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Abstract

With the global attention to sustainable development increasing year by year, corporate ESG per-
formance, as a mapping of the concept of sustainable development at the corporate level, has also
received extensive attention and discussion from all walks of life. This paper examines the impact
of corporate ESG performance on the degree of debt maturity mismatch, using the data of China’s
A-share non-financial listed companies in Shanghai and Shenzhen from 2009 to 2022. The findings
reveal that corporate ESG performance can help alleviate the degree of “short-term debt and
long-term debt” mismatch in corporate debt maturity structure. Moreover, the social responsibil-
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ity and corporate governance dimensions can more effectively alleviate the degree of corporate
debt maturity mismatch. The mechanism analysis demonstrates that ESG performance mainly in-
hibits corporate debt maturity mismatch by alleviating financing constraints. Heterogeneity anal-
ysis indicates that the mitigating effect of ESG performance on the extent of corporate debt matur-
ity mismatch is more pronounced among non-state-owned firms and traditional firms.
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1. 518

2023 4F 12 H 27 H,  (rpdlrpge[E 55 B o T A S m b B w0y ERUR A, B
N A A Tl A 2 32 OO R ) EE 2 H A, S SE R AR RO R E S P E A BN 25 7E (R
LY L R R, B CRFEIFRIAR . S ARG EEN 7, XEMEE. 2T ARG H(ESG)
U A SR A ) AR SR R B @ R L, B E K. 2022 44 A, EES R (BT AR
WH KRG TIERSG) , K ESG B EMEANREHXAREH T L AR SREFWEHNET L —. K
PSRN ESG N5 FE AN AR MBSOV 2 THT fff R 4 BR A A 2 1) 0 ) 00 BE 464, AR SEIIL8 5F v o B R (1)
ARTFBL].

PEARIREURN A A AEAR KL _EE e T AV AE ESG b mT B4k & e e F1[2]. B 5 2, b7E ESG
D5 T BAT NARAE AT Bt A ARl 7t 47 e A R (3], H AT, OO ASD SCERIE T T 4k ESG R BN k4%
RRZAT NI, ST T AR Y, ESG FRHUN A B B AT AAEER . RS R HS Tt
145 B R B A wHR B AKCE FE m Bh TR iR 200, FRARRR P A [4] [5] [6]. 4R, FEAh2
BTWIETENGRE R, EHEN 2 BRSNS, 1 H ESG RIL M E MM 2R N, F5klk
P21 ESG RIS AN A (I peA I 45 e

ARSCRHARME ESG RILFZ M £ 55 HHBR BT BC L R I SV AMUAE T ESG s v PR R &3 T I s,
ke AR T AL AU DR 3 5% 45 i v A I R P B TR ORI B S BRI AT o R FBTE IR
FILRY Bk = S AL . WIBRUCACEE SN, At 25 A PR A 5 55 7= IR 6 2R (7], R £
R SR IABE = I H A 57052 P R SRR I = 0 H o & BRI 157 55 R 45 440 RE 6 A LR AR A AT
FERSE . AR R GEIE S b R . AR, R r ] ol 0 R 1 6 £ o 5 1) LB 0 90%, 1 7 38 [
AV HEIA L 20% [8]. AV S KA BT P Bt AN WS A A 55 S 8 “ A 7 [9] [10]. HAlk
7 P DR 5 B 20 T P AR S TR IS 2R 1 XK £ o G SRS SR R G [11], IX R PR G O 223 T O
] %2 2 G 4 R AU PRI AR 5[ 12]

AT, ASCKREHRET ESG RIS Al 457 55 HH B 48 Be A2 B2 (1 5 ma Je AR R L. A SC T
2009~2022 SR A IR hE T AR EME, SRS T ESG R IUNT Al 5t 55 M RS FL R BE (1) B2 m
W50 R IR AMY ESG FRIAT BT BEAR A Ml 5 55 31 PR O 2, 1 2% Mt i 08 20 R AE — 38 X R R RFER A AEFH o
TE¥s ESG i H0 00 it J5 e DAL £ STAE AN ) A T4 i 56 SR AR A b £ 55 JUT IR 5 P A 20 SR B N S 2 o AN —
BRI, EAEEA LG, ESG RIS Al 5 55 1 BRAH LR P 40 1614 FH B n Y2 3
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2. B 5MRfR

ESG AH S AT 7 vt FE MRS T Ak [ XA 2 AR B UK L Ak R R /KT i B SCAR IR [13] - (R
it 2okt ESG 5 B ER AR T E IS 5, B E LRI ESG RILAE T S i Al o1 55 W IR AR
JEo —J7i, PEZE EHEANRTEARN B, VAT mE RO Ak, BN EAT ESG
WK, AN ENE B A R A AT S TUE R, U, kg
ey ESG RILREIMI T H « AT BERIEE BRI AL SR 2 R BN I RAF A5, A
A B 2 8] R AR FR R A, TSRS N BEA . HRAT S (A5 BT S AR B b T Al BT R AE
S A A IS DERT T IRAF R« T P i B R SR8 51 95 ST KR B T 170 AL

ESG RIUE M Gk it Z AN A se S B4R, 7T LA Ah AL Al 58 2 N AR AE 2 [14], 2
The R S BRI DY A SR, BETT AR AT 55 SRR AR O AR A o Al SR ESG B S STAE A 4
WIERMAEE, fdm 555 SR R[], T ESG @uiA & BA —EHAMBIEAMALH, EREAT
ESG A 15 1Y [ I 96 5 5 v B AW 5545 U2, B A0 A% 3 1 Al 2078 IR0 R AOAR AR A 5 [15] 4l ESG
RIS AV AE B E R RIS, RV IR TH SR UM SR AN R I, 4] Aol i 55 55 ST BR
Be[16]e —Jsthr, il TR BT AT AR AT M AR e A A 3 A Al A R B o5 LR B M R 3R [17]
BRAT AN Ak 2 18] EUK 5 S AN R In 1 RS 3R (K AN e 1, S BURAT O U B EE SR W s FAO )
R, Ak AR A S . RIS, RIIOTEIIBR B, KU RO, SEANKAAN R R ZopL ], X
THATH B A . BeAh, FIR BT S R, HRATAEAE Fo v WA R IR PR SCRAHCII TN E By
ML pA[18] [19]. A, RUFH) ESG RILEIL S ff 5 B AR FRRENS FEARIRAT DU A IBR B 1, b4
b s A AN PR i BRI PR ) s A [20] o 53— 710, B T15 BASIAR, A% G SR 554348 Ml 1)
TRET AR B R e B Aol xR B BOXUB BRI A i BF B AT WA “RhBT S, X
DT AR AN DUE ERAT 15 2R AR Al Ry RSz A7, 0 EL AR 17 R 2R Ml PR 55 20 3, A L Al PR 6 55
WIRRAE AR LB A[17]. DRI, 45245 Alb 5 # A BAURPSAE TR S B AXTAR, REFH ESG RIVAHIT
FTHRAE BB, 7E B LRI GBIk T RESRAG K BT

BEAh, 4k ESG RILAE W M BEACHINUM IR BT E Fr e, N 1 ok i 65255, 2 o 22 Aol <
TR, A PR AR5 55 SR AR O R A RESIBUAA 35058 3 i) TR I T 37 e A AT R S S 3k,
R REIPIRIE o SX 20 R IBE 28 P B R A OR 1 s 70 S B0 B A T 3 AT 2] A2 ] i T R
Gi[22], #E 7TRIAEI[23]. MHLLZ T, KNSR E E AL NS5 B A R L8 MR
BN FNA BRI 2, PR ST R A RE BROURS . FEE RSN LT AR . ESG

R FIRFER R . DRI, ARBCT RIS B, IR 3B 3 AT - Fp B B ESG i 8L ESG
RIRGHIAF . R, KPS EOE R BT KAIBHE, Sl i 5t e r s, K
PR 58 RS R L BRI R IR AT REBARBCR Dy Al AR B I B8 <6, 3 Wil 2 A i B3 TR 85
A BT AR AL 55 IR IR L - BEAh, NI B E A N ORI B B A a0 AR E T A 76
B R (R A R, S B e PR i 22 A ASRAS A W 2t o TR $ B B AT DL 2 T A R
B, IR R KR, REE €A KRR TR, AR BE AR Rk, R4F
flk ESG I B TSI BB 2 750, k3R BB S AR IE A R BAE T, G2 4l
KA BE LA, i BRI 5 55 I PR AR O R L

il ESG RIUAT B T Ak AF ABHA IR SR, BRI BEREBE, HET PR AL KR B oK, IR
G fif A A5t 55 IPR AR L [24] . RAFH) ESG RILAEMS SR (LM L SHERIAE SRR, SRS AMIIEES

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2024.144147 1420 G


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2024.144147

X H A

KPR R [25] 0 bt — D YERF . RIS EUAR IR I VPO, 208 RIEFMe B R, EEE 26T
WPEBONFAE LB H , N H M BEAT S0t o B, TR S I 2B . R, FEIMREE L AR
AV B (ESG) LR L R AT IRy il 2 32 B KB IR S IR 2% = T Wy 58 56 10 &7 2408 S AR 5K £ 7 22
[r[26], A3 B R SCHENL 2 3 AT AR ETF Waigssb, H) 1 BR B B MR B AT N [27], 12
AV AR AR B R, A BT R A IR B ok thsh, ESG RIL RAF Al th 2 8%
G AR TUE. AR WAL, (R LR RIS R S H AR LR SRR o, Wi sy A
R ERIL, RATREFFRIAEL ., TR I FHOR AR, BRI BREA
FHErE[24], REAE— R BRI IR B FoR. Bl 4l ESG RIVA B T H 54T N
SEMEI ST TN, (AR R s, PR BB, 2 i B AR Aol R ST R 55 75 5K
IR A G iR Al 5 55 SIBR B BC A

ST, SRR

H1: ESG RILGMMLMIS IR 2R R, B REFH) ESG R ILRENS PR A 5 55 IR E O AR
o

3. SiER
31 EBENSER
ATt ESG ARIUGH i MlA5% 55 J BRA PG R S (O RPNy, AR SCAR B S

311 BRTE

SRR BN ESG RIL(ESG). ESG RIML, FBANAEAEE, 2 50F LA TG EE S5 H R B,
H A7 32 Bl A VPN R R R R ATl . A SCE FARIE ESG VER A, Ext i E AT A, AR
WRFRN T AR . BOE MR T E R AR bR, ESG PR E I ESG FISRILER T . 4E
iF ESG #4455 59 C, CC, CCC, B, BB, BBB, A, AA, AAA JLEY, ASTwi4l ESG ¥FZ#E4T I IA)
TRE AL BE[28], MMREIERIRE R 1, 2, 3, === s O YINFIERL

312 #HERTE
SR AV R W A7 7 o B (G T R ) 5 A T P HL G I PR ) 2 T E AL A%
HIBRASTE K P (SLLI) [10]o %8R Bk 5 £ b A5 55 31 PR Tc A2 B R g o

3.13. FHITE

R B A DR Z06F [ A 45 R SE MR, ASCEs ] T A FHRAR[3] [20] [29]: A RIEUAE(Size, ). B g
#(Lev, ). FroUai % (Roa,, ) L TTHS (A Age;, )~ FEF Q fEH(TQ,, )~ B ( Growth,, ). M L 47l ( Indep;, )
WSEF L (HHL, )« Z 1538 Zscore, )« IR BE( Topl,, )~ [ 5E 87 i EL( PPE, )+ L4t EL % ( Cash,, )
BV A LR (Cost, ) FERUMAE R (Soe,, ), BARZS R E LN 1 FR.

Table 1. Variable definition
F= 1 FET2RAA

ZEAR X TEFR
SLLI o 55 SR R g%ﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁmﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ.
ESG ESG % IEE ESG YRR 5
Size o ) A In(Asset + 1)

i
;é
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gk
Lev sl B RBE
Roa aliEtES VR 5 e
Age T A In(A &SR] + 1)
Growth MK (CUAR BT — WIRLE B ) S o e
Indep i LG 451 ML EE G N A A RN
HHI iE7Es 1 FIH A A B A AR K AN T S BT ATk T 3 6 40
TQ L QM RGP it
Zscore Z 185 AR H— RIBR S 5 RIR R LL B LE (B
Topl JBA SR o 2 B RIBARFFE 7 B
PPE I E 557 i L W] 55 A R R B
Cash AT L% GE TG A PR LI I A U i A U L B 7R
Cost B A A B AR LA B e
Soe PR A R AE S 1, HAbh 0
3.2. BRWE
S ESG BN AR5 55 AR S RO AR FE IR, AR SO A AN R
SLLI, = 4, + BESG,, + Zﬂk Controls,,+ ¢+ + &, (D)
k

Her, i, t ARSI ] Controls ¥l AR AL, o NATIL - S0 [ E RN, y NER - F6
W€ UL, & NBEHLIR Z 0T, HAt A& W 13

3.3. HEARIEBEBIENRIE

AT BT, ESG YRS B HdE IR T HEIF 5 WIND HdEES1E KA N ESG F& 4R, M
K 55 Hte S A F IR B S B XORIE T CSMAR U 22 o i 3843 41 7 2008 4 R 508 S O K 50d PR 1
AR A N 2009~2022 4. WIUAWT FEEA N o B RIS AC 5 AT 4l A IR BT A F], S EHE
AHIHI T L EREA S an R AEE: 1) SBr&mlk EiiARFEA; 2) HIkk ST K LT AR FIFEA; 3) Sk
AR BT B IREA; 4) D 4E BN T S S T 1%L K 99% 45 FE AL HE . B &R 4250 %X I
AT 33,968 AN A RUOFEA ML FH AASCI T2 04T
4, SRS
4.1. HERMEGE

% 2 BT EED RS TSR, SRR MS TS RER, DS HIRERREE
(SLL)IAME N 0.247, H/IMEN-0.737, & AKMEH AN 0.984, FruEZE AN 0.197, FHBKRE LA & 6555 HR
IR A7, T 7 ESG RIVESG)HIAME N 4.133, H/MEAN 1, e KIEH N 8, triEZ N 1.059,
VAR E ETT AR AE ESG RITHIBAER R ESR, KW ARIRAAFKFH ESG RN ki 5%
AR ACRE R o2 (L 7 T . HARBHIAR B fR g 45 R 5 B SCIRBOA AL LR IE 5 Ja
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Table 2. Summary statistic
=2 WA MEREITER

REAR AR WM PREZE B/ME RAME
SLLI 33,968 0.247 0.197 —-0.737 0.984
ESG 33,968 4.133 1.059 1 8
Size 33,968 22.25 1.289 19.63 26.50
Lev 33,968 0.429 0.203 0.0385 0.906
Roa 33,968 0.0367 0.0634 -0.431 0.234
Age 33,968 7.601 0.00265 7.594 7.608
Soe 33,968 0.383 0.486 0 1
TQ 33,968 2.449 1.771 0.783 19.38

Growth 33,968 0.137 0.240 —0.357 2.346
Indep 33,968 0.376 0.0537 0.250 0.600
HHI 33,968 0.0871 0.108 0.0142 1

Zscore 33,968 8.994 16.58 1 161.6
Topl 33,968 0.346 0.147 0.0870 0.759
PPE 33,968 0.215 0.160 0.00152 0.772
Cash 33,968 0.0487 0.0689 —0.235 0.282
Cost 33,968 0.469 0.395 0.0261 2.645

4.2. MXRMDH

3 AN T BB A IR R SRR, ESG RIL(ESG) 5 Al i1 55 I IR A LA FE(SLL)
Z IR A HON-0.128, HAE 1%KKF LR, RUEASZEHLMEARMHLT, RIFH ESG KI
RES PEAR A 7 55 SRR B RO RE 2, WP Tk H1. [RIR, A BR 2 SR MR (M, AR ST
T2 IS, SRR 4 Por, VIFESANT 2, @i/ Tils5HE 10, SASCR R RE AFAE
L 2 AR

4.3. EREVARBLGRE 5

L5 HIR T ARSCEB UL ENASE F o TE AR IIAT {2 1) A2 2 A0 [ 5 RN B, [ A4 R (L) 5]
FiR, A B H ZBUN-0.024, 78 1%H/KF EREfE . SR (L)% BIH ) R2AUH 0.016, Hitk
A HE PR A7 T SO A ) AN T 38 i [ VA &5 SR P AR R 22 o RN — RV AR & R 45 AR, ()51
FiiR, Ak ESG RIS 5 55 HIBR A BCAR B 1) 1A R #09-0.015, MRAATE 1%17KF E R kG, 5(3)
FURE— DA T AR« AT\ ANAE O A T 2808, AR i) A S0 R 20k B SR o6 RPN T4t 45 R 556(2)
FIZAL, ESG RIL Al 57 55 A BR AT O AR FE 2 18] S A O, S SR WIAT ML A4 4 J2 TR P AR 28 - s A2 A
RHBEEMRATNR S . F@)F R D E N A 8, A S AT A4 A G 40 470 ] 2 RN ik
ITERR S, R LT AT ESG YRS RAFIEM 1 4, A5 55 3 FR A 0 7 R ISP 35554 41K 0.016.
ARSI L 133050 FF .

i
;é
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Table 3. Correlation matrix

=3 EXMOIER
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Table 4. VIF test result
=4 FEBKRETFRIESER

Variable VIF 1VIF
Size 1.790 0.560
Lev 1.770 0.564
Roa 1.640 0.608
Soe 1.370 0.729
TQ 1.370 0.730
Cash 1.340 0.747

Topl 1.270 0.788
Zscore 1.210 0.826
Growth 1.200 0.834

PPE 1.150 0.869

ESG 1.140 0.880

Age 1.130 0.886

Cost 1.090 0.917

HHI 1.040 0.965

Indep 1.020 0.977

Mean VIF 1.300

Table 5. Estimation results of ESG affecting debt maturity mismatch

7% 5. ESG RIS el 57 S HABR SEECHE E B9 2 AU RL

) 1) 2 (3) 4
Variable
SLLI SLLI SLLI SLLI
-0.024™" -0.015™" -0.015™" -0.016™"
ESG
(—23.13) (—16.46) (-16.58) (-16.37)
-0.006™" -0.005"" -0.006™"
Size
(-5.93) (-5.08) (-5.33)
-0.183™" -0.156"" -0.155""
Lev
(—27.63) (—22.74) (—22.21)
-0.303™" -0.286™" -0.278™"
Roa
(—14.83) (-13.63) (-13.01)
-2.759™" -2.679™ -2.522""
Age
(-7.49) (-7.15) (-6.67)
-0.011"" -0.005™ -0.005™"
Soe
(-5.18) (—2.30) (-2.33)
-0.001 -0.002™ -0.002™"
TQ
(-1.25) (-2.25) (-2.78)

i
;é
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0.014™ 0.008 0.008
Growth
(2.72) (1.49) (1.52)
0.041™ 0.064™" 0.063™"
Indep
(2.43) (3.75) (3.68)
0.0777" 0.078™ 0.086™"
HHI
(7.66) (6.52) (6.95)
0.000™" 0.000™" 0.000™"
zZscore
(4.33) (4.50) (4.02)
-0.083™" -0.081"" -0.080™"
Topl
(-12.37) (-11.87) (—11.54)
0.553™" 0.544™" 0.544™"
PPE
(80.66) (67.63) (66.71)
0.242"™ 0.211™ 0.212"
Cash
(14.97) (12.93) (12.65)
0.053™" 0.036™" 0.034™
Cost
(22.27) (13.42) (12.40)
0.345™" 21.345™ 20.726™" 19.536™"
_cons
(79.02) (7.62) (7.28) (6.80)
Year FE No No Yes No
Industry FE No No Yes No
Province FE No No Yes No
Year x Industry FE No No No Yes
Year x Province FE No No No Yes
N 33,968 33,968 33,968 33,952
R? 0.016 0.276 0.311 0.329

E: FESARON tE; o SRR R 1% 5% 10%[1 &3 /K F.

ESG PP E M E(E). HETAT(S). ATHAH(G) =AM A TS, &4 P4 Bt
A T RE SR A A5 45 TR A O FL T IO S M AT i 25 5. Rk, A SOt ESG 15 B EEREGHE TRy, #—2
PRICIFRYE L (1) ESG VP45 S B8 0 A U 2 A A7 55 WA PRAR IO AR B2, A 30 45 Rk 6 fim . 410(2). 41
) Err, H&THTIP 45 R (ESG-S) 1A ¥R HPF 4 25 H(ESG-G) 1 1713 & %4 71 4—0.0132 #1-0.0127,
HAE 1%k B3 mmslL)FR, HEIPHRLER(ESG-E)M A R AR E . AFYEEN ESG 1FH
SE R T REAFAEAS B REFE W LI ZER . +L 2 TR =1 vE B 7 T A Al 8 5 58 n 56 B F v] 5,
T A58 77 T B 404 1T Re A7 CE SRR BOHE LR AL 1) 1) 8, AT S0 1 G0 Al 5 55 30 PRBE P 2 P (e s el 77
Fib, ANFEATILAE ESG RIL FAFAE 25, FUAT ] GEHE 25 5) 52 B SE R R R2 M, 1M 55 — 24Tk v] G
B E AL S T A R T R
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Table 6. Estimation results for deconstructing E, S, G ratings performance

6. B E. S\ GiERHIISIGLER

1) 2 (3)
SLLI SLLI SLLI
0.0015
ESG-E
(0.79)
-0.0132""
ESG-S
(-7.17)
-0.0127""
ESG-G
(-8.44)
-18.443™ -19.925™ -19.659™
_cons
(-2.23) (—2.43) (-2.39)
Control variable Yes Yes Yes
Year x Industry FE Yes Yes Yes
Year x Province FE Yes Yes Yes
N 33,940 33,940 33,940
R? 0.373 0.376 0.376

E: FES RN tE; % R 5K R 1% 5% 10%[1 &3 K F.

4.4, AEMRLES
441 TRTEX

B SCAE M dll ESG RIUN Al i S5 WIBR H FC AR L R sz iy, KRB 18 ESG WA RN A NE, &

B A R T RE A I, AR SCR A TR By A A g AT A 3

ATy TR FH I A F R M TR A8 O B LT EAT L BT A R] ESG RILIIME(ESG_IVL)FIEE A =] v
HFTAE 8 13 b He FRAE SR BTl A 7] ESG R IIIME(ESG_IV2)E N T HAS B AT W B [ [3]. AESAl
(1) ESG I 2352 B [F] — 44ty HoAt AR ESG SRILIFZM, 1 HARA ) ESG I -5 Z A (1157 55 IR 4
BUFRRE I L EHIA OO R R AR T HBENA NN, AT 7T AR 55 TR SR,
i BRI DL N AE AR G . BRI 45 R ange 7 5. QA FR. BRI S, THZERKL RE
B, DL ESG_IV1 #l ESG_IV2 fif T BAF S 2 31 L 7, fEE BRI, ESG_IVL il ESG_IV2
%15 ESG 1 1%HI/K-F B2 R ZFIEMRK, R T AR EMHREER. K, fEHHEREAY, &~
. ESG R H(ESG) 5 1t 45 WA FRAB FLRL B (SLL)ATSAE 1% /K B R B3 e, WA A5 eIk IR A it .

Table 7. Estimation results of 2sls instrumental variable
F=7. TATEMmMEEALER

(1) (2)
Variable First Second
SLLI SLLI
0.798™"
ESG_IV1
(56.07)
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gk
0.908™"
ESG_IV2
(19.89)
EsG -0.028""
(-8.93)
Control variable Yes Yes
Year & Industry & Province FE Yes Yes
N 33,968 33,968
Kleibergen-Paap rk LM 2213.419
Chi-sq(1) P-val {0.0000}
Kleibergen-Paap rk Wald F 1687.125
Hansen J statistic 0.544
Chi-sq(1) P-val {0.197}
Endogeneity test 17.435
Chi-sq(1) P-val {0.0000}

E: FES RN tE; % R 5K R 1% 5% 10%[1 &3 K F.

4.4.2. R GRS LEE

N TR RN AR AR LW T, A SCR AR 75 43 LB (Propensity Score Matching, PSM)
BEATRIS . B RARYE AL ESG VP R AL B FE AR AL A AN IR, A5 Ak ESG VPR LR
ToALE, MREFEARAIRA, BN . ERGEAERT T s B AR, %15 H
KA Logit #AUHHT HRITARULAD, 193] 26,016 NMA XA . FEAIES T-FAHEAL, VURCBCR R, R
FAVCHES 5 FREABATA G, 25 - W% 8 55(1)F1, KB ESG RIL(ESG)HI REAT 1%k LEE NG, 5
B4 SRR R — 8 ZRBAA BENAETE S WA ESG RILFE RIS, 2Rk A 57 55 1 R
FECRE R .

Table 8. Propensity score matching testing
7 8. PSM LEC4& Y6

. (1) PSM
Variable
SLLI
-0.016™"
ESG
(-15.13)
19.628™
_cons
(5.86)
Control variable Yes
Year x Industry FE Yes
Year x Province FE Yes
N 26,016
R? 0.333

E: FES RN tE; o R R R 1%, 5% 10%I1 &3 K F.

i
;é
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X H A

45 REMRE

451 BREMETE

AR R [ € B 7 e B AR I 5™ SO I — (KIS It + A
WIBGRIE AT + LEEANIEFE + LB RE R T R R A B I ] B ), B
PAESEAR G, bk 55 I PR B (SFLNHEAT B (9] Herb, KHAMEFCR I INAT = A KR
+ ENEIARR B G - EERIEEG AWIBGEIRN = REREE NG ARE - EEEE R
AR IR ARAR FIAE SRR A A BT I DUl ™ B [l S5 Rk 9 55(1) 51 fzn, ESG KIL(ESG)
5 AV A5 55 SRR B O BE (SFLIDAE 1% H)/KF B2 B2 AR R R, YA RAKIARA L.

452 BHREBTE

TERAR BT, ARSCHE MR AEIE ESG VF M 4H 53 45 Sk AT A 19 B O R R & . ERR @R IG ,
SR B B (M AR T R M it AR AR B ESG new [24], 1R¥E ESG PRI RZE(C 2. B 25, A K)IE,
PEghy C~CCC I, ESG new = 1; *4i¥Z% A B~BBB I, ESG new = 2; *4iFZ N A~AAA I, ESG new
= 3. A4S R 9 B(FFR, ESG RIUESG new) b5 £l 745 I BRA HUAZ BE(SLLIEE 19 119K F 1 2
BEFMIKR, BHAERIKIBER .

Table 9. Estimated results of robustness checks
< 9. FREMRIEE)FER

. 1) 2
Variable
SFLI SLLI
-0.016™"
ESG
(-14.17)
-0.029™"
ESG new
(-12.99)
—-27.714™ 17.9717
_cons
(-7.86) (6.34)
Control variable Yes Yes
Year x Industry FE Yes Yes
Year x Province FE Yes Yes
N 33,952 33952
R? 0.374 0.327

TE: FESNRON UE; v 2RI 530K 1%, 5% 10%0) &2 KT

4.6. IS
RS R

LEBATHLHI AT, R I0 HR A RO I 5 i “ =20k, JIo DK R AR e e i A AR e | 1)
AR EX R AR RNE, MMIE DA SR, 50X i ] SR W 1) 7 sRAF AR — 8 B &€
INNIXFIEAE G B E N A R . R, ARSCRA “PiiEk” [30], 5l AK(Q)FEL: ESG VT
9 28 RN R 55 2 o) 3 [A) ) s e VR A, T Rk % 24 o Aol R A P R B 2 1) 19 50 R P AR O B 18 I A i
FAEWHAT M EE,  MTT G UE A RN B AFTE

i
;é
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KZ,, = ay +,ESG +Y_ B, Controls,, + o+ + &, )
X

KR KZ Fa 51 Nl s 2R AR BESE hR(KZ) [31], [BIA45 R 4022 10 55(1) 5w, ESG £ IL(ESG)
1 RHAE 1%KF FRE A, B ESG WA /rithm, KZ FeBa BN, Al 5% 2950k /N, 1 BA
ESG IR =M 1 B 2ok

CEMF TR, Rl L RS A RAT SR A =Rl 2 & 55— R AT ) 4l i 55 A PRSI
AT NI EBRIE[32] [33]. IXEWRAE ESG F I AT LA i £ i Rl % £ T BA AR A b 457 55 T PR A T AR 4 o

Table 10. Mechanism analysis test result

2 10. HHISHrER

o))

Variable
KZ
-0.085™"
ESG
(-13.41)
226.213™
_cons
(11.07)
Control variable Yes
Year x Industry FE Yes
Year x Province FE Yes
N 33,952
R? 0.803

TE: FESNRON UE; 2RI 530K 1%, 5% 10%F) &2 K-

47. RERMAR

4.7.1. PR

ARSCE AT T A RS ) % 5 S B0 ESG I il 55 45 A PR A e R B8 10 5 v 2 A
WAF PN L Ak, “REBTBL” 8 “Pra sl hRIE OV, T EA Sk AR g
o KA E R AT DOV Mt “Ravkm0R” , BA B R R A 25 AR AR A SR IS MR R B 7
TR A S R [34]; TR A Aok B BAT S I 7, (BRI e SR R AU, XA AR AT (i 4
A b SR BERR,  2E—2D B AR A ol PR S0 5 A R BRI SR A6 39345 55 1) i b 5 55 ST R B O B
Fo Bk, FAME ESG RIS FEARARE A £l ) 5 55 S FRAE EAT 0 A 2L

ST WG RN A AL T Z IR A3, ARSCRAI2E T Bootstrap 1 9% 5 /R 4L A o6 IR il
RBBCE J9 100 IR, BEATAHIA R A IG, S5 RN 11 R, FUBORE ESG RIS blk it 55 IR 4
T FE % g 2 T S 3 T 2L ) 22 e o X SR BH ESG R I Al A57 55 S BR A AR P2 R R A R AE AR LA Aol
I . A A R AR AT REAE T, AL TR Aol AR Aol 5 5 52 B Ah R B 2RI R .
Xl AT e B ESG I 27 8 Rt Bt 24 AR ol 5 55 ST BR B TEE R PR 77 Qe AR LA il b SR LA
EiSEEEAP

4.7.2. PIFhEED
BTk, A T BT AR BIEIGE TR 2 R R 2 ESG R I A Rk . R o E R R A
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B CRT BRI EEBINE) » BA WA= 2 N E R A A Gk, 22 11 [(55(3)M(4)51)
SRR, Ak ESG RIS Al A5t 55 W MR AT IE 1 G2 A AE AL G Al p s B2 o 7= AR e 45 R A JR R
T BB AUHTE 71 8 Aol 5 RETRATEURF BORBUR, 5 e S AL AL B, 38 I A% e I BB A B
MBEE T A DA AV i BT 23R [35] [36]. A&ZiA MV ARE T mtsdil, QUFnE BUR, NEE 5 =25t
PR 2T AKX P RE P B ESG RN A% Ge il A5 55 191 B 8 LA B2 PR S A A R BE s 2L

Table 11. Heterogeneity test result
=11 RERMRINEER

AU AIFTRE S
1 2 3 4
Variable @ (@) #( ) “)
ESETS e E A R 154
SLLI SLLI SLLI SLLI
-0.010™" -0.018™" -0.014™" -0.017"
ESG
(—6.03) (-14.61) (-11.27) (-10.87)
41175 8.032"™ 7.854" 26.867""
_cons
(7.86) (2.23) (2.12) (6.06)
sy IR EH 0.000™" 0.050™
Control variable = = = =
Year x Industry FE 2 = = &
Year x Province FE P = & =
N 12992 20928 18254 15638
R? 0.436 0.296 0.271 0.416

TE: FESNRON UE; 2 2RI 530 1%, 5% 10%F) &2 1K

5. IRGRERT

AR SCIEEL 2009~2022 AEH E A B T A FIEURE NI CREAR, REEHINT T 40 ESG RPN 4l i 45 1
PRASTCAEE R REm, JF Hai SRR AR LA v T — Dk 7, UL F EEE0: H—, R
LF AL ESG R I 2 AR AV A7 55 WIMR B BCAR A2, I HoAh 2> D4R 45 B2 A0 A W) I6 B4R FE e % 0 I A % %
A A5 55 BABRFECAT s 38—, Ak ESG I AT LAid i 22 fff A I filk % 2 R TT R i Ml A5 55 HABR B AT
EIMHEER; =, EAEEE ML, Ak ESG FRBUNT I 5 55 31 B B e FE2 R ) 22 A T o
T

R TR AT LAY SR £ Y SRR T 1 B 1o USRS A A B SR A DL T SR R«

METTTH, MINGE ESG MBS S, K ESG BLEANHAI K s T, #UOR LT ESG B
IR R4, s AR ESG Gk, Wik ESG Hbr 5wl BRI FF— 3. IR 24T+ ESG
5 R E, V=R A A SRR HE LR, & WA ESG R4, s Brl it fimT th i,
Bff PR A5 0% 28 R0 ) 2 A G 38 e 0% 775 BT B A L 1 ESG BRK

SR T, NS H S ESG Pk R, K ESG IR AN GTH A B v sk i, DL B A
TETE RS o 58 B BRI 4% B2 20 A AT XS B T PP A, 8 OR RS I 7E Rl R 2T L Y, 48 T Akt 45
SERITE NGB R TT, DA R Al S HARR R K .

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2024.144147 1431

i
;é


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2024.144147

I H £

WURFERTIJTT, W 4k8: 58 3 AR IR E 22 R ez iR &R, Al 3RS 5 0% I BRAH G E A4 i 5%

RBLIRIE, PR, BUHEE <X BUR. BRSBTS, BUFSMCTEEE
BN IE Rt — 0 A 4 ESG PN MBI &R, SLiHERt ESG (5 B R LIE, Mk ke ESG ik
RUFHEL
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