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Abstract

ESG rating agencies are growing, but rating discrepancies create noise in capital market practices
and confuse stakeholder decisions. Based on this, taking A-share listed companies from 2010 to
2022 as a sample, this paper empirically examines the impact of ESG rating divergence on the
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accuracy of analysts’ earnings forecasts. The research finds that: ESG rating divergence significantly
reduces the accuracy of analysts’ earnings forecast, and the conclusion is still valid after a series of
robustness tests. Furthermore, the mediating mechanism test shows that ESG rating divergence ag-
gravates analysts’ earnings forecast bias by increasing corporate operating risk; when the corpo-
rate information opacity is higher, the negative impact of ESG rating divergence on the accuracy of
analysts’ earnings forecast is further enhanced. When companies independently disclose ESG re-
ports and disclose ESG information in accordance with regulations, the inhibitory effect of ESG rat-
ing divergence on the accuracy of analysts’ forecasts will be further weakened. The research con-
clusion identifies the effect path of ESG rating divergence on analysts’ earnings forecast, demon-
strates the information value of ESG divergence, and provides empirical evidence for regulators to
standardize ESG rating system.
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BEEMEE . LUt MRS R RAKIRN, ESG HL& OS2 BIH FEHU 5 BUR BUR 18 T . 24
M, BT ESG 5 BRI —brE, FIZiAHGE ML E LI ESG R IKEUT 75 8, ik, ESG ¥
FHINLBTTE; HAT, B A SMNE 600 XL AFRHAAEBUG RAE . 55 T 80U % B 2 AEHI[L]
REVFHEHBE ST ESG 14055, SR T ESG WA Rz, xfE—Al, PFRNIAL
(¥ ESG MV 2R vF oy 254 W [2]. PPRPTIIRAE S Z R3], ESG M EAR AR ATVAR) R,
Xt ESG B I EMRAN, R AR LS R BUE 2 BE A RS54 2 3 B U TR B PP a0 B b 350 )
WAL BB ATERIE S, ESG TR TCIEARI ML H L ESG RIL, XBAN FIEE[4]. flb A5 HIVE
Pov FNLEETT. SR CEIFTSE AT B, 2E R NR SR AT DG (W St b e

W 5553 BT D 4 8t AR T 5 SCA W E I E FE R B AT b B SO A VB E R, X il
SR I B RS SRR . BRI 5515 24k, b AR 5515 B R b 228 Kk g, 52
SPHTITORTE, JCH 2 ESG S RIEHNEM™ B R 5, 4l ESG R IUR & F5mi a5 BUdn 4
B MEL[5], ESG WUE BAF AR S EAE S, MOV M B R TIN A E 2S5 . JR1, ESG P&/
ENREVERIX — PP AT R PSR S A, TR 5 S I AR MR 5 RSO A Al T e BE KRSz, AT AL B
ANE S B RIERZ R, PRI MERPE AR, HAT, (CAEUDIT TR MR ESG YR 8O 2 B
IAT IR, HMARWE TP R 4e. DRI, ASCRL 2010 £E~2022 £E9IR A I BT A FUNFEA,
WHFE ESG PP 7 BRI HT M BN AERA ML R 2R o WTFUARHA, ESG 1L B FEAI 04 T 2 A% Tl b dr i »
Forb b 28 KR 7 HMER: &a, ASCAAVZ RN 55 5 R0 555 BALA, R k(s B
WIS ESG 1 B4 77 sCAE H rh A I T 1 D

2. XEkEm S RigiEt
2.1 XHEE

2.1.1. ESG WL BN EF R R
HATS%T ESG PP B4 Bremamt 78, ik AT ESG YR/ 51 R MG H R B o X1 ) 51 45 [4]
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WA, ESG VPRI BUMRIBEE A5 BAKIRR, 7728 “MRf RN, A2 4 i Aol AN R84 7K
THE[CI NG RL B A K, NN ESG YR 7 BBOR, ESG FL LR L 2 PR LN RSHBOR, $E5t
R PURSAME , AZE IR A b (R 657 95 BEAC A s Ja] B A [T 1A o T T KU A #E A T, ESG
PRI B A R T KA. 2RI, B A E X VPR 22 S RS BB R AR E I, & T
Sy B IE RN . PRIBAESE BRI FU R, ESG 1F4 7 BUR MBI ESG {5 S 4. HEdtEtat]
B ARG R BRAS ;s H SR [OIA M TR AT, LM ESG PP 2R 70 500 25 AR 70 A U 15000
22, AT ST 23 805 28 T 5 B A 2 T AR AN 22 15 B AU A

2.1.2. SHRIDTMLER M AN E &

TV W F0Ke S0 23 AT I T AL B M PR B8 38 20 S A BT OTARRAE . AP ARRAE . AREREREE =7 . A AT AT T
FFOERE, ZEBL[L01 & B B liAS N BE iR, MOAERoEEK, BRIEA FE, B REREUR S B m
DRGNS s B2 (L1 N Ve e T IR S AT R S AL, 55 55 P 40 A DT e B e 40 5 1) SR WA 1, 5
A3 AT T VAR PS8 f B A P25 P O T8 R s AR IE N T, H AT R ELE L S it [12] 4F
% R&D W AE A [13]. B %5 B R [14]. MD&A 1) SCA AR [1512645 B &y ik, WF5e
SE BRI Ay T B AT S SR 4515 BBk R . W Bt e s BIE R EA T i m i T
AR B AT o BeAh, 2 H IR MR SRl . ARVAEE. Al g Al KUK [ 16155 /B R 1
B A R ZG S BT IR PRI R 5o . AN/ 5, TR R ARl IX — “ BRI , IR EE[17]
RIS WL (14 5] 3k RS 90 o0 A T 2 4% TO0MU s 22, 11 s 01 S5 (18T RFAT A SO A, RS2 s WL E F A BR
e A T B T R A S L SR AR ] PO 280 A T e b R A i 2 XU o AR s SR [19]IA R, BT A EIE
JE K R M N DX S AR S A3 A M A B v T 0 DT TR

e, HATEBE T ESG VP 55 A B M TN Y SCRR S /D, AR S [20] SR, ESG WPy
Bl FAARR 2 A S SV 5, 40 AT DA SR A B P A B A 3 — PR 5 A A 8 5 [ 2.1 2 AR TR 5 ) R R BR X6t
AV AR S BT VR M A 2 TAT P 5, R S0 R I A 22 ST P4 2 B8 K/ 5 7 T = Jn il 4 it
U AR T O 22 0TI 4 B RS, PR B AR T 345 BRI 2R
2.2. RIEE

55, ESG VER s BN T A5 EAXFR. (5 B EE R BERE BRI AT, (5 B Reas bl
KRz ARSI o {H ESG VP44 B B & 1 B TR LA R AR T LL AR ESG PR R ik
AN, B eI ESG 5 B EE AL . ESG VPR B 2 “ Mg ™ [4],
AN ARM 5515 B EH S 5 AT 5k, Z 4k ESG HSLRILNE, 15 BAH & VoK M) 593 % H IR =R
PERU AR B H 2], A RIS AT T T AN A e P A AR, T A Pt B 2 BRI

R, ARFEEBUN, ZREARSE B ABRE], M RSG5 BIEH sk, —JF
T, TR A Al W 45 SR 45 2508, R4 T 2 AR OO R A P . FERS 0 BRI AR Sz rh, 5
WK, 3T ITAE 2 58 2 I R 555 00 T R4l ESG BUSEAB I HHIWT, ESG 15 BIEAKIE BN E SR
TERRAR R, IV 4515 JE 1 R DU ARRAIG, 5 4 s SE AT AN I T i, BRI TN AE R S s S — T,
SIAT O E T DR FIEE , T B A T VTR IR A Ak [22], LRSS . AN S TR Ak, B E TR
DUEE ZRRVPER oy B0X —{5 5 [23],  HEMTHE N R T AT . BTk, AR MR HL:

Al ESG VELR o BRI, 4T I 228 4% T 1A A e AR AR

3. ARt
3.1 HREESHIERR
ASCEUPR A BT 7] 2010~2022 FEREUHE AREA, SREARHEAT FiRAbHE.
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@© HIBRALT ST "ST ZRRERIFEAR: @ MBRERLLRROLF EHT ARIFEAR; @ LR 7B I 4 A ol
DR R AT HAEAEAERAT S FAEEIR G B8R, X FAE R 2 2 ATk S A i, AR s
—IRTRME; @ ZIBRERIAEFEA, #4T LT 1%48 4085, RASRTS 20,024 MUNME. Hr, ESG %t
FEHCE Wind 2085 e 21 e, L Ad 0 55 B VR T CSMAR 24 P .

32. BERESTEEX

ukrgs HL R ALY (1)
FERROR;, = /3, + BESGU,, + #,Controls;, + YEAR +IND + ¢

Horb, SRRt AIERORE AN AR S MR, BT 0, IEHMBRKAL.

321 HMERXZE
S25 J R TR TT, K 23 I 48 A Tt 4 22 5 W A1 D9 70 W T e A Ul 28 R AR B, LA
7 AR (2):
FERROR, =|Mean (FEPS, )-EPS, |/P,

Heft, Mean(FEPS, ) WAL SR AT 45, XA A | AT S TN RIE,  EPS,, A
Ak i 5 SRR RS, B AT AR CAEAERINI B o AZAEBOR, M T S S PR 2RO, v
BATE AR

322 MRBRTE

% Avramov ZE[241BF R, RAMEIE. wind. EEP R, FiERSE. PR, bloomberg 25 6 KiFLK
WUR I b v 22 5k A5 B ESG VP43 . LB R T -

O WILHEHR AT, KAEIE. wind, EP R, riERZE. BIR. bloomberg X _E i /A A 1) ESG PRV
DEERG VIR, D REAPREE R Z Tttt . @ HEFALEE . FdE X S PR LA BT vPAN £
Wy ESG WordiATHEY , fAorBkE il i o, Ba Rz R & FrfEfbabi. X
VRN BT pPAN A b () HE A AT IR E AR, SE bR HEAG AL B . @ TR ROSO PE o B, THE AR A
PIANVFEN A bR HE A AR e 2, VBN E R . BHURTE L 156 ANMTPE ST, BUX 15 SRR
oy B SEANE A A AZ A FER ESG 1T 5 B((ESGU).

323 IZHITE

e e DA X A T T DA A 12k OO F 7, A S B D R A3 W DT S T £ T il 2 S 0 A D 9000 —
RAVEMN R, BFEARB(SIZE). PR EEFR(INST). B3 (LEV). #AIEEJI(ROA). 4
AR EIHRZ(RET). K BE /1 (GROWTH). KT 2 & (SURPRISE). Tl E.(MB). il [X [ (HORIZON)-.
EWERAGE). /2 %Y K it (BIGA) . 77 AU 7 (SOE). W #B A\ 5 % (INSIDE) . 5 i 4 £ 31 41 3 75
(MANDATORY). A8 5E N 1 fis.

Table 1. Definition of variables

A AR AR RS A8 5E
3BT IS0 A M Wi 2 44015 2 4 SR PR R IR it

WORRERE MBI AR TR 22 FERROR 2 mstext (i, SHU0 A GIR (O 7
fi RS ESG P48 43 ESGU X PR 73 I U5 E
pabl A it ol B SIZE SIS TR 7 0 SRR B
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SEYNETi
RBIRH T
HURIHBEBE 3 5 1

T X 1]

SR 2 DU R

ESILIEES

LEV
ROA

GROWTH

MB
AGE
SOE
RET

INSIDE
BIG4
INST

HORIZON

MANDATORY

SURPRISE

BARAGRE
VR
CHEE NI — B8R/
BN

17 3 400 1155 T T A0 A1 P L A

Al F - T AR BN £

EH Ak SOE =1, JEEA ik SOE 90

% I 4 LR PR T (R A IR [ 4R

.l AENRERG ST

FA TRV R S Fra v MR E A 1, &0k 0
WA #E 58  FE I 2 5 e IR 78

S BT ITTROIR 25 & Ai 35 4 i 7 e B R 3
SFEIEL TR SRR H

MV AE 1A T AIIRAZ T SR A 2 ST AT AR 8 44 5
ZHIE L, A0

AR R IR 2 AR 2 A, FERR
VI RN S

FOH

4. SEESTHR
4.1. kST

20 T EEARRR S AR . Hb, FERROR Mf#/ME N 0, i K{EN 0.138; ESGU 1)
B/MEN 0, FRMEN 0537, Ui ESG 7 B SL A Kz 7. #HlAE &+, SOE ¥J1H M 0.359,
BWREREAR ML A 35.9%K N EA 4, MANDATORY HME N 0.172, 8] 17.2%KMLiE4T T
RS T TR . HREHIRENHRES T S5IEMRE T 5.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the main variables

* 2. FETEEASIT

AR FEAHL ¥E SREDA A i w/ME IEPN:
FERROR 20024 0.013 0.006 0.021 0.000 0.138
ESGU 20024 0.139 0.113 0.136 0.000 0.537
ROA 20024 0.051 0.046 0.052 -0.137 0.211
GROWTH 20024 0.198 0.136 0.349 -0.422 2.028
SIZE 20024 22.519 22.318 1.320 20.214 26.607
MB 20024 3.782 3.166 2.255 1.289 14.527
RET 20024 0.104 —-0.013 0.491 —0.562 2.077
LEV 20024 0.422 0.418 0.197 0.056 0.855
INSIDE 20024 0.145 0.014 0.200 0.000 0.686
SOE 20024 0.359 0.000 0.480 0.000 1.000
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sk
INST 20024 0.469 0.498 0.250 0.008 0.925
AGE 20024 2.886 2.944 0.338 1.792 3.497
HORIZON 20024 5.358 5.439 0.389 3.466 5.924
BIG4 20024 0.078 0.000 0.268 0.000 1.000
SURPRISE 20024 0.021 0.010 0.032 0.000 0.204
MANDATORY 20024 0.172 0.000 0.377 0.000 1.000
4.2. XM

P 3G T EEAS R pearson Mk R, H FERROR 5 ESGU HIAHE R EE 1%/K 5 NIE,
UL M4l ESG V2R o0 Bk, 3 AT I 28 A% 0000 22 RO, W10 SR T Ui s

Table 3. Pearson correlation coefficient for major variables

%% 3. EET = pearson X FRH

FERROR ESGU
FERROR 1
ESGU 0.044™ 1

4.3. FHEEYT

L AR T AT R EAERH45 5 . FERROR 5 ESGU WA < R HUAE 5% /KT FB#E ANIE, ESG
PR o B0 B P i o T R T O 25, A AR AL HA 75 3157 KR

Table 4. Baseline regression

= 4. FiEEYT
@
A5
FERROR
0.002*
ESGU
(2.172)
—0.127"*
ROA
(—26.858)
-0.003"™*
GROWTH
(~7.329)
0.000
SIZE
(1.720)
0.000™*
MB
(5.886)
-0.003"*
RET
(-9.026)
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—0.004™
LEV
(-3.902)
0.003™
INSIDE
(3.672)
—-0.001™
SOE
(—2.368)
—0.000
INST
(-0.546)
0.001™
AGE
(2.564)
0.011™
HORIZON
(32.381)
—-0.000
BIG4
(=0.907)
0.353"™
SURPRISE
(42.025)
—-0.001"
MANDATORY
(—2.275)
—0.057"
Constant
(—14.513)
N 20024
YEAR/IND Yes
Adj_R? 0.554

e L. U RIFERAE p<0.01, p<0.05. p<0l AL EE YN E
S tAE S 7 JZ I cluster % . TR

4.4. REMRE

441 TREEX.

F R H] ESG WM H R (VPR 43 B BOA 23 H TR AT 4 A TN P45 JEL ARV, 52 3 B T 2 4% 73
DR, G R B 1m) PR SR S B AR I I, AR SC 2B [l iR [4]56 . 5K =55 [6] 55 OB 7T, K R4 [A]
17k ESG VP73 BRI 3ME LA K F4F ESG PRy BUX PN ebnit i T B AR &, I B s b 3Rk
AT AR . % 5 IR T BRI R, TR R iKIR R g

4.4.2. EEMRIER

R ARBIRAS R  A,  AR SO B [ U (0 47 M [ 5 288 Ry A AR SE 28 . 7% 5 KSR 2 B
R T EIAGR . EEH T AFRAMEZ G, ESGU [ REE 5% B F KT 2B ERXR, Xif—5
B 7 FEvE [ A 25 SR R f v
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Table 5. Robustness test

=5 REMRE

T AR JE RN
Bl 1) 2
FERROR FERROR
0.004™ 0.002"
ESGU
(2.134) (1.988)
—-0.057"" —0.045™"
Constant
(—17.039) (—3.943)
Controls YES YES
YEAR/IND YES YES
N 19525 20024
Adj_R? 0.555 0.556

443 BERERSHEETE

DN IE G S AR B P AR 22 7 AR I R ZE R FU A R, FEROR R AR b, A SRR 201

A & 2R [21]

W, R AR o3 T M2 8 B 5t Je — RSN 1 A R WA 2 1 P 7 B B AR, AT T 55 0 U 288 % Tl
2 (FERROR2). 7EMFRAR S I, ASCHL 6 MNMTFEMUI bR HELHE A Wb iE Z0E AL iZ Al ESG 2%
o3 B o — Rl &7 sU(ESGU2) . [RIAZE R4 6 Fras, ESGU [ REUAE 5%/KF- 2 # N 1E, ESGU2 [

HAE %K T B3, RNBHMBESIRREER)S, AW RS HBE R —%.

Table 6. Replace the primary variable

%6 EMWERSHERETE

(1) (2)
FERROR FERROR?2
0.003™
ESGU - (2.402)
0.002™
ESGU2 (2.012) —
Constant —0.057"" —0.076™"
(—14.435) (-10.457)
Controls YES YES
YEAR/IND YES YES
N 20024 19797
Adj_R? 0.554 0.472

5. E—H
5.1. {fERMBIHRLE

WRAEHT ST TSI, ESG PP B o 4 BEA T 70 R MR 35 R, JRA% AN X
PR A B e 7 T 52 A i v ol 2 8 AU, AT AU 2 A U oty A s 22

o TS EAXY
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oG, MEAREHC L, RERSE. T3S EE A GE Y XU KT T IR AT S 1 O M A )
R FERERE[25], 2 ESG PFRAFAERR B, AV ISR A5 AT E PG 0, 5 22 e e i3 40
YRR, $ 58 BT RS b LB, VR B RE SR T R, MR EELRE, ESG W
I B ARG I BT PR B PRR BRI TTSE, L= i sk k. ESG 8 B F i &, 7 A TH il 15 45 26]
SO R A BB R A IR S A SRS O U SR, (R I 22 51 A B ki, PRARTIT I 3R R g
P v A b B < A AN 22 IR o

b2 E RS T, T IREEE, AT A AER RS ) AT 2 KA, XU
SILRAGE VES BRSSPI S, IR P0G 22, A SRR SAIE Al XUBS: 7K T~ 5 73 A i 0
HERATE R R R R [16]. S5 ANAE[26], A SC LU A B2 e 8 = 4E b 22 AT W A T BE ) ROA HIAR
HEZE S AV 2278 KU (RISK), AZAEBROR, Al il R 2278 KU KT 35 e 5 A Y1), A dn R
K46 ESG PFER 73 SO 0 A Il AT 4 FHBL A o

RISK,, = B, + BESGU,, + > Controls + YEAR + IND + & (3)

FERROR,, = 4, + SESGU,  + A,RISK,, + 3 Controls + YEAR + IND + & (4)

TR T AR . ESGU K RBE 5% /K PR3 NIE, RISK I REINAE 1%/KFEENIE, B
ESG P oy BA/E T A8 XUy, 2058 R I8 n, 0B DT 0000 O 2= 48 1

Table 7. Mechanism testing—Operational risks

= 7. HEIRIE—ad EE XS
@ 2
£
RISK FERROR
0.005™ 0.001
ESGU
(2.324) (1.398)
0.073™
RISK —
(15.233)
0.072™" —0.056™"
Constant
(6.518) (—13.950)
YEAR/IND YES YES
N 17672 17672
Adj_R? 0.180 0.554

5.2. R4S

XTI R RS & 2RI 5% 5 AR 55 BERERHR MV EAT VRIS 20 A I 0 A8 oK. T ESG WA 2
DLHIAS SR, A AT R SEAD R PR IE 3, T RN At — D424 . BRItE,  Aiolk 2 i 545 25
KSR 73 A T T o AR SO T A S AR 2 AV AR BANE W] L Al ESG A5 B R J7 2 = B PRSI
R, MR

FERROR,, = f, + BESGU,, + B,ESGU, *R + AR . + 3 Controls + YEAR + IND + & (5)

5.2.1. IEERERE
AT ITE T IR A TS BRI NAS B, SHE B3R T B Ahn T HE 5 B AR Tl . 2445 BANIE W
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RIS, T B A, B RRICEER R, 7R85 2B AN I g b, AR,
TRIAME R . G EAE I, WG M ARE BB SR A O 25, A2 43 AT it 3
A 2545 BRI, AR EE a0 IV 2515 BT SEVE RS B, 390 43 i Tl 4 22
RIS A FER 0] H0E, RS IE BT B3 B A5 AR 4 P R 1 248 o B R A A A
FEWEE(IPC), ZABARER, BME G BAE I . FIA45 R 9% 8 fin, ESGU 5 IPC A TRINLE 1%
KRN IE, FRIINAF AN BB IR IR ESG VP4 23 B 43 Bt I TR0 {22 1) 50«

5.2.2. ) ESG ERHEAR

AP FE IS TAE ARG . VERMUITE S 2 BT ISR A 3445 BAS AT B IR, 2
4l ESG PPy IR, A ks SE A Mk (1045 B4R, AL, ML ESG 15 B9k B34 2 R
oy BOEAE S BAKRR, A RT3t —2 758 R Al ESG BRI, PRI NmZE. A
RRIA, b N ESG A CHR A B, R &5 & Rk Lr, aTL ks, AHLGEESEE, A
FEURUE T Ak ESG #ag M, MM AT o s B s, AR T e . 55— 5T,
HEAT LR 2 1 Ao B U SR AR E 5 Al (RIS BRI 5 B O A RS B U BRAS EkeE, 1
AR SE B AT, HEARAN B R, MRS Bk R R R B, i il i) ESG
PRy BN, AR TR AR 2 B .

T 24 APk ST 355 5 1 AN 2 BRBEAE TR 3% 7% ESG 5, BT FE LI 2 ESG RFAGEE, TN
FrIm A5 BRI, AT HI 55 ESG P4 73 06T 73 B I TR0 A A P8 P 47 T 52 P o

NESHFERR2T|IT, RPN EALE: 1) 25N EE ESG /5 E(VOL_DISC =1, 1k
HRTE S, TEHEERAE AR R RO 6 A b AL 2 THEAH OGS & VOL_DISC = 0, HIEHFE): 2) &7
S & ESG FHE(E E(STANDALONE = 1, {7 4E4k$%#% ESG {5 5; STANDALONE = 0, ESG 15
SBE AR — A B R ) K B A ESG AHOGE BBk EE 7. BIALE Rk 8 pir, Uiz iifs ESG
Rt RO RS ESG 152, ESG PRZL 4 800 73 b I T I v At P PR skl 4 FEDRE 0E— 2008055

Table 8. Heterogeneity analysis
2 8. REMESR

D 2 3
AR 5N A R JHST Y
FERROR FERROR FERROR
0.002"* 0.003"™ 0.004™*
ESGU
(1.992) (2.859) (3.512)
0.064™*
ESGU x IPC — —
(3.319)
-0.005™
ESGU x VOL_DISC — —
(-2.058)
~0.004"*
ESGU x STANDALONE — —
(-2.582)
0.036™*
IPC — —
(12.724)
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SEMe, w5
—0.001"
VOL_DISC — —
(-1.684)
-0.001"
STANDALONE — —
(—1.844)
-0.124™" -0.127"" -0.127"
ROA
(-26.539) (—26.861) (—26.866)
—0.003™" —0.003™" —0.003""
GROWTH
(—8.844) (-7.335) (-7.351)
0.000™ 0.000" 0.000™
SIZE
(2.159) (1.682) (2.053)
0.000" 0.000™ 0.000""
MB
(5.150) (5.863) (5.916)
—0.003™" —0.003"" —0.003""
RET
(-9.242) (-9.023) (-9.059)
—0.004™ -0.004™" -0.004™
LEV
(-3.912) (-3.915) (-3.973)
0.002" 0.003™ 0.003™"
INSIDE
(2.847) (3.681) (3.581)
-0.001" -0.001™ —0.001"
SOE
(-2.160) (-2.336) (—2.284)
—0.000 —0.000 —0.000
INST
(=0.716) (-0.567) (-0.586)
0.001" 0.001™ 0.001™
AGE
(2.317) (2.543) (2.593)
0.011" 0.011™ 0.011™
HORIZON
(30.558) (32.384) (32.416)
—0.000 —0.000 —0.000
BIG4
(-0.286) (=0.905) (=0.870)
0.347™ 0.353™ 0.353™"
SURPRISE
(39.237) (42.016) (42.049)
-0.001™ —0.000
MANDATORY —
(-1.978) (-1.188)
-0.058™" -0.057™" -0.058™"
Constant
(-14.552) (~14.486) (~14.725)
YEAR/IND YES YES YES
N 18836 20025 20025
Adj_R? 0.555 0.555 0.555
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6. ZE5B=
6.1. ZEip

55, ARV ESG PR BUR E HISS 1 A TN A HER P, Rl AR A A I6 S R AR TR G
s Ak KU A SH K B ESG 73 UM 23 #7 il 26 A 000 (4 IRILEG), ESG P2 2 5 i Ao lbe i e 5K )
DRRSE > g A T A PSEAT AN B A VE SN, 5 S0 M T U R P R B e foem s Al fs AN IE T
ESG PPy BOR 73 A I B E i ) D T e it — 2D 35 VRS R ESG i . MBI EE ESG
55, ESG PFZR a3 OGS oy A T T s P ) 40 ) 4 R st — 2D s

6.2. BUEREWN

ESG W 5 K —RFNAHFJa R, AUV AL R, 145 AT 3% A 2 A1 2 iy
KRERMEEATE . FULBURG NS & E PR, IR, FE S A ESG PFRrEA R, i
D RIPFRAREA — SR B TR U N AR HEE M 8L, $2 i ESG PFRIIBHIRE, J1RE
BlARL FSER) ESG R 55—, Toib s BBLEUIE 2 M i {5 BALBR A, ESG 17y B 2 H
IAHTITRE 5 B —— IR ATTHE BB NG BT, FEAR Hr i i 5 B i, B S Ak
EMZIE K. BRI, A NARRAERE ESG (5 B 4#s . #& ESG LT G nsk 547 HIV4IHE, 27 ESG
E R R, D B R BAE AR
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