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Abstract

Green bonds are a key component of China’s green finance architecture and an essential financial
instrument for achieving the “dual-carbon” targets. Using a sample of China A-share listed firms
from 2010 to 2022, this paper investigates whether and how corporate issuance of green bonds in-
fluences audit pricing. We find that issuing green bonds significantly reduces audit fees. The fee-
reducing effect is stronger when green bonds are repeatedly issued and when they are certified by
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third-party verifiers. However, the effect is offset if the issuer has received environmental penalties.
This study extends the literature on the economic consequences of green bonds to the auditing
domain and enriches theories of audit pricing. Practically, the findings offer implications for improv-
ing the design and supervision of green bond issuance.
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1. 51§

HUEFF AR, RES TGRSR, OB KETHE. SR, 1EL PRI A,
fEEg ) MG KB TR TS R 55— RPN . S 7 SSIE TR B SRR T4, 2%
eSO . AR TSR, SRS BRIMEILA, 8O TEREEE S TR
SR RIHAL DS A BRED . TEETE. i BESE M, Seasmal Rl BN RK, K,
S fiigr e — MR R R R B TR, BEAREFHIRMA T BRI, Rehl SCRraelR ot &
REEVETH S AL RAVE R T IE , SRIMRIE AR RS En 2. Har, RECKRERN
SERE R TTIHRBATRI, 2022) [1], LA 52 R R H 2. szl
DS SR R W RN, 1 G0 B AR AT 55 Rl %8 B AR (Zerbib, 2016) [2] AL 38 AR A FA 45 V4 4% 5 (Flammer, 2021) [3]+
B Al (R AR, 2022) [4], #EMIF ESG K TF(EHFH, 2023) [5]. IEHFGEHE AN (R E
HE, 2022)[6] HEEA T AN (FZEDIRTKIENRS, 2022) [7]14%. Tt ASCNE T EN MG, HR
ST A RNAEACE AR R o

BRI A RATSR O SRR R E R E e M. AARmS, S RITSERRFRIKT 5454
EAXRIFRLE, $em 7GBTS, FRRRE R A EABRA, 1A AFEBKF, FEIK
GRNG HEE K. BB R, EERATIS MR A2 35 =7 VAR St fii g5 v] LLaR b 4
5500 B LIS 2R I PR AR s AR, SR Aol 2 BIPREE AL T, W S KT X e 25

AT TTRR FE BRI B, R T ROFIFN TS AR R A . BA ST
SRS E M I SCIRK ZE R Tl | SR A, 20225 BREBEIWATKIERE, 2022; ZRFEF 5 i,
2023) [4][7][8], T4l RAT S iz anfal s HoAth T 3 2 5 35 () SCER AR BE =, T AR B FEK i ST A0
B — 0 0 R B LA LA BRI . B T, IR T L RAT SR R A R AT IS R . B
A SCER B EERST T A RAT SR R X R B (R AR, 2022) [4]. iS5 RlTE A (Zerbib, 20165 ZF%
AR, 2023)[2] (8] ESG W-R(E F S, 2023) [515 77 HIfFEN, 1A 78— IR N B 824l
RATERAOGIER TSR s . 3=, F& 7 FH TR SR STk . AR SCER I 8 TH IS Al &
ITERETFRIX —AT R 1R LA el A B e 2 b, 2B 7 s T B RS S A B R E
i) A FT

2. B Ot SMRER
{5 BAKMPORIG AT, KB 5 ERMATF IR LR R, (5 E
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FO I —TTAEAE AL T RFA AL . (5 BAXFR 2 2 EUE BAR A T7 ARS8 5 577 R s AN i 5 &
FlZsfe KAk, BRSO ES ARG S EANFRER S, (5 EMRHA T LAn{E R SR L] s
BN IR R AEABRAT I EREREZH—T0, harEE BT DL E B3 = M) 26 41
KA EE L, AT DL B #0015 B8 FAEE N RA, b3 SRR A, 18
BE [0 T 5 36 A B A R R R A5 5, ST SR IR IE TR %, $2T-4k ESG A%k, {55
wH, TEEEARUMEET, (EEMBT AT LANE BB A REFEME 543 S ESEN, PASEI
T8 . FAE 1973 4F, WH/R « $r55 87 (Michael Spence)st JT- G PEHLZE 553 H T b 51 NS S FEiE, i
N, FELRZHIENT, REEERAZ AL “BEE" , BEIHATGEE RN EIEF, X E
SART DA S IR IE B B 5 B8 D0 /KF B AT AEAE 5 DM [ Rl H SR SR AT A4 4 357 T [ 1%

ETEEAMNKHE R SESHE, STaamd, SHofE B2 X 1 H A5 555 10 E 2
o SHOE BRI SR SR AH D 2 RIE BA R M. —J7TH, RAT SO T B R
S5 BRESE IS AN RIS BAXRFRRE, BRI fE B . S kAT N 7 EE S U
T TR R S AR B S AR B SR B I H (1 10 DA S SR AR B e T RIANE BRI BE AL, IR R AE A7 2R
PN I e S A TRl P LR AT SR R KL AR AR AR . R, ISR R AT T
M5 BB B R HAAN R, Bl (O TSR s RIBIIIR S E W) B T S G697 KT ANE B9
e M55, BERRAT NIRIB R B 8 Ak . o, KT R SR A R A E B . (P ESR
JEIY B Skt Figr AR BT T ER, HASOFRREERET 100%H T gt . fEORFIED%
Fr (S B3 2021) MSREIE . B SRS RIS, Wi EHIT — = TSR 1)
R B, SR e mh ) R AR ARAT RO B TS B F IR A, th4h, BURFBER SR 30 %
SR ThsR e, i, BRI PAE RS ETEAR . BTEEANFRR, W)« B5at” mH g
DN BEARTT BIME s o BT, Al AT DA B 25 A R RS 5 DA B B S A T RS R I SR IB
NI 3R A 43 €5 5% R 1) S FF(Flammer, 2021) [9]FF b, 383 BURF SCPEX R AT SR it F7 A b 4t 115 5 i 22
K, XA AT H S BT, WK TEEAXNFRIEEE, a7 EREHEE. WA, Hityw
AN B BRBSERAS, MRS T # k2 .

F—OiT, AR EfE B ERGR SRR S VISEH T @S e, BRAERA, Tt
HRSOERIMA. Bk, SWRATEEGIREI Ao L3S0 T S0 B R R AR RS
Ty AV AEEE PRSI AT W B 5 oK, IXAE — e R FE ) T A 3 LA B2 IR A KU A
BT R AT BE A A A B2 B v B S R 253 B, DT AR o 1 R T . ook, RAT T SR fifi g5
MMV R A LA TR EALS], DA R SR EGFT ER,  auinag gy s, JLHRE R S
S5OUHEITI, ARG A AEF(ESG)SRL, M RUR: o 3X B 2815 AT B 8 PRI 55 4R R 1)
SEMR RS, IR T RPN R TR . UhAh, SRR ATIERES IR S KN B, XL T
AR B8 8 AE TR AR PR B G 8OR A BR G5 4 1) (R BT A 38 B B 77, iE— DA R 3 R R AR BRI AT A,
T TE RS, SRS IR BEORRE, AT B LT BRI E T S SR . E, SR s Bk
R REE R S BN, HRSEER S TROANERRIE, FBIK et K. (GEfisrR
1751 B E R AW SFEN TS TEEIE, Rl o B rE B9 EE G BINE e 6 R s
BRI ZAEARB M . S 7RI — AR ER, R B m AR, DS
VR, HOEREAL A K. i & R (Borgsted, 2019) [10]. S5 BB 55 AT LR B I, Bik
EHZNATH, TERSRA JIIRLAT, A FEARTE RS, el 55 S e i 0 KU . (5 Bk i
1 57 B BRI B AR A5 BRI ERER, e 7 AL S BRI /N . R AL
BRSSP A G EREE M, NI/ #8541 UK (DeFond, M, 2014) [11]. Marquis A1 Qian
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(2014) [12]82 4, T4 B M PRI AT LASR T ML R W RE AN SR IR, AU SR AL A S 1, I W] REFFAIR R
TR T A B EE R AR A AT RE L, HE T SAMA o T TS R 53 53 AT ALl o T 58 10 4 b

BT, AR RS HI:

Hl: AR ATSr 7 B P AR R 1 9

3. gt
3.1. HEXRERSHIERIE

ASCEFE 2010 422 2022 FHEYE A B ETTARAERFEAR, HIB% ST PT 4k, HIBREUHE A K
e, SIbREml . (RN AR, SRR 47 RRATSEFFN LT AR, & 475 NMEEREAW N
1H. fEEEEQ023)MMEIEIE (LT AT 5JhaiHE) (2012 F) AT FbnitE, MRE A B LA
HUEFRAT W KR BRSAT EDE itR TEb Je JL it i B I B RAT I R i 2R 1
AFMEREHIE, Z2difERE 771 K Efi AR ARG OFTR I RIE CSMAR H =2 2840 E, H
fh HdiE K5 CNRDS 45 FE

3.2, REMESTEENX

2016 4, EZFIFRBATRATT B Xz, ShhEEFRESGEEMTTINIEREs. Kk, &
R AN RAT RO N — IR B AR SLEG,  [RIE TR B 8 RN A “ USRS, B . XU E 25
A3V BE RS BT b 2 35 3 P b 0N AN T A T IBCR SEE 2R, 555 Beck 25(2010) [13]1/0f50%, #1200 R (=]
AR (1):

AFee,, = a,, + o Green, x Post, + a, 4sy, , + a;Green, x Post, x Asy, , + yControl, , + 5, + ¢, + /;,z @)

BRI, ST EN AFee M fRRER R, KA AV S AS AT 45 2 V1T 25 BT A o 11 28 1 B B SR 40
KEEE. ZREU55F Green, x Post, AL DRSS, HA meg I A BN R . W i 75
FEARHR I RAT SR BT, WIRAE A 1, BIAER 0. BB E, XA A, bk i 78
t P2 ORAT G, W ¢ I 2 JETRAE A 1, S IIRAE N 05 X0 IE4im =, A BUEN 0. Bt
SEA AFee NIRRT R, RN IS AT 2T HIME 55 P i) o e B B AR ROk B B . % 9 Eh
AHIHIF FESCHR, AL AR (Size) . 1 5P~ IR % (ROE) B~ fufii R (Lev) L% 5 (SOR) i 1 7 L
(Opinion). HTHTZT AEPR “PIK” (Bigd)s 2157 Hi(Loss)s B— KK ARRE LLAI(First). FE5 Q (TobinQ)
RS R Ak, ASCE T (Y ear) R 7] (Firm) 9 ] 508 . AR B AR LN 1 fis.

Table 1. Definition table of main variables

F1. TEENER

REHS e

AFee WefpRAL R, T E AL E SRR

Green x Post fleREAs &, AdoE U B
Size AR S BT I AR5 4
ROE SRR R LUK BT A & AR
Lev IR s A B AR B 3 7
SOE AR B E AEC T, BIEO
Big4 AR AL A E R “PUR” d T R 1, R IE 0
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Bk

Opinion
Loss
TobinQ
First
Asy
Disclosure
Agency

Green_agency

BT, G SR AR T R AT R B L 1, IR 0

AR Al 2R Y I, B, BIECO

(BT + ARFUE BB BB 5™ + SR HHE )/ 58 7 K T
S RIBARH 1B LA
F AT FRRE

AV A B R

AELRA

LA A

4. SGEE RS

4.1. RS

R 2IRE T FETR BB YESIER . H I EN (AFee)IMEH Y 13.726, AN 13.592, friEE
4 0.770, SIRFEA RIS AT S EUE R, R R R IR T R R A O
I Green x Post [FI331H K 0.006+ FrifEZH 0.079, BUATEHEN[0,1], FF&BUR M2 Bofet H o e m
b, FEfIAR R IR (Size) MY 22.465. HAi%L 22.308; HA HfiER (Lev) M 0.462. bz
0.205; 4 F]EEJI(ROE)ME 0.060 FRifEZE 0.137; PUKH 11 H(Bigd)¥IMH 0.068, FEHILZ] 6.8% M A H
Epr “PUR” diit, BAA— RN, SRS, FERENSME T EBXIE, BRI B4R

A2 25 225, SXON i BAE O 7] A5 68 L] 2 RN R (1R AR S A MEAS 36 e 1 K A

Table 2. Descriptive statistics results

2. ERMFEITER

R SLHE FEME Ttz B/ME HhrE BAE
AFee 10234 13.726 0.770 11.513 13.592 18.120
Green x Post 10234 0.006 0.079 0.000 0.000 1.000
Big4 10234 0.068 0.251 0.000 0.000 1.000
First 10234 0.349 0.153 0.003 0.327 0.891
Lev 10234 0.462 0.205 0.008 0.467 0.980
Loss 10234 0.855 0.352 0.000 1.000 1.000
Opinion 10234 0.968 0.175 0.000 1.000 1.000
ROE 10234 0.060 0.137 0.737 0.065 0.412
SOE 10234 1.407 0.660 0.000 1.000 4.000
TobinQ 10234 2.203 2.762 0.625 1.601 78.751
Size 10234 22.465 1.421 16.520 22.308 28.636

4.2. MEEB SRR

4.2.1. FEHEIE

3 R RATE OGS SR E M EIEZ R 18 1 IR T ULEC T IS S50 4 AN ] 4 %A I E
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M2, R i 23 ARGR UE BE B ANUC RS /S A5 00 WT LA Y, 7EREAT PSM ULRCHT, SEOG A2 4%
AR ME W ZERZ B IR A, TULACS,  SRU6 4 AR ) 20 % 20 B A {f v 22 3 AN O 72 A M I . e )
PSM VL FC 315 S a6 4L il A% AR B M Z 40 /N, VLR RCR R

SIZE |-+ v e
first |- [ e
DIGA |+ e
Jou | e X e
OPIMION [ X
TO@ [ oo mrrs e K
FODING | @
SOB | e e e
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Figure 1. Standardized mean differences of covariates

1. SLEMEREER

4.2.2. EEREIRSHT

1F PSM AbEEFFEAE [, ASCHATHR (DI . & 3 ZI()MEERER, Silsh Sl kiratt
FRFFWIAT NTE 5%/KF LR FEFAAI, Green x Post [N RECN-0.136, KM RATERONT7H BT K
HiHEN, 5 H1 BT —8. F1Q)% A & AR & K i T T 6. 45 R EIR Green x Post 1 R %L
N-0.25, UiBAFEREH] T R U EN AR T ETE, FIHRE S L RAT SRR AT KR
REFAK. DL ESERRE, EX S E TR ok AR T TG, RAT SR A SR Re S 2 B
AV vhW e br i, i HI 52158 0E

Table 3. Regression results on green bond issuance and audit pricing

3. PR ITRERFSHEITENPEIFLER

AR (1) AFee (2) AFee
—-0.13600"" —0.25898™"
Green x Post
(—1.995) (—3.992)
0.36134™"
Size
(25.525)
0.00168™"
ROE
(12.641)
0.05573™"
Lev
(4.126)
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—0.03679™
SOE
(—2.413)
0.24212™"
Big4
(4.710)
—0.10374™"
Opinion
(-4.519)
—0.08160™""
Loss
(=7.986)
—0.00182"
First
(-1.796)
0.00955"*"
Tobin Q
(4.235)
13.72708"*" 5.81733"*
Constant
(32705.101) (17.602)
Controls NO YES
Year NO YES
Industry NO YES
Observations 9806 9806
Adj_R? 0.880 0911
TS U AIRIRTE 1% 5%A1 10%K°F EEEE, FE.
4.3. FITHEBRIE
2 i
14 o o i
o & :
v ]
,,, 0 S
c i
@ ]
S -1 i
L
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Figure 2. Parallel trends test results
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5 FH 22 U100 B 22 73 55 7R PR T i 2 A B AR ) 4L R AE R St A L 45 RS R A — B0 R
ARFEFEHSHL . ASCEBUBCK LT 6 MG 5 FAT- TR, KR RIE 2 Pos, ek
ANEIAE T REAE S, MURORBORSER A IR, GRS M THE RN FTRVE W, fEAb R AT
ZafgEal, BUAREIIARE, BA T TEY. BEEORERBOMAEE, HFABHEERIES . X
Wil RAT SR S0 T8 T E A 2 A BRI ECR

5. RREML
5.1. ZRIFIE

N T A A M RAT ER TR0 B T AN IR AR 52 A BOR B AR B LIE KR P, AT AR
BLIFE 79, EIE 500 XEENLA AR, ARG THE R 18] 3 R, BENLAFE I R A A
T ARAE ZAE AT HLBEURE A A T RECEA LR TASC Lttt R4, & ZRGIRIRK T . X
YL IR ARAS AT HABBEALEE 200 s oo = AR e RSO 458 R R IR i 1

LRI

Coefficients

kdensity coefl o pfE I

Figure 3. Placebo test
3. REIFIGE

5.2. WL ERT—H
NGEAR B 1) IS SRt R AR AR DR, BRATIAE P AR — IR0 U S A R A &, SR X (1)
BEAT M. [BIEER AR 4 50(1), SASCOREE—2 R RSB 2R

Table 4. Robustness test
4. RIEMRIE

B Bl AR R AR B TR — Bl R 2y =X
(1) AFee (2) AFee
—0.28022"* —0.36530™"
Green x Post
(-7.314) (—7.320)
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ZES
5.79123"* —-10.42149""
Constant
(17.881) (—25.243)
Controls YES YES
Observations 10,108 10,233
Adj R? 0.924 0.923

52.1. EREERTE

SO BB B T d A, N T IRAESE R R, B R AR B e B U
BRI CE IR B T 2% P 1000)/4FE AR B P25, LTSRS L S A R A R AR o [81 9 45 5 WL 2% 4 510(2),
eE R R BT, SRR B, TR IR S AR R

5.2.2. Heckman P E&

N TP R TSR 2 R EUN AR A, BATE A Heckman P BUBAY,  DAREACAS m] WLl
VYR R R P2 AL AR I 0], B IERTREAEAE M ). 278 SR B S (2022) [6]MIfE, T Tt &
2R BURF R AT R T S i 27 I BUR BUE (Policy WE A SR L TR AT L AR, RES GG TIHRER
TEUG E SR, BB R A& KBRS R B e AT, Bk, S HOTBUN KA T 406
B RIBCR AR — E R L DLIRIEBUN SCRFG s T R BRI 1R . BTk, AT, HiiEL
JRF AT R 2 €0 5 27 AH R BUR B2 (Policy) 22 R M AV 2 B RAT SR (i e, H 0 T sk i B 42,
Pl ERFA LR ERER. A RME 5 Bor, BORRETERAMR) REGEA R, T8
R Bk R iR v] LA, S5 SR AR

Table 5. Heckman two-step method
%% 5. Heckman R EX 816

A (1) AFee (2) Green x Post (3) /mills
—0.03263"
Policy
(—1.877)
Controls YES YES
0.48763
lambda
(1.119)
—1.08432 —11.64472"*"
Constant
(-0.260) (—8.250)
Observations 10,234 10,234 10,234

6. H—EN
6.1. EERITHRESRS

AT IERANFRU GO RAT S E TR 2 BRR R, BATER T 58 KT8 0O 55T
X%, #AT T RIS SR WE 6 SR, BEEE x MEIEREN-0.52467, M REMLXE S
FTE 3 AT ER. XU, MHEBETHAMAMS, B RITEOMESRISVAERRKE TSN HHEE
TN ERIRCR .
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6.2. ZEIFFELTT

WS, v 1Bt BIRUT L 2 BIFRRAL T2 50 S i 23 AT I 1) A 1 5 A R B AR R AFAE — € 1Y
FRASE, A TR SR (L 27 A AT J IR 42 52 PR B AL 111 A A VBB AT 7 b S52R % 6 #I(2) Mok
FREOLARMEN 024953, X — REAUR T 2 U0RATE OAF LK R, MET L RABA ) R4
RRMW], AR R AT e O BT RS2 BUPABE AR T, FL o T8 i B B AR AR XSS, AT A 7 W 2
(IR -

6.3. B=HFIAIE

TR S ANKIFR, A0 2 AR 5 2 R S 0T Aol S5 B e (8 PG 0L LA B A J2 40 0 3 Sk 48 1) AL L A7 o
JECRRPRER AT SR, 2021), 75 ZEAM e 2 BT (14 58 = 5 MR 2 (0 5 WM S 5 2 R AT T S A7 8200
ST B IR R BN, B =I5 WEN U BRI S S iz i “HTINT o B, A
% Flammer (2021)iIfi%, AR AV A AT ISk (i3 PRAT I S BT o 2 (Certi), I 12% £ b PO €7 UL L Tt L
N1, BN AT SR AR RIRAF L SN o B e MR AAT I S it g, WIRAE Dy 0, b &k tAIES
DA AT THAES . R0 6 FIQ)En, 18 1%/KFFRENIE, RECH-032085"", HLHHZ 3
BEITVAERI SR, XT3 A A BRI RCR k.

Table 6. Further analyses

6. H—FHHH
BHERATHOMHS W B PR B AL 51 BB =J7AIE
VARIABLES (1) AFee (2) AFee (3) AFee
—0.52467"""
Green x Re—issue
(=7.295)
-0.00976
Green X Penalty
(—0.275)
—0.32085™"
Green x Certi
(—4.532)
Controls YES YES YES
Year YES YES YES
4.56369™" 6.04946"" 6.70180""
Constant
(51.532) (17.507) (8.584)
Observations 10,234 10,234 10,234
Adj R? 0.681 0.909 0.934

7. ARGRSBR

AICRIT T VR AT U500 T o oh € i ORI, L4 2010 SE 5 2022 FARAT AR RFIFII AL,
I DLHC R R RAT SR i LA N REARBEAT T ST WFFURIL: RATS G 59 EN Z A 25
FHHANE . K850 AT RIS, W32 ILAECIE . Heckman PR B R 55
FRfEPERE I . EFRIRBCR E R AT S AR M 25 =TS itz i falkrh, SR R R0, (H%
PRI A ) A b U 2 SR IR Ao A7 7] 9 22
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ACHERAET : 58, TBUFERME BT, NPt — D el R 5 kil R AT s s
IORIEHFAF o T H S . IEAA SO RS R R, R AT S iR Bt 4l 4 — R IR BUR
PRI, BRURF A I 238 S M N 4 E i 5 R R AT IR, By “ X ” Hdw, SEEL “SRmirhE” (54 b 5%
R, TSI —Hbs, EHKEEL . ErbEE S ERLl, Fit, BUFHTH RN 7S
JBUE RAT S (0 55 Aol R N 1D 10 T P68 ol PR 475 JE 40 o B B L R T R 0K, AR R P IR Al 1
B EAXIFRILSE, REA RO ) “IRER” 47090 Uk, THIEAE BN, RO RAT S g i 4l
SR L SE I A BORANEAT SR 0 o A, ST R BN S A AR AR IS DA AR UE, T AL K 2
THEBHIE, PR 5 AMER ARG BE AR R . SCL B ROR . &Ja, TRl itiiifns
THITEES5 P, N2 A o T AR R v SR DA XU 3 ) o T 7 8, A2 RS PP I ot il 3047 72 0 2
PERI A3 HT, BETER AL m R A LIRS, SEIAL S TN P R R, A AR A R

EHEWHE

HIRTHZ 2023 FRFEH AR 7RI H (KIZD-K202300902); 2024 4 i #= \ A SR 22 R
T H (24SKGH169); 2024 4 PU )11 71 E1E K228 70 AR GE 0 H 2R %0 H (SISU2024XK207); 2024
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