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A 4 3 E (Sustainable Development) @ 5= 5 W™ + »rh/iend B R40 02015 #@ AR T AXEFE P £
(SDGs) ;> & 3 BEEAFAENFE - FEF BRI RS2 T55% 17 F e dpih s 169 i msg (5 & & 2015)>
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302013 EFF T ERRz2 T2013 0 ARSPIAEER 02018 #FEF Pz Ez2 TR FILEFER
(2018~2020) > 2020 & ~ 3 gF 2 2 ST 30-AFEFEER > BATEIN 2022 2FF T AP AEFE
BRACH s #FFRFLEFBIBATFERE > 2RI F7 R HEARETFHEL P RL 2027 &5 =

FEFFHEL T A2 F R R NEFFME LR c AL E I RIANEFEAEN L c BT EAN
Fiﬁﬁé?kﬁ%%&@@Jaré CIER ) oA T o R T STHcr | e T AR
B A A phe BMHE I EEFORE R RN & $k§mﬂvﬁ‘ﬁ4\?“%m%%‘ﬁm? %

M
K s LA df ESG?&;’f—ﬁﬁtfifL FERFS (AREFFRLARE 2023) P aidyd > AHF R TL
Akedd o ARDAREERL S P (AREFFLLR 40 2023)¢

& ¥ 9% F%HE (Environmental) ~ 4 € (Social) %2 2 2532 (Governance) = & o e if R > 44 * k3=

FEEAREENE FEREFE (CSR)-TE R SEFRFAAGHAEERDLRD FH e EERHAGFRD
7 s 42 #{ & (Broadstocketal,2021) - § #> R BEFEMA B b §F 21T M % A S ESGRUF A - EAE~
F’c PN L S EBESGre R at B ¥ kF S F A 4ot d o 2 4 2% (Alareeni & Hamdan, 2020) ~ JE 17 i1 4 e

R T 7
£ = & (Ng & Rezaee, 2015) ~ &2 & ¥ ¢ 57 (Gangi et al,, 2022) % *3 i 33 7 $4L (Siew et al,, 2016) & % - &
* R B ESG 7 m;‘%m$?$W%m’kﬁﬁ¢ﬂﬁ4i%ﬁﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁ%’*gﬁﬁ%mExmﬁm
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'R AT RTTAA T o f SAAEY > FENFIF2ZAEFT IR ESG Fkt R A RFTAERKTF
ez ikdy o L H AT A REREOPFE > £ LTP f ESG 2™ 2. £ ¥ (Serafeim,2021) > F]pt » %72 & ¥
Lk B ke & B FICRTER 0 A AL S HRL BT A 7 5 ESG B 0 L MR B0 BSG Bk k o f 4EASp
L ¥ g FE BREALY AEng £ % 0 B ERE T A8 B Roangy o

EAFEFEARBROEE TP I IR AL EART SN EF I A TR R — et RS BT
CERBFIMRBENT MG A TE 2 Ed o i il 6 ocg 2 A 520 o £ (F 448 F 10 2019)
& ¢ ESG sc i § H 4 £ ¥4 e A B L (Barnea & Rubin, 2010) - E\"%f-‘}”f BoAw r R LR E DT R
(Borghesi et al., 2014) » 2 ESG #c il A% RASAAL 5 A ket & - REFGAME T R M- T2t > 27 TRk
» ESG i&# » i nAB# { 24 ESG 4 » { 27 2 chfek » BSG # Ebikins £- 7 “F 3 A8 g Eiad
(Falck & Heblich, 2007) & ;1% 18 > ESG F»c@ 2 @ F»e2 Benbl Gy R 5 @ 282 2 7 4731 ESG el o
R 4] ?‘,‘i M 2 MM » (Chouaibi & Rossi, 2022; Malik, 2015) » » 3 &3 § = (Mittal etal., 2008; Smith et
al., 2007) 2 &M B % (Jung & Yoo, 2023) © &% ESG S »cer &> 2 sz B thd AW - RawT 7 %% (Friede et
al., 2021) -

Pt IRa gy B e @ (Fatemi et al, 2018) ~ 2 @ 2L/ # # (Leyva-de la Hiz & Bolivar-Ramos, 2021) &
T4 HFmd (Nekhilietal,2021) 4o PP ESG §a8 2 P s F2 WM G- A5 o g @ B F - £ %
Gt P H s BM GeF A o R iEheT 0 REIA FPFE A (CEO) g4 (Velte, 2020) 2 7 i LA
(Achour & Boukattaya,2021) 12 % Hs4ix £ #53% (Ullahetal.,2022) A3 MM (kA 2 T 1w ad & 18 ofpF 34
M 2%E % (Nekhilietal, 2021) « p #5374 5% (Boulhaga etal., 2023) ™ 2 ESG 7% # c4h % (Fatemi et al., 2018) 32

Z¥ ESG $2xr s P M»x2 el (24 2 ﬁﬁa RETEY o Ra > GEFAIFIAAASTZLEDY G
BT E A L R R §on jgggifw\fmﬂ;joarﬁg%wi; R RB D L NE LS T Rl
> > B w3 Jung & Yoo (2023) Eﬂ?{ c e BZF Y WA EY o P ki AT Sl 2R R B .

W3 MY A &P F#d (product market competition) ¥2 ESG A #7#7 % ¢ > A BIFHA ST FHL o BEE

¥ ESG H vk o I‘szﬁ DB IE T A A1 1 & (altruism) (Borghesi etal.,, 2014) % R v j F](Baldinietal., 2018)
B 4:4k ~ ESGAIH: - B4 7 éﬁ B 4ok B KGR ESG Ao MR F R S RRL BB 4 2
P OESG et F 0 ARF o ¥ LK # ESG ARk 5 IR A< (- enilns o RIS ESG F Ah R F D B e q
f

% (Fernandez-Kranz & Santal6, 2010) - Fama (1980) 45 | A &7 3L 2R s RFELFPI1 B2 - » 2P 5 ¥

ROERAITERF A BPFLEFORES CFP o AEIFSRIBRER PRI AT T FFFER
Rtz AL FEINAED FRMLDIFEE cFE P AFLRGAAST FRLDRET  HLDH%E G
AEDITH o L AFT RIFHAE L HAP AL BHLSBEY 0 2P 9% ESG R H 2wl EEF oW
ForEg gy Iihddpk (HHUH%) e A & AR AR c FRTH LA L ERF RS ARG LE
BATRPELNPS whE 2 R @y F0A S-is B ¢ $tA /i 424037 (Aghionetal,2005)~ # & 4

s R
(Januszewski etal., 2002) % = @ »z % (Brown & Earle,2000) # # B ¥ 8255 « Flpt » A5 7 Mt - ) B A &7 Fik
£ Rdeir B4 ESG B s 2 P ok Wl koo MY 2 P dokenfi il AT SHGPE LY @7 P B kR £
R#AFTIT L 2P Hraeht e (Chouaibi et al., 2021) o 4 %] &_Tobin's Q ~ 7 & ~ K R 4FFA F ok £ b ¢ R 4
PREFEIPTIFRE AFLRR I G T ¢ §F Fa b h Tobin's Q 0 g3t a B ehfR (s E )
% (Net Profit Margin) ~ ¥ 23 ¥ & (ROA) > hA ST HEE R ET kB CALE 2 27 e (ESG) P
Forxz MBI .
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FEKR G AEOFTHEHNEFESGRERED B & M ar ok B ok 512 (4834 (Friedeetal,, 2015)
PREVEY RF o EEARET USSR T AT £ RO R R M A A A Bl R
F e RFEI O L3 ALET ESG g 2@ g2 BF IR T » B % (Chouaibi et al., 2022; Malik, 2015) >  p*
LI E B % A 1% (stakeholder theory) » A %k f ¥ %~ b e HEBEE R 1 ~ BRF - :}kyxﬁ A A
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WA ® T3 JIE M R X hip & (Freeman,2010)c ® 134513 B kA 1255 > 2 @ S B JIT M A 22 A %o
EEELRGT ESG F > Ka A4 ERAFR Y > EEIMH A RFIS L et EE ML A B K
BB APATR G MR AT fEHOR S 2@ 4k B p4Ar 4 v (Baalouch et al., 2019; Chouaibi et al., 2022) -
X f’fgﬂj’ M AREGRE  BEEA TR A T aEail o £ ¥7 g EH S B4 (Freemanetal., 2004)
HEES AL E SRR A AL E R R 4L & £ COVID-19 fé%@r@a* i LA REIT M
A ehE &L e dplt RATR ESG & & - e F S 0 3 H R 2 H ESG RATNE AR (Ruan & Liv, 2021) « &ie
G FRE RN ESCG REABE > FIL GBS SAAF AP ARSDR G S ENHITHGA LG E
(Alsayegh et al., 2020) = 4 #+ » if B H 56 ESG g & MAF 1R, % > 12 = §1F B 1 £ e » 995 Aboud & Diab
(2019) chF 3 @4 s ESG =M 2 2 P42 f Lo B 23 3 ESGEM g £ A 232 £ - (B evidsfr
YUE PRI A IR 0 2 LA F ESG iR A T A BN R £ R Hx a4 o BT F HE LR e
AB > F BRI R P At R o
BB FEATERFP A EARTRIL AR T2 E RPN FEHN T R ORBEHREFFY 2R
Q*%Wﬁﬁﬁ%*‘%ﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁz&néﬁ&%ﬁ&@%@msﬂmv%ﬂmp+wwvﬂmoqmmg
& Fu (2019) # 3R> & ¥ PR H 2L AR LAPM - MEF R R A 3 = F 0 A T AR TARE
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ARFIRADFLZFR T S EVIEEY FREFERL k22 RO TP % hEFAEF I VR AR
FRFAMBE T RBERT THITERER R L PP o S o9 BB Bk m 2 2]
TR % A B 2 (Martin-Peflaetal.,2014) » PR & f E¥H 248 5 TR ATHRBE T b o 4o SR F F R E e

KR ok MAFC RS ASFRSES N ERS A RFLAS O BFHTRABL L E
BATRE{ S HEELRE (M E2023) F XL % 25 (Xieetal, 2021) ~ % ¢ £137 (Xie et al,,
2021) # % ¢ #fs4h (Fang & Zhang,2018)» % § &= & £ 5 Missocs B @ BEF{ S MBvHF2 {15 -
"B HRRLE &R G E A c R M [ AP M o Sharmaetal. (2022) # IR > ESG i frip A et o 2 3
Lo G R TRE A BRI LG R F L o Saygili etal. (2022) #REH I E 2P EF R 27 A RS L
4 B2 5§ 4P B o Fisher-Vanden and Thorburn (2011) ¥ 4 & ¥ 3 & 2R 3 § MR s MG WAV P B o
MEK O ALE A R EFA T EARRAEML c B FPHEEF S CSR b 4G 7 I LjE o - LRBILG -
CSR B % E g ¥ ¥iA ¢ F ERasrAd P FHsci A V- 234 d» CSR LR %1 jﬂ B A R
Fer s 50 R HRBEARE A B f11 7 5 (Russo & Perrini, 2010) o 2 3k chdg %t
7 CSR it » A5 % 4 (2016) ~ & ¥ ok (2019) L3R B chf $ib ¢ § @ Lok 435 i 49 5
PELEE cF S CSRAETURD GEPFEBE > B L T5 S EEDRITH G EL 4\%4@,4’,
2FENERIF OFRI-EER
B FATER KT EREFEOEE AP A HFE
T REHRG TRARPHRE B AF @Y G > F LM A A & RKE CSR AT WA
AEAF AR ORS A B2 L PPN EFAL P SER REMORRT RS FEEY e
P CSR “TAH ke Ay w42 §HGFH xS f o BP0t FERELTE e §AFHE - ?
REEFHASLTFTRL N CSROFTE ~ A 1 H CSR AR ARR 2 $ AR R & 5% 517 i B
CSR e % »c 5 2 = % (Hsieh et.al, 2022) > 3 ¥ - MEERRG PR A EFTRAGTCSRY 22 <R eh
oA A PR cE 0 F CSRE 2P H B |+ B 5 o Akben-Selcuk (2019) % & % 4.9 B CSR
P f S gp b el B2 & o Marsat & Williams (2011) BRI FALE F EE 0P B @2 FER M > 2 7P &
CSR #73 & & ® * wJcfc ¥ - Sharmaetal. (2022) # I > ESGiF§ frip A dct 0 @% B &L w2 5 il g &
R LG EFE
NP e g - g R PR EF R ER £
MA@ @i RET RRELT gﬁ* PR B AP E XL A SIS A E LY E
LA PR EEF RS ] A R EF o E RS R EE L TR RS A R
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4 GE >N Z AL EARAL o MU B Rk E (2019) HIR A FEBEE T AREP DT 0 H B Hh RN KL
o lh s ~ £ F W EHRF o Sharmaetal (2022) #F R > ESG 3% frin @A it 2 7 3 @5 I w25 - Bhagat &
Bolton(2019) i 5% > F¥FHF R L P G i AaM 3 PFREDITFE S [ > ARF 2P AKPE LT

M A T FINEE G BV UMD P G L2k 5 - Bhatt & Bhatt (2017) 2§ A 0 2 P ok
BOPEEREELRM ﬁ»?@ﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%%s@ﬁ%mg%%wg@ﬁmﬁio

$H 2B ARFABALRRT] AHLAFD FRL 27 L

W5 EMRE R WA R H
T A RSP B A € %7 { /i1 (Alchain, 1950) > FEF
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S F e
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(Baily and Gersbach, 1995) L R S <o
LR BAF R R AT H R AR o JLEAT IR AR K g 0 A ST FauRy

e FEE UL FITEC ?_%;
*ﬁﬂ’?*ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁ TR R 0 HPE R A 4 E P avck (Har, 1983) 0 A0 G geg] i
P T LR ?g%]‘f@ﬁ T R KA LD P s ahst i (Hart, 1983) o A 5 B S $420 ¢ % ESG 4 rx k
WE- P Ee 7 RE BRI Y § ¥k ESG # & (Friede et al., 2015) > fe f s pLELRlen i #4 € 23 ESG §
g B o 1 £ %7 E €40 ESG ¢ (Baronetal,2011) o 245 - B LB T F 0 A ST FREV i £ A A
7 SR SEESG ks 2 P v B ENB T o A PR o FIR AR L & - Sheikh (2018) jtdp 0 CSR
BN 2 B B T A ST B RE S bR AR S0 SR I CSRH AP N 54 L4 A E
B e P AR RO B el A s ROTIRE A Y g R0 T IS LB vk e CSR B 0 16 i
i#%%iﬁﬂ%’dﬂfi%%ii i B4 o Jiao & Shi (2014) # IR > & ¥ 5% B ¥ a1k § th “Tiash
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%4 M0 4B ¥ o Ryuetal (2016) BLET| > § A &7 F# S i iph > CSR § W & M E P F o B7 s i
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ESG 4 »c¥t o & B »xeh gﬁﬂ&;}gﬁﬁa de i o

EEFEBAE ARG IrinI (BSG) #f o HA BB I L ER G RS HE o B EE KB
4 (Lokuwaduge & Heenetigala, 2017) - & % /T‘tbi GERRGER D TRSE AE foILTE  REA L o
1B 58 ESG iwde it & @R b ehan I B 0 A J0 8 M 6 fRenTh B b G L35 3 S 2 - ESG L Lh
VLA 2 P e (Galbreath, 2013) 0 i A 4c % ¢ 2w (Lorena,2018) > B4 E PR 1 ST H R L Sk
> { A& % 0B % (Dhaliwal et al., 2011) o 5 BS38 05 2 % %
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A S/ ALAIAT (Aghionetal ,2005) 24 MFRE  f e FWEE#E o ARD £ £ 6 0 A5 Fi
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e 2 L35G ik § e SR FhEF o 1ok > A% 0T B

B S D 35T HGEL F 7 b G ESG 7EE L 2N 7o [ e
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FELA TR EmEFHERp S EAFHEFHRL (TED) -
32 BT HEEFE

75 %% Magbool # Zameer (2018) 4%‘% P 4% Tobin's Q * F (TQ) F& £ G- 1% kA7 53
Huang £ Fu(2016)~Jung £ Yoo(2023) % Lin % (2019) 2~ pt> 1 F AR S (ROA) 2 fis £ 415 (PM)

S HFR e 4% (FPM) »
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fLiex 115 ¥ E e 3)
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sales;j;
‘DMWMﬂ=1‘§:‘_____ 4)
~i\Y,., salesy,
k¥ %4 Keats & Hitt (1988) # % » A5 4p 1+ A 2 P § B L 5 ehplaTiad > Flt 8 goev i o] 4] 2
Flogrh o d A AR PR RS NT A TR TR AEFE LD T T RS DD Efefoce AR

PRE IR ERRT A G P A -
A% 242 4 (Awaysheh et al., 2020; Waddock & Graves, 1997) # 3 ius R f if v* 5 &2
M»?é\rﬁuﬁ,:i@?g ’gﬁgfﬁé}f’mﬁzlﬁﬁi}iq ‘gﬁ}%‘m’f,iﬂgligf@" MR ET hnE Y 3

) N T

BN P EAE f AR

3

“.Cg”_

oy | T

___i
X )

R I
\m T
C:“

~% %43 77 (Awayshehetal.,2020; Waddock & Graves,1997) o a 3 #F B 7 % F € B F 2D Hrc o 3% ;;F]
L O AR B T S L %ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁWWPz@%%%iw&?%%%%%
BRA EFEERT ARk -
IR

P %%ﬁﬁiﬁ *

W

1934 Luo & Hachiya (2005) 7 { # %> § § e ¥ £ F 1A pRad § 20 § & o v o § s L5
B MBSO - TR
_(%v#;;“l’(%*i”;?——i p;ﬁp -;,&_»],:;\/igp)

W s 2
fed k5 = x 100%
¥ K 4 ERYY L L (7

* v 44 iE2 5 (Newton & Paeglis, 2019) » I % Seft b % 2 F 2430 2 2 P Hsc o 4 Beta & > 1 pF > &
FARF ARk 4L ST EED B Beta 1 = | B R AR T Rl 0 SO S Beta 15 < 1L
T AR B ] SRR B o

1245 Jensen (1986) cA7 7305 " RFNFT AL N EFBAFT 2D FRENT L B fEBFIE 2w

)

dERARB AT AL DEIN D P g ;’1 WO .
¥ T o pEE =
cpinn  (FPARFA-F-wRATFR)
AR S " P () 7
I LR

1245 Coles et al. (2008) HFRAW A NFFE 6 2 27 F AR aveg - FEFERWHALF IR B
ARG RO FI T T SRR o A R FT R A BB R FRE T € RN

RFFEAFEE L (2006) AT HFR > S H2FF L 0ARF > 2P oA c AFTRET E M B TEL NP
FEE b FEACRIMEFEA K20 F o

ke 2 H AL (R E2006) 3 BIEA Y pr FF 4 AWML EH e AT RN FT L s,
§F AR ASHPRS ik 2R A GBS T 2P E R AT R A - RO P EE
£ =8 gmps > £ DUALITY= 1;# 4 DUALITY =0

4. FEBFAH

21 RATE L R 0 Tobin's Q- F (TO) enEsodics 13150 24 7543 16> Rk g o
Bl enff BB W H SR A nF A A SRR A AL A P B 2 EREL S 1309 B T30 3
i 5 $ A e Tobin's Q 1+ &2 T 308 £ 5B 1.297 « H S F AP F (ROA) hT 3085 0034 57 g3 425 {4
DFEAF LT A FHLE 00960 27 FIH T UM AT R Y E oK 8L BE0.096 0 7 st )
FO(PM) hT o5 1221 R EAF REG G PkAIR 4 o A REL S 41908 27 LA 5 o B ER A G
5% 15 22 T 304 L 41,908 - ESG 4 A dic (TESG) T 398c2 ¥ i=dich W] & 54738 2 54200 & » & #cf & %
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foeETEE (ENV) ~4L§ (SOC) 2 2 P53 (GOV) e 3o o B 5 54.964~ 55164 % 54203 4 » ¢ = §cf] 5
52.810 ~ 54.280 2 54.750 4 o th b2 ¢h o A BT AR R T 08 0.840 0 @ 4 dgcR] 5 0.897 0 A fR A D P T s
B RN (SIZE) & 15430 (FARGEPp Rz @) HBELR 5 1500 @ f F 5 (DEBT) > o > A 27
f I F T o8 04200 AR AL PR F A TG ATA L A2% o FHE AT IOE L ER Y Y 5
(RD) 5079287 fhh 2 P & B § % T30k § £4e » EF 79.2%¢ 5 KRR & hT 354 je £ 5 (GROWTH)
A L1980 BEm ARECT B Y fe R K 1198%  E F k Siih 'k (CAMP_BETA) 355 0.740 » % & $Hi e tg & |
FHem FTALD (CAP) T355 0240 T M A 2P EF ¢ $E A =1 (BOARD) T35 h 7.850 & » ¢ =R
7@°M%§1€%iﬁwmmmnia»ibﬁﬁwiiiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁigﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬂ%oF%ﬁ%%%&%
~fd o BFEE LRI (DUALITY) -

e e e
401 ki st g

variable R =k d T E B] B LIRS 13 <&
70 1.315 1.309 0.020 1.000 52.300
ROA 0.034 0.096 -2.400 0.038 0.680
PM -1.221 41.908 -3,668.710 0.053 30.140
TESG 54.738 7.864 29.890 54.200 83.730
ENV 54.964 11.088 25.350 52.810 90.960
SoC 55.164 10.348 26.580 54.280 91.000
GOV 54.203 10.817 19.650 54.750 84.410
COMP 0.840 0.180 0.160 0.897 0.980
SIZE 15.430 1.500 9.760 15.253 22.330
DEBT 0.420 0.185 0.000 0.421 1.000
RD 0.792 26.819 0.000 0.020 2,257.260
GROWTH 1.198 87.809 -1.000 0.029 8,947.360
CAMP BETA 0.740 0.453 -3.000 0.053 30.140
CAP 0.240 0.172 0.000 0.214 0.960
BOARD 7.850 2.074 2.000 7.000 33.000
INDDIR 0.357 0.095 0.000 0.333 0.800
DUALITY 0.360 0.480 0.000 0.000 1.000

1. TQ : Tobin's Q +* & ;

2. ROA : FAIRME

3. PM : i A1 F

4. TESG : ESG ¥ 7% ;

5. ENV: BB s 5%

6. SOC : A+ g A e

7. GOV: = ¢ ipifs % LE

8. COMP : & &% H#i & ;

9. SIZE @ 2 @ 3.4 5

10. DEBT: gnpk.$

11. RD:PRpHEP* I

12. GROWTH HE LR S

13. CAMP BETA : % 5t b % 5

14, CAP: F+AF 4

15. BOARD : & % € .47

m.lmmngigm*w‘

17. DUALITY : £ % £ { T3 552pF > DUALITY=I ; H 4 DUALITY=0 -
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AH AR AP ESGEE A fican? il B AR A 5% ESG §c2 M ESG kA A T

4G AR T TR T RSP R AIEAN A 430 2% Kot BSG Hrcd M P A 0 2 Tobin'sQ

¥ (TQ) ehTsafc s 1.350 > A% % Y ESG H »ede ¥ ¢11.280 » 3P T 35a % > Tobin's Q +* F ¥ ESG % »xii i

s e A o R AR L A2 P R N ESG frox i MR iF D D¢ FAEMF (ROA) T i 0.051

BT 19050 ESG o i 5 014003 o L % ESG Hond Mg iz en @ ¢ o il 15 (PM) T 359385 -0.586°

B % 20 BSG S it 5 -1.854 0 3P il {154 BSG ot ens ik > 4 St MG Ap o ¥

ESG B »afidcnr A 27> B UIHEEG » (ENV) g G » (SOO) s 2 7 ip12 5 % (GOV) i ficd s P B

B EH G g R AL o 0t MO P EINA ) T35A 3 0 BESG HotA MR D P 0 B F D FRHRA

BR ARG - FLEBERT B Elr s Fo e F R F R AP ERE T ALNRF CETR
B ~FE W2 PRE > PERRIESGEHE 42 REFH07  RAFINRNFTTE L T 5mepm g o

2 2R ESGTE Y s 2T 2 AR E

# ESG 4 7 i ESG i 5

variable i . t-value
TO 1.350 1.280 2.760
ROA 0.051 0.018 17.956
PM -0.586 -1.854 1.551
TESG 61.026 48.453 136.465
ENV 61.331 48.602 71.891
SoC 61.481 48.850 79.022
GOV 60.340 48.069 70.645
comp 0.836 0.843 -2.098
SIZE 15.974 14.886 39.940
DEBT 0.427 0.412 4.285
RD 0.611 0.972 -0.691
GROWTH 0.174 2.222 -1.197
CAMP BETA 0.770 0.710 7.058
CAP 0.249 0.231 5.233
BOARD 8.250 7.450 20.145
INDDIR 0.353 0.360 -3.837
DUALITY 0.278 0.442 -17.726

REIAGFIRE 41
4.2 ESG 3 27 2 7 § 2%
FAAMASHEND (1) HBER 1L BR 4 4731 ESG Hresr 2 P ch 2 M % o @AY 2 Tobin's Q
(TQ) i %l © A 52 ESG B S K ;:#F.Jf-ﬂr (TESG) ~ %3t % (ENV) -~ ¢ 6 % (SOC) % 275325
v (GOV) Hp 5 L & A%l #A)7Y b e » L A2R (COMP) ~ 2 @ 4.4 (SIZE)~ f v % (DEBT) ~# %
FE LY F (RD) ¥ Jc+ & F (GROWTH) s %4tk % (CAMP_BETA) ~F + % 3t (CAP)~% % ¢ L (BOARD)-~
FF ¢ (INDDIR) £ 5% £ { 3532 (DUALITY) » ¥ | Frirdl & & A 2oc% (Year FE) 2 & £ A3tk
(Industry FE)
TQ = o + BLESG;_1 + P,COMP_HHI;; + psCAMP_BETA;; + B,CAP; + BsSIZE; . + B¢DEBT;,
+ B;RD;; + BsGROWTH; , + BoBOARD; ; + B1oINDDIR;, (1)
+ B11DUALITY; (+Year FE + Industry FE + ¢,
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ik 45 4 3Model 1 4 7% % 4 &) ESG § 88 4 »cdp 1 (TESG) & 2 7 §iox (TQ) v §f e i 0.015°t & 5 8.366
P 1%APFERE S LFER 1 FHL P BSGE 3 cng ¥ > H Tobin'sQ 1t F (TQ) 4% o d L 7 4v
CEFLFNESGFEHEF HFRE TR L4 ERB ALE o PIpLE D G Y rtd R 7 i W £ EH
PP gl Rt o R EAFMEFF e o F ESGIFRT R AAF L FLEY P T REL S
FEfeR g B A I 5 AN ek b

ok ESG;‘&%;“;I’I}iEi%L’é’a‘éIE ALg R D PRI FP AT i~ KRG ESG Y AR TR T
45 Tobin's Q #* & o i A w| & (1) * “%EG 5 (ENV)~ALg 6 % (SOC) %2 275386 » (GOV) ¥ jp
#i BSG Bruehific» - HBFBEHR 2 B3 2 B d 2 R T WkA 785 FE3 4 3 - Model 2 #1758 %
dpd o BB G Rl (END) mu;ﬁ “fics: 00055t 5 4.046 > E D] 1%AE-RE > BE2EFTLHE -
SEE-HFEFFEEFLHAITALRR AR MFR *Hﬁ#%%xwﬁk'/ﬁ“&#ﬁ’ﬂiiﬁﬁ%%i&dﬁfﬁf\'ﬁi‘
51’;—’:@15@3—1 BB EELRMPA F > (L@ MR aELF > A kB £ %% o Model 3 4 375 % 4
§ 5 T8 R (SOC) e ff tadics 00110 t B35 8.140 > T 1%% B F K BRI E@ L o 3
HEF B EERPHE P A FARE BRI ASSTEL 2R FREETT vALE 2T
EARM R RA A AL BE SBAAE T LR > A RS 2P e gt Model4 AT Rl 2P

* R (GOV) die jf s 0.0070t 85 54720 Z 3] 1% EF k> B4 R L F- R R 8- H3
* LER FREETASP R FEF 028 E5Y T 02 KR EFLEBAY RG>
%

ik
A EEG T FMA T R AL R DT NG TR LRI P YR RS E RS A
A
¥

a0 Ak

il

T;:&
3t
*=

-
i

%

AY
a4

Ak

:

i}
P
RN

’

bt
mf W

|

<

LT l

]
NPT G g AR 2P ko

&
A Eitns > A2 FRY A5 FHRL (COMP) é’},,;srf'l ~ o PRAC (SIZE) A&~ ~ G 5 (DEBT) A%
BT AL IS (CAP)@ ,”hg@ﬂﬁfyﬁiz‘.{%%i%ﬁ,otb?}j\—égﬂﬁéﬁﬂ,%‘;’{Hi‘%&%%‘f?}j« (RD) ;ﬁr’%‘ﬁ
i s

BB
¥ ¢ - (BOARD) 4 2 ¥ §AXE 5 =4t (INDDIR) > ¢ £ ¥ 5 >c% é‘; R o
23RBS ALE 2P AT (TESG) 12 7 5% (TQ) 2 M Bt
TQ
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Ind.ependent e T® i T 4 T ik T &
variable
Intercept 2.240%** 8.985 2.424%%* 9.736 2.474%%%* 9.960 2.219%** 8.812
TESG 0.015%** 8.366 — — — — — —
ENV — — 0.005%** 4.046 — — — —
SocC — — — — 0.011%** 8.140 — —
GOV — — — — — — 0.007*** 5.472
COMP -0.170%* -2.089 -0.188%** -2.309 -0.162%* -1.993 -0.186** -2.282
SIZE -0.163%%* -14.843 -0.141%** -13.078 -0.165%** 14775  -0.133***  -13.107
DEBT -0.920*** -12.607 -0.968*** -13.278 -0.919*** 12595  -0.940%**  -12.864
RD 0.002%** 5.085 0.002%** 5.077 0.002%** 5.051 0.002%** 4.998
GROWTH 0.000 0.916 0.000 0.831 0.000 0.913 0.000 0.848
CAMP_BETA 0.496%** 16.068 0.485%** 15.689 0.493%%** 15.981 0.490%** 15.959
CAP -0.230%*** -3.001 -0.205%** -2.676 -0.224%** -2.920  -0.224%** -2.919
BOARD 0.042%** 5.615 0.046%** 6.165 0.042%** 5.575 0.047*** 6.262
INDDIR 0.416%*** 2.694 0.506%** 3.275 0.502%** 3.254 0.414%** 2.262
DUALITY -0.003 -0.098 -0.037 -1.435 -0.036 -1.417 -0.001 -0.019
Year FE YES YES YES YES
Industry FE YES YES YES YES
N 10,520 10,520 10,520 10,520
Adjusted R’ 11.7% 10.9% 11.3% 11.0%
F-statistic 33.973%** 32.454%%* 33.823%** 32.826%**
RETB T IR % 4-1;
Rk Rk kNG AT 1%~ 5%E 10% 5L B F KR o
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AEEHHA] (2) REER L2 BEF 4 2 ESG Hroxdr 2 P g 2 Mk o FEHAY FTAHP S (ROA)
Wos %l XA w2 ESG K & ok (TESG)~ %B 6w (ENV)~ A€ 5 » (SOC) 2 27 515 v (GOV) o
Wi LB A B~ L AR (COMP)~ 2 7 4% (SIZE)~ § F v 5 (DEBT)~F 31 #E % * 5 (RD)~
¥ e+ £ ¥ (GROWTH)~ §% ¢ ##- (BOARD)~ 5% ¢ =1+ (INDDIR) 2 ¥ % £ { izip 532 (DUALITY)’ e
& R Bl e oxs (Year FE) £ &2 ¥ R 2% (Industry FE) -
ROA = By + BLESG;_y + B,COMP_HHI; , + B3SIZE; . + B4DEBT;, + BsRD;, + BeGROWTH;,
+ B;BOARD;  + BgINDDIR; ; + BoDUALITY; ;+¢;,

2

1345 4 4 Model 1 4 47 3 % 45 1 ESG £ # % ,,qﬁ 1 (TESG) 1 2 7 5 7% (ROA) i ff fhdc 5 0.001-t & % 9.649
FF) 1% AP ERE  AEER 1 FRLEFHED ESGIEE 83 ¥ HFAWPF (ROA) 48ik o d 107
MF L EHESGEEEE o H AT hgui_@% CALEfr S PULIRE 2 G kA TR BT ARG £
Py porihinvi B o R HEFMEES T e Y ERL SALg
FEfAEFETE  &aH Ty
AR ESG;‘Jaj{;ﬂ%iﬁéi%i’
F

>

“.1

i A

L3 ESGEET R ARFLE LY

\:\-

‘-m

seA A I o

SIS

FRE LG E PRI FP A - KRG ESG Y L iEe =R T

PEFTAFEPSF - 2 A8 AFEKE Q) ¢ WEBa» (ENV)~4Egaw (SOC) 2 27 x2q » (GOV) H bt
% BSG B »ceh i 8- s Ef—‘rfﬁié’&i,2\|’§i§i,3lfﬁ?\;ﬁ4ifﬁi’??%—A\#%.éé—%fifﬁ—'_*':‘a 4-10 - Model 2 ~ 7 %% %
dpdi o BB G R R (END) mx‘ﬁﬁ s 0000t 5 3.808 3 %A F KB, BR2EFTLEF - FH
E5% g’?\ﬂi*’?ﬂsb/[ﬂ"*}\l%‘J\’Tiwk‘k"/&i‘fo*ﬁ#E%’:fﬁ% };ﬁi‘ﬁjj"i 4#??5@_%’?;@—%}

BED HF PRI B % A f ok 2 7 ke Model 3 A 7 4p 10 AL § B 3R R (SOC) e F ik

0000 tiE S 4178 E 3] 1%%FHFRE > BRI EFAF - FHREFE-HET T LEER > LARET
PHRA IMIAIREEEZ 2 NAEEARESFAFHOARE X AR EFT IR O EART 1R B

BRgERa i Ha @2 B R 0 &0 REE D P Bt H o gt Model 4 » 45 : ‘ ~

ShAp o AT NG TR g
# (GOV) e ff fhdic s 0.001 > t B3 10194 E 7] 1%%P BF K BR4BTLE - RS- HET >
RN PN WA AR A F RGP R PP et f R R R R 0§ ok

WEEWHrh e FZAEAT U S MA G N EEH2 BB 27 Hn FHlA T TR ALE 2
PR A ;Li’ﬁwhd» PR TR R R EATHE D T2 R ALE Z 27T G
2P Gk A R A > A FRY A S FEL (COMP) f 57 > f f % (DEBT) S 3 # B * 5
[=4
7

[
(RD) % ,;L%g:g@:';;rh EFR - BREENTAFPFE N 0§ 2P R (SIZE) = HeEdngira
SR AL ER 0 EF § MM (BOARD) fi ¢ HEENTAMPF R L BE
F ATRE ~ALE ~ 7T (TESG) & v~ Bt 2 @ 5oz (ROA) 2 B B2
ROA
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Independent % ¥ T® % ¥ T & % T & % T®
variable

Intercept -0.265%%* -14.957  -0.249%** -14.060 -0.247**%*%  -13.959  -0.278***  -15.548

TESG 0.001#** 9.649 - - — — — —

ENV - - 0.000%** 3.808 — — — —

SocC - - - - 0.000%** 4.178 — —

GOV - - - - — — 0.001#** 10.194

COMP -0.009 -1.604 -0.011* -1.861 -0.010* -1.704 -0.010* -1.798

SIZE 0.018%** 23.347 0.020%** 26.394 0.019%%** 24913  0.020%** 28.212

DEBT -0.147%%* -28.255  -0.150%** -28.920 -0.149%%*  .28.505 -0.147***  -28.329
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2 ATRE CALE 2P0 (TESG) & v A #cd 2 2 5 e (ROA) 2. BB 1(4F)

ROA

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Independent [k - 3 T & [k - 3 TiE % ¥ Ti&E %3k TiE
variable

RD 0*** -9.601 0.000%** -9.645 0.000%** -9.657  0.000%*** -9.673
GROWTH 0.000 0.825 0.000 0.720 0.000 0.746 0.000 0.767
BOARD -0.003%** -5.218 -0.002%** -4.520 -0.003%** -4.681  -0.002%** 4674
INDDIR -0.019* -1.722 -0.012 -1.073 -0.012 -1.074  -0.024** -2.180
DUALITY 0.001 0.601 -0.002 -0.921 -0.002 -0.944 0.003* 1.713
Year FE YES YES YES YES
Industry FE YES YES YES YES
N 10,520 10,520 10,520 10,520
Adjusted R’ 15% 14.4% 14.4% 15.1%
F-statistic 48.768%** 46.408 46.497%** 49.093%**

RETARFHREL 41
ek Rk DA 1% 5%3 0% BT F K .

£ FEHH0A Q) Sl 1 2Bk 40 #7371 ESG Hirndr 2 9 Hiocs L M ik o Y RS ELF (PM)
WE Rl 34 w2 ESG K & o R (TESG)~ %B 6 v (ENV)~A:€ 5 » (SOC) 2 272 v (GOV) ¥
Wi A EREEECHAY Ao R (COMP)S 2 7 45 (SIZE)~ | - & (DEBT)# % % B % * ¥ (RD)~
Fle* £ F (GROWTH)~ £ % € .5 (BOARD)~ ¥ % ¢ =1+ (INDDIR) 2 3 % £ { i8558 (DUALITY) > & F
& R B ock (Year FE) 2 & £ B\ %c% (Industry FE) o
PM = By + B1ESG; 1 + B,COMP_HHI;, + B3SIZE;, + B,DEBT;, + BsRD; + BsGROWTH,
+ B,BOARD; + BgINDDIR; ; + BoDUALITY; ,+Year FE + Industry FE + &;, )
¥ % 5 Model | ~ 45 5 % 45 1) ESG K4 5 »adp te (TESG) & 2 2 Kiox (PM) it ff thdic: 0.052:t 3 2.593
FI %A FRE S AFEHR LD LT v F EEDESGIERRFF > LAFLEF ALK G (vl Ek
B g inBE 2 g% iR  REFRAFMEEF IR a2 BESGTETRFPEEL
;%ﬂiiﬁfﬁﬁgﬁEﬁkgﬁﬁﬂ%’@5%25$m$ o
%ﬁj%G@fi%i@iﬁ’ R ALEE DT FPt AP - KRG ESG Y LG RN T
@@wﬂﬂ*ovﬁw A Q) P kB G e (ENV) AL g G e (SOC) 2 2 77526 » (GOV) H b
% ESG $raen®fic - HEFEE 2 B 3 2 B 4 2 WH-A 17585 FE3t £ 4-12 - 1395 Model 2 2
Model 3 514 47 *HF; TRB G EE RH (ENV) 2426 5 353 %4 (SOC) ehie §f thdges &5 0.001~0.011 > t &
AE G 0.065-0698 ok EFI A EFRE ) HBEE2EERIAEETLE T HEEE- HEF AR LER
FRE BE FERE ASST 2 X 2R T HENEI R RNARE G EAER vl AP EE Y
MR 4 ¢ o )b Model4 A 558 % dp 0 2 PRI G =% ik (GOV) die ff thdic s 0.054 0 t B 5 4.096 0 i
1% R E R B4 EEAFF - RS E-HFET > FFAR2PPIREEHET TR {7 INER
Y oo A KB RSEN S o A dI RIS > A2 F IS T RN (SIZE) é?} Ao KT L TR

R
,—§°

AREEE S R H LR EREE s s FRRFAEINS L F O RRFIHEE RD) HH L ELDFED
MEL L@ Py FBI Y HERI ARG A RPN A2 PP kG FFLE{izhgm
(DUALITY) & fte {15 R fAPM > A F F LA BIIE R - S uhE R T HEFEIN S 42

?FIRE o
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5B S AE 27510 (BSG) 6 v A #edr 2 2 ok (PM) 2 B

PM
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Independent
EE S T & kS T & kS T ok S T
variable
Intercept -6.410%* -2.306 -5.699** -2.060 -5.669%* -2.049 -7.549% %% -2.695
TESG 0.052%** 2.593 — — — — — —
ENV — — 0.001 0.065 — — — —
SocC — — — — 0.011 0.698 — —
Gov — — — — — 0.054%%* 4.069
comp 0.080 0.087 0.011 0.012 0.037 0.041 0.043 0.047
SIZE 0.238%* 1.997 0.361%** 3.095 0.327%%%* 2.697 0.303%%* 2.757
DEBT 0.123 0.151 -0.026 -0.032 0.017 0.021 0.181 0.223
RD -1.477%%% -291.794 -1.477HH% -291.735  -1.477*%%*  -291.749 -1.477%%* -291.961
GROWTH 0.001 0.456 0.001 0.420 0.001 0.429 0.001 0.451
BOARD -0.087 -1.037 -0.066 -0.782 -0.072 -0.850 -0.079 -0.942
INDDIR 2.054 1.186 2.363 1.366 2.358 1.364 1.582 0.910
DUALITY -0.403 -1.374 -0.527* -1.822 -0.525%* -1.816 -0.208 -0.694
Year FE YES YES YES YES
Industry FE YES YES YES YES
N 10,520 10,520 10,520 10,520
Adjusted R’ 89.1% 89.1% 89.1% 89.1%
F-statistic 2208.788*** 2207.200%*** 2207.314%** 2211 111%**

RWILBFIRAE 415
Rk ek kNGl E T 1%~ 5%Z 10%5L AT E K E .

43 A 57 FL $H ESG %t & P a2 PP
AR () HRFEFS AP e r A5 L (COMP) & ESG L% ¥ (ESG) eh %5 (COMP
XESG) M BB 50 B A & HL 4o 258 ESG ¥ 2ed o 9 s j‘ Rt - R P Tobin's Q v F
(TQ) # s %% x4 w11 ESG # & ﬁ*z#ﬂﬂ (TESG) %% & & (ENV) it g H e (SOC) 2 2 @526 » (GOV)
Hipii Bl e B9 Bt 2R (COMP)~ 2 @ 54 (SIZE)~ § § v & (DEBT)~
(RD) ~ ¥ Jc & & % (GROWTH) ~ s %utt b % (CAMP_BETA) ~ 544 3 (CAP)~ % ¢ *LH- (BOARD) -~ % ¢ b
=4 (INDDIR) 2 ¥ ¥ £ { TR 518 (DUALITY) > ¥ I P4 & & Al e k% (Year FE) 2 & ¥ ¥ % 3c% (Industry
FE) o
TQi: = Bo + BLESG;_1 + ,COMP X ESG;_y + BsCOMP;, + B4SIZE;  + BsDEBT;, + B¢RD; .
+ B,GROWTH; , + BgCAMP_BETA; ; + BoCAP;; + BoBOARD; ; + f;,(INDDIR;, 4)
+ B11DUALITY; (+Year FE + Industry FE + &,

FIRERYF

P4 6 A {5 % 4y 40 & S Bk s & BSG #44cdi ke (TESG) 2 %38 (COMPXTESG) i §f ¥
0.002 5t 5 0258 A F| M B F K » B 5 AEE L4 o P S % 0P 8228 ESG % 22 Tobin’s Q 1+ &
DAPM 0 % % BSG enfRE » 0 F MR 2 P ke KA 0 A ST HE 7] ol T 5 27 BSG v &

H2PE %A HEPRE LAF L AT HRA 2 AIFRET R

e L
W  bm

El
N

EWHRTESG » & enilvg o Flpt > Tid fEAESG T G B - Wi B A % o B i g2 Bk
}fﬁlﬁ"%*fﬁ (G 2 %?‘o
AEA- HRFAESD FRL 4o B ESG RIRB CALE E O F I E 5o 3 Tobin’s Q Y 2

RenBd % o FHHY (5) ¢ A U4~ A 5T BT (COMP) #1 %% & » (ENV) g & » (SOC) % 2 75185
% (GOV) 12 %35 (COMPXENV, COMPXSOC, COMPXGOV) 1 fe 5 i 5 » % /> 47 & % #1254 4-14 - Model
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LA gt 4 dp 1A % 3L (COMP) &% 6 % (ENV) 2 2 %8 (COMPXENY) i ff (i i Pl oy B %
B ST AEEF LI WP LA 5T Hit i;;:r,z’.llév’ﬂiﬁfs‘ﬁ VBB G T AE P E e kD gtk c FIRA TR
BaiTEEd LASD SHL2 T a {9 Bk G oricd o b Model2 B % 87 0 A& HiEL (COMP) &
ﬁga%(&K)LQ%EWCQW%%E)%ﬁﬁﬁé&Mht@;LDS@@NW%i?®¥$§’iWﬁiS£
BFF o P s g Bd o pEANEY R e EA gw&*wgﬁiﬁwa%’?u&+ﬁ

& L osh

;3
L

Fadegan DA RFTRLLFEILINFERT  EAHPERAIHFAL G BY
P FE L (COMP) £ 2 7326 » (GOV) 2 2 %38 (COMPXGOV) i ff tilick i 7| 5t
?%%*ﬁ’imﬁiS%ﬁ@i%°§ﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬂ*&ﬁﬂ’%¢%§p€m$#m#ﬁ%a W ATE S
£ S Rl S R A UL A T B RS
REPSe > P RW (SIZE) 0 f RS (DEBT) f v 4% v g gy b g R AT H
B3 % (RD) Fihedh» > MAEA SAIATE M 8% KA BB A ST~ 4 A2
o ¥ b kb % (CAMP BETA) %iics 0485 t {5 15.689 P £ ¥ 4o $HIRF b "GP L5y { 3
el EEPR o T2 AR JIRRT R R RREE AR LA T AL N (CAP) BB KRG A EPRE £
4 (BOARD) 2 5% ¢ b= |+ (INDDIR) » /> ] 0.046 ~ 0.506 > t &4 %] 5 6.135~3.273 >

Wl - BREDEF AN IBRIERFEDAEFEHN L IEREF LR
2.5 N\
ee “

fa)
L
—h

)
Bt}
%
pd
\.\n\
.
~=h
i
&~
o

,
e
&S

|

26 A&T HRLHEE ALE ~ 270 (TESG) & » A #cd 2 P 5 ox (TQ) 258 &k
70
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Independent

. % i TiE % i TiE % i TiE % i TiE

variable

Intercept 2.339%** 5.111 2.319%** 6.143 2.969%** 7.831 1.966%** 5.145
TESG 0.013* 1.883 — — — — — —
ENV — — 0.007 1.308 — — — —
soc — — — — 0.002 0.437 — —
GOV — — — — — — 0.011%** 2.068
COMPTESG 0.002 0.258 — — — — — —
COMPENV — — -0.002 -0.369 — — — —
COMPSOC — — — — 0.011* 1.728 — —
COMPGOV — — — — — — -0.006 -0.883
compP -0.287 -0.621 -0.064 -0.187 -0.756%* -2.141 0.111 0.321
SIZE -0.163*** -14.837 -0.141%** -13.072 -0.164*** -14.705 -0.133*** -13.112
DEBT -0.920%%** -12.608  -0.968%**  _13269  -0.923***  _]12.644  -0.938%*k*  _]12.828
RD 0.002*** 5.085 0.002*** 5.018 0.002*** 5.055 0.002%** 5.001
GROWTH 0.000 0.920 0.000 0.828 0.000 0.937 0.000 0.830
CAMP BETA 0.496*** 16.070 0.485%** 15.689 0.494*** 16.009 0.490*** 15.850
CAP -0.230%%** -3.006 -0.205%** -2.672 -0.228%%* -2.977 -0.223%%%* -2.909
BOARD 0.042%** 5.617 0.046*** 6.135 0.042%** 5.551 0.047*** 6.259
INDDIR 0.416%** 2.695 0.506%** 3.273 0.505%** 3.276 0.414%** 2.665
DUALITY -0.002 -0.093 -0.037 -1.444 -0.036 -1.398 -0.001 -0.025
Year FE YES YES YES YES
Industry FE YES YES YES YES
N 10,520 10,520 10,520 10,520
Adjusted R’ 11.4% 10.9% 11.7% 11.0%
F-statistic 33.162%** 31.682%** 33.095%** 32.063%**
RETBFHIRA 41
Rk Rk kN w1 on 1%~ 5%E 10% 50 B E R IE o
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R R (5) HEERLS B 4 r A 5D HHL (COMP) 2 ESG AL (ESG) 2 78 (COMP
XESG) MR B 50 B A 57 Fakd 4P PP ESG ok o 7 aea F M o R 3 TARPM S (RO4)
Wi R £ A w0 ESG B & B ocdh ik (TESG) BB 6 » (ENV)~i§ 6 % (SOC) 2 275586 % (GOV) i
Wi LB A R~ AR (COMP)~ = 7 2R4% (SIZE)~ § v 5 (DEBT)~F 31 #EF * 5 (RD)~
¥ ¥ £ ¥ (GROWTH)~ % € L (BOARD)- 5% ¢ =1+ (INDDIR) & 3% £ { iz 48532 (DUALITY)» i
& R e oxs (Year FE) £ &2 ¥ R 2% (Industry FE) -
ROA = By + B1ESG;1—1 + BoCOMP X ESG; ¢y + B3COMP; . + B,SIZE; . + BsDEBT; ¢ + PeRD;

+ B,GROWTH,; ; + BgBOARD; ; + BoINDDIR; , %)

+ B1oDUALITY; (+Year FE + Industry FE + ¢;,

P4 7 s %4y 00 A 89 RS & ESG A M »edik (TESG) % 51 (COMPXTESG) it ff i i
50000t &5 22700 EF| S%AFEE RS > B S EE L FHESERD A KD FHL g nFRT > #
" ESG R HEF DT AFPIAAHFORET ) APULERSRE - AE P02 5 R EHFE v 0 &
Ry a2 EFESFLAR KA FRLE ﬁ%éfrﬁﬁmﬁr" °

- HBFAST SRS P PEESGHEY ¢ BB AL 2 2P NI E G o HonE T AR S 2 B OB o
Faial (5) ¢ Aulter A KD BHEL (COMP) 2%5 6 v (ENV)-A§ 6w (SOC) 2 225585 » (GOV)
2 %38 (COMPXENV, COMPxSOC, COMPXGOV) 1 a5k B3 5> %o#-m 47 % % 123t 4 4-16 - Model 2 4 7. %% dn
AR B (COMP) #1385 %5 (ENV) 2 2 %38 (COMPXENV) ¢ §F tafich & Pl BF > B 5 & 4
EEAF - RP AR RS FHLEATHERET > BB o Ford AH P H2F ko gtk o 2t Model3 %% &
5 (COMP) #1724 & % (SOC) 2 % %38 (COMPXSOC) i i e s 0.001 > t & 5 2.383 > it 7
10% 503 B 3R > S B S I 4% o SP R g end Hd o FR AR R F R ol w RALE M
Sl R MR TR RER Y ERELSRE O P E ARG P hART R F A RIT HRLT e e
PHRAABF D B B b Model 4 R %ET 0 A5 FHEL (COMP) &2 27526 (GOV) 2.2 %38
(COMPxGOV) =i ff (il A E P18 B R0 > S B S AR 2 4% » B i ezl kB Y - R g (L
TP EFfrd FLR A L LY EfAFEYynd £ 7 6 o0 BB BL PR Py > LI 4 0 3

PSRt W pF - S A

&

)N

el
(DEBT) % > M2 ¥ g £y F BT Y (RD) Fhendk » » WA FAIFTE O 5% A
EHro b A2 F T HF R FE € RH (BOARD) ﬁ"‘ ,

27 A ST HHRLHER CALE ~ 275 (TESG) & v A 82 2 2 5 %% (ROA) 23 ek

ROA
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Independent variable % #ic T & % #i T % e TE % #c TE
Intercept -0.203*** 6213  -0.219%** 8128  -0.198***  _7321***  .0.256***  -9.409
TESG 0.000 0.230 — — — — — —
ENV — — 0.000 -0.530 — — — —
sSoC — — — — 0.000 -1.222 — —
GOV — — — — — — 0.000 1.198
COMPTESG 0.001%** 2.270 — — — — — —
COMPENYV — — 0.001 1.465 — — — —
COMPSOC — — — — 0.001%** 2.383 — —
COMPGOV — — — — — — 0.000 1.074
COMP -0.083** -2.517 -0.046* -1.863  -0.069%*** -2.712 -0.036 -1.467
SIZE 0.018*** 23.387 0.020%**  26.373 0.019%*** 24.995 0.020%**  28.220
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37 A& HHEHIRE CALE ~ 2 75T (TESG) & % A 82 2 7 % % (ROA) 2 3 & 5% ()

ROA

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Independent variable [k i T & % H T & % # T & % #ic T &
-0.150%** -0.149%** -28.578 -
DEBT -0.147*** 28327 -28.944 -0.147***
28.349

RD 0.000%*** -9.592  0.000***  -9.629  0.000%** -9.652 0.000***  -9.675
GROWTH 0.000 0.858 0.000 0.735 0.000 0.780 0.000 0.776
BOARD -0.003*** 5193  -0.002%** 4433  -0.003*** -4.716 -0.002*** 4,671
INDDIR -0.019* -1.713 -0.012 -1.063 -0.012 -1.043 -0.024** 2,183
DUALITY 0.001 0.650 -0.002 -0.883 -0.002 -0.919 0.003* 1.720
Year FE YES YES YES YES
Industry FE YES YES YES YES
N 10,520 10,520 10,520 10,520
Adjusted R’ 15.1% 14.4% 14.5% 15.1%
F-statistic 47.697*** 45.307%*** 45.497%** 47.895%**

RHTEGFFBE 41
R AWJ %77 1%~ 5%% 10%503- 35 % K o
LRI ES 1‘#%"“' (5) S#HBI5 B P 4 » 2 57 L (COMP) £ ESG Ai"'%ﬁc (ESG) #% %3 (COMP
XESG) MERFEBIR S B A& D HiS 4o PR ESG ok 2 P ka0 F Y RS ELIF (PM)
s % dc o &2 %1 ESG £ Bondpik (TESG)~ kB & % (ENV)~#g & v (SOC) %2 =7 pg v (GOV) H
i ERERECRA Y B SR 2R (COMP)~ = @ R4 (SIZE)~ f F - & (DEB)~# 1 #EF * 5 (RD)-
¥ e & 5 (GROWTH)~ & % ¢ ¥ (BOARD)~ £ % ¢ =12 (INDDIR) £ % £ { T 52 (DUAL]TY) I
PEir )& B B %ok % (Year FE) 2 4 ¥ ® %% (Industry FE) -
PM = By + B1ESG;¢—1 + fCOMP X ESG;y_q + B3COMP; ¢ + B4 SIZE; s + BsDEBT;  + BsRD;
+ B;GROWTH;  + BgBOARD; ; + BoINDDIR; , (6)
+ B1oDUALITY; +Year FE + Industry FE + &,

Pk 415 a e a0 A BT ik s & ESG FH Y vcdn ik (TESG) % %38 (COMPXTESG) it i i
Beh 0208 tE 5 2226 I S%MIEF KE > B SEFLF - FHELEFRP LA S F 8L 7 nlFeT
7 ESG R & £l I F A2 HFhPE > 2P A FEFCHE AL oo PipIL > 6 A FH B Kok o
R oRA LS
- HBFAST F RSP P EESG YRR ARG E PR G Bt E A F 2 Bl
Gof AR (5) ¢ A4 2 A& B (COMP) 2% 56 » (ENV) A€ & % (SOC) 2 2 75326 % (GOV)
73 k3 (COMPXENYV, COMPxSOC, COMPXGOV) 1 4k 5 B3 5 » %A 45 5% % BIZ30 4 4-16 - Model 1 4 45 % %
A S HaE (COMP) 2B 6 %% (ENV) 2 2 %55 (COMPXENV) & §f thlic A & P53 B 0 Bn. 5
AEELFE WP A ST B PR T BB R BT AH S P M kI G ok o gL b Model 2 B %
M7 A& FE (COMP) £k § @ % (SOC) 2 2 3 (COMPXSOC) it §f ek i B 53 R F K >
GEEHAE G RAIR 0 X A D B L PRt el > 2 AT S AL o B
EHY 0 FET R LAEE R G L BE oo 2o Model 3 %A T 0 A5 FEL (COMP) £ 22506 &
(GOV) 2.2 %75 (COMPxGOV) it §f th¥ics 0.173 >t i 5 2480 i F| 5%He3 B F K > p G 5 B0 £ 3% -

FEmo KA FR{ B LR

v

%

b5
%
o)
)N-
o
T
"
“ht
*3,2

BimF o2 @ip Lt IR F £ X P T TR e PR > @A RS EE SR 2P 0Ea 90 ESG R v i ¢
Joik o FareofE 4 AR~ kD AR 2 U S SRR 0 R e B S N TR R AR R
LR RAE 0 B ﬁé‘em;%: °

P H R R 2 TR (SIZE) f 4 o Fed TR GG 0 HA P g i EeR S o ¥ g% hp
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|

THER Y (RD) Fimendh » > BUEA SAIFTE I B E > A R B A SE T A AR oD HaRE 4 5§ e
RAGES A2 IR §EFE L TRGE (DUALITY) 248 E 5 & § 4
e a,*—?i'ﬁ"m‘"%"*’lfﬁf’ﬁu—.i)ﬁ?“b"‘5’3471 P

«l,:t

28 A5 HELHIEE CALE ~ 2 PR (TESG) & v A #5822 7 2k (PM) 23 & e %
PM
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Independent variable T dc TiE % e TiE % #e T i e TiE
Intercept 3.160 0.617 -3.278 -0.778 -1.432 -0.338 0.419 0.098
TESG -0.121 -1.502
ENV — — -0.042 -0.725 — - - —
soC — — — — -0.066 -1.097 - —
Gov — — - - — — -0.092 -1.523
COMPTESG 0.208%** 2.226 - - — — - -
COMPENYV — — 0.052 0.762 — — - -
COMPSOC — — - - 0.093 1.322 - -
COMPGOV — — - - — — 0.173%%* 2.480
COMP -11.294** -2.176 -2.854 0.738 -5.058 -1.277 -9.295%* -2.399
SIZE 0.242%%* 2.034 0.360%** 3.084 0.333%%%* 2.749 0.305%*%* 2.778
DEBT 0.055 0.067 -0.037 -0.046 -0.021 -0.025 0.112 0.138
RD -1.477%%* -291.836 -1.477%%* -291.705 -1.477%%* -291.753 -1.477%%* -292.038
GROWTH 0.001 0.488 0.001 0.428 0.001 0.448 0.001 0.471
BOARD -0.085 -1.012 -0.062 -0.739 -0.073 -0.869 -0.078 -0.934
INDDIR 2.068 1.194 2.372 1.372 2.388 1.381 1.570 0.903
DUALITY -0.389 -1.326 -0.521* -1.802 -0.521* -1.802 -0.203 -0.678
Year FE YES YES YES YES
Industry FE YES YES YES YES
N 10,520 10,520 10,520 10,520
Adjusted R? 89.1% 89.1% 89.1% 89.1%
F-statistic 2154.505%** 2151.949%** 2152.329%** 2157.046%**
‘%‘ﬁrﬁ;s&;ﬁ-%‘»%% 4-1;

Rk ok kN nl L T 1%~ 5%Z 10%5L AT E KR .

5. BHwALH
50723 %%
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