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Abstract

In the context of China’s commitment to achieving the goals of “carbon peak and carbon neutrality”,
whether enterprises can improve their innovation performance by enhancing environmental, so-
cial, and governance performance (ESG) is of great significance to promote win-win development of
the economy and environment. Based on a sample of A-share listed companies in China from 2009 to
2021, the article empirically examines the impact mechanism of ESG performance on technological
innovation. The research results indicate that there is a significant positive relationship between the
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ESG performance of enterprises and innovation. The analysis of the impact mechanism shows that
digital transformation of enterprises can positively regulate the impact of ESG responsibility per-
formance on technological innovation. And a heterogeneity analysis is conducted on the size of the
enterprise, whether it belongs to a heavily polluting industry, and the nature of enterprise property
rights.
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1. 5|

BEE N TG AETEE 25, BRI iGE H i 58 0 R FI IR EE i) @ . B R SR R 22 i
TR E R RS A Rk Ry, DR SR AT R R DA A N R R DG M UGE L] . 1A — K
e E R, HEBEAGEE HIERETHE KN IR AR5, A G Ry SR i 2T K e .
DRI, S8 357 3G R RN i (1 X0 A2 37 AR R B 2 50 R R SR IE B . QI & AT R R R I P AR 3)
71, REMEHE B AR E AT RS R, VISR KE.. AR R Bk —, RATTH A%
TR R J () BB, B N AR AT SR AR BHT

ESG &R il Bral R R B2, B 9RiAFAEE(Environment, E). #4£3(Social, S)F1/A 7] VA H (Governance,
G)ZIE IR RE . ZBE NN TR | —DNEREGHELE, DBSX=AT7H, L TieRE
a5 EAHS — R, FTLUA R A G s R R A R R e . El e
Gy it © R AT 2 26 N 51 808 BT A F] ESG 5 B Pt TE, Hass®dn i EEcR{EH&E ESG 8
P TR H#™ 4%, ESG {5 BB BN 51T, 2021 £ 5 H, ASHEIMAER GCTHR “HFEER
M TR ) R T 7 ) P AR H B 2025 AEFAEAE L9 ) B R ) B AT R TAE H bR 45
AT S EORBRIE A TR RO 5, SHOROR B S S ESG YF I N IRAN RN A

HETSST ESG MR 2 P AE A ERER SV ETT T, A KA ESG RIS BIHTF2
IREFEIE LD . ESG AR R—ANEEE TAIEE . #ho . JRELEE MRS, HS5MVEARAIHILE R
TR ? AN BRI AR B T A/ER 2 ESG R I A B A BT (e 3E 1 A H-4 = bk
PEFH? 33X 8 i 50 PR i R R R T B A B R BT TS B IR B R 2, (R i e CVIRIR I  2 THE &
SN AT RFR A SRR, B 3RIE X7 BARKISEIL, IR HERE o B A B AR SR

2. MFsth5RigREE
2.1. ESG ®RM 5l tIFh

FETRIREAH G E BRI A b, e BUR . BBEE . GIRON. WP ik SR AV BRIRAR LA R
FZ R AR

MBUFRHIRE, 7 LIt A= s tl, EERE &AW BOR LS B 5| A3k 47 4 (e
R, BIRBAT A2 SUERI AL RENS TRAT T OB RIS, TR R B DU (2] Bl AT ki

ey

O]
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[BIFBUF IR . MBHZIRA, HETEUM G f 8RS (R E A & B2 S BB 0 kA
PR BFEIMRER NGO . EIRXMEIL T, Ak EAELE Rl B 2 55E 1 bk,
WL R 5 2 G W BOR, BEATBOR BRI 2 2 AR BT IAR[4]. WBURLNZ N &, 2Rt efs] 3
M2 BRI A 2R IR LIRS, R B PS INRAE , NSt ISR LI S TEE 30
M BB JRHRE,  RAF (2 DU AR RENS S = U3 P03 S MG RE 389 i i 91 38 W S 7 i M I 55
FIRIE5], X FRAR T AN KR B HEAT GFTE ™ 5 IR 55 TN TR R, AR 8 R e HEAT HOR
Q. AV RE, kit S TUERERF IR MmN N BRGNS THERBUMLF, AT
AURER I B L TR, BRI 2 KA RN AT, AR T3 R TR FBOFE—2
WOR BT RRNERS V1, E kAT BI3E 5 A WS S [6].

A UL L b, IR OCE BG, Al ESG 1 RIFRIVRIF -5 18 5 P 1 &R 23 A1 < A
o BRI, ASCHR TR B 1

H1: flk ESG [RBUMATF, BRE et Ak BEAT BT -

2.2. el HF R ATH

CHE RAFFAFEA R+ DA T IR 2035 4Rt 5 H AR E) 5 “InRBUr b A g, @iy
I SR, R E SO BT R S A . A ME B AR R T R S A P R R R
LR I RONAZ A, [RII ARA AMl AR GE 2E 7 1 A AR R R I B AL . A Ak 2 BF Ik
WAL, Al 2307 3 R L 5 2 8 T o A s ) SIE e

MBI R, By 4ot RE i x Al A BRI A A B ELREAT OCAR[7], AT B v P T P A R g
[8], SEIERCAELAEMEE[]. Bk, My ibHeMs — R LA E X ik ESG TUEEIT S
BORGSFT A FEMA[10]. R, ASCHR M T fiix 2:

H2: Hy R n] LAk ESG DAL EAT X b B GIRT AGEHEAE -

3. fAREItT
3.1 TEEFMEN

AR S R AP A AR R B R A BHT, (EABRRE A R . Patentl R Al A N7 H 1)
R LR S B R AP T B R RN 1A B SR E, B Ak R AR B R B /K - Patent2
FooR N AR B LR FR B RN 1 B AR EL B Patent3 KR A Al i 23R A5 I R I L RIECR N 1 1)
AR

DR Ar B ESG 1 FHAEAIE ESG YRR EE . ESG HITRLL S, £ ESG TAT BT K Fkil
R. EiE ESG PFHEHEH A I BT AR ESG R NN, MIREIRT 5N AAA. AA. A,
BBB. BB. B. CCC. CC fll C, AICHKICHE I M = BURMAE £y 9~1.

TEFEHIR R Zm, %R, ASCREH T S (Size). %= iR (Lev). Ml iK i
(Growth). {NVFL4:ii(Cash). ML ZFIAE JI(ROA). V[ & %P  EE R (FA) . PoRUE i (Soe) . ARA &
f%(Bigl). HEHHBL(Board). fMLFUE (Age). AL, EFEH] T 4 (Year) AT Mk (Industry) [ & R8,  BA
G R AR R . AN SO K R AR T LR 1.

3.2. REE
SEHERNATTRERE U T«
Patent;,,, = o, + 4,ESG,  + >_ SControl, , + yIndustry; + 5Year, + &

y3

3
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Table 1. Definitions of main variables
=1 EETEEN

AEKE  BELK BRES L A5
paentt | SALEBE g;§§j$%%ﬁ%\%ﬁﬁ@\%wﬁﬁ%ﬂZﬁM1m
WREAR patent2 R B R t+ 1 IR0 R W R SRR N 1 HE SR 5

Patent3 AR A TR =

1\l ESG I K

t+ 1 AR ST Rk L RIS E I 1 BUE A 2L
vt e, PR, R M. [ EIE ESG R EE, 9

iR E ESG

NEER

Size AV A A E AN 1B RN

Lev g A lb s A7 B B DA 58

Growth Ak K BN K

Cash AL I 43 AV 2875 A A i B Ao L P A
) ROA Al 7 e B R 8 g e
P A &= o o

FA Al [ 7 9 L Al [ B LR B

Soe PR b ARFEREME, EAAR L, ANE O

Bigl JBEREE A g F— KB AR 1%

Board H R Emaw#ESEs ARUN 1B A

Age AL AR T A B R [V E [ SR %
HihrE  DCG &= i SEARARI AT UK 4

N TAE—EREE G A AR, s R AR B ESG W5 — IREAT [ .
VR ON T REBEE R -
Patent; ., = &, + 4,ESG;, + &,ESG,, x DSG; , +a;,DSG; , + Y_ AControl, , + yIndustry; + SYear, + &

oo, AR L ESG FBIX Al O IR, 5 A R ol B LR S
AP

3.3. BUEXIE

ASCIEEL 2009~2021 YR A B BT A BEERVIGEIE FUREAS, BIER T &Rl PREDLFEAS; Sl E
Z9BT T IREAS; BIBR T ST *ST FEAS; SR EE A BT T 1%/K T Winsorize 4bFE, 250 $dE 1
B, AAHE, B3]7 29,792 A F - EEMIME . Hd, B2 i EdE IR T T E R
PE k57 & (CNRDS), W25 J2 1 A da ki 1 E 28 2250 ds 22, Al ESG PP A s K IR T 1iE ESG P4 .
4. SCIERHRER
4.1. TEMWAEST

T2 YA FEABRIA MG IR DB GIEKOT (Patent]) (U E Y 1.521, H&/MEN
0, FKMEN 9.147, tRifEEN 1626, KAAREMMZ AT K TFREERKER. I ESG KIH
BN 8, w/AMEN 1, HE N 4.099, 24T B LK T, WAV ESG R SR KA.
ESG br#fEZ N 1.014, UHAARFE L2 8] ESG RIAFIEZE . VI 5545 b 1) R VG FE A 75 & B e
B, HFEARAML 5 T 55 Fabr it LA B 2 5.
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics of variables
2. TEHMARMST

LEY FEAE FME briEZE /ME SON:|
Patentl 29,792 1.521 1.626 0 9.147
Patent2 29,792 1.022 1.312 0 8.769
Patent3 29,792 0.658 1.014 0 8.034
ESG 29,792 4.099 1.102 1 8
Size 29,792 22.10 1.307 19.26 26.06
Lev 29,792 0.426 0.215 0.05 1.003
Growth 29,792 0.421 1.212 —0.773 9.472
Cash 29,792 0.047 0.072 —0.192 0.252
ROA 29,792 0.054 0.069 —0.316 0.251
FA 29,792 0.218 0.164 0.002 0.711
Soe 29,262 0.389 0.487 0 1
Bigl 29,792 34.83 14.94 8.800 74.98
Board 29,792 2.135 0.198 1.609 2.708
Age 29,792 2.546 0.906 0.766 3.434

4.2. BEAEEYASHT

7 34k T Ak ESG RIS HAIKFAIHT K R SUFLS R Fodb, SB(L) 514 R & Patentl,
B R L AR BN HT KT, Rl T A (Size). BE AR (Lev) s kALK (Growth) . 4l
& (Cash). V& FIfE JJ(ROA). AL 2 % re bR (FA) . FAAUME T (Soe). RANLE AR (Bigl).
SR (Board). VAR (Age) A LA RAT VB E RN R H 25 . FERDAEE R, Ak ESG &I
B RECN 0199, HTE 1%M/KTF LEE, RBEMI ESG RIMLFHIik, HAGF™HigE, M
ESG RIS 1A 20 AU LMERS T — IR B LR S2HH BB RURI AR W 1 H & R H R I 3
208199 NES A, XWPEIIE T LK) ESG F B AIHT ML E R .

Table 3. Benchmark regression

3 EAEET
.. 1) 2 (3)
/l \E

Patentl Patent2 Patent3
ESG 0.199™ 0.147™ 0.091™"
(0.009) (0.008) (0.006)
Size 0.203™ 0.204™ 0.190™"
(0.009) (0.008) (0.006)
Lev 0.188™" 0.145™" -0.039
(0.054) (0.045) (0.036)
-0.030™" -0.014™ -0.003
Growth (0.008) (0.006) (0.005)
Cash 0.838" 0.621™ 0.462"™"
(0.140) (0.116) (0.092)

DOI: 10.12677/mm.2024.144078 661 AR B


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2024.144078

0.419™ 0.338™" 0.315™
ROA (0.153) (0.127) (0.101)
EA -0.630"" -0.580"" -0.479™"
(0.065) (0.054) (0.043)
Soe 0.018 0.100™" 0.0477
(0.023) (0.019) (0.015)
Bial -0.001™ -0.003™" -0.002™
g (0.001) (0.001) (0.000)
Board 0.312"™ 0.239™ 0.180
(0.048) (0.040) (0.032)
Age -0.338"" -0.235"" -0.135""
g (0.013) (0.011) (0.008)
Constant -4.618"" 46717 —4.364""
(0.203) (0.169) (0.134)
Year YES YES YES
Industry YES YES YES
N 25,667 25,667 25,667
Adj.R? 0.263 0.220 0.182

TE: 5T WNRTRIRAEZ ; *. **. o RIRORTE 10%. 5%, 1%KT BB, TR

ANV R AR LR SR IR AN T RS = R 28, o R B R RE AR A
BT 15 &, X HES)H AR BAG S A S SR B2 L R RIS R 2 AR BRI
MRBEARIKFBIRIET, SRS S E AR/ Rk, AL ESG UGS Al A1) 37 i & 1)
My, ASSCHE— 5 Al R B R RSSO 1 BCE SRx $(Patent2) . B3RS HIR L FIECE N 1
B AR5 S (Patent3) {4 A Q3T R BT B4R bR . ¢ 3 HEE(2). (3)FIEIR T ESG KUK ik A8 i &
frsgme, o ESG 1 R4 508 0.147 5 0.091, HASTE 19%M/KF FR3E, XK ESG RILKTAlE R
BUFT IR A IR IUE G AR b, WARBIERLE & . SckRE, kR4 R, ESG &
DURRAF Ak, HAE KPR . XA 2 56AE TR AR HL.

4.3. A F B ETH BN

RS RARSE N[1L]Mfi%, 181 Python € TR HAREEE 1 A B B A R A E Rk, A
AR A & AN E T (RSGET AA RERZ A B EAGE BURR T, AR A
WA AR B . BT S, R B A R o TUR B2, 70l N TR e AR (N LA
AL PLERE. BURPIMSE). REGEHARCREEE . OIS BURIZHESE). S SRR, Wit
B BTHEAE) KBVEEROR(IX B R, v te . A H 5 4s) . BrEoREH @&, Bamt.
BT EMAE), IR TR T ZIN N A M RAE T BEAT IR . UCECANA ST 2, ki 7 S8R B 1
ARTT 16 B AT T e 28 A Ao 5 K A 2 ) F a1 B0 A S BOx 043 21 ol i A B 7Y
B AATEAR o

HE) S T IR SR A 56 i L 80 P B R A 2

Patent; ., = &, + %,ESG;, + ,ESG,, x DSG; , +a;,DSG;, + Y_ BControl, , + yIndustry; + SYear, + &

A, % ESG M AKUREE VIE, JFH ESG*DSG A M 8% ik, WLk B v AL e R 21 1 =
2 R 1E 7] 15 RN
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M 4 H1(1). (2~ @)FIMEIALRTLIE L, &5 ESG HIRME 1% M AL LR ENIE, H
ESG*DCG M R#E I 1%HIK T EBFENIE, XA it sl ol T R Ber A8 RE shal DLE By
ESG F/LBAT X AL AE R HEEH o« XIRAE T A SCIIHT AR H2.

Table 4. Regulatory utility of digital transformation
=4 BFHERRETHA

1) 2 (3)
Patentl Patent2 Patent3
ESG 0.141 0.097 0.059
(0.012) (0.010) (0.008)
0.042"™ 0.037" 0.025™"
*
ESG*DCG (0.006) (0.005) (0.004)
0.004 -0.010 -0.000
DCG (0.028) (0.023) (0.019)
Control YES YES YES
Constant -4.067"" -4.361"" -4.308""
(0.219) (0.182) (0.145)
Year YES YES YES
Industry YES YES YES
N 24,522 24,522 24,522
Adj.R? 0.267 0.227 0.191

5. RRMSTH
5.1. ALHER /N, ESC RUSHARBFKFE

N T HRIC ESG RIUK Alb FEAR B (2 HE AR 2 5 MV /NI S S 0, g R A v Aol A
R 30%5E SR AR, A Ailb FUAS fe /N 30% 8 SR MV BT HEAT B, il AR B A c—%, &
THRRAT S — ), [IHSR AR 5.

Table 5. Heterogeneity of enterprise size
72 5. IR = B

1) 2 3) 4 (5) (6)
e KAk VNN |4 KAk VNN |4 KAk /N
Patentl Patentl Patent2 Patent2 Patent3 Patent3
ESG 0.238™ 0.149™ 0.189™" 0.108™" 0.155™" 0.045™"
(0.019) (0.015) (0.016) (0.012) (0.013) (0.009)
Control YES YES YES YES YES YES
Constant -6.689"" -7.251"" -7.752"" -5.710"" -7.463™" -4.145™"
(0.606) (0.632) (0.516) (0.507) (0.422) (0.385)
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES
Industry YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 7514 7947 7514 7947 7514 7947
Adj.R? 0.296 0.261 0.269 0.197 0.246 0.152
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M5 MEEL). RFUEH, SRR EN =R LR 2 FIN, TR REIFEARN, RN
WA, Ak ESG R ILMFE R AL 1%0) 8 E AT Lo IE, X34 ESG BRI FLTHAE
[ B 42 e KA S5 /A BRTK S, BU fRR A 5 Br 4 o B L R R B B . AR K
LRI (F 5 FEEE)~(6)F1), X —EERIIRIOT . HE—BIESE T Al ESG I R FH O KA
ERRAE A o

EHAERAARE, MEET/FEARL, RAFEARLR ESG flith RECE R, 454 0.238 5 0.149,
WAV K, ESG AL A e 7 e kR ARG . X ] B DR A K A il o BAG e 1) 28 R e
FIFNEL A, A E1AT 26 0 A 7™ 2 ZR 0 Q1) 5 117 ESG 1A 132 ) 1T LASR A R AR il ) ZRH T AR 2 o
A3 KAV E T A RCR A B S %SGR, T E Nl S5 A R M AT H AR A 5

5.2. 1AM RR,. ESG TSR ARAFKT

NRE— SR T AN =B TR AN Rl 22 5% ESG 5013 /K T BRI A6 o] b 22 R PR RIS MR, AR SORRE AR
FER =AU o N IE A SR EA A AT BE . BART S, KAl seBris i AP 4 8 B il
B . Folkspfr, o, o p A EA ik, HAChdEEE k. EhREflAEE 24, R
BH A2 — BRI E ONE A k. AR E SR8 KRR R ESG W e — T EA.

W5 6 iR, SR RAS &y = FhAg & 2 T (Patentl), [EA L ESG it &%E TAEEA b,
53179 0.191 5 0.188, 7£ 1%H/K-F I3 o R AR AR 88 iy R W L R 1) i Bl R (Patent2) S5k B &
FI)3R1S 2 & (Patent2) J& , V3982 H A ML) ESG flith R & m T-AEE A 4lk, 4374 0.147 5 0.136.0.114
50,07, FHHHAE 1%MKF EEZE. XU, 4 ESG /KT HIFE T FE AT Ak B A G5 A2 121
iy

Table 6. Heterogeneity of property rights of enterprises
F 6. Al RE R R

1) ) 3) 4) ) (6)
ke [ 4 AR 4 4 AE [ £ i e £
Patentl Patentl Patent2 Patent2 Patent3 Patent3
. 0.191™ 0.188™" 0.147™ 0.136™" 0.114™ 0.070™"
(0.020) (0.012) (0.017) (0.010) (0.014) (0.008)
Control YES YES YES YES YES YES
Constant -5.499™" -3.914™ -5.849™" -4.164™" -5.730"" -4.210™"
(0.441) (0.353) (0.376) (0.292) (0.301) (0.233)
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES
Industry YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 6392 13,250 6392 13,250 6392 13,250
Adj.R? 0.251 0.205 0.250 0.188 0.249 0.161

—AATREMIARRE S, B R B AH IR, 5E 400 A A A E IR E,

AR E B A LIRS 2 5 AR T, BIE AL DUE R A WA TR[12] 78 FE SCRIA I . kb A
EOKREEETY, HAMAEBIRTE, FENSKMNMERS H. B, RSB E A2
SR AR M ORE SR, ARHEZ ST, WA BN /132TF ESG RIL, HEATHEARGUH LT & I HF
HR RIS EER .
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5.3. TSR I2EE . ESC RMEHARBNFHKFE

Nt AR IR AN [FAT V35 Y FL T AL ) ESG 2 BN AV 137 /K T 1R B0 2 75 77 4E 2 S vk AT 5
G B AT IMEZ AT BB FRAL ) e 2012 4EIE s 47k 20 2%, B 47 AR S A BO6. BO7. BOS.
B09. B10. C17. C19. C22. C25. C26. C28. C29. C30. C31. D44 fyfbsE X NEIG A, H4x
YIRAEE G YAl . R R ESG fifa — M, AR RS R0 BE G TR

W 7 fiw, ANERBEFRATIAMS, ERAEREF T, H ESG [HIHREIITE 1%/KF
ERENIE, S ESG K HIFE TR 0] 85 Jedi b b A 5 G Ak ARG 37 7 A 1B 25 AR 5
Wi, 3 HAHEL T AEEIG GAT ik, EisgAml i ESG REHE /N, ] ESG RILMIRTIEX S
fe kAR 5 Y b AT B AR BT

Table 7. Heterogeneity of the industry to which the enterprise belongs
F= 7. EWFERITW AR RS

1) 2 (3) 4) (5) (6)
5y ey G 5y ey G EiTY JEFE Y
Patentl Patentl Patent2 Patent2 Patent3 Patent3
ESG 0.115™ 0.242™ 0.090™" 0.177™ 0.080™" 0.099™"
(0.017) (0.011) (0.014) (0.009) (0.011) (0.007)
Control YES YES YES YES YES YES
Constant -5.973"" -4.265™" -5.029"" -4.685"" -4.229"" -4.525™"
(0.356) (0.240) (0.292) (0.201) (0.230) (0.160)
Year YES YES YES YES YES YES
Industry YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 7005 18,662 7005 18,662 7005 18,662
Adj.R? 0.178 0.309 0.148 0.259 0.133 0.212

6. IRGEILSEIN
6.1. iR

ASCHEE BER A CE HIS . ARG S5 AmE, Mk ESG RILAM Fede mE AR A
BT TR . B, AU 2009~2021 4 A B BT B L R EE FIAEE ESG YRS, 8
I SEUE T BT A2 REREAT T IIE. e, ASCEE T I ESG RIS EOR G RN, R — D%
JE T Ak ESG FRILX R BRI s HIR, IRARTE T Ak ESG RIMATHA QU 2 ma b, Hdt—
W T B E AL B R R A TER, ST 4R

H—, ik ESG IV A AGH A B ER M. I ESG RILELF, ML AEA
BIFTK TRk . ESG R Ak, JLREEE [l 4R 25 A DG A4 38 HE AP B G K IR 2 BSR4k E
AIRFEER FE IG5 WAL R AP AI AL I R [13] . BRIk, 25 5 W 5| B4R 2 AH IG5 1 98 4 RS TR,
AL BB AR B H R A R AT AN R [14] . IR, 3R RERS SRR Ak BT A 2 R B 2 1A) O TAR B )
AL AR R AT PR . FEX AR R MR T, Al ESG RILEE R T A A AIH 1= R
Hige

2, Ak ESG RIS MR BB, ANE P4 ESG FHIERIULHE A RN ESE S .
o, T AR B RN AT I AR G R B . MR T Ak, KAL) ESG RILEE RE(R i
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&
st
el

AREGHKF RIS, B LRI, ESG XAV HOAR G e I RIMEHEE RIS INI 2 . ok, BT
Al P AU FURFAEEAT B 7 AR IR . M T IRE Alk, [EA Ik i) ESG I T REfLd H kAT HoAR A1
Wro weJa, FETAAMRGETEG AT AR AR BT EGRATR A, JFEGRAT
Ak 4l ) ESG R B AE (et HE AT HOR AT .

55 =, SEUERT FEACBL, AV T & B A e B35 3 T BAIE 1) 5 ESG AR AT XS ik 81T A e 2t 1
AV HEAT B A B R Al ) R 23 BOR[15]

6.2. BEREIYL
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HARGGEES S, ARSI E AR R, T SE4 77,

=, BURBABARGIHNES) . AT HE ARG T ERERIMBETR . FAR SR IEM S, BUM.
BHINLA Al A1 3 S5 R 2 AH I3 NN S FRE ML B R AR BEHG Bl B i w4 b B ARG 397 1) B 4
BRL ARG RERI, NFT R RS F S 7y, S T K R DTER ) &

0, BUNES SRS 58T R, BB A B 2 Ak A A
BRI S A P R R RS IMOAR AR ARG A AL G A Pk R B Ak R R A1
BBAE[16]0 ME RSB, b EC A B B8 R 3 B KBRS STt Rtk Al
NEKITAT R AR, S8 B M ER B R T R EE, S ESG FATIEAT 5HAR BB R ALK R
JIOR R
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