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Abstract

Taking the domestic M&A events of A-share listed companies from 2011 to 2018 as the research
sample, this paper tests the impact of ESG rating on M&A performance through the fixed effect
model, and draws the following conclusions: 1) the better the enterprise ESG rating, the better the
M&A performance; 2) better ESG rating of enterprises can alleviate financing constraints; 3) fi-
nancial constraints have a masking effect on the relationship between ESG rating and M&A per-
formance.
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1. 5|8

IR L AR HARBIECL RN SIE M @m E A, ARSI S RN D,
N AE L TG Z A NGE R GQNE R ARNE, 11 HEIMSGERRRY . BT 2 TN 7 TS0
fE. ESG (Environment. Social. Governance)/& —MoE M2 & EA 2 W2 TFK, 2HEA R
BR FERe JIMFERbE

PleBit A B A 3 SR Fe AT IRLAR AR Ml S P 58 358 T WA A 1 5 A 2 A B — i DL AR B s 3l 9
Wiz I T B el 80 4FAR, fREREAE B A o e i A, 165 v B IR T 37 K ik, AR
TN IREANETIE 2 . 32 Gy BRI K, T HIEWAS 5 77 AFIAE 5 H W H 8 F 5

KT ESG & ae s A EIENE RS AR FBA G —FINHL, FE AU . IR a8 5 R
HIRINA, AMAFERME— B 2GRN, SAERRNE RS AR, HIRAR B RS X R, B
W62 A AE At 77 T B S R 2 OB AR R 2L % o R A AH DG 3 BB DA A I S B R 48 50 R 2
FERIEME RPN e Iy, %% ) 53] 5 HAR 2 A S R 2 de KAk, A AME S+ EiE&E .

15 OAA I SCE 1 FEHEFT ESG XA E B S L R2 00 . ESG X #5523 (1) 5200 DL AR At 22 BT AF
X I SRR, T A SR T I I T BEE B, ST ESG XIS s . A4, T E E
AR KL, ESG 215 e Mk 1) I 16 iE 2 G iE 2 4058k 2

2. kB R AR
2.1. ESG 5HMEH

H AT KT ESG 53 M SR08 R I SCEREUD T H IS 73 A AR Y AL 23 TRARIX AN BE 250 A Hoos I
SURIR . ROV AR B R S A O B, AL ESG AR R BN H I S 82 77 AR IE 521 - Qiao
S5(2018) [1JIEFEHT ML UTAR 9t iRt R, A8 F B I as AR A AR D I 08 S i) i & 48 4, 15 1 1 4k ESG
RIS TSGR ARG . Kim 55(2022) [2] LK% BEA T 37 (085 [ R IARE AR, A8 F A 08 =i 2 e Al
BIFWG 19 H U1 ESG 2 5 %) 5 55 31 1) G AR A R ], SCREF 26 AH 063 B8 AR TR 55(2017)
Bz AL I, M ik 2 STER I I SR 52, R IAR AL 2 T AR R BB T (1 A =] I
WS8R, X7 b T [F) — A7 b ) B3 S o 1 () 520 S o A5 A B 45(2021) [41F 78 R BAEA 2215
PR B e 1 X ) ARV AT #E 2 THAR TS DUBR ST, % I G SR Bk T

5Pl &R AR AR, Gomes F1 Marsat (2018) [5]& BUbR AV AL 2 TR BT, 2 IF04 07
AT G B R, T F B 5 S0 2% . Zhang 55(2019) [6]38 % H G A &l HtE 2 5TiER
BT 73 AR SUEAR S, A5 HACAE 2 TR R IR A w] 345 5 m (R S Al i . Wang £5(2021) [7]BARH
AR AN AL TR RGNS, WL T I tE 2 ST B0 AR A B0 FR IS0 ) s, AR
AR A FAAE I FE AL 2 TR IR BEAT AN, RS b, (B IR 5 A R B A A e,
HH I I ) SR R A B i, R RN T RRIE B9k .

2.2. ESG StEL4E

KT ESG SREBT LRI SCERET FT b, KR 228 WA R A DS BG5S B B ik, SCRF Ak
ESG AT UL AR A b Tl A R 58 240 o )il 2278 50 R AV 3R AT BSG 15 BB 7T DA A it A 5 2 W 4
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VAT RFEEE I, A FARK A A S (1 s DA S RGP B R JE AT S (SREL 4, 2014 [8]; Zhang 1 Brian,
2022 [9]), BICARICIRA 5 Bk LA & 7 RGP, EM AR ¥ B & 52 4+ % (Nabil 1 Rose, 2017 [10]),
W] L R AR S PR . i@ X A R BESG 5 R, Al LR S54GBS FRFERE, $E sl
B TRARSE, 2012 [11]), MM TE SCE BTSSRV TG, 78 5752 Du %, 2011 [12];
Fatemi &5, 2017 [13]), BFRATEE X H XS TUH(Albarrak 45, 2019 [14]), JAME R 5552 JEAE

WA —E o2 WE B ENL S U S BV R e M R, AR LR A AR TR T
—WHEEAERANRYL, HIHHT ESG (E BB TR N T Wi~ FIE M, =—Ma HrENE B
BATN. NANTHRBRIFES, KA EAHS TR, EIFRH BSTE BSG A THE, (U8
EIRIE R T, B RS MR, EMAT N RS INENE BN FRRR R, e Al Rl BT 24 T ) g
H(EEVKEE, 2020 [15])0 X T80 /A, 0 IREE ARG R JEAT A 25 54T 77 THI 4 3 HH B A 28 6 G R ey
SIS AR, 2 545 % 2 %ot LA R TOURA AT 47 410, 2177 5 BUZ Al 98 448 F B AR n(Djergjj 55,2020 [16])-

MG SAEIE B KRG, IR ESG VP4, R R AR S il FRal i Je 38, T L3R
B 5 Ty BRI E . BURF IR IS AT, IR Be (e & N, 45 IR S R U
BT AR R ®—:

Hi1: 1Mk ESG 1P ISR R IEAH R K R .

SEFAE AL IS, M RIFH BSG 143 B Al fi B 1) R IR A BRI 468 e, T35 B
TR FE G, AR TS B BT RSO 2D, DRI e B A 5 T T A 7T £ AR e 240 TR
L5 S O 1 VNS e K

H2: 4l ESG P45 Bt 45 2 A K R

i b T N e 8 200 SR ) RS, AR BRI BT AR AR iy, R Al YR B e AR . R T
X IR 1) B 4 AP 0T WL SR I S SE L, I AR I 4 B T S A PR AN . R 2R R RS TR
FEPE ELR AR I, A = A CE RN 9 B BE L B o DRk Ty AHE I R B 240 3R 5 b I I 2
BEIIEMHX KR, G54 L85, ESG WU Rl 2R g, AR s =

H3: RhBT2)07E ESG W5 H ISR R i 1) T AU

3. ARt
3.1. HAER

ASCUARE A Ji LA R 2011~2018 SFIFIGEANUETREAR, FRPEABAT 7 Ui R b2 1) SiEEIF
W70y A ) BT A ], HIFWAE B IIRIREAS ;s 2) BIBR SRR 05 AL RIREAS; 3) ASCikEdE 1 Il
o WUHE 100 JIuA BRI I 4) MR FIFEAF —E AN RKAEZEIFEHEME, RBCEESE —RIFW
Fifts 5) HBRSRERAT]: 6) AIFREARIKRKIZRG]; 7) BIFREFHIGAF N ST I A5 A2 1688
A, IFXITAESATRIAT T 1% 5 99%M048 RALEE, ASCIHUE AL Stata 16.0 FAFHEAT 7047 -
3.2. TEIER

1) ESG P&, H il [E AR TR ESG R F 2R AT =7 HUATE 73, DRIA SOR AR e i
AR 5 ) A w 3R AL _E T A F] ESG PRHAT 70, BG4l ESG R BLBLT .

2) MG ASCUAE AT HET 150 REFT 30 MBS H W Z00 i Wi ot 28 3E 4T Ze ok (5] V5 e 43
fftivh S48, RS, S)RIISEM & DT RASR I CAR M8 R HIF W SIRG 1HEE S U H 205 36
AN FEA HAUL A 2% BHAR 7 &2 K I 50

3) MBI ASCUEHE SA FEEUET R R BT A0, HZAR B AR . Ak LA BRI TR AR
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B, G T AR R, SA AR ERIA N
SA =|-0.737Size+0.043Size” — 0.04Age] (3-1)

Horp Size AR BB B BUE: Age NEUEIFIEA 5 H ARSI . ARSCE N SA B XHE Ab
H, (EERARER ALl 2 A

25 1) A B ) 38 A S AH DR A FE[17] [18] [19], JEHUAM FIRE(Size)s AL FERR (Age)s k%R
(SOE). {kfe 75 N E 5 Yedll(Pollu). /&7 Pl 4 —(CEODep). & — KB AR REME LBI(Topl). Mo &
EE Al (IndepR) ALK (Growth) B~ fufii K (Lev). [l 5E %7~ L (PPER) HHIWHIE (MerSize) H 43 AF
i (Pay). FHKEMEMerRel). FH TR (MerType) 3t 14 N, i T AFE. JGEKE R IEH
HARHESS T . 5 AMEH] T 0 (Year) BT ILAND) [ @ RN . % 1 AARCERE XK, IR TA
P& IVEL N ICNE = 3

Table 1 Variable definition table

#z1. TEENER
R & ESG ¥4 ESG %%ﬁﬁgﬁgﬁﬁiﬁﬁ e
PR SN CAR R Eﬁfﬁﬂﬁé&{ﬁiﬁ%ﬂ& e
- KWDEI5E: BHAR36
SA = [-0.737Size +0.043Size” —0.04Age]
Gl HRBEER . {5 F B L R
Size = Ln (KL% 77/100 J7)
O T HUR Size T I 7 B T B SR E
A S AR Age F T AL AFR
AR EFi SOE FIETTHER, EARER1, KZH0
SR E T Pollu EHMW T NEFGAAIREN 1, RZA0
WEA— CEODep FIHMWTEFEKMBLHERNFE—N, 2BEN1, KZHNO
B — KRR e 45 Topl F I 5 5 — K AR RF I A
b o s IndepR FIE T MALHE AR E R N
P B (|42 %S 22 Growth FHM T FEM SRS
Controls TR Lev I T AR
Il g B L 3 PPER T IR 77 [ R B A B 7 A
FEHAR MerSize FEWAAZ 5y &0 F - T B BT =
T A Pay it e e
FEIE R MerRel MR ARETT I, —BENT, BAHO
FEE T MerType BN 1, FEHAN2, Z0M0A8 3
17l IND Ik R A =
Ay Year SEAY A R
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33. RERE
NIER B, ASCBERR
CAR =, + cESG + o,Controls + IND + Year + ¢ (3-2)
BHAR = ¢, +cESG + ¢,Controls + IND + Year + ¢ (3-3)

NI B, ASCRERA

SA = a, +aESG + a,Controls + IND + Year + & (3-4)

SRS BRI TI8(2014) [20]IBTTE, B =BT /e NG B, FERE —FR Al _E s B2
CAR = ¢, + c’ESG +bSA + ¢,Controls + IND + Year + ¢ (3-5)

BHAR = ¢, + ¢’ESG + bSA + o,Controls + IND + Year + ¢ (3-6)

a- by cv HNRHL Controls TR EHIER, o NEEIN, & NFRED. Hr, BA-—HRER
M\l ESG PFZ A KA M S 2 s AR — B SRAGIG )k ESG 2R 6 Filtss 0 s i o, #5578
= H RIS A B 2 AR Ak ESG P25 ISR R IIEFE RN, ; IND M1 Year o AT ML FIEEA (1 [H]
SERRE, ASCATIRH 2012 AE3F M 247 A3 2R )
4. SCUES AR
4.1. RSt

FIF Stata X FEA AR BT HER SRS H DL TSR AREARE N 1688 1 #ifR & Lk,
M 2 TR, FEIA RIS (CAR)FIK IR I S (BHAR)SAME 43 328 —0.481 F1-1.293, UiHEAKE
M FFA L N OEME . R E F, I ESG PP A/ MEAN 9.091, F KAEH AN 43.388, FrifEZNy
6.393, IXFIAREAR AT Z 8] ESG W2 R TR Y LR (SA)KIME N 3.814 Ui WREA A7) 77
TERREE 2 R ) i, oA i A g it g Bk 2 AR

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of variables

2. TEmAMRIT

A SRS ®E bRt A3 B/ME SO
CAR 1688 ~0.481 1.619 -0.084 ~12.239 1.509
BHAR 1688 ~1.293 5.506 ~0.285 ~46.200 3.753
ESG 1688 20.691 6.393 20.248 9.091 43.388
SA 1688 3.814 0.249 3.824 3.020 4.478
Size 1688 23.275 1.272 23.142 20.803 26.456
Age 1688 19.058 5.186 19.000 8.000 35.000
SOE 1688 0.488 0.500 0.000 0.000 1.000
Pollu 1688 0.335 0.472 0.000 0.000 1.000
CEODep 1688 0.211 0.408 0.000 0.000 1.000
Topl 1688 37.114 16.049 36.815 7.840 75.100
IndepR 1688 0.373 0.054 0.333 0.333 0.571

i
;é
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Growth 1688 17.227 28.372 12.536 —48.927 135.288
Lev 1688 50.580 19.091 51.818 7.210 86.645
PPER 1688 0.211 0.172 0.166 0.002 0.730

MerSize 1688 0.071 0.177 0.012 0.000 1.220
Pay 1688 0.148 0.355 0.000 0.000 1.000

MerRel 1688 0.383 0.486 0.000 0.000 1.000

MerType 1688 1.709 0.925 1.000 1.000 3.000

4.2. EY3AGt

1) 4l ESG VPP IS0 o0 R A5

N T BRI —, ASCE Jext il ESG VR S H IS RGHAT A b AL R IR 3, 3-2) %
I ST(CAR) RECN 0.015 HLIE 5%MI/KF LR, Ui E Ik i ESG PFZ A I S A4
IEFEEMIRON s (3-3) MK M IWGT(BHAR) RN 0.048, HLIE 5% EE X 0] LR, B0 EIHFI7 1
ESG PPN KA G380 AL IE R SRS, UEBH TR —: {2k ESG W H ISR R IEAH KK R,
ESG VPR T A Ml T S RO A

Table 3. Impact of corporate ESG rating on M&A performance
% 3. dbul ESG WS H MM SEI R0

(3-2) (3-3)
CAR BHAR
0.015™ 0.048"
ESG
(2.01) (2.05)
0.128"™ 0.360"
Size
(2.60) (2.03)
0.013 0.054"
Age
(1.46) (1.75)
0.311™ 0.991™
SOE
(3.97) (3.80)
-0.049 -0.023
Pollu
(-0.46) (-0.06)
-0.026 0.016
CEODep
(-0.27) (0.05)
-0.003 -0.009
Topl
(-1.15) (-0.90)
-0.149 —0.548
IndepR
(-0.22) (-0.24)
-0.002 -0.007
Growth
(-1.12) (-1.02)
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-0.003 -0.008
Lev
(-1.16) (-0.73)
0.315 0.792
PPER
(1.01) (0.73)
0.204 -0.162
MerSize
(0.76) (-0.17)
-0.036 0.092
Pay
(-0.32) (0.23)
-0.116 —0.348
MerRel
(-1.23) (—1.06)
-0.004 0.028
MerType
(-0.10) 0.21)
-3.093™" -8.802""
_cons
(—3.24) (—2.64)
N 1688 1688
R? 0.146 0.121
Adj R? 0.126 0.100
IND Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes

F: p<0.1,7p<005"p<001, FESIENT LR, FEHFTEELN Yes AT CIH].

FEFRA: — R IRBEE 1) ESG 1P, «aHF aHR#F LA AR F 25, @ERIR
IF. RS ACFRARSE RIFE S, MG S E3EHEe, RIFNGES SRR RN, Bk
Th, AAERE I Rk ESG W g, UIMERSE, o TiE. mE T RMEL, Bk
RO R RS, R GZRITEN . ARMAT] o AR FIZSAE G I, e S AME S S E 2 i1E
ek bk =R ESG 3, ATRAGEAR L5 53 T Ak 5 BURF IR T (R AREE )@ Al e 5
W= A58 o0 A RS R, 3R 22 51 R 1 08 T AR AR AS s (R &, i A AE AT A 22 SR A A B R
5 THI 43 H U AT DA Ak Aol 5 53 AR ) 8, 2 03 TN RIER, (R IR A 208 AL E A8
PRAFORIAL 22 ST J5 TS H T DOSRAS BURF B0 1A T, iR A g%, SMREERNI%, WM T4
VR WA 3 1T AR () A, S DL AN T B AR AR B ) A R TR R, RTINS

EMRTEART, M pME— B AR IR OIE N, 17 EE 5% 71 83 5 FAH DG B A | 6 A
KEF AN, AERE S AT T — 8. STES R ER A CE HIR,

2) 1Mk ESG VPR 5l % 29 3R 1) 9% R A5G

4 Hh(3-4) 2 Ak ESG PR Rl Bt £ SR B[R] A 25 R, W] DUE H R £08-0.002 HAE 1% K EiRE,
YL ESG VPSR4 R ARG R, NI ESG VP RE 1 2% Ak L 18I I ) i 8 240 3 1)
DR A P —AFHE

IR SAEIE R, LTI ESG PRI A Afid T il ib T RIFMESE KR, &8RN
o, AZRNBRSWANERERY . BATHSTUEMARAE L, XTI TR T AR RK & T
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IREFHIE L, AT ASRAS IR BT N 7 IR JE T 22 A it 12 240 3R

3) ESG P&t Rl 4R 5 IF ST 5¢ R A0 5K

4 H(3-5) B-6)i it T RAE LR A A RS I ASE R A5 A BN SR AR, AT DAIE B b B2
HAE ESG PP SIS R RS T IER RN, HI Rk =151k,

MV H) ESG PR AT LAGE Pt 98 240 o) L, L A 7 T i R 5 240 SR ] RBURS , - R S BE N
FIWJE M SRCELT . 25 1, RIFH) ESG P2 i il 5t 20 R I [ ()3 BEAR 1 b ISR . {E “ESG ¥
P - MR LR - JRWSIRC AR, BB ZRAE ESG YRS ISR O% A i ) 1B A RN .

Table 4. Impact of ESG rating on financing constraints

% 4. ESG WA RAZ LI RAIEZN

(3-4) (3-5) (3-6)
SA CAR BHAR
-0.002™*" 0.017" 0.055"
ESG
(-3.67) (2.24) (2.29)
0.947" 3.272"
(2.32) (2.19)
-0.102™" 0.225™ 0.694"
Size
(-27.39) (2.81) (2.34)
0.040™" -0.024 -0.076
Age
(62.71) (-1.27) (-1.08)
0.004 0.307" 0.979™
SOE
(0.68) (3.93) (3.75)
0.001 -0.049 -0.024
Pollu
0.02) (-0.46) (-0.07)
-0.009 -0.017 0.045
CEODep
(-1.36) (-0.18) (0.14)
0.001"" -0.004 -0.010
Topl
(2.00) (-1.25) (-1.00)
-0.090"" -0.064 -0.252
IndepR
(-1.99) (-0.10) (-0.12)
0.001™" -0.002 -0.008
Growth
(2.99) (-1.27) (-1.16)
0.001™" -0.004 -0.010
Lev
(3.34) (-1.32) (-0.88)
-0.030" 0.343 0.890
PPER
(-1.70) (1.11) (0.83)
-0.132™" 0.329 0.271
MerSize
(-3.81) (1.20) 0.27)
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0.014" -0.050 0.047
Pay
(1.67) (-0.43) 0.12)
0.010™ -0.126 -0.381
MerRel
(2.08) (-1.33) (-1.15)
-0.005" 0.001 0.045
MerType
(-1.90) (0.02) (0.33)
5464 -8.269"" -26.678""
_cons
(65.71) (-2.92) (-2.57)
N 1688 1688 1688
R? 0.862 0.149 0.124
Adj_R? 0.858 0.128 0.102
IND Yes Yes Yes
Year Yes Yes Yes

H: "p<0.1,7p<0.05 """ p<001, FHE5ENT iR, FHAATEE RN Yes 103K Tzl

5. ftR4ie

AFET LU ST ESG, FHIKE A KT 2011~2018 FHIFFIGEAFREAR, SHIEHr Al
ESG VPN FF UG RIRE R, 13t LT &5

1) ESG PR 5 IF ST R IEM KR, B ESG PPEGBEF, JHESTRUREZL . Il 3REE
Uf (11 BSG PP RENS 1) HAR R 2 AR S 7 AR i A 22 BDIR DL . MR I DL BN BT, 457 TR E L,
W Ja A ESR T, SHIEZRFFEE SR IR . BAE BSG TR R 7l 5 R T2
AL ACRE 1), 3RA5 03 X A A AN R, AR T IR 2 Ja M BT A

2) AMVEAFH) ESG PR AT LAZR AR T I RO R B2 20 R . AR5 SR B8, AV SRISEUF /) ESG
PP AT AU R4S B 3 SARAT S0 T THIATT SR e b A B AR RR IR, A R T A AR 52

3) AL LRAE ESG WS ISR R AR S 1 EHERON o 2 i T I i 5 240 S e, A ALk A
TAREL T & o A TN IR A, FEAE FAAEI AR 55 4 i, RS sk 2 A9 EE, T T R
MBI FIE,  DAGRIE B Sk ST, AR 58 240 R AT AT SR A BB . /£ “ESG 17K - il
LR - WS s, BB ARSI ESG VRSO I NSRS, S EUS RN gD .
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