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Abstract

As the realization of the “dual carbon” goals is being actively pursued, ESG performance has be-
come an important indicator for the overall evaluation of listed companies and has also become an
important tool for multiple stakeholders, including auditors, to understand listed companies. This
paper takes A-share listed companies from 2012 to 2021 as the sample and empirically examines
the relationship between ESG performance and audit quality. The study finds that companies with
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better ESG performance tend to exhibit higher levels of audit quality. Mechanism research reveals
that ESG performance can improve audit quality by enhancing the transparency of information in
listed companies and reducing operational risks. Heterogeneity tests indicate that, compared to
state-owned enterprises, the impact of ESG performance on audit quality is more significant for
non-state-owned enterprises; similarly, compared to heavy polluting enterprises, the impact of ESG
performance on audit quality is also more significant for non-heavy polluting enterprises.
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1. 518

A 5515 B S B Aol P B EEFEAR, AT DASEEG A SRS I T 1 i S5 e, antk A
PEETUE B AT B A A A K AT REZS I NL TR AN S Sl et 3R A [1]-[3], 10 ESG RIUE N S AL HE I
FAEE, XWHIRABIIT, BEM 5 Ak i 555 Bdt A7 BRIGAIE,  HERExS b SRS BRI T

BRI EE =T AL 55, R R B TR R A RS K RO BT,
AV ESG RILAENS S WAl (T FF 8% FE R JI ARSI 5515 2., 0T 2 1 s Thioxd il 207 4 2R )
Wiy REIEBEATARI[A], N FAEERW. ESG 5HIFZRIRR, IELEZEBCATE T # S i
A, (HRBUAHEF, ESG RIUX dvH IR m it 7o i, E WRT TR 2 #RE 58 ESG 10 8 il 2t 5
M2 THImAT s, T E AT 235 IRAE ESG 1S BT A RNA BRI K IR & b

BT, AL ESC RIS HH B EE R R, @208, IS ERBLR . ASCnT
REFITTIR T REAE T 1) NUEMRTHITRENS EAF iR ] ESG RIUF SIRMAL, LRG58 H0r b iy 23 =)
FOAGTEETT 0 T, SEBUE M PP, PR TH RIS 2) 5 ESG RIS T EAH B Ik,
HE DR 5541 TG 208 TR 405 B TR 35 DR 1T 2 W) A SR A FRtR 00 -5 T W P IKUBS 6 17 A, 4
THRRBERCR R 3) Fm W R RIITT, SIS TR A H LA -

2. IR EMS R
2.1. ESG R 5HIHRE

M5 DeAngelo [)5E 3, i TF B RESRIEM S THTIEE R & 1F TAE, SATH MR A, KBlgeE it
BN AFAE AN ST 2 THAE IV 1 320 AT O Bt AT SR I BR S BER[5]. Ko B YR 2 e - o )
55 1101 S——VEM v R i B AR AR T AR RS AER) 52 U T KUy “ 24 b I 55 R AR AE
ORI, JEM 2 TR BER B Z AR T AR AE JR KR RENE” o ATCUREL, o vk KUK 2 i e
TR, BB R, M TR RE TR A w T S AR R K AT BB R, 2 T U T RS .

1M T Al ) ESG R BLAE LB 3k th KRG . AR DUE LR FLRIE R, A8 & I el o o
PR A 1SR, JCHOR VR A BRI, R A BT B T XU, 3R TR R

E%, 2Hr ESG RI M EWREEM S HIM A Re i 2B E L E S, XHEM & Tl S tIFAER
G ZEM TS T ] ESG (5 BN, MBS H R X ACEAR A E 2 RE L, X
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i ESG &I 1 it E Zu 6], JUH 2 ESG ek HBLyS A EVA i ESG FH2r, VEM STk R
TARIE SRR AEA IR S TS I TAER[7]. EFHNEAES THEEINE, WS HERS
JIRNEE (B P RE 24 /B8, AU A XUR 4 2A, R EH TH E PARA

R, AR SO s 4 MR B HA:

Hla: bTA 1) ESG RIERLF, & v il

Hib: LA 1) ESG RIUMLS, #FiF 2K,

2.2. ESG iiﬂ, th\ﬁE*EF 'ﬁﬁﬂ'}ﬁs

BB R R R T R AR E R . T KU S A5 B EE IR EE 8], T b
ﬂmﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ,HE%ﬁ@Tﬁ%ﬁE%M%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁ,$HW%E*%
TR RR[0], BT AR, TR S B RS S 52 B, RIS O
CREL S AN

1M ESG RIUE N AE BRI — M7, REMg AR5 s B w5 Bk . 24
&L, ESG RIUVKH izl & RO AR VL, AL atFEE 7 IERE SRR, DIE
MfE R E R, FRIREMRERE e, maERE L, T ESGC RIZIATIFH S IFR, X6
i 3E A 1T AR 7 A2 ESG YRR R TR M5 B BEERARAE, X B (8 BT S B P8R KT 34T
FETH[10], Xf T b vl 2 w4 JE B e o R A B v B A B R S

HFEF] ESG RILAEHS WER 5 BT AN J7 s Ak A5 B A5 e B, 145 S8 405k 5 SORE i
JREE AR, AR R H2:

s H2: FEHARZEAFAARRIREOL T, B 1) ESG R IUFT LLIE I 08 (5 B 40 5 o ok v i 1
R

2.3.ESG £, EEMNKSHITRE

AR EE R R ESG LB IAE R A, HAEmS AL, SOt e EA R iR b R B B
AKPAETT A L T AR TH[11], 3008 T Ak B i W (432 78 XU A 5 BRI A o T 245 18 #6521 ESG
BEJE, ARAE B 2 SUERIARSE, ORG24 T DL RO S5 M S AR 6 S8 2 I S8
PITAL I E AT S BENAGSE KA BT Aok 2278 2o A v i of SE ARG PR XU

1713 24 A b T I AR PR 7 ARSI S A R oK — S ST 1] P BRI Dy 3 A8 A 55 D 5 T 3 A7 3o 58 2 A B AR AT
NNBEBAR, AR 551 BB s 55— 5T, BRI 12 8 RS AT DAV A 2 V1 ox b i ik 72
RN, WS BEAR R T XU [4], AT B+ Lo T R 4R

Bk, Al i) ESG RIS TRk 4 s A E — Eﬁﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁ AT AT R g i I i
JRERPE R, HETX M, A ik H3:

i H3: FEHARSFAF AR RIEAL S, BT 8 ESG F I AT LI i AL 1h i A 2278 WU, SE23
R AR .

3. ARt
3.1 HARIEFESHIEERIR

ARICIERL 2012~2021 PR A A BT A TN AR, fESIER ST *ST. PT DL &R 5%
Bl b Ti7 28 5] I g 7 B R O (R A I % BT A RE AR B HEAT T B R 1% 46 AL, %155 7010
AREAR . A SCER ESG 570 RIE T AR HUh, HABHE L RIE T H 28 % CSMAR #¥E % .
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32. BEEN

3.2.1. HitRE

SR RAG5E(2021) [12] AR T, RS A o T 8 L R B ) A 0B A Dy i & o T o = i 4R b, 3l o
B[R A 3B T R AR AR B TE R LA MAO,, J5, TS SRR B T AL Actualopinion, #2248 I EX
Yo AE, A5 R L S LA, DN AbsARAgQg, FLAEMEK, BEURE FEE R S bR A
(B TH R LI 22 B, o T R ERAIG

3.2.2. ESG &M
AR B FE $ ESG 157> KA f ESG £ . ESG 540#E, % Wi AR K ESG HIRET .

3.2.3. HIHEE

M ETA TS B EMEANT, EHEATEIEIE TRANS KL BT A RS BEWFEE . TRANS 1§
Kok, 15208 LR

M EHAFEE RS AENT, 5% EA4T55%2017) [13]H 8 EE S #7775, (AR EER
T 1F A T R SR s v 22 1) SR R 3 A R SR A A i 22 IR (RisK) (1 P

3.24. HHITE
ARSI BRI AR Kk BT ARIRUEL, PIIRE —. EWER. SIS & R
VENEEHIAS &, JRAERNE S B 2] 1 4 BE ROV (Year) EARAT ML RGN (Industry), B AAAS &g UL 1.

Table 1. Definition of variables
#z1LTEEX

AR AR AR BETFS AR E X
, . S TR, AHERR, MmO
AR EL e 2271y
BORREER WOPRLBULEE  ADSARAGE T gk L KRR, R B
) fiTE ESG RIF &, VP,
73 52 i L /.= AN
A & ESG 54 ESGscoring 4L i 5 ESG £ ILERIT
s St BT AE{E BIEE, TRANS HlE,
2
(& RIEVIRE TRANS A R
HLHI AR ‘ e o sy v s S
= R Risk FEBPT IH MRS By A R AR HE Z ) B R B LE
- RS (Risk), FEOR, AR RS BS
oy ] FAR Size BT R E RN
HrE AR Lev R BAATRIER B
BB R R ROA YRR R R R
R Liquid B PRI B 5
HB R Quick (BB = — FE IR sh s
A& .
NSO K (5 B REC AT 3 5 L A B R
T INV e R )Y ua
BN K R Growth REBAVIIN E—FEE RN -1
TR Loss MAEFANENT 0L, HIE 0
EHAH Board o NBUR E SRS
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Indep
Dual
TOP1

TobinQ

SOE
ListAg
ATO
Big4

e

UMV YN PN
HHEKHREHEER -NMANL, BNNO
R AR RS SR AL

(s TE + AR B < RRGE BT + AR
THI{EL)/ S 2 7

SOE = 1 A& E A ik, SOE =0 LEEEAH Mk
INCYFEER — EHTER +1)
ENLONR Bl TSt
AFRGHENKE AL, HH O

3.3. REGIT

N T RS RsE HL Hh ESG RN i TSR AR, A SR DL R

AbsARA,, = S, + B,ESGscoring;  + > B ,Controls; , +&;, (1)
N T RSB H2 A H3 o ESG RIS T B (/E ML, A SR BT A A BN AR «
AbsARA, = /3, + BESGscoring + > /3 Controls + > Industry + > Year + ¢, )
Mediators;, = 3, + B,ESGscoring + Y _Industry + > Year + 3)
AbsARA, = 3, + B,ESGscoring,, + 5,Mediators;, + 4,Controls,, + > Industry + > Year + & 4)

4. SLELER 71
4.1, MG

ARSC e (AR REAR AR B R G455 WL N 22 2. F R IO R B 3448 0.033, B RME
790.993, H/MEN 0.001, ArifEZEH 0.097, BEARZE IO, UL RIRIE b A\ 0 TH R EAR AR
KIWzhZ2 5, T ESG 304 E ISR, FA%0N 74.23, FAECH 74.41, RUREAR EHAF K
P ESG 34rEim, AT RUFHIKE, (HR&FREZE D 5.206, MAREIX 10 EHKE R AR ESG /K
SERBNECR,  HANEH RSN R E R KRB .

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

=2 ikttt

Variable N Mean p50 SD Min Max Range
AbsARAgg 7010 0.0330 0.0160 0.0970 0.00100 0.993 0.992
ESGscoring 7010 74.23 74.41 5.206 50.07 90.40 40.33
TRANS 7010 0.406 0.401 0.193 0.00500 0.987 0.982
Risk 7010 0.419 0.396 0.272 0 1 0.999
Size 7010 23.00 22.86 1.334 19.68 26.45 6.772
Lev 7010 0.482 0.494 0.191 0.0350 0.908 0.873
ROA 7010 0.0410 0.0330 0.0500 -0.363 0.247 0.610
Liquid 7010 1.816 1.387 1.631 0.268 21.34 21.07
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Quick 7010 1.354 0.959 1.460 0.149 19.22 19.07
REC 7010 0.0930 0.0640 0.0910 0 0.506 0.506
INV 7010 0.157 0.118 0.147 0 0.778 0.778
Growth 7010 0.124 0.0800 0.327 —0.658 4.124 4781
Loss 7010 0.0710 0 0.257 0 1 1
Board 7010 2.182 2.197 0.199 1.609 2.708 1.099
Indep 7010 37.42 36.36 5.439 30 60 30
Dual 7010 0.161 0 0.367 0 1 1
TOP1 7010 35.77 33.83 14.79 8.259 75.78 67.52
TobinQ 7010 1.819 1.414 1.247 0.802 15.61 14.80
SOE 7010 0.653 1 0.476 0 1 1
ListAge 7010 2.772 2.833 0.363 1.609 3.367 1.758
ATO 7010 0.682 0.582 0.462 0.0570 3.021 2.964
Big4 7010 0.109 0 0.312 0 1 1
4.2. [EYA5Hr

BIAZR T2 3, F1(1) 5512 AEEHERNA T, 25(3) 2= 5 (7) 5 v HL keI [RH 25 3R . FI(1) A%
JEFEHIA RGO, ESG #9705 i T WML RO ZE 0 BAE 1% H)/K-F LR ZFFARSE, 51(2)% /& 142
ARG, “HEVIE 1%0KT LR AR, KRB K ESG RIUNH 1H R I s A (et , ik

TR¥ Hla.

Table 3. Regression results

= 3. B[R
(2 3) (4) ©) (6) (7)
AbsARAgg  AbsARAgg TRANS Risk AbsARAgg AbsARAgg AbsARAgg
ESGscoring  —0.002™" -0.001"" 0.004™" -0.004™" -0.001"" -0.001"" -0.001""
(-8.558) (-3.391) (11.752) (-6.588) (-3.006) (-3.152) (-2.888)
TRANS -0.030"" -0.024""
(-3.504) (-2.679)
Risk 0.017™ 0.014™
(3.653) (2.971)
i A I s il P sl et sl P
Year il 1 et sl P sl P
Industry I P P Pl P Ectil P
_cons 0.201™" -1.256"" 0.956™" 0.163™" 0.185™" 0.158™"
(7.895) (5.440) (-26.792) (9.414) (4.530) (5.108) (4.424)
N 7010 7010 7010 7010 7010 7010 7010
r2 0.037 0.128 0.578 0.150 0.129 0.130 0.131
F 4.824 14.102 196.197 23.010 13.788 13.662 13.489
e wwx Rx 0 R RIRIRTE 1%, 5%, 10%KTF L8 %E.
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WU 56 M 17 2 W45 S8 35 B A2 8 KU I S BEAR B 17 1T 24 W) ) ESG R B o i SRR
AR FHLH] . 51(3) R ESG 194> 515 BIE M FETE 1%k S35 1EA DG, B8 R AP ESG R ILAT AR
Bt BT A AR B EW R R SI(4)NE ESG 37 0fizE M R EE R, ATEURIL ESG 370 518
RBSTE 1% 7K E R FE ARG, R LT AR K ESG R RIFMFH T, MIGEZE KA LAE—E TR
FER AR

F(5) A1 (6) 7 ) 9t v o A B A 22 W B AN ' ARG AN [l R R 5 R AT A OB BT O 25 3L e A
XA O, ESG 1970 1 R BAEXHMEAR T A S HUHR AR R AR O MBL T R EE, PIAMEOLT I B
RN RN, BEHIAEAEA ST N F1(5) T ARG 20E W1 B A5 T 3 L B2 (4 xHE A
1% BB S, RV AIME REWI AT DR R T B, A% DA sE ESG 370 (1 A3
BENN, ERE LA F BT ESG RILAEW I $E i i A RS BB IR, et o i PR AR
Tt SRS H2; 51(6)F1 b L i A mlia 8 KU 5 i vk i WO FE i 2 0B B35 IE ARG, R Rz s
S 2 B T B, TR ESG 1370 U R EUEZ N, B B A RVELUF ) ESG RILAENS 12 2 AR
bl AR fiEE K, AT SEBLE TR R R R, IRE TR H3.

BEAk, B1(7) K o A o A A [ I AR S mT DUAC B, A5 RO WA LRSS I 7E 19%7K 1 F &%
H R xHE 7259009 2.679 A1 2.971, BHIRELTE BB HIRL, 188 KIKAE ESG RPN i 1 BT & 1
IR PR B ) PR A 208 A

4.3. BEMKRIE

431 EHREAE

REEM 2 7E 2018 BT (BT ARNAHEAEN) s 7 “R e . BRI 52 TE”
HRNE, X5 ESG AR OERGERS, #—BMEMUH T Eiian ESG RILMKETTIA .
R, TERRMEVERTIOHE 73, ASCEHEL 2019~2021 AE[A) (1) BT A RE AR TAE S, DACRAIEAR SCSEIE #B
oraE iR HA — et

TR A B AR AT B0 45 R WA 4 5518, FTRAKIN, ESG 4973 % v Wi BEAE 10% [ 7K~
FEREEAMK, REON-1.949, HET 2012~2021 +H4ERFE 1%H) 7K E 82 GOS0 3 B 45 51,
TH R ETEE A TR, AERE LA R ESG FBHULE AT LU B R A AR, (BRI
IR R .

432 ERHBETE

MR 5K 2 e A SCHE I e B 45 5, 1B IEM) Jones BEAL S EFIF2 SR EEAN “+ K7 SitIfiHEs
JITIX 93 T b T LA S LS R TR A L L A A B [14], DRI AR S R A M T 4 A T 11 24 6
(AbsDACC)E k& 4 (1 bt e A e i B o vh o, OB, SR Bl AR RS IR, o
THR R .

TR AR A AR AR VAR B 45 LS 4 51(2), FTLARIL, ESG 13434E 1%IMI/KF b5 AT gk B it
(R4S 52 R DG, SR BLET (1) ESG R DL REWS BRI nT R UL BT RIE I 46 0B, PR BAIE AT 1Y) ESG
RIS BT A F e R R

4.3.3. N4 MERIER

LR A1) ESG R IUNT H TH R B AR AE (R S T RE, DR ESG 1343 r Bl 5 1 #AFD 2 A
BATENE, Z5R5RIE 4 WEIB)FIFI4), RIESH G T, REVIEE NG, £WH ESG RIXTT
BT A K R R
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Table 4. Robustness test
4. RRIEMRIE

1 ) 3 4)
AbsARAgg AbsDACC AbsARAgg AbsARAgg
ESGscoring -0.001" -0.000™" -0.001™" -0.000"
(—1.949) (—2.660) (—2.857) (-1.921)
il A sl et Fs il il
Year Fs il et Etil sl
Industry £t 1l bl bl
_cons 0.241"" 0.110™ 0.214™ 0.198™
(3.444) (6.122) (5.103) (4.573)
N 2103 7010 6309 5608
r? 0.154 0.102 0.127 0.133
F 7.697 10.270 12.141 10.920

T R R R TIRIRAE 1% 5% 10%7KF R .

4.4. REMAE

4.4.1. FERMERS RIERE
BT BT AT 1) ESG RILEEW K W H AL 2 ST BATFR L, AN [P BUE JoE  Ai bt 22 5% 2k 2 A 4

STEMMEAAEZESR, BEA AR 7 R HE 5 s f A 2 G I 54, T ESG V&3 &
ik BLV R S S TUER S —, MiAEEA A AT R85 w20 25 R, TR ESG igsh sk
LN T IRIA TR [4], R B = B 6 ESG RIS & i & 10 7 A, B3 BRI
# 5, Hozl)Mma ) ne B EE MR BT AEEA A R, aTRUREL, b EA AL
[FEH R ECR-1.243, HARE: W EAAEEA L EE R ECH-3.153, 7E 1%HI/KF B & iF & ot
JE A RHE 235 A OG, BERA b1l A IR PR T 22 2 ma B ESG R I B TH R B R ER, HAEIRE
A Al R R

EA /AR EEREF S, EfEERSFNFS. Pul. #ERREETFERRER
Z AT, FIH IR REEIRIUIL I 5515 B S #A 5 A& R, XA B T IR FF = 1
HUHR R, MG ESG RIS T8 v1 5 S A HESNVE e — e AR BE BI85 MR EA ) R 2 2%
JER M S TR, X TP R R TSR SR, RIS BAE I . Q) 45 SR AH 2 K]
NG 25 SR ENAEAE IR X, (EIX P B OL T, ESG R BUE N AENS 4T [ e b 17 /A 7] SEBRig B IR
ffeds, HXPT LW AR RERNEm S N .

442, FSREERRELE

W I RIS 58 ESG RILKE ZA5hR, Hi5 4L ESG RILAT e R N HAT WAFIEK
AT AR, AR TS ek i ESG ARIU AT DR H SR BLBEAT VP4, PRI 75 2225 R Ak 975
QERELEXT ESG 1570 58 i R R IR, IR as RIL T2 5, JLr(3) 51 (4) 73 2 His Ae Ak AN
FREIG RN A EASE R . ATBURIL, bR E S Jedb b i B A R B ON-1.529, JF A&, THRETS
e i) 115 2 H0N-2.901, 7 1% 7KV b 5 o 53 Do 2 0 4 0 8 25tk o, W] _E T & =TS
DERESE 2 UM ESG RIS W tF B M/E A, HIX —S2ma e d 5 Yedlh h SN2 3%
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X EG R, BRI DL R, AN W55 mE T I RS, M T
BT R SR TR L S WO s R ERE AR, R, (ER i TR A AL
PE, 3 ESG MARIL AT BEAEEAL THARAKCY, XA OLT ESG RIS T8 11 i & MHESN 1F I HF AN 3 5
M FARE G Qe 5, H ESG RIS MARRIZ EIRIL . 15 B2 W B LS AN 962 10E 23 T4 5 O I 5515
SR E YT, 3T PR A 2 U

Table 5. Heterogeneity test
5. FERMAE

(1) EA A (2) AEEFH (3) HisHAlk (4) FEETG G
AbsARAgg AbsARAgg AbsARAgg AbsARAgg
ESGscoring -0.000 -0.002"" -0.001 -0.001™"
(-1.243) (-3.153) (-1.529) (-2.901)
A & Eickil il st bkl
Year el Eil il Eiil
Industry 25 i) 5 il i) 5 il
_cons 0.232™ 0.097 0.336™" 0.164™"
(5.394) (1.507) (5.362) (3.739)
N 4578 2432 1981 5029
r2 0.149 0.134 0.102 0.147
F 23.525 5.934 18.134

T e o R FIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%7KF &3 .

5. & EBTR
5.1. &ip

ESG RIMMIAEL ., A2 THE SR B =J7 AT, W Tl i el R4 A R i 77 R S BUBCA 42 THI R
Wk, Tt AT TR, X T BT A R ) ESG AR I 20 AT ASEHAN AR BR T 8 s A, T R A R
b OME . BTSSR 2 AU RGEL, DAAT 1 AR AV R . AR M BT A E ESG 30 5
B L SR A RIS AR, IS A Az L], DASEBLN T ESG RIS W i B — ok R AT
TC» ASCIEIL STAIE 2T LA A RN AR 56 e B -

1) EmAFR ESG RIS T4 th SR MR T B A (et fE . Zlki) ESG RIS, RelilTd
B WG BBV, BRI & TSR TH A A5 B AOME R 5 eSO PR L T i )i
B, HISS 0 o AL AT I B R AR BRI S AT B, AT SEBL R T R R s

2) M bW AT BRI, BT EA MR, JEEAE MR ESG RIUXS T i i & 1L it
TERSE NI, 1ot T A e T 250 2 TR A EEE, W 550K 00 S i AR Ji o e 2 Ak T ik
F, W E WS R, 5 ESG RIS T H# TH BT E IR THE R R

3) ML FEE A, AEEGYAEARN ESG RIS T 8 tH il &I E I E N 2. Ei
Bl i AT L, B ia e R o S ORI, R B o LR e, B A ESG R I AT fE
AEE, BRI ESG R IUX T T PR AR T HE IR AN R 3%
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52. B

H5E, MAEBRCRET N R KR RN, 2R FURSHE, ML AWRTH O ESG RIL, MIF
. TR GRBE =AM ENT, MBS BT ET. REEE, AR T AR, $RTT
HitpiE, 2RI SE R bR, 0 B R TE S ) 5 T RS R e

Fok, FEN IR LM AT ESG RBLS W it B [0 1) — ek &R, TP R Tk 55 IR o i 2% 1k
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