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Abstract

Against the backdrop of the deep integration of ESG investment principles into China’s capital mar-
ket, existing literature has largely focused on the return implications of ESG, while paying insuffi-
cient attention to its risk-mitigation role, especially its impact on extreme tail risk. Furthermore,
most prior studies rely on linear models, which are subject to inherent model misspecification. This
paper uses a sample of constituents of the CSI 300 Index from 2018 to 2024, and constructs the Kur
full-moment amplitude indicator to comprehensively capture both conventional stock price vola-
tility and extreme tail risk. We employ a two-way fixed effects (TWFE) model and instrumental var-
iable (IV) approach to systematically examine the causal effect of ESG performance on stock price
full-moment volatility, and implement an unbiased “from black box to white box” decomposition
via the XGBoost nonlinear model and TreeSHAP method. The main findings are as follows: First, ESG
performance exerts a significant inhibitory effect on stock price full-moment volatility, with the cor-
porate governance (G) dimension serving as the core driving factor. Second, the relationship be-
tween ESG performance and stock price volatility presents a significant U-shaped nonlinear pattern
with a clear inflection point, and this inhibitory effect is more pronounced for state-owned enter-
prises (SOEs), manufacturing firms, and bear market periods. Third, the nonlinear model signifi-
cantly outperforms the linear benchmark model in terms of fitting accuracy and out-of-sample gen-
eralization ability. The white-box decomposition identifies core sub-indicators including infor-
mation disclosure quality and board independence, and verifies a significant positive synergy be-
tween the governance and environmental dimensions. This study extends the literature on ESG and
capital market stability, and provides empirical evidence for regulators to improve ESG institu-
tional frameworks, listed firms to optimize ESG governance, and investors to establish robust risk
management systems.
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SUBRIRIE N IFHEH 5 R AT E R ERE, 51 ESG WA ST AT R4 Ry A KR E
W5 RGeS E AR O4EE . 2018~2024 4, A % ESG 8 BIETE i B MAE 30%THE 80%LL F,
ESG TR M5t iz o0, FTg2 i RS2 EAMENS), B sh &kt 1k
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5 i R P KRG B 42 5 SR AP S T 52, BSG X IBEAN BN K U SE RO SRS AL S 1E RTA S, oy st 5l
FILTR R AR Lo il

DA BT HISE ESG BB RN TE L “ WS 7 5« A tEmg a7 P RRE SRR, 7h ek
WAL DR IRAE T = RITVESR I . — MR R I0 VT R I R G R, TCikdli 52 ESG U8
ARV, R ARRYENL S IR N “IUE RS B Te AT i Re 7 (AR sE s = R~ shill
FEOOTRAE IR s &, 2g b R R A AU, HL R = A Lol E R R 7 T X AR O

B0 EIRBREE, ATCLL 2018~2024 3R 300 FHEURI B FREA, 3 Kur 2R IRIEE R &
TR ) 55 Wt 2 S DRI, 3l X 1) ] 5 ORI AR A AR AT AR ESG X AN A AR el 1 IR R, R
M1 XGBoost 1% 5 TreeSHAP J7ik LBl “MNBER A& KILMITME, RN E R & RS T AR AR
I UEAZ Lo B AR, b TEHE 1 2R S5 DID A5 46 56 A0 IR R o

RICIABRTTERAIIAE = J51H . — M T 5 SHAP HFfRECE M AL RETER IGHESS, TRAh T AE2k
PERERS G P EAN AL IO BRIE s R SRR AR € ik 5 B MR 4ERE SRR DU R IR, 956 7 I BT
MIER 2 B =RAFHEERN T ESG XA HI N A% IR T SR IS, ARER . Elas 5K
EE e SRS EANIRIIP

2. LGt FIRILEAY

MaiR R ARt - BulkSa G Re ), BT SEI T ML PR TR AL . TG THHEWT S A ERL AR
AT, RESER “HA - Bt BORSRVERL S, T SCIED R IEMRRE . B e AE OR B AR L A
R A PRSI BEA E, 3 P AR S T i SE LA PR N T A ARAESETHHEWT . A P AL 5 4
YR RABVERAE R TR R, SEBLA “RERNERL S B “BRERVEMRRE " msii.

2.1. BRYVRENRIEENEIE L

2.1.1. BXIEEFE

5B 2 % (Realized Volatility, RV)/ B4 MUMLE T S5 (O JE il ik, G0 P BT AT 7
. R I X 1 [0,T] Y, K5I TS50 n AN T, B K I S0l 2 5, U X 1]
CSTI AR U RV, =[S

B0 lif, RV, WHERUCSIT 37 Hah %, i A S MO e B AT SeBR s (i, A SCAit
1 AR A 8 2 ) BT P 4
2.1.2. EHER AT

S PR RARAE SRR AR AT REE, DU — BRI RS AR, A
VNSO N I L

E Vi _:ui,t ’
ﬁﬁﬁ“ﬂ%@:%@Wﬁ%%ﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁ,&%W%T%m@,iXﬁz&mb:ii__)j
i 9 B HLAS AR, B8 77 W T Bk R M bk v

W B (K urtosis) - %I I 2 22 70 Afi ) R U SR R REJEE , S AR S e sl AU » 58 SO Kt , = —————=

WEFERKT 3 RPAFLEERAFE, BUEMRE, Ao sh Sk Rk AR HOR
R E(VaR): ZH %52 B5KF FR&s RBERK, ACKH 95%E 5 /K TS50 VaR:
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95% _
VaR,,™ =, — 2445 * 0,
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Horb 2, o AFRHEIEZS 040 5% 08, dERHEROR, W AT AR
2.1.3. Kur #RiE{EE

MR AR R R AL, ASSCRA Kur JRIGHE R O PR AR &, 2 R 1 1 B UK R
Hofs i i KU N BB N, B St GARCH JERAR A B 4 it % 16 ESG X [l i e s i) a4 L 52m, 1%

OWEN: Kur, =4 Kurt,, +Y. X, +],,
k=1

Horh 2 NWEFEURRE, X, WO RREA R SRR, BOACR IR ARG THMLE), fEdRIE
A TR A WL LS S S HUh T — Bk

2.1.4. Kur £5EHRIEED
N TR S WA 2t R A AFAE SRR B — R P AU Fi A AN 7 7 51— ARG 4R B BB, A SR A Kur JR
WA Y A AL O B AR AR B, AR e P RURR RO I sl . =B A . DU AR IS FE AN
G —IFEHESE, AT R 20 i 5 e 5 55 Wi R B KU, LS f —Fhn 55 GARCH R Y 5 4 [T b 412
ESG W B s i) e 4E LM, %0 BUE N
Kur, =RV, ><(1+|Skewit|+i><max(Kurtit —3,0))

Hrp 2 =042 JEET A BT UCas I AT AR A TR HERL, 35 PR RIET5E , IZHUE T Kur FEhR0
JEHR RS B AR TR S e vy s Kty =3 JUBVAIGE L, A OR B 5 R R i LA 1285 7 A B v i %

5 R BRI AZ OIS Z FET: DRV, 7 Z0CRE TAT MR, &g, B
TR 2 i DY AR R A ARFAE , CoVaR/MES AWM & R gk R i 2 i, 1M Kur A 4RIR(E 2 M — [F 44 T
BB ARIFRT BB Wi J5 R KRS 5 i A, AT Se BRI A I 0 8 30 145 i 8 78 <7 4
S AR, R AR Bl R B R AR bR (1 ] B A 44

2.2. ELMPIE R XGBoost it SJHESR

FGEL MR e 00 B AR R A R 2P R B, TEiEAiR ESG S B sl OARZe . ARXARAFAE, A3
KM XGBoost M b 2 S TR F @ AR LRV I A HESE, HAZ O B R A AR SR 55 57 2] & (2 K [ A ) »

oMU ERMES E R, A ) S ), FERBEDN: 0bi(©) = 31(3,.5,)+ 2.0(1) -
i=1 k=1

S (v, 5,) MR EREG 0R BUIES SO % Q(f,) M TEMCT, Rl 0 52 e L
SAIE SEX: O(f) =T +1 A3

e TP AR, w, AR,y A NENRAL.

XGBoost HURIEIT WA W TR LIS, 19 BT ENMCHUBHREREARSME 1AL ST, T
A B e I 2 TR, WA R e MR 5 i A, 0 4 F AR S
R A AR
2.3. SHAP ERI TR FT R i EE IR

SHAP f{ti(Shapley Additive Explanations)/ &4 L S2Bl “ WG & 7 BALMRZ 007, HEE T
% Shapley {B, SEIUGHEZR VAR FIIN 45 T — o Am AR, B ARAL GobLas 2 SIS R i) B TR 5%

2.3.1. Shapley {EHI AR ELFY,
Shapley 18 ] T BALSVEMZE T 2 500 BSR4 BR ok, 7630 2 DU A BRI AT T AT 4s o — 6
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LT %, & SHAP fHZE T AT SE LRI Lo OREE -
() HRE: PrEZ 5% Shapley 2 M5 T iiat, PRAEILPRITHR ¢ 4 70T s
(2) MFRbE: AP TTRRE M FRINANZ 5%, H Shapley {HAH4E;
(3) MEMNE: XTI bR TTERIIZ 5%, 3 Shapley {69 05

(4) &M AP S 5 Shapley (H5% T % T 18259 Shapley fH 2 .
MEE n NS EHENGEESE, 5% i 1 Shapley {H7E M-

S{i(n—[S|—1)!
¢ = Z A M[v(SU{i})—v(S)J
SN} n:
o N NS EH A, SARE TR, v(S) NTH S BafEles.
2.3.2. SHAP {ERIHERI  FRIESS
SHAP {4 WL 885 IR (0 B B £ (E 28, R M TIZE 2 5 %, MR By S e 2
FEREARRIEBUR £ (x) BROTULE RTS8/ (x) =g + 244 ()

Hor g AEAE (AR TIME IIIME), ¢ (x) A5 i NMFIER) SHAP fE, BINZRFEXS 24 BT RE A T &
HILbRTTR, LGRS 1, B AR R

AR &R AL () TreeSHAP J57%:0T 5 SHAP {8, HEE TR A5 M) 01t 2 Tl R B0k, ]
FHfiT 5L SHAP {8, BEGUTRMETTIRZE, A% 1808 Shapley (HIU KA, (RAEAFRITERAMGTHIK TS
— 3, AR AR AR AR R ) B N

2.3.3. £F SHAP EHSHFRIER
BT SHAP EMG TR, A SO DRk R S0l B &AL
(1) 42J5) SHAP {H: Bt AE SHAP (B M P 460t 22 5 i 4 R B, IR IR Eh (K
(2) SHAP WA Pl AT ARFAE of Bl AR A B 1) AR 2 P 280N 5 ) (AR AE 5
(3) SHAP L H AN : SAGKFAEIN A9AC BN BRIk, R36 Ev S. G 4EE B Y R 808 AR 200 5
(4) JS#B SHAP {H: iR AREARFIELFRTTIR, 2047 5 0 HERRAE -

24. REGITSERRANER

2.4.1. TRBTALIBIRIS
N RRBERR AR AT ML SRR P R3S GETHRE T 1 T4, AR SO BT AR AT AR A AR i T Ak 2
(1) XU4E AL : XS BHAT S%XUMAE R, B Gl i 5 800 S8 T i s
) AT\ AL ER: JE I AT IR B[R AR E ESG fabrik 2z, THRATIL RS % R
(3) WBhE MARdEL: SR 12 N RN G DhRvErk, B AR A KR HE AL K 1 BT AR I 2 (Look-ahead
Bias), VM BRI 7SS BN,
(4) FEBI T (PCA): XX ESG PFEEHR IR R 7, M — VPR % 5 % B L2 M )

B

- o
2.4.2. HIRBURSE I HEET
A DA 5 1] 00 EE 58 S R fd b v 57 16 T A ] 5 205 N RS TR O BE R LR v 3 I, %05 1k AT [ I A LT

W T 22 FPAIAR S SETIAR S Rl A, 45 eI O SE THHE T 45 2R, @ e Py mT A

2.4.3. AEMAESERIRA
EEXT ESG 5B B B XA FER « B S B P AEPE L, AR SR = KB R T
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(1) TEASEVEV): @S BB/ — 37 (2SLS) R X ) B AR ) f, T HL AR B e AR DGR 5 Ah A
PP KA Lo 2 A

(2) BUFE7VLACE(PSM): 8L Logit BRI THITE 7>, VLRCKRAEAR I IO A B AL 50 jE 4L, it
ESG XA e ah B VY AL BERUNI(ATT), i R AEAS B IE 30 225

(3) MHEZEIHE(DID): LA ESG SRl & BUR i H AR SLYG, @ XWE 7270 ESG 1R R A%,
figp R I A )

2.4.4. REZZEGIRE
I HERR RE BRI RS, AR SR S RIS BT e BRI SG : BEALITEL ESG 150 IFFAHUE,
B 500 JA i REBEHL AT, X FLIR GG THE S BEHL AT K B 5, S0 UE A% Lo 238 DAL SR A

2.5. BLMREK

BT FIRHEE, AT P KRR 56 A% OB T AR 1

R H1: ESG Z5& RIN B is 20 38 K v W He A o JRURS EL A S5 35 9 A [l 0 24082 B S G =44
FERIAMHI RN AFAE B35 7 57, IR PG 4EFE R A% O IR BN R T«

B H2: ESG XA i s s BA 238 1 AR S M BB K08, HAZFE XS FRRFAE, LA IR 72 T
AT el A N B R TP S RAT .

fB¥ H3: LT SHAP E L MIFE, wR% ESG SN I s A% Oal 73 48 ks, 2 oMok,
5 B BRHERRE . 7 ST R bR otk B &% ot B .

R H4: ESG EZIEIE BANIR, WM, BEFHHES. MR AR REE, RN shr=4E
3 AR
3. MR
3.1. HREFESHIERIR

ASCLL 2018 4 1 H~2024 4 12 HIPER 300 S8BT BONVIIE W FEFEAR, S EARE S A el
Itk FEABINSTEKE S 2T 60%LL F, B&HRITIHARES IR NS . FEAMIER
RN 1, B3 236 K L AR M)A B PETREE, 3t 19,824 AN ZOWNIE .

Table 1. Sample screening process

F 1. HATHIEGIE

TSR Ujipriy Pl R AT TR H ERE
IR FEAS B PRI IR 300 830w W% 1 oy I 527 44,268
IR BIRAEA I B ST *ST 4RI AL B ¥ L 7 14k 489 41,076
LI 2 5 BRAZ 00 A B B R LB T 20% A A 271 22,764
LI 3 BRAFAEE KA 456 I 18 7 WU 19 S B A A 236 19,824
RAFEAR 2018~2024 4 3 J& P-4 T A 23 236 19,824

A OHAERIE AT . ESG VP R I P\ R] B d s AR UEFE . PR TE RSk ESG B I
AR G5 T TS HE K 8 E 2 2(CSMAR). Wind #0528, Fr 8 5 8RB 2 A% BR %, 20
Eamlb ik B B R Gt R SIEE 247k 0 bRt

NORAIEGETHHEWT o R, AR SORE A E LA B AT PR UEA TRAC BRI AR . 35—, AT \h b sE, LLA
FE NN, Xt ESG FEARMAT VMG AS BEARER R R, HURIE5E 22 R A R4 BSG WA RS2 5
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B WA Db, SR E 12 DA S BNIRE & DO AS R BT IR LA B, e e A
PR AEALHT R HT LA %2 (Look-ahead Bias), VHFRZR N s S ENEM, 5=, WMELME, &
BAZEPAT U 5% A FEALBE, 8 G bl B X S B il vk B
3.2. TEENSNE

RGO AR NIRRT B O R IHIAR R =2, BRE X Fre SETHE R 2,
R Co AR R T B 2 2AE T SO 2B 70 B

Table 2. Variable definition and measurement
2 TEENSNE

REEKR RRAWR D BET5
WA & Kur 4 F R 18 { O BIRRAR R, S5 G W Bl 5 W 2 3 XU
AL H B O SEBL Bl R Benbshabs, FTHEM BRI
WAL 2 26 HEH W R =0, 2 R R kUK
AL i S U B FE H R S DB, 220 A ity I8 0 R
95% E (5K VaR SHCFT S H R ORI TE N TR
F 7 Z(SV) XibR AR R, B H IR 2 26 R 07 22
25 R I (CK) SbR KRR, GARCH (1,1) A% 25 S 1 i) Ag g i
TAT O SEILIE SN %(DRV) SHbR AR bR, (T Ul ST SRR S Bh
Hill 48 E(HTI) b YN v =7 TP e i 14 BN 7oga AT W ECE (=4
12 bR W1 EE 4 2% (MES) SHbR R R AERR, 5% B AR KF N A BRI bR B 45 2%
O R R AR B ESG %4135 B H 28 3 oy o3 T BRI 58— Aoy, ARG AL 3
B AT 57 P2 I 55 4 i B 46 S o S TR, At A A 3
thos U FEAR oy ST L A2 4 B 46 2 o TR, At A A 3
TRERYE AR 5) ST 2 i R 4 B0 46 S o TR, At A A 3
Pl A A bR AR SRR B AR R
B BB
R A R 2
ER NG R AL ONE 5T
KB ARFF L) H— R AR R S
H¥#HF5 AN H BE A 34 F 5
AR BT BR AR AR
] 5 25 AR 2 08 I T8 [ 5 2508

T PSSR B Z 5% iR AT 5IRENE DFREL AL ESG 4153 R britok B HAERE 0 ESG PRI
SR YESE, SRR AR B IR R B

3.3. BRENgE

3.3.1. LMV EEEMMER
AT LAANMA - F T R SR SR AR v 5 1) X017 [B] 58 RS AR RN 2R B U, W ESG 5 AN I s 1) 3
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HELRIEORIG, BAMBEN: Y, = ay + o, ESG, + Y a,Controls, + u, + 4, +/,

k=1

Hr, v, MR R, B4 Kur, - RV, S8R  ESG, WIZ OSSR Controls, N7 2 Ft
FIEHAR B S u AR E R A, A H FER R 52 R e, BN I, K A% O R AR B 5
NE,« S,~ G,, RIAIKI ESG = K4k 1) 2 S AL .

REE 58 2R A A v % T [ BT 4o B T RO () S T 22 . R AR O S AR T A % 1 R, FRELA [B] V5 R,
AT EMTE.
3.3.2. XGBoost JEZ& 4 EZEM SRR

NI ESG 5 BN IR s 2 28 AR LR M o< Bk . BIEAFIE 548 BN, A SR XGBoost H A $2 7
FEAY, @I R RIS B, P B XU IE A LR S LA, A% H AR RN -
08j(©) = $1(1,.7, )+ 204

A

E¢,dnxjﬁ¥ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁ,@%ﬁﬂﬁ%@%ﬁi@mﬁ%;QUQ%EM%E,%%E
HIRER IR, B LG

DA e RE T A 22, AR SR FH IS P REA K 0 ). 2018~2022 FEEHRE N IIZREE(70%) 2023 4R
HEAERE(15%) 2024 FEHHE AR E05%), T 5 Hri A XIAE S DB e S50, ARERE
Bz AkRe
3.3.3. TreeSHAP Zm B &IFfRER

AR FE R AR AL TreeSHAP J77%, Xt XGBoost BRI EAT LM FE, THE1E Shapley 1H
WRARE, AHME— TR E LRk, SR IERMEM BRI, ZOo0Ra=NN:

f(x[;): ) +i¢z (‘xil)

Hr, g NEFEARTIMEREGEE), ¢ (x,) AH i MRAER SHAP B, 1E SR ARFAZRHE B
BEANIREM 7 ], LESHEAR FR R i

5T SHAP 18, ACHENERMAER: F—, 84K SHAP {EIR%] ESG N IO IS
5, JEIT SHAP (M PR I6 AL RN 5 B A AE s 55 =, J#id SHAP X HAHMK E. S G 4EE A1)
A BN ; HP, Wi E R IE SHAP [HI4iHBE M, B R A ST HERTA R .

3.3.4. M ERIRAI R

EEXF ESG S5 B R X BRI . AR B AR B = R N AR PR R R, A ST v 4 4 B R il
TR, Hh TR OEFIRG 777, PSM 5 DID Jyth 7ot U HE -

(1) TEARELRIV): EE “FE4T L F A0 H A ESG 50 E " AT HA S, %48 5 LMk
PE S AN AP KAZ O A1, B P B I/ IRV (2SLS) 22 AR X i) [R] S il 5, Ay AR SCAZ 0 TR SRR 31 7
%

(2) f8U1A145 73 IEECIE(PSM): DAAEEEAT L ESG 1370 AL EON IR 54, Xl 435 BESG (b 4H) 51K ESG
HFEHA), @it Logit BEALE TR A5y, KA 1:1 3 ARULHEC L UC RS AEAI U FIREA, (1T ESG %
BANHE A BE RS (ATT), ZMRAEAS ik 8 22

(3) HEESRLIGNE 2 757(DID): LA 2022 FiElE S (BT AR BREHE RAZEH L/ERS) K ESG
YNSRI BB 8RR v AR SEES, e 2 DID B, (E RN R MR SIEAE, SR AEt R AT B )

(4) [REFFEGIRL: I SRR, BENLFTEL ESG 154 FIREARHUE, Y 500 7 g
RBBENL AT, 0T R A Ak THE S BEAL A0 (0 B9 R, FEBR AR [m U U, B A A O 5 1 PR R SR
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34. EREAMREG T

ARG AR R HAVEGE TG R R 3, P GevHE Yk T AR BE 5 (0 1A i e 11 5, 5 e sk
UEDHTHIBEA S 4 — B, TCREA i 2% -

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of core variables for the full sample

3. ERARLEERE S

BEAR BURIULIER BE R EE wm/ME Hr A BAH
Kur AR IEE 19,824 4.26 1.93 1.05 3.98 11.24
SEAL TSI B R (%) 19,824 34.20 18.70 8.20 31.50 96.50
WAL 6 s 5 19,824 -0.28 0.31 -1.26 -0.25 0.58
WAL e o 19,824 4.52 1.16 2.87 421 8.93
95%E 157K VaR (%) 19,824 -5.30 2.14 -12.60 —-4.95 -1.85
ESG Z& 155 (hriAL) 19,824 0.00 1.00 -2.31 0.09 2.15
B4 215 5 (bR HEAL) 19,824 0.00 1.00 -2.45 0.05 2.28
*EAYE AT - (R HEAL) 19,824 0.00 1.00 -2.27 0.04 2.06
TR ERYE AT - (R HEAL) 19,824 0.00 1.00 -2.18 0.07 2.12
Al A 19,824 2435 1.52 21.08 24.12 28.64
B A 19,824 0.51 0.19 0.08 0.52 0.91
R A R 19,824 0.08 0.12 -0.36 0.07 0.42
B IEK2 19,824 0.15 0.32 -0.48 0.11 1.36
H— R IR R H ) 19,824 0.38 0.15 0.09 0.37 0.76
AT 19,824 0.12 0.09 0.01 0.10 0.45
AR 19,824 2.85 0.56 0.69 2.94 4.09
/J;;gﬁiéﬂ{%ﬂééﬁﬂw 5% LR, %O AR AR B A IAT W AL 5 IR BN B D AR AR AR, ARG O SEIE
BN A%,

HIZE 3 TR 55—, BAIRIEARTT & A Biids “ il RUEER” F I ATRE, BBk T AAE
WENNEEN RS, NSRS T RN B, ESG fetrabrtiib e A G, Lk
AR, ATRE RSB H TR e, =, AR A S EX E, 5 A e R
WEFCHISETHRAIE— B0 B0E TR S HR i m] SE .

4. SLIFE RS9

HF RO ER TR 500508, R ESG SN S5 IS FIRE RN, B UE A SCHE
oW R, AAERMERTII G S A& IR IR L EREUES B . Frg RIAY R A Ak - A B A XA
TR ER, PARNEHIT T Z. B SEImAAER RS, RUES T HER ™8 M.
4.1. FERYISHT

% 4 e BESG A M A dEFE X Kur 25 RIEE R FEAERHZE R, HFIIEA SO OB Hl1: ESG
Hot A 4 HE i Bl LA S 3 S m M Os:,  H = KA RN AR AE S b .
RER, TRRBIMAESIAE, ESG 45/ REUNME 1%/KFE#F N, BX HI 15 258HE.
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PR X L, B ESG BHRTT 1 AMRdEZE, VAN 2R BEKF T RE 0.145 e %, A REZ
DA . 7ML AR, VG FYEEE(G) 2 KB ESG JANHMHI RN % D T, SRYERE(E) XL, e
YEPE ()N85, 5 A BT 4% 03 30 Ailb i PR 0 e AU B AR A — B

Table 4. Baseline regression results

4. FERFLER

ZE 1) Kur ) Kur (3) Kur 4) Kur (5) Kur
ESG -0.182*** —0.145**
(0.031) (0.027)
E -0.097*
(0.042)
S -0.076"
(0.040)
G -0.163***
(0.030)
i A & b b & &
LT [ 5 RS 2 2 2 P P
WLAE 19,824 19,824 19,824 19,824 19,824
TS R? 0.127 0.283 0.261 0.254 0.279

H: "p<0.01, "p<0.05 "p<0.1; FETHNUFREEREIRAER; EHR RSV, T 76i%. ROE.
B KR, F—RBARRRLILE. HFR. EiiER.

4.2. FELMBRE
5 A G ESG IRIENASE R, T RAER K H2: ESG Xt b s i FEma A4 AR L PR T Tl

Table 5. Nonlinear effect test

5. FRELMHNAE

TE (1) Kur (2) Kur
ESG —0.084** -0.079**
(0.035) (0.033)
ESG2 0.051" 0.048"
(0.022) (0.020)
A & o T
e [E 58 R P &
WLIAE 19,824 19,824
)G R? 0.142 0.291

ESG —WRIEZ . “RIEHRNIE, £H HE U BMIEEMECR, Bk H2 HR5%IE. 3T5
Q)& RITE, U BIEZ45 540 T ESG bruEfb 154> 0.82 4b: 24 ESG 50T 0.82 I, F ik Sl o £
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geyom; MRS, WL, KB T ESG REAEEVERIE——d E ESG BT RS
V=00 e/ PN | ESPRNvE LIk &

4.3. AEESERIEA

BEAE T AT RESZ X0 R R L SRR R FEAS Bk R =R AR PRI B T, AR SCR A AR R (2SLS)
504553 ILACIE(PSMY T AR R, 45 5R L% 6.

Table 6. Endogeneity treatment results

6. FEMAIRER

A 2SLS SH—Fr B 2SLS S B PSM-ATT 45
THARE IV 0.784***
(0.059)
ESG -0.168"** -0.139***
(0.032) (0.029)
P A &= & 2 A & UUAL
L1 [ 5 2L 2 &
WLIAE 19,824 19,824 11,820
F—MEFE 176.23

e TRARENFEATALFEIA fr ot ol ESG 340 218 PSM SR 1:1 JL4BULAC, VLRSS P A AL B AR e Al i 22 2/
T 5%, PR LE .

43.1. TETEZQSLS)

AR SIS R T L AR B KA O A M b, AT LIRS 1 Al ESG R BILAEAE 5 3 R R RN
I 5 X I = [RE e m Ak BESG SEE, SH%OMBAER BRI SMEME B, HAbMi 7
ESG RIA 2 B2 H ARV B AR B 30, A GEES H sk F & ESG KT = A a2, i 2 ettt
AP

F—MBFH 17623, AT 10 MG FHE, HEGRSS THRASE 8. 5 Mg RER, HRNAE
PTG, ESG BRI 1% /K FREZE AT, HANESEAERTEHE, UEH ESG X A% 3h 4 24
VAR STSPS =y

4.3.2. {@E18 45 EEZEPSM)

CAEEFEAT L ESG 1320 R AL BON I, KekEAR 20 v ESG ZH(ALBEA) 51K ESG HEZHIA), LAIEHE R
AR AR RO PP AR BEAT 1:1 SEARULEC . VLR 5 Ph A AR e 22 1/ 5%, i AT TE e, ULidH
Mo P EAB(ATT)E R B, = ESG AN e &R sh & Z R TK ESG 4, S3EiERIAZ5 185,
HEBR THEA B IR R W Z KT

4.33. EEARSEWNEESEDID)

AL 2022 FFUFME S RATH) ( BT AR T E R REHE TAER S (CLRRERR (5851 At AR
B, ZECRE AR ESG 5 BB ETTA R E KX REH A OER, X A B ETAR ESG
15 B PEEEAT = T A bl , ARSIt 2 A DID B8R 5] ESG Xt A8 20 (¥ IR SR8, A A0 DR 2
WA RN FEAIE R «

(1) EEEESHHEX
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KL ) DID B8, W2 Wi . Y, = B, + B Treat, x Post, + Y. §,Controls, + u, + A, + /,

Horr, Treat, HALPRA R AR, Post, NBUR M lEILAZE, 5 HI Treat, x Post, W% L RF AL &,
HRH B B M B 3R

MR Sl S B CHR 1) RATHT A BSG 15 B4 & i & ) R A O IG SHE, KB R R
T A AL E R A R o D A 3 —— X 2 A 7 R S B R R b e BE K, ESG R I BRE T R
WP TR ST AR AR o 4. ot ESG B B EE BT ESR FHAEIETRE ESG $1RE 73 T
9o, BRI & Post, 7£ 2022 4 4 ABGERATGEUER 1, ZHTHUER 0.

Q) PIrEBIRRSHEEHR

NEHIE DID B A% O HT R ——PAT AR, A SO @RS a, DL R AT AT 1 e
i, RIECR b S A SR AR s a2 R, SR WK T,

Table 7. Parallel trend test results
7. FITHEBRNER

HIEE M BURAT 3 BURAT2 M BORAT 1 BORSM BURE 1 BORE 20 BOR)E 3

E2 —0.042 -0.035 FEE -0.126"*  —0.158"*" —0.142*** -0.137***
Tl b iR (0.038) (0.032) - (0.030) (0.033) 0.031) (0.034)
p 1 0.271 0.276 - 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

GEREON, BURKRAR 3 M. 87 2 MIMABIIAEE, LFEL “AHA5HEHHBALER” 1
JEfER R, AT BB RO BURR AT MR Z 551, KB 1%K T ERE RS, SHEBCE TR
ERTE T I A ESG RIL, BEMHIG] TN BN, SRR LS5

(3) BUREME BHBR T

ST BUH B UY P RT REAELE (R AR B B0 1), AR SOE—HERY : FEAHIN S ESG AH G 4 E PR B
FAUNAR ($531) » FHTEIHADE X 4T ESG 15 B EE M5B B, Hib T HEKBEE ST,
BTSN 1), ASSCKE IS T BURRATRT | SR RBEEZN, 45 R BRBCR R RECIA R E,
VLI T AR GHZ BT B AT U, BOR b & 24k

(4) Z#E DID [B])H% R

w8 7 21 DID AR B UE RN S50, Bl AR IR R LR, 512) NI A AR
B R.

Table 8. Baseline DID regression results

% 8.DID EEREALR

A (1) Kur (2) Kur
Treat x Post —0.135™" —0.118""
(0.031) (0.028)
A & & 7
L e] [E 58 R 52 7
LE 19,824 19,824
W5 R? 0.256 0.278

TE: Tp<0.01, 5 N ARA SRR AR HER

SRR, THIMABIAE 1%KF EEZE NG, U ESG sl ik BUR AN vk, BRI T
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Al ESG R I I 1 H AN 2AE s, #E P IE T AR O A5 B BRER I BT, A7 DID
RaB6 A% o R U B AR TEESE , A SO0 BRER S50 473 BL TR AR 89 2SLS [ 45 ROviE.

4.4. RERMOH

NIEE ESG RN ME A S S AR FRAEAE, A SO B ATALJE P 37 8 = AN 4E T e 52
FEtEs T, SR 9.

Table 9. Heterogeneity analysis results

F9. RERMOINER

A (1) B () AEEA4 (3) il (4) JEHIE (5) ReTi (6) “Fh
ESG -0.192*** -0.094" -0.164™** -0.107* -0.217*** -0.082"
(0.035) (0.041) (0.030) (0.044) (0.038) (0.045)
A & 7 2 7 52 I 2
XL 1a) [ 52 RN & = 5 P 5 =
NLIE 10,752 9072 12,468 7356 7920 11,904

H: "™p<0.01, "p<0.05, "p<0.1; TN ANMIMRIFEIRER; FRETTRISSH )R 300 FeEES, Hhg
XA 2018 4F 1~12 A+ 2022 4F 1~12 H. 2024 4 1~12 A, LKA XA,

S WR

(1) PR BiE: ESG M hiibi] B8 AL E A ol b s s, 0 R e E 4 BESG SEER IBUER T 1)
515 BB EEMTEE E m, SR ESG 5 B AW BB

() ATk e lEL AL ESG oW B 2, Tl il i I B i A A BT I L 2 an S
HEAH D TUELN, ESG 2T AE 5 R R S RS 5 208 A E 1

() MR AETTIXA] BSG AR E RN & % 5 T-2F 1, IR1E 7 ESG (1 “fablgrhas” Thig——
3% FAT IR G AR i 7 B AR, BEORVE b KU A BE /0, ESG HAE Hr 1 P BTHOK

45. BEMRKELE

ASCNAZEEPRE . FEAG P, BIRE = RAERT, @i 5 M7 NRIERZ LA AR, 400
T 10, TR e 2 1 X 1 ] R A R A AR

Table 10. Robustness test results

F 10. RREMRmER

L2 S ESG &3 TR BEMH
B Wl R B (AL B SE L B 3 2 RV) —0.127** (0.025) 1%
B AR O RS B (HRIE ESG B —1T2R) -0.138"" (0.029) 1%
WA R LA (U 1%46 ) -0.151™ (0.028) 1%
TREAKI I (G B 2020 4EE 1 78 X /) -0.141™ (0.030) 1%
TR R E R AT - IR SR 28) —0.145™ (0.026) 1%

A R 45 SR 5 B UE PR R — B L BB 1 B S E TSR AR AL, IERIASC
g5 IR AR AR . FEAILESE . B BDESERR S, AR iR,
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4.6. R IsFRxI RIS

4.6.1. ERBR I IEFR3 A0
ONISAIE Kur AR IR (AR, G B L AR 2) 2 sl S FaAm X ] PR B iy 44, ASSTMAR SRR A
WEEARRE ST TS SRS = ANMERDT X ARG, T ARG 0 45 42 1 X0 1) ] 5 R 5 A A P AR

4.6.2. XML

115 T Kur AERIEE S L0 RIS TEAR 1) Pearson #H¢ REEFE . 45 R IR, Kur H5E5E
WEEhZ . TATIBhE . 07 25 AR A S R BN 0.726. 0.694. 0.658, S5 &FIERE. Hill
FEEBAE RS DURN AR bR R ¢ R 502 A 0.582. 0517, 5 MES HIAHX RECHN 0.613. AT A R
BENT 1, B EBKEF(VIF)/NT 5, Rtk in @, 1EM Kur fbrf & 17— X
Fabr oV i 1 Al R KRR R, BAMERIE BN E.

Table 11. Correlation coefficient matrix of the Kur indicator and mainstream tail risk indicators

F 11. Kur I8R5 ERE S KEIEFRAIE X R BER

A Kur RV DRV SV CK HTI MES
Kur 1.000

RV 0.726™* 1.000
DRV 0.694™** 0.942*** 1.000

SV 0.658"" 0.897" 0.925™ 1.000

CK 0.582"" 0.315™ 0.352" 0.307°*" 1.000

HTI 0.517" 0.284™ 0.306™" 0.279™ 0.863™" 1.000
MES 0.613** 0.785*** 0.812"* 0.764"* 0.426™" 0.395*** 1.000

HE: p<0.01, FrAMKABIIE 1%K1 EEE.

4.6.3. EERFEHRE

BRI Kur RFRHE R E, ASOFRMHIUE: 55—, B REH IR ZE IS
[A1)5, F56% ESG X Kur (NI & SRR R =, X ESG X Kur 5 H AR 35 KU 15 b ) iR
ER, SERNE 12,

Table 12. Incremental explanatory power test results

12, BERBOREER

A (1) Kur (2) Kur (3) Kur 4RV (5)DRV  (6)CK  (7) MES
ESG —0.145™ -0.102"* -0.087" -0.127"*  —0.115""  —0.063" —0.098***
(0.027) (0.022) (0.019) 0.025)  (0.024)  (0.026)  (0.023)
TR AR e AR & RV +DRV +SV  &FXFREFR & i o i
A & & 2 & & = 7 =
X 1e] [E 58 R = 7 = 7 & 2 &
WLIAE 19,824 19,824 19,824 19,824 19,824 19,824 19,824
)5 R? 0.283 0.517 0.624 0.265 0.258 0.182 0.241

H: Up<0.01, Tp<0.05, FE5 NN RIS FMEIRAER
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SRR B, HMEEES] T A RE AR E, ESG X Kur M REUKARTE 1%/KF L&
ER, UEB ESG X Kur FUHIHIES L& 1 5 — R KBS AR br oA MR RE I 215 2 %=, ESG Xf Kur
(a1 R A Lo B SRS IR, SR & T H B —ah . B RS abrm EE45 5, 38 Kur
Febr e B AT HUAHAE ESG KB AN 42 3 22 RS (1 400 il R

4.6.4. BFENERDW

IR ATAE DX AL S R AR B 45 R S, fERETTIXR], ESG XF Kur fIEIE RECAN-0.217"", XF RV &R
HON-0.152""", KSR AU LI RECN-0.094""; FEA4TTIX ], ESG X Kur ) REN—-0.082%, X RV R %L
N-0.075", XHE&MFIERE I R EON-0.038 (REE). X—45 R T Kur SHAMEIRSHF & L ER: H
— B FARFMN AR ESG fERATIE N 0UH L sh NI 508, i — W/ R Fis B R AR A AT 1 T
{1 R 3 ARG 682, 1T Kur FE R AT [RIHHHE PIFP RN, LR T34 R8T I KU iR Tl R ) 35 A0 T o — 4
b, BAMFFMATS LSMANE, HFIEAERNFE R EmS.

5. ERMHEERRIFRE
5.1. JFZAHAR B S BURAE

113 #)7 7 XGBoost 1A 5L PEIRMERI 7] 5458 GARCH B AL MR LL[8], 205l 4
FEA S FR AN AR R AZ O Fir AR, SO UERE R (A0l BE ) 52 AL RE T

Table 13. Comparison of model fitting performance

= 13. FERHESBRITLEE

it ZEFAMENE R WRAENEMRER?  WRAEMAE WAL RMSE
LR A0 ][] Ak R AR TR 0.283 0.261 1.252 1.674
GARCH (1,1)f574 0.312 0.295 1.186 1.612
XGBoost JE£E AR 0.576 0.542 0.807 1.051

ZERBIR, XGBoost HA MRS SICE R2IA 0.542, i T &AL GARCH A%,  [&]R)
X% MAE. RMSE .3 A%, FEBAER MR SRy, HE SR REARINZALRE S, AR
fF R T R PRSI R S DR ) R, NS S A SR AR AL T AT S A RS SR A
5.2. £F TreeSHAP BTk O &IFiR

ARATIET TreeSHAP J7125%F XGBoost #& 8 3T LAmMIFME, #5895V ZIREIR R, A ESG HH4E
fiER) SHAP H 1181 1%7K P10 B 1 5 5 MEAI0 (B k8L 1000 1K), HEFRBENLME A T4, {RIUED bR oTmk
Gt SE[9]

5.2.1. 2 RfHEEEM 5% O0EINEFIRF

14 4R TIODEHER) SHAP 4R B EE Y, LL SHAP 8 -1 #2600 i 22 (MAE) i BRI Bt
BB ILPRTTHR R, [ 3178 ESG AL di 7 R sTlikHE4 ,  AER IR H3.

Table 14. Global SHAP importance ranking of core features
& 14. #UHHE SHAP £ BEEMHR

Hesz RAEBFR SHAP H{E Z xR 2 TER S EE
1 BHEYEEIR M (G) 0.128 22.40%
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2 ESG Zi& 1345 0.104 18.20%
3 JEROE/ SR 0.091 15.90%
4 YL 130 (E) 0.076 13.30%
5 Ak A 0.058 10.15%
6 2 YEER 51 (S) 0.042 7.35%
7 BEPE AR AR 0.037 6.47%
8 55U AR 0.032 5.58%
— [ESG #0415 4845 Top4] — —
1 5 B i 0.087 15.20%
2 HHSP 0.062 10.85%
3 Bk s 0.049 8.57%
4 FE AR 0.035 6.12%
T TR o E RS RARFAE AR SRR AR PR TR B E, BT 8 KAZOERIE Rt TR o R 99%, I ARRAE TTRRAS 2

1%

ZiREIR: W, JREYERL(G)2 ESG WA RN AL IR R T, PMRAERL(B) XL, AT
(S)TTHR IR AR, SHISCHEMERIASE 18 784 — 3 55 =, ESG MHRIRAREARHE P 1 SRt oTk o5 ElE 61%,
RS B AL DI R 2 58 =, oM dRbrr, (ERIE R EHE MO BRHPIGREE . 7 A
SRR PR otk B Gr it R 1k, A OO B H3 15 278 0 Sl -

5.2.2. IERMWR S RERHE

SHAP #&kffi K &5 R, BSG A0 5RMIEsI 2 EEN U MAEL WX R, 80 FhadEtb s o
0.82 &b, SHiC RIEAZE R e AU : ESG 1940K T 0.82 I, SHAP fEBE ESG 15/ & THF5: T 1%,
WAL A IG5, I e, PR PR R, B RE T ESG IR H RIS R .

5.2.3. HEXHHNKE

SHAP 22 AN AR I 4R R, IR BRYESE(G) SIMEYERE (B)FAE 1%/K T R E I IR A BR824
WA BRI, PREEYE T A S A BN R T 37.2%, W 58 A "G ELE ESG KU B T g
RORFER IR . MRSt A IR B4E RS BN AR & Giit B3 1.

5.2.4. RERM4IRR
J ¥ SHAP M8 /5 R A i 45 3R S5 0 04518 58 4 — 3. ESG MRS mH R e B A Ak, HliE .
ReTH X A BE g, H3F—sBIRAF 7 450 ikattt:, FIN B 7 ESG RSB T REIME i 5

6. B4

ICN=A

ASCLL 2018~2024 SRR 300 TEEUR D BONFEAR, RGN ESG RIUG B &40 Bz 52, %0
LR U0« ESG XA A RE I Al BoAy 535 1 DR RAE AR 28082, R T g~ B 38 31 45 Wi R XU, ESG
BERTE 1 AMREZE, O A ERsl N RE 0.145 DMz, HAR B4 RAZ OB T “HFRERFE U
BRI R R, $5miA T ESG AREALTF 73 0.82 &b, HZBUsife A Alby il b 4ol 5 B8 7 X 6] 5 %
H, AW “farlgrtas” Thag: XGBoost AFLLIERIAL AN A RS L HiZ A AE 71 B35 A0 T 2otk L A
T, TreeSHAP H &I IS BER BUE . BRI BREFBOREIZ QA > s fabs, ik 7R
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G IABEYERE (IR PRI RO 20 000 0 RS R AR X R AR SCR R 9 Kur B R MR (B 2 SR 5 5 4
B, JFAEA B s R AR R R A R R A 44, 2 B N SRRE R I I RO A IR R AT EEE

TR, ACNEANG = K0 BN AIR MBOR R 7R W2 B DG BYE %0 e 3%
R ESG SRR HIEE, Gt SLBlE ESG AT MR R ER D4R, R4 <R BRAFEE, RN
ESG WARA TR GIERG TER R, 5l M QE NS B AR NHT “ERA, &
SERR” [ ESG SKEGRIX, PLSEsE A mlia B JRTME B R L, SR ESG BN, B il AR
TAPBNG L E T, K ESG A& KBRS, BB N ESG RIPAK TR G4 X
SRR, E R A S B R ESG fEbR, SR A H L D RE AL A U IR B, ST ME
RS

RNAFAE— AR, FEANE 3577 ER 300 Jl s i, S5 v /N (Aol i3 F P R B0 E,
K FIEE =757 ESG WA RE 764 X 40 SE M 5 SAEYE ESG AT A ZE R A, R REuk Y ESG 20 it
BB i) B AL AR s ARORWIT T AT #0 R A T PR A S S MR A, 1 SO KRB M i S bk ESG AT
DNARBRCLRG AR AT NI ZE AL RONE, R I RE ) R AR ESG RSN AN B B B AL FEAL
i, 5E¥ ESG HRAM AL E KA CEIR A R [10]-[18].

E&WE

EF AR RS — I H P2 OGN FHE G R (i 2 B0 R B2 R & WL S5 R AR AR, T
Héi'5: (24BIY086); HEZK MRl =EE G WITt B H « ZREBARE E-A1EQIH N 4 s AL IKEhHL
il S 51 R BB AL, WIH %5 (23FGLB024); [H LRl 226 R I B B0 H « g 305 st o B 0T R A
FMLEIER, DiHYwS: (20FGLB016); A5 &R FEAIHT RS : VLA RS AT A S EEM R 7T, i
HYm5: (NK2024001).
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