23 6 ( ) Vol 23 Na 6
2023 11 Journal of China University of Geosciences (Social Sciences Edition) Nowv. 2023
b b
. G203 . A : 1671-0169(2023)06-0126-16
DOI:10.16493/j.cnki.42-1627/c.20231109.001
[1]
b o
A Y b
[2] , [3] [4] s
[5]
b
, . (Environmental, Social
and Governance, ESG) ol
, . ESG
[7]
b b A
“ ” (72293601); *
7 (23ZDA107)
. 100081) 5 .
3 s ; ( )

, wangkebit@bit. edu cn

— 126 —



ESG

ESG
(1]

ESG

ESG

[12]
[13]
2012—2020
ESG
ESG

ESG

ESG

ESG

[10]
b

ESG

. ESG

ESG

ESG

ESG

[8]r9]

ESG

ESG

ESG

ESG

127



o , ESG R
. ) ESG , \
o b N b
) . , ESG
, ESG ,
o b
[16]
N b o b
N , ESG S
b b
[18]
o b o
H1: , ESG o
b b
o b b
[19]
[20] [21]
o b b
, ESG 0 ,
ESG . )
b
[22]
o b
[23]
b b o b
H2: D) ’
ESG o
b b
b b
[24]
b o b
b
b b o
b b
b b
ESG e , 0
HS: b
, ESG .
b b
[26]
b o b
. b
o b b b
o b b
[27]
o Y ?
b o b o
— 128 —

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net



, : ESG

H4.

ESG

= a+ B DT, + 7>, Control, + 6.+ 0; +e,

. ESG, ESG

t (Digital Transformation) , B

. i t

s Control,

5 8/\ 0; N

2012—2020 A , WIND
ESG )

1 .

H 1:)’1ju

5 i

@y

ESG

DT Ln (

(Digital Trans formation) +1)

DT2
(Digital Asset)
Size
Lev
ROA /
Cash flow
TobinQ Q ( T

ListAge
Mfee
Bigd
Industry
Year

+D

ESG

ESG

[28] [29]

ESG

ESG



2. . DT,
“071”
o b b A A
[30] “ 9
o b b
b o b
“ ”»
o b
b o b b
[31]
b o b A}
. . ) Python
b o
s 1 o
3. o . . )
[24] [32]
b o
) , (Size) .
(Lev) (ROA) . (Cash flow) . Q (TobinQ) ,
(ListAge) . (Mfee), (Big4),
C )
2012—2020 A , . (D)
ST.*ST S*ST 3 (2) 3 (3) 2012
o s 1% 99% o
C )
2 )6 2 ESG
64. 110 1 240, 20. 870, 6. 893, ESG
ESG 8 690 20. 870 6. 893 1 240 64. 110
DT 8 690 1. 749 1. 484 0. 000 6. 347
DT?2 8 572 0. 064 0. 194 0. 000 1. 000
Size 8 690 23. 120 1. 292 19. 550 26. 400
Lev 8 690 0. 476 0. 201 0. 034 0. 990
ROA 8 690 0. 044 0. 064 —0. 415 0. 244
Cash flow 8 690 0. 057 0. 068 —0. 197 0. 258
TobinQ 8 690 1. 942 1. 360 0. 799 17. 680
ListAge 8 690 2. 493 0. 618 0. 000 3. 367
Mfee 8 690 0. 081 0. 071 0. 007 0. 766
Big4 8 690 0. 112 0. 316 0. 000 1. 000

— 130 —



ESG

¢ )
ESG , @D )
. . . . DT 1%
; (2) , . DT 1%
. ESG ,
H1, , [33]
(Digital Assets) )
. (D) 5% o
¢)) (2 (3 ¢Y)
ESG ESG ESG ESG
DT 0. 3247 %% 0. 218" **
(5. 520) (3. 720)
DT? 0. 483%* 0. 580%*
(2. 054) (2. 460)
Size 1. 386™** 1. 336%*
(11. 592) (11. 128)
Lev — 1 44177 —1. 4407 **
(—2.968) (—2. 916)
ROA 0. 150 0. 802
(0. 166) (0. 812)
Cash flow —0. 416 —0. 834
(—0. 560) (—1.091)
TobinQ 0. 322%%* 0. 395%**
(6. 894) (7. 522)
ListAge —0. 218 0. 022
(—0. 887) 0. 091
Mfee —1. 988~ —1. 301
(—1.903) (—1.166)
Big4 L 212" " 1 437%%*
(3. 470) (4. 263)
cons 17. 848*** —12. 821%** 18, 056%** —12. 277%**
(144, 008) (—4. 872) (151. 785) (—4. 620)
YES YES YES YES
YES YES YES YES
N 8 690 8 690 9114 8 952
2 0. 803 0. 807 0. 803 0. 808
F 266. 749 156. 029 281 410 162. 822
L p<<O0.1,%F p<C0. 05,7 * p<<0. 01,
(G

— 131 —



( 4 ). , MD&. A ,
, [34]
“ 7 (Digital) ,
4 L o (D ) , Digital
0. 038, 10% . ; ESG (ESG
Bloomberg) ESG (ESG) , ESG Bloomberg
ESG (ESG E. ., ESG D:. , ESG G ) o
(2) ; ESG . DT 0. 241, 10%
o 4 (3) (3) , DT ESG E 1% ,
ESG S ESG G 5% ; ESG
E o , 4
4
(D) @ 3 ) (5)
ESG ESG Bloomberg ESG E ESG S ESG G
Digital 0. 038*
(1. 876)
DT 0. 241"~ 0. 332"~ 0. 130"~ 0. 243" "
(3.903) (2. 821) (2. 030) (2. 183)
Controls
cons 1 251"~ —2. 167 —38 118*** —3L 520" " 51. 290" **
(3.223) (—0. 795) (—7.349) (—1L 12D (10. 441)
YES YES YES YES YES
YES YES YES YES YES
N 25 640 9 329 9 233 9 285 9 300
R 0. 618 0. 849 0. 713 0. 767 0. 831
F 88 311 947. 693 172. 764 182. 034 1. 3e+03
t L p<<0. 1,7 p<<0. 05, p<C0. 01,
N
ESG , o ,
o 1984
1984
(DT Composite Index iv) (D
o 5 (D (2) , (D
, DT Composite Index iv 1%



, : ESG

o (2) , “
7 , Kleibergen-Paap rk LM p 0. 000, ;
, Kleibergen-Paap rk  Wald F Stock-Yogo 10%
s , Sargan  Hansen ,
1, o
5
(D (2)
DT ESG
DT Composite Index iv 0. 133***
(25. 520)
DT 0. 240"~
(7. 21D
Kleibergen-Paap rk LM 686, 796 * *
Kleibergen-Paap rk Wald F 712. 895 {16. 380}
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
N 18 497 18 497
R 0. 130 0. 130
: O t L p<<0. 1,%* p<<0. 05,*** p<<0. 013 { } Stock-Yogo 10%
N
) ESG ,
o ,
N ) ESG o
C
; o » CNRDS
A o ,
, o )
(Gpatent) ,
6 (H — 3 ESG . .
ESG . 6 s () — (3 10% 5%
) N
) ESG . H2, )
, ;
, ,
, , o

— 133 —



( )
6
(D (2) (3)
ESG Gpatent ESG
DT 0. 217"~ 0. 004" 0. 146™ "
(3. 720) (L 718) (2. 351
Gpatent 0.021***
4, 711)
Controls
cons —12. 821**" —3. 959 —6. 985" "
(—4. 872) (—1 20D (—2. 349
YES YES YES
YES YES YES
N 8 690 19 446 7 531
0. 807 0. 867 0. 814
F 156. 029 6. 586 128, 038
t L p<<0. 1,77 p<<0. 05,7 p<<0. 01,
¢ )
o s
, s
s °
7 , CNRDS N
, (Attention) , 7 .
7
(D (2) (3)
ESG Attention ESG
DT 0. 217"~ L 967" " 0. 220"~
(3.720) (3. 007) (3. 768)
Attention 0. 544***
(4. 883)
Controls
cons —12. 821**" —5. 4e+03**" —13, 845" " "
(—4. 872) (—6.310) (—5.253)
YES YES YES
YES YES YES
N 8 690 8 690 8 690
0. 807 0. 781 0. 808
F 156. 029 143. 716 149. 130
¢ S5 p<0. 1,%% p<<0. 05,*** p<<0. 01,



, : ESG

7 (D — (3 ESG .
ESG . . (2) — (3
. .
. ESG , H3, .
.
’ ’ Ls7] o
C )
ESG .
. .
[38] . , , .
. .
R . Bharath  ©% R
(ASY), , ASY
. 8 .
8
[@D) 2 (3)
ESG ASY ESG
DT 0. 217*** —0. 007** 0. 211***
(3. 720) (—2. 11D (3. 632)
ASY —1 167"~
(—10. 837)
Controls
cons —12. 821" ** 6. 896 ** —1 376
(—4. 872) (44, 644) (—0. 489)
YES YES YES
YES YES YES
N 8 690 23 492 8 689
R’ 0. 807 0. 693 0. 810
F 156. 029 714, 058 156, 022
t S p<<0. 1,57 p<<0. 05, ** p<<0. 01,
8§ (1 — (3 ESG .
ESG . 8 . (2) 5%
(3) 1% ,
ESG , H4, , .
. .
.
, ESG (7] |



( )
C )
ESG s
1. o )
ESG “ ”»
, ESG
) b b
, ESG
, ESG s
, o 2008 6 {
» . . 16 )
) 1 ) 0, , ( ) (
(2012 ) ) ,
1, 0, 9 o
9
(@9 (2) (3) (4)
ESG ESG ESG ESG
DT 0. 175 0. 265"~ 0. 415**~ —0. 041
(1. 524) (3. 905) (4, 748) (—0. 53D)
Controls
cons —19. 379*** —16. 022*** —20, 847*** —15. 318***
(—3.528) (—5.107) (—5. 363) (—3. 946)
YES YES YES YES
YES YES YES YES
N 2716 5974 4 310 4 741
R? 0. 784 0. 821 0. 809 0. 814
F 47. 051 111. 802 89. 930 78. 677
t LU p<<0. 1, p<C0, 05, ** p<<0. 01,
9 (1) — (2@ ) ESG
. (D 0. 175, ; (2) 0265 1% (
9, )
ESG o , s
ESG o 9 (3) — 4) , (3) 0. 415,
1% ’ (4) _O. 0417

— 136 —



ESG

ESG . ,
. ESG .
2. .
ESG .
.
ESG . .
s H
. , [40] “ ”
. . . (G
19 O; ’ N N
. ESG .
1. 2. 3,
10 .
10
[@D) (2) (3) 4) (5)
ESG ESG ESG ESG ESG
DT 0. 269*** 0. 142* 0. 119* 0. 466*** 0. 246
(2. 965) (1. 902) (1. 722) (3. 374) (1. 602)
Controls
cons —11. 813*** —13. 502" ** —8 995%™ —17. 386*** —24. 722"
(—2 781) (—4. 057) (—2. 837) (—2 626) (—3.718)
YES YES YES YES YES
YES YES YES YES YES
N 3 450 5601 6 120 1632 1299
R? 0. 833 0. 792 0. 826 0. 762 0. 783
F 71. 480 94. 154 122. 720 22. 479 28. 127
t ,Cp<<O. 1,7 p<<0. 05, p<<0. 01,
10 (1 — @
ESG . (D 0. 269, 1% . (2)
0. 142, 5% . ,
ESG . .
. ESG \
10 (3) — (5) . ESG
(3) 0 119, 10% . (D 0. 466, 1%
. (5) 0. 246,

ESG

137



( )
. .
ESG . . .
. ESG .
3. .
ESG . . ESG
.
. ESG .
. CEO , “
” “ CEO , 1; ,
0, , . .
. , 13 . 0,
11 .
11
CEO CEO
(D (2) (3) (4)
ESG ESG ESG ESG
DT 0. 071 0. 238" "~ 2. 654" 0. 608" ™~
(0. 526) (3. 338) (2. 572) (11. 309)
Controls
cons —27. 696*** —12 325*** —19. 474 —13 131***
(—3.985) (—3. 935) (—1 054) (—21. 688)
YES YES YES YES
YES YES YES YES
N 2 346 5178 595 166 920
R? 0. 844 0. 827 0. 842 0. 810
F 44, 410 71. 039 19. 084 3. 6e+03
t L p<<0. 1, p<<0. 05,7 p<<0. 01,
11 (D — (@
ESG . (D 0. 071, . (2) 0. 238,
1% . 11 3 — Wb CEO
ESG . (3 2. 654, 5% .
(4) 0608, 1% . CEO
.
ESG
.
. ; . ESG



, : ESG

ESG s o
, 21
R 2012—2020 ESG A
ESG , o
, , . : (D
s ESG s (2)
ESG ; (3) , N
ESG o
., (D ,
. (2) ,
3 , ,
o , ESG
, ESG o s
ESG ESG . (4 s
, ESG . (5 .
. CEO s
ESG 1) °
[1] . . .o . LIl ,2023(5).,
[2] ’ . A [J]- .
2022(5).,
[3] . . . LIl ,2022(6).
,https://kns. cnki. net/kems2/detail/42. 1224, G3. 20230530, 1404. 008. html,2023-05-31.
[5] , , ) : [I]. ,2021(11).
[6] . . .ESG OFDI[]]. ,2022(3).

— 139 —



[7] . , .ESG — [l
,2023(7).
(8] , .ESG [l ,2022(12).
[9] Wang.,M. ,Y. Chen. Does voluntary corporate social performance attract institutional investment Evidence
from Chinal J]. Corporate Governance ,2017(5).
[10]Eliwa, Y. , A. Aboud, A. Saleh. ESG practices and the cost of debt:Evidence from EU countries[ J]. Critical
Perspectives on Accounting ,2021(79).

[11] . ) ESG LIl ,2019(3).
[12] R , . ESG N —

[Jl. .2023(13).
[13] . , . ESG LIl .2023(18).
[14] , . : . LIl ,2022(9).
[15] , . :ESG AR .2023(7).
[16] . Ll ,2022(2).
[17] , . : — (7.

( ),2022(6).

[18] , ” : [J]. ,2021(3).
[19] , , . L. .2019(10).
[20] . . ) . (. .2023(1).
[21] . . . [Jl. ,2022(2).
[22] . . (1. ,2021(3).

[23]Song, M. ,Q. J. Xie,Z. Y. Shen. Impact of green credit on high-efficiency utilization of energy in China con-
sidering environmental constraints[ J]. Energy Policy ,2021(22).

[24] , ) RN .2023(18).
[25] . Ll ,2016(8).
[26] . . ) LIl ,2013(6).
[27] , , ) — A [1].
,2022(3).
[28] , . :ESG OFDILJ]. ,2022(3).
[29] . . .ESG . — A [Jl.
.2023(18).
[30] , . . — Lyl
,2022(2).
[31] , , .o — (1.
,2021(7).
[32] . ) [Jl. .2019(4).
[33] . . ) LI ,2021(3).
[34] . . .o : Ll ,2021(9).
[35] . . .o ESG — MSCI
[J]. ,2023(6).
[36] , , . — (1]
.2022(4).
[37] , , . PO — L1 , 2011(SD).

— 140 —



, : ESG

[38]Luo,X. R. .D. Q. Wang.J. J. Zhang. Whose call to answer; Institutional complexity and firms’ CSR reporting
[J]. Academy of Management Journal ,2017(1).

[39 ]Bharath, S. T. , P. Pasquariello, G. J. Wu. Does asymmetric information drive capital structure decisions
[J]. Review o f Financial Studies,2009(8).

[40] , . N L. ,2016(1).

How Does Digital Transformation Improves ESG Performance
ZHANG Yong-ji, ZHAI Jian-giao, ZHU Ya-xuan, WANG Ke

Abstract: Digital transformation can improve the operational efficiency and financial performance of en-
terprises, but the mechanism of its effect on corporate sustainable development remains to be ex-
plored. Using a double fixed-effects model and data from listed companies, this paper finds that digital
transformation can significantly improve the level of corporate environmental, social and govern-
ance. This finding still holds after a series of robustness and endogeneity tests. Mechanistic tests show
that digital transformation contributes to ESG performance by promoting green innovation, internal in-
formation transparency and investor attention. However, the effectiveness of digital transformation is
affected by the level of economic development of the region in which the firm is located, the degree of
marketization and its own pollution, the level of science and technology strength, the management’ s
green perception and green experience. The results of the study expand the application value of enterprise
digital transformation, provide solution ideas for enterprise sustainable development

Key words: digital transformation; social responsibility; green innovation
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