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WG SR T SR, TE J5 1T N SR AR R 2 AH O3 K 0 4 SR, AR S R R i R M b ot
4b% K I ESG & B i % B 58 ESG R IR K594 BR (Walker A1 Wan, 2012) . 1X 7] fg 5 8 H I &
EVERE, BEAR B BB . 10 ESG AR Z AR T IR AR R R 5 T R, BRAK F AT IR
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JAGEE(1983—), 5B, L BONPH N, 2 BOK 508 S e 082, LA 0.
* 109 -


https://doi.org/10.16538/j.cnki.jfe.20230812.102

M ZFRIE 2024 5 4 19

1, ANV E i R A R 1K ESG 13 B R 21 2 # 1 H ESG 52 % M ( Carlos Al Lewis, 2018) . iX AJ
e Aol 2k 25 BESG BUB AL 2 P 3 R, S2A 478 53 (Testa 55, 2018) . DL ESG BEALME 4% 25 (1 R
RIZE T, S Brnd s« [ B R i ESG f# W4 B 7 A 1 s o P T /3 AR, oh [ ESG i) &
DB B 8 O 2, o R Gt — M A b vh PR B 58 A b THT I 50/ 1) ESG 45 55 e 7, 8 R AR AL
B B B R A 25, 2022) 0 BZ NIPE L SR B IR 25 5 77 AR DS A 2 i E
AN P SR WS 1 A R ATy, TR 2 B MR B A 17 7 % 08 R B R IC B A, AR T2 0 e ot K R
(ZEH, 2018) o [RIH, Gr o] A5 2808 1] 3 ol S8 W 14 47 9 R A4 SCAFF e 1 O B ] 7L

15155 T LY BRI Ny, 15755 322 v 1 B 1) i 2 PR P 2% 3R mT DL /D 5 55 A% 1 R B 46 9 ) K
A T H 5 A AN B, 4RAT 55 4 Rl rb A LA 2 W08 A0 3R A R N FA A 15 B 7 T B A A
SR P AR PR B, 6 A5 55 NAT D I 5 96 B LG 80 2 ( Diamond, 1984) o AH S HIF 5K 2l 8 AR AT
B — R 5 T R FF B8, 1 SE bR b AR A (8] X — SR A mVA B R Py s EE A A A4
(] — S5OV B TR AT 8 I S TR A S BRI EUA L R A S S, SRR AR A T R E AR
PR o XA AT BT 4 b 3545 5 40 2 19 5% 3Kk 4% #F ( Brauning F1 Fecht, 2017), & B A7 & 2 106 4%
N, U T AW Y 5 VA PR R B (Dass Al Massa, 2011) 22 i #5%% AN & CH AT i THEF, 20150 3R
AP AH S (B e F= 227K, 2018) 55 o UL 43K, A 4 Rl 117 3 < #5 R 9% v A T e 1) o 2 44,
AT T 4R AR 6T 55 N0 ESG R . 2022 4F, Ji rf B AL OR M 23 AT I CHRAT ML £ 56 Ml 2 £ 65 il i
G0 F H, ARAT R G ATL A AU 2 A AN B 0 R BRI A, B NG ESG KUK B, 8 3 58 A
PGB, bR T R % A ESG RILAL, 4RAT H B 1 ESG R IL K H 5 55 A1 ESG X[ —
Fh BB S SRR S . A0, 2018 4 5 B AR AT X0 4 b S I R AT AR, ©2021 4R
HRAT AR A5 1k 1) R A1 37 I R R AR T H ARl U . I B RS S W i EE ESG HE A AR
TS 1A T ESG B & (Al S 2 il ka3, 1R BL 7 AR 4 ESG — Btk X3 0% ¥ Ve B Ay e g A
Mo BRIAIR RS N ARTATIF TR A — 55 ESG 17 A B 735 5, SR 2, K4
BIF FE AT 46 38 3ok W 5% % R R ASE BT % ok A AR AT B D7 TG Ak ESG 3R BRI S, 4G AF 72 A
ERT O J5 15 50T Al HEEE M ESG AT AR A 2K 5 824 A ESG — BUME ¥R BE AL

— BRI AR, ATy 2 AV i PR R AL T BB R R 2 T R R K R BT (Fry
A1 Smith, 1987) . 1, Liu 8 (202D AT 5K I, FEHE RIS R b, 2 P 54N AL 2 5T AR R I
— R, KPR RGUSR L, RINE M S ST A BT 8R4 ESG — ik
SR AHRAT 5 A AE X 5 ESG Il B 25 BE L U8 6 9K DA R A ¥ FL A i ESG sk i Uy T X A A
Yo ARSCK SR RTAR & ESG — 8t 567 5 Sk i ¥ ESG AT N E T’ — o HrdEZe v, 25T
PLUR s SRR : 28—, A RR A58 RV W 98 = BN 5 5% R AL SR IR 1y 8 SR I 55 ) P e
TFCHE 25, 20165 B HE T2 122 7K, 2018), T A Ay B 45 B A ¢ R 1) — Pl BRPE AL, 4R A (8] X ) —
F L RE S IR I MU SR AN LA B T 25 (. B8 T, AR S WUBR” IS R, ESG 5 AR IZ T BN R AT
BEHI R b o 90 30, YT IR AR AT 7E 42 B 3R 4 6 4 “ ESG R BLE A BY ", W5 5 2 1) 4 mi % U 58 1) 4
R JEAIIE, LA AR AR AR ¢ RUKE o« “TEAE B AS BT R, BRAT R 2 A F] VA A TS 58K
FIAE AR A4 SRR (4 81145, 2017) o B 4 BRAUIEBUR IR, A% G5 68 U5 fiff & XU FI &2
A PRI BT 5 I 9 R 2 0 KA I W A FH KU A R KRS, A R AT B o B AR i

@® £ I, http://us.xinhuanet.com/2018-04/13/c_129849390.htm.
@ % http://news.cctv.com/2021/09/25/ARTIB80tZpYxH50xgKbiKMHv210925.shtml .
® % L. https://finance.jschina.com.cn/ywjj/202307/t20230728_3257250.shtml.
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A IR BT A 5 RS 1 IR o A S B 06 &R b I B va BEAL A, B AT 4R A ESG — B BE vT DATE
BT 3 U7 AR HLAG AT IA B AE Y 6 F, B 0T DLAE 5% S5 9K M RE JE AN S FR 1T B0 1 B AN A2 1)
R, B 3 B AR AT BT A O 2 A RO i B S B AR MR . BY AT R A ESG — A B TR
FOWUTT A EL AN T ) B2 LB AT R TE, A 52 5% )5 Ak ) ESG AT k3

ASGERCHE EH R ERAT S A R B A A B E DT ERE, 12 H RepRisk 1 Bloomberg (1] ESG
H s A2 ok AT B A 1) SRS M ESG AT N, B ATHT R A ESG — B MEXT 08 /5 A Mk S & M ESG 1T N
S o BIF 5T L, DY AT 4R 4 ESG R BBk AHAL, B¥ 5 Mk ESG® FAT A —" W4T Jyilk b 5
BE7 AT ARG, BEAT4R A BSG — BUPE X “ 4k 47 v 1 # i) 4 F B n 568 3 o ML o AT 3 B, BT
MR A ESG — S0P £ B« B & RN R IR ELAL N, TR Al 1 SR 1 ESG AT N . R
P HT R, 5 RS AR LG, SERTHR A ESG — S0t X 0% J5 B A5 4k 5 M ESG 47 N K152 i T
B 5 R AT DT R AR A Ak A B, B RTAR 4 ESG — EiE X 6% 5 Ak S ng M ESG 47 N R R
TE AR AT B 6 v 1 Al R B N 2 s 5/ FURAR AT WA AR L, DY AT HR A ESG — BUMEXT 5% 5
Al SR P ESG A7 9 1 A FHAE KRB AR AT AL b B8 I 88 3 . AR SOk R, 5 BY AT AR A ESG
FAEME— B LG, DY RTAR & ESG 58 57 M — SO 58 Ji5 A\l SR WS 1 ESG AT A il 4 F B8 il . A
SC AT B8 BB 9T DT R T B A ELLE -

B FE T SR, R TRAEX RO IR X TR RNIA I EH
GeLATF AT BT — AR A g RIFE TR RMA TG R0 5. A SOk 3 Z R0 TR A&
K ZXF A LA 5 7] 15 14 ( Brauning F1 Fecht, 2017)+ A &) 76 # /K~ (Dass 1 Massa, 2011)+ & % &%
SR EERN R THIT, 2015 & 5 A B2 . AR AR A 58 R A FL 58 il AL, BWLA SR 3 BB SR Bk
B ORI CREE S, 2014) . Gl ¥R 45 1 (EE R 55, 20200 55 J5 T R g A X &R o A
JEEBYRTGY R 5 81 B AR A ESG — B0 5 M ESG 1T A58 R, X A MHR A — Bk 41 A
R TR R, &ML ESGH FATA—" AEEE THRAA XKML

B FEE THEMKE KRE BSG AT NI SR . A TR EEER TR X R -
7% 0 N T k43 35 AR R I A9 BE E ( Schiller, 2018; Liu 25, 2021), % /04 SCBA R I+ 48 4 3 T
ESG — ML TE il 1) 3240 58 R 008 J5 A Mb SR g P ESG AT A2 . H |f, & A STk ESG Bl &
INERAS L5 2 T . #1201, Houston A1 Shan(2022)HF 78 & B, #£ 3545 ESG I I ARAT 1 B 3k
Z 5, N ESG SiRL £ 3T, X k% ESG R LI AR AT £ 58 0 ™A% SR B R 4k (1) ESG
178 RICREGERT R A ESG —BUHE RIS m, I 6 5% 5 ol 1 ESG® S AT A —" 47 kAT 7 4
G o BRAN, AR M T RAEE—B05 525 M — Foet ol ESG HAT A" RIS, R T R 2%
AH 5 3 5% & ] 52 i 4l ESG 47 A B 52 .

5= R T A SRS M ESG AT N R M R 2 AT 736 Bl . B B 7T 32 A ] IE B ( Zhang,
2022) BRI 77 CRAA A, 2022) F il BE 38858 2% 55 (Zhang, 2022) S840 A 4R 0 Hoxt Al 4t 25 534T
CEAIA T BRI, A SR B AT AR A ESG — B0 5 5% 5 Ak (0 SRS 1 ESG AT N E T FH — 4
PrHESE o IXAANAR g T Ak SR WS 1 ESG AT s[RI 38 B 70, JE X 4R A0 AR 3 P
SR AT NHEAT T B, 0T TR AAT R B A TR B, T HE R T Ak VA R AR
GBI T 5

BRSO mEMRRR

IR, s 1% ESG #% 55 il FE A1 3 58 # v A B2 3 804 Mk 7E ESG 552 B v HY B 3R T 1 B 2
WEMER EERLZHENSR. B ESG ST A —" RN ESG EELERIMN(“1T7” )5 ESG 15
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BHECFOMA =8 NAT"MAEE, AN, AR EAT ESG #7550 W N
WS SV S5 SHBL TR, (E KA, ESG Frfl 2tk & R AR 77 4 ARG ™ 8,
XA Bh T 4 5 A ML FK A8 /& B BE /1 (Lins 25, 2017) . Shiu A1 Yang(2017) B 78 & B, 24 4l 1 i
G AR fE LR, BAF 14 2 BT AT R I B8 08 5 i 52 AN 653 7% 0 A S 31— 8 1 TRB SR o B T
AT A, Ak T L i BSG S BIEEE (57D, BRI R A T R B B R, nin g
P AF . 238 AL % 45 (Zhang, 2022) . Walker f1 Wan(2012) 45 i, BT 8 = 49K PE 1 ESG 15
EPE R, B B T BRIk £ ESG 18 B R R PR BRI ESG LI # UE LA, 0 K B R A A
B 52 ESG R I ME B . AR BT IR AR 10, A T IE R IR R B 8, Al 7R ZEORAUAM
I 25 K O 2 WA IR 0 A I R SR AT 7 e B, D T R R T SR B Akt LR 85 R LI
R, Ak 2% Kk #E 0t B 5 FIH) ESG {5 5., 803 W= 16 FU i 19 ESG 5 &, HILH I 517
AN—" [ % (Topal 2, 20200 . JLHEFHEZEQOID W T KDL, LI TR Z K, i i T
T I B PR AE PR BRSO B R .

AR BE TR N, REFH ESG R A B T k3R 573K, (HIX IF A Bk 123845 58
a2 AE S VYR RIRE I ESG AT Hhrik . (E3R ISk 5, kAR T fE 4 1 3 R SE 1
ESG {5 B9 5 H S BN RNE, WL STA—" IR . 2R, BEAT 4R 4011 ESG 47 N2 4
Y B AT BB BN ESG M B S 52 3 I (0 B AR M e EE AL . AR A K R AR TE A T & I R
AR R AE— B E . 7RSI M ESG 15 B 3% 5 H1 B A 58 3 A5 0L R, R 25 AR ¢
BB 77 B8 08 5 IO MR I S 20 AR A EL AN A B AL (Pan 55, 20200, M SEB 5% /5 4
W ESG FATA—" MR . AN, Z BT AGE AT R A ESG — B X 5% )5 4l ESG* F AT A
=" PR, EE A

— 7, — AT RARAE A A, A KRNI . Bt b, TR ESG —#
MR ) L 5 R B TSRO0 E B AT 545 B A8 Tk i — SR R S AR
J b S DB AT g Ll i 85 341858 e ( Guiso 45, 2004), HRAT /2 75 I8 75 9 A b 32 44 5 R H R 11y 0%
o SRAT X A G AR T A G . T OY AT AR £ ESG A7 7E — B, RAT X Al 1 RF 82 K
JEE A R R AT BE 7 HL A R A G [, R RS Al AT XU BBl B Al S DY B e A 4R
Yo BT 5 O 25 2 e I R I AR AT I o R SR IR, AR AT I R 2 B AL BY KR I RO 4 i)
FE s 0 5% 5 A IS S, S8 AN T R 4 DY R A v AR B AT RE P RA A 5 R, B S )k ESGH F
A7 AN =7 B 0 R T RE A

F i, FETEENEE, VERAE RGO R — TSRS 1, SEaT4R & ESG — 3
P2 AR AT s o6t £ 5% 5 BSGY FAT A —7 B o MR A5 T 58 A0 ESG — Bt & riie i 324
KEFYT WA TN, WG 2 R84 5, 27 A 25 A ER RS, AR 77
T2 AT N IEAT PSR, DRI 23 B 2 O AR AR R A i AN SR B AR O 7B ] DULVE SN — R AR,
VAR B ) I, A 3R AR R 25 B K AK (Cao 2%, 2015) ;5 [RIAF, 75 2% #8237 i AR B v, AEL R OR 200 bL A
. Bk, ARG — @M M, v LAE S S RHAT T N2 R . i R BY S5 ESGT F AT
A" HIEE T ERMEE S B R B A S, T4 Aok 18 s b A8 ™ 25 1 A vk M g b 0 B0 i
Mo “ IRV JE7 £5 15 BT B 1) 75 225 i AL 23 % B 2% b JHCAth ) 25 A DG 38 10 75 288 7= AR 2 K i i A
L7, B ARG A Ml K BE 77+ O AR AT A5 5% KUK 1 1 (Kreps 2, 1982) % . Ak, 47 & 2R Ak
B2 G THERY . AL TUEIEAT L5 A RS E 3, MBI ESG  F176—" . & T
I, ASCHE W BLR B AR

B 1: BEATER A ESG — EU ik fe 6 5 & 40 1l 5% 5 sk ESG S47 A —"
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X ESG® T 7 A AT I SR I P B O B R TR E A B R Ak A A A ) LA
MR A LA 90, SRBS I ESG AT ML IR« T 7 477 32 /D AT DL oy o gk Al AR T Fh %
Ho XF BT NCF" L F 477, Topal 55 (20200 AR “EEE” & Akl i ££ %1% S 15
JER R ST FR BE A BT B — R SRS PR AT N . T LR AT N M B, Aok i A S5 AL
ESG Sk B I 4 (0 JC A K G, PRI 5 1 A% 1 2 75 H0 I 8] A T2 R B0 XU, A A M T I & v 1
iy, T AAE R R X BEERAT AT AT AT, Al ] DUdE AR kBRI ESG AH
S, AT 28 B B AR ) ESG #3510 S o 1K 2 (R 5 T e P WF R B A A U THI I B AR S H
FHLG, ESG 32 H 0SB AR A 48 dme R AL BB S s R FE A R o BEAh, “IEAR T Al ad I A X R 5
(1) B 5% SR WK, BE 0% BE S [F) 47 IR ) AR 2 AH DG 38 7% SR FH 2, AT AR ¢ AT b 45 b £ (Huang 55,
2022), {H“JEAR” 0] B 2 48 A b 2k 25508 PR B BBURK B P K S8 (Testa 55, 2018)

IR AL, CUEERT A 28D U B RO T ) RS PR AT S 2 A A S LR HL A
A ) ESG 15 S, 38600 5% AR 117 3% #5528 R0 FL A R 25 A OC 7 X 4ol ESG AT 1 % 50 M 5, iX 3 BUR
ATAE R I VAR AT g B THI W 588 1 RO RROAS o TRV, Aol oA Bl 2 1) 2 AH OG5 1 B B R AR 25 5 2k 25
HIEME, M EEER S RERIAN LEHE . N TBEZMNIER, AF 2 NFEER ED,
TN BV 52 2 10 A ol DU o) 3R P AR X P A S R A BISR DR <1 S, DL /N 5%
JIRARFF ESG WAy . X R E “IEG” 1° Fid H " AR, “EAR” A O B A BT
427 (Huang 45, 2022), B IR S0 PEAT D4 18000, 3G T I P U 2 DR IS8 7R i 0 st A A 55 4
IS, X FEURAT X “VEERAT AW R BR BN A 2 o M Ak, HRATAE DY R AR A 2 B VE VR A Al
T W PR A5 P RURS: R 0 45, 20200 o T FE DR 3K R UG, 8RAT 2 Bl 1) T R De sk ik R 5 AR
FRE MR 3R Ae 7 CEWN BRI E 7ok, 201300 Ak “ TR 4T N2 5 B AR AT A H A R 26 40 5 3 B
Woile — B AL O ESG” 88 ML 2> 3= AT AR BEOL, “ T B % 58 I % 1 i B R U & 2 7
LB ) PAY e S5 A Ml K U S S R R R BEAS T S Aol O T AT N I A IR AR . X
2 QAN A E A E M LT 5 P2 ] B 8K

g5 bay b, ERARCURGR” AN CIEAR” HOR ML AT N, AR ARAT R R AT I M B BBl
FE R U RS BEAR, HL VR S A AT B i 24 11 BT S e DK T VR ER T, R T AR AT 4 B v LAY
Ja Al AR AT N IIA EE . BT Ik, AR SR DL R R AU

B 2: 5 ESG AR AT MM L, A TY A ESG — FUE o A 0 £ Mk 5% )5 (1) ESG“ I 43
7.

= Rt

(DR AR 34 B 5 B4 SRR

ARSI 2010—2020 4F [ A B E T A & AT R ARAT VR A BE AR A, M T 4R
TR E, X FEARSAT T UL R AL R B [F B f RepRisk ESG iF 2% Al Bloomberg
ESG PP R IIFEAR: (2D HIBRAL T ST\ *ST 8¢ PT &5 53 % 58 Z RS IR AR (BRI~ fifii % K T
1 HIREAS s (4D ATy Ak B & b B, 2D B Ak ) ESG R B ] B8 2 52 WA AT Mk ESG A #E 1A
E, S HAE Q01D M FT, BB F— ATk F 10 RAMLFIFEA: (5 51 Bk & m iR A7 Ik 1
FEA (6 5 Bk T2 BAF BB REAR o ARSI 28445 31 2602 AN VLA o Sy 1 42 il A o (B 1) 5 o, AR
AT E AR BT T BT 1% 1 Winsorize KB . Ak 5 B b ok B E 28 % (CSMAR) %
P
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AT 5 A A ST HHE R B v B BT 7T 55 F & (CNRDS), ASCHEAT 1 BL N A B (1D
B DR AT R 32 A S B AT 0 A IR BT ARAT BORE AR (2D B B PR R AT R IR S8 & IR
Ay B ARNAE [ —4E A & 2B B 28 A BB AE B, HOERRAT IR T 1 — ARAT 19, & 9F )
G (D RMLAEF — B P 2 X OURIRAT I, T 2 K BUIRAT ESG SR I A
{8 o ASCAE Ak 44 FR T UL S CNRDS 4R 4 £ 5% £ 45 A1 RepRisk 4, JF A A # R B #]
T A S R4 5 ok BRI A K AL 1R g s 44 B, DLORIE DT T 10 A At

WA ESG H LRI (ESG_per) ¥ ¥E K B K 4 £ 45 ©F 70 .0 (WRDS) ) RepRisk #5 %
(Reputational Risk Index, RRD » AX3C K A RRI fif & fR & ESG H SR I & BEMEAE T HAr, B W
SRTIZ AL HI K ESG PR R K 2 ST AE VP E AR B R BGER A RER B, B B HGERE R
FLICPE ATEE M S R R R 2 52 B B PP AR I RZ W . 1T RepRisk 04 22K A ¢ fH Ab 1)
W7 B J7VEX BT E AR ESG KU 4 #E AT VA%, a8 i 48 48 B & ok | 58 =07 AR 28 AH 9% T 1)
ATHE B, HEBRAT AT A 7] BEHE o 00T 2 3 4K K 52 ESG R BUR SR B 3515 B, A XUl
P AV ESG A7 A B SN ES SE A, B IE AR I B VP AR 4T .

4l ESG {5 2 9 2 R WL (ESG_dis) ¥4 >k B 218 (Bloomberg) ¥ 55 . 4 4 53 FL 45 e
ESG 15 = # #% 13 4> (Bloomberg ESG Disclosure Scores) . A~ 3 2 1 ESG ¥¥s >k fii7 /= >\l ESG
EEMWBERNAGEMAET: F—, S8 ESG HLRIM(ESG_per) B KT & DA IRFFG —
%, 9218 ESG #dls LUE B P AZ AL X ESG AH ¢ ULRE H 4 B R} A 45 8 B BE AR 070, W8 JLAE
L ph o AR RS M2 A X b ESG B B LA A, I B4 B K R 5 1 ESG $dE
BEAT AR UEAL AL 3 o X —F b A 0% A 4 1T b 17 B SR A ESG 15 S B RR I R 30, 5 4 b 2 300 A 91 2%
FEREF .

(ORI 5740 B g

N T A B AT A ESG — B X B 5 Al SRS 1 ESG AT N M SE I, AR SCHIEE T 4 R AR A

ESG strategic;,,, = By + 5 ESG_similarity,;, , + 5,Controls,, , + Firm,; + Year, + &, QD)
Horp, i oA, j RARIEHRAT, t RN FEAD « ESG strategic, ., Ron Al i ZEHEfE 1 4F
KIS m& % ESG 17N, ESG similarity, ., R~ HEHT 1 IR A ESG — 8, Controls, ., T~ 15 1| A8
B 4 B W E A WU LT AT 8 A ESG — Bk e e 1 1| 9% 5 A lk 1Y) SR BE 1 ESG AT M.

ESG strategic N R AR &, BRI Ak SRS 4 ESG 17 8. ©75 Zhang(2022) FIHFFL, AN SCLAHE
Ja 1l ESG 15 Bk 5 R IL(ESG_dis) 5 F.52 ESG R IL(ESG_per) I 72 7 K A7 & A b 37 g
P ESG 47 N (ESG strategic) . EAKM, A3 F| H Bloomberg ESG 15 B 3 % 15 70 K47 & A ML i) ESG
5 R R R (ESG _dis), 7 B 545 70 B WUAE Y6 Y 0-100, 45708 &, Ak ESG 15 B FE K
PbiE . AL PL RepRisk ESG X 5514 2 85 7K 1 ke ffi &2 L ) ESG 3L R I (ESG_per), RRI K]
HUE TS A 0-1000 A SCH# H FE RRIGEAT 4 FE 1 35 A6 Ak B2 43 1) 4F B2 RRI. RepRisk ESG i #7 ibk
AN, b B2 ) ESG R BT . A< 32X Bloomberg ESG 15 5 A1 HX 7 J5 i) RepRisk ESG 15 7 itk
ITIH— A, P B AT EL . e Ak, B T A [F AT KK ESG A itk AR 28 AH OG5 1K 70 % A
FHTA], A SCK AR ESG 15 2 4% 75 2 IR B s R L5 [R) 47 M FL At A b AT BB B BURR #E Ak 22
o feJa, ACHAXHE, fabriok, 575 )l ESG 15 B9 58 KI5 H LRI A — B ol fm 25 72
JEE . BARTHRE A AR
ESG _dis,, —ESG dis ESG_per,,, —ESG _per

o _dis o

ESG_strategic,,,, = 2

per
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A O R AT BN A ESG — S (ESG similarity) » A CKAR A ESG — Uitk @ XN
AT 5 AL AE X 7 ESG 0] @2 B B 32 5K DL K e A 3 ESG 5 U7 i AR LS« 2
2% Houston Al Shan(2022) [JHF 58, 430K FH BEAT 1 A 4R X7 ESG H SE R WL (RepRisk RRD 2 %
B2 0 B AT M & o AR SOREIX — 8 AR 3E A7 A oE A A 57 10) 48 AR e A AR B, ARk OK, R AR A
ESG 2 I ) HH AL b vy

AR 3 HU AR ML AR (Size) B2 A5t 2% (Lev) « S B = I 28 % (Roa)~ H L& & (Fef) iE
21 CEdD ~ PR (Soe) « ANV AF 8 (Listage) « KR % 415 F (Occupy)  CEO £ I LL 4
(CEO_share) W58 JZH B (Pay)« 1+ KM R FFIE LG (Top10D 43 B T 9GVE BE (Analyst) « A
2 TURAE B AT ECCSR_comp) UL S ANV 4L 22 THAEAS BTS2 CCSR_reDAE NI R & . It
A, ARSI H] T AR [ 5 RN CFirm) A1 B [ 5 38 (Year) » 22 B 5E X ILFE 1,

1 TEEX

AT LR Ak X
YA L HE S PEESGAT A ESG_strategic | FRAEACALERJS (1 AV 5% J5 1 FEES G5 B P 77 3 5 3 SR 9L 25 S I i
SERTERAESG— ESG _similarity | BERT VAR A X7 ESGHL IR WL 28 5 (¥ 40 o} (i X 6785 FRadEAT A AL Ak 22
s e FRUEA AR B 5 A Y 5 14AEESGE B s R H LRI 2 KT F W HESG
ESG“ 4k ESG_greenwash | . g
N FRIEILALTIS 055 5 L AEESGHS B KB M 5 12 R T2 %/ T 21 HESG
ESG“ k5 ESG_brownwash | |, e
A A Size AR B 72 AL 5 AR H
B R Lev HAA S S A AR S
ST R A Roa HFE S E P PR B
H RIS Fef (ZETESNIE I S+ TS BB R & RS S DB
HAR Edf HRAENaive 41 11513 5
BRI Soe FRAE S gzl N0, £ o B Ak, IE 1, B R0
VAR Listage Alb b T AR RE SRR H
KIEZR B4 i H Occupy FoAth BESCGR T=
CEOH§fi el CEO share | CEOFFR AR/ S A
W Pay W R =44 S B SRR
CiRWNIFE RS daa ] Top10 [IRWNIE R & syl
Sy AT B Analyst 3T ER B N B SR 4
AN PR T A TR, BB B SR BT B X 53R
AR ETERBREE | CSRoomp | (0 sane b . ML 1, 00550
AL THATAE BT S CSR_rel A e T AL TR IR A AR IR, EUE T, TR0

M. SSIELE R 3 4R

() R Gt

L2 MA T HIRMES SR . IR AT LLE B, ESG strategic AR HEZ N 0.962, % /IME N 0.013,
T KAE N 7.334, IXFR AR MR EEF RIS P ESG 1T N E R K. ESG_greenwash W& /IMEA
0.011, fx K{H N 7.334; ESG_brownwash [f] 5 /ME H—2.548, fx KA }9—0.013. XK ESG" i 4k”
A7 RAE AR E b 2 8] ) 22 S AN B 2 o ESG_similarity (318 9 0.070, f/IME A KA 2 5 N
—2.541 F11.703, K WFEA I OT TR A ESG R IARLBE B4R BN o 5 0 48 8 1) 70 A 3 4 5 B2
YA N, 5 IUA SR AR R — S
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®2 HERMZ

B35 HAR HfE brifEZE R/ME iz % i ONI
ESG_strategic 2602 1.120 0.962 0.013 0.925 7.334
ESG_greenwash 1143 1.355 1.293 0.011 0.935 7.334
ESG_brownwash 1459 —0.941 0.552 —2.548 —0.901 —0.013
ESG_similarity 2602 0.070 0.972 —2.541 0.040 1.703
Size 2602 23.778 1.193 20.428 23.694 27.446

Lev 2602 0.605 0.173 0.151 0.625 0.917

Roa 2602 0.040 0.050 —0.169 0.031 0.282

Fcf 2602 —0.104 0.411 —4.386 —0.021 0.864

Edf 2602 0.005 0.036 0.000 0.000 0.619

Soe 2602 0.543 0.498 0.000 1.000 1.000
Listage 2602 2.660 0.482 1.099 2.773 3.367
Occupy 2602 0.027 0.044 0.000 0.012 0.419
Ceo_share 2602 0.012 0.051 0.000 0.000 0.440
Pay 2602 14.951 0.846 13.000 14.858 17.420
Top10 2602 0.569 0.180 0.127 0.595 0.915
Analyst 2602 2.077 1.128 0.000 2.303 4.159
CSR_comp 2602 0.535 0.499 0.000 1.000 1.000
CSR_rel 2602 0.028 0.165 0.000 0.000 1.000

C O FEUE R T 4 #7
1. BYRTAR Ay ESG — Eu M 5 585 £is b SR & 1 ESG 17 A 1 52 1
L3 TR A ESG — B X Y S #3 AR ESG — UM 53/ 1l SRS

L W ESG AT RHO A4 5o 9 T (R ESG fTRm¥ M

T 78 4518 W AE il 1, A SCAE O B A R A2 &8 [l ESG_strategic

VA L, 38N 25 R AT 5 M 1 W @
RO SRER, BRI RS msosmiany | | P
FOAE B [ 52 SN B R, ESG_similarity K 1.2.79“, 77;‘45,“
K N-0.085, ££ 10% K7 E & E AN R 1707 (2924
XL W GYATER A ESG R B ALL, 8 5 400 A R FFtl sl
55 Al 0 S B ESG AT A B ()37 T MR el sl
[ S N 42 o1 A8 8 > A ] R RN AN 4 [ PR R ) il
SRR R 45 S ESG_similarity 19 R 50A FR 2602 2602
0131, #E 1% kP LR . Liks ii:"?\d{;;;*ﬁﬂﬂ?%%(ﬂ%\ SRR L F T

KW, FEFR 0% 8 AR IE AR B O FERE B, 5% v AR e R RS A . FER.
AT AR A ESG — EUME ST 0% J5 £l 56 W 4 BESG 47 A4 I 40 1) RS 2 25, AT 36 4IE T (1% 1

2. PERTHR A ESG — #tE Xt 0% 5 Al ESG“ 43 ™ il ESG“ AR 4T N I 52 1

4t TATHT R A BSG — Ut 4 B B E Ak ESG R A VEER” AT N [ 45 R
Hodr, 1) N ESGIE&:” A7 AW B VA 45 B, ESG similarity ) 2% 8—-0.314, 7£ 5% KK F L&
FONAG HI(2) N ESG AR AT NI Bl A 45 B, ESG similarity [ 2 EUCHN-0.041, EARZE . iR
gE R, PYRTHR & ESG — SUME X 0 5 Mk ESG“ 4™ 4T SN B0 i A A S i A &%, i
ESG“ 48" AT AR WA K, TS E 18 1% 2.
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(D WA T SRl PR 50 F4 HATRE ESC —BIMXMRE R ESG

1A S “IRER” AN ESGERR ITAMEM

A SCRTREAFAE LAR P 2B 1 i 8 4R AT AT ESG_greenwash | ESG_brownwash
RIS Y AT ESG* S AT AN — " R T 17 J5 ESG g @
CEAART MERTE RO EEREE  fso ity 03147 ~0.041
ESG® Z 78— il 1M ix 2 % P B 56 & (332:;9” <‘O°:981”
WA= AT Ak, AR S LR =Fh 5 WA C3400) (0349,
12K B X AN AR ) A C D 5 B Al B - -~ -
B ESG* SAT A —" B/ M REA . HoAg i, & AN R P Pk
SCAR K5 BR A 52 8T ESG AT A —" & & A JE ] Feihl Fail
1E 5% 10%- 15% 20%- 25%- 30%- 35% 5 ir AR 1143 1459
HOOA R B RE A, FHTHEAT A 40 B7 . (2) 155 ad K 0.726 0517

R A b T PR B R R B ERAT DY AT A A e 1) R . RS R PR TR A5 (20200 (1 T, A SUAN LR BE AR K AR
A Hb 1km. 3km. Skm. 7km. 9km. 11km W &G #3215 8T 70 VA IR TR . (B HEBR AT
TEHT ESG R Z KI5 UL o A 43 5l LR AT A4 M BT AT ESG 38 I I B A b 7 UM FE e, #2258
WA R, 4R EoR, A SHRAT TR ESG R IR, S¥AT4R 4 ESG — kXt 58 J5 4k
ESG“ FATA—" I 1E R A BSr . iR g R, ASCWE 4w A fa gk

2. FR @ e e

T ORUERR TS50 1) v S, AR SO 7 BL R AR A B CO 3R M FH ) (2)
1) 5 73 VLT % (3)Heckman P22 3% (4) 2 il 5% B 4R A SR P ESG 17 A HIFE T : (4 HEBR (4 1
{55248 51 YRUB R R IEDFBUR T30 (5 B ek 5k w1 ESG 1T N M /= 71k (6) F 8 J5
BN R s CTHERR BERTAR A 52 RS2 (8)HERR H B 1 52md; (9) fR B F— 0¥ FRAT 1 F FF
Ao R gE KR, AT R IR AR .

h HE—LoHh

(=) H B 43 BT

AN, GERTER A BSG — Bk ad * B2 @ RN M I BE AN, B2 B )5 Al SRS 1% ESG
178 — 5, R4 ESG — Bk REW 38 iy Al (5 DT 58 T 49 1%, B * B8 G AN " R L) AT
Ja A (4 SR s M BESG AT s 5 — 7 I, # 4 ESG — BUME RE 08 o0t R84 4 IR R UL L
Je A v S 4R o, B L IR B AN R A T Al (K SRS P ESG AT . O T ke ik
PIAE B, A 30245 14 (2019) 80, F T I R A A

Loan,;, (ES G_behavior,, [ES G_disclosure,‘yjy,) =B, + B, ESG_similarity,, , +,Controls,, , 1

+ Firm,; (Industry,) + Year, + ¢,
1 HRAT(E 0Y Bt & ] 1544
AR SCAS 3 B AT AR A ESG — B2 11 23 R AR AT XA sk Al 145 58 B B SRR o A S AR
< BTURT B 3T IR P A 7 THD R A B AR AT (B DY 3R @ AT 154 (Loan) o X T-4RAT H¥ K& 4 (More_loan)
A5 [F) A R SCBRAT j T8GR A R AR R AT AP AR B, Ak i 3RA5 T 58 2 BT, ) More_loan HUAE

O RG], ASCRIVR AT SRt s R BESER.
@ ZRMRIRA, ASCRIURAE R EER, HEER.
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M1, B 0. X T4RAT SR WIIR (More_term), % 5 [84F R 54347 j CE b 1 HAd 1R 47 M A b
ML, ki K5 T ER AT FIR, W More term BXUE A 1, B NN 0. 45 R E IR, ESG similarity
(1 2 BAE 1% KPR 3N IE, U0 AT AR 4 ESG — ik i 55 1 4R 47 4 b (i Ui & g, &
RPN GRS, SR MIRE K. T 0L, SEATH 4 BSG — St e R IR LB R R & X
R AR A, AT Bl £ Ml 2438 S ESG AT N, “ WA 3B T

2. AL IREE, Ao IHHERI GG B E

AR SCAS B BT AR A BSG — Bk AR A (R A A AR A e R BT A S VR R IS B R R
B, AXN=EAFH kG EALHE, o HHE RN CESG _behavior) AE B # i &
(ESG_disclosure) . TEMEERILIT1H, £ % TR T8 (2021 LA K 52 H M E (2022) IHF 5T, AL
F ARG CE_award) NGB 37 (E_patentd) 56 bR AT B . fEHSFEN T, 3% £ i
A E B (2022 WF 58, A SCR A S sk (S job) 1 &35 481 (S _donation) W§ AN $8 b ik 47 i
. FEATNEH T, 2% BRI EEIEHE(2021) A R Ty 4 55 KGR AR BN (2016 I 58, A SC P 4%
i & (G_ICO) FUE FAT 9 (G _violate) Wi~ Fa i EAT FE & o 7E A\ ESG 15 B9 85 77 T, A TR A
AL (E disclosure)« 122 (S _disclosure) FIIGHL (G _disclosure) 5y WiiE B F 15 AT E =,
i RN, ESG_similarity (W) ZEUE 3 M 1E, U UE T A ESG — Bt B8 0% (2 43 A bk o 385 2R 5%
S VR E RPN B R B, AT AL ESG FATA " AT N, IR AN ROL .

(D R ot

1. Ak BT A i) 2R A

HAE KA NTHEHESHEFEaEHSEHESHESFEa(HIES, 202D,
A A AN A B ] B 48 57 ) B B S0, F ESG SRR T, W R i S ESG KB EAT.
PEATAR £ ESG — E ik KR8 7 Ak S v ESG AT i 1 e (0 7T fig k=% RE 3 [E A Ak 7 3¢
FE R Flk 4 /P B R A, SLEE R BN A 4 ESG KB HIFRZE . Nk, E4R 4 ESG — 81
BF, T AR O A R S LR R, B Ak T AT RE R L ESGE FAT A —" 47 N AR ST
RIFITE G . 10 RE I LAE B H AN T, RERATR A ESG — B2 I K585 I8
ESG L2 32 SUAT A # R 0 B XU, H HS T 48 0% 2% 2 158 RE, L AT RE JF AN 2 32 30 1 82 S & 1% ESG
178 Bk, A SCTAGE AT 8 A ESG — BUME X BY 5 4 Mk 58 & M ESG ATy (140 1) 28082 7E B 7 4
RN . RS A CO MBI (285 R EIR, £ EA SN FEA T, ESG similarity ) R ECN
—0.153, 7E 1% (/K- 8 N6, XU 7 RR .

2. AP KR AT DR A AR

ARICNN, WRAEARAT (15 3 AL A 5 i S LR 4E 4 5 57 6 &R, LI S AT 4R 4 ESG — Bk
55 Mk ESGE SAT A —" MMEH SR . —J7 T, £l 5 AR R AT 2 vk 35 3k 43 At
AN R T L2 5/ o 2 At A 0 i R R TE WSO, A b B R 5 32 B4R AT ESG il BE IR, M
11 58 2) 77 B A 0 L AR AT 1) ESG brift, 90/> KBS E ESG AT 8. 5 —J7 T, A B AR AR AT &=
R T 5 BT 9% &R BN TR FE 85 5 (Uzzi 1 Gillespie, 2002) o R A5 = HIH# A 5% &2 F B T 447
W B R BT Ak 5 ESG AH GBS B, $& = R AT U Ak ESG* FATA—" II8E 1, M
{838 Ak 29 ESG Ml 2> 3 AT N . NIk, % Chen F1 Vashishtha(2017) [ 7T, A SCR FARAT
TR 7R ) LA SR AT B A M AR AT BRI (Depbank) o A SCHE 25 MR AR AT 0 AE AL
B, B REA S NARAT R SR A . 3R S A (D RIF (4D 25 IR, T8 R AT 4036 5 A v )
A, ESG similarity ) ZH0N—-0.184, 7E 5% HI/K P F 83 N6, FUEFTR A ESG — 8t 514%
Ji Al 5K B P BSG 47 M 1 5 1] 9% 28 78 AR AT A PR 88 v 110 £ M Hh B i A
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x5 RRMSH

ESG strategic
w | @ @ | @ (5) ©
PR HRAT UM E HRATHUAE
EA Al RE = {(iS x N
-0.153™ -0.062 -0.184" —-0.078 -0.193" -0.080
ESG similarity
(—2.584) (-0.875) (—2.487) (-1.038) (-3.169) (—1.134)
N ~7.694 -8.615™ -10.752™ ~12.163 -7.919" -5.823
g el
(-1.508) (-3.165) (—2.641) (-1.967) (—2.403) (-1314)
P AR & il i Etii Eickii il J il
A 5 4 ] 5 850 il ] il i) il sl
FEA & 1412 1190 1325 1277 1061 1541
adj. R 0.564 0.678 0.563 0.690 0.618 0.561
Chow i ¥pfE. 0.000™" 0.000"™" 0.000™"

3. AT A

G RT3 Hh A BE T WS BN X BRI N T A8 5 1 3 B A 8 M (Stiglitz A1 Weiss, 1981), i
AN [F) AR () R AT AL LE Ak % A (5 B USCER J7 Th A7 IR 2 e, P BUT AT R A ESG — S XS 98 )5
Ak HE W& VE ESG AT Ny (1 40 280 B AT B AEAE S B PE o AR, KA ERAT WL A B 58 3 1 BLE &
Fa 5 T WA 0 TR ) 8 A b S 1 PR RA G A R D T R AL A R A & B A 35 o FE DR AT AR £
ESG —SUHEIG 5T, REVRAT WA A5 SR B 35 0ok 7 0% )5 Ak ESG HL2x 3= AT kiR il i)
AR o D ESG” AT J 1) B 6K T B0 A Ml T I vy 50 1100 0BT B Js A I 75 255 B A o TR b, AR SN R DR
LA ESG — B xS 5% 5 A Mk SR P ESG AT A 40 1) 2R A2 R RLARAT LA AR AR S 3 .
B, 545 57 R 2R 42 75 (2019) OAIT 5T, A ST AR AR 20 N BAT BB KN4 . %6 5 Hh 31 (5) F 371
(6) 45 BB IR, 15 RIMBARITHIMEEA T, ESG similarity I 28090193, 7£ 1% (FI/KF ERE N
i, IKAESE T R FiHA .

(ZDMATERT ESG — B f9 A [/ 26 84 43 by

BYRT AR AR ESG A [F) 4 J& 19— UM AT AE 52 0 53 J5 Ak (1 S g P ESG 47 4 . i % Porter 1
Kramer(2006) [ 70, A SCAKHE ESG [k SEHELL, 4 ESG Xl 73 N RAEME ESG FIsL i ESG. H:
W, RAEYE ESG B AT AN ay WA o A5 A 1 RS S0 R AE, 2 9 Ak B AR £ 0 PR B Bl 2
B SR BT, 1S b b I oK SR BS54 36 20, 8 A DL T 2 A Mk R 5 B e R A Ak
B & HAb AR 7 STAEAT NI 567 (Koehn AT Ueng, 2010), = SEPRGHE 2025 . S5 1% ESG R
T F A A A 2 3 S A E LS, RIS L SR A R B T AT B U A
Bk 478 75 h i R O EESERBE T4, 2018), B SGVE ML 54 & F] 25 128 X, A R F 4k
TE fifE PRt 2 T 730 1 () B 3R 5% L 3, SEB AT 4Rk R o SR PE ESG i i ik A A b A 18 B 3
(1 ESG L&, NG AL 2 003E FL 2o, T8 B b ks 1 58 4 00 34, R I HH 0 1Y) B A 3 1
Kk, 5 RAEYE ESG AHEL, SEJFUIE ESG e % it s 4 Mk ESG SE B IR A1 ) &, 400 £l (19 S
ESG 17 4. AT, 55 AT4R & ESG RAEM: —BUH LG, TYAT4R 4 ESG SL it — BUE R A AR
P 52 S MG FERE, AT A 1) 5% 5 Al ¥ SR B 1 ESG 47 M .

FAEYE ESG LB B iR A A2 8 B, BAA R4 AV A M R il CE s RADE KR,
2022) . RAEYE ESG — Sl VP R A 7E 2638 . BIRFIE B L G U 2 LR IS 15 T
ESG T 4E 5 b B ARALRE B2 ke fli &, AR 7 v SAAY (2O A [ o 1 S5 5 7 ESG 22 4% ESG ik A\ 5B
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KEENT, UERZ O IINE R, BA 6 R{ESG—BMMARAKE S
o 5 R N 2R O 38 5 0 B O 4% T
2018) . SEJF 1% ESG — B il ik 7 i 82 A 7 5 @
R AFNEERI, JE AR REW, - S RAEHE
Mh RIS 42 T ESG 45 B AHALRE B Sk ESG_similarity -0.4257(=1.975) | —0.004(—0.090)
i, BARITESBA (O ME . %651 LS ~11.0187(-2.042) | ~11.8707(-2.234)
i ESG_similarity 1] %50 9—0.425, 1E 5% K] PR i) i)

N AR 5 4 B2 [ K i Ecyil
KP B2 R B2 W ESG _similarity 1) o o4 514
FAHON-0.004, (HARE . FIRAFIUEL T | adj. B 0.679 0.675
BT o

EREBR

WERXRRERATHEXTRFRLRE D - EREEEEME. I ESG SLEPAHAE FITA
— 7 (R I, R 20T AN SR YE BE o I SCER N A R B R L BUR R R 0 RN B R 2 R AR T
TRV T 52 ma 4k S g Ve ESG AT AR, KZACE IR T 5 — F4AX%F ESG RILWFE I, B
FAR A 5 FR B X — B iR . Dk, AR SC3E T 20102020 S E A B T 2 R RTE TR
BAT RIS GE R, WF A 7R A ESG — 80 5 )k 5 w8 14 ESG 1T AR R o 45 B BoR, TEai a4
ESG — M Ae 8 B & M| 1% /5 Mk ESG® FAT A —": 5 ESGIE 4287 47 NAH L, 1¥ AT R A ESG
— BV R TE A b ) ESGC AR AT N . WL 4 AT R B, DY AT A ESG — Bk B ¢ 5t
S RN AR RN, X R E A Mk SR M ESG AT AR AR . SR T R W, 7R B A Ak
H, BAR S Al R ER AT 08 3 00 O P 55 v s BRAT BB K I, B AT AR A ESG — Bk 5 58 s Al
WS I BSG AT NI 17 8 R TN 3 . A SR R I, HAR A ESG RAE 1 — UM H, B A 4R 4
ESG 52 Jifi 14 — B0 5% Ji5 Al 5% 1 1 ESG 47 v 1 41 ) 4 P B m 58 3%

ARSCIHE A AT LR R 7R 55—, Inam AR A ESG ik W& i A1 15 S8 58 JA0 A2 490 1) 4 Ml 55 s 1k B
FBAT N AT m R R BNA BSOS RE. —J7 I, 1E 8 ESG 92 Bk 1 8 2 34K, kv {3 &
HF ESG #H X T B 5 Koz & e (1) ZE A DL ML 22 £ AT NI &S, B Xt ESG 5k Bk i) 5 4L
RN 55— 7T, 7840 R AE &b b A 75 ESG 6 B A (0 5] 87 A, s AR AT % ol ESG % 55 Al
FULMELA o 55 =, B GI NARSL BUR I S8 =07 S UENLR, & 73] sl AR R AR AT
N, R B ESG i i R HEORIIE o FRE SNtk i 7 ESG {5 B Bk B i ] M B, A AR =0
YAE ML ) i, SLE 2 A ESG H 78 1 & M, AT S B B 47 2 “ AT IR B . 58 =, Nk
il & ESG 15 B9 5 b5, 44T+ Mk ESG #8845 B & & AE B . — 71, ROt
563 ESG AR FEHESE, 7458 BSG #% i 54T, 411k ESG 4% #& A, SRR 5E Al ESG 15 B 4% #&
M PR B i ) B R R U s Sy O L WE N RN R X T2 5 FHE KNGS, NEARTTTE
[ 7% 52 ESG SCER, W1gh T 8T — 58 I AU RM32, B2 s B AT R0 SR M ESG AT N AR A B 32
P, 5% ESG Lk 1a) “ i 4 I3 7 .

S k-

(1B PRE, WRIEE, ARAR. 15 B8 5 IR AT 454 55 Al K- JURhId 2 # i) ?
MUEHE[T]. &5 5T, 2020, (10): 124—140.

RIS, J7 M, T8, 328 A R SRATE SRR ] LR 5T, 2017, (12):111-126.

BETARAT X B R 4 Rl vt 358 45 M) F)
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Bank-Enterprise ESG Consistency and Post-loan Corporate
Strategic ESG Behavior

. .1 . 1 . 1 .. 2
Wang Jiaxin, Liu Xuena, Yu Xinyu, Zhou Zejiang
(1. School of Accounting, Zhongnan University of Economics and Law, Wuhan 430073, China;
2. School of Business, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)

Summary: Bank-enterprise relationship plays an important role in the allocation of credit resources in
the capital market. With the increasingly prominent tendency of corporate ESG practice towards “inconsistent
words and actions” in ESG, it is urgent to strengthen governance. Existing literature has explored the factors
affecting corporate strategic ESG behavior from the aspects of corporate governance structure, policy regulat-
ory pressure, and environmental institutional differences. However, most studies only focus on the impact of a
single entity on ESG performance, and few explore the impact of bank-enterprise ESG consistency on corpor-
ate strategic ESG behavior in the context of pre-loan and post-loan.

Therefore, using the loan data from A-share listed companies and commercial banks in China from 2010
to 2020, this paper finds that pre-loan bank-enterprise ESG consistency can significantly suppress the behavi-
or of “inconsistent words and actions” in post-loan corporate ESG. Compared to the ESG “brownwash” be-
havior, pre-loan bank-enterprise ESG consistency effectively reduces the ESG “greenwash” behavior. Mech-
anism testing finds that pre-loan bank-enterprise ESG consistency mainly affects post-loan corporate strategic
ESG behavior through the “capital effect” and the “governance effect” . Heterogeneity analysis shows that
when enterprises are state-owned, enterprises have higher dependence on bank loans, and banks are larger, the
negative relationship between pre-loan bank-enterprise ESG consistency and post-loan corporate strategic ESG
behavior is more significant. Finally, this paper also finds that the better the performance of pre-loan bank
ESG and the higher the substantive consistency of bank-enterprise ESG, the more significant the inhibitory ef-
fect on corporate strategic ESG behavior.

The possible marginal contributions of this paper are as follows: First, it not only innovatively expands
the research on bank-enterprise relationship from the perspective of bank-enterprise consistency, but also en-
riches the research on the governance effect of bank-enterprise relationship from the perspective of “inconsist-
ent words and actions” in corporate ESG. Second, it expands the literature on how stakeholder networks af-
fect corporate ESG behavior. Third, it not only expands the research on the influencing factors of corporate
strategic ESG behavior, but also expands the research on the phenomenon of “greenwash” and “brownwash”
in enterprises by taking corporate strategic ESG behavior as the entry point to analyze the economic reasons
for choosing the “greenwash” or “brownwash” behavior.

Key words: ESG consistency; strategic behavior; “greenwash”; “brownwash” ; bank-enterprise

relationship
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