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Abstract
Based on the quasi-natural experiment of China’s Environmental Protection Tax (EPT) reformin 2018,
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this study examines how the green tax reforms influence corporate social responsibility, and enhance
ESG performance. All empirical analyses are based on 24,663 listed companies in Shanghai and Shen-
zhen A-shares from 2013 to 2023, this study employs a difference-in-differences approach to examine
the impact of EPT reform on corporate ESG performance and mechanisms. The study shows that EPT
reform enhances corporate ESG performance significantly. Further analysis indicates that alleviating
financing constraints serves as a crucial mechanism of the EPT promotional effects, while supply chain
concentration moderates EPT effect. Customer concentration exerts a significant positive moderating
influence on the relationship between EPT reform and corporate ESG performance, whereas supplier
concentration weakens the reform’s promotional impact on ESG performance.
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i e Sl E O 48 1 R R R ALK 5t PN P B A LIPSV 7SI UECS 5 (7R <i 5 R s P 227 S S
SCWYEE Ve DASEBL T 5 Sk e B AT BB (s i S P EABWIARFE Y T, 7E 2030 SESEELRRIAIE, 2060 4K
BURR AR X7 Hbse SR10, A2 A R, Rt g QeI N e A SRS, ARTHAEE A AR
R BRSNS LIRS o AN 2 TR S RIS S A R, ESG fEdk &, JREL. M=
NYERESTR T AN TR SO FERE T o JEAFE R ESG EE AL B R BLI B AP R . AL, BN TE
K. 2022 4, M RATK) (LM A RS EE R R EEH TEES) Wik ESG HE/E A LT AF Y
BRBWEARTZ . 2024 F 4 7, PIRR=KRZ SRR A T CEfAR AR ERE——T
B AR ], HIE SR 0 R AR S A YE ], Rt — PR T ESG BB ER N R, 90 7S] ESG
G AT SR -

i R ) R 2 T T AOK RS ESG Sk, BURRIER R MLEAT ESG BLSIEEAIH .
PETF e R R S I R EOR TR, (VB i A S BOR, o E A8 ORI B 1 2 RE % R 3% Hh ]
SETT RN R[] BARRE, AL A BUFHI RBUERE, A2 AR HES AN 2
FHFAEARERE. O, A RBUEE BSOS T R R A, IR S YR O, R
PEBR R, PR RBOEAE A AR R AR BRI A, SEBR R AT R SR A JE , [RIIE 0y Al R 22 5 A 2t
AMEEBER A . BRI, S22 A b I RN A I 0 ARSI, b lb T e 6 R 90 0 55 3 AT S T 455 48 e
I E R AERE 2] PRI, FRERBE AT RE 2 AR MV R BN B RN . PRI SRR A BE RO, FRER
i el BE 75 HESH AV RIUT Zh 32T ESG SR, 1 BEHUR T M ORBLN “ MRS~ BE B I “ B AR
REEAE T A RE S YEFFIE R 1 B Bl iiE, fERIEILH 25 SR H SHRIRN 2 2 TR
Bt R T RIS EOR B AT LI AN SR AR DG SR e, XA B . N .
TE BRI ER AL B SR B 28 R R WM o TR M AR 9 F V5 G Ak i) 7 5 B Rl
M AR AR 55 1577, IAORBLSERR b i B A PO AR . AN R S AR, SN R R
A AN RE ST S5, PRI R oM ARG, il il SE K I 55 15 /0 [3], S i T4k i B8 e B
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B4 AR T ESG % [4]. Hit, ASCE 2018 EIMERL M ik E RS, T 2013 4E = 2023
SRR A BT A R BRSSO ZE AR, SR AT T IMRB X Al ESG G L,
R Ie AT 2SR OMLIE T, DA S A R R RN 2 B FE IR A A o

2. kiR S5HR‘RIE

MR B ORALRE TS0 Al SE it ESG B EE BIHESN R, AU =ANEEEREE T A TR . &
%6, SHAEIRELRNE I BIR FLAN A T, Pigou S LR I EE 5 YU T b i) S A, IF4 i BCRE
A I N SR A AR D T 5. SR1MT, ESG VMM RN T B NI T RESE R R, Bk T A2 5 R
BAEIE Sk ERAMORI A= HA, XA A AR A . — 70, o REFFE USSR T 3
REAEFERAS,  “H” TaEIBEN, AFT 4k ESG 52k . XI4RHH SH[51 R BL, 78 %54 R
FUET, SEQFATME ARG AT H—T5H, MR PR A 5 R F E i 5 A
RKGTFRRAE G, R = AT WK, ENFEIESET, HRBENIMEE AT “BhE”
A&k B HI[6]. Porter F1 Van [7132H T “URFHEUL” . FASERHIHIECR BRI A Sk (R, JE IS AH
Wi Zi AMEIE AN A . Tullock [8]F1 Pearce [9]43 il 4 H T HREEA 1 2 B 2L RO LR RN, A RIREE
FAHESH AR T DLTE G A58 0 i R 3 A Br ol XM I AROSREBE R 26 “Hish” MR RBIBUR
T PUHRITEE[10], BERS AL AL E KB ESG MR IEN J1. BRIk, ASCIAK, MR E AR S5 SRR
WA EERTE, IORBLRERE U L AT ESG #& .

H1: o EEPREE RGBS g Bh T4 s Ak ESG Sial.

HWR, B T A& B P A N VR TR R, 4% ESG 1 B 43 SRIE T /MR 1K) & b %5 . 72
BT AP IR R E A AR i 2 B SR B 2 A TR B 29[ 11] . ERLRI SR SR = R, HOREL
RETS LB MR ™ B (R AN 29, TR R AT BB WS SRR TR AN “ Br AN ” EREE , AR T R,
AR T IR R HGENIVE T 35, B8 2 1 A R HE S SR RE L. 4L HES Yt i
WUR 3R 5538 2 BB VPN BAF B PSR [12] . IMRBE BIPAT Re % FRAR A 5 B 0838 1048 B KRR [13] [14],
MR AR BT LA, SRR ) PR R o [FTRS S 38 A A A A R A A s B R AT
L AL FE R DAL A S [15] . DR, ARSCUC I RER T R I8 I Z2 i mih B 2 AR i ESG Sikde Tt

H2: ARSI SRR Rl BT 29 R i k. ESG 43K

JUE FIERIF ESG MITF RN B E &, B2 W 7 20 7 R BE 52 m . b5 B E & 5 A b &
P EE LR REAN W 5635, 1735 L RUINAS 40 . 117 3 BN SEBOR 1 SE AN BR TSR 580 1) 34> Ak [16]
At 7 RN 25 7[RI BE R M I 45 A 45 AR S sk o o B R AN 25 7 5 il 2 [a] FRAUR 56 R e 1 Ak i)
FEDAS BRLI A, sEma L B IR [17]. SRS R i, MR RE AN, PR B R N
TILAUE S[4] (18], kA BIEBE S, BRIK ESG S0k, Mimi & E BTN, T E R RN
P AN BN T Ak B 2 IR [19], I T Al I ) SRR B £ [20], b kR B ESG AH IS B
HINL s o A 23 R, KB R 6 4l ESG Sl nT Be e 2 AN A 1 I [21] - i Albis [22]30 A,
F2 BN P SR SR AR O BEUR, R ARk T B R WIRERZIA Ak ESG BB I E o 1K
BUNT B R A S TR, BIEh N AL SR BT, $ETF ESG SO AT el (23], HY
Al ESG VERAKET, MRIE(E S mE, GRS RNIL 2 TSR 7 A RS AR Ty, D HsE s
B2 A8 SHUBHE FAHE R R AL K ESG AT 4[24] 0 2 BRI 1 A1 K& P e 52 ma A (R Bt il ESG St
ROBRF . DR, ASCHEHPI/MEBE,  HER R AR B A RBLR) ESG MU 80N S 3] 471 [ 1715 24081,
I %% - 8 BEAE FAH I o

H3(a): A AV s A o BE B Y 5 B R B ESG UM

H3(b): &/ 5 B IE [ T R BT ESG Uil .
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3. Wit
3.1. BERENISHEER

NI IABECRAPBIE K SRS BT Ak ESG SRR, AL S 1 5K IRDRAN X SO [25] 70 #r B 4K
IRBBCRIN T, W T EZ M, R X YRR —H sy, St 7 e R[26] 7T,
Fa A AL T BUR 5 BUSChR TSR 8 0 1 Al e B O SEIR AL . ISR VA IE AUSEiti A 7E 2018 4F 1 A 1
H. 4 AA B RGALY . Bk, RBIECERTE 25, 5 2018 4 1 A 1 HAE NI E4EEE Mkl prite. A7
FHEWN, ARBLE B B BUEAERE T “ BN P AL fEm B (RI[27], S ORB Bl
P A AN, T RAT RSB DN KNGS A RIS A Sk B85 ESG k. BhAh, R
QBT AZR BB 25 7 B K A A BRI E T, S B SATBUX Bl =R B 2B R
WBEARTER, ASCS IR AF 28] AR LT T 3%, K Did AR B AT & Hihil A2 & 4 i Js — 391

Esg, = £, +,31Didi(t_1) + P X F 7O+ 1y 8y (1)
Did

(L1 = Post_ xTreat )

HARKAL, Post Jyif [ BT, 2019 4E)50 1, BIH 0. Treat b X AL &, Al irfES 4
Bibrdemn L, S0y 0o i T4l ESG fRg 24V HeiR0L . EERH L. KR ARSI, AT
B X} fmh AR, mEk 1 pr, K ashl) Age ok BT, BTSRRI RAFEE. b
I R Al GE B I MR, B AT B B4R St ESG MR IR B3R (2) Fixratio [l 5€ 57 H
R, REEE AR TEbR . Ak EZ S AT ERERERN, IR R K R e
o (3) Size A FIFUAL, BRI T AV AT, KA FAEAE R T AT A RS R E . (4)
Shrhold10 A &b BE , G rb R ey, R BEAR T TE ALRR B , 57 P ) 5 s e 342 52 3 JBE AR A0 2 BT 3R PR S
(5) Lev W™ fifi, RMTEMFEALMIIEIR. v, Ml Pleiiiis HBIEmE, &R
TIERINAT M. (6) Roa W™ AR, KMt 1A EAIFE s, MENEINERMGES . (7) Growth
BN, S 1 Alb BT e Az di RO — B Be. BRI VA RN T B, s B
ANBNVSSIUE s AT AT B AR BENL 2y, $m ESG SRk, BLAMEIEH T4 0 B e RN S, « AR I E
RNy~ ATMVIE RN g, o SCEEHRY AR AMAE, GRS . HE B ST E PSS NI AR
Wi, Ak ESG fihs v RE AT — Wik, ASCHE LR Bra A e Al R AT 12K

Table 1. Definitions of major variables
F1l FETEEX

AR ) A B 4 R BT AR S
B R AT & ESG %At Esg ESG ¥4, H1E9
Did Post x Treat
BORBREE RN GNP s Post 2018 4E N LAJE 9 1, B9 0
Hb X R AR Treat FHEBR BRI E N 1, BIA 0
A F TR Age MEG — e
[i4] 5 7% 7= Lb e Fixratio [i] 5 O 7 A
Pt A YIRS Size AR BE B AR
JBEASL B E Shrhold10 BT 10 57 K AR R e L 451 2 A
B iR Lev AR
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SUBEE R AR Roa RN B 7T AR
- i 1. 2z CEDVIAAREAIAGE — BN EERIASEE)/
=g ot | 522
OIS Growtn (BN 417 014

- . b S 7 A R Pc A T R S 8 SR A0 o 4 S R A L %2

M H’E\gg

HEE Cc AT LR A A A B L

3.2. BUERIFEESRATE

NARBIATEELEL, ARSCEEUEIE ESG W R, HAR A E A 554845 05K F CSMAR %
B o TEREAERE T, ARSCORIE T BURATIG 5 AR5 B, US4 2013 4F 48 2023 4F iR A I BTl A A
I PEM 54005 . NORBEEHE P EEVE, HEAT 7 DU RERAE: (1) ZIBRFEAIHAHE ST FI*ST K4l (2) %)
BrEmFIZE G T, (3) HIBR B EERIIFEAR, (4) BRT = AMERTEHET LA,
R T E R ARG AT, (6) BE, MAIFMBREAT I FRES, (TEBUR AT G A TR B EE 1
MLFEA, A5 2] 24663 K LT /A ) 10 AR .

4. SHEERS 3
4.1, MG

HH ¢ 2 AT, ESG MIFEARTVPIE N 4.181 TibnitE 2R 1,028 #2154 1o U AR E ML AEI BT | 4123
TR LI = AT 25 E RIVEBO Y o (R ERARESCN 1, SemiPch 8, BLHIERE JL-F-% A 15 o] FF4k 4
BRI, FE B AREFR B VP bR i A M . RN AR R FE IR 35 33.62%, KT+
F %5 29.08%. & ;4 BEHSFH5ME R 30.92%, KT 3 25.01% . 15 BH R 43 £l A1k 7 4 4 m B O
WA A D B R I B, [l DO P A TR S T Ak . SR A R FE AR ZE R 19.55, ANTR
B T FE AR HEZE 22.04, 1t I 1R PR Al i) 41 S A 4 b B 8k 72 e B K, BTG PS8 8 2 Sr O 434
PR S 7 B SR B A, BERRE Y B T T AN B

Table 2. Main variable descriptive statistics
2. TETEWMA MG

VARIABLES N Mean Sd Min Max P50
Esg 24,663 4.181 1.028 1 4 8
Age 24,663 11.657 17777 0 10 33

Fixratio 24,663 0.212 0.159 0 0.182 0.954
Size 24,663 22.392 1.358 17.641 22.203 28.697
Shrhold10 24,663 56.967 15.286 131 57.401 98.588
Lev 24,663 0.423 0.199 0.008 0.415 0.998
Roa 24,663 0.039 0.072 -1.13 0.037 1.285
Growth 24,663 0.249 12.113 —1.309 0.001 1878.372
Pc 22,975 33.62 19.55 0 100 29.08
Cc 23,709 30.92 22.04 0.0300 105.5 25.01
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4.2. H#E

P 3ONTHIELE R, 4 BIAEAR AL (1) FEA_E i AR B A 2 BN T T A FIHESIA A - FI(O)AAES ]
B AR FIAEAT ] 8 SN AT TR0, F0Q)3E 0 T A7 R E RN . F1(3)ZF(4) 7 M IR IR & 5 A
TeATM I RS DT . FieA B E R AT 1 5RE, R8I TE SR ISEMRZIRE, FX
AFEGR . ATLLE R 4 F11) Did REE/DAE 5%IFIK FRZE, AR EIE 1%0K 7 R, &
25 (4) Did RECH 0.102, XEIRE IMABL TR BRIk ESG GUE R Hofae, 4B A R
EATF R SURGT 22 E o ULAIMR R OB o8 7 HIERITE, B R a3 5 Qe 4t 2 AR A
NN ERRA, BEHESD T A ESG T2k ESG G AVAANIMEARLAE 10.2% A fgtEfEm b
ESG S, B0ilF A HL ML, HAI@) ARG S /BT AN, W= rp R, 0 e 2 s
4ll, ESG Gy, Wik 1 ASON H I s Rk BRI Al ESG AT AN . b T AERRE A A
MVRF ESG HEmE I m GEMBAE, wTRER KA P R rp AR T R AR, SRSk (L R () A o T
BRI AL, nIREHH TRGE T AL, A 2SR ESG SEik, BULTPHRIE LT .

Table 3. Baseline regression results

T 3. BLkEJFHER

VARIABLES 1) ) (3) 4
Did 0.082** 0.080** 0.103*** 0.102%**
(2.30) (2.28) (3.02) (3.04)
Age —0.010%** —0.011%**
(—4.92) (—5.75)
Fixratio —0.373*** 0.145
(—4.66) (1.54)
Size 0.257%** 0.278***
(22.00) (24.47)
Shrhold10 —0.000 0.000
(—0.08) (0.54)
Lev —0.704*** —0.815***
(—9.39) (—11.16)
Roa 2.597%** 2.63g%**
(15.45) (16.29)
Growth —0.000 0.000
(—0.16) (0.25)
Constant 4.155%** 4.156%** —1.234%** —1.783***
(208.39) (215.32) (—5.32) (—7.60)
A7 [ 7 R NO YES NO YES
A7 8] R YES YES YES YES
A5 [ R YES YES YES YES
Observations 21,610 21,610 21,610 21,610

DOI: 10.12677/mm.2026.162051 187 AR


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2026.162051

i

Adjusted
0.030 0.072 0.153 0.199
R —squared
F 5.284 5.179 133.2 157.9

VE: wexy kxS RIFRIRIE 1%, 5%F1 10%7KF FRE. #E5 W AELFHEIRE.

5. MRl
5.1. TS KN

XU Z2 S ARY FROT A  BEAR A A, AEBCROR AT, SIS IR AL ESG SiRfE I 181 48 fZ b PR — K
ks N T IRIEX — i, ARSTEN TPATEBHER, b o I BT, k NS BRI R 2
., BIEXIE0Y 95%. N T 5 SCEFTAT B OrF— B0 RIS RS BBOR I a2, B MO HRE
AR, ER T BORE SR AR R EPRECRR AR — AT RS, W R
{B;} IR/NRI R V. E P LRI, FROR 3% OB AT BT IR R B AR B, BEMTBOR R AT, St
X AL ESG R A B 25, B 1 HAT@ S i e 2 R Z > KR i aT 1. Hlal 177
MEER], BORKAE—HERARIEN, SRR AR BGRB8 thsh, Bok)E 3 21 4
FHMITARZFRIHE . BRIy, SR AR, AELeRE KRG, ARk
BORBAE LR, A2 DO B 4k 847 i ESG 514 T -

4
Esg, = fo + D BiTreat x g+ pX,yy + 7, + 3, + py + & ()
k=5
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Figure 1. Parallel trend test
E 1. PTHESHIE

5.2. fiE4ITES EECHRLE

SEIGZH A AR B ZH AV BT E 48 BRI SN ], e PR BRI RBUR AN, PRI e A2 AE AL ) 22
Fto NHEERTIURIRIIEEN, ASCREH AR AR, @57 logit [BIHEER, 73 mldEnd 4RI 1:1 A
FZVLEC 7 2O B SLIG B A UL RC . ZEULRC S, X R AN SLIG A AL 1R 22 S W B 4 /0. 4% 4 J9DLIEC
JEREARI LR, Did RECK/NG AL IR RER AR, HEZVEE DL 5%LLN, IEMIASC4S
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Table 4. Regression results after propensity score matching

A4 P AL R EYALER

VARIABLES = &SI (AU
ESG
Did 0.088** 0.105***
(2.07) (2.70)
A7 b [ 5 R YES YES
A ] 52 RN YES YES
A 3 ] 7E RN YES YES
Observations 18,690 12,492
Adjusted R-squared 0.202 0.198
F 148.1 109.6

VE: sk, %, +20RIFRIRTE 1%, 5% 10%7/KF FiE, 55 N AREFrERE.

6. H—L ot
6.1. HFIDH

MILER BRI Z5 1R TR, Bkt

Wi ESG Sk K E BRI 3K . AP RER BT L R AT REAEIA RBLIR i

ESG SR R R B EEAE M o D9 MRk 53 2 RAE IR ESG SR IR BRI AT, A STiHL
T KZ $8BURER AR SN R Rl BT 5y R L, S 3r 7 R (4) AR AL (5) o [R5 18 B BSR (1A f Ja 28, AT
IHZ2% 5K % [28]10757%, ¥4 Did Fr A 42122 S e —. B3k 5 ISR, RITELIH ESG VPRI
FRECMI 0.041, E 19%MK T EE, ARG LA S BLAS Al AR H HAT S IR EE R R .
BT RIARBLBCRAE 5% AT T 8 Zefif 1 RLTT 200, RECNHIY 0.1, I8IE 1 ASC H2 [IERTE,

AL 2 RAE M RBUR Ak ESG GG iR 2] T HLBIAE o AEBEA T g AL A 2SR T,
A IV 5 R RAR TR R B, b 1A SRS R HEBCR IS BAXIFR, RS SR GRS
F5[13], SRV AMBRER S 2R, $2 T ESG 53K

Kz, = £, +ﬂ1Didi(H) + Xy IOy & 4)
ESQ = fo + ALKz + By Didyyy + Xy T70+ 0, + 4ty &y ©)
Table 5. Analysis results of the mechanism of financing constraints
F= 5. MBRARMIBIDITER
VARIABLES Kz Esg
Kz —0.041%**
(=7.35)
Did —0.100** 0.098***
—0.049 (2.97)
A7 [ 58 2 w7 YES YES
DOI: 10.12677/mm.2026.162051 189 A E


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2026.162051

i

S ] T KR YES YES
B 8 KR YES YES
Observations 21,610 21,610
Adjusted
0.525 0.202
R —squared
F 594.5 144.2

e sy wxy + P FIFIRTE 1%, 5% 10%/KF ER2#E . &5 W EREImiERZE.

6.2. PHBR T

ESG M E R R ZR A T8 50 25 FE A 3 IS BUVRSR, Aol 0 s (i 2[RI 52 210 i AR G (O 520
PENLTE 5 % PR Al D R R s 0GB SRR R, SXCHMEEZE. AR MR i 4 AN
F G o RACTR ORI 5 2 7 O SR s A, SR B e, R RGREGE, X Al B g
LR AT TR R R o AR SR IR o (1 7 o Y 4 A0 o 4 B A B LU R A I K P R o
BERCRIRLL A, 73 E iy AL SR SR o B2 Pe A1% AR BE Ce HOFRAR . B LT BRI AL 4 R i
BEATENA T, b H AR A2 &

Esgy =y +ayH;y) x Didy ) +@,Did, ) +agHy ) +OX ) +7, +6, + 1y + 5 (6)

T RS R 6 BT, (RN P A2 AT Did ISR IR N 1 0.002, 78 5%MHIKF E RN
i, 5 Did RECT AR, 1B A B SR CRBGS Ak ESG SR EAE A, BRIUE T A 3L H3(a)
[IERYE . 1% 7 46 B2 R Did A2 IR FCNIERT 0.002, 7E 1%M/KF R #ENIE, 5 Did 207
A, LB H3(0)IE AR IERAM, &P —C R LIt T IMARBY ESG SRR . itk
AT, R SR 0L R A P R RE R RETEAS S HR v A R, 3k I 9/ 4ok m] B8 FH T ESG RIS 1)
PR, K2 5 R BN R (RS B S . 7T BE A F TR IS TR IR AR T Al AR B R B (S
O, WATRERE AR P AR TE T st IR = St TR, DRI A M BT 1) A S R 45 8 0 56

Table 6. Analysis results of the moderating effect of supply chain concentration

6. R ENETHR TSR

@ ¢
VARIABLES Esg Esg
Pc * Did —0.002**
(-2.13)
Cc+Did 0.002***
(2.73)
Did 0.118*** 0.109***
(3.41) (3.17)
Pc —0.002**
(—2.09)
Cc —0.003***
(—4.69)
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A7 b I R R YES YES
S I S 3N YES YES
48 13 18] X8 3 B YES YES
Observations 19,677 20,372
Adjusted
R — squared 0.195 0.198
F 1215 124.6

TE: wxxy w2, 0 HITIRAE 1%, 5%FH 10%/KTF EBE. 75N AREHEIRZE.

7. it 5RR

ARG BN — T 7 Ui R BOR, & R RIS RS RS, AN Sh 8 AR s 7
AfE A AR 2 TUE, S ESG SiR. AT BUR J5 — WU E Z 0 R, WF FEIABE Ry B il
ESG SUAIIRN, 132U REER: R MFEARREARTE , IMRBLA “AM2RN” 981X ESG BT “HF
RN, RIS 4lk ESG B30 IEMBIEREE N . —RIMRBIECR B2 48w 1 AR T7 i RIE B
B, Gl 1 AR AR . R A R B 7RSO S AT, BN T ORORIRAG S SRk B ) R e
P, §7K T ESG BB RIR . = RASC R AEIA CRBUIT T Va3, MR 1R BRI 28 A L
Ko S HTBOBAAE AL N B R B N AR . SR, BN TP AR R MR B A Al ESG 4L
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