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Abstract

Against the backdrop of the in-depth integration of global sustainable development and the digital
economy, corporate ESG performance has become a core indicator for measuring long-term develop-
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ment value, and the impact of digital technology innovation on ESG performance as well as its mech-
anism paths have attracted considerable attention. Based on the data of 1170 Shanghai and Shenzhen
A-share listed companies from 2015 to 2024, this study employs the double machine learning model
and conducts an empirical research by integrating robustness tests, heterogeneity analysis, and
mechanism tests. The results show that digital technology innovation exerts a significant positive im-
pact on corporate ESG performance, and this conclusion remains valid after robustness tests; hetero-
geneity analysis reveals that this impact is more prominent in economically more developed regions
such as eastern China and urban agglomerations as well as in non-heavily polluting enterprises;
mechanism tests indicate that digital technology innovation primarily promotes ESG performance
by enhancing corporate market value and reducing risk levels, while the mediating role of financial
performance is not significant. This study provides references for enterprises to optimize ESG man-
agement and formulate digital strategies, and also for governments to introduce relevant policies.
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1. 51§

W 5 T A SR A BR T 4 JR FR 2 (193 K, Ak ESG A4 2 SAZE T 4E < BT i ESG (Environment, Social
and Governance), HPEFXTANEIERIE BT #250F 5 A FHA B = ANERE RPN R R, C o5
KPR A RO Fa bR, AR TS B ST KSR B85 B PG ol T Rp S R R % )
kLS BT JEAT S5 7 T (1 DS bR v o Hp B Aok 2 F A ESG B AU 5] AL I J& ESG 5Lk, 2024
6 H, LT HmAC defill mbrifE AT 4 2 ST 3R L) IR ERYE ESG T/EAME S THT T
EGBE L, FRAER S NXT ESG Kt krIpLiE & Bkt F4 10 A, ESG 1 « GIH442(2024)7E
JEa B0, S UCRA R oAb 3 DS HE G B S B o Al B R R R IR AE, bl s ik i H
B, I HE— 5 ARV EE T F bR E BRSE i ESG AN RIAH G SEE, # ESG #7408 g 1) B 247 & .
SR, KE ESG KT B, (A B ETAFR ESG WPk 2023) Wox, #E 2022 4
JEE, A 2.95%K) E BT A F RS A AL ESG $EZ%, TPERAE B— (8)LL FRIA T S 64.1%,
A WA BSG RIKFARERIIMR 43 . R 5, BFHARQBEN MR 71, A
IR TE ESG RILFZHE 18 I LE PR -

A T AR AR S AT RESE R JE HAR(SDGs)IAR Rl S, B BARGIH QRN EPA G R 5t
SR CIRE) . HRRTERIZ KA (CRERTEG IR ) SECFHEARAIEHAT 18 L, WRERTES
TRt BeEHEARAE R B TR EMAE R E T, R AERAER, R DR
RNFBRETHR . P EESRABERHRATIE” , BEHEARCFAMEN &5 I, WrERTA 3R
Be B AR et RE R RS T B B . RETE IR @i AR ok s
FHRARGIHESCH “DANTERE. KEdE. 8. XPBE, WS RA NG, @i HAR R, s
A COIHT, LG B A R SR B R G R RE” o R (e ERER
(2023 ) , REHTFEFRREEBRMENLE, FREBBOYKsIGE. B DR, itz sgm
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EAEE A A S E(GDP) A ELIE 10%,  BOAHEBNZ B e i R R B 5 4. By BORAUHHE v Rah
By rp EE B S AU R R AR LB R, K2 4EME IEIERA . X — QR GE 1 AL SRS
BB RTHEL ESG, UGB E HPELG I, AN AR a e S Rgt. Hit,
AR B R E 54k ESG RIS ZR, X THESh b aT Frak 47 e B S 2 A B SE e Lo

2. MHERGRIAR
2.1. %F ESG BB

Ak ESG (FA5E. #Ea ARG E R I i i A i Rr8e R R RE D E B R bR, LA 5 Tk
W DT AL THEMARNRI = K7 . T4k, E N4 EEXT ESG M FERETRN, AT EEM
AR

Yo, WEERR MM ESG RILAIE TLERE . WEFCR, IRBEAR B St A e <8 2 AL it
IR B R T ISR BB E ), Rk AL SR SR R H A%, HEMICGE BSG RBA[1]. b4k, BIR
I FH 0 v AP AN A P A R A VAR A IR B R I G R 2, 9 e i O KW BE i/ KIR AL R ] P AR e
PR R FL S AR S BRI AT RE SRR 2] (3]

4K E N ESG R P50 R AL A T 200 . Kang 25(2018) 0 E5 ERE e 48 HY, MU H 5k 2
{10 H FER A3 T PR RN AR, I AR g s R i AN 4R 1E 2004 @ 58 Ak ESG M5B, f#4k ESG 1T4
SFHIE R 0.3 MRdEZE . T EFSHIER S — PR, b BB 1 MR, Ak ESG R K
RS 18% [4].

FERFETT, RIFEIATNABGMREIRTH ESG RIS . el 2 K (2024) i B E ot %
B, HESE=AESC ESG T FHTBURN AL, IR BRI 2 DU AR A A AR T 22%A0 19% [5].
F o B E AR 2023)f H, JAEEATE .. HRXEDRENLHEE R E G & ESG V- T
JEE AR 1.2 NMEGR, s e AR E AR R, HESD R A 2 5T BRI RS LRI 6] -

ESG RIS s 3 2] 177 12 %% . BRI ESG RILBEWS BT A X, $2T+ Akl
AR, TR R R AR . 2 E K024 AR, 1E 2020 4F A3 P A4,
ESG VP& AV B 0 5 s 2 L AT PS8R 2.3 AN EAF L, HAEAERNEE A T S8 30%. X —1R
AAEM BRI AN B ) PR A58 s P R 35 7]

g LETR, ESG RILE M & rTHRra R R R I BB bR, SR, HRA "G H 2 75 1H
FIm . AR, SINGR ESG @ik, MBI HBEAR, 1A TR, DLSCIAG. Hhafl
IR R

2.2, RTHFRAREFHAELTFR

R A EN K IRAUE 58, BUr- BRI N R IR B0 77, RO AR ST T A IR U
R EH AT HNRIE SATH BB RIHARNGY . Hodr, L8155 4R, EEHIE BRI d s
REBSHESN AR T BOR QIR BBl “HR” 5 “BE” POWE RS B 8B IR
B BORBH R E T EORE TR 8 5 R0 R ABOR SR Al 5 A2 O HESN /7, DRI P2
Qg e H M E N B, BRI ERIECS B R R IS SRR [0]. H—, dM P BT HoR
QBT WRIEE Re L T RS IS E R, SR AETE S REEE 55 B R L E, AU AE
HIU A BB A2 A . IR BRI RCR, IR REIRT T L A BR AR, A B s BLFEA . S5
W) 2 B HAR10] [11]0 H =, Hry BoRGUB BRI M A IR Bt 10 R SUPEIEAR, PR B B
B 5 S AT REME, AT S 2 4R T b A5 S R B BT AE I EE[12] BEAN, o r HOR QR IE RE (Lt b B
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BT A ] ) O S VR EE R, SR AR RSN AL RE, A EE R AT ARFERE A . AER 14
S, e R A BT R [13] [14].

i bRk, EIASCIRT, RE AR TR EARGIF S T E A RS K
SO, AHEEG TR G B B H R QT a2 SEALEAE A T Al ESG R, AT HI AW E AL
IR (DML), I P Bl A BRI T AR R, A G A G AR AR, A T
FARGIH 5 Ak ESG I 8] 1B A4 56 RELAE T TE MRS (g i) DR R AHEWT /7 vk o XU ALAS 2% S A id i 3 —
B BB &7 SIS TH AN S B BOR e fm B, BRSO R A AR 2t 10, RIS R AL e v A
T e R AR B R RN 22 SR 2R 1 S B T 22 . R4t , DML REAYLE Ab 2 vy 4 Kt A1 &R R JE 2R 1 K R
HEARERS, G R S8 T BRIk ESG RILM 2 4E400 . A ST 5 824
KT TR EAR BRI S % .

XUk, ARSCHER 7RSS BT AT SOAELE, dnlE] 1 PR

! WA N
. My R HFogX) | BB TAEHER: Y —E[Y|X] =
H Y=6D+gX)+U [ 8+ (D —E[DIXD +U — i | e |
| 7 sk AT ASER [P i
g X &2 X, nmm gy RAZEETE ﬁfﬁ%* ks
| i B |
[ {| EIDIX] =m0 + ¥y | RF/SVM%> RIS I 2 bl || RS ||
TR ey =0+ v, | SRAE || AR HEbo ||
(TTTIITITTTTTTToooooooooooeesoooooooooooooooooeeeooooooos i — \
[ massrhmass | [ #ekkswam | | DMLEEHE | |
---------------------------------------- B
HHRRLE | By
| g re | (& ESGAA i N
| Rt £ 8t | ﬂ\{ ol |2 EEARAT ] T | &
Kl Bk
PPN ‘ Vil Ak 7 AR i | 28
o

Figure 1. Framework of the research content

E 1. fIRARIELRE

3. Bt 5MRERE
3.1. BFEREARAF St ESG RN

TEBF AT, B EoRQIH C A s Al s BT K R I B 5 B8 . e HoR B B AV g
AL AL A AR . SRTHEE R, AR E SR MLAE ESG LRI, H5, HrioRelyrmid
R B S A 07 3, B Ak SEEL BRI v R A S Qe RS HEVR B, TSR TH AR SR L
WEERY, P HOR BN S M B B AT IR, AL REMRAE AR, /b BEIRIR B A cAlE i, HEzh 4
Mk SR AR TT [E AR [15] [16]0 HK, BB 1S RENS I 5 Al 5 M 2 AR 7 I BB, $RTH ko
AL B AMENEERE RS, IMSCE A2 TR B, Al KHs 7 il DUSE 43 1 fi#
AR, TS, e A THERE17]. &5, BTEOREIFRE I finBELs ), EiL(E
SIEUACAEHEIE R, ST A R FCR ARG EKT . WFFCR M, B HoR I S REDS 2 3% BRIkl
WEB IS SAKIFR, S5 AV IA BB M AN R 18] BRI, ASCHEH UM B
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HI: M FEARBIF X L ESG RINA IE mHESIEH .
3.2. BEFEARMUHFH, ©UHHNES ESG HY

BFHORBIHT CARBON RIS SE T 5 58 S 0 D2, AR, fhid 2 HESh il i i B Sz
RS2 . HEH T, VAT ESEBERTH RN, o A S KPR 2 SRR B
J ST SRR IR BERR 77, AR s BT L AE ESG VN REFRIL. B4, R R ET R
U, SCBUVEP AR, $RTL bR, BOE R RS, A E MR T T B S issig . Wt
TEARW], BT BRI L RENS 2 25 32 o Al R A 7 R R QHT BE 75 AT I T 37 4 A 25 SEIKEE[19] -
Hx, @ SIANTERE. KEBIEM T REEOR, B HoRaGET e st e (2, iy
v G E 2 B E, IRRIRIE, IRTHRERCER, HmiiatiE10].

LEAk, kT E KR T e Ty L AE A B ORI A SRR AT AR BREG M DL A 5 T SR A 2 5%
VRRNRE S SCHs o WEFLRMY, s A (B A i il SE AR T3 B8 TS L BORMI T RREE R R T H - T 2 T
H ESG RIL. FN, BUrEORGIHNIEREW L FR Tl ) dh A E AR 2 A, 2t — Lt BSG &I
H5ETH201. PRIk, ASCERH LT R

H2: MV ECT BORQUHT AT A& BT i i R (23t ESG &I

3.3. HFRARGHF . EUMBFHHS ESG 538

B T e R LBk AV I 55 SRR T I AR Ak UG 7K, RE TR Al ZR 0 BOR BT, 5 Bl
THRTH N ESG TUERI[21]. [FIRF, B s AR Ay SEILZ 5 m & K St 7 gahae, A B T4l
RTHA TR PEARAR T AR UL SRR SCBIHT[22], #Eifixt ESG RILERMLEEm . e BoAR Bl
XAk 55 SR R ) ZARBE AN T TR E S, Al R] DU IR i ie B B ST LR 55 I & 1
EITRLTE, BRI IS SR R BRI W R S, RAMCE BT by K hel&l, ik hE
BETETHN ST AT FR, Ak BSG RILE A RO A 2 A ICH RIE M O AR AL O HoR GIET I
A AR 7 AR — T3 B g Aol B e i 2 R S AR O 1 ESG IR, 5 — O AR Alk % 30k 55 73
SR RIEEEWAENE A, —FH ICFES I 55 BUAR T IXR SR T X 2 Bk # - 2D s AE BSG
RI SO As S . B, ASCRE R M R

H3: P ECT BOR QIR REIE L 28 Y 55 SRS ESG RILET

34. BiEEARFEF . I XKEKFES ESG 534

MMV AT AR B BT BRI KT . AFNE R TR LA, AL P B A ARG 7
AT 9 S A X BEA AR AR O ROUL AL 2 A T IR IR [23 ] 3 i Al XU K P T RE 2 R 3 E
EFRAMEAE, A AEERH . KRR . (HR A AT LB BOR BT 58 B 5 E B AKF, &
PO RE ST, HEB VAT RFER AT o BT R KR A AT 3 RURHES IR 2R, NP AR T B
SEBUFPR BT RURE A2 RS A i B RURS: PO SIZR I, IS Bk PSS S A, i DS i 92 8, A 5%
KRR Ak ESG SRy IR, B o R bR UG ALRA, B4l ESG MR -,
K ESG RSN AN A BE A AU AR I, 88 S B — JRUS: [F) 28 S XU AL

L — R FVEAE M, Al AT DL PP A4 T 3 KOS AT A T XURS:, DA TT 1) 5 5 B 7T 52 FR) SR AT
B [24]0 ANIEE B FRARGIH R RRIAELRE T e T KR THER R S KKK, BEmifE ot 2
SRS RRES) . XA R AR T EE AV 54 T, HEs I #80R  HARM eIl . 2T,
ARSCHR H BT R

Ha: by BOR QIR L B AL XS KT ie it ESG R
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4. FREIt
4.1. TERIT

1. HfRR AR

A EHAIE ESG YRGS NIRRT B, ESG 1 & — Rl o3  Hh 4 IR BRI ML I b
HEAIE ESG PEREAH “C” 2 “AAA” FEIASEL, SRR “17 2] “9” (5%, 758 )5 S8E A FE R
T BRSBTSt AR E R BT

2. R E

RFHFEARCH M, ASCRHKHEREE SRR, B, RAERZME ARG
ZOBAR, BAREE. QGRS R R, BRI T BRI Kk, R IR R
TR G B A B, (8T )5 BT EE T

3. ML AR R

1) AT E

EExt AT sp i E, A SCEE TOBIN-Q B (Ml (1 5 47 £5t 5 A T 4B 2 R0 R LAl 5 58 7)) SR FE il
T M8 o 10 REAR R S0 I HU R A =) T A 5 58 A [F) 0% 7 BT 0 BOAR , S i 355 A = IR 2 75 6 B
TOBIN-Q {E R AU B A b (1 T 3 A (B =

2) £l %5 Sk

BEXFARMEIV 55 SBRGER bR, AN SOR RN BEA [l 28 (ROIC) i & AV I 95 R I o 8 b e S5 i e
ANV I 55580, BB A B FIWT A ER G BFIRE 71, AN S BEAREE R (5 65 RS EL i) s«

3) Ak RS IKF

AR ETE T EUCE AR BT T d i b XU KT 52 Al ESG /I . Ak KU /KPR Fa A R &
B AR P I 0 &AASf E E A HLRT Re B BN IR R B R I B . ASCRAVE B AR, RIS EBLET
Weai . AT # ALK A EAVE N S B P I H A, 8 Z-score B, HEARIHH AKX S % Altman
(A% fER S5 R T .

4. AR E

N T BRI S AR I HER S, K T REXT Ak ESG SRILF AR REMA 1) 22 N5 il A S N AR,k s )
A G 1 TAR(COUNT). M P2IEE R (ROA) B2 G ffi R (LEV). M7 sE F L BI(ATLR) &8 H A
A (TMTSIZE) /T KB AR FER LB &1 H(FD) &

FEABEWE | Fin:

2

I

Table 1. Variables definitions
#F1. TEEX

KA e i) 5E X
WA & Ak ESG #E I ESG HAIE ESG WAy, JUANSESR, etk 1~9 43
R i BT HA O TI PER gﬂgfﬁiﬁ TI RYIEFHGLS INTL K
I AR R 80 SIZE
ST R A ROA
il A BEPE A LEV
7 o LA INDIRECT

B BIBAUA (B B 4% %)  TMTSIZE
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Yk
RPN &S d=a 1 Enry TOP10
Ailb b T AR (B E SRR %) AGE
FiE % PROFIT
WL AE & - 0 45 93 BN BEA AR % ROIC
BB Zscore 1B A/ T
R P AU B/ R 7
. ERLHT R SRR R B =
K FIT A 8 A g T T A1 FITA 2 A i K TG AL, 67
=AAON N ONGSY s
bS8/
KB
PLRIZZER - ol i TOBIN  (fifft + Ti{H) e

e

e TR TR 1A, Ml BT AR R EO 7 20

4.2. BURRIRME AR

In (2)Nk_EHTHER +1).

ASLLL 2015~2024 LEIP TR A B BT A RN FUREAS, 1208 RIE T CSMAR. [FI4E iFind F1 775 #5
Wind X = KL R . 6T ANl b o 5 e AV s A BE A7 AE SR A, A SCHE R #7547 1

who ASCHEG A ESE T, AR PR R RN R —E .

gE R B IR A

MV ESG $FZ% ) e/ IME A B K AB 414 1.000 £ 8.000, FréEZEy 0.953, RILATEMVAE ESG #HL A —

SEZES. FIRER), B HORBIHT IR AME DY 0.003, FAAEIX 1.000, bRiEZE 0.252, B HANE ALK
B BRBIFARTF ZRBOV R . BARGHE R AR 2:
Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the main variables
2. FETESMMAMS T
A URIUEIER /MA NI HfE i fi 22
ESG 11,700 1.000 9.000 4.230 1.089
TI_PER 11,700 0.003 1.000 0.499 0.251
SIZE 11,700 2.890 13.783 8.291 1.229
ROA 11,700 —0.957 1.285 0.034 0.073
LEV 11,700 0.014 2.290 0.453 0.192
INDIRECT 11,700 0.167 0.800 0.658 0.965
TMTSIZE 11,700 0.000 3.091 1.827 0.379
TOP10 11,700 0.069 1.012 0.537 0.153
AGE 11,700 0.000 3.555 2.620 0.506
PROFIT 11,700 —12.888 4.184 0.047 0.283
FI 11,700 —0.520 0.636 0.165 0.106
ROIC 11,700 -3.537 1.629 0.070 0.082
Z-score 11,700 —10.205 42.227 2.248 1.654
TOBIN 11,700 0.611 27.087 2.139 1.627
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4.3. ERNET
NIRFECFHARBH T ) ESG RILAIFZM, A SCHIE N T W E L4527 I 25].
Stepl: A4 &S/ L AR Y
Y=6,D+g(X)+U (1)
HH E(UID,X)=0, YREYWHEREZREMY ESG 157, D 2L OHREERTHARTGERE), X
EZAEEHAE, X BRI g (X) WRPERREALR, U 2IRED.
KL A R FEN e T X BRI 3.

E[Y| X1=0E[D|X1+g(X)+EU|X] ©)
P E[U|X =0, BRI R 07 R
Y—E[Y|X]:9(D—E[D|X])+U €))

SRR HATE T RS g (X) X —JRRIEE A 26]1F . 2 1(X)=E[Y|X ], m(X)=E[D|X],
Bl y-1(X)=6*[D-m(X)]+U - ﬁﬁiﬂﬁ%ﬁ%f&@)ﬂ%iﬁ’]*ﬁ% it LAFRAT) H AR 3 B0 7 Al it
m(X) M 1(X)
Step2: Gl NFH)EA75 2
E[D|X]=m(X)+V, )
E[Y|X]=1(X)+7, )

e, E(V|X)=E(V,|X)=0. A THE m(X) M 1(X), HER Y, DR X Z IR REAFTE Ltk
A BATATLER LS 22 21 J5E 0 e — 2 A7 it o B8 BIBA T EE B BN AR L 2, ke
BLAR PR (RandomForest) ] LATR A5 a4 Hi 5 S A O RIAE LS AT AR B (1A U SR — SRt ol AT 204
L m(X) F(X), B PR LU/ —FEOLS) it 0 M iHE 6.

BRI BAG T 55— BT m(X) A1 1(X) S S M B BN R T 6.
5. SCHEARAH
5.1. ZfE[ET

AR T WA ST e R BE AL AR AR S35, S S H7 38 BRI , AR 2 7542 i e TR A ] 5 240,
T AFRICA T G520 (1) 1 BERE AR A R I (8 ] SR BAZ ], SN AR AL B 5 st AR BT
JRABCFHARGIHT I B 34T s FUQR)FEF (1) (R L 489 fords ) Bef 16 6] 5 242 1) IR 65 58 #1037
XA A ] R 2802 R ] AELAR DN IR T80 351 5 2802 5 470 (4) DU g A T 5 R0 A I A o 5 SR8 SO
B HORBUBR bR A REAE 1% 10 B3RP FAIEE . BARRESEMERIRZIR WA 3. St 45 R G
RORAIE T ASSCIER 1, BRIDBIE 1 Al BORQUHT 3 ESG RIUAT e itk AF A -

Table 3. Baseline regression results

3. FELET
. ESG
AR
(1) 2 3) 4)
TI_PER 0.332" 0.270"* 0.338"** 0.259™**
TRt bR R 0.040 0.034 0.045 0.044
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BEXE [0.243, 0.401] [0.126, 0.261] [0.249, 0.426] [0.173, 0.346]
il A — IRk = 2 2 2
[i] 5 BT[] 2807 & 7 & 2
] 7 A AR RS % % & 2
FEA& 11,700 11,700 11,700 11,700

VE: LT CUERIR ABUE 1% 5% 10%H S FE MK TESE, FERNE, T

5.2. RIS

1. B ORRA E

N ORARE AL S8 AR, ACCEE B ki R R B 7, R R A T AR S B e
KA RIBOSEOIN —, FEEFEAT T ENLEE = BT, 3815 4, SRR OMREEN
KFEREE, ZBEREARERRERIE, SRS R —3.

2. BrRbLAR 5 ) Ok

N T TR AR AN AR YRR R IR (R 52N, A SO 6 T LS ) T, 18 Gradboost Al SVM X i@
I E ML 2R SIS S50 AT TR MEARR G . W0 R 2 4 B, B RLAR S ) 5 7R3 21 TIPER Xt
ESG 5N R K053 179 0.294 1 0.263, Fa @R #1253 71l 9 0.038 H10.046. 1% 45 KW : Joi8 K A Gradboost
A SVM J7i%, TI PER %f ESG HISUmi B2 A IE, HAE 1% 8 HKF RO, XEREBFHAL
Frxt Ak ESG R B IE B fE 0 HAT 5 RS e vk o o0d B ML 28 27 S 7 v i R PEAG 06, 45 SRR,
WRHATRLES 2 2 ik, YRR AL BAR A ik ESG RBLAA 53 IE s m st . XRPA
W FC I RAE R 25 R A B R i@ e, AN SZBRRR R ME B R o BRIG, v] LR B HAR QIR k. ESG
RIIFETHE R T FEH

Table 4. Robustness test results

4. gL

- Btz DR & BN 21 SR A S I L]
& TI Gradboost SVM 2:1 7:1
TI_PER 0.084"* 0.294*** 0.263*** 0.266*** 0.265***
TRl FRitE 1R 0.010 0.038 0.046 0.043 0.044
BIEXH [0.064, 0.104] [0.219,0.369] [0.173,0.353]  [0.181,0.351]  [0.178,0.352]
A X 2 & P 2 o
] 7 B[] 5 P P 2 2 2
[#] 7 A A R 2 2 72 2 2
FEA R 11,700 11,700 11,700 11,700 11,700

3. SEHFEA I

NIGAERT FE 458 iR fe ik, HERRRE AL 1 D 0t 45 BT E T4, A SCIE T XU AL 88 2 S HE SR JE T
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Figure 2. Individual placebo test
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Table 5. Regional heterogeneity
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Table 6. Industry heterogeneity
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