Journal of Low Carbon Economy {RERZ5F, 2024, 13(3), 178-185 Hans X
Published Online August 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/jlce
https://doi.org/10.12677/jlce.2024.133017

)MV ESGRI X R FF W Z R M ff 53

HBeth
77 TR 1 B, AL

ks Hi: 20244F6H25H; FHAHEM: 20244F7H4H; KA HM: 20244F8A9H

H E

FEELTFRBARNEDS, KORBEEFEVEARELFRESFNEK R, SVESGRIARE A
MR ERE R BRI EE BN, MAERERERESKEMT, RERNESCGRIBTRE SR
BB AR FROBEE . 2320174 F20224E _ FIF1087 RN B FENT 5%, 32 F AR Bl R,
SRR T ANV ESGRILST R B MR IR . FERIL, ILESGRIUTTHE i Al i 3 3 2 LA (g4
F, HPHRE, #E5FENARRE I SAVMEREREBENIEHRXRR.

K217
ESGRIL, BB, HREIE

Research on the Impact of Enterprise ESG
Performance on Financing Efficiency

Xiaowei Xu

School of Economics and Management, North China University of Technology, Beijing

Received: Jun. 25™, 2024; accepted: Jul. 4%, 2024; published: Aug. 9, 2024

Abstract

With the transformation of the pattern of economic development, developing green industry has
become a new growth point of economic development in our country. Enterprise ESG performance
is increasingly becoming a key indicator for evaluating whether enterprises can steadily develop.
Under the influence of the concept of responsible investment, whether excellent ESG performance
can improve enterprise financing efficiency has become a topic of concern to all circles. This paper
takes 1087 Shanghai Stock Exchange companies from 2017 to 2022 as the research object and uses
panel regression model to empirically test the impact of ESG performance on financing efficiency.
It is found that corporate ESG performance has a promoting effect on improving corporate financ-
ing efficiency, in which corporate governance has a significant negative correlation with financing
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efficiency, while environmental and social responsibility have a significant positive correlation with
corporate financing efficiency.
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1. 5|15

)k ESG R TE T RrL R BRI N i AT g8 SN I 7, B EE L AE PR (Environment) . 44
(Social)F1 2 &) ¥4 B (Governance) = 7 Tl L3RI, RO TS MR R ESEMMES, EH
[ s L 2 7 B A\ D 2 (0 W] R R R AP I L bR . ESG Bt IS 454\ V5 SRR 4 R 3 T AN 5 3
W A 55 RN B2 FEE I Y, 38 75 B4 G S B85 . 42 DA K 22 05 R 25 A0 5% 7 7 SR R S
Rl R AL B IE I E AR RE 7T, BARRIUA L2 7S LUK I R AR SRA5 56 2 1 ¥ 4 [1]. Rk nT LA
W Rl OR B Al DA /IS PR AR SR A5 B R IR 25 (6 71, A IR e AN M T TSR3 I 2R, 18
AR BHIRAE AR R o FESEILEM T, TN X A e AR FRAE AL 1 W 5%
Kl b, ESG RIUENAMAH Bt iy i AR 5 M B B bR . ANSCIE 24 ESG I -5 Al fr) il B 3% AH
PR, Rl s ESG RINAE TIRT R BT %, SEIBIRA I E, Jofedk ol nl sl Kk R f (it
— M.

2. SCHEKEImR

TERT ESG MBS b, T CAEHR LAV ESG 15 B4ER 28 — 7 b, B &R ki
IEE = A MU T 4k ESG {5 BBk #R b5, H AL ESG {5 B8k E i s SiE R & [2]. 5305
T HH T A 2 R = g B, SRR R 24 ESG (5 B I B[3]. ERIESER H A
ESG FHUERLT, MM EEE[4]. FKHk. &XUEHEM Yoon.B W4T K ESG A Bh T3 A\ 25 534 [5] [6].

FEIR TRl BE A% i) 78 b, Shiva Kumar 785045 70 H A ST 7 iR Al b, AR 5E 2803 (M & e ik Dy 1
b A — KA T HIR A IR R BTURR, Befs SCI Ot IR NG B & B SRS [7] . Wilton Bal Krishnan
(2014) 0 LASE ] BT AV 9 75 B, 48 HTE — @ 3 FE P IR Rl B0 2= s/ A b % k3, Rt BT Al
LIZIE A e ERFIRCAIE 2 B TR [8] . 4 REAR R SEIR tH “ R BT R —n], AT 5 0 ik B 2k 3 A
AR B R SR “ TR B e . ELERRR B AR BIBR9]. 1 IR RAE RO 2 DG Filk B 2k e gk
177 78 S, BRIV A 5 08 b A2 rp R AT e 2R A1 XU N i A I LI 3 7% 4 75 B 1 S B s A A Al A
RRAHIREJI[10]. Bkt AN R G SR AT pE R B il . TRtk SRl SR AR Rk, I R B
S RN 2 THE B S AR A B B PR R B R M R E R, RN AR SR AR AR M AR X T 2 A AR i 7Y
B AR Al R P A R TRl S [ 1]

TERTT ESG HRh T A —# K ARMWIF L, AEF N ESG BMRIAAT THRIT, VA BLFI
ESG KU, Mk H SIEMEE. o TR = VA 5 TH IR I B0 B CA BE seAS, 1 23 sy
A A FEFAUESE T IAEE . #h 4 AT RN A =) VA B AP 1) 55— 77 T 26 £ b mh % Bl A ke 381 PRI AE FH [12]
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Dimson %50 & I AL 7E ESG T T 3t Re % A 8 B A% s I 55 B AR [13] « EIGhoul 5538 i % 428k 53 A~ E 5K
Ml ESG FHL S AR HEKITI LI, A ESG RIS AR R A, 1 HL i sz, e
A4, 2 ERRBURRR[14] o SRS PRI F R IR AR AR E A 4 2 AT RE A A BRI i IS
AV )3t 55 i B8 A [15] AT AN SR A 2008~2009 FEH [ ik ds, DR EHEE (b i ek )
NREARE, RIMAWEITH S ST AR LR, 5 B s, mloE 2 R IR [16].
3. BitRE

ML BE, Al ESG RILAT LAE LR BRI 2 m i 25 305 . — R AT R R FIS R E, 1
VP Rl AR 5 A A B T K I B A R, X 5 ki) ESG RIMEVIAHG. REMNEIIE, &
i ESG 32 H 2 sk — 8 BUA, (H A R I 5 29 AR I3 S Rk L 28 3% . — 71T, ESG RINELLT
B SRR A BRI T PR, S — U7, Al ESG RILEG A T RN I TRREFERSR,
F T ESG /KP4l iy AR 51 I8 2 s &5 10 63 L, s 25 sh A p= R, B R ESG R AT LLFE
AR BT A, FFHE s Al 5 S SRR B 7, AT e Al i 25 3%

TORMFIE AR E BRI IR B AT S R ARG RS Y, N AZIE KRR w6 A
KA VAR R 2, AR AR 28 e KA DRI i) £l 2288 R A5 0 ) DR 3R AV LS Al R AR 2R 551
BON, WadEe L ERIER o G gy 412 ST RIHR e DL 2 J VA B AN A A0 0 5
AT FEA X EZ R MR, At R A, WX Xttt G, s
IR ER o« IXAE AR R T ATE A R G SURYERE 2 41, NG T IAEE A A SRS

DRI A ST HH DA B ¢

ik 1. Ak ESG FIL Al @ B 250K s b A K

Bk 2: AP IRIE RIS il fl 5 250 Bl IE A 26

B 3: Ak Ak 2 SRR I Al i 7% 80 I AR G

Bk 4: b w] R FRR IS Al Rl 2% i EAH G
4. MRWIT
4.1. SBM t&H

K AL 2% 53 M1 (DEA) 2 18 FZR PERLRINT 2 AN N TN Z AN = HE 1 [ 28 U 3 B2 0 (DMU) VAN RCR (177
Fo UHPBERAAREREMEMRE, NSRS ERMIR, iAol 7 m MR R SERE T, M
TS DAY 22 30538 R FH 43 BT A Rl 9% 2050 1) 0 o A G B A (0, 55 A 41 T ] 28 (1 A5 74 (BC.C) RIS 4 T A
AIRAL(CCRY), A2 223t IE R X RS BY EAT 0] b B8 383 IR DAY, 22 1 TG VE HERR A A st
BB . R, AR B 11248 DEA FERLELRE ) SBM i, SBM AL .

1m
1_EZi:1si

Xik
YL
1+q _

pr=minp=

Yo (4.1)

SEXA+S =X
YA-s"=w
A,57,sT 2001
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TE_FRBR T, p*FoR DMU BIEARRCRME, H 0<p <1; m Al q 20 B2 NS EANEON ™ AR AN,
SR ST AR AR R BENFI = AR I RA AR B, si R | PRI, ) AEE r M= B2 2 Rl
BHERE, X AY @B AR, XA AR LRERANE, YA IR B E, )My il
BN . B HNS s =, p =1, BIDME B 40<p <1, DMUEER, HIEH
2 DMU ot BAERN K AT Y, > X =Xc—S v § =yk—S"s

4.2. N HEEREYIEEN

AL 2017 4FZ 2022 4F _AIE 1087 ZFONTF AR G, B 28 22508 SRS A e Bt , W LRk e iR gt
TN e NS0T FET SBM MR 5 N FEAR A= A8 AR R BRI, 45 &7 S 78 SCHR, AR SCik EL
T 3 IR NABRA N 2 TS AR bR, W 1 TR,

Table 1. Evaluation index system of financing efficiency

F 1 BBEMERITNERE R

A RN HhR 4T
BREAE R, R T A RO T R A
SN EAA GO RS SR S R, A L BRI ) A R

PSR P R IBEAR 4 M b o
B R R 5 IR AR P S8 AR A AR, S T ol ) B R 6 ) B B8 e PR AR

PRI ok SUEBOKE SRR K EBON LRI B LSS
" . A, T DA A K A T, SR T R B 0 S )

fEIZH] SBM BRI, A i/ BER . — R R RICHCE & EA R BUR ARG DL L, At
5 BN/ ks, R TE N 1087, L ER. 5 SBM R I AN 4R bR et 3 AN oT
N, FEAKE T 2 B

4.3. SCiFRE

MR AT ST, AR BRI AME, AR SR UEE RN (0, 1], & T 2RI, A
SCAE SRR 132 H Tobit BEAYHEAT £k ESG RIS Al BB LM /0 #r o FAATH BRI R
DEAi = a + S1ESGit + Xy + i (4.2)

TEZRAF, o NEIETL, Aoy RSN BEEMEH RS, DEAw ESGiailf Al i 75 t B
(B TR SR A A L) ESG A MR T35 o oo I o W g4 1) 28 BEANBEALR S 0T, b s ) A
HHE B FE(2Z2C) HEE LR (QR). 15 Q fH(TBQ). MM AR (ZZL) 1#F)iH R (ROA) ML BFEURA
T € AR H(EPV).

4.4. BEERSHERIR

ARICLL 2017~2022 4 EAIE A A FIAREFEREA, JEH IR U N ARHERT IR SR HEAT 1 ik (1) Sk
Gl PRISGSEATAFIRIOREA; (2) BB S BAR B R REA: () ARk ST ARIMIFEAR, RARA
Wl 1087 K b ili AT, 6522 N ARG . ARk ESG FRILEHE K B HF1E ESG 1P AR, K
F STATA 3A 0T T8 15 00~ 4887 T A S48 AT TR RS 284 [l U 434

ARSI AR R AR Bt DL SBM BRI H %L IR B2 AR AE(DEA), 12 OB AZ & k1) ESG R I,
fU3% ESGscore. Escore. Sscore HI Gscore, [RII 2y 1 44 il e PR 28 W] BT Rl 5% K 33 i ) 52, A SC DA SR
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T MV BR BRI ARCR B BT (ZZC) R R AL, DURRE T AV AN B3 e e B8R HR A 32 (ROA) 3]
FEZR(QR)FHLE B3 7 Al e 38 (ZZL) 70 I AV O B A st Sag E e, DIFETE Q ME(TBQ) S RiAR Y B
KBETT, DAABFBUERANE R B EPU) R S A TFBCR AR . BAARSRFREEE S 4 2 P,

Table 2. Variable selection and definition
F=2 TEERREX

B4 AR 5E L
Rl 3% (DEA) SBM AL 574
ESG # Pl (ESGscore) HHAEIE SEG VPR 31T
IR R I (Escore) HHAAIE SEG PR EE 31
2= TR P (Sscore) HHAEIE SEG PR AR IS
AN EG LI (Gscore) HHAEAE SEG B 315
S (ZZC) FErE AR, BURER
5 H 2 (QR) (BN — AFIR) / W) 56
6% Q fH(TBQ) TN S
RGP R 2R (ZZL) ENONR L TISYi
% FJEZE (ROA) FRNEE
2 U BUR AN 52 PEAR L (EPV) 1 i v ST B A i ) ) b R SO R U AN o PR AR 2

5. SCUES R
5.1. RSt

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of the variables
3. TEREAMRIT

B4 WLIAE B8 i H/ME IZIN|
DEA 6522 0.087 0.186 0 1
ESGscore 6522 4.414 1.147 1 8
Escore 6522 2.279 1.42 1 8
Sscore 6522 4.602 1.862 1 9
Gscore 6522 5.424 1.266 1 9
zzC 6522 22.799 1.549 16.649 28.636
QR 6522 1.631 2.304 0.019 52.138
TBQ 6522 2.042 2.896 0.641 92.299
7271 6522 0.652 0.521 0.001 8.514
ROA 6522 0.037 0.079 —2.245 0.451
EPU 6522 137.984 8.555 128.308 149.053

M 3 ATA, B AL A RS ME Y 0.087, ik B A b Rl B AR i A A, HLH AR EZE AR RCR,
Tt B AV i 5 SR AFAE B K 5 ESG BHITF B 0N 4.414, KBRS, (H5 &7 A2 M,
FAR B ESG BAGAF] 9 ik, U2 ESG FRIAXT R A, IRAIREZ R AT ESG
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TR RATIAANGE TR, SRZ AR @ % . 7E ESG WMy, ARAEFMR ) fm, IR
FE2e 5 T 43 MR 2, B 2 Bl T PR BRI 22 2088 75 TH i3 0E I AR FE /N T B SR SR R
ERGZIE DL B A T RE ik B B EROUANGE, R H BRI E RO, BANER ST
FAb T HIAIEEE S Arae R A B SR Z AR N, JOETASEE.

5.2. XM

Table 4. Correlation analysis

4. BXRMSN

REA @ @ (©) (4) ©) (6) U] ®)
1.000
(1) DEA
0.017" 1.000
(2) ESG score
(0.163)
-0.307" 0.189" 1.000
(3) zzC
(0.000) (0.000)
0.348" -0.023 -0.296" 1.000
(4) QR
(0.000) (0.069) (0.000)
0.243" -0.012 -0.338" 0.092" 1.000
(5) TBQ
(0.000) (0.345) (0.000) (0.000)
-0.154" -0.002 0.003 -0.075" 0.081" 1.000
(6) zZL
(0.000) (0.903) (0.807) (0.000) (0.000)
-0.159" 0.071" 0.050" 0.120" -0.087" 0.149" 1.000
(7) ROA
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
0.050" 0.062" —0.021 —0.001 0.056" -0.028" -0.013 1.000
(8) EPU
(0.000) (0.000) (0.085) (0.907) (0.000) (0.022) (0.299)

T "RIRAE SIS KT R R .

SR RN ESG RIMBHAT MG SS, 45 RANEE 4 P, BURRCRN ESG RINAE 5% /K E1F
MK HEE, MAERECN 0.017; WA UAHER, IiE ESG TtERIE A T4 A O 8eR,
5 B R R R

5.3. EFLER

3T 5 REASE AT AN, Wald #8567 {54 913.58, PN 0, B [B] A 7Y 4 4 3 2 M et
BASR{E Ay 2560.8638, RS LR K518 )y 922.32, BRI 4k 34 B & 1 .

SrHT Al Ak ESG R I BT AR AE 1% /K N2 A1E, R ESG RIMHE Sl i e A A 1E
FEZIE . ESG RILEIF A EIEK 1%, Ll vt kb 0.007%. X 58 1 —5, B4l ESG &I
FI3E A A TR R R R . RERI . S TUERIA A TNATE R 5 a5 SR E 1%HKF T &
FONIE, BIHERES A 0.013, 0.003 F1 0.008. KA ESG £ %7 T (1 ZR D306 $ v Al m 78 2%
RAFIEREEER, Bk 2. Bk 3 ARk 4 38or.
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Table 5. Regression results

F 5. EIFLR
B X T4l & P
ESGscore 0.007* 3.23 0.001
Escore 0.013™ 6.30 0.004
Sscore 0.003™" 2.42 0.006
Gscore 0.008™" 4.48 0.003
ZCC -0.024™" -10.77 0.005
QR 0.022™ 17.00 0.032
TBQ 0.004 4.67 0.245
771 -0.058™ —10.51 0.034
ROA -0.291™" —9.64 0.003
EPU 0.065™ 3.59 0.012
Cons 0.528™" 9.02 0.004
Wald chi?(7) 913.58
Log likeihood 2560.8638
LR chi? 922.32
TN TR BIERORTE 1% 5% A1 10% M SE i KE T R
6. &g

I 2017~2022 (1) FAE 1087 FAF FERt GdkAT EA 3 A LUK B, Al ESG R I -5 fh 5% 2% 1EAH
Ko B, MNRORAES= IR TR T H SRS D7 R ESG #&, IR, kK
=TT, INERA R NG, REEREAE, LIS ERERRE. Fi, i ESG HTH R =1
I, AMVERNGRAE SPEE, IEBTEE . BRNSER A DG B A L R AR A ESG R I, A
M — B3R RE, B AN AR EH ARG, faE BB, s rinsEsss s
FAERNE B, BOZRW AR IES BALSIER, MBIk ESG 4720, FFHEAT K. BRI M fdiiE,
NI BEARAS 2 AT RR, AR R A VA BERBUAE Ak ot 1 FE o GBS RIEIE T, $E Mt 2oR.

AT, MEARE ESG 15 B4k I e, HEBh ESG PP RARMER 5 EH B EE . BUMNHI
AZIE 2k DR A E I, ki R RIREE RIEH, @l Tl ESG RILM I 15tte 5 4
AR, A2 THERIA SR T AT N . [N, BT RZ 5835 M ESG # BEAH M, thann
KA AR 7% ESG 15 SR IR, 38l bk &5 i A5 BRI ReAs, R Ak TERA Y ESG ik,
HEMH S A AR IS E R0R, 38 ESG RIMAMUST G A1 2 T RpSE R R LR, Rt /2 32 Al 08 2805
P& B WG A T B
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