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Abstract

This paper selects the data of A-share listed companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen in 2019~2023 as a
sample from the perspective of audit fees, and discusses the impact effect and mechanism between
ESG rating divergence and audit fees. The study found that ESG rating divergence can lead to an increase
in audit fees; the results of the mechanism test show that ESG rating divergence increases audit fees by
increasing corporate agency costs and media attention. The heterogeneity analysis shows that ESG rat-
ing divergence has a greater impact on audit fees for companies that use non-large-scale accounting
firms for audits and companies with poor levels of corporate governance.
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1. 5]

ESG Vs Rl A b T 7 4952 K J& 1 B B AR #E 2 —(Grewal & Serafeim, 2020) [1], SR AN FIPFZAL
FXF Rl — KA ESG YRS RAFAAAAER KA . BUE W C40N ESG PFZ 40 B s R EAT 7 VR4
FI3R T 5 [5R (Chatterji er al., 2015 [2]; Widyawati, 2020 [3]), #R4E T HNFE LK. WH%EITH
WT9T ESG PR/ B 255 5 5, Bl 4(2024) [410F 58 R I, ESG R4y B E 17 s 2es, ik
7 5(2023) [SIRIL, Ak ESG PFZR 5 52 T ) i M ik 7% i f i) 8

ML ESG FRIUAF 021 Sy o T Uil ) B £ 28 755 15 0 LA R I 55 ik 45 2 T 79 2 K 41 R K
52 —. Burke Z£(2019) [6]& I, B i)k & B4 ESG RBUM A G, SmdEitidt. JFH
B A8y T ESG R I I AP W UG o oF S - (FEPESE, 2023 [7]; BRD5 4%, 2021 [8]). H
R 8K 2 0E ESG PRI U0 87 11 9 FH B0, 35020 OG7E BSG VPR 3 80 75 LA R e s v 67 1 9
BT, ASGRAEF AN ESG -G53 B} o 1 9% F 1t 5 i 25wz DL K A FATLAR

FHECT DAESCHR, AT RE R PRDTER I . 28—, DMETFRARZ 2 Tk i) ESG vFIE I, R
T ESG [IFm N 3R M 457 Ja o /0235 595 8] ESG Y73 5, I A ST 2 T ESG P44 5, % ESG
VR B AT R R EITIE L. 5=, DMEMTARRZEET 2S5 8 5 1% sl LT 55 R0 4%
FFEX B PR SR AT L . AR SCLL ESG VP BOXAN A FE, WAL #ih S e, £% 72
(R 5] ER] 36 PRI 9

2. HERGRIR

(—) ESG VW& 5 B ) HE UK & T F

H T2 ERVEH NI ERE 600 2 FZFRHIN, &M RTER S R — SR 2. ESG PP B A2k
BWF=AHH: — 2SR Berg et al., 2022) [9], —RFAREFEGK N, 2023)[10], =2 A S
#& 1 ESG 15 B Ji & (Christensen et al., 2021) [11].

A SCHERE AN ESG PR B g ARy R 2 i femd . &5k, ESG vF4isr BiosHil g5 ESG 1
TR B (B 24, 2023 [12]; Serafeim & Yoon, 2022 [13]), 3020 Hr MMk 15 (4 F04%, 2024)
[14], MM FEF T RE IR, HH Y ESG VFH B TMAE S, 22 R ORIG NS S 44 2 B B (0 wfk 57
LA (Avramov et al., 2022) [15], FEEARTIHIIBEILT « ESG VER I b 256 b HoAth 77 i 7= AR 5
Mo AR ML) ESG PEGIE LA AL gE A7 KU #IW, 1M ESG WA B AETE LA AN R T —
E RN, ESG 1P Bk W Al ESG 15 B EE AT, PRI G AL N 22K 5 it s i, B ESG
PRy BERR 1 A ML A7 72 B i R 5T 45 B B AR (5K = 55 5%, 2023) [5], I H ESG V5 B2 5 80 s AL
R A ARG, 2024) [16].
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Simunic (1980) [ 1714 H 1 8 71 B AL, Ay o T U 8 G5 B TN AR o o AR AN o B T2
MR 2R 23] 1) 2 a8 Mo, A SCIREZ ORI B BR . § PP AR = A5
FSE

H—, A SRR YU EE R R . ORISR, i 2
(KIALE, 2017 [18]), 3% FIIE 2 B 4 2 A IR B P S IR GGIOK B, 2021) [19]0 35, £33t
L Fr BT R . A EE WO, SIS AT IR S T 2 R AR R R (R,
2023) [20], H AT LA 2 1E [m g2 m i v Ui B (58, 2022) (217, A8 vl R v e v I i AR B DA K B
TR AR & 7E — B R Eame tHi 2 (2 74, 2020) [22]. 5=, MVHIAMBIFEEE— LRI 5515
BB g i sk wde, XL AhEHEN], ARETRISE(2024) [23 1IN, HTUSONAE I £ e Tl
o, IR 2 5 mm T S OB IR SR, 2023) [24]: FLIR, Allh 2 SHAE B 85 2= s e o o 27 FH (B 1k
75, 2021)[25], AMb k2 FAEAR 5 AOTE 2ot e T 20 B P AR B R AU AR AE, 2022) [26]: B, Ak
BT PR R AV R S (R DGHE AN R 3R, 0 A T 2 P R S e AR AR AR R (R 4%, 2024) [27],
PR AP BT o6 Al R i B B BE R e, T 3 25 Mot A U 2 T A 4 7 A — 8 I e e (TR 2L 5%
2024) [28].

&) D ESG W58 i3 A

E T USSR ), TN S T AR S e R T SR . A SCRRER B, Al ESG VPR AN
SR IEE R, FEEFE TR, iMoo, Mimis e it s H IS, 2024) [29],
5 H TR F b . BT, A SCEIR N A ESG 443 5 5 o - 2% F 2 18] B4 B 0 2 5 4
MLl o

3. ER SRR

(—) ESG P44 5 #1-5 H

ESG VLK FANEAI S L 24t 7 b5 8, 15 ESG PP B A7 AE K KRR 7 4k ESG (521
AIE FE(EE RS, 2023) [30].

Yo, ARG SARIEE, SMETF AR EARYE L ESG R BN Al i 275 IR v 3047 1 W (5 TE 2R
&, 2023) [31], M4k ESG RILGFHS, Fa AH 3 XAk A AR AR N AT . (H ESG P73 BUATAE 7]
HNEAL I TR IE S, TFE T ESG WRINE BALIETIRE, DR UL TH T DUARSE PP oy B AR )
Wi, I HAEDIRECTREMEE, FE tHis 2 Seit s 2 1 iR, DARKE ESG PP o B = AR
(R Rt

HR, ESG PRI BHER 7 ANV I ZFEACHE RS, AEA AV R s TE ARG I, D 7 KU AMs2, a3 it
Il T H PR S . ANFENLAE] ESG VP o S A 15 A Mk mh B 5 I R EGIE = R4S, 2023) [32], M4k
MEE AR, RASEAN R T AR, BTk, $2H DU R

H1: {2l ESG VP B it mai it 9 .

(Z) ESG VR4 B0t & 3% F 2 ma Ll

1) ESG Vo B IR o VR B8N, AT 38 I o i 2% FH

ESG VW II1E R 2 — =& A TR AL E B, (HiT ESG WRAFAE /5, Al Fri ik mfs B A Rk
KRGS, —J7H, HIHHIEETE 2 KEE ESG WK IA RIS B, FECH T 75 2 2 (1 JEE RIS
B BT RN 585 . 07, 44k BSG VERAFLE S B, B A EREAR
R, B U 5 B St B 2 1) o R NG A L PR RV o B T BTN R RRAR 5 B (1] B ¢ S BRALE B 1T 2
b, B, ARSCHREH PR R
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H2: ESG PFZ% 53 B i 38 K vl g3 N3 e oF 2

2) ESG VP oy B b T M ARBR AT, AT 38 b e o 98 H

B =W RE ESG YRR — 47, AL b f s R s — e B e . (HAESEhrd, BT
ESG PPy B IAFAE N E B ERAE T “8 77 bl REHEEN ST T NEN™H, #MHT
ANV RFCAREE P G, AR A . RE RN T ESG VR BRI S, EEHEHTAMA
F 28 % 18, TG SHUAFLE B ST (o) AT FEA R, — D BT JE . R, ARSCER
oA AR

H3: ESG P53 B8 i Ze A QXU 38 m ik i 4 v o i 2%

3) ESG VPZ oy B b A GV E B, E 3 i vk 9% FH o

W BARTE BRI Iy I B M, A&V B EE ol ESG WPE B B — B, HriE
B PR IE (45 B LR R —, BRI TRE 5 EA R K RME . % ESG IPRAFER oy By, Ko
T AR DR B o X AT Al () SR FE B i), IR 2 A 2 38 56 i i D v B B 2 488, AT B4
P Bt A AR RO, BN TS A IR BRI RO R T Re IR B — BORAR TR, o
T T 2 T W B A 1 75 25 5 R v IR, R b o i 2 WA BB sy 114 9% PG 3 — 350 70 IRV R AT 4 M o BT U8
A DL R

H4: ESG P48 75 B i $ A4 OV FE sk iy MG n e 11 28 H

4. It

(—) BEREFESHIERE

AICIEFE 2019~2023 FF4H A B BT A R NVIIEHE AT, IR REAREAT DU L S,
MEEmATIE BT A B, BIBRC) ST EWiAR], XK LW ARTEM SRR, 5 B9 775 H A2
AFERRIZE S =, HIRTEELEFRMFEAR. 5. R, 7R aR o s kI8 T 5 3 5005
P, SEVER AR R A & B P &, BUAROGEEEEIE R E Cnrds Bl PR, FAh AR B 50 R T E
REHARPE, K Stata 16.0 BAFREAT B3 H

() ZBEEBKEX

1) HfREAS &

PR R AR BN i 2 I (AFEE), S BCH A AL o v 2 A ih 00 B 2R S (R 05 &%, 2021 [8]; T
B, 2023 [33)).

2) fRRAL &

RS B oAl ESG 14873 B{(ESG Dis), 5%/ K BI%5(2023) [341HIWF R ITEE, RBUEIE. 115,
FERSE . UK ESG VFREER, X8 AT g — a5 v EARE 7% .

3) AR E

© HIHE A (Effort). {5 vHIMAEE & iHR i H 5 58 56138 H ARG R EL, S 1 St o0l il
FI N B, A SCHE IR T SZ AT G PR NS, FREE SR, B A
=Ln(Delayi1 — Delayi )% H THEABATE R, @ REBLAMC). AMHEE T RZEEQ2021) [35]0H02%,
SRR, RS9 SO 10 b E i S A AR B R AR . B) AR SCTE B (Media) . A SCIEHL
R 265 10 22 3437 [ P9 25 A DA OG5 RIS, FEI0 1 B E SRR A S A O B o R s Bl R U T
Cnrds F¥5 % .

4) EHIEE

IRYE AT ISR, A SCHME LS (AGE) . A A (SIZE). %= 7 iR (Lev). BT AU
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Jil

(SOE). %=\ (ROA). L5 Q (TOBINQ). & F 2 MK (BSIZE) Vi sl 1 (LIQ) IALSE H £ (TOP1)
FIE WO K R (GROWTH) AR &, Ak, ASCE] 14 B (Year) F4T Mk (Industry) [ € 208, AT A8 & 58

SCRUEAE 73 04 1

Table 1. Variable definition table
F=1. TEENER

A R B ARG AR GaRli]
WA AFEE CRagdi ] T E SO A 9 R SR B
/8 GF . EIER % X e
(R ESG Dis ESG S PAPAEE N ﬂ%ﬁ?iﬁi@?ﬁ%}g; PR B LER
Effort CRTECIN T P e 2R R B SN 1 HE AR
A28 MC RBL A R HENIN x 100%
Media AR SV BE o 4 it 2397 ) P B A B BN 1 B AR
AGE vEERE LU A6l B 7 P (B ) i — BN 5
Lev TP fi SR
SIZE Ak KA R AR
SOE B AU 5 EAA Mz SCH 1, FfhalE Xy o
ROA SR CIE - & VR B
TOBINQ FEE Q DRSS
A BSIZE HH L i PPN WL oE
LIQ LR B WA Eit /R Bt
TOP1 JEEA S BB — KA FRR LA
GROWTH KR ENPIR NS KA E— N
Year NEEDA R
Industry AT A 5
) BEREE

RIS UEANMY ESG VR 73 800 a7 v 9 F B2, JRAE RS ESR A OLS [B1H, AR () an R -
AFEEit = o0 + al ESG_Disi,t + a2Controlsi,t + Y Firm + Y. Year + ¢l (1

5. SLEMRGRE S
(—) HRtEgTt

E N B RS TRA G, A4S B AnF% 2 fis . AFEE [WcK{E N 18.24, f/ME N 12.61,
FRUEZE 0.778, BLBAAS R Aol 2z 8] 8 1 2% AP AR BOK 22 7 . ESG_Dis 15 KAE A 0.44, £¢/IME N 0.0088,
PRIEZE N 0.099, BEBA FINLR T — K ALK ESG VR4S RAFAE L35 72 57, ESG VP44 R o BERUR

HAR PR A R A A PR N

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. fdkttgt

B Obs Mean SD Min Median Max

AFEE 2705 14.7172 0.778 12.6115 14.6040 18.24
ESG _Dis 2705 0.2305 0.099 0.0088 0.2506 0.45
Lev 2705 0.4705 0.189 0.0143 0.4871 1.14
AGE 2705 2.6388 0.625 0.0000 2.7726 3.50
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Jil 1%

gk

SIZE 2663 3.2229 0.048 3.1001 3.2173 3.39

ROE 2705 5.1888 7.139 —62.4334 4.3600 60.19
TOBINQ 2705 2.1351 2.004 0.6338 1.4564 22.57
BSIZE 2705 2.1659 0.215 1.6094 2.1972 2.83

LIQ 2705 0.5174 0.213 0.0228 0.5299 0.99

TOP1 2705 0.3679 0.163 0.0337 0.3548 0.88
GROWTH 2705 0.1458 0.509 —0.8428 0.0960 18.55

() ZEHEEIRLER

s NBR(D)REAT B, G5 RN 3 Fron . 85 R R, Joil 2 15 I N3 1) 22 5 A [ 52 RS, AFEE
55 ESG_Dis M[A[JAZ5 RN IE AR MNP GER A, A S h R SS — R S ] A&
LA AT AL [ E 28 J5 , AFEE 5 ESG_Dis FII[H R %0y 0.674, FF HIRIHZRAE 1%H)7K-F LIEA] &
Fo WAE TS, B AL ESG YRR BOBORIN, T SOAS T SR bl

Table 3. Benchmark regression results

3. FERVFLER

) 2 3) “)
AFEE AFEE AFEE AFEE
ESG_Dis 1.706*** 0.758*** 1.429%** 0.674%***
(11.59) (7.02) (10.12) (6.36)
Controls NO YES NO YES
year NO NO YES YES
industry NO NO YES YES
_cons 14.324%%%* —23.141%%* 14.571%%* —24.040%**
(387.76) (—24.99) —106.53 (—25.49)
N 2705 2663 2705 2663
R? 0.047 0.542 0.174 0.58

e e xR FIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%/K°F L2,

) iataK

1) TAAE:

AR T AR S VE SRR N AR i) . R AR B S — IR v T R R TR S . A g Rank
4 (1) (2)4I7~, AFEE 5 ESG_Dis HIHIHHR%8 0.633, HAERLE 1%M/K - FRE, FIREIE 74
A ESG P28 43 B 5 8 i 2% 2 [N IE R BEE T, 458 58050 — 20

2) Bfrr ey

ARSCRFH B 3R A e i B VR AT R AR 5, B AR 5 REU(ESG_Disl )k flii & ESG VP oy,
B PU KPR 1 ESG PR 4h R AR E 22 bR LT 3ME . K #T IR L & ESG_Dis1 5 NBARL(1) H BT kAT
[, BRI 4 FEEG)5IFTR, AFEE 5 ESG Disl HIEIH A% N 0.196, HAE 1%K7KF E &
Fo EERTMBRERNER LG, SRR S8,

3) Bt iR AL B T

X T2 AT bR AEAC R AR B, K AR B AR R AR B AT FO RS . BB ZE R AN 4 thEE(4)F1
Fi7~, AFEE 15 ESG Dis (R RECN 0.706, 1F 1%M/KF FEZE, RETTSCHSE L ZRER.
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Table 4. Robustness test
< 4. FRIEMRI

(M 2 3) “4)
ESG Dis AFEE AFEE AFEE 1
ESG Dis 0.633*** 0.706%***
(4.52) (4.89)
L.ESG_Dis 0.985%***
(99.62)
ESG _Disl 0.196***
(4.35)
Controls YES YES YES YES
_cons —0.196%* —23.975%** —24.938%** 39.327%**
(-2.31) (-20.11) (-26.71) (30.58)
N 1684 1684 2663 2663
R? 0.876 0.572 0.577 0.499

e e xR FIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%/K°F L2,

6. BH—H54h

(—) PLERR ST

T UL LA 45 5L AR SCARSR AR Mk ESG PP 4 BOR o 1 31 FH (K S LG, e o 5N
FAEACHE A IR AR R TS RO R A RS, B85S MBE(2004) [36] A0 (072 4 2 DA Ph A R SR B0 AR

AFEEit = f0 + BIESG Disi,t + f2Controlsi,t + XIndustry + > Year + £ 2)
AFEEit = 80 + O1ESG _Disi,t + MV + 83Controlsi,t + Ylndustry + Y. Year + €3 3)
MV = 0 + y1ESG Disi,t + y2Controlsi,t + XIndustry + 2. Year + &4 @)

Hr, My AP AASE, B THR N (Effort). AR A (MC) R 57T (Media) .

1) FF R IHLE S 58

[ A S5 B 5 B8], (2)F1FT~, ESG Dis 5 Effort (][]0 &2 A G2, ESG PP/ 5
TN Z B HERIER KR, WA ESG W45 5w i1 3% 2 R /R R BLE], R 2
AT o

2) FETARE AR HL A 56

EEZE R WL 5 HE5E3) @)FIF, ESG Dis 5 MC WRIHRECH 0.0010, 1E 1%HI7KF EEE,
PEHI AL ESG Vo0 2 S EURFE A1 n; MC 5 AFEE (B3 ZE0N 0.001, HE 1%K7KF &
F, UCHAREE AW NS S R IIR R R “BSG VR - ARELRAS - HHSR AT SOL,
I ESG VPZR 4 B K 2 5 B AR sl ARG I, T S 8cd o e 3G n, R 3 oz

3) FET RS BE AL IS 56

[ H4E a0 5 HEES). (6)F1ias, Media 5 AFEE [JEIARECN 0.014, HTE 1%MKF R,
FEW AR ST BE HO 34 0 2> 4 B 1 % T8 0 ; ESG_ Dis 5 Media FI[B1H RN 0.004, 76 1% 1K F 8%,
F W] ESG W/ B3R & S EUEMA O B IR T, B815 “BSG VP o B - BRI E - BT 9”7 ik
37, Ui ESG PR A B R S B m A OGTERE, I R T R P, B 4 BT
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Table 5. Mechanism test results

5. HEIINER

MV = Effort MV =MC MV = Media
1) (2 (3) (4) (5) (6)
AFEE ESG Dis AFEE ESG Dis AFEE ESG Dis
ESG_Dis 0.668*** 0.662%** 0.766%**
(6.31) (6.26) (7.09)
MV —0.019%* -0.002 0.010%x 0.001 0.014* —0.004%%*
(-2.22) (-1.29) (3.88) (1.5) (1.74) (-2.73)
Controls YES YES YES YES YES YES
year YES YES YES YES YES YES
induatry YES YES YES YES YES YES
_cons ~23.774%%x —1.497%%x ~24.686%** —1.571 %% ~22.674%%* —1.629%**
(-25.02) (-8.68) (-25.84) (-9.05) (-23.45) (-9.52)
N 2663 2663 2663 2663 2655 2655
R 0.581 0.129 0.582 0.129 0.542 0.093

T R ek R IRIRTE 1% 5% 10%7KF LR,

(Z) B

1) 2> TH M55 BT R e o 1 A B

ASORG FEA LN 43 A AR 5 45 BT AT 7 TH (0 il A B R R = 45 B it A7 & 1 i ik, e
RIS e SR “D9R”, /NS 55 BT e OB “IUR” Z A AR 55 BT o K PR RE A kAT
[, LR 2t i 58 Bt ESG PR o ORI B T 2 F 2 [R] G R I E A, [elIF 45 Rk 6 i
(D) QFIFTR. 55K, A SRS 2 v 55 BT i AT %7 1, AFEE 5 ESG_Dis (#5115 53
90209, SR AV AE KBS TS 55 Brd A7 # 1HIN, AFEE 5 ESG_Dis [ [H 3 RE0CH
0.649, HAE 1%M/KF ERZE. 2485 0KV, AR B S B T s i, ESG 1P 8O &
TFRAHM R EEREINEE . SIERMBEFESALL, KMAFE S Frar oF BB &k, & i
SRS, T SR bR v A B I, DRI 244k ESG YR H B A i, KRR 45 BT U B i a2
(I E M /N T AR R 55 o

2) A FNE K 5 5 A 5

A E N E B I, — 7T, AR IS SR TEINE A HERS, ESG KPS, ESG P
oy BNy U7, BRI T AT D, AR T R FRARE KR, # i A R AR
DA G B T BRAH LD o AR SCIEREA 73 2 2 WA B KT 3 B AL A 2 w1 6 BEAKSPAR R Ak 23 23k A T [510,
HERINE 6 FEEG) @FFTR. JAFNAHK T ER, AFEE 5 ESG Dis (RIA4 /AR E; HJAFNA
PRSP, AFEE 5 ESG Dis [T RECH 0.860, 7F 1%K/K T EEE. &REH, 5AFNEEKT
R AAREE, A RN ERKCPR BRI ESG VP4 53 805 H 1 9l 2 [a) %) 1 [ 52 000 2050 %7 B J0 4. 3

Table 6. Heterogeneity test
6. REAMKRE

(1) 2 (3) “4)
PN RIS P A FEIE LK 2 FRFRIKSPA
AFEE AFEE AFEE AFEE
ESG _Dis 0.209 0.649%** 0.162 0.860%**
(0.83) (5.76) (0.76) (6.58)
Controls YES YES YES YES
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gk
_cons ~23.020%** —15.572%%* ~19.316%** —22.965%**
(-12.95) (~14.29) (-8.82) (-20.23)
N 494 2169 594 1839
R 0.598 0.445 0.499 0.525

e e xR FIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%7K°F 2.

7. HREGLEBEREIWN

ik ESG PP n] LA AL T RE SR FRRE T, BB ZRAR Al 5 /M (S AKX AR i) 8, (H il T %
FH I PPRAREAR —BOE IR, A FEHUIN T F— KA IE R L R M, BTk, ARSCNE
THSR AL R, B 2019~2023 4E[A)IFIR A B B ARERNFEAR, K5 ESG vF4sr 5wt 2% FH 2 [A) 1)
SR J AR FMLAE . S RR I, SB—, ESG WA Ko Ei it A, Z4vaid—&
HU N AR B0 A AR A PR 30 5 AR IR AL 28—, BLHIR SRR B, ESG VR4 Bl i A HE s A 1y 34 m LA &
AR OV B AR R R I I B T W B, T T RN I EA S S ERE TR I =, R
T, N R AR K 2T 35 45 Bt AT o i A Al . 28 596 B KP4 2 R Aol DA P R 42 il R
ZHANI S, ESG VP B N 2 S8 v S RO N, BDIXFR R m 2 TR

RAELA ES5, PTRERILLNER: B—, NTIPENAN S, WEVR A TS AP gbnidE, &
FOPENA PIVE R R B o —1k: 3=, X TWREMIIME, Mibe Sl ESG 1fE Bk e, 12
5 ESG WSS R Ltk 5=, XTH MMM S, Mk ESG WA RN KB Il R, AR E
Bl SR AL 1 HE 15 B
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