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Abstract

The dairy industry is developing rapidly, and ESG practices are of great significance to it. This article
explores the impact of ESG practices on corporate performance from the perspective of manage-
ment accounting through case analysis and grey relational analysis, using a combination of case
analysis and quantitative analysis. The study found that the relationship between ESG practices and
corporate performance is influenced by multiple factors. F Dairy Company has undergone signifi-
cant development and achieved remarkable results in ESG strategic planning and implementation,
achieving green transformation in the environment, safeguarding rights and interests at the social
level, supporting public welfare, and having a scientific and transparent corporate governance
structure. ESG practices have varying impacts on its financial performance across multiple dimen-
sions, with a high correlation to debt paying ability and a positive effect on profitability. Operational
performance indicators need to be optimized, while development ability is subject to significant
fluctuations due to various factors; Significant improvement in non-financial performance, includ-
ing brand reputation, customer satisfaction, and employee loyalty. The ESG practices of F Dairy
Company also provide insights into industry ecological innovation, innovation driven development,
and crisis response. The research has limitations in data and case studies, and in the future, the
sample can be expanded, data processing can be improved, and policy standards can be tracked
dynamically. Enterprises should optimize their internal strategies, and the government should im-
prove the external policy environment. Future research can strengthen industry comparisons and
long-term dynamic impact studies. This study provides useful reference for enterprises in integrat-
ing ESG strategy with management accounting, which helps to enhance their sense of social respon-
sibility and achieve high-quality development.
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1. 5|8

FE4 A MRS, AP B R AN B A AR T LI 25 3R I, T R 22 1 32 B LA B L Aoy
FIVEBESEER 520 . ESG (Environmental, Social and Governance, [&FR ESG) EL i A 7 & £ b K A (E A0
TR E ZARE . FHESIHME N A AE B ) E 2 TH, TIPS AR 5 ESG sk B BB .
AL F F AR AE], RAHE RS THLA T ESG SEBA AL BRI m[ 1]

XTFNME, ESG SLBa s MACH YR, A=A 1 ReiscHE, Bt 5 TEAT. ARNAEAR
EE e, XA AKIRME R EE AR N . —J7H, HORESREF A ARG O RN,
FEARREFE St AR SRR A — 7, OREE= G E 24, 4597 0 TR . B+ KR
JRLEAE S UGE, NN L RIS BRI B E RN . EEREARTIS, ESG R IMALIZH K
NEE G E A ANE SE IO EER, E LT A S T A E

F A A RITER ) LYk T 50 4 B S 8 s o IRAER, 1A RIFRERAT ESG, ¥4 T REEE A e Bl
NERBS 51278, MR YREAZS . kst T, BRI ARG s N6, F 7O 7
—ANETH ESG AR, FERFEEAATERM ESG 5. T Lik, WA F LK) ESG SZEkinfal sz i
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Bk, AL AE AT — ROEE B S THUA NS 4ERRL, 0 LB FLIL S 2 AR AT W ol 3
Bt ESG #24  Silm i R AR AL B A SE S E MR TR 3 . X IE A AL AN AR S 0 2

2. HERGRIR

TEARTT ESG L5 MG RIEARSIE, ENSEFHIZHZ oA, WNAREARH K, 15
T 24k,

o E NN = F BIEMG . WE AN Ziolo 55(2019) LA Rl MV N FEA AT B 7L /5 KW, ESG SE
BT DL AR T AU 25 530 . # ESG AH G R 340 N RIS Y S BT 1 5 4 Al A 3R AR A 1 T 22 4 1k
Dasgupta (2022)7E%F 27 ANE K 2010~2019 = FIEHR T STUER IR FE R B, 40 55 G850k BEIA 3 T /K~
i, AN BSG SEE A VRN — R BN RS (2] [ P9 228 2R A5 (2023) 3 TR 2 A OE
BRI, AT ESG SEER AT DA s EOBE B L, D &8 i AN e PRI MR BT 200, TRt
VIV 55 530 [3]. AEHEMG S5 (202318 FH 22 702 14 [m] V= RSS20 R 8 45 2850 M ASE 28 JEA T SIEIE 3 BT s I, [ 245
A EAT BSG Bt B T s & E 836 (4]

{EAA USRI A . Franco (2020)&K 3L, NIt fE ESG SEERIESN R BN RA, MiiXLepis A
TER 25 A0 DX Al = A B 35 S, A ] RedE A N LR IR [S]. Duque Grisales %£(2021) K3, #5
A B TEHEAT ESG SRl , AMFR ZER DRI 55 BHIR BN n) 8, 623 TG SO ZE S kiR, %% )
AI e TR IR 2 AH DS A ]

UbAh, A E A AR E NN T Z IRAFEH MO R . Atan R 55(2018) A 54 FK Iy SR U A " AR A
ATSHEWF I KB, ESG S5 MG M HF AAAE R #E K R . Chen %5 (2018)IN N, ESG Lk 5k
GURZ AAELE U BUARLRME R R WG, BT HRERAKRERA, ESG FEk Xt 84 AT 5
M MKIIE, R ESG SRERAEHEHES MU as MK, AN X I 45 G307 AR IE T e . ERUGHESE
(2022) LA 405 FK T AN AR AR AT SSERT FG &I,  TolkARl ESG S B I 45 3 33 1) 5 M R I — Fh
U AR R R, Se4IRIE 2ok 38 Z (Al U BYR R [6].

3. F 3L F) ESG SCRG LA

F A7 ESG Bk NIz g aliifs, M B TRKARGENA, sl ESG HirrENLEH S
AL, TERR R - R - VR APRARLE], BRI BRI SR I T .

3.1. ESG R R S5 VTFAE LS

FT 2021~2023 4 ESG LA IR G 0115, F AFTE ESG W H % 5Pl R FAE IE i IUE
2, RS SNSRI HEL . ARIUTE B AARVEAL I 231 “BatElaim” , 7EMS4E S
TENBRBUBEIS 2 FRORANY, 7R AL S AR AN A X 96 ZR et i o 1) X S4B 3G K[ 7] DL 2022 4403
WEAIH B, YIEHIEE 8000 J5 76, A NPV (Net Present Value, {FIUE)N 1200 575, ANELIRRIK
HEWias 300 o AANLAEEEIA 200 ook, EIE NPV A2 2700 Ji7G, WEBIL S % (Internal Rate of
Return, &FR IRR)M 8% T+ 2 12%, AWIH #H 22 0k . SHbRIRN, BT ESG Wi H A B S
BRI e, EHEMIE N 5% T, F ARSI E 8%~10%1 X # . U 2023
REVED 2RI H , RIAMEBURAR S X, 1% EER 10% 4R, 150 H 35085 IO EE M 3.5 48
WK Z 42 4, A BRI

3.2. IFRERAREERS SE
H 2020 FIHEL T RGRNLH LR, F A IRV BRAE IS OS5 A RS A A . Bk
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VER, A ALK RRAR AN 53 “ BRI PR S B RRARTL Y IR AT IR, RV
R L L 2 7 T

M 2022 FERIEHRE KT, AR 7 5 2R I RRHE R A A E 22 57 o B4 ) LRy 77 b 28 SR BRHE R A N 2.3
TO/E, o5 EAEMRSA 4.7%; TR TR 7 2 DR REREAR T B, BRI BHESUR AN 1.8 JU/E, S E
BRI AR I 3.2%. fEA B A BT, F AR ESEMRTH00 B BT sh A8 5. 2021 4,
AF T AR R R, XA RAMERAR ERT 15%. A, AW D UET B IR R IR AL S
BRI ZE, BRI RAR R T 12%, Bk FHRE TR AR 60% (HE I 255 2023 4 R )
UbAh, HEEMAE AN E B ST H . 2023 455 = EMRAE RN, HORBEITIA & E 2 H I L
A 18.3%, #2020 FEHETET 9.1 NEH N AL

33.ESG S EEEHMMNES

R4E (2023 SEEESRENZTE) » F Aa¥ ESG B BETTE 30% (2021 £ 15%), B
W ARSI RIVEIN AR R o RO BALTRPRCLFE: PARYERE . SRR YR . RIENN S5 E
FEH: 2023 FFARIA BT EIRGRE TR S%M E R, @8 BIGREEE I 10%. 1 X A 28 3 AT
SERK 20%, 1%J7 RHIN B G EF R E) 0.5% B WL A, HTAREEES . N JTRE TS
IR, 2021~2023 41K ESG FabroARik br T 8000 8 B B Lu i, SEX0N 8.7%.
4. F ZLANF) ESG EREX B S 2 4 #0n

FSCERNT F A R 1) ESG SEERIAT VR UL B, AT A A T 2P 5 e bRt AT 2 4k B R
Mo —J7TH B 1R K EBORBR VLS & W 55 et AT Re ISR B /04, 55— J7 TN T ESG FEENF 5%
G [T M. HITE T2 A B EE, SN E 24T 2 22 R85 FBUR B SE T T ESG
FEIZE X T AL IR
4.1. ESG B F SR mMBUIR 24

4.1.1. ESG E S5 MHSHAE XM 2
(1) $8hRAGEEL

Table 1. Changes in Huazheng ESG rating of F dairy company from 2019 to 2023
# 1. F FLNF] 2019~2023 £E4E4E ESG PR

Ay ZEEVP ZE/ E 114 S VP& G 114
2020 BBB 57.18 B B A
2021 BB 52.46 C cce A
2022 A 62.63 BBB BB AA
2023 AAA 73.83 AAA A AA
2024 (11 A1) AA 76.49 AAA A AA

T BRI T F AR AR

b ESG HAMARE, EWAMILTHEIE. gk, Er 2% MR ESG PN HLA
X SRR TE VAN vt « 75 F8hn AN 78 o5 VO 55 07 TH %A A [H o T ESG VA4 T A0 A [ [ 175 10 2% &
A CIEEL F Folk A 7] 2020~2024 FE4EIE ESG ¥4 RAEASEZEFH W EFE 1 FiR.
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Table 2. Financial performance-related indicators

% 2. WSS XIENR

— AR 7 E i1 A e L
sl 2 BB =B 5
ffiife B0 ¥ [ gR B BB 5
B AR BT A B P A
ROA R AT SR
il ROE H R B RTE E R
BERRIR S NEIE=A TN
SR R A % FE SN T35 RO
HiZhE N B AR FEM SN g e
B e A FEM SN TS B
A BB KR IR LB RAYL R B — 1
RN ARAEBEENVYON/ FAEREEDIRN — 1
Table 3. Financial indicator data of F dairy company from 2019 to 2023
# 3. F FLALAT] 2019~2023 FE0F SEFREE
T 45 e bm 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
ROA 22.57 28.98 22.98 14.75 9.45
PRI % (ROE) 41.82 48.33 35.54 22.01 13..86
HEFH 28.67 40.00 30.36 23.22 16.85
et 2.32 2.61 2.88 2.98 3.06
WA 2.23 2.43 2.63 2.71 2.75
B AR 43.36 32.26 28.84 28.27 27.24
YLK 2K S B . (IR) 33.18 63.66 60.10 4476 45.00
BB R A AR (IR) 0.79 0.74 0.77 0.61 0.54
BTG B2 (IX) 1.12 1.07 1.20 0.97 0.87
SR R L R 94.00 23.12 11.15 12.82 1.91
BN TR L K R (%) 32.04 35.50 22.50 -6.43 -8.35
ESG 157 - 57.18 52.46 62.63 73.83

T BRI T F A A RO BT R BE Sk Vs bk http:/www.feihe.com; https://www.cninfo.com.cn/new/index .

e IR bR AR S B KA I B, AR U5 3 B AR 85 5 3 AE A DRI B 43 M Hh A U A 1
WA R[8], MAEGiRE T BAIGE ). EIZhE I LR B RE DU B BGT A 48, Mgk 2
FRITE bR R RAE N LR, JEEANSIR I 5 B e br 2 3 B, LA EEERBRIET F A SR
3 TR

(2) #EbRALHE

TERE RS HT, 7 G “HRIE” LR, BRI T 0. ih, ASCE RS EEN A S
BT RNAL TR, DUk BN AR RT3, BAR RN 4 FioR.
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Table 4. Non-dimensionalization processing results of data

F 4. BIELERULIBLER

PRUS AT S
T 45 e bm 2020 2021 2022 2023
ROA (%) 0.542 0.525 0.462 0.39
5 P26 % (ROE) 0.728 0.626 0.503 0.407
HEFH (%) 0.635 0.58 0.51 0.419
B Z (%) 0.402 0.418 0.408 0.367
B LR (%) 0.402 0.417 0.407 0.366
B B (%) 0.567 0.568 0.545 0.469
I YATTH R 7 22 (k) 1 1 0.697 0.588
ST R B 2R (IR) 0.395 0.409 0.399 0.359
BN A % 2 (IK) 0.396 0.411 0.4 0.36
KB ER g 2 0.503 0.456 0.452 0.364
ED IO R 3K 26 (%) 0.593 0.522 0.373 0.333
ESG 114> 0.864 0.843 1 1
(3) THEIRELSE
Table 5. Result of correlation analysis
5. KBE DRGSR
— AR 7 Ei=p RIS H2
Ak 0.942 2
e 7] WA 0.944 1
ATRSR (g 0.890 3
ROA 0.726 9
el
ROE 0.711 10
HEFN R 0.768 7
IRE AT I i e 0.820 6
e BB A 0.837 5
BB AR 0.857 4
RBE KR 0.756 8
KIERET)
B IE K2 0.407 11
7 (8). 5 (k) = S Ao 1)
= S W @)

A IR I HTING 0 2R E p W, I3 JIOR, p BIBUEIXTE (0, 1), EHEL 0.5, BHA
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LA F Sl A 7] 201~2023 4E ESG 1045 55 VI 45 S8 K i 5.

PRAE CAE IR FE R, #5 A > 0.5 B, AT DAY PPN B Z IR S K (00 K FOR R R4
ZEREAT AL EE, 13 B &R, Mt 11 MR ERIAT VPN HET « SRBEEEEAE 0~1 27, %
{E KRR ILE Z75 15 51 2 (8] R AH DG B 5 o

H#E S ATA, 11 WY S Habr e BB 10 T T 0.5, £ ESG 1445 5 5 M 45 Gk 2 7] A IEAH 5%
KFR. HAKE, ESG RILG AR JIHaAr RBREE i, 7000108 0.942, 0.944. 0.890, 5K JEReJ14EH5
RIRSERACH 0.407. FHEH] FIRSTUEHF 7045 FARILE 2 (102 ESG VI -5 %5 Gk b s A4 1R AH S 1
DAL UG 3K AV 55 50280 1) DY A4 FE TR N A3 HT

4.1.2. ESG SEREER (R AE TR0 N

Table 6. Solvency indicators of F dairy company from 2019 to 2023
F 6.2019~2023 4F F FLA N A EREE N3 4R

EfiRE ) 2019 4 2020 £E 2021 4 2022 4 2023 4
BEE (%) 43.36 32.26 28.84 28.27 27.24
L ad e 1.77 1.6 1.50 1.48 1.45
WANE T BT (%) 75.16 65.48 63.43 62.59 6231
BN = BT (%) 24.84 34.52 36.57 37.41 37.69
N L S ST (%) 74.58 77.78 76.47 74.29 74.87
R s f s/ S A i (%) 25.42 22.22 23.53 25.71 25.13
et 2.32 2.61 2.88 2.98 3.06

BEERIE: KIET F AH 2019 F~2023 FEHX 7M.

35

3.06
288 2.98
3 2.61
3
25 g%é -
2
1.5
1
0.5
0
20194 20204 20214 20224 20234

—6— FRahttE EEahEbEE

Figure 1. Trend chart of current ratio and quick ratio of F dairy company from 2019 to 2023
1.2019~2023 4 F Sl A RIR BN FRAERIEL FHE T [

AL S ESG ST AE 2 U BT, I 2D Bt  (HAI R Ry KA 5 [ 41 o
FARRYL, X5t al et B SG I IR B 158, $RTHEEGIRE Ty, DU S5 Aafi . k., 4k
BEREAEIA R 2 TUEMAFHAEI R R, KB 55 Fafd Kk 9],
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MEHE B8 6 KA, FALMLAFEL IR R GRS PR Wl 1, ish R Ak L =5 -
Tto KRNI GRE JJ AW IR 76 2020 45, 2021 SRNG5S LLA BT, FERR R ZHE
Jils 7 PG ISR, B VD, P ENLYON , JF HLEDO RS TR TTER . 10 2020 SRR 3000 5
TEH T R ER s, Rt e —2 52t 4000 277 e B 45 . 2021 1 2 AR I B . F 3
Ao mRE I RE ) BA P TR, BN T 22 A X, R AR 2

OB LR ME SN AR, F ARG R V2 LI, B#E ESG FRIIAW TR, H
KIIEFBHTHE 2 . R4 ESG K2 J7 PP, AEAFARAT X L AR AE AU thAE AW BT, HRAT 55 SRl
WA 5325F F Flalk A mI{E ESG AU AT 955 71, MR BLH ESG X 2058 E 71 R IEUK .

4.1.3. ESG SEREX & FI4E SIH0 R0

ARG ESG sk LA A BE 177 A4 2 05 T ARG . 1 B2, ESG skBis i i IR A
M B ALERR S, AR T AL AR S BB S, HIR, ESG SEEHERN L AT iR 2
WEEARTH, BRI TIEE R, &5, ESG LEEH BT is EHMttaE S, W
RGO S AR A 2t AR SR R A (S AL [ 1010 IR BB 58 AU Ab s R 122 5F e
MARHE T AR AT HF SRR -

F FLalk 2 JE 2019~2021 250 SN AT A LB D 08 K835, 2022~2023 SEA3/MIE R I . AR
WORFFAERRKCT, S A B A BRI RE 7T AL T B SR R a5 1 TSR RAS O3S 0L 7 w0
FESE P BRAR. Wi, DUAEE SEPITSCRI3R . SR, 4ERRRIE KPR OG8E T DU R A
Ji T o
Table 7. Performance of F dairy company from 2019 to 2023 (Unit: billion yuan)

5 7. F LA 2019~2023 Al ERIER(BAL: 12TT)

Ay B Bl A eI
2019 137.22 -41.12 39.35
2020 185.92 -51.12 74.37
2021 227.76 —67.69 68.71
2022 213.11 ~73.60 49.42
2023 195.32 ~68.69 33.90

BIEKIE . RIET F AT 2019 4~2023 F4EH .

Table 8. Changes in operating gross profit margin and operating net profit margin of dairy companies from 2019 to 2023

2 8. F FLAAT] 2019~2023 FEEWEFIRFIE W EFIRT L

HEAhy 2019 4 2020 4 2021 4 2022 4 2023 4
BB (%) 70.03 72.50 70.28 65.46 64.83
B FI (%) 28.67 40.00 30.36 23.22 16.85

HAmKIE: KIET F Ad] 2019 4~2023 FF4FEHR.

WG E3% 7 A5 8, AR EINT, F 3L AR LE ESG SKE #2458 AR 2. DL “BEe <7
TR, BT EBNEIESH TR I E L e R, AT T o0, (RS U T
RETLRBRAR T /770, HRR BB R, AR08 1 R 7870 T 800 e & Bt ez 9
A, BEFERONT B BSR4 Rl ot KIPRE, Ui 172 AR 45t .
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MR JZTRE, F 3Ll A m AT ESG LB HER G Tz, hREZITTINIRIE. B I X
gt ARG TR BT, F 3L A "B HE I AL G LG R 5, WIERTIIE DR AE SR Rt
PPLEMER, PR TR B b E e A R BAL T, o Bl R A v i A
K.

4.1.4. ESG KRR EERE SR M

Alb T DU AR T E ESG S, SEsFIRBEAE M, DAL A AR BRAR, AR ORI 7 ot 2 A i
BHEFR KR RSP GEIRTHRNREIZRRE, R TE S ) R R 1 3CH .

P42 9 M 2 fioR, 2019~2021 4F F F2A 5] ROK ORI S THFORFRAE 60 247 KB BRIAZ A F
HALTE REBGEORY, LR BRI RO R TR 4, IRTT T B R AR, MR
TR RTE S Jy. BRI, 2023 AR FLEBE AT 0.54, 2019~2023 4 RIBE T REES, HAMiRir R
TRERS S AFTUE I 2019~2020 4 _EFF, 2020~2022 4T B, 2023 FLRIFFAR A7 SRR BT 112.19
Ky RYIENAF LB E R T, Tl ZE A AR A < o F KU, AR AR B (B AN BEURIR 9% 5 7). BT
B, ) [ E B AR AR, U Ak B R 5K S R RE D B P R R, B R ACR T A 1R
THAE ]

Table 9. Operational capacity indicators of F dairy company from 2019 to 2023
7 9.2019~2023 4F F FLA AR EZRENEAR

HIGRES 2019 4 2020 4 2021 4 2022 4 2023 £

1E 1% R RAL(R) 58.93 67.92 78.97 94.77 112.19
SO 3 B R A (R) 10.85 5.66 5.99 8.04 8.00
17 BT (IK) 6.11 5.30 4.56 3.80 3.21

IR R 5% 32 (IR) 33.18 63.66 60.10 44.76 45.00
DB AR (1K) 1.12 1.07 1.20 0.97 0.87
IE] 7 B 77 A 3R (IR) 421 3.40 2.95 2.28 2.04
BB AR (IR) 0.79 0.74 0.77 0.61 0.54

BEKIE . RET F AT 2019 4~2023 F4EH .

70 63.66

60.1
60
50 4476 a5
40 33.18
30
20
10 11 5.3 456 38 321
. *——e—e0—6
20194 20204 20214 20226 20234
—6— FEAEE (R) RIS ERESR (OR)

Figure 2. Trend chart of inventory turnover and accounts receivable turnover for F dairy company from 2019 to 2023

[ 2. 2019~2023 £ F F. A BIFEER B 2 M NI KRR 4L Rta

Rixf BRI, fEAt R, 0T A R RS M, F Rl ) 75w R AL 2 A R
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P, E R R FRAE AR R, SO SRR L A SRTHE P AT SR, M o e R T 5
Fi1e RUFID i R SR RE NS T A I 51 SE 22 B B A S s A4S OB I E AR, A e R B
Ak, NTIBE A7 B e AR

FER T A FNEE DT, F 7L 7N AN 578 36 2 7R BRAE A, i Py s o ) 8 S 8o S S 25300
A SRR AT RELANAL , 98/ BB o HEPR T AN 6 BB AR, $R R SRR MPAT I . 4,
FERIE . AR A AR SR AT, ST ARMEAL IR 3R A SRR AN ™A% B B LA, 8 DR A8 Tk 553 3h e 8 v
s MVEHEEAT o AT BT A R WA R T2, S B AN AT, 3R A B B RN B
LLE

4.1.5. ESG SEEE X & R EE RSN

WML F FLM A= 0 55 F6hn, 5 IR R AE A 5 1 - I L 00 R vk sh i, AR E .
TR R R ILFEER, RS 7 ESG ek, (BHNF FbA 7 & & 68 1 () 1E 1 5200 14 A 78 20 Je TR
3k

Table 10. Development ability indicators of F dairy company from 2019 to 2023
7 10.2019~2023 £ F FLA N B R R EESIHEHR

RIERE 2019 4 2020 4 2021 4 2022 4 2023 4
BN IE K R (%) 32.04 35.50 22.50 -6.43 -8.35
FEFNEHEK (%) 36.91 40.28 18.75 -12.85 -9.23
R 3 K (%) 75.47 89.01 -7.61 -28.07 -31.41

HmKIE: KIET F Ad] 2019 4~2023 FF4FEHR.

210 IEATAT LA 2 F FLAE 2019 4~2020 A RESH REF, fEnaiEEEH R, HE
£ 2021 431 2023 FEHENIN . BAE SFAEE KRS T T HOIRES, fE 2022 420 2023 4E4bT 1108
K. 2022 4, FEHESERPEBORIIEAR, WHERGE IR RIAT A K36 R 5107 SN AT BT 4 KR 4
K, Xt EE S ™ EAT

ARV AT ESG $R IR IERE ) B %, TEMMIRAERT, F AL AR ROEE SO AIH, FFEHATT
Ko WEIARL TR HOR S R TT, AT R LA, SIS TR T R B AR
ok, JHRE, WINEW, MR TERE T HR, AR, EEYG TRE, RO RO
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