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Abstract

This paper selects four state-controlled banks, four national joint-stock commercial banks and four
city commercial banks respectively as experimental samples. It combines ESG factors with the KMV
model, uses ESG factors to correct the equity value volatility, calculates the asset value and its vola-
tility, and then calculates the expected default rate of each sample bank to construct the ESG-KMV
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model. Used to measure the credit risk of commercial banks. It was found that the expected default
rate of state-controlled banks was better than that of other types of banks. The expected default
rates of joint-stock banks and city commercial banks vary significantly.
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1. 5|8

AR B 5% 4 b e BV L R B, 2024 4F = ZR B R E R ARAT AN R DTSR AR ALY 3.38 J44 76, L 2023
SEARM 3.23 FHACTCIRIELIE NN 2427 4276, A RITHE 1.56%, HEARFEAL, HRGUEK, ST RE
7. Al IR ERDARAT A RS R A REIG K, TEWTAREGR LA, FHH=,
JFBUR S RS A BT, /NRAT  REEARAT AU B 2 5, ™ 2 (5 AR 2 O & ORI ARAT
TR () o A

B SRt e R R, AT AR N e iR RIS, BER TSR TG, W2 BHE SR
L, SEFMATREEREEMK, HEZMEATIMW . MEHRA7E XS R ARAT KU E B b i) 2
AT, JCHHRTEATE AR H R B R 2R EH bR &I N, RREF— 1k RrErt, R
15 PRV B8 i SE D0 V2 AR E,  PARAT(E A RS U FE AT 70 B B IS 3 RO 2 i b, 0H4RATE
SRS (1 B2 B W] DA FHERAT R TV 2245 F AR 1R 5 B AL e R v, DU S RO 2 B it . 7E %%
MZTH b, WG R T I A ) S b R IR AR v 72 1K) RGP ARAT (S RS, AR T &Rtz i)~k
&, AN TS ERTE., &iFrRiEiT.

2. X BB SRS Sh
2.1. HHEICEKE

78 20 42 90 AFEACT ), TP EEMHE T Credit Metrics 0%, H 247845 XK, 76 xRl AT 5|
RIZ R 1997 4, EEIHEILA T KIhE T KMV B#[1]. k)5, JohnJMingo (2000). Gianpaolo
Iazzolino ! Adolfo Fortino (2012)5¢ 5% Credit Metric Risk. KMV %52 AN F RS FE B AL EAT TIR AW
XFECIHT[2], FR i KMV AR Fpl B B A Y (R v Al 4 REE AR — 3, P& R HE X sETi g, HE
AN B A5 P LR A7 i 5 W AR A 3] 1B E(2020)i@ 5 KMV B84 brydioxt 2019 3R E K i
BT FH AR 7K EAT DAL, KMV 8B R IR e 67 B 5 15, T SO AR LA B, Re s R E 3L
B B R ML ARAT A5 F XUBS /KPS A MBI 226 2 WL [4]. M HLIR(2024) %+ F 58 T i M A4ARAT Bt itk 47
9T, T KMV B, HEHAREE, 4 RN BIARAEIEA A, Bl #3 H Ab FUH rE 28R
15 DV ARAT BAE F RS K, (RIE LRI R FEEAEE . +L2 FNE B0 R ARAT A5 XU I 82
MA[5]. JASCHL. R5(2023)M2 N ESG Fabnid R, 412 596 BE = AN J5 TR i ARAT (5 FH KP4
TRIT[6]. ASOEHE— BRI ESG 5 ARATE XK . BB % 2 B 6 R . (HN KMV Hig
AR EERE, BRBUNMEEEIZ N KMV SRR &, i, ASC8EaT AT, 4 ESG F#&

DOI: 10.12677/wer.2025.143043 417 HAZGIRER


https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2025.143043
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

FERRRH 4%

5 KMV #REE S, BT ESG 2 Wi o e A (B35 Bl 5 R M i L ARAT 45 FH XGRS, ATt BE A A 7
MEARATRFAE 5 TR PP 44 2R

2.2. IER AT

AIRRSE R B IR A2 20 20 5 HIDGR A E EHAAESE, AL OIE TWRS T R i b 5REER
PR R, EBREH WA S KA . SRR NIk 2 R 8 AR R DU 5 A AR Ak AR
fr, MRZESLEL “REREWE UM TR, XABEERANW LT RS MR ER.

TR ARAT IR X 3k 22 5 8 B0y (e 2 48 ) R i Bl Bk i 1 A B 4E %),  EDF M 2019 4F 0.0158%F1 % 2023
F0.0955%, S BRATHREE KR e JIAN R U RS R e o FR A BRAT DRIBOR SCR I 2% (043 5341 Js G 852
YEPE) . BUNBRMEIIRGES VG EYESE), SSHURIEL R, RIURTRRSR A8 ) 1 AR 2R 380

TWREAT BIAL T B, R M2, 2020 EEERE S EUX AL NEE T, -S4 XS AL
FREHRK, EDF M 0.0158%7F 4 0.0955%; Midb st 8T AL E #RBCR B, it XK IR & B fe e v
FEIX KR 4EY, EDF WHZRT 0.01%, PRBLXIRA 35 40 5 & P 5] 0 35 0

3. RBERF
3.1, WEESMEMKEER

A IME AR 2 5 P B AE T 3RS RIS, QAT B M B (7] B TEfabn & 51
PP E AR RO E R 22, SRR B PG MBI R o FH Aol RS2 0 T 37 e e LB 3l 3 R (3 e
A BB AR E) (8] X RETRE A BSM HIBUE i A, AR 08:

V, =V,N(d,)—De""N(d,) )]
V
o :EAxN(dJO—A )
1n[gj+(r+iajjT
d = 3
| o T (3)
d,=d, —o T “4)

b v, ARCGETSHE, D ASsEE, v, AR IHE, o, NEMMERESIR, r K
RESHZ, TR, N (d)FI N (d) s rtEIERS 7041 T B8 R A sk L
HL R EAREAELMER: HAS(DP): 6 RIK AN E R T S E R T . iE
ZERE(DD): Fon AL B A S B R 2 MRS, R AL B B RS 20 R KU IR . T
W LM (EDF): AEARK—ERE A, b5 UirE T FERIE 2 5 LT IR 9],
RIS KB B A Eh R, AT RSB 2 (DD):

DP:STD+%LTD (3)
DD = V,-DP (6)
Vio,

Hrp, STD Fonkaitifit, LTD FoRnKIWIfi.
MBS Z) R (EDF)/2 i 1 ) B B ARt IR 0 A R T SR
EDF = N(—-DD)=1-N(DD) (7
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3.2. WHE KMV R EFRBRIRNE R 33

FEVHSEBANE BB o) 1, 1 S0 IS H AN HEAT AL RS 1 H et &, 7Rt b, 15
HUBEER 0 H iz zh =R, BEi v 5 A B BAHE sl . T EARI T

__ 1S
u—ngui )

u =In i 10
LT S (10)

AR, n RIREZ G RE, MEE—FEHF 250 RETRELS: S, AE i A5 H R EIR S %,
w, N i MREZGHWEEZ, uy— 2 AP 2. R = AN ORI 2610
FE, HHRNFEELRBNF.

o, =0, x~In (1)

3.3. ESG-KMV 158 p#5E

KMV BRI R 2, CARENEIEM BIw, uBOR N S gt nl S Or e, tHROTIRRI R 1, BT E
ANSE I, REMS T R 1 SEBRT Aok A5 XU PP, 7EVF 2 USRS B2 R HR24ES5 KMV 7
RAEF ESG NERMANFIE . AL G H = H N R 5 SN EANE R L. B4 KMV FAER D
XPIAEER R AL R R LA HE T, A RE A 1 HER M & A D AR X SE R IO F AR 2, P Al 45 31
S B M ZE o [ A SMIE TR IR X AV AT A N BN ESG [RI3R ek e b B, (£ — @R
G A G 1) A A B AP (B T SR T o T RALE S A W 55 S50 ) 2 B AR A ESG X AU
BEAT B RA SR BT, ASCK ESG PRERA B KMV B b, fff KMV A B B A BUAURHE .

3.3.1. EEREMSHIERIR

Table 1. Selected samples
1. EENEIREA

ESESELLl JBe A7 il W RAT
JBe AR HAT L FR JBe AR HAT L FR JBe AR HAT TR
601288.XSHG LV ERAT 000001.XSHE P ARAT 002142.XSHE TURERAT
601939.XSHG HRERAT 600015.XSHG HZHUT 600000.XSHG THRERAT
601398 XSHG TRERAT 600036.XSHG HrERAT 601009.XSHG R RUERAT
601988.XSHG R AT 601998.XSHG ST 601169.XSHG JERTRAT

N T ARIE ESG-KMV #EAY K SCHIERT 7T A HER 1, A SR EieHs 1 2R B Rl 2 &) S 4k A JT 28l .
Horp, AREREDER BRI E W ESG PFEUE R A FIENU M E R 25 a ki 5k i)
SIS GEAE . ESG AR IIVFIAR & 5 . B 1 S A I RS R e B 8 A, B M N ORI R 1Y
I Rk S AR .

FEIEHUREASI, B BIRAT AL UL, Hhigl. XU AT 5P B UL Bl 4542, 7R S
BAEARR BA LT EN: 1) 2T ESG WA R, THLIAsE. o IR = RYER BRIk ¢
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FE>T0%MHIARAT o 2) S5 AT LB SR PEA 45 SR B MSCI ESG 4%, Rk BN BB K UL EHIARAT,
B R AEAIE ESG 174 BBB J LA Fo 3) DRy 1 kb s 0 (BRI S0 45 ST, A HERRZE LI P R A i B
KAETUCIE L BB S ERAT o 4) BEORFEAMRATIEES: 5 SR AMOL ESG 1 7, HRE i@ =
TN SEE, B 1 PR it o

BT UL BRI, F B TR A B R B B ERAT 0 ) s M AR AT Bt v L AR AT % DY SRARAT
P i U RE AR 2016~2023 47, ST B SR AR S5 R L% 1.

3.3.2. TEREMSERET

WA g BN E B2, BN (B I 3 2 1 5 A W I SR A i sh I Se k- e s, e BT 3755t
O F B EA T E TR T . RSB A rh, eI Iy S I B v S B IR A B A S

PO R AR s AR SCIEUEIE VP ALY BESG 190 E Nt bs . TEVPFR Tk b, AR SO HEAE A VRO
75 BB AR J7 V% ESG PFREATIRIE . AAA N9, AA NS, AN7, BBB N6, BBNS5, B
N4, CCCH3, CCH2, CHI, mEBkE, VFHEHMS.

A . EIEF]) ESG LA HAR PR Z0 AU B IR B 2 50, 2 /05 57 22(2023) %) ESG-KMV
BRI TTE, ARSOMAN 4 DGR, 5008 B ifss. Anl g, Vs, 56— KR
W EAI[10]. AHRIFR bR RA9 R W% 2.

Table 2. Parameter definitions of ESG-KMV model
%2 2. ESG-KMV 2RISH E X

AT B4 BEGS A E L
W R TEAANME B 5h % Og T H BN DAXT SRS T S AR A i B R
1‘%‘&‘%@*&&% ESG ?%ﬁ ESGScore AAA~CCC :}ﬁ 1~9 ﬁj\)ﬂﬁfﬁ
gk g DAR B B

Aelh F A Size AT T E R EUE
325 i) A%

WAL Leverage KI5 25 5 I AR A 2 1T B 26

B — R AR R AR LA Topl B — KIAR R I A0 5 S A 2

1) #7Hfi%(DAR)

B AR AR IR AT S B S AR, B OB, AT R A I SR ILEBAL,
TR E e B R R . BE P A B2, AT RS A R SR DUk T, B B B 1 k)

2) {0 ENE(Size)

T ARV R RN 5 AV AN I AR B A AR BAEOR R . A R IBIROR, B4 mI S e A At
R, VAR BE 2 Bt e ATy R A, TSR S AL i AU, AR T AR e, BEMTREAC T 4
WA A FESCIe T, FIERZBUE BN R, AU IR A, KA R TE R U AR
PRAF BB Size = In (R THH)-

3) WALEMI(Leverage)

O3 ] B A R AR AN [ EE ) B IR S BUE G Rl B S ey, HR) AT AT vh 8 45 8w B I 55 R
PEA RS ARHE AR FE, 3 T s e B B B B o R T It B 53 45 Rl % 1 2 ) ] RETHD I B (B AE 2 5%
AN E AR S R A . DA SS R B I L E R R, BRI DA G55 5 I AR IR A 1 L e kel &
BEARL, B A B .
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4) F— KB ARFF I (Topl)

TEAFIMBRARLTF, B RBARE AR WAL R, AABKMKAR. FHik,
HE R AR RS 7R AR R b vk s 2 W) W S (O R s T RS 7 1 o RIS BBl s, 50 AR S B SRR
KM AR FRSEEINARE, MRS TR E e . AR, REIE BRI, #O IRe i LAl
LRk XA 2 1 AR SRR ) M R B
3.4. ESG E RN RN E RN RMERHLF

ARG IR DA 3 4 ESG R Z M AN (EL35 3 2 (K4 AL B E TE Rt AT A g 58 8, b
MGG e IREERBIRAUN E RS R KL FRRAT, K HAL SRR DL ] 2 i 0 R B R .

NS E S BEREAXIG BRRUNMEREn

Figure 1. Shows the transmission path from environmental factors to equity value volatility

B 1. FEERZRIRNERERNESER

JLPE T R RRAT ML B A L v (R ERAT R BE AT B SR A R I W B DRl RS o P22 BRAT TR g 52
M AT ERRAT W ATER . ESG-KMV BERUE I 5 87 0 (EIRE 1.98%, BIBUHE BB R ST 18.2%, SHIA
BB E Mo “ B RME N 77 o ARBIL T IREE S S XU S REAE T, AT X BB A A6 38 3 = 7
AR o

[ae=FSES I FFRE BRBUNMEIRENER

Figure 2. Shows the transmission path from social factors to equity value volatility

B 2. ARRIBERNERHRNEIER

JLBE 2, T AERAT RV 55 4 P TR E X, AR 4ERE Al SCRR - 4 XA VE S5 4R bR sl & ELI% 2
BB . 2020 £ RIS E, AT H XA T 2050 e, WIERIEZ R (EDF) &3 BT, KBl H
G DR B g OGBS BN B B B 4 7 AL R

REER BRI E M BRAUNMERanE

Figure 3. Shows the transmission path from governance factors to equity value volatility

& 3. AEEEI BN ER N RIE SR

WL 3, EHESRITH “RARmNIGREEEN” BATRA T RERR e, RS ERsh. #lan, T
FRATH E AV HAL R, B IE RS RMIEN 15.6%, BERT RO HIEIT, I “ESG 248 MM,
K] e BN AL 3135 P A 5 I

ESG-KMV #EAEUA N =FE 4 E, A8 745 KMV BERURTE 35 1 350 55 KU, 271 T8 R
KRBT, HN T RS ESG-KMV BRI L A 5451828 ¢ 7 3Eal.
3.5. ZEVIERIE E

NTHE a, A LLENAI0 R H2 ot e 3R AR
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o, = f, +axESGg,,. +7,DAR +y,Size + y,Leverage + y, Topl (12)
HHBEE % RHIE 3.

Table 3. Parameter definitions of multiple regression models

= 3. ZEARBISHE X

SRS SR ZHORDS
O BB L
ESGgeore ESG #3757 L
DAR B A AT LA
Size Ak R A RyaR
Po AR (RN
a ESG T3 % IR AL I8 5l 5 1) 2 i AL (RN
s Y T Vs ) A% e R IR 1) %6 1) T AL E (RN

WG 2 TTRIH T VEME o ()5, BB BMEIEE I KMV BRI, i RBUME SN % o, #4171
FHRL IR, WS IE 5 BAUME I B o), W RIRN:

o =0 x(1+axESGyg,, ) (13)

FHXT T KMV, ESG-KMV HERITEALGi 1] KMV FE 8L A DL BREE L #E2R1VA BE 1) 500 PPAl il
AV AT FH RS VAl 45 2 A T A E G, o8 W8 3 R0 RO LR B8 A1 B8 AR 115 FH XUR DA, DU % 5 3 4
RIATLA) B 5 850 HH S TR 0 P 5 T AR IR 2 il R

7 SPSS Guit iAo ARHE TR 3L 12 SARAT, 8 AERFAI3L 96 5 FEAEE AL 2 Jolal A /1%,
WERANME BB Z AR &, ESG WP RE N R E AR, B RIS, B ffis, A
gEf). TS R AR B, [ S BT 0 S A I 45 SR L 4.

Table 4. Results of significance analysis of Model variables

4. RETBREMSNER

KbrEfh 5L PRl R 3L LGt
B PR i Beta t BEN K VIF
(&) -1.231 1.307 —0.942 0.349
B 2.454 1.193 0.197 2.056 0.043 0.596 1.678
TAGE —0.009 0.001 —0.641 —7.324 0 0.716 1397
ESG P H 0.026 0.009 0.232 3.051 0.003 0.947 1.056
Ak -0.03 0.011 -0.308 -2.686 0.009 0.419 2.389
H— KB AREFR S 0.089 0.054 0.154 1.665 0.099 0.64 1.562

MER AR R EE P E, 1E 95% M EE X T PAE/NT 0.05 35 Y B AR & AR & BA B 3 1Y
Wi, 5 WA R AR AR . WA 4, RTRURBL, BR 128 — KIBARFFIBE LB P 0.099 KT 0.05, i
B AR B 55— KB AR R B LU AU EL B B R B M AN B2, Rl AR AR RS HE ) P {HYY
BT 0.05. EHIBREE — RS LIRS R 5, SR 2 u MR S E 4 R WA 5, L VIF &
T 10, YIS R TRIANFAE 2 LR
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Table 5. Results of significance analysis after excluding variables

F 5. BHIREEZFEHNEZMUHITER

FhrEll R PRttt R 3L LM GiT
B PRt iR Beta t WEE B VIF
(FE) -1.897 1.256 -1.51 0.134
B AR 2.892 1.175 0.232 2.461 0.016 0.627 1.596
AN -0.009 0.001 -0.594 -7.101 0 0.799 1.252
ESG PP A 0.026 0.009 0.231 3.001 0.003 0.947 1.056
Al FAR -0.019 0.009 -0.198 —2.094 0.039 0.624 1.604

[BUHHTIIALE L R? N 0.51, BB SONMBUNME R BIE, LTI, iR ikl S
AT TEbR . IR SRR KRN, WA EIEMESRL, B RN 0.51, WL iz
RUCRYS, A BT3B KRBT RN AR i IR AL, A BBt ok sk . HOZ AL IR 8 5% - IRARME N
2.187, RUHRZEWAERA QMR % 6 Ror 7B R? DL AESR - IRARME.-

Table 6. R? and Durbin-Watson Values
F 6. RRE5MER - RHxE

! R R7j PHEE S R 7 PRUERG SR R 5 - IR
0.717a 0.514 0.493 0.078223519902471 2.187
Zr EpTR, BRAICRIE
o, =0.026xESGg_,. +0.892DAR —0.019Size — 0.009Leverage (14)

Hrdr a=0.026, BIRIH ESG ¥F 0 X B BUNME B 30 R 2 250N 0.026, BERARESEE 1 AN ALK ESG P
5%, BN B % B W $Erm 0.026, MM IE & BAUNME R 1R o, 7l LR A :
oy =05 x(1+0.026 x ESGy,,. ) (15)

3.6. RIS

3.6.1. =4S

FZEHTHIEE R WA 7, %W LA B[R 3850 1 F AEAR R ) 838 /N T 0.001, /NTF 22K
F0.05, KA LLAIBIT 7R S . ESG VERIGSy, ALK, B 00 RN E I 3 R AR
LETE

Table 7. Results of analysis of variance

®=7. AESHER

S5 A H ¥1J5 F BEM
@Y= 0.563 4 0.141 21.945 0.000b
W7 0.584 91 0.006
Hit 1.146 95

3.6.2. REDH
B 4 T hRE R ZE R E . WEFR AT LA, a5k 2 BB T s £ m S A,
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EHARARDRT & IR AT IR 7 2 [ VAR R rp R 22 TR A I 25 0 A B B A BE AR, R
[ ST A B A AR

HARE: B ERZ%E

20

0

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Figure 4. Histogram of standardized residuals

Bl 4. fRENRENERE
R g BN ERSE

0.8
0.6

. F

0.2

B S v

0.0 02 0.4 0.6 08 1.0
Sl R

Figure 5. Standard P-P plot of standardized residuals
5. FRAENFRERARAE P-P

K5 ABRHEMIRZER) P-P 8], S REABER RN IERS 704, IXEE RO HT A R A M. AR IR R
oA, BRI RAEN LML . RO R Z IR IS A — i, 5K 4 R E D EISER
2.

DOI: 10.12677/wer.2025.143043 424 TR AR R


https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2025.143043

FERRRH 4%

4. SCUEER DR
4.1. KMV #EH 5 ESG-KMV EEH H 4 REL B ST

FEAE T ESG 1370150, ESG #5370 FIEWMTE 5 KMV SRR AR EEA B, 27 2,
UEARYE ESG 1 9 MEFMEEML BIREN 1 £ 9 (AAA NEESH, C NRILER); 1ELmB N
(2016~2023), I RATH ESG AR 45 SR (LU E A 43 IARAT i) W& 8.

Table 8. ESG Rating Assignment Results of Banks
< 8. $RITHY ESG T {EL R

1) HRAT A FR ESG 2 ESG PRI 1) HATLZ R ESG 74 ESG VI B

2016 POV ERAT BBB 6 2016  HEERAT BBB 6
2017 POV ERAT BB 5 2017 HPEERAT BBB 6
2018 PV ERAT B 4 2018 HREARAT BB 5
2019 MV ARAT 4 2019 HPEERAT BB 5
2020 FNVARAT BB 5 2020 HPEERAT BB 5
2021 A ARAT BBB 6 2021 R ERAT BBB 6
2022 A ARAT BBB 6 2022 HPEERAT A 7
2023 AV ARAT BBB 6 2023 H E4RAT BBB 6
2016 HWHRAT BBB 6 2016 LR4RAT BB 5
2017 HWERAT BBB 6 2017 LREARAT BB 5
2018 HWARAT BB 5 2018  LRHRAT 4
2019 BT BB 5 2019 TREARAT 4
2020 HBARAT BB 5 2020  TRIARAT BB 5
2021 BT BB 5 2021  LRIARAT A 7
2022 HWRAT BBB 6 2022 LREARAT BBB 6
2023 HWERAT BBB 6 2023 LREHRAT A 7

AR ESG I Z B KMV SR TE IE, BT R 2SR H AR, KMV SRR RE e
BT VLR, A SCAE TEAR BN M AT k0 5515 Bk 52 2B ESG WG B, e R AR S5 al b7 %
I HARSCZA 43 R B3 i M AR AT (5 F XK 1) 2023 SFEAEARF LY, KRR X £ ESG-
KMV #5855 KMV AR THE 45 AT X LG I6HIE .

W29, BIEfE RS TIRMGE, Y] ESG KKK T3k Eglh “ )R mocss” . T
T RHERAT S F AR R T o A7 ) ERAT T B i B2 K, P 22T FH R BUT B IR JE 1SR IA 18.2%. 18.2%,
AR 5 HAV & 45 BSG R AH G . B RAT R AR FE ARG B, TAT RATHEIEZ) 18.2%- 15.6%
S ESG KU R AR 2 5 i, [ VR ER A5 M AR AR e « 18I ESG-KMV B RS IE J5 [ B AN E 3 3
A, nIIEMTLE E] ESG [R5 2 2 5 1T 7 6 R AT A5 RS IR e A, FLAS [RI R BLERAT 1 JXURS: BRURR 4 47
TESERITEZE ST

Xt T E A RAT R UL, B IERT S 102 AR T RE & RN BUR LRI T ESG XK. TR RIT a5 4
Wik 3 FALTt, AT —, RS IESREEAC T M BE, PRI RS AR A N o T A i ARAT R B
HIEFE A RER T %K T ESG 4+ AT M & EEL S Hmmb i, 51R% 7 #iFE L
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Tt 12%, HSYEEED N AA BEE Ao XETIREATREL, LR A RENXIHAHT 5 ESG i B A X0 H fil
Zy. TWHRAT BSG R & IFEER R, RERIR L 68%, WIRIPEE N HEmAIE S, %
XL IR 28 W JEE A7 5 o

Table 9. Comparison table of equity value volatility of KMV and modified equity value volatility of ESG-KMV
# 9. KMV BRUNMERHHERS ESG-KMV & IE BRI BN B K BhE XL &

Hi BAT LK JEAUAN B e 5% B IEJG RN E R T
2023  ER M ARAT 0.1108 0.1281
2023 b R AT 0.1407 0.1626
2023 W ERAT 0.1085 0.1254
2023 TRRAT 0.1187 0.1403
2023 P RRAT 0.3331 0.3937
2023 BT 0.1464 0.1730
2023 AEHRIT 0.3669 0.4336
2023 HEHRAT 0.2231 0.2638
2023 TURERAT 0.3725 0.4307
2023 THRRAT 0.1593 0.1883
2023 B RRAT 0.2645 0.3127
2023 bR AT 0.1199 0.1418

Table 10. Comparison Table of Asset Value of KMV and the revised asset value of ESG-KMV (Unit: billions of RMB)
% 10. KMV #= N ES ESG-KMV ZIERME~NEXEREA: 27T)

Hi AT B E BIERE T E
2023 BNV ARAT 322,130.2563 315,625.5761
2023 Hh R BARAT 328,939.1980 322,373.6852
2023 AR AT 270,505.9442 265,059.3519
2023 TrHAT 376,684.5916 369,152.5298
2023 FLARAT 50,251.3088 49,255.2611
2023 T RAT 36,152.4348 35,415.8102
2023 A ARAT 97,190.3545 95,349.2930
2023 HPEERAT 81,878.6152 80,222.0947
2023 TURERAT 23,641.3052 23,190.7225
2023 THRERAT 79,382.0482 77,771.3366
2023 R RUERAT 19,166.5848 18,789.3477
2023 JEHERAT 29,655.8726 29,056.4921

W10, PrEHRATIREBE @ E T, KB ESG RS iz Wiy “ & P n 17, Hr
E A HRAT NBOR SR A, XS5 LRHRAT, JRE 7532 1270, @A 0e sk 5 LA 2018 4F 15%
[ % 2023 F 8%, (HAF P T L e i HLH AL, S8 4000 1270 R P E E AL B HERAT
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TR £ S, IRE R . SRR ARAT IR 736 1270, HERBEE S 12%H, £ 30% kA 58 ik
HERBC AT S, HEIR SR AMEAE K 221 1278, SR ST 30% . 387 47 0 2 b X 37 b A 1 ke 5 Rl 45
WRBATIRAE 1610 1278, K=MH D2 FEER ESG briETHRELI, 29 1000 127057 5 Rl 88 % 7= 148
HPEN, FEAGE T,

e 11 AT, STEA KTk, BIEE DD KIBRT, RN “EEBUFHEGE +
ESG A HIULA” MXEEM, HEBATIENME— “RECAH” RSRIT, ESG WM BBB #F%2 A, KX
Bt T ESG-KMV ARG B AE B 1A Em A . AT I fIERAT R UL, 12 1IE/5 1 DD A3 17 ESG X H R
RALIHIEF, BAT1BIEZ JG 208 1.84, HnT eIl ik 4 (5 Gl An R A Ks, P2e4RATIB IEZ JG 40N 1.54,
VU523 7 5 M e R e T R ARAT R B, A2 IR S (1 DD W] RER X IRA G EITE S ESG A
g AL EE A RIS R, AE U ERATME AL X B ORI AT, XHERBUR SR I H , 3R95-% T DY R,
ESG 1% 5 B P A BB AL 1.2%, AIMREAT K.

Table 11. Comparison Table of KMV Default Distance and the modified default distance of ESG-KMV
F 11. KMV F4EE S ESG-KMV B ERMBELNEEx LR

H 3 AT 2 HLHE BIEEEAE S
2023 ROV ARAT 0.5247 2.8207
2023 Hh ] R B ARAT 0.6265 3.2809
2023 o EARAT 0.5101 3.3042
2023 LRERAT 0.6406 3.6564
2023 PARAT 0.6472 1.5424
2023 HHZHUT 0.4754 0.6253
2023 HrERAT 0.9441 1.8401
2023 FIEERAT 0.4563 1.2141
2023 TUARAT 0.7696 1.8201
2023 HRRAT 0.5694 1.3075
2023 I ARAT 0.8646 2.0773
2023 e Rt a7 0.5851 24142

MK ESG-KMV #5815 J5 4 KMV B TH 545 BT X L 2 A B ESG-KMV BB AR XS T R 46 1)
KMV B PUR AL

1) ESG-KMV #ERIN T AEIA 25 XS 4E RS, 5 T ESG FRIE I . 228347 R 7 58 b b = i 11 A0 vy
WAT I BEK, ESG-KMV B Y 3 o A 55 XU i 4k L 58 7 (B Dk B 1.98%, 1717 JER A AR AL Al Bkt 28 KV
TEFR K o

2) ESG-KMV 8 a] DL A& IE AR S50, SR TH ARG B TS . 8 RRAT ESG B ELBUN LR,
R SG B=MEAL R % 1.9%, KT TS 4RAT Y 2.02%080 8 -

3) ESG-KMV HE RSB NG i3 SEbr e, IR 58 ESG Wif. JR4G KMV BV T AR B
AT, 1 ESG-KMV IS8 =5 VP ME TN RE RS, MR E X ESG KUK 1 SEm &
fro FHRERAT 2023 S EHML S ESG Fi FHUE IEJ5 AU SN 52 T: 18.2%, ST igxt Ak 254,
B AR T AT E AR AL, B IE G Ba R IGRI 15.6%, KL “ESG Z4” M.
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4.2. ESG-KMV EHM A RE#HEERARNEKENEE

P ICRIE R ZR G X LB RS ) ESG-KMV #ERAG I 2016 4:~2023 4 EATIEAART « A il #RAT AN
SR RV ARAT BRI AR, R M AN E AP SRARAT B 45 HY XS 7K T

A 2 R AT B 20 %2016~2023

0.1500
& 0.1000
%ﬁ
% 0.0500
8 0.0000 -
%ﬁ 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
et ] /4
— AT R AT e T AT

Figure 6. Expected default rate of state-controlled banks from 2016 to 2023
6.2016~2023 SFE BRI THIRIE AR

TEA$ FH ESG-KMV #E AU 72 i M AR AT {5 FH XU B2 R ), 73 21 (1 1 B2 3 24 6 (EDF) A2 i = AR AT 45 FH XU
(MEZ4Ehr. EDF Bt THRATIE AR R — @ iR R BB % . WK 6, DUKEAGHRATH EDF 451 &
N, HEMATRIMEE AR RS, LRI EBEAR R, Z4RH & BRITNEE K515
G5 K] ) AN T T 3 o

%45 SRR b EARATE M RT A GF IR BRI 55RO T, TG RS T AR AR 8K o T R ) i R B 4
R E R AT A N [ B AL FE RS B AR AT, Hlk 55 58 2 3 Je BB 1 55 R I PRl 3 o 3K 260l 55 AT i 1 I 5 7
PRI 2R KUK« RS XU A T 7 3 XU, AT S350 EDF 5. M40 4375 I 8 b iy oy R AR AT I 5% 40 Hr T
K1, 2020~2023 FiZHATIIREATE LR 17.74%, 17.52%, 16.53%, 16.22% % T HAh = F 4TI E AT
SR, B AR AR AR XU B BE S, £ S B EDF _EJb. AT EAITI, ZARATIT 4 AR
K 38.45%, AT HARIK, 238 hnid 29 )

FAAE 5 AR AT AR 240 4% 2016~2023

0.3000
éozsoo
5 02000
*«30.1500
= 0.1000
£ 0.0500
0.0000

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

I [ /4
e P ARAT R ARAT FARIMRAT e PG ARAT

Figure 7. Expected default rates of privately held banks from 2016 to 2023
& 7.2016~2023 FRABERIRITHEFLR

1M LR 84T EDF 8UIC, IX 3R B TR 8T 115 FH B AR, i DR R ARAT AR I P e KA sl
BAT, Holbg s ik FEN T, R EME R AR E .. A TREHRATIE 2022~2023 4 HIF)E
AN 43.31%%, 41.35% BT PU4E - FIRIE 2N 39.45%, 1EDUREAT TR K, el e
PR b BT 2 B PR IR . FF ELAE XU B 7 T L P 4R AT 6 Dk B S AN RS 8 B T SR B T B A P Ak ) i i
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T BEAEG 155 FH R, 2 DX SR pAy 4 ok T R L S 9

W7, RAAFEBRARAT P2 4RAT . SR EARAT . SR AT AT B RAT, 7E 2016 422 2023 470118 (1 1 &2
BAREI KB BES

AU g R, AR EBN, HERITIIREEARGART A =501T, HEEREEN.
XA WY R R AT R XU LA B 7 R P T T AR B AR . P RARAT. REARAT. hERT, X=
AT (B 2 A v, i DAL AR A TR ARAT L RS R R 2 P B o T SE A, BES AT AU PRI
LIRS . AR AT THE P AR AT VE ELAL R R A AR I, B RS ARE R . UG R ARAT AR LSS
AR, FAFRRWSSERE SR R B2 AL . TS IO BRI P IR SS Be U (A4 AR
AT RERE S AP0 T B AN 2T FATIE . AHELZ R, JARARAT 22 58 2 HOBons A Mk 55 855 M ™= 535,
T3 LU A 20 35F T AT I 5y S B by o Hofth = SROBRAT £ XURS: B9 BN 9% 77 Jo B 2 )y 1D AN G0 e 4RAT
TPk o B ARBUE G B B A 5T, ISR 22 B N AT A 5 2 B i AE RO BUR AT
AL, WAIFERRAT R

IR T AR AT B B 40 % 2016~2023
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0.1400
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Figure 8. Expected Default rate of Urban Banks from 2016 to 2023
8.2016~2023 FIHHIRITHAEBEL X

Kl 8 IR 2016~2019 4FE3 4% §T U S T 4RAT I R 20 R R R UL R R3S, JbntRAT ah & 4b
FHARIE F AR K, B LR AT S5 R AR AT 75 F Lo 4F gy vp b T35 s 45 20 AP R TR BRAT 5 2020
LG TR R, & RO R ERAT R T B2 a8 T K = MAGHE 11, 16 2020 S8 24578 K
PG G, HORFFRDET 38T BRI E LS .

ZRE FIR =R R AN FHAE R AR AT B A%, v LUK E G I RAT: RMERAT . B
17+ FHEEBAT. LHEET, M 2016~2023 45, HASEE L) R B T HBARKT, HASFEERAT A 2 S AR XS
BN WTTERAT: TUARAT . RMRAT. B RARAT . AL RUERAT IO MR 2 S s A K, R R ARAT AV
RARATIE B LA BRI P 1 TH R . R IEERAT: “P2eRAT RRRAT . HRRAT. ERATHA
BB RIK P SR RAR L, BEARNE E, S EERAT IR E B B I R .

HIL ERI R EFEE T BEAERRRITE EAEREHHER, Bes iR, WEZoH iz,
HCAR RS BE o8, (A RURS B0 A BN AR Y, DR TS 2 2R AR N U FLAR s 3T ARAT H TR
Z X IAERT A, 2% YA B IR ET R, B AU, A RS BB IR AR
o RS, SEGERATHL, KBS 2R 2, ROo KRR AR A R ARAT
(2278 PR R g, AR A ERAT o] RETHI I 25 ¥h i 7 THI AR B2 87 s[RI, B8 4RI, S 45 A
Al Y4535 29 ZEAE A FARAT ML SR, AR 35 7K P AR A A e
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5. &t 58N
5.1. &g

AHEFCE ESG H&at N KMV #%, )8 ESG-KMV f%, XF 2016~2023 4 12 KA T (E A %
B Bl IREAT % 4 ZOMME AR 24T SR AT, B BL RO ES k.

ESG-KMV #5225 5 T4 AR B e 4 T o A% 48 KMV BRI 25 4, 10 ESG-KMV £
AUE NI, dhar . RBENE, BIERBUMERSI R MG IME, AR5 73R 55 KURHE A
K& ARSI o 76 ST MTef, S 22 AR AT DR 5 5 o b 7 i 1 R B AT ML 583K, ESG 3 )5 %5 P A E IR AE 1.98%.,
T R AR AR SR R RS M AR 451 2

AN BB ERATAE FH AR R I A4 35 o %of A 2 I ARAT SR it , W B 1 ) %2 (EDF) B A B IS HL AR e, 2023
SESF35) EDF N 0.0014%. 45 FH XU 3408 T BUR BRPEFRLR . i) ESG KB R R & iz k% %
Totl. XTI HIERAT ok Ui, EDF Il BBk T B AT, HEEHAT 2023 4 EDF iX 0.2659%.
PP AT L ARAT R, EDF 2ELX 10, JbniRAT S5 X IR & Bt fa e B 4RAT EDF BUIK, MR HATSE
Z XA G SR, 2020 45 EDF 235 bFh, S ROt b 7 48 5 11 1o 8 gl

TR BR AT M B A IRy 7K P T 422 RS L 2 P o RIS TR 6T I B T AR B [ B i 3, b R AR AT L R B
PR B il SR B0 RS, A KA E AE L F R T EA I RRAT 7 S R E AT TR, —
B, EAAEBRATE L R S AR T AVEH, RIS E 2 R AR AR v, AR E Sk R
FaE R T EEAEH.

5.2. Bl

F# ESG-KMV BAIN IR R . BV SR, thor. HEYERE XS PP HESS, & ESG PR &R
A 55 Bl S W S5 B R, @ 2 o R AR AUAS TR BB B B BN 2R, A TR B A A AE 2 A
BT AR BARAT . B BIERAT IR R ERAT AN R RUBAFAE , 22 A6 E ESG KA R, H# ESG
BRI ZR R AN DERFCE N s T AHE B I

HEZ) ESG 15 B Rl 5% . W BN R E G2 — ML ARAT ESG {5 B EebnitE, WHBR 41T ESG #¥s
SR DA, BRI ER, — N ESG-KMV A AERRUEC B SN,  F2 T XU
MHERfPE: 59— TR T R, 5l SR8 . FORONSER 25 AH 7 A A 847 ESG KU 54
BE 7.

¥ ESG-KMV B R E LG 548G, MWEZETRETPNMER, & %0 —RKgeFRNE . 5
FE AR SR R SR 22 . I AR, R PTRE ATREE U ESG AR R A NN
ESG 4 105| R AERME AR, 515 554 ESG KU HUERE /15| M ARAT AR 5%, St & S s 5
AR H ARl

SE
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