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Abstract

Under the background of “dual carbon”, investors are gradually incorporating green factors related
to enterprises into the investment decision-making process, which will have an impact on stock returns.
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To this end, based on the text analysis method and in accordance with the green information disclosed
in the annual reports of listed companies, this paper will construct the enterprise green factors and
introduce them into the Fama-French model to construct an extended multi-factor model. Based on
the monthly data of the main board, Growth Enterprise Market and STAR Market of A-shares from 2010
to 2023, itis empirically found that there exists an enterprise green factor in the A-share market. Com-
pared with the original model, the expansion factor model has improved the explanatory ability for
stock returns to a certain extent. Through combined regression analysis, it is found that the green pre-
mium of enterprises is more obvious in large-scale companies. Based on this, policy suggestions for
strengthening green incentives in the market, enriching green financial products, and correctly guid-
ing market participants have been put forward.
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XU HARBERCA 1 A RRASHA B RILN, SOy IRE S5 m i B R I EEAE S5 . 2021 45 H, Bk
LW A NAEAE B AT 5 — IR AR, 2021 4 10 ), E S BeEAR (5T 58 Bk 42 i ST A R
B BRIK R A TARRIE L) o £E X7 BT RT, 5RO A 4% (il 8 2 4F LA
FRBUT TAER S, S @ENCECY 1B, b2 R R B Sk (5 B8 o Al T 4P R R e i) 3
LECHE . M AR B AR B R AL I IR R A S (0 B URL S, I AT RE 22 FEMAIE 27 1T 4 v R SR
aF . FR BT AE BT RS R b S SRR R AE AR AT R AR AL B BT Al gk
CRREERB P ek Oy, BB S i BRI RS (1]

BT, ASOHAE Fama-French [HFBUR 1 REAl EX il ak R, N ATHRE I ERR ALk 6
D7 1E 2400 A il B RAa 2.

2. XHERER
2.1. REAF

It 5 B ZE T 3 AN I R R DR 1 RO R W ¥ 0, A% 495 DR T 25 7B AL 2 SRR O BIIR, T 22
BTG B LA A RS AR A2 A B G R B e T I R 7. A NI A R,
MR T-Z[2] BB VPR3] AT BT R[4 R AR B S 46 DX 1o IBAh, Z5Hra5(2023) [SiE I HLAL 4%
VR LU AR R G5 T, N Carhart PY B FRIR o, R ILPR EAR . ODNVIRIGEIER &
ZERIRAY . A FFESE(2020) [] WA T AR, fHH 34 ATk 13 TA RIREEAR S, BRYESREL
HEEEE, DA ERDIIITE S EERNE, IBU A R 1. ok, D#i%52022) [7]14E77
e BT T A0, i A X R 48 (GAN) R ER VR B 2 ST A, M T A AR IR 7K 2, 7 T
I 52 22 71 3 1) ] S0

22. FEEFERERZEZE
ST RSSO EM I, FENRIAN GO 202 AW 3 R EE LR R, FEREZHE
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#(2023) [T RIT LAATML, KIN ESG RN I ZE 0 o 28 7= A 1E Wl 2 e, BT A Al (1) 52 A4S it
Fo TR T(2023) [9] LARRHERCGR sSHB X AR ST R, W0 R BB HE OB RE 5 3w T AR A ) i 20
i

X

B

ANE 2R M S R PR T AR o o I SO 245 (2021) [10]38 AT B HE RO 2 1 85 X
WK1, RV STERHERAS 5 Pt hn 7 i m KS BiA « 255 55(2024) [111#KAEHEAIF ESG P15, 4
7 ESG RS T, #iLhT A K% L ESG BB G A FHIG M . #5530 525(2017) [12] L eI
R AT R, s AGEMES O SR ER G R ZHE T aa T .

i LTI, W2 HE B TR R TR MR R A s R, B2 R8s Ta Ol PR
%2 K AL A 25 B 5% ESG P25 2., A SRR M BT A 7 A FF 25 IR P i @ b gt 87, AR
MV R S A SR AL RS
3. REMERRRES
3.1. ¥3IEAA

AR 2010~2023 F A BEEMR . GDEAR AR B2 8 B R, S 4 mirlbBEE. ST L,
KBTI I ZE AT S B, R T 8 A b RS Fe s, SPGB A G 30% M ZEREAT SRR [13], AHICIM 55508
KHT CSMAR 2. bl FAERSCASKIE T o E T 2 50 i 55F & (CNRDS)H & B Z 11 5 7
Hr s 7 (CMDA), 1Z80E B N FRATHRAE T B o5 8 HACFEJ5 1) LT A 5] SR B, A SOR T4 3k Ak
P 0TS R BRI AT A BR, T R — SR AR S, X B AT 4 R A .
3.2. AR & RS E

MG TR AT, TEERERE T EHARERDHERZE ST SIS
(MD&A)# 53, FIH python F2 X SCAB TS 1. SR i 3 BS54 ik d 845 (2021) [14] /M0, &%
OO EEIREE T “AREM” - “HBERE” . “HEEIEY” DU CIRRIER” DUAN T, EE 27
ANTBEE], M2 YERE WAL TR R ey . BARSE SCEA I NR 1 FioR.

Table 1. List of keywords

=1 XA
i3 PS7 g
R H bR EEN RS ANIEIN NI~ SN PN 17/ NN ) NI 8
RS A AR AE 3
SR :ﬁ%m‘ﬁiﬁii‘iﬁ\ﬁﬁ%\:ﬁgﬁ‘%%\ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁ\ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ\%%‘ 1
iR
MR $E Tt WRE HE. BOAR . LAY 4

BeFox i, M python HHY jieba BT E T A R SERSCAEAT A AR ER . 320, B E X
W BRI TER TR S0 87 S N F) jieba v, ZITALEE R jieba TRANHIHTIR A B AR 7, BE
g EAER T SROCREA AR . 55 00, USRI, EEAEHREARKSE TR, IR Tk
R BL R P A PR 2R DU K gt b S AL 8 L ELE SRl LASBR . 28 =28, A jieba
leut 759%, RAFEHABL AT RIEDIH], BB EEAER SO 5 BIRTESIZR . Fa, XA TSR 4%
R TS, DU R b 2R (AR
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Figure 1. Annual trend chart of green word frequency

1. FEIAFEEEE

BeF AL,

RENS 15 2 R 5K T 4 W) S (] BBE I (R AR A a3, IR IR BEAT IS . 4521

b1 pR, BEARAREROREGY, HARARI IR ZAE B A w AR LR 2 A 5 e b B SR R U

Ko SR, BATE

e BRI G IR R BLZ RS IR S, —J7 i T Ak T R L ok

FERFFEARTE, 5y —Jr it Al e LA R B K FHI. S4h, 2015 FIRMECE K 2R R AT 2021
A ORI 2RI ETH AR B, FURDY, ATRERBUR S S, 2015 BT TR IER YL,
AR S B AR 2021 RN “XU 7 BOFR AN — RIIBURH & 511 .

3.3. BENEFE

Table 2. Factor construction formula

F2. BFHEAR

¥ W55 Fe ka AL = THEAR
SMB,,, = SH+SM,, +SL BH+BM,, +BL
3 3
SMB,, = SR +SM, +SW BR +BM,, + BW
3 3
. s SC+SM,, +SA BC+BM,, +BA
HIAR K] ¥ s A 50% SMB,, = 3”“ - 3“
SMB,, = SG +SM, +SP BG +BM,, + BP
3 3
SMB — SMB,,, + SMB,, + SMB,,, + SMB,,
4
N SH+BH SL+BL
LIRS UK T T L e 30%, 70% HML = -
SR+BR SW+BW
ZA A7 ROE 30%, 70% RMW = - >
e s SA+BA SC+BC
BT AT MR R 30%, 70% CMA = PR
FEHA T FEHT 2~12 AR RBRRER 30%, 70% BAERIET CSMAR HE E
. SG+BG SP+BP
Ak g LR T QERTIp ] 30%, 70% GMP = PR
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AL %% Fama il French (2015) [15]f)4r 4 J77%, RAHRMEMSIH PR F F . AR RIE 20405 X
(22,2 %3,2x2x YN R RRANE = A 52, R SCRH s & 1) 2 < 3 o0 7 R 2 7.
B 7~ M E R BRI B RFor AE FOE THE . KT T {E L. ROE. S8 =1 K& A N A
TR AL 0 5 HE R o RURSE DR - 2 DA Sl T A ) P S 80 23 S A, IRIE T B 2 e K A 2H(B) A
AINTHEZE(S): MK i {E EL(H/M/L). ROE (R/IM/W). st B P2 18K 3 (C/MVA) 43 51 BL 30%A11 70% A1l Fit 15
XI5y hm i R=4

WETECK. N SHETER . ROE. @ KR AR, . @A SR 18 M A. L
BB - T Lo, KAUBEB) . /NIAE(S) P 20 4 391l 5 v e T i 8 L (D)~ P K T T 4 Bl (M) AR DK T
WL =HE R 6 MEE A4, Bl BH. BMpu. BL. SH. SMaw. SL. LA NHAL, A H EHf#%
He, HHEAEGW R DR T EEANE, 536 MHAGRME.

AV ZR R FAE B IR T, RRER A 2 % 3 434, 448 ESCSOAR it S i ap i S E
W ikdE, mohmaad(G). hatdaM). K P). HFEEHEERENE 2 fix.

3.4. §REEREFH Fama-French #EE45E

WAl 2 PR 7 I\ B4 48 = A7 A0 TR A A b JE DA DU B 5~ SN B 8 . Dy R e Al
SRR AR, EEE T PR R TR A L SRS £ 0] TR SR SRR A R RE T ) 2 S R S IR
Fama-French Ti K AW F:
R,-R A =0 B..MKT, + 8 ,SMB, + 8, HML, + 8, RMW, + S CMA, +¢, @)

Hrp, R, -R, AERMER A EW RS HEATNR W F 2 %, MKT. SMB. HML. RMW. CMA
AR ET I E T MREE T MEEF. BFRFE TR R E T .

B A S0 10 R H 2 28 R A S A HERR I, B R e SR N TR SR, BT
IR T IAA L SR R T P N R A, AR

RI., - Rﬁ =aq;+ ,BmlMKTt + ﬁS[SMBt + ﬁhtHMLt + ﬁ”RMWt + ﬂctCMAt + ﬁthMP[ +g, 2)
b, GMP, N ¢ 176 4 37 B2 SR G iR M AL IR R 2 2, RIEE 2 0 T4 € A VA R 2R
() 2 Gtk R«
4. SCIES T

4.1. RSt
4.1.1. EFHR ML

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of factors (%)
= 3. AT ML (%)

PEAHCE HfE PRtz B/ME SN
MKT 168 0.244 5919 —24.288 17.501
HML 168 -0.531 4.971 ~26.584 15.702
RMW 168 0.896 2.016 —5.639 5.454
CMA 168 ~1.454 3.226 ~15.202 9.089
GMP 168 -0.315 1.977 -5.919 6.799
SMB 168 —0.472 4.287 -22.716 13.249
UMD 168 -0.003 5.162 -15.911 16.810
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3 TSNS F(MKT) FUE R F(SMB). /M E K FHML). ZAKFRMW). &% KT
(CMA). BEFT(UMD). M4k A TF-(GMPYTEN LR T FME . frfEZE . RE LK i/ IME .

4.1.2. A& B EHWaEEE

Z: [ Fama 1 French (2015) [151Hff0%, K i S 4% HRIALIE i {H /NI K43 9 T 2H (Small, 2, 3, 4, High),
MKTEI A . ROE RSB P 8K 3R 43 N L 4H(Low, 2, 3,4, High), KRR 5 SIK T THME L . ROE AR ™
BRI X — IG5 125 MEBHAE, RSN REHSBEHNEE, IR TE T ER s 3R
Y, R R SIKE AR . BT . ROE MBI KR Y 1% /. BAAEEHE 0% 4.

Table 4. Average excess return rate of the 5 x 5 investment portfolio (%)

Fz 4.5 x5 IR BE T IHBIUEEE(%)
Panel A: I TE LL - BUARAH &

FA Low 2 3 4 High
Small 2.578 1.563 0.673 0.309 —0.559
2 2.838 1.564 0.860 0.327 -0.331
3 3.596 1.847 1.329 0.756 0.049
4 3.707 2.031 1.370 0.945 0.072
Big 3.335 2.015 1.691 1.266 0.488
Panel B: ROE-#IH4 &
FA Low 2 3 4 High
Small —0.002 0.666 0.771 1.386 2.202
2 0.479 0.786 1.203 1.343 2254
3 1.130 1.235 1.569 1.558 2.288
4 0.882 1319 1.329 1.940 2.488
Big 0.691 0.863 1.256 1.523 2.388
Panel C: B/~ K R - A S
FA Low 2 3 4 High
Small 0.080 0.263 0.950 1213 1.933
2 0.603 0.775 0.991 1.172 2.093
3 0.982 1.192 1.315 1.630 2.348
4 1.240 1.095 1.407 1.746 2.732
Big 0.902 0.819 1.446 1.941 2.981

MR - KT T EL L . HURE-ROE RIAR - M B KR =AM LERE, B2 ia 5 45 H DL M A 1
KRITHEREILR, B T/ A W USSR IEAEIZHT I 2%, L 1 ROk R 2K 20 tHEAD 80 SRACARURI AL,
HAFE A uT A I R AR IR 16]. A Panel A IBFATHGE, ATRIAEISHIMEE, B
R T T LU AN Bk /b s AN Panel B (MIRRAT $cdls, AL SE W ot 2R Bt AR AR S AN TTT 3G 7 s A Panel
C BT HE, I SR 2 43 B A 18 o 1 o

4.2. HXMHIE
AT HEBRRF 2 Ao t:, SEE T455 B % AL v i) &, ] VA RS 56 TR 2 TR B A e K
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Fo NE SR TIHFRIAHSS R BGERE, KB GMP K5 AR K T2 (B A St i N T 0.5, MK
5 EL(HML) 15 K 7 (CMA) Z IR A N 0.748, 383d 1% 538 /K7, mTAE & i I T i Eb K )
Awl, T AN R RS, A ERA T R T A, R L 4R 5547 s BRI
(RMW) R 5 Kl - (CMA)FH 54 9—0.619, JHiE 1% 00 58 2 P, AT B8 & BT X0 T B APIRSL R 1A A,

PRLFCMD 5 A XA e, AN SRR e A I35 . ARG, % B 7 2 (B AN AE R e IR

Table 5. Factor correlation coefficient matrix

= 5. ETFHEXARKIERE

MKT HML RMW CMA GMP SMB UMD
MKT 1.000
HML —0.057 1.000
RMW —0.224%** —0.302%** 1.000
CMA —-0.017 0.748%** —0.619%** 1.000
GMP 0.037 0.446%** —0.055 0.209%** 1.000
SMB 0.124 —0.479%** —0.333%** —0.238%** —0.268%** 1.000
UMD —0.060 —0.306%** 0.49 1 *** —0.421%** —0.036 —0.140%* 1.000

e FRRIRIE 1%K P PR, WRRTE 5% FRE, *RRTE 10%KF N E#.

4.3. [EVFS 4T
4.3.1. EHLXEYT

Table 6. Regression results of the overall sample of the factor model

6. EATFHEBBEAHAREER

(D 2) (€)] “4)
ES R it EI YA v it VU PR A Y P R A
1.039%%* 1.037 #*x* 1.063 %%+ 1.058%**
MKT
(252.83) (252.07) (267.44) (265.00)
0.592%#* 0.599%%#* 0.675%%* 0.677%%*
SMB
(78.38) (78.91) (108.99) (109.31)
—0.131%** —0.172 *** —0.228%** —0.271 %%
HML
(—16.76) (—=19.12) (—41.67) (—44.75)
—0.468%** —0.439 ***
RMW
(—23.94) (—22.14)
—0.338%** —0.295%%*
CMA
(—24.20) (—=20.02)
—0.031%** —0.041%**
UMD
(—6.38) (—8.31)
0.122%%** 0.209 %%
GMP
(9.21) (16.53)
0.010%** 0.009%%#* 0.009%** 0.008%**
ey
(37.60) (36.46) (32.47) (30.53)
adj. R2 0.2488 0.2490 0.2474 0.2480
E: SR CE, NHE.
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SHEBEFHGE, T RS R TR e BAARRE A G R, A58 FH P A R S A A e 20 Sy R AR
&2, WAENEZBERTEIE, ERME 6 fin, RILREAET BANHFELY BAKFHA S, 4
AR T (GMPYERTE 1% 7K R 53 o FEIINANY IR SE IR 7 i, IR A0 DG X1 -~ 7 7 B 4
HILT — Wb, BB IR B G R 5 B R A RE e 7049 21 T 327, HiaRlF(MKT). MU 7
(SMB)FIK 1 117 {8 LU Rl (HML)7E DU R A 8 . R DA TR 7 3RS Rl it 1% %
ZEACEI . BRI FRMW). %K F(CMA)fEh & K F(UMD)HRIFEE 1%/KF FRE. B
2, MKT. SMB. HML. RMW. CMA. UMD LK GMP [A-T#FREAE— & FE B bR I 22 i i 25 2%

4.3.2. tAEYsME T

BT BT R B A MR, AT THI beta REOT B HLPREAEMmZE, N AR THE 5K
AL BM) 5 x 5 MR M E A A THAE beta REL INAAMEIRELDE 74 @ /S A1 Bl 45 2R
e 7 Fras, JCAR T GMP H T RE R ECS AR B R2, 72 25 A ordlmlE, R 9 dllid B
DKo NI (small, 2)F 015 2 B8 8 1K TR U (4, big), HOHUBLALE B BB & T
ANFAREZE L 7870 U WK RS 20 ) BE A AT g ARttt o 25 ALIRIA R B T R2 KT 80%, RN
THREIR KRR L EAdRe 7 IR A A 2t

Table 7. Combined regression results of market value and book market value ratio

F 7. MESKEHELLEESEFER

BM Low 2 3 4 High
L GMP
—0.032 —0.046 0.060 0.117 0.041
Small
(-0.29) (—0.49) (0.74) (1.05) (0.41)
—0.090 0.170** 0.150* 0.144* —0.038
? (-0.92) (2.33) (1.67) (1.86) (-0.38)
0.128 0.251*** 0.095 0.143 —0.057
’ (1.04) (2.60) (0.93) (1.48) (-0.65)
0.217* 0.010** 0.254%%* —0.043 —0.031
! (1.93) (2.10) (2.38) (—0.42) (-0.34)
) 0.094 0.241* 0.003 0.298*** 0.109
bie (0.73) (1.77) (0.02) (2.60) (1.27)
FAE Adj. R
Small 0.931 0.947 0.957 0.915 0.924
2 0.948 0.967 0.946 0.956 0.914
3 0.919 0.943 0.925 0.930 0.934
4 0.924 0.915 0.915 0.918 0.924
Big 0.867 0.836 0.818 0.875 0.916

4.4. GRS #1&

GRS 56 fe— i JH TS 51 @ B BOR I T k. — MOk, GRS (BB, ASRER Y R (1
A AU, BN AU o Alalf1 A (RY) 7 HIAARALE BT R U2 1 4 R?, — B =, 1
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PIRBE TN, BRI RGP R2 UK, BB AR R0 R BT

MR8, TfHS ROE 5 x 5 A& GRS lein s KoK F, L =K1, WK1, L T2
TLHET §RNE T, GRS BB T 1%H) 2 Z VRN AT AR, I Al ag (R 1 Ja B9 A
TR, GRS AERIAE— KT T L 7RSS, BRI R AR T b, TP R AV B T
Rk, X TR TN A S TR ) A SR AR S RE AR RE B A, TR T b gt PR R R

Table 8. GRS test for the fitting effect of the combination of market value and ROE
% 8. M{ES ROE tAAEXIREY GRS #418

25 Size-ROE 44 GRS Al A (R?)

MKT SMB HML 3.845%%* 0.911 0.900

MKT SMB HML UMD 3.836%** 0.873 0.902
MKT SMB HML UMD GMP 3,783+ 0.856 0.902
MKT SMB HML RMW CMA 4,200 0.970 0.918
MKT SMB HML RMW CMA GMP 4.177%** 0.963 0.919

5. G EBREN

ARSCIN BT F] A TR A R SRR, SRRSO TR IO T A SR E R, IR SR ]
MR T A SRR T KRR TSI Fama-French () =[HF. DU FIH R FAER, 047 1 Al
SRR 70 b R R IR . EEWE AR, B, SISO TR R R TR 4
FEAAN Gy 2[00V R 24 RE S0 A A e B 2 R i A s 365, IRAEAHSRPEAR IR A B, B T SO Al 2
R 5 HAR A 7 A S A 58 =, i At A AL, Rl B 5 ISR i A

FEXVBRR TSR Al 2t B Z06 B M B SEAERIBOR 25 R el Ty 3 v 4 s 0 A Ak th R
AP E S S E NG OEMAIRI U @EW, 55—, wmiiims e, s Pmiednl
ESG WK RE, MM EMAR O SR, A aEE TR, A B0 RBAE R E s T,
AR G HE R tadl. =, EHIISTHS5E. —J7m, 51SREFELRORTIESK
EAENHE, AR TR HEMILIEA RSO S, WX ORISR S—Jrm, 51 %4
Wsgfeax i, (kb EAGFRSEET. B=, FEaOE/™ . I RGO/ MK T 605,
BIRHEARTROAF. SOBE, gORE, FERRESSRORENRE, ERRAGHEGT
RESEANAH SR SR o ™ i U BC L, BN SRR I 1 — 287 i itk B 5 1], Dy v L XURR H s ) S

PR /.
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