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Abstract

ESG measures the non-financial performance indicators of enterprises, which has gradually be-
come the basis for investors’ investment decisions, and is also a hot topic in academic circles.
Based on the sample of China’s A-share non-financial listed companies from 2009 to 2021, this
paper explores the impact of institutional investor preference on ESG. The study found that insti-
tutional investors’ shareholding has a significant positive impact on the performance of ESG.
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1. 518

C“APUF” BRI 2035 AR s HPRNEE) $2H, S5ttt R RE DD SRR R N EE, B
KRB OER, SCRRG ORI R R AL, W] 1 58 b SORBUR XS T PR 5L O/ 1) w8 B ANRT 15 1R
Lo GO A RIS TR BRI S 0 R R R AT At U B AT 5% . A N T R I
O T A4, e+ 2 5] 28 320 1) v O Y B BN A AR 2 RV E I B . 2004 4, KA
RIZAE (FEF# ) (Who Cares Wins)fik it B X H2 Y ESG M, T kAR MV ARV B2 5 )[R N 1% 7% 18
WELLRY (Environment) . 12> 53T (Social ) F 2 =] ¥ # 57 4T (Governance) =N /7 THI R I ESG A& % T 5.
A FE B R R R AT R AR B S, MR A RE B, M AT I EKE
A b AT 2 R A RN T

ESG ME& i FIR T STER B, SB/a& ) TR st Bt 54 8t . DAL VTR ESG #2
FEVOAS EE B FLAE 1992 FFBEA R 2t 7E S BB UL (UNEP Fl)rh 4, A BB SRR Re S 4I5S
FE2 RN BA BRI AL & e St FE R . 2018 4F 6 AR EEE &AM T (LA BVREAEN &1,
T IRIFESR BT AR IR, A REE T ME B TR . £ “BIREDT” TRz T,
[E N TE 2021 4E A1 2022 a6 T CRERAE BRI R I B O 7 ) A (Al IR A5 B ARV E S A
AAEND ik T A EAT ESG Wb, D) 1 IRIE ESG AR RS KE.

AT BRE B A Ty, ENMRFE DM, HRBEERE, Hlwe T AR R B .
R REEEARAT N EES 5%, HRERNIEHARZN. & ESG B ANRL, 24
T ESE AR SN <5 R R TR S B BRI AR SR N 2 . ESG AT AR % I A ARV 55 G800 AN 4
Br, RO & AT TR RS, PR EEERNRAT N EES 5%, AR N AT HE
BN FE M LT 23 W) PR SR I B R 3R, A7 AU R 5 43 53 O 47 5 Al ESG SR TH I RIE Fe B Rk
DRI, A SRS MU A5 8 3 45 e i i 3 ik ESG SRR Tt 47 B S 20 AT A SRR 78 o

AR R 5538 5 Al ESG SR A8 RIFEATIRDT, DO T DA R OGN B0 i 5
MBS HR2 TR ARNAEYEEZ WP m i, EAMANERE TREMES, PR
FHIAT SRR, FEAARNFEHR IR E R ESG SRR 2E 5, TR A [ P2 B 5 Ak 56 AE —
HZ M ESEW, $—PFEE THRAR. ACETHERATHOHET, DhE AR ETARN
WA, R EPMI TR H S5 ESG ST M IR R, (E— @R FoNIRE T & B 5 S
BE B BEAT O AIA D IBUSR 1) ) o i RS

2. HERERIR
2.1. ESG Rtk
ESG 7EE M # A KRB R, MR R ER KRR R —& NIEHIT. ESG M5 5
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I RAC B A 2 TR . A R R A SRR 1 F 8 AUE A . John AL GIRCE R
WEI(E). #250E(S). AFNAHE(G) =N, M =HRELHNEH. SESRARGRR KU, il
W E BB SO 22 53 ESG. ARV Ak TTARFI A FR 22 % 1AL 2 A5G BRSO N [R] S3A], He
T ESG ¥ H T kAt 257 E(CSR), W#E WA LAY, —REESHT. ESG iR K WSG LA
PEREERE, FIRS AL 75 ESG 15 SR . 5 & ESG B4R K AN FE i Fa $i3 7 EZok BT KLD
¥ % . Bloomberg [1] (Yu et al., 2021). ¥ #k#%i%E ASSET4 %(#% £ [2] (Zhang et al., 2020). {H7E ESG J¥ &
R R, S AVERAE I R ROE R E L B E R, BZ 8 AR S B
AR ZE . =R HEA. O ESG W 7T HiR 3= B rpE i B2 B AR 25 A OGS FE . BT EE 30
EER b, R AR EVEMAT ATE T REEE R R IIMER] . ESG WA FI T BeB AR B Sk, R By
VO E e = A 50, R oAb s A QR 2R TR G A O B8, ESG [FFE S5
A 055 Bk DA S D T B AR — B S . X T RIBSAROCE M &, SN Bk ESG RILLF k. 1Y
AT ER . ESG GUBHRET it SV nT Fr SR TR 55 S8 IR SE R . BFF ESG S8, ik
PHEZ B8 RAEFAR I TR RE R, A F A B T /e s R AT, HE MG &
WAMEZ B FI R AT N IEARDG . fukloe. ARZRIE R R ARG & .

ESG HLGAEN—A “fskit” , KIE ESG b AHECT HA KRB E KB, 4T KB, W&
ESG HGIRANL,  E A FU B Mt . —& ESG IR R Mfg 4. Xt ESG i i k8 %
HCCa R+ b A, EEEEE S P U v i B 1 SR . ESG R B B B A e AR
WAt 2 TG o NELFFE R E A T E I FE M T E G ESG VMR R . HE TR RAT 4k 4k
TRRIZH[3] (2017) 2 B Z AL ESG SR (PP R I TEDVARAT , FLAERAE [ BRVP AL IR AL b, T
E ARG, DRSS EIE NSRS DA RS B S e, CRUEVER M T SE M RIET X1, 228 AR A 5 I B
ESG PFHHER BB A R, T BT SO0 A i B AR ebrdt a7 7% . HArE W O — S .
W LR HE ESG PRI R, [ N R 2 B0t 7t R H i & Rb 4k [4] Ouifs IATERBA 1R, 2022).
HEAFPRL[5] (B85, 2021)% 6. SRRt BELRE F 1L ESG 15 BR R N T2, WY AT
B HRBE, FH 7855 ESG =AY, B3 =AMy, Hib ESG B35y, ARMET %
(122 5 5 B AN [FIVE UG A A [R P i i [F)— JE ks . — & ESG Semili & . ke fine 1. &
FIRE ) BHEMEALEN, PR TTEE] 87 H%, 2020). mERFBAR S E LT AR ESG sL#r~
AEFEIA[7] (F RS, 2014). =& ESG P AERA G fE R . ESG 2zl i [8] (ESHu FIAR L, 2019).
NEGTH9] (B HAREE, 2021). AMVEFE AR EIAR[10] (R, 2021), (HXTTHFFCHISE 0 HAS—,
B Z I I R 4518

2.2. A HEHENBEEAHR

[E b2 0 e 7E EZE LR LA TS, — B, [ A SRR 53 1 SCH PAT
WETE. H—RRIET CHin/R & R0 M S &R i) vk, RIS S & S Rtrh i,
HURIH A e A B LR s <, (EARF e SE IR (VS AN 22T . 0 — MUK B T35 ) (Black VAR
J) . RSB E ORI, BIEEAR TR A 7 LS RS G A EE B 5 el T #H
TN . SRR, AU E A T AL, HUBBRSF AT RR R AR A S E R emiE 2 A
A5, HERRER G, —REERTAT AR R, 2L TLFFR RN EAT R,
Bty AR TR ER . o A 1R BRI S . MU EEBE 3 S 17 T B AR PR GL R AT B
IR TR RARDL . WU BB AT BT R AT, [F)RE S g S A7 RUBE R . 1A
Py BAKCFELF . BB A BRI Ak Piccioni [11] (2012)if B 35 5% 1) 2 S A M BRRE A, &
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Xof [ P ARG 5 55 3 B R IRAT AT B T R B, BEAMR R 0B Ml A R 2 i, XA R
SLRRE SR A BRIV A TR B T I IR, 17 47 5 M DX 25 5 T 5 DU i 265 5 ) 9 0 2
TEAR eahth N B BTy A Al e HUASF 5% 38 S D0 #5203 rh S 2R Aol 0F T A A G A
A /b $EHE[12] (Fernando et al., 2010), FLEFAE -5 Ak 7E 38855 5 T i I 1A 52 [13] (Chava, 2010), HLH4
PR H S5 EAK AR A AR E 4E 2 TR M 2 . 22 RS WA T E TR S
CHEERRE” , DIFRRESE AR MK E RN T RS (A 2 TR AR L $R S
g, HURH B B AR B2 Al G GV E A A 2 ST IR I, E IS R R A A ST
MR SE . G FE E ESG AC B 2 =] BN bk T4 SRR s K e BE 3, FEALAAI 43 08 38 (0 IR AR AR 2 SN
W ZEE B CHAA N, Dyck SR FHEE E A T HURIE T SRR R I, HUMIHR R & I ae g 32 Tk ) ESG
RN 22 TR 53

b AT Sl b RS TR R R, MU B RO A . FRENI R 7 — B R R A
T NFUESR B NE AN . B 225 B G R s mRr 7REM L, FERET AR IN[14]
(A, 2017). @Nkgik[15] (A5 A%, 2018). M BIH[16] (ZEW MR, 2020). J< T ML % &
WGV, 2 E NN, PR 2 B AR S IR, MU 3 R I T B 5 e rE Al
ERE A SGEEER, EARRMIEETCHE, PR EH R G, SV SESELr, e
AN IR B R E AR R F R U 10 22— o KT B At S ST . MR R HTE
BEAT$E BE PSR B 2B A A 2 T ST F B H = b, 0 Tl A 2 SR B Aol AL 5t
H R BORIIMEF[17] (BAE, 2012); [HIBTAUAL A B8 2 X Ak 141 22 TTATAS 1S5 5 11 5 B B LA R 43
2 110 5 B v P Oy [18] (E BB ANARHTAR, 2016). ST MU B8 & F1A A ERRIWTE 78 . MR = 1E R
WANHNEES 5%, FFEEAFRETHEE BB M. PR TEEERE S5 IR G S
HARNAE, AT A ERIAEINLE], B A S A — R A G 1, AR S E IS TS
HRAK[19] (4249, 2020). HLEGH 5238 0T LAE Bh A w6 BER R FEVE L, K rb ] 15 o g SEADT 21 4 Ml 1) B [20]
(A7, 2019), LAIAR|5| SHHRTHE S5 A FEEN HAR.

B PP X O SCHRIEAT AR T A, [ Py Ah 2 o LA # # DL S ESG 2 A JE kAT
Z 5 I, B AT 2 5 S MU R 3 w6 4k ESG S . —fEMF RN R b, KEHE
HARIE SN B 5 RS . ST ARNEERISH SRR, BRI\ — e i AR
BHATHETE . A E AR R F AT 025, RIFFIREMER YT, B SO BB L B 5 Al
ESG SUM X RIBIFHI L. RIEMI A% b, B FEPNEAELS— 1 ESG Wadithnifl, 75— EfE
EAREE S R NARNY ESG SRUKF o LA L4 5T ESG MITF A & B —FR bR AL i i, X LA
Rt e LG AIE o

3. BipS 5 RikEH

PRI AR N R AT M EES 5%, LRI m B H TR AE BRI E R, A
NBEAT K EELALEH Y, RGN AR E . RETEAT IS ERR, R LR %52
U H o FLAE B E AT “ ISR BUESR KRR R aR A, FeAoy “HFHET . HUHEE
HXHTDANEGE, GEEMEAR RIS UL R )y, SIREM AR A TR, s T K%
B o HUMIER B X ESG IS 32 24 T I AT LRSS B0 LU BERAU 8 B R St A R . A
Wz ARG, Al R AT ESG BRI, BIUMREML S ITERENE S s L SR, MM HLA# 5t ity
R B A . MR IENRE, ARG “ RS WU BT i R i 38 5 AR, AT
Rt 2 58] A sha B ok BT RFEABE R, B )2l B8 450 2 FHCT M 25 (K R 55
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T
&

WU 0o 7 SEBLE S 30U 3s, 5 3h F7% B B R AOAT 9 u s AT MBS, J A T b A 3 7T i
s 9 R o

WM R E A B A S A FTAEL, BB R IT NS, TR Mg ERmTH
BRI B SRS E AR TSR, AT DL 2 5 4 F I B A S5 LA R B A £ A L A
VARSI ESG 15 3h. PRI A SRt UL R B e

B WU H M LG, ok ESG R, EINLMEEE iS5 4k ESG IS IF A
KR,
4, &I
4.1. HRIENESHIERR

AR SCIEEL 2009~2020 1 E A B E A B EARIE N WIETE FOEAS, X WA EE B AT DLR i ik -
1) MiIBR4mhzt B AR 2) MERATF ST, *ST R Z RSN AT s 3) MR B HUR IFEA.
NG fR AR T REAE BRI, AR SOR AT SRR AR 1% 99% 40 1 AT T winsorize 4bFE, %%
7331 25,400 MFEA . ASSCAE ) Ak ESG ARG K B Wind Bl B, HAh i 350k B B 28 e 59 e
(CSMAR).

42 BEEN

1) Wi ESG RIL(ESG), ACRHELIEEE EAA ESG R, MILBIHBIKIK N AAA.
AA. A. BBB. BB. B. CCC. CC. CC., ZHZEH XHk, ¥ iATPHMEE] SR IKIRE A 1~9.

2) BATE . NIMEE BV hiF(Hold), JEEUNLAL#E ¥t & ¥ % Lh il &

3) BT E., AR, At T M E, & E BN RN BARRENE 1.

Table 1. Variable definition table
1 TEENE

B esit] A F AR RS AR YL
Wefppe A& ESG %3 ESG HEATE L%
filREAL & WAL B 55 3 Ml 4 Hold BURI 55 5 5 i L)
ASIBIN Size B IR LT (1) SRR H
A FAE R Age WA 5 2 7] AL 1R ZE (B B E AR % 4
P i Lev BARLRE
P AR & A ST ROE FRE T g e
WA Eh H % Cashflow LEMN SRR EEN N
R Board o N B AR
WG — Dual AR, HEFERMNEEN— AFEREN 1, BUHRO0
4.3. 1B

DRI ALAL AL 0% 5 i lf X ESG (52, s i NS AY
ESG,, = o, + oyHold,, + &, Controls; , + > ind+ > year + &,

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.134318 3168 1B 512


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.134318

IR

5. SEUELRRSH
iRttt

TG T AL E B RNHR ST AR R EIR, ESG MIHME N 4.117, RFFEARMIITEH A
F B~BB Z[i], BEfAKE, FEAMI ESG KIM—M. ESG H/MEN 1, KNS, frifEZERN 1.093, &
WREFEA A ESG RILZEFN AR . MR F5 % 138 A A 55053 508 0.377 F110.38, S/ ME R K
B4 5128 0 A1 0.88, WA Rl ATLALFR 8 2 KRR Ll 22 e K . oAt ) A8 B G it A BN A 3,

5 SCIREEA ORFF — 2

Table 2. Descriptive statistical table

F 2. iR MgEItaR

variable N
ESG 35,023
Hold 35,023
Size 35,023
Age 35,023
Lev 35,023
ROE 35,023

Cashflow 35023
Board 35,023
Dual 35,023

mean
4.123
0.377
22.15
2.038
0.422
0.0670
0.0460
2.128
0.283

sd
1.093
0.238
1.292
0.921
0.208
0.130
0.0700
0.200
0.451

min

19.85

0.0510
-0.639
-0.164
1.609

p50

0.380
21.95
2.197
0.414
0.0760
0.0460
2.197

max

0.880
26.16
3.332
0.889
0.359
0.243
2.708

3 RAERNABA R RS R, QS EIR, MRS Hold (R4 R %0 0.146, HiEd [ 1%7K
PG R R, BTG BAZSRER M, P E R A AUt ol ESG RILHIHET,
HREFEMIEMHIK R, N TSR BN EREE, ¥ ESG I v =, H=HEE, 4R MmET
F3IMEQIIF, MRS RIEEARECN 0.04, 7F 19%/KF FREIEAS, RSB BAKIHRAL.

Table 3. Multiple regression analysis table

= 3. ZREVFSHR

(1) )
ESG ESG2
0.146™" 0.040™"
Hold
(0.026) (0.011)
0.2917" 0.087""
Size
(0.006) (0.002)
-0.234™" -0.089™"
Age
(0.007) (0.003)
-0.915™" -0.322""
Lev
(0.035) (0.015)
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%R I%
Continued
1.066™" 0.342"™
ROE
(0.054) (0.021)
0.098 0.083™
Cashflow
(0.083) (0.034)
-0.083™" -0.011
Board
(0.028) (0.012)
-0.067""" -0.022""
Dual
(0.012) (0.005)
-1.426"" 0.180™"
_cons
(0.131) (0.053)
N 35023 35023
R? 0.189 0.131
ik FE YES YES
FEEFE YES YES

He UL T TR OR BEMKTE N 1%, 5%, 10%. 55 RON tE.

6. FRERERT

55 RIEEZM L, REVAE T E H TR EE G T AR B, MHXBEREA TR, HEL
PR B8 I = AR N T 3@ N B R B A, v Oy K 2R A AR SR, TENUA R 3
PN R _EE NS EPR EAAEE 2R, RUILE R 22 S U5 3 A S SIS — 2 5 A R
EAR L E. Kk, APl 2009~2021 43R E A B BT A F KOy BTG, SRR T MU B
X ESG IR . WA R EIR, PUAHREEE RTINS 5 ESG iG55, #m ESG G5k, AN
FNIB T E X ESG M2 fit T 45 . Hox 7 EE AT B #E T B AR ESG R
R EER -

BT BRI 10, AT LUT LA H—, RERIZINKBORSCRE, SR T #H KR,
I T HAE AL ESG AT A RBIEER .. 5=, MTab A gkil, ZHEY ESGC MT{TEIT. ESG &
UL FRAL R R A T, BB ESG # &, AR THET seik AN E AR R ACE .
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