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Abstract

This study finds that climate risk faced by downstream enterprises significantly promotes the ESG
performance of midstream enterprises, whereas the impact of upstream climate risk on the ESG
performance of midstream enterprises is relatively limited. The supply chain spillover effects of
climate risk exhibit asymmetric characteristics. Downstream enterprises enhance the ESG perfor-
mance of midstream enterprises through green awareness and green technology spillovers. Further
analysis reveals that climate risk faced by downstream customers significantly improves the envi-
ronmental dimension (E) of ESG performance in midstream enterprises, but does not significantly
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enhance the social dimension (S) or governance dimension (G). When midstream enterprises oper-
ate in industries with low barriers to entry, the climate risk faced by downstream customers has a
more pronounced effect on improving their ESG performance. Additionally, climate risk from non-
heavy-polluting customer enterprises significantly enhances the ESG performance of midstream en-
terprises. This study provides a new research perspective and empirical evidence on the factors
influencing corporate ESG performance.
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1. 518

AR, RERAEARWH SR, EAE . 3R DU AR R T, 51K T E U )
Moo (PESMEAIRQ024)) FEH, 2024 4 B2 8 R 45 (1991~2020 4F)fw i 1.01°C, 4 1951 4
DA 7 56 B v o AR M A RO 5 IR 2 B R 5] A 1 % P AN S Rl A A 55 TR il 38 75 1 A L
BRI Pk AR . B AT OA KRETT TN HOZE T H R, RIL T A E S S5 KU R 5525 5[] [2] 1Rk
17 N[3] [A1 5 M B2 REm . Akt 4> BT (CSR)ELE I 24 b B B M E Y N R 2 . Ak AEE SR
LU BRI EIRS, TRRIEPENEE . 5, RS 2 YETUE[5]-[7]. P& W R R R EE IR, Al
WIS, SR X R A . BB S 38 Qo A LA sy . EE R T,
U 2 2 28 S 8 A A A 2 PR 20 TR A7 Fe At Al () 7K S 3 HE B8 [8]. Bl 4> TR R H s Ak
TRA S5 DR 2R AR AL I X286 1T T 2 I s S RO A 8 N ATE FEAULET o A oMb T I P S0 XU 5 3 ESG
RO AFE R B N AERCR[O]. SR, WA SCHR MDA )3 H BN AR R, IR AR AL T I
AR B, 2 e 2588 HoAth Al ¥ ESG KRB, Xk, AR 2009~2023 4= [E A B A R EE T
PR A A BT HES H AR BE BRI R, A ST A R s XU R A% 2 RS R ARV R L AR TR
HF(ESG)R I gZM o W I AET Rl Ao, 3288 1 H b Ui (b S s R 3l 2 ol I P /= A XSS Gt
S E 51 ESG Sk, FFFE EERM: B—, AL SR FUFER S A =0 XU Re 2 2
e AL ESG R, 1 LI AN R A RS R Ak ESG RBLIIFEMI AL, RO H AN BE
i N A FRPE . BB, AR SAHLE]. R IR ) EELE L AR IR AR T A PR, — 23Tt
HliE it “ERRR” , TRMPA “amE ARG, Wk EHESN I ESG KRB KE. B, A
PEOI T X FEIEAE FHTE ESG 1) = AN4EfE Hh R BARITEA B (E)4ESE Lo X T4 T m B 2247 ) e 4
v, BLRCHZE PO AR B G e by, TR R AR A B B R . 1A SE R A 2009~2023 4
A B E T A B A A DG 2R B AN AR SCAS A AL R (S U R AR, R BRAR A ESG RIS IR SN
DRI 2R AR AL 1 3T R B B AU A o

ARSI BRTTRR 2 EARIAE LR AN T 5, ARSCE R 1A S5 KR R 1) i KR, 3K
HIT SCHR 2 A 808 . Tian S5 [O]AF 78 A AR b A5 XU i S5 35 (2 12F ESG G, H i ARAG SCHR AL % |
U AR TN IR SR A S A5 USR5 A DG I REIA o ARBIFFINA S Al S0 XU 1 (L B O [ 4 5 42
S ESG RIKF- I HESMTIREN 7o FIR, ASCREAR 705 AR A v tH R Es AL . T Ui s
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SO, SEOBORE B HES) T L ESG RIVKFHIIR G . HHEFT UKL T ESG UiRFtE. 17
ST, AR 5T Ak ESG I ZE e fR it T SRS RS

ARG BBy 2 HEU S « B8 i B TR, B =i R T e, SR SIS RS A
B NS, BRI SS

2. R ERIR
2.1. BRI SEREE NS ERRFES I ESG S8R

MR 38 1) 2 AH G BRVE [10], ARV 8 9 286 o (1) Rl AR AR SR 2 A O3, mT Ll & WLaRIA 5 (]
Bt RSS20, bk S AR B R [11)-[14]. IR N B e 5 A N B A i T B R I SR A Y
HAE WG N EE TE O EE . EREFEURTE 5 N, XFh it Zum i 4 8 gtk 5l & i R B
A 503 R HE RN [15] [16] 0 AR SCIA R 24 i A b T I A0 XU B 5 35 6o H i £ bt ol — e R B ) 52 )
F HXFfon] s Ak e SRR 2 B VR B 2 R I RS, AMURILER IS 8 R L, HouE
A 2 K PR R KK o 24 W AL TR I A A RS T, A i £l AT 8 2R ORI 32 T+ ESG Sk HIAT 31
BARERAT

B, NG SERRE, A TEE RN, AaSaRIRS AN . XHEIRNE
AR, PR UM AR RPN R, BN T ESG A (E) 4EFE R B U i R Ak R A R Ak
B 15Tt ESG RIKFo AL, R R S5 KU 52 453 2k 52, s il sa L 5 B i)
40 7 AR17] [18].

HR, FETFEBRAA, SR SEEBE RIS, HEmSfEtRsE by . kT b
T AL T R — B A, ISR, TR EERNTESE SR, RS IE LR EE A
A, A R A AR A R e RS AR, U AR i A A AR, HiE S AEE R ESG
RIS HBIHL.

HT Bk, ASCRHRE:

H1: AR EE T i A RS 2 32 i Mk i) ESG R IKF o

H2: AR EE T U Al A AU 2 38 i $E 2t i Ui ik e Aol ESG SR IKF o

AR B RN AR T R A HES R Ak ESG RBUFETH A — EE IR . UMY A SR RS
PRSI, RERE I F AR RN X — L, i ESG SRR AR 1SR, BRI S, 4R/
AV R RS RS, IR SR F AR R RS, SR RIB 2 MR AR EHAK[19], 1X
U6 SRR S FARFELE . BN R R 25 [20] 5 Fh i ol SR I 5 sRAL s gh A Ak, 5 B i
ANV K E S RHE, AR REL, fEdkrhiE ik ESG RIS .

BT B, AR

H3: A RBE T I A b A RO 2 30 i A (e it h e 4ol ESG R IKFHE Tt -

2.2. B E TSR itk 89 ESG KRN0 R H IR FRIE4FE

CA BT TR, A (R H SO AR A 2 B S 2 AR PRI [21] [22] 0 AR SCA L3 A RS X
il ik ESG BTN RN AT IR, FHENIBE bR i USRS il Ak iR ESG KR B ARXS PR IE 4T
fiEo AR EET T il PR LR T Wi 24 3 T 37 56 S 2R, FLROAR R I RE 70 32 2 /7 SR ABR A, e £l g
AHRRE ST 5, L A RS 3 B S T 8 W] DA e O i R B AR AR 4 T s i ARME A T R i A
A ESG ik

B Bk, ASCERH BB
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Ha: BEREEE AL KU i ESG R BL/K T IR T AN 3
3. gt
3.1. HXRIEESHIEFKIR

A SCREAEHL 2009~2023 4 E A i BT A8 EE R ET ORI R AR P E S, BIBRAE BT AR
BERIFT AR RS, AUOREE BT ARIER “F P - sl - AT L AR - iR - R W
MME . SIBRFEA XA 4/, ST *ST. EEsk &1l b T4 5w Ak DL A7 76 7™ 55008 Bk O RE AR
N E N SRR ok & T o E AR IR 25T 5 (CNRDS). T2 5] 45 %03 5k 5 T CSMAR $#E % .

32 TEMESEX

321 #HERTE
B T SR ZE[16] TR bRA B, A SO AR ESG 4 &R (ESG_m) K47 B, Kt “AAA-C”
(67 9 RYTTA X 43 SIRAG 9~1, 25 P B M L P B 45 B4R FE VP 2

322 #LWMREE

S Li SE[BIIAFTT, ASCIE I B 5 R EEL 2009~2023 AFFTA A i T A R IR T SCA S H
DA B Al T A U o PR TR AR SOATIT AN R S B 25, 2 ol T 1 A& W 22 2 IS [ 4
ARG URIHI B, ARARXN G, 5 A R 1 LT A m N R A 45 S S B AR B
TCE T R B M OREA R B R . BEAh, SIS RIA N2 T, fal FRCRE Li 55 [3]H 22 9 ST
Rl P SR U UL TR AR AN T BRI, AR ST A S5 [ 23] FH A1 37 S i 25 B S 1) 98 )i
N JR R R A A X P SR 4R o K U E K 98 AMATC SR BRI, Bk A2 CH B L Al A
DA B Al U UG Ko T BRI, ASOW AR B E BT 1%70 4730 Winsorize # AL PE, 4
TREGE T3 M AN SRS 36 44 1 I 4 FR AR B RO Hcdle o Aol A JRURS: Hh SR SR LA 1

Table 1. Climate risk vocabulary (Chinese)
2 1. A SIRKBE A sCiR) e

WRE. BRUR. JETE. B MBI, B OKPHEE. TR EIF. FIRER. . K. RAAS. AL .
MR FEL HE. PR SR (RBR. FEEE. RVEL. K. OBk, mRk. ood. hEE. RRE. AERE. KU
JefR RBE. HEL. RE. HIE. XL . B M. BH. AEE. KRG WA R TR KR
R AT W . Tk, B, diEr. Bl BEX. KE. Bk, WE. KiK. 25, BE. T5.
B, mmEWN. gk, . Kb AlE. RS IR, KR BRI JEA . SR, B RE. WK, RE.
R K. BT, 2. WROE. &2 UM, B, KIS, KA. BB Bk, mse. JEM. UM, TR,
. k. FKO8 1)

3.3. SEERE

N T SRR NBE £ T ARl 5 S5 KRS A 75 2 i Al ESG AR RN , AN SR Tt A S HE [ AR Y
Q)R-
ESG, =a, + BCR, +yControls

+Firm;  +Year, + ESG, + &, (1)

mi,t mi,t

Horbmy t 2GR P ARAL LGy, §BUE dy s RO R b Bl ESG,, Rk
(¥ ESG /KFo (1) CR; 4% M i FA R HUE 73 ol 27 (A 2 1 9 B3l Aol (R U DL o it 7 2%
[16]A9HWF 7T, Controls,,  E04F e S (M BE E 3l s i Aok 2 1 2 AR . SRS s [24], AS0EHE
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T A s O Firm, ) AP — el 0 5 28O Firm,  JRIEIER - e il i [ 52 20
(Firm,, ). FE81 T ARG AL Year, ). e, J9IRETL ERQ)F, BAE T Rt S ESG T
PHRIESG, , FIT/ B E Y ESG M. F B F R NE LLE 2.

Table 2. Main research variable definition

2. TEMRTEEX
TEAEA AR AR AR AR T X
WA R ESG_m il ESG i (L AR ESG 454 VPR TR b 22 1 50 B M 19 3247 13 B die
fRRAL & CR AR MG 2 ef AR AR 7 BRI SCA R 100
ESG_d N ESG IR AR ESG L35 TG R bR 2= BB IUSE 15 240 B2 24
ESG s % ESG AV AEIE ESG 25 A VPR AR 2R HOE B (A 15 24 4 S0
C_Sales_ratio 7 J 485405 [L Ie 2 B A R A B AL 4]
S_Sales_ratio L% i KIWAR i LL 10 A48 82 P SR DA o5 4 2R A L 41
Insize Al F A A A S B 72 B SR X 4
ROA AR H R S B
growth Ak K BRI 2R
A& lev BEE A i UTISYTNSY v
tobing Tobin Q BILRF= RGBS
topl PR AR S H — R AR FRAL L A5
indep LA EyUea M E H AR SR L
INST  HLAGR AR HE I g HUR % 3 R iR L A5
dual PERA— EHRKERAHRFE— AR L, FWEH 0
ROE FH I % AR AR A 2t
audit GRaw=y FRAETCOR B AL 1, BIEL O

%3G T EETENSG I YE, BEEAEN 1250, TRl ESG FHKH(ESG_m)ETEE A
1.500 % 6.000, “FIMEH N 4.098. T EMEA & (CR)IT-SEMREZ 234 0.514 F1 0.427. e AXAEAN
B/ ME 2 R 35 22 5, 3 B A0 XU TR R B IR A =) T 5 o

Table 3. Descrlptlve statistics of key variables

3. TETEMMRMEST

AR B AR ML PEME % e/ MAE 1 ONEl
ESG_m 1250 4.098 0.893 1.500 6.000
ESG_d 1250 4.772 0.888 2.750 6.750

CR 1250 0.514 0.427 0.047 2.141
C_Sales_ratio 1250 0.084 0.104 0.004 0.616
Insize_m 1250 21.955 1.310 19.650 25.268
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ROA m 1250 0.037 0.059 -0.265 0.155
growth_m 1250 0.367 0.898 ~0.546 6.621
lev._m 1250 0.403 0.211 0.045 0.947
tobing_m 1250 2.021 1.399 0.846 9.020
topl_m 1250 0.355 0.149 0.100 0.728
indep_m 1250 0.364 0.049 0.286 0.556
INST_m 1250 0.442 0.250 0.004 0.904
Insize_d 1250 25.058 2.508 20.636 31.001
ROA d 1250 0.034 0.041 ~0.100 0.178
growth_d 1250 0.130 0.422 ~0.541 2.504
lev_d 1250 0.629 0.185 0.093 0.944
tobing_d 1250 1.320 0.578 0.802 4.633
topl_d 1250 0.408 0.179 0.093 0.837
indep_d 1250 0.381 0.057 0.308 0571
INST _d 1250 0.671 0.218 0.043 0.983

4, SLIFERE DR
4.1, FEERTFLER

R AR T RAERDRRIAR . BI1). @)BUEE I E RS, F1(2)s (4N T I E USRI AR B .
FI)EE R AT VAT T il Al R XU 2 S 2 3R T rh i Ak (1) ESG RBLKT o 1 il A ll U U 48 T
LANAL, SR i ESG RIK-FH& Tt 0.250%. [FIF, MF(4)ZERTLIE H,  Lif ol i< fe
JRSRS Fpie Al ESG 7K ANFAE St 25 i HH OSBRI A XU X R Al 1) ESG KRB
FERIFRIERFAE «

Table 4. Baseline regression results

4. FERVFLER

(€ @) (©)] 4
VARIABLES
ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m
0.253™ 0.250™" -0.035 -0.191
CR
(0.096) (0.084) (0.369) (0.446)
—-0.028
ESG_d
(0.053)
—0.022
ESG_s
(0.058)
—0.548
C_Sales_ratio
(0.458)
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0.078 0.181
Insize_m
(0.123) (0.164)
-0.818" 0.125
ROA _m
(0.427) (1.503)
-0.001 —0.009
growth_m
(0.030) (0.042)
-0.364 —0.708
lev_m
(0.439) (0.717)
-0.077 0.013
tobing_m
(0.048) (0.062)
—0.543 0.890
topl_m
(0.969) (1.129)
1.776 0.001
indep_m
(1.399) (0.010)
0.145 —-0.001
INST_m
(0.590) (0.005)
0.195
Insize_d
(0.145)
-0.233
ROA _d
(1.252)
0.128
growth_d
(0.097)
0.504
lev_d
(0.708)
—-0.026
tobing_d
(0.084)
0.520
topl_d
(0.884)
0.670
indep_d
(0.476)
—-0.104
INST_d
(0.393)
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0.233
S_Sales_ratio
(0.565)
0.270
Insize_s
(0.220)
-0.262
ROA s
(0.731)
0.099
growth_s
(0.124)
0.248
lev_s
(0.725)
0.021
tobing_s
(0.068)
—-0.529
topl_s
(0.915)
—-0.016"
indep_s
(0.010)
0.003
INST _s
(0.007)
3.969™ -3.334 3.960™" —5.846
Constant
(0.049) (4.052) (0.096) (5.823)
Firm YES YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES YES
N 1250 1250 736 736
R? 0.750 0.763 0.736 0.749

FE: TN TR 1%, 5% 109 B EVEAKCF . BRI S RIS T AT R I b E TR 51 (3) R
(@5 WERER ER AT L Z T AR ELR

4.2. fRfRie

421 TATE;

N T AR B S ) DR SR D 2R ATE R AR B 5 | T LR Y AR IR, AR SCRFH PR Y B /s R T AR R
HEATAREE . SR8 R AT b [R]4 BE 00 UE Al S A U S5 A S T HAR B (CR_iv). R Z TR &)
EHEMIET, FIRTEFEATIL 0 T FE A B AR IAEE . A7AHE, 5 R S XU K —
IEMSE. T — b T AR A 35S, ESG WARAEA R K =50, i & T BAS AN 4%
o AT HAR R R BRI A S T HAF R, 450 ERER 5 MHEQ0). @51+,
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Table 5. Robustness check
= 5. FREMRI

@ @ ®) (4) ©)
. " Standardized Alternative
VARIABLES 2sls-iv Entropy Balancing Both Indices Proxy for ESG
CR ESG_m ESG_m ESG_nor ESG_m2
0.847™"
CR_iv
(0.087)
0.383"" 0.328™" 1,181
CR
(0.120) (0.096) (0.387)
0.116™"
CR_nor
(0.039)
—-0.576 -1.072 46.559™
Constant
(4.952) (0.901) (19.149)
Controls YES YES YES YES YES
YES YES YES YES YES
Firm YES YES YES YES YES
Year 1250 1250 1250 1250 1250
N 0.056 0.761 0.763 0.788
R? 5.853"
Kleibergen-Paap rk LM 94,783

Kleibergen-Paap rk Wald F 0.847™"
L TR BIERIR 1% 5% 10% 00 BE K. FES RIS AR T UEAT IV E H FIARHER .

4.2.2. EFECECE

AR SR FH 905~ 187 DT T v e R B3 s ok ik XU 8 e 2 5 R AL e B ) AR | B2 5. AR Tl
135y ICRCIE S A BRASICECRE A, 0 P R EE T REARE A, WTTE GBI FREAG BORE . 4R BN
TE 5 Q) , W FEICELS, R Al S R sl ol ESG R IMK P52 M R AR 4 0 %
NIE, FEEES AG R,

4.2.3. ERBUEREAR

S Ma 2110771, A SCIRIN HEAT bR EALAS 3] (5 42 B (CR_nor) AR AS B (ESG_nor), X Fh 704 Bl
TR SCAKE . ArRHEER R AR E. 45RERIEE S WEG)HIF.
424 BHBERTE

BRI U ARAIE ESG Z5 6 19 Fabnfiy &t o B T HRUETS 20 AR A , A SCHCF AR BIEE A1 -
ghE JLRIRTESR 5 ZE(B) 51 .

4.2.5. HipiafEMan
NHE— I RREE R AR, ASSCRA LR — R A 75 3008 FE vl [l AR AT AR AR B 2 6 21(2)
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BT R WEAT L T R E RLR s B(2)AETE Y “Firm x Year” mrZEREE RN FIQ)VEREE K - i
W7 Awl T FI@EH “Industry#Firm” E T FIG)H I 7 HARIERIAL S F(6)LH A
W, A1k 2020~2021 S HATEAEA A . Z1(7)fE FHHLEAT L FREAREIR. 3% 6 F1(1)~(7)1RH FH= %0
IR, PR T AR 3 EEAER AR R

Table 6. Other robustness tests
< 6. HftfaaMrieaR

@) @ ®) *) ®) (6) ™

Adding New  Adjust the

“Firm x Year” Clusteredat  Double Manufacturing

VARIABLES  Industry FE Joint FE Firm Level  Clustered Co_ntrol Sa}mple Subsamples
Variables Window
ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m
0.277 0.243"™ 0.250™ 0.277" 0.243™ 0.200™ 0.218"
CR
(0.085) (0.088) (0.115) (0.144) (0.100) (0.087) (0.112)
—-3.562 2.445 -3.334 —-3.562 -2.312 -1.950 —4.856
Constant
(4.138) (2.917) (3.924) (4.885) (4.776) (3.543) (4.588)
-0.076
dual_d
(0.095)
—0.083
dual_m
(0.161)
-0.132
ROE_m
(0.435)
—-1.356
ROE_d
(0.986)
0.167
audit_m
(0.424)
-0.649"
audit_d
(0.208)

Controls YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
Firm YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES YES

Industry FE YES NO NO NO NO NO NO
FirmxYear NO YES NO NO NO NO NO
N 1250 1250 1250 1250 1163 1052 735
R? 0.765 0.756 0.763 0.765 0.769 0.769 0.775
UL TR ER IR 1%, 5% 10% R K FI(L)AN2) (5)~(7)FE S IR A T A AT ML R T AR HE R
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5. iE—H 5
5.1. PlEIELE

AR S S e A [16] M 0 R g i A BRI DGR BE I G 5 IR MR b (green), RIS TR
A 22 FLIB(CR_green)— BN [N AR B HEAT SEUFRT G . 2% 7 ZI(L)Z5 SRR, I 7 T A0 AU
i, 2B R A Ak AR HE R AL ESG RIK LT HIR, A TR AR 8575 Yoy NI
AR, M RE6]RHIER M SBM-ML F8 50 B b SR a2 R AP~ 2 (GTFP). AUkt 4 %
R S: SOBRIES (GTC) Mk (LR AL (GEC) . GTC fRINZEAL ™ Hiif i a),
REAM BRI ORI T, REANVAER BRI LR G R I GEC MIFR 12 A MV ARRE T4 7= 1if
WAL E B, ARRARI A AR AR RIS T, T Al B8R 5 T A SO S ol . A
SOKAZ HI(CR_GTC. CR_GEC)IMA IS, 51(2)7€ B N il A b id i (2 i v i e B AR 3R A0 1 B 35 4 T
Wil ESG RIKF, FIR)ERM, Tl A (g e £k 4 (R R B k4 7+ ESG %
PR X—RIARH, EGEHARIHE 5N RES, HARMERT AR R s m il ESG
R RBEAEH -

Table 7. Mechanism analysis

=7 NEIRLE

@ @ ©)
VARIABLES Green Awareness Green Technology Progress  Green Technology Efficiency Change
ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m
—0.195 4,193 —0.642
CR
(0.293) (2.009) (0.842)
0.150"
CR_green
(0.089)
CR_credit
-4.001"
CR_GTC
(2.007)
0.925
CR_GEC
(0.910)
—0.059
green
(0.067)

A (2024) HCHE B B TLAE AR L CRBEARIPIEY KMV BAT PR ORI NI) PR (SR miliEhriEre (B R 0D S5EORHEER 3L
s FFGE ARSI IE G (2021) LA S T B S SR 021) OAR R B IE,  MEARHES ™ MIME B . BORIERT. Igsh SInE. K
MBI TAMERE, ikt 113 A5 Al ¢ (e BUR UIAH DG B DGRl o Jled 4 b vii A W] AR o A SRR O A 1 5 B i SRR 4
RN T — AR 2R A T B B BB AR

27 [ 25 (2024) K IR By BTN A R, SR AR SBM-ML FREL(FIFR “ML F8E0” )5t lh G (0 A TR A= Sk AT o £
Mgt S ER AT RGP FEFR IR o RN FFEBA B A THA BT B BEAIN AL E 3714
WUE B R BRI CLAY TR 7 Tl ) P 42 Aol A A 5% o5 T AN il L EE BEAT e SR AR &, I
e PAAE SN Al 7 AR AR B o RS R e BAA DO N B3 o5 BT EEd iR Stk B S X “ T = 2P
Dol =FAesE . Tl K T BB AT, ME AR R &
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AR

credit
2.657
GTC
(2.901)
—1.052
GEC
(2.155)
-3.085 -5.295 -2.703
Constant
(4.102) (4.983) (4.679)
Controls YES YES YES
Firm YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES
N 1250 1016 1016
R? 0.764 0.779 0.778

W L AT IR 1%, 5% 10%H) BB AT . $55 B E NI AT VR I bR R

5.2. REMDH

RILFET ESG AN/ TR IEAT F A0 3 8 51(1)~(3)M ESG /WML R 45 R ER T
e P (RS IR %o o e b () R S5 448 R+ B 5, A 2 4 PR 0 B VR B4 B R SR FHE A B3
FI(A)FNG)H, 5% T EZ RSR[50 22Tk e S, # i s o e 22T AR B 22 AT &
RRW, Pl AR m B 2T, TR P I S XU IR0 i ESG /KIS THE FH IR . vl e BE
S2ATNET, $EFHE AR . AR, KR N—TH, JE s 22 AT L Al i35 5 4 58 i aL,
N T AETE G R BB H A Al 2 AR M I R AR . BOR SRS, RS I Al
BIRAGEEA, et il ESG AKFiTt. 5—J7TH, mBE2 TRl A A miyE =
AR T THE AN S S A MR AR R, OB H AR W SR R BE AR5 . B R iAo A iR e i 4%
IR R AR, ik T Be D5 B B AR BR 1l 1M e A RO SR S A X Se 4R, SR
e Al 2R BOR R ARSI A TS 70 BB . H1(6)~(7)h, SRS AF 2610 By5 RATML “R9 5 e, AL
NN A RAT I AR E G YT, 2R, TG G Al i A KU 0T i Al ESG
PETHEF R, T E g P b rhii el ESG IR THE AN G2

Table 8. Regression results of heterogeneity
8. REMDH

) @ (©) (4) ®) (6) @)
VARIABLES High-Barrier =1 High-Barrier =0 Heavy Pollution =1 Heavy Pollution = 0
: > © ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m ESG_m
0.434™ 0.047 0.145 0.243 0.310™ 0.055 0.344™
(0.210) (0.230) (0.150) (0.144) (0.149) (0.160) (0.167)

S 5 (2020) 4 e BE 22 AT Ve SO SRIR . AN LR EE . B O ERELREN T, EAOEEAHR. WIER oK A
MR gRiRiz g, G, K Bk, iz, EERST. i, R, ARG . WREUIR ST S48 5 S0k,
SFELHINAE(2018) 45 Bl i 4 2012 SEMUA IR AT W Febritl, o EE IS QAT VARG BEAT T HfA ik $%E, 43%009: BO6. BO7. BO8. BO09.
B10. B1l1l. B12. C17. C18. C19. C22. C25. C26. C27. C28. C29. C31. C33. D44.
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FFER B

-1.569 2.251 2.096 -10.820™ 3.126 1.261 —1.484
Constant
(4.313) (6.743) (7.675) (5.114) (4.766) (7.577) (6.009)
Controls YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
Firm YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 1250 1250 1250 358 864 343 904
R? 0.759 0.788  0.758 0.765 0.799 0.839 0.746

e L TR IR 1%, 5% 10%0K B E K. FE S AR E NIEIAT LR T AR AE R .

6. ftRLEL

ASCAN A B BT 2 I BN R A A5 S UL HS AN B AL (] ok AR, B AL g A )
Xf BT A FAEARSCAEAT 04, HETTA A 7 A Al U AR R R bR . BFFTREI, T Tl i S KU
Xt Ak ¥ ESG RIUKTAT B et E M, Efie U XU i 4l ESG ST MARX AT IR, 1
T TG RS (A PR N B I O S B AR R VE R AR BL MR, R E I R ROR L SRt
At HES T iAol ESG RIUK P IS s o BE— B AR B, iR 7 U RS0 il il ESG 73
TP IR S 4E L (E) R THE AT, XS A 2 4 (S) M 2 RIIG B BE (G) AR HE AN 3 o X T 40 T-9F
e B 2AT ) AL, BRSO AR B S Qe A, R AR AR G REE SR . AT B
ik ESG I AMBIRBN R SRS it 138 i) B BERLA o

AIXAWGIE LW R B 58—, ASCRE B A EARSOAE RIS Al A RSy, 2T i (K]
Bk, HBeRE B AR RS, 2, EWARIEEAARSEREE . A FNAEA ESG LB HRILE N
MVEAEN], AF LT 7] W] REAE IR LT AR RN 22 5, RIVESR B TARSCHR o X LA 2 7™ 1Y
SEUEZ AT 2R . RRWEFERT DLBE— P4 R BRI, H53E LW A RIS &, DLUE St o5 S 1w g v
AR RS B A 3 28

FESEER AR T, S5 E BRI AMSIESR, ASCEX C B 7 AL BRI AR 0 P BRI
56 AR T AL R 2% R R SR AR IR H AN, S S A I 2 0 2 TR T P 8 5 e PR R B B 42
TSR LSl A b ST 2R BN B A AR AR, ) SR SR IR E AT B L R AR AT 9 HE N, SCHF Ak R T e
BR¥AE, Bl BOREIESEREWIRSE, et (2 O ROR T RR S8 A e B o A iaf 4 A 7 i v L A £
Ao HIK, SR EE 2 ATML S AR E S GAT W IR VE AR o BRI E 3 I 58 3 AR R AR v B b i, LI
SeAT ML ANV ARYE, SRR R 2% T K Ak ESG R R T X LU HE A A SIS B 1) P 45
SR FEAE BUE P 5 THR L T S, WONRTHR RIS R R AR B 1B AT

E&InE
WiH AR N e A B I, Wi ftES: SXYSICX202508.
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