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Abstract

Against the backdrop of the deepening promotion of the global concept of sustainable development,
environmental, social and governance (ESG) performance has become an important consideration for
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corporate operations. This paper takes Shanghai and Shenzhen A-share listed companies from 2009 to
2023 as the research object, and explores the inhibitory effect of ESG performance on corporate risk
and its mechanism of action. The results show that good ESG performance can significantly reduce cor-
porate risk, and this conclusion remains robust after a series of endogeneity tests and robustness tests.
Mechanism tests show that ESG performance effectively reduces corporate risk by alleviating corpo-
rate financing constraints and agency problems. This study provides new empirical evidence for un-
derstanding the impact of ESG performance on corporate risk, and provides practical guidance for pro-
moting corporate sustainable development and risk management.
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1. 5|

B AR AT RRAR R R B S IR ANHESE, MV E AL B ARSI R AE TIRZIAE 5. [ 2009 ik, i
T AL R SRR 2 AR RS 2 U0 Ik R T A2 IR, X R A E AR
TSR St R, B ENE., 5K ZE, B ESG (Environment-Social Respon-
sibility-Corporate Governance) & . & FRTGEN, ESG 1k RV EINKE. 2006 F, WA E SR 7T
fEHE R (UNPRIIEA: , % 2024 4F 9 AKX, ABRCVH 5347 FHUMINA PRI, 220K 57~ 3 s i
B R 2024 4F 6 H R 2 s 128.4 Jife3E 0 b R E, ESG BURSUS FIFFFFE K 7). 2018 4F, 1l
BT (BT ARNAEAEN) , #0301 ESG 15 B EE A ANESE . 2024 4 2 H, IRIL 5 Pk & KA
(EmARREE R EIRETRT) , #HE3) A I BT AR ESG 5 BB NI B R4 11 H, WEGH
AT (AR AT 5 R4 U ——FEAHE N GXAT) ) ) 2 [ X 48— [P AT R B E Mk R B8 E 24, ESG
W HHB AT “HikIRE” .

JUERTRFEL R B AN T2 NERILR, BRiUIE KEMACK ESG 5 B4 5 AUE N BUR & 1)
—ANFBL WA T ESG WU AT A 2 1E SOBTUR ITHFE, A RENS ST R 1) B R A . A ERTE A
THREVE 2 M AFAE R N 2L ESG I Saiff va RS B A 2k L B A LA, W1 2015 4F35 v #3567 Al
SRS S AR 54T, PRFAVRA S IREVEIH: 2017 fRREfrh: 1) A e 4 ROmpt il i, 44
LTRBR SR AN FEVE: 2020 FEHG MM S50, A mVABRIA A 1, R — % T XIS
AFW], ESG KI5 b RS S AR . fE AT RREER R . ESG B3 H &R AL B A ESG 1A R ALK
M =N, A ESG RILAET A B MMV HCA ARG . LIl E R R, AR )

T, AR ESG RILLUTE R FA e THREM Br. CHMFRY, ESG RILALH B & 52T+
AR ™ 1] (O75EWI5E, 2023). SR HOREIRI[2] (MRS, 2024) A K& 425 24 [3] (At
45, 2023), HEHRTHAMEANE 4] (F4AS, 2022). [, ESG FHLE i Mk A5 FIFREL[5] (Z=H4E4%, 2022).
B AR AL R 55 B AR [6] [7] (BRBOZESE, 2019; F3AKEE, 2022) LA KA K #M AL [8] (4L ZE 5%, 2022)
7= R IR . IhAh, ESG RILIEHLIE LR & A AN A PE[9] (Ashwin 45, 2016)-5 i S 3l M
[10] (ZEWeH5E, 2023). £ ESG RILG MR K R ITTH, AV RME 78 riEdE. 4, Hong
LEHERIR: PRI (2024 5 R FHMIME) .
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& Kacperczyk (2009) K3, ESG FRINHL 2 I Al 5145 5 B YR 4 WK [11]; Jagannathan %5 A (2018) B 5T
BE—ESE T ESG RIS AMVAE RS Z [R5 G K & [12]; Li Hao %5 A (2022) A 7E R B, T &
ESG 1T REMS i 2 PR A B 2 KU [13]: E RN 55 (2022) BTSRRI 1 JE #8717 ESG R ILXS Ak
S AR R [14], %%, IXUEHFFONERR ESG RIMMESRME T 2 WA MIESR . R, RECHT
IR T —EikE, MIRGERMBAEE, IR E X E T35 1) ESG I U 5400 £k U & 3 P 7E
VB FALI AR FEAT AN A

YTk, AL 2009 4 F 2022 AFIFUR A B BT A REF TN G, KRR T ESG RPN Al KRS (15
M) J LA FA ML o ASHIF 780 TR 32 BEARINAE : 55—, ASTUEAFEIIE T ESG RPN b JRURS: 1 4 il 45
NELRE ESG H AL RS 2 (M (2 BRI T AR, 8 TSR BRI, 5, @i
ESG RILMIEHINLH], 7R T ESG TEZAMRRh BT 24 SRR i) o 1) OGS E IR Il 2 A0 A A 2
EPRAL T BRSBTS, ARRFSRAE TR E IR A B BT AL, vERRE ESG fEH E KR E T3
BE s ML SR T AR AR A, ChHESh h E ESG SEBRI AT RRSE R Rt TR IS EE .

2. IR SMRERE
2.1. ESG T xHEl XU SIS0

ESG & T nl HEa i e B8, X I BREE AL 2 ATA BE 54T I 25 B YE PRI FE AR [15] (B THEAE, 2021).
Hodp, FRER(E)4ERE G LT BRI, A FEERHE. REVRRCRE . IR L. V5 st KPR
EH AR S . RIS RIACE BT A S5 H 38 % PR B0, AR DR A 3k
1 SRR KU, 6 Rl I SRR T RIS SRTT 58 4 710 BEAL, T REIRCHESSE RS It R 08 PR (RIS 8 BUAR
PEFHIA 55 FasE 1

2 (S)4E B O M AL MR, ka1 TARFI S 2R, 95 TR S TAEK M. X XRS5 A
agill. ENVEEE L, BRI A, RIFIAE S ST SRR 18D N S SRS JE .
w, g A TARAIAN AR S A vl 38 0 LR, PR AIRIA R B AN 57 B2 9y U s R0 3 b ) 4 22 5%
TS B RE S R (L N B B L, B AIR B R v BT RURS: s 22 5 A i bR A XK R G B T4 T4 25 75 2%,
BRI TR AT, AR E & B

TR HL(G)ZE B R AL (1 R BRI B LS M, HEEE S BRI SO IS B AL
SIS B B ARG RS B S AE B . R HIR B A5 M R % PR ARAR B BN A
XIFR o AN, 3% B A S5 A ST () 3 o B T3 08 3 AR T A i ANE, BRI TSRS
RICAAY PR 84 o R e S AL ) B % 08 1) A B 2 ML 2 2 AT N, PRI AR, $R TH R SR R A e 1k
BT UL LT, ESG RUUE IS IAEE . #-2FIVRHE = ANYERE, REE A 2 AR A I ¥ 22 75 T XU o DRI
A DL R %

H1: ESG FILHENE PR A XK

2.2. ESG &M, ABFARES ML

R AR QIS T, TR HEIEE . ARG SR, CRILETHIE. R i
Besl, #EATFIER M BB SRR SR, KEWFTCRT, Rl B 20 AR5 AR A AT A T s B v PO XU 7T o
il 451 ESG RIVA B TSR ML SR, TSR B 20, PRl ]S . BLAAT 5 -

HYe, ESG RILRLF Ml ALIE T RpEL A FRAE IR BLIRIGAR, SR 5 35 SR 585

Tk, 2 LA— NSRRI R Z M BE 47 10 2 P B B8 8. XAV AT DARR AR AL ARl B8 AR [6],  SCnT DA e
T HBLERERTR AR . R, RUFH ESG RIREW T ML AR RIE R, AR BEATI I 1 58 A
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51770 MR BB, JUHREE SR R R, 2K ESG RIUE Y 2 (B tRHAK
fi . ESG RIVLT I REGSIR 51 S 2 M5 &N, ERBERMITRBIVE[LOIRI T IZ 0 (6L, AT 22 Ak i
B ZIA . feja, fESAT B SRR RIS 5T, BUGATIE S HUAIE H S X EAT ESG B
AV 25 T BORSCRE AN G et Bldn, SRR ti . I G Bar 0 SRR . ISR fE
B DR LB R ), BRI B S A XU . 2T BL B0, AT BT R

H2: ESG FRHLIE i 22 A b ) R 9% 20 ORI Al XU

2.3. ESG =M. KB oS5l X

RYELFCE B, SV E 5E R ZRRA R, 7 RE T 208 BR M AT & 4 b A
T AR, P ARARER L, TGN Al KUz o Aok ib® ESG RH,  ATRAAL iR BESE K, $ETH AL
WS BB IR, omA s A S H (S AE[14], S A ACER ), BT R Ak XS . BART 5

B4, ESG I RIFHIMNA H BN ABNGEAN, e HIFh S R AT A, Wik
AV B R A B AT AT T BN, e RIS S MBI E W R SRR AN & R A SR AL
S, WA BT E B R SR Z B R 2 o, FEARARER AR, T B AR Al DR A P B ) S
IRz HK, ESG KB R AF b 725 B 75 B, BES A R MR 5 LR 18] 1Y
{5 B AKIFR I AL XM E W L 5 TH AT B R AR A 8 B R (B A, b i R L& U T
Ny NI FARAEE S A . ), ESG RILR A M APERIER AR M2, ERRIBATH 2504, P
DU T BESE RS AR 2 A AR AR B o KA1~ 1 R 1 9 A 2 A 50 2 X Al AR A 9Bl R 2 A O 3
X Al AT A B M B AT FRUREAS AT B AR A b AT ) 2 v 5 i 7 2 A 75 7 XU [16] - 36T BA B2 b, AR
S LU B :

H3: ESG I i 22 A A b i ACER i RUKE e A1 A b XU

3. HRKIFESEREET
3.1 HARIEFESHIERIE

AL 2009~2023 FFIR A R BT B FE A, K ESG RIS AL AR s . Sy 7 HERR
FoAth PR 2 WL AEAS om0 A R AR (1) BBk ST. *ST FICUBH AR . XL E RIES S Hit
PIAECL L, WS BARAA(E %, TTRESU MR 70 45 R EOHERATE . (2) AIRR &R Ak, RN & a2k b
O\ F) EATREIR 1) G A G R RO 25 R BRSNS, 5 Bk 3 288 Al AT DA B R AT AR R M S B w22, AEE i 45
PR HATIE ., (3) AIFRTE FEAR R AEESRI BT AR . (4) W HTE B R T4 R AT, % 1%
Ko 99% LA IR sAE . 25 Bk AbHR, AR5 3] 31,650 Nk - AEFEMLIEEA . A SR B 3 Bk
Wind %4 %2 5 CSMAR %4 /%

32. TRWE

(1) BiRARRE: XK (Risk)

A SCHR I B A Ml JRUBS: PR s B i 2 AR B 2 A = ik e, BB B E R S T s E i,
SR RS [17] B, AR SCR I GAT M A TR 52 I 1 58 =4 B 2R (1 9 Bh M Risk Stedtir &2 Al (1 XU o
FAREEAR : B, (6 %I 5 (ROA) KA & A B AR /K, =R ad R 57 O BB RT )
T RBE =2 R, SR AT TEAT M 0 45 B 58 7= i 2 20 BB R A Aol B8 =il i 28K, DAHERR
IV AR . S fE, THEAMEAE 2 2 t R EAT-FB EE  5E U e R AR . Bkt A 2
L/
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X
AdjRoa,, = ROA, —iE]ROA. (1)
it it X it
k=1

T-3 @)

1 1 ’
Risk;, =In ﬁZ(Adeoaivt —?ZAdeoanj
t=1

T4t

(2) A5 . ESG RI(ESG)

HEAE ESG N H TR E T dm i 5 — R ESG WA R, B K, nTLUBHIE] 2009 4;
HAE e e o sy, B Al A MET BB LTSyt s Rl b E E 1 SRt . Bk, A
KFHEIE ESG B ARG 4 Rl s Al i) ESG R, %4302 H ol . MIXFTHEIEM AAA I C 1L/
%, BAEBSMEESEEFEE. N TMHEHREL T F—2%, SRR HE, A30K ESG 7
R JBAT 53 FIF 15 H 43 53 341 B% EA 100,

(3) Ml

1) FhEE LI (WW)

ARICIEFE WW TR E R b ot 2 R AR B AR &, BT A T

WW =—0.091 x CF — 0.062 x Div + 0.021 x Lev — 0.044 x Size + 0.102 x ISG — 0.035 x SG (3)
Hrh, CFRIBZEVESIIER, DRE RS A RIS M BT IS B W L4 &, Div ZI5P 4
FIAT AR &, A SR RIS A, BUE 1, BN 0 Lev A Size 43 5l # s Al 75 7= 41 foi %6
AR, e NF B3 1SG 2T P B IEK R, SG £ a B I K . Ww Fa51I(E
R, R B AT I R R 5 20 SRR B R = o IR B SR & R T ISR IFIBUOR . W 5ATHAF . M
B AT 3G KARAE e Al ) B KR 77, RERE 5 A 4 1T Ml sz Bt i I P i 5 24 SROIR it

2) fRH ] (AC)

HUS TR LT LR 18] IR FL, K 3 B FH 2R (P B 9% FH PED SO ) T AR EE 1] R (AC) A FE L b 1% LR
K, FAHE ] A ™

(4) A&

N T ARSI AT RE R A b XU A R 2R, AR T BL RS R 1) b i(Size): 2) ATATE
(Lev): 3) %= UNZEE(ROA); 4) Blé:ifitb# (Cashflow); 5) [E & % HL(FIXED); 6) E Uk A K &
(Growth); 7) 4R (Firm Age); 8) M7 #E 3 &5 Hi(Indep); 9) EAUEFE(TOPL). KRtz 4, Axext
AV ARAT Mk DL R A [ 7 5B R AT T 4%

HAR W, & 1 pos.

Table 1. Variable names, symbols, and descriptions

F1 BEBR. 5. UiA

WA & Al KUK Risk ZAT M R B 5 B 7= SR (R B P I B SRR
fi R & 4l ESG F B ESG YE3IE ESG VPR ESG 21947 L 100
A bR AR Size il B PRSI SRR B
FAT 26 Lev Al 705 5 P ) L A
P Ar ek ROA VPR 5 A A A P 1) L A
W& 2R Cashflow A& B IS S A B ) HE
[ 7 B L FIXED Al [ e 9 7 5 S Al
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ED I K Growth Al E N3 K e
VAR Firm Age AMb B ST AERR 1 E AR £
MorFES L Indep MorERGER S BB E
JBER A TOP1 H— KB REFRELG
AP ww WW 5%
A
AR ) AC B IE RN
3.3. HEGE

(1) FEAE R BE
N T ISUEARBE 1, R ESG R IUNT A b KU FYFEM, F e 1 R 2k [ ) A A .

Risk,, = g, + BESG;, + X B,Controls,, + 2 Ind, + X Year, + s, @)

Hrr, Risk, REAF P REKT: ESG, AAEAN ESG RIIKT; Controls AL H L&, WHEFRA
ESG FI AL, HAt ] GE 2z f2m A R ACE b AR & . TR | AREAR BT AR, t AR FES, n
REFEHZEF S, TYear, M Xind, AREZAIT AL E RN, &, ABEHLILB)I
B> BE g NHAEARE, pACEKRELIN, g RBMNEZRENRL. 5 g vIE, WHH
ESG FRIMEG MM G IEAHSG, 4l ESG RILHLF, iy iks, 64 ik 1. Rz, # g N,
BB Ak ESG RIS Mk 78 KIS koG, Ak ESG RIS, b iR ARG, IE TR 1.
(2) HL o TR Y v
A A Baron F1 Kenny (1986) [1914:& Hi M), B4 Bt e At Rl L3 45 8] U3k 23 Sk Bk AR 3¢
FEH AR A HLE] . BRI G
ESG,, =, + a,M,, + Z,Controls,, + X Ind, + X Year, + &, (5)
ESG,, =7, + nESG,, + ,M,, + Zy,Controls, + X Ind, + X Year, + ¢, (6)

Hrp, oM, AEEPURIAS R, FoRdolk i /258 t L2 B RE S 2 R S AR . BRiEAAh, B
PR HAN RS BN AN B #G) P Rl o, BE, HE) Ty, B2, WM PTG B RN A7 .

4. SEHEMENY3
4.1. TERERMEST
T2 T FETDERHRMES TSR

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of variables
2. TEEARMST

AR HE R B/ME e % S ONI
Risk ~3.669 1.139 —6.575 -3.748 4.759
ESG 0.736 0.0463 0.563 0.737 0.857
Size 22.24 1.287 19.32 22.03 26.45
Lev 0.408 0.195 0.0274 0.402 0.908
ROA 0.0463 0.0612 -0.373 0.0429 0.247
Cashflow 0.0512 0.0667 -0.222 0.0494 0.283
FIXED 0.210 0.154 0.00164 0.180 0.769

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2025.152102 521 BE 51


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2025.152102

FRRAE, ML

gk
Growth 0.167 0.366 —0.658 0.113 4.024
Firm Age 2.880 0.348 1.099 2.944 3.611
TOP1 0.343 0.148 0.0802 0.322 0.758
Indep 0.376 0.0533 0.250 0.364 0.600

B2 2 AT, MR AR B Al 20 s KUK Risk H4ME A-3.669, R — RN IEE, X H AFZE RN
R 2 E A Risk B XTI 24T MV ~F- 35 R B AR 08 = U s 2R AR AE ZE (80 1 B s . ix L, b & 47 kP
PR R T P U B R AR E 2245 (E 2 0.0255, SIATFAEA—E, ATHHEMYEHE. Risk 8K, k¥t
PR RIS, Al RS . AR B ESG PEIME A 0.736, f/MESE 0.563, i K{HAE 0.857,
X LR VP RAE A~C Z (0], UiBIREAR R ESG RILEA Z Rk, Fhil S S5 4T AR & 26 H .

4.2, EEEYF
ARG A 2 4)HEAT A, SRS 1 BRIk ESG SRR 7 T ARG AL KU o 31925 5k 3.

Table 3. Benchmark regression results

3. FERVFLER

VARIABLES (1) Risk (2) Risk
—2.689*** —1.912***
ESG
(—5.65) (—4.58)
. —0.051***
Size
(=2.71)
_0.483***
Lev
(—3.54)
_2.921***
ROA
-7.71)
0.760***
Cashflow
4.27)
-0.397*
FIXED
(=1.75)
0.058**
Growth
(2.36)
. —0.173***
Firm Age
(-2.97)
70.373***
TOP1
(-3.84)
0.456**
Indep
(2.45)
—1.679*** -0.276
Constant
(-4.49) (0.45)
Industry/Year Yes Yes
Observations 31,650 31,650
R-squared 0.052 0.096

TE: FESWUE, o 0 2D RIFRIR 1% 5% 1006 22 KT

>
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MFE 3 HIEE (L) BT LLE HY 76 AN DN 2 6 A% B L 170 B 42 o B 1) R 4 L 79 o 4] 2 29507 (0 B i, sl ESG
T AL XS Risk FIENH R E0RH-2.689, 1% REAE 1%/K T FRE N . KPS ESC RIS 1
AR AE AL R PR 2.689 N4 MEE (BRI LA, TERE—BInASI=HLEZ 5, Ml ESG
RIS AL AR B 1R R ECR-1.912, [FIH RBEIHER /DN T, (HiZREAE 1%/KF R B3 R 7.
B0 & P BE 1 0.052 $27H 2 T 0.094, PLHIIM AN FaHl A BRI ASHLF, SSRELHFVM. 5
(1)()F B T Ak i ESG RIS Al i RS 535 FAH 5%, Bt 1 R

43, REMRE

N T AR AR BN TR R S B N A R, B b Css AR, A SR BN T 75

(1) TEAEE. % /NIAAMEI(2023) [201FI0F 7T,  HhERAL B AR T 347 AR 1R Al Bl - 1 s
AL X IREAT WL 38 5 A5G . BURFAEEAIAE 3088, H ESG RIUEARA@ENE. KL, [[F— X7
Ay Al L) ESG R IIE 5 A ESG RIUZAEAN I, RIS AN EL#:521% b A% ¥ e sk 1)
SO, A F B AMENE, ESEAN AR REN T AR, BTk, ASCEIURATLF S
Hr HoAth Aol ESG R ILISME (meanl) Fl [F] 1 X [F) 44 HoAth il ESG R ILISE (mean2)E 4k ESG RILH)
TEBEMRATEIAS . TEBEMEIEE R 4 B,

Table 4. Instrumental variable regression results
F4 TATEMOIAER

Panel_A T HAF g [A] )5 45 R

F—BrB EE
A HE (1) ESG (2) Risk
0.035***
meanl
(26.56)
0.034***
mean2
(13.86)
—3.988***
ESG
(—4.59)
AR 5 il iyl
AT Ml B TR R Eikiil kil
MHE 31,210 31,210
Wi 0.542 0.010
Panel_B T HAF w616 45
i Kleibergen-Paap rk LM 1 528.79
AN]R8
P-val 0.00
Cragg-Donald Wald F {# 770.58
BHLALE Kleibergen-Paap rk Wald F {# 441.04
10%7KFF Stock-Yogo Il & 19.93
o Hansen J & 0.302
I B R AR
P-val 0.582

TE: FESHONUE, = 2 230K 1%

« 5% 109% 1) & 2 KT
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HH 7 4 1 Panel _A 73 55— W Be [al A 25 SR T 1, T B AR B [T b 5] 4R FoAth Al ESG L4148 (mean)
AR X [F AR HoAl Ak ESG % DLl (mean2) 5 1% O i AR B il ESG R BL(ESG) 2 Il & 55 3 IE A K
(1, 2 T RA R PER S5 OMPAR R ER . DS MBI EE 45 R, )k ESG RIL
(ESG) X b XU (Risk) 51 19 2 B0 —3.988, HLAE 1% BEHMAKFE T BE, X85 1A fh S0k 7R
1, BPAMVR) ESG RIS H RS /K Z [MAEE B3 I AHOGOC R o 1Ak, Panel_B #i4y Jrn it T A Sk
B g R — PR S 1A SO i TR AR B A Rt

(2) BB E . 5 2(2024) [21] /AT TT, SR AT ML 8 10 I S A 28 AR PR R B % 5 AR
ot Hir(risk) Rt w2 A RS . 7% 5 AR (D)5 ESG I RECAN-0.502, 1E 1% KK FEZE. BT T
WA R, Ak ESG FHUIAR 4 5 2 BRAR A MY XU, 3 67 17 5% 28 Al 4 AR A0 B P e BRI 6 4% o

(3) BB E., ASCRAEMNINE EE ESG IEFHM(HEIE. Wind. FEmRS. PR, W%
(MSCI). & i % % (FTSE Russell)) (13 g 5 d , Jlid vF 5 Ak ESG PR M3 (E ki & 3L ESG R, HAk
ME, BRI VE 34T 0 — AR B, R 4 & o HE (FE LY 0~1), SRS BCEHLY
HE4 IMEGE N cESG)E Al ESG RILMAHAR TR, £ 5 H(QFIL R TR, ESG 1 ZR%N-0.245,
HAE 1%MKF FRE. XRW, RIEESESR THREREE, ) ESG RIIAE BE MR AR, H
P L) 5 R AN 2 DIV AR B R B R AR A, 3B B8R T W FU 8 0 I RS

(4) i JE AR AR AR o SR R AL R AT BR AT E 1 T8 s AR AR ) R SR S B0 P4 AR R, AR SR
a1 W) ESG RIAENMRAZ R, 0 I Al RS AT B 4007 . 72 5 S5 R) A [RASE R EoR, i
J& 1 HAK) ESG RIL Al RS 2 [A] (1 47 1) 9% R 5 B M [l A 45 R — 3, b — 20 SCRe T AU FE 451

(5) AMARIE RN A o Sy il AN T UL P o M AREAE IR 2% RT R R P 2B 1) 8, A SR AN R
RSB B R B ESG R I Ak RS I HIHIPE R . & 5 B @) FIMEIAZE R E ], ESG RIS kK
B E U R BURAR B b, BLgh e, X — ROV URAE 7RG 1 AT SetE, RBP4k ESG £ IR
3 PRAR A A

Table 5. Robustness test results

5. RREMRNER

B R Binfrr e TG AL & P AR
VARIABLES (2) risk (2) Risk (3) Risk (4) Risk
—0.502*** —1.089***
(-6.30) (=5.57)
_0_245***
cESG
(-3.62)
71.666***
L.ESG
(—4.73)
—0.773%** —1.358** -0.313 —2.128%**
Constant
(-7.89) (-2.62) (=0.50) (-3.61)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry/Year Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 31,159 31,719 27,659 31,650
R-squared 0.261 0.093 0.104 0.073

TE: FESANLE, o o 20K 1%, 5% 1006 22 P KF
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4.4. HEISHT

ghE ESCHIor T, Ak ESG I AT RE 2238 i S% Ak i % 24 ORI ] R PR Ak KU . — 7 1T, R
UF ) ESG RIAE BT M LA THERIE R, BB FH (AT, SERLTT LN, M R A AR . 5
— 5T, RAFH) ESG FRHA FTH2 Al o 3545 20E I FE, BN AN 5 4L 00, S MR TR B il
BEAC A (AR R R AR, AT B Al U K S ST ok, A8 3 £ o i % 240 SRR 280 i A Ay v )
i, AP AREA, K5 ESG RILFFR A KRS B B AL . BhAl, A B RTTAE(2022) [22]
P& tH A BB VAT IS ATAE SR BRI, DRI, FRATT R SR A R4 AR (Bootstrap) EAT IR AR SR, 40 ik
TR AR HE R 22 K BAE VG

R 6 MIEEQ)FIIEIAZ R, ESG RINESG)S ik rImh &t 2 R (WW) [ 2%0°8-0.021, HAE 1%
KN RE, Ui ESG RILA LA R EEM MR L. & 6 MEEQFIEGRER, MZELHRWW)
il KU (Risk) i R HCH 0.996, % RBUBAE 1%MKT FEE, BELHEK, MRS A; HESG
RIS Al RS TR Z MR AR FRATARAFAE, L R B IEHE KPR T L, @20 7E ESG RIS Ak
Br 2 TS B 4> T A SN AR, B ESG 2R B ik 22 fift i 9% 20 ROR PR AR Al XU, (B8 2 v R 22 A %
LRI B9 IE . Bootstrap K3 gs R ER, [HHEEBN M B EICHARE R 0 8, #E—BRiE 7 A
JSL PR A 2

Table 6. Mediating effect regression
= 6. PAMEEVILER

il % 2 AR 1] 75
VARIABLES (1) ww (2) Risk (3) AC (4) Risk
—0.021*** —1.093*** —0.049*** —1.046***
ESG
(-3.89) (=5.09) (=5.65) (—4.86)
0.996***
ww
(4.30)
1.361***
AC
(5.11)
0.053*** —1.776%*** 0.440%** —2.322%**
Constant
(3.23) (=2.75) (11.46) (-3.53)
Control Yes Yes Yes Yes
Industry/Year Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 27,436 27,436 27,436 27,436
R-squared 0.647 0.093 0.240 0.095

Bootstrap K [B)4E R : —0.7891, 95% CI [-0.8678, —0.7105] [a]4ZX4M: —0.0655, 95% CI [-0.0904, —0.0406]
PR o g i: ~1.8216, 95% Cl [2.0951, —1.5481] ELEEXN: —1.6981, 95% CI [-1.9730, —1.4233]

TE: FESHON U, o 2% L *IERIR 1%, 5% 10% 1 & 2 KT

R 6 RIS @E)FIEALE R, ESG RIESG) S Ak FIMCHE M B (AC) K R EUAN—-0.049, HTE 1%H)
KPR, B ESG R I AT LU 2 S Ak QT ) . 2% 6 (SR (4) M55 R R, ACH A BI(AC) 5 4
ME RS (Risk) I R BN 1.361, 1Z R EUBTE 1%0 KPR 3, AQHE iR Rk ™ &, Ak XK, H ESG #
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FRRAE, ML

B Alb RS 1 G A DR AE, L R B/ TAIR . Ay mT L, B BAE ESG RIS ik XU
ZIRFEEIER > sp A O AR, R ESG R Bl 22 A AEE )R P AR A b XU, BB 3 PR 2 g AR )
ARIHLHAF EI%UE . Bootstrap f i RIT R, MRV K EEVEEIARE 85 0 8, #E—PIAE 7 s
{ESp QR

5 GREHRET

ATCLL 2009 4 F 2023 PR A B BTN S, BRI T ESG RIS A KU 40 4
R AN ASCHFRSE R (1) RIFH ESG RILE FERATMLR, 4t — 251 A L PG I
Fedfe MRS 25 AR IH R d . (2) ESG SR IT 22 fif £ b 10 il 15 200 SRR A (1] AR B A Aol JRURG:

BT UL EERASHRH U@ (1) SIS s it 2 ST B AT, BT SR (A 7 TR
WHE AR S S 244, IR ESG PRIl RUFH) ESG RBLREW IR T A FE I EH O, N
OS2 R BN RIS, AR A VR ERLE M, 535 NI EALS], PRACREE A . tsh, £
M SRR R A ESG R R IIM RS, R oemhBt IRIE, PR A, M T+ Al (B XU §E 77 Fi
KHITeg ). (2) BB MY ESG KIL, K ESG 15 BFHACHT . BHE B AR, FUHK
JFRe ESG #% o XA B THRICK AR, L Re (2 ESG KB RIETEIN, HES M ATReEkE. (3)
TN S AH G, @G ESG WHMAR, 51 FRUBME LB #E iR ESG 5 8. @i
BUNHIERE S, R0 s eslE, HEshanlk ESG ek M i b AE Lk, Al il 4k & JE 4k
B I3 HE .
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