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Abstract

Under the background of China’s commitment to achieving “carbon peak and carbon neutrality” and
sustainable development goals, the performance of environmental, social and governance (ESG) has
become a focus of attention across all sectors of society. This paper takes A-share listed companies
on the Shanghai and Shenzhen stock markets from 2011 to 2023 as samples to study the impact of
digital transformation on corporate ESG performance. The empirical results show that: First, digital
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transformation has a significant promoting effect on corporate ESG performance. Second, digital
transformation can promote corporate ESG performance by improving internal control quality and
suppressing inefficient investment. Third, executive compensation incentives and institutional in-
vestor shareholdings have a positive moderate effect on the impact of digital transformation on cor-
porate ESG performance. Fourth, the promoting effect of digital transformation on corporate ESG
performance is stronger in manufacturing enterprises and high-tech enterprises.
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1. 51§

B A TR % B R AT " HARIIRANAERE, M8, #h2 5iRB(ESG)R I T BN T & A b mT 4L
KIEREIEE R R BB MV, 8 R A0 ESG RILM G E 2w, ESG
RIUAIRZI WA 26 B RAR S T AE, 30T HAE H 4 ™ IR ST S 5 I hi s 5
G A AF SRR o BT ESG B MHEAT SEEE, Al 15 DUA RO BRI A AL 2 KRS, £ e B IR KO,
FREARRI R o IX AL RESETH AV A HE BT G| 7, BRI SR 2, I RE A A bAs) d B AR Koz 1) R
£t

B R N BRI A R AR, IEIRZ B A S SR B 7 50, B O Z
iz EEEAEA. P E I B T HEARIRE RN AR S 558, WA, R, &
FELE AR R B AR B, TR S, R AT B AR N AN A AN R ) A,
TRk T A TR R (1. BT, A% s A2] M LST(3]. FERIRIN 4], £ oibikesik
BRISTSEUATRTT T B R e R B4, P2 S HYTH & ESG RIWE? A ¥
A, A EC A A I A H SR AR HE AL ESG SR [6], thaT LLE $E T4t AR A
By RS FAPHT AN T THRIETE ESG RIN[7]. BA¥E NN, SE TR S ESG R
EHER “BUE” KA.

STk, ASCLL 2011~2023 FRIPIRP T A I BT A FCAREAR, SRAF WA ESG RILH)
SR B AR AL, A SCEZDTIRE T (1) A 2 ) B 5 AR R H A i T B A e Y
Xt Al ESG RILMISZMALH], itk — 5258 1 B I ah LA % B 38 R A P T 20 A B 0 il
ESG RIS (2) ASCMANATI B R B SRR RE /0 57 v 7 TR A e B A 1Y
Xf Ak ESG RILFEMA 2 57, NHES) Ak o] FE4l A e At T IR UEHE

2. REER
2.1. HFUHB S ESG R

B e Rm R A MR . N TR BE . WIHRRISEEOR, ik ESG RILMFETHR L 1 RGeS .
B, B BORATSEI I AT BERE . BRHEBCEE B A RS HEDLA A R SRS . BT AR R
AT EPRES T, (R SVIMESEIRTI ). Hk, B b RS TH BN BB L, H ki
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W E T AR ST TGE . 2SS0, FRbEE 4 EAE X B afon 5 0 T, 2 rva i,
LRt 2 SR TR fom, B AR R AT AR . B AT SRR SRARCR 5 A e, Bl
R DCHRBE BRI ORIV 55 Bt A T B C, PSR B XS AU, B A R RENS 5 B AR B R B2 4R
Th, BB E BRI E AR, FN RIS, At m A ma A R E10]. WEBEE,
T ER T AL AEERA, AR ESG £ EHERE. ™A, mA&HES) ESG RILMHETT.
ET Uk, SRR 1

HI: # i A0 flk ESG RILA IE A .

2.2. AEIEHEIRENSNTER

P AR P A ARTE AR 790 XU A Co L, T B A R g P A o) o B 3R TR it 17 Bk
TARE. B Ml By R SEIL 2 2 A8 5, H i i1 B R GERem /(5 Bt il . LBl shizi
FETHIE 5%« oA s 42 ) S5 BSOS O PR AR AR IR RO AR [ 11 ] B0 e e Ao o 87 s Wl ) s ) ) A B A5 L i
PR VEAl RS AR, . SEBLZE BTSSR Bt . $RTHE B SV IE A R A s Al o B B LA, i
et Aol P B L S PR v [12] [13] NIRRT A, AENS M A AR IU S B, FRRME BA
XPPRRR LIP3 B Aolb A RO T8 KU, TS ESG RILMIGE[14]. £ T,
SRR 2:

H2: Ky AR R E L 52 v N P i) o fie it ik ESG R HL

2.3. FEWRBLENHRNTER

R 2 FEAL FIRENC, R R REIE I U5 S AL S P SN L X — 1),
M9 ESG RILR PG IRER o Ak By AR ek B 4R T b i) 2 5 B DU R b e il S s
F Z IR AR AT, AT M AERCR BB [15], AT DAAL BEASE R il AR R B 54T M1 6]
PSS AL B RE 5%, kAT DUAS R B BT (K RS S L, B RS S AN X AR B R 55 i 22
BURARBVESEBE , 8 G mT BE A BURAR T i L 170 BRSO 15 B ELORRE T ESG SEER I FFEEYE, HES) Mk ESG
RGBT, T, RS 3:

H3: Aoy e RE i AR BeR B et Ak ESG &I

24. BEFMHEFBETIER

EHHERESEE SR T FH, PR LA R . RGEHE. HLVEES KR
N, Hxt ik ESG RILIETH nT REHA R G M, 108 B v RE AR R I Sikase « Ry, BT
FRECFA RN, FBECFEERO ESG RILIRHEVE M 5910 - 57 I3l 0% 2% A 5 380 35 AR
FI[17]s BEZATARIRTJE[18], EmudEshH B A% ESG RIMMKIAME . FIIF, & 5
T REAE R R 2 5 XU T ] 40 3¢ R PR R 2 4502, Bl A B 2 RO R RS N XU v PR BB T, s
B2 A AL K AR 2SRRI [19], BETE Esh o L 5 ESG HARAES E. Tk, iR
R 4:

Ha: =8 5 U B 152 30 s 5 A0 e B £k ESG R LI FE A o

2.5, WA FEEFERREET{ER

B R il ESG RILAI e, i BHF SR BHEB AT HOR S ESG MR &K, H70 8L
HNBAR R B AXTRR . BB A, MDA AR B AT O, B R R DR A [ A
KO FE . HUABBE A LS EIA B AR, B SR E B et 1 5 KB A, L
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Bt anEd 2 5 A FEE, HESE B G AU A B TR AR T M) ESG AR, [RIRT, MURHBE3 % T
ESG 54T A B B B [20], AP 58 0 &3k Tdid e A B0 =) ESG S MU R AR & 1]
WL IERRAE S, AR T PR BT A IR 5] 5 2 AN T, NECE G B e E ESG R ILFE it
R RS, Rk, $RHE S

H5: AU B8RRI AE S35 G s A A e 0] Ak ESG R IR 52

3. Wit
3.1. BEEFSHERIR

FH T 2 22 s e v BTl o A B A R R R B R S B O 2011~2023 4, PRLICASTRIE FoREAS /2
2011~2023 SRR A B BT A ], P8 a7 LR AR (1) Rl AL T LLAIER; (2) %16k ST,
*ST. PT s (3) BIMRAREBRFEA; (4) HREEA AN AR —WIEEAS ;. (5) XA IESE
AR 1%~99% I 4F AN . 23t FIAAbIE, 345 2] 32,004 MEARMMAE . AL ESG P K H Wind
R e, AR A SR 1 R P, B A RN A AR B R S8 ok 1 I 2R e B P

3.2. BEEX

32.1. HRBTE

AR HIPRRAR BN ESG RHL, SR ERBEZ[217E0F 7t i (1 ESG RHLE U7, KA MEHE kA
EEIEREUE BRS AR AR, ESG WAEHEILA NS BIRAAA-C) LRI VESL, X H AR B Sk R
B 1~9, WEHE, I ESG RILELTF .

322, RETE

A HIRRRAS B B AT, SRS IR T[22 8 A B e U7k, SR (P E L A F 8
FACEE R AR ) P A B A R R ROk i A AL AL, AR SR 5140 HAR RS LHAURRE.
B Ber bRl . SO AR S AN AR BG5S H

323 INEE

ARSI R AR B PR A% o B S AR AR IS . S AR R B S A IE R RRER T, R
P I R U B RS B S AR R D 1 IR PR . TR RCR BB I T AR 4 Richardson [23].
ZESCSON BB 241 BT TS A ARG BB, IR (D) BEAT [RGB R 2 &, BRENIE)R T 1
FERH, BRENTIRTERRAL . BrEARRCERBTI AT R, JRELRMERR, Bk
HARCRBBIORE R, BB AR

Inv, = oy + ,Growth,_, + a,Lev, ; + a;Cash,_, + a,Age, | + a.Size, | + o Ret, |
+a,Inv,_, +Industry + Year + & W

3.24. AHTE

RSO AR B A v H IR 5 R P R R o G b S T D i 4 B B R v B A (25 T PR T
T KR ZUE BN LT =4 I AN B 2R BOR B R . MUALA 15058 8 R I 2 IR 05 S5 [ 26 1 /E W 7T
WURHE B 2 5 I K 52 LT3, BUHUR I B8 38 1R B o 2 ) S BB L«
325 BREE

BT OAHITE, BTN ESG RILAIEHIAZ BA MR, liaEle, B fifiR, HfEa
U, S ERI] . PG — . B KRR AR KIE . FBIE Q B AR, AN, 4%
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il 7 AR RAT L AR B, AR BARE VL 1.

Table 1. Variable definition table
F1 TEENE

Bl et Bl L BEFS A E X
WAL E ESG £ ESG IR ESG PRI E, KTl kB Rk R EN 1~9
fil A G E it DT % i =

PN Bl A B IC i A R IR EOIN 1 )5 BUR 4
HA A
B VESaiy Inv Bl VES a7y
— e S I U TMTPay3  H 3 4 &8 B S A B 2R 4L
GIRAE S AE R STl 1o WUR 45 % 2 RE I LL A1)
Al R AR Size HAR ST 1 B SRR
Al RE Age InCUFEES — EHER +1)
B A Lev R B RSE
HHES Board HH NHIOT L
M 2 = LA Indep M EHE N EF A
— PIRG— Dual HHEKMLAEHH— AFEHR 1L,ENIE 0
B KB AR LLE  Largest BRI ARFE I G S £ A o b
ACII RS i Growth (REEMIRAN — EFEON) EAERN
EHQMH TobinQ B/ 7
PR 5 SOE O EG A, BEN L, B0
AT A Industry AT M [ 7 4N
A AL B Year A B 5E BB

3.3. #HEIT
N TR FECTACEE R Ak ESG RSN, A SCBETE 1 AR (2):
ESG,, =a, +,DT,, + a,Controls,, + Industry + Year +¢,, 2)
Hrp, i FoRdhlk, ¢ FRoRmtE, ESG Rondhlk ESG RIL, AXt AT, 2ttt Aolkia BT
LR, DT Ry WML . Controls,, NIZHIAE, Industry . Year 70 A& RATL H0 R E
WRL, e, MBEHLIR 2T
RS A R R AR AR, BB P RN I (3) S (4):
IC,, = a, +a,DT,, + a,Controls, , + Industry + Year + ¢, , 3)
ESG,, = a, + ¢, DT, + a,1C, , + ;Controls, , + Industry + Year +¢,, “
Hep, 1C,, For i LA ¢ SRR SR, BT ()R B A B T e TR P A TR S N B4
Bt o, B2 91E. B EREHE BT OBERE BN IC,, , B IC,, RACBE NI, Fok iy bl

BRI AER
R ARRCES B A ER, WE TP RN IR (5) 5 H(6):

Inv,, = a, + a,DT,, + a,Controls, , + Industry + Year + ¢, &)
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ESG,, = a, + DT, + a,Inv, , + a;Controls, , + Industry + Year + ¢, (6)

Forb, Inv,, FoR i VS ¢ AERARRCERIREE, BRI b B A R R R R R AE AR R B, T
T oy SE N BB (6)EFLHE AR A FER AN Inv,, , Ti0H Inv,, RECRZE NG, KRR 5Bt
(R o> A EH -
RS e IR S LR B B A R R T AR, B E T RN A IS Y (7) S5 R ()
ESG,, =a, +,DT,, + @,TMTPay3 * DT, + a,TMTPay3, , + o,Controls, , + Industry + Year +¢,, @)
ESG,, = o, + DT, + &, 110 * DT, , + o110, , + e, Controls, , + Industry + Year + &, , )
b, TMTPay3,, %R @ M5 ¢ FREEFH MM, 10, Fox @ W ¢ FRIPIGEEEH Rk,
TMTPay3+DT,, 55 10+ DT,, N T A E SMREAREZLEI, Wit TMTPay3+DT,, 5 110+DT,, i) R %
HNIE.
4. TERARGRE 5
4.1. RS2
F 2R T BABENRA LGSR, ok ESG RILAIIIE N 4.133, wrdEZN 0.894, B ESG ¥
ERIPZN BBB 5 BB Z[A] HAb T H &8k, [FI KBV AE ESG J7 HIAFEBIK 2 5, R ESG
FOUT5 T AL A FEBE R . DT IR KME N 65.925, fe/ME N 23.514, S Al B A % AR JEE A7
TERCR I 2 57

Table 2. Descriptive statistical analysis

2. Rttt o

VarName Obs Mean SD Min Max
ESG 32004 4.133 0.894 2.000 6.000
DT 32004 37.464 10.591 23.514 65.925
Size 32004 22.370 1.289 19.990 26.380
Age 32004 2.329 0.667 1.099 3.401
Lev 32004 0.436 0.202 0.062 0.900
Board 32004 2.122 0.199 1.609 2.708
Indep 32004 0.376 0.053 0.333 0.571
Dual 32004 0.275 0.447 0.000 1.000
Largest 32004 0.333 0.147 0.081 0.730
Growth 32004 0.141 0.363 —0.554 2.107
TobinQ 32004 2.031 1.294 0.830 8.321
SOE 32004 0.367 0.482 0.000 1.000
4.2. RS

BT AL &, BT, S5 RINE 3 PR AR R AT LR L, B
M54l ESG RIUAE 1%K 1 RILRZFIEMR, MR REON 0.157, WIPIUEASCHEFRBE 1. HHR
P34 R e Ui BB AR AR 5 il BSG RBLZ M EA R NE, X F AR 1 M5RIE, &7 2
i EIVEY vt v
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Table 3. Correlation analysis

3. XM
ESG DT Size Age Lev Board Indep Dual Largest Growth TobinQ SOE

ESG 1

DT  0.157™ 1

Size  0.228™" 0.054™ 1

Age —0.077"" —0.013"" 0.366™" 1

Lev —0.099" —0.054™" 0.464™" 0.302"" 1

Board 0.023™" —0.092""" 0.264™" 0.160"" 0.143™ 1

Indep 0.076™" 0.082"" —0.010" —0.044™" —0.016™" —0.544™"" 1

Dual 0.007  0.108"™ —0.156™" —0.231™" —0.120""" —0.194™" 0.124™" 1

Largest 0.078"" —0.165"" 0.208"" —0.039"" 0.053"" 0.046™" 0.028"" —0.078"" 1

Growth —0.007 —0.006 0.042™" —0.091""" 0.028™" —0.004 —0.003 0.022""" 0.012™ 1

TobinQ —0.071""* 0.069™" —0.405"" —0.107""" —0.284™" —0.137"*" 0.052™" 0.093™" —0.098""" 0.066™" 1

SOE  0.044™ —0.136™" 0.329"" 0.448"™" 0.266™" 0.285™" —0.072""" —0.305"" 0.255""" —0.053""* —0.175"" 1
e LT T ERIRTE 1%, 5%, 10%7K°F B

43. ZEHLMRR

FETT REBARERL B SR BTN, 75 ek S0 AR B (A fe 5 A7 AE 2 AR ER ME . 748 ™ HL A 22 AL,
FIRE S A Dy B, s B A 45 R AT SEE, DRk 05 ZZ K IR 1 (VIF) A 36 R 3k AT 2 B3R VERG 56

W5 4 fiR, AR VIF /N T 10, BHIASE 2 (A AR ™ B 2 B AL m i, mT BURIT R 30
WHt.
Table 4. Multiple collinearity test
4. ZEHEMRE
Variable VIF 1/VIF
Size 1.760 0.567
Board 1.660 0.602
SOE 1.560 0.641
Indep 1.480 0.677
Age 1.470 0.681
Lev 1.350 0.740
TobinQ 1.250 0.801
Largest 1.180 0.844
Dual 1.140 0.877
DT 1.080 0.922
Growth 1.030 0.973
Mean VIF 1.360
4.4. EEMNI

RT3 A F R TR S Al ESG R KRR, HE T AR SR 2 (1 BEUE R TR R T T [
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M7, SRR 5 fis. ()R a] YIS E BB AL TR 5 Ak ESG R I 2 (A 477E 5 35 1 IEAH 9%
KF. FIQNIMN T EHIZRE R BA45 5, DT % ESG 520 2508 0.0103, £ 1%MKF F2#, £
B AL RIS ik ESG RILEA B E W IE RS, A SCHEARRE 1 53)5600E .

Table 5. Benchmark regression

F 5. FiERT
) @
ESG ESG
DT 0.0139™" 0.0103™
(23.30) (17.94)
Size 0.274™"
(56.54)
Age —0.270"""
(-32.14)
Lev -1.118""
(—41.44)
Board 0.0852""
(2.79)
Indep 1.207"*
(11.61)
Dual —0.00100
(-0.10)
Largest 0.00921
(0.27)
Growth —0.0643"™*
(~4.74)
TobinQ 0.0136™
(3.49)
SOE 0.164™
(13.53)
_cons 3.612" —-1.985™"
(159.56) (-16.16)
Industry Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes
N 32004 32004
2 a 0.061 0.198

W LT D RIEIRTE 1% 5% 10%KF ERB, FEEWRNE(TER).

45 REMEKE

45.1. BHREBETE
AT ARRAS B A, ESG RN, AR MIAEE . M2 TR A a6 B 7 H 4 S48 h5. 2R
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6 MR EVER IS P2 IR A 2K B 2K, C JEX =S RRIKINE 3. 2. 1 #EATHORBR RN B, EHfh
TR, P S5 S RTS8, ERNARIR A Rtk

452. BERERTE

AT RRRAS B AL T RE R, A5 % AR 27 (T, 6 6 IR IER IR thxt T A T2 R4
A KEBEH AR P EEAR . KEFEHAR RHCEH AR A 05 H AT AR A, I s Eom 1
B A HOHAT AR RS B (0 B He . [E1VA45 S ok, DT % ESG fKIH AR AT, JiF m A4 S 50k,

4.5.3. WEHKEE
N Wi AL IS 18] 5 P2 KO SAIE S5 SR M, ASCIESRE T 2019~2023 SEAE T IFEA X RIZEAT AR 6
iR 6 fin, B AR S5 ol ESG RIIAR ZBLEZ I IEMARC R, SR —58.

4.5.4. #HE—H

NT GRS A R S R Y AR 1 R, FE SR 6 RN IR AR B A R AR B AT T S — I b T,
i JE — IR B AL B RE S R BUE 1%K°F LR E N IE, 53U RN iR v b RUFE I R 5 7 1 X
K — 3

Table 6. Robustness test
6. FRIEMRIE

(1 2 (3) 4)
Bl iR B AL U FE A B T it 5 —
ESG1 ESG ESG ESG
DT 0.00255""* 0.0151"**
(9.51) (23.40)
DTI 0.0693"*
(16.77)
LDT 0.0106™"*
(17.21)
Size 0.0786"" 0.278" 0.257"* 0.277°*
(37.06) (57.49) (45.34) (52.99)
Age —0.112*** —0.254"** ~0.297"* ~0.270"*
(-27.32) (-30.37) (-31.31) (—26.87)
Lev ~0.460*** ~1.125"* ~1.276** ~1.145"*
(-33.64) (—41.66) (-41.11) (-38.63)
Board 0.0461"** 0.0800°** 0.0417 0.113*
(3.35) (2.62) (1.16) (3.41)
Indep 0.323"** 1.223"* 0.745"** 1.246™*
(7.04) (11.79) (6.14) (10.88)
Dual 0.00678 ~0.00122 0.0381"** ~0.00851
(1.35) (-0.12) (3.31) (~0.74)
Largest 0.0405™ -0.0115 0.175"* 0.0272
(2.55) (-0.34) (4.43) (0.74)
Growth ~0.00915 ~0.0673"** -0.0145 ~0.0486"
(-1.29) (—4.95) (-0.90) (-3.21)
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TobinQ -0.00951"* 0.0139"* 0.0355™* 0.0177"**
(-5.18) (3.54) (8.25) (4.18)
SOE 0.0746™* 0.164™" 0.106™" 0.168™"
(12.64) (13.52) (7.33) (12.91)
_cons 0.155™* -1.811"" -1.511"" -2.115™*
(2.92) (-14.67) (-10.41) (—15.81)
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 32004 32004 16541 26839
12 a 0.122 0.197 0.288 0.200

4.6. PN D

N T A A R ) A B AL B R R S Ak BESG BRI IR AME, 45 g 7 Bor, A1)
FI2)53 MR AL () BRI 45 R . FI(1) BB F A RN 0.00502, 1E 1%HIKF R, &
B A e RO P 5 P o o i 3 TR DG, BB A A T R R PR e T 4 0 3 4 v O s o o =
F(2) M RIS T B A BAR B S i Ed R E I A 458, DT X ESG K IH A &3 IE 50, 1C Xt
ESG AW M2, 15 B Al A A0 B R % a5 £ m PN S 1 B = @A, il ESG R A i
FIERFE, WE TR 2.

N TSI AR R R A B AL B R 54k BSG I P AMER, 458 md 7 B, 51(3). 7
(A5 B (S) B0 IR IR 45 R . 51 (3) R B P AL A R EC—0.000126, 1E 1%KF ERZE, #
B AL B R P 5 AR AR 4R 0T 35 FPAH O, U0 BR R A AR B AR T R A% SB35 BRI A L AR R e 4
F(@) R RIS T B BAR B S AR ROR R M EHZ5 8, DT X ESG MK IH A E3E IEFH 50, Inv X
ESG i3 S sz, 1 B Ak 50 A G B R a8 00 ok BRI A FERCR AR BB 42, Xl ESG R4
BEIEREM, I0E T B 3.

Table 7. Mediation effect analysis
F=1. PN

(1) (2) 3) 4)
IC ESG Inv ESG
DT 0.00502"* 0.00988™"* —0.000126"" 0.0102""*
(7.05) (17.37) (~4.17) 17.77)
IC 0.0768™"
(16.83)
Inv -0.877"""
(-8.31)
Size 0.123"™* 0.265™" —0.00158™*" 0.273"*
(18.37) (54.55) (~6.06) (56.27)
Age —0.141"" —0.259"" —0.00532"*" —0.274™"
(-12.75) (-30.94) (~10.60) (-32.67)
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Lev —0.954"* -1.044"* 0.0128"* -1.106"*
(—18.18) (-38.59) (7.84) (—41.00)
Board 0.0226 0.0835™* —0.00154 0.0838"**
(0.57) 2.74) (-1.00) (2.75)
Indep 0.108 1.198™ 0.0136™ 1.219"
(0.81) (11.60) (2.48) (11.73)
Dual 0.0461"** —0.00454 0.000361 —0.000685
(3.60) (-0.43) (0.59) (=0.07)
Largest 0.271°" —0.0116 —0.00524™"" 0.00461
(6.72) (-0.34) (-2.87) (0.14)
Growth 0.198™" —-0.0796™* 0.0181"* -0.0485™"
(9.13) (-5.92) (16.65) (-3.57)
TobinQ -0.0312"" 0.0160™* 0.00409"* 0.0172"*
(-4.73) 4.12) (14.23) 4.42)
SOE 0.0456™ 0.161™ -0.00626""" 0.159™
(2.69) (13.31) (-9.97) (13.07)
_cons 3.925™ —-2.286™" 0.0763™ -1.918™
(25.47) (—18.47) (12.52) (—15.59)
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 32004 32004 32004 32004
2. a 0.052 0.206 0.114 0.200

4.7. PHYRLE

BT AR SCR R AR T BN AR, TR O A3 AT, 43 R v BRI (TM T Pay 3) RN LA 5 5
FE(110) 5 g B A A LI, HEAT T RN RIE, 455 a0 8 Fior. FI(1) v Bl i 1 15 2
MAHTEE R, A H I TMTPay3*DT X 4 35 & ESG KIS R 3N 0.00264, 76 1%KI/KF EEZE, 5
FEHERNALZE S DT Xt ESG (52 mJ5 [a]— S H 35 W35, 38 0 0 8 S B il 7 £ A 5 AL (e il £k ESG 3%
PP I AR A AR T ] TR T RORE, AR SO U R 4 A BIIRUE . F1)(2) AMLAG 4 5% 25 R IR PR VR 15 00 4 B 4
B, ZHINMO*DT W4 7% & ESG MEZM R ECN 0.00833, 7E 1%MKF FR#E, SEAERIEL R+
DT X} ESG HIgZma J7 i —3 B35 82, RN B S fERCF A B2l ESG RN I F2 4778 1
) (R T RN, A SCHTFEAR 5 15 B IAIE .

Table 8. Test of moderating effect
@ 8. PTG

1) (2
ESG ESG
DT 0.00924™** 0.0105""
(16.04) (18.20)
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TMTPay3*DT 0.00264"*
(4.19)
TMTPay3 0.139""
(16.72)
1IO0*DT 0.00833"*
(4.50)
110 -0.0574™
(—2.26)
Size 0.229"* 0.277°*
(41.82) (53.70)
Age -0.263"* -0.267"*
(-31.39) (-31.85)
Lev -1.067"* -1.119"
(—39.40) (—41.51)
Board 0.0717" 0.0888""
(2.36) (2.90)
Indep 1.242** 1.202"*
(12.01) (11.56)
Dual —-0.0103 —0.00155
(=0.99) (-0.15)
Largest 0.0507 0.0504
(1.50) (1.35)
Growth -0.0673"" -0.0637""
(=5.00) (—4.70)
TobinQ 0.00312 0.0151"*
(0.79) (3.73)
SOE 0.178™" 0.168™"
(14.70) (13.58)
_cons —2.996"" —2.059""
(—21.81) (-15.93)
Industry Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes
N 32004 32004
12 a 0.206 0.199

4.8. R4S

4.8.1. T EMER RS

FRETAEH A, AP A =R S A RN UK, HAEBTRTEAE. MR e
5 T T W B v PO M A SR 2 oyt . B b ALl B e db A P AL DR R L N B R R
FHpFI R 8 il A B R A BT 54 2 ST B BE VA, X ESG R IR F 7E il i Al
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RIS BN R . Pk, 2T s sem, e e B BE vT Rt Al ESG I 52 i A7 45 72
S BT, ARSTHEIRAT AT 43 AR5 R E M A HEAT o DA, BEZ R ILEE 9. Fi)
gAML, DT X ESG FISCI /%N 0.0115, 1E 1%MKF LR, #1Q) ARG A4, DT
X ESG LI 2 BN 0.00635, 7 1%M7KF EE 2. $liE4d DT il 2 E0K T IRk al, H4lm
REEFEE. I, HETIERE A, er i R Tl ESG R I FITE K& Mk A
Ml A T R

4.8.2. BB AREHIRRES

R A h AR B B A% B AR R AR R 8 1 S ECE R, HAEHES B b g R, SR
B FEAL Ny ESG EHLRLRE, Wil B BRI REIE R RCE . R 2 TS B R RS HE R 55
AL, ASSCE SRS 28] AL, # s s A S @R AT R, BIEZS R L 9.
FIGYNE R AL, DT % ESG MM RE0N 0.0119, 7E 1%M/KF ERZE: Fl@4) NAERERH LA,
DT %f ESG M5 RECA 0.00667, 7E 1%HIKF L2, mAE4 DT MEHRECK T AEm R4,
HARMARFERRE. T, HETIERRE A, Bee i A0 @A Al ESG RILMEIHER
2.

Table 9. Heterogeneity analysis
9. RERMDH

(D 2 3) (4)
il &M Al R EmBHL
ESG ESG ESG ESG
DT 0.0115" 0.00635"* 0.0119"* 0.00667"**
(17.49) (5.46) (12.64) (8.34)
Size 0.282" 0.263"* 0.274" 0.275"
(45.65) (32.88) (35.00) (43.85)
Age -0.277"" ~0.246™* -0.271"" -0.267""
(-26.22) (-17.34) (-20.88) (-24.18)
Lev ~1.154"" ~1.018™* ~1.019™* ~1.167""
(-34.12) (-22.68) (-24.34) (-33.07)
Board 0.139" 0.0131 0.125" 0.0710"
(3.53) (0.27) (2.70) (1.76)
Indep 1.185"* 1.300** 1.312" 1.098"**
(9.15) (7.41) (8.07) (8.12)
Dual ~0.00162 ~0.00340 ~0.00605 0.00533
(-0.13) (-0.17) (-0.39) (0.38)
Largest 0.0435 ~0.0696 0.0991* -0.0135
(1.02) (-1.25) (1.80) (-0.31)
Growth ~0.0853""* ~0.0461"* ~0.0908"** ~0.0466™*
(-4.75) (-2.23) (-4.15) (-2.68)
TobinQ 0.0208" ~0.00562 0.0219"* 0.00296
(4.62) (-0.71) (3.93) (0.54)
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SOE 0.137"* 0.214™ 0.105™* 0.199™*
(8.85) (10.99) (5.38) (12.84)
_cons 2312 ~1.493"" ~2.208"" -1.797"*
(~14.63) (-7.48) (-11.37) (-11.26)
Industry Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 20895 11109 13702 18302
12 a 0.176 0.235 0.185 0.214
HIn RZH =R P AH 0.000™* 0.000""*

5. HILSBUREIN

ATCHET 2011~2023 FPRBETT A B BT 3dE, H5 T BE G R &l ESG RILK
oM. B LTSS 55—, BUE b il ESG R BA B ERIESE R, B b R bk,
ok ESG RUUHLT . Wi FH AR SUBREABSE . RIS, SRRREE. B, B mar
DR R R A SRR B bR A BSG KRB =, mE BB S U B
FERAE B AL B ik ESG R L R Ik R Fp A7 7E B I TR o SR 0Y, ARG F AR Ak, JEm
B A, B R f i A A E RS Al spoek £k ESG R IREE I . 36T Lidgkie,
ARSCHRH DAL

B, BURRRHT AR SR R ) LS, PR BRI R R S AR 22, L
FARAE ESG RINBUEFAL . =, M AEHESR R, R SR AR HIRAR, FORER IR GERE
i T 1 74 Hb B XU B B AN ESG Sk b RIS R A A i 4% 58 v sk iR = B A, ks As 2
UL R IAT N, AR RIERCE EIG A ESG K HAR. =, I REA NSNS ESG S78gh
ANEEHINE, WA, HEEEMEEE S ESG @i, WK EINE; RN
JERE AR E S 5 s, BRI RS ESG BSR4
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