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Abstract

In recent years, under the background of dual-carbon and green development, this paper takes the
data of all A-share listed companies in China from 2015 to 2022 as research samples, and empirically
discusses whether ESG performance can improve the investment efficiency of enterprises. The results
show that good ESG performance can effectively improve the investment efficiency of enterprises,
which is manifested in reducing the excessive investment behavior of enterprises and alleviating the
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problem of under-investment. Mechanism analysis shows that ESG performance improves investment
efficiency by easing financing constraints, enhancing corporate reputation and reducing environ-
mental uncertainties faced by enterprises. Heterogeneity indicates that for non-polluting industries,
the investment efficiency improvement effect of ESG performance is more obvious.
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1. 518

ESG X, a5 AAHNGE SR, WES. B WA RN = %0051, WG
AV 3E Y AR AT R 1 S O A1 2 IR EW M DTRRFRE . FEi 1+ )\ KBSk, ST F 458 2 ks i
T A A TR EE L. B ESG R RIER E K B DHRM, (HIERE ] St . 28 =77
FWMI BT AT EZ T RN FEAES T, BT ESG FISCE BRI IE R, ESG MR FRE L. B
Ffenl. WA AL KA. ESG BRI ELERIAIH KRG SIS, 5RM =K
WA “REFTRERE” kBT RGEER” SR EERREERE, SREREN
HR AP A A EAR R

BN RN I FEARN 5 8h 2 —, ZiE s T 4 EE SRR R . Al 2R &
A VA v o B S I ORBR FITTE , TE— AN SERMBEARTIZ T, BT a 1§ DUE N IE % BT 00 H S 812% f 75 3
Fh bRl as & F HA bR A b . DRI, $R Tl R B8 R e T Al ok ok i e R B

TE FRIIHE SN, AR R AT ESG RILAE R IG s AR R ? X — M s )5
I ENLHI SR 4 2

MFTR T ESG RIS Al 48 58 A I 7L = A p T M AR BB AS . Poidsiil s PR Tk R o
FRE. BV ESG A7 R EAE B HIR AR AR i MR BT 205, MM BIRIC &, (R
R SR (R A8 955, 2021) [1]; X T AEEA Al Al AT T 37 4 FE FE e b X PR 4ol 5 R AF 1 ESG
T RE B m L A B ROCR (5, 2023) [2]. TTAS SCAE LR IRl 1 51 N Aol s 25 AR R B AN o 1
PRSI, dRERARTT ESG RIS R 85 Ak Z 4EFE 2, B A2 NIRIEAVAE ESG A 144k
RIERMAH —EMENZHE 5 ER.

2. B oth5SHEERE
2.1. ESG M5/ AYE

FEAXIFR ZIEAREALH LA R G A Bt SRR R T ARSI B IR E A

GEAGFREIR R, AR T EE BN R EAAEREES . 1 ESG RIEN—Fh bk
FAB R, BRI R T A 3 AL AT RF SR R R R S, AN B A IS B D RR D
TN ZE R . FRATUEL R ESG R IR XHE B AXSFRAE B = 1) A 7] A 2 (Seda Bilyay-Erdogan et
al., 2024) [3]; N T 4 RIFIIL A 2RI R, Al 2 M N 3R 0 4515 B R &, By 1B 5588
AL, 2021) [1].
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ZFARHHE IR R TR S S S B mh—ffEe kR, $TEEARRFERHE
B JUFHASE R 1, 2 BT G2 i T B0t | Sa A, i et il
KHIE A 2 AR5 5o AR L ESG T AT REME A 202z A Al B T Wi 14D e A< N B 2 22 [] () X
), TR T SRR (M7 5, 2023) [4].

ESG RI RPNV FF & A 2 R i A OCE AR S 58, AFIRWEE &% E 7K FENFI, [F
] ] 1 S A 3 Al 2 B IR A 15 B, AR 2B 1S M. ESG 15 BEE F BEA S M IFE, 4t
SHMAFRE=ANZHE, AR EHFRMEANLGES . RNGEE, TSR T H AR T A
i VPSR TR B RS (B 555, 2023) [5].

T, AR MR HL:

H1: R#FH ESG KILT] LR TR TR

2.2. ESG RIS ullx R 8189 - /L

2.2.1. MBAREENPAYR

B AR BIAE EA TR, ESG (5 BMERTE 1 VAR 55 2 mFE I B, AR
T T ARG, AR 745 B 00RIE, X — A B T LA il ot R BR 1, SRAF T 2 R Bk
IR RIUFH) ESG RIVA B T AR 5 & F i A0 S BB AR L, fEAA Y BiRe A S5 A2 [ 1 &4,
B AT AR b PR R B BRUAS (K /R 5%, 2023) [6].

BTk, AR B H2:

H2: RIF1 ESG I it 22 fift ik 55 20 AROR S Al IR B0

2.2.2. EEBNMP NV

FAML ) ESG R IR/ 1 WEARIRIE () T 5o, 2BAR 1 AV AN RIS 11, B AR RRA, 1R
AR (Lian Y and Weng X, 2024) [7]. BhAh, 40l F 23 248 A0, IR 51 TR A A 1IRe 12
ERoE, BRI AE AR T R B OREUERT S R e AR B A N, BRI A AR R
PAT N RIUFHIFEEA R T A0 ot il WA ERemne )y, imig 5% v R (R,
2022) [8]-

BTl ASCHR R H3:

H3: RUFH ESG FRIF AR A b A5 242 ok Al #5828 7= A R AR s

2.2.3. MEATREERPNTBN

RUF1 ESG RIMTURE I ATResl THAF I EIRES . Bk, ©A BTG I HE O,
BT HAEREE, - PUE T S E e . PR BT E IR, XA SRS R SRR
Z IS B EREY R, BN Al o/ B XU (B 2445, 2023) [9].

BT b, ASCHR R H4:

H4: RIUFHY ESG RIS FRAR /M I A 2 M, 3R 3388 R 4 7t

3. Biswigit
31 RABESHERRE

AT %8 5 7 E 2015 45 2022 SEHAR AT A B B kB REA . Hd, ESG KIL
PPERE R B ARETE A E, BRI 2 AN S T Y ok B B 28 e 5 e . iR BRIk E 2015 & 2022 11
Bim, 0HHARSE . A CESARA TR, S5 ST FI*ST 25 R REA, S4BT A =47k
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bR 7 AFAERHR SRR LT A il (o B FE 45 R KT AE T30, A SO P i8R B st 1 b
T 1% dE AR, B EEE A E S iR, BB T Statalé SritEAE & Excel #ft.

3.2. TEFIt
321 HWEBETE
B ERERE, AL Richardson [10] 5 2 .

Invt = o, + o, Growtht -1+ o, Levt -1+ o,Casht —1+ o, Aget -1+ . Sizet -1
+ o Rett —1+ ¢, Invt —1+ 3 Industry + > Year + ¢

Horr: Inv 955 tAEA T BB, Inv = (€™ JER B A3 R B 8 587 . e R
AREVARZE, He <0 W, Rl sebrdi v ARG T HAR SR AR T ROE SR ACTE, I e 144
WE: He >0 0, FoRMAFAERBIL NG AN SERN T ¢ BAAXE, #HT5H R, ¢ 4
SHERR, R

322 MERTE

AR S H AT R AEIE ESG VPR i B ¥ ESG K I, ARIE ESG s E ek, B
RIS EHTH R . AR ESG YRR R N ILANZ IR, 40l C. CC. CCC. B, BB. BBB. A, AA,
AAA, RICHIFERA RIS ARG IR HIREEWE, By PPN C B, iz ESG RILK 1
4y VPN CCHY 2 435 1N CCC R, ESG RILN 3 4, MKIKIEHE,

323 RN EE

AL R(KZ). % ELERSE, 2014) [11M 5 E KZ 185, KZ fe80tK, EukE LA A
e 74 ik 7% 240 T2 T o v

2 (Rep) . Ak ZAE NG S, EAFIE—EXME, (H5 2 BB ORI A oI 5 7= £ 5e
B ARFTAE IR SCL AT, 805 (STHERD T RSP aRE M S, AR LS (N2,
2016) [12]%F il 2 o ir i 7 5K, I 454 5 4 B (0 TE T 8 P I A R Al e 2

WA EEE) . AT HEEAREAFEENEE, AXS%H (R EES, 2012) (13177, Tk
IEH BRI EIAEAR S M. A M A 2 T 4 E M A e 1 5 RN &
P 2250
3.24. EHITE

BT A SR S SR BAR TSR, A SR T w] BE R AL 4 R R AT R OB R R T, A
i I (Size). B fEZE(Lev). % I25 % (Roa) VKA (Tobing). Bl (Cashflow). 1
R (Age). JALHE & L (Indep) FUBBUEE 1 2 (Fhold). IbAN, N T HAR MY 45 S ke @ M AN vERf I, A
SCAEAR AL R B T () (Y ear) FIAT Mk (Industry) A8 B /E M 5@ RN . A8 & 1 B L nge 1 FiR .

3.3. REWE

Inveff, , /Underinv, , /Overinv, = f, + BESG,  + B,Size;, + f;Lev,, + B, Roa, + B;Tobing; , + f;Cashflow, 1
+ BT1Age,  + f;Indep,  + p,Cashflow; , + 3 Year + 2 Industry + ¢; , W

KZ, . =y, +nESG;, +y,Size;, + y;Lev, +y,Roa,, +y;Tobing;, + y,Cashflow;
+7,Age,, +gIndep; , + y,Fhold,  +> Year + 2 Industry + &,
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Inveff, , /Underinv,  /Overinv, , = y, + ,ESG;, +7,KZ;  +7,Size;, +y,Lev; +y;Roa;, +yTobing;,

2
+ y,Cashflow; , + 7;Age,  +y,Indep; , + 7, Fhold;  + > Year + X Industry + &, , @
Rep;, = 4, + LESG;  + 4,Size;, + 4Lev, + 4,Roa; , + 4;Tobing; , + A;Cashflow;
+ A, Age;  + AgIndep;  + A, Fhold; , +> Year + X Industry + ¢, ,
Inveff, , /Underinv, , /Overinv, , = 4, + LESG, , + ,,Rep; , + A;Size; , + 4,Lev;  + A;Roa;, + 4, Tobing, , @)

+ A4,Cashflow, , + 4,Age, , + 4 Indep,  + A Fhold; , +> Year + 2 Industry +&; ,
Eu;, =6, +6,ESG;  +5,Size; +5,Lev, +,Roa, , +5;Tobing; , +5,Cashflow;
+0,Age;  +d,Indep,  + 5,Fhold;  + > Year + X Industry + &, ,
Inveff, , /Underinv, , /Overinv, , = &, + 6,ESG;  +5,Eu,  +,Size;, +5,Lev;  +5;Roa,, +5;Tobing;, “
+0,Cashflow;  + 5;Age; , +J,Indep, , + 5 Fhold; , + 2 Year + 2 Industry + &,

Table 1. Variable definition
=l TEENX

Ay 2R A 4K RIS AR e Y
BRRCE Inveff Richardson $5 RA R R iR 22 46 0
el & BHA R Underinv Richardson # 5% R R R 5% 72 <0 I 0 4 %0
1o FEA TR Overinv Richardson # % AU 5% 22 >0 I (1 48 00
fRe A B ESG &I ESG HRAELEIE ESG PFAURIE N 1 59
il £ R Kz KZ 184
A i k% Rep TCTE B8 7= 1 AU B 7 A
PN Eu % 5 AR IE R A B EZE T % 5 RN (E
Al A Size il B8 7 ) AR 4
B A i Lev S R
B e Roa VR e
N Al R Tobing (R T A L
B Cashflow TR B G B
Rt Age ETTEERR ) B R
PhSrEH L E Indep P FH A FH S AN
JRAL S H Fhold B R IR A5
4. SEUESHR

4.1, fERiEgt

26 2VCIR I E AR B RA TE ST 45 R, i TN, SRR (Inv) AR 22 0.071, e /IME 9 0.001,
B RAE AN 0.431, IX R HFEAR MY 2 8] I 2 RCR K PAAAE IR K 2 57 B AN A2 (Underinv) 8 /ME A 0.001,
e AAE N 0.366, “F-H41E A 0.058; #¥id FE(Overinv) K /ME 4 0.001, #¢: AfE A 0.536, “F-HfE N 0.076,
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R, R

LN 18R A LIRS b 8, FEARMY ESG FHILRIME N 4.109, i3RI ESG %
BIAE, MY T ESG W B 2%, FrdEZERN 1.071, WHAFEAMILAY ESG FIKT-ZEREH K.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

F 2. iR Mtgt

e FEAE B[N N B/MA SON|
Inv 20893 0.065 0.071 0.001 0.431
Underinv 11893 0.058 0.058 0.001 0.366
Overinv 9000 0.076 0.088 0.001 0.536
ESG 20893 4.109 1.071 1.25 6.25
Size 20893 22.408 1.261 20.1 26.324
Lev 20893 0.423 0.193 0.066 0.884
Roa 20893 0.036 0.069 -0.25 0.228
Tobing 20893 2.117 1.414 0.828 8.929
Cashflow 20893 0.051 0.065 —0.135 0.248
Age 20893 2.327 0.667 1.099 3.367
Indep 20893 0.379 0.054 0.333 0.571
Fhold 20893 0.327 0.144 0.081 0.712
4.2. BEAREEFSHT

7 3 9 ESG RIM MM TR MBS . Hd, F(2)45 R E/R ESG RIS TR I RECH
—0.004, £ 1%HI/K T FEF: FI(4)F5)(6)E~ ESG TN AV B 5% 78 4% %5 A A2 i [0 V3 22 5020 i N
—0.007 F1-0.003, 7F 1%/K-FF &3 . XU R ESG RILAENRD> il i # AS A T EAT M,
PR, IR HL 15 2153000 - IX FIRAE B S i ESG P SEl — N ZE 3R T,
HRE B (Inv) 2 M L PR 0.004, 38 V3R SR IIME ) 6.15%.

NITE RN A0

Table 3. Regression results of ESG performance and firm investment efficiency

7 3. ESG RIS g ZERMEVFLEER

. 1) 2 (3) 4 (5) (6)
e
Inv Inv Overinv Overinv Underinv Underinv
—0.004™ —-0.007" —0.003™"
ESG
(-8.289) (=7.091) (=5.005)
0.000 0.002** -0.001 0.002 0.000 0.001
Size
(0.474) (2.918) (-0.749) (1.436) (0.201) (1.643)
0.023"* 0.018™* 0.061"** 0.054™** -0.003 -0.006*
Lev
(6.995) (5.616) (9.579) (8.341) (-1.029) (~1.766)
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0.065™" 0.074™" 0.236™" 0.251™" -0.010 —-0.005
Roa
(7.456) (8.416) (12.267) (12.988) (-1.223) (-0.559)
0.001™" 0.001™" —0.002" —-0.002" 0.003™" 0.003™"
Tobing
(3.549) (3.427) (—1.690) (—1.806) (8.287) (8.222)
—0.029™ —0.029™ —0.090™" —0.091™ -0.021™ —0.020™
Cashflow
(—3.421) (—3.409) (—5.092) (—5.166) (—2.409) (—2.365)
—0.004™ —0.005™ —-0.008™" —0.010™" —0.003™ —-0.003"™"
Age
(—5.286) (—6.358) (—5.056) (-5.919) (—2.922) (—3.605)
-0.002 0.003 -0.009 0.001 -0.002 0.001
Indep
(—0.197) (0.321) (—0.542) (0.051) (-0.179) (0.062)
—0.011™" —0.010™" -0.011 -0.010 —0.009™ —0.008™
Fhold
(-3.014) (—2.649) (—1.559) (—1.382) (—2.409) (—2.124)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
0.061™" 0.048™" 0.092™" 0.070™" 0.060™" 0.053™"
cons
(5.165) (4.090) (4.101) (3.086) (4.787) (4.188)
N 20893 20893 8998 8998 11892 11892
R? 0.062 0.065 0.070 0.075 0.096 0.098
F 17.301 23.064 28.964 31.475 13.193 14.534

FE: ™p<0.01, “p<0.05,*p<0.10.

4.3. BEMKRI

431 BHREBRBTENEESE

A3 2% (Biddle et al., 2009) [14] IR 78 SR 0 FE A M 5% 5 3056 (1) 7 v R 3 FE A AR R 45 ek
o HIESE R WA 4 51)(1), ESG RINX LT RN R ECN-0.003, 7E 1%M/KF T 53, X llimig
PEFt ESG RILAT MR s B R0, X RIE BRI LRI TG, AT OS8R KA 52 1
B A ENEVETERT Py Y

432 BHMBTENEESE

JUEHEIE BESG VPR R B8R e B . AR A, AR, TR IR B T A 45 4k
REGRVERAE, MR TSR AT, FE— WA VPZL I 2 TR 2 o] fe 22 52 31— e R FE I
BE. FiERNSER L T IRERFER ETAE ESG BIMBIEE. BT, AN SRR, Fsh
T RIERLZE ESG PEREHRE AL OB AR I A B 5, FRRE FHREE I i ESG2: K C & AAA
SNPEITEE R T T 1 28 9 HIEUE . I 4 B1(2)~F(4) A R AT LAE i, ESG2 5% 5 8% 2 A 47
TERZ AN, D7E 1% F 3, UiiH A [H] )9 45 LR Fadd ).

>
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4.33. HEMKRE

N T VR AR AR R (ESG) 5 Wl R AR 2 [ T BB AT 7E R[] R SR A, A SR LT W e AR i fis —
Wi(Lesg) I AbFE e mE . EARZE R IR 42 4 51(5)F1%1(6), (Lesg)] REH-0.004, 7E 1%/KF T & M1,
DAL T HAE B ] U 45 SR A A )

Table 4. Robustness test
4. FRIEMRIE

B R w A T ESG RILAIRAE 7 =0 R R R
1) 2 (3) 4 (5) (6)
Biddle Inv Overinv Underinv ESG Inv
—0.003™
ESG
(—8.326)
—0.003™ —0.005™" —-0.001™"
ESG2
(—3.395) (-3.339) (-1.415)
0.821™" —0.004™
Lesg
(181.235) (-8.154)
—-0.000 0.001 0.003" —-0.000 0.003™"
Size
(-0.120) (1.428) (1.782) (-0.219) (4.375)
0.026™" 0.015™" 0.032™" —-0.002 0.014™"
Lev
(10.514) (2.977) (3.399) (-0.423) (4.082)
0.072™" 0.061™" 0.161™" 0.004 0.054™"
Roa
(10.817) (4.422) (5.788) (0.262) (5.779)
0.001™" 0.003™ 0.000 0.005™" 0.002""
Tobing
(4.706) (4.643) (0.104) (7.855) (3.764)
—0.033"™" -0.021 —0.059™ -0.014 —0.024™"
Cashflow
(-5.177) (—1.546) (-2.309) (-0.979) (—2.654)
—0.006™" —0.003™ —0.006™ —0.002" —0.007™
Age
(-9.147) (—2.647) (-2.442) (-1.811) (=7.249)
0.019™ 0.012 0.025 0.001 0.005
Indep
(2.832) (0.909) (1.074) (0.054) (0.539)
—0.005" —0.014™" —0.017" -0.007 -0.011™"
Fhold
(-1.919) (—2.662) (-1.728) (-1.284) (=2.775)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
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R
0.055"* 0.039™ 0.018 0.063"" 0.762"" 0.031™
cons
(6.201) (2.079) (0.504) (3.119) (39.911) (2.502)
N 17450 7522 3389 4127 16862 16862
R? 0.071 0.095 0.104 0.137 0.686 0.071
F 42.064 9.139 7.020 10.278 32846.277 20.390

FE: ™p<0.01, “p<0.05,*p<0.10.

5. FMaHLEI 54
5.1. PEREIRFELIR

N T RAIERSE H2, ARSI R 2R B A R, R KZ $e i B 5 2 0K, M A 3K(2)

BEAT RS -

5 BN TR LR TR AR B SR R, ()5 BIR, ESG ZEA-0.081, 7E 1%[F1/KF T &
E. HIQML KM, KZ frEoa T B8R 1 2 508-0.001, £ 1%MKF T 8E: HmAFNAE
& KZ J5, ESG RIX TR 1 & EN-0.0043, HAKHE/NTHI(2) ML xtE, B Al M F 1 ESG &
I AT LA yek 0 7 il % Je R e BT TR O PO PR AR, DT B T AP A3 B8 AR, iR 29 SRTE ESG RN A Mh 4% B 2%
g R T AR . R H2 1531 T ERIE .

Table 5. The mediating effect of financing constraints

5. MBAREIP AN

(1) 2 €))
KZ Inv Inv
—0.081™" —0.004™ —0.004™"
ESG
(—10.090) (—8.289) (—8.499)
—-0.001™"
KZ
(—3.261)
—0.081™" 0.002"" 0.002™"
Size
(—9.086) (2.918) (2.708)
6.299™ 0.018™ 0.028™"
Lev
(121.541) (5.616) (6.397)
—7.261™" 0.074™ 0.064™"
Roa
(—52.352) (8.416) (6.800)
0.411™" 0.001™" 0.002™"
Tobing
(62.944) (3.427) (4.446)
—15.765™" —0.029™" —0.052""
Cashflow
(—116.930) (—3.409) (—4.702)
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HO
dm
B
o
B

0.246™" —0.005™ —0.005™"
Age
(18.404) (—6.358) (—5.895)
0.274" 0.003 0.003
Indep
(1.929) (0.321) (0.365)
—0.519™" —0.010™" -0.010™"
Fhold
(-9.067) (—2.649) (—2.849)
Year Yes Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes Yes
0.100 0.048™ 0.049™"
cons
(0.538) (4.090) (4.103)
N 20893 20893 20893
R? 0.773 0.065 0.066
F 6910.704 23.064 21.830

FE: ™p<0.01, “p<0.05,*p<0.10.

5.2. M FEER PN

N T RAFRBE H3, AR FE 2 (Rep) i, HMEAXQ@) TR . BAARRIHZ R 6 71
V)~FI@)Fw, FI(L)FEH ESG KI5 Rep KFIRECN 0.15, 7 1%HI/KTF R R, XEH R LI ESG R
A LUE B T b 725, ghah, 51(3)3 B, Rep XAk % % 2R i) R H0N-0.001, 7 5%HI/KF T 53,
Yo Al R R, R AR IR/ AR E Rep 2 J5, ESG RILMIRECN-0.0042, HAXHA
KTFNQMLXME, KRNI ESG RILA] LARFH L E %, HAEEAE ESG RIS A 5 3k 1)
S AR B TR A AR . AR H3 43 BIGHIE .

Table 6. The mediating effects of corporate reputation and environmental uncertainty
= 6. A FEERFETHE MR PN

@) O] ®) 4) ®) (6)
Rep Inv Inv Eu Inv Inv
0.150™" -0.004™" -0.004™" -0.180"" -0.004"" -0.001™
ESG
(13.115) (-8.289) (-6.687) (-22.124) (-8.289) (-2.013)
-0.001™
Rep
(=2.249)
0.018™
Eu
(43.283)
1.486™" 0.002" 0.002" —0.010 0.002"* 0.002"*
Size
(117.871) (2.918) (2.719) (-1.098) (2.918) (3.861)
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-1.604"" 0.018™" 0.018™" 0.254™ 0.018™ 0.014™
Lev
(-21.307) (5.616) (4.752) (4.837) (5.616) (4.310)
21.652™" 0.074™" 0.110™" —0.083 0.074™ 0.076™"
Roa
(107.532) (8.416) (8.298) (-0.586) (8.416) (8.815)
0.106™" 0.001™* 0.001™ 0.054™* 0.001* 0.000
Tobing
(10.993) (3.427) (2.198) (8.132) (3.427) (0.975)
2.540™ -0.029"" -0.026™" -1.101"" -0.029"" —0.009
Cashflow
(13.089) (—3.409) (-2.637) (-8.002) (—3.409) (-1.103)
-0.201"" -0.005"" -0.007"" 0.014 -0.005™" -0.006™"
Age
(-10.479) (—6.358) (—6.645) (12.007) (—6.358) (=7.252)
0.738™" 0.003 —0.001 0.063 0.003 —0.001
Indep
(3.672) (0.321) (—0.053) (0.436) (0.321) (-0.091)
0.476™" -0.010"" —0.005 -0.205™" -0.010"" -0.006"
Fhold
(5.821) (-2.649) (-1.317) (-3.553) (—2.649) (-1.664)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
—28.936"" 0.048™" 0.040™ 2.130™" 0.048™ 0.005
cons
(-109.160) (4.090) (2.286) (11.337) (4.090) (0.451)
N 17288 20893 17288 20521 20893 20521
R? 0.765 0.065 0.067 0.073 0.065 0.143
F 5794.732 23.064 18.583 106.434 23.064 210.313

E: ™p<0.01, "p<0.05 "p<0.10,

5.3. MEARTHEMNP NV

N T BRI HA, ARSCHI APREEA I E PE(Bu) &, M 1 AR @RS ETRL . A
PR R A 2508 SR 45 SR N2 6 31(4)~F1(6) Tz, H1(4) 45 i B ESG FHXT Eu i) 2% h—0.18, HIE 1%
MK 2, Ui R A1 ESG RILAT LARR LIRS AT e . 541, %1(6)+ Eu 1 &%k 0.018,
FE 1%M)7KF 3, XU IS E VE 5 AR B R 2 (A AR A G K &R ESG 1 & %8-0.001,
/NT5(2) ESG RIKF MV AR BCR M43t B LRSS R U R IF I ESG R IUM Tk H AT ab 3R A
B P, SEEL T SR R AR 3, HRSEANH e AR = AR T R AER o R HA 183 T

BE.

6. RERMTH

AFEHIAT LA TS 20 ESG RILMARML IR B R 2 A1 AR Z = Ao ? ML T AR mio geqmlk, mioie

ATV EAE 2 e B RE AR T ML AR SRR i3 T (e e

F A
‘Emﬂ% ’

2017) [15]0 N T B0FIX — i, ARHE BB
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JHO

R

JRFAATT FRIAH S S S AR SCHR, AR SCIEAE 1 v FERIE I3 I B PR B2 2% 2012 4EEAT I (BT & mAT Ak
HRIEE) , FFSH T 2010 FHEAG R ATR) (CETTA R MEE BIEEIRR) o ATE TR
GAT W HAR GRS . KT KL R 1aE (DL Ak, HUES . A GEAR. BRIE. W25, K.
GigAs HEE LUK IET 16 M7k ASOR EIRAT b S H AT MR 2 s GeAT ol AR AT sy
AEFTT AT

APk P [ENASE R a2 7 FroR, AR ZI(L) A4 ESG REAT UL H, kR4 ESG LI
A S AR T GAT W B A IR SRR A SR T RCR s TS AAT L ESG A% 09-0.004, HAXHE
ANFARREGRAT L ESG RIL AR, RRWIRT BN mis RAT LA VK ESG A 2y T A BUSEAR X
B55, Pl AEmTE GAT AL RAFH) ESG RIS A b B AR SR THIE B R 2 .

Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis of different industries
F= 7. AEATAL SRS

E| =Y |4 =5 AT
1 (2 3 4 ®) (6)
Inv Overinv Underinv Inv Overinv Underinv
—0.005™" —-0.007™" —0.003™ —0.004™ —0.006™" —-0.002"
ESG
(~7.390) (—6.200) (—4.980) (—4.021) (-3.610) (—1.754)
0.003™" 0.004™" 0.002"™ -0.001 -0.002 -0.001
Size
(3.964) (2.676) (2.338) (—0.726) (—1.177) (—0.587)
0.013™" 0.047™ —0.008™ 0.031™" 0.068™" —-0.000
Lev
(3.410) (5.970) (—2.126) (5.096) (6.079) (—0.026)
0.049™" 0.194™ -0.011 0.144™ 0.364™" 0.020
Roa
(4.925) (8.476) (—1.133) (8.015) (10.270) (1.102)
0.001™" —0.002" 0.003™" 0.001" -0.001 0.003™"
Tobing
(2.750) (—1.945) (6.744) (1.709) (—0.303) (4.385)
-0.016 —0.055™" -0.019" —0.066™" —0.169™" —0.030"
Cashflow
(-1.589) (—2.605) (—1.886) (—4.098) (—5.348) (-1.776)
—-0.006™" -0.013"™" —0.003™ —0.003™ —-0.003 —-0.003™
Age
(-6.311) (—6.472) (-3.015) (-2.053) (—1.240) (—1.982)
—-0.008 -0.018 —-0.005 0.029" 0.044 0.015
Indep
(-0.817) (—0.890) (-0.441) (1.654) (1.427) (0.802)
-0.013"™" -0.023"™" -0.007 0.001 0.020" —-0.010
Fhold
(—3.135) (—2.739) (-1.521) (0.079) (1.695) (—1.418)
Year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ind Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

>
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gk
0.034 0.047 0.040™ 0.083™ 0.105™* 0.086™*
cons
(2.397) (1.697) (2.709) (3.796) (2.664) (3.540)
N 13685 5679 8003 7200 3313 3886
R2 0.077 0.087 0.117 0.041 0.065 0.052
F 14.902 19.998 10.641 11.709 15.184 4.815

FE: ™p<0.01, “p<0.05,*p<0.10.

7. B 5B

TE X7 N, RERGHATREE5, RER ESG M ME H#H K, ESG 5 4uifH
FEH IR A = ) 2 A B T 2 T 200k &R, BB 2 1A IE S IN7E ESG 7 TH AR AEIX LT 5T,
AL T R E 2015 2022 FEHRITE A I BT ARERFAREAR, SHIERE T ESG RISk
BRBERZ P RR FARGEREH: SVJEIH RIFH ESG RILAT LURFH L % 5 2k, B3R T
TEAEWNAVER R . hAh, HLEIRIG R B B ESG I AT UM I B i W 205k . ST 2R/ FR
BN 2 VERAR TV R R0 . bAh, @ B Ml R B T mis eAT ok, AR s ST AR T
ESG PR A V3R B8R (SR FHAE RE T N .

W FREEW, AT ER:

ESG F IR U (1) A b 4% B2 2 R sy, BT Ak Bz st T H & ESG 7T N 5588k I fES
ELARES, EEAMINAL ESG KEHR, I ESG KEH &SI A%, JFm 5 TA#% ESG #
&, B BT

VB )RR 3 51 ESG (5 B4R Y, 1REE REWE, SNBSS @ BRI VaE R, Bk
F A AR AT, R A S BR %, RN IR EEA M, XA Re ek A 08 R i & .

B B AL 5EE ESG WA R, BIEE ESGC @ik Rz d, MBS 5 B E M brtE, ik
FFK AN ESG A5 v Lh 3G aR, Ik Ak i ik % ESG {5 B RIAETT J1E, Inadxt Erifll ESG 4 i
5 S5 EE, ik ESG 15 B E M BUFthE R T BURER Mg R ESG 412, RIFETI
AIRREEE R R
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