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Abstract

Against the backdrop of achieving a carbon peak by 2030 and carbon neutrality by 2060, the ESG
concept is in line with China’s sustainable development strategy. As an important part of the finan-
cial system, commercial banks have the responsibility to promote green finance. Good ESG perfor-
mance can help promote the coordinated development of enterprises and the environment, and
provide financial support for the realization of the “dual-carbon” goal. However, as banks aim to
make profits, excessive pursuit of returns often increases liquidity risk. Therefore, it is of great
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significance to explore the impact of ESG performance on the liquidity risk of commercial banks and
its underlying mechanisms. This paper takes 38 Chinese banks as research subjects, systematically
combs the relationship between their ESG performance and liquidity risk, and conducts an empiri-
cal study. By introducing mediating variables, this paper further explores the mechanism of ESG
performance on commercial banks’ liquidity risk. The empirical results show that there is a signif-
icant negative correlation between banks’ ESG performance and liquidity risk, which provides the-
oretical support for preventing and controlling liquidity risk and promoting sustainable economic
development.
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1. 5|

H 2004 4F 6 H, BCAEERIEH ESG M&, #IANEAY . HETHTAMARRE, M RrER
J ARLEAL 2 A A2 INAT, ) ESG RAHFEHE 7B G . ESG ZER MV AER BT R K 45 A H IR B
MLMAHR R, 6 EPR R TR R RIS, IR E S Rk RPN 0K H bR A5
Ji iR R B B

W E R AR IR S 7E 2019 SRR AT (O THESNIRAT M AN ER G 3 i & R R (8 5 L) Hhom i 2R R 4
g, HERNRDARAT L SIS A RESAH O BENLE], ¥ ESG BRIANFAGHAE, I—-FMHRE
BHEEE . 2022 FRATH) CGRATIAREG LS B SRR 51 ) HE— 25 BRI ARAT MRS v 4 40 6 4 il
¥ ESG RIEMANEEARR, LR EAFEERIE, HNDKEFRFIZ G R RIS FE

1E ESG BARRILMsLIA K ZH A TH, FEATHAT 7T 208 . FisfRe5(2023) DA E A i B A #]
NWFFEREA, @I AR BEF ORI, B A mT DUE I 3 Ay R . R Rl i AR S R
NS i) S A 42 1 2 2 R AL ) ESG R BL[1]. T F2(2023) LArF [ A B LT A FONEE RS, MK
BEARTEIROR] DA 4R T+ AL i) ESG R IA[2]. W 5B AN SR H H (2023) 48 Hh 25 75 S bG m 2 38 5 38 n 718 e
JIRHE R — I ESG LK itk AR A SR [3] . ELRBAASE(2023) i@t AT 7 [ A i BT AR, KB
FRIE Y R)HEE” rTLUR R Ak ESG JyTHE B R IR R [4]. A FUF1 T SR (2023) B FU R B, b
JTBUN B MR FEZE 715 BT A ESG RIMZ AR TEM SRR, M7 BUN B RIMRFEZ L 12
BERHE LT A F ) ESG KIU[S]. A ITMIZE(2023) W FL R I, Al ak th BILE K T4 n] DAE SR T Ak
) ESG &I, #iMH2m ESG RIMIKI-[6].

KT TN RES s R 2, FF AT T 7 2 PR . B8 P45 I P9 S 42 il o == B H i, S
TEWE AL S R ARAT B M RS 1 O R, 285 SR R ILTE i ML AR AT P s 2 il e 70 5 FLImt st IRV 2 [ A7 E Ut
TR N FE R [7]. BaiJ Z5(2017) i1 My @M S ME A AR E(LML), WF70 R, LML Him, EDifsh
PEAAHZ IR RO =1, ARAT B 7T RELE SR L (3] 8]

7E ESG RV RAT IR B 1 R FETH, XIEFE A 4k € (2024) K 2023 H-7E (B FIIESR 22 5 Fr b i)
54 FKAATIE NI FUREAIR L ESG AHRAT IR ME XS Km0, B FC 4 R0, 3R ESG Siain] Lhd
FEARAN 1R Bk L A5 R0 5 2R R U 45 5 38R B AR v R AT I Bl PR R [9] - RIS, R it R R 455 (2024)
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FIH A R TTERAT 1000 5 B A ESG WA LRI, RAFH) ESG R LU I BE m AR AT I E A 45 3K
TSR AR A P AR AT O U sh PR U2 [10]. 1732 H 45(2023)i@ 5 2015 4F% 2019 A [E i A & B/ H i
W\ 2 5 & DU Tl B A WL SR 2 RIRFIE I AR BE AR AR, JlI R A R 73y ESG A R FIIE ESG A H],
RIS BUE ESG X B ZEH sl M XS 1% BB s mi[11]. 2R IR E A R PE4E (2023) 3 T 2018~2022 4 H it I
T 13 ZKEARAT 100 55 B AREARB T 9T, WFREE RN, &2 A EREN MR, A
ESG Ik, b p I ARAT i s M KB R /N[ 12] 6

AFEE THRATR B IE KR E F BB HESE, 48R T 4RAT ESG RIS a1 KU 2 [8] ) 2. 3 fuAH
KRR AR, $&TF ESG WA B TR M K . AL B = S i dh i $em A v, M
85 6] G Al T 7 0 B AN B AN B B

2. HIEERSERSH
2.1. ESG TR

ESG W& i R IAEESL, WA T 5 CSR AT A, WM S, ESG REF M. A ff b & >
WIS G . AL AR B GE . NIRRT TR, M SN IR I 4G, BIBWER T “A
REZNG, BOZRFMEUE” IR, K CHREIRE” MEN ESG A R ) —IUE BN . 4L TT T AR
fb Rty ggme, EEW B0 TR BABGERY, & E RRREMER, X0 fEiE,
PR ARG TR A B, AL SRR A RIRE D RS TS O NS SRR, s ML oL M,
ONFLIE AR, RS HAE, Xt EoREE A S WAL EN SE . WA FNE ZUEE. HEA
A HIRCR . BRI F 0% ORI 0T B DA BRT HA 30 AT 1] R K B b B [13]

2.2. ENSRITRENME KB 15T IR

FNARAITAE Ny —Fr iy, BT 2B IR EAY, TTERELE R RBFZET, A
MR 1 Al s imsh i i “Bleiirb W M. Hal, mARATHREHIEE B S E, Faifha Bl
HIATEE . AR LRI A e, MR B, — R T — PR sh i AR B L], IR
T AR R R TT 58 . TR EERA S SR P KU ) M S PR . AEBCERRR b, S5 S b E R SEERE DL, 2
SLIE A E SR MR RS PP AR R, NI E R b R R S e BUE T S B SR

2.3. ESG FIM 3tk sR1T7 14 KUBE B9 S Mim 47 38

ESG [KZ@ i 2 AL RV ARAT A sl i WU AL BB . 10, PR IR R ] Rl ik A
PEy ARBERSE TSN RAT 012, IR ARAT R BE 238 NG A BT KRS, AT RE IR BRI . 8 11K
LFEAR, X AT R A BTt BEm e s v . At BT, AR S ST G AR,
AT AR R 5 OE, WRRAT RSB AL S DRI RE,  ATRE BRI AR B A T A1)
YL, BETIEIRAE AR . B, RERESMITI T, HRAT i B W] R BB R B R A B
RREGREIRGE L, HIAT AT AL, FEHEAESERE, WS BUBAR MG H AR K
SR PO, BET BRGNS R .

MEER A EORF, R AR G BOR OV IX —HLI S it 12 Ai . ARIEZ IR, BRAT AL ESRIE AR 2 »
ERP i S e LR BRI Z 0T R 2 . FERAT RAEFE 0 % i€ ESG I, T A& BALH A A 25
MRBE TR, AITFEFHEEEHL . EHVRRRBE SR Y, XLHT e B v AR . AT
B e BRI I A AN = RIS G, U HGRAE GRTLAL B s R, AT
B MR S, X R A S5 e, B AR AROR 2 B RO AL 2 BA S F A (2 IR
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AT RE T e R A B R AT -

HFE, BB, ESG RIAMLE L MRAT R st X, il 24> th /AR B X — 5%
F, KRR — AR ACE . A7 5E 6 L (Loan-to-Deposit Ratio, LDR) sk 1 #4747 7 &L
WS EICGS B R, 8 R U B ARAT ARG DR AR 2 — o Rt AT, ESG RIL
AR TR, P R R ML ARAT RIS R . BAKTT S, Bimii) ESG R BLE R AR 7T
FERBRI . A TUEM A FRA BT RIS, A7 5T 0 BT LA BRAT I sh PR B AR O F bR, AR UK
AR T EE R AEM.

ity B ordr, $RHBR HL AVEBE H2.

H1: ESG RINS L iy fg b ARAT Sl 1 KU AT 7 [ 520

H2: fF4EtfiitfE ESG RIS Ll RV ARAT IR BV MRS Z A A 4% A A

3. it
3.1 HEGE

KB 1, AR SR R R
Y., = &, + 4ESG,, + @, TOP10;  + a,SIZE,, + @,RATIO; + 2;CAR;, + 2, NET;, + &,RRR; , + st + i, +&;, (1)
ARH, Y AR RS R, ESG MRS B AT ESG H I,
TOP10. SIZE. RATIO. CAR. NET. RRR JN¥#=#|4 & ., TOP10. SIZE. RATIO. CAR. NET. RRR
o, WIEVARS, oy AEIARBO, g IRFBAT MK RS, g R SN, & ABENLIEZE
W, | FRERAT, t TR,

32. TEREX

321 HMETE

AR SCI B AR B R ARAT PO B MR o FH B —FR bR R I A4, HLAS AR 2 (Al feA7E—
SERFR, RIAE 25 B 48 br BE 0% T 4 i B P ML AR AT R s e U, I ELURAS or b, 4RAT THI X i 3h
PR AR [14] 0 A SCAE FH 32 500 20 Bkt A N L . AN RBSERR L FESEak bRl %7 R R A sh itk
B R ARSI TR (Y) R FOR AR T I sh M R . Bk BB 1 B

Table 1. Component score coefficient matrix

1 MBS0 RYWIERE

B AR5 B
%

1 2 3 4
AN 0.707 -0.147 0.166 -0.026
TRITHRHE -0.562 —0.065 0.011 0.083
FELTER A 0.108 0.108 1.032 0.021
BE R A -0.072 0.021 0.022 1.01
MBI S -0.064 1.009 0.109 0.021
B ERS T
WERE T WUNOE SR K TT 29
HAFR 5y .
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WA 1 TR 45 R AR BT B i 2 T ek O &R

Y, =0.707X, — 0.562X, +0.108X, — 0.072X,, —0.064X 2
Y, = —0.147X, —0.065X,, +0.108X, +0.021X, +1.009X @)
Y, =0.166X, +0.011X, +1.032X, +0.022X,, +1.01X, @
Y, =—0.026X, +0.083X, +0.021X, +1.01X,, +0.021X, )

LT B, R RS BB T KSR I B R AR I TR A SO
Y =0.33736/0.86979*Y, +0.20765/ 0.86979*Y, +0.17117 / 0.86979*Y, +0.1536/0.86979*Y,  (6)

e IR FR ) B AABUE RN 230, AT AT LA 2] 2014 42~2023 F3RE 38 Zrg b ARAT IR sh 1 X,
Broi e AR bR, HEMAS ) 1A SCIAED PR AR &Y .

3.2.2. RBETE

AW T LLAEUEN LA ESG $8EUN T B A &, XHRE RO AAT IR BRI SR L2 THESTE A
AR EGTRGIAT T . AEIE ESG P R BN SRR E = AN T R, R KBEERAR @A T
AN ZIRTENFERR, FIH 130 RFMREEAR, W& abaxs ol n] KEl kg ffE T 17 2 miri. [\
I, AHFFTA 2009 4E 3 HIFHE, MFREE. o MaBE = AN 7 ot v [ BT A 7 k2 AR AKCEHEAT T3
VT, HARG RN, BT IR RRE, 2R E AR TR S )12 K. HBIE ESG
T BCR A “AAA-C” JLRY, 20 BIXT S ARATI ESG FIAVIAF = AN 2y AT IRy, Hid “AAA-
C” MIURSEI LAY, EMDR. Hha ARG =N EEA B RIS, BIFEORY(E). #E&5TE(S)
MAFNEE(G) S = I 8AT, H ESG RIMME m. Hrf, AAA. AA. A. BBB ¥7r ESG KK ERESE,
BB. B. CCC #*/x ESG [3#3{H, C I CC #&/x ESG K& )5 -
3.2.3. {THIELE

ASCEEUHT R AR L] . BRAT IR, PRRLEL R AT R, BRI RS REH AR,
YN ERAT P . AR IR B . Bk e L 2 FR.

Table 2. Variable definition
Fz2 TEEX

Byl 5 2R AR
b R B Y TN M U S5 A BE SR AR F G ST
AL ESG wind #£iIF ESG HE4FE ESG £
TOP10 BT R IR R L 451 [IREPNE RS S SY N
SIZE HRAT A AT ST H
RATIO PR 2 JBE AR B ZR i B e
P A &= . , e
CAR PERTE R A0 R ART IR A 72 7
NET AR R 2 S NETE=T N
RRR e & a R e HE & S ARAT AR 3R

3.3. HIEFKIR
TE 7050 7% [ BUHE v A5 S i 2 ) 284 |, B EX 2014-2023 4% 38 ZR i AR AT B Z= 1 HdE1F
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NFEAR . AT R oRIE T Wind Bt e, 22, [RAEMT, ARO5ME, ST e W, & E AT
B, FEBLERA L, AT RAER R T LR AR O T OREREE RS, HIER TS 3 BB
ERIREAS O T RSG5 IR IR R, SR 1 AN S PR BOE X T A BE AT 1% K1 14 R AL B

4. SBIEERS 5t

4.1, RS

Table 3. Descriptive statistics

= 3. fdkttgt

AR N H{E PRtz B/ME L ON
Y 843 66.48 13.95 43.91 186.4
ESG 843 5.708 0.726 3 7
TOP10 843 68.99 19.58 27.73 98.13
SIZE 843 28.74 1.464 25.59 31.43
RATIO 843 12.49 1.638 8.402 18.21
CAR 843 0.0734 0.00811 0.0519 0.0947
NET 843 40.9 8.962 13.59 69
RRR 843 13.19 2.397 105 20

M 3 T UE H, FMARAT TSN M R S (Y 66.48, AnifE220y 13.95, fe/MEMEKAA 735 N
43.91 #1186.39, HA—ERIENME, HABEAE GBI, HAZEF, ESG WIrHEA 571, brif
#0.73, BLHHAAE ESG Wor BN G, K2 Kl ESG RILZEFAK.

4.2. HXMERH
Table 4. Correlation coefficient
=4 HEMRH
Y ESG TOP10 SIZE RATIO CAR NET RRR
Y 1
—0.105%** 1
ESG
0.0023
—0.122%**  0,120%** 1
TOP10
0.0004 0.0005
—0.361*** 0.267*** 0.706*** 1
SIZE
0 0 0
—0.137%**  —0.143*** = —0.141*** = —0.257*** 1
RATIO
0.0001 0 0 0
CAR —0.083** —0.095*** —0.358*** —0.358*** 0.495*** 1
0.0161 0.0055 0 0 0
NET —0.152*** 0.065* 0.309*** 0.355*** —0.167*** —0.346*** 1
0 0.0589 0 0 0 0
RRR —0.488***  —0.167***  (.155*** 0.153*** 0.375%** 0.298*** 0.210%*** 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
VE: xR R RIERORTE 10%. 5%, 1% S EMKTF T EE.
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WAL 4 FRMEDHTRIRL, BLARAT AT TS 5 2 N R B BB UK. B, A%
B R ANV R KM N—0.488, BUEHE S B2 A B T Zm st /), $RAE5E &gz . AT SR
ZPE RS AR SO —0.361, MUK, ah KRR, I RRRAT R S 2 s P B BT . B+
RIBEARFE B L) S P ARG th 2 0 2 A oG, I AR B PP B B BRAT e s P RS RAI, - DR R IR AR A e ik
SRBESTRE . BRAT IO B A BE 0 (B B v A 3R) S sl v XU (KA S 1 9 -0.152, WY vy 23 A RE 0 IR ARAT BE B 4
RIS R TE oK . ESG R I, UL R ATE L R SRaPE R Hoe, MRS, B3R
B LA S AR A B ARAT U B M U A1

LREKAE, XERBEILFE R CERATIORE . BEARTE A BORE . IREERE ) S B AT R S)
PG B P A B LR . A R KU P R A BB A RE, DARBRSE ML RIRE 77, BERS 5 5 B%
RARAT AOUR B E ARS8 55 T B0 5 A T 3 e s W0k

4.3. BEAEEYISHT

ESG RIS i ML ARAT AL Sl 1k XU (52 Wi S (R VA 5 SR USRI o IS SR 3% 5 fos, He3il(1)
A AR 25 R, 31(2) )75 RE 2 AL & i PR 45

Table 5. Benchmark regression analysis

F 5. FHERESH

@) @)

RIMAFERIA & PO Fz A%
~2.613%** ~1.920%**
=S¢ (-4.59) (-3.51)
A R i
RO ENE R A i i
R ) 1] 5 R 75 il i
84.51%** ~914,9%**
con (9.66) (-7.22)
N 843 843
R-sq 0.310 0.389

He * xR RIIRIRTE 10%. 5% 1% 8 E MK TR,

51(1). F)(2)IelA%s R B, 4T ESG RIS, B TRIRshE RS K TE . FAG R T X
HRAT IR B RUS: B FEHE B VT 20 HT 45 51, 2 B o ANEL & ) AR & R R A D N 32 1) 28 S At . 25 ROk
ESG R I AP T i th) 5 sh XS B3 A2, R ESG RIS, HRATHIM s RS K. 1X—5%
REIAEER—E, WK ER ESG RILAEWSH MIRFHRAT i@t 5 XS 68 /1. BARBUE LR 5.
4.4, NEMLLIE

AT IRNBSRER RS S ESG BRI MM E R R, ASCHEHRT WA M, BRI RITI s PR
65 ESG R I I8 [ [m) IR R 5k R AT SRS P AEPERZ I . AR SC PAARRFEE(2022) FIE 70 i R o FEmt, KA
BBt BTk, SFEARMATH ESG RIZZ LM ESG-MEAN JHTIHEMRL: . — 7, #HhlX
#RAT ESG 15 S A IZE){H ESG-MEAN ASsZ i e My ARAT I sl RS, w52 T WA AL EE ip T B AR &
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WRERISMEME A 535, T8 ATFECRAAE RS AL, [Hk, %48 MTRAT ESG PRI IR
{i ESG-MEAN SHEAMRATIN ESG FEEEAFAERGRIMARINE[15] . P ZEPERSG ) [BIH SR AEE 6 T

Table 6. Endogeneity treatment

< 6. NEMRIE
—Fr B A ZBr B EH
Y Y
_1.920***
ESG
(-3.51)
—1.914*=*
ESGhat
(-2.11)
AR Eietal Eietial
A [8] 5 25 8E Eiial Eietidl
) ][] 52 R4 8L Eiial ezl
—914 9%+ —974.6%**
cons
(=7.22) (-7.77)
N 843 843
R-sq 0.389 0.383

He *, xR RIIRIRTE 10%. 5% 1% 8 E MK TR,

WyEL 6 MIALIRE R, JIN ESG fibr/a, FARAT ESG RIS H a1 KU HL A B 2 (14 47 [ 3L
82, WAt ESG RILMIGETHAE s B B FEARIL s 1 KUz, I AN (] H R 2518 /2 — 3R, RWIIR AL T
HAzgRa 7 RgH TR ERR R, Jf HIXE T HARIIERGZ & B 2.

45. REMKRIE
451 FHFERBETE

HEEF| ESG RPN ARATH AN KU 2 [ 7] BEAF £ BN R K &R, A SOR R AR B ESG R
i Ja — IR IR A ST LA R AR . o 28 (1) SRS RIS R 45, B8PS T 4%
HASE, Jf S R AR AR, ISR 1S AR A [ 2 RN . BARE IR SSR TR 4 7.

Table 7. Robustness test
F= 7. REMRE

(1) (2
Y Y
—2.060%** —1.268%*
L.ESG
(-3.33) (-2.09)
Pl & Fpr ] 5 il
AR ] 52 2B £t 5 il
I ) [ 355 P P
82.90%* —884.8%**
cons
(9.33) (~6.06)
N 753 753
R-sq 0.265 0.332
T kL AR PR RIROREE 10%. 5% 1% KR B3
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M 7 IR SE RS, WG — R AR B ESG R I R M AR AT IR Bl Atk IR B 5 M 78 P A A 7 o
PIRE N ERIMAEHIAERFQ)FF, LESG A% N-2.060, t{HN-3.33, EREE; MM
PHIR B Q)54, LESG &K/ ~-1.268, t 1 5-2.09, (HIKIREE . XK, EIEAEZRH
fh A B IL R, WG — I ESG 28 BN 214 Fi 7 B 1k JXUR: 1) 6 T 5 1 A AR B 2
452 BREBETE

Y 0 AR A R P M AR AT 1) DAL 3 e X B % e Ay 2 S B M M e s R 1R I B0 1 B 25 R (LCR) I
PR AT R 56 o

Table 8. Robustness test
< 8. FREMRI

)
LCR
—6.389***
ESG
(—2.81)
P AL B P
—3693.7***
cons
(=7.02)
AL 5E RN il
IS 151 [ 5 288 P
N 843
R-sq 0.204

e w0 RORTE 10%. 5% 1% KN B3

BIHHTE R BTN, 2R iR B O Tl PR 5 R (LCR)I, ESG R I, AT RBUARFF I EL
Bl HATHUREE, AL BB AR R S R R S R M B . AR S, ESG &
Y5 LCR R RF MR, RYCN-6.389, LKW ESG PFr i HIRAT H i sh I 7 5 B, BAASE v L
% 8,

4.6. AP

N T RAERT ESG RILFL W W ARAT I M KU AE I L] BB 7041, AR “ESG I - pkAR
ITAE BT B - P ARAT IR AR 7 JRIE H R, X ESG R IR M i M ARAT I sl 1% KU 4 FH ML 3247

SRR TS5 70 -
TEOCEERL b, M T — SR A ERB, DAIGE ESG 15 F 2406t i M ARAT T B M U < KU A%
S
Y., = oy +4ESG;  + SControl,  + 1 + 44, + &, (7
ESG RI—n MV AR AT A7 BT 87 f5 L— o MV ARAT VR Bl 12 A YR -
LOAN;, = &, + 6,ESG; , + AControl, , + 1, + 14, + &, (8)
Y. = By + BLOAN, , + B,ESG,,, +yControl;  + g + 14, + &, 9)

Horp, $oRAR Ry, AARIRAT 142 ¢ RN MR KU KT, DR AR i ESG AURERAT | 1Y ESG R
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JKF-. Control (e FARAT IR 5 5 MR TGRSR, g, AFHUT MBI AN, gq 1T 5238051,
&, ABEHLR T
ESG L - FIHRAT 1755 5 M EL — L7900 M IR 8 ] 145 S 25 8 e

Table 9. Mediation effect test
9. PN

@) ) ®)

Y LDR Y
—1.920%** 0.00500%** —1.800%**
ESG
(-3.51) (2.66) (-3.28)
—23.95%*
LDR
(-2.28)
325 i) A% et ezl et
AR [8] 5 348 el el el
B 1] ] 72 R il el el
—914.9%** 1.885%** —869.8%+*
cons
(-7.22) (4.33) (6.80)
N 843 843 843
R-sq 0.389 0.178 0.393

M * *x, R RIIRIRTE 10%. 5% 1% 8 E MK TR,

MG 9 WAL AR, ESG RIINHA SN XS A B, Il i A7 D 565 L] 5 2 i sl vk X
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