.0586 H.&# ~IE, #)
F BT ST DI RHR TR ESG I Q)M EIEF N T — & AR & 5 [EH 20N 0.239
HB#, s5RMKMRFa .

Table 2. Regression results

2. EYVASH
@ (3)
ESG ESG
0.0586™" 0.239™"
Dfi
(7.93) (8.86)
0.273"
Size
(50.36)
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i3k
-1.396™
e (—42.87)
0.0119™"
Board 300
0.0273™*
Indep (6.6
0.0153™"
e (13.12)
-0.0125™"
Ao (-12.53)
0.00258
dual 02
3.969™ 1.217
- (209.51) (10.88)
I (7] NO YES
17l NO YES

VE: S AN E, p<0.01, "p<0.05 p<0.1, F.

5.2. TS

5.2.1. BRAUE ERET BN KN

NI AEAE S 2, BB PR 75 AT LA E [ 5 R S miont ik ESG RILMMIEAER , AL Jexd
75 5 (DFi) I 548 & (top ) i 2 P O AH AR B, PR AR R I 5 NSRS 2 rf, [RIISD T = K R R L 431
TENFETER L . SR 3 fi, BERUEH S H T SR I R E N IE, RS AT
DLIE ) 9 5 3 ot 4ol ESG RILMMESEAE A, 723 i 548 B )5 45 AR SRR, (i 2 33 50HIE

5.2.2. BEEERFRIVETHAKE

NBAERBE 3, BIEHLZ FR RO 75 FT DAL [ 5 807 < bt ik ESG RILIEEIE I, [FIFEXS B 22
2 (DFi) M 522 B (Mshare) fi O AL AL B, FRREASRIGI AR . G55R 0 3 s, EHZ RIS By &
RS ST R B 2 N IE, RHON 0.0983, {Rix 3 15 EI5IIE.

53. REMESH

53.1. HERHRM

AN RS AR oM A2 B 7 e R R N B RTREAEAE 225, TRl AR SCHZ IR B 7 (1 P (87 08 A Ml SR 73
KRB A AT N AR, FFREAT 7 LI H . SR 4 s, B S iont KU el (2 8
W o JRIA AT REAE T AR Al A B SC AR B 6, BER By BRIUBR <, (RIS 50 XS (1 i 77 B o, i
HHEARE R v e M T 4lk ESG iz
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Table 3. Mediation effect test
%= 3. FETHRRTE

1) 2 (3)
ESG ESG ESG
0.224™* 0.207™* 0.192"**
Dfi
(8.31) (7.68) (7.04)
0.396™*
Topl
(10.20)
0.360™"
Topl * Dfi
(7.82)
0.556™"
Top3
(14.92)
0.435™*
Top3 * Dfi
(10.02)
0.589"**
Mshare
(19.23)
0.0983"**
Mshare * Dfi
(2.96)
1.126™* 1.032"** 0.996*
_cons
(10.04) (9.21) (8.65)
AR g YES YES YES
] YES YES YES
A7k YES YES YES
Table 4. Scale differences
=4 PRER
1) )
ESG (R#NE) ESG (HH/MNIL)
0.267 0.190™*
Dfi
(6.95) (5.00)
0.631" 1.775™*
_cons
(3.83) 9.77)
AR 2 YES YES
B ] YES YES
A7k YES YES
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53.2. FRARM

AV 5T R AN [ AT fig 2 A5 45 A < oS 4ok ESG 2RI S R4 R & AN AR IR, A Al iy T A
WREMERG SRS, NESGFERA REEAA 3 R 5B ESG Mgz . RN AT Ak ig
TAREA AR B 2 A5 T ALY, R S e e B SR TTIRIE, SRR SR T
Wb, ASCHZ IR P B BORE Ak & 73 B A Aol AR A ik, FE 34T A B 85 RInE 5 Fros,
Koy et A Al ESG RIS THE I 282 m T AR A Ak,

Table 5. Differences in property rights

=5 FRER
1) 2
ESG (H ) ESG (AEEA)
0.223"* 0.212™**
Dfi
(4.72) (6.26)
0.830™" 1.669™*
_cons
(5.26) (10.26)
AR 2 YES YES
] YES YES
1Tk YES YES

5.3.3. EESMERRRN

HIN SN AR RS S A& T Re 0 A F R AR, R A SO & i s e B B A A
AN AT R, GRE 6 KW, MTERREGEM ML, BeEsmn L ESG
RO E TSR, X ] G2 RN B RANE DI, AT Rext ESG A & H AERZIRINIR, ek
Ak nsE E 5 ) ESG & [17].

Table 6. Differences in overseas backgrounds

=6 WINERER

1) )
ESG (#F4MS &= ESG (Lilgsh s &
0.264™* 0.215™*
Dfi
(7.33) (5.21)
0.773™ 1.703"
_cons
(4.85) (10.54)
AR 2 YES YES
] YES YES
1Tk YES YES
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5.4. RAEMMREMEKRIE

5.4.1. MHEME)E

AR SR i J5 AR B W AHOE AT G2 AR 9 AR VR 1) R, BB s B b 5 — . 45 SR a3k 7 R,
R WRECTE SR 250N 0.231, FIREAE 1%KF T 8.
5.4.2. RRfEtRLE

(1) Bk oMt

ARk R BT A R AR R N BT SR AR AR B, B IR S T S AT [R5y
Mro S5RWE 7 Fis.

(2) 4R ubH

R AR AR (R, AR SO AR R AT XGA 4R A EE . [RIASE R 7 BR .

Table 7. Robustness test results

=7 RRfEMR

1) 2 (3)
i Jg — 3 B iR e 4y R A HE
0.231™™
L. Dfi
(7.71)
0.225™
Dfi
(8.38)
0.200™"
Dfi 1
(10.35)
0.980 *** 1.295™* 1.195™
_cons
(8.00) (11.69) (10.53)
AT IRy YES YES YES
B ] YES YES YES
1Tk YES YES YES

6. MRGIRRBIRE R
6.1 WRLGEL

EFET 2011~2022 FFERE A B AV AT SRR SR, KRR R R I R R T AR
RN Z o, EE TR O SCHR DU S Aol i R R R A A . ARSI T

F—, HTERhEZE AR ESG RISET: BB, IR B R HE R AT DLIE i 1 5y
SRl ESG RIIMEHEA; =, REMESTRYE, PSR BRI EA MR
FERTTANE S ail- SN AN AENE SN

6.2. BIERER
S INEEHERE R A B AR B T AR, SRTTECT RS RO S, A R IR S5 R AR e R
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