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Abstract

Under the green finance context, corporate environmental, social, and governance (ESG) perfor-
mance is critical to enterprise development. A thorough examination of the impact of new quality
productivity on corporate ESG performance holds significant implications for achieving high-qual-
ity and sustainable development. This study utilizes data from A-share listed companies in China
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with green finance investments from 2011 to 2022 to investigate the relationships among green
finance, new quality productivity, and corporate ESG performance. Empirical results demonstrate
that green finance investment significantly enhances corporate ESG performance, with new quality
productivity—particularly soft technology investment—exerting a positive moderating role. These
conclusions remain robust after rigorous robustness tests. Heterogeneity analysis reveals that the
positive effect of green finance on ESG performance is more pronounced in small and medium-sized
enterprises (SMEs) and high-tech industries. Additionally, economic impact tests indicate that
green finance investment improves corporate ESG performance, thereby positively influencing
high-quality development, digital technology adoption, and market competitiveness. The findings
not only provide actionable insights for enterprises, investors, and policymakers—urging firms to
leverage green finance for ESG enhancement, policymakers to advance green finance policies, and
investors to prioritize ESG metrics—but also highlight the necessity for tailored strategies account-
ing for firm size, industry characteristics, and market competition to drive green transformation
and sustainable development.
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1. 5|

TE 45 IRV RIS R T, ATRFSE R R COBONAN AT i (e 35 o ARAE BEA EIA B R RI 2 2023 41
W, IR OB E ORI 1.5 7512370, Hohdh[E L 5460 1235 7T 5 LUl 35%, HELE =4FAr JE 4
BRE L. EMI S BRA AR S =R, & EBERIE M aa 5 iR o E7E 2023 45 g4l
TAE W AR SR E SRSy AR TR B2 —, RATHRRH SR TR & 8BRS 1.2 Jifeo,
B aAH 2 Tk 5000 J s Wk B B TR T ALHI(CBAM) T 2023 4 10 Hikiz 47, Hilit 2026 4F
SRS, R1E AR AN S 0 T4

ERRET K RBH SHETRIRIRE =T, WK BB RIERE, MX=ZEEEF KR
B H A R HAR OGRS SRR ATk ESG RILF = A— 2 R 2 Al
JRAFE R E RE S I Al ESG RIL? RSN =T, H R A" I REREL ESG FH
AR E—E R ER 2 SR UL R, RSB asRl. BRAE 5 Al ESG RILHET TIRA
HOPRTT, DASCE R RS i e E b o

SRR ETE N IR . RO SRR A DL R HES) B 5 1 2 5 ORI 2 BR TR B AR S,
HAKIT S, AR, 5RE. THS AR, SHEA0E . S Saismm B Smd . mHIZE, PR
WS BN T IR RS . 2RS4 TS 0 SR AL SE N N AR AR, I BLAE SEBR N A
Hhak AR RO = BT R R K, SRk i E R R A HESER .. 7 “XUK” HAs 5t R [2],
Gt R A B oAb SR LR, (R SRR TR R, ot b [E 4% 0 & Al ik 2 3 AN S 5 i
BRI TIKIE3].

SULRIR, BRA T RS H a2 B0 B AP R AU BT Ak i e 4 0 F0
ST e, ERENAL 2 OE E R AN A . AT TR 5 2 FE VR AL A R SIS TIE ARG 360 19 A 4 5 55 37 o A= 7 3k
1T RGIR N T . TESRR A 2 T 5 B AP TE DB AR = I MBI YR OGS R R, (B R 28 A S
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HAR[AVE T, A —H o 35 B W TR TR R R TR AT, 7 SR I S R S
B, IR A SR R SRR R EEER . B RS EN R R R, FIT
BRI 5T A2 7 ) R TR S e i #E [5] . AN SEUELEFE XS B AP IR FORE , FEIREE[6] LR i) =2
BRI S 7 S F b R R AT R A AL T

ESG (Environmental, Social, Governance) & & VA8« Fh e 120 BE BE = 4E EE N 58 B R 3R
A DU B ARG LK ESG AT R, SEIA G RCR AR RRER R IV . ESG B 1K A RYE H Ak 4k
RTUEEIL(CSR) FIHFLL R RILIG SAMMMERL S, HIsEAA & S T AV AE SR AR 25 . REEAIA B3k
AN PR A THT SRS« AESR (AT BT, ESG RIVBMA — TSk (ufling, BOvf &k KM B EE T
H. ESG RILEEFEMMANAMEA 5508, $F b a2 PRARIERE RS, 2 il i 5% 20 SRR PR
R A . AL T I U« 0845 B U5 B 5 R T R R R SE 4R FE R ESG RILIMA TG K. ESG
RIVIA N S VORI E A . SRR A IR BN N T AR 25 S5 T S T A A B
YR

BT LMERT AL, ASCAT RGBT AL PRSI A : 58—, B i sopfe i i, Harits
SERMT AR, AR ZERIEW, &G MR ORI, MR T AE A I A,
NG RETFSAERT R4 T BRI B, B GRS TN E A5 TH 1) ESG PRI & Rk AR T
il ESG RIVK RN ZR, ASCEE G A H A7 I A e, LRt GRlIT =T, H% 7k ESG %
PR AV a5 R SN, JEREAT T RAFEIE T, FE Tk ESG RIMMAVF R L. 5
=, B AR RN AT A i3 e SRR AT SR AT, LA TS R R A
A EGS RILMELL, FEMEE AR R FEAE T SHIE LR AR .

2. IR SMRERE
21 eSSl ESG R

st EREL TR, SIRReRmEE. FHlal, Xl 4E 2 M5 a0, IR
R RAS, SCRPEROARBR IR GHIES), MR TV ESG R . BURFIE R UL XS 4% (3T H A7 7L
BRI, 15 2 Al RENE LU AR A A IR A KT B <, 20 Al RO R B DU o 2t <t Il ESG
RIVHRTHEFAEEA ks ARE TG RAT WAl S i BoR b Al i N &%

SR ERIBRE RS JAT L, B HIAMRECR GG, HESh AL BAT AR, B E LA R
W ARMEHAREAT A 5. UL, S GRS R AR, DR REAS) 7] 4
WoAFRUE 2 st B &, 2 BT EoRGH, HERAEMRRE, SAITEsatme, Hlsle
B bR, 3271 H S RMEE S ESG RIM. TLF5H) ESG RILAEW A A Ak ah BT MR, $27F
LENE, PR SR, BB E R ST RSN, RPN ESG R ILAEMSIR Mk i T
BEJT, FEARPIRR RS, RTS8, [N G REREAR AL MR B A, IR 5e 4 0, 1Rl i
WS, WAL BE R . BT, ASCHR I SR T R I

st 1. Zx R AT DUMedt 4l ESG R, ZIEFMRRK R,

2.2. FiRE~HEATHIEA

M RA T e, AR AT ESG TR, Ff HiRE ik ESG R, HFiRA = s ik
RIBGOFANFAPEIA LR N IER AR IR IKED T, Al REn AR ] AR BEIR R R R, b
FHAE GEA A BEIR B, MR Sk b FERAR X A 55 1) 47 T B2 1) o

R AT I RAEALG AT 1R ER SO ER . m SRR A n] s A R B S B AR PR R ),
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ForpBORH BERHEN S B BN HAZ DR . IR R HES) TV koD, R85 B b SEEl 4 s
7 R IREERAN . 57 B S BN SRR R AN QIR RE . R ECRE DT BN 1 RERS PRIE IO ROR sk A
RN S BRI T e BT Il R = E R A AR, SEBL T A RCR ST QIR IR R
ARG AT R A e, SERIHESD 22 5 (A SE i 2 B RE AN SR E i) T TR A e

OB A AR R B RS (A4 B A TE A, HOR T RN AR T 3h A R Bk S EOR BT
AR A X EZ AR 7] o A VXD AR P 0 B R REYE T e (SR B3 JROF e A ESG S A
BN ——THERAUE “ AV EEQUET R R CUE DT Y 40% T LI HI L, EINIE T BOREE A
HE FI0 B < O TBOK I <8/ FH » Henderson [8]13 i SR BB U A ik — D8R, il Az Foidad B
AIRER EL BRI T I (G 5 2 B e P R el J A o 28 22 R ek K1) R T PR 855 7 B A 080 (o A 4 A [X ke
WS A 8 i), BFWBEOTEARANE ESG 7 PR AL . TR oS B4
15%~209% F) % (i A, (50E A AUKFE R R AL R Tl BB 3751 28 77 70 TR (N AR b SR
BB 709%), A REXFER 0BT A RO AN SE RV IRHRRE 71, SE NG I ESG Al Ams R ESG B4 . 4
T, AR IR

BB 2: BRAEF= ITE AL S (Gl 5 ESG RILM IEAH M R4 B 1 51 A

3. WSt
31 RAESHIERR

AL 2011~2022 SE[E)FR [E A A RN BT A FURVIGEREAS, FF3- T a0 R k. 5150 555
P H (ST, *ST)IA T FIE FEAARKKER ., &AM 16,022 MEAVINNE . AT 2 HE 5
W, BIELEAEAE 1%/ EHEAT T Winsorize 45 EACHE . T s = 2k B CSMAR F1 CNRDS #
P 2

32. TEREX

1. SEERE(GHn) T E. Hil E2A =M@ A Ea Gam: H 0022 T 9 i Ao ol g ta 4l
WEREAT VAL, AR MR HGR R EBR LR 5 0 BT IR, SRIMIX — B A e, oS
SRz OBORTTRER S TR, H L RIBE NG R GIHT I SE I a2 KRR R A LS
FeAE AT EARAR, A SCREUE = M7,

2. B AR J)(Npro) i & . B AE = i sy R B TAE = ) R, HHE T 573 %
FEA PR R AIANE . BARTNEM R B0, RSB AR 7% DA DG IR SR M7 X P Aok
KPNAE N EREAR . IR, MEFRA T TIRE R, SHRES N[O T, SR REET D)
VR THWANEEZR . 5730 0t 55 S A6 55 3 (57 300 ) A TR R AL 287 TR i R
BHEFAS TR R AR BeAh, BRAEF iz 008, IR T ek &R A 1. xRy
BEEHIR T 258 A I GHIAR R, DLASTHTVEAS Al R T R DRI AR 7= J17K P

3. 4k ESG RILMATE. ol ESG (& Ty XUl % ¥ A A i (Environment). 4123 (Social) FiG 3
(Governance) =M4EfE . HARKUL, ESG WA RS E—J48hs 3 4y, 4RI MSCI & & H1 10
AN EEARRR, UL = RO AR AR 0 MSCI ¥ 35 AS. X R bR 2B Atk oy BT AN AR RS
TR 2> T R ER AR D AR I AR RE o AT I, SRR AT VAR R % T3 B PR AT R
AR AR ESG 17, ASCKH MSCI ) AAA-CCC 11 7 M5 .

4. PHIARERIINE A SCSH CA B FSCHR, EEUEEHIAR R IR AR (size) | B F5EE (lev).
AU FE (topl). S P71 A (roa). L TT4EMR (listage) . B4 i L & (cashflow) . &7 5 fi(loss). 3
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2= WA (oroad). PIERA—(dual). FAKILZE 1,

Table 1. Variable definition table
=1l TEENER

AR A A5 B A4 R BT B e
BefiReAr & ESG FE3I ESG MSCI fJ AAA-CCC i) 7 ML,
fl s & gt gmb GFIN TREFIIRA R A S S L
N B RT Bt. AFLE B TR TR B
5 LAB UV-INGE- (N %ﬂg%ﬁﬁéfbiﬁ R % 1
i) B S P LA R 7 e
B wH STEC %ﬁgégéﬁgﬁ%%ﬁ%%gg?
TR HTEC N WA R N A
A B A Size SRR EL
PEPE A 2R Lev BAARIS B
TR Listage Ak ETAERR
JREA A Topl FE— R R REIE L]
PSR- TR IR ROA R
P & HHM Broad #HH A
WERILER Cashflow P4 &5 AT H A L
PIRE— Dual CEO HEF KRG NF—A
BT Hm LOSS SHE L, ANEO
A JEE T 5 ML Year F A4 A BHIR ST R T R &
A7l 52 208 Ind FH LA il ) 3 A7 b 2R B 2 A7 2 T PR 2R

3.3. ELIERR
N TIIEA SR 1, EECAFIE[10], MR LN 2 ok bl AR A .
ESG, = a, + o,GFIN, + a,Controls; + &, (1)
BAL(L)H, ESG, i Ak EE t A ESG RIL, GFIN, Mi k5t MLt mAEsE, Controls, il
Ak, BARNAZEE LK.
Hik, 2% CHTCHR, FHFRANHTAE = I3 Gt S 5 Al ESG RILMAE FNLE], SEUERAY
3R .

ESG, = J, + 6,GFIN, + 8,LAB, + 5,LAB, x GFIN,, + §,Controls, + &, 2
ESG ;= 6, + 6,GFIN,, + 6,Stec, + 6,Stec, x GFIN, +6,Controls;, + &, ©)]
ESG =y, +7.GFIN,, +y,Htec, + y,Htec, xGFIN,, +»,Controls, + &, (@)

HAEAR(2). (3) (4)H LAB, Ko i AVER t JAZT B I NFRE,  LAB, x GFIN,, FRon&r et 557 8) /147
NFEFERIZZ H I, Stec, Fmi A t WIHRHYL, Stec, x GFIN, F/Rn4k (o &ml 5 R 22 L. Htec,
Fom i AL t IR, Hiec, x GFIN, 7 43 (0 4 fih 5 B R 45 1) 42 FL I3

4, SEHEGR

4.1. RSt
%2 B T A FEARE GRS B, Ak ESG RILIME A 0.0441. bR#EZE A 0.0415. 2k
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SRR IIME M 0.3023, FrifEZEy 0.1715. HiR/ME 0.0003 555 KA 0.9414 Z [AIAHZRCKR, di B3R E
b SR SR NFC B AYY o F T8 2 AE R AR = S AR 57 S 08N . R BB A3 73 3
N 9.6123. 0.6050. 0.0175, Ar#EZ 510 4.6161. 0.3735. 0.8374. AMEE, OB ESHABEHALE
(B 4R 5 BT F T R B

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

=2 fEdkttgt

A, MLE Bl bk 2 /MA RKME SRIE -/
ESG 16,022 0.0441 0.0415 0.0000 0.3564 0.0359
GFIN 16,022 0.3023 0.1715 0.0003 0.9414 0.2742
LAB 16,022 9.6123 4.6161 0.8288 30.3668 8.7905
STEC 16,022 0.6050 0.3735 0.0853 2.5020 0.5268
HTEC 16,022 0.0175 0.8374 —37.4104 57.5043 —0.0802
SIZE 16,022 22.4196 1.2545 19.5850 26.4523 22.2511
Lev 16,022 0.4251 0.1901 0.0319 0.9079 0.4209
ListAge 16,022 2.2455 0.6831 0.0000 3.4012 2.3026
Topl 16,022 0.3239 0.1429 0.0802 0.7577 0.3006
ROA1 16,022 0.0382 0.0673 —0.3750 0.2473 0.0374
Board 16,022 2.1138 0.1921 1.6094 2.7081 2.1972
Cashflow 16,022 0.0503 0.0635 —0.1989 0.2669 0.0474
Dual 16,022 0.2971 0.4570 0.0000 1.0000 0.0000
Loss 16,022 0.1256 0.3314 0.0000 1.0000 0.0000

4.2. FHNIRLE

AL SRR ()0 el St Rt 5 ESG BRI K RIATRL, A4S Rk 3, 51+, &
ARt R RN 0.012, 1E 1%RIKF BB NIE, B ERE (et 7 ki ESG K. N T
THBRIN T AT AL 2R, EA1(2)h, SRt eRl R0y 0.005, 78 1%HI/KF R ENIE, BB
Hil VAT S R, SREREE . BHRURE HL /53] 1Rk,

Table 3. Main effect regression

F 3 EHHEMEYI

A (1) (2
ESG ESG
GFIN 0.012"™ 0.005"
(3.415) (0.876)
SIZE 0.001 0.001"
(1.353) (4.386)
ROAL -0.042"* -0.011™*
(-4.388) (-3.203)
ListAge ~0.007"* 0.000
(-8.275) (0.034)
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g
Lev —0.050"" —-0.007""
(-13.276) (-4.438)
Topl -0.013™ —0.006™"
(-3.525) (-3.647)
Cashflow -0.001 -0.016™"
(-0.206) (-5.845)
Board —0.003 0.001
(~1.300) (0.747)
Loss 0.011™ 0.001™
(7.630) (2.111)
Dual 0.003™* 0.001"
(2.975) (1.860)
_cons 0.079™" —0.016™"
(7.294) (-2.993)
0y i =&
ik i &
FEAE 16,021 16,021
RZ{H 0.379 0.137

TEe xxy wx MRERAE 1% 5% 10%7K1 L2235 T oy 24 B R TR R AR (@ AR R X REF t {8 .

4.3. EHYNIRLE

T A T AN A I e ekt il S ESG R I AR R IR . 578 RN L 5 4kt b )
2 H IR BAES(1)H  0.001, 7E 5% 55K b, w4l ESG I IF 7 & W AEH . 7E51(2)+, #%
AN 0.0003, 7F 5% E K b, HAF R UARE . WA RN 544 R8BI R EAES () h
0.018, 7E 1%E/KF L, Xtk ESG RIACIE A B EFRMTEH . E51@)F, ZRECH 0.001, W%
T ERARE . MRS ko (&Rl 22 B IURETESI(5)H N 0.001, tHRARZEM. 1E51(6)
W, ZARHON 0.001, 1F 5%E KT L, Sl ESG FRPUE IE A &2 1 .

Table 4. Regression results of moderating effect
= 4. PR EYFER

)

o (2) 3) 4) (5) (6)
ESG ESG ESG ESG ESG ESG
GFIN 0.013" 0.005™ 0.018™ 0.003 0.012" 0.005™
(3.474) (2.804) (5.228) (1.886) (3.417) (2.866)
LAB 0.005™" 0.002**
(1.982) (2.057)
labixGFINit 0.001™ 0.0003™
(2.095) (2.168)
STEC 0.014™" 0.006™"
(6.212) (5.119)
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gk

stecit X GFINit

HTEC

htecit x GFINit

SIZE

ROA1

ListAge

Lev

Topl

Cashflow

Board

Loss

Dual

_cons

A
7l
E¥S
R*{H

0.001"
(1.803)
~0.043"
(-4.520)
~0.007""*
(-8.162)
~0.051"
(-13.411)
-0.013"
(-3.476)
-0.001
(-0.170)
~0.003
(-1.269)
0.011"*
(7.438)
0.003"*
(2.935)
0.027
(1.050)

i

&

16,021
0.380

0.001™*
(4.738)
-0.011"
(-3.351)
0.000
(0.169)
~0.008"
(-4.584)
~0.006™
(-3.604)
~0.016™
(-5.828)
0.001
(0.770)
0.001"
(1.921)
0.001"
(1.814)
~0.038"
(-3.711)

=]
e

&
16,021

0.139

0.018"
(2.836)

0.000
(0.371)
-0.026™"
(-2.895)
~0.006™*
(-7.527)
-0.039™*
(-10.519)
~0.008™
(-2.337)
0.015"
(2.290)
~0.003
(-1.194)
0.011"
(7.326)
0.003"
(2.454)
0.091*
(8.614)

i

&

16,021
0.399

0.001
(0.365)

0.001™"
(3.763)
~0.006"
(-1.889)
0.000
(0.775)
~0.004"
(-2.451)
~0.005"*
(-2.889)
-0.011
(-4.134)
0.001
(0.859)
0.001"
(1.851)
0.001
(1.498)
-0.011"
(-2.108)

El
s

El
s

16,021
0.151

0.002
(1.175)
0.001
(1.298)
0.001
(1.376)
-0.042"*
(-4.378)
-0.007"*
(-8.281)
~0.050"*
(~13.266)
-0.013"™*
(-3.514)
~0.001
(-0.215)
~0.004
(-1.310)
0.011"
(7.625)
0.003"
(2.977)
0.078"
(7.002)

o

o

16,021
0.379

0.001™*
(2.799)
0.001™
(2.192)
0.001™*
(4.414)
-0.011"
(-3.180)
~0.000
(-0.011)
~0.007"
(-4.431)
~0.006™*
(-3.626)
~0.016"
(-5.852)
0.001
(0.723)
0.001™
(2.099)
0.001"
(1.869)
-0.017"
(-3.074)

El
s

K&
16,021

0.138

TEe x, wx SRERAE 1% 5% 100K FIR2; 365 oA B J2 T R R AR AR AR X REF) t {8 .

4.4. TREMKRE
1. TERZEE

AR R A S il S NERMBORE, SO eIl gl 2 s R, EAESHE
MR, BT AT TR AT REAFAE A A AR R, SRIBURH L A4 | BRAZ IR I, DA O[] JF1 45 R e
BATEAITATSENE . ASCOAMWHTT, KEE ST LRI BRSO ERBRIISER I TRZR. 5IATA
A BT IR H S RIS 5 8(L). (PR, KRB .

2. HUEWO)MREAL LI B A

AT A L RM80%E, H “G—AeSEemER 07 ol e e g AR,
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[, 550 a0% 5 51(3). @R, REAEZ. FN, KA O LS. JER B H
SRR T S L AR N SR SR B AR AR . S5 R WK 6 F(1). (QFTR, KA.

3. Ai/INFEA X ]

F B F 2020 AT e R 2 S AL T B 2 BT BT 4 2 IR T 4 DRk B S RN L, W AR SO
FEARA/INIIREA BT CASIR 2020 4RSS IR, WOREARIX R EE BT R 2011~2019 4R HHT X H AT ]
H, Wi# 6 513). (MR, HERIEH—H.

4, SN AR E

ASCIEIMNAY 5 5 2 75 B A HE AP S 5 (Oversea back) . 5 F 2T BI4E S (TMT age) A& H1LE 4ok |5 e
(Female) %5 55 i\l % HL 2 R AH ¢ HL AT e i B A ap (S N il A8 . 45 R 6 1(5) (6)AT
N, SERE—.

Table 5. Robustness test
< 5. FREMRI

(1) (2) 3) 4)

AP e
ESG ESG ESG ESG
gfin_hat 0.05%** 0.01**
(5.34) (1.97)
gfin_IA 0.011* 0.054%**
(1.92) (21.95)
A & & & &
A e & fo &
Tk 4 = fo &
AR 16,021 16,021 16,021 16,021
R2{H 0.378 0.136 0.377 0.160

VE: wxx 0 xx xS RIRERLE 1%, 5%A1 10%/KF EE 2.

Table 6. Robustness test (2)
7 6. FREMRIN0)

) @ ®) (4) () (6)

A
ESG ESG ESG ESG ESG ESG
Gfin 0.012%** 0.001%** 0.008*** 0.005*** 0.012%** 0.005***
(13.52) (2.70) (-3.69) (4.14) (-6.41) (6.14)
A & 2 2 5 72 & &
G = = 5 e & &
1l & & P & 7 P
HAR 16,021 16,021 9420 9420 16,021 16,021
R2{H 0.323 0.144 0.396 0.135 0.380 0.141

e rer ke  * G RIRRTE 1% 5% 10%/KF L EE .

5. H—HHR
Bl ESG T AE A 1 s J3 e A P AR 5307 DL S B R T R 28, BBt & b
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JEfEE, KB

R AR, SO E M NREEA B TV EOR GRS 1, WA BRI ATIEYESCR . R, A
BT, RIS AEAS R B Al G o B RN INT 52 ESG R, LAKE K REG 7L T &TE
R

51. iR e SRR RESH

e, RIS AR KN A S il 5 ESG AR TRISAM, AR S0 M ARME 7 A A 6 Al
BT & . JE T, ASC DAL R P 0 B (SIZE) BT T &, B T BORE Ny 1, BN 0, Bl
R AL 2H (SIZE-H) 5 /N A4 (SIZE-L), -4l ENASE Ranse 7 51(1). FIQR)Fr. 4588,
TEPAREARA S, Sttt il ESG RIMM REAE 1%HI/KF LEB R K7, HAE LR R
W IFEAR(SIZE-H) Hh Al £k oot 40l ESG RILI A v RECK T /N RAR I FEA(SIZE-L), Hidid 1
Y8 REZE R . X R/ NL, b G S ahxt Al ESG 2 B 1E T 520 5 A .3

B, WFHAMT R AER AL G O 4Rl 5 ESG RILK RAFAEMM . Tk, AT akylmE
WAR[12) /T iER oy ARk E i AR, K mBHE AR 1, S0 0, BAtks Ay skl k41 (TECH-
H)S53Em AL A(TECH-L), SRRz 7 513). Fl@Fr. SRER, B AAR
(TECH-H)H /b g (g @ixf ol ESG I TH R AN T mBHE A (TECH-L), Hifid 1 48
AT . XU AL, b S ahont Al ESG 2 B 57T 5 0 FE FE IR o

B=, AT e SRR B L S 4l 5 Al ESG RILSE RAFERM . Tk, ACEL#)
s E TS AR, Ui e PR EOR IRE Y 1, B 0, BALsy N i3 e A2 B ok
ANV (LI-H) 5 17435 SR B9 Aol ZH (LI-L), 472145 S an 2 7 %0(5) HI(6)fim. G in,
T3 AR EREA(LI-H) h 4t e fit k. ESG R ILIfh T REUN TR 35 B R B REA (LI-L),
Had 7AW R0 R . XU E T 5w SRR BRIl Al gR SRt ik ESG RILM 71

MR FE AR

Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis of corporate ESG performance
F2 7. 1l ESG RIMF RS

) @ ©) 4) ®) (6)

Bl ESG ESG ESG ESG ESG ESG
SIZE-H SIZE-L TECH-Y TECH-N LI-H LI-L
GFIN 0.006%** 0.017%** 0.02%** —0.007*** 0.004* —0.023%**
(2.62) (5.60) (5.00) (-3.44) (1.69) (-7.67)
IR R R 0.002%*** 0.014** 0.001***

Pl A = = = = = 2 b
A i = i = 2 2
17k = = = = 2 b

FEAE 7111 8906 5103 10918 8254 7756
R2{H 0.406 0.327 0.246 0.440 0.370 0.424

VE: ok xx xS RIRERLE 1%, 5%A1 10%/KF EEZE.

5.2. BFREREE

SO R BNE T L ESG RIMEER T4 T2 E R, Ml A E R AR ?
Aoy Ryl R AR T Al T BOR B R 5 Al T 3756 4+ E ) =77 T R 5 S 4 0 e R B A S
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1k ESG RINFEE AT E R -

B, NEEGOESEINR TS EE FR A ESG FHMH A m R g, %X E A K
ME[L3]fGE, AT B R A A A MRBAR &, MEBEG) TR . % 8 5B/, SOERBA
Y5 ESG R IMAZ T T [0 )3 R A3 4 IE (R E KN 5%). X RFALES AR ESG R I [F/EH
T, lmEmmREREKT ET.

TFP, = o, + ,GFIN, x ESG; + a,GFIN,;, + o,ESG, + a,Controls;, + &, (%)

HR, N ER G S RN 15 2 T8 BRI AL ESG R B b B 4 AR L FH R, AR S Ak [14]

RO FE, BRSO F A T 62 BOAR N S R fih Sz Al A% 0ol 55, SE REAA TN S5 IR ZI AR 5, AN I

TR B, A5 B B IRNCAE 2 =] 4 b B B Ay BoRIE ], M

BG)FATRI . & 8 FI(2)FR, BRI YS ESG RIMMATRIUK REAE 10% /K1 RFEHNIE, WA
P AR B A G A b B R S K T

ADT, = a, + o,GFIN, x ESG;, + ,GFIN,, + ,ESG;, + o,Controls; + &, (6)

A, NEZRGAA RPN G2l BR A ESG RILMK AN T 7355 468 11, A SCAl I #hah G
BRI ES R ), BRI . B8 FEE(Lerner Index) 3= EAAHL T AL AE i 7+
FIEAN RESIRIZEIAR S . SR BU K, Iz 7 G e Jutitlog, Rz Enigh BE B
ENMBEFIRE 1. & 8 FIQ) R, &It NS ESG HIAZTDIE A ZREAE 1%/K - NIE, 5HH
FR AL TE S ) B IR I

LI, = o, + o,GFIN;, x ESG;, + &,GFIN;, + &, ESG;, + r,Controls; + &;, (7)

Table 8. Analysis of economic consequences of green financial investment and ESG performance

= 8. FEEMIEANS ESG RUMAFRERIT

A 1 ) ®3)
TFP ADT LI
GFIN_ESG 2.22%* 3.127* 2.2]%**
(2.00) (-1.84) (-13.27)
GFIN —1.43%** 0.26%** —0.06%**
(-26.97) (2.69) (5.83)
ESG 2.94%%* 2.21%** 0.77%**
(1.97) (4.41) (15.64)
A & 2 2 &
F0y 2 2 &
il 2 o o
FEAR: 15,080 15,080 15,080
R2{H 0.743 0.042 0.389

e rer ke  * G RIRRTE 1% 5% 10%/KF L EE .

6. IRGRERT

ZREANH . BEARARNEF IR SESRAE TR BB 7, AEE e R EaRE L, Aol ESG RIUyk
AR R RIRAE TR — 40 IKEBN 11 ARSCRIA 2011~2022 4EHh[E A SR G BT JIEHE, R
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WAGOER. BT 150 ESG RILMK R SUEL REY], GOSN R ZEH A ESG £
B, B BUE I BRIEFEEN, JUHRBRERA T . @i, Bl iRmor. &
JRAE TR, LA R A % il ESG RBLIE M RAMI B &2 . BbAh, it e R i
s R OE RN BT ST ESG RPN Ml A BT EORN AT 37 38 4 A7 I I . BF 7T
LR B F MBERHE IR T RES %, Bl A sttt ESG R, Bk
E B HERN SR O RNBOR S, #0588 i ESG RIL, 1M1 A 7R 4575 1 25 8 Ak U L AT ML AT 37 38 IR
DL e Hns, DIHESZR O AN W] RS2 A e o DRI R AR I T AR 45 18 0 SR B AT B B2 JR s 8 e

B, ARV ROAR IS G RAOR NI PR AR, AR T L ESG KRB HIRTE S M
HEIRE. AV NARR SR e i TR, DRI R, YRR 5 RE IR SR U 4R, DLSEEZR B AL
FERSEINSE RVETHiDRI T

R, USRI E N Ak S HE B S (0 S REBOR 1 S, B I BUCPL R T BRI S T B £ M 3
ZptERIBN, RN SEE RO ERE R, X TIREHEN S, PRI T ESC RIVETHA Ak
EP R EEN, BRI ESC RIMAMNIRFE K, DLSEIU AP 5t .

B, AT T kAR S 4 (L SRR TE ESG RIS F5 75 ARV, AT AR AT 75
FoRBLEER 2R, DL E SEOASERG RU s . (RIS, WS AT R G ik, B HER
et A7 JK P IR T, NP ORI 70, SCBLA T i R R H AR -

e HE

B K H AR 4:(72061014); 1R #E JT H SR I H (2024A0377)
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