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¥ A ESG Az ARAAeIA o) s EA), 223 1 3geld H A watel Aaelgao] o 24
AgS SRS AZH o7 BAITE Algo| 2 w2 ESG Ao AHEAA 3= A4 55 AR o) Ex12td) 7|
A A5 a9 det gad 5 5. ol 2 AFE An49a we] ARATA0] £25E BSG 43} it
WG 5 gl A5 71558 Zolehs 7S ARsa, 201597 2024470 93 44719 o BSG %71 A
29 CEO B2 B EE A g vo[e & ZAsIth 719 2 &3 23S A8 B4 23t BESG J¥he HaAew
ARG 29 GE WA ALR Vekgd 2o guis \aﬂ_%% Wzl 3 8 IR ol ¥4 Al
frolshAl st glon, shel e FAoM = AEI(S) 2 A F2(G) 9ol =4 JJr }‘“Fﬂo}ﬂl A=A & <
TE BSG A37ke] ARAG 53k 225 A5 BelA Aaiata, 7é°é A QAEE T2 A9 FeAS AN
Aol A o] 24 9 ARA oS zh=r],
€

FAlo): BSG, An494 14, A9% WER, 71971, As0l2

This study empirically examines how ESG performance is interpreted in capital markets and investigates
the moderating role of CEO compensation structure in this process. Drawing on signaling theory, we argue
that the capital market effect of ESG performance depends not on the level of ESG scores alone, but on the
credibility of the signal conveyed to investors. Specifically, we hypothesize that a higher degree of
performance-sensitivity in CEO pay strengthens the credibility of ESG disclosures as a reliable signal of
managerial commitment. To test this, we construct a panel dataset of Korean listed firms from 2015 to
2024, combining ESG ratings with CEO compensation disclosures, and employ firm fixed-effects panel
models. The results show that ESG performance is, on average, negatively associated with firm value.
However, this negative relationship is significantly mitigated in firms where a larger proportion of CEO
compensation is performance-based. Sub-component analyses further reveal that the moderating effect is
more pronounced for the Social and Governance dimensions of ESG. These findings reinterpret the capital
market effect of ESG performance through the lens of conditional signaling, and highlight the importance of
managerial incentive structures in determining how ESG disclosures are received by investors.
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Ghoul et al., 2011: Eccles et al.,
Friede et al., 2015; Khan et al., 2016).

a2y ESGet 7197 e T i 7k &
Alell tellde oAxs dad Fort EAsA Be
th d% A= ESG At 7197 s #7483
oﬂ -70-7é;<4 oJgkS njHtty EAste vl ohE2 A
& 3 B ARl AL 59 24 SN
AUl S vehdtia AlXETH(Lins et al., 2017
Gibson Brandon et al., 2021: Berg et al.,
2022). B dobt t2ldl o] & #HdH = ESG &
ol A9 A £E 704 BB Be] FRom
259 7%, 288 7K Fuislsh ¥ o
AYEARZ olo}d ¢ ke vl@A A4 A
Q‘ﬂ 9} (Barnea and Rubin, 2010: Cheng et
, 2014). ol2lg A" A3 ESG HE9 4]
1 71 et wheh deb & AlAbett,

olgjgt =] dildle ESG FEI} ouet Al

2 A7t gk o&o] A - AFEA

=

T_O_
AT

A=
hu

249
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Ao EAHoR HE HUA A0 £ M#‘ﬂ F
AAEe 7199 AA A9 WAet ) ke
HAow W] ofHtHFEE 9, 2011). ]
Aol BESG Ak 2 viAFA Jue 7199 A%
7Fs7d, AUALD oA, 917 el dFs FE] A
o 835 T2 dEHATH(Spence, 19735 Connelly
et al., 2011; loannou and Serafeim, 2015). 2
AU ESG AT Tt viAT4 248 v A%
Z JAshs oM 719 ddA A8 ey A
A mE FE| WdokA
Wl 71 Aol & Qe T 719
37} At Yyeh 7| dh(Berg et al., 2022;
Christensen et al., 2022). o]2]gt {7} L]}
9% (Greenwashing) ol tigh =¢]& ESG 31
o gy #AE FAAZIHa & 4 Yth(Delmas
and Burbano, 2011: Lyon and Montgomery,
2015).

ol ¥ A= ESG A7t AHEAI A TRt
& B4 AAug FFE nAEA 1 2} o
£4 sl A BetEAG okstE A S skt
gt} =, ESG A4 ARA 23t 719 W

%3 % glow], H71]

o thel A= ol

= ¢
4

o g rE‘:

A=A et weh 27ARe 449 = orks Ao
FEIG. ESG Aeel ade e Al =

AARGE g Jusk FAe) o deht 42
S EREL I REEE e DR
o oleld BAE AWa] 9% oed B2
AL Algo|Ed FE3} AlTo|Rd w=d
H A A Al5e AHA 7Hx]E Al
A} o5 A E R A5 7de) A B4 <
AV WS AR QA ek o 3%
HH(Spence, 1973: Connelly et al., 2011).
webA 2 A7 ESG Alee] AsAs 719 Wi
o QBB 2, 56| Hdgat B 725 F9

]
M
H
L
€l
=
L
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ESGE oM ‘22 = = 427t =levt 7 A uddnt 24 329 ESG 429 AEA

st gk old AuFdA w4 T2,

ol

oXx
A=)
r'_g‘ of
oftt
42
)
ox
lo,
=
o\
rlo
@
=
o
N
N
Q,
oXx
i)
lo,
off & Jm

o AgAecr =28 =2 Yehe B2 7}
SN, BARE BSG 4159 AFAE FE8)
WA Foo Az wgoz 75E
(Holmstrém, 2017). 2o} Hito] ZatAl ¢
Tz dellde A4 A §le ESG AL
CEO 7HQ19] B FgA oz widd 4 7]
o, FAAE WEa HFo| =2 7199 ESG
e W71A oln|A] #A27} opd #<lo] fubE ek
2 oA AR X 7hsAdol AR

o Yo} B A3E ESGE AR $4(R), A
3(9), AMT=(G) a9 247t 47 g2 Ay &
B3 AREAAA Y] BA S Adte el F
£33 H(Berg et al., 2022: Christensen et al.,
2022). ESG 319 84+ A8 547 JHE &4 4
27} Agolsin, o|Z Qs HuAYA B 72949
AsAed 2 g iz geid F 9tk &
5], AulFERe B 4 B4 vAYSY FREoR
A" 545 AYER, Huggat B F2ee]
28 FIL AR ew o Tl Jehd v}
el sl

ol ¥ dFE ESG A4t FAA i P4
NAE I 7R T oo Adta, o #
7} HuARGAL B Fxo] AHAEA wet o9
g 4 deAE BAe &1 olgg zjolzt
Z olsl e =AE 3 AE
goH, ESG HHI}F AREAA Al Het A=
& 4 Qe AT MEEAE Aystasl gt of
£ 53 & 97 ESG ATE 7197 v 2
Heolog e 712 Mg o], BSG ARt o
Al 22 ofd 27 shellA] AHEAGA 2= e

N2 5HAE ARk B S AN BT

ol

"
ox 2 HI oMt Sorfr o of

oy %o

c

-

o

off ox 2
o

AYSIATT Hp5A M35 20269 6¥

Il. 0|2 HiZd X J}d HH

2.1 ESGet 7[47x|

% ESG(Environmental, Social, Governance)
< 719 HIATA e diiske i ARR A
Fom, 7197 3 ARRAI whgate] Aol oigh
AF7F wEA FAE] sk SHA AR d7=
< ESG A=} 719e] w4 elx=, 5 74|, %
%, &% TS gsfeta ol @A BAE WIFL
2 ARG B 7] AaE =Y 5 o
3 ZH3H(El Ghoul et al., 2011: Eccles et
al., 2014; Friede et al., 2015; Khan et al.,
2016). o|2fg ATES ESGE @wd 24 Al
ol ofig}, A9 A B A7 7| %
o= #Mgtt AR ESG 5ol

N
Hl
g
=2
-
ofr
o,
s
Ho
)
o
HE
=
¥
>
D)
[
)
il
o
.
ol

Lins et al., 2017).

Wb ESG7F 378 719710 a4 o' Agdhe
A& A48 =340t} the]Ql o] &(Agency Theory)
o] FHolM=, A9 ESG 852 7K Fulgt
Hoie 2le Gt A3, ols ARl tigk o]n]A]
B, Z2 Fof Holg ZRAE Hoo FHoR &
48 fele 7M. F 95 AA8gH(Barnea and
Rubin, 2010; #F79 €, 2017). ol2gk 25l
ESG FAks 5 0|93 AEHA| & HYFAR
olojd 4 glom, o= 23|Y 7I7HHE AalE 7t
s49°] 9tH(Cheng et al., 2014). =3 ESG &%
< 7 dn B, 9" A e B B, A
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T2 Nl e JAAA A 5
shksle A7t Bol, @] A4 3
ot AHRAM = Bl a9lo® Hrkd 7
ZA3HLins et al., 2017). o]t A=
ESG7F A7HczE 98
A Bt e B L
Eig=

o|AH ESGS 7197HA] zte] A A3yt EAH
€ olfre ESG A9 ZHAA gapt Hados o
Aslr] wEolg7| Bl ESG A EIF AREA| ol A]
old ou = gAE A7t 7|9 B AVIEE det
A g 7] wEelth. 53] ESGE ZXJFJr %""]7} 23
F3tEo] SIA] ghon, o Wi e W E, T
A, AE Y Aol = Q8 Y 71l Tﬂ’éﬂ’ﬂ‘i
Folgk At FolEe A9 Widee (e,
2025: A, 2021 ©|Ad, 2024). ESG 3% 9]
EUA7} = AL Berg et al. (2022) ] 2J3)
e 2t
AL =z

A

=

}

<)

]

af

AR eE FAgElen, o2 ESG A 3
BAZE A% A Rl Hlel AA e ke e 2143
o}, olglg BYX = ESG A4 st Ad4el
1‘”91 A&7 F4S ¢ i) odte
& HojFn] FAld AR A ESG BE a4

H] 42 7Pl 8910 A48 ¢

o Yo7l ESG Aoe vt 4% 3 A48 FHE
S FAG A3fol7] Wz, 719 3} gl
= FA Aol AFUACIAE B3l B A
d 47 = 7bso] EAlg(Delmas and
Burbano, 2011: Lyon and Montgomery, 2015).
%, ESG A= 7199 AA A=k Hga) Fasp

WHos 249 F e AAE WEsta 3len,

ot

0,

4774

o

S

ol ESG AEI} &4 7199 AAA oA o
A7 w2 A W 4 5 U gnld

th oldd He BSG A7t ARAAN duE
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AEA Asa AFs] ofA wes 24 3
2 2garh 2o il S ESG A3t &
A7t ofdeh, BSG 47 AHEAI A A
a8 3 oW 24 dlolA BE F e ATE FAE
c7telth. o] g wAleAe HBE g A

2159 HEA 7A|7F ABA PP EAE HYdhe
Algol o] JAA AALGeR =od Ut &
AT ESC A Bt &3k S ARl 2s
e GA, Y AL A H7HE AHSehe AT
ESG &59] H]& H& **P% Ao AA, a8 A
HsjMe] B840 H S(-)e] HHAJo] B
g 715A A s R
AFe] AT Aol A (- )4 Al7F vehdti,| of
e oﬂﬁ ESG7} WA oR gl

1‘

¢

\1

e

i

2.2 2120|210t ESG FE9| A=Y

41501 (Signaling Theory)& 35 vt o]
Aete AN B HAat 2ale] vj#E4
ol AAad WEkE A ola| dAIAAl A

] HOH = 7]_._?5]. ANsE /daJ m XJT;ELE}UJ]

A= olget AT E dMsle A S LHW:}—
]%31 E-& AA3H(Spence, 1973: Connelly et
, 2011). ARRAPEE 71 Wi-9] Ak A8 5
fﬂiﬂ e g, ol eAA Hele] A 2 A4
S48 ddapA B2 F Q7] wiEed A AR,
o5 7t A=A 72} A ZE #HF T3 A E
ggato] 7199 ds FEITE o2l oA
ESG Ae 7199 7, Akl B AJul 7tz Zxte]
thek HAA A3E A8k, 71999
e JHE A

by

a9kdoz
ek
1 o]

4 % Ioannou and
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ESGe od ‘22 + 2

Serafeim, 2015).

T Algol 2o e 2lse] EA4) o7} oY
g, allg Alsrb debhd AEA SIAl 71 AEA
=47} odY 722 Bdelerld o, & 5
@ BSG 5% sehe, ARl o2 Jldd
A7) Ak 7198t & 7lse Ay AE e
A, ofiE W14 A2 pelt 94 e A
YA 5ol el el ek ke Ay
APEE Asd AHYE BYHE 82
1§ 71, o9l Alsel e Al 7k,
7Fe’d, 2 A7} 719 W oAk -
U AgHes A deAE AxgtH(Spence,
1973 Connelly et al., 2011).

|2 =& ESG #etd] 283k, ESG A7t
W e HEA A E e SR AEeb] oY
e Aol =egidth. AAl, ESG Aae v 3%
584 HEE AR Atel7] wiiel, 71| A4
A ¥} Qlole FA Aoy ArUAleld S F3l
W7t 23prh WdE Thedol EAET AAE ESG
A AP A PE AF 72 vl
Ao M A H=] o] gkom o= ESG A4 7199
AR A Areh ] YA B2 U Al
AR} (Delmas and Burbano, 2011: Lyon and
Montgomery, 2015). &4, ESG #7171 7+ Wi
23 7keAe Aol 2 e s 719l BSG A2t

o

jud

O
O

AR A A HrleEE A4S ESG FRe| aiA 7t
AT HWEgE AT F (Berg et al.,

2029). olel B4 HeAE TR S
o a4 v g-S aPen, BSG F4vt dAdehe
ol AL ekslaF)= golom zhgdt 2= 9]

o}
(HE=% 9], 2025). AR, ESG AT th4e] o9
oA A7)A Tl 24 YR Wl o8 ddF e
2, D7) ARl 9% olajBAR) dke) A4

AYSIATT Hp5A M35 20269 6¥

I= AE 7L eIt

FNAGR} 24 FEESG Az MElY

% AEE AF] gtk 724 dAlE 7R
H(Christensen et al., 2022).

o|Z 9l3] ESG AFE= AAA oz =
S ® Eeta, 1 Ao RE 7Y A7) A
gro|u} oAb Wk sl Aldsr] el gl
7b EAgt}, oo we}t A2 AFES ESG A EI}
G50 R sjAET| ks, 7199 AMdA 72 7
G2} AAEE, Y& EBA A=A 9} e 27140 A%
2 exot A9d o, 1 FEA A7 AskE 4 A
=% AAstn  dth(loannou and  Serafeim,
2015' Christensen et al., 2022; #A3]%, 2023).
5o 29 A =M E Al %@7\}‘0] 7Htﬂ
_g =2H 07 M| Tl Blol A%
doz sl 719y AL Hrleits AL
$Hh(Connelly et al., 2011). 2fel= &3}
SG d"b AR U Sl 7199 A
= H 7FsotAl AXehe tEA A RR
’\1, FAAE ° % G A LB Qs 58
7Fs/de] it olelgh =o & uEe R B AT
719 ESG A3t AEAZNA FAA vk
oﬂ o3t BHAYL 7 Aoz aﬂ}\ = ol
CThE 7R 1S R JHd R e, ol
ESGeF 7197HA] 1+ #A1 9 ek g el Mgd+
oA dud o7t EAlsH] dette de v
Zolth, &, & A7 242 83 W QA BT
1 FI oW A deAevt dda B
A},

Q3 A Al

40 RPN o> or
ol Y fole }ol

o m\

o ofN

ax =
J[m
O_u
ru o

o om rlr )

g3k ARAGN B W
$ 94§19 DAY 71 Aol
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2.3 ESG tl=2

Yoy

| Mzldnt HDHSA} 2o Fxof

71999] A2 AR gaie H249A)
NSRS EEIEDEXE R EREEE
R By Akl AGAe) =2 57, 919

7RI o RS G B A E

13}

|

o EAA A =
AQAe] BE 49 -,sz%- 8} 2 o)

3

e

2

=23 F9E T _& 2 b
d 2 ZHgettn ¥oh(Jensen and Meckling,
1976). 53] #1749+ "o}oﬂf‘i AT HEsael

Fol HdgA A9
o] Hie] dvh %‘@@9& H&C’élﬂtx]g— ol
AEZA, JAEE ZEet IS wfehe B
7Fed B R lHE 4 ltk(e]n]F €], 2020).
B} 729} AR B e BAE TAG A9
ATEL gt A $ERT BAke 724 54
o] Al qAAR g A Helo] o Fad
YT VA FdEe Boled. 2] A0l 2R

Guay, 1999),
T27F AT -‘:E‘Z}‘)r J7] ek

A &Y JAEH S ST £ d5S ARG
(Edmans, 2011: Edmans et al., 2022). £3],
Flammer and Bansal(2017)2 #7] A3l A%
e B vHgo] 371 A5 7199 A= Mgz 7}
Ao F2AQ ¥l wATS 2AIY H2E F
3 B3t} ojget AFES AdE Bl 7l
Aol A7) A=k Aol tigt Azt A

A=d ZAZ 75T & U AARE
ATl A Flammer and Bansal(2017)& ¢l
ZRe A7) oAE Y] AH FIHE JL35) %’4
to] ohujg}, Azt

n°" o rlr

$4 0y 72} 49A 4

1414

2 AR e et AvE F vke Yk =
AE S8 el
oy gt B 729 JTL ESG HeM =
& ofn s Zreth BSG 2% 4714 FAst
T gt ofsf A7t AdE= 78‘—(%
olg| BAA} Y Hor O A%
s}7] o}gtH(Christensen et al., 2022). °o|= <l
8 ESGe AdAke] Aol 2A #&ahs FqolAt,
AAA Az A A dgo] £AE 740l
= YYoR sl itk AAR ESG A9 A
7

g to N
e

—

3} 7ke] ¥, o)&ut 1Y EAle v A
A 0 2 2]A¥]o] gitH(Delmas and Burbano,
011: Lyon and Montgomery, 2015). H< A+

__LHH

DO

=€ HA9A QAEHE 727t ol BSG 2%
o A3t frefmlshl dd & Sl AHL
2 AL olek. A @) ek F4e B T
Z M ESG &%l 444 Al vFE ke
3ol gollE i, AatdEdol detd WA 72
A E BESG 859 A A=st A&do] Eold £
Sithe A#7F s ekl et al., 2024). &
& ESG e v A3 dAeks AR(ESG-

linked compensation)® ZHYA 7FeidE “F
1 BSG Fre A#4E Auste Wz 24
T Aol AXE L AH(Cohen et al., 2023).
Azl dddd & W, ESG A7k v

© AEE W7 YA e sid ot 1A
o A2f7h ofe} 7149 AA qArER F29 Al
HE Al ofsf StE 1 lvke Q4] Fast
tH(Spence, 1973: Connelly et al., 2011). ©]uj
H1RYA B3 FxRE FAATL ESG Alse 214
e dddhs A Wi EX R 7158 F Yt
FAANE A9 ESG 5= AdAoR
SheA] RS AR AEE g7 W, #F 7}

OE‘, 30

r_a.,

AYSIATT Hp5A M35 20269 6¥



(2017)] =<l E}E‘ﬁ ”JJ—E*‘ Ado] Fd=
)9l AREA| e dYdX = A= Aslste
P52 TT 72 zh=tt GAd ESG 21894
& WHor Jrt LS NS F AR A71A
oge Y e oej AR AlE GAE FEl A
T AR HdE 5 QAE} W}EW HEH
HFo] #& CEO= 24 47 ¢l
T ARle] BAdE Ao R #%% T
Asla, adYA R AAA ESG S
o] o] /\h:ﬂﬂ oz 71—~5Hx]\:]. _rx}x}h o]az

rlr

>
N
-

lo >

> %o OH
o 1% dlo

1o o

Al

—l
=

=

R

o @ HJo o mi

N

@
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> HY
iz rlo
i
1o, z2
>

g o9x 9 =
% AA 7 TR ijﬂ 71"—??} 3
4 @AM (accountability cue) & A&t ©o|&
l 7\}1}7} ESG A2 sidshe WAle] 205
g ke Al Aol k. oldl s W
= ESG 4_&«1 AER S AR Sk W7t of
Y}, Bz 2l diiE 24 e

Mg olsfdrt. AddTe ARdE B 727t
737 7137 A e JAlsta A JArA
o] A BEE Eole WEo s 48 £ 9155
o5 (Edmans, 2011; Core et al.,

g 7224 EAo] o FAAY Aa

1999), ol
5 34 A

AYSIATT Hp5A M35 20269 6¥

71 EOAAN B 72 ESG A= AlElY

27149 AR A2 A 4 gleke QoA 2
o zAWsEA e RS A g,

2.4 ESG 4fe| =AY 2ot 2| 0dAA 2
T=

A =2t ukel o] BSG A4 7199 HlAF
A EAS ooz Adel= AfE Also|x| vt
O ZEA A= 7199 WiF- A R A9
ot Aol wheh gebd S vk AAE AdgdTe
Y ESG A¥et sitfg= 719 54, Avds
?& Te)n BARe] gR A wad) beh A%

Th-g-o] AolshAl YErd 4 Sla& Badth(Berg et

. 2022; Christensen et al., 2022). Algo]&

] W} A G E Bg S 7] dgetes 4l
S0 ARAY B 4159 FF AA Y, s Al
S7F 71999 AA JAER R drh AlEA R A

AEo] si=Alel ek Ao 1o ofsf -t
(Spence, 1973; Connelly et al., 2011). o]&|gt
g 48 HHM HuAGA B FxE 944
AAEA 2002 7158 & vk 4AAsH0l %
sl B 72 slfAE BSG B 9AaA% el Ao
ok Aaj7h HuAgdAt Q1o 39“01] E‘jr ’—‘1@*—13
2 7] Wi, FAAES A
ojnA] &7} op} Azt Z“‘”O] 2t ek A
go i Mg 7570l AxI ‘ﬂr"] e, H17d
A B 2= BSG A7t 719
% dAE leS BolFe U

°|& 53l ESG 259 AFde

AF A5 94 ol x4
g}l Flammer and Bansal(2017)
| AAE HuA9A B} 725 7R 7I9YTE
ESG %ol HeH Fap 9 22| wstel Adtehe 7

]

d
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ke HolFlth, Albuquerque et al. (2020)
5ol 7199 98 wE2 gsleta sk 9
Z B3 AREA Al wedE

Thed ATz AAd W) Ak F SleE AT

ode] =ol2 F3eH, BESC ATte] ABAY &
e ESG A AHldl 98 sAd s AgEs8
o}, 9 BRIL 71 XY P2k Dot 4

Aoz Ag heAld e g 4 o 59
Augdnt wy e 43dERel Ee A%,

ESG A¥ke FARAelA did e o AF 7hedt
Az ddE Tkl e, ol w2t ESGs}
FAAR G- 2kl FATE Hp st Ay ek 9
B ek 208 o FHdrt,

o] o

s
T o=

H2: A3ADA 24 72| BAATHel
SJ3pl gebd Aol

=0
iz =2

%

L
.
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2.5 ESG 3¢
7=

ESGe $H(E), AI(S), AMF£(G)ehe A=
AAQ ok9 84R FAE FA RO, 4 84
© ¥ Ad e R e ARdA £
A9l Aol & AtH( Berg et al., 2022). A3
ToAE ESG7E @l Adem sy Ee,
at9l eadE 34 54, A8 dolx, 1gja A
A wkgo] AolstAl Uehd ¢ 2|4 gtk
(Christensen et al., 2022). °|¥g H2& ESG 4l
$9| AlEde ZAshe HuAdA B 729 9

g £F o aaME AEAoR 45 s

O
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zAaTE AHe
2 o) v

DEREE
VA BA 75 5 7]
o oagol urh APHow
A3 A3k AdAe] Aok
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ESGe oM ‘22 + = A2t =evt?

rS’L'
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(E 1) 7I=&A

Variable N A |EZHA| HaH | 26% | 9% | 5% | AW
(1) 71997 (In Tobin's Q) 5,918 | 0.089| 0.588|-0.987|-0.286 | -0.025| 0.356| 2.183
(2) ESG B8 54 5918 | 2.779| 1.214| 1.000| 2.000| 3.000| 4.000| 6.000
(3) 3E(E) 57 5918 | 2.557| 1.366| 1.000| 1.000| 2.000| 4.000| 6.000
(4) A(S) 57 5917 3.075| 1.475| 1.000| 2.000| 3.000| 4.000| 6.000
(5) AMFR(G) 57 5918 | 2.948| 1.160| 1.000| 2.000| 3.000| 4.000| 6.000
(6) HnAYA W F2MEF v | 1,891 0.298| 0.200| 0.000| 0.130| 0.273| 0.441| 1.000
(1) FAHED) 5,918 26.977| 1.414|22.652|26.045 | 26.737 | 27.640 | 33.324
(8) @A 5918 | 0.373| 0.205| 0.018| 0.199| 0.374| 0.519| 0.882
9) 94 (ROA) 5,918 | -0.005| 0.042|-0.223| -0.011| 0.002| 0.012| 0.094
(10) 99gsdass 5,918 | 0.043| 0.070 | -0.194| 0.007| 0.040| 0.080| 0.245
(11) A0 vz 5,918 | 0.003| 0.006| 0.000| 0.000| 0.000| 0.003| 0.039
(12) Auj7-2 (Aol AF H] & 5918 | 0.237| 0.176| 0.000| 0.000| 0.250| 0.333| 1.000
(E 2) A2 24
Variable 1) 2 3 (@) (5 6) ) ® @ | (0 | an | (12 | (13 |14
(1) 7BVR|(Tobins Q) | 1
(2 BG & se 0016 1
3 Eow H.088™ 0775 1
4 S5 H.004 0848 0.719% 1
(0 G 0.011 |0.826™1 0460 0593 1
Zé] OOZ]- P‘}\]’ ?‘Z Ptk ko) phokk| k| K]
6) (i 0162 0195 0.150"% 0.176*1 0.187 1
(7) S 0,129 0,608 0.583*" 0.635"™ 0437 0.281"" 1
8) FEK 0.066"" 0.075"™ 0.140™% 0.087*1 0,002 [-0.076™ | 0.141™ 1
(9 ROA 0,056 0.121"* 0.100** 0,102 0.123"* 0.072* | 0.176™*10.129"" 1
(10) dageetzss | 0.071 0173 0.167* 0.181* 0,122 0.111* 0.182*10.085" 0.330"*" 1
(11) SFiE v 0.3627 0.048™1 0.017 [ 0.065"0.032" F0.043 FH0.020 F0.053"H0.033* | 0.002 1
(12) Ao} vl 0.090*H0.082*H0.007  F0.045" H0.126™-0.038  0.029" | 0.045™ [H0.048"H0.026" | 0.038™ | 1
(13) 2 £+ 0.02% F0.129" 0.056™H0.128""H0.163"*-0.110**H0.139"* 0.006  {0.020 [0.023 |0.167*0.012 1
(14) 71 0,257 0.285™ 0266*** 0.303" 0,217 0020 04361 0,117 0.166™" 0174 H0.113"™* 0,071 H0.047*| 1
F) 1) ¥y 7§ : 197K (Tobin's Q) =012 71 A7 + F9A) & FAIe R vk BESG 5% 59, E 69, S &
. G 58=A+26, A~ 5 B+& 4 BE 3, C& 2, D& 1_% viehd: 4774"1%} By F2=W%F HFOE F BoA
37 w}i WEsE HEE ve: S = FAE 203 53 iR =38 ixwoi VHE @ ROA=ARt dl
H| o]9or @ﬂff}l%‘% At FAZ e W UG EdREE=dUg TR OM AF55S AR FAZ UE b Al
I H|F =GN E ARFAR Ve 3L ARl o)A ng ARelo|AL 5 O]AM % ez L}L & A ER=AEgE 1
Az A9 42e 002 =3} NGFR=3479C 1, 34 2 tr)ge 28 =383
2) Wil ASA R Qs BEA] 7t AolF

3) frelaae * pC0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p{0.001= VFERAAE
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ESGe oM ‘22 + = A2t =evt?

4.2 ESG dguiet 7|7k 2kl A

(& 3¢ Model 12 ESG &8 S+
(Tobin's Q) WX & Q&S Bae Az}

£ A
ok ¥4 23, ESG 5% S99 AAAFE A4
02 f3 &(-)9 S JeiTHp=-0.027). ©]
& ESG A7} 71978 felniehl Bisle) o)

FNAGR} 24 FEESG Az MElY

7, ESG 27t ARRAY ke

olehe 7H 12 AX@. @ Al
o) e B VI B ARl AT
B2 dlA] ESG ZEel @rlHe
A, F2 A A R

Faste 2902 9450) /197He] 91 8elo

g9

I
“4
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o
s
S
XY

—_

[
rUO
m

L
rlo

e
Oﬁ o

= o 19 of dp
dlo

o
—Hz
3@3
oXx
°
m{m

(% 3) ESG &% S22t 7| 71|

P Kk
o T Model 1 Model 2
} -0.027** -0.063**
E3 &1 N
ESG 53 & (-3.49) (-3.30)
: 0.039
HuAGA B Fx (0.20)
ESG 58 59 X 0.083t
HuAGA B Fx (1.88)
2 -0.197*** -0.091
(-4.63) (-1.07)
0.540*** 0.601**
A (5.94) (3.27)
0.266% 0.978*
ROA (1.79) (2.42)
o 0.311*** 0.527**
AL FdEsE
SHReEas (3.87) (3.40)
5.439* 5.559
<] LRI = ) '
AT EE (2.19) (1.16)
0.132* 0.114
ALl oA} H]-8
Hlelt Fl& (2.30) (1.23)
0.007 -0.109
I
19 (0.17) (-0.78)
Int " 5.276%** 2.791
nereep (4.62) (1.18)
Year Indicator Y Y
Industry Indicator Y Y
clustered s.e. Y Y
within R-squared 0.191 0.250
F value 44.31%** 15.62%**
obs. 5,918 1,891

) 09 FAE t-valueol™, o

AL #B5H M3E 20264 6

T p€0.10, * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.0012 YFERHSAE
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B o B AR s /1801t dRes )
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Haz Aol d#E ESG FG7F AHRAF ] wb
= WAl AP QMEE T2 o3 x

)

A=
AFE e ¢ olae ST

519l 7o 244 24 2

<L 4)= ESG 318 #9849 $HA(E), Ak
S), AMT=(G) 43 44 =

& e AARIT old| wel 7 2= AR EE %4373 GAt B Fxo] 2AFH QAR 24
Aoz doE o2 YeeAs A3 AHE AASt WA

(2" 1) ESG 5% 557 7197H] 1t #Al  Model 3& 34 (E) Az} 71971 1 FAE 4
A HuAdA fEE v g 2AENE AdFez ¢ Arot) A (E) T3 7197l freld &
AAGTE, HEE HEo] ¥ A$ ESG 57 4% ()9 9% A e AR YERRTHBE=-0.032).

il A2 55
1 1 1

7| 27L& (In Tobin's Q)

o=
0
1

-1

varpay=.1
————— varpay=.5

o varpay=.3

F) HuAdga B4 FZ(varpay) @l spotlight

FE, T FE, BE FES Ui G224 A1AREY4(0.140

g e FE U A4E4 EU3(QL, median, Q3)°l ZHst=E A
Qg 1) 7 29 =H
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ESGE oM ‘22 = = 427t =levt 7 A uddnt 24 329 ESG 429 AEA

(E 4) ESG 319l 248 24

e 719714
oTTe T Model 3 Model 4 Model 5
= -0.032*** | -0.052*
(-4.70) (-3.43)
- -0.016** | -0.052*
(-2.35) (-3.11)
G =2 -0.012% -0.038*
o (-1.67) (-1.97)
0.196 0.030 0.083
HaAdA 2% 72 (1.16) (0.16) (0.48)
53X 0.043
HN73PA B} Fx (1.11)
SEFX 0.075%
HuAYA B Fx (1.90)
53X 0.072%
HuAYA B Fx (1.79)
2an -0.193"** | -0.082 | -0.196"** | -0.082 -0.201%** | -0.098
o (-4.53) (-0.96) (-4.58) (-0.97) (-4.72) (-1.12)
AW 0.549%** 0.637* 0.534%** 0.575* 0.538*** | 0.611**
(6.09) (3.49) (5.82) (3.15) (5.85) (3.29)
ROA 0.267% 1.001* 0.258t 0.878" 0.278t 0.990*
(1.80) (2.49) (1.74) (2.17) (1.86) (2.45)
B 0.318%** 0.525** | 0.304*** 0.529** | 0.300*** 0.527**
(3.99) (3.43) (3.80) (3.48) (3.74) (3.39)
S 5.491* 5.863 5.332 5.574 5.310* 5.526
(2.23) (1.26) (2.16) (1.24) (2.14) (1.15)
Aelol Al 1] & 0.136 0.112 0.135 0.112 0.135 0.116
(2.38) (1.17) (2.35) (1.19) (2.35) (1.26)
- 0.008 -0.099 0.006 -0.107 0.007 -0.092
(0.19) (-0.72) (0.14) (-0.77) (0.17) (-0.66)
I 5.165*"* 2.437 5.220*** 2.517 5.350*** 2.840
(4.53) (1.03) (4.56) (1.07) (4.68) (1.18)
Year Indicator Y Y Y Y Y Y
Industry Indicator Y Y Y Y Y Y
clustered s.e. Y Y Y Y Y Y
within R-squared 0.194 0.251 0.189 0.251 0.187 0.242
F value 45.00* | 16.54** | 44.44*** | 16.03"** | 43.41"** | 15.35"*
obs. 5,918 1,891 5,918 1,890 5,918 1,891

) 09 #AE t-value]™,

T2 1 p0.10, ¥ p<0.05, ** pC0.01, *** p(0.0012 HeRiAF

SHHTL 552 M|3E 20269 62
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B 725 7] A1) 2 A% At sfdet
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ESGe oAl '2e & %

= AE T eIt

(% b) F7k2MZ

ot ESG A=zl Alzly

By Panel A: 12 A1} 23 Panel B: ESG W3} 23
e Model 6 Model 7 Model 8 Model 9
} -0.040** -0.050*
;57 E3 &1 . .
Rk (-2.90) (-2.49)
0.187** 0.076
A7 H2AYA Bt Fx i ‘
| AuAEA (2.64) (0.40)
A7 BSG 5% 59 X 0.032
A7) AR B & (0.72)
N -0.001 -0.018
B
ESG s (-0.19) (-1.37)
0.341*** 0.338***
HuAGA BA} Fx
HAwden 2 T (4.83) (4.77)
ESG W3} X 0.053
HAQA B} = (1.53)
F -0.140 -0.141 -0.094 -0.091
o (-1.58) (-1.59) (-1.06) (-1.03)
0.648** 0.645** 0.617** 0.616**
z Z
thike (3.37) (3.33) (3.29) (3.30)
ROA 0.935 0.928 0.982 0.976
(2.49) (2.47) (2.41) (2.41)
L 0.460** 0.469** 0.531 0.529**
d4LdEdIsE
wEEEs (3.14) (3.17) (3.46) (3.44)
10.144* 10.172** 5.742 5.506
o a2
ATAE HE (2.13) (2.10) (1.22) (1.18)
0.121 0.123 0.116 0.116
A A} B8
Pl ElE (1.45) (1.47) (1.23) (1.23)
s -0.126 -0.128 -0.089 -0.085
(-0.92) (-0.93) (-0.64) (-0.62)
Intercent 4.069% 4.128% 2.601 2.529
rereep (1.66) (1.68) (1.07) (1.04)
Year Indicator Y Y Y Y
Industry Indicator Y Y Y Y
clustered s.e. Y Y Y Y
within R-squared 0.243 0.244 0.237 0.238
I value 16.90%** 15.93*** 16.38%** 16.21%**
obs. 1,773 1,773 1,891 1,891
) 1) A7) b 144 &5 9ulsi, ESG tEi}(AESG)E Ad thy] ESG 9 %% o) 5 o)t
2) BE Bg 79 ¢ d& a4 5HE e, Bk VIS FEoE %5}
3) Model 8%} Model 99] F&HSE ESG Wskte] oyl 713 59 25 W42l In(Tobin's Q)°l™, ESG WSHAESG) &
SHHSRE ARSI
4) (09 A= tvalueold, Fo92 ¥ p(0.10, * p0.05, ** p0.01, *** p(0.001Z YERNI =

YA wMp5H M3E 2026 6 14
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E3d &=
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2 g AA Al Lz
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