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Abstract

The article is based on the sample data of 40 A-share listed companies in China that were first
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specially treated in 2022 and their corresponding 107 A-share listed companies that were not
specially treated. Factor analysis is used to extract 5 common factors from 11 financial indicators,
and financialization indicators are constructed from the ESG perspective. Logistic models are used
to empirically test the default probability of enterprises. Research has found that: 1) There is a
significant negative correlation between the ESG performance of enterprises and default risk; 2)
The degree of financialization of enterprises is significantly positively correlated with default risk
under certain circumstances, especially the flow indicator that reflects the ratio of profits from fi-
nancial channels to total operating income of enterprises in the current year is significantly posi-
tively correlated with default risk in most cases. 3) After clustering the predictive factors using
clustering analysis, it will only have a slight impact on the model’s prediction performance. How-
ever, clustering it not only facilitates the enterprise to control and optimize its own financial and
ESG, but also facilitates investors to evaluate the default risk of investment objects. These conclu-
sions provide insights for investors in selecting investment targets, enterprises in asset allocation
and strategic choices, and management authorities in information disclosure management.

Keywords

ESG Performance, Enterprise Financialization, Default Risk

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

FEA AR IS, Al RN ESG GREE. A2 AE BRI C OB SCE 15 . 4
b < Rl A i Al BT T s F) S RS B AN G R T AR L . I, ESG RIIIEARMVAEIEL . A2 AR 2
Jr SRS . RS Al SRR AT ESG A2 MO MR, (R I Ai ol 3 2 KU 4 5 B BRI

AR, R Z R, &R ESG RNV 2 e =4 T B e . k4
R TR 2 v P o 3 8 T I B g PR 20 KRS o X5 PR ORI 8 il S AR T A Rk B8, T < i 2 AN AR
SE MR B GALN R T RN E R B AR S . SRR, ESG FRIULE A bid £ 75 Tt K 4 55 =%
MIPER . bAEREE . A RNAELT IR I E R A LA S s . S Ry e
TR RAFE BRI 53T, AT RE - BUIE K2 AR S LA AR R, 2 TS0 il R 5 25 A T 3t A6
XEEPR R N A E 2T RS, 7T BEN e g RALAD N HAS SRR SR AU FR . DRI, A2 55 2Bk
g, b e BSG RISOFEI MV A R ER K G E N RBR R R A R, Jf
B IRTEFE BE S AL FEFE A ESG 513K

ARV Ak SRR AT ESG RN A VB LI HIRE, I Bt — i ll AT DUSR IR S A i R
BIZ G XS MR TSR T IRA DT AR S WL AL, JATRE 1 Al Rl ESG Al £ H 28 =A%
M IR M A (S L (F AT Rkt LR AVaE SR s AR i A R SR AL G B 1 5

AT BEAFAE I BT (AN R 55—, KA RAL 5 ESG RIUME Ay F2M A 3R (A I 409 N i 4 UK 790
B, JRUER] T RN R AT ESG ZR LN NS 5 ) T RS 4 P2 bE S oMuke SRk B ESG R BN
R [ TR B8 o g, [l VA AR (R0 BE B 4T« 58—, RS0 K-means KM iz F 2lsgma R & £,
XTI R ZGEAT 1 RER, SR BUE R A O SO 7 2 . AR R K TN AT PR R, H
T 2 77 A0 Aol 338 240 XU i AL ) e
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2. XHERERIAR
2.1. AFEA RS EZERNEXHR

] Py o022 2 AR 90 A A5 553 20 U S MR R 3R I, = B2 AR B AT Ak SR R R AN 5 T b
ST T AFR 2 U A ST BOR A A 2 WA T A T4 . J 2255 (201 DI 78 R I RapL I 13 K
XA AT Z7 R 45 FH ARG 5200 S 25 1] BRAE 2 (2019) A 78 A R % 22 5 17 100 A2 A b3 24 JXU IS 1) B 22 52
R [2]. FEFEEQ21)WHN, AT R T DS A EE M BILF S LA K, b
REIEI “IAAT” BT RAE A BE LR INRE, NI FRARAS R3]

Al R B T TS A SR . R A RS SEE, LA ol iRes R
%15 K. Beaver 25(1966) i i@t MV MIZEBE 1. DI ES W 5546 h5, 18 FH 2 B0 5 i 7 4l
WL AE[4]. Opler %(1999)8 th, AV IILE A f Al 29 KU 2 fiAH 9K & [5]. Chiang (2015)H
FUR I A 33 2 KUK 2= BB B LA #5008 38 R 2 3 2 R I R i BRAIR 6] AESEBRIB O, AT ki 29K,
FAR KR RS b AR 55 A1 /5], DR — S 2 2 i DR AR I 55 TR 3R -5 Al 249 IR B R ke SR gE A7 1F 9
BKASRHEE(201 1) 2 E P 1 HEoks Aol s 26 g0 N3 20 KU AT ST ME SR 1) 243, R I 78 28 KT I AR i RE s PRk 3
ZIMEE, JUHAETSS HIRBL I, Aol 2 AE 249 KU B T [/ [a) A2 3 7). RIS (2018)i8 13 4 i 55 i
L) 5 IEE AR —X —RON, 8 TR BRI, MBI, B GER ahft RE
DU T3 £\ A5 5% 3 20 XU TR HRAR[8]0 1T EAL A (2019) AV K& £ B2 HY %, TF 90 2 B0 A b 4 i s 2 £
5547 b A 2 25 2 5 A i 24 KU 2[RI AE 2 2 I IE AR DR DR R 9] SKEEFF(2022) IR FE R B, A
A BEF A 2 F R T A BRI T 2 KU, (] T i % A 7 5 o R v R 45 L A SN[ 10].

2.2. ESG Tz llE L ML a e iz

FER 5 AH R BRI SCRE T, H Al E A AR 2 0 B i A, LT A EG AL AL A 7R BE(ESG)
RILAEHEA R SRAN HFE L) RS o B R E IRAT AT — 5K A ) I R R A AR T 25N A OG5 B4R N B
25, E R RZERF S E R R . Kk, EEE ST, MBS I ARIB R E 5 R
i, B AR 2 5T . BT ESG SR AR VB AT IX — ST — R =, @i A
FRAH IR ARG, AT Skt Lt E . KR, XM EIEAO AR R, 38
BT R R A S HLA M AT R Hedn Shih 2502 D)IRTF7E R BL, A & IS SR 5 4 20 XU 2 18] 47
TEREW AR R, JCHRAE S5 A, XM AR SR IS IR [11]. [F4E, Adf A Ali (2021)
MR EE RAUESE, ESG #HE K- TFRGEm M A A 5 K A A S [12]. b4k, B P 2535 sk R4 (2021)
FIFHEAE ESG PPCR SR ESG 18451 Logistic, EB] T I\ ESG Tl K 2% AJ LA R4 m i AL Fi i
PIHERATE[13]. TRIRLH(2022)FIBFFLINN ESG 3435 m AV B T SE I nT RFal k J, PRI AE i 2
K[ 14]. XN AE55E2023)FH 417 K A B Eidb A, R ESG RIS 1329 KU 2 (8] 4778 f1AH
KRKR[15]o

2.3. el SREAE RS Al L KB R T 57

K et s 20 S it Fo i, HBCA R -S4, Bl Baud 5(2012) KB
FETH AL ST RS R R 7 EEW ST, RImees 1l 2B bEi[16].
XS %45 (2020)7F TEIN g A M3 <Rl 5 B2 AT BT DR MR RS, 0F Il Py 440 XSG S 21 45 R i e v
UE BT e RS B Aol RS AR I TR RIS o AELAE K 20 2 0 30 A 2 T S R A 2 fin 3 249 U — WF 7
WA RIEIFRAE[17]. Davis G F5(2015) A Al AR BUE I ot i 2EAT ) Rl AT 9 2 i pldill 3270
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KRS TR R IAAE(2018) SLUEWT T R I, BEAAKT , SR AL IG AN 4 il T r (1 4% 0% 4 v HLl 2
A 25 SENLRI T REE 18] T ERFAAE(202 1) [FIRE A I Rl w8 % Ak 0 28 AR T I RIE T, ARR E5F BUR A
Bl 1 (3 v A BT 2 3 — B RN 19] 0 A PR A5 (202 1)\ g e Rt A 0 A b JRURG: P72 A 47 RN
R I XK 7 HE B ) 0 R B 24 SRAE R 3 2 1) B S SR PR (201 K A2 2202 1D IIF 78 R B4 Rk 2 B Rl Ak 2272 X,
BE AT LB AR () 2078 R [21]0 AR B IH45(2020) 14 &5 B8 25(2020) A A 4 A0 o £ b XU 7 $H B A5 0 1) 1
H, tmT DLERE 90 1 ki 29 KU [22] [23].

2.4, JCRERARTE

R Py A% oMb 38 249 JAURSEBIE 7E 20 AT LB AR, B ATI SR A b0 I R A A 55 it 1) 2 i B 25 18
FA— A HAM R REATITC M, e A 55 K 1) i OB Aol e R AR PRI R B I fs
ESG RIMMANFEIE, RATEE IR Al R IR bR ESG RIVMAFLE . I H LB B Al
RULARPRECE ESG R ILIIHE TR Xt ool 4 29 KU (R 5 AT AR B AN b . A SO ESG R 4
W ERIEARFRRIN AN RS, FER R AT RS Ja B AT S M, BUSRAEERIAS N BB Ak (1 [F]
I, SRR AR .

3. 1RE, TESHIE
3.1. fEFREFEMERET

3.1.1. EFRERE

ARICHRFRIEFE EE S =AYy, ol 55 4ahs, ESG RIMAIAN &R Tabr . W5 F8bnitsr,
ARICEE ST VAN B AT DI (2R U85S, 2023 [15]), AL 2RI GE D FE B 5 LA ENT, Gt
R AR - =N, AR F A 2% B R DG 5T, E T8 b A B A S A 0 B e 1 A B A A
SO R 8 B 2 S AN T S5 F bR, IR R T 1L AR RR, W% 1 R, ESG RILZE MRS, & T3HT
R FE =AY B R R L 1 T RR SR R B T, RETE— B REIE b s Aol i 24 XU RS E HEA O
Al <E AR R R bR, ARSI EHS2% |5 7055 N[2417E 2023 R RK) (bR 1 i 55354
AR ? ——f B [ B A RUESEY —SCoet T S R AR FE R AR A TV, SRR T AR
W, —ANRAFESRAR, F Finl £on, HIPE ST (AL 5 &= fTESmyE =, £
BESRT T AT SRT T A BRI KGR . BB ) S R 5
—/ANEESRRR, F Fin2 FoR, Hir8E 752 Ml AE 99k B SRl E e AR B I e S0 ies
AEAMVRH TN BN E) S E LRI Z .

N T HARRIATE IR ORI 11 NS HRPRIG EME, RIKHHRFRIET T K-S IESHARLS . JOFEAR T
K36 88 JE 240 Mann-Whitney U #6550, 75 S%IIBEEXIE N, BRE GRS, H4h 10 NMFSSFahR.
Finl. Fin2 fl ESG FIM K-S AR I0 R it B35 135 /8T 0.05, AMRMIES A0, BT IES5
Mann-Whitney U fi4%. %045 RE7R, 10 MF55-4E65. Fin2 Al ESG RIMAEBLFEAF IEEHEA L I1F
EREZESR, LRSI L RS BRI IEZS /A0 5 7= U e g AT BN RE AR T R, 455
BRI A GTRAER AR ARFEEAE AR PAEE RS2 R, T DU SRS ad 20 KUK .

3.1.2. WEBEEFIHH

DA 7~ 20 T LA E R B 5 A PR AR T 4015 S5 11 [ R At v 22 F AL 28 v () R 05 o ARHIE TR B8 11 N
SARFRIBERAEAT T 4007, WS R W KMO it &4 0.706, 4T 0.7~0.8 [ITEHEK, FU&A
LS B B S A, 38 A TR R A T TR AU LR b s BRI Bartlett #6256 (1 P £ 0.000,

SN
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AR, BHIRIR Z AR R MR E, B DIiE 7T o Ui Bk . BRIk, A ik
IR T B W S5 fabnidt AT P e e i o F IR R T 0.5 fdsdE, BETCHRE T 5 DART,
R ZTTRRFIE ] 90.126%, BHIREWIR IR S 1R IS5 2, 4R WEE 2 .

Table 1. Financial indicators and calculation methods

® 1. MBEREAERE

—%iEtn -ty L IR
il St I ES ROAE R B8 24 e A
SN TR (LS ROA (R + FLE S H ) 587 F 2 B8
i 22 NPFR eGSR N
SR EBIT SBLATAEE SN
Eangiigic] (Sl E EPS A 2 R R
R B> NAPS e RN BT lil &4
R RRE ARG NPFG = PN R MR, 3 P Al
R R TAG A7 1Y AR A B 7 A A
BEfife 1 B A fit DBA iliiesm Vbrigaccnny
Hishe TLB B i e CUR BN B B
SRV LE LS TAR ERILLONE S g s ¥ Ui
Table 2. Explanation of total variance
TR E RO e Ja i R
Sl KFAEAR Ti EZfRREERY% ER% KHMIEAR T ERRER Y, ER%
1 5.37 48.819 48.819 3.201 29.1 29.1
2 1.741 15.825 64.643 2.521 22.92 52.02
3 1.308 11.888 76.531 2.005 18.225 70.245
4 0.865 7.862 84.394 1.123 10.213 80.457
5 0.631 5.733 90.126 1.064 9.669 90.126

3 NG JE N T a8 AR ECRKE, R 3 B, AREES T ARG R, B 1SR T
IR UE R AR AIRE S BRMME Eiafe. KRR RG]

Table 3. Load matrix after rotation

3. e R AE R

P Jie#% Ja BT EA R ECRE
BT 1 HT 2 HT3 HT 4 AT 5
EPS 0.307 0.746 0.262 0.234 -0.15
NAPS 0.111 0.848 0.037 0.003 —0.248
ROAE 0.68 0.54 0.208 0.29 -0.152
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Bk
ROA 0.791 0.407 0.138 0.245 —0.164
NPFR 0.962 0.137 0.099 0.06 —0.049
EBIT 0.964 0.142 0.077 0.072 —0.015
NPFG 0.204 0.175 0.044 0.947 —0.002
TAG 0.258 0.788 0.23 0.128 0.075
CUR 0.139 0.143 0.951 0.031 0.067
TAR 0.1 0.202 0.942 0.045 0.043
DBA —-0.121 —0.19 0.102 —0.009 0.957

3.1.3. #EANGT

TEX At 29 B BEAT VRS I, R Rk Al 7 B o i 240 (Y = DR Z)(Y = 0)B A i, (Rl skm]
PR 5 R A G AR . Logistic [A1EE Ay —Fi A B 43 8 10 /IR # B v, b REAS K (1 22
KA, HLBA s TR B AR SR A T R, B AT E . 4 b, ASCRM Logistic
[ RS A AR, S8 i KRG TS BB S5, M Il i 4 XU T A

5
Logit(P)=a,+ Y a,F, +a.Finl, +a,Fin2, + a;ESG,
=

Hor, P RRIRA i FBLIMER,  ESG #ordlk i ) ESG 139y, F,(j=12,--,5) 2 AlZonall i 5 5 4>
W55 AR P IIBUEVERITE 0 B 1 208, LL0.5 s, FIMHR KT 0.5 PuEL) . BAMEAY
HL (Y, = DATIEF k(Y = 0)Fi K.

3.2. BEEAEBABAERIE

3.2.1. HABEEERN

B CHEWTE, ASCUARRR AL R 117 A FONE 24k, HREL 2022 F A #7 B K bRic oy ST F1*ST
A B BT A A BIELIREARA, BRI R ER LS, 53] 40 MELFEAR. N T HIFSE
SER R E, EROERT R BT, KA 1:2.5 BIEEBI AN 2020 4E4HE A B LT A & TP EE LD S
107 ZKIEH AMAE Sy R o DLRCIR AN T . 1) AWARBRe AL 2) 47—, R BB ATV 5525
3) AT A TSP o T MAESS ¢ SEPAF IR B AT R 3L ¢ — 1 SR S5, BIZ AL AE ¢« —
1RO A ML T 055 58, BRI A S 2 A R 4 55(2006) (2511958, A ¢ — 2 4 1 Fa br i ke
FEFIARETRY . ST (R0 45 Kedhe 45 R AN ALk 4 Ak B 455 B 20 e T R 2

3.2.2. ESG ¥iimiE BN

Xt T ESG B (MR, ASCREETHIRE R MG, AmvEa B Bl A . 5EN
AR VRS T TSR e . R ARIEREUE BIRS A PR A R ER ALY ESG PPERE (LA T RIFRAEIE ESG)
e B VI TN LR , 2030 P s OB SRR IR IE AR B, 28 R 92 4 BVERARAERT L3k 4T ESG
%o B0 R RS ER S HIE ESG B 5 2 MR, BT IZMME, A RAFR
7 TH AR AR bR o IX AR A TR PE AN RT A B o8 e B A Al P T R R FROR U . EIIF ESG B 42 41t
SEAEEET, AR BLALTE ESG J5TH RO R, Y AR SRR ESG Hdl i RN e 2 H 5 H
WA AR DG . 4E0E ESG AU & 7E [ N T34 288 MR S A RE B 1, 5 5] P 17 3% 1) S B 7 0 R I 5 2R
TOANAHDE, EPRAEIE BESG $ T AT i 3R E A B iidg B AR g PR A
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Table 4. ESG rating of Huazheng
= 4. 50E ESG 114K

ESG ¥£&% ESG 184 ESG BB X ESG KF
AAA 95~100
AA 90~95
AR R A K
A 85~90
BBB 80~85
BB 75~80
B 70~75 Kk SEHIKF
CcCC 65~70
cC 60~65 i ok »
, V& Ja K
C 0~60 I A

BRERIE: RIS RS A IR A A .

4. SBUEERS O
4.1. RS o

ARSI ENN) 147 DFEARBAT TREB ST, Gt R TR 5. Wik 5 BATRM, s
BLFERE ) Fin2 $8F5, SAMANTIMER 0.437; 1IEFARIFIERN 0.110, EPIEF A & mACFE 5
BT EL M. FE, Fin2 ESHRKT Z #8-3.386, BFEKTH 1%, BHELMAIER 4 E
SRR T AT AR 8 2 . TR AL T RS R B REJ110 BSG R, BLANFIIEN 66.738,
XFREVEL CCCs B BIFIME N 72.351, XRPFLL B, BPIEH LA ESG R w L T B k. 5
4b, ESG fatrde S Ha 01 Z H9-4.457, BEKTVR 1%, UL ARSI AE ESG I 7
FEREER . REHREM S EIE R, BAMIEEEZNM SR, 2 BRI, ELHMA
ITHIGE W 45 RS, T A H B2 BESG R IR & ) & f AL

Table 5. Descriptive statistics and Mann Whitney U-test results or T-test results
5. R ML Mann-Whitney U 1645 Re; T IR R

ez ik x/IME YN -] FIME PR ZAHE tE P1E
1EH 0.000 0.768 0.075 0.111
Finl —-0.951 0.342
L4 0.000 0.498 0.077 0.129
E® 0.000 2.122 0.110 0.285 .
Fin2 -3.386 0.001
b&FEA) 0.001 4.062 0.437 0.822
IEH 48.330 84.180 72.351 6.340 .
ESG —4.457 0.000
EZ 53.810 83.510 66.738 6.963
EH -2.210 12.500 0.493 1.476 .
EPS -5.619 0.000
bS:EA) —3.430 1.335 —-0.615 1.068
1EH 0.077 24.725 5.165 3.780 .
NAPS —3.425 0.001
L4 0.047 9.450 3.155 2427
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Ew% -31.211 78.047 5.161 12.683 .
ROAE —5.454 0.000

EZ —68.544 28.502 —8.332 17.274

IEH -36.978 46.435 2.652 11.096 .
ROA —5.789 0.000

bS:EA) -119.332 19.110 —-13.648 23.967

EH# —424.394 55.003 -1.319 52.025 .
NPFR -5.179 0.000

V&1 -502.058 39.351 —-49.781 101.676

1EH —432.678 67.587 1.784 54.017 .
EBIT —4.366 0.000

L4 —473.028 44.865 —41.801 96.230

Ew% —-4261.341 1582.988 -185.547 767.866 X
NPFG —-2.546 0.011

4] —9945.860 317.786 —867.883 2066.063

T —-37.285 207.461 17.052 37.122 .
TAG —-5.676 0.000

EZ —56.152 61.334 -11.297 22.663

1EH 0.065 3.855 1.099 0.721 .
CUR —2.664 0.008

bS:EA) 0.134 2271 0.812 0.500

1Ew 0.045 3.310 0.650 0.554 .
TAR -3.005 0.003

L4 0.071 1.179 0.402 0.259

Ew% 6.014 97.465 41.742 20.511 .
DBA —4.650 0.000

L4 4216 99.007 59.569 21.148

e T TR IR 5% 1%k E R,

4.2. GERS 4T

4.2.1. EHEEYVAZFEL 54T

ik W ESG RIAI AL G mh b5 Al i 29 KUK 2 (B A DG OG R, K656 ESG fatn Al &t ik s
Frotet 33 20 RS I FVEAE ) o ASCHATREAR WAS I I SZIERF 78, Logistic 3225 [A1 V5 7 v X F0 R4 SR AN
BENTR T LGB, 192 M s T eAr s, BHEHT 1. BT 3. BT 5, FRIH ESG &=
Al 4 b A N A 3 240 AU TR AR A P g r AT . A SO SPSSAU BT SEIE. BRI ET 1.
T 3 MRT 5 XA BATREA A BRI, 453205 — XSRS Rt & 7, BE KK
ESG fatnfE AR bR IR, [FIRE15 358 ORI 38 IR B FEAR I TN ZS R an sk 8 F13% 9: |,
AT 1. BF 3. B 5. M ESG RIHATERE, T Z T HRREAN LA Z RRHE, 1535 5
FBEAR, ABATERE FC I PR AT W 2 e, B e el P E R AT L, R bR
P 60 Pl S B EAE O e 4 B OB 4y A S PR HEAT — IR Logistic [F1VH, BRI 5 IRAFEA DTN
iRk 10,

TN FERA O TRINAERA 2 . AUC B AR HER AT S0 G AL bR AT ESG Fihr 356 F T3 i Tk
[, AUC {2 ROC HIZ T 5 AR FE s TIAR,  BUEAE 0.5 31 1.0 2 18], BT 1.0 SR Pl 5 Rk i

M7 B 8, AT LUK IR ESG FRFRGNAREAL S, AR TiO HE A 26 M\ 78.23%F2 1 5] 80.95%, AUC
H M 0.801 $E5 % 0.831, PEHILEMAAIF NN T ESG RILIXASHr 1B bR R AT B AV AT BR4k &k JERE /7, ¢
RS R BN, 2B T b R4 T EEER, BB X B A AR L ae Sy, Z&vF
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Table 6. Clustering criteria and classification interval table

= 6. RERER D AXEFE

B ShrEE
T
Cluster_1 Cluster_2
HF 1 —604.61 +282.39 —8.39 + 82.98
H¥ 3 —151.43 + 80.63 3.59£22.29
KF 5 67.62 +15.86 26.92 +13.05
ESG 62.04 +4.78 7434 +£3.92

Table 7. Within sample regression results

7. HAREYIAZER

B Fin 1 ESG $8FR R 1

LE
X4 Z 18 P{E WE HERR AUC
L -3.088 —5.461 0.00"" 0 1
KT 1 0.006 2.38 0.017" ) 0 100 7 93.46%
. B
AT 3 -0.033 -1.972 0.049 1 25 15 37.50% 0.801
¥ 5 0.045 2.391 0.017" it 78.23%

L T BIRIRTE 5% 1%KF F R

Table 8. Within sample regression results

8. HAREYIALZLR

- BN ESG fRIREIEE 1

ES 4 VA P{H TRAE kS AUC
HH 3.413 1.449 0.147 0 1
T 1 0.008 1.43 0.153 ‘ 0 99 8 92.52%

HLE
H¥3 0039 -1.661 0.097 1 20 20 s000%
AT 5 0.041 3.606 0.00" i '
. &t 80.95%

ESG ~0.09 -2.752 0.006

e UL T BIFRTE 5% 1%K T F R,

fili A5 RS I 75 L IR & . IR H ESG 8t RECH L, ULRH ESG R ILELT ¥ Ak A HA
I 2 R o AR SR BB A R T A b T RF SR R e e JT 4 i 3035 (10 2 DA SRIBURF IR SCHF . ESG R IR
e T AV AEIRES . A2 A FE B ST 7 T A AR SE B, B BSG 30— e R _ LRI E B
HRSRI T RREERSERE ST, XS ESG 150 BRI bk i a Al WA R AT 5, FLBEE 12 & ot
ESG &= MG EEAWHE T, ESG 137wt Al B 25 5 15 3 4 FAL 08 2 (M & BRANBUR I SCHE, A LRI
RIENLZ

BN 7 232 9, ATRURILA Y SRGIEFR TN,  EARXTT AR 1 S R TROI v B 28 I8 A 7 A A A
MR, HERLIRARIIINN, B 7R I 2 AR FUON B8 L R, JF & T AUC H. H
#& Fin2 [ p fH>N 0.018 (<0.05), 2% B 4= il bt 2 5 £l i3 24 UG 7= A= 5 2 52, 31 H. Fin2 18 RECN IE,
IR A P 4 R A P T v DU 240 AR i o IR G A 2= BT UL, MRl A RIS, RO B
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Table 9. Within sample regression results

F? 9. HAAEYIAZER

-~ IO ESG &b HabnMRiE 1
30 VA - P{H & R AUC
B 2.445 0.94 0.347 0 1
T 1 0.031 2.657 0.008™ N 0 98 9 91.59%
" BLSA
T3 -0.116 -2.726 0.006 1 19 21 52.50%
K¥ 5 0.061 4.185 0.00""
. 0.854
ESG -0.088 ~2.494 0.013 i
&it 80.95%
Finl 2.64 1.371 0.17
Fin2 2.231 2.356 0.018"
e UL T BIRRAE 5% 1%k E R,
Table 10. Within sample regression results
= 10. HANEEFER
AR T ESG Fair R A5 A |
BE
R Z 18 P{H iRULER HERZR AUC
L -1.904 -1.258 0.208 0 1
KF 1 0.662 0.594 0.552 0 99 8 92.52%
HSLE
AT 3 -0.576 -0.563 0.574 1 20 20 50.00%
AF 5 0.859 3.427 0.001"
. 0.837
ESG -0.69 -3.137 0.002 i
&it 80.95%
Finl 2.968 1.572 0.116
Fin2 0.953 1.357 0.175

e UL T BRI 5% 1%k R E.

XL 9 R 10, ESRXS RN P 28 BEAT BRI A R A T PRAIK, AUC BRI RE 7 — i1, (H2 SRR
DAERA R AN KA, BEHIA SO 55 2 B A ESG 2R IILEAT R SE 5 A 20 T vRE ff 2 7= A2 ROK R
Wi, AEAXT HREAT R A, MR8 1 Aolk B 5 8 ALAEI 55 A0 ESG R BT T (1 WURr S5 4%, bl K {8
T BT H AR Gt 24 XS K T o

4.2.2. REMKRE

1) ARSCTESZAER R BB R 2 Logistic BEALIEATHIENT 00T, N 7 ARIE_ LR AF 70 45 1B A 22 [ YT AL 7
(52, A SCKER A Tobit BEAYHH TR MR S0, HARIR 45 U N % 11 R, o] LRI &l Rl ESG
FEI I A2 2 0 i Ml 24 RS 7= AR . 3 52 )

2) Hyitt— UM ESG IR Al £ i A0 P P8 of T2 b 29 A PR, AR SCIEKE SR AT 1 11 AN
SR AT A B e, Bk, MERAMRR S EANE . BAEAREIRE., 8EERRE LA S E
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MV SN Z Bk S i Ak ) B R B S R BEANME s RSl Eh e B bl 3R A b 25k g Bl Al ) 43
fiiRe 77 A8 E R 3G K Ze R0 4 5 7= 1 K R S A (R K B 775 A8 FH [ 5 5 7 Jo 2 ek I Al
Eizfet1. 24 BESG et &b Iabn AL . XS5 10 MU S Fabridb TR 1087, FFEEE] 5
MNART. M Logistic B1H, HIBREEH T 2 M T 4, WIGFRZRE THT 1. BT 3 MET 5, H
P {43517 0.001. 0.002 F1 0.002. FHiZHBZ ATRIEER, F ESG fEAnfI &R LT bR ABLAY, K LAY
[0 AERF 2 B 76.87%%1] 80.27%F5 £ 81.63%. 3R B ESG FRILAN A\l il A fff S BE A% 312 w2 1y T Ul v
WiRE, H ESG RIS EL) R R AAAHR KR, 1SR TR S S E 29 XS 2 BRI R

a

i

Table 11. Within sample regression results

11 HARERER

%8 ESG A &b ieir f5E o

ZE

RH AN PfH
L 0.888 2.461 0.014
BT 1 0.004 2.69 0.007"
¥ 3 -0.013 —2.848 0.004"
¥ 5 0.008 4.902 0.00""
ESG -0.013 -2.828 0.005™
Finl 0.372 1.307 0.191
Fin2 0.252 2.473 0.013"

e Ty TR RAE 5% 1%k E R,

5. ZR5RT
5.1. HR&GER

Ao AT T AL ESG 2 IR & Bl bR B 535 20 AU 2 AT RI 0% 22, 102 80l A I R 2 PN 30 75 7= 25 1
TR 538, dha. MBS, SRS RE. TEMRAS ST

1) ML) ESG R GBA M BB F AL R fESLPRIGOLT, BE ESG 3 — e B
AL B SR BRI AT RS R R RE T, AHX ESG 340 BUR M A bk i A 5 AT M R JE i 5, R
B TR R KR RIS, USRS, 2R A w6 B S s i 4l

2) AR — L N 5B R 2R EACR R, o E Bl e 245K 4l
RIS E BN Z U B AR Fin2 7E R 280G L T 52 R 2 B3 EAHX K R fEILSEAE
T AR Rl A M PR XS 4 il )45 B S Ik 5 O SR B P B IR, 3 4 s e Al ) 28 R ek
e ARSI A Ml 3 2 KUK o

3) X AEL TR, BT AR R Mo TN R T A7 52, BARTERS TN SUR R
W, ARRN BT REG, AU EAXT B 5 W %A ESG #EATEHIAAL, 77 55 & X e BExt 5
2 AU B PP

5.2. IRBx

BT BIREER, ASCHIRHRTE AV AR5 DL .
1) BBEARILFEITOS RN, B 7 RIEAL M 55 B AT 55 FaARoh, IR RIZ S Al 1 e Rl RE
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