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Abstract
With the high-quality economic development and the fading demographic dividend, the ESG concept
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has profoundly influenced corporate factor allocation. Using a sample of China’s A-share listed compa-
nies from 2009 to 2024, this paper empirically examines the impact and mechanism of corporate ESG
performance on labor costs. The study reveals that good ESG performance significantly increases cor-
porate labor costs. The core pathway lies in the optimization of the human capital structure: enter-
prises increase their demand for highly educated and highly skilled talents while crowding out a por-
tion of low-skilled labor, and the consequent cost increase is primarily reflected in the growth of effi-
ciency wages. From the perspective of ESG sub-dimensions, the increase in corporate labor costs
mainly stems from practices in the social and governance dimensions. Heterogeneity analysis shows
that this effect is more pronounced in non-state-owned enterprises, industries with intense market
competition, firms with high media attention, and high-tech industries. Further analysis indicates that
the ESG-driven increase in labor costs does not weaken corporate competitiveness; rather, it signifi-
cantly enhances firms’ breakthrough innovation output, thereby realizing long-term value creation.
This research expands the perspectives on the microeconomic consequences of ESG and the determi-
nants of labor costs, providing practical implications for enterprises to rationally view rising labor
costs and optimize human capital allocation.
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1. 51§

FE SR A BR AR AZ AL & ST RR A e A AR E LT 5 R, 3RBE L 44 KR FL(ESG) B N 51 4
EIRAFR R EEES (1], SR, A PEZ5P NS ER RN B, N HDLMZEEER, 5
BN LT E BN AT ISR LS . A WETON Y, R 5T B AR LT RE 2 il AN S AR 22 5
Jers A — s b [2] 3], (I FREAAAE R 2GRN, Bl intr sh Ak BFT (4] HEBh L H 7
R[SV S AL M X BNE Z5 4 TH (6] 7E ESG HEZR M, x4 2 o0 5 TA R IR 5 N %
AN, ZHGI A E BRI R ERREAT ESG BRI TR, Ak 57 80 J1 A 2 32 3
BRI ?

Kb b, VERAT ESG BB AR RAD SN IE R, R VISEAR N B TR i v sk sk
OHMIERTEE AR, HHEEEE. SREAA NS . RBRSIRTTRLAAKLLE, 2
AN N ST BEARLEGE . N T W GIIFBAEIX ST A A, Ak 7 B LS AT 58 5 J7 I I AN
Al BRI R T OT IR . BT KT ESG Gt Ja RV AL 2 B AT 55 SO AR M 55 534 7]
MR T 55 8 1A s R ZR fE e 2 B b TR WA DR BR8] AT ML IR [ 91 IO BRARFAE[ 10] [11]
BEA TR NI ARG R R X —BR AR A, RGN Al ESG I 57 3 )1 BUA R0 K A EAL
il FET I, ASCHE SRW A BSG RIS 55 ) )1 A 5 [ B AR LA o

2. ERothSRHREL

AV ERAT ESG B A TBURAM A /5 R IR ZI R %, BEmHET 57 30 J A . —J7 1, M ESG
Mt e, Rk THAR . RN HRASEH I RHIK, VBT 2 3Em
O WAR[12]. T IEBEGE ) BSG WdihnitE, oot nreiil 22 4x . 7ERRES I S A OR B 45 77 15
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RN, X B T 552 JRA ) E T, R, Ak 2 5540 (0 B AT A 5 A 8 1 30 3 T 2
BE, SBR[ R TR T R T AREACE[13]. A — T, B R F AR, 4
ML 7E ST 4% (0 2 2 T SR (PR B4R ), 5638 A F VA (A B AR B ) BLAA S B b, &7 A B B R AR 5 4%
A TR TSR o 35 A A A P A3 (A B 31400 ol B 7 B S AT M 1K
S HF IR AR SR SR B B X S0 W . DRIk, TE IR TR Ak A T AR A S I ER, IE
RRTHEEWAA MR ER, i ESG FHI S GBI E /AN . i, A 08—
ABF R B -

Hl: R HAbtE, ESG FBL 5 355 7 i EAR 3%

kB E A A IR B Al T R IR, HOR R IB R T A A S R AR S
G, EE AN, ESG FILKHE T BRI AL 8N . 7F BSG IR it ik, Ak fg
WEIIE ST A TR, IR BT TS A E(15], MTHBR “mRERE” MWHES. b
FEBURT N H1 R HE AT EIRTE, TR RN A A 5 5 B TAESREE . BRL A LA A A
WS AL TR . 5710 ESG AL IUR IR A A A SUA R 5B 16], BEIR3553h
i b iAE AR FR . MBSk B B R B e S A B R AR R 25 30 11[17]. R, ES5EN )
ToRM, BSG B A BEN “HASRIAE” KT, BSG IR A AN E, T ER ARl 45
MATE R, — 7T, BFRGEFEHHAR, B, WHEEL AR, R 75 LA A
AR SR A A TBA TR, B, BTSSRIk E R R, SN R x—it
TP R TR BN, AIRTEF A P22 1 B2 % T TR AR I DU R S5 BN IR [14], BLAEHESH T AN
VARG . B, AN SIRAG R 35 3 1 AR LT BRI SR G SR . 2 Ak A A A
WO LR B R TN RS M, A IR A AR 2 5 . RN, 7 ESG KP4
M AG I TR UG I, T 5 T R TR S TR I 5 SR TF R 11810 S T 9 1A% 0 R TR 2 722 P37
Yo, AN ERFIIANLNE “ TR KNS, DLREE T E M O F M S B oA .
I, ESG 52k IF 258 i VR 2 SO L (B B A 525 i 40 A, RGEMEHL R B T B 55 30 130t . 4k,
TAIIE Al N o SR

H2: ESG R 1 A1 %A 4 M SRR 5 97 30 1 ek
3. AR
3.1. BEEFESHEXRIER

AICRL 2009~2024 FHE A BT AR FIREA, FEARXERIEMZE 2025 4, FEEZRTH
PERIAFHE: I 535 ESG VP IIE i B 5 S B R SORAFAE R, LB AR IR 2 I
Guit RATEHE M 1 2 24, 232025 F B8 G A ASCOYIIBEARZ T e (1) Sk
ST. *ST R EWAF; (2) AEERARKZRM; 3) BT ELEHRMEA, Lid LidabHE, A
2193 28,535 NAFEEMMIE . B RIEW T : ESG HKIE TIE ESG W44 %, HOW)Z1H 4
FRFIES W55, A FNAHEEE R H CSMAR £, 22 WAk B B K Gt = & A s «

32. TEENX
32.1. EBTE: FRHEEWLO

KT B I A ERIRE T I E R “SUATEIR T DLECHIR T34, A8 17 kXt
R ETASCH, BRI —4 . BRMESAETe AR R BR 30T 108 DL TR AR R S R 4y
ZIPRAAESEQ011, 2015) 5 T & k57 3 T AR TR 71, ARSOR A ARSE 38538 53 T3 i)
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XHEOE SO AL 25 57 B AR [10] [19], BRI SeHBLERER P “ ST UL
AT ST RO o2 Al s (=g e, 49 IS R DB ds, A il i N B 2 i N5 21
HIEI T AR NS, fea O H.

3.2.2. RBTE: ESG RIESG)

USSR B 55 (2022) J7 26 BRI T (2023)BIWTF5E[15][20], ASCRF#EIIE ESG T8 %) BAK 45 7
R B AL ESG F B #E1E ESG HaBUR MR HE E bR ESG #% 008 X, # (8 7 AR [ 117 2 =) SEPR 1B vl i fg
WA E LA ESG MM R R, ZiEFRES C. CC. CCC. B. BB. BBB. A. AA. AAA L9
MNEEL, A A F] ESG SFHMERE 2 mIRE N 1 & 9 k& i ESG RHL.

3.23. HHTE

R AF DG ST HR 42 H 1R 2 5 e R 3 I b i 55 DR R S5 YR BN 2R [ 19] [21], AR ScHzil] 1 BAR Ak = i
AR D R(Size)s T GZ(Lev). ST RIEZ(ROA) IEFA KV-(Cash). LA
(TobinQ)« — RIEEFBLLHI(Topl)s 72 T NBUEmploy). AE57 53 ER (Nlabor). FARUIER(SOE). %
FERT7 ) i p a5 R AR JE R PRV 20 R DA R OE B7 I K 5 5 LR 25 A ] e s el £l 57 30 ) ik
AR[22], ARSCEFEH) T ULF 20 EAHE: E R4 SMEKZ(GDP) MM IEEEE KR (CP). ZF N0
L BI(Oldratio) T it i WK #(Ghouse) -

33. BEEE

N T A BSG RN Ak 57 3 1 A BRI, A SR (el Y A .
LC,, =, +a,ESG,, +a, ) Controls,, + Industry FE + Year FE + ¢, 1)

Hrp, PRBRATER LC, Rl i 5 t FRISF I IEA; ESG RAMRBEA R, Rl i 8 ¢ 41
ESG &I ; Controls N— R A=A & . AR E LS WA 1106, FATEIN 747\ 5 %N (Industry
FE)FAEFE[F € 8N (Year FE)o 181V 28 on [ W ESG RN 55750 JI A ERRE, Fo BENIE, N
R ESG RIMBE R 7 b 558 J1 A o FATTR L PEAR 5K H Winsorize 7542 EAELE 1% 0 M HUKF
AT 4 R
Table 1. Variable definition and description
1. TEEN KR

AR E AR B 4 HR B ERT AR e X
(VS AR ER T DL EONER T AT I 4 — & 3

HopeR AR AT Le Bl A — B A 1 SR
fi A B Ak ESG F 3 ESG A ESG VPR IR E
il AR AR Size HIAR S B 1 B AR X4
ATRSR (g Lev HAZR f ot SVAR 7 BAOR 9 7 A LG
RABE R ROA HAR R AR B S AL =
- MR K Cash W B MRS SR SR E
A E TobinQ AV B A T B 5 053 5% I 2 A BR DL B 7
H— R ZR R HL ) Topl R IR RIS A R A L =
RN Employ TEHR G2 TN B 2R x5
T B ER Nlabor i, ARSI ER A 1, B0
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PR SOE EHA M ENERE, EEMNL, U0
R P SRR GDP Hotth X B BAE P B AR T R AR K
W FREOE K2 CPI J& B BN R FE B X T - — 4 3 KR
ZENOHA Oldratio FHIX 65 % L E A DR iz X S AN D L E
i it A 1 K Ghouse BEHh DX AN ARRT T B — 4 AN KR

4. SCHELER
4.1. RSt

P2 MRS R ER: LC FI3ME011.782) 5 A1 5 (11.753) A —3, mAiFia, (HAREXIE X
et b () N 2 S R . ESG HISAMEN 4.209, HrrEZEEN 1.003, Hf KAE(8.000) 5 f/ME(1.000)
WAEAFVEEN, ERAANFE ML ESG T BEATIROLZE TR . HAR M6 20 A0 4 B LR 5T
[11EEA—F, WibT &K,

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. fER Mgt

B3 ALE HMH brifEZE R/ME % S ON|
LC 28,535 11.782 0.505 10.602 11.753 13.164
ESG 28,535 4.209 1.003 1.000 4.000 8.000
Size 28,535 22.362 1.313 19.525 22.160 26.452
Lev 28,535 0.420 0.203 0.032 0.413 0.908
ROA 28,535 0.035 0.064 —0.556 0.036 0.222
Cash 28,535 0.186 0.128 0.010 0.152 0.776
TobinQ 28,535 1.999 1.213 0.834 1.607 7.319
Topl 28,535 0.340 0.149 0.078 0.316 0.758
Employ 28,535 7.714 1.262 4.159 7.629 11.181
Nlabor 28,535 0.514 0.500 0.000 1.000 1.000
SOE 28,535 0.364 0.481 0.000 0.000 1.000
GDP 28,535 0.062 0.025 —0.002 0.068 0.122
CPI 28,535 0.019 0.010 —0.003 0.020 0.058
Oldratio 28,535 0.126 0.033 0.050 0.125 0.211
Ghouse 28,535 0.051 0.122 -0.127 0.030 0.480

4.2. RIS

3 HR T RAERDAEER . Hodr, B0 AT ML A PR R RO 1 [RS8 2R, 45 R 7R ESG
[lH R HCh 0.032, HAE 1%MGEHKF B Z1Q)AMUIMASERIA B R EIHE R, ESG IR H R EUK
IRAE 1% ISR ERZE NI, FI3) R T RN ] R A il 22 5 i A 4558, ESG Bl &
HHE 1% Mgk ERFENIE, HAsr s SO REFHMAMFAZ, H4li BSG PR T — 1
BN, KBNS ) AT BRI 1.9%. FRGEREH ESG RINE k57 3) /1 BARAEAE
WERIEMDCR AR, SR T ASERBE HI.
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Bl AE
Table 3. Regression results
= 3. M
) (2 3)
A
LC LC LC
0.032™ 0.034™" 0.019™"
ESG
(5.852) (6.294) (3.714)
0.279™ 0.253™"
Size
(26.098) (18.942)
—0.148"" -0.116""
Lev
(—3.829) (—3.406)
—0.543"" -0.239""
ROA
(—6.958) (-3.260)
0.400"*" 0.167""
Cash
(8.876) (3.978)
0.047"" 0.039""
TobinQ
(10.626) (9.461)
-0.100 -0.018
Top1
(—1.476) (—0.238)
-0.253"" —0.242™"
Employ
(—25.791) (—21.146)
0.085™" 0.154™"
Nlabor
(6.430) (11.759)
0.088"" 0.126™"
SOE
(5.620) (8.020)
-3.032™" -1.138"™"
GDP
(-21.095) (—4.818)
—5.933"* 3.535™"
CPI
(—17.340) (3.676)
1.785™" 0.396"
Oldratio
(9.028) (1.798)
—-0.100"" 0.093""
Ghouse
(—4.213) (3.675)
11.640™" 1.368" 11.222"*
Constant
(499.436) (4.224) (11.209)
Observations 28,535 28,535 28,535
R-squared 0.262 0.292 0.401
Industry FE Yes No Yes
Year FE Yes No Yes
e SN AL AT EEREEBEEELN CE, " 7y D BERRE 1% 5% 10%KTFTFEE, FH.
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4.3. REMAE

43.1. TATEX

NGRAR P A ) R, FRATIR ) T B AR R B o /N ik E I A 6 e v [ DAY o A5 A W 7T [23],
DIATIF34) ESG RIUWEN THAZEIY). 1T FI0) ESG RIS A F & ¥ ESG RIA — & I, H
FER 57 B T AR AR BRI, BT LA AN T RSS2 T AR M 56 . RIS R EoR, 1V
FENE RECRENIE, 0UE T THAFBE MMM S . IV BIAEMN R BT E NIE, YT N AT
B2 )G, WMIRESBmROr. H4h, Kleibergen-Paap k LM Ziit&84 615.585, £ 1%H17/KF 53, i
it EAEAE TR R R BASE 9 /8; Kleibergen-Paap rk Wald F 4t it& 4 894.635, KT Stock-Yogo 4iit
BAE 10%5E MK PRI AE 16.36, IS EARTEESS T HAS & jn) 8

Table 4. Instrumental variable method

F=4. TETERE

(M 2

B4
ESG LC
1.016™"
w
(29.910)
0.028""
ESG
(2.065)
Controls Eiil 5 il
Observations 28,535 28,535
R-squared 0.198
Industry FE Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes

4.3.2. {HiE§ 5 Ak

B R ESG R T 7 (A h v e B S BT U, RN ESG @14 5K/ FEAS RIS 7E (1)
AR R, AR SCR AR 45 73 DR BCIE(PSM)IFAT R B8 . B 58, Al ESG RINAF 731 A FE A1 AT Ml
REBHEAT 4, B REARIX 2 N ESG W4 51K ESG 1704, vk, Sedfdbvs [l R p 45 A B
PERUCIC AL &, RA 1:1 SEABILECYE, A —AN& ESG VA FEART K — ANl a 45 43 f ol 1A
ESG VEAFEARBTILES . )5, KA ULEC S MFEAEATIENE, BIEZ5 R WL 5. ESG M REURIRTE 1%K
FEEZENIE, RPAMFEAIIT PSM /55, ESG RIUIIRNI AL 55 5 J1 A = A6 B35 1) 1E ) 5
Wi, B A ST T S e ke

Table 5. Propensity score matching

® 5. EE s ALK

(M

AR B
LC
0.016™
ESG

(2.815)
Controls gl

7.756""
Constant

(35.615)
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=

Observations
R-squared
Industry FE
Year FE

11,519

0.422
Yes
Yes

44. R EMRE
44.1. EHTEHESRN

it — PG SRA S IR ARV, A SO B AR A B M AR AR B r i 7 AT TS, R, AE
SRR Alh A A b N 57 PR~ 2 T 5 ok i 1 Aol 155 30 0 AR
(LC2)o ik, MRABHICSCHR[26], kGRS —VF R 45 I i ESG RILMIRHA], [FR 9 T WA
5, L WIND ESG 45189 ki &k ESG RIUESGR). & 6 RIHLE R EIR, ESG KB RITREL
e RREAEDBN, FH0RE 5% 1%KF EEE, ULE4RUH, EEHtasma NG, Mgt

WAL 271, 2% DA T[24] [25],

AR M -
4.4.2. 3EINETH E BB

BB ML 57 3 A 2 32 B A R FTAC B2, ASCAERR (D3RR 1, 3800 123 =) v b3
T AR E RN, PARERR AL X 2 TR0 A R KA SR PR B 22 e K2 . 35 6 RS REIR, ESG

M REAE 1% G L8, RYIASCHIRT ST R AN SRR BE R R0 o

4.43. FFEBRER

SHERIABIIL27], HIER| LRI K BELIR Z IR 1 F] BEAE Ak R T AR OC, 38 A BEAE ALk 72 1

DXANAE T ARAT ML A, ASCEE SO Al B AE b XA T b = T AT

BEATINA. 4% 6 S5 REIR, ESG 54b57 3l 7y A 2 8] (I IEAH G R R AKIH AR -

Table 6. Other robustness analyses

6. HpifEt o

e f Fr R HLHT N A IR Y

o M (2) (3) 4) (%)
Bl
LC LC2 LC LC LC
0.016™" 0.014™" 0.018™" 0.018™"
ESG
(4.207) (2.855) (2.957) (4.152)
0.002™
ESG2
(2.542)
Controls gl et el el el
8.041™" 7.849"" 7.764" 8.064™" 8.064™"
Constant
(34.160) (47.722) (38.772) (27.173) (25.766)
Observations 28,535 28,535 28,535 28,535 28,535
R-squared 0.406 0.589 0.449 0.406 0.406
Industry FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
City FE No No Yes No No
Clustered Firm Firm Firm Industry City
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5. RmHlHIE

I SCHIBEAE R A 45 RAESE 1 VAR AT BSG B RZEIRTTI7 8 A . N 7 IRFTIX —BLR IR
R, ASCRIERUE H2, 3R AT BEARS I R IR . BART S, A\ ESG A 4
b A B 55 51 3 SR LA R AZ S K A B 1 B 8 v 57 B 0 BRSPS R T TT R G

5.1. ESG T3 A W B XL R0

N SR S A 9 R TSI A, AR SC S5 i AW TE AN UR 7K1 A B 37 S8 2R A4 B
AT 141, B8, IR TREE KT, RSO T Nt s U b AR AR =
21, 30 RLE B RE . AR AR R T, VAR X & 2 AL 0 5 RO B A B, AR AR 2B 4E ESG
RPN Ak 53 TH A SR R 7 AR T2 s 45 R, WUE W, ESG RILENTT
AL b ARSI REUYLE 1%HKF ERZFOVIE, fEmrh KLU A, XU ESG RILEFH
FTH T P RE 0 TR, MR AR N A S5 B AT A, R R 7R fE 53 T 55 30
TIRRAEIN -

Table 7. The impact of ESG on employment by education level
F* 7. ESG MARIFH R T ER8IFNE

. M) @) 3
3= e —
BT R A L AR} P LU
0.090™" 0.019™ —0.037"*"
ESG
(5.008) (3.736) (—4.833)
Controls kil et kil
—-12.400™"" -3.630™" 2.294™
Constant
(—16.654) (—-16.213) (6.399)
Observations 6,674 26,195 22,177
R-squared 0.713 0.892 0.848
Industry FE Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes

Fok, ARSI IR AR 2 A R N R BN RN RS AR, 5
ESG RIA 01 TR . %2 8 45 R o, ESG REWI T 8H N B MBIAR N Gt HcE,  [F
b TR N G R . AL SRR E R, M RTI . PR SR ORI 2 =L
ARNA S R, 74 REFK) ESG A NSRRI T2 0 8 & ZNR T2 0T 40 1 R, ki b
Tk 8 R AL R oK. 51— T5 i, ANV AEBEAT e O R AR e, AR AR VR TS 7 RE i IR B
& EENTHR, I RURS e ™ T4 7 8RN Ah, ESG BN HAtl N Gtk K1 JF R
PERFERW, JRRE TR EAE S NF ATEL FIREERAL, XS Ak ESG Sk
ZIE I RIRAE LRI, PRIt ESG XMW A IR . ZRiE KRG, V/ERAT ESG B2, Hin
T HACT A B I BOR ST IR AL R, PR T ARG A R I, BB 1 Al A B
N TTR AR -

=
s
*
=
fas
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Table 8. The impact of ESG on employment by employee type
# 8. ESG MARIRE R T RAAFMm

1) ) 3) C))
BEHA — . -
A s HA HAh
-0.014" 0.065™" 0.042"" —0.009
ESG
(-1.821) (5.933) (5.449) (—1.466)
Controls 4 gl £t il
—0.055 —2.095™" -5.133"™" -3.381™"
Constant
(-0.156) (—4.525) (—16.253) (—11.908)
Observations 24,313 27,046 27,829 23,551
R-squared 0.812 0.660 0.777 0.817
Industry FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes

5.2. ESG AN AFLHH B ER S I BSENIBRERH

N B IAIE AL ESG SE Bt N 1 R A LS MR B RE T 51 8095 3 S AR T, BIRIE “ 4k ESG 5K
B N TR AR AR — 5B IR X — %O 2, A SOR SRR A ESG & iz N 1 AR Lh
A, DA A B ARG R R BT A ST, S, S X RS AL(2020) %[ 28],
B P IRZ BB X NTEAR, MZBEREARE UL B 0 T 5 W (High_Edu)fi & 555 7]
FREAKF . Hok, LRIV EAY, AR TN ATEUH B R 7 DL R DL R oAl N SR R
REfA L, BRHEAR . Wi S8E NSO AR IlmEae i 1, IR M mEe e it T(High_Skill) & E
57 JIHREK T 42 9 fa 1 Al ESG Rl N T 55 ARG BE L M 57 B RAS . o i ek
H High_Edu &% High_Skill i AN JBEARLEH, ESG M RECBYE 1%K T EEZFARIE, KM
ESG RILEFE WG 7 b 52 07 0% TANE R M s me 01 1, ik 7 N A ISR T . NI —
AN SEREB B 2, QM@ IR — DRI T Ak N AR G5 A R 55 Bl 70 AR B S
High Edu F1 High_Skill ] 28351 1%/KF ERZEARIE, BN SRS TR B ERT T 557307
B . FIREER TR, ol ESG RIUE AL N T G AREMF G, FfsG Ny s S oA, SCRET “A
A ESG SE#—~ N\ JJBEARGE M TR BE—~ 5 ) S AR ” X — A% O BB, BDESIE T A SR H2.

Table 9. ESG Performance, human capital structure adjustment, and labor costs

52 9.ESG £ ANBEREWFES AW FEAMA

(D 2 (3 “4)
e
High_ Edu LC High_Skill LC
0.012*** 0.008"* 0.005"** 0.012***
ESG
(5.253) (2.162) (2.881) (3.201)
0.522**
High Edu
(16.011)
0.394**
High_Skill
(11.771)
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i
Controls il kil Eahil kil
-0.956"" 8.212™" -0.167"" 7.778"*"
Constant
(-10.920) (54.620) (—2.636) (49.993)
Observations 24,681 24,681 24,681 24,681
R-squared 0.435 0.619 0.408 0.590
Industry FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes

Bootstrap far 4 B {5 [X 1] (0.0105396, 0.146908) (0.0088392, 0.119306)

6. FRMSH

Al A AP EBARFAE R 22 57 T E S BUES G RBLX 57 80 1 BUA IO REMAFAE AR AR » AL el e BRI
WIZSE SR . WARORTE L DL R s R R PR D A B FE A HEAT 7 A 36 . 2% 10 I IREE R EoR: BTl
SPAIXTEK) Chow F 3 PHI/NT 0.01, RN REAFAERE 2R BANEZHRINT: 56—, M
TR PR AL A S SRR EA Al AR E A 5730 B A AR TR Ry, PRI ESG &L
XA 55 B FT A RIS TE R 5, AR A BT b, b ORI AR A B, S D) R A
BOL ) ESG Jie 175 MR 5| e BE A A A S 2 A5 A0 %5, Ze 0l Egn 1 i i S BB =,
PRRIE B ) Aok, AR S 2 AR i AN R I B AR, B 4Ed B S 23R R o0 5 T
PRI A REn L S0, AT ARGUT L, MRtk Ay S R R R SRR AL, LS 4 okt
R SR AR, XU BT ESG R K 157 3) ) AR E oM EUR . 2R LATIR,
ARG T FEEUT L AR S A LA Rt b, ESG R IUA 557 3 ) A ¥ 1E
3R THE IS

Table 10. Heterogeneity analysis
= 10. R4S

s—— M ) 3) “) (5) (6) @) (3)
. AFE A A e g RBMAOGERE SEAEE dESRE mRHE
0.018™  0.013" 0.020™*  0.015™ 0.014™* 0.019"** 0.012"*  0.020™*
5o (4.000) (2.408) (4.150) (2.982) (3.059) (3.950) (2.167) (4.243)
Controls i Gkl 2 2 il 2 75 il Eitl
8.425™*  7.547""  7.657™  7.674™ 8.329"™ 7.232"™ 7.548""  7.845™*
Constant
(43.925)  (29.978)  (38.722)  (37.417) (43.378) (36.532) (35.230) (36.972)
Observations 18,135 10,400 14,233 14,302 14,218 14,317 11,514 17,021
R-squared 0.571 0.668 0.565 0.614 0.563 0.623 0.642  0.548
Industry FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
2 [A) 22 S R 46 P<0.01 P<0.01 P<0.01 P<0.01
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7. H—E
7.1. ESG RSB F DA _EA T IRA I 81 FHKFE

HISCUESE ESG RIS &1 7 ANV T7 8N JJ AR, A SCK ik — A0 Fh 57 80 1 A BT A B H
AV I AHT = H o % T Al B R B R % S i L SR IR R R FIBIBT R T, S5 75 Ja A T (2023)
MIRIEFE, AR SCR Al 4 R B A 0 1 1) B8R B (Invention E R AN ALH, 1 — BRI EA L
FIAE = Fh LRI SO i v, BRI 36 O B 5 R 1) PR B0 (Invention 2)VE AL B8 1) A 5 E 48
FR[20]o 3 11 WEIHZERE/R, BSG MEIHRHEENIE, HAZRN ESG LC MARBBEENIE, X—
SERFW], (EBEE ESG RILGFRT:, Al BRI 51 AT 4 =1 2 A A 38 i 57 3 Sy Ay, seii bR 7
NVAL ¥ NI & G A A TR X e o | A s ¥ N [ el s

Table 11. ESG Performance, labor costs, and corporate innovation

2 11. ESG R HEhHmA Sl lHh

) ) (3) “)
B4
Inventionl Inventionl Invention2 Invention2
0.255™" 0.253"" 0.205"" 0.203"™"
ESG
(16.597) (16.489) (15.539) (15.413)
0.199"" 0.200™"
LC
(4.740) (4.765)
0.047" 0.050™
ESG LC
(2.322) (2.523)
-2.563™" -4.113™ —4.193"" —5.749""
Constant
(—4.195) (-5.939) (=7.877) (-9.210)
Observations 28,535 28,535 28,535 28,535
R-squared 0.353 0.357 0.302 0.308
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes

7.2. WRITEMAMIETHEMA

N HE G 55 B T AR I B 5 M 22 5, AR SCS IR Hart (2010) 81 527K R Z(2019) I8 72[29] [30], HF
35 B 1A AR T AR T A 0 oy AR LTl A F SR A T S H B Al S AT
TR G SRR TR BRI Z AN AR ST B AR b O 4RI 2%, (5 ARG A
NSRS H AN AE TR 578 A . % 12 BIHER, ESG I A BLAT 2 1 1E A 3 THE
Fo 35 R A SUR BLRLHAT AL IR R E0E AT S, W REE T BE(P=0.0091). XRWPMBEFIETH
FA RN, ESG R F BN D730 1 A Tt 8 2 MR BITE 08 TR b

=
s
*
=
fas

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2026.153075 733 ESIR


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2026.153075

Table 12. ESG Performance and different labor costs
%= 12. ESG RIS REFHN AR

o 1) 2
A N —— —
R TH A e L FE A
0.048"" 0.014™"
ESG
(3.717) (3.513)
Controls et el
4.706™" 8.176™"
Constant
(9.323) (45.421)
Observations 28,535 28,535
R-squared 0.222 0.480
Industry FE Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes
206 P 1Y P=0.0091

7.3. ESG 445y RSN
T ESG ifizs 15

SCHAE [N RER R SAR ESG PR3l B iy L —
F(GHATSAE M. 7% 13 RIS RE R, PR (E) I a1 R EOREE B 25 VR,

HETUE S AFRNAEE = AN, AMRWIES T S A LR ESRE, A
S L A BV (E) ﬁ%f&ﬂ-ﬂ&(& '3/\7/6‘1%%

LRIV

(O EAFNREH(G) IR R PO RENIE, W] ESG It 3i4E '3“7%@'&13%75@.%5@@&
TN RA AT R R THE o HEREAE T PRBRLE L (0 SO B KA OR B #s SI TSI HORSE B
AVESZHY, B M TR E S RON, R T G RAR A B A R, SRR T
HAEZIAMRERAR, B THEIERA, HHECRAW . M2 T, e TUE4EREE &Y [ 5 TR
A SRR OREE, OGS BT AFSIAT, TR A RRA B NS A3 E R RmfE EiE
B A Brmik AR, M5 5 T RES D, I HES ST 3 J1 A BT

Table 13. The impact of ESG components on labor costs
= 13. ESG B e JI A B9S2

(D @) 3)
AR B
LC LC LC
0.004
E
(1.111)
0.010"*
S
(3.013)
0.011**
G
(2.758)
Controls il | a4
8.069™* 8.055"** 8.028"***
Constant
(33.934) (34.015) (34.318)
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Observations 28,535 28,535 28,535

R-squared 0.406 0.406 0.406
Industry FE Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes

8. Zit5R=

AICLL 2009~2024 SEHE A B LW AFIDIREA, SHIERL 14k ESG RIS 57 8 1 A I R Al
WAEBLH . BETERBL: 38—, A RIFH) ESG RILEFIRTT T 57 sl hiA. 5=, HlllieRy, AN
WA R X — R Z OIS BTERRAT ESG BL&R, N7 X200, mme A4 MR,
FEARRIBF Y T AR RE D73 0, S BUN LA MTHENI IR 1 AT s T oA . 5=, SRtk sy
Prian, FEAEEA M T f BORIAT L BRI R I flk DU R Ak, ESG RBLX 57
BN JIRAS R FETHE - WIS 500, e DRI, 1 ESG BREN K95 3l 71 A BT IR AR Al i
AR S5 A, TR A O S BT R R BT 7= s ELIZ A s A N o8 22 AR I et 5% TR A B U
RN RCR TR GG, Hrp b e AR R ILE R 7 ESMEH . 2T ERg5 e, AUSH T =
RJA7R:

B M FTRREAALG 5B AR I B 4E, SKIL ESG Bis 5 A\ B I E . HFFER M, ESG
WA 57 3 JI A BT AR _ER A NS BEAR G, H A B e AL 0™ th o Ak, Ak re
HEHE ESG HMS I, AN BROESRATHN < FEASER” iR AR 57 3h 71 5 B K N 7 5
AARTE o R IR TRHUH], AEAL S AG PTG TR G ORI AL E N BT Hh BOFE AT, AT
FESF BN I I PRSI AR SR A R e R S B, WMEZE R TEFILH

5 BURFERITNSGHE BSG #8451 K157 31 1 Hi3a NG5 R HEAR AL, e B B RERTIR & A SCRIL ESG
SR W OB RE R ORI, 20U 2o W IR e 57 s 7 A BAR S B R AR (It MR T
UK E A BT B AR ST ESG PR R L, IE B0 ook it AT i E 8. B, wErxifeges
R AL b G AL T S HRERT I, DGR AT RE 51 A (K Bk SRl [

=, ANEETE S MU TSR L 2 YR FE A HE VA HE S . BEAR T RO I W S5 4R R 1
RER, BUWAENHTEAT ESG Pr e EUNEINHM S BT SN T — PR 51 3 ESG 7 24
Feo S AAE P EEAE AL VRN U T BRIEIR N R G535 BT AR DL . XA BT R AR AT
Pis 513 B G 1) A 4 I A 30 I AR 3R e 3R RN 0 B AR DATRESR A 0 1 0 3 19 Al S A
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