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Abstract

Disagreements in ESG ratings may lead to uncertainty in investors’ judgment of a company’s value,
resulting in fluctuations in stock prices. This paper selects Chinese A-share listed companies from
2011 to 2020, using ESG rating data from both Huazheng and Bloomberg, then estimates the impact
of ESG rating disagreement on stock price fluctuations from two perspectives, standard deviation
and range of stock price daily return. The results show that ESG rating disagreement has a relatively
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significant positive impact on stock price volatility. Price volatilities of companies in manufacturing
industry are more sensitive to ESG rating disagreement. While ESG rating disagreement may in-
crease stock price fluctuations of companies in the software and information industries, it also al-
leviates the intensity of the stock price changes of these companies at extreme levels.
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1. 5|8

BB AT md R e, & EEUF AR A E iR il ESG (A8 e 5IRE) IR 91 45
KRR, IFHESN ESG PRI EEAWTLAL . ESG FTge & i = K ER DA BHT N 1 s Ak vt 2]
R8RSR P oT R FR bR . BN E KR 712 ESG MR AT IZER, HHKEAET SREHLE
RVEAE G 55 Wzt (9 (R 32— P alaf ESG 84 i s e ) il A 2 SR MR FF 82K e RE 1ok 13 B CL Y
FBT R

H AT VPRI i SR AT X Aok (1 BSG PPEL, AR B IR BME R, R AT FRxta
KHPA I (R e A . SRTT, [ A% ESG PR #5 B T ARSZ PP AR &, PR R PR AN (U 4%
AHAEL JhBAFAERAE PP A R RIS ARXTT 5, #82> E5h ESG V- & R R FEREEE e i, Bk [H ESG
PP R T IRE I B B30 RE1EQ2023) K I T A4 ESG PERAUR R Al BT A48 ¥ % Fhdt:
IR LU A 1 I 2 I BrbR fE BEAT (5 Bk KPP AR — e 257, 8 S RSP AL LE,
PP A R S AR R PP BB AR, A A Mb 3P A T AR A ML P i [ 1]. ASIE]
PP 2R BT AR I IR PP 4 20 BT e B B 38 0] Al — Ak i) ESG R A AR IR VE, T2 Ho i
TR LK ESG PFAAE N HIR M A Ak & STE AT RS A R BB R 3R, L p ™ AR 1) 3 AT g
Xt e Bt A E R

2. kA

AT FURBUE B . SR, P R S S AN B s P . Butler, et al. (2019)81%f
A1 i SR T I F R B, R Be 78 70 B B B KN N AR TG A vl e 52 1 TS 0T B RS AT3h, if—
5o S AN BRI VE AR B 2 I sh PR [2]. RIS Q020) IR TR, TEinkh T
AL IRAS I, A P30 2 28 R AT 2 5k UG 2 52 38 il 53 28 &) FRAT R S Ml T 38 38 K [3 ] kA B
IPO & HRANBURHES) 7 XEH kAR, B o BB i fE i gzh 2, Wi 2ok s
(IR AN AE B I ) ) 2 gt — S I EBR VR ZE T s (FURT IR 1) 4 T 22 A s R AE K ) B, e &2 [l
18, F R BNt Hem WAEME E[4] [5]. BRI B aE B8 e e al . ks
JIA A MY RIS S5 S i VAR AT R AN [ T A P 22 532 6]

AR SR I ESG RIS AV I SR A& 2 A2 A2 2 e g, Wik, fml, U BRI R ICAH K
PE[7]-[9], XS5AFENH ESG P ANEEXK Y. JhR TGRS EA K R[10]-[12].

AR SR I ESG SRILAT Be 22 s mi e AN B ah it , HZ5 08I A —2. U1 Cheng & Huang (2024)# 7t &
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W ESG £ 1For SRS i AR BN PE ARG, SUEhF 2 IEAHK[13]. Xu 55(2025)IN 9 ESG It
B 2 ] WAL 55 B K ST R T A ) P sk M BT A ) AR A U 20 RS, AT D2 B A P 5 P AR AR
PERIRER[14]0 TIHZE% . E/AKRQ024)FIH A Beili iz 3R K I ESG PR R Tiaksh, HAE
Wid% T Bk I B B SR 15]. 28250, & T 2023) B R IR k28 ESG YK ) SR RIS B B ah 1k & &
FEHHI, M IRERREEL, AR N ANERIA B T E A AN P s 2 K [16]. 53 4h Hu 55(2023) K
ESG {5 Bk T DU FEARAS AR FR I, ifide s 7 i R0, ESG RILM “Feng” MURAEH
B AR EEEE S AT R EREE[17]. BEF. =l €Q025)KM A B Ll ESG LI
TR 2. 25 1 50 i SR A E SR T s T A0 M SR I T R I S T A AR RN 18] 6

ESG VER 4> B0 AN I B IR 7 T, T 48, # 32 8(2024) i H [ N i b st AR T R IAER K [H
SN U R VE R VG o BRI AR HEZEAE R 00 BOREFR AR, RIW ESG VW B m T A Il B A
IR Eh 2, (B R A5 0 2 99 1% 52 19]. Serafeim Al Yoon (2023) & B4 ESG PN 2
[AAETER Ry BUE BOL R . ESG 855 3% IO BLZ 1A (1 00 R 2k 35, 1 A i Wl ae 7119 ESG 4R
8 T A SR PR B S UL 25 [20] o

g LT, ESG VR KPP oy Bt st bt o8 "l AN AR AN e sh 2 = e e ), H 2 T3 355
IR VPR T UL RPN R 55 2 MR e, SRR RN E R . BSG WaHlMAZ, (A
5K BSG V4o B an e s B = 17T 2 =) I8 30 RO Fe AT A 24 A BR

ARSCERRE A B BT, S EE A — FBUR ESG WAL VT 7 Z (EAE N ESG 4y B R AR,
WH9T ESG 7 B el sz ma fe A sk, FFidt— B8 18 T AN FAT M 73 R S 37 P o AR SCHRE T ESG 4y
BT EARPR R A, BN AR A ZE RO 22 P A £ FEVEAl ESG 23 BRI . B ST 45104240k 18 iiE
I, AR T B ) e A O EUR BOR DU DS S it fe e e E I S T3 (R EIRIE ESG VERA A FE T P4l it
&, IFAREHFREENENS%.

3. fIRBERSHIE

PR 5 RS S, RIE T ) — RS, AN A8 2 70 AH R KRR 1T P9 2 AN TR A0 i T
PR H 2 AFAE— B RARI 0 B, XA B r BRI T 2 AR R R R, Qi 3 SR a s UK. #he
i~ GHF U RIS BRIE Z 555 . BT AEFENA TS RGEMbREAS—, XHE—
F A ESG WAMEAE RIS, BHE X ZHE) ESG VF45 B3R BN PP A7 2 A A 22 S5 AT 51
FORF AT A iR, B BRATRE AR 1

% Hl: ESG W B S RN Esh R R IERKER, W ESG IR B, A kshZibhe.

BT AN F BNV IS BB L i3 00 FE R & A E 2 R, T RE 3 ESG W4 O i
MR g 20 P, R IRATIR B AR 2:

% H2: AEATALA TR ESG PR B B S B Sk

AL EZREF BSG VEH o B I SL e sh itk o sgm, Rk ESG Wiy B E NIRRT &, 4
MV SRR BN NS & . (E ESG VPR T TH, AHEFTIEHE N AEUE(AAA 2 C 53 9 #9)FE A2 A (1~100
GV MUK (R 8 xof LU & ESG VEZRIN 20 BOREBE, AR BT ) 5 g B [ B 1136 5 2 2011~2020 4.
DR I BN B B 2 N R AR i P TZ IR R R A B BT A R], S R AEE B s 2k B O {1
W fE, 19213 8622 MEA.

TR A TR INEMF RS AR, HATFEN THRXAFN ESG VEH M7 H— it
B o AT S5 R P AR A 22 R 22 P AR b A 7 SR — 1k, DLEAT R VAR G . o S AR HE 2350 5 ESG
B, AT
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ESG itk — (ESGi,t,k _ﬁ)/STD(ESG) M

Ky

RHESG,,,,, €[01) WFRMEZIEIR LIRS k ZOPRHUMLESS ¢ X550 § NATIRIVESR, ESG,,, NIEIA
VFRAE, ESG #1 STD(ESG) 43 Ml Az E RN T Fr A R 2 BZAFE g MR EAbRHE 2, & 4%
PR AL, ik, HRE IR Z2VE T ESG fH, A3 T

ESGupiiniii = (ESG,, ;, —min ESG)/(max ESG —min ESG) 2

BB ESGpyso s €[01] MR T SRIA—ALJG 5 k KIPSHUMITE S 1 400 55 A A RGP LE, 3K max £5G
H min ESG 43 B Fem B BLIIN TR REA 2 ) 264 5740 IR sk (R A . 7EBERER 1,
HRRE AR ESG 140 B T 2634 A UL R AR 7 28,

DESG =ESG,,,—ESGyy. 3)

std it

DESG

S DESG,,,, B DESG,y s, SV ESG KRt 2 B ZE A LA B0 T 5P BLR A -4 1 A ] B
ESG FPZL5 8L, 3R RIAR k= 1, 2 40 BIR F08 Wk R

ST W MRRE A B S WA, A SR bR 20 5 WS BRI AT . % T ESG W2 S
LA O 200 D T 30 00 T 98 L 0 S L S B S B 7 2 O 5%, SR e e B 1 A
RAGJG 4. M LR R A5 — 4 A R MR Vo RIFIRA DL, 34 R

= ESGM ESGMaxMin it,2 (4)

axMinit,l

o
Viai = \/25:1(Ri,d _Ez‘)z/(D_l) ®)
HA R, =(P,~By)[Pusr R=20R,[D . P, For% i MEAETATE d A5 HINTES M,

D A ESG WRAAG UFEMA oy R Fikik— R AN R BN RIS Vitaasin 1E T 5 AN B 14 1)
=R, HEARA:
Viesin = Max R —Min R (6)
Fort MaxR F1 MinR 43 51 1% A W FEZ I (8] B A 1) B KRR/ H B R .
XF PR, ASCER T #5I8 F(ROE) . HI¥TF-R (Turnover)s AN (Size)s W TH T (A
Eb(BM). [EH B LLfi(StateRatio) WEH (PE). FEABRMAMSG HINZE 1 Fix.

Table 1. Variable statistical descriptions

F 1. TEHIHERSR

AR | Obs Mean Std. dev. Min Max

Vitd JE AN e Fe b 2 8622 0.027 0.038 0.007 2.559

V Maxhin JBEA B Bh H il 7 8622 0.185 0.314 0.046 19.854

DESGstd bl 21k ESG VP& o 8622 -0.272 1.181 -4.090 6.282

DESGuaxhin W 2215 ESG VPER 43 8622 -0.250 0.187 -0.808 0.653
ROE B 8622 1.550 279.878 —23509.600 1610.611
Turnover HF% 8622 17.989 16.649 0.090 209.174

LnSize Al A 8622 23.322 1.119 20.685 28.551
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BM Vi T A G 8622 0.510 0.348 -0.099 6.931
StateRatio 7 i L A3 8622 0.199 0.623 0.000 17.255
PE RS 8622 80.031 249.481 —4255.000 5558.000

4. SLIFRB S EF%4R
JuAdith ESG V2R o 0 A Mb AR % s 25 mi), 8 N7 SEAER R R
V., = By + BDESG,, + B,Control,, + & 7
X fRREAL R Y, JuAT] i £ ESG PRPURAT G BB BEah 2, Aoy 3l A FH AN B 8 ZR AR UHE 22 Vua 1
e Vivwasin: fEFEAL B DESG,, WAL W #0753, AR ZVE VR R 70 B0 DESGaa MM 2235 VF 9 7 L
DESGyaxmine 53 MBATIRIE, G5R W15 2 s

Table 2. The impact of ESG rating disagreement on stock price volatility

% 2. ESG W5 R3S BRI K BB #2000

%% Vstd VMaxMin
(D 2) 3) 4)
0.0109" 0.0565""
DESGua (0.0024) (0.0207)
0.0014"* 0.0098""*
DESGutaritin (0.0004) (0.0034)
ROE 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
— 0.0007"** 0.0007"" 0.0040"* 0.0040""
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0002) (0.0002)
LS 0.0009" 0.0009"" 0.0039 0.0036
(0.0004) (0.0004) (0.0039) (0.0039)
oy 0.0028" 0.0025" 0.0167 0.0178
(0.0014) (0.0014) (0.0118) (0.0118)
P 0.0000 -0.0001 0.0010 0.0006
(0.0008) (0.0008) (0.0076) (0.0076)
o 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
s ~0.0013 ~0.0041 0.0297 0.0237
- (0.0105) (0.0105) (0.0931) (0.0927)
R-squared 0.09 0.09 0.04 0.04
N 8622 8622 8622 8622

TE: WSO ¢, RO 1% FRIHRBOVR R, THRIRTE 5%AKT R IRAREURE, THRIRAE 10%7KF R Al
HRHRE . LLUFRIER.

M2 2 SR AT, DA [BIAZ5 R E 7R ESG VP47 5L DESG X LT A w M Bsh 2 v 4 235
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ETR S, BV oy SN 1 AN s ah i, g5 AR, UE] TR 1. XS5 /KW, ESG ITH B E
LB BT A AT RS R R RE I P AN R L, B 5 R GAT N SR, BB R
o BN, HTiimkt ESG PP AR UK A B, SRR T A B S A s B B, (AR
SEZRINE, N EREHES AN BB 2 BT BRIEE FH R BUE &b, AT BRARAE(S BASK R R 52
MR, 1% A FA U VE R R GEANR, RIS AN [F) (145 J2 5 Pt £ 3¢ p 43 8 3 ot IR I A4
I E . PA B2 RIGIE T ESG WK 7 B il 52 M 2 05 3 N A1 S5 28 G AT ke ma e A i sl . Boxt L
Vita T Vigaxssin FIHEE FRT W, FHXS THRUEZE TN IR 8023, ESG VP44 B8 2 HsOK 1A\ A
MIRAEZE . T2 Turnover =R N B2, XG5 RWAFG EIR FURAFLE A0 7T 45 5

BT A FEATIXT T ESG VR AT BE A7 7E BUBRE AN ], 8 DL _E e [ UE B B b, A0k — B 78 ESG
VR G BOM AN BB 32 5 HAA AT RS s ARABIHT I 70 RRHE(Z7% GB/T 4754-2017)ik £ =S JRT
v, 430 C K, 1RBASEE LR SRS . HilEimas 17N S0 T2 & i AL
AHER A, MRS RS IR F RO R T REREC. L RS R ST IR

B0 = AR EAT L, 1 S WD ESG VYRR 5 B8O A J AN B s R bR UE 22 Vi BEAT AN TE, [ ES
Rz 3 Fow.

Table 3. The impact of ESG rating disagreement across different industries on stock price volatility (Vi)

%z 3. FETIL ESG TR 5 B3t BRAN S BhBIS2 08 (Vi)

il &k BIUEER [ENIAS): FEa4
(D (2) 3) “4) (5) (6)
0.0177""* 0.0075""* 0.0194
DESGia (0.0049) (0.0022) (0.0140)

0.0020"" 0.0004 0.0039"
DESGuaxnin (0.0008) (0.0004) (0.0023)
ROE 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0005" 0.0005"
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0003) (0.0003)
. 0.0005""* 0.0005*"* 0.0003""* 0.0004""* 0.0020""* 0.0020""*
urnover (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0002) (0.0002)
Insi 0.0018" 0.0018"" 0.0012"** 0.0014 0.0003 ~0.0001
notze (0.0009) (0.0009) (0.0004) (0.0004) (0.0022) (0.0023)
B ~0.0059** ~0.0054" ~0.0104""* ~0.0095™** 0.0078 0.0081
(0.0030) (0.0030) (0.0016) (0.0016) (0.0089) (0.0089)
StateRatio ~0.0018 ~0.0015 ~0.0002 ~0.0002 ~0.0004 ~0.0005
(0.0046) (0.0046) (0.0024) (0.0024) (0.0016) (0.0016)
rE 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000" 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
cons ~0.0172 -0.0219 0.0008 ~0.0063 ~0.0141 ~0.0081
- (0.0213) (0.0212) (0.0097) (0.0097) (0.0540) (0.0538)

R-squared 0.06 0.05 0.64 0.63 0.18 0.18

N 2394 2394 359 359 886 886

3¢ 3 ENALE R EIR ESG VK73 DESG X AN I B R AR HEZE Vi WIS AEAT I LI S o 72T
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AT, PIF ESG PR B AR IR B s, S Tk Akt ESG {5 2 H U
FER R ok m KU R BRI AT, ESG 1 AR Bl 2 BRI 2 B 28 M R AL URSR, ATk
S RS S A 2 WU, B AR STER AR R R e, RV Ea T
B 5 5 RS AR %

AT A AR PIANAT AL A B AR AL 5 550k, 735 R bR HE 2R R0 B0 DES G AR VLTS
B DESGytartin 035 1L WIS BT IS, Ui WIAEMT & ESG PR BUE B S I, A 225 FEAN A ESG
PP BT D730, 5 AT RE SR ESG XA B 52T . T2 Turnover &, wifle TR A4
HR sy, SSRGS R 8 WinmiE i, il 58T 505 AT AL B B 3 2RI
A Ml X B 52 21 3 D B i 1, ELAR IUAE 3l |

Hx, A PIAT ESG PP BB bR 7 A = A AT ML IR 28 7] B B Eh R IR ZE Vasworsin BEAT A TE S 1]
R A PR .

Table 4. The impact of ESG rating disagreement across different industries on stock price volatility (Vaaxin)

=z 4. TFEITI ESG TR 5133 BEAN 3 ENEISZ M (W Maxain)

il &k BHS5ER [ERIAS): FEa\4
(D (2) (3) “4) 5) (6)
0.1352"" ~0.0382" 0.1066
DESGia (0.0468) (0.0200) (0.0941)
0.0174" ~0.0067"* 0.0245
ROE 0.0000 0.0000 0.0001 0.0001 0.0032" 0.0033"
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0018) (0.0018)
. 0.0024""* 0.0025""* 0.0017""* 0.0017""* 0.0130""* 0.0130""
urnover (0.0005) (0.0005) (0.0002) (0.0002) (0.0011) (0.0011)
InSive 0.0122 0.0122 ~0.0017 ~0.0017 0.0034 0.0003
(0.0084) (0.0084) (0.0036) (0.0036) (0.0149) (0.0152)
B -0.0137 —0.0110 0.0010 0.0006 0.0962 0.0979
(0.0282) (0.0281) (0.0147) (0.0147) (0.0597) (0.0596)
StateRatio -0.0334 -0.0331 0.1073" 0.1107"* ~0.0027 ~0.0031
(0.0437) (0.0439) (0.0216) (0.0217) (0.0105) (0.0105)
rE 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000" 0.0000" ~0.0001 ~0.0001
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0001) (0.0001)
cons ~0.1002 ~0.1301 0.1668" 0.1741" ~0.1426 ~0.0876
- (0.2025) (0.2018) (0.0878) (0.0864) (0.3629) (0.3619)
R-squared 0.02 0.02 0.31 0.31 0.16 0.16
N 2394 2394 359 359 886 886

M 4 B IE A S5 RAT W, ESG 1473 L DESG X UMK ZE Viasawssin 73 3CRAE B AN I B0 - A7 AEAT
M. X A AT L, WA ESG PR B VAR B3 IR R R I s, 53 3 45 R—%. ESG
PP B0 T 7 Ml 55 R 55 b (0 JR A A 22 I T X 2 R o TS T ARPEAE R, PRl ESG PR g BRI S
FHIAR T AR BB R Vitasino SRR REZ BT 5 5 BAT B T RR SR RATW,  BIHAT bR
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HEACRE L B, 5 A AT ML AR B i 5 8 B 5 PG 7 R R BN, AT Mk B 3B 3 AR T At
AT B R UL R, 282 AL 0 B LU AR UE o BOB I, T b R R T RE R A e T S A
RIPE bt S AARAE A FEARSE T e ibe sl o 3% LB T3 Turnover X 2547 MV HO S WA A7) 4 748 85 25 1E 171
53 2 MR RN 3 A5 R — 2. Jioh, DUBARAE Bl b R B U, A 5 S i 2 3 K AT b
A AR A B 5l o

MR B, 43 FIE 4 IS5 SRR Y] ESG PRI O BB sh R I e m BT AT L S i vk, 0 25 4
TS AT B B AR e 1, BB 2 ARE

5. &hig

AHFFEHTIC T ESG PRI BO X B E 1T A R A BB R . AR SRR E A i A
AR TR 5, SR Y AR E A S 1 AR ESG PP AT SEAERE 7 o B TP LA I 20 (b v
AN, S BR AR 22 5 R 22 VE W Rl 5 S0 ESG 140 4r B AT I3 — Ak, 15 R ZE (5 %015 ESG 1T
Py, I G E =N B AR AT SR RN ] A B R A AT B, )
I FRAE 22 00T P B A AN T i K d /M ZZ IR B A o [A] ESG PPN Al A 52 i F] BEAFAE
ITab S, S =SAT M RIS Y B S5 1E Bl B R AR S5 73 Sl AT A 1. S5 R EoR, BR L
ESG VP20 SO B B sl 3 A7 AR 2 35 IR 1R 52 s ASFRAT ALY ESG PR BURNANH],  ESG PP Bk
FHGIN T Tolb Al g e e st

SRV, ESG PR B M AN s, BRI P RCRAE ik A5 B s U R AE A AT &
RHAE N R IC R o BT HAE 55 B AR AT, ESG PR/ B B AR BEARE S B3N 1 e tir
PRUEZE IS, (ENS B L T AL AT DO BIRRE (] . BTSN ELAR ESG P2 B 25 S
WA NSRS, Il PR KM BT se Bt ettt 7 —EMs% .

E&WE

AR R T A SR R 4 (GD23XYIS6), AR B AR R ) B 2R H
(2023WTSCX131), J"REHE T E SN LTRSS “B T/ LR )T H(2024ZDZX4034), 2023
J"ARBHE T @ SR BBAIUE T M B B A0 7 (2023WCXTD025), #E #7= 2
HAEY R B AT H (DQ0220250908) K& |~ M 7 2= Bt 2025 EFER H ¥ B S B E TREIA
(2025ZLGC15) () %t il
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