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This study investigated whether ESG management and its volatility could enhance firm value during the
COVID-19 pandemic (2020-2022), considering prospect theory. Panel regression analysis, applying a
fixed-effect model, revealed that while ESG scores and their volatility did not significantly impact ROA
and ROE, ESG volatility had a positive effect on Tobin Q. Additionally, approximately 32.7% of Korean
listed companies demonstrated excellent ESG performance with satisfactory financial results. However,
companies with high economic value but low social value also accounted for 29.1%. These are attributed
to various factors, particularly the COVID-19 pandemic, which caused significant disruption and led to a
more than five-fold increase in the number of companies experiencing ESG scores dropping below B due
to negative challenges compared to previous years. This study provides new evidence that companies can
improve financial performance amidst unique environmental circumstances, such as the COVID-19
pandemic, by mitigating negative issues and bolstering positive aspects to enhance corporate value.
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(Table 1) #of Ho| & £

Er 0 IEEE
ESGS; ESG Score = ESG &3 50& 738 H 22 233k gk
o E5G,—BSG,_,

=ema ESGVP; ESG Volatility Previous Year, = TH

ESGVB ESG Valatility Benmark - = 220 ESCE Store
ESGB" Score,

ROA; (Fdolely = 22k x 100

TEHF ROE; (FHoledy + FAE) x 100
TobinQ A7y + S5, + 34
Sizei FAe Az, Ln(FAMh,)
LEVy, (FFAy + T4 * 100

s OCFy %X}*P ] dHdEsE 49T s 5 ;/ Tk
RnD; S O] el el - B
AnPy FAAY div] B gy - A
MSR;, WA &y

AEE A Aol deX 2 Aty o] 55 Hl, shie AW v ESG 55 WaHESGVP)
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TAAR Hrbel e, & AFE (Table Dell A (AF=4)" ti¥] ESG &5 WF(ESGVB)olth.
g AAY 7 Pt 5L 74 Yo7 W gald] AR AdEE FAFCE ESG 49 &5 4
ESG A< (ESGS)2 2339 th(He) €. 2019; o tigt Wslel A7|e WS W dud b

Hwﬂ

Son & Kim, 2022; Kim et al., 2022). °]& ol1, 2= ESG 57 43 ®F%¢ 'BYE &+
A ARl i 7199 ESG 29 €59 E_ﬂr% AR R ESG 7Y €5 Aol digh wslet 7]
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5) ESG 477tet #este] =l - ¢ theket 7o) tieker HrA80F EAlgth 22 7|#HC 2% Moodys, MSCI, S&PAR] ﬁé‘
77 dlEAelth, lolAls A A A A ge] AAIE A4 (Korea Economic Justice Institute Index, KEJI)<} &
=7 GA T2 ( Korea Corporate Governance Service, KCGS)<] #7} A4=7} tlE4<ld], 2022 99 A= 51%7]"41]‘111‘?

9ol FESG7IEY (Korea Institute of Corporate Governance Sustainability, KCGS) 2.2 A& W75ty f715d 4%
7199 ESG %7} ‘ST}% AAte] H7) 553 dEe] dEESCATA, A2EH2E Moody's, MCSI, S&P, A&7V 5749 =14
T oF 5 ESG EH(esg.krx.co.kr) oA AlFsl7] AleEA = dlEAQl 7]1#ez 1w o}, KOGSE 7199 A%
Bl B9 1S fEdkn oA B 408 AT G2 502 20033 BSC WS skl 1 Aok vl

d 119 $EsR vk F 2470 R, 3230 WY Bk FBow PAEE /1R Bk 79 BANE 2R 3 K wae A
3 Wrhe P04 BSG olael I 4 WS A8sle] A% SHE 1L W A5 AEE A8 P A5 AEES Ao

e 7)o R A

HESHAHT H53A s 20244 8Y 979



Eo] 54 7139 AdA 7 E 719 R4 S
(ESGVP) ¥ 9J%4 %F(ESGVB) & 2%9|
o s nelstn doke Aol A9 7Y
WA 71 ¢ gl AA 7%14 H gl ek
7l wet 714 7HA e WA= R E
analysis) S35 FAF oz At 4 gl
o 53], Aud A RE A o] 2] #A A
ESGoﬂ rﬂﬂ i (EE% %’Jé)ﬂ
(

_:

=
o A
3 a

(sensitivity
91& Ao

o1 o BHEE B2 R0 A9
. ﬂaw e $A) ABR 355 714 71
NEY PPt 279

ROA, ROE, Tobin Q

&4zl
(), el = "#a gl "2 T ohgstAl vER
1 gleh W A= ROA £ ROETHE 4%
3 A7 ROA T+ ROES Tobin Q5 &7 A%
g AT, wEdoloE, dHOIE, FEEOIYES
AGE AT S A He MFo] @A oA g},
2 A7= A A#AEQ] ROA, ROE, 181
A HAES Tobin Q5 FHHFR AHs
E} a ol%% 7199 zH—‘jr*éer% A/ A/ B

401 g A
= 27@—3}‘— AEe AA o};q

T A ﬁ?}—é

A Bgd ATEnE & A0S B2 2 1@ A7) A m@—g— CEE
ROE, Tobin Q, EPS, T7H“—‘4% o2& I g 9tk ESG A47t e A2 7ol AHE A A
9 TS 2 ZEAQS g AR Qe B9 YT ARl 2R B 1A 5o
g 283 A2 239 285 74 69 A A o AAAANA TAHA Aoz 28T Ao o
AH 2o H t—ﬂzﬂ 9], 2014; Jé{ 2016:  E wE9 TUE dZ4E & 9lv}. =3 ESG A
Aazl 9, 9; A= 9, . BSG 55 7F #2719 AL 229 folAo] mof FavE
(e 1%)4 H 32 ke # 1 } F+),) ‘% ] 7] 2k v go] FrbstkAl 2 Aot 2=
6) APATolA 288 ESG A9 AT B Wl g ok
A2 ESG AE (7], EES) T Y
“hﬁfﬂ 91(2014) ESG 5% (2011~20139, 19157H) 719 E, TobinQ - N.S.
£4471(2016) KEJI (20135, 44774) ROA, ROE & +
Azl £(2019) ESG 55, ESG #3} 4 (2011~2015, 487) Tl (EPS) +, N.S.
7873 (2020) ESG @ (2011~20174, 5357H) ROA, TobinQ N.S.
2313} o]34H2021) | ESG B (2013~20204, 326870) ROA, ROE, TobinQ -, N.S.
A8 €(2022) ESG 5%, ESG 57 W3 (2011~20199, 316270) | wj&dolo)s, dlolde 5| - N.S.
el ol oFdT(2022) | ESG A4 (2020, 487H) TobinQ, OROA ROE +, N.S.
g 9(2022) ESG 57 (20204, 6067H) AANATA 7R H & 5 +
uhavlal v € (2022) | ESG 55 (2011~20194, 771270) OROA, TobinQ -+
29199 (2023) ESG 7 (2020~20224, 2807H) ROE, TobinQ +, N.S.
7AEX(2024) ESG %% (2012~2020%, 70367H) ANA7HE7LHE 5 +
980 ZYSIHT M53A M4z 20244 8



COVID-19 #H|g| 7|Zio= ESG 21t ESG &Y &2 HS2 7| 7HKE SHAIA F=717

o9&, SJHE, AIAE v nA e FS &
uste] ESG 49t ESG A5e] WEe] 7

EHE Hrtg dart gla, ol & AFelA
ROA% ROEE 3 melste ol frolth. &4, 714
o] AkslA Al o] AT T Al 7t WA

]
7

rl

T 9% A¥E a0 . dE 50, 1A
29 R dEe 719 vl EE ol BEde
A g glon, ol ARt A dF=
Ay g4 & A71E AL vg A
T 97 B dE2 719 AAA oloE S7HI

-1 =2
12 b S BT ASY 22 ZUAE 3
A w5 22 AT, A4 49 oUAE L ol

g $oln FA4, 34 5 JABARY S @
5 o vz SRz 4
& BA AAS TR Y Tea st

7199 AT E B9E 4 dvh mEA ESG 2
ol AT T} 719 7H o vA = e At
E 344 ROA, ROES} B Eo] aA71A] iy
F71x) 9] H&2 o5& Tobin Qo MIX& 94
&= olelote AL $a3 o] € Aoln. FAl W

= £47(2016), MeliR £(2019), 93 F72
(

>,
o

2020), A4 2(2022), A&AA(2024)9] A8
o Zzsto] 719 E(Size), AW A (LEV),

a5 51 &(0CF), Ad77HE¥&(RnD), 3
]

ROA; +; (ROEjtﬂ, Tobianm) = a + BIESGS;
+ 182ESGVPjt + ﬁgESGVBjt + 184LHSjZ€jt

HYSHATL ®533 ™4z 20244 82

+ B;LEVy + GOCFy + B;RnDj
+ BsAnPy; + BoMSRy + ¢

3.2

rx

A
¥ Y XESY

Kkl

—

A7 BEE daAUa frbsEA 4
AE 71doltt. ESG $85& KCGS7F 202019 7-H
20223714 ESG *9 (www.esg.krx.co.kr) & 5
s AlFshe 2,303709] THS AR F89A
18 v BSG A9 £+ W ndsr] Asl
w0l e 719 FolAM A,

=
By, 4807 B AR AEA7 k7]

B g
ge Astda, 1 A3 75470 714, 2,262 &
o] AU AFdAE 20239 8E 7|Fo=

ESG Tw°] gr¥ g=Ad L F7tsaAgd &
A 7547) 719l 8l FnGuidedllAl 2019\ %€
20229744 25 s FHEIT. S AA R WHE A
H BE Ao ol s neste] BE AE Ho
TAE WA 98 23, 58, 28 5 289
At 1 A% 70970 71ge] de=a, 2021
d ROE 2347} e 7 71 719 & Al ¢Jst] HF
Hoz 70774 719, 2,121709] Fo] Byt

V. A&

4
[L ey |

4.1 7= A - #2719 E4
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Panel A: 43| d= I 57 H=(N=2121)

He g 55 | (N=707) At A B+ B C D R goT
H2E | 115(24.8) | 100.3) | 20(5.8) | 54(15.7) || 80(23.2) | 129(37.4) | 61(17.7) | 345(100) | 75(21.7)
1A 81(17.5) | 1(0.4) | 30(12.3) | 33(13.6) | 53(21.8) | 83(34.2) | 43(17.7) | 243(100) | 64(26.3)
Aok 76(16.4) | 2(0.9) | 30(13.2) | 48(21.1) | 67(29.4) | 64(28.1) | 17(7.5) | 228(100) | 80(35.1)

Az 318 74(16.0) | 5(2.3) | 52(23.4) | 32(14.4) | 49(22.1) | 64(28.8) | 20(9) | 222(100) | 89(40.1)
X 67(14.5) - 11.5) | 16(8) | 54(26.9) | 81(40.3) | 39(19.4) | 201(100) | 27(13.4)
A7) | 50(10.8) - 29(19.3) | 19(12.7) | 32(21.3) | 41(27.3) | 29(19.3) | 150(100) | 48(32)
27 463(65.5) | 9(0.6) | 172(12.4) | 202(14.5) | 335(24.1) | 462(33.3) | 209(15) | 1,389(100) | 383(27.6)
Mel2g | 94(38.5) | 5(1.8) | 60(21.3) | 88(31.2) | 71(25.2) | 46(16.3) | 12(4.3) | 282(100) | 153(54.3)
marl | 60(24.6) | 2(1.1) | 47(26.1) | 15(8.3) | 36(20) | 48(26.7) | 32(17.8) | 180(100) | 64(35.6)

3(3.1)

oAz | d4Y 28(11.5

[S)

oz
=
of
P>
o
DO
=
o
=

(26.7)

26027.1) | 14(14.6) | 24(25) | 19(19.8) | 10(10.4) | 96(100) | 43(44.8)
- 9(10.7) | 13(15.5) | 19(22.6) | 35(41.7) | 8(9.5) 84(100) 2(26.2)
- 15(20) | 16(21.3) | 18(24) | 16(21.3) | 10(13.3) | 75(100) | 31(41.3)

1
1274 5(2) - - 16.7) | 2(13.3) | 8(53.3) | 4(26.7) | 15(100) 1(6.7)

27 244(34.5) | 10(1.4) | 157(21.4) | 147(20.1) | 170(23.2) | 172(23.5) | 76(10.4) | 732(100) | 314(42.9)

d
QO

)

e
@
__);L’
PX
2
(2
1
=3
o
©

Panel C: HAZ2Y Ax=d Fo]

200 185 100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30

— 2020 — 021 — 2022 — 7020 — 2021 — 7022

% (2020)

HE (2021)

M (2022) M (2020) M (2021 % (2022)

3ttt (Table 2) Panel Acle ¥ 979 A5 A2dL M2 9470(38.5%), =44 6070
7|eEA el A E Atk FEVIH(N=T07) &  (24.6%), FEFAIY 3270(13.1%), 144 28
oA A2 46371(65.5%), HIA 2GS 24470 M(11.5%), =533 2570(10.2%) T4 HI=E
(34.5%)2 TEHAY. AxHY dTd HeFe Bt

H 54 11570(24.8%), 71741 817/0(17.5%), 21k ESG 532 S, A+, A, B+, B, C, D T&A =
7670 (16.4%), 33t 7470(16.0%), 5% 677 Hrte e, A2 HAzEY 25 ST

(14.5%) 5 ¥lwA 18 235 B3t} aega v Faol 7P &3tk 48 7id £ 2,120 &

982 BESIAT M53H M4z 20244 8



COVID-19 #H|g| 7|Zio= ESG 21t ESG &Y &2 HS2 7| 7HKE SHAIA F=717

Z(Panel A), A M= 513 fFo] A+5+
570(2.3%), Ae+ 5270(23.4%), B+55 3271
(14.4%) 2 %zl 89N 40.1%5 M3t 7t
e AR Uega, HlA G = AH
Aol A+5H 5M(1.8%), ASH 6071(21.3%),
B+%w 8871(31.2%) 2 4=l 153702 54.3%
Afrote] 71 sttt w2, ESG ¢ A%
7ol dFehs BeEHH DI/ dAhegs B
w34 o] BSHF 5470(26.9%), C5F 8174
(40.3%), DSH 3971(19.4%) = AzHAA 713
ok fF o & Jehyga, HA XA E T2 F
7F AL 1] 7 A%kn, avkeo® A
o] Ba 197M(22.6%), Ce= 3571(41.7%), D
S0 870(9.5%) & FA e Ao Z Vet 24 4
T 14Y9L 2EAY AFGANAL 9 Qb AL WA
Ao =29 FEo] 2 JFTOE ESG H7t
o2 ettt B+5F o 4%
2= 27.6%, vIAIZGAA

Panel B Coll= 371 & 2,121/ & & A
z23 Mz A=l ESG §F Fol7t 47
AAE Atk Az, HAZY BF A=Y Fo|
2 B G5 dgsle B+ o4 7lgET o
olalel 71del Wxrt AR 7} Folo e A
o2 Yehdt o] d d4e 53] 20224 F=
g, olE ARESG7IFL0] 22 7]Fd %
H MNP BRTES H7F B3 wkdsiiA ESG
A9 AA 1=3kE o] FA X 7195 el ¥

.

M o] shkel Alole AzHT

4.2 FQ w4o| 7ISEA 9 Aiab

(Table 3) +&
Folt},

WA, FE5AFQ ROAS #Hit-e 3.300]. ROE
£ 4.94, Tobin Q& 1.14°|t}. 59¥4 ESGH
F(ESGS) 9 H#e 2.93, ESG W% ESGVP,
ESGVBE Zt7} 0.32, 0.13 ot} 281 &4
W40l LnSIZE 27.42, LEV 0.24, OCF 0.04,
RnD 0.01, AnP 0.01, MSR 44.24% Jehst}.
o2 F8 Wgd gie FaRaA £ A3
ROAE ESGS9 ESGVPY A#A 7 0.180,
-0.058% 99% AlZ| gzl o8ttt ROEE
ESGS$H 0.147, TobinQE ESGVP, ESGVB9}9]
ABAS7E 0.041, 0.058% 25 95% ol4e] 4l
FETdlM Fostad. A, WS 2 bgsesds
(multicollinearity) el taixe F718o=z 735
= 7% A3, TAAAF(VIF) 257} 7153#
10 olat2 Vet bsadAdel A7 fles &
sttt a9ksld, ESG H4= ROA, ROES}
F(+)9 FBBA} 1, F2 HL ESGVPY
ESGVB € &% Tobin Q% < (+)9 #2374
A#AE 7tk Aolth. o] ESG H4E &
Mo g T3 ESG A4 wghEel7} Tobin Qe
€ A7 2388 9 nE F es 7l
a7 she Azt AZE. guk ROA, ROES
o] AN A 59} folgEo]l EAE ] UN=,
old] e sddelel 2 A% Agdl ny gy}
(FE) 23S 243 3N Arjol|r] =98] Bu
2 gt

Ao TleEAst dudA 2

N

o~

7) F=ESG7IEY 1202249 ESG %71 3 SH 3,

HYSHATL ®533 ™4z 20244 82
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(Table 3) FL 9|
4

Mean | SD. | 1 2 3 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 1
LROA | 330 | 711 | 1
9. ROE | 4.94 | 923929 | 079 4
3 TobinQ | 1.14 | 091 | 0010 0061 4
4 BS0S | 293 | 130 | 0,480 OL47 0.009
5. BSGVP | 0.32 | 059 | 0008 0.085 0041 -0.925
6 nsovs | o3 | ogp | 006 0001 0058 0217 Lol |
7 InSize | 2742 | 162 | 0241 0210 0148 0.635 0181 0124
8 Lev | 024 | 017 | 0232 0158 0034 009 002 0029 0168
9.0cF | 004 | 007 | 0804 0472 -0.020 0197 0057 0175 0203 0198
R | 001 | oz | 0034 0009 0317 0083 -0.017 0012 -0.009 0083 0.0%8
1. AP | 001 | 00g | 0021 0.007 0080 0154 -0.049 0021 0050 -0.108 0222 0086
9 vk | ada | 164 | 0071 0072 0183 0012 -0.018 0014 0.042 -0038 0135 0005 0084
TR o o 2 k=B e [OlFE 1%, 5%, 10% ol w23
43 97 oH 2= 9& FRel] EAE FAAA. 23 HA B4
= B 3o 717kl COVID-19 #HR] 7] 7o) gh=
T9o WAl "COVID-19 ™Y 77tz S neste] F7HEAS 819t AR, COVID-19
73‘ 3} ESG A =9 HEe 7Y 7 E Ady o] Jaks 2 HF oz e ulo] 9 (Bio), I3,
%EH/‘]?'J] FEF 0|1 o5 A3 98l (Figure gl LBl JFE A9 FES o R P ay
2% ol F AR FiEate] EAsT 12k £ BEEs 449 g AP ARAE ST =
AMolME AR, AAZEE Az, vAZzgS g4t A, gt 7199 ESG Adtet AlFAe] #AE &
© 2 WA (endogeneity) o] TAIE BA5H7] Sl Mela 2 13- AFFER ojH BEXE HolEAE
Robust Hausman A%< 3390, 4, 1 At o ¢=ES AW, A 1Fd £
Ao w2t 4 34 #F(consistent estimator) 719 ASS Al RAo R "%ﬁi% oS 1 559 13}

2 Gua] 99 14 EIHFE) 23S 48
AEIE TAL AL AIIAL4E FHAA,
2902 304 HuE sld) AARE, Az, vAz

984

e
X,
Y
_E

.
2 eolalol & AE

O =
TFT

Population-ratio difference test).

=k

Hﬁl‘ﬂr(ChiZ—test and

SHHTL ®B3A HM43 20244 8Y



COVID-19 #E|g 7|zZhol= ESG

Y0 ESG 29 £&2 H32 7Y JHIE SHAIA FE747

1t Analysis
(Main Test)

- LHMAH AZ - Robust Hasuman test
- HEHESHES - NGNS
- HEHEIHES - DESUR

&(Panel FE Model) :
&(Panel FE Model) : MIX¥

dME=
O HIMZ=E

v

2" Analysis

HIx: Bio
(Further Test)

HIHII%* s
- ESG d1tet ROE - NeEE

(Figure 2) ESG &Y &1} ESG 49 +
4.3.1 Robust Hausman A5 14 §3451g
(FE)< A48 g3 s Ay

1 WA sd AP ARG M ng &
7 =gy} dE5ay 232 A937] 918 Robust
Hausman #A5< T390t Hausmane A%
7 & v ol dA (Hy: Cov( xi, ;) =0)= 1
e, g pd e A oA (Hy: Cov( xit, u;)
#0)< UERITE (Table 4)9] AAE RAAH A4
A3}, Prob ) Chi% = 0.002.2 AF7M S 7126}
pil=g
AR BAE BAGt 93] FHF
7] S AARES Ao
A43 MY AEN & I =
thAo 2 EX3 A3 ((Table 4)) FE38 vk A&
ROA, ROE, Tobin Q 2&8¥ & A€ ESGVPS
ESGVBY] Wz foidoltt, ROA Edd &
ESGS, ESGVP, ESGVB 25 #9l3lA e+ttt
ROE EZel|lA = Wglek W4l ESGVPe ESGVB
7} 0.01%1L -0.047% el F&= B3t} Tobin
Q 2@ HE ESGSE -0.163, ESGVPE -0.241,
ESGVBE 0.1242 2% 99% AlgsFdA #9
SHATh AT} A 2GS RSt A A
Az E Tobin Q ZF A ESGVP7l AA %

Aggst

AT w53 M4E 202414 8Y

Ho e ()0l 1 B3} (+) o WAy
AL, ESGVB solslgith. a8l a v)A 2 A
2 ESGVB7Z} Tobin Q°l RIX& 4gket 0.092

2 FosHAl YERit
Qo A2 ¢ ESGS, ESGVP, ESGVB
7} ROAS ROE®] frelat & n|A] l kAT

at

Tobin QIIAE ESGS9 ESGVPE foldh &(-)
o] 98-S mH I, ESGVBE %(+)9 0325}:% P!
t}. o] ESG A49} Wglgo] A Ao Jek
= & v A& AA 58], ESGVPE $44
JgS FAW ESCGVBE 344 oS njAgE

3

o

HollH, ESG Sl Wabt A7 folvl @
kS FejH I Wigl 0] Ho]® ESG S5 %

=AML BTE 2948 o yeid & Slde He
ShAske Axtet A}, HiA 2= ESGVB

7} Tobin Q9 S84 9&& vldvke A
omole Axe Azdnh vk ESG A Ad

&= tiH] ESG 4] M3kl $44 9= vlAA
U el @ Gl wsA ggdkrke ddA ESG
A AdE v ESG A5 Hskte e v
 ANAREl e g 5 A

2 g9 B8] Z0E & Yk FAE )

rr
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=l

(Table 4) 1™ =

o
[74

vy ZeSly LidleR

8 KYC0C =

s

=

(1) #AAEE (2) Az (3) Aul=9
ROA‘EH ROEH] ROALH ROELH TObiHQLH ROALH ROELH TObil’thH
FSGS. 0.041 0.080 0.053 0.080 -0.219*** 0.019 0.103 -0.039
N (0.55) (1.01) (0.54) (0.66) (-2.81) (0.21) (0.91) (-0.54)
RSGVP: -0.061 0.017** -0.079 -0.196 0.325%* -0.004 0.088 -0.087
t (-0.77) (0.21) (-0.75) (-0.19) (-2.69) (-0.04) (0.64) (-1.06)
RSGVE. -0.192 -0.047* -0.033 -0.058 0.138%** -0.018 -0.051 0.92%**
! (-0.91) (-1.85) (1.19) (18D (497 (059  (-1.22) (437
. -1.076*** -1.127***
LnSizey (-3.37) (-3.39) Controlled
-0.027 0.025 _
LEVi (0.29) 0.24) Controlled
0.023 0.018
OCFj (0.66) (0.48) Controlled
-0.211* -0.328*
RnDj, (-1 82) (-0.19) Controlled
-0.090 -0.477
AnPy (~0.97) (0.46) Controlled
0.132 0.087 )
MSRi (0.95) (0.12) Controlled
Constant -0.003 0.003 -0.34 -0.028 -0.190*** 0.101 0.156 -0.061
Adj. R? 0.038 0.037 0.073 0.062 0.204 0.021 0.031 0.282
Observations 1414 1414 926 926 926 488 488 488
Company FE YES YES YES
Year FE YES YES YES

Hausman

Prob ) Chi* = 0.00

Prob ) Chi® = 0.00

Prob ) Chi® = 0.00

2
flo
id
0x
i



COVID-19 #H2| 7|Zio|= ESG 2T ESG &<

4.3.2 22} 4% A NI ARA

13} ¥4 Avjoll 358 3k 7R ESGS, ESGVP,
ESGVB7} ROA%} ROEoﬂ n) )& ggko] 9k (+)o]

A% folaA A &) o2 fela vehtn
SITFE Aok, ol @ wgo B A BAaA
Fe E49 4o} 2952 A8 BSG A9

Fglo

A &3} 43} (buffering effect) 2
o, 2 54 aQlEne] doag o Qe 7t
(synergistic effect)® +% Jthe A AAFsHE
A3tolt}, old] & A= COVID-19 9] o
(Bio), &=, o3, =4t
Aot FES Yo 1y aRRgS
A& T8kt ((Table 5))
A3, ESGS, ESGVP, ESGVB7F ROAS}
ROEOﬂ e G LF7E ook &gttt Tobin
Qell WA= dg -0.133, -0.218, 0.111= 95%
o] AFFEelA frefatia, WA E 12} #4]

o A3ks} A AElE BT Tobin Qo thgt

kS AR A o 2 wke nlo] 9

ofN

otso ins
r

_u é mlo
m&

TEo| HES2 7| TIXIE SUAIA FET17

S 71%12] ESG
Zdgol ot 95 A 7H(B tie] WAsle) of
71249 714 7139 #AE Fstete AYE &4
k=3

4.3.3 ESG 444 ROE 2AFEE 719 £3-

FtolAlEAd 3 2rleatol A

A2 4T SA HAIARH e F7let] AR
g 7199 ESG ket Ao #AE g6t
Aol £XE Holi geAE F7hE Aleit.

& ESG A¥e ESG A4S AFA I+ ROE
f&x 2 AFs9th ROEE F547H] 3%S &
o

s}, A 43S da Lt Be ol

(Table 6) Z=Lt &4F S| T M7 =Y

ROAtH ROEL+1 TObil’lQHl
0.013 0.034 -0.133**
ESGS;; (0.17) (0.41) (-2.41)
-0.094 -0.051 -0.218%**
ESGVPy (-1.15) (~0.70) (-2.62)
-0.000 -0.134 0.111**
ESGVEx (~0.00) (-0.65) (6.19)
Control variables Controlled Controlled Controlled
Constant 0.194 0.009 -0.210
Adj. R? 0.039 0.038 0.182
Observations 1300 1300 1300
Company FE YES
Year FE YES
Hausman Prob » Chi® = 0.0000

zyst

AT w53 M4E 202414 8Y

987



G2
Good ESG, Bad FP

Good ESG, Good FP

Gl

ROE

Bad G3
Bad ESG, Bad FP

Bad ESG, Good FP

G4 Good

(Figure 3) ESG S22 ROE 11 - =&Y 1

AReteAE BoAFe ol ot webA 7140l
Ao 2 2fdt AR 7|uko 2 ALe] A 7hR] 9}
AR 1Al AGA 7ldsh=AlE S A
gt Aot} FAE 98 ESG A4¢F ROEE 7|+
© 2 (Figure 3)¢} Zol 47] 2522 EF/3H3

ESG FF e gard ddste B+5
T 014 Good 1E22, Fokrd dFete BE
F ol3l% Bad 2522 PRSI ROEE 7

< 7IF22 ROEZE 604 W oS 23tst
AT Frd 719 e R, 404 Wi
njgkol® A b ek 42 VYR OF
S FEIA (Fiegenbaum, 1990: Son and Kim,
2022). ESG 533 ROE AFE 7]Wez 2x2
WEYAE w5 JlolAlF ASH BHE Ao] A
& e, 1 237} (Table 6)°l A|A=
=3

WA, Panel Adle AA AdE oo 2 ESG,
E, S, Go SF¥=E ROE A4 2x2 V|EYAE
thEo] FholAlg HAE Rl & Abo] A TP
A7t EAH 02 AN EH At 4 23, ESG

o) et a5 A4S AT S a5

-
yo M

988

Bad

i

(G1)o] AFZ27t FAe 215(G2) Bt Hf&0
E=1(G1=356(20.9%) » G2=199(11.7%)),
ESG ol A% 159 45 AT} S5
3 25(G4)o] FR3 25 (G3) Bt Ffgo] W&
A(G4=496(29.2%) ( G3=650(38.2%)) 22
UERstTE BH& Aol ASellA] Zgkol 247} 6.664,
-4.5490]3 99%. 90% A F]FFelA F2stsitt.
ESG AlF-8Q1 &7 (E), AEI(S), AME2=(G) &
FUZE AR P& 2ol

+C2 2, Panel B, Colle Ax4™ vAz2AdE
TE3ta ESG, E, S, G 5H5EE ROE A49%
2x2 MEYAE whEo] Jlo|Ag HAEd 2HlE& A
o] A% FAT ARt AAH dedl, 1 AT
= AA 299 A fAreHAl Vebgtt, ol 2l

p
B A3 ESG 499 F0 $54845 AR
J

o w3, 77k B2 (E), AFEI(S), AMdAG)
ZRNE B $29 Besl AT 244



COVID-19 #H[2] 7|2tz ESG Z¥1t ESG

(Table 6) 7I0|M&

7394

d5o 2H|E Afo| HE

49 &2 Y32 7Y 7Kg BHAIA FEIH?

Panel A: 3] 4]

Good ESG (B+1) Bad ESG (B) Good E (B+1) Bad E (B)
GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP
Gl G2 G4 G3 Gl G2 G4 G3
356(20.9%) | 199(11.7%) | 496(29.2%) | 650(38.2%) | 277(16.3%) | 142(8.3%) | 575(33.8%) | 707(41.6%)
z = 6.664 z = -4.549 z = 6.595 z = -3.687
Two-tail p ¢ 0.005 Two-tail p ¢ 0.100 Two-tail p ¢ 0.005 Two-tail p ¢ 0.100
Good S (B+1) Bad S (B)) Good G (B+1) Bad G (B))
GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP
Gl G2 G4 G3 Gl G2 G4 G3
444(26.1%) | 236(13.9%) | 408(24.0%) | 613(36.0%) | 450(26.5%) | 303(17.8%) | 402(23.6%) | 546(32.1%)
z = 7.976 7z = -6.416 z = 5.357 z = -4.677

Two-tail p ¢ 0.005

Two-tail p ¢ 0.100

Two-tail p ¢ 0.005

Two-tail p ¢ 0.100

Panel B: A%

Good ESG (B+ 1) Bad ESG (B) Good E (B+ 1) Bad E (B)
GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP
Gl G2 G4 G3 Gl G2 G4 G3
194(17.4%) | 115(10.3%) | 364(32.7%) | 440(39.5%) | 160(14.4%) | 94(8.4%) | 398(35.8%) | 461(41.4%)
z = 4.494 z = -2.680 z = 4.141 z = -2.150
Two-tail p ¢ 0.005 Two-tail p ¢ 0.100 Two-tail p ¢ 0.005 Two-tail p ¢ 0.100
Good S (B+1) Bad S (B)) Good G (B+1) Bad G (B))
GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP
Gl G2 G4 G3 Gl G2 G4 G3
252(22.6%) | 131(11.8%) | 306(27.5%) | 424(38.1%) 248(22.3%) | 180(16.2%) | 310(27.9%) | 375(33.7%)
z = 6.183 7z = -4.367 z = 3.287 7z = -2.484

Two-tail p ¢ 0.005

Two-tail p ¢ 0.100

Two-tail p ¢ 0.005

Two-tail p ¢ 0.100

Panel C: H]A| %24

Good ESG (B+ 1) Bad ESG (B) Good E (B+1) Bad E (B)
GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP
Gl G2 G4 G3 Gl G2 G4 G3
162(27.6%) | 84 (14.3%) | 132(22.4%) | 210(35.7%) | 117(19.9%) | 48(8.2%) | 177(30.1%) | 246(41.8%)

z = 4.973 z = -4.218 z = 5.372 z = -3.355
Two-tail p ¢ 0.005 Two-tail p ¢ 0.1 Two-tail p ¢ 0.005 Two-tail p ¢ 0.100
Good S (B+1) Bad S (B)) Good G (B+1) Bad G (B))
GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP GoodFP BadFP
al G2 G4 a3 Gl a2 G4 o
192(32.7%) | 105(17.9%) | 102(17.3%) | 189(32.1%) 202(34.4%) | 123(20.9%) | 92(15.6%) (29.1%)
z = 5.048 z = -5.100 z = 4.382 z = -4.871

Two-tail p ¢ 0.005

Two-tail p € 0.1

Two-tail p ¢ 0.005

Two-tail p ¢ 0.100
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