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<% 1> Meta AnaIyS|s from
ESG and Financial Performance: Aggregated more than
2000 empirical studies [1]
ESG 71¥ o< FHWT=E sto F AAS Ayt

o] oA tsel 7)) AT WSl ESG o FHel
el o AuWIAE Holw glov, 8 Be A

<¥ 6> 252 E(Abnormal Stock Returns)

of i 24 59 23 E 4 55 Aolo] dlste] AT ARG AL ek T g st T
* Wilcoxon Z-values £lulgh ) %, "= 42 10%, 5%, 1% FFE0M4 F944& g
AA T E 57 t 7w

A7) 7+ 0.1885 0.0238 2.2047" 2.114"
200841 %= 0.3266 0.1756 15128° 1.545
200041 = 0.2960 0.0451 17407 1.801°
20104 % 0.0246 0.0730 09291 0.718
2008~20108 = 02139 0.0184 23415™ 2.330™
20114 % 0.1133 0.0399 04953 0.041

<E 7> ¥ M3 Cpemting Performance)
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AA 4 E &+ i it
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M= 0.1332 0.0554 P05 -3.300™
N08~20104% 0125 0.0645 45176 -4459™
I AS 0.1149 0.0432 320027 -3182™

<& 9> E4lF(Tobin's Q)
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ol 5§ IFUTAE &&5glon, €4 Ve F
7HCA)E AFE3FA Y. A¥= <3 1> Zoh
M EG EB SG SB GG GB CA
0 109 577 434 893 183 559 632000
1 214 946 333 773 356 2079 627000
2 127 373 286 472 207 606 613000
3 62 4076 205 3307 89 6882 614000
4 191 764 407 1300 211 1328 571000
5 182 705 446 841 354 930 563000
6 275 662 474 758 284 896 536000
7 271 400 438 424 179 537 510000
8 153 340 428 503 170 650 491500
9 160 274 285 567 255 762 470500
10 226 318 461 531 176 607 456500
11 254 230 361 415 280 397 439500
12 193 302 528 387 390 514 411000
13 75 168 150 237 105 297 378500
14 276 194 520 285 279 420 294000
15 314 239 511 349 342 370 321000
16 416 346 805 971 753 1003 299500
17 212 162 444 486 163 341 283500
18 317 143 582 298 281 251 304000
19 305 243 825 364 283 270 272500
20 340 142 613 195 305 194 257500
21 401 97 378 147 168 145 255500
22 274 80 557 114 191 141 288000
23 649 312 1199 171 834 371 283000
24 341 726 591 878 281 1069 287000
25 390 169 1180 183 413 292 295000
26 611 183 642 163 665 253 303000
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OLS Regression Results

Dep. Variable: CA  R-squared: 0.634
Model: OLS Adj. R-squared: 0.524
Method: Least Squares F-statistic: 5.768
Date: Wed, 29 Sep 2021 Prob (F-statistic): 0.00128
Time: 16:32:08 Log-Likelihood: -34298
No. Observations: 27 AIC 7000
Df Residuals: 20 BIC: 709.0
Df Model: 6
Covariance Type: nonrobust

coef stderr t P=lf [0025  0.975]

const 5.552e+05 641e+04 8.662 0000 421e+05 6.8%9e+05
EG -764.8348 270768  -2.825 0.010 -1329.647 -200.023

EB 294.0537 192181 1.530 0142 -106.829  694.937

5G -191.1495 122146 -1.565 0133 -445942 63.643

SB 11.0235  110.119 0.100 0921 -218681 240728

GG 4564681 193.001 2.365 0.028 53875  859.061

GB -154.3126 105256 -1.466 0.158 -373.873 65.248

21 A3} Adj.R-squared &
0.05 Bt} e foldk Hae

0.524 & =A]9t P-value 7}
= EG ¢} GG 9l #A =

HA e W 28-S AAH(E_n=EGIEB, S _n=SB/SG,
G_n=GG/GB & A}-&)3}o] OLS Regression 2 A %1 &}
ddon Ane e 2.
OLS Regression Results

Dep. Variable: CA  R-squared: 0.667

Model: OLS Adj. R-squared: 0.624

Method: Least Squares  F-statistic: 15.35

Date: Wed, 29 Sep 2021 Prob (F-statistic): 1.06e-05

Time: 16:23:43 Log-Likelihood: -341.70

No. Observations: 27 AIC: 691.4

Df Residuals: 23 BIC: 696.6

Df Model: 3

Covariance Type: nonrobust

coef std err Tt P=[Y [0.025 0.975]

const 3.78e+05 5.56e+04 6.793 0.000 2.63e+05 4.93e+05

E_n -4511e+04 2.12e+04 -2132 0.044 -8.8%+04 -1334510

5.n 1.145e+05 4.5e+04 2.546 0.018 2.15e+04 2.08e+05

G_n -2072e+04 8864205 -2.338 0.028 -3.91e+04 -2384.494

71 A¥} Adj.R-squared &= 0.624 = 533l o Al
7}l ®¥4~(E_n,S_n, G _n) 5 P-value 7} 0.05 ©|]7to
2 Y% HEE 2EHATH
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