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Abstract

Based on Shanghai and Shenzhen A-shares listed firms from 2010 to 2020, this study investigates
the interplay between institutional investor shareholding and corporate ESG performance. Key
findings include: 1) Institutional investors supervise and govern their invested companies, en-
hancing corporate ESG performance. Compared to transactional institutional investors, stable in-
stitutional investors have a stronger promoting effect on corporate ESG performance through
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their shareholding. 2) Institutional investors have a preference for companies with good ESG per-
formance, that is, the better the ESG performance of the company, the higher the proportion of in-
stitutional investors holding shares. Among them, stable institutional investors have a stronger
preference for holding shares. The research findings of this article provide some reference for
stakeholders such as enterprises, institutional investors, and government agencies in promoting
responsible business behavior and addressing ESG challenges to achieve sustainable growth.
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1. 518

BG4 BRo6S i) R4k A R I SSTE H 25158, Al ESG RIS N FIEMFE 5. ENEIFEE (Hthd
R R SR SR MBGR, HEsh IR ESG s AE I E . Rk, Al EHATIX LB SR
T 1 2 Pk (2022 45 R E BT A ESG T80k ) Bon, TE A M Ll ESG R A 5,
X R E A g BT A ESG MBS S TS A A fF it m . KL, B 7 BURS1S, BRI ESG
WA I BRI EE . PR EIENEATNEZES 5%, 50 ESG RILM 3% R T fE
ST R — ] ) OGRS B ER AN AT 5 Ak ESG R ILMIXm] 500, DUE A A b FHBGE
il E R —E NS %,

KT E 5 Bl ESG RILZ MK R, MAEW M RERGE — &L — i, P
EE R L A A A B, k) ESG sk m[L]. S Ji1H, Ak ESG RILB AT EE
SIS M AT UR 45 B 3 AR BRI R R S E [2] o[RBT, BULA B IR AE— AN HARFISNL 76 & — S B4 BT
W W TEE” RS SRR E AT 2280, Rk, BRE RN T E R, 6T A
T B AR AAT] 5 4k ESG RILZ (B 8 H4 08 R A2 L.

U 90 B ITE NI B B IR AN, ESG R BB H I R, (H T 75 2 1 0017 5% 2 A 7oA
SR . RS R, ASCIRG THUA B3 FEi S5 4l ESG RBLZ [MMAH EAER, LAK SR %538 5
e 5 Al ESG RILMIA FLM . B T 25 AT BURAE 5| 5 ESG 1A R 7 T FIBUE T . MIIEF ESG
R AP TR A JE . HUR BB A 5 B e S8 LA DR A RS 28 4 B — 8 I e
2. BitrthEmMRREE
2.1 BESERIR
2.1.1. HMiaieBEERFRS A ESG R

M BEER A B, WU BT 3 A A A EE R 77 SREE H AR AT &5k 50
W, FEAL IR s AR B A €3], i Ry g BT B Y, USRIl Y Ee
[4] [5]o FHANBZEFHHES AT ESG RIIBIA AT LLAG A =N J5TH: &, BRI ESG RILAEH
THESAN A TSR, RFMBMZ R, WAE R H N E R, SASEE MM & 506], A0
MVARME[7] - HUASHE BT 25 T4 s A A (E R R B 22 45 55 [RI4  H 1, 2 BRI i3 ESG R HIK,
ko0t AL 2 DT R EE SRR S, ML T T e ol SRk 1) ESG RIS 51 58 2 [ 4L 2> B¢
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A, JRBEAE AL, IR EARBAEN B ER . 5, ESG IR A bl i s 5 vy ) 3K 47 i <
PR, 55 F R AR 5 AN 988 Z 18 S AR AR A28 . AU, ESG PP 73 iy ) il 48 38 8 5% A Ak A7 1 =
PRI, BEFEBLH SSRGS REI[8], AT BEAREE BT UL (O] R UE LA LB 2 e HESh b ESG &
B, DARRACE B XU, BRI B ad IR E Ik o 2T Lol 0 W, ASCER DL BRI AU X -

H1: HURABBH Frbom, ol ESG RIS .

2.1.2. REHMHRAEFRS L ESG FTW

KRS OAHFE[L0] [11], BB 7 2o Fae AL 5 B Wi o R BUMLA 4% % 240 K 30
FEA AL, T 22 5 BRI $ 53 28 WM ) T 5 R AR AL 5

MR BRI A SR, B KIS BT (A e LA e e IR FIME B &, R
FRASFUE SRR 8, R, A B30 7R R B 2 DT sl I SE i, T RS RO R A
HHEAER[12]. 518 R IR 25 138 5 BB Z AR LL, (K 30 e 10 A% UM LR #5083 F e W 5 4
FHA IR R [13] o LT N T 1 BI5E 5 BUMLR B 58 8 vl R sk Al e BRI 8% 7, AN B4
AT K R EE AL 2 BT BT AR, A IR T B AR E B B (0 Al BE A AT Re AT G
RIS BT, CABD ISR 2 8, SEEUK B i KAk [14]

H2: AHXS 128 5 BRI B, AR BN B 58 38 FRIont T Ailk ESG B2 1k 1F FH B 5

2.2 EFEWFRGR

2.2.1. )k ESG RINSH I FEFFE

MBI B, MR Rtk ESG RIUAFAE R BT [15], WU HEHR & Rk B et
G2 F M AR KR K I 11, mif ESG I R AFI Al . AU Bt & 7 [l 432 5 TR SR, 185 (i
UF i R BA R AR R R TS J1 Aok, DA SR AR B A R B8 XU o Aol ) ESG R BH A o
Tl FERTRREE R FERE T I — A B TR AR . A A BRON W RS R R DG H 2358, ESG B MR KXtk
ESG 558 5 B e f LA 45 B2 3 S i I R0t Ak A 2 TRAE R I G [16] . TERFATHR R USRI, ML
P 2% 5 ESG AR S5 N &K, A LeHLA 7t s A s 2 e I N OG0 [17]. Rk, Ak ESG R I
{14 E5 3 RO B8N B T AT R Rl SE AR MU B8 3 I BR BRI 5 51, A2 A b4 B RRAE IR 51 T ML
BB [18]. T WU B BA S BRI RS, MATER S TR ESG B R, Ffuim T
P BT ASLL ESG R R LF ik, DARIRARRIGIERI AT . JE T BRI, ASCHEH DR BB T

H3: Al ESG RIMBRLF, BT ¢l L ldk =

2.2.2. )k ESG RIS R 1ok BE I

NOE PR UT IR f B, Faoe BIMLA #0583 S i v T B AL (KA B . E PRI ST RS, AT
SHMTE RTS8, B TS A E SR, fae BIH I #8285 T
FE . SHEN R IOE R GRS B AR L L R A LS Bt BB RIS ESG M RN FE . A A TROR
N, {E ESG Jr IR I (K a2 A FARH X, TEE TR, 3 A AR RO e tEE B
SIIHES . TR, AR BN LA 08 E VP 4 R AL i, SRS ST HL AR ORI R JE T 1R ESG R K.
BT B dr, ASCERH DL AT SR

H4: AHX T2 5 RN T, Al ESG F BT X Fa s B MLAAI 45 % 2 For 0 (A0 (2 a3k R i

3. ARt
3.1, HEARIEIEE
ARSCHEEL 2010 4EF] 2020 ELEVEYT A B E T AAE NBFFREAR, FERTREAITIN Rk © Hi
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FLGORIA RIS . WS BIEA LRI @ HEBRERATI AN @ HEBR*ST BAK ST Ak, FEJEH
FE LAY 28 FF 0T 5% 8 R S5 AR BRI AT B AR B BRI T RO @ R T IR S E R s e, f
HELLAT B 1%L R AT 99% LA [l A 84T 1 45 R AL FE(Winsorize), B ZREA Ry 22,908 N WLIAE, 3313
F bk, ESG RINAHE KIS T HIE ESG Fa4L, W55 Hdi (1) & ZR VR T [H 22 %2 CSMAR H¥ 2 Fl
WIND %4 F .

32. TEENS5HE
3.2.1. 1tk ESG REL

RIS REEZ 6] [7], KHIE ESG fRECR i & Ak ESG I, 4EiF ESG 8ECKRH C
2 AAA MILBVPRAR R, BENGRIXTRL 1 2 9 MIRME . VPN R REE T bR s f b E E1, 40700
PEASMLERR S . AL AEEL(ESG) = /My TR, g . HE8h BB .
3.2.2. A AEFRESFREY

INVH,,
SD;, = Y
' STD(INVH,, ,, INVH,,,INVH,, )

@
18D, = MEDIAN, ; (SD; | )
INVW, , =
©|0, Kkt

ARG R Z FTHTTVE[LL] [19], 328 FAREAY (L) MBS [ RIAT Ml 5 A 2 FE X BLAG 5 58 2 AT 40 98 AU (1)
T INVH, 7R 0 IL7E RN B E R LG STD(INVH, 5, INVH, ,, INVH, ) 7% i £l
AR A R LB AR 2 SD, o | AMAE t AE IRILR B R L5 e 2k = AL
PE R LLBIARME Z M LA SD; o j ATALAE t AR ROLR B 08 2 5 L) 45 i 23 AR LM # e 2 5
i ELIARHEZ (K LAl s MEDIAN, | (SD, | ) 3% t 4R j AT SD, | IAEFE AL INVH, WA, {F
DML B s PERIRR IR, 24 SD,, > MEDIAN, | (SD; ;) i, HUEA 1, 25 i Al fe t 4R LIS EL B
NRE RN, SIEMEAN 0, FoR i ALAE t SE RN B NS B RN &

323 IZHITE

A SRR R 5] AR P25 R (ROA) . BB AX(EPS). L7 Q (TobinQ). %7 fifii R (LEV). 4k
FRE(SIZE) K LL(MB) = BUHE 5 (SOE) Al 37 8 5 5 L (DDBL) «  BY 34T (POWER). A £ 71 FE (TOPSQ)
R E NI AR . A K R B R ARSI AN 1 BT A

Table 1. Main variables and descriptions

F 1 EBTERA

RIS AR X AR A
ESG ESGE I W HAIFESGTR AL, 4 AC~AAAIURSTTFZL, 435I (E1~9
INVH WU BRI L] BRI BB 2 P B
WEARE, HUE AL, FRE AR BIEUE N0, 325 BINLMHH

b I 2% EAGEPFE R T, HAPRBET™ = (RERET™ + BEXR
ROA SN Sk S T2
EPS BB AR FREICR R — b iR S R %)
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LEV ZE GO U TSEITL Tad SE
SIZE Al R S A=A
MB ik b JREAS T L P ASU K THI A1
SOE PR 5T EH A EUE AL, BH0
DDBL HHSPALN M EHE R AR
POWER PUERSRAT: SRS DA EEIE L, 5 0A0
TOPSQ JBASL B 2 H— R AR R LU 7
INDUSTRY Frig ATl FR [ IR M 2 A7l 43 bt — AT M AR AT 4 5 AR
3.3. EHEEE

1) KFIERY ()R I WAL FE 05 & e ot ik ESG R WA, BRI 1.

3) SRS Ak ESG FIUA VLR # R H R, BV 3.

ESG,, =a+ BINVH, , + > y,Controls;, + > Year+)_ Industry +¢;,

2) SKFBAL ()R 5 e LA 43 5 5 R IonT Aol ESG BRI i Ba 2, BRI 2.
ESG, .., =a+ BINVW, + > yControls,, + > Year+Y_ Industry + &,

INVH,, =a + BESG;, + Y y,Controls;, + > Year+)_ Industry + &,

O]

®)

(4)

ARSORs A A AL E RN BB A 5 RN BB H AT 02K, G 0 JR M 4L T FEAR
B (4) 7 A 1m0, K6 ik ESG R BN St BRI BT R Bk e s, RIEBE 4.

4. SLEERS
4.1, RS

Table 2. Descriptive statistical analysis
2. RGO

Panel AZFEARREIAES T

B4 FEA R BME bRt w/MA Q1 L Q3 IEPN ;|
ESG 22,908 6.533 1.147 3.000 6.000 6.000 7.000 9.000
INVH 22,908 0.370 0.225 0.000 0.175 0.377 0.546 0.860
INVW 22,908 0.506 0.500 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
ROA 22,908 0.034 0.070 —0.483 0.011 0.033 0.064 0.231
EPS 22,908 0.326 0.594 —2.591 0.073 0.242 0.518 3.573
TobinQ 22,908 2.133 1.590 0.791 1.227 1.638 2.415 17.982
LEV 22,908 0.455 0.205 0.052 0.296 0.452 0.609 0.934
SIZE 22,908  22.355 1.291 19.478 21.461 22.192 23.092 26.516
MB 22,908 0.616 0.260 0.056 0.414 0.611 0.815 1.265
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SOE 22,908 0.413 0.492 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000
DDBL 22,908 0.375 0.054 0.300 0.333 0.357 0.429 0.600
POWER 22,908 0.233 0.423 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
TOPSQ 22,908 0.099 0.109 0.000 0.013 0.061 0.151 0.562
Panel AFHEAF IR i1t
- SV ERitDIR A dA PRI A E SR
" ] i bRiEE ¥iE AR bRiEZE HE A2
ESG 6.679 6.000 1.160 6.383 6.000 1.114 19.664" 19.822"
INVH 0.444 0.452 0.195 0.293 0.254 0.228 54012 51.305""
ROA 0.036 0.034 0.064 0.031 0.033 0.074 5.551"" 2.253"
EPS 0.363 0.256 0.604 0.289 0.229 0.581 9.423™" 7.188™"
TobinQ 2.180 1.648 1.699 2.084 1.629 1.469 4577 0.741”
LEV 0.465 0.465 0.204 0.444 0.439 0.205 7.860"" 7.972"
SIZE 22477 22323 1.339 22.231 22.063 1.226 14.472" 14.567""
MB 0.616 0.607 0.268 0.617 0.614 0.251 -0.240 -0.741"
SOE 0.501 1.000 0.500 0.322 0.000 0.467 28.074™ 27.604™"
DDBL 0.375 0.357 0.055 0.376 0.357 0.054 -1.473 -1.814"
POWER 0.195 0.000 0.396 0.273 0.000 0.446 -14.028™  -13.968""
TOPSQ 0.123 0.089 0.114 0.075 0.032 0.099 33.533"" 42172
WA 11596 11312

: RERIHL S 5 RN E AL TREA Z 83T 7t K6 {E) A Wilcoxon UGS (A . <77 .
“ESRL T ARIRIRAE 1% 5%F 10%KF ERZE., FRE.

4 2 Panel A fiizn, ESG [SME (A7 %04 6.533 (6.000), triEZERA, WHIARFEMILE ESG £
FAAERUR I ZE 0 . HUA 2 FR I LU INVH 35 (A2 30 4 37.0% (37.7%), Ut BABLIA#E 5% 3 17 %
ERIISEEN =N

1% 2 1) Panel B 73 ildi i 1 A g BN 5 B 8 M1 S 2 BT LAL) 4% B 38 S5 PR 2R AL 3R 55 38 IR AR 20 AT, OF
X PR AR 5 B 3 A DG AR B ) 2L (RSB E R S 808 AT T 22 e PR AG G o AN SSIEL AN v Ao 0 22 S A 6 103K
Fiidr, AT I RN IR 5 1E R o M (DDBL) AAMK A B E#EAE B 2 7 b R e R LY
BR BN B G BB ELBI(INVH) . S P25 R (ROA) B EI A (EPS). £ Q (TobinQ). %7 11t
BB BLLEV) A BL(SIZE). B ALEE H 5 (TOPSQ) &5 A5 & -ty 4R (A3 $i0) 48 5. 35 K58 5 BUM LA %
P, XU FRB R & 2 MR R E E R
4.2. XM

NT RSN T E R SRR R A S e, AT E AT T AR R A )
AR ST, 26 3 3RT5 T M SRAR B 2 AN AR S 20 . INVHL INVW 5 ESG {2 # 1EAH2%(0.2387, 0.129™),

VL T WU B R EL ik sy, Ak ESG RIMLT; 558 B RINM IR ML, FaE R 5 &%
ok ESG EI I E IR . ESG 5 INVH &3 1EMH55(0.239™), B Tk ESG £ T, Mk

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2023.124067 521 [l B 2= TH R U


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2023.124067

ZHTH, Rk

BB R LR . Hth AR 2 (AR R R BRI #RAE 0.5 LN, BEWIANAZAE /™ HE I 2 SR AR 1 )
N T AR HAB R R (52, A SOREAT 2 7m0 4.

I

Table 3. Correlation analysis

52 3. HEEMSH
ESG INVH INVW ROA  EPS TOBINQ LEV  SIZE MB SOE DDBL POWER TOPSQ
ESG 1.000 0.239™ 01317 0.140™" 0.253™" -0.174™" 0.089™" 0.356"" 0.174™" 0.262"" -0.007 -0.110"" 0.189™"
INVH 0238 1.000 0.339™ 0.078™ 0201 -0.034™" 0.146™" 0.302"" 0.034™" 0.346™" -0.048"" -0.173"" 0.808""
INVW  0.129™ 0336 1.000 0.015" 00477 0.005 0.053™ 0.096™" -0.005 0.182"" -0.012" -0.092"" 0279
ROA  0.176™ 0.111™ 0037 1000 0842™ 0248 -0371"™" 0.024™ -0.248"" -0.100™" -0.034™" 0.031™"  0.004
EPS 0241 0.198™ 0.062"" 0.759"" 1.000 -0.038"" -0.078"" 0.319™" 0.038™" 0.038™" -0.032"" -0.016™ 0.103""
TOBINQ -0.122"" 0.023™ 0.030™" 0.114™ 0.016™ 1.000 -0.419"" -0.620"" —1.000™" -0.255"" 0.027"" 0.130"" -0.066""
LEV ~ 0.078™ 0.141™ 0.052™ -0.307"" -0.095™" -0.274™ 1.000 0.461"" 0419™" 0246™" -0.012" -0.104™" 0.127™"
SIZE 03747 0312™ 00957 00727 02957 -0456"" 0451 1.000 0.6207" 0.290"" -0.008 -0.139"" 0.217""
MB  0.179™" 0.040™" -0.002 -0.163"" -0.002 -0.762"" 0.402™" 0.625™" 1.000 0.255"" -0.027"" -0.130"" 0.066""
SOE 0261 0.343™ 0.182™" -0.026"" 0.057"" -0.168"" 0.246™ 0.297"" 0.258"" 1000 -0.061"" -0.279"" 0.336™"
DDBL  -0.008 -0.044™" -0.010 -0.034"" -0.023"" 0.052"" -0.006 0.013" -0.024"" -0.054" 1.000 0.110™" -0.010
POWER -0.109"" -0.172"" -0.092™" 0.005 -0.014" 0.084™" -0.102"" -0.133"" -0.130"" -0.279"" 0.112™" 1.000 -0.140""
TOPSQ 0.182"" 0.732™" 0.216™ 0.069™" 0.125™" -0.044™" 0.101™" 0.247"" 0.085™" 0.306™" 0.016" -0.124"" 1.000
W (A L) A pearson (spearman) M SE R %« L« R “T 3 RIRIRAE 1% 5% 10%7KF 3.

4.3. [EALER ST
431 BERERR

Table 4. Institutional investors and corporate ESG performance

4. A ERR. SRR EERFRS R ESC R

ESEZN
1) )
ESG

INVH, 4 0.267

(5.159)
INVW, 4 0.125™
(7.381)
ROA 1.155™" 1.143™
(4.795) (4.752)
EPS 0.069™ 0.071™
(2.205) (2.277)

TobinQ 0.000 0.000
(0.028) (0.034)
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LEV

SIZE

MB

SOE

DDBL

POWER

TOPSQ

Cons

L RN

(%54

BORIILEES
Adj R?

-0.720™"
(-9.253)
0.352""
(21.303)
-0.274™"
(-3.298)
0.349™
(10.050)
0.143
(0.650)
-0.050"
(—1.880)
0.143
(1.077)
-1.608™"
(—4.422)
Yes
Yes
22908
0.277

-0.721""
(—9.286)
0.359™"
(22.275)

-0.296""
(-3.573)
0.3477
(10.058)

0.116
(0.526)

-0.053"
(-1.976)
0.330™
(2.576)

-1.743"
(—4.874)

Yes
Yes
22908
0.278

AR TR L. B 2 MAIREE R . SRR TRE 1 RIS R, FRATAT LUK INVH 5
ESG ZI[AliEAHG, HATE 1%A/KF B85, UL T U 553 R Lo pilidimg, 3o Aol i M B R B4R
FEREH R, Ak ESG RIEREF . 2B ()71 TR 2 ke In 4R, A 10T LUK IR B 552 5 i AR iR
AR INVW 54l ESG RILZ [BIIEAHDE, #BIE 1%H/KF FR2E, X535 NI R E ML,
S8 RUNLA AR 0% 3 T RE A R P I B R 3R A, X 4lk ESG RELMIFEM N3, CFF 1% 2.

4.3.2. iEFERF R

Table 5. Corporate ESG performance and institutional investors

5. el ESC RSN AZFFR,. FREANMIREEFR

R INVW =1 INVW =0
1) 2 3
INVH
ESG 0.006™" 0.007" 0.003
(3.517) (3.331) (1.423)
ROA -0.051 —0.006 -0.090"
(-1.331) (-0.121) (-2.207)
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EPS 0.014™ 0.017" 0.012"
(2.615) (2.898) (2.040)
TobinQ 0.012™ 0.009™" 0.010™
(7.218) (5.517) (4.348)
LEV 0.031™ 0.017 0.028"
(2.649) (1.339) (2.143)
SIZE 0.042"" 0.033™ 0.044™
(15.252) (11.237) (14.159)
MB -0.165"" -0.137"" -0.164""
(—13.383) (-10.978) (-9.885)
SOE 0.047" 0.022" 0.053™
(9.227) (4.176) (8.919)
DDBL -0.207"" -0.148™" -0.233"™"
(—6.336) (—4.142) (—6.566)
POWER -0.026™" -0.019™" -0.023™"
(-5.783) (-3.676) (—4.960)
TOPSQ 1.318™ 1107 1.478™
(60.805) (53.584) (46.611)
Cons -0.613™" -0.391" -0.672""
(—10.640) (—6.278) (—10.340)
RN Yes Yes Yes
AT bR Yes Yes Yes
WA 22908 11596 11312
Adj R? 0.613 0.588 0.614

5 AR 3V 4 AR IR A5 IR R (L) SR A 1R 3 IR IR A AL, AT LUR I ESG 5 INVH
ZIAEARSG, HAE 1%FIKF L83, XU T, 4l ESG RIUEREF, KL B8 1%k 328 I 4 1 bk
B, MU BT # R Ll . 2510, ()1, 5 TR 4 ke gs R, AT LUK IUAEFR E UL
MHFEFH(INVW = 1) F, ESG 5 INVH Z[HIEAHK, 78 1%MK T ER3E . £ 5 BHHETEH (INVW =
0) N, ESG 5 INVH ZHIEAAFERE R R XIS SRR T, FRE BN 5 T RE
RIFIEPMUFAER, SRR Z R 5 IR, SR # R s e 2, SCFE TR 4.
4.4. BREMKRE

N TR 05 5 Al ESG RILZ IR & R AP FEME, AN SO B P h A 18] & /R AL 4% %
R B AR TR MRS I o AN SO S 2 BT AHGE[19] [20], Hr K 8] E 1R 25 SR BT 38 1
Faetk, R HE0E # R L) b DAL AT 5 AF MOMLRA 3% % 3 R0 1 LA R0 s v 22 1 Sy DR [i] &
FE R BN S R e MR RS, AT ZEREAAE, INVW2 FRLEAC INVW BEAT 5, [ A45 B a2 6.
=T R
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46 HRYEIAZR S X 4 [FHIEE B IATATLURIL INVH 5 ESG Z[AIIEAMSE, HARE 1%0K)
KBS, XU T R LBk, b b A B BRI E ATBRE R, b ESG RIBLBLT .
PUR AR 03 2 S i bR R AR B INVW2 54k ESG RILZ A IEAH S, #HRAE 1% 1)K LR, XU 555
RINUA BB B ML, Fase NI B S REAI A5 I B BRI, X 4ill. ESG AR B FEM AN 2% .

Table 6. Robustness test of the supervisory governance hypothesis (changes
in shareholding over 5 years)

6. WEIRIBRIRIZRMACK(E IR 5 FHREHIZEN)

BN
1 2
ESG
INVH, 4 0.421™
(3.800)
INVW2, 4 0.187"
(8.085)
ROA 1.359™" 1.3377
(4.925) (4.886)
EPS 0.035 0.034
(0.955) (0.950)
TobinQ 0.008 0.008
(0.728) (0.789)
LEV -0.802""" -0.814""
(—8.444) (-8.630)
SIZE 0.389™" 0.401"
(20.012) (21.523)
MB -0.229" -0.275""
(-2.357) (-2.903)
SOE 03817 0.367""
(9.455) (9.160)
DDBL 0.349 0.293
(1.334) (1.130)
POWER -0.071" -0.076™
(—2.087) (-2.247)
TOPSQ -0.023 0.469™"
(-0.103) (2.875)
Cons -2.304" 2475
(-5.410) (-5.963)
RN Yes Yes
&4 Yes Yes
MIAE 16106 16106
Adj R? 0.299 0.303

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2023.124067 525 [l B 2= TH R U


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2023.124067

ZHTH, Rk

R 7T HMEELR SR 5 BHSR . RATTLLUKILESG 5 INVH ZaIEASE, HAE 1%[F17K
PR RE, KU T ) ESG R, X AURIFE BT 38 B30 B O b 1 FH AR AR 2, LR85 3 o i L A ek
e BAh, ERRERINIMREE(NVW2 = 1) R, ESG 5 INVH Z Al 1IEA, 78 1%HIKF R, E58
G RN BT E (INVW2 = 0) T, ESG 5 INVH ZIAEA fFAE R E R R XU 558 5 B = A B,
e e BN IR 5 B8 3 B8 RE AN R M B Im A A FH . IR B 2 R 5| DB K, X AU 45 5 3 e e 1) s il

e

Table 7. Robustness tests of the selection preference hypothesis (changes in shareholding over 5 years)

=7 ERREFRIRREMEARKCERE 5 FRREGIEN)

R INVW2 =1 INVW2 =0
1 4) ®)
INVH
ESG 0.007"™" 0.009™" 0.002
(3.758) (3.890) (0.939)
ROA -0.032 0.014 -0.058
(—0.756) (0.250) (-1.261)
EPS 0.020™" 0.019™ 0.015™
(3.552) (3.098) (2.260)
TobinQ 0.010™ 0.006™" 0.013™
(5.752) (2.726) (5.326)
LEV 0.026™ 0.021 0.013
(1.987) (1.436) (0.861)
SIZE 0.037™" 0.029™ 0.042"
(12.260) (8.754) (11.343)
MB -0.143™" -0.139™" -0.131""
(-10.569) (-9.339) (—7.466)
SOE 0.041™ 0.021™ 0.045™
(7.323) (3.468) (6.354)
DDBL -0.149™" -0.092™ -0.193""
(—4.223) (—2.368) (—4.651)
POWER -0.031™" -0.027"" -0.028""
(-6.250) (—4.340) (-5.109)
TOPSQ 1277 1.116™ 1.416™
(50.541) (43.729) (40.288)
Cons -0.503"" -0.322"" -0.595™"
(-8.071) (—4.604) (-7.953)
RN Yes Yes Yes
173 Yes Yes Yes
MMAE 16106 8296 7810
Adj R? 0.613 0.578 0.642
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5. &t 5N
5.1. fAREiL

ERE, EdidlFimsh = ESG AHRPIHR MR ASLR AL . /IR, B CEAEH v
Pt H AL BE TR A FEXS AV AT MBS, 3 ) T R O A AT AR BT . ASCEEUFR A g BT
NAE TR G, 50T T MR E I S5 A ESG RIL 2 (Al AR T, B %8 | BR MR R E
Rl 54k ESG R I B A LM OC R o Gl SHIERFFE, AR H L R4k

1) FUGHTEFE R AR ESG RIAFAE M EA B AVEH, BINUM B3 14 i L) 5 Ak ESG R BILIE
DG, HIXFPIE A 5C REF S BRI S o R . HUAHE B AN R ITI ESG R ILAEHEHET- 4k
PRI, BHSS 52 MEET, R VRECE 5 ST AT A, AR TS TE I8 50 XU 42
AT 54 ), BRSBTS o o AR BN B0 3 o T KRR A I e, o Ak ESG
IV IR gEm o2 . M, 28 5 B IAL 4% B8 2 1) THI8 SRR 2, DR G ARAT TR Aol ESG 2RI
TR M A PR

2) WU st Al ESG RIMAFE LB MmAF IR, B4k ESG RIS UM F (e L) 1E
IS, HIXFPIE RS RERE RN IR & BN R % . HURFE E W Ti%8% ESG I K47y Akt
ITHEEE, XA E BN B U B, BREAMATIA Y R AFI ESG IR b KA &
JRIE IR FRAL I . B SRR AT RRSR R I VR 9, ESG ¥ A RN, MU T B E
ANV ESG R, I B A R4 5% KUK (G &g,  DABR ORI Il o e B4 R 5 7E
PEA BT HARET, A RE A RIS A 55 R0, 23 B8 0 AR SR IR K s 77 F1 ESG &I

5.2. BIERSEW

BT A SR LS R, Sia s 5 ESG R SHAEL, F2H PLFEAE R

1) ks ESG HARRIAZIHAZ ML 55 g o I — i R Kbl g Wi LT AL ) B b, il
RBRHECE U457 TEORUL AR THE B Z 1 2 oot . IR IX LS ESG H bn- 54l i B fAlk 55 H AR AH R
A AT BT RRER R AT R, IR RE % 1R iV AE ESG T MR Bl Hk, &AL —/ 4
T3 W) ESG 3 1A F0] Aol [F) B 28 G H L SR A0 47 5 U1 A A 02 S B Fl D SR U AN 5t 5 SR K 7R S ESG
R o X SBA [ PRl ol AOFR e, a4 BRal i (8 I 2GR BT #5482 THHEII 2% B3 22 (SASB),
PR DR AT B — S AT LAt . Sl R s vk RIRSARSCT IS, DURAEN Y ESG ##A R
RN, VRS SRR G . RAE A B T AL S HUAHRR B AR R, BRI T Al
X T AR ESG R I R 5E K 1 o

2) WURHEBE 3 WL T KA BB B, RSB T ESG RILH (uffflk . XLl B AT fE
KBRS . B8 N ESG IR B ABIB o i AR SR, B ORI BT AL & A O AT RS
[, NS ALA ESG BT, SR EtL, e ERHR Ay, SIERN, 5
HAbUR I A1, FEFHES) ESG SRSt it AT b Al REUCE 7 SR 4T -

3) WURART IR E M R IEUNIBOR, Ui b s ESG M. SLHtisk Ik ESG i #3K,
T ORIZE W EEAN ) 53 . Bt BUBIHLE], 2EhAE ESG T HE LA B TTRR k. Inam M E G BAEE,
PRAMVIE ST RUE , JEXSE AT AT AL . € WA ESG {5 B EEbniE, FEBIHLRIR T HEm P04 4
VR AREE . A I AT A A RN SR I, SR AR AR ESG Rl AR
PAA, YIRS AL ESG B HUA B 1 Be
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