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Abstract

In the context of “two-carbon”, as the concept of sustainable development has become the consensus
of today’s social development, environmental, social and governance (ESG) factors have gradually
become a popular topic for enterprises and their stakeholders. ESG is a key factor to measure the
level of sustainable development of enterprises, and as an important driving force for enterprises
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to achieve green economic transformation, it is imperative to promote corporate ESG performance
and improve sustainable development capabilities. Enhancing executives’ green perception is an im-
portant way for enterprises to improve ESG performance, but existing research has paid less atten-
tion to the mechanism of their interaction. Using a sample of Chinese A-share listed companies from
2011 to 2022, this paper empirically examines the influence mechanism of executives’ green percep-
tion on corporate ESG performance. The study finds that the stronger the executives’ green percep-
tion, the more it can promote corporate ESG performance, and this conclusion is still true after the
robustness test. This paper expands the economic consequences of executive green perception and
the factors influencing corporate ESG performance.
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1. 5]

ESG ZBtE E T 2004 FH2H 1A A BB S, ESG £ —MOCEMEE. e, ARNAEE
KON ERS, HREEMVEERN. WTRSLRERT . EEACFH A JHEER R, HRSNI “k
K BREPFD” AR EZENTF, EREH. ARNAEL, HIERY . EEEMAT &R ER ST
AR R FEE N REEIVER -« HRl, 2RI ESG it TR Z AMBIHR R, BFE%F ESG I A e [1].
ESG 15 E# 2 DUR BB FL[2]. ESG VF AR R EE[3] LA K ESG RIS Mk F % [4]. LRt fil[5]. ik
ME BRI RS . TEXT ESG LA RIAWSLE A, UESL T ESG KBNS S S MBir. ArliGH
Mgk AR AT RS R Je T BB AU R SR A — E MHESIE, BT S Ak ESG 14k & 1
AWrFE 5 ERELIT.

RIS AN AR N, ARV 25 ol 2 €0 R 2 P v 2 B JE LR TR RS, T S ) v 7 ) % M e SR R
WF =S EINA, TEAESNBIAEL[7]. B Sk R Al = 8 T BRI R M T R, TR R
(R BRI BE IR, PARAE AR IR B R4 5 BEUR 1T 29 TTAE IS IO 3RS, F E AR At & 5=
WL GOSN BN SRR SRR K [8]. 7E “XUh” W, ke REHE. R FREE .
JEATHE S TTAE . HEBH A PRG0S A A JA B, 17 4G 00 1 SR D 1 = A A 2 U TR AU
R, ERBALSTE, PR IEL, EE J i) ESG TifEkdr, &mkiy ESG KI, Jik
SEHLANY AT RS R R, BT AR R s gk ol Jixt 4l ESG R BLASLma AL AT DS S, x4k
RRIE R E MR FRABE T MEA B RE X, W% T ESG FIVEH, N seil “Xx” H s
7o

2. Bt AR EE
2.1. ESG RMHEXARIHT

b g BT A 2 A AR R ESG TS S, T A8 = J7 VRN LA X B 58 I AR OGS ELEAT PP E, Al Al
AR AR AR BUF SRR PP A 70 B 5 S A BRI R 33 S R SR Al

ik
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KRR E . AHRBF R EE S N=AT500, 55— ESG &3 By, FEEPEMVMEDR]. BRE
FR[10]« FEIFUCR[11] M A A B [12] [13]. ZREBlFr[14]. M KBS [15])55 5 T, XELHR &% ESG 1
NEAZET, RE ESG (5 EHEE. ESGC RIXT MR EIISFEm . 5. 7& ESG MK &7,
FEAGHIE L SI[16]. & S SURHE[L7] [18] W ERIEHIBTRE[19]. B b AY[20]55, X SeHfAN AR5 A2
XAl ESG RILF=AE T AFMIFM . 5=, ESG AR L, A& ¥& EEE MM ESG #45%
(R 55 10 B L0, RBR T AL ESG % i i F2 HHAF7E K 85 il 8, DL R 43k 83 P o s ) Ml SR 1)
BTG W2 PR S kA 35 (2022) 6] Hh LA [) DXk P i I 45 85 £ 1) 52 L B vt o B 5 T IEAT XL
HHULEE tH 7 AR BRI [21] . 3B —HB 4 (%3 W ST ESG YRS FE i () & M 8, WIHE SR 15
VERFRPRIDIERE . HEN R 2. e R S5 (2022) IR NI ESG & RAELLI-HR T E N ESG 1A Rk B
ARG, K ESG AN AU UF A8 bx ik 78 NIV AR SR A B as th 1 @i 22] .

22. BEFGEINNEXHEIR

IWAHIERR B 5 March FT Simon T~ 1958 4F4& tH, AT 1A 78 A A8 B2 78 Ak e vl 1 % Pl 2
BRI T B S IAR, T AR XA 57 R VRFEE . X8 s S 7 ZE A 4 SR
CEA VAT R T A A AN R A [23] . RBER(2022) I, m SR N HUR TR TN B A N AR,
ERTPAEEBUR AT B O R, RIS T A SR KA g5 S A RIS RR [24] . B T E S E
SHEONFIFI R, — BB T RENEE SO, Dutton F1 Jackson (1987)¥4 & H # M4 A A1
Gy IR FIFT BN, AT o R AR 14 =>4 2 Sk 2 [25] . Sharma (2000) % F = @ 1l &
RO RS Z B, GREABIABAT NI R EEAR SRR R TSRS E SRR
25[26]. AR FESHERRLFQOW)WHA, F4EEHGMAEN, INvEESGaLRMLEER
IR BE PRI SR ) — PR IR G54, FITEZRAHIR BRI 5 W UE T 20 ST Ao B SS,  F B AR A 2
TUEE R, SETEFIRF NI SR BRI R [27]. Horb, HdHE SRR & T3 srmt a0 B
PRI FREAE, FARBAT IR ORA AR 54T SR ETE G RN RIE T B 0T S b A J AR s Ay £l o ok
TG AR AN S B I R M R T 3 B S P A B R B, DA U PR
FIL ) BOR 1A PRI EE A

23. EEFBINNSHEI ESG R

Martin 55 (2011)8F Fe K I, 1= /B B OCTE RN AR G 1) R, Al m] B K FH PRI A 0 28 ) B R 5 4 A2
PGB [28]. WX AESE(2008) TN, EIE NIRRT BB AN B, R AL S A% O TR R
RE 5 2 S A 55 A0 AR S 4ERF[29] 0 1 R 2255 (2015) W AL A B, o B ok Ak 2 X 4% v £ B AL 23 1A
xR ARATT I B R I TS, T I PR = RN IR BN T A Sk (AT A T FE AN S [30] o e M 5 A
M (2022) IR, b s E A BORM S EINFIRE ), REIRBN ARG AT RO/ . SR B AHr . Sk
FRGUH & &P EAT N, T R T T R LR ST 4 TH[31] . 28 W S 45 (2023) 18 it ) B iS5 GuAT
M AME AT SR T 5 R, B SR R AR A 4 B USRI PR B G 1) 3 FH[32]« ESG AE i
AN ZR G ST AT RREE R R BE ) B E bR, B SN RE a5 Ak i) ESG KB, A
WA, Al 0 PREE ORAP AR TSR B AP B 2 s Al B2 15 [l 8 R S A Ui Y, = i i
PR 2R CON TN, AR n] TR Sk 5 R R S, Sl & Ak e, TR L) ESG R, S
A CIES SS9 3

DRI, AR AR OGBS A 78 70 A, A SO R A T fie ik

H1: &SEattilmxtilk ESG XHA &M IE M .
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3. WSt
31 HAMESHIERE

ASCIEHL T 2011~2022 4F A g BT A RENWEFOREA, FERTEEEM AR HIER ST M ST*A
A OREASE: BIBR G AT - A R REAREE . B BRSO B AR AE SRR A ORE AR . il o
EIIFENE, AR SO A S LA B LE 1%A1 99% ¥ /K~ _E#E4T T Winsorize 45 AL, #4453 19,325 4
SEFEATIIFEA . ESG WA KIET WIND £dit E, = gkt mEi @ b A w4k,
b EcthE 352k B T [ 28 22 5040 1

3.2. EAKE
AR T W N ST AL, JZH L OLS [RIEZ#r h E H & 7 VRIS 36 & i gt el Fn 5 Al
ESG K IR ML :
ESGi, = o + SLEGP + pYControl; + YEAR + IND + &,
F AR SO FEAR L AL, A SC TR v A 2 (B R (EGP) Y [B1 A R4 By B35 N IE .
33 BEENX

1) fEREARRE: mESEINE(EGP). = S EIARI I & 3 B2 50 % B A5 (2013) il & 5 ik, L4
B AN, W R AN SR TR G TNED . A2 ST DL AN B = AR [27]. BRIk, A
WHFCR I SCR TS, FE 11X 3 ANMEREE I — R 51 DG, il FiR GG 7E 2011~2022 4F L1 A #
AR H AR UGS A DU 7 e R A B

2) Wi R AR E: ESG RILESG). &% mANE(2021)MWFFT[33], FHXTLL T ENILA IS F ESG
PPRHAE , AR SCRBOL A B R AR i v R I ) K R ARTE ESG VE B KAl = Ak i) ESG RN,
ZHEFREE T A ML 3000 RE LA, FEAFEA, HEFEFEARSHT TR0 B ULR AR S, R
iE ESG W3t N 9 %%, im &858 AAA. AA. A. BBB. BB. B. CCC. CC. C, A ¥ HMK
FIEPERAR RGN 1~9 47, BIVPZCN C Y, ESG=1; %N AAA T, ESG =9,

3) AL E: SEMACWI, AN T Re ik ESG RILHFEHILE: BFE - %
(ROA). MV HUAE(SIZE). 55 7= 1 fii 26 (LE V) 4k | i 4 FR(AGE) PHER & —(DUAL) « IS H1 B (FIRST)
AV KA (GROWTH). EFH M7 ME(INDR) . #H S ME(BOARD). HARAS & & X% 1.

Table 1. Variable measurement methods
*= 1 TEHEHE

A A AR TR A AR
DA A ESG %I ESG SEAEA TIPS IR ET . 42 5IRE A
ST R A ROA RT3 5 7
AV A SIZE Al B P B 4
Pt A TR LEV B A B 5 S
Al BT AR AGE AR B EOG
PERG— DUAL HHLGREH b FE— AF#E, 21, B0
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JEEA S FIRST B — K% A e L L A1)
R EAVIENE KR, BN KIS —4E
Al GROWTH SO
HE SN INDR PSTE R A S E B S ME E
HE SR BOARD oMU AR 4L
T B 2 IND AT AR 1, BNEL 0
FER BT E YEAR WFREL 1, BN O
4. SCIES

4.1. fEkEgt

WM T EEAENRR G SR £ 2 WEANE RN, AR ESG RILHIIIE S 4.173,
e NE N 8.000, f/IME Y 1.000, drifEZEy 1.047, Uil HRE A i BT AR K ESG VP4 -F15/KF-/E B~BB
2], BARAKCEARE; S SEINMEIE N 1.106, AN 3.296, fix/ME N 0.000, FrifEZ N 0.807,
RRE EH AR S E RO TPEA i — it m . EIRBERRE I 22 72 A R T30 T Rk
— IR . Ho At AR R RR VR TE S VG 2 P, 5 H AR SCHE T A —

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

2. iR Mgt

AE FEAE HfE PRifEZE B/ME L3 SO
ESG 19,325 4.173 1.047 1.000 4.000 8.000
EGP 19,325 1.106 0.902 0.000 1.099 3.296
LEV 19,325 0.415 0.200 0.057 0.409 0.875
ROA 19,325 0.042 0.060 -0.185 0.040 0.207
SIZE 19,325 22.226 1.293 20.037 22.026 26.063
INDEP 19,325 0.376 0.053 0.333 0.353 0.571
BOARD 19,325 2.122 0.194 1.609 2.197 2.639
DUAL 19,325 0.297 0.457 0.000 0.000 1.000
FIRST 19,325 0.345 0.146 0.093 0.324 0.725
AGE 19,325 1.977 0.907 0.000 2.079 3.332
GROWTH 19,325 0.141 0.330 -0.497 0.095 1.740
4.2. HXRMTH

AR SCI Ik AR B A S AT, RIS I v Ak A B S A AR R 5 Ak ESG R Z AN K
FRo 4¢3 HAKRIR T E AR S A ) Person A R %, 45 5REWH, mESEAINAE ESG KUK RECHN
0.043, 7E 1%HIKF ERZERIE, YD UGG E o AR 2l ESG RI. [R5,
FAF BB AL BEILEIEN B, —@fRE RIE T B3 Hrds R am] Sk,

>

3
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Table 3. Correlation analysis of main variables
3 XETEHEXMSH

ESG EGP LEV ROA SIZE INDEP BOARD DUAL FIRST AGE GROWTH

ESG 1

EGP  0.043" 1

LEV -0.108"" 0.1117" 1

ROA  0.223"" -0.0217"-0.408™" 1

SIZE  0.140™" 0.204™ 0.532"" -0.053™" 1

INDEP  0.069™" —0.030"" 0.00200 —0.024™" 0.00700 1

BOARD 0.014™ 0.070™" 0.145™ -0.00300 0.268"" -0.556"" 1

DUAL  0.012° -0.074™"-0.137"" 0.063™" -0.191"" 0.088™" -0.170™" 1

FIRST 0.083™ 0.015™ 0.032™" 0.132™" 0.195™" 0.038™" 0.023™" -0.044™" 1

AGE -0.126"" 0.119™" 0.392"" —0.280"" 0.451"" —-0.0110 0.142"" -0.242""-0.090"" 1
GROWTH 0.015” -0.012" 0.029™" 0.294™" 0.037"" -0.016" 0.00600 0.029”" 0.0100 —0.079"" 1

* Kk

LTS T RIERR 10%. 5% 1%0 5 MK

4.3. B354

[FLH BT BI85 e 4 Fow, FeAh ()14 R A IS AR S SRR, 7R b s i Akt
INHI(EGP) I EEH RN 0.05, 7F 1% &35 KT FoNIE. R A 55 K2 5 A S RHE R & R e
Xt ESG RI =M, TEFQR)VIESE Q)R AN T 6, Wi, mESailAmEGP)HH
FRHCH 0.027, £ 1%MKF LARIBRENIE. HBE)FILEF(Q)FIMEA L, HE— Dbl T a0 M7
RO, [EIAGE REARRFEAAR, U E S EARKCFE, I ESG RIUMLF, KRBT &g EIN
HL ESG RIMIEM LK R, MR EIHE.

Table 4. Regression analysis results
= 4. BEADHEER

1 2 )
A ESG ESG ESG
EGP 0.050"" 0.0277" 0.025™
(5.961) (3.305) (1.981)
LEV -0.724"" -0.812""
(-15.215) (-8.236)
ROA 2.659™" 0.696""
(18.481) (3.382)
SIZE 0.233™ 0.2477"
(30.730) (9.675)
INDEP 1.670™" 1.140™
(10.243) (3.983)
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Continued
BOARD 0.146™ 0.089
(3.137) (0.884)
DUAL —0.006 0.015
(—0.395) (0.543)
FIRST —0.055 0.123
(-1.071) (0.825)
AGE -0.196"" -0.201""
(-20.696) (—6.859)
GROWTH -0.154"" -0.070™"
(-6.736) (-3.002)
CONSTANT 4.118™ -1.363"" -1.201
(345.812) (-7.624) (—1.637)
IND A il ESEl et
YEAR F il ESctl 2 il
F 36 255 12
N 19325 19325 19325
ADJ.R? 0.002 0.116 0.041

FE: VTN T RIEROR 10%. 5%, 1% RE KT, $55 AN T 2 TRt

4.4. RENEE

1) B . HullbERy 2AMTPHE R Z, HMZor) ESG MK RFIFEREE
ANFE R ELR A R AR ESG RIN, T HIESMEEIE, AL ESG ¥4 (1d N ESG_PB)
H Wind #7 ESG 2% (i v ESG_WIND)X = i 4- (il K15 ESG RILZIF] 126 R AT R A@ PRI, 7E51FR
BRIAE S (6 P AR OLS B AR IS . WE 7L B 5 Fiw, %—58 Wind () ESG W4 5 m & 4t il
(EGP)I[RIIA L5 5, F[a1)3 R %M 0.031, £ 5%[0 8 E /K FAIE, 5 5K ESG ik, H EGP
a1 2R 50 0.386, IKARIRFFIEMZE, S5 A0SO 36 45 RIEEA 5

Table 5. Replacement variable regression results

F 5 BHRTERELER

. 1 1
ESG_WIND ESG_PB
EGP 0.031" 0.386™"
(2.408) (3.033)
LEV -0.355"" -3.468™"
(-3.422) (—3.445)
ROA —0.039 0.890
(—0.288) (0.449)

>

3
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Continued
SIZE 0.193™ 1.252""
(5.615) (4.238)
INDEP 0.572" 6.197"
(1.912) (2.389)
BOARD 0.112 0.974
(1.067) (1.082)
DUAL -0.051" -0.068
(-1.914) (—0.233)
FIRST 0.468™" 2.327
(2.720) (1.376)
AGE 0.020 0.956"
(0.351) (1.909)
GROWTH -0.038 0.071
(—1.565) (0.314)
CONSTANT 1.005 -15.803"
(1.224) (-2.230)
IND Yes Yes
YEAR Yes Yes
N 9677 5583
ADJ.R? 0.062 0.687

*

FE: TV TN T BIFOR 10%. 5%, 1% RETEAKT, 155 AN R 2 IR RN L.

2) TRARDE. 9 1 g X a) PR R i N A i), A SC e B R AT b 2 ] e DA 2

(EGP_MEAN) Al 5 — Hif &=

AR BME (L EGP)IX MM MEAS R, Tl PIFT Befie /) —3R3%(2SLS)

BEAT TRAZRFNA,. WFFEa RUE 6 Jin, SHQ)FIFRRE B EIRSER, WA TRARE K R 505
9°0.732 M10.311, fE 1%H/KF E#ARRZENIE. HEEQ)FIEIHEE R I, (258 —FrEmad, gt
WAL E {8 (EGP_PREDICT) I R £ 0.07, 7E 1%H/K-F LR NIE, BIASCERKIATE .

Table 6. Instrumental variable method regression results
F 6. TRATEXEFER

- 1 )

First EGP Second ESG
L.EGP 0732
(114.86)
EGP_MEAN 0.3117
(15.70)

EGP_PRIDICT 0.070™
(4.87)
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Continued
Controls kil Eikiil
Constant -0.660"" -1.415™"
(—4.85) (—5.78)
IND i £kl
YEAR i £kl
N 11,521 11,521
ADJ.R? 0.213 0.106
e UL TR R 10%. 5% 1% ETEAKT, 555 A T 2 RS 1t
5. 45ig

ASCE I EL 2011~2022 SEFE A B b m) OO H O, R AR [ A, xR A A
Fn 54l ESG KRB (MM HEAT 7 W TE M, S5 RAESE 1085 i B A A R BB 2 25 B v Ak Y
ESG K. ASCRIER 7 HABPFIAF) ESG PR AN 45 RiAT it — DA, KIUA ST BAK IH K
3L, N RRRPIAR R TR N AR R, RIS T EAR B R BOEAT T AREVERS S, [RH AR K
HEREY] . ASCHBTE — T FE 1 e S OB ISR, o ESG R A N R B ORI
K, UESE T A SIS ol ESG RILARF IEA R R 73— JrH, AR T ESG RILKIHTH)
MR, X ESG IAHSCHEFUIRML T — R HIEE S B . AV R R A FE 75 ZEINSiox vy i % (A R B
TIHIEETR, 5N IR SRR B IS BT Phak 2t N A, HH B, 75 2 0w AT IR AR I
PRI S CUBOR AR T I RO SR BIL et M BEAT 2 TUE, B AL ESG RIL, 1R
Al AT AR A SR RE S, BB S X7 HARKISEIL.
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