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Abstract

From the perspective of the “dual-carbon” goals and digital transformation, corporate ESG perfor-
mance profoundly impacts the company’s long-term value and is somewhat related to patient capital.
Using a sample of 4199 listed companies on the Shanghai and Shenzhen A-shares from 2009 to 2023,
this study constructs benchmark regression, mediation effect, and moderation effect models to em-
pirically explore the impact mechanism of patient capital on corporate ESG performance. The study
introduces mediation mechanisms of executive incentive restructuring and green cognition upgrad-
ing, and identifies key moderating effects of information disclosure quality and digital transfor-
mation, systematically revealing how patient capital drives ESG performance improvement through
the “executive involvement-information disclosure-digital empowerment” pathway. The study finds
that patient capital significantly promotes the improvement of corporate ESG performance, with this
effectbeing more pronounced in companies with executives having overseas backgrounds, in heavily
polluting industries, in the eastern region, and in firms with combined dual roles.
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1. 5|

TR AERIAEE S5 PR, ERCF IR ST, ESG S IE RN H K R RS, BONER)
M TR i) B B LR . FRE SRS AR, (R A NS A S A SR B RE . Ak ESG SRk
W B A BREKE ARG S A RS AT [1]-[3]. 2R, BB CHERIRETR) SRR
ESG JifEAEM AL HE, BE IR E G RA I RGN0, N2 B R 3 S WLk,
— BRI KB N[4]. R SR, SRIAKHAME S X & SZ B8 7 BN O 5 AR [S]E W NBUR 5 T 0
B, HAZOTE T SCRERH O 5 P b T K R I TR oK

DIAWRFRI, O R AE S Z ARG EANR S ZIERESE, RI0IH R SR
AR [6]-[8], FHIL AT A ATRREE K B AU LASE A B 54t M S —[9]. fEMFTE L, Z2HT
A RIS . BIE IS 55 S HERIT, 4a04LmH. Chow AL A0 I A8 B K% 2 74 Th AR A 70 45
BEAT A HT[10]-[12]. RARSRE, O B A SR b es SR B ESG $R AR E 3%, sl SRt
HrEA TR R AE RPN, (B0 BORKFR S B AT AT B 5200 K30 95 A B R

MRS, BEA BT 2 IR C B 5 160 B A5 A A0 A ARRR i O BE A6 ESG MIPE T, 2R T e B AX
— LR EAE, DLAUE B ST EOR M ERAE . JE T, ASSCRL 2009~2023 4R A i BT A
FONAEAR,  STIEAS B O B AT Ak ESG SR . PR TTERTE T, MR <R E A - SEil g
THE B HTRESE, IR RAIME SRR o B 5 B A A R R OGS R S R A
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2. IR SRR
2.1. ThbEAS e ESG M HIx<FH

H1: {0 B AR AR i Al ESG Siltig .

FRIRELREIIA A, B R Bk At B DU 5 B AR B2 A L 5w AR 3B SR o T 0 5%
VER— PRk S R ot IR, BRI R, SR T SRR K RS ST R R R B s, B IRES
bR SRR, SRR AR B A[13]. [N, 4k ESG SEERAR E 5 R 25 A0 53 104 %0k
WA, e KRR E L R AL . O AR TA 5 T K FAME VPG HESE[6], TAT] ESG SLEkTER
FrlispE e s B E RS RKENGESTRMIER, MM aInK ESG #N, FHEAL KB 5 5]
o

2.2. L&A ESG S¥B9/E B &

H2: i B8 AT I 1 5 v SO 32 i Ak ESG SRl

H3: 0 B8 AE R $E T B A g A e Al ESG 43

ZIRHEE R Y, HismESETA#HSERE AR SR, &8 eekE 5 B35 it
Wl 3 AT R, AR IAME14] . & AU BE 5 A 06 50U Rl &, A NG 5 b KAy
H45E[15]. MO BEAE TS ESG FHICMBURILEI[16], i i 50 ey vl Fea K R 43 ESG
SBR[, B e U O A R S A, O B AR AR A0 R IR A R
JI[17], FEFRAEKIA T S SR RIS ESG B AN BB VAL, JEIN D AZ O R, k(e it 4k
BlE SR EAL[18].

Ha: {5 5955 e O BT A 5 Al ESG Sk 1Al 1F i 15 /EH

H5: B b B A i 0 %A 54k ESG Sfk 2 a2 1F i i 5 1

BETE BRI, & RE SR A B T &M E BRI, 3O 0% AT dEam R 5 R A
ESG SLBE[19]. T3/ W15 &l it J7 s A0 e B 5 KN B A% T [20]. MBIARIRA IR, BFH:
RN AR SR B FE, $27+ ESG B ELMREAHAL 5 rT R /KF[21], FFIgiif O B8 AR $R A B L B 201
L rII0UE P ESG 5 BIAEE, FR(E BB SR RA, MO K R BN 5 B R I Th g,
g4l ESG G832 TH[22] -

3. ARt
3.1, HEARIEENFNBEERIR

ACIEEL 2009~2023 = A B BT A TN ICREA, HIER ST M*ST Aw]. S RMRRAT I M i Ay 5
BRFEAS, SHELLAT B AE 1%F1 99% 707 ) HEAT 48 AL FE, & 453 4199 F Al 36,682 AM{E . ESG
SRR R IE T 1EAIE ESG VPR FE, AR5 Bs kIR T E 2 2 5 .

32. FETEENX

321 HERTE
b ESG Si%4(ESG). KM ESG PFZ k& il ESG 53k, BAR N “C~AAA” WAL, MK
@ aE A “1~9” [1].

322 WMBTE
fif Lo A(PC). 4R E KW 1E[12], REXFERE, % TFe L& H(Stequity) 528 &
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RGBT L (Rebt) 2 AT A B I BUMARIR T MU BE B H R LB R AR BB KBt b,
AT SR IR RS RIS o o5 7] o

323 fFNZEE
BB (ED) . DL B R B LL T B, R LR, OB KT RGER 23] R AR A A
(Greencog): FET AN, XHEEMR PSSR BT ARG 1T, I 1 BUE SR B AR R [24].

3.24. AHTE

fE BEE B (Info): LAk BT, SR 0 A I A B S R B 70 il 1 BCE AR ko
[25]. #rAL#eR(DCG): T Python R HUFER A, @ SCHE A VLAC 5 g i M 2 48 s, JHn 1 BE
RN K [26]

3.25. IFHITE

ALFE ML AL (Size) F =GR (Lev) 15~ I A (ROE) K % (Growth) . Al#E L (Indep) 1
WAERS (Age). BE A% 4L % (Capital) »

BARAR & e R TR 1R

Table 1. Main variable definitions and calculation methods
# 1 FETEENITERE

A5 ) A B AR TR AR ERE Y
WA 4k ESG Gk ESG B ESG T4k
FRREAE B [FRVSAN PC FaE BBAL + KRB
AR B T I El R L
EE RN Greencog Ln(IAEC S E + 1)
VAR 15 B4k R Info Ln(Z Wt A Ky o T R SR + 1)
ARy DCG Ln(RSEGTSME + 1)
P A Al A Size Ln(#E 7 40)
PP Lev B R 72 S
R T En ROE VR AR 3R AR
A Growth B2
Bl L 45 Indep P N BUEFENBL
AV RS Age Ln(_ETiEEIR)
AR Capital BB EENIRON
3.3. EREE
N T REEG TR O AKX Ak ESG SRR, MR 1.
ESG,, = a, + ¢,PC,, + a,Controls, + 4, +v, + &, (1)
KL ST ER R RIS IE[27], FEFHEHE RN ) Bt b A i Asi Y 2.
Med, = £, + B,PC, + B,Controls, + 4 +v, +¢&, (2
T BRI, AR B A R (R A b A AR 3.
ESG, =@, +9,PC, +¢,Mod, + ¢, (PC, x Mod, )+ ¢,Controls, + 4 +V, +¢&, (3)
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Hodr, #idRAE N ESG G, MRBRASE N LEA, Med N AAEE, Mod NHTTAE &, Controls
RREHIAS R, A A SE RN, vy I T [ 58 RN, e AL AR ZE T
4, SCHEST AR
4.1. EHEERYVISHT

22 RAE TR 1 R4 B ANE R SIS R, RO B A R RBESAE 1% KK FEE
NIE. FM O EAXT N ESG SRRUFAE B2 L HEE T, H1 B 3I561E.

Table 2. Baseline regression results

F 2. FERVFLER

1) 2
ESG ESG
PC 0.241*** 0.298***
(4.752) (5.737)
Size 0.2357*
(13.100)
Lev —0.870***
(-12.943)
iz
Growth 0((2)5862’;3’;*
Indep 0.012%
(7.194)
_ ok
Age (o
Capital _(%2.2549;*
Constart (840920 Cozee)
A& NO YES
AMEE E YES YES
I 1] i 72 YES YES
N 36682 36682
R2 0.474 0.491
Adj. R? 0.406 0.425

H: ***p <0.01. **p <0.05. *p <0.1, BHIFRLE 1% 5% 10%HIKF EEE. NN tE, REFREIRLEDR
A ET . A

4.2. REMEE

421 BHHEERTE
1)k ESG G A EZ M A2, ABRIEMREZE R, KR 9 SRR B oA 5150 Moy
W54y, 48—l 100. IR 3F(D)~@) T W, fifOEARRKRBPHEZNIE, HPEHEgEERER. 42
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Wz HBiiRgS, WHE SR R4V B A At B

422 BREETE

M R TGS R e T BB AN 4 g e i O B AR . B1(B)~(B) 45 R B, R B AL R B B
KRG, RPHLE ESG AP RIEESMER, HFHIE 1% /K LEENIE, SRREF 20
4.2.3. TIANTTIE E B 3 R

AT R, IANAT L R AT . 2)(7) B, O AR REON 0.287, 7 1%KLk
WENIE, RS RRE.
4.2.4. FIENEDEEARHRE

AHEEEA I DA FEMATIE, BBk 2020~2021 FEFEARFEH BH. 51(8)45 R Eaw, i O A RECH 0.277,
HAWEZE NI, RGBT

Table 3. Robustness test results

=3 REMRNER
) @ ©) (4) ®) (6) U] ®)

ESG &3/  EfS S 3 G 1§57 ESG ESG ESG ESG
PC 0.015%** 0.007*  0.014***  0.019*** 0.287***  0.277***
(5.945) (1.802) (2.966) (5.438) (5.688) (5.012)
o
Stequity 1&2?23;;*
A & YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
AMATE E YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
IS ] ] 5 YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
17k [ 2 NO NO NO NO NO NO YES NO
N 36,682 36,682 36,682 36,682 36,682 36,682 36,664 30,224
R2 0.527 0.562 0.551 0.494 0.491 0.490 0.502 0.507
Adj. R? 0.465 0.506 0.493 0.428 0.424 0.424 0.432 0.427

4.3. AL

431 TETEZ

BT O A S A ESG ST REAAER IR, R THRASE, DLFEAT AR A i 0 55 A
EERNTHAE., £ 45)(1)~Q)Exn, F—MBEh TRTREEERNIE, WEHCHEZR; AL+
LM 1B} 206.98 (p < 0.01), fE4a )5 i 59 L HAZE I+ F {H 4 355.34, /T Stock-Yogo IIfi 7 1H 16.38,
VAR TR R m . B Fr B EE R, ORI RENIE, REAEMERGEAEE, TRVE
A
4.3.2. Heckman FEMyE& 5%

NIRPREARIE W2, KA Heckman BT BGE . 1% ESG SRS MVAL & (M T AL ECH 1), FERUT
W3S ESG PR AL Lb I /E NHEfl I 2 kAR B . %A B IR AL A e, AN IE Al P 72 R AR i
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ESG 4. 35— W B Probit 45 5(31I(3)) 7, industry ESG._rate & 197K T B35 1E, A A i s 5
VMR S I EBI@)H IMR 835, B AR RS, IO VAT 85 ATE, itk

4.3.3. {EFEIACE

NGB FEEI 2, SR F PO VT RO o DA G 55 ARAT P47 B v A7 0kl 73 Ab BR A (1) 5 X B 2H(0), FF
PLiEHAR SR . 255 Hainmueller J[28], A —Fr. —Fr =B & — 8 B OEATILEC . VEHL ) &b
P S5 AR . J7 ZEAVR L R -3, ZEREia T 0, UUIREA IR 215 24 Rz i . UL/ =105
SZER(B(5)~(6)) B, MO B AL 1%/KF B EE NIE, SIHEAERH—FL,

Table 4. Endogeneity test results
T4 AEMKRELER

@) ) 3 (4) ©) (6)
TR Heckman 1 B2 RS IIINTWPS
E—MEEPC) % M (ESG) Stagel Stage? —riE e
0.573***
v (0.030)
PC 0.894*** 0.168** 0.179*** 0.325***  (0.324***
(0.252) (2.148) (4.249) (5.692) (5.638)
. 0.032***
industry_ESG_rate (47.827)
70.088***
IMR (~4.399)
N 36682 36682 36682 12677 36682 36682
. 206.98
Kleibergen-Paap rk LM (0.000)
Kleibergen-Paap Wald F 355.34
R? (16.38) 0.407
Adj.R?/Pseudo R? 0.172 0.260 0.506 0.505
5. H—L o
5.1. MBS
5.1.1. PR

RS HNQ)EoR, WL BEARZEINIE, Ui W] AEE I o i B, H2 15 2I5AIE . X2 U O 5
AR AT FF SR AR, RAE MR BB 5 K g8, TR S ESG SURH “ AR W RN .
HI(2)AEREW, O AR FAE SO R IE R 35, H3 AL, OB A s R gt e KB e Hat
BN, RTHEEIAEEELAE S S E0FKT, S ESG Y 1m “ EShEETT B,

5.1.2. BT

5 R EE PR SR WA B)RIFI(4), Zr B i AN SRRSO BN IE, HAS IR BRI R R
1E, RTINS FEAML BT ESG SR, sl 1O BEARIfEREIE T, B0E HA. XK 7
BrImAEuAE BMFE, A BT S KE T RIS ESG T RIRHH# . 51(6) W, MR kIt
TR O A AZ BLIUA R 2 O0 IE, UM B A R BR B (e ESG Sk, SR IEMIATIME, M RHE
H5, LA BEIREC E . SETH S P I F AR AR AT, 1 i O BEAS [ 70 BN
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Table 5. Mechanism test results
5. MBI R

2 (3) 4 (5) (6)
El Greencog ESG ESG ESG
PC 1.213** 0.074* 0.280*** 0.281*** 0.310%**
(2.186) (1.688) (5.420) (5.436) (5.939)
0.064***
Analyst (7.878)
0.094***
PC x Analyst (2.800)
0.050***
Report (7.647)
0.076%***
PC x Report (2.849)
0.026***
DCG (3.140)
0.055*
PC x DCG (1.824)
AR B YES YES YES YES YES
MK 2 YES YES YES YES YES
P 1) [ 5 YES YES YES YES YES
N 36,682 36,682 36,682 36,682 36,682
R2 0.889 0.672 0.493 0.492 0.491
Adj.R? 0.874 0.629 0.427 0.426 0.425
5.2. REMSH

521 HEWMER

e A BN RE R S A E AP 2 5, AN A T K 15 ) 5 [ PrAe iy, L5 2428 ESG
PR R RO KA B AS, TSR AL IR O BE AT ESG FIMEREE . 2 6 B1I(1). (&R, M2, M
ToHFHNE AL i O A REEAR, ANAE 10%/KF B R ZFHNIE, RHBFMERBET . 22l o
IREH GRS HRE 1000 ¥, 40 REER BE, WUIFERAEINE SOFEAD, 05 AEREIRTT ESG
L

5.2.2. iITBM

HIR)YFFI(4) B, T OBt A W3 I, AH AR 5 YA b i sz o BEA A H 5 Je il ) 51%, H4H
Al ZE S 3, RWHA RS YR E R, R T, g gl i o o s ) 5 E R,
S ARSI o 8 AR PR K S 5 5 R AR B2 6 g5 T AR BT e Al IS A B BE P, ESG FN T 1Mt 1 & WU,
Tirf 0 W AR PO 386 25 1 PR AR K A 55

5.2.3. BHR&—

FIG)AF(6)F W, MO AEIE 1%KF ERENE, HAHMEREE, VRIS 4505
VEFZCR . ol iR T s b B . etk R BE 4%, K ESG T H Se Bl /7, (RO B A T m i Ak
ESG % 1M P H > B A AU 20 S 2 s mi i, Bnesqv BERE, 98 HAE B
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Table 6. Heterogeneity analysis results
6. M SER

1) 2 (3) 4 (5) (6)
EEEINE R V5L E M P E—
AH ~EH iRl e 5 ek PIEE— WA —
ESG ESG ESG ESG ESG ESG
. 0.287*** 0.154* 0.547%%* 0.277%** 0.461*** 0.216%***
(4.284) (1.856) (3.987) (4.983) (4.642) (3.613)
EAT IRy YES YES YES YES YES YES
AMAR[E 2 YES YES YES YES YES YES
P ) o] s YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 20,766 15,431 4214 32,446 10,004 26,149
R2 0.530 0.543 0.531 0.492 0.558 0.515
Adj.R? 0.447 0.453 0.471 0.424 0.447 0.447
Diff -0.134* -0.270* —0.245%*
(0.054) (0.062) (0.008)

6. EHIRSEW

AICHEET 2009~2023 4F A I T A FREA, @I IAERH . R @S ARG . T S RO
LSBT, ARG T OB A S Al ESG BTN R & . SRR, LB A RENE A e it 4k ESG
G HAE R e R A 5 SR BRI T SO R SR, RS B PR R S R R R A P E]
TERITRBE— otk HAERE BABEINE . B fArk. R X LR E — ol b oy W]

BT g, RIE=REU —RIUEUMEE S INRIRANLE], K B KIS ESG 5t
MAPRRES &, s GBS d “BEh &7 1w “ EshEIH 7 AR, —REEEIIML. WIIE
I E SRR, 92k ESG 15 BRERME S /MBI E, FRUEEAXIFR, REm LA ERER; =&
PSR BE A HE iR 00 B2 A 5 40k ESG R Ay, i 3 REROR S BLAE SEIR I 5 s 1F il DA BE UK
R

SE
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